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GLOBAL TRANSVERSAL STABILITY OF EUCLIDEAN PLANES
UNDER SKEW MEAN CURVATURE FLOW EVOLUTIONS

ZE LI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove that 2 dimensional transversal small perturbations
of d-dimensional Euclidean planes under the skew mean curvature flow lead to global
solutions which converge to the unperturbed planes in suitable norms. And we clarify

the long time behaviors of the solutions in Sobolev spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a d-dimensional oriented manifold and (N, h) be a (d+2)-dimensional oriented
Riemannian manifold. Assume that I is an interval containing ¢t = 0, and F : I x ¥ — N
is a family of immersions. For each given t € I, denote ¥, = F(t,%) the submanifold
and H(F') its mean curvature vector. Denote the tangent bundle of the submanifold by
T3, and the normal bundle by N3, respectively. There exists a natural induced complex
structure J(F) for N¥, (rank two) via simply rotating a vector in the normal space by
% positively. To be precise, for any point z = F(t,z) € ¥; and normal vector v € N, ¥,
define J(F') by letting J(F)vLly = 0 and w(Fi(ey),..., Fi(eq), v, J(F)v) > 0, where w
is the volume form of A and {ey,...,e4} is an oriented basis of T%;. We shall call the
binormal vector J(F)H(F) € NX, the skew mean curvature vector. And the skew mean
curvature flow (SMCF) for immersions F : I x ¥ — N is defined by

{ O,F = J(F)H(F), 11

F(0,z) = Fy(x), x € %.

In view of geometric flows, the SMCF evolves a codimension 2 submanifold along its
binormal direction with a speed given by its mean curvature. It is remarkable that
SMCF was historically derived from both physics and mathematics. The motivations
from physics are vortex filament equations (VFE) , the localized induction approximation
(LIA) of the hydrodynamical Euler equations, and asymptotic dynamics of vortices in
superfluidity and superconductivity.

In fact, the 1-dimensional SMCF in the Euclidean space R? is the vortex filament

equation

Ou=0u xu, u:(s,t) €ER xR+ u(s,t) € R? (1.2)

Key words and phrases. skew mean curvature flow, motion of membranes, global stability .
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.07007v3

2 Z. LI

where t denotes time, s denotes the arc-length parameter of the curve wu(t,-), and X
denotes the cross product in R3. The VFE describes the free motion of a vortex filament,
see Da Rios [4] and Hasimoto [9].

The SMCF also appears in the study of asymptotic dynamics of vortices in the context
of superfluidity and superconductivity. For the Gross-Pitaevskii equation, which models
Bose-FEinstein condensates, physicists conjecture that the vortices would evolve along the
SMCEF. This was first verified by Lin [18] for the vortex filaments in R®. Similar phenomena
were also observed for other PDEs, for example, it was shown for the Ginzburg-Landau
heat flow that the energy asymptotically concentrates on the codimension 2 vortices whose
motion is governed by the mean curvature flow.

The other motivation is the LIA of hydrodynamical Euler equations, which describes
the limit of a generalized Biot-Savart formula. In fact, let M C R? with d > 3 be a closed
oriented submanifold of codimension 2. Consider the vorticity 2-form 7,, supported on
this submanifold: 7y, = C' - dy;. We shall call M a higher dimensional vortex filament
or membrane. Then for any dimension d > 3 the divergence-free vector field v in R?
satisfying curlv = ny, is given by a generalized Biot-Savart formula, which only holds
for points away from M. In order to derive the formula of v for points within M, one
defines truncation vector field v, by the above generalized Biot-Savart formula and some
truncation. It was shown that the limit of (Ine€) v (z) for x € M as € — 0 is the skew
mean curvature vector of M < R?%. Hence, the LIA approximation for a vortex membrane
(or higher filament) M in R? up to a suitable scaling coincides with the SMCF. These
facts were discovered by Shashikanth [25] and generalized by Khesin [15].

SMCEF also emerges in different mathematical problems. In study of nonlinear Grass-
mannians, Haller-Vizman [7] noted that SMCF is the Hamiltonian flow of the volume
functional on the space consisting of all co-dimensional 2 immersions of a given Riemann-
ian manifold. Notice that this space admits a generalized Marsden-Weinstein symplectic
structure [24] which provides the volume form. The SMCF of surfaces in R* is included
by a vast energy conserved motion project raised by Lin and his collaborators [19]. Terng
[30] also proposed SMCF under the name of star MCF.

Let us describe the non-exhaustive list of works on SMCF. The case d = 1, i.e. the
VFE, has been intensively studied by many authors from many views. We recommend
the reader to read the survey Vega [32] and Gomez’s thesis [6] for VFE. The works on the
case d > 2 are much less. Song-Sun [27] proved local existence of SMCF for F': ¥ — R*
with compact oriented surface Y. This was generalized by Song [28] to F' : ¥ — R*2
with compact oriented surface ¥ for all d > 2. Khesin-Yang [16] constructed an example
showing that the SMCF can blow up in finite time. Jerrard proposed a notion of weak
solutions to the SMCF in [10]. Song [26] proved that the Gauss map of a d dimensional
SMCF in R4*?2 satisfies a Schrodinger map flow equation (see e.g. [2, 3, 5, 31] ).
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For d > 2, the global existence theory of SMCF is largely open even for small data.
This is what we aim to solve in this paper. Let us consider the case ¥ = R? N = R4+?
in SMCEF. It is easy to see F'(t, 1, ...,xq) = (21, ..., £4,0,0) is a solution of SMCF, i.e. the
d-dimensional planes. We consider the transversal perturbations of this plane, i.e., we

seek for a graph like solution of the form
F(t,x) = (z1, ..., zq, u1(t, z), us(t, x)). (1.3)

Our following main theorem states that if the initial perturbation u;(0, -), u2(0, -) is suffi-
ciently small, then SMCF has a global graph like solution and the asymptotic behaviors
can be clearly determined.

