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UNIFORM IN N ESTIMATES FOR A BOSONIC
SYSTEM OF HARTREE-FOCK-BOGOLIUBOV TYPE

M. GRILLAKIS AND M. MACHEDON

ABSTRACT. We prove local in time, uniform in NV, estimates for
the solutions ¢, A and T" of a coupled system of Hartree-Fock-
Bogoliubov type with interaction potential vy (z—y) = N38v(NP (2—
y)), with 8 < 1 and v a Schwartz function (satisfying additional
technical requirements). The initial conditions are general func-
tions in a Sobolev-type space, and the expected correlations in A
develop dynamically in time. As a consequence, the estimates for
A are not uniform in time, but only in L* (and lower). This is
an essentially new feature of our work. As shown in our previous
work, as well as the work of J. Chong, (both in the case 8 < 2/3),
using the conserved quantities of the system of equations, this type
of local in time estimates can be extended globally. Also, they can
be used to derive Fock space estimates for the approximation of
the exact evolution of a Bosonic system by quasi-free states of the
form eVNA@eBKR) Q. This will be addressed in detail in future
work.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let vy(z — y) = N3Pv(NP(z — y)), with 8 < 1 and v a Schwartz
function satisfying additional technical requirements. This paper is
devoted to obtaining estimates, uniformly in NV, for solutions to

{Jo-anfow) = [arponte - ireenoe) (o
- /dy {ov(@1 = 9)oW) (Cly, 21) — 6(y)d(21)) + vw (21 — 1)d(y) (Az1,y) — d(z1)(y)) }

{%& — Ay — Ay, + %UN(SCI - 552)} Az, 22) (1b)
_ / dy {on (1 — YT, y) + vx (2 — YT, )} Az, 72)
= [y {(owton = 9) + o2 = ) (Aor L (m2) + T A e2)) | +

Lo / dy { (v(@1 — y) +vn(xs — 1)) |o(y) Po(e1)d(z2) )

{%81‘/ — Aml + Awg} f(':Ulu ZI}'2> (1C)

= — / dy { (UN($1 — y) - UN($2 - y))A(:L’l, y)K(y’ zQ)} +

— [y {(onten = 9) — vt = ) (T 9Tl 22) + T ) o) }
Lo / dy { (v(@1 — y) — vx (@2 — 1)) |0(y) (1) B(z2) )

See Ral&d for the conceptual meaning of these equations. The functions
¢,\ and I' also depend on ¢, but this has been suppressed to keep
the formulas shorter. The spacial dimension is 3. These equations are
similar in spirit to the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov equations for Fermions.
For Bosons, they were derived in [16], [17], and, independently, in [1].
Reading this paper requires no knowledge of Fock space. However,
as background material, we will review the ”big picture” motivating
this work, as well as [I3]-[I7]. See these papers for background on
Fock space and additional references related to this project. Our work
(started in [13] in collaboration with D. Margetis) is devoted to the
problem of approximating the exact evolution (in Fock space)
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,lvbexact = eitH6_\/N'A(¢O ) €_B(k0) 0 (2)

by an expression of the form [{l Here # is the Fock Hamiltonian

1

Y = /dx {a*Aa,} — N dedy {vn(z — y)ajasama. ) (3)

The function ¢ is a function of 3 + 1 variables,
@)= [ do {ota)a, - o(wa} (4)

and e~ VNA®) g unitary operator on Fock space, the Weyl operator.
The ”pair excitation” function k = k(t, z,y) is symmetric in x and
y, and

B(k) = %/d:zdy {k(t, x,y)aza, — k(t, z,y)atal} . (5)
The unitary operator e2*) is the representation of an (infinite dimen-
sional) real symplectic matrix (the Segal-Shale-Weil representation, see
[25]) and is called a Bogoliubov transformation in the Physics literature
(elements of such a construction go back to [6]).

Q) is the vacuum, and the state

W= e VNADQ (6)

is a coherent state (the nth entry of this state is a tensor product of n
copies of ¢).

j=1

The state e B*0)() is called a squeezed state in the Physics literature.
The Fock space Hamiltonian acts as a PDE Hamiltonian on each
entry of Fock space

& 1
H, ppr = Z ij N Z N3BU(NB(%‘ - l’k))
7=1 1<j
In the Math literature, the Fock space evolution e’ has been studied
in the 70s by by Hepp in [I8], Ginibre and Velo [12] and, 30 years later,
by Rodnianski and Schlein [23], followed by [13] (where €® is explicitly
introduced).
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The problem is to find a Fock space approximation of ©.zqe (which
involves linear Schrodinger equation in an unbounded number of vari-

ables) by
'lvbapprox = E_WA((z’(t)e_B(k(t))Q (7)

where ¢(t, x), k(t, x, y) satisfy non-linear Schrodinger equations in 341,
respectively 6 + 1 variables.

The equations [[aHId were written in [17] in a more elegant form,
reminiscent of BBGKY,, in terms of the marginal densities £, ;, defined
by

Em,n(t>y1> o Yms L1y - - >$n)

1
= N (m+n)/2 <ay1 “+ Ay Vapprow Qay * 'a:cnwapprox>

In terms of these, the equations are

G&t _ Aml) Loa(t 1) (8a)

= —/UN(I1 — x9) L1 2(t, 25 21, T2)d2

1
(gat + A, — Ayl) L11(t,z159) (8b)

= /UN(SC1 — x9) Lo (t, x1, T2, y1, T2)dro — /UN(yl — y2) Lo (t, 21, Y25 Y1, Y2 )dy2

1 1
(;8t - A:m - A:cz + NUN(xl - 1’2)) ‘CO,Q(ta 1'1,1’2) (80)

= — /UN(ZEl - y)ﬁl,s(t,y;xl,xmy)dy - /UN(Iz - y)ﬁl,:’,(t,y;ifl,ifz,y)dy

Here
¢ = Loy (9)
D=Ly, = % (SR o sh(h)) (1,1, 22) + (1, 20)lt, ) (10)
A= Loy = —sh(2k)(t, 21, 02) + Ot 21)(t, 2) (11)

2N

The other £ function can be expressed in terms of ¢, A and I', leading

to [al Id
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The problem of proving a Fock space estimate for ||Yezact — Vapproz|| 1s
currently an active field. See [7], [22], and [5]. In that paper, Boccato,
Cenatiempo and Schlein prove a result in the range § < 1, and the
estimate is global in time. Their approximation is given (translating
to our notation) by eX()e=VNAW@N) =BEOIT, \ (1)) where ¢ satisfies
the expected cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation, k(t) = k(t, z,y)
is explicit and Uy y(t) is an evolution in Fock space with a quadratic
generator (see the page preceding Theorem 1.1 in [5]). The function
k(t) (which corresponds to pair correlations) has to be present in the
initial data.

Our approach, based on coupled PDEs for ¢ and k, offers the possi-
bility to start with uncorrelated initial data, and allow the correlations
to develop dynamically, ”instantly” in time. This explains why we
don’t get estimates uniformly in time for A. The estimates hold only
in a average sense (L*) in time. This is an essentially new feature of
our work. In the present paper, we obtain estimates for the generalized
marginal densities A, I" and ¢. In our previous paper [I7] (devoted to
the case 0 < f < %) we showed how estimates for A, I' and ¢ im-
ply estimates for k£, which in turn imply Fock space estimates for the
proposed approximation [7]

For % < B < 1, there are greater difficulties in both the PDE problem
of obtaining estimates for A, I' and ¢, and the Fock space approxima-
tion. For this reason, we treat the two issues separately. This paper
addresses only the PDE problem, leaving the Fock space estimates for
future work. For the analysis of these equations in 1 + 1 dimensions,
see [9].

Fock space techniques can also be applied to L?(R") approximations.
See the recent paper [24] and the references therein. We also mention
the approach of [21].

We end this section with some general comments regarding the equa-
tions studied in this paper. Since we are looking for estimates which
hold uniformly in N, it is instructive to replace vy by 6. Then [TaHId
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become, formally,

{10 - Am} Bla1) = —T(t, 21, 2)0(wr) + -

{%at — By — sz} Ay, x2)
- - {F(xhxl) + F(,’L’Q, ,]}‘2)} A(Il,LUQ) 4+ ...

