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EQUIVARIANT SCHRODINGER MAPS FROM TWO DIMENSIONAL HYPERBOLIC
SPACE

JIAXT HUANG, YOUDE WANG, LIFENG ZHAO

ABSTRACT. In this article, we consider the equivariant Schrodinger map from H? to S? which converges
to the north pole of S? at the origin and spatial infinity of the hyperbolic space. If the energy of the data is
less than 47, we show that the local existence of Schrodinger map. Furthermore, if the energy of the data
sufficiently small, we prove the solutions are global in time.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we consider the Schrodinger map equation

ou
(1.1) 5 JT1(u),

where u(x,t) : [0,T] x H? - S2, 7(u) is the tension field of v and .J is complex structure on S?. The
equation admits the conserved energy

1
E(u) = 5 /11.412 |duf*dvol,,

where dvol, is the volume form of (H?2, g).

The Schrodinger maps from Euclidean spaces have been intensely studied in the last decades. The local
well-posedness of Schrodinger maps was established by Sulem, Sulem and Bardos [29] for S? target, Ding
and Wang [9,[10] and McGahagan for general Kihler manifolds. Ionescu and Kenig obtained the

. d

global well-posedness of maps into S? with small data in the critical Besov spaces Bg(Rd, S2), Q € S? for
d > 3. The global well-posedness for maps R? — S2, d > 2 with small critical Sobolev norms was obtained
by Bejenaru, Ionescu, Kenig and Tataru [3]]. However, the Schrodinger map equation with large data is a
much more dufficult problem. When the target is S, there exists a collection of families Q™ (see [6]) of
finite energy stationary solutions for integer m > 1; When the target is H?, there is not nontrival equivariant
stationary solution with finite energy. Hence, Bejenaru, Ionescu, Kenig and Tataru [4,5] proved the global
well-posedness and scattering for equivariant Schrodinger maps R? — S? with energy blow the ground
state and equivariant Schrodinger maps R? — H? with finite energy. When the energy of maps is larger
than that of ground state, the dynamic behaviors are complicated. The asymptotic stability and blow-up
for Schrodinger maps have been considered by many authors for instance [6,11-13L26,27]. We refer
to [16] for more open problems in this field.

The above results are restricted on flat domains, naturally, we can consider geomertic flow on curved
manifolds. Because the hyperbolic spaces are symmetric and noncompact, geometric flows from hyper-
bolic spaces are natural starting points. The heat flow between hyperbolic spaces is an interesting model
because it is related to the Schoen-Li-Wang conjecture (see Lemm, Markovic [21]]). For such heat flow,
Li and Tam [22] obtained the sufficient conditions to ensure that the harmonic map between hyperbolic
spaces can be solved by solving the heat flow. In recent years, there are many works concerning wave
maps on hyperbolic spaces which are expected to have many similar phenomenon to Schrodinger maps.
D’Ancona and Qidi Zhang showed the global existence of equivariant wave maps from hyperbolic
spaces H for d > 3 to general targets for small initial data in H §x H2 !, The problem was also intensely
studied by Lawrie, Oh, Shahshahani and Li, Ma, Zhao [23]]. Since the wave maps H? — H? or S?
have a family of equivariant harmonic maps, and proved the stability of stationary k-equivariant
wave maps by analyzing spectral properties of the linearized operator. [[19] continued to consider this prob-
lem and showed the soliton resolution for equivariant wave maps H? — H? with initial data (g, ¢) € €,
for 0 < A < A by profile decomposition. For initial data without any symmetric assumption, Li, Ma and
Zhao proved that the small energy harmonic maps from H? to H? are asymptotically stable under the
wave map recently. [20] established global well-posedness and scattering for wave maps from H for d > 4
into Riemannian manifolds of bounded geometry for small initial data in the critical Sobolev space. As a
geometric flow, Schrodinger map is a special case of Landau-Lifshitz flow. Li and Zhao [24]] proved that
the solution of Landau-Lifshitz u(¢, ) from H? to H? converges to some harmonic map as ¢t - oo when
the Gilbert coefficient is positive.
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The Schrodinger maps on H? exhibits markedly different phenomena from its Euclidean counterpart.
First, the most interesting feature is that there is an abundance of equivariant harmonic maps introduced
by [17]]. Precisely, when the target is S?, there is a family of equivariant harmonic maps with energy 47r1 A2
for A € [0, +00); When the target is H?, we also have a family of equivariant harmonic maps with energy
4 }*ig for A € [0,1). Naturally, the dynamic behaviors of solutions with energy above the harmonic maps
are of great interest. Second, the maps still exhibit features of mass critical equation, though it lacks scaling
symmetry. Indeed, in the Coulomb gauge, the Schrodinger map can be reduced to two coupled Schrodinger
equations. If the support of initial data is contained in a open ball B,(0) for e > 0 small, then the solutions
will not exhibit the global geometry of the domain and thus can be approximated by solutions to the
corresponding scaling invariant mass critical Schrodinger equations R? — S2. Third, the notable feature
of the problem is the better dispersive estimates of the operator e**~«2 than the Euclidean counterpart.
The stronger dispersion are possible due to the more robust geometry at infinity of noncompact symmetric
spaces compared to Euclidean spaces. The above features make (I.I)) an interesting model for investigating
the well-posedness for large data and the stability of stationary solutions.

In this paper, we establish the local well-posedness for large data and global well-posedness for small
initial data.

To explain the main results in more detail, we give a more precise account. As both the domain and
the target are rotationally symmetric, the map u is called m-equivariant, if u satisfies u o p = p o u for all
rotations p € SO(2). Since u is a map H? — S? here, in the polar coordinates, u is m-equivariant if and
only if v can be written as

u(r,0) = e™Ra(r).

Here R is the generator of horizontal rotations, which is defined as

0 -1 0 .
R=|1 0 0}, Ru=kxu.
0 0 0

where & = (0, 0, 1)7. We denote i := (1, 0, 0)7 and j := (0, 1, 0)T. The energy of m-equivariant maps
can be expressed as

o 2
E(u)=m f (|aru|2 + ‘m2 (a3 + u%)) sinh rdr.
0 sinh”r
If m # 0, then E(u) < oo implies that lir% Uy = lin% uy = 0. Due to the exponential decay of sinh ™ r,

we assume that }LI(I)IO Uy, hm ug > 0, which gives }Lr?o Ug = HAQ > 1for A € [0,1) by u? +u3 +u3 = 1.
The equivariant Schrodmger map (I.I) admits solitons, which are equivariant harmonic maps u such that
u x Au = 0. In contrast to the Schodinger maps from Euclidean spaces, the Schrodinger maps on H?
admit harmonic maps with any energy E (u) < 4 for S? target and E(u) < oo for H? target. In fact, for

u : H? - S? with endpoint uz(o0) = for A\ € [0, 00), there exists equivariant stationary solution to

1+A2
(In1)

Or = ( 2\ tanh § 1—()\tanh§)2)
A 1+ (Atanh )2 7 1+ (Atanh§)?”

For v : H? — H? with endpoint uz(o0) = }*:\\2 for A € [0,1), there exists

with energy E(Q)) = 1+,\2
equivariant stationary solutlon to (IL.I)

2\ tanh % 1+ (AtanhZ)?

P =
A 1-(Atanh§)?" 7 1—()\tzmh§)2)7
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with energy F(P)) = 47r§.
This leads us to consider the equivariant Schrodinger maps in the classes

m}, Ae[0,1),

but the case A > 0 is difficult, we will not consider here. Let u : H? — S? ¢ R? be a smooth map. The
Sobolev norm $)*(H?; S?) are defined by

k
2 i—
% :Zl [H [V dul? dvol,.

2
&y = {u ‘H? > SZ‘E(U) < 00, lingu3 =1, lim ug =

The main results are the following.
Theorem 1.1. [f ug € $H3, then there exists T > 0, such that (L) has a unique solution in L°([0,T]; $3).

Theorem 1.2. If uy € $H' is a 1-equivariant map satisfying ug € & and E(ug) < 4w, then there exists
T > 0, such that (L) has a unique solution u € L ([0,T]; ') in the class & defined as the unique
limit of smooth solution in $3. In particular, there exists € > 0 such that E(uq) < €, then for any compact
interval J c R, there exists a unique solution u € L{*(J;H').

Remark 1.2. In Theorem we restrict the map u in the class &, for initial data ug € $'. To obtain the
existence of solutions in ', we need to prove the Lipschitz continuity of u with respect to ug. If the map
u € €, for A > 0, then the third component u3 of u does not convergence to 1 as r — oo, thus the argument
of Lipschitz continuity fails. Therefore, we need to restrict u in &.

Remark 1.3. In Theorem [L2] scattering for small data is not expected generally. Represented in the
Coulomb gauge, (LI)) can be reduced to the coupled mass-critical Schrodinger equations with potentials,
i.e (¢*, ¥~ )-system. However, the Schrodinger operator admits discrete spectrum in one equation of the
system which is in sharp contrast with the Schrodinger map from R2. In fact, we show that the L*L*-
bound for ¢)* depends on the compact interval J c R, which leads to the L;*(.J; $')-bound for u depends
on interval J.

Theorem [L.1] and [L.2]is of similar flavor to the result of [4,23]] in the flat domain R?. The first step is to
prove the local existence for Schrodinger map with data ug € $3 by approximation of wave maps (see [23]]).
The second step is to show the existence for equivariant Schrodinger map with data uy € '. Since we
restrict ourselves to the class of equivariant Schrodinger maps, the symmetry allow us to use Coulomb
gauge. The Coulomb gauge condition impose some restriction on the connection form A , which allow us
to choose the particular solution A; = 0. Using the Coulomb gauge as our choice of frame on 7, H?, we
can rewrite the equations for 0,u and dyu which lead to a (¢*, 1~)-system of mass-critical Schrodinger
equations with potentials. Then it suffices to consider the Cauchy problem of the (¢)*, 1~)-system. In
order to establish the well-posedness for data in the space L?(H?), we prove the Strichartz estimates for
Schroédinger operator with such potentials. In fact, we can get the dispersive estimates for 0 < ¢ < 1 with
more general potentials V' > 0 and V' € e~ L>(H?) for o > 1. Since our interest lies in the solutions
which correspond to the geometric flow, we show that the solutions of the system satisfy the compatibility
condition. To construct the Schrédinger map u from ¢*, the key observation is that ¢)* or ¢/~ contain all
the information of the map as in [4]. Hence, we can recover the map u(t) from ¢*(¢) for initial data
R.1*(0) € H?. Furthermore by the result in Theorem [L.Il we show that the map u(¢) is a Schrodinger
map for data ug in $)2. At the same time, we obtain the Lipschitz continuity of u(¢) with respect to ug in
$', which gives Theorem [[.2]
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There are two main obstacles in the above arguments. One is the a priori higher order energy estimates
for approximate wave map equations, which guarantees the uniform lifespan 7" > 0 for approximate so-
lutions. In order to simplify the computation, the global system of coordinates related to the Iwasawa
decomposition is used. Meanwhile the uniformly estimates follows from a bootstrap argument. The other
obstacle lies in the establishment of the well-posedness for the coupled Schrédinger system with poten-
tials. Indeed, the system is composed of two coupled mass-critical Schrodinger equations with potentials.
One of the equations admits Schrodinger operator with positive potential, which has only purely absolutely

1

continuous spectrum [ 5, co). The dispersive estimate for ¢ > 1 has been provided by [7]. So we only need

to establish the similar estimate for 0 < ¢ < 1, namely

(1.2) |e B st

[~

for nonnegative potential V' € e=*"L>(H?2), a > 1. We make use of the kernel of resolvent introduced
by [2] frequently. By Birman-Schwinger type resolvent expansion, the resolvent Ry can be expressed as
a series with respect to Ry, Ry and V, then the Schrodinger propagator in (I.2) can be written as a series.
Since the dominant terms only depend on Ry and V/, we will use the pointwise bounds for free resolvent
kernel and the Lemma For the remainder term, we use the meromorphic continuity of resolvent Ry
in Lemma[3.5l The other equation admits Schrodinger operator with negative potential which has at least
a discrete spectrum 0 even though it is extremely difficult to describe. Since we are dealing with the small
data problem, the potential can be regarded as a perturbation term of the nonlinearity here.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we recall the hyperbolic spaces, function
spaces, basic inequalities and the Fourier transformation. In Section 3 we use the approximating scheme
to prove local well-posedness for Schrodinger map (1)) in $3, i.e Theorem[L.1l In Sections 4 we introduce
the Coulomb gauge, in which the Schrodinger map can be written as two coupled Schrodinger equations,
i.e (¢*, 1)-system. Conversely, if we have ¢)* € L?, we can reconstruct the Schrodinger map u. In
Sections 5 we provide the Strichartz estimates for operator —Ayz + V/, then we get the well-posedness of
(¢*, 1~)-system for data /¥ € L2. Finally,we finish the proof of Theorem [L.2]

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we review the geometry of hyperbolic space and the Fourier transformation.

2.1. Hyperbolic spaces. We consider the Minkowski space R%*! for d > 2 with the Minkowski metric
(da')? + -+ (dx?)? — (dz?1)?, and we can define the bilinear form on R%*! x R+,

[x,y] — —xlyl o xdyd + xd”yd“.

Then hyperbolic space H is defined as
H? = {z e R¥! : [z,2] = 1,2 > 0},

and the Riemannian metric g on H? is induced by the Minkowski metric on R%!, We take the point
0:=(0,--+,0,1) e R4*! as the origin in H¢.

