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Global Schrödinger map flows to Kähler manifolds with small data

in critical Sobolev spaces: Energy critical case.

Ze Li*

Abstract

In this paper and the companion work [28], we prove that the Schrödinger map flows from Rd with d ≥ 2 to compact

Kähler manifolds with small initial data in critical Sobolev spaces are global. The main difficulty compared with the constant

sectional curvature case is that the gauged equation now is not self-contained due to the curvature part. Our main idea is to use

a novel bootstrap-iteration scheme to reduce the gauged equation to an approximate constant curvature system in finite times of

iteration. This paper with the companion work [28] solves the open problem raised by Tataru.
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1 Introduction

Let (N , J, h) be a Kähler manifold, the Schrödinger map flow (SMF) on Euclidean spaces is a map u : (t, x) ∈ R × Rd 7→ N
which satisfies


ut = J(

∑d
i=1 ∇i∂iu)

u ↾t=0= u0,
(1.1)

where ∇ denotes the induced covariant derivative in the pullback bundle u∗TN .
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Assume thatN is isometrically embedded into RN , then (1.1) can be formulated as


ut = JPNu (∆Rd u)

u ↾t=0= u0,
(1.2)

where PNu denotes the orthogonal projection from RN onto TuN .

(1.1) plays a fundamental role in solid-state physics and is usually referred as the Landau-Lifshitz flow in physics literature.

The various forms of SMF are commonly used in micromagnetics to model the effects of a magnetic filed on ferromagnetic

materials (e.g. [27]). In the d = 1 and d = 2 case with N = S2, SMF is referred as the ferromagnetic chain equation and the

continuous isotropic Heisenberg spin model respectively (e.g. [42]).

The Schrödinger map flow can be viewed as a Hamiltonian flow on infinite dimensional symplectic manifolds, see Ding

[8]. One of the conservation law of SMF is its energy defined by

E(u) =
1

2

∫

Rd

|∂xu|2dx.

And SMF has the scaling invariance property: u(t, x) 7−→ u(λ2t, λx). Thus d = 2 is the energy critical case. In the caseN = S2,

SMF has masses as another conservation law:

M(u) =
1

2

∫

Rd

|u − P|2dx, if ‖u0 − P‖L2
x
< ∞, for some P ∈ S2.

However, the mass does not conserve for general targetN .

We recall the following non-exhaustive list of works on Cauchy problems. The local well-posedness theory of Schrödinger

map flows was developed by Sulem-Sulem-Bardos [32], Ding-Wang [9], McGahagan [30]. The global well-posedness theory

was started by Chang-Shatah-Uhlenbeck [7] and Nahmod-Stefanov-Uhlenbeck [22]. And the d = 1 case with general targets

was studied by Rodnianski-Rubinstein-Staffilani [31]. The global existence for small data in critical Besov spaces was proved

by Ionescu-Kenig [14] and Bejenaru [1] independently. The small data global well-posedness theory in critical Sobolev spaces

was done by Bejenaru-Ionescu-Kenig [3] for high dimensions d ≥ 4. The two dimension case, which is energy critical, was

studied by Bejenaru-Ionescu-Kenig-Tataru [4] where the global well-posedness theory for small data in critical Sobolev spaces

was established forN = S2 with d ≥ 2. And Dodson-Smith [10] studied the conditional global regularity problem for d = 2.

The stationary solutions of SMF are harmonic maps. So far, the dynamical behavior of SMF near harmonic maps is partly

known in the equivariant case with d = 2, N = S2. The works of Gustafson, Kang, Tsai, Nakanish [11, 12] proved asymptotic

stability v.s. wind oscillating near harmonic maps in high equivariant classes. Bejenaru-Tataru [2] proved global stability v.s.

instability of harmonic maps for 1-equivariant 2D SMF. The type II blowup solutions were constructed by Merle-Raphael-

Rodnianski [21] and Perelman [26] for 1-equivariant 2D SMF. And the below threshold conjecture was verified for equivariant

SMF from R2 into S2 or H2 by Bejenaru-Ionescu-Kenig-Tataru [5, 6].

All the mentioned global well-posedness results of SMF with d ≥ 2 are for targets of S2 or H2. Tataru raised the proof

of small data global well-posedness in critical Sobolev spaces for general compact Kähler targets as an open problem in the

survey report [19]. This work, which deals with the energy critical case d = 2, together with our companion work [28] solves

this problem.

1.1 Main results

Before stating our main results, we introduce some notations on working spaces. For geometric PDEs, it is convenient to work

in both intrinsic Sobolev spaces and extrinsic Sobolev spaces. For smooth maps from R2 → N the intrinsic norms are defined

by

‖u‖pWk,p :=

k∑

j=1

‖∇ ju‖p
L

p
x (Rd)

,

where ∇ denotes the induced covariant derivative in u∗TN .

Given a point Q ∈ N , we define the extrinsic Sobolev space Hk
Q

by

Hk
Q := {u : Rd → RN | u(x) ∈ Na.e. in Rd , ‖u − Q‖Hk(Rd) < ∞},
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which is equipped with the metric dQ( f , g) = ‖ f − g‖Hk . DefineHQ to be

HQ :=

∞⋂

k=1

Hk
Q.

Our main results are the following two.

Theorem 1.1. Let d = 2, N be a 2n-dimensional compact Kähler manifold which is isometrically embedded into RN , and let

Q ∈ N be a given point. There exists a sufficiently small constant ǫ∗ > 0 such that if u0 ∈ HQ satisfies

‖∂xu0‖L2
x
≤ ǫ∗, (1.3)

then (1.1) with initial data u0 evolves into a global unique solution u ∈ C(R;HQ). Moreover, as |t| → ∞ the solution u converges

to the constant map Q in the sense that

lim
|t|→∞
‖u(t) − Q‖L∞x = 0. (1.4)

Furthermore, in the energy space, we also have

lim
t→∞
‖u(t) −

n∑

j=1

ℜ(eit∆h
j
+) −

n∑

j=1

ℑ(eit∆g
j
+)‖Ḣ1

x
= 0, (1.5)

for some functions h
j
+, g

j
+ : R2 → CN belonging to Ḣ1 with j = 1, ..., n.

Remark 1.1. The asymptotic behaviors (1.4) and (1.5) are new for SMF. The analogous result of (1.4) for wave maps was

obtained in Part VII of Tao [36]. Similar result like (1.5) was recently obtained by the author [29] in the setting of SMF on

hyperbolic planes. One can see (1.5) is natural by checking the trivial targetN = R2n, see Remark 1.1 of [29] for instance.

We also prove the uniform bounds and well-posedness results analogous to that of [4].

Theorem 1.2. Let d = 2, σ1 ≥ 0. Let N be a compact Kähler manifold which is isometrically embedded into RN , and let

Q ∈ N be a given point. There exists a sufficiently small constant ǫσ1
> 0 depending only on σ1 such that the global solution

u = S Q(t)u0 ∈ C(R;HQ) constructed in Theorem 1.1 satisfies the uniform bounds

sup
t∈R
‖u(t) − Q‖Hσ+1

x
≤ Cσ(‖u0 − Q‖Hσ+1

x
), ∀σ ∈ [0, σ1]. (1.6)

In addition, for any σ ∈ [0, σ1], the operator S Q admits a continuous extension

S Q : Bσǫσ1
→ C(R; Hσ+1),

where we denote

B
σ
ǫ := { f ∈ Hσ+1

Q : ‖ f − Q‖Ḣ1 ≤ ǫ}.

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.1 holds as well for d ≥ 3. This will be proved in our companion work [28]. The main proof of

higher dimensions uses ideas of this work and some additional ingredients in heat flows. We will explain this issue at the end

of introduction.

1.2 Caloric gauge and heat flows

For dispersive geometric PDEs, especially for critical problems, it is important to choose suitable gauges and function spaces

adapted to the structure of nonlinearities (e.g. null structure). Most of these tools were developed in the study of wave map

equations, see for instance [16, 17, 23, 33, 34, 18, 39, 40]. In this work, we will use Tao’s caloric gauge and function spaces

developed by [4, 13]. As observed by [4, 35], the caloric gauge is essential for eliminating bad frequency interactions in

dimension two compared with Coulomb gauge. For the convenience of statement, we briefly recall the definition of caloric

gauge.
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First, let’s recall the moving frame dependent quantities and some identities related to them, see [24] and [31] for more

expositions. Let Greek indices run in {1, ..., n}. Let Roman indices run in {1, ..., 2n} or {1, ..., d} according to the context. Denote

β = β + n for β ∈ {1, ..., n}.
LetN be a 2n-dimensional compact Kähler manifold. SinceR2×[−T, T ] is contractible, there must exist global orthonormal

frames for u∗(TN). Using the complex structure one can assume the orthonormal frames are of the form

E := {e1(t, x), Je1(t, x), ...., en(t, x), Jen(t, x)}. (1.7)

Let ψi = (ψ1
i
, ψ1̄

i
, ..., ψn

i
, ψn

i
) for i = 0, 1, 2 be the components of ∂t,xu in the frame E:

ψαi = 〈∂iu, eα〉 , ψαi = 〈∂iu, Jeα〉 . (1.8)

We always use 0 to represent t in lower index. The isomorphism of R2n to Cn induces a Cn-valued function defined by

φ
β
i
= ψ

β
i
+
√
−1ψ

β
i

with β = 1, ..., n. Conversely, given function φ : [−T, T ]× R2 → Cn, we associate it with a section φE of the

bundle u∗(TN) via

φ⇐⇒ φE := ℜ(φβ)eβ + ℑ(φβ)Jeβ, (1.9)

where (φ1, ..., φn) denotes the components of φ. Then u induces a covariant derivative on the trivial complex vector bundle over

base manifold [−T, T ] × Rd with fiber Cn defined by

Diϕ
β = ∂iϕ

β +

n∑

α=1

(
[Ai]

β
α +
√
−1[Ai]

β
α

)
ϕα,

where the induced connection coefficient matrices are defined by

[Ai]
p
q =

〈
∇iep, eq

〉
.

Schematically we write Di = ∂i + Ai. Recall the torsion free identity and the commutator identity

Diφ j = D jφi (1.10)

[Di,D j]ϕ =
(
∂iA j − ∂ jAi + [Ai, A j]

)
ϕ⇐⇒ R(∂iu, ∂ ju)(ϕE). (1.11)

Schematically, we write [Di,D j] = R(φi, φ j). With the notations given above, (1.1) can be written as

φt =
√
−1

2∑

i=1

Diφi. (1.12)

[25] proved the heat flow with initial data u(t, x) below threshold energy would converge to Q as s→ ∞ in the topology of

C([−T, T ]; C∞x ). Tao’s caloric gauge is defined as follows:

Definition 1.1. Let u(t, x) : [−T, T ] × R2 → N be a solution of (1.1) in C([−T, T ];HQ). For a given orthonormal frame

E∞ := {e∞
1
, Je∞

1
, ..., e∞n , Je∞n } for TQN , a caloric gauge is a tuple consisting of a map v : R+ × [−T, T ] × R2 → N and

orthonormal frames E(v(s, t, x)) := {e1, Je1, ..., en, Jen} such that

{
∂sv =

∑2
i=1 ∇i∂iv

v(0, t, x) = u(t, x)
(1.13)

and


∇sek = 0, k = 1, ..., n.

lim
s→∞

ek = e∞
k
. (1.14)

Denote

HQ(T ) := C([−T, T ];HQ).
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Proposition 1.1. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) solve SMF with u0 ∈ HQ. For any fixed frame E∞ := {e∞
k
, Je∞

k
}n
k=1

for TQN , there exists a

unique corresponding caloric gauge defined in Definition 1.1. Moreover, we have for i = 1, 2 and p, q = 1, ..., 2n

lim
s→∞

[Ai]
q
p(s, t, x) = 0

lim
s→∞

[At]
q
p(s, t, x) = 0.

Particularly, we have for i = 1, 2, s > 0,

[Ai]
p
q(s, t, x) = −

∫ ∞

s

〈R (∂sv(s̃)) , ∂iv(s̃)ep, eq〉ds̃

[At]
p
q(s, t, x) = −

∫ ∞

s

〈R (∂sv(s̃), ∂tv(s̃)) ep, eq〉ds̃.

Proof. The proof is standard (see e.g. [25]). The only new issue here is the complex structure J. But this will not cause any

trouble since J commutes with ∇s. �

Given u ∈ HQ(T ) which solves (1.1), let v : R+ × [−T, T ] × R2 → N be the solution to (1.13). Let {eα, Jeα}nα=1
be the

corresponding caloric gauge. Define the heat tension field φs to be

φαs = 〈∂sv, eα〉 +
√
−1〈∂sv, Jeα〉, α = 1, ..., n.

And define the differential fields to be

φαi = 〈∂iv, eα〉 +
√
−1〈∂iv, Jeα〉, α = 1, ..., n,

where i = 1, 2 refers to the variable xi, i = 1, 2, and i = 0 refers to the variable t.

Lemma 1.1. The heat tension filed φs satisfies

φs =

2∑

j=1

D jφ j. (1.15)

The differential fields {φi}2i=1
along the heat flow satisfy

∂sφi =

2∑

j=1

D jD jφi +

2∑

j=1

R(φi, φ j)φ j. (1.16)

And when s = 0, along the Schrödinger flow direction, {φi}2i=1
satisfy

−
√
−1Dtφi =

2∑

j=1

D jD jφi +

2∑

j=1

R(φi, φ j)φ j. (1.17)

1.3 Function Spaces built by [4]

We recall the spaces developed by Bejenaru-Ionescu-Kenig-Tataru [4]. Given a unite vector e ∈ S1 we denote its orthogonal

complement of R2 by e⊥. The lateral space L
p,q
e is defined by the norm

‖ f ‖Lp,q
e
=


∫

R

(∫

e⊥×R

∣∣∣ f (t, x1e + x′)
∣∣∣q dx′dt

) p

q

dx1



1
p

,

with standard modifications when either p = ∞ or q = ∞. And for any given λ ∈ R, W ⊂ R, we define the spaces L
p,q
e,λ , L

p,q
e,W

with norms

‖ f ‖Lp,q
e,λ
= ‖Gλe( f )‖Lp,q

w

‖ f ‖Lp,q
e,W
= inf

f=
∑
λ∈W

fλ

∑

λ∈W
‖ fλ‖Lp,q

e,λ
,
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where Ga denotes the Galilean transform:

Ga( f )(t, x) = e−
1
2

ix·ae−
i
4

t|a|2 f (x + ta, t).

We remark that the lateral space was developed by Linares-Ponce [20], Kenig-Ponce-Vega [15] and Ionescu-Kenig [14].

The main dyadic function spaces Nk(T ), Fk(T ),Gk(T ) are recalled as follows: Given T ∈ R+, k ∈ Z, let Ik := {η ∈ R2 :

2k−1 ≤ |η| ≤ 2k+1} and

L2
k(T ) := {g ∈ L2([−T, T ] × R2) : F g(t, η) is supoorted in R × Ik}. (1.18)

Given L ∈ Z+, T ∈ (0, 22L], k ∈ Z, define

Wk = {λ ∈ [−22k, 22k] : 2k+2Lλ ∈ Z}. (1.19)

The Nk(T ), Fk(T ),Gk(T ) spaces are Banach spaces of functions in L2
k
(T ) for which the associated norms are finite:

‖g‖F0
k
(T ) := ‖g‖L∞t L2

x
+ 2−

k
2 ‖g‖L4

xL∞t
+ ‖g‖L4 + 2−

k
2 sup

e∈S1

‖g‖L2,∞
e,Wk+40

‖g‖Fk (T ) := inf
j∈Z+,n1,...,n j∈N

inf
g=gn1

+....+gn j

j∑

l=1

2nl

∥∥∥gnl

∥∥∥
F0

k+nl

‖g‖Gk(T ) := ‖g‖F0
k
+ 2−

k
6 sup

e∈S1

‖g‖
L

3,6
e
+ 2

k
6 sup
|k− j|≤20

sup
e∈S1

‖P j,eg‖
L

6,3
e

+ 2
k
2 sup
|k− j|≤20

sup
e∈S1

sup
|λ|<2k−40

‖P j,eg‖L∞,2
e,λ

‖g‖Nk(T ) := inf
g=g1+g2+g3+g4

‖g1‖
L

4
3
+ 2

k
6 ‖g2‖

L
3
2
, 6
5

e1

+ 2
k
6 ‖g3‖

L
3
2
, 6
5

e2

+ 2−
k
2 sup

e∈S1

‖g4‖L1,2
e,Wk−40

,

where {e1, e2} ⊂ S1 consist of the standard basis of R2. The Gk, Fk spaces were built by Bejenaru-Ionescu-Kenig-Tataru [4].

1.4 Overview of the proof

Main difficulty for general targets. The new difficulty arising in the case of general targets is to control the curvature terms in

frequency localized spaces. Since the curvature term relates with the map itself, it cannot be written in a self-closed form of

differential fields and heat tension fields {φx, φs}. Thus directly working with the moving frame dependent quantities may lose

control of curvature terms, which is much serious when frequency interactions are considered. In the wave map setting, the

general targets case was solved by Tataru [41] using Tao’s micro-local gauge and Tataru’s function spaces. It is important that

the wave map equation is semilinear in the extrinsic form, and the micro-local gauge adapts to the extrinsic formulation well.

However, for SMF, on one side, since the extrinsic form equation is quasilinear one has to use the intrinsic formulation to

obtain a semilinear equation. On the other side, the intrinsic form is not a self-contained system where the curvature term is not

determined by differential fields. The two conflict sides make solving SMF for general targets challenging.

Outline of proof for d = 2. Let us sketch the outline of proof in the d = 2 case. The whole proof is divided into ten steps.

Given δ > 0, let {ak}k∈Z be a positive sequence, we call it a frequency envelope of order δ if
∑

k∈Z
a2

k < ∞, and a j ≤ 2δ|l− j|al, ∀ j, l ∈ Z.

We call the frequency envelope {ak} an ǫ-envelope if it additionally satisfies
∑

k∈Z
a2

k ≤ ǫ2.

Step 1. Tracking L∞t L2
x bounds along the heat flow direction. Recall the extrinsic formulations of heat flows: Assume

that the target manifoldN is isometrically embedded into RN , then the heat flow equation can be formulated as

∂sv
l − ∆vl =

2∑

a=1

N∑

i, j=1

S l
i j∂avi∂av j, l = 1, ...,N, (1.20)

6



where S = {S l
i j
} denotes the second fundamental form of the embeddingN →֒ RN . For u ∈ HQ(T ), define

γk(σ) = sup
k′∈Z

2−δ|k−k′|2σk′+k′‖Pk′u‖L∞t L2
x
, σ ≥ 0, δ =

1

800
.

Denote {γk} the frequency envelope for the energy norm, i.e. γk = γk(0). The first result of Step 1 is stated for σ ∈ [0, 5
4
]:

Proposition 1.2. Assume that u ∈ HQ(T ) satisfies

‖∂xu‖L∞t L2
x
= ǫ1 ≪ 1. (1.21)

And let v(s, t, x) be the solution of heat flow (1.20) with initial data u(t, x). Then v satisfies

sup
s≥0

(1 + s22k)312k‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkγk(σ)

for all σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k ∈ Z. Moreover, for any σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
], k ∈ Z, we have

sup
s≥0

(1 + s22k)302σk+k‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
.M γk(σ) + γk(σ − 3

8
)γk(

3

8
).

Remark 1.3. The power of (1 + s22k) in Proposition 1.2 can be chosen to be any M ∈ Z+ with additionally assuming that ǫ1 is

sufficiently small depending on M. See Proposition 1.3 below.

The second result of this step is bounds of 2(σ+1)k‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x

for σ ∈ [0,
j+1

4
]:

Proposition 1.3. ( j-th iteration) Let j ∈ N, M ∈ Z+. Assume that u ∈ HQ(T ) satisfies (1.21) with ǫ1 sufficiently small depending

on j + M. Let v(s, t, x) be the solution of heat flow (1.20) with initial data u(t, x). Then for σ ∈ [0, 1 +
j

4
] and any k ∈ Z, v

satisfies

sup
s∈[0,∞)

(1 + s22k)M2k+σk‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. γ

( j)

k
(σ). (1.22)

where {γ( j)

k
(σ)} are defined in (3.21)-(3.23).

Step 2. Pretreat curvature terms. The curvature part in master equation (1.17) can be schematically written as

ℜ[R(φi, φ j)φ j]
α =

∑

1≤ j0, j1, j2≤2n

〈R(e j0 , e j1 )e j2 , eα〉ψi0
i
ψi1

j
ψi2

j

ℑ[R(φi, φ j)φ j]
α =

∑

1≤ j0, j1, j2≤2n

〈R(e j0 , e j1)e j2 , eα〉ψi0
i
ψi1

j
ψi2

j
.

With abuse of notations, we denote

G = 〈R(e j0 , e j1)e j2 , e j3〉,

for any given index j0, ..., j3 ∈ {1, ..., 2n}. And let φi ⋄φ j denote the linear combinations of multiplications of real and imaginary

parts of φi, φ j, i.e.
∑

i j ci jφ
±
i
φ±

j
, where we denote φ+

j
= ℜφ j, φ

−
j
= ℑφ j. Then the master equation (1.17) is now schematically

written as

−
√
−1Dtφi =

2∑

j=1

D jD jφi +

2∑

j=1

Gφi ⋄ φ j ⋄ φ j. (1.23)

Meanwhile, the connection coefficients in D j also depend on curvatures and can be schematically written as

[A j]
p
q(s) = −

∫ ∞

s

φs ⋄ φ jGds′.
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We shall perform dynamical separation to G. In fact, by caloric condition and twice dynamic separation, G can be decom-

posed into

G(s) = 〈R(e j0 , e j1)e j2 , e j3〉(s)

= Γ∞ − Γ∞,(1)

l

∫ ∞

s

ψl
s(s̃)ds̃ −

∫ ∞

s

ψl
s(s̃)

(∫ ∞

s̃

ψ
p
s (s′)(∇̃2R)(el, ep; e j0 , ..., e j3)ds′

)
ds̃.

:= Γ∞ +U00 +U01 +UI +UII ,

where we denote

constant limit part Γ∞ := lim
s→∞
G(s); Γ

∞,(1)

l
:= lim

s→∞
(∇̃R)(el; e j0 , ..., e j3)

one order terms U00 := −Γ∞l
∫ ∞

s

2∑

i=1

(∂iψi)
lds′,

and quadratic terms by

U01 := −
∫ ∞

s

2∑

i=1

(∂iψi)
(
(∇̃R)(el; e j0 , ..., e j3) − Γ∞,(1)

l

)
ds′

UI := −Γ∞,(1)

l

∫ ∞

s

2∑

i=1

(Aiψi)
lds′

UII := −
∫ ∞

s

2∑

i=1

(Aiψi)
l(s̃)

(∫ ∞

s̃

ψ
p
s (s′)(∇̃2R)(el, ep; e j0 , ..., e j3)ds′

)
ds̃

= −
∫ ∞

s

2∑

i=1

(Aiψi)
l(s̃)

(
(∇̃R)(el; e j0 , ..., e j3) − Γ∞,(1)

l

)
ds̃.

Here, with abuse of notations, A j denotes the 2n × 2n real-valued matrix with elements {[A j]
p
q }2n

p,q=1
. The constant limit part

and the one order terms will be dominated by frequency envelopes of {φi}, the bounds of quadratic terms essentially rely on a

delicate bootstrap on the term:

G̃(1)

l
:= (∇̃R)(el; e j0 , ..., e j3) − Γ∞,(1)

l
.

We also need higher order derivatives of G. Given k ∈ N, let

G(k)

l1,...,lk
:= (∇̃(k)R)(el1 , ..., elk ; e j0 , ..., e j3)

G̃(k)

l1,...,lk
:= G(k)

l1 ,...,lk
− Γ∞,(k)

l1,...,lk
,

where we denote

Γ
∞,(k)

l1,...,lk
:= lim

s→∞
G(k)

l1 ,...,lk
(s).

Similarly, we perform dynamical separation to frames. In fact, let P be the isometric embedding of N into RN , and let

{el}2n
l=1

be the caloric gauge built in Prop. 1.1. With abuse of notations, we denote

[dP](k) := (DkdP)(e, ..., e︸︷︷︸
k

; e)

[d̃P](k) := [dP](k) − lim
s→∞

[dP](k).

Step 3. Tracking L4 ∩ L∞t L2
x bounds for curvature terms and frames along heat direction.
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Proposition 1.4. Let d = 2. And let u ∈ HQ(T ) be a solution of SMF. Denote v(s, t, x) the solution to heat flow with initial

data u(t, x), and denote {φi}2i=0
the corresponding differential fields under the caloric gauge. Assume that {βk(σ)} is a frequency

envelope of order δ such that for all i = 1, 2, k ∈ Z,

2σk‖φi(↾s=0)‖L∞t L2
x∩L4

t,x
≤ βk(σ). (1.24)

• There exists a sufficiently small constant ǫ > 0 such that if

∑

k∈Z
|βk(0)|2 < ǫ, (1.25)

then we have for any m ∈ N, any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), j, k ∈ Z,

‖PkG̃(m)‖L4∩L∞t L2
x
.m 2−σk−kβk(σ)(2 + s22k)−30

‖Pkφs‖L4∩L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk+k

1k+ j≥0(1 + s22k)−30βk(σ) + 1k+ j≤0

∑

k≤l≤− j

βl(σ)βl



‖Pk([d̃P](m))‖L∞t L2
x∩L4 .m βk(σ)(1 + s22k)−292−σk−k

‖PkAi‖L∞t L2
x
. βk,s(σ)(1 + s22k)−272−σk.

• Furthermore, given j, M ∈ Z+, if {βk(σ)} is a frequency envelope of order 1
2 j δ, then similar results hold for σ ∈ [0, 1

4
j+1]

and ǫ sufficiently small depending only on j, M ∈ Z+. Particularly, for any m ∈ N, k ∈ Z and any σ ∈ [0, 1
4

j+ 1], one has

(1 + s22k)M+22σk+k‖PkG̃(m)‖L4∩L∞t L2
x
.m,M β

( j)

k
(σ)

(1 + s22k)M+12σk+k‖Pk([d̃P](m))‖L∞t L2
x∩L4

t,x
.m,M β

( j)

k
(σ)

(1 + s22k)M2σk‖PkAi‖L∞t L2
x
.M β

( j)

k,s
(σ).

Remark 1.4. The {β( j)

k
} and {β( j)

k,s
(σ)} are defined as (3.21)-(3.23).

Step 4.1. Fk

⋂
S

1
2

k
bounds for connections along the heat direction. In this step, we prove

Lemma 1.2. Given σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], let {hk(σ)} be frequency envelopes defined by

hk(σ) = sup
k′∈Z, j=1,2

2−δ|k−k′ |2σk′ (1 + s22k′)4‖Pk′φ j‖Fk′ (T ). (1.26)

Let {bk} be a ε-frequency envelope. Assume that for any k, j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), there holds

2
1
2

k‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t (T ) ≤ ε−

1
4 hk[(1 + s22k)−91 j+k≥0 + 1 j+k≤02δ|k+ j|]. (1.27)

Then, if ε > 0 is sufficiently small, for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] one has

‖PkAi(s)‖
Fk (T )∩S

1
2

k

. hk,s(σ)2−σk(1 + s22k)−4.

Step 4.2. Fk bounds along the heat direction without assuming (1.27).

Lemma 1.3. Let {bk} be a ε-frequency envelope. Given σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], suppose that {bk(σ)} are also frequency envelopes, and

{hk(σ)} are the frequency envelopes defined by (1.26). Assume that for i = 1, 2,

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Fk (T ) ≤ bk(σ)2−σk, σ ∈ [0,
99

100
]

‖Pkφt ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−(σ−1)k, σ ∈ [0,

99

100
]

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk (T ) . ε
− 1

2 bk(1 + s22k)−4.

9



Then, if ε > 0 is sufficiently small, for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] one has

‖PkAi(s)‖
Fk(T )∩S

1
2

k

. hk,s(σ)2−σk(1 + s22k)−4

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk(T ) . bk(σ)2−σk(1 + s22k)−4

‖PkAi ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−σk, i = 1, 2.

‖Pkφt(s)‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−(σ−1)k(1 + 22ks)−2

‖PkAt ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. εbk(σ)2−σk, σ ∈ [

1

100
,

99

100
]

‖PkAt ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. ε2, σ ∈ [0,

99

100
].

