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LARGE TIME ASYMPTOTICS OF SOLUTIONS
TO THE SHORT-PULSE EQUATION

MAMORU OKAMOTO

ABSTRACT. We consider the long-time behavior of solutions to the short-pulse
equation. Using the method of testing by wave packets, we prove small data
global existence and modified scattering.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Cauchy problem for the short-pulse equation

(1.1)

Uty = U + (ug)wwa
(0, 2) = uo(x),
where u = u(t,z) : Ry Xx R — R is an unknown function, and ug is a given

function. The short-pulse equation gives an approximate solution to Maxwell’s
equation describing the propagation of ultra-short optical pulses in nonlinear media

(see [16]).
We consider the previous results for the generalized Ostrovsky equation
(1.2) Uty = (UP) g, w(0,2) = up(z)

for p € N>3. The case in which p = 2 is known as the Ostrovsky-Hunter equation
[1] or the short-wave equation [8]. Pelinovsky and Sakovich [I5] showed global well-
posedness in the energy space for p = 3 and small initial data. Stefanov et al. [17]
showed local existence of a unique solution to (L2) with ug € H*(R) when s > 2.
They also proved global existence and scattering for p > 4 and small initial data
up € H5(R) N W3L(R). To confirm the global existence of a solution, we need to
consider the smallness of the initial data. Liu et al. [12] 13] demonstrated wave-
breaking phenomena at p = 2,3, and, in particular, the existence of a blowing-up
solution. Hayashi et al. [6] (see also [4]) provided the L* decay estimates and the
solution scatters to a free solution for p > 4 and small initial data ug € H*(R) N
H~Y(R) with s > 2 and zd,up € L*(R). In [7], they also proved the nonexistence
of the usual scattering states for p = 3. Recently, Niizato [14] showed the existence
of a modified scattering state of (L)) for small initial data in uo € H*(R)NH ' (R)
with s > 10 and x0,uo € H?(R). Using the factorization technique, Hayashi and
Naumkin [5] proved the existence of a modified scattering state for (L)), for a larger
class of initial data than that in [14]. In [5], they took the initial data that satisfy
up € H*(R) N H~(R) and xd,uo € H'(R) with s > 5+ randr > 2. However, it
appears that more regularity for the initial data is needed (see Appendix [A]).
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In this paper, we use the method of testing by wave packets based on the work
of Ifrim and Tataru [9] [10] (see also [2,[3]). This method in some sense interpolates
between the physical and the Fourier side analysis of an asymptotic equation. In-
stead of localizing on either the physical or the Fourier side, we use a mixed wave
packet style phase space localization. We prove small data global existence and
modified scattering in a large class of initial data.

Let L denote the linear operator of (II)):

Lzzat—(?;l.

We note that

0; " f(x) = # / ; £ ()dy

holds provided that f € H~'(R), where 9;' := ]-"’1%]-". To obtain pointwise
estimates for the solutions, we use the vector field

J =z —10,72,
which satisfies J = ! xe% . This is a powerful tool for studying the large
time existence of nonlinear evolution equations (see [L1L [6] [, 14, 5] and references
therein). Factorizing the symbol = + 5% of J, we define

Jy = /|z| Fivto; .

Here J4 is hyperbolic on positive frequencies and elliptic on negative frequencies.
These operators are useful in our analysis.
The equation () is invariant under the scaling transformation

(1.3) u(t, z) — X tu(A, M)

for any A > 0. The generator of the scaling transformation is given by
S = —t0; + 20, — 1,

which is related to L and J as follows:
S=—-tL+J0, — 1.

The free solution for (LI]) is written as follows:
¢ fa) = FE o), FR @) = = [ Dae

Because Og (€ — %) =x+ 5% becomes zero if and only if £ = £, /ﬁ and x < 0,

the stationary phase method implies that the free solution /% ' f(x) decays rapidly
when = > 0 and oscillates when z < 0. As the solution to ([LI)) with small initial
data behaves like the free solution, this observation shows that modified scattering
occurs when x < 0.

To state our main result, we introduce the norm with respect to the spatial
variable

Ju()l|xs = ()17 + @)% + | JOu(t)]72)?
for s € R.
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Theorem 1.1. Let s > 4. Assume that the initial data ug at time O satisfies
luollxs <e < 1.

Then, there exists a unique global solution u that satisfies the bound
lu(®)llx- < e{t)ee,

as well as the pointwise bound

(14) lu@liz= + sl < e(t)™*.

Furthermore, there exists a unique modified final state W € L>®(R_) such that, for
large t > 1,

o) = as o {w () o (2T i o (2) e )}

+0 (at’%’“)

holds uniformly with respect to x € R, where 0 < k < min{i — %a*, 2572 } and

.o 2 2 2(s—4)
@ = mm{457 2s+17 3(s+1) [°

We note that our initial data space has the norm
[uollx= ~ [luoll s + lluoll -1 + [|2xuo| L2
Accordingly, modified scattering holds for a larger class of initial data than shown
by previous results. In particular, we does not need the regularity of xd,uqg.
We do not focus here on the upper bound of k. The crucial point is that the

decay of the remainder part is faster than =2, which is the decay rate of the free
solution. In fact, Stefanov et al. proved the dispersive estimate

—1 (i1
e uollr £ ¢ fuol| g,

for 2 < p < oo (Theorem 3 in [I7]). Setting p = co formally, we expect the decay

rate of the L> norm of the free solution to be ¢~ 2.
Roughly speaking, we will show the bound

_1 i 1
Jua ()L S ¢ ul@)| Fs | Oaul®)|| 72

for s > 4 (see Proposition below), which implies (I.4)). Here, the assumption
s > 4 is almost optimal from the viewpoint of the scaling invariance. Indeed, the
fraction

2 ||tz (8) | oo
1 1
(@) [l Oau ()] 7
is invariant under the scaling transformation (3]

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In §21 we show the energy
estimates and the existence of the local in time solution to (ILII). In §3] we prove a
priori estimates, which give the pointwise bounds. In §4l we construct a wave packet
and observe its properties. In g5 by combining the estimates proved in previous
sections, we prove our main theorem. In Appendix [Al we provide a remark on the
paper by Hayashi and Naumkin [5].