In fact, we have

Theorem 1.1. Givend > 2, let k be the smallest integer such that k > max(3(d+7),d + 1).
Assume that u?, u§ : RY — R are functions belonging to H® for any o > 0. Given q € (1,2)
satisfying (4.2), there exists a sufficiently small constant € > 0 such that if

[udllwr2owza + [[ugllwreowa < € (1.4)
then there exists a unique global smooth solution to SMCF of the form (1.3) such that
up (t) = u?, ug(t) = u§ when t = 0. Moreover, one has

de2_
()2 ”(Hul(t)llwz,q% Hlluz(®)] 2ger) + lea@llag + lluz(®)lly S (1.5)

for any t € R. And there exist time independent complex valued functions ¢+ € H? so
that

Hm [Jug () + iug(t) — €2 ¢s|| g2 = 0. (1.6)
t—Fo0 ®

Theorem 1.1 also shows the d-dimensional plane is transversally stable under the SMCF
evolution. Let us describe the main idea in the proof of Theorem 1.1. The most challenging
problem in dealing with SMCF is that it is highly quasilinear and the leading part is
degenerate along the tangent bundle. In the graph like form (1.3), the degenerateness can
be avoided using a suitable equivalent formulation of SMFC. The quasilinear nature seems
to be unavoidable as far as we know. In fact, whether there exists a gauge transform to
make SMCF semilinear is largely open, see Khesin-Yang [16] for some discussions. In this
paper, we adopt the strategy dating back to Klainerman [17], the idea is that dispersive
estimates of linear part provide time decay of solutions in LP norms with p > 2 and
the high order energy estimates give a chance to overcome the derivative loss in the
nonlinear parts. The combination of dispersive estimates and energy estimates can close
the bootstrap in the small data case, and thus finishing the proof. The technical part is
to choose suitable working spaces in the bootstrap argument.

The local well-posedness also requires some efforts. In fact, [28] raised local well-
posedness for non-compact manifold ¥ as an open problem. The proof of [27] used com-

pactness of second fundamental forms corresponding to a family of immersed manifolds
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with uniform volumes, which is unavailable for general non-compact manifolds. In the
d = 2 and small data case, [27]’s argument indeed works for graph like solutions consid-
ered here. But for d > 3, we need some refinements, because the second fundamental
form generally cannot control the graph function u in d > 3. (See Sec. 3 for more dis-
cussions.) In this work, for the local Cauchy problem we can indeed deal with arbitrary
large data, see Theorem 3.5 in Section 3. In the view of PDEs, Theorem 3.5 is a local
existence and uniqueness theorem for quasilinear Schrodinger equations. There are many
works in local well-posedness theory on general quasilinear Schrodinger equations, see for
instance the pioneering works by Kenig-Ponce-Vega [12-14], Kenig-Ponce-Rolvung-Vega
[11], Marzuola-Metcalfe-Tataru [21-23]. Generally, local well-posedness of quasilinear
Schrodinger equations with large data needs additional non-trapping data conditions.
Here, due to the geometric structure of SMCF, no non-trapping conditions are needed.
This advantage is mainly caused by the high order derivative energy estimates enjoyed
by the second fundamental form. In addition, we remark that the well-posedness in the
second part of Theorem 3.5 includes the existence of a local solution, uniqueness, and
continuous dependence on the initial data.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we reduce SMCF to a quasilinear

Schrodinger equation. In Section 3, we present the local well-posedness and arbitrary
order energy estimates. In Section 4, we prove the main theorem for d > 2. In Section 5,
we finish the whole proof.
Notations. The notation A < B means there exists some universal constant C' > 0 such
that A < CB. The notation C,, . ,, denotes some constant depending on the parameters
Yy -y Yn, and generally it varies from line to line. Denote (r) = \/m The Fourier
transform f +— J?is denoted by

o~

f(&) = » f(w)e™ " du. (1.7)

The usual Sobolev spaces H* are defined by

~

[ fllzzs = 11€€)°F(E) I 2- (1.8)

Let H® = N, H".

2. MASTER EQUATION

Let F : ¥ — R™2 and H be the mean curvature vector. Then
A =H,
where A, denotes the Laplacian on X of the induced metric g on 7%, given by
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Since one has

AFY = g( o Fe T iFa)
g —9 81’181’] g 81’1 ’
and the vector gijfﬁja%lF belongs to T'Y;, we see
- O*F
H= (A,F) = S (4" -
( 9 ) Z(g 92,0z, V),

1=1,2
where {1;}7_, denotes the orthonormal basis of N¥; such that J(v) = vy, J(1n) = —1y.
Then, the SMCF can be written as
0P’F ) (g7 PF
. I/ l/ —_— .
O0x;0x; R O0z;0x;

Now, let us consider the case when F' is represented by a graph, ie., F(z,t) =

O F = (gij

1/2)1/1.

