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WKB ANALYSIS OF GENERALIZED DERIVATIVE NONLINEAR
SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS WITHOUT HYPERBOLICITY

REMI CARLES AND CLEMENT GALLO

ABSTRACT. We consider the semi-classical limit of nonlinear Schrédinger equa-
tions in the presence of both a polynomial nonlinearity and the derivative in
space of a polynomial nonlinearity. By working in a class of analytic initial
data, we do not have to assume any hyperbolic structure on the (limiting)
phase/amplitude system. The solution, its approximation, and the error esti-
mates are considered in time dependent analytic regularity.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Setting. We consider the equation
2
(1.1) icdu + %agus + i%@z (g(luf])us) = F(ufP)us =0, (t,z) € 0,T] x R,

in the semi-classical limit ¢ — 0, where f, g are polynomials and ¢g(0) = f(0) = 0.
The typical example we consider here is

(1.2) g(s) =as”, f(s)=As?, where a, X € Rand~v,0 € N\ {0},

but f and g need not be monomials. The initial data that we consider are WKB
states (also known as Lagrangian states):

(13) u(0,2) = af ()¢ /° = uf(a),

where ¢f : R = R is a real-valued phase, and af : R = C is a possibly complex-
valued amplitude. Our goal is to understand the semi-classical limit of equation
(1), that is to describe the behaviour in the limit & — 0 of the solutions to (1))
with initial data (I3]). We consider e-dependent initial phase and amplitude, but
they can be thought of as e-independent, or having an asymptotic in powers of ¢,
as will be discussed below.

In the case g = 0, we recover the more standard nonlinear Schrédinger equation,
modelling for instance Bose-Einstein condensation (see e.g. [I5, 23]). The case
f = 0 corresponds to the derivative Schrodinger equation, describing Alfvén waves
(see e.g. [16] 19, 20, 25]). The cubic cases, « = 0 with ¢ = 1, or v = 0 = 1,
with A = —1, are known to be completely integrable ([1l 27, 28]). Derivation and
analysis in non-cubic cases can be found in e.g. [10] 14} [17, 22].
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and BoND (ANR-13-BS01-0009-01).
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1.2. Formal limit: hydrodynamical structure. Assuming that af is real-valued,
the standard approach known as Madelung transform consists in seeking the solu-
tion u® under the form u® = afe’®”/¢ with a° and ¢° real-valued. Plugging such an
expression into (LI and separating real and imaginary parts yields

Soe

2 at ’ [t=0 — ¥0>»

1 1
Oha” + 0,07 0,a° + 30°026° + 505 (9 (|a°?) ) = 0, ey = a5,

£ 1 £ 1 £ £ £ —
w 097 + 5(9:0%)° + 59 (1a°°) 00" + [ (la°P?) =

Making this approach rigorous can be a delicate issue, especially when a® has zeroes
(see [5] and references therein). Remaining at a formal level, in the limit ¢ — 0,
the quantum pressure (right hand side of the equation for ¢°) vanishes, and we get
1 1
( ) at(b + 5(6;E¢)2 + 59 (|a|2) 6£¢ + f (|a|2) = 07 (b\t:() = ¢07
1.5
1 1
(9,5@ + (91¢6Ia + 5a@5¢ + 58;3 (g (|a|2) a) = 0, a\t:() = aop,

where we have supposed also that the initial phase and amplitude converge, ¢§ — ¢
and aj — ag, as € — 0. Note that this formal convergence remains in the case where
ag is complex-valued. Introducing p = |a|?> and v = 8,¢, ([LH) yields

1
815'0 + 'Uazv + gam (g(ﬂ)v) + 8zf(p) = O; Vjt=0 = 8I¢05

atp + am(pv) + aIQ(p) = Oa Plt=0 = |a0|25

(1.6)

where

Q(p) = pg(p) — %/Opg(r)dr.

This is a generalized compressible Euler equation. We recover the standard isen-
tropic Euler equation when g = 0, with pressure law p(p) = pf(p) — [ f(r)dr.

1.3. Rigorous limit: mathematical setting. As noticed in [I3], if ¢ = 0 and
f € C* is such that f" > 0 (not necessarily assuming that f is polynomial), the
system ([LL6]) is hyperbolic. Based on this important remark, it is possible to justify
the semi-classical limit in Sobolev spaces H*®(R), locally in time (so long as the
solution to the Euler equation (L6 remains smooth, that is, in particular, on a
time interval independent of ). The assumption f’ > 0 was relaxed to cases where
(CH) is hyperbolic with f’ > 0 (the nonlinearity need not be cubic at the origin) in
[2 7).

