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ABSTRACT. The local well-posedness problem is considered for the Dirac-
Klein-Gordon system in two space dimensions for data in Fourier-Lebesgue
spaces H®" | where Ifllgsr = ||(5)5]?||LT/ and r and r’ denote dual ex-
ponents. We lower the regularity assumptions on the data with respect to
scaling improving the results of d’Ancona, Foschi and Selberg in the classical
case r = 2 . Crucial is the fact that the nonlinearities fulfill a null condition
as detected by these authors.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Consider the Cauchy problem for the Dirac-Klein-Gordon equations in two
space dimensions

W0 +a-Vp+MpBy = —¢pyY (1)
(02 +A)p+mé = —(B,) (2)

with (large) initial data
$(0) = o, ¢(0) = o, rp(0) = ¢1 . (3)

Here 1 is a two-spinor field, i.e. 1 : R**2 — €2, and ¢ is a real-valued function, i.e.
¢:RIFZ SR mMeRand V = (9,,04,) , a-V = aldy, +a?0,, . at,a? 3
are hermitian (2 x 2)-matrices satisfying 32 = (a!)? = (a?)? =1, a7+ Ba? =0,
alak + akfald = 289FT .

(-,+) denotes the C? - scalar product. A particular representation is given by a! =
01 2 _ (0—i _ /10

(o) ?=(070)8=1(-1) R
The Cauchy data are assumed to belong to Fourier-Lebesgue spaces: ¥y € H®",
o € Hbr , 91 € H!=1"  Here H®" , 1 < r < oo, denotes the completion of
S(R?) with respect to the norm || f|| 7... = || (€)*fll .o , where r and 7’ denote dual

exponents and f is the Fourier transform of f.

Following [2] it is possible to simplify the system (), 2]),(B]) by considering the
projections onto the one-dimensional eigenspaces of the operator —ia- V belonging
to the eigenvalues +|¢|. These projections are given by I11 (D), where D = % and
M+(€) = 3(I + & - @). Then —ia - V = |D|IL (D) — |DIL_(D) and I1+(€)3 =
B4 (€). Defining 14 := II4 (D) and splitting the function ¢ into the sum ¢ =
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%(¢+ + ¢_), where ¢4 == ¢ £ iA"/29,¢ , A := —A 4 1, the Dirac - Klein -
Gordon system can be rewritten as

(—i0 £ [D)ps = —MPByg + i (dB(Y4 +¢-)) (4)
(0 F AV ps = FATEBs + )0+ +y) F AT+ 104 +0).

(5)

The initial conditions are transformed into

¥£(0) = e (D)tho, ¢£(0) = po £iA™ 2, (6)

The aim is to minimize the regularity of the data so that local well-posedness
holds. Persistence of higher regularity is then a consequence of the fact that the
results are obtained by a Picard iteration.

The decisive detection by d’Ancona, Foschi and Selberg [2] was that both
nonlinearities satisfy a null condition. This implies that the Cauchy problem in
three space dimensions is locally well-posed in the classical case r = 2 for data
(Yo, ¢o, 1) € H* x H' x H'=1  where s >0 ,1=s+ % . This is almost optimal
with respect to scaling.

In the case m = M = 0 the Dirac-Klein-Gordon system is invariant under
the rescaling

Oa(t,x) = ANEY(M ), da(t,x) = Ap(AE, M) ..

Because in N space dimensions

3 3 4 N
ln 0, ) oo = AE (0, M)l e~ AEFS=[45(0, )| o

3 3,4 N
160 evg.e = AHISOAD] o~ AT O]y
the scale-invariant space is
P B R e

(w03¢05¢1)6H x H x H )
where Hf”ﬁs,r = |||§|S]?HLT/ Thus in the two-dimensional case the critical spaces
are

1

(o, ¢0,01) € H 2 x L2 x H™' forr =2

and

(7/10,¢0,¢1) S ﬁ%_’l—’_ X ﬁ1+’1+ X ﬁ0+’1+ forr=1+ .

