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A LOWER BOUND ON THE BLOW UP RATE FOR THE
DAVEY-STEWARTSON SYSTEM ON THE TORUS

NICOLAS GODET

ABSTRACT. We consider the hyperbolic-elliptic version of the Davey-Stewartson system
with cubic nonlinearity posed on the two dimensional torus. A natural setting for study-
ing blow up solutions for this equation takes place in H*,1/2 < s < 1. In this paper, we
prove a lower bound on the blow up rate for these regularities.

1. Introduction

We consider the Davey-Stewartson system defined on the two dimensional torus 72 :=
R? /2772
(1) iOu— Ozu+ 0ou = —|ul*u+ 2ud, ¢,
07 +05)9 = Oulul?,

where 4 : R x T? — C and ¢ : R x T? — R are the unknowns. Rearranging the second
equation, we may see this system as a dispersive equation with an hyperbolic linear part
and a nonlocal nonlinearity:

(2) 10+ Pu = —|ul*u — E(|u*)u, (t,x) €R x T?,
where P = —0? + 85 and F is the nonlocal operator such that:

— 2m?

E(f)(m’n) = 7]0(771’7”)7 (mvn) € Z? \ {(07 0)}7

m? + n?
E(f)(0,0) = 0.
The Cauchy problem and the blow up theory for this equation have been studied essentially
in the case where the system is posed in R?. In this case, the system is locally well posed
in the Sobolev spaces L?, H! (see [6]) and more easily for higher regularities H*, s > 1.
In [I5], T. Ozawa proved that the equation posed on R? enjoys a pseudo-conformal type
symmetry and as for NLS, this allows to construct a blow-up solution by applying this
transformation to an explicit stationary (periodic in time for NLS) solution:

u(t,z,y) = ;
DY) = 1+ 22 +y2
This function is then transformed into:
1 )
B vl = e (- +17) 2 5
a+ bt 4(a + bt) 1+< x) +( y )
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with (a,b) € R2. Note that v(t) is in H*(R?) (see [15]) for every s < 1 with ||v(t)|[;2 = /7
but is not in H'(R?). The solution v blows up at time 7' = —a/b in L? in the sense that
the L? blow-up criteria (the L‘[l0 t]L4 norm goes to infinity when ¢ goes to T') is satisfied:

0]l L4 0.y L4 (R2 NL—anastgoes to T,
([0,]) L*(R?) (T—t)1/4

and accumulates all the mass in the origin:
lw(t)]> — 70,0 ast—Tin D' (R?).
The explosion also occurs in H*, s < 1 with the pseudo-conformal bound ([I5]):

C

o)) s ~ m

Note that in R?, we have a scaling symmetry; if u solves (Z)) then for all A > 0, (¢, 2,y)
Au(t, \%t, Az, \y) also solves (). It is a classical fact that this symmetry automatically
implies a lower bound on the blow up rate: for all blow up solution « with maximal time
T(u) < oo, we have:

C
@ )l >
By analogy with NLS in R?, we may ask the question of existence of ground states of
the type u(t,z,y) = exp(iwt)Q(z,y) for () posed on R? with an exponentially decaying
profile @ but the hyperbolicity of the operator —d2 + 8?3 forbids the existence of such
solutions at least in the case where the nonlinearity is —|u|?u [7]. Moreover, numerics [12]
seems to show that the L?-norm of the solution u (or v) is the minimal mass for which
we may have singularities in finite time. Thus, the function u plays the role of a ground
state but is only polynomially decaying and this requires to work with low regularities H?,
s < 1.

The aim of this paper is twofold: first give an H?® framework for studying blow up theory
for @) i.e. show the local well-posedness of (Z]) for initial data in H*(7?) s < 1 and secondly
show that the lower bound on the blow up rate () still holds even if a scaling symmetry
does not strictly make sense on the torus. The proof relies on local existence arguments on
the dilated torus R2/2xLZ?, L — oo and more precisely on bilinear Strichartz estimates.
The classical method [2] giving well posedness from bilinear Strichartz estimates does not
work in our setting because of the non local term; we will have to refine the bilinear
approach with more general localizations. An interesting question, not solved here, is
the localization of the solution v (@) i.e. construct from v a solution of (Z). The non
exponential decay of v is reflected in the estimate

vl s (e<(@y)1<a) < C(T — t)(l—S)7

which make perturbation arguments around v difficult to apply even on a compact domain.
In particular, for s > 1, blow up is not localized and this explains our choice to treat low
regularities.
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Remark 1. The system we study is called the hyperbolic-elliptic version of the generalized
Davey-Stewartson system:

5 i0pu + 102U + aju = —|ul?u + 2ud, ¢,
) (202 + 3230 = Oulul?

