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ABSTRACT. The Cauchy problem for the Yang-Mills system in three space
dimensions with data in Fourier-Lebesgue spaces Hsm , 1 <r<2,isshown
to be locally well-posed, where we have to assume only almost optimal min-
imal regularity for the data with respect to scaling as r — 1 . This is true
despite of the fact that no null condition is known for one of the critical qua-
dratic nonlinearities, which prevented by now the corresponding result in the
classical case r = 2 with data in standard Sobolev spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be the Lie group SO(n, R) (the group of orthogonal matrices of determinant
1) or SU(n,C) (the group of unitary matrices of determinant 1) and g its Lie
algebra so(n,R) (the algebra of trace-free skew symmetric matrices) or su(n,C)
(the algebra of trace-free skew hermitian matrices) with Lie bracket [X,Y] =
XY — Y X (the matrix commutator). For given 4, : R™" — g we define the
curvature F' = F[A] by
Fa,(i’ = 8(1,4[3 - 8[314& + [Aa, Alg] , (1)
where a, 8 € {0,1,...,n} and Dy = 0y + [Aa, -] -
Then the Yang-Mills system is given by
D*Fo3 =0 (2)

in Minkowski space R'T" = R, x R? | where n > 3, with metric diag(—1,1,...,1).
Greek indices run over {0,1,...,n}, Latin indices over {1,...,n}, and the usual
summation convention is used. We use the notation 9, = %, where we write

(2,2, ... 2") = (t, 2}, ...,2") and also 9y = O;.
Setting 8 = 0 in (2)) we obtain the Gauss-law constraint
' Fjo + [A?, Fjo] = 0.
The total energy for Yang-Mills at time ¢ is given by
E(t) = Z / |Fop(t, x)|? de,
0<a,f<n "

and is conserved for a smooth solution decaying sufficiently fast at spatial infinity.
The Yang-Mills system is invariant with respect to the scaling

Ax(t,x) = XA, ) , Ea(t,z) = N2F(\t, \x).
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This implies
AN, ) e = A= a ]| e
24—
1EA )] = N F £
208,T
Here |jul|z... == [[{§)*u(§)| .~ , where r and r’ are dual exponents, and H
denotes the homogeneous space. Therefore the scaling critical exponent is s = 7 —1
for Aand | = % — 2 for F.
The system is gauge invariant. Given a sufficiently smooth function U :
R*™ — G we define the gauge transformation T by T Ay = A, , T(A4, ..., A,) =
(A}, ..., A), where

Ay — Al =UA U — (0, U) UL,

It is well-known that if (Ao, ...A,) satisfies @), so does (4, ..., AL).

Hence we may impose a gauge condition. We exclusively study the case n = 3
and Lorenz gauge 0“4, = 0. Other convenient gauges are the Coulomb gauge
d7A; = 0 and the temporal gauge Ay = 0. Our aim is to obtain local well-
posedness for data with minimal regularity. Up to now there exists no result for
data arbitrarily close to the critical scaling regularity.

The classical case r = 2 with data in standard Sobolev spaces was consid-
ered by Klainerman and Machedon [KM], who made the decisive detection that
the nonlinearity satisfies a so-called null condition, which enabled them to prove
global well-posedness in temporal and in Coulomb gauge in energy space. The
corresponding result in Lorenz gauge, where the Yang-Mills equations can be for-
mulated as a system of nonlinear wave equations, was shown by Selberg and Tes-
fahun [ST], who discovered that also in this case some of the nonlinearities have
a null structure. Tesfahun [T] improved this result to data without finite energy,
namely for (A(0), (0;A)(0)) € H® x H*~! and (F(0), (0;F)(0)) € H' x H'=! with
s = % +ecand | = 71—14 + € for any € > 0 by discovering an additional partial
null structure. A further improvement was achieved by the author [P], namely to
(s,1) = (% + €, —1 + €) by modifying the solution spaces appropriately.

As the critical case with respect to scaling is (s, 1) = (3, —3) , there is however
still a gap, a phenomenon, which is also present in other gauges. The present
paper closes this gap in the sense that as r — 1 we almost reach the critical case
(s,1)=(2,1) .

Local well-posedness in energy space was also given by Oh [O] using a new
gauge, namely the Yang-Mills heat flow. He was also able to show that this solution
can be globally extended [O1]. The Cauchy problem was also treated in higher
space dimensions by several authors ([KS],[KT],[KxT],[KxrSt],[P1]).

In the present paper we treat the local well-posedness problem for the Yang-
Mills system in Lorenz gauge and space dimension n = 3 in the case of data
(A(0), (8;A)(0)) € H*" x H*=1" and (F(0), (8, F)(0)) € H-" x H'=1" in Fourier-
Lebesgue spaces for r # 2, which coincide with the classical Sobolev spaces H? for
r = 2. The assumption is that s = ;—? f%+5 and [ = ;—i f§+5 , where any § > 0
is admissible. Thus we obtain s -2+ 6é and [ — 1+ 6 as » — 1, which is almost
optimal with respect to scaling.