We define (G, 0);= (5S0O(d,1),0) as the connected Lie group of (d+ 1) x (d+ 1) matrices that leave the
bilinear form [-, -] invariant. We have X € SO(d, 1) if and only if

Xt [d,l - X = Id71, det X = 1, Xd+1,d+1 > 0,

where I, is the diagonal matrix diag[1,---,1,-1]. Let K = SO(d) denote the subgroup of SO(d, 1) that
fix the origin 0. Indeed, K is a compact subgroup of rotations acting on the variables (x!,---, 2%). We can
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thus identify H? with the symmetric space G/K. For every h € G we can define the map
Ly :H* — H? Ly(z)=h-x.
A function f : H¢ - R is called K-invariant or radial, if for all k£ € K and for all x € H? we have
f(k-z) = f(x).
Then we have the Cartan decomposition of h € GG, namely

h=koa, ok, a,ch,, kkeK,

where
Ig-1x¢1 0 0
ay = 0 coshr sinhr |, A, :={a,:7€[0,00)}.
0 sinhr coshr

We introduce two convenient global systems of coordinates on H<. One of the systems is geodesic polar
coordinates:

(2.1) ¢:R, xS - HY c R* ¢(r,w) = (sinhr-w, coshr).
For d = 2, ¢ can be written explicitly as
¢:R, x[0,27) » H c R ¢(r,0) = (sinhrcos, sinhrsinf, coshr),

in these coordinates, the hyperbolic metric ¢ is given by g = dr? + sinh® rd#2, the volume element 1(dx)
on H? is given by sinh rdrdf and the Laplace-Beltrami operator is given by

o2
AHQ = 872, + COth’f’ar + —62

sinh” r

The other global system of coordinates is defined as follows [13]]:

2 2
22) @:RT'xR-H? ¢(v,s)=(sinhs+ e‘s%,e‘svl, o e %vg_1, cosh s + e‘s%),

using these coordinates we have the induced metric
g=e*[dvi+-+dvi | +e*ds?].
If we fix the global orthonormal frame
eq =€°0,, fora=1,-d-1, and e; = 0,
we compute the commutators
[€ds €] = €as[€ares] = [€d.€a] =0 forany a,f=1,--,d -1,

and the covariant derivatives

veaeﬁ = 5aﬁed7 Vea€d = —€a, Vedea = veded = 07 for auﬁ = 17 "'7d_ L.
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2.2. Function spaces and basic inequalities. Here we define some relevant function spaces on H? and
recall some basic inequalities. For smooth function f : H? — R, the LP(IH?)-norm for 1 < p < oo are
defined by

Loy = L, @ V0L, |y 3= sup £ ().

Also we can define the Sobolev norm H*(H?;R) of f, namely
£ =3 [, 191 avol,

i<k
where V' f is the [-th covariant derivative of f. By [20], we have

(23) HfHH2l = H(_A)lfHLz ) for [ = 07 1727“'7
and
(2.4) 1l g = | V2] = [V(-A) £, forl=0,1,2,--

We will often use these equivalent definitions.
As a R3-valued function, we can define the extrinsic Sobolev spaces H*(H?;R?). We say that u has
finite H*-norm with respect to u(oo) := lim u(r) if

we{u:H?-S*c Rg‘ui ~u;(00) e H*, fori=1, 2, 3}.
Denote
3
”uHH’V(H?;E@) = Z i = ui(00)] g
i=1

In the polar coordinate (2Z.I)), the equivariant maps are easily reduced to maps of a single variable r. For
smooth radial function f, we define a natural space H! by

Il g =100 2 +
then for such f, we have Sobolev embedding

(2.5) [ fll e S 1F 12
We now recall the Sobolev inequalities (see [24]], [20]).

f

sinh r

)
L2

Lemma 2.1. Let f € C, then for 1 <p <oo,p<g<oo,0<0<1 1<r<2 r<l<oo, the following
inequalities hold:

(2.6) [z 19 g2 s
_ 1 1 46
< 1-6 62 t_-_Y
2.7) 11 ea 11 191z, for == 2=,
1 1 1
(2.8) 1l 19 fl g for 7==-2,
(2.9) 1fle s|(-2)2 f||,.,  for a>1,
(2.10) 19f15 ~ | -2)2f] -

We also recall the diamagnetic inequality (see [24], [20]).
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Lemma 2.2. If T is some (r, s)-type tension or tension matrix defined on H?, then in the distribution
sense, one has

(2.11) V|1 < |vT).

Lemma 2.3. Let u: H? - S? be smooth map with u(co) = lim u(r), then

(2.12) Jullgs ~ lulys
in the sense that there exist polynomials P and () such that
(2.13) [ullgs < P(fullys), ulis < @ulgs).

Proof. In order to prove (2.13)), we use the polar coordinates (2.1)). For k& = 1, we have
dul? = (O,u, O, u) + (Opu, Ogu) = du;|?,
0l = 0,0, + (00 = 3ol

hence, ||[ug: < [uf4:. Conversely, by (2.6), we obtain

3

a5l + 3 s = i(o0)] 2.
=1
Sluly.

For k = 2, we have
|Vdul* = g”g”“@ u—TIF 8ku|2 (Oju - u)2],
and

3
(2.14) Z V2 = g% g0 u - T'F. 8ku|2
i1

Therefore, |u| s> S |u],. immediately. Conversely, dju - u = 0 implies
9" 9" (Biju-u)? = g" " (Oyudju)? = |dul*,
then, by (2.7) and 2.11)), we have
lul5e S lulze + ldul g,
Sl + [VidullZ ldul?
S lulge + [Vdul 2 [dul7,
Sl + Julls
For k = 3, we have
|V2dul* =g" g7 gkk‘awku 0; (F Lou) — Fﬁjﬁlku + Fﬁjffkﬁpu
- T 05u + Fikfgﬁpu +3(0;judku — Féj@lu@ku)u ?

Y

and
|V3“q|2 :giigjjgkk‘aijkuq - 3¢(F§»kaluq) - Féjﬁlkup
2
+ LI Opug — T 0jug + rgkr;?lapuq\ .
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By @.14)), we have
giigjjgkk‘(&juaku - Féjﬁluﬁku)u‘z S 23: |V 2, |?|dul?.
i=1
Then

3 3
2 2 2 2
Juls 5 3 [l + 3 [v2ul. laul
i=1 i=1

3
2
Slullze + 3NV o [ V] 2 19Ul 2 [dull
i=1

2 4
Slullys + lullys -

Conversely, by (2.7) and 2.11)), we have

3
2 2 2
[ulze S lulge + 3 [IV2uilldul] .
=1
2
L2
2 2 2 6
Slullss + 1vdul L [dulza + [dul s ,

$ullge + |IVdulldul + |dul’|

2 2 4 2
$lulg + [ V2dul . 1V duls [dul 2 + [ Vdul e [dul7.
2 4 6
Slullgs + lulgs + lulgs -

Therefore, (2.13)) are obtained. d

Finally, we state the following estimates, which are often used for radial functions and obtained by
Schur’s test easily.

Lemma 2.4. Let f € L? be radial function, we have

1 r
2.15) — f sinhsf(s)ds| <[ fln, 1<p< oo,
sinh“r Jo Lp
h r
(2.16) ?0827"[ sinhsf(s)ds| <[ fl., 1<p< oo,
sinh“r Jo v
< cosh s
2.17 [ SIfl,, 1<p<oo,
@17) | [T sl 1sp<e
o 1
2.18 f <Ufl., 1< ,
@18) 1[5 sl 1ep<o
1 e
2.19 f Jo s =sds £ (pYdpll S fl s 1< :
(2.19) el B f(p) Zm (ran p< oo
1 T
(2.20) | [ rsas sy S Wy 1<p <o,

2.3. Fourier transformation. For w € S%-! and \ a real number, the functions of the type

haw  HY — C, > [2,b(w)]* "7,
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are generalized eigenfunctions of the Laplacian-Beltrami operator. Indeed, we have
(n-1)?

_AHdh)\,w = ()\2 + )hA,ow

Then we can define the Fourier transformation analogous to the Euclidean case. For f € C'*°(H¢Y),

Foww) = [ f@)hu(@)dvoly,

and one has the Fourier inversion formula for function on H¢

f@- [ [, @)t
where ¢()\) is the Harish-Chandra coefficient,
INE2
oA = Cr(d—;(l +)¢A) '
For the linear Schrodinger equation on H,
10u + Apau =0,
{u(O) = ug € L*(H?).

the solution can be written explicitly see [2] as
u(t,z) = Cexp ™5 [ uo(y)K(t,d(x.y))dy,

where the kernel K¢ is, for p > 0 and d > 3 odd

+00 o a
Ki(tp)= [ e

d-1
sinhp) cos(Ap)dA.

and for d > 2 even,

+00 . +o00 1 hS 8 d
KAt p) = [ itA? f om )4 cos(As)dsd.
(1) . p \/COShS—COShp(SinhS)2COS( s)ds

In particular, d = 2,

$2
+00 s
K2(t,p) = — f R
[t]z Jo V/cosh s — cosh p

3. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR SCHRODINGER MAPS

In order to prove the local well-posedness in $)%, we apply the approximating Scheme introduced by
McGahagan [25]]. For any § > 0, we introduce the wave map model equation:

{52Vt8tu - J&gu - T(u) = 0,

3.1
G-b w(0,) = o, Dhu0,7) = g,

where u(t,z) : [0,7] x H? » S? and g§ € T,,()S?. In this section we use the global coordinates (2.2),
denote V; = V., fori =1, 2. For simplicity, denote u := u?.

Before proving the Theorem[I.1] we need the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. For T > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of 8, such that for any u® : [0, T]xH2 —
S?, u® € C([0,T]; %), a solution of the approximate equation, and any 1 < k < 2, the following estimate
holds for u®:

Hvk_lﬁtu <C H@tu‘s(())H +C Hu

6HC([0,T];L2) -1 6“0([0,T];gk+1)

for some T > 0, depending only on the size of the solution |u® ||C([O7T];ﬁk+1) and on the size of the initial
data || 0yu®(0) | 4.

Proof. For k = 1, we take the inner product of the above wave map equation with J(u)V;0;u, the first
term will disappear by orthogonality, we get

(3.2) [ 050w = [ (7). Vi),
%szuT(“)ﬂtm'szuV”(“)’@“)

In the system of coordinate, 7(u) can be written as 7(u) = V;e;(u) — (V;¢e;)(u), then commute V; and V,,
by integration by parts, the second term of (3.3) becomes

[ vr@.om = [ (I9(Tieiw) - (Tie) (), D),
[H2(J[Vt, Vileiu+ JV;Vieu — JVieau, Opu),
/ (J[vta Vi]eiua at”) + f ei(‘]viatua at”)
H2 H2
- /11;2<Jvz'atu, Vﬁm} — _[H{2<JV28tu, 8tu),
[TV Ve o) + [ (IVa00.00) = [ (I9200,00)
= /];p(J[Vt,Vi]eiu,atu)-
If we integrate in time,by Holder inequality we find that (3.2]) becomes
1 2
S0+ [ (7). 0u)(t) = [ (I7(w).0u)(0)
t
—£ fHZ(J[Vt,V,-]e,-u,@u),
1
3 [0:u(0) 72 + (@) ()] 12 [0u()] 12 + [ () (O)] 2 |0pu(0) | 2

t
[ 1ol a1} ds.
C ()32 + C () ()3 +C I (w)(O) 32

¢ 2 2
+ [ lowls la@) ds

(3.3)

1
Sl

IN

IN

then

2 2 2 t 2 2
|0vu(t) |72 S 100 (0)]72 + ”T(U)HC([O,T];LQ) + fo | 0|7 ”au”c([o,T];H?) ds.
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Therefore, by Gronwall inequality, choose 1" such that ||du| ¢ 7.52) 1" small, we have
2 2 2 2
(3.4) [0ru() |72 $ ([0:u(O) |72 + 17 () [ oy 2)) (X + 10Ul o,y ar2y)-
For k = 2, we take V; on the approximate equation (3.1)):
62V, V:0pu — JV,;00u - Vit (u) =0,
then we take the inner product of the above equation with J(u)V;V;0,u and commute V; and V,, we have

0=f2(JVz-8tu, Jvivtatu>dVOlg—f2(JV,-7', Vi ViOpu)dvoly,
H H

1d d
(35) :ia ||VZ0tu||iQ + /};ﬂz(viatu, [VZ, Vt]atu)dvolg - E _[]1—]12<JVi7—’ Viatu)dvolg
. fH (I, Vidyu)dvol, - [H (JVir. [Vi, Vi]0yu)dvol,.
Denote
I= [ (ViOwu, [V;, Vi]Opu)dvol,, 11 = [ (JV. VT, V;0u)dvoly,
(3.6) i H2

111 = f (V7. [Vi, V] dvol,.
H
Then II can be rewritten as

IT = f(J[Vt, Vilr, Vo) + e, (JV1,V;0u) - (JV,7, V;V;0,u)dvol,,
éIIl + IIQ + 113,

by the representation of 7(u) and (V,e;)u = equ, 11, becomes
I, = - f2 ea(V, 7, JV;0pu)dvol,,
H

=— | (Vi(Ve,eju— (Ve ej)u), JVieau)dvoly,
H2 ) )

—— [TV, IViesu) + ([0 9 )eu, TViesubdvol,,
for 113, by integration by parts, we have
I3 = - /1;]12<J[Vt’ Vileju, ViViou) +(JV;V;0u, V;V;0uu) — (JVieau, V;V;0u)dvol,,
=— /[;]12 ei(J[ Vi, Vjleju, Vi) = (JVi[ Vi, V,leju, Viou) — (JVieau, V;V,0u)dvoly,
= szqvt’ Vjleju, JVieau) + (JVi[ Vi, Vjileju, Viowu) + (JVieau, V;V;0,u)dvol,,.