Step 5. Gk bounds along the SMF direction for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

].

Proposition 1.5. Assume that σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Given any L ∈ Z+, assume that T ∈ (0, 22L]. Let ǫ0 be a sufficiently small

constant. Assume that {ck} is an ǫ0-frequency envelope of order δ. And let {ck(σ)} be another frequency envelope of order δ. Let

u ∈ HQ(T ) be the solution to SMF with initial data u0 which satisfies

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck(σ)2−σk.

Denote {φi} the corresponding differential fields of the heat flow initiated from u. Suppose also that at the heat initial time s = 0,

‖Pkφi‖Gk(T ) ≤ ǫ−
1
2

0
ck.

Then, when s = 0, we have for all i = 1, 2, k ∈ Z,

‖Pkφi‖Gk (T ) . ck

‖Pkφi‖Gk (T ) . ck(σ)2−σk.

Step 6. Improve Fk bounds of PkG̃(1) once.

Lemma 1.4. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) solve SMF with data u0. Let {ck} be ǫ0-frequency envelopes of order 1
2
δ. Given any σ ∈ [0, 99

100
],

let {ck(σ)} be another frequency envelopes of order δ such that

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck(σ)2−σk.

Then for ǫ0 sufficiently small there holds

2k‖PkG̃(1)‖Fk(T ) ≤ ck(σ)2−σk[(1 + 22k+2k0 )−201k+k0≥0 + 1k+k0≤02δ|k+k0|],

for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k, k0 ∈ Z, s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1).

Step 7. Improve Fk ∩ S
1
2

k
bounds of {PkA j}2j=0

and derive parabolic estimates for {φ j}2j=0
with σ ∈ [0, 5

4
] .

Lemma 1.5. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) be solution to SMF with initial data u0 ∈ HQ. Define frequency envelopes {c(1)(σ)} as Def. 6.1.

Given any σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], let {bk(σ)} be frequency envelopes of order δ. And assume that

bk(σ) . c
(1)

k
(σ), ∀σ ∈ [0,

99

100
].

Assume also that for i = 1, 2,

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Fk (T ) ≤ bk(σ)2−σk, σ ∈ [0,
5

4
]

‖Pkφt ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−(σ−1)k, σ ∈ [0,

5

4
].
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Then, if ε > 0 is sufficiently small, for σ ∈ [0, 5
4
] one has for any σ ∈ [0, 5

4
]

‖PkAi(s)‖
Fk(T )∩S

1
2

k

. h
(1)

k,s
(σ)2−σk(1 + s22k)−4

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk(T ) . b
(1)

k
(σ)2−σk(1 + s22k)−4

‖PkAi ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
. b

(1)

k
(σ)2−σk, i = 1, 2.

‖Pkφt(s)‖L4
t,x
. b

(1)

k
(σ)2−(σ−1)k(1 + 22ks)−2

‖PkAt ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. εb

(1)

k
(σ)2−σk, σ ∈ [

1

100
,

5

4
]

‖PkAt ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. ε2, σ ∈ [0,

5

4
].

Remark 1.5. In Lemma 1.5, the {b( j)

k
}, {h( j)

k
},{b( j)

k,s
}, {h( j)

k,s
} are defined as Def. 6.2.

Step 8. Gk bounds along the SMF direction for σ ∈ [0, 5
4
].

Lemma 1.6. Assume that σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
]. Let ǫ0 > 0 be a sufficiently small constant. Given anyL ∈ Z+, assume that T ∈ (0, 22L].

Let {ck(σ)} be frequency envelopes of order 1
2
δ. And let {ck} be an ǫ0-frequency envelope of order 1

2
δ. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) be the

solution to SMF with initial data u0 which satisfies

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck(σ)2−σk.

Denote {φi} the corresponding differential fields of the heat flow initiated from u. Then, when s = 0, given σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
], one has

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk(T ) .

(
ck(σ) + ck(σ − 3

8
)ck(

3

8
)

)
2−σk.

Step 9. Fk bounds of PkG̃(1) and Gk bounds of φx along the SMF direction for σ ∈ [0, 1 +
j

4
].

Lemma 1.7. Given j ≥ 2, assume that σ ∈ [0, 1 +
j

4
]. Let Q ∈ N be a fixed point and ǫ0 be a sufficiently small constant

depending on j. Given any L ∈ Z+, assume that T ∈ (0, 22L]. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) be the solution to SMF with initial data u0. Let

{c( j)

k
(σ)} be frequency envelopes defined in Def. 6.1. And assume that {c( j)

k
(0)} is an ǫ0-frequency envelope with 0 < ǫ0 ≪ 1.

• Then, for σ ∈ [0, 1 +
j−1

4
], we have

2k‖PkG̃(1)‖Fk (T ) ≤ c
( j)

k
(σ)2−σk[(1 + 22k+2k0 )−201k+k0≥0 + 1k+k0≤02δ|k+k0|],

for any s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1), k0, k ∈ Z.

• Denote {φi} the corresponding differential fields of the heat flow initiated from u. Then, for σ ∈ [0,
j

4
+ 1] there holds

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk (T ) . c
( j)

k
(σ)2−σk.

Step 10. Global regularity, global well-posedness and asymptotic behaviors.

As Step 9, proceeding the bootstrap-iteration scheme for K times gives bounds of 2σk‖Pkφ j‖Gk
for σ ∈ [0, K

4
+ 1]. Then,

transforming the bounds of {φ j} ↾s=0 back to the solution u gives

‖u‖L∞t Ḣσ+1
x (T ) . ‖u0‖Ḣ1

x

⋂
Ḣσ+1

x

Noticing that an Ḣ1
⋂

Ḣ2+ uniform bound will rule out blow-up for SMF in R2, one step iteration suffices to show u is global.

And the ǫ0 depends only on the dimension and the target manifoldN . Moreover, we proceed the bootstrap-iteration scheme for

K times and obtain uniform bounds for higher Sobolev norms.

The asymptotic behaviors stated in (1.5) will be proved following our recent work [29] on SMF on hyperbolic planes.
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1.5 Main ideas

Let us explain the main ideas. To control the curvature terms, which is the non-selfclosed part, we use dynamical separation and

a bootstrap-iteration scheme to obtain an approximate constant sectional curvature nonlinearity with controllable remainder in

finite steps of iteration. The essential advantage of this scheme is that it reduces estimates in frequency localized spaces such

as Fk,Gk to decay estimates in Lebesgue spaces along the heat direction.

Iteration scheme for Step 1. We describe the iteration scheme for heat flows. The starting point of heat flow iteration is

bounds for ∂sv. 1. First time iteration. Suppose that we have obtained parabolic decay estimates of ‖Pk∂sv‖L∞t L2
x

such as

‖Pk∂sv‖L∞t L2
x
. (1 + 22ks)−M1γk,s(σ)2−σk, σ ∈ [0,

99

100
].

By applying dynamical separation

S l
i j(v(s)) = S l

i j(Q) −
∫ ∞

s

(DS l
i j)(v(s′)) · ∂svds′

bounds for ‖Pk∂sv‖L∞t L2
x

yield improved frequency localized bounds for the second fundamental form term, i.e. ‖PkS l
i j

(v(s))‖L∞t L2
x
.

The only potential trouble to do this is the High × Low interaction of (DS l
i j

)(v(s′)) · ∂sv. But we will see this interaction can be

handled with additionally proving the decay estimates

‖∂L+1
x DS l

i j(v(s))‖L∞t L2 .L ǫ1s−
L
2 , ∀ L ∈ N.

Then back to the extrinsic map v, using the heat flow equation will give an improved bound for ‖Pk∂sv‖L∞t L2
x

for σ ∈ [1, 5
4
].

2. m-th time iteration. Using dynamical separation of the schematic form

Dm−1S (v(s)) = Dm−1S (Q) −
∫ ∞

s

DmS (v(s′))∂svds′

and the decay estimates

‖∂L+1
x Dm−1S l

i j(v(s))‖L∞t L2 .L,m ǫ1 s−
L
2 , ∀ L ∈ N,

one gets frequency localized bounds of the extrinsic map v for σ ∈ [1, 1 + m
4

]:

2σk‖Pkv(s)‖L∞t L2
x
. ǫ1(1 + 22ks)−M1+mγ

(m)

k
(σ).

The motivation of decomposition in Step 2. To bound the curvature terms, by a kind of dynamical separation we have the

decomposition of curvature terms denoted by G:

G = constant + one order terms + quadratic terms,

(see Step 2). We observe that to control G in the Fk space, it suffices to prove parabolic decay estimates of G( j). The same idea

will be applied to bound the frames in frequency localized spaces. We remark that dynamical separation was previously used by

[18, 36] to expose the implicit null structures. Here, we apply dynamical separation to do iterations. Besides using dynamical

separation, in order to give a bound for connection coefficients which is the heart for bootstrap, we further decompose the

curvature term into differential fields φi dominated terms and relatively smaller quadratic terms. By an appropriate bootstrap

argument, bounding connection coefficients {A j}2j=1
in the Fk

⋂
S

1/2
k

space reduces to derive parabolic decay estimates of

covariant derivatives of curvatures G( j) in the simpler L∞t L2
x ∩ L4 spaces.

The motivation of adding (1.27) in Step 4.1. The key difficulty in bounding curvature involved terms is the High × Low→ High

interaction of curvatures and differential fields or heat tension fields, i.e. the frequency of curvatures occupies the dominate

position compared with differential fields or heat tension fields. First of all, we observe that it suffices to control the Fk norms

of curvatures G. Then we further clarify that among the four blocks of Fk space only the three blocks L∞t L2, L4, L4
xL∞t need to

be estimated for curvatures. Second, we find that using dynamic separation in the heat direction

G := R(ei0 , ei1 , ei2 , ei3 ) = Γ∞ −
∫ ∞

s

ψl
s(∇̃R)(el; , ei0 , ei1 , ei2 , ei3 )ds′

:= Γ∞ − Γ∞,(1)

l

∫ ∞

s

ψl
sds′ −

∫ ∞

s

ψl
sG̃(1)

l
ds′
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and the heat flow iteration scheme, the L∞t L2, L4 norms of curvatures can be controlled by corresponding norms of differential

fields.

The troublesome block is the L4
xL∞t norm. This norm of curvatures can not be obtained by dynamic separation in the heat

direction and the heat flow iteration scheme as before. The problem is the High × Low→ High interaction of G̃(1)

l
ψl

s in L4
xL∞t

fails if one only previously has bounds for G̃(1) in L∞t L2
x ∩ L4. (Estimates of G̃(1) in L∞t L2

x ∩ L4 are obtained in Step 3.) So we

add a bootstrap assumption (1.27) to bound L4
xL∞t of G̃(1). The key is that one can indeed improve the assumption (1.27) and

then close bootstrap.

How to drop (1.27) in Step 4.2. Let us explain how to improve (1.27) and thus close bootstrap of Step 4. (I) With

assumption (1.27) we can prove bounds of At and φt in L4 by envelopes of differential fields φx, loosely speaking say

‖Pk(At)‖L4 . 2−σk+khk(σ)[(1 + 22k+2k0 )−11k+k0≥0 + 1k+k0≤02δ|k+k0|]

‖Pk(φt)‖L4 . 2kbk(1 + 22ks)−2

where k, k0 ∈ Z, s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1), {hk(σ)} is the frequency envelope associated with differential fields {φi}2i=1
defined in (1.26),

and {bk} is some frequency envelope with ‖bk‖ℓ2 sufficiently small. This will give bounds for ‖Pk∂tG̃(1)‖L4 . (II) We improve the

assumption (1.27) by interpolation

‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t
≤ ‖PkG̃(1)‖

3
4

L4 ‖Pk∂tG̃(1)‖
1
4

L4 , (1.28)

and the L4 estimates obtained from Step 3 (Prop. 1.4 for heat flow iteration)

2k‖PkG̃(1)‖L4 ≤ hk(1 + 22ks)−M .

In fact, we can prove

2
1
2

k‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t
≤ hk2−σk[(1 + 22k+2k0 )−

3
4

M1k+k0≥0 + 1k+k0≤02δ|k+k0|].

Then choosing sufficiently large M, one obtains better bounds of G̃(1) than the assumption (1.27). This presents the way to

bound curvatures in the block space L4
xL∞t of Fk.

In (I), the key step is to obtain bounds of connection coefficients, see Lemma 4.1. To prove Lemma 4.1, as mentioned

before, we decompose the curvature term into differential fields φi dominated terms and the remained quadratic terms, see Step

2 of Lemma 4.1. The additional smallness gain yielded by the remained quadratic terms gives us the chance to use bootstrap

argument to control connection coefficients.

Iteration in Step 6 to Step 9. With these new ideas and [4]’s framework, the range of σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] can be reached before

performing iteration for the SMF evolution. In order to reach larger σ, one combine the heat flow iteration with an SMF

iteration. For the SMF iteration scheme, the key is to improve the estimate ‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t

step by step to reach larger σ.

1.6 Idea for higher dimensions

Let us give a prevue of the higher dimensions. As d = 2, for higher dimensions in order to track the curvature terms G in the Fk

space along the heat flow direction, it suffices to control the one order covariant derivative of curvature term G̃(1) in the simpler

Lebesgue spaces in the heat direction. Thus the parabolic decay estimates of moving frame dependent quantities for d ≥ 3

should be established. The difficulty is to bound all geometric quantities in the fractional Sobolev spaces when d is odd. We

solve this problem by using the geodesic parallel transpose and difference characterization of Besov spaces. The idea is that

the difference characterization reduces bounding fractional Sobolev norms to bound difference of all these geometric quantities

and their covariant derivatives in Lebesgue spaces. And the geodesic parallel transpose gives us the difference of geometric

quantities at different points of the base manifold.

We divide the whole Theorem for d ≥ 2 into two papers to make the main idea clear and avoid the paper being too long.

Notations Let Z+ = {1, 2, ...}, N = {0, 1, 2, ...}. We apply the notation X . Y whenever there exists some constant C > 0

so that X ≤ CY. Similarly, we will use X ∼ Y if X . Y . X. We sometimes drop the integral variable in the integration if no

confuse occurs. And we closely follow the notations of [4] for reader’s convenience.

Let F denote the Fourier transformation in R2.

Let χ : R→ [0, 1] be a given smooth even function which is supported in {z ∈ R : |z| ≤ 8
5
} and equals to 1 for {z ∈ R : |z| ≤ 5

4
}.

Define χk(z) = χ( z
2k )−χ( z

2k−1 ), k ∈ Z. The Littlewood-Paley projection operators with Fourier multiplier η 7→ χk(|η|) are denoted
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by Pk, k ∈ Z. For I ⊂ R, let χI =
∑

i∈I χi(|ξ|). The low frequency cutoff operator with Fourier multiplier η 7→ χ(−∞,k](|ξ|) is

denoted by P≤k. And the high frequency cutoff is defined by P≥k = I − P≤k. Given e ∈ S1, k ∈ Z, denote Pk,e the operator with

Fourier multiplier ξ 7→ χk(ξ · e).

The Riemannian curvature tensor on N is denoted by R. The covariant derivative on N is denoted by ∇̃. And we denote ∇
the induced covariant derivative on u∗TN . The metric tensor of N is denoted by 〈·, ·〉. Let E be a Riemannian manifold with

connection ∇, and T be a (0, r) type tensor. For k, r ∈ Z+, we define the (0, r + k) type tensor ∇k
T by

∇k
T(X1, ..., Xk; Y1, ..., Yr) := (∇Xk

(∇k−1
T))(X1, ..., Xk−1; Y1, ..., Yr)

for arbitrary tangent vector fields X1, ..., Xk, Y1, ..., Yr on E.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Linear estimates

The following is the main linear estimates established by [4].

Proposition 2.1 ([4]). GivenL ∈ Z+, assume that T ∈ (0, 22L]. Then for every u0 ∈ L2
x with frequency localized in Ik and every

F ∈ Nk(T ), we have the inhomogeneous estimate: If u solves

{
i∂tu + ∆u = F,

u(0, x) = u0(x),
(2.1)

then

‖u‖Gk(T ) . ‖u0‖L2
x
+ ‖F‖Nk(T ). (2.2)

Recall the refined space for Fk(T ): Let S ω
k

(T ) denote the normed space of functions in L2
k
(T ) for which

‖g‖S ω
k

(T ) = 2kω
(
‖g‖

L∞t L
2ω
x
+ ‖g‖

L4
t L

p∗ω
x

+ 2−
k
2 ‖g‖

L
p∗ω
x L∞t

)
(2.3)

is finite, where the exponents 2ω and p∗ω are defined via

1

2ω
− 1

2
=

1

p∗ω
− 1

4
=
ω

2
. (2.4)

The following lemma will be used widely.

Lemma 2.1 ([4]). For f ∈ L2
k
(T ), there hold

‖Pk f ‖L4 ≤ ‖ f ‖Fk (T ) (2.5)

‖Pk f ‖Fk (T ) . ‖ f ‖L2
x L∞t
+ ‖ f ‖L4 (2.6)

‖Pk f ‖L2
x L∞x ≤ ‖ f ‖

S
1
2

k

, (2.7)

and

‖es∆g‖Fk(T ) . (1 + s22k)−20‖g‖Fk (T ), (2.8)

provided that the RHS is finite.

2.2 Frequency Envelopes

We recall the definition of envelopes introduced by Tao.

Definition 2.1. Let {ak}k∈Z be a positive sequence, we call it a frequency envelope if

∑

k∈Z
a2

k < ∞, and a j ≤ 2δ|l− j|al, ∀ j, l ∈ Z. (2.9)
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We call the frequency envelope {ak} an ǫ-envelope if it additionally satisfies

∑

k∈Z
a2

k ≤ ǫ2.

For any nonnegative sequence {a j} ∈ ℓ2, we define its frequency envelope by

ã j := sup
j′∈Z

a j′2
−δ| j− j′|.

And {ã j} satisfies

|a j| ≤ ã j,∀ j ∈ Z;
∑

j∈Z
ã2

j .
∑

j∈Z
a2

j .

Generally the δ in Definition 2.2 is not important if it has been fixed throughout the paper. But due to our iteration argument

we shall introduce different δ in different steps of iterations. So we call {ak} satisfying (2.9) frequency envelope of order δ.

In this paper, each time we mention frequency envelopes, we will clearly state its order.

We recall the following two facts on envelopes: (a) If dk ≤ bk for all k ∈ Z and {bk} is a frequency envelope of order δ > 0

then d̃k ≤ bk for all k ∈ Z as well, where {d̃k} denotes the envelope of {dk} of the same order δ > 0:

d̃k := sup
j∈Z

d j2
−δ|k− j|.

(b) If {dk} is already an envelope of order δ > 0 then dk = d̃k for all k ∈ Z.

We recall the classic result obtained by [25, 38].

Lemma 2.2 ([25, 38]). Assume that u ∈ HQ(T ) satisfies

‖∂xu‖L∞t L2
x
= ǫ1 ≪ 1. (2.10)

And let v(s, t, x) be the solution of heat flow (1.13) with initial data u(t, x). Then

‖∂ j+1
x v‖L∞t L2

x
. s−

j

2 ǫ1, (2.11)

and the corresponding differential fields and connection coefficients satisfy

s
j

2 ‖∂ j
xφi‖L∞t L2

x
. ǫ1 (2.12)

s
j

2 ‖∂ j
xAi‖L∞t L2

x
. ǫ1 (2.13)

s
j

2 ‖∂ j
xφi‖L∞t L∞x . ǫ1 (2.14)

s
j+1

2 ‖∂ j
xAi‖L∞t L∞x . ǫ1, (2.15)

for all s ∈ [0,∞), i = 1, 2 and any nonnegative integer j.

3 Iteration for Heat Flows

3.1 Main results on the extrinsic map v solving HF

For u ∈ HQ(T ), define

γk(σ) = sup
k′∈Z

2−δ|k−k′|2σk′+k′‖Pk′u‖L∞t L2
x
, σ ≥ 0, δ =

1

800
. (3.1)

Denote {γk} the frequency envelope for the energy norm, i.e.,

γk = γk(0).
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Thus

2k‖Pku‖L∞t L2
x
≤ 2−σkγk(σ), ∀σ ≥ 0.

Before going ahead, we recall the extrinsic formulations of heat flows. Assume that the target manifold N is isometrically

embedded into RN , then the heat flow equation can be formulated as

∂sv
l − ∆vl =

2∑

a=1

N∑

i, j=1

S l
i j∂avi∂av j, l = 1, ...,N, (3.2)

where S = {S l
i j
} denotes the second fundamental form of the embeddingN →֒ RN .

Recall that {γk(σ)} are defined to be the frequency envelopes of u ∈ HQ(T ). ( See (3.1) and u neednot solve SMF.) The

frequency localized estimates of the extrinsic map v solving (3.2) with initial data u are given below.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that u ∈ HQ(T ) satisfies

‖∂xu‖L∞t L2
x
= ǫ1 ≪ 1. (3.3)

And let v(s, t, x) be the solution of heat flow (3.2) with initial data u(t, x). Then v satisfies

sup
s≥0

(1 + s22k)312k‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkγk(σ)

for all σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k ∈ Z. Moreover, for any σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
], k ∈ Z, we have

sup
s≥0

(1 + s22k)302σk+k‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. γk(σ) + γk(σ − 3

8
)γk(

3

8
).

Remark 3.1. The power of (1 + s22k) in Proposition 3.1 can be chosen to be any M ∈ Z+ with additionally assuming that ǫ1 is

sufficiently small depending on M. See Proposition 3.4 below.

3.2 Before Iteration

Given an initial data v0 ∈ HQ with energy sufficiently small, by Lemma 2.2 the corresponding heat flow is global with (2.11)

holding. Then combining this with local Cauchy theory in Sobolev spaces for heat flows yields the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that v0 ∈ HQ has sufficiently small energy. And let v(s, x) be the solution of heat flow (3.2) with initial

data v0. Given arbitrary L ∈ Z+, there exist constants CL > 0, Cs > 0, such that for any s ≥ 0, 0 ≤ j ≤ L,

‖∂ j+1
x v(s)‖HL

x
≤ CL(1 + s)−

j

2 ; ‖v(s) − Q‖L2
x
≤ Cs.

Proposition 3.2. Assume that u ∈ HQ(T ) satisfies

∑

k∈Z
22k‖Pku‖2

L∞t L2
x
= ǫ2

1 ≪ 1. (3.4)

And let v(s, t, x) be the solution of heat flow (3.2) with initial data u(t, x). Then for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] and all k ∈ Z, v satisfies

sup
s∈[0,∞)

(1 + s22k)312k+σk‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. γk(σ). (3.5)

Proof. Since v converges to a fixed point Q ∈ N as s→ ∞, we put

S l
i j(v) = S l

i j(Q) + (S l
i j(v) − S l

i j(Q)).

The {S l
i j

(Q)} part is constant and makes acceptable contribution to the final estimates by [Lemma 8.3,[4]]. Moreover, by Lemma

2.2, for all nonnegative integers L the remained part satisfies

‖∂L+1
x (S l

i j(v) − S l
i j(Q))‖L∞t L2

x
.L s−

L
2 ‖∇u‖L∞t L2

x
.
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Thus for all j ∈ Z+ we have the bound

(1 + 22k s) j
∥∥∥∥∂x

[
Pk(S l

i j(v) − S l
i j(Q))

]∥∥∥∥
L∞t L2

x

. j ǫ1. (3.6)

Now, let’s use [Lemma 8.3,[4]]’s arguments. Given σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], define B1,σ(S ) to be

B1,σ(S ) = sup
k∈Z,s∈[0,S )

γ−1
k (σ)(1 + s22k)312σk2k‖Pkv‖L∞t L2

x
.

By Lemma 3.1 and the fact {γk(σ)} is a frequency envelope, B1,σ(S ) is well-defined for S ≥ 0 and continuous in S with

lim
S→0

B1,σ(S ) = 1.

Then by trilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition (see (8.2) in Lemma 8.1), we have

2k‖PkS l
i j( f )∂a f i∂a f j‖L∞t L2

x
. 2k

∑

k1≤k

µk1
2k1µk +

∑

k2≥k

22kµ2
k2
+ ak(

∑

k1≤k

2k1µk1
)2

+
∑

k2≥k

22k2−k2 ak2
µk2

∑

k1≤k2

2k1µk1
,

where {ak}, {µk} denote

ak :=
∑

|k−k′|≤20

N∑

l,i, j=1

‖∂xPk′(S
l
i j(v))‖L∞t L2

x
; µk :=

N∑

l=1

∑

|k′−k|≤20

2k′‖Pk′v
l‖L∞t L2

x
. (3.7)

Then by definition of B1(S ) and slow variation of envelopes, for s ∈ [0, S ], σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], we get

2k‖PkS l
i j( f )∂a f i∂a f j‖L∞t L2

x
(3.8)

. B1,σB1,0(1 + s22k)−31γk

∑

k1≤k

2k1−σk1+kγk1
(σ) + B1,σB1,0

∑

k2≥k

22k−σk2 (1 + s22k2 )−62γk2
γk2

(σ)

+ B1,σB1,02kak(
∑

k1≤k

2k1(1 + s22k1 )−31γk1
)(
∑

k1≤k

2k1−σk1 (1 + s22k1 )−31γk1
(σ))

+ B1,σB1,0

∑

k2≥k

22k(1 + s22k2 )−312−σk2 ak2
γk2

(σ)γk2

. B1,σB1,0(1 + s22k)−6222k−σkγkγk(σ) + B1,σB1,0

∑

k2≥k

22k−σk2(1 + s22k2 )−31γk2
γk2

(σ)

+ B1,σB1,0

∑

k2≥k

2−σk2 22k(1 + s22k2)−31ak2
γk2
γk2

(σ) + ak2−σkB1,σB1,022kγkγk(σ) (3.9)

Applying (3.6) to {ak}, (3.9) is further bounded by

(3.9) . 2−σkB1,σB1,022k
∑

k2≥k

(1 + s22k2 )−31γkγk2
(σ).

Therefore, for s ≥ 0, we conclude that (3.8) is dominated by

2k‖PkS l
i j(v)∂avi∂av j‖L∞t L2

x
. 2−σk22kB1,σB1,0

∑

k2≥k

(1 + s22k2 )−31γk2
γk2

(σ).

Hence by Duhamel principle:

(1 + s22k)312k+σk‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. (1 + s22k)31e−s22k

2k+σk‖Pku‖L∞t L2
x

+ B1,σB1,0(1 + s22k)M

∫ s

0

e−(s−τ)22k

2k+σk‖PkS l
i j(v)∂avi∂av j‖L∞t L2

x
dτ,

and the inequality
∫ s

0

e−(s−τ)λ(1 + τλ1)−31dτ . s(1 + λs)−31(1 + λ1 s)−1, (3.10)
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we get

(1 + s22k)312k+σk‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. γk(σ) + B1,σB1,0(S )22ks

∑

k2≥k

γk2
γk2

(σ)(1 + 22k2 s)−1

. γk(σ) + B1,σ(S )B1,0(S )ǫ1γk(σ).

Then B1,0 . 1 + ǫ1B2
1,0. By B1,0(0) ≤ 1 and ǫ1 is sufficiently small, we have B1,0(S ) . 1 for all S ≥ 0. Then using B1,σ .

1 + ǫ1B1,0B1,σ and B1,σ(0) ≤ 1, we get B1,σ(S ) . 1 for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] and any S ≥ 0 provided that ǫ1 is sufficiently small.

Thus (3.5) has been proved. �

Remark 3.2. The power of (1 + s22k) in Proposition 3.2 can be chosen to be any M ∈ Z+ with additionally assuming that ǫ1 is

sufficiently small depending on M. See Proposition 3.4 below.

3.3 First time iteration

We state the first time iteration in the the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Assume that u ∈ HQ(T ) satisfies (3.4). And let v(s, t, x) be the solution of heat flow (3.2) with initial data

u(t, x). Then for σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
] and any k ∈ Z, v satisfies

sup
s∈[0,∞)

(1 + s22k)302k+σk‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. γk(σ) + γk(σ − 3

8
)γk(

3

8
). (3.11)

Proof. The key point is to improve the bounds of {ak} defined by (3.7). For this, we use dynamic separation again. One has

S l
i j(v)(s) = S l

i j(Q) −
∫ ∞

s

(DS l
i j)(v) · ∂svds′. (3.12)

By Proposition 3.2, for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] and any k ∈ Z, we get

2k+σk‖Pk∆v‖L∞t L2
x
. (22ks + 1)−3122kγk(σ).

