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MAXIMAL FUNCTION ESTIMATES AND LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS
FOR THE GENERALIZED ZAKHAROV-KUZNETSOV EQUATION

FELIPE LINARES AND JOAO P.G. RAMOS

ABSTRACT. We prove a high-dimensional version of the Strichartz estimates for the
unitary group associated to the free Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation. As a by—product, we
deduce maximal estimates which allow us to prove local well-posedness for the generalized
Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in the whole subcritical case whenever d > 4,k > 4,
complementing the recent results of Kinoshita [18] [19] and Herr—Kinoshita [I5]. Finally,
we use some of those maximal estimates in order to prove pointwise convergence results
for the flow of the generalized Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in any dimension, in the

same spirit of [5].

1. INTRODUCTION
In a manuscript published in 1974 [32], Zakharov and Kuznetsov deduced the equation
(1.1) Owu + 0z Au + udyu = 0,

where u = u(x,y,t) is a real-valued function, as means to describe propagation of ionic-
acoustic waves in a magnetized plasma. In [20], the authors derive (LI from the Euler—
Poisson system with magnetic field. Our main focus will remain, however, in the initial

value problem (IVP) associated to the generalized version of this equations, as follows:

ou + 0 Au + (9x(uk+1) =0 on R{xR, keZt,

(2 u(0) = ug on RY,

where the datum wug is taken to belong to an adequate Sobolev space H*(R). This problem
has attracted the attention of many authors since the work of Faminskii [10] on the k =1
case, who initially showed local well-posedness for s > 1 in the two-dimensional case.
Eversince, many others have contributed in the two-dimensional case, among which we
mention the work of Linares and Pastor [22] where it was proved local-wellposednes for s >
3/4 by employing smoothing effects. The works of Molinet and Pilod [25] and Griinrock
and Herr [14], which proved local well-posedness by using the Fourier restriction method
for s > %

Still in the & = 1 case, we also mention the work of Molinet—Pilod [25] and Ribaud—
Vento [27], which proved local and global well-posedness in H*(R3) for s > 1. It was
not until recently, however, in the works of Kinoshita [I8] and Herr—Kinoshita [15] that
well-posedness was obtained in the best possible range for the Picard iteration method:

s>—iifd:2ands>% for d > 3.
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A key instrument in all references above in order to study this equation is estimating

its free solutions. Indeed, let

du+0,Au=0 onR?xR;

1.3
(3) u(z,0) = ug(z)  on RY,

be the linear problem associated to the equation (LI]). We denote the group of operators
associated to this problem by U (t)ug given by

U(tyuo(&,n) = eSETMT5(¢ m), € e Ry e R,

We remark that, as in the one-dimensional case of the KdV equation, this group possesses

good maximal properties: indeed, if d = 2, Linares and Pastor [22] proved that
1U@)uollparee, S luolls, s > 3/4, T € [0,1],

Later on, Griinrock [13] extended this estimate to arbitrary times. Also, Faminskii [10]

showed that the same estimate holds with an L2 norm:
HU(t)UOHLngft S Jluolls, s > 3/4.

If d = 3, Griinrock [12] proved that slightly stronger inequality holds in case p = 4. Indeed,
he proved that
1U (@ )uollza roe < lluolls, s > 3/4.

This implies, by Sobolev embedding, a maximal estimate of the form
1U(#)uollLaree, < lluolls,

for s > 5/4. Finally, complementing those results, we have the following time-weighted

maximal estimate, proved by Ribaud-Vento [27]:
[E°U()uoll 2 12x, S lluolls; s > 1,

where we are allowed to take a > 3/8.
In this note, we would like to address two main questions and assess their consequences,

namely:
(i) (Space-time maximal estimate) Given p € (1,00), how large can s € R be so that
the estimate

(1.4) IU@uollzpec, < luolls

y,t€[0,1
holds for all uy € S(R?)?
(ii) (Time-only maximal estimate) Given p € (1,00), how large can s € R be so that

the estimate

(1.5) IU@uollzz ,ree < lluolls

z,yHtef0,1]
holds for all uy € S(R%)?

Regarding those questions, we construct a simple set of counterexamples to give pre-
liminary restrictions on such values of s. Indeed, the partial restrictions we have are the

following;:



MAXIMAL ESTIMATES AND LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR GENERALIZED ZK 3

Proposition 1.1. Regarding the questions before, the following assertions hold:

(1) If (L4)) holds, then

v

p € [2,+00) and s

(2) If ([I3) holds, then

1 1\ 3 d/1 1
9 ds> dl=—=). 2_2(2_2){
P € [2,+o0) an S_max{ (2 p>’2p 2<2 p>}

As a direct consequence, we are able to establish that some previous results in the

literature are, in fact, sharp.

Theorem 1.2. Consider the group {U(t) }1er the unitary group associated to (L3)).
(1) If d = 3, then the estimates

- <

10 uolizi . S luoll

hold whenever s > % — 1—1) and p > 2. Moreover, this estimate is sharp, up to the
3_1

endpoint s = 5 — >

(2) If d =2, then the estimates

10 ol i, ., S luolls

hold whenever either s > 1 — % andp >4 orp€[2,4) and s > %. Moreover, this

estimate is sharp, up to the endpoint s =1 — 1—1), in case p € [4,+00), or up to the

endpoint s = % in case p = 2.

In order to prove this theorem, we will use the already existing estimates for the group,
which have been noted before (e.g. [10} 27, [12), 13] and others). The most interesting part
of the proof of the result is the sharpness of the estimates when d = 2,p = 2, for which
we actually resort to PDE methods.

Indeed, we show that, in case the estimate were true for some s < % and d =2,p = 2,
the Picard iteration method would work for proving local well-posedness for the modified

1

Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in dimension 2 for some sg < 3. By a recent result of

Kinoshita [19], however, we know that, similarly as in the KdV case, we can only prove local

well-posedness by a contraction argument in case s > i. This contradiction establishes

our result
These methods provide us, through Sobolev embedding and an argument by contradic-
tion, with the s > d (% — %) range for the second part of Proposition [LT In order to

Q(djl), we em-

obtain the range mentioned in that statement, which does better in case p <
ploy results by Sjolin [30] and Rogers [28] on maximal estimates related to Schrédinger-like
operators. See Section 2 below for more details.