Hence,
= [H2<J[vt’ VilT, Vidwu) + (JVi[ Ve, V]eju, ViOu)dvol,.

Then (3.3) can be written as
1d

> d
5 1VOulze = — szuvn, ViOu) - 1-T1+1IL
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Integrating in time, by Holder inequality, it gives

1 1
S 1V0u) 2 <5 190(O0) [ + [T [VOu(D)

t
+197(0)] 2 [ VOu(0) ]2, + fo 1 -1+ 111 ds,
then
t
IVOu(®)|: 5 V0O e + 1973 + 197 (0) 32+ [ |-1-10+1ds.
From (3.6), Holder inequality and Lemma 2.1 we have
|- 1T+ 101 < [ V] 1z (190 Vil 7] 2 + [ 95090, V5 ]eul 12 )
+(1oul g + 1v0u] 12 ) 1V, V)00 1
<[Vl (19l o |7 () o [l + [l D] o [l [ 9
2
10l o Nl o V2] ) + (10Ul o + 1900l 2 ) 100l Ol
2 3 2
<[ VOl 2 (VO o + |Buul o) (Dl e + |0ul) + [V Orul72 | Beu] 2 O]y
2 2 3 2 2 3
<[VOulFs (100l 2 [0ul o + |0ule + [0ul) + |0l 7a ([0ul G + |0ul32)-
By (3.4),
[~1-T0+10] < [9Oul7s (10(0)] 12 + 100l ez (10Ul oary + 1002y

2 2
+([0:u(0) 22 + [0ull ¢ g2y P ([0t ¢ gy )-
By Gronwall inequality, we get
[VOuul 2 S Plgoll i ) QU ull o sy)-
O

Proof of Theorem[L) We choose data gg such that | gd] ,,, < C and 62 ]|, < C. Without any restriction
we make the bootstrap assumption

(3.7 ”UHc( 0,T1;$2) ”VT(U)HC( 0,7):L2) S 20(”“@)”552 VT (u(0))] 2)-
Define the energy functional by

52
By (u, Ou) = ”du”L2 Y Hatu“L2 )
then by (3.1), we have %El = (. Define the second order energy functional by

Ey(u, Oyu) = I\VdUI|L2+ HWWHLza

by (3.1 we have
d . 1d )
%E2 2 dt HVdUHLz +0 [Hz(vivt&tua Viou) + ([ Ve, Vi]Opu, Vi0pu)dvol,

(3.8) =3 dt HVduHLg + [H2<Jvlﬁtu + Vo7 (u), Vi) + 03[V, Vi]0u, Vidyu)dvol,,
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by integration by parts and (J X, X') = 0, the second term of (3.8]) becomes
/H2(V2-7'(u), Vi0yu)dvol,
Zsz(Vi(Vjeju— (Vjej)u), V;0pu)dvol,,
(3.9) = sz<[V’” Vjleju, Vi0u) — (Vieju, [V, Vi]eu) — (Vieju, ViV je;u)dvoly,
furthermore, the last term of (3.9]) becomes
[HZ —(V,eju, V,Vjeu)dvol,

:A.{z—(vieju,vt[vj,vi]u)—(vivju—(Viej)u,vt(vieju—(Viej)u))

- <Vieju, Vt(VZ-ej)u> - ((Viej)u, Vtviejm + (Vieju, Vt(Viej)u>dvolg
1d
“Towm [Vdul 7 + [Hz ~(Vieju, ViV, Vi]u+ Vi(Viej)u) = ((Vie;)u, [Ve, Vi]eju)
- ((Vgej)u, Vteju) + (V;(vz€])u, Vteju) + (VZB]'U, Vt(Viej)u)dvolg.
Hence, by (2.9) and Holder inequality we have

d
2 B2 S (10l 2 + VOl 1) P(ul ) + 67 [Vorulze 10l 2 ul e

Define the third order energy functional by

1 52
By = < |[vr () + S [ 20,
2 2

By integration by parts gives

d
°E
dt

(3.10) < f2 5% (|0pul|du||V Oyl + |dul?|Opul® + |Opul?| V2ul + |dul|8yul?) (| V2 Byul + |V Eyul)dvol,
H
(3.11) + ./]1.412 |dul?|7(u)||VOyu| + |V (w)|(|0pul|dul* + |V O,ul)
+ VT (w)|(|dul*|Opul + |dul?| VOl + |V2u||du||Opu])dvol,
By (2.7) and Holder inequality, we have
BI0) $6*([| V20, + 190w 12) (|00 o [V Osul pa [0 o + |Ovut]74 |02
+Orulzs [V2ul o + 10l La 10u] 72)
1/2
62|20l , + 190l ) (|9200u] /5 1900l 2 |9l 5 ul g
+ 1900l 100l 2 10012 + [9Ol2 10022 [0ul

L2 L2
+ [Vl 2 [0l 12 [Ou] 42,

$02 Ol s | VOsu] 12 P([[u] ).
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Similarly, we have

BII) (vl 2 + 10| 2) P([ul 5)-

Hence,

d
E(El + E2 + Eg)
<O | Opulyp2 VOl 2 P([ulgs) + C (190t 2 + [0 1) Pl 5).-

(3.12)

Since we have by integration by parts

[W2dul, 5 [9r(u)|2: + ldulls + [Vl | dul?, + |v*du]

2
L2

then by (2.7) we obtain

2

(3.13) |v2dul, s P(Julge) + V7 (w7 -

Thus, integrating (3.12)) in time and taking the supremum over ¢ € [0,7'] , we have
2 2 2
62 H&t“HC(H% + HUH(J(HZ) + HVT(U)HC(L2)
2 2 2
(3.14) <6% g (0) 52 + [w(0) [z + [ V7 (w(0))] 72
2

+CTo? Hatu”c(m) P(Hu”c‘(yﬂ) + ||V7'(U)HC(L2)) + CTQ(HUHC(Y)Q) + ||V7'(U)HC(L2))-

Choosing 7" small such that CTP([u] oo 71.62) + [ V7 (W) | oo, 77.22)) < 1, from (3.14) we have

52
2 2
”UHc(H?) + HVT(U)”c(L?) + B

<Ju(0) gz + [VT(u(0))72 + CTQ[ull gy + VT (W) |12

If Hatu||2c(H2) > 2| g0 2> (BI3) implies

(3.15) ”atuHé(HQ) - H90H§{2

Hu“?)(HZ) + ||V7'(U)H2(J(L2) < HU(O)H%2 + V7 (u(0))]72 + CTQ(|ulcegey + VT (W) o(r2y)-
If |\atu]|é(H2) < 2| go|?2, from 3I4) we obtain
2 2 2 2
lul gz + 1VT(W)lopzy < €+ [u(0) e + [VT(u(0)) 12 +3CTQ([uf ¢ 52y + [VT (1) c12))-

Hence, by the bootstrap assumption (3.7), there exists 7" small such that

3
luleqmzy + VT (@)l zz < §C‘

Therefore, by (3.13) we have
[ul oy < C(u(0)] 55)
for some fixed 7" > 0 depending only on the size of data u(0).



Huang, Wang, Zhao
15

4. THE COULOMB GAUGE REPRESENTATION OF THE EQUATION

In this section, we rewrite the equivariant Schrodinger map in the Coulomb gauge, then obtain the
(¢*, 1~ )-system of coupled Schrodinger equations. Conversely, we can recover the map « from * or ¢/~
at fixed time.

We choose v € T),H? such that v - v = 1 and define w = u x v. Thus

ww=1, wu=w-v=0, wxu=v, VXW=1u.
Since w is 1-equivariant it is natural to work with 1-equivariant frame, that is
v=2e"o(r), w=e"Rw(r),

where U, w are unit symmetric vectors in H?2. On one hand in such a frame we obtain the differentiated
fields 4, and the connection coefficients Ay, by

Y = Ot - 0 + 10U - w, Ag =00 - w.
On the other hand, given v, and Ay we can return to the frame (u, v, w) via the ODE system:

aku = (9%’(/)]9)’11 + (31/)k)w,
(41) 8k’U = —(%Qﬂk)u + Akw,
8kw —(jwk)u - AkU.

If we introduce the covariant differentiation
Dk = 8k + ’LAk, ke {0, 1, 2},

then the compatibility conditions are imposed

4.2) Dyhr = Dy, 1,k €40, 1, 2}
Moreover, the curvature of this connection is given by
(4.3) Dy.Dy = DDy, = i(0p Ay — 0, A) = i3 (wthr).

An important geometric feature is that 15, A are closely related to the original map. Precisely, for A; we
have
Az = (-v2,11,0) - (wi, w2, w3) = us,
and
P = w3 — V3.
Hence we obtain |15|? = u? + u2, and the following important conservation law

AZ+ [iho]? = 1.
We now turn to choose the orthonormal frame (7, @) on S?. For the equivariant Schrodinger map, we
2
use the Coulomb gauge divA = 0, namely, in the polar coordinate, 9, A; + SifIfQ TAQ = 0. Since Ay = us is

radial, we can choose A; =0, i.e
0, v-w =0,
which can be represented as ODE
(4.4) 0,0 =—(v-0,u)u.
Then for matrix U = (u,v,w), we have
o0,.U=M-U,
where M = —u - 0,u” + 0,u-u” is an antisymmetric matrix.
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The ODE (4.4) need to be initialized at some point. To avoid introducing a constant time-dependent
potential into the equation via Ay, we need to choose this initialization uniformly with respect to ¢. Since
we restrict the data lim u(r,t) = k for any t, we can fix the choice of v and w at infinity,

7 —>00

(4.5) lim o(r,t) =7, lim @(r,t) =j.

The existence and uniqueness of (@.4) satisfying (4.3)) is standard. Indeed, for u € $', using the Picard
iteration scheme

U= ZT_)Z', ’(_JO = ’(_](OO) ZE, ’(_JZ(T’) = [ M(S)T_)i,ldé’.

By Holder inequality, we have

1

|7;(r) ”C([R,oo)) < H&QHL%R&O) sinh r

[9i-1 (M)l o (Ryoo) -
L2(R,00)

Slulgi 12 () om0 »

and

10:0ill 12( R0y < [Pi-1ll o 00y [2lgr -

we choose I large enough such that [[i] (g o)) < € We have [[0:(7) | (g coyy < € [U0]lo((5,00))- Hence,
there exists unique solution [0] o (g o) + [0:0] 12(g,00) S |t 51- Then by u € $', in a similar argument, for
L(R-6.R) < 1for R-9 >,
the solution can be extended to r = €. Finally, we extend the solution to r = 0. The first two components
of v; can be estimated immediately

any e > 0,there exists 0 > 0 sufficiently small, such that |[u[ g (5 s gy |sinh ™" ||

HT_)Z'IQHC(QE) s HT_)Z'*1HC'(O,E) HUH5§1 )

for the third component of ©;, by integration by parts and u(r) — k as r — 0, we have

H@?HC(O,E) = H/;T O (Vi1 - (u - l;:)ﬂ?’) -0,V - (U — fc){f’ -1 (u- l;:)ara?’ds

Y

C(0,¢)
S 0:0i-1] 20,0y + 19i-1 ]l 0 0.0) (el g2 0,09 + - kHC(o,E))’
and
10:0il L20.0) S [0i-1ll o 0,0) 12l 51.0.) -

we choose e small such that [uf g ) + |u - 12:” (0. < 1, then the iteration scheme gives the unique

solution in (0,€) with [0 ) + [0:0] 12¢0) S (Ju]g10,) + |u - /%HC(O@)) |90l o0,y Therefore, by the
above procedure, there exists a unique solution of (4.4) satisfying (4.3), moreover, we have

(4.6) 190 c0,00) + 10501 £2(0,00) S 12l 591 (0,009 -
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4.1. The Schrodinger maps system in the Coulomb gauge: dynamic equations for ),. We derive the
Schroédinger equations for the differentiated fields ), and s.
In the geodesic polar coordinate, the Schrodinger map flow can be written as

. 1
4.7) Yo = i(D1¥1 + coth )y + ———Daihy).
sinh”r

Applying the operators D, and Ds to both sides of this equation, we obtain

_ 1 2coshr

D1tpg =i(D1 D13y + cothr Dyay + Dothy — — wlg - ——5—Dath),
(4.8) sinh®r  sinh”r
D3 Dty

DQ’QDQ Zi(DQDl’QDl + COth ’I“Dg’gbl + - 5
sinh” r

By the compatibility condition (@.2)), curvature of the connection (4.3)) and the Coulomb gauge A; = 0, we
can derive the equations for ); and -,

A2 1 2i coshr Ay iI(V1902) 1
0 + Ay =(Ag + —5— + * - ’
o (i0, )1 =(4o sinhZr - sinhZr ) sinh?® r Ve sinh? r

2

A
(Zat + A)77D2 :(AO + - 22
sinh

r)?/)l +1I(P1iP2) i

where A := 0,, + cothr0,. Then (4.9) can be written as

(i + 4 - sirjl2 T Y1 - 2:;1(:2}1: Siffl?” =(Ao + :112112 o
2icoshr(A
(4.10) 2 Y 2i coshr ) Sm}; ) Y - o Smhr))SirfW,
(i, + 4 - sinh? r sinlzlr sinh? r Yr=(do+ Slr2lh2 r)sinflr
~ 22(30?;;}5;4:—1) 3 = hr))¢1

where Ay and A;—1 can be expressed in terms of ¢/ and v,. In fact, from the curvature @.3) fork =1, [ =2
and compatibility condition (@.2]), we have

4.11) Or Az = I(112), i)y = 1As¢y.
Since Ay(0) = 1, @.I1) gives
4.12) Ay—1= forj(w1¢2)(s)ds.