{lat - Axl + AZ‘Q}F(Ila x2)
2

= —A(l’l, ZL’l)A(l'l, 1’2) + —I—A(l’l, ZL’Q)A(ZL’Q, 1’2) cee

These equations are invariant under the following scaling
AO(N2t, Axy), NEA(N2, Ay, Axo), N2T(A2E, Ay, Awp), which is H! critical
for A and I'. However, scaling does not detect the collapse to the
diagonal z; = x5 which makes the equations H' supercritical. On the
other hand, as explained in the next section, the conserved energy for
the full system has the scaling of H? for T, but only H' for A. (However,
as shown in [10], a norm of A with the scaling of H'™ grows in time, but
not N). Using these conserved quantities the local existence theorem
(and estimates)of the current paper can be extended globally in time.
See [10] how this works out the case 5 < 2/3. We plan to address the
problem of global estimates in detail in a forthcoming paper.

The plan of the paper is as follows: Section 2 reviews the conserved
quantities (derived in our earlier paper [16]), and introduces a ma-
trix formulation of the equations. Section 3 has the statement of the
main (nonlinear) theorem, and a simple statement of the main linear
estimates, which are shown to imply the main non-linear theorem .
Sections 4 reviews standard X*° type estimates needed for the proof.
Section 5 introduces new estimates, including a technical statement of
the main linear result. The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of
the main linear estimates. FEach of those sections starts with a heuristic
guide to the proofs in that section.

Acknowledgment. We thank Daniel Tataru for a very useful conver-
sation regarding the estimates of this paper.

2. CONSERVATION LAWS, AND THE MATRIX FORMULATION

The system [TaHId has two important conserved quantities. We men-
tion this fact here although we do not use it in the construction of
solutions. The first conserved quantity is the total number of particles
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(normalized by division by N) and it is
M =t {T(t)} . (12)

This means that M = 1. The second conserved quantity is the energy
per particle

E =tr {Vxl . VwQF(t)} + % /dl‘ldl’g {UN(SL’l - IQ)‘A(t, Ty, 1’2)‘2}
1
+ Z /dl’ldl’g {UN(I’l — 1’2) (‘F(t, Xy, 1'2)}2 + F(t, Xy, ZL’QF(t,l’g,l’g))}

B %/dxldm {UN(xl - $2)‘¢(t7$1)|2‘¢(t7$2|2} (13)

which is conserved by the evolution. Notice that the quantity £ defined
above is positive because the following inequality is true ['(¢, z1, z5) >

(b(t’ $1)¢(t, LU2>.
In order to see what kind of regularity the conservation laws imply,
we observe that the kinetic part of the energy is,

1
tr {vxl . le“} = /dl‘ {|Vx(b(t,.f(f)|2} + ﬁ dflfldl'g {|V$1u\2 + |V$2u\2} .

Now if we observe that, denoting u := sh(k), ¢ := ch(k) (see [10] [I1))
¥ :=sh(2k) =2uoc , coc=0+uou

a simple calculation implies the inequality,

/dmldx2 {‘lezﬁ‘z + \mef}

<4 (/ dzydzs { |V ul* + |Vx2u|2}) (1 + /dxldx2|u|2) :

Since we have A = ¢¢ + (1/2N)y then
/d:ﬂldzzg {\VxlA}z + \va\?} <CEM+N™)

i.e. the H! norm of A is bounded by a constant which is independent
of time. In fact one can show, see [10], for some € > 0,

/d[lj’ldl'Q {‘Vzl ‘1/2—1-6

where C(t) is independent of N.
On the other hand, I' = ¢¢ + (1/N)u o u which implies a better
estimate, namely

vx2‘1/2+eA}2 S C(t)

H‘vrl||V902‘F(t)||L2(dx1dx2) <Eb.
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It is interesting to observe that the construction of solutions is accom-
plished using norms which are ( slightly) below the thresholds indicated
by the above estimates, see Theorem [3.3

Remark 2.1. Tt is an interesting task (at this point) to write down the
evolution equations in the case of aligned Fermions. For the simple
Hamiltonian below

H = /dmldajg {czl (Amlé(ajl — @))Cm2 + czlc;ﬂ(:cl — $2)Cm2cm1}

we have the following type of reduction. We form two (pair) functions
w(t, r1,x2) and (t, z1,x9). They satisfy certain relations. Namely
w* = w and YT = —1. Moreover w(t,z,r) > 0 and they are not
independent of each other, they must satisfy

—Ypop+wow—2w=0.

The two evolution equations are,

%dlb + (Aml + AwQ - 21)(1’1 - x2)) w
T / dy {o(z1 — y) @1, Y)Y, 2) + 9(an, Y)w(y, o) — wly, v (@, 2))}
T / dy {o(y — 23) (W, 9Dy, 22) + w(ar, 9oy, 23) — wys y)b(ar, 22))} = 0

and

- %&tw + (—Aml + Am2)w
- / dy {o(z1 — y) @(n, y)d(y, 22) + w(zn, y)w(y, 22) — w(y, gz, 22))
+ /dy {v(y —22) (W21, 9)0(y, 22) +w(1, y)w(y, 72) — Wy, y)w (@1, 22)) } = 0.

They analogy is I' = w’ and A ~— 1 but notice that v is now anti-
symmetric!
The system conserves the number of particles,

N = %tr(w) = /dm {w(t,z,z)}

and the total energy,

1 1
B =3t (Vi Vowo(tiona)) + 7 [ doadas {o(on = (e, m1,00) |}

1
+ 1 /dxlda:g {v(:cl — To) <w(t,$1,$1)w(t73€2,3€2) - ‘W(ta$17$2)‘2)} .
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We may observe that we can set (consistently) ¢» = 0 is which case we
obtain the familiar equation for w (which must be a projection).

The equations above are written without any scaling. If we scale
space by N then we can rescale appropriately the interaction potential
v. The most natural assumption for v is Coulomb. See [4] for related
work on Fermionic systems.

We end this section with some comments on the structure of the
nonlinear terms which (if thought the right way) look ”simple”. We
adopt the following convention for (skew-Hermitian) commutators and
symmetrization for two operators, say A and B

[A,B] :=AoB-B*oA* |, {AB}:=AoB+B"0A"

where A o B means,

(A0 B)(or,2) = [ dy {AGer.9) By}

With this convention we can write the equations as follows,
1 — —
{80, o bt fon gl A+ {onT. A} + {1

N
= {UNQSEa ¢¢} + {UNQMS’EQS} (14)

Notice that 7 =T and AT = A, and vy A means pointwise multipli-
cation i.e.

(UNA) (.]71, LUQ) = UN(.ZL’l — LUQ)A(LUl, ZL’Q)
(vn * diagl) (1, 22) := (/ dy {vn(z1 — y)F(y,y)}) 6(wy — x2) .

To see why [I4]is correct notice that

{onA, T} = (oyA) o T +T7 o (uyA)T
- / dy {on (0 — y)A(zs, 9)T(y, 22) + T (20, y)on(y — 22)A(y, 22)} -

The equation for I reads,
S;tl’wa + [UN * diagF,F} + [UNK, A} + [UNF,F]
Notice that A* = A and I'* = I' in computing the commutators and it
easy to check that it is indeed correct.

Now we want to write the equations as a system for an appropriate
"matrix”. Using the notation of our earlier paper [16], u = sh(k),
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¢ = ch(k). We define

e (- (5 D E Y -

Qpair = (:Zu _w¢) where

wi=coc+uou—3J=ch(2k)—0 , 1:=2uoc=2¢ou=sh(2k)

(S|

The adjoint matrix is,

* . —Ww E
Qpair - (_w w)
Next we form the full matrix €2 as follows
(-0 —9¢p\ , 1, (- —A
Q"(w M)*zzvgpw— (A F)

For convenience we define the condensate matrix ® below,

_ (90 —09\ . 4t
b = ( ¢¢ ¢5 ) ie. Q=o+ 2NQpa1r

Now define the operator,

H(xy,15) == {—Ay, + (vn * diagD)(x1)} 6(xy — x9)
—H 0
H - ( ’ H)
-5 0
(3.
The evolution of 2 now reads,

200+ [H+ox0, 0] + 2X(N,0] =[x @] (16)

where the commutator means,
[on 2, Q] := (o8 2) 0 Q — Qo (vyQF) .
The evolution of ® is,
%atcb + [H+ o0, @] = [on®*, @] . (17)

In order to see why this formalism is correct, notice the following,

(o o)) (3 ) = (eht ey e

—’UNA UNF A r

O
o

r

)
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and
I —K o —UNF UNK . T'o (’UNF)—FKO(UNA) —I'o (’UNK) —KO(UNF
AT —oyA onT)  \—=Ao(vyI') —=To(vyA) Ao(vyA)+To(vyl) ) °

Subtraction produces the desired non-linear terms. Writing our system

in the form [T6, [I'7 has certain advantages. Subtracting them we have,

1 1 . .
g&ngair + [H —+ ﬁUNQpaiN Qpair} + [’UN(I) + WUNN’ Qpair} + UN [N, (I)} = 0 .