And repeating the proof of Proposition 3.2 gives
∑

a=1,2

2k+σk‖S l
i j(∂avi, ∂av j)‖L∞t L2

x
. 22k

∑

k1≥k

(22k1 s + 1)−31γk1
γk1

(σ).

Thus, given s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1), by the heat flow equation we get for all k ∈ Z and σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]

2k+σk‖Pk∂sv‖L∞t L2
x
. (22k s + 1)−3122kγk(σ) +

∑

k1≥k

(22k s + 1)−3122kγk1
γk1

(σ) (3.13)

. (22k s + 1)−3122kγk(σ) + 1k+k0≥0(22ks + 1)−3122kγkγk(σ)

+ 22k1k+k0≤0

∑

k≤l≤−k0

γlγl(σ).

Recall the bound

2k‖Pk[(DS )(v)]‖L∞t L2
x
. ǫ1(22ks + 1)− j (3.14)

for all j ∈ Z+ and k ∈ Z. Then for s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1), repeating bilinear arguments, (3.12) shows that if k + k0 ≥ 0 then

∥∥∥Pk[S l
i j(v)(s)]

∥∥∥
L∞t L2

x

.

∫ ∞

s

∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖P≤k−4(DS (v))‖L∞t,x‖Pk1
∂sv‖L∞t L2

x
ds′

+

∫ ∞

s

2k
∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk2
(DS (v))‖L∞t L2

x
‖Pk1

∂sv‖L∞t L2
x
ds′

+

∫ ∞

s

∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

2k1‖Pk2
(DS (v))‖L∞t L2

x
‖Pk1

∂sv‖L∞t L2
x
ds′

. 2−σk−k(22k+2k0 + 1)−3122k+2k0γk(σ)γk, (3.15)
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provided σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], where we applied (3.14), (3.13) in the last line. Moreover, for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k0 ∈ Z, and s ∈
[22k0−1, 22k0+1], in the case k + k0 ≤ 0 one has

∥∥∥Pk[S l
i j(v)(s)]

∥∥∥
L∞t L2

x

.
∑

k0≤ j≤−k

2−σk2 j+2δ|k+ j|γk(σ)γk . 2−σk−kγk(σ)γk. (3.16)

Thus (3.16), (3.15) yield the following bounds for {ak}:

2σkak . (1 + 22ks)−30γk(σ)γk, (3.17)

provided that σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Now define the function B2,σ(S ) for a given σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
] by

B2,σ(S ) = sup
k∈Z,s∈[0,S )

(
γ

(1)

k
(σ)

)−1
2σk(1 + s22k)302k‖Pkv‖L∞t L2

x
,

where we denote

γ(1)

k
(σ) :=

{
γk(σ), σ ∈ [0, 99

100
]

γk(σ) + γk(σ − 3
8
)γk( 3

8
), σ ∈ ( 99

100
, 5

4
]
.

Moreover, by Lemma 3.1 and the fact that {γ(1)

k
(σ)} is a frequency envelope of order 2δ, it is clear that B2,σ : [0,∞) → R+ is

well-defined and continuous in S ≥ 0 with lim
S→0

B2,σ(S ) = 1. Then by trilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition (see (8.2) in

Lemma 8.1), the definition of B2,σ and slow variation of envelopes, we get for s ∈ [0, S ], σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
] that

2k
∥∥∥Pk[S l

i j(v)∂avi∂av j]
∥∥∥

L∞t L2
x

(3.18)

. B2,σB1,0(1 + s22k)−302−σkγ(1)

k
(σ)

∑

k1≤k

2k1+kγk1
(3.19)

+ B2,σB1,0

∑

k2≥k

22k−σk2 (1 + s22k2)−60γk2
γ

(1)

k2
(σ)

+ B1,0B1, 3
8
ak(

∑

k1≤k

2k1(1 + s22k1 )−30γk1
)(
∑

k1≤k

2k1− 3
8
σk1 (1 + s22k1 )−30γk1

(
3

8
))

+ B2,σB1,0

∑

k2≥k

22k(1 + s22k2 )−302−σk2 ak2
γ

(1)

k2
(σ)γk2

. B2,σB1,0

∑

k2≥k

22k−σk2 (1 + s22k2 )−30γk2
γ(1)

k2
(σ)

+ B2,σB1,0

∑

k2≥k

2−σk2 22k(1 + s22k2 )−30ak2
γk2
γ

(1)

k2
(σ) + ak2−

3
8
σk B1,0B1, 3

8
22kγkγk(

3

8
). (3.20)

Then applying the trivial bound (3.6) to the RHS of (3.20) except the last term and applying (3.17) to {ak} in the last term, we

get for all σ ∈ ( 99
100
, 5

4
] that

2k+σk
∥∥∥Pk[S l

i j(v)∂avi∂av j]
∥∥∥

L∞t L2
x

. B1,0B2,σ22k
∑

k2≥k

(1 + s22k2 )−30γk2
γ

(1)

k2
(σ)

+ B1,0B1, 3
8
22k2−σk(1 + s22k)−30γk(σ − 3

8
)γk(

3

8
)γk1k+k0≥0

+ B1,0B1, 3
8
22k2−σk22δ|k+k0|γk(σ − 3

8
)γk(

3

8
)γk1k+k0≤0

if s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1). Then using Duhamel principle, (3.10) and the following inequality

(1 + 22k s)30e−22k s

∫ s

0

es′22k

(s′22k)−δ1s′≤2−2k ds′ . 2−2k,

we obtain

2k+σk(1 + 22k s)30 ‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. (1 + ǫ1B1,0B1, 3

8
+ ǫ1B2,σB1,0)γ

(1)

k
(σ).
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Since B1,σ̃ . 1 for σ̃ ∈ [0, 99
100

] has been proved in Proposition 3.2, we arrive at

B2,σ . 1 + ǫ1B2,σ, ∀σ ∈ (
99

100
,

5

4
],

which shows B2,σ . 1, thus finishing our proof. �

We define the frequency envelope γ
( j)

k
(σ), j = 0, 1 by :

γ
(0)

k
(σ) = γk(σ), 0 6 σ <

99

100
(3.21)

γ
(1)

k
(σ) =



γ
(0)

k
(σ), 0 6 σ ≤ 99

100

γk(σ) + γ(0)

k
(σ − 3

8
)γk(

3

8
),

99

100
< σ ≤ 5

4

(3.22)

And the frequency envelopes γ
( j)

k
(σ), j ≥ 2 are defined by induction:

γ
( j)

k
(σ) =

{
γk

( j−1)(σ), 0 ≤ σ ≤ j+3

4

γk(σ) + γ
( j−1)

k
(σ − 3

8
)γk( 3

8
),

j+3

4
< σ ≤ j+4

4

(3.23)

Define the sequence {γ( j)

k,s
(σ)}k∈Z with j ∈ N by

γ
( j)

k,s
(σ) =


2k+k0γ

( j)

k
(σ)γ

( j)

−k0
(0), k + k0 ≥ 0

∑−k0

l=k
γ

( j)

l
(σ)γ

( j)

l
(0), k + k0 ≤ 0

(3.24)

for s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1), k, k0 ∈ Z.

We state the j-th time iteration in the the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4. ( j-th iteration) Let j ∈ N, M ∈ Z+. Assume that u ∈ HQ(T ) satisfies (3.4) with ǫ1 sufficiently small depending

on j+M. Let v(s, t, x) be the solution of heat flow (3.2) with initial data u(t, x). Then for σ ∈ [0, 1+
j

4
] and all s ≥ 0, v satisfies

sup
s∈[0,∞)

(1 + s22k)M2k+σk‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. γ

( j)

k
(σ). (3.25)

Proof. Define intervals {Il}∞l=0
by

I0 := [0,
99

100
]; I1 = (

99

100
,

5

4
]; Il = (

3 + l

4
,

4 + l

4
], l ≥ 2.

Given K ∈ Z+, σ ∈ Il, l ∈ N, we denote

Bl+1,σ,K(S ) := sup
s∈[0,S ),k∈Z

1

γ
(l)

k
(σ)

(1 + s22k)K2k+σk‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
.

And let

Bl+1,K(S ) := sup
σ∈⋃

ℓ≤l

Iℓ

Bl+1,σ,K(S ).

(In this notation, Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.3 have proved B2,30(S ) . 1.)

Moreover, the argument of Proposition 3.3 indeed shows:

(i) For all K0 ≥ 2, j ∈ N, 0 ≤ a ≤ j + 1,

2k ‖Pk[DaS (v)]‖L∞t L2
x
. CK0, jǫ(1 + 22k s)−K0−( j+1).

(ii) For all K0 ≥ 2, j ∈ N, if


2k

∥∥∥Pk[D j+1S (v)]
∥∥∥

L∞t L2
x
. ǫ(1 + 22k s)−K0− j−1

‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkγ(0)

k
(σ)(1 + 22k s)−K0− j−1

,
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then

2k
∥∥∥Pk[D jS (v)]

∥∥∥
L∞t L2

x
. 2−σkγ

(0)

k
(σ)(1 + 22ks)−K0− j.

where the implicit constant in the conclusion is of the form C(1 + C2
1
+ C2

2
) if we denote C1,C2 to be the implicit constants in

the conditions of (ii). Here, C is universal and C1,C2 may depend on j,K0.

(iii) For all K0 ≥ 2, j ∈ N, 0 ≤ a ≤ j + 1, if


2k

∥∥∥Pk[Da+1S (v)]
∥∥∥

L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkγ

( j−(a+1))

k
(σ)(1 + 22k s)−K0−(a+1),

‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkγ

( j−a)

k
(σ)(1 + 22k s)−K0−(a+1)

then

2k ‖Pk[DaS (v)]‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkγ

( j−a)

k
(σ)(1 + 22ks)−K0−a,

where the implicit constant in the conclusion is of the form C(1 + C2
1
+ C2

2
) if we denote C1,C2 to be the implicit constants in

the conditions of (iii). Here, C is universal and C1,C2 may depend on j,K0.

(iv) For any K ≥ 2, j ≥ 1, 1 ≤ a ≤ j + 1, σ ∈ Ia, if


2k ‖Pk[S (v)]‖L∞t L2

x
≤ CK2−σkγ(a−1)

k
(σ)(1 + 22ks)−K

‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
≤ Ba+1,σ,K2−σkγ(a)

k
(σ)(1 + 22k s)−K

,

then for all S ∈ [0,∞) there holds

Ba+1,σ,K(S ) ≤ C∗(1 + ǫ1Ba,K Ba+1,σ,K(S ) + CK

a∑

l=1

sup
S∈[0,∞)

B
2
l,K+l+1(S )).

where C∗ depends only on d and emerges from the Littlewood-Paley trilinear decomposition. Then our proposition follows

by iteration. To be concrete, we make several remarks. First, in order to get the M-power decay in (3.25), it suffices to set

K0 = M + 4 and the top involved derivative order is D j+1S . Second, let us describe the iteration in a clearer way: In the first

step, one verifies

sup
S∈[0,∞)

B1,K0+ j+1(S ) ≤ CK0 , j, (3.26)

i.e. the second conditions in (ii). This was presented in Proposition 3.2. (We emphasize that in this step ǫ1 shall be sufficiently

small depending on K0 + j.) In the second step, one verifies supS∈[0,∞) B2,K0+ j(S ) ≤ CK0, j, and in the a-th step one verifies

supS∈[0,∞) Ba,K0+ j+2−a(S ) ≤ CK0 , j. This is presented as (iii) and (iv). Thus in the j-th step, we get (3.25). �

3.4 Rough dynamical separation

Recall the notations ψα
i
= 〈∂iv, eα〉, ψαi = 〈∂iv, Jeα〉, α = 1, ..., n, i = 0, ..., 2, 3, and φα

i
= ψα

i
+
√
−1ψα

i
. Here, i = 0 refers to the t

variable and i = 3 refers to the s variable.

We aim to bound connection coefficients in the localized frequency spaces. As a preparation, we first derive a suitable form

of connection coefficients. By definitions, we see

R(Eφi,Eφs) = R
(
(ℜφαi )eα + (ℑφαi )eα, (ℜφαs )eβ + (ℑφαs )eβ

)

= (φαi ∧ φ
β
s )R(eα, eβ) + (φαi · φ

β
s )R(eα, eβ).

where we denote z1 ∧ z2 = −ℑ(z1z2), z1 · z2 = ℜz1ℜz2 + ℑz1ℑz2 for complex numbers z1, z2. Thus schematically under the

frame E = {eα, eα}nα=1
we can write



(ℜ[Ai]
)γ
θ =

∑∫ ∞
s

(φα
i
⋄ φβs)〈R(eα, eβ,β)(eγ), eθ〉ds′,(ℑ[Ai]

)γ
θ
=

∑∫ ∞
s

(φα
i
⋄ φβs)〈R(eα, eβ,β)(eγ), eθ〉ds′,

(3.27)
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where ⋄ = “ ∧ ” when eβ,β = eβ, and ⋄ = “ · ” when eβ,β = eβ. For simplicity, we schematically write

Ai(s) =

∫ ∞

s

(φi ⋄ φs) 〈R(e j0 , e j1)(e j2), e j3〉ds′,

where { jc}3c=0
run in {1, ..., 2n}, and i runs in {0, 1, 2}. Recall also that φs =

∑2
l=1 Dlφl.

With abuse of notations, denote

G(s) = 〈R(e j0 , e j1)e j2 , e j3〉(s). (3.28)

for any given j0, ..., j3 ∈ {1, 2, ..., 2n}. We expand G as

〈R(e j0 , e j1)e j2 , e j3〉(s) = lim
s→∞
〈R(e j0 , e j1 )e j2 , e j3〉 −

∫ ∞

s

∂s〈R(e j0 , e j1)e j2 , e j3〉ds′

= Γ∞ −
∫ ∞

s

ψl
s(∇̃R)(el; e j0 , ..., e j3)ds′,

where Γ∞ denotes the limit part which is constant, and we used the identity ∇sep = 0 for all p = 1, ..., 2n in the last line. Here,

we view R as a type (0, 4) tensor.

With the above notations, we write

Ai(s) =
∑

j0, j1, j2, j3

∫ ∞

s

(φi ⋄ φs)Gds′, (3.29)

and G is decomposed as

G = Γ∞ −
∫ ∞

s

ψl
s(∇̃R)(el; e j0 , ..., e j3)ds′.

Of course, one can perform this separation for any time as desired. Denote

G( j) = (∇̃ jR)(e, ..., e︸︷︷︸
j

; e j0 , ..., e j3),

and

Γ∞,( j) = lim
s→∞
G( j)(s).

Then we can schematically write

G = Γ∞ −
∫ ∞

s

ψs(s1)ds1

(
Γ∞,(1) −

∫ ∞

s1

ψs(s2)ds2(Γ∞,(2) + ....)

)

For simplicity we also denote

G̃ = G − Γ∞, G̃( j) = G( j) − Γ∞,( j).

3.5 Intrinsic v.s. Extrinsic formulations in localized frequency pieces

Proposition 3.5. Let d = 2. And let u ∈ HQ(T ) satisfy

‖∂xu‖L∞t L2
x
= ǫ1 ≪ 1. (3.30)

Here, we do not require u to solve SMF. Denote v(s, t, x) the solution to heat flow with data u(t, x), and denote {φi} the corre-

sponding differential fields under the caloric gauge. Assume that {ηk(σ)} is a frequency envelope of order δ such that for all

i = 1, 2, k ∈ Z,

2σk‖φi(↾s=0)‖L∞t L2
x
≤ ηk(σ). (3.31)
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Then we have

γk(σ) . ηk(σ) (3.32)

(1 + s22k)302σk‖PkAi‖L∞t L2
x
. η

(0)

k,s
(σ). (3.33)

for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k ∈ Z. Furthermore, assume that for σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], {ηk(σ)} is a frequency envelope of order 1

2
δ such that for

all i = 1, 2, k ∈ Z, (3.31) holds. Then for any σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], k ∈ Z, one has

γ
(1)

k
(σ) . η

(1)

k
(σ) (3.34)

(1 + s22k)292σk‖PkAi‖L∞t L2
x
. η

(1)

k,s
(σ). (3.35)

Proof. Step 1.1. σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Let P : N → RN be the isometric embedding. By definition, we see

∂iv =

2n∑

l=1

ψldP(el) =

2n∑

l=1

ψl
iχ
∞
l +

2n∑

l=1

ψl
i

(
dP(el) − χ∞l

)
, (3.36)

where {χ∞
l
} are the corresponding limit of (dP)(el) as s→ ∞ which are constant vectors belonging to RN . Denote

ωk(s) =
∑

|k−k′ |≤20

‖Pk′ψi(s)‖L∞t L2
x
, νk(s) =

∑

|k−k′ |≤20

2k′‖Pk′
(
dP(el) − χ∞l

)
‖L∞t L2

x
. (3.37)

Then we see by Lemma 2.2 that

‖{νk}‖ℓ2 . ‖∂i

(
dP(el) − χ∞l

)
‖L2

x
. ‖∂iv‖L2

x
+ ‖Ai‖L2

x
. ǫ1.

Moreover, direct calculations give the inequality

‖∂L
x

(
(dP)(el) − χ∞l

)
‖L∞t L2

x
.

∑

0≤p,q≤L

∑

A
|∂α1

x φx|l1 ....|∂αp

x φx|lp |∂β1

x A|n1 ....|∂βq

x A|nq , (3.38)

whereA is the set of nonnegative indexes l1, ..., nq ∈ Z and (α1, ..., βq) ∈ Z2 × ... × Z2 which satisfy

l1(|α1| + 1) + ... + lp(|αp| + 1) + n1(|β1| + 1) + ... + nq(|βq| + 1) = L.

Suppose l1 ≥ 1, by Hölder and Lemma 2.2, we get

‖∂L
x

(
(dP)(el) − χ∞l

)
‖L2

x

. ǫ1

∑
s−

α1
2 s−(l1−1)

α1+1

2 s−
l2(α2+1)

2
−...− lp (αp+1)

2 s−
(|β1 |+1)n1

2
−...− (|βq |+1)nq

2

. ǫ1s−
L−1

2 .

Suppose that n1 ≥ 1, then we also obtain the same bound as above. Thus we arrive at

‖{(1 + s22k)Mνk(s)}‖ℓ2 .M ǫ1, (3.39)

for M ∈ Z+. Meanwhile, we see ‖(dP)(el) − χ∞l ‖L∞ . 1. Thus by [[4],(8.4)], we obtain

2k‖Pk(∂iv)‖L∞t L2
x
. 2kωk + νk

∑

k1≤k

ωk1
2k1 +

∑

k1≥k

2−2|k1−k|ωk1
2k1νk1

. (3.40)

Since when s = 0, ωk(0) ≤ 2−σkηk(σ), by slow variation of envelopes one deduces

2k‖Pk(∂iv)‖L∞t L2
x

. 2k2−σkηk(σ) + νk

∑

k1≤k

2k1+δ|k−k1|2−σk1ηk1
(σ) +

∑

k1≥k

2−2(k1−k)2δ|k1−k|2k1νk1
2−σk1ηk1

(σ)

. 2k2−σkηk(σ)(1 + ǫ1),
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for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], s = 0. Thus since {ηk(σ)} is an envelope, by the definition of {γk(σ)} we obtain

γk(σ) . ηk(σ). (3.41)

Hence, (3.32) has been done for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

].

Step 1.2. σ ∈ ( 99
100
, 5

4
]. Recall P : N →֒ RN is the given isometric embedding. Viewing dP as a section of T ∗N ⊗ TRN ,

then the connection on N induces a covariant derivative D on the bundle T ∗N ⊗ TRN . We have the identity

dP(el) − χ∞l =
∫ ∞

s

ψ
j
sDdP(e j; el)ds′. (3.42)

where we used the caloric condition ∇sel = 0 for all l = 1, ..., 2n. Similar to (3.39), direct calculations give

‖Pk(DdP(e j; el))‖L∞t L2
x
.M ǫ12−k(1 + s22k)−M (3.43)

for any M ∈ Z+, k ∈ Z.

By (3.13), we have the bound for ∂sv:

2σk+k‖Pk(∂sv)‖L∞t L2
x
. 22k

(1 + 22k s)−311k+k0≥0γk(σ) +
∑

k≤l≤−k0

γl(σ)γl

 , (3.44)

if s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1), k0 ∈ Z. And using the identity ψl
s = (dPel) · ∂sv, (3.39) and (3.44) instead yield

‖Pkψs‖L∞t L2
x
. 2k−σk

1k+k0≥0(1 + s22k)−31γk(σ) + 1k+k0≤0

∑

k≤l≤−k0

γl(σ)γl

 (3.45)

for all k ∈ Z and σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1), k0 ∈ Z.

Then applying bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition to (3.42), (3.45) and (3.43) yield for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]

(1 + s22k)302k‖Pk

(
(dP)(el) − χ∞l

)
‖L∞t L2

x
. 2−σkγk(σ) . 2−σkηk(σ), (3.46)

where we applied (3.41) in the last inequality. Then by the identity (3.36), (3.46) and bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition,

one has when s = 0

‖Pk∂iv‖L∞t L2
x
. ‖Pkψi‖L∞t L2

x
‖P≤k−4[(dP)(el) − χ∞l ]‖L∞

+ ‖Pk[(dP)(el) − χ∞l ]‖L∞t L2
x

∑

k1≤k−4

2k1‖Pk1
ψi‖L∞t L2

x

+ 2k
∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk1
ψi‖L∞t L2

x
‖Pk[(dP)(el) − χ∞l ]‖L∞t L2

x

. 2−σkηk(σ) + 2−σkηk(
3

8
)ηk(σ − 3

8
). (3.47)

Thus (3.47) gives γ(1)

k
(σ) . η(1)

k
(σ) for σ ∈ ( 99

100
, 5

4
]. Combining Step 1.1 and Step 1.2, we have proved (3.34) and (3.32).

Step 2.1. Bounds of connections for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Applying Proposition 3.1 gives

(1 + 22ks)312σk+k‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. γk(σ) (3.48)

for all σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] and s ≥ 0. Then using the identity ψl
i
= (dPel) ·∂iv and the bound (3.39), by (3.48) we infer from the bilinear

Littlewood-Paley decomposition that

2σk‖Pkφi‖L∞t L2
x
. (1 + s22k)−31ηk(σ)

for all k ∈ Z and σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Then, by (3.44), applying bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition again gives

‖Pk(φs ⋄ φi)‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk(1 + 22 j+2k)−31

(
2− j+kη− jηk(σ) + 2−2 jη− jη− j(σ)

)
(3.49)
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for j + k ≥ 0, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), σ ∈ [0, 99
100

].

Recall that Section 3.4 shows Ai can be written in the form of

Ai(s) =

∫ ∞

s

(φs ⋄ φi)Gds′. (3.50)

Direct calculations and Lemma 2.2 imply G modulate a constant part Γ∞ satisfies

2k‖PkG̃‖L∞t L2
x
.M1

(1 + s22k)−M1ǫ1, (3.51)

for all M1 ∈ Z+, k ∈ Z and s ≥ 0. Then applying bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition and (3.49) leads to

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk((φi ⋄ φs)G)‖L∞t L2
x
ds′ . 2−σk(1 + s22k)−30ηk(σ)η− j (3.52)

for all j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1) and k + j ≥ 0. Moreover, one has

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk((φi ⋄ φs)G)‖L∞t L2
x
ds′ . 2−σk

∑

k≤l≤− j

ηl(σ)ηl

for any j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1) and k + j ≤ 0.

Hence, (3.33) is done.

Step 2.2. σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
]. Recall that (3.32), (3.34) has given

γk(σ) . ηk(σ), γ
(1)

k
(σ) . η

(1)

k
(σ).

Now, we are ready to estimate Ax for σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
]. By the identity ψl

i
= (dPel) · ∂iv, the bound (3.46) and

‖Pk∂iv‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk(1 + s22k)−30η(1)

k
(σ),

one obtains by bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition that

‖Pkφi‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk(1 + s22k)−30η(1)

k
(σ), (3.53)

for any σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
], k ∈ Z, s ≥ 0. For any σ ∈ [ 99

100
, 5

4
], the proof of Proposition 3.3 yields the bound

‖Pk∂sv‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk+k

1k+ j≥0(1 + s22k)−30η
(1)

k
(σ) + 1k+ j≤0

∑

k≤l≤− j

η
(1)

l
(σ)ηl

 ,

which combined with (3.46) instead gives

‖Pkφs‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk+k

1k+ j≥0(1 + s22k)−30η
(1)

k
(σ) + 1k+ j≤0

∑

k≤l≤− j

η
(1)

l
(σ)ηl

 , (3.54)

for any k ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), j ∈ Z., σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
].

In order to apply (3.50), we also need to improve the bound of G̃ stated in (3.51). Recall the formula

G := 〈R(e j0 , e j1)(e j2), e j3〉 = Γ∞ −
∫ ∞

s

ψ
p
s (∇̃R)(ep; e j0 , ..., e j3)ds′.

By Lemma 2.2 and the direct calculations (see Step 1.1 for instance) we have the bounds:

2k‖Pk

(
(∇̃R)(el; e j0 , ..., e j3) − Γ∞,(1)

l

)
‖L∞t L2

x
.M (1 + s22k)−M (3.55)

for all M ∈ Z+, k ∈ Z. Hence one obtains by (3.45) and bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition that

2k‖Pk (G − Γ∞) ‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk(1 + s22k)−30γk(σ) (3.56)
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for any k ∈ Z, σ ∈ [0, 99
100

].

Then by (3.56), (3.54), (3.53) using trilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition as Step 2.1 with additional modifications in

the Low × High interaction of Pk((φs ⋄ φi)G̃) (see Proposition 3.2 for instance) we conclude that

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk ((φs ⋄ φi)G) ‖L∞t L2
x
ds′ . 2−σk(1 + s22k)−29η(1)

k,s
(σ)

for any k ∈ Z, σ ∈ ( 99
100
, 5

4
]. Thus, (3.35) is done. �

Lemma 3.2. Let d = 2, j, M ∈ Z+. And let u ∈ HQ(T ), and v(s, t, x) be the solution of heat flow with data u(t, x). Denote {φi}
the differential fields of v under the caloric gauge. Assume that σ ∈ [0, 1+

j

4
], and {ηk(σ)} are frequency envelopes of order 1

2 j δ

such that for all i = 1, 2, k ∈ Z,

2σk‖φi(↾s=0)‖L∞t L2
x
≤ ηk(σ). (3.57)

Then, given j, M ∈ Z+, there exists a sufficiently small constant ǫ j depending only on M, j such that if ‖∇u‖L∞t L2
x
≤ ǫ j, then we

have

γ
( j)

k
(σ) . η

( j)

k
(σ) (3.58)

for σ ∈ [0,
j

4
+ 1], k ∈ Z. Moreover, for l = 0, ..., j, we have

(1 + s22k)M‖Pkφi‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkη

( j)

k
(σ), i = 1, 2, σ ∈ [0, 1 + j/4) (3.59)

(1 + s22k)M‖Pk[d̃P](l)‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkη

( j−l)

k
(σ), σ ∈ [0, 1 + ( j − l)/4) (3.60)

(1 + s22k)M‖PkG̃(l)‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkη

( j−l)

k
(σ), σ ∈ [0, 1 + ( j − l)/4) (3.61)

(1 + s22k)M‖PkAi‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkη

( j)

k,s
(σ), σ ∈ [0, 1 + j/4) (3.62)

where we denote [dP](l) = (DldP)(e, ..., e︸︷︷︸
l

; e), and [d̃P](l) = [dP](l) − lim
s→∞

[dP](l).

Proof. The case σ ∈ [0, 5/4] has been done in Proposition 3.5. Let σ ∈ [1 + j/4, 1 + ( j + 1)/4]. The general case of (3.58)

follows by iteration. The highest covariant derivative order ofG and dP(e) one needs for the j-th iteration is j+1, and it suffices

to take the decay power M + 2 + j, i.e.,

∥∥∥∂L+1
x G( j+1)

∥∥∥
L∞t L2

x
.L, j ǫs−

L
2 ,∀L ∈ [0, M + 2 + j]

∥∥∥∂L+1
x [dP]( j+1)

∥∥∥
L∞t L2

x
.L, j ǫs−

L
2 ,∀L ∈ [0, M + 2 + j],

where we denote G(k) = (∇̃kR)(e, ..., e︸︷︷︸
k

; e, ..., e︸︷︷︸
4

), and [dP](k) = (DkdP)(e, ..., e︸︷︷︸
k

; e). These decay estimates are easy to check by

using Lemma 2.2. If these decay estimates along heat direction are verified, then (3.58) follows by repeating the arguments of

Step 2 in Proposition 3.5 for j times. Moreover, the left (3.59), (3.60), (3.61), (3.62) follow along the same path by applying

dynamical separation and iterations for j times. �

Similar to Proposition 3.5, one also have

Corollary 3.1. Let d = 2. And let v0 ∈ HQ satisfy

‖∂xv0‖L2
x
= ǫ1 ≪ 1.

