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ABSTRACT. We present local existence and uniqueness results for the following
2 + 1 dispersive diffusive equation due to Hall [2] arising in modeling of river
braiding;:

Uyyt — VUzze — QUyyyy — Blyy + (“2)zyy =0
for (z,y) € [0,2n] x [0, 7], t > 0, with boundary condition uy = 0 = uyyy
at y = 0 and y = 7w and 27 periodicity in x, using a contraction mapping
argument in a Bourgain-type space T ;. We also show that the energy ||u||2L2

and cumulative dissipation fot ||uy||2L2 dt are globally controlled in time.

1. INTRODUCTION AND THE MAIN RESULT

In the context of a weakly nonlinear study of instabilities of a straight river
channel, Hall [2] introduced the following evolution equation for deposited sediment
depth u(zx,y,t):

(1) Uyyt = Vaze — Qlyyyy — Puyy + [u2]wuu =0

with parameters ~,«, 8 where @« > 0 and v # 0. The domain of interest is
D :{(x,y,t):y € (0,2m),z € R , t > 0}. The boundary condition physically ap-
propriate corresponds to

(2) Uy =0 =uyyy ony=0,7.

With initial conditions

(3) U(l’,y,O) = ’U/O(xay)

(@D- (@) constitutes the initial/boundary value problem of interest. We are not aware
of any analysis of the Hall equations ([Il)-(@]). In a mathematical context, this is an
example of a nonlinear 2 + 1 evolution equation that is dispersive in one spatial
direction (z), like the KAV or nonlinear Schroedinger equation, while being diffusive
in the other direction (y). Further, if one were to express (Il) in an infinite system
of 1+1 equations using a Fourier cosine series involving cos(ny) in y, as appropriate
for (@), the dispersive regularization in = is not uniform. Therefore, the analysis
of this initial value problem requires significant adaptation of known methods (see
for instance [1], [3], [5]) for dispersive PDEs.) Indeed, the adaptation introduced
here should be of interest more generally to other 2+ 1 diffusive-dispersive systems.
Here we present results for the periodic case of the Hall equation:

(4) u(z + 2m,y,t) = u(x,y,t) ,

though it will be clear that the analysis can be adapted with minor changes (for
instance sum over m replaced by integration in the ensuing) for the non-periodic
1
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case x € R as well. However, finiteness in the y-direction is essential for the method
presented here to work. We also note that the analysis for the more general periodic
case in z and y (different from 27) can be brought to the case studied here merely
by rescaling variables and parameters. We note at once from y integration of ()
that for any regular solution
[ 1 [
(5) —/ u(z,y,t)dy = 0 ,implying from above —/ u(z,y, t)dy = Co(t).
(9.%‘3 0 ™ Jo
It is to be noted that Cy(t) can be specified and is not determined by the equation
itself; however, the analysis only needs to be done for Cy(t) = 0 since if Cy(t) # 0,

the change of variables (x,y,t,u) — (x -2 f(f Co(t)dt ,y,t,u + Co(t)> transforms
(@ back to itself with the new u satisfying foﬂ u(z,y,t)dy = 0. Therefore, we seek
solution with representatio

(6) (g, t) = €3t (t) explima + ing]
(m,n)€eZ

where

(7) Z5={(m,n) €Z* :n#0} ,

with restriction
*
(8) Um,—n = Um,n , U—m,n = um,n

that ensures that u is real and contains only {cos(ny)} ~; terms that automatically
satisfy boundary conditions ([2)) at y = 0 and y = 7. Applying Duhamel’s principle,
the initial boundary value problem ())-([3) can be formally reduced to the following
integral equation for U(t) = {umqn(t)}m,nezg with ¢t > 0:

t
(9) um,n(t) — ef(anz—ilm’n)tumm(o) +/ e—(anz—ilm,n)(tfs)e,@sAm)n(S)dS ,
0

where
3
ym
and
(11) Am,n = —im Z Um/ n/Um—m/ n—n’ ,
(m’,n’)ezgm

where for any n € Z \ {0},
(12) Zh,={(m' ,n')eZ?:n £0,n' #n} .
We also require that u, ,(0) to satisfy the symmetry condition (8.

Remark 1. With the symmetry (8) imposed initially, with appropriate transfor-

mation of summation variables (m’, n'), it is clear that if U(t) = {umn(t)}(,, )ez2
) 0

mon)Ez3? —mvn(t)}(m,n)ezg Therefore, if
the solution is unique, as will be shown to be the case, the conditions (&), once
satisfied initially, remain time-invariant and therefore (8)) is satisfied automatically.
It is of course possible to generalize representation (@) for complex periodic initial
data by relaxing (8)), though it is not of physical interest in the river context.

is one solution, so will be {umﬁ,n(t)}( or {u

(DThe insertion of factor 8¢ in ([6) makes the analysis of the ensuing integral equation simpler.
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It is useful to introduce abstract operator e** so that integral equation (&)

through basis representation (@) can be interpreted as

¢

(13) ’LL(', K t) = etLUO - / e(t77)£ I:u2}m ('a K T)dT
0

where in the basis representation (@)

(14) [¥60],,,,, = el mem titmty,

Remark 2. Equation ([3) is an integral reformulation formulation of the original
PDE initial value problem (), (B)); it does not require functions to be differentiable
in any sense, except for once in x. Therefore, it is appropriate to look for solutions
to ([@3) for which u,, ,(t) is integrable in time and {(1 + |m| + |n|)%um.n} € 12(Z3),
for s > 2. Clearly if s is large enough, it generates a classical solution of (), ([3).

As usual for treatment of dispersive PDEs through Fourier transform in time,
we introduce a smooth cut-off function ¢ with support in (—24,26) and with ¢ =1
in [—4,§]. We replace the original system of equations (@) by the following system
that extends the solution to ¢ € R.

