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A WEAK FORM OF THE SOLITON RESOLUTION

SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS
TRISTAN ROY

ABSTRACT. We prove a weak form of the soliton resolution conjecture for - H?2
uniformly bounded in time- solutions of semilinear fourth-order Schrodinger
equations, in dimensions n > 5, and with a mass supercritical-energy sub-
critical power type nonlinearity, by using a strategy devoloped in [23]. More
precisely, we prove that the solutions are decomposed into a sum of two terms:
a free solution and a nonradiative term that approaches asymptotically an
object that has similar properties to those of a finite sum of solitons. The
asymptotic behavior of the nonradiative term is derived from its asymptotic
frequency localization and its asymptotic spatial localization. There are two
main differences between this paper and [23]. The first one one appears when
we prove the asymptotic frequency localization: we fill a gap of regularity by
using the better dispersive properties of the high frequency pieces of the free
solution. The second one appears when we prove the asymptotic spatial lo-
calization. A key estimate depends on the fundamental solution that does not
have an explicit form. We overcome the difficulty by introducing a modified
fundamental solution and exploiting the symmetries of the characters of the
phases.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the fourth-order Schrodinger equations on R™

(1.1) i0u + A%u = F(u)

with F(u) a pure power-type nonlinearity, that is F(u) := 4-|u|?~'u and for expo-
nents that are mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical, that is 1 —l—% <p<l+ %
[. Fourth-order Schrodinger equations have been introduced by in [T1] and in [12] to
take into account the role of small fourth-order dispersion terms in the propagation
of intense laser beams in a bulk medium with Kerr nonlinearity.

These equations have attracted much attention from the community. Sharp
dispersive estimates for the biharmonic Schrodinger operator have been obtained in
[. Specific fourth order Schrodinger equations have been discussed in [B [8] 10 [19].
Local well-posedness for energy subcritical powers (that is 1 < p < 1+ %) Bis
discussed in [I5]. The following theorem is known:

Theorem 1.1. Let (tg,up) € R x H%. Then

o Local existence: Let B be a bounded subset of H?. Then there exist a subset
B C H?, a time interval I containing to (called an interval of local exis-
tence) such that for all ug € B there exists a solution w : I — B satisfying
u(to) = ug. Furthermore the size of the interval (called the time of local
existence) depends on ||ugl| g2 and the map uwg — w is Lipschitz continuous
from B to B.

o Uniqueness: If two solutions u : I — H? and @ : I — H? agree on at least
one time in I, then they agree for all time in I

e Conservation of the mass: we have for all time t € I

w2 = lluollze

By solution u : I — B we mean a function u € CYH?(I x R™) that satisfies the
Duhamel formula, that is

(1:2) ult) = U0 u(t) i [ A P(u(t')) di

This allows to define the maximal interval of existence I,4., i.e the maximal
interval on which u is defined.

In the defocusing case (that is F(u) := —|u|P~'u), we expect that the solutions
exist for all time (i.e I, = R) and that the solution scatter, i.e they behave
asymptotically like a solution to the linear fourth-order Schrodinger equation. The
long-time behavior of solutions in this case has been studied by many authors:
see e.g [I3| [15, [16]. In the focusing case (that is F(u) = +|u[P~ u), we do not

n the sequel we always assume that p lies in this range unless stated otherwise.
2for a definition of the concept of energy-subcritical powers, see for example [22] in the context
of second-order Schrodinger equation and see e.g for its adaptation to ()
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necessarily expect scattering. For example, it is well known (see e.g [2, B] ) that
there are non trivial solutions of

A?Q+Q— QPR =0,

which provide solutions

(1.3) u(t,z) == e "Q(x)

which do not scatter. One can also construct solutions that blow-up in finite time:
see e.g [2L [B]. We refer to [9] for scattering results under suitable assumptions. See
[14,[17] for scattering results regarding the energy-critical powers (i.e p =14 -27).
We refer to [I8] for scattering results regarding the mass-critical powers (that is
p=1+32).

In this paper, we are interested in the asymptotic behavior of - H? uniformly in
time - bounded solutions for mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical exponents on
the maximal time interval of existence. In this case, from a well-known consequence
of Theorem [T} the solution exists for all time 7. In the defocusing case, as we
have seen, we expect that the solution behaves like a free fourth-order Schrodinger
solution. But in the focusing case, it is believed that the solution divides into
two parts as times goes to infinity. The first one is a radiative part, that is a
linear fourth-order Schroédinger solution. The second part approaches a finite sum
of stationary solitons (such as ([[3])) or travelling solitons. By solitons we mean
global and non scattering solutions. This is the soliton resolution conjecture: in
other words, the only obstacle to scattering is the formation of these solitons. See
[20] for further discussions regarding this conjecture.

To this end the notion of G-precompactness with J components was defined in

23]

Definition 1. ”G-precompactness with J components”, 23] Let J € N. We
say that a set E C H? is a G-precompact set with J components if there exist a
compact set K C H? such that for all f € E one can find (x1,...v;) € (R™)? and
(h1,....hs) € K7 such that

J
fl@) =375 hix =)
Remark 1.2. Two comments:
e The orbit of (I.3) is G-precompact with one component.
e The notation G corresponds to the action of the translation group G on
the compact set K and the generated set is denoted by GK. An equivalent

definition is the following one: E C H? is a G-precompact set with J
components if we have E C J(GK) with

JGK):= {fi+.+fiifr, . fr€GK}

With this in mind, we can now state the main result of this paper:

Theorem 1.3. ”Weak form of the soliton resolution conjecture” Letn > 5
and u solution of ([IL1l) with 1+ % <p<l+ % and with data uy € H?. Let Lnaqe
4

3Here sc denotes the critical exponent, i.e s. := % i
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be its mazimal time interval of existence. Assume that u is - H? uniformly bounded
in time -, that is

(14) HUHL?’Hz(Imaz) S M

for some M := M(||luo||g2) < oo. Then the solution exists globally in time, that is
Imaz = R. Moreover there exist (uy,v) € H? x H? and a G-precompact set K with
J components such that

u(t) = e uy +o(t)
with

lims oo dist g2 (v(t), K) =0.

e sa at v is the nonradiative part o e solution and e 2u 18 the radiative
We say that th diative part of the solut d e uy
part (or dispersive part) of it.

Remark 1.4. Two comments:

e Theorem 18 consistent with the soliton resolution conjecture. Indeed,
we expect the nonradiative part of the solution to approach a finite sum of
solitons. We expect the orbit of a stationary or traveling soliton to be G-
precompact with one component. We expect the orbit of the superposition
of J solitons to be G-precompact with J components.

o This result is a weak form of the soliton conjecture. It is weak since it
remains to better characterize the G-precompact set with J components:
ideally one would like to prove that, in fact, this G-precompact set with J
components is a finite sum of stationary of travelling solitons.

Remark 1.5. Notice that by combining (I-4) with conservation of mass we have
in fact ||ul| Lo 2 (1,,,,) < 00- Therefore the solution exists globally in time.

The following proposition shows that in order to prove that an orbit f : R — H?
approaches a G-precompact set with J components it is enough to prove that it is
asymptotically bounded, localized in frequency and in space:

Proposition 1.6. ”G-precompact set and asymptotic spatial and frequency
localization 7 23]
Let f: R — H?.Then the following are equivalent
o There exists a G-precompact set K C H with J components such that
limy o0 distp2(f(t), K) =0
e f is asymptotically bounded, that is

Ty oo [ f ()| 2 < 00,
f is asymptotically localized in frequency i.e for any € > 0 one can find
w > 0 such that

limy o0 || Po 1 f (D)2 <€

T [P SOl <.
and f is asymptotically localized in space, i.e there exist x1,...,x5 : R — R"
for which we have
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Timy— oo finflngJ oy (1) 2 |f(t,x)2de < e

2. BASIC ESTIMATES

In this section we recall some basic estimates that we constantly use throughout
the proof of Theorem )
We first state the dispersive estimates of the free solution:

Proposition 2.1. ”Dispersive Estimates” [I]
For all o € N™ we have

A2
(2.1) D™ fllpe S Mniﬁ If1l s

We then state the Strichartz estimates:

Proposition 2.2. ”Strichartz estimates” [15]

Let u be a solution of i0yu + AN*u = G on an interval I = [a,b]. Let (q,7) B-
admissible i.e %—i— =35 2<qr <o, (qr) # (2,00). Let (q,7) be a bipoint
lying in the dual set of B-admissible points, i.e there exists (x,y) B-admissible such
that%—i—%:l and%—i—%:l. Then we have

e ”Strichartz estimates with no derivative”

(2.2) lullzgryy S llu@)lize + Gl Lz

e ”Strichartz estimates with gain of derivative”

apr S n
(23) 180y S NAu@lee +IVEI  ay

Remark 2.3. The dual inequality of (Z2) with G =0 is

—itA?
ISy @ he) el < Il e

3. NOTATION

In this section we set some notation.

Let o be a nonegative constant. We denote by [«] the integer part of a. We de-
note by a+ (resp.a—) a number that is slightly larger (resp. smaller) respectively
than a. Let 5 be another nonnegative constant. We say that o < 5 (resp. a < 8
) if there exist a positive constant (resp. small positive constant) such that o < Cf3.

Let rg := %—, 7o be such that % = % — %, go be such that (qo,r0) B— ad-
missible and Q be such that

nt2 _ p—1 + 1.

2n - Q 7o
Notice that for mass supercritical-energy subcritical exponents p we have 2 < @ <

2n

~=2 and in particular the Sobolev embedding applies, i.e

(3.1) 1flle < 1f1 a2
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Let

S

o { 2, p<2
' 1,p>2
Let
X(I) = L{Prw2ro(I)n L LY(I)-
If E C R” is a set then 1 is the characteristic function of E. Given xy € R™ and
R >0, let

B(zg, R) :== {z € R", |z — 0| < R}~

Let ¢ be a bump function such that ¢(&) =1 if [¢] < 1 and ¢(&) = 0 if |¢] > 2. Let
P(€) := (&) — ¢(26). If N € 2% is a dyadic number then

Paxie) =0 (%)@

Put©)  =v(§)f©
Pon(€) = f(€) = Pen(6)

4. ORGANIZATION OF THE PAPER AND NOVELTIES

We first explain how this paper is organized. We follow the strategy that was
developed in [23] in the study of the semilinear Schrodinger equations with mass-
supercritical energy-subcritical powers. In Section Bl we prove some local estimates,
that is estimates that are only useful on short time intervals. In Section [0l we
prove that the solution u can be decomposed into two parts: a free fourth-order
Schrodinger solution and a solution v(t) of (LI that shall be considered as the
nonradiative part of u. We also characterize v(t) as an integral depending on ¢ and
as a weak limit of an asymptotic integral: see (G3) and ([G8). We would like to
prove that the orbit of v(¢) approaches a G-precompact set with J components.
To this end it is enough, by Proposition [LG] to prove that v is asymptotically
bounded, localized in frequency and in space. In Section [7 we prove that v satisfies
the asymptotic frequency localization, by letting (GH]) interact with ([G.G). In Sec-
tion [§ we prove the asymptotic spatial localization. To this end, we first locate the
spots of mass concentration of v at a time ty large enough. Then, we prove that
the free fourth-order Schrodinger solution with data far from these spots is small.
This allows to estimate several quantities far away from these spots. We prove, by
a perturbation argument, that a Strichartz norm of the solution is locally small.
Then the L? norm of v is estimated by letting again (6.35) interact with (G.8). If
the interaction is large then we use the smallness of this Strichartz norm and if the
interaction is large, then we use dispersive estimates. This proves a partial spatial
localization, partial since the points of concentration (and their number) depend
on the size of the decay of the L? norm of v away from them. In Subsection B2 we
prove that the partial spatial localization can be upgraded to final spatial localiza-
tion.