Such an approach was used by several authors already, starting with Vargas-
Vega [VV] for 1D Schrédinger equations. Griinrock showed LWP for the modified
KdV equation [G], a result which was improved by Griinrock and Vega [GV].
Griinrock treated derivative nonlinear wave equations in 3+1 dimensions [GI] and
obtained an almost optimal result as » — 1 with respect to scaling. Systems of
nonlinear wave equations in the 241 dimensional case for nonlinearities which
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fulfill a null condition were considered by Grigoryan-Nahmod [GN]. The latter
two results are based on estimates by Foschi and Klainerman [FK].

In Chapter 2 we start by giving the formulation of the Yang-Mills equations as
a system of semilinear wave equations and formulate the main theorem (Theorem
21 and Cor. [ZT)). In chapter 3 we recall some basic facts about our solution
spaces and a general local well-posedness theorem for the Cauchy problem for
systems of nonlinear wave equations with data in Fourier-Lebesgue spaces, which
allows to reduce it to estimates for the nonlinearities. In chapter 4 we give the final
formulation of the system in terms of null forms as far as possible. The bi-, tri- and
quadrilinear estimates sufficient for the local well-posedness result are formulated,
where we rely on Tesfahun’s paper [T]. In chapter 5 we prove bilinear estimates for
the null forms and for general bilinear terms in generalized Bourgain-Klainerman-
Machedon spaces H{ , (and X7, . ) based on elementary but non-trivial estimates
by Foschi and Klainerman [FK]|, Griinrock [G] and Grigoryan-Nahmod [GN]. In
the final chapter 6 we prove the multilinear estimates formulated in chapter 4 by
reduction to the bilinear estimates of chapter 5.

Acknowledgement: I cordially thank the referees. Their reports helped very
much to improve the paper and especially to fill in two gaps in it.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Expanding () in terms of the gauge potentials {A,}, we obtain:
OAg = 0g0% Ay — [0%An, Ag] — [A%, 0% Ag] — [A%, Fup]. (3)
If we now impose the Lorenz gauge condition, the system (B]) reduces to the non-
linear wave equation

OAg = —[A%, 0, AB] — [A%, Fupl. (4)

In addition, regardless of the choice of gauge, F' satisfies the wave equation
OFgy = —[A% 0aFpy] — 0%[Aa, Fi3y] — [A%, [Aa, Fy]] 5)
= 2[F%, Fyal,

where we refer to [ST], chapter 3.2.
Expanding the second and fourth terms in (B]), and also imposing the Lorenz
gauge, yields

OFs, = —2[A%, 00 Fpy) + 2[0, A%, 0 Ag] — 2[08A%, 0 A,]
+2[0%Ag, 0o Ay ] + 2[03A%, 0, Aa] — [A%, [Aa, F4]] (6)
+2[Fap, [A%, Ay ]] = 2[Foy, [A%, Ap]] = 2[[A%, Agl, [Aa, A5]].
Note on the other hand by expanding the last term in the right hand side of
@), we obtain
OAg = —2[A%, 0, Ag) + [A%, 03 As] — [AY, [Aa, Ag]]. (7)

We want to solve the system (@)-(7) simultaneously for A and F. So to pose
the Cauchy problem for this system, we consider initial data for (A, F') at ¢t = 0:

A(0)=a, 8A(0)=a, F(O0)=f 8F(0)=Ff. (8)
In fact, the initial data for F' can be determined from (a, a) as follows:
fij = 0ia; — Oja; + |a;, ajl,
Joi = a; — diag + lao, ail,
fij = Oy — Djii + [as, 4] + [as, ), ©)
foi = & fji + [0, fail
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where the first three expressions come from (I]) whereas the last one comes from
@) with 8 =1i.

Note that the Lorenz gauge condition 9“4, = 0 and (2) with 8 = 0 impose
the constraints

ao = 0'a;, 0" fio +[a’, fio] = 0. (10)
Now we formulate our main theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let 1 <r <2, > 0. Assume that s and | satisfy the following

conditions:

62 o, 158

I G O G

Given initial data (a,d) € Hsm x Hs—Lr , (f, f) € Hir x HI-Lr , there exists a
time T >0, T =T(|all ge.s |0l goorrs || g | fll oo ), such that the Cauchy
problem (@),(7),(8) has a unique solution A, € X7, ,[0,T]+ X7, [0,T], F €
X[ 00,71+ X7, _[0,T] (these spaces are defined in Def.[21). Here a = 1+ and
b= % + 2—1T+ . This solution has the reqularity

S

Ay € CO(0,7), H*")NCH (0, T), H*~7), F e C°(([0,T), H")nC™ ([0, T], H'~*").

The solution depends continuously on the data and persistence of higher reqularity

holds.

Corollary 2.1. Let s,r fulfill the assumptions of Theorem [21. Moreover assume
that the initial data fulfill (@) and (I0). Given any (a,a) € H" x H*™1" | there
exista a time T = T(||a|| g..., |a|l go-rs | £ g Hf||ﬁl,1,r) , such that the solution
(A, F) of Theorem [21] satisfies the Yang-Mills system (), ([2) with Cauchy data

(a,a) and the Lorenz gauge condition 0“A, =0 .

