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Abstract

In this paper, we show the global well-posedness of a higher-order nonlinear
Schrodinger equation. Specifically, we consider a system of infinitely many coupled
higher-order Schrodinger—Poisson-Slater equations with a self-consistent Coulomb
potential. We prove the existence and uniqueness global in time of solutions in L?(R?)
and in the energy space.
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1 Introduction
This paper is devoted to the mathematical analysis of the following higher-order
Schrédinger—Poisson—Slater mixed system (SPS in short) in three space dimensions:
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The wavefunction ¥ depends on time ¢ and space x € R3. The constants 1, c and /i denote
the mass of a particle, the speed of light, and the reduced Planck constant, respectively.
The constants c, ¢, and ¢; denote physical interaction constants; the subscripts -, -, and
-s stand for Coulomb, Poisson and Slater, respectively. The SPS system can be either re-
pulsive (¢, > 0) or attractive (c, < 0). The differential operator A is the Laplace operator,
and » denotes the convolution operator in R3. py, denotes the charge density and is given
by py = ZIEN vil¥;1%, where {y;,j € N} C £1(N) is the set of occupation numbers and are

such that y; > 0 and ZjeN v; = 1. The nonlinear term —cspé Y was introduced by Slater
as a local correction to the exchange term in the Hartree—Fock equations. This correction
should be understood, following Dirac and Slater, as a quantum effect in contrast with the
Poisson term which has a classical counterpart, we refer to [1, 2] for more details, and to
[3-5] for an heuristic justification of this term. The difference between system (1) and the
classical SPS system is that the kinetic operator % A is replaced by the higher-order oper-

ator Z]]eo % N where J € N*. This idea was developed in [6, 7] and is based on Ein-

stein’s mass—energy equivalence and a finite expansion approach. This model is adapted

for particles with velocity less than %
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System (1) belongs to the family of higher-order Schrodinger equations that have been
developed in, e.g., [7, 8]. These are Schrodinger-type equations involving higher-order
Schrédinger operator converging, in principle, to the semi-relativistic bound-state equa-
tion called the spinless Salpeter equation; see, e.g., [9—12]. The semi-relativistic spinless
Salpeter equation is of high importance in particle physics and provides a particularly
well defined approximation to the Bethe—Salpeter formalism designed for the Lorentz-
covariant description of bound states within relativistic quantum field theory. The spinless
Salpeter equation can be formally obtained using a three-dimensional reduction and suit-
able justified physical hypotheses. More importantly, it can be regarded as a generalization
of the classical Schrodinger equation with the inclusion of the relativistically correct free-
particle kinetic energy. We refer the reader to [6] for a more detailed discussion of the
physical background and application of the higher-order Schrédinger equations (also see
[7] for an application to the case of alpha particles and see [13, 14] for alternative applica-
tions).

In the sequel, we assume that the sequence of nonnegative real numbers {y;,j € N} C
¢1(N) are fixed. That is, they do not depend on time as in the time dependent multi-
configuration models (see e.g. [15] ). Next, we recall the definition of some functional
spaces, originally introduced in [16, 17]. We denote y := (y1, ¥»,...) and we define, for all

1 <p <q < +00, the LP(y) space as follows:
1/p
IP(y):= {Iﬁ = (Viiems 1V o) = <Zy,/ ijlpdx) < +oo}.
jeN R3
For a given time interval I, we denote L?’p (y) := L1(I; LP(y)). We shall use the notation

L?(y) when I = [0, T]. Also, we shall use the shorthand notation L{*(y) and L%*(y) for

loc
q
L loc

([0, +00); L#(y)) and L4([0, +00); L¥(y)), respectively. Now, we introduce

q_ P

BI(y) =L ()L (y), B () =L () N LT P (),
equipped with the norms

1 a2y = 19 02y + 19190,

Whapein =, a0 (19 Loy + 1921, )

Eventually, we define the set

2 3/1 1
3= {(q,p) such that 2 <p < +00,/ € N*\ {1} and- = —(— - —)}
q J\2 p

The main result of this paper is the following.