Notice that the last term acts as forcing in the equation while ® satisfies
the equation,

1 1
~0i® + [H, @] + —[Q

oV ran @] =0

3. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN THEOREM

We use the standard notation

1| Loty dry 12 () = H [ F 1l 22 | o g
L(dt)

Fix a > %, chosen so that 2« < 1. (This is so that, roughly

speaking, |V|2Q%UN is less singular than the delta function.)
Let 0 < T' < 1 and ¢(t) the characteristic function of [0,7]. Define
the norms [l of At,z,y), T'(t,z,y) and ¢(t, z):

Nr(A) =| < Vi >*<Vy > c(t)Al| 216 (de) 12 (ay)
+ || <V, >%< Vy > C(t)AHL4(dt)L3(dx)L2(dy)
+ same norm with x and y reversed

+sup || <V > c(t)A(t, z, 2 +w) | r2(drd)

1
+ sup H ‘815‘ 4C(t>A(t, T, T + w)||L2(dtdw)

1 The norm for A is essentially different from the one used on our paper [
since p is restricted to p < 4 in LP(dt). See the comments following the theorem.
The norm for I' is only slightly different from the one we previously used. See also
[11] where similar norms were used for an equation involving only T'.
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and, for I'(t, z,y),
Nr(T) =|| < Vo >%< Yy, > ()T || 2(a1) 5 (d) 12 (ay)

+ same norms with x and y reversed

|| < Vx >a< Vy >a C( )FHLoo L2(dm)L2(dy)

_1 1
+sup || <V >°72 |V2e(t)D(t, 2, 2 + )| 2(dta)
and Strichartz norms for ¢
Np(¢) =[| < Vg > c(t)d|| L2(atyrs(da) + || < Vo > ()@ Loo(ar) 12 (dw)

Remark 3.1. The dot in Np(I') is meant to remind the reader that
these are not inhomogeneos Sobolev norms.

Remark 3.2. For any Strichartz admissible pair p, g (% + % = 32) with
2<p<A4,

| < Vo >*<Vy > Al oo, La(de)12(dy) S Nr(A)

This can be seen by interpolation. The same comment applies to Ny (')
and Np(¢), in the full range 2 < p < oo.

Our main (nonlinear) theorem is the following:

Theorem 3.3. Assume v is a Schwartz function with v supported in
the unit ball, such that |0| < w with w a Schwartz function. Let f < 1,
and fix o > 3 so that 2a < 1. Let A, T and ¢ be solutions to [Id,
and[Id. Then there exists, Ng € N and ¢ > 0 such that, if 0 < T < 1
and N > Ny,

(M) S < Ve >7<Vy > A0, )| 2

i (NT D)+ N (0))

Np (D) S| < V. >2< V, > T(0,-)| 12

~

w7 (WE )+ M0+ ) )

Ne(9) S| < Vi > 6(0, )1
e (NT (A) + Ny (D) + N2 (6) ) N7 (6)

As an immediate consequence, we get
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Corollary 3.4. Thus there exists Ty > 0 such that, if 0 < T < Ty,
Nz (A) + Nr (1) + Nr (¢)

SI< Ve >*<Vy, >* A0, )|z + || < Vp >*< V, >*T(0, )] 2
+ || < Ve > ¢(0,)]|z2

Remark 3.5. For the purpose of future applications, we note that simi-
lar estimates hold for the derivatives which commute with the potential:

Nr (@V;er/\) + Np (5tV?;+yT) + N1 (0, Vi) (18)
S| <V >2<V, >*9Vi Al |5

t=0
+] <V, > <V, >* OV T

t=0

+ || < VZ‘ >a 8tV;¢|t:0||L2

The time interval T and the implicit constants in the above inequalities
depend only on the following norm of the initial data:

< Ve >*<Vy > A0, )2t | < Ve >T<Vy > T(0, )2
+ || < Vi >%¢(0,)] 2

Remark 3.6. Notice we did not include L>(dt)L?(dxzdy) in the norm
for A. This "energy type” estimate is very likely not true (uniformly
in V) for solutions of our equations, and is one of the new features of
this work. While the above theorem looks similar to Theorem 6.1 in
[17], the similarity is superficial. In [17] we took § < 2/3 in order to be
able to treat %v ~ as a perturbation in X 3 type spaces. The reason for
that was < V, >*< V, >* Luy(z —y) € LY, and we were able to
use the L2(dt)L5/°(d(z — y))L*(d(x + y)) dual Strichartz space. In the
present case, < 1, a > %, this is not the case, since < V, >*< V, >¢
~un(z — y) is (almost) as singular as 6(z — y). Roughly speaking, A
is the sum of some pieces for which < V, >*< V, >* A ¢ X3+ and
one piece for which < V, +V, >*< V, >*<V, >* A € X%, see the
term D, o in Lemma B2

The proof of this theorem follows from estimates for solutions to
linear equations. In order to prove these, we have to recall the definition
of the spaces X° = X*° with s = 0. See [27] for more regarding these.
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Denote
1
S = ;&t - Ax - Ay

or, depending on the dimensions,

2

1
Si:gat—Ax—‘—Ay

so that he symbol of S is 7 + |{|*> + |n|*> and the symbol of Sy is
7+ [€]* — [n[*. Let

1 Fllxs = 1| <7+ €17+ 0> >° £, & )l L2(ardeany
or, depending on the dimensions,

I fllxs = || <7+ >° f(ﬂ &)l L2 (drde)

||f||Xi = || <7+ |§|2 - |77|2 >6 f(Tagan)HLQ(drdfdn)

We note that the first application of X spaces to the BBGKY hierarchy
is in the work of X. Chen and J. Holmer [§].
We solve

S,[=F (19)
T'(0) =Ty
in an interval|0, 7’| by constructing
Iy = e+

+ /OO c(t — 5)el=)2¢(s)F(s)ds

where ¢(t) is the characteristic function of [0, 7], T' < 1, and noticing
c()T' = c(t)I'y .

The following is known, it follows from Proposition 5.8 in [17], and
Lemma [5.21 See also [11] and [8].

Proposition 3.7.
S.I'=F, I'(0) =T
S¢=f, ¢(0) = ¢o
Then, for all 6 > 0,
Nr(D) Ss |l < Ve >< Vy > Tol| p2(duay) + || < Ve >%< V, >° C(S)F||X;%+6

(20)
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Np(¢) So | < Va > dollL2(any + 1| < Vo > () fl 145

The main new contribution of our current paper is a non-obvious
modification of the above estimates for Np(A), for an equation which
includes the potential ~vy(z — y). The "short” Versior% of our main
linear theorem is

Theorem 3.8. Let 0 < < 1, and let

SA = %UN(I—y)A—I-F (21)
A(0) = A

Then for all & > 0 sufficiently small, the following holds, uniformly in
N.

Np(A) Ss | <V ><Vy > Aol 4+ || < Vo >0<Vy > (@) F| 145
+max{|| < V, >*< V, >*7% c(t)F| s,

| < Vo >72< YV, > e()F|| 35}

Remark 3.9. Note that the definition of Nz (A) involves a quarter time
derivative, but the right hand side above involves no time derivatives.
This time derivative plays no role in the proof of Theorem [3.3] but will
be crucial in the proof of Theorem [B.8, as well as future applications
of the theorem to Fock space estimates.

Proof. The proof of Theorem using Proposition 3.7 and assuming
Theorem (which will be proved later in the paper) is straightfor-
ward. First, we use 20l with F' = RHS of [Id We show how to prove

| < Vg >*< V,, >% ¢(t)(RHS OﬂEDHXj*“
SN + KR + 6 6) )
Consider a typical term, such as the first term (where we set x1—y = 2):
1 —
{Zat - Axl + ASEQ} F(xl7 1'2)

=— /dz {on(z)A(z1, 21 — 2)A(21 — 2,22) } + - -

2See Theorem [5.4] for the ”long” version of the theorem
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Applying the fractional Leibniz rule in X spaces, (which follows from
a trivial pointwise estimate),

< Vg >%< Vg, >%¢(t) /dz {on(z)A(z1, 21 — 2)A(z1 — 2, 22) }

X;%”
< /dz\vN(z)| (1) (< iy > Aws, oy - 2)) < Viy > K(ar - z,0)|| |
X, ?
+ /dz|vN(z)| c(t)A(z1, 21 — 2) < Vg, >%< Vg, > A1 — 2, 7) "
X, ?