(21, ..., 4, u1, up), where uy,uy are functions of z,t. It is easy to see the (F, ..., F?)
components of this graph like map F' satisfies the afore d-equations of SMCEF. Set the

orthonormal basis {vy, 5} of N3, to be

1
| = ————=(0,u1,—1,0)
1+ |0puq|?
1
Vo =2
|72

f1;2 = (&EuQ, 0, —1) — [(8mu2, O, —1> . Vl]Vl,

where we denote 0,u = (0,4, ...,0,,u), and | - | denotes the Euclidean norm in R or

R¥2. Further calculations give

Uy — 1 (a w 8mu2 . &Eul w &Eul . 8mu2 1)
TN 1 0w TN L+ 0w [P
1
8uz-8u1 aul'au2 2
A= (|0, _¥am 2|2 P2 4 )
(' T e T g
Therefore, the SMCF reduces to
_ i (_O*F 1 ij(_9*F | Opu1-Ozus
o= (mi?p VQ)W +9 (fmaxj Y1) Gt los PR (2.1)
Opuy = —gw(amiaxj 'Vl)K‘

To clarify the main linear part of the above equation, we calculate the expansions of
vy, 2, A\. We observe that when |Vui| + |Vug| is sufficiently small, vy, 5, A have the

expansions
1
v, = (Opug, —1,0)[1 — §|&Eu1|2 + O(|0,ul")]
A =1+ 0(0,ul?)

8961@ . 890111 8mu1 . 8xu2
oY

1 02 [l 2)].
11 G2 2" 11 B2 )1+ O(|0,ul?)]

Uy = (5:(;“2 -
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Thus one has
O*F 0%uy 9
D0, N o o, -+ O(0*u|0,ul?)
82F 82U1 2
D0, N 8:@0 + O(9%u|0,ul?).

Now, we see (2.1) reduces to
Our = —g' 522+ O(g"10%ulO0,ul?) 22)
Oy = gV ot + O(g" 0 uldpul?), .

Let us calculate the expansion of ¢*. In fact, since
(2.3)

Gij = asz . OxJF = 52']' + @u . 8ju,

one has by straightforward calculations that
. Op,u - Oju
V=g, — 22T — 5.4+ 0(0 .
g J 1+ [0ul? i+ O] u|)

Therefore, (2.2) can be written as

{ Ouy = —Aug + O(%u|0,ul?) (2.4)

= Auy + O(0%u|0,ul?),

Ouy =

where the O(9%u|0,ul?) in fact contains many terms including the leading order cubic

term like 0*u|0,u|* and remainder terms of higher powers of |9, u|
We see (2.4) is indeed a quasilinear Schrédinger equation with at

Let ¢ = uy + iuo.

least cubic interactions:
(2.5)

10,6 + Ap = 0(0%¢|0,0|%),

where the RHS of (2.5) can be written as
Z CZ]Z ] ¢i0x /¢i8x /¢i + R (26)

Here, ¢;jj are universal constants, ¢ and ¢~ denote ¢ and ¢ respectively, and the

remainder R point-wisely satisfies
(2.7)

ARI<C Y (008200 .]0h 0.0

I+l <LA< <210

for any [ > 0 provided that [|0,¢™| .= is sufficiently small
Besides the above approximate equations near 0, one also has the following exact equa-

tion,
ij 92

du; =
tW1 /1+‘azu1‘29 xlxj

132

Qe =
t L2 /71+|81u1\29 xlscj
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which further gives

10y = ! 997 . (2.8)

g T;T 4
A\/1—|—|8xu1|2 Y

Generally, a further detailed calculation reveals that (2.5)-(2.7) hold as well provided

that [|9,¢™| 1 is finite. In fact, we have

Remark 2.1. If [|0,¢™|[ < oo, then given I > 0 there exists a constant C' > 0
depending only on [ such that (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7) hold.

3. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS AND ENERGY ESTIMATES

Suppose F : I x ¥ — R¥2 is a solution to the SMCF. Recall that for each ¢t € I,
g = ¢g(t) denotes the induced metric on ¥. Denote the associated volume form on X
by du = du(t). Consider the pullback bundle F*TR4*? defined over the base manifold
I x 3. This bundle splits naturally into the “spatial” subbundle $ and the normal bundle
M. Pulling back the metric and connection of R%*? naturally induces a metric ¢” and
connection V¥ defined on the bundle 0N, see [1] for a detailed presentation. For simplicity,
we write V instead of V.

The energy estimates are due to Song-Sun [27] and Song [28]. We recall the results in
the following lemma.