From (&.3]) when k = 0, [ = 1 and (&7)), we have
1
9, Ao = I(Y11hy) = - "y 8 (sinh? i [* = [1ha]*),

which together with initial data of (v, w) frame, ylelds

@.13) Ag(tr) = =5 (P - =2y + [

Therefore the two variables 1), and ), are not independent.

cosh s

([nf* = |==—[*)ds.

sinh s si nh
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Since the linear part of this system is not decoupled, we introduce the two new variables 1" and 1),
defined as

(4.14) Y=y +i .% YT =P —i v
sinh r sinh r
From @.10) and A2 + [¢»]* = 1, we obtain
. coshr+1. . coshr(As-1) . . N
(i + A -2 Ly e o (4,420 D) g h gy
(4.15) sinh” r sinh” r sm r
(i8+A+2COShT_1)¢‘—(A _QCoshr(A2— ) ORI
' sinh? r ’ sinh?r smh r
It turns out that the linear part of ¢)*-system is decoupled. The compatibility condition (4.2) is reduced to
(4.16) Opsinhr(p* —7) = =Ay(v* +97),
and the coefficients Ay and A, — 1 can be expressed in terms of 1),
r +|2 _ —12
4.17) Ay—1= [ M sinh sds,
cosh S
(4.18) = SR) + f IR (1) ds.
Define V* as the vector
(4.19) ve = gua XY T, (H?),
sinh r

then ¢* is the representation of V* in the coordinate frame (v, w) and the energy of u has a new represen-
tation, i.e

[ x (k< a)f?

sinh?r

E(u) =7 fo T (0,af + )sinhrdr,

- f T VP sinhr 7 20,4 - (@ x (k x @))dr,
0
=T HViH2L2:F27T[OOaTﬂ3dT,
0
=t 1% 72 F 27 (3(00) — 13(0)).

2
= [

Hence, ||1*| 7, is conserved for all time. Moreover, if we assume that [|1)* |, , H@Zi HL2 <2and |u -z <
1, we obtain the Lipschitz continuity of ¢)* with u, namely

(4.20) % =

In fact, by the above assumptions, (.I7) implies us, @32 1 - 1 [¢"[ ;2 > 0. On interval [R, c0), by @4,
we have

2~ ”u u||5§1‘

(v=D)(r) = fm(v —8)- OOy (u—a)u— 0,0 u(u—)ds,

u2 u2+u2 U
then @.6) and usz — i3 = ——L1=2—2 imply

ug+u3

v - UHC(R,oo) S - 2~JHC(R,M) ”arUHm(R,oo) +Jlu- ﬂ”gl )
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choose R large enough, we have |0 -9z 00y S |t =@ gi (g ) Then for any € > 0 small, on interval

[e, R], there exists d > 0 such that any interval I c [¢, R] with |I| < §, we have [0, u| 2, |sinh ™" 7| <

12(1)
1. By a similar argument to that on [, o), we obtain |v = | gy S [t =g gy Finally, on interval

(0,¢€), by Sobolev embedding (2.3), we have

Uz — U3

+ ”Ug _ﬁ3||L°°(O €) ~ “U uHﬁl(O €)’

sinh r L2(e)

then we get

10:(v=0) [ 120,y S [0 =Tl e, |10rtel 2 + | =l

which implies by integration by parts

f:&,((v ) - (=) -0,(v-0)- (u—k)u—-(v-"2) - (u—-k)duds

v - 17”0(0,5) S

C(0,€)

:a,(@ (u—@)u) - 0,5 (u—a)u - (u-a)duds

C(0,¢)
u—1
+ 0,0 sinh ’
[ U“LZ(QE) sinh 7l 22(0,¢)
~ I u_i{}
$ho=0looo (v =Flowo * | Gmrl . )
L2(0,¢)
u—Fk
18,0 - ) 12 o,
L2(0,¢) sulhT L2(0,¢) >

$lv- 17”0(0,5) Hu”gl(o,g) +u - ﬁ”)ﬁl(o,E) g

which together with g1y < 1, yields [v = 0] S [w = @] 51(,- Therefore, we obtain
(4.21) [v=2lcee S lu-alg-

Then by @.21), (4.19) and Sobolev embedding (2.3), the Lipschitz continuity (@.20) follows.

In this paper we will work with the key system (4.13)) to obtain the space-time estimates for 1)*.

Suppose ¢* satisfies the compatibility condition (@.16) and ||¢)*| ;. < oo, define As, 11, 12 by @I7)
and (@.14), then they satisfy the relation (4.11)). Furthermore, we claim that v); € L? and 1)y, Ay — 1 €
Hl In fact, by (.17) and (4.14), we have ¢, € L2, Ay € L, from @.14), (4.11) and 2.16), we get
L2 9,aby, O, Ag, and 421 € 12,

Denote R, ¢* = €%+ and R_1)~ =1~. Then we have

Proposition 4.1.
(4.22) lulgs ~ IR | g + [ R4 [ 2 -

Proof. 1f u € §1, we easily obtain |[du3, = 7 ||wi |2,. If u € 2, by the equivariance condition, we have

coshr cosh r

(4.23) Oty ( h2 ) (uy, us), 8 ug € L2,

T
sinh r
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Since A; =0, then V,.(v + iw) = 0, which gives
o,* =0,(V* - (v+1iw)),
4.24) : ( ( ) )
=0, V* - (v +iw),

by the representation of V* @.19), we have

—usu + ]2‘
:ar ar - 1 )
(Oru sinh r )
Oy O, s - U + usOru . coshr(k —uzu)
o sinhr sinh?r
O, coshr ug — 1 coshr -
= arr - . ar k
(O sinh7 = sinh?r “T sinhr “r sinh?r
. coshr(us—1) Oyus - U
sinh2 sinhr ’
coshr 0, coshr
425 0W 5 arr N . - 9 arr
@29 (O (oo - S, (0% (o - S (0 =)
coshr(uz — 1) ug — 1 coshr(us—1)  0O.us
* sinh?r sinhr Oru) = ( sinh? r sinh r
denote [+ = (A20)) - (v + iw), then
1-u3 _  .coshr-1 o
4.26 )F = F'* -1 .
( ) Ort j:(sinhrw i sinh r (us )sinhr)

usol| o uitug L1(dr), applying /" 5559 to both sides of @26), by F* € L2, we have

sinhr ‘ ~ sinhr

For 1, since ‘

co ug-—

Oy (elr smhadsqﬁ ) € L2. Since uz and 1/~ are radial, we obtain e/ ;i—;xidsw‘ e H!, which gives 1/~ € L4 by
@.7). Hence, by (4.26) and ‘ ug 1 ‘ < lulluzl ¢ 14 \we have 9 .10~ € L2, Tt also follows that 0,1+ € L2.

sinhr Tsinhr

In order to prove Sfﬁhr € L?, we rewrite
(1 o —usu+k ,
= (v +iw),
sinhr “sinhr sinh? r ) )

0, 1 O, 1 O, .

_ _ uy, (= - Ug, — us) - (v +w

(( sinhr  sinh?7r ! (smhr sinh? 7’) * sinhr 3)( )
1-u 1-u u? + u? ,
3 3 L2 ) (v +iw),

K Uy, — 25 7.
sinh? r sinh? r sinh? r
2
1-us ‘ u1+u2 2 ¥ 2
by ‘Sth S —L=* e L?and (@.23), we have =-— e L2

Conversely, if R,y* ¢ H', 27) implies ¢)* € L*. Then by ‘93‘1 W2l ¢ 14 and @26), we have

smhr" ~ sinhr
F* ¢ L2, namely, [0,, ¥ (£2£9, + 5151122 )Ju- (v +iw) € L2 The part of [9,, F (£2L0, + Slffgr)]u in the
normal space is —|¢1]? + Smhr‘ € L? by ¢* € L*. Therefore, (4.23) is obtained.
If u € $3, by 2.4) and Lemma 2.3] we obtain V(-A)u; € L? fori = 1, 2, 3, then by equivariance
condition, we get

4.27) (D + 2T h2 )(us, ), 0(8TT+ZOShT8)u36L2

sinh r
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and
1 coshr 1
4.28 — (O , L.
( ) sinhr(a i sinhra sinh?r Y, u2) €
In order to prove R,1* € H?, it suffices to prove
h h
(4.29) G-t s (O + 0, ) € L2

. T
sinh r smh

By (.26)), we have
coshr O, coshr 0,

r7‘¢ 8 ((87*7« + (Slnh’r’ SlIlh2 ))uh (87‘7‘ (smhr Sll’lh2 ))U27 (8rr F sjnhr)u3) . (U + zw)
coshr -1 o Us
+0:(1 W(ug - 1)sinhr i smhr¢ ):
430) =0, Pt~ Lg p b (uy - )R (Y2 00T, | coshr

sin h
@31 w2 geoshrol e,

sinhr sinhr
Since R.¢* € H', (7)) implies ¢)* € L* n LS, then by |ug — 1| § |[¢2|*> and (@.12)), the third term of (4.30)
r ug-1
and @31) are in L2. From @27), we also have 9, F'* € L2. Hence, 9, (/< siihsdsarw—) € L2, which further

Tu 71 . . . . — .
gives e/~ sans%9,1)~ € L4, this implies 8,1~ € L*. Since -l ¢ [4, we obtain 9,4~ € L?, therefore, we
also get 0,,0* € L2
Next, we estimate this term

2 . . . 2
sinh“r “sinhr 21 sinh” r

coshr _coshr, _ .coshr-1 o us—1 _

4.32 — 0 = Fr—f— -1 .
( ) sinh r Ort sinh r ( ’ sinh r (us )sinhr i sinhr¢ )
By #@.29), the first two components of gfﬁE:F are in L2. For the third component, which can be written
as

coshr O, - , i(coshr —1) O, 1o
4.33 o+ — k = e+ — :
( ) sinh r (O + sinh r Jush (v +iw) sinh r EC sinh r Jus sinh r (@ sin hr )ts.

By (#.23) and @.27), we have Auz € L*. Hence, the right hand side of (4.33)) is in L?. By a similar
argument, the third term in (£.32)) is also in L?. Thus, R_1¢~ € H?2.
For R,v*, we need to estimate

h
TRE
e = f+C:iz;;‘*mSmiwa%C°:;£;1af+02?2;;4 o
4.34) (9P + CO:%; Loz Sm;g O, )uz) - (v +iw)
- 42111(1;1?;) o (COShT (ug = )" =97) - smh o v - :fﬁgi
coshr coshr - coshrus—1

(U3 -~ -¢7) -

+ - - - -
2sinhr  sinhr sinh r sinh r
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By (#.23)) and (.28)), the first two components of @.34) are in L2, namely fori =1, 2

coshr -1 coshr -4 3

83 + 82 + 87" + Uq
(©; sinhr " sinh? r sinh® r )
1 coshr -1 coshr -1
=0,Au; — ———Au; + (————— P+ 4————0,)u;.
b sinh r ui + sinhr " i sinh? r Ju

For the third component, since 0, Aus € L?, it suffices to estimate
1
wzﬁfus + —(W - 7)us.
sinh r sinh r

By #.23) and [¢»] < 1, we get <Ly 9245 € L2. By (2.3) and (2.9), we have [¢*||, < [¢* ] and
|07 e S 4| g2 then 2(¢* =407 )0?us € L2. Therefore, (£.34) are in L2. The other terms are also easily
obtained by Sobolev embedding and A2 +[¢9|? = 1. Thus, R,¢* € H? is obtained.

coshr coshr -

DPusk - (v +iw) =i

O

4.2. Recovering the map from ¢)*. Here we will keep track of ¢)* € L?, since it contains all the informa-
tion about the map. Indeed, by (@.11)), we have the system of ( Ay, 1)5)

2

arA2:’J(Q/)+'J)2)_ |'l/)2| ’

(435) sinh r
Ortbs = Ay + Ay

sinhr’

Then from the choice of (v(o0), w(o0)) @), it gives the data (A(0), 12(00)) = (1, 0). Given ¢* € L?
with [[¢*| 2 < 2, we reconstruct A, — 1, ¢, € H! by above system ([@.33)), then by the system in @.I]) with
condition (4.3]), we can return to the map w.