Next, we establish Strichartz estimates for the unitary group U(¢) in higher dimensions.
We remark that many of those estimates were obtained in the two and three dimensional
cases in [22], [24]. In the current format, these follow closely [16], and are contained in
the recent work of Schippa [29] for the critical line % +2=1.
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Proposition 1.3. Let d > 3, and q,r > 2. It holds that

IU@)uollry_, , omey S luollars,

2, 2 _a(1_1 3

where £ + 5 <1, ands-d<§—6>—;.
In particular, setting ¢ = r = 4 in this result implies a recent estimate by Herr—Kinoshita
[15] (see also [19]), which enables the authors to prove subcritical local well-posedness for

the Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in any dimension:
a=3
1U (t)uol| s S IV) T o 2,
z,y,[0,1]

whenever d > 3. An application of Sobolev embedding in the t—variable readily implies

the following maximal estimate:

IU@uollLs e S lluollars,

whenever s > %. Notice that this estimate is, in fact, sharp according to Proposition [L.1],
as so is the other space-time maximal estimate which follows directly from the one above
via Sobolev embedding, this time on the y—variable:
(1.6) U@ uollpares, S lluollas,
y,[0,1]
1
i
Our final contribution is an usage of maximal estimates in order to prove well-posedness

d
fors>§—

for the generalized Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in higher dimensions:

O+ 0pAu+ 0, (uFt1) =0  on R? x R;

1.7
0 u(z,0) = up(z) on R,

The modified and generalized versions of the Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation have been
previously considered by many authors. In dimension 2, we mention briefly the works of
Biagioni and Linares [2], Linares and Pastor [22] 21], and Farah, Linares and Pastor [11],
which all contributed to the development of the topic. In particular, we mention the work
of Ribaud and Vento [26] which proved local well-posedness for (L7)) whenever k£ > 4 in
the full subcritical range s > 1 — %, and for s > % for k=3, s > i for k = 2.

It was not until the works of Griinrock [12] [I3] that local well-posedness was proved in
the full subcritical range s > % for the k = 3 case in d = 2, and also the full subcritical
range s > % — % was reached for any k € Z, k > 2 in d = 3. Finally, we remark that the
subcritical result s > 0 for k = 2 was recently shown by Kinoshita [I8] not to hold if one
demands smoothness of the flow map, which demonstrates, among other things, that the
Ribaud—Vento result for s > i in [27] was essentially sharp. Kinoshita also proved local
well-posedness for small data in s = % and full subcritical well-posedness s > %l —1in
any dimension d > 3 for the modified Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation. He also shows small
data global well-posedness for the critical space H%2~! for all d > 3.

Our result, as previously mentioned, complements the results of Herr—Kinoshita [15],

Kinoshita [19] and Griinrock [12] [13].
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Theorem 1.4. Let d > 3 and k > 4. Then there are function spaces X} so that for each
up € H*(RY) with s > 4 — 2, the IVP ([IL7) has a unique solution

u e C([0,T): H¥(RY) N X%,

where T = T(||luol|s) > 0. Moreover, the map ug + u from H*(RY) to X3NC([0,T]: H*(RY))

18 locally Lipschitz continuous.

In order to prove this result, we will use (IL6]) in conjunction with a local smoothing
estimate. This is heavily inspired in the works of Ribaud and Vento [26], 27] and Griinrock
[12, 13], and we only miss the full subcritical range in the k = 3 case because of the lack

of a sharp L%L;"T estimate for U(t); see the comments in the last section for more details.
d—3+
Finally, we use the same H 1 — L2 y,r estimate in order to prove a result about

pointwise convergence of the flow to the initial data.

Theorem 1.5. Let d,k € N as before. Let also k > 2 if d € {2,3} and k > 4 if d > 4,
and s > max (§d, % - %) , where

ifd=2,3;

if d > 4.

Sd —

=R, N

Then, for each initial datum ug € H*(R?), the unique solution u € C([0,T]: H*(R%)) to
the IVP (1) given by Theorem [I.4] converges pointwise to ug; i.e.,

lim u(z,t) = ug(z), for a.e. x € R%
t—0

Increasing attention has been given to such kinds of results in the recent literature,
especially in the KdV case, where we mention the works of Erdogan and Tzirakis both
in the KdV and Schrodinger cases [8, 9], as well as the very recent results of Compaan,
Luca and Staffilani [5], which were responsible for establishing such results also in the
context of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation in in higher dimensions in a sharp range,
using the sharp pointwise convergence theorem for the Schrodinger flow [6l [7]. In our

companion paper [23], we establish such a pointwise convergence result also in the case of

4
3

in (L7). There, our methods give us as range for well-posedness s > %, which coincides

the L?—critical generalized Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in three dimensions, i.e., k =
with the range in which the H® — LiyL%o maximal estimates hold.

Notation and Organization. We use the modified Vinogradov equation A < B several
times to indicate that there is an absolute constant C' > 0 so that A < C - B. We
also use the original Vinogradov equation A < B to denote that there is a (relatively)
large constant C' with the property A < C'- B. We also use several times the notation
(=AY 2f = (V) f = FHA+ €2 + nl?)*/2 ).

Finally, the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the counterxamples
and the proof of Proposition [Tl and Theorem In Section 3, we prove Proposition
3] followed by a discussion on how the results in those sections imply well-posedness for

the generalized Zakharov—Kuznetsov in higher dimensions and a proof of Theorem
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Finally, in Section 4, we discuss some generalizations, remarks and open questions which

arise naturally from our discussion.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we will prove Theorem by first showing, via an elementary coun-
terexample, Proposition [LT1 We will then show that the necessary conditions provided
by that proposition are, in fact, sharp in certain instances when d = 2,3. The proof of
such sharpness assumes previous results in the literature, and, as stated earlier, also an

argument involving the modified Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in two dimensions.

