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Small energy scattering for the

Klein–Gordon–Zakharov system with

radial symmetry

Zihua Guo, Kenji Nakanishi and Shuxia Wang

We prove small energy scattering for the three-dimensional Klein–
Gordon–Zakharov system with radial symmetry. The idea of proof
is the same as the Zakharov system studied in [6], namely to
combine the normal form reduction and the radial-improved Strichartz
estimates.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for the three-dimensional
(3D) Klein–Gordon–Zakharov system

(1.1)

{
ü−Δu+ u = nu,

n̈/α2 −Δn = −Δu2

with the initial data

(1.2) u(0, x) = u0, u̇(0, x) = u1, n(0, x) = n0, ṅ(0, x) = n1,

where (u, n)(t, x) : R1+3 → R× R, and α > 0, α �= 1 denotes the ion sound
speed. It preserves the energy

(1.3) E =
∫

R3

|u|2 + |∇u|2 + |u̇|2 +
|D−1ṅ|2/α2 + |n|2

2
− n|u|2dx,

where D :=
√−Δ, as well as the radial symmetry

(1.4) (u, n)(t, x) = (u, n)(t, |x|).

We consider those solutions with such symmetry and finite energy, hence

(1.5) (u0, u1, n0, n1) ∈ H1
r (R3)× L2

r(R
3)× L2

r(R
3)× Ḣ−1

r (R3).
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We are interested in the scattering for small data in the above function
space.

This system describes the interaction between Langmuir waves and ion
sound waves in a plasma (see [1, 3]). The local well-posedness (for arbitrary
initial data) and global well-posedness (for small initial data) of (1.1) with
α < 1 in the energy space H1 × L2 was proved by Ozawa, Tsutaya and
Tsutsumi in [16]. We point out that (1.1) does not have null form structure
as in Klainerman and Machedon [9] and this suggests that when α = 1 the
system (1.1) may be locally ill-posed in H1 × L2 (the counter example of
Lindblad [10] for similar equations). Hence, we suppose α �= 1 here. When
the first equation of (1.1) is replaced by c−2ü−Δu+ c2u = −nu and c, α→
∞, Masmoudi and Nakanishi studied the limit system and the behavior of
their solutions in a series of papers [11–13]. The instability of standing wave
of Klein–Gordon–Zakharov system was studied in [4, 5, 14].

In this paper, inspired by Guo and Nakanishi [6], we combine the normal
form technique, which was first used in a dispersive partial differential equa-
tion context by Shatah [17], and the improved radial Strichartz estimates
to prove small energy scattering of (1.1) with radial symmetry. The normal
form transform was also used in [15] for (1.1) and they got the scattering
from initial data small in the Sobolev spaces with high regularity and in
Lp with p < 2. Moreover, their scattering result is independent of radial
symmetry. The main result of this paper is

Theorem 1.1. If (u0, u1, n0, n1) are all radial and small enough in the
norm of (1.5), then the solution (u, n) scatters in this space as t→ ±∞.

The main difficulties for the proof of scattering are derivative loss and
slow dispersion of the wave equation together with the quadratic non- lin-
earity. The loss of derivative can be overcome by the normal form transform
(under the assumption α �= 1, so we have good non-linear structures mainly
due to the different propagation speed). To handle the quadratic interaction,
we have to assume radial symmetry so that we have wider class of Strichartz
estimates.

2. Transformation of equations

This section is devoted to transform the equation by using the normal form.
It is convenient first to change the system into first order as usual. Let

U := u− i〈D〉−1u̇, N := n− iD−1ṅ/α,(2.1)
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where 〈x〉 = (1 + x2)1/2, then u = ReU = (U + Ū)/2, n = ReN =
(N + N̄ )/2 and the equations for (U ,N ) are

(2.2)

{
(i∂t + 〈D〉)U = 〈D〉−1(NU/4 + N̄U/4 +NŪ/4 + N̄ Ū/4),

(i∂t + αD)N = αD(UŪ/4 + ŪU/4 + U2/4 + Ū2/4).

Now we introduce some notations. We use K(t),Wα(t) to denote the Klein–
Gordon and the wave propagators:

K(t)φ = F−1eit〈ξ〉φ̂, Wα(t)φ = F−1eiαt|ξ|φ̂, φ̂ = Fφ.

Let η0 : R → [0, 1] denote a radial smooth function supported in {|ξ| ≤ 2}
and equal to 1 in {|ξ| ≤ 1}. For k ∈ Z let χk(ξ) = η0(ξ/2k)− η0(ξ/2k−1) and
χ≤k(ξ) = η0(ξ/2k). For k ∈ Z let Pk, P≤k denote the operators on L2(R3)
defined by P̂ku(ξ) = χk(|ξ|)û(ξ), P̂≤ku(ξ) = χ≤k(|ξ|)û(ξ).