Lemma 4.2. Let " € L2, such that || ;. < 2, the system ({.33) has a unique solution (As, v, ) satisfying
’l/)g, A2 —-1le Hel, and

Ay -1

4.36 1+ A — 1| g + St ;2
(436) ol + 142 = i+ | o], €19
Moreover, we have the following properties:
(i) If Y+ € LP, with 1 < p < oo, then ¢, S22 A2-L ¢ [ and

- (B Ay -1
4.37 + || —— St -
(437) P e R e WA P

(ii) Given € >0, and R such that [{* | 12 g\(p-1 5]y < € then we have
(4.38) |2l 1 vper-r.my) * 142 = L g yper-r rp) S €
(iii) If (A, 1) is another solution to ([@33) corresponding to U+, then
(4.39) 7 =07+ [0 =l gy + 142 = Ao gy $ " =972
(iv) If Ryt € H®, then R v~ € H® for s € {1, 2}.
Proof. We consider the ODE system (4.33)) with boundary condition
lim Ag(r) =1, Jim ta(r) = 0.
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The system and boundary condition imply A2 + [1)5]> = 1. We define ¢~ = ¢+ — 2i Ay

smh r’ smh r’

then we get 9, Ay = & sinhr(|[¢*]> - [1b~[2) from @33). Since Ay(o0) = 1 which yields by integration from
infinity

Ap—1- % L7 Qo = 0Py sinb s

Thus we have Ay > 1 - 7 ||¢*HL2 > 0.
To prove existence, by choosing R large enough such that 4" | ;2 .y < €. We want to seek ¢ with
the property that 1 g1 (g o0y S €. This implies that [¢5] S €, then we have A; — 1 < €% By the relation

2+ [ihof? =1, we get Ay = /1 — |1h5]2. Now we only need to consider the 1,-equation in
X={y e Hl: o] s <2Ce}

Rewrite the 1) equation as

P +?/)2

sinhr sinh7r’

Opthy = ip" +i(Ay = 1)Y" + (Ag = 1) =——

then

V2

sinh r

Orihg = =" +i(Ay - 1)Y" + (A - 1)

Multiply by e~/ sinh™ sds on both sides, we have

a (6 f sinh™! Sd8¢ )_ e fooslnh SdS(Z¢+ +Z(A2_ 1)¢+ + (A - 1) ,l/)2 )
sinh r
Integrating from infinity we obtain
a(r) = f o S s (1t 1Ay — 1) + (A — 1) —2—)dp.
. sinh p

Define the map 7 : H1(R, o) —» HL(R, o) by

T (a)(r) = LT o sinb™ 8d8(i¢+ +i(Ay - )Y+ (A - 1) ) p.

smh P
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Now it suffices to show that 7 is a contraction map in X . Indeed, the estimate (2.19) and Sobolev embed-
ding lead to

+ _ + _
“T%HHl(Roo) WAy = YT+ (A, 1)smhr L2(R,00)
+||sinh ™ r [ eJp ST S (4 (A, - )" + (Az - ’
o0 P L2(R,oo)
L
+ +
e e Fresv v I
. . V2
Cllip™ +i(Ay — D)+ + (Ay — 1) —— ,
O +i(Az -1y + (A - 1) —— )
<C([¥" ] p2(p,0) + H%Hiw(R,m) lb2ll 71 (Ryo0) )
N 3
<O | 2 mieoy + 11271 (Rr00))
<C(e+(2C¢€)?),
<2Ce.
And the map 7 is Lipschitz with a small Lipschitz constant,
|7 (W2) = T2 s ey
= / efpr sinh™" Sds(’i(Ag - 1)’(/)+ + (A2 - ].)’gb7L - (AQ - 1) .,l/)2 )dp s
o sinh p 1 (Ryo0)
<C |li(Ag = A" + (Ay - Ay) ki +(Ay-1 )wz v )
sinhr sinhr L2(R.o0)
[tha] + o] .
<CU 2o |1 |2 = Y2l 1 .o
(fte) Ao + Az |l oo (Ryo0) b i)
¢2 wz " 72 Py — 1Z2
Vo + |th2) V2], o + V2] e : )
<C(20¢€ +2(2C€)%) |12 = a g oy
<2Ce|¢py - ¢2“Hg(R,oo) :
Therefore there exists a unique solution ¢, € H1(R, ).
Next we extend the solution to = 0. Consider the equation 0,15 = 1 As)™ + Ay =2 =+ with data o (R).

By Duhamel formula, it suffices to consider the map

j(wz)(,r) _ efRsmh_ sds¢ (R [ f sinh™1 sds(,“pwL +’L(A2 _ )¢+ + (Ag _

and the space
Y ={¢se H}(R-a,R): [t “Hel(Rfa,R) <2Ce}.
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e2/rsinh™ sds js hounded, there exists a = a(e, |¢*],») > 0 such that
Ce
< —_—

[2(R-a,R) 2

Since
smh r

efRsmh sds¢ (R)

smh r
By (2.19)), we obtain that

eszmh sds¢ (R)

smh T

L2(R-a,R)
Clliy™ +i(Ay = DYt + (Ay -1
+C |l +i(Ay = 1)" + ( )smhr L (RaR)
Ce N
< 7+CH¢ | 22(Ra.r) +C [tho 7 l%2ll i1 (Ra,ry -
< %+C€+(2CE)3,
< 2Ce.

Meanwhile we have

| T (ws) - j(@)Hyg(R—a,R)

o 2 =y

sinh r

IN

)

L2(R,00)

(s = A + (A= )+ (A - P2

< C e =l oy 19 Ty * Foelignamy + 190y
< C(e+3C¢) H¢2 - QZ’?H]'{;(R—a,l%) ’
< Cleaps - B HH;(R—mR) '

Therefore J is a contraction map in Y. Since the lifespan interval a only depends on € and [¢)* ] ., we
can extend the solution to = 0. Thus the existence of ¢ in [0, c0) follows, and the A, is obtained by

A2(7’) =V 1- |¢2|2-

Next we obtain the bound for @36). Let G = 2, then the system gives

T+A43°
d o it~ 2|G)?
- =9
dr|G| 9%(1+A2G)+ sinhr’
or equivalently
d vt -
- G 2 G 2 rv G
r| - smhr| "= (1+A2 )
which implies
| _ g | ¥
dr sinhrl ™ 1+ Ay’
namely,
4 jrsin s 9]
Bl J . sinh™! sds < [l sinh™! sds
(e G| <e TR
therefore

|G|(T)S[ f sinh~ Sd81|j_bf|l2( )
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Since |As| < 1, we get

(4.40) el s [T e L ),

By (2.19) and A, > 0, @.40) gives | SthHB S |¥*| ;2. The bounds for |01, and |0, As| ;. follow
Ag-1 Ag-1
directly from ([@.33). The bounds for || 421 | L2 Aol | Li(ar)
24 |¢2|2 =1.
Now we prove the additional properties (1)-(iv). First, we have the bound for (E:ﬂl) If ¢)* € LP, by 2.19)
and (@.40), we obtain |2, < [¢*],. then the LP-bound for ¢/~ and 4%+ are obtained immediately

by the definition of ¢/~ and A2 + [¢5|? = 1.
Second, we obtain (4.38)). By (@33) and A3 + [¢o)? = 1, we have

and ‘ are obtained by the compatibility relation

smh r

(&

sinh r

Az - Ulﬂm\[sm,m) 102 | 2 eyers,my S €

L2(R\[eR~1,R]) .

It suffices to get the L?-bound fo

. — . -1
ol 5 [ el Sd81<o,Rfl]|w+|dp+ [T sl dp.

For the first term we use (2.19) and the smallness of [¢*[ ;2 z-1). For the second term, by Holder
inequality, we have

1 « "sinh ™! sds
sinh r [ ely St 1(r-1,00)[¢"|dp i
L2(0,eR~1)
1 1
f sinh~! . h71 2 . h pdp)? .
B Sinhr(le|6 “sinh™ pf”sinh p p) 197 2 L2(0,eR-1)
w1 2f sinh™! sds % .
:([0 sinhr [ ¢ sinh ™ pdp dr) (KCh PP
<e.
Then by (2.19), we easily obtain
,l7b2 1 [00 -/-'r' . h_l d H
< Sin. S Sl - + d S
Sinh’l" L2(R,0) Sinhr r e [R, )|w | P 2

Thus the L2-bound follows.
Third, we get the Lipschitz continuity (£.39). For notational convenience we denote
OYT =T =T, Oy =ty =y, A= Ay Ay,
Without any restriction in generality, we can make the assumption |d7)*||;» << 1 and the bootstrap assump-
tion )
[0 oo + [0 A2 e S 1697 72
By @.33) and A2 + |1)5|? = 1, we derive the equations

8,6y = iﬁf L6 Ay + A2 w w—h6A2+zA261/)+
25A 2(A = (64y)?
85A2— 2+ I o) + MaAz 3(5¢+¢2)+( 2)

sinhr
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Since [69*| ;. « 1 and % is a high order term, 3(5¢+1Zg) + % and 7A501* can be regarded as
error terms. Let X = (Roy*, Jouw+, §Ay)T, we have
4.41) 0, X = — LX +BX +FE,
sinhr
where L = diag{1, 1, 2},
S 0 It gpt R(iA,00")
B=| 0 Gm regm | Be|  J0ANY)
Jpr Ry 2D () +

From (4.37) we obtain the L?-norm of B is bounded. Then we decompose B = B; + By := Bl,(r) +
B1..(r) for small e. By the L?-bound for B, we have |[rB| - 0, as r — 0, which gives |By| « 1 in
(0, €). We also easily obtain | Bi 1, < [logel'/? | B|| . by Holder inequality. Then we can construct
the bounded matrix e~ /= B19s such that 0,¢~J= B1ds = —¢~J B1ds B, Hence @.41)) can be written as

O (e J=BrsX) = L(e J=Brdsx) + e JoB1d3(By X + E),

sinh r
then
X = 6-[‘:’ Bids fr diag(efpr sinh™? sds7 6'[/; sinh~! sds7 o2 Iy sinh~! sds)e— I BldS(BQX + E)dp

By the above expression of X and (2.19), we have
2

X
X1 18X sy + 1007+ |
N X X P
SI09™ | e + [ . :
sinhr || ;2 sinh r || 72
and X X 0A
< || By sinh 7 St 5As] e 20
sinh 7 || 72 | B2 sin THL sinh r L2+“ v HL2+” QHL sinh r |72
X X |7 X P
< C(|ow* .
= sinh r L2+ (1wl + sinhr |72 sinh r |12
where ¢ <« 1. Hence, Siﬁner S |69t ;2 and | X ;e $ [0 ;2. Furthermore, by (@.41) we have
10- X 2 S 607 12
Finally we prove (iv). If s = 1, by (#.33)), we have
O =0,0" - 20,2,
sinhr
P Ay =1 1y ccoshr =1
=0," +2A -2 2
v ®sinhr Zsinhr sinhr e sinhr sinhr
then by (4.36)), (4.37) and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we obtain
_ P ve | Vo
O, Slo* : : : ;
04 HL2 |04 ”L2+ sinhr |72 sinh 7|l 74 sinh r || 12

SIRA g + 9] 74
SIRA | (1 + [0 ] 12)-
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If s = 2, by (4.33) and A2 + [¢)2]? = 1, we have

o
_ + + +
O™ =0 ™+ (3(¥ smhr) |smhr| )27 - smhr)
h * — cosh hr-1
+2A, Cf)s ! Tz/ﬁ 24, v — + 24, —,COS r&,@b* - 24, Cosur - 7’2 Pt
sin sinh” r sinhr sinh®r
Yo o1 Yy 5 .coshr—1

Apt + A -2 2
+(Z 2"+ 2 1 hr)( ZA2+1|sinhr| e sinh?r

1 1?2 5 U2 coshr — o (coshr—1)2 )

49 49 Ay — -2 .
i Ay +1'sinhr’ sinhr T sinh? r ( )sinhr ! sinh?r sinhr
by Sobolev embedding H? - LS, we get 0,4~ € L?. Similarly, £229,4)~ € L2. Hence, R_y~ € H2. [

Proposition 4.3. Given ¢+ € L? with |{*|,. < 2, then there is a unique map v : H2 — S? with the
property that 1" is the representation of V* relative to a Coulomb gauge satisfying (4.19) with E(u) =
||t ||2LQ Moreover, the map v* — w is Lipschitz continuous in the following sense:

lu=al g 5 o =97 ..

Proof. Given [¢*] ;2 < 2, by Lemma2] there is a unique solution (A, ¢2). Let ¢ = ¢+ — izt
we solve the system of U = (u, v, w)7, that is

Now

i a 0 Ry T\ [u
olvl=Mm|ov]|=-% 0 o0 ||o
(4.42) w w “JY 0 0 )\w

(@(o0), B(00), w(e0)) = (k, i, ).
Since ¢y = —(Ag — 1))y — i0,1p9, M can be rewritten as M = M, + 9, Mo, where

0 “R(Az - 1)y =T(Ay - 1)y 0 T Ry
443) My =94y - 1) 0 0 My=|-30 0 0 |,
I(Ag - 1) 0 0 Ry 0 0

and by @.36), [ M1 11y + M2l g2 S |47 - If we restrict My and M, on [R, co) for sufficiently large
R, we can assume [ Mi|| 1140y (r.0o) + IM2] 71 (g.00y S € This allow us to construct solutions with data at
r = oo by using the iteration scheme

U=Y U Uy=U(w), Ui(r) = er(s)UHds.