= S,T

We remark that H ~ H%2 | where 0 = s + N/
because [io(Az) | - ~ A= ¥ [[go| - -

In two space dimensions local well-posedness in the classical case r = 2 was
proven by d’Ancona, Foschi and Selberg [I] for s > f% and max(i -3, %Jr 5,8) <
I <min(2+2s,3435 1+45), especially for (s,1) = (—1+, &) and (s,1) = (0, 3+).
Global well-posedness was obtained by Griinrock and the author [§] for » = 2 and
s>0,1=s+1, using the charge conservation law |[1)(t)|| 2 = const . This means
that there is still a gap concerning LWP between the known results and the minimal
regularity predicted by scaling, namely (s,l) = (—3,0) leaving open the problem
Whathappensforf% <s<f% and 0 <l < 2—70 orelsef% <s<0and0<I< i.
We want to approach this problem by leaving the L?-based data and study the
local well-posedness problem for data in H ST-gpaces for 1 < r < 2, especially for
r = 1+ . The critical spaces are (1o, do, ¢1) € H7—27 x H7 =17 x H7 =27 ie.
(o, ¢o, 1) €€ H=3tr x HOHr x H=15 for p =1+ .

Our main Theorem [[.1] shows that especially for » = 1+ we may assume
(Yo, ¢o, 1) € HE+r x Hitr x Hit" leaving open the interval 3 < s < 2 for the

spinor and 1 < I < 2 . As remarked above in terms of scaling Hs++ ~ g8+

1 1 . .
5 — ;) in terms of scaling,
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and Hit1* ~ HiT  Thus in this sense the gap for the spinor significantly shrinks
to —3 < s < —3 from —3 < s < —4# in the pure L2-case.

This gap phenomenon especially for the low dimensional case N = 2 also
appears for other types of nonlinear wave equations with quadratic nonlinearities.
In the three-dimensonal case Griirock [7] proved for quadratic derivative nonlinear
wave equations like Ou = (Ju)? an almost optimal well-posedness result in the
sense of scaling as 7 — 1 . This problem was considered in the two-dimensional
case by Grigoryan-Tanguay [5]. For r = 2 the critical exponent is s = 1 . The
authors prove by use of Strichartz type estimates that s > % is sufficient for LWP.
For 1 < r < 2 these authors proved LWP for s > 1+ 2%, thus s > g for r =1+,

which scales like H3+ , half a derivative away from the critical exponent.

If however a null condition is satisfied for a system of the form Ou = Q(u, u),
where @ is one of the null forms of Klainerman, then this gap could be closed by
Grigoryan-Nahmod [4], who established LWP for s > % + % , which for r = 1+
scales like H'* | as desired.

In the classical case r = 2 it is by now standard to reduce LWP for semi-
linear wave equations to estimates for the nonlinearities in Bourgain-Klainerman-
Machedon spaces X . Griinrock [6] proved that a similar method also works for
1 < r < 2. He also obtained the necessary bilinear estimates for the derivative
wave equation by use of the calculations of Foschi-Klainerman [3]. Later this ap-
proach was also used by [4] and by the author [9] for the Chern-Simons-Higgs and
the Chern-Simons-Dirac equations. Using the fact that the nonlinear terms in the
Dirac-Klein-Gordon system fulfill a null condition, as was shown by [I], we now
combine the estimates in [3] and a bilinear estimate by [5].

We now formulate the main result for the DKG system.

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < r < 2,6 >0and s = so+ 6,1 = lp+6 . Here
(s0,l0) = (52 — 1. = — 35) (minimal s) and (so,lo) = (& — 5,2 — 3) (minimal

1) are admissible. Assume
vo € H*"(R?), g € H'(R?), 61 € H'V(R?).
Then there exists T > 0 , T = T(|[¢oll ge.rs |90l gors |61l gi-1.r) such that the
DKG system ([d),(2),(3) has a unique solution
Ve X3, [0,T]+ XS, [0,T], ¢ € X[, 0, T]+ X, _[0,T7,
hp € X|_1,4 [0, 7]+ X;_q,,-10,T],

where b= 1+ . This solution satisfies
e (0, T), H"), ¢ € C°([0,T], H") , 9, € C°([0, T, H'="7) .