O (t) = p(t)e 1 Fibmnty, ()

)

—(an?—i m.n)(t—s s
(15) +0lt) [ = s)em e 0GR ), ()
_ (ZS(t)e(ilm‘"t_an%tD / H(—s)e(o‘"2_“mv")seﬂs¢2(S)Am)n(s)ds ,
R
where H is the Heaviside function (H := x[9,o0)) and
(16) Am,n = —im Z em’,n’em—m’,n—n’
(m/,n/)ezgm

It is clear that any solution 6(t) := {Hm,n(t)}(m )72 satisfying (5] has compact
support in (—24,29) and, since ¢ = 1 for ¢t € [0,4], satisfies exactly the same
equation (@) in that interval as does U(t) = {um,n(t)}(m mezz- Further, for any
solution U(t) to @), ¢(¢t)U(t) will be compactly supported in (—24,26) and for
t € [0,0], where ¢ = 1, will satisfy (I5]), though this is not true outside this time
interval. It is convenient to write the system in (&) symbolically as
(17) 0 =06 + M[0] = N16] ,
where the (m,n)-th component of (7)) at time ¢t € R, for (m,n) € Z2 is given by
([@3@), with A, , determined in terms of 6,, , through (IG).
Definition 1. We define a Bourgain-type [I] norm ||.||s 4 of vector function 8(t) =
{emvn}(m,n)EZg such that

2
(18) 610 = 30 [ W0l ()

(m,n)€Z3

where F[0m,](T) = [z € 70, n(t)dt is the Fourier transform in time and weight
(19)

s 2b
Wm,n(T; b) = pm,nwm,n(T; b) s Pmun = (|n| + |7n|)2 P wm,n(T; b) = (7’L2 + |T - lm,n|) .
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The space of vector functions {6(t)} for which ||0]|s,» < oo is defined as Ts ;. We
also denote by H , the space of functions v(z, y) in T[0, 27]* with f027r v(z,y)dy = 0,
represented by v(z,y) = 32, nyez2 Vmne ™, equipped with the norm

lold, = 30 01" 20mnlvmal?

(m,n)€Z?
H§ will denote the subspace of the usual Sobolev space H? satisfying zero average
oy 2
condition [ v(z,y)dy = 0.

Remark 3. With the representation (@), the ||-||s,» norm could also be thought of as
a norm in the space of functions {v(z,y,t)} rather than the space of corresponding
sequences, as defined here.

Theorem 1. Assume s > 5 and ug € H&b('}l‘?). Then for b € (1, %), there exists
0 sufficiently small, that depends on HUOHH&b: so that there exists unique solution
0 to the integral equation [IT) in some small ball in Tsyp. If initial data satisfies
(8), then this corresponds to the unique continuous solution u(-,-,t) € H(T2[0,2m])

satisfying (d)-(3) in the time interval of ewistence. Further, the energy |[u(-,,t)||2,

as well as cumulative dissipation fot |y (-, $)||3 2ds are globally controlled in time.

The proof will rely on a contraction argument in the space T,; for small §
and is similar in spirit to the ones presented earlier in [5]-[4] for 1+ 1 dispersive
system like the KdV. What is new here is the introduction of the space T, and
a suitable integral reformulation (I3]) for which dispersive regularization estimates
through Fourier transform in time is good enough despite lack of uniform dispersion,
and also overcomes ill-posedness in backwards time in the original formulation ().
Also, crucial to the proof are the bounds established in §3l which rely partially on
previous estimates [5], [4], or simple adaptation of them, which are presented in the
Appendix for completeness. The energy control and uniqueness relies on a more
traditional energy argument in classical Sobolev space.

Remark 4. Clearly, since b > 1/2, Hj C Hg, C H§+(4b72), where H{ is the sub-
space of the traditional Sobolev space H® with zero average in y. Indeed, since the

condition for existence and uniqueness locally in time is s > g, with no restriction
on how small b —1/2 > 0 is, any initial data in Hg for s’ > 5 suffices.

Remark 5. Global control on [|ul[z2 is however not enough to control |[u(-, -, )| o
for s > % Global control will be the subject of future work.

2. KEY LEMMAS AND PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

Notation: The symbol < is used in the following sense: |f| < |g| is equivalent to
existence of some constant C' independent of (m,n,m’,n’,7), but possibly depen-
dent on «, 8,7, s, and b such that |f| < C|g|. The value of C' is not important.

Lemma 2. For % <b,

0
(20) 10 < [luolls ,
Proof. First, we note from computation that

2an?

(a?n* + (1 — lm)n)2

F [exp (—an?[t| + ilynt)] (1) =
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Therefore,
2b ) 2 4
/(n2+\r—zm,n) ‘f[efanwmm,nt} (T)‘ 5/ mAT <2

" % (124 |~ b

Using the above inequality and applying Lemma 25 to 8°) (see (IB) and (7)), it
follows that

_ 2
1012, < > Inf* 2 (Iml + 0 [umn (0)* < luoll
(m,n)eZ?

Proposition 3. Forb ¢ (%, %), b <V <min{2b— 2, 3} and s >
(21)

m2W o (175 0')dmy
sup

<1
(m,n)€Z3,TeR (m’, ,)GZQ / |TL2 + Z T = lm n)| Wm’ n’ (7—17 )Wm—m’,n—n’ (T — T1; b)

The proof of Proposition §3] is given at the end of g3 after some bounds are
established.