~1,
], [, , M] but blow up theory is really well understood only in the elliptic-elliptic

where ¢; € {—1,+1}. Depending on the values of ¢;, the local well-posedness holds [6],
case €1 = g9 =1 , [18] [16] where results are similar to those for NLS.

2. Statement of the result and remarks

Let us now give our result.

Theorem 1. Let s > 1/2.

1) The equation (@) is locally well-posed in the space H*(T?) in the following sense. There
exists b > 1/2 such that the following holds true: for all ug € H*(T?), there exist a time
T >0 and a unique v € X;’b(T2) C C([0,T), H*(T?)) satisfying u(0) = ug and (3). Here,
X;’b denotes the Bourgain space associated to (2) and defined in (17).

2) Let ug € H*(T?) and u the corresponding solution. If T(ug) denotes the mazimal

time of existence of u, then we have the following possibilities: either T'(ug) = 400 or
T(up) < +00 and in this case, there exists C > 0 such that for all t € [0, T (ug)):

C
6 t s D ——
Before giving the proof of Theorem[I] let us give some comments. Consider the equation

(7) i0yu + Pu = —|u|?u, t>0, (z,y)eT?

Strichartz type estimates hold for the operator P (see [9], [I7]) and this with an analysis
similar to [2] gives the local well-posedness of (@) in H*(T?) for all s > 1/2. Following [9],
it is easy to check that the function defined by

(8) u(t,z,y) = M@y, (2 4 y)

is a solution of ([T for all uy € C*°(R/27Z,R). If ug is not a constant function and if s > 0,
we can check that there exists C' > 0 such that for t > 1,

(9) [u(®)||zs = CF°.

Thus, for s > 1/2, we obtain an explicit solution which blows up in infinite time; this
contrasts with the usual Schrodinger equation. Using a suitable rescaling of the explicit
solution (§), one may also show the local ill-posedness of (@) in H*, s < 1/2 (see the
appendix of [3] for a similar discussion). It would be interesting to know if we may
construct solutions behaving like () for the equation (2I).
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3. Proof of the result

Strategy of the proof. To prove Theorem [I] the idea is to rescale the torus 7?2 =
R? /2772 by considering T? = R? /21 LZ? where L > 0 will tend to infinity. In a first step,
we perform a Banach fixed point argument in the dilated Bourgain space X;:bL to obtain
a local well-posedness result in H*(T?) with the bound on the blow up time:

(10) T(uo) = Fllluoller2))-

for some function F'independent of L. This relies on a uniform bilinear Strichartz estimate.
In our analysis, it is of importance that dispersive estimates are local in space and time.
In particular, if we take L = 1, this step will give the first point of Theorem [ In the step
2, we deduce the blow up lower bound from a scaling argument. The bound (@) which
is the same as R? is in accordance with the fact that when L goes to infinity 7' g looks
like R? formally. Note that the machinery of the Bourgain spaces is natural to study such
questions but we do not exclude the possibility of working on other spaces by adapting
harmonic analysis results to the case of Tg to treat the operator E.

Notations. We denote by e,,,(z,y) = (27) texp(imz + iny) the usual orthonormal
basis of L*(T?). When working on 77, we will keep the same notation e, ,, for the rescaled
basis: emn(z,y) = (2nL) texp(i(m/L)x 4 i(n/L)y). For a function u defined on T7, we

note
Agu)= D clm.n)emn,
(m,n)eQ
where ¢(m,n) are the Fourier coefficients of wu:

c(m,n) = w(z,y)e T LY dady.

