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THE CUBIC DIRAC EQUATION: SMALL INITIAL
DATA IN H:(R?)

IOAN BEJENARU AND SEBASTIAN HERR

ABSTRACT. Global well-posedness and scattering for the cubic
Dirac equation with small initial data in the critical space Hz (R?)
is established. The proof is based on a sharp endpoint Strichartz es-
timate for the Klein-Gordon equation in dimension n = 2, which is
captured by constructing an adapted systems of coordinate frames.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this paper we continue our investigation initiated in [I] regarding
the full range of Strichartz estimates available for the Klein-Gordon
equation, with the particular goal of providing L2L> type estimates.
As an application we prove global well-posedness and scattering for the
cubic Dirac equation with small data in the critical space.

For fixed m > 0, we consider the (scalar) homogeneous Klein-Gordon
equation

(1.1) Ou + m*u = 0, u:RxR"— RorC.

The validity of Strichartz estimates for solutions u of this equation is
a fundamental and well-studied problem. In the low frequency regime,
the dispersive properties of the Klein-Gordon equation are similar to
the Schrodinger equation, i.e. the decay rate of the fundamental solu-
tion is t~2. In the high frequency regime they are similar to the wave
equation, i.e. the decay rate is t="7. In the high frequency regime
there is also a penalized Schrodinger-type decay: the fundamental so-
lution localized at frequency 2% decay as 2%t~ % ; the penalization is due
to the small curvature of the characteristic surface. If one is not con-
cerned with sharp estimates, in the high frequency regime one could
trade regularity for having access to the better decay ¢~2. Such an
approach severely limits the range of applications, in particular to low
regularity nonlinear problems.
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The decay rate of the fundamental solution plays a crucial role in de-
termining the range of available Strichartz estimates. It is well-known
that the endpoint Strichartz L7 L2° estimate fails for the wave equation
in dimensions n = 3 and for the Schrodinger equation in dimension
n = 2, see [17, 25]. For the Klein-Gordon equation (II]) in three di-
mensions, the endpoint L?L2° estimate does not fail if one allows for
a loss of regularity, see [I4]. However, the sharp L?L2° estimate (dic-
tated by scaling) fails to hold true. In [I] we provided a microlocal
replacement of the missing sharp endpoint LZLS° Strichartz estimate
in dimension n = 3 by using adapted frames.

In dimension n = 2 the same problem becomes significantly more
difficult since both endpoint Strichartz estimates for the wave equation,
L{L®, and for the Schrodinger equation, L?L2°, fail to hold. In this
paper we address this problem by providing L?>L> estimates in adapted
frames. For the Klein-Gordon equation in dimension n = 2, to our best
knowledge, these estimates are novel in literature.

Throughout the rest of this paper, we fix the physical dimension
n = 2. In applications to nonlinear problems, see [13] [I] for the cubic
Dirac equation in three dimensions, the endpoint Strichartz estimate
and the L*L? energy estimate imply a bilinear Lﬁx estimate via the
toy scheme

lw-vllzz, < llullz2pee o]l poer2-

Since the L2L> estimate will be established in adapted frames, energy
estimates in similar frames are needed to recover the above Lf,w bilinear
estimate. As in dimension n = 3 in [I], combining the energy and the
Strichartz estimate to derive a uniform L? estimate is only possible in
presence of a null structure, see Section [Bl

The idea to use adapted frames in order to find a replacement for
the missing L2L> endpoint Strichartz estimate is due to Tataru [26],
and was motivated by the Wave maps problem. In the context of the
Schrodinger equation, this was done for solving the Schrodinger Map
problem in two dimensions in [2]. Naively, one may expect that by
using the structures in [26] and [2], one can address the same problem
for the Klein-Gordon, but this is not the case. The reason is two-fold:
there are no straight lines (zero curvature submanifolds) foliating the
characteristic surface so as to emulate the Wave Equation construction;
trading regularity in order to rely only on the Schrédinger equation
would provide non-optimal estimates.

Instead, our current work builds on ideas from [26] and [2] and brings
new ideas to provide a more complex construction well-adapted the
geometry of the characteristic surface for the Klein-Gordon equation.
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As an application, we study the cubic Dirac equation in dimension
n = 2 at the critical regularity: Fix M > 0. Using the summation
convention, the cubic Dirac equation for the spinor field ¥ : R x R? —
C?is

(1.2) (=i7"0u + M) = (Y0, )0,

where v* € C?*? are the Dirac matrices

o (1 0 (0 1 s (0 —i

and (-,-) is the standard inner product on C2.

The matrices 7 satisfy y2v? + 4Py* = 2¢*°I,, where (¢*%) =
diag(1, —1). By adapting the set of matrices, the equation (I.2]) can be
written in any spatial dimension. We refer the reader to [8, 21] for the
physical background for this equation.

The n-dimensional version of ([2) becomes critical in H"z (R™) in
the sense that it is (approximately) invariant under rescaling of solu-
tions. In three dimensions the equation was studied extensively, see
[7, 14, [13), 23], 5, [16] and references therein. The global well-posedness
for small data in the critical space was established by the authors in
[].

In dimension n = 2 and M # 0, we are aware of only two results:
[19, 20] where Pecher establishes local well-posedness of the equation
with initial data in H*(R?) for s > $ and [3] where Bournaveas and
Candy establish local well-posedness of the equation with initial data
in H %(RQ). To our best knowledge, no global well-posedness result is
known so far. The case M = 0 has been settled in [3] where Bournaveas
and Candy also prove global well-posedness and scattering for small
initial data in H2 (R?), see more commentaries below about this case.

Our main result in this paper is

Theorem 1.1. Let M # 0. The initial value problem associated to the
cubic Dirac equation ([L2) is globally well-posed for small initial data
¥(0) € H%(R2). Moreover, these solutions scatter to free solutions for
t — Foo0.

For results in space dimension n = 1, see [15] 4].

A special case arises in the massless variant of the cubic Dirac equa-
tion, that is (L2) with M = 0. A recent result of Bournaveas and
Candy [3] provides the equivalent result of Theorem [[1] for the case
M = 0. Their strategy stems from the observation that the massless
case carries similarities to the Wave Maps equation. The authors tailor
their resolution spaces around the original ones introduced by Tataru
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[26] in the context of Wave Maps. In order to overcome the Besov
space obstacle, the authors of [3] used an idea from [I], i.e. adding a
high modulation nonlinear structure of type LYL? for certain p < 2.
The authors of [3] also obtain a local in time result for M # 0 by
treating the mass term M1 as a perturbation. However, from the
perspective of obtaining a global in time result, the above strategy is
limited to the case M = 0 since the resolution spaces for M # 0 were
not known prior to the work in the present paper.

Our results here and the one in dimension n = 3 from [1] may seem
orthogonal to the work of Bournaveas and Candy [3]. Indeed, we do not
address directly the problem with M = 0. However by passing to the
high frequency limit one can —at least formally— recoup the results for
M = 0 since we work in the in the scale invariant space dictated by the
wave part. We do not formalize this here and note that the approach
in [3] is a more elegant and easier way to deal with this problem with
M = 0. It is an instructive exercise is to check that, on fixed bounded
time intervals, our structures become in the high frequency limit the
ones used in [3] and originating in the work of Tataru [26].

We describe some of the key ideas involved in this paper. The Klein-
Gordon waves travel with speed strictly less than 1, though in the high
frequency limit the speed converges to 1. Our frames capture the speed
variation of these waves as well as their directions, and this is why we
work with two parameters: w (angle) and A (speed). Having a precise
formulation on how the range of speed parameter A\ depends on the
frequency plays a crucial role in the argument.

The first system of frames we construct to recover an L?L*> estimate
stems from the one used [I]. An additional level of complexity is re-
quired due to the fact that once the high frequency waves enter the
Schrodinger regime the decay rate fails to provide us with a classical
L?L%° estimate. To fix this issue we need a bi-parameter system of
frames which depends both on w (angle) and A (speed).

The next problem arises from that the above system is well suited
for most angular interactions, but fails near the parallel interactions
(in fact it works at exact parallel interactions). Moreover, the null
structure cannot fix this failure as usually is the case. To remedy this
problem we construct another system of frames which is suited precisely
to those angular scales and highlights a key geometrical property of
wave interactions: waves with distinct frequencies travel with different
speeds in the context of the Klein-Gordon equation.

The paper is organized is as follows: In the following subsection
we introduce notation. Section [2] is devoted to endpoint Strichartz
and energy estimates. In Section [B] we recall the null-structure of the
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cubic Dirac equation. In Section [4 we construct function spaces for the
nonlinear problem. In Section[Bwe prove auxiliary bilinear and trilinear
estimates. In Section [6] we prove the crucial nonlinear estimates and
provide a proof of Theorem LIl

We point out that the notation, setup and general reductions in
the present paper are adopted from [I]. Also, we will repeatedly refer
to [1] for arguments which are similar in two and three dimensions.
As indicated above, the analysis in this paper is significantly more
involved, so it might be useful for the reader to take a look at [1], too.

1.1. Notation. Here, we repeat the notation from [1, Subsection 1.1]
and adjust it to the case n = 2: We define A < B by A < B—c for some
absolute constant ¢ > 0. Also, we define A < B by A < dB for some
absolute small constant 0 < d < 1. Similarly, we define A < B to be
A < eB for some absolute constant e > 0, and A~ B iff A < B < A.

Let d(Mj, M) denote the euclidean distance between the two sets
M, M, C R2

We set (€)p := (272 + |¢]?)2 for k € Z and ¢ € R?, and write
(€) == (&)o.

Throughout the paper, let p € C°(—2,2) be a fixed smooth, even,
cutoff satisfying p(s) = 1 for |s| < 1 and 0 < p < 1. For k € Z we
define x : R? = R, x1(y) := p(27%|y|) — p(27**1|y|), such that A; :=
supp(xx) C {y € R?: 2571 < y| < 2541} Let Xi = X1 + Xk + Xeta
and Ay := supp(Xx)- ) )

We denote by P, = xx(D) and P, = xx(D). Note that PP, =
PP, = P;. Further, we define X<k = Zf:_oo X1, X>k = 1 — x<k as well
as the corresponding operators P<j = x<x(D) and Psy = x>x(D).

We denote by K; a collection of spherical arcs (caps) of diameter 27
which provide a symmetric and finitely overlapping cover of the unit
circle S'. Let w(k) to be the “center” of k and let I', C R? be the cone
generated by & and the origin, in particular I', N S' = k.

Further, let 7, be smooth partition of unity subordinate to the cov-
ering of R?\ {0} with the cones I, such that each 7, is supported in
%F » and is homogeneous of degree zero and satisfies

[9gna(€)] < Co2IE0, |(w(r) - V) Vnu(€)] < On e[~

Let 7], with similar properties but slightly bigger support 2I';, such
that 7,m. = 1. We define P, = n,(D), P, = 7.(D). With P, :=
Ne(D)xx(D) and Py ;. := 7,,(D)Xx(D), we obtain the angular decompo-

sition
P, = Z P .

KEK)
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and Pkﬁpk,fi — pk:,ﬁpk,fi = Dy ,. We further define A, = supp(n.xx)
and Ay, = supp (7 Xx)-

We define Q/\ﬂ;u(T, §) = Xm(TF(E))u(7,§), and @(Ta §) = X<m(TF
(€)a(r,€). We also define Qf = QX + QL + Q. We set B, to

be the Fourier support of @<, and B,fm to be the Fourier support of

Q. We define Q% = S77""°_QF for a fixed large integer ¢ > 30, and

l=—00

Q;m =1—Q%,,. Given k € Z, and r € K; for some [ € N we set B;;H
to be the Fourier-support of Q%, P .. Similarly we define B,fﬁ.

Given a pair (\,w) with A € R and w = (w;,wy) € S', we define
wt = (—ws,w;) and the directions

1

O =0y, =——=(\w),
* \/1+A2( “)
1
Ol =0l =————(~1,)w),
Aw 1+)\2( CU)
@O,wL :(O,WL).

With respect to this basis, understanding the vectors 0, ,, @iw, O L
as column vectors, we introduce the new coordinates tg, xo, with g =
(zg, %), defined by

te At

(1.3) 1’1@ = (@)\,w @i"w @07WL) T
2

:L'@ IQ

If A =1 we obtain the characteristic directions (null co-ordinates) as
in [26, p. 42] and [24, p. 476]. However, our analysis requires more
flexibility in the choice of the frames. For fixed k € Z we define A\(k) =

(1+272k)3,

2. LINEAR ESTIMATES

As in [I, Section 2], we recall that the decay rates of solutions to
the linear wave equation and Klein-Gordon equation are determined
by the principal curvatures of the characteristic hypersurfaces. This is
well-known and we refer the reader to the list of references provided in
[1, page 47, line 22] and the detailed discussion in [I8, Section 2.5].

