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THE ZAKHAROV SYSTEM IN DIMENSION d > 4

TIMOTHY CANDY, SEBASTIAN HERR, AND KENJI NAKANISHI

ABSTRACT. The sharp range of Sobolev spaces is determined in which the Cauchy problem for the classi-
cal Zakharov system is well-posed, which includes existence of solutions, uniqueness, persistence of initial
regularity, and real-analytic dependence on the initial data. In addition, under a condition on the data for
the Schrédinger equation at the lowest admissible regularity, global well-posedness and scattering is proved.
The results cover energy-critical and energy-supercritical dimensions d > 4.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider an at most weakly magnetized plasma with ion density fluctuation v : R'*¢ — R and complex
envelope u : R'*? — C of the electric field. In [37] Zakharov derived the equations for the dynamics of
Langmuir waves, which are rapid oscillations of the electric field in a conducting plasma. A scalar version
of his model, called the Zakharov system, is given by

10w + Au = vu
Ov = Alul?
with the d’Alembertian O = 92 — A. We refer to [37, 8, [36] and the books [17, [35] for more details of the

model and its derivation.
The Zakharov system is Lagrangian, and formally the L?-norm of u and the energy

B u(t): o0).00(0) = [ 5IVu(OF + 717000 + (O + 5o(0lul) s

(1.1)

4

are constant in time.

The Zakharov system is typically studied as a Cauchy problem by prescribing initial data in Sobolev
spaces, i.e.

u(0) = f € H'(RY) and (v,|V|7'00)(0) = (g0, 1) € H (R?) x H*(R?). (1.2)

In recent years, this initial value problem has attracted considerable attention, partly driven by the close
connection to the focusing cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS) which arises as a subsonic limit of
the Zakharov system [34, 1, B2, 26], 29]. In addition, bound states for the focusing cubic NLS are
closely intertwined with the global dynamics of . More precisely, if @, : R* — R is a bound state for
the focusing cubic NLS, in other words if @, solves

_AQw + WQw = 2;7

then (u,v) = (e"Q,, —Q?) is a global (non-dispersive) solution of (1.1)). This connection has been used to
analyze the blow-up behaviour [I5] 16, [30] in dimension d = 2, and also in the periodic case [28]. Furthermore,
we can write the Zakharov energy as

1 e —
Bz (u(?),v(t), 0v(t)) = Es(u(?)) + § /d (1 —=d[V|7 0 )o(t) + [ul**da
R

where
Bs(u(®) i= [ 5IVu(0f = Jlu)l'dz

is the energy for the focusing cubic NLS. As the cubic NLS is energy-critical in d = 4, the Zakharov system
is also frequently referred to as energy-critical in dimension d = 4 although, in contrast to the cubic NLS,

the Zakharov system lacks scale-invariance, see [20] for further discussion.
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In the Zakharov system, the interplay between the different dispersive effects of solutions to Schrodinger
and wave equations leads to a rich local and global well-posedness theory [I}, B, 26] [5, T3], @, 12, 2] 41 27, [3]. In
particular, it turned out that the required regularity of the Schrédinger component can go below the scaling
critical one (s = d/2—1) for the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation. Concerning the asymptotic behaviour
of global solutions, scattering results have been proven in certain cases [33, [14], 22] 3 21|, 19} [18] 24| 20].

The aim of this paper is twofold. First, we give a complete answer to the question of local well-posedness
in dimension d > 4, i.e. the energy-critical and super-critical dimensions. Second, we prove that these local
solutions are global in time and scatter, provided that the Schrédinger part is small enough. To be more
precise, consider the case d > 4, and (s, ¢) satisfying
(L d—2 d d d d
(>2 9 max{ﬂ—l,iqLT} <s<04+2, (s,0)# (5,5f2),(§,§+1). (1.3)
Our first main result is

Theorem 1.1. The Zakharov system (|L.1)) with initial condition (1.2) is locally well-posed with a real-analytic
flow map, if and only if (s,f) € R? satisfies (1.3).

To be more precise, we consider mild solutions to an equivalent first order system , as usual. For this
we show local well-posedness results, Theorem [7.6] which applies to the non-endpoint case, and Theorem[7.7]
for the endpoint case. Finally, we provide two examples in Subsection which show that if the flow map
exists for (s,£) in the exterior of the region defined by , it does not have bounded directional derivatives
of second order at the origin. Partial ill-posedness results have been obtained earlier in [13] 23] 2, {1]. In
the specific point (s,¢) = (2,3) in d = 4 a stronger form of ill-posedness was proved in [3| Section 7], namely
that there is no distributional solution at this regularity.

s=L+2

s=0—-1

2s=(+1

FIGURE 1. In dimension d = 4: Local well-posedness and small data global well-posedness
within grey region, ill-posedness otherwise.

Our second main result is
Theorem 1.2. Let d > 4 and (s,{) satisfy (1.3). For any data (go,g1) € HY(R?) x H*(R?), there exists
€ > 0 such that for any f € H*(R?) satisfying Hf||H% < €, we have a global solution u € C(R, H*(R%)),
(v,|V|7'ow) € O(R, HYR?) x HY(RY)) to (L.1) and (1.2)), which is unique under the condition

L2 R W%’% Rd
ue (R, We (RY)),

loc,t

and depends real-analytically on the initial data. This solution scatters as t — +oo.
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Theorem [1.2] is a consequence of Theorems and which again apply to the first order system
(2.1) in the mild formulation, see Subsection In fact, we prove something stronger, and show that the
smallness condition in Theorem [I.2] can be replaced with the weaker condition

1 . 1
||fH 2 d—3 ||€ZtA.f||2 d—3 2d_ g €.
H d

2 2 'd—2
L2W,

We remark that Theorems (setting g, = 0) also imply that the smallness condition on f does
not depend on (gg, g1) provided that ||(go, gl)||H a-s < 1is also sufficiently small. For readers primarily
interested in this important and much easier case, we provide a simplified approach and results in Section

In general, € > 0 in Theorem must depend on the wave initial data (go, g1), and it is not even uniform
with respect to its norm, at least when (s,£) is on a segment of the lowest regularity (¢ = d/2 — 2 and
(d—3)/2 < s < d/2—1): Take any non-negative fo € C5°(R?) \ {0}. Multiplying it with a large number
a > 1, we can make the NLS energy negative Es(afy) < 0. Imposing go = —|afo|? and g; = 0 makes the
Zakharov energy the same: Ez(afo, go,91) = Es(afy). When the energy is negative, scattering is impossible,
because the global dispersion would send the negative nonlinear part to zero as t — co. Finally, to make the
Schrodinger data small, we can use the scaling-invariance of the NLS: Let f(z) = Aafo(Azx) with A — oc.
Since this is the H%/2~-invariant scaling, all H* norms with s < d/2—1 tend to zero as the data concentrate,
including the L? norm (s = 0). For the wave component, the scaling leaves H?/2-2 invariant, which is the
lowest (critical) regularity. In other words, we can make the Schrodinger data as small in H*® as we like for
s < d/2 —1, while keeping the wave norm in H%2?~2,

Further, in the energy-critical case (d = 4), we observe that there exist non-scattering solutions as soon
as ||gollzz > ||[W?||L2, where W (z) = (|z|*/(d(d — 2)) + 1)71 is the ground state of the NLS. To see this,
start with f(z) = aWx(z/R) with a smooth cut-off function x (which is needed since W barely fails to be
in L?(R%)). Choosing a > 1, and then R > 1 large enough depending on a, we obtain Eg(f) < Es(W) and
17122 > [IW?| 2, so that we can apply the grow-up result (with go = —|f|> and g1 = 0 as above) in the
radial case obtained in [20]. The large data case in the energy-critical dimension d = 4 is addressed in a
follow-up paper [7].

The key contributions of Theorems and are firstly that we give a complete characterisation of
the region of well-posedness in arbitrary space dimension d > 4, and secondly that we obtain global well-
posedness and scattering for wave data of arbitrary size, only requiring the Schrodinger data to be small
enough. In particular, in the energy-critical dimension d = 4 this extends [3] to the subregion where
(s,0) = (1,0) or s > 40+ 1 or 5 > 20 + 4! and the scattering to wave data of arbitrary size. Note that [3]
covers the energy space (s, £) = (1,0) but by a compactness argument, from which it is not immediately clear
whether the solution map is analytic. Further, if d = 4, the large data threshold result in [20] is restricted
to radial data. In higher dimensions, this is an extension of the local well-posedness results in [I3], which
apply in the subregion where / < s < ¢+ 1 and 2s > { + %, and the global well-posedness and scattering
result in [24], which applies if (s,¢) = (%52, 45%) and both the wave and the Schrodinger data are small.

The recent well-posedness results cited above rely on a partial normal form transformation. This strategy
introduces certain boundary terms which are non-dispersive and difficult to deal with in the low regularity
setup. In this paper, we introduce a new perturbative approach which is based on Strichartz and maximal
Lfyz norms with additional temporal derivatives allowing us to exploit the different dispersive properties of
the wave and the Schrédinger equation. Further, the global well-posedness result allows for wave data of
arbitrary size, which is achieved by treating the free wave evolution as a potential term in the Schrédinger
equation.

One of the main challenges in proving the global well-posedness results in Theorem and Theorem
in the range where s > £+ 1 lies in the fact that it seems impossible to control the endpoint Strichartz norm,

2d_
i.e. to prove that (V)*u € L?L; >. To some extent, this is explained by considering
(10 + A)u = P,

as a toy model for (T.1)), where ¢y = e**IVI fy is a free wave, Yy = e“Agu is a free solution to the Schrédinger

equation, the wave data fy has spatial frequencies [£| ~ A, and the Schrodinger data g, has spatial frequencies

|€] = p with < A. Note that this is essentially the first Picard iterate for (1.1)). A computation shows that

the product ¢ v, has spacetime Fourier support in the set {|7| < A%, [¢| & A} and hence (modulo a free
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Schrodinger wave) we can write

u~ (10 + A)THPa) ~ A Hdat,).

In particular, we expect that (in the case d = 4 for ease of notation)
V) ull s ravay = A2 9aull 218 R1+a)-

If we assume the wave endpoint regularity, in d = 4 we can only place ¢y € L{°L2. Thus applying Holder’s
inequality together with the sharp Sobolev embedding and the endpoint Strichartz estimate for the free
Schrédinger equation we see that

oxthullLzra mivsy S Nloallnoe L @ivay 1Vull L2 poe rivay S Al L2 eyl gpll L2 ®e)-

Note that the above chain of inequalities is essentially forced if we may only assume the regularity ¢, € L{°L2.
Consequently, we obtain

s A\ s—1
1090 ullizns () I lze gl

Again, as we can only place fy € L2, this imposes the restriction s < 1. It is very difficult to see a
way to improve the above computation, and in fact this high-low interaction is essentially what led to the
restriction s < 1 in [3, 24]. Note however that this obstruction only leads to (V)*u ¢ L?L2(R'*4), and is not
an obstruction to well-posedness. In other words, provided only that s < 2 we still have u € L H_ since
similar to the above computation

B A\ s—2
ol my ey = A 2lorullzzrs £ (7)) Ifallzz ol

In summary, the above example strongly suggests that it is not possible to construct solutions to the Zakharov
system by iterating in the endpoint Strichartz norms LZ2W*4(R1*%), or even any space which contains the
endpoint Strichartz space. Thus an alternative space is required, and this is what we construct in this paper.

A partial solution to the above problem of obtaining well-posedness in the regularity region s > £ + 1
was given in [3]. The approach taken there was to replace the endpoint Strichartz space LZ?W32* with the
intermediate Strichartz spaces L{W3s" for appropriate (non-endpoint, i.e. ¢ > 2) Schrodinger admissible
(g,7). However, the argument given in [3] requires additional regularity for the wave component v as it
exploits Strichartz estimates for the wave equation to compensate for the loss in decay in the intermediate
Schrodinger Strichartz spaces, and thus misses a neighbourhood of the corner (s,1) = (%, g —2).

