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QUADRATIC NONLINEAR DERIVATIVE SCHRODINGER
EQUATIONS - PART 1

IOAN BEJENARU

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider the local well-posedness theory for
the quadratic nonlinear Schrédinger equation with low regularity initial
data in the case when the nonlinearity contains derivatives. We work
in 2 4+ 1 dimensions and prove a local well-posedness result up to the
scaling for small initial data with some spherical symmetry structure.

1. INTRODUCTION

This work is concerned with the initial value problem for the nonlinear
Schrodinger equations which generically have the form:
iuy — Au = P(u,u,Vu,Vu), t € R,z € R"
(1) _
u(z,0) = ug(x)

where u : R” x R — C and P : C*"*2 — C is a polynomial.

We are interested in the theory of local well-posedness for this problem in
Sobolev spaces. It is natural to discuss this in terms of the Taylor expansion
of P around O.

Constant functions are not in H?®, hence the first natural condition to
impose on P is P(0) = 0. The next step is to consider the linear terms.
Those without derivatives are harmless for the local well-posedness theory
because they have Lipschitz contribution in all Sobolev spaces.

The problem becomes nontrivial when we have linear terms with deriva-
tives. This is made clear by the following result due to Mizohata [Mi] which
proves that for the problem:

iug — Au = by (x)Vu, t € R,z € R"
? L) = oo

the following condition on by is necessary for the L? well-posedness theory:

R

(3) sup \Re/ bi(x + rw) - wdr| < oo
rzeR™,weS"—1 R>0 0

The idea behind this condition is that Re by contributes to exponential

growth of the solution along the flow.
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One of the consequences for our problem is that we cannot have in the
nonlinearity terms like b;Vu with b; real. On the other hand if the in-
homogeneity is of type b1 Vu with by imaginary or bs - Vu, the problem is
well-posed in any H®, see [KePoVe3] and [KePoVe4].

The problem becomes more complicated once we have to deal with qua-
dratic and higher order terms. There is a very general result due to Kenig,
Ponce and Vega, see [KePoVe2] which we summarize in what follows.

Theorem 1. Assume that P has no constant or linear terms. Then there
exist s = s(n,P) > 0 and m = m(n,P) > 0 such that Yuy € H*(R™) N
L?(R™ : |z|?>™dx) the problem (1) has a unique solution in C([0,T] : H* N
L2(R™ : |z|*™dx) where T = T(|[ull frsnr2 ®e:|z2mde) ) -

If P does not contain quadratic terms, then the above authors also obtain
a similar result without involving any decay, see [KePoVe2].

When we have terms with derivatives in the nonlinearity there is a loss of
a derivative in the right-hand side of the equation which should be recovered.
Hence one of the main ingredients in dealing with the problem is the local
smoothing effect for Schrodinger equation which we describe bellow.

Let (Qa)aczn be a system of disjoint cubes of size R such that R" =
Uaezn@o. The homogeneous Schrodinger equation has a local gain of a
half-derivative:

1
sup ||DZ e || 12(u xry < cRl[uol| 2 (gn)
acl™

The solution of the inhomogeneous Schrodinger equation

(4)

has a local gain of a derivative:

wg — Au=f, t e R,z € R”
{ u(z,0) =0

sup ||Vaullr2(guxr) < cR Y Ifllr2@axw)
a€EZ™ aEZn
These estimates can be found in [KePoVel] and there are even more
refined versions in [KePoVe2].
Let us briefly justify the need of decay. If we look at the problem:

(5) iuy — Au = uVu

then we need to recover an [} structure for the term uVu, while Vu comes
only with a I structure. Hence we need an [} structure for « and this can
be achieved by a decay condition on u.

Another way is to think of uVu as being by (¢, z)Vu. The result in (3) tells
us that we need an integrability condition for b; = uw which can be fulfilled
via a decay condition at infinity.
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In [Chr], Christ gives a complete proof of ill-posedness of (5) in one-
dimension with u(0) = uyp € H® no matter how large we take s. This is
because Sobolev regularity cannot be traded for decay.

Bringing in decay in Schrodinger equation forces some kind of trade-off.
The linear equation conserves the H? structure of the initial data, but it does
not conserve the decay structure. A simple way to see this is to consider
the homogeneous equation with initial data uoe™$°, where ug is a smooth
approximation of the characteristic function of the unit ball in R™. A stan-
dard approximation of the solution is ug(z — 2t&)e®& €S, At time ¢ = 1
this solution is supported at |z| = |£p|, therefore we have to recover a decay
of type |&o|™, while ug comes with no decay since it was supported around
the origin. Therefore we have to spend derivatives in order to conserve the
decay. Thus we should increase the regularity of the initial data more.

This last remark brings us closer to the goal of this paper. The general
result of Kenig, Ponce and Vega is not concerned with is the following ques-
tion: what is the lowest Sobolev regularity the initial data can have so that
we have well-posedness? When asking this question, one should be more
specific about the type of the equation and the dimension of the space.

The quadratic terms in P are the ones we want to understand. If the
nonlinearity contains only terms without derivatives then the problem is
called semilinear Schrédinger equation (NLS). The generic quadratic (NLS)
are those with the nonlinearity of type:

u?, |u|2 =u-u, (ﬂ)2

If the nonlinearity contains terms with derivatives then the problem is
called derivative non-linear Schrédinger equation (D-NLS). The generic qua-
dratic (D-NLS) are those with the nonlinearity of type:

u - Du,u- Du,u - Du,u - Du, Du - Du, Du - Du, Du - Du

To obtain a sharp result for these kind of problems means to obtain for
each equation an index sg such that if s > so and ug € H® (maybe with
some additional structure) we have a well-posedness result and if s < s¢ and
ug € H® we have ill-posedness. What exactly is meant by ill-posedness is in
itself a delicate issue. The case s = sq is the hardest one and it depends on
the specific equation whether there is a positive or negative result.

An important concept for these problems is the scaling exponent, s..
This is the exponent of the Sobolev space which scales the same way as the
equation. Heuristically one would expect that sg = s., but many times this
is not the case. Let’s become more specific.

For the case of quadratic (NLS) we have s, = § — 2. There has been
considerable progress in the study of quadratic (NLS) in two dimensions
(here s, = —1), see [CoDeKeSt], which led to the following results: if the
nonlinearity is of type u? or (@@)? then sy = —% and if the nonlinearity is
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of type |u|? then sy = —i. The problem becomes ill-posed if s < sq in the
following sense: the bilinear estimates fail to hold true.

The results for quadratic (D-NLS) did not yet reach this level of preci-
sion, the main difficulty being generated by the loss of one-derivative in the
nonlinearity. What are the expectations for this problem? If only one of
the terms contains derivatives (for instance uDu) then s. = § — 1. If both
terms contain contain derivatives (for instance DuDu) then s. = 4. One
new aspect in these cases is the use of decay: one needs a condition of the
form (x)™ug € L? in addition to ug € H*. The best result up to date we
know is of the form, see [Ch]: if m = § +2 and s = & 44 then the quadratic
(D-NLS) is locally well-posed. This is a bit too far from the scaling exponent
and, as we will see later on, the decay is too strong also.

There is one exception. For the terms @ - Du and Du - D the results were
established up to the critical exponent, namely the existence of a solution
was proved for every s > s., see [Gr-p]. This was possible because of the
following fact : the Fourier transforms of solutions for Schrodinger equations
concentrate near the paraboloid 7 = £ and the most difficult estimates
are the ones when the interacting elements are localized in frequency near
the paraboloid and the result falls back near the paraboloid. The effect of
the complex conjugation is that it replaces the paraboloid 7 = &2 by the
symmetric 7 = —£2. The interaction via convolution of two paraboloids of
type 7 = —£? is localized in the region 7 < 0 so it does not intersect the
paraboloid 7 = ¢2 (except the point (0,0)). This way the most difficult
interactions mentioned above do not occur and the problem becomes easier.

Let us return to the general form of the quadratic (D-NLS). The analy-
sis of the problem brings the conclusion that the “worst” interactions are
the orthogonal ones, i.e. those between waves which travel in orthogonal
directions. In one-dimension this is not possible and this is why the prob-
lem becomes interesting once n > 2. As always, one tries to understand
what happens when n = 2 and then attempt to replicate the argument in
higher dimensions. This is why in this work we will specialize to the case of
two-dimension quadratic (D-NLS).

Our goal is to obtain local well-posedness for initial data ug € H?®, for any
s > S.. With the techniques we involve it is not possible to prove such a
result unless something else comes into play. Often one considers first what
happens for spherically symmetric initial data; we choose to use a bit of
spherical symmetry. We also know that decay is needed when we deal with
quadratic (D-NLS).

We define the differential operator:

(6) Rf = (2102, — 2204, f

and the pseudodifferential operators in the left calculus:

<$>2 1,e . 2
mﬂ 2 f with symbol (1+

()
p((E,7)?

+

=
N

(M Df=(+ )
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for some 0 < € < % For a generic space of functions X we define:

(8) DRX ={feX:Df € X and DRf € X}

We denote by x[o,7) @ smooth approximation of the characteristic function
of [0,T] such that x(o7)(t) = 1, Vt € [0,T]. We will always consider x(o 7
as a function of time, in other words by x[o 7] we mean x(o 11(t)-

The space for our initial data is DRH®. We dedicate section 3 to the
definition of the spaces DRZ%5 (for the solutions) and DRW* (for the
inhomogeneity). These spaces satisfy the linear estimate:

Theorem 2. If g € DRH?® and f € DRW?, then the solution of:

g — Au=f
) o) = oo

satisfies x[o,1)u € DRZ*> N CyDRHS.

To each quadratic nonlinearity we associate is the standard way the bi-
linear form B(u,v). The bilinear estimate is the next key result:

Theorem 3. If s > s., we have the global bilinear estimate:

(10) ||B(u,v)|lrpws < Ce s||ul|lrpz:|[v||RD2ZS

Once we have the above two results, a standard fixed point argument
gives us the main result:

Theorem 4. Assume n=2. Given any s > s, and T > 0, there exists § > 0
such that for every ug € DRH?® with 69 = ||uo||prEs < O , the quadratic (D-
NLS) has a unique solution u in C([0,T] : DRH®) N"RDZ*> with Lipschtiz
dependence on the initial data.

A sketch of the proof goes as follows. Let B(u,v) be the bilinear form:

(11) B(’LL, U) = Z CijUg; Vg

i,j€{1,2}
where ¢;; are constant complex numbers. We intend to obtain bilinear es-
timates for B(u,v) and B(u,v) since this way we cover the theory for all
quadratic polynomials of type P(Vu, Va), except for those of type P(Va).
For the last ones the theory had been developed previously, as we remarked
before. )

We start with the Bourgain space X*2'! as the candidate for Z° and
X*~21 as a candidate for W*. We split the Fourier space in pieces according
to the size of (¢, 7) and its distance to the paraboloid (7 = ¢2). Taking into
account that the product becomes convolution under the Fourier transform,
we see how the pieces interact and try to recover the X =31 structure for
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B(u,v). This goes fine as long as we recover information which is at some
distance from the paraboloid and it breaks down very close to the paraboloid
- we catch a logarithm of the high frequency which cannot be controlled. To
remedy this we come up with a more delicate decomposition of the part
of the Fourier space which is at distance less than 1 from the paraboloid.
More exactly we introduce a wave packet decomposition and we measure
the packets in Lg°L2. Then the target space W* is also modified at distance
less than 1 from paraboloid, i.e. we also have a wave packet decomposition
and the packets are measured in L} L2. We have to recover a L} structure
on the packets for B(u, v) and this is why we need to involve the extra decay
and spherical symmetry.

All along the argument we do involve some spherical symmetry and decay
in the bilinear estimates and this is why our spaces will be of type RDZ*
and RDW?*. See the next section for the definitions.

Once the bilinear estimates are fixed, then a standard fixed point argu-
ment gives us the result of Theorem 4.

One can easily adapt our argument for the bilinear forms of type:

2
(12) B(u,v) = Z CjUVy;
j=1

This is because the basic estimates are derived for the bilinear form
B(u,v) = u-v and then we ”over-estimate” the size of V, see the beginning
of section 5 for more details. Thus we are entitled to claim the result for
the quadratic polynomials of type P(u, Vu), P(u, Vu) and P(u, V).

We think that further analysis should reveal that without assuming some
spherical symmetry there is no way one can get existence all the way down
to the critical exponent. Without spherical symmetry, but involving decay,
we expect a positive result for s > s. + 1 and a negative one for s < s, + 1.
This work is in progress and it will be the main core of the second part of
this paper.

The spaces we use in this paper are in some way the counterpart of the
ones involved in dealing with the wave maps equation, see [Tal] and [Tao].
Our spaces are a bit more difficult since they involve phase-space localiza-
tion, rather than phase localization which is the case for the wave-maps.

We conclude the introduction with few open problems. The most obvious
thing to ask is what happens at the scaling exponent s.. Our techniques
lose logarithms of the low frequency in the bilinear estimates and we can
eliminate them only by imposing s > s.. Then the question of the optimality
of the decay is another one to ask. Is the factor % + ¢ the optimal one? The
estimates in Bourgain spaces seem to indicate that we should manage with
a factor of €.

In the end the generalization to higher dimensions should be of interest
too. We know that the scaling exponent is 4 for the case when both terms



QUADRATIC NONLINEAR DERIVATIVE SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS 7

come with derivatives and we think it should be possible to get similar results
under similar conditions in all dimensions.

Quadratic D-NLS is in itself an interesting problem, but one of the most
important reasons to study it comes from the Schrodinger maps. They
are the natural Schrodinger equation when the target space is a complex
manifold. It is well-known in the literature that understanding the problem
(1) with nonlinearity |Vu|? is essential for the study of the Schroedinger-
maps equation (at least for the case when the manifold is S*~!). So far the
problem has been solved for initial data in H 3+ in R? and when the target
manifold is S? or H?, see [NaStUh]. It is known that the scaling exponent
for these problems is 4, so a natural question to ask in dimension 2 is what
happens when the initial data is in H® for 1 < s < % The result in higher
dimensions is also open. The results in this paper might be a good start in
understanding and approaching these problems.

The results of this paper were mostly obtained when the author was a PhD
student at University of California, Berkeley. The author is greatly indebted
to Daniel Tataru, his thesis adviser, for many fruitful conversations and for
the constant encouragement along the way.

2. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

Assuming the results of Theorems 2 and 3 we can prove the result of the
Theorem 4. We did not define yet the spaces Z*° and W*°, but at this time
it is enough to take for granted that they are Banach spaces.

We define the operator 71 by w = 71 f to be the solution of the inhomo-
geneous Schrodinger equation with zero initial data:

(13)

wy — Aw = f
{w(m,O) =0

We fix T =1 and prove that if the initial data is small enough then our
problem has a solution. We define the set K to be

K = {xpw € RDZ*" : [|xjp1wllrpzss < 2lIxp0116" uollrpzs5}
and the operator T : RDZ*® — RDZ%5 by

T(v) = "o + Ti (xfy  B(v,v))

In the hypothesis that ||ug||prpgs is small enough, we prove that 7 : K —
K and that 7 is a contraction on K. This give us the existence of a fixed
point for 7 which is the solution of our problem in the interval [0, 1]. This
is because we chose x[p 1) to be equal to 1 on [0, 1].

To prove the invariance of K under the action of 7 we use (15) and (16):
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x0Tl lprze5 < X076 0l lpRZ=5 + [1X 10,0 T2 (X0 1 B (15 w)) DR 225 <

itA
Ix[0.11€" w0l lprz55 + C5||X[0,11B(X[0,11%: X[0,1%) | [ pRIW=5
Using the bilinear estimate in (10) we continue with:

HX[O,I}TUH’DRZSﬁ < HX[O,I}eitAUOHDRZSﬁ‘ + Ca,sHX[o,l}UH?wzsﬁ <

IxX(o,11€ 2 ol lprzs5 + CesllX[0.1€™ U0 Rp 7.8
It is enough to choose ||up||prms small enough in order to obtain the
bound CE,SHe“AUOHDRZs < C1C; s||uol|lprEs < 1 which gives us the desired
inequality.
To prove that T is a contraction we proceed as follows:

Tuy — Tuz = Ti(xjo,y Bur, w)) — Ti(xfo,y Buz, uz)) =

Ti (X1 B (w1, ur — ug)) + Ti(xfo 1y B(uz, ur — uz))
followed by the estimates

x[0,1(Tur — Tu2)llprzss <

Ces(IIxpo, 7w llprze5 + [IX(0,1142] IDRZ5) IXFo0.11 (W1 — U2)|IDRZ5 <

1
Ce,s||uo||DRHS||X[0,1} (ur — uz)|lprzss < §||X[o,1](ul —u2)|lprzss

where again we have to choose ||ug||prps small enough so that we have
Cesl|uo|lprEs < 3

We conclude that 7 has a unique fixed point in K which is a solution to
our problem. By rescaling we can obtain the result of the Theorem for any
T >0.

3. DEFINITION OF THE SPACES

For each u we denote by Fu = u the Fourier transform of u. This is
always taken with respect to all the variables, unless otherwise specified.

Throughout this paper all the inequalities of type < should be understood
in the sense <: A < B is meant to be A < B < A < CB for some constant
C' which is independent of any possible variable in our problem.

We say A~ Bif A <CB < C2A for the same constant C. We say
that we localize at frequency 2¢ to mean that in the support of the localized
function |(&,7)| € [2¢71, 2071
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The paraboloid P = {(£,7) : 7 = £2} plays a very important role in the
geometry of the problem.