ST/MWMI

' (< Vo, >* Az, 01 — 2)) < Va, > c()A(z) — 2, 72)
L*e1(dt) L2 (dz1dz2)

Axy, 21 — 2) < Vg >< Vg, > c(t)A(x) — 2, 79)

+T€/dz|uN(z)|

(we used Holder in time, and formula

<1 ([ vt ) sup

< Vi, > c(t)A(x) — 2, 32)

+7T° (/ IvN(Z)I) sup

< Vg >9< Vg, > c(t) Az — 2, 29)

Litel (dt)L2 (d.’El d:vg)

< Vg, > c(t)A(z1, 21 — 2)

L2(dtdx1))

L2e2 (dt) Lo (dz1 ) L2 (dx2)

c(t)A(xy, x1 — 2)

L2(dt)L3t€3 (dx1)

L2te2 (dt)L67€4 (d(El)L2(d{E2)
< TNp(A)? (we used Sobolev)

provided 0 and all epsilons are sufficiently close to 0. We do not have
to keep track how the various small numbers 6, ¢; are related, provided
they are all much smaller that o — %, so that the Sobolev embeddings
Web=ca [ and H* C L3** are valid in R3.

Estimates for

| < Vg, >“< V,, >* (RHS ofEEI)HX,%M and
| < V> (RHS ofld)|, 3.,

(which are needed for Np(A) and Np(¢)) are similar.
In order to complete the proof for Nr(A) we also need to estimate

the X~17% norm of < Vo, >0y V., >% applied to those terms on
the right hand side of I involving vy (z; — y). A similar argument
holds for X179 norm of < Va, >0ms < V., > applied to those terms
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on the right hand side of D involving vy (z2 — y). Recall
1 1
{;&t - Aml - AmQ + NUN(SLH - $2)} A(xlu 56’2)

=— / dy{vn(z1 —y)T(y,y) + on(z2 — y)T(y, v)} Ay, 22) + - - -

We estimate (with suitably chosen 4, € > 0),

< Vil,‘l >a—%< v:cz > (/ UN(II - y)r(ya y)dy) C(t)A(xla 113'2)

1
X—17°

< H (/ oy(zy —y) < V, >*73 I(y, y)dy) c(t) < Vi, > Az, 15)

x—1-9

+ H /UN(xl — )y, y)dyc(t) < Vg, >3 Vi, > Ay, 22)

1
x—1°9

ST

( / uy(zy —y) < V, >3 F(y,y)dy) c(t) < Vg, > Az, 72)

L3 (d) L2 (dxdy)

+T°

/UN(xl - y)F(y,y)dyc(t) < vm >a—%< vm >a A(x17x2)

L5 (dt) L2 (dxdy)
(we used Holder in time, and Bl below)

a—1 «
ST < Vg >0 F(951,551)||L2(dt)L3(dggl)|| < Vg, > A(l"l,Iz)||L4([0,T])L6(dz1)L2(dm2)
_1 o
+ T\ (21, 1) 2@y 23 @) | < Vi, >72< Vi, > A1, 22) || 040,77 6 (dat ) L2 (daa)
STN(A)N(T)

We have used Sobolev estimates such as

_1 o
| <V, >72< Vg, > MA@, 22)|| 40,77 16 (d1 ) L2 (d)
S < Ve >2< Ve, > MA@, @2) || Laqo,17) 13 (den) L2 (da) S N (A)

Estimates for all other terms are similar.

4. STANDARD STIMATES

We summarize some basic estimates. The following is standard, it
was used (and also proved) in [I7]. It was inspired by the estimates in
[8], and is true in both X° spaces, and X spaces.



18 M. GRILLAKIS AND M. MACHEDON

Lemma 4.1. Let § > % and p,q > 2 be Strichartz admissible (% + % =
2). Then

HFHLP(dt)L‘I(dm)L?(dy) S HF||X5 (22)
and the dual estimate is (23)
HFHX*‘S N HFHLP'(dt)Lq'(dgc)L?(dy) (24)
We will write such estimates as
1 F[| Loy poqamy 2y S I1F 1|3 (25)
and the dual estimate is (26)
IE N 3= S IE N o ) 2 () 220 (27)

These estimates also hold in x +1%, x —y coordinates for X° spaces, but
not X9J spaces.

The following is a slightly sharper version of the estimates used in
[T7]. Sharp estimates for § < % have been known for a long time, going
back at least as far as Tataru’s paper [28].

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < < % and p,q > 2 such that % + 3 = % Then

|| Lo (aryLaday 2 (ay) So [1F || xo
HFHX*“ 5 HFHLP’(dt)Lq’(d;p)H(dy)

Remark 4.3. These estimates are motivated by interpolating, formally,

between the false end-point § = 1 with p, ¢ Strichartz admissible and

the trivial case 6 =0, p=q = 2. 2V\/e don’t know if the above estimate
corresponding to p = 2, § < % is correct. This is not needed for our
paper, but would remove some epsilons from the exposition.

Notice that is § < % is sufficiently close to =, p and ¢ can be made
arbitrarily close to Strichartz admissible pairs. We will freely use esti-

mates such as

[ F'l| £2+ (aty po- (anyr2ay) S NF 3- (28)
by which we mean that there exist numbers €, €5, > 0, arbitralily small, such that

||F||L2+€1(dt)L6 €2 (dx) L2(dy) 551752,6 ||F|| X359

||F||X*§+ ~ ||F||L2 (dt L5+(dgc)L2(dy) (29)
[ F| oganyr2(deay) Ss [|F]] 3 for arbitrarily large p

IFN -3+ S NE N+ (aty 22 day) (30)
1y S IF1L 5 e (31)

For the sake of completeness, we include a proof of Lemma
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Proof. 1t is easier to prove the (stronger) homogeneous version, corre-

sponding to the weight |7+ |¢[*+ |77|2}6. So we prove that the operator
T(F) defined by

1
FIF) (r6n) = ————— F(F)(r.6.0)
|7+ 1612 + nP?|
maps L?(dtdzdy) to LP(dt)Li(dx)L?*(dy). (F denotes the space-time
Fourier transform). In physical space variables, this is given by T'(F)(t, x,y) =
[ k(t—s)eilt==)(A*20) P(s5,-)ds where k is the inverse Fourier transform
of # By the TT™ method, it suffices to show that the kernel
(kxk)(t—t")el =) (AatB0) ;maps LP'(dt) LY (dx) L?(dx) to LP(dt)L4(dx) L?(dy).
But this follows from the known fixed time mapping properties of
=% namely

il
e =2 f@)llze S

1

L
7

11|z sy

-1
2)

¢ — "
(see [27]), the pointwise estimate |k x k(t — t')| < m, and Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev. Explicitly,

H I [ (kx k)t = ) O @A EE A || 24 || e

)

Lr(dt)
< | [ e = #0802 Bt |

Lr(dt)
< /HH /{;*l{: ) i(t—t') AmF( )HL‘I(dI)HL?(dy)dt/

Lr(dt)

1

< Ft) e (o dt!
N /\t—t'|1‘26+3($—%)HH atanliz Lo ()
< HHFHL‘I’(dw)Hm(dy) S H H||F||L2(dy)HLq’(dx)‘ L ()

We used Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev and the identity
1 1 1 1
1—25+3<———>+—,—1:—
¢ 2) p p

O

We summarize the basic space-time collapsing estimates used in [17].
These are inspired by estimates in [19, 20].
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Lemma 4.4. If SA =0 then
sup [[[V]2A(t 2,2 + 2)| 2 qaan) S NVI2V1 2 A0 (@, 9) | 22 (aray) (32)

Also, if a > %, 0 > 0 then

sup || < Vi > A(t, 2,2 + 2)|| 12(dtdw) (33)
S < Ve >*< Vy >% Al x1/245
(34)

5. NEW ESTIMATES

Proposition 5.1. Let o > %, and let A(t,x,y), F(t,x,y) such that

A= e Ay + / c(t — 5)e'IAF (s, )ds

—00

Then there exists € > 0 such that
1
sup || ‘&‘4 (At,z,z+ 2)) |12
S| < Ve >4<V, > Agl| 2

1
F < Ve >*<Vy > Pl e || <V >%<V, >%72 F|

_142€
=

Proof. The proof for the solution to the homogeneous equation is sim-
ilar to the proof of lemma 4.4l The proof for the inhomogeneous part
is in the Appendix. O

We systematically solve
SA=F
A(0) = Ay
in an interval|0, 7’| by constructing

Al = 6_ZtAA0

+ /_OO c(t — 5)e =92 ¢(s)F(s)ds

e}

where ¢(t) is the characteristic function of [0, 7], T' < 1, and noticing
c(t)A = c(t)A; .

