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ON ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY IN
3D OF KINKS FOR THE ¢* MODEL

Sciprio CUCCAGNA

ABSTRACT. We add to a kink, which is a 1 dimensional structure, two transversal
directions. We then check its asymptotic stability with respect to compactly sup-
ported perturbations in 3D and a time evolution under a Nonlinear Wave Equation
(NLW). The problem is inspired by work by Jack Xin on asymptotic stability in di-
mension larger than 1 of fronts for reaction diffusion equations. The proof involves a
separation of variables. The transversal variables are treated as in work on Nonlinear
Klein Gordon Equation (NLKG) originating from Klainerman and from Shatah in
a particular elaboration due to Delort et al. The longitudinal variable is treated by
means of a result by Weder on dispersion for Schrédinger operators in 1D.

§1 INTRODUCTION

Set = (z,y) € R x R?, A the full Laplacian, A, the Laplacian in the variables y.
We consider the NLW

(1.1) Uy — Au—u+ud =0, (t,7) ERxR", n =3

and the kink solution th(z) = tanh(2~2z). We consider solutions of the form
(1.2) u(t, z,y) = th(z) + w(t, x,y),

with initial data (chosen real valued not to complicate notation)

(1.3) w(0,z,y) = wo(x,y) , we(0,2,y) = wi(z,y).

We prove:
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Theorem 1.1. Consider equation (1.1) with solution (1.2) with initial data (1.3).
Assume that the w;(x,y) are smooth, supported in |z|* + |y|* < K2, for K > 0
some fized constant. Then there exists ey such that if s = 24 and if (wo,w1) €
H*(R3) x H*~1(R3) with norm smaller than €y, then the solution of the form (1.2)
s globally defined in time and such that

lw(t, D) VI + /1 + [t — |y]] < co.

Orbital stability of kinks for n = 1 is proved in [HPW], see also the remark in
p.188 [GSS]. A result similar to Theorem 1.1 can be proved for traveling kinks.
For n = 2 and especially for n = 1 a similar result is open while for n > 4, in
particular for n > 5, it should be easier to prove. When we replace u;; with uy,
we obtain an integrable Schrédinger equation but (1.1) cannot be treated with the
Inverse Scattering Transform, [AS] p. 38. In the case of the heat equation stronger
results than ours are well known: for n = 1 see [H]; for n > 1 see, for n > 4
[X], for n = 2,3 [LX] and for all n > 1 [Ka]. For the heat equation the fact that
most of the spectrum is strictly negative is very helpful, while for (1.1) one can
think of the whole spectrum in the imaginary axis. In fact for the heat equation
when n = 1 one exploits that 0 is an isolated eigenvalue and all the rest is strictly
negative. For m > 2 the point 0 is not isolated in the spectrum and so to some
extent the transversal variables complicate the spectral picture. At least in part
this extra difficulty must be purely formal since, for perturbations localized also in
the transversal variables, which only contributes to their smallness, relaxation to a
kink must only be more likely. This is the view we take in this paper. Since we
do not know how to solve the n = 1 case we add some extra variables and exploit
the dispersion they provide. The case n = 3 leads to equations with a long range
nonlinearity.
The equation for the perturbation can be written

(1.4) wy — Aw —w + 3tanh2(2_%a:)w + 3tanh(2_%x)w2 +w® = 0.

We can rewrite )

d
H = S 3cosh_2(2_%a:),
wy + Hw — Ayw + 2w + 3tanh(2_%33)w2 +w? = 0.
n? d? Vo

Recall that the eigenvalues of the operator —— —
& P podx? cosh?(2722/a)

R? |1 [8uVya? 1
A”“W!Q\/ m tl-nt3)

are by [GK]

given by formula
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with n varying among non negative integers so that %\/ 8“;;73‘12 +1—(n+ %) > 0.
In our case H has exactly two eigenvalues, given for n = 0,1 by

Ay = 1 Rm4+1 (+1)2— 1@ )2
"= T2 nTY T
In particular \g = —2 and Ay = —1/2. Notice A2 = 0 is a resonance but not

an eigenvalue, that is we have equality (1.7) with a function bounded but not in

L?(R). That 0 is a resonance is used here crucially, see §2 and the proof of Lemma
12.5. We have

(1.5) (H 4 2)cosh™2(2722) =0
(1.6) (H + %) cosh_2(2_%x) sinh(2_%x) =0
(1.7) H (COSh_Z(Q_%l‘) — 2tanh2(2_%a:)) =0.

Following Xin [X,LX] and Kapitula [Ka] we write the solution in the form

(1.8) wu(t,z,y) =th(z —o(t,y)) +v(t,x—o(t,y),y), /v(t, z,y)th'(z) dz = 0.

In turn, if we set

v . _1 —2/6—1 (ZS(:E)

. x) = sinh(272x) cosh 2x), ¢(r) = — )
(1.9) o(x) (272z) (2722), ¢(x) 500
we get
(1.10) u(t, z,y) = d(x)alt,y) + (L, . y),

with v corresponding to the continuous spectrum of H. In this paper we prove that
locally in space 1(t, z,y) = Ot~ 2+9) for § > 0 small preassigned, a(t,y) = O(t™)
and o(t,y) = O(t~21%). Probably these estimates are valid uniformly in space. In
the particular case when for the data in (1.3) we have wo(—=z,y) = —wp(x,y) and
wi(—z,y) = —wi(x,y), where o(t,y) = 0 for all ¢,y, we are able to prove uniform
estimates, but we do not include the argument here.

When we plug in (1.1) Ansatz (1.8) we obtain a system of two NLKG equations,
one for ¢ and one for a, and a nonlinear wave equation with zero mass for o.
The nonlinearity consists of pure powers, including quadratic, and null forms. The
equation for v has inhomogeneities that depend on the longitudinal variable zx.
If the space dimension n is sufficiently large, then the theory in Shatah [Sh1] and
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dispersion theory for the linearized operator, Weder [We], lead to the expected result
by means of LP L4 estimates. If n is small LP L9 estimates are not sufficient to close
the inequalities. The literature offers as additional tools Klainerman’s [K] vector
fields and Shatah’s [Sh2] normal forms. In low dimension n < 2 the two tools
are used in conjunction, see [D, DFX, GP, Ko, OTT] and therein for additional
references. The methods [K,Sh2] are designed for translation invariant equations.
In [K] a translation invariant NLKG is viewed essentially as an ODE in the radial
variable in spacetime. In [D,DFX] the approach in [K] is adapted directly to the
nonlinear problem.

Since the inhomogeneities in our system depend only on the longitudinal variable
x, we implement the method of [K,DFX] (change of coordinates, normalization
of the unknowns and energy estimates on hyperboloids using Klainerman’s vector
fields) only in the variables (¢, y), while in the = variable the differentiation needed
for energy estimates is by means of the Schrodinger operator H. The variables
(t,y) are changed into new ones denoted 7T,Y while x is left alone. Following
[D,DFX] we consider energy estimates and enter the information in the nonlinear
system. In [DFX] this leads to a simple system of ODE’s for the radial variable T'
plus small integrable perturbations. Then L estimates are obtained directly from
the ODE’s using standard ODE methods, for instance standard method of normal
forms. Similarly, here we obtain a system of one Klein Gordon equation in 1 with
time T" and space variable x and an ODE in T for a, while it is more convenient to
think of the equation for ¢ as a NLW. By variation of parameters and using work
by Weder [We], we obtain nice estimates for 1, so that ¢ can be eliminated from
the system. Now we have reduced to a NLW for ¢ and an ODE for a. Thanks
to the estimates on 1, by the Morawetz vector field we get nice estimates for o.
Eventually , up to lower order terms, we have in effect just a closed nonlinear scalar
ODE in a, with quadratic nonlinearity in a, up to a lower order error. We estimate
a applying normal forms as in [DFX].

We want to point to two features of the problem. The first, which is certainly
fundamental, is the fact that, both here and in [Kal, the problem can be solved
only because the nonlinearities are of a specific form, that is pure power terms
and, see [Ho, So|, Klainerman’s null forms. The second feature, maybe not as
fundamental but important for our argument, is that the endpoints result for p =
1,00 in Theorem 2.2, more precisely the dispersive L' — L> estimate for linear
Klein Gordon equations in Corollary 2.3, are crucial. Now, the L! — L* estimate
to our knowledge is known to hold only with Schrodinger operators which, like
our linearization H defined under (1.4), have 0 as a resonance and have transition
coefficient satisfying T(0) = 1, see below Lemma 2.1. The L' — L estimate
seems essential because, by the dimension 2 of the Y space, at some point we
get an undesired logT growth factor in the upper bound on v, see Lemma 11.2.
The estimates for o are tight and this logT" term risks to derail all the estimates.
Fortunately we are able to prove that the crucial term involved in the estimate
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for o, see (12.1), does not have the additional factor. The proof makes use of the
L' — L estimate in Corollary 2.3. A limitation in the proof is that the § > 0 of
say (t, 2z, y) = O(t~219) affects the size of the neighborhood of th for initial data,
and not only the constant in the big O.

This paper is structured as follows. In §2 we state a framework from Kapit-
ula [Ka] which is necessary to introduce the modulation equations. Then we state
results in [We] which give us estimates on groups associated to H. In §3 we “mod-
ulate” following [Ka]. This leads us to a system whose nonlinearity is of the right
type, in particular displays null form dependence in o. All sections from 4 on are
heavily dependent on [DFX]. In particular we often state without proof formulas
and lemmas which are proved in [DFX]. In §5 we introduce Klainerman’s vector-
fields and introduce new coordinates. In a subsection we derive, using Morawetz
vectorfield, various formulas for o. In §6 we describe the basic continuity argument
used to prove the main theorem, the rest of the paper consisting in the proof that
inequalities (6.1) imply the improved inequality (6.2). The crux of the paper starts
from §7, where we first restate the system, formulas (7.1-2) and (7.5), and we start
a long list of multilinear estimates. We advise the reader to skip these estimates at
a first reading. In §8 we prove a high energy estimate, Lemma 8.1, using the mate-
rial in §7. At a first reading we advise the reader to read the statement of Lemma
8.1 and skip the rest of the section. In §9 we rewrite the system emphasizing the
variables z and T'. In §10 we derive improved low energy estimates for .A. In §11
we derive dispersive estimates for ¥. At the end of §11 we exploit the estimates in
Lemma 8.6, which are derived from the finite speed of propagation. In §12 we prove
the estimates for X', stated in Lemmas 12.2 and 12.4. At a first reading we advise
the reader to read the statements of these lemmas, skip all the rest of §12 and read
the closure of the estimates in §13.