Let F': I x ¥ — R™™ be a map given by

F(t,xy,...;xq) = (21, oo, Ta, ur (t, T1y o Tg)y ooy U (T, T4, oy Tg))- (3.1)

Let A denote the corresponding second fundamental of 3, := Graph(u). Given an integer

[ > 0 and a number p € [1,00), define the Sobolev norm of A by

! v
A e = (Z/E\VIA\gdu> : (3.2)
k=0

If p = oo, we define ||A||gi by

l
Al = NIV AL 2

k=0

And define the usual Sobolev norm of the Hessian D?u of u by

1
l P
| D2u| 10 = (Z/E|DlD2u|pdx) . (3.3)
k=0

Lemma 3.1 ([27, 28]). With above notions and notations, considering F: TxR? — R4+2

there holds point-wisely that

|A2 < |D*u]* < (1+ |Dul?)’|A2, (3.4)
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and for any given | > 0 there exists a polynomial (QQ; depending only on | such that
IV'A|, < [D""2u| + Qu(|Dul) Y | D" ul...| Dyl (3.5)
|D"*2u| < (14 |Dul?) ™ |[V2A|, + Qi(|Dul) > (D) DB, (3.6)
where the summations are taken over the indices (i, ...,1;) satisfying
h+..+L=l+1, L>L>..2>211>>1.

Let |Du| < «, then for any 1 > 0,

I+1
1Az < Co D I D%ullfyra. (3.7)
k=1
Let |Du| < «, |D*u| < 8, then for any | > 0,
! I
1D*ullwiz < Cap(Y 1Az + Y I1D%ullfre)- (3.8)
k=1 k=2

The smooth solution F(t,z) of SMCF satisfies

d
ﬁ/ |VlA|§du§Cm§x\A|§/ IV'A2dp, (3.9)
) )

where C' > 0 is a universal constant depending only on d,l. Given p > 2, the smooth
solution F'(t,z) of SMCF satisfies

d
%/E\AgdugC’(l+m2ax\A|§)/E\A|§d,u+C/E\VA\’g’du, (3.10)

where C' > 0 is a universal constant depending only on d,p. Along the SMCF, the induced
metric g with g;; = 0y, F' - Oy, F satisfies

Orgi; = —2(JH, A(0,, F, 0., 1)), (3.11)
and the associated volume form u(t) satisfies Oypu(t) = 0.

We remark that although (3.8) was not directly stated in [27, 28], it indeed follows by
(3.6). In d = 2, [27] proved a stronger result:

!
ID?ullwz < Cap D A0 (3.12)
k=1
for any [ > 0, if |Du| < «, |D*u| < 3. But in d > 3 one only has (3.8), and (3.12) fails.
But (3.8) suffices to work in the small data case by noting that the RHS of (3.8) is at
least quadratic in || D?ul|y.2.
We also remark that although (3.4), (3.7), (3.9) were proved in [27, 28] for compact X,

its proof works for general manifolds where Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities hold.
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3.1. Some Sobolev inequalities of tensors. The following two lemmas are useful for

graph solutions.

Lemma 3.2. Let u : R? — R¥*2 be a graph, u(x) = (11, ..., 24, ul(x),u?(x)). Suppose
that

[ Dulr < a,
and the corresponding second fundamental form A satisfies
[A[[goe = 8 <00, [|Allgre = B < o0

forany k € Z,. Then given k € Z, p € [2,00), there exist an integer K € Z. depending
only on k,d,p, and a polynomial Pk such that

I1D*ullwrs Sp.a P (Bic)- (3.13)

Proof. Since || Du||r~ < «, the volume pi(-) induced by immersion v and the usual volume

| - | in Euclidean space R? satisfy
0| Sa.a 1(0) Sda O] (3.14)

for any measurable set O in R%. Given [ > 1, p € [2,00), integrating (3.6) in R? we infer
from (3.14) that

1D 2l 1r S Ao+ Cla) Y 1D .| DY ] 1, (3.15)
where the summations are taken over the indices (I, ..., ;) satisfying
h+. .. +L=1l+1,L>L>..>211>1;>1
Let’s begin with ||D?ul|;2nz~. By (3.4), one has
I1D*ul| 200 Sa Al mo2nm0.00 <o Bo + f- (3.16)

The other high derivative terms need more efforts.

Applying Hamilton’s interpolation inequality (see Lemma 6.1) to A shows
/ IV/A|7dp < C'max \A|2<§-—1>/ VA |2dp,
b = b
which implies

. 21
7%

1A,

forany 1 < j <u.
Given any p € [2,00), taking [ = 1 in (3.15) we find

ID%ully S | A Lm0 + Cle)I| Dl D?ul| o, (3.18)
which, together with (3.16) and (3.17), further gives
1D ullzy Savs C(Byzpysr) + C(Bo). (3.19)
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Now, let us prove (3.13) by induction. If for some k = v > 1 (3.13) has been verified, let
us prove (3.13) for k = v + 1. For this, taking [ = v + 1 in (3.15) we see the summation
indexes {l1,...,1;} in the RHS of (3.15) are all smaller than or equal to v + 1. Thus the
RHS of (3.15) only involves derivatives of u of order lower than or equal to v + 2. Then

by induction assumption, (3.13) also holds in the k = v + 1 case. O

Remark 3.3. In the above proof, usual Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities cannot be ap-
plied to the second fundamental form A, since the embedding constants may depend on
the metric ¢ which is also ¢t dependent. So one takes Hamilton’s interpolation inequality

which is free of metrics.