Finally, in this section, we present the notations used throughout this paper. We
denote the space of all smooth and compactly supported functions on R by C§°(R).
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We denote the space of all rapidly decaying functions on R by S(R). We define the
Fourier transform of f by F[f] or f We use the inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces
H?*(R) with the norm || f||gs := H<~>Sf|\Lz, where (€) := (1 + [¢]2)2. We also use
the homogeneous Sobolev norm || f|| ;. :== || - 1% £l L2

In estimates, we use C to denote a positive constant that can change from line
to line. If C' is absolute, or depends only on parameters that are considered fixed,
we often use X < Y in place of X < CY. We then use X < Y to denote
X <C7Y and X ~Y to denote C~1Y < X < CY. We write X =Y + 0(2)
when | X - Y| < Z.

Let 6 > 0 be a small constant, which is needed only to demonstrate Proposition
For concreteness, we take § = —. Let o € C§°(R) be an even function with

1000°

1, if|¢ <1
Oﬁaglanda(ﬁ)—{’ iflel <1,
set

0, if |¢| > 05 For any R, Ry, Ry > 0 with Ry < Rs, we
, i > 29,

on(©) = 0(5) = 0(25). oen©)=o(5). oun®) = 1-0<n(o)
o<r(§) = 0<r(§) —or(§), ORr <<Rr,(§) = 0<Rr,(§) —0<r, (§).
For any N, N1, Ny € 2°Z with N; < Na, we define
Pnfo=Fonfl, Py<<n, =F 'on << fl.

We denote the characteristic function of an interval I by 1;. For N € , we define
the Fourier multipliers with the symbols 1, (££) and oy (€)1r, (££) by P* and
Pﬁ, respectively.

262

2. ENERGY ESTIMATES

The results in this section were essentially proved in [I7] (see also [16] [6]). For
completeness, we give an outline of this proof.
First, we recall the energy estimate proved by Stefanov et al. [I7].
Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 1 in [I7]). Let u be a smooth solution of the equation
Uty = U+ F(t, 2)uzy + G(t, x)
fort >0, where F and G are smooth functions. Then, for every s > 1, we have
Ocllu(®)IF. SNO=F (¢, )|z u(®)ll;.
+ w7 GE N o + [0zu@) || L[ FE )l go)-
A simple calculation yields the following equations:
Lemma 2.2. Let s > 1. Let u be a solution to (1)) in a time interval [0,T]
satisfying
luollx: <e k1
and assume that there ezists a constant D with 1 < D < e~ ! such that
_1
(@)L + lua(t)[[Le < De(t)™=.
Then,
lu(®)llx < 10e(t)7=,
where D, < D.
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Proof. Integration by parts yields
Ot = 2 / W@ u + 0, (u®))da = 0.
R
Similarly, we have
(’9,g||u(1€)||fq1 = 6/ U (U Uy + 2uu?)dr = 6/ uu3da
R R

< 6llu(®) 122 lu@)ll o llus ()] 2

From the integral equation for (1), we have

t
lu(®)ll -+ < lJuoll g +/ [u(t")?|| L2dt’
(2.1) 0

t

< |luoll g +/O [u(@ )L lu(t)]| L2t

For higher order derivatives, we apply Lemma Bl with F(¢,7) = 3u(t,z)? and
G(t,z) = 6u(t, z)u,(t,z)%. Note that

102 (8, )l ee < 6l[u()| o< lua(®)l ooy [1FE ) e S Nlul®)llzoe )] g
G gge-r S NN Zoollu®)lle + lu®)l| oo lua ()] oo llul) ] o1

Thus, by combining the above estimates and Lemma 2Tl with Gronwall’s inequality,
we obtain

1
(@ + [lu®)[%-)7 <e(t)P-=.
From S = —tL + JJ, — 1 and

[Lu(®)l L2 = 102 () (B 2 < 3llul®)][ Lo |0su(®)] Lo lu(t)l| 2 < 3D%* ()7,
the estimate of || JOyu||z2 is reduced that of ||Su|| 2. By

Or||Su(t)||22 = 2/ Su - LSudx = 2/ Su - (S —1)0,(u?)dz
R R
(2.2) = 2/ Su - 0, (S — 2)(u?)dr = 6/ Su - 0, (u*Su)dx
R R

= 6/ udpu(Su)?da < ||u(t)|| L [|0su(t) || Lo | Su(®)]Z2,
R

Gronwall’s inequality yields
[Su(t)l| e < 2¢(t)7"7,
which concludes the proof. O

Corollary 2.3. Let s > % and ug € X°. Then, there exists an existence time

T = T(|Juollzs) and a unique solution u to (LI)) satisfying supg<,<r [[u(t)]|xs <
10||’(,L0||Xs .

Proof. Set u(®) := ug and for n € N, define
Apu™ = u™ 438, {(u™ V) 20,u™Y, W™ (0, ) = ug(x).