2.1. Proof of Proposition [I.Jl As mentioned in the introduction, we construct a simple
set of counterexamples to prove Proposition [LLIl First, define the Schwartz functions ¢;
on the Fourier side as

Gin(€,m) = 022 "),
where 6 is a smooth one-dimensional function supported at [—4,—1/2] U[1/2,4], equal to
lon [-2,-1]U[1,2], and ¢ is a (d — 1)—dimensional counterpart of 6. If j > —k, a simple
calculation implies that

lipg g2 ~ 217 DRI 2k,

On the other hand, for |y| < 27%, |t| < min(1,2/7%%), and |z| < 27, the Fourier transform
definition of U(t) implies that

U () x(2,y)| 2 2@ DE=I,

This holds as the smallness assumptions are basically cancelling off the phase in the inverse

Fourier transform definition of U(t)y; ;. Thus,
d—1)k—j+21 d—1)k—j)/29k
2T S UM psallprze, S lejlls = 207 DR120k

In other words, 9“5 k+i(1/p=1/2) < 2F5, Here we have set ourselves the freedom to choose
j > —k. If p <2, we can just let j — oo to show that, in fact, no inequality of the type
(L4]) can hold. For p > 2, the worst case scenario happens when j = —k, so that

d-1

27 ktk(1/2=1/p) < oks W > 1 = s> a4
~ ’ - - 2

This proves the first part of [LIl In order to prove the second one, assume that the

E'M—‘

inequality
Isup [U(#)uolllp < [luollr

holds with p > 1. By Sobolev embedding, this estimate implies that (L4]) holds for all
§s>r+ %. Therefore,
r>d (1 — 1) .
2. p

This finishes the proof of the first lower bound on the second part. In order to prove the

5> 5 — 75 <% - %) restriction, we shall use two different results. The first of them is the

following bound obtained by Sj6lin in [30, Theorem 1].
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Theorem A. Suppose that  : R — R is a smooth homogeneous polynomial of degree
> 1. Then the estimate

sup ‘ eztﬂ f‘

S Nl s ray
te[0,1]

Lr(B%(0,1))

o — o~

can only hold if s + "2—;1 > 4. Here, we let Q(D)f(¢) = Q(¢)f(C).

As an immediate corollary, we see that the bound

| sup |U(t )f|HLP B(0,1)) HfHHS(]Rd
te[0,1]
can only hold if s + 2= . In order to pass from the unit ball to the whole euclidean

space, we must use the follovvlng result by Rogers [28, Theorem 1.3]:

Theorem B. Let p > 2 and Q : R — R be a smooth function so that, for some integer
m > 2, it holds that |DQC)| Sa [C[™7101 for all multiindices |a| < 2, and that [VQ(C)] 2

|C|™~L. Then the local mazimal estimate

sup [P f|

S Nl s ray
te[0,1]

Lp(B4(0,1))

holds for all s > sq if and only if the global maximal estimate

sup ’eitQ(D)f’

S N s ray
te(0,1]

Lr(R4)

holds for all s > m sy — (m —1)d (% - %) .

In our case, it is easy to see that Q(&,n) = £(&2 + |n|?) satisfies the hypotheses above
with m = 3. Therefore, Theorems [A] and [Bl imply together that the time-only maximal
estimate can only hold whenever s > 3 <— — d2—p1> —2d <% - %) = % — %l (% - %) .
This completes our proof.

2.2. Analysis of the three-dimensional maximal estimate. In three-dimensions, the
existing results are (essentially) sharp and completely compatible with the counterexam-
ples given above. Indeed, it is not complicated to prove that, for p — oo, Faminskii’s

methods imply that
(2.1) IO @uollp % lluolls, s> 3/2.

Indeed, (21]) follows by a simple Sobolev embedding argument:
3(N—2)

W Ouly, S Ve 5 U@l 1z, < ol v

We are then allowed to directly interpolate this bound with Ribaud—Vento [27, Proposi-
tion 3.3], which states
[U@uolzsse, , S luollzes s > 1.

This yields the result directly by letting N — oo.
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Alternatively, one can also follow Faminskii’s approach. We are then required to esti-

mate functions of the form
I (z,y,t) = / @Sy HEE ) (27 (¢, 1)) de dy,
RS

where ¢ is a smooth indicator function of the annulus {|({,n)| ~ 1}. We clearly have
Ikl L, < 23 By [27, Lemma 3.3], we have HIkHL;L;j"t < poly(k)2%*. Interpolation
yields
[Tkl p Lo, < poly (k)22 (=0,
Ty,
where p = %. An application of the TT™* method and a Littlewood—Paley analysis yields

2
7
On the other hand, inequality (I4]) only holds if s > % — %. Setting p = q = % gives us

1-6
HU(t)UOHLgL;ft S luolls, s > 1+ 5 for ¢ =

that the result is, indeed, sharp, up to the endpoint, as we wished.

2.3. Analysis of the two-dimensional maximal estimate. For the case of d = 2, we
have a distinction to make:

If p > 4, then the counterexample we gave yields the sharp bound, as Linares—Pastor and
Griinrock [22, 12] show that

HU(t)UOHLngft S Jluolls, s > 3/4.

By the Sobolev embedding argument from the previous section, one easily sees that the
range of s one gets matches with that of our counterexample if p > 4, except for the
endpoint s =1 — %.

On the other hand, if p € [2,4), the subject is much more delicate. Indeed, we will show

that Faminskii’s result
(2.2) IU@)uollrzrze, S lluolls,

for s > 3/4, is optimal, up to the endpoint s = 3/4. Instead of building an explicit
counterexample, we argue by contradiction.