Theorem 1.1 Let] > 2 and ¢ = (¢;)ien be a set of initial data in L*(y) and (q,p) € J such
that 3 < p < 6. Then the SPS system (1) has a unique solution (¢, x) satisfying

¥ (t,x) € C°([0, +00), L*(y)) N L4([0, +00), LF (y)).



Trabelsi Boundary Value Problems (2018) 2018:181 Page 3 of 15

In addition, if ¢ = (¢;)ieny € HY (), then
¥ (t,x) € C°([0,+00), H” (y)) N C'([0, +00), L*(y)).

This theorem shows the well-posedness of system (1) with initial data in L? instead of the

energy space. Also, it is worth mentioning that Theorem 1.1 can be extended as follows.

Corollary 1.2 Let ¢ = (¢);)icw be a set of initial data in H' (y), then the SPS system (1) has
a unique solution v (t,x) satisfying V (¢,x) € C°([0, +00), H’ (y)).

There is a very rich mathematical literature dedicated to the analysis of the Hartree and
Hartree—Fock equations. The well-posedness in the energy space H!(R3) of the Hartree—
Fock equations (§ = 1, k = 1,...,N) was obtained in [18] (see also [19]). An L? theory was
established, independently, in [16] and [17]. The authors established Strichartz’ type esti-
mates for the free Schrodinger semigroup in some weighted spaces, and used a contraction
argument to conclude. In [20], the authors showed the well-posedness of the classical SPS
system in L2(R3), and in the energy space H'(IR?). In the context of higher-order Hartree—
Fock equations, the existence and uniqueness of solutions in L2(R?), H¥ (R?) and H/(R3)

is proved for / > 2 in [6]. Theorem 1.1 extends this result to the case of the SPS system.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1
In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 by proceeding in two steps. First, we collect a few
technical lemmas providing necessary Lipschitz bounds to set a contraction argument and
obtain the existence and uniqueness of solutions in L%?(y). The second step consists in the
proof of the existence and uniqueness of solutions in H?(y). From this point onward, k
will denote variant universal constants that may change from line to line of an inequality,
and we will emphasize it when it depends on important parameters. Also, we shall use the
notation ¢ (0) instead of ¢ (¢ = 0) for all functions, and ¥ := y — ¢ and py := py, — p, when
there is no confusion.

For all ] € N*, we denote by U;(t) the propagator of the free higher-order Schrédinger

operator. More precisely,

J N2
_ iH B a(])ﬁ ] ,
L[;(t) =e /, H] == Z 4m21—1c21'—2 N,
j=0
In particular, U;(¢) is an unitary operator on every H* for all s € R (see Ref. [6], Proposi-
tion 3.4). In order to prove the existence of solutions, we seek a fixed point of the following

functional:

ALyt x) == Uj ()

t 1
_i/ U](t—s)(cciw +cp<p¢ * %)1// —cs,olzxﬁ)(x,s)ds
0

x|

= U () i /0 Uyt = ) () + B — S()) (xr5) ds,
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in a well-chosen closed ball. To ease the notation, we shall use the following:

AE)(bx) = / Uyt - $)E(s,x) ds,

IN{s,t}

for all time intervals I, so that we can write
AlY(t,x) = Up(t)p — 1A (E() + P(W) - S(¥)) (¢, %). (2)

2.1 L9(y) solutions
In this subsection, we prove the first part of Theorem 1.1. For that purpose, we need the
following local Strichartz estimates for the propagator U(t).