Lemma 3.4. Let u : R? — R¥*?2 be a graph, u(z) = (11, ..., 24, ul (x),u*(x)). Denote
B,(y) to be the ball of radius v > 0 in RT? centered at y € R42. Let ¥ = u(RY), and
denote the induced metric, measure, the second fundamental form, the mean curvature
vector associated with the immersion u by g, p, A, and H respectively. View p as a
measure in R4 with support in X, If p(Bi(y) N 2) + [|[H||parr < D for any y € RI+2
and some D > 0,7 > 0, then given p > d, for every covariant tensor T there holds

mgx T, < € ([ [9T0% + ([ o).

where C' depends only on d,p,~, D.
Proof. This lemma is essentially due to [Page 157-159, Mantegazza [20]]. We point out

B =

that the original result of [20] was stated for compact manifolds (M, h) with finite volume.
But carefully checking [20]’s proof, we see her argument indeed only requires the uniform
bounds of p(B;(y) N L) for any y € R*2 and ||H||pat-. O

3.2. Local Cauchy problem. Let’s move to local well-posedness. Our main result for

this section is as follows.

Theorem 3.5. o Given d > 2, let ko be the smallest integer such that ko > %l + 2,
ie. ko= 1[4 +3. Assume that ul,u} : R? — R are functions belonging to H for

any o > 0. There exists a small constant T' > 0 depending only on
]l o + [zl o
such that there exists a unique smooth local solution F' to SMCF of the form
F(t,x) = (21, ..., xq, ui (L, ), us(t, 7)), (w1, ug) [mo= (ul,ud), (3.20)

so that uy,us € C([=T,T); H?) for any o > 0.
e Givend > 2, let s > di;‘. Then there exists € > 0 sufficiently small such that for

any initial data ug = (u¥, u) with

|wol| s <€,
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the SMCF equation for ' of the form (5.20) is locally well-posed in H*(R?) on the

time interval [—1,1].
We begin with the small data case.

Lemma 3.6. Given d > 2, let s > %. Then there exists € > 0 sufficiently small such

that for any initial data ug = (u?, u3) with

ol s <€,

the SMCFE equation for F of the form (3.20) is locally well-posed in H*(R?) on the time
interval [—1,1].
Proof. This follows directly by [Theorem 1.1, [21]] and (2.8). O

Now, let us prove the local well-posedness theory for arbitrary large data stated in
Theorem 3.5. The whole proof is divided into two steps. In Step 1, we prove the existence
of solution to SMCF in ¢t € [T, T] with 7" > 0 depending on

s + Nzl

where K is some integer depending only on d and larger than kq. In Step 2, we prove the
existence of solution to SMCF in ¢t € [T, 7| with T" > 0 depending only on

il zrvo + Il ko

Lemma 3.7. Given d > 2, let ko be the smallest integer such that ko > % + 2, i.e.
ko = [2] 4 3. Let (u},u3) € H>®. Then there exists a constant T > 0 depending only on

[l + 16 50,
such that there exists a unique smooth local solution F' to SMCF of the form
F(t,x) = (21, ..., xq,u1 (t, ), us(t, ), (u1,uz) [mo= (u?,ud),
so that uy,us € C([=T,T); H?) for any o > 0.
Proof. Let A € (0,1). Consider the flow
OF* = J(FMH(FY) + AH(F?Y), FA0,2) = (21, ..., g, ud(z), ud(z)). (3.21)
The local well-posedness of (3.21) in H* with s > ¢ + 2 follows by [Prop. 8.1, [29]]. The

strong parabolic property of (3.21) can be easily seen from

( }&Bu{‘ . &Buéf

A A

8 )\:)\ Zja2 )\_)\ i 2. A
Ay e T T et TR e
B 1 4§92 )
AT [0} e

8tu§\:)\i 92w — 2\ Opuq - Dyt ija2 A 1 ija2 A

Klox LUl L UT.
\ A2g TiTj 2 A2(1+|8xu{‘|2)g ziz; 1 A 1+|0xu{‘|2g iz 1
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We also recall that the solution of (3.21) belongs to C'([0,7"]; H®) as long as
||u)\||Loo([0’T/];Cl+51) < oo for some d; > 0. (3.22)

Direct calculations show (3.9) also holds for A*, the second fundamental form associated
with F*. Define Ty € [0,1] to be the maximal time such that

||UA||L°°([O,T>\];H’€O) S 005 < 1. (323)
Let ki =[] + 4. Define T) € [0,1] to be the maximal time such that
luM| oo ey < Colluol mxc, (3.24)
where K > ki is an integer depending only on d to be determined later, and Cy > 1 is
a constant to be chosen later. By the blow-up criterion and Sobolev embedding, u* is
smooth for ¢ € [0, T3]. We shall use a continuity argument to show T > T for some 7" > 0
depending only on ||ug|| gx. shows u* is smooth for ¢ € [0, T}].
First, letting ¢* = u} + iuj, by Duhamel principle, we infer from (3.24) and the fact
H*~2 is an algebra that
Mooz —2) < lluoll s + CLIA[Colluoll rxe + C5° lluol3x], (3.25)
where ng € Z, and C; > 0 depend only on d, see Remark 2.1. Second, note that (3.4)
with (3.24) implies
1AM ooz 00y < CoColluo| e, (3.26)
for some universal constant Cy > 0. Then for any k € Z,, (3.9), (3.7), and Gronwall
inequality give
2 u 2
1AM ez < (Cslluol e + Calluol| )™ Olelar, (3.27)
where ny € Z,,C3 > 0 are independent of Cj, and depend only on d, k. Hence, Lemma
3.2, (3.27) and (3.24) yield that there exist some sufficiently large K € Z, depending
only on d and a polynomial Px such that
||D2UA||C([O,TA];H’“1*2) < G(||DUA||C([0,TA];L§°))PK(||A)\||C'([O7TA];HK’2))
n 2 U 2
< G(IDuM oo ma):05) (Cs lluoll e + Clfuo| 7 )e >N e, (3.28)