Let X ={U € C([R,)) :0,U € L?([R,)), lim U(r) exists}. We run the iteration scheme in X. For
U;_1 € X, we have

Ui(r) = [ M()Us1(s)ds,
= [T MlUlfl + 87‘M2Ui*1d87

ZerlUi_1d$+M2(T)Ui_1(T)—ergarUi_ldS,
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from which we obtain

1Uille(trooyy SIM 1 ary rio0y Uit | (00
My
sinh r

+ [ Mo ||C'([R,<x>)) ||Uz‘—1HC([R,oo)) + : HarUz’—1||L2(R,oo) ’

L2(R,00
S1Y* ] r2er,e0) Wimt o ri0y) + 10 Uil 12(R,00))
10:Uill 125,00y = [M1 Uit + 0r MaUica [ 12 o) »
<Ml 2(g,00) Uit o(1R,00)) + 107 Mol 12 0oy IUimtll 017,00 -
S 1Y 22,00y IUim1ll 01,00 -
Therefore, '
1Uilleroeoy) * 10:Uill o (r,o0yy S 197 2,00y -
Then by choosing R large enough, we can use the iteration scheme to construct a solution U on [ R, 00).
The uniqueness of (d.42)) is obtained by conservation law, that is, apply (u,7,w) to both side of (4.42),
we have 10, (|af? +|o]? +|@[?) = 0.
Since 0,4 - v = -0, - u by @.42), we have @ - v(r) = const, which together with lim U(r) = U(o0) =
(k,i,7)7 yields @-9(r) = @- (o) = 0. Similarly, we also have @ - @ = o - @ = 0 and [0] = |@| = 1. Thus U
satisfies the orthonormality condition.

Next, the solution constructed above can be extended to (0, o). Since |1)*| ;. < 2, then for any € > 0,
there exists & > 0 such that || 2z s z) < € Define Ui(r) = [, MU, 1ds, denote I = [R~9, R], we have

10ty < I iy Wica by 10 Mol gy ([ sh™ sds) 2 [Ural ey
and
10:-Uill po(ry < (Ml pary + 10- M| 2 1) [ Uicall e ry -
By @43), we have | M 11y () + [ Ml 2ry + 100 Mz 12y S [907 ] 21y therefore,

+ R0 1/2
9" ooy (14 ([ sinn™ ) ) (Wit + 19Ut agr) )
[ W2 ry -

By choosing ¢ small such that ( zf ~ ginh™" sds)'/? is small, then we can still rely on iteration scheme to
extend the solution to [eR™!, 00).

On the interval (0,e/27'], by (@.38), we have [¢2co.cr-17) S 12l g10.er1y) S € By a similar argu-
ment to that on [ R, 00 ), we extend the solution to r = 0. As a byproduct,

U= Usle,e) + 10Ul 20,00y S 197 1 12
From the system (4.42), we know that @3 and ¢ = w3 — iU3 solve the system
0rq = 1z,
{5ru3 =TJ(¢19).

with boundary condition (3, q)(c0) = (1,0). By uniqueness, Ay = 3, ¥ = q.
Next, we construct the system of (u,v,w) by equivariant setup, that is, apply (u, 7, w) by e’%. From
1)y = w3 — 105 and the orthonormality condition, (4.1)) is satisfied for k = 2.

N

Uil oy + 10:Uill pary

AN
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Given ¢, 1/~)+ e L2, we construct U and U as above. From the construction it follows that
(4.44) 10 =0l 0,00y + 10U = )] 12y S 07 =07 -
which implies 0, (v = @)|| 2(g,0) $ |+ =t
1y = 3 — 103, by (4.44), we have

HLQ' Since U1 = VW3 —v3Wa, ’l~L1 = @21113 —@31112, 'l/)g = W3 —Z"Ug,

ul—ﬂl 1 ~\ ~ ~
p— + p—
sinhr |72~ sinhr[(v2 Oa)tg + vz (w3 w3)]HL2
— 7 + — D
sinhr[(vg 3)wy + U3 (wy — Wy) ] L
P s = b
slo- HL‘” sinhr 1] .- sinhr ’
L2 L2

slor =% o Al + 07 ).

A similar argument shows that %52 || , + |Lsis| < [¢* —@Z+HL2 (] 2 + Hz/}HLz) Therefore,

lu=al g 5 o =0 .. O

5. THE CAUCHY PROBLEM

In this section we concerned with the (¢*, 1~ )-system which we recall here

(i) + Ao~ 280 "Ly o044 00T AL Ty Ve gy
(5.1) sinh”r sinh” r 7SIHh7’
, coshr-1. _ coshr(Ay—1) _ 1y ~
(10 + Agz + 2 NP YW~ =[Ap -2 2, +3(¢ sinhr)]w .

with initial data ¢*(¢y) = 1¢. Where Ay, A, 1) are given by @.18), (@.17), @.14). Since the system (5.1)
arised from the Schrodinger map (L)), we will show that (¢*, 1)~) satisfy the compatibility condition.

For simplicity of notations, we denote | f*| = | f*| + | f~|. Since our analysis relies on L? LZ-norm, we
define the norm of f by | f|| L = |.fIl o (1.0y- Finally, we denote the nonlinearities by

hr(Ag - b
Fr@%) = (g #2202 e L2y
N - coshr(A;-1) _ o B
() = [~ 22 02D gy ey

5.1. Srichartz estimates. To understand the well-posedness of (3.1), we need to obtain the Strichartz
estimates. The v *-equation in (3.1 is a nonlinear Schrodinger equation with positive and exponential
decay potential. More generally, we consider the Schrodinger equation

10y + Az = V)u = F)|
(5.2) { (10, + B = V)
u(0) = f,
where V' € e=o" L (H?;R) for a > 1 is a positive potential. In this section we always denote potential '

as (3.2)). For simplicity, we denote p’ = p%l forpe[1, oo]. (p, q) is called admissible pair, if

(0 )< {0 ) €2 00)x (2, 09): 2= (o0, 2
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Then we obtain the following Strichartz estimates.

Theorem 5.1. Let (p, q), (P, ¢') be admissible pairs, I c R be open interval.
(i) If f € L2(H2), then

Hezt(AHz—V)fHL?Lq < ”fHL2 ’
(ii) If F e LY LA, then

S 1Fl s

Based on a standard theory, the above results are obtained by the following dispersive estimates imme-
diately.

¢
f e (=) (B2 =V) P(§) s
0 L

Proposition 5.2. Assume V € e L[> (H?;R), « > 1, is a positive potential, then we have
53 ooy CItI™t, if 0<[t|<1,
( 3) e\ em2 T 1,700 <

e Vol''E RETHITPS

By standard convention the resolvent of Laplacian — A2 on H? is written as Ry(s) = (-Agz-s(1-5))~!
with Rs > £ corresponding to the resolvent set s(1 - s) € C - [, o). The kernel of Ry(s) is

(5.4) Ro(s;z,w) = Q% (coshr),

where Q°_, is Legendre function, r := d(z,w). With the hyperbolic convention for spectral parameter,
Stone’s formula gives the continuous part of the spectral resolution as

dTi(\) =2M[R0(% +i)) - RO(% ~iN]dA,
- szo(% +iN)dA.

Then we use the spectral resolution to write

¢ithiz () = o f fH A F(w)dTI(; 2, w)dwd),

2 )\S
- N\ f sin w)dsdwd.
omi f fHQ vcosh s — coshrf( )

Similarly, from [7], the resolvent of —Ay= + V' for potential V' defined as above is given by Ry (s) =
(-Apz +V = s(1 - s))~! and the continuous component of spectral resolution is given by

1
dlly (N) = —4)\3RV(§ +iN)dA,
then the kernel of Schrodinger propagator can be written as

Zt(AHQ V)f(Z

f f ’t)‘z)\JRV( +iX;z,w) f(w)dwdA.

By Birman-Schwinger type resolvent expansion for all frequencies:

Ry (s) = Ro(s) + Ro(s)[-V Ro(s)] + [Ro(s)V]Ry (s)[V Ro(s)],

2m



32 Schrodinger map from H? to S?

we get
eit(AHTV)f(z)
(5.5) =5 [ sz "™ \TR, ( +i\; z,w) f(w)dwd
(5.6) 2m f fH e )\JRO( FiN)[- VJRO( +iN)]f (w)dwdA
(5.7) e f fH 2 WAJ[RO( LAV ]RV( +M)[VJR0( +iN)]f (w)dwdA.

Before proving Proposition[5.2] we recall the pointwise bounds on the resolvent kernel from [7]. This
bounds will be crucial for the dispersive estimates.

Lemma 5.3. For the free resolvent kernel the pointwise bounds are valid for 0 < X\ <1 and r € (0, o)

Cllogr|, r<1,

1
|R0(§+z)\,z,w)| S{ CA2e73", r>1,

L C| log rl, r<l1,
|8)\R0(§+Z)\7Z,UJ)| S{ 9% 26 (——e)r ’l“>1,
where r := d(z,w).
Lemma 5.4. For the free resolvent kernel the pointweise bounds are valid for A > 1, and r € (0, c0)

Cllogr|, Ar<l,

1
ol v iz wl< { CA2e s, dr> 1,

1 . Cllogr|, Ar <1,
O3 Fo (5 + iz, w)| < { CX 3G A>T,
where 7 := d(z,w).
We also recall the meromorphic continuation from [7].

Lemma 5.5. For V € e=o" L*°(H?2) with a > 0, the resolvent Ry (s) admits a meromorphic continuation
to the half-plane Rs > % - 0 as a bounded operator

Ry(s) e L*(H?) — " L*(H?)
for 6 < §. And there exists a constant My such that for all X € R with |\| > My,
(o7 1 (o7
||6_5ral>1\RV(§ +iN)e 2" pan 2 < Cpal Al
If the RV(% +1A) has no pole at X = 0, we can extend the estimate through \ = 0 to give
o 1 [e3
||€_5T8§Rv(§ +iA)e 2 |22 < Cpa(A)

In order to prove Proposition[3.2] we also need the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.6.

[T +a
Z(s+a t _—,
(58) * e (S + a’) ds < \/_ sinh r "

r v/coshs—coshr \/Z(1+9), <
,

[\

S

Proof. The proof roughly follows the approach in [2]]. Before proving the lemma, we recall two useful
estimates, that is,

1 c c
59 < < , fors>p>0,
(5:9) coshs—coshp = (s—p)/coshp  s-p P
and
1 c
(5.10) < , fors>p>0.
coshs—coshp /(s - p)sinhp
Case 1: r > \[
Lets = + r, then
Lz +(r+a)?+7t)
oo gt ('r+a)2 +r+ t
LHS(@) _ f (T+a r a) d’T,
0 \/COSh(T—t+T)—COShT r+a
5)
r+a)? o0 6 4(T+a)2 ? ( r+a )
.11 9t f GO
yJcosh(ZL +7) - Coshr
Denote ®(7) := G M)Q + %, then (5.11)) can be written as

ria i@(T)q)l
(5.12) g e f ¢ () dr
sinhr Vi (cosh(ZL + 1) — coshr)

sinh r

Since [, = fol + /|, (312 can be split into

(r+a 2
(5.13) Wi T T+ 1),
sinh r

For I, by (5.10Q) and r > ¥t we have

41
2r+a2 2
Il N/ ( )t dTv
\/t”“ L sinh r

sinhr r+a
S —d
fo Nk

<1.
For I, Let

r+a Tt 1
.14 = h —coshr)| 2.
(5.14) a(T) [tsinhr(cos (r +7)—coshr)]z
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By integrating by parts in /5, we get
I = [100 8Teiq>(T)oz(7')dT,
e Oa(r)fF]+] [ e Ol (m)ar,
Ssupla(r)] + [ @l

7'>

Notice that (1) < 1 and o’(7) < 0 by (5.14), hence,
|1I) s Je(1)] S 1

That is I; and I, are bounded. Therefore (3.8)) follows (3.13) in the region r > g

Case 2: r< %

Let us split the left hand side of (3.8)) into three parts:

2r+a \/_+a 0o
LHS(E8) = f f f = 4 Tt T
2r+a t+a

For J;, we assume r > 0, otherwise J; = 0 immediately, then
U

2r+a
Ji S[
rea  y/cosh(u—a) - coshr

du,

2r+a m
< / du,
rea \/(u—a-r)sinhr

E
$(2r+a) sinh 7’
Since we are in the case r < i , we get that
|| $ Vit +a.
For .J,, by (3.9) we have
Jy < [\[ﬂl Y du,
2rva\/cosh(u - a) - coshr

Vit+a U
< Y,
2r+a U —QA—T
Vita a+r
_ 1+ 27 o,
2

r+a u—a-—r

1+ 2Vt
T

For Js, let u = \/tT + a, we get that

+L)

2
00 t(tT +a?+2V/tT) T+2a_\;?)(z
J3 = - (\[T+a)\/_d = 2te'iT [
! \/COSh(\/_T) —coshr \/

cosh(v/t7) —coshr
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Then J3 can be written as

Jg = 2156%2 foo eiw(T)wl(T)ﬁ(T)dT
1

where (1) = % 57 and B(7) = [cosh(\/tT) - coshr] 2. By integration by parts, we get

sl < 208D+ [ 18/()ldr).
Since the derivative of /3 is negative, we obtain
|J5] < 4¢|8(1)| § t(cosh v/t — coshr) "2 S t(VE—7)"" S VT
Therefore, we have
LHS(E8) t+a+%\/z_f§\/f+g\/z_€,

in the region r < % O
Proof of Proposition[5.21 The estimate for [t| > 1 in (3.3) has been proved in [[7]], we only prove the case
0 < |t| < 1 here. In order to estimate e*(“=2=V) it suffices to bound (3.3)-(3.7) respectively. (3.3)) is indeed
eu2 f which can be estimated in [[1]]. To estimate (5.6), we rewrite it by (5.4) as

e °re in\(s +s')
A [ v [ — ds'ds f (z0)dzodz1d),
[0 20,21 (z1) ro Jri \/coshs—coshrl\/coshs’—coshro f(z0)dz0dz

i(s /
5.15 :t’%[ v f f (51 ) ds'ds f (z0)dzodz.
-15) 20,21 (1) r1 \/Coshs—Coshrl\/coshs’—coshro s'dsf(z0)dzdx

By Lemmal[5.6] since /71 +s </r1 ++/s forr; >0and s > 0 we get

'<S 812

) 4
(5.16) f (s+5) ds'ds
1 \/coshs—coshrl\/coshs —cosh g
<t1/2f \ el >f(7“1)+(1+a)1<4(7’1)

\/cosh s — coshr

VIS +(1+2)1
Stl/zfoo\/m >\/_(Tl) ( )<§(7’1)
0

\/cosh s — cosh r

oo 1 r
5.17 $t1/? ds(y [ ——1_s(r)+1_»
( ) ro \/cosh s — coshry ( sinh 2§( ) <§(T1))

(5.18) 12 f \/cosh\/g ds—2—1_;(r)

s—coshry +/sinhr; %

1
5.19 +t1/2f i ds—1 i (r).
>19) ro \/coshs—coshry, 71 <%( v

ds,

ds,
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It suffices to estimate the three integrals the right hand side. By (16) of [1]], for 7o > 0 we have

1 ro+1 1 0o
dssf ds+[ e zds,
ro v/cosh s — coshrg ro /(s =rp)sinhrg ro+1
< 1
~/sinhrg

For the second integral, we make the change of variables v = s — 7,

f S ds [ U+ 1o d
= u
ro +/cosh s —coshrg 0 \/COSh(u +79) — coshry

(5.20)

(5.21)

Ifm:O,
f e <f \/_du+f Vv
\/Coshu 1 +/coshu
If 7o > 0, by (3.20) we have

Ezs [TV,

ro \/cosh s — coshrg

du < 0.