In the same way as the proof of Lemma [2.2] we have

sup [u (¢)ze < Jluol - exp (clT sup ||u<“><t>||%p)
0<t<T 0<t<T
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because ||u(t)||rs + [|uz(t)||Le < ||u()||ms. Accordingly, by setting
log 2
1001 Juol|7.”

we confirm that sup <, <7 ™= (t)]| s < 2||uo|| me implies SUPg<<T 1w (£)|| s <

T .=

2|Jug|| . Because supy<, < [[u®(t)|| = < 2[|ug m= holds, we have the bounded
sequence {u(™} in L*°([0,T]; H*(R)). By the standard argument, we obtain a
solution u as the limit of the (sub)sequence. Then, (1) and (Z2)) yield

sup [[u(t)ll -1 < luoll g+ + CoT sup [Ju(t)||%-
0<t<T 0<t<T

< lwoll g+ + lluoll s < 2[luolx-,

s [Su(O)lz2 < [(Su)0)] 1 exp (1T sup o)y
0<t<T 0<tT
< 2[[(Su)(0)l| L2 < 4luol|x--
From S = —tL + J3J, — 1, the solution w is in L*°([0,T]; X*) and satisfies
sup |[u(t)|[xs < 10[juo||x-.
0<t<T
To show uniqueness, we take two solutions w,u’ to (ILI). The calculation used

in the proof of Lemma yields

sup u(t) — ' ()]
0<t<T

S 140) = O ex0 (2T sup (Ju@)lss + 1Ol
0<t<T
Hence, the solution is unique as a limit of classical solutions. ([

3. POINTWISE DECAY ESTIMATES

We decompose u into positive and negative frequencies:
v=u"+u", ut = Ptu.

Because u is real valued, ut = v— and u = 2Ru*. Moreover,
_ 1
[ ()l xs = [lu™(t)][xs = EHU@)HXS-

We write uy := Pyu and u} = P]J\?u. From JO,uy = Pyn(JO,u) — F(on)' &1,
we have

2
lu@llxs ~ [ D llun @)k
Ne2dz
For t > 1, we further decompose u™ into its hyperbolic and elliptic parts

whyPt — E : ul;\?'p,-i-, wllbt — ot — uhyp7+7

Ne2%%
N<t
where, for N < t, we define
hyp,+ ._ _hyp + ell,.+ _ + hyp,+
Upy =ON Uy, Uy = Un — Uy

Here, O'R;,p(t,I) =011 ccae (2)1r_(2).

1
3N N
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We note that u™P+ is supported in {2 > =45¢72}. For (t,z) € R? with —xt >
3_%, the number of scaled dyadic numbers 2°Z satisfying S%NL <z <3- 25ﬁ
is less than 2. Hence, u"™P (¢, ) is a finite sum of WP (8, ).

The functions u}]]\?'p’Jr and u%l,l’Jr are frequency localized near N in the following

sense.

Lemma 3.1. For2 <p< oo, any a, b, c € R with a >0 and a + ¢ > 0, and any
R > 0, we have

11— N< o)1 (2" 0 r P )llLr Sape N™F2 70 7= PEF 1,

Moreover, we may replace or on the left hand side by o>r ifa+c>b+1 and o<gr
ifa+c>0and b=0.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to show the case p = 2, because the general case follows from

the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality || f]|re < ||f||%2|\8mf||%2 and the interpolation
LP(R) = (L*(R), L®(R))[;_2). We write

FllalorPg f1(€) = / € = n =@ F(0, | (2 Por)] (€ — n) 5 f(n)dn,
jal*on(x) = B'(|- o) ().

Because [¢] < [n| + ¢ — n] and |¢ = n > 2729(20 — DN if € ¢ [25,22N] and
1) € supp P]J\? f, Young’s inequality yields

11— P?G < <o)0al* (2" oRPY )|l 12
SNT CR Y Fllog| el o)) | Py £l 2
S NTR™PL Sl e

The same calculation is valid when we replace og with o.g if a4+¢ > 0and b = 0.
From osr =Y, 09rs g, we can replace og on the left hand side by o~ g because
the summation with respect to k converges if a +¢ > b+ 1. O

The next proposition plays crucial role in our analysis.
Proposition 3.2. For s > % and 0 < t <1, we have
u(t, )|, |ue(t,2)| S u@)]x-

For s > % and t > 1, we have
i-3 2| -3
x
() }|u<t>|XS,

)i (@)} )

uel(t, )| S €5 (1+ logt) [|u(®)] -,
STFT (1+log?) [lu(t)]|x--

H—|Z~3

[P (¢, 2)| < £~ min {

[Pt ()| < £~ min { (

H—|Z~3

and
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Proof. For 0 <t <1 and s > %, Sobolev’s inequality yields
ult, )| + Jus (b, 2)] S D (L+ N)llun (t)]|
N2z

< S A+ NN un (B2 < lJult)]|a.
Ne26Z

For the high frequency case N > t > 1, we note that u = u! or u"P = 0,
because of the frequency restriction of u™P. The calculation used above yields

ut,2)| S 3 Mlun @l S > Nillun @z S €57 Jult)l|ae,

Ne2°t Ne2%t
N>t N>t
un(t, )| S Y Nlun@llee $ D N lluy(@)|ze St 5 ult) | e
Ne2°t Ne2%Z
N>t N>t

Next, we consider the case of ¢ > 1 and N < t. This is the main focus of our
work.

Lemma 3.3. Fort>1 and N <t, we have
1308 (@)l 22 S N (lun (@)l 22 + [T 0sun ()] 22),
(22t e)]| | < N (lun®)llas + 10,0 (D) 22).

