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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the theory of scattering and more precisely the existence of modified

wave operators for a class of long range Hartree type equations
. 1 ~ 12
i0yu + §Au = g(|u|*)u (1.1)
where u is a complex function defined in space time IR"™, A is the Laplacian in IR", and
g(ul?) = MH=7 W Juf? (1.2)

with w = (=A)Y2, A € IR, 0 < v < 1 and 0 < u < n. The operator w"™™ can also be

represented by the convolution in z
W f=Chp || % f (1.3)

[B7], so that (1.2) is a Hartree type interaction with potential V(x) = C|x|™*. The more
standard Hartree equation corresponds to the case v = u. In that case, the nonlinearity g(|u|?)

becomes

I(lul?) = Vs [ul* = Al * Jul® (1.4)

with a suitable redefinition of A.

A large amount of work has been devoted to the theory of scattering for the Hartree equation
(1.1) with nonlinearity (1.4) as well as with similar nonlinearities with more general potentials
V' [8,9, 11-17,19-21, 25]. Asin the case of the linear Schrédinger equation, one must distinguish
the short range case, corresponding to v > 1, from the long range case corresponding to v < 1.
Fairly satisfactory results exist in the short range case. In particular it is known that the
(ordinary) wave operators exist in suitable function spaces for v > 1 [Bf]. Furthermore for
repulsive interactions, namely for A > 0, it is known that all solutions in suitable spaces admit
asymptotic states in L? for v > 1, and that asymptotic completeness holds in suitable spaces
for v > 4/3 B(]. In the long range case v < 1, the ordinary wave operators are known not to
exist in any reasonable sense [B{], and one expects that they sould be replaced by modified wave
operators including a suitable phase in their definition, as is the case for the linear Schrodinger

equation. A well developed theory of long range scattering exists for the latter. See for instance



[B for a recent and comprehensive treatment and for an extensive bibliography. In contrast
with that situation, only preliminary results are available for the Hartree equation (and even
less results for the more difficult nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation), all of them restricted
to the case of small solutions. On the one hand, the existence of modified wave operators has
been proved in the critical case v = 1 for small solutions [§]. On the other hand, it has been
shown recently, first in the critical case v = 1 [1J, [[J] and then in the whole range v < 1
[, 3, [4] that the global solutions of the Hartree equation (1.1) (1.3) with small initial data
exhibit an asymptotic behaviour as ¢t — “+oo of the expected scattering type characterized
by scattering states uy and including suitable phase factors that are typical of long range
scattering. In particular, in the framework of scattering theory, the results of [[1], [3, [4] are
just the property of asymptotic completeness for small data.

In the simpler case of short range interactions, it is a fact of experience that for the Hartree
equation as well as for other equations such that the NLS equation or the nonlinear wave
(NLW) equation, asymptotic completeness for small data can be proved together with and by
the same method as the existence of the wave operators with no size restriction on the data.
The results of [, 13, [4] therefore suggest that the same method that has been used there to
prove asymptotic completeness for small data can be used to prove the existence of suitably
modified wave operators, again with no size restriction on the data. It is the purpose of the
present paper to explore that possibility in the case of the Hartree type equation (1.1) (1.2).

The special choice of nonlinearity (1.2) has been dictated by the following reasons. In
one direction, at the present preliminary stage of long range nonlinear scattering theory, it
seems more appropriate to look for the basic facts on a rather specific example rather than
on a general class of nonlinearities of the type (1.4) with V' replaced by some general function
satisfying suitable smoothness and decay conditions. In the opposite direction, the strictly
Hartree interaction (1.4) has the drawback that one single parameter v serves two unrelated
purposes. On the one hand, it characterizes the long distance behaviour of the interaction,
leading in particular to the distinction between short range and long range cases. On the other
hand, it characterizes the local regularity of the interaction, and as a consequence the local
regularity that is required for the solutions. In order to avoid that confusion, we consider the

time dependent interaction (1.2) with two independent parameters v and pu. With that choice



it turns out that v again characterizes the long distance or equivalently long time behaviour,
whereas p characterizes the local regularity. Finally the nonlinearity (1.2) is covariant under
dilations, which is an important simplifying property.

The main result of the present paper is the existence of modified wave operators for the
equation (1.1) (1.2), together with a description of the asymptotic behaviour in time of solutions
in the ranges of those operators, with no size restriction on the data, in suitable spaces and for
suitable values of v and . The method is an extension of the energy method used in [[LT], [3, [[4],
and uses in particular the equations introduced in [[J] to study the asymptotic behaviour of
small solutions. The spaces of initial data, namely in the present case of asymptotic states,
are Sobolev spaces of finite order similar to those used in [[4]. The parameter p characterizing
the regularity of the interactions has to satisfy the condition p < n — 2 and p < 2. The
condition p < n — 2 is the really important one and is needed for the treatment of the problem
in a neighborhood of infinity in time. It restricts the theory to space dimension n > 3. That
condition and consequently the restriction n > 3 could most probably be relaxed at the cost of
using more complicated spaces such as those used in [[l, [J]. The condition p < 2 is imposed
in order to make contact with the available treatments of the equation (1.1) at finite times
[0, I8, R5. It cannot be avoided in the attractive case A < 0, whereas it can most probably be
relaxed to p < Min(4,n) in the repulsive case A > 0. The parameter 7 characterizing the long
distance/long time behaviour of the interaction will have to satisfy 1/2 < v < 1. The critical
case 7 = 1 can be treated easily by the same methods, but is excluded here in order to simplify
the exposition, since it would require different formulas involving ¢nt instead of ¢!=7. The case
v < 1/2 can be treated by the methods of this paper, but it is more complicated and requires a
more careful analysis of the asymptotic behaviour of the solutions of (1.1). It will be deferred
to a subsequent paper.

The construction of the modified wave operators is too complicated to allow for a more
precise statement of the results at the present stage. That construction will be described in
heuristic terms in Section 2 below. It involves in particular the study of an auxiliary system
of equations involving a new function w and a phase ¢ instead of the original function u and
the construction of local wave operators in a neighborhood of infinity for that system. After

collecting some notation and a number of preliminary estimates in Section 3, we shall study the



local Cauchy problem at finite times for the auxiliary system in Section 4. We shall then study
the Cauchy problem at infinity and the asymptotic behaviour of solutions for the auxiliary
system in Sections 5 and 6. In particular we shall essentially construct local wave operators
at infinity for that system. We shall then come back from the auxiliary system to the original
equation (1.1) for u and construct the wave operators for the latter in Section 7, where the final
result will be stated in Proposition 7.5. A more detailed description of the technical sections 3
- 7 will be given at the end of Section 2. The reader who wants to get quickly to the heart of
the matter is invited to read Section 2, to skip most of Section 3 except for the notation at the
beginning and for the definition of admissibility (Definition 3.1) to look at Proposition 4.1 and
skip its proof, and to proceed to Section 5 where the main construction starts.

We conclude this section with some general notation which will be used freely throughout
this paper. We denote by || - ||, the norm in L" = L"(IR"). For 1 < r < oo, we define
d(r) =n/2—n/r. For any interval I and any Banach space X, we denote by C(I, X) the space
of strongly continuous functions from [ to X and by L*(I, X) (resp. LS.(I, X)) the space of
measurable essentially bounded (resp. locally essentially bounded) functions from I to X. For
real numbers a and b, we use the notation aVVb = Max(a, b), a Ab = Min(a, b) and [a] = integral
part of a. Finally if (p - ¢) is the numbering of a double inequality, we denote by (p - ¢L) and
(p - qR) the left hand and right hand inequality of (p - q) respectively.

Additional notation will be given at the beginning of Section 3.

2 Heuristics.

In this section, we discuss in heuristic terms the construction of the modified wave operators
for the equation (1.1), as it will be performed below in this paper. The discussion applies to any
Schrodinger like equation of the type (1.1) where g(|u|?) is real and depends on u only through
|u|. In addition g may also at this stage depend on x and ¢. For instance g can be independent
of u and depend only on (z,t), thereby leading for (1.1) to a linear Schrédinger equation with
time dependent potential ; g can be given by (1.4) or (1.2), thereby leading to the Hartree or

Hartree-type equation considered here ; g can be a local function of |u|* and possibly ¢ such as

gllul?) = X 7 u?" (2.1)



thereby leading to a NLS equation with power nonlinearity, and with the parameters v and p
playing the same role as in (1.2). Whatever the case, we assume that the Cauchy problem for
(1.1) is globally well posed at finite time, namely that for any t, € IR and any wug in a suitable
space, (1.1) has a unique solution u with u(tg) = up, defined for all ¢ in IR and depending
continuously on ug in suitable norms.

The problem addressed by scattering theory is first of all that of classifying the possible
asymptotic behaviour of the global solutions of (1.1) by relating them to a set of model functions
with suitably chosen and preferably simple asymptotic behaviour. The first question to be
considered is then the following one. For each function v of the previous set, construct a
solution w of (1.1) such that u(t) behaves as v(t) when t — 400, for instance in the sense that
u(t) — v(t) tends to zero when ¢t — +o0 in suitable norms. A similar question can be asked for
t — —oo. From now on we restrict our attention to the case of positive times.

A natural method to attack the previous question is the following one. Let v be a fixed
model function. Take tq > 0, to large. Using the wellposedness of (1.1) for finite initial time,
define uy, as the solution of the Cauchy problem for (1.1) with initial data w,(tg) = v(to) at
time t,. For fixed v, take now the limit ¢ty — oo. In favourable cases, uy, will tend to a limiting
solution u, of (1.1) answering the previous question.

Of special interest is the case where the set of model functions v is the set of solutions of
an evolution problem which is globally well posed (and preferably simpler than (1.1)). In that
case, the set of model functions v can be characterized by its initial data at some prescribed
time 7', whereas the solutions u = u., as constructed above can also be characterized by their
values u(T') at time 7. The map v — u., classifying (part of) the solutions of (1.1) through
their asymptotic behaviour is then equivalent to the simpler map Q. : v(7") — u(7T) relating
the values of v and w at time 7. That map is the wave operator (for positive time).

At this stage there is some symmetry between the original evolution for u and the model
evolution for v. In fact let u be a solution of (1.1) constructed by the previous limiting process.
Then v can be recovered from u as follows. Take tq > 0, t, large. Define vy, as the solution of
the Cauchy problem for the model evolution with initial data v, (to) = u(ty) at time ¢y. For
fixed u, take now the limit ¢ty — oo. In general vy, will then tend to the original function v

from which u was constructed, and the limiting process will provide additional information on



the asymptotic behaviour of u.
In the short range case, the previous scheme is implemented by taking for v the solutions
of the equation
0w+ (1/2)Av =10 (2.2)
hereafter referred to as the free equation. The generic solution of that equation is v(t) = U (t)uy

where U(t) is the unitary group
U(t) = exp(i(t/2)A) . (2.3)

It is then natural to take T" = 0. The initial data u, for v is called the asymptotic state for the
solution u = uy, of (1.1) constructed by the method described above, and that method yields
the ordinary wave operator Q, : uy — u(0). Note also that the asymptotic closeness of u and
v as t — oo can be better expressed in terms of the function u(t) = U(—t)u(t) than in terms
of u itself. In fact that function is expected to tend to uy in suitable norms, whereas u(t) and
v(t) separately tend weakly to zero in any reasonable sense.

In the long range case, it is known that the previous ordinary wave operators fail to exist,
which means that the previous set of v’s, namely the set of solutions of the free evolution, is
badly chosen. A better set of model functions v is then obtained by modifying the previous ones
by a suitable phase. That modification can be done in several ways and uses some additional

structure of U(t). In fact U(t) can be written as
U(t) = M(t) D(t) F M(t) (2.4)
where M (t) denotes the operator of multiplication by the function, also denoted M (),
M(t) = exp(iz?/2t) (2.5)
F is the Fourier transform and D(t) is the dilation operator defined by
D(t) f(x) = (it) " f(z/t) . (2.6)

Let now @9 = @o(z,t) be a real function of space and time, to be chosen later, let zy(z,t) =
exp(—ipo(z,t)), let @o(t) and zy(t) be the operators of multiplication by the function g (z,t)

and zo(z,t) respectively and let ¢o(t) and Zy(t) be the operators

Po(t) = po(—iV,t) = Frpo(t) ',
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Zo(t) = 20(—iV, 1) = Fz(t) F . (2.7)

In what follows, we shall sometimes omit the time dependence of the various operators when
no confusion is likely to arise.

Instead of the free evolution v(t) = U(t)u. one can now consider the following three modified

free evolutions :
vi(t) = U(t) Zo(t) us = U(t) F* 2(t) wy (2.8)
where w, = Fu.,
wa(t) = U(t) M*(t) Zo(t) uy = M(t) D(t) F Zo(t) us
= M(t) D(t) 20(t) wy

= M(t) (D(t) z(t) D*(1)) D(t) wy. (2.9)

vs(t) =U(t) M*(t) Zo(t) M(t)uy = M(t) D(t) I Zo(t) M(t) uy
= M(t) D(t) 20(t) U*(1/t) ws

= M(t) (D(t) z(t) D*(t)) D(t) U*(1/t) wy (2.10)

where we have used the fact that
F M(t) F*=U"(1/t) . (2.11)

Note that D(t)zo(t)D(t)* is the operator of multiplication by zo(z/t,t) so that the modification
due to ¢y appears only as an overall phase factor in v, and vs.

Most of the literature on long range scattering for the linear Schrodinger equation makes
use of v;. The function vy has been introduced in [P and further used in [f] in the linear case.
It has been introduced independently in [P@] and used in [§] [PG] in the nonlinear case. The
function v3 is mentioned but not really used in [§.

In the short range case with v(t) = U(t)uy., it was hinted that the function u(t) = U(—t)u(t)
was a better object of study than w(¢). Similarly, in the long range case, it will be useful to
introduce new functions which will be better suited than u for comparison with v;(¢). Further-
more, it will be useful to express those functions as suitable combinations of a phase factor
zi(t) = exp[—ip;(t)] and of an amplitude @;(¢) in such a way that the comparison of u with v;

can be reduced to the facts that asymptotically ¢;(t) behaves as ¢q(t) and w;(t) tends to u, or
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equivalently w;(t) tends to w,, where w;(t) = Fu;(t) for i = 1,2,3. This is done through the

following definitions, to be compared with (2.8) (2.9) (2.10) :
u(t) = U(t) Zy(t) T (t) = U(t) F* 21 (t) wi(t) (2.12)
u(t) = U(t) M*(t) Zo(t) tia(t) = M(t) D(t) z(t) wat) (2.13)
u(t) = U(t) M*(t) Zs(t) M(t) Tis(t) = M(t) D(t) F Zs(t) M(t) tis(t)

= M(t) D(t) z3(t) U*(1/t) ws(t) . (2.14)
The study of the asymptotic behaviour of small solutions of the equation (1.1) has been

performed in [[Q] [[5] by using (w1, 1) and in [[I] [[F [I4] by using essentially (ws, 2).

We now explain the construction of the wave operators performed in the present paper.
For technical reasons, that construction will use the variables (ws, ¢3), but we first explain it
on the example of (ws, ps2) because the algebra is slightly simpler. We shall then indicate the
necessary modifications needed to switch to (ws, ¢3).

Instead of trying to construct directly the wave operators for u, we first try to construct
wave operators for (ws, ¢o) by using the general method given at the beginning of this section.

The equation (1.1) is equivalent to the following equation for zy ws
(10, + (2£) ' A = D*GD) (2 ws) = 0 (2.15)
as can be seen by an elementary computation. Note also that
u(t)] = |D(t) wy(t)] (2.16)

by (2.13), so that

9= 9(luf*) = g(|Dws|?) (2.17)

and g depends only on wy (actually only on |ws]), but not on ¢,. Expanding the derivatives in

(2.15), we obtain the equivalent form [[J]
{10+ (2°) A —i(26) 7" (2Vipr - V + (Apa)) ws

+ (0up2 — (2°) | Vigal* = D'GD)wp =0 . (2.18)

We are now in the situation of a gauge theory. The equation of evolution (2.15) and therefore

also (2.18) is invariant under the transformation (ws, ps) — (wqexp(io), s + o), where o is
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an arbitrary function of space time, and the original gauge invariant equation (2.15) is not
sufficient to provide evolution equations for the two gauge dependent quantities (ws, ps). At
this point, we arbitrarily add a gauge condition, which will serve as a second evolution equation,
and replace (2.18) by

{i0, + (2t) 1A —i(2t2) 71 (2Vy - V + (Agy)) }wy = 0 (2.19)

Orpz = (2t2)7HVips|* + D*gD (2.20)
where the second equation, namely the gauge condition, is one of the Hamiltan-Jacobi (HJ)
equations for the classical system associated with (1.1) [B, @]]. The situation here is similar to
that occurring for the Maxwell equations where for instance one can impose the Lorentz gauge
condition 9, A" = 0 and use it as an evolution for Ay in order to reduce the gauge freedom in
the study of the Cauchy problem.

We have now replaced the original evolution (1.1) by the system (2.19) (2.20) and we try
to study the asymptotic behaviour of its solutions and to construct wave operators for it by
the same method that we intended to use for (1.1). In contrast with (1.1) however, the Cauchy
problem for (2.19) (2.20) cannot be expected to be globally well posed. It turns out however,
and that is sufficient for our purposes, that this problem is locally well posed in a neighborhood
of infinity in time. Roughly speaking for given initial data of arbitrary size, the Cauchy problem
is well posed for initial time t, in some interval [T, 00) for some sufficiently large 7" depending on
the size of the data. As a consequence, we shall be able to construct only local wave operators
for (2.19) (2.20) in a neighborhood of infinity. Wave operators for (1.1) will then be obtained
from those by switching back to u and using the global wellposedness of (1.1) for finite times.

In order to construct the local wave operators for (2.19) (2.20), we need to choose a set of
model functions playing the role of v, preferably defined through a model evolution. Keeping in
mind that u is represented by (2.13) and should be asymptotic to vy defined by (2.9), preferably
with wq(t) tending to w, and @o(t) asymptotic to ps(t), we define the model evolution for a
pair (wp, po) corresponding to (ws, ps2) by

@ Wy = 0
(2.21)
Orpo = (26*) 7' [Vipol* + D*g(| Dwol*) D

The first equation is immediately solved by wq(t) = w, thereby leading to the form (2.9) of vy

10



where now the phase ¢y should be a solution of the equation
dvpo = (28%)71 Vo> + D*g(|Dw.|*)D . (2.22)

As in the case of the system (2.19) (2.20), the Cauchy problem for (2.22) is well posed only in
a neighborhood of infinity in time, but in general not globally in time. Although (2.22) is not
the model evolution that we shall use later on, we use it to continue the heuristic discussion.

The local wave operators at infinity for the system (2.19) (2.20) as compared with (2.22)
are now constructed by the general method described at the beginning of this section. Let
o = (w4, ¢o) be a solution of (2.22), defined in some interval [T, 00) with T" sufficiently large,
and depending on the initial data ¢o(T"). Let tg > T and let I'y, = (way,, 24,) be the solution
of (2.19) (2.20) with initial data (way,(to) = Wy, P24, (to) = wolto)) at time ty. Under suitable
assumptions, I'y, will be defined in the interval [T, 00) and will converge to a well defined limit
I'o = I when ty — oo for fixed I'y. This could provide a basis for the definition of local wave
operators at infinity for the system (2.19) (2.20), although the fact that 7' depends on the
size of the data would cause some difficulties, but we are actually interested in wave operators
for u, and from the previous construction we keep only the map I'j — I'. Reconstructing «
from I' = (wsq, o) by the use of (2.13), we obtain a map (wy, po(T)) — u where u is a local
solution of the equation (1.1) in a neighborhood of infinity, namely defined in [T, 00), which
behaves asymptotically as vy when ¢ — 0o in a sense that is expressed by the relation between
(wy, o) = [y and (wy, p2) = I at infinity, as it follows from the previous construction. We can
finally complete the construction of u by solving the Cauchy problem for (1.1) with initial data
u(T) at time T obtained from the previous step down to time ¢ = 1 and define accordingly a
map (w4, po(7)) — u(1), which is a reasonable candidate for the wave operator for (1.1).