27TL T[2/

If @ € Z? and R is a dyadic number, we set for a function u(t,z) defined on R x T E:

Agru= 3 ( / o @(T)e%”ch) emn:
(mp)e@ \7RS(— Tz +7)<2R

where ¢, ,,(t) are the Fourier coefficients of u(t). When @ is the cube Q@ = {(m,n) €
7% N < Max(|m/L|,|n/L|) < 2N}, we will note Ay = Ag and Ay g = Ag g

Step 1. We prove: for all s > 1/2,L > 1 and ug € H*(T?), there exists a solution u of

(11) 10+ Pu = —|ul*u — E(|ul*)u, (x,y) € T%,
and a > 0, C' > 0 independent of L satisfying the lower bound on the blow up time:
C
(12) T(up) > = .
HUOH s(T2)

The point here is that the lower bound depends only on the size of the initial data and
not on L. On Tg, we denote (without changing notations) by P and E the natural

extensions of the operators P and E defined above on T?2. Hence, symbols are respectively
(—m? +n?)/L? and 2m?/(m? + n?).
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High regularity. Before looking at low regularities and to convince the reader that
I2) holds, let us focus on the easier case of more regular data i.e. s € N\ {0,1}. Let
us prove (I2)) in this case. Let L > 1 and consider the equation (II]) and its equivalent
formulation

(13) u(t) = ePug +i /0 P (Ju(r) Pulr) + E(ju(r)|*)u(r)) dr.

Let up € H? (Tf) Taking the H*-norm in (I3]) and using the triangle inequality, we get
for a constant C' > 0 independent of L:

T
(14) [u(®)|| s < lluollas + C/O (lu(m)u()l[as + 1 E(u(r)?)ul(r)||m=) dr
Now we need a Sobolev type inequality with constants independent of the size of the torus.

Lemma 1. Let s be an integer with s > 2. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for
all L >0 and v,w € H*(Ty),

||Uw||Hs(Tg) < CHUHHS(Tg)HwHHS(Tg)-

Proof. We first prove that for all o > 1 and v € H?(T}), ||v||L~ < C||v| g for a constant
C > 0 depending only on o. Indeed, expanding v in Fourier series, we first get

’_2L Z Vi,

(m,n)€Z?

We make appear the H?-norm of u and use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain:

m2 n a/2 m2  n2 —0/2
27TL > \vmn\<1+—+ > <1+L2+ﬁ>

(m,n)€Z?

IN

[[0]] Lo

1/2
2 2

1 m n2\ ‘7
(15) < sozlollae |3 (1+L2 L_>

(m,n)€Z?

But we can easily compute the dependence in L of the last sum above by comparing with
an integral as follow:

m2 2\ ¢ m2 —0/2 n2 —0/2
> <1+L2 ﬁ) < C > <1+F> <1+ﬁ>

(m,n)€Z?

< CIL>.

Thus, there is not more dependence on L in (I5)) and we obtain the claim. Now we can
prove the lemma. Indeed, we first write the Leibniz rule then use the previous claim and
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an interpolation argument to get:
I(=2)* (w2 < Cllollas|lwla-.

Here, the constant C' contains binomial coefficients and therefore is independent of L.
Moreover, again with the embedding H® <— L, we have

lowl| 2 < fJvllze<llwllz2 < Cllvl|gs|wllas,
and the last two inequalities end the proof of the lemma. ]

Therefore, coming back to (I4]), using the boundedness of F in H*® and Lemma [I we

have

lu@)llmrs < lluollms + CTlu(®)|F-,
with C' > 0 independent of the period. This last estimate allows us to perform a Banach
fixed point argument (the Lipschitz property is proved with similar arguments) in a ball
of the space C([0, T, H®) of radius M = 2||ug||g= and with T = C/||uo||%, and this proves
@.