In fact, suppose that ([2Z.2]) holds for s > sg, 3/4 > s¢9. We follow Ribaud—Vento’s ideas
for the well-posedness of the modified Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation [26]. More precisely,

we wish to construct a solution to

O + 0pAu+ 0,(u?) =0  on R x R

2.3
23) u(z,0) = up(x) on R?

for all uy € H®, with s to be specified in a while. The idea is that, if s is sufficiently small
and we are able to prove that the data-to-solution map wug — u above is, in fact, smooth,
then we will directly contradict Kinoshita’s result, which shows that the data-to-solution
mapping cannot possess C? regularity in the case of the modified Zakharov—Kuznetsov
equation in dimension 2.

To that extent, define the auxiliary norms

_ ot
lullvy = lullzge iz, + (Ve ) M ull oz |+ 1Vay)* ™ ullpz e,
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and, after that, the space in which we wish to construct a solution as X7 = {u €
C([0,T]; H*(RY)), lul| xs < oo}, where

[ullxs = [lArullyvslle -

Here Fo,(Agu)(&,n,t) = ¢(27%(&,m))Fryu(é,n,t) denotes the k—th Littlewood—Paley
projection in frequency. Because U (t) is unitary, the presence of Kato smoothing and the
fact that we supposed that (2:2]) holds for s > sg, then

(2.4) U ()uollxsz < lluolls, Vs € R.
Following the Duhamel formulation of (2.3]), we wish to prove that the map
t
(2.5) F(u) = U(t)ug +/ Ut —t')0,(u®) dt’
0

has a fixed point in the space E(T, a) of functions whose X7 —norm is at most a. The linear
part is controlled because of (2.4]), so we focus on the non-linear part. By the methods
from both [26] and [27], the non-linear part of (2.5) can be estimated by

‘ /Ot U(t — "), (u?) dt’

Our goal is to estimate the right-hand side in terms of a power of the X7 norm of u. To

k
S22 () e Nl
Xz, ’

that extent, we notice that the definition of Y gives us

Q(SH)RHAWHLgoLgI S Akully;

and
_ ot
2(5 S0 )k”Aku”L%szT S ”Ak’l,b”yij

Interpolation yields then

(2.6) 2| Apullpp e S 1AKu]v;,
Y,
whenever % =10 % =%, and a = (s + (1 + 80)0 — s9) . In particular, taking 6 = 1_7_980+,
we get
sk
28 Awull e o S lAkullyg,
x y’T

with gy = M, po = 2(1 + s¢). Employing the paraproduct decomposition

S0

AR(®) = A | (Pou)® + ) (A1) ((Pjrau)® + (Pu)(Pyau) + (Pju)?)
>k

together with Holder’s inequality several times shows that

@7) 1Az, S D10 e

Pull? _ P Pl
1>k © yTH luHLim L2qf+|| OUHLZJLQO | OUHL?l 297

y,T y,T L %
p — %

pogl’ q1 = qO_OQ- '
tion of u onto the ball of center zero and radius ~ 27 given by P; = >, _.(Aju). We then

where p; = Here we denote by Pju the smooth (space) frequency projec-
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take 6 = qllf on (26). Notice that ¢; = % = 2(1 4 sp) = po. This implies that

l_ —
9(s+3—50) kHAkuH - <|
y,T

|Aku||ys

We can therefore estimate

L s0)"k
HP]uHL2p1 2q1 < Z HAk‘uH 2p1 2q1 f\J 22 (S+ SO HUHX%
v Ly k<j k<j

The sum above converges as long as s > sg — % Therefore,

[Pjull e agr S llullxs-

2q1
y,T

In order to finish the iteration argument, we note the simple estimate
—1)*tj P
(28) 20 Ajul ST ulxg.

which holds by Sobolev embedding and Holder’s inequality, for N > 1. Using the bound
on the right hand side of (2.7)) and interpolating with (Z.8]) for N arbitrarily large, we get
that
12 Ak () g 22 Ny < T lulles 1 (Liz027) # 1(A ) v ez -
By the discrete version of Young’s convolution inequality, the last expression is bounded
by T‘SHqu(%, with § > 0. Notice that we can run this argument whenever s > sy — 1/2.
Therefore, by Picard’s iteration method, we would obtain the local well-posedness of (2.3))
in H%, s > sy — 1/2. Moreover, we actually show that, if s > sy — 1/2, there is 6 > 0 so
that
1E ()l x; < elluolls +CT Julks -

As the nonlinearity in ([2.3]) is smooth, a standard technique using the Duhamel formulation
shows that the data-to-solution map given by the solution of the IVP (23] is, in fact,
C*°—smooth for all s > sp — 1/2. But the recent result by Kinoshita [I9] Theorem 1.3]
proved that the data-to-solution map induced by (23)) is not C®—smooth for s < 1/4, and
thus, as sg < 3/4, this is a contradiction, which finally implies that sq > 3 %, as originally

wished.

3. PROOF oF THEOREM [ 4]

Finally, we prove the local well-posedness result for the generalized Zakharov—Kuznetsov

equation in higher dimensions.

3.1. Proof of Proposition 1.3l In this subsection, we prove some auxiliary Strichartz
estimates, which will enable us to prove the local well-posedness results for the generalized
Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in any dimension d > 3, given that k > 3.

We start by proving a dispersion estimate for the group U (t) =: e~0=4

Proposition 3.1. Let d >3 and p € [2, +oo). Then for each t € R it holds that

)
/

Y O H (Vo) I (2) s

Lp
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for each f € S(R?).