The spaces X{, , are generalizations of the Bourgain-Klainerman-Machedon

spaces X *t (for r = 2). We define X7, as the completion of S(R'*2) with respect
to the norm

lollxz,, = 14€)°(r £ €N S(m Ol .,

for 1 <r <2, % + % =1, where ~ denotes the Fourier transform with respect to
space and time.

Remark 1: By Theorem the solution depends continuously on the data.
Remark 2: We recover the case r = 2 with (sg,lp) = (—é—i—, %—i—) or (s0,lp) =
(0, 3+) from [I] and the pair (so,lo) = (2+, 54) for r = 1+ .

Remark 3: By interpolation of the case r = 1+ with the whole range of pairs
(s,1) for r = 2 from [1] (cf. Prop. below) one obtains further admissible pairs
(s0,10) for 1 < r < 2. We omit the details.
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Using the following general local well-posedness theorem (cf. [6], Theorem 1)
we reduce the proof of Theorem [[T] to bilinear estimates for the nonlinearities.

Theorem 1.2. Let N(u) be a nonlinear function of degree o > 0. Assume that
for given s € R, 1 < r < oo there exist b > L and b’ € (b—1,0) such that the
estimates

IN@xr,, . < cllulg,

and

ING) = N@)lx:,, , < cllul$z + o0t e —olx;, ,

are valid. Then there exist T = T(||uo|| go.r) > 0 and a unique solution u €
X{4+[0,T] of the Cauchy problem

dutiDu=N(u) , u(0)=uecH",

where D is the operator with Fourier symbol |£|. This solution is persistent and
the mapping data upon solution ug — u , H%" — X;,b,i[o’ To] is locally Lipschitz
continuous for any Ty < T.

2. BILINEAR ESTIMATES

We start by collecting some fundamental properties of the solution spaces.
We rely on [6]. The spaces X, , with norm

lollxz,, = 146" (r £ €)*S(m Ol

for 1 < r < oo are Banach spaces with S as a dense subspace. The dual space is

X 2/87_,), L, where % + % = 1. The complex interpolation space is given by

To T1 _ T
(XS(),b(),i’ XSl,bl,i)[e] - stbvi ’

T

has the space X, , defined by its norm
lollxy, = 146) (7| = IEN* (T, )l v, -

where s = (1 — 0)sg + 0s1, L = 1T;09 + % , b=(1—0)bg + 6b; . Similar properties

We also define
Xep 40, T ={u=Ujo,mxrz : U € X 1}
with
lullxr, o7 :=mf{{|Ul[xr, , : Ujjo,rjxr2 = u}
and similarly X7 ,[0,77] .
If u=uy+u_, where ur € X7, ([0,T], then u € CO([O,T],fIS*’") ,if b > % )

The ”transfer principle” in the following proposition, which is well-known in
the case r = 2, also holds for general 1 < r < oo (cf. [4], Prop. A.2 or [6], Lemma
1). We denote [ulzg) = [l v -
Proposition 2.1. Let 1 < p,q < oo . Assume that T is a bilinear operator which
fulfills

TP 1,622 fo)l 1o 0y S IFll gon ol foll proaor

Then for b > % the following estimate holds:

1T (urs u2)llzpray S Nuallxr , , lluellxr , -
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At first we are primarily interested in the case r = 14+ . Thereafter we obtain
the general case 1 < r < 2 by bilinear interpolation with the known results for the
case r =2 .