The key observation that gives well-posedness in the full region is that the output of the above
high-low interaction has small temporal frequencies. Consequently, the endpoint Strichartz space only loses
regularity at small temporal frequencies. This observation can be exploited by using norms of the form

||(<V> + |8t|)aUHL?W;—2a»4(R1+4)' (1.4)

Note that if u = €2 f is a free solution to the Schrédinger evolution, then u has temporal Fourier support
in {|7] ~ |£|?} and hence

1Y) +18e) ull pays 20 greay = ull pappss-

Thus the norm (1.4)) is equivalent to the standard endpoint Strichartz space for free Schrodinger waves. On
the other hand, if v has Fourier support in {|7| <[]}, i.e. w has only small temporal frequencies, then

149) + 10"l 2y e-2001 sy = Nl aype-ac

In other words, we only have (V)*~%u € L?L3(R'™) and thus we allow for a loss of regularity in the
small temporal frequency region of the Strichartz norm. Moreover, again considering the above high-low
interaction, we can control the output (id; + A)~!(¢r1p,,) in the temporal derivative Strichartz space
provided that a > s — 1. In particular choosing a ~ 1 gives the full range s < 2. Thus roughly speaking, the
norm matches the standard endpoint Strichartz space for the Schrédinger like portion of the evolution
of u (i.e. when |7| ~ |£|?), but allows for a loss of regularity in the small temporal frequency regions |7| < |£|?
of w which are strongly influenced by nonlinear wave-Schrédinger interactions. We refer to estimate
and Remark below for further related comments.
4



1.1. Outline of the paper. In Section [2| notation is introduced, the crucial function spaces are defined,
and their key properties are discussed. Further, a product estimate for fractional time-derivatives is proved.
Bilinear estimates for the Schrodinger and the wave nonlinearities are proved in Section [3]and [4] respectively.
In Section [5] we provide a shortcut to simplified local and small data global well-posedness and scattering
results which do not use the refined results of the following Sections. Local versions of the bilinear estimates
in the endpoint case are proved in Section[6] In Section [7]the technical well-posedness results are established,
most notably Theorems and Theorem [7.7] Persistence of regularity is established in Section [§] Finally,
the proofs of Theorem [I.1] and Theorem [I.2] are completed in Section [9}

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

The Zakharov system has an equivalent first order formulation which is slightly more convenient to work
with. Suppose that (u,v) is a solution to (1.1]) and let V' = v — i|V|~19;,v. Then (u, V') solves the first order
problem

10+ Au =R(V)u
10V + V|V = —|V||ul*.
Conversely, given a solution (u, V) to (2.1), the pair (u, R(V')) solves the original Zakharov equation (|L.1]).

(2.1)

2.1. Fourier multipliers. Let ¢ € C§°(R) such that ¢ > 0, suppp C {3 <r < 2} and
1= Z¢<§> for » > 0.
A2z
Let N={0,1,2,...}. For A € 2", define the spatial Fourier multipliers
_ (VY _ V|
P=e(3)iA>1 Pi= 3 (5
A€22,2<1

Thus P, is a (inhomogeneous) Fourier multiplier localising the spatial Fourier support to the set {% <[] <
20} if A > 1 and {|¢| < 2} if A = 1. Further, for A € 2%, we define

wo(B)enmo( )

P/{t) localises the temporal Fourier support to the set {3 < |7| < 2A}, and C) localises the space-time Fourier
support to distances ~ A from the paraboloid.
To restrict the Fourier support to larger sets, we use the notation

V] t |04 | [0 + A
Pas X o) Y o(®)can ¥ (122,
pE2Z, uA H HE2Z, KA H HE2Z, uA H
and define C's,, = I — Cg,. For ease of notation, for A € 2N we often use the shorthand Pyf = fr. In
particular, note that uy = Pyu has Fourier support in {|¢| < 2}, and we have the identity
f= Z fx, for any f e L?(R?).
Ae2N
For brevity, let us denote the frequently used decomposition into high and low modulation by

P)]\V'LL = Cg( )QP)\'LL, Pf‘u = C>( )2P)\U, (22)

Ry Py
28 28

so that uy = P/{Vu + Pfu. Similarly, we take
pPN=>"pPY,  P'=>"P  PL= > P, et
xe2i Ae2h INPANTEON
Note that v = PNu + PFu, and these multipliers all obey the Schrédinger scaling, for instance

(PNw)(t/N2, x/X) = P (u(4t/\2,22/))), (2.3)



where PJV is a space-time convolution with a Schwartz function, so that we can easily deduce that Pf\v and
P are bounded on any LYL? uniformly in A € 2%, and that PV and P are bounded on any L? 7.2

2.2. Function spaces. In the sequel, by default we consider tempered distributions. We define the inho-
mogeneous Besov spaces Bj . and Sobolev spaces W** via the norms

1755, = (A IA0E) " Wlwes = (7Y Pl
Ae2n

We use the notation 2* = dQ—fIQ and 2, = (2*) = % to denote the endpoint Strichartz exponents for the

Schrédinger equation. Thus for d > 3 we have

t
I o szonzuz + [ 22 Foyis| S Ufllez + IFl 2

Ler2nL2r2s ™
by the (double) endpoint Strichartz estimate [25]. To control the frequency localised Schrédinger component
of the Zakharov evolution, we take parameters s, a,b € R, A € 2V and define
A+ 10

a
spmr = Mlullzgerz + A2+ 100l ppzr + 23| (G ) 000+ Al

Jul 10

5 "
Lt,m

The parameters a,b € R are required to prove the bilinear estimates in the full admissible region (|1.3)).
Roughly speaking a measures a loss of regularity in the small temporal frequency regime |7| < (&), for
instance (when b = 0) if suppu C {7 < (£) =~ A} we have

A+ 10y

A2 (4 [0y +,\S*1+bH (m) (i, +A)uHLim ~ AT (ASIIUHLng* +AS’1||(i8t+A)u||Ltg’w).

Thus, when the temporal frequencies are small, the non-L{°H? component of the norm Si’a’b loses A™¢
derivatives when compared to the standard scaling for the Schrodinger equation. On the other hand
the b parameter simply gives a gain in regularity in the high-modulation regime, for instance we have

HPFu”LgoH;‘“’ N ||u‘ 55,06+
The choice of a and b will depend on (s, £), there is some flexibility here, but one option is to choose
3 1 . .
S(s—0)—3s ifs—02>1, 0 fs—¢0>0,
a=a":= 1s=0-3 o b=0b":=1q, ) o - (2.4)
0 ifs—4<1, sl—s)+5 ifs—£<0.

Thus in the region £ + 1 < s < £+ 2, when the Schrédinger component of the evolution is more regular,
we require a > 0 positive (depending on the size of s — £) and can take b = 0. On the other hand, in the
“balanced region” ¢ < s < £ + 1 we can simply take a = b = 0. In the final region £ — 1 < s < ¢, when the
wave is more regular, we can take a = 0 and require b > 0 positive.

Remark 2.1. Tt is worth noting that due to the factor (A2 +|9;|) (A +|d|)¢, the norm || -|
the endpoint Strichartz estimate without loss when @ = 0. In particular, if 0 < a < 1, we only have

N uallzrzr S AT+ 10D uall 2z S lluallgsao. (2.5)

3t only controls

In view of the choice , this means that in the region s — ¢ > 1 we no longer have control over the
endpoint Strichartz space LZW22". On the other hand, in the small modulation regime, we retain control
of the endpoint Strichartz space. More precisely, provided that 0 < a < 1, an application of Bernstein’s
inequality gives the characterisation

s s— A+ |af‘ e
furllsges 2 (lelzzers + 1B ulligaze ) + 372 (GG ) @@t ], 20
To control the Schrodinger nonlinearity we take
_\s—2 (t) s s—14+b A + |at‘ @
[l ygar = A ||P<(2%)2F||L$°L§ FMNC )2 Fllzpze +A H (m) F‘ '
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Remark 2.2. In the special case 0 < a < % we have

s s— )‘+ |at| @
Il = X ICe )2 Fall a2 + A 1+bH(7‘) F ‘

A2 4 |8t

e (2.7)

To see this, let 5 — a and apply Bernstein’s inequality together with the Sobolev embedding to obtain
AT 2||P(t) 2IEnllLeerz S AT 2Jﬁ“P(( A )2FA||L2,LT

SN2+ () PY) Ll

<(3%)?
which implies the claim, since b > 0

We also require a suitable space in which to control the evolution of the wave component. To this end,

for £,a, B € R, we let
_ t)
IVlhggees = MVIizgz2 + AN+ PE LV lzzers + X710, + 9DV 2z

Thus for small temporal frequencies we essentially take ()"Hat )2V € L H!, while for large temporal
frequencies (in the Schrédinger like regime) the wave component V' has roughly B derivatives. Eventually we
will take & = @ and § = s — 5. Consequently, in the high temporal frequency regime, the wave component
V' essentially inherits the regularlty of the Schrédinger evolution w. To bound the right-hand side of the
half-wave equation at frequency A, we define

1G] s = N2 Gll e nz + A0 + 2P L 2Gllryz + X HIG 2,

<(3x)?

Lemma 2.3 (Nested embeddings). Let s,a,a’,b,b' € R with o’ < a and b’ < b. Then

usllgges S Nunllggorms  lunllggos < fulsges.
Simalarly, if £,a,d, 8,8 € R with o/ < a and ' < S we have
VAl ears S WVAllweess AIVAllpeasr < VAl e

Proof. The first claim follows from the characterisation (2.6). The remaining inequalities are clear from the
definitions. |

To control the evolution of the full solution, we sum the dyadic terms in ¢2, and define the norms

1

fulsees = (3 Hoal2en) s IFlyews = (3 1)
Ae2N Ae2N
and
3 3
IWVliwees = (D0 WalZeas) s 1GHRees = (30 1GAI0s)” + [Gaassllzyrz-
xe2n A€2N

Then, we define the corresponding spaces as the collection of all tempered distributions with finite norm.
Let I C R be an open interval, i.e. a connected open subset of the real line R. We localise the norms and
spaces to time intervals I C R via restriction norms. For instance, we define the restriction norm

[[ul

Ss,a,b([) = lIlf ||’U,/|

Gs.ab,
u €850 and u'|;=u

provided that such an extension v’ € 5% exists. The norms | - || ye.an(r), || - [lweesry, and || - [|geos
and the corresponding spaces are defined similarly.
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2.3. Duhamel formulae and energy inequalities. The solution operator for the inhomogeneous Schrodinger
equation is denoted by

To[F)(t) = —i /0 AP (s)ds.

For a general potential V € L{°L2, we let

t
Iv[F)(t) = —i/ Uy (t,s)F(s)ds
0
where Uy (t, s) f denotes the homogeneous solution operator for the Cauchy problem
(10, + A — RV )u =0, u(s) = f.
We show later that the operators Uy and Zy are well-defined on suitable function spaces, provided only that

. d—4 d—4
Vel f e LPH,? ,ie Visclose toa L°H,? solution to the wave equation.
Similarly, we define the solution operator for the inhomogeneous half-wave equation by

JolF(t) = —i / t e =IIVIE(s)ds.
We record here two straightforward energy inequ;)lities which we exploit in the sequel.
Lemma 2.4. Let s € R, 0 < a,b < 1. For any X € 2V we have
162 allgzmn S XlAalLcz

and
IZolFllgzen S 1 yeoo-

Moreover, if 0 € I C R is an open interval and F € N*%*(I), then Ty[F| € C(I, H®).

Proof. The estimate for the free solutions follows from the fact that the temporal frequency is of size A% and
the endpoint Strichartz estimate.

In order to prove the estimate for the Duhamel term, in view of the characterisation it suffices to
bound the high-modulation contribution X*||Zo[P{ F]|| e 2 due to the (double) endpoint Strichartz estimate.
To this end, we first claim that for any p > 0 and G € L{°L2 we have

1Zo[C> . GllLerz S 1O Gl ez (2.8)
Assuming (2.8) for the moment, we conclude that
||IO[C>(2%)2F>\]HL;>°L§ N )‘72||C>(2A8)2F>\”L§°L§~ (2.9)

To improve this, we again use (2.8) and observe that
IZ[PY) 5 2Coi e Ballliere < Y I[P CasCo o Pl

>(3%)?
vz
< Z V_1|‘P£t)0>(2%)2FA||Lf°L?r
B3t

_1 s
< D VRIS Oy e Fallre, S ATV s
v A2

Hence the claimed inequality follows.
To complete the proof of the norm bounds, it only remains to verify the claimed bound (2.8]). Define

H(t) = (afng,)i[e_“AG])(t). A computation gives the L L2 bound
[Hzeere S p e 2G| porz = p |Gl poe 12
and, since C5,G = e“APSBL [e”*AG], the identity
O:H(t) = PU) [ "AG)(t) = e A0, G

Therefore the bound (2.8) follows by writing Zo[C,G](t) = Zo[e2 0, H|(t) = —ie™™ (H(t) — H(0)).
8



We now turn to the proof of continuity. In view of the definition of the time restricted space N*°(I),
it suffices to consider the case I = R. Moreover, the norm bound proved implies that it is enough to prove
that if A € 2% and Fy € N%%? then Zo[F\] € C(I,L?). If || Fy| ys.ar < 00 for a,b > 0, then F\ € L;, L2

A

t,locx
and the continuity follows from the dominated convergence theorem. O

The energy inequality has the following useful consequence.