In [I] we started investigating the endpoint Strichartz estimate for
the Dirac and Klein-Gordon equations in dimension n = 3. In this
paper we continue our investigation in that direction in dimension n =
2. This requires a far more delicate theory since we have to deal with a
missing endpoint Strichartz estimate for the Schrodinger part as well.
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For convenience, we set m = 1 in the Klein-Gordon equation (L),
which extends by rescaling to (1)) with any m # 0. In this case, the
solution is given by

1 it(D) —it(D) 1 it(D) —it(D)y Y1
2(6 +e )u0+2i(e e )<D>

where (D) is the Fourier multiplier with symbol (¢). Obviously, we
need to study the propagator e**P)  For the sake of the exposition,
we work out all the estimates for e*(P) the estimates for e *“P) are

then obtained by simply reversing time in the estimates for e’

(2.1) u(t) =

2.1. Endpoint L2L*> type Strichartz estimate. Our main result
in this subsection provides endpoint Strichartz estimates for functions
localized in frequency. The construction of the frame systems needed to
capture these estimates is time-dependent, but the constants involved
in the estimates are time independent.

We fix r € N, construct spaces that depend on r and provide uniform
estimates on intervals [—7T,T] with 2"=! < T < 2. For k < 99 and
w € S! we define the set
2T

Mo = {2771 € 2,Ji] < Jiro o

b x {w}
and
18, oz, =, iof > lellz, s -

ochy,, PO ochy, .,

Note that if k& < ky < 99 then Ay, , C Ag,n. One could be more

precise about Ay, but this is not needed for low frequencies. However

it is needed for high frequencies and this motivates the next definition.
For k > 100, and w € S! we define

Apw = {ﬁ m € 2Tz 0 253, 20 L ¢ )
if k <r+ 20, while if £ > r + 20,
Mg = {A(R)} x {w}
Recall that A(k) = (14 2-2%)~2. We also define
Qo = {ANK)} x {Riw;z' e 7, il < 2—’f—8+’“},

where R denotes a rotation by 27". Note that the above set reduces
to Qw = {A(k)} x {w} if £+ 8 > r. These multiscale constructions,
corresponding to large families of frames, are needed in the case 2% < T
in the case T < 2%, single frames suffice.

For k € ’Ck+10, we set Ak,n = Ak,w(n) and Qkﬁ = kaw(,{).
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Using these sets, we define

2 o = IIIf 2 oo
||¢||2Ak,~ L3 L, =S, . de egAk el L2 L
ol P Li%—)L(tvl‘l)@ ¢=Zelgﬁk,ﬂ % oea, ! ®||L22 8o

We are ready to state the main result containing an effective replace-
ment structure for the missing endpoint Strichartz estimates.

Theorem 2.1. Letr > 0 and T € (0,2"].
i) For all k <99, w € S' and f € L*(R?) with supp(f) C Ay,

(2.2) ||1[—T7T}(lf)tei“mfllzA 1z S e

to"re
where the implicit constant does not depend on r and T'. R 3
ii) For all k > 100, k € K10, and f € L*(R?) with supp(f) C A,

(2.3) ||1[—T7T}(t)6“<D>f||ZAk 12 re, S e,

tg e

5
(2.4) 11i-rry(t)e” fllzﬂk S 22| fllze,
where the implicit constants do not depend onr andT.

iii) For all k > 100, 1 <1 < k, vy € K; and f € L*(R?) with
supp(f) C App, -

(D) 5 obst
(2.5) Z H1[_T,T](t)€lt<D>PanZAk 121 S 27 || fllee

te
KEK

(t He

where the implicit constant does not depend on r and T'.

The estimate (2.2)) is similar in nature to the corresponding estimate
n [2 Lemma 3.4]. We highlight the similarities and the differences.
By changing the variables and using that |A| < 1 one passes from the
frames used in [2] Lemma 3.4] to the ones used in this paper. We do not
need to discriminate between the low frequencies and in this sense the
estimate as listed here is suboptimal; one could easily restate it with a
factor of 25 for functions that are localized at frequency ~ 2F, k < 99,
The range of admissible A is more carefully tracked here and this is
why our version of A differs from the one used in [2, Lemma 3.4].

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.1l
In order to prove (2.2) we consider the kernel

(2:6) Kaaltia) = [ ense @ity (e de
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for k£ < 99. The key estimates about this kernel are:
(2.7) [Ken(t, )] S ()7

(2.8) [Ken(t,2)| Sy (2)™", Ja| > 2]

1
itz o
Indeed, (2.7) is the standard decay rate for the Schrodinger kernel in
dimension 2, which applies here because we truncate at low frequencies.
(2.8) is obtained by using stationary phase type arguments, taking into
account that the critical points of the phase function ¢(§) = x- £+ (&)
are contained inside the cone |z| < ——1—1|¢|.

A /1+2—2k—2

For any w € S!, we obtain the bound

MermKa(to) Sy Y Koltia), Koltr) =27 (to) ™.
@EAk,w

This is obvious from (Z8) in the region of fast decay, and for fixed
(t,x) in the region of slow decay we count the number of © such that
lto] S 1: If |t| S 1, every © € Ay, satisfies this, so the sum is of the
size 1 which is ok in view of (Z7)). In the case |t| > 1, the number
of such © is & 2"t!, so the sum is of size (¢)~', which is again fine
because of (2.7]).

From the expression of Kg we derive

(2.9) Z IKollLy 1 S 1-
@EAk)w

This suffices to prove (2.2)). Indeed, by the TT* argument and the

duality:
([ LiLe) = > LiL3
Ok I

the problem is reduced to proving || 17,71 K<|ls> ol e <1, which
’ - A<kw Tto T

follows from (Z9). A more complete formalization of this type of ar-
gument can be found in [2].

We continue the more delicate part of the argument, that is the
analysis in high frequency with the aim of proving ([23), (2Z4]) and
(23). For k € Z,k > 100 we define

(2.10) Kalt.) = [ evecr O (g de.
R
and record the decay estimate

(2.11) |Kp(t, z)| < 221+ 2¥((¢, 2)) "% min(1, (1 + 2¥|(¢, 2)])"22%)).
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This estimate appears in many places in literature, see for instance [1§].
We provided a self-contained proof in [1] for dimension 3 which can be
replicated almost verbatim for dimension 2 to give (2.11]).

We define localized versions of the above kernel. For fixed [ > 1 and
k € K; we define:

(212) Kisltir) = [ eSO 53 (ehnn(6) de.
R
K, is the part of K}, localized in the angular cap x. Also, we define
@13 K (ta) = [ S, de
R2

where (o) is a smooth partition of unity with supp a;; C {(j—1)27% <
€] < (5 +1)272°}. Obviously, we have

222+1

(2.14) Kpx(t,z)= > Ki,

j=218—1

The important decay properties of Ky, and K ,z’n are recorded in the
following Proposition.

Proposition 2.2. For all k € Z,k > 100, and k € K410,

(2.15) | Kiw(t,2)] S 281+ 278t 2) )7
In addition, for N = 1,2, we have the following:
(216) Kyt o)l S 21+ |23, )7, if o] = 275701 2),

where af,,, = . For2® —1<j <2241,

217) KL (L) S 28+ 2y 7Y, if g ] = 27,

where N, = 1/+/1 4 2-2k+105=2 gnq tin=to, -
7 w(x

We remark that (2.10)-(2.17) hold with any N € N, but as stated it
suffices for our purposes. Ideally one would like to have the estimate
(2T17) for Ky, is a similar form to (2.I6) and skip the cumbersome
K gﬂ kernels. While available, such a formulation is not able to provide
a strong exponent as above, see the factor 272*~% in (2.I7), and this
would impact a key property of the set Ay .

We now show how (2.3)) follows from the above result. Fix j €
218 —1,2%22 + 1] N Z and define

M = { g m € 24RO 1)2 7, ()2 ()
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We first make a few observations. The cardinality of each Ai’n is
2r=F+20 ~ 27*FT  This complicated construction is needed only for
a certain range of frequencies: 28 < T ~ 2". If k > r + 20, then we
simply use a single set

M = { e} < o,

and the arguments below simplify considerably: the claim (ZI8)) follows
from Proposition and the rest of the argument is identical.
Thus we focus below on the case k < r + 20. For each © € A{w we
define
Ko(t,z) = 22T~ (1 + 2¥|te|) 2

and claim that

(2.18) KL (o) S ) Kelt,x).
COIVAS
Since
> Kol iz, S 1A%l sup 1Kol 1gy S 277 - 25771278 S 1.
@GA‘IQH GEAk,K

we conclude with

J
||Kk,ﬁ||ZAi’K L%@Lg‘é S L

By noting that Ay, = U;AJ , using (ZI4) and the fact that j runs in
a finite set, we obtain

||Kk7’{||ZAk . Li Ly, S L

which implies (2.3) by a 7T argument similar to the one we used in

the proof of ([2.2).
We continue with the argument for (2.I8). We start with a few

observations, which in fact were the basis for the construction of the
set Ay, .

Pl: If |ty | < 272k=2|(¢, x)| then there exists © € A7, such that
|t@| < 2—k+2' ‘

P2: If [ty | > 272k=2|(¢, x)| then |63 .l 2 Itel, for all © € Af .

As a first case, let (¢, z) be such that |t/\iﬁ| < 272%=2|(¢, 7)|. From P1

it follows that for each such (¢, z) we estimate the number of © € Ai’n
such that [tg| < 27%2. If ©) = (Ao, w) is such a value, then any other
such © = (\,w) should satisfy |(A — \o)t| < 27%F3. There are two
subcases to consider next:
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If [¢] < 2*, then since all © = (\,w) € A satisfy |A — \g| < 2726
it follows that |(A — Xg)t| < 27%6 hence the number of such © is
|Akx| = 27%T. Thus the sum on the right of ([2I8) is estimated by
|Ag| - 2271 = 2F and this is the bound we have for the kernel Kj .

If [t| > 2F, we use that the discretization in Aj is at scale 2771,

it follows that the number of such X is given by =~ W =¢t"'T. The
sum on the right of [ZIR) is then > 22*T~1+~1T = 2%t~ which is
precisely the bound we have for the kernel Kj .

Next we consider the second case where [ty .| > 272*72|(¢, x)|. We use

2: |trxl 2 |tel, forall © € Aiﬁ. Thus (1+2*|te|)™2 2 (1+2"|ty..]) 2
and the right hand side of (2I8) is 2 |A], |- 226771 (14 28t,.[) 2 =
28(1 + 2|ty .|) 72 and this is the bound we have on K,Zﬁ from (217).
This finishes the proof of (2.3).

A similar argument using (210 proves (24). Note that the con-
struction of the set {2 ,, was designed precisely to fit the corresponding
P1 and P2 in this context: the angles considered in € ., cover a neigh-
borhood of w(k) size 27%~8 which is double the size of the slow decay
neighborhood described by (2.16]).

Next we show how (2.3)) follows from (2.3)). Since there are ~ 2~~!
caps k € Ky, such that P, f # 0, we obtain from (2.3))

Z H1[—T,T](t)€it<D>panZAk L3 L3,

KEK
%
L
S22 (leen PfHZA L2 Lg°@>
KEK ©
okt k=l
2(2]meﬂ S27 |1 fllz
KEK

We end this section with the proof of (2.3]).

Proof of Proposition[2.4. The following proof is very similar to [1]. We
begin with the proof of [ZIH). If |(¢,z)| < 2% the claim follows from
the fact that the domain of integration has measure ~ 2%~ ~ 2%
otherwise the estimate follows from (2.11]) and Young’s inequality.
Next, we turn to the proof of (2I7). For compactness of notation,
we write A = )\i and © = @Ai w(r)" By rescaling it suffices to consider

Blulsg) = [ e e,
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for (&) = oy (€D R (E])71e(€), and to prove
(219) Bl (5.0 S 2751+ [se]) 7 if [se] > 2793

K

for N = 1,2. If |se|] < 1, the estimate follows from the fact that
the support of ¢; has measure &~ 27%. Now, we assume |sg| > 1 and

write ¢(s,y,&) =y - & + s(§)x Define 0, = w - Vg, dy, = @&U and

dy = —0u <m> Integration by parts implies

ip(s,y,8) . — (59,8 (¢ VN
220) [ g = [ @) G )
We will prove

(2.21) [(d5,,)" (GO Sx Isel ™, N =1,2,
so that (2.19) follows from (2.20) and (Z.21]). Indeed, we observe that

aw¢(8’ Y, 5) = S\w + S<é<-§—>(: - )‘>7

and in the domain of integration we have

)\‘ —A’+‘cos(l(€,w))—1’

Ew_ !
fo =< [

—2k—10 | §—2k—10  5—2k—9
<2 +2 <2 ;

where we use that (5 — 1)272 < €] < (5 + 1)27% and |Z(§,w))| <
27k=10 This implies

10u0(s,y,6)| = [se| — [s[2727 > 27|se].

In particular it follows that
9u,C
2.22 == < Jsel ™
(222) el 5 lsel
where we used that |0,(| < 1. In addition, we have

#o0=0.( ) = (g et ) = (- Ga)

from which, using the above arguments, we conclude that in the domain
of integration we have |92¢| < 27%|s|. This allows us to estimate

1 2—2k 2—2k
0. (5 )15 S < 2 g e
. 10,9 |se]
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From this and (222 we obtain (ZI9) for N = 1. Now let N = 2 and
compute

LN B¢ 00 (e C(02)
@GV =0u(g5055) = o7 ~ Y e~ BoF oo

We compute
3s
Po="—F((w € —(w- 2) =027
i (@0 = 0r) =0l
Recalling that [0,¢| > $|se| > 272, |02¢| < 2% and |9)¢| Sy 1 we
conclude that

()| S lsel ™ +27%se| 7 + 27" ]se| ™ < [se] .