Proof of the Corollary. If (a,a) € H*™ x H=1" | then (f,f) , defined by (@),
fulfill (f, f) € HUm x H'=17 as one easily checks. Thus we may apply Theorem
211 The solution (A4, F') does not necessarily fulfill the Lorenz gauge condition and
@, i.e. F' = F[A] . If however the conditions (@) and (I0) are assumed then these
properties are satisfied and (A, F) is a solution of the Yang-Mills system (I),(2])
with Cauchy data (a,a). This was shown in [ST], Remark 2. O

Let us fix some notation. We denote the Fourier transform with respect to
space and time by ~. 0 = 97 — A is the d’Alembert operator, at := a & ¢ for a
sufficiently small € > 0 , and () := (14]-|?)2 .

Let A® be the multiplier with symbol (£)® . Similarly let D®, and D% be the
multipliers with symbols |£]* and  ||7] — |£]|* , respectively.

Definition 2.1. Let 1 <r <2, s,b € R . The wave-Sobolev spaces H;b are the
completion of the Schwarz space S(RY*3) with norm

lullay, = 11€€)*(I71 = [€D"a(m ) .,

where 1" is the dual exponent to v. We also define H[,[0,T] as the space of the
restrictions of functions in H, to [0, 7] x R3. Similarly we define X p g with
norm

lollxz,, = 146" (r £ €N S(m Ol .,

and X;b,i[o, T]. H;b and X;b,i are the corresponding homogeneous spaces, where
(€) 1is replaced by |£] .
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3. PRELIMINARIES

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

ollx,, =€) (7 £ [€)* S )l

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

X fs,fb, 4 , Where % + % = 1. The complex interpolation space is given by

(Xoo b0, Xt oo 2)i0] = Xt

where s = (1 — )sg + 0s1, 1 = 1T;09 + % , b= (1—0)bg + 6b; . Similar properties
has the space H, .
If u =wuy +u_, where ugy € X;,bi[O,T] , then u € CO([O,T],fIS’T) ,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. [GN], Prop. A.2 or [G],
Lemma 1). We denote [Jullzpzq) := HUHLﬁ/(Lg/) .
Proposition 3.1. Let 1 < p,q < oo . Assume that T is a bilinear operator which
fulfills

TP f1, e fo)l oy S Ifill gos o 12l oo
for all combinations of signs +1, 42 , then for b > % the following estimate holds:

1T (ur, w2l pr gy S luallar , lluellar -

The general local well-posedness theorem is the following (obvious general-
ization of) [G], Thm. 1.

Theorem 3.1. Let Ny (u,v) := Ny(uy,u_,vq,v_) and My (u,v) ;= My(ug,u_,
V4, v_) be multilinear functions. Assume that for given s, € R, 1 < r < oo there
exist b,a > % such that the estimates

INe)xr, ., <willulxe, Iolx,)
and
IMe(u,o)lixp, ., < wolllullxr, Ivlx;,)

are valid with nondecreasing functions w; , where ||u |X§,b = |lu— HXST,b,f +||u+||X§,b,+'
Then there exist T = T(||uoy || ge.rs [|VoL || g1.r) > 0 and a unique solution (uy,u_,
vi,v-) € X7, [0,T] x X7, [0,T] x X[, ,[0,T] x X/, [0,T] of the Cauchy
problem

Opuy +iAu = Ni(u,v) , Oy £iAv= My(u,v)
ux(0) = ug,. e H" | vi(O):voieﬁl’T.
This solution is persistent and the mapping data upon solution (g4, wo—, Vo, Vo)
= (U, um, vy, v) , HS™ x HS" x HVT x HYT — X7 [0,Tp) x X7, [0, Ty] x

8,b,+
X[ 410, To] x X[, _[0,To] is locally Lipschitz continuous for any To < T

4. REFORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM AND NULL STRUCTURE

The reformulation of the Yang-Mills equations and the reduction of our main
theorem to nonlinear estimates is completely taken over from Tesfahun [T] (cf.
also the fundamental paper by Selberg and Tesfahun [ST]).

The standard null forms are given by

{ Qo(u,v) = dpud*v = —0udiv + dud’v,

11
Qap(u,v) = Oqudpv — Ogudyv. (1)
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For g-valued u, v, define a commutator version of null forms by

Qo[ua ’U] = [8(1”5 8(1,0] = Qo(ua ’U) - Qo(va ’U,), (12)
Qaﬁ[u, ’U] = [aﬂtua ag’l)] - [aﬁuv aﬂtv] = Qaﬁ(uv ’U) + Qaﬁ(vv ’U,)
Note the identity
[Oau, Opu] = % ([Oau, 0gu] — [Opu, Oqul) = %Qag[u,u]. (13)
Define
Qlu,v] = —%EijkEklinj [R'u™,v] = Qoi [R'uo,v] , (14)

where g;5 is the antisymmetric symbol with €123 = 1 and R; = A~19; are the
Riesz transforms.
Now we refer to Tesfahun [T], who showed that the system (@]),([7) in Lorenz

gauge can be written in the following form
DAB :M,@(A,atA,F, atF), 15
OFgy = Npy (A, 0:A, F, O F), (15)

where
4
Mg(A,0,A, F,0F) = —2Q[A‘1A, Agl+ ZI‘%(A, 0A, F,0F) — 2[A_2A0‘, 00 Ag]
i=1

- [Aaa [AOU AB]];