We now discuss the main novelties of this paper.
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In Section [7, one has to make asymptotically the high frequency component of the
nonradiative part small by letting the high frequency part of (G.A]) interact with
that of ([G.6). Unfortunately the function F is only C! whereas we have to control
quantities in H2. Fortunately, since we know that the Paley-Littlewood pieces Py
of the free solution have better dispersion properties locally as K goes to infinity
(a phenomenon that, to our knowledge, was observed in [15]), we can fill this gap
of regularity by using them extensively on a large portion of the interaction, and,
on the small remaining part, we use the local estimates proved in Section

A key estimate (namely (827)) to prove the asymptotic spatial localization depends
on the interaction of two fundamental solutions evaluated at two different points:
see ([B20]). Unfortunately the fundamental solution of the fourth-order Schrédinger
equation does not have an explicit formula (unlike the Schrodinger equation), which
makes the estimate delicate to prove. In order to overcome the difficulty, we use
the following strategy:

e we factor a well-chosen phase out of the fundamental solution and we in-
troduce a modified fundamental solution: see (I0.2)) and (I0.3]).

e we estimate the derivatives of the modified fundamental solution by weights:
see ([I04)). The estimates are mostly derived by integration by parts of the
phase in the polar coordinates (r,0). We mention that the polar coordinates
were already used in [I], where the authors performed integration by parts
w.r.t 6 followed by integration by parts w.r.t ». Here, in order to use the
oscillations of the phase to the most, we first determine the region for which
the integration by parts w.r.t r yields a better decay than that w.r.t . We
then introduce an homogeneous function of degree zero (in the spirit of
[21], p 345) in order to emphasize this region. In this region we integrate
by parts w.r.t . In the complement of this region we integrate by parts
w.r.t 6.

e we estimate the interaction of two fundamental solutions by using the es-
timates of the derivatives of the modified fundamental solution and the
bipolar coordinates (p, o), taking advantage of the symmetries of the char-
acter of the phase. When we pass to the bipolar coordinates, the region
of integration R is more bounded and the integrand has less regularity as
we approach the boundary OR. So in one region of the plane (p,o) we
integrate by parts w.r.t p' := p + o a well-chosen amount of times to kill
the singularities of the integrand. In the other region, the procedure de-
scribed above does not kill the singularities. Instead we proceed as follows.
We choose not to integrate by parts w.r.t the bipolar coordinates in the
subregion close to OR and we estimate directly the integrals involved in
this subregion, provided that they are integrable. This integrability holds
for high dimensions thanks to the weights of the modified fundamental so-
lution. It barely fails for lower dimensions thanks again to the weights. So
one integrates by parts the phase just a few times w.r.t. p, or ¢ to get inte-
grability. In the region far from the boundary, once again we determine the
subregion for which the integration by parts w.r.t p yields a better decay
than that w.r.t to o ; we then introduce an homogeneous function of degree
zero; we integrate by parts w.r.t p in this subregion and in the complement
of this subregion we integrate by parts w.r.t o.
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5. LOCAL ESTIMATES
In this section we prove some local estimates.

Proposition 5.1. ”Local estimates”
For all (q,7) B-admissible, there exists o > 0 such that if m € {0,1,2} then

(5.1) D™ ullgaprry S (L)

Proof. Let I = [a,b]. From ([L4]), 23), and Holder in time

arr < n

Sulsgizn S 18uis + VRO,

(5.2) ST+l o 1900 20
S 1+ [ Aull pgopzory

By conservation of mass, (L4), (22), BI)), and Remark [[.5] we have

Y O P [T
(5.3) S Nl o ol oo oy
S T4 U ull oo pro
A continuity argument (with (g,7) := (go,70)) shows that there exists 0 < e <1
such that if |I| < e then (GBI holds if m = 0,2. With this in mind, we see that,
by interpolation, that (B also holds if m = 1. In the general case, if (g,r) is
B— admissible, then we reapply (5.2)) and (3], taking into account that (Gl was
already proved for the particular case (¢,7) := (qo,70). Now let I be an arbitrarily
large interval. We divide I into subintervals |J| = e (except maybe the last one)
and we apply to each of these subintervals (B.]); by summation we see that (&)
holds on I.
O

6. CONSTRUCTION OF THE NONRADIATIVE PART

In this section we prove that the solution can be divided into two parts: the
radiative part and the nonradiative part. We give elementary properties of the
nonradiative part.

Proposition 6.1. ”Construction and properties of the non radiative part”
There exists a unique decomposition

(6.1) u(t) = et up +u(t)
such that

(6.2) et () oo UL
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and
(6.3) e_itAz’U(t) —|t|—oo 0.
Moreover
llv || e <1
(64) ot 2
limyg) oo [u(®)l|72 = 0@ — €2 uilluz =0,
(6.5) () = et (w(0) —uy) —i [ et F(u()) df |
and
(6.6) i [Tt P ) dt e v(t).

Proof. We shall only prove the existence of this decomposition, since the uniqueness
along with the estimates are straightforward application of arguments explained in
[23]. Let ¢ € S(R™) and t5 > ¢1. Let € > 0. We have for #; large

<e‘“1A2u(t1) — e—“2A2u(t2), P2 = Zme{o,l,z} i X
with

Xy o= (D™ [ 7" A F(u(t)))dt', D™¢)
One would like to compute D?F(u(t')) but it is not possible since F' ¢ C?. Instead
we proceed as follows

’

X, <F< (), D2meit &%) . df
ZNF ) s | D> e A7 gl dt
~Y 67

where the last inequality follows from interpolation between (ZII) and the trivial
estimate || D2me™ 2% || 12 = |[|D*™¢|| 12, and the following equality

’

[u()[L0: P> 2

/ ()} p <2
(6.7) [ F(u(t )| Ls 5{ L2 P
<

1

that is derived from Remark [L5 This proves that there exists u; € H? such that
e (1) oo up. We define v(t) == u(t) — e u .

3

d

7. ASYMPTOTIC FREQUENCY LOCALIZATION

In this section we prove the asymptotic frequency localization of the nonradiative
part of the solution.

Proposition 7.1. ”Asymptotic frequency localization” The non radiative
part v of the solution wu is asymptotically localized in the frequency domain.



10 TRISTAN ROY

Proof. 1t is enough to prove that, given € > 0, there exists ¢, > 0 such that for
t >t

(7.1) [P>nv)laz SN +e
for N > 1 and
(7.2) [P<nvv)llgz S N"+e
for N < 1. Let

On i P.y N<1
N=1 Poy N>1

We choose u. € S(R™) such that

By ([6) and (6.6)

(7.3) i [ =2 QU (u(t)) i —1o0e Quol(t),

(7.4) Qno(t) = e Quuc —i [ e t2 QNP (u(t")) dt” + Og(e),

Hence we see that for T' large enough

[Qnv()7 S 121] + | Z2 4+ Oz (¢2)
with

Zq = (ftT ei(tft/)AzQNF(u(tl)) dt’, QNe”AzuE>H2, and
Zy = ([ [7 O QNF(u(t), et QuF(u(t”)) dt” dt') g2
We first deal with Z;. Using (6.1)) and interpolating between ([ZI)) and the L2

estimate (see previous section), we see that Z; is the sum of terms of the form X ,,
(0 <m < 2) with

(7.5)

Xim = [T QNP (), D¥meit 82 Q) e dt
< (T Pl gy

for ¢ large enough.
We then deal with Z5. First we list some estimates. Recall the localized dispersive
estimate [I5] (for K € 22)[

. 2 n
(7.6) [ P flloe S (KIITHJ[HLI'

4 The author would like to thank Benoit Pausader for suggesting him to use (Z8). This
argument allowed him to prove Theorem for n > 5 (in the previous version Theorem [[3] was
proved for n > 8.)
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Recall the localized Strichartz estimate, proved in [15]

(7.7) |[ Pre=2"n(s)ds|| o, S K2 P

L2rLp=? L2L"+2

In view of Remark we have

IVE@E)llr < { lu@)lIz: IVl p < 2
~ U ) 2 VUl 2, p > 2
<1
We are now in position to estimate Zs.
First we assume that N < 1. Integrating by part we see that Z; is the sum of terms
g g
of the form Xs ,, with

Xom = [ [HUDPey F(u(t)), D™ Peye® =t 8% P(u(t"))) 2 dt” dt .

)

Performing a Paley-Littlewood decomposition we see that Xo = >~ -y ftT fot Xo k.m dt’ dt”
with B

Xo g 1= (D" P F(u(t)), D™ =t )% P p(u(t")) 2
One one hand, we get from (6.7))

’ Sl 2 "
[ Xogm| S IF ()]sl 7 PreF(u(t))]

1—2
< (1 ) ¥
~ Knlt/_t//I%

On the other hand (by Bernstein)

X s <||PKF< Q >>||L2||PKF< ()] e
12 G Bl ) | F (e ) s

1_1
2

SK (ﬁ

Therefore, since n > 5, we conclude that

2 S Sen S fimin () 7 x G ) avar
(78) 2 ~ K<N Jt 0 Kn‘t/,t/q% ) )
< N2,

for some 7 > 0.

Next we assume that N > 1. High frequencies are more complicated to deal with:
indeed F' € C! (so we can only expect to control norms involving the gradient of
F(u)) whereas the the expressions involved lie in H?. The idea here is again to
perform a Paley-Littlewood decomposition. Since the dispersive estimates for the
high frequency Paley-Littlewood pieces Px (K > N) are better as K goes to
infinity, we use them on a larger portion of the area of interaction between (7.3)
and (Z4) and, since the size of the remaining part of the interaction is small one can
exploit it by using basic inequalities such as Holder-in-time. Integrating by part and
performing a Paley-Littlewood decomposition we see that Zo = > o Z21,x +
Z2721K with B
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Zoax = [ Ly oo (PeFu(t), et 2" PR (u(t"))) g2 dt” dt

Zooi =[] Ji Ly cne—e (P F(u(t), ¢~ PreF(u(t”))) e dt” dt

n{l—=)-2 -
0<ac< %, and Pk a frequency localized operator at || ~ K (like Pk).
2(1-2)-2

Zs1,k can be written as a sum of terms X, of the form (m < 2)

X =K 7 {1y s gea (VP F(u(t), @€~ DA Py F(u(t”))) 12 dt” di.
Interpolating between (Z.8]) and the L? estimate

T rt ’ i Lo 2 ~ " " ’
(Ximl SE2 [ o Yy mx-o IVE@E) s lle’ ~ 2V P F(u(t))|] dt” dt

2

T rt g2 1 5 7
Sm ft foK Ly _yri>g-o (W) dt dt
Su K27,

for some n > 0, since n > 5. Z3 2 k can be written as a sum of terms X3 ,, (m < 2)

(7.9)
m t-‘rK t ~ ’ ’L’(t/ft//)AQ ~ " 7 ’
Xom =K ft_K,a 1y |<x-o VP F(u(t))Ve PxF(u(t))dt dt
We have, by (ﬂ) and Proposition [i.1] (and its proof)

[ Xom| S IVPxF(u)] IVPkF(u)]|  2n

L2L”+2(tt+K a]) L2LIT2 ([t— K~ t])

< K- (HUHLOOLQ(H pirc—ap IVl oo 7o (g iy + ”u”LmLQ([t)H_Kfa])HVUHL;’OLQO([LtJrK*O‘]))
< K2,

for some n > 0.