This finishes the proof of (221 and, in turn, the proof of (2.17]).
It remains to prove (2I6). We reset the definition of © to © =
Oxk)w(x)- As above, by rescaling it suffices to prove

(223) | Bials,y)l Sw 2781+ 27 yg )TV if [yg] = 2778 (s, p)|

for N = 1,2, where we recall that y2 = y-w’. If [y3| < 2F, the estimate
follows from the fact that the size of the support of integration is < 27

We now consider the case |y3| > 2*. By replacing w with w' in the
above argument (see (2.20))), we obtain

) [ enageie= [ e e

R2
As above, we claim

225) I 0YQE Sy (274 R) . N=12

Since the support of ¢ has measure ~ 2% ([2.23) follows from (Z.24)

and (2.25)).
We conclude the proof with the argument for (2.28). If ¢ in the

support of ¢ then
£

m — (1 . cl)w + CQCL)J_, |Cl| S 2—21@—18’ |C2| S 2—k—10
and
‘ﬁ A< 92+
(E)n
We compute
£ el
Oprp = wh - (y + s—=— 2 4 oS\ + 95 )
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We have |[y3| > 27%7%s| > 2|cas)|, as well as |y3] > 27%79(y,s)| >

|028(& — A)|. From these we conclude
(2.26) 0,101 2 |yg| > 2°
and, using |9, ¢| < 2F,

01 C
2.27 A
(2.27) 251 S 2

In addition, we have

i 1.1 1. ¢\2
O (€)= O, (S :s(“’ e d)
200 =0 () =+ (T e
within the support of ( and we conclude
1 E E kp, 2 -1
0,1 < < <2 )
9 (55)1 5 o, < g 528

From this and (Z27)) we obtain (2.25]) for N = 1. Now we consider the
case N = 2 and compute

) =s(1+027")

" 2~ QQJLC . &uicailﬁb_ C82L¢ C(Q%L(ﬁ)z
o) = Gra? ™ @ioP P (Ond)
Further,
%0 = (@' 0" - (@ 9(0F) = 0.

From (2.26) and |02, ¢| < |s| and [0, ¢| Sy 2V it follows that
(500 )] S 2% |wd |~ + 28 [y |7 + 271917 + [wd ] " < 2% 1y 1%,
which completes the proof of ([Z.28) for N = 2. O

2.2. Energy estimates in the (A, w) frames. Next, we prove energy
estimates similar to [I, Subsection 2.2], but there will be important
differences which we will point out below. At the end of the notation
section we have introduced frames adapted to a pair (A, w) with A € R
and w € S! and the new coordinates tg, zg. We denote by (7e,&e) the
corresponding Fourier variables which are given by

TO T
gé — (@)\,w @iw GO,wl) 51
6 &2
We also introduce here a fourth vector ©~ = ©, _,, for reasons which

will become apparent in the proof of the Theorem below. In the fol-
lowing theorem we set By, ,, = B;H and By, = B;H.



16 I. BEJENARU AND S. HERR

Theorem 2.3. a) Let 99 < m =min(j,k), 0 <1 <m+10 and k € K.
Let © = Oy, € A;,. Assume a = d(w, k) satisfies 27371 < o < 237
forl <m+9 and o < 227! for | = m +10; if j = 99 then we consider
only the last case. Define & = max(a,2™™).

i) If f € L2(R2) has the property that f is supported in Ay, the
following holds true

(2.28) alle™™ fllrgrz, S I lle2s

provided that | < m — 10 orl=m+ 10 A |j — k| > 10, and
Lo

229) QM s, Sl (<mto,

ii) Consider the inhomogeneous equation
(2.30) (10, + (D))u =g, u(0)=0,

where § is assumed to be supported in the set By .. If g € Ly L2, then
the solution u satisfies the estimate

(2.31) allullg 2, S 6 gl

provided that | < m — 10 orl=m+ 10 A |j — k| > 10.
Ifg e L;I(;Z)L%t 21)g: then the solution u satisfies the estimate
2 Litat)e

L3’

(2.32) oflullpm 2 Sa gl e, L<m+0.

)
acze (t,:vl)e 129 (t,zl)@

iii) Under the hypothesis of Part ii) when g € Ly L2 the solution u
can be written as

(2.33) u(t) = )i, —i—/ Us () Xto>sdS

where ug(t) = e Ply, (homogeneous solution in the original coordi-
nates) and

(234) fiollz + [ lvallzzds S @l

In addition v and 50 are supported in flk,n.

A similar statement holds true when g € L!, L?
e

(tzh)e”

A few remarks are in place about the statement of the above theorem.
First, the statement (2.29) and the corresponding ones in part ii) and
iii) hold true for all e with 273! < o < 237!, in the sense that we do not
need to restrict to I < m + 9. The reason we did so in the statement
is for the sake of conciseness. Nevertheless the statement (2.28)]) for
[ = m + 10 does not require angular separation, thus covering the
ranges skipped by the way we state (2.29).
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What is important to note is that (2.28)) fails somewhere in the range
m—9 <1< m+9in the sense that the energy estimates in the given
frames ”blow-up” and become useless. This is precisely the region
where we need to use the estimates (2.29).

A careful reading reveals that in the case [j — k| < 9, and | = m+ 10
we did not provide any estimates. As noted above, one can continue
estimates of type (229) and ([2Z32) for [ > m + 10, but these will not
be helpful for our purposes.

Proof. i) Proof of (2.28)). We start with an almost verbatim repetition
from [I, Proof of Theorem 2.4]: The space-time Fourier of w(t,z) =
D) f(x) is given by the distribution Fw = fdo where do(r,€) =
0__ VI is comparable with the standard measure on the surface
T =+/|€|>+ 1. We change the variables (7,£) — (70, o) and rewrite
fdo = Foro—n(eo); thus

(2.35) 1z S (L IVAlE<)2 || Fl 22

where the L* norms is taken on the support of F'.

We now work out the details. The equation of the characteristic
surface 7 = 1/|£|? + 1 can be rewritten as 72 — [£|> —1 = 0. In the new
frame this takes the form

1
A2 +1

1

(Mo — &) — m(% + o) — &8P —1=0.

We solve this equation for 7, hence we rewrite it as follows

A2 —1 4\ 1— )2
(2.36) m(T@)z - )\274—1%% + m(ﬁé)z — &P —1=0.

The solutions of this quadratic equation are given by

MG 2 1EL)+ (M =182+ 1)
B 22— 1

(237) 70 = h*(¢o)

We will identify which one of the two solutions is the correct one. The
positivity of the discriminant Ag = (A2 +1)2(£5)*+ (M = 1) (€312 + 1)
is implicit, as we know a priori that (230 has at least one solution. We
will come back shortly to these issues. We continue with the following
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computation:
ot 1 (22 + (N +1)%64 )
acl N2 —1 £/ (2 +1)2(6) + (M =11 +1)
1 (A2 +1)%6
T2 1(2>‘ T (N = 1)1 — 2)\5(19)

C2me+ (N -1)E8 &
T (N2 =1D1e—2X,  Te-

In a similar manner we obtain V¢ h* = (\+ 1) , from which, using

(2.35), it follows

ok '\ 2
(2.38) 1€ £|| oo 12 N<1+ sup —) £l z2-

rere 56 kn|®|

To finish the argument we need a lower bound for |7g-|. We provide
below lower bounds for Ag and 7g- for (7,€) € By, as these more
general bounds are needed in Part ii).

We need to consider a few cases: j < k — 10, |7 — k| < 9 and
j > k+ 10. Since the computations are entirely similar, we will deal
with 7 < k£ — 10 in detail. Here we have to consider two more cases:
[ <j—10and [ = j+ 10.

Case 1: [ < j —10. For (7,&) € By it holds that 7 — /|¢|? + 1 =
e(, &) with |e(r,€)| < 2872710 hence

To- =AT =& w=A/[{P+1+Ae—§ w

-M(—dﬂHﬂH¢HML4H—%ﬁkO
We have the following: [(1 — A\)\/1+[£]72] < 2(1 —\) < 27516 <
272712 (since A € Ay), |y/T+ [€] 2 — 1] < 272712 < 97220 926 <

— % < 272G and ‘\€\| < 2728 From these we conclude that

R0 < g < 2F72H10: thus we conclude that 7o- =~ 2Fa? and
To- > 252002,

In particular, using (2.38]) we obtain (2.28)). Since the solutions in
([Z37) can be recast in the form 7o- = 4v/Ag and we just proved that
To- > 0 in By, it follows that the solutions h™ in (2.37) correspond
to the choice of the surface 7 = /|¢]? + 1.

We now continue with the more general bounds for Ag in the set
B Since |7 — (€)] < 2672710 it follows that |72 — €[> — 1] < 22k—21-8
or equivalently, 72 — |¢]2 — 1 = (7, £) with |e(r,&)| < 2228 We
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rewrite the equation in characteristic coordinates as above, to obtain
7‘%, = A@ —+ (1 — )\4)6

We have already shown that 7o- > 2¥72719 and since |(1 — A)e| <
92—2-8|] _ )| < 92h-2-80-2H5 < 9%—4=2 it follows that Ag >
22k=41=22 5 22kt in By, A similar argument proves Ag ~ 2%*a* in
By, ..

Case 2: | = j 410 . For (7,€) € By it holds that 7 — /|{]2 + 1 =
e(, &) with |e(r,€)| < 2872720 hence

To- =AT =& w=AM/[{P+ 1+ — ¢ w

—|£|< ~ DVIF I+ VI 2—1+1—§|T|”+|§|)

We have the following: (1 — A)y/1+[£[72 > 1 — X > 27%78 (since
— 2j—12 £w —2j—12
AEN), WI+[E? -1 <2778 1 -357 <27¥ and||§|\<

27212 From these we conclude that —7'@7 ~ 2F=2% and also that
e > k210,

In particular, using (Z.38]) we obtain (2.28)). Since the solutions in
([Z37) can be recast in the form 7o- = 4v/Ag and we just proved that
To- < 0 in By, it follows that the solutions A~ in (2.37) correspond
to the choice of the surface 7 = /|¢]? + 1.

We now continue with the more general bounds for Ag in the set
By Since |7 — (£)| < 272730 hence |72 — |¢|> — 1] < 227272 or
equivalently, 72— |£]2—1 = €(7, &) with |e(7, £)| < 22¥=%-28 We rewrite
the equation in characteristic coordinates as above, to obtain

Té, = A@ + (1 — )\4)6

We have already shown that 7o~ > 2¥7%710 and since |(1 — M)e| <
92k=2j=26|] _ )| < 22h-2-209-27+5 — 92%—~4j-21 it follows that Ag >
22k=21=21 in By .. A similar argument proves Ag & 2?*a¢* in By, .
Although we decided to leave out the details of this argument in the
cases |[j — k| < 9 and j > k + 10, we would like to point out a simple
fact. If j = k, £ = 28w and € = 0, we obtain 7o~ = 0. This highlights
the reason why we cannot cover the case [ = m + 10 when |5 — k| < 9.
Proof of ([2.29). We start as in the proof of ([2Z28) but with the

goal of writing fdo = F&g%:h(ﬁ_)é(l_)). This gives the bound

1
(2.39) 1N S A+ [VAl=) 2| £l

[SENIC)

where the L*> norm of Vh is taken on the support of F.
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We use the equation of the characteristic surface in the form (2.30)
and solve this equation for &} :

(240) é’% — iLi(T@,gé) — :t /A@,
7 (Ao — €5)% — 25 (e + AEL)? — 1. Now,
oht 1 (N—Dre—2X, 1 1o

where Ag =

o0 A2+1 gg A48
In a similar manner we obtain 2 851 = (A2 + )552 , from which, using
(2.39), it follows
k 2
(2.41) [ f||L°° 2 S|4 sup ) [l
t.zDe e k,k |§®|
To finish the argument we use €3] = |¢ - wt| =~ 2% . a. As before, a

direct computation shows that in the set By, we have |£3| ~ 2% -« and
A@ ~ (2k . Oé)2.

ii) and iii) The proofs of these estimates are entirely similar to the
corresponding ones in [I]. The basic idea is that once the linear phe-
nomenology is unraveled by (228) and (2.29)), obtaining the energy
type estimates is done in a similar manner: change the coordinates
and estimate all quantities taking into account the localization in By .
Note that in part i) we upgraded some of our estimates to By. 0

3. REDUCTION AND NULL STRUCTURE OF THE CUBIC DIRAC

The cubic Dirac equation (L.2) has a linear part with matrix coef-
ficients. Below, we rewrite (L2) as a new system which has two half
Klein-Gordon equations as linear parts, see (3.3]) below, and we identify
a null-structure in the nonlinearity, similarly to the ideas for the Dirac-
Klein-Gordon system presented in [0, Section 2 and 3] and adapted
to the Cubic Dirac equation in dimension n = 2 in [19]. However, in
contrast to the above mentioned papers, we keep the mass term inside
the linear operator. The setup here is the two-dimensional equivalent
of [1, Section 3] and we repeat the most important aspects.