Low regularity. This part is the more interesting since, as said above, the explicit
blow up solution v(t) of the introduction lives only in H® with s < 1. So let s > 1/2. We
define the Bourgain spaces associated with equation (III) as the completion of the space
of smooth compactly supported functions on R x Tg for the norm defined by:

lull o = || (G0 + PY((~2)3)u

L2(RxT2)’

where (o) = (14 a?)'/2. Note that there exist more convenient equivalent definitions of
this space: we may also check that the norm is equivalent to the following

2 2\° 2 2
m n m n .
M= X () [T el
(m,n)eZ? R

where ¢, is the Fourier transform of ¢, ,. A last definition is possible linking the
Bourgain norm with Sobolev norm of the free dynamic:

(16) lll oo = e u®)ll e, rrs(r2y)-

We will work on a finite time interval so that we have to define the localized version of
the Bourgain spaces; for u : [0, 7] x TE — C:

(17) HuHXsz = inf {HUHXz,b, vE XZ’b such that v(t) = u(t) for all ¢t € [O,T]} .

Let us recall the integral formulation ([I3]):
t
u(t) = ePug +i / eI (lu(r) Pulr) + E(Ju(r)[*)u(r)) dr.
0

First, the linear term is easily bounded: if 7' < 1 and #(t) denotes a smooth real cut-off
function equal to 1 on [0, 1] and with compact support, we get using the definition of the
Bourgain spaces ([L6]):

(18) e ™ugllyss < I P(tuolgro < 6ol msce,recrzy) < Cliwoll ey
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where C' = [[¢)|| o (w) is independent of the period L.
Lemma 2. There exists C > 0 such that for all L > 1, T < 1 and all pair (b,b") satisfying
0<b <1/2<b, b+V <1,

t
/ ei(t_T)PF(T)dT

0

<oT' Y| F)|

x3h xpr
Proof. For a fixed L > 0, this estimate is classical in the context of the Bourgain spaces.
To see that we may choose C' independent of L, we remark (see [2]) that the proof of such

an estimate for a fixed L relies on the one dimensional inequality (proved in [§]):

to (! e

for a cut-off function ¢. Then we apply this estimate pointwise with g(7) = (F(7, ), €m.n)emn,
take the square, integrate on 77, multiply by (—m?+n?)/L? and sum for (m,n) € Z?. We
then obtain the desired estimate with the same constant C' as in (I9) thus independent of
L. O

To treat the nonlinearity in the fixed point argument, we will need the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 1 (Trilinear estimate). There exist a pair (b,b') satisfying 0 < b < 1/2 <

b,b+b <1 and a constant C > 0 such that for every L > 1,T > 0, uy,uz,u3 € XZ’lff,

||u1u2u3||Xz,Eb' < Cllullxge lluallxso Nlusllxso
|!E(U1U2)U3HXZ,}M < CH“ll!X%HuzllxszHU3HX3bT'

Proof. Let us start with a lemma.

Lemma 3 (Uniform periodic bilinear Strichartz estimate). There exists C > 0
such that for every N1, No > 1 dyadic numbers, (a1,b1), (az,b2) € Z2, L > 1 and uy,us €
L*(T?) writing

up = > ci(m,n)emp, — uz= > ca(m,n)em n
Ni<Max(| 7 —a] | ~ba] ) <2 No<Max(| a2 | £ ~ba] ) <2V,

we have the bilinear estimate

(20) (€™ (un)e’™ (u2) || 2 o1y L2 (r2) < Crnin (N1, N2)'?

”UlHL?(Tg)HW”L?(Tg)-
Proof of Lemma[3. Note that for L = 1, linear Strichartz estimates have been proved
recently in [I7], [9]. We first prove the property in the case where u; = ug and ay = by =
as = by = 0. Solet u =wu; =uy and N = N1 = No. We recall the semiclassical Strichartz
estimate on the torus of size 1 (see [9]): for all h € (0,1), for all interval J of size h and
for all ug writing

vy = Z c(m,n)emn,

h—1<Max(|m|,|n|)<2h—1
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for some coefficient ¢(m,n), we have
(21) 1€ voll pagryracrzy < Cllvollzaerz)-

Similarly to the case where P is the Laplace operator (see [I0]), we apply a scaling ar-
gument on this estimate to derive a linear Strichartz estimate on T’ g on the time interval
[0,1]. Let ug € L*(T?) localized in frequency in [0, N] i.e.