For a quadratic term uv, we use (uv)LH , (uv)HH , (uv)HL to denote the
three different interactions:

(uv)LH =
∑
k∈Z

P≤k−kα
uPkv, (uv)HL = (vu)LH ,

(uv)HH =
∑

|k1−k2|<kα

k1,k2∈Z

Pk1uPk2v,

where kα is a large number which is determined later, depending on α. It is
obvious that we have

(2.3) uv = (uv)HH + (uv)LH + (uv)HL

and they are all radial if u, v are both radial. Moreover, for any such index
∗ = HH,HL,LH, we denote the bilinear symbol (multiplier) by

(2.4) F(uv)∗ =
∫
P∗û(ξ − η)v̂(η)dη

and finite sum of those bilinear operators are denoted by the sum of indices:

(2.5) (uv)∗1+∗2+··· = (uv)∗1 + (uv)∗2 + · · · .
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From Duhamel’s formula and taking a Fourier transform, we get that the
first equation of (2.2) is equivalent to

Û = eit〈ξ〉Û0 − i〈ξ〉−1
∫ t

0
ei(t−s)〈ξ〉F(nu)HLds

− i〈ξ〉−1
∫ t

0
ei(t−s)〈ξ〉F(nu)HH+LHds

Especially, for the second term, we have

− i〈ξ〉−1
∫ t

0

∫
ei(t−s)〈ξ〉PHLn̂(s, ξ − η)û(s, η)dηds

= − i
4
〈ξ〉−1eit〈ξ〉

∫ t

0

∫
PHLe

isω1 [e−iαs|ξ−η|N̂ (s, ξ − η)][e−is〈η〉Û(s, η)]dηds

− i

4
〈ξ〉−1eit〈ξ〉

∫ t

0

∫
PHLe

isω2 [eiαs|ξ−η| ˆ̄N (s, ξ − η)][e−is〈η〉Û(s, η)]dηds

− i

4
〈ξ〉−1eit〈ξ〉

∫ t

0

∫
PHLe

isω3 [e−iαs|ξ−η|N̂ (s, ξ − η)][eis〈η〉 ˆ̄U(s, η)]dηds

− i

4
〈ξ〉−1eit〈ξ〉

∫ t

0

∫
PHLe

isω4 [eiαs|ξ−η| ˆ̄N (s, ξ − η)][eis〈η〉 ˆ̄U(s, η)]dηds,

(2.6)

where

ω1 = −〈ξ〉+ α|ξ − η|+ 〈η〉, ω2 = −〈ξ〉 − α|ξ − η|+ 〈η〉,
ω3 = −〈ξ〉+ α|ξ − η| − 〈η〉, ω4 = −〈ξ〉 − α|ξ − η| − 〈η〉.

It is obvious that ω2 and ω4 will not vanish in the support of PHL:
|ξ| ∼ |ξ − η|  |η|. For example, if we choose kα ≥ 5, then

|ω2|, |ω4| ∼α 〈ξ〉.

Therefore, there is no resonance in these cases.
In contrast, ω1 and ω3 are more problematic since they vanish when |η| =

0 and |ξ| = cα := 2α/|α2 − 1| in the support of PHL. Therefore, we need
further to distinguish (uv)HL between resonant and non-resonant frequency
parts as follows:

(2.7) (uv)αL =
∑

|2k−cα|≤δα,
k∈Z

PkuP≤k−kα
v, (uv)XL =

∑
|2k−cα|>δα,

k∈Z

PkuP≤k−kα
v
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and similarly denote (uv)Lα, (uv)LX . Then we use normal form only for non-
resonant parts. We give the estimates of ω1 and ω3 precisely in the following
lemma, similar to the estimates in [11].

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 �= α > 0, then there exist cα, δα and kα such that in the
support of PXL,

|ω1| ∼α |ξ|, |ω3| ∼α 〈ξ〉.

Proof. We will use the simple fact 〈η〉 − 1 = |η|2
〈η〉+1 ≤ |η|.

(1) We consider the case 0 < α < 1.
For ω1, by solving

〈ξ〉 − 1 = α|ξ|,

we can get the resonant frequency

cα =
2α

1− α2
.

Now we estimate the function f(r) := αr − 〈r〉+ 1. Since f ′(r) = α−
r/〈r〉 and f ′′(r) = −1/〈r〉3, f is convex and has only maximum at

r0 =
α√

1− α2
∈ (0, cα).

There exists θ ∈ (0, 1) such that cα(1− θ) ∈ (r0, cα). Let δα = θcα,
then we can find a number ρ = ρ(α, δα) such that

|f(r)| ≥ ρr for r ∈ [0, cα − δα) ∪ (cα + δα,∞).

Choosing kα ≥ | log2 ρ|+ 5, we have

|ω1| ∼α |ξ|

in the support of PXL.
Now we consider ω3. Choosing kα ≥ | log2(1− α)|+ 5, we have

(1− α)|ξ|  |η|. Since

|ω3| ≥ |ξ| − α|ξ − η|+ 1 ≥ (1− α)|ξ| − |η|+ 1 ≥ c|ξ|+ 1,

we have
|ω3| ∼α 〈ξ〉

in the support of PHL.
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(2) We consider the case α > 1.
For ω1, by choosing kα ≥ | log2(α− 1)|+ 5, we have |ξ|  |η| and

(α− 1)|ξ|  |η|, and hence

|ω1| = |(−〈ξ〉+ 1) + α|ξ − η|+ (〈η〉 − 1)| ∼α |ξ|

in the support of PHL.
For ω3, by solving

〈ξ〉+ 1 = α|ξ|,

we can get the resonant frequency

cα =
2α

α2 − 1
.

For the function g(r) := αr − 〈r〉 − 1, since g′(r) = α− r/〈r〉 > 0,
g′′(r) = −1/〈r〉3 < 0 and the asymptotic line is y(r) = (α− 1)r − 1
when r →∞, |g(r)| and the line h(r) := (α− 1)r/2 have two cross-
ing points rc1 and rc2. Let δα such that

δα = max{|cα − rc1|, |cα − rc2|},

we have

|g(r)| ≥ α− 1
2

r for r ∈ [0, cα − δα) ∪ (cα + δα,∞).

Choosing kα ≥ | log2(α− 1)|+ 5, and noting that |ω3| ∼ 1 for 1
|ξ|  |η|, we have

|ω3| ∼α 〈ξ〉

in the support of PXL.