The map (wy, po(T)) — u however is not yet satisfactory for two reasons. Firstly u depends
on too many data. We want u to depend only on w, and not in addition on an arbitrary initial
condition for (. That defect is easily remedied, as in linear long range scattering, by imposing
arbitrarily some initial condition for . For instance, given w,, one could choose in some
preassigned way some 7' = T'(w,) sufficiently large for all subsequent constructions to be
possible, and choose for instance ¢o(7'(wy)) = 0. Secondly, because of gauge invariance, the

map (w4, po(T)) — u has no chance of being injective, since different (w,,po(T)) can very
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well produce different but gauge equivalent (ws, 2), thereby leading to the same w. Fixing
arbitrarily the initial condition for ¢ certainly will improve the injectivity, but at the risk of
restricting the set of u obtained by the previous construction, namely the range of the wave
operator, and making it dependent on that initial condition. We now show that in principle,
this should not happen, and that fixing the initial condition for ¢, exactly removes the gauge
freedom and ensures the injectivity of the map I'y — u without restricting its range. For that
purpose we have to consider in more detail the gauge covariance of the map I'y — I'. Now
the HJ gauge condition (2.20) does not entirely remove the gauge freedom in the equation
(2.18) but only reduces it from that associated with an arbitrary function of space time to that
associated with an arbitrary function of space only, for instance with some initial condition
for (2.20). In fact let (wa, p2) and (wh, ¥5) be two gauge equivalent solutions of (2.19) (2.20),
namely such that wqexp(—ips) = whexp(—igh). Then the difference p_ = ¢, — ¢y satisfies
the equation

O p_ = (2t*)" Vp_ -V, (2.23)

where ¢, = ¢}, + @9. Under suitable assumptions, it follows from (2.23) that ¢_(¢) has a well
defined limit o = tlggo ¢_(t) as t — oo, whereas both ¢y and ¢}, grow indefinitely as ¢t — oo.
Conversely, given a solution (ws, o) of (2.19) (2.20) and a suitable o, the same equation written
in the form

dip- = (2°)7" (2Via - Vo + [V ) (2.24)

with limiting condition tllglo @_(t) = o can be used to determine ¢_ in a neighborhood of
infinity, and thereby determine ¢, = o + ¢_ and wj = wyexp(ip_) such that (w}), ¥)) be a
solution of (2.19) (2.20) which is gauge equivalent to (ws, ¢2). This argument shows that the
gauge freedom left in (2.19) (2.20) is the invariance under gauge transformations GG, which can
be parametrized by the change o of ¢, at infinity.

In a similar way, if (w4, o) and (w',, ¢)) are two solutions of the model evolution (2.22)
with |w, | = |w/ |, then the difference ¢f, — o = ¢_ again satisfies the equation (2.23) now with
v+ = @, + o, and has a limit as t — oo. Conversely the same equation rewritten in analogy
with (2.24) determines ¢ from ¢ and from the value of p_ at some large initial time, possibly

infinity, and possibly some preassigned time 7.
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The map I'y — I' as we shall construct it later will be such that pg(t) — po(t) — 0 and
wo(t) — wy as t — o0o. Consequently if we define the gauge transformation G, on the solutions
of the model evolution (2.22) by G,(wy, o) = (W, ¢f) with Jim 0o — @o(t) = o and v/, =
w,e, then the map I’y — I is gauge covariant in the sense that the image of G,I'y is G,I' if
I is the image of I'y.

. From the previous discussion it follows that imposing an initial condition on ¢, exactly fixes
the gauge, thereby ensuring the injectivity of the map I'g — u without restricting its range.
Actually in practice that picture is clouded by the fact that all the constructions involved
produce a small loss of regularity which prevents a complete proof of the previous statements.
On the other hand the basic construction I'y — I" also produces a similar loss of regularity, and
it turns out that the former is hidden by the latter, so that an entirely satisfactory discussion
of gauge invariance can be given at the level of regularity of the construction I'y — T.

The previous heuristic discussion was based on the system (2.19) (2.20) for (ws, ¢2) and the
model evolution (2.22) for ¢g. For technical reasons however, we shall use different equations.
The first two reasons are rooted in the basic construction of the method, namely the construc-
tion of the solution I';, of the full evolution coinciding at ¢, with a given solution I'; of the
model evolution, and the third one is connected with gauge invariance.

(1) We shall take w, € H* where H* is the standard Sobolev space, and look for wy as a
continuous function of time with values in H* for some k' < k. In the construction T’y — Iy,
the term Vs - Vws in (2.19) produces a loss of one derivative, which seems difficult to avoid.
The term Aws, on the other hand produces a loss of two derivatives but that loss is easily
avoided by switching from (wsq, ¢2) to (ws, p3) and we shall therefore use (ws, ¢3) instead of
(wa, p2). The equations for (ws, p3) could be obtained easily from the equation for u, but
it is simpler to deduce them from the system (2.19) (2.20). We impose ps = @3 = ¢ and
ws(t) = U(1/t)wy(t) = w(t), which is consistent with (2.13) (2.14). The resulting system for
(w, ) is then

Ow = (2t2)7U(1/t)(2V - V + (Ap)) U*(1/t)w (2.25)
Oy = (2t~ |V + D*g(|DU*(1/t)w|?)D . (2.26)

Correspondingly, the model evolution for (wy,pg) will replace (2.25) by dyw = 0, so as to
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produce model functions of the type (2.10), thereby leaving for ¢q the equation
po = (26) 7" [Vego|* + D*g (IDU(1/t)w |*) D (2.27)

Since all the estimates on w will be made in spaces H* where U(1/t) is unitary, the explicit
occurrence of that operator in (2.25)-(2.27) will not make any difference in those estimates.
(2) In this paper we restrict our attention to the case v > 1/2. It is well known in linear
long range scattering theory that under that condition the correcting phase ¢y need not be
a solution of the full HJ equation (2.27) and can be chosen simply according to the Dollard

prescription, namely as a solution of the simpler equation
Opo = DG (IDU*(1/)w,|*) D . (2.28)

We shall partly work with (2.28) instead of (2.27) in what follows. This produces a number
of simplifications in all the questions involving only I'g. In particular the Cauchy problem for
(2.28) is trivially solved globally by a simple integration, thereby allowing in particular for
imposing an initial condition for ¢, at a fixed time independent of w, .

Whereas the term |Vg|? can be omitted from (2.27) for v > 1/2, fiddling with the term
|[Vp|? in (2.26) may not be harmless. For instance shifting that term from (2.26) to (2.25)
would produce additional restrictions on « and require at least v > 2/3 in the construction
I'y—T.

(3) The model evolution (2.27) and its simplified version (2.28) are best suited to study the
asymptotic behaviour of the system (2.25) (2.26), which we have chosen in order to minimize
the loss of regularity. On the other hand they are ill suited for a study of gauge invariance,
which plays an important role in the reconstruction of u. In particular a change w, — w,e*
produces a nontrivial change in the § term in (2.27), whereas no such change occurs in (2.22).

As a consequence, we cannot avoid using also (2.22), or rather its simplified version
dipo = D*g(|Dwy[*) D (2.29)

obtained as previously by omitting the |Vg|? term. We shall therefore use both (2.29), which
allows for a simple discussion of gauge invariance and for a cleaner construction of u, and (2.28),

which yields better asymptotic approximations.
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The last technical modification is independent of the previous choices.

(4) The right-hand sides of (2.25) (2.26) (2.27) (2.28) (2.29) contain ¢ and ¢, only through
their gradients, and the construction of I' can be discussed entirely in terms of those variables.
Only for the discussion of gauge invariance and for the reconstruction of u are ¢y and ¢
themselves needed. We therefore introduce the IR" valued functions s = Vi and sy = Vg

and replace the basic equations (2.26)-(2.29) by their gradients. Using the fact that

0iIVel* = 3 (0:0;0)(050) = D_(950)(9;010) = (Vip - V)Oip

J J
we obtain
duw = (202)7LU(1/1)(2s - V + (V- s U*(1/)w (2.30)
Oys = t72(s - V)s + VD*§(|DU*(1/t)w[>)D (2.31)
and either
Oiso =t 2(s0 - V)so + VDG (IDU*(1/t)w, *) D, (2.32)
dyso = VDG (IDU*(1/t)w, ) D, (2.33)
or
50 = VD*§(|Dwy|>)D . (2.34)

The phase ¢ itself will then be recovered from s through the use of (2.26) as follows. The
equation (2.31) is an Euler like equation for s and implies that the vorticity w = V X s
remains zero for all time if it is zero for some initial time ¢y, namely with an initial condition

s(ty) = V(o). In fact w satisfies the linear equation
Ow =172 ((s+ V)w + Aw + wA”) (2.35)

where A is the matrix with entries A;; = 0;s;, and that equation implies the result just men-
tioned through the Gronwall inequality for sufficiently regular s. It follows then from (2.26)
and (2.31) that

O(s —Vp)=t(sxw)=0

and therefore s — Vi vanishes for all ¢ if it vanishes for some .
We are now in a position to describe in more detail the contents of the technical part of

this paper, Sections 3-7. In Section 3, we introduce some notation, define the relevant function
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spaces needed to study the system (2.30) (2.31), and we derive a number of estimates which
are used throughout the paper. In Section 4, we study the Cauchy problem at finite times for
the system (2.30) (2.31), and we prove that that problem is locally well posed (Proposition
4.1). In Section 5, we study the local Cauchy problem at infinity for the same system, and
construct local wave operators for it as compared with the model equation (2.33). We first
solve the Cauchy problem in a neighborhood of infinity for finite but large to (Proposition 5.1)
and derive a uniqueness result for given asymptotic behaviour (Proposition 5.2). We then prove
the existence of asymptotic states for solutions I' = (w, s) thereby obtained, in the following
sense : firstly w(t) has a limit w; when ¢ — oo (Proposition 5.3). Secondly the solution I'g,
of (2.33) which coincides with I" at time ¢, satisfies estimates uniform in ¢, (Proposition 5.4)
and has a limit Iy when ¢, — oo which is asymptotic to I' (Proposition 5.5). We then turn
to the converse construction, which is that of the local wave operators at infinity. For a fixed
solution I'g of (2.33), we construct a solution I';, of the system (2.30) (2.31) which coincides
with T’y at ¢y and we estimate it uniformly in ¢, (Proposition 5.6). We then prove that when
ty — oo, Iy, has a limit I" which is asymptotic to Iy in the same sense as in Proposition
5.5 (Proposition 5.7). We conclude that section with some comments on the possible use of
other equations, and in particular on the modifications required to use the more complicated
equation (2.32) instead of (2.33). In Section 6, we perform exactly the same analysis of the
system (2.30) (2.31) at infinity, now however compared with the model equation (2.34), which
yields less precise asymptotics, but which is better suited for the study of gauge invariance and
the reconstruction of u. Propositions 6.1-6.4 are the exact analogues of Propositions 5.4-5.7
with (2.33) replaced by (2.34) and their proofs rely to a large extent on those of the latter.
Finally in Section 7 we exploit the results of Sections 5 and 6, esp. Propositions 5.7 and 6.4,
to construct the wave operators for the equation (1.1) and to describe the asymptotic behaviour
of solutions in their range. We first supplement the constructions of Sections 5 and 6 with the
appropriate definitions in order to recover ¢ and ¢y from s and sg, both at finite times and
in their correspondence at infinity as it follows from Propositions 5.5, 5.7, 6.2 and 6.4. We
then prove that the local wave operator at infinity for the system (2.30) (2.31) as compared
with (2.34) defined through Proposition 6.4 in Definition 7.1 is gauge covariant in the sense

of Definitions 7.2 and 7.3 in the best form that can be expected with the available regularity
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(Propositions 7.2 and 7.3). With the help of some information on the Cauchy problem for (1.1)
at finite time (Proposition 7.1), we then define the wave operator Q : u, — u (Definition 7.4),
we prove that it is injective and has the expected range (Proposition 7.4). We then collect
all the available information on €2 and on solutions of (1.1) in its range in Proposition 7.5,
which contains the main results of this paper. Finally, by using some information on the global
Cauchy problem at finite time for (1.1) (Proposition 7.6), we define the usual wave operator
Q : uy — u(l) (Definition 7.5).

A question that we leave unsettled in this paper is that of the intertwining property of the
wave operator. That property can be stated in terms of 2 as the fact that for ¢ sufficiently
large and 7 > 0,

QU(T)ug)) @) = (Qug)) E+7) (2.36)
That property is an asymptotic form of time translation invariance, and unfortunately that
invariance has been severely broken by the change of variables from u to (w,p) in (2.14).
Therefore the method used in this paper is ill suited for a study of the intertwining property
and we leave that question open here.

We finally remark that the basic equations (2.19) (2.20) from [[[3], of which we used the
modified from (2.25) (2.26), are very similar to the equations used in [[ [[J] to study the

classical limit i — 0 of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation
~ L., ~01 12
ihoyu = —571 Au+ g(|ul*)u

This comes as no surprise, since the latter are also obtained by separating u into an amplitude
and a phase, u = wexp(—igp/h). Accordingly, the same energy methods can be applied to the

small 7 problem [[J] and to the large time problem.

3 Notation and preliminary estimates.

In this section we introduce some additional notation and we collect a number of estimates

which will be used throughout this paper. We first define
go(wy, we) = XA Re w'™™ wyws (3.1)

g(wy, we) = go (U*(1/)wy, U*(1/t)ws) . (3.2)
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In particular

9o (w1, w1) = goy(wa, w2) = geo)(w-, wy)
where wy = w; + we. By using the definition (1.2) and (2.6), we rewrite the nonlinearity in
(2.26) as

DG (|DU*(1/tyw]?) D =77 g(w,w) . (3.3)
The nonlinearities in (2.31)-(2.34) can be rewritten in a similar way, so that the basic equations

(2.30)-(2.34) become respectively

dw = (22)"L U(1/t)(25 -V + (V - 8)) U*(1/t)w (2.30) = (3.4)

{ Ops = t=2(s - V)s + =7 Vg(w,w) (2.31) ~ (3.5)
D50 =t %(s0 - V)so+1t77 Vg(wy,w,) (2.32) ~ (3.6)
drso =77 Vg(wy, wy) (2.33) ~ (3.7)
Opso =t Vgo(wy,wy) . (2.34) ~ (3.8)

We next introduce the function spaces where we shall solve the basic equations (3.4) (3.5). We
denote multi-indices by greek letters «, (3, - - -, their lengths by ||, |5], - - -, and nonnegative

integers by 7, k, ¢, --- . For any function u and any function space norm || - ||, we define

[Pull= > [ 0%

aslal=j

We shall use Sobolev spaces of integer order Hf defined for 1 <r < oo by

0<j<k

HF = {u NuHN = Y || dul, < oo}
and the associated homogeneous spaces Hf? with norm
s 17 || = || 0% ||,

The subscript r will be omitted if r = 2.

We first recall the well known Sobolev-Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities [{] [B2] [BJ.
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Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < p,q,r < oo. Let j and k be nonnegative integers with 7 < k. If p = oo,

assume that k — j > n/r. Let o satisfy j/k <o <1 and
n/p—j=1—-o)n/qg+o(n/r—k)
Then the following inequality holds for any function v € L7 :
lully, < Cllully™ || 9w llf

except for p < oo, j =0 and ¢ = 0o. In the latter case, for any function u € L™ there ezists a

constant ¢ depending on u such that
lu—clly <Cllu—cl” | ul|?

Remark 3.1. The statement as just given may differ from the usual ones (see for instance [f])

by unnecessarily excluding a few trivial cases.

We shall use extensively the following spaces. Let ¢y = [n/2] and define r¢ by d(r¢) = 4o
so that ro = 2n for n odd and ry = oo for n even. Let k£ and ¢ be nonnegative integers with
¢ >0ly—1. Let I C IR" be an interval. We shall look for w as a complex valued function
in spaces L (I, H*) or C(I, H*) and for s as an IR" or €" vector valued function in spaces

loc

> (I, X*) or C(I, X*) where

loc

X=LronHnH* | (3.9)

For n odd, it follows from Lemma 3.1 that for s € X*,
|5l = || Sllon <C || s:H® | = C | s; H™ Y2

so that the L™ norm will not need to be estimated separately. The space L™ has been included
in the definition of X* only in order to make Lemma 3.1 applicable by eliminating arbitrary
polynomials of degree ¢y — 1 which are not seen by the other norms. For ¢ > {j, the inclusion

X* C L™ holds. In fact, by Lemma 3.1 again
. 1/2 . . 1/2
s lloo < C(II's Il Il s; HOH) 7 < O (1 s; H | || 53 B ) (3.10)

so that also the L* norm will not need to be estimated either.
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For n even, the L™ norm, namely the L norm, is not controlled by the H® norm, namely
by the H™? norm, and will require separate estimates.

The spaces X* obviously satisfy the embedding X* c X* for ¢/ > ¢.

Because of the presence of L™ in the definition of X, one can replace H® in that definition
by

K% = {u cu € H and < 2 >~tD/2, ¢ L2}

which is a Hilbert space, and similarly one can replace H™ by K. As a consequence, X’ is
the intersection of the duals of (compatible) Banach spaces and is therefore itself the dual of a
Banach space.

We shall use systematically the short hand notation
jwle = [ w; H* |, sle= |1 5 X || (3.11)

and the meaning of the symbol |a|, will always be made unambiguous by the fact that the pair
(a,b) contains either the pair (w, k) or the pair (s, ).

We shall need estimates of the solutions (in the sense of distributions) of transport diffusion
equations of the form

Ou=nAu+V - (uv) + h (3.12)

where u and h are complex valued functions and v a €" vector valued function defined in space

time.

Lemma 3.2. Let 2 < p < oo, let I be an open interval. Let u, h € L} (I,LP) and v €

loc

L (I, L) with Ov € Lis.(I,L>) satisfy the equation (3.12) for some n > 0, for all t € I.

loc

Then for almost all t1, to € I, with t; < ty, the following estimate holds :

lutts) llp < 1 ut) B+ [ e (o™ 1V - 0ft) e I ) I

+Co || 90(t') lloo | u®) lp + 1| B Iy } (3.13)

for some absolute constant Cy. If n =0, a similar estimate holds for t; > t.
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Proof. The formal computation leading to (3.13) is given in Appendix A. The actual proof is

obtained by following the methods in [fj.

Note that the estimate (3.13) is independent of 7. In subsequent applications of Lemma
3.2, we shall for brevity state the results thereby obtained in the shorter differential form

corresponding to
O ully <p™ [ V-v(®) lloo [Tu®) [, +Co [ Ov(t) oo [ ul®) [, + [1RE) [, - (3.14)

We next give some preliminary estimates. They involve functions called s and w since that
is suggestive of subsequent applications, but at the present stage it is irrelevant whether those

functions are real or complex, scalar or vector valued.

Lemma 3.3. Let o and B be multi-indices with < « and let £ = |a|. Then the following

estimate holds :
| 9%s1 0 Psy|la < C| s; LN H || || sp; LN HY || . (3.15)
Proof. We estimate by the Holder inequality
19751 0 sy |2 < (| 51 [y || 0% 55 |I1

with 1/ry +1/ry =1/2.
For f = «a, we take r; = 2, 7 = 00. For =0, we take r; = oo and ry = 2. For 0 < 8 < «,

we apply Lemma 3.1 and obtain
1—01 .11l |01 1—09 .17l (|02
SO syl st HE 7 [ sz (o™ ] s2: H7 ] (3.16)

with
or(n/2 =€) =n/r —|B] ,
oa(n/2 = L) =n/rs =L+ [B]

Bl/f<or <1, 1—|B|/t<oy<1
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The equalities imply o1 + 0o = 1, while the inequalities imply o1 + 05 > 1. As a consequence,

all of them are satisfied for the unique choice
2/ri=01=B]/0 , 2/ra=02=1—|B|/L

Then (3.15) follows from (3.16).