The idea of Grenier consists in modifying the Madelung transform, by allowing
the amplitude a® to be complex-valued, and taking advantage to this new degree
of freedom (compared to the Madelung transform) to consider

1 1
O + 5(0:67)° + 59 (10°) 0a0® + £ (J0°") =0, &g = 6§,

(1.7) .
1 1
010" + 0y ¢°0pa” + 50°0;¢ + 50, (g (|a°]*) @) = —f 97a°,  af_g = aj.

We have written directly the system in the presence of g, in view of future references.
It is readily checked that if (¢°,a%) solves ([Z), then u = a®e’®™/ solves ().
As suggested above, the good unknown to work in Sobolev spaces is not (¢°,a®),
but rather (9,¢°,a%), or even (9,¢°,Rea®,Ima®). The system satisfied by this
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unknown (readily obtained from (7)) is a skew-symmetric perturbation of (the
symmetric version of) (L.G).

In the case g # 0, the semi-classical limit for (II]) was considered in [9] (case
f =0) and [8] (with f,g € C>°(R4+;R)), by considering (7). However, in the
case where g # 0, hyperbolicity is not a property that one has for free. In [9] (case
f = 0), the semi-classical analysis relies on the assumption

D09 >0,
where ¢° appears in ([L7), and in []], it relies on
d.0%g" + ' > 0.
These assumptions are made to ensure the hyperbolicity for (I7), but have the
strong drawback to involve the solution itself.

To overcome this issue, we work in a functional setting where hyperbolicity is
not needed. Assume g = 0: if f' < 0 (A < 0 in (2)), then the Euler equation (L)
is elliptic. G. Métivier [I8] has proved that in this case, the only reasonable C*
solutions to (L6]) stem from analytic initial data. Indeed, if ¢ is analytic at some
point 7o € R and (L6)) has a C* solution, then ag is analytic at x¢. Therefore, if ¢g
is analytic (e.g. ¢o = 0) and ag is not, then (CH) has no C! solution. Conversely, if
the initial data af and ¢f are analytic, then the semi-classical limit for (II]) with
g = 0 was studied in [IT], 26], thanks to some tools developed by J. Sjostrand [24],
based on complex analysis. We shall also work with analytic regularity, but rather
with a Fourier analysis point of view, introduced by J. Ginibre and G. Velo [12].

Following [12], for w > 0 and ¢ > 0, we consider the space

He = {0 € LXR), [l < oo}, where |42, == / (€)% 20 | (¢) 2,

with (£) = y/1 4 &2, and where the Fourier transform is defined by

() = Fup(e) = w% / (1)

Note that if £ > 0 and w > 0, H is continuously embedded in all Sobolev spaces
H? for s € R. The interest of considering a time-dependent, decreasing, weight w
is that energy estimates become similar to parabolic estimates, since

d .
(1.8) C10l% = 2Re (. Adeg + 2020112

The last term may be understood as a gain of regularity (w < 0). Mimicking
our approach in [6] (where convergence results for a numerical scheme in the semi-
classical limit are established in the case g = 0), we will consider solutions to (L)
where the phase and the complex-valued amplitude both live in such spaces, for a
weight w = w(t) = wy — Mt, where wy > 0 and M > 0 are fixed. Such spaces are
also reminiscent of the framework considered in [21]. More precisely, for T' > 0, we
will work in spaces such as

C(10.7),35,) = {w | F~ ("004h) € C(lo, T), 1) = C([0,T], H') .

where H® = H*(R) is the standard Sobolev space, or

T
o = i = (o) [ ot o <oc).
0 w(t



4 R. CARLES AND C. GALLO

Phases and amplitudes belong to spaces
Yvﬁ,T = C([Oa T]v Hfu) N L%Hfu+1/2a

and the fact that phase and amplitude do not have exactly the same regularity
shows up in the introduction of the space

¢ £+1 ¢
Xwr=Y,r XYy

which is reminiscent of the fact that in the hyperbolic case, the good unknown is
(0:0°, a%) rather than (¢, a®). The space Xﬁ;,T is endowed with the norm

1@ a)llxe . =lelllers,r+llaller,

where

t
(19) ol = max  sup [0, 20 [ 1006) Ry

w(s)

<s<t

1.4. Main results. Our first result states local well-posedness for (7)) in this
functional framework. To lighten our statements as well as the proofs, we shall
assume that f and g are of the form (2)), but linear combinations of such functions
could be addressed as well, with heavier notations only.