Proof. We first bound the left-hand side of the conclusion of Proposition B.1] as
1/2

(3.1) U@ Ale S | D NITOAST |

k>0

so that it suffices to bound each summand on the right-hand side of (8.I]). In order to do

so, it suffices to prove that

(3.2) 10 A0l < 1121l

Indeed, suppose ([B.2]) holds, and let f(x) = 2%(Akg) (x/2%) above. A simple computation
then shows that

U()Aof(x) = 275U (t/2%) Ag(a/2").
Therefore,

G0 (/2% Avgllr = [V Ao 10

<2 = 172G ) 2 G ) A gl

for all ¢t € R. Rearranging terms, we get that
k(d—3 ~

10 Axglle < 1#12G 22249 0-3) 2,0
_of(l_1

~ 26w,

for all ¢’ € R. By (3.I]), we have then

,y>k(d73) (17%> Akg”LP’ )

10@glze < 1072G7) [ 301, 2073 gl
k>0
1/2

<1200 [ 37 1ap(, ) H e 03) gp

k>0

< 172G v, P ) g,

by the Littlewood—Paley theorem.
In order to prove (3.2), we prove the endpoints p = 2 and p = oo and interpolate. For

Lp

the p = 2 case, we simply use Plancherel’s theorem to obtain

U@ A0Sz S 11|22

For the p = oo case, we rewrite

U#)Aof(x) = FLw(lE)e 1 Fe) / ()R Fleye=€ dg

= / f) ( / w<|£|>e“€l'€'2“<fy“dﬁ) dy,
Rd ]Rd



12 FELIPE LINARES AND JOAO P.G. RAMOS

by Fourier inversion. Taking the modulus inside and using the following lemma yields the

proposition:

Lemma 3.2 (Proposition 2.1 in [29]). Let v : R — R be a smooth radial function
supported in By(0,2)\Bg(0,1/2). Then it holds that

'/ (g =S ag) < cef,
Rd
where C > 0 does not depend on z € R%.

See [29] (and alternatively [16, Proposition 3.1]) for a proof.
As previously remarked, we are now done. Indeed, it then holds that

-1
U@ Af ()] S [t M
which, by the previous considerations, finishes our proof. O
Proof of Proposition[1.3. Now that we have Proposition 3.1, we can perform the usual

TT* method. First, consider the % + % = 1 line. By the usual duality arguments, the

conclusion follows if we prove that

/(—A)SU(t —tYF(-,t")dt

S HFHL:(;[O,l]LqI(Rd),

Li. [O’I]Lq(Rd)

for all F € S(RH). As we have that 1 = J — %, the value of s = (d — 3) (% - %) allows
us to use the Hardy—Sobolev inequality:

|Jearva-orenar] <] fi-a e ore o
L:e[o,l]Lq R

LT

/\|F<-,t'>||LqI(Rd) y

2
v

~

LT

5 HFHL[T(;’I]Lq’(Rd)-

For the % + % < 1 case, let ¢ be such that % + % = 1, employ the strategy above for such
¢ and then apply the sharp version of the Sobolev embedding theorem. This finishes the
proof. O

3.2. Linear Estimates. We will need, besides the Strichartz estimates from the previous
subsection, some linear estimates to free solutions to (I3]). We remark that most of them
are just direct adaptations of the low-dimensional settings, and thus the brevity in their

proofs. See the mentioned references throughout the text for more details.

Proposition 3.3 (Kato smoothing). Let ug € S(R?) and U(t) be as before. Then it holds
that
IVU@)uollzgerz, < lluollz2-

Proof. This proof is basically a remake of the result for the KdV [17] and of the two- and

three-dimensional cases [10] 27].
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In fact, we perform the change of variables ¥ = £(£2 + |n|?) = hy,(€) in the Fourier
definition of U(t)ug. This yields
U(t)uo = Fy (e O ity (9)iaa (i (9), 1)) (9 ):

Using now Plancherel and inverting the change of variables, we obtain

10 (ol , = 1Y @)y ().l = (] TalE .7z

By noticing that h; (§) = 382+ n|? ~ €24 n? ~ F(—A), by applying the expression above
to ug = Vg we get to
IVU@wlzz, S loollzz,.

and thus taking the supremum of the left-hand side in = gives us the result. O
Proposition 3.4 (Maximal estimate). Let d > 3. It holds that

1U#)uollparee, S lluollms,

=

where s > % —

Proof. As previously mentioned, Proposition [[L3] implies directly that
d—3
IU@Eullzs ,, S 109) T uoll 2.
Now, if we use Sobolev embedding on the t—variable and the fact that (9;)"U(t) =
(0:A)"U(t) (which follows from the fact that the time-space Fourier support of U(t)uy
is the surface {7 = £(£2 + |n|?)}), followed by Sobolev embedding in the y—variable, we
obtain

—o+

U @uollzaree, < 1028074 (V)F ugl .
A simple computation on the Fourier side shows that the last expression is bounded by
{V)*uo|| 2 whenever s > £ — 1 as desired. O
With these estimates in hands, we prove some retarded estimates which will be key to
perform the fix-point argument.

Proposition 3.5. Let f € S(R¥1). Then it holds that

HV /Ot Ut —t)f(,t")dt

S .
Lei2, ~ HfHL;L;T

Proof. We compose the dual version of Proposition 3.3 with the fact that U(t) is an unitary
group; this implies that

HV /OT Ut —t)f(,t)dt

< ezaz,-
xz,y .

The proposition then follows if applied to f(z,t) = L) f(2,t') and taking the supre-
mum on ¢ € [0,7] of the left-hand side. O

Proposition 3.6. Let f € S(R¥1). Then it holds that

|V2 /Ot Ut —t)f(,t')dt’

< .
orz, S Wiz,
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Proof. The proof of this proposition follows, essentially, the same lines of [27, Proposi-
tion 3.6].
t
In fact, we start out by writing V2/ Ut —t)f(-,t')dt as the sum
0

%VQ /R Ut — ) f(¢) sign(t — ) dt’+%v2 /R Ut — ') f(¢) sign(t)) dt"

Denote the first term by V2F(t). Taking a space-time Fourier transform shows that
FrayF (& n,m) = sign(r — (€2 + n|?)) Fr.z.y(f)(7,€,m). By Plancherel, we have

HVQFHL;t = K (7,2, Inl) * Fyu(f (@) (0, 7)lz2 .
& + |n|?