(22) Uy = Z c(m,n)emn,

N<Max( ] |2 <28

and vy € L*(T?) defined by vy(z) = uo(Lz). Then computing the L*([0,1])L*(T?) of
exp(itP)ug in term of vy and applying a change of variable, we get

HeitpuoHL4([0,1})L4(TE) = LHeithoHL4([0,L*2])L4(T12)-

Remark that vy writes

vy = Z c(m,n)em n,

LN<Max(|m|,|n|)<2LN

so that we may apply (2I]) with h ~ LN. We need to consider two cases. If L > N, then
[0,L72] c [0,(LN)~'] and so

lle™Fuol| zago, s < Llle™ vollzago,(ny-1)yz4 < CL|vollr2 < Clluo]|z2.

If L < N, we write [0, L~2] as a union of intervals [ty tx, 1] with ty1 —tx ~ (LN)~! and
k ~ N/L. We apply 21]) on each [tg,tx+1] and this gives:

i N\ Y4 N\Y*
le™Puoll paoapza < C <f> Llvol[r= < C <f> l[wollp2-

If L > 1, we may in particular summarize the last two inequalities as
itP 1/4
le™uol| Laqo,yze < CN uo] 2,

and this proves [20) if uy = ug and a; = by = as = by = 0. Now we treat the case
u = uj = ug but without the assumption a; = by = ag = by = 0. Let (a,b) € Z? and write

it
u = Z eLif("Q_mQ)c(m, n)emn
V([ ol | -t <2
) o —it 2 2 _
emmezbyezt(a2—62) Z c(aL + p,bL + q)eTZQ(p q*+2aLp—2bLq) €p.q-

N<Max( ]| )<
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Then
1 —it (2 i i
ullgags = | Z 2 LC(aL 4 p,bL + q)e it PP 0) P la—2at) F (y+260) [
Y
N<Max(|2[,|#])<2N
4
- _1 ipa igB
- —2at<a<2wL—2at Z ek %—LC(GL + D, bL + Q)EL er dadﬁdt
P o<planaabt | N<Max(| 2], %) <on
4
it 22
N /tASaS%rL Z ez TPV (oL + p,bL + q)ep 4 (@, B)| dadfdt.

0<p<2rL |N<Max(| Z|,|£|)<2N

We apply the linear result proved above with (a,b) = (0,0) and this gives

2
lulJags < CN [ Je(k, D)
k.l

< ONllul|7z-

This proves the result when u; = us. Note that if we assume another type of localization
for u

u= Z c(m,n)em n,

Max(| 'z —al,| £ b)) <N
the L*L* estimate still holds. It may be seen by remarking that estimate (ZII) also holds
if ug is spectrally localized in {(m,n) € Z? Max(|m|,|n|) < 2h71} (see [9]) and using
the same analysis as above. Now, we can prove the bilinear estimate in the general
case. We assume for instance N7 < Ny and decompose the set A = {(m,n) € Z* Ny <
Max(|az — m/Ll,|bg —n/L|) < 2N} in small disjoint cubes of the form Qo = Q) =
{(m,n) € A,Max(|k—m/L|,|l—n/L|) < Ny} for a = (k,l) running over a set I. Then for
different o's, the functions e’F (ug)e” (Ag,vo) are almost orthogonal since each function
is localized in Fourier in the set D, := {(m,n) € Z* Ny < Max(|m/L — a1, |n/L —b|) <
2N1} 4+ Q, and the sets D, are almost disjoint in the sense that each point of 72 belongs
to a finite number of sets D,. Indeed, if (m,n) € Dy, N Dy, then in particular we may
write

(m.n) = c+d=ec+f.

with d € Qay, f € Qay, and ¢, e € {(m,n) € Z?, Ny < Max(|m/L—a1|,|n/L—b1]) < 2N}
We deduce |¢; — e1| = |f1 — di| < 4N L. But each @, is of size less than 4N; L and there
is a finite number of ), whose distance to @), is less than 4N;L. So if we fix a;, then
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a9 Tuns in a finite number of indexes. Thus, this orthogonality property implies

€ (un)e™ (ua)[[7o2 < C Y [l (ur)e™ (Aguua)lI7a 2

ael
< Clle™ () Faga D 16" (Aguua)llFars
acl

1/2 1/2

< ONua N2 D [ Aguslffa
acl
2 2
< CNillurllzz lluallz:-
This proves the proposition. O