Multiplying the cubic Dirac equation from the left with 4°, we obtain

(3.1) —i(0 + - V+if)y = (4, 5Y) Y.

where § = 7% and o/ = 7%/ and o -V = o?9;. The new matrices
satisfy

(3.2) odaf +ofad =200, of+ B’ =0.
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Following [6] we decompose the spinor field relative to a basis of the
operator a- V +i3 with symbol a-£+ 3. Since (a-&+6)% = (|€*+ 1)1,
the eigenvalues are +(¢). We introduce the projections I (D) with

symbol
14(6) = 31 F (6o + AL

As in [1], we slightly deviate from [0, formula (5)] by switching the sign
in II4 for internal consistency purposes. The key identity is

—i(a -V +i8) = (D)(II_(D) — I (D))

where (D) has symbol /|¢|? 4+ 1. The following identity, which can
be verified easily at the level of the symbols, will be important in our
computations:

s

i (D)3 = p(Ilx(D) F @)

We then define ¢, = I1.(D)y and split ¢ = ¢, + ¢¥_. By apply-
ing the operators I1L(D) to the cubic Dirac equation we obtain the
following system of equations

(3.3) {m T {DY)y = —TL, (D) (1, B 30)

(10, = (D))¢— = =I_(D)((), 1) B1)).

This system will replace (I.2]) as the object of our research for the rest
of the paper. It is obvious from the form of the operators Il that
|¥]lx = [[v4]lx + [[#—||x for many reasonable function spaces X. In
particular we use it for X = H %(R2) so that we conclude that the
initial data for 33) satisfies 11 (0) € Hz (R2).

To reveal the null structure, we start with (¢, f1) which, in our
decomposition, is rewritten as

(¥, By = (L (D)Yy, BIL(D)3py) + (M- (D)y—, BII_(D))p-)
+ (I (D), BIL_(D)3p—) + (1L (D)3, BIL(D)1by)

Next we analyze the symbols of the bilinear operators above.

Lemma 3.1. The following holds true
L (I (n) = O(L(&m)) + O™ + (m)™)
I (T (n) = O(L(=&m) + O™+ (m™)
Proofs of this result can be found [6] or [I9] modulo the fact that the
operators Il there do not include the 8 factor; but this is accounted

by the additional factor of O((¢)~! + (n)~') in the estimate above,
see also [I, Lemma 3.1] for the three-dimensional case. For a detailed

(3.4)
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explanation why the above result plays the role of a null structure we
refer the reader to [1, Section 3].

4. FUNCTION SPACES

Based on the estimates developed in Section 2] we now define the
function spaces in which we will perform the Picard iteration for (83)).
The construction here is a significant refinement of [I, Section 4]. Some
of the similarities to the function spaces used in the wave map problem
[10], 24, 26] are highlighted by using a similar notation.

For 1 < p < 0o we define

1
Hf||‘/i’<p> = ||fHL?°L§+< tsupz Z HeﬂthVH<D>f(ty+1)_e$ztu<D>f(ty)H;gg) ?
v)€2 LeN

where the supremum is taken over the set Z of all increasing sequences.
For the following, we consider a fixed r € N (which is implicit in the
definition, cf. Subsection 2.T]).
For low frequencies, that is for £ < 99, we define

1152 = Ifllvz

+(D)

5 sy, | 2,5

For the high frequencies, that is £ > 100, the norm has a multiscale

structure. We recall the notation convention that A;,., = Aj.(.,), and

similarly for €;,,. Given I < k+ 10, x € K; and j > 89, we define

structures SE[k, k, j].
f89<j=01—-10<k—100orl=k+10A 75 > k+ 10, let

Ifllsiny = sup sup 270 fllse.
®1€Kj1100  OEAj «, te "o
d(r,r1)<271+3

If max(90,1 —9) < min(j,k) <1+9, let

l
+ g = su sup 272 2
1 flls [k, k5] Me’cﬁw: GEanl ||f||Lz<(59,iL(ml)iS
2713 <d(k,ky) <2713
If max(90,1+ 10) < min(j, k), let
1 f Nl sk m) = sup sup 2_l||f||L°§>EL2lL
k1€K 110: @EAj,,.gl e To

2-1=3<d(k,rq)<2 143

Then for k € K; we define the cap localized structure as

||f||5’i[k,/i] = ||f||Lt°°L§ + sup ||f||Si[k,w}'
max(89,l—10)<j
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We define the endpoint structure
1
—k 2 2 2
Plewos = (3 2HIRSI, s, IR, i )

KEK K110

Next, for some % <p< % (any p in this range will work, see Section
[6) we define

1
2
i_ m
r|f||s;=<§j||mf||2v;<m> 2578 sup 27| QE fll s

KEK

1
2
T lene + sp (30 1Q% Pl I )
KEK)

<i<k+10

Remark 1. If [; > Iy, we have that for each k; € K;, the number of
Ko € Ky, with k1 N Ky # ( is uniformly bounded. As a consequence,
essential parts of this norm are square-summable with respect to caps:
For later purposes, we note that for [ < /',

2 2
D NP, S D0 1P fle, -
KEK) K e
and, for all 1 <[ <k,
2 < 2
H%; 1Pefllvz S 1F Il
l
Similarly, we have

—k 2 2
Z { Z 2 HPWPRJCHZQM L2 L3 1), + HPWPRJCHZAM L%Looi}

KeK;  KEKk410 5 %o
< Z —k 2 2 < 2
S 5 TIPS, IS, i ST
KELK 110 © e

For this reason we introduce the norm

1
3
||f||l2s,=f = (Z ||PHf||%/i<D)> + ||f||END2:

KEK
which has now the property that for any 1 <1 < k + 10
(41) S 1P < 1B
KEK)
For any |l — | < 10, we also have

> D NPeQE Pl e S I 1,

R’GICZ/ KEK)
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where we use Part i) of Lemma [£.] below.

The space ST corresponding to regularity at the level of H?(R?) is
the complete subspace of L>°(R, H?(R?)) defined by the norm

1 llsse = IP<sof sz, + (D2 22 B3 )"

k>90

Recall from Subsection 2.I] that this construction is useful up to time
2", so for any closed interval I C (—2",2") we define the space S*(I)
of all functions on I which have extensions to functions in S*°, with
norm

N == ] f F ,U:F == .
flssei = int {IFlsee s Fli = f)

Note that the space S57(I) := S=7(I) N C(I, H?(R?)) is a closed
subspace of S*7(1).

Now we construct the space for the nonlinearity. For 1 < ¢ < oo,
b € R, we define

1 xe0 = [[ Q1@ 122) e

For the low frequency part of the nonlinearity we define

q -
Z’!?L

g = it {0l g+ W olagas + 156l g} 1 Nz

Let (NF)* denote the dual of Ni° and let S;"* be endowed with the
norm

(4.2) 1 llsgw = 1 fllzgerz + 1SN 4ag e
Then, we observe that for £ < 99,
(4.3) SE c (NE)* ¢ Sy

Next, let £ > 100. For 1 <[l < k + 10 we consider k € K; and
consider the following types of atoms:

A1 :If89<j57=1-10<k—100orl=k+10A7 > k410, functions
f@ with

2l||f@||L1iL2i = 1a
t(_) zg

where © € A;,, and k1 € K;;10 with d(k, k) < 273,
A2 : If max(90,1 —9) < min(j, k) <1+ 9, functions fo with

L
22 Hf®||L;éiLfml)$ =1,

where © € Q; ., and k; € K410 with 27073 < d(ky, k) < 273,
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A3 : If max(90,1+ 10) < j < min(j, k), functions fg with
2l||f@||L1iLii =1,

e %o

where © € A;,, and k; € Kj110 with 273 < 20d(ky, k) < 23

We then define, in the standard way, N*[k, k] to be the atomic space
based on the above atoms.

Now, similarly to [1], we define the following atomic structure

+iat = inf { .14+ 1
o =il (WAl + Il

1
+ Y (X 1Palpn) )

1<I<k+10  keK,

(4.4)

where the atoms ¢; in the above decomposition are assumed to be
localized at frequency 2* and modulation < 2¥~2 more precisely that
Qi:k—mpkgl =g

The third component in N;"*, i.e. the > 1<i<ks10 91> Will henceforth
be called the cap-localized structure. The atoms g; are localized in
frequency and modulation, while when they are measured in N*[k, x]
the atoms ae in the decomposition g, = ) g ae are not assumed to
keep that localization. However, by applying the operator Q:Ek—mp’fﬁ
to the decomposition and using [I, Lemma 4.1 i)] (which holds true in
dimension 2 verbatim) one obtains a new decomposition with similar
norm. From now on our convention is that we assume that the atoms ag
in the atomic decomposition have the correct frequency and modulation
localization.

Let (N;*)* denote the dual of N, and S;-" be endowed with the
norm

(4.5)
1
2
7l = Wllsz 0l e+ st (S0 Q% o Pef [pon)
L<U<k+10 N S22
Then, we record that
(4.6) SE c (N ¢ S,

with continuous embeddings, i.e.

[Fllseo S 1l wzony < £l

Now we are in a position to define the space for dyadic pieces of the
nonlinearity for high frequencies by setting

1_1)g
1 vt = 1 F e + 2575 fl oz
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The space for the nonlinearity at regularity H? is defined via

1
o 2
| Fllvee = 1 Pesofllz, + (D0 2% Puf I3 )

k>90

Now we show why the above structures are relevant for the equations
we study. We first note a technical result on boundedness properties
of certain frequency and modulation localization operators.

Lemma 4.1. i) For all k > 100 and m > 1, the operators @im are
bounded on S,;t, N,;t.

ii) For all k > 100,1 <1 < k+ 10,k € K;, and functions u localized
at frequency 2%, we have

(4.7) | (T (D) — Mx(2%w(k))) Pyulls < 27| Peulls
for S € {SE, Sy

Proof. i) We start with the boundedness of Q;m on the components
of Ski. The boundedness of @im on the Vﬁ<D> is standard, see e.g. [9,
Cor. 2.18]. The boundedness of Qém on the

267D sup 27| Q3 f gz

structure follows from the commutativity property Qi,@im = QémQ,in,
and the boundedness of Qﬁm on the LV L2 type spaces.

Next, we notice that the kernel of Qﬁm}sﬁ belongs to L;, under the
hypothesis m > 1 and k € Ky 10. Using_that PHQjSEm = ~jSEmP,.gPH, this
implies the boundedness of Qém on the

—k 2 2
(X 2MIRA, i, F IR, s )

KkEKK110

D=

component of S l;t

For the boundedness of Q% on the S*[k, k] components we use an
argument similar to the one used in [I, Lemma 4.1], part ii). S*[k, x|
itself has several components and we will provide a complete argument
for one of them; this will also serve as a template for the other ones.
With x € K; for some 1 <[ < k+ 10, it is enough to consider only the
case m < k — 2. We fix the + sign choice, fix j with max(90,+ 10) <
min(j, k), consider £y with 2773 < d(k, k1) <273 and © € A, ,.

The operator Qimpk,i is a Fourier multiplier whose symbol

am,k,n(77 5) = XSM(T - <§>)>~<k(§)ﬁn(§)
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satisfies |02, ap kx| S (277%) 77, The inverse Fourier transform of aum k.
with respect to 7, ,, satisfies

| Kigw(te, o)l Sy 272 (1 + |te|2™#) ™Y, for any N € N.
From this we obtain the uniform bound

||Kl,k,n||L,}(_)Lg§>9 S L

On the other hand we have

Feo (@;pkﬁf) = Kk *to ‘Fﬁefv
where one performs convolution with respect to tg variable only. From

the above statements it follows that Q;mpkﬁ is bounded on L;’;Li o

Proving the bounds for Qém on the components of N,;t is done in an
entirely similar way:.
ii) The proof is similar to [I, Lemma 4.1] and therefore omitted. [

We continue with a few preparatory results. In order to later deal
with the Vﬁ< py structure, we show that the analogue of the fungibility
estimate [22], formula (159)] holds in our spaces, more precisely

Lemma 4.2. For all g = Phg and any collection (I,),en of disjoint
intervals the estimate

(48) Sl < ol

holds true, uniformly in k > 100.

Proof. We proceed similarly to [22 pp. 176-178], the minor differences
in the following proof are mostly due to the lack of scale invariance:
It suffices to consider the +-case. It is obvious for L}L2-atoms, so

we are left with X+~ 3l-atoms and the cap-localized structure.
a) X2l atoms: We will prove

(4.9) oAl S Ay

LlL24 XT3
for P, f1 = fi1. By definition, this follows from
@10) S IQuAlR, g S 2IQmAIR

2

which we establish by proving
(4.11) D N1Qem(11,@uflIze S 1@m fill7e,

(4.12) D Q< (1, Q@ f) a2 S 27" 1Qum full 2
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The first one is trivial, since Qy,, is bounded in L?, so we focus on
(@12): Let (J,) be the subcollection of all intervals in (7,) satisfying
|J,| > 27™ and (K,) all remaining intervals. For the short intervals
(K,), we obtain

Y NQum(i, Quf) 32 S Mk Quufillzare 27 Y 1k, Qufall72.