8. ASYMPTOTIC SPATIAL LOCALIZATION

In this section we prove the asymptotic spatial localization. The asymptotic
spatial localization relies upon the asymptotic partial spatial localization and the
asymptotic final spatial localization.

8.1. Asymptotic partial spatial localization. In this subsection we prove the
asymptotic partial spatial localization property of the nonradiative part. First we
define some constants and we set up the framework.

Let 1 > p1 be a fixed constant and let pg > po > s > g > pus > pg > 0
be constants depending on ;1 that are chosen such that all the inequalities in this
section are true. Let also ¢, C' denote a small, large constant whose value can
change from one line to the other one.

We use the decomposition (610), (), and ([T2) to get (with N = 1)

u(t) = e uy +un(t) + O (N71),
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with vy (t) := P%S,SNv(t). Let A := {z € R", |un(t,z)| > p§}. Given t > 0, we
construct inductively a sequence of points {x;(t, t3)}1 << 7 in the following fashion:
(1) Initially let X := [0] and j =1
(2) If A# 0, then choose y € A, let x1(t, u3) :==y and X := [z1(¢, p3)];
(3) While AﬁBj # () with Bj = ﬂlgkgj{l' e R"™, |,T —xk(t,u3)| > ﬁ} do the
following
e choose y € AN B;
o let j:=7+1
o let z;(t, u3) =y and let X := [X, x;(t, u3)]
This construction is finite: let us see why. We see that for 1 < j < card (X)
N (t,zj(t, u3)) is a sum of two elements of the form

ot (1,251, ) o= M™ / (M (a5t ) — )t ) dy,

with N € {3, N} and ¢ a localized bump around |¢| < 1. Using the fast decay of
¢ on the region |N(x;(t, u3) — y)| > R we see that for  arbitrarily large

(8.1) |05 (2 (t, p3), 0] S N:R? fly—wj(t,us)\ﬁ% v(t, y)|? dy + J}[:i

Letting N ~ p5 " and R ~ p3°, we see that

(8.2) Somastemmizs V(G2 e 2 p§-

By ([64), we see that card (X) < J := J(u3) < puz €. In order to make the cardinal
constant we set for j, card (J) < j < J(us), x;(t, u3) := x 7(t, u3). By maximality
we have

(8.3) lon (8, 2)] < s, if infici<sle —x;(t us)l > 50

Notice that, since 3 is a function of p; we write x; (¢, 1), J(p1) instead of x; (¢, pu3),
J(us) respectively in the sequel. We are now in position to state the asymptotic
partial spatial localization property:

Proposition 8.1. ” Asymptotic partial spatial localization” We have

ot o) Pde S ps

nfi<j<y lo—z;(t,p1)[>pg

(8.4) limye0 J;

Remark 8.2. Notice that the number of points where the mass concentrates de-
pends on the parameter 1. This is not totally consistent with the soliton resolution
conjecture, since, as t — oo, the number of solitons (i.e the spots where the mass
concentrates) should not depend on pq. This is why we have called this proposition
asymptotic “partial” spatial localization. Notice also that the points depend on py.
These constraints will be removed in Proposition [8.9.

Let to be large enough such that all the inequalities in this subsection are true.
In the sequel, in order to avoid too much notation, we forget t; and p; to set
D(z) :=infi<j<y |v — x;(to, )| and z; == z(to, p1). Let T = [to — py ' to +pi ]
Given p > 0, let x,, be a smooth function such that y,(z) = 1if D < p~!, x,(z) =0
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if D > 2u~1 and satisfies [0%y,(z)| Sk ¥ if |o| = k. This function can be obtained,

for example, by convolution of the characteristic function on D < 1.1~ ! with an

approximate of the identity of size 0.1~ 1.

We first prove that the linear flow away from the points of concentration is small
as time goes to infinity:

Lemma 8.3. We have

(8.5) T oo /08 (1 = xua Ju(to) | x (1) S 15

Proof. We use the decomposition (6I) at time ¢o. By density of the Schwarz
functions in H? we can find u,, € S(R™) such that

U = Uy, + Opz (p5)-
Combining (22), (Z3]) with Proposition [[I] we see that

UTIAN L — xus)ulto) =TI (L = xm ) €108y,
o 2 ¢
Feilt—to)A (1- X%) Pslou;wu;l(to) + OX([) (u$)

_ ei(tftg)AQ(

1- X’g—‘l) eitoAzuuz
o 2
+ez(t to)A (1 — X%) PSlO,u;l (X#4 Uuz—l (to))

o 2 c
e (1 = xas) Peygn (1= X) 0,51 (1)) + O (15)

Next we show the following results:
Result 1: We have

(8.6) =125 (1 = xma e ™0 wy | x(ry S o

Proof. From (2I]) we see that it is enough to prove that

. 2 . 2
(8.7) 710 X s €0 [ (ry S p2

Let gi,(z) = eitos? Uy, (). We write

(8.8)

eilt—to)A?

) 2 ) 2 ~
X“T‘Lgto = eilt=t)2 PSIXMT‘L 9to + EN>1 eZ(titO)A PNPNX% Ity

with Py := Poyy— Py . Let ¢ be such that Py f(£) := ¢ (%) F(6). Let p = ro, Q.
We have

[
(8.9) le 02" Py fllzs S NI £ 2o

Indeed, the kernel Ky of e/t—t0)2” P ig
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Kn(z,y) = N"fei(t—to)N4|€|4eiN(ﬂc—y)-£J,(§) de
Stationary phase [2I] yields

K O(N™), |z —y| S N°|1|
VE =10 (e ) e — vl > N

The conclusion follows from Schur’s lemma.
o [[Pyxus (D)y=100n I, < 22— (”3) Il fllLe. Indeed the kernel Ky of this oper-
ator is

X_AL()

KN(%?J) = fffw( ) 100" ei(&z—ny—(§—n)-2) dn dé¢ dz

We see from integration by part w.r.t £ and 7 of the phase that

—CNn
[Kn(z,y)| S gt and

7CNn
En(e,y) S kg -

We also have

—c
Kn(z,y)] S G
Indeed if |n| < N then this follows by integration by parts of the phase
w.r.t z; if not we bound pointwise K. The conclusion follows from Schur’s
lemma.
e A straightforward modification of the proof of (89) shows that
. 2
e Pey fll o S ™| fl -
Now, using these these operator norm bounds, summing over N, using the dispersive
bound ||[(D)100n¢ito A%y, ||, < ﬁ” (D), ||, ,» and Holder in time, we see
to P
that (87) holds.
O

Result 2: We have

o 2 c
elt=to) & (1- X%)Pglougl ((1 - XM)UH;l(tO)) HX(I) S 13

Proof. Tt is enough to prove that for p = @, r¢ and for [ =0, 1,2
2 —
(8.10) ID'e A1 — xaa )Py, flle < g CHIMIF N e

Indeed it is enough to combine ([BI0) with the interpolation inequality (for some
0<h<1)

-6
11 = Xpa)v, o () e S N = Xpa) -1 () 172 (1 = Xpua ), (F0) |7
S M,
the last inequality following from (6.4) and (R3]). Using the triangle inequality we
have to estimate two terms. We shall only prove the following estimate

(8.11)
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o o
(8.12) 1! 12 N Py flloe S ig ST £l e,

since the other estimate is easier to prove (and therefore left to the reader). We
write

i(t—to) A2 _ pli(t—to)A? P
D'ttty Poyg, 1 f = D' 027 P Xy Peqguot f

li(t—to) A2 .
+ EN>1,N€2N D'e P640Nu;1 P640Nu 1 Xpa Pglouglf

A straightforward modification of the proof of (89]) shows that

i(— ~ n —4n+l

|D'e 8" oy fllir S N7 I £ o
i(t— 4n+l

| DI P g fllr Sy T

Therefore it remains to show that

||P640NM;1XM4PS10H;1f”LP 5 ||f||L”
The kernel Ky of P640Ny;1X#4P§10y;1 is
Kn(y) =[] [ (G ) Xun(2)6 (i ) e €omm=(€m2) de dy dz

By integrating by parts the phase w.r.t £, n and z we see that

|KN (Ia y)| S (Nugl)m“" (I_lz>100n<y_z>100n ’

The conclusion follows from the application of Schur’s lemma.

Result 3: We have

o 2 ¢
Hez(t to)A (1 - X‘%)Pglou;l(xm Uuz—l(to))HX(]) 5 s

Proof. We see from (22)) that it is enough to prove that, for m € {0, 1,2}, we have

(8.13) 7 [( = x2)Perg v v )|, S w8

for all t € I. Here Ty := Id, Ty := V, and Ty := A. We shall prove 8I3) for
m = 0, since the other cases (m = 1,2) can be easily derived from this case, using
the Leibnitz rule. By Minkowski’s inequality and (6.4]), we have

11— X%)Pgwﬂgl(xlm ngl(tO))HLQ
< Hf Xpa (@ =) 0,1 (to, & — y) 13" (1043 'y dy‘

Slvsllzop™ 16 (1045 "y) HLl(\y\zu;I)
S M

L2(D>4p;t)
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Next we prove the following lemma:

Lemma 8.4. We have

(8.14) mtoﬁ‘x’H]'Dzugluan“L;O(IXR") 5 u%

Proof. Let @ be the solution of (LLI)) with data @(to) := Xz u(to). Then, by Lemma

B3] Proposition 011 Remark [[L3 (B]) and (EI]) we see that, if ¢y is large enough,
then

|u—tllLeer2 () Sy ls
(8.15) Il =l Lgoyw2ro (L r2() S HE:
- ||ﬂ||Lf°W2’T0(I) Swa 1, and

||ﬂ||Lt°°L§(1) SL

Let w be equal to the convolution of an approximate of the identity of size 0.1p4
and

5 ( D 0.9u5 " —2(ugt + 0-1u51)>
0.9u5 " — (uy ' + 015 ") 0.9u5 " — (ug " +0.1p5") )7
(Here ¢ : R® — R a smooth function such that ¢(z) = py if |z| > 2 and

o(z) = 1if |x| < 1). Observe that w(x) = pu;“if D > pgt, w(z) = 1if D < pyt,
lwai(to)llz> < [lulto) L2

A computation (using (1)) shows that

10y (W) + A% (wit) = WF (@) + A wi+2V (Aw)-Va+4V - (VwA i) —2AwNa+2A (Vw- Vi)
Let Y(J) := LPL™(J) N LEL2(J). From [22) and [23) we see that for any
subinterval J = [a,b] C I

(8.16)
|lwilly sy S lwala)zz + IIwF(ﬂ)IILZ,Lm(J) 1A%l L1z ) + IV(AW) - V| L gz

HlAwAl gy, + IV (Ve - Vil

|+ Vedd| |
L2LIH2 () L2LJ T2 ()

~ - _p—1
< lwita)lzs + 11 il 0 0 oy 1L g )+ 1
S llwila)l| L2 + |1 lwally ) + w5
Using (B.1€) on time intervals of small size and iterating, we see that [|wal[ Lo pro ()
1 and consequently [|155  —1@il| g0 0y S p§. Hence BI4) holds.