where ny € Z, and C5 > 0 depend only on kg, d, and G : Rt — RT is of the form

k1

Gly) = Cul(1+ %)™ + Quya(y)],

for some constant Cy > 0 depending only on d. Let ng denote the top order of Q,_o.
Since ko > ¢ + 3, (3.25) and Sobolev embedding show

IDuMleqozsyze) < Cslluollax + CsTACG luol s
for some constant C5 > 0 depending only on d. Therefore, (3.28) now leads to

2“ 2 Nox Mos
1D oo < €D Cylugl e + ol + (T Collulln)™] (320
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where we denote n, = ng 4+ ny + no + ng + k1 + 3, and Cs > 0 depends only on Cf, ..., Cjs
and thus depends only on kg, d.
Thus set Cy > 1 to satisfy

m=l 4100,

Co > 10005 + 100]|ug|| 7

and take T' > 0 to be sufficiently small such that
6CzT(C§||uo||fﬂ<) <2, TCy < % (3.30)
Then by (3.29), (3.25), we get T\ > T for all A € (0,1). So there holds

Moo army S 10 (3.31)
Therefore, (3.26) shows
|AM | qo.yizroey S 1.
Hence, (3.9) implies for given [ > 0 there exists C; > 0 such that
1AM |co.rym02) < Ch. (3.32)
Step 3. By Lemma 3.2, (3.31), (3.32), u* € C([0,T]; H*) for any given k > 0 with

uniform bounds independent of A € (0,1). Thus, there exists a sequence A\, — 0 such
that u* converges to v € H*> which gives rise to a smooth solution F' of SMCF of the
form (3.20) in t € [0,7] with 0 < T" < 1 fulfilling (3.30). A time reflection and defining
J(F') to be the opposite direction rotation can cover ¢t € [—T, 0] as well.

Step 4. The uniqueness follows by [28]. We remark that although [28] stated unique-
ness for compact ¥, its proof indeed does not use compactness of 3. In fact, in [28] the

compactness of 3 was only used in the existence part. O

Remark 3.8. Lemma 3.7 indeed yields an existence theory of strong solutions. In fact,
Lemma 3.7 implies there exists an integer K depending only on d such that given an
initial data uy € H¥, there exists T' > 0 depending only on ||u| gz« so that SMCF has a
strong solution u € L>®([—T,T]; H*') with initial data wug. This can be proved by density

arguments and the uniform bounds of ||u r, obtained in Lemma 3.7. In the case

gl
L HY
d = 2, given an integer | > 4, we can get a strong solution v € C([-T,T]; H(R?)) of

SMCF with initial data uy € H'(R?). This improvement is due to the stronger result
(3.12) in d = 2.

To improve Lemma 3.7, we need the following blow-up criterion.
Corollary 3.9. Let F' be a local smooth solution to SMCF' of the form

F(tvx) = (xlv "’7xd7u1(t7x)7u2(tvx))7 <u17u2) rt=0: (u(l)vug)a
such that uy,us € C([0,T,); H*). Then as long as

A 250 10,72); 050 < 00,
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F' can be continuously extended to a smooth solution in [0, T, + p| for some p > 0.
Proof. Assume that for some Cy > 0,
| A | oo 0,1y 0.0y < Ch.
By (3.11), we get
0| Dul* < 207 (|Dul* + 1). (3.33)

So Gronwall inequality shows

| Du|| Lo (jo.1 )00y Scnyr || Duol|zee + 1. (3.34)

Meanwhile, given | € N, (3.9) with Gronwall inequality implies there exists B; > 0 such
that

Al Lo 0,1);m12) S0 Br- (3.35)
By Lemma 3.2, (3.34) and (3.35) imply for any given [ € N

1D?ull oo o1y ) Stcn 1.

Integrating (3.33) in RY, we deduce from Gronwall inequality that

| Dul| oo o1 ):22) Sevt

DUOHL% + 1.
And one has

— Nl < I[H] mozllull s

dt
Thus Gronwall inequality yields

ull Lo (r0,1):L2) Sen e

U()HLg + 1.

In a summary, we get
]| oo 0,7, );18) < 00, Yk € Zy.