Lemma 4. Define

(22) b)) = 3 l/fft—s e )G, (5) B (5)ds

(m!,n")€Z3 ,,

where Oy n(t) = V()0 n(t), Bmn(t) = () Bmn(t), V(t) = eP/24(t). With the

restriction on b, b', s in Proposition [3,

@) X[ Waalrstmd|Fieb )] ar < 56,0812,

(m,n) €Z2

Proof. First, note that if we apply Lemma 28 with ¢ = by, », it follows that the left
hand side of (23)

(24) <o N /Wmnrb ]f mn) ]

(m,n)€Z3
We note from convolution form of by, , that
(25)
1 A R
Flmal) = 3 . / Fllmr ) 1) FlBom (7 — 71)d
R

2 —
(m’,n’)GZg an® + Z(T lm7"l)
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So, applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality it follows that the expression in (24)
(26)

5 62b/_2b sup / 5 m Wm n(T b )dTl
(m,n)€Z3,7ER (m’ ") |7’L +1 T - lm n)| Wm' ,n’ (Tl7 )Wmfm/,nfn’ (T — T1; b)

X Z //Wm/n T1;b ’]: mn/ 7'1’

(m,n) (m’,n’)
~ 2
XWm—m’,n—n’ (T — T1; b) ’]:[ﬁm—m’,n—n’](T - 7—1)’ dTl dT} ’

from which the Lemma follows if we apply Proposition 3 and Lemma[28] ¢ = 0,/

or ¢ = Bm—m/ n—n and ¢ replaced by 1, which is also compactly supported smooth
function in (—24,24). |

Lemma 5. Under the conditions of Proposition[3, for By, n, with support in (—24,20)
if the integral on the right side in (21) exists, then

(27) /me,n(T;b)‘]: [(b(t) /0 eilm,n(t—s)—an2(tl—s)Bm)n(s)dS} (1)

—20

2
‘dT

2

S [ematrn|7 fott) [ a = st s [fryar

Proof. We note from Lemma 28] and 2§ that
(28)

0 ) 2 2
/wm,n(r;b)‘}" {d)(t)/ pilmn(t—s)—an (t|5)Bm1n(s)ds] (7)‘ dr
R —25
. 2 0 _ 2

5 |:/ wm’n(T; b)’f [ellm’ntianz‘tq (T)’ dT:| ’ / eillm’ns+an25Bmvn(S)dS

R —25

2

S / Wm n(T b }/H — il nst+an? sB ( )ds‘

R (n2+|T—lmn|

7’L4d7' 7 —s)—an?(t—s 2
s / 2 1—2p SUP ’¢(t)/ H(t — s)eitmn(1=2) =) By (s)ds
R (02 + |7 — lmonl) t R

%S 674bd
S ([ wormes) [0ttt
% ’]_— |:¢(t)/ H(f _ s)eilm*"(t_s)_a"2(t_S)Bm,n(S)ds] (T)rdT
R

from which Lemma follows readily. |

Lemma 6. Assume that conditions of Proposition [ hold and that 0,8 € Tsp.
Define

(29) Ao = eilmnt=an®lt / H(=s)elen*=itmm)seBs g2 ()N, - (s)ds |
R
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where
(30) Amﬁn(t) = —im Z emlﬁn/ (t)ﬂmfm’,nfn/ (t)
(m’,n’)EZgyn
Then
2 /
(31) S [ Wanrib)|Flodu )] dr < 201812,

(m,n)€Z3

Proof. We apply Lemma [l

Bm,n(t) = ¢2 (t)eﬂtAm,ﬂ(t) = —im Z ém’,n’ (t)Bm—m’,n—n’ (t)

(m’n’)EZ%m
where Oy (t) = €P1/2G(t)0,mr 0 (1) and B s nnr (t) = €P/2G(8) Brn—mr m—mr (L),

and then use Lemma[l |

Proposition 7. Under the conditions of Proposition [3, except for b’ > b, for
M defined in [IB)-([I10), there exists constant ci independent of & such that for
6 0@ e Ty,

(32) MOV = MOP] o < 16”00 + 6P|, 6 — 0P,
Proof. We note from definition in (IH)- (7))

(33)  |Mmi6W)-Mmo®]| (1)

= ¢(t) /R H(t — s)e= @’ =ilma)(t=9)Bs 42 ()N, (s)ds

_ d)(t)eilm,ntfomﬂt\ / H(—S)e(anziilm’")seﬁsdﬁ(S)Amyn(s)ds ,

R
where
(34)
An) = =im 37 (00,00 + 65,0 (00 ) = 02 ()

(m/vn/)ezg,n

the result follows from applying Lemmas (] and [l with 8 = 0 + 93, B =
o) e |

Proof of Theorem [1k

The existence and uniqueness of solution in some ball containing the initial
condition by applying Proposition [ with & > b (with all other given restriction)
and Lemma [ which for 8% = 8 and 8® = 0 (note M[0] = 0) implies | M][0]| <
cldb,*b||0||§7b. Thus in a ball of size 2co||uo || m5, in 7’5 for sufficiently small § results
in

/_
INTO] ]l < colluol m , + 4c5ers” b||u0|\%rg,b < 2col[uollm;,,

HN[O(I)] _./\/'[0(2)]”5)}) < 4000151;’4;””0”[{8b“g(l) _ 0(2)Hs,b < 61Hg(l) _ 0(2)H51b
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where €; < 1, and therefore N is contractive in the ball. Further, for any time
t € [0,4], applying Lemma 2§ it follows that for s > 3,

[, S 3 W (9| Fl0m )] i = 012,

(m,n)€Z3

Furthermore the estimate on ||M][6]||s» implies from the integral equation itself
that

s 8) = @ )l S 10 =0l = MOl < 6" "(16]12,

which by shrinking § implies time continuity of solution at ¢ = 0 in Hg, since
u(O(,-,t) is obviously continuous. To prove continuity at a point to € [0,6], we
rewrite (@) in the form

t
Um,n = um,n(to) _|_/ e*(n27ilm,n)(t75)655Am1n(S)dS ,

to

which is clearly possible, and find an equivalent integral equation similar to (IH),
except centering it at tg. It is clear that the same argument shows continuity at
to. that is left is the global energy control and uniqueness argument for solution to
@). This is accomplished through a more traditional energy type argument in the
following subsection.