Lemma 2.5. Let s,a,b € R, b> 0. If F € N>%° then

t/
lim H/ e*iSAF(s)dS‘
¢

t,t' =00

=0.
Hs

Proof. After writing ftt/ e AR (s)ds = e W ATY[F](t') — e AT, [F](t), the energy inequality in Lemma
implies that it suffices to prove that for every A € 2 we have

t/
lim H/ e*iSAFA(s)dsH =0.
¢ L3

t,t’—o0

We decompose into low and high modulation contributions F) = Pf\v F+ Pf F. For the former term, we
observe that the endpoint Strichartz estimate gives

t/
—isA pN N
H/t e Py F(S)dSHLg S 1Py FHLgLi*((t,t')de)

which vanishes as ¢, — oo since P{¥ F' € L?L2*. For the remaining high modulation contribution P{'F, we
let G(t) = 8;1P§))\2 (em"APFF). Then e*2PFF = §,G and therefore an application of Sobolev embedding
gives, uniformly for M > 1,

H /tt/ efisAPfF(s)dsHLi =[|G{t") = G(#)| 2

< PR, W)z + (PO ) 2 + (PG, E)lzz + 1(P,G) ()2
S NPL Oz + 1P G)E) 22 + 1Com PUF 1z -

Since Pg/[G € LiLg and PI'F € Lim, for any € > 0, by choosing M sufficiently large, and letting t,# — oo
the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma implies that

t/
lim sup H / e_iSAPfF(s)dS’ <e
t

t,t' =00 L2

As this holds for every e > 0, result follows. a
We also require an energy type inequality for the wave equation.

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 < a <1 and 3,0 € R. Then, for all A € 2N,

it| V|

e gall s S Allgal e,

and for X > 216,
[ToGAlllwees S Gl geses-

Moreover, if 0 € I C R is an open interval and G € R4*P(I), then Jo[G] € C(I, H").

Proof. The estimate for free solutions follows from the fact that their temporal frequencies are of size A.
For the Duhamel integral we have
NIFPLCrllz 1z € N IPDeCallzre S AT IO+ [0 PLCalls -
Similarly to (2.8)) above we also obtain, for A > 216,

MITo P Gall e rz S A2 P Gall e 2,
9



and deduce
NN TolGalllzzerz S XA+ 10)* PO Gl Lz + A 2||P>t>)\2G>\HL;?CLg- (2.10)

Since the bound for the L2
remains to bound

NN+ PL FolCalll g 1z S MNPETo[GAlllge 12 + A N A+10:)* PLA PE T (Gl 1o 12 (2:11)
The first term on the righthand side of (2.11]) can be bounded directly from (2.10). We turn to the second
contribution in (2.11)) and write

PY,PY 0[] = PUL PO T [PYL G,

# . component of the norm || - [|yy¢.a.5 follows directly from the definition, it only

where the identity is due to the fact that dy = Pg))\zP(t/\jo [Pg))\QG)\] solves (i0; + |V])dx = 0, therefore

dy = etlVid, (0) and since dy has temporal frequencies > A it must vanish identically.
Let ey := jo[Pg/\zG,\] and fy = Jo[(A + \8t|)O‘P<<t))\2G,\] Then, (i0; + |[V])((A + |0¢])¥ex — fr) = 0,
therefore

A+ 10)%ex — fr=€e™Vlzy, zx = (A +0)%ex — £2)],—_,-
Again, since the temporal frequencies of e*/Vlz are ~ \, we conclude that
A+ 10:))* PEATPE =Gl = PELTA +10:)* PG,
hence
I+ 10" POPETo[Calllze 2 S 10+ 10)* PGl e S IO+ 10:)* PE: Gl 2

Concerning the continuity, we observe that if [|G)[|go.c0 < oo for a,b > 0, then G € L;,, L2 and the
A

t,loc™x
continuity follows from the dominated convergence theorem as in Lemma (|

2.4. A product estimate for fractional derivatives. The definition of the norms || -|

geanb involves three
A

distinct regions of temporal frequencies, the low modulation case |7 + [£|?| < A?, the medium modulation
case |T| < A%, and the high modulation case |7| > A\2. When estimating bilinear quantities, this leads to a
large number of possible frequency interactions. To help alleviate the number of possible cases we have to
consider, we prove the following bilinear estimate which we later exploit as a black box.

Lemma 2.7. Leta € R, p >0, and 1 < p,q,7,p,q,7 oowzthlzé—k%and%:%—l— Then

S

(e + 10D (vl o e S 1“1 Ga + 106D 0l g o (11 + 106wl 3 -

Proof. The proof is essentially well-known, and thus we shall be somewhat brief. The main obstruction is
that we allow the endpoint case 7 = 0o, and, as we are working with fractional derivatives in time, this causes
the usual difficulties due to the failure of the Littlewood-Paley theory. In particular, to avoid summation
issues, we closely follow the proof of the endpoint Kato-Ponce type inequality contained in [6].

To simplify notation, and in contrast to the rest of the paper, we temporarily adopt the convention that

(t)

the temporal frequency multipliers P, give an inhomogeneous decomposition over v € 2V, thus

0
D DR (S N YT
A€2Z 2<1 ve2l
where ¢ is as in Subsection
We first consider the case a > 0 and prove the stronger estimate

1A+ 10D ()l ppre S Mwllpgrp I+ 10) ull pags + 11X+ 10:) vl Lz rr lull pag- (2.12)
Clearly, after rescaling, this implies the required estimate in the case a > 0. The proof of the estimate (2.12))
is a straightforward adaption of the argument given in [G]. In more detail, we decompose

VU = Z P,St)ngIZU + Z PSV)UPV(t)u.

ve2N ve2N
10



By symmetry, it is enough to consider the first term. To deal with the problem of summation over frequencies,
we introduce a commutator term and write

>+ o) (PPoPLu) = 3 [+ 10 (POvPLu) = ((1+[2:])* PO PLu]

ve2N ve2N
+ Z 1 + [0¢])" ,, )P(t
ve2l
= > |+ 1o (PO0PLu) = (L + 1)) B v) L
ve2lN
+ (14 1) %0)u+ 3 (1 + 10e)* PO w) PLu. (2.13)

ve2N

The bound for the second term in (2.13) follows directly from Hoélder’s inequality. To bound the third term
in (2.13)), we note that for any M € 2% we have

t) a —a a a
o+ oy PﬁwHLpr S D vl lull s + > v+ 10D 0l pr (L + 106D ull 1o

veaN v<M v>M
S M vllzrey “”Lng + M7+ 10D 0l Ly

(L +10e) ull pap-

Optimising in M then gives

| S+ o pvPl

ve2N

[N

np S (1ol el oI+ 10D 0z 1+ 10wl g,)

and hence (2.12)) follows for the third term in (2.13]). Finally, to bound the first term in (2.13]), we first claim
that for any 0 < 6 < % we have the commutator estimates
11+ 10:)* (P o PL)u) = (1 + [0:])* PSOw) PEJul| 5.

- o . (2.14)
SV A 10 ol g 1+ 106D ull g g llull 57

Lqu
and
1+ 10:)* (PP PE) = (L + 10:)* PSO0) PEu o S v 1ol g Il - (2.15)

Assuming these bounds for the moment, we then have for any M € 2%

S+ 12D (POvPLw) = (1 +10u)* PO 0) Pl 5

ve2lN

—0
S ol lull s + D v N+ 10D 0y (1 + [06]) | vapallull s Lqu
v<M v>M
—0
S Mol pppgllullpapg + M@+ 100 0 ppog 1O+ 10D ullGs o 1l Lqu

Optimising in M, we conclude that

|3 poortu
ve2l

and hence ) follows. It only remains to prove the standard commutator bounds and - We
begin by notmg that for any a € R, we have the related estimate

1 1 1

1+6 T 1F6
e S (10 olgng il gge) ™ (0l N+ 126D ull g )

t Lz

11+ 12 (PP oPELu) = (1 +10:)* PP0) Pl gy S v IR 0l gy 10 Pl g (2.16)
11



which follows by writing
(1+ 104])* (P oPLw) — (1 +104]) Pv) Py

= /]R vy (sv) (Plst)v) (t—s) ((sz,u) (t—s)— (Pg?,u) (t>)d5

1
=t / / vibo(sv) (PSY) (t — s) (8,5P£<tz,u) (t — ss')ds'ds
rJo

for some ¢ € S(R) (i.e. some smooth rapidly decreasing kernel independent of v, u, and v), ¥(s) = s11(s),
and so applying Hélder’s inequality and using translation invariance, we obtain (2.16)). To conclude the proof

of (2.14), we note that if @ > 0, then (2.16] also holds with ngu replaced with Pgu)u (this is simply another
application of Holder and Bernstein), and hence (2.14]) follows from the interpolation type bound

t t — —0
l0cPEull gy < Do VIPDullgge £ Y 00O+ [0 g ull )7
v'e2N v/ v'e2N v/

—0 0 —0
SO 1+ )l g el

which holds for any 0 < 6 < 1/a. Finally, the second commutator bound (2.15) follows by simply discarding
the commutator structure and applying Holder and Bernstein’s inequalities. This completes the proof of
(2.12) and hence the required estimate holds in the case a > 0.

It only remains to consider the case a < 0, but this follows by arguing via duality. Namely, the estimate
(12.12) gives

0+ 1) )
= sup ‘ / (1+ \3t|)aw)vudxdt’
lwll g, o<t Jrita

<N +10) ullpgpg  sup L+ [2)" (u(L+ 0 w) || o

\w 5 ’
P P’
Ly Lz

SIa+ 1Dl g swp (ollzgoglwl gy g + 10+ 100 ol e 11+ 1) 0] )

| 2%
SHA+ 10D ullpaga (1 + 00| g1
as required. 0O

2.5. Decomposability of norms. Given open intervals I1,Is C R we would like to bound the norm
llull ss.0.6(r,u1,) in terms of the norms ||ul|gs.a.b(r,) and |[u|gs.a.0(z,) on the small intervals I; and I>.

Lemma 2.8 (Decomposability). There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any s € R, 0 < a,b < 1, any
open intervals Iy, I, C R with I N Is # @, and any u € S (I1) N S (15) we have

lull s oy < C+ LN L[ 7%) ([ullsean iy + llul

Sosab(Iy)) s
for ay := max{a, 1}.
Proof. Let p € C*(R) with p(t) =1 for t < —1, p(t) =0 for ¢t > 1, and for every t € R

p(t) + p(=t) = 1.
After a shift, we may assume that (—e,€) C I N Iy for some € > 0, and that I lies to the left of I (i.e.
inf I; < infl;). Define p1(t) = p(e~'t) and pa(t) = p(—€ 't) and let u? be an extension of u|;, to R such
that [|ullssas(r,) ~ [[u?]|gs.0.0. By construction we have u = pyu' + pou? on I; U I, and hence by definition
of the restriction norm

L+ e ) ([[ut[sean + [[u?l52.00)

[ullsoan o) < llprat[gees + lp2u?||ssar <
S @+ e ) (||ul

ey + [l sny).
12



provided that S%° enjoys a localisability estimate of the form

g S (L)l

llpul

Taking € > 0 as large as possible (namely € & |I; N I3]) leads to the desired estimate.
It remains to prove the above localisability, which follows from the product estimate Lemma [2.7} Indeed,
for every frequency A € 2V, we have

I+ 10D (rrun)l[pzrze S 1A A+ 10D pall g | (A + 1) *unll £z 12+

where the norm of py is bounded uniformly in A by [|(14|9|)*[p(e~'t)]|| L= < 1+€~*. The L°L2 component
is trivially localisable. For the remaining L7, component of §%:8 we have

IG5 e P

To bound the first term, we decompose v into high and low temporal frequencies and observe that another
application of Lemma gives

|G

SATNOH 1A Ior(i0+ M) PLen]|[ |, + lloa(i0 + 8PSl

Gs.ab.

) @00+ A)(prw)

5 -
Lt,z

) [01(i8; + A)uA]’

2
t,,m

SIATT O+ 10D prll= A2+ 10 (00, + D) Pz + llpalloes1(i0: + A)PSuallz
S (L4 e N fuy|

s,a,b.
S/\

On the other hand, for the second term, we have

H(;i% |> "’1“%” L

which implies the required bound, since b < 1. O

. . 1 _
. Slarualize, < oz llusll ez < € FA sl g
t,x

3. BILINEAR ESTIMATES FOR SCHRODINGER NONLINEARITY
In this section we prove that we can bound the Schrédinger nonlinearity in the space N2,

Theorem 3.1 (Bilinear estimate for Schrodinger nonlinearity). Let d > 4, 0 < s < £+ 2, 8 > 0, and
0<a,b<1 such that

0>b+ 2, s—0<a+1-b, s+ > 2a, B > max{s — 1, 2 + b}.
and
(5,0) # (52 +a, 52 +b),  (B,b) # (532, 1).
Then
[RV)ullyear S IV Iweeslul

§s.a,0.