• Let {dk(σ)} with k ∈ Z, σ ∈ [0, 5
4
] be frequency envelopes of order 1

2
δ satisfying

2σk+k‖Pkv0‖L2
x
≤ dk(σ). (3.63)

Denote v(s, x) the solution to heat flow with data v0, and denote {φi} the corresponding differential fields under the caloric

gauge. Then we have

‖φi(↾s=0)‖L2
x
≤ 2−σkd

(1)

k
(σ). (3.64)
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• Let j ∈ Z+. Assume that {dk(σ)} with k ∈ Z, σ ∈ [0, 1 + 1
4

j] are frequency envelopes of order 1
2 j δ. Then for ǫ1 sufficiently

small depending only on j, similar results hold with d
(1)

k
(σ) replaced by d

( j)

k
(σ).

Proof. Using (3.63) Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.3 show for σ ∈ [0, 5
4
)

(1 + s22k)302k+σk‖Pkv‖L2
x
. d

(1)

k
(σ). (3.65)

Let’s first consider σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Recall

2k‖Pk(dP(el) − χ∞l )‖L2
x
. ǫ1(1 + s22k)−29. (3.66)

Then by the identity ψl
i
= dP(el) · ∂iv, (3.65), (3.66), we obtain from the bilinear Litttlewood-Paley decomposition

‖Pk(dP(el) · ∂iv)‖L2
x

. 2−σkdk(σ)‖P≤k−4dP(el)‖L∞ + 2k
∑

k1≥k−4,|k1−k2|≤8

2−σk1 dk1
(σ)‖Pk2

dP(el)‖L∞t L2
x

+
∑

|k−k2|≤4

‖Pk2
(dP(el))‖L2

x

∑

k1≤k−4

2k1−σk1 dk1
(σ)

that for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k ∈ Z,

‖Pkψi(↾s=0)‖L2
x
. 2−σkdk(σ).

Using this σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] bound and similar arguments as before one can improve (3.66) to

2k‖Pk(dP(el) − χ∞l )‖L2
x
. 2−σkdk(σ)(1 + s22k)−29, σ ∈ [0,

99

100
],

and thus giving (3.64). The second item claimed in our corollary follows by similar arguments and Lemma 3.2. �

Lemma 3.3. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) solve S MF. And let v(s, t, x) be the solution of heat flow (3.2) with initial data u(t, x). Then given

L ∈ Z+, L ≥ 200, for any 0 ≤ σ ≤ 2L, there exist constants ǫL > 0, CL > 0, CL,T , such that if ‖∂xu‖L∞t L2
x
≤ ǫL ≪ 1, then for any

s ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, ρ = 0, 1, m = 0, 1, ..., L,

‖∂ρt ∂m
x (v − Q)‖L∞t HL

x
≤ CL,T (s + 1)−

m
2 (3.67)

(2−
1
2

k1k≤0 + 2σk)‖Pkφi‖L∞t L2
x
≤ CL(22ks + 1)−30 (3.68)

(2−
1
2

k1k≤0 + 2σk)‖PkAi‖L∞t L2
x
≤ CL(22ks + 1)−28 (3.69)

2mk‖Pk∂tφi‖L∞t L2
x
≤ CL,T (22k s + 1)−25 (3.70)

2mk‖Pk∂tAi‖L∞t L2
x
≤ CL.T (22k s + 1)−25. (3.71)

Proof. Fix arbitrary L ∈ N, L ≥ 200. Let λk(σ) be the frequency envelope

λk(σ) := sup
k′∈Z

2
− 1

2 j δ|k−k′ |
2σk′‖Pk′ (u − Q)‖L∞t L2

x
.

for σ ∈ I j ∩ [0, 2L]. And define

B̃ j,σ,K(S ) = sup
k∈Z,s∈[0,S )

[λ
( j)

k
(σ)]−1(1 + s22k)K2σk‖Pkv‖L∞t L2

x
,

for σ ∈ I j ∩ [0, 2L], j ∈ N, K ∈ Z+. By Lemma 3.1 and the fact {λ( j)

k
(σ)} are frequency envelopes, B̃ j,σ,K(S ) is well-defined for

S ≥ 0 and continuous in S with lim
S→0

B̃ j,σ,K(S ) = 1. Then applying Proposition 3.2, Proposition 3.3, Proposition 3.4 and their

arguments, we get B̃ j,σ,30(S ) . 1. Then applying similar arguments of Corollary 3.1 one obtains

2σk‖Pkφi(s = 0)|L∞t L2
x
. λ

( j)

k
(σ)
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for σ ∈ I j ∩ [0, 2L]. Then similar arguments of Proposition 3.5 yield for any σ ∈ [0, L]

2σk‖Pkφi‖L∞t L2
x
. CL(22ks + 1)−30

2σk‖PkAi‖L∞t L2
x
. CL(22ks + 1)−28

which verifies half of (3.68)-(3.69). Moreover, one has

2σk‖Pk(dPe)‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−k(1 + s22k)−30 (3.72)

for σ ∈ [0, 2L]. Let’s check the left half of (3.68)-(3.69). Recall the bounds

‖Pkv‖L2
x
. 2−σkλ

(0)

k
(σ)(1 + s22k)−30

for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Then (3.66) and bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition show that

‖Pk(φi)‖L∞t L2
x
=

2n∑

l

‖Pk(dP(el) · ∂iv)‖L∞t L2
x

. 2kλ
(0)

k
(0)(1 + s2k)−30‖P≤k−4dP(el)‖L∞ + 2k

∑

k1≥k−4,|k1−k2 |≤8

2
1
2

k1λ
(0)

k1
(
1

2
)‖Pk2

dP(el)‖L∞t L2
x

+
∑

|k−k2|≤4

‖Pk2
(dP(el))‖L2

x

∑

k1≤k−4

22k1λ
(0)

k1
(0)

. 2
k
2 (1 + s2k)−30

for any i = 1, 2, k ≤ 0. Similar arguments give

‖Pk(Ai)‖L∞t L2
x
. 2

k
2 (1 + s22k)−28 (3.73)

for any i = 1, 2, k ≤ 0. Hence, (3.68) and (3.68) have been done.

Since ∂tv = J(v)(
∑

i=1,2 Diφ) at s = 0, we observe from u ∈ HQ(T ) that

‖∂tv(↾s=0)‖L∞t Hl
x
≤ Cl,T , ∀ l ∈ N.

Thus using the smoothing estimates of heat semigroups and applying ∂t to (3.2), one obtains (3.67). From (3.67), (3.66), (3.72)

and the identity

∂l
xφ

a
t =

l∑

l1=0

∂l1
x (dP(ea))∂l−l1

x (∂tv)

we get

2mk‖Pkφt‖L∞t L2
x
. (1 + s22k)−28 ∀ 0 ≤ m ≤ L,

which further gives bounds of ‖PkAt‖L∞t L2
x
. Then applying similar bounds of Aiφi, Atφi and the identity ∂tφi = −Atφi + Diφt, we

obtain (3.70). For (3.71), we use φs = Diφi and

|∂l
x∂tAi| ≤

l∑

l1=0

∫ ∞

s

|Dl−l1
x Dtφi||Dl1

x φs|ds′ +

∫ ∞

s

|Dl−l1
x φi||Dl1

x Dtφs|ds′.

�

3.6 Additional decay estimates for dynamical caloric gauge

Proposition 3.6. Let d = 2. And let u ∈ HQ(T ) be solution of SMF. Denote v(s, t, x) the solution to heat flow with data u(t, x),

and denote {φi}2i=0
the corresponding differential fields under the caloric gauge. Assume that {βk(σ)} is a frequency envelope of

order δ such that for all i = 1, 2, k ∈ Z,

2σk‖φi(↾s=0)‖L∞t L2
x∩L4

t,x
≤ βk(σ). (3.74)
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• There exists a sufficiently small constant ǫ > 0 such that if

∑

k∈Z
|βk(0)|2 < ǫ, (3.75)

then we have for any l ∈ N

‖PkG̃(l)‖L4∩L∞t L2
x
.l 2−σk−kβk(σ)(2 + s22k)−30 (3.76)

‖Pkφs‖L4∩L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk+k

1k+ j≥0(1 + s22k)−30βk(σ) + 1k+ j≤0

∑

k≤l≤− j

βl(σ)βl

 (3.77)

(1 + s22k)292σk+k‖Pk(dP(e))‖L4 . βk(σ) (3.78)

for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), j, k ∈ Z. Furthermore, assume that for σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], {βk(σ)} is a frequency envelope

of order 1
2
δ such that for all i = 1, 2, k ∈ Z, (3.74), (3.75) hold. Then for any σ ∈ [0, 5

4
], k ∈ Z, one has

(1 + s22k)272σk‖PkAi‖L∞t L2
x
. β

(1)

k,s
(σ). (3.79)

• If {βk(σ)} is a frequency envelope of order 1
2 j δ, then similar results hold for σ ∈ [0, 1

4
j + 1) and ǫ sufficiently small

depending only on j ∈ Z+. (See Prop. 1.4 for instance )

Proof. By Proposition 3.5 and its proof, we have

(1 + s22k)312σk2k‖Pkv‖L∞t L2
x
. βk(σ). (3.80)

(1 + s22k)302σk2k‖PkS (v)‖L∞t L2
x
. βk(σ). (3.81)

‖Pkφs‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk+k

1k+ j≥0(1 + s22k)−30βk(σ) + 1k+ j≤0

∑

k≤l≤− j

βl(σ)βl

 (3.82)

(1 + s22k)302k‖Pk

(
(dP)(el) − χ∞l

)
‖L2

x
. 2−σkβk(σ) (3.83)

∑

i=1,2

(1 + s22k)292σk‖PkAi‖L∞t L2
x
. β(0)

k,s
(σ). (3.84)

for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], j, k ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), if {βk(σ)} is a frequency envelope of order δ. And Proposition 3.5 and its proof

also give similar results as above for σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], if {βk(σ)} is a frequency envelope of order 1

2
δ.

Step 1. When s = 0, using ∂iv = ψ
l
i
P(el), we get from the bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition

‖Pk( f g)‖L4 .
∑

|k−k2|≤4

‖P≤k−4 f ‖L∞t,x‖Pk2
g‖L4

xL∞t
+ 2k

∑

k1,k2≥k−4,|k1−k2 |≤8

‖Pk1
f ‖L∞t L2

x
‖Pk2

g‖L4

+
∑

k2≤k−4,|k1−k|≤4

2
1
2

k1‖Pk1
f ‖L∞t L2

x
2

1
2

k2‖Pk2
g‖L4 (3.85)

and (3.74), (3.83) that

‖Pk(∂iv)‖L4 . 2−σkβk(σ) (3.86)

for s = 0 and any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k ∈ Z. Then we turn to study the heat flow equation (1.13) to obtain

(1 + s22k)30‖Pk(∂iv)‖L4 . 2−σkβk(σ) (3.87)

for any s ≥ 0, σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k ∈ Z. In fact, define

Z1(S ) := sup
s∈[0,S ),k∈Z

1

βk(σ)
2σk(1 + s22k)30‖Pk(∂iv)‖L4 .
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Z1(S ) is well-defined, continuous and tends to 1 as S → 0 by (3.86). Using the following trilinear Littlewood-Paley decompo-

sition

2k‖PkS (v)(∂xv, ∂xv)‖L4
t,x
. 2kβ̃k

∑

k1≤k

β̃k1
2k1 +

∑

k2≥k

2−2|k−k2|22k2 β̃2
k2

+ 2
1
2

kα̃k(
∑

k1≤k

2k1 β̃k1
)2 +

∑

k2≥k

22k−k2α̃k2
β̃k2

∑

k1≤k2

2k1 β̃k1
. (3.88)

where we denote

β̃k =
∑

|k′−k|≤30

2k′‖Pk′v‖L∞t L2
x

⋂
L4

t,x
; α̃k =

∑

|k′−k|≤30

2k′‖Pk′(S (v))‖L∞t L2
x
,

using similar arguments as Proposition 3.2 we obtain by (3.81), (3.80) that

Z1(S ) . 1 + ǫZ2
1 (S )

for any S ≥ 0. Then Z1(S ) . 1 since lim
S→0

Z1(S ) = 1. Thus (3.87) follows.

Step 2. With (3.87) in hand, using the heat flow equation one obtains bounds for ‖Pk∂sv‖L4 . Then the bound of ‖Pkφs‖L4

follows by the bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition (3.85) and (3.83). By performing dynamical separation for dP(e), we

get bounds of ‖Pk(dP(e))‖L4 from ‖Pkφs‖L4 and ‖Pk(DdP(e; e))‖L∞t L2
x
. And then one obtains bounds of ‖Pk(G)‖L4 , ‖Pkφi‖L4 for

all s ≥ 0, which further yields ‖Ai‖L4 for any s ≥ 0. See Proposition 3.5 for the details. �

Outline of Proof before Iteration

One of the ingredients of proof before iteration is the framework due to [4]. The other main ingredient is the decomposition of

curvatures mentioned in Step 2 of Section 1.4. And in the technic level we need bootstrap assumption of ‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t (T ) and

ideas to improve this bound, see Step 4.1 and Step 4.2 of Section 1.4 for instance.

We outline the framework of [4] for reader’s convenience. Since the gauged equation is now not self-closed due to the

curvature terms, several key new ideas as mentioned above shall be used. But to leave the reader a whole picture, we just sketch

the framework of [4] rather than presenting all technically complex issues.

The proof is a bootstrap argument. Let σ ∈ [0, 99
100

) be given. Given L ∈ Z+, Q ∈ N , let T ∈ (0, 22L]. Assume that {ck} is an

ǫ0-frequency envelope of order δ and {ck(σ)} is another frequency envelope of order δ. Let u0 be the initial data of SMF which

satisfies

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck(σ̃)2−σ̃k, σ̃ ∈ [0,

99

100
]. (3.89)

Denote u the solution to SMF with initial data u0. Assume that u satisfies

Bootstrap I. ‖Pk∇u‖L∞t L2
x
≤ ǫ−

1
2

0
ck.

Denote v(s, t, x) the solution of heat flow with initial data u(t, x), and Ai, At, As the corresponding connection coefficients. And

denote the heat tension field by φs and the differential fields by {φi}, φt respectively. Suppose that {φi}2i=1
satisfy the bootstrap

condition at s = 0:

Bootstrap II. ‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk (T ) ≤ ǫ−
1
2

0
ck.

In Step 1, by studying the heat equations (1.15), (1.16), we prove Bootstrap I,II in fact give parabolic estimates for Ai, At

and φi,t along the heat flow direction:

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk(T ) ≤ ck(σ)2−σk(1 + s22k)−4, σ ∈ [0,
99

100
]

‖Pkφt(s)‖L4
t,x
≤ ck(σ)2−σk(1 + s22k)−2, σ ∈ [0,

99

100
].

‖PkAi ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
≤ ck(σ)2−σk, σ ∈ [0,

99

100
]

‖PkAt ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. ǫ0.

30



In Step 2, by studying the Schrödinger equations (1.17), we prove Bootstrap I, II indeed yield improved estimates for φi

along the Schrödinger flow direction:

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk(T ) . ck(σ)2−σk, σ ∈ [0,
99

100
].

In Step 3, we prove

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk (T ) . ck (3.90)

with Bootstrap I, II dropped.

4 Evolution of SMF solutions along the heat direction

4.1 Parabolic Estimates for differential fields

The main result of this section is the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let {bk} be a ε-frequency envelope. Assume that for i = 1, 2, there hold

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Fk (T ) ≤ bk(σ)2−σk, σ ∈ [0,
99

100
] (4.1)

‖Pkφt ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−(σ−1)k, σ ∈ [0,

99

100
]. (4.2)

and

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk (T ) ≤ ε−
1
2 bk(1 + s22k)−4. (4.3)

Then if ε > 0 is sufficiently small, for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] one has

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk (T ) . bk(σ)2−σk(1 + s22k)−4 (4.4)

‖PkAi ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−σk, i = 1, 2. (4.5)

‖Pkφt(s)‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−(σ−1)k(1 + 22k s)−2

‖PkAt ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. εbk(σ)2−σk, σ ∈ [

1

100
,

99

100
] (4.6)

‖PkAt ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. ε2, σ ∈ [0,

99

100
].

Remark. Assumption (4.3) can be dropped. It suffices to apply Sobolev embeddings, Lemma 3.3 and [[4], Page 1463]’s

argument.

4.2 Proof of Proposition 4.1

Now we turn to prove the parabolic estimates in Proposition 4.1.

Denote

h(k) = sup
s≥0

(1 + s22k)4

2∑

i=1

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk (T ). (4.7)

Define the corresponding envelope by

hk(σ) = sup
k′∈Z

2σk′2−δ|k
′−k|h(k′). (4.8)

Assume that

2
1
2

k‖Pk(G̃(1))‖L4
x L∞t (T ) ≤ ε−

1
4 hk[(1 + 22k s)−91 j+k≥0 + 1 j+k≤02δ|k+ j|] (4.9)

for any s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), k, j ∈ Z.
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Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.1 and (4.9), for any k ∈ Z, s ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, we have

‖Pk(Ai(s))‖
Fk(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
. 2−σk(1 + s22k)−4hk,s(σ), (4.10)

where the sequences {hk,s} when 22k0−1 ≤ s < 22k0+1, k0 ∈ Z are defined by

hk,s (σ) =



2k+k0h−k0
hk(σ) if k + k0 > 0

−k0∑

l=k

hlhl(σ) if k + k0 6 0.
(4.11)

Proof. By assumption (4.3) of Proposition 4.1 and noticing {bk} is a ε-envelope, we have

‖{hk}‖2ℓ2 ≤ ε. (4.12)

In order to prove (4.10), let B1 denote the smallest number in [1,∞) for which it holds for all σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], s ≥ 0, k ∈ Z,

i = 1, 2,

‖Pk(Ai(s))‖
Fk(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
≤ B12−σk(1 + s22k)−4hk,s(σ). (4.13)

Recall that Section 3.4 shows Ai is schematically written as

Ai(s) =
∑

j0, j1, j2, j3

∫ ∞

s

(φi ⋄ φs) 〈R(e j0 , e j1 )(e j2), e j3〉ds′, (4.14)

where { jc}3c=0
run in {1, ..., 2n}, and i runs in {1, 2}. Recall also that φs =

∑2
l=1 Dlφl. Applying Pk to (4.14) we have

‖Pk(Ai(s))‖
Fk(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )

≤
∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

∫ ∞

s

∥∥∥Pk[Pk1
(φi ⋄ φs) Pk2

〈R(e j0 , e j1)(e j2), e j3〉]
∥∥∥

Fk (T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )
ds′

+
∑

|k1−k|≤4

∫ ∞

s

∥∥∥Pk[Pk1
(φi ⋄ φs) P≤k−4〈R(e j0 , e j1 )(e j2), e j3〉]

∥∥∥
Fk(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
ds′

+
∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

∫ ∞

s

∥∥∥Pk[Pk1
(φi ⋄ φs) Pk2

〈R(e j0 , e j1 )(e j2), e j3〉]
∥∥∥

Fk(T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )
ds′. (4.15)

The above three subcases according to their order are usually called (a) High × High→ Low, (b) High × Low→ High, (c)

Low × High→ High.

Case b. High× Low→ High. In [[4], Lemma 5.2, Page 1470], the authors have proved

2∑

i=1

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk (φi ⋄ φs)‖
Fk (T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
ds′ . εB12−σk(1 + s22k)−4hk,s(σ). (4.16)

with slightly different notations. Thus in the case (b), by (8.5) and applying the trivial bound

‖〈R(e j0 , e j1)(e j2), e j3〉‖L∞t,s,x . K(N), (4.17)

to the P≤k part and (4.16) to the Pk1
part, we obtain that

∑

|k1−k|≤4

∫ ∞

s

∥∥∥∥Pk

(
Pk1

(φi ⋄ φs)P≤k−4〈R(e j0 , e j1 )e j2 , e j3〉
)∥∥∥∥

Fk(T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )

. εB12−σk(1 + s22k)−4hk,s(σ). (4.18)
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Step 2. Refined Dynamic Separation. For the Low × High and High × High part, we need to further decompose the

curvature term. The dynamic separation performed in Section 3.4 also needs to be refined. Recall the notation

G(s) = 〈R(e j0 , e j1)e j2 , e j3〉(s),

for any given j0, ..., j3 ∈ {1, ..., 2n}, and the decomposition of G in Section 3.4. Thus using ψs =
∑

i=1,2(∂i + Ai)ψi, after the

second time dynamic separation G can be decomposed into

G(s) = 〈R(e j0 , e j1)e j2 , e j3〉(s) (4.19)

= Γ∞ − Γ∞,(1)

l

∫ ∞

s

ψl
s(s̃)ds̃ −

∫ ∞

s

ψl
s(s̃)

(∫ ∞

s̃

ψ
p
s (s′)(∇̃2R)(el, ep; e j0 , ..., e j3)ds′

)
ds̃. (4.20)

:= Γ∞ +U00 +U01 +UI +UII .

where we denote

U00 := −Γ∞,(1)

l

∫ ∞

s

2∑

i=1

(∂iψi)ds′

U01 := −
∫ ∞

s

2∑

i=1

(∂iψi)
l
(
(∇̃R)(el; e j0 , ..., e j3) − Γ∞,(1)

l

)
ds′

UI := −Γ∞,(1)

l

∫ ∞

s

2∑

i=1

(Aiψi)
lds′

UII := −
∫ ∞

s

2∑

i=1

(Aiψi)
l(s̃)

(∫ ∞

s̃

ψ
p
s (s′)(∇̃2R)(el, ep; e j0 , ..., e j3)ds′

)
ds̃

= −
∫ ∞

s

2∑

i=1

(Aiψi)
l(s̃)

(
(∇̃R)(el; e j0 , ..., e j3) − Γ∞,(1)

l

)
ds̃.

It is easy to prove

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫ ∞

22k0−1

2∑

i=1

(∂iψi)ds′

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Fk (T )

. 2−σkhk(σ)(1k0+k≤02−k + 1k0+k≥022k0+k)(1 + 22k0+2k)−4. (4.21)

And recall that [[4], Lemma 5.2] has shown for s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+2) there holds

‖Pk(φi ⋄ φs)(s)‖
Fk (T )∩S

1
2

k
(T )

(4.22)

.


2−σk(1 + 22k s)−4

(̃
hk,s(σ) + B1ε2−2 jhk,s(σ)

)
, if k + j ≥ 0

2−σk
(̃
hk,s(σ) + B1ε2−2 jh− jh− j(σ)

)
, if k + j ≤ 0

(4.23)

where h̃k,s(σ) is defined by

h̃k,s(σ) = 2− jh− j

(
2khk(σ) + 2− jh− j(σ)

)
.

Then repeating the bilinear estimates [Lemma 5.1, [4]], we have

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk(U00(φs ⋄ φi))‖
Fk (T )

⋂
S

1
2

k
(T )

ds′ . (1 + εB1)2−σkhk,s(σ)(1 + 22k0+2k)−4. (4.24)

The Γ∞ part

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk(Γ∞(φs ⋄ φi))‖
Fk (T )

⋂
S

1
2

k
(T )

ds′ . (1 + εB1)2−σkhk,s(σ)(1 + 22k0+2k)−4
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follows by directly applying Lemma 5.2 of [[4]], since Γ∞ is just a constant.

Recall the notation G̃(1) = (∇̃R)(e; e j0 , e j1 , e j2 , e j3 ) − Γ∞,(1). ForU01, applying (3.76) which says

2k‖PkG̃(1)‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkhk(σ)(1 + 22k s)−30, (4.25)

and (4.9) which says for s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1)

2
k
2 ‖PkG̃(1)‖L4

x L∞t
. 2−σkhk(σ)[(1 + 22k s)−91 j+k≥0 + 2δ| j+k|1k+ j≤0], (4.26)

we obtain by Lemma 4.2 that

‖Pk

(
(∂iψi)G̃(1)

)
‖Fk (T )

.
∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖Pk1
∂iφi‖Fk1

(T )‖P≤k−4G̃(1)‖L∞ +
∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

2
k1
2 ‖Pk1

∂iφi‖Fk1
(T )‖Pk2

G̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t

+
∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

2k1‖Pk1
∂iφi‖Fk1

(T )‖Pk2
G̃(1)‖L4

+
∑

|k2−k1 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk1
∂iφi‖Fk1

(T )(‖Pk2
G̃(1)‖L∞ + 2

1
2

k1‖Pk2
G̃(1)‖L4

x L∞t
).

Thus by the slow variation of envelopes we further have

‖Pk

(
(∂iψi)G̃(1)

)
‖Fk (T ) . 2−σkhk(σ)

(
1k+ j≥02k(1 + 22k+2 j)−4 + 1k+ j≤02− j2δ| j+k|)

for s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), k, j ∈ Z. Notice that the large constant ε−
1
4 is absorbed by ‖{hk}‖ℓ∞ . ε

1
2 . And notice that in the Low × High

interaction of (∂iψi)G̃(1) it is possible to deduce 2−σk for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] from ∂iψi due to fact that the series
∑

k1≤k−4 22k−σkhk(σ) is

summable for σ < 2. Thus for s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1) summing the above formula in j ≥ k0 yields

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk

(
(∂iψi)G̃(1)

)
‖Fk (T )ds′ . 2−σkhk(σ)

(
1k+k0≥02k+2k0(1 + 22k+2k0)−4 + 1k+k0≤02−k

)

which is the same as (4.21). Thus (4.22) and bilinear estimates give

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk(U01(φs ⋄ φi))‖
Fk (T )

⋂
S

1
2

k
(T )

ds′ . (1 + εB1)2−σkhk,s(σ)(1 + 22k0+2k)−4.

Therefore, it remains to estimateUI ,UII .

Step 3. Prove our lemma with a bootstrap condition. We first prove our lemma with additional bootstrap condition. And

in the final step we will drop the bootstrap condition and finish the whole proof.

Bootstrap Assumption A. Assume that for all k, j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), there holds

‖PkUI‖
Fk (T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
≤ ε− 1

2 (1 + 2k+ j)−7Tk, jhkc∗0 (4.27)

‖PkUII‖Fk (T ) ≤ ε−
1
2 (1 + 2k+ j)−7Tk, jhkc∗0, (4.28)

where c∗
0

:= ‖{hk}‖ℓ2 and we denote

Tk, j = 1k+ j≤02−k + 1k+ j≥02 j. (4.29)

Our aim for this step is to prove B1 defined by (4.15) satisfies

B1 . 1 + εB1,

assuming Bootstrap Assumption A.

For s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), j ∈ Z, (4.27) and (4.28) showU := UI +UII satisfies

2k(1 + 2k+ j)6‖PkU‖Fk (T ) . 1. (4.30)
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Case a. High × High→ Low. The bound (4.30) suffices to control the High × High interaction. For k + k0 ≥ 0, applying

the bounds (4.30), (4.22) and (8.4) of Lemma 8.2 with ω = 1
2
, one obtains that in High × High case

∑

j≥k0

∫ 22 j+1

22 j−1

∑

|k1−k2|≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

∥∥∥Pk

(
Pk1

(φi ⋄ φs) Pk2
U)∥∥∥

Fk (T )∩S
1
2

k
(T )

ds′

. 2−σk
∑

j≥k0

∑

k1≥k−4

2
k−k1

2 (1 + 22k1+2 j)−6h− j

(
2k1+ jhk1

(σ) + h− j(σ)
)

+ 2−σk
∑

j≥k0

∑

k1≥k−4

2
k−k1

2 B1ε(1 + 22k1+2 j)−6hk1,22 j(σ) (4.31)

which by slow variation of envelopes is further bounded by

2−σk
∑

j≥k0

∑

k1≥k−4

2
k−k1

2 (1 + 2k1+ j)−102δ| j−k0|h−k0
hk(σ)

(
2k1+ j+δ|k1−k| + 2δ|k+ j|)

+ 2−σk
∑

j≥k0

∑

k1≥k−4

2
k−k1

2 B1ε(1 + 2k1+ j)−102δ| j−k0|2δ|k1−k|h−k0
hk(σ).

Since k1 + j & k + j ≥ k + k0 ≥ 0, it is easy to see the above formula is acceptable by
∑

j≥k0

2−σk(1 + εB1)h−k0
hk(σ)2δ| j−k0|2δ|k+ j|(1 + 2k+ j)−8

. (1 + εB1)2−σkh−k0
hk(σ)2k0+k(1 + 2k+k0)−8.

