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CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS

JOACHIM KRIEGER, WILHELM SCHLAG

ABSTRACT. By means of the concentrated compactness method of Bahouri-Gerard [I] and Kenig-Merle [13],
we prove global existence and regularity for wave maps with smooth data and large energy from R2+1 —

H2. The argument yields an apriori bound of the Coulomb gauged derivative components of our wave map

relative to a suitable norm || - ||s (which holds the solution) in terms of the energy alone. As a by-product

of our argument, we obtain a phase-space decomposition of the gauged derivative components analogous

to the one of Bahouri-Gerard.

1. INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

1.1. The main result and its history. Formally speaking, wave maps are the analogue of harmonic
maps where the Minkowski metric is imposed on the independent variables. More precisely, for a smooth
u: R"" — M with (M, g) Riemannian, define the Lagrangian

L(u) = /RnJrl (10pu]? — |Vul?) dtdx

Then the critical points are defined as £'(u) = 0 which means that Ou L T;, M in case M is imbedded in
some Euclidean space. This is called the extrinsic formulation, which can also be written as

Ou+ A(u)(0pu, 0%u) =0

where A(u) is the second fundamental form. In view of this, it is clear that v o ¢ is a wave map for any
geodesic v in M and any free scalar wave ¢. Moreover, any harmonic map is a stationary wave map. The
intrinsic formulation is D*d,u = 0, where

Do X7 := 9, X7 + T, ouX'9,u”
is the covariant derivative induced by u on the pull-back bundle of T M under u (with the summation

convention in force). Thus, in local coordinates u = (u',...,u?) one has

(1.1) Ow 4T, o udyu’ 3%u* =0
The central problem for wave maps is to answer the following question:

For which M does the Cauchy problem for the wave map u : R — M with smooth data (u,10)|—o =
(ug,uy) have global smooth solutions?

In view of finite propagation speed, one may assume that the data (ug,u;) are trivial outside of some
compact set (i.e., ug is constant outside of some compact set, whereas u; vanishes outside of that set).
Let us briefly describe what is known about this problem.

First, recall that the wave map equation is invariant under the scaling u +— u(A-) which is critical
relative to H % (R™), whereas the conserved energy

E(u) = % ZO/R" |0qu(t, -)|* dz
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is critical relative to H'(R™). In the supercritical case n > 3 it was observed by Shatah [39] that there
are self-similar blowup solutions of finite energy. In the critical case n = 2, it is known that there can be
no self-similar blowup, see [40]. Moreover, Struwe [47] observed that in the equivariant setting, blowup
in this dimension has to result from a strictly slower than self-similar rescaling of a harmonic sphere of
finite energy. His arguments were based on the very detailed wellposedness of equivariant wave maps
by Christodoulou, Tavildar-Zadeh [4], [5], and Shatah, Tahvildar-Zadeh [41], [42] in the energy class for
equivariant wave maps into manifolds that are invariant under the action of SO(2,R). Finally, Rodnianski,
Sterbenz [36], as well as the authors together with Daniel Tataru [25] exhibited finite energy wave maps
from R? — S2 that blow up in finite time by suitable rescaling of harmonic maps.

Let us now briefly recall some well-posedness results. The nonlinearity in (1) displays a nullform
structure, which was the essential feature in the subcritical theory of Klainerman-Machedon [I7]-[15], and
Klainerman-Selberg [19], [20]. These authors proved strong local well-posedness for data in H*(R™) when
s > 5. The important critical theory s = § was begun by Tataru [61], [60]. These seminal papers proved
global well-posedness for smooth data satisfying a smallness condition in BQ%J(R”) X BQ% n 1(}R”). In a
breakthrough work, Tao [56], [55] was able to prove well-posedness for data with small H* x H3 norm
and the sphere as target. For this purpose, he introduced the important microlocal gauge in order to
remove some “bad” interaction terms from the nonlinearity. Later results by Klainerman, Rodnianski [18],
Nahmod, Stephanov, Uhlenbeck [34], Tataru [58], [57], and Krieger [22], [23], [24] considered other cases
of targets by using similar methods as in Tao’s work.

Recently, Sterbenz and Tataru [44], [45] have given the following very satisfactory answer to the above
question: If the energy of the initial data is smaller than the energy of any nontrivial harmonic map
R™ — M, then one has global existence and regularity.

Notice in particular that if there are no harmonic maps other than constants, then one has global existence
for all energies. A particular case of this are the hyperbolic spaces H" for which Tao [54]-[50] has achieved
the same result (with some apriori global norm control).

The purpose of this paper is to apply the method of compensated compactness as in Bahouri, Gerard [I]
and Kenig, Merle [13], [14] to the large data wave map problem with the hyperbolic plane H? as target.
We emphasize that this gives more than global existence and regularity as already in the semilinear case
considered by the aforementioned authors. The fact that in the critical case the large data problem should
be decided by the geometry of the target is a conjecture going back to Sergiu Klainerman.

Let us now describe our result in more detail. Let H? be the upper half-plane model of the hyperbolic

plane equipped with the metric ds? = M. Let u : R?> — H? be a smooth map. Expanding the
derivatives {Oqu}a=0,1,2 (With dy := 0;) in the orthonormal frame {ei,es} = {yOx,y0y} gives rise to
smooth coordinate functions ¢!, 2. In what follows, ||0,ul|x will mean Z?:l |¢% || x for any norm | - || x

on scalar functions. For example, the energy of u is

2
E(u) =) [|0aull3
a=0

Similarly, suppose 7 : H? — M is a covering map with M some hyperbolic Riemann surface with the metric
that renders 7 a local isometry. In other words, M = H?/T" for some discrete subgroup I' ¢ PSL(2,R)
which operates totally discontinuously on H2. Now suppose u : R2 — M is a smooth map which is constant
outside of some compact set, say. It lifts to a smooth map @ : R? — H? uniquely, up to composition with
an element of I'. We now define ||0qu||x := ||0o0]|x. In particular, the energy E(u) := E(a1). Note that
due to the fact that I' is a group of isometries of H?, these definitions are unambiguous. Our main result
is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. The exists a function K : (0,00) — (0,00) with the following property: Let M be a
hyperbolic Riemann surface. Suppose (ug,uy) : R2 — M x TM are smooth and ug = const, u; = 0
outside of some compact set. Then the wave map evolution u of these data as a map R'™2 — M exists
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globally as a smooth function and, moreover, for any % + 2—1q < i with2 < qg<oo,v=1-— % — %,

(1.2) Y I(=2)"20aullLppg < Cy K(E)

Moreover, in the case when M — RY is a compact Riemann surface, one has scattering:

max_[[Oau(t) = aS(#)(f,9)lez =0 as t = +oo

where S(t)(f,g) = cos(t|V|)f + bm|tv|‘v‘)g and suitable (f,g) € (H' x L?)(R%,RN). Alternatively, if M is
non-compact, then lifting u to a map R*2? — H? with derivative components ¢J, as defined above, one has

max[[64(1) —~ 0aS()(f. ")z =0 as ¢ oo

where (f7,¢7) € (H' x L?)(R%*R).

We emphasize that (I.2)) can be strengthened considerably in terms of the type of norm applied to the
Coulomb gauged derivative components of the wave map:

2
(1.3) > Ilalls < CK(E)?

a=0
The meaning v, as well as of the S norm will be explained below. We now turn to describing this result
and our methods in more detail. For more background on wave maps see [12], [58], and [40].

. . . . . 2 2
1.2. Wave maps to H2. The manifold H? is the upper half-plane equipped with the metric ds? = dx 4 dy”

Expanding the derivatives {9,u}a=0,1,2 (with 8y := 8;) of a smooth map u : R1*? — H? in the orthonormal
frame {e1,e2} = {yOx,y0y} yields

0ot = (00X, 00y) = Z¢Jej

whence
“19, 2 -
) y=Emad 0 s T el
j=1,2

Energy conservation takes the form

(1.5) / ZZW tw|2d;v—/ ZZW (0,2) dz

a=0 j=1 a=0 j=1

where z = (21, 22) and 9y = J;. If u(t, z) is a smooth wave map, then the functions {¢%} for 0 < a < 2
and j = 1, 2 satisfy the div—curl system

(1.6) Dpde, — Dl = Go0% — Os0%
(1.7) sl — 0aty =0

(1.8) Dad'™ = —hod™
(1.9) Oad® = ppo'

for all o, 8 = 0,1,2. As usual, repeated indices are being summed over, and lowering or raising is done via
the Minkowski metric. Clearly, (L6) and (7)) are integrability conditions which are an expression of the
curvature of H2. On the other hand, (L8) and (LJ) are the actual wave map system. Since the choice of
frame was arbitrary, one still has gauge freedom for the system (L8)—-(T9). We shall exclusively rely on
the Coulomb gauge which is given in terms of complex notation by the functions

(1.10) Vo 1= UL + Y2 = (¢L +ig2)e A Eim1 9%



4 JOACHIM KRIEGER, WILHELM SCHLAG

If ¢} are Schwartz functions , then Z?:l dj¢}j has mean zero whence

2 2
(L) (A3 0)) = g [ ogle =l Yo 0,63 () dc n g
=1 j=1

is well-defined and moreover decays like |2| =1 (but in general no faster). The gauged components {14 }a—0.1.2
satisfy the new div—curl system

(1.12) Bathps — Optha = ithp AT Y B (a2 — 20}) — itha ATIO; (Y2 — YT
j=1,2
2
(1.13) D =" AT "0, (Lv? — Pl
j=1

In particular, one obtains the following system of wave equations for the v,:
Do = i0° [a A1 Y 0;(0p05 — i) —i0° [aA710; (bar] — vav;)]
j=1,2

102 [WPATY Y 0] — i)

7j=1,2

(1.14)

Throughout this paper we shall only consider admissible wave maps u. These are characterized as smooth
wave maps u : I x R? — H? on some time interval I so that the derivative components ¢/ are Schwartz
functions on fixed time slices.

By the method of Hodge decompositions froml] [22]—[24] one exhibits the null-structure present in (ITI2Z)—
(CI4). Hodge decomposition here refers to writing

2
(1.15) vp=—Rg > Rite + xs
k=1

where Rg := 93|V|~! are the usual Riesz transform. Inserting the hyperbolic terms Rg Zi:l Ry, into
the right-hand sides of ([LI2)—(TI4) leads to trilinear nonlinearities with a null structure. As is well-
known, such null structures are amenable to better estimates since they annihilate “self-interactions”, or
more precisely, interactions of waves which propagate along the same characteristics, cf. [I7]-[16], as well
as [19], [20], [I0]. Furthermore, inserting at least one “elliptic term” xg from ([LIH) leads to a higher
order nonlinearity, in fact quintic or higher which are easier to estimate (essentially by means of Strichartz
norms). To see this, note that

2
> 0x; =0
j=1

djxp — Opx; = O0j1p — Op1b;

whence
2
(1.16) Xo =1 Y OA M YgAT O (WIYE — viyd) — ¥ AT Ok (UEUE — V)]
7,k=1

Since we are only going to obtain apriori bounds on ¢/ , it will suffice to assume throughout that the ¢,
are Schwartz functions, whence the same holds for v,. In what follows, we shall never actually solve the
system (LI2)—(CI4). To go further, the wave-equation (II4) by itself is meaningless. In fact, it is clear
that (LI2) and (LI3]) will hold for all ¢t € (=T, T) if and only if they hold at time ¢t = 0 and (I4) holds
for all t € (=T,T). This being said, we will only use the system (L.I4) to derive apriori estimates for
o, which will then be shown to lead to suitable bounds on the components ¢/, of derivatives of a wave

1n these papers this decomposition is also referred to as “dynamic decomposition”.
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map u. This is done by means of Tao’s device of frequency envelope, see [56] or [22]. This refers to a
sequence {cg }rez of positive reals such that

(1.17) er 270 < ey < gy 20 1R

where o > 0 is a small number. The most relevant example is given by

1
e i= (32 P 0)]3)”
LET
which controls the initial data. While it is of course clear that (L6)—(T9) imply the system ([[I2)—
(LI4), the reverse implication is not such a simple matter since it involves solving an elliptic system
with large solutions. On the other hand, transferring estimates on the v, in H*(R?) spaces to similar
bounds on the derivative components ¢/, does not require this full implication. Indeed, assume the bound
%1l o (=11 )01 (m2y) < 00 for some small §; > 0 (we will obtain such bounds via frequency envelopes
with 0 < 01 < o). For any fixed time ¢ € (=T, T1) one now has with Py being the usual Littlewood-Paley
projections to frequency 2,

1Pegha 7152 = [| Pelie? Z5=1 2725939, g0
iy? 19,0k
< || Po[Pepro(eZi1 & 8J¢J)P[e—10,£+10]¢a]”H52
.2 —1g 41
+ || Pe[Pe-10,410) (6’ Z=1 2 2593) Py ya5ta] || s

L2 —14 1
+ Y N PPe(ef =2 %% Py o1ythal | s
k>04+10

.2 —1g. 41
S Pe—10,e110%all oz + (1 Pe—10,6410/(€° j=1 87 0i%5)

i3, AT ot
+ Y P == 250 | s, [| Peso1)Pallso
E>0+410

I| o2 | P<e415%a || oo

Next, one has the bounds
A —1 2 a1 _
||VI elA Zj:l 8]¢j ||Lt°°L§ 5 H(b;HLfoLiv HP<Z+151/}0¢||L$° 5 2(1 61)é||1/)04||H51

where the first one is admissible due to energy conservation for the derived wave map, see (LI). In
conclusion,

1Pegallms: S I Pevoqyallms: + 20706l 2 19| o
Summing over £ > 0 yields

(1.18) 1Dl oo ((~1o.11)s 102 (m2)) < 00

By the subcritical existence theory of Klainerman and Machedon, see [I7]-[15] as well as [19], [20], the
solution can now be extended smoothly beyond this time interval. More precisely, the device of frequency
envelopes allows one to place the Schwartz data in H*(R?) for all s > 0 initially, and as it turns out, also
for all times provided s > 0 is sufficiently small. The latter claim is of course the entire objective of this
paper. We should also remark that we bring (I4)) into play only because it fits into the framework of the
spaces from [56] and [60]. This will allow us to obtain the crucial energy estimate for solutions of (.14,
whereas it is not clear how to do this directly for the system (L12), (LI3]). As already noted in [22], the
price one pays for passing to (LI4) lies with the initial conditions, or more precisely, the time derivative
010 (0, -). While 9,(0, -) only involves one derivative of the wave map u, this time derivative involves two.
This will force us to essentially “randomize” the initial time.

1.3. The small data theory. In this section we give a very brief introduction to the spaces which are
needed to control the ¢ system ([I2), (II3), and (LI4). A systematic development will be carried out
in Section [ below, largely following [55] (we do need to go beyond both [55] and [22] in some instances
such as by adding the sharp Strichartz spaces with the Klainerman-Tataru gain for small scales, and by
eventually modifying || - ||sp to the stronger || - || sjx) which allows for a high-high gain in the S x S — L7,
estimate). First note that it is not possible to bound the trilinear nonlinearities in this system in Strichartz
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spaces due to slow dispersion in dimension two. Moreover, it is not possible to adapt the X *?-space of the
subcritical theory to the scaling invariant case as this runs into logarithmic divergences. For this reason,
Tataru [60] devised a class of spaces which resolve these logarithmic divergences. His idea was to allow
characteristic frames of reference. More precisely, fix w € S! and define

0F = (1,2w)/V2, to:=(t,x)-05, xy:=(t,x)—t,0F

which are the coordinates defined by a generator on the light-cone. Now suppose that 1); are free waves
such that v is Fourier supported on 1 < |£] < 2, and both vy and 13 are Fourier supported on |¢| ~ 2%
where k is large and negative. Finally, we also assume that the three wave are in “generic position”, i.e.,
that their Fourier supports make an angle of about size one. Clearly, 27511913 is then a representative
model for the nonlinearities arising in (II4). With

it ) = [ M)
RQ
we perform the plane-wave decomposition ¥3(t, ) = [ ¢, (V/2t,) dw where

6us) = [ )

By inspection,

k
(1.19) 160l s, do S 25 sl

Hence,

2_k/H% Posllpy pz dw S 2_k/||¢w||ngng dwllvripalzz r2

S lsllpsere 1l sorz 192l e e

which is an exampldg of a trilinear estimate which will be studied systematically in Section Here we
used both (LI9) and the standard bilinear L?, bilinear L2-bound for waves with angular separation:
k
l1allrz r2 = lrvallrzre S 22102l 2 ¥l e re

This suggests introducing an atomic space with atoms 1,, of Fourier support || ~ 1 and satisfying
[Yollry r2 <1

as part of the space N|[0] which holds the nonlinearity (the zero here refers to the Littlewood-Paley
projection Py. Below, we refer to this space as NF). In addition, the space defined by (LLI9) is also an
atomic space and should be incorporated in the space S[k] holding the solution at frequency 2% (we refer
to this below as the PW space). By duality to L; L2 in N[0], we then expect to see Li°L2 as part
of S[0]. The simple observation here (originating in [60]) is that one can indeed bound the energy along a
characteristic frame (t,,,x,,) of a free wave as long as its Fourier support makes a positive angle with the
direction w. Indeed, recall the local energy conservation identity d;e — div(9;1)Vp) = 0 for a free wave
where

e= 2100 + [P?)

is the energy density, over a region of the form {—T <t < T} N{t, > a}. From the divergence theorem
one obtains that

/ X[—TgthHWlVWQ ac? S ||¢||2L$°Lg
to=a

where £2 is the planar Lebesgue measure on {t,, = a}. Sending 7" — oo and letting p denote the distance
between w and the direction of the Fourier support of ¢|;—g, one concludes that

[Vl S P~ IYlpers

tw T Tw

2Note that one does not obtain a gain in this case. This fact will be of utmost importance in this paper, forcing us to use
a “twisted” wave equation resulting from these high-low-low interactions in the linearized trilinear expressions.
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Hence, we should include a piece
sup d(wa“)HiﬁHLgOng

wE2K
in the norm S[0] holding Py provided 1 is a wave packet oriented along the cone of dimensions 1 x 2% x 22%,
projecting onto an angular sector in the ¢-plane associated with the cap x C S', where & is of size 2F (this
is called NF* below).

Recall that we have made a genericity assumption which guaranteed that the Fourier supports were well
separated in the angle. In order to relax this condition, it is essential to invoke the usual device of nullforms
which cancel out parallel interactions. One of the discoveries of [22] is a genuinely trilinear nullform
expansion, see (5.39) and (.40), which exploit the relative position of all three waves simultaneously. It
seems impossible to reduce the trilinear nonlinearities of ([I4]) exclusively to the easier bilinear ones.

It is shown in [60] (and then also in [55] which develops much of the functional framework that we use,
as well as [22]) that in low dimensions (especially n = 2 but these spaces are also needed for n = 3), these
nullframe spaces are strong enough — in conjunction with more traditional scaling invariant X * spaces
— to bound the trilinear nonlinearities, as well as weak enough to allow for an energy estimate to hold.
This then leads modulo passing to an appropriate gauge to the small energy theory.

The norm || - || in ([L3) is of the form ||¢]|s := (ZkeZ ||Pk1/1|‘%[k])§ where S[k] is built from L{°L2,

critical X*°, L}L2° Strichartz norms, as well as the null-frame spaces which we just described.

1.4. The Bahouri-Gerard concentrated compactness method. We now come to the core of the
argument, namely the Bahouri-Gerard type decomposition and the associated perturbative argument.

In [I1] P. Gérard considered defocusing semilinear wave equations in R3™1 of the form Ou + f(u) = 0
with data given by a sequence (¢, ¥,) of energy data going weakly to zero. Denote the resulting solutions
to the nonlinear problem by u,,, and the free waves with the same data by v,,. Gérard proved that provided
f(u) is subcritical relative to energy then

ltn — vnllLoe(r:e) =0  asn — o0

where £ is the energy space. In contrast, for this to hold for the energy critical problem he found via the
concentrated compactness method of P. L. Lions that it is necessary and sufficient that |[v, ||z (7,16 (rs)) —
0. In other words, the critical problem experiences a loss of compactness.

The origin of this loss of compactness, as well as the meaning of the L® condition were later made
completely explicit by Bahouri-Gerard [I]. Their result reads as follows: Let {(¢n, %)}, C H' x
L?(R3) be a bounded sequence, and define v, to be a free wave with these initial data. Then there exists
a subsequence {v,} of {vn}, a finite energy free wave v, as well as free waves V) and (e9),20)) €
(}R‘*,R?’)Z+ for every 7 > 1 with the property that for all £ > 1,

4 1 9 )

(1.20) o (ta) = v(t,a) + > VO (e ) et )

n - () E(J) E(J) n

J=11\/ ey n n
where
lim sup ||w,(f)||L§(R7L;O(R3)) -0 as £ — oo
n—oo

and for any j # k,

Dl ] )

Esl—k)—ky—k g(j) — 00 asn— o0

Furthermore, the free energy Eq satisfies the following orthogonality property:
‘
Eo(v)) = Eo(v) + Z Eo(V9)Y + Eg(w®) + o(1) as m— 0o

Jj=1

Note that this result characterized the loss of compactness in terms of the appearance of concentration
profiles V). Moreover, [I] contains an analogue of this result for so-called Shatah-Struwe solutions of the
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semi-linear problem Ou + |u|*u = 0 which then leads to another proof of the main result in [I1]. One of
the main applications of their work was to show the existence of a function A : [0,00) — [0,00) so that
every Shatah-Struwe solution satisfies the bound

(1.21) lull s r; 10 (may) < A(E(w))

where E(u) is the energy associated with the semi-linear equation. This is proved by contradiction; indeed,
assuming (2)) fails, one then obtains sequences of bounded energy solutions with uncontrollable Strichartz
norm which is then shown to contradict the fact the nonlinear solutions themselves converge weakly to
another solution. The decomposition (L20) compensates for the aforementioned loss of compactness by
reducing it precisely to the effect of the symmetries, i.e., dilation and scaling. This is completely analogous
to the elliptic (in fact, variational) origins of the method of concentrated compactness, see Lions [27] and
Struwe [46]. See [1] for more details and other applications.

The importance of [I] in the context of wave maps is made clear by the argument of Kenig, Merle [13],
[I4]. This method, which will be described in more detail later in this section, represents a general
method for attacking global well-posedness problems for energy critical equations such as the wave-map
problem. Returning to the Bahouri-Gerard decomposition, we note that any attempt at implementing this
technique for wave maps encounters numerous serious difficulties. These are of course all rooted in the
difficult nonlinear nature of the system (LG)—(T9). Perhaps the most salient feature of our decomposition
as compared to [I] is that the free wave equation no longer capture the correct asymptotic behavior for
large times; rather, the atomic components V') are defined as solutions of a covariant (or “twisted”) wave
equation of the form

(1.22) O+ 2iA,0°

where the magnetic potential A, arises from linearizing the wave map equation in the Coulomb gauge.
More precisely, the magnetic term here captures the high-low-low interactions in the trilinear nonlinearities
of the wave map system where there is no apriori smallness gain.

In keeping with the Kenig-Merle method, the Bahouri-Gerard decomposition is used to show the following:
assume that a uniform bound of the form

[¥]ls < C(E)

for some function C(E) fails for all finite energy levels E. Then there must exist a weak wave map Ucyitical :
(=Ty,T1) — S to a compact Riemann surface uniformized by H?Z, which enjoys certain compactness
properties. In the final part of the argument we then need to rule out the existence of such an object.
Arguing by contradiction, we now assume there is a sequence of Schwartz class (on fixed time slices) wave
maps u” : (=T, T7*) x R? — H? with the properties that

o [¥"z2 = Ecrit

o limy, o0 |7 s((—1p 17y xR2) = 00
Thus all these wave maps have t = 0 in their domain of definition. Roughly speaking, we shall proceed
along the following steps. First, recall that the Bahouri-Gerard theorem is a genuine phase-space result in
the sense that it identifies the main asymptotic carriers of energy which are not pure radiation, which would

then sit in w,(f). This refers to the free waves V) above, which are “localized” in frequency (namely at scale

(gﬁf ))_1) as well as in physical spaces (namely around the space-time points (tSf ) 2l ))) The procedure of

filtering out the scales 553 ) is due to Metivier-Schochet, see [31].

(1) Bahouri-Gerard I: filtering out frequency blocks.

If we apply the frequency localization procedure of Metivier-Schochet to the derivative compo-
nents ¢l = (6;2‘", aayin) at time ¢ = 0, we run into the problem that the resulting frequency
components are not necessarily related to an actual map from R? — H2. We introduce a procedure
to obtain a frequency decomposition which is “geometric”, i.e., the frequency localized pieces are
themselves derivative components of maps from R? — H2.

(2) Refining the considerations on frequency localization; frequency localized approzimative maps. In
order to deal with the non-atomic (in the frequency sense) derivative components, which may
still have large energy, we need to be able to truncate the derivative components arbitrarily in
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frequency while still retaining the geometric interpretation. Here we shall use arguments just as in
the first step to allow us to “build up” the components 7 from low frequency ones. In the end, we
of course need to show that for some subsequence of the 17, the frequency support is essentially
atomic. If this were to fail, we deduce an apriori bound on ¢} || s((— 1 7r) xR2)-

(3) Assuming the presence of a lowest energy non-atomic type component, establish an apriori esti-
mate for its nonlinear evolution. This requires deriving energy estimates for the covariant wave
equation (22).

(4) Bahouri-Gerard II, applied to the first atomic frequency component. Here, assuming that we have
constructed the first “low frequency approximation” in the previous step, we need to filter out the
physically localized pieces. This is where we have to deviate from Kenig-Merle: instead of the free
wave operator, we need to use a covariant wave operator to model the asymptotics as t — +oc.
Again a lot of effort needs to be expended on showing that the components we obtain are actually
the Coulomb derivative components of Schwartz maps from R? — H?, up to arbitrarily small
errors in energy. Once we have this, we can then use the result from the stability section in order
to construct the time evolution of these pieces and obtain their apriori dispersive behavior.

(5) Bahouri-Gerard II; completion. Here we repeat Steps 3 and 4 for the ensuing frequency pieces, to
complete the estimate for the 9]). The conclusion is that upon choosing n large enough, we arrive
at a contradiction, unless there is precisely one frequency component and precisely one atomic
physical component forming that frequency component. These are the data that then gives rise to
the weak wave map with the desired compactness properties.

1.5. The Kenig-Merle agument. In [14], [I3], Kenig and Merle developed an approach to the global
wellposendess for defocusing energy critical semilinear Schrédinger and wave equations; moreover, their
argument yields a blowup/global existence dichotomy in the focusing case as well, provided the energy of
the wave lies beneath a certain threshold. See [6] for an application of these ideas to wave maps.

Let us give a brief overview of their argument. Consider

Ou+u®=0

in R*3 with data in H* x L2. Tt is standard that this equation is well-posed for small data provided we
place the solution in the energy space intersected with suitable Strichartz spaces. Moreover, if I is the
maximal interval of existence, then necessarily ||ul|Ls(r,s(®s)) = oo and the energy E(u) is conserved.

Now suppose Fc.;+ is the minimal energy with the property that all solutions in the above sense with
E(u) < Ecrit exist globally and satisfy [ul|ps;zs®s)) < oo. Then by means of the Bahouri-Gerard
decomposition, as well as the perturbation theory for this equation one concludes that a critical solution
uc exists on some interval I* and that [|ul|1s(;+;18(rs)) = 0o. Moreover, by similar arguments one obtains
the crucial property that the set

K = {(\ (OuA®) (@ — y(), £), \F B u(NE) (@ — y(t), 1) « te I}

is precompact in H' x L?(R3) for a suitable path A(t),y(t). To see this, one applies the Bahouri-Gerard
decomposition to a sequence w,, of solutions with energy E(u,) — E¢ri from above. The logic here is
that due to the minimality assumption on E..;; only a single limiting profile can arise in (L20) up to
errors that go to zero in energy as n — oo. Indeed, if this were not the case then due to fact that the
profiles diverge from each other in physical space as n — oo one can then apply the perturbation theory
to conclude that each of the individual nonlinear evolutions of the limiting profiles (which exist due to the
fact that their energies are strictly below FE.,;; ) can be superimposed to form a global nonlinear evolution,
contradicting the choice of the sequence u,,. The fact that £ = 1 allows one to rescale and re-translate the
unique limiting profile to a fixed position in phase space (meaning spatial position and spatial frequency)
which then gives the desired nonlinear evolution uc. The compactness follows by the same logic: assuming
that it does not hold, one then obtains a sequence uc (-, t,) evaluated at times ¢, € I'* converging to an
endpoint of I* such that for n # n’, the rescaled and translated versions of uc(-,t,) and uc(+, t,/) remain
at a minimal positive distance from each other in the energy norm. Again one applies Bahouri-Gerard and
finds that £ = 1 by the choice of E..;; and perturbation theory. This gives the desired contradiction. The
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compactness property is of course crucial; indeed, for illustrative purposes suppose that uc is of the form

uc(t,z) = N 2UAE) (@ — (t)))

where A(t) — oo as t — 1, say. Then uc blows up at time ¢ = 1 (in the sense that the energy concentrates
at the tip of a cone) and

M) Fuc(A(t) "z + () = U(x)
is compact for 0 < ¢ < 1. Returning to the Kenig-Merle argument, the logic is now to show that uc acts
in some sense like a blow-up solution, at least if I* is finite in one direction.

The second half of the Kenig-Merle approach then consists of a rigidity argument which shows that a
uc with the stated properties cannot exist. This is done mainly by means of the conservation laws, such
as the Morawetz and energy identities. More precisely, the case where I* is finite at one end is reduced
to the self-similar blowup scenario. This, however, is excluded by reducing to the stationary case and an
elliptic analysis which proves that the solution would have to vanish. If I* is infinite, one basically faces
the possibility of stationary solutions which are again shown not to exist.

For the case of wave maps, we follow the same strategy. More precisely, our adaptation of the Bahouri-
Gerard decomposition to wave maps into H? leads to a critical wave map with the desired compactness
properties. In the course of our proof, it will be convenient to project the wave map onto a compact
Riemann surface S (so that we can avail ourselves of the extrinsic formulation of the wave map equation).
However, it will be important to work simultaneously with this object as well as the lifted one which takes
its values in H? (since it is for the latter that we have a meaningful wellposedness theory for maps with
energy data).

The difference from [13] lies mainly with the rigidity part. In fact, in our context the conservation laws
are by themselves not sufficient to yield a contradiction. This is natural, since the geometry of the target
will need to play a crucial role. As indicated above, the two scenarios that are lead to a contradiction are
the self-similar blowup supported inside of a light-cone and the stationary weak wave map, which is of
course a weakly harmonic map (which cannot exist since the target S is compact with negative curvature).
The former is handled as follows: in self-similar coordinates, one obtains a harmonic map defined on the
disk with the hyperbolic metric and with finite energy (the stationarity is derived as in [I3]). Moreover,
there is the added twist that one controls the behavior of this map at the boundary in the trace sense (in
fact, one shows that this trace is constant). Therefore, one can apply the boundary regularity version of
Helein’s theorem which was obtained by Qing [35]. Lemaire’s theorem [26] then yields the constancy of
the harmonic map, whence the contradiction (for a version of this argument under the apriori assumption
of regularity all the way to the boundary see Shatah-Struwe [40]).