Theorem 1.1. Let wo > 0, £ > 1 and (65, ag)-c[0,1] be a bounded family in H“l X
HE,,- Then, provided M = M({) > 0 is chosen sufficiently large, for all & € [O, 1],
there is a unique solution (¢°,a°) € XfL)T to (L), where w(t) = wo — Mt and
T =T() < wo/M. Moreover, up to the choice of a possibly larger value for M
(and consequently a smaller one for T'), we have the estimates

o NZirr < 4631500 + laflsz, » NlalEr < 2llagliy, -

Unlike in the framework of Sobolev spaces, we do not have tame estimates in
H!,. This is the reason why the existence time in the above result depends a priori
on ¢. (In the Sobolev case, the existence time for hyperbolic systems in H* does
not depend on s > d/2+1, thanks to tame estimates.) It is natural to consider that
the map ¢ — M ({) is increasing. In other words, T' in Theorem [Tl is a decreasing
function of £.

Our second result states the convergence of the phase and of the complex am-
plitude as ¢ — 0.

Theorem 1.2. Let wo > 0, £ > 1, (do,a0) € HIFT2 x HEF and (65, a5)-c(0,1)
bounded in HiFT x HY, such that

g .__ g _ e __

70 := (166 = Pollger + llag — aollag, =2 0.
Let M =M{+1) and T =T+ 1), as defined as in Theorem Il Then there is
an e-independent C' > 0 such that for all € € (0, 1],

llo" = @llerrr+lla = aller < C (15 + ),
where (¢°,a®) denotes the solution to (7)) and (¢, a) is the solution to (LT).

The fact that in the above statement, T'(¢ + 1)(< T'(¢)) is considered, and not
simply T'(¢), is reminiscent of the fact that to prove error estimates in WKB ex-
pansions, one has to pay some price in terms of regularity, even in the linear case
when working in Sobolev spaces (see e.g. [4, Chapter 1]).



WKB ANALYSIS OF GENERALIZED DNLS 5

However, regarding convergence of the wave functions, the previous result is not
sufficient. Indeed, as fast as ¢§ and af may converge as € — 0, Theorem [[.2] at most
guarantees that ¢° — ¢ = O(e), which only ensures that a®e’®”/¢ — ae’®/c = O(1),
due to the rapid oscillations. However, the above convergence result suffices to infer
the convergence of quadratic observables:

Corollary 1.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem[1.3, the position and momen-
tum densities converge:

[uf|? —|al?, and Im(eu0,u®) —> |a|*dpp, in L=([0,T]; L' N L>=(R)).
e—0 e—0

In order to get a good approximation of the wave function ae’®”/¢, we have
to approximate ¢° up to an error which is small compared to . It will be done
by adding a corrective term to (¢, a). For this purpose, we consider the system
obtained by linearizing (L) about (¢, a), solution to (LA,

Dep1 + (am + %g (|a|2)) D
+ (9" (la*) 926+ 2f'(|a*)) Re (@ar) =0,  d1—g = ¢10,

Oray + 0,90 a1 + §alaz¢ + 0,001 + §aaz¢1 + §5z (9 (la?) a1)

1
+ 5895 (2ag’ (|a|2) Re (Eal)) = %[ﬁa, a1j4—o = @10-

We refer to [4] for a discussion on the appearance of these correctors, and in partic-
ular regarding cases where they are trivial or not. Provided (¢o,ag) € ’Hfu'g?’ X Hﬁfgz

(which implies (¢,a) € Xf:r% according to Theorem [[T) and (¢10,a10) € HE? x
HFL we will see that the solution to (ILI0) belongs to Xf:rTl, and our final result

wo
is the following.

Theorem 1.4. Letwy >0, £ > 1, (o, a0) € HET3xHET2, (d10, a10) € HETZxHEH
and (¢§, ag)zc(0,1) bounded in H4T' x HE,  such that

r] = ||¢8 — ¢ — 6(}510”3‘_[561 + ||a8 —ap — 5a10||H€UD =o(e) as e — 0.