)

S / v du + V7o ds,
0 \/cosh(u +1) — coshry ro \/cosh s — coshrg
Vu 1

du +

[ o
0 y/(coshu-1)coshrg V/sinh g

< 1 + \/%
~/coshr, +/sinhrg
The third integral can be estimated similar to the second one. If 7y = 0,

o0 s o0 s
ds = f % is<oo.
ro \/cosh s — coshr 0 +/coshs-1
If To > 0,
o0 S—To o0 70
ds = ds + ds,
ro \/cosh s —coshr ro  \/cosh s — coshry ro \/cosh s —coshry
1 T
< 0

N + .
Veoshry /sinhr
In conclusion, we obtained

1 r
E10) st'? Ly, o,

[\/m( sinh ry 2§(T1) <§(r1))

! 1 11
+ 1 s(ry) + ———1 . (r
Jeotire Ve 24 ) Ty e ()
1 T 1 1
stl/z 1 - + 1 i \T

[(\/Sinhro sinhr;  \/coshry \/Sinhrl) z%( 1)

1 1 1

—)1 f(ﬁ)]

+
(\/sinhro Vcoshry i
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Therefore,

T1 1 1

1
EI5 st’lf % : + 1.
) 20,21 (Zl)[(\/sinhro sinh7  \/coshrg \/sinhrl) Z§(T1)
1 1 1
+ + —)1 s (r 20)dzodzy,
(\/sinhro V/cosh g 7”1) <§( Dlg(z0)dzodz
K gl
Finally, we estimate the (3.7). By duality, it suffices to prove for |A|,, =1,
(5.22) ( fo ¢itN ) fH 3[RoVIRy[V Rolg(w)dwd, h) 5 1t gl

write

A)() = [ VR +iXi2,20)(z0)dz0,

B(g)(z) = fV(z)@ARO(—%+i)\;z,z0)g(zo)dzo.

Then by integration by parts and Lemmal[5.6] we have

(m):foweitv)\ijo(—%+i)\;yo,y1)v(y1)Rv(—%+i)\;y1,21)
V(zl)Ro(—% +1A; 21, 20) 9(20 ) dzodz1dy1 h (Yo ) dyod\,
=[Oooe“/\2)\[RV(—%+i)\;y,z)V(z)R0(—%+i)\);z,zo)g(zo)dz0dz
[V(y)RO(y,yo)h(yo)dyodyd)\,
-1 [T iz
7 [N [ onRi(,2) A9 (2)dzA(R) () dy
v [ Bu(y.2)B(o)(2)d=A() (v)dy
v [ Ru(y.2)A(9)(2)d=B(0) (y)dyld
gt [T (e am )],
B (g) ()|, |eFMAm) @)

HAg)(2)]

eiMA(R) (y)

L2

+

L2

+ e%‘le(h)(y)HLz )d>\.
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By Lemma[5.3]and Lemmal[5.4] Young’s inequality and Holder’s inequality, we have

| Ay )], < fe%\z\V(z)(llogrllg(r)+e*%rln(r))lsl(A)g(Zo)dZo .

+

[ V@) (log rl1a () + A e L () La(N)g(z0)dzo B
S1a ) gl (Nogria ()2 + | FLa()] )
+ 1) gl (Nogrltar )] 2+ [AFe #1000 ),

S (A) + Ly ()A2) g
(A2 g -

_ L3 _
E1) s sup [t 1f0 (A2 gl 1Al dA STt gl

I) =1
Thus Proposition[3.2] follows. O

)

Similarly, we have
ei"B(g)(2)

_1
LS gl

Therefore,

5.2. The Cauchy theory. Here we consider the Cauchy problem for (5.I). The local well-posedness
of (3.1) is directly by Strichartz estimates in Theorem [5.11 Then for small initial data, since the opera-
tor —Apz — 2% has discrete spectrum, we use perturbation method (see [30]]) to prove global well-
posedness.

Theorem 5.7. Consider the problem (5.1) with data g ;. < 2, where Ay, As, )5 are given by ({.18),
H.17), @.14). Then there exists a unique maximal-lifespan solution pair (*,1~) : [ x R? — C x C with
to € I and *(ty) = ¢ with the following additional properties:

() If |5 | 12 < 2, then there exists T = T'(¢§) > 0, and a unique solution (V*,1~) of the system in the time
interval [-T,T] with (¢*,0~) € LA([-T,T]; L*) n C([-T,T]; L?).

(ii) If (¥*,¢7) « (To, Th) x R — C x C, [T} = Tp| < oo, is a solution to (ST) with [{*[ japacp, 1) < o0
then 1)* can be extended to a solution on a larger time interval.

(iii) There exists € > 0 such that |F|| ;. < €, then for any compact interval J c R, (5.1) has a unique global
solution V*(t) € L*(J; L*) n C(J; L?), moreover, wi]|L4]L4 SCWL 1Yg] 12)-

(iv) For every A > 0, and € > 0, there is § > 0 such that if 1* is a solution satisfying H’(/)iHL};U; < A and
M(yg - 1/33) < 0, then there exists a solution such that H@Di - @EiHLé}m <e and M(¢* —*) <e Vitel

(v) Assume that R.)¢ € H?, for s e 1, 2. If Hz/)iHL};LA; < M, then the solution 1)* satisfies

(5-23) |‘Ri¢i’|H5 SM ’|Ri¢§|

and it has Lipschitz dependence with respect to the initial data.

gt 1, YV tel,

Proof. (i) Consider the system (4.13)) in the space
X = {(¢+a¢_) eC([0,T; L?)n LTL* |Wi“c([o,T];L2) <2[ 5] L2 ’|¢iHL4TL4 < E}'
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Given the formulas for Ag, A, and 1)y by @.18)), @.17), (4.14)), using Lemma[2.4] we obtain

coshr(As - 1) H Vo
5.24 A - - < + < + )
(524 PR e EA U PO P! TP
In a similar argument, we also obtain that
- - ~ 12
(5.25) |F=(w*) = F=(*)| 4 s [0 - 4] . (5 + [ 65] )

Denote V' = QCgiff’TZ;l, then by Duhamel formula, define the maps

T () = AV) 20y _i/tei(ts)(AV)F+(¢+)dS’
(5.26) e
T-() ="y i [ IS (F () - Vs,

39

1
For any € > 0, there exists ¢ € C¢°, such that [[¢F — &5 .. < 75, and there exists T3 > 0, s.t T{* |¢5] 3 <

15 then dispersive estimates and (5.24) imply

IT* @)y 1

< Heit(A—V)ez'ZG(war _ ¢5)HL4 L4 + Heit(A—V)ei26¢5HL4 L
Ty T

X [t H6i(t—s)(AfV)F+(S)1[O7T1](S)HL4 ds
. 4

L

1 t
C 5 - il + T 1061 gy +C | [ =12 | F* ()i ()] e ds

IN

t

IN

+C HF+(T’)1[0,T1] (t) HL4/3L4/3

3
LOTI L
1

IN

€
2
€
2

IN

€.

Similarly, we have
- € 3 _
17T (¥ )HL;&L‘* 55 +C HWHLW +C HVHL2TL2 (k& HL‘;L4

3
S(Z +C HVHL§L2)€-

4

Since V' € L? independent on t, there exists 0 < 7" < T}, such that C' HVHLQTLZ < d,hence |7 () HL4TL4 <e.

We can also show that 7*(¢)*) € C'([0,T]; L?). Indeed, by Strichartz estimates, we have

3
1T oqoryeey < 1652 + Clo* s o < 2145 2

and

_ _ _ 3 _
1T~ eqorniey < 1651 + C 162 sa + CUV 2 g 107 s o <2185

Therefore, (7+(¢*), T (1)7)) € X for any ¢* € X.
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Then we need to show (7*(¢*), 7~ (¢)7)) is a contraction map. By (3.23)), we get
HT+(¢+) - T+(w+) HC([O,T];L2)HL%L4

<C 0t =9y U0y o+ [0
<C'e? Hwi _ ,J):t

| o
L4 L4

and

HT’(W) - Tﬁ(di) Hc([QT];L?)nLﬁfFL4
<Ce [¢* = 0¥y o+ C Vg e [0 =97 g
<(Ce? +6) [+ - 0|

R
L4 L

In conclusion, (7*(¥*), T (17)) is a contraction map in X, by the fixed point theorem, there exists a
unique solution in X for small 7" depending only on ¢# and ||V ..
(iii) Let u* : I x R* — C be an approximate solution to system (5.1)) in the sense that

(10, + A=V)u* = F*(u"),
(5.27) (10 + A)u” = F~(u"),
u*(0) = ey, u(0) = vy
Based on standard fixed point argument, by the Strichartz estimates for Schrodinger operators —Ap2 and
—Apgz + V, there exists € > 0 such that if E(¢5) = |15l ,> < ¢, then (527) has a unique global solution
u* € C(R; L?) n L*L*, moreover, |u*| o roppapa (g2 € C€
Now we show using a perturbative argument that (3.1]) is global well-posed for E()¢) < €. First we

show that for T sufficiently small depending only on E (%), and V, the solution (¢*,%~) to (3.I) on
[0, T'] satisfies an a priori estimate

(5.28) [9* ] oo L2na a0,y < 8C€
Fix a small parameter 7 > 0, since V' = C;)frf’T’;;l, there exists 7' > 0 for I = [0, T'], such that
V352 <

Further, by Duhamel formula, Strichartz estimates and |u*| ;w2 474 < Ce, we have

H eit(Af\/)qu (O) H

Y

t
[ =) AV B () s
0

L‘}L‘l < HU+HL§L4 +

(5.29) b
' <Ce+ C(Ce)?,
<2C.
and
t
itA, - - i(t-5)A - () -
530, o2 )y < lugua + | f) OS]

<2Ck.
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Since (¢*, 1) satisfies (5.1) and u*(0) = e?’¢)¢, u=(0) = 1)y, apply the Duhamel formula, (5.29) and
(330} to obtain
i — 3
H¢+HL§L4 < He A V)U+(O)HL4L4 +C “wiHL}lL‘l )
(5.31) 5 !
<2Ce+ C 0}y

and
_ GA 3 _
(K& ”L‘}L‘* < Hezmu (0)HL4L4 +C ||¢i||L‘}L4 +C ||V||L§L2 v ”L‘}L‘l )
I

<aC¢e + C [y + On ¢ | aa.

Choose 7 sufficiently small such that C'n < %, which yields
(532) [0 1yu0 <3Ce+ SO TSy
Combining (5.31)) and (3.32)), we have

9% 320 < 5Ce +3C [ [y,
Then by continuity argument, we get
(5.33) 6] 1 < TCe.
which, together with Strichartz estimates gives
[0 e 2 < €A 205+ ™45 L

+2C II@b*II:};m +C ||V||L§L2 ||¢_||L‘}L4 )

<2e +2C(7Ce)% + Cn8Ck,
<4e.

(5.34)

Therefore (5.28)) is obtained.
Then from the system (5.1), we have energy conservation E(¢)*) = E(¢¢). Since the 7" depends only
on E(¢g)and V = 2171 by (ii) and energy conservation, it will follow that (¢)*,1~) is a global solution

sh?r

with ||¢i|\L§L4 <C(|vg],2,]J]) for any compact interval J c R.
(v)Applying (-A)Z for s = 1, 2 to both sides of system (5.1), we obtain

{ (i0; + A)(=A)ERp" = (=A)FF* + (-A)2 (VR YY),
(i0; + A)(-A)2R_y™ = (-A)2F~ = (-A)2(VR_y").