1.6. An overview of the paper. The paper is essentially divided into two parts: the modified Bahouri-
Gerard method is carried out in its entirety starting with Section 2] and ending with Section @ Indeed,
all that precedes Section [ leads to this section, which is the core of this paper. The Kenig-Merle
method adapted to Wave Maps is then performed in the much shorter section We commence by
describing in detail the contents of Section [2] to Section

1.6.1. Preparations for the Bahouri-Gerard process. As explained above, we describe admissible wave maps
u: R**! — H? mostly in terms of the associated Coulomb derivative components 1,. Our goals then are
to

e (1): Develop a suitable functional framework, in particular a space-time norm [[1|| g(r2+1), together
with time-localized versions [|1[|g((7xr2) for closed time intervals I, which have the property that

limsup [[¢|s(rxr2) < 00
Ici

for some open interval I implies that the underlying wave map u can be extended smoothly and
admissibly beyond any endpoint of I, provided such exists.
e (2): Establish an a priori bound of the form

1Yl srxrey < C(E)
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for some function C' : Ry — R of the energy E. This latter step will be accomplished by the
Bahouri Gerard procedure, arguing by contradiction.

We first describe (1) above in more detail: in Section 2 we introduce the norms || - || spxy, || - [|n7x]s
k € Z, which are used to control the frequency localized components of ¢ and the nonlinear source terms,
respectively. The norm || - ||s is then obtained by square summation over all frequency blocks. The basic
paradigm for establishing estimates on v then is to formulate a wave equation

D’Q/J = F
or more accurately typically in frequency localized form
0Py = RyF,

and to establish bounds for || PyF'||njo) which may then be fed into an energy inequality, see Section 2.3}
which establishes the link between the S and N-spaces. In order to be able to estimate the nonlinear
source terms F', we need to manipulate the right-hand side of (I.I4]), making extensive use of (LIH). The
precise description of the actual nonlinear source terms that we will use for F' is actually rather involved,
and given in Section Bl In order to estimate the collection of trilinear as well as higher order terms, we
carefully develop the necessary estimates in Sections [l Bl as well as[6l We note that the estimates in [22],
while similar, are not quite strong enough for our purposes, since we need to gain in the largest frequency
in case of high-high cascades. This requires us to subtly modify the spaces by comparison to loc. cit.
Moreover, the fact that we manage here to build in sharp Strichartz estimates allows us to replace several
arguments in [22] by more natural ones, and we opted to make our present account as self-contained as
possible.

With the null-form estimates from Sections @ [l [l in hand, we establish the role of || - ||s as a “regularity
controlling” device in the sense of (1) above in Section [l see Proposition The proof of this reveals
a somewhat unfortunate feature of our present setup, namely the fact that working at the level of the
differentiated wave map system produces sometimes too many time derivatives, which forces us to use
somewhat delicate “randomization” of times arguments. In particular, in the proof of all apriori estimates,
we need to distinguish between a “small time” case (typically called Case 1) and a “long time” Case 2, by
reference to a fixed frequency scale. In the short time case, one works exclusively in terms of the div-curl
system, while in the long-time case, the wave equations start to be essential.

Section [0 furthermore explains the well-posedness theory at the level of the v, see the most crucial
Proposition [.T1l We do not prove this proposition in Section [7] as it follows as a byproduct of the core
perturbative Proposition [0.12]in Section @ Proposition [[.I1] and the technically difficult but fundamental
Lemma allow us to define the “Coulomb wave maps propagation” for a tuple ¥,, a = 0,1,2 which
are only L? functions at time ¢t = 0, provided the latter are the L2-limits of the Coulomb components
of admissible maps. Indeed, this concept of propagation is independent of the approximating sequence
chosen and satisfies the necessary continuity properties.

We also formulate the concept of a “wave map at infinity” at the level of the Coulomb components,
see Proposition and the following Corollary Again the proofs of these results will follow as a
byproduct of the fundamental Proposition and Proposition in the core Section

In Section [§, we develop some auxiliary technical tools from harmonic analysis which will allow us to
implement the first stage of the Bahouri Gerard process, namely crystallizing frequency atoms from an
“essentially singular” sequence of admissible wave maps. These tools are derived from the imbedding
Bém(R2) — BMO as well as weighted (relative to A,) Coifman-Meyer commutator bounds.

As mentioned before, Section [ is the core of the present paper. In Section [0.2] starting with an
essentially singular sequence u™ of admissible wave maps with deteriorating bounds, i.e., |[¢7|s — oo
as m — oo but with the crucial criticality condition lim,_, E(u™) = Fc.it , we show that the derivative
components ¢~ may be decomposed as a sum

A
o= o+t

a=1
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where the ¢¢ are derivative components of admissible wave maps which have frequency supports “drifting
apart” as n — oo, while the error ng satisfies
limsup ||wg?| g < 4§
n— o0 2,00
provided A > Ay(9) is large enough.
In Section @3] we then select a number of “principal” frequency atoms ¢™%, a = 1,2,..., Ap, as well as a
(potentially very large) collection of “small atoms” ¢"*, a = Ag + 1,..., A. We order these atoms by the
frequency scale around which they are supported starting with those of the lowest frequency. The idea now
is as follows: under the assumption that there are at least two frequency atoms, or else in case of only one
frequency atom that it has energy < FE.;t, we want to obtain a contradiction to the essential criticality
of the underlying sequence u”. To achieve this, we define in Section sequence of approximating wave
maps, which are essentially obtained by carefully truncating the initial data sequence ¢™* in frequency
space.
In Section[@.4] we establish an apriori bound for the lowest frequency approximating map which comprises
all the minimum frequency small atoms as well as the component of the small Besov error of smallest
frequency, see Proposition[@.9] The proof of this follows again by truncating the data suitably in frequency
space, and applying an inductive procedure to a sequence of approximating wave maps. This hinges
crucially on the core perturbative result Proposition [@.12] which plays a fundamental role in the paper.
The main technical difficulty encountered in the proof of the latter comes from the issue of fungiblityﬁ:
given a schematically written expression
Vet [07€A,)]

which is linear in the perturbation (so that we cannot perform a bootstrap argument based solely on the
smallness on e itself), while A, denotes some null-form depending on apriori controlled components .
Fungibility means the property that upon suitably truncating time into finitely many intervals I; whose
number only depends on ||1||s, one may bound the expression by

[Vt [0"eAu]lInr; xr2) < llells

In other words, by shrinking the time interval, we ensure that we can iterate the term away. While this
would be straightforward provided we had an estimate for || A, || ;1 (which is possible in space dimensions
n > 4), in our setting, the spaces are much too weak and complicated. Our way out of this impasse is to
build those terms for which we have no obvious fungibility into the linear operator, and thereby form a
new operator
Oag€ := Oe + 210"eA,

with a magnetic potential term. Fortunately, it turns out that if A, is supported at much lower frequen-
cies than e (which is precisely the case where fungibility fails), one can establish an approximate energy
conservation result, which in particular gives apriori control over a certain constituent of || - ||g. With this
in hand, one can complete the bootstrap argument, and obtain full control over |€l|s.

Having established control over the lowest-frequency “essentially non-atomic” approximating wave map in
Section [0.4] we face the task of “adding the first large atomic component”, ¢™!. It is here that we have to
depart crucially from the original method of Bahouri-Gerard: instead of studying the free wave evolution
of the data, we extract concentration cores by applying the “twisted” covariant evolution associated with

Ognu =0,

which is essentially defined as above. The key property that makes everything work is an almost exact
energy conservation property associated with its wave flow. This is a rather delicate point: it relies on
the mixed-Lebesgue type endpoint bilinear improved Strichartz bound of Wolff [62], Tao [49], [48], and
Tataru [59].

It then requires a fair amount of work to show that the profile decomposition at time ¢ = 0 in terms of
covariant free waves is “geometric”, in the sense that the concentration profiles can indeed by approximated
by the Coulomb components of admissible maps, up to a constant phase shift, see Proposition

3This term appears to have been coined by T. Tao
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Finally, in Proposition 028 we show that we may evolve the data including the first large frequency atom,
provided all concentration cores have energy strictly less than Fe,;; .

As most of the work has been done at this point, adding on the remaining frequency atoms in Section
does not provide any new difficulties, and can be done by the methods of the preceding sections.

In conjunction with the results of Section[7] we can then infer that given an essentially singular sequence of
wave maps u”, we may select a subsequence of them whose Coulomb components ), up to re-scalings and
translations, converge to a limiting object Wo°(¢, x), which is well-defined on some interval I x R? where
I is either a finite time interval or (semi)-infinite, and the limit of the Coulomb components of admissible
maps there. Moreover most crucially for the sequel, U2°(¢, x) satisfies a remarkable compactness property,
see Proposition @341 This sets the stage for the method of Kenig-Merle, which we adopt to the context of
wave maps.

2. THE SPACES S[k] AND NJk]

Sections PHEl develop the functional framework needed to prove the energy and dispersive estimates
required by the wave map system (LI2)—(I4)). The Banach spaces which appear in this context go back
to Tataru [60], but were introduced in this form by Tao [56], and developed further by Krieger [22]. We
will largely follow the latter reference although there is much overlap with [55]. We emphasize that this
section is completely self-contained and presents all estimates in full detail. The spatial dimension is two
throughout.

2.1. Preliminaries. As usual, P; denotes a Littlewood-Paley projectiorﬂ to frequencies of size 2*. More

precisely, let mg be a nonnegative smooth, even, bump function supported in |{| < 4 and set m(§) :=
mo(E) — mo(26). Then

> m(2k) =1 Ve R\ {0}

keZ
and Fk\f(f) = m(2_k§)f(§). The operator Q; projects to modulation 27, i.e.,

Qs(&,7) ==m(277 (7] = I€))o(7. &)
with * referring to the space-time Fourier transform. Similarly,
QFO(E ) 1= m(277(17] — |€N) X(tr010(r, &)

Then the relevant X ,j’b’q spaces here are defined as

1
Il g = 28’“(22”||Pk@j¢||zm)q

If Prg = ¢, then ||l oz S 0]l o34 as well as H¢|IL” S 191l

In what follows, Cy is a collect1on of caps k C S' of size C~12¢ and ﬁmte overlap (uniformly bounded in ¢
and with C some large absolute constant). There is an associated smooth partition of unity Znecl ak(w) =
1 forallw € S*, as well as projections ]5,;“(5) = Ay (@f({) where E:: é—| By construction, Py, := Pyo Py
is a projection to the “rectangle”
(21) Ry = {€] ~ 2%, €€}

in Fourier space. For space-time functions F' we shall follow the convention that

PNF = [aﬁ(g)X[‘r>0]F(§7T)]v + [an(_g) T<0 (67 )]
We will also encounter other rectangles R which are obtained by dividing Ry, ,, in the radial direction into
2™ many subrectangles of comparable size where m < 0 is some integer parameter (it will suffice for us
to consider £ < m < 0 where x € Cp). The collection of these rectangles will be denoted by Ry x,m, and we
introduce projections Pg so that ) RERprm Pg = Py . Figure 1 exhibits such a collection of rectangles.

4Strict1y speaking, these are not true projections since P,f # Py, but we shall nevertheless follow the customary abuse of
language of referring to them as projections. The same applies to smooth localizers to other regions in Fourier space.
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FIGURE 1. Rectangles

The sector ABCD is of length 2 and width 2/t whereas the shorter segments AP;, P, P, etc. are of
length 2F+m.
We shall frequently use Bernstein’s inequality: if supp(¢) C 2, where Q C R? is measurable, then

lollp, < |Q|%_%H¢||q for any choice of 1 < p < g < co. We shall also require the following variant of
Bernstein’s L? — L bound, which is obtained by combining the standard form of this bound with the
L}L°(R2)-Strichartz estimate for the wave equation. This type of estimate appears in [56], but the
following formulation is from [22], which involves one further localization on the Fourier side. We present
the proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 2.1. Let Dy be a cover of {|&| ~ 2K} by disks of radius 2¥+¢. Then for all j <k,
1 -
(2.2) (> 1PQidl3zse )" S 282% 275 6] 2
CG’D)@,[
for any ¢ which is adapted to k.

Proof. We follow the argument in [56], but use the small-scale Strichartz estimate of Klainerman-Tataru
at a crucial place, see Lemma 217 below. First, set j = 0, whence k > 1. Construct a Schwartz function
a(t) whose Fourier transform is supported in || < 1, and which satisfies

1=Za3(t—s)

SEZL

for all £ € R. Then
[PeQo¥llz2re < || Zag(t = 8)PeQo¥|L2p

SO NPt =) PeQotllFz,)7 S (O lalt — ) PeQot |} 1) ?

Now one notes that the function a(t — s)P.Qot satisfies almost the same assumptions about modulation
(~ 1) and frequency localization as P.Qot. Therefore, we can apply Lemma [2.17] to estimate

3k 1
la(t = $)PeQotllLsre < 277 27 [ Petll o300
k
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Thus

3k L 1

1PeQotllrzree S 2722 lla(t — $)QoPetl 4 5. )?
X 2
SEZ k
3k 1
S 2922 ([PeQotllpere

The lemma follows via Plancherel’s theorem. O

The previous proof was based on the following small-scale version of the usual L} L°-Strichartz estimate.
It was obtained by Klainerman and Tataru [21].

Lemma 2.2. With Dy as above, one has

1
) 2 £, 3k
(2.3) (0 1Pt ) T S 252 e

CGDkye

for any k-adapted f. In particular,

1
2 £
(2.4 (3 1Pbl3ns )’ S 28000 5.4

X
c€Dy ¢

T s

for any Schwartz function ¢ which is adapted to k.

2.2. The null-frame spaces. In contrast to sub-critical H* (R?) data with s > 1, it is well-known that
X5 spaces do not suffice in the critical case s = 1. Following the aforementioned references, we now
develop Tataru’s null-frame spaces which will provide sufficient control over the nonlinear interactions in
the wave-map system. For fixed] w € S1 define

(2.5) 935 = (1, 4+w)/V2, t,:=(t,x)- 0F, = (t,x) —t 0}

which are the coordinates defined by a generator on the light-cone. Recall that a plane wave traveling in
direction —w € S™~! is a function of the form h(x - w + t) (and h sufficiently smooth). We write a free
wave ¢ as a superposition of such plane waves: with x C S* and Py ,, the projection to |£] ~ 2% and ge K
as defined above,

—

Pond(t, z) = / GO B R (6) de
[1E]~2F]

:// e @) Frw) ¢ drdw
K J [r~2Fk]

(2.6) = /wkyw(t—l—x-w) dw,
where

Yhw(8) 1= /[ " ei”f(rw)r dr

The argument of ¢y, in (Z0]) is V2t,,, whence

(2.7) [ Wonallzg, o, o < w225 | Penflo
We now define the following pair of norms

(2.8) IGlInFaf) = wi£2fn dist(w, “)71||G||L,}wL§w
(2.9) [éllpwals) = [nf 16llr2 1o

which are well-defined for general Schwartz functions. The notation here derives from null-frame and
plane wave, respectively. The quantities defined in ([Z8) and (ZJ) are not norms — in fact, not even

5Henceforth7 w will always be a unit vector in the plane.
6The dist(w, x) ! factor in the NFA [k]-norm arises because of a geometric property of the cone, see the proof of Lemmal[ZZl
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pseudo-norms — because they violate the triangle inequality due to the infimum. This indicates that we
should be using (Z8) and ([Z3) to define atomic Banach spaces (which is why we appended “A” in the
norms above). First, recall from (2.6]) that

Pklylid)(ta I) = / d}k,w(ﬁtw) dw
Then (Z7) suggests that we define

P wlowts = [ Tnalss, o, do = [ Tonolowa do
In other words, PW[k] is the completion of the space of all functions ¢ which can be written in the form

(2.10) S= Nij, > Il <o, [[djlewapg <1
i

J

where \; € C and v; are Schwartz functions, say. The norm of any such ¢ in PW{x] is then simply the
infimum of ) y |A;| over all representations as in (Z.10). By Holder’s inequality we now obtain the simple
but crucial estimate

[6F (Inpap < dist(s, &) ol pwape | Fll 222
provided ¢ is a PWA[k]-atom. This suggests that we also define NF[x] as the atomic space obtained

from NFA[k] as usual: the atoms of NF[x] are functions ¢ for which there exists w ¢ 2k such that
[¢llL: 12 < dist(w, ). The previous estimate then implies the bound

(2.11) [6F Ixpx) < dist (s, &) "ol pwie | Fll 222
The dual space NF[k]* is characterized by the norm
[l NFw) = sup dist(w, k) @l g £z < 00
WE2K
We now turn to defining the spaces which hold the wave maps.

Definition 2.3. Let ¢ be a Schwarz function with supp(¢) C {€ € R? : |¢| ~ 2F}. Henceforth, we shall
call such a ¢ adapted to k. Define

_1__k
(2.12) Pl sik,n) = Pl Leorz + [kl 227 2 | llpwie) + | llNE=[x)
(2.13) [18llsik) = lPllLgerz + 1Q<kr20ll o100 + @2kl ¢~ 1eincro
1
(2.14) +supsup 2~ 327 F (N7 Qg PeolFp )
JEZ £<0 Dy 4 trw
1
+ 2
219 o s s (3 30 IPaQS ol

KECy ReRk,imm

Here P, and Pgr are as above, and € > 0 is a small number (e = % is sufficient).

k

The factors ||~22~% in (ZI2) are from ([Z7). By inspection, the norm of S[k, x] is translation invariant,
and

(2.16) 1 fllsten) < N lLsell @l s,
One has the following scaling property:
(2.17) [ollsi) = AlléOA ) sp4m),  A=2", meZ

It will be technically convenient to allow noninteger k in Definition The only change required for this
purpose is to allow j,¢,m € R in (2I4) and 2I5). In that case one has

(2.18) 1Bl s = Al P(A) [l s[k+10g, A] VA>0

Later we will need to address the question whether ||Py¢|| s[4 is continuous in i near h = 0 for a fixed
Schwartz function ¢. Henceforth, we shall use the operator I := 3, _, PrQ<x and I°:=1—1I (we will also
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use Q<p+c instead of Q<y). Moreover, we refer to functions which belong to the range of I as “hyperbolic”
and to those in the range of I¢ as “elliptic”. Since

1Q>kPrdll o1. SNQxkPrdll =, .,
Xk 2 Xk: N

one concludes that the energy norm L{°L?2 in ([2.13) as well as the Strichartz norm of ([2.I4]) are controlled
by the final norm of (ZI3) for the case of elliptic functions (for the Strichartz norm use Lemma [2.2)).

We first verify that temporally truncated free waves lie in these spaces (with an imbedding constant that
does not depend on the length of the truncation interval).

Lemma 2.4. Let k C S' be arbitrary. Then

(2.19) 18l stkr) S 1Pr,r®ll 40,40
as well as
(2.20) Il S IPe@rdl g

In particular, if f is adapted to k, then
(2.21) Ix(t/T)e™Y =2 fllsw) < C|Ifl 2
with a constant that depends on the Schwartz function x but not on T > 27F.

Proof. We assume that ¢ is an X%zl atom with Py xd = ¢. Then from Plancherel’s theorem and
Minkowski’s and Hélder’s inequalities,

- J
llLeerz ||¢||L§L1 S22 ||¢||L§L§
. 1,4 . 1
I6lzz rse S 1D 105z r2 = @16l zz12

2

2.22 oo < =
(2.22) [l 2, < dist(n,w)lengsz

NS

In the final estimate ([2.22) we used that <(fy,,T.) ~ <(w,w’)? where £, is the line oriented along the
generator parallel to (1,w) and T, is the tangent plane to the cone which touches the cone along the
generator {,,. To establish ([220) we begin with

swp (3 3 IPaQEdlay) T S 19

XO,%,I
£<-100 KEC) RERk, 4w, °

which is obvious from orthogonality of the Py 1. In view of (ZI9]), this bound yields the square function
in (ZI8). The energy is controlled via the imbedding ||¢||r~r2 < |9l whereas the Strichartz
component of S[k] is controlled by Lemma

Finally, the statement concerning the free wave reduces to the case k = 0 for which we need to verify
the bound

et
X0,2,17

ST 2| TR(T|r £ [€])m(27 | + €ISl 22+

jez
. , A 3
+ (S 2Tl £ |elhm @ e D F©Rs ) < 1112
JEL
which are both clear provided 7" > 1 due to the rapid decay of x. O

Naturally, S[k] contains more general functions than just free waves. One way of obtaining such functions
is to take ¢ = O~'F, in other words from the Duhamel formula. We will study this in much greater
generality in the context of the energy estimate below, but for now we take F' to be a Schwartz function.
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Remark 2.5. The bounded function ¢ defined via its Fourier transform
O(7,€) = x1(E)xz (Il — I71)(I€l = 7))~

belongs to S[0] but is not a truncated free wave. Here x1 is a smooth cut-off to €] ~ 1, and x2(u) is a
smooth cut-off to |u| < 1/10. We leave it to the reader to construct other functions which lie in S[0] and
which are not (truncated) free waves.

The following basic estimates will be used repeatedly:
e if ¢ is adapted to k, then
e e (i) (L i
(2.23) 1Qj]l 22 S min(2 V=M E=9) 1)272 ¢ gy
(2.24) 1Qs¢ll e S 27 " min(2- 0P 39, 1)274 gl gy
This follows from the X% components of the S [k]-norms, as well as the improved Bernstein’s

inequality of Lemma 2.1]
e The duality between NF|[x] and NF*[] implies

(2.25) (&, N S M@l stk 1 Iy

In what follows, © := sign(r)g, and for any w € S, II, denotes the orthogonal projection onto
NP (w) := 6 (the null-plane of w).

Lemma 2.6. The projection 11, satisfies the following properties:

e Let F C Cy be a collection of disjoint caps. Suppose that w € S satisfies dist(w, ) € [a,2a] for
any k € F where a > 2° is arbitrary but fized. Deﬁneﬁ

(226) Teo i ={(r€) : [¢[~1, © €, ||| = I7]| S 2}
Then {y(Tw.o) ter C NP(w) have finite overlap, i.e.,

Z XL, (Tea) S C
KEF

where C is some absolute constant.
o Let

8= {(*lg,€) : € R Eetn)
be a sector on the light-cone where k C S is any cap. Furthermore, let w & 2K and S = I, (S).
Then on S the Jacobian ;Ti satisfies
23 2
(2.27) ‘%‘ ~ d(w, k)
The same holds on T1,(S,) where
Sui={(Hlel +0,6) - E€R g~ 1, £ Hnf
provided a is fized with |a| < |k|d(w, K).

Proof. Denote

S ={s(L,w) +p(1,-0") : W' €k, 1 <s<2, |p| <h}
where h will be determined. Then

{1y (Si) bher ={sT+pui : W' €K, 1 <s<2, |p| <h}
where

7:=0(w,w) =(1,w) - ANl,w), @:=(1,-w)—pl,w)

TAn important detail here is that these dimensions deviate from the usual wave-packets of dimension 1 x 2¢ x 22¢,
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D C

P QR

A B

FIGURE 2. The projected sectors

with A = 2(1+w-w'), p = 3(1 —w-w’). Recall that dist(w, k) ~ dist(w, k') =: a where k € F is arbitrary.
Moreover, diam(x) ~ 2¢ =: 3. One checks that

7] = V2(1 = A2) ~ /i ~ a

Furthermore, 97 := (0,w'") — tw- w'"(1,w) denotes the derivative 8y 7 where we have written w’ = ¢
Then |07] ~ 1 and

o'

1
TAOT = (0 —w+ pw) A (0,0'") — 5w-w”‘(1,w')/\(1,w)

satisfies | A 07| ~ 2. In conjunction with | ~ « this implies that |<(¥, 97)| ~ a. Since
[7(w,w') — F(w,w")| 2 W —w"] Vo, w"er

it follows that
(2.28) dist(o(w,w’), o(w,w")) 2 aw’ — w"|
where

o(w,w) = {st(w,w) : 1 <s<2}
Therefore, one needs to take h = «f to insure the property of finite overlap of the projections. This
is optimal, since one can check that @ and @ always satisfy |cos(<(¥,w)| < 4. In Figure 2 the left-
hand side depicts four sectors as they would appear on the light-cone, whereas the right-hand side is the
projected configuration in NP(w) with A" := II,(A) etc. Note that the segments A’B’ as well as A'P’,
P'Q', Q'R’, R'B’ have lengths comparable to the corresponding ones on the left, i.e., AB etc., whereas
the lengths of A’D’, B'C" are those of AD and BC' contracted by the factor a. Finally, we have shown
that <(A’B'C’) ~ « (and similarly for the angles at the points P’, @', R’) so that the height of the
parallelogram A’P’X’D’ is proportional to « times the length of A’P’, see (2.28)).
The second statement of the lemma follows from the consideration of the preceding paragraph. 0

As a consequence of Lemma [2.6] we now show that the square-function in (ZI5) can always be refined
in terms of the angle.

Lemma 2.7. Let F C Cy be a collection of disjoint caps and let v' € Cp be a cap with |Jzr C K'. Suppose
further that for every k € F there is a Schwartz function ¢, adapted to k € Z and which is supported on

T = {0 :=sign(r)é € s, [|¢] - |7]| < 2F )
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with some k € Z. Then )
9 3
IS bl gy < €(3 N6k
KEF KEF
with some absolute constant C.

Proof. First, one may take k = 0 and 7 > 0 (the latter by conjugation symmetry). The L° L2-component
of ([ZI2)) satisfies the required property due to orthogonality, whereas the PW|[x]-component is reduced
to Cauchy-Schwarz (via the |x|~2-factor). For the final NF*[x] (i.e., L{°L2 )-component one exploits
orthogonality relative to z,, via Lemma 27 Here w € S*\ (2+’) is arbitrary but fixed. O

Later we will prove bi- and trilinear estimates involving S and N space. The following bilinear bounds
will be a basic ingredient in that context.

Lemma 2.8. One has the estimates

1,k
(2.29) 16F e S 22l Fll oz
" dist(k, k) o tha

1.k
(2.30) P L LI FT
5 ™ dist(k, k') " "

For the final two bounds we require that 2k N2k’ = ().

Proof. The second one follows from the definition of the spaces, whereas (230) follows from (229) and
the duality bound ([Z25]). O

Note that both of these estimates have a dispersive character, as they involve space-time integrals. By
applying ideas from the energy estimate, we will improve on (2.30) in the high-high case, see Lemma
Next, we define the spaces which will hold the nonlinearities.

Definition 2.9. N[k] is generated by the following four types of atoms: with F being k-admissible, either
o [|Fllpipe <2F
o Fis supported on ||¢] — |7]| ~ 29 <2F and ||F|| _, 1, <1
X

2
k
o F'=Q>iF, ||F||X,%+E’,1,E,2 <1 where € > 0 is as in the S[k] spaces
k

—~

o F is the sum of wave packets F: there exists £ < —100 such that F = Znecl F,; with all supp(F};)

supported on either T > 0 or 7 < 0, with F, supported on €] ~ 28 1€ — ||| < C1ak+2e,
© :=sign(7)¢ € k and to that the bound

(D 1Plpr)* < 2"

Nl=

holds.
We refer to these types as energy, X4 and wave-packet atoms, respectively.
In what follows, we refer to functions ¢ adapted to some k € Z as “elliptic” iff PrQ>r¢ = ¢, whereas

those satisfying PrQ<r¢ = ¢ as “hyperbolic”. This terminology has to do with the behavior of the wave
operator O in these respective regimes. We now record a fundamental duality property of Nk].

Lemma 2.10. For any ¢ € S[k] and F € N[k] with F = P,Q<yF

(2.31) o, F)| S 2818l s | Fl v
(2.32) ||F||X;1,f%,oo SIFlnpm S ||F||X;1,f%,1

Proof. The duality relation (Z3T]) is proved by taking F to be an atom; for the wave-packet atom use (2.25]).
By definition of N[k], one has ||F|np < HF”X*L*%J' For the left-hand bound in (Z32) use (ZI9)

k

and (231). O



CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS 21

As an application of the geometric considerations of Lemma[Z.6 we now show that refining a wave-packet
atom yields another wave-packet atom.

Lemma 2.11. Let F =) F,, be a wave-packet atom as in Definition[2.9. Then

KECy
1
2
(2.33) sip sup (3N ST PrPeQerroiFulep) < C2F
<t 1'<5<0 P K,GC@/ ReRk,m’,j
K'Cr

with some absolute constant C'.

Proof. By scaling invariance, we can set k = 0. Moreover, fix £/ < £ and ¢’ < j < 0. Choose ' = w(x') €
S1\ (2x') for each k’ which attain the respective NF[+’] norm. Then one has

Z Z Z | PrP. Q <ot Fil|Reppen

Kk Kk'€Cy RERg v 4
k' Ck

< Z Z Z d(w’,fi’)72||PRPN’Q<€+E’FH||2L}WL§w

K K,GCW RGROYNIJ
K Ck

(2.34) S e dwn (XD ||PRPR/Q<Z+E/FK||%§w)%’

~ weST\(2k) K’GC[/ ReRO,N’,j L}w
K Ck
. -2 2
(2.35) < weslP\f(Md(w,m) IFsllZ: r2

K

To pass to (Z34) we used the inclusion ¢2(L; ) D L (¢?), whereas orthogonality implies ([2.35]). Indeed,
first note that

U supp([PRPn’Q<E+l’Fn)(twa )]/\) CIL, (suPp(]:[PRPK’Q<E+Z’FKD)
t,€R

where the Fourier transform on the left-hand side is in z,, and on the right-hand side in (., z,). Second,
the sets on the right-hand side enjoy a finite overlap property by Lemma O

In what follows, we will often need to split a wave ¢ into ¢+ + ¢~ where
5 v _ - v
¢+ = (X[TZO]¢(.7T)) ; (b = (X[T<O]¢('7T))
The question arises whether the spaces S[k] and N[k] are preserved under these operations.

Lemma 2.12. For any Schwartz function ¢ which is adapted to k,
6= |l sw < Clidll sy I F% vy < CIIF ||
with some absolute constant C.

Proof. We set k = 0 and assume that ¢ is adapted to k = 0. Let xo be a bump function on the line with
xo(r) =1lon7>—-C"1and xo(r) =0 if 7 < —2C~! where C > 1 is some large constant. Then

07 (7,€) = Xo(7 = [EDXr209(7, ) + (1 = x0)(7 = €D xX(r201(7 €)
Denote the two functions on the right-hand side by ¢! and ¢(+2), respectively. Then
(2.36) oD =g p
where p is a measure of bounded mass. Therefore,
lo™Plsgo) < Cllllso

Next,
162 1510y < ClT2 | oga < Clléllsio
9

where we used the Plancherel theorem in the final step.
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For N[k] it will suffice to check the case of L} L2-atoms. For these, we write
= F(+’1) +F(+’2)
as above. The first term here is fine from (230), whereas the second is placed in L?L2 and bounded by

means of ([2:32)). O

Another piece of terminology used by Tao is the following;:

Definition 2.13. We shall say that a family {ma}e is disposable, if Tof = (maf)Y = f * po where piq
are measures with uniformly bounded mass:

sup [|pa < € < o0
[e3%

with some universal constant C.