�

By the lemma above, we gain |ξ|−1 for high frequencies (|ξ| > 1) in all the
cases, and lose |ξ|−1 for low frequencies (|ξ| < 1) in the case ω1. In general,
the lower frequencies can be more problematic in the scattering problems,
but it will turn out that we can absorb |ξ|−1 by the Sobolev embedding.
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By similar analysis, corresponding to the four non-linear terms of the
second equation of (2.2), the resonance functions are

ω̃1 = −α|ξ|+ 〈ξ − η〉 − 〈η〉, ω̃2 = −α|ξ| − 〈ξ − η〉+ 〈η〉,
ω̃3 = −α|ξ|+ 〈ξ − η〉+ 〈η〉, ω̃4 = −α|ξ| − 〈ξ − η〉 − 〈η〉.

It is easy to check that |ω̃j | behaves the same as |ωj | for j = 1, 2, 3, 4. Indeed,
ωj and ω̃j are in the dual relation with the correspondence ξ �→ η − ξ.

In order to simplify the presentation, we assume α < 1, which is the
physical case in plasma; and we also suppose the non-linear terms in the
first and second equation of (2.2) are NU and UŪ , respectively. For other
cases, the proof is almost the same. Then we get that the first equation of
(2.2) is equivalent to

Û = eit〈ξ〉Û0 − i〈ξ〉−1
∫ t

0
ei(t−s)〈ξ〉F(NU)XLds− i〈ξ〉−1

×
∫ t

0
ei(t−s)〈ξ〉F(NU)HH+LH+αLds := I + II + III.

Using equation (2.2) again, we get that

∂t(e−it〈ξ〉Û) =− ie−it〈ξ〉〈ξ〉−1(N̂ ∗ Û)(ξ),(2.8)

∂t(e−iαt|ξ|N̂ ) =− ie−iαt|ξ|α|ξ|(Û ∗ ˆ̄U)(ξ).(2.9)

Thus we have

II = −i〈ξ〉−1
∫ t

0

∫
ei(t−s)〈ξ〉PXLN̂ (s, ξ − η)Û(s, η)dηds

= −i〈ξ〉−1eit〈ξ〉
∫ t

0

∫
PXLe

isω[e−iαs|ξ−η|N̂ (s, ξ − η)][e−is〈η〉Û(s, η)]dηds,

where the resonance function is given by

ω := −〈ξ〉+ α|ξ − η|+ 〈η〉.

In fact, this is just the most problematic term ω1 in (2.6).
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From integration by parts, we get

II = −〈ξ〉−1eit〈ξ〉
∫ t

0

∫
PXLω

−1∂s(eisω)e−iαs|ξ−η|

× N̂ (s, ξ − η)e−is〈η〉Û(s, η)dηds

= −〈ξ〉−1
∫
PXLω

−1[N̂ (t, ξ − η)Û(t, η)− eit〈ξ〉N̂ (0, ξ − η)Û(0, η)]dη

− iα〈ξ〉−1
∫ t

0

∫
PXLω

−1ei(t−s)〈ξ〉|ξ − η||̂U|2(s, ξ − η)Û(s, η)dηds

− i〈ξ〉−1
∫ t

0

∫
PXLω

−1ei(t−s)〈ξ〉N̂ (s, ξ − η)〈η〉−1(N̂ ∗ Û)(s, η)dηds.

We introduce a bilinear Fourier multiplier in the form

(2.10) Ω(f, g) = F−1

∫
PXLω

−1f̂(ξ − η)ĝ(η)dη.

Then we have

II = −〈ξ〉−1FΩ(N ,U)(t) + 〈ξ〉−1eit〈ξ〉FΩ(N ,U)(0)

− iα〈ξ〉−1
∫ t

0
ei(t−s)〈ξ〉FΩ(D|U|2,U)(s)ds

− i〈ξ〉−1
∫ t

0
ei(t−s)〈ξ〉FΩ(N , 〈D〉−1(NU))(s)ds.

Thus we obtain

U = K(t)U0 +K(t)〈D〉−1Ω(N ,U)(0)− 〈D〉−1Ω(N ,U)(t)

− iα〈D〉−1
∫ t

0
K(t− s)Ω(D|U|2,U)(s)ds

− i〈D〉−1
∫ t

0
K(t− s)Ω(N , 〈D〉−1(NU))(s)ds

− i〈D〉−1
∫ t

0
K(t− s)(NU)HH+LH+αLds.

(2.11)

For the second equation in (2.2), similarly, we can apply the normal form
reduction for the high–low and low–high interactions, and then get that it
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is equivalent to

N = Wα(t)N0 + αWα(t)DΩ̃(U ,U)(0)− αDΩ̃(U ,U)(t)

− iα
∫ t

0
Wα(t− s)D(UŪ)HH+αL+Lαds

− iα
∫ t

0
Wα(t− s)(DΩ̃(〈D〉−1(NU),U) +DΩ̃(U , 〈D〉−1(NU)))(s)ds,

(2.12)

where Ω̃ is a bilinear Fourier multiplier in the form

(2.13) Ω̃(f, g) = F−1

∫
PXL+LX

f̂(ξ − η)ˆ̄g(η)
〈ξ − η〉 − 〈η〉 − α|ξ|dη.

3. Strichartz estimates and non-linear estimates

In this section, we introduce the Strichartz norm we need. Because of the
quadratic term, our space relies heavily on the radial symmetry. For U and
N , we use the radial-improved Strichartz norms

(3.1) U ∈ X|Y, N ∈ L∞t L2
x ∩ L2

t Ḃ
−1/4−ε
q(−ε),2 ,

for fixed 0 < ε� 1, where ‖U‖X|Y := ‖P<0U‖X + ‖P≥0U‖Y and

X = L∞t L
2
x ∩ L2

t Ḃ
1/4+ε
q(ε),2 , Y = L∞t H

1
x ∩ L2

tB
2/3
q(ε),2,

1
q(ε)

=
1
4

+
ε

3
.