Lemma 3.4. Let o and B be multi-indices with 5 < «, |a| < k, |5| < € and ¢ > n/2. Then

the following estimate holds :
| 9%s 0°Pw |l <C || s; LN H || |w]e . (3.17)

Proof. It is sufficient to consider the case a = 3. The general case with o > S will then follow

therefrom by replacing w by 9° ?w. We estimate by the Hélder inequality
197 w |2 < [ 075 [y | w |1

with 1/ry +1/ry =1/2.
For 8 = 0, we take r = oo, 1, = 2. For |B] = £, we take 11 = 2, ry = oo and use the fact
that in that case

lw oo < Cllw; H' || = C || w; H |
since ¢ > n/2. For 0 < || < ¢, we apply Lemma 3.1 and obtain
< C s 1015 1w (3.18)

with o(n/2 —¢) = n/ry — |p| and |B|/¢ < o < 1. We then choose o = |5|/¢ so that 2/ry =
1 —15]/¢ and dy = §(r2) = n|B|/2¢ < |B| since £ > n/2, so that by Lemma 3.1 again || w ||,,<

| w; H||, which together with (3.18), implies (3.17) in the special case a = 3.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢ be a real function wtih s = Vo € L= N H' for some { > n/2 and let

k < {4 1. Then the following estimate holds :
—i 00 ‘¢ k
e w| <C (14| Ve LN HY) ) Jwli (3.19)
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Let in addition ¢ € L*™. Then the following estimate holds :
. . . k-1
(e~ 1|, < © (H olle + I Vo L N H || (14 || Vs L= H ) ) wle . (3.20)

Proof. For any multi-indices «, 5 with § < a and 1 < |f| < |a| < k, one has to estimate the

L? norm of

0° (e77%) 0" Pw = e 3" (=)™ Cyay ( I1 aﬁi¢> P (3.21)

{8:} 1<i<m

where the sum runs over all possible decompositions f = ;1 + --- + [,, of § as the sum of
m > 1 multi-indices. We have omitted the terms with = 0 which trivially satisfy the required
estimate with obvious assumptions on ¢. We estimate each term in the RHS of (3.21) by
Lemma 3.4 applied with s = Vi, 8 < 51, |8] = |61| — 1, @« = § and w replaced by the product
of the last m factors in (3.21). We obtain

19%(e™)0*Pw |y < C || Vs L* N HE || D2
{80}

( H 065gp> 0% w

2<i<m

2
where 3/ (2 < i < m) and o are multi-indices obtained by distributing at most |3;] — 1
derivatives on [y, -+, B, « — 5. In particular, in the nontrivial case m > 2, one has |f5!| <
1Bi) + 161l —1 < B8] —1 < |a] =1 < k—1 < £. One can then iterate the process, thereby

extracting the m-th power of || V; L= N H’ || and obtaining for each m > 1 a contribution
I Vi L N HE ™[]

Taking the sum over m and adding the contribution of the term m = 0 yields (3.19) (3.20).

The next estimate will be needed to estimate the nonlinearity g(|u|?).

Lemma 3.6. Letn > 2,0 < pu <n, let{, ky and ko be nonnegative integers with ky < ko, and
nf2<l4+p<(n/24+k+k)A(n+k) (3.22)

and in addition ky > n/2 if £ + pu =n+ k1. Then the following estimate holds :
10° W' (wiws) [l2 < Clwnly |waly, - (3.23)
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Proof. Let m = [n — p] A ¢ and define r by
d=d0(r)=n—pu—m

so that 0 < §(r) < n/2if { + pu < n by (3.22L), while 0 < §(r) < 1 if £+ p > n. By the
Hardy-Littlewood Sobolev (HLS) inequality (B2 p. 116) if m < n — u and by inspection if

m =n — |, we estimate
| 0 W' (wiws) |2 = [| 9™ wH ™ O (wiws) ||

<C w0 (wiws) [l2 < O[] 97" (wyw) |lx (3.24)

where 1/r+1/7 =1 and 7 > 1. By the Leibnitz formula and the Hélder inequality, we continue
(3.24) as
<O w107 ws ||y (3.25)

0<j<t—m

where 0; = 6(r;), i = 1,2, have to satisfy
+d=n/2—0=p+m-—n/2 . (3.26)

One can then continue (3.25) as

- < Clun g, [walg, (3.27)

provided ¢ — m < k; and provided for each j one can choose §; and J, satisfying (3.26) and

0<6 <ki—7
(3.28)

0<d <hy—(L—m~—j)
with the RHS inequality being strict if the corresponding d; is equal to n/2. The condition
¢ —m < ky is equivalent to ¢ < ky + [n — u] and therefore to ¢ < k; +n — p since ¢ and k; are

integers, and follows therefore from (3.22). The compatibility of (3.26) (3.28) in J; reduces to
u—i—m—n/Q < /{:1+k2—£+m s

again a consequence of (3.22). Finally the only possible exceptional case corresponds to § = 0,

j=4€—m = ky, namely ¢ 4+ p = n + ky, and requires ky > n/2.
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We shall use Lemma 3.6 through the following corollary. We recall that ¢, = [n/2].

Corollary 3.1. Let 0 < u < n and let k, ¢ be nonnegative integers satisfying ¢ > n/2 and
C+2+u<(n/242k)AN(n+k) (3.29)

and in addition k > n/2 if C+ 24 p=n+ k. Then the following estimates hold :

| 90 W wyws [z + || 8 WP wyws [|a < Clun|r—s [walr (3.30)
| 0 Wt wywy ||z < Clwyle—y walr (3.31)

| 072 W' wyws (o < Clun g Jwaly (3.32)

| 072 W' |wl? |2 < Clwle [wler (3.33)

| 0w ™™ wiws ||loo < Clwilg—1 |weli (3.34)

| W wiwy oo £ Clwy|p—1 |walp—1 - (3.35)

If n is even, assume in addition that the inequality (3.29) with ¢ replaced by n/2 + 1 (which is

the lowest allowed value) is strict, namely

n/2+3+u<(n/2+2k)\N(n+k) . (3.36)
Then the following estimate holds :

| 0w ™™ wiws |loo < Clwslg—g |walg - (3.37)

Proof. The estimates (3.30)-(3.32) are direct applications of Lemma 3.6 with ¢ replaced res-
pectively by ¢y + 1 and ¢, by ¢ + 1 and by ¢ + 2, while (ki, ko) are replaced respectively by
(k—2,k), by (k—1,k) and by (k, k). The condition (3.22L) follows from n/2 < ¢y+1 < ¢, while
the condition (3.22R) follows from, actually reduces to (3.29) in all three cases. The estimate
(3.33) follows from (3.32) applied to (w, 0w) and to (w, Ow).

In order to prove (3.34) (3.35) and (3.37), we note that by (1.3) w "wjws and dwH™"wywsy

belong to L™ + L™= for wy, wy € H* with n/rL = g4 n. One can then estimate by Lemma 3.1

1/2

—n 1/2
n/e ” O™ wiw, ||n//(1—€)

| W wiws (oo < C | W' wiwy ||
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which by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality implies
| wnwn [lso < O | @27 wywy |13 | @24 wywy | (3.38)

for any €, 0 < ¢ < 1. Similarly one can write the estimate
| wh ™™ witws [lao < C || D275 wywy ||y || B 24 wyw, [y (3.39)

We rewrite each one of the four norms in the RHS of (3.38) and (3.39) as || 9™ w”=™0="/2%q w0y ||,
with m; = mg in (3.38) and m; = 1+ myg in (3.39), the values of my to be chosen later. The
proof is now achieved by repeated application of Lemma 3.6 after identification of the relevant
variables, (3.35) being implied by (3.38) and (3.34) and (3.37) by (3.39). The quantity ¢ will
always be taken sufficiently small.

For n even we choose mg = n/2. We apply (3.23) with (¢, u, k1, ko) replaced by (n/2, u+e,
k—1,k—1)to (3.38) and by (n/2+41, ute, k—1, k) to (3.39), thereby obtaining (3.35) and (3.34)
respectively. Similarly we prove (3.37) by replacing (¢, i, ki, ko) by (n/2 + 1, u+ e,k — 2, k).
The condition (3.22L) is obviously satisfied while (3.22R) follows from (3.29) in the first two
cases and from (3.36) in the last one.

For n odd we choose mo = (n+1)/2if 1/2+ec < p <nand mg = (n—1)/2if0 < p < 1/2+e¢.
In the first case we apply (3.23) with (¢, p, k1, k2) replaced by ((n+1)/2,u—1/2+e, k—1,k—1)
to (3.38) and by ((n+3)/2,u—1/2+ ¢,k —1,k) to (3.39), thereby obtaining (3.35) and (3.34)
respectively. In the second case we apply (3.23) with (¢, u, k1, ko) replaced by ((n —1)/2, u +
1/2+e,k—1,k—1) to (3.38) and by ((n+1)/2, u+1/2+e, k—1,k) to (3.39), thereby obtaining
(3.35) and (3.34) respectively. In both cases (3.22L) is obviously satisfied while (3.22R) follows
from (3.29).

We now introduce the following definition

Definition 3.1. A pair of nonnegative integers (k,¢) will be called admissible if it satisfies

k<4{,¢>n/2and (3.29) and in addition k > n/2 if £+ 2+ u=n+k, and (3.36) if n is even.
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Admissible pairs exist only if y < n — 2. For y = n — 2, admissible pairs are pairs (k, ¢)
such that k = ¢ > n/2. Admissible pairs always have k > 1+ /2 and therefore k > 2. If (k,¢)
is an admissible pair, so is (k + j,¢ + j) for any positive integer j. For n = 3, u = 1, the pair
(k,0) = (2,2) is admissible.

We next derive a number of a priori estimates for solutions of the basic equations (3.4)
(3.5), to be understood in the distribution sense. In the rest of this section, we assume n > 3,
0 < 1 <n—2, and we denote by (k, ¢) an admissible pair. For solutions of (3.4) (3.5), we shall
derive a number of estimates similar to (3.13) in Lemma 3.2, and we shall state them in the

shorter differential form corresponding to (3.14).

Lemma 3.7. Let 0 < u < n — 2 and let (k,£) be an admissible pair. Let I C IR be an open
interval, and let (w, s) be a solution of (3.4) (3.5) in LS.(I, H*® X*). Then (w, s) satisfies the

loc

following estimates :

Oufwls| < C 72| 95 L N H || [w]y < C 728, Jwli (3.40)

0 || s; HY ||| <C 72| 0s; L0 HY 2 +C 0wl (3.41)

00 | s; HO ||| <C 72 | s L0 HY ||| 05; LA HY || +C t  wlios [w] ,  (342)
00 s oo | <CE2 s oo 105 oo + C 4 wlis el (3.43)

Bulsle| < C 2|2+ C 0 wl? (3.44)

Proof. (3.40L). For any multi-index a with |a| < k, we obtain from (3.4)

Oy 0w = (2t)7'U1/t) > (zaﬁs -V 4 (0°V - s)) U*(1/t)0*Pw . (3.45)
Bl
We now use a minor extension of Lemma 3.2 with p = 2, taking advantage of the unitarity
of U(1/t) in L?, with u = U*(1/t)0%w, v = Ct~2s, and h the sum of all terms not containing
VOo*w, thereby obtaining
0 | 0%wll2 | <Ct2 > || 7Hs 0w |l (3.46)
0<j<k

from which (3.40L) follows by Lemma 3.4 applied with s replaced by 0Os.
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(3.41). For any multi-index « with |a| = ¢+ 1, we obtain from (3.5)
0,0%s =172 > (0°s-V)0“Ps+t77 9°Vg(w,w) . (3.47)
BLa
We now use Lemma 3.2 with p = 2, u = 9%s, v = t~2s, and h the sum of all terms with |3] > 1
and of the contribution of g. The terms quadratic in s all have at least one derivative on each s
and are estimated in L? by Lemma 3.3 with s; and s, replaced by ds, while the term containing

g is estimated by (3.32) of Corollary 3.1, thereby yielding (3.41).

(3.42). For any multi-index v with || = £y, we obtain again (3.47) from (3.5). We estimate the
terms quadratic in s directly by Lemma 3.3 with s; and s, replaced by s and Vs respectively,
and with ¢ replaced by f5. We estimate the contribution of g by (3.30) of Corollary 3.1. This
yields (3.42).

(3.43). The estimate of the terms quadratic in s is obvious and that of ¢ follows from (3.34) of
Corollary 3.1.

(3.40R) and (3.44). The norms of s appearing in the LHS of (3.41)-(3.43) are precisely the
norms defining X*. The norms of s appearing in the middle member of (3.40) and in the RHS
of (3.41)-(3.43) are again norms in the definition of X*, with the exception of || 0s ||o.. However
by Lemma 3.1

105 o < C Il s 57 1075 |13 < Cls| K, (3.48)

with 1/({+1) <o =1/({+1—n/2) <1 since ¢ > n/2. This yields (3.40R) and (3.44) from
(3.40L) and (3.41)-(3.43) respectively.

The next result is a linear estimate of higher norms needed for regularity.

Lemma 3.8. Let 0 < u < n — 2 and let (k,£) be an admissible pair. Let I C IR be an open
interval and let (w, s) be a solution of (3.4) (3.5) in LS. (I, H**1 @ X)), Then (w, s) satisfies

loc
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the following estimates :
00 | w; M| < 02 {11 08 lloo [l ws MU+ || 0%, L0 HE | Jwh} , (3.49)

0wl < C 72 (Isle fwlirr + [slea [wle) (3.50)
0| s; B ||| <C 72| 0s; LN HY || | ;L0 HY || + Ct 7wl [wleer , (351)
10uslera| < Ct72se [sless + C 7wl [wliir (3.52)

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Lemma 3.7 and will be sketched briefly.

(3.49). We take the L? norm of (3.45) now with |a| = k+1, we apply (the same minor extension
of) Lemma 3.2 with p = 2 and end up with (3.46) with k replaced by k + 1. We separate the
term j = 0 and estimate the remaining terms by Lemma 3.4 with s replaced by 9?s. This yields

(3.49).

(3.51). We take the L? norm of (3.47), now with |a| = ¢ + 2, we apply again Lemma 3.2
followed by Lemma 3.3 with s; and sy replaced by ds and 9?s respectively, in order to estimate

the terms quadratic in s, and we estimate the term containing g by (3.33) of Corollary 3.1.

This yields (3.51).

(3.50) and (3.52) follow immediately from (3.40) (3.49) and from (3.44) (3.51) respectively,
from (3.48) and from the fact that by Lemma 3.1

10%s lloo < C 1 05 157 1105 13 < Clsles (3.53)

with the same o as in (3.48).

We shall also need some estimates for the difference of two solutions of (3.4) (3.5).

Lemma 3.9. Let 0 < u < n — 2 and let (k,£) be an admissible pair. Let I C IR be an open

interval and let (wy,sy) and (wy, s3) be two solutions of (3.4) (3.5) in LS. (I, H* @ X%). Let

loc
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w4 = w1 £ we and sy = $1 £ s9. Then the following estimates hold :

Orfw—fia| < Ct2{]l G5 LA | uocfimr + [ 5o L0 H | s}
(3.54)
< C 0 {sele -l + sl Jwele}

O | s B[ | <C#2 s LN H || || 0s LN HE ||+ C 7w [k [wyle , (3.55)
00 15— lloe | SC 2 5= lloo Il 54 lloe +C 7w fion fws e (3.56)
Ouls || < C 725 [on Issle+ CE w i [wyle (3.57)
Proof. The proof is again very similar to that of Lemma 3.7 and will be sketched briefly.
(3.54). Taking the difference of (3.4) for w; and wy and applying 0“ with |a| < k — 1 yields

0, 0°w_ = (42)7U(1/1) Y- { (2075, - V + (0°V - 5,)) U"(1/1)0" P

BLa
+(20%s_ -V +(0°V - 5)) U (1/)0" Pwy } (3.58)

We apply (the same minor extension of) Lemma 3.2 with p = 2, u = 0%w_ and v = (2t?)71s,,
followed by an application of Lemma 3.4 with (w, s, k, £) replaced by (w_,dsy, k — 1,¢) for the
terms with (w_, sy) and by (w4, s_, k, £) for the terms with (w,, s_). This yields (3.54L), while

(3.54R) follows from the definition of X* and from (3.48).

(3.55). Taking the difference of (3.5) for s; and s, and applying 0“ with |a| = ¢ yields
0 05 = (26) 7 3 {0754 - V)" Ps_ 4+ (075 - V)0  Ps f 4177 9°Vg(w_,wy) . (3.59)
Bl
We apply Lemma 3.2 with p = 2, u = 9%s_, v = (2t?)"!s,, we estimate the terms quadratic in
s by Lemma 3.3 with s; and s, replaced by s_ and 0sy, and the contribution of g by (3.31) of
Corollary 3.1. This yields (3.55).

(3.56). We proceed in the same way, applying Lemma 3.2 with p = oo to (3.59) with o = 0,
u=s_ and v = (2t?)7!s,, we estimate the terms quadratic in s in the obvious way and the

contribution of g by (3.34) of Corollary 3.1 This yields (3.56).
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Finally (3.57) follows from the definition of X*, from (3.55) and its analogue with £ replaced
by £y, from (3.56) and from (3.48).

Lemma 3.10. Let 0 < u <n —2 and let (k,{) be an admissible pair. Let I C IRT be an open
interval and let (wy, s1) and (wa, $9) be two solutions of (3.4) (3.5) in LsS.(I, H* @ X1) and

loc

[e9)
Lloc

(I, H* @ X*) respectively. Let wy = wy £ wy and s+ = 514 89. Then the following estimates
hold :

’0t|w_|k‘ < Ct_2{ | Dso; L NH || Jw_|p + || Os—; L N H" || Jwi |+ || 5 ||oe || wr; H* | }

< Ctsale fw_|k+ s_|e fwrlst | 5= oo fwrlin} (3.60)
0 s B | <Ce?{ || 0s; L0 HY || Y || 0si L 0 HY ||
i=1,2
s oo IFsis B2 b+ CE | fwale (3.61)
us—[o| < Ct2{Is_le Usile+ Isal)t 15— lloo Isalers )+ Ct M wli fwels - (3.62)

Proof. The proof is again very similar to that of Lemma 3.7 and will be sketched briefly.

(3.60). We rewrite the difference of (3.4) for w; and wy as follows
Ow_ = (2t2)_1U(1/t){(2$2-V+(V-32))U*(1/t)w_+(2$_-V+(V-s_))U*(1/t)w1} . (3.63)

We apply 0% to (3.63) with |a| < k, use (the same minor extension of) Lemma 3.2 with p = 2,
u = 0%w_ and v = (2t?)"'s,, estimate all the resulting terms by Lemma 3.4 with (w, s) re-
placed by (w_, dss) or by (wy,0s_), except for the terms s_ - VO*U*(1/t)w; which we estimate
directly in an obvious way. This yields (3.60L), while (3.60R) follows from the definition of X*
and from (3.48).

(3.61). We rewrite the difference of (3.5) for s; and ss similarly as

Os_ =12 ((s9-V)s_ + (s_-V)s1) +t Tgw_,wy) . (3.64)

We apply 0% to (3.64) with |a| = £+ 1, we use Lemma 3.2 with p = 2, u = 9%s_ and v = t~2s,,

we estimate all the resulting terms quadratic in s by Lemma 3.3 with (s1,s2) replaced by

31



(0s9,0s_) or by (0s_,0s1), except for the terms (s_ - V)0%s; which we estimate directly in

an obvious way. The contribution of g is estimated by (3.32) of Corollary 3.1. This yields (3.61).

Finally (3.62) follows from the definition of X*, from (3.57), (3.61) and from (3.48).

Lemma 3.11. Let 0 < u < n — 2 and let (k,£) be an admissible pair. Let I C IRT be an open
interval and let (wy, s1) and (wq, s3) be two solutions of (3.4) (3.5) in LS(I, H* & X*). Let

loc

w4 = w1 £ we and sy = s1 £ s9. Then the following estimates hold :
Oulwr—fi—a| < C{[ssle fw-lims + |s-le2 fwoi i} (3.65)

O] Je-a| < Ct2[s_[oa [sile+ Ct - |koa fwyls (3.66)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.9.