Therefore, the k + k0 ≥ 0 case has been done for the High × High interaction.

Assume k + k0 ≤ 0. Applying the bounds (4.22), (4.30) with σ = 0 and (8.4) of Lemma 8.2 with ω = 1
2
, for j + k ≤ 0, by

slow variation of envelopes we have

∑

k0≤ j≤−k

∫ 22 j+1

22 j−1

∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

∥∥∥Pk

(
Pk1

(φi ⋄ φs)Pk2
U)∥∥∥

Fk (T )∩S
1
2

k
(T )

ds′

.
∑

k0≤ j≤−k

∑

k1≥k−4

2
k−k1

2 2−σk1 (1 + 22k1+2 j)−6h− j

(
2k1+ jhk1

(σ) + h− j(σ)
)

+ B1ε2−σk
∑

k0≤ j≤−k


∑

k−4≤k1≤− j

2
k−k1

2 h− jh− j(σ) +
∑

k1≥− j

2
k−k1

2 (1 + 22 j+2k1)−4hk1,22 j (σ)



.
∑

k0≤ j≤−k

2−σk(1 + εB1)h− jh− j(σ).

Therefore, for k0 + k ≤ 0, the High × High part is bounded by

∑

j≥k0

∫ 2 j+1

2 j−1

∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk(Pk1
(φi ⋄ φs)Pk2

U)‖
Fk (T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
dτ

.
∑

k0≤ j≤−k

C(1 + 2k+ j)−122−σkh− jh− j(σ)2(1±δ)(k+ j) +
∑

j≥−k

(...) (4.32)

. (1 + B1ε)
∑

k0≤ j≤−k

2−σkh− jh− j(σ) + (1 + B1ε)2−σkhkhk(σ)

.
∑

k0≤ j≤−k

(1 + B1ε)2−σkh− jh− j(σ).

where the
∑

j≥−k(...) part in (4.32) is bounded by (1+B1ε)2−σkhkhk(σ) via directly using results of the k+k0 ≥ 0 case. Therefore,

we conclude that

∑

j≥k0

∫ 2 j+1

2 j−1

∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk(Pk1
(φi ⋄ φs)Pk2

U)‖
Fk (T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
dτ

. (1 + εB1)2−σk(1 + 2 j+k)−8hk,s(σ).
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Case c. Low × High→ High. In Case c, we assume |k − k2| ≤ 4 and k ≥ k1 + 4, i.e. Low × High→ High. We applied the

bound

‖Pk( fk1
gk2

)‖
Fk

⋂
S

1
2
k

. 2k1‖Pk1
f ‖

Fk1

⋂
S

1
2
k1

‖Pk2
g‖Fk2

(T ),

provided that |k − k2| ≤ 20. To avoid too long formula, we recall the notation

Tk, j = (1k+ j≥02 j + 1k+ j≤02−k).

Thus by (4.22), (4.27) and (4.28), for j ≥ k0, σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], we obtain that the Low × High→ High part is bounded by

∑

j≥k0

∫ 22 j+1

22 j−1

∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

‖Pk

(
Pk1

(φs ⋄ φi)Pk2
U) ‖

Fk (T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )

.
∑

j≥k0

∑

|k−k2|≤4

∑

k1≤k−4

∫ 22 j+1

22 j−1

2k1‖Pk1
(φs ⋄ φi)‖

Fk1

⋂
S

1
2
k1

(T )
‖Pk2

(U)‖Fk2
(T )

.
∑

j≥k0

hkTk, j(1 + 2 j+k)−7
∑

k1≤k

2k1−σk1 h− j

(
2k1+ jhk1

(σ) + h− j(σ)
)

(1 + 2k1+ j)
−7

+
∑

j≥k0

hkTk, j(1 + 2 j+k)−7B1ε1k+ j≥0

∑

k1≤− j

2k1−σk1 h− jh− j(σ)

+
∑

j≥k0

hkTk, j(1 + 2 j+k)−7B1ε1k+ j≥0

∑

− j≤k1≤k

2k1−σk1 2k1+ jh− jhk1
(σ)(1 + 2k1+ j)

−7

+
∑

j≥k0

hkTk, j(1 + 2 j+k)−7B1ε1k+ j≤0

∑

k1≤k

2k1−σk1 h− jh− j(σ).

Therefore, for k + k0 ≥ 0 we conclude

∑

j≥k0

∫ 22 j+1

22 j−1

∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

‖Pk

(
Pk1

(φs ⋄ φi)Pk2
U) ‖

Fk (T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )

. 2−σk
∑

j≥k0

(1 + B1ε)(1 + 2k+ j)−72δ| j−k0|h−k0
hk(σ)

. 2−σk (1 + B1ε) (1 + 22k+2 j)−4hk,22k0 (σ).

And for k + k0 ≤ 0, we also have

∑

j≥k0

∑

|k2−k|≤8,k1≤k

∫ 22 j+1

22 j−1

‖Pk

(
Pk1

(φs ⋄ φi)Pk2
U) ‖

Fk (T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )

. 2−σk
(
1 + B1ε

1
2

)
(1 + 22k+2 j)−4hk,22k0 (σ).

Thus the Low × High part has been done forU as well.

Therefore, combining the three cases, we summarize

‖Pk(Ai(s))‖
Fk

⋂
S

1
2
k

. (ε
1
2 B1 + 1)2−σk(1 + 2k+k0)−8hk,22k0 (σ). (4.33)

Then (4.33) shows

B1 . ε
1
2 B1 + 1. (4.34)

Hence B1 . 1. So, we have obtained our lemma for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] with assuming Bootstrap Assumption A.

Step 4. In this step, we prove our lemma remains valid as if we drop the Bootstrap condition A in (4.28), (4.27). First, we

prove a claim.
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Claim A. If (4.27)-(4.28) hold, then for all k, j ∈ Z, σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1),

‖PkUI‖
Fk2

(T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )
≤ c∗02−σk(1 + 2k+ j)−7Tk, jhk(σ) (4.35)

‖PkUII‖Fk2
(T ) ≤ c∗02−σk(1 + 2k+ j)−7Tk, jhk(σ). (4.36)

Recall the definition ofUI

UI = −Γ∞,(1)

l

∫ ∞

s

∑

i=1,2

(Aiψi)
l(s′)ds′,

For UII , it is better to use

UII = −
∫ ∞

s

∑

i=1,2

(Aiψi)
p(s′)

[
(∇̃R)(ep; e j0 , e j1 , e j2 , e j3) − Γ∞,(1)

p

]
ds′.

Recall the notation

G̃(1) = (∇̃R)(e; e j0 , ..., e j3) − Γ∞,(1).

Moreover, we have by (3.76) and c∗
0

:= ‖{hk}‖ℓ2 that

‖Pk(G̃(1))(s)‖L∞t,x . 2−σkhk(σ)(1 + s22k)−20, ∀σ ∈ [0,
99

100
]. (4.37)

Thus in order to prove Claim A forUII , it suffices to prove

∫ ∞

s

‖(Aiψi)G̃(1)‖Fk (T )ds′ . (1 + 2k s
1
2 )−7c∗0Tk, j. (4.38)

The bound claimed for UI is easier to verify. Since now B1 . 1, applying bilinear Lemma 8.2 to Aiψi, one has for j + k ≥ 0,

s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1)

‖(Aiψi)‖
Fk(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k1

(T )
(4.39)

.

(
1k+ j≥02− j + 1k+ j≤02

k− j

2

)
(1 + 22k+2 j)−42−σkc∗0hk,s(σ).

Summing the above formula w.r.t. j ≥ k0, we get

∫ ∞

s

‖Aiψi‖
Fk (T )∩S

1
2

k
(T )

ds′ . c∗02−σkTk,k0
(1 + 2k0+k)−7hk(σ). (4.40)

Thus Claim A has been verified forUI .

ForUII , we will use the following inequality (see (4.47))

‖Pk(Pk1
f Pk2

g)‖Fk(T ) . ‖Pk2
g‖L∞x ‖Pk1

f ‖
Fk1

(T )
⋂

S
1
2
k1

(T )
.

Then by Littlewood-Paley bilinear decomposition,

‖Pk((Aiψi)G̃(1))‖Fk (T ) .
∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖Pk1
(Aiψi)‖

Fk1
(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k1

(T )
‖P≤k−4G̃(1)‖L∞

+
∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk1
(Aiψi)‖

Fk1
(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k1

(T )
‖Pk2
G̃(1)‖L∞

+
∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

‖Pk1
(Aiψi)‖

Fk1
(T )

⋂
S

1
2

k1
(T )
‖Pk2
G̃(1)‖L∞ .

37



Thus by (4.39), the High × Low part of (Aiψi)G̃(1) is dominated by

∑

|k−k1 |≤4

‖Pk(Pk1
(Aiψi)P≤k−4G̃(1))‖Fk (T )

. c∗02−σk
(
1k+ j≤02

k− j

2
+δ|k+ j|hk(σ) + 1k+ j≥02− j(1 + 2k+ j)−7hk(σ)h− j

)
.

Summing in j ≥ k0 yields

∑

j≥k0

22 j
∑

|k−k1|≤4

‖Pk(Pk1
(Aiψi)P≤kG̃(1))‖Fk (T )

. c∗02−σkhk(σ)
(
1k+k0≥02k0 (1 + 2k+k0)−7 + 1k+k0≤02−k

)
.

Using (4.37) and (4.39), the High × High part of (Aiψi)G̃(1) is dominated by

∑

|k2−k1 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk(Pk1
(Aiψi)Pk2

G̃(1))‖Fk (T )

. c∗01k+ j≥0

∑

k1≥k−4

2−σk1 (1 + 22 j+2k)−72k1hk1
(σ)

+ c∗01k+ j≤0


∑

k−4≤k1≤− j

2
k1− j

2 2δ|k1+ j|2−σk1 hk1
(σ) +

∑

k1≥− j

2−σk1 (1 + 22 j+2k)−72k1 hk1
(σ)



. c∗01k+ j≥02− j(1 + 2 j+k)−102−σkhk(σ) + c∗01k+ j≤02− j2δ|k+ j|2−σkhk(σ).

Summing in j ≥ k0 also gives

∑

j≥k0

22 j
∑

|k2−k1|≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk(Pk1
(Aiψi)Pk2

G̃(1))‖Fk (T )

. c∗02−σk1k+k0≥02k0(1 + 2k+k0)−7hk(σ) + c∗01k+k0≤02−k2−σkhk(σ).

Then using (4.37), the Low × High part of (Aiψi)G̃(1) is bounded as

∑

|k−k2|≤4,k1≤k−4

‖Pk(Pk1
(Aiψi)Pk2

G̃(1))‖Fk(T )

. hk(σ)2−σk1k+ j≤0

∑

k1≤k

hk1
2

1
2

(k1− j)2δ|k1+ j|

+ hk(σ)2−σk(1 + 22 j+2k)−201k+ j≥0


∑

− j≤k1≤k

hk1
2k1(1 + 22 j+2k1)−4



+ hk(σ)2−σk(1 + 22 j+2k)−201k+ j≥0


∑

k1≤− j

hk1
2

k1− j

2 2δ|k1+ j|


. c∗02−σk1k+ j≥02− j(1 + 2 j+k)−72−σkhk(σ) + c∗02−σk1k+ j≤02
k− j

2 2δ|k+ j|2−σkhk(σ).

Summing in j ≥ k0 as well yields

∑

j≥k0

22 j
∑

|k−k2 |≤4,k1≤k+4

‖Pk(Pk1
(Aiψi)Pk2

G̃(1))‖Fk (T )

. c∗02−σk1k+k0≥02k0(1 + 2k+k0)−7hk(σ) + c∗01k+k0≤02−k2−σkhk(σ).

Thus back to the LHS of (4.38), we conclude if (4.28) holds, then

‖PkUII‖Fk (T ) . c∗02−σk1k+k0≥02k0(1 + 2k+k0)−7hk(σ) + c∗01k+k0≤02−k2−σkhk(σ).

Particularly (4.28) holds, thus proving Claim A.
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Now we are ready to prove our lemma with (4.27) and (4.28) being dropped. Define the function on T ′ ∈ [0, T ]

Φ(T ′) =
∑

{ jc}⊂{1,...,2n}
sup
k, j∈Z

sup
s∈[22 j−1,22 j+1]

(c∗0)−1(1 + 2k2
s
2 )7T−1

k, j h
−1
k

× (‖PkUI‖Fk (T ′) + ‖PkUII‖Fk (T ′)
)
.

Using Lemma 3.3 and Sobolev embeddings, we find that Φ(T ′) is a continuous function in T ′ ∈ [0, T ]. Then in order to prove

our lemma, it suffices to proveΦ . 1. It is easy to see Φ is also an increasing continuous function on T ′ ∈ [0, T ]. And Claim A

shows

Φ(T ′) ≤ ε− 1
2 =⇒ Φ(T ′) . 1.

Hence it suffices to verify

lim
T ′→0
Φ(T ′) . 1.

This reduces to prove for all j, k ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1)

∑

{ jc}⊂{1,...,2n}

∥∥∥∥∥Pk

∫ ∞

s

(Aiψi)
q
[
(∇̃R)(eq; e j0 , ..., e j3) − Γ∞,(1)

q

]∥∥∥∥∥
L2

x

+

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk(Aiψi)‖L2
x
ds′

. c∗0(1 + 2k2
s
2 )−7Tk, jhk,

where all these fields ψi, matrices Ai are associated with the heat flow with initial data u0. This can be proved by applying

results of Section 3. In fact, by the definition of hk(σ) one has

2σk‖φi ↾s=0 ‖L∞t L2
x
≤ hk(σ),

if σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Then by Proposition 3.5 with ηk(σ) = hk(σ) we get

(1 + 22k s)29‖PkAi(s)‖L∞t L2
x
≤ 2−σkhk,s(σ). (4.41)

And proof of Proposition 3.5 shows

(1 + 22k s)30‖Pkψi(s)‖L∞t L2
x
≤ 2−σkhk(σ). (4.42)

if σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Then by (4.42), (4.41) and bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition, one obtains

(1 + 22k s)28

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk(Aiψi)‖L∞t L2
x
ds′ . ‖{hk}‖ℓ2 Tk, jhk(σ)2−σk

for s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), k, j ∈ Z. The left is to prove

(1 + 22ks)28

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk[AiψiG̃(1)]‖L∞t L2
x
ds′ . ‖{hk}‖ℓ2 Tk, jhk(σ)2−σk, σ ∈ [0,

99

100
]. (4.43)

This follows by (4.41), (4.42), (3.55) and bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition as well. �

Remark 4.1. Checking the proof of Lemma 4.1, we see the range of σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] was only used in the Low × High interaction

of (∂iψi)G̃(1), (Aiψi)(UI +UII ) of Step 2 and Step 3 respectively.

Lemma 4.2. If |k1 − k| ≤ 4, then

‖Pk(Pk1
f P≤k−4g)‖Fk(T ) . ‖Pk1

g‖Fk1
(T )‖P≤k−4g‖L∞ . (4.44)

If |k2 − k1| ≤ 8, k1, k2 ≥ k − 4, then

‖Pk(Pk1
f Pk2

g)‖Fk(T ) . ‖Pk1
f ‖Fk1

(T )(‖Pk2
g‖L∞ + 2

1
2

k2‖Pk2
g‖L4

xL∞t
). (4.45)

If |k2 − k| ≤ 4, k1 ≤ k − 4, then

‖Pk(Pk1
f Pk2

g)‖Fk(T ) . 2
k1
2 ‖Pk1

f ‖Fk1
(T )‖Pk2

g‖L4
xL∞t
+ 2k1‖Pk1

f ‖Fk1
(T )‖Pk2

g‖L4 . (4.46)

For any k1, k2, k ∈ Z, one has

‖Pk(Pk1
f Pk2

g)‖Fk(T ) . ‖Pk1
f ‖

Fk1
(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k1

(T )
‖Pk2

g‖L∞ . (4.47)
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Proof. (4.44) has been given in [4]. And (4.45) follows by Hölder and [(3.17), [4]] which says

‖Pk f ‖Fk (T ) . ‖Pk f ‖L2
x L∞t
+ ‖Pk f ‖L4

t,x
.

(4.46) follows by the same reason with additionally using Bernstein inequality. Moreover, by definition

‖Pk f ‖L4
t,x
≤ ‖ f ‖Fk (T ), ‖Pk f ‖L2

x L∞t
≤ ‖ f ‖

S
1
2

k
(T )
.

Thus one obtains

‖Pk(Pk1
f Pk2

g)‖Fk(T ) . ‖Pk1
f Pk2

g‖L2
xL∞t
+ ‖Pk1

f Pk2
g‖L4

t,x

.
(
‖Pk1

f ‖L2
x L∞t
+ ‖Pk1

f ‖L4
t,x

)
‖Pk2

g‖L∞
. ‖Pk2

g‖L∞‖Pk1
f ‖

Fk1
(T )

⋂
S

1
2

k1
(T )
.

�

The proof of Lemma 4.1 yields

Corollary 4.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.1 and (4.9), for s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1], σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], j, k ∈ Z, there holds

‖Pk(G̃)‖Fk (T ) . 2−σkhk(σ)Tk, j(1 + 2 j+k)−7.

where Tk, j is defined by (4.29). When s = 0, we have

‖Pk(G̃) ↾s=0 ‖Fk (T ) . 2−σkhk(σ)2−k.

Proof. Lemma 4.1 gives

‖Pk(U00)‖Fk(T ) + ‖Pk(U01)‖Fk (T ) . 2−σkhk(σ)Tk, j(1 + 2 j+k)−7

‖PkUI‖
Fk (T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
. 2−σkTk, jhk(σ)(1 + 2 j+k)−7

‖PkUII‖Fk (T ) . 2−σkTk, jhk(σ)(1 + 2 j+k)−7.

Then our corollary follows by the decomposition

G̃ = G − Γ∞ = U00 +U01 +UI +UII ,

and the inequality (1 + 2 j+k)−1Tk, j ≤ 2−k for all j, k ∈ Z. �

4.3 Evolution of differential fields along the heat flow

Recall the evolution equation for φi along the heat flow:

(∂s − ∆)φi = Ki

Ki := 2

2∑

j=1

∂ j(A jφi) +

2∑

j=1

(A2
j − ∂ jA j)φi +

2∑

j=1

φ j ⋄ φi ⋄ φ jG. (4.48)

Now we control the nonlinearities in the above equations.

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.1 and (4.9), for all s ∈ [0,∞), i = 1, 2 and σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], we have

‖
∫ s

0

e(s−τ)∆PkKi(τ)dτ‖Fk(T ) . ε(1 + s22k)−42−σkhk(σ). (4.49)
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Proof. First, we consider the quartic term G(φi ⋄ φ j) ⋄ φ j in Ki. [[4], (5.25)] have proved that for τ ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1)

‖Pk

(
φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl

)
(τ)‖

Fk (T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )
. ε2−σk22k(1 + 22k+2 j)−4

[
hk(σ) + 2−

3
2

(k+ j)h− j(σ)
]
. (4.50)

Recall that G = G̃ + Γ∞. The constant part follows by (4.50). By bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition we have

‖Pk

(
φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φlG̃

)
‖Fk (T )

.

|k1−k2|≤8∑

k1≥k−4

‖Pk1

(
φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl

)
Pk2
G̃‖Fk (T ) +

|k2−k|≤4∑

k1≤k−4

‖Pk1

(
φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl

)
Pk2
G̃‖Fk (T )

+
∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖Pk1

(
φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl

)
P≤k−4G̃‖Fk(T )

For the High × Low term, directly applying ‖G̃‖L∞t,x ≤ K(N) gives

‖Pk1

(
φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl

)
P≤k−4G̃‖Fk (T ) . ‖Pk

(
φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl

)
‖

Fk (T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )

. ε2−σk22k(1 + 22k+2 j)−4
[
hk(σ) + 2−

3
2

(k+ j)h− j(σ)
]
.

For the High × High term, denotingV := φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl, Corollary 4.1 and (8.4) show

∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk1

(
φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl

)
Pk2
G‖Fk (T )

.
∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

2
k1+k

2 ‖Pk1
V‖Fk1

(T )
⋂

S ω
k1

(T )‖Pk2
G‖Fk2

(T )

.
∑

k1≥k,|k1−k2 |≤2

2
k1+k

2 2−σk1+2k1 (1 + 2k1+ j)−15
[
hk1

(σ) + 2−
3
2

(k1+ j)h− j(σ)
]

Tk1, jhk1
. (4.51)

If k + j ≥ 0, then by slow variation of envelopes, (4.51) is bounded by

23k+ j2−σk(1 + 2k+ j)−14hk(σ)hk.

If k + j ≤ 0, using (1 + 2k1+ j)−1Tk1, j ≤ 2−k1 for all k1 ∈ Z, (4.51) is dominated by

2
k
2
− 3 j

2 hk(σ)hk2δ| j+k|.

Therefore, for the High × High interaction, we have if s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1) then

∑

|k1−k2|≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk1

(
φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl

)
Pk2
G̃‖Fk (T ) . 2−σk− 3

2
j2

1
2

k2δ| j+k|hkhk(σ)(1 + 22k+2 j)−5. (4.52)

To finish estimates for the High × High interaction, we turn to verify the corresponding part in (4.49). We use (4.52) to verify

(4.49). Let s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1) with k0 ∈ Z fixed. For k + k0 ≤ 0, by (2.8) one has

‖
∫ s

0

e(s−τ)∆
∑

k1≥k−4,|k1−k2 |≤8

Pk(Pk1
VPk2

G̃)dτ‖Fk(T )

.
∑

j≤k0

∫ 22 j+1

22 j−1

∑

k1≥k−4,|k1−k2|≤8

‖Pk(Pk1
Vpk2

G̃)‖Fk(T )dτ . ε
∑

j≤k0

2−σkhk(σ)
(
2

1
2

( j+k) + 2( 1
2
±δ)(k+ j)

)

. ε2−σkhk(σ).
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For k + k0 ≥ 0, by (2.8), (4.52) one has

∫ s

0

‖e(s−τ)∆
∑

k1≥k−4,|k1−k2 |≤8

Pk(Pk1
VPk2

G̃)‖Fk(T )dτ .

∫ s
2

0

...dτ +

∫ s

s
2

...dτ

.
∑

j≤−k0−1

∫ 22 j+1

22 j−1

2−20(k+k0)
∑

k1≥k−4,|k1−k2 |≤8

‖Pk(Pk1
VPk2

G̃)‖Fk (T )dτ

+ 22k0

∑

k1≥k−4,|k1−k2 |≤8

‖Pk(Pk1
VPk2

G̃)‖Fk(T )
↾τ∈[22k0−2,22k0+1]

. ε2−20(k+k0)
∑

j≤−k0−1

2−σkhk(σ)
(
2

1
2

( j+k) + 2( 1
2
±δ)( j+k)

)

+ ε2−σkhk(σ)(1 + 2k+k0)−10
[
2

1
2

(k0+k) + 2( 1
2
±δ)(k0+k)

]

. ε(1 + 2k+k0)−82−σkhk(σ).

Thus we conclude
∫ s

0

‖e(s−τ)∆
∑

k1≥k−4,|k1−k2|≤8

Pk(Pk1
VPk2

G̃)‖Fk (T )dτ . ε
22−σkhk(σ)(1 + 22ks)−4.

For the Low × High term, using

‖Pk1
(V)‖L∞t,x . 2k1ε2−σk1+2k1 (1 + 2k1+ j)−8

[
hk1

(σ) + 2−
3
2

(k1+ j)h− j(σ)
]

we obtain by Corollary 4.1 and (8.4) that

∑

k1≤k−4,|k−k2|≤4

∥∥∥∥Pk

(
Pk1

(φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl)Pk2
G̃
)∥∥∥∥

Fk (T )

. 2−σkTk, j(1 + 2 j+k)−7hk(σ)ε
∑

k1≤k−4

23k1(1 + 2k1+ j)−8
(
1 + 2−

3
2

(k1+ j)
)
.

For k + j ≥ 0, we have

∑

k1≤k−4,|k−k2|≤4

∥∥∥∥Pk(Pk1

(
(φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl)Pk2

G̃
)∥∥∥∥

Fk(T )
. ε2−σ2−2 j(1 + 2k+ j)−7hk(σ). (4.53)

For k + j ≤ 0, we have

∑

k1≤k−4,|k−k2|≤4

∥∥∥∥Pk

(
Pk1

(φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φl)Pk2
G̃
)∥∥∥∥

Fk (T )
. ε2−σk2

1
2

k− 3
2

j(1 + 2k+ j)−7hk(σ). (4.54)

As a summary, we use (4.53), (4.54) to verify (4.49). Let s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1) with k0 fixed. For k + k0 ≤ 0, by (2.8) one has for

the Low × High interaction that

∫ s

0

‖e(s−τ)∆
∑

k1≤k−4,|k−k2|≤4

Pk(Pk1
VPk2

G̃)‖Fk (T )dτ .
∑

j≤k0

∫ 22 j+1

22 j−1

...dτ

. ε
∑

j≤k0

2
j

2
+ k

2 2−σkhk(σ) . 2−σkεhk(σ).

For k + k0 ≥ 0, similarly we have

∫ s

0

‖e(s−τ)∆
∑

k1≤k−4,|k−k2|≤4

Pk(Pk1
VPk2

G̃)‖Fk (T )dτ

. ε2−20(k+k0)2−σkhk(σ)
∑

j≤−k0−1

2
1
2

( j+k) + ε2−σkhk(σ)(1 + 2k+k0 )−72−2k0−2k

. ε(1 + 2k+k0)−82−σkhk(σ).
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Thus we conclude
∫ s

0

‖e(s−τ)∆
∑

k1≤k−4,|k−k2|≤4

Pk(Pk1
VPk2

G̃)‖Fk(T )dτ . ε(1 + 2k+k0)−82−σkhk(σ).

And the High×Low case is easy by repeating the same argument or directly applying the result of [[4], Lemma 5.3]. Therefore,

the curvature term has been done:
∥∥∥∥∥
∫ s

0

e(s−τ)∆Pk

(
φi ⋄ φp ⋄ φlG̃

)
dτ

∥∥∥∥∥
Fk (T )

. ε(1 + s22k)−42−σkhk(σ).

Step 2. Connection coefficient term. In this step, we turn to estimate the terms ∂l(Alψi), ∂lAlφi and A2
l
φi. With Lemma 4.1

in hand, all these terms follow directly by repeating arguments of [[4],Lemma 5.3].

�

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.1 and (4.9), for all k ∈ Z, s ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, we have

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk(T ) . bk(σ)2−σk(1 + s22k)−4 σ ∈ [0,
99

100
]. (4.55)

Proof. By Duhamel principle and (4.49), we get

sup
s≥0

(1 + s22k)42σk‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk(T ) . bk(σ) + εhk(σ). (4.56)

Since the RHS of (4.56) is a frequency envelope of δ order, by the definition of {hk(σ)} we get

hk(σ) . bk(σ) + εhk(σ), (4.57)

which by letting ε be sufficiently small yields

hk(σ) . bk(σ). (4.58)

�

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.1 and (4.9), for all k ∈ Z, s ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, we have

‖PkAi ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−σk. (4.59)

Proof. Lemma 4.4 has shown (4.58). Then the previous bounds in Lemma 4.1 now hold with hk(σ) replaced by bk(σ). Recall

that [[4], Page 1473-1474] proved

‖Pkφs‖L4
t,x
. 2k2−σkbk(σ)(22ks)−

3
8 (1 + s22k)−3. (4.60)

We also recall the bilinear estimate of [[4], Lemma 5.4] in our Appendix A, Lemma 8.4. Then (4.60) and (4.55) show

‖Pk(φi ⋄ φs)‖L4
t,x
. 2−σk

∑

l≤k

bk(σ)bl2
l+k(s22k)−

3
8 (1 + s22k)−3

+ 2−σk
∑

l≤k

bk(σ)bl2
2l2

1
2

(k−l)(22ks)−
3
8 (1 + s22k)−4

+
∑

l≥k

2−σlbl(σ)bl2
k+l(22ls)−

3
8 (1 + s22l)−7.