We will use

Lemma 5.2. Let b > 0 and
A= / ot — s)e”t=9R=u Pl

oo
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Then
A xo S 1F || xo-1

This is a version of the standard ” X*® energy estimate” (Theorem
2.12) in [27], which is usually stated for b > 1/2 and uses smooth cut-off
functions in time.

Proof. Let F denote the space-time Fourier transform. Then

F ( | - s)e-’“-%yF(s)ds) — i+ 6P+ D€

—00

and

1
e(r+ 1€+ n)] <

U

Remark 5.3. We will have to work in X? for both b > % and 0 < b < %,
as well as their dual spaces X .

One reason is that multiplication by ¢(¢) is not bounded on X2+, but
it is bounded on X z~. This is because the Fourier transform of X[0,00]
is a singular integral operator, |7|° is in the class A, iff —1 < b < 1.
See Stein’s book [26], section 4 (Chapter 5) and remark 6.4 on page
218 of [20.

We want, for 0 < b < 1

[c(t)Fllxo = ||& % Fl| L2(<rtje2+mestyardean S 1F | L2(<rtiel2+in2>bdrdean)

It suffices to show

165 Fl| 21 igl2im2i)drdedn S NN 22 (et 1124 nf2ppdrdedn)

The convolution is in just one dimension, so, after changing variables,
this follows from

e * fll2qripary S I p2rppan)

for f = f(t). This weighted L? estimate is one of the properties of A,
weights. We remark that by the same argument

b b
110¢)2 (c(t)f) |2 (atawy S NOe]2 1 £2(dtdz)

for 0 < b< 1.
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Next, we need to define projections such as Pe_pi<ne- These have
to be bounded on LP spaces, so they have to involve smooth cut-offs.

Let ¢ € C5°(—2,2) be identically 1 on [—1,1]. Also, assume 2/ <
NB’ < oI+1

We define the operators

(Plf—nlsNﬁ’F ) (z,y)
= (P F) (2,9) = 7~ (¢ (‘5 2‘[”') f<F><£,n>)

(PeconsF) (29) = Fla,y) = (Be_yono F) (2,)

where F denotes the Fourier transform. Similarly, we define ﬂ ern<ne'
and P, > ye I'. These operators are bounded on all (mixed) LF(dx)L?(dy)
spaces.

The proof of Theorem B.8 will be based on more technical estimates,
using a more complicated norm: (denoted by N = N, as opposed to
the more elementary norms Np from the statement of Theorem [B.§]).
Recall 0 < f < 1 and a > % is such that 2a8 < 1. Let %— be a number
such that %—<%and%—(%—) <<a—%<<1—5.

Define the norm

N(A) = || <V, ><V, > B, > yarc(D)A]
+ [ < Ve >7<Vy > Pepsyarc(A]l -
+ | <V, >%<V, > P|§—n|§Nﬁ’P|§+n|§Nﬁ’C(t)A||Lz(dt)LG(dx)Lz(dy)
+ | < Ve >*<Vy > Be_ oy Blepyone @A 4t 23 (ax) 12 (ay)
+ same norm with z and y reversed

+ sup || <V > C(t)A(t, T+ w,r — w)HLz(dtdx)

1_
X2

1/4
+sup [0 (A, x4+ w, T — w)]| 2 (dtan)

+lle@®All 3= + N7 < Ve >7<Vy > Peyonst jesmens (A g5 -

The power N~! in the last term could be replaced by any N—*, and
it is meant to handle error terms.
The ”long” version of our main linear theorem is
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Theorem 5.4. Let ¢ be the characteristic function of [0,T], and let A
satz’sfy the integral equation

A= ztAA
+ / c(t — s)e D2y ne(s)A(s)ds + / c(t — 5)e " =92¢(5)F(s)ds
=A+B+C (35)

so that A agrees with the solution of 21l in [0,T). Then
N(A) S < Ve ><Vy > Agllrz + || < Vo >7<Vy > () F| 4.
+ max{|| < V, >*< V, >a~3 Flly 31 < Vs >3 Vy>*Fl| 1}

Remark 5.5. Before proving the above theorem, we point out that it
implies Theorem B.8. The right hand sides of the two inequalities are
the same.

As for the left hand sides, if A is as in the statement of the above
theorem, then

Nr(A) SN(A) + [ < Ve >4<Vy > Agllrz + || < Vo >7<Vy, > c(O)F| 3
Indeed, recall
NT(A) :H <V, >%< Vy > C(t)A||L2(dt)L6(d:c)L2(dy)
—+ || < Vgc >4 Vy > C(t>AHL4(dt)L3(dm)L2(dy)
+ same norm with x and y reversed
+sup || < V> c(t)A(t,z +w,x — w)|| 12(dtda)
We have
N(A)+ N(C) S || < Ve >9< Vy, > Aoz + || < Vi >0<V, > c(t)F||

(see lemmas [4.1], [4.4] £.2]). Also, using the definition of B Bl we have
a small improvement in B over A at high frequencies:

1
Xzt

| < Ve >*<Vy > Pepysne Bl 14
SN <V >*<V, > Peysnsc(t)Al
Indeed, using Lemma and 29,

1_
X2

| <V >*<Vy>* P sne Bl || <V, ><Vy > P> yoroncl|

Q-Jr N N X~ %Jr
|| <V, ><Vy > P> yoroncl|

H <V, ><Vy > P syl g

<
~ L2~ () L3 (d(a—y)) L2 (d(+4)
<

X77
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We used the fact that, because of the frequency localization | —n| 2
N#, at least one of |¢[, |n| = N?, while vy is supported, in Fourier
space, at frequencies < NP. Thus at least one of < V, >% < V, >
falls on A, and then we used For instance,

1
N Bemnznwvn < Ve >C<Vy > el|| gy

1
< _ , o (e}
~N [1Be—pznorone < Vi >5<V, > AHLQ*(dt)L%*(d(x—y))Lz(d(x-i—y))

]' (e} o
N (NIIUNIIL3+) le < Vi >*< Vy >% Al 12+ (ar) L6~ (d(a—) L2 (d(+2))

SN < Ve >2<Vy > B s norc(@A 3

The term where one < V > falls on the potential is handled in a
similar way, and so are the terms involving P pzne-

Proof. (of Theorem [5.4)).
The outline of the proof will be

N(A) S N(A) +N(C)

+ N(Pe_yzno B) + N(Peyypne B) + N(Pe_ysns jernsns B)

and we will show each individual term is

SNTNA)+ || < Ve >4< Vy, >% Ag|| + || < Vi >¥< V, > c(t)F|

X—3+
+ max{|| < V, >*< V, >3 Flly 311 < Vs S P Vy>*Fl| 1}

Using Lemma (.4l and Proposition [5.1] the above is already known for
the A and C' parts of A. More precisely, we have

N(A) S || < Vg, >9< V, >% Agl| 2
N(C) S I < Vo >*<Vy > c(t)F|| g1 + | < Vo >*< VY, >3 ¢(¢)F||
All work will be devoted to proving

_1_
X1

N(Be—pjzneB) + N(Bepyzne B)
SN~ <N(A) + || <V ><V, > Ao|| + || < V >4< V, > F||X%+>

N(Ple_yjzns jernzne B) S NTN(A)

This will be split in several sections.

Whenever possible, we will estimate B (localized in frequency space
and differentiated) using Lemma [5.2] followed by Holder’s inequality
and the Strichartz type estimates of Lemmas [£.1] and
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Let
1 [~ -
B = N/ c(t — s)e )2y ne(s)A(s)ds
B <1 A <! A
1Bl S llonelAll-s- S lloneA s o smraesny

1
S G [ ZET P —

SN le(s)All 3~ S NTN(A)
with %HUNHL%+ ~ N~€.
This is representative of the proof that follows provided at least one

of <V, >% <V, >fall on A.
Also, from the above we can read off

le@Al 13- S Bolle2 + e Fll -3+ + NTN(A)

and therefore (since |¢, [7] < N? on the Fourier space support of
P\s—n\ﬁNﬁ’PlﬁJrn|sNﬂ’C(t)A)

I <Vae>"<V, > Be_jone Pepysn WA

< N2 (|| Aol + lle(t) |

1_
X2

+ N‘EN(A)>

x—3+
On the other hand, the terms || < V, >*< 'V, >* B, voc(t)All

and || < Vg >*<Vy > P yerc(t)A[] 1
are part of N(A), so we have to estimate the last term in N:

1_
X2

N7 <V, ><V, > e(t)A]| 4
S Aoz + [lc@) Fll -3 + NTN(A)

1
x—zt

The rest of the proof of theorem 5.4 will be split into several sections.

