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THE EULER-MAXWELL SYSTEM FOR ELECTRONS: GLOBAL
SOLUTIONS IN 2D

YU DENG, ALEXANDRU D. IONESCU, AND BENOIT PAUSADER

ABSTRACT. A basic model for describing plasma dynamics is given by the Euler-Maxwell sys-
tem, in which compressible ion and electron fluids interact with their own self-consistent elec-
tromagnetic field. In this paper we consider the “one-fluid” Euler—-Maxwell model for electrons,
in 2 spatial dimensions, and prove global stability of a constant neutral background.

In 2 dimensions our global solutions have relatively slow (strictly less than 1/t) pointwise
decay and the system has a large (codimension 1) set of quadratic time resonances. The issue in
such a situation is to solve the “division problem”. To control the solutions we use a combination
of improved energy estimates in the Fourier space, an L? bound on an oscillatory integral
operator, and Fourier analysis of the Duhamel formula.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A plasma is a collection of fast-moving charged particles. It is believed that more than 90%
of the matter in the universe is in the form of plasma, from sparse intergalactic plasma, to the
interior of stars to neon signs. In addition, understanding of the instability formation in plasma
is one of the main challenges for nuclear fusion, in which charged particles are accelerated at
high speed to create energy. We refer to 7], [13] for physics references in book form.

At high temperature and velocity, ions and electrons in a plasma tend to become two separate
fluids due to their different physical properties (inertia, charge). One of the basic fluid models
for describing plasma dynamics is the so-called “two-fluid” model, in which two compressible ion
and electron fluids interact with their own self-consistent electromagnetic field. In 3 dimensions,
nontrivial global solutions of the full two-fluid system were constructed for the first time by
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Guo-Tonescu—Pausader [23] (small irrotational perturbations of constant solutions), following
earlier partial results in simplified models in [22] 25| [I8], [30]. See also the introduction of [23]
for a longer discussion of the Euler-Maxwell system in 3D, and its connections to many other
models in mathematical physics, such as the Euler—Poisson model, the Zakharov system, the
KdV, and the NLS.

A simplification of the full system is the “one-fluid” model, which accounts for the interaction
of electrons and the electromagnetic field, but neglects the dynamics of the ion fluid. Under
suitable irrotationality assumptions, this model can be reduced to a coupled system of two
Klein—Gordon equations with different speeds and no null structure. While global results are
classical in the case of scalar wave and Klein—-Gordon equations, see for example [33], 34] 36, 37,
38, 39, 91 10} 421 441 141, 15, 2, B] [4] [5], it was pointed out by Germain [17] that there are key new
difficulties in the case of two Klein—Gordon equations with different speeds. In this case, the
classical vector-field method does not seem to work well, and there are large sets of resonances
that contribute in the analysis.

The one-fluid Euler—-Maxwell model in 3D was analyzed in [I8], using the “space-time reso-
nance method”, and the authors proved global existence and scattering, with weak decay like
t~Y2. A more robust result for this problem, which gives time-integrability of the solution in
L, for all parameters, was obtained by two of the authors in [30].

In this paper we consider the one-fluid Euler-Maxwell model] in 2D. As in dimension 3, in the
irrotational case this can still be reduced to a quasilinear coupled system of two Klein—Gordon
equations with different speeds and no null structure. At the analytical level, one has, of course,
all the difficulties of the 3D problem, such as large sets of resonances. In addition, there is
one critical new difficulty, namely the slow decay of solutions, as it was observed by Bernicot—
Germain [0] that the nonlinear solutions cannot have the “almost” integrable 1/t decay, due
to strong resonant quadratic interactions. This slow decay and the presence of large sets of
resonances require new ideas to control the growth of the solution over time.

1.1. The one-fluid Euler—-Maxwell system in 2D and the Main Theorem. For any
vector-field X = (X1, X3) and any function f defined in a domain of R? let

Vfi=(01f 0af), VEf = (=0f,00f),
div(X) := 9 X; + 0 Xo,  curl(X) =91 Xo — X;, X :=(-Xq,X1).

The Euler—-Maxwell system for electrons is the coupled system

(1.1)

One + div(neve) = 0,

NeMe (Opve + Ve - V) + Vpe = —nee (E —
Ob+ ¢ - curl(E) = 0,

O E + Vb = dmen,ve,

bt

e

c ) ’ (1.2)

where n¢,b : R?> x I — R and v,, E : R? x I — R? are C? functions, and e, m, ¢ are strictly
positive constants. The electrons have charge —e, density n., mass m., velocity v., and pressure
Pe, ¢ denotes the speed of light, and F, b denote the electric and magnetic field. The system has
a family of equilibrium solutions (ne,ve,b, E) = (no,0,0,0), where ng > 0 is a constant. The
goal of this paper is to investigate their stability properties.

IThe simpler one-fluid Euler—Poisson model in 2D, which can be reduced to a single Klein—-Gordon equation,
was considered previously in [29] and [40].
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We consider a barotropic pressure law given by

Pe = pe(ne)y p/e > 0,

where p. is assumed to be analytic in a neighborhood of ng. We assume that the electric field
and the velocity field satisfy the compatibility and irrotationality equations

div(E) = 4me(ng — ne), curl(ve) = . (1.3)

MeC

These two equations are propagated by the dynamic flow if they are satisfied at the initial time.
The system (L2)-(L3) is a complicated nonlinear system of six scalar evolution equations

with two constraints. To study it, we first want to simplify it and reduce it to a system of

unconstrained evolution equations (see (L9))). We start by nondimensionalizing the system: le

ne(z,t) :==ng - (1 + p(Az, 5t)), ve(z,t) := ¢ u(Azx, Bt),
b(z,t) == cv/Amngme - b(\z, Bt), E(z,t) := ev/Arnom. - E(\x, Bt),

(1.4)
1 [4me2ng dme?ny 1 pl(no(1+y))
Ai=— = B (y) := = d = h'(0).
c Me s Me () MeC? 1+y 7 (0)
In the physically relevant case 0 < d < 1. We can rewrite the equations as
Op + div[(1 + p)u] =0,
ou+u-Vu+h'(p)Vp = —E+but, (15)
dyb + curl(E) =0, '
WE + V+b = (1+p)u.
The structure condition (L3]) becomes
div(E) 4+ p = 0, curl(u) — b = 0. (1.6)

Notice that, as a consequence of (LT,

O (div(E) +p) =0, Oy (curl(u) — b) + div(u - (curl(u) — b)) = 0.

Therefore the identities (.6 are propagated by the flow if they are satisfied at time ¢t = 0.
In terms of the variables (p, u, E,b), our main theorem can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that © > 0, h : (—¢,¢) — R is an analytic function, and d = h'(0) €

(0,1). Assume that (po,uo,Eo,go) :R? - R x R? x R?2 x R is small, smooth, and localized data
that satisfies the irrotationality assumption

div(Eo) + po = 0, curl(ug) — by = 0,
and the smallness condition

H(IOO)uOvEO)gO)HHNOOHNl + H(,O(],U(),E(],g(])HZ =€ <€ (17)

Q

Here € > 0 is sufficiently small, Ny, N1 are sufficiently large, see Definition [21] for the precise
description of the norms.

26 is the “electron plasma frequency” and d is the ratio of the speed of sound over the speed of light.
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Then there exists a unique global solution (p,u,E,g) € C([0,00) : HNo 0 Hgl) of the sys-
tem (LB)—(LQ) with initial data (p(0),u(0), £(0),b(0)) = (po, uo, Fo,by). Moreover, the system
returns to equilibrium, in the sense that for any t € [0, 00),

[(p(t), u(t), E(t),g(t))\\HNoﬁHgl + |Sfi1?o(1 + )29 D2 (p(t), u(t), E(t),b(t)) ||~ < €0 (1.8)

We remark that under the constraints (I8)), we may rewrite (5] solely in terms of (u, E) as

{&gu FH(p)Vp+E = —(1/2)V]uf,

~ - 1.9
O F + Vtcurl(u) —u = —div(E)u. (L.9)

This is an equivalent formulation of the system, as we can define (p,b) through (L.Q)).

Theorem [Tl can be used to generate smooth, global solutions of the Euler—-Maxwell sys-
tem (L2) starting from data in a full neighborhood of the constant solution (ne,v., E, B) =
(np,0,0,0), according to the linear transformations in (L4)).

The rest of the paper is concerned with the proof of Theorem [l

1.2. Challenges and main ingredients. The system (6.2]) is a quasilinear time-reversible
system, with no dissipation and no relaxation effects Starting with the seminal works of John,
Klainerman, Christodoulou and Shatah [33] 36, B34, 37, [38, [42], [39] [, 11], the main strategy to
prove long-time regularity, relies on an interplay between

(1) control of high order energies;
(2) dispersion and decay estimates.

In this paper we use a combination of energy estimates and the Fourier transform method to
accomplish these goals. The situation we consider here is substantially more difficult than in
other quasilinear evolutions, due to the combination of the following factors:

e Less than 1/t pointwise decay of the solutions. The decay of the linear solutions of the
system of Klein-Gordon equations is ¢! as t — oo in 2D. However, this optimal pointwise
decay cannot be propagated by the nonlinear flow, even in simpler semilinear evolutions, due
to the presence of a large set of space-time resonances. This was pointed out by Bernicot—
Germain [6] who found a logarithmic loss. In this paper we prove ¢t~ pointwise decay of
the nonlinear solution (U, Uy), for certain £ > 0 small.

e Large set of time resonances. In certain cases, particularly in dimension 1, one can overcome
the slow pointwise decay using the method of normal forms of Shatah [42]. The critical
ingredient needed is the absence of time resonances (or at least a suitable “null structure”
of the quadratic nonlinearity matching the set of time resonances), see (ILI3]) for the precise
definition. Our system, however, has a full (codimension 1) set of time resonancesE, and no
meaningful null structures.

To address these issues we use a combination of improved energy estimates and Fourier analy-
sis. The natural framework to carry out the analysis is the (&,t) space, where £ is the frequency

3When dissipation or relaxation is present, one expects stronger decay, even at the level of the L?-norm, see
e.g. [8,[41] and the references therein. In our case however, the evolution is time-reversible and we need a different
mechanism of decay based on dispersion.

4This situation arises also in semilinear equations and is called the “division problem”. The issue is to control
bilinear operators defined by singular kernels (denominators) in the Fourier space. This motivated the introduction
of the X*® spaces, as an elegant framework for analysis. However, the semilinear mechanism based on perturbative
analysis in X*° spaces does not seem to work in quasilinear problems, due to the unavoidable loss of derivative.
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corresponding to the physical variable and ¢ is the time variable. The analysis we perform here
(based essentially on an improved energy identity and Fourier analysis in the (£,¢) space) is,
in certain ways, reminiscent of the type of analysis performed in semilinear problems using the
I-method of Colliander—Keel-Staffilani-Takaoka—Tao [12].

The proof of the main theorem has two main components:

e Energy estimates to control the increment of high order Sobolev norms and weighted norms.
Many of the new difficulties of the problem are present at this stage and are caused by the
combination of slow decay (which prevents direct estimates of the energy increment) and
large time resonant sets (which prevent the use of global normal forms).

e Semilinear dispersive analysis using a suitable Z norm, to provide a precise description
of the nonlinear solution at a lower regularity level, including pointwise decay. The main
difficulty here is caused by the presence of a large set of space-time resonances and the slow
dispersion/decay in dimension 2.

We discuss the main ideas in more detail below.

1.2.1. Energy estimates. The dynamics of the evolution can be described as a coupled quasilinear
system for two complex-valued variables U, and Uy, see (2.4]) for the precise definition. To prove
energy estimates we start with a paradifferential reduction of the system, which allows us to
isolate the skew-symmetric quasilinear terms and the perturbative nonlinearities. Then we
construct suitable energy functionals, which control for example the HY norm of the solution,
and prove energy identities of the form

O EN(t) ~ (D)NU « (D)NU « (D)?U. (1.10)

The cubic terms in the right-hand side do not lose derivatives, so such an identity can be used
to prove local regularity. However, in our problem, the solution is expected to have strictly less
that 1/t pointwise decay (as pointed out in [6]). As a result, an identity like (LI0) cannot be
used directly to control the long-term growth of the high order energy.

To construct long-term solutions we need to understand better the cubic terms in the right-
hand side of (LI0). By adjusting the definition of the energy functionals, we notice that these
terms have special structure. More precisely, when written in the Fourier space, the energy
increment |En(t) — En(0)| can be estimated by a sum of space-time integrals of the form

/ (T(D)*V,u(5), (DYNV,(8)], (D) Vo () ds,
0 (1.11)

T = [ | =" emm(e,n) Fie — matn an

Here V,(s) := €™ U,(s), o € {e,b}, are the profiles of the nonlinear solutions U,, see (2.4,
and the oscillatory phases ® are specific to each interaction and are of the form

D(&,n) = Ao(§) £ A1(E —n) £A2(n), Aj € {Ac, Ay} (1.12)

The key algebraic property is that all the resulting cubic space-time integrals are of one of
the following two special types:

(1) Nonresonant type: the quadratic interaction phase is bounded away from 0, i.e. |®| > 1;
(2) Strongly semilinear type: the interaction is smoothing, i.e.

m(&,m] < 1+ €]+ Inl) (1.13)
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This special structure is connected to the Hamiltonian structure of the problem, in particular
to the conserved physical energy defined by K" = 2h/, K(0) = K'(0) = 0, and

e / (K(p) + (14 p)[ul2 + |B|? + [b[2] da. (1.14)
RZ

The contribution of the nonresonant integrals can be estimated using the method of normal
forms of Shatah [42] (integration by parts in time). This is somewhat delicate in quasilinear
problems, due to the potential loss of derivatives. However, it has been done recently in some
cases, for example either by using carefully constructed nonlinear changes of variables (as in
[45]), or the “iterated energy method” as in [I8], or the “paradifferential normal form method”
as in [I], or the “modified energy method” as in [28]. The method we use here, which is based
on energy estimates in the Fourier space in the spirit of the “I-method”, draws inspiration from
these works as well as from the previous work of one of the authors [32].

The main remaining issue is to control the strongly semilinear terms. This requires a new
idea as normal forms cannot be used in this case, because the time resonant sets

Ro = {(&,n) e R? x R?: ®(€,1) =0}, (1.15)

are large, codimension 1 sets, for certain phases ® as in (I.I2]). We notice however that the gain
of one derivative in ([LI3]), together with the fact that we anticipate proving almost optimal
decay, allows us to restrict to frequencies that are very small relative to the time variable, i.e.

€1+l S @+ 1) B<l. (1.16)

The key observation we need to bound the contribution of the frequencies in (II6]) is that
the resonant sets Rq satisfy a crucial restricted nondegeneracy property, namely the function

Y(&n) = VZ,2(&n)[Ve®(&,n), Viy®(En) (1.17)

can vanish only up to finite order on the resonant set Rg. Using this nondegeneracy property
and a TT™ argument we can show that localized Fourier integral operators of the form

LIE) = [ "™ EDa(é o2 (e m)f(n)dn. (1.18)
where 1 < 2* & [t|0999 satisfy nontrivial L? bounds of the form
IZ£1] 2 < 2722720 | e (1.19)

See Lemma [5.]] for a precise version at a suitable level of generality. The point is the strong
(better than |t|~!) gain in the L? bound.

Given these ingredients we can finish the proof of the energy estimates: we decompose the
strongly semilinear integrals in (LII)) dyadically over the size of the modulation |®(&,n)|. Then
we estimate the integral corresponding to small modulation |®(£,7)| < (1 + [¢) 72999 using
the L? bound (LI9). To estimate the higher modulation contributions we integrate by parts in
time again (normal forms) and gain time integrability; the potential loss of derivatives is not an
issue here because of ([LI0]).

The energy analysis in this paper is simplified by the fact that we anticipate proving almost
optimal [¢t|~'** pointwise decay for the nonlinear solution, for very small values of k. This
allows us to take 8 very small in (ILI0) and simplifies significantly the analysis of the strongly
semilinear integrals. However, in future work we will show that these ideas can be expanded
to prove global regularity in other problems that involve strictly less than [¢|~! decay and large
sets of time resonances, such as certain water wave models in 3 dimensions.



THE EULER-MAXWELL SYSTEM FOR ELECTRONS: GLOBAL SOLUTIONS IN 2D 7

1.2.2. Dispersive analysis. The goal of the dispersive analysis is to give a precise description of
the nonlinear solution, at a lower level of regularity. This description is encoded in the Z norm,
and the goal is to prove a partial bootstrap estimate for the Z norm, of the form
it sup (00U v + 1050 0)lz] < e

telo,

(1.20)
then sup [[(Ve(t), Vo(t))llz S €0 + €,

te[0,T]
where €y < €7 is the size of the initial data. Loss of derivatives is not an issue here, so we can
use the Duhamel formula, written in terms of the profiles V. and V},

Vo(€,t) = V5(£,0) + Z /0 /R2 ewq)(é’”)m(&,n)Viu(s,ﬁ — )V, (s,n) dnds, (1.21)

;,L,VE{E,I)}

where the sum is over all possible quadratic interactions, and, for simplicity, we ignore here the
higher order interactions. The main contributions in this integral come from the set of space-time
resonances, which is the set of points where the function ® is stationary in all variables,

Vi [t®(€,n)] =0, ie. ®(&,n) =0 and V,®(&n) =0. (1.22)

Understanding these contributions forms the basis of the “method of space-time resonances”, as
it was highlighted by Germain, Masmoudi, and Shatah [17, 18, 20, 2] in several problems. In
our case the space-time resonant set is a finite union of spheres in R? x R2, of the form

{(¢,n) = (Rjw,rjw) :w € s, (1.23)

for finitely many pairs (Rj,r;) € (0,00).

As in semilinear problems, having an effective Z norm is critical in order to prove a bound
like (L20)). To construct such a norm we can gain some intuition by substituting Schwartz
functions, independent of s, as inputs V4, and V4, in the right-hand side of (L2I)). An im-
portant observation is that the space-time resonant points are nondegenerate (according to the
terminology introduced in [30]), in the sense that the Hessian of the matrix ng@(g ,m) is non-
singular at these points. Assume that s =~ 2" > 1. Integration by parts in 1 and s shows
that the main contribution comes from a small neighborhood of the stationary points where
IV, ®(&,m)] < 27™/2F0m and |®(&,n)| < 27™+™ (the space-time resonant points as in (L22)-
(C23])). A simple calculation shows that this main contribution is of the type

V(E) = chj(f)ws—m(\ﬂ - Rj),

up to factors of , where the functions ¢; are smooth.

We can now describe more precisely the choice of the Z space. We use the framework in-
troduced by two of the authors in [29], which was later refined in [30, 23] [16]. The idea is to
decompose the profile as a superposition of atoms, using localization in both space and frequency,

f=2,Qif  Qif =) Puf(@)

The Z norm is then defined by measuring suitably every atom.

In our case, the Z space should include all Schwartz functions. It also has to include functions
like p<_m (€] — Rj), due to the considerations above, for any m large. It should measure
localization in both space and frequency, and be strong enough, at least, to recover the =1+,
k < 1, pointwise decay. A space with these properties is proposed in Definition 2.1 we notice

25m
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that the Z space depends in a significant way on the location and the shape of the set of
space-time resonance outputs.

Once the norm is defined we prove the conclusion of (L20) by careful Fourier analysis of the
Duhamel formula: we decompose our profiles in space and frequency, localize to small sets in the
frequency space, keeping track in particular of the frequencies around the space-time resonance
sets, use integration by parts in s and 7 to bound nonresonant interactions, use integration by
parts in & to control the location of the output, and use multilinear Holder-type estimates to
bound L? norms. We emphasize that the semilinear analysis in this paper is more difficult than
in our earlier papers [29, 30, 23]. Some of these new difficulties are:

e The slow decay of the solution, which prevents simple estimates even in nonresonant cases.

e The derivatives of the profiles 9;V, and 0;V}, contain additional secondary oscillations that
need to be properly accounted for in the normal form transformation. They also contain
secondary resonance terms, and time derivatives of functions with better estimates. See
Lemma for the complex description of the derivatives 9;V, and 0;V.

e The argument in the most difficult resonant cases relies on exploiting a key algebraic property
of iterated resonances, which is proved in Proposition Roughly speaking, when con-
sidering second iterates, this property implies that there can be no “accidental” 2-cascades
when the output of a space-time resonance interacts in a coherent and resonant way with
another wave.

To deal with these issues it is important to be able to restrict to a suitable class of “almost
radial” functions. This is possible because of the rotation invariance of the system, as long as we
propagate control of energy norms of the type HNo N Hg ! containing both a high order Sobolev
norm and a high order weighted L? norm defined by the rotation vector-field Q = x19y — x20.
We notice that the linear estimates in Lemma [B.11] and many of the bilinear estimates are much
stronger because the functions we consider are almost radial, in a suitable quantitative sense.
See also [16], where several techniques related to “almost radiality” are developed and used in
dimension 3 in order to control certain types of degenerate resonances.

1.3. Organization of the paper. In section 2] we summarize the main notation, define pre-
cisely the main norms, and set up the main bootstrap argument (Proposition 2.2]). In section
Bl we collect several important lemmas that are used in the paper. These lemmas include the
linear estimates in Lemma B.IT] some elements of paradifferential calculus in Lemmas B.4H3.6]
integration by parts bounds in Lemmas B.7H3.8, and a localization bound in Lemma [3.101

Sections M and Bl contain the improved energy estimates. The main components of the proof
are Proposition [4.3] (paralinearization of the system), Proposition 4] (the basic energy estimate),
Lemma (control of the nonresonant space-time integrals), and Lemma (control of the
strongly semilinear space-time integrals). The proof of this last lemma relies on a key L? bound
on localized Fourier integral operators, proved in Lemma [5.1]

In sections [6] and [7] we prove the dispersive estimates. The main results are Lemmas and
(precise descriptions of the functions 0,V and 9;V}), and Lemmas (the core bilinear
estimates, divided in several cases).

In section [§ we collect all the estimates related to the phase functions ®. The proofs require
very precise information about these functions, including bounds on sub-level sets, structure and
separation of resonances, a slow propagation property of iterated resonances, and a restricted
nondegeneracy property of the time resonant set.
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2. FUNCTIONS SPACES AND THE MAIN PROPOSITION

2.1. Notation, atomic decomposition, and the Z-norm. We start by summarizing our
main definitions and notations.

2.1.1. Littlewood-Paley projections. We fix ¢ : R — [0, 1] an even smooth function supported in
[—8/5,8/5] and equal to 1 in [—5/4,5/4]. For simplicity of notation, we also let ¢ : R? — [0, 1]
denote the corresponding radial function on R?. Let

ou(x) = g(lal/2) — plal /271) for any k€ Z,  @ri= 3 gy forany ICR.
melNZ

For any B € R let
P<B = P(—c0,B]s P>B = P[Boo)y P<B = P(—00,B)y P>B = P(B,o)-
For any a < b € Z and j € [a,b] N Z let

©; ifa<j<b,
Pfl=do,  ifj=a, (2.1)
©>p if 5 =0.
For any x € Z let x4 = max(x,0) and x_ := min(z,0). Let

J ={(k,j) €ZxZy: k+j >0}
For any (k,j) € J let
o<k () itk+j=0and k <0,
(ﬁgk) (%) :== ¢ p<o(x) if j=0and k >0,
©j(x) ifk+j>1andj>1,
and notice that, for any k € Z fixed, ij—min(k,o) &gk) =1
Let Py, k € Z, denote the operator on R? defined by the Fourier multiplier & — ¢ (€). Let P<p

(respectively P~ p) denote the operators on R? defined by the Fourier multipliers £ — p<p(£)
(respectively & = ¢~p(§)). For (k,j) € J let Q;; denote the operator

(Qif)(@) = 3\ () - Prf(x). (2.2)

In view of the uncertainty principle the operators Q;i, are relevant only when 27 2k > 1, which
explains the definitions above.