Thus given s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+2) with j ∈ Z, we conclude for k + j ≥ 0,

‖Pk(φi ⋄ φs)‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)bk22k−σk(s22k)−

3
8 (1 + s22k)−3, (4.61)

and for k + j ≤ 0,

‖Pk(φi ⋄ φs)‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)bk22δ|k+ j|2−σk2k2− j. (4.62)
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Recalling that for i = 1, 2,

Ai(0) =

∫ ∞

0

((φi ⋄ φs)G)ds. (4.63)

we see the left is to deal with the interaction of φs ⋄ φi with G. Recall that G = Γ∞ + G̃ with

‖Pk(G̃)‖Fk (T ) . 2−σkTk, j(1 + 2k+ j)−7hk(σ), (4.64)

for s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1) with j ∈ Z. (4.62), (4.61) show the constant part Γ∞ contributes to ‖Ai(0)‖L4
t,x

by bk(σ)2−σk. Thus it suffices

to control (φi ⋄ φs)G̃.

As before, we consider three cases according to Littlewood-Paley decomposition. Using the trivial bound ‖G̃‖L∞t,x ≤ K(N)

in the High × Low part gives

∑

j∈Z

∫ 22 j+1

22 j−1

∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖Pk

[
Pk1

(φs ⋄ φi)P≤k−4G̃
]
‖L4

t,x
ds

.
∑

j≥−k

1k+ j≥0bk(σ)bk22k+2 j−σk(22k+2 j)−
3
8 (1 + 22k+2 j)−3 +

∑

j≤−k

1k+ j≤0bk(σ)bk22δ|k+ j|2−σk2k2 j

. bk(σ)bk2−σk.

Notice that Lemma 8.4 shows

∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

∥∥∥Pk(Pk1
f Pk2

g)
∥∥∥

L4
t,x
.

∑

k1≥k

2k(1+ω)2−ωk1µk1
νk1
,

where µk =
∑
|k−k′ |≤20 ‖Pk′ f ‖S ω

k′
, νk =

∑
|k−k′ |≤20 ‖Pk′g‖L4

t,x
. Thus using (4.64), we have by choosing ω = 0 that

∫ ∞

0

∑

|k1−k2|≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

∥∥∥∥Pk

[
Pk1

(φs ⋄ φi)Pk2
G̃
]∥∥∥∥

L4
t,x

ds

.
∑

j≥−k

22 jε2k
∑

k1≥k−4

bk1
bk1

(σ)2k12−σk1 (1 + 22 j+2k1)−5

+
∑

j≤−k

2−σk2k
∑

k−4≤k1≤− j

2 jbk1
(σ)bk1

22δ|k1+ j|

+ 2−σk
∑

j≤−k

22 j2k
∑

k1≥− j

bk1
(σ)bk1

22δ|k1+ j|2k1(22 j+2k1)−
3
8 (1 + 22 j+2k1 )−5

.
∑

j≥−k

2−σk22 j+2k(1 + 22k+2 j)−5bkbk(σ) +
∑

j≤−k

2−σk2(k+ j)+δ|k+ j|bkbk(σ)

. bkbk(σ)2−σk,

where we used (1 + 2k+ j)−1Tk, j ≤ 2−k for all k ∈ Z. In the Low × High part, Lemma 8.4 shows

∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

∥∥∥Pk(Pk1
f Pk2

g)
∥∥∥

L4
t,x
.

∑

l≤k

2lµlνk,

where νk =
∑
|k′−k|≤20 ‖Pk′ f ‖S ω

k
, νk =

∑
|k′−k|≤20 ‖Pk′g‖L4

t,x
. Then by (4.64) we have

∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

∥∥∥∥Pk

[
Pk1

(φs ⋄ φi)Pk2
G̃
]∥∥∥∥

L4
t,x

. 2−σkbk(σ)εTk, j(1 + 2 j+k)−7
∑

l≤k

2lblbl

(
1l+ j≤022δ|l+ j|2l− j + 1 j+l≥022l2−

3
4

( j+l)(1 + 22 j+2l)−3
)

. 2−σkbk(σ)bk

(
1k+ j≥02−2 j(1 + 2k+ j)−4 + 1k+ j≤02k− j2δ|k+ j|) .
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Hence we conclude for the Low × High part

∫ ∞

0

∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

∥∥∥∥Pk

[
Pk1

(φs ⋄ φi)Pk2
G̃
]∥∥∥∥

L4
t,x

ds

. 2−σk
∑

j∈Z
bkbk(σ)1k+ j≥0(1 + 2k+ j)−4 + 2−σk

∑

j∈Z
bkbk(σ)1k+ j≤02k+ j2δ|k+ j|

. bkbk(σ)2−σk.

Therefore, we get

‖Pk(Ai(0))‖L4
t,x
. 2−σkbk(σ).

�

Now we turn to the bounds for φt stated in Proposition 4.1.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that the assumptions of Proposition 4.1 and (4.9) hold. Then for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], one has

‖Pkφt(s)‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−(σ−1)k(1 + 22ks)−2. (4.65)

Proof. Recall that φt satisfies

∂sφt − ∆φt = L(φt)

L(φt) = L1(φt) + L2(φt)

L1(φt) =

2∑

i=1

2∂i(Aiφt) + (

2∑

l=1

A2
l − ∂lAl)φt

L2(φt) =

2∑

i=1

(φt ⋄ φi) ⋄ φiG.

By Duhamel principle, φt can be written as

φt = es∆φt(↾s=0) +

∫ s

0

e(s−τ)∆L(φt(τ))dτ. (4.66)

By a uniqueness argument as [[4], Lemma 5.6], in order to prove (4.65), it suffices to show

‖Pkφt(s)‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−(σ−1)k(1 + 22k s)−2 (4.67)

=⇒
∫ s

0

‖e(s−τ)∆L(φt(τ))‖L4
t,x

dτ . ε2bk(σ)2−(σ−1)k(1 + 22k s)−2. (4.68)

The L1(φt) part of (4.68) has been done in [[4], Lemma 5.6]. It suffices to prove (4.68) for L2(φt) under the assumption of

(4.67). Recall also that G = Γ∞ + G̃ satisfies

‖Pk(G − Γ∞)‖Fk (T ) . 2−σk(1 + 2 j+k)−7Tk, j. (4.69)

By the proof of [[4], Lemma 5.6],

‖Pk(φt(s) ⋄ φi ⋄ φl)‖L4
t,x
. b2

k2−(σ−3)k(1 + 22k s)−2(s22k)−
7
8 bk(σ). (4.70)

Then the Γ∞ part of L2(φt) follows directly by proof of [[4], Lemma 5.6].

Denote P = φt(s) ⋄ φi ⋄ φl. In order to control P(G − Γ∞), we first control ‖(φi ⋄ φl)G̃‖
S

1
2

k
(T )

. We have seen

‖Pk(φi ⋄ φl)‖
Fk(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
. 2−σk(1 + 22k+2 j)−42− jb− jbmax(k,− j)(σ). (4.71)
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Thus applying bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition, we obtain by (4.69) that

‖Pk(φi ⋄ φlG̃)‖
Fk(T )

⋂
S

1
2

k
(T )
.

∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖Pk1
(φi ⋄ φl)‖

Fk(T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )
‖P≤k−4G̃‖L∞

+
∑

|k1−k2|≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

2
k+k1

2 ‖Pk1
(φi ⋄ φl)‖

Fk (T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )
‖Pk2
G̃‖Fk2

(T )

+
∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

2k1‖Pk1
(φi ⋄ φl)‖

Fk (T )
⋂

S
1
2

k
(T )
‖Pk2
G̃‖Fk2

(T )

. 2−σkbk(σ)bk2δ|k+ j| (1k+ j≤02− j + 2k1k+ j≥0(1 + 2k+ j)−7
)
.

Then using Lemma 8.4 with ω = 1
2

and (4.69), PG̃ is dominated by

‖Pk

(
Pk1

φtPk2
(φi ⋄ φlG̃)

)
‖L4

t,x
.

∑

|k1−k|≤4,k2≤k−4

2k2‖Pk1
φt‖L4

t,x
‖Pk2

(φi ⋄ φlG̃)‖
S

1
2
k

(T )

+ 2k
∑

|k1−k2 |≤8.k2,k1≥k−4

2−
1
2

(k1−k)‖Pk1
φt‖L4

t,x
‖Pk2

(φi ⋄ φlG̃)‖
S

1
2
k

(T )

+
∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

2
k+k1

2 ‖Pk1
φt‖L4

t,x
‖Pk2

(φi ⋄ φlG̃)‖
S

1
2
k

(T )

. 2−σkbk(σ)bk2δ|k+ j|1k+ j≤0

(
2

3
2

k− 3
2

j + 22k− j
)

+ 2−σkbk(σ)bk1k+ j≥0

(
2δ|k+ j|23k(1 + 2k+ j)−10 + 2

3
2

(k− j)(1 + 2k+ j)−7 + 2k−2 j(1 + 2k+ j)−4
)

for s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), j, k ∈ Z. As a summary, inserting this bound to the following heat estimates

∫ s̃

0

∥∥∥∥e(̃s−s)∆Pk[φt ⋄ φi ⋄ φlG̃]
∥∥∥∥

L4
t,x

ds .

∫ s̃

0

(1 + |̃s − s|)−N(...)ds,

we conclude that
∥∥∥∥∥Pk

∫ s

0

e(s−τ)∆L2(φt(τ))dτ

∥∥∥∥∥
L4

t,x

. ε(1 + 22k s)−22−σk+kbk(σ).

Thus since L1 has been done before, we finish our proof. �

Lemma 4.7. With the assumptions of Proposition 4.1, the bootstrap assumption (4.9) can be improved to be

2
1
2

k‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t
. hk(1k+ j≥0(1 + s22k)−20 + 2δ|k+ j|1k+ j≤0),

for any k, j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1).

Proof. The proof of Lemma 4.1 has shown for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k, j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1),

‖Pk(GDiφi)‖L4
⋂

L∞t L2
x
. hk(σ)2−σk+k(1 + s22k)−31 j+k≥0 + 2− j2δ|k+ j|1k+ j≤0. (4.72)

Meanwhile, Lemma 4.6 yields

‖Pkφt‖L4 . bk2k(1 + s22k)−2. (4.73)

Recall that bk ≤ ε
1
2 , for any k ∈ Z. Then bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition shows

‖Pk(φt(DiφiG))‖L4 . hk(σ)2−σk+3k(1 + s22k)−21k+ j≥0 + 2−2 j2k−σk22δ|k+ j|hk(σ)hk1k+ j≤0

for i = 1, 2, any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k, j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1). Here, in the High × Low interaction of φt(DiφiG) we use

∑

|k1−k|≤4,k2≤k−4

‖Pk(Pk1
φtPk2

(DiφiG))‖L4

. bk2k
∑

k2≤k−4

hk2
(σ)2−σk2+2k2

(
(1 + s22k2 )−31 j+k2≥0 + 2− j2δ|k2+ j|1k2+ j≤0

)
.
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The other two frequency interactions are standard. Thus

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk(φtDiφi)G‖L4 ds′ . hk(σ)2−σk+k(1 + 22k+2k0 )−11k+k0≥0

+ 2k−σkhk(σ)(1 + 22δ|k+k0|hk)1k+k0≤0 (4.74)

for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k, k0 ∈ Z, s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1). Recall that

At =

∫ ∞

s

(φt ⋄ φs)Gds′; φs =
∑

i=1,2

Diφi,

we see ‖PkAt‖L4 is bounded by the RHS of (4.74). By the schematic formula

∂t(G̃(1)) = φtG(2) + AtG(1),

and the bounds

‖Pk(G̃(l))‖L4∩L∞t L2
x
. (1 + s22k)−302−σk−khk(σ), ∀ l = 1, 2,

we deduce from bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition that

‖Pk∂t(G̃(1))‖L4 . hk2k(1 + 22δ|k+k0|hk1k+k0≤0).

Then by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality we get

2
1
2

k‖Pk(G̃(1))‖L4
x L∞t
. ‖Pk(G̃(1))‖

3
4

L4‖∂tPk(G̃(1))‖
1
4

L4

. hk(1 + s22k)−201k+k0≥0 + hk2δ|k+k0|1k+k0≤0.

for k0, k ∈ Z, s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1). �

4.4 End of proof of Proposition 4.1

By Lemma 4.7, the assumption (4.9) in Lemma 4.4, Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6 can be dropped. In fact, let

Φ̃(T ′) := sup
k, j∈Z

sup
s∈[22 j−1,22 j+1)

h−1
k

(
1k+ j≥0(1 + s22k)−20 + 2δ|k+ j|1k+ j≤0

)−1
2

1
2

k‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t (T ′)

Lemma 3.3 and Sobolev embeddings imply Φ̃ is an increasing continuous function on T ′ ∈ [0, T ]. Lemma 4.7 shows Φ̃(T ′) ≤
ε−

1
4 =⇒ Φ̃(T ′) . 1. Then by Bernstein inequality and letting T ′ → 0, it remains to prove

‖PkG̃(1)‖L2
x
. hk

(
1k+ j≥0(1 + s22k)−20 + 2δ|k+ j|1k+ j≤0

)

along the heat flow initiated from u0 for any k, j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1). This follows by (3.76).

By Lemma 3.3 and similar arguments, assumption (4.3) can be also dropped. Thus Lemma 4.4, Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6

all hold with only assuming (4.1), (4.2) of Proposition 4.1. The left for Proposition 4.1 is to prove the L2
t,x bound for At.

Lemma 4.8. With the assumptions (4.1), (4.2) of Proposition 4.1, for all k ∈ Z, one has

‖PkAt ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. εbk(σ)2−σk if σ ∈ [

1

100
,

99

100
] (4.75)

‖At ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. ε2 if σ ∈ [0,

99

100
]. (4.76)

Proof. Recall that [[4], Lemma 5.7] has proved

‖Pk(φt ⋄ φs)‖L2
t,x
.

∑

l≤k

2−σl2l+kbk(σ)bl(s22l)−
3
8 (1 + s22k)−2 +

∑

l≥k

2−σl22lbl(σ)bl(s22l)−
3
8 (1 + s22l)−4. (4.77)
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Denote the RHS of (4.77) by ak(σ) for simplicity.

Since At(0) =
∫ ∞

0
(φt ⋄ φs)Gds, (4.76) follows by directly applying [[4], Lemma 5.7] since ‖G‖L∞ . K(N). For (4.75), we

need to clarify the frequency interaction between (φt ⋄ φs) and G as before. The constant part of G follows by (4.77). It remains

to deal with the G̃ part. In the High × Low part of Pk[(φt ⋄ φs)G̃], we have

∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖Pk1
(φt ⋄ φs)P≤k−4G̃‖L2

t,x
.

∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖Pk1
(φt ⋄ φs)‖L2

t,x
‖G̃‖L∞ . ak(σ).

Then the High × Low part is acceptable by directly repeating [[4], Lemma 5.7].

From now on to the end of this lemma, we assumeσ ∈ [ 1
100
, 99

100
]. In the High×High part of Pk[(φt⋄φs)G̃], by ‖Pk f ‖L∞ . 2k‖ f ‖Fk

and (4.64), we have
∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk1
(φt ⋄ φs)Pk2

G̃‖L2
t,x

.
∑

|k1−k|≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk1
(φt ⋄ φs)‖L2

t,x
2k2‖G̃‖Fk2

.
∑

k1≥k−4

ak1
(0)(1 + s22k1 )−32−σk1 bk1

(σ)

.
∑

k1≥k−4

2−σk1 bk1
(σ)(1 + s22k1 )−3

∑

l≤k1

2l+k1 bk1
bl(s22l)−

3
8 (1 + s22k1 )−2 (4.78)

+
∑

k1≥k−4

2−σk1 bk1
(σ)(1 + s22k1)−3

∑

l≥k1

22lblbl(s22l)−
3
8 (1 + s22l)−4. (4.79)

Thus for j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), when k + j ≥ 0, the above formula is bounded by

(1 + 22 j+2k)−222k−σkbkbk(σ)(22k+2 j)−
3
8 .

When k + j ≤ 0, by (4.78), (4.79), the High × High part is dominated by

(
∑

k1≥− j

+
∑

k−4≤k1≤− j

)(1 + 22k1+2 j)−322k1−σk1 b2
k1

bk1
(σ)2−

3
4

(k1+ j)

+
∑

k1≥k−4

1k1+ j≥0(1 + 22k1+2 j)
−3

2−σk1 bk1
(σ)

[∑

l≥k1

22lblbl2
− 3

4
( j+l)(1 + 22l+2 j)

−4]

+
∑

k1≥k−4

1k1+ j≤0(1 + 22k1+2 j)
−3

2−σk1 bk1
(σ)

[
(
∑

l≥− j

+
∑

k1≤l≤− j

)22lblbl2
− 3

4
( j+l)(1 + 22l+2 j)

−4]
,

which is further bounded by

∑

k1≥− j

bk1
(σ)b2

− j2
2δ|k1+ j|22k1−σk1 2−

3
4

(k1+ j)2−6(k1+ j) +
∑

k≤k1≤− j

bk1
(σ)b2

− j2
−σk1 22δ|k1+ j|22k1 2−

3
4

(k1+ j)

+ b2
− jb− j(σ)

∑

k1≥k−4

1k1+ j>0(1 + 22k1+2 j)
−7

22k1−σk1 2δ|k1+ j|2−
3
4

( j+k1)

+
∑

k1≥k−4

1k1+ j≤0b2
− jbk1

(σ)
[
2−σk1 2−2 j + 2−σk1

∑

k1≤l≤− j

22l2δ|l+ j|2−
3
4

( j+l)]

. b2
− jb− j(σ)2σ j2−2 j +

∑

k1≥k−4

1k1+ j≤0b2
− jbk1

(σ)2−σk1 2−2 j

. b2
− jb− j(σ)2σ j2−2 j + 2−σkbk(σ)b2

− j2
−2 j,

where in the last line we used σ ≥ 1
100

. Summing over j ≥ k0 we see the High × High part satisfies

∫ ∞

0

∑

|k1−k2|≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk[Pk1
(φt ⋄ φs)Pk2

G̃]‖L2
t,x

ds′

.
∑

j≤−k

2σ jb− j(σ)b2
− j +

∑

j≤−k

b2
− j2
−σkbk(σ) +

∑

j≥−k

(1 + 22 j+2k)−222k+2 j−σkbkbk(σ)(22k+2 j)−
3
8

. ε22−σkbk(σ),
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where we applied σ ≥ 1
100

in the last line again. Now let us consider the Low×High part of Pk[(φt ⋄ φs)G̃]. By the same reason

as High × High, the Low × High part is dominated by

∫ ∞

0

∑

|k2−k|≤4

‖P≤k−4(φt ⋄ φs)Pk2
G̃‖L2

t,x
ds′ .

∫ ∞

0

∑

|k2−k|≤4

‖P≤k−4(φt ⋄ φs)‖L2
t,x

2k2‖Pk2
G̃‖L∞t L2

x
ds′

. bk(σ)2−σk

∫ ∞

0

‖(φt ⋄ φs)‖L2
t,x

ds′ . bk(σ)2−σkε2,

where we applied (4.64) and 2kTk, j(1 + 2 j+k)−1 . 1 in the third inequality. �

5 Evolution along the Schrödinger map flow direction

In this section, we prove the following proposition, which is the key to close the bootstrap for solutions in the Schrödinger

evolution direction.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Let Q ∈ N be a fixed point and ǫ0 be a sufficiently small constant. Given any

L ∈ Z+, assume that T ∈ (0, 22L]. Let {ck} be an ǫ0-frequency envelope of order δ. And let {ck(σ)} be another frequency

envelope of order δ. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) be the solution to SMF with initial data u0 which satisfies

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck (5.1)

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck(σ)2−σk (5.2)

Denote {φi} the corresponding differential fields of the heat flow initiated from u. Suppose also that at the heat initial time s = 0,

‖Pkφi‖Gk(T ) ≤ ǫ
− 1

2

0
ck. (5.3)

Then when s = 0, we have for all i = 1, 2, k ∈ Z,

‖Pkφi‖Gk (T ) . ck (5.4)

‖Pkφi‖Gk (T ) . ck(σ)2−σk. (5.5)

The proof of Proposition 5.1 will be divided into several lemmas. First of all, Corollary 3.1 shows

2∑

i=1

‖Pkφi(↾s=0,t=0)‖L2
x
. 2−σkck(σ) (5.6)

for any k ∈ Z, σ ∈ [0, 99
100

].

Second, we reduce the proof to frequency envelope bounds. Let

b(k) =

2∑

i=1

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk (T ). (5.7)

For σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], define the frequency envelopes:

bk(σ) = sup
k′∈Z

2σk′2−δ|k−k′|b(k′). (5.8)

By Proposition 3.1 and Sobolev embeddings, they are finite and ℓ2 summable. And

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk(T ) . 2−σkbk(σ). (5.9)

To prove (5.4) and (5.5), it suffices to show

bk(σ) . ck(σ). (5.10)
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By (4.3), we have bk ≤ ε−
1
2

0
ck, and particularly,

∑

k∈Z
b2

k ≤ ǫ0. (5.11)

The assumption (4.1) of Proposition 4.1 follows from the inclusion Gk ⊂ Fk. The following lemma will show the assumption

(4.2) holds as a corollary of (5.9) if u solves SMF.

Lemma 5.1. If {bk(σ)} are defined above. Then the field φt at heat initial time s = 0 satisfies

‖Pkφt ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ)2−(σ−1)k. (5.12)

Proof. When s = 0, φt(0) =
√
−1

∑d
i=1 ∂iφi(0) + Ai(0)φi(0). The terms ψi(0), Ai(0) are estimated before in Section 4. Thus

copying the proof of [[4],Lemma 6.1] gives (5.12). �

Thus both the assumption (4.1) and the assumption (4.2) of Proposition 4.1 are verified. Now one can apply Proposition

4.1, since (4.3) can be dropped. We summarize the results in the following:

{ ‖Pk(φi(s))‖Fk(T ) . 2−σkbk(σ)(1 + 22k s)−4,

‖Pk(Diφi(s))‖Fk (T ) . 2k2−σkbk(σ)(s22k)−
3
8 (1 + 22ks)−2,

(5.13)

and for F ∈ {ψi ⋄ ψ j, A
2
l
}2
l.i, j=1

↾s=0

‖PkF‖L2
t,x
. 2−σkb2

>k(σ), ‖F‖L2
t,x
. ǫ0. (5.14)

The at s = 0, At satisfies

‖At(0)‖L2
t,x
. ǫ0, if σ ∈ [0,

99

100
]

‖PkAt(0)‖L2
t,x
. 2−σkbk(σ), if σ ∈ [

1

100
,

99

100
]

Recall that when s = 0 the evolution equation of φi along the Schrödinger map flow direction (see Lemma 1.1) is :

−
√
−1Dtφi =

2∑

j=1

D jD jφi +

2∑

j=1

R(φi, φ j)φ j. (5.15)

5.1 Control of nonlinearities

Now let us deal with the nonlinearities in (5.15). In this section we always assume s = 0.

Denote

L′j = Atφ j +

2∑

i=1

A2
i φ j + 2

2∑

i=1

∂i(Aiφ j) −
2∑

i=1

(∂iAi)φ j. (5.16)

Proposition 5.2 ([4]). For all j ∈ {1, 2} and σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] we have

‖Pk(L′j) ↾s=0 ‖Nk(T ) . ǫ02−σkbk(σ) (5.17)

2∑

j0, j1, j3=1

‖Pk

(
φ j0 ⋄ φ j1 ⋄ φ j3

)
↾s=0 ‖Nk(T ) . ǫ02−σkbk(σ). (5.18)

Proof. (5.17) and (5.18) have been proved in [[4], Proposition 6.2]. We emphasize that to bound ‖Atφi‖Nk
, [[4], Proposition

6.2] used ‖At‖L2
t,x
≤ ε2 when σ ∈ [0, 1

12
] and ‖PkAt‖L2

t,x
≤ 2−σkbk(σ) when σ ≥ 1

12
. Thus our bounds (4.75), (4.76) suffice to

bound ‖Atφi‖Nk
as well although (4.75)-(4.76) itself differs from the bounds stated by [[4], Lemma 5.7]. �

Now we turn to the remained curvature term in (5.15).
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Proposition 5.3. For all k ∈ Z and σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] we have

2∑

j0, j1, j3=1

‖Pk

(
(φ j0 ⋄ φ j1 ⋄ φ j3 )G

)
‖Nk(T ) . 2−σkǫ0bk(σ). (5.19)

Proof. Recall G = Γ∞ + G̃. The constant part Γ∞ satisfies (5.19) by directly applying (5.18). It suffices to control G̃ part.

As a preparation, we first prove the following estimate

2∑

i=1

‖Pk(G̃φi)‖Fk(T ) .

{
2−σkbk(σ), 1

100
< σ ≤ 99

100

2−σk
∑

j≥k b jb j(σ), 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1
100

(5.20)

This follows directly by applying Corollary 4.1 and [Lemma 5.1, [4]]: If σ > 1
100

, then

‖Pk(G̃φi)‖Fk(T ) . 2−σkbk(σ) + 2−k−σkbk(σ)
∑

l≤k

2δ|k−l|2lbl + bk(σ)
∑

j≥k

2−σ j22δ|k− j|

. 2−σkbk(σ).

If σ ∈ [0, 1
100

], for the High × High interaction we directly use

∑

|k1−k2|≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk(Pk1
G̃Pk2

φi)‖Fk(T ) .
∑

j≥k−4

2 j(
∑

|k1− j|≤28

‖Pk1
G̃‖Fk1

(T ))(
∑

|k2− j|≤28

‖Pk2
φi‖Fk2

(T ))

. 2−σk
∑

j≥k

b jb j(σ).

The other two interactions are all the same as σ ≥ 1
100

. Thus (5.20) follows.

As before, denoting F = φ j0 ⋄ φ j1 , by bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition, we have

‖Pk

(
F ⋄ (φ j3G̃)

)
‖Nk(T )

=
∑

|l−k|≤4

‖Pk(P<k−100FPl(G̃φ j3 ))‖Nk(T ) +
∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖Pk(Pk1
FP<k−100(G̃φ j3 ))‖Nk(T )

+

|k1−k2 |≤120∑

k1,k2≥k−100

‖Pk(Pk1
FPk2

(G̃φ j3 ))‖Nk(T ). (5.21)

For the first RHS term of (5.21), applying (8.12) and the trivial bound

‖G̃‖L∞t,x . 1 (5.22)

‖φx‖L4
t,x
. ǫ0, (5.23)

and (5.20), for σ ∈ [ 1
100
, 99

100
] we get

∑

|k0−k|≤4

‖Pk(P<k−100FPk0
(G̃φ j3 ))‖Nk(T ) . ‖φ j0φ j1‖L2

t,x
‖Pk(G̃φ j3)‖Fk (T ) . ǫ02−σkbk(σ)bk.

For the first RHS term of (5.21), when σ ∈ [0, 1
100

], one further decomposes P[k−4,k+4](G̃φ j3 ) into High × High, Low × High,

High × Low. We schematically write
∑

|k0−k|≤4

‖Pk

(
P<k−100FPk0

(G̃φ j3)
)
‖Nk(T )

.
∑

|l−k|≤8

‖Pk

(
(P<k−100F)Plφ j3(P≤k−8G̃)

)
‖Nk(T ) (5.24)

+
∑

|l−k|≤8

‖Pk

(
(P<k−100F)(P≤k−8φ j3 PlG̃)

)
‖Nk

(5.25)

+
∑

|k1−k2|≤16,k1,k2≥k−8

‖Pk((P<k−100F)Pk1
φ j3 (Pk2

G̃))‖Nk(T ) (5.26)
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Since for all σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], the Low × High (denoted by Plh
k

for short) and High × Low (denoted by Phl
k

for short) interactions

lead to ‖(Plh
k
+ Phl

k
)(G̃φ j3 )‖Fk

. 2−σkbk(σ), we conclude that

(5.24) + (5.25) . ‖φ j0φ j1‖L2
t,x

(
‖Plh

k (Gφ j3 )‖Fk(T ) + ‖Phl
k (Gφ j3)‖Fk (T )

)

. ǫ02−σkbk(σ).