fsﬂl
(]

This implies the decay of the L? norm of the inhomogeneous part of the solution
far away from the T :

Lemma 8.5. For every subinterval I' c I, we have

(8.17) 11 = xp2) [ €O Fu(t)) dt || oy S 1
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Proof. We write
Flu(t)) = Fu(t )X + ult)(1 = X))
= Fu(t)xpus) + O (1t fultI?)
= Py Fu(t) X + Pyt F(u(t) Ky + O (L, [u(@ )P

with ¥, denoting a smooth function that behaves like X,

In order to control the high frequency term, we use the fact that we work in H?
and so we can expect some gain. By (2.2]), it is enough to control the following
term

(8.18)

1L = X2 ) P 1 B () X S p2l| V(E(u(t) X )|

< F(u(t 2 || VF(u(t 20
S e (17 Mg 5y HITFOO e )
S #2Ufa||u||i§oLg(I)(”U”LEOL;O(I/) + ||VU||L;’0LQ°(I'))
S 15,

the last inequality following from Bl (B1I), and Remark Al In order to control

the third term, we use (8I4)

2n 2n
L2L7TE (1) L2Ly (1)

(8.19)
’ _C ’ ’ —1
15,0 |u(t )IPIIL?LQ% ) S 1 psrwl®)lzo o eI < e
| S us
In order to control the second term we use the fact that the medium frequencies
of the solution have (locally) an almost finite speed of propagation. More precisely

the kernel K (z,y) of the operator (1 — X#g)ei(t*to)A2 P =1 Xps 18

K(z,y) = (1= xz(@)pg [ el @006 (15¢) de Ky, (y)
Now it is not difficult to see that if (2,y) € {1 — x,2 > 0} x {{u; > O} then,
IV(U(€)| Z |z —yl|, with W(£) := (t —t9)|€]* + (x — y) - & Therefore, by stationary
phase, we see that

|K(‘T7 y)| /S <1_Z§n+f'

By Schur’s lemma and by Minkowski inequality, we see that it is bounded from L?
to L? and from L' to L? (with norm O(ug)). By interpolation,

A2 B .
(8.20) 11 = x2)e’ 2 P X llpo e S b
The conclusion then follows from (6.7)) and Remark

Next we prove a result very similar to Proposition BTk
Lemma 8.6. We have
(.21) Ty oo (1 — Xy )0to) = Opa ()
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Proof. Let Xpg = 1= xpz- The local-in-space Duhamel bound that is proved in
BI4) allows to limit the interaction between ([GH]) and (6.6) as we shall see. Indeed,
using Duhamel formula and (8I4]) we see that

- —1 2 _
Xuzv(to) = Xuze ™ 2 o(to + py ) + Op2(us)
~ N2 _

Xﬂgv(to) = Xu 36”“ S (tg — pit) + Opa (u8)

We compute

IXusv(to)ll7z =< Xuze i A%yt + ufl),fc#gei”wv(to —uyt) >z +0L2(us)
—zp, -1\ <2 —ipytn? _ 1 O c
=<e i (t0+/1’1 )aXuge 12 (o — py ) >r2 +O0r2(ps)

We will only deal with the case to > 0. By applying (@3 for v(tg — p; ') (using

the approximation u(0) — uy = ¢+ Op2(u2) with ¢ € S(R™), ([68) for v(to + pi '),
we see that is it is enough to prove that

(8.22) (7 A0t + iy 1), (1= 2g)e™ 2 )2 S i,
(8.23) o @O O2 P (), e ) at' | 5 g
and
(8.24)
J;O+p‘1 to— l"l | < ei(to—t )A2F(u(t/))’ >~<dei(to—t )A2F(u(t//)) >1» |dt/ dt// S uf{

Now we prove ([822]). By [I], we see that the kernel K (x,y) of (1—)Zi3)eit0A2 (y)—100n
5
satisfies

1
< —"L
|K(z,y)] < Foyoo

and, by Shur’s lemma combined with the high regularity of ¢ we see that ||(1 —
)Zig)e“oAszp = O(u§) for ty > 1. Combining this inequality with (64) we see
that ([822) holds.

Next we prove ([8.23]). We have

oIV A2 / i 2 it A2 /
(o= VA F (u(t)), e )2 S lle™™ A Fu(t))ll, 19 s
(8.25) <

by (€7). Hence (823) holds.
(B24) is more difficult to establish. We write

(=2 B, 2y o= Pl )i
_ <e'(t07t )AZ (u(t,)) Z(’50 ¢ )A ( ,(,t, )2)>L2

(el 8 P(uft')), (1 - ()t A" Pue”))) o
—A+B

"
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so that we can use the fact that 1 — )Zig is a compactly and nice decaying function.
A is treated in a similar way to (825):

A < S S——

‘t/,t"# (177?2'—)
We see that B can be written as B = [ K(¥',t",to,y, 2)F(u(t',y))F(u(t", 2)) dy dz
with K the kernel defined by

(8.26)
. ig. —=4 _ g —E==
Kt tg,y,2) = 1 1 f (f eilélt e m— d{) <f eilél! e m d§> (1- Xiﬁ)

= i3 i3
(to—t/)% (¢ —t0)4 5

Let ¢ be a small positive constant that is allowed to change from one line to another.
We claim that for all (y, z) € R™ x R™ such that y # z the following kernel estimate
holds

(827) |K(t/at athyvz) 5 ﬁ :

this estimate is delicate to prove and we postpone it to Section Hence

(8.28)
(e o=IA P (u(t')), (1 = x20)e o A F(u(t))] S e | F (@)l o | F () o2

Remark 8.7. We notice that if we were to estimate B by passing to the Fourier
domain then the strategy would be doomed to fail since the Fourier transform of
L —Xuz would depend on the number of points of concentration J := J(ug) that can
be really large compare with |t// —t'|. Hence it is necessary to work in the spatial
domain.

Remark 8.8. Observe that if X3 were equal to zero then, by (2.1)), we would have
found

(e tom2 Fu(t)), et Fu(e))| = (¢ =I2F(u(t), F(u(t")))
< i I ) | F )

It is an open problem to know what the best value of c is in (828). Maybe it is
c=15.
i

We also have

(/oA F (u(t)), (1 = 2)e 0 A F(u(t”))] S IF (u(t))] 2| F(u(t”)) ] 2
Hence by interpolation
. ’ 2 - i g 2
(o= DE P (u(), (1= ) Fu@))] S ﬁHF(u(t/))”LﬁHF(u(t”))”Lﬁ

C<17
|t/7t//‘

c
5 M1

s

where we used (67) at the last line.
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8.2. Final asymptotic spatial localization. In this subsection we prove the final
asymptotic spatial localization. We prove the L? decay of the nonradiative part of
the solution outside a neighborhood of points x; := z;(t) such that their number
does only depend on time t.

Let 1> po > py1. Let po, ps and py be constants chosen such that

® [i1 3> 1o 3> U3 > [ig
e all the inequalities in this section are true
e /14 is a nondecreasing function of p;

Let also ¢,C denote a small, large constant whose value can change from one line
to the other line. We prove the following proposition:

Proposition 8.9. “ Final asymptotic spatial localization ” Given i1 > 0 on
can find iz := fiz(fin) > 0, J >0 and x1(t), ... xs(t) such that

(8.29) lim; o0 f; a1 ot x)Pde <}

nfi<j<y lo—z;(t)|>fi,

The proof relies upon the following lemma:

Lemma 8.10. Assume that for some xg € R" and R > 0 we have

(8.30) 1S o aoi<r [u(to, )P de < 41

Then we can find R := R (R, pu4) such that

(8.31) Joaoer lulto, )P dz > [ Ju(to, o) do + i3

Proof. We can assume that xo = 0 without loss of generality. If the statement were
not true then we would have

(8.32) Japs g luto, 2)? de < pf
and
(8.33) Jon lulto, x) > da < pud

Let R := R (u4) be large enough such that all the inequalities below are true. Let
I = [to,to + g 1]. Before proceeding, we prove a local-in-time local-in-space mass
bound

Lemma 8.11. We have
(8'34) SUP¢er f\z\ZR' |u(t, x)|2 dr 3 Mi

and

(8.35) infrer [, <p ult,z)?de 2 p?
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Proof. A computation (using appropriately the divergence theorem, forcing deriva-
tives of expressions at most second order derivatives of the solution u to appear)
shows that a.e

(8.36)
Olul* = —2S(A2ua)

=2 Z?:l Z?:l 30 m]ml (agjm uu) +4 Z?:l Z?:l Saﬂﬂ] (8%%”6%@)

Now, let w be a smooth function such that w(z) = 1 if || > 1 and w(z) = 0 if
lz| < 3. Let wy (z) == w ( ) Multiplying [838]) by wp, integrating w.r.t  and
t, using the boundedness of Riesz transforms, Remark [[Hl and ([832), we see that,
iftel

(8.37)
Supsr Vb 0) P de— 1 S 43+ 35 Yy fi |02 0w S (92,5, ut) | dar
+Z] N Zl N fto | mﬂzu&via@%wRﬂda@ dt
S

Then ([834]) holds. The proof of (830 is similar and left to the reader.

O

Let @ be a smooth function such that @(z) = 1if [z] <1 and @w(z) =1 — « if
|z| > 2, with « so small that a < (R,)%ﬁﬁ. Let Op (2) == @ ( ) Then it is

not difficult to see that we also have

ol ip—
102, @p |77 (170" S pa

(8.38) . k
ol =k: |0%Cg L~ < &k

We see from Sobolev embedding that for Q < Q < %

(8.39) lull e ey S Nullzgemzry S 1-

Let w := @p u. A computation shows that

(8.40)
0w+ AN*w = F(w) + (Fwog — Fluwg)) + A0 u+ 2V (Ao ) - Vu
+2V - (Vog Au) — Adp Au+ A(Vag - Vu)

By [22) and (Z3]) we see that

w n < |w(t + || F F — F(uw
ful o, S Bl P e, |+ WP = i)
HIA G prull ey + [V(ADR ) VUHL%L@(I) [ ADRAU| 12 1y

R S L A\ 0] I

We have
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F(w n_ < w|P~t . w 2n_
PO, o SO s ol
S pglwl]

2n 5
L2LE ()
by interpolation of (833) and (839). Moreover

P () =G PO, e S Wbl e
S N§C||U||L§0LQO(I) ||1\x\zR’“||§;L§(I)
< s s,
the last inequality following from (5.I) and the interpolation of ([834]) and (839).
We have

~ -C
1% p ez S’ grylelirza
My

< 7
~ (R )4

The other “ L}L? 7 terms are treated in a similar way. Next

~ — ~ 1 _p—1
100 o Sl e S 1 1008 | P I7  Sul oz
tla

—C
5 Ha 4,

2n
by (838) and (G.1). The other LZ2L; > (I) term is treated in a similar way. There-

fore, by a continuity argument, we have ||@ g ] s < po which implies, by
L7Lg ™" (1)

the pigeonhole principle, that there exists ¢ € I such that

1
(8.41) ||1\m\§R'u(t)||Ln2f4 S Hopd
S Hs-
Now, since
. 2
(8.42) 11 <pre™™® u+”y% —0

x

as t goes to infinity, we see that, if ¢( is large enough

(8.43) poycrv@I 2y S 4.