2.1.2. Quadratic phases, linear profiles and norms. We fix the expansion of the function h de-
fined in (I4) (note that we may assume that h(0) = 0):

W(p) =d+rp+ha(p),  |h2(p)] S p* (2:3)
An important role will be played by the functions U, Uy, Ve, V;, defined by

Vo(t) = et (t),  Vi(t) := ™ Uy (1),

Uu(t) := |V div(u) — i|V| ' Adiv(E), Ao :=+/1+d|V|]? (2.4)
Up(t) := |V~ Apeurl(u) — i|V| eurl(E), Ay =1+ V]2

With A, = v/1 —dA and Ay := /1 — A as in ([2.4]), we define

U_e:=U.,, U_p:=Uy Ve =V, Vo=V Ao:=—Aey Ap:=—Ay (25
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Let
P :={e,b,—e,—b}. (2.6)
For o, u,v € P, we define the associated phase function
Do (§,1) = Ao (§) = Ap(§ —n) — Au(n), (2.7)

and the corresponding function
@:W(a,ﬂ) = @Jw(ae,ﬂe) = Ao (a) — )‘u(a - B) = \(B),
Ae(1) = =A_e(r) := V1 4 dr?, Mp(r) = =Ap(r) = V14172

where e € S' and o, 8 € R. If v 4 p1 # 0, by Proposition for any ¢ € R? there exists a unique
n = p(€) € R? so that (V, @y, )(€,n) = 0. We define

Vo () = Lo (§p(€)), WG(€):=2(L+ [ inf o (E)l,  (28)

and notice that these functions are radial. The functions \Ifl and \If}: are described in Remark
B4l in particular, by setting Dy sufficiently large, Ul > 10 while \If}: vanishes on two spheres
€] = 71,2 = m1,2(d) € (0,00). These spheres correspond to space-time resonances. For n € Z we
define the operators AJ by

A7 F(€) = o-n(T5(9)) - F(6), (29)
for o € {e,b}. Given an integer j > 0 we define the operators A7 Gy ME {0,...,7+ 1}, by
Ag,(j) = Z Ag/, ‘?_,’_17(]-) = Z A?L” A?L,(]) = Ag lf O <n< ] + ].
n/<0 n/>j+1

We fix a constant D > 1 sufficiently large depending only on the smoothness of h and the
parameter d € (0,1).
We are now ready to define the main norms.

Definition 2.1. Assume that Ny, N1 are sufficiently large and ¢ is sufficiently small (for example
§:=4-107"7, Ny :=8/82, Ny := 20/6% would workl). Let

Q= xlag — 1’281 (2.10)
denote the rotation vector-field, and define
HYY = {f € L*(R?): £l pyer == sup 197 fllz2 < oo} (2.11)
mxivi
For o € {e,b} we define
727 = {f € P(R?): ||fllzg := sup 2%+||Qjufllps < oo}, (2.12)
(k.j)eTg
where '
gl := 207290 sup 27219 A7 gl pa. (2.13)
J 0<n<j+1 ’

Finally, we define
Z = {(fer fo) € P X L2 |[(fes fo)llz := sup [[I9" fellzg + 19 foll ;o] < o0}, (2.14)

m<Ni

5The numbers Ny and Ny can, of course, be improved substantially by reexamining and reworking parts of
the argument. However, our primary objective in this paper is to show that the global existence argument can
be closed in some topology, and we will not deal with such additional challenges here.
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Notice that, when 0 = e we have the simpler formula,

~ 9(1-20

gl Be Yllgll 2.

Similarly if j < 1 then ||g||gs ~ ||g[[z2. The operators A? (j) are relevant only when o = b and
J )
j > 1, to localize to thin neighborhoods of the space-time resonant sets.

2.2. The main bootstrap proposition. Our main result is the following proposition:

Proposition 2.2. Suppose (p,u, E,b) is a solution to (LH)~(L8) on some time interval [0, T,
T > 1, with initial data (po, uo, Eo,bo), and define (Ue,Up), (Ve, Vi) as in (24). Assume that

P00, Eio, o)l ;g g1+ 1(Ve(0), Vi (0)l|z < e0 < 1 (2.15)
and, for any t € [0,T],
1p(8), ut). E(#).b0) | vy gy + I(Vel0). Ve(0))l]z < e2 < 1. (2.16)
Then, for any t € [0,T],
1p(),u(0), B, By g+ IVe(t). Vo) iz S o+ (217)

Given Proposition 2.21 Theorem [I.1] follows using a local existence result and a continuity
argument. See [30, Sections 2 and 3] (in particular Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.4) for
similar arguments in dimension 3.

The rest of this paper is concerned with the proof of Proposition This proposition follows
from Proposition ] and Proposition

3. MAIN LEMMAS

In this section we collect several important lemmas which are used often in the proofs in the
next sections. Let & = @, as in ([27)).

3.1. Operator Estimates. We define the class of Calderén—Zygmund symbols ", n > 1, by

S"={¢:R* = C: |¢|ls» :=sup sup |£||°“|D?q(£)| <1}.
EA£0 |al<n

Lemma 3.1. Assume that ¢ € S™M,1<p < o0, k € Z then
IF ' qFPufllee S WPefllze,  1F 'aFfllze S £z, IIf_qufHHgl Sl
uniformly in q, p, k.

We refer to [30, Lemma 5.1.] for a similar proof. To bound multilinear operators, we will
often use the following simple lemma;:

Lemma 3.2. Assume | > 2, f1,...,f, fis1 € L*(R?), and M : (R?)! = C is a continuous
compactly supported function. Then

[ ME @A) &) fr(—6 =~ @) G dg
(R2)! (3.1)

SNF M|l Allee - il
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for any exponents p1,...p41 € [1,00] satisfying 1/p1 + ...+ 1/piy1 = 1. As a consequence

7 [, M€ i) o) i) T = = ]

LT (3.2)
SNFT M| oy | F2llmn - il
if ¢,p2...pi11 € [1,00] satisfy 1/pa+ ...+ 1/pie1 = 1/q.
Given a continuous compactly supported M : (R?)? — C we define
IM||go := || F~' M| 1 (3.3)
and notice that
1My Malge S My [lgo | Mo soe. (3.4)
Given integers k, k1, ko € Z, we define
1M (& n)llsgs, ., = [[F M (E m)er(€)en, (§ = M@y ()] | 1 (3.5)
We will often use the following simple lemma to estimate the S norm of symbols:
Lemma 3.3. If f: R? x R? — C is a bounded function, x,x' € S and li,lo € Z then
| [, e o o a) (27126) dads]
R2 xR2 Ly
3 (3.6)
S D0 |20 e + 27210 oo
m=0
Proof. By rescaling we may assume that [ = [y = 0. Letting
Flog)i= [ e fa p)x(a)x (3) dads
R2 xR2
we have, using Plancherel theorem and integration by parts
3
[E Lz S 1|z and ||(jz| + [y)*Fll2 S D [II@Z’”LfIILoo + 1105 fllze= |-
m=0
The desired L' bound follows, with an implicit constant that depends only on ¥, x'. O

3.2. Weyl paradifferential calculus. We recall first the definition of paradifferential operators
(Weyl quantization): given a symbol a = a(x,() : R? x R? — C, we define the operator T}, by

FALAE© = 1 [ x( ) ate - n. 6+ n/2Fman, (3.7

where a denotes the partial Fourier transform of a in the first coordinate and x = ¢<_ap.
We will use a simple norm to estimate symbols: for ¢ € [1,00] and [ € R we define

lallzg = Euﬂgg(l + 163721 al( Ol
€

d@ )= 3 KDDLy, C)l.

181<20, |af<2
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The index [ is called the order of the symbol, and it measures the contribution of the symbol in
terms of derivatives on f. Notice that we have the simple product rule

S llallgg olleg,. — 1/p=1/q¢+1/r. (3.9)

An important property of paradifferential operators is that they behave well with respect to
products. More precisely:

Lemma 3.4. (i) If 1/p=1/q+ 1/r and k € Z, and | € [—10,10] then
IPeTaf e S 2% llall col| P2 h2) ] - (3.10)

(i) For any symbols a,b let E(a,b) := Ty — Top. If 1/p=1/q1 + 1/q2 + 1)1, k € Z, and
l1,lo € [—4,4] then

2% | PLE(a,b) f|Le S (21”“IIG\ILgll)(TQk*IIbIIEg;) N Pp—a 2 fllLr (3.11)

~

labliep .

Proof. The proof follows directly from the definitions (B.7) and ([B.8]). Indeed, for (i) we write

(PTuf.9) = C [ 3@ )T )dody

1€ — 7|
1€ + 7]
61 )Sﬁk(ﬁ)@gk—lo(@)dﬁdedz-

Ha) = [ afe (4 m/2e ey (S (e) dndeds

= 2)¢0-(z—v) ik (z—y)
[ etz oty (Ll

We observe that

_ a(z,§ +0/2) 10l
(1 + 22k‘1’ - y\2)21(l’=y) - /]Rﬁ (1 + 22]@’2 _ y’2)2X(‘2§ T 6’>(Pk(§)cpﬁk—10(9)

X [(1 — 9% A1 — 22kA§)2{ei9'<Z—y>eif'@—y)}] dedods.

By integration by parts in £ and 6 it follows that

al(z,§+6/2
(1420 = PRI S [ i ©pers(6) debit

where |a| is defined as in ([B.8]). The bound (B.I0) now follows since H(1—|—22k|y|2)_2||L1(R2) < 272k,

The proof of part (ii) is similar. The point is, of course, the gain of one derivative in the
left-hand side for the operator T,T, —T,,. We remark that one could in fact gain two derivatives
by subtracting the contribution of the Poisson bracket between the symbols a and b, defined by

{a,b} :=V,aVeb— VeaVyb.
We do not need a refinement of this type in this paper. O

An important feature of the Weyl paradifferential calculus is self-adjointness of operators
defined by real-valued symbols. We record below some properties that follow easily from the

definition (for ([B.I3]) one also needs the observation that (¢ + €) [X(%)] =0).

Lemma 3.5. (i) If [la|cec < oo is real-valued then T, is a bounded self-adjoint operator on L.
(ii) We have

Taf = Ta’fv where a/(yv C) = a(yv _C) (312)
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and
UTof) = Ta(Qf) + Ta, caf  where Qg ca(x, () = (Q0)(,¢) + (Qca)(z, (). (3.13)

The paradifferential calculus is useful to linearize products and compositions.
Lemma 3.6. (i) If f,g € L? then
fa=Trg+Tyf +H(f,9) (3.14)

where H is smoothing in the sense that

IPeH(f, 9)l|e < > min (|| By fl|zal| Per gl oo, | Pr || oo || P gl o) -
k' k">k—3D, |k'—k"|<3D

(ii) Assume that ¢ > 0 and F(z) = z + h(z), where h is analytic for |z| < ¢ <1 and satisfies
h(2)] S 2P I I|Q%llwsee < /2, a € [0,N1/2], then
F(u) = TF’(u)u + E3(“)7

(3.15)

[ A)E3(U)HHNoanl S (Jullwse + HQM/%HWW)2HUHHNoanl-

Proof. Part (i) follows directly from definition (3.7). For part (ii) we expand h(z) = >_, 3 anz"
and apply (8I3) and standard Littlewood-Paley analysis for each monomial at a time. O

The paradifferential calculus and the results in this subsection are used mostly in the deriva-
tion of the quasilinear equations in Proposition 3] below.

3.3. Integration by parts. In this subsection we prove two lemmas that are used in the paper
in integration by parts arguments. We start with an oscillatory integral estimate. See [30]
Lemma 5.4] for the proof.

Lemma 3.7. (i) Assume that 0 < ¢ <1/e < K, N > 1 is an integer, and f,g € CN(R?). Then
| [ e ada| s a7 3 gl (3.16)
la|<N

provided that f is real-valued,

Vo fl = Lappg:  and  [IDSf - Lappgllize Sy e 1%, 2 < o] < N. (3.17)
(ii) Similarly, if 0 < p < 1/p < K then
| [ e gds] i (o N[ o I9m ], (318)
R2 m<N

provided that f is real-valued,
1Qf| > Lauppgs  and | f - Lsuppglloe S p™™, 2<m < N. (3.19)
We will need another result about integration by parts using the vector-field 2.
Lemma 3.8. Assume that t € 2™ — 1,2 m >0, k, ki, ks €Z, L<1<U, and
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Assume that A > 1+ 2% and

sup [HQ“gHLz 19 f [l 2] + sup  ATNDF 2 <1,
0<as< 0<[al<N
(3.20)

sup sup (27" 2[n)*[Dam(€, )| < 1.
&mn lal<N

Fiz £ € R? and ® = O, as in 1), and let

=9 = [ i e (2B (€ 1)) eul€) i, (€ = nhons () €~ maa)dn
IfU2™™ < 22° < 1 and AL~'U? < 2™ then
11, S (205~ N[22 p Uter 4 ULt a2e] Y 427 10m, (3.21)
In addition, assuming that (14 0/4)v > —m, the same bounds holds when I, is replaced by

Ip:= /]R PN (@ (€, 1) (& M) pp (@ (€ 1)k () 2k (€ = 1)y () £(& — m)G(n)dn.

A slightly simpler version of this integration by parts lemma was used recently by one of the
authors [16]. The main interest of this lemma is that we have essentially no assumption on g
and very mild assumptions on f. We will often use this lemma with

UL~1,  A<20-8m

in which case we obtain
|Ip| SN 2—(N/2)(m+2p) + (Z_mA)_N

However, our more precise version allows us to consider some cases when a frequency is small.

Proof of Lemma[Z.8. We decompose first f = Ry, 10f + [I — R<mjiolfs 9 = Remyrog + [ —
R<m /10] g, where the operators R<y, are defined in polar coordinates by

(R<ph)(rcosf,rsin) Z w<r(n e if  h(rcos,rsinf) Z B (r)e™. (3.22)
neZ nez

Since 2 corresponds to d/df in polar coordinates, using (3:20]) we have,

H[I - Rgm/lo]fHLz + H[I - Rgm/lo]QHLz <o271iom,
Therefore, using the Holder inequality,

1L, (I = Remyiol £+ 9)| + Hp(Repmyiofs [ — Rempolg)| S 27107
It remains to prove a similar inequality for I, := I, (fl, gl), where f1 := Olky—2,k1+2] 'Rgm/lofa
91 = Plky—2,ko+2] - R<m/109- Integration by parts gives
. 1 ~
- it (§,m) - - — — 0@
I, c/]R2 e Qn{th@(&n)m(i,n)%(wa(é,n))wk(ﬁ)sﬁkl(é Mk (1) f1(€ n)gl(n)}dn-

Iterating IV times, we obtain an integrand made of a linear combination of terms like

N
GPEN) oy (£) <m> < Gt {m(E,m) e, (€ — mr, ()}
Q%zﬁ—l—l@ Q%q"‘l@

X Q‘}ff(& —n) - QPg(n) - Q' op(Qy®(€,m)) - 0o Q@
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where >~ a; = N. Then (3:2I)) follows from the pointwise bounds

|92 {m(&,m)pn, (€ — n)ory (M) }] S 2772,

a %+1 < 774a9—pa (323)
‘QnSD;D(an)(fa??))‘ + an> ~ U2 )
which hold in the support of the integral, and the L? bounds
19051 ()| 2 < 20/ (3.24)
1€ 11(€ = )@k(€)Pry (€ = )Pk (M) P<pia (@ ()| L2 S U (L1 A7) 4 297/2,
The first bound in (B:23)) is direct. For the second bound we notice that
£-nt L L
QI —nl = - s W) ==&, Q&) =&,
NE=ml) ) a %
Q,@(&m) = W(ﬁ ), e n)| S U

The first bound in (324 follows from the hypothesis. To prove the second bound, we may
assume that U2P < L2min(k2) and ¢ = (5,0), s ~ 2F. The identities ([325) show that
P<pr4(Q,®(€,m)) # 0 only if [€ - nt| < 2PU, which gives |n2| < 2PU27F. Therefore, 72| < L, so
we may assume that | — s| & 2k

We write now

—Quf1(€ —n) = (mOefi — md1Lf1)(€ —n) =

The second bound in ([3.:24]) follows by iterating this identity and using the bounds on f in (3:20])
and the bounds proved earlier, |sns| < 2PU, |y — s| ~ 2k,
The last claim follows from the formula

eu(P(&,m)) = c2” / Go(2V\) e Em g\
R

m n 5712 "
s—m (Qf1)E—n) - s—m (O1f1)(§ — ).

using an argument as in the proof of the localization Lemma B.10 below. O

3.4. Schur test and localization. We will often use the classical Schur’s test.

Lemma 3.9 (Schur’s test). Consider the operator T' given by

Ti(E) = / K(€ ) (n)dn.
R2
Assume that
sup/ K (€, n)ldn < K, sup/ K (€, n)\dé < K.
¢ JR2 n JR2

Then
T fllre S VE LK fllL2-

Our second lemma in this subsection shows that localization with respect to the phase is often
a bounded operation:
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Lemma 3.10. Let s € 2™ —1,2™], m > 0, and (1 +e)v < m for some e > 0. Let & = P4,
as in 27) and assume that 1/2 =1/q+ 1/r and x is a Schwartz function. Then

Hsﬁgmm(é) /R2 = PEM (27D (€, )) F(€ — )G 77(

< sup e L] ZtAVQHLT+2_10m||f||L2||9HL27
te[s/10,10s)

(3.26)

where the constant in the inequality only depends on € and the function x.

Proof. We use the Fourier transform to write
(@06 m) = ¢ [ PR,
R

We substitute this formula in the left-hand side of (8:26]). The part of the integral over |[A2¥| <
s/2 is dominated by the first term in the right-hand side. Moreover, the integral over || >
27Vs/2 is negligible (thus dominated by C271°7| | .2 |lg||.2), since ¥ is a Schwartz function. [

3.5. Linear estimates. We note first the straightforward estimates, o € {e, b},
. 1-208)k o—Nok
1P fll 2 < min{20 7200k 2= MRy £ e g (3:27)
We prove now several linear estimates for functions in the Z space.

Lemma 3.11. Assume that o € {e,b} and

1 g pgznss < 1. (3.28)
For any (k,j) € J andn € {0,...,5+ 1} let (recall the notation (2.1]))
Ji = PpoogrnQunds Jraal©) = o5 W) Fa(9). (3.20)

For any & € R?\ {0} and k,p € [0,00) let R(&o; k, p) denote the rectangle
Riosmp) = {€ € R 1 |(€ — &) - &o/IGol] < p. [(€ — &) - &5 /l6ol| < w}. (3.30)
Then, for any (k,j) € J andn € {0,...,j+ 1},
H sup |m(r9)| HLQ(rdr) + H sup |fj,k,n(r9)| HLQ(rdr) S 2_5k+2(1/2_196)n_(1_206)j+262j’ (3.31)
fest fest

sup / | ik () LR (oim p) (€) dE S 27 PR+ 27T 2009190 50 =k/2 i (1 2np)1/2 | (3.32)
,{_;’_pggkflo R2

o 920mn9—(1/2-216)(j—n) if 2%k ~ 1,
1 fiknllL —5kt 9—210ko—(1/2—218)(j+k e ok k (3.33)
97Okt 210ko=(1/2=210)(j+k)  4if 9k 1 or 2F < 1,
o 2|oc\j226n2—(1/2—215)(j—n) Zf ok ~ 1,
1D fiknllzee Spal laljo—5ky 9—216kg—(1/2—216)(j+k) + ok k (3.34)
21417 279k+9 2 J if 28> 1 or2¥ < 1.
Moreover, if m > 0 and [t| € [2™ — 1,2™F1] then
2—m+205j Zf 2k < 17
25 || tAT o] e S { 2774200 for all j,k,m, (3.35)

9—m+26m9—3/4k_ if j < (1 _ 52)m + k.



18 YU DENG, ALEXANDRU D. IONESCU, AND BENOIT PAUSADER

In particular

e Py fll e < (14 ) 721, (3.36)
Proof. Recall that N1 > 8/4%. The hypothesis gives
1fjknllpz S 270k 202 0m=0=2000 oM gl S IR BFle S 10 (337)

The first inequality in (B3] follows by interpolation, using also Sobolev embedding,
Fsup fi kO 2ary S Miknlze + 1950l 22
€

The second inequality follows similarly.
Inequality (8:32]) follows from (B.3I)). Indeed, the left-hand side is dominated by

C(/i2 guglz/ ]f]kn 7‘9)\172 (€o: Hp)(re) rdr < sup Hfjkn r0) HL2 rdr (k27 )[2 min(p,2_")]1/2,
€

which gives the desired result.
We now consider ([3.33). For 6 € S! fixed we estimate

1F 5 (s Ollzee S 221 F5 (s Ol 2 + 27721100 f ) (r, 0)| 2
5 2j/22_k/2”ijk7n(r7 H)HLZ(T’dT’)?

using the support property of @, f in the physical space. The desired bound follows using (B.31)

and the observation that fj, = 0if n > 1 and |k| > D. The bounds in ([3.34]) follow as well,

since differentiation in & corresponds to multiplication by 27 factors, due to space localization.
We now turn to ([B.35]). We estimate first, using (3.32)),

||€—itAcr fj,k,nHL‘X’ < Hm”Ll < min{2k, 2—3k}2—(1—205)j 9—196n (338)
Similarly, if 2¥ < 1 then the usual dispersion estimate gives
e finmlle S 27" | fjpnllr S 27097, (3.39)

The bounds in the first two lines of ([3.35]) follow.
Assume now that j < (1 —6)m +k_, 1 < 2™, k € [-250j — D, m/4]. Using Lemma 3.7 (i)
it is easy to see that

|( ZtA"fj k n) (m)| < 9—2m unless |z| ~ omtk—
Also, letting f7, . = Rem/10fjkn see B22), we have || fjrn — ff 5 L2 S 27" therefore
—itAs —2m
He ' (fj,k,n_f]kn HL°°N2 ?
On the other hand, if |z| &~ 2™**~ then, using again Lemma 3.7 and (3.34),
(e‘im" ]’k ) C/ el <p 1V§\I/) (/19 Q) f! ik n(f)df +0(272™),

Ui=—thAs(§) + 3§ Ky i= 2 m(2m/2 +27), kKg:= gi*mo(mh+k-)/2,

(3.40)

If 7 < m/2, the second cut-off is not needed and a simple estimate using (3.33]) gives

‘ (e—itl\a /

j’k7rn) (.’1:)| 5 2—2m 4 K%z—QM24k+ . ”f/-‘;’;,LHLOO 5 2—771+25m—62m. (341)
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On the other hand, if m/2 < j < (1 — §%)m, then
//\

[(e7 ™ Quuf) ()| S 272+ (27" Fky) - sup | [p(r, ' VW) j,k,n](Te)HLl(rdr)

5 2—2m + (2—m—k,—k/£9)(2—mﬁr24k+2k—)1/2 . Sl;p ”f_;7k7n(r9)HL2(Tdr) (342)

S 225m—m—52 m2—3k, /4 ]

Estimate (8.35]) follows from (B3.38), (8:39), (B.41) and (B.42]).
Estimate (B.36]) follows from (3.35]). O

4. ENERGY ESTIMATES, I: QUASILINEAR ENERGIES

In the next two sections we prove our main energy estimate:

Proposition 4.1. Assume that (p,u, E,b) is a solution to (LH)-(LH) on a time interval [0, T,
T > 1, satisfying the hypothesis [210)-(2ZI6) in Proposition 22 Then, for any t € [0,T],

(o), (), B b | oy S €0+ 61 (4.1)

We prove Proposition ] in several steps. We start by switching to new unknowns which
respect better the quasilinear nature of our system, Proposition[d3]recasts the main system (L5])-
(L8) as a quasilinear system and allows us to obtain suitable bounds on the energy increment
(see Proposition [4.4]). We then bound these increments in Lemmas and

We often use the bounds in Proposition below. These bounds follow from (2.16]), Lemma
B.ITl Lemma 6.2 and Corollary

Proposition 4.2. Let (U.,Uy), (Ve, Vi) be defined as in ([24), and assume that the hypothesis
of Proposition holds. Then, for o € {e,b}, k € Z, and t € [0,T],

1Us(t) (4.2)

”HNOOHgl 5 €1,

sup > le e B Us (t) | poe S ea(1+8) 721, (4.3)
lu|<(1+1)2-P a<N1/2

| P<i (O +ib)Us(8)|| g + D | P<k Q%01 + iA)Us ()| 12 S €2 (14 )71H22. (4.4)

a<Ny
Moreover, for 0 < a < N1/2 we can decompose Q*(0y + i\, )Uy(t) = Go(t) + Goo(t) such that
sup  [le A PuGoo(t)l|re S (14 1) 73,
lul<(14)1 =0/ (4.5)

1PeGa(t)]| 2 S € (1 + 1) ~/2+6%,
4.1. Quasilinear variables. We now introduce the Hodge decomposition
P=|V|Tldiv, Q=|V[tcurl, R;=09;|VIT', Id=-R;jP+ <, R:Q,
A=Pu, C=PE, B=Qu, D=QE,

where we use the standard convention that repeated indices are summed. We define the nonlinear
dispersion relation

Se = V(1 +p)1+H(p)c?), (4.6)
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and the new unknowns
Ue : =T A — T3, T ) 157750, Uy := Ay B —iD. (4.7)
Recall also (2.4
Uo=A—iAC, Uy=MB—iD, Ac=+1+dV]Z,  Ay=+1+|V]2

In particular U, = U, and the main unknowns (A, B, C, D) can be recovered by
24A=[U.+U.], 20=iA'[U.—TU],
2B = AUy + T, 2D =i[U, — Ty, (4.8)
p=—|V|C, uj = —R; A+ €5, Ry B.