In the Schrodinger equation time and space scale in a different way, and
this suggests to define the norm for (¢, 7) by (&, 7)| = (|7] +§2)%. In dealing
with the quadratic nonlinearity without derivatives the Bourgain space X*°
proved to be a very useful space to work with for appropriate choice of b,
see [CoDeKeSt]. They are defined in the following way:

Xt = {f e s (&) (T -€)feL?)
Here and thereafter (z) = (1 + |:17|2)% where |z| is the norm of z. The
integral defining X %3 has two weights in it, an elliptic one, ((7,£))*, and one
adapted to the paraboloid, (7 — £2>%. We will employ frequency localized

versions of X*3 which are constructed according to these weights.

Consider ¢ : [0,00) — R to be a nonnegative smooth function such that
wo(z) =1 on [0,1] and po(x) = 0 if x > 2. Then for each i > 1 we define
©i 1 [0,00) = R by p;(z) = ¢o(27") — o(27" x). With the help of (¢;)i>0
we define the operators 5;, Sf and ST by:

F(Sif) = fi=0i(|(&, 7)) - f(€,7)
F(SEF) = ff = wille)) - f(em)

F(STH = = eI - f(€m)

Since |7 — 2| =~ |(1,€)|d((¢,7), P) (away from zero), then we can chose
to localize with respect to d((&,7), P) instead of |7 — &2|. If |(&,7)| =~ 2,
then |7 — ¢2| ranges in the interval [0,2%%2] hence d((,&), P) ranges in
the interval [0,2%2]. The appropriate localization for |7 — ¢2| is on a
dyadic scale of type 2F with & € {0,1,..,2i + 2}. Therefore the appro-
priate localization for d((7,&), P) is on a dyadic scale of type 2¥ with k €
{—i,—i+1,..,-1,0,1,..,i +2}. Ford € I; = {274,271 | 21T} we build
a system of functions ¢; 4 : R* — R having the following property that the
support of ¢; 4 is approximately the set

{(&,7) (€, 7) = 2',d((7,€), P) = d} = {(&,7) : [(€,7)| = 2, |7 — €] = d2'}

and

Z (Pi,d(gﬂ') = ()07/(’(677-)‘)7 V(&T) eR? xR
del;
The support of ¢; - should contain not only the points which are at
distance ~ 27¢ from P, but also those at distance less than 27% from P.
We define the operators S;q by Siaf = fia = $ia* Sif and we have
fi =2 _aer, fi,a- In the support of fi,d we have 1 + |7 — £2| ~ 2'd.
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Sometimes it is useful to localize in a linear way rather than a dyadic way.
In these cases we localize with respect to the value of |7 — ¢2| instead; we
will make this clear when we need it.

For each dyadic value d € I; we define ¢; <4 = Ed’e]i:d’<d i and @; >q =
ddeldr>dPid- The give rise to the operators which localize at distance
less and greater than d from P:

Si<af = fi<a = f*Pi<a and S;>qf = fi>a = f * Qi >d
The part of f which is at distance less than 1 from P plays an important
role and this is why we define the global operators:

o o
S<if=f<1= Zfi,§1 and S.>1f=f>1= Zfi,Zl
i=0 i=0
We denote by A; the support in R? x R of ¢;(|(&,7)]) and by A; 4 the
support of ¢; 4. In a similar way we can define 4; <4 and A; >4 to be the
support of the operators S; <4, respectively S; >q4.

We work with X 53:1 which is defined as follows:

1

X3 = {f : f supported in A; and ||f]] ., 1=Z [ Fiall oy < 00}
g cl;

31
w3l {f: fie XD7 andHin{s,%J:ZHfiW o3a < oo}
7

X;

For technical purposes we need:

={fe X3 f supported in A; 4}
1
. . 7771 59
and, similarly, X: 2, and X, 2.

When we work out the estimates it turns out that X*2'! is the right space
to measure only the part of the solution whose support in the Fourier space
is at distance greater than 1 from P, i.e. the S. >; part of our solutions.

This is why we introduce also:

X’2’ = {f : f supported in A; andHfH = || fiall

)

e (x5 <oo del;}

727 _ 5%700 d 2 2
= R X Wy = AR,y < )
'L

We will measure the S. <1 part of our solutions in X 5’5’00; in addition to
that we will measure it in a space whose construction goes as follows.
We define the following lattice in the plane 7 = 0:
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e e g Tk
_—{5—(r,9).r—n,9—2n

= is like a lattice in polar coordinates. It has the properties that the
distance between any two points is at least 1 and that for every n € R?
there is a & € = such that [£ — n| < 1. For each £ € = we build a non-
negative function ¢¢ to be a smooth approximation of the characteristic
function of the cube of size 1 in R? centered at ¢ and satisfying the natural
partition property:

, n, k positive integers}

(14) > ge=1

e

We can easily impose uniforms bounds on the derivatives of the system
(¢5)£65. For each & € = we define:

fe=d¢xf and fe<i=d¢xf <1

The convolution above is performed only with respect to the z variable.
The support of fg,gl is a almost a parallelepiped having the center (¢, £2) € P
and sizes: =~ |{| in the 7 direction and 1 in the other two directions (normal
to P and the completing third one).

We can also build a system of non-negative functions (55 satisfying:

- P¢ e = d¢ and Y P < C

- the support of ¢ is contained in the set {n: |n — &| < 2}

- the system (¢¢)ecz has uniform bounds on the derivatives.

For technical purposes we need the following construction. For n positive
integer define Z,, = {{ € Z: [¢| = n} and then :

fo<i= Y fe<i

EEE,

The next concern is how to measure fe<;. We denote by (Q™),,cz2
the standard partition of R? in cubes of size 1; i.e. Q™ is centered at
m = (my,mg) € Z2, has its sides parallel to the standard coordinate axis
and has size 1. For each £ € Z, m € Z? and | € Z we define the tubes:

Tgm’l = Upeii41)(Q™ — 2t€) x {t} =

{(x = 2t&,y — 2t&,t) : (w,y) € Q™ and t € [I,1 + 1]}
Then, for each £ € E, we define the space Y; by the following norm:

2 2
HfHY5 - Z HfHLtooL%(Tgmvl)

(m,l)eZ?
We have f = 2565 f¢ and then we define the space Y* by the norm:
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A1 = D (% IIfel 3,

==
For technical reasons we need also:

={fe Y'Y, f supported in A}

Yi<a={f € Yo;f supported in A; <4}

the last one being defined for any d € I; with d < 1.

We localize our solutions in time. If we come with a frequency localization
on the top of this we are left with decay in time of our solutions. For this
we define YgN and Y5 by the norms:

[1fllyzr =11E" flly;  and HfH?/s,N=Z<$>25Hsz§£N

{e=

To bring everything together, define Z5% to be

N={fes :Ifxullpgn + I llyon +If.<1]

with the obvious norm. Our spaces are going to be equipped with some
additional structure, namely a bit of spherical symmetry and some decay.
Recalling the definitions in (6), (7) and (8), we are going to measure our
solution in DRZ".

So far we have built the spaces suitable for the solution of (1). We need
also a space for the right hand side of the equation, see Theorem 2.

We can easily define X =301 by simply replacing % with —% in the defi-
nition of X*2'!. Then we define Y? by:

1115 = Z(Q%Hfs\@év

{e=

o b < 00}

where ygV is defined as follows:

1By = 32 IO FIE 1y

(m,l)ez3
Notice that (V¢)* = Yg since we will use this later for duality purposes
Back to the right hand side of (9), we need f. > to be in X*~ o , but we

do not need f. <1 to be both in Y*% and X*~ 21 in order to recover the VA
structure for x[o;ju. This is why we introduce W N defined by the norm:

S lbwewy = mf{][ f1llys.n + HszXS s =h+f)
We measure the right hand side of (9) in
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W2 ={f € 5" [|f. <1lliyss + -2l _y 0 <00}

Besides X** we need the conjugate X*° which is defined as follows:

X ={f e S {(&n) (r+ &) f e L}

We can define all the other elements the same way as above by simply
placing a bar on each space and operator, while replacing everywhere |7 — £2|
with |7+ &2| and P with P = {(&,7) : 7+ &2 = 0}.

We have the following important fact:

feX— feXxsb

and the obvious correspondents for the variants of X 3 we work with. In
addition the dual of X*? is:

(Xs,b)* — X—s,—b

4. THE LINEAR ESTIMATES

This section is dedicated to proving the result in Theorem 2. As expected
from the statement we have to prove the following two Propositions.

Proposition 1. The solution of the homogeneous equation satisfies:

itA
(15) HX[O,I]eZt gHDRZS’NﬁCt’DRH; < CnllgllprEs

Proposition 2. The solution of (13) satisfies:

(16) IIxp,ywllprzs Ve, pRE: < ONI|fllDRWS

It is well-known that the Schrodinger equation is invariant under rota-
tions, therefore it is enough to prove the results in the two Proposition
without rotations. As about conserving the decay, we leave this problem
for the end of the section. Therefore we first prove Propositions 1 and 2
without involving the RD structure.

The following result brings some important informations about the struc-
ture of the spaces we work with and will be very useful for the rest of the
section.

Lemma 1. The spaces we involve have the following properties:

a) X521 € O HS

b) f S Xs’%’l = X[O,l}f S XS’%’l

) Y0 C X032 gnd X02! C YO

d) feY®=xpyf € YsN VN

e) feysN = fi<1€ YN and, more generally, for any d € I; we have
fi € ysN = f,’éd e ysN,
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Proof. a) and b) are standard result, see for instance [Ta2].

c) Let us fix 4, d € I; and £ € Z,|¢| =~ 2°. Let us denote by <l~5§7d = qz~5§ i d-
We have (f¢)ia = fe * ¢e.a- One can show (see part e)) that ¢ 4 is highly
concentrated in 7, 50 O'in the following sense:

IDeiBeallz < Ov{(m, D)V ideallzz ~ Cv((m. )~ (2'd)

This allows us to conclude that:

1(fe)iallFs <> X fe * Pealli» <D Xy fe Pealltzpee <
m,l m,l

X . l
> HXTganﬁ"%ngH%,dH%Z ~ (2'd)2 || fe| 3,
m,l
Summing up with respect to the £ € =, |¢] ~ 2! gives us:

i 1
I fi,all2 < (2°d) || fillyo
which is enough to conclude )° C X 0.—50 By duality we obtain X 031
Yo,

d) We observe that (x[o,1)f)¢ = Xjo1)fe- Since fe € Yg, then it follows
immediately that tV X[0,1]f¢ € Y for any N. Summing this up with respect
to £ € = gives us the claim. ‘ . .

e) We fix i, d € I; and & € E, || = 2' and denote by ¢¢<a = ¢ - @i <a-
We observe that (fe)i<a = fe * QNS&Sd. ¢¢,<q is a smooth approximation of
the characteristic function of the set {(n,7) : |n — & < 3, |7 — €% < 2'd}
which, geometrically, is approximately a parallelepiped. Then gzggéd is highly
localized in a subset of Tfo’o, namely Useo,(2ig)-1(Q" — 2t€) x {t} the dual
parallelepiped. In the particular setup that d = 27%, we can quantify this
high localization as follows:

||¢;§,§2*i||L2(T§m'l) < CN((m,l)>_N||<l~5§,§2*i||L2 = CN((m,l)>_N||<l~5§,§2*i||L2

In the general case we should construct a new family of tubes by splitting
each Tfm bin 2id subtubes, by splitting the time interval in equal intervals,
and then have a similar estimate on these tubes. We skip this formalization,
since it does not bring anything illuminating and requires complicated no-

tations. One key observation, besides the fact that <;~5§75d is highly localized
in Ut€[07(2id)71}(Q0 — 2t€) x {t} is that:

b . _l P4 . _l ~
10, <all 21U, 0, 0101y (@ =200 x 121 < (27d) 2|0, <allL2 = (2°d) 72| d¢ <all 2 = 1

On behalf of all these facts, a straightforward argument gives us:
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||¢§§7§d| |L1(T£m'l) < ON((m, l)>_N
This allows us to estimate:

2

1 fe* be<allfe <D (D Xyt fe * XT:L’J"J;ESdHL;’OLg <

m,l \m/l’
3 ey felligrz = IR,
m,l

Summing up with respect to & € Z, [£] ~ 2¢ gives us the general result
fi.<a € Y. If for each i we take d = 1 we can sum up with respect to all
¢ € E and obtain f. <; € Y®. One can easily observe that the decay in time
structure is conserved in all the above computations, therefore we also get
fi,gd e Y*" and f.,gl e Yys,

O

4.1. Proof of Proposition 1. We denote by v = e?*?g. Tt is well known
that v € C;H$ and that x[o v € X** for any b, see for example [KePoVe5].
As a consequence X[g,1]v € XL,

The delicate part of the proof is to show that (xjo1v).<1 € Y. For this
purpose we decompose the initial data in the following way (see (14)):

922255*&@’”95) => > g

EEE m EEE m
Then we can write:

) T S

§eE fe2 m
where vt = eimgg”. We fix &€ = €9 € Z and recall the well-known energy
conservation for the homogeneous Schrodinger equation.

Lemma 2. For each £ and m we have:

(18) lvgs[|Leerz = [lggol| L2
X[O,l]vg(} has a phase-space concentration: it is highly concentrated in T, s

in space and in a neighborhood of size 1 around (&, &2) in frequency. The
next Lemma bellow prepares step by step the estimates necessary to prove
this claim. Before that we need to define P; ,(x,t,D), j =1,2 and m € Z,
to be the differential operators:

Pjym = xj —mj —i2tD,; with symbols pj;m, = z; —m; + 2t&;
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Lemma 3. i0; — A commutes with both P;,(x,t,D), j=1,2.
For each m € Z and j = 1,2 we have the estimates:

(19) [Pl (.t D)vs || ez = || P (#,0, D) ggs | 2
(20) 1P} (2,0, D)ggi |2 < Cnllxgmgeol|L2

(21) (zj —m; + 2t§§'])nX[0,1}U2%HL§°L§ < CullxgmgeollL2
2) IoaeBlle ey < Conlm =) " Cullxgraelz

Proof. The fact that i0; — A commutes with both Pj,,(z,t, D), j=1,2 can be

verified by direct computation. As a consequence P’ mUg, 18 also a solution

of the homogeneous equation and then the energy conservatlon gives us (19).
In order to prove (20) we start with:

P} (2,0, D)ggs = (x5 — m;)" deo (D) (x@mgeo)
Standard calculus gives us:

nJ _ g aqufo k
(zj —mj)"peo(D) = gk (D)(xj —my)
- ;
A simple computation shows that || 8%0 [l g < C. In addition we have

that |z; —m| < 2 in the support of xgm. Therefore we can conclude that
for all k’s in the above sum we have:

ok
This is enough to justify the claim of (20). Next we expand:

(D)(zj — m;j)* xgmgeo)llz2 < Ckllxgmgeol| 2

(aj — mj + 20€7)" = (w; —my — 2Dy, + (12tDa + 2t87))" =

D> CapyPiulx,t, D)(i2tDy, + 2t€0)%t
a+p+y<n
We took into account that the commutator [Pf (x,t, D), i2tDy; + 2t£JO»)]
has symbol C - ¢, for some constant C which can be explicitly computed.
We make two observations: in the support of 075 we have €9 — &1] < 1 and
12tX[0,1] < 2. Then using (19) and (20) gives us (21).
The proof of (22) is a direct consequence of (21).
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We continue now with the proof of Proposition 1. Recalling (17) we
estimate:

2 _ 2
||X[0,1]U§0||Y = Z ||X[0’1]U50||L§°L3(Tg3"°)

m

2
<Y (Z !\X[o,u“é%”LgOLa(Tgﬁ'”))
2
<> (Z Cpm — m’>‘"Hx@mngHL2>

2 - 2
<CRY Y (m—m') " [xgrgeol |72
m/ m
<> lIxgmgeolliz < C2llgeoll7
m
In the above computations we used twice the inequality:

Z(m -m/)™" < C

m

which is true as long as n > 3. At the level of Y* the above estimate
becomes ||x[o 1veollys < ||geo||mrs. Summing up with respect to £ € =
gives us ||x(o,17v|lvs < |lg]|lgs. Notice also that we get for free the estimate
lIX[0,110]ly s> < [|gllms, see part d, Lemma 1.

From part e) of Lemma 1 we can conclude ||(x[o11v).<1llysn5 < [|g]|#s

4.2. Proof of Proposition 2.
The claim is that if f € W?* then x| yw € Z5NNCyHS. We rewrite (13):

iw, — Aw=fs1+f<a=Ffs1+f +f°

where f1 € X~ 21 and f2 € Y5. We decompose more:
iwp—Aw=fo1+) fiooit) fios+f
J J

The solution of (13) can be written:

w=w' 4w+ w — Py

where w!, w?, w3 are given by:

(23) (1= €)' = fo1+ ) flooms
j
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(10 = D)w? =D fjrs
j

(24)
w?(x,0) =0
(10 — A)w?® = f3
(25) { w(x,0) =0

The correction factor e”“v is present since the solution of (23) does not

necessarily come with zero initial data. But we prove that it corresponds to
an initial data in v € H® and this justifies our correction.
We will focus on showing the following properties:

(26) wl,X[0,11w2 e x*2! and X[071}w3 € 755N C([-1,2] : HY)

If we assume for the moment the properties (26), we can prove the result

of the Proposition 2.
Proof of Proposition 2. From part a) and b) of Lemma 1 we can conclude
that X[071}w1,X[0,1]w2 € C([-1,2] : H?), therefore X[O,l](wl +w? +w?) €
C([-1,2] : H®). Thus (w! + w? + w?)(0) = v € H® which implies w =
w' + w? + w? — Py is the solution of (13). Since v € H?, we can use the
result in Proposition 1 to obtain X[Ql}e’mv € Z°NC0([-1,2] : H?).