By Lemma 3.7, u can be continuously extended beyond the interval 0 < ¢ < T,. U

Lemma 3.10. Given d > 2, let ky be the smallest integer such that ko > %l + 2, i.e.
ko =[]+ 3. Let (u},ul) € H>. Then there exists a constant T > 0 depending only on

1]l 0 + [[2l o
such that there exists a unique smooth local solution F' to SMCF of the form
F(t> [L’) = ($1> ooy Lds ul(t? ZL’), u2(t> [L’)), (u1> u2) [t=0: (u(1)> ug)?

so that uy,us € C([=T,T); H?) for any o > 0.
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Proof. Tt suffices to prove the lifespan in Lemma 3.7 in fact can be improved to depend
only on |[ug|| gro- Given ug € H*, by Lemma 3.7 there is a smooth graph solution to
SMCF in t € (=11,T1) for some T7 > 0. Let T, > 0 be the maximal time such that

A Lo (=1 1 )m000) < Culuo | grvo, (3.36)

where C, > 1 is a constant to be determined later. It is easy to see T, > 0 by the
continuity of u(¢) in ¢ and Sobolev embeddings. Moreover, we see T, < T} by the blow-up

criterion in Corollary 3.9. In the rest we prove T, > T for some 1" > 0 depending only on

[l rrxo-
By (3.36), (3.7), (3.9) and Gronwall inequality, we get

CT. C’ I
sup (A ay10 < Cre Mmoo g + Jluollfees ), (3.37)
te(—Tx,Tx)

where m € Z,, C' > 0, C; > 0 are universal constants depending only on d. At ¢t = 0, by
Sobolev embedding and (3.4), one has

1Al 0208142 S [0l o (3.38)

And applying Hamilton’s interpolation inequality (see Lemma 6.1) to A shows

IVAI o142 < C2||A!|Ho[§]“||AH[§]“ (3.39)

H[E +1,27

where Cy > 0 depends only on d. Then (3.10) and Gronwall inequality show

Sup ||A||

te(—Ts,T. HO 2[

CTu +CToC2 o |2 2[4]42
< CTHCTCHml, <||u0||h[,gg + T (Cllluo | o )2 AT

( T. T*) H[7]+1 2)) 9

which, together with (3.37), further gives

da
Up Al oargrs < @ (T(Culuollso)* + To(Coluollso) ¥, ol g ), (340)

te(—Ty,Ty)

for some universal function ® : R™ x R* — R* which is increasing in both variables. For

simplicity of notations, we define
d
Q := To(Cu|uol| 0 ) + Te(Cilluo | g )2
Then, (3.40) implies

IH]] (82, [luoll o) (3.41)

<
Lo (( T*,T*);HO’Q[%HZ) =~

Let Bi(y) be a unit ball in R""2. Since 9;u(t) = 0 along the SMCF, we see for all
e (-T1,,T,),

pe(Bi(y) [V Z0) < po({z € R |z —y/| <1}) < O(|Dull =) < Cllluoll o), (3.42)
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where ' € R? is the projection of y € R onto RY. By (3.41) and (3.42), we have

verified the conditions in Lemma 3.4. So, given p > d, Lemma 3.4 implies
A oo (-1 gm0y < CL{[A oo om0y + IV A oo (o 1), 100) ) (3.43)

for some C] > 0 depending only on p,d and €. Taking p = Q[g] + 2, we thus obtain by
(3.43) and (3.39) that

||AHL°°([—T*,T*];HO’°°) rg ||A’|L°°([—T*,T*];HO’2[%]+2) + HA||L°°([—T*7T*};H[%]+1'2)’ (344>
where the implicit constant depends only on €2 and d. Using Holder inequality

1

1
($1+1 g1+1
[AL] oeigree < 1Al o ||A||Ho§ ,

(3.44) further yields

||A||L°°([—T*,T*];H0700) S ||A||L°°([—T*,T*];H[%]+172)’ (345)

where the implicit constant depends only on €, d. Hence, by (3.37) and (3.45) we obtain
A oo (1 10,00y < P18, (o] o) (3.46)

for some universal function ®; : Rt x R* — R* which is increasing in both variables.

Now, take C, to be sufficiently large such that
Cilluoll gro = 2®1 (1, [|uo gro ) + 2, (3.47)

and choose T" > 0 to be sufficiently small such that

d

Q = Tu(Culluoll ro)* + Tu(Culluol o )2 < (3.48)

l\DI}—t

Then (3.46) reveals
1
HAHL;’O([—T,T};HO’O") < §C*||U0||Hk0~

So one has T, > T by (3.36). It is obvious that 7" > 0 defined via (3.47)-(3.48) depends

only on ||ug|| gwo- O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1 IN d > 2

By Duhamel principle, the solution of (2.5) can be expressed by

o10) = *u + [ H0@8010.07)s)ds. (4.1
0

Let k£ be the smallest integer such that k& > max(g+3.5, d+1). Let 1 <¢<2,¢ = q_il,

and
— 0, (4.2)

where 0 > 0 is sufficiently small.
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Let T be the maximal time such that
sup (02 0(8) lwaw + 9(8) ¢ ) < Coe, (4.3)
te[-T,T]
where Cy > 1 is to be determined later. Let’s prove Theorem 1.1 by bootstrap.
Step 1. By local theorem in Lemma 3.6 and Sobolev embedding, one has T > 1.
Step 2. Assume that 1 < |t| < T, and without loss of generality let ¢t € [1,7T]. Then

iAt

(4.1) and linear dispersive estimates of ¢'>* (see Lemma 6.2) give

d

@) lyow < 20700l +/0 Z (t = 5)2 700020100 (5) | ads.  (4.4)