Clearly, disposable multipliers give rise to bounded operators on any translation invariant Banach space.
Thus, if X is a Banach space of functions on R**! with the property that for all f € X one has

IfC=»lx =lfllx  YyeR™™

then sup, || Tafllx < C||fllx- The following observation will be a useful device for removing frequency
cut-offs.

Lemma 2.14. The families

{Pk,fi}k“,{u {PkQ]}JZk’ {PkQ<-7}j2k’ {Pin:kfc}k

are disposable. In the first family k is any cap, whereas in the last family C > 0 has to be chosen such that
the support of the multiplier associated with PrQ<r_c does not intersect T = 0. In addition,

{PexQ<rioe}
is disposable where k € Z and k is any cap with diam (k) ~ 2 with £ < —100 arbitrary.

Proof. Without loss of generality one may take kK = 0. Then these statements reduce to simple exercises
in harmonic analysis. O

The following fact will serve as a substitute for the previous problem in a non-disposable context.
Lemma 2.15. Q;, Q; are bounded on LPL? for every 1 < p < oo with a constant independent of j € Z.

Proof. The inverse Fourier transform of (J; with respect to time alone is

e""mo (27 (r — |€]))F(r,€) dr

= zj/rﬁo(zj(t — 8))elElt=9) p(s €) ds

where F(s, é) in the second line denotes the Fourier transform with respect to the second variable. Con-
sequently,
1Q<jFllLirz < Imoll1|lFllLiz2

as claimed. ]
The previous result, combined with Lemma 2.7 implies the following square-function bound.

Corollary 2.16. For all j,k € Z and all k-adapted Schwartz functions ¢ one has ||Q<;¢l sp < Cll@ll s
with some absolute constant C.

Proof. We may again take k = 0. The L{°L2-component of the S[0]-norm is covered by Lemma 2.I5 The
X*b49_components are obvious , the Strichartz norms as well by construction, and the square-function is
a consequence of Lemma 2.7 a

We remark that the analogous statement for N[k] holds as well, see Corollary [2.22 below. Next, for the
sake of completeness we state the full range of Strichartz estimates that follow from (ZI4)).
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Lemma 2.17. For any 4 < p < oo and 2 < g < oo which satisfy 1—17 + % < %,
1
(2.37) (X IPllEpe)” < 203770200y g
CGDkye

for any k € Z, £ <0, and with an absolute constant C.

Proof. Assume first that 1 —|— 5 = %. By interpolation, and with 6 = %,
1 1
pl (1-9)\2
(> ||Pc¢||%mo) < (3 1IP0I I1PI2D)
c€Do,e c€Do,p
6 1—-6
2 =
(2.38) <( X IPelns) (X IPGes)
c€Dy, ¢ c€Dy,¢

S 27G7 ly s
To pass from ([Z38)) to the last line, one uses ([ZI4) as well as the energy component of (2I5). For larger

q, one gams a factor 2%¢(3 a) by Bernstein’s inequality, and rescaling to frequency 2* yields a factor
of 280-3=3) as claimed. O

Finally, we conclude this section with the following useful fact.

Lemma 2.18. Let ¢ be adapted to 0. Then for any mo < —10,

1

2
(2 1Pondliizerz)” S Imollldlsi

KECm,
Proof. First,
3 3
(> 1PeQ@ezmetlirsz)” S (D 1Ps@szmidlinn)” S I9llso

HECmO N€C7n0

by @2IH). Second,
> (X ||Po,ﬁQe¢||%SOLg) > (X 185,

2mo<l<0  KECm, 2mo<L<0  KECm,
< Imolll¢llsio)

l\)l»—‘
8
N——
=

And third,
[P0,k @200l o2 S I1Pos@200ll o300 S I1Po,x@200l 5g1-c:2
0

whence

1 1
(2 1RnQ200l02)" S (2 1P0n@o0ll%picz )

HECmO N€C7n0

YT 1Rl )

£>0  KECm,
N Z [ Po.xQedll 501200 < [P0,k Qe x01-22 S |9l 570
£>0
as claimed. 0
The central problems concerning the S[k] and N[k] spaces are how to obtain an energy estimate and

how to control the trilinear nonlinearities appearing in the gauged wave-map system. We begin with the
energy estimate, and then develop bilinear bounds which are preliminary to the central trilinear bounds.
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2.3. The energy estimate. The purpose of this section is to prove the energy estimate in the context of
the S[k] and Nk] spaces, see Proposition 225 below. First, we require some technical lemmas. The first
two of these lemmas will arise in the Duhamel integral.

Lemma 2.19. For any F' which is k-adapted and satisfies F' = Q<pycF,
(2.39) X+ F v S N EF v
where xp+ acts only in time.
Proof. We may assume that k = 0. This is clear if F' is an energy atom. Next, we consider the X031
atoms. First, let F' be supported on [¢| ~ 1,[|¢] — |r|| ~ 27 with || F|| 272 < 27/2. Then
xw+ Fllvio) S [1P<;j (xe ) Fl[ voy + [P (xr+ ) F'll wjo)

S 2772 Pej(xre ) Fll 2z + 1Psj(xe+ ) Fll 12

S 2792 Py (xa )l I Fll 22 + 1Poj Ocee Ml 2| F 22

S 2_j/2||F||L§L§ S1

Now let F' be a wave-packet atom, i.e., for some ¢ < —100,
F=3"F. supp(F.)C{r>0,[¢|~1 [l -7 ~2% Ocx}
KECy
and 3, || FillRpg, < 1. We write, with j = 2¢,

Xr+ = Pej(Xxr+) + Poj(Xr+)
as before. Then P.;(xgr+) does not significantly change the support properties of F);. Moreover, since
| P<j(Xr+)lloo S 1, we see that Pe;j(xg+)E is essentially a wave-packet atom. On the other hand, since
1F|lp2r2 S 27/2 from (Z.32) we conclude that
(2.40) 1P (et )Fllpie S 27921 Fllpape S1
which proves ([239). O

It is important to note that the previous lemma fails for functions in N[0] which are “elliptic” since the

X, b+e—1-22 | orm is finite on functions which are too singular. But in the elliptic regime, there will be
no need for the Duhamel formula and thus for Lemma 2.19

The Duhamel formula (in other words, 0~!) introduces a Hilbert transform in the normal direction to the
light-cone. The following lemma is of this type.

Lemma 2.20. Let n be a smooth function on R such that 0 < n < 1, n(u) =1 on -1 < u < 1,

supp(n) € [2,2], and 5/ (1) > 0 onw < 0, and ' (w) <0 onw > 0. Define 17 (t) = Xjo,00)1(t/T) for cach
T > 1. Then, with X = X[0,00)7 ;

(2.41) np (1) = ——(X(T71) + 1)

In particular, n}. (1) = ant (at) for all0 < a <1 and

— B d — B
EOISI g ) £ 172
Moreover, let p = pu(r) be a smooth function on [—1,1] with u(0) =1 and p > 1 on [—1,1]. Then

o |n7(7) = nf (u()7)| < Cll[| oo
T —_

with an absolute constant C. Finally, if T' € [T/2,2T], then
[n:(7) = g (7)] < CTmin (1, (T|r[)~1)
with a constant C that only depends on x.



CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS 25

Proof. Integrating by parts in
n ) = [ ) du
yields (Z41)). In particular, .
|7 ()] < 7| min(T |7, (T|7])71%)
and similarly for the derivatives. Next, write

W) = (7)) = — R+ 1)+ 7o

(X(Tp(r)T) +1)

In view of our assumptions on u,
[ A= ()] S Il
and similarly for the terms involving X (7'7). The final statement is an immediate consequence of (241). O

The following representation of waves O~ F with F' a null-frame atom will be useful in several instances.
Hence, we state it as a separate fact.

Lemma 2.21. Assume that F' € N[0] is a wave-packet atom, i.e., F = F* =37 . F, with

D I FllRepg <1

KECy
for some £ < —100, see Definition[2.9. Then

o(t) == D_lF(t):/O WF(S)@

admits a decomposition of the form

(2.42) =0'FR+ ) / rat+ Bra Vi) da

KECy

where || F1|[ iz 1 and

sup Bl < C, Z 1,
K,a
with an absolute constant C whence

2
$111P2Z /II\I’MII o1 a) <1
j=1,2

0.3.1 da < C||Fy|npis)
0

FinallgE, forj=1,2
(2.43) supp(\IT,J.;:l) C Csupp(ﬁ'\ﬁ), supp(B,;-W\,%7a) C Csupp(l/?:)
for all a and Kk and some absolute constant C'.
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.T9] we first write
Xr+ = P>20(Xg+) + Pe2e(Xr+) = X1+ X2
Then Fy := x1 I satisfies || Fi[[172 <1, see (Z40). On the other hand, I := xoF is again a wave-packet
atom at essentially the same scale as F, i.e., Fb = Znecl F,, with

D I Ellippg <1

KECy
Define ® := O~ 'F,. Then ® = Y limy_,o0 P17, with

D (t) := /700 Wn;(t — s)ﬁn(s) ds

8Here cE denotes the dilation of the convex set E about its center of mass by the constant c.
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It suffices to prove that
(I)T,n = / (\ijlr,ma =+ BT,I{,a\I/%7N)a) da

where
sup sup || Br,x,alloc $1
T>1 a
and
(244) Sup Sup / ||W%“,n7a|| ~0,%,1 da’ 5 ||FK||NF[H]
j=1,2T>1 Xo

both uniformly in .
Fix k € C; and w = w(k) € S\ (2x) so that

d(w, ’i)_1||ﬁn||L}ngw < 2| Felnpin)

As usual, we foliate relative to t,,. More precisely, define

fa(zw) = Fiu((t,7)(a, 7))
where t,, = a means that

(t,x)(a,z,) := ab} + z,,
By Lemma 2.0l

(2.45) supp(fa) C T ({(r.€) + lel ~ 1, £, |7 — Il S 22°}) = R
Let (tw,2w) denote the null-frame coordinates. Then
2¢L
2.46 T— £ = © (1, — h(&
(2.46) iy T+|€|( (€w))
where & := ¢, -0, and, with |£,]? = (€1)% + (€2)?, one has h(&,) == (5231)2. Moreover, |£1] ~ d(w, k)? and

1€2] < d(w, k) by elementary geometry (cf. Lemma 2.6]). We define
Peuf = Fﬁl[XRn,w (gw)f(vafw)]

where xR, ., is a smooth cut-off adapted to the rectangle xg, . in the {,-plane. Furthermore, we set
Ll = F mo (277 (5, 0) (7 = h(€))) £ (7, 60)]
By construction, P,QMQ‘SL%W is essentially the same as Py ,Q<a¢, see Lemma 2.6l In fact, one has
Fr = PrwQLy Fx
and P,QMQJSF%M is disposable. Clearly,
b7, = /(I)T,n,a da

where

(I)TJ{’a(t) = PK’WQ£267M /OO MT]; (t — 5)5(Sw — a)fa ds

oo V|
Then 7 0 = Po.cxQ%904 ¢ ®Pr k.0 and

(2:47) O 0 = PrwQag F (07 (m = 1€1) = ng (1] + 7)) fu(&0)

We claim that the contribution of |1 (|¢| + 7)| S 1 to Z.47) can be added to ¥}, . In fact,

HQ;Q(-‘,—C Fﬁl[O(l)eiiTwaXRm,w (gw)fa(gw)] HXO
(2.48) S 2mo(27* 7 (r = [ED)X A (€)fa (€| 2

< 2%d(w, k)| fall 2

31
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which is better than needed. To pass to the final estimate here we used Lemma [Z8 especially (Z27);
the latter estimate can be applied for fixed 7, since then &, = £, (£, 7). Next, we split the contribution of

%(|§| — 1) to (Z41) into several pieces. Since 7, — h(§,) = 0 implies that

20 = 7+ €] = h(Ew)/V2 + & - er + VR(E)? + &P = g(&)
where e; = (1,0,0), one has by Lemma 220

21 1 o
o)) = =0(d(w, k

7 (o = h(E) = O() = Oldw.)?)
In view of ([2:48)) (which gains a factor of 226 < d(w, k)?), the contribution of (Z49) to (Z4T) can again be
added to W5, .. Set b= b(&,) = Furthermore, set by := b( (0)) where ¢ € R, . is fixed, cf. (2.45]).
In view of Lemma [2.20,

(2.49) n(r — 1€]) —

)

1
i éw)< €)= b i (m — h(E.)
(2.50) =b! nbOT(m — (&) + O[T min(1, (T|r — |€]])~1%%)]

where we used that b ~ by on R ,. The computation from (Z48) above now shows that the O(-) term
in ([Z50) can be added to W}, , . It therefore remains to analyze the contribution of the first term in (Z350)

o (247). Define
BT,a,n(tax) = /Th;t)T(tw - Sw)e_ia(tw_sw))\fn\o()\sw) dSw

where 27t€d~2(k,w) =: A (recall that my is even). On the one hand, ||Brq .| < ||m0]/1 and on the other
hand,

PawQtar, FU0 0 (s — h(Eu))e ™™ F(50)]

= Brus [0 = h(6w)) Xn, . (€) 2(?1”) e (6

. 2
:'BTGN\I]TNU,

By inspection, the Fourier support of \IIT x.a s well as that of BT@’N\Isz)K’a are no larger than that of the
original wave-packet F,; (up to a dilation by a constant). Finally, by a calculation similar to ([2.48)),

¥l o 5 17 300 = 6 G (DA gt
< d(w, w) limsup || F~ [My(M(r = [¢]) 2< ) ey (€)fs €l 0.3
M— o0 é.w 0
S d(w, k)7 fall 2
This concludes the proof of the lemma. a

In passing, we now prove the analogue of Lemma [2.15] for null-frame coordinates, which then gives
Corollary 216 for the N[k] spaces.

Corollary 2.22. For all F € N[k]| and all j € Z one has ||Q<;F||njx < C||F||nx with some absolute
constant C'.

Proof. This is clear if F is either an energy or a X®’-atom. Therefore, suppose that F = Y. Fiisa
wave-packet atom with & = 0. It suffices to prove that

Q< Frllnrie) < CllFxllnFi]

This in turn follows from

(2.51) 1Q<iFrlley r2 < CllFellp; 2
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which holds uniformly in w € S\ (2x). Fix such an w and apply Plancherel’s theorem in x,,. By (Z.46),

_ —j 25&) z‘rw tw—Sw)
FaQuiFiltnte) = [ mo(27 2 — hieu)e Ars FoFo(s60) ds.

where for our purposes here F; refers to a partial Fourier transform relative to the second variable z,. In
view of [€L] ~ d(w, k)?,

‘F2Q<j wvgw ‘/mO 2 J

) “-w(t TSw dTw“]:2 Swvgw |d5w

+ |§|
S 2jd(wa 5)72 /<2jd(wv 5)72@ - Sw ‘]:2 Swvgw ‘ dsw
Performing an L estimate followed by an L} bound yields (5I). O

Finally, there is the following simple fact that will play a role in the proof of the Strichartz component
of || - [|'spx-

Lemma 2.23. Let ag >0 for alll <m < M and 1 < k < K. Suppose Zszl apm < o for all k where
o >0 s arbitrary. Then

K M
(2.52) Z(Za ) < oML K"

k=1 m=1
forall0 <6< 1.

Proof. Denote the sum in ([Z52) by S. On the one hand,

K M
SSZZCLWSUM

k=1m=1
On the other hand,

I

K M
S < \/E(Z 3y aim) P < oVEM
k=1m=1
and the lemma is proved. |

Now we can state the main energy bound. We begin with the easier elliptic regime.

Lemma 2.24. Let F be a space-time Schwartz function which is adapted to k € Z. Assume furthermore
that F = I°F and set ¢ :== O~YF, which is defined via division by 7> — |£|? on the Fourier side. Then

1@lls S 1l vk
with an absolute implicit constant.
Proof. We may again assume that £k = 0. We then need to prove that
(2.53) 1l 50122 S min (| Fllyzz, [1Fll x0-1-c2)

since, as we observed after Definition [2.3] the norm on the left-hand side dominates the other norms which
make up || - [|spg. If we select HF”X{,”*I*EQ on the right-hand side of ([2.53), then this inequality is obvious.

On the other hand, if we select || F|| rir2, then one concludes via Bernstein’s inequality in time. ]
Next, we deal with the hyperbolic regime.

Proposition 2.25. Let k € Z and suppose ¢o, 1 are Schwartz functions in R? which are adapted to k.
Further, suppose F' is a space-time Schwartz function which is adapted to k, and which is moreover hyper-
bolic, i.e., F = IF. Then the unique smooth solution of

D¢ =F, (¢(0)5 atd)(o)) = (¢Oa d)l)

satisfies
(2.54) llspy S (Do @)l p2s -1 + 1 v
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with an absolute implicit constant.

Proof. By scaling we may assume that k = 0. We first assume that F' = 0. Then

—= - sin(¢|€]) —~
aM0)(6) = costrehim(e) + LG )
Consequently, ([2.54) follows from (2.21]) upon sending 7' — oc.
Next, we assume that ¢g = ¢; = 0. By the Duhamel formula,
— bsin((t—s —
o0 = [ DG s
0 1€l
In other words, we need to show that
b osin((t — 8)|V|)
R X (9P () s
H /_Oo v X[0,00) (8)F'(s) ds 5[01 | Fl| vo)

In view of Lemma 2.T9, we may remove the indicator function xjo,.0)(t) = xr+(t) on the left-hand side.
This is where we use that F' = I'F', but after this point we may no longer assume that F' = I F since xg+F
loses this property.

The goal is now to prove uniformly in 7" > 1

(2.55) | [ sintte = 1w = yFyas] S 1w

where 7 (u) := n(u/T)xr+(u) is a bump function as specified in Lemma 220 Denote
(2.56) o) = [ sinl(e = )T (e - 9)F(s) ds

Then the space-time Fourier transform of ¢ equals (up to a multiplicative constant)
(2.57) B(r,€) = (n (v — €]) — m (v + 1€)) E(r,€)

whence, by Lemma [2.20]

(258) 3.1 5 (17l = 161 Xt + 721310 ) P )

and thus also

(2.59) [Q<o¢ e 1Q@>00ll x0.1-<2 S [ Fll oy

from ([232)) and Lemma 2241 By Lemma 2.4 it suﬁices to assume that F' is either an energy or a wave-
packet atom. Moreover, in each of these cases the X%2:°° and X%1~=2_components of the S[k] norm of
¢ can be ignored due to ([Z5J). Moreover, since the X% ~2_norm controls the entire S[0]-norm in the
elliptic regime, it suffices to consider only Q<.

In case F is an energy atom, i.e., || F| z1z2 < 1 standard X*° and Strichartz norms for the wave equation
bound the norms in ([ZI3)) and 2I4), see Lemma We are therefore reduced to bounding (ZI3)), for
which it suffices to verify that

sup sup sup || Po.xQLy,sin(t[V s (6)f[| g0 5 < 1F1l22
£<—100T>1 KEC,

for any f which is 0-adapted (the case of @~ being analogous). We can ignore the further localization to
the rectangle R due to orthogonality, cf. (2I5). The Fourier transform of the function inside the norms
on the left-hand side is

—

X (E)mo (27 (€] = 7)) (n7- (7 — [€]) = nf (€] + 7)) f(€)
where x,; is a cut-off adapted to the cap k. The contribution by %(|§| + 7) is controlled by ([2.I9). As for

n+(]€] — 7), one needs to show that
= 22 (2% ) Po we™ ¥ | g, S 11122
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However, since the term in brackets is a bounded function uniformly in ¢, one can again apply Lemma [Z4]

Now assume that F'is a wave-packet atom, i.e., F' = Enece F,, with

(2.60) D I FllRepg <1
KECy
where the F,; have the wave-packet form as specified in Definition We need to show that

1

(2.61) s s s (3 S 1PQE o) S1

1< ’
+ £/<-100 £<m<0 K'€Cyr ReRo,iN/’m

We first consider the case ¢ < ¢. Lemma [Z.11] implies that it suffices to assume that ¢/ = ¢ and to show
that, uniformly in k € Cy,

[6xllsi0.n] < CllFillnppa)

with an absolute constant C' where

o0
O = / sin((t — 8)|V|)ng (t — s)Fu(s)ds
— 00

However, this follows immediately from Lemma 22T applied to ¢,;, the stability property (2.16), and the
imbedding (2.19); note that the term O~'F} in ([2.42) can be ignored as it was dealt with in the beginning
of this proof. Finally, the case ¢/ > £ is reduced the to ¢’ = ¢ by means of Lemma 277 (note that the
Fourier-support of ¢, equals that of Fy).

It remains to control the Strichartz norms (2.14). Due to Corollary 2.22] we may ignore the projection Q.
We split the argument into two parts: First, we will prove the estimate

[e'e] 2 1
+i(t—s)|V 2 £
(2.62) (| e reas],, )" <241Plv

c€Do,¢ L

for any F as in (2.60), cf. Lemma 2.1l Second, we take the 77 cut-off as in ([2.56)) into account which then
yields the full result. This second step is done by an adaptation of the Christ-Kiselev argument and will
result in the loss of a power 2% where § > 0 can be made arbitrarily small. Lemma 22 reduces the proof

of (Z62) to the bound
H / eTIVIR(s) ds

By orthogonality, it suffices to show that uniformly in s

<
12 ™ | F°[| apoq

H/ eFiIVIE (s dSH S inf d(w, k)" Ay

with F,; as in (2.60). By Plancherel, this is the same as
1F 1l Ol 2 < s )M Fllz 22,
where we choose an arbitrary w ¢ 2k. As above, we may set F,, = d(t, — t&o))f,i(:zzw) where £ € R

is an arbitrary number and f, € Liw is an arbitrary function whose Fourier support is contained in the
projection of the Fourier support of F, onto the &,-plane. This reduces us further to the bound

(2.63) |Fe€odllzz < dlw,m) ™ fulzz

where on the left-hand side we regard £, as a function of £. By Lemma the Jacobian obeys ‘BBTE‘ ~

d(w, k) =2 which implies (Z.63). This concludes the first step, i.e., the proof of ([Z.62)). Note that our proof
of (2:62)) applies to any F which can be written in the form F' = )" _F) provided F}; satisfy

supp(Fy) C {€ € R? : [¢] ~ 1, £ € K}
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In other words, one does not need any condition on the modulations of Fj;. This fact will be most important
for the remainder of the proof (since we will need to multiply F' by cutoff functions in time). Our next
goal is to establish the estimate, with § > 0 arbitrarily small,

(2.64) (> ‘PC/O; OVt (1 — ) F(s) ds |

LiLge
CE’D(),[ trw

)" <24 Pl

for any F as in (Z60) but without any restriction on the modulations of each F);. For the remainder of the
proof we will fiz such a Schwartz function F. Moreover, || - [|? without any subscripts will mean the sum
in (2.60). As mentioned before, we prove (2.64) by an adaptation of the Christ-Kiselev lemma. The latter
does not apply directly since the null-frame norm in (Z60) is not of pure Lebesgue type. We make the
following preliminary observation: the map u(E) := ||xgF||? is a o-subadditive set function on the Borel
sets of R; here xg = xg(t) acts only in the time variable. To prove this, let {E;} C R be an arbitrary
collection of disjoint Borel sets. Then

> w(Ey) = Z s, FII” = Zzwiélzfnd(“’ w) " lxe, Fellzy ra,
j j /

< Z 1nf d(w, k) Z”XEJF HLl L2

<3t i) (ZHXE Fili,)

. -2

=Y IFlRpp <1

as claimed. In view of this property it suffices to prove (2.64]) for F' which are supported on intervald]
of size T in time and we may also replace 17;3 by the indicator x[s<;. We now perform a Whitney
decomposition of the triangle

Ap:={(t,s) : 0<s<t<T}

by means of squares (we have shifted the support of F' to be contained in [0,7]). This yields finitely many
disjoint squares of the form

Q = {Im,n X Jm,n}nZO, 1<m<M,,
with intervals I, , Jm,n such that M, < 2" and

A=) U ImnxJmn

n>01<m<2n
| = |Jmn| =T27" V1<m< M, n>0
dist(Ipy,n X I, {s=1t}) € (T277/10,10727") V1<m < M, n>0
We call any two intervals I, J of length T2 related provided I x J € Q. Note that any I can be related

to_at most 20 of the J intervals. To each n > 0 we now also associate 2" pairwise disjoint intervals
{Jm.n}1<m<2n which partition [0,T] and with the property that

1(Tmn) = 1T ) V1 <mom’ <20
The subadditivity of x4 implies that ,u(jm_,n) < 27", Finally, we introduce an auxiliary function ® which

is piece-wise linear, strictly increasing on [0, 7] and which has the property that ®(J,,.,) = jm,n. In view

9Strictly speaking, one would need to choose something like 107" here to accommodate the support of 17;7 but we ignore
this issue here.
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of all these properties

t 2
/ ii(t—s)|V\F(S)dS}

LiLg

c€Do,e
M'Vl

t
(Z H > Xt (¢ / eIV NG () (8)F(s) dS‘

CEDQg n=0 m=1

2
L%LgO)

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz to the sum over n allows one to bound this further as

Z Z (14 n) H Z X®(I . n) / ii(t—s)lv\xq)um,n)(S)F(S)dg}

CGDU ¢n=0
1
4 )§
LiLg

(2.65) < 2(1 +n) (
n=0

c€Dgo,e m=1

2

L{Lge

m,n

/ it— S)W|XJ (s)F(s)ds

Label the disks ¢ € Do ¢ by {ck}5,, K ~ 272 and denote for fixed n,

t . 2
Pck/ eiz(t—s)\lejmm(s)p(s)ds‘

Akm,n = ‘

= ‘ P., / eii(t*s)w‘xfm (s)F(s) ds‘

The previous bound now takes the form

/ (=919 p(s) d ‘

In view of (262) (and the remark at the end of its proof concerning time cutoffs)

LiLg
2

L}Lge

S K 2" 1
i Z 1+n22(zlaim,n)

k=1

CGDD ¢

Zakmn,\,2 Iz, FI* =2 u(Tmn) < 227
k=1

By Lemma 223 with o = 2", M =27, K =272¢,

Z ( Z a2 n>5 < 9(1=28)t9—én

for any 0 < § < 1. In view of (BEH), one obtains (Z64]). O

As a simple corollary, we now obtain the following continuity result. Recall that the norm of S[k] can
also be defined for non-integer k, cf. (ZI8)). The continuity in k is not obvious due to the various Fourier
multipliers in (ZI4) and (2I8) over infinitely many scales.

Corollary 2.26. Let ¢ be a Schwartz function in RY*2 which is adapted to k € R. Then
li =
h%||¢||S[k+h] 19I5k

Proof. By (218,

A oA ) s = 191l sfe+108, 2]
It therefore suffices to note that by the energy estimate

AT oA sy — Nollsm | < IAToA™") = dllspy
< [ATTOATH) = D01l 2 -1 + DT SAT) = @)l iy
SHIATOAT) = )0l o -1 + IBATTEANT) = @)y g1 — 0
as A — 1. O
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2.4. A stronger S[k]-norm, and time localizations. The energy estimate of Proposition 225 and
Lemma [2.24] can be summarized as the statement that ||@|| s < |¢llspk where

(2.66) Ioll sy = 1ol Loz + 1Dl nix

for any space-time Schwartz function ¢ which is adapted to k € Z. To see this, one estimates

l9lls S 1olsik) + 1190l sx
S ()(0), (0eLd)(0)l 2w g + DG iy + [ 1O wpag
S 9lzeere + 1106l vk = lllsix

To remove I from the right-hand side here one uses Corollary 2.22]

We shall henceforth use this stronger norm and the resulting smaller S[k]-space. We introduce this norm
because it leads to an improvement over the bilinear bound (230) in the case of high-high interactions, see
Lemma (.0 below. This improvement reflects a smoothing effect of convolutions of measures supported on
the light cone. It thus cannot be obtained using the S[k, x] norms alone, since (2.30) is based on Hélder’s
inequality

L} LY -LPL: < L7L2
which does not allow for any gain in regularity. It will be essential to note that Corollary 2.T6] still applies
to the stronger norm || - ||:

Lemma 2.27. For all ¢ which are adapted to k € Z and all j € Z one has [|Q<;9|sp < Cllollsp with
some absolute constant C.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma [2.15 and Corollary [2.22] ]

Another property which the stronger norm inherits is that it is finite on free wave, cf. Lemma[2.4l More
precisely, for any ¢ which is adapted to k and satisfies ¢ = Q<¢,

lollsik) = Dl ez + 100 nw
< 16llgerz + 1061 o 30 S 160 o

2
As in [22], one needs to allow for time-localized versions of S[k], both relative to the original | - [|sp), as
well as the stronger || - |-norm. This has to do with the fact that the we need to derive apriori bounds in
these spaces for Schwartz functions 1, which satisfy (LI2)-(TI4)) on some time interval [T, T]. Since
the norms of the S[k] and N[k| spaces are defined in phase space, one cannot simply define these norms
by time truncations. Rather, one proceeds as in [56] and [22] by means of Schwartz extensions: with 1
and 7,/; both Schwarz functions, and T" > 0,

Il sikj((-T,1)xR2) :== . inf | Petd | spx)

Pl =Yl -7,

(2.67) ! )
Nl sy (=7, 1xR2) == _ inf Il Pt |l s

‘[—T,T]:TM[—T,T]

It is easy to see that the triangle inequality holds for these expressions and that they are actually norms.
Moreover, it is clear that these norms are nondecreasing in 7. Following [22], we now verify that these
norms are continuous in 7.

Lemma 2.28. Let 1) be the restriction of some Schwartz function 1y in R**2 to the time interval [Ty, To)
where Ty > 0. Then

1Vl st (=1, 1)x®2)  and Yl smy(—1,1)xR2)

are nondecreasing and continuous in 0 <T < Ty.

Proof. The definition of S[k] with respect to either norm can be extended to non-integer k. Given T > 0,
let |e| be very small and set A := ZE=. Then

| Petbll sii) ([T —e,7+¢] x®2) = | Prt x|l (i) (=7, 7] xR2)
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where g :=logy A and ¥ (¢, x) := Mp(At, Az), and similarly for || - ||. Clearly, for € > 0,
|1 Petdll i) ((—T—e,7+e] xR2) — I1Petll spaj (=7, 77 xR2) |
= || Pesp¥oall speu) (=711 xR2) — |1 Pt |l spij (=1, xR2)|
< NPt ll spot =111 x®2) — Pl sy (=11 xR2) | + 1 Petrs (0 — 3) || sy (7,7 xR2)
By the energy estimate,
[Pt (0 = VM) srp) (-1, 71xR2) S | Potss (¥ — 3| sk411
S =)0l 2w g1 + 0Pt (¥ = O N[t
SN =)0l L2y g1 + 1B P (¥ = O3l 1 -1 gaszy = 0
as A — 1. By Corollary 228,

lim | P ox |l s (=711 x®2) = |1 Petd |l sa) ([~ 11 xR?)
which implies that

Jim (1P llsp-r-e mvelxme) = [ Petllspu-7,7)xR2)
as claimed. The case of T' = 0 follows directly from the energy estimate. The case of || - || is essentially the
same.