(3.65). We apply (the same minor extension of) Lemma 3.2 with p = 2, u = 0®w_ and v =
(2t%)7'sy to (3.58) with now |a| < k—2. Applying Lemma 3.4 to the terms containing (w_, s, )
and omitting the irrelevant operator U*(1/t) for brevity in the terms containing (w,,s_), we

obtain

Orfwlo| < Ct2{ | Dy LN H || |w_fis + [l s- wys BV} (3.67)

We now distinguish two cases.
If £>n/2+ 1, we estimate the last norm in (3.67) by Lemma 3.4 with (w, s, k, £) replaced
by (wy,s_,k—1,¢—1) so that

| sowyy HEH|| <O || soy LN HTY || Jwg s
(3.68)
< Ols_|e—a Jwylp

If n/2 < ¢ <n/2+1, namely for the lowest admissible value ¢ = ¢, + 1, we estimate directly
|swpH <O Y [ dss 0wy |y
j+i'<k-1

<C X s e 1 ws |, (3.69)

J+i'<k-1
with

0<j<k—-1<(—-1<n/2 |,
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(3.70)
0<d(ry)=n/2—0+1+
By Lemma 3.1, we then estimate
| &s_ |l <CI O s o =C | s H || (3.71)

with the only exception of the case of even n, £ = n/2 4+ 1 and j = 0 where r; = co and that

norm reduces to || s_ ||, S0 that in all cases
1075 lry < Cls-]e-2 - (3.72)
On the other hand
dro)+j <n/2—l+1+k—-1<k

and therefore

1o ws |y < Clusli (3.73)

Substituting (3.72) and (3.73) into (3.69), substituting either the result thereof or (3.68) into
(3.67) and using (3.48) yields (3.65).

(3.66). We apply Lemma 3.2 with p = 2, u = 0%s_, v = (2t*)"'s, to (3.59) with |a] = ¢ —1

and obtain
Ol 0 sl | < CE 07 (951)5-) [l +OE || 0 glwmywi) 2 (3.74)

We distinguish again two cases.
If ¢ >n/2+1, we apply Lemma 3.3 with (sy, s2,¢) replaced by (0sy,s_,¢ — 1) to estimate
1071 ((9s4)s-) [l <C || Osy; LN HY || || s LN H |

(3.75)
< COlsyle—1 |5-]e—2
If n/2 <{<n/2+1, we estimate directly
107 (0s4)s-) 2 < C D2 |1 s [y | 075 |l (3.76)

j<i1
with 7, and 75 again given by (3.70), so that (3.72) holds as before, while 0(rs) +¢—j =n/2+1
so that

10 s Il < Clsile (3.77)
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Substituting (3.72) (3.77) into (3.76), and either the result thereof or (3.75) into (3.74) and

estimating the contribution of g by (3.30) of Corollary 3.1 yields
0 0 s o | < Ct2fs foa sale+ Ct i [wyle (3.78)
In the case of even n, we estimate in addition
00 1l s= lloe | < CE2 5= lloo [} 95+ llow +C iz [ (3.79)

in the same way as in the proof of (3.56), but estimating now the contribution of g by (3.37)
instead of (3.34) of Corollary 3.1.

Collecting (3.78), its analogue with ¢ replaced by ¢y + 1, and in addition (3.79) for even n
yields (3.66).

Remark 3.2. In Lemmas 3.7-3.11, not all the properties in the definition of admissibility for
(k,¢) are used in every single estimate. The condition ¢ > n/2 is used in many places. However
the condition k& < ¢ is used only in the estimates of w or w_ from (3.4), but not in the estimates
of s or s_ from (3.5). Conversely the condition (3.29) is used only in the estimates of s or s_
from (3.5), but not in the estimates of w or w_ from (3.4). Furthermore that condition is used
only through the estimates (3.30)-(3.35) of Corollary 3.1, so that (3.29) could be replaced by
(3.30)-(3.35) in the definition of admissibility, thereby opening the possibility of treating more
general nonlinearities § than simply (1.2). Finally the condition (3.36) for n even is used only

through (3.37) in Lemma 3.11.

4 The Cauchy problem at finite times.

In this section, we study the Cauchy problem for the basic system (3.4) (3.5) at finite times.
We use the basic spaces H* and X* defined at the beginning of Section 3, as well as the notation
(3.11) for the norm in those spaces. Admissible pairs (k,¢) are defined in Definition 3.1. We
prove that the Cauchy problem for the system (3.4) (3.5) is locally well posed in IR* \ {0} for
positive initial time t, and initial data in H* @ X* for admissible (k,£). A similar result holds

in IR™ \ {0}. We make no effort to study the situation as t — 0, since that is of no interest
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for later purposes, and since the system (3.4) (3.5) is singular at t = 0 anyway because of the
choice (1.2) of gy and of the change of variables (2.14) from u to (w,s). The main result can

be stated as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Lety>0,n >3 and 0 < p <n — 2. Let (k,{) be an admissible pair. Let
to > 0. Then for any (wo,s0) € H* @ X*, there exist Ty with 0 < T_ < ty < T, < oo such
that :

(1) The system (3.4) (3.5) has a unique solution (w,s) € C(I, H* ® X*) with (w,s)(ty) =
(wo, 80), where I = (T_,Ty). If T_ > 0 (resp. Ty < 00), then |w(t)|r + |s(t)|¢ = oo when t
decreases to T (resp. increases to T, ).

(2) If (wo, s0) € H¥ @ X* for some admissible pair (K',¢') with k' > k and (' > (, then
(w,s) € C(I,H¥ @ X").

(3) For any compact subinterval J CC I, the map (wp,so) — (w,s) is continuous from
H 1o X5 to Lo°(J, HF1 @ XY uniformly on the bounded sets of H* @ X*, and is point-

wise continuous from H* & X* to L>(J, H* & X°).

Proof. Most of the proof proceeds by standard arguments, and we shall mainly concentrate
on those which are not. We concentrate on the case of increasing time, namely t > t;. The
case of decreasing time t < ¢, can be treated in the same way, possibly after changing ¢ to 1/t

and s to —s, thereby transforming (3.4) (3.5) into the system
ow = (1/2)U(t)(2s -V + (V- 5))U(—t)w (4.1)

s = (5-V)s +1772 Vg(w,w) (4.2)

and considering that system for increasing time.

The (negative) powers of ¢ in the coefficients of (3.4) (3.5) are bounded on compact subin-
tervals of [tg, 00), actually bounded on [ty, 00), and play no role in the present problem. We
omit them for brevity.

The proof proceeds in several steps.
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Step 1. We introduce a parabolic regularization and consider the system
Ow=nAw+U1/t)(s-V+ (1/2)(V - s)U*(1/H)w = nAw + F(w, s) (4.3)

Os =nAs+(s-V)s+ Vg(w,w) =nAs + G(w, s) (4.4)

with 7 > 0. The Cauchy problem for the system (4.3) (4.4) can be recast in the integral form

<w> () = Vi (t = to) <w0> + t: dt’ V,(t = 1) (g(w, S)> (t) (4.5)

S S0 (w7 S)
where V, (t) = exp(ntA). The operator V,(t) is a contraction in H* & X*, while the operator
V'V, (t) satisfies the bound

I Vvt L(H" @ X || < Cnt)™2 (4.6)

From these facts and from estimates on F', GG similar to, but simpler than, those in Lemma 3.7,
it follows by a standard contraction argument that there exists 7' > 0 depending only on 7 and

on |wo|x+]|sole such that the system (4.5) has a unique solution (w,, s,) € C([to, to+7T], H*®X").

Step 2. Estimates uniform in n. We estimate (w,, s,) by Lemma 3.7, taking into account the

fact that by Lemma 3.2, the term nAw in (4.3) (4.4) does not contribute to the estimates. Let

y(t) = fwy @, 2(t) = [sy(@)]e - (4.7)
We obtain from Lemma 3.7 (with the powers of ¢ omitted)
Oy < Cyz

Oz < C(y* + 22)

and by integration, with yo = y(to), 20 = 2(to),

y(t) + 2(t) < (yo+ 20) (1 — C(t — to)(yo + 20)) "' < 2(yo + 20)

for 2C(t — t9)(yo + z0) < 1, so that for some T depending only on |wo|x + |Sole, (wy(t), s,(t))
is estimated a priori in C([tg,to + T, H* & X*) uniformly in . By a standard globalisation
argument, the solution constructed in Step 1 can be extended to that new interval, now inde-

pendent of 7.
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Step 3. Limit n — 0. Let Iy = [to, to + '] be the interval, independent of 1, obtained in Step
2. We now prove that (w,, s,) converges in norm in L>(Iy, H*™' & X*71). We know already

that (w,, s,) is estimated uniformly in n according to
1wy L%(Io, HY) | < a . (48)

5y : L%, XY || < b (4.9)

Let now m;,m2 > 0 and let w; = w,,, i = 1,2. We estimate the difference (w; — ws, 51 — s2) by
Lemma 3.9, except for the contribution of the terms coming from (nAw,nAs) in (4.3) (4.4),

which are estimated directly as follows. For |a| < k — 1, we estimate

O || 0%(wy —wy) |3 < 2Re < 0%(wy — wa), O™ Aw; — 1,0 Awy >
+ other terms

< 4a*(n; + m2) + other terms

where the other terms are those coming from Lemma 3.9. The contribution of the terms nAs

from (4.4) to the estimate of s; — s are treated in the same way. Defining now

y(t) = [(wr —w2) ()1 5 2() = [(s1 = 52) ()1, (4.10)

and combining the previous estimates with Lemma 3.9, we obtain

Oy* < C(a*(m + ma) + by? + ayz)
(4.11)
;2% < C(V*(m + m2) + b2% + ayz)

for t € Iy, which together with y(¢y) = 0, z(¢y) = 0, implies that y and z tend to zero uni-
formly in Iy when 7,72 — 0 by Gronwall’s Lemma. As a consequence (wy, s,) converges to a
limit (w,s) in norm in (C N L>®)(ly, H*' & X*71). Clearly, (w, s) is a solution of the system
(3.4)(3.5) with the appropriate initial data. Furthermore, since (w,, s,) is uniformly bounded in
L>(1y, H* @ X*), it follows from a standard compactness argument that (w, s) belongs to that
space with the same bound and that (w,, s,) converges to (w, s) in that space in the weak-x

sense.

Step 4. Uniqueness. That step is independent of the previous ones and could equally well have

been made at the very beginning. Actually uniqueness in L>®(-, H* @ X*) follows immediately
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from Lemma 3.9 and from Gronwall’s Lemma.

Step 5. Regularity. It follows immediately from Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8 and from Gronwall’s
Lemma that a solution (w,s) € L*®°(I, H* & X*) with initial data (w,s)(t,) € H* @ X!
belongs to L>®(I, H*1@ X**1) for the same interval I. A similar regularity with general (k' ¢')

follows by iteration.

Using the previous five steps and standard arguments, one can then prove most of Proposi-
tion 4.1, with the only restriction that Parts (1) (3) hold only with C(-, H* & X*) replaced by
C(-,H* 1o XN L (-, H* @ X*), with continuity in Part (3) being in norm in the former
space and in the weak-* sense in the latter, while Part (2) holds only with a similar restriction.

We now turn to the proof of the missing continuities, which is more delicate. We follow a
method used in [. We first derive an additional estimate for the difference of two solutions
of (3.4) (3.5) in L>®(I, H* ® X*) for some interval I. For brevity we introduce the short hand
notation y = (w, s), yo = (wo, S¢) and for two solutions y; = (wy, $;), Yoi = (Wos, Sei), © = 1,2,
Y- =1y — yo and yo_ = Yo1 — Yoz Furthermore for (k,¢) an admissible pair and § an integer,
—2<0<1,wedenote j+0 = (k+0,0+0)and Y0 = H*+0p X+ Let now y; € L=(1,Y7),
i = 1,2, be two solutions of (3.4) (3.5) with initial data yg; at time ¢, € I for some compact

interval I, satisfying the estimate
| yi; L°(1,Y) | <a<oo , i=1,2 . (4.12)

Assume furthermore that y5; € Y7t so that by Step 5 y; € L®(I,Y’*!). We now estimate

y_ in Y7 by Lemma 3.10. From (3.60) (3.62) we obtain
ly-1; < Claly-li+ I s- lleo l3nlj+1) (4.13)
By Lemma 3.8, esp. (3.50) (3.52), we estimate
Olyrlj1 < Calyi]ja

and therefore by Gronwall’s Lemma, for all t € I,

1141 < Cla, [I])|yor]j+1 - (4.14)
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We next estimate for £ > n/2, possibly by using (3.10),

| s |loo < Cls_|o—2 ford >n/2+1 |
(4.15)
|s_ |l < Cls_|}2 s_[;2 fornodd, £ = (n+1)/2

We now estimate

Orly—|j—o < Caly—_|;-o

with § = 1, by Lemma 3.9, esp. (3.54) (3.57), and with § = 2 by Lemma 3.11, esp. (3.65)

(3.66), so that by Gronwall’s Lemma again, for § = 1,2 and for all t € [
ly-li-o < Cla, [1])]yo-1j-0 (4.16)

and therefore by (4.15), for all ¢ € I,

|5 Jlee < Cla, |1]) || yo_ s (4.17)
where
o Ils = |yo—|j—2 for 0 >n/2+1 |
(4.18)
Iyo- s = lyo-li% [wo-[/3 fornodd, £ = (n+1)/2

Substituting (4.14) and (4.17) into (4.13) and applying Gronwall’s Lemma again, we obtain for

allt eI

ly-1; < Cla, 1) (yo-li+ T wo— s [9orlj1) (4.19)

We now come back to the proof of the missing continuities, which will make an essential

use of the estimate (4.19).

Step 6. Continuity of the solutions in H* @& X*. Let I C IR"\ {0} be a compact interval and
let (w,s) € C(I, H*¥ 1 X" 1)NL>(I, H*® X") be solution of the system (3.4) (3.5) with initial
data (wo, sg) € H* ® X* at some time ¢, € I. We shall prove that (w, s) € C(I, H* & X*). We
use the short hand notation v, vy, Y7, etc. introduced above. We introduce a regularisation
defined as follows. We choose a function ¢4 € S(IR") such that [ dzys(x) = 1 and such that
11741 (€) — 1)|e—o = 0 for m = 1,2, we define .(z) = e "y (z/e) so that ¥.(€) = 1y (£€)
and we define the regularisation by f — f. = 4. x f for all f € S§’. Clearly the regularisation is
a bounded operator with norm at most || 11 ||; and tends strongly to the unit operator when

e — 01in Y7 for all relevant j.
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We now regularize the initial data yy to yo.. By the previous steps, yo. generates a solution
y. of (3.4) (3.5). For e sufficiently small, and possibly after a small restriction of I, that
solution can be assumed to be in L>°(I,Y7) for the same interval I as y and to be bounded

there uniformly in e, namely
s L=(1,Y9) |V || 9o L(1,Y7) | Sa< oo . (4.20)

Furthermore, since yo. € Y7*!, by regularity (Step 5), y. € C(I,Y7) N L>(I,Y7*1). In order
to prove that y € C(I,Y7) it is therefore sufficient to prove that y. converges to y in norm in
L>°(I,Y7). For that purpose we apply the estimate (4.19) with y; = y., yo = ¥, ¥_ = y. — .
Now for all f

Fofe 2= 110@We = f) 2 <1 0% L [ fllz<e [ ovn £ 12, (4.21)

I fe=Flle =l s f=Flla=1 (€= =1) £ II2
(4.22)

< 1€l (9n(&) = 1) lloo II £ HO |
for § = 1,2. Furthermore for n even and s € L> N H™? N H"?*? so that |€|*/?5(¢) € L?, and

for 6 =1,2,

| exs—slloo <[ (B = D)5 < | €177 (1) = 1) Il | s H* || . (4.23)

It follows from (4.21)-(4.23) that for 6 = 1,2,

[Yo:lj1 < CeMyoly
(4.24)

lo-lj—o < C <%lyol;
Substituting the estimate (4.24) into (4.18) (4.19) and using the fact that |yo_|; — 0 when
e — 0 shows that |y_|; tends to zero when ¢ — 0 uniformly for ¢ € I, which completes the

proof.

Step 7. Continuity with respect to initial data in C(-, H* ® X*). From Steps 1-5 and general
arguments, it follows only that the solution (w,s) so far constructed is norm continuous in
C(-, H*"1 @ X* 1) and weak-* continuous in L*°(-, H* & X*) as a function of the initial data
(wo, 80) € H* & X*. We now prove strong continuity in C(-, H* & X*). We use again the short

hand notation y, 3o, Y7, etc. introduced above. Let I C IRT \ {0} be a compact interval and
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let y € (CN L*®)(I,Y7) be a fixed solution of the system (3.4) (3.5) with initial data yo € Y7
at some time ty € I. Let yj be an initial data in a small neighborhood of 3, in Y7 and let 3’
be the solution of (3.4) (3.5) thereby generated. We also consider the regularized initial data
yoe and y., and the solutions y. and y. thereby generated. By taking y; sufficiently close to yq
and ¢ sufficiently small and possibly after a small restriction of I, we can assume that y’ and
Yo, YL are in L>°(I,Y7) for the same interval I as y, and are bounded there uniformly in y} and

in € so that both (4.20) and its analogue with y replaced by 3’ hold. For all ¢ € I, we estimate
=9l < lye —yli+ lye — yils + vz = o/l (4.25)

and we estimate the three norms in the RHS by (4.19) with (y1, y2) replaced by (v, v), (v, ye')

and (y., ') respectively. Using in addition the first inequality in (4.24), we obtain

=yl < Cla 1) (Ivos — vol; + Ivoe — voels + [ — vi;

+ae™ (| yoe —wo llo + Il voe — woe lo + Il w0 — %o ||b)) : (4.26)
We now estimate
loe = Yo:li < Clyo — wol;
Woe —voli < [Woe — Yoelj + 1Yo- — yolj + 1yo — vol;
< yoe — Yolj + Clyo — yol;
and similarly
I yoe —woe s < Cllwo—uo o < Clyo — wl;
I woe =% lls < N woe—wolls + C 1l wo— o lls

< lyo- = o lle + Clyo — voly
Substituting those estimates into (4.26) yields
ly—y'l; < Cla, [1]) (\yOe —yol; +as™" || Yo —wo [l +(1 +ac™)|yo — yé\j) (4.27)

which can be made to tend to zero uniformly for ¢ € I by letting y;, tend to yo in Y7 and letting

¢ tend to zero, in that order.
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Remark 4.1. Whereas the map yy — y is uniformly continuous from Y7 to (C N L>®)(-,Y771)
on the bounded sets of Y7, it is only pointwise continuous from Y7 to (C N L*>)(-,Y7). In fact
Step 7 is performed for fixed g, and does not yield an estimate of || y —y’; L°(-, Y7) || in terms

of |yo — y(|;. This is a standard situation in that kind of problems.

5 The auxiliary system at infinite time. Existence and
asymptotics I.

In this section we study the existence of solutions in a neighborhood of infinity in time for

the auxiliary system
ow = (22)"1 U(1/t)(2s -V + (V- 8)U*(1/t)w (2.30) = (3.4) = (5.1)
{ Os=1t"2(s-V)s+t77 Vg(w,w) (2.31) ~ (3.5) = (5.2)
where g is defined by (3.1) (3.2), and we study the asymptotic behaviour in time of those

solutions by essentially constructing local wave operators at infinity for the system (5.1) (5.2)

as compared with the auxiliary free equation
Orso =177 Vg(ws,wy) . (2.33) ~ (3.7) = (5.3)
The general solution of (5.3) can be written as

5o(t) :50(1)+/1t 4t ¢ Vglw,wy) (5.4)

Since from (5.2) and (5.4) the functions s(¢) and sy(t) are expected to increase as t'~7, we

define the functions

st)=t"1s(t)  , So(t) =t se(t) (5.5)

which are expected to be bounded in time. We shall use those functions throughout this
section. It follows from Corollary 3.1 that for admissible (k,1) and for (w,, so(1)) € H* & X*,

So(t) € (CN L>®)([1,00), X?) and that sy(t) satisfies the estimate
I S03 L([1,00); X°) || < [so(D)le + C(1 = 1) ws

We shall use the basic spaces H* and X* defined at the beginning of Section 3, as well as
the notation (3.11) for the norms in those spaces. We recall that admissible pairs (k, () are

defined in Definition 3.1. In all this section, we assume that n > 3 and 0 < 4 < n — 2. The
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letter C' in subsequent estimates will denote various constants depending on n, u and possibly
on an admissible pair (k, £). On the other hand we shall keep the dependence of the estimates
on v sufficiently explicit for the constants C' to be uniform in 7 in the range of v where the
estimates are stated. For instance a factor v~! will be kept explicitly in estimates valid for all
v > 0, but will be included in C' for estimates valid for v > 1/2.