2.1. Energy control, Uniqueness and end of Theorem [ proof. While the
argument in the ensuing can be carried out in the space of sequences {un, »,} by
working directly with (@), and doing inner product through in (m,n) € Z3, it is
easier to see that this argument directly follows® from (@3). Tt is convenient to
introduce

y
(35) v(z,y,t) = / u(x,y', t)dy'

0
It is to be noted that v € T[0,27]? since fozﬂ u(x,y,t)dy = 0. Then on integrating
@) from 0 to y, noting u, = 0 and uy,, =0 at y = 0, we obtain
(36) Vyyt = Vazz — Wyyyy — Byy + (Ug)w =0

Using inner product of ([B8) with v and appropriate integration by parts, we obtain
the energy bound

d1

(37) 73

slulze + alluyllze = Bllullz: = 0
It follows
1 k 1 K
(38) —||u(-,-,t)||%2+a ”uy('v'vs)”%ZdSZ _HUOH%2 +ﬁ ”u('v'vs)H%QdT
2 0 2 0
Using Poincare inequality and Gronwall’s Lemma, it follows that
1 1 a
(39) S, Ol < 5 lluol3ae*? e

(2While the manipulation to get energy inequality is formal in the sense that the derivatives
in z and y are not assured, the end product is legitimate as it involves norms that exist.
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and we have global exponential control of L? norm. If % is another solution, and
we define corresponding ¢ = foy udy, Then, ¥ satisfies (B0]) as well. Subtracting, we
obtain the following equation for w = v — v:

(40) Wyyt — YWaze — QWyyyy — Bwyy + [(vy + Ty) wu]q;y =0

Inner product with w in ({#0), integration by parts and then time integration leads
to

(41)
1 2 ! 2 ! 2 1 ! 2 ~
oyt [l o 9ladr = 5 [ o9l [ (3o +5,) (s)as

Recalling w, = v — @ and v, = u, ¥y = 4, using Gronwall’s Lemma in the integral
form, it follows u = @ and the solution to (@) is unique in L? (T[0, 27]?) within the
class of functions for which

(42) /0 ltez (- -, 8)||oods < 00

From Sobolev embedding theorem, it is enough to require [[u(-,-, )|z for s > 2
is time integrable. This is certainly true for the w shown to exist for ¢t € [0, ]
because the corresponding 6 € T, to ([IH) for s > 5/2. This completes the proof
of Theorem [

Remark 6. We have made no attempts to optimize in s or b; in all likelihood, the
solution exists in weaker spaces.

3. ESTIMATES AND PROOF OF PROPOSITION [3]

Definition 8. For given (m,n) € Z%, define

(43) Zg,n,> = {(m’,n’) € Zg,n :n'/n > %}

Also, define

(44) Qs = |n| ™4 (nz 4 ‘lm,n ot — Lot )21/—2
Lemma 9.

/ MW (130" )dmy
2 R (7’L2 + |T - lm,n|)2 Wm’,n’ (7-1; b)Wm—m’,n—n’ (T — T1; b)

(m’,n/)eloyn

(45)

< Z / MW n (73 0')d71
~ R (02 + |7 = Lin.n))® Wonr v (715 0YWon—nr e (7 — 713 b)

(m/vn/)ezg,n, >

Proof. We simply note that the summand above is invariant on change of variables
(m/,n';7) = (m—m/;n—n',7 —71); hence

(46)

Z / MW (15 0')dm1
R (TL2 + |T - lm,n|)2 Wm’,n’ (Tl ; b)Wm—m’,n—n’ (T — T1; b)

(m! €T, In'|<|n—n'|

_ Z / MW (150 )dmy
R (TL2 + |T — lmml)z Wm’,n’ (Tl;b)Wm—m’,n—n’ (T — T1, b) ’

(m/,n")€L ,,,In/|=|In—n|
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Hence the Lemma follows since the set |n’| > |n’ — n| is equivalent to n//n > 1.
|
Definition 10. For any (m,n) € ZZ, define the corresponding set

By = {(m/,n/) € Zg)n7>,n’ = 2n}

Remark 7. We first consider the summation over this special set By C Z(Q)yn_’>,
since this analysis differs substantially from the rest of the summation set Z%7n1>.

Lemma 11. For any s > 0,

(47) sup Prm,n <1

(m/,n")EBy Pm/ n' Pm—m' n—n'

Proof. We note from expression of p, , that

Pm,n o (|m| + |n|)25 <1

(48) - ’ 2s ’ 25 ~
pm’,2npm—m’,n (|m | —+ 4|7’L|) (|m —m | —+ |n|)

)

since we can break up the set By into [m’| < |m|/2 and its complement |m/| > |m|/2,
and the expression above is bounded in either case. |

Lemma 12. For |m| > 1, under conditions of Proposition [3,

2 L
MW, o (7;0)dm <1

(49) / ; . S
R (n + |T - lm,n|) Wm’,n’ (Tl ; b)Wm—m’,n—n’ (T — T1; b)

(m’,n")EBy

Proof. Using expressions for W, ,,(7), changing integration variable 71 — 7 — 7y
and using Lemma [IT] it is enough to show

2 B
/ M Wi (T30 — 1)dmy <1
R

50
( ) Wm’,Qn(T — T1; b)wm—m’,—n (7_1; b) ~

m’'€E€Z

Since we are only interested in determining supremum of the left hand side of (&0),

it is convenient to change variables (7,71) — (tn?, 71n?), in which case, we get the

above to simplify to

5\ 20" —2
m? (1+r - 2) " dn

1
(51) DS Z/

RN a2
m'ez R (4—!— |7 — T — 7?4% |) (1 + |1 - )2 |)

n

2b—2
) m? (14— 2)" any
S || Sb—ab+2 Z /R SN2 ()3 \ 20
m' ez (1+|T—T1—’Y$4 ) (1+|7’1—77 3 |)