Lemma 2.1 ([21]) Let] > 2, (q1,p1), (q2,p2) € T, and I a finite time interval of length less
than 1. Then:
1. There exists k := k(p1) such that

|50 g,y <KNE 2y forall & € L2(y).
2. If I contains the origin, there exists k := k(p1, p2) such that

92 P2
| A1) | o, <klEN 2 o, foralls € LTrT(y),
L) LB

1

This lemma is an extension of the results of [21]. The adaptation of the classical
Strichartz’ estimates to our weighted spaces is straightforward, and we refer the reader
to [17] for a proof. Thanks to Lemma 2.1, we have

|0 g, <c@DIEI2g), (AL gnn <k@Lp)IElgneg, @)

whenever the right hand side is finite. Next, we recall the following mass-conservation
property of the SPS system.

Lemma 2.2 Let T > 0 and ¢ = (¢:)ien a set of initial data in L*(y). If there exists a
weak solution ¥ (t) = (Vi(£))ien to the SPS system on [0, T], then (Y;(t))ien is such that

¥ (Dlz2) = 19 ll22() for all t € [0, T].

Proof On the one side, we multiply the SPS system (1) by ¥; and integrate with respect
to space. On the opposite side, we replace k by [ in (1), take the complex conjugate of the
system, multiply by ¢, integrate with respect to space, and integrate by parts the term
- Zjleo "51_(’;7}2;]_2 Y U]y dx. Eventually, summing up the two equalities leads to the
desired the result. O

Now, we estimate the linear and nonlinear parts in %/}M (y) forall (g,p) e Jand T > 0.
First, we have

Lemma 2.3 Let T >0, (q,p) € J such that 3 <p < 6 and ¥, € BI (y). Then there exists
Kk :=k(p) > 0 such that

3(1

|€) | gigr,, < K max (T, 7770 @ g, - )
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Proof The proofis based on a cut-off of the Coulomb potential ﬁ Indeed, for all function

x € C® such that x(r) =1 for 0 <r <1and x(r) = 0 for r > 2, we have clearly

1 _i _ i a b %
T (1= x(Ir1)) + |x|x(|x|)eL +L° forall(a,b) e |:2,3[><]3,+oo:|.

On the one side, we set b = +00 and obtain

x (1x1)
|x|

o T gy <TI0

Jew () e < |

On the opposite side, using Holder’s inequality in time and space, combined with the fact

that (¢, p) € J, we obtain

x (1%])

le@w)1-x ()| ., <T"7 .

1% ||W||L{?P(y)'
Ly

The right hand side of this estimate is finite for all 3 < p < 6, which ensures that 1%2 € [%, 3.

Summing up the two inequalities we get (4). O

Now, let us make clear the relation between the norms of the density p, and the wave-
1
function v. Thanks to Minkowski’s inequality, we have ||y ||1r(,) < II,oj lr forall p < 2.
1

Also, using the reverse Minkowski inequality for all p > 2, we obtain || pz e < ¥z
We shall use this property tacitly in the sequel. Now, the Poisson part of the system satisfies
the following.

Lemma 2.4 Let T >0, (q,p) € J such that 3<p < 6 and ¥, € BI (y). Then there exists
a constant k := k(p) such that

[B) - B o,

2 1-3¢1_2
< k(1Y ) + Illeag)) max(T, 777272 W [l g, 5)

Proof The proof is the same as in Ref. [17], we sketch it here for the reader’s convenience.

We have
(7))
+{[{ oy * —
B4 () " a

We shall use the cut-off of the Coulomb potential given in the proof of Lemma 2.3. On the

1
R0 - B g = | (00 # )0

x|

B7(y)

one hand, recalling that py = Y, %;/¥;]* and using Young’s and Hélder’s inequalities, we

H( x(|x|)>
Py * @
||

get

< kll@llzory) (1¥ w2y + ||<P||L<>C-2(y))T||‘1’||LoTo,2(y):

LY ()
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and

H (”‘” e TM))

< kll@llzoozg (IIWIILoozy>+||</>||Loo2(y)T_7 7_’_’)II‘PIILW

Equivalently, we have

(G

<V ) TI N2,

L¥(y)

and

<kl 2y T T390 0
q 17 = 1092 L .
L? T () 7 )

(o)

Gathering these estimates, we obtain (5). Observe that the condition 3 < p < 6 is needed

to bound the short-range part of the potential as in Lemma 2.3. d
Now, we provide estimates for the Slater part of the SPS system.