Proof. In view of the definition of N®%* and W*%%# a short computation shows that it suffices to prove the
bounds

1
s—1—2a+b a 2 2 a %
(Z NI Qg + (0" P ()| ) S (DI + 10D 02 ) allseeo (3.1)
t,x u g

Aoe2N

1
2 2
(Z N P (0 2 2.+ 220 [y o) ) S loll g gl e (3:2)
Ap€2N Lie

1 1
2(s—2 2 2
(X NP Eers) S (D Mol e ) el (3.3)
I

Ao€2N

13



and, under the additional assumption that suppv C {|7| < (£)?}, that we have

2 3
(> ) (anat "0l e )
Xo L

More precisely, assuming that the bounds (3.1)) — (3.4]) hold, we decompose
t) p(t t) (t
V=Y V= X P Y PPt Y PP Vi T
pe2N pe2N pe2N pe2N

An application of (3.1)), (3.3), and (3.4)) (together with the invariance of the righthand side with respect to
complex conjugation) gives

o0 (3.4)

(o)

1
a p(t) 2
RO ulens S (S 10+ 10D PV eme) *allsrns S IV e [l g

m

On the other hand, for the V5 contribution, we note that since
¢ 3
Wallgzmse ~ (3w 0IPGVIE, ) (ZW D0+ VPOVl ) S IV llwes
n

an application of (3.2) and (3.3) implies that

IRV ulveon S (1Vallz g + 1Vall oo )l

g0 S IV lweos ull o0

as required. Finally, the bound for the V3 contribution follows from the fact that supp Vs C {|7| + |¢] < 1}
together with ( ., .7 and the estimate 1-) below.

We now turn to the proof of the bounds (3.1)) - (3.4). For the first estimate (3.1]), we begin by decomposing
the product vu into

Py, (vu) Z Py, (vuy,) = Z Py, (vuy,) + Z Py, (vuy,) + Z Py, (vuy,) (3.5)

A e2n A1 o A1>3>XAo A1R Ao

and consider the high-low interactions Ay > A1, low-high interactions Ay < A1, and the balanced interactions
case \g & \1.
Case 1: o > \;. Applying the product estimate Lemma [2.7] together with Sobolev embedding gives

XTI (g 4 100 Pag (vn, )22
ST Do + 10e]) v ||L;?°L§)\f%2 (Ao + [0e))*ux, Il L2 12~
S Aé_e_l_aer/\f%MiS”()\o + |8t|)a11z/\0||LgoH§—a/\i_2aH()\1 +10e) un, [ L2 L2+ -
Therefore, provided that
s—0<a+1-b, é}%‘ler, (s,ﬁ)#(d%+a,%+b),

we obtain
1
2(s—1—2a+b) a 2 2
SN S° Qo+ 1) Pag(oun,)|
Ao€2N A1 <o b

2\ 2
e l—atby 2 ta—
5(2 (32 27 T 00 + 104D v e e a0 )

Aoe2N A<k
1

2
S (2 10w+ 10 0l ) sup |

pe2N

Ssa()
A1

as required.
14



Case 2: \g < A\;. We begin by observing that an application of the Sobolev embedding Wt (R%) s
L?(RY) implies that

1
2(s—1—2a+b 2
(3 NN )T S IFn e

)\05)\1
(s+45% —2a+b)
5 ||FS)\1HL,2 zd;2+571—2a+b,ﬁ S) /\15 : ‘ +||F||L%Lg%1.
On the other hand, again applying the product estimate Lemma [2.7] gives
1O+ 10D wansux)l |, ap S AT+ 10D v, 22 1A + 10 sy Nz 2
2L
—s—
ST+ 10D omn, e pre—allun, | soio0
Hence, provided that
s+0>2a, (>S40
we see that
1
2 3
< Z )\(2)(5—1—2a+b)H(>\0+|at|)a Z P)\O(vu)\l) ‘LQ )
Ao€2N A1)\ ta
1
2(s—1—2a+b 2
s> ( oot >|<A1+|at>aPA0<vmluA1>%g,m)
A2y Mao<n
+451 —2a+b
SN IO+ 0D ) e
r2ri-1
A €28 e
+4952_9244b), +2a—s5—L
S S R [V o) OO A [TV e
g 1
A €28
1
3
< (S 00+ 10 0l e Nl
pe2N

Case 3: \g =~ A;. Similar to above, we have

Ao T Mo + [0e) Pag (v, ) 22,
SATTEOAG o+ 10e) o llnge rall (A + 196w, |l 2 12

b— _
S A0 V) + O vroll 452 o 2+ 10, [l 2 20

t x

which is summable provided that

b<1, (=% +0b.

This completes the proof of .

We now turn to the proof of the second estimate . As previously, we apply the frequency decompo-
sition and consider each frequency interaction separately.

Case 1: )y > A;. We start by noting that an application of Sobolev embedding gives

—_B8—1 _
sup Ay’ (HU<<A0||L;7°L;% + A5 1Hu<</\o||L?f;) S lullge s S llullgsa0
0E2

provided that

s<B+1,  B=9E4b, (8D) £ (%531).
15



Hence via Holder’s inequality we obtain

[N

s— b
(ZA IPay(wtcns) 22 + A0 By (v 2 )

Aoe2N

1
2(8+1 2 —p—1 —
S (2 2 P losnillEz )" sup X707 (lucna e ne + M lucro o, )
Ao€2N Ao€2

5 Hv||L?H5+1 ||UHSs,a,U.

Case 2: A\g < A\1. An application of Bernstein’s inequality together with the square function characteri-
sation of L gives

1
< 2(s—1+b 2 b
(3 AU AT IR )T S AT (D 1Bl 2 )
Ao A Ao€e2N

1
(X 1BP)”
Aoe2N

Therefore applying Bernstein’s inequality and Holder’s inequality we conclude that

1
( Z )\gs‘ Z Py, (vuy,) AT H Z Py, (vun,) ’ : >2

1
2

~

e SN

27 2%
Xo€2N A1>3>Xo Lile A13>Xo
1
2(s—14b) 2
S Y (X WP s 2 P I )
Are2l M Aok
S Z >‘8+ ||’U /\1u)\1HL2L2*
)\1€2N

+b+ 952
S DN T el e gz S ol gz o lullseao
)\1€2N

provided that
d—4
B =5 +b.

%b. Similar to the above, an application of Sobolev embedding gives

Case 3: Ao~ A\1. Let L =
[ollzza + llvllpzry S ol e

provided that
B9t 40, (8,0) # (G20

Consequently, via Bernstein’s inequality we have

1+b 3
(3 Wlloumso s + 25w, ) S (Iollzzos + lolzzng ) (5 8 omns ez)

)\0€2N A()EQN

=

< [0l 2 el o

This completes the proof of .

The L°L2 bound holds provided that s < £ +2, £ > %2 and (s,/) # (4,%452). The proof is
standard, and follows by adapting the proof of the product estimate ||fg|lgs—2 S|l mellgllmes-

We now turn to the proof of the final estimate . As before, we decompose the inner sum into high-
low interactions A\g > A1, low-high interactions \g < A1, and the balanced interactions case A\g ~ A1, and
consider each case separately.

Case 1: Ay > A;. The assumption on the Fourier support of v implies the non-resonant identity

Cg(%)QPAO(UU)\I)ZCg(;;g)QP)\O( PN/\2C>(A1 2u>\1)

16



Hence the disposability of the multiplier P)]\\g , and Bernstein’s inequality, gives

4_1 t
HP){X(UuM)‘thi* 5 )‘12 HU%)\OHL;?QLEC HPL))\%C>(%)ZU/\1 ||er1z

()\1 + (0|
A2 + |0y

) @00+ Ay,

-1, _
)‘02HU~/\0||L;>°L3E

ol

< \2
~ Ly,
Consequently, we conclude that

o i
>‘8||P)]\\g(”u/\1)||Lng* S)‘(S) 2>‘12 SHUN)\OHL?"HGZQHU‘

§s.a,0
which is summable provided that
s<lvr 034 (5.0 £ (4559,
Case 2: \g < A\;. We first observe that the Fourier support assumption on v implies that
O 2gy2 Pro(vuny) = O 2912 Pag (02, Cragun,)-
Bernstein’s inequality and the temporal product estimate in Lemma [2.7] implies
+452 -2
MNP s pzpze SAm 7 I+ 18D (v, Canzuns) L2
< 3+%_2‘1 —a a a
S Ao AL+ 10e) vmns oo £z [ (A1 + 1) Conzun, Iz,

+4=2_9 e t—
Shg At 1II(A1+|3t|)“vm1IILgngfaIqul\ls;vlawv

which is certainly summable under the assumption that
s+4€=>2a, (> %.

Case 3: \g ~ A\;. We now consider the remaining high-high interactions. Via the product estimate in
Lemma 2.7 we obtain

NP () lzzze S X221 + 10D (wgn, a2
SNTEATN O+ 10D wgn, | g IO+ 10,

SIEV) +10e) 0l pge pra-allwns [l 5.0, (3.6)

where we have used that ¢ > % for the Sobolev embedding, and the summation is trivial in this case. O

We require a local version of the bilinear estimate, with the advantage that we can place v in dispersive
norms of the form L{°L2 + L2L4.

Corollary 3.2. Let d > 4. Assume that 8 > max{%, s—1} and
d—4

0<a<l, 0<s<l+2, €>T, s—f<a+1, s+ > 2a, (3.7)
with (s,0) # (%52 + a, %5*). There exists C > 0 such that for any interval 0 € I C R we have
”IO (%(V)u” Ss.a.0() < C”V”Wl,a,B(I)Jrng;fvd([X]Rd)||u| Ss,a,0(J)-
Proof. In view of Lemma [2.4] and Theorem [3.1] it suffices to prove that for any s > 0 and 0 < a < 1 we have
[Zo(R(V)u)llsscory S NV Il p2wst (r ey 1ell 00 () (3.8)
An application of Bernstein’s inequality together with (2.6) gives
s— A+ |8t| e,
[urllgg.e0 ~ )\S(HUAHLfCLg + HPiVUHLng*) + X 1” <m) (10 + A)U/\‘ Lo

t,x
SN (Nuallzgerz + lunllzzza + 10 + A)ull 2. )
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and hence the endpoint Strichartz estimate implies that after extending F' from I to R by zero, that

1

s 2
sewo(n) < TolLrFlllseeo S (D A IBZ, 2 rmey) . S IF N zwee rro)
Ae2N

1 Zo[F1]

The inequality then follows from the elementary product estimate
Hngst?*(Rd) N Hf”WSvC"(Rd)”gHHS(Rd)
which holds for any s > 0. ]
4. BILINEAR ESTIMATES FOR THE WAVE NONLINEARITY
Here we give the bilinear estimates required to control solutions to
(@0 + [V)v = [VI@Y),  v(0)=0
with ¢, € §%%% The main estimate we prove is the following.
Theorem 4.1 (Bilinear estimate for wave nonlinearity). Let d >4, s,¢,6 >0, and 0 < a,b < 1 satisfy
ﬁgmin{s,%—d%—a}, 2a < 23—6——, a—b<<s—14

and

(.0 # ($:42), (P2 + a0, 12 +0),  (5.8) # (4P +0, %52 +a).
If o, € S5, then

[To(IVI@Y)[weas S llollssas ]
Proof. An application of the energy inequality in Lemma [2.6] implies that it suffices to prove the bounds

Ss,a,b.

1
a t) 2
(3 w20+ 10 P PLa @) 1312 ) S llsees [l e, (4.1)
pe2N
1
_ _ 2
(3 2 NP @G rz)” S Iellseenlbllseers (4:2)
pe2N
1
_ 2
(32 1 1Pa@0)2: )" S lellsecollsens, (4.3)
pe2N
|Pearo@)llnzz S Ilsemo |l e (4.4)

We start with the proof of (4.1)) and decompose the product Fi into the standard frequency trichotomy
Pu(@#) = Pu(@¢<<u) =+ Z PM(¢/\1 wz) + PM(¢<<,N/))~ (4~5)
MR 1

In view of the fact that the left hand side of is invariant with respect to complex conjugation, it suffices
to consider the first two terms in , i.e. the high-low and high-high frequency interactions.

Proof of case 1: high-low interactions. Note that in this case we must have p > 1. A
computation then gives the non-resonant identity

PO o Pu@ve) = P Pu(Caap, Plosven) + PUPu(Coiav, he) = A1 + Ao,

To bound the A; term, we observe that
H (0] + 1) P2 Pu(Cyr 0 PO ) a2

S MHHaHC«uwzu”Lng*

t
Pé,izw<<u||Lng

—s— a,  s—za a 3 ¢
S W (00 s 1600+ APl o
L2H

—g— 4_ -
< plmsm et (5 =9y s =20 (4 4 [9,])® ~ullpzree 1Y

§s,a,0.
Provided that
s—0>a-—b, 23—5—%2@
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we can sum up over i > 1 to obtain (4.1]) for the A; contribution. To bound As, we apply the temporal
product estimate in Lemma [2.7] which gives

a a p(t) -
W+ 10 P Pu(Ci 0, V) nirz
S T2 (+ 10u) Co el (1 + 10e) Vel 2 e

_ AR NG, d=2
<t 1” w o Ao~ [l IS A 9@ .
~f <u2+\8t|) 00+ A LA%(A) A0 Al 2
l—s—b+a a=2 145 N—i_ ‘at| e,
Su A%A : (7M2+|at|) GOSN o [ P

This can be summed up over p > 1 to give (4.1) for the Ay contribution provided that
s—0>a—b 25— 0—-52>2a-b  (s,0) # (%52 +a, 952 +b).