Concerning the long intervals (.J,)), we have

Q<m(1Jmef1) = Q%m((@wmlJu>(me1))
and it is easily checked that

QLo (D] SV Aapm() ™Y, apm(t) := 1+ 27t —al +27[t — D).

Let J, = [a,,b,]. Because of their disjointness and |.J,| > 27™, we have
Yoo LS (2t —a |+ 2" =b, )N ST (N >1).

Fix N = 2. We conclude that
I CRRENAAFED S [CRRAICHA]

<ZH ar iyl 1210Gs o m@mfill 7212
< 2 mZHOZ[aV bu me1HL2L2

s / > i O Qu i (Bl 2dt £ 27" |Qu .

i b) ca~p—localized structure: Consider f3 = ), 109 satisfying
QY _ 9 Prgi = g1 For fixed 1 <1 <k + 10, we write

Lg = Q>k 21( Vgl)+Q<k 21(1Iu9l)

By a similar argument as presented in [I, Proof of Prop. 4.2, Part 1,
Case c)] it follows that

k=21
1Pegillzz, S22 [ Pegill v pin)-

For the first contribution, this implies

1QL k(1 g)l%s 0 S 227 1(Lr, Pegn)lIZ2
?

kEK; v

5 2Ry HPRQIHL?,X S 2 IPegilivei

KEK, KEK)
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For the second contribution we use Lemma 4.1 and the fact that
Sl s < A1 1o

Yy17y2

for any orthogonal frame (y;,42) € R due to Minkowski’s inequality
to deduce that for fixed x € K; we have

Z HQ—:k—ﬂ(lL}Pfigl)||?\7+[k7n} N Z H(llupngl)n?\fﬂk,n] S ||Pf€gl||?\7+[k,n}7

which we then sum up with respect to k € K;. We obtain

1 1
2 ~ 2
(X falzea)’ s 3 (10 atnal?, 5.

1<i<k—-10

+ (XX 10% (bR o)

v KREK;

1
S Y (X IPali)

1<I<k+10  KEK,

and the proof is complete. 0
Let ¢ be any fixed Schwartz function and 7 (-) = ¥(5).

Lemma 4.3. Fix any 1 < p < 2. For all T > 0 we have
1_
sup 2" QY P )l rprz S sup 2| QuPrfllprrz + T% | Pufll oo r2-
me me

Consequently, there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any closed interval I C
(=21 2" 1) we have
(4.13) 1P Bl 5.0 (1) < ¢l D]l 1o (22)-
Proof. Let f = Pf. Obviously, |Q<m¥r|lLe S 1 and [Qnvr|(t) =
[Qrom1)](%), hence
1Qutbr|| s Sn TH(T2™)™N for any N € N.

We split
First,

2" Qu[Qem (V1) flll 22 S Qi (V1) | 2o 2™ | Qe f Il 222 -

Second,

2" Q[ Qo (Wr) flllrL2 S NQmm ()| 227 [ f| 5o 22
l m\ — m l—
STHT2™ 2| fllogerz S TP || flloeere.
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Third,
2™M|Qu Q@ () fllzrzs S27 Y 1 Qumy (V1) Qs fll o2
mi1>m
S2" Y 1@y (V)| Qs fllpre
mi>m
S D 2 sup 27| Quy fll e
mi1>m mi

Concerning the second claim, we define the extension F' = t)pe™P) ¢,
where we choose 1) to be equal to 1 on (—1,1), to be supported in
(—2,2) and 7 defined as above with 7' = 277!, The estimate fol-
lows from the first claim, the results from Section 2] and the fact that
multiplication with smooth cutoffs is a bounded operation in V2. O

Proposition 4.4. i) For all g € N and initial data ug € L*(R?), both
localized at (spatial) frequency 2% (in the sense that P.g = g, Pyug =
up), k > 100, the solution u of

(4.14) (10, £ (D))u =g, u(0) = up,
satisfies Yru € Si& for all 1 ST <27, and
(4.15) [rullss S lglls + lollze

ii) A similar statement holds true for 90 < k < 99. For all g € Nf89
and nitial data ug € L*(R?), both localized at (spatial) frequency < 289
(in the sense that nggg = g,PSE;gUO = wug), the solution u of (ALI4)
satisfies Yru € SZgy for all 1 ST <27, and

(4.16) lrullss, S llgllve, + lluollze
Proof. 1) It suffices to consider the + case. Due to Lemma 3]t suffices
to consider ug = 0. Our first claim is that we have the following
estimate:

(4.17) ||U||s]j\END,j + ||¢Tu||END,:r S ||9||Nki

where S;" \ END;" contains all norm components of S,f except the
END;" one. The time cut-off in is needed to recoup the EN D}’ struc-
ture. Besides the V(21:)> component, the proof of (£I7) is analogous to
the 3d case in [I, Prop. 4.2], which, in particular, implies the L2°L2-
bound. In what follows we provide the estimate for the V<2D> part of
E17).

First, we follow the general strategy of [22) Prop. 5.4 and Lemma
5.8] to prove the V<2D>—estimate on a fixed cap k € K; with [ := k 4 10:



THE CUBIC DIRAC EQUATION 31

For any interval [a, b] the function
w,(t) = Pou(t) — 9P P u(a)
solves
(10, £ (D))w, = Pyg, wg(a) =0,
hence we obtain, using the L¥°L2-bound,

1Peu(b) — =P Pou(a)l 2 < 1jap Py -
For any (t,) € Z, using (L)), we conclude

S e 0 Pty 1) — e P Pt < 3 1t 1Pl

< 1Pl

and finally we take the supremum over Z.
Second, we sum up the squareS' By the estimate above,

(X 1Pals ) < (anﬁgn N

KEK, KEK)

hence it remains to prove

1
(4.18) (X 1Pl )™ < Nl
KEK]
uniformly in 1 <[ < k410. By Minkowski’s inequality, this is obviously
true for the LFL2-part of the N; -norm, and also for the X*~2'! and
LlL?-atoms in N, so it remains to prove it for the cap-localized
structure. We observe that

(X (2 (ZIrPalonn)))

KG/Ck+1O 1<lU'<k+10 HIEICII

1
S Y (X X IBPeln)

1<U<k4+10  w'eKy kE€KK+10

We now argue why (£I8) holds for the case when g is an atom in
the cap localized structure. The only non-trivial case is when go =
Q<p—or Poge where k' € Ky and I” < k + 10, while the information

we have is control on ||g@||L1 2 or |lgellp. 2 as described in Al
e x?_) (t,zl)@

- A3 prior to the definition ([@4). Without restricting the generality
of the argument, consider we have control of the first type. The key
observation is that the operators P.Qy_oy P are almost orthogonal
with respect to kK € K; when acting on L . One way to formalize this

is through the identity P,Q-p_oy Py = P(/—@ £0)P.Q oy P where
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f’(l-{, o) are operators localizing the Fourier variable g in almost dis-
joint cap-type regions. This is a consequence of the transversality be-
tween the direction © and the Fourier support of Q~x_oy Py

Taking advantage of this almost orthogonality, we obtain

2 2
> 1Pegellzy rz, < llgellzy rz,
KEK K110

and this finishes the proof of (AI7]).

Next we show how we derive (4I5]) using (4I7)). The problem en-
countered by a direct argument is that ¢ does not commute well with
the modulation localizations present in the St[k, x|. t¥ru solves the
following equation:

(4.19) (10, £ (D)) (Yru) = trg + ipu.
with the initial data ¥ru(0) = u(0) = 0. Since we have

lirullpie S Nullpgerz S llulls < Mgl
and from the proof of Lemma we easily obtain

(4.20) lorglly: < llgll

We can invoke again (4.I7]), this time for the equation (4.19), to obtain

||¢TU||S;\END; S ||9||Nk,+-

This concludes the proof of (ATI3]).

ii) The proof of part ii) can be carried over in a similar but simpler

4
way, except for the case when g € L;,. A complete argument, including
4

the L}, part, can be found in [2, Proposition 7.2]. O
Corollary 4.5. For any r € N, closed intervals I C (=271,27=1) all
ug € H°(R?) and g € N7, there erists a unique solution u € ST(I)
of (AI4), and the following estimate holds true
(4.21) [ullsto(r) S [lgllnee(r) + [luol 1o
Proof. By definition of the spaces, it suffices to prove this for frequency
localized functions which is provided by Proposition .4 above. O

Now, we conclude that we can control all non-endpoint Strichartz
norms in our spaces, see also [10] 111, 24) 12] for other Strichartz type
bounds. We refine the argument from [22] in the sense that we include
additional cap-localizations which give stronger bounds.



THE CUBIC DIRAC EQUATION 33

Corollary 4.6. Let p,q > 2 such that (p, q) is a Schrédinger-admissible
pair, i.e.
1 1 1 2
p,q) #(2,00), —+-==,ands=1— —
(p.0) # (2u00), o 0 = :
or a wave admissible pair, i.e.

2 1 1 2 1
pa‘]?'é47007_+—§—,ands:1———_
(P q) # ( )p s

qg p
i) Then, we have
(4.22) 1 Peull pp s ey S 25 Prull s
ii) Moreover, we have
1
2 S
(4.23) Sup ( Z HPkPHuH%f(R;Lg(RQ))) S 2 HPkUHski
1<I<k+10 K

Proof. 1t suffices to prove ii). The estimate holds for PyP.u in the
atomic space U} D) because it is true for free solutions, which follows
from TT* argument and (2.I1]), hence it holds for UP-atoms. Now,
by changing P, P.u on a set of measure zero, we may assume that

u is right-continuous, hence the claim follows from || P,Pullyr = <
ULy ™

||PkPHu||Vi<D>, which holds for any p > 2, see [22], formula (189)], and
[9, Section 2] for more details on these spaces. The claim follows from
the definition of || - HSI:J: and

sup SIS S ST NP

Y
+(D) +(D)
1<I<k+10 keK, KeK

which is obvious. U

Clearly, one can also interpolate the estimates provided by Corollary
to obtain all Klein-Gordon admissible pairs (up to endpoints).

5. BILINEAR AND TRILINEAR ESTIMATES

In this section we provide the crucial bilinear Lim—type estimates for
functions in our spaces. For technical reasons, we also provide some
trilinear estimates at the end of the section.

We use the same convention as in I Section 5] throughout the rest of
the paper, namely that u’s denote scalar-valued functions v : R x R? —
C, while 1’s denote vector-valued functions 1 : RxR? — Cf. As before,
a function f is said to be localized at frequency 2F if f = P, f if K > 90
or f = P<gof if k =89. The first main result in this section is
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Proposition 5.1. i) For all k; > 89 and ko > 100 with 10 < |k — ko
and ¢ € S,;'z_ localized at frequency 2% for j = 1,2, the following holds
true:

(5.1)  [(He(D)dhr, fLLL(D)en) || 12 S 21971||¢1||s;;1 12l 55
ii) If in addition | < min(kq, ko) + 10, then
(5.2)

kq—1
<272 ||¢1||s,§1||¢2||532,w.
L2

Z <Hi(D)pm¢l>5Hi(D)pnzw2>

K1,k EK:
d(£r,trg)<27!

In both (B1)) and (B2)) the sign of each +r and Iy is chosen to be
consistent with the one of the corresponding S*.

ii1) In the case |k — ko| < 10 the above (B.1)-(5.2)) hold true provided
the following parallel interaction term is subtracted:

> (Tu(D) Py, BTILL(D) Payiba).

nl,NQEKkZ:
d(£rq,Erg)<2 k2 +3

w) If S,;';’w is replaced with S, then (B1) and [B2) improve as
follows:

min(ky ko) . min(ky,k)—1
- the factor becomes 27— 2, respectively, 2 2 ;

- they hold for all ky, ko > 89 (in particular, no terms need to be
subtracted in the case |ky — ko| < 10).

Proof of Proposition[5.1. To make the exposition easier, we choose to
prove all the estimates for the + choice in all terms. A careful exami-
nation of the argument reveals that the other choices follow in a similar
manner.

We consider k; > 89 and ko > 100 and distinguish the following
three cases: k1 < ko — 10, |k1 — ko] < 10 and ky > ko + 10. We will
work out in detail the first case, that is for k& < k9 — 10. One should
also note the close relation between these ranges and the ones given by
the energy estimates in Theorem [2.3]

We will reduce (5.I)) and (5.2]) to the following claim: For all uq, us
localized at frequencies 2%, respectively 2%, and [ < k; + 10 the fol-
lowing estimate holds true:

- g+
(5.3) > 1P un Pryuaf 2 S22 ||u1’|s,jl||u2||s;2;wa
K1,k €K *

where * means that the above sum is restricted to the range 2712 <
d(k1, ko) <272 or d(ky, k) < 271*2 in the case | = k; + 10.
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We rely on the following estimate:

Z ||pmul : pﬁ2u2||L2 < A+ Ay,

K1,k €K

where

Av= Y 1Byl P @yt

K1,k2 €K *
2k —1 ~ 9 1 - ) 1
S277 ( > ||PH1“1HL,?°L§) ( > ||Pn2sz2_2zU2||L2)
H]E’Cl HQE’C[
2ky = ~ 5 kp-2l
S 2 ( Z ||PK1U1||L?OL?C) 2 2 ||th‘2—2lu2||x+,%yo@
K1EK;

k1t
S 277 Jlunllsy lluallsg -

The second term A,, corresponding to the interaction f’mul-Q%z_gl}sﬁz Us,
needs particular attention. We distinguish three particular scenarios
[ <ki—11,k—10 <1 < k1+9and [ = k;+10 and each of them is dealt
with one of the three energy in frames components in the definition of
S+ []{72, Iig] .