Part b) of Lemma 1 gives us that X[Oﬂwl e x5! and part e) implies
(X[O,l]wl + X[071}w2).7§1 S Xs’%’l C Xs’%’oo and (X[OJ}ZUI + X[0,1]w2)~,21 S
X2l

From Lemma 1, part c), X[O,l]wl + X[O,l]wz € X521 C Y* and using part
d) we obtain that X[071}w1 + X[071}w2 € X531 € Y5, In the end we invoke
part e) of the same Lemma to conclude with (X[O,l]wl + X[071}w2).7§1 AL

O

We continue with the proof of the claims in (26).

wl € X3l
The equation (23) can be written in the form:

. 1 ; ;
wy = T——§2(f"21 + ijl,zrj)
J
and the right hand side is localized in a region where |7 — £2| > 1, therefore:
1 1
||w HXS,%,I <|[fi>1+ Z fj’22*jHXs,f%,1
J

1
X[O’l]w2 e XS,§,1
We write w? = 3 j w]z, where w]z solves the equation:
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(27) { (10, = A)wf = fj <os

w?(x,0) =0

for each j. The standard energy estimate gives us:

Ixowillze < IIfj<o-illiirzoroxmey < If;<oillL

is localized in A; <5-;, hence g

; is localized in Aj7§27j. The cut

i1
Fi<o-s
in time spreads the support, but x[g 1] w]z is highly localized in A; <9-;:

HN-
- “X[o,1
(28) IXje2+ke24hrrXiows (& )|z < On(k NZH e L ] w? |2

where x(¢24 1 ¢2441) IS @ sSmooth approximation of the characteristic function
of the interval [¢2 + k,&2 + k + 1] (in the 7 variable) and 12)?’0‘ = (1 —
& 2)0‘12)]2- (&, 7). This estimate can be proved by using the commutator identity:

. N\ N X0, o
(10 — fz)NX[o,l]w? = Z <a> W_L](Wt - &%) ’wjz'
We denote by ija = (1 — &)~ Ajl(f,T). Since |7 — ¢2| < 1 in the support

of fjl <o-j it follows that

N X0, 2.0
= w; e

N —a Wi Hf] co-illLirz(c1,2xre) < Hfjl,gg—jHH

We have all ingredients to claim that X[o,1]w2 e x 2L,

X[0,1]w3 € Z°NC([-1,2] : H?).
We decompose the inhomogeneous term in the following way (see (14)):

=2 > S lgmf)=3 X

£E€E (m,l)ezs EEE (m,l)ez3

The solution of (24) can be written as:

(29) w?’:z Z wgn’l

£€E (m,l)eZ3

where for each ¢0 € E, wg’l satisfies the equation

(30) {(iat_A) S

o' (@,0) =0
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We want estimates for X[Ol}w?’, hence we want estimates for X[O’l]wg’l.
Since f;g g essentially supported in the time interval [I,1 + 1] it follows

that X[o,l]wgﬁ’l =0 for [ # 0,+£1. Therefore, all the estimates bellow are for
[=0,%1
For the solution of (30) we have the standard energy estimate:

1 1
(31) e ez < £ o

From this point on the argument follows the same steps as the one for the
homogeneous equation. The only difference is that we work with Pj,,(z,t, D)
instead of Pj,(x,0,D).

We list a sequence of results whose proofs can be derived in a similar way
as their correspondent in the homogeneous case.

Lemma 4. For eachm € Z, 1 =0,%+1 and j = 1,2 we have the estimates:

32) PPt D)wis e r2 < ON|IPT (2,8, D) £ || 111
(33) 1Pfm(a:t D)5 lyn < Cullxgpe féolluyzs

(34) [(z; —m; + 2t§?)nX[o,1]w23’lHL§°Lg < ConngvlngHL%L%
35 Il gz py iy < Cnlm =) lixgmye féllzy oz
(36) X, ywgollyn < Cull féo]lym

Using (36) and performing the summation with respect to & € Z im-
plies that ||x[o,1w?||ysn < Cp||f?||ysn. Part e) of Lemma 26 gives us that

(xp,gw?). <1llyen < Ixpw?|lysn < Cull £]|ysn.
The solution of (30) has a better property, namely:

N/ N/
(37) i lerz < 17 1 o
Going through the same machinery as in Lemma 4 gives us X[071}w3 €
C H3.
We can also write w? = 3 y w;’ where

. 3 _ r3
(38) { (10 — Ayw? = f;

w;’(x, 0)=0

For fixed d € I;, d > 277 we have 12);’7d = (r—¢2)7! Aﬁd, hence:
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3 3 3 3
ledall oy < D2l ooy SHE o e < 1311
In the last estimate we have used part c) of Lemma 1 and the fact that
both f3 and w? are localized at distance less than 1 from P. This was

important since X% has an improved weight, i.e. ((,7))%, over Y*, i.e.
(€)%, and this makes a difference away from P. Hence we can claim:

0?55 ill oo < NFF e

For d = 277 we have:

X072 <o-sllz2 < Ixpoywdllze + [1x(o,yw2 spsllz2 <

Ixpoywsllyo + 11w] o511z < [1f7 o + 10F 501l o 300 < (15 llyo

. ~3
Since W} _,_;

highly concentrated in [—1,1] a similar argument to the one in X[0,1]w2 €

is concentrated in a region where |7 — ¢2| < 1 and X[0,1] 18

X3l gives us that actually:

||X[O,l}w?,§27j||Xs,%,1 < ||f]3||y5

3

so-i)>1 € X371 We know that

We are left with proving that (xo1jw

3 '3 ~3
Wi,y € X22® and @ S,
The key idea is that (1) is highly localized in [-1,1]. To formalize a bit,

if we denote by hy(T) = h(T) - X[k—%,k+%](7—) (here Xik—L ket d] is a smooth

is supported at distance less than 1 from P.

approximation of the characteristic function of the interval [k — %,k + 3])
we have:

(o1 * hidwllz2 < Cn (ke — k)N ||| 2

Applying this to he = 12)5.’722,]» (€,-), for each & with |¢] ~ 27, it is a matter

of algebraic computations to obtain:
100,095 5021l o n S 1] 5051l g o < (L5 e

4.3. Conservation of decay.

In this section we complete the proof of (15) and (16) in the sense that
we add the decay structure. The decay we use is scaled properly for the
Schrodinger equation and this is why, in principle, it should be easily con-
served.

Before we start we need to introduce some new localization operators.
For each k£ € N we define the lattice:
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(39) Ek:{gz(n2_k,9):9:g%;neN,leZ}

and for each ¢ € ZF we build the corresponding (b]g to be a smooth approxi-
mation of the characteristic function of the cube centered at £ and with sizes
27%. We also assume that the system (¢Ig)§eak forms a partition of unity in

R2. For every & € ZF we define:

F(SEf) = ok
For each k we define Z%* C Z* to be the subset of those & with |¢| ~ 2F
and such that we have:

> D ekt

k ¢e=kx

For each | € Z we can easily construct a function Xji— 1) to be a smooth

141

27 2

approximation of the characteristic function of the interval [ — %, I+ %] and

such that the system (X[l— 141 ])leZ form a partition of unity in R. For any
27 2

¢ € =F with |¢] < 28! we consider those | € Z with the property |(&,1)| ~ 2¥
and define the operators:

F(Teaf)(€7) = fer = dp_s 1oy (M)SEE)F(€,7)
This is one example when we localize in a linear way with respect to the
size of 7 — €2 rather than a dyadic way, as commented in the section 2.
The main result of this section which will help us to prove the conservation
of decay is the following:

Proposition 3. a) We have the approzimation:

(40)
DI Y DR AN el

X 3nysN L . .
i geziv Il (€,])|~20

Tr 1
3 220l [Tyt fe ]2
2 ©
1

1
b) The result in a) holds true if we replace X53 AYSN with Xf’>21 N
5,3,00 N -
X2 NY.

We did not write down the result claimed in part b) because of its com-
plicated formulation. The constant in the =~ relation depends on pu, but we
choose to ignore it. u is present only for technical reasons and it does not
affect the computations with more than a C),. This is why we keep track of
it only when we do symbolic calculus and discard it later on.
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The result of Proposition 3 are of commutator type. The norm of Df in
X2 NYSN is:

ST DT (& U =D elli + D 22D e <allzon

i geTix 1€Z:|(€,1)|~20 ¢eE

The above result claims that we can commute D with the localization T¢
and keep the same weights even if (D f¢;) does not have the same support
as fg,l; in fact F(Dfe;) is not even compactly supported. The reason this
works is that F (D f¢ ;) is mainly localized in the support of T ; and decreases
rapidly outside this support.

Another fact which is implicit in the statement of Proposition 3 is that if f

is localized at frequency 2¢ then Df can be seen as (2—€>%+E f; in other words
we can freeze the frequency part of the symbol of D and see the symbol as
a multiplier.

We now turn to the proof of Proposition 3. We deal with a commutator
problem. The symbol of D is d(z,&,7) = (1 + #g)i% commutes with
frequency localizations in 7. Hence we can ignore the time component of
the problem for a while and consider 7 as a parameter in the expression of
the symbols bellow.

We have to recall some basics of the theory of the hypoelliptic operators as
developed, for instance, in [H6]. An symbol p(z,§) is said to be hypoelliptic

if it satisfies the following condition:

(41) 0805 p(,€)| < Caplp(z, E)(€) 71, |¢] = C

for some C. The operator pseudo-differential operator P(x, D) with symbol
p(x,€) is invertible in the sense that there is P~!(x, D) with the properties:

PP l'=T+R P'P=T1+R,

where Ry, Ry are of order —co. In addition the symbol ¢(z,¢) of P~1(z, D)
satisfies:

(42) 10805 a(x,€)| < Caplp(z,€)[7H€)1, J¢) > C

d(x,&,7) is hypoelliptic. Moreover we added the constant p >> 1 with
a sole purpose: to be able to take C' = 0 in (41). If we denote by e(z,&, 7)
the symbol of D=1 (defined up to an operator of order —oc), e(z, &, 7) has
bounds of type (42) where p(z,§) is replaced by d(z,&, 7).

We can prove our first result:

Lemma 5. We have the estimate:
2

x l,¢ T, 1
(43) D fillr2 = [I{ VA2 fill 2 & CMII(§>2+€J2‘|IL2

M+221
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Proof. The second estimate is obvious, hence we have to deal only with the
first one. We first prove the inequality:

$2 l+£
[[Dfillr2 < ||<,u+22i>4 2 fill 2
If we denote by h = <“f;i>%+%fi we observe that f; = qbi(D)(“f—;i)_i_%h,

so we have to show that:

z? _1l_¢
||D¢i(D)(m> 72 h[g2 < |A]] 2
It is enough to show that the composition D(bi(D)(uf—;J_%_% is in the

standard class \If(io. The symbol of D¢;(D) is d(x, &, 7)-¢; (£, T) and satisfies:

2

m>%+%<5>_‘a|

0805 (d(x,&,7) - $i(€, 7)) < Cap
(ujf—;ﬁ_%_% is obviously a hipoelliptic operator and this is enough to

invoke the standard theory for composition of pseudo-differential operators
2

to obtain that DqSi(D)(#)_i_% is in the standard class \If(io.

We are left with the second inequality:

:1;2 l+§
IDfillL2 = ||<u+22">4 2 fill 2

If we denote by h = Df; we observe that f; = ¢;(D)D~1h, so we have to
show that:

1’2

1, e _
m>4+2¢i(D)D |2 < ||h]| 2

(44) 1K

The symbol q(z,&,7) of the operator ¢;(D)D~! has an asymptotical ex-
pansion of type:

o,67) = 37 106 6u(6, Tl €,7)

67

The bounds on its derivatives which are of type:

z? _l_ e, =
m> 75 (g) I

Here we have used the bounds we have for e(x, &, 7) from the standard
theory. Again this is enough to conclude that <“f;i>%+%¢i(D)D_l IS ‘I'?,o
and then conclude that (44) is true.

O
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Lemma 6. If f is localized at frequency 2° and &, € Z¢, |€,] < 2%, we have
the following estimates:

(45) 1S, DSe. fllr2 < On(2'1€5 — Eal) ™™ IDSe, fll 12

(46) IDSg, D" Se. fll2 < On(271€5 — &al) ™ |ISe. £l 2
Proof. We start with proving (45) for N = 1. We have:

(47)  (Day = &)DSef = D(Day — £4)Se, f + [Day — &4, D)Se, f
We deal separately with each term on the right hand side of (47). The
standard calculus gives us that the symbol of [D,, — &L, D] is:

2

.0 . 2 x
7"(:17,5,’7’) ——Z%d(l‘,gﬂ') __ZM+|T|+£2(1+M+|T|+£2

r(x,&, 1) is hypoelliptic of one class smoother than d(z,£,7) in the fol-
lowing sense:

080 (@,€,7)| < Cagld(, &) (Vi + 7] + €)1l

Then emulating a similar argument as in the proof of (43) we obtain:

) ld(w, €, 7)

72
i + 9221

For the second term on the right hand side of (47) we want to prove a
similar estimate:

i lie —i
(48)  [[[Da, = &a, D)Se, fllzz < 277 Y1728, fIl = 27 ||DS, /1]

(49) ID(Dzy — €5)Se. fllze < 27'([DSe, fll 12

The underlying idea is that in the support of S¢, we have that |¢ g <
27¢ (¢r — ¢! is the symbol of D, — £1). We need an argument just a bit
more subtle. Let (Q™),,cz2 be a system of of cubes centered at (2¢ + p)m
and of sizes 2° + p which form a partition of R%. Let also xqQr to be a
smooth approximation of the characteristic function of Q" and such that

m > forms a partition of unity in R?. We decompose:
XQZ meZ y

Se.f =D xqrSe.f

meZ?
If S’ga is a localizing operator similar to S¢, in the sense that gfa Se, = Se
and the support of Sg, is a cube of size 2 x 27 centered at &,, then:

[e3

(Dar = &a)Senf = X D XqpeSea(Dar = Ea)xapSeuf

m/ €72 meZ?
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gfa (€' — &l) is localized on a scale 27¢ x 2% which is greater or equal
than the dual scale produced by localizations corresponding to xgm. Hence
a standard argument gives us:

||XQZm"§£a(DI1 - gi)xQ?LSEafHL? <

On (m—m')~"||Se, (D, —~Ea)xQp Seo fll 12 < On2™ (m—m') " |Ix@r Se, fll 12

In the last line we have use the above observation that ||Se, (Dy, —
EVR|| 2 < 27 |h||f2. We can continue with:

T 1.,
HD(Dm - gé)sfaf"%ﬂ ~ H(M + 22’>2+ (D:m - Sé)sﬁaf”%z

Ay ('Y %X g S, (Da, — &)Y xerSe. I3

m/ €72

2

< Do )Y ove T m - m) TV Ixgp Se, fll 12

m!€Z? meZ?
<CR272 Y Y (m) T m =) P g Se, f1172
m/ €72 meZ?
<CR27H Y0 D (m) P m = )N [xom Se, £117
meZ2 m/ €72
<CR27 Y (m) P Ixgn Se, fI72 & CR27¥||DSe, /1172
meZ?

This finishes the proof of (49). From (47),(48) and (49) we obtain:

1(Day = €)DSe, fll2 < 27 |DSe, f1[ 2

In a similar manner we obtain a similar estimate when D,, —&} is replaced
by D, — £2 and these two estimates together are enough to justify (45) in
the case N = 1. The argument for general N follows in a similar manner.

Now we turn our attention to proving (46). The proof is similar in spirit
to the argument for (45), just that it involves more computations. This is
why we outline only the main steps. Let us assume that |{s] &~ |&,| &~ 2.
We decompose:

DS DS = D > DSeaxay, P~ SixarSe.
meZ2 meZ?
The hard part of the argument is to prove that:

1DSesxon D~ Sixqr Sen fllL2 < On(2'1€p—Eal) ™™ (m—m) =N |xqp Se. £l L2
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This can be achieved by using the results (and the arguments used in their
proofs) in (43) and (45). Then we can put the above estimates together and
sum them up to obtain (46). A similar approach would give the estimate in

the case |£5] = |€q .
U

We prove in detail an easier variant of (40) in the sense that we evaluate
all terms in X*3:

Lemma 7. We have:

(50) AR~ D D Y (&)= el

i geghr IeZ:(§,0)]~2

Proof. We have the decomposition:

Df=>.2> > Dl

i cemir 1eZ:|(€,])|~20
A direct consequence of (45) is that:

(D fe)nkllze < OnCENE D) — (. B))™NID feall 2
and this is enough to justify:

(LIS DI DI SR () R SN East 31>

i EEEL IEL:|(&,0)|~2!

If we write Df = g, the reverse inequality is equivalent to:

DD D G -aNDOD  g)elliz < llgll .

i geThr IeZ:|(,1)| 20

This can be easily deduced from:

ID(D~ gnn)eallzz < ON(ENE D = (0, )D) llgnall 2
which is a direct consequence of (46)
U

Proof of Proposition 3. It can be easily seen that in the argument for (50)

we can replace X®7 with XS ’2’ N X<’f’

In addition to what has been done so far, we need only to embed the Y
structure in the computations. We need results similar to (45) and (46).
For instance, the equivalent of (45) is:

(51) (D fe<t)n<illy < COn(E—n)"N|[Dfe<ally
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We can copy verbatim the argument we provided for the proof of (45) with
replacing L? with L¥°L2 and work on localized tubes in the physical space.
Just that in this way we end up measuring (Dfe <1)n<1 in L?"L%(Tff“l),
instead of measuring it in L{°L2(T, . .