Proof of (4.1)) case 2: high-high interactions. An application of the product estimate in Lemma
together with Bernstein’s inequality gives

AT O+ 106D (@, na) i pz S AT 20,7 (A + 18, e llpzre

4+ 952 4202
B sy lltaalls

(A2 +10:))*Ox, £z 12"

S A

eaO

(2
On the other hand, since £ + 1 — a > 0, we have

1
_ 3 a
(3 W ot 0 PP IRy ) S A (X 10+ 10 PP )
<A nSA

SATTN O+ 10D F |y 2

N

Therefore summing up gives

( Z 'u2(l+17a)

2 )%
LyL?

ST (u+ 10 PP (B 00)

p>1 AR p
SO AT+ 10 @y an) e
A1 A2
049524202
S AT oy gpmo [llseno S el snes [l snn
A1 RAs ! 2

where we used the assumption
25 — 0 — % > 2a.

This completes the proof of (4.1)).
Proof of (4.2)). This is slightly easier than the previous estimate (4.1)) as we no longer have to deal with
the temporal weight (u 4 |0¢])®. To bound the high-low interactions, we observe that

_ — _ d e d__
IS NP (Be)llneorz S pt! Z A2 lompllpoorz [l Loorz < ptmet Z A2 7 [ ompllgs0a0 ||| 550000

AL AL
and hence provided that
d—2 d d
S+1>€, 2$>£+T, (5,6)#(5,5‘%1),
we obtain
1 1
/— _ 2 2
(Z pt 1)||Pu(<p¢<<u)lligoLg) < ( > NZS”‘PzMH%fQLg) [Dllssan S lpllssas ¥ 50.0-
w>1 pe2N
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Similarly, to deal with the high-high interactions, we note that for any A\ &~ Ay since ¢ + % —1>0an
application of Bernstein’s inequality gives

1
_ _ 2 d_
(3 2P o) ) S (0 2 on, B s 90, 1)

[N

pSAr nSA
< )\éJr%st
~ M ||<P/\1| s;»lﬂr‘b ||¢/\2| s;v;}”

and therefore

(S| > P )

pe2N AR

N

ggab S llellssanl[th]lss.an
2

2 4952 2
her) S 2 AT T enllgganlivn
©T INEDI

where we used the assumption
2s—0— 92 >0.
In view of the frequency decomposition (4.5]), together with the invariance of the left hand side of (4.2]) under
complex conjugation, this completes the proof of the L L2 bound (4.2)).
Proof of (4.3). We now turn to the proof of the L7 , bound (4.3), and again decompose the product into
the standard frequency trichotomy as in (4.5)). For the high-low interaction terms, we note that
_ d=2_ . .
MB”PM(‘P@/’«#)HLf,I S M'B|‘<qu”L§°L§||¢<<u||L§L;° S Mﬁ Z ATt b”@zﬂ”L;’OLgH()\‘f’ |at|)a¢>\||Lng*
1Ay
and hence, provided that
d—2

6<87 28—/8_T>a/u (376)7&(%—’_017%4—@)7

summing up gives

_ : . :
(X v 1@l ) S (3 b2 lomulirsz) ]

pu>1 u>1

sran S @llsnarl[Pllssar.

Similarly, to bound the high-high interaction terms, we have for any A\; ~ Ao

Bta+452—
Al

— 2
M I@s, ¥rallez, S M lloallzz iz el rs S lonllggmollon llgg oo

Therefore, noting that since 8 > 0 we have

1 1
2 2
(X w1pFIz: ) s N (D IRFIZ: )T S NP,
<A pe2N

we conclude that

(| > P )

pe2N AR 21

2 3 B 1
L) s X (S wimeel:)

MAAz ph

B+atiz2-2
S DN T el
AR

st llgron < lpllsens [ sens
1 2

provided that
d—2
25 — 3 — —5— > a.
This completes the proof of (4.3)).
Proof of (4.4). To prove the remaining estimate (4.4), we can simply use Bernstein and Holder inequal-
ities and the endpoint Strichartz estimate with loss (2.5
[Pears (IVI(@Y)ILir2 S H@#IIL o Sllellzzra

17 d—2
iLa

Plrzrzs S lellseesll$llsear,

since s > a. 0

As in the Schrodinger case, we additionally provide a local version of the bilinear estimate which contains
a dispersive norm.
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Corollary 4.2. Letd >4, s,£,8 >0, and 0 < a < 1 satisfy
ﬁ<min{s,2s—%—a}, 2a<25—€—%, a<s—4.

There exists 0 < 0 < 1 and C > 0 such that for any interval 0 € I C R, if p,1 € S5%O(I), then

1-6 0
1617 @) lweesy < € (Il senon)  (Ielozzz: (xms 1l zzer (e -

gs.a.0()[|9]
Proof. Let A1, Ao € 2. It suffices to show that there exists §, N > 0 such that

TV (xs px0)llweas S (max{Ar, Az}) =[]

together with an estimate with a derivative loss, but the Strichartz norm on the righthand side

IZo[IV 1 (¥, o2l wre.emry

Ss,a,0 Hg0| Ss,a,0 (46)

1 4.
< (max{Ai, Ao })" (”wHLfLi* (I><]Rd)”QDHLfLi*(IXRd)”w‘ sao(n) |l SS’G»O(I)) g o
We start with the proof of . Choose s’ < s such that
B < min{s’,2s' — 42 —a}, 2a <28 — 0 — 952, a<s —4.
An application of Theorem [.1] implies that
1TV @xr o) lwees S 1on s aollons lserao S (Aada)* ~* [l geao 9]l 5,00

and hence (4.6]) follows.
We now turn to the proof of (4.7)). An application of the standard energy inequality for the wave equation
together with the convexity of LY and Bernstein’s inequality implies that

170Gl ges S AT NT0lCAlllzgozz + A7 IClle,
S AFHE (Gl sz + IGAZ, 12 Gl ey )
Therefore there exists N > 0 such that
16V 1(@x, ox2)llweas 1) < 1 To[L11VI(Wr, 0x:)]llweo s

1 1
< (max{r, o DY (ln, @xalzizarxre) + 19003115 12 (s 190003 D 1 (1))

3
S (max{Aq, >\2})N(||¢HL§L5* (xr) [Pl L2 27 (1xray [¥ ] 5500 || SS“%O(I)) :

and the proof is complete. (I

5. SIMPLIFIED SMALL DATA GLOBAL AND LARGE DATA LOCAL THEORY

As a warm up to the proof of the main results contained in Theorem and Theorem [1.2] we show
how the bilinear estimates in the previous two sections can be used to prove a simplified small data global
well-posedness and scattering result and a large data local well-posedness result in the non-endpoint case.

Recall that Zo[F] denotes the solution to the inhomogeneous Schrodinger equation

(i + AW =F  ¢(0)=0
and similarly, J5[G] denotes the solution to the inhomogeneous wave equation
(0 +|V))o =G,  ¢(0)=0.
Given data (f,g) € H® x H*, define the functional
D(f,g30) i= €A + T [R(e"Vg)] — Ty [R( (VI )]
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Suppose that (s, ) lies in the region (1.3]), and define the parameters (a,b) as in (2.4). A computation shows
that the energy inequality in Lemma together with the bilinear estimates in Theorem and Theorem
implies that we have the bound

1@(f, 9:0)lsoan S I F e + ||REY 90| o + [ R(TUVIEP)) | oo
o [ 7 e [ e Y A ey 1]
SWfllms + gl el @l ss.as + 9]0

Therefore ® : §% — §%5 Repeating this argument with differences, shows that provided || f|| = + ||g]| ¢
is sufficiently small, there exists a fixed point u € {¢p € S | ||1)[|gs.an < ||f]|z=} to ®. Defining
V= el¥lg = Jo(|VJuf?)

and again applying Theorem u we then obtain a solution (u, V) € C(R, H® x H') to the Zakharov system
(2.1). The scattering property follows from Lemma and a similar analogue for the wave part.
Note that the above argument requires that we have the smallness condition ||f||g= + ||g]|ze < 1. Our

Ss.a.b

later arguments will significantly improve this to just requiring ¢ € H “Z* and Ilf ||Hd—3 <4 1. In other

words we only require smallness of f in the endpoint Sobolev space. In addition, we also obtain a stronger
uniqueness claim, as well as persistence of regularity.

Let us now sketch a simplified, large data local well-posedness result in the non-endpoint case s > %.
Suppose that (s, ¢) satisfies (I.3) with s > 952, and take (a,b) as in (2.4). Define { = min{s — 1,0} and
take the map ® as above. The non-endpoint condition s > % is due to the use of Corollary while the

choice of £ is made to ensure that we can construct a fixed point for ® in §**°(I) via Corollary Once
we have a fixed point u € S%%9(I), we use an additional argument to upgrade this to u € SS’“’b(I)7 which
is needed to get the correct regularity for the wave component V.

Fix (f,g) € H® x H*. Choose an interval 0 € I C R such that

it|V|gH

itA
e’ fllzzre (rxmray + lle €,

Wi =3 ()4 L2Wa 4 (IxR4) <

where € > 0 is fixed later (depending on f, g, and the absolute constants in the above bilinear estimates).
Define the subset Q C §%%%(1) as

Q= {p e 5>) | 1¥llz22  1xmey S A+ llgllzz)e, [@llss a0y S 1Sl
An application of Corollary [3.2] and Corollary [4.2] gives # > 0 such that for every 1) € Q we have
1@(f, g 0)lseeocry S Wllre + (10l ey gy parpeiagsy + [FUVIED ey ) )11
S las + el llseaocry + € (1+ [lgllz) (1525 -
On the other hand, in view of the endpoint Strichartz estimate we have
||‘I’(f’9§1/))||L§L?T* (IxR4) S ||€itAf||LfL§* (IxRd) T H%(eit‘vlgWHLfLi* (Ixrd) T H%(jo[|v||¢|2])¢||1;§ﬁ*
S e+ llgllzz 19l L2 e (rxray + 1Tl VIC P Lo L2 (1xmey 191l £2 12* (1 x4

Setelglzz + 20+ gle) 201220 0.

55:a:0(1)

Consequently, choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, we see that ® : Q — Q. A similar argument shows that ® is a
contraction on € (with respect to the norm ||-||gs.a.0(1)), and hence there exists a fixed point u € Q C §%9(T)
for ®.

We now upgrade the (far paraboloid) regularity to u € S%%°(I). Note that this is immediate if s > ¢
since b = 0 in this case. If s < £, then an application of Theorem together with Lemma |2.4] gives

ety S 1 le + IR g)ull yveonry + IRVl vy
<A+ lllsellulseno + 100V )
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To check conditions of Theorem it is helpful to note that a = 0 when s < £. Theorem [4.1] implies
IOVl a1y S IelEeieory
and hence we conclude that

[[ul

Ss:asb(I) S lles + llgllaellwl Ssa.0(1) + [l %Sva,o(l)'

Consequently, if u € S%*9(I) is a solution to ®(f,g;u) = u, then we have the improved regularity u €
S%ab([). As above, we now define

V= cVlg — 7V [uf?).

Since u € S***(I), an application of Theorem then gives V' € Wé’“’s_%(f). In particular, we have a
local solution (u, V) € C(I, H® x H*) to the Zakharov system (2.1)).

6. LOCAL BILINEAR ESTIMATES IN THE ENDPOINT CASE

In this section, we deal with the endpoint case (s,£) = (432, 95*) and establish bilinear estimates which

include both dispersive norms and a slightly weaker frequency summation on the right hand side. Define the
norms

[ullgg00 = llullgemrs + llull payysze + 1000 + A)ull 2 s

and
[ollygos = [lvllgemz + 10 + IV Dol 1 o1

The notation here is chosen to match that introduced earlier. In particular we have [[uf|gs.0.0 < [|lul[s:.0.0 and
llvllyeos S llvllweos. We start with an improvement of Theorem in the endpoint case.
Proposition 6.1. Let d >4 and (s, () = (452,44, Let I C R be an interval. Then
Joullvesocry S Tollgoneqn 0l e g I o (6.1)
Proof. Suppose for the moment that we can prove that for any a > 1 we have
| 32 Pswup)]. ney, S @H 0l ol s e (62)
Ao
_1
H > Pa(vus) \N S @ Follyofull oo (6.3)
Az«

Since

|32 Ptz

1
< Z 2s 2 )2
Nsoou)w( A AP Lrvuzallgs o
%
A28 2)
JOSELLTID N

1
(3 #luzal)
A

5 HUHL,?OHfD(Ide) ||u||L,?Wj’2* (IxRd)

<
v ||L°°L2 (IxRd)

L2L2" (IxR4)

an application of (6.2) and (6.3), together with the definition of the restricted spaces N*%(I), §500(T),
and W, 94(I), then implies that for any M > 1 we have
sy * 2 [ Prtee

[vul| ys.0.0(r) < H ;P)‘(Uuz)‘)HNS,O,O(U + Z H Z Py(vua

1<as<M A2« a>M Ao

‘NSvaO(I)

1 1
S M2 ||U||W£’0’£(I)”uHLfW;’?*(Ide) + M2 H’U”Wﬁ}’o'[([)HUHS,Z’O’O(I)
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Optimising in M then gives (6.1). Thus it remains to prove the bounds (6.2) and (6.3)). For the former
estimate, we observe that since s = ¢ + %

|2 )y (12 iz )

[N

A« Ao
1
S [OIERIWEINCE
- A>a > ) L2LZ* (IxR4)
1
< a2 || sup 1o (Z)\u 2>2
~ leu | ;l,| )\ | )\| L%Li*(IXRd)

1
< @ ol Il oz g
where the last line followed via Hélder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding. The proof of (6.3) is more
involved, and exploits the fact that the high-low interactions are non-resonant. In particular, since A > a > 1,
the non-resonant identity
N 4 t
B (PDavuy) = BY (PLuvanPLus)
implies that

|3 Puwuy

2
‘Ns,o,o S 2 IR (v é)HLZLZ* +2 AQ(S?DHP{(UUQ)”%,J

Az« Az« Az«
S D NPIPL v Poaualfe e + 30 AP evmaun [0 + DS X Vlomaualifs - (64)
A>a A>a A>a '

To estimate the first term in (6.4]), we observe that since s = ¢ + %, we have

(X 1P tma P s 2. ) = || (30 1P tmn P 2.