If | < k; — 11, then we estimate as follows

e TS RRuls, e

K1,k2€K % KEK K, 110

@Siﬁ,n | Q<ky—21 Py 2 ||L;>§_)Lg®

Jun

S ( > sup o Sup ||Q-<k2—2lpli2u2||L§gL§®>
K€K 4100 OEAL, | =
r2€Ky mﬁmi#@ L

- 2y 2
(X (X InPauls, ) )

K1€EK; HE/Ck1+10

k1t
S 257 g 2 el g0
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Ifkﬁl—10<l<k‘1+9 then

= > > |pr Pmulllzg W L,

K1,k2€E % KEKE, 110

9232 1Q<ko—2 P ol e 12,
1

< sup sup || Q<ky— 2le<2“2’|L°°L2 i
>

rERE +10° OEQ
1 15
K2 €K wiiy 20

~ o 1
(S (X inhwls, )

r1€EK; HE’Ck1+10

~

S 2 71||Pmullls+ 22 | Prytiall g v

If | = ky + 10, we repeat the argument of the first case without the
additional localization to caps of size 2¥+1°, and obtain

Ay = Z ||PmU1||Z®eAk L3, L3 @ESUP ||Q<kz—2lpnzu2||L?gL%@
K1,k2€K ke

< k1
S llallsg 2% lJuall s -
Obviously, (B.3) implies
(5.4) > PP S 27 ||U1||s+ [zl g

K1,k2 €K *

Now, we turn to the proof of (5.2)). Using (5.4]) we claim the following

Y (D) Pyyhr, BT (D) Peyis) | 12
(55) K1,k2€K *
k1—1
S 277 [T (D)l 1T (D)eda | v
To prove (B.5]), we linearize the operator II (D) as follows
[4(D) = T, (25 (k;)) + 11 (D) — 1, (25w (x;))
where j = 1,2. Taking into account (5.4]) and (B.4]) we obtain

D (25w (k1)) Py, BT (250 (k2)) Py tha) | 2

K1,k €K *
k-t
S 27 [nllg llallgr e
1 2

where we have used |Z(w(k1),w(k2))| < 27! and that O(27% +27k2) <
2~k < 27,
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The estimate for the remaining terms follows from using (5.4]) and
(47). Now, we use

[{IL (D)ihr, 1L (D)) ]| 2
SO Y HPLI(D)r, BRI (D)) | 12,

1<i<k1+10 k1 ,k2E€K; %

and (5.5]) and observe that the summation with respect to [ is performed
using the factor of 273,

This finishes the proof of i) and ii) in the case k1 < ko — 10. The
proof of (B.3)) in the case k; > ko + 10 is similar in the case | < ky — 11
and [ = ky + 10, and also in the case ky — 10 < | < ky 4+ 9 for the
contributions A;. In the case of A, we modify the argument as in [I]
Prop. 5.1]: We decompose

pfﬂul - Z Pliplilul

KEKK; +10

and note that the interactions Pﬁpﬁlul ]5,{2 uy are almost orthogonal with
respect to K € K, 410, which follows from the fact that both Pﬁpﬁlul
and J5H2u2 have Fourier-support of size & 1 in the direction orthogonal
to w(ks). As a consequence

Hpnlul : pﬁg@<k2—2lu2“%2 5 Z ||Pl~€pl-€1u1 : PR2Q<k2—2lu2||%2

KEK K +10

and we can proceed as before.
The proof in the case |k; — ko] < 10 is similar, except that there
there is no mechanism to deal with the parallel interactions

Z <pli1ulapfigu2>

nl,NQEKkZ:
d(rq,mp)<2~R2+3

in (5.3). This is the reason we cannot estimate this term and claim
only the equivalent of (5.1))-(5.2) which excludes it.
Finally, the improvement in iv) is justified as follows: Since both

. k1
terms are 1n S,j type spaces, by symmetry reasons we can replace 272
min(kq,kg)

by 2=z  in (5J) and similarly in (52). If 89 < ki, ks < 100 we
simply use the L*-Strichartz bound on both functions. In the other
cases where |k; — ka| < 10 we use the fact that in S;” we have access to
the full family of Strichartz estimates for both terms and we estimate
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the parallel interactions term as follows:

| Y B Pawl|s Y 1Pl Pl

ﬁl,NQE)CkZ: ml,KQE)CkZ:
d(rq,mp) <2~ R2H3 d(k,mp)<2 k2 t3
~ 1 ~ 1
2 \2 2 \2
SO0 IBawl7a)* (D lIPeuslia)
R1€/Ck2 RzG/Ck2

< 2 Jurllger s -
1 2

This matches the numerology claimed in (5.3]) and adds up correctly
with the other angular interactions to give (B.I]) and (5.2)). O

Remark 2. The estimates of Proposition [5.1] can be interpolated with
the trivial estimate

ol ol | ooz S 25 1| poe 2102l oo £2

obtain by the Bernstein inequality. In particular, for 2 < r < oo we
obtain

(56)  [{Ie(D)eoy, BILL(D)s) |0 S 25007 [l N1l

We finish this section withtwo trilinear estimates.

Lemma 5.2. Assume ki < ko < k3 and each 1; is supported at
frequency 2% i = 1,2,3. The following estimate holds true for any
% < p <2 and any choice of signs s; € {x£},1 =1,2,3:

2678 (L, (D), AL, (D)) BTy (D) s 2
o330kl g1 1) ik # o

w

(5.7)

Proof. The strategy is to recombine v; and 3 or 15 and 13 and provide
an L? type estimate as in (5.]). A careful analysis reveals that one can
still extract gains from the null structure when recombining terms.
We provide a complete argument for the II, (D) part of each term,
that is we assume 1; = I, (D)v;,Vi € {1,2,3}. A similar argument
works for the other combinations. Fix 0 < < k; + 10 and write

I = Z <J5mwlaﬁpmw2>ﬁ¢3

K1,k2€K; %

where * indicates that we consider the range 2713 < d(ky, ko) < 2719,
if | < ki + 10, or d(ky, k2) < 27 in the case [ = k; + 10.
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Let I < k1 +10. Fix Ky, ko € K; subject to x. We explain now how
to take advantage of the null condition in this context. For j = 1,2 we
decompose

[14(D) = M4 (2%w(ry)) + T4 (D) = T4 (2M w(k;))

and use ([3.4) and (1) to extract a factor of 27! from the expression
(Pm@bl, ﬁf’mwg) in all the computations below. To keep things simple
in the estimates below, we skip the step where each 1,7 = 1,2 goes
through the above decomposition and simply just book the factor of
271,

We start with the high modulation component of 13 which we esti-
mate as follows

(P, b1, BPryth) BQs ey -2t | o1z
(58) = 2_l||Pm¢1||L§j;||Pn2¢2||LE%LgO||th3—2l¢3||Lg,

2

EEES 122y k3
S 2 NPty 20 T Bl 272 sz,

For the low modulation component, we decompose

(5.9) Y=Y > Puts+ Y Puis

I'<l—8 k3eky* K3 €™

where if k3 € K, d(ks, k1) ~ d(ks, k) = 27 while if k3 € K,
d(ks, k1) + d(k3, ko) < 2719 Fix I’ < [ — 8. Using (5.3)) we estimate

||<pm¢1, 6p/i2w2>6 Z PngQ-<k3—2l¢3||LfL%
K3EKS

Pty Y PruQuro-artls

K3 EIC;‘,*

<9l P
S2NPl B

Ko+l

—92 ~ D
ST B llasy 2T 1 Pt sy, 193l

since it follows from the proof of (5.3]) that the operator @Q-g,—o is
disposable and we only need the /%S, component for f’,{z@bQ.

For the second sum, where x3 € K;**, the key property is that
27 < d(ks, k1) + d(ks, k2) < 271 Thus we can split the set K =
S1 U Sy, 81N Sy = 0 such that k3 € ) satisfies d(ks, k1) > 27, while
K3 € Sy satisfies d(ks, kg) > 27



40 I. BEJENARU AND S. HERR

The part of the sum with k3 € S is estimated as above with I’ = [,
thus leading to

[(Pr 1, BPryth2) B> PryQ<rs—attsl rpre
K3ES2
_ P2V 1 B katl
52 l2(1+ » )k1||me1||l2Szl2 22 ||Pn2¢2||125’;r2 ||¢3||S]j3

The part of the sum with k3 € Sy is estimated as follows

(P01, BPaytba) B> PryQiy—zttisl o2

Kk3€EST

p/ﬂwl Z PH3Q<]€3—21¢3HL

K3€EST

~ kq+1 3 1 ~
S22 B By sy 260 250 B [ (Wl

<9o-l|p
S2 NPl g,

8p
a+p
¢ TLE

The last inequality was obtained by interpolating between the two es-
timates

1Pn > P53Q<k3—2l¢3’

kit =
S 2% Pl Il

K3EST LiL:
P 3 Pe@us-ats| . S 21 Pt sy sl
3 1

where the first one follows from (5.3) and its proof, while the second
one follows from the trivial estimate || Py, ¢z < 28| Py 1| 152

to N

Bringing together the two inequalities we obtain:

||<15n1¢17515n2¢2>5 Z PRSQ<k3—2l¢3||L§’L%

r3EK*
7 1

L (T_L » 5% p
S22 25| Pyl 2057 | Pl s sy

At this time we can perform the summation with respect to the de-
composition of 13 in (5.9) to obtain:

||<pmw1> 5p52¢2>6Q<k3—2l¢3||LfL§
(I D A 9 1ypo i 5
<2722 2p>k1||me1||lzsz12<s 2p)kz||Pm¢2||lgsk+2IIwgll%,

To this estimate we add the high modulation component estimate in
(5.8) to conclude with

[Py tbr, BPreytba) Bbsl pr2

_l (T L ~ 9_ 1 ~
SR Py 2575 Pl sl
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The cap summation with respect to ki,ks € K; : * is performed
using the [? property of the [2Sy spaces ([A.):

I )" (P, BPotba) Bs rpre

K1,k €L %
L (T_ 1 91
52—52(8 gp)klwlnlzs]j (3 gp)k2]|w2||lzgk+ W:’)Hslj,
1 2 3

Recall that up to this point we have used that [ < k1+10. If [ = k;+10,
then one proceeds as above up to the point where we split the set
K =51 USy. The modification in this case is that we simply retain
only the S; component which is now characterized by d(ks, ;) < 275
and estimate as above to obtain

I )" (P, BPotha) Bs pre

K1,k2€KC %
I (T_1 9_ L
2722672 [y | g 2672002y | o1 [l g
1 2 3

where [ = k; + 10. Finally, the summation with respect to [ is done
using the factor 275

r_1 9_ 1
(1, B92) sl prz S 25720 [ 15, 20572 el sy, 151l

3
< 207tk TT 2% |y

from which (5.7)) follows. O

Lemma 5.3. Assume ky < min(ks, k3) and each 1; is supported at

frequency 2% i = 1,2,3. For any 2 < p < oo and any choice of signs
s; € {x},i =1,2,3, the following estimate holds true:

[[1Ls, (D) ¢h1 (I, (D)2, BlLs, (D)ths) || 1y 1

(5.10) o

S 2=yt [ Spl (Y Sp2 Vs S
Proof. Note that (5.10) follows from
(5.11)

ML (D) (L (D), BTL (D)l s S 2% [l el
by interpolating with the trivial estimate:
[9h1 (2, Bs) |l Leors S 91 llege (W2l ooz 1903 Lo L2
S 2 ¥l go 192l sz 1]

Therefore the rest of this proof is concerned with (B.I1]). The argu-
ment carries some similarities with the one used in Lemma 5.2l In

5,33,11; ,
k3

5132 5537747 .
ko k3
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particular we extract the gains from the null condition as explained in
the body of that proof and skip the formalization here. We provide a
complete argument for the I, (D) part of each term, that is we assume
v, = (D), Vi € {1,2,3}. A similar argument works for the other
combinations. We decompose

(5.12)

3
Uil Bbs) = > > Pathi Y. Y (Pt BPuis)

0<I<k+10 k1 €K, =2 ko, kz€K2 (k1)

where K?(k1,2) = {(ka, k3) € Ky xK; : 273 < d(ky, ko) < 276 d(ky, k3) <
2_l+6} and IC%(FLl, 3) = {(HQ, /ig) e K x K, - 23 < d(/il, H3) <
276 d(ky, ko) < 2716} for | < ky + 10 while for [ = k; + 10 we pick
’C?(K,l, 2) = ’C?(K,l, 3) = {(/{2, /€3) e KixK;: d(/ﬁl, K,g) < 2_l+6, d(/ﬁl, I{Q) <
27161 As defined, these sets are not disjoint, so we (implicitly) remove
elements which are counted multiple times.