In the first three propositions, we study the existence of solutions of the system (5.1) (5.2)
defined in a neighborhood of infinity and some of their asymptotic properties. All those results
hold for all v > 0, but we restrict our attention to 0 < v < 1 in order to simplify the exposition,
as explained in the introduction. Most of those results are consequences of Proposition 4.1 and
of a priori estimates where we now carefully keep track of the time dependence. We begin with

the existence of solutions defined in a neighborhood of infinity in time.

Proposition 5.1. Let 0 < v < 1 and let (k,{) be an admissible pair. Let (wy,30) € H* & X*
and define yo = |wolx and Zy = |Sole. Then there exists Ty < oo, depending on yo, Zo, such
that for all to > Ty, there exists T < ty, depending on o, Zo and toy, such that the system
(5.1) (5.2) with initial data w(ty) = wo, s(ty) = Soty ", has a unique solution (w,s) such that
(w,3) € (CNL®)([T,00), H* & X*). One can take
VTG =C(o+(1=77""%) (5.6)
T=~T)ty ", (5.7)
and the solution (w, s) is estimated by

[wlr, < 2yo (5.8)

sle < (220 + C(1=7)7"48) (to v )" (5.9)

forallt >T.

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 4.1 and standard globalisation arguments, provided
we can derive (5.8) (5.9) as a priori estimates under the assumptions made on ty and t.

Let (w, s) be the maximal solution of (5.1) (5.2) with the appropriate initial condition at ¢,
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obtained by Proposition 4.1 and define y = |w|; and z = |s|,. By Lemma 3.7, y and z satisfy

Oy| < C 172 yz
(5.10)
02| S C 72 22+ Ct™7 o2

and we estimate y and z from those inequalities, taking C' = 1 for the rest of the proof. We

distinguish two cases.

Case t > to. Let ¢t > to and define Y = Y(t) =|| y;L>([to,t ]) || and Z = Z(t) =

| -2 L([tg,7]) |- Then for all ¢ € [t0,7]

@y S t_l_ﬁ/ YZ
(5.11)
Oz <t 722+t Y?
and therefore by integration with the appropriate initial condition at t
Y <yo+y1t,”YZ
(5.12)
Z<Zg+ty Z2+(1—v)"t Y2

where we have used the fact that the function f(vy) = jz) dt’ =27 is logarithmically convex in

~ and therefore satisfies

FO) S JO)T7 FA) = (t—to)(tot) T < tg7 177 (5.13)

Now (5.12) defines a closed subset R of IR x IR in the (Y, Z) variables, containing the point
(Yo, 20), and (Y, Z) is a continuous function of ¢ starting from that point for ¢ = ¢y. If we can
find an open region R; of IR" x IR" containing (yo, Zp) and such that RNR; C R, then
(Y, Z) will remain in R N'R; for all time, because R N Ry = R NR; is both open and closed
in R. We take for Ry the strip Ry = {(Y, Z) : Z < (1/2)7t}}, so that in R N R,

Y < 2y

(5.14)
Z <2 +21—7)" Y2 <25 +8(1—7)" y2

and the condition R "Ry C R, is ensured by
ity > 4% +16(1—v) "t ys . (5.15)

Case t < to. Let t < ty and define Y = Y(t) =| y; L¥([t,t0]) || and Z = Z(t) =
| z; L>([t, to]) ||- Then for all ¢ € [¢, ¢y

—&gy S t_2 YZ
(5.16)
Oz <t 2724t Y?
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and therefore by integration with the appropriate initial condition at %

Y <y +t'YZ

(5.17)
Z< G+ Q=) Yty 47122
so that for Z < t/2
Y < 2y0
(5.18)
Z<2(F+ 11—Vt < 2% +81-N" )ty T,
which ensures the condition Z < t/2 provided
t> (4% +16(1—9)"'y0) tg " . (5.19)

Putting back constants at appropriate places, we obtain (5.8) (5.9) from (5.14) (5.18), while
(5.15) (5.19) allow for the choice (5.6) (5.7).

Remark 5.1. The weakness of Proposition 5.1 is immediately apparent on (5.7) (5.9). In fact,
for the construction of wave operators, we want to solve the Cauchy problem for (5.1) (5.2)
for an initial time ¢ty — co. However when t, — oo, the interval [T, co) where the solution is
defined disappears, while the estimate for |s|, blows up. This defect will be remedied in Propo-

sition 5.6 below, but only for v > 1/2. For the next results, we shall need the following estimate.

Lemma 5.1. Let 0 < v < 1, leta > 0,b> 0, ty > 0 and let y, z be nonnegative continuous

functions satisfying y(to) = yo, z(to) = 20, and

Oy <tV by +172 az

(5.20)
|0iz] <717 bz + 77 ay
Define y, zZ by
(y.2) = (@ 2) exp [y 7 = 7] (5.21)
Then, for y(tJ At7) > 2a?, the following estimates hold :
y< 2(y0+a 2o t(;l)
(5.22)

<at+20-7"a(w+aznty )t
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fort > ty, and

y S Yo + 2a (Z(] + (1 — ’)/>_1 a Yo t(l)_fy) t_l
(5.23)
z<2 (zo +(1—=7)"1ay t(l)_'y)
fort < to.

Proof. The inequalities (5.20) have been written in differential form, but should be understood

in integrated form. Changing the variables from (y, z) to (g, z) yields

+0,§ <t 2az
(5.24)
:l:@tZ S t_“*agj
for tzto, and in integrated form
7<yo+a ] Jhde =2 = ()
(5.25)

F <z alfdt ¢ g(t)

Substituting the second component of (5.25) into the first one yields an inequality for 7 alone :

t
/ dt =7 (t/—l . t_l) ﬂ(t/)
to

We shall estimate g by (5.26) and estimate Z by substituting the result into the second com-

y<wyo+azltt—t'+a

(5.26)

ponent of (5.25). (One could equally well obtain an equation for z alone similar to (5.26) and

estimate Z directly therefrom). We distinguish the cases t?to.

Case t > to. Let ¢t > ty. We define Y =|| g; L>=([to, t]) ||. It then follows from (5.26) that
Y <yot+azt, +ay 7Y

and therefore

Y<2(ptazt')

for vt§ > 2a?, while by (5.25)
Z<zmta(l—y) Y |

which immediately yields (5.22).
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Case t < tg. Let ¢ < to. We define Y =|| t(g — vo); L=([£, %)) ||. It then follows from (5.26)
that

J<wo+azt t4+adyt T A=) 5T+ a2V AT

so that

Y <az+dy(l—)"ty7 " +a®y Y

and therefore

Y <2a (zo +ay(l—9)"" t(l]_y)

for vt > 2a?. Substituting that result into the second component of (5.25) yields

tay(l—)"t  +ay 1Y

Y
IN

< 2 (zo +ay(l—9)"" t(l]_y)

by using again the condition v > 2a%. The previous estimates immediately yield (5.23).

Remark 5.2. Since (5.20) is a linear system, it is clear that one could obtain estimates of
y and z valid for all 5 > 0, ¢ > 0, but in view of Proposition 5.1, we are not interested in
estimates for small ty, . The apparent lower restrictions on ty, t come from the fact that the

ansatz Y for y is inadequate for small .

As a first consequence of Lemma 5.1, we obtain a uniqueness result at infinity for the system

(5.1) (5.2).

Proposition 5.2. Let 0 < v < 1 and let (k, ) be an admissible pair. Let (w;, s;), i = 1,2 be two
solutions of the system (5.1) (5.2) such that (w;, ;) € L°([T, 00), H*® X*) for some T > 0 and
such that |wy — ws|p_1t*™7 and |s; — so|¢_1 tend to zero when t — co. Then (wy,s1) = (ws, S3).

Proof. Define
a = Max|| wi; L®([T,00), H*) ||, b= Max| s : L*([T,00), X) || , (5.27)
y=|wy —walp—1 , z=|s1— 21 - (5.28)
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Then by Lemma 3.9, y and z satisfy the inequalities

Oy <Ct 17 by+Ct2az
(5.29)

02| K C 777 bz + C t77 ay

and therefore (up to constants), the estimates (5.21) (5.23) for all T" < ¢ < ¢, ¢ and t, sufficiently

large. Taking the limit ¢, — oo in (5.23) for fixed ¢ shows that y(t) = 0, 2(¢t) = 0.

We now begin the study of the asymptotic behaviour of solutions of the system (5.1) (5.2)
by showing that for the solutions obtained in Proposition 5.1 (actually for slightly more general

solutions, if any) w(t) tends to a limit when ¢t — co.

Proposition 5.3. Let 0 < v < 1 and let (k,0) satisfy k < £+ 1 and £ > n/2. Let (w,s) be a
solution of the system (5.1) (5.2) such that (w,3) € (CNL®)([T, 00), H*® X*) for some T > 0.
Let

a=||w; L¥([T,00), H*) || b= 5 L%([T,00), X || . (5.30)

Then there exists wy € H* such that w(t) tends to w, strongly in H*=' and weakly in H*

when t — 0o. Furthermore the following estimates hold :

lwy e < a (5.31)
[w(ty) —wt)|p1 < C aby Htg At)? (5.32)
lw(t) —wylp1 < Caby 't (5.33)

for to, t large enough, namely ~(to At)Y > Cb or vt7 > Cb.

Proof. Let T' <ty <t and wy = w(ty). By exactly the same method as in Lemma 3.9 (see

esp. (3.54)) we obtain from (5.1)

IN

O lw — wo k1 C’t_2|s|g(|w—wo|k_1—l—|w0|k)

< Ct b(|w — wo‘k_1 —|—CL)

48



and by integration between ¢, and ¢

lw—wolp—1 < a (exp (C byt ta“’) — 1)

< Cle—1)ab~y~ 'ty

for vt§ > Cb. This proves (5.32), from which it follows that w(t) has a limit w, € H*~! such
that (5.33) holds. Since in addition w(t) is uniformly bounded in H*, it follows by a standard
compactness argument that w, € H*, that w, satisfies (5.31) and that w(t) tends weakly to

Wy n Hk

Remark 5.3. Note that the condition on (k, ¢) in Proposition 5.3 is weaker than admissibility,

since in particular we do not use (5.2) and therefore do not require estimates of g.

We now turn to the proof of existence of asymptotic states for the solutions of (5.1) (5.2)
constructed in Proposition 5.1. As explained in Section 2, we want to perform the following
construction on such a solution. We take ¢ty > 7" and we consider the solution (wy, So.,) of the
free equation (5.3) which coincides with (w, s) at time 5. That solution is defined by wy = w(#)
and

t
So.0(t) = 5(to) + A dt' 77 Vg(wo, wo) (5.34)
0

or equivalently, by (5.2)

t
So.40(t) = s(t) — / dt' {#'72(s - V)s + 77 (Vg(w, w) — Vg(wo,wo))} (5.35)
to
We want to prove that (wy, So,) has a limit when ty — co. Proposition 5.3 already provides
us with the limit wy = limw(#y), and it remains only to be proved that also sg has a limit.
Taking formally the limit ¢ty — oo in (5.35) leads us to expect that that limit should be defined
by

so(t) = s(t) + /t Car {t72(s - V)s +77 (Vg(w,w) = Vg(ws,wy))} (5.36)

;From Corollary 3.1 and from (5.34), it follows that for (w,3) € (CNL>)([T, o), H* ® X*),

also (wp, S04,) belongs to the same space, actually with constant wy, and by (5.30), satisfies the
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estimate

5000 ()]e < bty T +C a*(1—~) o V)T . (5.37)

That estimate however is not bounded uniformly in %y, and is therefore useless to take the
limit g — oo. In order to proceed further, we shall need stronger assumptions, and in particu-
lar v > 1/2. Under that condition and by using (5.35), we can indeed obtain estimates on g,

that are uniform in ;.

Proposition 5.4. Let 1/2 < vy <1 and let (k,{) be an admissible pair. Let (w, s) be a solution
of the system (5.1) (5.2) such that (w,3) € (CN L®)([T,00), H* & X*) for some T > 1 and
define a and b by (5.50). Let to > T, let wy = w(ty) and define soq,(t) by (5.34). Then so4,(t)

satisfies the estimates
[50.40 () = 5()]e-1 < C (B + (1= 7)"a?) tg” £ (5.38)
fort >ty and t} > Cb,
[040(t) = s(t)e-1 < C(2y = 1) (B +a%b) ¢ (5.39)

forT <t <ty andt’ > Cb.
Assume in addition that (1 — v)t] > Ca® and (2y — 1)t7 > C(a? +b). Then so4, satisfies
the estimate

15040 ()| S COETT (5.40)

Proof. By the same method as in Lemma 3.9 (see esp. (3.57)), we estimate the integrand in
(5.35) by

|{'}|g_1 S C t_2|8|g_1 |S|g—|—0 t7 |w —w0|k_1 |w+wo|k (541)

which by (5.30) and Proposition 5.3, esp. (5.32), can be continued as
SO T HC At (tAty) Y (5.42)

for (t Atg)? > Cb. Integrating (5.42) between ¢, and t and using (5.13) if ¢t > t, yields (5.38)

for t > tg and (5.39) for ¢t < t,.
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Finally (5.40) follows from (5.30), from (5.38) (5.39) and from the additional conditions on

t, tp.

We next prove that so(f) is actually well defined by (5.36) and is the limit of sg4,(¢) when

tg — o0.

Proposition 5.5. Let 1/2 < vy <1 and let (k,{) be an admissible pair. Let (w, s) be a solution
of the system (5.1) (5.2) such that (w,3) € (CN L®)([T,00), H* & X*) for some T > 1 and
define a and b by (5.30). Let w, be the limit of w(t) when t — oo obtained in Proposition 5.3.
Then

(1) The integral in (5.36) is absolutely convergent in X*=! and defines a solution sy of the
equation (5.8) such that 39 € (CNL>®)([1,00), X*71) and such that the following estimate holds
fort>T, ¢ >Cb :

[s0(t) = s()|e1r < C(2y = 1)~ (0 +a) 72 (5.43)

If in addition (2y — 1)t7 > C'(b+ a?), the following estimate holds :

|so(®)|er < C b . (5.44)

(2) The function soy, defined by (5.34) converges to s in norm in X! when ty — oo for
t>T,t" > Cb, uniformly in compact intervals, and the following estimate holds for t Ato > T,

(tAto)? > Cb :
(040 (t) = s0(B)e-1 < C (1 =) 7"+ (27 = 1)) (B + @) 17 (t Vi)' ™7 (5.45)

Proof. Part (1). By the same method as in the proof of Proposition 5.4, we estimate the
integrand in (5.36) by (5.41) with wy replaced by w, and therefore by (5.30) (5.33)

[{Hea <C (0 +a?) ™ (5.46)

which proves the convergence of the integral in X*~! and yields the estimate (5.43). Finally
(5.44) follows from (5.30) (5.43) and from the additional condition on ¢.
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Part (2). For t > t(, we estimate

50,60 (1) = S0(E)]e1 < [S0,00(8) = 8(E)]e-1 + [50(£) = s ()1 - (5.47)

We estimate the first norm in the RHS by (5.38) and the second norm by (5.43). This yields
(5.45) for t > t,.

For t < ty, we start from

sun®) = solt) = st0) = sot0) + [t ¥ (Vglwyw,) = Vg(wlto)wite) - (548)

We estimate the first difference in the RHS by (5.43) with ¢t = ¢y and the integrand by Corollary

3.1 and (5.33) as
[Vg(w,wy) = Vg(w(to), w(to))|e-1 < Clw(to) — wylp—1 Jw(te) +wily < Ca’bty”  (5.49)

which after integration yields (5.45) for ¢ < t,.

The convergence of soy, to o in the norms indicated follows from (5.45).

Remark 5.4. Note that in Proposition 5.5 we are loosing one degree of regularity in s, namely
a solution (w, s) in H* @ X* has an asymptotic free solution (wy,so) in H* @ X*~! only. We
have no uniform estimate in ¢y of so 4, in X*, the best we have being (5.37) and we are therefore
unable to assert that the limiting sy remains in X*.

We now turn to the main and more difficult question of existence of the wave operator.
The construction is now the converse of that performed in Propositions 5.3-5.5. We consider
a fixed solution (w.,sg) of (5.3), we construct a solution (wy,, sy, ) of (5.1) (5.2) which coin-
cides with (w,y,sg) at time ¢y, and we take the limit of that solution when t, — oo. Here
again we shall encounter a loss of derivative, now more severe than in the previous case. In
particular we shall need to start with a free solution in H**! @ X**! for admissible (k, ¢) and
end up with a solution (w, s) which is only in H* & X*. The crucial step is the construction

of (wy,, st,) and will be performed by an extension of the energy method used in Proposition 5.1.
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Proposition 5.6. Let 1/2 < v < 1 and let (k,¢) be an admissible pair. Let (w,,so(1)) €
HML @ X define sg by (5.4) and let

a=lwilper , b=] So; L¥([1,00), XF) || . (5.50)

Then, there exist Ty and T, 1 < Ty, T < oo, depending only on (,a,b), such that for all
to > To VT, the system (5.1) (5.2) with initial data w(ty) = wy, s(ty) = so(to), has a unique

solution (wy,, s¢,) such that (wy,,3s,) € (CNL®) ([T, 00), H* & X*). One can take
Ty =C(b+(1—7)"a?) (5.51)
T7=C(2y—1)"" (b+d?) (5.52)

and the solution satisfies the estimates

|wi, (1) —wy | < C abty”
(5.53)
|515() = so(t)]e < C (0> + (1 =) "a’b) ty " t'7
fO'f’t 2 tO}
|wi, (t) —wi|p < C abt™
(5.54)
515 (t) = so(t)]e < C(2y — 1)7H(b* + a®b)t' >
forT <t <ty and
lw, ) <Ca , |s,(t)|e <C bt (5.55)

forallt >T.

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 4.1 and standard globalisation arguments provided
we can derive (5.53)-(5.54) as a priori estimates under the assumptions of the proposition. Let
(wyy, St,) be the maximal solution of (5.1) (5.2) with the appropriate initial condition at ¢, and
define y = |wy, — wy|r and z = |sy, — Sole. We rewrite (5.1) and the difference between (5.2)
(5.3) as
Op(wyy —wy) = (227U (1/t) (284, - V + (V- 54,)) U*(1/t)wy, (5.56)
{ (st — 80) = t72(84y - V)s1o + 177 (Vg(wyy, wy,) — Vglwe,wy)) . (5.57)
From (5.56) (5.57), by exactly the same method as in Lemma 3.8, we obtain

Oufwiy = wi k| < CE2[syg o (wrg — Wi + [ [k41)
(5.58)
’8t|3t0 - 30|€’ < Ct2[s1ole (510 — sole + [Solex1) + Ct7 wey — we | [wy + wo i
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and therefore by (5.50)

|0y < C t72(z+ bt (y + a)
(5.59)
02| < Ct72(z+bt17)2+ Ct y(y + a)

We estimate y and z from (5.59), taking C' = 1 for the rest of the proof. We distinguish again

two cases.

Case t > tg. Let t > ty and define Y = Y (t) =|| y; L>®([to,t ]) || and Z = Z(t) =
| 7712 L*°([to,t ]) ||. Then for all t € [to, ]

Oy <t 1N(Z +b)(Y +a)
(5.60)
Oz <t2(Z+0)*+t77Y (Y +a)

and therefore by integration with the appropriate initial condition at %

Y < 257(Z 4+ b)(Y +a)
{ (5.61)
Z <ty " (Z(Z +2b) +b*) + (1 — )" 'Y (Y + a)

where we have used the condition v > 1/2 and (5.13) again.