For the (5.26) term, applying (8.14) yields

(5.26) .
∑

k2≥k−8

∑

|k1−k2 |≤16

∥∥∥∥Pk

[(
(P<k−100F)Pk2

G̃
)

Pk1
φ j3

]∥∥∥∥
Nk

.
∑

k2≥k−8,|k1−k2 |≤16

∥∥∥∥(P<k−100F)Pk2
G̃
∥∥∥∥

L2
t,x

2
k−k1

6 ‖Pk1
φ j3‖Gk1

.
∑

k1≥k−12

‖F‖L2
t,x

2
k−k1

6 2−σk1 bk1
(σ)

. ǫ02−σkbk(σ).

Thus the first RHS term of (5.21) has been done.

For the second RHS term of (5.21), we further divide F into

∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖Pk(Pk1
FP<k−100(Gφ j3 ))‖Nk(T )

.
∑

|l−k|≤8

‖Pk(Plφ j0 )(P≤k−8φ j1)P≤k−100(Gφ j3)‖Nk(T ) (5.27)

+
∑

|l−k|≤8

‖Pk(Plφ j1)(P≤k−8φ j0 )P≤k−100(Gφ j3 )‖Nk(T ) (5.28)

+
∑

|l1−l2 |≤16,l1,l2≥k−8

‖Pk[(Pl1φ j0 )(Pl2φ j1 )P≤k−100(Gφ j3 )]‖Nk(T ). (5.29)

For the first two terms on the RHS, using again (8.12) and the bounds (5.22), (5.23), we obtain

(5.28) + (5.27) . ‖Pk(φx)‖Fk(T )‖φx‖2L4
t,x
. ǫ02−σkbk(σ).

And similarly, for σ > 1
100

,

(5.29) . ‖G̃φ j3‖L4
t,x
‖φ j1‖L4

t,x

∑

l≥k−8

‖Plφ j0‖Fl (T ) . ǫ02−σkbk(σ).

For 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1
100

, using again (8.14) and the bounds (5.22), (5.23), we have

(5.29) .
∑

l≥k

2
k−l
6

∥∥∥∥
(
P≤k−100(G̃φ j3 )

)
Plφ j1

∥∥∥∥
L2

t,x

‖Plφ j0‖Gl(T )

. ‖φx‖2L4
t,x

∑

l≥k

2δ|l−k|2
k−l
6 2−σlblbl(σ) . 2−σkbk(σ)ǫ0.

Thus the first two RHS terms of (5.21) are done.
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For the third term of (5.21), applying Littlewood-Paley decomposition to F shows

|k1−k2|≤120∑

k1,k2≥k−100

‖Pk(Pk1
FPk2

(G̃φ j3))‖Nk

=

|k1−k2 |≤120∑

k1,k2≥k−100

∑

|l−k1 |≤4

‖Pk

[
Plφ j0 P≤k1−8φ j1 Pk2

(G̃φ j3 )
]
‖Nk

(5.30)

+

|k1−k2|≤120∑

k1,k2≥k−100

∑

|l−k1|≤4

‖Pk

[
Plφ j1 P≤k1−8φ j0 Pk2

(G̃φ j3 )
]
‖Nk

(5.31)

+

|k1−k2|≤120∑

k1,k2≥k−100

∑

l1,l2≥k1−8,|l1−l2 |≤16

‖Pk

[
Pl1φ j1 Pl2φ j0 Pk2

(G̃φ j3 )
]
‖Nk
. (5.32)

By (8.14) and (5.20), (5.23), ‖Pk f ‖L4
t,x
≤ ‖Pk f ‖Fk

, the first two terms are bounded as

(5.30) + (5.31) .
∑

k1≥k−100

∑

|k1−k2 |≤120

∑

|l−k1 |≤4

2
k−l
6 ‖Plφx‖Gl(T )‖φx‖L4

t,x
‖Pk2

(G̃φ j3 )‖Fk2
(T )

.
∑

k1≥k−100

ε0bk1

[
2

k−k1
6 2−σk1bk1

(σ)

]

. ǫ02−σkbk(σ).

And using (8.14) and (8.12), we see

(5.32) .

|k1−k2 |≤120∑

k1,k2≥k−100

∑

l1,l2≥k1−8,|l1−l2 |≤16

2
k−l1

6 ‖Pl1φ j1‖Gl1
(T )‖(Pl2φ j0)Pk2

(G̃φ j3)‖L2
t,x

.

|k1−k2 |≤120∑

k1,k2≥k−100

∑

l1,l2≥k1−8,|l1−l2 |≤16

2
k−l1

6 ‖Pl1φ j1‖Gl1
(T )‖Pl2φ j0‖L4‖Pk2

(G̃φ j3 )‖L4

. ǫ0

∑

k1≥k−100

∑

l1≥k1−4,|l1−l2 |≤16

2
k−l1

6 bl1 2−σl2 bl2 (σ)

. 2−σkbkbk(σ),

where we used the embedding L4
k
(T ) →֒ Fk(T ) →֒ Gk(T ) and the fact ‖Pk2

(G̃φ j3 )‖L4 . ‖φx‖L4 in the third inequality. Thus the

third RHS term of (5.21) has been done. Hence, we have finished the proof .

�

Corollary 5.1. (Proof of Proposition 5.1) Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.1, for all i ∈ {1, 2} and σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] we have

‖Pkφi‖Gk (T ) . 2−σkck(σ). (5.33)

Proof. (5.6) shows for any k ∈ Z, σ ∈ [0, 99
100

],

2σk‖Pkφi(0, 0, ·)‖L2
x
. ck(σ). (5.34)

Then by Proposition 5.3, Proposition 5.2 and the linear estimates of Proposition 2.1, one has

bk(σ) . ck(σ) + ǫ0bk(σ), (5.35)

for all σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Thus bk(σ) . ck(σ), and our result follows by the definition of {bk(σ)} in Section 5. �
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5.2 Unform bounds for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]

We end the arguments for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] with the following proposition.

Proposition 5.4. Assume that σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Let Q ∈ N be a fixed point and ǫ0 be a sufficiently small constant. Given any

L ∈ Z+, assume that T ∈ (0, 22L]. Let {ck} be an ǫ0-frequency envelope of order δ. And let {ck(σ)} be another frequency

envelope of order δ. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) be the solution to S MF with initial data u0 which satisfies

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck (5.36)

‖Pk∇u0‖L2
x
≤ ck(σ)2−σk. (5.37)

Denote {φi} the corresponding differential fields of the heat flow initiated from u. Then we have for all i = 1, 2, k ∈ Z,

σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk(T ) . ck (5.38)

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk(T ) . ck(σ)2−σk (5.39)

sup
s≥0

(1 + s22k)4‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk(T ) . ck(σ)2−σk. (5.40)

Proof. Define the function Θ : [−T.T ]→ R+ by

Θ(T ′) := sup
k∈Z

c−1
k

(
‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk (T ′) + ‖Pk∇u‖L∞L2

x(T ′)

)
.

By Lemma 3.3, the function Θ(T ′) is continuous in T ′ ∈ [0, T ]. Then Proposition 5.1 implies

Θ(T ′) ≤ ǫ−
1
2

0
=⇒ sup

k∈Z
c−1

k

(‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk (T ′)
)
. 1.

And by Proposition 3.5,

sup
k∈Z

c−1
k

(‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk(T ′)
)
. 1 =⇒ sup

k∈Z
c−1

k

(
‖Pk∇u‖L∞t L2

x(T ′)

)
. 1.

Hence, we conclude

Θ(T ′) ≤ ǫ−
1
2

0
=⇒ Θ(T ′) . 1.

And it is easy to see Θ(T ′) is continuous and increasing. Moreover, we have the limit

lim
T ′→0
Θ(T ′) . 1,

by the definition of Θ(T ′), Gk(T ′) and Corollary 3.1. Therefore, from the continuity of Θ we conclude that (5.36), (5.37) suffice

to yield

Θ(T ) . 1,

thus giving (5.38). Then Proposition 5.1 yields (5.39), and (5.40) follows by the inclusion Gk ⊂ Fk and Proposition 4.1. �

6 Iteration scheme

From now on, the notations a
( j)

k
(σ) and a

( j)

k,s
(σ) differ from the ones defined in Section 3. They are defined as follows.

Definition 6.1. Assume that u0 ∈ HQ. Given j ∈ N, let

ck,( j)(σ) = sup
k′∈Z

2
− 1

2 j δ|k−k′ |‖Pk′∇u0‖L2
x
, ∀σ ∈ I j, k ∈ Z,

where I0 = [0, 99
100

] and I j = [0,
j

4
+ 1] for j ∈ Z+.
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• For σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], define

c
(0)

k
(σ) = ck,(0)(σ), ∀σ ∈ [0,

99

100
].

• For σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], define

c
(1)

k
(σ) =

{
ck,(1)(σ), σ ∈ [0, 99

100
]

ck,(1)(σ) + ck,(1)(
3
8
)ck,(1)(σ − 3

8
), σ ∈ ( 99

100
, 5

4
].

• Given an integer j ≥ 2, for σ ∈ [0,
j

4
+ 1], define {c( j)

k
(σ)} by induction:

c
( j)

k
(σ) =



ck,( j)(σ), σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]

ck,( j)(σ) + ck,( j)(
3
8
)ck,( j)(σ − 3

8
), σ ∈ [0, 5

4
]

...

ck,( j)(σ) + ck,( j)(
3
8
)c

( j)

k
(σ − 3

8
), σ ∈ [ m+3

4
, m

4
+ 1]

...

ck,( j)(σ) + ck,( j)(
3
8
)c

( j)

k
(σ − 3

8
), σ ∈ [

j+3

4
,

j

4
+ 1].

Definition 6.2. • Assume that {ak(σ)} are frequency envelopes of order δ with σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Define

a
(0)

k
(σ) = c

(0)

k
(σ), ∀σ ∈ [0,

99

100
].

• Assume that {ak(σ)} are frequency envelopes of order δ with σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Define

a
(1)

k
(σ) =

{
c

(1)

k
(σ), σ ∈ [0, 99

100
]

ak(σ) + c
(1)

k
( 3

8
)c

(1)

k
(σ − 3

8
), σ ∈ ( 99

100
, 5

4
].

• Given an integer j ≥ 2, assume that {ak(σ)} are frequency envelopes of order δ with σ ∈ [0,
j

4
+ 1]. Define

a
( j)

k
(σ) =

{
c

( j)

k
(σ), σ ∈ [0,

j+3

4
]

ak(σ) + c
( j)

k
( 3

8
)c

( j)

k
(σ − 3

8
), σ ∈ (

j+3

4
,

j

4
+ 1].

Given an integer j ∈ N, assume that {ak(σ)} are frequency envelopes of order δ with σ ∈ [0,
j

4
+ 1], we also define

a
( j)

k,s
(σ) =



2k+k0 a−k0
(0)a

( j)

k
(σ) if k + k0 > 0

−k0∑

l=k

al(0)a
( j)

l
(σ) if k + k0 6 0,

for s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1), k, k0 ∈ Z.

Remark 6.1. Given j ≥ 2, we infer from Def. 6.1 that {c( j)(σ)} is of order 1
2m δ if σ ∈ [ m+3

4
, m

4
+ 1], 2 ≤ m ≤ j. Particularly,

{c( j)(σ)} is of order δ for all σ ∈ [0,
j

4
+ 1]. One can also see from Def. 6.2 that {b( j)(σ)} are of order δ for all σ ∈ [0,

j

4
+ 1].

Now we iterate the argument of previous sections to obtain uniform bounds for all σ ∈ [0, 5
4
]. We aim to prove the following

proposition:

Proposition 6.1. Assume that σ ∈ [0, 5
4
]. Let Q ∈ N be a fixed point and ǫ0 be a sufficiently small constant. Given anyL ∈ Z+,

assume that T ∈ (0, 22L]. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) be the solution to SMF with initial data u0. Let {c(1)

k
(σ)} be frequency envelopes

defined by Definition 6.1, and assume that {c(1)

k
(0)} is an ǫ0-frequency envelope. Denote {φi} the corresponding differential

fields of the heat flow initiated from u. Then for all i = 1, 2, k ∈ Z, σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], we have

2σk‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk(T ) . c
(1)

k
(σ).
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As before, this proposition will be divided into two propositions for proof, one is for heat flow evolution and the other is

for the Schrödinger map flow evolution. In the statement of following propositions or lemmas, the notationX means the line it

lies in can be dropped.

Proposition 6.2. Let σ ∈ [0, 5
4
]. Let {bk(σ)} be frequency envelopes of order δ such that bk(σ) . c

(1)

k
(σ) for σ ∈ [0, 99

100
].

Assume that {c(1)

k
(0)} is an ǫ0-frequency envelope.

• Assume that for i = 1, 2,

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Fk (T ) ≤ bk(σ′)2−σ
′k σ′ ∈ [0,

5

4
], (6.1)

X‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk (T ) ≤ ε−1b
(1)

k
(0)(1 + s22k)−4. (6.2)

Then for σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], i = 1, 2,

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk (T ) . 2−σk(1 + s22k)−4b
(1)

k
(σ) (6.3)

‖PkAi ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
. b

(1)

k
(σ)2−σk. (6.4)

• Assume further that

‖Pkφt ↾s=0 ‖L4
t,x
. bk(σ′)2−(σ′−1)k σ′ ∈ [0,

5

4
]. (6.5)

Then for σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], one has

‖At ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. ε2 (6.6)

‖Pkφt(s)‖L4
t,x
. b

(1)

k
(σ)2−(σ−1)k(1 + 22ks)−2 (6.7)

‖PkAt ↾s=0 ‖L2
t,x
. εb

(1)

k
(σ)2−σk. (6.8)

Proof. Recalling definitions of c
(1)

k
(σ), b

(1)

k
(σ) in Def. 6.1 and Def. 6.2, by Proposition 5.4, we see (6.3), (6.4), (6.7), (6.8) are

already done for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. Moreover, (6.6) and the assumption (6.2) hold naturally. The left is to prove (6.3), (6.4), (6.7),

(6.8) for σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
].

The key and starting point for SMF iteration scheme is to improve ‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t

step by step.

Lemma 6.1. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) solve SMF with data u0. Given any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], let {c(1)

k
(σ)} be frequency envelopes defined in

Def. 6.1. Assume also that {c(1)

k
(0)} is an ǫ0-frequency envelope. Then for ǫ0 sufficiently small there holds

2
1
2

k‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t
≤ c

(1)

k
(σ)2−σk[(1 + 22k+2k0 )−201k+k0≥0 + 1k+k0≤02δ|k+k0|],

for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k, k0 ∈ Z, s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1).

Proof. We obtain by combining Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 4.1 that

‖Pkφt‖L4 . (1 + s22k)−22−σk+kc
(1)

k
(σ), σ ∈ [0,

99

100
]

‖Pkφi‖L4 . (1 + s22k)−42−σkc
(1)

k
(σ), σ ∈ [0,

99

100
].

Then Proposition 3.6 yields

∥∥∥∥PkG̃
∥∥∥∥

L4
t.x∩L∞t L2

x

. (1 + s22k)−302−σk−kc
(1)

k
(σ), σ ∈ [0,

99

100
]

∥∥∥∥PkG̃(m)
∥∥∥∥

L4
t.x∩L∞t L2

x

. (1 + s22k)−302−σk−kc
(1)

k
(σ), m = 1, 2, σ ∈ [0,

99

100
].
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Then using the schematic formula

At =

∫ ∞

s

φt ⋄ (Diφi)Gds′

and bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition (see Lemma 4.7), we get

‖PkAt‖L4 ≤ c
(1)

k
(σ)2−σk+k[(1 + 22k+2 j)−11k+ j≥0 + 1k+ j≤0c

(1)

k
2δ|k+ j|]

for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k, j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1). And then using ∂tG̃(1) = AtG(1) +G(2)φt and interpolation (see Lemma 4.7), one

deduces that

2
1
2

k‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t
≤ c

(1)

k
(σ)2−σk[(1 + 22k+2k0)−201k+k0≥0 + 1k+k0≤02δ|k+k0|]

for any σ ∈ [0, 99
100

], k, k0 ∈ Z, s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1). �

As before, we start with the bound for connection forms.

Lemma 6.2. Let σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
]. Denote

h(k) = sup
s≥0

(1 + s22k)4

2∑

i=1

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk (T ). (6.9)

Define the corresponding envelope by

hk(σ) = sup
k′∈Z

2σk′2−δ|k
′−k|h(k′). (6.10)

Then under the assumptions of Proposition 6.2, for all k ∈ Z, s ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, we have

‖Pk(Ai(s))‖
Fk(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
. 2−σk(1 + s22k)−4h

(1)

k,s
(σ), (6.11)

where the sequence {h(1)

k,s
} when 22k0−1 ≤ s < 22k0+1, k0 ∈ Z, is defined by

h
(1)

k,s
(σ) =



2k+k0h−k0
hk

(1)(σ) if k + k0 > 0

−k0∑

l=k

hlh
(1)

l
(σ) if k + k0 6 0

(6.12)

with

hk
(1)(σ′) =

{
c

(1)

k
(σ′), σ′ ∈ [0, 99

100
]

hk(σ′) + c
(1)

k
( 3

8
)c

(1)

k
(σ′ − 3

8
), σ′ ∈ ( 99

100
, 5

4
].

(6.13)

Proof. The proof is almost the same as Lemma 4.1. The difference is that more concerns are needed for the High × Low

interaction of Pk[G̃(1)ψs] in Step 4 of Lemma 4.1. First of all we point out (5.40) of Proposition 5.4 shows for all σ′ ∈ [0, 99
100

]

hk(σ′) . c
(1)

k
(σ′). (6.14)

Let B
(1)

1
be the smallest constant such that for all σ ∈ [ 99

100
, 5

4
], s ≥ 0, k ∈ Z, there holds

‖Pk(Ai(s))‖
Fk (T )

⋂
S

1
2

k
(T )
. B

(1)

1
2−σk(1 + s22k)−4h

(1)

k,s
(σ). (6.15)

Recall the following decomposition of G:

G = Γ∞ − Γ∞,(1)
p

∫ ∞

s

ψ
p
s ds′ −

∫ ∞

s

ψ
p
s G̃(1)ds′.
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By ψs =
∑2

i=1 ∂iψi + Aiψi, we separate the ψi part away. And thus schematically one has

G = Γ∞ − Γ∞,(1)

l

∫ ∞

s

(∂iψi)
lds′ −

∫ ∞

s

(∂iψi)
lG̃(1)

l
ds′

− Γ∞,(1)

l

∫ ∞

s

(Aiψi)
lds′ −

∫ ∞

s

(Aiψi)
lG̃(1)

l
ds′

In order to prove our lemma, as before we first prove B
(1)

1
. 1 under the Bootstrap Assumption B: For the fixed given

σ ∈ ( 99
100
, 5

4
], there hold

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk(Aiψi)‖Fk(T )ds′ . ε−
1
2 2−σkTk, j(1 + s

1
2 2k)−7h

(1)

k
(σ)c∗0

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk[(Aiψi)G̃(1)]‖Fk(T )ds′ . ε−
1
2 2−σkTk, j(1 + s

1
2 2k)−7h

(1)

k
(σ)c∗0.

where c∗
0

:= ‖{hk}‖ℓ2 , s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), and Tk, j is defined in (4.29). This part is the same as Step 2 of Lemma 4.1 except

controlling

∥∥∥∥∥∥Pk

(∫ ∞

s

(∂iψi)(G̃(1))ds′
)∥∥∥∥∥∥

Fk (T )

, (6.16)

which was labeled asU01 in Lemma 4.1. To estimate (6.16), recall the bounds in Lemma 6.1 and Proposition 3.6 for G̃(1):

2k‖Pk(G̃(1))‖L∞t L2
x∩L4 + 2

1
2

k‖Pk(G̃(1))‖L4
x L∞t

. 2−σ̃kck(σ̃)[1k+ j≥0(1 + 22ks)−20 + 1k+ j≤02δ|k+ j|] (6.17)

for any k, j ∈ Z, s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), σ̃ ∈ [0, 99
100

]. By bilinear Littlewood-Paley decomposition and Lemma 4.2, we have

‖Pk((∂iψi)G̃(1))‖Fk(T )

.
∑

|k1−k|≤4

‖Pk1
(∂iψi)‖Fk1

(T )‖P≤k−4G̃(1)‖L∞

+
∑

|k1−k2 |≤8,k1,k2≥k−4

‖Pk1
(∂iψi)‖Fk1

(T )(‖Pk2
(G̃(1))‖L∞ + 2

k1
2 ‖Pk2

(G̃(1))‖L4
x L∞t

)

+
∑

|k2−k|≤4,k1≤k−4

2
k1
2 ‖Pk1

(∂iψi)‖Fk1
(T )‖Pk2

(G̃(1))‖L4
x L∞t
+ 2k1‖Pk1

(∂iψi)‖Fk1
(T )‖Pk2

(G̃(1))‖L4

. 2−σkh
(1)

k
(σ) + 2−σkhkh

(1)

k
(σ)

[
1k+ j≥02k(1 + 22k s)−4 + 1k+ j≤02δ|k+ j|2− j

]

+ R j,k2−(σ− 3
8

)kc
(1)

k
(σ − 3

8
)[2−

1
2

k
∑

k1≤k−4

2
3
2

k1− 3
8

k1 c
(1)

k1
(
3

8
) + 2−k

∑

k1≤k−4

22k1− 3
8

k1c
(1)

k1
(
3

8
)]

where we denote R j,k := 1k+ j≥0(1 + 22k s)−20 + 1k+ j≤02δ|k+ j|hk and have used (6.14). Thus by slow variation of envelopes we get

‖Pk((∂iψi)G̃(1))‖Fk (T ) . 2−σkh
(1)

k
(σ)

(
1k+ j≥02k(1 + 22k2 s)−4 + 1k+ j≤02− j2δ|k+ j|) .

for s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), j, k ∈ Z. This bound is the same asU01 in Lemma 4.1 and acceptable.

In the third step, we prove the claim: If Bootstrap Assumption B holds, then

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk(Aiψi)‖Fk(T )ds′ . 2−σkTk, j(1 + s
1
2 2k)−7h

(1)

k
(σ)c∗0 (6.18)

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk(Aiψi)G̃(1)‖Fk (T )ds′ . 2−σkTk, j(1 + s
1
2 2k)−7h

(1)

k
(σ)c∗0. (6.19)
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The proof of (6.18) is the same as Step 4 of Lemma 4.1. For (6.19), the Low × High interaction of Pk[(Aiψi)G̃(1)] is different

due to the larger σ. The other two interactions are all the same. We present the modifications as follows. Since under Bootstrap

Assumption B one has B(1) . 1, Pk(Aiψi) enjoys the same Fk

⋂
S

1
2

k
bound as Lemma 4.1 with hk(σ) replaced by h

(1)

k
(σ):

‖Pk(Aiψi)‖
Fk (T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
. c∗02−σk1k+ j≤0h

(1)

k
(σ)2

1
2

(k− j)2δ|k+ j|

+ c∗02−σk1k+ j≥0h
(1)

k
(σ)2k(1 + 2 j+k)−8,

for all σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), j, k ∈ Z.

Then by (6.17), (6.14) and (4.47), the Low × High part of (Aiψi)G̃(1) is dominated by

∑

|k−k2|≤4,k1≤k+4

‖Pk(Pk1
(Aiψi)Pk2

G̃(1))‖Fk(T )

. c∗02−(σ− 3
8

)kc
(1)

k
(σ − 3

8
)1k+ j≤0

∑

k1≤k−4

c
(1)

k1
(
3

8
)2

1
2

(k1− j)2δ|k1+ j|2−
3
8

k1

+ c∗02−(σ− 3
8

)k(1 + 22 j+2k)−20c
(1)

k
(σ − 3

8
)1k+ j≥0


∑

− j≤k1≤k

c
(1)

k1
(
3

8
)2k1− 3

8
k1 (1 + 22 j+2k1 )−4



+ c∗02−(σ− 3
8

)k(1 + 22 j+2k)−20c
(1)

k
(σ − 3

8
)1k+ j≥0


∑

k1≤− j

c
(1)

k1
(
3

8
)2

k1− j

2 2δ|k1+ j|2−
3
8

k1



. c∗02−σkc
(1)

k
(σ − 3

8
)c

(1)

k
(
3

8
)

(
1k+ j≥02− j(1 + 2 j+k)−7 + 1k+ j≤02

k− j

2 2δ|k+ j|
)
.

Summing in j ≥ k0 as well yields

∑

j≥k0

22 j
∑

|k−k2|≤4,k1≤k+4

‖Pk(Pk1
ψsPk2

G̃(1))‖Fk (T )

. c∗02−σkh
(1)

k
(σ)

(
1k+k0≥02k0 (1 + 2k+k0 )−7 + 2−k1k+k0≤0

)

for s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1), k0, k ∈ Z. This bound is again the same asUII in Lemma 4.1 and acceptable.

Finally, we need to prove (6.18), (6.19) of Bootstrap Assumption B hold when T → 0. Let’s verify it. Using (3.35), (3.55)

and putting 3
8

order derivatives on (Aiψi) while estimating the Low × High interaction of (Aiψi)G̃(1), we also have

∫ ∞

s

‖Pk[AiψiG̃(1)]‖L∞t L2
x
ds′ . ‖{hk}‖ℓ2 Tk, jh

(1)

k
(σ)2−σk

if σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
].

Therefore, combining the above four steps gives Lemma 6.2. �

The proof of Lemma 6.2 gives an Fk bound for G̃.

Lemma 6.3. For all σ ∈ [ 99
100
, 5

4
], k ∈ Z,

∥∥∥∥Pk(G̃)
∥∥∥∥

Fk(T )
.


2−σk(1 + s22k)−42 jh

(1)

k
(σ), if j + k ≥ 0

2−σk2−kh
(1)

k
(σ), if j + k ≤ 0

(6.20)

when 22 j−1 ≤ s ≤ 22 j+1, j ∈ Z. Moreover, for s = 0

∥∥∥∥PkG̃ ↾s=0

∥∥∥∥
Fk (T )
. 2−k−σkh

(1)

k
(σ). (6.21)

Proof of Proposition 6.2. With this improved bound of G̃, running the program of Section 4 again gives

sup
s≥0

2σk(1 + s22k)4

2∑

i=1

‖Pkφi(s)‖Fk (T ) . bk(σ) + εh(1)(σ).
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Since the right side is a frequency envelope of order δ, there holds

hk(σ) . bk(σ) + εh
(1)

k
(σ).

By the definition of h
(1)

k
(σ), we conclude for σ ∈ [ 99

100
, 5

4
]

hk(σ) . bk(σ) + c
(1)

k
(
3

8
)c

(1)

k
(σ − 3

8
),

thus proving (6.3). The left (6.4), (6.7), (6.8) are the same. �

In the following proposition, we finish iteration of σ in the Schrödinger direction.

Proposition 6.3. Given L ∈ Z+, suppose that T ∈ (0, 22L] and Q ∈ N . Assume that σ ∈ [0, 5
4
]. Let u ∈ HQ(T ) be a solution

to SMF with initial data u0, and set {c(1)

k
(σ)}k∈Z to be frequency envelopes defined in Def. 6.1. And assume that {c(1)

k
(0)} is an

ǫ0-frequency envelope with 0 < ǫ0 ≪ 1. Then for any σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], k ∈ Z, we have

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk(T ) . c
(1)

k
(σ). (6.22)

Proof. (6.22) has been proved for σ ∈ [0, 99
100

] in Section 5. Thus, it suffices to consider σ ∈ ( 99
100
, 5

4
] only. Let

b(k) =

2∑

i=1

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk (T ).

For σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], define the frequency envelopes:

bk(σ) = sup
k′∈Z

2σk′2−δ|k−k′|b(k′).

By Proposition 3.1, they are finite and ℓ2 summable. And

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk(T ) . 2−σkbk(σ).

The assumption (6.5) holds by repeating the same argument of Lemma 4.1. Thus using Proposition 6.2, we see (6.3)-(6.8) hold.

With Lemma 6.3, repeating the argument in Section 5, one obtains when s = 0,

‖Pkφi ↾s=0 ‖Gk(T ) . c
(1)

k
(σ) + ǫ0

(
bk(σ) + c

(1)

k
(
3

8
)c

(1)

k
(σ − 3

8
)

)
, ∀σ ∈ (

99

100
,

5

4
].

Since the RHS is frequency envelope of order δ, we conclude

bk(σ) . c
(1)

k
(σ).