We define localized N[k]-norms similarly, i.e.,

|l N (—T, 7] xR2) == _  inf 1 Pitd | kg
Y|, m1=%l—1, 7]

for Schwartz functions. In particular, one has a localized version of (2.60))

Il sy, 11x®2) == 1@l L2502 ®2)) + DD Nk ([—7, 7] xR2)

Furthermore, later we will also need localized norms on asymmetric time intervals [-7", T for which the
results here of course continue to hold.

2.5. Solving the inhomogeneous wave equation in the Coulomb gauge. Consider the wave equa-
tion (LI4), i.e., Oy, = F,. Here F, is a nonlinear expression in v, but we will not pay attention to this
now. In the sequel, we shall require apriori bounds on v, in the S[k]-space. To do so, we reduce matters
to the energy estimates of Section 23] as follows: writing (suppressing « for simplicity)

Oy =IF+1I°F

one concludes (with both i and F' global space-time Schwartz functions adapted to frequency 1),

(2.68) W(t) = S(t — to)(Iv)[to] + / t U(t — $)I[F(s)ds + O °F

to
where the final term is obtained by division by the symbol of O, and the first two terms represent the free
wave and the Duhamel integral, respectively. Note that the first term here implicitly depends on all of 1,
not just ¢[to], and so in order to actually obtain a bound on ||7||s, one needs to implement a bootstrap
argument. Specifically, assume that we apriori have a bound on
||1/}|[—T0,T0] ||S

for some Ty > 0. Also, assume that we define I = ), ., PrQ<xtc where 20 > To_l. Then, using the
energy estimate from Section [Z3] we claim that

(2.69) llls < Tg  1Wli—ry mlls + 1 F llv

where the implied constant is absolute (the TO_1 here comes from the time-derivative in the initial data).
Indeed, this follows from

(I)[to] = (L(X (=m0, 7009 [Fo] + (L([1 = X (=7, 70) %)) [F0]



CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS 35

and

min | ((Z([1 = X(-z, 7)) [o]ll 12— < ¥l

to€[—To,To]

The above energy inequality then follows immediately.

It is apparent that in order to use this energy inequality, one needs to establish an apriori bound for v
on a small time interval [—Tp, Tp]. In fact, in later applications we will always split the estimates for Pyt
into the small-time case |t — to| < £127% and the large time case |t — to| > £127% (with a small ¢; that is
determined by the specific context - this then requires the constant C' in the definition of I to be large).
In the small time case, the necessary apriori bound is derived from the div-curl system (LI2), (II3) for
the gauged components. This information is then fed into the large-time case as described above.

3. HODGE DECOMPOSITION AND NULL-STRUCTURES

Here we introduce the actual system of wave equations for which our S and N-spaces allow us to deduce
apriori estimates. From the discussion at the very beginning, we recall that the Coulomb components ¥,
satisfy the system (LI4l), which has the schematic form

(3.1) Otpo = i0° (oo Ap) — i0°[Y5 Aa] +i0a 1" Ag]
where Ag denotes the Coulomb gauge potential
-1 1,2 21
A=Y DT — i)
j=1,2
This system in an of itself does not appear to lend itself to good estimates, and to overcome this we have to
use a key additional feature, namely the fact that the flow of (LI4) preserves the div-curl system ([L12),
(TI3) in the obvious sense: if the v, at time ¢ = 0 are the Coulomb derivative components of an actual
map, whence ([IZ), (II3]) holds at time ¢ = 0, then the corresponding solution of (ILI4]) satisfies this
system on its entire time interval of existence. The div-curl system allows us to decompose the components

1o as the sum of a gradient term and an error term solving an elliptic equation, see (LI5). Thus we have
schematic identities of the form

Yo = Rath + Xa
Substituting the gradient terms introduces the desired null-structure. The present section serves to make

this decomposition of the nonlinear source terms precise. We now describe this procedure for each of the
three terms on the right-hand side of (BI). First, define 8-71 = A719; and

Qs (¥, ¢) = 1/)1331/12 R Rgp?
Q,@J (1/17 ) Rgy jd’lX%
Qﬁj( Y) = XﬁRﬂ/fz - Xg Rﬁ‘/)2
Qi (X X) = XBX; — XjX5
Then, adopting the Einstein summation convention,
(32)  i0°[Yads] = i0° [ 1°0; ' Qpj (v, )] +i0° [tha 105 Qp; (v, )]
+ 0% [Ya 051 Qp; (v, X)) + 10 o 051 Qp (x %)) + 10 o 05" Q3 (X X))

The two main terms here are the trilinear ones in . We introduced the modulation cutoff I in front
of Qga; since the two resulting expressions are estimated differently: for the first, one uses a trilinear null-
form structure, see (5.39) below, whereas for the second the bilinear null-form Qg; suffices. Note that the
other three terms involving y are quintilinear and septilinear in 1, respectively, due to (L.I6). These are
discussed in greater detail below, under the heading “higher order errors”.

Next,

—i0° s Aa) = —i0°[1hp 0; ' Quj(1h,)] — i0° (105 05 Qaj (¥, x)] — i0° [thp D5 Quj (X, )]
—i0° g 87" Qaj (X, X))
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The x-terms need to be decomposed further, whereas the main term here is again the trilinear one in v,
which we now rewrite as follows:

(3.3) —i0° (3 01 Qaj (U, ¥)] = —i0° (003 05 1°Qaj (v, ¥0)] — i0° [thg 05 ' T Qarj (0, )]

The first term on the right-hand side will be estimated as is, whereas the second term now needs to be
rewritten according to the Littlewood-Paley trichotomy, in order to make it amenable to our estimates:

— i0° (05 0; ' 1 Qu; (1, 1)] =

(3.4) = —i Yy P’ 07 TPy 5Qa; (v, 9) —i Y Pethg 95 ' TP<y 50" Quy(4,1))
k k
(3.5) — iy 0P Pi[PogRotp 0 TP g Quj(0,90)] — i Y 0 Py[Pogxp 9 TPy Quj (1, 9)]
k k
(3.6) — i 0P [Pek 5 Rt 05 ' TP Quj (0, 0)] — i > 0P [Pek—5x5 0; ' TPxQay (1, 1))
k k

The terms involving x are expanded further as explained below. For the first term on the right-hand side
of ([3.4) one replaces 91 by the right-hand side of (II3) which leads to a quintilinear term. The second
term can be estimated since the 9°-term falls on the small frequencies.

Finally, the third term in 3] is treated as follows:

(3.7) 10 [P Ag) = 104 [P I¢ Ag] 4 104 [P T Ag)

The first term on the right-hand side of ([B7)) is estimated as is; in fact, it is essential that one does not
perform the Hodge decomposition in the first slot since otherwise = 0 would create problems if ¢ has
large modulation. For the second term, one needs to distinguish frequency interactions as before:

(3.8)  i0a[PTAG) =i PrOath? 0; ' IPok_5Qp;(1h, ) +1 Y Petp® 07 ' TPey 504 Qp; (1), )
k k

(3.9) +i Y OaPr[PorRPY 0, TPk Qi (v, )]+ Y Oa PrlPorx” 0 TPk Qg (1, )]
k k

(3.10) +i Y Oa[Pek—sR 0, TPLQui(0,9)] +1 > OalPer—sx” 0; ' TP:Qp; (1), )]
k k

The x-terms need to be expanded further, see below, whereas the ¢-terms in (3.9) and ([B.I0) are estimated
as they are. The second term on right-hand side of (B.8)) is expanded by means of the Hodge decomposition:

(3.11) iy Putp? 07 TPy 506Qp;(1h,00) =i PR 0 IP<yy_500Qp;(,1))
k k
(3.12) +i Yy Pex” 0, TPy 500Qp;(1, )
k

The trilinear estimates of Section Bl cover (BI1]), and ([B.I2]) is handled below]. Finally, the first term on
the right-hand side of (B8] is rewritten by means of (LI2):

(3.13) ZZ P01 8;1[P<k,5 Qpi(Y, ) = ’LZ P05, 8;1[P<k,5 Qp;(¥, 1) + quintilinear terms
k k

where the quintilinear terms arise by using the curl identity for d,1° — 8%, into this expression. Note
that we have switched the derivatives d, and 0g.
We still have to explain how to deal with the higher order terms involving at least one factor of x.

Higher order errors.
Note that these arise in two ways: first, we generate errors by replacing the Gauge potential Ag in

i0° ['@[JaAB]
by a Qg; (%, ) null-form, and similarly for the remaining types of terms
i’ [wﬂAa]a 100 WBA/B]
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We shall call the higher order terms generated by this process (and later further Hodge decompositions
applied to them) of the first type or kind.
Second, we generate errors of the schematic form

XV Qs (4, v),

and we call these together with all the terms generated by them upon applying further Hodge decomposi-
tions of the second type or kind. For simplicity, we omit frequency localizations in the ensuing discussion.
Considering the errors of the first kind, these are of the schematic form

Va0V W], ViV xxdl,

where we recall from the very beginning, section 1, that

x =V V@),
whence the above terms may be thought of a quintilinear and septilinear. Now as they are written, we
cannot yet quite estimate these expressions, and we need to introduce more null-structure, by expanding
the V=1(¢?) in

x =V v i?),
into a @, j-null-form as well as even higher order error terms. To keep track of things we associate an
expansion graph, i.e., a simple binary tree with the expressions generated: represent the original terms

Vm,t[wAB]
by a simple node, and whenever we replace one of the factors in the (schematically written)
Ap =V7(Y?)
by the corresponding x, we draw a downward edge pointing left or right corresponding to which factor we
replace. We can now exactly specify the full expansion of the higher order errors of first type:

FIGURE 3. An example of an expansion graph

Precise description of expansion for errors of first type:
keep applying Hodge decompositions to the inner V~1(2)?) in all factors

x =V Vi),

generated until the associated expansion graph has a directed subgraph of length four. Then the process
stops. Note that formally, the terms thereby generated are up to the 11th degree in .

Next, we apply a similar process to the errors of the second type. We represent the first such error,
schematically given by

Vi [XVHQu; (¥, )]

by a simple node, and whenever we apply a Hodge decomposition to one of the factors of V~1(1?) in

X =V wVTi(y?)
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we draw a downward edge pointing left or right, thereby generating an associated expansion graph. Then
we have

Precise description of expansion for errors of second type:

Keep applying Hodge decompositions as above until the associated expansion graph has a directed subgraph
of length three. Then the process stops. Again we generated a list of errors of degree of multilinearity up
to order 11 in .

To summarize this discussion, we have now recast our system of equations in the form

5

Dwa — Z Fa2i+1

i=1

where the superscript indicates the degree of multilinearity of the corresponding term in v, and the leading
cubic terms F3 can be expressed as

F3 =i0P [0 1°05 1 Qp; (10, ¥0)] + i0° [0 105 Qp; (v, ¥0)] — i0° [1hp 05 ' I°Qaj (0, 90)]
— iy PuRgtp 0; ' TP<y, 50" Qo (1, ) =iy _ 0" P Pog Ryt 0; TP Qo (1, 9)]
k k

(3.14) — i 0[Pk 5Ratp 0 TP Quj (1, 9)] + 10 [y 1°0; 1 Qp; (1, )]
’ k

+i Yy Pu0%a 0] TPk 5Qpi(1h,00) + > PR 0 ' TPk 504Qp;(1, 1))
k k

+8Y OaPulPor RO 05 TPo1. Qu(0,0)] +1 . 0ulPer—sR*% 0; TP Qp;(1, ¥)]
k k

Here it is very important to note that the second as well as the ninth term on the right contribute a
magnetic potential interaction term of the form

(3.15) 2 " Pu0"t 0 'TP<y—5Qp;(1h, 1)),
k

the idea being that we interpret the low-frequency term 8]71[ P._5Qp;(¢¥,v) as a magnetic gauge poten-
tial. The main issue here is that these high-low interactions cannot be made small in general which creates
problems for a bootstrap argument. Hence, in order to prove the core perturbative results in Section [ we
shall have to move these interaction terms to the left-hand side, i.e., build them into the linear operator.
For later reference, we shall denote by ng, k =1,2,3, those trilinear terms contributed by the first, second
or third term in (BI); thus for example, we write

F =0 (50 1°Qu; (v, ¥)] — i Yy 0° PulPor Ry 0 ' TP Quj (¥, )]
(3.16) F
- iZPkRﬁl/f 351]P<k—536Qaj(1/1, ) —i Z&B[P<k,5Rﬁ¢ 8;1]Pk Qaj (¥, )]
% %

Furthermore, we denote by
F3M (1, 92,103)

the corresponding multilinear expressions. We also introduce frequency localized versions

E3% (415 Pegs 02, 3)

in which one includes a cutoff P, in front of all instances of Qq;(v2,%3), and similarly for other multipliers
Py etc.
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4. BILINEAR ESTIMATES INVOLVING S AND N SPACES

In this section we develop some of the required bilinear bounds. First, we present some bounds from
S x S into L?,, in particular one which involves a gain in the high-high case and which does not appear
in [56] or [22], see Lemma .7 below. This result allows for better control on products ¢ ¢ of S-waves
and will be most useful in the trilinear case. In addition, as in the aforementioned references we consider
the case of ¢1 € S and ¢ € N. This section concludes with bilinear estimates for null-forms.

4.1. Basic L2-bounds. To begin with, we present the following geometric lemma for cones, see [55] for a
similar result. It will be used repeatedly.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose ¢1, @2 are such that
supp(6;) C {(€,7) 1€l ~ 2%, [I¢] = Irl| ~ 27}
for j =1,2. Let by, ko € Z and assume that there exists jo € {0,1,2} so that
(4.1) by >l +C Vijie{0,1,2}\ {jo}
Then there is the following dichotomy:
(A) If ko = kmax + O(1), then
(4.2) PryQuy (6162) = Piy Qe D Praons @1 - Phsnat)
KR1,R2
where K1, ko are caps of size C~lr and separation dist(k1, ke) ~ r with
(Lrmax—Kkmin)/2

ri=2
In particular, bmax < kmin + O(1).
(B) If ko < kmax — C, then
(4.3) PryQuo ($162) = Z Py Quo (Z Pkl,ﬁ(bga) ) Pk2,fn¢§a)>
e=+ K
(4.4) +>° Pkero( S Py P@,_nﬁéﬁs))
e=% K1,K2

the sum in @A) runs over caps of size C~1r with
r.= 2k0_kmax2(€max_k7min)/2
and with separation dist(k1,k2) ~ 7, whereas the sum in [@3) runs over caps of size v’ where 20~ kmax <

v’ < 1 is arbitrary but fived. The sum (@3 is empty if bmax < kmax — C and ([@E4) is nonzero only if
lax < kmin + O(1). Finally, if (@I fails, then the same representations hold provided r < 1 and one

replaces dist(k1, ko) ~ r with dist(k1, k2) S 7.
Proof. We consider first the (+4) and (——) cases, i.e., when 71, 72 have the same sign. Then
(4.5) 1]+ [€2] — €1 + o] ~ 25

whence

(I&1] + |&2])? = [€1 + &7 ~ 2bmaxthmax

and thus
(&1, &) ~ 2Umaxthmax—ki—k2)/2

Now assume further that kg = kmax + O(1). Then it follows that
<I(€17 52) ~ 2(én‘ax_kmin)/2

If on the other hand kg < kpax —C, then k1 = ko +O(1) = kmax +O(1) and from (@), fmax = kmax+O(1).
Furthermore, & = —¢&; + O(2%0) implies that

PRV S RAY ] IS A,
el ~ T — O
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Next, consider the (+—) or (—+) cases. Then

FIGURE 4. Opposing (++) waves

(4.6) €1 + & — [11] — |&2]] ~ 26mex
which implies that
61+ &I — [|&1] — &l |? ~ 20 (|&1 + & + [|&] — |&]])

or equivalently,
(47) 2142 2 (6, ) ~ 2 thy
If ko = kmax + O(1), then
(€1, ~Ep) v 2bmeshmin) 2
If, on the other hand, ky < kpax — C, then
G(&1, —E) ~ 9k0—kmax 9 (Umax—Kmin) /2

and we are done. While it is clear that lyax < kmin + O(1) if ko = kmax + O(1), some proof is needed in
case ko < kmax — C. Thus, suppose |£1] > |&2] whence

|61+ &a| — [&1] + [€a] ~ 20me
which implies that
2k0+k1 <I2(51 + 527 _52) ~ 2lmax+kmax

since 2Fo k1  9Fmintkmax the claim follows.
Finally, if @) fails, then [@3]) turns into

&1] + ] — &1 + &a| S 20me

which then leads to the claimed loss of separation between the sectors. However, their maximal distances
are controlled by the same quantities as before. O

The special appearance of (£3)) derives from the contributions of waves which lie on opposing sides of
the light-cone. In fact, Figure 3 shows two vectors on the same half (i.e., 7 > 0) but opposing sides of the
light cone. They add up to produce a wave of small frequency but large modulation, as described by ([@3)).
This is the mechanism by which nonlinearities can turn free waves into “elliptic objects”. This phrase
refers to functions whose Fourier support has large separation from the characteristic variety of O. Also,
following Tao we refer to (A1) as the modulation imbalanced case, whereas its opposite is the modulation
balanced case.
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Remark 4.2. Lemmal[{.1] is optimal in the following sense:
o Given ly < ko < —10 there exist &1,& € R™ with 1 < |&1], &2 < 2, <(&1,&2) ~ 2bo+ko)/2 gnd such
that
€1+ &of — ||&1] — [&a]| ~ 2
€1 + &of ~ 2%
o Given ly < ki < —10 there emist &1,& € R™ with 2M171 < & < 2k 1 < |&],|&] < 2 and
(&1, &) ~ 2W=k)/2 and so that
1] + &2l — |€1 + &af ~ 2.

Our immediate goal now is the proof of Lemma It is important to note that the improvement
of 25 over (230) which is obtained in Lemma coincides with the gain for the case of free waves. In
order to accomplish this, we require three preparatory lemmas, all of which are well-known. The first is
Mockenhaupt’s “square function estimate” (more precisely, its geometric content), see [32], [33]. Recall
that © = sign(7)E.

Lemma 4.3. Let k, & € Cp with dist(k, k) ~ |k| € 1 and suppose that F; C Cy, for i = 1,2 are partitions

of k and R, respectively, by pairwise disjoint caps. Further, let v € (0,1), u € (1,2), and define for any
/ 1

cap K C S

Terpr =18+ |lEl—pul <, ©@ €/, |7 = [¢]] < 517}
Set M; := #F;. Then

(4.8) sup H Z Z XToey w1+ Tog g

#,p2rl K1EF1 Ko €F2

L (29) < Cmax(1,r(M; + Ms))

where C is some absolute constant.

Proof. Fix r € (0,1), and u1, pue ~ 1. Applying a Lorentz transform, one may assume that ¢ = —10, say.
Also, suppose without loss of generality that ¢; < 5 whence M; > Ms. We first consider the case where
rM; > 1. Fix (r,€) € R® such that]

Z Z X%(Twl,mm'i'Tﬁzwuzm)(T’ 5) Z 1

K1EF1 K2 €EF2

Suppose Ty, ui,» With £1 € Fy contributes to the sum on the left-hand side. Define a mirror-image 7,7, ,, .
of Ty 1, by reflecting Ty, .., » about the point (7,¢). Due to £ = —10 and the dimensions of the tubes T,
the mirror images of all {7y, u,.r}r er, have uniformly bounded overlap. The same applies with the role
of F1 and F; reversed. In conclusion, each Ty, ., » can pair up with at most O(1)-many T, .., » SO as to
give a contribution to (48], whence the bound of M; for [@.8]). To obtain the factor » improvement, we
further note that due to fixed p; and po, only those contributions to (4.8]) need to be counted which derive
from pairs (T, 1 ,rs Tio,pe,r) Which lie in fixed cylinders ||&;| — ps] < r, i =1,2. In terms of equations, we
are given (0,() € R? and we need to consider the sets of (7;,7w;), i = 1,2 with w; € S* satisfying the
transversality condition <t(w1,ws) € [145, 55], say, and such that
T+ Ty =0, rwi+rws=(

Iri— | <7 [re—po| <r

9202

|m| =] <229, ||m2| — 72 <

It follows from the second, third, and fourth conditions that
piwr + prowz = ¢+ O(r)
and since the circular arcs containing wy and ws are transverse to each other, they must be of lengths < r.

Consequently, we can only count tubes which correspond to an r x r disk on the light-cone and of those

10The %— factor is a convenient modification that can be made due to scaling.
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there are at most rM;-many. In case rM; < 1, then the number of the allowed pairs is < 1 in light of this
construction and we are done. g

Next, we present a standard bilinear L? bound for free waves.

Lemma 4.4. Let k, & € Cp with dist(k, k) ~ |k| := B and suppose k1 C Kk, ke C & are arbitrary caps. Let
€ (0,1) and py,pu2 ~ 1. Then

(4.9) 1Y fr =Y fo] 122 S ﬂfl\/min (rB. k1, Im2]) [ fall2ll 22
provided

and the sign in the last sign is chosen to be the same as in (&9).

Proof. The proof reduces to the following well-known property of convolutions: suppose
1= {(€,§) €R® : £ m, [l€] — | S}
Ty = {(£[¢].€) € R? : § € rp, ||¢] - pi2 S 7}

Note that <(§,£n) 2 8 for any (|¢[,€) € I'y and (£|n|,n) € I's. Then

(4.10) [ for, * gor,llL2rs) S ﬁfl\/min (rB; |kal, [kal) 1f 1 L2(dor, ) 9]l L2(dor,)

where or, and or, are the lifts of the measure in R? to the sectors I'1, 'y on the light-cones. To prove ([EI0),
interpolate between L' and L*°. On L' we have the standard fact that || * v|| < ||u||||v| for measures
and their total variation norms. This fact does not use the angular separation of the supports nor their
sizes. On L°°, however, this separation and size are crucial and yield

[ for, * gor, |l @s) < B min(r, [£1|87) £ Lo (dor,) 191 L (dor, )
assuming as we may that |k1| < |k2|. To obtain this bound, consider §-neighborhoods of T'y and T'a,
respectively. In other words, replace do; by
~(0 _
5" = 5 Xjaiss((e,.1,) <51 dEAT
for small 6 > 0 and observe that

(4.11) lim sup ||d5§5) * d&éé)HLgoT < Bt min(r, k1|87
§—0+ ’

by elementary geometry. To pass from ([I0) to estimates for the wave equation use Plancherel’s theorem.
O

We can now state the aforementioned improved bilinear L? bound. The norm ||- || is the one from (Z.68]).

Lemma 4.5. Let ¢; be adapted to k; for i = 1,2. Assume further that we are in the high-high case
ki = ky + O(1) and that ¢p; = Q<jir—2k,—c¢i fori=1,2. Then

Ky ke
(4.12) [PeQj(p1 d2)llp2r2 <2 227 |61l sl 02 sia)
for any j < k < ki + O(1). Moreover, in the same range of j,
k1 3k+4j
(4.13) [PeQj(Rad1Rsp2 — Rap1Rad2)| 212 < 2 2275 |61 llspe b2l s

for any o, 3 =0,1,2.
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Proof. We assume that k1 = ko + O(1) = 0. At first, we also assume that & < —C so as to exclude the
opposing (++) and (——) waves in Lemma LTl We need to prove that

k—j
(4.14) 1Ps(@r62)llz2z2 S 277 (10 90 o + 1P Ivgen) - (1CF20 92) 2z + I F2llvgka))
for any k;-adapted Schwartz functions f;, g;, F;, i = 1,2 and
. t t . t _
(4.15) 0i(t) = cos(t|V)) f; + S2UVD +/ sin((t = 9IVD 4y g
VI 0 IV
We reduce this to three cases:
k—j
(4.16) 1PQj(d102) |22 S 277 (f1 90 21 [1(f25 92) |l p2 e iy
k—j
(4.17) 1P:Qj(d102)ll 222 S 275 (1, 90) | o ir—1 12l i)
k—j
(4.18) 1P:Qj(d102) 2202 S 2% [Pl N p) 12l 3 e

where the absence of terms on the right-hand side implies that the corresponding functions are zero (thus,
Fy = F» = 0 in [&I6) etc.) We begin with ([@I6]) which follows easily from Lemma 3l To see this, we
decompose ¢; into caps of size £ = (j + k)/2 as in Lemma [l Adopting the convention that x1 ~ K2
means that dist(k1,x2) ~ 2%, and setting g1 = go = 0 for simplicity, one hadH]

1PeQi($162)Ir2r2 S D I1PeQi(Pry s @1 Prora®2) 1212

K1~k E€Cy

/S Z Z ||Pquﬁlpc¢1 sz,ﬁzpfcd)QHLfLi

c€Do,x k1~K2€Cy

k=t
(419) /S Z Z 27 ||Pk1,l‘€1PCf1||2||Pk2,K2P*Cf2||L§L§

c€Do,x k1~K2€Cy

k—t
S 27 LAl

as needed. The estimate in (£19) follows from (8] since k > ¢.

To prove [@LIT) and (£I8]) it will suffice as usual to assume that F; are N[k;]-atoms for ¢ = 1,2. In
fact, if Fy in ({I7) is either and energy or an X atom, then one again reduces matters to the free
case. Consequently, we may restrict ourselves to (ZI8) when both F; and F5 are null-frame atoms. Using
Lemma [2.T7] to refine these null-frame atoms one can thus assume that

(4.20) =Y Fu, Fi= Y Fu
K'€Cyr K" E€Cynr

where ¢/, 0" < (. Again by Lemma [ZTT] we can further assume that there exists a fixed ¢ € Dy, so that
P.Fy = Fy and P_.F, = F>. Applying the same decomposition as in {II9)), fix k1 ~ ko. In view of
Lemma [2.27]

(421) Pkl,’ild)l = |:Iilc;"il + Z / (\I/’{"/va + B"‘/ﬁa ‘Iji/ﬂ) da
/ R
K EC[/
k' Ck1
(422) Pk2,li2¢2 = Dilé’m + Z (‘Ilfli//ﬂl + E“//>a ‘Al}i”ﬂl) da
R

KNGC[N
K CkKa2

where the functions on the right-hand side satisfy the bounds specified in that lemma. Moreover, the
Fourier supports of the functions appearing inside the integral in ([@2I)) and [@22]) satisfy (243), and
they also retain the P, and P_. localization property, respectively, due to the fact that k > ¢. We can

HRecall our convention about Py, .« which takes the sign of 7 into account.
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ignore the terms involving G, and Gy, as they are reducible to free waves. For simplicity, we also set
vl ="!, =0. By Plancherel’s theorem and Lemma L3

K ,a
Hpkhﬁl ?1 Py 02 ”Lng

K €Cyr K eCyn
R'Cnl K CR2

where M; = 20 M, = 2=, On the other hand, Lemma {4 implies that
||P7€17N’¢1P7€1,H”¢2”LfL§

5 / ||B,{/1a \Iji/,aéﬁ”qb \Tli”,b”L?Li dadb
R2 )

=

< / 192, , 92, 1212 dadb
R2 e

524\/mm(2k+e,2w72g,,)/w ”‘I’i’va”xg’%’l 1924 o.3.1 dadb

0

< 27 fmin(284, 27, 2) | Ey g | B g
One checks that

k—¢

\/1—|—2k(M1 +M2) 275\/min(2k+f,22/7260) 5 QT

whence

1
2
Bt ~
||P7€1,H1¢1P/€27N2¢2||Lfl/§ S22 < E E ||FN’||2NF[;~@’] ”FN”le\IF[n”])

K eCy H//ECE//
K’ CRr1 K”CI{Q

In conclusion,

1PeQi(d102)llrzre S Y IPhyma®1Pro ool 222

Kk1~k2€Cy
%
- )
oY (z 5 nm@wanuaw)
K1~K2ECy K,Ece/ Ii”GC@//

R'Cnl I{”CI{2

1 1
k—t 2 = 2
27 (O 1Felen) (X 1Fe B

K E€Cy K" ECon
as desired. This concludes the proof of (£I8) for the case of null-frame atoms F, F5. As indicated, the
other cases are easier since they can be reduced to free waves.
Finally, if & = O(1), then the proof is easier. In fact, it follows via a cap-decomposition from the basic
bilinear bound [2:30)). We leave those details to the reader.
The second bound (@I3) follows by the same argument. The only difference from (@I2]) lies with an
additional gain of 2¢ which is precisely the size of the angle in the above decompositions into caps. 0

Later, we shall require the following technical variant of the previous bound.

Corollary 4.6. Under the assumptions of Lemmal[{.5, for any j <k < ki + O(1) and any mo < —10,
k1 k—j
(4.23) > 1P Q; (Pryws 81 Proa®2) 2202 27277 N1 llsima 2l sima)

K1,K2 GCmD
dist(r1,k2) <270

1
2 k1 k—j
(4.24) (3 1P@Qs (Pt 62012212 ) ™ S Imol 2% 257 1t lspaa U2 s

KECm,
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Moreover, analogous bounds hold for the null form in @I3) with an extra gain of 275" Finally, the
left-hand side in (£23) vanishes unless j + k < 2mgy < —100.

Proof. The final statement here is due to Lemma[£.]l Note that one cannot simply square sum the bounds
of Lemma 5] applied to Py, x,¢1 and Py, x,¢2 due to the fact that ) |||Pk;7n¢"|25[k] (or >, ||Pk),€¢||§[k]

for that matter) cannot be controlled. However, since we may assume that # < myp, the angular
decomposition induced by the frequency and modulation cutoffs P,Q; is finer than the one superimposed
by 1 and ko. Inspection of the proof now reveals that either by orthogonality or by organizing the
finer caps into subsets of the k1, k2 € Cn,, and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields the stated
bound. For [@24) one needs to distinguish two cases: either mg > # or not. In the former case, the
decomposition into caps in Cy,, is coarser than the one coming from Lemma [T and one can again argue
by means of Cauchy-Schwarz as before. In the latter case, however, we split the modulation of the first
input as follows:

Q<jtri—c = Q<amo—c + Qamo—C<-<jtk-C
The contribution of Q<2m,—c¢1 is handled exactly as in the Lemma since one may always refine the

null-frame representation, cf. ([20). On the other hand, Q2my—c<.<j+k—c @1 is controlled by means of
Lemma 2.4l More precisely, for any 2mg — C < £ < j+k — C one has Qu¢1 = Q01 F, see [{.IH). Since

([232) implies that

_ —1
Qe o4 = Q0™ Al oy = S IR oy S IFs v

one can reduce the contribution of Q¢ to the case of free waves as in the proof of Lemma Summing
over all £ in this range loses a factor of at most |mgl|, as claimed. Finally, the claim concerning the
null-forms is immediate. O

Removing the modulation restrictions on the inputs in Lemma results in the following estimates.