Then, for M = M(+2) and T = T({ + 2) as in Theorem [, there is an e-
independent C > 0 such that for all e € (0,1],

(1.11) llo® — ¢ — eprlles1,r+lla® — a —earller < C (r§ + %),

where (¢°,a%) denotes the solution to (L), (¢,a) is the solution to (LH), and
(¢1,a1) is the solution to (LIQ). In particular,

ut — ae'®reit/e

15
=0 (T—l + 5) —0.
Lo°([0,T];L2NL>(R)) € e—0
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2. WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section, € € [0,1] is fixed. Solutions to (7)) are constructed as limits of
the solutions of the iterative scheme

1 1
Q1+ gazﬁb;ar‘b;ﬂ + §Q(|a§|2)3z¢§+1 + f(|@§|2) =0,
¢§+1\t:0 = 9

1 1
01511 + 0,050.a5, + §a§+18§¢§ + 581 (g (|a§ 2)) a5y

1 P 1€ 9
+ §h (la5] )a§a§+1awa§ = an“§+1v @5 1je=0 = @5
where h(s) = g(s)/s. The scheme is initialized with time-independent (¢§,af) €
Hitt x HE, © XE o for any T > 0.

The scheme is well-defined: if £ > 1, for a given (¢5,a5) € XfL)T, @1) defines
(541, a541)- Indeed, in the first equation, ¢%,; solves a linear transport equation
with smooth coefficients, and the second equation is equivalent through the relation
Vi = a§+1el¢j /% to the linear Schrodinger equation

2

3
; € 2,.€
1054 + ) 02541

1 3 i€ —
=~ (atqﬁ; +5(0:65)* + 500 (9 (|a5%)) + 5h(la§|2>a§8w§) Ui+

with initial condition

Ui 1ji=0 = age'?h/e.
This is a linear Schrodinger equation with a smooth and bounded external time-
dependent potential, for which the existence of an L2-solution is granted, by per-
turbative arguments (the potential is complex-valued).

We recall the following lemma, which is proved in [12].

Lemma 2.1. Letm > 0 and s > 1/2. Then, there is a constant C > 0, independent
of w = 0, such that for every ¥1,19 € HE”(”’S),

(2:2) [19all2m < C (W1l 12ll2s, + [1llae, [¥2llng) -
The following lemma is a toolbox for all the forthcoming analysis.

Lemma 2.2. Let £ > 1 and T > 0. Let (¢,a) € ij,% a € Yu{}l and (F,G) €
L2([0,T7, 2 ﬁfl/z) such that

(2.3) ¢ = F, $(0) € HL,
(2.4) dra = G + i0,0%a + 16,024, a(0) € H,,,

where 01,05 € R. Then

1
(2.5) [Nz, < ISONG0s + g7 N0llerr,rV2MIE Ly peis2,
10s]
2M
Moreover, there exists C > 0 (that depends only on £) such that

1 .
(2:6) llallzz < 1a0)l3, + 37 lallerV2MIG Lo gpeor2 + S llallerllallers, o
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o If F'= 0,910.%2 with ¥1,v2 € Yoy1,7, then
(2.7) VEMIIF| 5 5ye002 < Cllnllersrll$llersr

2n
o [fF = (H bj> 0z with ¢ € Yoi1,1 and b; € Y, for all j, then
j=1

2n
(2.8) VM| F|l 5 5,002 < O | TTH0s e |19l
j=1

2n
o If F = []b; withb; € Yo for all j, then
j=1

J
2n
2. 2M || F < b, .
(2.9) VIM|E| 500002 C_Hllllglllw
J:

o If G =0,v0,b with ¢ € Yoi1,1 and b € Yy, 1, then
(2.10) VMGl 5 5612 < CllgllesrzlIbller.
o If G =b0%) with v € Yyo1.1 and b € Yo r, then
(2.11) V2M||Gl 13 42172 < Cllgllesrrllblle.r-

2n
o IfG= (H bj> Ozb with b,b; € Y, 1 for all j, then
j=1

2n
(2.12) VMGl g1 < C | TTH0s e | Bl
j=1

Remark 2.3. In the proof given below, the assumption ¢ > 1 is used only to establish
the last three estimates on G. The rest of the proof only requires the assumption
¢ > 1/2. Actually, even the estimates on G can be proved under the condition
¢ > 1/2, thanks to a refined version of Lemma[21] (see [0]). However, since it is not
useful in the sequel to sharpen this assumption, we choose to make the stronger
assumption £ > 1 for the sake of conciseness.