This gives (6.22) and finishes our proof. �

7 Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2

7.1 Global Regularity

In order to prove u is global, it suffices to verify (see Appendix B)

‖∇u‖L∞t,x . 1. (7.1)

To prove (7.1), it suffices to give uniform bound for ‖u(t)‖Ḣ1
⋂

Ḣ2+ . Since energy preserves, it reduces to bound ‖u(t)‖Ḣ2+ , which

is related to frequency envelopes with σ = 1+. Thus we need to transform the intrinsic bound (6.22) to bounds for u.

The following lemma follows directly by Corollary 3.1.
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Lemma 7.1. Let u ∈∈ HQ(T ) solve SMF with data u0 of small energy. For σ ∈ [0, 5
4
], suppose that {c(1)

k
(σ)} are frequency

envelopes defined in Def. 6.1. And assume that the differential fields {φi} associated with u under the caloric gauge satisfy

‖Pkψi ↾s=0 ‖L∞t L2
x
≤ 2−σkc

(1)

k
(σ), ∀ k ∈ Z. (7.2)

Then we have

2k‖Pku‖L∞t L2
x
≤ 2−σkc

(1)

k
(σ), ∀ k ∈ Z. (7.3)

Proposition 6.3 shows the assumption (7.2) of Lemma 7.1 holds. And thus by applying Lemma 7.1, we conclude

‖u‖Ḣρ
⋂

Ḣ1 . C(‖u0‖Ḣρ
⋂

Ḣ1 ), (7.4)

for all ρ ∈ [0, 9
4
]. Particularly ‖∇u‖L∞t,x . 1 by Sobolev embedding. Therefore, u is global by Appendix B and the global

regularity follows by local theory of [30].

The remained part for Theorem 1.1 is (1.4) and (1.5). They will be proved in Section 7.4 and Section 7.5 respectively.

7.2 Uniform Sobolev norm bounds of solutions to SMF

To get uniform Sobolev norm bounds for SMF up to σ = 1 + K
4

, K ∈ Z+, in the heat flow iteration scheme it suffices to begin

with the parabolic decay estimates

∥∥∥∂L+1
x G(K+1)

∥∥∥
L∞t L2

x
. ǫs−

L
2 ,∀L ∈ [0, 100 + K]

∥∥∥∂L+1
x [dP](K+1)

∥∥∥
L∞t L2

x
. ǫs−

L
2 ,∀L ∈ [0, 100 + K].

And in the SMF iteration scheme, for the j-th iteration we always begin with proving

2
1
2

k‖PkG̃(1)‖L4
x L∞t
≤ c

( j)

k
(σ)2−σk[(1 + 22k+2k0)−201k+k0≥0 + 1k+k0≤02δ|k+k0|], σ ∈ [0, 1 +

j − 1

4
],

for any s ∈ [22k0−1, 22k0+1), k0, k ∈ Z. Then repeating the argument of first time iteration for K times we obtain

‖PkdP(e)(↾s=0)‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σkc

(K)

k
(σ)

‖Pkφx(↾s=0)‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk+kc

(K)

k
(σ).

By bilinear estimates we then arrive at

‖Pk∂xu‖L∞t L2
x
. 2−σk+kc

(K)

k
(σ), (7.5)

by which the uniform Sobolev bounds follow. Each time iteration requires ǫ∗ to be smaller in our arguments. We emphasize

that the key for the succeeding SMF iterations is to improve ‖PkG(1)‖L4
x L∞t

step by step. (see e.g. Lemma 6.1)

Therefore, we have the following result:

Proposition 7.1. For any j ≥ 1, there exists a constant ǫ j > 0 such that if u0 ∈ HQ with ‖u0‖Ḣ1 ≤ ǫ j, then ‖u(t)‖
Ḣ

j
x
≤

C(‖u0‖Ḣ1∩Ḣ j ) for all t ∈ R.

Since the mass of SMF solutions doesnot conserve, the ‖u − Q‖L2
x

norm should be handled separately. This will be proved

as a corollary of the well-posedness, see the next section.

7.3 Well-posedness

In fact, the well-posedness stated in Theorem 1.2 follows closely by [41] and [4]’s original arguments. We sketch it for reader’s

convenience.

[ Tataru [41], Prop. 3.13] proves that: given two maps u0
0
, u1

0
∈ HQ with ‖uh

0
‖Ḣ1 ≪ 1, h = 0, 1, there exists a smooth one

parameter family of initial data {uh
0
}h∈[0,1] ∈ C∞([0, 1];HQ) which satisfies

‖uh
0‖Ḣ1 ≪ 1, h ∈ [0, 1] (7.6)

∫ 1

0

∥∥∥Pk∂xuh
∥∥∥

L2
x

dh ≈ ‖u0
0 − u1

0‖L2
x
. (7.7)
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Given h ∈ [0, 1], Theorem 1.1 yields a solution uh(t, x) ∈ C(R;HQ) with initial data uh
0
. Then under the caloric gauge {eα, Jeα}

for uh(t, x), define the differential field φh by

φαh = 〈∂huh, eα〉 +
√
−1∂huh, Jeα〉, α = 1, ..., n, (7.8)

and define {φi}2i=0
as before. Since −

√
−1φt =

∑
i=1,2 Diφi at s = 0 ( because for all h ∈ [0, 1] uh(t, x) solves SMF), applying

Dh = ∂h + Ah to the both sides gives

−
√
−1Dtφh =

2∑

i=1

DiDiφh +

2∑

i=1

R(uh(t, x))(φi, φh)φi, when s = 0.

which as before can be further schematically written as

−
√
−1Dtφh =

2∑

i=1

DiDiφh +
∑

(φi ⋄ φh)φiG, when s = 0. (7.9)

Given σ ∈ [0, 1 +
j

4
) with j ∈ Z+, let {ck,( j)(σ)} be

ck,( j),h(σ) = sup
k′∈Z

2
− 1

2 j δ|k′−k|
2σk′+k′‖Pk′u

h
0‖L2

x
.

And define {c( j)

k,h
(σ)} as Def. 6.1. Then Section 7.2 gives

2∑

i=1

2σk‖Pkφi(s = 0, h, ·, ·)‖Gk(T ) . c
( j)

k,h
(σ), (7.10)

and thus

2σk‖PkG̃(s = 0, h, ·, ·)‖Fk(T ) . c
( j)

k,h
(σ). (7.11)

Using (7.10), (7.11) we obtain by (7.9) that

∑

k∈Z
‖Pkφh(s = 0)‖2Gk(T ) . ‖φh(s = 0, t = 0)‖2

L2
x
.

Transforming this bound to ∂huh yields

‖∂huh‖L∞t L2
x
. ‖∂huh

0‖L2
x
.

Then (7.7) leads to

‖u1 − u0‖L∞t L2
x
. ‖u1

0 − u0
0‖L2

x
. (7.12)

With (7.13) in hand, the continuity of S Q fromBσǫ to C(R; Hσ+1
Q

) follows by the same arguments of [[4],1467-1468], if ǫ > 0 is

sufficiently small depending only on j thus σ.

Moreover, letting u1
0
= Q, u0

0
= u0 in (7.13) one obtains

‖u − Q‖L∞t L2
x
. ‖u0 − Q‖L2

x
. (7.13)

which combined with Proposition 7.1 gives (1.6).

7.4 Asymptotic behavior

Let us prove (1.4). First, we notice

|u(t, x) − Q| =
∫ ∞

0

|∂sv(s, t, x)|ds′ .

∫ ∞

0

|φs|ds′. (7.14)
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Step 1.1. Recall the definition of {c( j)

k
(σ)} in Def. 6.1. Applying (3.74) with βk(σ) = c

(0)

k
(σ), and its analogies in succeeding

iterations, we get by Bernstein inequality that

‖φs‖L4
t L∞x . s−

1
4

∑

k∈Z
c

(1)

k
(1) (7.15)

‖φs‖L4
t L∞x . s−

3
4

∑

k∈Z
c

(0)

k
(0). (7.16)

We find by Young’s inequality and triangle inequality that

2
1

2 j+4 δ|k|c( j)

k
. sup

k′∈Z
2

1

2 j+4 δ|k′ |‖Pk′∇u0‖L2
x
,

thus there holds

∑

k∈Z
c

( j)

k
. sup

k′∈Z
2

1

2 j+4 δ|k′ |‖Pk′∇u0‖L2
x
. 1, (7.17)

since u0 ∈ HQ. Then (7.16), (7.15) show

‖φs‖L4
t L∞x . min(s−

1
4 , s−

3
4 ). (7.18)

We see (7.18) is not enough to put ‖φs‖L∞x in L1
s , but useful for Step 2 below.

Step 1.2. Applying (3.74) with βk(σ) = c
(0)

k
(σ), σ = 0, and by interpolation, we see for any p ∈ (4,∞), p̃ ∈ (2, 4) satisfying

1
p
+ 1

p̃
= 1

2
, there holds

‖φs‖Lp
t L

p̃
x
. 2k1k+ j≥0(1 + 22 j+2k)−4c

(0)

k
(0) + 2k1k+ j≤02δ|k+ j|c(0)

k
(0),

for s ∈ [22 j−1, 22 j+1), k, j ∈ Z. Then we get by Bernstein inequality that

∫ ∞

0

‖φs‖Lp
t L∞x ds′ .

∑

k∈Z

∑

j≤−k

22 j+k2
2k
p̃ c

(0)

k
(0)2δ|k+ j| +

∑

k∈Z

∑

j≥−k

22 j+k2
2k
p̃ (1 + 2k+ j)−8c

(0)

k
(0)

.
∑

k∈Z
2( 2

p̃
−1)kc

(0)

k
(0). (7.19)

Taking p̃ ∈ (2, 4) such that | 2
p̃
− 1| ≤ 1

8
δ, one finds (7.19) is finite by (7.17). Hence, there exists a p ∈ (4,∞) such that

∫ ∞

0

‖φs‖Lp
t L∞x ds′ . 1. (7.20)

Step 1.3. We aim to prove

lim
t→∞

∫ ∞

0

‖φs(t)‖L∞x ds′ = 0. (7.21)

If (7.21) fails, then for some ̺ > 0, there exists a time sequence {t1
ν }, such that lim

ν→∞
t1
ν = ∞,

∫ ∞

0

‖φs(t
1
ν)‖L∞x ds′ > ̺, ∀ν ∈ Z+. (7.22)

We can also assume t1
ν ≤ t1

ν+1
− 4 for any ν ∈ Z+. Thus by (7.20) there must exist a sufficiently large constant N and a time

sequence {t2
ν } such that

t1
ν − 1 ≤ t2

ν ≤ t1
ν + 1 (7.23)

∫ ∞

0

‖φs(t
2
ν)‖L∞x ds′ ≤ 1

8
̺, ∀ν ≥ N. (7.24)

63



Step 2. On the other hand, we have

∂tφs = Dtφs − Atφs = Dsφt − Atφs

= ∆φt +
∑

i=1,2

2Ai∂iφt + AiAiφt + φt∂iAi + R(φi, φt)φi − Atφs.

Using Proposition 6.2 ((6.12), (6.13)) with bk(σ) replaced by c
(1)

k
(σ) and similar results for succeeding iterations, we see

‖φt‖L4
t L∞x .

∑

k∈Z
c

(2)

k
(
3

2
) . 1

‖∂xφt‖L4
t L∞x .

∑

k∈Z
c

(6)

k
(
5

2
) . 1

‖∂2
xφt‖L4

t L∞x .
∑

k∈Z
c

(10)

k
(
7

2
) . 1,

since as before one has
∑

k∈Z
2

1

2 j+4 δ|k|c( j)

k
(σ) . 1.

And by the same reason there hold

‖∂2
xφt‖L4

t L∞x . s−
5
4

∑

k∈Z
c

(1)

k
(1) . s−

5
4

‖∂xφt‖L4
t L∞x . s−

3
4

∑

k∈Z
c

(1)

k
(1) . s−

3
4 .

Meanwhile, Lemma 3.3 shows

‖φi‖L∞ . (1 + s)−
3
4 , i = 1, 2

‖∂ j
xAi‖L∞ . (1 + s)−

3
4
− 1

2
j, j = 0, 1.

Thus we arrive at

‖∆φt‖L4
t L∞x +

∑

i=1,2

‖2Ai∂iφt + AiAiφt + φt∂iAi + R(φi, φt)φi‖L4
t L∞x . 1.

For the rest Atφs, by the proof of Lemma 6.1 and its analogies in succeeding iterations, we see

‖At‖L4
t L∞x . s−

1
4

∑

k∈Z
c

(1)

k
(1) . s−

1
4

‖At‖L4
t L∞x . s−

3
4

∑

k∈Z
c

(0)

k
(0) . s−

3
4 .

Hence, (7.18) implies

∫ ∞

0

‖Atφs‖L2
t L∞x ds′ . 1.

Therefore, we conclude in this step that there exists a decomposition of ∂tφs = I1 + I2 such that

∫ ∞

0

‖I1‖L4
t L∞x ds′ . 1,

∫ ∞

0

‖I2‖L2
t L∞x ds′ . 1. (7.25)

Step 3. (7.25) and (7.23) show

∫ ∞

0

‖φs(t
1
ν) − φs(t

2
ν)‖L∞x ds′ .

∫ ∞

0

(
‖I1‖L2

t L∞x ([t2
ν−1,t2

ν+1]×Rd) + ‖I2‖L2
t L∞x ([t2

ν−1,t2
ν+1]×Rd)

)
ds′. (7.26)
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Then as ν→ ∞, (7.25) further implies the RHS of (7.26) goes to zero. Thus (7.24) yields

∫ ∞

0

‖φs(t
1
ν)‖L∞x ds′ ≤ 1

4
̺,

for ν sufficiently large, which contradicts with (7.22). So we have verified (7.21).

Similar to (7.21) we also have

lim
t→−∞

∫ ∞

0

‖φs(t)‖L∞x ds′ = 0.

Then (1.4) follows by (7.14).

7.5 Proof of (1.5)

The proof of (1.5) can be reduced to the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Given s > 0, there exists a function fs : R2 → Cn belonging to Ḣ1 such that

lim
t→∞
‖φs(t) − eit∆ fs‖Ḣ1

x
= 0.

Moreover, fs satisfies

‖ fs‖Ḣ1
x
. 1s∈[0,1] + 1s≥1s−

3
2 .

Now, let’s prove (1.5) by assuming Lemma 7.2. Recall that

φi = −
∫ ∞

s

(∂iφs + Aiφs)ds′.

Since ‖A‖L∞s,t L2
x
. 1, (7.21) shows

lim
t→∞
‖
∫ ∞

s

|Aiφs|ds′‖L2
x
= 0.

Then Lemma 7.2 yields

lim
t→∞
‖φ(0, t, x) − ∇eit∆ f+‖L2

x
= 0, (7.27)

where f+ ∈ Ḣ1 is defined by

f+ = −
∫ ∞

0

fsds′.

Let P denote the isometric embedding of N into RN . Recall that {eα, Jeα}nα=1
denotes the caloric gauge. Then the caloric

gauge condition shows

2n∑

l=1

|dP(el) − dP(e∞l )| .
∫ ∞

0

|φs|ds′.

which combined with (7.21) implies for s = 0

lim
t→∞
‖dP(el) − dP(e∞l )‖L∞x = 0, ∀l = 1, ..., 2n. (7.28)

Thus, we deduce from

∂ ju =

n∑

α=1

ℜ(φαj )eα + ℑ(φαj )Jeα,
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that for s = 0

‖dP(∇u) −
n∑

α=1

ℜ(∇eit∆ f+)αdP(e∞α ) −
n∑

α=1

ℑ(∇eit∆ f+)αdP(Je∞α )‖L2
x

. ‖φ − ∇eit∆ f+‖L2
x
+ ‖|eit∆∇ f+ ||dP(e) − dP(e∞)|‖L2

x

+ ‖|φ − ∇eit∆ f+ ||dP(e) − dP(e∞)|‖L2
x
.

Therefore, (7.28) and (7.27) give

lim
t→∞
‖dP(∇u) −

n∑

α=1

ℜ(∇eit∆ f+)αdP(e∞α ) − ℑ(∇eit∆ f+)αdP(Je∞α )‖L2
x
= 0.

Then, letting ~vα = dP(e∞α ), ~vα+n = dP(Je∞α ), we get

lim
t→∞
‖u(t) −

n∑

j=1

ℜ(eit∆ f+) j~v j −
n∑

j=1

ℑ(eit∆ f+) j~v j+n‖Ḣ1
x
= 0. (7.29)

Thus, (1.5) follows form (7.29) by setting

h
j
+ := f

j
+~v j, g

j
+ := f

j
+~v j+n, j = 1, ..., n.

Now, let’s prove Lemma 7.2. The convenient way to verify Lemma 7.2 is to introduce the so-called Schrödinger map

tension field Z := φs − iφt. Then the heat tension field φs satisfies for any s ≥ 0

(i∂t + ∆)φs = N (7.30)

N := −(

2∑

k=1

∂kAk)φs −
2∑

j=1

2A j∂ jφs − A jA jφs + i∂sZ +

2∑

j=1

R(φ j, φs)φ j. (7.31)

And the Schrödinger map tension field Z satisfies the heat equation



(∂s − ∆)Z = (
∑2

k=1 ∂kAk)Z +
∑2

j=1[2A j∂ jZ + A jA jZ]

+
∑2

j=1[R(Z, φ j)φ j + iR(φ j, φs)φ j − R(φ j, iφs)φ j]

Z(0, t, x) = 0.

(7.32)

To prove Lemma 7.2, it suffices to verify

‖{2k‖PkN‖Nk
}‖ℓ2 . (1 + s)−

3
2 ,

where N is given by (7.31). Except for the ∂sZ term in N, the other terms have been handled with before. It remains to dominate

‖Pk∂sZ‖Nk
. In fact, one can prove a stronger result for Z:

‖{(1 + 22k)2k‖PkZ‖
L

4
3
}‖ℓ2 . (1 + s)−

3
2 . (7.33)

We see (7.33) follows by bootstrap and (7.32). Therefore, Lemma 7.2 follows.

7.6 Conclusion

Hence, we have finished the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

8 Appendix A. Bilinear estimates

Lemma 8.1. Let S : RN → R be a smooth function in y ∈ RN and f : (−T, T )×R2 → RN be smooth w.r.t. (t, x) ∈ (−T, T )×R2.

Let

µk =
∑

|k1−k|≤20

2k1‖Pk1
f ‖L∞

L2
x

. (8.1)
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Assume that ‖ f ‖L∞x . 1 and supk∈Z µk ≤ 1. Then

2k‖PkS ( f )(∂a f∂b f )‖L∞t L2
x

. 2k
∑

k1≤k

µk1
2k1µk +

∑

k2≥k

22kµ2
k2

+ ak


∑

k1≤k

2k1µk1



2

+
∑

k2≥k

22k2−k2ak2
µk2

∑

k1≤k2

2k1µk1
. (8.2)

where {ak} denotes

ak := ‖∇Pk(S ( f ))‖L∞t L2
x
. (8.3)

Proof. The same proof of [[4], Lemma 8.2] shows

2k‖PkS ( f )(∂a f∂b f )‖L∞t L2
x

. 22k
∑

k1≤k

µk1
2kµk +

∑

k2≥k

2−2(k2−k)22k2µ2
k2

+ ak(
∑

k1≤k

2k1µk1
)2 +

∑

k2≥k

22k2−2k22k2ak2
µk2

∑

k1≤k2

2k1µk1
.

The only difference is that we use

‖Pk(S ( f ))‖L2
x
≤ 2−k‖∇Pk(S ( f ))‖L2

x

when S ( f ) lies in the high frequency w.r.t. ∂a f∂b f , and the trivial bound

‖Pk(S ( f ))‖L∞x . 1

when S ( f ) lies in the relatively low frequency. �

Denote H∞,∞(T ) the set of functions f defined in (t, x) ∈ [−T, T ] × R2 satisfying ∂b1

t ∂
b2
x f ∈ L2([−T, T ] × R2) for any

b1, b2 ∈ N.

Lemma 8.2 ([4],Lemma 5.1). Given L ∈ Z+, ω ∈ [0, 1
2
], T ∈ (0, 22L]. Suppose that f , g ∈ H∞,∞(T ), let

αk :=
∑

|k−k′ |≤20

‖ fk′‖S ω
k′ (T )∩Fk′ (T ), βk :=

∑

|k−k′ |≤20

‖gk′‖S 0
k′ (T ),

If |k1 − k2| ≤ 8, then

‖Pk(Pk1
f Pk2

g)‖
Fk(T )

⋂
S

1
2
k

(T )
. 2

kd
2 2(k2−k)( 2d

d+2
−ω)αk1

βk2
. (8.4)

If |k − k1| ≤ 4, then

‖Pk(gPk1
f )‖

Fk (T )
⋂

S
1
2
k

(T )
. ‖g‖L∞αk1

. (8.5)

Lemma 8.3 ([4],Lemma 5.4). Given L ∈ Z+, ω ∈ [0, 1
2
], T ∈ (0, 22L]. Then for f , g ∈ H∞,∞(T )

‖Pk( f g)‖L4
t,x
.

∑

l≤k

2l(albk + 2
1
2

(k−l)akbl) + 2k
∑

l≥k

2−ω(l−k)albl. (8.6)

where we denote

ak :=
∑

|l−k|≤20

‖Pk f ‖S ω
l

(T ), bk :=
∑

|l−k|≤20

‖Pkg‖L4
t,x(T ). (8.7)
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Lemma 8.4 ([4],Lemma 5.4). Given L ∈ Z+, ω ∈ [0, 1
2
], T ∈ (0, 22L]. Suppose that f , g ∈ H∞,∞(T ), Pk f ∈ S ω

k
(T ), Pkg ∈ L4

t,x

for all k ∈ Z. Let

µk :=
∑

|l−k|≤20

‖Pk f ‖S ω
l
(T ), νk :=

∑

|l−k|≤20

‖Pkg‖L4
t,x(T ). (8.8)

If |k2 − k| ≤ 4, k1 ≤ k − 4, then

‖Pk( fk1
gk2

)‖L4
t,x
. 2k1µk2

νk. (8.9)

If |k1 − k| ≤ 4, k2 ≤ k − 4, then

‖Pk( fk1
gk2

)‖L4
t,x
. 2k22

1
2

(k−k2)µkνk2
. (8.10)

If |k1 − k2| ≤ 8, k1, k2 ≥ k − 4, then

‖Pk( fk1
gk2

)‖L4
t,x
. 2k(1+ω)2−ωk2µk2

νk2
. (8.11)

Lemma 8.5 ([4], Lemma 6.3). • If |l − k| ≤ 80 and f ∈ Fl(T ), then

‖Pk(g f )‖Nk(T ) . ‖g‖L2
t L2

x
‖ f ‖Fl (T ). (8.12)

• If l ≤ k − 80 and f ∈ Fl(T ), then

‖Pk(g f )‖Nk(T ) . 2
l−k
2 ‖g‖L2

t L2
x
‖ f ‖Fl (T ). (8.13)

• If k ≤ l − 80 and f ∈ Gl(T ), then

‖Pk(g f )‖Nk(T ) . 2
k−l
6 ‖g‖L2

t L2
x
‖ f ‖Gl (T ). (8.14)

Lemma 8.6 ([4], Lemma 6.5). • If k ≤ l and f ∈ Fk(T ),g ∈ Fl(T ) then

‖ f g‖L2
t,x
. ‖ f ‖Fk (T )‖g‖Fl(T ). (8.15)

• If k ≤ l and f ∈ Fk(T ),g ∈ Gl(T ) then

‖ f g‖L2
t,x
. 2

k−l
2 ‖ f ‖Fk (T )‖g‖Gl(T ). (8.16)

9 Appendix B. Proof of Remained Claims

It seems that the following blow-up criterion was not explicitly written down in literature of SMF. This result is well-known in

energy critical heat flows. For completeness, we give a proof.

Proposition 9.1. Suppose that u0 ∈ HL
Q

with L ≥ 4 is the initial data to SMF. If in the time interval [−T, T ], the SMF solution

u satisfies

‖u(t)‖L∞t,x(T ) ≤ B < ∞, (9.1)

then u has the bound

‖u(t)‖L∞t HL
x
≤ C(B, T, ‖u0‖HL

x
) < ∞. (9.2)

As a corollary, if (9.1) holds then u can be extended beyond [−T, T ] to C([−T − ρ, T + ρ]; HL
Q

) for some ρ > 0.

Proof. Recall the tension field τ(u) =
∑2

j=1 ∇ j∂ ju. By integration by parts,

∫

R2

〈τ(u), τ(u)〉dx =

∫

R2

2∑

j,k=1

〈∇ j∂ ju,∇k∂ku〉dx

=

∫

R2

〈∇k∇ j∂ku,∇k∇ j∂ku〉 +
∫

R2

O(|du|4)dx. (9.3)

68



Since u solves S MF, by integration by parts, we get

d

dt

∫

R2

〈τ(u), τ(u)〉dx = 2

2∑

j=1

∫

R2

〈∇ j∂ j∂tu, τ(u)〉dx +

∫

R2

O(|du|2|∂tu||τ(u)|)dx

= 2

2∑

j=1

∫

R2

〈∇ jJτ(u),∇ jτ(u)〉 +
∫

R2

O(|du|2|∂tu||τ(u)|)dx.

Since J commutes with ∇ j, 〈JX, X〉 = 0, we then arrive at

d

dt
‖τ(u)‖2

L2
x
. ‖du‖2L∞t,x‖τ(u)‖2

L2
x
.

Gronwall inequality and (9.1) show

‖τ(u)‖L2
x
. eBt‖τ(u0)‖L2

x
.

Using the energy bound

‖∇u‖L∞t L2
x
. ‖∇u0‖L2

x

and (9.3) give

‖u(t)‖W2,2 . B‖∇u0‖L2
x
+ eBt‖τ(u0)‖L2

x
. (9.4)

By integration by parts,

∫

R2

〈∇iτ(u),∇iτ(u)〉dx =

∫

R2

2∑

j,k=1

〈∇i∇ j∂ ju,∇i∇k∂ku〉dx =

∫

R2

〈∇i∇ j∂ku,∇i∇ j∂ku〉

+

∫

R2

O(|du|3|∇2du| + |∇u|2|∇du|2 + |∇du||du|2)dx.

Thus we have

‖∇2du(t)‖2
L2

x
. ‖∇τ(u)‖2

L2
x
+ ‖du‖6

L6
x
+ ‖du‖2L∞x ‖∇du‖2

L2
x
+ ‖du‖2

L4
x
‖∇du‖L2

x

. ‖∇τ(u)‖2
L2

x
+C(B, t, ‖u0‖W2,2 ) (9.5)

And applying integration by parts furthermore gives

1

2

d

dt
‖∇τ(u)‖2

L2
x
=

∑

i, j

〈∇i∇ j∂ ju,∇t∇i∇ j∂ ju〉

=
∑

i, j

〈∇iτ(u),∇i∇ j∇ j∂tu〉 +
∫

R2

|∇τ(u)||∇∂tu||du|2dx

+

∫

R2

|∇2du|∇du||∂tu||du|dx +

∫

R2

|du|3|∂tu||∇2du|dx

. −〈
∑

i

∇i∇iτ(u), J
∑

j

∇ j∇ jτ(u)〉 + B2‖∇τ(u)‖2
L2

x
+ B‖∇τ(u)‖L2

x
‖∇du‖2

L4
x

+ B3‖∇τ(u)‖L2
x
‖τ(u)‖L2

x

. B2‖∇τ(u)‖2
L2

x
+ B‖∇τ(u)‖L2

x
‖∇2du‖L2

x
‖∇du‖L2

x
+ B3‖∇τ(u)‖L2

x
‖τ(u)‖L2

x
.

Hence, denoting F(t) = ‖∇τ(u)‖L2
x
, (9.4) and (9.5) show

1

2

d

dt
F2(t) . C1(B, T )F(t)[F(t)+ C2(B, T )],

where C1(B, T ) and C2(B, T ) are smooth functions of B, T . So the Sobolev norm of u has a uniform bound in [−T, T ] up to

order three. This with the classical local existence theory (see [9] or [30]) implies u can be extended to [−ρ − T, T + ρ] for

some ρ > 0. And the bounds for the higher order Sobolev norms follow by Theorem 3.3 of [30] or induction. Then by Sobolev

embedding u is smooth in [−ρ − T, T + ρ] if u0 ∈ HQ. �
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