Lemma 2.5 Let T >0, (g,p) € J with p > 2 and ¥, € B (y). Then there exists a pair
(r,s) € J such that

|8 - S, 2 )<xT1‘*(||w||3qp +||¢||Lqp Il ©)

(v

Proof We follow the argument of [20] using different L%?()) spaces. First, using a first-

order Taylor expansion, we can write for all 6 € [0, 1]

1
6(1#)—6((/)):/ 0:S(p +6W) - wdo
0
2 (1 -2
= §f 9{(((/)+(9!I/,l1/>gz(y))p¢+39,’,,(go+9lI/)d9
0

1
+ / ,()(;’Jrgq,lp do = Tl + 52.
0
1
Indeed, the Fréchet derivative of p; ¢ is given by

1 1
dy (g v)h= ‘R(h V)2 Py lﬁ +pyh,

where the symbol )t denotes the real part of complex numbers, and (%, /) 2(,) denotes the
Euclidean scalar product in £2(y), (k, Vo) = Z/ y,»h,-lﬁ,». Our aim is to estimate ¥; and
%y in LPTFT (y). The proof of this fact is a straightforward application of Minkowski’s

inequality. Indeed, let (g,p) € J, then using Holder’s inequality in space and time we
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get

1
T 6 <|p2 I V||, .2
120 o =< Dopn| g g, 190,
LT (r) LT

= ”p«iew||L§%];_gl,p||w||ﬁ}°'2(y>
T

<llo+0wl’, , Wl

3 11’
LT’” W)

-2 o3 5
<77 (||¢||Lq:19(y) + ||1//||Lq,p(y))||'1’||LC;:2(],)

In order to pass from the second to the third line of the estimate above, we used
the fact that ||,oc [lzar < ||§||Lqp(y for all p > 2 and ¢ € L% (y). Observe that 2=

the conjugate of Jp and —+ is the Con]ugate of 3 724, and that the pair Up, = T 4) € J.
Eventually, we have obviously 1 — 5 > 0 for all / > 2. Now, we make an estimate of

‘Ili

3p+4

T < + 0¥
I uuﬁ%(y) 102000y 50010 |||

<77||P 1o “LGF

[pw+8w0lp|§0+9lp|] LYIF—I'W
11
_ 77||P<p+9q/PqZ, ;W” .
T
<rlrdas] gl

T

2
< 0T (Il + 19 o) 192,

In the first line, we used the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, |(4, ¥) ¢2(y)|2 < py oy and the
1

notation |Z| = (|Z])jen. In the second line, we used the fact that || ||zar¢,) < ||,0{7 lzar for
all p <2 and ¢ € L?(y). Clearly, we have % < 2. Eventually, the proof of the lemma is

achieved by setting (r,s) = (Jp, 31{)—74).

Now, we are able to set up a contraction argument to prove the first part of Theorem 1.1.
Let 0 < T < 1 to be fixed later on, ¢ = (¢;);cn be a set of orthonormal initial data in L2(y),

and ¥ = (¥)ien, @ = (¢1)ien in the following closed ball:

Bg:={¢ € B (y) N L¥([0, TL*(¥)), lIC e ) < R}.

Using Lemmas 2.1-2.5, we can write for all (g,p) € J such that 3<p <6 and J > 2, We

have

” Aly](t,x) ” B (y)

<k@®Pll 2

+rep)max(T, 730, T9) (14 g1, +||1/f||Lqp( M llgar,,

Page 7 of 15
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Now, since %(% ) < 2i, we let R := 2k (p) |||l 12,y and

2
p
2

T < min{1, [26(0)(1 + 47 NGl + (e li) )] 55 ).