One the other hand, we see a difference between the system (77" ’l)(m,l)eZS
and its associated norm and the system (Tgn ’l)(m,l)ez3 and its associated
norm only if |¢ —n| > 1. From the projected gain of a factor (¢ — 7)™V we
can easily spare a factor of (¢ —1)~! to make this transition.

Notice that the factor (¢ —n)~" was (|¢](€ —n))~ in the context of (45).
The reason is that in the proof of (45) we deal with L? theory while now we
deal with L>°L? functions. The spared factors of |¢ |_% is enough to make
the transition between L{°L2 and Lfc,t. We leave out the rest of the details

of the proof.
O

Proof of (15) and (16) with decay. 1f we wanted to provide a complete proof
of how decay is preserved in (15) and (16) we should rewrite many of the
computations we made for the proofs without decay. We choose instead to
outline only the main steps and leave the computations aside.

Step 1. If & € =* and [y € Z such that |lg — &3| > 1, then:

Qf)ﬁo,lo & 7)= ff(;_»lﬂ_(i’zT)

fiogé ) where QNSSOJ is a smooth approximation

of the characteristic function of the support of the operator Tt ;, and ffo,lo .

Therefore we, 1, = feg10*F

<;~5§0,l = fﬁo,lo for any f. A simple computation shows that f‘l(m) is

T—&2
concentrated in a cube of sizes (§) x (£) x 1 around the origin and that

| F~Y( Yt NIzt < Jlo — €371, This is enough to justify that:

T—£2

-1
HDM&JOHLZ < ‘lO - 50‘ prﬁo,loHLz
Using the results from Proposition 3 we can get the conservation of decay
1
at the X*2 level.

Step 2. In dealing with the Y% structure we notice that the weights
coming from the decay we impose are constant on the tubes T, €m !, Then
it is a routine exercise to show that they can be easily absorbed in the
computations in the proofs of Propositions (15) and (16).

Step 8. Last thing to prove is that the homogeneous equation preserves
1
the decay condition in X*2°'. This is not that straightforward since when

we argued about the X 531 gtructure without decay, we did not involve any
space decomposition. This time this should be done in the same spirit with
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the decomposition used for proving the YV structure for the homogeneous
equation. The localizations in the physical space do not have to be at the
level of Tgm ’l, but rather at the level of Q™ x [I,1 + 1] on which the decay is
like a constant. Then we go on and argue in a similar manner as before.

O

The last result we provide in this section is a Lemma which will be useful
in proving the conservation of decay in the bilinear estimates. For any j € Z,

2
let us denote by d;(z) = (1 + M‘f‘g%

D localized at frequency 2/. We have the result:

)i+% to be the weight corresponding to

Lemma 8. For any function f € L? we have:

(52) [diSiflL, < On2EDG+) N o=k | gq, £
€N

Proof. We write:
Ak Skf = dpSpd; ' dif = diSed; " Sid; f

We denote by h = d;f. In the same spirit of argument for (46) we can
prove the following:

| Sud; L Sihl| 2 < Cn 2D GH7 kN |
The factor 2= (5+2) appears here because we freeze the weights d; and
dj_1 unlike in (46). If ¢ = k, then it is almost like estimating Hdkdj_thLz

o . . _A(
and here it is obvious where the factor comes from, since % ~ 2=z te),
J
O

1
5. BILINEAR ESTIMATES IN RX®3!

The objective of this section is to obtain the bilinear estimates for B(u,v)
and B(u,?) in RX® ’%’1, where B is of type (11). We introduce the additional
bilinear form B(u,v) = u-v. If 4 is localized in A; we use the estimate
[[Vullzz < 2¢|ul|fe2- X*%21 are L2 like on dyadic pieces, hence if @ is
localized in A; and 9 is localized in A; we use the estimates:

(53)  [|B(u,)llx < Cllullxllollxr = 1B (u,v)llx < 274 Clful [x[[vllx~

(54)  [1B(u,0)llx < Cllullxllollxn = 1B (u,0)l|x < 27 Clful [x[[vllx~

Here X, X', X" are of type XsEsa (a € {1,2,00}). The constant C' may
depend on u,v, more exactly of their localizations. The key thing is once
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we have estimates for B, we obtain estimates for B by simply bringing in
the correction factor of 247,
If B were of type (12) the correction factor would be only 2/ and this
justifies why we can claim the estimates for bilinear estimates of type (12).
The main results we claim are listed in the following theorem.

Theorem 5. a) Assume that i < j. We have the bilinear estimate:

——
combr TSIl ol

(55)  [IBuv)ll

b) Assume that 5i < j. We have the following bilinear estimates:

.3 —s)i
66 Bl g B2l el
7,=227" ¢ 7,=227"
Both estimates (55) and (56) remain valid if B(u,v) is replaced by B(i,v)
or B(u,v).

The theorem tells us that at the dyadic level the spaces RX 31 with
1 < s are suitable for the bilinear estimates as long as j can be controlled
by a power of 2¢ . For instance the estimates are good as long as j < Ci.

If this does not happen, the second part of the Theorem tells us that
RX52! s still good enough to measure the high frequency at distance
greater than 27% from the parabola. This means we need additional infor-
mation close to P.

5.1. Basic Estimates.

We start with a simple result stating how two parabolas interact under
convolution. We need few technical definitions.

Throughout this section functions are defined on Fourier space (they
should be thought as Fourier transforms). This is why we use the stan-
dard coordinates (£,7). Also the operator Sg should be understood as
S = en(lél) - £(6,7)

For each ¢ € R denote by P. = {(£,7): 7 — &2 = ¢} and by P. = {(£,7) :
T+ &2 = ¢}. For simplicity P = Py and P = P,.

Denote by 0p, = 0,_¢2—_. the standard surface measure associated to the
parabola P.. With respect to this measure, the restriction of f : R? — C to
P. has norm:

|umm@=</uﬂag+@¢u4mw92

Throughout this section we make the following convention:

i if [i—j| <3 and i2j if |i—j|>4
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The estimates for the case 7 = j are generic for the case ¢ = j. Hence, we
will list or prove only the case ¢ = j since the other ones are similar and can
be proved the same way.

We want estimates for fép+*gdp restricted to P.. We assume f is localized
at 2¢ and ¢ at 2. We want to measure the part of the restriction of the
convolution which is localized at 202x(:7) We obtain a good result for the
those ¢ with |¢| < 21472 ie. at distance at most 2™ (:1)=2 from P, while
for the rest of the interaction we provide only a global L? estimate.

The next Proposition states the main ingredient for the bilinear estimates.

Proposition 4. a) Let f,g € RL?(P) or RL*(P) such that f is localized
at |€] =2 and g at |¢] ~27. If min (i,5) > 1 and |c| < 277772 we have

min (4,5)
(57) ||S§1ax(,~7j)(f5pl * gop2)|[L2(p) <27 2 ’ IRz ey llgll L2 P2y

where P', P2 € {P, P}, except for the case P, = Py = P.
b) Also we have the global estimate

(58) 1 f6p1 * gopellrz < 2™ @D £l 12 o1y lgll 2 (p2)
where P', P2 € {P, P}, except for the case P, = Py = P.

Remark. In the above Proposition we do not provide the ingredients for
high-high interactions with outcome at low frequencies (see the anax (Z.j)).

These type of estimates are going to be proved later using duality.

Proof. a) fop * gdp.

We make the choice ¢ < j. We have to prove two results according to the
case when we use rotations on the high or the low frequency.

We simplify also the arguments of f and g. For f € L?(P), instead of
using the full argument f(&,£2) we reduce it to f(£), where ¢ € R%2. We
can also use polar coordinates £ = (p,0) € (0,00) x [0,27) and denote by
f(p,0) = f(&). With these reductions we have:

111Bar = [ 10©OPVIT € = [ 110,00/ T+252pdpas

Because f is localized at |¢] ~ 2!, the domain of integration for the p vari-
able is (2¢71,21*1). We have a similar formula for g with the corresponding
observation about the domain of integration for the p variable.

We want to estimate the convolution of two measures, hence we need to
derive the formula which gives us the value of fd,_¢2 * gd._¢2 at (¢1, (2, (3)-
If h: R? — C is a smooth function which decays rapidly at oo, then from
the definition of convolution we have:

(f57:§2 * 957'252)]7“ =
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/ FEGmR(E + 0,6 +n?)V/1 +4€2/1 + dn2dédn =

/f(m, 01)g(p2, 02)h(p1 cos 01 + pa cos Ba, p1 sin 1 + pa sin s, pi + p3)

\/1 + 4p? \/1 + 4p3p1p2dprdpadb ds
If we write (f8,_¢2%90,_¢2)h = [1(¢)h(¢)d( this gives us fd,_¢2%gd,_¢2 =
[. Motivated by this, we introduce the change of variables p2(p1), 61(p1),02(p1) —
(417 C27 C3):

p1cos By + pacosby = (4
(59) p1sinfy + pasinfy = (o
P+ p3 =3
where p; is seen as a parameter. Computing the Jacobian of the transfor-
mation, we obtain d(1dC2d(s = 2p1p3|sin (61 — 02)|dpadfidfs, therefore:

(f57'2§2 * 957':§2)(<17 C2, (3) =

dp1
2 2
/f(pla 91)9(/027 62)\/1 + 4/)1\/1 t 4P2 2p2’ sin (91 - 62)‘

where pa(p1),01(p1), 02(p1) solve (59) with parameter p.

Since we evaluate the result on P,., we are interested in the points sat-
isfying (3 = ¢? + (3 + ¢. In polar coordinates, this condition becomes
2p1p2 cos (01 — 02) = —c. Then we have:

VIHApiVI+4p3 1+ 4pEV1+4p8

in(0 —62) ] :
p1p2|sin (61 — 62)] 2% — &

since |c| < 2772 and 2071 < py, 2771 < py . We obtain:

| fOr—e2 * g6,—¢2(C1, G2, (T + G5 + )| < /|f(,01,91)||9([)2792)|Pld,01

Next we estimate f&,_¢2 % g6,—¢2 in L*(P;). From (59) we can easily
derive that d(1d(o = padpodfs. Notice that the third equation in the system
gave us 2p;pg cos (61 — 02) = —c from where we can express ¢ in terms of
p1, P2, 02. Therefore we have:

1 f6r—e> * 90—¢2||72(p,)

2
</ ( 150001 |g<p2,92>|p1dp1> 1+ 4G + Q)dCudGy
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<2 ( [suwlrton60Pordor ) ( [ lo(oa, 0P ordcidain

A (/ S;lplf(p1,91)|2,01dp1> (/ 19(p2, 02)*4/1 +4,0§p2,01dp2dp1>
1

< 2‘i<j/sgp\f(pl,91ﬂ2 1%—4p%pldp1> <][H9H%zugp1dp1>
1

il )12 2
< 2Z||f||RL2||9||L2(P)
In the last line we have taken advantage of the rotations via the estimate:

/Sélp\f(Ph@l)P 1+ 4p3p1dpr < ||f|% 2
1

If we want to use the rotations on g, then we use the change of variables
(¢1,C2) — (p2,07) satisfying d(1d(s = padpadfy. We obtain:

|| fOr=e2 * 957:62”%2(&) <

2
/ ( / (o1, 00)] - |g<p2,92>|p1dp1> S A+ Q)dade <

2 (/!f(ﬂ1=91)\201dp1d91> </S;lp\9(/?2792)!2/?1/)265/)261/71) <
2
271172 (stgplg(pz,92ﬂz 1%-4p§p1p2dpzdp1> <
2

271 £11Z2(p </H9H32L2(P)pldpl> < 2| f11Z21191% 2 ()

fop*gop

We pursue the same argument we used for fdp * gdp.
The value of fd,__¢2 * g6, —¢2 at ((1,(2,(3) is given by:

(f5T=—§2 * 957_:§2)(<1, (2, C3) =

dp1
1+ 4p21/1 + 4p2
/f(p1,91)9(02’92)\/ + pl\/ T '02p2|sin(91—92)|

where pa(p1),01(p1),02(p1) solve the system with parameter p;:

p1cos By + pacosg, = (1
(60) p1sin by + pasing, = (o
—pi =G
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We want to evaluate the result on P, therefore we are interested in the
points satisfying (3 = ¢? + (2 + ¢. In polar coordinates, this condition
becomes 2p1py cos (61 — b2) = —c — 2p%. Since we localize the interaction at
27 we have p3 — p2 > 2%7=2, Then we can estimate:

VI+HApiV1+4p8 1+l 4408

p1p2|sin (61 — 62)] 2 9 (c+2p3)?
PPy — —7

From this point on we can continue like in the case of fd,_¢2 * go,_¢2.
b) We assume ¢ < j and we have to consider two cases.

Case 1: 1% )

Jop xgop

The strategy here is to prove an estimate of type:

(61) 1£0r=¢2 % g8r—g2 * hllLoe < 2|\ f|z2(p)llgll 2 () 0l 2
for any h € L?(R3?). We have:

(fOr=e2 * g0r—g2 * h)(21, 22, 23) =

/h(zl —& =,z — & o,z — & =0 F(€)g(m)V/1 + 42/ 1 + dn2dédn

where £ = (£1,&2),1 = (n1,m2). A direct use of Schwartz inequality gives us:

[(fOr=g2 * g0r—g2 % h)(21, 22, 23)| < (| fllz2(P)llgllL2(P)-

1

(/ W2 (21 — & — 1y 22 — 2 — 2, 23 — €2 — P)y/1 + 4€24/1 +4n2d§dn>2 <

1
i+J

2
251 A1l ol 2 ( [P -6 —mm &~z — € n2>dsdn>

We use the change of variables (&1,m1,m2) — ((1,(2,(3) given by the
system:

n—&-m=Q
(62) =& =0
3-8 -1"=C
This Jacobian of this transformation is %(771 — &)~ If we were to in-
tegrate over a region where |n;| > |12], then we would get | — &1| > 2772
(here it is important that ¢ < j — 3) which would lead us to:

1
7: 5
|(fOr=g2 * g0r—g2 x h)(21, 22, 23)| < 22||f|[12(p)ll9lL2(P) </ ||h||%2d£1> <
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2'([fllzzpyllgllz2 ey 1Rl 2
the last inequality being justified by the fact that we integrate over a region
where |¢| &~ 2¢.

The way to fix the proof is to split g = g1 + g2 where g1 is localized in a
region where |7;| > |n2| and g9 is localized in a region where |n| > |n1|. For
g1 we apply the above argument, while for go we use the change of variables
(&2,m1,m2) — (C1,(2,(3) given by the same system (62). The Jacobian is
given in this case by %(772 — &)1 and we can argue in the same way as
before.

By adding the results we obtain for g; and g2, we get (61).

The estimates for fép * gdp and fdp * gdp can be obtained in a similar
way.

Case 2: 1=

In this case we make use of the the Strichartz estimate:

I [ @) Daglye < Clall

In our case, f and g are localized at ~ 27, therefore the above inequality
gives us || F 1 (uép)|[zs < 2%||U||L2(P) and the similar one for v.

1769 * g0pll2 = ||F " (Fop) - F~ (abp)2 <

IFH(fop)pallF = (g0p) s < 20| f[ 2 (pyllallz2py
The Strichartz estimate is valid also for P, i.e. :

I [ al, =€)t dgl|a < Cllall e

therefore we get also the estimates involving ¢p.
O

We are interested in a general result for fdp1 * gdp2 restricted to a P,
where P!, P2 € {P., P.: c € R} . The result of Proposition 1 is true with a
simple modification on the condition imposed on ¢ : |c 4 ¢1 & o] < 20172,
If we work out the details of the proof, we can see the way the £ in this
condition are related to the + in P! = {74+¢2 = ¢;} and P? = {74+¢£2 = c»}.
On the other hand, when we will apply this result we will have the condition
lc £ ¢1 & o] < 201972 fulfilled for all choices of signs. Therefore we will not
be concerned about the sign connection.

Another observation is that we will not apply this result for the extreme

values for ¢’s. More exactly, if we deal with fdp, and f is localized at 2t
we always take |c1| < 2272, This guarantees that in the support of fop.,
we have |¢| ~ 2! and not only that |(£,7)| ~ 2°. When we dealt with dp we

have 7 = ¢2 therefore we had for free that |(&,7)] ~ /|7| = [¢].
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Proposition 5. Let f € RL?*(P.,) or RL?*(P.) and g € RL*(P.,) or
RL?(P.,) such that f is localized at 2!, g at 29 and min (i,5) > 1, |c1| <
2272 |cy| < 2272, Then all the results listed in Proposition 1 hold true with
the obvious adjustments. The adjustment for c is |c £ c1 & co| < 201772,

5.2. Bilinear estimates on dyadic regions.

We first derive the estimates in X%2. The advantages are that X 03 and

X%=3 are dual to each other and we do not carry s in all the computations.
For a bilinear estimate we use the notation:

X-Y—>2Z
which means that we seek for an estimate ||B(u, v)||z < C||u||x-||v||y. Here
the constant C' may depend on some variables, like the frequency where the
functions are localized.
Our function spaces involve rotations, therefore we need estimates of type:

RX -RY - RZ
R is a first-order differential operator, i.e. it satisfies

R(u-v) =Ru-v+u-Ruv
Therefore we have the implication:

(63) RX-Y—=2Z and X-RY - Z=RX -RY —+RZ

We also have:

(64) XY Z=>RX-RY >RZ

with the same constant in the estimate. We already saw in the Proposition
(1) that there are regimes where we do have estimates without the use of
rotations. These type of estimates are good for duality purposes. We do not
want to involve in duality factors of type RX 0.3,
A standard way of writing down each case looks like:
0 1

’2
Xi’dl XjadZ

1 1
O’E

0,—3 . .
_)Xj,d;?,z’ 'I/SJ_4

. 0,3 0,3 .
This means that for u € X, d21 and v € X p d22 we estimate the part of

B(u,v) (or B(u,v)) whose Fourier transform is supported in A; 4,. Formally
we estimate f‘l(XAjydg}"(B(u,v))). This is going to be the only kind of
“abuse” in notation which we make throughout the paper, i.e. considering
|B(u,v)[| .1 even if F(B(u,v)) is not supported in A;g4,. We choose to
x>
J,d3
do this so that we do not have to relocalize every time in A; 4,.
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Sometimes we prove estimates via duality:

XY—>Z=X-(Z)-Y)
Another simple property is the following:

XY Z2—X.Y—>Z

Proposition 6. For the operator B we have the following dyadic estimates:

(65) 1B W)l oy 2" ED[ull_ o ylloll oy
7 RXI?,d:;? z('),djl RX;),d?z

U mln(z,])
(66) 1B o g <2l ool oy
a3 a1 J,a2

where the parameters involved are restricted as follows:
-min (i,7) > 1
-i<j—b=d <272
Sj<i—b=dy <272
ci=g,jt1landk<j—5=dg <2F?2

Proof. We should make some commentaries about the statement above.
First we make the choice i < j. If ¢ < j — 2, then the result is localized at
frequency ~ 27. There is something to estimate only if k = j,j &+ 1.