As in the proof of Proposition 5.1, we impose an additional condition
257 (Z + 2b) < A < 1/2 (5.62)

and we obtain from (5.61)

Y <(1-XN"1'\a
(5.63)
{ Z< (1= + (1 =231 =) A

We now choose A = 8bt,” so that (5.62L) reduces to Z < 2b, and we obtain from (5.63)

Y < 16ab t,”
(5.64)
Z < (20 +64(1 — ) ta?b) t,”

The condition Z < 2b is ensured by (5.51) for ¢ty > T, and the estimate (5.53) follows from

(5.64).

Case t < to. Let ¢ < tg and define Y = Y () =|| t"y; L>([t,t0]) || and Z = Z(t) =
| 277 2; L°([t, to)) ||. Then for all t € [t, to]

—Oy <TN(ZET +b) (YT +a)
(5.65)
—Opz SEH(ZT+ D)2+ t7PY (Y7 +a)
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and therefore by integration with the appropriate initial condition at %

y < 2abt™ + (aZ + Y )t + Y 2t

(5.66)
2 < (27— 1)7HB2 + aY)t 2 + 2(Y2 4 20241737 4 2310
where we have used the condition v > 1/2, so that
Y <2ab+4aZt™ 4+ (b+ Zt 7)Yt
(5.67)

Z<(2y=1)" 0P +aY)+2Y2H T+ (4b+ Zt ) 2t
We impose the additional conditions Zt~7 < 2b and ¢7 > 12b and we obtain from (5.67)

Y < 8ab
(5.68)
Z<2(2y-1)"Yb*+aY) + (6b)7'Y?)
which yields (5.54), while the conditions Zt~7 < 2b and t” > 12b are ensured by (5.52).
Finally (5.55) follows from (5.50)-(5.54).
0

Remark 5.5. The major improvement of Proposition 5.6 over Proposition 5.1, which has been
achieved by estimating the difference of (w, s) and (w., s¢) instead of estimating (w, s) alone, is
that now (w, s) is defined in a time interval [T, c0) which is independent of ¢, and is estimated
in that interval uniformly with respect to to. The condition v > 1/2 plays a crucial role in

obtaining that improvement (cf Remark 5.1 above).

Remark 5.6. One may wonder whether the loss of regularity from (k+1,¢+ 1) to (k, ) when
constructing (wy,, sy,) from (w,,sq) is unavoidable. Actually (wy,(to), si,(to)) € H* @ X!
and by regularity (Proposition 4.1 part (2)), (wy,,s:,) € C([T,00), H*** & X*1). One can
then estimate y = |wy,|k+1 and z = |syy|e41. By Lemma 3.8 and by (5.1) (5.2) (5.55), y and z
satisfy the system (5.29) and therefore are estimated up to constants by (5.22) (5.23). However
under natural assumptions yo = O(1) and zy = O(t; "), the estimate (5.23), which is the one
really relevant for large ty, is not uniform in ¢y, so that the estimate is lost when one takes the
limit ¢y; — oo, which is what we shall do next. As a consequence the regularity at the level of
(k+ 1,0+ 1) is also lost in that limit, and we have therefore made no effort to keep track of it

at the stage of Proposition 5.6.
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We can now take the limit ¢y — oo of the solution (wy,, s¢,) constructed in Proposition 5.6

for fixed (w., sg).

Proposition 5.7. Let 1/2 < v < 1 and let (k,{) be an admissible pair.

(1) Let (wy,s0(1)) € H* 1@ X and define s, a, b, by (5.4) (5.50). Then there exists T,
1 < T < o0, depending only on (v,a,b) and a unique solution (w,s) of the system (5.1) (5.2)
such that (w,3) € (C N L®)([T,00), H* & X*), satisfying (5.36) and such that the following

estimates hold for allt > T :

lw(t) —wyly < Cabt™™
(5.69)
|s(t) — so(t)]e < C(2y —1)"1(B% + a?b)t2 |
lw)xy < Ca .o s < Cottr (5.70)
One can take
T"=C@2y—-1)"*b+a*) . (5.71)

(2) Let (wy,, st,) be the solution of the system (5.1) (5.2) constructed in Proposition 5.6 for
to > To VT and in particular such that (wy,, 3,) € (C N L®)([T,00), H* & X*). Then (wy,, st,)
converges to (w, s) in norm in L>=(J, H*=1 @ X* 1) and in the weak-+ sense in L>(J, H* ® X")
for any compact interval J C [T, 00), and in the weak-* sense in H* ® X*¢ pointwise in t.

(8) The map (wy, so(1)) — (w,s) defined in Part (1) is continuous on the bounded sets of
HL @ XYL from the norm topology of (w4, so(1)) in H*1 @ X1 to the norm topology of
(w,s) in L>=(J, H** @ X*1) and to the weak-+ topology in L>(J, H* & X*) for any compact

interval J C [T, 00), and to the weak-x topology in H* & X* pointwise in t.

Proof. Parts (1) (2) will follow from the convergence of (wy,,s;,) when t; — oo in the
topologies stated in Part (2). We recall that (wy,, s;,) satisfies the estimates (5.53) (5.54) which

we rewrite more briefly as

[wiy —wylx < Mi(tAto)™”
{ (5.72)

|St0 — 80|g < Mg(t A\ to)_w t1_7
where M;, M, depend on (7, a,b) and can be read from (5.53) (5.54), and satisfies the estimate

(5.55).
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Let now Ty VT <ty < t;. From (5.72) it follows that for all ¢ > ¢,

|wt0 — 'lUt1|k S 2M1 ta’y
(5.73)
|St0 — St1|g S 2M2 ta’y tl_ﬁ/
We now estimate (wy, — wy,, S;, — S¢,) in H*1 @ X1 for t < ty. Let
y = we, — we, [k 2= s = sule1 (5.74)

From Lemma 3.9 and from (5.55), it follows that y and z satisfy the system (5.29). Integrating
that system for t < ¢, with initial data at ¢y estimated by (5.73), we obtain from Lemma 5.1,

esp. (5.23)
y(t) < M (t" + 12 +71)
(5.75)
2(t) < Mty

for some M depending on (7, a,b) and for ' < ¢t < to5. From (5.75) it follows that there exists
(w,s) € C([T,00), H*=1 @ X*71) such that (wy,, s;,) converges to (w, s) in L>(J, H*1 @ X*~1)
for all compact intervals J C [T,00). From that convergence, from (5.54) (5.55) and from
standard compactness arguments, it follows that (w,3) € (L N Cyu+)([T,0), H* & X*), that
(w, s) satisfies the estimates (5.69) (5.70) for all t > T', and that (wy,, s¢,) converges to (w, s)
in the other topologies considered in Part (2). Furthermore, by the local result of Proposition
4.1, part (1), (w,s) € C([T,00), H* & X*). Obviously (w, s) is a solution of (5.1) (5.2). We
now prove that (w, s) satisfies (5.36). Let s{(t) be the RHS of (5.36). By Proposition 5.5, part
(1), sq(t) is well defined and satisfies the analogue of (5.43). Furthermore sj(t) satisfies (5.3)
so that so(t) — sp(t) is constant in time. By (5.43) for s{(¢) and (5.69), that constant is zero,
namely sq(t) = so(t). This proves (5.36).

;From the uniqueness result of Proposition 5.2, it follows that (w,s) is unique under the

condition (5.69). This completes the proof of Parts (1) and (2).

Part (3). Let (wy,s0(1)) and (v, s{(1)) belong to H*' & X define sy and sj by (5.4)
and its analogue, assume that

W lks1 VW fkar < a

147 s0; L([1,00), XH) |V | 77 s L([1,00), X | < b
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let (w,s) and (w’,s") be the associated solutions of the system (5.1) (5.2) constructed in Part
(1), satisfying (5.69) and its analogue with the same (a,b) for ¢t > T with the same 7" defined
by (5.71). We take (w',, sp(1)) close to (w4, so(1)) in H*' @ X*~! in the sense that for some
small €, eg > 0

lwy —w k-1 < ea (5.76)
[s0(1) = so(1)]e—1 < eob (5.77)

and therefore by (5.4) and estimates from Corollary 3.1
|so — spler <egb+C(1—A)ta?ett™ . (5.78)

From (5.69) and its analogue for (w’, s’) and from (5.76) (5.78), it follows that for all ¢ > T

|lw—w|g—y <eca+Cabt™
(5.79)
s —s'lp1 <egb+C(1—v) a2 et +C 2y — 1)1V + a®b)t' =
We now define ¢y by t,” = eb™! so that for t > t,
lw—w-1 <Cea (5.80)
|s — §'[i-1 < egb+ C [(1 — ) e+ 2y = 1) b+ az)] et
and in particular
|S(t0) — S/(t0)|g_1 < €0b + M 6(27_1)/7 (581)

for some M depending on (v, a,b). We now estimate (w —w’, s — ') in H*"1 @ X*~1 for t < t,.
Let

y=|w—wli . z=ls—5i
From Lemma 3.9, it follows that y and z satisfy the system (5.29). Integrating that system for
t <o with initial data at ¢, estimated by (5.80) (5.81), we obtain from Lemma 5.1, esp. (5.23),

y(t) <Cea+ (C gob+ M 5(27_1)/7) at™!
(5.82)
2(t) < C ey b+ M =D

for some M depending on (v,a,b) and for all t, T < ¢t < t,. This implies the continuity of

(w, s) as a function of (w,, se(1)) in the norm topology of L>(J, H*~! @ X*-1) for all compact
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intervals J C [T',00). The other continuities follow therefrom and from the boundedness of

(w,3) in L>=([T, 00), H* @ X*) by standard compactness arguments.

Remark 5.7. By analogy with Proposition 4.1, part (3), one expects the map (w, so(1)) —
(w, s) to be also continuous from the norm topology in H* & X* to the norm topology in
L>=(J, H* @ X*) for compact J C [T, 00). A proof of that fact would require a combination of
Steps 6 and 7 in the proof of Proposition 4.1 with the proof just given of Proposition 5.7, part
(3) with however estimates at the level (k, /) instead of (k — 1,¢ — 1). However, the coupling
between ty and ¢ in the latter has the effect that, when the time dependence is taken into
account in the former, the resulting dependence of the estimates on € or on ¢y is not sufficiently
good to establish the result without additional assumptions on v, namely without assuming
~ sufficiently close to 1. Since the argument is rather complicated for a result of restricted

validity, we refrain from pushing it any further.

In Propositions 5.5 and 5.7, we have defined two maps (w,s) — (w4, So) and (w4, sg) —
(w, s) between solutions (w, s) of the system (5.1) (5.2) and solutions of the auxiliary free
equation (5.3) defined in a neighborhood of infinity in time. Both of these maps suffer from
the loss of one derivative. Nevertheless, they are inverse of each other (and in particular injec-

tive) whenever they can be applied successively. We state that fact in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.8. Let 1/2 < v <1 and let (k,{) be an admissible pair.

(1) Let (wy,sq) be a solution of (5.3) such that (w.,3y) € (CN L>®)([1,00), HF @ X1)
or equivalently defined by (5.4) with (w.,so(1)) € H**t @ XL Let (w, s) be the solution of
(5.1) (5.2) defined in Proposition 5.7, part (1), and let (w'_, s) be the solution of (5.3) defined
from (w, s) in Propositions 5.3 and 5.5. Then w', = w; and s; = so.

(2) Let (w,s) be a solution of (5.1) (5.2) such that (w,3) € (C N L>®)([T,00), H**? @ X?)
for some T, 1 < T < oo. Let (w4, sg) be the solution of (5.3) defined in Propositions 5.3 and
5.5, so that (wy, 39) € (CNL*®)([1,00), H* 1@ X 1) and let (w', s") be the solution of (5.1) (5.2)
defined from (w., so) in Proposition 5.7, part (1), so that (w',5) € (CNL®)([T", ), H* ® X*)
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for someT’', 1 <T' < oo. Thenw' =w and s’ = s fort >T VT .

Proof. Part (1). From Proposition 5.7, esp. (5.69) we obtain
jw—wyls <Mt [s—sole <M

for some M depending on (w, sg). From Propositions 5.3 and 5.5, esp. (5.33) and (5.43), we
obtain similarly

w—wJeor KMt s —spleer S M T

Taking the limit ¢ — oo shows that w’, = wy, so that by (5.4) s; — s is constant in time, and

therefore zero.

Part (2). From Propositions 5.3 and 5.5, we obtain in the same way
W — wylpr KMt |s—solegr < M 72

From Proposition 5.7, we then obtain
W —wylg <Mt |8 —sole < Mt

so that

w—w|y <Mt | |s—5|, <Mt

for t > T VvV T'. The result then follows from Proposition 5.2.

We conclude this section with a brief discussion of the other systems of equations that can
be used instead of (5.1) (5.2) (5.3) and on their drawbacks as compared with the latter. That
discussion was briefly sketched at the end of Section 2 and can now be resumed at a more
technical level.

(i) Instead of the system (5.1) (5.2) corresponding to (2.25) (2.26) and to the choice w = ws,
we could have used a system corresponding to (2.19) (2.20) and to the choice w = wy, with an
additional term (2t2)"'Aw in the equation for w. That term would make no difference in the

energy estimate (3.40) of Lemma 3.7 and therefore in Proposition 5.1. However it would produce
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an additional term Ct~2|w,|r42 in the energy estimate (5.58) for |w — w, |z, and therefore a
loss of two derivatives instead of one on w in the crucial Proposition 5.6.

(ii) Instead of the free auxiliary equation (5.3) corresponding to (3.7), we could have used
the more accurate HJ equation corresponding to (3.6). Since however we need the assumption
v > 1/2in a crucial way in order to obtain estimates uniform in ¢, for ¢ < to, both in Proposition
5.4 (see esp. (5.39)) and in Proposition 5.6 (see esp. (5.54)) using (3.6) instead of (3.7) would
not produce any improvement of the results. On the other hand it would make the treatment
of sp more complicated, since the equation (3.6) is hardly simpler than the system (3.4) (3.5).
In particular, instead of the explicit solution (5.4), we would need a proposition similar to
Proposition 5.1 in order to solve (3.6) for so, with a result valid for large time only. Similarly,
in order to estimate so(t) uniformly in ¢, for ¢ < ¢y and to take the limit ¢y — oo so as to prove
the existence of asymptotic states, we would have to replace the relatively simple Propositions
5.4 and 5.5 by more complicated ones of the same degree of complication as needed to prove
the existence of wave operators, namely Propositions 5.6 and 5.7. Finally it would no longer
be possible, in the definition of the wave operators, to characterize the asymptotic solution

(w4, sp) by an initial condition at a fixed time ¢ = 1 independent of wy.

6 The auxiliary system at infinite time. Asymptotics II.

In this section, we perform a construction similar to that of Section 5, and we essentially
construct local wave operators at infinity for the auxiliary system (5.1) (5.2), now however
compared with the auxiliary free equation (3.8) which is better suited than (3.7)=(5.3) for the
study of gauge invariance, as is explained in Section 2. We recall that gy and g are defined
by (3.1) (3.2). Most of the results of this section will be obtained from those of Section 5 and
will involve a comparison of solutions of (5.3) and (3.8). In order to make that comparison
more transparent, we shall use exclusively go and refrain from using ¢ in this and the next
section. For brevity we shall also use the short hand notation go(w) = go(w, w) for the diagonal

restriction of go. With that notation

g(w,w) = go (U*(1/t)w)
In order to distinguish solutions of (3.8) from those of (5.3) considered in the previous
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section, we shall use the notation sgy for the former, the additional subscript 2 referring to
the fact that the nonlinearity in (3.8) is that of the free auxiliary equation (2.22) naturally
associated with the system (2.19) (2.20) for (ws, p2). With the previous notation, the equation
(3.8) is rewritten as

8t802 =tV go(w+) (61)

and is trivially solved by
s02(t) = soa(1) + (1 =) 7" (#1777 = 1) Vigo(wy) (6.2)

to be compared with the general solution (5.4) of (5.3). It follows from (6.2) and Corollary 3.1
that for admissible (k, ¢) and for (w,, s2(1)) € H* @ X*, g = 17" 1sg2 € (C N L®)([1,0), X*)
and

I S0 L([1,00), X | < [so2(1)]e + C(1 =) 7" Jws g

We first compare solutions of (5.3) and (6.1) which coincide in a suitable sense at some time

to.

Lemma 6.1. Let 1/2 < v < 1 and let (k,f) be an admissible pair. Let wy € H*. Let
1 <ty < oo. Let sy be a solution of (5.3) with wy = wqy and let soa be a solution of (6.1) with

wy = U*(1/tg)wg such that so(ty) = se2(to), so that

So(t) — Sog(t) = t dt, t/_’y (VgO(U*(l/t')wo) — vgo(U*(l/to)wo)) . (63)

to
(For ty = oo, coincidence at ty is defined by (6.3) and justified by the estimates to follow).
Then

(1) The following estimates hold :
[50(t) = se(t)]e-1 < C(1 =) ol tg"2 177 (t > to) (6.4)

|S0(t) — So2(t)]e—1 < C(2y — 1) wolp 1277 (¢ < to) . (6.5)

(2) Assume in addition that wy € H**'. Then the following estimates hold :
[50(£) = s02(B)]e1 < C(1L=7)7" Jwolisy t5™7 £'77 (¢ > 1) (6.6)

|50(t) — soa(t)]er1 < C(2y — 1)7" Jwolpyy 1777 (E<to) . (6.7)
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Proof. Part (1). From (6.3) and from Corollary 3.1, we obtain

Is0(t) — se2(t)]—1 < C /tt dt' ¥|(U(1/t) - U*(l/to))wo‘k_l lwolp (6.8)
Now
(U Q) = U (U fto)) wo _ < [/ = 1/t]'7* fuolsc (6.9)

Substituting (6.9) into (6.8) and integrating over time yields (6.4) (6.5).

Part (2). We estimate similarly by (6.3) and Corollary 3.1
t
lt) — soa(Dlcn < € [ d 1)U (1/8) = U (Ufte)) o], fuolaer (610
0

from which (6.6) (6.7) follow as previously.

We now follow step by step the constructions performed in Section 5 with s, leading to
the existence of asymptotic states (Propositions 5.4 and 5.5) and to the existence of local wave
operators at infinity (Propositions 5.6 and 5.7). We first consider a fixed solution (w, s) of the
system (5.1) (5.2) as constructed in Proposition 5.1 and we look for a solution of (6.1) which
is asymptotic to s(t) at infinity. For that purpose we take some ty large enough and we define

the solution of (6.1) which coincides with s(t) at to by

sons (£) = s(to) + [ dt’ 77 Vgo(U*(1/t6)uwo) (6.11)

to

or equivalently

Soz.10 (1) = s(t) — /tdt’{t"Q(s-V)s%—t"” (Vao(U*(1/t)w) = Vago(U*(1/to)wo))}  (6.12)

to

with wy = w(ty) (compare with (5.34) (5.35)). As in Section 5, sg24,(t) satisfies the analogue
of the estimate (5.37), which is not uniform in ¢y, and the first task is to obtain an estimate

uniform in ¢y3. This is done in the following proposition, which is the analogue of Proposition 5.4.

Proposition 6.1. Let 1/2 < v < 1 and let (k, ) be an admissible pair. Let (w, s) be a solution
of the system (5.1) (5.2) such that (w,3) € (C N L®)([T,00), H* ® X*) for some T > 0 and
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define a and b by (5.30). Let to > T and wy = w(ty). Then so2y, defined by (6.11) satisfies the

estimates
[so20(t) = 5Ol < C (07 + (L= )7 'a®0)ty" + (1 =) 7Ha 1) 17 (6.13)
fort >ty and t} > Cb,
0240 (1) = 5()]e-1 < C(2y = 1)~ (0 + a®b)t' 7 + a® £1/777) (6.14)

for T <t <ty and t' > Cb.
Assume in addition that (1 — Y)t] > Ca®, (1 — Nte/? > C a® b1, (2y — D)7 > C(a® + b)

and (2y — 1)tY/2 > C a® b='. Then the following estimate holds :
502,00 E)|er < C T (6.15)

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 5.4 and Lemma 6.1, part (1), applied to sg2, and

So4, defined by (6.11) and (5.34).