§2 SPECTRAL DECOMPOSITION AND LONGITUDINAL DISPERSION

We start with §2 [Ka]. We denote by (), the L? inner product in z. S(R) is the
space of rapidly decreasing and smooth functions defined in R. Then, proceeding
as in Lemma 2.1 [Ka|, we have:

Lemma 2.0. Let ¢ € S(R). For any U(z,y), v € R, y € R2, let (p,U), be the
function in y obtained by taking inner product in the variable x € R. Then we have
for all integers k and for all p € [1,00]:

I, Dallwszz) < g1l 7 g 10w

le@)le, Ulallwer@s) < llellwermllell  s2r o 1Ullwer@s). O
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In correspondence to the spectral decomposition of H, the identity operator in
L?(R), in fact LP(R) for any p € [1, oc], can be decomposed into

(2.0) I=F+P +F,

with P, the projection associated to (1.5), P; the projection associated to (1.6)
and P, the projection on the continuous spectrum of H. Since th’(x) and ¢(x) are
in S(R), by Lemma 2.0 projections Py, P;, P., and the corresponding splitting (2.0)
extend to W*P(R3) for any p € [1,00] and any k.

We collect a few technical facts on operator H needed later in the proof. We have:

Lemma 2.1. For the transmission coefficient of H, we have T(0) = 1.

By (2.12) in [We] we have T'(0) = 2_%(;2 where a = lim,_,_ o, f1(z,0), with fi(z,0)
the Jost function satisfying lim,_, o f1(x,0) = 1. If there is a bounded solution u
of Hu = 0, by elementary ODE arguments u must be a multiple of fi(z,0). Then
the function in (1.7) appropriately normalized gives fi(x,0), and since it is even,

we have a = 1. O

Lemma 2.1 is very useful because the main result in Weder [We] implies:

) 2
Theorem 2.2. Consider for p € C3°(R) the operator W = limy_, 4 elHteldd?tgp.

Then W extends into a bounded one to one map from WHP(R) into itselfV p € [1, o0]
and V' k € Z, with image given by P.(H)W*P(R). O

If 0 was not a resonance, so that 7'(0) = 0, or if T'(0) # 1, we would miss p = 1, 0o
in Theorem 2.2, see [We]. These endpoints cases are used in Lemma 12.5.

For P.(H) as in Theorem 2.2 set B = VH + 2P.(H). Since W f(H)P.(H) =
f (—%)W for any measurable bounded function f, by Theorem 2.2 B has the
following dispersive properties:
Corollary 2.3. We have that ¥ p € [2,00] the operators sin(tB) and cos(tB) send
P,(HYW*2=5:551 (R) — P.(H)WHP(R) with norm bounded by Cpt 35, O

We have the following fact, see p. 296 [T]:

Lemma 2.4. B is an elliptic pseudo differential operator (pdo) of order 1. [

Finally we have:

Lemma 2.5. Set B® = P.(H). If m is even (resp.odd) ¥V p € [2,00] (resp. p €
2,00]), p
|[B™, Oy W™P — LP N LT < c0.
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For m = 2k this follows from
[(H +2)"P.(H), 0, = (H + 2)*[P.(H), 8,] + [(H + 2)*, 0:] P.(H).

For m = 2k — 1, [B™,8,] = B[B™',8,] + [B™!,8,]B with [B™~!,9,] bounded
from W™P — WLP AW 5T and from Wm_lp’p — LPN Lr%pl. Since B is bounded
from W™P — W™=LP and from WP N Whs—1 — LP N L5771, we are done. [

§3 MODULATION

We still follow Kapitula [Ka]. We need to justify formula (1.8). For our purposes
the following result is sufficient:

Lemma 3.1. Consider k € N and p € [1,00] such that WFP(R3) c C°(R3) N
L (R3). Then there are positive constants C and ey such that, for any € €]0, €|

and for any w(z,y) € WFP(R3) of norm less than ¢, there erists a unique pair
(v(x,y), o (y)) with: v(z,y) € WFP(R3); Pyv =0; o(y) € WFP(R?);

(3.1) th(z) + w(x,y) = th(z — o(y)) + v(z — o (y),y);

the norm of (v(x,y),o(y)) is less than Ce.

The proof, that we sketch now, follows from [Ka] Lemma 2.2. Assuming (3.1) we
can write

(3.2) w(z,y) = vz - o(y),y) — o) / W ( — s (y))ds.

Define

1
F(o,w)(y) = (w(-y), th'(- = o(y)))a + o (y) /0 (th'(- = so(y)), th'(- — o(y)))xds.

Then

F e CY(WFP(R?) x Wh2(R3), WhP(R?)),
with F(0,0) = 0 and F,(0,0) = |[th’||3Z. We have that Pyv = 0 is equivalent to
F(o,w) = 0. By the Implicit Function Theorem there is a unique continuous map
o = o(w) such that ¢(0) =0 and F(o(w),w) = 0. We then plug this ¢ in (3.2) and
we obtain the desired v. [J

Let us write Qo(f,9) = fig+ — Vyf - Vyg. We plug ansatz (1.8) into equation
(1.1) and get, renaming x — o by =z,
Qo(o,0)th” (z) — th'(2)00 — v, (z)0o + (3thv? + v3)(2)

(3.3) )
+ (Ov + 2v + 3(th* — 1)v)(z) + Qo(0, 0) Ve — 2Q0 (0, v,) = 0.
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In the frame associated to (2.0), if we write v(¢,z,y) = Piv(t, x,y) + Po(t, x,y) =
o(x)a(t,y) + ¥ (t, z,y), equation (3.3) splits into a system formed by (3.4-6) below.
We will set O, = 0 — A,. We consider first P.(3.3) to obtain:

(Oy + B¢ = Pe($z + a¢')0yo + Qo(0,0) Petpza — 2Qo(0, Petz) =
= —P.(Fy + F3) — Qo(0,0)Pth” +2Q¢(0,a)P.¢ — aQo(c, ) P.g"
(1, a) = 3th (ap + ¥)?

F3(,a) = (ad +9)°.

(3.4)

We consider ((3.3), @), (from now on we omit the subscript « and write simply ())
and obtain

Oy + 3)a =Gz ~ Gy — (9, ¢")0o — Qol 0) 11", )

- 2Q0<U7 <¢7 ¢/>) - QO<U7 U) <¢7 ¢”> + CLQ()(O', U) H¢/H%

(3.5)

where G; = (F}, ¢). Notice that 2Q¢ (o, a){¢,¢’) = 0. We consider ((3.3),th’ ) and
obtain

(3.6) Oyo (Ith']13 = (v, th") + a(¢’, th')) = Ha + Hs+
‘ + 2Q0(07 <¢7 th//>> - 2Q0(U7 a) <¢/7 th/> + QO(Jv J) </¢7 thm>
where H; = (F}, th’). In particular

Hy (3, a) = 6a (i), thé th') + 3(thy?, th')

where 3a?(th ¢?,th’) = 0 because ¢*th’ is even while th is odd. Notice that the
nonlinearities contain ¢ only inside null forms. We will prove:

Theorem 3.2. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1 we have that for any fixed
d > 0 there is an €9 = €y(d) > 0 such that for initial data as in Theorem 1.1 we
have for T(t,y) = /1 4+ [t? — |y|?|

W(t, D) T2 (t,y) + |alt,y)|T(t,y) + |o(t, )| T2t y) < .

Having completed the set up, in the rest of the paper we borrow heavily from [DFX].
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§4 SHORT TERM BEHAVIOUR

We first look at equation (1.4) with initial conditions (1.2). In analogy to Propo-
sition 1.1.4 [DFX] and Proposition 1.4 [D], we have:

Proposition 4.1. Let Ty > 2K, s € N, s > 3. There are ¢g > 0 and C > 0
such that for any e with 0 < € < €y and for any (wo,w1) in a ball of radius € in
HsT1(R3) x H*(R3) and supported in {(z,y): |z|>+ |y|* < K2}, problem (1.4) (1.2)
has a unique solution defined in

(4.1) {(ty) 1t >0, (t+2K)* — |[y]* < Tg},

continuous in time with values in H*T1(R3) and C! with values in H*(R3). More-
over

(4.2) Z /R3 |(0%w) (/T + \y|2,g;,y)‘2da: dy < C?¢,

la|<s

and the restriction of w(t,z,y) and its derivatives on the hypersurface (t +2K)? —
2 2
ly|? = T¢ is supported inside {+/|x]2 + |y|? < % :

We sketch the proof. By taking ey small, there is a unique solution w(t) €
Le°([0,tg), HST(R3))NC%1([0,t9), H*(R3)) for any preassigned to, Theorem 6.4.11
[Hol, which is also in C°([0,t0), H**1(R3)) N C1([0,), H*(R3)), [So] p.18. For

2 2
to = %, the intersection of (4.1) with the support of w(t,x,y) is contained in

{t <todn{(Jz]2+|y|?)2 < to+ K}. (4.2) can be obtained by a trace theorem from
the standard energy inequality.

§5 CHANGE OF COORDINATES AND KLAINERMAN’S VECTOR FIELDS

Having disposed of the solution in the region below (4.1), we consider system
(3.4-6) in the region above (4.1). Following [K,D,DFX], we replace coordinates
(t,z,y) — (T,z,Y), we introduce in this new system of coordinates Klainerman’s
vector fields, only for variables (t,y), and we rewrite (3.4-6) in the new coordinate
system.
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Set t + 2K =T cosh|Y|,y=TY Sin|};||y|. Introduce Klainerman vector fields

Z() = y18y2 — ygayl = Y18y2 — Y28y1
A= (t —+ 2K)8y1 + yl&g

Y2  YZcosh|Y] Y1Ys Y] cosh |Y]]
— 2 . aYl 2 1_ . aYg
Y| |Y|sinh |Y| 1Y sinh |Y|
Zy = (t+ 2K)0y, + y20;
_nYs [ [Y[cosh|Y]| 5 Y?  Y{Zcosh|Y]] 5
B sinh [Y] YR T Y sinh|y]] T

Z3 = Or.

We denote by £" the set of functions (T,z,Y) — ¢(7T,z,Y) such that for any
multi-index I and integer k there is a constant C7 j such that

08 Z1e(T, x,Y)| < Cp T~ ™e Y

where m is the number of Z5 factors inside Z7.
By Lemma 1.2.2 [DFX] we have, with bge)(Y) € &Y,

(5.1) dy, = b (V)2 + 62 (V) Zs.