We fix 0 <1 < k1 + 10, k; € K; and aim to estimate

Z Pnﬂbl Z <PR21/}27 ﬁpﬂsw3>

k1€EK; 52,n3EICl2(/i1,2)

Notice that, given the structure of the set K?(ki,2), for all kg, k3 €
K?(k1,2) we have d(kz, k3) < 27! and this allows us to book the gain of
27! from the null condition as explained in Lemma[5.2l Combining this
with the fact that in the above sum we have 2713 < d(ky, ko) < 27146
we invoke (B.3]) to obtain

|| Z Puih Z <Pﬂz¢2vﬁpﬂsw3>||L%L}C

K1 €K HQ,RgG/ClQ(Rl,Q)

_lakatt
S22 Wl 1l sup | Py tsll e
K3

k1

—1
<2 [l Il sl g

A similar argument gives

k1—1
1Y Patn D) (Pate BPut)llizny S 21TH¢1||5;1||¢2Hsk+2!|¢3||s;3’w-

K1EK; H27H3€’Cl2(l-€1,3)

If | = k; + 10 then we proceed as above in the case of K7 (k1,2) since
1y comes with the stronger structure S ,jz .
To conclude with (511 we need to perform the summation with

respect to [ in (B.12); this is trivially done using the power of 275, O
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6. THE DIRAC NONLINEARITY

The main result of this section is the following

Theorem 6.1. Choose s1, Sa, 83,54 € {+,—}. Then, for all ¢ € S
satisfying Yy, = I (D) for k =1,2,3, we have

(6.1) |11, (D) ({thr, Beb) B s lnll oy Tl oy

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [6.1land the
proof of our main result Theorem [Tl which is organized similarly to
[1, Section 6]. The estimate (6.1) will be derived from similar estimates
for frequency localized functions. Our aim will be to identify a function

G(k) : Nigy — (0,00) such that
(6.2) Yo GK)arbyrd, S llallelbllellele |l

k1,k2,k3,ka€N>g9

NS4 2 ~Y ||,l7b1

for all sequences a = (a;)jen.g,, €tc, in [2. Here, we set Nsgg = {n €
N:n >89} and write k = (ky, ko, k3, k).
With these notations, the result of Theorem follows from

Proposition 6.2. There exists a function G satisfying (62) such that
if 1; are localized at frequency 2%, k; > 89 and v; = II,,(D); for
j=1,2,3, then the following holds true

(6.3) 2% || PyIL, (D) ((th1, Bib)

3
S H 2 2 ||¢J
7j=1

for any choice of sign s1, 2, 83,584 € {+, —}.
We break this down into two building blocks:

Lemma 6.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition [6.2 the following
estimate holds true for any % <p<2:

(6.4) 2572 || P IL,, (D) (1, Bv2) is) |l 2 S Glke H22||w3

Lemma 6.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition[6.3 (including now
that 1y are localized at frequency 2% and 14 = 11,,(D)1y) the following
estimate hold true:

(6.5)

3 .
| [0 - . pudndt] < 6119 1271

_ka
550272 |9 goae.
k; kg

Next, we show how Lemmas [6.3] and [6.4] imply Proposition 6.2
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Proof of Prop. [.2. The estimate (6.4]) provides the L} L2 part of (6.3).
Next, we explain why (6.5) implies the atomic part of (6.3). The
nonlinearity

N = Py 1L, (D) ((¥1, Bea) BYs3)
satisfies N = P, I1,,(D)N and has to be estimated in Nyt Using the
duality (£8)), it suffices to test N against 14 € S and to prove the
estimate

_ka
2% i g

(6.6)
3
| / (PuTL, (DI ) ddi] < G [T 27 oy
7j=1

We have
/<N> Vy)dzdt = /((@/)1,5¢2>5¢3,H84(D)Pk4¢4>d55dt

= [t B, BTLLD) Pes
Now, we split ¢; = I (D)y; + II_(D)v;, and each contribution to

([6.6) is bounded by (6.5]). O

Proof of Lemmal6.3. We will use the notation:
k1 ko k3

TR = 2% |nl5 2% [l 5222 % 15 5.

1 2 3

The argument is symmetric with respect to kq, k2, hence we can simply
assume that k1 < ko.

We first consider the case k3 < ki + 20, in which case k4 < kg + 30
or else the Lh.s. of (6.4 vanishes. Using Strichartz and Prop. 5.1 we
obtain

||<1/’175¢2>5¢3HL§’L5 S @1, Bibo) || 2 ||| Qa_z; .

.’AE

<27 |y 5220058y

< o5 kag™is

V2
2*“‘33 "TR

S1 S3

3k2

which is acceptable given that 0 < 22;;’ < %
If k1 + 20 < k3 < ko + 20 we use (5.0) and obtain

I B84z S e Bl e Wl g,

S 267 | [0 5

< of k42 7 (ka— k2)2(7——)(k1 k2)2(§—5)(k3 kz)TR

L2,

53

which is acceptable given that % <p<2
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Next we consider the case ko + 20 < k3, in which case k4 < ks + 10
or else the Lh.s. of (6.4]) vanishes. In this case the estimate (5.7)) gives
the desired bound provided that % <p<2 U

It remains to prove Lemma[6.4l Before we start to do so, we analyze
the modulation of a product of two waves as in [I]. We consider two
functions 1,1y € ST where their native modulation is with respect to
the quantity |7 — (£)|. However, for (i, 51,) we quantify the output
modulation with respect to ||| — (£)|. We recall from [I] the following
lemma which contains the modulation localization claim which will be
used several times in the argument.

Lemma 6.5. i) Let k, kiky > 100 and | < min(k;}, /’{:2),~ and let K1, ko €
K1, with d(ky, k2) ~ 27!, and assume that u; = ij,KjQ‘:jmuj, where

m=ky+ ko —k— 2L
Then, if s1 = sg,
Po(uys)(7, €) = 0 unless ||7] — (€)] ~ 2™
i1) Using the same setup as in part i) but with s; = —so and d(k1, —Ko) &
271 the same result applies with
m = min(ky, ko) — 21.

Proof. i) The proof of the same result in [I] (where we worked in di-
mension 3) does not involve the dimension of the physical space, thus
it carries over verbatim to dimension 2 for s; = s, = 4. The argument
S1 = §o = — is entirely similar.

ii) Since the modulation of the inputs are much less than the claimed
modulation of the output it is enough to prove the argument for free
solutions. Let (&1, (&1)) be in the support of 4y and (=&, (§2)) be in

the support of @,. Then, the angle between & and & is ~ 27!, Let
€ =& — & be of size 2F and 7 = (&) — (£&). Our aim is to prove that

[(€&1 — &) — [(&1) + (&) = 2™.

The claim follows from

(61— &) — [(&1) + (&) =

_ 2|6 [[&2)(1 + cos(£(&1,42)))
(&1 — &) + [(&) + (&)
%2min(k1,k2)4(€l’ 52)2

(& — &) = ((61) +(&2))°
(61— &) + (&) + (&2)]

+ 0(2— max(kl,kz))

because by assumption we have 2min(k1:k2)=2l 5, 9—max(kikz) O
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Proof of Lemmal6.4 Without restricting the generality of the argu-
ment we prove (6.0]) for the + choice in all terms. Once we finish the
argument for the + choice in all terms, we indicate how the other cases
are treated. Thus, for now, we drop all the + and simply consider
;€ S,:; and write Sy, = S,; instead.

For brevity, we denote the Lh.s. of (6.5]) as

I:= }/Wl,ﬁ?ﬂﬁ - (13, Bthy)dxdt

and the standard factor on the r.h.s. as
S M
J=1127 15l - 27 % leallsy, -
j=1

Since the expression I computes the zero mode of the product (¢, Bi)s)-
(13, B1by), it follows that (11, 519) and (13, f1)4) need to be localized at
frequencies and modulations of comparable size, where the modulation
is computed with respect to ||7| — (£)|. This will be repeatedly used in
the argument below along with the convention that the modulations of
Y,k =1,...,4 are with respect to |7 — (£)|, while the modulations of
(11, Bbe) and (13, B1hy) are with respect to ||7] — (&)].

We also agree that by the angle of interaction in, say, (11, S1) we
mean the angle made by the frequencies in the support of 1&1 and %,
where we consider only the supports that bring nontrivial contributions
to I.

We organize the argument based on the size of the frequencies. There
are a two easy cases we can easily dispose of.

Case 1: max(ky, ko, k3, k4) < 200. In this case we estimate

I'S leHLng||w2||L§L§||¢3||L§L§||¢4HL§°L§
S allse 1921, (193151, ll0all s,
SJ

Case 2: k4 < 100. Using (5.0]) in the context of part iv) of Proposition
b1 we obtain:

IS [, B || 20| ol 40a | 4

< min(kq,kg) k_3
S20 7 [Walls, lalls, 27 llsllsy, [1allsy
5 2_max(l;1,k2) J

Given that, in order to account for nontrivial outputs, we need to con-
sider only the case when k3 < max(ky, k2), the above estimate suffices.
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We continue with the more delicate cases. In light of Case 2, from
now on we work under the hypothesis that k4 > 100.

Case 3: ky < min(ky, ko, k3) + 10. If k3 > k4 + 10, then we use (5.1
and (5.2)) to obtain

min(ky, ko)

min(ky ko) kg
1S 272 s, e, 27 (sl ol S 2

kgq—max(kq, ko)
2

J.

which is acceptable given that k3 < max(kq,kq) + 10 (or else I = 0).
If k4 — 10 < k3 < ks + 9 the above argument covers most of I except

hoi=| X [ s) (P pP ) dede

113,114€/Ck4:
d(rg.mq)<2 Fats

If Ky, ky < k4 + 15 this is estimated as follows:

Lyar S 1l sl ¥2ll e 2" > | Presthsll 3 | Prythall oo 2

I€3;I€4E)Ck41
d(rgorg) <2~ Rat3

1
5 §
2(ky +ho) _ s 2
<25 s, ellsy | Y0 1P wsliZ, 2 NPuvallipos
f{3€l€k4 fﬁ?4€l€k4
2(ky +hgthg) _
<2 "o, 1402l s, [¥3]ls, 10l sz

~

where we have used that |k; — k4| < 15, for i € {1,2,3}.

If ky > kg + 15, then ko > k4 + 10. In addition, since (1, Bibg) is
supported at frequency < 2%, it follows that only the interactions be-
tween v, and 1), making an angle < 2¥~%1 have nontrivial contribution
to I. Therefore we need to consider only

he=| Y S [Pt B (Puytn, AP ) dade

”1’”2€’Ck17k4: “37“4€’<k4:
d(r1,12)$2F47R1 d(ng,rg)<27Ra T3
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Now we use a similar argument to the one when ki, ky < k4 + 15:

Ipar 5 2ka—h Z ’|]5n1¢1||L§’L2’|Pnz¢2||L§Lg

"‘17“2€’Ck1—k4:
d(r,mg)S2R4—R1

-2 > 1 Passll L | Peythal 5o 12

m3,ﬁ4€)€k4:
d(rg,mg) <2~ kat3

<27k Z ||P;<1¢1H%§Lg Z HP@%Hing
lilelckl,;% HZEICklkaL

> 1 Pes¥all 721 > | Pestall7 oo 12

RgE’Ck4 R4€’Ck4

50, 19021l 51, 11931151, a5,

AN

2(k1+k2+k3) k1||,¢
1

2
95 (hi—k1) g

N

which suffices.

Case 4: there are exactly two i € {1,2,3} such that k4 < k; + 10.
Case 4 a) Assume that k3 > k4 — 10. Since the argument is symmetric
in k; and ks, it is enough to consider the scenario k; < ks — 10 < ks.
Note that |ky — k3| < 12.

To streamline the argument we ignore for a moment that in the case
|ks — k4] <9 the proof below does not cover the estimate for I,,.. We
will explain at the end how to estimate this term.

We claim that either the angle of interactions in (13, S1)y) i
k
or at least one factor v;,7 = 1,...,4 has modulation 2 275 1+ *. To
see this, suppose that the claim is false. Then, the modulatlon of
(11, Bba) i * while it follows from part i) of Lemma that
k Tk

the modulation of (13, B1)y) is > 2 S5 This is not possible, hence
the claim is true. Note that in using Lemma we are assuming that
ks, ky > 100. If this is not the case, that is ks = 99, then ky, ks, k3, ky <
200 and this is covered under Case 1.

In the first subcase where the angle of interaction in (i3, 51)4) is

smaller than 2%, we use (5.1) and (5.2) to estimate

—ka _ka—kg

s, 19|y, 131y, [ oall s S 2708 272

which is acceptable.
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We now consider the second subcase, in which the modulation of the
k Tk k kg
factor v, is 2 2 5 =2 5 for some j€{1,2,3,4}.

j = 1: Since ¢; has modulation 2 2161—3164, we use the Sobolev em-
bedding for 1, to obtain

k
I's ’|1/11||L3LgoH1/12||L;>°L3273||¢3Hsk3’|1/14||S;;.”4
k
S 25 [ allballs,, 27 1)l [Palls

kqa—kg
2 J.