But this leads to a contradiction. Indeed we see that if t( is sufficiently large, then,
by Proposition Bl we can find J := J(u1) > 0 and x1 (¢, p1),..., .5(t, 1) such that
2 3
‘finflngJ ‘I—Ij(t,ul)IZM;I |U(t’ I)| dx 5 M1
and substracting this inequality to (835) ( taking again into account that
||1|I|§R/eitA2u+||L2 < 2 by Holder and ([BZ2) as t — oo ) we see that
2 2
fng’ Xinfy<j< |m—m]~(t,p,1)\gp,;1|v(t7x)| dz 2 py
and by Holder
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_ 4
2 J 7w (1) g,

(8.44) 1o @] 2

which contradicts (843]).

O

With this lemma in mind, one can prove the final asymptotic spatial localization,
i.e Proposition The proof is given in [23]; in order to make our argument

complete, we rewrite it.

Let fio, fio, i1, 1 and fie (with fio < fi1 and 1 < fig) small enough such
that all the inequalities below hold. We already know from the asymptotic partial
spatial localization (see Proposition B]) that one can find numbers Jy := Jo(fio),

Ji := Ji(f11) and points x4 (t), .... ,xg,(t), z1(t),....24, (t) such that

(8.45) finflsjg‘,o lo—z;(t)|>fg " o(t,2)[?de < i
and

2 5t
(8.46) j‘inflgjlg‘] oz (0 >A7 lo(t,z)[?de <5

We aim at proving that in fact

(8.47) Sntrcscny lomasyzagt PG D do - <}

We write |. 1 |v(t,z)|*dr = A+ B with

infi<j<, |z—z;(t)| >,

A

2
f{mf1<J<J0 oy (025 ynfint, s, Jo—z (01267 '} lu(t,z)|* dx

and

B t,z)|* dx

= Jouticse, \w*wj(t)IZﬁgl}ﬂ{U; oz, 1<y 0
A is easy to estimate: we have A < £L by ®40). Let j € [1...,Jy]. Assume
2 > Y
f{\z 2 (1< Indinfi <<, Jo—es(8)] 205 1) [t @) de
By iterating Lemma R.10] ~ u_ times, we see that

(8.48) f\zfz_/(t)\<$ o(t,2)P dv > i

Hence, in view of ®Z5), {|z — zj ()| < i7"} C {inflgngl |z —z;(t)] < %
B < & and (BZ7) holds.

that
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9. PERTURBATION ARGUMENT
In this section we prove the following perturbation argument:

Proposition 9.1. ”Perturbation Argument” Let I = [a, b] be a bounded interval
andto € I. Let po > 0. Assume that (u,v) are solutions of (I1]) and that u satisfies
(IF). There exists p11 := pi(|1], o) such that if

(9.1) €=t (u(ty) — v(to)) I x(ry < m
then
(9.2) lu—vlxu)y < o

Assume furthermore that

(9.3) [u(to) — v(to)llrz < 1.
Then
(9.4) lw = vllLgerzny Sin

Proof. Notice that we already now that from Proposition [.1] that

(9.5) ||u||L§0L;°(1) < ().

Then, let w := u —v. A simple computation shows that

iwg + AN?w = F(v+w) — F(v)
The proof is made of two steps: short time perturbation argument and long time
perturbation argument (see [4] for a similar argument).

e short time perturbation argument. We can assume without loss of general-
ity po < 1. We shall prove the following result:

Result:
Let J = [a,b] C I. There exist four constants 0 < ¢ < 1,0 < e < 1, v > 1,
and C' > 1 such that if p <,

(9.6) Il < <ty

and

then
F(v+ - F on_ < Cu, d
(9.7) [ F(v+w) (U)”LfL;‘Q*“(J) > G, an

L2LIT2 ()
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Proof. By [22)), Remark [T (T4), the estimate

[P<1fllLe S 1 fllre,
we see that we have, for some § > 0,

(9.8)

mas (1Prwll e g oy 0l o) = S IF@+0) = FO 2

N (o M
< Pl (1+ o)
By (23), (50 and the estimate
1P>1fllLe S 1 s
we get
maX(||P>1w||LooLQ(J)a [wll Lsovirziro y) — 1
SIVF+0) = VFO o,
< H (F'(v+w) — F'(w)) - Vv 20 —l—HF,(v—i—w)Vw‘ 2n
L2L7 2 ( L2072 ()
<11 (0 19200+ ||u||LmLQ 10000
< |J|B||Av||mmm (o ) + ||w||LmLQ(J))
S (Il + ol g, + M+ fullg)
Hence if ([@.6]) holds, then (@.1) holds.
(]

e Long time perturbation argument.

For p1 to be chosen shortly we define {yu}r>1 in the following fashion:

k
(9.9) fr+1 = p+ 325 2CH;.
Let {J;}k>;>1 be a partition of [tg, b] ﬁ such that

751 = s

except maybe the last one. Choose p1 <7 1 so small that p, <7 € for
k < K. We claim that

lwllx (1) < Cuy

010 IFCo+0) = FO, e < Ci
: t e J

IVF(v+w) = VF(@)||  2n < Cuy.

This is proved by induction. Assume that (@I0) holds for 1 < j <k < K.
Then from ([2), 22), and (23], we see that

5The same argument would work on [a, to]
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(9.11)

i(t—a 2 i(t—a 2 k
e =2 w(an 1) | x () < T2 wlto) | x () + 25, [1F (v +w) = F(v)

+ Y8 L IVF@ +w) = VE@)| 2

k
< pr Zj:l 2Cu;
<e.

We can now apply the previous result to get ([@I0) for k =k + 1.

Hence, summing over j, we see that ([@2]) holds by making pq smaller if
necessary.

Now assume that (@3) holds. By repeating the same scheme as (@.8) we
see that

leollzznzcry S 1+ TP wllery (14 lullie)) it

10. KERNEL ESTIMATE

In this section we prove the kernel estimate ([827).

10.1. General notation. In the proof of (821), we use the following notation.
Given d > 1, let 1,  be two smooth radial nonnegative functions such that

y € R ny) = 1if [y| < 2andn(y) = 0if y| > 4-

supp(77) C B(0,1) and [, 7 dy =1
If f is a function then we let fE =1-f.

10.2. Preliminaries and bipolar coordinates. Let ¢,(¢) := |¢|* + ¢ - and
&st := — 12— the stationary point of ¢, i.e the point & such that V¢, (&st) = 0.

43 |z|3
Let

I(z) := /n =8 ge.

Recall from [I] that if & € N™ then

1

n—lol
3

(10.1) 0%1(2)] < >

We introduce the modified fundamental solution I by writing

(10.2) I(z) = e[ (1),
with

2n
LYLy (7))
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(10.3) f(a) = / (i(62(O—€r2) g,

We shall prove in Section [[] that for all 5 € N ]

y 1
(10.4) 0)1(2)] S —53
x)m
We have
1 1 i) 7 [ _a—y o <2 \C
(to—t")T (t""—to) T Jp €01 ((to—t/)%) I ((t//—t@%) (Xué) () da,

with

4 4
7 i lr—yls o2
)= —4"3 + .
o ((to —ot T
We shall estimate without loss of generality K in the following case:

y=0, and a>1.
with a = % Indeed, one can check that the estimate of K in this case is

invariant under the transformation z — x — z with £ € R2. Hence by elementary
changes of variables, all the other cases boil down to this one. Notice that this
implies that z # 0.

Observe that the phase €' depends only on the two variables p := |z| and
0 := |z — z|. Hence it is useful to make a change of variable that emphasizes these
two variables. To this end we use the bipolar coordinates (see e.g [0l [7]) w.r.t. the
origin O and z. Given z € R", we let p := |z| and o := |z — z| be the bipolar
coordinates w.r.t O and z. Recall that

n—3
(10.5) o flx)de =~ f(p,o,w')ee (Aeelz) dpdo dS,-
R (p,0)ER [z B
Here R denotes the following half closed rectangle

R: {(p,o) €ER*: p,o>0; p<o+lz|, 0 <p+lz], |z <p+o},
with boundary OR made of three sides
OR:1 = {(po) €R: p—o =4I},
OR:2 ={(p,o)eR: p+o=]z|}, and
OR:3 ={(po)eR: p—0o=—|z|}-
Here A denotes the area of the triangle with vertices 0, x, and z; its value is given
by the Heron formula

(10.6) A=fp+o+]z)2(p+o—|2)2(p—o+z)2(—p+o+]z)2

6 Here 0p means the radial derivative
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Here w' represents the angular variable which parametrizes the (n—2)— dimensional
sphere that is obtained as the intersection of the (n — 1)— dimensional spheres
{z eR": |z| = p} and {x € R" : |z — z| = 0}. Define the regions R, and R; by

Ro:={(p,o) €R: p>|z| and o> |z|}, and

Ry :=R/Rq-

Observe that p~ o on R, and p = |z| or 0 = |z| on Ry.

We then estimate K by passing to the bipolar coordinates. The main advan-
tage of this change of variable is that it considerably simplifies the estimates of the
derivatives of the phase. The two main disadvantages are the following ones:

e it tends to “bound” the region of integration so one has to handle the
boundary when we integrate by part the phase.

e the integrand has less regularity so it is more difficult to handle. Observe
that when we apply the formulas (I0.5H) and (I0.G]) the integrand is more
singular as we approach OR. More precisely, the derivatives w.r.t p and o of
A"=3 have very bad decay in the region of integration close to 9R. Observe
also that the integrand is not differentiable more than [”Tf?’} times for a

large number of dimensions on OR. Hence it is preferable not to integrate

the phase by parts w.r.t to p or ¢ in this region.
In order to deal with the second disadvantage we use the following strategy:

e on R; we integrate by part the phase w.r.t. p or ¢ in the region far from the
stationary point (0,0) and far from the OR. It occurs that K is integrable
for high dimensions thanks to the weights in (I0.4) in the region far from
(0,0) and close to 9R; hence one can estimate K directly. However for lower
dimensions K is still not integrable in this region despite the presence of
weights and one has to integrate the phase by parts just a few times w.r.t
p or o to get integrability of K.

e on R, and far from (0, 0) we cannot estimate K directly even if we are close
to OR, since the region is too large to get integrability of K. So we integrate
the phase by parts w.r.t p’ := p+ 0. Notice that when the derivative w.r.t
o' hits the factor (p — o + |2|) ™= or the factor (—p + o + |2|)"= of A3
it is equal to zero. Notice also that the derivative w.r.t p’ of the factor
(p+o—|2))"2" or (p+0+|z])"z of A"~3 has good decay since both factors
are approximately equal to p’. Hence this procedure kills the singularity
when the derivative hits A"~ by integration by parts. However there is
a drawback to this strategy: one does not optimize the oscillations of the
phase to the most, in particular in the regions where integration by parts
w.r.t p (resp. w.r.t o) yields better decay than integration by parts w.r.t o
(resp. w.r.t p). So we cannot integrate the phase by parts as much as we
want. In fact, we will integrate the phase by parts at a well-chosen distance
from (0,0) just enough to get integrability of K.

When we use the bipolar coordinates, one has to estimate integrals J of the form

o~ n—3
J:= [ €?f(p, o,w’)% (%) dp do dS. -
(p,0)ER
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n—3
Let [J] := f£2 (ﬁ)  Let k € {p,o}.
10.2.1. R, and Ry. We need to differentiate R, from Ry. To this end let 1) be the
convolution of 1z, and (p,0) = 7 ‘277 (("”T) ) The following holds (with o € N)

0] S e

The same estimate holds for z/JC.
Hence we can write J = J + J° with

J = [ €?lJ] ¢ dpdo dS.,
(p,o)ER

JV = [ eI 4t dp do dS.,
(p,0)ER

10.2.2. J%: integration by parts w.r.t p’. In order to deal with J¢, we write J* =
Ja + Jf . with

Jo = e ) [7%] dp do dS., and
(pJ)ER
b= | ¢ ot ( ) [J%] dp do dS,y,
(p,0)ER

and ¢ > 0 to be determined.