Fix spherical coordinates Y = R(cosf,sin#). We consider

Y Yo Yi
= — =-Y- Y] = tanh — =71+ —2Z5|.
Or 4 Vy, 9 20y, + Y10y, an (R)[ R 1+ R 2]
Set
2 2 2 1
of —Ay =P+ TBT’ P =07 — ﬁAhyp where
(5.2) cosh R 1
Apyp = 0% + Or + 0f =77+ 23— 73.

sinh R sinh? R

Next , we consider for s € N the spaces Hy. with norm, for I = (lo, I1,12) and
(1] = [To] + [11] + [L2],

(5.3 Il = 32 [ 12150 sinb(R)dRa.

1]<s

We set L2 = HY.. We consider for s € N the Sobolev spaces H?y,, = H$ . with
norm
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(5:4) /]

o= > / 0™ Z! f(Y)|? sinh(R)dRdfdz.
R2

[I|+m<s

We denote HYy by L2, or L?.
We now consider the null form @)y in the new coordinates. By elementary com-

putation:
1 1

ﬁmfege-

Qo(f,9) = frgr — %ngR —

As in [K] we set (¢, a,0) = £(¥, A, X). Notice that the above normalization leads
to weaker results than in [DFX]. Set

1 IRrRIR foge
T2 sinh”(R)

65 Qlf9)=(fr - 5 )lor -

With the above changes of the independent variables and of the unknowns, system
(3.4-6) becomes

(5.6)
(P + B%q’x-%Pc(% + Ad)PE + %QO(E, SVPW,, — %QO(Z, PW,) =
P, " /
=~ TR, Ad() - %QO(Z, 2P + %QO(Z, A)Po —
P. 1 7
— S (0, Ag(2)) — =5 AQo(Z, D) Puo
(5.7)
Pa A= LG, A) — 2y, A) — 200(5, D) Eh” L w ¢ py
( +§) =~ 7 2(¥, )—ﬁ 3(¥, >_TQO( , (¢ ,¢>—f< @)
2 / ]‘ 1 ]‘ /
= 7 Q0(Z, (7,0) = 75 Q0(Z, D), ¢") + =5 AQ0(Z, )||¢/][3
(5.8)
1 1 1 2
(P) (601 = 4, 60"} + A, ) = — Ha(, A) + Qo (5, (&, th"))—
2 1 1
= 7 (& AN th') + 5 Hy (W, A) + 5 Qo (X, 2) (W, th™).

By Proposition 4.1 w is smooth in (4.1) with bounds on the first few derivatives.
The same statement holds for (¥, A, ) by Lemma 2.0. We will prove:
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Theorem 5.1. Let so = 23. Fix a small positive number 6 > 0. Let ¢g > 0 and let
€ be any number € €]0, ¢o[. Consider smooth initial data for (5.6-8)

¥ (To) = Yoy, 0r¥(To) = ¥y, A(To) = Aoy, 07 A(To) = Aq)y,

1
) X(To) = Yoy, 07 X(To) = Xy

which are the traces onT' =Ty of the solutions with smooth initial data provided by
Proposition 4.1. Suppose we have estimates

(2) 1(Z(0)s Aoy, o))l zzs0 + [[(¥1), Ary, eyl prso—r <€
Then it is possible to choose €y such that system (5.6-8) with initial conditions (1)

satisfying (2) has a unique solution in C°([Ty, 00), H*°) N C*([Ty, 00), H**~1) and
such that we have

(T2=0W(T), A(T), T~ 2 95(T)) € L, .

The hypothesis that the initial data are traces of solutions from Proposition 4.1
is used later when we need to exploit the finite speed of propagation of the solution
w of (1.4).

In the region of existence the solution (¥, A, X) is smooth. For ¢ € N, set
(5.9) Wy = (Z'B™ ) pi11<q > Ag = (Z' A)11<q (W, A)g = Uy, Ay).-

Similarly set X, = (ZIE)MSq. We state:

Lemma 5.2. We have:
(1) [Z;,P] =0 for j =0,1,2,see [DFX] Lemma 1.2.5;
(2) [Zj,0r] =0 for all j, see [DFX] (1.2.10);
(3) [Z;, Anyp) =0 for all j, from the above two claims
(4) 01, P) = (01, — 75 Do) = 2 Bgp- O

Set [Z, B|(u,v) = ZB(u,v) — B(Zu,v) — B(u, Zv) for any vectorfield Z and bilinear
form B. By elementary computations, using formulas Qo(f, g) = O(fg)—gOf—fOg
and Qo(f,9) = P(fg) —gP[f — fPg we get:
Lemma 5.3. Consider a multiindex I. In view of Lemma 5.2 we can write Z1 =
Z:’)fZI/, where Z1' does not contain Z3 = Or among its factors. We also set Q1 =
T2Q,. The we have:

(1) [2", Qo] = 0;
(2) [ZII7 Ql] =0;
(3) [TOr, Q1] =0;
(4) [TOr, Qo] = —2Qy. O
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§5.1 THE USE OF MORAWETZ VECTORFIELD

Lemmas 5.5 and 5.6 are crucial for the dispersive estimates for ¢ derived in §12.
In particular we will first derive Lemma 5.5, which is later used in Lemma 12.2.
Then we will complement Lemma 5.5 with Lemma 5.6, obtained through a simple
computation and leading to the estimates of Lemma 12.4.

To discuss Lemma 5.5 we introduce the Morawetz vectorfield

Ko = (4 |y|*)0: + 2ty - V,, + t = T? cosh(|Y|)Or + T sinh(|Y|)Or + T cosh(|Y]).

We write

p)) 1
Ko = mK% with K= T? cosh(R)Or + T sinh(R)Og.
We have:
Lemma 5.4. We have

sinh(R) (Ku) (Pu) = 0rP° + OrP! + 9pP?

where

1 u?

PO —=— sinh(R) cosh(R) [T?u2 + 2T tanh(R)urup + u + —2—
5 sinh(R) (R)[T?u7 (R)urup + ug sinhz(R)}
1 2 1 u?

Pl = [ —Tud — — = wpup — —us+ ——2 — ]sinh?(R
2[ T tanh(R) T TR Tsinhz(R)] nb®(R)

P2 = — T upug — tanh ™ (R) upug.

PROOF. With a change of coordinates (¢,y) — (T,Y) and for f = T~ 1u, we get
dtdy (Ko f) Oy f = dT dR df sinh(R) T'(T cosh(R)ur + sinh(R)ur)Pu.

We have
T2
(1) T?sinh(R) cosh(R)ururr = (7 sinh(R) cosh(R)u2)r—T sinh(R) cosh(R)u?.

We have
(2)

T sinh?*(R)ugurr = (T sinh?(R)ugur)r — sinh?(R)ugup — T sinh?(R)ugrrur

= (T sinh2(R)uRuT)T — sinhz(R)uRuT—

T
— (5 sinh®(R)u%)g + T sinh(R) cosh Ru?.
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We have
— sinh(R) cosh(R)ur ugrg = —(sinh(R) cosh(R) urur)r+

3 1

®) + i(sinh(R) cosh(R) u%)r + (cosh?(R) + sinh?(R))urug.
We have

(4) 1 sinh®(R) upurr = —1(l sinh?(R) u%) g + 1 sinh(R) cosh(R) u?

T RO 9T RIET T R

Another term is

(5) — cosh®(R)urug.

Another term is

1
(6) —7 sinh(R) cosh(R) u%.
We have
1
(7) — tanh ™ (R) upugg = —(tanh ™" (R) upug)g + §(tanh_1(R) u3) 7.
We have
1
(8) ~T Y upugy = —(T * urug)g + §(T_1 u2)R.

Adding up the numbered formulas and simplifying we obtain Lemma 5.4. [J

By Lemma 5.4 we have

PO Pl P? tanh(R)
aT(cosh(R)> * BR(Cosh(R)> * ag(cosh(R) * cosh(R)

P! = tanh(R) Ku Pu.

By the last formula we have:

Lemma 5.5. Suppose Pu= F(T,Y). Then, for P’ as above, we have:

Or(P°/ cosh(R)) + Or(P!/ cosh(R)) + 9y(P?/ cosh(R)) =
_ tanh(R)

1
O
cosh(R) s

= sinh(R) (T?07u + T tanh(R) Oru) F

To get the desired dispersion for o we will need to supplement Lemma 5.5 with
the following elementary computation:
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Lemma 5.6. Suppose Pu= F(T,Y). Then we have

. h 2
sinh(R) T?ur Pu = o 2(R) 7 7 Yo )

(T?u7 + uh + ———
sinh®(R)"|

— (sinh(R) ugur)g — (sinh™(R) ugur)g — T sinh(R) u2-.
The proof follows from a direct computation. Here notice

1
sinh(R) T?urury = §(Sinh(R) T?u%)p — T sinh(R) u,

1
—sinh(R) ururr = —(sinh(R) upur)r + cosh(R) urug + §(sinh(R) u®) T,

1
— sinh ™Y (R) uruge = —(sinh™ (R) urug)g + §(sinh_1(R)u§)T.

§6 ENERGY AND A CONTINUITY ARGUMENT

We define, for appropriate f(7,Y),

2 1

Or
7|

2 .

Br.g)= | [|fT|2+

Next define
Eq) (T, 7) = / E(T,W)dz + | |B¥|?sinh(R)dRdA dzx
R R3

E) (T, A) = E(T, A) + / 2|A|2sinh(R) dRd6.

R2
We call E(T, (¥, A)) = Eq)(T,¥) + E¢2)(T, A). We have, see [DFX] Lemma 2.1.1:

Lemma 6.1. We have

diTE(l) (T, Ep) < 2R @T(P!p + BQEP) SiIlh(R) dRd6 dx
R3
d - 3
ﬁE(g)(T, A) < 2R Ap(PA+ Q'A) sinh(R) dRd6
R2
d

—E(T, %) < —2R | XpPXsinh(R)dRdf.
dT R2
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Next consider, see (5.5), E4(T) = E(T, (¥, A)y) = Eq)(T,%¥,) + Ex)(T, Ay) where

Ew (T, W) = > Ew(T,B"Z'W), Ex)(T, A)) = Y E@)(T,Z"A).
m+|I|<q [I]<q

Similarly set

E(T)=E(T, %)= > E(T,2'%).