Therefore, we get

” Alp](t,x) ” B ()

NI

=

N | =

JR<R.
This shows that A maps By, into itself. Equivalently,

[ A6 ) - Alg)E) | oo,

3(1_2

<x(p) max(T, T177(77), Tle_l/)

2
3

2
X (142081320, + (10130, + 1211920) )1 lagoy

Therefore, if we now let

2 - _ 2
T < min{1, [4x(p) (1 + 4> D)7, + (2P 1D1l121)) )] hrs ),

then there exists a constant 0 < 77 < 1 such that

[ AW 1E) - AlR)E) | agao ) < TV = @llpge, @)

We infer that A is a strict contraction on Bg. Therefore, the SPS system has a solution
in L>([0, T];L%(y)). Moreover, the solution is unique in L>([0, T];L%(y)) N LI for all
(g,p) € J such that 3 < p < 6. The fact that the solution is in C°([0, T]; L?(y)) follows using
standard arguments. The last point to make clear is the global existence of the solution,
which is a consequence of Lemma 2.2. Indeed, the time T > 0 fixed above depends only
on the L? norm of the initial data, which is conserved by the dynamics of the SPS system.

Thus, one can reiterate the contraction argument to cover the whole real line.

2.2 H¥(y) solutions

In this section we prove the second part of Theorem 1.1. For that purpose, we follow the
method of Kato (see Refs. [22, 23]) by setting a fixed point argument. From this point
onward, we shall use the notation C’;X := CP([0, T]; X), LPTX :=L7([0, T];X) and W;"’x =
WP ([0, T]; X) for a given functional space X. Let us summarize the following properties

associated with the operator U (¢).

Lemma 2.6 Let] > 2, (q,p) € J and ¢ € HY(y), then for all t € [0, T] we have U;(£)¢ €
CYHY (y) and | Uy (2)¢ Izser2(py < MIC llpp21 (- Moreover, Uy () € CLLA(y) N W L2 (y) and

there exists a constant k =: k (p) such that ||U;(t)¢ ||W;,q”,(y) < k¢ g2 (y)-
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Proof The first assertion follows immediately from the expression of U;(t) in Fourier vari-
ables. Now, let ¢ be an initial data to the equation

TR0
iy =y (-1y" — gAY

j=1

Then the second assertion is a consequence of Strichartz’ estimates given in Lemma 2.1
and the fact that

/ y )Y L ey
=i 31 Ay =it (0 1S Ay,
j=1

—102j-2 m21 102j-2
j=
This finishes the proof. O

This lemma provides an estimate which is equivalent to the first estimate in (3). The

equivalent of the second estimate in (3) is a direct consequence of the following.

@ _ P2

Lemma 2.7 Let ] > 2, (q1,p1),(q2,p2) € J and ¢ € Lc}o’z(y) such that 0;¢ € L?_l'm (y).
Then Ap1)(¢) € LYHY (y) N CLL2(y) N W' LPL (v) and

||A[0,T](C)||Lqu (o k@IS L2,

||3tA[0,T](C)||Lqu o k@) I (0) ”Lz(y) +k(p1,p2)110:¢ ||Lg%,1% ,

”(_A)]A[O,T](g)HL%OvZ(V) < ”g ”LC%CQ(Y) tK ||€(0)”L2(y) + K(pZ)”at; ” % P2
Ly

Moreover, if ¢ € C3L*(y), then Ap,r(¢) € CSHY ().
Proof The proof is based on Strichartz’ estimates given in Lemma 2.1. Indeed, the first

assertion is nothing but the second estimate in Lemma 2.1 with the pair (1, 2) as the con-

jugate of (00,2) € J. To prove the second assertion, we observe that
Ajo,11(¢) = Ajo,1(8:8) + U ()5 (0).

This formula is justified by the fact that 3,¢ € B7*"* C LLH” (y), thus ¢ € C3H (y). In

particular ¢ (0) makes sense, actually it belongs to L2(y). Thanks to Lemma 2.1, we have

”atA[O,T](C)HLqTLPJ =< K(p)||at§ ||£§731,[% TK H f(o) ||L2(y)

In order to prove the last assertion, we write
(-AY A 71(€) =1(=9, Ap,11(2) +¢).