Remark 2. Note that if (); denotes the set

—ai|, |7 —bi

Qi:{(m,n)€Z2,N,~§MaX ((% % >§2Ni},

then (N;L)? < |Q;] and we may rewrite the Strichartz estimate (IZII) as

. . min
23) |m@@WMA@w”mmygc(—4@%£M§ full g ol

Once we have proved (23], from covering arguments, we may deduce the same estimate for
other shapes of Q; typically Q; = {(m,n) € Z? Max(|m/L|,|n/L|) < 2N;} or translated
sets of the previous one. In the sequel, we will use (23] for these kinds of @;. More
precisely, we have the following.

Lemma 4. For allb > 1/2, there exist C(b) > 0, B(b) € (0,1-b) and £(b) > 0 such that for
all dyadic square Q1,Q2 C Z2%, R1, Ry dyadic number, L > 1 and ug, vy € L2(R,L2(Tg)),

Mln 1/4+E )
1) [180umt0 Saumulias < ) (MEILELDY T g, o
X HAQlﬂlu(]HL?L2 ||AQ2,R2U0||L2L27

where |Q;| denotes the number of points in QQ;. Moreover, we may choose (b) such that
e(b) goes to 0 as b goes to 1/2.

Proof of Lemma[j. As for the proof of ([20)), we first assume u = uy = vg. Next, from (20),
we get for all b > 1/2 and f € X%b localized in frequency in @,

1/8
e < (B2 11pe

Again the constant C' does not depend on L since the proof (see [2]) relies only on manip-
ulations in time. In particular, for all u,

Q 1/8
(25) ||AQ R’LL||L4L4 < C <‘ ’ ||AQ,RU||X%I77
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for all b > 1/2. And this gives using properties of the Bourgain spaces

Q
(26) auliose <0 (D) w1 o
The fact that b > 1/2 in the above estimate will not be enough to conclude so that we

need to refine this L*L* estimate. To do so, we compute the L>°L> norm of Ag, ru. From
the definition of the projection Ag,r, we get using twice Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

IAqruliere < 7 3 / L el
R<(r—m3 1 27)<9R

mnGQ

1/2
R1/2
< - > (/ ) |cm,n(7)|2d7>
(m,n)€Q R<(T '224— ><2R

12 <|@|>1/2
L2
(m,n)eQ

QN 1)
T2 RYZ|Aq rullp2r2-

By interpolation between the trivial inequality ||Ag rullr212 < ||AQ rulr212 and 7)), we
have

N

1/2

IN

/ L e
R (r— 23 4 23)<oR

(27)

IN

0 1/4
(28) \\AQRu\\L4L4<<" RV Mg gl 2 0.

Let (b) > 0 such that §(b) := b(1 — 82(b)) +82(b)3 € (0,1 —b) and £(b) — 0 as b — 1/2.
For instance choose 6(b) = 3/2 — 2b. Next, by 1nterp01at10n between (20) with weight
1 —82(b) and (28)) with weight 8=(b), we get the expected estimate:

1/84-¢(b)
(20) lAg.ruoll iz < C (’Q‘) RO A mo| 1212

To deduce (24)) from (29), we proceed as in the proof of Strichartz estimate (20)): if for
instance |Q1| < |Q2| then we decompose ()2 in pieces of size |@1] and next apply an almost
orthogonality argument. We omit this argument and the proof is over. O

To prove Lemma [I it is enough to prove the trilinear estimate for the global space
XZ’b i.e. T = 0o, then we recover the local in time estimate by taking the infimum on all
extensions of w1, us, uz € X zl} Moreover, we only prove the second estimate; the first one
is easier. By a duality argument, we have to show the quadrilinear estimate: there exists
C > 0 such that for all L > 1, uy,ug, u3, uys € Xz’b:

FE < -
/Rng (urug)usuy _CHulszvbHquxyHU3|’X?bHU4HXLS,b/
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In the sequel, we will note Q; = {(m,n) € Z?,N; < Max(|m/L|,|n/L|) < 2N;}. Decom-
posing each u; as
Ui = Z ANhRi(ui)v
Ni,R;
we have that