We may assume v > 0 without loss of generality, as otherwise for v < 0, we
replace (v,7) = (—v,—7) in the argument given in the ensuing. Introducing ¢ =
Y Bm/ |23, & = |y[Y3m’ /|n|*/3 we obtain by using Lemma 27 that the above
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expression

2b—2

1 & (14 |7 — &))" dnde
52 <
(52) % pEew /R/R A+lr—m—&D* (1 +|n - (E—&)3)*
2b—2

~ 1 EL+lr-€)" " da
TR R (1 - €8 — (6 - €0)3)F

Using Lemma 29 in the Appendix (originally due to Koenig, Ponce & Pegald]), the
above

< 52

53 - Sl
9) Y VIE A+ A — e+ - e3>

Remark 8. Having got the sum over the set By out of the way, we now consider
the rest. For that purpose it is useful to reduce the integration over 11 into a simpler
expression as in the following Lemma.

Lemma 13. For (m,n) € Z3, under conditions of Proposition[3, we have

M2W (73 0')d71

(54) sup / 5
R (N2 4+ |7 = lnnl)” W (713 D) Wi —im? e (T — 713 b)

TER

(m,7nl)€ZO,n

2
< z : m pm,an,n,m’,n’
~J

m—m’ ,n—n’Pm’ n’
(m’,n’)EZ% n,> p ’ p ’

Proof. We recall Wy, »,(7;0) = Wi 0 (75 0) . and from definition of wy, »,

(T30 1
Wmn (73 b') 5 = Wna(Tib —1) = —————
(TL2 + |T — lmﬂll) wm,n(T; 1-0b )

First we note that if |n’| > |n — n’|, which is equivalent to n’/n > 1/2, Lemma
with k1 = (n —n/)?, k3 = n? kg = Ln' ms k2 = lm—m’ n—n’, iImplies

(55)
/ Wi (T30 — 1)dm < 1
R Wm!,n' (Tl ) b)wm—m’,n—n’ (T — T1; b) ~ |7’L - n/|4b_2wm,n (T; 1- bl)wm’,n’ (T - lm—m’,n—n’; b)
Therefore,
(56) / MW 0 (15 0))dmy
R (n2 + |T - lm,nl)z Wm’,n’ (7_1; b)Wm—m’,n—n(T — T1; b)

(m’,n’)GZ%’n’>

S Z m2pm,n

2 pm/,n’pmfm’,nfn’ |TL - n/|4b72wm,n (T; 1- b/)wm/,n/ (7- - lmfm/,nfn/; b)
(m’,n’)EZOm,>
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Further by switching variables (n’,m’,71) = (n—n/,m —m/, 7 — 1), it follows that

(57)

Z / MW (15 0')dm1
R (N2 4 |7 = lnnl)

2
(m’,n’)GZ%’n,|n’\<\n7n’\ Wm’,n’ (7-17 b)Wmfm’,nfn’ (T — T1; b)

< M2 Py nWin (T30 — 1)d7
S DI

(m/ ") €Z0.m > ' Pm—m/ n—n'Wm’ n' (7—1; b)wmfm/,nfn’ (7- — T1; b)

2
< E m=Pmmn
~ / — . / .
(m? Y ez2 Pm’ n/ Pm—m’ n—n' |n —n |4b 2Wm,n (T, 1-0 )wm/)n/ (T — lm—m’,n—n’, b)
’ 0,n,>

We also note n’/n > %, implies n'? > %2 and so in that case applying Lemma 26]

1
58
(58) Wi (T3 1 = V)W o (T = ln—m? n—n’3 b)
< 1
~ 2(1-b") 2b
(|7’L|2/4 + ’T - lm,n ) (n/2 + ’T - lm’,n/ - lmfm’.,nfn’ )
< 1

~ 2(1-¥") 2 2 5 Qm,n,m’,n’ )
(|n|2/4 + ‘T - lm,n ) (nT + ‘T - lm’,n/ - lmfm’.,nfn’ )

where in the last step we used Lemma Therefore, using (B0)-(E), the lemma

follows. 1

Lemma 14. For s > 1

(59) 3 Prmn <1

m’,n' Pm—m’ n—n’
(m’,n')EZgyny>p P ’

Proof. We define

P = {(m’,n’) €L, (m) + ()P >=(m”+ n2)}

| =

Pri= { (') € B = P (= P 2 m )}

It is clealClfrom geometry that Z§ , = Py U P,. By changing indices (m/,n’) —
(m —m/,n—n'), it is clear that } ., .ncp and 32, . cp, contribute equally.
However, because of the equivalence of norms

Pm/ n'Pm—m/ n—n' Pm/ n' Pm—m/ n—n'

(m/ )€z, (m/,n')eP,
< 1 < Z 1 < /OO 1—2sd <1
(m!,n")eP (In =n'[ +|m — m/|)28 (m/ ") €L (In'[2 + [m/[2)° 1
’ ’ 0,n

(3)Note that P; N P, # {0}, but this has no bearing on the proof
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Proposition 15. Under conditions of Proposition 3, if |m| < |n|?~2®' =),

/ MW 0 (130" )dmy < m?2 <1
R (n2 + |T - lm,n|)2 Wm’,n’ (7-1; b)Wm—m’,n—n’ (T - Tl;b) ~ n474(b,7b) N

sup

TER
(m’,n)eLy ,,

Proof. This follows from applying Lemmas [[3HI4] and noting that

1
Qm,n,m’,n/ S W

Remark 9. Because of Proposition [[5] in the remaining, we now only need to
consider |m| > n272('=b) to complete the proof of Proposition B For that reason,
we may assume from this point onwards, m # 0. For each such (m,n) we break
up summation index set Z%yn1> into smaller sets, each of which requires a different
argument. We note that the partition set for summation indices depends on (m,n);
however, since the bound on contribution of each such set to the summation is
found independent of (m,n), the final result does not depend on the partition.
First consider the subset in Z§ ,, . for which |m/| > 3|m| in the following Lemma.