By the Sobolev embedding,

Ḣ1
x = Ḃ1

q(3/4),2 ⊂ Ḃ
1/4+ε
q(ε),2 ⊂ Ḃ

1/4−ε
q(−ε),2 ⊂ L6

x,

H
17
12
−ε

x ⊂ B
2
3

q(ε),2 ⊂ B
2
3
−2ε

q(−ε),2 ⊂ B
5
12
−ε

6,2 ⊂ L6
x.

From now on, the third exponent of the Besov space will be fixed to 2 and
so omitted. The condition 0 < ε� 1 ensures that

(3.2)
10
3
< q(ε) < 4 < q(−ε) <∞,

such that the norms in (3.1) are Strichartz-admissible for radial solutions.
The Strichartz estimates that we will use are given in the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. Assume that φ(x), f(t, x) are spatially radially symmetric in
R3. Then

(a) Assume (q, r), (q̃, r̃) ∈ [2,∞]2 both satisfy the condition:

(3.3)
2
q

+
5
r
<

5
2

or (q, r) = (∞, 2)

and q̃ > 2. Let

β(q, r) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

3
2
− 3
r
− 1
q
,

1
q

+
2
r
< 1 or (q, r) = (∞, 2),

1
r

+
1
q
− 1

2
,

1
q

+
2
r
> 1 and

2
q

+
5
r
<

5
2
,(

1
2
− 1
r

)
+,

1
q

+
2
r

= 1,

(3.4)

where we used the notation a+ to denote a+ ε for arbitrary fixed ε > 0.
Then

‖K(t)P≥0φ‖Lq
t Ḃ
−β(q,r)
r,2

� ‖φ‖L2
x
,(3.5) ∥∥∥∥∫ t

0
K(t− s)P≥0f(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
Lq

t Ḃ
−β(q,r)
r,2

� ‖P≥0f‖Lq̃′
t Ḃ

β(q̃,r̃)
r̃′,2

,(3.6)

‖K(t)P<0φ‖
Lq

t Ḃ
2
q
+ 3

r
− 3

2
r,2

� ‖φ‖L2
x
,(3.7) ∥∥∥∥∫ t

0
K(t− s)P<0f(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
Lq

t Ḃ
2
q
+ 3

r
− 3

2
r,2

� ‖P<0f‖
Lq̃′

t Ḃ
3
2−

3
r̃
− 2

q̃

r̃′,2
.(3.8)

(b) If (q, r), (q̃, r̃) ∈ [2,∞]2 both satisfy the condition:

(3.9)
1
q

+
2
r
< 1 or (q, r) = (∞, 2)

and q̃ > 2, then

‖Wα(t)φ‖
Lq

t Ḃ
1
q
+ 3

r
− 3

2
r,2

� ‖φ‖L2
x
,(3.10) ∥∥∥∥∫ t

0
Wα(t− s)f(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
Lq

t Ḃ
1
q
+ 3

r
− 3

2
r,2

� ‖f‖
Lq̃′

t Ḃ
3
2−

3
r̃
− 1

q̃

r̃′,2
.(3.11)

Proof. The proof of (b) can be found in [7], and the previous references
therein. Using their idea, we give a rough proof for both (a) and (b). By
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Riesz–Thorin interpolation and the classical Strichartz estimates, it suffices
to prove the lemma for (q, r) = (2, r). Consider a free solution on R3 with
|ξ| ∼ 2k frequency in the form

(3.12) uk(t, x) = eitω(D)Pkφ(x),

where φ ∈ L2
x is radial, and ω(|ξ|) is the dispersion function. Computing it

in polar coordinate, we have

(3.13) uk(t, x) =
4π
|x|
∫

ρ∼1
eitω(2kρ)χ0(ρ)22kρφ̂(2kρ) sin(2k|x|ρ)dρ.

Hence if for some j, we have an estimate of the form

(3.14) ‖χj(|x|)
∫

R

eitω(2kρ)+i2kxρχ0(ρ)f(ρ)dρ‖L2
t Lr

x(R2) � 2αj+βk‖f‖L2
x(R)

with some α, β and r ≥ 2, then we get

(3.15) ‖χj(|x|)uk(t, x)‖L2
t Lr

x(R1+3) � 2(α−1+2/r)j+(1/2+β)k‖φ‖L2
x(R3).

Let Tf be the inside of the norm on the left of (3.14). Then we have

T ∗F =
∫∫

e−isω(2kξ)−i2kyξχ0(ξ)χj(|y|)F (s, y)dyds,(3.16)

TT ∗F =
∫∫

ei(t−s)ω(2kξ)+i2k(x−y)ξχ2
0(ξ)dξ · χj(|x|)χj(|y|)F (s, y)dyds,

and so

(3.17) |TT ∗F | ≤ |(eitω(2kD)F−1χ2
0)(2

kx)χ≤j+1(|x|)| ∗ |F |.

Let K(t, x) = (eitω(2kD)F−1χ2
0)(2

kx). Then (3.14) will follow from

(3.18) ‖K(t, x)‖L1
t∈R

L
r/2
|x|<2j

� 22αj+2βk.

(a) In the Klein–Gordon case ω(ρ) = 〈ρ〉,

(3.19) K(t, x) =
∫
eit〈2

kρ〉+i2kxρχ2
0(ρ)dρ.