G = / E(U1UQ)U3U4
RxT?2
becomes

G= > E(AN i (u1) AN, Ry (u2)) Ang i (us) AN, R, (1)

2
RXTE n, ,N2,N3,Ny
R1,R2,R3,R4

In the summation above, we may restrict indexes to Ny < 2(Ny + N2 + N3). Indeed, the
function

U=FE (ANl,Rl (ul)ANz,Rz (u2)) ANS,RS (’ng)

is localized in Fourier in the set {(m,n) € Z2,m = my + mg + m3,n = ny + ny +
ng,(ml,nl) S Ql,(mg,ng) S QQ,(mg,ng) S Qg} Thus, if Ny > 2(N1 + Ny + Ng), the
integral over T7 of UAN, r,(u4) is zero. Therefore

(30) G: Z a(vaN27N37N47R17R27R37R4)7
N4<2(N1+N2+N3)
R1,R2,R3,R4
where
O‘(Nla No, N3, Ny, R1, R, R3, R4) = / ) E (ANth (UI)AN%RQ (u2)) ANS,RS(U3)AN4,R4(U4)'
RxTf

Contrary to the case of a typical cubic nonlinearity, « is not symmetric in Ny, No, N3, Ny
and we need to split the analysis in several cases. The worst situation is when the two
lowest frequencies appear in the nonlocal term. Let us first treat this case.

Case N3 = max(N7, N3, N3). Without loss of generality, we may assume N7 < Ny <
N3. In this situation, we decompose the set (3 in small pieces of size NoL. Hence, we
may write Q3 as a disjoint union of sets of the form Q, = Q) = {(m,n) € Q3,Max(|a —
m/L|,|b—n/L|) < Ny} for some well chosen set I of pairs o = (a,b) € Q3 so that the
union is disjoint. Using again an orthogonality argument, « is then

a(N;, R;) :/R T2E(ANl,Rl(ul)ANz,Rz(W))AQa,Ra(u3)AQa,R4(U4)
x1Ir

where
Qo = {(ma,n4) € Qq,m = —my—mag—mz,n = —ni—ng—n3, (M, n;) € Qi = 1,2, (m3,n3) € Qu}

From Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in space and time and the boundedness of E on L? (Tf),

|(Ni, Bi)| < [[AN1 Ry (u1) ANy, Ry (u2) | 2222 [ AQa. s (u3) Ay, g, (ua) [ L2L2-
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Note that since |Qa| < (N2L)?, we deduce by the triangle inequality that we also have
|Qa| < C(LN3)? and thus we can apply Lemma [l to get

Laic) . taen
(31) a(Ni, Ry) < CNZ O NE O (R Ry Ry Ry)PO|| Ay, ()] 1212

X AN R (wi)llz2r2 Y I1AQu R (u3) | 22212, g, (1) 2212
ael

Next from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we may write

N

(ZIIA~Q,R4<u4>HiQL2> .

ael

D 18qu ks ()l L2218, gy (o)l 22 < (Z HAQQ,RS(U?,)H%sz>

acl ael

First, since (Qq)q is a partition of @3, by orthogonality, we have for the first term on the
right hand side above:

1/2
(Z IIAQQ,RS(Us)IIi2L2> = |Aqs,rs (u3)l 22

ael

For the second term, the Q,’s recover Q4 but since there are not disjoint, strict orthog-
onality is broken. However, using the same argument of almost orthogonality as for the
proof of Strichartz estimate (each point of Q4 belongs to a finite number of @, ), we deduce

1/2
(Z ||AQQ,R4(U4)H%2L2> < Ol AQs.ri(uo)ll2r2-

ael
Thus,

3
(32) a(N;, Ri) < C(N1Np) 20 (Ry RyR3 R)"®) T 1Aq, 1, ()| 212
i=0
We reorder terms to make appear Bourgain’s norms of u;. The quantity
H = > (N, R;)
N4<2(N1+N2+N3)
R1,R2,R3,R4
N3=Max(N1,N2,N3)

is bounded by

3+e(0)=s HB(B)—b Ars
) < > N TR TN R AN, gy ()] g2
N1,Ry

Lie®)—s S8(b)=b rrs
xS N RSO TONS R Ay y (u2) | 22
No,R>

b)—b’ / b)—b
< S0 3 RIOYRYRIDTRY| A,y (wa) | 212 | A o (us) | 2 2.
N4<6N3 R4,R3
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For the first two sums above, we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to recover Bourgain’s
norm of u;. For instance for the first term, we have if s > 1/2 + £(b), and since b > 3(b),