Az« A>a

1
2
< ol s (30 X260 PGus 3a,)

A«

[N

Lt

N

S ol (32 A2, + A)us 35,4 )

A

S @ #|oll g e )10 + A)unLgH;fl-

To bound the second term in , again using the fact that ¢ + 2 =s5= d%, we have
1 1
2 1 2 _1
(Pl avmnus 2 ) 5 (20 >\2(5+2)||P§;zvm||%gm) sup A4 Jus [ e s
o o T Aza

1
_1 2
Sa (N0, + V) PDuomalZz ) lulliz s
A

S a2 (0 + [Vl 2 gy ull s

Finally, for the last term in (6.4)), since s — £ — 1 = —%, an application of Bernstein’s inequality gives

1

. % . A\ d—2 2
(X emsnsity, )" [ (A0 (D) lemalilo 1)
Yot

A«

Lt

1
S a2 |v]l e me| sup A [uallzz- [l

_1
S o 2||”||L$°H’5||UHL%W;,2*.

We have a related estimate to deal with the wave nonlinearity.
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Proposition 6.2. Letd >4, (s,0) = (%52, %2). Let 0 € I C R be an interval. Then,

_ 3
1T (Z 1@ weorqry S (12l paws =m0 pzws 2 gy )~ (1]

Proof. Suppose for the moment that for any a > 1 we have the bounds

| > wim@es)

Az«

%
sz00 (I quﬂ,o,o([)> (6.5)

1
’We,o,z(j) S az ”(‘OHLEWS’Z*(IXR”)||1/)||LfW§’2*(1><Rd)

N|=

Sfu,o,o(l)> . (6.6)

g0 (6.7)

w

1
+a 2(||so||LgW;,2*(,XW)||w||LgW;,2*(,XW)||so||s;,o‘om||w|
H Z IVITo(@rtp2)

A

< o3 .
oo S o Hiellsgoon vl

1
2
SEJ,O,O(I)) . (6.8)

| 32 191 @a0ms)| |y (||so||LgW;‘2*(,de)\|w||LgW;,2*(,XRd)Hso\ sz Y]
A

Let M > 1. As in Proposition by decomposing

Po= > Paa +Zwm+ DD Batn

a>1 A \>a a>1l A \>a

and using symmetry, an application of for « < M, (6.7) for « > M, and for the remaining
high-high interactions gives

IVI[weoe(r
S VT (@) [weoery

<X (| X ¥1%@ )]y * | ; VI9@ 300 o) * | § KT

a>1 Az«

[N

1
S Mz ||SD||L$WZS’2*([><]R(1)||w||L%W;’2*([><]Rd) + (H@HL%’W;»Z*(Ide)||¢||L$W;»2*(Ide)HSDHSi;O’O(I)”wHSﬁJO'OU))

syoo Yl

3
SSJO‘O(T)> )
Optimising in M then gives ([6.5)).

It remains to prove the bounds , (6.7), and . We begin by noting that an application of Holder’s
inequality and the Sobolev embedding together with the assumptions on (s, ¢) imply that

1
- 2 —S S b
(Z)‘2(“1)“%1%H%ng(Ide)) < aftl (Z}@ PN ) (Z}@ (E41-9) | )
A

A
b4
Sa 1 SH‘PHLgW;v?*(Ide)HwHngﬁ‘*'l—Sﬂd(ijd)

Saz ||SO||L§W£’2*(I><Rd)||w||LfW£’2*(I><Rd)'

S5%0(1) 191

_1
+ M2 H‘p| 85°0(1) + (”(’DHLEW;?Q* (IxR4) ||¢||L%’W;§’2* (IxR4) ||<,0|

L1L2(IxR%)
1
On the other hand, again applying a combination of Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding, we have
1
( > N Laea ||ig,m) ’

A
1
(D2 leal?) " sup Ay
X A

< aé—s

~

12, (IxRY)

)

1
Sa 2(H‘PHLgW;»Z*(Ide)||¢||L§W;»2*(Ide)||<P||L;>°H;(Ide)||¢||L;>°H;(Ide)> . (6.9)
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The bound now follows from the standard energy inequality as

1
_ 2
1@ lwearcry < 1oL hwear £ (32 w2 0T0(L1G) 1z + 12 DILGAIE, )

pe2N

-

_ 2
< (3 #UG s ey + VNG ) (610)
pe2N '

We now turn to the proof of (6.7), this requires exploiting the fact that the high-low interactions are
non-resonant. More precisely, since A > « > 1, the non-resonant identity
t -
P<<,\2(<P,\¢ ) = <<,\z(C>>\2<P>\1/J A )+ £<),\z(c<<A2<P,\PL,i21/J§)
together with

1 1

. _ ) i B . bl _

( 2 AZ Z+1)HP£<))\2 C>>\280/\¢%)HL%L£) 5 Oéz s( Z A2(S+1)HCE/’\2¢)‘”%?.@) Sl)l\p)\z s”wAHLfL;C
A>a Az

1 . —
< (80, + NPl g e (9] g

and

N

1
2 2
(D XNPL CarrPLeva)710) " S sup X loalizaer (3 W 1PE04 214

Az« AZa
_3
S a2l pagye e (000 + APl 2 e
and the bounds (6.10)) and implies that
) _1
| S 1V PYaziws)| 0. S @ Hllellsgos el sgoo-

Az«

On the other hand, for the high temporal frequency term, we note that the same argument giving (2.8])
together with Berstein’s inequality gives

196(POGl ez £ S v PO Galliers €A [Gales
v2 A2

and hence (6.7) now follows from another application of .
The final estimate is the high-high case . An application of Sobolev embedding gives

1 1 1
(Z)\z(un”l@/\wm”i%LZ) ? < H(ZA%'%'Z) 2 <Z)\2(Z+1—s)|¢)\|2) 3
A A A

< ||80||L3W;=2*(Ixmd)“wHL?Wi’Z*(Ide)

and hence follows from the energy estimate (6.10) together with the L7, bound in the special
case o ~ 1. O

LyLg

7. WELL-POSEDNESS RESULTS

7.1. Global well-posedness for the model problem. The first step in the proof of Theorem [I.2] is to
prove the following global result for the model problem

(10: + A—=R(V))u=F, u(0) = f

where we assume that f € H*
are well-defined as maps from N*%9 to §%%9 even for large wave potentials V.

Theorem 7.1. Let 0 < s < {+2 and £ > 4 with (s,0) # (4,4 —2). Let 8 = max{%2, s — 1} and
a = a*(s,l) where a*(s,£) is as in (2.4). There exists € > 0 such that if 0 € I C R is an open interval, and
feHRY, Vp=¢"VlgeLX*H! IV = Villweasy <€, F e NI
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then there exists a unique solution v € C(I, H*(R?)) N L?L2" (I x RY) to the Cauchy problem
(10 + A=R(V))u=F, u(0) = f.

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(Vy) > 0 (independent of I, f, V, and F), such that

seaon) < COVL) (| fllas + | Fllveeon)

and, writing I = (T—,T4) with —co < T— < Ty < 00, there exists f1 € H® such that

lim [l u(t) — fo 1z = 0.
t—T4 z

ul

Remark 7.2 (Free wave potentials). The potential V' in Theorem should be thought of as a small per-
turbation of the free wave V;, = ¢lVlg. In particular, in the special case where the potentially is simply a
free wave, i.e. V =V, the smallness condition is trivially satisfied. Consequently, for any f € H®, g € HY,
F € N%%% Theorem gives a global solution u € $%%9 to the Schrédinger equation

(10 + A = R(Vp))u = F, u(0) = f. (7.1)

Thus no smallness condition is required on the potential Vi, or the data f. Moreover, for any open interval
I C R and g € H*, the Duhamel integral is a continuous map Zy, : N*%(I) — §%%0(I), and we have the
bound

|1 Zv, [F]|

ssao(ry S 1F | nse0(ry-

Remark 7.3 (Strichartz control). When a > 0, the solution space S%%° does not control the Strichartz space
L?W22" . On the other hand, when 0 < s < £+ 1, we have a*(s, ) = 0. Therefore, an application of (2.5) and
Theorem [7.1| implies that solutions to the Schrédinger equation ([7.1) satisfy the (global) Strichartz estimate

1
2
(D N a3z e o)) S

Ae2n

500 S 1 lle + 1 Fllvoo.

In particular, forany 0 < s <{+1, /4> %, and (f,g) € H* x H® we have

lull oz S Il + (0 + A — %(VL))uHI@W;‘z*'

The first step in the proof of Theorem is to prove a local version with the additional assumption that
the potential V' is small in some dispersive type norm.

Proposition 7.4. Let 0 < s < (+2 and £ > % — 2 with (s, () # (2,9 —2). Let 8 = max{%2,s — 1} and
define a = a*(s,?) as in (2.4). There exists € > 0 and C > 0 such that if 0 € I C R is an open interval, and

f e H¥(RY), F e N**9(I), Ve WheA(1), IV llweesyrawsxray <€
then the Cauchy problem
(10 + A)u=R(V)u+ F, u(0) = f
has a unique solution u € C(I, H*(R)) N L2L2" (I x RY) and we have the bound
[ullseaocry < C(Iflas + 1 Flneaor))-
Moreover, writing I = (T—,Ty) with —oo < T_ < T4 < oo, there exists fy € HS such that

lim [le™"*®u(t) = felm; = 0.
t—Ty ®

Proof. This is a direct application of Lemma Lemma [2.5] and Corollary Define the sequence
u; € $%%9(I) for j > 1 by solving

(i0r + A)uj = §R(V)'Lh'71 + F, UJ(O) =f
and let ug = 0. An application of Corollary together with the smallness assumption on V implies that

lwjllssaoy SN llmas + €ellwj—1llssaory + [Fllnsaor

and

luj —uj—1llssaory S €lluj—1 — uj—2|lss.a0r)
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Thus provided e > 0 is sufficient small (depending only on the constant in Corollary [3.2]), the sequence u; is
a Cauchy sequence and hence converges to a (unique) solution u € $*%°(I). Uniqueness in the larger space
LPL2 N L?L% follows by standard arguments from the Strichartz estimate
1Zo[R(V)ulll Lo p2mr2pze (1xray S IRV )ull 2 12+ (1
S ||V||(L§°L§+L3L;{)(wa)||U||Lg0LgnL$Lg* (I xR4)
S HV”Wé,a,ff([)Jrwajvd(ijd)HUHL;’OLimLng*(Ide)-
Finally, to prove the existence of the limits lim;_,7, e~"*®u(t), it suffices to show that e™*“u is a Cauchy

sequence as ¢ — T To this end, we first observe that by Corollary [3.2 we have G = R(V)u+F € N*%9(I).
Let G’ € N*%0 be any extension of G from I to R. Then for any ¢,t' € I

le™*Au(t) — e Bu(t) e = lle” A Lo[G1(1) — e AL[GI(E) | 1- = lleAT[C)(E) — e ATo[G) () a1

t .
- H /t’ e_’SAG'(S)dsHHS

and therefore, an application of Lemma and Lemma implies that e~"*2u(t) is a Cauchy sequence as
required. O

To apply the previous proposition, we need to decompose R into intervals on which V7 is small. This
exploits the dispersive properties of the free wave Vi, = e*!Vlg. More precisely, we have the following minor
variation of [3, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 7.5 ([3, Lemma 4.1]). Let ¢,s,a >0, € >0, and V, = etlVlg e L HE. Then there exists a finite
collection of open intervals (I;)j=1,.. N such that R = Uévzllj, min|l; N Ij4q1| > 0, and