10.2.3. J°: integration by parts w.r.t p and w.r.t o. In order to deal with J?, it is
worth determining the regions of the plane for which the integration by parts of
the phase w.r.t p yields better decay estimate than the integration by parts w.r.t o.
Roughly speaking, we integrate by parts w.r.t p in these regions and we integrate
by parts w.r.t o in the complement of these regions. To this end we consider at
first sight two integrals:

e the integral appearing from the integration by parts w.r.t p that contains

the term 0,
e the integral apg:zaring from the integration by parts w.r.t o that contains
the term 0,
We have "
o ()| 5l ()] © iz atio

In order to emphasize this region, let €2, be an homogeneous function of degree 0
and smooth away from the origin, such that 2, =1 on {( o) ER?: |p| Z a1 |0|}

and Q, =0 on {( o) ER?: |p| < at |0|}. The following holds:

it |pl~atlo|: |0pQ| S g ifnot: 9pQ, =

The same estimate holds for Q, := Qpc.
Hence one can write J® as the sum of the J? with

Ji= [ ePQ[Jb dp do dS.,
(p,0)ER
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Given € > 0 we can write J,i’ as the sum of two terms

Jba= [ €% (é) [J}] dp do dS,, and
(p,o)ER B
J}c’:far = [ eiont (%) [J}] dp do dS..-
(p,0)ER

10.2.4. J,lc’:fw : netghborhood of OR and interior. In order to deal with J,g:far we
need to differentiate the neighborhood of OR and its interior. To this end we make
a partition of R that emphasizes the neighborhood of R and the interior. Given
5 > 0, write

1=01 + Qo+ Q3+ Qu,
with

S p—o—|z|

= (225
i o (2= ) (e
Qs :=nt p—Uﬁ—IZI it (p+05—IZI) n (p—aﬁHZI) .

Hence one can write J}C’: far 38 the sum of

and

3

Jllc):far,aR:l = f eiq;[']lg:far] Ql dp do dSW"
(p,o)ER

with [ € {1,2,3}, and

Jllc):far,aR:far = f eiq;[’]}c):far] Q41R dp do dSW"
The following hold:
1e€{1,2,3}: 02| < ,8%“ and
03 ()| < -

We shall estimate Jllc):far,aR:far by integrating the phase by parts w.r.t k.

10.2.5. Estimates for 0} (()Zi%)c) We also need some estimates for 9} ((iie)c)
We have ‘ ‘

(10.7)

o (&) Jor (62)°)|do do dse =

-9 0
o () )‘ dv 5 pis,
with ¢ a small positive constant.

10.2.6. Proposition. We finally state the following proposition, the proof of which
is left to the reader.

Proposition 10.1. Let (A, Ay, a1, a2,7) € R®. Let (z,y,2) € R® and € € (0, ).
Then the following holds:
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if o +ax+v>1 then

1 1 1 ~ 1 1 1 ~ 1 .
Jiaize TEre Ty T 40 2 Jaime Ty Ty Bl 40 R T e
. E9 +1.
Zf Oél—’}/>1 then Lmlgewdx'g')\lp ;
if a1+ay—y<1 then | de'ﬁf |z dx ~

B |z|<e (E)o1(35)"2 |z|~e (55)°1(55)°2 R
if 2| < |y| then J 2l gy < 2L
=) 42 S T

lz—y|<|z]

We are now ready to estimate K. Write (to —t')% (£ —to) T K = J*+.J} with
k

1
to—t/) 4 (" —t0) %

z n—3
— i T o' 7 jow')—z o [ A ~ C
. (pcrf)eR€¢I(((p 2)[((” : ) I (m) (Xf‘?’) dp do dSer -

So it is sufficient to estimate J¢ and the J? s.

; b e Tb b b
10.3. Estimate of JJ. Write J, as the sum of J). , and J ;.

10.3.1. Estimate of J,ﬂ’;cz- Notice that on the region of integration of Jg:d, A <
lo||z]. We have

(10.8)
|J/l)):cl| 5 f f

1
PIS€ 0 o] <)l S
(" —tg) 4

‘a_‘n72

- do 1 dp < .

T n
P 3 ~ n—1 A 3
T a 4 T
(tg—t')4 (tg—t/)4

10.3.2. Estimate of ngfmd. Write J;’:fw as the sum of the Jg:far,aR:l and Jg:j»anaR:fM.

: 7
Estimate of J, far,aR:far|

We integrate the phase by parts w.r.t p. Notice that during the process one has to
estimate integrals that depend on the derivatives of q~5 This integrals are estimated
by pointwise bounds of the derivatives of ¢Z Since the dependance is not so easy to
write, it is more convenient to introduce classes of functions that satisfy the same
pointwise bounds and to estimate the integrals depending on arbitrarily functions
f lying in these classes.

We define (with (p, q) € N?)
N
Oy ={1 e C®=10)): 10°7(0)| $ L4805 aen).
Given 7 := (rq,...,75) € N° and j € {1,...,5} we define 7{? =(ri,....r;+1,..,7r35).
5
We also define 0 := (0,..,0). Let P, := {FE No: S :p}. Given f € Qpr,
j=1

we define K, #(f) := fei‘gXp);(f) dp do with
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X

3

Ps

— 1) C 14 C) T3 T P T g
1) =102 (1) 2 v7) (I(uo—t')i)) I<<t”—to>i)

T O po [ A n3 T ~2 C

op (uints () ) o (5)°):
Assume that r; = 0. Integrating by parts w.r.t p, we see that there exist g €
Qpt1,m+1 and h € Qpi1 4,y

Bpeid;

s

= — [0, ( L pr(f)) dp do

i0pd

5
=i (Kp,n—,g(g) + EZK ,m(@) :
i=

Since K, 5(1) = g:fanaR:fM, we see, by iterating over p, that we are reduced to
estimate

o K, #(f) for 7€ Pp such that r5 =0 and f € Qp,, and

o K,#(f)for7e P, 1 <p<p,suchthat rs =1and f € Qp,,.
Notice again that on the region of integration of K, #(f), A < |o||z|. It is worth
choosing € by considering only the term K, 7(f) with 7 := (p,0,..,0) for p large
enough to assure integrability of (I0I0): the estimate of this term is the same as
the one for which the integration by parts hits the derivative of the phase p times.
We have

(10.9)
N n—2 N
— 3 — 3
KD 5 Yy L [ T dodp g {to=t])
’ ~ =+ 3 3 ~ _ _ =
Ip|>e 1ol o 1 - n—1 4p_, .
~ T a%lo|Slel\ T a"a €3 T
(tg—t") 4 (t7 —tg) 2 (to—t") 4

So optimizing in € in (I08) and ([TJ) we find € ~ (to — ¢')i. Choose 8 = e. We
shall see shortly that this choice of 8 is convenient. We now estimate the other
terms with this value of € and £.

If r5 = 0 then
(10.10)
2 2
(to—t')3 1 1 1 1 Ll
|Kp T(f)l < f ‘p‘; [p[T1F72 (t t’)TTS n¥r3 era f i) dodp
oIz . ot o3| < ; >
~ Slel T
, (to—)1 @)
£ n—1
(to—t)3 1 el
S - wirs AP
‘p‘%e ‘P‘ an471< 0 3
(tg—t')4
(to—t)5 )
S =

this is the same estimate as (I0.9)); and if r5 = 1, then from (I0.7) we see that
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(10.11)
to—t') %8 o n=3 ~2 1\C
|KP1F(f)| 5 ( {GR( Opg L p7‘11+7‘2 (to—i’)% E%ﬁ (ﬁ) ‘a; ((Xi?,) )‘dO’ dp dSw/
PO
pRe

Estimate of J;’:fahan:l forn > 9

If n > 9, then, ignoring the compact support of ()Zig)c [, |Jg:far,a7z:l| is bounded
by an integrable expression thanks to the weights in (I0.4]); more precisely

n—1

n=3 2
|J;l)):far,67€:l| 56 R f\p\Ze f |U£|

T
. . 3 " 3
RN I I
(tg—t/)4 (7 —tg) 4
n
1

do dp

" o

S(to—t)T7(t —to) T,

using A < €202 |z].

|Estimate of J;’:fahan:l for 5<n < 9|

Observe that if 5 < n < 9 the integral above is infinite. Hence, in order to get
integrability and use the oscillation of the phase to our advantage, we integrate by
parts a small number of times w.r.t p.

Observe that if we apply J, to A on the region of integration of Jg;fan or.1» then

(10.12)
"T_?’ €Nanda e N
a fn—3 = 1 n—3 —af, t 1 n—3
or s og AT S ol (€2]o 7)) R + e (e2]o]2 [2])"
259 ¢ Nand o < [257]
The second term of the right-hand side of (I0.I2]) appears when the derivative hits
the factor of A bounded by e%; the first term appears when the derivative hits the
other factors of A. (I0.I2) is constantly used in the sequel.
We define A; by

l=1: %1 = A(—p+o+|z)2
1=2: VAUQZZA(p+U—|Z|)_
1=3: A3 =Alp—o+|z|)~

Nj= N

In the sequel we use the estimate A; < |o]2|z| on the region of integration.

n € {8,9}: Integrating by parts once w.r.t p, we have integrals that are bounded
by the finite integral X defined by

"Here we should not take into account (Xi?, )G to assure integrability. Indeed, despite the fact
5

that it is compactly supported, its support depends on the size J(M, u3). So it may be really
large compared with tg — ¢’ or - to in the case where tg — t' ~ - to ~ ,ufl
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1 n—1
S (to—t")3 1 (o) =
X =€z f|p|ZE " T J %dadp
(10.13) <%_> aZIUIS|p|<,,—gI>
., N(to—t)d (t7 —tg) 2
Sto—t)E~(t —to)T~

n = T7: Integrating by parts twice w.r.t p, we have integrals that are bounded by
finite integrals that are similar to X. Hence we get the same bounds that have the

same form as (I0.I3)).

n = 6: Integrating by parts once w.r.t p, we have integrals that are bounded by
finite integrals that are similar to X if the derivative does not hit the factor of A

bounded by €2 or ()ZZB )C. One can also estimate thanks to (I0.7) the integral which
5

appears if the derivative hits ()Zig)c. It remains to estimate the integral which ap-
5

pears when the derivative hits the factor of .4 bounded by €3. Integrating another
time w.r.t p, there are again integrals bounded by finite integrals similar to X and
the integral which appears when the derivative hits twice the factor of A bounded
by ez. We only deal with the case [ = 2. The other cases are treated similarly and
left to the reader. The integral is bounded by Y defined by

_1 o \n—3
(ot} lollpl _leto—lzll "2 (A_)
Y = o—t! 1 z i 3 \I2] do dp
3 3 —
(bR ol <_r> oozl R
pIRe Co—tDT /i |o|S|p|
2 1 n—1
to—t')3 2 2
< (to—t) €2 max —lg dp