The nonlinearities F'* can be written as

1 i h - h r
Fe=(= SR [ 2R i) ds ) Rupr e S [ - o) sinhsdsRuu*,
2 r sinhs 2sinh”r Jo
LFF + F5.
Let (1) € C2 be a bump function with 0 < ¢ < 1, @‘B = land ¢ Be(0) = 0, F5 can be rewritten as
b 2

Ff=pFf+(1-p)F5 =T* +11*.
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Since ||¢*| pige S M, Strichartz estimates imply % r3re S 1. Then we split the interval into [ = UJ;

such that H¢iHL3 16 <& [(=A)245] L. ’WiHLS o S L HakVHLS o < land | g?ﬁﬁ:arvHL?_Le < 1. By
Duhamel’s formula and Strichartz estimates, we have
(5'35) H(_A)%Riwi HL;;’_LZHL?J_ L6 S H (_A)%R:t,l?boiHL2 + H(_A)%Fi + (_A)%(VRi,l?Di) HL}J' 2"
Now we estimate the second term of the right hand side of (3.33). Define
¢+
— + _ +
= [y HL?jLﬁa B =0y HL?jLﬁ + s L?_L‘i,
J
coshr (I
T I ) R .
H Y "L§jL6 sinhr v 3 s lsinh®rlizs o
J J
For s = 1, from (2.10) we easily obtain
|2yt (re et VR
(5.36) f

SB(A2 + ||V||L§/2L3) +A3 + |‘arV||L§(2L3 A

Since the operator Tiz for -sds keeps the two dimensional frequency localization, one could use Littlewood-
Paley decomposition to deal with I*. To estimate I*, we claim that for f radial, p > 2 the following estimate
holds

(5.37) H(—AW)%% forf sds

S H(_ARZ)%fHLp(RZ) .

Lr(R2)

Then we have

ZA)ST*
H( A)ZI Ll L2
coshr
S 2 sinh sds =
(o) s (0P =l Pysinsas) R
o= [T opysiubsas| b
(5.38) sin L
r coshr sinh s
0oV =) 5 [P -l e sds|
S1n T L/zL3
r#coshr 1/2 9 sinh s 9
ST ) B [0 - BT ()sds) gy A B
SA3 + BA%.
Hence, (5.33)), (3.36) and (5.38)) imply
(5-39) [P R o o S [ AV Rt o+ 9% 15 o

We repeat the above procedure for I;,; to obtain the similar estimate in 7;.. Thus, (53.23)) valid for s = 1.
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For s = 2, similarly, we also easily have
H(—A)(Fli o VRi¢i) HL}VLZ

5.40
( ) SC(Az + HVHL?/2L3) + B(A2 + HﬁrV”L§/2L3) +B2A+ A3+ HAVHL?/ZLJ A

Then for I*, which can be rewritten as

r coshr s sinh s

() =(-A)(p(r) [P - () TR ),
2 h h
=(—A)(30(T)T.C(: "Rt o5 [ (- |w|>so<8>sm " sds
S1n
h h
+(w_c?; "Royt)- [ (07 10 P)e(5) ™ sds)
h h
- 29, (W)r MR 05 [P -l Pe() T sds)
I+ 5+ 15,
By (2.20) and (3.37) we have
(5.41) HI{‘+I§HL1 12 SCA?+ BA? + A% + B?A,

for I, from (5.37) we obtain

. . r . sinhr
51,3 1054 AP -l Py
(5.42) Ly
SCOA% + BA? + B2A + A3,
Thus, by (5.33), (3.40), (5.41) and (5.42) we have
(5.43) IRV Rl 12y o S I AV RG] o + [ () Rl o+ 9% g o

Hence, (3.23)) follows for s = 2.
Finally, we prove (3.37). Denote B, = B,.(0) and my(r) = ¢(27%r) — ¢(27%+1r). Since f is radial, we
have

(5.44) %forfsds:C’m(lB)fsz-IBT(y)dy:m(lB)
Then for Py f = F~1(mi(€)f(€)) , we have

[Rz m(B\x\) (Pef *1p,)(0)e™"dx
[Rz m(Ba) [ Pkf(f)lBM(ﬁ)dSe @i dy,

= [ BHOT (ele)e = dude.
- [ PR (ke e,

(0).

€]
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which implies

1 T 1 r

(5.45) = f Pyf sds = Py f Py f sds).
r2 Jo r2 Jo

Hence, by Littlewood-Paley decomposition and (5.43) we have

(~Age) P2~ [ " Pof sds
T 0

LP

. 1 T 1/2
[Z|;28]Pj(§£ Pkf Sd$)|2] s
J Lp

) ] 1 T
[Z(;zsw-’@lgo@ -0 [ 2P sas|)’]

J

AN

1/2
(5.46)

N

)

Lpr

from (2.20) we obtain

Y

(B.40) s [Z ( ZR:QS(j_k)lgo(]' - k?)‘?kpkf‘f]l/z

S 2% 10 (k) * 2% Pufl}ee , »
sl Peftel,,
< H(—AR2)S/2fHLp .
Thus, (3.37) follows. O

The above theorem is only concerned with the general solutions of (3.1)). Since the system of (¢*, ™)
is derived from the Schrodinger map (I.1)), if we want to reconstructed the map u by 1)*, the solution 1)*
of (3.I)) must satisfies the compatibility condition (4.16).

Lp

Theorem 5.8. If )¢ € L? satisfies the compatibility condition, then 1*(t) satisfies the compatibility con-
dition for any t € 1. If, in addition, R.§ € H3, then (4.2) and {.3) are satisfied.

Proof. Given 1), = W;W L Jg ’wz_ff, A; = 0. To prove the compatibility condition (.16, it suffices to

show that D11, = D1/ i’s Sli)nr}é:;erved for ¢t € I. For this we need to derive the equation for
F= D2¢1 - D1¢2-
Before deriving the equation for F', we give some identities from (3.1). First, (4.17) gives
(5.47) 01 Az~ Dr Ay = T(Y11)s),

Second, the system of (¢*, ¢ ~) (3.1)) and (.17) imply that
1 _ o
oAz — 02 Ag ) [0 (RO ") = R(9p1p")) sinh sds,
- % " 0,(3(8,0+0" ) sinh ) — 9,(I(Dyr~b) sinh s)ds,
0

=J(Yoths) + R(Fh),
where 1) is given by (.7) Third, (4.18)) implies
_ F
01 Ay - O As = 3(tnilo) - (2
sinh”r

).
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Finally, we obtain the following two equations from (5.1)) by algebraic computation and A2 + [¢)9]? = 1,

: DyDytpy  .coshrA; s : Vs 1y
D =4 Dy(D th -2 J
o1 = i[D1(D1 + cothr )y + . snhZy swhr 1 ) siahr
, DyD coshr ~ T
DQ’(/)Q = Z[(Dl + COth’l")Dl’gbg + 2 22w2 +2 - F - ZJ(’QDl’QDQ)Q/)l].
sinh” r sinh r
Then combining the above two equations with (4.8)), we have
D -D = D, F,
(5.48) o= Do = o e Do
DQ’QDQ - DQ’(/)Q = Z(Dl - coth T)F
Apply the operator D, to F', by (3.47)-(3.48), we have
DoF =DgDatpy — Do D11,
=Dy Dothy — Dy Dotby + i3 (1ot )by + iR(Fb1 )¢y
- ij(qﬂoil) o = Z%( % )¢27
=Dy Dytpy + Do(——— SnnZy DzF) Dy (Dythg —i(Dy — cothr) )
o~ o~ F?/)z
+1T(thow2 )1 — 1T (hothr ) s + BR(Fy )iy — 29%( )@bz,
o~ ~ 2A2
=Dy D19pg — D1 Dotbo + i3 (tho1h2)thr + i3 (P11bo)¢ha — Smhé rF
+10,(0, — cothr)F + iR(Fby )by — Z%( 1?2 )w2,
A2
- L 4i0,(0, -~ cothr)F + IR(FU ) - R (= ‘”2 )i
sinh?r
So we derive equation for F:
2 A2 Flpg
(i0; + 02 = cothro, ) F = (Ag + —— 2 + 0y (cothr))F — R(F )y +2ﬁ( )¢2,
sin
namely
_ 1 F F A2-1 F F o F )y |
5.49) (i0, + A - =A 2 -R R .
(5:49) (i, + sinh?r ) sinhr  CSinhr sinh? 7 sinh r (sinh 7}/’1 Jor+ (sinh rsinhr’ sinhr
If R*1)* € H', we can write
F
sinh r smh (iz91 - Tw2)
4 oy, coshr—1 .
[(A2 i 1)smh7’ smhr ¢ +O(¥T -+ sinh r (W -y )]’

e [2.

Due to the boundedness of A, and <8=1 we get

Tsinhr smh r
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If R*y* € H?, we using A2 + |1)5|> = 1 and Sobolev embedding, yi

by the representation

P P* Ay -1 4= coshr . _
2 sinh” r (42t 1) sinh?r  sinh7 sinhr  sinhr (00" = 07)
coshr -1 coshr -1
——— W =)+ ————0, (Y =),
sinh” r smh
F 8TA2 _ coshr — A2 + 1 Ag -1
-2 = * - A y -
0y (s nhr) Sinhr(w +v7) sinh? r (07 +07) sin h2 sinh2 T
A coshr
O (0T UT) O (T =)+ 0 (T = ).
sinh r

Let P. for € > 0 be the smoothing operator defined by the Fourier multiplier A - e~<"**. Denote N is
the nonlinearity of (3.49). Applying P. to both sides of (3.49), we obtain

L F )
(5.50) (i0, + A2 ) P.(e" ———) = P.(¢” N).
sinh r
Since P.(e L), 0,P.(e? £—) and Slth,P (e L) e L2, which implies
F
(5.51) 8P(e’9 ) sinhr, P(e’e = )—>0, as 7 >0,
sin
and
F
(5.52) 8P(e’9 )smh1/2r P(e’e o )sinh?r -0, as r - oo.
sinhr
Hence, by integration by parts and (2.9), we get
- F P . F . F o0
0 =9 ; rPe 0 'Pe 0 inh
sinhr) 12 RGO Fe(e sinhr) (e sinhr)sm T)|0
) o5
-2 P.(e""N)P.(e" 1
[ RGP N) P ——))dvol,,
0 Pe iGN
sinhr H (e )HL2 ’
F
10 +
IO ke,
which further gives
' F 2 F 2 t 2
# ) <|| P (0+2 [ |2, d
’ sinhr) (*) (e smhr) L2 0)+ 0 sinhr W [172 s,
F P tF
< 2 [ “2,d
sinh 7 || 72 0)+ o lIsinhr|g W HH2 >
Then let ¢ — 0, we obtain
FoP FoP t F
5.53 ) < 0)+2 [ “2,.d
( ) sinh r Lz() sinh r Lz( )+ o |lsinhrl|ly W HH2 o

By using Gronwall inequality and £'(0) = 0, we get F'(t) =0 forall ¢ € I.
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In general, if 1§ € L? only, there exists .1, € H? such that |[¢¢ — ¢, | ,» <% By Lemma[d2] we

obtain compatible pair R,¢j,, € H 2 and Hwo Yoon H 12 S 1 . By the above argument, the solutions ¥ with
initial data v, satisfy compatibility condition. Then the compatibility condition for )} can be written as

imvie [T e

sinh s sinh s

Hence, by Theorem[5.7] (iv), Lemma [2.4] and the expression of A, (@.17), we have

Wt = - /“X’ Ay(t +7) . (:oshs(¢+ 0 )ds

sinh s sinh s
<@ =97) = (W =) e
[°° Ag(Pr +9p7) = Ao () +4y) . cosh s

L2

[(7 =47) = (b =) 1ds

+

sinh s sinh s 12
S !W = Unlpe + [ Az = Ao | o |0% 2 + | A2l o [0 =25 12
+ + 1
e A U R S ) IR R L PO B
n n
1
=,
n’
which complete the proof of Theorem [3.8] O

Proof of Theorem[[.2] First, we claim: Given R.y¢ € H?, 1*(t) is the solution of (.13)), then the map
u(t) constructed in Proposition[£.3lis a Schrodinger map. Indeed, by Proposition4.3] we construct ug € 3.
Then by Theorem [T} there exists a unique solution u(t) € L>(1;$?) with data ug. As in Section 4.1, we
construct Coulomb gauge and its field component such that they satisfy (.13) with initial data 1)¢. The
uniqueness of the solution of (4.13) implies 1)*(t) are the gauge representation of V*(t). Therefore the
map reconstructed in Proposition 4.3l is the Schrodinger map u(t).

Next we begin to prove the Theorem Given initial data ug € $3, by Theorem 3.2 we obtain a
unique local solution on [0,7"] for some 7" > 0. In particular, if in addition F(ug) < € for sufficiently
small e, we can construct the fields ¢)* on interval [0, T'] satisfying @I3) and |¢*| ;2 = [¢ 7| ;2 < € asin
Section 4.1. By Theorem[5.7](iii), the solution 1)* is defined on .J c R for any compact interval J and with
% |\L§L4 <C(J, |¢¢|2)- Then by Theorem[5.7](v) and Proposition d.3] we construct a map u(t) € $?3
coincide with the Schrodinger map on [0, T'] from ¢*(¢), moreover, E(u(T)) < €2. Then repeat the
procedure the map reconstructed from *(t) is in fact a Schrodinger map.

For initial data uy € ', there exists ug,, € $3 such that |ug — ugp| o1 < % By (4.20), we obtain the
Lipschitz continuity of ¢, i.e |, = ¢&|,, S |uon — tof . Then from Theorem 5.7 (iv), the solution
of @I3) is Lipschitz continuous with respect to initial data, we have |¢ — 9% S |¢g, - vg| [P
|0, = o] for any ¢ € I. From Proposition 4.3} we get [wu(t) — un ()] g1 S [¥f = 0*[ 12 S |uon = uo
for any ¢ € I. Hence, we obtain the desired result. U
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