6. ESTIMATES FOR N(B) AT FREQUENCY |€ —n| > N% oRr
€ +nl 2 N7

Before going into details, let us point out that in this region at least
one of [£],|n] 2 N”. On the other hand, vy(z — y) is supported
at frequencies < NP << N?. Thus, heuristically, at least, in the
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expression
<V, >*<Vy > Peyys e (unA)
~ Pespzne (< Vo > 0x) <V, > A)
+ Pespzne (S Vy > oy) <V, > A)
+ Peggane (on < Vi ><V, > A)

These terms can be treated using Strichartz estimates and X +3 tech-

niques.
Recall

B = %/ c(t — s)e )2y ye(s)A(s)ds

Also, we have to use the more precise notation P\E—n\ZNﬁ' = Pe_y>o1
where we recall N%* ~ 2!, Notice N? ~ 216=8) N5 ‘and I(f'— ) — oo
as N — oo. Also, N® << N#'.

In this section we prove

Proposition 6.1. The following estimates hold:

N Pz B)

S Pz < Va >°< ¥, > Bl .

SN Peyzne < Ve >T<Vy, > (DA 1

S NN(A)

N (HE—MZNWB>

S 1 Beyzne < Ve >*<V, > Bl 34

< N‘6<|| <V >V, > Aol + || < Vo ><Vy > () F[ 1.
+ N7 <V, >*<V, > c(t)A||X%)
X5+

< N‘E(H < Ve >V, > Aol + | < Vo >7< Y, > () F|

N

Proof. We have, using the boundedness of multiplication by ¢(t) on
X2,

[Pe—n>ar < Vo >*<Vy, > c(t)Bl| 1~ S [Pe—psor < Vo >*<V, > B| 1,
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We will use the fact that the Fourier support of the product of two func-
tions is the algebraic sum of the two supports. Thus P_, o (vxc(s)A(s)) =

Pre_yso1 (vne(s)Pe_y=ar-1A(s)), since vy is supported in [ —n| << 27,
We estimate

| Ple— ,,‘>21 <V, >*<V,>"B|

X3+
= ||= / i(t_S)Aﬂf_n|>21 <V, >*<V, >" (UNC(S)P|§_,]|>21—1A(S))d8||X%+
< NH < Vx >%< Vy > (’UNC(<9)P|£_77|>2171A/\(S)||X(7%)7L (36)

In the L? based space X ~2% we can distribute the derivatives on the
Fourier transform side. Since at least one of |¢|, |n] is > N?' at least
one of < V, >%* <V, >*lands on A. Denote |A] = F~HFA| (Fis
the Fourier transform in = and y), and recall we assumed [v| < w for
some Schwartz function w. We have

1
NH <V, >*< V> (une(s)Pe_psar-1A(s))

||X*%+

I ((< Vo > W) Pe_ysar-1 < Vy > LC(S)A(S)J)

||X*%+

I((< Vy > wy) Pe—ysar1 < Vi > [e(s)A(s)]) ]

x5+
S llone()Pepppart < Vi >7< Ty > [()A(s)]|
SN < Ve >2<Vy > Pe_pisor1|e(s)A(s)
SN < Ve >%<Vy > Pe_ysor-1c(s)A(s)
= N7 <V >7< V, > Pe_yarac(s)A(s)]

x—3+
Il 22+ @y 25~ (@@ —y)) 22 (d(e+y))
s

1_
X2

We have used Holder’s inequality and Lemmas F.T], For instance,
1 « o
N]|wNP|§_,7|>214 <V, >%<V, > |ce(s)A(s) |||

1
x—zt

1 «a @
S N||wNP\£—n\>2I*1 < vl‘ > < vy > LC(S)A(S)J ||L2*(dt)L%+(d(m—y)L2(d(ac+y)

S wylwnll gl Plep>ar-r < Vo >0<Vy > [e(s)A8)] | 2+ (@26 (@e-y r2(atw+y)

S N7 <V >9<Vy > Peymarc(s)A(s)|| 1

where the numbers are chosen so that +||wy||, 3, ~ N7°.

3
L2t
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The last term is not part of N because of P_,5or-1. However, we
can iterate this result essentially K = I(8’ — () times. The iteration
stops when 2/~% is comparable to N?', the frequency of vy. Then we
cannot put at least one < V > on A, and the argument breaks down.

Proceeding this way K times,

||P|§—77|>2I <V >0V, > B||X%+

SN < Ve >2<Vy > Pe_ysar-1c(s)A(s)]] 1

1
x—zt

< N‘E(H < Vo >V, > Aol 4| < Vo >7< VY, > () F|
+ <V, >%<V, > PS—??>2113’|X%+)
x—3+

S N‘€<ll <V >7<V, > Aol + || < Vo >*< YV, > () F|

+N7¢| <V, >*<V, >° P|§_,7|>212c(t)A||X%))

1
X2t

S N‘€<ll <V >7<V, > Aol + || < Vo >*< YV, > () F|
FNN <V, 51T, 5 AL )
S N_e(“ <V >0V, > Aol + || < Vo ><Vy > () F|, 30

+ N‘EN(A))

provided Ke > 1. The argument for P‘g Fnl>NE 18 similar, but easier
(this closes in one step, no need to iterate). O

Notice that we have in fact shown
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Corollary 6.2.
| < V. >°< Y, >* Pe_yarBl 4,
+ I < Ve >*<Vy >% Bepynan B

1
Xzt

< NJ(H < Vo >7<Vy, > Aol 4| < Vo >7< VY, > () F|

Xx—3+
+ N‘EN(A))
and thus
N(Pesy»2:B) S| < Vi >%<V, > P\gin\>2fB||X%+
< N‘E<|| <V >V, > Aol + || < Vo ><Vy > () F[ 1.

+ N‘EN(A))

7. THE COLLAPSE IN THE REGION [¢ — 71| < N? AND |€ + 19| < N¥

Heuristically, in this region the frequencies of A are less than the
frequencies of the potential term, so the worst case scenario is

1
< Vo >0V > Pegyone <NUNA>

1
~ Py’ (<< Ve ><V, > NUN) A)

rT+y r+vy
2 72 )
The proof that follows exploits this structure. It will only use the
condition|¢ — | < N7
We will prove

~ N7 (z —y)A(t,

sup || < Vg > (Be_y<ne B) (4, 2, + 2) || 12(dtax)

1
4
9,

(P\ﬁ—n\iNB’B)(t’ 2,7+ 2)||12(dtd) S N N(A)

+ sup ||
Before estimating the general case
1 [ ,

B = N/ c(t — s)e )2y ne(s)A(s)ds

we consider the special case where vyA is replaced by F(t,z,y) =
F.(t,x,y) =8(x —y—2)f(t,z+y) (= fixed). Then we will use f(t,z+
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y) = f.(t,x+y) = A(t, ==, Z25) . In fact, we suggest the reader

takes uyA = d(z — y)A (x—;ry, x;ry), which, while not literally true, is

representative of the rigorous proof.

Lemma 7.1. Fiz z, w, let M = N% | and let
1 [ ~
B, = N / c(t — 8)e D25 (x — y — 2)e(s) f(s, x4+ y)ds

Then (denoting by F(F) the Fourier transform in t and x, and by F
the Fourier transform in t, x and y), we have the pointwise estimate,
uniformly in z and w:

M log M

F (e B+ - ) | (m6) 5 2B ey

which trivially imply the L? estimates

M log M

I < Ve >* (Ps—n<M (c(t)B:) ) (2 +w, = w2 S TgH < Vo > (¢f) 2(datdz)

1

! Mlog M
|| at (P|§—77|<MB)(t7 xr,T + Z)||L2(dtd:c) 5 TgH ) (Cf)||L2(dtd:c)
Proof. Recall that if

B_N/ s)e IR (s, -, )ds
then
1L |E(r&n)
1B.(,&,n)| S NP s nE S
Also,

f(Bz(ta T+ w,r — / ‘l’ g)eiw(g—g)e—iw(§+g)dn
F (Pe-ncrr(B2) (b2 + w2 —w)) (7 /Xn|<MB (1,6 — g7£+ g)e_“”"d??