Lemma 4.7. If ¢1 and ¢ are adapted to ki and ks, respectively, then for j <k < ki +O(1) = ko +O(1),

k—j k
(4.25) [PQj(P102)| L2r2 < 27727 |61 | gty D b2l s k)
whereas for j < kg <k =k +O(1),

3k i
(4.26) [PQj(p192)l 222 < 275" 275 |1 || 51y 92 51ka)

Proof. Consider the high-high case j < k < k1 + O(1) = ko2 + O(1) = 0. On the one hand, there is the
bound

(4.27) 1PQj(Q<jsn-cd1Q<iin-cd)lpzrz S 277 Ioillspe o2l
which is given by Lemma On the other hand, by the improved Bernstein bound of Lemma 2]
1 PeQ;j(Q>j+k—cPr - ¢2)llLzr2 S 2T N9K Qs ke “2lp2r1
S 2720 Qu k-l 2z 62 e n
(4.28) <257 ) 82 s
In the high-low case j < ko < k =k; + O(1) = 0 consider the following three subcases. First,

i—ky ks
1PeQi(Qejctr1Qcjmcd2)lrzr S27 4 27 [|on sy llb2 siiay

by a decomposition into caps of size 952 and the L2-bilinear bound @30). Next, by the improved
Bernstein estimate Lemma 2.T],

[PeQj(01Q>j—cd2)llrzre S 91llLer2||@>j—cd2llL2re~

Ji—k _J
< 2777252275y | s | 2 s k)
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And third,

1PhQi(Qzj-ct1Qcict)llizre S Y. I1PQi(Qmdr1Qcicd2)llrzre

m=j+0(1)

SO D P @mr Pr s Qej—cballr2r2

m=j+0(1) k1,K2

S Z Z ||Pk1>’i1Qm¢1||LfL§||Pk27N2Q<j—C¢2||Lff’m

m=j+0(1) k1,K2

m m—k
S D 272227 gl sy |2l ik
m=3j+0(1)

3ky
S 271271 1 || sk D2l s1ks)

. . . . m—ky
as claimed. The inner sums run over K1, kg € Cm-k, with dist(ky,62) <272 . O
2

Later we shall also need the following technical variants, both of which are in the same spirit as Corol-
lary

Corollary 4.8. Let ¢ be adapted to k1 and suppose for every k € Cp,, with mo < —100 there is a Schwarz
function 1, which is adapted to ko. Then, provided j < ko < k = ki + O(1),

1

3ka g 2
(4.29) > I1PQs (P wd ¥llnzez S Imol2 P 2 41 lsie (D2 el

KECm,g KECm,

Proof. One uses the argument for the high-low case of Lemmal[L7 In particular, k = k; +O(1) = 0. First,
with m = 1=k2
2 )

> PQj(QeicPundQejctn) = >, > PeQi(QcicPryw, Prynd QejoPryrsths)

KECm, KECmg K1,k2ECm

If m < myg, then by the L2-bilinear bound (Z30)

> IPQi(Qej-cPrynd Qejctbu)lrare

N€C7n0

S Z Z PeQj(Q<j—c Py sy @ Q<j—C Proa Vi)l L2 L2

KECm( K1,Kk2ECm
K1CK

_dzka k2
S Y 2T 27 Qe Pry s Blls ity wer ) Q<0 P o Vil Sk ea)

KECm( K1,k2ECm
K1CK

1
_d—ky ko 2
5 2 1 9272 ||¢||S[k1]( Z ||¢N||2S[k2])

KECmg
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where we applied Cauchy-Schwarz twice to pass to the last line. If, on the other hand, m > mg, then we
first consider smaller modulations of ¢. In fact, dropping the Q<;_c on ¢ as we may one has

> I1PeQi(Qeamy—Pry it Qejcton)llz2r2

N€C7n0

SO D IPQi(Qezmy— Py Qim0 Pry o)l 212

K1,K2ECm KECH,,
rCK1

_ ke k2
S Z Z 2 T 27 ||Q<2m0—cpk1ﬁ¢||5[k1,ﬁ]||Q<j—cpk2,fi2wﬁ”S[kmﬁz]

K1,62E€Cm KECm
KCK1

1

_J=ky ko 2
ST H 6lsp (X 10el3ien)

KECmg

where we again applied Cauchy-Schwarz twice to pass to the last line. Finally, we need to account
for Qomy—c<.<j—c®. Fix £ with 2mo — C </ < j — C and repeat the previous estimate. This yields

1

_ihy k 3
Z | PeQ;(QePry nd Qej—cthr)llLzr: 273 ki ||¢||S[k1]( Z ||¢n||?9[k2])

KECm, KECmg

which, upon summing in £ yields the same bound with the loss of a factor of (5 — 2mg)+. Replacing this
by the larger |mg| then implies the bound of the corollary. Next, by the improved Bernstein estimate of
Lemma 2.J] and Lemma 2.18]

> IPQi (Pry s Qzj—c¥i)llrzre S Y I Prynllzoer2ll@zj-ctbullpzr=

KECm,g KECm
1
J—k2 _ 1 2
< o 25225274 56y (0 lZpey)
NECmO
And third,
> IPQi(Qzj-cPey wd Qejmctb) 1212
NECmO

SO D IPQ(Qum Py w6 Q) rore

m=j+0(1) K&Cimy

SO Y D P @mPrys® Pro s Qej—otllLzre

m=j+0(1) KECm K1~K2

m—ko
S Z Z Z ||Pk1,H1QmPk17N¢HL?L§ 2k22 4 ||P1€2,H2Q<j—cwn ||L,°°L§

m=3+0(1) KECm( K1~K2

i—k
<20 S (S P @ Pl s )

N|=
N|=

(3 1PeansQeictowr 312 )

m=3j4+0(1) K1,k Ko,k
1
3ka g 2 2
<222 4 glls (30 1l
N€C7n0
as claimed. The inner sums run over £1, k2 € Cm-k, and 1 ~ k2 denotes dist(xk1,k2) <272 . O
2

We shall also require the following estimates which gain something in terms of the small angle.

Corollary 4.9. Given 6 > 0 small and L > 1, there exists mo(d, L) < —1 with the following property:
let k, k1, ke € Z so that max;=1 2 |k — k;| < L. For any ¢1 and ¢ which are adapted to ki, ko, respectively,
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and j < k+C,

k—j k
(4.30) > 1PLQ; (Pry s 61 Pha o ®2)l| 212 < 0275 22 | spea 02 llsia)

K1,k2E€Cm
dist(r1,k2) <20

In the high-low case k = k1 + O(1), ko < ki1 — C,

ko—j k
(4.31) > 1PQ; (Pry s 61 Pra s d2)l| 22 < 0275 277 ||| sy 02l s

K1,1€2€Cm0
dist(r1,k2) <20

as well as

1
1 -
(4.32) ( > 1PQ;(4n sz,n¢2)||2Lng) F <0275 278 ||6u sy 02l spay

K2E€Cm

Proof. Let k1 = 0 whence |k| < L and |ke| < 2L. Implicit constants will be allowed to depend on L. By
Corollary 6] and (£27),

> 1PeQ5(Q<jt—C Proy iy 91 Q<jtk—C Pres o 92) || L2 12

K1,52€Cm
dist(r1,k2) <20

k+j

<277 275 | [ sk b2l ska) < 0275 101 st D2l ko]

which is sufficient. Note that we used interpolation and 2" < 22" which gives the desired gain of §
provided my is small enough relative to § and L. For the remaining cases we use a variant of (£28): with
2>T>1,9:%—1,and1—17:%—%,
(4.33) [PeQ;j(Q>j+k—C Py iy @1 Proy o @2 212

< 2%|Qs k-1 - Pry a2l 21

S 2%0||Q>j+kfcpk1,m¢l||L§L§||Pk2,nz¢2”Lt°°L£

J(0—9)ama(L_1
(4.34) < 9h(0-2)gmo(} p>||p,€1m¢1||Xo,%,w||Pk2,m¢2||Lg°Lg
0

Taking 6 close to 1, one can make this < 52_4% as desired. This bound can be summed over k1, k2 by
Cauchy-Schwarz and the definition of the S[k]-norm; see also Lemma [ZT8
In the high-low case j < ko < k= k; + O(1) = 0 we proceed as follows. First,

[ PeQj(Q<j—c Py iy 91Q<j—C Prg i, 82) || L2 L2
Li=ky . ,omo _i=ka .\ ks
<2772 min (27,277 )27 | Py, Q< jec b1l 51k | P s Q< j—c B2 siia)
J

—k k
<027 27 || Py oy Qe jmc b1 || st || Pras Q< j—c b2 sika)

by a decomposition into caps of size 9”52 and the L%bilinear bound @30). The summation over 4
and ko can be carried out since it leads to the square function (2I5). Next, by the improved Bernstein
estimate, see Lemma 2.1]

[ PQ; (Pry iy $1Q >~ Prog o 92) || L2122
S Pry s D1l oo 22 Q35— Prea o P2l L2 150

< i dzka  mo .\ oo 4
S min(27T, 272) 25272 || By ey d1 | e 22 | Prara b2l 0.4
k2

_ ke k2
<62 527 ||Pk1ﬁ1¢1||L$°L§||Pk27f€2¢2||X0,%,oo
k

2
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and summation over k1, k2 is again admissible. Finally,
| PeQ;(Q>j—c Pry i 1Q<j—C Prey 12 92) | L2 12

S Y IPeQi(QmPry ry $1Q<i - Pry na$2) 1212

m=3+0(1)

S D > 1P QuPry sy 1 PranaQej—c Py b2l 1212

m=3+0(1) K ,k}

SO D NQm Py ey Pry oy 011l 2222 11Q <50 Prs ey P ny 62| 1,
m:J+O(1) Nll)H,Q

_m . m—kg 70
5 Z 27z 2k2 mln(2 4,282 )Hpklﬁl(bl”s k1] ||PI€27N2¢2||S[1€2]
m:jJrO(l)

(4.35)

fil(bl”

0,400 ||Pk2>f€2¢2||Lt°°L§
X1

. The bound in ({37) ca

as claimed. The inner sums run over xy, k5 € Cj—r, with dist(k], x5) < 27

& ~
be summed over the caps k1, k2 by definition of the S[k] norm.

Finally, [@32)) follows from the preceding since the gain of § was obtained only from the low-frequency
function ¢5. We can therefore square-sum the final estimate to obtain the desired conclusion. O

4.2. An algebra estimate for S[k]. The following bilinear bound expresses something close to an algebra
property of the S[k] spaces. It is obtained by removing the restriction on the modulation of the output in
Lemma L7

Lemma 4.10. For any j, k € Z,

kqVko

’Ci M 1_
(4.36) 1PQs (0] 40,300 S 21722 2 70 Uk =GN Yl s b sy

provided ¢, are Schwartz functions which are adapted to k1 and ke, respectively.
Proof. We commence with the high-high case k1 = ko + O(1) = 0 and k£ < O(1). We need to prove that
1P (60 g0 S 2% min (2%,279G79)) [l spe, I D s
To begin with, one has
22| PhQ;(Qsj-cd - ¥)ll2re S 2+91/29 M0 PLQ(Qj—cd - Vlz2r
S2VL2TONQs ool Wi
<2727 min(L,27 ) ] spay 14 s

which is admissible. So it suffices to estimate PrQ;(Q<j—c¢ - Q<;j—c¥). As usual, we perform a wave-
packet decomposition by means of Lemma L1l Note that (I holds here. We begin with (£3)) where we
choose 7’ := 2%, Thus, k < —C and j = O(1), and in view of ([Z.30)

1PeQi(Q<jcod™ - QejcvM)lrzre S D 1PeQsjcd™ - PQsj ot 1212

KECy
1
SRR IPQ<i et sk mllP-x @<t [l (ks —n
KECK

S 22|l s pa 191 11

where we invoked Lemma in the final step. The same estimate applies to ¢~ and ¥ ~. It therefore
suffices to assume that j < k + O(1); but then Lemma [ applies.
Next, we consider the low-high case k = ko + O(1) = 0, k; < —C. We need to prove that

, e L
25| PoQ; ()|l 2rz S 26120 min(1, 277G =9) | 6| sy 19| o)
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In view of Lemma B7 we can assume that j > k. From the X*9 components of the S[k] norm,
22| PoQi(Qzj—cd - ¥)lr2rz S 272@5j-cdllrope ¢ oL
izky . (L _g)j
< 25127 O min(1, 27 C7) || l| sy 14| 51w
izky . (L _g)j
< 282 M min(1, 272 799) @] sy 19 sy
Finally, it remains to bound
22| PyQ;(Qej—cd - Qzj—c¥) |22

which will be done using the usual angular decomposition. In fact, from Lemma[4.]] and provided j < C,
and with ¢ = 2551 A,

(4.37)
22| PyQi(Qejct Qzi—c¥)llrzrz S D, 27> RQ;(PeywQcj-cb Py Q)| 212
m>j—C KECy
S D PPN Py wQcicdllieroe | Py Qmbll 212
m>j—C K€ECy
. m—k
S Z 27/? Z 261277 0| Py, |l oo 12| P o Q| 212
m>j—C K€ECy

i—k1

< 28277 6| sy 190l s ko)

where we used Corollary [Z16 in the final inequality. If j > C, then only m = j + O(1) contributes to the
sum in 37). The X%1~=2 component of the S[k]-norm then leads to a gain of min(1,2~(2)9) and we
are done. 0

Corollary 4.11. Under the same conditions as in the previous lemma and provided ki < ko one has

(4.38) 1Ps(6Q<att)ll yo.3.0 S 2% (L4 (k2 Aa— K1) ) [ spao) 1911 1k
where k = O(1) + ks.

Proof. Summing [@36) over j yields (£38) with a > ko. It thus suffices to consider a < ko. If a < k; we
use Q<o = Qi Q<o to reduce matters to a = k; (see Corollary 2I6). If a = kq, then

> 22 PQs(6Q<at) 1212
J

< Z 2j/2||Pij(Q<a¢Q<a1/’)||L$L§

j<a+10

+ > 22| PQi(Qiro)$Q<at)l| 212

j>a+10

S 25|l sy I lsma) + Y 2721Qs40)8ll 2 |Q<athl Lo 2
j>a+10

; 3 _ —i(1—
S 2l sl + Y 2972267927071 g1 1 Q<atl (k)
j>a+10
< 2718l st 19 s1k2)

as desired. The sum over j < a + 10 was estimated via Lemma A.I0 If k3 < a < ko, one proceeds
similarly. O
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4.3. Bilinear estimates involving both S[k;] and N[k;] waves. The following lemma is a crucial tool.
In essence, it expresses the property N x S < N.

Lemma 4.12. For ¢ and F which are k1 and kg—adapted respectively, one has

(4.39) | PL(@F) sy S 2% 277520 g g | P vy

provided Py,Q;F = F and under the following condition

(4.40) PiQ<j-c(Q<j-ct F) = PQ<j—c(Q<jth—ti-cd )

in the case ky = ko + O(1) > k+O(1) > j. If (Z40) fails, then one loses a factor of 1 4+ (k1 — k)4 on the
right-hand side of ([@39); alternatively, one has the following weaker version of (&39)

j—kAk] Ak
(4.41) |1Pe(@F) v € 292 2756l o g 1Pl vk
k

Proof. We remark beforehand that this proof will only use the X 0’5’00—norm for the elliptic regime ¢ =
PyQ>1.¢ of the S[k] norm. In particular, the imbedding ||¢||sjx,] S ||q§|| 0.1 o holds without any restrictions

on the modulation, cf. (Z20). We start with the high-high case k; = kz + O(1) = 0. Throughout this
proof, we shall freely use Lemma[2.T5]in order to remove Q< ;_¢ from various estimates. First, we consider
the case where ¢ = Q>;_c¢. If j > k, then by Bernstein’s and Hélder’s inequalities

1 Pe(0F) I vy S 27 %[ Pe(@F) | pize S 6F | pir
Sléllczeal[Fllzzre < ||¢||S[k1]27%||F”L§L§
S el steg 11| Mka)

which is admissible. If on the other hand j < k, then we again have to consider several subcases. If

¢ = Q>1¢, then
27MQxk¢ - Flipize S1Qsk¢ - Flipioy S 1Qskdllpzrzl|Fllp2re
i—k
S 277 9l spen 1 v sl

which is admissible. Hence it suffice to assume that ¢ = Q;_c<.<x¢. Furthermore, we can assume that
the output is at modulation < j. In fact, by the improved Bernstein’s inequality,

1Pe@Q5 (0PI S 277 27 5| PeQu(6F) | 2 12

>7
<3 2 TN GF o
£>5
<SS 2 2 TN g o227 F | F 22
>7

i—k
S 270 st 1l v ey

as desired. Now consider the output of modulation at most j. We also first restrict ourselves to the
contributions by Q;j_c<.<j+c¢. Thus, by Lemma [L1] and Lemma 215

|1PrQ<;(Qj—c<.<jrcd F)lnm
S27F Y 1PQ<i(Qed - F)llare

1=j+0(1)
>y > IIPQ<i(PoPeQe - PuP-pF)l 12

{=j+0(1) DEDy, k~k'EC(o41) /2

S5 Y Y IPoPQié-PuPpFlLs

=j4+0(1) DEDy i~k €C(o4 k) /2
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where k ~ k' means dist(k, ") < diam(k). Moreover, Dy is a cover of {|¢] ~ 1} by disks of diameter
2% and with overlap uniformly bounded in k; the associated projections are P,. Hence, one can further
estimate (recall j < k)

1PeQ<(d - F)l[ v
s27h Ny Y Y. IPoPQedllzre | PeP-pF | 212

(=j+0O(1) DEDy K~k €C(@+k)/2

UDIRD DS

{=j+0O(1) DEDy K~k ec<g+k)/2

S 29704 6] e I F | W o)

Next, we consider the output of modulation at most j and ¢ = Q1c<.<x®. Then we are in the “imbalanced
case” of Lemma [£.I] whence

PrQ<;(oF) = Z Z Py nQ<j(Pry '@+ Py F)

k>0>+C k! K"

/L

where k € C%, Ky k" € Cloqry 2 and dist(k, k') ~ 2£;2k, dist(x/, k") ~ 275", Using ([2.29) one obtains
1 PrQ<; (0F ) 1w
<27 N N | PewQ<i(Pry @t Pry o F)l|xpi

k>£>5+C K,k K"
L4k

_p 277
D =y > Py Qe sy | P Fll 212
k>0>35+C 27 KK
i=h it _i ik
S Z 270 27 |Qeo s 2 2 1 Fllzzre S 277 10l spm 1| ks

k>0>§+C

as desired. To pass to the final inequality one uses ([Z20) as well as || Q|| s(x,] ~ ||Qz¢|| 0,1
Now assume Q<;—c¢ = ¢. We first dispose of outputs of modulation exceeding j — C. If _7 > k, then

1PeQ>j—c(dF) | npy S 2% [PQ>j—c(oF )22 < 27 %||g|| oo 12| F | 21

i
S 2720l s 1 22z S M s 11 v k)
which is admissible. On the other hand, if j < k, then
_ _t
1PeQsj-c(@F)llngg S27F > 272 | PeQu(¢F) | r2r2
>j—C
Ltk _k ik
SN 2722 |PQu(dF) oy + 27 2 | PeQak(0F) a2 S 27 [16llskn 1 Fll ik
k>0>j—C

as desired. It therefore remains to consider

PiQ<j-c(Q<jcd-F) =Y PiQ<j-c(Qcjc¢™ - F¥)
+

where all four possibilities (++), (+—), (—+), (——) are allowed on the right-hand side. We first dispose of
the contributions “opposing waves” as described by ([@3]). This occurs only if k < —C and j = O(1), in
fact,

PiQ<j-c(Qejcd - FY) = PiQ_cc.cc(Qej_cod™ - F1)
whence
[PeQ<j—c(Qej—cd™ - FF)|Inp
SN FH e ST noor2l|FF |22
S N9l s e 1Nl N ko]
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which is admissible. Therefore, we can now ignore the contribution of ([&3]). Let us now also assume
without loss of generality that ¢ = ¢T, see Lemma 2120 Using duality and Lemma ET] one obtains in

view of (£40)

(4.42) PiQ<j-c(Qejcd F)=> > Pr1nQZ; o(PoywQcjrh-c® PoywrF)

+ K,k K"

with caps k € Cyp, ', k" € Cy satisfying dist(k’, ") ~ 2™, dist(k, k') ~ 2° where £ = (j—k)/2, m = (j+k)/2.
Note that Lemma [£] also implies that j < k4 O(1). Since

(4.43) Pk,:théj_C = Pk,iling[k—i-%—C

the right-hand side of ([@42)) represents a wave-packet decomposition in the sense of Definition 2.9 More-
over, the operators in ([{43]) are disposable in the sense of Lemma 214l Therefore,

1PeQ<j—c(Qcj—cd F)||np S27F max > Pe o Qejin-cd - Fllxpim

KKk

We could discard k here since the choice of £’ leaves only a finite number of choice of . Invoking (2:29)),
this can be further estimated by

_ 21
S27* max Z 2]'3||Pk1,K’Q<j+kfc¢||S[k1,n’]||Pk2,l<”F||LfL§
4

K/ ,HN

S 20704 16| e 1P Nl v

To pass to the final inequality here it was essential that ([£40) reduced the modulation of ¢ from < j — C
to < j+ k — C. Indeed, if (£40) fails, then we need to write Q<j_c® = Q<jth—c® + Qjth—Cc<.-<j—CP.
For the first summand here one applies the argument we just gave, whereas for the second summand the
best one can do is to invoke (Z20)) which results in the loss of of factor of k a claimed. This concludes the
high-high case.

Let us now consider the low-high case k1 < —C, ko = k = O(1). Since ([2.24) implies that

1Q>j—co- Fllriz S1Q>j—cdllrzre|FllL2L2
i=k1

$ 272277 1028 19| sy | Fll 22

J=k1
S 27028 6l e 1F v

it will suffice to bound [|Q<;—c¢ - F'||nx)- Moreover, if j > k; + C, then the modulation of Q<; c¢- F is
on the order of 7 whence

J
2|Q<j—c¢ - Fllr2r2

<27
$2751Q<j—cdllLwor=llFll 212
<27

J
22 Al st 1 Fll 2z S 2% 1) st 1 F Nl vika)

1Q<j—cd - Flln

as desired. We may therefore assume that j < k; + C. We first consider the case where the output has
modulation > j — C. More precisely, let j —C <m <k +C, ¢ = (m — k1)/2, as well as without loss of
generality I' = F*. Then by the balanced modulation case of Lemma [£.T]

Qm(Q<j-ct-F) = PenQh(Pe, wQ<jco-F)

K,k
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where r, k" are caps of size C~12¢ and with dist(x, x’) < 2¢. Therefore,

1@m(Q<j—cd - v S22 PewQibh (P wQs<jcd - F)lrara

K,k
1
B 2
S 2 (B @il o 1P 2)
K,k
1
S22 2P Qo [Flese)’
K,k

S 27m/2g(kimm)/dgh 1Q<j—collL=rzl|FllL2r2
S 272 Ak g | Fll 222

where we used Lemma [2.15] in the final step. Summing over m > j — C implies that

1Q55-c(Q<j—cd - F)llnp S 227922 0=/ || s | Fl 2.2
< 20127 B4 o it 1 F i)

which is admissible.

It therefore remains to bound ||Q<;—c(Q<;j—c¢ - F)| v for which we shall again apply a wave-packet
decomposition as in Lemma [l Since j < k1 + C and k1 < —1, we can assume that j < —C' in applying
Lemma [4.1] (which allows us to ignore the opposing (++) or (——) contributions in (£3))). Without loss
of generality, we assume further that ¢ = ¢* (see Lemma [Z12]). Then with caps x, ' of size C~12™ and
separation ~ 2™ where m := (j — k1)/2,

1Q<j—c(Q<j—cd - F)llnm S H > PrrQcj-o(PhywQsi-co F)HN[k]
(4.44) Kw 2 \3
S ( > Hpk,nQ<j—k1 (Pkl,n’QSJ’—C(b'F)H )2

N[k]

KK/

where we used Corollary 2.22] to dispose of Q<;—¢. In view of ([2:29) this is further bounded by

-

Fq

< 2%12*]'74

2
(Z [Py 0 @<~ P Sy ) ||F||ing)
< 207R0A25 6l 18 | F | v s

as desired.
It remains to consider the high-low case k = k1 + O(1) = 0, k2 < —C. First,

1Qsj+k:0 " Fling SNQ@>jtks® - Fllrrre
SQ>jtrall 22 | Fl L2

< 27U/ 2 gl gy 125227 TN B o

j—k2

< 28227 6 sy 27 2270 | F

which is acceptable with a factor of 2% to spare. The reason for using Q- ;tr, rather than @~ ; will
become clear momentarily. Next,

(4.45) 1Q<jtha® Fling S NQ>j4ks—clQ@<itk29 - Flll npa
(4.46) + 1Q<jtbr—clQ<itha® - Flll Ny
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As usual, [Z45) is controlled in the X ~1~ 2! norm whence

@) <279k 1Q k6 ¢ Fllrzr2

< 27 (tks) /2||Q<g+k2¢||L°°L2||F||L2L°°

ko
M F Iz

S 27 Uth) /2||Q<g+k2¢||LwL22k22

ko —
Ml @llgipa2 2R Pl

which is again acceptable. Finally, we perform a wave-packet decomposition on ([£46]) via Lemma 1] in
the imbalanced case and duality. Thus, one has

Q<jtha—C(Q<jrn, @ ZPMQQMQ o (Proy w Q<jskad - F)

K/H

< k2975

where the sum runs over pairs of caps x, & of size C~12¢ with £ := (j+k2)/2 and dist(, ') ~ 2¢. Moreover,
J < ko + O(1) since the only other possibility j = O(1) allowed by (3] contributes a vanishing term (as
does Q_; +ky_c)- Therefore, with k" ~ r denoting the admissible pairs,

S (Z H Z By HQ<g+k2 o (Pryw Q<jitks @ HN[@)

K/ ~E

N

5292902 ||| 11 | Pl | g
< 282207k g I )
as desired. O

There is the following general estimate that does not require ([Z40) since we restrict ourselves to k >
k1 + O(1).

Corollary 4.13. For ¢ and F which are k1 and ko-adapted, respectively, one has
< k1Nk2 ERL AL AL N
(4.47) 1Pe(@F) vy S 2172273 61l s 11 v,
provided Py, Q;F =F and k = ki V ks + O(1).
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma a

Another important technical variant of Lemma [£.12] has to do with an additional angular localization
of the inputs. This will be important later in the trilinear section. Its statement is somewhat technically
cumbersome, but this is precisely the form in which we shall use it later.

Corollary 4.14. Let ¢ be ki-adapted, and assume that for some mo < —100, for every k € Cp,, there is
a Schwarz function F,; which is adapted to ko and so that P,Q;F, = F.. Then

1

2

(1.48) S PP E iy  lmol 2 275 6l (3 1 Bogey)
KECmg KECm,g

provided we are in the low-high case k = ko + O(1) > k1. The sum here runs over caps with dist(k1, ke) <

2mo,

Proof. For this, one simply repeats the proof of the low-high case of Lemma with one additional
twist: since ) ||Pk17,i¢||%[k] cannot be controlled by ||¢||sx,], one has to check carefully that the square
summation — which (£A4]) leads to after Chauchy-Schwarz — is compatible with the estimates we are
making (the norm for F' is always L?L2). This is the case if we place Py, »¢ in L{°L2 or an X*’-norm.
In the latter case one does not incur any loss due to orthogonality, whereas in the former case there is
a loss of |mg|, see Lemma 218 The only place where one cannot use either of these norms is (L44).
Indeed, if k; + 2mg < j — C, then the caps of sizes 2™° are smaller than those of size 2¢ = 275" in the
wave-packet decomposition of (£44]). In this case, however, one considers a wave-packet decomposition
induced by the projections Py, Q) <k, +2m, With & € Cp,, which leads to the desired bound; the remaining
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projection Py, Qg +2mo<-<j—c is then controlled by means of Lemma [277 leading to a loos of |mg| as
claimed. If, on the other hand, k1 4+2mg > j—C, then this issue does not arise at all and the estimate ([€.44)
is performed essentially as in Lemma — the only difference being that the caps in the wave-packet
decomposition are grouped together inside the larger C,,,—caps. ]

4.4. Nullform bounds in the high-high case. Henceforth, ||-||s) will mean the stronger norm || - || s
The following definition introduces the basic nullforms as well as the method of “pulling out a derivative”.

Definition 4.15. The nullforms Q.5 for 0 < a, <2, a # 3, are defined as
Qaﬁ(¢v 1/)) = Ra(bRBU) - Rﬁ(bRoﬂ/)

whereas
Qo(¢,¥) == RadpRY
By “pulling out a derivative from” from Q.p we mean writing
Qup(0, ) = (VI RsY) — 85(IV| " 0Rat))
or the analogous expression with ¢ and v interchanged.
Recall the L2-bound ([EI3) of LemmaLHl for Q,s-nullforms. We separate the nullform bounds according
to high-high vs. high-low and low-high interactions. The high-high case is slightly more involved due to

the possibility of opposing (+4) or (——) waves with comparable frequencies and very small modulations
which produce a wave of small frequency but very large modulation.

Lemma 4.16. For any ¢ < k+ O(1), and ¢; adapted to k; with k1 = ko + O(1),

£—k k—k
(4.49) [ PeQeQap(¢1,92) 122 < 25 25277 {|¢n || 57y |62 571a)
In particular,
k

(4.50) [ PeQ@<kt+cQap(d1, d2)ll 22 < 2573 |61l s7iay |02 i)
Finally, for any mo < —10,

1

3 k
(4.51) ( > ||PkQ§k+CQa6(Pk1,n¢1a¢2)||%ng) © S Imol 27 161 | spk I 2l s

KECm

Proof. We can take k1 = ko + O(1) = 0. First, by (@I3)),
Lk Jk
[PeQeQap(Q<hto—cdr; Qrte—cd2)llL2rz S 270 22 |1 sppy |02 srs)

Second, by an angular decomposition into caps of size 2#,

> I1PeQeQas (@t Qem®2) |21z

l+k—C<m</{

Lk Lk
(4.52) S 2727 2YQmen e |Q<mell i r2
L+k—C<m<L

43k
S 270 || llsira 102l sirs)

To pass to ([{52) one uses the improved Bernstein inequality, which yields a factor of 2’“2%, whereas

the 25" corresponds to the angular gain from the nullform (note that the error coming from the modulation
is at most 2™ < 2 which is less than this gain). And third, by the improved Bernstein inequality and a

ol . . m+k
decomposition into caps of size 272,

o=k mtk m
Y PQeQus(@uér, Qemd2)lrzz S > 277 25272 +27)|Qméi || 212 [ Qmllpe 12
<m<C <m<C
-k m+tk m\ o— 2
SO 2 2R2 +2m)27 | |l spey Nl b2l siaa
L<m<C

o=k
S 277 2516 | s | D2 sk
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The factor 2”3 + 2™ here is made up out of the angular gain 272" and the loss of 2™ in modulation (in
case B = 0). And finally, due to & < 3,

¢
IPeQi Qs @=c1. 02112 S 224 Qus (@2t 60) s
£om 9
< E 2k939 1@l L2r2l|Q@mdb2llL2r2

m>C

¢ e —2m(1l—
<2822 3 2m27 209 gy [ gyl d2 | s k)
m>C

-k
<275 2% |l sy 162 sk

as desired.