Nij (A, 0, A F,0,F) = — 2Q[A™ 1 A, ;5] + 2Q[A 10, A, Ai] — 2Q[A 19, A, Aj]
+2Qo[As, Aj] + Qi [A%, Au] — 2[AT2A%, 0, Fj)
+2[AT20; A%, 0, A;] — 2[AT20; A%, 0, Aj]
= [A%, [Aa, Fi]] + 2[Fas, [A%, Aj]] = 2[Foy, [A%, Adl]
— 2[[A%, A;], [Aa, 45]],

Noi(A, 0: A, F,0,;F) = — 20[A~ A, Fo;] + 2Q[A719; A, Ag] — 2Qo;[A%, Ay
+2Qo[Ao, Aj] + Qui[ A%, Ay] — 2[A72A%, 0, Fyy)
+ 2[A720;A%, 8, Ag] — [A%, [Aq, Fosl] + 2[Fa0, [A%, 4]
— 2[Fai, [A%, Ao]] — 2[[A%, A¢], [Aa, Ai]
where
T'5(A,0A, F,0F) = —[Ao, 93 A0] + [A"" R;(0:Ao), A~ R/ 9,(9 Ao)],
T%(A,0A, F,0F) = fésﬁksklm{c}gﬁ A~1R"A,, A" R'95A™)
+ Qi[AT R 95 A, A*lRlAM]},

I'%(A,0A,F,0F) = [A"°V x F, A7V x 93F] (16)
— A2V x F,A7205V x (A x A)]
—[A72V x (A x A),A7%V x 94F]
+[AT2V x (A x A),A 205V x (A x A)],

T4(A, 04, F,0F) = [AT + A% A7205A] + [A72A, 95A.
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Here F = (Fy, Fy, F5) , where F; = Zj<k7j7k¢i Fik , (V x A); = €;;,0" AF and
(A X B)k = EijkAsz .

Here especially the splitting of the spatial part A = (A;, A, A3) of the
potential into divergence-free and curl-free parts and a smoother part is used

A =AY L AT L AT2A, (17)
where

AY =AU XV x A,
AT = _A2V(V - A).

In a standard way we rewrite the system (I3]) as a first order (in t) system.
Defining Ay = (A £ (iA)7'9,4) , Fy = 3(F £ (iA)7'9,F) , so that A =
Ay +A_ | A=iNAy —A_) , F=F+F_,0.F =iA(F; — F_) the system
transforms to

(i0, + M) AS = —AP 7 (20)"'"Mg(A, 8,A, F,0,F), (18)
(i0y + NYFY = —F%7 7 (20) "N, (A, 0, A, F, O, F) . (19)

The initial data transform to
1 Ay—1 - 7rs.r 1 AN—1 ¢ 7l,r
45(0) = S(a= (M) ') € B Fe(0) = S(f + (A) 1 f) € H.

Now, looking at the terms in Mg and N, and noting the fact that the Riesz
transforms R; are bounded in the spaces involved, the estimates in Theorem B.1]
reduce to proving:

1. the estimates for the null forms Q;; , Qo and @ € {Qos, Qsj} :

lQIA 4,4l S Il 4l (20)
HQij[AflA,A*laA]HH;I o, S Al 1Az, (21)
lQIA A Fly S Al Py, (22)
QLA Alllgy | S Al [1Allx,» (23)
1Qold, Al < Al I4lxs, (24)
the following estimate for I'! and other bilinear terms
P4, 04)] S lAlx, Al (25)
[T(A, A7204) | S IAlxz Al (26)
s—1,b—1+ ’ E
ImA24,04),, S Il I4lx:,, (21)
[T(A E, AT OF) | SIFlx; 1 x; (28)
s—1,b—1+ ’ ’
A2 4,0F) S Al Il (29)
[TI(ATT A, 04) |, S [Allxz, 1Al (30)
; , :

—l,a—1+4
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and
2. the following trilinear and quadrilinear estimates:

AT AT S Il Al 31)

A 9P A Ay, S 1P, Al 52)

[T A4, A oAy, S DAl (53)

A Al 1AL AL e, (34)

ILCA, A )y S 1Al 1Al T D, (35)

A AA Ay S AL, Al Al (36)

II(- - - ) denotes a multilinear operator in its arguments and |Jul|xr, := [Ju—|xr, +
lupllx:,, -

The matrix commutator null forms are linear combinations of the ordinary
ones, in view of ([2). Since the matrix structure plays no role in the estimates
under consideration, we reduce 20)—(24) to estimates of the ordinary null forms
for C-valued functions v and v (as in (IIJ)).

Next we consider the term 1"}, . We may ignore its matrix form and treat

Fllc(Ao, R 8kA0) = 7140((9[6‘40) =+ Aile (8tA0)A’1Rj8t(8kAo))
for k=1,2,3 and
T3(Ag,, 0" A;) = —Ag(9oAp) + A R; (0 Ag) A"  R70,(9p Ap))
= —Ao(0"A;) + A R (0, Ag) AT RIO,(0' Ay))
where we used the Lorenz gauge 9y Ao = 9°A; in the last line in order to eliminate
one time derivative. Thus we have to consider

I (u,v) = —uv + A R; (Opu) A~ R (Oyv)
where u = Ay and v = 0% A; or v = O Ag .