[11<q

We fix integers N = 22 and N’ = 14. N and N’ are chosen so that N > N’ + 8
and N’ > [%] + 3 and N’ > 8. Next we fix a small number § > 0. We then fix
p € (2,00) so that § > % (we pick p # oo because pdo’s are not well behaved in
L*°). Next, we suppose that in an interval [Ty, T*[ we have

E(To, (7, A)n) + E(To, ¥n) < €

sup (T3 2| || o pp + T2 B3 (T, Sn)) < ple
(6.1) TE[To, T+ Y

sup  ([[@nllpz L2 + [|07%N L2 2 + AN/ |2 + |07 AN/][L2) < ple.
TG[TO’T*[

The crux of the proof consists in the following continuity argument. We need to
show that we can choose p/ and €(u') so that for any e €]0, e(u')[, then (6.1) implies

/
sup (T3P + THOEH(T, Ey)) < Lo
Te[Ty, T*| 2
(6.2)

/
n
sup (|97 llez L2 + 1079 [z £z + AN Nz + 107 ANz ) < Se.
TE [Ty, T*]

Once we have that (6.1) = (6.2) we are done. Indeed, suppose T* < co. In the
region T € [Ty, T™*[, by the finite speed of propagation the support of w(t, z,y) is
a bounded set. For any point Py = (to,Z0,%0), on the hypersurface T = T™* the
behavior of w(t,z,y) depends only on the values of w(t,z,y) in the cone defined
by tg —e1 < t < to, for any ¢; > 0 and |(z,y) — (z0,y0)| < to — t. For ¢; small,
the cone is in the region T' € [Ty, T*[. On the cone, (6.1) implies that a large
number of derivatives of w(t, x,y) is bounded, and so w(t, z,y) does not blow up at
Py. Therefore we can conclude that there is a 17 > T™ such that w(¢, z,y) can be
extended in a [Ty, T1[. By (6.2) we can assume (6.1) is valid in this larger region.
This implies we can choose T* = oc.
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87 VARIOUS INEQUALITIES
We start by rewriting equations (5.3-5). Set

1 1
(7.1) Q = [|th'||2 — T(m, th”) + TA(qb’,th’).

Lemma 7.1. There is a a constant C(u') such that ¥V T € [Ty, T*[ we have

|Zn -1 (D)L < C(u)eT=H |0 Znr—o(T) || 1 < O(u')el ™=+
[ —2(T) | pgerr < C()eT™ 5 || Anr—a(T)|| 132 < C(u)e.

By Sobolev Embedding Theorem, see [DFX] Corollary 2.2.4, and (6.1). O

By Lemma 7.1, VT € [Ty, T*[ we have Q ~ [[th’||3 for ¢ < 1. We will denote
schematically L(¥, A) = A\ + u(¥, ) (or L(¥, A) = MY (z) + p¥) for X and pu
constants with |A| + |u| < C for a fixed C, and for ¥ (x) some Schwartz function.
For L changing from place to place, we can write schematically

(7.1) g r

1 1

Next, let us write schematically

(P4 gm - —%Gz(w, A) — %Gg(w, A) — %QO(E, 2)(th”, ¢)
(7'2) 1 H 2 1
—T<W7¢ >§_TQO(E7L(EP7'A)>_ﬁQO(272>L(Ep7'A)

We rewrite now the equation for ¥. We consider a symmetric matrix with entries

1 2
Tex = EQO(Z‘I?E) ) TtR = TRz ﬁ2R7
(7.3)
r r —E(E — g)
T — '"'Tx — T T T .

Next notice )
229 229
— W= E (Y W,y.,
T3sinh®(R) *  T°sinh(R) 0 (Y) ¥ay;
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with a1(Y) = — and as(Y) = Smh(R) We set for j =1,2

Y
sinh(R)

2% a;(Y).

74 S o
(7.4) ey = T; T3 sinh(R)

We then write

(P+ B + Z rradndal = — 1 By (W, A)—

T )
P, 1
(7.5) T2 “CP(T, A) + = QO(E AP’ — = Qo(Z, T) Pl
1 H

. // - AV
We now start a long list of inequalities on the terms in the right hand side of
equations (7.1-2) and (7.5). We advise the reader to skip the remaining part of

this section at a first reading and to come back to these lemmas when they are
referenced later.

Lemma 7.2. Assume (6.1) and let B;(W,A), j = 2 (resp. j = 3) be one of
Go(W, A) and Ho (¥, A) (resp. G3(¥, A) and Hs(¥, A)). Then for |I| < N we have

127857, Az < C(u)el (, Az -

It is an immediate consequence of Lemma 7.1 and of Leibnitz rule.
Lemma 7.3. Assume (6.1) and let |I| < N'. Then, for B2(¥, A) a quadratic
expression of the form By = AW, p1) + (2, pa) for ¢j(x) € S(R), we have

C(p)e
12 B Al < S

For Bs((¥, v1), A) a cubic expression in the arguments, for |I| < N we have

127 B5 (¥, 1), A 2. < C(w)€’

REMARK. Notice that Hy(¥,.A) is by the discussion after (3.6) of the above
form. Similarly, Go(¥, A) — 3th A? is of the above form.
The proof of Lemma 7.3 follows from the Leibnitz rule, Lemma 7.1 and (6.1). O
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Lemma 7.4. Assume (6.1). Then for |I| +m < N we have

(1) 12 B™F; (%, A)ll2 < C(u)el| (&, A |-
If [I| + m < N" we have
(2)

12" B E3 (2, A)|
L2

1
vy VWa

We start with ZZB™Fy (¥, A) which is a sum of terms of the form

2y SO0 (4 T 32 @, A2 (2 Ao

'p

(3) [B"Cy i (T, a,Y)¢?(2)] (27 A(T,Y)) (2 A(T,Y))
(4) B™[Cyx(T,2,Y)¢(x) (ZTA(T,Y)) (Z5W(T,z,Y))]
(5) B™[Cy (T, 2,Y)(Z79(T,2,Y)) (Z¥¥(T,2,Y))].

with CJ,K e &Y and |J| + |K| < |I| Now B™ OC‘],K = CJJ{ o B™ + [Bm,CLK]
with [B™,C; k| a pdo of order m — 1 by Lemma 2.4. By Lemma 2.4 we have
1B™(i)ll2 < ()2 g for j = 3,4,5 and so it is enough to show that for linear

combinations L; (¥, A) = NU(T,2,Y)+ p(x)A(T,Y), with bounded coefficients,

we have
(6) 1(27911)) (Z% 95 La)||2 < rhs(1).
If say |K|+ k < %, then by Sobolev embedding we bound by
12505 Lalloo | (&, A) N (T2 < CllLal| 112y 010 (2, A (T) 2

Since B is an elliptic pdo, by [§]+4 3 < N’ and by (6.1)
(1) LoDl g2 yprsre < CHAE(T) + potp(2) AT)) |l 22 12 < Cplle.
Y xT

hence we have obtained (6). When we prove (1) for j = 3 we proceed similarly
reducing to
(8) 1(Z701L1)) (Z¥ 0k La) (Z™ 9 Ls)||2 < rhs(1)
with now two factors with fewer than £ derivatives, say |[K|+k < & and |[W|+w <
L. For either of them we have a bound like (7) and so we have (8)

We turn to the proof of (2). By Lemma 2.4 and using the above notation,

|IB™ (2701 ZX Ly ZV L3) | w2 <C|Z7Ly Z5 Ly ZV L] 1,2 -
LEw, ? e L2 W, p—1

Terms of the form 1 (x)A(¥, ¢ (x).A)? are bounded, by Schwartz and Sobolev in-
equalities and Sobolev embedding and by (6.1), by

102, (@) A7 12 17, A (T2 < C()e (2, A)n (T) 2.
Terms like &3 are bounded by
1Ol 2 o | (D3 < W/ T~ 26| (2, A)n(T)]3. O
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Lemma 7.5. Let L = L((¥,%), A) = NW(T,z,Y),¥(x)) 2 + pA(T,Y) with X\ and
p two constants, bounded by a fized number. Assume (6.1). Then, for |I| < N we
have ||Z1 Qo (X, L)||2 < (7.6) with

C) e
T

1 ~ 1 Ne (T 1 ~ 1
W) e(BRT) + B () + S0 [ (g + Bh

(7.6)

We consider Z:ifZI/ Qo(X, L), where ZT" does not contain Z3;. By Lemma 5.3
ZI/ QO(E, L) - Z CJ'K' Qo(ZJ/Z, ZK/L)

with Cj g+ constants. Suppose k = 0. If [J/| < [§] < N’ — 1, by Lemma 7.1
127 2(T)|| e < C(1/)T3+€. Consequently by (6.1)

’ ’ C ,u’ € %
100(27' 2,25 1)) sz, < YO B (7).

From this point on, we assume |J'| > [§] and |K’| < [§]. We claim:

/
(8927 %) (0925 L)||5 < C(éf >€E%(T, zy).

—(0rZ” £) (02X L) + ————

(082" ) (052" 1) + o
To show the claim notice that ||[0rZ% L||s < || (¥, A)15141lo- Similarly, equality
0o = tanh(R)[ — FZ1 + 7 Zo] implies || sy 062" Lo < |(¥, A)1x711]l0o- By
N’ —2>[4]+1 and by Lemma 7.1, ||(¥, A)[%]HHOO is bounded by (6.1). So our

claim holds.
Still assuming |J’| > [§] and |K'| < [£], we consider

!/ ]_ / / 1 ’ 1 / ’
1(0r27 2 — =27 2)(0rZ% L — 25 L)lla < S 27 221002 Lo
(1) 1 T T T
+ 5127 D)2 25 Lo + C(u')eE* (T, Zx),
where we expanded in the lhs and used Lemma 7.1. For T' € [Ty, T*[ we have

1 1 1 [T
(2) THZN(T)Hz STHEN(To)IIz += /TO 107 XN (7)]|2dT.