Proposition 2.2. Letr =1+ ,1> s> % ,
following estimates apply:

BT, (D)4, T, (DY) x, oy S 1Mz, o 119l x
ITLt, (D) (¢St ¥)| x+

By duality (8)) is equivalent to

[ [ Do, (Dyo), vy deds < 6], 1o
The left hand side equals

[ [ oo, 0y e (D)) drdo < ol g, | (310, (D). ey (DY) v,
so that (8) reduces to
(BT, (D), Ty (DY) o S Il e, L (9)

b

+ 2 <I<1+4 andb>1 The

(SIS

s,b, 4o (7)
< llellxp, lx:, . - (8)

s,b—1+4,%9

sbile Hstl b—, 49

The null structure rests on the following property of the Fourier symbol which
is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. (¢f. [1], Lemma 2)

I, (n — §)BM, (n) = Bllx, (n — Ot (n) = O(L(£1n, £2(n = §))) ,
where Z(n, &) denotes the angle between the vectors n and & .

This has the following consequence:

F((BILL, (D), TLa, ') (7, €)| (10)
/ (BTLe, (DA ), Ty (7 — ) (A — 7oy — E))] ddy

- / (ML, (1 — ©)BILe, (B (M), &' (A — 7oy — €))| ddy
< / L(E1m, 21— END )| [ (A — 7 — €) | dAdy.

For the angle between two vectors the following elementary estimates apply.
Lemma 2.2. (¢f. [1])
1§12 (1€ = [In| = In — €]])®

4(77’77_6) ~ 1 1 ) (11)
UIRUESSE
St o Q€= (ol + 1o — €] = e])? 12)
’ |2 |n — €|2 ’
(Il = I€ly + O 1 fnl) + A — 7 o | —£|>>%
/ _eN <
Proof of (). By the fractional Leibniz rule the estimate (7)) follows from
[{BILs, (D), Iy, (D)Y)Ixp, ., S ||1/1er3 o, I IIXg . (14)

and the similar estimate

18, (D) e (DY, S Wl I,
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We only prove the first one, because the last one is handled in exactly the same
way. It is equivalent to

HBTLe, (D), Ty (DY, S W00, 9, (15)
8ro " *1 g0 T2
The left hand side is bounded by
(BT, . T 7)) (16)

= / (BTLe, (P (A m), Ty (0 — )9 (7 = X € = m)) dAdip] -

Let now (¢, x) Z/EilitDz/JOil(x) and ¢’ = eT21P¢F2(z) | so that we obtain

—

O(1,€) = ed(1 F1 [€))wg (€) and ¢/ (7, &) = cd(r £2 |€))¥5T2(€) . Then we obtain
by Lemma 2T}

||‘F(</8H:|:1¢5 H:E2W>)||L:/&
= | [ (a1 = BT, (OO F1 )5 (), 50 = A2 € — )

Vo (€ =) dndA|

S| [ £Can.atn - €030 T Il 2 1€ ~ D0 @] [957(& ~ )] dnl

(17)
We now distinguish between the different signs. It suffices to consider the
cases =1 = +9 = + (hyperbolic case) and +1 = + , £2 = — (elliptic case).
Case +; = 2 = +. Then we obtain from () and Hoélder’s inequality:
€1 (Jg] — 7)) o
@ S | ==ar—— 0 = Il + 16 =) [vg ()] g (€ =)l dnll -
VIRIVEESE *5
S Sugf 1D || 1D 4 [l o
where
1 1 _3_=r _5_=r 1
I'=J[¢lz]|r] - |§||2(/5(T* Il + 1€ =nD)nl=="=[n =757 = dn)7 .
We want to show sup, I S1.
Subcase |n| + £ —n| < 2|¢] . By [3], Prop. 4.5 we obtain
_3_r _5_r
/ 3 = bl + 1€ = n Il o = €785 dy ~ 4] el
n|+1€—n|<2/¢|
with A =max(3 +%,2)—-1—-r=3—rand B=1-max(3+%,3) = -4 for

r = 14 . This implies

I" S ez Tl — lellzlelz " II7] — lell == = |I7] - lel1Z =€)z 7% S 1,
because |7| < [¢] .
Subcase |n| + £ —n| > 2|¢| . We apply [3], Lemma 4.4, and obtain