Next we show that I'' also has a null structure. The proof of the following
lemma was essentially given by Tesfahun [T]. In fact the detection of this null
structure was the main progress of his paper over Selberg-Tesfahun [ST].
Lemma 4.1. Let g, (u,v) := Quu(D 'u, D7) , qo(u,v) := Qo(D tu, D~ 1v) .
The following estimate holds:

I (u,v) 2 Z i (u,v) + qo(u, v) + (A 2u)v + u(A"v). (37)
4,J
Here u < v means |u| < |9 .

Proof. T'*(u,v) has the symbol

&mTA <1+ <E,n><§,>;7>) L A= >)2<£ 1)

P& A) = ¥ 1aE =

=I1+1I

Now we estimate
€17 1nl* cos® Z(§,m)

GROE 1‘
<§>2<77> cos? Z(€,) 2 |n|2 (©2(n)?
S‘ GREOE ”' 2?2

<§§< )

=sin”® Z(&, 1) + )
2(n

)

‘Ifl [nl* —
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where Z(&,n) denotes the angle between ¢ and 7 . We have

Rl — ©2m?| et 1 1
@ | @R SR e
and
. _&xn
S = 1T

Thus the operator belonging to the symbol I is controlled by Zi’ ; Qij (u,v) +
(A=2u)v + u(A~2v) . Moreover

T2 =& m)l
Gy = o)l

Thus we obtain (B). O

11| <

5. BILINEAR ESTIMATES

The proof of the following bilinear estimates relies on estimates given by
Foschi and Klainerman [FK]|. We first treat the case r > 1 , but close to 1.
Lemma 5.1. Assume 0 < ay,as , ay +ag > % and b > % The following estimate
applies

i (w, )l g, S Nlullxz o ol

aqg,b,tq ag,b,Eg

Proof. Because we use inhomogeneous norms it is obviously possible to assume
a1+ ay = % . Moreover, by interpolation we may reduce to the case a; = % ,
Qo = 0.

The left hand side of the claimed estimate equals
1 Dy = 1 a0 = 3O = A € = il
Let now u(t, z) = eX1"Put! (x) | v(t, z) = eFPovF2(2) | so that
i(r,€) = c(r F1 16D () 1 5(nE) = bl F2 €5 (©).

This implies
1 (g (s )l .

= | [ asitnm = € () (€ — ) ST T — A I¢ — al)irdll

= [ i — € )€ — )3 54 Il 72 e — )l

By symmetry we only have to consider the elliptic case +1 = +5 = + and the
hyperbolic case +1 =+, 5 = — .
Elliptic case. We obtain by [FK], Lemma 13.2:
1 1
[nx (E=m)| _ [&[2(nl+ 1€ —nl—|€])2
1€ —nl %16 —nl?
By Holder’s inequality we obtain
17 a0,

1 1
<l SR EIE
= 1 1
In|z1& —nl>
e
Ssupl HDTUO ||LT’HUO ||LT’ )

7€

lgij(n, & —n)| <

o(r = Inl = I¢ = )l ()] o5 (& = el
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where

5l

1 1 (241, _r
I= g2l = [¢l]> (/5(T [ = 1€ = nl) |~ F2)71¢ — n| 2d77)
We want to prove sup, . I < 1. By [FK], Lemma 4.3 we obtain
/5(7 — [0l =& =) nl~FF2TIE =l 2dn ~ 7|7 - (€))7,

where A =max(2 +1)r,2) — (2 +1)r = —% and B=2—max(2 + 1)r,2) = -

2 2 r
T K r 2 r 2
This implies

N[

1 1 _1 _
IS ERr = [Ellzr=]lr = gl72 <1

using €] < |7]
Hyperbolic case. We start with the following bound (cf. [FK], Lemma 13.2):

I x €=l _ [€2AE] = [Inl — In — &ID*?
il —nl ~ In|31& — n|*

so that similarly as in the elliptic case we have to estimate

lgij(n, & —n)| <

)

1
r

1 1 (241, _r
r= 1l = il ([ o =l + g = a3+l a5 an)
In the subcase |n| + |€ — n| < 2|¢| we apply [FK], Prop. 4.5 and obtain
(24 1y _r
[ ot =1+l = )l 8l — nl~an ~ 4] - 1P

where A = max((2+3)r,2) = (2+1)r = —% and B =2—max((2+1)r,2) = —5%.
This implies

TSIzl = [gllz 1€zl = [g]I7= = 1.
In the subcase |n| + |€ —n| > 2|¢| we obtain by [FK], Lemma 4.4:

o=l +le = )l ¥1¢ — nlan
~ [ (e R el =)'

> T \—1-Z T \1-z —r
~ — 2 - — 2dx - .
/2 (x+|§|) (@ |§|) =

We remark that in fact the lower limit of the integral can be chosen as 2 by
inspection of the proof in [FK|. The integral converges, because |r| < [¢] and
r > 1. This implies the bound
1 1.
IS ezl = lellzlel= <1
Summarizing we obtain