Simple computation shows that ω′(ρ) = ρ〈ρ〉−1, ω′′(ρ) = 〈ρ〉−3. For r = 2, we
use the local smoothing estimates. Indeed, using the Plancherel’s identity in
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t and Cauchy–Schwartz inequality in x, we get

‖Tf‖L2
t L2

x
� 2j/22−k/2〈2k〉1/2‖f‖2,

and hence

(3.20) ‖eit〈D〉Pkφ‖L2
t L2
|x|∼2j

� 2j/22−(k∧0)/2‖φ‖L2
x

where we used the notation a ∨ b = max(a, b), a ∧ b = min(a, b).
Let ψ(ρ) = t〈2kρ〉+ 2kρx. Then ψ′(ρ) = t22kρ〈2kρ〉−1 + 2kx. Thus if

|t|2k∧0  2j , then |ψ′(ρ)| � |t|22k〈2k〉−1, using integration by parts twice
we get

|K(t, x)| ≤
∫ ∣∣∂ρ[ψ′(ρ)−1∂ρ(χ2

0(ρ)ψ
′(ρ)−1)]

∣∣dρ � |t|−22−4k〈2k〉2.

Combining with the trivial bound |K| � 1, we get that for k ≥ 0 and j ≥ −k,

(3.21) ‖K‖L1
t L∞|x|<2j

�
∫
|t|<2j+2

dt+
∫
|t|>2j+2

2−2kt−2dt � 2j .

Hence, for k ≥ 0 and j ≥ −k,

‖eit〈D〉Pkφ‖L2
t L∞|x|∼2j

� 2(k−j)/2‖φ‖L2
x
.(3.22)

Interpolating (3.20) with (3.22) and classical Strichartz estimate

(3.23) ‖eit〈D〉Pkφ‖L2
t L∞

x∈R3
� 2(k∧0)/22k∨0‖φ‖L2

x
,

we can get the homogeneous estimates in part (a) for 1/q + 2/r < 1 or
(q, r) = (∞, 2).

Now we use the stationary phase method to get an improvement due to
the non-vanishing second derivative. Indeed

(3.24) |ψ′′(ρ)| = | 22kt

〈2kρ〉3
| � |t|2−(k∨0)22(k∧0)

in the support of χ0. Hence by the stationary phase method

(3.25) |K(t, x)| � |t|−1/22(k∨0)/22−(k∧0).
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Thus eventually we have

|K(t, x)χj(x)| � |t|−1/22(k∨0)/22−(k∧0)1{|t|2k∧0�2j}
+ |t|−22−4k〈2k〉21{|t|2k∧0�2j}.

Therefore,

‖K‖L1
t L∞|x|�2j

� 2j/22(k∨0)/22−3(k∧0)/2 + 2−j2k∧02−4k〈22k〉,

and then for j ≥ −5
3(k ∨ 0)− (k ∧ 0) we have

‖eit〈D〉Pkφ‖L2
t L∞|x|∼2j

� 2−3j/4+3(k∨0)/4−(k∧0)/4‖φ‖L2
x
.(3.26)

In particular, by interpolation between (3.26) and (3.22), we get for k ≥
0, j ≥ −k,

‖eit〈D〉Pkφ‖L2
t L∞|x|∼2j

� 2θ(k−j)‖φ‖L2
x
,

1
2
≤ θ ≤ 3

4
.(3.27)

Interpolating (3.20) with (3.27) and classical Strichartz estimates, we
get that for k < 0, if r > 10/3, then

‖eit〈D〉Pkφ‖L2
t Lr

x
�

⎛⎝∑
j≤−k

2
j−k

r
+ k

2
(1− 2

r
) +

∑
j>−k

2
j−k

r
− 3j+k

4
(1− 2

r
)

⎞⎠
× ‖φ‖L2

x
� 2k( 1

2
− 3

r
)‖φ‖L2

x
;

for k ≥ 0, if 10
3 < r < 4, then

‖eit〈D〉Pkφ‖L2
t Lr

x
�

⎛⎝∑
j≤−k

2
j

r
+k(1− 2

r
) +
∑
j≤k

2
j

r
+ 1

2
(k−j)(1− 2

r
)

+
∑
j≥k

2
j

r
+ 3

4
(k−j)(1− 2

r
)

⎞⎠ ‖φ‖L2
x

� 2
k

r ‖φ‖L2
x
;
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for k ≥ 0, if r = 4, then

‖eit〈D〉Pkφ‖L2
t Lr

x
�

⎛⎝∑
j≤−k

2
j

r
+k(1− 2

r
) +

∑
−k≤j≤k

2k/4

+
∑
j>k

2
j

r
+ 3

4
(k−j)(1− 2

r
)

⎞⎠ ‖φ‖L2
x

� 〈k〉2 k

4 ‖φ‖L2
x
;

for k ≥ 0, if r > 4, then

‖eit〈D〉Pkφ‖L2
t Lr

x
�

⎛⎝∑
j≤−k

2
j

r
+k(1− 2

r
) +

∑
j>−k

2
j

r
+ 1

2
(k−j)(1− 2

r
)

⎞⎠
× ‖φ‖L2

x
� 2k(1− 3

r
)‖φ‖L2

x
.

Therefore, by interpolation the homogeneous estimates for 2/q + 5/r < 5/2
or 1/q + 2/r = 1 in part (a) were proved.

The inhomogeneous linear estimates follow from the duality argument
and the Christ–Kiselev lemma, similar to [7].