where K(1,x,|n|) = / P
i) = f e )
proof of Proposition 3.6 in [27] is that ||K||jec(ga+1y is uniformly bounded on 7,z and

d&. Notice that one of the consequences of the

1. Therefore, an application of Young’s convolution inequality together with another of
Plancherel implies that

192z, < 1 leaz
This proves the asserted bound for the first term. For the second one, we simply use a
combination of Proposition B3] with its dual version to f(z,t) = f(z,t)sign(t). An easy
computation then shows that this finishes the proof. ]

Proposition 3.7. Let f € S(R¥1). Then it holds that

for all k > 0, where we let sq =

/t Ut —t)Apf(t')dt
0

S 20 A fllpa g2
7y,

471 00
LxL%T

d
2

W=

Proof. Notice that, from Proposition B.4] and the dual version of B3] we get that

T
/ Ut —t)Apf')dt
0

S 2 A g,
LALS, e
We now use an anitropic version of the Christ—Kiselev lemma [3], which can be found in
Theorem B.3, part (i), from [I]. Indeed, our exponents meet well the conditions, since
4 = min(4,00) > 2 = max (2,1, %) This implies the desired retarded estimate, as
wished. ]

3.3. Proof of the well-posedness result. Taking the previously stated linear estimates
as a starting point, we create a set of norms designed to take into consideration the
smoothing and maximal estimates of (L3)).
In fact, like in §2.3] we define a set of auxiliary norms related to the estimates we have.
Let then
lullys.@ = lullg g, + ||<V>S_SIUHL§L§<”T + ||<V>S+1uHLg°L§’T'

We then define the norms

Jullxsa) = HQSJHA]‘UHJ/; e[
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which defines the space in which we shall perform the iteration argument. Indeed, fix
k > 4 and consider the Duhamel operator associated to (L.7]):

(3.3) Ty, (u)(t) = U(t)up + /0 t U(t — ), (uF 1) () dt'.
We seek to prove that I',, preserves some metric space
Eaia(T) = {v € Xp(d): |[vllxga) < a},
and is, in fact, a contraction there. From Propositions B.3] and B.4], we have that
1U (t)uollxp(a) < lluolls, Vs € R.
Thus, we are left with bounding the integral term. On the other hand, using Propositions

3.5, and B.7] together with the definitions of the Y7.(d) and X7(d) norms, we see that

(3.4) 29185 (") Ly 12

zhy T

/t Ut —t") (uF ) () dt’
0

3 () | em
Our task is then to bound the right-hand side of (3.4]). Now we follow the approach by

Ribaud and Vento [26] in the two-dimensional setting.
We first notice that interpolating the second and third terms in the definition of ||- ||y;(d)

gives
(3.5) 2a]|’A]’uHL£LZ’T S HAJ‘UHX;(d)
where p = 35, ¢ = 2 and a = (s + (1 + 54)0 — sq)~. In particular, setting 6 = oy, we
have
2985l e o % 185l
T y’T

where p1 = 4(sq + 1), ¢1 = 2(sd+1) . From this point, in analogy to §2.3l a paraproduct
decomposition of Aj(ukﬂ) and Holder s inequality shows that

k k

14 (uF ) Merzz . <> HAJUH - HPz | L et
1>5—1 Ls' Ly.r

Here we use the notation p} and ¢; for the positive reals so that L—}— L =1and L—}— = %

The first term in the product of the right-hand side of the equatlon above admlts adequat
bounds by the prev1ous considerations, so it remains to estimate the second one.

Indeed, let ¢ = 2 = kg1 = 2k(sq+ 1) < 0 = m in (B.5]). This yields

(3.6) 2(S“/’“_Sd)_jIIAJUII S 1Ajullxg (a),

(i‘ﬁ)d

Lt CaED) 2k
for all j > 0. Notice now that

l

”Plu”L(kp’l)*L(kqa)Jr < Z HATUHL(kPQ)*L(kq-I)Jr
z y,T r=0 ® y,T

)

l
(37) S 22T A "
r=0 L((Zfﬁlk(sdﬂ)) ) 1 2ksa+)F
T

z Y,



16 FELIPE LINARES AND JOAO P.G. RAMOS

by Sobolev embedding on the z—variable. Notice that we need k > 4 in order for this step
to work.
The right-hand side of ([B.17)) above is bounded by Té\\ullx%(d) as long as s + + — sq >

— % = s> %l — % Indeed, this follows from interpolating (3.6]) with the trivial bound

=

_45t 5
2 | Agully S TNA Uz,

where we take N > 1 sufficiently large. Collecting these bounds, it holds that

By the discrete version of Young’s convolution inequality, the latter term is controlled by

27| Ay (W) HL}:LZ’T

g S @202 % 18l @ e el s o)

l[ull x5(a)- Therefore,

ITuo@)lazca) < Csllwollizs +C - TP ulgil,

and thus, for a = 2C||ug| s and T ~ (1 + |Jug||gs) ™7, for some B, > 0, it holds that T,
maps Eq.q(T") to itself. Moreover, redoing all the computations above with I'y,u — I'yv
yields that it is, in fact, a contraction on such space for such T'. Therefore, it has a unique
fixed point, which is our desired solution.

By the standard-by-now methods, we conclude that this solution is unique and, by the

fact that I'y, was Lipschitz, we conclude that the data-to-solution map is, in fact, locally
Lipschitz on C([0,T]: H®) N X7(d), as desired.

3.4. Pointwise convergence of the flow. In this subsection, we discuss the proof of
Theorem Indeed, we begin with an approximation lemma, which in turn is based off

[5, Proposition 3.3]. In what follows, we denote by uy the (unique) solution to

Orun + O Aupn + 8x(PN(u?V+1)) =0 onR?xR;

(3.8)
un(x,0) = Pnug(z), on RY.