If F(t,x,y) =0z —y—2)f(t,x+y),

(T£m—62”fﬂ 5;%

F(Tvg - 57 5 + i)e_mm = e—iw-ne—in-z‘/—_-(cf)(7_7 5)
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Putting the above together,

(7,€)

‘]:((PE—MMBz)(ta T w, T — w))

1 _
< dn ) |c ,

and a direct calculation for the integral,

1
————dn < Mlog M 37

(uniformly in A) gives the pointwise result which, in turn, implies the
L? results. O

Now we apply the above to the true B.

Proposition 7.2. Write

1

1 +y+ Ly —
_UN(x_wA(t’x’y):N/UN(Z)5(I—y—z)A(t7x y+z r+y—=z

2 ’ 2

N )

_ %/UN(Z)a(x —y—2)fu(tz+y)

and recall
1 o i
B=~ / c(t — s)e” " e(s) o (@ — y)A(s, x, y)ds
Then we have

sup|| < V >¢ <P|§_,7|<Mc(t)B) (t,x +w, 2z — )| 12(dtda)

< M log M
~ N
< M log M
~ N

if M = NP, Similarly,

sup | < V >° c<t>A) (1 + 0,2 — ) | g2t

N(A) S N-N(4)

sup |0 (Hg_nKMc(t)B) (o4 0,2 — ) 2
M log M 1
< P sup 101} (0 ) (2 + . = )

S NTN(A)
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8. ESTIMATES FOR
I <V >*<Vy > Be_yone Pleynsns () Bll 12 a5 ay) 12 () AND
| <V, >*<V, > P|§_n|5Nﬁ/f)‘€+n‘§N5/C(t)B||L4(dt)L3(dy)L2(dx)

In this section we prove

Proposition 8.1.

| < Vo >*< Vy, >* P nor P < ¢() Bl 12 a6 (ay) 12 ()
< Ve ><Vy > Be_yioner B () Bll a1 ay) £ ao)

<N°€ (sup H|3t\%/\(t,x, T+ 2) || 22(dtdwy +sUP || < Vo > At 2,2 + Z)’|L2(dtdw))

thus completing the proof of Theorem [5.4l Again, we prove a special
case first

Lemma 8.2. Fix z and let

1 [~ -
Bz(tv Z, y) = N / C(t o S)e_l(t_S)A(s(x -y Z)f2(87 x+ y>d8

— 00

Then

I < Ve >"<Vy > Be_yonw Plepnsne Bellr2rore
+ || < Vx >O!< Vy >Oc P|§_T]|SN5/P‘5+77‘§N/3’BZ||L4L3L2

1
SN <||C(t) < Vo > flle2aeae) + ||‘8t‘4(0fz)||l/2(dtdx))

Proof. Let
D, =<V, ><V, >* B, <no Peyy<ne B

We have a pointwise estimate for the Fourier transform

N2B’o¢—l

ST E s e+ Il < CNDIL(r. & + )l

ECAFNPS

Fix ' < " < 1, with 8" — ' sufficiently small.
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Break up D, = D.o+ D, + D, where

1D-ol S

N#'e=1f(7,¢ 4 n)
<2+ [P+ 1€ -0 >
D1 S

N2t f(r €+ )
<2+ [+l + 1€ -0 >
Do

x([€] + 9] < CN?' | |7| > 10CN?")

Xje—nfz<2(2l7| +lern) X ([E] + 1] < CN? | |7| < 1OCN25"))‘

' N1 f(7,€ 4 1)
Ml<2r+EHnE+HE—n)2 >

X220l ey X ([E] + [n] < ONP' 7| < 10CN?")

All these terms can be estimated in X2 or X1+, by integrating with
respect to & — n first.
Explicitly, we write

1Dl < / K (1€ 1 .6 — ) f(r.€ + n)Pdrdédn

= [ ([ 1K+ .6 = mbate =) (e + o) Par(ate + )

(with a suitable choice of K) and compute the inner integral.
To show D, € X 2% for some number %+ slightly bigger that %,

/ <4 €2+ nf? >2t NP
< E+ P IE—nP>
S N7t

2

[NIE

X([€] + |n] < 2N7 | |7] > 10N%%")

i)

thus
e 1z
1Dz,0l| L2(de) L8 dwy 22(ay) + 1Dz 0l Lo p2@nyrzay) S 1Pzoll (10 S NMTI7f Nl 2(drae)

The argument for [)Z,l is identical, we get (using the calculation B7)

1 -
1Dzl ge S NN (7 +1617) " Fllz2garag)

The main difference occurs in estimating D, . This term can only
be estimated (uniformly in N)in X1, not in X2, but we have extra
regularity in x +y. We have

N2o=l < |€? + |n|? >t
/ <2+ [E P+ 1€ - >
d€—n) SN™°

2

Xje—nzs2(2ir+lecn X ([E] + [n] < 2N7 |7] < 10N?7)
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thus, using the ”Sobolev at an angle” (see Lemma [R.3)) estimate and
standard X1t estimates

11Dz 2| L2(at) 16 (d) L2(ay)
S < Va+Vy > Dol 2+ (a L3*(dgc)L2(dy)

S < Vet Vy > Dol g SN <> (76l 2ara
11Dz 2| £ ey 3 (de) 22 )
S < Ve +Vy > Dol pagan 22 (de)2? (dy)
SN < Vet Vy > Dosll oy SN <> F(7, )2 (arae)
L]
The general case follows by taking f.(z 4+ y) = A(ZHEE, ZH22) and

1T 2
writing
B = /’UN(Z)BZdZ

I <Va>2<Vy > Be_yione Plepnsne () Bll 2 o a2 a)
+ | < Ve >9<Vy > B < nor Peqn<ne €(8) Bl Lagar 23 (dy) L2 (ax)

—€ 1 1
SN (/ \UN\) (sup 0| 1 A(t, z, & + 2)|| 22 (ataw) + sup ||| Vo] 2A(t, 2, 2 + z)||L2(dtdx))

O

We get

Next, we record a form of Sobolev’s inequality that has been used in
the previous proof.

Lemma 8.3. Assume the following Sobolev estimate holds in R3:
HfHLfI(RS < || <V > fHLP(R?’ Then

1 F | Latazyze@y) SNl < Ve + Vy > FllLe(de)2(dy)
(38)

Proof. This follows from the following observation applied to K(z) =
F (< €&€>7): Let K(x) be such that ||| K] * f||rars) S | f]lzers), Let
L(z,y) =6(x —y)K(z 4+ y). Then

IL * F|| Laaryr2dy) S N 2o (deyr2ay)

A direct calculation shows

L« F(x,y)= /K(Q(x —2)F(z,y — x4+ 2)dz
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1L % F(, ) 2@y S (1K [1F | 2(ay) ) (@)
L * F(x,) || Lo(aeyr2ay) S 1E| 2r(dz)r2(dy)

35
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9. APPENDIX: PROOF OF PROPOSITION [5.1]

We present two proofs of Proposition 5.1l The first one is a direct
calculation and slight generalization. The second one uses Littlewood-
Paley decompositions. Notice the similarity with Bourgain’s improved
Strichartz estimate [2].

9.1. First proof. Proposition [5.1] follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 9.2. Let A, F be as in Proposition[5.1. Let 0 < 2¢ < €1,

[Siis]
768 = e ep
0§71<$ . 1<a<?
3—¢€
0< < 1 !
Then
sup H(\@t\“/‘l + Vo)At 2 + 2, :c)HLQ(dtdw) < (39)
14a+te] 2
o) (Jall&l) ™ GME(r, 52751)
e 12 — 16,2
(1417 = 1&* — & |) = L2 (dtader)
1+eq
Aty T, &9,
N RIS a2 ) "
]2 g2
(147 =&~ [&] \) L2(derder)
Proof. First notice that we have to estimate the integral below,
<(|7|a/4 + &4+ &Y F(7, &0, &) (7194 + |& + &1] ) F (7, €2>€1)>
L+ |7 — [&]* = [&/°] L+ |7 —[&2 = (&) (£1+§z=£a+£4
41

= / <> 06 & — § — Gu)dTdSy - - - déy
and we will employ the following inequality,

et < ¢ (|7 - el - |s|}“/4 (Gl +1eP)™) . @)

To compute the integral, let &40 = 51 2 £ g = \;52 and similarly

with & and &;. Then &40 = &34y = f Next we set (in spherical
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coordinates)
) 2
§1-2 1= prw1 ) w €8
) 2
§3-4 1= pawy ) wy €8