(b) In the wave case ω(ρ) = |ρ|, we have

(3.28) ‖F−1(χ2
0)(x± t)‖L1

t L
r/2
|x|<2j

∼ 2j ,

hence α = 1/2 (independent of r). Thus we obtain

(3.29) ‖|x|1/2−2/reit|D|χ0(D)φ‖L2
t Lr

|x|∼2j
� ‖φ‖L2

x
.

In particular, we have

(3.30) ‖eit|D|χ0(D)φ‖L2
t Lr

x
� ‖φ‖L2

x
(∀r > 4).

By scaling,

(3.31) ‖eit|D|Pkφ‖L2
t Lr

x
� (2k)

3
2
− 1

2
− 3

r ‖φ‖L2
x

(∀r > 4).

This yields the radial improvement of the wave Strichartz in 3D. �

Remark 1. The generalized Strichartz estimates for Klein–Gordon equa-
tion was also studied by Cho and Lee [2] which also addresses the non-radial
versions. Our proof is different from theirs, and the idea is from [7]. Our
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results give better bound on the regularity, but the range of (q, r) is the same
except some endpoints. More precisely, they prove that the borderline case
2/q + 5/r = 5/2 is also admissible except for the endpoint (q, r) = (2, 10/3).
The borderline case for the Schrödinger equation was partially proved in [7],
which was extended except for the endpoint by Ke [8]. The borderline case
for the wave equation is prohibited except for the trivial energy norm.

The regularity in our estimates is optimal for all (q, r) in the admissible
range. Indeed, there exists radial L2 function φ �= 0 such that

‖eit〈D〉Pkφ‖Lq
t Lr

x
� C(q, r, k)‖φ‖L2

x
,(3.32)

where C(q, r, k) = 〈k〉1/q2(1/2−1/r)k for (q, r) satisfying 1/q + 2/r = 1, and
C(q, r, k) = 2β(q,r)k for all other (q, r) in the admissible range. By (3.13),
(3.32) is equivalent to the existence of f such that

‖s 2
r
−1

∫
ρ∼1

eit〈2
kρ〉χ0(ρ)f(ρ) sin(2ksρ)dρ‖Lq

t Lr
s>0

� C(q, r, k)2−k/2‖f‖L2 .

(3.33)

Take f = 1[0,10](ρ), then we have

I : =
∫

ρ∼1
eit〈2

kρ〉χ0(ρ)f(ρ) sin(2ksρ)dρ

=
1
2i

∫
ρ∼1

eit〈2
kρ〉χ0(ρ)(ei2

ksρ − e−i2ksρ)dρ := I1 − I2.

In the region E = {2−k � |t| � 2k, |t− s| � 2−k}, using integration by
parts we get |I1| � 1; on the other hand,

|I2| ∼ |
∫

ρ∼1
e

it

〈2kρ〉+2kρ ei2
k(t−s)ρχ0(ρ)dρ| ∼ 1.

Thus |I| ∼ 1 on E. Hence,

L.H.S. of (3.33) � 2−k/r

(∫
2−k�|t|�2k

|t| 2q

r
−qdt

)1/q

� C(q, r, k)2−k/2‖f‖2,

and (3.32) is proved.

We will apply this lemma to the integral equations. Then in order to
close the argument, we need to do some non-linear estimates.
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3.1. Bilinear terms

The above Strichartz norms neatly fit in the bilinear terms on the right,
which are partially resonant. Indeed we have

Lemma 3.2. (1) For any N and U , the following estimates hold

‖〈D〉−1(NU)LH‖L1
t H1

x
� ‖N‖L2

t Ḃ
−1/4−ε

q(−ε)
‖U‖L2

t Ḃ
1/4+ε

q(ε)
,

‖〈D〉−1(NU)HH‖L1
t H1

x
� ‖N‖L2

t Ḃ
−1/4−ε

q(−ε)
‖U‖L2

t Ḃ
1/4+ε

q(ε)
.

If 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1, 1
q̃ = 1

2 − θ
2 ,

1
r̃ = 1

4 + θ
3 + ε

3 , then

‖〈D〉−1(NU)αL‖Lq̃′
t Lr̃′

x
� ‖N‖L2

t Ḃ
−1/4−ε

q(−ε)
‖U‖X|Y .(3.34)

(2) For any U , the following estimate holds:

‖D(UŪ)HH‖L1
t L2

x
� ‖U‖2

L2
t (Ḃ

1/4+ε

q(ε) |B2/3
q(ε))

.(3.35)

If 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1, 1
q̃ = 1

2 − θ
2 ,

1
r̃ = 1

4 + θ
3 − ε

3 , then

‖D(UŪ)αL+Lα‖Lq̃′
t Lr̃′

x
�‖U‖2X|Y .(3.36)

Proof. (1) For the first inequality, it suffices to prove

‖(NU)LH‖L2
x

� ‖N‖Ḃ
−1/4−ε

q(−ε)
‖U‖Ḃ

1/4+ε

q(ε)
.

By dyadic decomposition, we have (NU)LH =
∑

k1≤k2−kα
Pk1NPk2U . Then

by Hölder inequality, we get

‖(NU)LH‖L2
x
≤
⎛⎝∑

k2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

k1≤k2−kα

‖Pk1N‖
L

q(−ε)
x

‖Pk2U‖L
q(ε)
x

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2⎞⎠1/2

�

⎛⎝∑
k2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

k1≤k2−kα

2k1( 1
4+ε)2k1(− 1

4−ε)‖Pk1N‖
L

q(−ε)
x

‖Pk2U‖L
q(ε)
x

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2⎞⎠1/2

� ‖N‖
Ḃ
−1/4−ε
q(−ε)

‖u‖
Ḃ

1/4+ε
q(ε)

.
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Similarly, we can get the second one. For the third inequality, by Hölder
inequality and Sobolev embedding,

‖(NU)αL‖Lq̃′
t Lr̃′

x
� ‖Nα‖L2

t L
q(−ε)
x

‖U‖
L

2
θ
t L

6
3−2θ
x

� ‖Nα‖L2
t L

q(−ε)
x

‖U‖X .