By the energy method, for instance, we can see that solutions to ([B3.8) are smooth, as the

initial data Pyug is smooth for any ug € H?®. This fact will be crucial in the proofs below.
We start by proving that the L*—maximal-in-time estimate for the group U(t) fulfills

our purposes whenever d =2 and k> 2, d=3,k>3ord >3,k > 4.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that, for ug € H*(R?), we have that

lun — u‘|L§7yL%° — 0 as N — oo.

Then it holds that u(z,t) — ug(z) as t — 0 for almost every z € R%.

Proof. The proof is another instance of the relationship between maximal functions and

pointwise convergence. Indeed, by smoothness of uy, it holds that
un(z,t) = Pyug(z) for all z € R%.
Therefore,

limsup |u(z,t) — ug(2)| <limsup|u(z,t) — un(z,t)| + |(I — Pn)uo(2)]-
t—0 t—0
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Thus, by Chebyshev’s inequality,

. 1 1
m({z € R?: limsup lu(z,t) —uo(2)| >e}) < —|lu— UN||%4 ree + (0 = PN)u0||%2.

t—0 e z,y~T £
Notice that the two terms in the right-hand side above can be made arbitrarily small by
letting N — oc. Thus, we conclude that m({z € R%: limsup,_,q [u(2,t) — uo(2)| > €}) =

0, Ve > 0. This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [, d > 2,k > d case. We start by writing the Duhamel formulation of
both (L7)) and [B.8). It gives us that

t
(3:9) llun—ullzs, rse S luo—Prvuoll s+ /0 U (t— )0, (P (uh) b)) dt

L4, LF
where we used Proposition (3.4]) in the first term. In order to control the integral term,

we observe that in the same way we proved Proposition 3.7, it holds that,

—t

S 2% A fll e -
L4, Lse et
x,y T

/t Ut — Yo, f(t')dt!
0

. is
Ly LT

t
Thus, for all s > 54, the integral term H / Ut — )0, (Py (ufh) — Ty (¢) dt’
0

controlled by

. k k ] k k
Co |21 (PN O = Dl | g S |27 DA PGy = Dl
(3.10) ' k ]
sJ . _ +1
+[2 1 = Pt gy

Now the first term on the right-hand side of (B.10) is controlled, by Young’s inequality,
by |lu — un||xs(4), with the definition of the X7.(d) spaces we have adopted throughout
the text, as s > max(% - %, 54). On the other hand, it is easy to see from the monotone
convergence theorem, together with the proofs of Theorem [[L4], Theorem and Theorem
1.1 in [26], that the second term on the right-hand side of ([B.I0]) goes to 0 as N — oc.

Inserting back into ([3.9), we obtain, for N > 1,
lun —ullps rse Ss 6+ [lun — ullxs(a)-
On the other hand, by Theorem [[4] for N sufficiently large and T = T'(||uo||s), it holds
that
lun = ullxs@y Ss [I(1 — Pn)uollrs <s 6.
This promptly implies that [Jux —ul|za L5 can be made arbitrarily small as N — oo, given

$ > max ( %l — %, §d) . The conditions of Lemma B.8] are then met, and we have concluded
the proof. 0

In order to handle the d = 3, k = 2 case, we remark that another maximal estimate with
bounds independent of the dimension holds in the case of the group U(t). In fact, a result

by Cowling [4] has as by-product that, whenever Q : R? — R is smooth and homogeneous
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of degree m, then

sup e f| Sl
L2(R4)
whenever s > m/2. In our case, we obtain that the global bound

WU r2@ayre S I llas

(0,1]

holds whenever s > % By Roger’s local-to-global transference principle (see Theorem [BJ),

we have that the local maximal bound

(3.11) U@ fll2Bao,yyree. S 1 s

[0,1]
holds for all s > % and all dimensions d > 2. We will use this local maximal bound in the

three-dimensional case of the modified Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation.

Lemma 3.9. Let u,uy denote solutions to (LT) and [B.8), respectively, in the case k =
2,d = 3. Suppose that, for ug € H*(R3), we have the existence of T = T(||uol|s) so that

||UN — uHLQ(BS(O,l))L%" — 0 as N — oo.

Then it holds that u(z,t) — ug(z) ast — 0 for almost every z € R3.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is almost identical to that of Lemmal[3.8], only that this time
we employ the Chebyshev inequality argument on a fixed unit ball of R3, use the translation
invariance of the equations involved and cover the euclidean space R? by countably many
such balls. We omit the details. O

Proof of Theorem[1LA, d = 3,k = 2 case. By [31, Lemma 2.9] (see also [5, Lemma 2.1] and
the comments thereafter), the maximal estimate ([B.11]) implies the continuous embedding
Xg’b — L*(B3(0, 1))L‘[°§75} for the Bourgain space X§’b when s,b > 1, where we define the
norm

P llxes = I€m)* (7 = €6+ o) @€ m Dz,

where we have used the space-time Fourier transform above. Thus, it holds that

sup [ F(z, )]

S| Fl yos, VF € X3P,
t€[0,] X5 0

L2(B3(0,1))

This readily implies that
Ju =z o <l

By the Duhamel principle applied to u, uy and the properties of the Bourgain spaces X;’b,
we see that

=

(3.12)
ST = P )uol goqesy + || Prda(u® — (uw)?’))HX;,b/ +[I(I - PN)ax(ug)HX;,bu

for some b > —%. Griinrock’s trilinear estimate [12, Proposition 1] for the modified

Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in dimension three implies then that, for each s > %, there
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must be v/ > —% so that for all b > %,
(3.13) 192 (6 = 0o S T° (el + 01 ) llu = o]l
The first consequence of ([B.I3) is by setting v = upy, which shows that
1P (u® — (UN)?’))HX;,M S T°C(lluolls)llu — unllgs.o-

By taking T sufficiently small, it holds that the right-hand side of the expression above
can be absorbed into the left-hand side of ([B.12]). As a second consequence, setting v =0
on ([B.I3) and using the definition of X *b we have that

(I — PN)ax(u?’)HX;,b —0 as N — oo.