Proof. For the hyperbolic estimate, we use the equation

o 5o,
' t e

We apply this to f = J+8mu];}'p’+. A direct calculation yields

Bl 0. 7w)aa

12 = T Bu fII2e + 2 /

1
J-0uf = J-0sJ 0suy™ " = —JOZuN" — SOy

Because

J82 hyp + _ hypp+

N<<25N(J8§UN)+UWPJ”*1[ i(o jﬂ oo ) EN]
Ju

<
+ 20, (28,00 uy) — (20,00° + 282N )uf;,

Lemma 3] implies the following:
(3.2)
1707 uRy ™ ()]

S N(lun ()22 + |/ 0pun ()] 22) + [1(1 =
+I( PzJG < cos ) @OZO NPl ) (1)) 2
S N(lJun(t )||L2 + [[J0zun ()]l L2)-
From Bwuhyp’Jr =0, U?\}'pu}'{, + ahypa ujy, we have
0z ()| 2 S ¢ N un (t)]| 22 + Nlun (@)]| 2 ~ Nlun (@) 2
This yields
7= 00 T4 00y (1) 2 S N(llun ()l|z2 + [[70zun (t)] £2).

N <. <2<5]\[)az (Ia U?\?Ipu]—i\_])(t)HLQ
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The second expression on the right hand side of BII) becomes

3 [y .00, T 0
R

= t_%S/ |;v|%J+8mu];\}'p’+(t, x)0y {|:E|%J+8mu];\}'p’+} (t,z)dx
R

—%%/g|f[|x|%J+amu§‘§p’+](t,£)|2d£.
R

From |z|3.J, 8, uhyp t= z(|x|1u};\}’p N+ %|x|’}1ug}’p itz |x|%u};\?’p’+ and Lemma
Bl we have
1 1 hyp,+
- PJJ\? <ocos )10 |2 | 2 T3 00y (1) L2

< flzvuuN( Mz <t Nllun(t)] 2.

Taking f = J_9,u"™" in @), we obtain the desired hyperbolic bound.
For the elliptic bound we decompose u®!! into three parts u®!! = o <l u%l +
3 N2

01 t,<.<3-1, uN + 053t u$ll. We observe that the equation

(3.3) H | ’

_ x
I = 210021 =2 [ Flof@) s

holds for any smooth real valued function f.
From (a + b)? < (14 §)a® + (1 + 6 1)b? and Lemma 31} we have

} / 21040 u) () P

SR Lt
(1 +9)2% x ell 2
_#‘ngg Naw(ta (U>3 t UN)) (t)‘w
+Ct2N2|[(1 = Py <.<on )(xa (0532, U%l)) (t)]I72

1+6 2949 . 2 _
|02 (00 udl) @), + 2N fun (B2

Because 053t ul = 532, UN and supp O, Ts3ty C {|z| ~ tN =2}, the calculation
used in (3:2) and Lemma BII yields

1905 (055 1, uf) (B2 S N(llun(®)llzz + | J0zun (t)]]22)-

2645
Taking f = U>3L2u§’\1,1 in (33), and by 2% < 1, we have
N

T e _
| 0205 )| | ST N (lun ]z + 170, B 2).
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Hence, by Lemma Bl we have
z 11 11
T e I I
+ fﬁlN?H (1- Pﬂ<»<25N) (550>3LU?\171) (t)‘

S [302 (snmud) O L+ Nllun(®)l2:
SN (lun (8 22 + || T0eun (2)]|2)-

L2

From (a + b)? < (14 §)a® + (1 + 6 1)b? and Lemma 31} we have

x
/R¥|8 (U<1 - ush(t, ) |*dz
1
WH‘%(Q uit) (t)|72
(14 6)2% .
#||P2%§~§25N(0'<%%ul\lfl)(t)”%P
+C 2||( — Py o coon)0a(0c1 o ui) ()17

14 6)24 . -
< %HQ,MM BOlizz + Ct2 N un ()72

IN

1.t
3 N2

IN

From the calculation used in [B.2]), we have

1020y e, uf)(B)llz2 S N([lun(®)]z2 + |T0zun (t)]|2)-
Taking f = %ﬁuﬁ’\}l in (B3), and by 2% < 1, we have
locs £ un®llze St N(luy@)llz2 + [ J0sun (t)]2).
Because

= [ §10y i <s gy @il 0) Pz <0,
R — N

1
and applying the calculation used in (B:2]) yields

170201 1, <<s 1, uf) O lz2 € N(luv@)llz2 + [[J0zun (t)]2),
taking f = o %S_Sg)ﬁu?\l,l in 33) gives
s Ol S N (lun(®)]l s + [0 (1) 12).

1
INZ > N

Set ¢(t,x) := —24/t|z|. The Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

IS NFIE 102 f1 22
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with f = efwu}]]\?’p#r, Oy (e™0uyPt) = ¢~ _L_ 7, 9, 4"P+ and Lemma B3 imply

Vel

2

1
Nz
~ N fun (8] 14 00ulyP T ()17
St EN u () (lun (8)] 22 + [T 0zun (1))

1

<t 2 min(N73 L N2 |u(t)]| xe

~

h h hyp,
lug ™ F ()| S Juy ™ (@) T 0pupy™ T (t)

1
2
L2

L2

JL 2Pt (1) = 9, T4 Opuy™ T (8, @) + 78 LU (¢, ),
Lemmas 3] and B3] imply
[T 02y (1) 2
S IIP%g.gzaN81J+8mul¥p’+(t)llL2 (= Pxy ccosn) 0o 40z up P ()| 2
+ 2N Jun (8)]| 2
S N4 0puyP (1)l 2 + 672 N2 [lun (1)) 2
St 2N |un (t)] xo.