IN

1ic)—s B)—b rrs 14-2e(b)—2s ,2(B(b)—b
Z Ny : Rf() Nlle”ANl,Rl(Ul)HLZm Hulﬂxzﬁ Z N1+ ) Rl(ﬁ() )
Ni1,Ry N1,Ry

IN

CHulHXzb

For the third sum, using again Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and choosing &' > §(b) (this
condition is compatible with 1 —b — b > 0 since §(b) < 1 —b), we write

1
2 2
b)—b’ / 26(b)—2b’ /
S RO RY AN, (w2 < [ DD RPY ST R | Any k()22
R4 R4 R4
< OllAw, (us)| yor

We treat the sum over R3 in the same way. Therefore,
Nj
[H| < Jluall a0 lluall o0 > FiN4 AN, (wa) | o0 N3 ([ A (us) || o
3 L =
N4<6N3
Now we need the following lemma (see [3] lemma 4.5 for a proof) to conclude.

Lemma 5. For every s > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all sequence
(any)nyeavs (ONs) Nyeon, we have

1/

2
S
> () vl <o [ Ea ] (T,
N3

N4<6N3 Ny

1/2

To conclude in this case, we apply the lemma with
an, = NIS|!AN4(U4)HX%M7 by = N3 [|An (us)]l you,
and obtain

(33) [H] < Clluall s luzll goollusll o [uall o

Case N3 < max(Ni, N2, N3). In the summation (B0, we assume for instance N; <
N3 < Ns. This case is easier since we do not need to decompose high frequencies. With
the definition of «(N;, R;) and from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

|(Ni, Bi)| < | ANy, Ry (1) ANy, Ry (u2) || L222]| ANg, Ry (43) ANy, Ry (ua) || 22

Coming back to Lemma (], we have directly

4
a(Ni, Ri) < (N1N3)'** (Ry Ry RoR3) " T 1| AN, -, (i)l L212-

i=1

=
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Once we have this estimate, the end of the proof in this case is the same as the previous
one and we obtain

(34) > a(Ni, Bi) < Cllual] eolluzll coollusl e luall y—oor-

N3<max(N1,N2,N3)
R1,R2,R3,R4
Ny<6max(N1,N2,N3)

Estimates ([B3]) and (B4]) provides Proposition [I1 O
Writing

t
D(u) = ePug + i / e IF (lu(r)Pu(r) + E(lu(r)[*)u(r)) dr.
0
and using (I8), Lemma 2] and Proposition [Il we have easily

12 ()l st < Cllugl|gs + CT " |Ju IIXsb,

and
[2(u) = (0) 30 < CT (Hull b +HvHXsb ) e =0l zs -

Therefore, we may close the fixed point argument in the ball B(0, R) of X7’ LT with R =

2C||ug|| s and T > D/||u H2/(1 “¥) With D > 0 independent of the period L > 1. This
proves (I2)) for low regularities and also the first point (take L = 1) in Theorem [

Step 2. Let us now finish the proof of the lower bound (@). Let u € H*(T?) solution

to (@) and consider the family for 7 € [0,7):
Ut 2, y) = M) u(N (1)t + 7M7)z, A(T)y),

where A\(7) = |lu(r )||I_{£/ ;2 For all 7, v™ is a function on the torus T} /y(;) and satifies the
equation () for L = 1/)\( ). Moreover, it is easy to check that |[v7(0)||z2 = ||u(0)||2
and ||(=A)*2(v7(0))||z2 < 1. If we denote by T the maximal time for v, from (I2)), we
deduce the uniform bound, T > C > 0. But T, = (T — 7)/A%(7) where T is the maximal
time for u and this with the uniform lower bound on T proves the lower bound ().
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