With the notation in subsection B.2] see in particular (3.8) and Lemmas B.4] and B35l and
using also the bounds (£.2)—(£3]) on U, we have

2 - <
s [ [2el.O) = A0 5 S 1

sup HQ%C [Ee(x,C) - Ae(g)] Hﬁm <ea(l+ t)—99/100‘
a<Ni/2 °

(4.9)

We derive now the main system for the quasilinear variables U/, and U,. The main point of
this derivation is to write the quadratic components of the nonlinearities as sums of (1) strongly
semilinear terms, which gain one derivative relative to the main variables, and (2) nonresonant
terms, for which the corresponding phases do not vanish so we can later estimate them using
normal forms. More precisely:

Proposition 4.3. With the definitions above and the assumptions of Proposition [{.1] we have
e Ul = G007 W Ul 7L (010
The variables U, and Uy satisfy the equations
(O +iTs, +iTyc) Ue = SSe + Ne +Ce,

4.11
(O +ilp) Uy = SSy + Npy + Cy, ( )

where
o N., N}y are quadratic semilinear nonresonant terms, i.e. linear combinations of operators
of the form

-~

No= X NopulUpn U F(Nogol1.61}6) = 7z | nowel&)F (€ =) . (012

v
where the symbols ng,,, of the bilinear operators Ny, satisfy

Nouw =0 unless oc=ceorve{e —e} (4.13)
and, with ng,,, = (Q¢ + Qy)* N and recalling ([B.5),
Sup [ngwllses ., + 2"2|(0; + Onngu sz, ] < L+ 251y s max(k 004025 (414)
a<N;

e C., Cy are higher order semilinear terms satisfying

ICe S+ (4.15)

HNO[']HNl + ”Cb”HNomHgl ~

Q
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o SS., 88 are quadratic strongly semilinear terms, i.e. linear combinations of operators
smoothing of order 1, namely

~

8Se =Y SSouwlUu U], F{SSouwlf,gl}(€) = ﬁ /R 580 (&) f (€ = m)g(n) dn, (4.16)

v
where, with ss%,, := (e + Qy)*8Sopw,
— k.k1,k in(k,k1,k
sup 55 1555, <2 max(bika0) (1 4 gtmin(hhka)), (4.17)
a<Nip

Proof. We remark first that (A.I12)-(4.14]) guarantee that the modulation |®,, (&, n)| is bounded
from below in the support of the multiplier ns,,, due to Lemma 8.1

The bounds in (£I0) follows easily from Lemma and (£.2)—(43]). To prove (4.I1]), using
Lemma [3.6] and (2.3]) we observe that

h(p) = Tw(pyp + £H(p,p) /2 + E*(p),  [[(1 = A)E>(p) 1+ )75,

ot <
We apply P to the first equation in (L9]), so
— IVI[ = Twp)|VIC + &H(p, p) /2 + E*(p)] + C = |V|[Tujuj + H(uz,u;)/2]
= —|V|Ty,Rj A+ € |V|Tu; Ri. B + |V[H(uj, uz)/2.
Therefore
OA+T ) 1 (p)c2C + iTuc A =SSt + N +CL,
SSe = [VIH(uj,u;)/2 + K|V [H(p, p) /2,
NL = 6(Typp = VT, V)C = [|V], Ty, IR A + (iTy.c A — |VI|Tu, RjA)+ €3, |V|Ty, Ry, B,
Ce = (Thy(pyicl2 — IV Tha(n)[VNC + [VIE® (p).
Using the second equation in (L.9]) we obtain
C = P[(1+pJu] = ThypA+ [Ry, Tplu; — RyTy, [VIC + RiH(p, uy),
which we rewrite as
HC — T pA +iT,.C = SS8? + N2
552 == RyH(p.uj).
NZ = [iTcC — ByT, IVIC] + Ry, Tyl
Therefore we obtain the system
(O + iTuc) A+ Tippip)c2C = SSE+ N+ CL,
(0 + iTuc) C — TippA = SSE+ NZ.
Using (4.7), this leads to
(O +iTs, + iTuc) Ue = i[Tue, T apl A+ i(T5. T i — 18T ) 15 T140) A
+ Ty, 54 + T (SSE+ N+ C))
+ [Twe: T Th ) i5)C + (T8 T5. 11 ) 155 — Tyl n o)ic2)C
— i[O, T, Ty ) 1i1,)C — i1, Ty ) 14, (SSE + N7).

(4.18)
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To see that the right-hand side of (4.I8) has the required form we expand

Y =A 1+p(1+LC|2)+(h2(p)(1+p)+mp2)ﬂ]l/2:A +xzt
cr 1+ d|¢J? 1+ d|¢J? S (4.19)
) .
S2oslawR? xml— Al = 2 Trdr 4 — .
p 2[ 1q /714-(1’(’2]

where %! is a symbol of order 1 depending linearly on p, and 22 is a symbol of order 1 depending
at least quadratically on p.
Recall that 0p = —|V|A — |V|P(pu). With E(a,b) = T,Ty, — Ty as in Lemma B.4], we define

Qe =T |yjap A+ N} + [Tuc, Ae]C
1
+ d[Tyep = 5(VPT, + T, VIO + [B(Ze, Ae) + B(Ae, )]C

i .
= 5(Tac©1914) + KTa (1R (-1914) = AT w1a)C = iAN,
S8, =88} — iASS? + P<pQ.,
Ne := P>p11Qe,

and
Ce = i[Tu¢, T jigpl A+ i(T5. T y1gp — Te. Ty g 140) A,
+ Ty, yrrps v A + Ty 1 (SSE+ N + T yrrsCe
+ [Tue, T Ty iy + Tac Ty g1 1C

1
+ T2y 155 = Ty e — AT = 5 (IVIPT, + T VI)IC
+[EEZL SN + E(Ae, 22%) + BE(322,Ae) + B(Se, Ze)Th ) y155-1)C
. 1
= i(100 T Ty 1) = 3 (Tat0i91) T KT 1cR-1v14) ~ AeTv1a) ) C
— iTy>1(SS2 + NZ) = iTs, Ty ) 1551 (SS2 + NZ).

It is easy to see that Q. is a quadratic term in p, A, C,u;, B that does not lose derivatives;
in view of (48) this can be written as a sum of bilinear operators in terms of U, Ue, Uy, Up.
Moreover, all the interactions are between high and low frequencies, due to presence of the
paradifferential operators. These interactions are automatically nonresonant when o = e. The

desired conclusions on the quadratic terms SS, and N, follow.
The term C. contains cubic and higher order terms that do not lose derivatives. The desired

bound in (@3] follows using Lemmas B.4H3.6]l and the bounds (£.2)-(@.3).
We now turn to magnetic variables. Applying @ to (L9]), we obtain

8B+D=0,
0D+ AB — B = Q(pu) = QT,u + QH(p,u) + QTyp.
Therefore, recalling that Uy, = Ay B — iD and uy, = —Rp A+ €1, R, B,
(O + ihp)Up = (=) [QTpu + QH(p, u) + QTup] = SSp + Ny,
88y : = iPep(€x RyT,RyA— €51, RiTu p) + iR/ T,R; B — i €50 RyH(p, ux),
Nyt = iPopa1 (€0 RyT,RyA— €1 RiTu,p)-
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We notice that B = A, l[Ub + Ub] gains a derivative, and the terms R;T,R;A and R;T,, p are
nonresonant when restricted to high frequencies and ¢ = b. The desired conclusion follows. [

As a consequence, we can obtain our first high order energy estimates. Let (V) := (1 —A)Y/2,
0% := (V)Mo and OP := QP for p € {1,...,N1}. For o € {e,b} and p € {0,..., N1} let

WE .= OPU,. (4.20)
Proposition 4.4. We define the energy functional
£(t) = (1/2) > IWE )72 (4.21)
oe{e,b}, pe{0,...N1}
Under the hypothesis of Proposition [{.1], we have

(s us E,0)(8)]1% SEM+et,  ED SN BB ny s +65 (422)

HNonHN1 ~ HNonH))
and
OE = Bss + Br + Brots | Brot(t)] S e3(1+1)73/2 (4.23)
Here the strongly semilinear increment is
Bss:= > > ROPSS;,WEY+ > R(i[Txiiyc, O")Ue, P<pWP),  (4.24)
oe{e,b} pe{0,...,N1} pe{0,...,N1}
and the nonresonant increment is
Bvr:= > > RON,WEY+ > R(i[Tsaiyc, O')Ue, PoppaWP).  (4.25)
oe{eb} pe{0,...,N1} p€{0,...,N1}
Moreover, for p € {0,...,N1},
(O + T, +iTy.c) WP =QF, (O + i) W) = QF,

~ (4.26)
IWE@lz2 + WOz Ser, QW2 + Q) )2 S (1 +1)10.

Proof. In view of (4.8, ||(p,u,E,g)||HNmHg1 ~ ||(U67Ub)||HN()ﬂHg1’ and ([4.22) follows using
also (AI0). For the remaining claims, we start from the equations (4.I1]) and write

(O +iTs, +iTy.c)WP = Q8 := OP(SSc + Ne + Ce) + i[Tx 4u-c, OPUe,

(O + iNp) W) = QY := OP(S8Sy, + Npy + Cp),
The bounds in the second line of ([£.20) follow from (£2)—(43) and Proposition 43l To prove
(4.23]) we start by writing

a{(1/2)|[WE)]72} = ROWE (), WE(1)).
Since the operators Tk, T),.¢c, and A are self-adjoint, see Lemma (i), we have
R(Ts WE(t), WE(t)) = RGTu. WE (), WE(t)) = REAWE (), Wy (£)) = 0.

Then we recall (£19]), (£2)-(@.3]), and (ZI0). Therefore [ngz, OPIU, and [T 4y.c, OP](Ue — Ue)
are cubic and higher order terms which do not lose derivatives,

[[Tz2, OPUe || o + |[[Tsrsue, O ) Ue = Ue) || o S X (1 +1)722,

(4.27)

The desired decomposition follows. O
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4.2. Proof of Proposition 1l In view of ([@22), it suffices to prove that |E(t) — £(0)] < €
for any ¢t € [0,T]. Using ([23), it suffices to prove that

‘ /Ot[BNR(S) + Bss(s) 4 Bhot(s)] ds| < €3

Since |Bpot(s)| < €3(14s)73/2, the contribution of this term can be easily bounded. We consider
the other two terms. Given t € [0, Tp], we fix a suitable decomposition of the function 1o, i-e.
we fix functions qo,...,qr+1 : R — [0,1], |L — logy(2 + t)| < 2, with the properties

suppgo € [0,2],  suppgrs1 C [t 2,1, suppgm, C (2771, 27
L+1

t
> anl9) = Log(s)h  an € C'®) and [ [gh(s)lds S1torm = 1,.... L
m=0 0

9

(4.28)

Using Proposition [4.4] it suffices to prove the following two results uniformly in m > 0:

Lemma 4.5. Under the hypothesis of Proposition [4.1], we have
t
‘/ qm(s)BNR(S)ds‘ < e§’2_52m. (4.29)
0
Lemma 4.6. Under the hypothesis of Proposition [{.1], we have
t 2
| [ an(o)Bss(s)as| 2o, (430)
0

We prove these two lemmas in subsection [£.3] and section [l below. For Lemma we exploit
the nonresonant condition and use normal forms: we integrate by parts in time, use again the
equations (4.I1]), and symmetrize. As a result, the space-time integral in (4.29) can be bounded
by a quartic expression, and then estimated using Proposition

The proof of Lemma is more difficult. Normal form transformations are not possible
in this case, due to the vanishing of the resulting denominators on a large set (this is the
"division problem” discussed in the introduction). To prove Lemma we combine a partial
normal norm transformation, to bound the contribution of sufficiently large modulations, and a
crucial L? estimate on a localized Fourier integral operator, to bound the contribution of small
modulations. This L? estimate is proved in Lemma [5.1] and depends on the nondegeneracy
property of the resonant set (LI7]).

4.3. Proof of Lemma We consider the terms in (£25]) individually, and use also (ZI12).
Let n : R? — R? denote symbols satisfying bounds similar to (@14),

Inllsgs o, + 2%21(0 + O)nllsee S (14 2") 1k, S max(kr,0)4D/2) (4.31)

kkq ko
for any k, ki, ks € Z. In particular n(£,n) = 0 unless |n| > 1+ |£ — n|. Let

~ =

Ilf0.0 = (NIfgh) = C [ [ nlenfie—mah(©ands. (432

For ([£.29) it suffices to prove that

| [ )T 5) (V) 0 5) WE )] ] S el (433)
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provided that, as in (£I3)), either 0 = e or v = +e, and
eitherp S [17N1]7 P1,D2 € [OaNl]u p1 +p2 §p7 L e {07 1}7 L+p2 Spa
or p=p1 =p2=0,t= Np.

Notice that we replaced U, with U, in passing from (£.29) to [A33]) (with the same convention
as before, U_, = Uy, W_, = W,, o € {e,b}) which is acceptable due to (ZI0). In proving (£33)
we may also assume that m € [10, L], since g1+ is supported in an interval of length < 1.

To prove ([433]) we integrate by parts in s. We start from the observation that

0= [ - {an ()T U0, (0 5). W25 s,

2.0 = [, el e~ nnh(€)dnde

This gives
/ / / TP U (s), (V) QP2U, (s), WP (s)]ds
RQX]RZ
:/Rq;n(s)Jl(s)+/qu(s)J2(s)ds+/qu(s)Jg(s) ds,
where
Jp = f[QplU/u <V>LQP2UI/(S)7 Wg],
Jy = T[(Ds + A )QPLU,, (V) QP2U,, WE], (4.34)

J3 == Z[OPLU,, (95 + iA, ) (V) QP2U,, WP| + Z[QP1 U, (V) QP2U,, (D + ihy)WPE].
For (£33) it remains to show that for any s € I, = supp(gm),
| J1(8)] 4+ 27| 2 (s)| + 2™ J(s)| S €20 (4.35)

The main observation is that the function ®,,,(£,n) does not vanish in the support of n.
More precisely, since @4, (&,7)] 2 (1 + 1€ —n|)~L, see B3], we have

2|
HCI)J;U/ € 77) 513211@2

as a consequence of Lemma B3] (with f(«,8) = [®yu (e, a — B)]71) and (@3I). Moreover, if
v # o then the stronger lower bound |®4,,(§,1)] 2 1+ |£] + || holds, and therefore

1)

S (1 + 221 ) S (k1 ,0)+D/2) (4.36)

H 3 5 ] ‘ S (@4 22%)27 1 s max(k1,0)+D/2) - (4.37)
opv kk 1ko
To prove the bounds on |J;(s)| and |J2(s)| in (435) we use Lemma 321 If p; < N;/2 then
ns 3 g g) g 1P O Unlzoe P 707504 12 | P2
k,k1,ko€Z C’“” 1) 5k kg
5 Z 220max(k1,0)”PlePlUMHLoo”szu HHNonHNl”Pku ”HNoﬂHgl

kzzmax(k1,0)+D/2, ‘kz—k|§10
30—m/2
5 E12 / ’
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where we used (£30), [@2)-(£L3), and (I0). A similar estimate gives the bound |Jo(s)| <
€}273m/2 if p; < Ny /2, because, as a consequence of (@) (EH),

D 2O O Py, (D, + iAW) U(s) [ < 22
k1€Z
Moreover, the case p1 > Ny /2 (therefore po < N;/2) is similar by estimating Q"1U,, and (0 +
iA,)QPU, in L2, and estimating (V)*QP2U,, in L. Thus |J;(s)|+27|J2(s)| < €527 as desired.
Some more care is needed for the bound on |J3(s)| in (4£35]) because of the possible loss of
derivatives. It follows from (£.26]) that, for ¢ € {0,..., N1},

(s +iA)WE = QL —iTyor, W, (D5 +ih )Wy = Qf. (4.38)
Using also (49]) and (310, it follows that
(V) "H(0s + iAW 12 S eF(1 + )71, for € {e,b,—e,—b}, ¢ € {0,...,Ni}. (4.39)
Moreover, for ¢ € [0, Ny /2],
1(3s 4 iA,) QU | o < X1 41)7/5, for p € {e, b, —e, —b}, (4.40)

as a consequence of Proposition [£.3] and Lemma The desired bound on |J5(s)| follows by
the same L2 x L? x L>™ argument as before if v # o, using the stronger bound (£37)) instead of
(436]) to recover the derivative loss.

Finally, assume that v = o = e (one cannot have v = o = b in this lemma, due to (£I3])). We
may also assume that p; = 0 and (V):QP2U,, = W?| since in the other cases the derivative loss
can be recovered (notice that ||(V)2QIU, |2 < € if ¢ < Ny —1, due to (ZZ) and the assumption
No > 2N7). Also, the contribution of Q¥ when applying [#38]) does not lose derivatives, due to

(428). For (435) it remains to prove that

| Z(U, iTgzr , VEWE + LU, WP iTgon , WE| S ef27 0 (4.41)

We start with the contribution of T}, and compute, for k1, k2, k € Z,

Ttrky = Z| Py Uy i Py Ty e WP, PoWP] + [Py, Uy, Pry WP, i Py Ty WP

o T () PLWE () P U, -~ 1 (4.42)
_c /R B W) B B Uy (€ — 1 0)i; (6)m(€.1.0) ddas,

Nkkyks (€1 + 0) 0 (2n+0);  npre(§ —0,n) 0 (26-0);
men =g e a2 ec-am NE-a z
(E+n)j [Mkkiko (§;m + 0) 4 Nkkyky (§ — 6,7) g
e A T e v T U]

—n—0); [nkklkz(ﬁ,nJr 0) ( 4 ) Nkkyks (§ = 0,71) ( 0 )]

2 O(&n+0) T [2m+0) o —0,m) T8 -0)")
where ngi ik, (§,1) = n(§,0)0r (&) (€& — n)er, (n) and, for simplicity of notation ® := P¢pey
and P/ := Py_4;44. We observe that

1 1 . Ae(f_e)_Ae(§)+Ae(n+9)_Ae(n)

_ o Jo Sy 056 =0 = 00(@;08)(n + 26 + y(E — 7 — 6)) drdy
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We have a similar identity for ngg,x, (&, 1 + 0) — Nk, (€ — 6,1), which gains one factor of 2+2,
due to (A31)). Combining these identities with (£36]) we recover the derivative loss, i.e.

H]:—l{m]l- (5, 7, 9)(,0]€3 (0)}HL1(R5) < (1 + 2’91)50(1 + 2k3)10‘
Therefore, using Lemma [3.2]
Tirakol S Y IBLWI 2| PAWE |2 | Py Upll oo || Pyl oo - (14 251)70(1 4 29)10
k3<ko—100
The desired conclusion follows by summing over k, k1, ko with |k—ks| < 10, ko > max(k1,0)+100.
The contribution of 7\>: in (441l can be bounded in a similar way. We first decompose
%! = au) +a),

amy(,¢) Vl—i—d!(]?Zd <1+d|]§|]2> ) F = (d+r)p+ rp* + ha(p)(1 + p),

compare with (LI9). Here a(y is a symbol of order 0, whose contribution can be estimated
directly without using symmetrization, and d,, are the coefficients in the Taylor expansion of
V142 —1 around 0. Due to (£2)-([43]), we notice that F' satisfies the same L> bounds as uj,

2220max(l,0)||PlF||Loo S 61(1 _|_t)—9/10‘
leZ

The same symmetrization argument as in (£42]), shows that the contribution of T, can be

a(1)
bounded as claimed in (£41]). This completes the proof of Lemma [4

5. ENERGY ESTIMATES, II: STRONGLY SEMILINEAR TERMS

We now turn to the proof of Lemma The idea is to first use the strongly semilinear
nature to restrict to frequencies that are not too large. Then we use the main L? bound in
Lemma [5.1] below to control the contribution of small modulations, and a partial normal form
transformation to control the larger modulations.

5.1. The main L? lemma. Assume ® = ®,,, is as in (7)), for some choice of o, u,v € P.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that T is given by

77 = [ | M ale, e b(em)f(n)dn

with 2™ — 1 < |s| < 2", m € Z,, and
5m/6 < A <m(1—d1),

where 81 == 107%. We assume that the function a is supported in the set B(0,2F) x B(0,2F),
where k > 0 is an integer, and satisfies the symbol-type estimates
sup_|Dga(€,n)] Sa 272, (5.1)
gner? 7
Then

T2 < 22027 MO £l . (5.2)
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The rest of this subsection is concerned with the proof of Lemma 51l We may assume that
A> 12k 4+ D. Let

R =27 1T\/242, (5.3)
and fix a smooth function x : R? — [0, 1], supported in B(0,2) and satisfying
Zx(x—i)zl for any = € R%
i€Z?

For j € Z2 let

We decompose

T= Y Ty

(i,§) €22 x 72

(5.4)
T3(€) = [ | e MEDalén)o(2 0l ) (i€ b

Our analysis of the operator 7T is based on the size of the smooth function T : R? x R? — R,

T(n) = VE,0(6n) [VER(E 7). ViyoEn)] . (5.5)
Using the formula (8.33)) it is easy to see that
sup [ Dg, ()| a1 (5.6)
§neR? |a|>0
Let
. i g D
Vii={(i,j) €Z® x2*: T(',v7) < 2PR},  T':= ) Ty,
(i.5)ev? (5.7)
V2= {(i,§) € Z* x 7% : T (v},v7) > 2PR}.
We show in Lemma [5.2] and Lemma [5.3] below that
1 12ko—A p1/17 —5M/4 p—3/2
17 o g2 < 227 RY and sup 1Tl 2oy 2 S 2 MR,

(i,5)eV
Assuming these bounds it follows that
ITAB SIT I3+ 30| > T
i€Z?  jEL?, (4,§)eV?
(@2 ARYITR f3, + (%R V2R

2
L2

S
S

The desired conclusion (5.2)) follows, using the definition R = 2717V/242 see (5.3).
Lemma 5.2. With the definition above,

HTl 212k2_AR1/17.

HL2—>L2 ’S
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Proof. We use Schur’s test (see Lemma [3.9). Notice that, using the definitions and (5.6]),

7O [ TEmFinlan
L(&,n) = la(& )2 @&, n) (2P R) 1T (€, ).
We apply Proposition B8 with € ~ 25272 ¢ ~ 23 R. With E/ as in Proposition B8, we have

wp [ L5 mLendn S 2UR 2 s [ 1p (e min d S 2420
n

Therefore, using Schur’s test,

IT] fllge < 22FRYIT27A TS = /R2 L (&) L&, )| £ (n)dn.
The contribution of the set E) can be estimated in a similar way, and the conclusion of the
lemma follows using also (8.1). O

Lemma 5.3. With the definitions above, for any (i,j) € V2,
HE‘] < 2_5>\/4R_3/2.

HL2—>L2 ~

Proof. Since T;; and T7; obey similar estimates, using (£.5]) and (8.1]), we may assume without
loss of generality that

(Ved(v',v7)| 2 1, |V, @', v7)| ~ p 2 R, (v, v7)| 2 R. (5.8)

In view of (B.6) and the definitions, we see that these inequalities remain true for all points
(&,m) in the support of the operator Tj;.
We compute

TTIE) = [ K€ )rE)e.

Kij(&,€) =xi(£)xi(£’)/ SPEM=CE Mg (g mya(e, n)e2 (€, 1)) (228 (€, n)x2 (n)dn.

R2
Using Schur’s test, it suffices to show that
sup [ K€ €0Nde +sup [ Kyl €)lds 27 NR (5.9)
£ JR2 g JR?

By symmetry, it suffices to bound the first term.
We fix ¢ € B(v',4R/2P) and consider an additional partition of the n-space into small balls
of radius ~ 2="/2, centered at the points in the lattice 2=*/2Z2. Recalling that |V,7<I>(£ , 77)| >R

~

for all n € B(v?,4R/2P), it is easy to see at most ~ 2"/2R of these small balls can interact with
the support of the integral defining K;;(£,¢’). It suffices to show that

L (el s 2 0R (5.10)
for any choice of 19 € B(v’,4R/2P), where
Ko (6:6) = x(€) [ HHEn=2€la(e, ppae’,m)

P(220(&,m)) (220, m)X3 ()X (272 (n — o)) dn.

(5.11)
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We fix a point ) € B(no, 2 ?*2) with the property that ®(¢, 7)) < 27**2; if such a point
does not exist then K, = 0. We define two orthonormal basis, (e1,e2) and (V1,V5) such that

o Vb)Y
[Ve®(E, )|’ (Vi@ (&, mp)]
and decompose
n—mnp=mVi+nVa, £ — € =w=wier +we.

Using the Taylor expansion, we see that if [®(&,1)| < 27 and | — no| < 272 then
0(27%) = ®(&,n) = ®(&,mH) + (1 —my) - Vy®(&,mp) + O(277),

so that
n—1ny=mVi+mVe, |m|Sp27A || <27M2 (5.12)
We also define the numbers
bo == |V, @& mp)le2, Val| 2 p 'R 274 by o= [Ve®(&,mp)| ~ 1. (5.13)

We would like to describe now the essential support of the kernel K, (&,.), assuming that £
and 7 are fixed. We show first that

if |wi| 22 +wi  then K, (&¢) =0. (5.14)
Indeed, assume that |w;| > 2P(27* +w?) and |®(&,7)| < 27 for some 5 € B(ng, 2-*?+2). Using
Taylor expansion and (5.12]) we estimate
Q) = @& n) + (€ — &) Ve(&,n) +O(I€ =€)

= (€= &) V(&) + VE, L&)€ — & = 1) + O + ¢ =€),

= biwy +12VE,@(E 1) — & Vo] + 027 + p~ 127w | + |wal) + wi* + [wal?).
Therefore

(&', m)| Z lwi| = C272(|wn| + |wa]) — Cwf 2 wil.