Next, we consider (£51]). Here one essentially repeats the proof of [@50) verbatim. The only difference
being that instead of Lemma [£3] one uses Corollary LG in fact the null-form version of ([@24]). Note
that this loses a factor of |mg|. To sum over the caps one also needs to invoke Lemma 218 in case of
a L°L2-norm, which incurs the same loss. |

We shall also require the following technical variant of the estimate of Lemma [A.I6l It obtains an
improvement for the case of angular alignment in the Fourier supports of the inputs.

Lemma 4.17. Let 6 > 0 be small and L > 1 be large. Then there exists mg = mo(d,L) < 0 large and
negative such that for any ¢; adapted to k; for j =1,2,

k
(4.53) Z I PrQ<krc Qap(Pry s 1 Proura®2) | 222 < 0272 |61l spk0) | 82 511

K1,62E€Cm,
dist(r1,k2)<2™M0

provided max;—12 |k — kj| < L. The constant C' is an absolute constant which does not depend on L or §.

Proof. Set k = 0. We first note that summing [@49]) over £ < — B already yields an improvement over (£50)
provided B is large enough (in relation to 6 and L). Hence it suffices to consider the contribution of
PyQ¢Qap(Pry iy P15 Pro.rap2) with —B < £ < O(1) fixed. First, if we choose mg to be a sufficiently large
negative integer, then

E PyQiQap(Q<t—cPry ry 1, Q<t—CPryrot2) =0
K1,k2ECm,
dist(k1,k2)<2™M0

by Lemma Il Second, by an angular decomposition into caps of size 2%,

> > PoQeQap(QmPry ny 1, Qm Pro s ®2) || 1212

K1,k2€Cm {—C<m<C
dist(k1,k2)<2™M0

< C(La 5) Z Z ”Qmpkl,ﬁl(blHLfLi ”QSmPkmlwd)Q”L?oL;o

m,mecmo L—C<m<C
dist(r1,k2)<2™0

< C(L,8) [mo| 272 |1 | s i 102l 571 < 0 1161 151ty 102 ] 71
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To pass to the last line we applied Cauchy-Schwarz to the sum over the caps as well as Lemma [2.18 The
case dealing with Q< Pr, «x, $1 and @ P, «, P2 is analogous. And finally, due to € < %,

) [PoQeQap(Q=cPryny @15 Pry no®2)ll 212
K1,k2E€Cm
dist(k1,k2)<2™M0

S > [PoQeQap(Q>C Pry i 81, Pry s 2)l L1 12

K1,K2 GCmD
dist(r1,k2) <270

< C(La 5) Z 2™ Z ||QmPk1,Kl¢1”LfL§||Qmpk2,li2¢2||L§L;°

m>C K1,k2ECm,
dist(r1,k2) <20

< C(L,6)27" > 2m27 079 1y || gy |62l 1ka) < 6l D1l s8] [|D2 57121
m>C

as desired. O

In case the output has “elliptic” rather than hyperbolic character, there is the following bound.

Lemma 4.18. For any ¢; adapted to k; with k1 = ko + O(1),

Z 27 PuQeQap (91, ®2)llp2re S 25275’“%1 — k)?(| @1l spke) 102 5 k]

£>k+C
Furthermore,
k
(4.54) Z 1PtQeQas(Q<krrcdr, Qckarcd2)llrzre S 22 (k1 — k)2l b1 ll srt 62l s1ko)
£>k+C

Proof. We set k1 = k2 + O(1) = 0. One has the decomposition

(4.55) [ PrQeQap (41, ¢2)||L$Lg S 1PeQeQap(@ze—c o1, Q§k1+c¢2)||L§Lg
(4.56) + |1 PeQeQap(Qze—c 1, Q> +cd2) | 212
(4.57) + |1 PeQeQap(Qee—c 1, Q>o—cd2)llp2r2
(4.58) + |1 PeQeQap(Qee—c 1, Qeo—cd2)|lL2r2

We begin with the estimate
> 27 PeQeQap(1, 62)ll2rz S 2561 ll sk | B2l s

(>k+C
£k +0(1)

which is stronger than what we claim — this is due to the fact that the the case of opposing (++) and (——)
waves is excluded in this sum. We first consider the case ¢ < ky — C’ where C’ is large but still smaller
than the constant C' in (Z55)-58). Then the term in ([@58) vanishes. On the one hand,

@E3R) < 28| PeQel0p(Q3e-c|VI ™ ¢1 - Qehysc0al V| ¢2)
—0a(Q>0—c|VI ™ 1 - Qha+0s| V[ 02l 211
S 2k+é||QZé—C¢1||LfL§||¢2||S[k2]
Here we used that

1Q<kytc08IV | PallLoor2 S N2l s
Furthermore,

> > 2079 Q b | 2z b2l s S 2k||¢1||xg’llfs’2|I¢2||5[k2]

k4 C<l<ki—Cm>l—C
< 25|61 || sppay | D21l s(ka)
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as desired. The term (@57 satisfies the same bound, more precisely, it can be reduced to (£353), ({50).
Next, note that due to £ < k; — C” it suffices to consider ¢1 = Q>k,+c¢1 in [@50). Consequently,

ooooEEm) s Y. 27 Y 1PeQeQas(Qudr, Qo) rorz

k+C<t<k,—C k4+C<t<k;—C m>k1+C
_ £ ~
S 2 Y 2722|Qup(Qudn, Q) i
k+C<t<k,—-C m>k1+C
< N et ST 2Raaome 209 |l 6alska)
k+C<t<k,—-C m>k1+C

< 25|61 | sry [l b2l s(ka)

where we used that £ < i in the final step. Second, suppose that ¢ > k; + C’. Then

Z 27 PLQeQap (1, ¢2)ll 22

>k +C’
(4.59) < Z 27 PeQeQap(Qedr, Qeo—sd2) |l 212
0>k 1O
(4.60) + Z 27 PeQeQap(Q<o—501, Qed2) |l 212
0>k 1O
(4.61) + 0> 27 > [PeQeQas(@mér, Q)| 21
L>k1+C" m>£—5

which are in turn estimated as follows:

ED) < Y 2725 PiQeQus(Qedr, Q<e—s502)ll rars

0>k +C7

< Z 2_aé2k2é||Qe¢1||L$L§||¢2||L;’°L§

>kt
< 2811 || sy 12l ska)

and similarly for (£.60), whereas ([@61]) is bounded by

< Z 9t Z 2%2k||Qaﬂ(Qm¢1,Qm¢2)||L§L;

(>k+C m>l-5
_ £ koo —2m(l—
< Z 27 Z 222527272079 161 | g1y 1 D2 | s k)
>k +C' m>e—5

< 28|l spea |21l s

as desired.

It remains to consider the case [¢ — k1| = |[¢| < C’, which gives us the weaker bound stated in the lemma.
We use the decomposition (Z55)-(@58). The terms [55)-(@51) give a bound of 2* as before. The main
difference lies with (@58]) which is nonzero only due to the contribution to opposing (++) or (——) waves,
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see Lemma [Tl In fact, one has with £ = k; + O(1) = O(1),

[PcQo(1)Qap(Q<—cd1,Q<—c92)l 1212
SO IPQo) Qap(Q<—c Pedy , Qe Povdy )l 212

+ kel
A
(4'62) S Z Z 22 ||Q<—Cpn¢it||5[k1,n]||Q<—CP—H¢§:HSU€2,*K]
+ kel
1 1
k 2 2
253 (D 10<mcPudt i) (X 1Q<—oPrdi 2, )
+ KECy KECY
k
< 22K\ o1l i) |2l ska)

To pass to the last line, we wrote

2
> Qe Padidmmg S D 1QeokPady 3wy + D ( > ||ijn¢{tl|5[k1,n])

KEC KECY KECE 2k<j<-C
+ +
(4.63) S By + 16 D > 1Q;Pedi ||§(o,%,m
2k<j<—C K€Cy k1
+
S (o
and the result follows.
The second statement ([{54]) follows by essentially the same proof. O

Remark 4.19. Tt is important to note that the logarithmic loss of (k1 — k)2 in ([@54) only results from
the case of opposing waves in the high-high case. Later we will use [@54]) without this loss in those cases
where these interactions are excluded.

Later, we shall also require the following technical refinement of Lemma [4.1§ dealing with a further
angular restriction of the first input.

Corollary 4.20. Under the assumptions of Lemma[{.18 and for any mo < —10,

2. 1
( Z ( Z 2_€€||PkQ€QaB(Pk1,H¢17¢2)||Lf[,g) )2 S |m0|2%2_€k1</€1—k>2||¢1||5[k1]||¢2||S[k2]

KECm,  L>k+C
with an absolute implicit constant.

Proof. This can be seen by reviewing the proofl of Lemma EI8 Specifically, up until @52, one places
Py, @1 either in the Xt or LfoLi norms. The norms are amenable to square summation, in the latter
case at the expense of a factor |mg|, see Lemma[2Z.18 However, as far as ([4.62) is concerned, we distinguish
two cases: k < mg and k > mg. In the former case, the caps in Cj, are smaller than those in C,,, and ([@.62)
applies directly (one organizes the caps in Cj into subsets of the larger C,,,—caps). In the latter case,
however, the C,,,—caps are smaller which forces us to write

Q<—ct1 = QcameP1 + Q2mo<.<—cP1

The former is subsumed in a square-function bound as in (L.62), whereas the latter leads to a loss of |my|
as in ([@.63]) and the corollary is proved. O

Next, we obtain an improvement in case of angular alignment of the inputs. This is analogous the case
of low modulations, see Lemma .17

1S 1mportan O observe at one cannot square sum (¢] Ooun [0) emma rec ue to € Iac a
121 s i tant to ob that ¢ the bound of L IR directly due to the fact that
Znecmo ||Pk1y,€¢1||2s[k] cannot be controlled.
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Lemma 4.21. Let 6 > 0 be small and L > 1 be large. Then there exists mg = mo(d,L) < 0 large and
negative such that for any ¢; adapted to k; for j =1,2,

(4.64) > > 27 PuQeQop (Pry w61, Praa®2) 2212 < 623951 || sisyy b2l s k)

K1,62€Cm,  £>2k+C
dist(r1,k2) <270

provided max,=1 2 |k — kj| < L. The constant C in [@64) is an absolute constant which does not depend
on L oré.

Proof. The proof consists of checking that one can glean a gain from angular alignment by following the
proof of Lemma [ I8 In effect, this will always be done by means of Bernstein’s inequality. The only case
where this is not possible is (£62)), but that case is excluded by the angular alignment assumption.

We set k1 = 0 whence |k| < L and |ko| < 2L. Implicit constants here will be allowed to depend on L,
but not the constants C appearing in modulation cutoffs. As before, one has the decomposition

(4.65)  [[PeQeQap(Pry ki @15 Pho,rs®2) 2222 S [[PeQeQap(@>0—c Pry iy $1, Q<ky+C Pry o @2 212
(4.66) + |1 PeQeQap(Qze—c Py iy $1, Q> k1 +0 Prs o 02) | 1212
(4.67) + |1 PeQeQap(Qce—cPry iy $1, @>0—C Pry rab2) | 1212
(4.68) + |1 PeQeQap(Qct—cPry iy $1, Q<o—c Pry rab2) | 1212

We first consider the case £ < ky —C’ where C” is large but still smaller than the constant C' in ([A65)—(Z.68)).
Then the term in (£68]) vanishes by Lemma[£1]l By Bernstein’s inequality,

Yoo 2@ S Y IPQel0s(Qsec|VIT Py s 01 - Qko 4 00|V T Pry s h2)

k+C<t<k1—-C k+C<t<k,—C
= 0a(Q21-c|V[ T Py sy 01 - Qa1 00|V | Pry iy 02)]l 1212

S 0Y 1QscPu s billzzie | Proadoll e
ktC<l<k—C

m_o
S27 > |@>0—cPryry 11l 1212 [| Pz o 2| Lo L2
ket C<l<ki—C
S 5||Pk1>’11¢1||X0,%,00 ||P]€2,H2¢2||L§Z°L£
0

Summing over k1, k2 now yields the desired bound by Cauchy-Schwarz (see also Lemma 2.18]). The term
([A67)) satisfies the same bound. Next, note that due to £ < k; — C’ it suffices to consider ¢1 = Q>k,+cP1

in ([£66). Consequently,

>, 2@mm) < > > 1PeQeQap(QunPry vy b1, @ Pry s 2)l| 212

k+C<t<k1-C k+C<t<ki—Cmzki1+C

S Z Z ||Qaﬁ(QmPk1,Kl¢1vQmsz,KngQ)”L}L%

k+C <<k —C m>k+C

Y > 2727 Py Q|22 | Pra s Qo | 2 e
k+C <<k —C m>k +C

S Ol Py, 011l 50122 | Py a2l 0112
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Summing over k1, ke again leads to the desired bound. Second, suppose that £ > ky + C’. Then

Z 27 PrQeQas (Pry ey 15 Pro ra®2) | £212

>k 1C
(4.69) S D 2 PeQeQas(QePrs i 61, Q<5 Prs i 2)ll 212
0>k tC
(4.70) + Z 27 PrQeQas (Q<e—5 Py iy 01, Qe Pra s ¥2) L2 12
>k O
(471) + Z 27 Z ||PkQ€Qaﬂ(QmPk1>H1¢laQmPk27N2¢2)||LfL§
>k +C" m>0—5

which are in turn estimated as follows:

> EDY < > > 27 PuQuQap(QrPry i b1, Qo5 Pry s ®2) | 1212

K1,62€Cm, K1,k2€Cmg €2k +C’
dist(r1,k2) <20 dist(r1,k2)<2™M0

S > > 20N QuPuy w01l L2p2 | Pra s boll L2

K1,k2€Cm €2k +C7
dist(k1,k2)<2™M0

< 01l spra) 1021l spa)
and similarly for (£70), whereas

Z m S Z Z P Z 2% ||Qaﬂ(QmPk:1,N1¢lu Qmpkzﬁz(b?)”L}Lg

£1,52ECmg K1,k2ECmg >k +C" m>0—5
dist(k1,k2)<2™M0 dist(r1,k2) <270
0 1 _e)lomo—2m(l—c
S27 E E 2>=)gm=2m=E)|| By . dull $paa | P s D2 | (k)

K1,62€Cm, mM+5>£>k1+C’
dist(k1,k2)<2™M0

<0l spra @2l s pke]

as desired.

It the remaining case |¢ — k1| = |£] < C' we use the decomposition (Z65)—-([G8). The terms (L6H)—
&) give a bound of § as before. The main difference lies with ([68) which is nonzero only due to the
contribution to opposing (++) or (——) waves, see Lemma Il However, this case is excluded due to the
angular alignment assumption. |

4.5. Nullform bounds in the low-high and high-low cases. We now derive analogues of the previous
two lemmas in the high-low case, with the low-high case being completely analogous.

Lemma 4.22. For any ¢; adapted to k; with ke < k1 + O(1) = k one has

1 PrQ<krcLap(P1,d2)ll L2z S 2<%76)k225k1”¢1”5[k1] P21l s(k2)

Proof. We may take k = k1 + O(1) = 0 and ko < —C. Assume first that Q<g,$; = ¢; for i = 1,2. Then
the modulation of the output does not exceed 22, and we are reduced to bounding the following three
expressions:

(4.72) > RQj(RaQej—c1RsQ<j—cd2 — RsQej-cdr1RaQej )| 1212
j<ka+0(1)
(4.73) + Z [PoQ<jt+c(RaQjd1RsQ< b2 — RpQjd1RaQ<;jd2) 1212
J<ka+0(1)
(4.74) + Y 1PQ<jtc(RaQ<id1 RsQid2 — RpQ<jdr RaQ;d2) | 1212

j<k2+0(1)
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Each of the summands here is bounded by 20+#2)/4 For the first, one decomposes into caps of size 9752,

@) < Z Z [ PoQ;(RaQ<j—cPut1 RQ<j—cPuro
j<katO(1) K~ €C; gy
2

— RgQcj—cPud1RaQ<j—cPud2)|L2r2
iky k2
SO 2727 Qu oo Patllspi | Q<im0 Prr b2l sipes

7<ka+0(1)
ko
S22 |91l skl D2l sika)

where we applied (Z29) in the last step. Note that the nullform gains a factor of the angle in this bound.
As for [@73)), one performs a similar cap decomposition but without the separation between the caps:

E7) < Z Z [PoQ<j+c(RaQ;jPud1 RpQ<j Py b2

j<ka+0(1) RREC 1y
2
— RpQ; P RaQ<j P d2)| 1212
J—kg
< Y 27QiPed lnar2 Q<P ol Lo L

J<ka2+0(1)
i=ky __j _j=k
S Z 277278277 27|Q; Pt || sy ol | P b2l o 12
j<ka+O(1)
jt+ka ko
SO 27 bllsparlldzllska S 27 61llsmlS2ll s
J<ka+0(1)

Finally,
@& s Y, > PQcjic(RaQ<iPrdi RsQ; P o

J<ke4+O(1) K,K'€C _ky
2
— RgQ<jPi1 R QP 92 212
j—ko
N Z 2777 |Q<jPutnllLee 2 ||Q P b2 L2 oo

j<ka+0O(1)
j—ky j—k
S ) 2 2275 28| Q e Pt || sira o) Q5 P b2l 212
j<ka+0(1)
Jj+ko ko
SO 27 (e llspalldzl s S 27 I6nllspe llé2llsge,)
j<ka+0(1)

If Qr,<.<cd2 = @2, then we may take ¢; = Q<c¢1 whence
[PoQ<0(1)Qap(d1,92)ll 22 S 1]l rzl|Rod| L2
Slolleer: Y, 21Qie2llrare

ko <j<C
1
S 2679 61| sk |02 51a)
On the other hand, if ¢2 = Q>c¢p2, the necessarily also ¢1 = @Q>c @1 so that

[PoQ<0(1)Qap(d1,2)llL2r2 S [[PoQ<0(1)Qas(d1,d2)|lL1Lr
S D 1QménllLz 22" 1@md2l zre

m>C

N EAED 22~ 2m(1=2)9k2(579) | by || sy
m>C

S 20795 g gy 6 siea
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and the lemma is proved. g

Next, we deal with the case of outputs with large modulation.

Lemma 4.23. For any ¢; adapted to k; with ko < k1 + O(1) = k one has
> 27 PiQeQup(¢1, 82)ll 1212 S 257982 165y | 511y | D2 )

(>k+C

Proof. Set k=k; +O(1) =0 and k2 < —C'. Then
Z 27| PoQeQas(¢1, d2) | L2 12

>c
(4.75) S 2 RQrQap(Qedr, Qee—cd2)ll 22
>C
(4.76) + Z 27N PoQeQap(Qzr—c¢1, Qze—cd2)llr2re

>C
First, taking « = 0 and 8 =1,
@TH) S Y 2 | RQu(RoQup1 RiQer— s — RiQup1 RoQ<r—c6n)l| 212

©>C

S 2@ Qe porz b2l Lo nee + Qe ll 2z [RoQer—cdallLeoree)
>C

< N dallspen B2l sa) 2 + Z ||Qz¢1||L§L§2(%+E)e2(%75)k2||¢2||S[k2]
>C

S 20795 g gy 6 e

To pass to the second to last line we used the estimate

35
[RoQer-ctollizre S Q<kaballzerz + > 27 [Qidallrare

ko<j<t—C
35 .
< 2% Q<ry B2l poor2 + Z 27]27(175)32(%75)162||¢2||S[k2]
ka<j<t—C
S22 Qeratolierz + D 26T2GE gy g,
ka<j<t—C

< 252 Qapy ol ooz + 203 2GR gy | opy

On (£70) one has the bound (again for « = 0 and g = 1)
ET) S Y. 2 RQe(RoQ@mér1 RiQmds — RiQumd1 RoQm2)| 1212

m>0>C
1_ m 9

< Z 2(3-¢)lo Q1 L2r2[|Qmd2ll 22

m>4>C

(L _oym 1_

S D 276G sk, 227 |0 ik

m>C

1_
S 2679% g || sy d2 s
as claimed. .

5. TRILINEAR ESTIMATES

The purpose of this section is to derive the estimates on the trilinear nonlinearities which govern the
wave map system. In addition to the bilinear estimates of the previous sections, we will also heavily use
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the Strichartz component of the S[k]-norm, see (2I4). As already in [22], we will partially rely on Tao’s
trilinear estimate from [56] which states that (relative to our norms in the S[k]-spaces)

3
(5.1) [ Poltbr RP4py Ras]|| o S 271 K20 2028 TT 14 s,
=1

for some o1 > 0. To obtain (5.I)) from [56], one observes that ||[V4)| sy (strictly) dominates the S[k]-norms
of [56], whereas || Fy - || yjo) is dominated by the respective N [0]-norm used in [56]. Because of this property,
the trilinear bound from [56] can be adapted to this setting provided the correct scaling is taken into
account. Moreover, throughout this section we define, with kpax := k1 V k2 V k3, kmin := k1 A k2 A k3, and
kmea the median of kq, ko, k3,

9=00kmax 900kmin A0 {f kmax > C
w(ky, ko, kz) :={ 2700 (Fmea—kmin) if k1 = kmax = O(1)
200k ha/ka) if k1 < kmax = O(1)

where gy > 0 is some fixed small constant.
We split our argument into two cases, depending on whether all inputs are “hyperbolic” or not. This
distinction is based on modulation vs. frequency.

5.1. Reduction to the hyperbolic case. The following lemma deals with the case where at least one
of the inputs or the interior null-form have “elliptic” character. Recall that I := 37, , PrQ<kic and
I¢:=1—1 (here C is an absolute constant, C = 10 will suffice). Throughout this section, we will write
Py, to denote a projection Zk':k+o(1) Py, and similarly with Qk.

Lemma 5.1. Let v; be Schwarz functions adapted to k; for i = 0,1,2. Then for any a = 0,1,2, and
J=12,

3
| Po0° Ao[A1 Ratpr A™10; A1 Qg (Aatpa, Asths)]| njo) S w(ka, ko, ks) H 193l sk
=1

where A; and Ay are either T or I¢, with at least one being I°¢. Moreover, we impose the condition that
Ay = Ay = I¢ implies a # 0.

Proof. Case 1: 0 <k; <kg+ O(1) =ks + O(1). We begin with Ay = I° and A; = I. Then we can drop
IR, from v, and estimat

(5.2) 1PyQ>00° (1 A710; Q5 (Y2, ¥3)] | vio) S 1 Po@300” [1 A0 Q<+ Qi (W2, ¥3)] | wpo)
(5.3) + [|1Po@300° [h1 AT 0;Q 5k, +-¢ Qa5 (2, ¥3)] | vpoy

By Lemma [£16 placing (52) into Xg’_1_€’2 implies

k
41 A70;Q <k +0 Qi (Y2, ¥s)ll p2rs S N1l pee 2227 % ||vh2ll siiay 193]l s1ka)
ke
S 272 |[Ynll sk 1902l s ko) (193] s1ks]

whereas

(5.4) G3) < Z 1 PyQum0” [Q<m—ct1 A7 0;QmQp; (Y2, ¥3)] | npo]
m>k1+C

(5.5) + Z [ PoQ>00"[Qm—ct1 A 0;Qum Qs (Y2, ¥3)]| vjo)
m>ki1+C

131t is convenient to prove the somewhat stronger bound with Ag = Q>0 here.
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Lemma yields the following bound on (&.4]):

Z 1 PoQun0”[Q<m—ct1 A70;Qm Qpj (2, ¥3)] | wio)

m>k1+C
< 1PoQund? [Q <1 A28, G O (102, 5)] | 012
s 0Qm0” [Q<m—cV1A770;Q0m Qpj(V2, ¥3)l|l %0
m>ki14+C
<SS 222 By Oom Qs (2, ) 12
m>ki1+C | |
. 3
_ _ky
52 ak22 3 <k2—k1>2HH¢zHSUc1]

=1

The bound on (B3] proceeds similarly:

GBI < Z [ PoQ500° [Q>m—ct1A710;Qum Qs (Y2, 43)] || Mo

Y > I1PQed% Q5 m-ct1 AT 0;Qum Qs (b2, ¥3)] | v o
m>k1+C 0<l<m+C

+ Z Z 1 PsQe0%[Qeib1 A7 0;Qum Qs (W2, 13)] || w0

m>ki14+C £>m+C

N Z Z 2(%75)£||Q>W—C¢IHLfL§HPklAilanmQBj(w%¢3)]||LfL§

m>k1+C 0<l<m+C

+ Y Y 27 Qe e 1P AT 05Qm Qi (2, v3)] | Lo 12

m>k1+C L>m+C

In the second to last line we applied Bernstein’s inequality in the time variable to switch from L? to Lj.
We now replace the L on the right-hand side of the last line by an L? at the expense of a factor of 2% .
Together with Lemma [T§] this yields

E35) < Z Z 27k1+(%75)e||@>m701/)1||L$Lg||15k1QmQﬁj(1/)2,1/13)]||L$Lg

m>k1+C 0<t<m+C

+ Z Z 2R 2% | Qutn || a2 || Py Qn D (2, ¥3)] | 222

m>ki1+C >m+C

(L “im =
SO 2GR gy ||y | Pry Qun Qs (W2, )]l 212

+ Z Z 27}617%2%27(175)22(%75)]“||7/11||S[k1]||Pk1QmQﬁj(¢2,¢3)]||L§Lg

m>k1+C £>m+C

3
k
S 27727 (kg — k) T Ibllsin
=1

Next, we consider the case where both Ag = I¢ and A; = I°. If a # 0, then A; = I and one can drop R,
altogether so that the previous analysis applies. Otherwise, if & = 0, then by assumption A; = I and

[ Po@>00" @5k, +c Ratp1 A0 Py, Q<iy +0 Qs (A2b2, A33)]|| (o)
(5.6) < Z | Po@Qum0°[Qum Ratb1 A™10; P, Q< +-c Qpj (Aatha, Azths)]| vio)

m>k1+10C

(5.7) + || PoQo<-<ky +1000° [Qo<.<ky 1100 Rath1 A8 Py Q<iy + Qpj (Aatha, Asts)] || wio)
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By Lemma 16, (5.7) is bounded by

||POQO§-§191+10065[Qog»gkl-i-lOCRa@[JlAilajpklQ§k1+CQﬂj(A2¢2aA3¢3)]||X8”1’E’2
S Qo< <ki 100 Raths A0 Py Qry+0 Qs (A2tha, Astis)| 121
S Qo< <ki 100 Rathn || e r2 |70 Py Qi+ Qs (Aztha, Asthy)l| 2.2

3
_ kg
$277 [ Isllspen
i=1
On the other hand, (B.0)) is estimated as follows:

Y 1PQud’[QuRati A7 0; Py Qoo Qs (Azthz, Agths)] o122

m>ky+10C

S D 27 QmBRat |22 AT 0 Py Qe 10 Qs (Astha, Agths)] | Lo 12

mZkl

k ~
<27 EHOR oy || gy 27 F || Py, Q40 Qs (Aotho, Asths)]|| 21
3
k
S 27 [T il s
=1

where we applied Bernstein’s inequality relative to ¢ as well as Lemma (.16l to pass to the last line.