Hence, we have
1 i i I _s 5
|euy P ()] S 2N [lun (]| Zal[u(®)][ 30 S 72 min(N 7372 N3 [|u(t)]| x-.

Because u"YP+ (¢, ) is a finite sum of > (¢, ), we obtain the desired hyperbolic
bounds.

Next, we show the elliptic bounds. For |z| < #, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality and Lemmas Bl and B.3] yield

ell(

sl (t,2)| = oo usl (2, )

SIPy < cosnO<t Uy ug (t, )] + (1 _P%§-§25N)U< L U (t, 7))

28

1 3
S Nzflog % ?vl()||L2+t INE [uy]| e

-6 T —0 0 —1a73
SO0 72 un ()12 lun ()50 + ¢ N 2 |un |l e,

where 0 < @ < 1. For |z| > -, there exists M € 2"{0} such that u§l(t,z) =

o, (@) uS(t, z). The calculation used above leads

_ AN 1420 1as3
st (k)| S (N2 10T B un (O ()0 + N E a1

Because
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2s—1

25727 we obtain

by setting 6 =

ul(t, @) < 7 it @) S (14 logt) [fu(t)]|x-.

Ne2%t
N<t

From

2
o<t (2)u ul(t, z) = Bw(o<%ue“)(t,x) — N—a' (N2£> ul(t, x),

— N
the calculation used for u$Y! yields, for 0 < 6 < 1,

3426

10:u (6, 2)| S 011072 a1 i ()| o + ¢ N fu 2

if 2| < % and

X
0, us(t, ;v)|<t_‘9<N2| '> 11001272 S Ol 75° s (1)1 o + £ N E 2

if |2| > §. Hence, setting 6 = 223 gives

@) S Y st a)| S

Ne2%Z
N<t

7 (1+logt) u(t)] x-.

Corollary 3.4. For s >0 and t > 1, we have

1
V2] T4 0pu™ P (@) 12 S u®)llxe,  [lod+8pug®F (B)] 22 S 2 [|ul®)] x--

Proof. By Lemmas Bl and B.3]
V]| T4 0 u™P | 12
1
3
(X IvRILaaE ol

Ne2%Z
N<t
h
+ 30 0 = Py ccony)VIIT1 0P (1)1
Ne2°t
N<t

1
2
5( > tN—2||J+3mu1?vyp’+(t)lliz> + ) TN un (@)l

Ne2%% Ne2%
N<t N<t

S llu(®)llxs-
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Similarly, from || J, 92uP = 8, (|2 ]y OpuY™ ) + JL8,uyP T + —'gﬂamu];\}'pﬁr,
we have

||$J+81U];yp’+||L2

5( 2 (N7 10, uhyp+<>n%z> +t2( > Iyt ||L>é

Ne2%? N2’z
N<t N<t
+ > lla-P N <. 5| T 02U (1) | 2
Ne2°t
N<t

1
< 2 Ju()]| xe-

4. WAVE PACKETS
We consider the Hamiltonian flow corresponding to (I.1I), which is given by
t
(0.6 (v g:6).
We expect solutions initially localized spatially near zero and in frequency near

+¢&,, where &, = ﬁ, to travel along the ray T', := {& = vt} when v < 0. This

produces a phase function

o(t,x) == —2+/t|z|
associated with the linear propagator % .

For v € R_, we define

— vt )
W, (t,2) =l (S0 ) e

t§|v|z

where Y is a sooth function with supp xy C [~1+27%,1—27%] and Jg xdz =1. The

spatial support of ¥, is included in [2°vt, %], provided that v € R_ and [v] > t72.
Let

Qu(t) ={veR_:t7% < —v <%}
for t > 1 and a > 0. For v € Qy(t),
t —wut\ , —ut\ .,
00,(,0) = U (S ) e — it ol el (0 ) e
2tz |v|2 t2|v|1 t2|v|7
Integrating by parts three times gives

0, W, (t, )

— ot . 1 — ot ;
e lex(—xl “3)e“"““’——t—1|v|—ix(—xl “s)e“"““’
t2|v]s 2 tz|v|a

ty : — ot _
+t 2|'U| 2|:L'|X ( | rﬁ)e%‘b(t,fb)_’_thlvl%am{k[:'%x/ (xl v )}ez¢(tvz)
V|4

— it~ 2ot (02 { a3y [ B ) Vet
-\ Al
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Hence, we have
(LY,)(t,x)

1 x — vt T — vt x — vt -
— 1 + ’ ( ) } et (t,z)
{2|v|%x (t%|v|%> R
— vt _
—it2vgax{:zrg ,<:17 Y >}el¢(t’m)
(4.1) ol 212X e

o _3 A 3 xr — vt .

i 2 2 — vt .
= 10X (1 )0 it 20|20, (35 {Ixﬁx’ (x ; ) }ew’x))

t%|v|%

Kt 2) x — vt (w—vt) |2 ,(:v—vt)
,T) = —1 )
X olod S \ekoi) e \eipld

We show that U, (t,2z) and the first part of LW, (t,x) are essentially frequency
localized near &,. To state this more precisely, for v € Qy(t) we define by N,, € 2°%
the nearest scaled dyadic number to £,. Then, g—g < N, < 2%¢, holds.

where

Lemma 4.1. Fort > 1 and v € Qy(t), we have

1 _3,,1 1,_
100 = Py - oy )00 Se tH o]~ # (ol ),
2 = = v

i ~ 18,1 1
10 = Pl o JE* D@ W e Se ol F (2ol )
<<
for any ¢ > 0.