20 Wl o <
Proof. Decompose g = g1 + g2 where go € C5°(R?) and ||g1||z¢ < €. Since go is smooth and compactly
supported, the dispersive estimate for the free wave equation gives ¢'lVlg, € LW (R ) and hence we
can find a collection of open intervals (I;);=1,... n such that R = U;VZIIJ-, min |I; N I;11] > 0, and
it|v|

sup e
j=1,...N

On the other hand, the definition of the norm W*%%# implies that

92ll w1, xmey < €

it|V| it| V|

e gillwees S llgillme < e

Gillweas, < e
Therefore, for every j =1,..., N, we have

it|V|

||VL||We,a,6(1j)+Lt2w;‘~d(Ijde) < ||eit‘v|91||w’f~av5(lj) + He 92||L§Wj’d(1j xR4) Se

O
The proof of Theorem [7.1] now follows by repeatedly applying Proposition [7-4] together with the decom-
posability property in Lemma [2.§
Proof of Theorem[7.4} Let e > 0 and suppose that
IV — Vilweas < e
An application of Lemma gives finite number of open intervals (I;),=1,.. n and points ¢t; € I,_; NI; such
that I = Ué\’:llj, min |I; N Ij44] > 0, and

J:SI'l,lp)N HV||W£’G’B(Ij)+L$W;'d(Ij xR4) g HV — VLHWE,O.,H([) + J:il’lp’N ||VLHWZ’C"L%(I]')—&-L%W;’OL(IJXRd) < 2e.
Assuming e > 0 is sufficiently small, Propositiongives a (unique) solution u € C(I;, H*)NLZL2" (I; x RY)
on the interval 0 € I; to the Cauchy problem
(10 + A)u=R(V)u+ F, u(0) = f (7.2)
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such that
lullssaocryy S Wfllms + 1Fl|veaoqry S N flms + [|Fllnveeo-

Taking new data u(t;) and u(t;—1), and again applying Proposition we get a unique solution
we O UL ULy, H)NLLY (I;_, UL UTj; x RY)

with

sup  lullssaoiy) S llas + 11F | veeom).
k=j—1,5,j+1
Continuing in this manner, after at most N steps, we obtain a unique solution u € C(I, H*)NL?L2" (I x R?)

such that

ul

soaory SN sup Nullssaoiy SN fllae + [1F ] veeow

J=1
where the first inequality is a consequence of Lemma[2.8] Finally, to show that the claimed limits as ¢ — sup I
and t — inf I exist, we simply repeat the argument at the end of the proof of Proposition [7.4 ]

7.2. Local and small data global results for the Zakharov system. We first consider the non-endpoint
d—
case s > 452,

Theorem 7.6 (LWP and small data GWP: non-endpoint case). Let d > 4 and suppose that (s,£) satisfies
the conditions (L3) and s > 952, Let a = a*(s, () and b= b*(s,€) as in ([2.4). For some 0 <0 <1 and any
g« € HY(R?) there exists € > 0, such that if f. € H*(R?) satisfies

£l

eimf*Hing* (1xra) < € for an interval 0 € I CR, (7.3)
then for all (f,g) in
De(furg:) ={(f.9) € H* x H": |If = fullm= <& g = gellze < e},
there exists a unique solution (u,V) € §5%(I) x Whas=32(I) to [21). The flow map
H*(RY x HY RN > D3 (f,9) =~ (u,V) € §54(I) x W= 3 (1)

is real-analytic, where D = D.(f«, g«) is the open bi-disc defined above. Moreover, if I =R, then there exists
(f+,g+) € H* x H* such that

lim (Hu(t) — eitAfiHHS + |V (t) - e”‘vlgiﬂm) =0.

t—+oo

Proof. Fix (s, () satisfying the conditions (I.3) and s > 953, and define a = a*(s, ) and b = b*(s,£) as in
(2.4). Let £ = min{¢,s — %} and define Vi, = ¢Vlg, to the free wave evolution of g, € H’, and similarly
up, = e f, for f, € H® in case of the free Schrodinger evolution.

Let us recall that Zy, [F] denotes the solution to the inhomogeneous Schrodinger equation
(i0r + A = R(VL)) = F, »(0)=0
and similarly, J5[G] denotes the solution to the inhomogeneous wave equation
(0 + V) =G,  ¢(0)=0.
We claim there exists 0 < 6 < 1 such that

HIVL [%(¢)1/}” Ss.a.0(J) Sg* ¢Hwi,a,s—%(1)”1/}| Ss,a,0(T) (74)
||IVL [%(QS)T/’]HL?L?C* (I xR4) Sg* ¢HWZ,0,0(1)||¢||L§L?T*(Ide) (7~5)
_ 0 1-9
|V raem sy S (10l 2222* (1 xray 1@l 22 12* (1xray ) ([19]s500(n) [@llsoe0(r : (7.6)
w (1)

The estimate ([7.4]) follows from Theorem and Theorem u To prove ([7.5)), we apply Remark and
observe that via the Littlewood-Paley square function estimate and Bernstein’s inequality
1

HIVL [F]HLng*(lde) N ( Z HP/\IVL [F]HQLng (Ide)> ’
DYV

So. HF”NO’DvO(I) So- FHL%L%*(Ide)’
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see also . Therefore
HIVL [%(QS)MHLng*(Ide) So.

el

Pllywoo Il L2z (rxra)

WHL%Lg* Sg* ||1/JHL$L§* (IxR4)

d
LR L2 (IxRY)

S

and so ([7.5)) follows. The final estimate ([7.6)) is a direct application of Corollary
Set p=V —V and g* = g — g«. Then the pair (u, p) solves

(10 + A = R(VL))u = R(p)u,  u(0) =/,
(@0 + [Vp = ~|VIluf*,  p(0) =g".
After noting that p = ¢*IVlg* — 75(|V||u|?) it suffices to find a fixed point u € S**°(I) for the map
O(f,g;u) =" f + Iy, (%(VL)eimﬁ +Iv, (%(eitlv‘g*)u) -1y, (\70(|VHU|2)U)~

Let A = |2 f.]l g2 2= (1l fll 4 (A = 1if fu = 0) and define the norm

lullz = _inf (A%

u=ui+tuz

0—
semon) + N ull e () + sl seeoqn) )

Note that (1+A~%) " |ul/gsao(ry < |Jullz < ||ullssa0(r) and hence || - ||z is an equivalent norm on S**%(1).
Moreover, since a'~%b% < A%a + A%~'b and lullzr2s 1y < lluflss.a0, a short computation using the bounds

, , and implies that
IZv. R()ulllz Sg. Il zaie-y pllullz, N TIVI@N ey )y S Ilullzllv]z.
Moreover, in view of the endpoint Strichartz estimate and the definition of A we have
e fllz S A°N full e + AP €2 Full 2 o (ry + 11 = Fullmze
= 20| full =N el Lo e oy + I = Fills S e+ ILf = fullae.
Consequently, for any (f,g) € D and u,v € S%°(I) we see that
12(f, g5z Sg. €+ ellullz + ||ully

and
1(F,950) = ®(f,9:0)]| 2 Sq. ellu—vllz + (lullz + [v]2)° = vl

Let C = C(g.«) denote the largest of the above implicit constants and take K = {u € S%%0 | ||ul|z < 2C¢}.
Then provided € = €(g.) > 0 is chosen sufficiently small, we get unique fixed point u € K C §%%0,

In addition, as a consequence of the above estimates, for (f,g) € D and v € K, we have that for any
v € §%%9(I), the linear map Tv = v— D, ®(f, g; u) is a small perturbation of the identity (with respect to the
norm || -||z), and hence T is a linear homeomorphism onto S*%%(I). Furthermore, the map ® is real-analytic
(as a composition of linear, bi- and trilinear maps over R). If u[f, g] denotes the solution with initial data
(f,g9), the implicit function theorem [I0, Theorem 15.3] implies that the flow map D > (f,g) — u[f,g] €
5§%90(]) is real-analytic. Define V = eIVlg — 75(|V||u|?). Estimate implies that V € Whas=3(J)
and (u, V) is a solution of (2:1). Also, D > (f,g)  V[f,g] = €"I¥lg — To(|V||ulf, g]|?) € WE*s=3(I) is a
composition of real-analytic maps and therefore real-analytic. In the case s > ¢+ % we have ¢ = f and b = 0,
so this is the claim.

In the remaining case s < £+ %, we have a = 0. Define k = £ if s > {and k = s — $(1 —b) if s < £. An
application of Theorem [3.1] gives

TR o000ty S 160y mo g 191
while Theorem implies that

S5:0,0(T)

||«70HV|@<P)]||W~,0,57%(I) S 1llssoomllellss00r.
For (f,g) € D and the solution u € K we have

u=e"f+ To(R(e"Vg)u) — Zo(Fo(|V[ul*)u). (7.7)
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Thus, we conclude that

ullssory S NFlas + llgllmellullssoom + llul
< (U llgllae + Iz 1F Lz

Equation (7.7) also shows that D > (f, g) — u[f, g] € S5%(I) is a composition of real-analytic maps, hence
real-analytic. Theorem [.1] again implies that

A0 I I

3
S5:0,0(7)

seon(nllellsson -

We conclude ,
Vilyeoa-t gy S lgllae + (T + lgllme + £ 7)1l

and, as above, D 3 (f,g) — V[f,g] € Wé’o’s_%(l) is real-analytic.

Finally, we remark that if I = R, then the solution scatters. This follows from an analogous argument
to that used in the proof of Theorem (i.e. show that u(t) forms a Cauchy sequence as t — 00). It only
remains to prove uniqueness in $*%°(I) x Whas—3 (I), but this again a consequence of the estimates proved
above. ]

We now consider the endpoint case (s, ¢) = (42, 454).

Theorem 7.7 (LWP and small data GWP: endpoint case). Let d >4 and fix (s,0) = (%52, 945*). For any
g+ € HY there exists € > 0, such that if f, € H® and 0 € I C R is an interval with

. 1 1
||eltAf*||z§W£,2*(IXRd)||f*||1?{5 < €, (78)

then for all (f,g) in

De(fe,90) =A{(fo9) € H* x H' :||f = fullu= < e llg—gullme <€},

there exists a unique solution w € C(I, H*) N LAWS? (I x RY), V € C(I,H®) to (2.1). Moreover, (u,V) €
55:00(1) x WE0s=3 (1) and the flow map

HS(Rd) X Hf(Rd) S D5 (f,9)— (uV)e SS’O’O(I) % W@,O,s—%u)

is real-analytic, where D = D(f«, g«) is the open bi-disc defined above. If I = R, then there exists (f+,g+) €
H® x H® such that

tim(fJu(t) = €2 fu | . + 1V (E) = ¥ ge e ) = 0.

t—+oo

Proof. Let g, € H® and € > 0 to be fixed later depending only on g, and the implicit constants in Theorem

and Propositions and Let f. € H® and 0 € I C R satisfy the smallness condition (7.8). As in
the proof of Theorem 7.6, we let V;, = e*IVlg, and ¢* = ¢ — ¢, and aim to find a fixed point u = O(f, g;u)
where

(f giu) i= 2 + Ty, (RO F) + Ty, (R g ) = T, (Fo( 9 luf?)u)

Let A = [[e™2 fo]| 020 ol fillzs (with A = 1if f. = 0) and define the norm

. 1
lullz = _inf (A}
uU=u

A,l
=u1+uz §=:0.0(1) + 2 Hu1||L?W£'2* (I) + ||’LL2| SS’O’O(I)>'

Note that A% |[ul|gs0o(ry < [lullz < |lu|
application of Theorem implies that
I Zv,, [F]]

and therefore Proposition [6.1] and Proposition [6.2] give

[Zv, [R(d)ul|

s=0.0¢ry and thus || - ||z forms an equivalent norm on S$*%°. An

§5:0,0(7) Sg* ||F||Ns,0,0([)

1 1
¢||Wz,o,57%(1) HUHIQ/%W;’Z* % ||U||§s,0,0(1)v

S5:0,0(T) S,g*

1 1 1 1
| To[IV](uw)] ||Wz,o,57% %) S ||u||z%W;2* (N Hungs,u,ou) ||UH2%W;,2* () ||v||§s,0,0(1)‘
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gs0.0(7) and (ab)2 < A2a + A~2b, we conclude that

Since ||u||L%W;,2*(I) < ul

1Zv, [R(d)ulll z < 1 Zvy, [R()ul|

sa00(r) S 19l eoe-y o lullz

and
191Ny ) S lllzlol]
Moreover, in view of our choice of A > 0 and the smallness condition ([7.8)) we see that
) N T
162 £l 2 £ AR fullie + A3 ull ooy + 1 = ol

1 1
< 2 itA 2 _ s < — s
SULB N Ll e g 415 = follirs S €+ 1 = Fullre
Combining the above bounds then gives

12(f. g:w)llz Sg. €+ If = Fellms + llg = gullmellullz + ull%

and
19(f, g:u) = @(f. g5 0)l 2 S 9 = gellmellu—vllz + (lullz + vl 2)* [l = v] 2.