1. Leading cubic terms. The leading cubic part of RHS of (4.4) is
t

t

/ (t— 8)2(1_‘1)|||3§¢||5§¢|0x¢|||Lgd8+/ (t = )2 ))|0tg]|0n @l | gds  (4.5)
0 0

+ low derivative terms. (4.6)

Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality shows
-1-3
)
k—2-5
k—=1+d(z—3)

||0x¢||L32qu g [ Y Fontcl g

||83¢||L2qu S 1020117, 10501 2", 0 =

When k > d + 2, one has for ¢ in (4.2

) with 0 < § < 1,

d 2
b
( q

. ) min(26, 2w) < —1 (4.7)

min(f, w) > (4.8)

N —

Then (4.3) shows (4.5) is dominated by
1

t
[ =00kl 020l 0.0l s s+ [ (e 0710011311051 s

<o [

ORI

1

(1-2) 5 01-2)2min(00) g +/0 (t = )07 glf3peds

[M]isH

provided that t € [T, T], where we applied Sobolev embedding for s € [0, 1] due to the
assumption k > §+3.5. The low derivatives terms are easier to handle and also contribute
to (4.4) by (£)207De3,

2. Remained higher order terms. The higher order remainders are easy to dominate,

since we always have by (2.7) that

¢ dq_2 ¢ dq_2
/ (t — )30 DR y2uds < / (t = )30 D0l 0l2 , oo 1|6l yads
0 0 w279

x
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which is also admissible by (4.7) and (4.8).

In a summary we have proved in Step 2 that
d(1_2
I8 2w < CLE)EE 2 [[[Gollw2a + Cie’] (4.9)

for some C7 > 0 depending only on d.
Step 3. Let us deal with the H* norm in (4.3). By (4.9) and Gagliardo-Nirenberg

inequality, we see

_ a2
ID*6llzze S NDln IOl < (1) 21 Ve, (4.10)

where 6 € (0,1) is given by

k—2-4

0= 7
d(z — ) +k—2

It is easy to verify

2

Gld(— — 1) > 1,
q

for k> d+2and 0 < 0 < 1. Hence, for any ¢ € [0, 7] we get

t
/ ID26(0)|2 wds < €
0

Then by (3.4), for t € [0, 7] we have

t
/0 m2ax|A|§(s)ds < é

Thus (3.9) and Gronwall inequality show for any t € [0, T
AR @ <2 [ 9AE O
if 0 < e < 1. Then (3.7) shows for any t € [0, 7], 0 <1 < k — 2,
[ VAL @S Toolle < 1. (4.11)
>

provided that 0 < € < 1. Since the RHS of (3.8) with [ = k—2 is quadratic in || D?u||yx-2.

and || D?u||yx—22 is small by bootstrap assumption, (4.11) further implies for any ¢ €
[0, 77,

ID*u(t)|lwr-22 < Cllol (4.12)
for some C' > 0 if 0 < € < 1. (4.12) provides admissible bounds of ||¢||; with 2 < < k.

Using (4.1) we get

t 2
()2 < Nl doll a2 +/0 Y 10'0(3;610:91%) () | r2ds. (4.13)
=0
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We observe that the RHS of (4.13) is dominated by ||¢ol|gz + Cie® up to a universal
constant depending only on d via noting that (4.10) yields

1020l + 1020l Lee S €)™,

for some o > %

As a summary, we have obtained admissible bounds of ||@|| gx:
lu@®)llm < Colllgollzr + Ce’] (4.14)

for some Cy > 0 depending only on d and any ¢ € [0, T]. The inverse direction t € [-T, 0]
follows by a time reflection and defining J(F') as the opposite direction rotation. Hence,

(4.14) holds for all t € [-T,T].
Step 4. Set Cj to satisfy

Co > 4"—401 —|—4CQ,
then choose € > 0 to be sufficiently small such that

1
0200262 S Z

By Step 1, (4.9) in Step 2, (4.14) in Step 3 and bootstrap, we have proved (4.3) holds
with Cye replaced by 1Cpe. Thus T = oo. And hence (1.5) holds for all ¢ € R.

5. PROOF OF SCATTERING

(1.6) is in fact scattering type result. This follows if one has shown

| 10@ol0.0lluzds 5 1. 6.0
0
But (5.1) has been proved in Step 3 of Section 4.

6. APPENDIX

The following is Hamilton’s interpolation inequality proved in [[8],Section 12].

Lemma 6.1. Let T be any Tensor defined on manifold 3. For 1 < j <i—1, there exists
a constant C' depending only on dimension of X2 and i, which is independent of the metric

g and connection such that
/ IVIT| T dp < C'max |T\2<3-—1>/ VT |2d . (6.1)
b b
The following is linear dispersive estimates.

Lemma 6.2. Let 1 < ¢ < 2, and f € LY(R?). Then there exists a constant C' > 0
depending only on q,d such that

; d_2
e fl o < CE2E2) Fll g, (6.2)

q

where ¢ = -
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