Therefore, as ug € H®, s > %, we see that the left-hand side of (BI2]) converges to 0 as
N — oo. This finishes this case by Lemma[3.9] and thus also the proof of Theorem O

4. COMMENTS AND REMARKS

4.1. Sharp maximal estimates in two dimensions. As discussed in §2] the space-
time maximal estimates (IL4]) are, in fact, sharp for the three-dimensional case, due to our
counterexamples and the previous works [27] [12].

On the other hand, although we have made progress in the question of sharpness of
space-time maximal estimates in dimension 2 through simple counterexamples as well as
through the indirect method given in (2.3)), we still have a gap where next to nothing is
known about sharpness. Indeed, for p € (2,4), we only know that the estimate

(4.1) 1U()uoll g Lee,. < lluolls

holds, by interpolation, in the s > % range. It is likely, however, that this is not the sharp

range for those indices; in fact, we conjecture the following:
Conjecture 4.1. Ifd =2, p =3, then (@I)) holds for all s > 3.

A hand-waving justification for such a conjecture is the following: by the results in [13],
local well-posedness for the quartic Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in two dimensions holds

in H®, whenever s > % On the other hand, considering the modified norms

_2+
lullgs = lullzgess, + 1903 ullgazae, + 109)  ullygos

2’ and reproducing the argument in §2.3, we see that if

(4.1) holds for all s > %, we recover the full range s > % of local well-posedness.

: I P TN
with [lull g, = [[29114,ullg,

For other values of p € (2,4), it is not crystal clear what should happen. In fact,
when p € (3,4), Conjecture 1] plus Proposition [[.T] would imply that those estimates
are, in fact, sharp for the interpolation between the LﬁLZf’T and the L?;LZ?T. On the range
p € (2,3), on the other hand, we do not know what to expect: on the one hand, the range
should “blow up” to s > % as p — 2; on the other hand, it is not, in principle, impossible

for the range to be the necessary one given by Proposition [[.T]up until the p = 2 endpoint.
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4.2. Maximal estimates and LWP for the k£ = 3 case. As previously remarked, the

Strichartz estimate i3
[Uolzs,, < ol s> 132,

only allows us to prove local well-posedness for the IVP [[1 if £ > 4, and provides us

,t

with the full subcritical range of results in such cases by passing to suitable maximal
functions. Together with the £ = 1 case in [I5] and & = 2 in [19], the only remaining
case for proving local well-posedness for the generalized Zakharov—Kuznetsov equation in
higher dimensions is & = 3. For d = 2, 3, such a result was obtained by Griinrock by using
a suitable modification of the Ribaud—Vento techniques.

One of the main features of Griinrock’s proof is the use of Strichartz estimates with

derivative gain. In fact, he is able to reach the full subcritical range by using the estimates

1K (Da, Dy) /U (t)uol 1, m3) S luoll 22y,

¢
where we define K (D, D,)%g = f£;|3£2 —n?|° Fyyg, and
IDYRU ol 1 g0 S Nl

Unfortunately, such estimates seem not to be available in higher dimensions, with an
exception for the Kato Smoothing estimate in Proposition B3l Instead of these, one may
use the mazimal estimates, as illustrated by our method, in order to reach the sharp
bounds. Indeed, as the space-time maximal estimate (L4]) is sharp in three dimensions,
the argument in Section 3 above can be refined to prove local well-posedness for the whole
subcritical range s > % — % in three dimensions for all k > 2.

As a matter of fact, we only need to redefine the norms defining the spaces X3(3) as
follows: let first

1t
ullgs ) = lullzeerz |+ IKVay) ™ ullzzioe, + (V) ullpee 2 s
T( ) T “y, T y,T y,T

and then HUH;E;@) = zstAjqu%(g) . The computations performed in the proof of

2(N)
Theorem [[.4] adapt easily due to the sharp bound

IU)uollLzr, S lluolls, s > 1,

and we reobtain the following result:

Theorem 4.2 (Main result in [I2]; Three-dimensional result in [13]). Let d = 3 and
k € {2,3}. Then there are function spaces X;. so that for each ug € H*(R3) with s > 3 — 2
the IVP (1) has a unique solution

uwe C([0,T]: H) N X3,

where T = T(||ugl|s) > 0. Moreover, the map ug +— u from H*(R3) to X3 N C([0,T]: H?)

1s locally Lipschitz continuous.

As mentioned previously, we (still) do not know whether the conjectured sharp bound

d—1
(4.2) IU@uollz Lz, S lluolls, s > —5—
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holds in order to adapt the idea given above to the high-dimensional setting. Nevertheless,
the Sobolev embedding theorem easily implies that

1+ -1+

2

d—1
(Vi= Uluollzz

which, on the other hand, is bounded by T'/2||jug || gs, whenever s > %. By defining the

d—1+
U@ uollL2r, S V)2 Utuollzz e S 1(0:4)

norm

_(d2\t
llgs oy = Nullzgeze .+ 1(Ve)*™CF) ll g e + (V) Ml e

and consequently HUH/’\?;(d) = H25j||Aju||y%~(d)

em’ the aforementioned techniques to set
the Picard iteration scheme in motion imply immediately the following result:

Theorem 4.3. For d > 4, k = 3, we have that for each uy € H*(R?Y) with s > %l + %, the
IVP (LX) has a unique solution

uwe C([0,T]: H) N X3,

where T = T(||ugls) > 0. Moreover, the map ug +— u from H*(R3) to X3 N C([0,T]: H?)

1s locally Lipschitz continuous.

Currently, we believe that the estimate (42]) holds for all d > 3. Nonetheless, we also

believe that the use of ([£2) is not strictly necessary in order to prove local well-posedness

in the full subcritical range s > % — % Indeed, Kinoshita’s method for proving local

well-posedness (and, in fact, also global well-posedness on the critical Sobolev space for
small data) only uses a bilinear estimate and Strichartz estimates for the group U(t);
therefore, it might be possible to reach the full range by employing Proposition [.3] and

other non-endpoint inequalities.
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