A routine contraction argument then implies that, provided ¢ = €(g.) > 0 is sufficiently small, for any
(f,g) € D there is a unique fixed point u € S*99(I). Setting V = Vi, — Jo[|V||ul?], we get a solution
(u, V) € §509(1) x Wt05=2(I) due to Proposition Also, the flow map is real-analytic, we omit the
details.

To prove that the solution scatters, we note that writing I = (T, Ty), then as in the proof of Theorem
a computation shows that for any sequence of times t; T}, the sequence (e~"%u(t;), e’”iW‘V(tj))
forms a Cauchy sequence in H® x H. In particular the limits

li —itA —it|V| li —itA —it| V|
Jim (e7"2u(t),e V(t)) and Jimn (e7"2u(t),e V(t))

exist in H® x H¢. Therefore, if I = R, the solution scatters to free solutions as t — +00.

To check the uniqueness claim, we note that the above bounds together with a continuity argument give
uniqueness in $*%0(1) x W%¢(T). In particular, in view of Propositions and to prove uniqueness it
suffices to show that if (u, V) € C(I, H* x H') is a solution to with

1wl oo brs (1 xra) + ||UHL§W;72*(IXW) + IVl oo e (1xray < 00

then u € S590(1) and V € W5%4(I) where the ‘weak’ solution spaces S5%° and W5%¢ are defined in the
beginning of Section [6 To this end, we note that a standard product estimate gives

H(Zat + A)“HL%Hg_l(IXRd) = ”m(v)u”LfH;_l(Ix]Rd) S ||V||L50HZ(I><]R‘1)||UHL%W;,2*(IX]R,1)
and

1G8: + VDV [l 2 gyt (1 cmay S IVl S llulloge g rxrey [0l poyps 2 (1 xmay-

L?Hi’%(lde)
Consequently, extending u from the interval I = (Tp,77) to R using free Schrodinger waves,
0 = 1oty (DR U(Ty) + Lr(But) + Lz, o) (e’ 2u(Ty)
(potentially shrinking I ensures u(Tp), u(T1) € H® are well-defined) the endpoint Strichartz estimate implies
HU’/HSﬁ;O‘O(I) < || pgerrs + HUIHngj,?* +1[(i0; + A)“/HLfH;—l

S lullpee s (rxrey + ||UHL3W;,2*(1X]R¢) + [|(30 + A)UHLgH;*l(Ide)

and hence u € S5%%(I). Similarly, we extend V from I by free waves
V' =1 om0 TTONVIV(T) + 1)V () + Ly 00 ()TN (1)
and observe that
Vo < IV Nz + 160+ 9DVl 2o
S WVl merxmray + 10 + VDV 2 o1 (g gy -

Therefore V € W£%(T).
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8. PERSISTENCE OF REGULARITY

In this section our goal is show that under suitable assumptions on a solution (u, V) to (2.1)), any additional
regularity of the data (u, V)(0) persists in time.

Theorem 8.1. Let (s,£) satisfy (1.3) and fir a = a*(s,£), b =0b*(s,£) as in (2.4]). Suppose that (u,V) is a
2.1)

solution to the Zakharov system (| on some interval I > 0 with

lall o ags bl asse AV < 0.
L$°H, ? (IxR4) L2w, 2 (IxR%) L°H, 2 (IxRd)

If (u, V)(0) € H® x H*, then (u,V) € S%%*(I) x Wé’“’s_%(l), and the flow map is real-analytic with respect
to the H® x H' and S5%°(I) x W%s=2(I) topologies.
We break the proof of Theorem into three main steps.

(i) (Improving Schrédinger regularity when s > £+ 1.) If (s,£) and (5, £) satisfy (L.3) and £+ 4 < s < 3,
then

(u, V) € §%%0(I) x WhH®s~

1

FDandu(0) € B = (V) € S5O x WER()

where a = a*(s,¢) and @ = a*(8,£).

(ii) (Improving wave regularity when s > ¢+ 1.) If (s, £) and (s,0) satisfy (T.3) and £ < £ < s — 1, then
(w,V) € §5¢0(I) x Whes=3(I) and V(0) € H' = (u,V) € §%¥0(I) x Wha=—5(1)

where now a = a*(s,¥) and a = a*(s, ).

(iii) (Improving wave regularity when ¢ > s — 1.) If (s,£) and (s, ) satisfy (1.3) and s — 1 < £ < 7, then
(u, V) € S%00(I) x WEOs=5(I) and V(0) € HY = (4, V) € §*0(I) x Whos=3(])
where b = b*(s,£) and b = b*(s, /).

Theorem then follows by repeatedly applying the implications (i)-(iii) and using the fact that the as-
sumptions on (u, V') in Theoremﬂimply that (u,V) € S’%’O’O(I) X Wdzi’o’d%(f).

In the remainder of this section we give the proof of the implications (i), (ii), and (iii) in Subsections
[B:2] and [B:3] respectively. The proof of Theorem [8.1]is then given in Subsection [8:4]

8.1. Improving Schrédinger regularity. Our goal here is to prove the implication (i). Let (s,¢) and
(8,0) satisfy and £+ 1 < s < 5. Let @ = a*(5,¢) and a = a*(s,£). Clearly we may also assume that
§< s+ %, since the general case follows by repeatedly applying this special case. The key point is to prove
that there exists § > 0 such that for any interval I ¢ R

2—0
Ss,a,ﬂ(j) (81)

2 - < 0
I sy S 110, szl

x

where 8 = max{d—;l, § — 1}. Supposing (8.1]) holds, decomposing I = Ué-vzllj with min|l; N Ij41] > 0, we
may assume that on each interval I; we have

0 2-0
Hu”ﬁW:?’?*(Ij de)HUHSSYQYD(Ij) =
where ¢ > 0 is as in Theorem Choose t; € I; N 1;11. Applying and a time translated version
of Theorem [7.6] then implies that u € $%@9([;) with real-analytic dependence on (u(t;),V(t;)) for every
j =1,...,N. Summing up the finite number of intervals I; via Lemma then gives u € $$%9(I) and
real-analytic dependence on (u(0),V(0)). In particular, we have the implication (i) under the additional
assumption that s < § < s+ %. But this implies (i) after repeatedly applying the above argument.
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We now turn to the proof of (8.1). In view of the bound ||V ||yeas < |V ||weta-anas, it suffices to show
that

H%(\V\IUIZ)IIWHa—a,a,ﬁ(I)NIIUHQ 4 g IIISMO (8.2)
,/WI (IxR

If s > d%? then a computation shows that

B < min{s, 2s — 2 —a}, 2a < 25— ({+a—a) — %52, a<s—({+a—a)

and hence (8.2) follows from Corollary On the other hand, in the endpoint case s = %, we have
a=a=0and {= %, and hence (8.2) follows from Proposition

8.2. Improving wave regularity I. Our goal here is to prove the implication (ii). Let (s,£) and (s, /)
satisfy and £ < £ < s — L. Without loss of generality, we may make the additional assumption that
(< 0+ %, as the general case again follows by repeating this special case. Let a = a*(s,¢) and a = a* (s, 6).
A computation shows that

~ d-=2 ~
2a<2s—€—T, a<s—V~.
In particular, since @ < a, an application of Corollary implies that there exists 8 > 0 such that
To(IV [P rae s, < NIV raer, S lull® as . |30, 8.3
190110y gy < Iy S o il (83

and hence V = eIVIV(0)+ Jo(|V||u|?) € W@ (I). Tt only remains to improve the Schrédinger regularity
to u € S%%9(I) but this follows by arguing as in (i). Namely, we can decompose the interval I = U]:1I
into a finite number of intervals I; satisfying min|/; N ;41| > 0 and

0
[l 2 :%3,2* 1, k) ||u||ssa0([) <e
where € > 0 is as in Theorem Choose t; € I;N1;41. Applying the estimate . together with Theorem
- we conclude that v € S*% 0( ;) with real analytlc dependence on (u(t;),V(t;)) for j = 1,...,N and
hence u € $%%9(I) by Lemma and real-analytic dependence on (u(0),V(0)). Therefore the implication
(ii) follows.

8.3. Improving wave regularity II. Our goal here is to prove the implication (iii). Let (s,) and (s,0)
satisfy (L.3) and s—1 < ¢ < (. Let b =b*(s,£) and b = b (s, 0). Suppose that (u, V) € §500 (1) x WE0s=2 (]),
we would like to 1mprove this to (u,v) € §%0 b( ) X Whos—3 (I), again with real-analytic dependence. In

view of Theorem |4.1] it suffices to show that u € S9%(I). Choose ¢ < ¢' < £ such that
max{% +b,s— 1+l~)} <0 < min{2s — 9452, s + b}, (s,0)) # (452,952 +b).
An application of Theorem [.1] gives

Voo gy S VOl gz + lullFe0n

and thus, via Theorem [3.1} we conclude that

el geosry S We@)lls + MV er0img oy lllseooiy S Hu@)llas + (VO gz + lullgeonn) lullssoom).

Therefore u € SS’O’F’(I) as required.

8.4. Proof of Theorem In view of the implications (i), (ii), and (iii), it suffices to show that if
a3 _ d=3 o
(u,V) € C(I,Hz> x HdT4) is a solution to the Zakharov equation (2.1 with u € LIW, 2 2 (I x R%),
then (u, V) € S?’O’O(I) x W04 (I). But this implication is contained in the argument used to prove
uniqueness in Theorem [7.7]
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9. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

9.1. Proof of Theorem Suppose that (s, ¢) satisfies (I.3). Then, Theorem [7.6] or Theorem [7.7] imply

well-posedness on a (small enough) interval I > 0.
Now, we prove the converse implication. More precisely, we prove that the flow map of (2.1) is not of
class C? for (s, ) which do not satisfy (1.3]). Fix (s, ¢) and assume the contrary. Fix ¢t > 0 and consider

t
I,\(t) - Z/ ei(tft')A (é}e(eit’\v|g)\)eit'Af)\)dt/,

0
t —_—
Ia(t) =i / I (e Ahe By ) dt’
0

for certain [|gxllgeray = | fxll s ey = |hall s (ray = 1, to be chosen. (Iy,Jy) corresponds to a second order
directional derivative (Gateaux derivative) at the origin, which must be uniformly (in A) bounded by our
hypothesis.
We first prove lower bounds on ¢. Choose
o~ _e—d
(O =A""%16,(6), Gr={ eR": A< [¢[ <22}

and
e 1F>\ (g)

Al =—F222— Fy={¢eR":2<|¢[ < M/4}
O e gy =

We compute

d_g
L ’}Ong if s < %
Ia(&)dE ~ loglog A if s = % .
Fy ] 2
1 lfS > 3

If 2A < [¢] < X and n € F), then £ — n € G)\. Therefore,
I s may S Ngallzreey | Fxll e mey, for all A > 1,
implies

AT /F AAE)dE S IO s ray S 1,
A

which is true if and only if
(>4-2 ifs<
(>9%-2 ifs=
{>s—2 ifs>

[SIISH NI ISR [SH

Second, we prove lower bounds on s. Choose hy = ay) + by, where
—~ _e_d 1
ax(6) =275 (14, (O + 14y (), A= {E R [E—ead| < 7))

and

N 1Bx(§) d
b = ——"—"— B, = R®:2< < \/8}.
MO = e B = (R 2 <[ < )

We compute

d
A2 ¢ . d
R log X if s < b
/B ba(§)d§ = loglog A if s = % )
§ 1 if s > %

. . Y T g/ - . . .
as above. The spatial Fourier transform of (e“ Agret'Bay + et Ab,\e“/Ab,\) is zero within the set C) =

{€€R: €~ Ney| < %)\}. Further, if £ € C) and n € By, then £ — n € A). Therefore, the bound

I TN reray S NPl s ey [1hAll s mey, for all A1,
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implies
2 b
(/ <§>”‘}'J§b(t)(§)‘ dg) <1, forall A> 1,
Cix
where .
Jb(t) = / ei(tft’)lvl\V|§R(eit/Aa>\ewAb)\)dt’.
0
Since .
2 \3 .
([ @rmanef )’ = x| e
Ch B
we must have
25 >0+ % if s < %
s>0—1 if s = % .
s>0—1 if s > 4

9.2. Proof of Theorem Suppose that (s, ¢) satisfies (I.3) and f € H*(R?) and (go,91) € H*(R?) x
HY(RY). Define g = go —ig1 € H'(R?). Suppose that ||f||zs < e. If € > 0 is small enough (depending
on g), due to the endpoint Strichartz estimate, we have that (7.8]) is satisfied for I = R, and Theorem

yields a unique global solution (u, V) € C(R, H*) N L? W:TS’Q (R xR%) x C(R, H*) to the Zakharov equation
. Note that v = RV, |V|~10;v = SV have the same regularity. Also, by Theorem the additional
regularity persits, i.e. (u,V) € §5%b x Whas=3 and we have real-analytic dependence. Further, this implies
the scattering claim, as shown in the proof of Theorem
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