~ ‘ ‘% 51 5
lpl2e 1? —=2 ) ad|o|<]pl o
(to—t") (" —t0)%

1
Slto—t)E (¢ —to)t

n = 5: Integrating by parts twice w.r.t p, one can estimate integrals by bounds that
have the same form as (I0.I3]), using a similar procedure to the case n = 6. One
has also to estimate the boundary term that appears when we apply the second
integration by parts to the integral that appears when the derivative hits the factor
of A bounded by e%, more precisely

2
3

L ’ v\ n—3
f ewﬁw[‘]b:far,éﬂz:l] (%) Np ds dSW’

2
2 P
(p,U)EaR

(Here n,, is the p component of the normal n). It is bounded by Y, defined by

2 n—1
to—t')3 Tz
Y = flpl>e S ! 7 INax T dp

2
3 31
el e N atiol<ol P
. (to—t')4 " —tg)

Sto—t)i~(t —to)i™

<l

10.3.3. Conclusion. We conclude that there exists a small positive constant ¢ > 0
such that
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(10.14) (to = )74 (t" — to) T3] S e

10.4. Estimate of J2. Write J% as the sum of J°. , and J?

o:far:

10.4.1. Estimate of JP.,. Notice again that on the region of integration of J° ,,
A < |ol|z|. We have

(10.15)

1
(to—t’)Z €n—l

b < S -J A R S < .
|Jd:cl| ~ Jh‘g‘se f‘p‘sa%‘a‘ % dp dO' ~ %

fod P e

(t”—to)i (to—t’)% (t”—to)%

10.4.2. Estimate of J° Write J?

o:far

B

as the sum of the Jg:far,BR:l and Jg:fanaR:fM.

far:

|Estimate of J?. far,aR:far|

We estimate Jg:far,aR:far by integrating the phase w.r.t ¢. To this end we de-
fine (with (p, q) € N?)

NER
Oy = {FeC™®=10]): 10700 § L i a e .

Given 7 = (r1,...,75) € N° and f € Q,,, we define K, (f) := [ X, +(f) dp do
with

Xorlf) = flo) 0 (o (2) ng“)f( . )x

1
(to—t")3

o (1 (r)) 2w (et () o (")

Assume that 75 = 0. Integrating by parts w.r.t o, we see that there exist g €
Opt+1,m+1 and h € Qpy1

Ko n(f) = fMXU,F(f) do dp

95 ¢

= _J"eiﬂgag ( 143ng) do dp

19s
5

Hence, since Kaﬁ(l) = Jo: far,0R: far, We see, by iterating over p, that we are reduced
to estimate

o K, #(f) for i € P; such that 75 = 0 and f € Qp,, and

o K, nf)for#e P, 1 <p<p, suchthatrs =1and f € Q,,,,
Notice again that on the region of integration of K, #(f), A < |o||z|. It is worth
choosing € by considering only the term K, & (f) with 7= (p,0,..,0) for p large
enough to assure the integrability of (I0.IT): the estimate of this term is the same
as the one for which the integration by parts hits the derivative of the phase p
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times.
We have
(10.16)
|Ka,?(f)| Nf [>e E =4 =

S S
JEISE %f|p|§a1|o| , 5
o
17 l /—I
(" —tg) 4 (tg—t")'%

B
(to—t')3 17

5 - T
4p E
ases MM —e
" —t) 1

So optimizing in € the upper bound of (ITI5) and [I0I6), we find € ~ (£ — to)7.
Choose 8 = e. We now estimate the other terms with this value of € and .
If r5 = 0 then

‘n72

dp do

Pé‘ e

whs;

(10.17)
O O P R NS S ok [ g dedo
o, 7 ~ T Jo[ritr2 3 T3 et = ap
o|>e (alo)3 (t" —to) 5 l<at] |< , >3
~ - g plsad|o T
i & —to) (to—tH T
P
to—t)3 1 o|" 2 i
S ( Z To? o] ¥ (to —t')1 do
lojre (alol)s . 3
_ (t”—to)%
" E+l
t —tp)3t1
< ¢ —to) .

- 3
a§6%7"+1 v
" —tg)

this is the same estimate as (I0I6)); and if 75 = 1 then from (I07)) we see that

(10.18)

Kor ) < ) Lt
(p,crgER (ao)

D n—3
)3 1 11 op (A
% or1tr2 (t“ —to)T_‘l& €r4 |z|

1 ((;zig)c) ‘ dp do dS.,

’

S

,—to)i'

|Est1mate of J faT R, for n > 9|

If n > 9, then, ignoring again the compact support of (> ) |J? o: far.or:1| is bounded
by an integrable expression thanks to the weights in (IEE) more precisely

P
(tg—t')4

1
4

n—3 2
| jarﬁRl' S € 2 ﬁg‘>€ >% ﬁdﬂdd

— Z
(" —to) 2
1

S(tg—t) 5= (1" —to)i—,

using A < e2[p|2]z].

|Est1mate of J faT or for 5 <n < 9|
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If 5 < n <9 the integral above is not integrable. Hence, again, in order to get
integrability, we integrate the phase by parts a small number of times w.r.t o.
Observe that the estimate A; < |p|2]z| on the region of integration of Jg:far,mz:lv

with A; defined in the previous subsection. Observe that if we apply d, to A on
the region of integration of Jg:far,BR:b then

(10.19)

3 cNanda €N
or |0 An3] S pr (e ph ) B 4 e (ed bl
n=3 ¢ Nand a < ["T_?’}
The second term of the right-hand side of (I0I9]) appears when the derivative hits
the factor of A bounded by e%; the first term appears when the derivative hits the
other factors of A. These estimate are constantly used in the sequel.

n € {8,9}: Integrating by parts once w.r.t o, we have integrals that are bounded
by the finite integral X defined by

n—3

1 n—1
X =ez [ (to—t')3 L - S B — dp do
lo|Ze alo 3 3 3
(10.20) (aloh? <7> ai|o|z|p|< 5 >

(to—t")

e

S(to—#)5~ (1" —to) i~

n = T7: Integrating by parts twice w.r.t o, we have integrals that are bounded by
finite integrals that are similar to X. Hence we get bounds that have the same form

as (I0:20).

n = 6: Integrating by parts once w.r.t o, we have integrals that are bounded by
finite integrals that are similar to X if the derivative does not hit the factor of A

bounded by €2 or ()ZZB )C. One can also estimate thanks to (I0.7) the integral which
5

appears if the derivative hits ()Zig)c. It remains to estimate the integral which ap-
5

pears when the derivative hits the factor of .4 bounded by €3. Integrating another
time w.r.t o, there are again integrals bounded by finite integrals similar to X and
the integral which appears when the derivative hits twice the factor of A bounded
by €3. We only deal with the case [ = 2. The other cases are treated similarly and
left to the reader. The integral is bounded by Y defined by

_1 v \n—3
s} lollpl lpto—|zll"2_ (A
y .= (t"—to) 1 - [ 2] , 3\l do dp
3 3 —
(p.0)ER (alo|)3 <%> lp+o—|z||<e (tg—t/) T
lo|Ze (" —t0)4 ailo|Zlpl
2 1 n—1
to—t')3 2 2
< (to—t) €2 - max —2 2 4o

~ 2 3 ﬂ
alo|)3 3 1 3
loize (@loD® [ o N atpoizlpl (e
(t" —tg) 4 (tg—t')4

Slto—t)i (¢ —to)i

n = 5: Integrating by parts twice w.r.t o, one can estimate integrals by bounds that
have the same form as (I0.20), using a similar procedure to the case n = 6. One
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has also to estimate the boundary term that appears when we apply the second
integration by parts to the integral that appears when the derivative hits the factor
of A bounded by ez at the first integration by parts, more precisely

LT g 2 y n—3
p,o)E

(Here n, is the o component of the normal n). It is bounded by Y, defined by

2 n—1
to—t')3 N
Y ::f| (to—¥) L 7+ Imnax Lﬂ do

o|Ze 3 3 1 3
(@D (o N akio1zinl oy
(t" —tg) 4 (tog—t')4

S(to—t)i (" —to)i™.

10.4.3. Conclusion. We conclude that there exists a small positive constant ¢ > 0
such that

I~

(to —t)~H(t" = to) %15 S rppe
10.5. Estimate of J. Write J“ as the sum of J, and J§,,.

10.5.1. Estimate of J%. Notice again that on the region of integration of J%, A S
|o]|z]. We have

(10.21)
[Tl

n

|U|7172 1 €

/ o 7 do dp < 5 o
\P\Sf o T £ T < I < I
lel=lo| \ @7 —t0)1 (to—t)4 (to—tH4 (" —tp) 4

10.5.2. Estimate of J%.,- We integrate the phase by parts w.r.t o
We define (with (p, q) € N?)

~

[

2%
Qpq =14 f € C®(R>—{(0,0)}): 83 f(p,0)| < LT aeNg-
[p]3

Given 7= (r1,...,75) € N> and f € Q,,, we define K, #(f) := fei‘gXp/f(f) dp do
with

/ o n=3 r3 T T4 T o
Koath) =009 (2 () 05 () ) (1 () 0 (1 (o

Assume that r5 = 0. Integrating by parts w.r.t p/, we see that there exist g €
Qpt1,r+1 and h € Qp 11, such that

d,ei?
Ky r(f) =[] 2—=Xp(f)dodp

= —feiq;(?p/ < 1 .Xp/);(f)) do dp

10
9,14

Jj=2

5
=71 (Kp/7,,‘*1j(g) + E Kp’,’rﬁ(h)> )

Since K, §(1) = J¢,,, we see, by iterating over p, that we are reduced to estimate

1
1

))?

5
/
P

(
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o K, #(f) for i € Pp such that r5 =0 and f € Qp,, and
o K, #(f) for e Py, 1 <p<p,suchthat r5s =1and f e Q,p,,.
Notice that on the region of integration of K, #(f), [05.Al < [p|~(|o]|z]).

n>6: Let p := [2F3] + 1 so that (I0ZJ) is 1ntegrab1e It is worth choosing e
by considering only the term K, - (f) with 7 = (p,0,..,0): the estimate of this
term is the same as the one for which the integration by parts hits the derivative
of the phase p times. We get

(10.22)

o)

1 o™t 1

—¢

Ky s S [ =g dodp <

)
3

e ol ¥ P ; 3
lpl2e —o N jo-ol<lal . o
(to—t") %4 " —tg) 4 (to— t/)4

Optimizing ¢ in ([022) and [021) we find € ~ (to — /). It remains to estimate
the other terms with this value of e. From 7 € P; and (I0.1) we see that if r5 =0
then

(10.23)
|Kp’f(f)| _
3 e
< (to—t)3 1 1 1 [ o™ ! 1 1
~ 5 otz 2 nirg H Ly R
3 to—t') 4 t"—tg) 4
lolze 17! e R S ] S
s (to—t') 4% " —t) 4
(to—t")3 o™ "
< n+r n+r dp

~ 5 5= 5
|pl~e phtritratrs e (t”fto)% p
(tog—t")4 (t" —tg) 4
INE— g1t .
S(to—t)T (" —to)7T7;
and if r5 = 1 then

(10.24)

do dp

|Kp’f(f)| S f (to_g) pnlwz( L 3 L - W(IA) }31 ( % )Bﬂdo dp dS.