Proof. From Taylor’s theorem, we can write

¢(t, )

B(t,01) + 000(t, v0)(z — vt) + 520(t, 1) — i)

*(x—y)?
+/Ut Tagfb(t,y)dy

1
= —=2ty/|v]| + —(z — vt) +

VIl

— vt
(x—vt)z—l-R(—x Us,t§|v|i),
1

tz vl

where
R(z,a) := 37 1 _1=0F 5
8aJo (—6%+1)3
We note that R(xz,a) is well-defined provided that max(z,0) < a. Changing the

variable y = 2=vt_ we have
t2|v|4
F[@,](,€)

1 / . 3 <:17 - vt> -
_ (243 ip(t,x)
— [ e v| 71 —— e dzr
V2T Jr | | X t%|v|%

= %téei(_%v‘vlﬂlvm/e_iyt%IU‘%(5_5”)X(y)e£y2+m(%t%Iv\%)dy
R

1 1 3 1 1
= thya (el € - &), ol
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where
x1(€ @) = T Fler R ),
By definition, xi(-,a) € S(R) for ¢ > 1. From
1=t (Bl = &) ol ¥ ) Iz Se tlol =R o)~ xllzz

and € — & | > (1 —27%)&,, provided that & ¢ [25%,2%N,], we obtain the L? bound.
Next, we focus on the estimate for d,x. Setting

~ x . 3 3
Xo(z,a) = §X(£IJ) —ia g|;1c — a|gxl(x),
we can write
- 1. (x—vt 1, 1
) = 10 (5 )
tz|v|1

Here, Xo(-,a) € S(R) for a > 1. The calculation used for F[¥,] yields
FI@.01(t,6) = 55 (1ol € = &), 3ol ).
where
%1 (57 a) — ei(a&—,;?)]__[e%ﬂ-i-iR(m,a)am)zo(.’ a)](f)

This gives the desired bound, as above. (I

For v € R_, we define
~y(t,v) = / u(t, )W, (t, z)dx.
R
Because u®"! and uPP~ are essentially frequency localized away from &,, we can re-

place u on the right hand side with «™P*. Indeed, by applying Holder’s inequality,
Lemmas 3.1 and [£] and Proposition [3.2] we obtain

(4.2)
‘”y(t,v)—/uhyp’""(t,x)@v(t,x)d:z:
R
< Ol2210 = PLy __yo NWo®lz2 + [ T 0
+[IPX NP oo |0 () 1

My<<oon, N
Sl F ()| 2 + R TE (L logt) [Ju(t)[xs +t7F S NEHun(t)] 12

Ne2%
N~N,

S (I o EE T (1 og ) ()] x-,
provided that s > g, t>1,and v € Qa(t).

Proposition 4.2. Fort >1,

1
Yoy S 2 l[ut)]| g
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Let s > % and 0 < a < % Fort>1 and v € Q,(t), we have the bounds

fut, vt) — 26 FR{ D (1)} S {7 Hol7F + R (L4 1og) | u(t)1x,
Jua (£, 0t) — 267 o] 72 R{ic" (8, v)}|
<ol 4 5B (1 10g0) b lu(t)x-
Proof. By direct calculation,
1 1
Y (E)llzge < t2[Ju(t)lLee /R Ix(@)|dx ~ 2 [Ju(t)]| Lo

We set wPt (¢, ) := e~ E2)yhypt (¢ 1) As u = 2Rut, from @2) and Propo-

sition 3.2] we have

u(t, vt) — 2672 R{EV (2 )}

) — vt
= et Lt ) 1ol [ (5 ) as)]
R

t2 o)
+0 (ol + 55 (1 + 1ogh)) u(®llx- ) -

z—vt
t )

— vt
whyp’+(t,:1c)x (u) dx‘

Here by changing the variable z =

‘whyp"L(t,vt) —t7%|v|7%/

. t2 ol
— ot
S R R N e
R t2lv|2
Zt%|v|_% /{whyp,-i-(tjvt)_whyp7+(t,t(2+U))}X(t%|v|_%z)dz'
R

From |z| < (1 — 279t 2|u|3, v € Qu(t), and Corollary B4,
WP (, vt) — WPt H(z + v))]

1
= |tz] / Dpw™P T (t, vt 4 (1 — G)tz)dG‘
0

1
(4_3) S |tz|2||amwhyp7+(t)||L2([%,25t\v|])

~ Al VR 00 1)

S Lz 2 ol 7 fu(t) | xe

L2([4sl 25¢w)))

Therefore, we obtain

‘whyp’J“(t, ot) — t~ 2|74 /

— vt
WP (1 1) (u) i
R

tz|o|3

Shl 7 [ el ol F 2l )]
R

St o 7R fJu(t)] x-
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Next, we show the approximation estimate of u,. By applying integration by
parts and Proposition 3.2 we have

/uhyp""(t,x)ﬁv(t,x)dx
R
: — ot ,
— —it7%|v|*%/ 2| u;’yp"L(t,:E)x (I v )ezcb(t,m)dx
t .
— it ||~ /\/|33 | utYPF (¢, x)y/ (3: Y )ew(t’z)daz

t
3y WP (1, 1)y (j - ”’“‘) e—i(t) g

«/|:1:
_ ot _
= —i|v|7% / u;’yp’+(t,aj)x <I1 vg > e~ e(t1) g
R tz2 1

Ll u)l - ) -

+0 (t 2|v|4 min(

Hence, from ([@2), 0 < a < min(%, 525 ), and Proposition B2, we can write

ug (t, vt) — 23 |U|_%%{iei¢(t’”t)7(t, v)}
3 — ot ,
= o fult o) — 3l e [ (S s
R

t2|v|1
+0 (ol + 55 (14 1ogh) ) Ju(®)lx- ) -

For |z| < (1 —279)t2|u|7, v € Qy(t), and by Corollary B4,

Il =2 T 0P (2) ~ (t]o])” 2 |||l 1 Bzl (1)