Since |K'| < [4], by Lemma 7.1

/ T
rhs(1) < C(;)e(ur/ 107 Zn (7)|2d7) + C(1)eE? (T, ).
To
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So far we had k£ = 0. Let now k£ > 0 and set
7577 Qy(3, L) = [%(T&T)]kZI/ Qu(X,L).
By elementary computation and by Lemma 5.3 this is a sum of terms of the form
s Qol(Tor) 772, (Tor) 7 1)
where |J'|+|K'| < |I|, c+d < b < k < a. Distinguishing between cases c+|J'| <[]
and ¢+ |J'| > [4], and using the fact that the 7”s in the numerator are canceled

by the T”s in the denominator, we prove the desired estimate proceeding as in the
k=0 case. U

Lemma 7.6. Using the notation of Lemma 7.5 we have for |I| < N’

C ! E% T
12 Q(3, D)l < U (H %) |

We consider Z¥Z! Qy(X, L), where Z!' does not contain Zs. By Lemma 5.3
Z"Qy(2,L) =Y Crx:Qo(2” 5, 2¥'L)

with C'j g constants. Suppose k = 0. We claim:

Claim. Consider

1 ’ / 1 !/ !/
ﬁH(@RZ‘] X)(0rZX L) + (R (0927 X) (0925 L)||.
N, 3
Then (1) < w if [I'| < N'.

Proof of the Claim. |I'| < N’ implies |K’| < N’ and by Sobolev inequality

; 1 / 1
10rZ™ L|so + Vs 92" L|s < CEZ(T).

(R)

This and the following inequality, consequence of |J'| < N’ and (6.1), give us the
Claim:

/7 1 /7
10827 Zllz + | wrmr 0627 Zll2 < C(i/)eT3 0,

(R)
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We consider now

/ 1 / ’ 1 ’
(1) |(0r2” £ 227 £)(0r2" L - 22" L)]o.

If |K’| < N’/2 then by Sobolev embedding and by (6.1),

1 :
(1) < TIIZJ Sll2[|0r 2" L] oo+

1 ’ / ’ ’ 1 /
+ ﬁHZ‘] D120 Z5 Lo + 10027 2|2 |(0r 2% L — TZK L)l <

/ HZJ/E||2 J’ N 2m—146
< C(p')|[ L2 —7 +[|0rZ7 X2 | < C(p')e"T™27°,

where we used (2) in Lemma 7.5, with N replaced by N’.
If instead |K'| > N’/2, then by (6.1) and by Lemma 7.1 we have

1Ly :
(1) < fIIZ‘] Sllocl|or 2" Ll|o+

1 ’ ’ ’ ’ 1 /
+ 75127 Zllooll 25 Ll + 10027 Dlooll(0r 2% L = 525 L)1 <

z7'y ,
< C(p')e (% +orz’ Z||2> < C(u)ET =2+,

Let now k£ > 0 and set
757" Qy(3, L) = [%(T&T)]kZI' Qu(X,L).
By elementary computation and by Lemma 5.3 this is a sum of terms of the form
2 Qo((TOr)° 27 2, (Tor)' 2% 1)
where |J'| + |K'| < |I'], c+d < b < k < a. Using the fact that the 7"s in

the numerator are canceled by the T's in the denominator, we prove the desired
estimate proceeding as in the k£ = 0 case. [J

Lemma 7.7. Assume (6.1). Then for |I| < N we have

127 Qo(2, X)|l2 <

(7.6).

T30

We write as in Lemma 7.5, Z!Qy(X, X)) = [%(T@T)]kZI/ Qu(X, %), where Z!" does
not contain dr. The last expression is a sum of terms of the form %(T@T)bZI/ Qo,
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b+ |I’| < |I]. This in turn is a sum of terms like 7z Qo((T0r)°Z’ X, (TOr)*ZX X)
with [J| + |K| < |I'| and ¢ +d < b. Since one of ¢+ |J| and b+ |K]| is less than [5]
we conclude

127Qo(Z, D)2 < (B (T, Zw) + T Zw2)

(1) . . |09 X x
X O Loy |+ T | Xy + T |0r Yy | +

The second factor in rhs can be bounded by i(%): by Lemma 7.1. T1||Xx|2 can
2
be bounded by (2) in Lemma 7.5. O

Lemma 7.8. With the notation of Lemma 7.7, we have for |I| < N’

C(u)e?

127 Q0(X, 2|2 < T3

Indeed we have an inequality like (1) in Lemma 7.7 with N’ replacing N. Then

|09 X x|
1 1 (5] N p—L+48
H(@@gﬂ+T|E%J+T|%a%ﬂ+ﬁﬁfﬁ-awwscwsz

by Lemma 7.1. We have

1

(BT, 53) + TS ls) < OGu)er=4+5
by (6.1) and by formula (2) in Lemma 7.5. O

By Leibnitz rule, Lemmas 7.7 and 7.8 and (6.1) imply:

Lemma 7.9. Assume (6.1). Let as in Lemma 7.5, L = NW(T,x,Y),¥(x))rz +
pwA(T,Y). Then, for |I| < N we have

1ZTLQo(2, D)2 <

With the above notation, for |I| < N' we have

O Nl 63
127 LQo(X, X2 < %
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It is enough to bound for I = J + K
(1) 1(Z27L)Z% Qo(2, )]l2.

For |I| < N for |J| < N/2, by Lemmas 7.1 and 7.7 we have

(1) <127 Ll 2" Qo(2, D)l2 <

15 (76).

For |I| < N for |J| > N/2, by Sobolev embedding and by Lemma 7.8 we have

C)e
T1—25

By < SWE 7).

() <1Z7Lls Y 1127 Qo(Z, X)) < < i3

|H|<N'

When [I| < N’ for |J| < N’'/2 by Lemmas 7.1 and 7.8 we have

C(u)ed
(1) < 127 Ll 25 Qo(2, D)l < TUE

When |I| < N’ for |J| > N'/2 we have

C(u 3
<1270l Y 127 Qo 2yl < SO

|H|<N'

Lemma 7.10. Assume (6.1). Let |I|+m < N. Set L = B™W¥, A, X. Then there
is a fized constant Csuch that

12", Pl < o (BR (1) + B (D))

We write [Z!, P]L = [0%, P]Z" L where Z!" does not contain 7. This is a sum
of terms of the form

1

(1) mAhypiL, 7 = o2 71"

with k1 > 0, k; + ko = k and |I| < |I| — 1. Then apply to the terms in (1) the
following lemma:
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Lemma 7.11. For L as in Lemma 7.10 we have for |I|+m < q¢—1 and for a fized
C

1 1 _1
| Amp 2" Lll2 < C (E (T) + B3 (1))
where the L? norm is either the L2y one for L = B™V or the L2, one for L = A, X.
Write ||7AhypZILH2 = || R HR§1 —+ || R HR21' Then

Qo)

1 1 -
||TAhypZIL||R21 S E¢12 (T) + E (T>

1
by Apyp = 0% + m&g + m@g. To prove || AnypZ Llr<1 S EZ(T) +
.1

EZ(T), by (5.2) we write

|AhypZIL| < | L2, 72 L) + |—ZQZIL| + |—Z AN

and see that by the formulas

Y; 1 Y

Zy = —0p — ——— 29 Zo =0

" RYE  tanbh(R)RTY O 0T
Y; 1 Y

ZQ:—26R+ 169

R tanh(R) R

we have that & T AnypZ! L 12(r<1) is bounded by a fixed constant times

||Z| ZZIL|+Z|Ta—wszL|H2<c(E2< )+ BHD)). O

68 ENERGY INEQUALITIES

We set
Eix(T, W) =Eq) (T, ¥y) + Y /{27~Tm (B™z'wop(B™Z1w)—
m+|I|<q
— Y rap0a(B"Z'W)05(B™ Z' W)} sinh(R) dxdRdf,

a,p

with a and 8 summed over all T, R,z and Y}, j = 1,2, with ros = 0 if it is not in
the list (7.3-4). We set Ex(T, (¥, A),) = E1x + E(3). For ¢(y') small, (6.1) and
Lemma 7.1 imply for any ¢ < N

(8.1) %Eq(T) < Ex(T,W,) <2E,(T) VT €[T),T*[ Vq<N.
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Lemma 8.1. There is an e€(u') > 0 and fized constants Cy and Cy such that if
(6.1) is true for € €]0,e(u’)[ then for any T € [Ty, T*| we have:

E(T, (¥, A)n) + E(T, Sx) < CoTrCH)ee2,

REMARK. By adjusting C(¢/) we simply write Ex + Ex < CoTC#)ee2,
PROOF of Lemma 8.1. Let us set
Cwe | (C(M/)E C

N

(8.2)

Then we have:

Lemma 8.2. Given (6.1) in [Ty, T*[ for any q, ¢ < N, we have %E
(8.2).

N|=

(T, %) <

Lemma 8.3. Given (6.1) in [Ty, T*[ for any q, ¢ < N we have %Eé(T, (v, A),) <
(8.2).

We assume Lemmas 8.2 and 8.3 and continue the proof of Lemma 8.1. By a
continuity argument we assume initially that the last term in the first line of (8.2),
’ 1 ~
that is %EN(T), is not present. Setting D = EZ(T, (¥, A)n) + E=(T, Xy),

2

o(T) = 2(%/)6 + £ ), adding from Lemmas 8.2 and 8.3 and using (8.1) we obtain

20(p)e [T
T I

L p< = L TD + D(r)dr.

Integrating,

D(T) < D(Ty) + 20(u)é* log - + /T () D(r)dr + /T 20 ey

By Gronwall inequality we obtain an inequality of the desired form
4C(p')e +<

D(T) < ef;%( 2204 G ) dr (D(T()) +20(u')e* log TZO) :

By a continuity argument it is easy now to absorb the i(é” s
2

En(T) term inside
Cc ot

=EZ(T). O

T2 N
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We return now to Lemmas 8.2 and 8.3. Apply Z7 to (7.1)
I H I
(8.3) Pz's =75 + (2", P)2.
Taking m > 0 with BY = P., apply B™Z! to (7.5):

1
(P+B*)B"Z'W+ ) 1300,00B™Z'W = —BmZI{TFQ(W, A)+

1 I 2 m i/ I 1 myy !
54) -l-ﬁF?;(W,A)}-l-Z [TQO(Z,A)]B T_Z [TQO;{&Z)}B th” —

VA Bmw Z Toa) B"Wo — Zrm [B™ a VAL
Finally there is a similar equation for A.
3\ 1
1

Ty

1 1 1
85 =2 | A+ g Galh A+ 1O D)+

- 7! [%QO(E, LW, A))+ %QO(E, 2)L(w, A)] — [Z1, P]A.

By Lemma 6.1, Lemmas 8.3 and 8.4 follow from:
Lemma 8.4. For j = 3,4,5 we have |[rhs(8.57)]|2 < (8.2).