Definition 16. For each (m,n) € Zg , define corresponding set
o 2 l 3
By =< (m/,n') € Loy [m'| > §|m|
Lemma 17. For s > 2, m # 0,

2
(61) Z m pm,an,n,m n 5 1

Pm/ n' Pm—m' n—n'

(m/,n')eB;y

Proof. We note that since Qum n.m’n’ < 1

= ‘n|4—4(b’—b) )

(62) Z M2 00 Qunmm

Pm/ n' Pm—m' n—n'

(m’,n")EB

1 m2(|In| + |m|)?*
T (In] + m|)

| —
> Jaf= (172 /P (o = ] + o = )

|m/|>2|m|,n/n>3

< m2 Z /oo dr
~ |n|4—4b’+4b | e (|’I’L _ ,r.l + |ml|/3)25

>3 |m
2 4b’ —4b
S 3 A i <
'
Definition 18. We define 5 = m//m, ¢ = n'/n and
© 100 = e - ao) o0 = L=



14 S. TANVEER! AND C. TSIKKOU?
For given (m,n) € Zy \ {m = 0}, define
(64)

7= { (') € B slal 3 (26 = 10 = (26~ 1g(0)] < ko) o1, 19— <] < ko) }

where
1 /
(65) k(n) = min {1—0, |n|~2/3+2b _zb}

T¢ will denote the complementary set in Z3 ,, U {(m/,n) : |m/| < 3|m]|}, i.e.
(66)

3
TC = {(m/7n/) S Zg,n,> : |7’]| < 5 s

(26 = 1) - (26 = 0g(©)] > hin) and, [y = ¢| > him) |

Lemma 19. For (m/,n’) € T¢, there exists nonzero constant Cy so that

< Cok?Im/?

lm,n - lmfm’,nfn’ - lm,n 2
n

Proof. Calculation shows

3
m
lm,n - lm—m’,n—n’ - lm’,n’ = %f@?a C)

First we consider % < ¢ < 5. In that case
1 ‘ ¢ -0
lf(n, O T —¢)?[(2¢ = 1)n — (2¢ — ¢?)]
Now, if ¢ > 5, then since |n| < %, we have
201 _ A2
1 g‘ 324‘2(1 4)3 ‘517
1fm. Ol = (¢ = 5)2[¢2 —2¢ - 5(2¢ —1)]

from which the Lemma follows. |

1
k3

1
| <5 (CP-¢P)

Lemma 20. Under conditions given in Proposition [3, if |m| > |n|2~2V'+2b,

(67) mzpm,an,n,m’,n’ S 1
(m/.n')eTe Pm/ n' Pm—m' n—n'
Proof. First there is nothing to prove for m = 0, since it is obvious left side is zero.
So, we will assume m # 0. We first prove
(68) sup M2 Qi S 1

(m/,n")eTe

Applying Lemma [19 the left side of (€7 is bounded by a constant multiple of

m2

e (2

(69) )2(1717/) S 1 Y

under given restriction on b,¥, implying (G8). Further applying Lemma [I4], the
result easily follows. 1
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n
A

1.5+

S1

0.5 1

So

\

-0.5 0 0i5 1 1.5 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 ¢

—-0.5

m:SoNT
if::é‘lﬂT

—1.5

FIGURE 1. (n,()-plane region corresponding to partition of
Z%)n1> \ Bi. T is the narrow region between blue lines

Definition 21. For given (m,n) € Z3 \ {m = 0}, define
Si={(m',n) €L5, 1 —nl <k(n)}
So={(m',n) € Z5 .~ : Inl < ki(n)},
1
ki (n) = ——
1) = o] -
and 8 = Sy US). We denote S¢ to be its complement in the set Z§ ,, o N {(m/,n’) :

/| < Zfml} , iee.

S = {(m/a n/) € Z(2),71,> :

N W

>m>mwmfm>mmﬁ

Lemma 22. Under conditions of Proposition[3, if |m| > |n|?~2'+2b,

2
(70) Z m pm,an,n ,m/.n S 1

Pm/ n' Pm—m' n—n'

(m/,n")eSe
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Proof. We note that

(71) Z m2pm,an1n7m,7n,

’ ’ — ’ —n/
(m’ n')eSe Pm! n' Pm—m' n—n

/ k1 +/1k1 +/% /oo |m|3|n|Qm,n,m’,n’pm,ndCd7l
3 Ky 1k ) Jr (L4 [nllm] + [¢lIn])?5 (1 + |1 — nljm| + |1 = ([n])?*

2

< _ImP /’“ /1 . / /°° pm.ndGeln
~ - b . (In] + [nlfml)>* (14 [1 = nl[m] + 1 = C[In])**

2

< pmn|m|3 / . / /1 o /
S i ) T T

|4b’—4b

~ |n S 1 ?

[n[4kp |25 L m[2s—4
under the restriction given where in the last step we used the fact that in each of
the four integration range, only one of the p,.n(|n| + [n||m|) 725 < 1 or pma(l+
|1 —mn|lm|)~2% < 1, while the remaining factor in the integrand is O((|k1||m|)~25+1)

Remark 10. The previous two Lemmas give control over S°U7T¢. The complement
set S NT has two components: S; N T, that corresponds to a neighborhood of
(n,{) =(1,1) and So N'T that includes a neighborhood of (7, ) = (0, 2).