”L‘z([%zét\vm ”L?([%Mvu)

— _3
St o7 fut)x--

By the argument given above, we obtain the desired bound. O
Proposition 4.3. Let s >4 and 0 < o < min { =, Sil, 305 } If u solves (L),

then, fort > 1 and v € Q4(t), we have
. 13 _¢
3(t) = it ol 3t o)) + O (18 ()L + [u®)%.))
Proof. By (@),
St v) = / (Lu - Ty + uLT,) (¢, z)dx

/8 U, (t,x)dx +t~ 1/efi“b(t’m)u(t,x)am;(t,:E)d:zc

R

. — vt
—|—it72|v|7%/eﬂ“b(t’m)@;lu(t,x)@i 2|2 X’ % dx.
R t2|v|1
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The calculation used in (£2]) yields

/eﬂ'“b(t’m)u(t,x)agC;(t,x)dx—/efi“b(t’m)uhyp*(t,:E)amT)Z(t,x)dx
R

R
S lun @22 11(1 = PL%,QJNW)W@;:EIILQ + | () Bz (1) 11
35 <<
hyp, ~
+ P un® " (0|~ [ 0:2(8)] 11

N <<25NTN
St ol F u(®)l| 2 + 7 ERTE (14 logt) [lu(®) | xe +17F S NEHuy(t)] e

Ne2%%
N~N,

_1
SteJu()]|xe

provided that s > 4 and 0 < o < 2. From Corollary 3.4

/aw(e*i“"(t’m)uhyp’*(t,w))?(taw)dfv S ol T IV 2l T 00 ()] 2 X (8] 2
R

St o7 E Ju(t) x--

From

(92{| |% /(.’L'—Ut)} 3_1 /(;[;_’Ut) 3V|‘T| //(x_’l)t>
€T _ = — _
P VEPERE S T \aeE) TR e

we have

/ et 91y (¢, )52 {|:p|%xl (;v:_vgt) } dz
i t2|v|2

82 |'|%X/ _—’Ut

T t%|’l}|%

— 3 3
< 107 u(t)l 2 S trfols [lu®)]|x-.

L2

This yields
(4.4) St v) = /R 00 () (£, 2)To (1, )z + O3 [u(t)]|x+)

ass>4and0<a<%.

Because
T S A N T — vt . t
0.V, (t,x) =t 2|v|" 2e X | —= |+ =T, (t,z)
t3|v| |z|

and Proposition B2 and 0 < a < min{ 2 2(5_2)} yield

s+17 3(s+1)

lu(t,vt)] < t7% min(|o| T2, o] 75) Ju(t)]|x-,
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/ 0 T, (t,2)de

— ifo]} /Ruﬁ»(t,x)@(t,x)d:c +0 (1 Hu).)
— ifo]} /R(uhw)?)(t, 2y (1, )z + O (1% u(r) )

we have

. . 2(s—2)
provided that s > 4 and 0 < o < Imn{S T> 3(s71) } Here, we observe that for
lv] ~ |zl )
5 <5 < 2°|v],
hyp,+ _ hyp,+
U = E Uy
N2
25
\/_ v <N<V32%°N,
—+ hyp,+ _ p+ hyp,+
B PfN”sa <.<v32s N, + Z (1 PN ccoN)UNT
N2
<N<V32%9N,

\/_225
If the frequency support of

- 3
(uhyp)3 _ 3|uhyp,+|2uhyp,+ — (uhyp,+)3 + 3|uhyp>+|2uhyp,+ + ubyp At
is contained in [&x, 220N, , then at least one of «™P* on the right hand side is
22(5 b g

(1— Pﬁ - <25N)uhyp + Accordmgly, for s >4 and 0 < a < 2, Lemmas B and E1]
and Propos1t10n B2 imply

[ oot ) =3 [ (0 P ) 6,2)T, (t,2)da
R

R

_ . s _ _3
St min(fof3 7, Jo 2>(||uhm+<t>||m||<1—P%<.<25Nv>\1fv<t>||m

+ > lla- PLQW)U?\?”()IILwII‘I’v(t)Hm)IIU(t)H?(s

S min(ol 3 fol =) (ol 73 e H o) u)

Moreover, [{3) and 0 < a < & yield

/uhyp’+(lf,96)(|uhyp’+(1ﬁ,fL‘)I2 = [uMPE(E, ut) )W (t, @) de
R

— _3 . s _ _3
St ol 77 min(jo 27 o] 72) Ju(t)[I%-

X/R X(””‘” )wwhm (t,2) — WP (1, vt)|da

tz|v|3

S ol |

_1 _ 1
<t o M u(t) % / 12|

X(E ol ~2) | [P (1, 1z + 0) = P (1, wt)]

x(t2|v]"12)|dz
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~

_5, 1 _6, 1
St o3 u®) 5 S 78 ]2 lu®)]%--
Therefore, we have

/Bm(u?’)(t,x)ﬁv(t,x)dx

R

= 3ilv| 72 [P (¢, vt) 2 (t, v)

+ 3i|v|_% / uhyp’+(t,3:)(|uhyp’+(t, a:)|2 - |uhyp’+(t,vt)|2)av(t, x)dx
R

_6
+0 (18 u(t)%.)
= 3it "o "2 pPy + 0 (1 u()%.)
Combining this with (@), we obtain the desired bound. O

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM [I.1]

From Corollary and Lemma 2.2 the existence of a global solution to (L)
follows from the a priori bound (I4]). The case of 0 < ¢t < 1 is a consequence of
Corollary and the smallness of the initial data. We therefore consider the time
interval [1, T, for which we make the bootstrap assumption

lu(t, @) + ug(t, z)| < Det™=.