S

j = 2: Since 15 has modulation 2> 9t , Sobolev embedding for v,
and (B5.1)) yields

k
I's ’|1/11HL°°||¢2HL2273||¢3Hsk3“1/14||sw
+
S 2"l || oo r22” N 4’|1/12||Sk?2 >[4l o lleball s,

k1—kq k4 kq—kg

<otatotEy
j = 3: We use (5.6) and estimate as follows
Y [T e P P T P

bt 1
<27 [ lls,, Intells,, 2077

5k —4ko—k3

5 2(%_%)(k1_k3)278 J.

sy 2% Inalls,

which is acceptable provided we choose a % <p< %.
j =4: We (5.6) and estimate as follows:

I S [, B ezl P,

. oo||¢4||L2

1

1 1
R ||, el 20 k3||@/)3||sk3
< 2(% ) (k1— k3)2 k?’J

1+4

[Pallsz

and this is acceptable provided we pick 4 > r > %

The argument is complete, except that we owe an estimate for 4, in
the case |ks — k4| < 9. Note that, in this case we also have ky < kyq+ 15.
By recombining v with 1)y, 19 with 13 (at the cost of having no null
structure) and using (5.3)), we estimate

kaoki ko bz}
Tpar S 27725 [0k, s 10 Nl 272 140, L s, l0ms Ml sy, S 272

Case 4 b) Assume now that k3 < ky — 10, hence ki, ky > ky — 10
and |k; — ko| < 12. Here we claim that either the angle of interactions
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n (1, fhg) is < 9%t oki—kz o1 at least one factor Y, j =1,...,4

3+4

has modulation 2 2 . Indeed, if the claim is false, it follows from
Lemma[6.5] part i), that the modulatlon of (Y, Pibg) is > 955 while

the modulation of (13, B1)y) is < 9"5™  This is not p0851b1e, hence
the claim is true. Note that in using Lemma we are assuming that
k1, ke > 100. If this is not the case, that is either k1 = 99 or ky = 99,
then kq, ko, k3, ky < 200 the argument is provided in Case 1.

In the ﬁrst subcase the angle of interaction in (i, 519) is smaller

~k2 Then, we use (5.2) to estimate the contribution of
(¢n, ﬁ%) and (|5:[|) to estimate the contribution of (13, 514). This gives

~k2 J which is acceptable.

In the second subcase, where at least one modulation is high, one
proceeds in a similar manner to Case 2a) above. We indicate the start-
ing point in each case and leave the details to the reader.

j = 1: We proceed as in the case j = 4, Case 2a):

IS Norlaelal s, 1 o) oz
t T

7 = 2: Identical to the case j = 1.
j = 3: We proceed as in the case j = 1, Case 2a):

k
I 527 [enlls,, [1alls,, 15l r2nee 1tall ooz

j = 4: We proceed as in the case j = 2, Case 2b):

k1
135272 [¢nls, 19250, [0 oo 404 22

Case 5: |ky — k4| <2 and ky, ks < ky — 10. Without restricting the
generality of the argument, we may assume that k; < ks.
We claim that either the angle of interaction in <¢3, ﬁ¢4> i

or one factor ¢;,7 = 1,...,4 has modulation > 2 Indeed if all
modulations of the functlons 1nvolved are < 275 , then (¢1, Bibo) is
localized at modulatlo . This forces <’17D3, 6w4> to be locahzed

“% 0 by

Lemma [65], part i). Note that in using Lemma [6.5] we are assummg
that ks, ks > 100. If this is not the case, that is k3 = 99, then k; = 99
and the estimate I < J suffices.

In the first subcase, when the angle of interaction in (i3, 514) is

, We use (EZI) to obtain

k3

s, lI¥2lls,,2 2H¢3||sk3||¢4!|sw <27t
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Next, we consider the second subcase when the factor 1; has modu-
lation 2 9" e 2" for some j € {1,2,3,4}:
k k
j = 1: The modulation of ¢, is = 2 = * . s0 we use Sobolev embed-

ding for ¢; and (5.1) for (v3, 514) to obtain
k3
IS i llzrge vl ge 2272 [0l s, 1404l s
k3
S 29| [l e llv2ll s, 22 sl sy, lloalls,

k1+3k3

S k3
S 2927 s, 9l 27 1sls,, lvallsy,
k1—k3
<ol

j = 2: Here, the modulation of s is 2> 9" and we proceed as
above to obtain

k3
LS Nl N2l 2272 (|9l sy, l[9all s

_ k1+43k3 k3
S 2 [Willera2™ 5 [l 2 1slls,, llvallsy,

k1—k3

<9757

j = 3: The modulation of 15 is = 2k1+87k3, we use the Sobolev em-

bedding for 3 to obtain
I'S ||<¢1,5¢2>||L,,%L2||¢3||Lngo||¢4||Lg°Lg

5 ||<¢17B¢2>HLP%IL22I€3H¢3HL§’L%H¢4HL§°L%
t x

k1+

Lo 9 1Vpo o F1+T7k3
< 2l Mol 22 P92 5 g, loalse

2(%-%)(’61—’93)1

AN

. . . 4 8
which is acceptable provided we choose a 3 <p < ¢.

j = 4: Since the modulation of ¥, is = 9t , we estimate as follows

IS N Bzl s, ol
t T

1 F1+

1)k 1y - Tk3
S 2070 g |15, (192, 222 sl 2700 (1eballsy

and this is acceptable provided we pick 4 > p > %.
Case 6: |k1 — k4| < 2 and ko, k3 < k4 — 10. By switching the roles of
11 and )y, this case is entirely similar to Case 5.
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Case 7: |k3 — k4| <2 and ky, ko < ky — 10. Without loss of general-
ity we assume k; < ky. Since |k3 — k4| < 2 there will be a problem with

estimating I,,,. We estimate this term the same way we did in Case 3
kit+kg—2ky 2

(see ki, ko < k4 + 15 part there) to obtain: [, S2° 6 “ J and this
is fine. As a consequence, in the rest of the argument we can tacitly
ignore that the estimates we provide do not work for the I,,, part of 1.

The key observation is that either the angle of interaction between

3 and 1y is < 2 2k2 ks or at least one factor has modulation 2
k Tk

92 . Indeed, if all modulatlons are < 2 , then the modulation

of (11, Bihg) is < 252 and part i) of Lemma [6.5] implies the claim.

Note that in using Lemma we are assuming that ks, ky > 100. If
this is not the case, that is k3 = 99, then k1, ko, k3, k4 < 200 and the
argument is provided in Case 1.

We consider the ﬁrst subcase, when the angle of interaction between

g and Py is S ks, Usmg (|5:|:|) and (5.2)) we estimate
IS 2% [unlls, a5, 272 = 2" ||Sk3||¢4||sw <27t

In the second subcase, 1; has modulation 2 9™52 for some Jj €
{1,2,3,4}.

52, Using (5.10) with p = 2
for 19, 13,14, and the Sobolev embedding for i); we estimate

b

IS 1nllezrge27 allse, 19l s, 1¥allsy
K

S 2]’“||¢1||L22 2 [ V2lls, 105, ll0all s

<ok ||¢1||S;cl 7||¢2||Sk2||¢3||Sk3||¢4||sw
< 21—76(/?1 kz)J.

j = 2: Using (5I0) for ¢4, 3,1, and the Sobolev embedding for )y
we proceed as follows:

(1-1)k
ISAN 1||¢1Hsk1H%HLE—EILgOII%HSkSH¢4||s;;.v4

1-1)k
S 2l 20l g Illse 0l

1+2

YA k2
S 207 s, 22202775 ([l 198, 10 s

< 2(*—*)(’91 2) |
which is acceptable as long as p = ﬁ € (% %) and < = , which is
both satisfied as long as % < q<A4.
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j =3 and j = 4: Here we assume that 13 and 1), have modulation
k1+7ko . .
2 275 . In this case we estimate

I S [l 02| o || 9s]] 2 104 2
_k1+7k2
S 292y |1, Nlells,, 27 @ 193]l 10l s

< 2%(k1—k2)J_

j = 3 (only): The modulation of 93 is 2 252 and all the other
k Tk
terms have modulation < 2°5 2. In this case we note that the angle

. . . k1—ko .. .
of interaction between 1 and 14 is 2 271 or else their interaction
k1+7ko

has modulation < 275~ and this cannot be changed by v, to match
the modulation of 3. Thus combine 1y and 14, use (5.3)) to obtain

ko k1—kg
IS [tnlle27 277527 [[o[s,, [¢all s, 103 2

k1 F1+

ky  ky—hy ky4Thy
S 2 Yills, 2727 nlls, 27 1 [Yslls, [l
< 2(1—76—3—12)(/%1—@)1

j = 4 (only): We change the role of 13 and 1), in the above argument.

We are now done with the analysis of (G.5]) in the case s; = 55 =
s3 = s4 = +. It is obvious that the same argument works for s; =
S$9 = 83 = s4 = —. Next we indicate how the other sign choices can
be dealt with, by highlighting the similarities and differences from the
choice s1 = s5 = s3 = s4 = +. We do this by going over each case.

No changes are needed in the easy cases: Case 1 and Case 2.

Case 3: ky < min(ky, k2, k3) + 10. Here the only part that needs to
be adjusted is the last scenario when ky — 10 < k3 < ky + 9,k >
ky + 15, ks > ky + 10 and s; = —so. As already argued there, only
the interactions between v, and 1), making an angle < 2%~%1 have
nontrivial contribution to I, that is only pairs (P. 1, 8P.,1s) with
d(k1, ko) < 2Fa=%1 But this implies d(k1, —k2) ~ 1, and we claim that
at least one factor has modulation > 2%1. Indeed, otherwise all factors
have modulations < 2*! from which we obtain two contradictory re-
sults: (11, B1)s) has modulation =~ 2% (on behalf of part ii) of Lemma
6.5) while (13, B1b4) has modulation << 2.

Now it is an easy exercise to establish the desired estimate, given
that at least one factor has modulation > 2t

Case 4: there are exactly two i € {1,2,3} such that k4 < k; + 10.
Case 4 a) Assume that k3 > k4 — 10. The argument is the same
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if s3 = s4. If s3 = —s4 then the new claim is: either the angle of
k1—k

interactions in (i3, fiby) is ™ + a with |a| < 27 or at least one

factor ¢;,7 = 1,...,4 has modulation 2 95 This claim is proved

in a similar manner, just that now we invoke part ii) of Lemma [6.5
Then the rest of the argument is carried in a similar manner.

Case 4 b) Assume that k3 < ks — 10, hence ki, ks > k4 — 10 and
|k1 — ko| < 12. If 51 = s5 the proof is the same.

If s1 = —sy and kqy, ko < k4 + 10, then the claim there is modified
as follows: either the angle of interactions in (¢4, f1)s) is ™ + «a with

la] < 2% or at least one factor Y;,j = 1,...,4 has modulation
2z 255 This is proved using part ii) of Lemma [6.5. Then the rest

of the argument follows in a similar manner.

If s; = —s9 and max(ky, ko) > ky+ 11, in which case ki, ky > k4 + 6,
then only interactions at angle < 1 in (1), S1)) contribute to I given
that the output (11, S1s) is localized at much lower frequency. Using
part ii) of Lemma we conclude that at least one factor v; has
modulation > 2% and then the argument becomes easier.

Case 5: |ko — k4| < 2 and ky, k3 < kg — 10. Without restricting the
generality of the argument, we may assume that k; < k3.

No modification is needed if s3 = s4. If s3 = —s, then the claim is
modified to: either the angle of interaction in (15, 514) is ™ + « with

ki—k . . k1 +7k
la| < 27 or one factor Y;,7 = 1,...,4 has modulation 2 2 e

This is done using part ii) of Lemma [6.5. The rest of the argument is
similar.

Case 6: |k1 — k4| < 2 and ko, k3 < k4 — 10. By switching the roles of
11 and )y, this case is entirely similar to Case 5.

Case 7: |k3 — k4| <2 and ky, ko < ky — 10. Without loss of general-
ity we assume k; < ks. No modification is needed if s3 = s4. If
s3 = —s4 then only interactions at angle < 1 in (¢3, S1)4) contribute to
I given that the output (13, f1)4) is localized at much lower frequency.
Using part ii) of Lemma [6.5] we conclude that at least one factor ¢; has
modulation > 2% and then the argument becomes easier. U

Based on Theorem we can now prove Theorem [T concerning
the global well-posedness and scattering of the cubic Dirac equation
for small data.

Proof of Theorem[1 1. In Section [3] we reduced the study of the cubic
Dirac equation to the study of the system (B.3]). In the nonlinearity of
([B3) we split the functions into ¢» = ¥, +1_ where 1)+ = 111 and note
that ¢, = I1494. Using the nonlinear estimate in Theorem and the
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linear estimates in Corollary [£.5] a standard fixed point argument in a

small ball in the space SZ’%(I ) X Sg’% (I) gives local existence on every
time interval I containing 0, uniqueness and Lipschitz continuity of
the flow map for small initial data (1, (0), _(0)) € Hz(R?) x Hz(R?).
Since all the bounds are independent on the size of I, this implies
global existence, uniqueness and Lipschitz continuity of the flow map
for small initial data (¢, (0),4_(0)) € H2(R2) x Hz(R2).

Concerning scattering, we simply use the fact that ¢ € VZH 2: this
is obtained first on every time interval I with bounds independent of
the size of I which then implies the global bound on R. U
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