Proof of Lemma[ZZ. For fixed t € [0,T], (L) yields
d e 2
EWHHQQ + 2M”¢”Hfj(f)/2 =2Re(d, F)yen < 2H¢”Hff<f{2”FHHff(E{Q'

By integration and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in time, we get, for every ¢t € [0,T],

t
I9(0)1cs +2M / [6) s < 19O Eges + 206l g2 1P e

w(

hence ([2.8). The proof of (2.6)) is similar, taking into account that

Re (i6,0; =0
€<’L 1 zava’>H£}(t) )

since 61 € R, and that

(i0207a, a), . (t)' = |65

/<§>2662w(§>€2]-'(&)]:(a)d§ < |92|||a||HfU+(:)/2||(~Z||Hi+(f)/2.
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In order to prove 27, let us first use (Z2)) with m = ¢+ 1/2 and s = £: for every
t € [0,T], we obtain

= <
IFleyys = 100 0n0nalepys 5 (1l oalcy + Wl Woaleys )
Taking the L? norm in time in the last estimate, we get

1l 2 g2 S (||¢1||L2TH3+3/2||¢2||L;0%+1 + ||¢1||L39Hfu+1||¢2||L2TH3+3/2) ;

hence ([21). The proofs of (2.8) and [2.9) are similar, thanks to multiple uses of

@2) with m = £+ 1/2 and s = £. The proofs of (Z10), @11 and ([Z.12) are also
similar, except that (2.2) is now applied with m =s=¢—-1/2>1/2. O

Proof of Theorem[1l. In view of the equation satisfied by ¢%,, in ([2.I]), Lemma[2.2]
yields

C
[y [FFRES ||¢E°3||2 s+ il e 165 e + 57 |||¢ e rllas iz

|||¢ j+1 |||z+1 T|”a€”|

As for a5, we obtain in a similar way

C C )
a5 ll7 7+ < IIGEII%U + M|||a§+1|||?,T|||¢§|||e+1,T + Mlllaiﬂlllfmlllailllz}

Under the condition

C 1
(2.13) Ml <3 S < 1
we infer
1 2 5 1 5 2 112
(2.14) 745 alldenr <8532, Y M2 ||| e Sllaialler < llaslle, -

First step: boundedness of the sequence. We show by induction that, pro-
vided M is sufficiently large, we can construct a sequence (¢J, J)]eN such that for
every j € N,

4C 20
(215) 65 WEnr < N5 020ss + 7z (2Nl ) MaliEr < 2o,

For that purpose, we choose M sufficiently large such that (2I3]) holds for j = 0
and such that

4C? 20 M? M
216)  4ll6flln + 775 (2laily, ) < fomme CladlE,) < 15
Then, (ZI5) holds for j = 0, since with (¢§,af)(t,z) = (¢§,af)(z) independent
of time, it is easy to check that ||¢§||e+1,7 = ||¢8||Hfjgl and [|ag|le,r = ||a8||Hfuo.

Let 5 > 0 and assume that (ZI5) holds. Then ZI5) and (ZI6) ensure that the
condition ([2.I3) is satisfied, and therefore (214 holds, from which we infer easily
that (2.I5) is true for j replaced by j + 1.
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Second step: convergence. For j > 1, we set §¢F = ¢ — ¢5_;, and daj =
a5 —a5_,. Then, for every j > 1, we have

1
00511 + ( 20505005 11 + 020050:5) + 59 (1a5]%) 020654

1
+5 (9 (1651°) = 9 (la5_11%)) 0265 + f (a5 ") = f(la5_1[) = 0.
Taking into account that

v—1

1—k
jas?Y — las_y 2 = Y (a5, )"das (a5) 1 +Z a5_,) a5 dasas

k=0
and that the same equality holds for v replaced by o, Lemma[2Z2 and (ZI3) imply

166541117417 < (|||5¢ a7 ot N1605017 1 2+ ll0a5 17 1)

for some K > 0, which does not depend on ¢ provided (¢§, ag)ccjo,1) is uniformly
bounded in ’Hﬁ,‘gl x M, . Thus, for M large enough,