2+ +
1955 (u, )l x50 S NP7 ug g [0 20 -

0,0

By the transfer principle Prop. 3.l we obtain the claimed result. O

In a similar manner we can also estimate the nullform go;(u,v) .
Lemma 5.2. Assume0 < aq,as , a1 +ag > % and b > % . The following estimate
applies

llgoj (w, )|z, S Nullxy o Mol , -
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Proof. Again we may reduce to the case a; = % and ag = 0 . Arguing as in the
proof of Lemma [5.Twe use in the elliptic case the estimate (cf. [FK], Lemma 13.2):

|<(|77|+|§ nl — Iél)
min(|n|, € — n|2)

lqo; (1,€ —n)

In the case |n| < | — n| we obtain

Il =l ([ o6 = b = 1€ = ad b =>~%an)

1 A B
~ ATl =gzl (7] = €l =1,

because A = max((2 4+ $)r,2) — (2 +3)r=0and B = —
In the case |n| > |£ — n| we obtain

r
3 -

Il =l ([ 66 = b = 1€ = D =21 — o1~ %an)

I
LG

where we are in the exceptional case, where a logarithmic factor appears, and
A=max(5,2)—2—5=—% andB_2—maX(2, 2) =0, so that
! il

2
IS - |§||57'_5(1+m)5 1

In the hyperbolic case we obtain by [FK], Lemma 13.2:
1
B (&l = llnl — In —€lD>

=

1 A B
~ Tl = [glz I {7 = (€]l (1 4 log

29

€

lgoj (n, € =) S 1€

1 1
InZ|€ —nl
and argue exactly as in the proof of Lemma 5.1l The proof is completed as before.
O
We also need the same result for go(u,v) .
Lemma 5.3. Assume0 < aq,as , a1 +ag > 2 and b > = . The following estimate

—_ T

applies
laoCu, Lz, S lullxz, . lollx,, .. -

Proof. As before we reduce to the case a; = ; and as = 0 . We use in the elliptic
case the estimate (cf. [FK], Lemma 13.2):

(Il +1€ —nl = 1€)
min(|n], |§ = nl)
In the case |n| < |£ — n| we have to estimate

lgo(n, & —n)| <

1

r=lirl =16l [ o = ol = = b =)

A B
~ At =1l (] = (€l =

because A = max(2+7r,2) — (24 r) =0and B=2 —max(2+r,2) = —
In the case |n| > |£ — n| we obtain

S =

=17~ el (/5@ — ol = € = nl) [n-2l¢ n|’“dn)

7]
7] = [€]]

Sl

A B
~ el =1l I = (€l (1 4 log 7= —=7)
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Here we are in the exceptional case, where the logarithmic factor appears. Because
A =max(2,r) -2 —r = —r and B =2 — max(2,r) = 0 we obtain by [£| < || the
estimate ]

Il = [l
In the hyperbolic case we obtain by [FK], Lemma 13.2:

€] —lln| — In — ¢l
. _ < .
|QO](777§ ml S 1€l |77| |€ _ 77|

In the subcase |n| + |€ — n| < 2|¢| we apply [FK], Prop. 4.5 and obtain

[ ot =1+ 1 = al) il = nlr i ~ el = 1
with A =max(2+7,7,2)—2—2r=—r, B=2—-max(2+r,7,2) = —r, so that
IS el = lell el el = eI~ = 1.
In the subcase |n| + |€ —n| > 2|¢| we obtain by [FK], Lemma 4.4:
[ ot =1al+ 1= ab >l = afan

e T
~ )T T )T e g
/2 €] 1<l
The integral converges, because |7| < |¢| . This implies the bound

IS el = lellel? st
The proof is completed as the proof of Lemma [5.11 O

— 1
I~ lr| = gl 17171 (1 +log =) ™ S 1.

Lemma 54 Assume 0 < ag < aj,as , ag,ay # 2 pl
a1+ ag > ;, b > ;. Then the following estimate applies:

Slullx:

RN

ap + oy —qp =

l[wvll 7

loll

2,b,%2

Proof. By similar calculations as before we have to estimate in the elliptic case:

I= ([ 8 = Inl = I = a7 e — - an)

~ el el F S ree Rt =

if we assume from now on a1 +ag—agy = % and aq, ag < % , because by [FK],Lemma
4.3 we obtain A = max(air,agr,2) — (g + a2)r = 2 — (g + az)r and B =
2 — max(ar, agr,2) =0 .

In the hyperbolic case we obtain in the subcase |n| + |€ — 7| < 2[¢]

—1Tr — QT l (0%
I:(/5(T*I77I+|§f77l)|77| lE gl erdy) e
4 L i 2 (14« «
w6211l — [l Bl < JgEterantas 1

where we applied [FK], Prop. 4.5 with A = max(ozlr 2)—(a1+ag)r = 2—(a1+az)r
and B = 2 — max(a;r,2) = 0 provided a; < 2 and a3 + as —ag = 2 (or similarly
with oy and ao interchanged). In the subcase Inl + 1€ —n| > 2|§| we obtain by
[FK], Lemma 4.4 the estimate

I~ (/2 (g2 +7) 7 (glw — 1) da) 7€

S / (2 + o) @ — )T ) T g P (ertanteo g
2 €] €]
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Because |7| < |¢| the integral converges provided oy + az > 2 . Moreover we used
again oy + a2 — g = % .
By the transfer principle the claimed estimate results as before. (]

Lemma 5.5. If ay,a9,b1,b0 > 0, a3 + as > % and by + by > % the following

estimate applies:

[oll &

Juolag, S Il , Iollag, ,,-

0,0 "~ ag,by
Proof. By Young’s and Holder’s inequalities we obtain
luvllxg, = @0l S Nl o por 0] 22 oo

SO (Il = 1D ™" oz L (™Il = I @l -
O U = 1D T iz = (Il = [€D™2Dl e

Slullay,, Mlollar, . -

1 _ 1,1 _ 1,1 11,1 1 _ 1,1 o
Herel+77pl+p2fql+q2andqj7Tj+r/,pijjJrT,.Thmlmphes
1+%:S—i+é+%:%+%+%.Forthelastestimateweneedrjbj>1
andsjaj>3.Thiscanbefulﬁlled,ifl—i—%<%—i—%(:)a1+a2>%and
I+5 <bi+ba+2 & bi+by>1. O

An immediate consequence of Lemma [5.4] and Lemma is the following
corollary.

Corollary 5.1. Let 0 < ag < 1,9 , a1, a0 # % , a1 +as—ag > % , a1+ ag > %
and b > % Then the following estimate applies:

ol x;

luvlla, , S llullx e

ag,0 "~ aq,b,kq

Lemma 5.6. Let 0 < ap < a1, and oy + ag — ag > % +0b . Then the following
estimate applies:
lwollar , < llullx:

ag,b ™ a1,b

lollxs, , -

Proof. By the fractional Leibniz rule we may assume oy = 0 and by interpolation
we only have to consider the case oy = % +b, as =0 . We apply the "hyperbolic
Leibniz rule” (cf. [AES], p. 41):

Tl = 1Ell < Mol = Inll + |17 = pl = 1€ =l + b= (& m) (38)

where

bo(6n)=nl+E—nl—1& , b-(&n) =& —|nl—1&—nl.

Let us first consider the term b4 (£, n) in (B8)). Decomposing as before uv =
upvy Fusv_ +u_vy +u_v_ , where up(t) = et f vy (t) = eT*Pg | we use

o~

ux(r,§) = (T FENFE) , x(r,€) = cb(r F [£)7(E)

and have to estimate

I [ ¥t mstr = lnl ¥ ¢ - D FE0ate ~ manl .,
=1 [ 11~ lellatr = b = I = A F€)ate — anl.

—

2 ~
Ssup L ID=*0 fll i gl -
7,8
Here we used Holder’s inequality, where

r= i~ 6P f 367 ~ ol e — )=

1
.
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In order to obtain I < 1 we first consider the elliptic case -1 = +9 = + and use
[FK], Prop. 4.3. This

A B _
LAl = [ElPr =il = el = [lrl = €lPlIr] = elI™ =1
with A = max(2 4 br,2) — (24 br) =0 and B = 2 — max(2 + br, 2) = —br

Next we consider the hyperbolic case +1 =+, 49 = — .
First we assume |n| + [£ — n] < 2|¢| and use [FK], Prop. 4.5 which gives

/5(T = Inl + 1€ = nDInl=>=*dn ~ €] 1€] — I71|7

where A = max(0,2) — (2+br) = —br , B=2—max(0,2) =0,if0 <7 < [¢|, and
A=max(2+br,2)— (24+br) =0, B=2—max(2+br,2) = —br ,if —|§| <7 <0.
In either case we easily obtain I < 1.

Next we assume |n| + |£ — 1| > 2|¢| , use [FK], Lemma 4.4 and obtain

[ 8t =1l = ke = aDlal =2 ay
~ / (€l + 7)1V (€l — )

N [ L —1—br 7i dz - —br.
/2(“|£|> (= g)de -l

This integral converges, because 7 < [£| and b > % .This implies
IS Irl = [ellPe* S,

using 7| < [¢] .
By the transfer principle we obtain

I1BY (u,v)ll x5, S lullxy vl -
244,

Here BY denotes the operator with Fourier symbol b4 .
Consider now the term ||p| — ||| (or similarly ||7 — p| — |£ — n]|) in [B). We have
to prove

1D (D2 w)o)llxg, < llullx;

bo S [[ollx;

aq,b ag,b ’

which is implied by

1D (uo)llxg, S llullxy o lvlixz, , -

After application of the fractional Leibniz rule this results from Lemma [5.5] be-
cause o + g — g > % +b> % , which completes the proof. O

6. Proor orF (20) - (36) AND THEOREM 2.1}

Proof of (20) - (30). We prove the estimates first for the case » = 14 by the
results of chapter 5. We assume 2 > s > 1 + % ,l=1land b=a= %—i— . Later we
interpolate with the case r = 2 given by Tesfahun [T].