_3_r _5_r
/ 5r — nl + 1€ — )=l — g4 E
[n|+]1€—n|>2]¢]

3 5

~ (=7 [ (el + )5 e = )R @ - ) e

NI

~ (|&? = 7))~ - T4+ (e — TV 5+3 (22 — 1) % d el
(le2 - 2) /2<x+|§|> (@) 5 1) el
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The lower limit of the integral can be chosen as 2 by inspection of the proof of [3].
Because |7| < |£] the integral is bounded and we obtain

€1
T T
] = 1€l1=]I7] + 1€]]=
Case +1 = +, £2 = — . We use ([Z) and Holder and obtain in the case |n| > |£—n)|

r T r r_1 1_r
1" S8zl = 1€l Slirl—lellz 2172 S 1

m s [T U2 50 o) — e — o) 103 0 07 & — il

<Sup1 ||D8T¢J||Lr'|\D8T¢ (P

where
1:IITlfléllé(/MT*InlfIéfnl)lﬁl’%lnffl “5dn)r.

By [3], Lemma 4.3 we obtain
_3 _5_ 1T
/5(T*|77|*|§f77|)|77| Bl — €55 dy ~ 4] — €115,

3)—(3+1)=3-%fand B=1-max(3 +%,3)=—3 for

with A = max(2 + %,
|¢] < 7 this implies

r =14 . Using
I" Sl = lellEr=2 7| — ¢]I 72 S 1.

We omit the case || < |¢ —n| , because it can be treated similarly.
In any case we arrive at the estimate

17 (BT, 0, T, ) e S HD%¢ e ||D8T¢'$2Hu' :
By the transfer principle Prop. 21l we obtain (I4]), which completes the proof. O

For the proof of (@) we need the following propositions, where we refer to the
authors’s paper [9] and the Grigoryan-Tanguay paper [5].

Proposition 2.3. Assumel <r <2, qp > —f'y , a1 +ao > 2 0< 9 <Lag,an,
max (a1, ag) # % ,b> v, and eztheral + oy — g > 7—1—— and v > QL , or
a1+a27a02'y+%and’y> Moreover'y>max(041—l ag——) b > %
Then the following estimate holds

lwvllxy, ., S llullx; ,lollx;

at,b 2,6 "

Proof. 9], Proposition 2.6. O

In the case v = 0 we need the following non-trivial result.

Proposition 2.4. Let 1 <r <2, aj, a2 >0, a3 + as > % , b1+ b > % and
b1,b0 > 2_17« . Then the following estimate holds

[vllx;

Juvllxg, < llullx; L

ap,by

Proof. Selberg [10] proved this in the case r = 2 . The general case 1 < r < 2
was given by Grigoryan-Tanguay [5], Prop. 3.1, but in fact the case r = 1 is also
admissible. More precisely the result follows from [5] after summation over dyadic
pieces in a standard way. (I
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Proof of (). We apply Lemma 2] and estimate the angle by (I3]), where we
replace the power % by 2—1T , which is certainly possible. This allows to reduce (@)
by the following estimates:

= <
||U’U||Xilz,7b+2—1T ~ HUHXST’b’il||U||Xi/s+2*1r’17b7’i2 ,
- <
||uv||Xi/ g ||u||X:+2—1T,b,i1 ||/U||Xi/s,17b7,i2 ’
- <
||U”||Xj’lﬁb ~ ||u||X:,b—%,il ||v||Xi,s+2—1T,1fb<iz ’
lemllr, S lhlxr, oy ol
= <
lemllr, , Sz, il
= <
||UU||X1/1,7Z, ~ HUHX;FTlT,b,iI ||,U||Xi/s,1—b72—lT7,i2

By duality it suffices to prove

lwwilx; , Sl lols;, - (18)
lwwllxz, ,  lullx,, lolly, - (19)
lwellx , Sy, ol (20)
wolxs, . S lallx;,, el (21)
lwelx; , oy S Tl ol (22)
lwelxy, ., Sl lwl, (23)