Lemmas 7.2 and 7.4 guarantee, for m + |I| < N, that for ¢ = 2,3, quadratic or
cubic expressions succinctly denoted by (¥, A)* satisfy

(1) 1B™ 2z

T 1< "A)EHQ < Te—1 €

Lemma 7.3 guarantees for [I| < N’

i o)
2 127 g (.0, A < St
Lemma 7.5 guarantees for [I| < N
1 7.6
3 127 ooz, L) Ala < T < (52
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and Lemma 7.6 guarantees for |I| < N’

121 2.Qu(3, L, 9}, A < TUO <e+ Efv(T)) for [1] = N

B
1 C(u! 2
12 502, LU ), Al < TV for |1 <
T T30
Lemma 7.7 guarantees for |I| < N
) 12! Lu(Z, D)l < (5% < (82)
T 0 ) 2 > T%_‘S > .
and Lemma 7.8 guarantees for |I| < N’
1 C(u')e
© 12" 0oz, D)l < TU
Lemma 7.9 guarantees for |I| < N
1 (7.6)
I
and for [I| < N’
1 C(u')e
0 12! L, ), Aol 5, D)o < U

The following Lemma holds:
Lemma 8.5. We have

(86)  [(H)wl2 < (8:2), H(H)N,HQS;*(%Q; (EI%T@)H);

BT 10Dyl <(82), (/) < K (Efvfue).

We have

58) i (H - %Ag, thth’¢))N/ I < C(u')e (EEV(T) . 6) |




ON ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY IN 3D OF KINKS FOR THE ¢* MODEL 29

We have

(8.9) | (Th8(8-5)+ZI%A2IIth¢3||1—|—[ZI,P]A) I < i@; <E?V(T>+E)‘

N’ T

(8.6) follows from inequalities from (1) to (8) and from Lemma 7.3. (8.7) follows
from (8.6) and Leibnitz rule. (8.9) follows from inequalities from (1) to (8), Lemma
7.3 and (8.7). (8.8) follows from (1) to (8), from Lemma 7.3 and Leibnitz rule be-
cause we have eliminated the only term which decays like 7-2+2% the A(W¥, thth’¢)
one. (8.10) is proved like the previous ones, exploiting the fact that Ny < N’,
which allows to exploit the inequalities with < N’ derivatives in Lemma 7.6 and in
inequality (4) in Lemma 8.4.

We resume the proof of Lemma 8.4. Lemma 7.10 guarantees for m + |I| < N
C 1 ~1
(9) [12", P)(B™, A, £)|2 < 7 (ER + EY) < (8.2).

Hence (9) and (8.7) guarantee Lemma 8.4 for j = 3. (8.7) and the Leibnitz rule
guarantee for [I| < N

(10) 27 (e ) 1< 52

The above estimates guarantee Lemma 8.4 for j = 5.
Given a linear combination L = A\ (z,Y,T) 4+ pA(Y, T)y¥(z), we want to show that
for [I| + m < N we have

H
I m = < . i
(11) \Z*B (9ILTQ||2 < (8.2)
We consider for |J| + |K| < ||
H
Jnpm K
(12) (27 B0, 1)(Z5 )

If |K| < [N]/2 then the desired inequality follows from

Q

H 1
(12) < HZ"BmﬁxLHzHZKﬁHoo < CT'EZ(T)|(H/Q)n 2
< Cl)e

S Tiow (T)<fﬁ%gj~+e> < (8.2).

If |K| > [N]/2+1 then |J| +m < [N/2] — 2. Then

2ol

E

H H
12) < [|Z7B™0, L)oo | Z5 ==|l2 < C|1Z% ==l sup Z70™ L.
(12) < locl|Z™ =5 | 127 7l |J|+m§N’—4H |
1 1

Then [|[ZX 252 < T71(8.2) by (8.7) and || Z707"L|s < CT2"7 (270 L] 212 by
a lemma stated and proved immediately below, see Lemma 8.6. These last two
estimates give (12) < (8.2) also for |K| > N’. We state and prove Lemma 8.6 and
then we continue the proof of Lemma 8.4.
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Lemma 8.6. Let 1 < p < g < o0 and fix any j and J. Assume (6.1). Then there
are constants C' and Cy; such that for any T € [Ty, T*[, any Y we have for our
solution: |02Z7W(T,Y)| p» <

Cwm

<orii (naizﬂv(T,an; Orr (129 (1,7 + 127 AT, Y>|>)

For simplicity let us pick j+|J| = 0, but the general argument is the same. First

of all we write [, de|¥(T,z,Y )P = f|x+a(t o<t f|x+a(t o> - Then, by Hélder,

/ da|U(T, 2, )P < T4 |0 (T, 2, V)|,
|z+0(t,y)|<T v

Next we consider the |x+0(t,y)| > T integral. In intervals of existence, the solution
w of (1.4) is supported in the set 22 4+y? = 224+ T?sinh® R < (t+ K)? < (t+2K)? =
T2 cosh® R. This implies that 7 > |z| on the support of w. By (1.10) and (3.2)

Y(t,r,y) = w(t,w+0(t,y),y)+0’(t,y)/0 th'(z +o(t,y) —so(t,y))ds — ¢(x)a(t,y).

So, for |z + o(t,y)| > T,

1
bt z,y) = o(t,y) / (x4 so(t,y))ds — S(z)alt, ).

Lemma 7.1 and the equality 0 = Z imply (here we are focusing on the o’s in the

T
argument of w and th’)
o (t,y)| < CUW'T~5 e,

Therefore, for € small, inequality |z + o(t,y)| > T implies |x| > T'/2. Therefore, for
some fixed constants C' and C)y,

/ dz|¥(T,z,Y)P <
lz+o(t,y)| =T

< OBy /| e | (2)P +CLAT Y [ il

2|>T/2 2| >T/2
< CuTM(|Z2(T, )P + |A(T,Y)]P),

with M > 0 an arbitrarily large number. [

To complete the proof of Lemma 8.4 we still need to prove ||rhs(8. 4)||2 (8.2).
We have ||B™Z LFy (¥, A)|l> < (8.2) by (1), [|B"ZT &% F3(¥, A)||ls < T-1(8.2) by
(1), 1B 21 £ Q0(X, A)¢'ll2 < (8.2) by (3), | B™Z" 1 Qo(E 2)th"[| < (8.2) by (5),
|Bmz! 12/190(5 2)¢" |2 < T72+9(8.2) by (7), ||[ZI PIB™W ||y < (8.2) by (9) and
|B™Z! [ (W, + Ad') |2 < (8.2) by (12). Hence we have [rhs(8.4)|2 < (8.2) if we
prove:
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Lemma 8.7. Assume (6.1). Then we have for |I|+m < N:

(1) I[Z7, raal B™"Waall2 < (8.2)
(2) 7200200, B™1 Z'W |2 < (8.2)
Recall
1 2
Tmm:ﬁQO(E7Z) 5 TmR:TRm:ﬁERy

2 b 25
T = e = —=2r— = s TaY; — o= a5 (Y
fel =TT 7Er =) ey = e = e ()

where a1(Y) = —Sinﬁﬁ and as(Y) = ﬁl(l%)' We prove (1) first. [Z1,7,4]B™W,q
is a sum of terms (Z7B™W,)(ZK1ya), with m+ |J|+ |K| < |I]. If m+ |J| < [§],
by Lemma 7.1, N’ > [5] + 3, Lemma 8.6 and (6.1) we have

€

7)< C(u)er— s,

11 m

1Z7 B"™Woall e rr < C(W)(T2 7727 B ool e 12 +
We have || ZE7r,,|l2 < T71(8.2) by (5) in Lemma 8.4, C(t/)e|| Z8rpa|2 < T71(8.2)
for « = R,Y; by the definitions, and C(p/)e|| Z5r,r|2 < T71(8.2) which follows by

L1

|ZK X7 /T2 < T7'EZ(T) and by formula (2) in Lemma 7.5.
If m+ [J| > [§], then | Z5r,, |2 < C(W)T732° by (6). || Z5rsall2 < p/T~2€ for
a # 2 by (6.1). We have ||Z7 B™"W,|» < CEz (T, W¥y), where we use |J|+m < N—1
and || Z7 B™W,,|l2 < C||Z/B™ W, |2 by ¥ = P.(H)W. All these estimates imply
claim (1) of Lemma 8.7.

We prove (2) in Lemma 8.7. For o = T, R, Y}, since [0, B™] is a pdo of order m,
since B is elliptic and ¥ = P.(H)¥

1720 [02: B™06Z" W2 < C|rsallcc || B 00 2|2 <

For a = x, since [02, B™] is a pdo of order m + 1,

C(u)e?

1
722 (02, B™ZW|s < Cllrasloo| B Z1W]|o < T3-25 En- U
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§9 THE ELIMINATION OF THE Y VARIABLE

Following Klainerman, see [K,DFX], the energy estimates in the previous section
are used now to interpret terms in the equations for ¥ and A, that is (7.2) and
(7.3), with derivatives in Y, as perturbations integrable in 7. Hence the equation
for ¥ is interpreted as a Schrodinger equation with time 7 and space variable z,
the equation for A is interpreted as an ODE with time T'. Specifically, we write

1 1
(91) WTT + BQW + TﬁTPC;pTJC = _TPCFQ(LP7 A) - ﬁRW7

with
Ry = P.F3(W, A) + Apyp¥ + T Qo (X, Y)P.th" —

—2TQ0(X, A) Pt/ + AQy (X, X)P.g"+
+ Qo(Z, B) Py + TPe(Wy + A )PX —T% Y roaliq
a#T
and we write

3 3 L, a1
(9.2) Arr + §A— TA [th ¢°||1 T2RA’
with

Ra =T (3th¥? + 6th Ap W, ¢) + G3(¥, A) + Qo(X, X)W, ¢") + T(¥, ¢") P X+
+2T Q0 (X, (W, ")) + AQo(X, X)||¢'[13 + AnypA + TQo (X, X)||th” ¢
We have:

Lemma 9.1. There are a fized constant C' and an ey > 0 such that for |I| < N’
and for 0 < € < ¢y we have for all T € [Ty, T*[:

1Z'Ra(T)|| 2 < CT7e.
Lemma 9.1 is consequence of (8.9) and, by (5.2) and Lemma 8.1, for L = A, ¥
and for [I| < N — 2, of
(9:3) 12! AnypLllz < ILj7j12ll2 < |1 Lnll2 < CTCW )%,

The following two lemmas are proved in §14.