Proof of (20) and (ZI]): This reduces to

la(w, )l[a:_, , < llul

lullx;_, -

X
By the fractional Leibniz rule this results from Lemmal5.] or Lemma B2 for s > %
Proof of (22]): This reduces to

lg(w, V)lay, o S lullxr, Ivlix;,, -

If I =1 and s > 2 this results from Lemma (.1 or Lemma 5.2
Proof of (23)) and (24]): Concerning (23]) we have to show

laCu, v)lleg, S llullx:_, ,llullx:_, ,-
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This is implied by Lemma [ or Lemma B2, if s > 1+ 1, which is fulfilled.
Similarly (24) follows from Lemma [5.3]
Proof of (25]): By Lemma [£.1] we have to prove

llqij (u, Av)|

which by the fractional Leibniz rule results from Lemma 5.l Moreover we need

Xy S lullxs, lolx,

s—1,0 "~

lao(u, o)1, < lullxr, ol

s—1,0 "~

which is given by Lemma Finally
A u)vllxr,  + lu@A20)lIxr o S llullxr, lollxe

s—1,0 s—1,0 °Y s—1,b
by Lemma .5 for s + 2 > % , which is fulfilled.
Proof of (26)) and (27): The estimates result from Lemma[5.5] because s+2 > 3.
Proof of (28)): We reduce to

lwolla;_, o S lullxy,, ,

lollxy, -
This is implied by Cor. Bl with parameters ag = s—1, a1 =Il+1=2,a, =1 =1,
sothata1+a2:3>§anda1+a27a0:4752%fors§2.

Proof of (29]): The estimate reduces to

lwollay, , S llellxg,,, lvllx

r
1—1,0 s+2,b -1,

which results from Lemma [5.5] because s + 2 > % .
Proof of (30l): We reduce to

[ollx;

lwollay, , S llellxg, ,lollx,, s

1—1,0 ~~Y

which results from Lemma [5.5] because 2s > % )
Proof of (31]): The estimate

lwowllar_, , < llullxp,,,

[vllxr, llwlxr,
reduces by the fractional Leibniz rule to the estimates

[wowllxz, S llullx,, vl lwllx:,

0,0 Y l—s+2,b
and
Jwvwllxg, S lullx,, Jollxg, lwlx:,
Now we obtain by Lemma :
luvlixg, S el ool .

<lullxp ..,

lolxr, lllxr ,
The last estimate results from Cor. G} if 25— (s—1—2+3) > 2 & s> 2—]|-2=
% — 3 and 2s > % , which is fulfilled for s > % . Moreover in exactly the same way

we obtain

vl < Nullxg,, lowlxg
-
< llullxy,, ol lelxs,

Proof of (32]): We apply Lemma [5.5] and Cor. [5.1] which implies

A= ww)llay_, , S lullxp, AT ow)llxg Sl lollxz, el
3 ,

for23—%—s+1+l+1>% (:)s>%—3,Whichisfulﬁ11edfors>%.
Proof of (34]): Lemma and Cor. BTl imply

- fwlxr
Xs,b I Xs,b ’

s—1,0 ™~

lwowl[a;_, , S llullxz, lowllxg S llullx, [l
:
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becauser—%+1>%fors>%,and25>§.
Proof of (B5]): Similarly we obtain

lwvwla;_, , S llwllxp, [l x;

Te S S llwllxp, lullxz, ol x:, »

3_14,0

because2sf%+1>% & 25>§,1 ,whichisfulﬁlledfors>% , and 2s > % .
Proof of (B3]): We obtain

A= (woywzll gy, S AT (wo)l|ay [wz]|

1,0 Sps—1-(Z4+2-9)+ 242-5,0

S llwvllary [wz]l2 1250

Llios—a+.b
S ullxr ol ol Izl

We applied Lemma first, then Lemma with parameters a; = ags = s,
ay = %+2S*4,SOth&tO{1+O{2*O&O:47% > %+bando¢0 <o = ay.
Finally Cor. [5.1]is used with parameters oy = % +2—5,a; =ay =s, so that
ap < a1,a9 assuming that s > 1 + % , and also a; + as — ag > % , which is
equivalent to s > % + ;—T , which holds for s > 1+ % . We also obtain aq + ag > %
for s > 2% , which is fulfilled, as well as a1 = ag = s # % .

Proof of (B6l): We estimate as follows:

lwvwz|my . S luvllr
o

bo S [wz]

S—b S_2s+,0

S llullxz llollxr, lwlix: llzllxz, -

We applied Lemma for the first step, using % — 25+ 25 — %+ > % , and for
the second step Lemma , using 2s — (2s — %)—i— > %, and Cor. 5], using
2s—942s>2 & 5> 2. O
Proof of Theorem [2]. Now we recall the results of Tesfahun [T], who proved the
sameestimatesinthecaseT:QWiths:$+e ,l:7ﬁ+€ , a4 = %Jr , b= %Jr
for € > 0 . Thus we may apply bilinear interpolation between the case r = 14+ and
r=2.

Let5>0begivenands:%—%—l—&,l:%—§+6.Thenforr>1
sufficiently close to 1 we have § > %f%er with w > 0 . In the case w = 0 we

have s = % + % and [ = 1 . Because in this case s > 1 + % , we have proven that
the estimates (20 - [B6) are true. By the fractional Leibniz rule they remain true
for w > 0, thus for the given § and r > 1 close enough to 1. Bilinear interpolation
between this case and r = 2 implies the estimates for the whole range 1 < r < 2.
This gives the estimates (20) - [B6) for the following choice of parameters for the
whole range 1 <r < 2:

162 o0 15 8 o0 111
5T o7 ’ ST baT r 2 2r
Finally, an application of Theorem[BJlto the Cauchy problem (@), (), (8] completes
the proof of Theorem 2.11 O
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