It is only when i = j — 1,j that we have parts of the result at lower
frequencies and then we have to provide estimates for all £ < j + 1.

We first deal with the case when we measure the outcome at the high
frequency and then with the case when we have to measure the outcome at
lower frequencies (here i = j — 1, 7).

If we localize in a region where |¢| ~ 2¥, the parabolas P, make an angle of
~ 27 with the 7 axis, so we have the following relation between measures:

d¢dr ~ 27%dP.de
If d < 2073 then in A; 4 we have |¢| ~ 2. Therefore for | < i — 3:

2l+1
2 o oE(+9) “112
(67) Iy 25 [l
2
At this time we are ready to start the estimates.
0,2 0,2 0,—3
RX, 4 RX; 4 — RX, 4
Case 1: d; < 2¢3
Subcase 1.1: dy,d3 < 273
In this case we get [2/d3 — 2/dy — 2'dy| < 21+J=2 Therefore, if ¢ €
[27~1d3, 29 %1 d3] we can apply the result of Proposition 5 to evaluate
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6% 8|2 g/h /Iguaapbl w007, |12 mdbrdby <
/ 1 /122%||a||RL2<Pb12i>||@||Lz(pb22j>db1dbz <

1 1
23 </ (14629 1db1> [|ul| 3 (/ (14 bo27)~ ldb2> ||v|| ~
I Xi,d P j,d

1 2
25 full ozl
1
RX?’ydjl jvd2
Here we used the fact that [; ~ [%, 2d;] which gives us [(1+b12")71db; ~
27%. Same thing for the integral with respect to bo. (67) gives us:

20+1ds

~ . _ A i —24 2 2
1By~ @)™ [ a2 Tde < 2Bl R,
Juds c=27—1d3 i,dy Jrda
Notice that the Proposition 1 allows us to move the rotations on v in all

the computations above. Therefore we get also:

B(u,v 1 <277 |u 1]|v

[1B( )HXf,’d32 I ng,le I o4
The estimates for B are obtained by using the principle in (53).
Subcase 1.2: ds > 272 and dy < 2072
Making use to the global L? estimate for convolutions, see (58), gives us:

6+ 9] 2 g/ lidr, . * 96, , |l;2dbrdby
I JIs

21[al| 2, o0z, ,)dbidby < 27 HUH s 1Ivll o
/11 /12 ( b12l) ( ) 1d1 X;')»Ydjz
Next
~ . _l N N
1B(w, 0)l] oy ~ (27d3)"2[[0* Ol r2(a, ) < 27 || ol oy

j,ds3 7, dl ],d2

where we use the fact that dz > 2072,
Subcase 1.3: dy > 2072 and d3 < 2072
This estimate for this case can be deduced by duality from the estimate:

0.l _ol 0.1 0.1 1
P 2 0,— 2 72. 2 T2
Xi,d1 de3—>X @X deg—>X]d2

and it is important that we get thls estlmate without rotations since other-
wise we would not be able to use duahty The proof of the last estimate is

treated in ’R’,Xz d ’RXJ & ’R’,X0 Subcase 1.2.

1 Jda’
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Subcase 1.4: dy,d3 > 2772
In this case we use a much simpler argument. For reference we call this
the L' « L? — L? argument. It goes as follows:

. 3, 1 )
|l < 22%d7 ||af|2 < 2'[ul] o
i,dy
Then we continue with:

1B, )] o3 ~277[[@* 0|2
J,d3
277l - [[8]|2 < 27 [Jul| oy ll0]]
Jrdy Jrd2

gd3) S

Case 2: d; > 212
We have to deal only with the case ¢ > j — 5 is obtained by duality:

-0, 0,1 -1 0,1 0,1 1
72 9 9
Xj’dS-de2—>X @X -XJdQ—>XZd1

The last estimate is treated in the next group of estimates. It is important
that dp > 2’_2, since it is one of the cases when rotations are not needed.

0,2 0,—3

’R’,Xz vy RX 4, = RX, 4

Case 1: d; < 2¢3

Subcase 1.1: dy,d3 < 273

This case is totally similar to Subcase 1.1 in the first estimate because we
have all the necessary ingredients.

Subcase 1.2: d3 > 2772 and dy < 2972

Same situation, this case is similar to Subcase 1.2 in the first estimate.
Notice that the result is obtained without the use of rotations.

Subcase 1.3: dy > 272 and ds < 2072

This estimate for this case can be deduced by duality from the estimate:

_0.L 01 -1 0,1 0,2
2, 72 ) 72 72
Xid1 de3—>X <:>Xi7d1 deg—>X]d2

The last estimate was proved in ’RX P d1 ’RX > ’R,X ds ~3 , Subcase
1.2.

Subcase 1.4: dy,d3 > 2772

Use the L' x L? — L? argument.

Case 2: d; > 212

Notice that we Work in the hypothe81s 1 > j — 5. Then use duality to get

1 0 1
the estimate from X 'X ] d22 — X . This estimate can be easily treated
1’ 1 .
as if it were VX ’2 VX b XZ d12v since d; > 272, The conjugate of
this estimate has been treated before.

_0,1 0,—1
2 T2
Rde1 RX; 4 = RX; 4,
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This estlmate can be proved gomg through the same steps as for the

estimate RX s d1 RX ’2 RX . The underlying idea is that Proposition
4 provides the estlmates for f5 P >x< 95 p too and this is what we need here.

High - High interactions with output at low frequencies
0,—1
’R,X CRXY e = RX; 4,°

Conjugation and duality give us:

1 _1
X7 REVE o X0 o x0T RXDE o X0 o x0T XD XY
7 ) 07 ) ) ) 07_1
RXVZXVE 5 X002 5 RXVE-X02 o X007 5 RXV2 X025 X0 2

and this is enough to justify the estimate.
With one exception though: i > j — 5 and dg > 2=2. This exception is
treated in the next two cases.
Case 1: di,dy < 272
The argument is similar to Subcase 1.2 in the previous estimates.
Making use of (58) we obtain:

1B(u, )2 < /I /1 lid, . 90, l|adbidby <

/]1 /I2 2]||'EL||L2(Pb12j)||’[)||L2(p )dbldbg < ||u||X0 1 ||U||

Jdl -77 2
Next
~ . _l ~
1B, 0)l| oy = (2%)72(|B(u,0)llL2(a, ) < 277l o, p vl o
i,d3 Jdl dz

where we use the fact that dg > 202 > 277,

Case 2: max (dy,ds) > 2772

This case is similar to Subcase 1.4 in the previous estimates and uses the
trivial L' « L? — L? argument. We skip the rest of the details.

Notice that in both cases we did not make use of rotations.

_1
RX)Z -RX)E — RXyp?

In the same way as above, duality gives us the estimates as claimed in
the Theorem, except for the case: i > j — 5 and dz > 2°=2 | The exception

is treated as in the Case 1 and Case 2 above.
O

Proposition 6 has some restrictions on the parameters involved. Therefore
we have to deal with the cases left out.
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Proposition 7. a) Assume 1 <i < j—5 and d; > 21=2  Then we have the
following estimates on dyadic pieces:

1
0,5

i L
(68) 1B(u, 0}l oy <252 lull o3 110l

J.d3 i,dy RX

J,do

The same estimate holds true if B(u,v) is replaced by B(u,v) or B(u,v).
Assume i = j,j £ 1 and d3 > 272, Then we have the estimates:

1

0
2

Xj’d2

.1
69 B(u, <93
(69) |B(u U)HRX;Sj;f <2 HUHRX%% loll ,
Both estimates hold true if B(u,v) is replaced by B(u,v) or B(u,v).
b) For any j,ds,ds we have:

(70) 1Bl oy < i2]ul

j,d3

yllvll oy

0,
RX, iy

The same estimate holds true if B(u,v) is replaced by B(u,v) or B(u,v).
We need to prepare the geometrical setup to approach Proposition 4.

Preparation

In what follows we work for a while with functions of two variables, the
idea being that we work on sections with 7 = constant.

We fix i < j—5and i < k < j. Recall the definition of =* from (39) and
the related entities. For each positive integer n we define:

e Z}

=k _ _ —k .0 — i
(71) En={{=02"0):0=5—

o 3

For every ¢ € ZF we define:

fE=¢t-f

and for fixed n we define:
k _ k
fi=2_ 1
é‘e:k

Because k is fixed we drop the upper index k from fgk and f¥ and write

only fe and f,.
We fix no &~ 2547 and ng ~ 2519, We want to estimate the term:

¢23( Z Gny * fry)

n1S22i+k—2

The result we expect to obtain is the following:
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Proposition 8. Assume that f,g € RL?*(R?). Then we have the estimate:

—ky- 1
(72)  lgnC D gm * fa)lle S 27+ RN gallmee || a2

n1§2i+k72

and also the estimate with R moved on the second factor on the right.

Geometry of interactions
In order to approach the above stated problem we decompose:

(Zsl;:bg( Z Iy * [ra) = Z Z Z (Zslrig(g&*fn)

n1§2i+k*2 n1§2i+k72 feEﬁl 7765512

The first thing we have to understand is under what conditions the quan-
tity (bfm (ge * fy) is nontrivial. In other words, under what condition between
56521 and n € =¥

ny We have that the support of gb’g * qﬁlg intersects the
support of qS’fLS.

Lemma 9. If « is the angle between £ € Elfll and n € E’fw then QS’fLS (ge * fn)

18 nontrivial iff

(73) 2(¢|Inl cos a + €2 € I(ng, n3, k)
where I1(na,n3, k) is an interval of length 272k+2n3 ~ 217k,

Proof. qb’g is supported in a cube centered at ¢ and of sizes 27% x 27, so
each ¢ in its support can be written as & = & + &, with |e;] < 27%. In a
similar way QSI; is supported in a tube centered at 1 and of sizes 2% x 27,
so each 7' in its support can be written as 1/ = 1 + g2 with |eo| < 27,

Therefore (b]g * QS'; is supported in a cube centered at £ +n and each £’ in
its support can be written as & = ¢ + ¢’ with |¢/| < 27F+1,

We want this cube to be contained in the support of qﬁfLS. The condition
we have to impose on the center is that |¢ +n| € 27%[n3 — 1,3 + 1] which is
equivalent to n? +2¢ -0+ €2 € 27%[n2 — 2n3 + 1, n% + 2n3 + 1]. Our interval
I(na,n3, k) in (73) is [272%(n2 — 2n3 + 1) — n2,272%(n2 + 2n3 + 1) — n2].

The condition is also sufficient.

O

We want to solve (73). Basically this is an inclusion equation in |£] = n;
and « and we do expect the solution to come as intervals. If the solution
interval contains only values of o away from zero then we have an easy
characterization:

Lemma 10. If the interval solution I, of (73) contains angles with |a| >
2 >0 then |Ip,| ~ |ni| 1.
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Proof. We have 2|¢||n| cos a + €2 € I(ng,n3, k) therefore A(2[€||n|cos o +
|€]?) &~ 277F. The only variable here is o hence we get |¢|7127% ~ Acosa ~
Aasina and since |sina| > [sin Z| > 1 we get Aa ~ [¢[7127F = n;.

Note. Here A should be understood as a measure of the variation. It is
different than the Laplacian; hopefully this will not create any confusion, as

it is only in this section that A is seen in this way:.
O

This piece of information will suffice for these cases.

The problem becomes more complicated when we deal with solutions of
(73) giving us values of « close to 0. Let us pick n] such that the solution
interval which contains 0.

Lemma 11. The length of I, is ~ <n’{>_%

Proof. If o is another angle in the solution interval, then |cosa — 1]
|¢|7127*. This implies 2sin? ¢ < [£[7!127% = (n})~! which gives us |

(n’{)_% So the interval has length ~ (n’{)_% The case nj is trivial.

O IANIA

The next question one should ask is for what values of ny do we still get
that the solution interval contains angles less than 77

Lemma 12. I, contains angles less than 7 only if

(74) n] —4 <n; <4nj

Proof. If ny <nj—4and { € E},, £ € Eﬁ;then
2/¢][n] cos o + €[> < 2[¢]In] + [€]* <
(1€l = 1€"DE] + 1€7] + 2Inl) + 217 Il + (§7)* <

2(n1 —n7)27F[n| + 2(€*|In] + (£¥)°
We have 2(ny —n})27F|n| < —2-27%82|p| < —272k+2n3 = —|I(ng, n3, k)|.
Therefore we do not get any solutions in this case.
If 4n} < ny and |a| < § then

2n1|n| cos « +&2 > ni|n| +n% >

(n1 —n})(n1 +nj + |nl) + 2ni(n| + (n})?
In the same way as before we can prove that (n; — nj)(n1 +nj +[n|) >

|I(nga,ms, k)|, therefore we do not have solutions under these conditions.
U

We are interested in characterizing all possible solution intervals for dif-
ferent values of n; € [n] — 4,4n7]. Let fix d positive integer such that

1< 24 < (n¥)2.
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Remark 1. The possible set of values for d has cardinality ~ ln((n”{)%) <
i+ k.

Lemma 13. IfI,,, contains a’s with |a| ~ 2d(n’f)_% then |I,,| =~ 2_d(n’{)_%

Proof. We have |¢(|7127% ~ Acosa ~ Aasina ~ 2d(n’{)_%Aa from which
we conclude that Aa ~ 2_d(n’{)_%. Here we make use of the fact that
ni —4 < || < 4nj.
(]
This suggests to split I; = [Zd_l(n*{)_%ﬂd“(n*{)_%] = lidl Il where
|IL| ~ 2_d(n’f)_%. This gives us

22d
T l
[071] =lJn=UU14
d d i1=1
We obtain this way a map n; — I, = Icll — (d,l). We denote this map
by h. his “almost” injective in the following sense:

Lemma 14. For any (d,l) we have |h=1(d,1)| < 4

Proof. Suppose that we have h(ni) = h(n1) for |n; — 1| > 4. This implies
that there are ¢ € 2% and £ € X such that 2[¢|[n| cos v + &2 € I(ng, ng, k)
and 2|€||n| cos o + €2 € I(na,n3, k) for the same a € I'. On the other hand
we have:

121€][n] cos o+ €2 — 2/€]In| cos a — €] = |([€] — [€])(2In] cos a + [¢] + [€])] >

In1 —n2|27%n| > [I(ng, n3, k)|
This is in contradiction with the fact that both quantities are in I(ng, ns, k).
Therefore for every (d,l) there are at most 4 n’s such that h(n) = (d,1).
O

Proof of Proposition 8.

Case 1 . We first deal with the n;’s for which I,,, contains angles less
than 7 and then with the others.

Let’s assume h(n1) = (d,1). Denote by m; = 27%n; and my = 27 Fn,. We
prefer these substitutions because we know that ¢ € ZF implies |¢| = my

ni
and n € ZF

n, implies || = ma.

_1 k
We split E’fbl and E’fw in angular sectors of size ~ 279m; 227 2:

Efm =U;4; and Esz =U;B;
with the following properties:

ko

N

1
- any two &’s in the same A; make an angle of at most ~ 2_dm1 227

S

M

_1
- any two 7’s in the same B; make an angle of at most ~ 2_dm1 227
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- the angle between a £ € A; and an n € B; (for the same [!) is =~

_1 k
29m; 2272; more exactly it is an angle in Ifi
We have:

O (G * Frn) = D D> bug(gex f) = DD gex Y fy

§EEL neEL, I geA neB;

We use a simple estimate:

1> gex D Falle <UD gelloll Y fullee

€A neB; €A neB;

k

_1
The support of deAl ge¢ has sizes 27k xmy - 2_dm1 2272

g Lo ko1 _k
1> gellp < 27%mF272)227 2] > gell e

§EA §EA;
The supports of de A, 9¢ *H neB, fr are disjoint with respect to | because
it has an angular localization depending on I, therefore:

165, (gny * Fu) T2 D 1D gex D> folllfs <

l E€A; neB;
T S
ST 27 tmP2mm 2R S gel2al] Y fill2e <
l €€Al 77€Bl
g Lk
279m327227| f, |72 sup || ) gell7a
€A
or

1
—d, 29—Eo—k 2 2
27m27 227 |g,, [Tz sup|| Y fll7:
neB;
For the first option in the estimate above we use the rotations on g:

1
2 —d, —2o-k 2
sup || > gell72 < 27%my 2272 gn, [
£eA;
For the second option we use the rotations on f:

1
2 —d,_"5o-Ek 2
sup (| Y fullfe < 27%my 2277 | frp o
neB;
The argument continues the same way regardless to whether we choose
to use rotations on f or g. We choose to use rotations on g:

||¢]:L3(gn1 * fn2)||L2 < 2_d2_k||gn1||RL2||fTL2||L2
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Next, we can add up with respect to those ny such that h(ni) = (d,1)
with d fixed. We know there are about 22¢ such n,’s, therefore we get:

k —k
||¢n3( Z gn1*fn2)||L2 <2 || Z gTL1||72L2||fTL2||L2

ni€h—1(d,) ni€h—1(d,)

In the end we need to sum up with respect to d for which we know there
are about i + k values (see Remark 1), so we get:

i 1
6ms (Y g * fuo)llre < 279G +5)2 (1Y gnallrrz || foll22
ni ni

Case 2 . We deal with the n;’s for which I,,, contains angles greater
than 7. We know that the angle localization should be of order nl .