The desired conclusion ([G.I4]) follows.
We show now that, for any integer @) > 1,

| Ko (6,€)] S p 127 32[(1 4 2 2bg|wn|) ~@ 4 27 Q0] (5.15)
Indeed, in view of (5.14]), we may assume that
] 270+ wd, 2P27 V251 < |wy| < 4R/2P. (5.16)

We would like to integrate by parts in the formula (5.11)), in the direction of the vector-field V5.
Letting ©(n) = O¢ ¢/(n) :== ®(&,n) — ®(¢', 1), we see that

Va(0) = VE,0(&,n)[¢ — & Vo] + O(l¢ = €1%)
= w1 VE,0(&,n)ler, Val + waVE , ®(&,m) ez, Va] + O(|€ — €') (5.17)
= wa [bo + 0272 + O(|wi| + [wal?).
Therefore, in the support of the integral K, (§,¢),
2bo|wa| = [V2(©)] = bo|wa|/2. (5.18)
We would like to apply Lemma [3.7] with

K =~ 2™bg|ws| and € ~ min (2_m/2, 2_’\b61|<,u2|_1),
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which would give the desired bound (5.15]). For this we notice that, for any integer ¢ > 1,

|(Va - V) {al&, ma(€’,mxG (m)x (22 (n = mo)) }
Moreover, using also (5.17)), in the support of the integral,

V2 V) {e2 (e, m) }| s 22,

(V2 V) {020 m) }| S 2*bolnl,

< 9q4m/2.

and, for any integer q > 2,
(V2 V)1 {20, m) }| 5 22,
V2 V)t {p@ (' m) }| 5 @ bolunl)?.

Lemma B.7 applies to complete the proof of (G.13]).
Given (5.I4) and (BEI5) (with @ sufficiently large depending on 41), it follows that

/ Ko (6,6N|dE < p 12732 pgla=V2 g 2272 < R3973
R2
which gives the desired bound (5.I0]). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

5.2. Proof of Lemma The rest of this subsection is concerned with the proof of Lemma
We start with a lemma that connects our situation to the L? estimates in Lemma [5.1]

Lemma 5.4. Assume that 65 := 1073, m >0, s € [2™ — 1,2+ and define

RIS = [ alemes®eDp20=2mae ) fis — mgndn. (5.19)

Assume that a satisfies the bounds (B.1) and k > 0. Then

|R[Perf, Peag] 2 S 2227002yl (5.20)
Proof. Clearly we may assume 5k +D < m, ||g||z2 = 1, and ||f||anHN1/2 = 1. We decompose

1 Q
f = Z fj1,k1 = Z P[k1—2,k1+2]Qj1k1f'
(k1,71)€T (k1,J1)eT

Using (8:34)) and Lemma BT if j; < m/2 then

HR[PSkfjl,kp PSkg] HLQ 5 2_62m/10212k2_(1+52/2)mHg||L2' (521)

On the other hand, if j1 > m/2 and k1 < —m/10 then HmHL‘X’ < 97210k 9=(1+k1)/4 (gee

B33). Using (827), (849), and Schur’s lemma,
| RIP<kfis s Parg] [l 2 S 29/ 4210827 P08 g flpow gl 2771/ 100212027 o2m, - (5.22)

Finally, if j; > m/2 and ky € [-m/10,m/5] then we further decompose, as in (3.29)),
— —j—1,0 —
fib = 2 Fikme G © = 5@k (©):

n1€{0,...,j1+1}
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Notice that ||f;;€17“\|Loo < 2210719~ (1=m)/4 see (B33)). Using (827), (829), and Schur’s lemma,

| R[P<fir krmi Perg) || 12 S 2"1/8210k2_m+52mHfﬁ,kl,nl Lo |9l 2
< 9i1/100912ko—(1+8>/2)m

The desired conclusion follows from (B.21))-(5.23]). O
We prove now an estimate on certain trilinear integrals.
Lemma 5.5. Assume that 62 = 1073, m > 1, and f,g,h € C1([2™2,2mF2] : L?) satisfy
£ o gy + 20709 (3, ) (s)] 2

(5.23)

(5.24)
+ ()2 + 1h(s)]l 2 + 282/ [ (Dsg)(5) | 22 + [(Dsh) (3) 2] S 1,
for any s € [2m=2,2m+2]. Moreover, assume that
e etNN f ()| poe S 27072 G f = Py + Fi, (5.25)
||e—2 (s+M)A quFoo(S)HL‘X’ 5 2—2m+52m/4, ||PkF2(S)||L2 5 2—3m/2+52m/8’ .
for any A € R with |\| < 2m0=%2/10) 4nd any k € Z. Let
Mg = [ (o) [ | aleme™™ €0 Fic — 51300, 5)hie, o)dndeds
R R2 xR2
where n is a C* function supported in [272,2m+2],
/ () ds ST [ F tallpge < 1 (5.26)
R
Then, for any k, k1,ke € Z,
|1[Pyy f, Pryg, Pph]| < 212 mex(blnha00g=oam/s, (5.27)

Proof. Let k := max(k, k1, ko, 0). We may assume that m > D and f = Py, f, g = Pi,g9, h = Pyh.
We may also assume that a(&,n) = ¢ _3(£)pz(n); otherwise we write

aé,n) = / ke, y)e® S,
R2xR2

where ||k||z1(re) < 1, and notice that the complex exponentials ¢™€ and € can be combined
with the functions g and h, without affecting the hypothesis (5.24]). We define

R:[f.9)(€) = /R al€m)e NGO (E 0) F(§ — n)g(n)dn,
where 7_ 1= |—(1—02/2)m| < 7 < 0. We use Lemmal5.4]to estimate the contribution of 7 = 7_,
/ n(s)(Rey [f(5), g()], h(s))ds| S 2t2mex(hbubaOig=oam/2,
R

For 7_ < 7 < 0, we integrate by parts in time to get the missing decay. We find that

/Rn(s)(RT[f(s),g(s)],h(s))ds =CU+II+III+1V),

where

= [ #6s) [ alemeen %7&—% )30, 5)h (&, 3)dndeds,
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Il = /Rn(s) /R4 a(é,n)e is®(€,n) M(&f)(g —n,8)g(n, S)E(ﬁ,S)dndﬁds,

(&, m)
111 = [ no) [ atcme e E2BEI fie iy o)0.5) 0. (€ S dndeds,
Y zs@&MA_SASAS )
1V = [ n(s) [ atg.metten Zom 8 e - 5,000 €, )dndeds
Using the Fourier transform, we see that
po(2770(E,m) _ 7. om [ GreEm pror _ )/
e ALRCARE /R PN, P = Fleo(x)/z) € S. (5.28)

Thus

T=c / ! (5)P(27) / o€, ) HIED F(e )30, )R(E, 3) dndedsdA,
RQ

I =c /R _n(s)P(27)) /[R a(&,m)e TVPEN (& — . 5)(0:5)(n, $)h (&, ) dndédsd),

IV =c / n(s)P(27)) / al&,meCTVTED f(g —n, 5)g(n, 5)(D:h) (€, 5) dndédsd).
R? R4
Using (5.24)—(5.26), and Lemma B2, we estimate
s /R”/(SNP(T )| - Nl TV f ()| ow g () 2 1Fe(s) [ L2 dsdA S 2702/,

‘III| S /IRH(S)‘P(QT)\)‘ e A £ ()] oo 1(859) (8)]| 12 || P (8) || o dsdh < 27024,

g S/Rn(s)\P(T )| e I f () | o g (5) ]2 | (Dsh) ()| 2 dsdh S 27274,

In these estimates we have also used 27/5, 2_118_62/ 2) and the fact that P has rapid decay. .
To estimate |II| decompose 8sf = Fy 4+ F according to (5.25]). The contribution of Fi
can be estimated in the same way as above, using (5.28) and ||g(s)||z2 + ||h(s)]|z2 < 1. On the
other hand, the contribution of 1/7'; can be estimated directly in the Fourier space in the integral
defining 11, using Schur’s lemma and Proposition B.§ (i).
The contribution Ry can be estimated in exactly the same way. This finishes the proof. [

We can now complete the proof of our main lemma.

Proof of Lemma[{.6, We examine the definition of SS, and Bgg in (£.16) and (4.24). It suffices
to prove that if W' = WL, | W? = W2 as in @20), 01,02 € {e,b}, p1,p2 € [0,N1], [ €
{Q“UM s p € {xe,+b}, a < N1/2}, and m is a symbol that gains one derivative, i.e.

||m||5;37;1k2 < 2—max(k,k17k2,0)(1 + 210min(k,k17k2))’ for any k, ki, ks € Z, (5.29)

then, for any m > 0,
p——— — o~ _ 2m
| [ants) [ m(en W26 s W () F(€ = o) dednds| £ 27 (5.30)
X
To prove this, for any let, for any k, k1, ko € 7Z,

Tror by 1= /]R A ()& MLV, ) Py T 1,) P 7€ =, s)declds.
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Using Proposition and L? x L? x L™ estimates as in Lemma 3.2 we have

6%2_ max(k,k1,k2,0) 2246m 1’ 2m+min(k,k1,k2))‘

1Tk by ko] S min(
Therefore, it suffices to consider the case when max(k, k1, k2,0) is small relative to m, i.e.
—2m < k’, k’l, k‘Q < 250m. (5.31)

This reduction to relatively small frequencies is the crucial gain coming from the strongly semi-
linear structure of symbols (5:29).

It the case (5.31)) we use Lemmal[5.5land the bounds in Propositiond.2lto verify the hypothesis.
Since § < 410730y, it follows that |Jg g, x,| S €627°™, and the conclusion (530) follows. O

6. DISPERSIVE CONTROL I: THE FUNCTIONS 0;V, AND 0;V},

In the next two sections we prove our main dispersive estimates:

Proposition 6.1. Assume that (p,u, E,b) is a solution to (LB)-(L0) on a time interval [0, T),
T > 1, satisfying the hypothesis (2.13)-(2.10) in Proposition [2.2. Then, for any t € [0,T],
3/2
I(Ve(®), V()2 S €0 + €. (6.1)

6.1. The Duhamel formula. We will work mostly with the unknowns (U, U) and (Ve, V})
defined in (24]). For these new unknowns, we see that (L.D)-(L6]) is equivalent to the system

(Or + iA)U. = N, (O + iAp)Up = Ny, (6.2)
where, using (2.3))

Ne = (1/2)IV|(uf + u3) — ihe(Ri(pur) + Rapuz)) + (5/2)|V[(0®) + [V Hs(p), (6.3)
Nb = —i(Rl(pUQ) — Rg(pul)), ’

where Hs = Hj denotes the cubic antiderivative of ho. The variables p,u can be expressed in
terms of the complex variables U,, Uy,

p=IVIAJ'S(Ue), w=—RiR(Ue) + RoAy'R(U,), ug = —RoR(Ue) — RN, 'R(T). (6.4)
The system (6.2)-([6.4) can be rewritten as
O +iM)Us = > Nop(Up, Uy) + 5e|V|Hs(p) (6.5)

wVEP

for o € {e, b}, where the quadratic nonlinearities are defined by

~

(PN -0 ) = [ mopul.m)F € = ) . (6.6

The multipliers mg,,, are sums of functions of the form m(§)m/(§ —n)m” (n), satisfying suitable
symbol-type estimates. We define V, as in (Z4)), V,(t) = €U, (t). The Duhamel formula is

(OVo) (€, 5) = [OVa] P (€, 5) + [0Va] D (€, 5),

0V, (E,5) = 3 /R e &M, (€ mVi(€ = 0, 8)Vi (. 5) dn (6.7)

u,VEP
0:V5] B (€, 5) = bse|€]e™Me Ha(p) (€, 5),
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or, in integral form,

—~ —~ t . —~ —~
Vo(&,t) = Vo(£,0) + Z / /2 e“%“”(f’”)mwy(g,n)VH(g —n,8)V,(n,s)dnds
pvep 0 TR (6.8)

t e~
8l / MO By (p) (€, 5)ds.
0

The rotation vector-field 2 acts according to the identity

QoM = Y |

(Qf + QU) [eiS(bguy(s’n)mJMV(g? 77)‘//;(5 - T,a S)f/:(na 3)] d77
wvEP R?

= Z Z /R2 eis<1>ouu(fﬂ7)(Q§ + Qn)mmauu(&n)(gm‘//’:)(g —, S)(Q%‘//;)(T], S) d77-

w,vEP a1+az+az=1

Therefore, for 1 < a < Ny, letting m2!,, = (Q¢ + Q) m,,,,, we have

ouv
SACEIEOED YD S e
w,VEP a1t+az2+az=a R? (69)

x (Q2VW)(s, € = n)(QV,) (s, ) dn.
In integral form this becomes
t
Qo (1) = VL6000 + > Y / / ) elsPou Emmar (¢, n)
w,VEP a1+az+az=a 0 JR (6 10)
—_ —~ t . A —_— ’
x (Q%2V,,)(s,€ = n)(Q*V,)(s,n) dnds + dge €] /0 e Q¢ H3(p) (S, s)ds.

6.2. Control of the time derivatives. In this section we prove several bounds on the functions

0¢Vy. These bounds rely on the assumptions (Z.16]) and the Duhamel formula (6.8]). Given ®,,,
as in ([Z7) we define

Euu(&an) = (vn(pa/u/)(fan) = _(VAM)(TI - f) - (VAV)(T')7 E: R2 X R2 — R. (611)

We start with a preliminary result.

Lemma 6.2. Assume the hypothesis of Proposition[Z23, m >0, s € [2™—1,2™*1, k € Z. Then

[P<k (@ Vo) ()|l o + D || P<kQ @V ) ()| 2 S eF2iramH22om, (6.12)
a<Ny
> le e P (0, Vo)(s)l| e S € min{2m 2O 92k (6.13)
a<Ni/2

In addition, for any a € [0, N1/2] N Z we may decompose

Q4(0Vs)(s) = t{fe(s) + fnc()}, (6.14)
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where, with Y4, as (Z8)) and for any k € Z,

Sl ST (&),
pAv#£0 0<g<m/2—106m
er(€)98,(Es) =0 if g>1andk<-D or if k¢ [-m/2+6m/5,8m/5], (6.15)
\@k(f)D?ggw(f, S)‘ < 9—420k 2—m+36m2—q+426q2(m/2+q+262m)|a\7
ok - Dsgn ()| pow < 20007 2Imat4200 if k> -D,
and
|Pefnc(s)llge S 270000y gmm (1 4 gtk —50m) =1,

— . (6.16)
[P fne(s)|lpee S 2600 (1 4 27+
Moreover
sup  {[19°92,, (sl 22 + |9 fve(s)ll 2} S 1. (6.17)
0<b< N, /4
In particular, for any a € [0, N1/2]NZ and k € Z
|1 PeQ%(0, V) (5)|| 2 < 2~ m3omto2m (6.18)

Proof. Using Lemmal[7.7, it suffices to treat [9,V,]®). The bounds (6.12) and ([G.13) follow easily
from the formula (6.9) and the L> bound (B.36]). The desired decomposition (6.14)) corresponds

to the decomposition of 0;V, into a coherent component fo and a non coherent component fyc.
We use ([6.9) and Lemma B.Il In addition, we examine the nonlinearities N, and N, in (6.3)
and notice that the quadratic interaction of Ui, with itself is only present in the nonlinearity
N and carries a gradient factor in front (a “null structure”).

It suffices to show the following: let p, v € P and assume that

||fu||HN0/2r~|Z{Lan1/2 + ||fV||HN0/2r-|Zluan1/2 é 1. (619)
Define 8, = 1 if |u| = |v| = b and S, = 0 otherwise. Define, for o € {e, b},

Tom . Z 9Bk QmaX{kl,kz,O}pkjouv [Py, f*, P, 7],
k,k1,ko€Z

FUMIfaHE0) = [ et e —ntnyin

Then the bounds in Lemma hold for I°* with €; = 1.
Using Lemma B.I1 and L? x L estimates (using Lemma [3.2)), and recalling that Ny =
20/62, it is easy to see that the contribution of k, ki, ks with max(ky,ke) > §?m/5 — D or with

min(kq, k2) < —3m is acceptable as required in (6.16]), as part of the component fy¢. It remains
to consider P, I7" [Py, f*, Py, f*] uniformly in —3m < k1, ks < 6*m/5 — D. We decompose

o UV 1] I/ _ J/u/ 1 U,ul/
17 [Py, f¥, Py, 7] Z Z I f]17k1’ 327]'62 - Z Z J1J€1,J2J€2

(k1,J1)€T (k2,42)€T (k1,J1)€T (k2,j2)€T

(6.20)

where, as in (3.29),

ok = D242/ Qi [ Fhks = Plia—2,k0+2) Qjako f*- (6.21)
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Lemma [3.1T and Plancherel theorem show that if jo» = max{ji,j2} > m — 106m — D? then

A é o— j
17 o kol S N8 fh o lnoe |f gyl 2 S 2772102071202,
—(1—-450)7
IF I3k daea | e S Hfj‘ﬁ,leLoonj”Q,kgllu 20

Summing in ji, jo, k1, k2, we obtain an acceptable contribution as part of the component ﬁ}?;
in (IB:IZEI) Therefore it suffices to obtain the desired decomposition for I 01” . Jnky uniformly in
ki1, k2,71, j2, m under the assumptions

— (1 —=108)m +D?* < k1, ke < 6*m/5—D,  0<j; < jo < (1—108)m — D2 (6.22)
Let i, 1= 20°m/2 (27m/2 4 272=m) With Z,,, defined as in (G.II), we decompose

g C NC
Ijlij/lf/mz,kz Z [Pk[ + Pl ],
kEZ
IC(¢) == /R 2 e Por Ep (i 2, (6m) - F L (€= )Y, (), (6.23)

INC(©) 1= [ ol (1 g ulem) - T, (€ = T )i
R2
Integration by parts using Lemma [B.7] and Lemma [B.11] shows that, for any k € Z,
|BRINC oo + | PINC | 2 S 272, (6:24)

which gives an acceptable contribution as part of ]%
To understand the contributions of the functions Pi.I¢ we consider several cases.
Case 1. We assume first that (6.22]) holds and, in addition,

p+v#0  and 28 >20m(27m/2 4 o), (6.25)

This is the main case which produces the coherent contribution }"E We may assume that
gmin{ki,ka} > 9k— and consider the functions VU, 0, see Proposition[8.21 For simplicity of notation,
let ® =, V="V,,,and Z ==, in the rest of the proof. If jo < m/2 then let

Goy (€) := /R e e () TR S VAN OO (6.26)
In view of Proposition (iii), we notice that the support of the integral is included in the set
{In — p(&)| £ kr29°™m}. In particular, using (333),
2m —(1— mao— —
ek - Gopwllze < 2% 2||f kLo Hf Yl S 27 (1 730mgm a0k
In the support of the integral, using (8.g)),
m 2m
Ve [s(®(&,n) = ()] = s [Ve®(&,m) — Ve@(£,p())] S Islln —p(&)] S 276,27, (6.27)

so we obtain an acceptable contribution as in (6.I5]) (corresponding to ¢ = 0).
On the other hand, if

m/2 < js < (1—100)m and k<-D
then we may assume that 257 4+ 22 <« 1 and we can place the contribution in f/;;‘:

A 13
[PeIC| S 272 e i el iyl S 27m/2 400,

2 _
1P|, S 2° muflleL 1F2 llze S 27mto0m,

~
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Finally, if
m/2<j, < (1—108)m and k> —D (6.28)
we may further decompose, with kg := 2252m—m/27

1€ =1+ 1+,
) = [ M (o 2 m)) o5 R (€ = T (),
FH©) = [ | e ol 126 )1~ ol 0 B(E )T (6~ )T )

Integration by parts using Lemma [3.§] shows that
[Pl |z + [Pl |2 S 272,
which gives a contribution as in (G.16]). Now, let ¢ = jo —m/2 and

—

98w (6) = /R eI (5 2 (€ ) (g 2@ E M) 4, (€ = M, (). (6.29)
We claim that these functions lead to acceptable contributions as in (G.I5]). Indeed, the volume
of n-integration is essentially a kg X K, box around p(§) and we estimate, using (3.32]),

ok gl S NSk, lloo - 277221002 g2 71900 —i2) g0 < gmm290myma+420a(6.30)

The ¢ derivatives of g7, can be estimated in a similar way, using (6.27)). The bound on 957,
is proved later, see (6.38]). This completes the analysis in this case.
Case 2. We assume now that

p+v=0  and  2F>20m(27m/2 4 gimm), (6.31)
We notice that, in the support of the integral fE‘ ,
Va@(&m)| = [VA( =€) = VAu(n)] 2 (1427 + 20271k,

therefore P,I¢ = 0 in this case.
Case 3. We assume now that

p+v#0  and 28 <20m(27m/2 4 omm), (6.32)
We may assume that 281 4 2k2 < 90m (2_m/2 + 2j2_m) and estimate first, using also (6.22)),

== 52 . — — o 3 5
| PIC|pee < 22 min {17, e 5 s e 2057, e D55 e } S 27200,

This gives an acceptable ]%—type contribution if ¥ < —m/2 + 56m. On the other hand, if
k> —m/2 + 55m then jo > m/2 + 46m — 2 (using (6.32])) and we estimate

1B e £ 272 o lemioMn gl e | e S 27 8m/2400m,

This gives an acceptable vac—type contribution, as desired.
Case 4. We assume now that

p+v=0  and 2~ <20m(27m/2 4 gimm), (6.33)
Notice that
IVa@ (&)l = [VAu(n =€) = VAu(m)| 2 (1+ 2% +2%2) el (DR, n)] Sa €] (6.34)
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Lemma 3.7 (i) shows that [FI7", ., (&) <272 if 2m[¢] > 272 920°m _ Therefore we may assume

m 4k < jo + 38%m. (6.35)
The desired L* bound in (6.I6]) follows using (3.32),

— —_ — —(1-218)52 5216 5 k_y—1
PRI ol e S o Y ol S 27 (1m210029210m < 9300m (7 4 gmeth—) =%,

The L? bound also follows if k. < —m directly from the L> bound. On the other hand, if
—m < k_ < —98m then we further decompose f¥ , = S2T1 v as in (3:29). Then

J2,k2 n2=0J ja,k2,n2

—isA
PRI [f], oys Fnhamallr2 SN2 1 Mmoo I, ol 22

< 9=™Mmin (2215m7 9J1/2+8j1 ) 9—j2+208j2 9n2 /21950 (6.36)

Recalling (6.37)), this suffices to prove the L? bound in (6.18]) if no = 0. On the other hand, the
contribution for ny > 1 is nontrivial only if |v| = b, and in this case we can use the null structure
provided by the factor 2%+~ in ([6.20). The desired L? bound follows in this case as well.

The remaining bounds. The bound (6.I8) follows since we have good bounds for each
term. On the other hand, (6.I7) follows by inspection of the defining formulas above using the
assumptions (6.19) and the identities

{Q¢ + Q) x(2(&,m)) =0, {Q¢ + )} x(k1Q,®(¢,1)) =0,
{Q + Qp} x(57'V, @) = k7Y m) - V(5T V,2(E, 7).
Finally we prove the claim about the time derivative 9%,
> Dsgl, ()|l S 2000 2Imaatazie, (6.38)

Assume, for example, that jo > m/2 and examine the defining formula ([629). We may assume
that min{ky, ka} > —2D. Notice that, in the support of integration,

@(&,m) — W] = [0, 1) — (€. p())] < 27 ™K.
Therefore, estimating as in (6.30),

(6.37)

—

| /R e @(e ) — W(O)] el Q@ (E M)l 'EEM)I, 1, (€~ M, 1, (1)

< 236m—2m2q+426q
To estimate the remaining contributions we use the decomposition proved earlier,

Osfhyjy =9+ 9ncr  Osfim =96+ Ine-

The terms containing gé and a(”; in the integrals defining dsg¢,, are dominated by

— —

2 T -7 _
C22 ™ kg (| F gl | oo | oo + 1F5 4, zoo | F gl o) S 25072 Fa.

4 "
J2,k2 Ji.k1

On the other hand, using also (6.IT), the terms containing gk and % in the integrals defining
0sg&w are dominated by

62 e — — .
o2 mﬂeﬂw[esugpl 1FgNe O Laan 17, kol + 15, e, 200 sup 1795 c (rO)ll2grar)]
€ €

5 2—2m+q/2‘
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The desired bound (6.38]) follows. The case jo < m/2 is similar, using the simpler formula (G.26))
instead of (6.29)), and this completes the proof of the lemma. O

Corollary 6.3. For any s € [2™ — 1,27 N [0,T] and a € [0,N1/2] we can decompose
Q0 V5 )(s) = Ga(s) + Geo(s) such that, for any k € Z,
sup He—i(s+)\)AngGoo(S)”Loo SJ 6%2—2m+506m7
|)\‘§2m(1—6/10) (639)
1PuGa(s)|| 2 S e23m/2H600m,

Proof. We may assume m > D and define
Ga(s) = Pap2[Q(01V) (5)] + Pegpmled Pomjafrve(s)):
The desired L? bound in (6.39) follows from (6.12)) and (6.16]). Let

Gho(5) = Pepmlel Pemppfre(s)l,  Gh(s) i= Pegrmlelfo(s)).