This formulation is justified by the same argument as above, thus we have (-AY Ao 71(¢) €

LY*(y), and the desired estimate follows immediately using the second assertion. O
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Now, we have €(y) +B(y¥) - S(¥) : HY (y) — L2. Thus, it is rather easy to see that there
exists 0 < s < 2J such that &(v/) + P(¥) — S(¥) € CO(H*(y), L*(y)). For instance, if we fix

s> 1, we have

[€@) 2,y = 20V 1l20) < 209 llrsr)s

1B 12, < 20V 26 1V 1132,y < 209 15y ®)

2 5
1S 120,) < 191520, 19 56y < 191 sy

Thatis, €(y) +B(¥)-S(¥) € L°T°’2(y) forall ¢y € L3?H*(y). Also, there exists a continuous
function n : R — R} such that, for every ¢ € LY H*(y) satisfying 1V lge sy < K, we

have

[€w) +PBW) - 8 ) = n(K). ©)

Let us write € = €; + €, and equivalently for ‘3 with respect to the short and long ranges

of ﬁ Then we have the following.

Lemma 2.8 Let T>0,3<p<6,2<p<6,and q,q suchthat (q,p),(q,p) € J. Then, for all
¥ € LYH*(y) such that ||| soms(y) < K and 8,y € LY (y) N L2 (y), we have

|| ate:l(l//) ||L17'~2()/) S KT”at‘ﬁ ”LOO’Z()/)’

”3t¢2(1/f)” ilLl(y)<KT (35 ||3t1/’||Lqp(y

"]»&

||8tq31(1,0)”L%2(y) <kK2T|| 3,y ||Loc,2(y)

1

lo820)] g, 2, =TT D1 g,

a </<K3T 7G5 ||8t1/f||Looz
=L(y)

la:&wl

L
-1'p

Proof Thanks to Lemmas 2.3-2.5, if ¥/, ¢ € H” (y) such that |/ || s, |¥ | sy < K, then
forall 3<p <6and 2 < p <6 we have
”Q:l(w) - €1((;0) ”LZ(]/) = [(”l]/ ||L2(y)
|€2(v) - €2(0) | Ll : < k¥l
7
[B1¥) = Br@) ] 12, < KK 1 112,
1B2(¥) — Rale) | . KK 5y

|sw) - &) . KK W 12,
Y
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Consequently, thanks to Proposition 1.3.12 of [23], we have

“ %€ (¥) “LIT:Z()/)
|| 9;%1 (1/}) || LlT'Z(y)
|9:€2() ||

<l vl 12,

< kK230 32,

5 <kl o,
q-1"

VP L)

’*1»&
\»n

3R] 2 5 <kKPI3WI 2,

= — P
LaL'P-L(y) L)

||8t6<1/f)>|| < kK39, s

A
- LIy

L
“U'p-1(y)

Eventually, applying Holder’s inequality in time finishes the proof. 0

Next, we set a fixed point argument and finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. First, ob-
serve that the SPS system (1) and the Duhamel formulation (2) are equivalents. Indeed,
let Y € LH*(y), then (-AYy € LYH*?(y) since (-AYy € L(H*, H?). Moreover, for
all T >0, &) +P(¥) — &) : I — L%(y) is measurable since €(y) + P(¥) - S(¥) €
CO(H*(y),L?*(y)) and bounded since it is bounded on bounded sets, thus €(y) + B(¥) —
S) e L°T°’2(y). Therefore, Eqgs. (1) and (2) are well defined on L?(y). The equivalence
follows using the fact that (L;(£))scr is a group of isometries on L2(y).

Let 0 < s < 2J such that the three estimates (8) hold true, and (g, p) € J such that p =
max{p,p} of Lemma 2.8. Also, let T, K > 0 be fixed hereafter, and introduce the space

L(y):={¥ € LPH(y) N WE LY (y) N WL’ (y) such that

IV s rsy + 1 oo 2y + 1 Whirr(y) <Kand y(0) = ¢}.