:Ile comes already with this localization:

Eny = Ugezp {€}

1

it =k e as L
We split Z; in angular sectors of size ~ ny

-k
Eny = Ugezpy Be

with the following properties:
- any two n’s in the same B¢ make an angle of at most ~ nj
- the angle between a ¢ and an 7 € Be (for the same £!) is in the interval
which comes out as a solution for (73).
We have:

1

¢n3 gm*fnz ng* Zfﬁ

nEBE

We use a simple estimate:

llge * Y fallz < llgellotll D follre

nEBg nEBg

The support of g¢ has sizes ~ 27k x 27k

—k
gellzr < 27"[gel| L2
The supports of g¢ * Zne B fn are disjoint with respect to £ due to the
angular localization, therefore we get:

16 (gny * fu)lIZ2 ~ ZHQ&* > fillze <

T]€B§

ZQ 2k||9£||L2|| Z fn||L2 =

nEBE
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27 fual T2 sup llgellze or 272 (|gn, |72 sup | Y fyll7
3 1’]€B§

As before (see Case 1) we chose to use rotations on g; working with
rotations on f is completely similar. We continue with:

up gell7> < nilgn, |22

Then we end up with the following estimate:

_1
[y (Gnr * fuo)llz2 <y 227 g, [zl s L2

Summing up with respect to n; for which we have at most 2% values we
obtain:

L. 1
1605 (D gny * Fuo)llz2 < 275G+ 821D g llrr2l| faall22

Adding up the estimates from Case 1 and Case 2 gives us:

k. 1
||¢n3(zgn1 * fn2)||L2 <2 k(z + k)2|| ZQMHRL?HfTLzHL?
ni ni

where now we sum over all nq’s.

O

An immediate corollary of Proposition 8 deals with the case when we
want to consider the interaction

> e ng > fus)

n3eJ no€l

where I and J are possible set of Values for ny and ng such that we still have
the condition |n| &~ 27 for every n € EF  and |n| ~ 27 for every n € Zk . We
denote by |I],|J| the cardinal of I, J respectively.

Corollary 1. In the same conditions as in Proposition 3, we have the esti-
mate:

(75) 1) ¢k, ng > Fallze <

n3eJ no€l

i+ k)2 1) |J|2||Zgn1||RL2|| > fusllze
no€l
and the corresponding estimate when we move R on the second term.

Proof. Fix ng € J. By using Cauchy-Schwartz we get:

||¢n3 ZQTM Z fn2 ||L2 < Z ||¢n3 Zgnl *fn2 ||L2

no€l no€l
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Zl ZH(bng ng*fnz HLZ

na€l na€l

and then use the result of Proposition 3 for each ny € I. Next:

|| qu Zgru anz ||L2N Z ||¢ Zgn1 ZfTLQ ||L2—

nz€J no€l n3€eJ no€l
—2k
> o2+ k |I|||Zgn1||RL2|| D fallie =
n3eJ no€l
k
277 (i + k) |I||J|||ng||RL2|| > fuslli
no€l

O

Proof of Proposition 7. a) In order to prove (68) we apply the result in (75)
for k = j. In terms of the 7 variable we can derive from (75) a pointwise
estimate. 4 is supported in A; 4, whose section with the plane 7 = 7 is an
annulus of thickness ~ dy. Similar for © and we have:

W) =Y ¢, ()€, m)

no€l
577—3 Z %3 @ 577—3)
n3€J

where |I| ~ 2/dy and |J| ~ 2/d3. We have the pointwise estimate:
N . —jL0 1. R
(x4, (@, T) 50 (72| 2 < 27752 (2% dads) z[a(, 7o)z |10(, 72|l 2

T=T1+T79

Now we can derive the global estimate:
i1, 1. .
1A 0y (@ 70) % 0(, 7)) 2 < 27752 (2% dads) 2|l e el 0]l <

5.1 i L i ~ 5.1 i LA N
27772 (2% dads) 2 2'| || L2 |[0]] 2 = 27712 (2% dods) 22"l 2 191 2

the last estimate being justified by the fact that the size of A; 4, in the 7
direction is &~ 2%%. At the level of Bourgain spaces, the last estimate becomes:

~ ; _1 .. ~
1B(us )l o3~ (2ds) 72 |G % Ol r2(a; ) <

J,ds3

il ooi N Loiria . —j.t
27752 (2dg)22'||af|r 2|02 = 27752 [ul] o1 llvll oy
i,dq X]d2
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The estimates for B(#,v) can be obtained in a similar way. The basic
idea is that in this particular setup, when interacting with v, u behaves like
w and this is due to theNfact that ¢ < j—5 and d; > 2i=2,

For the estimate for B(u, ) we need a simple observation: only if d3 ~ 27
we have a nontrivial interaction. The rest is trivial.

The last estimate can be easily derived by duality from the first ones.

b) This is done in a similar way. The only potential difference from the
previous argument would be that the condition d; > 22 is not present
here anymore. But this was used to conclude that the weight coming from
(1+|7 — €2|) =~ 22 in the support of &. On the other hand we deal with the
case i = 0, hence (14 |7 — €2|) ~ 1 on the whole support of .

In the end the case j < 5 is not covered by the previous argument since
we do not have anymore the condition 7 < j — 5 fulfilled. But these cases
are essentially reduced to trivial L? estimates which can be easily derived.

The estimates for B(@,v) and B(u, 7)can be obtained in a similar way.

O

We are ready to provide the estimates on dyadic pieces only with respect
to the frequency. The next result is the proof of part a) of Theorem 5 in the
particular case s = 0.

Corollary 1. Assume i < j. We have the following bilinear estimates:
Y
(76) 1B oy S P2l oy alloll oy

k 7 J

The same estimate holds true if B(u,v) is replaced by B(u,v) or B(u,v).

Proof. We provide the argument in a particular case, namely when k = j.
We fix d3 and making use of (65) and (68)we estimate

1B, )| o3 < D NBay,va)ll oy <
RXJ ds ds RX] d32
> 2 all || ol ent
3
d1<2i-3 da RXJ do
S ST, all, o%ll Vsl 0g S
d1>2i=2 da 1d1 Jrdo

i Lo
2 HUHRX?%lHUHRXf%I +]22 HUHRX?’%'IHUHRXQ'I’
Next we sum up with respect to ds and obtain:

B(u,v 39 |u v 1
1B o S 3200l o3l o
The same type of argument gives the rest of the estimates.

1
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The estimate (76) and the similar ones for B(u,v) or B(u,v) are good
as long as i &~ j since eventually we will be able to control powers of 1.
Otherwise the j factor cannot be controlled in any way, so we cannot close
the bilinear estimates in X721,

Therefore we are interested in dealing with the case when 5i < j; 5 was
randomly chosen, any constant big enough would be good for our purposes.

In this case, we still have some “good” bilinear estimates in the sense that
they do not contain logarithms of the high frequency. If we deal with dyadic
pieces at the high frequencies which are at some distance from P, then we
can obtain an improvement.

Proposition 9. a) Assume i < j—5, di > 202 and da,d3 > 27°. Then we
have the following estimates on dyadic pieces:

(77) 1B )| oy < 252 Jul]

J,d3

RX7

?
RX, i

The same estimate holds true if B(u,v) is replaced by B(u,v) or B(u,v).
b) Assume that do,ds > 1. Then we have the estimates:

(78) 1B oy <l oy llvll
RX;y.° X, d2
The same estimate holds true if B(u,v) is replaced by B(u,v) or B(u,v).

¢) All the estimates in a) and b) hold true without involving rotations with
the additional factors: 2* for (77) and none for (718).

Proof. In order to prove (77) we apply the result in (75) for k¥ = i. In
terms of the 7 variable we can derive from (75) a pointwise estimate. 4 is
supported in Aj; g, whose section with the plane 7 = 75 is an annulus of
thickness ~ dy. Similar thing for ¢ and we have:

W) =Y ¢h, (O, m)

no€l

B(&,m3) = Y ¢, (©)i(€,73)
n3zeJ
where |I| = 2idy and |J| ~ 2'd3.
From this point on we have the same setup as in the proof of (75), just
that k = i instead of k£ = j. With this only correction, the argument there
can be copied verbatim now.

The rest of the estimates are obtained in a similar way.
O

At this time we can prove the claim in part b) of the Theorem 5 in the
particular case s = 0.
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Corollary 2. Assume 5i < j. We have the following bilinear estimates:

§
(79) 1B 0l o ga < B2l o albll o

j,>2—1 j,>2—1

The same estimate holds true if B(u,v) is replaced by B(u,v) or B(u,v).

Proof. We prove the first estimate, the other ones being treated in a similar
way. Without losing the generality we can assume that u = u; and v = v;.
The main observation is that the small frequency cannot change the distance
to P of the high frequency with a factor bigger than 2'*!. Therefore if we
decompose:

2i+1
E U, = E Vdy + Z U.,dy
do>21 do=2""1 do>2i+1

we notice that the interaction of 4 * Zi;:ri 0. 4, is localized at distance less
than 201 from P while 4 * 0. 4, is localized at distance =~ dy from P, for any
dy > 2+, Using (77) also we obtain:

2i+1
1B(u 0l o1 < > B4l it > 1B (us v.aa)ll o3
J,=227" do=2"1 J>2 @ do>2i+1 j, 227"
+1 2z+1
Z > B vl oyt D 1Bl oy
d3=2"1 dy=2""1 Xj.as do>2i+1 3,227
2'L+1 27,+1
< 3N a2l 011HUH o3t S iz ful 011HUH o4
dz=2"tdp=2""% sz dgy>2i+1

< a2 2l o galloll oy
X, ? x;?
In the last line we used the fact that there are ~ 2¢ values for ds.
O

Proof of Theorem 5. The statements in the Theorem are the statements in

(76) and (79) when we pass from X 0.3 to X*2'! in all the norms involved.
U

The theory of bilinear estimates does not require any decay of type D.
This is necessary in the next section when we want to provide bilinear es-
timates involving the Y spaces. On the other hand when we involve decay
we do it globally, therefore it is going to affect the X 53 spaces too. The
question one should ask is whether the bilinear estimates are the same if
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we involve DRX 3 spaces instead of RX %3 in Theorem 5. The answer is
provided in the following Theorem.

Theorem 6. a) Assume that i < j. We have the following estimates:

.3 —3s)i —iV(s=1_
(50) 1B vl -y, < 3207902003y

Xs’7§’1

s 1
R

b) Assume that 5i < j. We have the following bilinear estimates:

3 5(1—s)i
(81) HB(u,?})HDRX;,;i1 <22 HUHDR s galloll

Both estimates (80) and (81) remain valid if B(u,v) is replaced by B(u,v)
or B(u,v).

PRV
j>2-

Proof. Another way of stating the result of this theorem is that all results in
Theorem 5 hold true if the outcome of the interaction is localized at the high
frequency and in the case of high - high frequency interactions with outcome
at lower frequency we have to replace the factor 26=9)s by 9(k=i)(s=32)

Let’s deal with the first case, i.e. when the outcome gets localized at
high frequenc%/. In this case D acts the same way as the multiplication with
dj = (1+ M‘f‘gzj
have:

)i+% in the physical space (in terms of L? estimates). We

dj ’ B(ulv Uj) = B(ulv djvj) + B(u27 dj)’Uj

We have Vd; = (22%, 22%]2)(1 + g%j)_ldj = szdj. A straightforward com-
putations gives us that ||mj||Loo <277,

For the term B(u;,d;v;) we apply the theory of bilinear estimates we have
developed so far. There is a potential difficulty since djv; is not localized
anymore at frequency 2/. We learned in the argument for Lemma 6 that
d;v; is essentially localized at frequency 2J. Quantitatively we have shown
there that (djv;); decays rapidly with respect to |k — j|. This is enough to
perform every necessary summation with respect to k.

For the term B(u;,d;j)v; we apply apply the same strategy, just that the
situation is far more simple since we do not have the gradient on the high
frequency and moreover we have a gain of a 277 from the L> norm of mj.

If we have a high-high frequency interaction (|i —j| < 1) with outcome at
a lower frequency then we have to deal with a term of type dySiB(uj,v;).
The above argument gives us the estimate:

3 RV
RXSv*%vl §]22(1 S)j2 ‘l ,7‘3||u|| R ;,%,IHUHDRX;,%J

|[S1d; B (i, vj)l|

Making use of the result in (52) we obtain:
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i—k)(L -
1Sk B (i, 07)|| yegya < On2V70GET S Z27 NS Bug, 0] ooy
leN
< CNQ(j—k)(%+€) Z 2—|l—k|Nj%2(1—8)12—|l—j|8"uH
leN

pallell

DRX, i

3 . . 1
59(1=8)jo(k—j)(s—5—¢)
< R0 gl

We have skipped quite a few steps in this argument. The reason we did
so is in order to spare space and avoid redundancy. For instance Lemma

52 gives us an estimate in L? and we use it directly at the level of X 3ol
This could be done rigourously by preparing an analogue of that Lemma for

X s’%’l; we did something similar in the section dedicated to decay.
O

6. BILINEAR ESTIMATES INVOLVING THE Y SPACES

In the previous section we have just seen that the theory of bilinear es-

timates cannot be completely closed in the X 53 spaces. This is the reason
for introducing a more refined structure to measure our solutions, namely
the wave-packet one. We concluded that the interactions causing problems

in the X®31 theory are the low-high ones. This is why we need to complete
Theorem 5 with a result for this particular case. As we did there, we assume
that B is of type (11).

Theorem 7. Assume we have 5i < j. We have the bilinear estimates:

3o (1—s)i
(82) 1B(u, v)|[rpws < iz20 S)Z||u||RDZf||U||RDZj
The estimate remains valid if B(u,v) is replaced by B(u,v) or B(u,).
In what follows we make few important remarks for the rest of this section.

Remark 1. We work under the hypothesis that 5i < j.

The result in (79) shows that it is fine to use the X*2! structure to
measure the low frequency and part of the high frequency (both input and
output) at distance greater than 27 from P. Thus we shall obtain estimates
for:

0,11 011 031 0,31
83) X Vo 2 Vi< + X205 X - X0 = V<o

We also need the corresponding estimates when we involve conjugates of
these spaces. The condition 57 < j implies that the the low frequency does
not see the curvature of the parabola at the high frequency, in other words
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the parabola at high frequency is flat in these interactions. This is why the
estimates for B(u;,v;) are similar to the ones for B(u;,v;).

If we have to deal with B(u;,7;), a simple geometric argument shows that
the interaction is localized at high frequency and in a region with 7 < 0.
This makes these estimates weaker than the ones in (83).

Remark 2. Once we get one of the estimates in (83), we trivially get the
corresponding ones with conjugate spaces.

Our spaces involve rotations, therefore:
Remark 3. We use the principles in (63) and (64) in dealing with rotations.

We have to involve and recover decay in these estimates. We prove:

3, (1)
[1B(u, v)llrws < 220 |ullrpzs[v]|rzs

and the similar ones. In the end we obtain the estimates with decay on all
terms by a similar argument as in Theorem 6.

Remark 4. We first prove the estimates without involving decay on the
bilinear term and on the high frequency. But we do involve decay on the low
frequency.

The structure of this section is the following:

- continue with a few definitions;

- provide estimates for interactions between Y and DL? - spaces;
- analyze the geometry of interactions;

- provide the bilinear estimates in Theorem 7.

We record a change in the geometry, namely we want to work with es-
timates in strips of width 27¢. For this recall the definition of Z¢ and the
corresponding qﬁé, see (71).

We consider a system of functions (¢] );cz to be smooth approximations
of X(i—104) and with the standard partition of unity for R property.

For each ¢ € E% and [ € Z we define 9eq by g = (bé @] - g. The support
of g¢, is approximately a tube centered at (£,1) and of size 270 x 27 x 1,
the last one being in the 7 direction. Since the distance of these tubes will
play an important role, sometimes it would be convenient if we were able
to work with (ge ¢24)¢ezi ez instead. The only problem is that it is not
guaranteed that £? € Z for all £ € =%, Of course we could change the way
we cut in the 7 direction, but this would complicate notations even more.
We choose instead to ignore that £? may not be integer, and go on and use
ge e241- It will be obvious from the argument that this does not affect in
any way the rigorousness of the proof. The last notation we introduce is

Je.g2+l = Ye 2+ T Je g2t
For k € N, we define g; ;o-: to be the part of g; whose Fourier transform is

localized in {(&,7): |7 — & € [k—1,k+ 1]} C {(&,7) : d((&,7), P) ~ k271}.
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This inclusion should rather be seen in a strict way. Notice that if we used
d instead of k27" then we obtain a different localization and we hope this
will not create confusions. To be more suggestive about which way we go,

Remark 5. We choose to run k’s over a discrete scale of values and d’s
over a dyadic scale.