We use Cauchy-Schwartz in the angular variables (wq,ws) and for this
purpose we introduce, (with 3, v parameters to be chosen later)

@mwﬁnﬁz/ﬁwﬁﬁ—pmw+wmfﬁw@—pwg+pmfwﬁv@—p%§+pMP}.
SZ

Because of the inequality [42] we obtain several terms one of which is

(112 + p3) I5(&, p2) As(F(7, €, p2)) (112 + pD) Is(€, p) As(F (7, €, 1) >
dp

L+ |7 — €7 — P 1+ |7 —[§? = pi]
where du := drdép?padpidp, (43)
and the integral Iz, is,
dw
I3 (§,p)::/ - 0<pf<l.
7 (1€ = proll€ + pw])?? (6 — peo, € + pw))”
(44)

In addition, we have

<Iﬁvv(€>,02)145 L(F(7,6, p2)) T34 (&, p1) Ag o (F (7, 5 p1)) > (45)

L+ |r =P =pmD'"% (L[ — [ —pi))'ims "

as well as cross terms which can be estimated in the same manner so
we will ignore them.
The first important observation is the fact that we can estimate I3 -,

(we use the identity (|£1]|&2])* = (& - &)* + & A &)?)
dw

I5.(&p) =

- S[(I&—pwll€+pw|)2ﬁ (66 — pw, & + pw))?

2
_ (1€ + 1p*)™ dw
| 1€ = pu PP+ pwlPor

— 24 102> " 27 sin(¢)d¢
(‘5‘ |p| ) /0 ((|£|2 _p2)2 —|—4|§|2P2 Sin2(¢))ﬁ+’7

o 2 / dz CB’Y
(I + )" " 20glp S (1=2)"7 (g2 + )"
IS G702
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provided 0 < 4 v < 1 Thus we have the interesting fact,
Cs Cs

(IEP+ 2P~ (el +1&P)?

due to averaging over the angular variable.

If we use Cauchy-Schwarz in the integrals [43] and we end up
estimating the integral,

Is4(&5p) ~ (46)

pidp 1

J2(Tv 5) = Tte <C
R[ (Lt Ir— € — P)=(EP + 2T (14| — [€P

61 2¢e —

)2

provided €; > 2¢ > 0. Explicitly, we get

/ (€2 + P 516, 0) Asy(P(r, €, 0)) ||
L4 |7 = [€]> = p?|

L2(drde)

Now we pick f = 14 o = 4 < 32429 (0 < 2¢ < ) so that

) ~
mec| [ PibaFeon)
(gl + 225 (14 17— 167 = 22D || ara
S i
1
<c (J1]1€2]) onF(r, fzil)
(L+[m = [&]* = [&[?) 2 L2 (deader)
As for 45]
) 2
/ Pdpls (&, p)Aso(F (7,6, p))
L+l =P =D || e
Here we pick § = ﬂ and 0 < 7, < 3= =5 so that
) ~
S C / p ﬁpeflﬁﬁz(F(Tagap)) .
(‘5‘2 + p2)T(1 + |T - ‘5‘2 - 02‘) 4 L2(drdf)

(l&a]l&2]) 5 P(r, & &)
(1 + |7 = &7 = |§2|2|)

L2(d€adEr)
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9.3. Second proof.

Lemma 9.4. Let A= {(&,n)|[¢| ~ M, |n| ~ N} (1 <M < N) and let

F(7,€,m) supported in (€,n) € A for every fized . Let € > 0.
Let

F(r,&,m)
< 74P+ n? >

A & m)] S
Then, for all e > 0,

0] A, 2, )]

1
M2 1
S <—) <|| <V, >t v, >t P gy HI< Ve >2tc v, > F|| 7(1%))
X \Z X

~e N =

Proof. The proof is based on the following calculation:

1 M2
I'= / 2 02 <1 1 <2 T S =~
Er1e-mea <T [+ FP+[E—FP > <+ > —F > N

If |7| > N2, the integral is < %—5 So assume |7| < N?. Then, writing
u=THEH G-

1 1 Ui n
15____/’ _____/’ 87 —ut [¢ + 5+ 1€ = 5 )dndu
MPEN?€ Jiypsne <> Jeine myea 2 2

and

n n
sup | S+ I+ 2P + 1~ D)
(€+3.£-3)€A

i
2

oo

erne-mea n| 7 N

where the integral is taken over the paraboloid 7+|{+ 2|+ —2|* = 0.
If N >> M, then, in the region of integration, |n| > c¢N, and the
area of a piece of the paraboloid in the ball {77} €+ < M} is < CM>
If M ~ N, the integral is < M.
Continuing, we write
7T <1+ 312+ 16— 25+ < T+ |6+ ZP + 1 — * >7 and have to
estimate the corresponding terms in

T F(r €+ 3.6~
<THE+IP+E- 4

Tl FAC D)o < [ )

>

We estimate, separately,
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<T+E+IP - 3P >

1

< Nt \FT§+§,§—§)\2<£+§>2€<§—g>26d 2

- n
<THI[E+ TP+ - >

1
dn
(é%@%EA<T+E+%P+K—3P>P%f+%>%<€—%>% )

<<%>5< @v£+gf—@P<g+3ywa¢_g>H%d)2
~A\N Ui

R

Squaring and integrating drd¢, the above is
5 1ie lie
S <V, >2T <V, >27 FHX*(%_E) The argument for

/w/<g+g>ﬂﬁﬁg+gg—@|

<THE+IEHIE- 2>

dn|drd§

is easier, because |£ + 1| < | — | in A. Finally,

/y/<f+m+gw+w—gw>uF@£+ag—@bnm%

<TrETIPTE- IR >

~ 1
<</wv@+ag—@<£+ﬂy<£ "%P702
— 1+42¢

<THE+IPTIE- 31>

[NIES

1
dn)
</<T+|§+g|2+|§—g|2 Sloec {4 I D2 — 1 5%
M IF(ré+ 2,60 <&+I><e—1>P2 \°
2 112 dn

2

T

(M)éy/m+”PFT£+w£—ﬁ<£+ I EA AL
N <THle+ IR HIE— 4R > !

O

A

Using this, we can prove

D=
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Proposition 9.5. Let o > % Then

1
sup [[|0:]* (A(t, 2,2+ 2)) |2y S| < Vo >7<V, > FI| -y

1
H < Ve >U<Vy >* 2 F|

Recall we chose ¢ € C§°(—2,2) to be identically 1 on [—1,1], and

let B(€) = (&) — p(2€), so that ¢(&) + 352, B(sx) = 1. For function
f(z), A(z,y), and k > 1, define the projections Por(f), Py, Ps(A) by
localizing in Fourier space

F(Pu(F)E) = 8 (@) i

Qk

Frgrzen -5 (5) 5 (9 e
We choose to include all low frequencies in Pyo:

FPi(£))E) = o(lEDf ()
F(PLPEA)(En) = o(1€])s(In)AE n)

We have the equivalent of the standard Littlewood-Paley product
decomposition (in space variables):

Pyi (A(t,z,x))

:( oo+ Y o+ Y o+ X )le (Py PR A(t, -, -))

20 <2in2k  20n20~2k  2in2k>>27  2iA27 >0k
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and (taking o — 2 > 2¢ > 0)

110 * Pos (A(t, @, 2)) || 2 (1)

S( Z + Z + Z - Z )||‘at‘ip2i((lejpgkA)(tﬂfax))||L2(dtdx)

2i<<2i~2k 202k ~21 202k >>27  20~20>>2k

S < Z + Z ) (H <V, >"<V, >3 P21fp22kFHX*$

i< <22k 21252k

+ || <V, >2t< v, > P}, P2 . )
+ 0y 2 <|| <V, >2t< v, >2t¢ Pl PRLF| 1y
2in2k>>27
| <V, >3 <V, > PLP2 Fll,.- )
+ Z <|<V >5< Vv, > P PRF|| i
2in2 >>2k

Fl<V,>72 <V, > leijkFHX%e)

< o+ ) ) g ilomge (H <V, >0<Vy > Py PRF| e
i< <22k 21252k
F | <V, >0<V, >3 lejPziFHX%_s)
+ Yy oty (|| <V, >0<V, > Py PRF| | e
20~2k>>27
+ <V, >*< Vv, >z ngPZ?kF||X%_E)
by geieagts (|| <V, >°<V, > PLPAF i
20~20 >>2k

#l< V. 502 9, >0 PP o )
S 27 (|| < Vo >0 Wy > Pl age + || < Vo >7< Y,y >07E P )

Now we sum over ¢ to get the desired result.
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