Notice that L(y) # @ for all y > 0 since ¥ (£) = ¢ € L and that (£, d) is a complete metric
space when endowed with the distance d(y/, ¢) = || — ¢ ||%tjgp. Thanks to (8), in particular
(9), we see that A, 71(€(¥) + P(Y¥) + &(¥))(£, x) belongs to COTLZ()/), therefore it is well

defined. Now, thanks to Hélder’s inequality, if ¥ € £(y), then ¥ € Wy ?L?(y). Indeed,

1
1l i, (lllﬁlqup + ||3t¢||Lqp )’
el s e
< (IIWIILfoz vl ||3t¢IILfcz ||3tW||L5p ) )2
2pp) 2282 22873 1 20-p)  p(p-2)
< K72 (||¢||L,’;§f’ Yy ||8,1p||LZ;‘,£’(y2 )2 < K2 KD =K,

With Lemma 2.8, one deduces the following estimates:

ST, faew] g g, e D)

VPl

[l s 2

“ %€ (¥) HLJTSZ(}/)

[0 12, < kKT,

»

1SN 3 5

P1(y)
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Next, using (9) with the first estimate of Lemma 2.7, we obtain the existence of a constant
k independent of K and T such that

| A1 (€W) +BW) + SW)) |22, < RTH(K). (10)

The other estimates of Lemma 2.7 show that Ao 7)(€(¥) + P(¥) + &) € LYHY (y) N
W}'IL’”()/) for all ¢ € L(y) and all pairs ([, m) € J. Also, using Lemma 2.7 and estimates
(9)-(10), we obtain (by possibly choosing a larger &)

| A (W) +BW) + SH))| Wi 12(y)
[ An(€W) + B0 + 66 [y,
=< E(T?’]([() + ” Ql (¢) ”LZ(},) + ” 62(¢) ”LZ(},) + ”SBI(QS)HLZ(V) + “%2(¢)“L2(y)

3(1_1 1-3(1_1

72 é)]+1(%T 73 ),

+ 8@ 2, + [K + K[ + 7!
and

| A7 (€(¥) + B() + S)) ||Lc%on(y)
<&([+ TIE) + [ €28)] 12, + [ €2)] 12, + [B1@)] 12, + [B2(0)] 12,
6@ 2, + [K+ K37+ T TEP] L K390,

Combining these estimates with Lemma 2.6 and (10), we obtain (by possibly choosing
larger i)

[ AL 2, < 2 (T00K) + 19l (1)
[ A0 was oy + 1AW ey
<& (19l + T + | &) 12,
€@ ) + [F1D) 2 + [P 2, + [6@)] 12,
H[K+ K| [T+ T TP e kST 950, (12)

Also,

||A[I/f] ||L%OH2()/) S IZ(”(»b”HZ](y) + [1 + T]’I(K) + || Ql(q))an(y) + || Q2(¢)HL2(y)

+ Hml(Qb)”Lz(V) + ||m2(¢)||L2(y) + ||6(¢)||L2(y)

3(1_1

+[K+ KT+ 17078

1 1

3
P k3T, (13)
Next, we choose K in L(y) such that

K =4z (Il + [€1@)] () + [ €8] 12,

+ ||§B1(¢) ||L2(y) t ||m2(¢) ||L2(y) + ||6(¢)||L2()/))’

Page 12 of 15
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and

T < min{1, [K (4% (n(K) + K + K> + K3))~ 1]+3)+6}

Hence, using (12) we obtain
1
” A [w] ” W%mLz(y) + ” A['W] || W%,qu(y) < 51(

Eventually, using the interpolation inequality [|{||zs¢) < 1Y ||L2?;/) Iy ||§12](y), and the esti-
mates (11) and (13), and possibly choosing T smaller, we obtain
At < 5K
TH(Y) " 2