This is the case when, as mentioned in the introduction, we may choose
to localize in a linear way rather than a dyadic way with respect to the
distance to P when it is more convenient. Related to the above notations,

. 0,3 o "
we can easily define S; 5, X, .2, and similar entities.

ik
For k < 2%~2 we obtain a new decomposition of Gi k2"

9ik2—1 = Z Z Je 24k
n geE
Notice that the £’s € Z¢, involved in the above summation have |¢| ~ 2°
since we deal with the part of § close to P.
For the part of § supported away from P we come with a different de-
composition. In this region it turns out that the important parameter is the
distance to the 7 axis. We have the decomposition:

(84) Gis2i2= > > Gel

n gexi lel;
where I = {LeZ: 22i-2 < |l — £2| < 22i+2}‘

6.1. Basic estimates.

This section is concerned with providing results of type Y - DL? — ),
Y -DL? - L? and L? -DL? = ).

We make the convention that whenever we specify the sizes of a tube in
the frequency space, the last size is the one in the 7 direction.

We localize § on a scale 27¢ x 277 x 1, hence the dual scale to localize in the
physical space is 2! x 2¢ x 1. Recall that the system of cubes (Q™),,cz2 is a
partition of R? with the properties: Q" is centered at (2imy1,2'my) and has
sizes 2! x 2¢. Associated to this systems we build a partition (QT’Z)(mJ)Ezg
of R? defined by:

Q7" = Uy @ < {t} = QP x [I,1+ 1]

Lemma 15. Let g € L? such that § is supported in a tube of size 27 x27x 1.
We have the estimate:

(85) Z 19117 o @ty < 27 llgllz2
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Proof. The support of § is a tube with volume 272 therefore we have:

(86) HgHLoo(Q;nvl)) < 2~ Z Cn((m,1) — (mlv l,)>_NHgHL2(QT”',l’)
(m'1")eZ3 '

If we chose N > 4, then we use Cauchy-Schwartz and estimate:

91 gy 275 D7 CRllm ) — (', 1)~V lgl

L2 m/
(i )ET5 @

We can perform the summation with respect to (m,):

S 12 < gy <2730 S ()= ) gl ) <2l

(m,1) myl m/ I

In the last line we use again the fact that if NV > 4, then we have:

> (m 1)~ (' 1N <€

m,l
This is enough to justify the claim.
O

Lemma 16. Let g € DL? such that § is supported at frequency 2 in a tube
of size 27" x 27 x 1. We have the estimate:

(87) () #1912 gy £ 270 D ((mi) = (', 1)) jg]

o DL2(Q)"")
Proof. Making use of (86) we can continue with:
<m>1+2€||g||2oo(Qm,l) S
2—2’i 2 14+2¢e /l/ . l —N <
R 3 2 ) = 0ol g
2—2i02 N142¢e "y — l —N+142¢ <
R S ) ) = ) g <
2O S () D)l g
This is enough to justify the claim.
O

In this section we always work with g = g¢ yo-i Or g = ge -
We want f?7 <o-i * § to be supported at distance less than 2~ ¢ from P.
f,7 <o—i and f,7 <o-i * g are measured on family of tubes which are different;
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first family is associated to n and the second one to n + & We need to
analyze some of the geometry of the these two families.
By fairly simple geometrical arguments we can conclude the following:

ngme VL= 1=1

- Tn+ng77 "L s lm—m' 4t <2 for some t € [I,1 4 1]

- if T:}ré N Tygnl’l # (), then it is approximately a tube of length 27~

In the last observation we think of the intersection as a subtube of either
tubes, and by its length we mean the size of the subtube in the direction of
the longest size of either original tubes. We introduce:

- Ak = () ngml;AO)}
B = QU N T N T £ 0}
- ym( F Al s N \ {0} deﬁned by:

Yo (m') = {sup 27[pl| : (p, ) € Tyve N T}

The idea behind the 7, function is that the points in 7" +€ Ny (if

nonempty) are of the form (p,t) € R? x R and the variation of ||p|| in the
intersection is at most 277 since the subtubes have length ~ 2/7%. It is easy
to check the following consequences

- if 4L (m') < 2 then V(p,t) € T Ve ﬂT ! we have llp|| < 27—i+2

- if 44 (m') > 3 then V(p,t) € T:}ré NIy ! we have lIp|| € [27 (4L, (m") —
1), 277 (v, (m) + 1)].

We need a simple result about the function %, (m/):

Lemma 17. For each l € Z and m' € 72 we have:

(88) Y Am) T <

m:m/€ Amil
Proof. Things should not be seen as too complicated in the statement above
We simply fix m’ (equivalent to fixing 7"’ ) collect all m’s for which T +§

intersect T}" " and perform the summation above over this range.
The function h(p,t) = ||p|| defined on Tm ok attains a minimum at one
point, let’s call it pg. Reminding that T ﬂ T," ", if not void, is approxi-

mately a subtube of T, ,;n Lof length 27 Z, we can easily conclude that:

Vi (m)? 2 (12779 po| P + K2 + 1
for some k € N with k& < 2!. More exactly, T f N Tm ! is the subtube

of Ty;" "I at distance ~ k29~ from Ppg, Or in other words the points in the
subtube of T}" ! at distance &~ k27~ from po. We may have at most two
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subtubes Tﬁé NIy " at distance k2 from Po, hence we may conclude
that:

22'
11— i I
S ) < (2l 4 B ) <
mim/€Am! k=1
O

Lemma 18. In the same hypothesis as in Lemma 16 we have the estimate:

2

<2l

(89) D wm)TEL Y

m/€Aml

"
N

191l

mrreBm,m’ N

Proof. For those m’ € A™! for which 7/, (m’) < 2 (if there are any) we
obviously get:

2
L, < M\ 142 2 .
S Mol < | @R e

mNEBm,m’,l mIIGBm,m/,l

There are at most 5 possible m’ € A™! for which %, (m') < 2.

For those m’ € A™! for which ~% (m’) > 3 we proceed as follows. T N

n+¢
" ! is a subtube of length 2777, hence the cardinality of B™™"! ig ~ 27=2,
For each fixed m’ € A™! we have:

NI

=2
Z ||g||Loo(Qm”)l) <22 Z ||g||2

m
i L>(Q;
m! eBm,m’ N

IN

"
N

)

mrreBm,m’ N

-
[NIES

j72i - o 1
2" (@ ) B (S w2

mlleBm,m’,l

m!! 1 S
Q")

-
N

Y(m)TETE D ) gl

L Q"

”,l)
mueBm,m’,l

where we make use of the fact that j —2i > 0 and ¢ is positive. At this time
we can perform the summation with respect to m':

2

l 142
S A Sl gy | <
m/€AMl m! eBm,m’,l
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> R g

m/ €A™l 1 c pm,m/ 1

The family of (Qmﬁvl) € Bt € Aol does not contain repeated cubes,
therefore we can make use of (87) to get:

l
Z ’Ym(m/)l+2€ Z HgHLoo m!! l) S

m/eAml mIIEBm,m

—2i —2i 2
N ol gy <2l

m/ €A™ it gmom!

O

Proposition 10. Let f and g be two functions with the following properties:
f=fp<ai €Y, In|=2, g€ DL?, § is supported at frequency 2 in a tube
of size 271 x 27" x 1(£ x T), then we have the estimates:

(90) 1f - ally, < 2771151y, llgllpre

(91) £ gllze <272 (1£1ly; llgll.e

Proof. For a particular m, m’ € A™! and m” € B™™"l the intersection
Q" A Tﬁé is included in a rectangular parallelepiped of sizes 2° x 2° x 2¢=J
(last one in the ¢ direction). Therefore we have:

Hf'gHL}Lg(TﬂémT;”"’) = Z Hf'gHL,}L%(Q;nH’lﬂT;?é) <
mueBm,m’,l

i—j .
2 Z Hf gHL,?OL%(Q;n”’lﬂT;?é) <

mlleBm,m’,l

2i_j Z HfHLooLQ(Qm”l HgHLoo m’ l) S

mueBm,m
2i_ijHLtooL%(T;]”/,l) Z HgHLoo(Q;””vl)
mueBm,m’,l

We can go on and perform the summation with respect to m’ € A"

Hf’gHL%Li(T:]’jr’é) <

2i_j Z HfHLgoL%(T;]n/vl) Z HgHLoo(Q;n"»l) S

m/cAm.l m! eBm,m’,l
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D=

m/€AM:!
2\ 2
Z ’an(m/)l—i_%: Z HgHLoo(Q;n”,l) S
mleAm,l mlleBm,m’,l
2
—7 ! 1-2
29 [ ) A e |l
m/eAm,l

In the last line we have used the result in (89) . The norm in ) is an lfml
of the norms above:

1/ - gl3, = 1S - 9ll3, 2 gmey <
i LEL3(T]L)

(m,l)ez3
2lglpre 3 D0 W) EIS ) <
m,l m/e Aml

e
27| |g|[3 leflle a2 I <27 gl a1

m:m/€A™!
In the last estimates we have made use of (88).
The L? estimates are much easier. For each (m,l) € Z3 let’s denote by
cml={m' e 22 . Q™" lﬂTml # (}. Then we have:

2
Hf gHL2 T"”l = Z Hf'gHLQ(Q;’n’,lmT:’L,l) S
m/eCml
i—j
2 Z ||f||LooL2(T7”l ||g||L°°(Qm l) S
m/eCm!

i—j 2 —i—j 2
2 gy Do N gy < 27Ny
m/'eC™

In the last estimate we have used the result in (85).
We sum the above estimate with respect to (m,[) over Z2 to obtain (91).
(]

From (91) we obtain, by duality, the following result:

Proposition 11. Let f € L? and and g be two functions with the following
properties: f € L2, f is supported at frequency 27, § is supported at frequency
2" in a tube of size 27" x 27" x 1(§ X T), then we have the estimates:

(92) 1f - ally, <271 £llzzllgl| 2
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The next Lemma is a geometrical one. We work with f = f, <9-i and
g=geoy, & € 1 € Z where |n| ~ 27, |(°,1)] & 2" and recall that 5i < j.

Lemma 19. fx§ is supported in a region where |T—€2] € 27 n|[k—1, k+1]
if

(93) |cos | € 27|07k — 1,k + 1]
where « is the angle between £ and 7.

Proof. f is supported in a region where |ro—n2| < 27%|5|, while § is supported
in a region where |¢ — €% < 27% and |1y — 1] < 4. A generic point in
the support of f * § is of type (&1 + &, 71 + T2) where (&1, 71) is in the
support of f and (&2, 72) is in the support of g. We want this point to satisfy
|T1 + 72 — (51 + 52)2| S 2_i|77|[k7 -1, k+ 1].
We have |7 — &2| < 2% < 27%n|, Al&] ~ 271 Alng| =~ 1, therefore the
condition is equivalent to |27 - 9| € |n|27¢[k — 1,k + 1]. This implies (93).
O

1
6.2. Estimates: ’D’R’,X?’z’1 *RYj <2-i = RYj<2-i-

The first Proposition deals with the case when we have the low frequency
input close to P.

Proposition 12. If k < 2272 we have:

(94) v <o ‘Ui,kriHRyjéw < Tj””‘,griuRYj | kil lprE2

Proof. We first deal with the case k = 1 and then use this as a model for
the other k’s. We decompose:

gj+i+l 9j+1
(95) V<o i = D Ui = ) D Upco
n1:2j+i*1 n1:2j*1 17€En1
22i+2 22i+1
(96) Ui7§2—i = E Un27§27i = E E U&SQ—i
ng=221-2 no=22%-1 565%2

Fix n; and ngy. Take £ € E%Q and n € =,, and denote by « their angle.
We want 0, <o—i * lig <9—: t0 be supported at distance less than 27" from P.

Using (93) we obtain the following condition on a:

|cosal < 27%
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flz in 272 angular subsets, i.e.
such that two elements in the same subset make an angle less then 2f2i and
two elements from different subsets make an angle greater than 2_‘21.

B, = Ugesi,, {¢} is exactly what we need by the definition of = ,.

This condition suggests splitting =,,, and =

For each ¢ € Ei, there are &~ 272" 5)’s which make an angle less than 2%
with £ and we denote by A¢ this set. It is obvious that if £ # & then A
and Ag are disjoint and Ug Ay = =, .

The last geometrical detail we have to clarify is the separation of the
supports of 0, <o—i * g <o as we vary { and n € Ag.

The support of G <-i is a tube of sizes 27* x 27* x 1 and the (long) axis
points in the direction of 7. The support of ¥, <9-i is a parallelepiped of
sizes 277 x 1 x 27 whose longest side is tangent to P. The key property is
that we can translate the support of @ <o-: so that it is included in the
support of 9, <o (by simply translating the center of the first to the center
of the second). Therefore the support of 9, <o-i *1¢ <o is a translate of the
support of 9, <o by the vector (€,€2). If we keep ¢ fixed and take n # 7/
both in Ag¢, then the supports of 0, <o—i * g <o—i and B,y <o-i * Ug <9-i ave
disjoint.

If we take § # & and n € A¢, ' € Ag then the supports of 0, <o-i *lg <o
and 0O,y <9-i * Ug <9+ are in different angular regions, therefore they are
disjoint again.

We can apply (90) to each pair Uy <9-i, Ug <p—i. Using the orthogonality
with respect to n € A¢ of the convolution we get:

1) vpcoitgcaill} o= D Mlogcomi ugail} <
neAg - WEAE -
2% Z ||Un,§2*i||%/j||U§,52*i||%L2
n6A5

Using the orthogonality with respect to £ of the convolution we get:

[[0ny <25 g <o-il3 o =D N D vgcoiug<omill}, <
- £ neA: B

2793 > Mlogca-illy llug <o-illp

f 776/45

We can perform the summation with respect to £ on each of the both
terms above and use a sup on the other one:

|[Vn, <o -um,ng%}j i = 2% sup (Z \’%,gzﬂ'H%/j)Hunz,griH?DLz
- EE:%2 nEAe

and
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||,Un1,§2*i 'Un2,§2*i||§;jys2,i < 2_2j||v',§2*i||%/j sup ||U§,§2*i||ZDL2

6:}12

In both cases we can bound the sup by using R on the corresponding
term:

sup (Y llog.<a-il13;) < 27 |vn, <o-ilIRy,
g6‘2%2 nEAe

sup Hug,gzﬂ'ugpm < 2_2iHun2,§2*iH%DL2
==

Therefore we get the estimates:

an1,§2*i : un2,§2*i"yj7§27i < 2—1'—]”1)”16272.”7%)/]_ Hun2,§2*iHDL2

10, <05~ tny <1y, o < 277 vny <omilly;ltn, <o-illrDr2

In the end we have to sum with respect to ny and na. 0, <o-i* Uy, <9-i is
supported in a region with 7 ~ n%+(n22_i)2 and AT < 3ny+272ny < 4n;.
As a consequence, if we keep ngy fixed and take |ny — nj| > 2, then the
supports of ¥, <o—i * Uy, <9—i and Opr <o—i % Up, <o—i are disjoint. This
implies:

2 2
0,071 thny <a-ill3, o 2 D ony <omi -ty <ol <
ni

—2i—2j 2 2 —2i—2j 2 2
27 Z H’Um,griHRYjHung,griupm ~27 ]ij,§2*iHRY3Hun2,§2*iHDL2
ni
We do not have orthogonality with respect to no, so we use the trivial
estimate:

~

vj,<o-i - us <o-illy, . & o <o Sy, <o-illy, i <
B n2§22i+1 N

[N

2' Z |[vj, < 'un2,§27i||§ij’<2,i < 2779|vj <o-il|RY; | [Uny <2-il I DL2
ng<22i+1 -

In a similar way we can perform the estimate when we use the rotations
on v and obtain:

|[vj,<o-i 'Ui,§2*i||yj,§24 < 27| |vj <o-illv; |[thny <o-illRDL2

Making use of the principle stated in (63) we can derive (94) from these
two last estimates.
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What changes if k # 17 We start in a similar manner, namely decompose
vj <9-i as in (95) and

22i+1
(97) Ui po—i = E Upy k2—i = Z E Ug g2,
TL2S22i+1 n2:22i*1 ﬁGEf‘,Q

We fix nq and no. We reduce the estimates at this level to the ones we
have just proved by showing that the main geometrical elements are similar.

Take £ € =, and 7 € E,, and denote by « their angle. We want 0, <o *
g ¢24p; tO be supported at distance less than 27¢ from P. Using (93) we get
the following condition on a:

|cosal < 27%

From this point we can use the same argument as in the case k = 1.
O

The next Proposition deals with the case when we have the low frequency
input close to 7 axis.

Proposition 13. We have

(98) l[vj,<a-i Z ug >oi-2|lRY, i <
=

2"k 2”%‘52*2‘”7@9 |l Z Ug,zzF?HDRLZ
£eBl

Proof. We decompose v; <o—i as in (95) and using (84):

Zusw 2= Zzufl

56_ 1615

(93) gives us a necessary and sufficient condition for the support of v, <o
fig,; to be localized at distance less than 2% from P: |cosa| < k™1, where
« is the angle between £ and 7. We use the fact that in the support of g
we have |¢] ~ k27°.

ThlS suggests to split =,, and = in angular sectors of size ~ k~!.

Elo—i comes already with this SphttlkIfg since that the angle between every
two different § € = ,_; is at least k™ L. We define Ag¢ to be the set of n €
whose angle o with ¢ satisfies |cosal < kL.