Lemma 23. Under conditions of Proposition[3, if |m| > |n|2~20'+2b,

2
(72) Z m Qm,n,m ,n pm,n S 1

’ / — ’ —m!
(m’,n")eS1NT Pm/ . n! Pm—m' n—n

Proof. We note for (m’,n’) € SiNT, (n,¢) is in some small neighborhood of
(n,¢) = (1,1) (see top shaded region in Figure 1). For large |n|, The size of this
region is O(|n|~2/3t2V'=20) horizontally and O(|n| 1) vertically. It is useful to write
(7,¢) = (14 6,1+ A) and then it is clear that

A —6)?2 A2+ A
1.6 = g an (5252 1)

Note |0] < 1/(10|n|) and we can assume that for (n, () with corresponding (m’,n') e
SN T, |A| < 2 and given the discreteness of n/, |A| > Tl I’ hence 0] < |A‘ It is
then clear frorn the above expression for f that |f(n,{)| 2 |A| > 1mply1ng that

ln\’

B ml3 26" =2 1|66 —4b
m2Qm1n7m«7n/ < m2|n| b <n + %) S 7| |1|n|4—6b/ S

Therefore, from applying Lemma [I4] it follows that

2
m Qm,n,m’,n’pm,n <1
> s

(m/,n")eS1NT P 0! Pm—m/ n—n/
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Lemma 24. Under conditions of Proposition[3, if |m| > |n|>=2"'*+2%, then

2
(73) Z m Qm,n,m ,n pm,n S 1

’ ’ p— ’ —_n/
(m!,n')ESoNT 0’ #2n Pm/ n' Pm—m’ ,n—n

Proof. We note that for (m’,n’) € SoNT, n’ # 2n, (n,¢) is in a small neighborhood
of (0,2) not including (0,2) itself, and for large n, |n| = O(|n|~!) and |2 — (| =
O(|n|~2/3+2Y'=2b) Tt is convenient to write (1,¢) = (6,2 + A), and note that from
discreteness of n/, |A| > ﬁ Then, we find

2+ A —4)?
From the choice of k1(n) and the ﬁ lower bound of |A|, it follows that |§| < %I,

and therefore it is clear from above that |f(n, ()| 2 |A| > & and thus Qo n.m/ n <

[n|
||V =6|n|6-6Y"~4b_ Therefore, it follows that

) |n|676b’—4b
m Qm,n,m/,n/ § W § 1

Therefore, from applying Lemma [I4] it follows that

2
m Qm,n,m’,n’pm,n <1
~J

’ ’ — ’ —_—m!
(m’,n")eSoNT ,n'#2n P 0! Pm—m/ n—n

Remark 11. Though the set {(m/,n') € SoN'T : n’ = 2n} is not covered by Lemma
we don’t have to worry about this since control over the set By has already been
shown in Lemma [12.

Proof of Proposition [B] now follows by applying Lemma [0in [[2] and then using
Lemma [I3] in Proposition [[5 Lemmas 17 20 221 3] and In this context, it is
useful to note that

Zips =BoUBUSUT U{SINTIU{{SoNT}\Bo} ,
where By, B1, 8¢, T¢, T, So and S are defined in Definitions [0 [I6, 2] and

4. APPENDIX

Lemma 25. (Based on Tao [5]). If ¢ is any smooth function with support in
(—26,26) and % <b<bV <b+ %, with b < 1, then
(75)
2 /
[ b= ) [Ftoal ) [ ar s 2
R

R

(0 + I~ L)) | Flalr)| ar

Proof. We define ®(7) = F[¢](7) and Q(7) = Flg|(r). Then, we note that
Flog)(1) = [Q * @] (1), where * is the Fourier-Convolution. We decompose

(76) Q(r) =UM(r)+U®(r),



18 S. TANVEER! AND C. TSIKKOU?

where support of U®) is in n? + |7 — .| < % while support of UM is in its
complement. Then

an {6+ b=l \f[qsq]mfm}l/z

1/2 1/2
2b 2 2 2
< {/ (n2+|7'—lm7n|) ‘U(l)*fb[r]‘ dT} —I—{/ (n2—|—|7'—lm7n|) ‘U(Q)*q)[ﬂ‘ dT}
R R

Now, we note that the first term on the right is given by
(78)

2b 2 1/2
{/ (n2 + |7’ — lm7n|) ’ / U(l)(T — Tl)q)(Tl)dTl‘ dT}
R R

2b 2 1/2
S / {/ (n* +|r =71 = lnl)” (1 + ) ’U(l)(T - 7—1)(1)(7-1)‘ dT} dry
r /R
1/2

n2+ =71 —lmn 2/ 2
<[y o s [ SRR e
R [JR N2+ |7 =71 —lnnl)

For the second part, note that
(79)

2
/(n2+|T—lm7n|)2b‘U(2)*@[T]‘ de/
R

2 2b (2) 2
(n +|r— lm7n|) UNm)®(1r — 7 )dm| dr
R R

2
S/ ‘/ (7’L2+|T1—lm)n|)b(1+|T—T1|)bU(2)(T1)(I)(T—T1)dT1‘ dr
rR!JR
<

/ dT1
~ V2t —tmn <ot (02 4171 = I ]) 200

<A [ [0 @)PIBG = )P I = 1) (62 4 I bal) dar |
R JR
s ([avompar) ([ @+ - 0] an )
R R
5 /
st [ (oP +16OP) dr [ 024~ ) |02 )i )
—0 R
S o < [ @410 = )™ ’Q(ﬁ)rdﬁ)
R

Therefore the Lemma follows by combining the two results. ||

Lemma 26. (Based on Koenig, Ponce, Vega [4]). For 1 >b> % and 7 € R,
1 1

(80) _ < :
(ks + 7 = k207 (k[ = k)™ 3 (ks o [k = Ra)2000)
and
1 1
(1)