([IR) follows from the fractional Leibniz rule and Prop. 2], which is fulfilled for
l+5&>2 eil>and2b— 5% > 2 < b>1. (19,20 and &) follow
similarly.
. TiXtawefrzvi@;Wf Ese Prop. WithL paramiters y=b—-1+ %Jr i
5 , Qg 2 S =7, 5+ 57, Q2 [, so that a3 + as
ag =1+ 2—1T > v+ % = 2—5T — 14 , because by assumption [ > % — 1 . Moreover
a1+ o = s+2—1r+l > % , because by assumption s > % and [ > %—I—% . We also
2 - 1) = max(s — 5=,1 — 1), because we may
assume without loss of generality | < % —land s < % —-1.

Finally we have to prove (22)), where it suffices to consider the case | =

% + %Jr. By the fractional Leibniz rule we reduce to the estimates

need v = 1+ > max(ag — %,042 -

<

lwwllxy, Sy Jollxg - (24)
<

lwwllxy, S lullesliollxg (25)

Concerning [24) we apply Prop. 23 with vy =1, a0 =0, a1 = o= , oo = 1 + =+,
sothata1+a2:1+%+>%anda1+a27a0:1+%+>’y+% . Thus

[[wllxr

<
luwllxg, S ellxs, Nollx;, -

0,1 "~ Lo
Moreover we apply Prop. 2.4 with a; = 2—1T , Qg = %—i— , by = by = b, thus
a1 + o > % and by + by > 2—?; .Thus

0,0 ~

uwl|xr < ”“”X%,b”w”)‘%,p

Interpolation between these estimates implies
luwllxr S llullxr,  lwllx;
2

1,3 ’
Pt startb
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which proves (24]).
Concerning (25) we argue similarly. We obtain

0,1 ~v

luwllxg, < llullxr, ||w||Xf+%,S,b

and

huwlleg, < Nullxg, el
2r ’

so that interpolation implies
lwelxy , < el lollxg, s

which proves (23] and completes the proof of (). O

Remark: It is (22) which prevents the optimal choice s = %Jr , =1+ 1in
the case r = 1+ . All the other estimates which are necessary for the proof of our
main theorem are valid for this choice.

The bilinear estimates in the case r = 2 by [I], Theorem 1 are given by the
following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. Let r = 2. The estimates (1) and (8) are fulfilled in the region

1 1 s 1 s .3 3  3s
S>_g y max(z—§,1+§,s)<l<mln(1+28,1+3,1+3)
The admissible pairs (s,!) in the general case 1 < r < 2 are now obtained by
bilinear interpolation between the estimates in Prop. and Prop. Because
we are mainly interested in the minimal possible choice of s and I we concentrate

on the following result for simplicity.

Proposition 2.6. Let 1 <r <2 ,b= %+ and 6 > 0 . The estimates (7)) and

are fulfilled in the cases (s,1) = (2% — 4L 4§ 2 — L 4 §) (minimal s) and
20r 40 5r 20
(s,0)= (& —2+6,2—340) (minimal ).

T

Proof. We interpolate between the pair (s,1) = (%—i—, 54) in the case r = 1+ on

the one hand and the pairs (s, 1) = (-4, %) and (s,1) = (0, 2+) in the case r = 2

on the other hand to obtain the first and second claimed pair (s,1), respectively.
We concentrate on the second pair . Let § > 0 be given and s = % — % + 4,
l:%—%—i—é . If r > 1 is sufficiently close to 1 we have § > 3—4% , so that

5:%f%+w,Wherew>0.Forw:0+weobtains:%+andl:%+%+.
In this case the estimates (7)) and (8]) are satisfied. By the fractional Leibniz rule
this is also true for every w > 0 , thus for the given § and r close enough to 1.
Bilinear interpolation with the case s = and [ = % + § in the case r = 2 implies
the estimates (7)) and (&) for the given pair (s,!) in the whole range 1 <r < 2. O
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