(2) For the first inequality, we have

‖D(UŪ)HH‖L2
x
≤

∑
|k1−k2|<kα

2k2‖Pk1U‖L
q(−ε)
x

‖Pk2Ū‖L
q(ε)
x

� ‖U‖Ḃ
1/2−ε

q(−ε)
‖U‖Ḃ

1/2+ε

q(ε)
� ‖U‖2

Ḃ
1/4+ε

q(ε) |B2/3
q(ε)
.

The proof of the second one is similar with the third one in (1). �

3.2. Boundary terms

Next, we estimate the boundary terms.

Lemma 3.3. For any N0 and U0, we have

‖〈D〉−1Ω(N0,U0)‖H1
x

� ‖N0‖L2
x
‖U0‖H1

x
, ‖DΩ̃(U0,U0)‖L2

x
� ‖U0‖2H1

x
.

As a consequence, for any N and U

‖〈D〉−1Ω(N ,U)‖L∞t H1
x

� ‖N‖L∞t L2
x
‖U‖L∞t H1

x
, ‖DΩ̃(U ,U)‖L∞t L2

x
� ‖U‖2L∞t H1

x
.

Proof. We only prove ‖Ω(N0,U0)‖L2
x

� ‖N0‖L2
x
‖U0‖H1

x
, since the others are

similar. From the Plancherel equality we have

‖Ω(N0,U0)‖L2
x

�
∥∥∥∥∥
∫
|ξ−η|�|η|

|η|−1|N̂0(ξ − η)| · |Û0(η)|dη
∥∥∥∥∥

L2

� ‖N0‖L2
x
‖U0‖H1

x
,

where we used the Sobolev embedding ‖F−1|ξ|−1|û0(ξ)|‖L∞ � ‖u0‖H1 . �
To handle the other component, we will need a Coifman–Meyer-type

bilinear multiplier estimates (see Lemma 3.5 in [6]).

Lemma 3.4. For any N and U we have

‖〈D〉−1Ω(N ,U)‖L2
t (Ḃ

1/4+ε

q(ε) |B2/3
q(ε))

� ‖N‖L∞t L2
x
‖U‖L2

t L6
x
,

‖DΩ̃(U ,U)‖L2
t Ḃ
−1/4−ε

q(−ε)
� ‖U‖L∞t H1

x
‖U‖L2

t L6
x
.
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Proof. For the first inequality, it suffices to prove

‖Ω(N ,U)‖Ḃ
1/4+ε

q(ε) |B−1/3
q(ε)

� ‖N‖L2
x
‖U‖L6

x
.

By Sobolev embedding, we get

‖Ω(N ,U)‖Ḃ
1/4+ε

q(ε)
� ‖DΩ(N ,U)‖L2

x
.

It is easy to see that DΩ(N ,U) is a bilinear multiplier with the symbol

m(ξ, η) =
|ξ + η|∑χ≤k−5(η)χk(ξ)
−〈ξ + η〉+ α|ξ|+ 〈η〉 ,

and m satisfies the condition in Lemma 3.5 in [6]. Thus applying dyadic
decomposition and Bernstein inequality, we get

‖P<0DΩ(N ,U)‖L2
x

�

⎛⎜⎝∑
k2<2

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k1≤k2−kα

DΩ(Pk2N , Pk1U)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2
x

⎞⎟⎠
1/2

�

⎛⎝∑
k2<2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

‖Pk2N‖L2
x
‖Pk1U‖L∞x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2

�

⎛⎝∑
k2<2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

(2k1)
1
2 ‖Pk2N‖L2

x
‖Pk1U‖L6

x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2

� ‖N‖L2
x
‖U‖L6

x
.

Similarly,

‖P≥0Ω(N ,U)‖B
−1/3
q(ε)

� ‖P≥0〈D〉
5
12
−εΩ(N ,U)‖L2

x

�

⎛⎜⎝ ∑
k2≥−2

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k1≤k2−kα

〈D〉 5
12
−εΩ(Pk2N , Pk1U)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2
x

⎞⎟⎠
1/2

�

⎛⎝ ∑
k2≥−2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

〈2k2〉−
7
12
−ε‖Pk2N‖L2

x
‖Pk1U‖L∞x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2
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�

⎛⎝ ∑
k2≥−2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

(2k1)
1
2 〈2k2〉−

7
12
−ε‖Pk2N‖L2

x
‖Pk1U‖L6

x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2

� ‖N‖L2
x
‖U‖L6

x
.

We proved the desired result.
Similarly, for the second inequality, by Sobolev embedding we get

‖DΩ̃(U ,U)‖Ḃ
−1/4−ε

q(−ε)
� ‖D3/2Ω̃(U ,U)‖L2

x

and DΩ̃ behaves similarly to DΩ. Then applying dyadic decomposition and
Bernstein inequality, we get

‖D3/2Ω̃(U ,U)‖L2
x

�

⎛⎜⎝∑
k2

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k1≤k2−kα

D3/2Ω̃(Pk2U , Pk1U)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2
x

⎞⎟⎠
1/2

�

⎛⎝∑
k2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

2k2/2‖Pk2U‖L2
x
‖Pk1U‖L∞x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2

�

⎛⎝∑
k2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

2(k1+k2)/2‖Pk2U‖L2
x
‖Pk1U‖L6

x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2

� ‖U‖H1
x
‖U‖L6

x
.