5 < ,
(ks + |7 — ko)™ (ks + |7 — ka[)20 7" 7 k3 (ks + [k2 — ka])2070)
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Proof. Consider the first statement. Note that 1 — b < b. Note that we may write

the left hand side as W where

(82) F(7) = (ks + |7 — kal) (ks + |7 — ka])?/ 07

It is clear that in the intervals 7 < min {kg, ks4}, 7 > max {k2, ks}, f(7) is mono-
tonically decreasing and increasing respectively with increasing 7. Therefore, the
minimum of f(7) occurs for 7 € [ka, k4] when ko < kg4 and for 7 € [ky4, k2] when
ka > k4. Consider first the case when ko < kg; then in 7 € [k, k4], f(7) = fo(7),
where

(83) fo(r) = (ks +7 — ka) (ks + kg — 7))
It can be checked that f}(ks4) < 0 and simple calculus shows fj(r) < 0 for 7 €
(7e, ka] and fi(7) > 0 for 7 € (—o0, 7.) where
_ ks b= 1) 4 ka(1 V) 4 kad
= =0 +b

We have two cases (i) 7. < kg and (ii) 7. € (k2,k4). In case (i), it is clear that the
minimum of fo(7) for 7 € [ka, k4] occurs at 7 = k4. In case (ii), it is clear that
fo(7) has a local maximum at 7 = 7.. Therefore, in the interval [ka, k4] minimum
of fy is either at ks or k4. We notice that

foka) _ ks (ks + ks — ka)"/ ™) (k3 Ty — k2><b’+b1>/<1b'>
fo(ka) kg/(lfb’) (ks + ka — ko) ks

k4

(84) >1

implying that fo(k2) > fo(k4). So, the minimum of f in the interval [ks, k4] occurs
at 7 = k4. This implies that
(35)
1 1 1 1

/ = / S / = /
(kg + |7 — k)27 (kg + |7 — ka)? (OO 7 [F(Ra)POY) k3 (ks + [k — ka] 202D
On the other hand if ko > k4, in the interval 7 € [ky, k2], f(7) = f1(7), where
(36) fi(r) = (ks + ke = 7) (ks + 7 — k)70
Then f{(7.) =0, where 7. = ks(b/ +b— 1) + ka(1 — ') + k2b > k4. Also, it is to be
noted that for 7 € (k4,7.), f' > 0 and f' < 0 for 7 € (., 00). Therefore, over the
interval [k, k4] minimum can occur at either ks or k4. However, since

filks) (ks + ko — k4)(b'+b—1)/(1—b') .

(87) f1(ka) ks

Therefore, once again, the minimum of f(7) is at 7 = k4 as before and we have
the same result and the first statement has been proved. For the second part, we
simply interchange ks and k4 in the previous argument and the result follows. [

Lemma 27. (Based on Koenig, Ponce, Vega [4]) For 3+ <b <1 and k3 > k1 > 1,
then the following hold

/ dr < 1
R (ky + |7 — ko) (ks + |7 — ka)® ™ K271 (ks + |ko — ka|)®®

(83)
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Proof. Tt suffices to argue only the case ke < ky; since the final result is symmetric
in ko and ky; if this were not true, we can simply interchange the ks and k4 in the
following argument. We note that

(89)
1 ko + k
2% % = 5 » for 7 > 2 T
(k1+|7'—/€2|) (k3+|7'—k4|) (k3+|7'—/€2|)2b (k1+|7'—/€4|) 2
Then, the integral becomes
(90)
/(k2+k4)/2+/00 dT
o0 (hatha)/2 | (ki + |7 = k)™ (s + |7 — ka])*”

- /<k2+k4>/2 dr N /OO dr
- Je (k1 + |7 — ka|)** (ks + |7 — ka|)™ (katka)/2 (k3 + |7 — k2|)? (k1 + |7 — Ka])®

< 1 /(kH’“W dr . /°° dr
T (ks + k2 — kal/2)? | ) (k1 + |7 — k2D®  Jkatka)s2 (R + |7 — ka)™
1 k2 dr (katka)/2 dr
< -
(k3 + |k2 - k4|/2)2b /—oo (k1 -7+ k2)2b ko (k1 — ko + T)Qb

ks dr & dr 1
+ 2b + 2b S 2b—1 2b
(ka+ka)/2 (kl -7+ k4) kg (kl — k4 + 7') kl (kg + |k2 — k4|)

Lemma 28. (Based on Tao [5]). Ifb> 3, then

2

< W%/R(nuh—zm,nn% [Fay)| ar

2
(91) sup [ M (1)

Proof. We note that

(92) M(t) = / e M F[M]()dr
R
With substitution 7 = 79 + ly, n,
(93) M (t) = eilmnt / et FIM](7o + lym.n)dTo
R

So, for any t € R,

. . 2
(04) IM(1)P = | /R bt F{M] (75 + by )|

e ol | | e

1 2, 2b
§—|n|4b72/‘}'[M](T)‘ (1% + |7 = ) dr
R

<{ [ i+ 1)

Since the right side is independent of ¢, the lemma follows. |
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Lemma 29. (Koenig, Ponce, Vega [4]).

d§ 1

(95) / S N

B+ =& = (E—&)%) E1 (1 + |47 — €3])
Proof. We introduce change of variables
(96) p=1—-8—(E-&)°
Then, it is easily checked that

1 47 — €3 —4
du = 3§(§ — 2&1)d&1 , & = 3|6+ #1

and so
£(€ —260)] = 3712V/I€lV/ 14T — & — 4]

and therefore

/ d&: P / du
(97) R(L+|r—& — (€ —&)3)™ = V3l Jr (4r — €8 —4p)" /> (1 + [ul)?
1
<
~ VI + 4T — 32
1
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