Lemma 9.2. There are a fized constant C' and an ey > 0 such that for 0 < € < €p
and for |I| +m < N’ we have for all T € [Ty, T™|

1Z'B™ ' Ry |2 < CTe.

Lemma 9.3. There are a fized constant C' and an ey > 0 such that for 0 < € < €y
and for |I| +m < N’ we have for all T € [Ty, T™|:

IB™Z' Ry (T) » < CTie. O

1,-2. >

||L%Wm 2
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§10 NORMAL FORM ARGUMENT FOR A

The starting points are (9.2) and Lemma 9.2. Consider A4 related to A by

Ay = (Fidr + V3DA |, A= L%A_'
Then write
th ¢3 1
(:i:iaT + v 3/2)Ai = —3“%”1(./44_ + .A_>2 — ﬁR'A'

By the theory of normal forms there are constants a4, 54, v+ so that, if we write
Ar = A + % (A12)? + 22 A1 Ay + 22 (A15)?%, we obtain

. 1
(iz@T + 3/2)A17i = _ﬁRAi:
where we have, by Lemma 9.1:

Lemma 10.1. There is a fived constant C' such that for R4 as above we have for
all T € [Ty, T*[:

> 2" Rus(D)|lp2 < CTHe. O

[T|<N’

We have Ray — Ra = O(A? 1) + O(T~' A1, R4) plus smaller terms. By Leibnitz
rule, Sobolev inequality,( 6.1), Lemma 8.1 and € small || Z7(A; 4, A1 _)3|2 <
(A1 4, AL NI (A4, A v llz = (A AN B (A A ) vl < CTEU%
We have by (6.1), Lemma 9.1 and € small

12" T (Rads 2)ll2 S T (As) e ol (Ra)we [la < CeT ™3,

We have:

Lemma 10.2. Assume (6.1). Then there is a fized constant C' such that ¥ I with
|[I| < N’ we have for all T € [Ty, T™|

12" Av(T)| 2. < Ce.
For any multiindex I with |I| < N’ we have
. 1 . _1
(+i0r ++/3/2)Z A1y = TFi with [ FL(T)| p2 + | FL(T)||1s < CeT 5.

Next, we can write

1

1 _
§6T|ZIA1i|2 < TS{F;’[ZIAH[}

from which we obtain

d 1 5
2 Arsllg < ZIFLD) g <CeTE D



34 SCIPIO CUCCAGNA

6§11 BOUNDS ON W
We have:

Lemma 11.1. Assume (6.1) and Lemmas 9.2 and 9.3. Then there are a fized c
and an eo(p') such that if € €]0,eo(p’)[ and T € [To, T*[ and for any choice of
multiindex I and nonnegative integer m with |I| +m < N’

IB™Z10(T) |3, 1y < T e

We start from (9.1). Apply B™Z! and consider

B™ B™
(B™Z'W)rr + B*B™ 71w = —ZITFQ(!P, A) — ZIWRw — Zlryr B™"W, .

We write B™Z1W(T) = °7_, B™W;;(T) where

sin(B(T — Tp))
B

T .
B(T —
Bmw1j<T)=—/ S BT 7 p e, j—2,3,4
n B

B™W;(T) = B™ Z1W(Ty) + cos(B(T — Tp)) Z! B™W(T,)

1 1
Fo(T) = PCZITB’”FQ(A, v), F3(T)= ZIﬁBme(T)

Fu(T) = Z1rpr B™" Wy, (T).

Then we have:

Lemma 11.2. We have:

(1) 1B W7y (T)|| 2. 10 < c(T) 2% e

(2) 1B 01 (T)| 2 1z < C()(T) 27 log((T))e
(3) IB™W15(T) 12 1z < C(/ ) (T) 55

(4) 1B 014(T)| 1 1z < C(W/)(T) "2 T2,

(1) follows from Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 2.3. (3) Follows from

T .
sinB(T'—7) .. .1 dr
J e 2 R )y <

T T

Cdr Chredr _10

S/ |B™Z! Ry (7)|| 1,2 T S/ L — T 5
7 LW, PN (T —7)2 %72 To (T —71)27 7%
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by Lemma 9.3. As for inequality (2), notice that if we consider

T .

sin B(T — 1 1 ..

(5) [T bt L (A6, ),
T T

then by Corollary 2.3,

T
Ciei 1
(5)§c/ (T = 1) 33| P2 LB Fy(Ab, )| | o o dr.
Ty T L3 W,

Now 721 %BmFQ is formed by terms schematically of the form

(6) (27 A7, V)] [ZKA(,Y)] B™ [Cy (7, 2,Y) (2)]
(7) (27 A )] B™ [Co (2, Y)(2) 250 (7, 2,Y)]
(8) B™ [Cy (1,2, V)20 (1,2, Y)Z5¥(7,2,Y)].
with Cjx € % In (6) |J| +|K| < N’. By (6.1), Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 2.4 we
have 2 "2 2
IO, oz, SN &(e, VR e, ()26
L2W, LEW,
Similarly ||(8)]] , 1.z is bounded by a sum , for j+k < m+1, for |[K|+k < N/2
L2W, P~
and for % = %1 — %, and by Sobolev embedding in the second step,

. 1
ClZ B (r)lLgrr |1 2% B*W(7)|| 12 1y < EGy (1, %) | 25 BR (1) || 12 12

By (6.1) and Lemma 8.1, the latter < C(p/)e2r2¢#)e=(3-20) which is bounded. A
similar bound is obtained for (7), and thus we obtain (2).

Now we turn to the proof of (4) Lemma 11.2. F, is a sum of terms of the form

1
(9) T1+a

(077 ) (ZzX B™wr,)
with [J]| + |[K| < |I|, b <1 and a > 1if b=0. If |J| < [§] then by Lemma 7.1

1 )]
127 = (57 — Z)|leo < C(u')eT 240

T T
while by Lemmas 2.4 and 8.6 and by |[K|+m+2< N +2< N -1

C(u /
oo < O (0o + CEE) < ot B0

125 B™Wr, | 2. Z
2w,'? T
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As a consequence the desired estimate follows from the upper bound
T T
(9) , 1 dr
(10) | <o e

If in (9) |J| > [§], then by (6.1)

1 b)) _3
127 = (21 = )ll < C)er 3+

while by Lemma 8.6 and Sobolev embedding

11 C(p)e 1_1 e
1Z5B ™|y < TR (Il g + C ) < OrE RO )
Y

x

We obtain again (10). O

Along with the L2 LP estimate, in (6.1) we have also low energy estimates for .
We have:

Lemma 11.3. Assume (6.1). There is a fized constant C' and a constant ey(u)
such that if € €]0,e0(p)[ and T € [Ty, T*[ we have

10r¥n (T 22 iy + 1ON/(T) | L2 12 < 2¢

We apply B™Z! to formula (9.1) for m + [I| < N’ + 1 and m > 1:

(B™Z!W)rr + B2B™ Z'W + 118, B™ Z Wy =
1 .. T ..
(11.1) = —ZITB Fy(¥, A) — ZIﬁB Ro—
— 2%, 7o) B™Wur — 1o [B™, 0,1 21 0.

We have:
Claim. We have

C
T

~~
=
~
~—
[\

1
| rhs(11.1) + ZITBm3th¢2(:v)A2||L§Y <

€.

®|o

Assume the Claim. For D(T) = |(B™Z'W)p|3, ;. + ||B™ Z1w|]2, ., by the
Y "z Y Tz
Claim we get for ¢(z) = 3th ¢?(z)
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1d 1, C(p)e?
——D(T) < D=2(T
(1) < DHI L
If on an interval [Ty, Ti[ we have D(T) < 8¢2, then for € €]0, (i) we have

(1)

m ]' m
— (B ZI!I/)T,ZITB VA% 2 .

T
D(T) < D(Ty) + C) | 5= LB Z0(r), B (@) 2 A (), 172F,

r I m Il 2
+/ (B™ 710 (r), B (2)0p 21 2 A2(1)) 1o .
TO T xzY

Now we claim
C()é?

2) (B™Z'0(T), Bmdi(l‘)aTZf%A?(T»Liy} <%

~—~

By (6.1) we have [|9rZ2! £ A*(T)||2 < C(“T/)EZ (2) will follow from HBmZI!PHL%Lg <
C(i/)T~%e. Recall m + |I| < N’ +1 and m > 1. By interpolation

NfNjfz 1
1Bz < Culln s ol
N-—N'—2 e —N'—
(3) < OQH!pN’ngiNEl ||!pN||£\r2711]/_,1 < C(u/)GTNC;(]‘:,/’)_1_%—x;—? 3—26)
xT xT

< O(u)eTCW)=2(3-20),
where for the second inequality we use Sobolev embedding and for the second (6.1)
and Lemma 8.1. From (3) we get (2). Entering the information in (1), we get

D(T) < € + C’(,u’)eZ(TO_% + ¢) for some fixed function C(u’). Since Ty can be
thought large and ¢ > 0 small, we conclude that D(T) < 4€? for T € [Ty, Ty]. So
we have proved that for any T3 < T*, D(T) < 8¢2 in [Ty, T1] implies D(T) < 4¢? in
[Ty, T1]. Hence we conclude D(T) < 4€? in [Ty, T*[.

We prove the claimed inequality (2). By Sobolev Embedding, by (7.3) and by
m + |I| < N’'+1 with m > 1 for the first inequality, and by (6.1) and Lemma 8.1
for the second,

1 1 ) .
112" 72z ) B Wt 2 < (107 e la + | En )9 v < C)ET0,

The rhs is bounded by C(u/)T~ % €2.
By Lemma 7.1, by the fact that [B™, d,] is a pseudodifferential operator of order
m and by Lemma 8.1 ,

1 X C(p)e

(T — ?)Hoo”[Bm,am]ZI!pTHZ <

Cu)e
T1+%_6|| ||HN — Tl_'_%_(s_c(u/)e'
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By Lemma 9.2, which we have yet to prove, ||Z! 2 B™Ry || < C(1/)e*T T-%.
By Fz (¥, A) — 3th ¢?(z).A% = 6th ¢(z) AV + 3th(x )W we claim

Cu') 4

€.