We now want to prove that spg ¢, has a limit when ¢, — co. Following the method of Section
5 would lead us to define the limiting function sy by taking the formal limit ¢y — oo in (6.12),

namely
sea(t) = s(t) + /t Sar {t72(s - V)s +£77 (Vgo(U"(1/t)w) = Vgo(wy)) } (6.16)

where w, is the limit of w(t) as t — oo obtained in Proposition 5.3. It is however simpler to
take advantage of the results of Section 5, esp. Proposition 5.5 and to define sg2(t) in terms of

so(t) obtained in the latter and defined by (5.36), namely to define sgp(t) by
So2(t) = so(t) +/t dt' =7 (Vgo(U*(1/thwy) — Vgo(wy)) . (6.17)

The following proposition is the analogue for sy of Proposition 5.5.

Proposition 6.2. Let 1/2 <y <1 and let (k,{) be an admissible pair. Let (w, s) be a solution
of the system (5.1) (5.2) such that (w,5) € (CN L>®)([T,00), H* & X*) for some T > 1 and
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define a and b by (5.30). Let w, be the limit of w(t) when t — oo obtained in Proposition 5.3.
Then

(1) The integral in (6.16) is absolutely convergent in X*~' and defines a solution soy of the
equation (6.1) such that 3g5 € (CNL*>®)([1,00), X*~1) and such that the following estimate holds

fort>T, 1> Cbh :
[soa(t) = s()]o-1 < C(2y = 1) (0 + a®b)t' 2 + ' 277) (6.18)
If in addition (2 — 1)t7 > C(b+a?) and (2y — 1)tY/2 > Ca?b~", the following estimate holds :
|soa(t)]|e1 < C DT (6.19)

(2) The function sga4, defined by (6.11) converges to sgp in norm in X*~1 when ty — oo
fort > T, t7 > Cb, uniformly in compact intervals, and the following estimate holds for

t/\tozT,(t/\to)WZCb N

0200 (1) = s02(8)] -1 < C (1 =) 7"+ (27 = 1)) (0 + a®b)tg” +a® 15"7%) (¢ V t0)'
(6.20)
Proof. Part(1). Let so(t) be defined by (5.36) supplemented by Proposition 5.5, part (1) and
define sgp2(t) by (6.17). The result now follows from Proposition 5.5, part (1) and Lemma 6.1,
part (1). In particular (6.18) follows from (5.43) and (6.5).

Part (2). For t > t(, we estimate
502,60 (1) — S02(t)|e=1 < |S02,60 (t) — 5(E)]e—1 + [502(2) — 5(t)|e-1

and we estimate the first norm in the RHS by (6.13) and the second norm by (6.18). This
yields (6.20) for ¢ > .

For t < ty, we obtain from (6.11) and (6.1)

8027t0 (t) — Sog(t) = S(to) — Sog(to) + /tto dt/ t,_ﬂy (Vgo(w+) — Vgo(U*(l/to)w(to)) . (621)

We estimate the first difference in the RHS by (6.18) with ¢ = ¢y, and the integral by the same
method as in the proof of Lemma 6.1, part (1), and by the use of (5.33) and (6.9) with ¢’ = oo,
so that

‘/;O di---| < C—y) (@ bty 4 1)
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which completes the proof of (6.20) for ¢ < t,.

The convergence stated in Part (2) follows from the estimate (6.20).

Remark 6.1. As announced in Section 2, the approximation of s by sg for solutions (w, s) of
the system (5.1) (5.2) is not as good as the approximation by sy obtained in Section 5. This
can be seen on (6.18) where the term a? t'/277 is dominant for large ¢ as compared with the

term (b* + a?b)t' = obtained from (5.43).

We now turn to the converse construction, namely to the construction of a solution (w, s)
of the system (5.1) (5.2) which is asymptotic to a fixed solution (w, sg2) of (6.1), defined by
(6.2). The first step consists in constructing a solution (w, s) which coincides with (w,, sg) at

some time ty. The next result is the analogue of Proposition 5.6.

Proposition 6.3. Let 1/2 < v < 1 and let (k,?) be an admissible pair. Let (w,,sg2(1)) €
HM @ XL define spy by (6.2) and let

a=lwilr b= Boos LO([1,00), X || (6.22)

Then, there exist Ty and T, 1 < Ty, T < oo, depending only on (,a,b), such that for all
to > To VT, the system (5.1) (5.2) with initial data w(te) = U(1/tg)wy, s(to) = so2(to), has a

unique solution (wy,, s,) such that (wy,, 3y,) € (C N LP)([T,00), H* & X*). One can take
To=C{(b+(1-7)"a)""V(1-9)2d b7} (6.23)

T=C@2y-1)7((b+a*)"" va' b7?) (6.24)

and the solution satisfies the estimates

jwio(t) = wile < C (abty” +aty"?)
(6.25)
st (1) = s (D)l < C (07 + (1 =) 7"a> D)tg” + (L= 7)o 5 7) #177
fort > ty,
i (8) = wil < C (bt +aty"?)
(6.26)

|St0(t) - 502(t)|6 < 0(27 — ].)_1 ((b2 + a2 b)t1_2’Y + CL2 t1/2—fy)
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forT <t <ty and

lwi, (0| < Ca o s < C bt (6.27)

forallt >T.

Proof. Let wy = U(1/ty)w, and define s¢(t) by (6.3) so that s¢(t) solves (5.3) and satisfies

so(to) = so2(to). By Lemma 6.1, part (2), so € C([1,00), X**!) and s, satisfies
I 805 L=([T, 00), X | < C' b (6.28)

provided (1 —)ty/* > Ca2b~! and (2y — 1)T2 > Ca2b~" which follow from (6.23) (6.24) for
to > Ty. We now apply Proposition 5.6 with sy just defined. Let (wy,, sy ) be the solution of
the system (5.1) (5.2) thereby obtained under the conditions (5.51) (5.52) which also follow
from (6.23) (6.24). That solution satisfies the required initial condition wy,(tg) = wo and
Sty (to) = so(to) = se2(tp). Furthermore it satisfies the estimates (5.53) (5.54) (5.55) with
however w, replaced by wy. The estimates (6.25) (6.26) (6.27) follow from the previous ones,

from Lemma 6.1, part (2) and from the estimate
o — wal = |(U(1/t0) = Doy s < 15" fwilisr (6.29)

O

We now take the limit ¢y — oo of the solution (wy,, sy,) constructed in Proposition 6.3 for

fixed (wy, So2). The next result is the analogue of Proposition 5.7.

Proposition 6.4. Let 1/2 < v < 1 and let (k,0) be an admissible pair.

(1) Let (wy,s02(1)) € H**' @ X and define so2, a, b by (6.2) (6.22). Then there exists
T,1<T < oo, depending only on (7v,a,b) and a unique solution (w,s) of the system (5.1)
(5.2) such that (w,3) € (C N L®)([T,00), H* & X*) and such that the following estimates hold
forallt>T :

lw(t) —wily <Cabt™ |
(6.30)
[5(£) = soa(t)]e < C(2y = 1)71 (% + a2b)t1=27 + a? £1/277)
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)|y <Ca , |s)<Cbt . (6.31)

One can take

T=C@2y-1)7((b+a*)""va'b?) . (6.32)

(2) Let (wy,, St,) be the solution of the system (5.1) (5.2) constructed in Proposition 6.3 for
to > To VT and in particular such that (wy,, S,) € (CN L) ([T, 00), H* & X*). Then (wy,, St,)
converges to (w, s) in norm in L>=(J, H*=1 @ X* 1) and in the weak-* sense in L>(J, H* ® X*)
for any compact interval J C [T, 00), and in the weak-x sense in H* ® X pointwise in t.

(8) The map (wy, se2(1)) — (w, s) defined in Part (1) is continuous on the bounded sets of
HL @ X from the norm topology of (w., see(1)) in H*1 @ X1 to the norm topology of
(w,s) in L=(J, H** @ X*1) and to the weak-+ topology in L>(J, H* & X*) for any compact

interval J C [T, 00), and to the weak-x topology in H* & X* pointwise in t.

Proof. Part (1). Take now (6.17) as the definition of sy in terms of sg, so that s, satisfies
(6.28) with T" given by (6.32) by Lemma 6.1, part (2). Let (w, s) be the solution of the system
(5.1) (5.2) constructed in Proposition 5.7. Then (w, s) satisfies the properties stated in Part
(1). In particular (6.30) follows from (5.69) and from (6.7). Uniqueness of (w, s) follows from

Proposition 5.2.

Part (2). We estimate y = |wy, (t) —w(t)|r—1 and z = |s4, () —s(t)|¢—1 in the same way as in the
proof of Proposition 5.7, part (2) by using Lemma 3.9 and Lemma 5.1, with initial conditions
y(to) and z(ty) estimated by (6.26) and (6.30) at time ¢y. The rest of the proof is identical with

that of Proposition 5.7, part (2).

Part (3). The proof is almost identical with that of Proposition 5.7, part (3) with sy replaced
everywhere by sgs. The only difference is the appearance of an additional term (2y—1)~ta?t!/2=7
in the RHS of the second inequality in (5.79), coming from (6.30). This leads to the choice

1/2

t;'* = ¢ instead of t;” = eb~! so that in (5.81) (5.82) the factor e?7=1/7 is replaced by €27~

O
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Proposition 5.8 applies mutatis mutandis to the map (w, sp2(1)) — (w, s) because the map
(wyi, s0(1)) — (w4, s02(1)) is bijective since it is defined by the explicit formula (6.17) and

exactly preserves the relevant regularity by Lemma 6.1.

7 Wave operators and asymptotics for u.

In this section we complete the construction of the wave operators for the equation (1.1)
and we derive asymptotic properties of solutions in their range. The construction relies in an
essential way on those of Sections 5 and 6, esp. Proposition 6.4, and will require a discussion
of the gauge invariance of those constructions. The first task is to supplement them with the
determination of the phase ¢, which appears so far only through its gradient s (see (2.26)
(2.31)). Actually the treatment in Sections 4-6 only involved the variable s, and dit not even
assume that s was a gradient.

We recall that gg, g are defined by (3.1) (3.2) and we continue to use the short hand notation
go(w,w) = go(w) so that

g(w,w) = go(U*(1/t)w)

We are interested in solving the system (2.25) (2.26) which we rewrite as
Ow = (26)TU(1/1)(2Ve - V + (Ap))U* (1/t)w (2.25) = (7.1)

Oep = (26) [V + 77 go(U*(1/)w) . (2.26) ~ (7.2)

In analogy with (5.5), we shall use the notation @ = t7"1p. The relevant spaces for the phase

¢ are the spaces Y defined by
YZ:{gpzapEL‘x’ and V(pEXZ} : (7.3)

We first consider the Cauchy problem with finite initial time ¢, for the system (7.1) (7.2)
with initial data (wo, o) € H*@Y*. That problem is solved by first solving the Cauchy problem
for the system (5.1) (5.2) with initial data (wg, Vo) at time ¢, for (w, s) by Proposition 4.1 or

5.1 and then recovering ¢ from (w, s) by ¢(tg) = o and
t
o(t) = o(to) + /t dt' {(2t) 7 |s]2 + 177 go (U (L)t )w)} (7.4)
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As mentioned in Section 2, it follows from (5.2) that the vorticity w = V X s satisfies the
equation (2.35). Furthermore w(ty) = 0. Under the available regularity properties of s, it
follows from Lemma 3.2 with p = 0o, u = w, v = s and from Gronwall’s Lemma that w(t) =0

for all ¢. On the other hand, from (5.2) and (7.2), it follows that

(s — Vo) (t) = [ dt (s x w)(t') (7.5)

to

where (s X w); = 3 s;wj;, and therefore s(t) = Vi(t) for all ¢ for which (w, s) is defined since
w = 0. J

If (w, ) is a solution of the system (7.1) (7.2) as obtained from Proposition 5.1 and from
the previous argument, it follows from that proposition and from Corollary 3.1 that (w, @) €
(CNL®)([T,0), HE @ Y?).

We next consider the Cauchy problem with infinite initial time covered by Propositions 5.5
and 5.7. There we have established a correspondence between solutions (w, s) of (5.1) (5.2) and

solutions (w4, sg) of (5.3), and we now extend it to a correspondence between solutions (w, ¢)

of (7.1) (7.2) and solutions (w, g) of the auxiliary free equation
Orpo =177 go(U"(1/t)wy) . (2.28) ~ (7.6)
The general solution of (7.6) can be written as

olt) = o) + [0 47 o0 (1) &

and if so(t) and @o(t) are defined by (5.4) (7.7) with so(t) = Vo(t) for one t (for instance
t = 1), the same relation holds for all ¢. We supplement the correspondence established in

Propositions 5.5 and 5.7 with the relation

ot) = olt) = [t {26 sl ¢ (U (1f)w) = golU" (1w )} (T8)

which will be used to define ¢(t) and/or ¢g(t) in terms of each other. ;From (5.36) and (7.8)

it follows that

@—V@@yw%—vﬂmw:—Awwyﬁgxmw). (7.9)

Corresponding to the situation of Proposition 5.5, let (w, @) € (C N L) ([T, 00), H* @ YY)

loc

be a solution of (7.1) (7.2) such that (w, s = V) satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 5.5.
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Define (w,, sg) by Proposition 5.3, by (5.36) and by Proposition 5.5, part (1), and define yq by
(7.8). Then it follows from (7.9) that sq(t) = Vpo(t) for all ¢.

Conversely, corresponding to the situation of Proposition 5.7, let (w,, po(1)) € HFH 1YL,
define g (t) by (7.7) and so(t) by so(t) = Vo(t), define (w, s) by Proposition 5.7, part (1) and
define ¢(t) by (7.8). Let (wy,, si,) be defined by Proposition 5.6. From the finite initial time
results it follows that wy,(t) = V X s4,(t) = 0 for all ¢ and ¢, while by Proposition 5.7, part
(2) wy, converges to w in X*~2 uniformly in compact intervals, so that w = 0. It then follows
again from (7.9) that s(t) = Vp(t) for all ¢. This proves that the correspondence established
in Propositions 5.5 and 5.7 extends to a correspondence between solutions (w, ¢) of (7.1) (7.2)
and solutions (w, ¢g) of (7.6) preserving the relations s = Vg, so = Vpy.

The same discussion applies mutatis mutandis to the situation of Propositions 6.2 and 6.4
and allows for an extension of the correspondence between solutions (w,s) of (5.1) (5.2) and
solutions (w., sp2) of (6.1) established there to a correspondence between solutions (w, ¢) of

(7.1) (7.2) and solutions (w, @g2) of the equation
8t Yo2 = 7 go(w+) (229) ~ (710)

which preserves the relations s = Vi, sga = Vpge. The relation (7.8) between ¢(t) and ¢g(t)

is replaced by the relation

olt) = enr(t) — | Tt {267 P 77 (go(U*(1/)w) — golws)) ) (7.11)

between ¢(t) and @g2(t), so that po(t) and @oe(t) are related by

polt) = goalt) = [t 17 (go(U" (1)) = golw)) (7.12)

in agreement with (6.16) and (6.17).

The equation (7.10) is trivially solved by

wo2(t) = po2(1) + (L —~)7" (177 = 1) go(wy) . (7.13)

We can now embark on the explicit construction of wave operators, and we first construct a
wave operator W for the auxiliary system (5.1) (5.2). This could be based either on Proposition

5.7 or on Proposition 6.4. We choose the latter since as mentioned before it is better suited
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than the former for the discussion of gauge invariance to be performed next.

Definition 7.1. We define W as the map

W (wy, poa(1)) = (w, ) (7.14)

from H* @ Y to the set of (w, ) such that (w,®) € (CN L>®)([T, ), H* ® Y*) for some
T,1<T < o0, as follows. Define ¢gs(t) by (7.13) and spa(t) by se2(t) = Voa(t). Define (w, s)
by Proposition 6.4, part (1) and finally define ¢ by (7.11), so that s = V¢ by the previous
discussion. Then W is well defined by (7.14) as a map between the spaces indicated.

Before defining the wave operators for u, we now study the gauge invariance of W, which
plays an important role in justifying that definition, as was explained in Section 2. For that
purpose we need some information on the Cauchy problem for the equation (1.1) at finite times.
In addition to the operators M = M(t) and D = D(t) defined by (2.5) (2.6), we introduce the
operator

J=Jt)=z+itV | (7.15)

the generator of Galilei transformations. The operators M, D, J satisfy the commutation
relation

iMDV=JMD . (7.16)

For any interval I C [1,00) and any nonnegative integer, we define the space

X51) = {u: DM uecC(I, HY)}
(7.17)
={u:<Jt) >Fuec(r, 1)}
where < A >= (14 A\?)¥/2 for any real number or self-adjoint operator A and where the second

equality follows from (7.16). Then

Proposition 7.1. Let k be a positive integer and let 0 < pu < nA2k. Then the Cauchy problem
for the equation (1.1) with initial data u(ty) = ug such that < J(ty) >* ug € L? at some initial
time to > 1 is locally well posed in X*(-), namely

(1) There exists T > 0 such that (1.1) has a unique solution with initial data u(ty) = ug in
XE(LV (tg = T),to + T)).
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(2) For any interval I, ty € I C [1,00), (1.1) with initial data u(ty) = ug has at most one
solution in X*(I).

(3) The solution of Part (1) depends continuously on ug in the norms considered there.

Proof. The proof is obtained by minor variations of the corresponding results in [[J]. The
differences come from the factor t*~7 in (1.2), which is irrelevant for the present problem,
and from the replacement of C(I, H*) by X*(I). That replacement is made possible by the
properties of the operator J(t) and especially the commutation relation (7.16), which implies

that J(t) behaves as a derivative on gauge invariant functions. See for instance [J].

In the study of gauge invariance for W we shall actually need only the uniqueness statement,
Part (2) of Proposition 7.1.
We recall that in the transition from the system (5.1) (5.2) to the equation (1.1), u should

be defined by (2.14) with (w, ¢) = (w3, ¢3) and accordingly we define the map
O (w,p) = u= M Dexp|—ip] U*(1/t)w . (7.18)

That map satisfies the following property.

Lemma 7.1. The map ® defined by (7.18) is bounded and continuous from C(I, H* & Y*) to

XK(I) for any admissible pair (k,€) and any interval I C [1,00).

Proof. An immediate consequence of Lemma 3.5.

We can now make the following definition.

Definition 7.2. Let (k, /) be an admissible pair and let (w, ¢) and (w’, ¢’) be two solutions of
the system (7.1) (7.2) in C(I, H* & Y*) for some interval I C [1,00). We say that (w, ) and

(w', ¢") are gauge equivalent if they give rise to the same u, namely ®((w, p)) = ®((w’', ¢)), or
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equivalently if
expl—ip(t)] U*(1/8) w(t) = exp[—ig(£)] U*(1/t) /(1) (7.19)

forallt e I.

A sufficient condition for gauge equivalence is given by the following Lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Let (k,{) be an admissible pair and let (w, ) and (w',¢") be two solutions of the
system (7.1) (7.2) in C(I, H* ®Y*). In order that (w, ) and (w',¢') be gauge equivalent, it is
sufficient that (7.19) holds for one t € I.

Proof. An immediate consequence of Lemma 7.1, of Proposition 7.1, part (2), and of the fact

that (k, ) admissible implies k& > 1 4 /2.

The gauge covariance properties of W will be expressed by the following two propositions.