2K R R
16651141z < 57 (1605 E o005 H1E ) -

Similarly, da5,, solves
1 1
010051 + 02950005 1 + 0,0¢50.a5 + §5a§+18§¢§ + §a§8§5¢§
1 € 1 € € €
+50: (9 (9 (la51)) a5, + 50s (9 (1a51%) = g (la5-11)) a5

1 -
+ Eh (|a %) Opa5 saSoasiq + 5 h (|a€| )8za§5a§a§

1 1 -
+ —h (|a |2 )8 daja5_,a5 + 5 5 ( (|a§| ) —h (|a§71|2)) 0ra5_ja5_,a5
=i- 6 00511,

so Lemma [Z2] and (ZT15) yield

2K
605112 < 57 (95111 o+ 005117 7) -
We conclude that provided ¢ > 1, p0551b1y increasing M, (¢° o j) converges geo-
metrically in Xw,T as j — oo. Uniqueness of the solution (¢°,a%) to (1) follows
from the same kind of estimates as the ones which prove the convergence. ([

3. FIRST ORDER APPROXIMATION

Proof of Theorem L4 Next, assume that (¢o,ag) € HE? x HEFL. Then, in view
of Theorem [l the solution (¢,a) to (LH) belongs to Xfle Given ¢ > 0, if

(05, a§) € HiTE x HE, | we denote by (¢F,a%) the solution to (IT). We also denote
(6¢°,0a°) = (¢° — ¢,a® — a). Then, in the same fashion as above, we have

OL50° + 3 (2267006 + 0:06°0:6) + 1 (1a°P) D,66°

(9 (Ia°*) = g (|al*)) 026 + f(la*[*) = f(lal*) = 0,

L\:JI»—A

+



10 R. CARLES AND C. GALLO
and
030 + 0,07 0.00° + 0,500, + 00" 00 + Lad200"
+ 502 (9 (19°1%)) 8a° + 50 (9 (1a°?) ~ g (1)) o
+ %h (1a°) Bpa"Ta + %h (1aP) BpaFaza
+ %h (1a°]2) Babatlal? + % (h () ~ h (1af?)) Dealal? = iZ026a° +i5 0%

For some new constant K, Lemma[2.2land Theorem [[.T]imply, for M large enough,

K
166 WZ . < K185 = oll7es + 371007 s

and

K K
60117, < Kllag — aollzes, + 37106 W + 7o llerllalles r

Possibly increasing the value of M and adding the last two inequalities, we deduce
166° M+ 1,7+ 10a 2. < Cligs = doll3 61 + Cllag — aollzy,, + Ce?,

hence Theorem As for the choice of M, a careful examination of the previous
inequalities shows that aside from the assumption M > M (¢ + 1), which enables to
estimate the source term, M can be chosen as in Theorem [[.T] namely such that
M = M(). O

Proof of Corollary[L.3. Notice that, provided w > 0,
(3.1) 191 mre(my < ||¢||7-qu-

In particular, Sobolev embedding yields, for ¢ > 1/2,
¥l @) < CllYlle,,

where C is independent of w > 0. With these remarks in mind, the L' estimates
of Corollary [[.3] follow from Theorem and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, since

|||u5|2 - |a|2||L7°?L1 = H|a’€|2 - |a’|2||L,§°§>L1 < ||0’€ + a||L7°9L2||5a’€”L§9L25

and
[ Tm (ea°0,u7) — |al0s || rr < e Ima®0pa” || g rr + [[[a°]?0:6° — |al? 0wl Ly 1
<ellaligemn + lla® + all e 2 100% | ge 221100 L L
+ lla* g lla®ll 5o r2l160° | Lo -

The L™ estimates in space follow by replacing L' and L? by L™ in the above
inequalities, and using Sobolev embedding again. ([