(4) ||ZI%B’” [Fo (@, A) — 3th ¢* () A%] |2 <

9
8

To check (4) observe that we need to bound a combination of ¥? and of A¥. We
have [|(Z?)nr41lle < CllWne |22 2 [[Fn |2 < C(p/)T~3+20+CWNee2 by (6.1), Holder
inequality, Sobolev embedding and Lemma 8.1. Next, we recall that m+|I| < N'+1
with m > 1. Hence it is enough to bound

(5) B¢ (x)A¥)n 2 < CllANI2ll(1 + B)¥nelrz 12
By Lemma 8.1 we have || Ay|l2 < C(1/)TC*")<e. By (3) and by (6.1) we have

11+ B)YOn |l 2 1p < 1080|2212 + |1 BN |12 1 < C(p)eTCHIe=7 (5720

§12 ESTIMATES FOR X

In Klainerman’s classical proof of dispersion of solutions of the zero mass wave
equation, see texts [Ho,So|, the Morawetz vectorfield takes a central role. Notice
though that in these treatements dimension is at least 3. With this remark in mind,
we recall for |I| < N’ equation PZ1X = rhs(8.3). We then consider

sinh(R) K(Z'%) PZ'Y = K(Z'X) rhs(8.3)

and set, in the notation of Lemma 5.4,
(T, 2% dRdf ———
/ / cosh )

Lemma 12.1. Assume (6.1). Then, for ey small enough and for € €]0, €|, for
|[I| < N’ there is a fixred C such that

Then we have:

d 1 1
(T Z'X) < (C(p)e+ C)eT 3HEX(T, 2 X) + %51(T, 7'y).

Let us assume for the moment Lemma 12.1. By Gronwall inequality and by (6.1)
we get:
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Lemma 12.2. Assume (6.1) Then, there are a fized C' and an €y small enough
such that for € €]0, €o[, for |I| < N' we have

EX(T, 71 5) < CTH+5¢

In particular, for |I| < N’,

]‘ 1
1 ZI5||,. <CT2t?
) Hsinh(R)ae HLzY < CT=""e
(2) |T07 2" £ + tanh(R) OpZ' ¥|| 1z < CT* e,

Notice that (1) can be used to get (6.2) for m(%z but that (2) is not

enough for 0r2’ and for 8%2 . For this reason we introduce

(0g 21 302

&(T,2'5) = / / A dR smh(R)[T2(0r 2" 5)° + (a7 2P + 22T

Then we claim:

Lemma 12.3. We have for a fixed C1, %gg(T, zZ1x) <

1 1 1
< (C(p)e+ CeT 2°2(T, 21 ) + 7 // df dR sinh(R) (TorZ' %)

We postpone the proof. As a consequence of Lemmas 12.2 and 12.3 we obtain:

Lemma 12.4. For |I| < N’ and a fized constant A, we have

(4) |IT0rZ" 2|12 < AT +0e
(47) 10rZ" 2|15 < ATZ e,

PROOF Notice that & is defined with a factor 1/2, so the proof does not follow
immediately from Lemma 12.3 and Gronwall inequality, so we use Lemma 12.2. We
express [Tp, T*[ as a union of intervals [T1,T[C [Ty, T*[ such that we have one of
the following alternatives:

1-26 HTaTZIEHQ

(1) VT € [Ty, To[ we have [|0r 2! D|12, < 1222 2,

<
(2) VT € [T1, Tz[ we have ||8RZIZ||%§/ > %HT@TZIZHQL%’.
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The union can be taken maximal, in the sense that intervals of type (1) and (2)
alternate. For [Th,T»[ asin (1), from (2) in Lemma 12.3 we conclude the that Lemma

124 holds in [Ty, Ty for A= B = C (1—VI—25/v/1+25) ', C of Lemma 12.2
and B defined by the equality. For [T}, T5[ as in (2), then

1+20

1TorZ" S|I5 < (ITorz" 2|3 + |10rZ" 213).

By Lemma 12.3, VT € [T1, T3] we have:

diTsz(T, 7215y < (O(u)e + Cl)eT—%“gQ% (T, Z' %) + % (1420)&(T, Zz' X))
and LE2(T, 215) < L(CO(W)e + C)e T4+ + 22 (7 715). By Gronwall
we get 82%(T, 7'y < (Tll)%JF‘SEQ%(Tl,ZIE) + (C(W)e? + Cre)T=+8. Since Ty is
the endpoint of an interval of type (1), we have 82% (T, Z'%) < BTl%Me. Then
82% (T, Z'%) < (Tll)%‘“SBTl%He + (C(1)e® + C1e)T= 19, For e small, the latter
gives Lemma 12.4 with A = B + 2C5.

What is left now is the proof of Lemmas 12.2 and 12.3. By Lemma 5.5 we have

d
ﬁSI(T, Z'Y) < |(Tdr + tanh ROR) Z' X|| 12 T||rhs(8.3)| 2. —

1 Ttanh(R)

By Lemma 5.6 we have, since the divergence terms in dgr and Jy disappear and by
definition of &,

1 1
diTgQ(T, Z'X) <283 (T, ' ¥)T||rhs(8.3)| 12 + 7 // df dR sinh(R) (TorZ' x)2.

We have now:

Lemma 12.5. Let |I| < N'. Then we have

|7hs(8.3)||2 < (C(1)e + C)eT 219,

Notice that Lemma 12.3 follows immediately from Lemma 12.5, while Lemma
12.2 is the consequence of the following two claims, after whose proof we start the
proof of Lemma 12.5.
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Claim 1. We have 0
tanh(R)P1 < P

- cosh(R)" ~ cosh(R)’

Indeed

P! 1
_ < g
cosh(R) — 2T sinh(£)x

x [tanh(R)(TOrZ'X)? + 2T07Z' X OrZ' X + tanh R(0g 2" X)?]

and

PP L anh(R) cosh(R) x
cosh(R) — 2 : o8

x [(TOrZ"X)? 4 2T tanh(R) 07 Z' X 0rZ' X + (0rZ" X)?] .
From the definition of P° we obtain:

Claim 2. We have

sinh(R) (TOrZ' X + tanh(R)0rZ' X)? < 2P/ cosh(R).

PROOF of Lemma 12.5. First of all, Lemmas 7.10 and 8.1 give us ||[Z%, P]X||2

CT—2+CW)ee. By (8.8) in Lemma 8.5, Lemma 12.5 will hold if ||Z7 £ (@, )]}

N 2
e
which gives us a ¢ gain in the decay of ¥: for |[I| < N’ and ¢ (x) rapidly decreasing,

we have

<
<

The last inequality is a consequence of the following refinement of (8.6),

(12.1) 1Z7 (@, )|z < C(p')eT ™5+

(12.1) is crucial in our argument. Indeed when we estimate X' the exponents are
tight. A decay T—272 in (12.1), would lead to a decay T—272% for X, with a
disastrous feedback effect on the other estimates, also on (12.1). So let us prove
(12.1) assuming (6.1). Using the notation in §11 we write

4
ZNw, ) =Y (270, 9).

J=1

The terms corresponding to j # 4 satisfy (12.1) by Lemma 11.2. Indeed it is for
j = 4 that we need to gain a T7°. We have

T .
sm(T—7)B¢>(ZT_ g)l dr.

I — —
@iy =-2 [ - o)

[z ).
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Ignoring the —2, this is a sum of terms of the form

0 | @ oo, 2 - DT

with |I'| + [I"”| = |I]|. We bound pointwise

T
/7 1 1 Z

1) < c/ 12" g ()22 (T — ) 42" L (20 — 2,
To T T

Since |I'| + [I"”] < N’, by Lemma 8.6 and by (6.1) we have

Ce

T2

T
1 1
(W22 SC/T (172 ()l 12 + =5 )T = 7) 727 5(H3TEN/||2+;H2Nf!|2)d7~
(0]

By (6.1) and Lemma 11.3 we conclude that

1@y < S er-ies
In this way we conclude Lemma 12.5. [

§13 CLOSURE OF THE INEQUALITIES.

We conclude that (6.2) is a consequence of Lemmas 10.2, 11.1, 11.3, 12.2 and 12.4.

§14 PROOFSs OF THE LEMMAS 9.2 AND 9.3.
Recall
Ry = Ahyp!p + TQ()(E, E)Pcth// — QTQ()(E, A)PC¢/ + AQ()(E, E)PC¢//+

+ P.F3(0, A) + Qo( 2, 2) Py + TP(Vy + AY)PE =T Y r40pa.
a#T

By (4) in Lemma 8.4 we have

» < C(W)ETT.

2 2 rp—1 —
Lz NL35 Ly

|1ZIB™ T Qu (X, A)P.¢ ||

We will prove for [I| +m < N’

NI

_|_

[N
=

(14.1) |1ZIB™ 1 [Ry + 2T Qo(X, A)P.¢'] |2 < (C(1/)e + C) €T

which is stronger than Lemma 9.2. [|[ZTAy,,W|2 < CTCH)ee by (9.3). For the
other terms in the first line, except the already discussed —27'Qy (X, A)P.¢', we
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have:|| ZIT Qo (X, X)|l2 < C(i)e*T? by (6) Lemma 8.4; ||ZI[AQy(X, X)]|l2 <
C()e*T?~1 by (8) Lemma 8.4. By (1) in Lemma 7.4 and by Lemma 8.1 we
have ||Z!B™F;(@, A)|lzs < C(u)e2TCW)e. We have ||Z!B™Qo(%, X)PWpyl2 <
C(w)T29+CW)e=1 by (6) in Lemma 8.4 and Lemma 8.1. By Lemmas 8.1 and 8.5
we have ||Z!B"TP.(¥, + A¢/)PX|, < C(i)e¥T?9+CW)e=3  Next, recall

1 2 2%
Tex = EQO(Z:E> ) TeR = TRz = ﬁER:Tij :TYjac: maj(y>
where a1(Y) = —Sin}}:ﬁ and ayx(Y) = sm}};ﬁ' Then: by (6) Lemma 8.4 and

by Lemma 8.1 we have ||Z!B™r, Wou|ls < C(p)eT?+CW)e=1: by (6.1) and by
Lemma 8.1 we have in the other cases || 2! B™rpqWpq s < C(p!)2TP~2+CW e,

Turning to Lemma 9.3, we have proved (14.1) for each single term in the formula
for Ry except for 2TQy (X, A)P.¢’. For each term with a cutoff in z, the estimate
translates automatically in the estimate required for Lemma 9.3. For each term
linear in ¥ we can use Lemma 8.6. For the remaining term, by (2) in Lemma 7.4
we get

1ZI B @) e < Cle (e TH2(, A)wle) 12, A)e

The desired bound follows from Lemma 8.1.
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