Thus we finish the proof of the lemma. �

3.3. Cubic terms

Finally, we deal with the cubic terms.

Lemma 3.5. For any N and U we have

‖〈D〉−1Ω(D|U|2,U)‖L1
t H1

x
� ‖U‖2L2

t L6
x
‖U‖L∞t H1

x
,

‖〈D〉−1Ω(N , 〈D〉−1(NU))‖L2
t (L

6/5
x |B1+5/6

6/5 ) � ‖N‖2L∞t L2
x
‖U‖L2

t L6
x
,

‖DΩ̃(〈D〉−1(NU),U)‖L1
tL2

x
� ‖N‖L∞t L2

x
‖U‖2L2

t L6
x
.
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Proof. As in the proof of the previous lemma, applying dyadic decomposi-
tion, we get

‖Ω(D|U|2,U)‖L2
x

�

⎛⎜⎝∑
k2

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k1≤k2−kα

Ω(Pk2D|U|2, Pk1U)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2
x

⎞⎟⎠
1/2

�

⎛⎝∑
k2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

‖Pk2 |U|2‖L2
x
‖Pk1U‖L∞x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2

� ‖|U|2‖H
1/2
x
‖U‖L6

x
� ‖U‖H1

x
‖U‖2L6

x
.

Similarly, for the second inequality, we have

‖〈D〉5/6Ω(N , 〈D〉−1(NU))‖L
6/5
x

�

⎛⎝∑
k2

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k1≤k2−kα

〈D〉5/6Ω(Pk2N , Pk1〈D〉−1(NU))

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

L
6/5
x

⎞⎠1/2

�

⎛⎝∑
k2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

2−k2〈2k2〉5/6〈2k1〉−1‖Pk2N‖L2
x
‖Pk1(NU)‖L3

x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2

�

⎛⎝∑
k2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

2k1−k2〈2k2〉5/6〈2k1〉−1‖Pk2N‖L2
x
‖Pk1(NU)‖L

3/2
x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2

� ‖N‖2L2
x
‖U‖L6

x
,

and for the last inequality we have

‖DΩ̃(〈D〉−1(NU),U)‖L2
x

�

⎛⎜⎝∑
k2

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k1≤k2−kα

DΩ̃(〈D〉−1(NU),U)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2
x

⎞⎟⎠
1/2

�

⎛⎝∑
k2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

2k1/2〈2k2〉−1‖Pk2(NU)‖L2
x
‖Pk1U‖L6

x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2
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�

⎛⎝∑
k2

⎛⎝ ∑
k1≤k2−kα

2(k1+k2)/2〈2k2〉−1‖Pk2(NU)‖L
3/2
x
‖Pk1U‖L6

x

⎞⎠2⎞⎠1/2

� ‖NU‖L
3/2
x
‖U‖L6

x
‖N‖L2

x
‖U‖2L6

x
.

�

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Now we are ready to use the estimates obtained in the previous section to
prove Theorem 1.1. For any (u0, u1, n0, n1) ∈ H1

r (R3)× L2
r(R

3)× L2
r(R

3)×
Ḣ−1

r (R3), we define an operator Φu0,u1,n0,n1(U ,N ) by the right-hand side of
(2.11)–(2.12). Our resolution space is

Sη = {(U ,N ) : ‖(U ,N )‖S = ‖U‖X|Y + ‖N‖L∞t L2
x∩L2

t Ḃ
−1/4−ε

q(−ε),2
≤ η}

endowed with the norm metric ‖·‖S .
We will show that Φu0,u1,n0,n1 : Sη → Sη is a contraction mapping, pro-

vided that η � 1 and (u0, u1, n0, n1) are sufficiently small. By the estimates
in the previous section, we have for any (U ,N ) ∈ Sη

‖Φu0,u1,n0,n1(U ,N )‖S �‖U0‖H1
x

+ ‖N0‖L2
x

+ (‖U0‖H1
x

+ ‖N0‖L2
x
)2

+ ‖(U ,N )‖2S + ‖(U ,N )‖3S ≤ η

if ε0 = ‖U0‖H1
x

+ ‖N0‖L2
x

= ‖u0‖H1
x

+ ‖u1‖L2
x

+ ‖n0‖L2
x

+ ‖n1‖Ḣ−1
x
� 1, and

we set η = Cε0. Similarly, we can prove Φu0,u1,n0,n1 : Sη → Sη is a contrac-
tion mapping. Our estimates are time global, therefore Theorem 1.1 follows
immediately.
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Poincaré, Analyse non linéaire 12 (1995), 459–503.

[16] T. Ozawa, K. Tsutaya and Y. Tsutsumi, Well-posedness in energy space
for the Cauchy problem of the Klein–Gordon–Zakharov equations with
different propagation speeds in three space dimensions, Math. Ann. 313
(1999), 127–140.

[17] J. Shatah, Normal forms and quadratic nonlinear Klein–Gordon equa-
tions, Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 38 (1985), 685–696.

LMAM, School of Mathematical Sciences
Peking University
Beijing 100871
China
E-mail address: zihuaguo@math.pku.edu.cn

Department of Mathematics
Kyoto University
Kyoto 606-8502 Japan
E-mail address: n-kenji@math.kyoto-u.ac.jp

Beijing International Center for Mathematical Research
Peking University
Beijing 100871
China

LMAM, School of Mathematical Sciences
Peking University
Beijing 100871
China
E-mail address: wangshuxia@pku.edu.cn

Received August 9, 2012





<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType true
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