Here, D is chosen with 1 < D < £~%. From Lemma and Proposition [3.2] we
have

(5.1) lu(t, vt)] < et=3+De {min(|v|%*%, o]~ F) + ¢ (1 +1ogt)},
g (t, vt)| < et 3+D-< {min(|v|%—1, o]~ %) + ¢~ (1 —l—logt)}.
As in the previous section, we consider
Do(t) ={veR_:t7% < —v <Y},
457 25+17 3(s+1)
0y (t), [CA) follows from the above bounds, provided that s > 4 and ¢ > 0 is
sufficiently small.

From Proposition[4.3] there exists a unique function W defined on R_ such that
for t > 1 and v € Q,(1),

where « is a fixed constant satisfying 0 < a < min{ 2 2 2As—d) } Outside

. _1
(5.2) ~v(t,v) = W(v)e&lv\ 2 (W (v)?logt O(Et7%+3D*5),
Inside Q,(t), from Proposition 2] we have
(5.3)

lut, vt) — 2~ FREED (1 )} < et~ 3D {t—%%a FtE (L4 logt)} :
g (£, 0t) — 2672 0] 2 R{ie 0Dy (£ 0) )
< et tDe {tﬂ“%“ (1 +logt)} .

Therefore, it is sufficient to show that

N

(o)l S e+ Jv|72)7
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for any v € Q4 (t). The crucial point here is that the implicit constant does not
depend on D.
For |v| ~ 1, by ([B3]), we have

y(t,v)l S e
for t ~ 1, which implies that |W(v)| < e. For t > 1, by (5.2), we have
ItV S W () +e e
When |v] < 1, let tg > 1 be |v] =t5*. The estimates (5.1) and (5.3) yield
[ (to, v)| S ety <l
as 0 < a < 5y +1 Solving the ordinal differential equation in Proposition with

initial data t = ty, we have

o0
|’7(t,'l})| S€t§*€|'v|%_% +/ tl_gEtI3D*8dtl
to

1
2

s _1
Se (1Pl FE 41507 S el

provided that s > 4 and € > 0 is sufficiently small.
When |v] > 1, let tg > 1 be |v] = t§. The estimates (5.1 and (B3) yield

3
(o, v)| S ety *

|7 1
as 0 < a < ES =R Solving the ordinal differential equation in Proposition 4.3 with

initial data t = tg, we have
o0
t0)| < etPesp|m 5 + | ¢ 3e3DeEqy
Y ~ €t

to
<e (t(?*s

_1
v|_% i 5+3D*s) <e
provided that € > 0 is sufficiently small.
Finally, the modified scattering follows from (5.2]) and (&.3)).

APPENDIX A. REMARK ON THE PAPER BY HAYASHI AND NAUMKIN [5]

In this appendix, we take 6 = 1. We denote the free propagator by U(t), i.e.,
U(t) := e!? . Lemma 3.3 in [5] says that for 0 < p < 1

(A1) [(i0)¢ll~ St H20,U(—0)g| 27U (~t >¢||2 PR U(COLI

holds, provided that the right hand side is finite. However, th1s estimate fails. More
precisely, we give a counterexample to the inequality in which ||(i0;)¢||Le on the
left hand side is replaced by [|0yz¢|| Lo

Let x € C§°(R) be a smooth function with supp x C [—1, 1]. We set

o) =7 |3 (S )| @) = e E v

for sufficiently large N > 1. Then,
1
1U(=t)llas = [ @]l s S N*T2

for any s > 0. Because

Fav-0ale) =< (x (S5 ) +igy (S5 ).
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we have
20U (=8)6]| 12 < 022U (=8)6)l|z2 + U (~t)]| 12 SN2 + NE.
Accordingly, the right hand side of (A is bounded by
(N~ ¢+ N3 B NG 2)(5r) 43 N3 <P N2 3 NB,
Therefore, setting t = N2+%, we obtain
RHS. of (A1) < N? + N2,

Conversely, from ||0;¢|| =~ ~ N2, the left hand side of (A) is bounded below by
N2,

This counterexample is a reflection of the fact that the regularity % is very
small. Hence, we need to replace % on the right hand side of (A by ‘11:—32,
which is reduced to Lemma 2.3 with [ = 1 in [6].

If we naively use the estimate

(A2)  (i0a)¢llpoe St % 20U (=) z:”nm—twn;;gz +72 (U=t 5

instead of (A.J)), then we need to replace the regularity conditions of the norm

[u(®)llve = sup &7 ([u(@®)ll -1 + ul@)lzm + 0z Tu(t) | ),
t€[0,T]

namely m > g +land > %, by m >4+ and > % See the proof of Lemma 3.4
in [5]. More precisely, (A) is used to estimate ||tuzz||p~ and |||0z|*ugz| L in the
proof of Lemma 3.4 in [5]. For example, if we use ([(A.2)) to estimate |||0x] tzs| Lo
for0<s<%,weget

1 I+ i- _1
102 vzl Lo St 21021707 Tul|}5 pllUll;th_;% + 72 Jull yorg-
Therefore, it seems that the assumption ug € H‘lﬂH’", xdyup € H with m > %—i—l

andl>%mustbetoreplacedbym>4+landl>%,ass—i—l—i—;l:—gz>5—|—5.
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