The desired bound on G1, is a consequence of (6.13]) and the L> boundedness of the operator
P._,, /2+10€_2)‘A". To prove the bound for G?_(s) we examine (6.15). It suffices to prove that,
for k € [-m/2 + 6°m/5,26%m], x € R?, and pu,v € P, u+ v # 0,

‘ /R 2 i =M (O)—islu(E—Pur ED+M (i O ) () g8 (€, )| S 272mH500m, (6.40)

Let T (&) == Ap(€ — ppun(§)) + Av (P (§)) and notice that

(VEw)(&) = (VAL — puv(§)] = (VAL [P (§)]- (6.41)

The desired estimate ([6.40) follows if ¢ = 0 by a standard stationary phase argument, using the
bounds ||90kDagg,w(3)HL°° < 9—420k_ 9—m+38mo(m/2+28°m)|al 414 |pq_7w/(|£|)| > 2—3(52m7 see (80).
On the other hand, if ¢ > 1 then we may assume k& > —D and the desired bound ([6.40)
follows by an argument similar to the one used in the proof of ([3.35): up to negligible errors
we may assume that |z| ~ 2™ and restrict the integral to a small 27"/2+28"m » 9g—m/2+26%m

box, as in (3.40). The contribution from this box can be then estimated using the bound
lon g (8)|| Lo < 27mH30Mm2=a+4204  which leads to the desired bound (G.40). O

6.3. Precise estimates on the time derivative. We prove now more precise estimates on
the time derivative which are needed in the proof of the more difficult Lemma

Lemma 6.4. Assume the hypothesis of Proposition[22, m >0, s € 2™ — 1,2™H], o € {e, b}.
For any a € [0, N1 /4] N Z we may decompose

Q%0 V,)(s) = & {fc(s) + fsr(s) + fnc(s) + OsFo(s) + 0sFne(s) + 0sFro(s)}, (6.42)

where we have coherent inputs,

.75(67 S) = Z eis\Ilg,“,(g) Z ggyu(§7 S)(JDS—&SWL(\I,O'MV(é))u

pVEP, ptv#0 0<q<(1/2—406)m (6.43)
e 2 2 B
HD?quy(S)HLO" S 9—m—q+86 m2(m/2+q+36 m)\a|’ Hasgg,w(s)HLoo S 2(56 2)m+q;

secondary resonances

IDg Fsr(s)||pe S 273m/2HT50mo(=3000)mlal fsr = Psrrfsr; (6.44)
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and nonresonant contributions

I fve(s))pe S 271910 (6.45)
In addition
|Fe(s)llge S 257100 v (s) |2 S 270, (6.10
11+ 2™ (€] Fro €, s)llzee S 2" Ps_y315mFro =0, '
and
oo {195z + 19 sm)as + 192 wo(s)is} 1 (6.47)

In (644]), JBSRI denotes the projection on a small 2=P neighborhood of the space-time reso-
nance inputs o e, e, and agy defined in Remark (ii).

Remark 6.5. Note that this is a weak form of Proposition[7.1 It decomposes the time derivative
into a main coherent contribution, which behaves in a similar way to t=1 f, but with different time
oscillation, a secondary-resonance contribution, which is smoother than expected, a non-resonant
contribution, which behaves like O,F, and an error term which is very small in L.

Proof of Lemma[6.4 Again, using Lemma [.7], it suffices to consider [0,V,]®. For simplicity
of notation, we sometimes write [°*" = I, ®,,, = ® and ¥,,, = ¥ as before. We may use
the same simplification as in the beginning of the proof of Lemma and in particular assume
€1 = 1 and reduce to 17" together with

P maronzmnmir + 17 v ooz < 1 (6.48)
Up to acceptable fyc errors we may assume m > D? and restrict the sum in (6.20) to the range
—3m < k, k1, ko < 6*m/10 — D% (6.49)
We decompose, with Iy := | —36m — 46>m], @ni(z) = o1, (2), @io(T) = p<iy (),
I[Py, f*, Poo f*] = I[Py £, Py f7) + 1[Pay ¥, Pay S,

FUILaHE) = [ D@6 m)F(€ ~mgmdn. = {hi.lo}.
Contribution of I". We may rewrite
Ihi[Pklfu7Pk2fV] = 68 {J[P]ﬁfuv szfu]} - J[P/ﬁasfuv szfu] - J[P/ﬁfM)Pkgasfu])
i i(®(€,n)) + ~
FL{I[f, — / ezs@(ﬁ,n) ('ph.( s . dn.
{J1f, 91}H(&) - TE J(&—=mn)g(n)dn
Using (8.36), (6.18), and Lemma 310, we easily see that
1T [Pry 05 1, Pry )| L2 + 1 [Pay £, Py 0 £ 2 < 209072,
which gives an acceptable fyc-type contribution as in (6.45]).
We define fﬂkl and t)"j’;’l,€2 as in ([6.2I)). If jo = max(j1,j2) > m/18 then, using Lemma B.10]

—(1/2-8)j20— s
I [jul,kl’ Y el S 2 (1/2=8)j2 9—m+506m

This gives an acceptable Fyc-type contribution as in (6.46]). On the other hand, if
Jo = max{j1,jo} < m/18, w—+ v #£0,
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then integration by parts, using Lemma 3.7 (i), shows that

\FLIS s k) = THEO S 2727 Rri= gf*m-—m/2
= [ ciseen £ril®Em) s
J5(€) = /RQe ) AT o(ry 'V ®(E,m)) 1k1(§ I m)di.

In view of (8.8]), the n-integral in the definition of 7S takes place over a ball of radius < 2% m g,

centered at p(¢). If |®(¢,1)| > 277 in this ball then |j§(£)| < 2B0-Dm ysing ([3:33). On the
other hand, if ]<I>(§ n)| < 27P+10 in this ball then we use Proposition 85l (i) and (iii). In view of

B333), we have |f e &=+ |f ¥ k(M) < 11in the support of the integral, so we can conclude

that |J S( )| < 2B5-1)m+85*m 1 a]] cases we get an acceptable Fo-type contribution.
Finally, assume that

Jo = max{j1,jo} < m/18, w+v=0.
In this case, we use again (6.34)) as before, and integrate by parts using Lemma [B.7] to conclude

that H}"PkJ 1 k1’fj1j27k2]HL°° <272 if m4-k > jo+6%m. On the other hand, if m+k < jo+5%m

then we get an Fro-type contribution. Indeed we may assume 2%1 ~ 2¥2 and estimate
3.16 3.16m 6265 2155 4.85

(T T s 1) (€] S 2T oo |7l S 2510m 020092421002 < gh8omo—ia,
using (3:32) and (333). This suffices since 2772 < 28"m (1+2mth)=1

Contribution of I'°, k small. We consider now PkIlo[Pklf”, P, f¥] in the case

E = min{k, kl, kg} < —D.
We define f ok f ok fﬁ7k1,n1’ fg7k27n2 as in (3:29). Using Lemma [B.5] we may assume that
fj’i,kl - fj17k170’ f.;;ka = f.;;ka?O’ —D < max{k, ki, k2} < D.
If jo = max{j1,ja} > (1 — 0)m then, using ([B.36) and Lemma B.I0, we see that
1 —m+216 2065 —2m+506
1P, s fhakal | S 27210220002 g gmamrstom,

~

which gives an acceptable fyc-type contribution as in (6.45]). On the other hand, using Proposi-
tion B2 (iv), |V, ®(&,n)| 2 1 on the support of the integral. Therefore, if max{ji, jo} < (1—0)m
then we can integrate by parts using Lemma [B.7] to obtain again an acceptable fyc-type con-
tribution as in (6.45]).

Contribution of I'°, k not small. From now on, we may assume that
min{k, k1, ko} > —D, Jj1 < jo. (6.50)
Assume first that
j1 = min{j1,j2} > (1 —2000)m, min{k, ki, ko } > D.
In this case, using Lemma [R.10] and (B.31]), we find that

HPkIlo[f]%i,kLnﬂijzykz,nz]HL2 ’S 2" 1+ ]

“Sup|fﬁ,k1,n1 7‘9 |HL2H8up|f]2,k2 ng 7‘9 |HL2 ’S 2_1.95m’

for any ji,j2,m1,n2. This gives an acceptable fyc-type contribution as in ([6.45]). To control
the remaining contributions of P,I'° we consider two cases.
Case 1. Assume first that

min{k, k1, ks} > =D, ji < (1 —2000)m, j, > (1— 508)m, (6.51)
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. _ 2
and decompose, with g 1= 277/2+20°m

l 1
Pklo[ Jji,k1? jlj27kf2:| = '[ IH[ 71, k17fj,/2,k2]7
/\

THE) = [ ¥ (€ m) (1 ol QuRE M, (6 = T, ()

~

FUNF.GHE) = [ (B m)otey 20 m) s~ miladn

Integration by parts using Lemma [3.8 shows that I+ yields an acceptable fyc-type contribution
as in ([6.45]). Moreover, notice that, using Lemma [3.10] Lemma [B.11] and Proposition (ii),

IPEINfS: ko £y o2 S 27 210mgrdet200i2gnal2 4 g=im i gami100omgna/2,

Pk[H[f;i i ] =0 if ni, no > 0.

k1,m1° 7 j2,k2,n2

These are acceptable fyc-type contributions if ne < m/20. Thus, in the following, we may
assume that

fjulvkl - fjlikl’o, ’V’ =0, f.;;ka = Z Jszzmz (6'52)

na>m/20
Using Schur’s test and Lemma B.IT] we see that
72 —3m/2+1008m o — j1 +2085
||I||[ ]1,k1 0 jl;,kz,nz]HLz S Ko - GSSSE ||fj1j27k2,n2 (TH)HLl(T’dT’ || 71,k1, OHL2 5 2 m/ maTn G
Therefore we may assume that j; < m/2. In this case, we further decompose

C NC
[H[fjli,h’ jVQ,kz] =1 [fjli,kﬂ J2,k2] +1 [J1 k1’ szJfQ]’

I°0f,9)(€) = /R2 M 1o (D€, 1))o (g (€M) pLo(€ I E =T, (6 53)

~

INC[f,g](€) = /R2 e PEM 01, (B(E, 1))y Q@ (&) mi (1) F(€ — m)G(n)dn,

®ro(&:M) = p<—1006m (VeP(£, 1)) o> -p(Vy (€, 1)),
ori(§,m) = ©>—1006m (Ve®(§,1))p>-p(Vy®(§, 7).

Notice that 1 = ¢r.(&,m) + ¢mi(€,n) in the support of the integral, in view of the assumption
(652) on f7, ,, and Proposition (iii).
We first consider the integrals 1€, which produce the secondary resonances fsg. Indeed using

(31, (333) and (BEIII), we estimate
- )

The derivatives can be estimated in the same way, given that j; < m/2 and the definition of the
cutoff ¢r,, while the support property is a consequence of the smallness of both ® and V.
The integral IV¢. We show now that IV¢ gives acceptable contributions, i.e,

P INC [ f OsFy + B,
[Pyl pe S 2736m/35, B2 S 2720/

ok Fi kol = (6.54)
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Recall that Iy = | —36m — 46%m], let I_ := |—14/15m], and decompose further
NC v NC
Ty g1.k1” jz,kz] = Z L,

1_<i<ly

O = [ e e )l € ) 6.0, (€ = 1) )

Using Schur’s test with Lemma (i), we find that
1P 2 S 2 k2! 0™ | £,

which is acceptable for (6.54]).
On the other hand, for [ < <y we write

iIlNC = 0,0, — A — B,
B = [ € B )l L& 6.1, o (6 = Ty (1)

J2, k‘2|| 2 S 2_397”/207

—

()= [ | DG )l 2B 1)) o (€ )OLT] (€ = T (),

/\

B 1= [ | e G m)plig Q&) (61T iy (€ = m)OLTE 1 ()
where () := 27 (). Recall (IB:EZI) Lemma B9 (i) and Lemma B.11] give

62 -1 —n2 1) _m+l 5—
HJlHL2 5 Z 22 Mo -2 .2 5= +400 meﬁ,kl”Loo” j’;,kz,ngHLz <9 -+(1000. l)m’
ng>1

which gives an acceptable contribution as in (6.54]). We can estimate A; similarly,
< 262m — —2 +4006m /\ v < 2m
A2 S 2 +2 N0 £, ey 1o 1 7y mo |2 S 27
na>1

using also Lemma [6.2] which gives an acceptable contribution as in (6.54]).

To control the term B;, we need more precise estimates. We use Lemma to decompose

asfjl;,kg :.6\6—’_9]\[/\67

and let Z/S’\l = Bll + 812 denote the corresponding decomposition of l§l, Using Schur’s test (Lemma

89 (i)) again, we find that

18212 < wo - 299 - [lgnc | o S 2721000,

which gives an acceptable contribution as in (6.54]). Moreover, using (6.15]), we can write
a sum over ¢ € [0,m/2 — 100m] and over 6,k € P, 0 + k # 0, of integrals of the form

C(E) = [ exlommen Vom0 (e, )l 2 (6.)

x pri(Ve®(€,n) fl 1, k1(€ n)h (n)dn.
In view of (G.I5) and (6.52), the functions h? = h?, satisfy the properties
o —m meo— m 2m)|a
h(n) = W) o (), [[Dyho(s)|| e S 27000 aplm /202 mled,
J0.1(5) = S 205-2martzo

(6.55)

Bll as

(6.56)

(6.57)
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The contributions of exponents ¢ > 19m /40 can be estimated as in (6.55), since the functions
h? in this case have sufficiently small L? norm. Therefore we may assume that ¢ < 19m/40.
The main observation we need is that either |W,g,.(n)| < 27"/ or [¥,4.(n)] > 27P in the
support of the integrals C;. This is due to the assumption h4(n) = hq(n)gog_m/Ql(\I!Z(n)) in
(657). Therefore we can decompose C; = Cll + Cl2, where Cll and C’l2 are defined by inserting the

factors @<, 25(Vros(n)) and p>_p(Vyex(n)) in (656).
To control Cl1 we consider two cases: if [ < —10000m then we use Proposition The

restrictions |W,g,(n)| < 2722, [®,,,(&,n)| S 2710000 |V B(&,n)| 2 271909 show that

IV [@(&,m) + ()] | Z 27700,

Recalling that j; < m/2, ¢ < 19m/40, and | > [_, we can integrate by parts using Lemma [3.7]
to show that |C}(€)| < 272™ in this case. On the other hand, if

I € [~10008m, lo) (6.58)
then we write iC} (&) = 0K} (€) — E}(€), where

Lig) = i8[®o v (1) + g, ()] oi1(®(€,m)) 1
K (&) : /Rze " 7 <I>Uuu(£,n)+‘l’uen(n)¢(%9 Q,8(£,7)))

X 05 (Wuw (1) 0ri (Ve®(E, ) 2 (€ — m)hd (n)dn

and

Ley o [ pisl®opm (€m)+T00n ()] @1 (®(€,m)) 1,
o) = [ By (€21) + W) * 0 TP

X p<—my25 (Voo (M) @ri (Ve P (€, 1)) 0s [fﬁ,kl (€ —n,s)h(n, 3)]d77-
Notice that, in view of (6.57) (recall also that ¢ < 19m/40) and Lemma [6.2]

o (=R (n)| S 2700 (O [fh (€ =, s)h(n, s)]| S 270mEm 100,

’ Ji,k1 Ji.k1

in the supports of the integrals. Therefore
\Kll(i)\ < 262m2—2l/£92—m+506m < 2—212—3m/2+606m’
‘5;(5)‘ < 252m2—2l/£92—3m/2—m/100 < 9—2l9—2m

These are acceptable contributions as in (6.54)), due to the condition (6.58]).
The integral Cl2 containing the factor ¢>_p(¥,g.(n)) can be controlled in a similar way,
writing it as 9sK7(€) — E2(€) as in the case (6.58) above. This completes the proof of (6.54)).

Case 2. We consider now I in the case

min{k, k1, ko} > —D, 71 < min(jo, (1 —2005)m), j2 < (1 —500)m. (6.59)
Integrations by parts, first in 7 using Lemma [3.7] then in €, using Lemma [3.8 show that
U f s P =T s P22 S 2727,

P aHE) = [ ™D (@l m)ptos V(€ m) ol 2 B(Em) F L&~ mitaen,

where Kk, := 262m(2j2_m + 2_7”/2), kg 1= 20"m=m/2 Using Proposition and Proposition
(iii), we see that
Idvis

_ : _ STl — 7S[ 1
Ji,k1’ jV27k2] =0 if p+v=0 and I [lefl’ jVQ,kz] =1 [fj1,k170’ jVQ,kz,O]'
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We may rewrite the nontrivial terms as

‘F{Is[fj;ikl? ‘],/2,]{22]}(5) = eis@({)g(§78)7

where

9(Es) = / PEN VO (10 B(E, ) ) VB (E, 1) ot (B(E, 7))
R (6.60)

—

%5, 0(& = M, g 0 0)
We claim that this gives a contribution as in ([6.43]) for ¢ := max{0, jo — m/2}. Indeed, using

332), (3:33), and (B8], we see that
2 T . W —j j 2mo—m—
|k (€)g(&,9)] S 2L 4 olliee min{w2 (1 FY o ollies, mgrey/ 2277221002} < 970 mg=m=a,
The bound on &-derivatives follows from the fact that
m m j 2m
Ves [@(6m) — U] S [slIVeW(Em) — Ved(E,p(€)] S 2R S (277 +272)2207m,

Finally, the bound on 05¢ follows in the same way as in the proof of Lemma[6.2] see (6.38]). The
bounds (6.47) follow by examining the defining formulas above and the identities (6.37]). O

7. DISPERSIVE CONTROL II: IMPROVED CONTROL OF THE Z NORM

In this section we show how to control the Z component of the norms. Using the formulas
(69]), the symbol structure of the multipliers m% ., and Lemma B, Proposition [6.1] follows

oY)

easily from Proposition [7.] and Proposition [7.8] below.
Proposition 7.1. Assume that t € [0,T)] is fized

“w v
(]Sglil;t {Hf (S)”HNO/Zﬂzi‘mHgl/2 + ”f (S)”HNO/QﬂZi’ﬂHgl/Q} S 1

and that Osf*, Osf¥ satisfy the conclusions of Lemma and Lemma[6.4 For o,p,v € P and
m € {0,...,L+ 1} define

~

FATZ 0O = [ anlo) [ | 0o fig = . s)300.5)dnds

Then
S amb kO BT [Py 7, Py [l 2 S 270
k1,k2€Z
The rest of this section is concerned with the proof of Proposition [[.Il We consider first a

few simple cases before moving to the main analysis in the next subsections. Recall that, for
any k € Z and m € {0,1,...},

sup {[|Pef"(s)ll 22 + [ Prsf” (s) ]2} < min{20 200k o= No/2ky

0<s<t (7 1)
sup {HPke—isAMfu(s)HLoo + ||Pk;€_i8Aus(S)HLOO} S min{2(2_206)k, 2—(1—216)m}‘
2m _1<s<t

For simplicity of notation, we often omit the subscripts our and write ®,,,, = ® and ¥,,, = V.
Let I,,, denote the support of the function g,,.
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Lemma 7.2. Assume that f*, f¥ are as in Proposition [71] and let (k,j) € J. Then

4

bk Z Qmax(kl’kQ’O)HijT,%“V[Pkl £ Pkgfy]HB;-’ <2 5 m (7'2)
max{k1,k2}>62(j+m)—D2

20 > gmax (b1 k200 T [Py, £, Py £l S 270, (7.3)

min{k1,k2}<—(j+m)(1+115)/2+D?

if +k <196 — 176m then Y 2mCR0) Qo [Py f#. Py, )| 5e S 9=0'm (7 4)
k1,ko€7Z

ij 2 3m then 26k)+ Z 2maX(k1,k270)”Q‘jkT7‘;ﬂV [Pkl fl/‘7 sz fV]HB;_ S_, 2—(54771,' (75)
—j<k1,k2<2625

Proof. Using (1)), the left-hand side of (7.2]) is dominated by

c 3 gitmoSmax(kika0) sup || By, f4(s) | g2 | Pey 7 ()| 2 S 272,
max{k1,k2}>62 (m+j)—D2 s€lm
which is acceptable. Similarly,
2| T5H [Py, £, Py £l 12
< 27 sup min { || Py, F5(5) 11 | Pro £ (5) 1225 | P £#(3) | 22| P 7 (5) ] 1 }

s€lm
S 2j+m2(2—205) min{k17k2}2—N0 max(kl ,kz,O)/Q’

and the bound (7.2)) follows by summation over 2min{ky, k2} < —(j +m)(1 + 118) + 2D2.
To prove (4] we may assume that

4k <1955 —176m,  —2(j +m)/3 < ki, ky < 6%(j +m) — D% (7.6)
With [ := —126dm — D we decompose
TH [Pry £, Pry f*) = T [Piy f*, Pay f*] + T'°[Pi, f*, Pay £,

) 1= [ ans) [ "D (@6 ) F(E = n.5)30, ),
Qio(x) :=p<i(x),  pni(@) :=1—gp(x),  * € {hi,lo}.

We first examine 7" . Integration by parts in time shows that
CThi[PlﬂfMa Pkgfu] - A[Pklfu7pk2fu] + B[Pklasfua Pkgfu] + B[Pklfu7pk288fu]7

AT 1= [ dulo) [ BBl ) FlE 51300, 5)nds.
BIF©) = [ anls) [ | X Gu(@(€, MFE ~ 0,910, 5)dnds,

where @pi(x) := 27 pp;(z). We observe that, using (Z.I)) and (G.I8),
|F APy, 1, Pr V|0 S 21207 sup [Py /()| 21 P f7(5) I 22 5 2130,

IF B[Py, 0 f*, Py 1 S 2051200 SUP || Phy O f¥ 22 | P S (9) 22 < 2100,

IFBIPe £ Pradof e S 20520 sup | Py 12| Pl () 2 S 21077
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Summing in k1, ko as in (Z.6]), we obtain an acceptable contribution.
To bound the contribution of T' we examine first Proposition (i). In particular, since
k < —D, P,T" is nontrivial only when |k1|, |ko| < 1. We define, as before,

]Ml k1 — P[k1—2,k1+2]Qj1k1 fﬂ7 fjl;,kg = P[k2—2,k2+2]Qj2k2fV7 (77)

for (k1,71), (ke,j2) € J. It suffices to show that

> IFPT U, s Fapallee S 27 (7.8)
(kl?jl)v(k27j2)€;7

If max{j1,jo} < (1—82)m then integration by parts in 1, using Proposition 8.5l (i) and Lemma
BT, gives an acceptable contribution. On the other hand, if j; = max{j,j2} > (1 — 6%)m then

177 ()lle S 2700205 fr () e S 1,

as a consequence of Proposition B3] (i) and Lemma 311l Therefore, using also (8.27),
! 720 —5.56 Smo—52j
BTS2 o Pl S 27 sup I (5) ]| o () 2755 5 2190275

The desired bound (78] follows.
Finally, to prove (5l) we may assume that

j>max(3m,D),  j+k>28j,  —j <k, ke <26%,

and define as before. If min{j1,jo2} > 995/100 — D then

o v

Ji,k17 Y g2 ke
—(1-208)51 —(1/2—6);

T2 1 o F gl S 275D 1 (N, (e S 2072001720

and therefore

8 max(k1,k2,0 L opv el v —m/10
S ST gk et g, < gm0,
—j<k1,k2<2625 min{j1,j2}>995/100—D

On the other hand, if j; < 995/100 — D then we rewrite
ijTUNV[ J1,k1? fjug,kz](x)

_ C’gp(k)( ). /qu(s) /}R2 [/Rz ei[8¢(€’")+x'§]gﬁk(§) " kl(g n,5 )d{] f]2 k2(77, s)dnds.

In the support of integration, we have the lower bound |Vg [s®(&,n) +x - £]| = |z| ~ 27. Inte-
gration by parts in £ using Lemma [B.7] gives

(QUT I o Py )(@)| S 271 (7.9)

which gives an acceptable contribution. This finishes the proof. O
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7.1. The main decomposition. We may assume that
— (G H+m)(1+118)/2 < ki, ke <82 +m),  j+k>195] — 175m,
j < 3m, m > D?/8.