We have the same geometrical setup as before. At the numerology level
we record the following changes:

- the gain from spherical symmetry changes now to k~% since this is the
angular localization.
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- since we have to perform a summation with respect to [ (which we did
not have to do before) we pick a factor of 2*.
Other than that the argument is the same as before.
O

The next result sums up the results in the two previous Propositions and
provides us with the estimate we wanted in this section.

Proposition 14. We have

99 llvjcos - willry, o < 327 l0s<oillry, - all - op
Proof. We decompose:
92i—2
Ui = Uj <i=2 + Uj >9i-2 = Z Ui k2~ 1‘*‘2 Z Zugl
k ¢eml lel;

Using the result in (50) we have:

Il o~ 2 Hlisalos + 2752 3 3 lhucilors

k ¢egi lel;
We continue with:
222'72

10 <ot i <oi2llrRy, i < D Mvjcomi - wipaillry, i <

221;72
2™ Z l[vj,<o-illry; - [|U; ko-illpRE2 <
k=1
1
92i—2 92i—2 2
s T
2 J||Uj,§2*i||RYj(Z k) Z klluipo-illprre | <
k=1 —

1
2277 |Jvj <o-il IRy, [Ju; <gi-2|
For the second part:

|vj,<o-i 'Ui,zzi*ZHRy <omi ZHU] <2-i- Z ZUSIHR <o—i =

§€~Z lEI&

SR L PESR D ILIIE

56'—7' lEI,E

22| ca-illry, QK2 | 20N D0 D weallbgr | <
k

k 56-—-1 lEI&

1
DPRX®2

N
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L1 —j
122 ||’Uj,§2*i||yj||ui,22i*2||fDRXo,%
In the end we sum up the two estimates and use the trivial fact that

||ui||X07% < ||u2-||X07%71 to obtain (99).

O
. 07131 03_131
6.3. Estimates: RX;"?" - RY; <o-i — ’RXj o -

The first result deals with the case when we have the low frequency input
close to P and we measure the part of the output which is close to P.

Proposition 15. If ko < 2272 and ky < 222 then we have

1
(100)  ||vj <9 'ui,2*ik2||R 03 <277k Plvj<o-illry; - [wip-in, IR L
3,27k
Proof. We decompose v; <5-i as in (95) and u; 4 as in (97).
Fix n; and ngy. Take £ € E%z and n € =,, and denote by « their angle.
We want 0, 9—i * U¢ ¢24, to be at distance ~ 27k from P. The condition

we get from (93) is:

|cosa| € 27 % [ky — 1, k1 + 1]

We have that k; < 2%72, therefore cos a < % This is important because
it implies that the solution of the above inclusion is an interval of size ~ 272,
Therefore we go on and split =,, and Efw in 272 angular subsets. We use
the same kind of decomposition as in the proof of (94).

g, = Ugesi,, {&} is exactly what we need by the definition of Zf,_.

For each ¢ € Efu there are ~ 2972 1’s whose angle a with ¢ satisfies
|cos a| € 27%[k; — 1, ky + 1] and we denote by A¢ this set. It is obvious that
if £ # ¢’ then Ag and Ag are disjoint and UgAe = =,

From this point on we can copy verbatim the argument in used in proving
(94), of course making use of (91). We obtain:

[vj,<o-i - Uio—igy|| o3 7 (2727k1) 72|} 0-ik, (v <o-i - s 2-ip, )12 <
5,27k

(2727"ky) 72272 HU',grz‘HYj : Hui,2*ik2HRL2 =

1
“39—j _ .
ky 22 ]||Uj,S27’||Yj : ||ui,2*1k2||RL2
In a similar way we obtain the estimates with rotations on Y;.
O

The next result deals with the case when we have the low frequency input
close to P and we measure the part of the output which is away from P.
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Proposition 16. If ky < 2272 and d > 2%=2 we have

(101) v <o-i  Uig-imyl| o3 < 277[|vj<a-slly; - |[tio-ig, |l L2
§,27%d
Proof. What is the particularity of this case? When we localize the support
of @, <o—i * Ug g2y, at distance > 2i=2 from P we do not have anymore
that the angle a between 1 and ¢ satisfies | cos a] < % Therefore we cannot
conclude that if |cos a| is in an interval of size 272 then so does a.
So we have to come up with a different way of organizing the interacting

elements, the main reason being to bring some sort of orthogonality into
play. For § = 21272 with [ € {0,1,...,2%" — 1} we define

=i ={€=(r,0);r =n27" for n < 2%+1}

We decompose v; <5-i as in (95) and:

Ui fg2—t = Z Z Ug €2+ ko

0 ¢eEj

Let’s take £ € Ej) and ) € E,, and denote by « their angle. From (93) we
obtain that if the support of 0, <5 * Q¢ g2, is at distance > 202 from P
then |cosa| > 272.

We fix 0. For fixed 7, as we change & € =) we actually change |¢| in
increments of 27¢. The support of Ug ¢2.4 ), moves in a direction transversal
to the support of 0, <5 in increments of 27% therefore the supports of
Uy <o-i * Ug g2, are disjoint with respect to £ € Eé.

Because the support of 0, <o * Ug ¢21, is a translation of the support of
Uy <o~ in a transversal direction to P and 9, <9 are supported on P, we
get orthogonality with respect to 7 too.

Taking into account the above two remarks and (91) we can estimate:

Y w0 Y g ugeipllis <

NEEn, ,£€E) N€En, ,LE€E)
277 N log<a-illy - llugerin, |72 =
NEEn, ,LEE)
9—i—j 12y . 2\ _
( an,grz,\)fj) ( Hu§7§2+k2HL2) =
WEEnl 565%

27 un, <o-ill¥, - (D llug g2 4msll72)
(€]

We do not have orthogonality of the interaction with respect to 6, hence:
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||,Un1,§2*i 'ui,k22*i||L2 < Z | Z Up,<2-i 'u5,52+k2||L2 <
0  neB,, LEE)

N

2N DD vpeaiugeplli | <

6 nEEn, LEE)

D=

i i
27 Juny <o-illyy | D0 D NugeimallTe |~ 277 [Jony <omillyy Iyl 22
0 ¢e=j

The summation with respect to n; has been already discussed (see proof
of (94)):

i—=J
ij,ngi : ui,k22*iHL2 <27 H’Uj,griHYjHui,kzzﬂ'HL?
Therefore:

_i_j
||’Uj,§2*i 'ui,k22*i|| 0,-3 & 272 2||Uj,§2*i 'ui,k22*i||L2 <
j,d2—1%

277 |vj <oy, | [ kya—i | 22
O

The next result deals with the case when we have the low frequency input
close to 7 axis and we measure parts of the output which are close to P.

Proposition 17. If 2k; < ko < 2%72 we have

(102) |[vj, <2 - Z Z%JHRXO,% <

ges;, lele gik1270
27 (kika) 2 ||vj <co-illry; 1 DY uedllrre
¢ex;, lele

Proof. From (93) we get the necessary and sufficient condition that the
support of 9, <o—i * Ug; is localized at distance ~ 27"k from P:

|cosal € ky [k — 1,k +1]
where, as usual « is the angle between £ and 7 and we use the fact that in
the support of d¢; we have |¢| &~ 27k,. Since 2k < ko we get |cosal < 3.
This suggest a splitting of E;l and Ezz in angular sectors of size ~ k; L
From this point on, the steps are exactly as in the proof of (100).
At the numerology level we record the following changels:

- the gain from spherical symmetry changes now to k, 2.
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- the summation with respect to [ brings an additional factor of 2°.
Other than that the argument is the same as before.
O

We need to complete the result in the previous Proposition by analyzing
the cases left out. In what follows d € {1,2,22,...,23%2} and we remark
that the outcome 9; <9-i * i; cannot be supported at distance higher than
221%2 from P.

Proposition 18. We have

(103) lvjcomis D Y Zug,leo,f% <

k<4d ¢eEy lel, j,d2—?

29l cailly, 1S S0 S wedll o

k<4d £€Zy, lel;

Proof. We decompose v; <5-i as in (95). We fix ny and group the 7’s in QJi—2i
subsets which have orthogonal interaction with 3 ) 4> cez, D e I Ug,1- Write

—_

En, = U%;%iAm where A, = {n € E,, : argn € [2%7Im, 22i_j(m + 1)]}.
The size of such a block in the tangential direction to P is ~ 2% which is
greater than the size of the support of D ;4 cez, zl€I§ Ug ]

The basic estimate we use is the one in (91) which says:

0 <+ - ugllz < 27 vy, <ol Iy, lug,ll2
The rest is just a careful examination of possible orthogonalities we can
take advantage while summing up this estimate. We fix m and note that
the supports of 9, <5 * li¢; are disjoint with respect to n € A, hence:

_ it
I Z Uy <o—i - Ug ||z <27 2| Z vy <o |lv; | [ug | o2
UEAm ﬁeAm

Then we pick an arbitrary point in the support of Zne 4,, On <2-i and take
the normal vector to P at this point and denote by n,,. We fix [ and notice
that the interaction Ene 4, Un <a—i * Ug is almost orthogonal with respect
to & as we move £ in the direction of n,,. In the end we have to sum with
respect to £ in the orthogonal direction to n,, and with respect to [ and
there is no more orthogonality we can exploit. Therefore we pick factors of

1 .

d2 and 2' respectively and obtain:

] Z Un, <277~ Z Z Zug,lug,le <

nEAm k<4d €Ey, I€I;

27| Y vpaillyll Y D0 Y ueuellee

nGAm k§4d SEEk lelé
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Using the orthogonality with respect to m of the interaction as explained
at the beginning helps us to perform the last summation with respect to m

from where we obtain the (103) by passing to X sty
O

At the end of this section we sum up all the estimates.

Proposition 19. We have:

A
(104) [|vj,<2- 'uian‘?’ji <227 vj <co-illry; [lwill 5 o.3
e

Proof. For fixed d we decompose:
227172

U; = ui7§2i72 + Ui722i72 = E ui,kQ*i—i_

S Tt Y Y S

k>4d £€5 l€l, k<4d (€= lel;
where the factors have disjoint support in the frequency space and:

||Ui||;Xo,% ~ Z k‘||ui,k27i||$ng—|—

2
2 el 2> Y 0D luellre

k>4d £€5 L€, k<4d (€= lel,
If d < 2%~2 we make use of (100) to derive:

2
lj,co-i - wigaal? oy = D0 ljcomiwzoial P oy <
RXj,d2?i k1=2"1d RXj,zj'kl
2d 221'72 2
Z Z vj, <o Wi pyo—il| o1 <
P ) T2
ki=2-1d \ k2=1 RX;a=ing

2d 221'72

1
Z Z 27k, szj,STiHRYj . Hui,kzriHRH <
k1=2"1d \ ka2=1

2d 221'72

o1 1
| X 2k ey, kil | <
k1=2"1d \ k2=1

22i-2 2d

—2j —1n 2 -

7Y kNI Y kDl s o212, oy <
ko=1 k1=2-1d

27 ||vj <o |%ij |[w; <gi-2| |32XO’%
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If d > 2%=2 we use (101) to derive in a similar way:

R ]
10j,<2- - s o2l oy < @220y comilly; i <oi2 || o,
jyd2—1

For the second part we use (102) to obtain:

. 2
e D0 D D uetlly ooy <

ko>4d EEEy, l€I j,27td
2d
2
Z [lvj,<2-: - Z Z ZUf,zllRXo,,%
k1=2-1d ko>4d E€EE, €I, 327k
2d 2
Yool X <o Z: ZUUHRX(_J,?}} <
k1=2-1d \k2>4d £€y, lel; §.2= kg
2
2d PRI S |
ST DD 2k 2k 2 comillmy; D D uedllriz | A
k)1:271d k224d 565k2 lEI&
2
2d 11
Yoo s 2R Ry Pllcaillry, DD D el oy | S
k1:271d ko>4d £€Ek2 1615

i27%|v; <o-illRy; - I Z Z Zug,lH;Xo,%

ko >4d £€Ey, €]

Finally, for the third part (103) is exactly what we need. Summing up all
these estimates gives us the result claimed.
O

Proposition 20. We have:

.3
<2

(105) vy <omi -l b 277 vj <o-illry; il o 30
3,227

Proof.
Sjza-i(Vj <o wi) = Y S ap-i(vj <omi - wi)
d

Because 5i < j, we have that 4; cannot move the support of 9; <o with
respect to the distance to P with more than 2%t2. Therefore the set of
values for d in the above sum is {1,2,22, ..., 2%%2} which implies it contains
~ 3i values. We apply (104) for each d, perform the summation with respect
to d and get the claim in (105).

O
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4. Estimates: RX?' . RX2, 5 R -
6.4. Estimates: i . j>2-i Vj,<2-i-

. . . . 0,31
These estimates can be obtained by duality from the ones in RX,?" -

07
R}/j’gg—i — RXLZ

1
2

1 .
i - We state the main result we need:

Proposition 21. We have the estimate:

L3
(106) 10,221 - willry, ., < 92277055011 o0 - [eall 5 o3

6.5. Bilinear estimates on dyadic regions.

Proof of Theorem 7.
B(ui, ’Uj) = S'7§27iB(ui7 Uj) + szgfiB(ui, ’Uj) =

J
Sj<a-iB(ui,vj,<9-1) + 8 <a-i B(ui, v 59-1)+

8j,22-1B (Ui, vj,<9-1) + 5 >9-1B(ui, vj,59-1)
For the first term we make use of (99) and get:

||Sj,§2*iB(uia'Uj,§2*i)||7€ys ~ 2Sj||5j,§2*iB(ui,Uj,§2*i)||72y <

1o (s—1)i
220 1)]HVU',§2*"HRYHVUZ'HDRXO'% ~

1 iosi
2229 |Jvj <o-illry [Juall 0,3 &

L1 AV . AV
22079 v, o] Ry s Jui | < 2079 |u; o IRy <] [uil | pR2ZS

DRX™3
For the second term we make use of (106) to get:

1S} <o-1B(ui, v 9-0)|[Rys & 29[S} 50-i B(ui, vj>9-1)|lry <

172073V, 2pi]| (V]|

1 1
RX%2 DPRX"2

L1 —3)i
3207 o syl g il oy <

3 (1—s)i
12207 |0; 5o |lrze - [JuillDR2:
For the third term we use of (105) to obtain:

||Sj,22*iB(ui’Uj,§2*i)|| 1 ’%25j||5j,22*iB(ui7Uj,§2*i)||

RX®™2 =

_1
RXO~ 2!

.3 —1)j
1226771V, coillry Vil oy &
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prxed S 200 ool lryeluillpR2e

The fourth term had been handled in Theorem 5. By adding all the
estimates we obtain:

3 (1_s)i
iz2(1 8)Z||Uj,§2*i||RYS||Ui||

.3 —s)i
1B(u, 0)llrws <2207 |[ul|rpz: 0]l R2s

In the end we can recover the decay via an argument similar to the one
in (80) in the case when the outcome is localized at high frequency. One
would notice that over there we had to recover decay of type d; and all we
used is that the high frequency comes with that decay. This is why we were
allowed to make use of the decay property of the low frequency throughout
the argument so far.

O

7. BILINEAR ESTIMATES

Proof of Theorem 8. We decompose our functions in dyadic pieces to get:

ZZSkB (ui,vj) ZZSkB (us, vj +ZZSkB ui, Vj)

i<j 1>]

We work out the first term, the second one being similar. We know that
if i < j —1 then B(u;,v;) is supported at frequency 27 or 2/*!. Therefore
we have:

Z SkB(ui,’Uj) = Z SkB(ui,vk_l + v + Uk+1)+
i<j i<k—2

D SkB(uj1 + Uy + uj1, 051 + 05 + Vi)
k<j

From the bilinear estimates on dyadic pieces, see (80) and (82) we get
two sets on inequalities:

1> SeB(ui, ve-1 + vk + vir) | lRoWs <
i<k—2

Cn Y 2207 |uillrpzs |[vk-1 + vk + Vkg1|lrDZ <
i<k—2

Cn||ullrpzs ||vk—1 + vk + Vit1||RDZS
and

1D SeB(ujo1 + ) + i1, 051 + vj + vj41) [lrDWs <
k<
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. C)ial(tae_g)(i—
> 522026 0y oyt ug |lRpzs 01 + v + v lRDZS <
K<i

1, i
> 260 a1y 4wy + g |lrpzs [Jvj1 + v + vl lRDZ <
k<j

NI

Ce.s Z 2027290070 Juj_y + wj + wj|frpzsllvj-1 + v + Vil [Rpz:
k<j

In the last line we used Cauchy-Schwartz and the estimate:

Z o(1+2e—25)(j—k) < Cgs

k<j

which is valid aslongas 1 < sand € < % since these imply that 1+2e—2s > 0.
In the end we sum up with respect to k:

HZZSkB (ui, v; HR’DWS ZHZSkB ui, vj) HRDWS =

k i<j i<j

Z ||ullZpzs [lvk—1 + vk + Vrt1l|opzs+
k

222 (122290070 g 4wy +uj 1| [rpzel |01 +vj + 541 [rpze <
k<j

4 2 2
C's,s||u||7wzs||U||RDZS
The term in the third line of the previous estimate was handled by an
change in the order of summation:

Z Z 202200 sy 4wy + wjp|epgsllvj—1 + 05 + viallpgs =
k kE<j

Z Z 2229000 s+ g+ wp [[rpzs|[vj—1 4+ v; + vl [Rpzs <
J kg

C2> o + uj + wjsa[[rpzellvj—1 + 05 + v [Rpze <
J

2 2 2
CZ sllullrpzs|vllRpzs
The estimate for B(u,v) is obtained in a similar way.
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