4. CONVERGENCE OF THE WAVE FUNCTION

Proof of Theorem[I.3 Let £ > 1, and (¢o,ao) € HEH? x HEFL. Theorem [ yields
a unique solution (¢, a) € Xﬁ:r% to (LH).
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Let (¢10,a10) € HETE x HY, . Like in Section 2} we note that (LI0) is a system
of linear transport equations whose coefficients are smooth functions. The general
theory of transport equations (see e.g. [3| Section 3]) then shows that (II0) has a
unique solution (¢1,a1) € C([0,T],L? x L?). We already know by this argument
that the solution is actually more regular (in terms of Sobolev regularity), but we
shall directly use a priori estimates in H’, spaces. Indeed, Lemma implies that
(¢1,a1) € Xﬁ;,T with

c c 2
léallErrr < liéwollsen + g7 N0IE pliélerr + T2 N2 el

C 2v—1 C _
+ g6l zliglessolialler  laller + g7llérlersrllallz lloalle.r,

along with
2 2 c c 2
laullz.r < Nasollzse + g7 llasllerllallerliésliersr + grllasllierliéles.r

C 2 C
+ g lledllZollaller + g7 llallerllaller,r,
for some C > 0.
Let £ > 1. For (¢g, ag) € HE3 xHER? and (p10, a1) € HE2 x HEFL, we consider:
wo wo wo wo
o (¢,a) € Xﬁ:‘% the solution to (L3)).
o (¢1,a1) € Xﬁ:‘% the solution to (LI0).

i ( gpp? agpp) = (¢7 a’) + E((bla a/l)'
e (¢°,a%) € X[, 1 the solution to (L.

We assume that ||¢§ — ¢ — 5¢10||Hﬁ+01 = o(e) and ||a§ — ap — salo||7%0 = o(g). Set

091 = ¢° — dopp = ¢° — ¢ — €1 = 6¢° — &4,

e __ & 5 _ € _ 5
daj = a® —ag,, = a® —a—ea; = da° —eay.

The equation satisfied by d¢5 writes
1
005 + 0,60,065 + 510.50°

45 (910P) ~ g () ~ 29’ (Jal?) Re(@zan)) 020

5 (0 (0°P) = 9 (1aP)) <0261 + 59 (1a°P) 22065
+f(1a%1*) = f(lal*) = 2f'(|a]*) Re(ear) = 0
Moreover, Taylor’s formula yields
1) g(la°]*) = g(|la]*) - 2¢'(la*) Re(@zca1)
= 2¢'(|a)?) Re(@ba) + 4 Re (@da®)? /01(1 —5)g"(|a + séa®|*)ds,

and the same identity holds for g replaced by f. Thus, taking into account Theo-
rem [T} which implies |||¢ ||e+1,7, |a®|le,r = O(1), and Theorem [[.2] which implies
1062 e+1,7, I0a e, = O(e), it follows from Lemma 22 that

C
16651,z < 1165 — do — ebroll3, + 71085 lless,r (E*+1065 Nerr,r+lI0ailler) -
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We deduce
C

C
(4.2) 16651174 1,2 < Cllg5 — @0 — edrollzy, + 77" + 771005z -

Similarly, da§ solves

01005 + 050,005 + 0,045 0pa + 0,0¢°D6a°
+ %aag&;ﬁ + %5@%@% + %Magw
+ 0, [(9(1a°*) = g(lal*) — 2¢¢/(|a|*) Re(aar)) a]

&2 je
+ 0, [(9(1a*) = g(la*)) car] + 0. [g(|a* )das] = -02ar + 7 0%6as.
From (@), Theorems [ 1l and [[L2] and Lemma 22 we deduce
C C

(4.3) ll6aillZ.r < Clla§ — a0 — carollzyy, + 375" + 771065711
Adding (£2) and (@3)), (LII) follows. Like in the proof of Theorem [[2] a careful
examination of the inequalities that we have used shows that all the above esti-
mates are valid provided that we assume M > M(¢), the constant provided by
Theorem [l and also M > max(M (¢ + 1), M (¢ + 2)) in order to estimate the
source terms.

To complete the proof of Theorem [[L4l consider the point-wise estimate

eiqﬁE /e _ ei(¢+a¢1 )/e

2 sin (7(25E _¢_5¢1)’

afe'® /e — qetPreit/e] < |a® — a| + |a°]

< la® —af + a7 5

1
< (60| + = Ja[ 665

We then conclude like in the proof of Corollary [L3] by using Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, (31]), and Sobolev embedding. O

Remark 4.1. The last step in the above proof relies on the estimate d¢5 = o(e)
in suitable spaces. Regarding the error estimate on a®, only da® appears. Recall
however that (§¢5, da5) solves a coupled system, so it is necessary to show that
da5 = o(e) too (see also [4]).

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to Christof Sparber for attracting
their attention on this problem.
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