Recall the definition (21]). We fix I := |—(1 — 6/2)m| and [y := |—126m |, and decompose

Tot¥(f,9)= Y Tmalfsg),

1_<i<ly

Tl F20€) = [ an(s) [ €l @€ m)F(E — 9. 5)nds.

When I_ < I <y, we may integrate by parts in time to rewrite 15, ;[ Py, f*, Pi, f"],
T a[ Py " Pry 7] = i A [Py 1 Piy [¥] + iBin [Py Os f*, Pioy [¥] 4 By t[ Py [, Piey 05 1],

PP £ P = [ ) [ DG (Em) P T (€~ 1.5 Pl s) dds,

(7.10)

FBnilPu f. Piog)(€) = /]R 4 (s) /]R S PENG(@(E )Py F(€ — . 5) Pryg (. ) dnds,
(7.11)

where g(z) = 27 gy (x) for | < Iy and @y (z) = 27 o>y, (x). It is easy to see that the main
Proposition [.1] follows from Lemma and Lemmas [.3HZ.6] below.

Lemma 7.3. Assume that ((IQ) holds and, in addition, m + D < j. Then, for l_ <1 <l,
_ y _ 2
20720071 Q Ty [Py 4, Py ]| 2 S 27200
Lemma 7.4. Assume that (CI0) holds and, in addition, j < m+D. Then
22007 Qi T 1y [Pay 1, Py ]2 S 27700
Lemma 7.5. Assume that (TI0) holds and, in addition, j < m +D. Then, forl_ <1<l
k082
1Qk Lot [P [, Pry £ By + QA g[Pry £, Prop f W5y S 2770
Lemma 7.6. Assume that (TI0) holds and, in addition, j < m +D. Then, forl_ <1<l
=082
Q1B i [Pry s Py Os f V|l S 27700

7.2. Approximate finite speed of propagation. In this subsection we prove Lemma [7.3]
We define the functions fﬁ r, and fj’; Ky S before, see (7)), and we further decompose

Ji+1 J2+1

b p v

fjl,lﬁ - Z fjhkl,m’ Ja.ka T Z Jszlez (7'12)
n1=0 no=0

as in B29). If I < —3m/4 and min{ji,j2} < j — dm then the same argument as in the proof
of (ZH)) leads to rapid decay, as in (7.9). If I < —3m/4 and min{jy,j2} > j — om, then we use
Lemma [RI0 (Schur’s test) to estimate

HTml fyul,kl,m’ juz,kzmz HL2
2m2l/2 e/ Sup [H Sup ‘ Ji,k1,m1 (TH’ S)‘ HLQ(rdr) H Sl;p ‘fEZ\JQ (7’9, S)‘ HLQ(T’dT’)] :

The desired bound follows from (B:{I]) and summation over ji,n1, j2,no in this case.
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We now consider the case —3m/4 <1 < [y and use the formula (7II]). The contribution of
A can be estimated as above and we focus on the contribution of B,,;. We decompose

Brni[Pey £, Pry0s ) = > Bunalf2t oy mys ProOsf"].
Ji,m
If j3 < j — om then we integrate by parts in £ to prove rapid decay as in (7.9). If
—3m/4 <1<, j1 >4 —0m, ky < —m/2, (7.13)
then we notice that

sup ”e—z’(s-f—)\)Au (Pk2 8Sfu)(8) HLOO SJ 2—2771-1—4367717
A <20-8)m

as a consequence of (G.I3]). Therefore, using Lemma B.10]
2(1—205)]' HBm,l[ o Pkg asfl/] ‘

Ji,k1,m1?

) < 2(1—206)j2mz—l . 2—2m+436m2—j1+206j12n1/2—196n1 (7 14)
2 N . .

Moreover, in view of Proposition (1),
Byl ft P, 0:f"] =0 unless ny = 0 or | = .

j1,k1,m10

The desired bound in the lemma follows from (ZI3) and (ZI4)) if ny = 0 or if [ = Iy and
ny < 3m/2. On the other hand, if I = [y and ny > 3m/2 then we estimate

2021 B[ gy PraOs f | o S 2072092270 sup [ £ 4 (81|t (| Pa O f (5 2]
S
< 2(1—206)j27TL2126m i 2—j1+216j1 2—19(5711 2—m+46m

using ([3.32)) and (G.I8]). This completes the proof in the case (ZI3)) (recall that j < 3m).
Finally, in the remaining case

- 3m/4 < l < lo, j1 > ] - 5m, k‘Q > —m/2, (7.15)
we decompose, according to Lemma [6.2]
BsfV(s) = FU(s) + fXa(s), | Pupfbo(s)lle S 272/20m
fags) = > @ 00,05(69), ek (©)Dlguas(§, 8|l S 27/ AHITImIL
a,BEP, a+B#£0

We can rewrite

QitBundl ! s P @) =c S dWa). /R Gn(s) /R S am(1:9)

a,BEP, a+L#£0
x [ /IR el Qe uas €T (B¢, € — 1))k () Phs (€ — M) Grap (€ — 1, 5)dE | dnds.

Once again, integration by parts in £ using Lemma [3.7] leads to an acceptable contribution. In
addition, using Lemma [R10] and Lemma B.T1l we find that

— l—n — —
[BonalF e Pl 27125225 s [ s 7 (70250 oy | P (9]
(S

< gm=1/29—j1+218j1-195n 2—29/20m2452m

The desired bound on this term follows from (7.15]).
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7.3. Time-nonresonant interactions. In this subsection we prove Lemma [.4l We define the

functions fj”1 k1o Fjok, @ before, and use (TII)). If ji < jo, using Lemma B.10l we estimate

1 —iAA _
Mmoo [y ko fpallle S 212 sup [le™% 1 4 (9)lwoo 1S5, ()12 + 2777

AR

5 2—4m + 2125m—m+252m nw

sup (|5 g, ()22 175, k., (9] 2
S
< 9—4m 2125m—m+252m2j1 9=J1/2+8j19—j2/2+8j2
and, using also Lemma [3.11]

6 —_— 6 _ _ 6 . _‘
ol o Fapalllr S 2257 sup (£ 4, ()22 F g (8) 10 S 212002102
S

The desired bound on the A,, ;, term follows by using the first estimate when j; < m and the
second estimate when j; > m.

Similarly, using also (6.I3]) and Lemma B3.2]
HBmJO [Pklasfu’ jVQ,kz]HLZ S gm1000m sup ”e_iSAHaSPklfu(s)”Loo H szJfQ (S)”L2
S

< 2—m+1506m2—j2/3

Moreover, if jo < 5000m then we use Lemma .10, (6.I8]), and ([B.35]) to estimate

1B, 10 [Py 05 £, £, )l 2 S 22120 sup 1P, 05 fH () 2 lle ™™ £, 1y (8) | e +27°]

$,AR

< 2m+125m2—m+45m2—m+25m
The desired conclusion of the lemma follows from these two bounds.

7.4. The case of strongly resonant interactions. In this subsection, we prove Lemma
This is where we need the localization operators A7 G to control the output. It is an instanta-

)

neous estimate, in the sense that the time evolution will play no role. Hence, it suffices to show
the following: let x € C°(R?) be supported in [—1,1] and assume that j, [, s, m satisfy
—m+om/2 <1< ~T0m, 2"t <s<oamt i <m 4D, (7.16)
Assume that
HfHHNOmﬂHgl/QﬂZ{‘ + ”gHHNO/QﬂHé;ﬁ/?leV <1 (7'17)
and define

—

11f,9](€) = /R2 e EMy (@(E, ) F€ —mFmdn,  xi(z) = x(27'w).
Assume also that k, k1, ko, j, m satisfy (ZI0). Then
27227 QirI [Py, f, Proglllpe < 277%™, (7.18)

To prove (ZI8) we define Fiv ki Gia ko> Fikernas Gz kame 88 1D B29), (k1,71), (k2,52) € T,
ny € [0,71 + 1], ny € [0, 52 + 1]. We will analyze several cases depending on the relative sizes of

the main parameters m, [, k, j, k1, j1, k2, jo. In most cases, such as (7.27)), (7.28)), (7.29)), (Z.30)),
(C31)), we will prove the stronger bound

p— y —_ - 2
21720007 99297 Qi I [ £y o> Gjska) |2 S 27710 ™ (7.19)



52 YU DENG, ALEXANDRU D. IONESCU, AND BENOIT PAUSADER

However, in the main case (T.2I]), we can only prove the weaker bound
5 - —5162
2227 QT 1 s o sl By S 2710 (7.20)

These bounds clearly suffice to prove (Z.I8). We assume in the rest of the proof that j; < jo.
Case 1: We prove first the bound (7.20) under the assumption

jg < 9m/10, min{k, kl, kg} > —D. (7.21)
With kg := 2-m/2+6°m and Ky 1= 2‘52’”(2_7”/2 + 2j2_m) we decompose,

‘Fj[fjl,klvgjz,kz] :RH +RiL+NR,
Ry = || e (B(€n))oly 26 1)l 2, B 1) F (€~ W (),

Ri(€) = /R2 e EM N (D& m)p(rey E(E M) (1 = (5" 2yD(E ) s (€ = 1) Tjos (m)d,
NR(E) = [ e a(@(Em)(1 = ol 'Z(6 ) B (€~ s ().

With ¥y 1= o<(1_5/4)m and Y2 := @5 (1_5/4)m, We rewrite
NR(E) = NRi(§) + NR2(€),

CQl/ /R2 Z(s+>\ ®(&,m) ( )\)wi()\)(l _ ‘P(H;IE(fan)))m(f _ 77)9)2/,?2(77) dnd.

Since Y is rapidly decreasing we have || - N'Ral|r < 274", which gives an acceptable contribu-
tion. On the other hand, in the support of the integral defining N'Rq, we have that |s+ A| ~ 2™
and integration by parts in 7 (using Lemma B.7) gives |l¢op - NR1|[pe < 2747,

The contribution of R = R + R is only present if we have a space-time resonance. In
particular, we may assume that

-D S k7k17k2 S D7 (0-7N7 V) € {(b7676)7 (b7 e, b)7 (b7 b7 6)},

fjl,k1 = fjlyk?ho’ jo,k2 = Yja,k2,0- (7'22)
Notice that, if R(§) # 0 then
(W) = [@(&,p(6))] S [ m)| + B, ) — (E,p(E))] S2' + &7 (7.23)

Integration by parts using Lemma [3.8 shows that |’¢k "R H < 274 which gives an acceptable
contribution. To bound the contribution of R we will show that

20297 sup |(1 4+ 2™ W(E)Ry (§)] < 271, (7.24)
€11
which is stronger than the bound we need in (7.20]). Indeed for j fixed we estimate

sup 20172009~ N/2+195"HA1’ (G QikF RI|HL2

0<n<j+1
< 9(1-208)j 9—n/2+196n || ,[=3=1.01 (T e\ R
Nogilgg)drl Hﬂﬂ—n (,(6) H(é)HLg (7.25)
_ 1ao—n/2— — min(n,j _0070
522(1 206)j 9—n/2—(1/2-195) (J)H(p(_n }(‘I’Z(f))RH(f)HLgo’
n>0

and notice that (7.20) would follow from (7.24]).
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Recall from Lemma 31T and (Z.22]) that
2027200 i e + 20721090 sup | Ty ()| rary S
0eS

—9218) i || —— —918)4 —
2(1/2 210)7> ”gjkaHLoo + 2(1 210)i2 gsugpl ngz,k2 (Te)”Lz(rdr) SJ L.
€

We ignore first the factor x;(®(£,7)). In view of (B.8)) the 7 integration in the definition of R (&)
takes place essentially over a kg X k, box in the neighborhood of p(§). Using (7.23)) and (3.32]),

and estimating ||m||L°° < 1, we have, if jo > m/2,

(1 4+ 2™ W ()R ()] S 2™ (2 + w2)27 22102 51/ < (2] 4 2)2J2(1/2-218) g20%m,

L,
(7.26)

On the other hand, if jo < m/2 we estimate Hm Lo + ”m”Loo < 1 and conclude that
(142" W(E)Ry ()] S 2™ rgr, S 220,

The desired bound (7.24) follows if k227t < 272/4,
Assume now that x2 > 2/272/% (in particular j, > 11m/20). In this case the restriction
|®(€,m)| < 2! is stronger and we have to use it. We decompose, with p_ := [logy(2/%k; 1) 4+ D],

Ry€) = Y Ri©),

PE[p-,0]
RI(E) = /}R2 €PN (@ (&, 7))l = (57 V) B(E 1)) 15 L@ (€ 1)) Fv s (€ = M)y ().

Notice that if Rﬁ(ﬁ) # 0 then |U(&)] < 2%k2. The term R (€) can be bounded as before.

T I
Moreover, using Proposition and the formula (834]), we notice that if £ = (s,0) is fixed
then the set of points 7 that satisfy the three restrictions |®(&,n)| < 2!, [V, ®(&,n)| ~ 2Pk,
€ - nt| < kg is essentially contained in a union of two kg x 2/2 Pk ! boxes. Using (Z.23)) and

(3:32), and estimating HmHLw < 1, we have
‘(1 + 2m\IJ(€))Rﬂ(€)‘ < 2m+2p532—j2+215j2K@(zlz—pﬁ;l)l/2 < 23p/22—m+452m2l/22j2/2+215j2.
This suffices to prove ([T23) since 2P < 1, 274/2 < 27/2 and 272 < 29/10 see (T21).
Case 2: We prove now the bound (7Z.19). Assume first that
J1=>7Tm/8. (7.27)
Using Lemma R10l and (3.31]) we estimate
”[[fj17k17n1 79j2,k2,n2] 2

—

2meol/2—n1/2—n2/2 .
< 20 mglAmm A/ 1 GSSSI; ‘fjl,klvnl(re)’HLz(rdr)H :ggfi ‘gj27k27”2(re)“‘L2(rdr)
< 262m2l/22—j1+216j1 2—j2+216j27
and the desired bound follows.
The bound (7.19) also follows, using the L? x L> estimate (Lemma B.I10) and Lemma B.IT] if
j2 >9m/10, 1> —m/3. (7.28)
On the other hand, if
jo > (1 —=300)m > ji, I < —m/3, min{k, k1, ko } < —2000m, (7.29)
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then, using Proposition (i), we may assume that

max{k,k1,ka} ~_
fj17k1 = fj17k1,07 9jo.k2 = Yjo k2,05 gmaxthbiha) & 1,

We use Proposition (i), (849), and Schur’s test to estimate
2 . —_— _ _ _ .
IPEI(fjs s Dol 2 S 270 212 ERLRDZ| 5 e g, o[ 2 S 21740027 (17200002,

This completes the proof in the case (.29).
Notice also that in the case

min{k, kl, kg} < —D, jg < (1 - 305)m (730)

we can use Proposition 80 (i) and Lemma [377] to obtain an acceptable contribution.
Assume now that

J2 = (1 =300)m > j1, —2006m < min{k, ki, ko} < =D,

7.31
or Jo > 9m/10 > Tm/8 > ji, —D < min{k, k1, k2}, (7.:31)
We decompose, with kg = 27"/4,

I[fjhkvgj%kz] = A\\[fjl,klvgjz,kz] + AJ_[fjl,klvgjz,kz]’

~

AT = [ | (@€ m)etey 22(Em) s~ miladn
ALIFa(6) = [ (e, m)(1 = ol (€ m) 6 = mitn)an

Integration by parts using Lemma B8 shows that ||[F.AL[fj, ks ks
sition (ii) shows that

]HLoo N 274m while Propo-

All[fjl,k17n179j27k2,n2] =0 if ng > 1 and ng > 1.
In addition, using Schur’s test and Lemma
2 _ —_— _ _ _ .
HPkAH[fj17k1’gj27k2,0]||L2 S 226 m21 m/8||fj1,k1||L°°||gj2,k270||L2 /S 2l m/102 @ 205”27

which gives an acceptable contribution. If —2000m < min{k, k;,ks} < —D this covers all cases,
in view of Proposition (1).

On the other hand, if min{k, k1, k2} > —D and ny > 1 then we may assume that |V, ®(&,n)| 2
1 in the support of integration of A||[f;, ki; Gjs kn,no), in View of Proposition (iii). Integration
by parts in 1 using Lemma 3.7 then gives an acceptable contribution unless j > (1 — §?)m. To
summarize, it remains to estimate ||Q;xA)|[fj1 k1,0: Gjokauns) || 2 When

g2 > (1—=0%)m > 17/8m > j1, —D < k, ki, ko, no > 1. (7.32)
We decompose

A0 kama] = D Al Fis k1,00 G hasmals

p<D

A7 9)(€) = /R2 P EMD 0, (B(E,m)p (g @ (€, m))pp (V@ (€, 1)) F(E = m)G(m)dn.

As a consequence of Proposition B8] (iv), under our assumptions in (7.32)),

Sup /R (@& m) (g Q@ (&) (U] () ok (€) ok (€ = el S 22 ™2,
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and

sup | Da(@(E )l 2B m) W)y (VL€ 1)) (O (€ = m)
< 2277 min{2P, 21 Pk,
Using Schur’s test we can then estimate, for p > —200m
| PeAR 10100 G2 S 27722027 Fy ol ek 2 € 2127 07150

which gives acceptable contributions. Similarly, the contributions of Q;x Al [£5, k1,0, Gjz kz.no] are
acceptable if p <1+ 20dm, or if j < (jo +m)(1+80)/2 + p/2 + 251 /5, or if j < (j2 +m)(1 +

89)/2 4+ (I — p)/2 + 241 /5 (using the bound ||f]/1;:0HLoo < 27201/5 see (B33).
Therefore it remains to consider the case

€ [l 4206m,—206m],  j > (jo+m)(1 +88)/2 + 251 /5 + max(p,l — p)/2. (7.33)
We use the approximate finite speed of propagation, showing that in this case,
Q1A [f1.00.05 G ool 22 S 27 (7.34)
Indeed, we decompose

f{PkAﬁ[fj17k1,07gj2,k2,n2]}(§) = Il(é‘) + [2(6)

where, with ¢1 1= ©<1_5/4ym and Y2 := ©51_5/0)m

L(€) == Ci(€ / Wi\ / e CTNPEM (1510, B (€,m))0p (Ve (€, 1))

X fi1ger,0(6 — n)gmz (n)dndA.

Using the rapid decay of the function X it is easy to see that ||I2]|r~ < 274", which gives an
acceptable contribution. On the other hand, we may rewrite

f 021/¢1 gJQ,kQ,nz(n)
x [ /R QRO TIPEN TS0, D (€, m))pp (Ve (€ ) F i 06 — ) dE | dnd.
We examine the restrictions (Z32)) and (Z.33). If |z| ~ 27 then we notice that in the support

of &-integration we have |Ve [(s + N\)®(&,n) + z - €] | & |x| = 2. Integration by parts in ¢ using
Lemma [3.7] gives \|<,Z§-k)]:_1(11)||Loo < 27%M as desired.

7.5. The case of resonant interactions. In this subsection we prove Lemma Using
Lemma [6.4] we may write, with F* = F§ + F{o + Ff 5,

Osf"(s) = f&(s) + fsr(s) + fRc(s) + OsF(s).
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Contribution of f#. We start with the main term and decompose, according to (6.43)),
=) STl FE(Gs) = e @&, s),
0<q¢<m/2—406m w,vEP ,w+v#0
gq(é.a 8) = gq(g’ S)QDS—?)&m(\Ijuwv(g))v ||D?gq(8)||L°° ,S 2852m—m—q2|o¢\(m/2+362m+q), (735)
sup Qg (s)llz2 ST, [10sgq(s) Lo S 25072 H9,

<N /4
We may assume v = b. It suffices to prove that for k, j,m, [, k1, ko, q and o, i, v,w, v as before
207200 1Q By 1 [P £, Peo fE7 112 S 27217, (7.36)

In the rest of this proof we set ® = @5, ¥ =W, P&, 1) = Lo (§,1) + Voo (n).
Notice that, in the support of integration we have

W) S22 <1, [BEn) S22 <, VR () 2L (7.37)
In view of Proposition B0, we may assume that min{k, k1,ke} > —D. We define fj”1 r, and
ﬁkl n, s before. Assume first that j; > (1 — 1006%)m. Schur’s test with Proposition B8] (i),
(i) give

2 —_—
| PkBnalf 00 PeafEq Wiz S 22720 (21270 ) sup U7 ()2 17 () e
Moreover, using (8.53)), for n; > 1

HPkBml[ Ji,ki,ny?

2 TR —
PkQ VWU]”LQ < 920 mgm—igl= m1/2 sup H :up ’ Ji,k1,m1 (T97 3)’”L2(rdr)|’f5§U(S)HL2'
s €S

In both cases we use the estimates (3.31)) and (Z.33]) to show that these are acceptable contri-

butions as in (7.36]).

Assume now that j; < (1 — 10062)m, let kg = 2252m_m/2, and decompose

1 2
Bunalfh pys PraJE) = By, + Byt + B,

mlJl m,l,j1’
—

By € = [ an(s) [P ENGE ML~ o0 QRE M (€~ 1051301 5) dnds,
R R2

/‘\
I,

B, 5, (8) Z/qu(S) /R2 PO E(B(E,m))p (/fg_lﬂnfl)(&,n))%(é,n)ﬂ(ﬁ—n,S)gq(n,S)dnds,

where ¥1(£,7) = p<-p(Ve®(&§,m)) and ¥2(£,7) == o>-p(VeP(£,n)).

We apply first Lemma B8 (with g(n) = e*Y™g,(n,s)) to conclude that ||P,B

) mlleL2 ~
9—2m

, which is an acceptable contribution. In view of Proposition B.H (ii), when considering

BLLZUI, 1 = 1,2, we may assume that ]1 = fﬁ,kl,O' Moreover, Proposition (i) shows that
|Vup(€,m)| 2 1in the support of integration of B‘n‘fl ;,- Therefore integration by parts in 7 using

Lemma [3.7] shows that HPkB‘n‘@zl i HL2 <272m,

. We use Lemma B9 (iii) and the identity

which leads to an acceptable contribution.

We now turn to BH

o .
L fjl,kl,o to estimate

J1 k1

1 .
’¢k( )B‘n‘@lgl( )’ <226 mom-— l 2l/£9 ”flkl( )”LC’Ong(S)”LC’O 52206 m m/2.
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The desired bound (Z36) follows if j < m/2+ 106m. We may now assume j > m/2+ 106m. In
view of Proposition (ii), we may decompose

H?l . .]1
Bm7l7j1 - Z Bm7l7r q’
re(—oo,—D/2]

where

—

Bt = [ an(s) [ 7 BB m) ol 2, 8(6.m)

(7.38)
X p<—p(Ve@ (&) or (Vb (&) ], 1, F (&= ,8)94(n, ) dnds.
Using Proposition (i), we see that on the support of integration of Bm Lra
p(&n) = Ao (§) = Ap(§ — 1) — As(p(n)) + Au(n — p(n)),
where p := p_,), (50 VA, (z — p(x)) + VA, (p(z)) = 0). Moreover, for some v € {y1,72},
[Vap(§,m)l = [€ = p(n)| = [VeD(,m)] = 27,
p(&. )| = 1€ = p(n)|* = |[Ve@(E,n)* ~ 27,
I oo (7.39)
[In| =~ = [¥(n)] <2+ 27,
l€l = pr(n] S 2+ 2"
Integrating by parts, using Lemma [3.7] and (Z.39)), we observe that HPkBm Lr qH 12 < 272m if

9r > 256 m(2—l—m + 2y1—m + 2q—m/2) or 2] > 255 m(2m+r + 2q+m/2 + 9T + 2]1)‘ (7‘40)

Indeed, in the first case we integrate by parts in 7, while in the second case we integrate by
parts in & after taking the inverse Fourier transform and restricting to x ~ 27 (notice that
‘D? (@& )| Sa 2-12lelr=0) in the support of the integral, in view of (Z39)).

For (736)) it suffices to prove that if 27 < 259"m(2m+r 4 9a+m/2 | 9=r | 2i1) then

Z 2](1 205 HP mquHL2 < 2—6052 ’ (741)
r<-D/2

for any fixed parameters m, [, r, q, j1 as before. Using Schur’s test and (849)—(850]), and recalling
that fj, & = fi1,k1.0,

<2552m2m Lol 1/2 9208%mg—(1-206)j1 9—m/4—q

|28l 2 sup g ()| < LFf 1, ()22 <

and

2552m2m L. g2r < 22052m2—(1—205)j12—l+2r—q.

1Bz S sup [l ()| < L£f 1, (5)ll22 S
The desired bound (741]) follows if » < —m or if J < j; +m/4. Using (.37), (7.39), and (847

we estimate

—_—

2 20 _
B o) S 270 m2m 2 Supllf1 kil llgglle S 22007270, (7.42)

m,l,r,q
The desired bound (Z41]) follows also if J < dm + m/2 + q. It remains to show that
[2(1 208)(m+r) N (1—-200)r ]”BmquHLZ 5 2—7062m' (7'43)
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We use now (.37) and (7.39) to bound

o 2m m— T ‘s m

1B 1 (O S 272" min(2', 2"} min{2",27 /2}SUP|| i, 7 el lggll 744
< 9200°mo—q min{1,2" "'} min{2",27™/2}.