(p,0)ER P to—t) & (¢ —t0) T

pReE

S (to—t) i (" —to) 5

n e {5,6}: choose € := (tg — t/)5. If r5 = 0 then dividing into the two cases
e < (t" —to)7 and e > (" — tg)+ we can easily estimate the integral at the second
line of (I023). If r5 = 1 then the procedure to estimate K, #(f) is similar to
(0:24). Again we find bounds of the form (to — /)%~ (¢ —to) %~

10.5.3. Conclusion. We conclude that there exists a small positive constant ¢ > 0
such that

(to —t") "5 (" —t0)" % |J°| < o
11. MODIFIED FUNDAMENTAL SOLUTION: ESTIMATES OF ITS DERIVATIVES

In this section we prove ([[0.4]).

Let (ey,...,en) be the standard orthonormal basis of R™. Rotating if necessary

D
3
<(f —t0)

1
1

)

w3
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we may assume WLOG that = = |z|e,,. In view of (I0]) we may assume WLOG
that |z| > 1.

We then estimate (9°1)!€:t1:7 (1) for o € N” such that |a| = 8, with (9T)&¢l:for (1)
defined by

(D51 = [y €] — Ea)(E — )€ — Eu)re®=(©)
with

= (€ - &)
by integrating by parts the phase ¢i®+. Indeed observe that the stationary point of
o is also Ey. Since we expect that the main contribution of 85] () to be around
&st, we first try to localize coarsely our analysis around ;. ThlS procedure will
not only allow us to considerably simplify the estimates of the derivatives of the
phase around &;; when we perform later our analysis at a finer scale around &z but

also to avoid handling the boundary term at the origin when we pass to the polar
coordinates later. Observe that if [|{] — [€s]| 2 1 then

V(€)= v@(g)—v&z@ﬁ)y
2 |§|3 gstl |
Z |§st|

Hence
1€l = 1€l > 10 |V (€)] 2 |€atl?
€] > 1€l 0 V(&) 2 €]

-7 'Ld;£ 7
Hence, by repeated integration by part using the formula e’®+ = Ve 2 Voo

V2 e

easily get

N (S NI |(8o¢ )‘55" far| <N \m\N

Hence it suffices to prove

(11.1) ‘8{3 Jan 1 (€] = |Et]) €9=(©) dg| < -

Passing to the polar coordinates, an easy computation shows that (II1) follows
from the following estimates

F|&st|:elymik
|[|§ ‘ ($)| < 1
Here k E {Cl,med, fa }7

It E () = oy, _plel#lesd] [ [T sn=Tn(s — |€]) (|€st] + s cos 0)” €= (sin )"~ 24* (0) db ds,

with 6 denoting the geometric angle between e,, and &, 0,,_2 denoting the surface
of the n — 2 dimensional sphere,
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bp := s* + s|x|cos,

et (resp. /") denoting a smooth function that is supported in a small neigh-
borhood of 7 (resp. 0) and equals to 1 near 7 (resp. 0), and 1™ := 1 —pl —qpfar,

We first estimate Il‘f”‘:d; mmed ond Il‘f”lzd; m:far

Integrating by parts w.r.t 8 (resp. w.r.t s) the phase "% we can estimate Il‘fs“:d; memed

(resp. f[‘fs‘l;d; ™59y We get

(11.2) NeN, ke {cl,med}: ‘f}fft':d; ’“k‘ S e

|:elym:cl

We then estimate I gE” by either integrating by parts the phase €% wrt s
or # using the formula. Following the same strategy as in the previous section it is
worth considering at first sight two integrals:

e the integral appearing from the integration by parts w.r.t s that contains
the term O -

e the integral appearing from the integration by parts w.r.t  that contains
the term Oy (

99 b

I‘Est |:elym:el

On the support of the integrand of we have

o ()] ()| 2 el (54

& [as® = fol + =0 4 o(jal(x — 0)2)| 2 lgutl* ol |x — 0]

< (s,0) €Ty
with

Iy = {(s 6): 0€[0,n] and m—60 =< 7‘5458‘”‘”55“2 }

In order to emphasize this region we introduce 2, an homogeneous function of
degree zero w.r.t (|€se], ) ﬁ and smooth away from (|§St| m) such that & =1 on I'y
and 2 = 0 on I'y with

Toi={(s,0): 0[] and m-p» boledlie’],
The following holds (with k € N):

|s — [€se]| = =D |9k <

[€st] |k; and |a Q| S

‘ﬂ- 9|k7

[s— \E [
(11.3)
|5 — [€atl| > B or s — [€u]] < ZEE2 then 0FQ = 05Q = 0-

The same estimates hold for €.

8i.e Q(A(s — |€st],0 — ) = Q (s — |€st], 0 — ) for all A # 0
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Hence, in view of (1) we are reduced to estimate I.5°**“ ™ and IN(‘fS‘I;Cl; el
defined by the following

flfst\:cl; el — fR foﬂ ez&wQ Sn—ln(s _ |§st|) (|€st| 4 5c0S 9):3 (sin 9)71—21/}01(9) do dS, and

f‘lgﬁst\:cl; mel fR foﬂ' IOl 8"7177(8 — &) (€5t + s cos 9),3 (sin 9)n72¢cl(9) do ds-

We first estimate fs‘ESt‘:d;md.
We have Is\Esthl; ﬂ:cl(‘r) _ I|§st\:cl; Tl + I|§st\:cl; el with

s,cl s, far

[ogletmet = f]R fo7T 616277 (Sﬂfﬁ') Q" Iy(s — &) (J€st] + s cos Q)ﬁ (sin@)"~2¢°!(0) df ds, and

s,cl
TSetmel e [ f eiden® (225l ) @ sn (s — (€l (€] + 5 cos 0)° (sin 0)" 2 (8) do ds:
Observe that on the support of €2
(s,0) € supp () : ||&st] + scosb| =~ |s — |Estl|

(579) € supp (Q) : |6s¢31| ~ |§st|2 |S - |§st|| :
These observations are implicitely used in the sequel. We have

Fl€st|:cl; m:cl
s,cl

S [€se™ ! f|s,|§st||5€ s — [€atll” flw_9‘<\s—\ss‘t\‘uast\2 |m — 6"2 df ds

Sl <
|75
We estimate [ S‘E}ta';d; el by integration by parts of the phase e wrt s, If we

integrate by parts p times with p > 1, we have to estimate many integrals. It is
worth choosing € by considering only the integral K that contains only the term

(0. (55)) e

K o= o fy e (00 (52)) 08 (5150) 0 57 (s — gl (16l + s cos6)” (sim )21 (6) d s

s b

We have

(11.4)
- S — B —
K| S [ése™! Ls—‘EStHZE % f‘ﬂ_9|§\s—\ss‘t\‘uast\2 |m—0]"2 df ds

Hence

Y e —

€2P[&st 2P || 73

el el

Hence, optimizing in € the upper bound of |I~s‘5§l" |[+| K|, we see that € ~ |€5| 7.
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We now estimate the other integrals with this value of e.
Given p € N, let [

Q1= {f € C™ ({0 < Js = lgull S 1} x V(m)) : 102 £(5,0)| S remredeees @ € N
and

i o f e 5 et e, 0) 7 () Qs = Jal)sm Tt (60t] 4 5 cos ) (sin 0)" 241 (0) df ds, |
g feQ, and 7 (resp. Q and 7)) behaving like n® (resp. Q and n)

Integrating by parts the phase ¢i%: w.r.t s, we see, in view of [I™13), that

Kp C Kp+1'
Since fs‘gfta‘rd mel ¢ Ky, we get
= el n+p8
I\Est|.cl, mel) RHS of < n—1 6 .
| s,far | ~ (m) ~ |§5t| EQE‘ESHQE‘CE‘T
Hence

F1&st|:cl; m:cl 1
|IS ° | 5 ntp
|z| ™3

. Fl&st el el Fl€st|:cl; w:el Fl&st|:el; mel Fl&st|:cly miel .
We then estimate Ift‘c T We have Iif”c e :IEJ‘C e —l—Ii)Efta'TC ™ with

€

fé%z;‘:cl; el — fR foﬂ' 616277 (0—77) QC Snfln(s _ |§st|) (|§st| + scos 9)5 (sin 9)n72¢cl(9) df ds, and

Iy ™ i= fo Jg o (92=) OF 5" (s — [€ul) (|6l + s c0s0)” (sin )21 (9) df ds
We have
Fl€st|:cl; w:cl _ _
|If‘fcf| I BN [ L uﬁﬂfe\gef\sqgstug% max (|3 - |§st||6= st |7 — 9|2ﬂ) ds |m — 0" "% df
st
< max (€ﬁ+n7 e2ﬁ+n) |€st|5+n'
We estimate ffjfa‘;d; el by integration by parts, using the formula Opeits = 109 b ¢is

Again, if we integrate by parts p times with p > 1, we have to estimate many inte-
grals. It is worth choosing € by considering only the integral K that contains only

P
the term (89 (51(5 )) , e
o Px

K = o Jy e (00 (722)) 0 (42) @ 8 nts = [€al) (1| + 5 c050)” (sin0)"20¢1(6) d0 ds:

We have

9Here V(7) denotes a small neighborhood of 7
104 function f behaves like g if it (and its derivatives) satisfy the same estimates or better
estimates as ¢g (and its derivatives)
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n— T—0|" 2
K| S €t lf‘,r_ggemf‘s |gtH<M max (|5—|§st|| |§st|6|ﬁ—9|25) ds df

|£ |5+"max(ﬁ+" 2B+n).
S =L

Hence, optimizing the upper bound of | K|+ |Iifz; et; |, we find € & €5 2.

We now estimate the other integrals with this value of e.

Observe that if q(s, 0) := (|€s¢| + s cos#)?, then, on the support of the integrand of

1; wicl
IE}'@ITC T we have

Q

a< B |05q(s,0) S leﬁst|+scos(9|" "eatl?

Q

(115) Z |§st| ||§st| - Slﬁ ' + |§st|ﬂ|7r - 9|2('8 l) and

a>f: 05q(s,8) =0

m_+> = (r1,741,73) for 1 € {1,2,3}, and 0:= (0)ieq1..3)-

)

Let 7 := (m)le[lng] € N3,
Given (p,q) € N? let

Qp.g = {f €eC¥0<|r—0l<1): |05f(s,0) < (\55t||m|)p\.l,r,9|p+q+a }

Given f € Qp.,,, we define Kx(f) := [; [, €% X5(f) ds df, with

Xe(f) = fl5.0)057 (0 (42) Q8 (sin 0)"244(8) ) 07 als,0) 5"y (5 = [€eal)

Integrating by parts w.r.t 6, we see that there exists g € Qp11,,+1 and h € Qpi1.0,
such that

8961¢£
Jor S X5(f

)do
=—kle “’5”90(
— i (Krz o)+ X K ())

Hence, since K5(1) = 1, ‘Iffta‘rd ™l we see by iteration over p that we are reduced to

K#(f)

) d6 ds

estimate K7(f) for 7 such that Z rp=pand f € Qpr.
Hence, in view of (IL3) and m

— r3 2
|5 tlicl; micl < |€oe|" 1 |[r—6]"
| 0. far | < AIEE kX—:I f\ﬁ79|25 [r—g[p it f|s ‘Est”,g‘g‘ \‘ 0] Zy,p ds db,

with

Zip = max (||Ee| = 5|7 F|€se ¥, |6t P — PP R -

)

Hence
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\fs't\:cl; T(:Cl| < \Est|5+" max(eBJr",EQB*") < 1
~J

|Ie,far Igst“lﬁeQﬁ ~ Iml'ﬂ;rﬂ )
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