Now suppose Ag = I (in fact, Ag = Q<o), but at least one of Ay or Ay equals I¢. But then the modulations
of 11 and Qg; essentially agree, whence o # 0 and

Z [ PoQ<00" [QumBRatp1 A7 9;Q1m Qs (2, ¥3)] | v 0]

m2k1+C

S Z 1PoQ<00" [QmRathr A1 0;Qum Qs (12, 43)] | 1.
S Y NQutrllpzre 27 1P, Qm Qi (w2, ¥3) | 212
m2k1+C

N Z 2(%_5)]“2_7”(1_25)||7/11||S[k1]2_k12_m8||15k1QmQﬁj(1/)2,¢3)||L§L§
m2k1+C

3
k
S 277 R (kg — k) T sl s
i=1
The final estimate here uses Lemma [£.23] The last case which we need to consider is Ag = A; = fll =1

and either one of Ay, A3 equal to I¢. But then necessarily Ao = A3 = I whence

[ Pod° T Ratr A7 ;1 Qs (@ k4 b2, Q ks3] v
S Rat1 AT 0;1Q55(Q3ky 02, Qo+ c¥s)ll Ly
S |W)1”L,°°L§ Z ||Pk1Q§k1+CQﬁj(Qm1/12, Qm1/)3)]||L}L;

m2k2+C

3
Slnllppere > 2mR227 20207290 1y | g ¥l se S 27 [ 1¥illsie
m>ko+C i=1
which concludes Case 1.

Case 2: 0 <k; =ko+ O(1),ks < ko — C. We again begin with Ay = I, A; = I and the representa-
tion (B.2)) and (B3] (dropping IR, from v as before). By Lemma [£22 (&.2) is bounded by

[91A710;Q<k+0 Qi (W2, ¥3)lll 2 S Nl ||L§°L§2(%75)k327(175)k1 192l 521 193 | 5 a]
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whereas

(5.8) G3) < Z 1 PyQum0” [Q<m—ct1 A7 0;QmQp; (Y2, ¥3)] | npo)
m>k1+C

(5.9) + Z [ PoQ500" [Q>m—ct1 A1 0;Qum Qs (¥2,13)] | Mo
m>k1+C

Lemma (.23 yields the following bound on (E.8):

Z 1 PyQum0” [Q<m—ctr AT0;Qm Qs (Y2, ¥3)] | wpo)

Ei+C<m
S Y I1PQnd’[Qem—cti AT 05Qm Qpj($2, ¥5)]l xo0.-1-<2
ki+C<m
SO 2 llnger2 2 | P, @ Qs (2, ¥3) || 212
ki+C<m

L 3
<267k R T ||| sk,

i=1

The bound on (B.9) proceeds similarly:

GI) < Z [ PoQ500"[Q5m—ct1A710;Qum Qs (¥2,3)] || Moy

m2k1+C
S D Y 1PQePQsm-cti AT 0;Qm Qs (¥, )] o1
m>k1+C 0<l<m+C
+ > > ||P0Qe3ﬂ[QMlA_lanmQﬂj(@b%¢3)]||X3’*1*5’2
m>ki14+C £>m+C
(5.10) < S Y 2679 Qum—ctll iz 1P A0 Qi Qs (2, 3]l 212
m>k1+C 0<l<m+C
(5.11) + Z Z 27 Qe[| p2 2 || Py A1 0 Qi Qg (2, 13)) [l oo L2
m>ki14+C €>m+C

To pass to (5.10) we used Bernstein’s inequality to switch from L? to L}, which costs 2%. We now replace
the L% on the right-hand side of the last line by an L? at the expense of a factor of 2% . In view of
Lemma [4.23] one concludes that

Ga) < Z Z 2_k1+(%_8)é”Q>m70¢1||LfL§”PlemQﬁj(w%1/}3)]”[‘%[‘3

m>ki1+C 0<l<m+C
+ 0> > 27 Qe || 2z | Pry Qum Qs (2, s)] 121
m>k1+C >m+C
(1 “lm = =
S D0 27O gy | gy 1 Pey Qum Qs (2, ¥a)] 212
m2k1+0
e — m (] 1_ ~ =
+ Y Y 2o 0GR 1y | g | Py Qm Q5 (2, ¥l 2212
m>k1+C >m+C
3
— 1_
S 272G ks IT |4 spr
=1

Next, we consider the case where both Ay = I¢ and Ay = I°. If a # 0, then A; =TI and one can drop R,
altogether so that the previous analysis applies. Otherwise, if & = 0, then by assumption A; = I and as
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in Case 1 one obtains (B.6) and (&7). By Lemma [£22] (5.7) is bounded by

[ PoQo<-<k1+1000°[Qo<.<ky +100 Ra 01 A0, P, Q< +0 Qi (Agiha, Azihs)] ||X8,,1,5,2
S Qo< -<ky 1100 Raths A0, Py Qry 10 Qs (A2tba, Astis) | L2

k ~
<27 Qo< <k 1100 Rathi ||z 1A 05 P, Q40 Qs (Aotha, Asths)l| 212

3
< 9~ (1=9)kig(3~e)ks H il stra)
=1

On the other hand, (&0 is estimated as follows:

Z | PoQm0” [QumRatb1 A™10; Py, Q<iy 40 Qpj (A2tha, Agis)] [l 0. —1-22

m>k1+10C

S 27 Qm Ve VT W nare 278 | Ph, Qeky 1o Qi (Aatha, Asths)] |l L2

mZkl

k ~
<27 OB 1y || gy 27 7 || Pr, Q<10 Qg (At As¥s)]ll 22

3
< 27kt G=k TT il s

i=1

where we applied Bernstein’s inequality relative to ¢ as well as Lemma [1.22)
We now turn to the case where Ag = I, but at least one of A; or A; equals I¢. But then the modulations
of 11 and Qg; essentially agree whence a # 0. Bounding N[0] by L; L2 and invoking Lemma 23 yields

Z 1PyQ<00" [Qumtp1 A™19;Qm Qs (2, ¥3)] | (o)

m>k1+C
< k1P O .
S Z 1QmvrllLzrz 27 ([ Pry @mQp; (Y2, ¥s)]ll 212
m>ki1+C
3 3
<27 GGk TT g gy S 2772698 T il spmy

i=1 =1

The last case which we need to consider is Ay = A; = A; = I and either one of Ay, A5 equal to I¢. We
begin with Ay = I°. But then necessarily Ay = A3 = I¢ whence

| Po0P T[Ty AT 01 Q55 (@5 ky 02, Q3 kac¥3)] | N (o)
S AT 01 Q8(Q> 1+ V2, Q3 hp+0¥3)l| LiLs
S22 > 1P Qeri+0 Qs (Qutz, Qmibs)]Lire

m2k2+C
ke —2(1—&)me(L— 1_
S lallper: Z gm—hag=2(1=e)mo(z =0k 9o =R |4 || giea) 193] S11s)

3 3
<27 GOt Gk TT |yl gy S 272698 T il spay
=1 =1
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It remains to consider the case As = I and A3 = I°. We begin by reducing the modulation of the entire
output. Indeed, by Lemma [£.22]

[ Po0° Q1 —3eyky << Q<+ 1 A1 0;Q<iey ¢ Qg (Inha, I3)] | vio)

<2723y || oo 0 27| T Qg5 (Ttha, I3 | 212

_ _ 1l 1_
S 27 R 272 (89S ||y || p oo 10 2 7R3 2%R 4 || o 11403 | g

3
< 9—(1=e)ki195ks H ||7/1i||s[ki]

1=1
Next, we reduce the modulation of :
P00 Q< (1 -3¢y [@> (1-30 ks — ks V1 A 105 Q <y ¢ Qi (1102, I93)] || wpo)
S P00 Q< (1-36 )y [@ (1—3 ks — iy V1 AT 05 Q< 10 Qg (Ih, I°U3)]| L1 11
SNQ>a—seyks—r 1l Lzr2 27" [ 1Qp5(Iha, I°93) || 212

B 10 -

<273 275073 |y || gy 2GR 2K2 o | g s | sk
3

< 27695k TT lillsie
=1

Finally, we reduce the modulation of the interior null-form using Lemma
1 Po0” Q< (1 -3¢y [Q<(1-30 ks — ks V1A ™05 Qg <-<ioy ¢ Qi (Itb2, I°U3)]| | v (o)
L c
Sltnllswy Y. 275275 (k)| Pr, Qe Qpy(Teha, Ts) || 1212

k3 <t<k1+C

3
< 2~ (1-2)kig(G—o)ks H ill s ey
i=1

which is again admissible. After these preparations, we are faced with the following decomposition:

Po0PQ<(1-30)ks [Q< (136 ks — 1y V1A ™10 Q <y Qj (112, I90)3)]

= Po0° Q< (1-30)ks [Q<(1-3)s — ks V1A 0;Q <y Q3 (Qg <<+ V2, QO < <hatrc¥3)]

= Z P10 Q< (1 - 36 ks [ Prvy o' Q< (136 ks — ey V1A ™10 Q<o Q5 Qg <-<hp 4+ c¥20 Qg0 < <hiy 1 03]

K,k ECy

where ¢ = $(1 — 3e)ks and dist(s, x’) < 2°. Placing the entire expression in L{L2 and using Bernstein’s

inequality results in the following estimate: with J := Qr,<.<k.+C,

1 Po0” Q< (1 -3¢y [Q<(1-30 ks — ks V1A 105 Q<o Qj (Inh, I°03)] liz2

<[[( X 1PowlPlw@crseypy 1y 1 AT 0 Qe Qi (T, U2 )

K,k ECy L%
, 3
<28 ( D2 I PolPraw Qi serpe 187 0,Q <k, Qs (T2, T ) o
K,k E€Cy t
1
, B 1
<2z (Z 1Py v Q<136 )k —k Y1 [ 72 1A lanSngﬂj(J@bmJ¢3)]||%g)2 L
Kk'E€Cy t

£ _
<27 [|Q<1-30) ks—kn 1 L2 L2 [|AT10;Q <y Qi (Jiba, J3)] || 13 2
< 28073982 |y || g4y 275 | Voo | VI Tt 222 | Ve[ V|~ 03 2 e

1 . ks 1_
< 28O g s 27927 [l spka) 22022 sy

which is again admissible for small £ > 0.
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Case 3: 0 < k; = ks + O(1),ke < kg — C. This case is symmetric to the previous one.

Case 4: O(1) < kg =ks+ O(1),k; < —C. This case proceeds similarly to Case 1. We again begin with
Ag =1I¢ and Ay = I. Then we can drop IR, from v, and estimate

(5.12) [ Po@500" (1 A710; Q5 (2, ¥3)] | o) S ||POQ2085[wlAilajﬁOQ<CQ5j(w271/)3)]||N[0]
(5.13) + 1PoQ500°[1 A0, PoQ>c Qp (12, ¥3)]l| oy

where we write Py = Pi_¢ ¢ for simplicity. By Lemma [.T6] placing (5.12) into Xg 1752 implies

~ k
41870, PoQec Qpj (W2, ¥3)]ll2re S IWnllizeree 277 ol siha 1%l spks)

3
k
< 28277 [ lIill spe

i=1
whereas

(5.14) GI) < D I1PQm0°[Q<m—ct1 A0 PoQum Qs (2, ¥3)] | v

m>C

(5.15) + 3 1PoQ200° [Qsm—cto1 A1 PoQun Qs (12, v3)] [ wio

m>C

Lemma yields the following bound on (GI4):

Z | PoQimd°[Q<im—ct1 A™10; PoQn Qi (2, ¥3)]l o)

m>C

< Y 1PoQmd [Qzm-ctr A 0;Qm Qg (2, ¥3)]l| o122

m>C

S Z 277 [ || Lo e (|1 PoQm Qi (W2, vs) | 212
m>C
3

< 2827 oy — k) T il siu
i=1

which is admissible. The bound on (G.I5]) proceeds similarly:

GI9) Z [ PoQ200° [Q>m—ct1A710;Qum Qs (Y2, 43)] || vio)

m>C

S Y 1PQeP1Qsm-ctr AT 0;Qm Qs (v, ¥)] | o<

m>C 0<t<m+C

+Y Y ||P0Qe3ﬂ[QMlA_lanmQﬂj(%,1#3)]”)’(3’*1*5’2

m>Ce>m+C

S Z Z 2(%75)£”Q>m70¢1”L§L;"||?0QmQﬁj(w2a7/}3)]”[‘%[‘3

m>C 0<t<m+C
+ Z Z 27 Qe | 2 e |1 PoQum Q5 (2, v03)] | e 12

m>C e>m~+C

In the second to last line we applied Bernstein’s inequality in the time variable to switch from L? to L}.
We now replace the L on the right-hand side of the last line by an L? at the expense of a factor of 2% .
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Together with Lemma [T§] this yields

o) < Z Z 2(%_8)é2k1||Q>m—C¢l||LfL§||ﬁOQmQﬂj(¢2aw3)]HL§L§

m>C 0<<m+C

+Z Z 27522]@12%”QﬂblHL?L%”ﬁOQmQ,@j(w27¢3)]||LfL§

m>CL>m+C

< 20 Z 27%m||7/}1||5‘[k1]”f)OQmQBj(?/}Zﬂ/B)]HLELg

m>C

+2 3 ST 970 0 (- g [ By Qs (63, )]l 212

m>Ce>m+C

3
< 9(3-Mkig—cka 1 2 H 193]l sk

=1

which is admissible. Next, we consider the case where both A9 = I and A; = I¢. If a # 0, then A =1

and one can drop R, altogether so that the previous analysis applies. Otherwise, if @ = 0, then by
assumption A; = I and

1PoQ500°[Q5c Rath1 A719; PyQ<c Qpj (Aztha, Asths)]|| npol
< Z 1 PoQund°[Qun Rathr A™10; PoQ<c Qi (Aatha, Asts)] | nio)

m>10C

(5.16)

(5.17) + |1 PoQo<-<1009” [Qog-glocRawlA_lajﬁoQgcQﬁj(A2¢2, Az¥3)]| N

By Lemma [£16, (I7) is bounded by

| PoQo<.<1000” [QOS-SlOCRawlAilajﬁOQSC Qp;(Axtha, Azhs)] ||Xg,,1,5,2
S Qo< <100 Rathn A_lajﬁoQgcQﬁj(AﬂDz,A31/)3)||L§L§
< 11Qos-<ki10c Ratt || Lo oo | A0, PoQ<c Qpj(Aatha, Asths)|| 22

3
k
<2827 T IIwillsiw

=1

On the other hand, (510)) is estimated as follows:
Z ||P0Qm3ﬁ[QmRa%A*lajﬁoQgcQﬁj(Azi/fz,A3¢3)]||nglfsw2
m>10C

S 2@V VT | L2 [ PoQky 10 Q5 (Aatha, Asths)] || oo 12

m>0

< 267951y || spp) | PoQ < O (Aatha, Asihs)] 22

3
1_ _k2
< 26790 TT il siw
1=1

where we applied Bernstein’s inequality relative to ¢ as well as Lemma .16l Now suppose 49 = I (in
fact, Ag = Q<o), but at least one of A; or Ay equals I°. If A; = I°, then the modulations of 11 and Qg;



CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS 73

essentially agree, whence o # 0 and

Z [ PoQ<00”[QumRath1 A™19;Qm Qp; (12, ¥3)] | v (o)

m>C

N 1P0Q<00” [Qun Rath1 A7 0;Qn Q. (2, v3)]l| 12 12

~ 0’ <0 mita¥1l j@m=pi\P2, Y3 LiL2
m2k1+C

S Z ”Qm'@bl||Lng°||ﬁ0QmQBj(w2u¢3)||LfL§
m>C

<S> 205 mO=29) 0 [| ) 27| PoQum Qs (Y2, ¥s) | 212
m>C

3
S 2(%_€)k1—ak2 <k2>2 H ||'lbz||5[k1]
=1

The final estimate here uses Lemma @23 Now suppose that A; = I and A; = I°. Then

1 PoQ<0d”[1° Ratps A~ 0;1Q,(1ha, 1bs)] | v (o)

S I Rat1 A710; PoI Q2. 0s) 131

S Vel VT 1 [l 2 poo | PoQ<o Qi (¥2,93) | 212
< 26—k ||7/}1||L§L§2_%2 192 sk 193] 51k5)

The last case which we need to consider is Ag = A; = A; = I and either one of Ay, Az equal to I¢. But
then necessarily A; = Az = I¢ whence

| Pod T I A7 0;1Qp5(Q k02, @z kst ctbs)] | o)
S M1 AT 0,198 (Q ka2, Q3 ko +c¥3) || L1y
Slnllcere D 1PQ<cQsi(Qmiba, Qmios)llrin:

S [hllpgere D 2R Um0k o | g s | s k)
m2k2+0
3
NP A H 1%ill sk
i=1
which concludes Case 4.
Case 5: O(1) =ky, ke = ks + O(1). We begin with Ay = I¢ and A =1 (in fact, Ag = Q>0 suffices here

as usual). Moreover, we will drop R, from 1; which amounts to excluding the case Ay = I¢ and o = 0
but nothing else. Then, from Lemma [£.10]

| PoI¢0 1 A™0;1 Q55 (W2, 13)] | w0
S AT IPQp(va, )l e

k<kaAO+O(1)

S D lillper 27 ITPQsi (W2, ¥3) e

k<kaAO+O(1)

3
Lk _lkal
S0 Illieer22 7 ellsp sllsw) S 272 [ 1illsim,

k<kaAO+O(1) i—1
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which is better than needed. Now suppose @ = 0 and Ay = A; = I¢, which implies that A; = I. Then

| PoI°0°[1° Roy A~ 0;1Qp; (Y2, ¥3)] || w0
S Z Z 27| PoQum [ @ Rotr A0 PuIQp(vh,3)] 1212

k<kaA0+O(1) m>0

S Y 2@l na 2 I P Qs (o, ) e 1

k<kaAO+O(1) m>0
k
S Z 1l sir1) 22 1 P Qg (Y2, 903) | 22
k<kanNO+O(1)
3
kol

k _ ko _ ko]
SO 27 [ nllswa 2 7 Iellsma 1¥sllsia) 277 [ 1¥illsie

k<kaAO+O(1) i=1

Next, consider the case Ay = I¢, and A; = I¢. Since I°Ryty is now excluded, we may drop AR,
altogether. Then

[PoI°0° (1 A1 0;1°Qp(v2, ¥3)] | v

(5.18) S Y 1PQsoltn AT0;Qk< <o PeQp; (b, ¥3)] 122
k<kaAO+O(1)
(5.19) + Z Z 27| PoQum[Q<m—ct1 A 0;Qun Pe Qg (12, 13)] | 212
k<kaAO+O(1) m>C
(5.20) + Z Z 1PoQ>0[Q5m—-ct1A ™ 0;QumPrQpj (b2, )] | 1212

k<kaAO+O(1) m>C

First, by Lemma [4.18]

EI®S Y. lllrer: 27 FQre <o PeQp;(tha, v3)ll 12

k<kaAO+O(1)
S Y e |1Qec <o PeQpi(tha, ¥s)]ll r2re

k<kaAO+O(1)

3
ko _ _
S llpgere 2227 (ke — k)2 ([0l s 19l sy S 27512 k2) T T l1ill spre
k<kaA0+O(1) -1

Second, again by Lemma T8

GIDS Y. D 2 PQmlQ<m—cthr A 0;QmPe Qs (b2, v3)][| 1212

k<kaAO+O(1) m>C
SO D> 2 e 2 |Qm Pe Qs (W2, )]l 212

k<koAO+O(1) m>C

3 3
< Y 2Rl — B2 T illspe < 271 k) [T Nl st
=1

k<kaAO+O(1) ie1
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and third,
(G20) < Z Z ||Q>m—c¢1||L§L§2_k||QmPkQﬂj(¢27¢3)]||L$°Lg°

k<koAO+O(1) m>C

S D 2 I k) 2% | @m P Qs (2, )] Lo

k<k2A0+O(1) m>C

S Y Y 2 B s 2 Qe Pr Qs (W2, 3]l 212

k<kyAO+O(1) m>C

3
S 272 ko) T T sl s
i=1

where one argues as in the previous two cases to pass to the last line. B
Thus, Ay = Q<o for the remainder of Case 5. If A; = I, then necessarily A; = I¢ which implies a # 0.
Therefore,

| PyQ<00” (191 A7 0;1°Qp5 (2, ¥3)] | (o]
s D D 1Qmtr AT 0 PeQin Qi (¥, ¥3)] | 112

k<koAO+O(1) m>C

S Z Z 1Qmtrll 212 || Pe@m Qs (W2, ¥3)ll p2r2

k<koAO+O(1) m>C

(5.21) S D 2 I sy 27| PeQin Qi (V20 ¥8) | L2 e

k<k2A0+O(1) m>C

ko
SO Wnllspe 22270 (ke — k)2l g 193l sika)
k<kanO+O(1)

3
S 272 ko) T T sll s
i=1

which is again admissible. So we may assume also that Ay = I which means that we can drop R, from ;.
Furthermore, in view of (B.2I)) it suffices to set A; = I. Finally, suppose at least one choice of j = 2,3
satisfies A; = I°. Then necessarily, A> = A3 = I¢ and

|1 PoI0° [Ty A™10;1Q 5 (12, Ts)] || wpoy
S Z 1191 AT10,1 P Qi (1942, I3)] || i 12

k<kaAO+O(1)
(5.22) S Z 1l peere 27 1T PeQp; (102, I0s) | 11 o
k<kaA0+O(1)
S nllpgere 28I TP Qi (T2, I0s) | Ly
k<kaAO+O(1)
S22l Y 11985 (@t @utbs) i
< 2k2/\0||7/}1||Lt°°L§ Z gm—ka9—2(1—e)mo(1—2e)k> ||7/}2||S[k2] ||7/}3||S[k3]
m2k2+C
3
(5.23) S27hv0 H 10ill sk,
=1

as claimed.

Case 6: O(1) = ky > kg + O(1) > ks + C. This case proceeds similarly to Case 5. We begin with Ag = I°
and A; = I (in fact, Ag = @>¢ suffices here as usual). Moreover, we will drop R, from %; which amounts
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to excluding the case A1 = I and « = 0 but nothing else. Then, from Lemma [£.22]

| PoI 0P [ur A 0;1Qp; (W2, vs)] | vio) S 101 A1 0;1Qp;5 (12, ¥3)]ll 212

3
_ ~ 1_
Slnllzeerz 27721 TP, Qs (v, ¥s) | 12 poe S 2(z—)ksteks H 19ill s
=1

which is better than needed. Now suppose o = 0 and Ay = A; = I¢, which implies that A; = I. Then

[ PoI 0" [1°Rogn A" 0,1 Qg (b, v3)] | v
SN 27 PoQun[Qum Roty A0 Py, TQp (12, 453)] | 2 2

m>0

S Z 20| Qi || L2 12272 || Pry T Qi (12, 93)] || oo e

m>0

3
< 2%2 o(5—e)ksteks H il stag
i=1

Next, consider the case Ay = I¢, and Ay =I¢. As before, we can drop A; R, in this case. Then

| PoI¢0P (1 A™10;1°Qp; (12, 13)] || wio)

(5.24) S PoQo[t1 AT 0;Qr< < Py Qs (2, ¥3)]l L2 12

(5.25) + Z 2| PoQum[Q<m— 01 A 0;Qun Pry Qg (b2, vs)] [ 1212
m>C

(5.26) + > 1PoQ20[Q5m-ct1 AT 0 Qun Pry Qi (2, ¥3)] p2 12
m>C

First, by Lemma [£.23]

G2 < Y1llzeerz 2771 Qr—o(y< < Pe Qpj (Y2, ¥3)lll L2
Sl Lo 2 1Quy—0(1y<-<cPry Qs (W2, s)l 1212

3

i=1

Second, again by Lemma [£.23]

GZ) < Y 2 "I PoQulQzm-ct1 AT 0jQun Py Qo (W2, )]l 212

m>C
< S 2 by e 2 O Py Qs (0, ) 2

m>C

3
< 26790 TT il siwy

=1
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and third,
GZ0) S > 1Qsm—c¥illrzr22 " |QmPry Qaj (2, 93)]l| Lo Loe
m>C
SN 27O | 51y 2% (| Qo P, Qs (W2, )]l 212
m>C
S D02 BB gy | gpky) 27| Qun Py (02, v8)] | 2 2
m>C

3
< 26798 IT (1l sir
=1

where one argues as in the previous two cases to pass to the last line.

Thus, Ap = Q<o for the remainder of Case 5. If A; = I¢, then necessarily Ay = I° which implies a # 0.
Therefore,

| PoQ<00” (141 A0, 1°Qp; (12, ¥3)] || w(o)
S 1Qumtr A0, Py Qun Qs (b2, 93)] [l 11 12

m>C
< Z 1@mrll L2 2 | Py @m Qpj (2, 43) | 212
(527) m>C
N Z 27(1726)771”7/11”5[1@1] 275m||szQmQﬁj(¢271/)3)||L3Lg
m>C

3
< 26—k 1T 1%l s
=1

which is again admissible. So we may assume a1s0~that Ay = I which means that we can drop R, from .
Furthermore, in view of (5.27)) it suffices to set Ay = I. This leaves the cases Ay = I¢ or A3 = I° to be
considered. In the former case, necessarily Ao = Az = I€ and

| PoI 0" [Ty A~ 0;1Q (102, I°03)]|| o) S [Heh1 AT 031 Py, Qi (102, 1°03)]|| 1 2
Sl llgerz 277211 Py Qs (12, IYs) || i poe S 190l er2 111 Pry Qi (102, Is) || 11 12
S lYllpgere Z 195 (Qumtb2, Quts)|| i 2

m>ko
S g re (IVeal VI Qutball 222 1@l L2 e + Q@2 22 1V el VI Qs 2 )
~ 1 Lt Lz t,x m¥2 Lth m¥3 Lth m¥2 Lth t,x m¥3 Lth
m>ko
1 1 1 3
Slnllpers Y 27A72mala =k 0l =aks |y | g [0 sy S 20279 F 752 T [l spr
m>ko =1

which is acceptable. The one remaining case is A9 = A; = Ay = Ay = I and A; = I°¢. Of course one may
also assume that 3 = Q<p,+c¥3. Then we write

(5.28) PoIdP Iy A0, 1Qp (Inhe, I°43)] = Pol[0° Ihy Pry A™10;1Qp5,(Itha, I°03)]
(5.29) + PoI[Iypy A™10;0° Py 1Qp;(Ith, I0P3)]

The term on the right-hand side of (528) is difficult. More specifically, the methods that we have employed
up to this point do not seem to yield the necessary bound. However, Tao’s trilinear estimate (5.1) implies
that

3
(5.30) 108 Powpr Rans wha|| o) S 27 e k)2 H 19l s1k:)

i=1
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for some constant o > 0 as well as

3
(5.31) 10° Popr Rptpo 3| o) < 27 H 1%ill sk
1=1

Since 22 P;CQ A~19;I can be replaced by the convolution by a measure and all norms involved are translation
invariant, these estimates imply (£.28)).

The analysis of (5.29) is easier and similar to the considerations at the end of Case 2. More precisely,
we first reduce the modulation of the entire output by means of Lemma (.22

1 PoQ 136k <. <c[T1 AT10;0° Py 1Q 5 (Inha, I°03)] || v(o)
N 27%(1735)k3||1/)1||L$°L§ 11Qp; (112, I%P3)| L2 oo
< 272(1=39)ks 1911l 511 2(z—hag(l+elks %2l s oy 193l s (kea)

3
< 9(1+e)k295ks H 93l s (1)

i=1

Next, we reduce the modulation of :

1 PoQ<(1-30)ks @ (1-30) 1 W1 A 0;0° T Py, Q5 (12, I°03)]| | o)

S P00 Qe 1-36)ks (@ (130 ks V1 AT 0;0° T Pry Qaj (I, Is) ]| 11 12
S 2%1Qx (1-3epka V1 | 1212 |1 Pey 1 Qa5 (T2, I03) || 1212

< 27 50730ka g || gy g 237 Ra (H k2 || o [403 | g

3
< 95ks (ks H il stra)
=1

Finally, we reduce the modulation of the interior null-form using Corollary [£.13}

[ Po@<(1—56) k5 [Q< (1—32)g V1 AT 050° Proy Qg <. <ha+0 Qi (Tth, T°03)]| o)

L—ko _ L ~ c
Slenllsmg Y. 277 277 PyQeQpy(Tha, I°0s) || 212
k3 <t<k2+C
3
< 2lime)kaks) 1T 1ills

i=1

which is again admissible. After these preparations, we are faced with the following decomposition:

PoQ<(1-3e)ks [Q<(1-30) ks V1A ™1 0;0° Q<oy Qi (1tha, I3)]
= PoQ<(1-36)ks [Q<(1-36)ks V1A ™ 0;Q <y Q35 (Qry < <ko+ V2, QrytO<-<horC3)]

= Z Po.xQ<(1-35)ks [ Prr o Q< (1= ks V1A 9;0° Q<iy O (Qra <<y 4+ V2, Qg <<y 3]
Kk,k'€Cy
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where ¢ = %[ks + (1 — 3e)ks] and dist(k,x’) < 2. Placing the entire expression in L{L? and using
Bernstein’s inequality results in the following estimate: with J := Qrs<.<k,+C)

[1PoQ<(1-3e)ks [Q<(1—3e)hs — ks V1 AT 0;0° Qg Qg (12, T°U3)] || 11 12

SH( Z ||Po,n[Pkl,K/Qg(1—3a)k3—k11/)1A713j35Q5k3Qﬁj(ﬁ/fz,J1/13)]||%g)§

K,k E€Cy

Ly

1
£ - 1
<22 Y NPoklPrwQ@c-soks k1A 18j85@§k3Q5j('h/}27J‘/’B)]H%é)2 Ll
K,k ECy t
1
¢ B 1
<22 ( D P Qei—seks—k 1122 1A 13j8ﬁQ3kaQﬁj(J1/)2,Jl/fg)]ll%g)2 o
K'ECy t
£ _
<27 Q<1-3e)ky -k 1 | o £2 | AT 0;0° Qg Qi (T2, J3)] | 13 22
£ _ _
22 |91l k) (Ve VI T2l 1222 1V e [V T3] L2 10

S
k ks 1_
< 2803y gpa,) 27 [[4fnlsias) 202 79%02°2 s sy

which is again admissible for small £ > 0.
Case 7: k; = O(1) > kg + O(1) > ke + C. This case is symmetric to the previous one.