The desired bound (7.43)) follows if » < —m/2. It also follows if —m /2 <r < —(m —2¢)/3. On

the other hand, if r > —(m — 2¢)/3 and j; > m/2 then we recall (Z.37) and use Schur’s test
with (847) to estimate

\wmnﬂm<2“mflln?’”&mHhm(wmwﬁﬂmwszm%W”W*”%*kmwa

and the desired bound (7.43)) follows in this case as well.
Therefore, it remains to prove (Z.43)) in the case
r>—(m-—2q)/3 and Jj1 <m/2. (7.45)

From (7ZA0) and (Z4H), we may assume that 2 < 260°m2=1=m_In particular, | < —m/2 < r.
The main point is to notice that the modulation is rather large in this case, in view of (7.39).
We integrate by parts in time in the formula (7.38)) to rewrite

// Gisp(Em) ) Pu(P(E, ) ek 5 ,0(E,m))
R2 p(&:m)

X 0<p(Ve® (&) er (Vyp(&,1))s{ g (s) 1k1(€ 1,5)94(n,5) } dnds.
We use the bounds, see Lemma [6.2] and (T.35]),

m7l7r q

H ]1 k1( )HLOO 5 17 ]1 kl(s) = fg'—i_fj;\LTCy
_ o )
176 ()l 5 220, |mm<m9521MK
lgq(s)[poe S 2070m [|05g4(s) || g S 207250,

Shur’s Lemma allows to control the contribution of f{ . as

Biri,l,rq Biri’qu +B£ri,’lj,\/;“cq
B () o isp(em) PLUPE M) (g ' 2y P(E, 1))
w@=c [ [ s
X < p(Ve®(&,1))or (Vb (€,1)am(8) fyc (€ —n,5)gq(n, 5) dnds,

BN e S 2 m 2ty 272 200 sup e (5) 12 S 2 F

In view of (Z.45]), this gives an acceptable estimate. The rest of B is estimated crudely,

m,l,r,q
using also (7.39)) and (847,
E*\ m—I l —2roq—2m+56m q+6dm—2r—3m/2
1B, e S 270 - 2k - 27272 <2 2,

1-2068) (m+r J1,% —(1/2+2068)(m~+r—2q)+65m—405q
Q1208 g | < =1/ ) _

This completes the proof of (7.43]), in view of the assumption (7.45]).
Contribution of f¢;,. We now show that

v - 2m
Q1 Bum i [P ", Pro f5R)ll By S 27510, (7.46)
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Recall from (6.44) that f&, = ﬁSRIng and

1D Fip(6 )l 5 27m7n ol = swp 10 hpls)lzz ST (7.4)
IVl

In view of Proposition (i), we may assume that min{k, k1, k2} > —D. We make the change
of variables n = { — n andd decompose, with rg = 220" m=m/2,

Bm,l[Pk1fu7Pk2f§R] = B‘n‘q,l[PMngvthu] +BrJr_Ll[Pk2f§R7Pk1fM]7

FBl)[f. 91(€) :Z/qm(S)/ e PEM G (D&, ) (kg Q@ (&) F(§ =1, 9)G(n, s) dnds,
R R2

~

FBylf9)(€) = /qu(S) /R2 SREME(D(E,m) (1 — (kg " @& ) F (€ —n,9)d(n, s) dnds.
Using Lemma B.8], we see that H]: B#,,l [f, 9] H Lo S 27 2m and this glves an acceptable contribu-
tion. Let fj, r, be defined as before. If j; > 3m/4 we use Lemma B3 to estimate

N\H

Pmom—1 (ol
HPkB‘n‘@,l[szng’ 1k1]HL2<22 T (2 ) - Sup”szfSR”Lo"Hf1k1HL2

< 2806m—3m/42 Jj1/2
and we obtain an acceptable contribution. On the other hand, if j; < 3m/4 then we decompose

Bl Pt fln) = > BuaplPofin £

PpE[p-pol
where p_ :=|l/2] and py := |—250dm | and

FBilf () i= [[anls) [ N G(@(E )

x (kg Q@ (€, 1))l P(V, (1)) F(€ — 1, 5)G(n, s) dnds.

Integration by parts using Lemma .7l and (Z.47) show that || PyBm 1.po [Prs f5 R ]’i gl S 277
On the other hand, for p < pg, FB,,,,p is supported in a small neighborhood of a space-time
resonance, more precisely in the set of points & with the property that

(T(EO] S 12E |+ 0 —pEF S 1DEn)| +[Vy@(E n)* < 2"+ 2% (7.48)

Given ¢ satisfying (7.48)), the support of 7 integration essentially and g x 2! box. Therefore
we can estimate, for p € [p_,py — 1]

(1 + 2" [W(E))| F Bt [Pro frs S 1)) S 2742 2 Prg sup || fEg(s) o1 £ 1, (5) | oo
S
< 9p+805m_

Summing over p < —250dm, we find that

> U+ 2" )| FBmsplPry Fors 1 4, 1(€)] S 27100,
pE[p—,po)

As remarked in the proof of Lemma [T.5] see (.25]), this gives an acceptable contribution.

6By a slight abuse of notation we also let ® denote the phase &n) = P E—n).
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Contribution of f . Recall that

I £Rc ()2 S 27100, sup || fKe(s)lr2 S 1. (7.49)
b<Ny /4
We show that
201200 | B By 1 [Pay £, Pay flicll e S 277107, (7.50)
We define jul,kl and fF , . as before. If j; > 2m/3, then using Lemma B.I0 and Lemma B.1T}

52 oM T
1B Lf, jy o Pz FRec]lle S 2721272 SupHGS:SI;|fjul,k1,n1(r97s)|“LQ(TdT)||Pk2f]I<TC(S)||L2

S

< 9= 9m/10-1/29—(1-218)j1

which gives acceptable contributions.
On the other hand, if j; < 3m/4 and k = min{k, k1,ko} < —m/5 then we use Schur’s test,
(849), and Lemma B.I1] to estimate

2 _ —_—
BBt PosFclle S 221 2 g [T (o) | P} e S 27755,
S

which gives an acceptable contribution.
We may now decompose, for kg to be chosen

FBunilf] 4, Praficl©) = [ an()[11(65) + I (€.9)] s,
PIg,s) = [ | e GuB(€ 1))l 0,86 1) T (€ = . 5) P PR . 5)
PH6s) = [ EE )1 = ol LB NI (€~ 0.5 P TRl 5) d.

If j; < 3m/4 and —m/5 < k < —D then we set £ := 27>™/%, and apply Lemma 38 and Lemma
B3 to estimate || Pl (s)||2 <273 and

2 _ _ —_— _
1PV (s)l 2 S 22727 mg2'27R | £ (8) e | R (8) ]2 S 272
This gives acceptable contributions. Assume finally that j; < 3m/4 and k& > —D, and set
kg 1= 220°m=m/2 Proceeding as before, we find that | PLIt(s)|lp2 < 273™ and
2 _ 1 4 —_
1PI(s) 12 < 22 M2 -y 2l”f1 kOl | fXe(9)lle S 272

This gives again an acceptable contribution, which completes the proof in this case.
Contribution of 9,F"”. It remains to show that

2(1=200m | BB, 1 [Py, f, Py 05 FY |2 S 275", a € {C,NC, LOY}. (7.51)

We define also f“ . and as before. We integrate by parts in s to rewrite

31 k1,m1

FBp 1| Pr, f, Pr,0sF)] = —B1[ Py, f*, Py, F)] — iBo[ Py, f*, Py, F| — B3[Py, 0s f*, Pr, FY],
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BilPy .90 = [ as) [ VD@60 P T~ 1, 9005) dids,
B[Py, f*, g1(€) :Z/qu(S) /R2 SPE Gy (B (€, 1) B(E, 1) Py FR(E — 1, 8)G(1, 5) diyds,

BlP 0.t al(€) i= [ anls) [ G (@6 m)0. P THE ~ n.5)30. ) duds.
R R2
Using Lemma B.10] we first see that, for g € {1, 2},

| Bal Py "', Pro FRol| 12 S 2m[AS‘i§m le™ A% Py () | poc || Pey Eio ()l 2 +27°"] S 27,

which gives an acceptable contribution. To bound Bj, we notice first that

sub [ pe@(€m)or(€)on ()0, P FH(E — )y
¢ R - (7.52)
+sup [ oa(@E)oE)or ()10 P THE — n)lde 2072,

This is a consequence of Lemma [6.2 and (8:49]). Using Schur’s test we have
H‘:Dk - B3 Pk1fu7pk2F]I</C HLZ < 2mt. gl00malmm *sup ”szFNC‘(S)HL2 S22
S

~

which gives an acceptable contribution.
We consider now the contribution of F L”O We first remark that, using Proposition (i), we

may assume that k; > —D and ]1 by = f]1 k0~ Lherefore, if 5 € {1 2},

— —(1—206)
IBsLf2 4, Pra Frolllze S 27 sup | Py Fro ()| allf4 1, (5] g2 S 274m/52- (=200,
S

which gives an acceptable contribution if j; > m/2. Otherwise, using (3.35]) and Lemma B.10]

—iAA - —(1-106
IBaLf7, g P Frolllze S 27 sup le™ 5 f i, ()l 1P, Fio ()2 + 2 m] g gmintom
S,ARz2m

which also gives an acceptable contribution. Finally, we use Lemmal6.2]to write 9, f# = fC+ f NC-
Then we use Schur’s test with (849) to estimate
IB3[Pry 2, Pry Folll g2 < 277" - 2272 sup || Pey fE(5) || oo | Pey FY o (8) | 12 < 277100,
S

o —

1Bs[Pr, fi e PraFroll 2 S 277" sup || Py fo(8)ll 2| Pra Yo () 1 S 27
S

These are acceptable contributions, as in (Z.51).
We consider now the contribution of F¥. Using Schur’s test, (849), (€46), and (€I8),

_ 2 ey —(1—
o - Ba[Pry O f*, Py FE 12 S 277" - 2227 sup | FE(5)l| e |0 Py f(5) ]2 S 127 0750
S

This is an acceptable contribution as in (Z.51]). In order to bound the operators B; and B, we
use Lemma [BI0] to estimate, for all ny and 8 € {1,2},

_ 2 /\
IBa[fL e Pro FEll 2 S 27207022207 1Py FE ()] < | e 5 ey (70 S)‘HLQ(T’dT’)
S

S 23.56m2l/22—196n1 2—(1—216)]'1
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Recalling that 2! < 27120 this gives an acceptable contribution if j; > m — ém. On the other
hand, if j; < m — dm and k1 > —dm/2, then we use ([3.35) and Lemma [3.I0 to obtain

—idA _
1Bs[ffy ky> PraFElllzz S 27 sup (e f1 1 (5)llzoe | oo FE () 22 + 277

s A2 (7.53)
< gm, 2—m+36m2—m+46m

which is an acceptable contribution.
Finally, it remains to consider the case
Jj1 <m —dm, ki < —om/2, g e {1,2}. (7.54)
In this case we need to improve slightly on both estimates above. Notice first that
Bﬁ[fﬁkl,szFg] = Bﬁ[fﬁ,klaPkQGé]a where  G{(€,s) := 1{“5\_«,0|521+2k1}(f)F(If(f, s).

This is a consequence of Proposition (). Moreover, fj, x; = fji.k1,0 and we estimate, using
Schur’s test and (849), for g € {1,2},

17200 | B[ 1 Pey Gl e S 207 200mamalo2m sup | B G (s) | ooe || £2 4, | 12
S

< 236m2l21562m2(1—206)(m—j1)‘
This suffices if m — j; < 96m. On the other hand, if j; < m — 99m and k; > —95m + 106°m

then the estimate (7.53)) still holds, since we can apply the strong L bound in the last line of
B35). Finally, if j; < m — 96m and k; < —90m + 106?m then we notice that

l k AU —m—é
IGElze S (2 +27) " 2)1GE e S 2770
Using the bound in the first line of (3.35]) we can improve the estimate (7.53)),

—iAA _
IBalff; > Pea G2 < 27 Sup le™ 8 f5: ()l | P GE () 2 + 27
8,AR2™m

< gm, 2—m+205j1 2—m—5m
~ )
which gives an acceptable contribution. This completes the proof of (Z.51]).

7.6. Control of cubic terms. In this subsection, we control of the cubic terms due to the
general pressure law. For simplicity of notation let H3 := H3(p) and recall that

p=(=i/2IVIN [Ue = U] = (=i/2)|VIA; [V, — T,
Lemma 7.7. Assume the hypothesis of Proposition[Z2, m >0, s € 2™ — 1,2™H], k € Z, then
| P<k|V|Hs(s)| grvo + sup || P<xQ|V|Hs(s)| 2 S ef2r22m+500m,
a<Ni
sup || By Q7| V| Ha(s)|| oo < € min{273m+750m 238y,
a<Ni /2

sup || PQ°|V|Hz(s)|[p1 S €] min{2¥, 127290,
a<N/2

Indeed, these bounds follow directly from the fact that Hs is a cubic function of p.
Proposition 7.8. Under the hypothesis of Proposition [Z2, for any t € [0,T] we have

| et e
axIN1

3
o S €.

e
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Proof. Tt suffices to show that, for m > 0 and a < N;/2,
I:= 26k+2(1_205)j2kH /Rqm(s)ijeiSAeQ“Hg(s)dsHL2 < efoom, (7.55)
Using Lemma [Z.7, we see that we can assume that k < 62(j + m) and j > 2m/3. Moreover, if
k < —j/2 —10dm, we find that
I < 20k 9(1=200)5 92kom gy || F P QO Hs(s) || poo s
S

which also gives an acceptable contribution.
We assume now that j > (1+ d)m and k > —j/2 — 106m. Observe from Shur’s test that

1Qske"™ Qyae fllzz S (Lgj—gnzsy + 27 9 )IIQyrw 2
if |k — k’| < 4. Since, as a consequence of Lemma [B.11],
Qw2 Hs| 2 S €2~ (172000 m 090" /4,

~

we obtain an acceptable contribution.
We may now assume that j € [2m/3, (1 4+ §)m|. For (7.55]) it suffices to prove that

|QOH;|| 2 S el 2mt120m (7.56)
For this, we decompose Hgs into a cubic term and a quartic and higher order term,
H3 =cp’ + Hy, Q" Hall 2 S ef27"m/2,

so it suffices to consider the cubic term. For this, we write

p3= Z Z Z (Qj1k1p)(szkzp)(stksp)’

J1+k12>0 jo+k2>0 js+k3>0
In view of Lemma B.I1] for 0 < a < Ny/2,
HQankp”Loo SJ €1 min{22k_216k, 2—(N0/3)k7 2—m+226m}.

Since [|Q9Q;kpllz2 S €1277+2%7 | the contribution is acceptable if min{ki, ko, k3} < —2m/3 or if
max{kq, ka2, ks} > dm or if max{ji, j2,73} > m/100. On the other hand, if

_2m/3 < kla k27 k3 < 5m7 HlaX{jl,jg,j3} < m/loov
then we use ([3:35) to bound [|Q%Q;,k,pllLe S e127™+30m | € {1,2}. It follows that
H(Qal Qj1k1p)(QGQQhkzp)(QCLSQBksp)HL2 S 6§2—2m+65m7

which gives an acceptable contribution. O

8. ESTIMATES ON PHASE FUNCTIONS
In this section we gather some important facts about the phase functions ®. In this section,
(I)(f, 77) = q)ouv(ga 77) = Ao(g) - Au(£ - 77) - AV(T/)’ o, 1,V € {e’ b, —e, _b}v

is as in (2.7), and we often omit the subscripts. We sometimes let +e = e, +b = b. Let Dy
denote a sufficiently large constant that may depend only on the parameter d € (0, 1).
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8.1. Resonant phases. We first observe that, among all phases, only few can be time resonant.
For clarity, let ®,.,,, := ®,,,. We define three sets of phases

PEll = {q>e;+e,+ey (I)e;—l—e,—ea q>e;—e,—ea <I>e;+e,+b7 q)e;—i-e,—ba <I>e;—e,—ba <I>e;+b,+b7 q)e;—b,—by
Dpte,—er Poy—e,—er Poyte,—bs Poy—e,—b> Lo 15,45, Postb,—> Py —b,—b )

(8.1)
Plliyp = {q>e;—e,+ba <I>b;+e,+e}a
P?—Iyp = {q>e;+b,—ba q>b;+e,+ba q>b;—e,+b}'
Lemma 8.1. If ® € Pgy, then
[@(&,m)] 2 (1 +min{|¢], € — 7], o))" (82)
If ® € Plliyp, the same bound holds unless
Sl =& —nl~nl  or max{[¢],[€ —nl,[nl} 1. (8.3)
If ® e P%yp then the bound (8.2) is satisfied unless
D =D p0 and —n|+1~|n +1,
b+, 1€ —nl Ul (8.4)

or =Py and €]+ 1~ |n| + 1.
Proof of Lemma[81. Simple computations show that if a,b € [0,00) and o € {e, b} then
Ao (@) + Ao (D) — Ao (a +b) = (1 + min{a,b}) ™ . (8.5)

Therefore the bound (8.2) holds when (o; i, v) € {(e; te, +e), (b; £b, £b)}. Since Ap(r) > Ac(r),
the bound (B.2]) also holds for the remaining phases in Pgy.

Now to show (B3]), it suffices to consider ®p.c4 .+ and we may assume that |{ —n| > |n|. We
first observe that

it ¢l <dVPE—nl then  @pieie(€n) = [Ap(€) = Acl€ — )] — Acln).

The terms in the right-hand side of this equality are negative so that (8.2)) holds in this case.
On the other hand,

Ppiteel§om) 2 €] =2 = d(|§ —nl+ ) = (1 = d)[§ —nl =2 = (d+1)|n],

so that if 1+ |n| < |£ —n| then ([82]) holds again. The proof for the other phase in Pfliyp follows
similarly after switching the variables.
Finally, for (84]), by symmetry it suffices to observe that

Ap(&1) = Ap(&2) £ A(§1 +&2) = 6] — 1 — & =1 —d[& + & = (1= d)[&] —2— (d+ 1)[&],
so that if |&1] > [&] + 1, then Ay(&1) — Ap(&2) £ Ae(éy + &) 2 1. Ol
8.2. Resonant sets. We start with a proposition describing the geometry of resonant sets.

Proposition 8.2. (Structure of resonance sets) The following claims hold:
(i) If either v+ 11 = 0 or max(|¢], nl, 1€ — 1) = 225 or min([€], [nl,|€ — nl) < 27D then

D& Z L+ [+ )™ or [Va@(Em| 2 (1+[¢]+ )~ (8.6)
(ii) For any &,m € R? we have

(L +[E] + D@ ) + Vo @ (&, m)| + [Ved(§,m)]| 2 1. (8.7)
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(iii) If v + p # 0, then there exists a function p = py, : R? — R? such that |p(¢)| < €] and
Ip(&)] = |&| for small &, and

Vp®(&n) =0 < n=p().

There is an odd smooth function p4 : R — R, such that p(&) = p4(|£])€/|€|. Moreover,

if nl+E—n<Ue€l,c0) and |V,8(&n)|<e then |n—p)| U (8.8)
and, for any s € R,

IDpy(s)| Sa Ly [P Z (L) [1=pi(s)] 2 1+ s 77 (8.9)
(i) If v + p # 0, we define p as above and V(&) := ®(&,p(§)). Then ¥ is a radial function,

and there exist two positive constants v1 < 72, such that W(£) = 0 if and only if either

+(o,1,v) = (be,;e) and  [£] =,

or
+(o,p,v) € {(b,e,b),(b,b,e)} and |£] =2.

Remark 8.3. We remark the following interesting cancellation property: when (o, u,v) =
(b,e,e) and the frequencies are parallel, the multiplier my,,, vanishes, thus providing an un-
expected “null-form” at 1. This can be seen from (6.3) and [AS8)). Such cancellation does not
seem to be present at o and to keep the symmetry of our analysis, we will not use this fact.

Proof. We prove first (i). If 4 = —v = 40 or u = —v = e, then |®(£,n)| 2 (1 + |¢] + |n|) 7!
due to (82). If u = —v = b and o = e (the other choices are equivalent by symmetry), then

__§=n .
VIHE=nP V1P
Thus |V, ®| 2 1if [{| > 1/2 and |n| < 1/8. If min(|¢],|n]) > 1/8 then
V@l Z (1 + €]+ [n) 7>,
using the Lipschitz norm of the inverse map of £ — £/4/1 + |£|2. Finally, if |£| < 1/2 then

@] = VI+dIeP = |VIFIE—nP = VI+TP| = VI+deP - |¢] = 1/2

This completes the case v + p = 0.

Now suppose max(|¢],|n], [€—n|) > 2P/10, and assume the contrary. We may assume v+ p # 0;
if v = p, then the only possibility is v = y = e and o = b, due to Lemma Bl In this case we
must also have |n| = [ —n| ~ |{] and |2n—¢| < 1, by a similar argument as before. This implies
that |®| 2 1, contradiction.

Now if v # “+u, then we have |[¢] > 2P/10=2 and min(|5], |¢ — n|) < 2P/19-10 since otherwise
|V,®| 2 1. By symmetry assume || < 2D/10-10 " The only possibility is 0 = p = +b, since
o # p would imply |®| > [£], and 0 = 1 = Fe would imply |®| > |£]~! due to (85). Therefore
v = Fe, but then again |V, ®| 2 1, contradiction.

The proof in the case min(|¢],|n], |€ — n|) < 27P/10 is similar.

The claim (iii) is proved in [30, Lemma 5.6]. Moreover, (ii) follows from (i), (iii), and [30}
Lemma 5.8] if max(|¢|, |n], ¢ —n|) < 1. On the other hand, if max(|¢[, |n],|£ —n|) > 1 then a
similar argument as before, using (8.3]), leads to the conclusion.

v,o
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Finally, to prove (iv), we need to solve the equation ® = V,® = 0. Clearly we may assume
¢ = ae and n = fe, where e is a unit vector. By Lemma [8] we only need to consider the cases

(07 M?V) e {(b7 e? e)’(b7 b7 e)’(*7+b7 _e)}7 (810)
where * represents e or b.

In the third case above we claim that space-time resonance is impossible; in fact, V,® = 0
would imply

d _
/8 — /8 o :j:\/E,
V1I+dsr 1+ (B —a)?
where 0 < k < d < 1. We may then assume [ > 0, and hence § = — a > 0, so

1
”1+d52:\/dik‘2\/d—ddk:\/ = Vi+8,

1—k
thus ® > V1 +do? > 0.
In the first case in (8.10), the equation V,® = 0 simply reduces to f = o — 3, or o = 28.
Using also ® = 0, we obtain the only solution

Therefore

3
la| =71 = =4
In the second case in (810]), we reduce to the system
Introducing
Fo(B) = V1402 —/1+dB% — /1+ (a—B)2, (8.12)

we see that F, is concave and achieves its maximum at some unique point fS.(«) € (0,a).
Thus 72 corresponds to a point where F.,(B4(v2)) = 0. To show existence and uniqueness of
2, it suffices to show that the function o — F,(f.(c)) vanishes exactly once for o € (0,00).
Uniqueness follows from the computation that

p d
o FalB @) = 20

To show the existence of 7o, we remark that

Fo(Bu(@) > Fole) = V1402 — V1 +da? -1

which is positive for a large enough, while we see that when o = 4,

Ey (Bx(m)) <0, (8.13)
which also shows that v; < 2. To prove ([8I3)), it suffices to see that

B) = \1+3 = VIO =B = V1+d8 + [VI+diu— B - V1+(n - AP

The term in bracket is negative unless 5 = 1, while we directly see by concavity that

VI+7—VI+dm—B)2—/1+dB2<0

F,(B) > 0.
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with equality only in the case 8 = 7;/2. O
Remark 8.4. (i) For Dy sufficiently large we define the function

i .— 9Do ;
V(&) =270+ | jnf Vo (€)]

as in Section [2.3. Using the conclusions of Proposition we can easily prove
V@) = (L [e) 7" min ([ —ml.[lg) =) and  10<WE (<1 (814)

(11) Let o e, e, and agy denote the absolute values of the space-time resonant inputs cor-
responding to the values y1 and 2. The analysis in the proof above shows that

a1 e = 71/2, 0< agp <71, 0< Qg e.- (815)
In the next lemma we prove a separation property concerning the space-time resonances.