Proposition 7.2. Let 0 < v < 1 and let (k,l) be an admissible pair. Let (w, ) and (w',¢") be
two solutions of the system (7.1) (7.2) such that (w, @), (w',@') € (C N L®)([T,00), H* & Y*)
for some T'> 1, and assume that (w, @) and (W', ¢") are gauge equivalent. Then

(1) There exists 0 € Y =1 such that ¢'(t) — p(t) converges to o strongly in Y*=2 and in the

weak-* sense in Y1, The following estimates holds :
| ¢'(t) = o(t) = Y2 < At (7.20)

for some constant A depending on T and on the norms of ¢, @' in L>(-,Y"), with the exception

of the case n even, { =n/2+ 1 where the L™ norm of Vi satisfies only
I V' (t) = Vip(t) = Vo [l < A2 (7.21)

(2) Assume in addition that v > 1/2. Then ¢'(t) — ¢(t) converges to o in norm in Y1

and the following estimate holds :
| ¢'(t) = pt) = YL <A (7.22)
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Furthermore w', = w4 explio] where w4, w'_ are the limits of w(t), w'(t) ast — oo obtained in
Proposition 5.5.
(3) Assume in addition that v > 1/2 and that (w, @), (w',¢") € R(W). Then ¢i,(t) =
o2(t) + o for all t > 1. In particular o € Y+
Proof. Part (1). Define p_ = ¢’ — p, s =V, s = V¢, sy =5 + s, and
b=| 5 L>([T,00), X) || V || 85L%([T,00), X || (7.23)
From (5.2) and gauge equivalence it follows that
0t$_ = t_2 ((S_ : V)$+ + (S+ . V)S_) (724)
and therefore by Lemma 3.9
Ohls_]em1 S Ct72[s oy |sole SC b7 s |4y
so that by Gronwall’s Lemma, for all ¢ > T,
ls_(E)le—1 < s (D)1 exp(C by T = Ay

namely

|'s—; L([T,00), X' || < Ag (7.25)
i From (7.2) and gauge equivalence, it follows that
O p- = (2°)7" (5= - 54)
and therefore by (7.23) (7.25) for any t > to > T
- (0) = o-lto) Il < [ At b A 077 < b Ay 1T (7.26)
This implies that ¢_(t) converges in norm in L* to some o € L* and that
lo-(t) =0 llo <bAgy™ 77 (7.27)

which is the part of (7.20) involving ¢_ itself (and not s_ only). From the uniform estimate

(7.25) and standard compactness arguments, it follows that Vo € X! that |Vol|,_; < Ag
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and that s_ converges to Vo in the weak-* sense in X!, which together with (7.27) implies
weak-* convergence of ¢_ to o in Y7L,
We finally prove the strong convergence of s_ to Vo in X*~2. From (7.24) which we rewrite

as

Oi(s- —Vao)=t2{((s. —Vo)-V)sy + (s4 - V)(s_. — Vo) + (Vo -V)s, + (54 - V)Vo}
(7.28)
and by the same estimates as in the proof of Lemma 3.11, we obtain

Ohls- = Volis <Ct2{|s- = Volra [sile +[Voler [si]e}
(7.29)
<Cbt 177 (|s. —Vol|ra + Ap)

with the only exception of the case n even, £ = n/2+1, where the L* norm of (s_ — Vo) which
occurs in the X*~2 norm, is not estimated as in (7.29) because || 9?0 ||~ is not controlled by

|Vole—1. From (7.29) we obtain by Gronwall’s Lemma
[s-(t) = Volea < Ao {exp(C by +77) — 1} (7.30)

which together with (7.27) completes the proof of (7.20).

For n even, £ =n/2 + 1, we estimate simply
Is-(1) = Vo llw < C | o-(t) = o I || 5-(t) = Vo H">1 |12

and (7.21) follows from (7.27) and from the H™/? part of (7.30).

Part (2). Let t >t > T, s_(t) = s and s_(ty) = so. We rewrite (7.24) as
Oi(s_ —s0) =t 2{((s- —s0) - V)sy + (s - V)(s_ —50) + (80 V)s4 + (54 - V)so}

By Lemma 3.9, we estimate
Orls— = sole—1 < C t72{]s= = sole=1 |sle + [s—[e=1 [ss]e + [st]e—1 [s0le}
< C 72 (|s= — sole—1 + [s0le) [s+]e
<Cbt 7 (Js = soler + bt ")
and therefore by Gronwall’s Lemma
[s—(t) = s-(to)ler < bt (exp(C b A7" 57) — 1)
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This yields a separate proof of the convergence of s_(t) in X!, together with the estimate
|s-(t) = Voley <0t (exp(C byt — 1) :

which together with (7.27) completes the proof of (7.22).

We now prove that w’, = w; exp(io). For that purpose we estimate

wy — wie? oy <y — U (10w ()]s + [ U (1700w (1) — explio— ()] U (1/t)w(2)|

k-1
+| (expli(p-(t) = 0)] = D) exp(io) U(1/t)w(t)|_ + |explio) (U (1/t)w(t) —wy) |,
(7.31)
We estimate the first norm in the RHS by Proposition 5.3, esp. (5.33) and by (6.9) as
wy — U (L' (8)], <A +¢777) (7.32)

The second norm in the RHS of (7.31) is zero by gauge equivalence. The third norm is estimated

by Lemma 3.5 as

1O (o= =0 lloo HV(p- = et (14 V(- = 0)e-)" ) (14| Vole)™ ™ Jwlis
(7.33)

and the last norm is estimated by Lemma 3.5 again followed by the analogue of (7.32) for w as
<A+ Vo) A7 +712) (7.34)

Collecting (7.32) (7.33) (7.34) and using (7.25) and (7.22) shows that the RHS of (7.31)

tends to zero when t — oo and therefore that the LHS is zero since it is time independent.

Part (3). We recall that in the situation of Proposition 6.4 and of the definition of W, ()

and g (t) are related by (7.11), and by the estimates (3.35) (6.30) (6.31)
() = ¢oa(t) [loo < A £1/277 (7.35)
for some A depending only on a, b defined by (6.22) and for ¢ sufficiently large. Similarly
1 ¢'(8) = @oa(t) lloo < A 27 (7.36)
It follows then from (7.35) (7.36) and (7.20) (or (7.22)) that

| ©oa(t) — wo2(t) — 0 oo — 0 when t — oo
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On the other hand from (7.10) (or (7.13)) and from the condition w’, = w, exp(io) it follows

that ¢(,(t) — po2(t) is constant in time. Therefore ¢f,(t) — wp2(t) = o for all t.

Proposition 7.2 prompts us to make the following definition of gauge equivalence for asymp-

totic states.

Definition 7.3. Two pairs (wy, pe2(1)) and (w',, ¢, (1)) are gauge equivalent if there exists a

real function o = o(x) such that w/, = w4 exp(io) and ¢g,(1) — po2(1) = 0.

Two gauge equivalent pairs generate two solutions (w., @g2) and (w',, ¢g,) of (7.10) such
that ¢, (t) — poa(t) = o for all £ > 1. Those two solutions will also be said to be gauge
equivalent.

In Definition 7.3, we have not specified the regularity of (w., po2(1)) and (w’,, p(5(1)). This
can be done easily, depending on the needs, and possibly with the help of Lemma 3.5.

With the previous definition, Proposition 7.2 should be understood to mean that two gauge
equivalent solutions of the system (7.1) (7.2) in R(W) are images of two gauge equivalent so-
lutions of (7.10). The next proposition states that conversely two gauge equivalent solutions of

(7.10) have gauge equivalent images under W.

Proposition 7.3. Let 1/2 < v < 1 and let (k,{) be an admissible pair. Let (w.,poa(1)),
(W, (1)) € HE @ Y be gauge equivalent, and let (w, ), (w',¢) be their images under

W. Then (w, @) and (w',¢") are gauge equivalent, and tli)m O (t) —(t) = 0 = ppa(l) — poa(1).

Proof. Let ty be sufficiently large and let (wy,, ¢4,) and (w; , ;) be the solutions of the system
(7.1) (7.2) constructed by Proposition 6.3 supplemented with (7.4) with the appropriate initial

conditions at ty, namely

©1o(to) = woa(to) , @, (to) = Valto) - (7.37)

78



From (7.37) and from the initial conditions
wy(to) = U(L/to)wy ,  wy (to) = U(L/to)w]
imposed in Proposition 6.3 it follows that

exp[—ir, (to)] U™ (1/to) w, (to) = exp[—igi, (to)] U™ (1/to) wj, (to)

and therefore by Lemma 7.2, (wy,, ¢y,) and (wy,, ¢}, ) are gauge equivalent, namely satisfy

exp|—ipy, (t)] U(1/t) wiy(t) = expl—iepy, (t)] U™ (1/t) wi, (¢) (7.38)

for all ¢ for which they are defined.

We now take the limit ¢, — oo for fixed ¢ in (7.38). By Proposition 6.4, part (2) sup-
plemented with similar estimates on ¢, and ¢} , for fixed ¢, (wy,, ¥y,) and (wy,, ;) converge
respectively to (w, ) and (w', ¢’) in norm in H*~! @ Y*~1. By an easy application of Lemma
3.5, it follows therefrom that one can take the limit ¢, — oo in (7.38), thereby obtaining (7.19),
so that (w, ¢) and (w’, ¢') are gauge equivalent.

The last statement of Proposition 7.3 is a repetition of Proposition 7.2, part (3).

We can now define the wave operator for u. We recall from the heuristic discussion in Section
2 that we want to exploit the operator W defined in Definition 7.1, reconstruct u through the
map ¢ defined by (7.18), and eliminate the arbitrariness in ¢ge by fixing some initial condition
for it, namely @g2(1) = 0, thereby purporting to ensure the injectivity of the wave operator
without restricting its range. That program is implemented by the following definition and

proposition.

Definition 7.4. We define the wave operator €2 as the map

Q:uy = u=(PoW)(Fuy,O0) (7.39)

from FH*! to X*([T, 00)) for some T', 1 < T < oo, where k is the first element of an admissible

pair, and W, ® are defined by Definition 7.1 and by (7.18).
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The fact that 2 acts between the spaces indicated follows from Proposition 6.4 and from
Lemma 7.1. The value of T depends on u, and can be taken according to (6.32) with b =

C(1 —v)7'a?, namely
T=C(1=7)2+@2y=1)72) ([Fugles VDY (7.40)

Proposition 7.4.
(1) The map 2 is injective.
(2) R(Q) = R(PoW).

Proof. Part (1). Let u = Q(uy) = Q(u/,) and let (w, ) = W(Fuy,0), (v, ¢") = W(Fu,0),
so that u = ®(w, ) = ¢(w', ¢’), namely (w, ) and (w', ¢') are gauge equivalent. By Propo-
sition 7.2, part (3), also (Fu,0) and (Fu/.,0) are gauge equivalent in the sense of Definition

7.3, and therefore u; = u’ .

Part (2). Let u = (® o W)(w4, pp2(1)) € R(P o W). Then by Proposition 7.3, also u =
(® o W)(w),0) where w, = wyexp[—ipp(1)], and v/, € H*™' by Lemma 3.5. Therefore
u = Q(F*uw' ) € R().

Note in particular that Proposition 7.4 part (2) means that we have not restricted the range
of the wave operators from W to € by arbitrarily imposing ¢g2(1) = 0.

We now collect all the available information on the solutions of the original equation (1.1)
so far constructed, namely existence through the previous definition of €2, some partial form of
uniqueness coming from Proposition 5.2, and asymptotic decay estimates coming from Propo-
sitions 5.7 and 6.4. In order to state the result we need the phases @go(t) and @g(t) defined

now by (7.13) (7.12) with w; = Fuy and ¢g2(1) = 0, namely
poa(t) = (1= )7 (1777 = 1) go(Fuy) (7.41)

oo(t) = ualt) — /t Tt (go(FMus) — go(Fuy)) (7.42)
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(We recall that M = M (t) is defined by (2.5) and satisfies (2.11)). The main result of this

paper can now be stated as follows.

Proposition 7.5. Letn >3, 0<pu<n-—2,1/2 <~ <1 and let (k,{) be an admissible pair.
Let uy € FH* and define 0oa(t) and po(t) by (7.41) and (7.42). Then
(1) There exists a unique solution u € X*([T,00)) of the equation (1.1) which can be repre-
sented as
u= MD exp(—ip)U*(1/t)w (7.43)
where (w, @) is a solution of the system (7.1) (7.2) such that (w, ) € (CNL>®)([T,00), H*®Y*)
and such that
lw(t) — Fuy|pq t'77 =0 (7.44)
lo(t) = o (t); Y [0 (7.45)
when t — co. The time T' depends on v and uy and can be taken in the form (7.40).
(2) The solution u is obtained as uw = Q(uy) where the map § is defined in Definition 7.4.
The map €) is injective.
(3) The map € is continuous on the bounded sets of FH*™' from the norm topology in
FH* for uy to the norm topology in X*~*(J) and to the weak-+ topology in X*(J) for u for
any compact interval J C [T, 00), and to the weak topology in FH" pointwise in t.

(4) The solution u satisfies the following estimates fort > T :
I< J(t) > (explivos(t, x/D)]u(t) = M(t) D(t) Fuy) [ < A2y =1)"" /277 (7.46)
I< J() >* (explivo(t, z/t)]u(t) = Ut) uy) [la < A2y =1)7H 72 (7.47)

for some constant A depending on v and u, and bounded in vy for fixred uy and v away from 1.

Proof. Parts (1) and (2). All the results except uniqueness follow from Proposition 6.4 sup-
plemented with the reconstruction of ¢ and from the subsequent definition of 2. In particular
(7.43) is essentially (7.18) and the injectivity of {2 is Proposition 7.4, part (1).

Uniqueness is an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.2, given the asymptotic behaviour

of (w, ¢) that follows from Proposition 6.4.
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Part (3) follows from Proposition 6.4, part (3) and from Lemma 7.1.

Part 4. From Proposition 5.7, part (1), esp. (5.69) and from Proposition 6.4, part (1), esp.
(6.30), supplemented by similar estimates on ¢ — ¢y and on ¢ — @gs easily obtained from (7.8)
(7.11), it follows that

|w(t) — Fug|p < Ag t77 (7.48)
I o(t) = @o(t): Y || < Ag(2y = 1)~ 172 (7.49)
() = o) Y || < Ag(2y = 1)1 /27 (7.50)

for some constant Ay of the type stated for A. From the definition (7.15) of J, from the

commutation relation (7.16), from (7.43) and from Lemma 3.5, we obtain
< J(t) >* (expligualt, a/D]ult) = M D F uy) [l = |expliloos — DU (1/60w — Py,
<{l eor = @ lloo +IV(902 = @)le1 (1+ V(200 = 9)]e-1)" " | |l
+Hw = Fuylp + [(U*(1/t) — 1) Fuy | (7.51)
which yields immediately (7.46) by the use of (7.48) (7.50) and (6.9). Similarly
< (1) >* (explico(t, /6)]u(t) = U) uy) [l2 = |explilpo — DIU*(1/t)w — U*(1/t) Fuy|,

< v =@ llo +HV(p0o = @)le-r 1+ V(00 = 9)le-) " } lwls + [w = Fuy e (7.52)

from which (7.47) follows by the use of (7.48) (7.49).

Remark 7.1. The uniqueness statement in Proposition 7.5 is rather restrictive because it re-
quires the representation of u by (7.43). It would be more satisfactory to have uniquess under
assumptions bearing directly on u, for instance under (7.46). However (7.46) seems insufficient

to derive the asymptotic conditions on w and ¢ separately which are required in Proposition 5.2.

Remark 7.2. The estimate (7.46) states that u behaves asymptotically as expected, namely

u(t) ~ exp [—igoa(t, /1) +ix®(2t) ] (it) 2 (Fuy ) (w/t) (7.53)
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In order to have the strongest possible statement however, one has to shift the phase factor to
u before taking derivatives as contained in < J(¢) >*. On the other hand, this is not necessary

if one wants only asymptotic estimates in L”. In fact one has the following corollary.

Corollary 7.1. Let u be the solution of (1.1) obtained in Proposition 7.5. Let r satisfy

0<d(r)<kAn/2,0(r)<n/2ifk=n/2. Then u satisfies the following estimates
| u(t) — expl—igoa(t, s/OIM D Fuy ||, < A@y— 1)1 75041250 (7.5
| u(t) = expl—igo(t, z/OU(1) uy [l < A2y —1)7H ¢72OH=2 (7.55)
Proof. An immediate consequence of (7.46) (7.47) and of the inequality
LAl =t | DM f |, <C PO |[<V>F DM ||,

=C 0 [[<J(t) > f Iz

which follows from Lemma 3.1 and from the commutation relation (7.16).

Remark 7.3. As already mentioned before, the phase ¢, used in Proposition 5.7 produces a
better asymptotic approximation of v than the simpler phase ¢p used in Proposition 6.4. This
shows up in the estimate behaving as =27 in the RHS of (7.47) as compared with ¢'/277 in
the RHS of (7.46). In the same spirit, we have compared u with the solution U(t)u, of the
free Schrodinger equation in (7.47), and with the standard asymptotic form M D Fu, thereof
in (7.46), obtained in dropping the second M in U = M DF M. The difference between the two
is
F(M() = Vsl < Y2 Fu ooy

and shows up if one uses the latter, in the form of the last norm in (7.51). Since ¢t~/2 < #¥/2=7
for 7 < 1, that term is smaller than the other terms in the RHS of (7.51), thereby preserving
the estimate (7.46). This justifies the use of the simple explicit form M DFu, in that case. On
the other hand ¢~'/2 > =27 for v > 3/4, and we have therefore preferred to keep the more
precise U(t)u, in (7.47) in order to preserve the t1727 decay in the RHS for all v < 1.

So far we have constructed local solutions of the equation (1.1) in a neighborhood of infini-

ty associated with given asymptotic states v, and defined the local wave operator at infinity
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Q. In order to complete the construction of the standard wave operators, it remains only to
extend the previous solutions from a neighborhood of infinity by using the results on the global
Cauchy problem at finite times. This can be done with the help of the following result which

is essentially contained in [RJ].

Proposition 7.6. Let k be a positive integer and let 0 < p < 2. Then the Cauchy problem
for the equation (1.1) with initial data u(ty) = ug such that < J(to) >* ug € L? at some initial
time to > 1 is globally well posed in X*([1,00)), namely the local solutions of Proposition 7.1

can be extended to [1,00).

Proof. A minor variation of Proposition 2.1 part (1) in [25].

We can now define the standard wave operator §2; for the equation (1.1).

Definition 7.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition 7.5 supplemented with p < 2, we define
the wave operator €2y as the map @ : uy — u(1) where u is the solution of the equation (1.1)

obtained by continuing 2(uy) down to ¢ = 1 with the help of Proposition 7.6.

;From Propositions 7.5 and 7.6 it follows that € is an injective map from FH**! to the
space

K* = {u s exp(—iz? /2)u € Hk}

and that €, satisfies continuity properties easily obtained from Proposition 7.5, part (3). Since
all the interesting information is already contained in that proposition, we refrain from a more

formal statement.
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Appendix A

Sketch of the proof of Lemma 3.2

We discuss only the case where p < 0o, the case p = oo being obtainable from the previous
one by a limiting procedure. The proof proceeds by first writing a regularized equation for a
suitable approximant of the function |u[P, then by proving an analogue of the estimate (3.13)
for that function and finally by removing the regularisation. The method used is known and
applied in [f] to the equation (3.12) with n = 0. For this reason, even though the assumptions
on u and v used there are slightly different from those of Proposition 3.2, we refer to [f] for
estimating the second and third term in the RHS of (3.12). Here below we continue with the
analysis of the first (n dependent) term.

Let ¢ € C°(IR™) denote a regularizing sequence of functions of the space variable, namely
a sequence converging to the ¢ function. Let ¢ denote the operator of convolution with ¢, i.e.
Of =@ x f,let € >0, let uy = ¢ *u, and let w = (Juy|> + €2)*/2. The function w is uniformly

bounded away from zero, is C* in the space variable and satisfies

- ot i 10
lim lim [ w(t,apde = | u®) |}

We compute 0,w? by using (3.12), thereby obtaining

OiwP = 2wP~2 Re(ty O; uy)

=p{n i+ Jo+ J3}

where
J = wP~? Re u; Auy

Jo = wP™2 Re @ ¢ V(uv)
J3 = wP~2 Re ﬂlqb h
The terms J, and J3 are treated as in [[f]. For the completion of the proof it is sufficient to

show that the space integral of J; is negative, so that J; does not contribute to the estimates

(3.13) (3.14). Repeated application of the Leibnitz rule yields
Ji = —wP A Vu 2 +1/2 wP2(V - V]uy|?)

= —wP 2|V 2 — (1/4)(p — 2w’ (V]wi*)* + (1/2)V - {w" 2V |uq|?}
so that

Ji < (1/2)V - {w"*V]uy
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which essentially implies that

Actually, in order to ensure integrability of Ji, the limit € — 0 should be taken before performing

the integration over the space variables up to infinity.
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