In particular, the functional A maps £(y) into itself. A slight modification of the esti-
mates of the nonlinear terms of the SPS system shows that one can choose T possibly
smaller in order to show that the mapping A is a strict contraction on the complete
metric (L(y),d). Therefore, we can deduce the existence of a fixed point ¥ € L(y) solv-
ing the system (1) with initial data ¢ € H?(y). Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.7 allow one
to deduce that y(t,x) € C2HY(y) N CLL?(y). For this purpose, the technical point is
to show that €(y) + P(¥) — S(¥) € C2L*(y). This can be achieved by observing that
¥ € C3L*(y) and using (13) to obtain ¥ € L°H¥(y). Eventually, the interpolation in-
equality used before leads to ¥ € C9.H*(y), hence €(v/) + P(¥) — S(¥) € CIL*(y) since
C(Y) +P(¥) - &) € C(H*(y),L%(y)). Observe that ¢ € W}’IL’”()/) for all pairs ([, m) € J,
and the uniqueness of the solution readily follows using a difference argument (the proof
is in the same spirit of the one showing that the mapping A is a strict contraction). The
blow-up alternative and the continuous dependence on the initial data can be shown using
standard arguments, and we refer to, e.g., [23]. Eventually, notice that the time T depends
on/, p, p, p and K, and that K depends only on the initial data, therefore one can reiter-
ate the argument (with initial data ¥(T), ¥(2T),...) and cover the whole real line, which
finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2.3 H/(y) solutions

The proof of Corollary 1.2 can be achieved using a limiting procedure based on Theo-
rem 1.1. Indeed, we construct a solution in H’/(y) as a limit of a sequence of solutions in
HY(y). The proof is standard, we skip it and refer to [23] for similar arguments (see also
[20]). The key point is to show the boundedness of v in H’(y), which is a consequence of
the following.

Lemma 2.9 Let T >0 and ¢ = (¢;)icn a set initial data in HY (y) and ¥ (t) = (Yi(t))ien the
associated solution to the SPS system. Then, for all t € [0, T], we have

W) ;:_ZZ( 1)’m2] o 2/ (=) 2y, )| e + C/Rs Pw|(xt|,x) dx

keN j=0

4
+ 1 /‘ / pw (%) oy (£,9) dxdy - §Cs/ pg(t,x)dx=5j(¢)'
R3 JR3 4 Jre

lx =yl
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Proof The proofis standard. The higher-order operator and the Slater terms do not bring
any new difficulties, and we refer the reader to [18] for an explicit proof in the case of
Hartree and Hartree—Fock, and to [15, 24] for a proof in a more general setting (see
also [25] for the pseudo-relativistic case, that is, when the kinetic operator is given by
V—02A,; + a~* where o > 0 denotes Sommerfeld’s fine structure constant). O

To show that there exists a constant such that || || LEH () = C for all T > 0, we need to
control the kinetic part of the energy which obviously depends on the parity of J. For this
purpose, we need the following Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality:

s ] s 1-5
[CZEN PPl [C.NERTA VAN 7 A (14)
Therefore, it is enough to focus on the leading term in the kinetic energy part, namely
(=1y+t 3}717";,/2 A 5 ¥l 12(,)- Let us assume that / is odd. Then, using (14) with the mass
conservation and the estimate

4 8
/ pytx)de <klyl’s
R3 HB8(y)
we infer that the leading term in the kinetic part dominates the Slater correction since
J> %. Thus ¥ € LH/(y). Now, assume J is even, then again using (14) with the mass

conservation and the estimates

Py (%) ) ,
= <
/ﬂ;g i dx <Vl + Il s = 1V, + 1V 3

Py (t:2)py (£,) s
f/ L0 ey < el 101y <kl vl
R3 JR3 Y H3(y)

lx =yl L3(y)

we infer that the leading term of the kinetic part dominates the potential part. Therefore
v eLFH (y).
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