Proposition 8.5. (Separation property) (i) There exists o > 2 > v1 such that

[0, m)| Z [Inl =~0l/(1 +[nl). (8.16)
In particular, we have that, when ||n| —vo| < 1,
Ve®(0,m)| 21, [Vy®(0,n)] 2 1.
(ii) Assume that |€ —nl|,|n| € {71,72}, that |u| = |v| = b and that £ and n are aligned. Then
(&) 2 1.
(iii) Assume that |n| € {y1,72} and |v| =b. Then, for any & € R?,

Proof. We start with the proof of (i). Using (83]), letting r = ||, to prove ([8I0]), it suffices to
show that

fP=V1+r2—V14+dr2 -1
vanishes only once where its derivative does not vanish. But this is obvious since f(0) = —1,

f(r) — oo as r — 0o and
1 d

/
r)=r —
F) V14+7r2 1+ dr?
is strictly positive where r > 0. It remains to show that 79 > v2 > 1. We use F, as defined in
(B12]), which attains its maximum at a unique point S, (a) € (0, ). We see that

F’YO(B*(’YO)) > F—yO(’YQ) =0.

Since o+ F, (B« () is increasing and vanishes only when o = 9, we see that vo < .
We now prove (ii). If | — n| = ||, this is clear. If |o| = b, this is clear as well. We may now
assume by contradiction that [ — n| = 71, |n| = 72 and

Ap(n) = Ap(§ —n) + Ac(§),

so that

F(v2+m) =0,
and 72 =71 = B«(72) € (0,72). The only possibility is that 2 — 1 = B«(72). Assuming this,
however, we get a contradiction,

i dB«(72) _ 72 — Be(72) . V3
T V14dB(e)? 1+ (e -B)? V1+9] VA-d
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which is false if d € (0, 1).

We now turn to the proof of (iii). Since |v| = b, it follows from Proposition B2] that the only
possibility for a space-time resonance is (o, u,v) = (b, e,b) and || = y2. In case |n| = 72, we
see that || > 1| = 72 and we get (8IT). If || = 71, we deduce easily that |V, ®(&,n)| 2 1. O

Our next lemma is used to control the second order interaction of space-time resonances and
time resonances.

Proposition 8.6. (Iterated resonances) (i) Assume that £,m € R?, and @y, Pug. and phases
as in 1), 0+ #0. Let ¥, 0.(n) = Prox(n, pox(n)) as before, and assume that

By, (6,m)| < 27P/00 W, (n)] < 27P/10,

(8.18)
|V [ @0 (6,1) + Wi (m)] | < € < 27P/10,
Then
g = K, - _67 - K S.; €,
M 1€ — pow(n)] (8.19)
or o=49, p= —k, 1€ —n+pox(n)] Se

In particular,
|V§CI)U;W(§777)‘ S/ €.
(i) Conversely, if

Py (&) <2710 W) < 27P/10 Ve (&m)| <e<27P/100 (8.20)

then (8I9) holds and
Vi [@oyu (€,1) + Pupe(m)] | S €

Proof. We prove (i) by examining all cases. Let o denote small quantities, |o| <q 2-P/10. Let
X := pox(n). We start by remarking that, in view of (8IF]),

VAL —n) = VAgn—x)| Sae.  VAgn—x) = VAL(x). (8.21)

In view of PropositionB.2 (iv) and Proposition8.5] (i), we may assume that ||, |£|,|{—n], |x|, |n—
X| =4 1. Up to multiplying by —1 we may assume that v = b.
The smallness of the phases gives

—Ao(§) + Au(E—m) + Ap(n) =0, —Ap(n) +Aa(n — x) + Au(X) = 0. (8.22)

In particular, we directly see that p # b.
Case 1: (v,0,k) = (b,e,e). In this case 2y = n. Assume first that u = e, then by (821,
|€ + x — 2n| <q € and we find that
—Ao(3n/2) + Ae(n/2) + Mo(n) =0, —Ap(n) +2Ac(n/2) = o,
and therefore
As(3n/2) =3Ac(n/2) =0,  As(3n/2) = (3/2)As(n) =o.
This is impossible since |[A,(tx) — tAy(z)| 24 1 if t € {3/2,3}, |z| =4 1, and o € {e, b}.
Assume now that p = —e. Then ([R.21]) gives that x = n/2, | —n/2| Sq €, and we find that
—Ao(n/2) = Ae(n/2) + Mo(n) = 0, —Np(n) + 2Ae(n/2) = o0,
Therefore o = e and we obtain (819).
Assume finally that 4 = —b. Then o = +e. If o = ¢, (822)) gives that

Ap(n) +0 = Ae(§) + Ap(§ = 1) = Ae(§) + Ael§ — ) + [As(§ — 1) — Ae(§ —n)].-
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Since the last bracket is 24 1 and also Ay(n) +0 = 2A.(n/2) (using ([8:22]) again), we obtain that
2Ae(77/2) - [Ae(g) + Ae(€ - 77)] Zd 1.

Since A, is strictly convex, we obtain a contradiction. On the other hand, if ¢ = —e, using that
VA = [VA(§)] Za 1, B2I) gives that [n]/2 — [ —n| 24 1, while (8.22) gives that

Ac(§) + Ap(n) = Ap(§ — 1) + o

This is impossible in view of the fact that |£ — n| < |n|.
Case 2: (1,0,k) = (b,e,b). Assume that p = e, then (821]) gives that [£ + x — 21| Sq €, while
(B22)) gives that
— A (&) FA(E =)+ M) =0, M) FA(n—x) + Mo(x) =0 (8:23)

We directly see that the only possibility is o = b, but in this case, subtracting the two equations,
we obtain that
£+x

5 ) — Ap(x) — Ap(§) = o.

Since Ay is strictly convex, this implies that £ — x = 0,7 — x = o, in contradiction with (8.23]).
Assume now that u = —e, then ([82I]) gives that [£ — x| <y €, while (8:22)) gives that

—Ao(§) = Ae(§=m) +Mo(n) =0, —Ap(n) + Ac(n — x) + Ap(X) = 0.

Then o0 = b and we obtain the conclusion.
Assume finally that 4 = —b. In this case, (821]) gives that | —n+ x| <q €, while (B22) gives

—Ay(§) = Ap(§ —n) + Ap(n) = o, —Ap(n) + Ae(n — x) + Ap(x) = 0.

Therefore ¢ = e and we obtain the conclusion.

Case 3: (v,0,k) = (b,b,e). Changing variables x — 1 — x, we get back to Case 2.

We prove now (ii). We may assume that u # o and | — p_,, +(n)| Sa €. Moreover, 7 is close
to a space-time resonance for the phases ®,9, and ®,(_,),. The result follows by Proposition
B2l using also the fact that v # 7s. O

204 (

8.3. Bounds on sublevel sets. We prove first a general upper bound on the size of sublevel
sets of functions.

Lemma 8.7. Suppose L, R, M € R, M > max(1,L,L/R), andY : Bg :={z € R" : || < R} —
R is a function satisfying HVYHCZ(BR) < M, for somel > 1. Then, for any € > 0,

[{z€Br:|Y(z)| <eand Y |09V (x)| > L}| S R"ML7ViE (8.24)
|| <1
Moreover, if n =1=1, K is a union of at most A intervals, and |Y'(x)| > L on K, then
{z e K:|Y(z)| <e}| S AL e (8.25)

Proof. First we consider a simple case, in which n = 1 and |[Y®)(£)] > 1 for all £ in some interval
J. A simple argument shows that

HzeJ:|Y(x)| <el| < e, (8.26)

for some constant C; > 1. Note that by scaling, this also proves (8.25]).

We prove now (824]). We may assume ¢ < L and M = 1. Choose a small absolute constant
p, and cover Br by ~ (R/L)" balls of radius pL. For each ball we can find a vector e € S*~!
and 0 < j < [ such that |02Y| > L at the center of that ball. We may assume j > 1; by the C'*+!
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bound, this inequality also holds within that ball (with different constants). By an orthogonal
transformation we may assume that e is a coordinate vector, so the volume of the part of the
set contained in that ball is bounded by CL" '(e/L)"/! by [®826). Adding up, we obtain the
desired bound. O

We prove now several bounds on the sets of time resonances.
Proposition 8.8 (Volume bounds of sublevel sets, I). (i) Let k > 0 and € < 1/2, and

E = {(&n) : max(|¢], [n]) < 2%, [@(&,n)| < 27F}.
Then

sup [ Lu(en)dn+sup [ 1p(€n)d¢ S 2elog(1/e). (327
& JR2 n JR2
(11) Assume now that € < € < 1/2, and consider the sets
E{ = {(&n) s max(|€], [n]) < 2%, |@(&,n)| < 27%, [T(&, ) <27, [V, @ (& n) = 277},
Ey = {(&n) : max(|€], [n]) < 2%, [@(&,m)| < 27Fe, |T(E,n)| <27, [Ve@(&,n)| = 277},
where Y is defined by
() = VE,0(60) [VE@(En), Vo€ n)] .
Then
swp [ g (€mdn+swp [ plemde 2 elog(1/g) () (829
¢ JR2 n JR2
(i4i) Assume that € < € < 1/2, rg € [27P,2P] and consider the sets

E" = {(&n) : max(¢], |n]) < 2°,@(&,m) < 27", ||€ =] —ro| < "},
Then we can write " = EY U EY such that

s /R Ly (€m)dn + sup /R g€ m)de £ 2% elog(1/e) - ()2 (8.29)
U
(iv) Assume that k >0, € < 275Dk < /227D and & = &, with |v| =b. Then
sup /]Rz e 280(E (k1 ) (Tl ()27 e)dn < 2" er (8.30)

and, if p € Z,

sup [l 2 m) el 0 YT ) (VeR(E M2 )

" (8.31)

< 2126 min{2P 27 Pe} k.

Proof. Note that all derivatives of ® and YT are uniformly bounded, except for @ itself.

Proof of (i). We may assume e < 2-D?, By symmetry, it suffices to control the first term in
the left-hand side of (827). Fix £ and define

Kig:={n:[n <2, [Vy@(&n) > 27°P27,
Kog:={n:|n| <2, |V,;®(&n)| < 27P27%,
It follows from Lemma [R7] with [ = 1 that
|Ere| S 27k where By ¢ := {n € K¢ :|®(&n)| <2 Fe}. (8.32)
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For (827 it remains to prove a similar bound on the measure of the set
By i={n € Kag: |®(&,m)| < 27"} (8-33)

In view of Proposition (i), we may assume that |¢],|n|, ¢ —n| € 27P,2P] and pu +v # 0.
Assuming that £ = (s,0),7 = (rcosf,rsinf) we have

—®(&,n) = —1oV/1+d, 32+AV\/1+dr2+Lu\/l+d (s2 + 12 —2srcosh), (8.34)

where (g, 0,0, € {+,—} and dy,d,, d, € {d,1}. Let

Zx(r) = —1g\V/ 1+ dys?+ /1 +dyr? + tur/1+du(sFr)2

Recalling that r,s € [277,2P], it is easy to see that, for any r and ¢ fixed,

27 ke
. g 1 _k <
!{9 €1[0,2r] : n=(rcosf,rsinf) € Kog, |®(&,n)] <2 e}! < LE{E_:H TZ L2

Moreover, using BR), |Z4(r)| +|Z%(r)| Z 1if s,r € [27P,2P]. Therefore, using Lemma 87}
[{r € [27P 2P 1 |Z.(r)| < £} S K1/ for any ¢ € {—,+} and k > 0.

We combine the last two inequalities, with x = (27%€)27, j = 0,1,..., to conclude that

27%e —k_oj\1/2
‘Eg’g‘ 5 Z W . (2 629) / S elog(l/e).
520,29 <2ke—1

The desired bound on the first term in (827]) follows, using also (832)).
Proof of (ii). By symmetry, it suffices to prove the bound on the first term in the left-hand

side of (828)). We may assume that ¢, ¢ are sufficiently small, i.e. ¢ < 2749P2740% Notice that

(& —mi) (& —ny) 6ij|€ —ml* — (& — m)(& — ny)

+ AL (1€ = nl)

V2,2 m)[0:,0;] = X (I — )

€ —nl? & —nf? ’
for i,j € {1,2}. Also
(\6 77!) Ao (1€1) A (’5 77’) A (In))
Veb(E,n) = — L vy = e T ey ,
Therefore
)\/ _ _ _ )\// _ )\/ )\/
T(g’n) — H(‘g T,‘) ‘f ;7’ u(’f T,‘) o‘(|£|) I/(|77|) (,’7 X gJ_)2
[ G 555
(€ —=nl) '
+ ”‘gf‘VgI)(f,n) -V @(&,m).
Using this formula, Proposition [8.2] and the smallness of €, it is easy to see that
. / —-D
it () e By then  min(el, ol J¢ —n) > 2 536)

if dy=d,=d, then E|=10.

Let By, == {n € R? : (&,n) € Ej}. We may assume that £ = (5,0), n = (rcosf,7sin6),
r,s € [27P,2F]. Let

Ef ¢y =1{n€ B |sinf| < (¢)1/8Y, Ef¢o=1{n€Ej;:|sinf > (¢)V/8Y.
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It follows easily from Lemma BT that |F; L1 1| S 2% (¢')1/8. It remains to prove that

| B ¢ o] S 2"%Fe- (€)1/5. (8.37)
To prove (837) we have to understand more precisely the function Y. Notice that
A (2) d N (z) — 2N (x) d?
WOy ol DA A dyz? = M\ (z)? -1 .
x Ay ()’ x3 Ay(z)3’ o +(®) (8.38)

for any v € P and x € R. Moreover, letting p := |¢ — n| = V12 + 52 — 2rscos f we have
2n- &) =428 — (P + 2= p°)? 2-n=1r"+5"—p
26 —m)-E=5"+p =% 26-n)-n=s"—p" ="

Using also (8.35]) it follows that

(8.39)

Y(&,n) = didod,, [47‘232 — (4 5% = p2)2]
’ )\H(p)?’)\o(s))\,,(r)
. d, .y ali,o2 B 2d(,d,,(r2 + 52 — p?) n 2dgdu(82 + p? —r?) n 2dud,,( 52— p? — 7‘2)]
Au(p) Au(p)? Ao (8)Aw () Ao ()Au(p) Au(p)Au(r)
Therefore
dody N (p)* Ao ()M () - 40 (€, ) = dods,d3 [20%s° + 2r%p? + 25°p% — vt — 51 — 1]
— 4dgdidyA(s) A (r)p —2d2d 2N (p)%(r? + % — p?)
—2d? d2d ()M (1) (2 — p?) = 2ded 2N () Mu(p) (r® + p* — 7).
Let

px = Au(p), r*::)\() Sx 1= Ag(8).
In view of ®38), d,p* = p? — 1, dyr* =12 — 1, d,s* = s2 — 1. Therefore
— 4dydy Ny (p)* Mo (8)N (M) Y (E,1) = F(Ss, 7, i), (8.40)

where
F = F(4) + F(2) + F(o), (8.41)

Flg)(85, T, ps) 1= dodid,,(Zsfrf — 48,74 p? + 2821 pi — 28,72 p,) + dpdyd%(—25.p3)
+ d2dydy (2rp2) + dod (—st + 282p.) + dod (—rid — 2rdp.) + d2d2 (o)),
F(2) (3*7 T P*) = dadidu [2(3* - 7’*)(/)* — S« + T*)] + dgdudu[ - 2T*(T* + p*)]
+ dodydy (=254 (54 = pa)) + dod3, (2ri(ps +12)) + did (254 (50 — ),
Floy := 2dydydy(dy + dy + dy) — did, — doyd — d2ds.
Since ®(&,m) = s« — 7« — psx, We notice that
if neE], then |F(s.,r.s.—r.)|<2%e. (8.42)

We see that

G(14) 1= F (S5, 7w, 85 — 14) = 120d2 (du - dl,)2 + G<3(r4),
where G<3(rs) denotes a polynomial in r, of degree at most 3 (notice that s, is fixed). Therefore,
if d,, # d, using Lemma [B7]

K, (VY where K, = {r. €]0,2°TP] : |G(r,)| < 22FP€Y. (8.43)
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It now follows from (842) that, in this case
E17§72 C{n=(rcosf,rsinf): \,(r) € K,, |sinf| > (e/)l/s, |D(E,n)| < 2_ke}.

The desired estimate (837 follows using the formula (834]), and the bounds (8.36]) and (8.43).
It remains to estimate Ef ¢ In the case d, = d,. In this case, we see that

F(4)(5*a7"*, S —Tx) = di(dcr - du)2(53 - 2527‘*)7
F(2)(s*,r*, Sk —Ty) = 2di(du — dy)SkTx,
Floy = di(4dy — dy).
Therefore G is a linear function in r,. Moreover, since s, > 1 by definition,
G(0) = d2(dy — dy)*(ss — 1) + dod) + 2dgd) 2 1.

Therefore (8.43]) holds in this case as well. The proof then finishes as before.
Proof of (iii). In proving (829) we may assume ¢ < 2719%=4D_ Define

El ={(n) € E":|¢] > 27 P2 and |V,®(¢,n)| > 273%PY,
Ef ={(&n) € E" :|n| >27P" % and |V®(&,n)| > 2737},

It is easy to see that E” = E{ U EY. By symmetry, it suffices to prove ([829]) for the first term
in the left-hand side. Let, as before, £ = (s,0), n = (rcos,rsinf), and

1{1 - {77 (5777) € EY) > 2_2D7 |Sin9| < (6”)1/2}7
Efcyi=1{n:(&n) € BY,r > 272D |sing| > ()%}, (8.45)
Efes:={n:(&n) € BY,r<27°P}.

As before, it follows from Lemma R that ‘Eﬁgﬂ < 212k . (€12, To estimate |E1’7§72‘ we use
the formula (834). With r, = \,(r) as before, it follows from definitions that

By C{n:r>27P N (r) € K| |sin6] > ()2, |@(¢,m)| < 27"},

Sx,Px 7

(8.44)

where K;_, is an interval of length < €”. Therefore, using the formula ([34]) as before,
| B o] S 2% ()2,

as desired. Finally, the estimate for the set Ei’@g follows by reversing the roles of n and £ — 7.

Proof of (iv). We prove first (830). In view of (8I4) we may assume that |[n| —y1| < 1 or
||n] = 72| < 1. In particular, using Proposition (i), we may assume that [¢] 2 1, | —n| 2 1,
and |V, ®(¢,1)| 2 273%. Let £ = (5,0), n = (rcos,rsin @), and recall the formula (834). The
hypothesis shows that, in the support of the integral, for any 6 fixed with |0| < k the absolute
value of the derivative in r of the function r — ®(£,76) is 2 1. The bound (830) follows.

To prove (831)), we may assume that [£] = 1, | —n| = 1 in the support of the integral, in
view of Proposition Letting n = (s,0) and £ = (r cos,rsinf), we have

—®(&,n) =—1.V/1+d, 7‘2—|—L,,\/1+d,,s2+Lu\/1+d (s2 + 12— 2srcosb). (8.46)

1/29—5k—D

Assuming 6 fixed with |0| < &, and recalling that x < ¢ , we let

Z(r) = Zps(r) := —P((rcosf,rsinf),n).
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We have |Z'(r)|+|Z"(r)| Z 1 in the support of the integral. The conclusion follows from Lemma
B2, by considering the two cases 2P < e'/2 and 27 > /2. O
We prove now several bounds concerning simultaneous phase and angular localization.
Lemma 8.9. [Volume bounds of sublevel sets, II] (i) Assume l,p,q < —D/10 and define
B={(&m): [0(&n)]| <2\ 19,8(6,m)] < o, [VeDE)| = 2> hg, [Vy®(E,m)| = 27> g}
If 1 < gminlhokz) < gmax(kkik2) < 7 € [1,00) then

sup/ 1e(&m)er(©)er, (€ — 0w, (n)dn < Utkg2! 79,
¢ Jre

(8.47)
sup /R2 15(&m)en(€)en, (€ = Mprs (M) dE S Ulkp2'™P.
U
(ii) Assume that 2', kg < 27P/10 and define
E'={(&n): [2E&m)] <2, [2,9(¢,m)] < ro).
If ke < —D/10 then
sup/2 L (& m)ek(€) e (€ = m)pry (n) din S ro2'J1,
¢ R (8.48)
sup [ 106 min(€)n (6 = mona ) 6 S ra2 2
"
Moreover, if 2% + 2k 4 2k2 < U € [1,00) then
sup/2 P(271R(Em) ek () (€ = n)pry (m) dn S UPJ1|2'2m iRk,
S, (8.49)
sup /R2 P27 0 (€, 1) en () pny (€ — m)prz (m) dE S UBJI[212m 0,
U
(ii) Assume that 2 kg < 27P/10 U > 1, and consider the sets
E" ={(&n) : ], Inl, € —nl € 277, U], |®(&,m)| <2, |Q0,@(&,n)| < Ko}
Then we can write E" = E] U EY such that
sup [ y(€nn +sup [ Lpgleon)de £ U2 ko (8.50)
§ JR? n JR2

Proof. For (84T, it suffices to show the first estimate. Assume = (s,0), n = (r cos a, 7 sin a).
We first use the fact that

(1€ =) s
0,0, )] = |2t ———|sinal.
In addition, remark that
0r@(&,m)| = [V @(& )| = In| ™" 2@ (€, m)| 2 2%, (8.51)

and the estimate now follows from Lemma [8.7]

The proof of (848]) is similar, using also Proposition (i) and the bounds (827). The
bounds ([49) follow from ®2Z7) if 2™inkkuk2) > 9=P or from (847) if 2M < 27 P/ or from
(m with kg ~ omin(k,k2) if omin(k,k2) < 9-D/10_
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To prove (850) we may assume g < U~2 and 2! < U~%. Define, as in (8.44)
Bl = {(&m € E": [Vy®(&m)| 2277}, By = {(&n) € B+ [Ve®(¢,m)| > 277}

Clearly E” = EYUEY, as a consequence of (87). By symmetry, it suffices to prove (850)) for the
first term in the left-hand side. Let, as before, £ = (s,0), n = (rcosf,rsinf). The restriction
12,®(&,m)| < kg gives [sin6| < kg, while the lower bound on |V,®(&,n)| gives, as in (B,
|0, ®(&,m)| 2 1. The desired conclusion follows from Lemma [R.71 O

Finally, we prove some bilinear estimates that involve localization.

Lemma 8.10. Assume that l,n,p < —D/10. Then

H /RQ 1P (€,m))en (Wh(E — 1)) =

< 2 2 H Sllp |f TH |HL2(rdr ||.g||L27 (852)

H/ U Py (& ))@n(‘lﬁ(g n))pp(¥ ())f(g n)g

N (8.53)
< min{2/2,27/2) 200+ ”H up | FO | 2y 122
pest e
and, assuming 2F, 2k 2k < U,
H /Wsoz(‘l’(&n))wk(f)%(n)wkl (€ —n)fe (
< Ut Flro 23/4(1 + 1)) 1 g amnibiak G5
s 52813 Fr0)] HL2(’“d’“)HgHL 21/2(1 4 1)) in all cases .
Proof. We record the following identity: if £ = = (rcosa,rsina), then
£
Oul€ — 1 sina = . 8.55
e (55

We may assume that H SUpgest !f r0)| HL2(rdr) L

We start with (852]). Note that by Proposition BH (i), we may freely assume that |{] 2 1 and
In| Z 1. By Schur’s test, it suffices to show that

-~

sub [ 1@y (€)W~ m)IF(E — )l £ 25
¢ R (8.56)

"y /R U@y (&) (WH(E =) IF(€ = mldg S 2°%°

n

We focus on the first inequality. Fix ¢ € R? and introduce polar coordinates. The left-hand side
is dominated by

/9 S / AU ®B(E.€ — 10))pensc(lr — )| F(r0) |rdrdb,
7,6{12} est

for a constant C' sufficiently large. Therefore, it suffices to show that

sup / A(B(E,€ — 10))ps_plE — r0)do < 27, (8.57)
rle>1Joest
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which is readily verified (see Proposition B8] (i) for similar arguments). The second inequality
in (850) follows similarly.

We now turn to (853). We may assume that |u| = |v| = b. Using Proposition R3] we know
that |£&,n| 2 1, [€] 2 1 and therefore, using BEH), we have |04]¢ — n|| & 1. We proceed as for

(B356) but replace (857) by

sup / 1Py (€, — 10))p (W (€ — r0))df < min{2', 2P},
fest

ral

We now turn to (854). To prove the inequality when 1 < 2min(kk1k2) it suffices to show that

sup / (@€, 1)1 (E)0ns (€ — Mprs (WIF(E — )l < UA23/4(1 4 1),
¢ R (8.58)

sup [ @ (Em)n(€on (€ = non I Fi€ —nlde ST+ ).

We show the first inequality. Introducing polar coordinates, we estimate

@€ =100l (0)prls — ) r0)lrdras

< s 1 FO) 2o | /9 PUP(E,E — 19)2k(E) o () (€ — 1)

L2(rdr)

Sla@(ec -l sw { [a@ee - o — o}

r7£21

S U2 (1 + 1)),

using Proposition B8 (i) and (857). The second inequality in (858]) follows in a similar way.

Also, the inequality in (854]) corresponding to 2™i®

(1]
2]

(kk1k2) < 1 follows in the same way. O
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