Case 8: kg = O(1),max(k;, ks) < —C. We begin with 4y = Q>0 and Ay =1, and we drop R, from
excluding the case A; = I¢ and a = 0 but nothing else. Then, from Lemma [£.22]

| PoI0" [y AT 0;1Qp(tha, )] vio) S 1A 0;1Qp; (v, vbs)]ll 1212

3
S lillnge e 11 P0Qpj (2, ¥3)ll 122 < gk19(3 ok H 1%ill sk,
=1

which is better than needed. Now suppose o = 0 and Ag = A; = I¢, which implies that A; = I. Then by
Lemma [4.22

[ PoI0°[I° Rotr A~ 031 Q55 (2, 43)] | v
S Y2 PoQun|QumRovt AT PoT Q5 (w2, v3)] | 2 12

m>0

IS Z 27| Qun Ve VI || 2o |AT10; Pod Qs (2, ¥3)] || Lgo 12

m>0

<N 207Om Q|| 22 | PoT (2, 3)] | 2 12

m>0

3
< 9(3—e)(ki+ks) H 19ill s
=1

Next, consider the case Ay = I¢, and Ay =I¢ As before, we can drop A; R, in this case. Then

| PoI0° [y A~ 0;1°Qp (2, ¥3)][| o)

(5.32) <Y 2P Qun[Qem—c 1 AT 0;Qun Po Qi (Y2, )| 212
m>C
(5.33) + Z ||P0Q20[Q>m—c¢1A_1anmP0Qﬂj(¢27¢3)]||L§L§

m>C
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First, by Lemma [£.23]

E.32) < Z 27| PoQun[Q<m—ct1 AT 0;Qun Py Qpj (12, v3)] | 12 22
m>C
S Z 27728 [4hy || oo 12 || Qun Po Qi (W2, ¥3)]l| L2 2
m>C
3
1_
S 28GR T 1l spe
i=1
and second,
E33) < Z 25|Qsm—c¥1 ]| 212 |QmPoQp; (2, tbs)] || o= 12
m>C

N Z 2(%76)]6127(176)“1”7/}1||S[k1] 2% (| QP Qs (2, ¥3)]ll 212

m>C
—(l—25)m eml A B
S 28N 27 Gy | gy 27 Qun Py Qi (2, ¥s)] L2 12
m>C
3
< 2tk TT il s

i=1

where one argues as in the previous two cases to pass to the last line.
Thus, Ay = Q<o for the remainder of Case 8. If A; = I¢, then necessarily A; = I¢ which implies a # 0.
Therefore,

| PoQ<00” [I41 A™10,1°Qp; (2, ¥3)] || w0
S Z Q1 A0 PoQun Qp (2, ¥3) I 11 12

m>C

S 2 Qmtbllzze [ Po@mQs; (o, s)l| 212

m>C

S 28N T 272 | gy 27| PoQun Qs (W2, ) [ 1212
m>C

3
< oMok TT il s
1=1

which is again admissible. So we may assume also that A, = I. Now suppose that A; = I¢. Then we can
take A1 = Qk, <.<c whence

1P0Q<00” @1y < <o Rathi A10;1Qp; (2, 43)] | i

S 1Qri<<oRathr AT 05 Py Qg (2, 903)] | 1 12

SNQk<<oVial VI 1l 2 pee | Pol Qg (4, 93) 121

< 2678 [y | gy 22798 2| g 13 ] g

3
< 2 ktks) IT1%illspe
i=1

So we may assume for the remainder of this case that A; = I which means that we can drop R, from ;.
This leaves the cases As = I or A3 = I¢ to be considered. In the former case, necessarily Ao = Az = I
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and

[ PoIOP [I3p1 A7 0, 1Qp5(I0a, I03)]|| o) S 111 AT 051 Py Qi (102, 1)) || 11 12
S 2 Wl pger2 11 P0Qp; (102, I0s) | pire S 25 [Wallpger2 11 PoQp; (102, I°0s)|| pipe
S 25l Lo r2 Z 198 (Qumtb2, Quts)l| 11 2

m>0

S22 nllnere Y (IVeal VI Qutball 22 1Qmtbsll 2 poe + 1Qmtball 222 | Ve VI Qs 2 o)

m>0

3
S Ml pgera Y 27 02maG =R [ g sl sy S 258 TT il s

m>0 i=1

which is acceptable. The one remaining case is Ag = A; = Ay = Ay = I and A3 = I¢. Of course one
may also assume that 13 = Q<cs. The analysis in this case is similar to the considerations at the end
of Case 2. More precisely, we first reduce the modulation of the entire output by means of Lemma [4.22]

1P00”Q1—3epka << [T1 AT 0; PoT Quj (T2, I°03)] || v (o)
S 272008 | e oo [T Qs (T4, I053) | 1212
< 2272 3Ry | gy 227K g | 5y 103 i)
3
< 201255 TT il spw
=1
Next, we reduce the modulation of :
1 PoQ<(1-3e)ks 0° (@ (1 -3 ks Y1 AT 0,1 Py Qg (Ith2, I03)]|| (o)
S P00 Qe 1-36)ks (@ (130 ks V1 AT T Py Q3 (I, I4s) ][ 11 12
S ok 1@>—3e)ks¥1 L2122 | PoIQp; (12, IYs)| 212

< 2fm3 (13 |y, | S[k1] 2(z3—e)ks 1v2l sk 193] s1k5]

3
St T il s
=1

Finally, we reduce the modulation of the interior null-form using Corollary [£.13}

[ Po@<(1-3e)ks [@< (13 ks V1 AT 05 PoQry <. < Qi (Ith2, I°03)] || wpo)

L—k 2 ~ c
S 2 enllsmg Y. 2T 27| PoQeQu (I, Is) 1212

k3<t<C

3
5 2¥+(%_5)k3 H ||1/}Z||S[kw]
i=1

which is again admissible. After these preparations, we are faced with the following decomposition:

P’ Q< (1-30)ks [Q< (1 -3 ks V1 A0 Q<o Q (T2, I0h3)]
= PoQ<(1-301,0° Q< (1-30 ks V1A Q< Q3 Qs < <ot 02, Qg 0<- kot c¥3)]
= Z Po,rQ<(1-32)s 0° [ Pry i Q< (1- 30y 18710, Q <ty Q5 Qs < <kot 02, Qs O<-<hatc3))]

Kk,k'€Cy
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where ¢ = [(1 — 3e)ks — k1] A 0 and dist(s, x’) < 2°. Placing the entire expression in L{L2 and using
Bernstein’s inequality results in the following estimate:

[PoQ<(1-36)ks [Q<(1 -8 ks V1 AT 0;Q<ies Qi (102, I93)]|| L 12

1
< ( > PoslPry v Qe 1-3)mst1 A0 Q< Qﬁj(@kgs-scz/fz,Qkﬁ@g-g@%)]”ig)2 o
K,k ECy t
—1 2 %
< DD P v @c(1-30pks 1 A1 0 Q< Qﬁj(@kgg-gcw,QkﬁCg-gC%)HLﬁ) o
K,k ECy t
1
< ( > IIPkl,n/Qg(l—sa)k3¢1||2L;o||A713jQ§k3Qﬁj(@lmsgc%,Qk3+cg.gc¢3)]||ig)2 .
r'€Cy t
£ _
< 222M | Qc1-seyky V1| Lo 22 1A 710 Q ks Q5 (Qhs<- <, Qg ro<o<cots)] i 2
£ _ _
S 2 [ [[ ) Vel VT Qrsco<otball 22| Vea VT Quyscccotbsll 2 pe
Sk 41 _k3 1_
S 2 TAOT3Rs |y [l gy 277 ol sira 27 7R 15| ks
which is again admissible for small € > 0.
Case 9: ks = O(1),max(k;, k) < —C. Symmetric to Case 8. O

It is important to realize that Lemma [5.1] yields the following statement, which is really a corollary of
its proof rather than its lemma.

Corollary 5.2. Let 1; be Schwarz functions adapted to k; for i =0,1,2. Then for any o, 3 =0,1,2, and
J=12,

3
[P0Vt Ao[A1 Rathr A7 0; Ay Qp (Axta, Asths)]|Iwjo) S wika, ko, k) [ [ il s
i=1
where A; and Ay are either I or I¢, with at least one being I°. Moreover, we impose the following
restrictions:

o if A = Ay = I¢ then a = 0 is excluded R
° kal :O(l) > ko > k3—|—0, then AO :Al :41 :AQ :I, A3 = 1€ is excluded
o if ki =0(1) > ks > ko + C, then Ag = Ay = Ay = A3 = I, Ay = I° is excluded

In particular,

3
(5.34) [PVt (1 AT 0;1°Q; (W2, 1bs) || wio) S wlken, bz, kis) [ 1dill s
i=1
Proof. Note that the first exclusion in our list is precisely the exclusion in Lemma Bl The only real
difference between this statement and that of Lemma [B.] lies with the fact that we no longer require
the outer most derivative to be °. But this mattered only in one case, namely when we applied Tao’s
bound (BJ) in Cases 6 and 7 above. Moreover, inspection of the argument in those cases reveals that the
o8 ¢$0p1) null-form was needed only in those instances which are excluded as the second and third conditions
of our above list (in fact, the modulations were narrowed down much more before any need for (G.I]) arose).
The final statement is an immediate consequence of the first one, since we removed R, altogether (which
eliminates the first exclusion) and since the other two exclusions do not arise due to Ay = I¢. Therefore,
one simply sums over all choices of Ay, A1, A; and As. a

In fact, the proof of Lemma [E.I] makes no use of the fact that A™'9; contains the same index as the
null-form Qg;. But the strengthening resulting from replacing A~19; by |V|™!, say, is of no benefit to
us so we do not carry it out. The following variant of Lemma [5.1] covers the other two types of trilinear
nonlinearities arising in the Coulomb gauged wave-map system.
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Lemma 5.3. Let ¢; be Schwarz functions adapted to k; for i =0,1,2. Then for any v =0,1,2, 7 =1,2,

(5.35) [ Po0” Ag[A1 Rgth1 A7 01 Qo j (Aatha, Asths)]| nio) S wlke, ko, ks) H 193]l sk
=1
(5.36) | Py0* Ao [A1 RP 1 AT 0;1 Q5 (Astba, Asts)]|| o) S wlkn, ko, ks) H l19ill sk

where A; are either I or I¢, with at least one being I€.

Proof. Both these bounds follow from Corollary 5.2l provided we are not in those cases described as Items 2
and 3 in the list of exclusions (observe that the first exclusion does not arise due to our limitation to A; = I).
So let us consider the second exclusion k1 = O(1) > ko > ks + C and Ag = A1 = Ay = Ay =1, Ay = I¢
(the third one being symmetric to this case). Then ([5.36]) is an immediate consequence of ([B.1I), see (G.30)
and (5.31)) above. As for (5.35), observe that due to the analysis of (5.29) we may assume that the outer 9”
derivative hits ;. Hence, it suffices to bound

| PoI[10° Rgtr A7 931 Q0 (Ith2, I4¢3)] || wpo)
However, due to the property that ||DIP0¢||L§L§ S ¢l sp) and 0P05 = O, this is easy:

| PoI[Q<c0” Raypr A1 0,1 Q0 (Ith2, I03)] || (o)
SN PoI1Q<cd’ Raty A7 0,1 Qo (Ith2, I°03)] || 11 12
S 1Q<cd’ Ratn || 212 | A0, Py 1 Quj (12, I4s)] || 12 poe
< 1 sy 2% 73902 2502 4 g1 13 s 1)
as desired. O

The following technical corollary will be important later.

Corollary 5.4. For some absolute constant oo > 0, and arbitrary Schwartz functions ;,

2
(5.37) Z |[PoVee[t1 AT 0 1°Qp; (2, ¥3)]| Nio) S K iugigllaznggo‘k‘ | Prtbi|l s
j=1 cLTmoe

provided max;—123 .z ||Pk1/1i|\%[k] < K? and with an absolute implicit constant. Moreover, given any
0 > 0 there exists a constant L = L(8) > 1 such that

2
i
Zk - Z||P0vt,m[Pk1wlA_lajIcQBj(Pkgw%Pk31/13)]||N[0] <6 K?sup max 27| Pegpy| spp
1,k2, 3j:1 kez =1,2,3

where the sum Z;ﬂ’kz)% extends over all ki, ko, ks outside of the range
(5.38) |k1| < L, ko,ks <L, |ka—ks| <L
Finally, if Ezlyk%% denotes the sum over this range, then

"

Db 2o ZHPOVM[Pklwl ~L0;1°P Qg (Phyth2, Prys)] | o

k<ko—L’ j=1

<6 K?sup max, 2” ‘TOWHPM/%HS[IC
kez =

where L' = L'(L,6) is a large constant.
Proof. Write ¢; = Ekiez Py,1p; for 1 < 4 < 3. In view of the definition of the weights w(ki, k2, ks3),
summing (5:37) over all choices of k1, k2, k3 yields (53T). The second statement follows immediately from

the fact that the weights w(ky, k2, k3) gain some smallness outside of the range (5.38) (namely 27°F). For
the third statement one needs to observe that in Case 5 — which is the one specified by (G.38]) but of course



84 JOACHIM KRIEGER, WILHELM SCHLAG

with a range specified by the constant L — an extra gain can be obtained by restricting k to sufficiently
small values compared to ks, ks. O

5.2. Trilinear estimates for hyperbolic S-waves. The following lemma finally proves the trilinear
estimates in the “hyperbolic” case. The argument will rely on the following trilinear null-form expansion
from [22]:

20791 AT10;Qp; (1, vs) = (OP1)| V| o V|~ ebs — O [V~ a2 [ V[~ ebs
(5.39) +10(V| T ) [V s 4+ D1 AT (Ria | V]~ )3))
— (OY1) AT (Ra| V|~ ) — 1 DA 05 (Rjaba| V|~ eps)
as well as its “dual” form
20711 AT10;Qp; (2, ¥5)] = —O (| V[ 92| VI~ 9hs) + O (4| V] ) V| e
(5.40) — 10V~ ) [V s — (Ov1) A0 (R 92| V|~ Hs)
+ 01 AT 9 (Ry2| V[ 4bs)) + 1 DATI0;(Ryta| V|~ Hebs)
Strictly speaking, we shall want to apply these identities to the trilinear expression
Py AT 01 P Qp;(tha, ¥3)]

for some Pj. In the case of (&40) the operator IP; can be inserted in front of any product involv-
ing ¥o and 13 which is the case for all but the second term on the right-hand side of (&40), i.e.,
O(1 |V~ 193)| V|12 (and similarly for (5:39)). Since I P is disposable, it takes the form of convolution
with a measure v, with mass [|vg|| < 1. Thus, the second term needs to be replaced by the convolution

(5.41) J T R A A )

The logic will be that any estimate that we make on O(w1|V|~113)|V| 112 in the context of the S[k]
and N k] spaces will equally well apply to this convolution since all norms are translation invariant. We
shall use this observation repeatedly in what follows without any further comment. Finally, the weights
w(k1, k2, k3) are those specified at the beginning of this section.

Lemma 5.5. Let v; be adapted to kj;, for j =1,2,3. Then

2 3

(5.42) 1> PP TR0y AT 0;1Q4; (I, I3)]|| o) S wkn, k2, ks) 1T 1illsie
j=1 i=1
2 3

(5.43) 1> PoI0[TR Y1 A1 0;1Qp; (I, IY3)]|| i) S wlks, k2, ks) 1T 1%l s
j=1 i=1
2 3

(5.44) 1D PoI0P [IRgyn A1 051 Qo (Tdh2, Ts)]| i) S wlkn, ko, ka) T T il
j=1 i=1

for any a =10,1,2.

Proof. We begin with (5.42)). Due to the I in front of ¥; we shall drop the R, operator. Also, it will be
understood in this proof that ¢; = Q<k,+c¥; for 1 <i < 3 and we will often drop the I-operator in front
of the input functions.
Case 1: 0 < k; <ks+ O(1) = kg + O(1). By Lemma [£T10]

1P I0°1Q5001 AT 0;1Qp;(Inha, Ths)]l| wio) S 1 PoT 07 [Qz0t1 AT 0,1 Q5 (Itha, Ibs)]| Ly 2

SNQx0tillzzr2 27" | P, 1 Qs (Iha, Tv3)] || 1212

(5.45) \
k
$277 [ Isllspea
1=1
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So it suffices to consider
(5.46) PRI [Qcotr A1 0;1 Qg (12, Ins)] = PoQ<c0”[Qeot1 A1 0;Q<c Qs (112, Ins)]
One can also limit the modulations of v, 93 further. Indeed, by ([@41]) of Lemma T2 and Corollary T3]

1PsQ<c0” Qo1 AT 0,1 Py, Qi (@ ehy It02, I1h3)] | Mo

S 2 |1 Vet VT Y]] o3 @by Vil VI T2 | o
(547) k3 ko

S 23k — k) HH%HS

1
201

which is admissible. Note that we replaced A’lﬁjﬁ’kl by 27%1 as explained in the paragraph preceding
this lemma. Thus, assume that 1 = Q<ctb1, ¥; = Q<cx,; ¢ for j = 2,3, apply the identity (5.40), and
estimate the six terms on the right-hand side of (5.40) in the order in which they appear. First, by the
Strichartz component (214,

1P IO V™ 4 VI 03) vjo) S IR IB (VI 02| VI~ o)l
SV VI sl 22

Sl pser227 " ol paree 27" [0l a0

3
_ka
<277 [ eillsp
=1

1

—1
0,—3,
0

Second, by (£39) of Lemma [£12] and Lemma [£10,
1P I (D1 [V~ ) [V~ ]l vio) S (ks Pry Qzens D(w1 [V 03)| 0,,1|||V| "l ik

S (k)| Py Qs (91| V] 11/}3)|| 0. 1||1/12||s kol

3
P AP EICCRUNINY | R T
i=1

Third, by (@41 and Lemma [£10,

[P I[1O(IV] ™ 2) V|~ 03] | oy
S 1Py Qs (1| V| 03)| o3 > 25900, (Iv| 1wz)ll 0.~ 1,00
k ]<8k72 k2
,S 2k1—7€32%(36k3—k1)<k3>2 H ||1/)1||S[k1]
=1

Fourth, again by (@41 and Lemma 10|

[ PoI[(Tt1)A™18;(Ria |V~ s)] || o)
S27 1“22 10Qet]| of_oo||Pk1Q<c[ Rt |V aps]||

L<C

3
72
B H llvill sr:)
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Fifth, with ¢ = k; — ko,

[P IO AT 05 (Ry2| V|~ 43)] [ o
S 1 AT, Pry (Ryaa| V| o03) | 212
Slnlloger227™ > PRl VI Poctbs o

CG'DkQYe

1
A 2
Slhnler2 7 (2 IPRallye ) (D IP-cvslliyx )

CeDkg,@ CGDkzye

3k
Sl e p2 275 7220722009735 [ | g 1903 i)

1
2

which is admissible for small ¢ > 0. The sixth and final term is estimated by means of ([@39) and
Lemma [£.10t

1P I [¥10A 05 (Ry2| V|~ )l wio) S (k) l9nllspaa 1Py Q<o DA™ 05(Rywo2 VI 3)| o, 30

Xkl
< (k) [ sy | Py Q< (R |V | 3|

| o
- 0,5,1
X 2
k1
5(k1 —ka)

S0k —kg) | ka
S EDlrllswg 2T 27 T Y2l sl 93]l sira)

which concludes Case 1.
Case 2: 0 <k; =ks+ O(1),ke < ks — C. By Lemma [£22]

|1 PoI0°[Q5001 AT 0;1Qp;(Inha, Ih3)]l o) S 1PoI0° [Qz0t1 A 0,1 Q5 (Ith, Ihs)]|| i 12
S Q0|22 27| P, 1Qp (Ih2, T3)] | L2 2
3
< 2z mekag=(1=o)ks H 19l s1k:)
=1

So it suffices to consider
(5.48) PoIdP|Q<opr AT 0,195 (1o, Ith3)] = PoQ<c0’ Qo1 A1 0;Q<c Qpj(1tha, Inh3)]

One can also limit the modulations of 15 further. Indeed, by (#41]) of Lemma .12 and Corollary A.13]

1PyQ<c0”[Qeot1 AT 0, 1Py, Qp; (12, Q> ery I3)] || v(o)
< 2*’“||Pk3w1vm,t|v|*1w2||X 3 Qb Vad VIT 5| o
k.

0,
k3 3

(5.49)

3
T (Y
=1

which is admissible. As explained in Case 1, we replaced A’lﬁjf’kl by 271, If 0 < ko, then we can
similarly reduce the modulation of the small frequency term, cf. (5.47):

| PoQ<c0”[Qeot1 AT 0,1 Py, Qp; (Qeiy 102, I1h3)] | (o)
S 27k1||Pk2 [¢1Vm7t|V|7II¢3]H ‘0,%,1 ||Q25kng,t|v|71[¢2” .0,7%,1
X, X!

2

ko —

3
k 1
S27 T 2R I Illspe
=1
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As a final preparation, we limit the modulation of the output in case ko < 0. In fact, by Lemma [£.22]

I PoQ1 s k<. <00 (101 AT, 1 Qg (112, Th3)] || vjo)
S IPoQ1—3ey ks <.<c0° [V1 A0, i1 Qe (L2, 13)]| o

kz

1
201

<2733k |l || oo 12 2780 || Py, TQp(Iha, Ihs)] | 212

3
< 23skeg=(=)k TT il s

i=1

Thus, for the remainder of this case we assume that {1 = Q<c1, Y2 = Q<crynk, V2, and P53 = Q<ciy V3.
Moreover, the output is restricted by Q<(1—3¢)k,nc- We now stimate the six terms on the right-hand side
of (&40). First, by the Strichartz component (214,

”POQS(I—SE)szCD(wl|V|711/)2|v|711/)3)”N[ S ||P0Q< 1— 3a)k2ACD(1/’1|V| 11/’2|V| 1‘/’3)” o—%,l
0
< 2239k 0 sy |9y | V| M| 2
< 233N 0 972 | 1o 279 |55 3

3
93 (1-3e)k2A0g— 1L 922 H 193l sk
=1

A

which is admissible. Second, by (£39)) of Lemma £T12] and Lemma .10,

[[PoQ<(1-3¢)ksnc [O(11| V] 4b3) [V~ 4] || vio)
S 270k ) || PepvoQ< (1 -3¢ kaners D1 | V| 1¢3)Hx°‘*%‘1”|v|_1¢2||5[’“2]

ko VO

<2770 ) || Pryvo@< (1 - 36) ks ncks (1/)1|V|_11/)3)||Xo,%,1 92| 5[ke]

ko VO

3
< 2 kO )0 P4 (s kancka—ha] T s
i=1

which is again admissible. Third, by (£41]) and Lemma 10

[PoQ<(1-3eykunc [L10(IV ] 4b2) [V~ 93] || v (o)

S I PravoQ< -0 kanchs W1V o)l og0 Cha VOUIO(VIT Qseranra o)l o3
k M) kz
koVO—ky 1 gkaNkg 3
< (ky v )22 T R (180 ko ka9 =% H il sk

i=1
Fourth, again by (@41 and Lemma 10|

[ PoI[(Tt1)A™18;(Ria |V~ s)] || o)
S27 1“22 10Qet]| of_oo||Pk1Q<c[ Rt |V aps]||

L<C

k
< 2kmhg=d H il sk

=1
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Fifth,

| PoT Oy A0 (Ryna| VI~ 003)]l| wo) S 112705 Py (Rjta| V|~ 03) || 212
Slnllzeerz 275 IRy w2l VI sl p2pee S 272" |01l poe L2 | Rjtbal papee W8]l Lo

3
aky _sky
S22 7 [[ Il
1=1

The sixth and final term is estimated by means of (£39) and Lemma [110

| PoI[1h1 DA 0;(Rw2| V|~ 3)] | vio)
S (B[ || s || Pry Q<ers DA™ 05 (Ryjaba | V| 3) | o,

1
0,—4,1
=%
k1

S kY1l | Py Qzena (Ry002| V|~ 4b3) |

1
0,5,1
x02
k

1
3
< (ky)2kehgm1(-e)k H il sk,
=1

which concludes Case 2.

Case 3: 0 < k; = ko + O(1),ks < ko — C. This is symmetric to the preceding.

Case 4: O(1) < kg =ks+ O(1),k; < —C. This case proceeds similarly to Case 1. Following (&.47), we
begin by limiting the modulations of 1,3 to 2°%2. Indeed, by (@41 of Lemma 12 and Corollary ET3]

| PoQ<c0” [I1 AT 0,1 P Qpj(Q>cry Ith, Iths)] || o)
S 2k17k2||7/}1Vr,t|v|71[7/}3”)-(0,%,1||Q25kzvr,t|v|71h/)2” 0~ 3,1

0,
k3 Xk2
3
1
< 9%ki—hag=3eka oy — k) TT Wil s

i=1

which is admissible. Next, we limit the modulation of the output: by Lemma [.T16]

| PoQry<-<c0° [p1 AT 0;1Q8;(Inha, 1v3)] | vjo) S 1 PoQuy <. <c0° [1 AT10;1Qp; (Itho, T3] || o,

. 1
—
k2

1

k1
2

S27

3
~ k1 —k
1lleeee ([P0l Qpj (T2, Ihs)] || 2z < 2 E H 13l k)
=1

We now again estimate the six terms on the right-hand side of (540). First, by the Strichartz compo-

nent (214),

1PoQ<k DIV~ 462 VI~ 05) I vjo) S I1P0Q<is B VI 2| VI~ i) o -

1
< oM -1 -1
S22 |1V | VT s 22

ky _ _
S 27 [lloera2 2 el a2 195l pores

k1—Fko

3
S22 [ Iillsiw,
=1
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Second, by (£39) of Lemma T2 and Lemma [£10

[ PoI[O (41| V]~ 43)| V]~ 2] | o)
S <k3>||15k3Q§sk35(1/11|V|71¢3)||Xo,7%,1|||V|71¢2||S[k2]
k3

S (k3)l| Pra Qe (¢1|V|71¢3)||X0,%,1||¢2||S[k2]

k3

3
< ghi—kagi(cka—hy) (. k) H 9ill 7k
i=1
Third, by (L4I) and Lemma [L10,
| PoI[1O(|V | 02) [V~ 3] vy
S (F2) | Py @ <ees (91 [V |1 403) | ‘o,%,lIID(|V|711/)2)||X0,7%,00
k3

k2

3
< 2k71 k324(38k3 kl) kQ H||1/}Z||S[k1]
=1

Fourth, again by (@41 and Lemma [£.10]
||Po [(O91) A8 (R2| VI~ 3)] || o)
Y 27 |DQW1|| 03[ PoQ<c[Ryjtha| V|~ 11ba]”Xo,
€<k:1+c k
k
SPA H %3l 51k
=1
Fifth, with £ = —ky,
[PoQ<k, B[t A™10; (Rj12| V|~ 403)] | vio)
S 25|y A0, Py, (Ryjha| V| s) |22
S22 llnsere Y PRl VI Poctfs| 20

CG'DkQYe

: } :
S22 (Y IPRalRn) (Y 1Pl )

CGDkg £ CGDkzv[
< < gki—k29(1-2¢) 22 H ||1/)1||S[k]

which is admissible for small ¢ > 0. The sixth and final term is estimated by means of ([€39) and
Lemma [4.10

[PoI[41 DA™ 0;(Ry2 V|~ 43)] [ o
S 2% |41l s ||150Q5k1DA*laj(Rj1/)2|V|711/)3)||Xo,7%,1

k1
< 22k ||¢1||5[k1]||P0(Rj¢2|v|‘1¢3)||X

1
0,31
0

3
_ky
<2227 [T ill spw
1=1

which concludes Case 4.
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Case 5: O(1) =ky, ke = ks + O(1). We start with the decomposition
(5.50) PP (1 AT 01 Qg (00, hs)] = Y Rod’[Yr AT, Pl Qs (o, )]

k<kaAO+O(1)
We first limit the modulation of ;:

Z 1P00” QuiI[QsprcItn A0 PuI(RpaRjos — RjvbaRats)]|wpo)
k<kaAO+O(1)

1

S RO QskIQs ks by [AT 03 PI(IV | o Ryths) — PrI(\V[ 2 Rptos )]l 0.

1
1
k<kaAO+O(1)

SN 275 Qerectallizr IATI O PI(IV| T o Rytbs) — Pl (IV| 2 Rptps)] | oo 1
k<kaAO+O(1)

S 2K llsp AT O PI(IV T e Rs) — Pl (IV] baRpths)]l|
k<kaAO+O(1)

(5.51)

3
SO 2P spy el e sl e S 27O T Ibill e

k<koNO+O(1) i=1

Hence, if the inner output has frequency ~ 2 then we may assume that v; has modulation < 2%. As
usual, we apply (B.40). First, by the Strichartz component (Z.14),

> IRID(Q<ktr PeI [V | V| ] v

k<k2N0+C

S D ||P0Q§k+cD(Q§k¢1pkf[|v|_l¢2|V|_1¢3])||X

k<kaAO+C

1
0,—3,1
0

3
k—k
S Y 2Qun PRIV T o VI s llpee S DL 277 [ Il
<ka N0+

k<kaAO+C k c i=1
3
S 2mahave 1T 1l s
i1

For the second term, we can assume that 11 = Q<g,n0+ct1, see above. Then, by [@39) of Lemma [£12]
and Lemma .10,

| PoI[O(t1 |V~ 93)| V|~ o] v o)

J—koAO =~ - -
$2kN0 N 2T || Pyvo0Q; (41| V] 1@ba)ll)‘{o,f%,oolllvl 2| 7ky)
j<koAO+C k2 VO

< 2_k2vo||]50Q§k2/\O+C(1/)l|V|_11/)3)||X0,%,1 92| 5[ke]

ko VO
3
S 27RO T il s
i=1
Third, by (@41) and Lemma 10,
1 PoI[Q<kano+ct1 B(IV ™ 42) [V~ H4hs] | o)
j—ko AO ~
N = kaV0Q <k notC (PLIVE D) 0.3 UV 02)l o -1 00
S 2T [ Prvo@ 1|V 3| 19Q; IV~ 42l

X
j<ka AO+C ko VO ko

3
S 27RO T il spr

=1
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Fourth, again by (£41) and Lemma E.10],
> IRI(OQ<kicthr) AT 0; Pl (Rt |V~ 3)] | v

k<kaNO+C

£ ~ —
Y Z24||DQW1||X0,7%,OO||PkQ§k+c[Rj¢2|V| sl g
k<koANO+C £<C k1 k

k—

3
k _1
SO Wl o2 (8l spallvsllsm 2720 < T vl siw
X
k

k<kaAO+C 1 i=1
Fifth, with £ = k — ko,

> IRIBQ<kictr A0, Pl (Ryw2| V]~ 4s)] || wio)
k<ka NO+C

< Y 25 |Qarscvi AT P (Rjta|V | s) | 2 2
k<koNO+C

_k _
Slnllogere Y. 277 > [PRj|VI T Pocts|lpore

k<ksAO+C ¢€Dpy e

1

_k_ 3
Sholier: Y 2755 ( X BB ) (X 1Pl )’

k<ks NO+C €Dy 0 €Dy 0
3
1_ _ —(1_
Sltnlleers Y 272905 by gy sl spts) S 272520 T T 100l 51
k<kaNO+C =1

which is admissible for small ¢ > 0. The sixth and final term is estimated by means of ([@39) and
Lemma [4.10

> PI[Qckictr DA 0 PI(Rytbe| V| bs)] [ v

k<kaAO+C

Sltlsig Y. 2UPQersoDAT 0 (Rytal VI )| oy
k<kaAO+C k

Slnllspg D Qk||PkQ§k+c(Rj¢2|V|_1¢3)||Xo,%,1
k<kaAO+C k

3
Eoky 1
Slnllsg Y. 28272 [1vallsmallvsllsma S 272520 T ¢l s
=1

k<kaAO+C

which concludes Case 5.
Case 6: O(1) =k; > ke + O(1) > kg + C. Since Lemma .22 implies that
1Po0” [Qs k01 A 0,1 Q5 (2, b3) |l i 12 S Q5 kst 1222272 1 1Qp5 (2, ¥3) [l L2 Lo

3
< 267k Tl spe,

i=1

we may assume that 11 = Q<p,11. Next, we reduce matters to (BI]). More precisely,
(5.52) Pold°[n AT 051 Qpj(a,3)] = Pol [0 Py A7 051 Py, Q5 (b2, 13))]
(5.53) + Pyl [Ithy A710;0° Py, 1Qp (12, 13)]

The term in (B.52]) satisfies the bounds (E30) and (E3T]), whereas (553) is expanded further:
(5.54)  Pol[Ivyy A710;0° Pry1Qs; (1o, 1b3)] = Pol[Ithy A™'0; P, I(O|V| " pa Rjths — Ry 0| V|~ g
(5.55) + Rptp20° Rjips — 0° Rjipo Rgis))]
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The two terms in (.55 are again controlled by (BIl). Consider the first term on the right-hand side
of (B54). Replacing A~19; Py, by 27*2 as usual, one obtains from Lemmas .12 and {10

|1 O|V| ™ ebe Rt nio) S 272 VI~ 11/)2|| 0,-3.01%1 Rﬂ/)3||X 0,11
J<k2+C
S 2k2||7/}2||X0,%,oo2 3<7<?3>||1/)1||S[k1]||1/)3||S[1c3]
k2
which is more than enough. The second term in (IBEZI) is estimated similarly:
11 OV~ s Rygpollvge) S 2% ) VI~ 1¢3|| o3IV Bitall oy

J<ks+C
S 2k3||1/12||)A(o,%,oo? 2<7<?2>||1/)1||S[k1]||1/)2||S[1c2]
k2

which concludes Case 6.
Case 7: k; = O(1) > kg + O(1) > ke + C. This case is symmetric to the previous one.
Case 8: ks = O(1),max(k;, k) < —C. By Lemma [1.22]
| PoI0P (@5 ky 4 (1-3e)ka V1 AT 0;1Q 5 (12, Ih3)] | (o)
S NP IO Qe+ (1-3) ka1 AT 051 Qi (Ith2, T3)]|| L 2
S 25 1Qs k4 (1—3epka V1 | 212 | PoT Qi (Itha, Tbs)]| 1212
3
k
< 28kenF TT 1%l s
i=1

A similar calculation shows that one can place Q<g,4(1-3¢)k, in front of the entire output. So it suffices
to consider

PoQ<ry+(1-3e)ks 0% [Q < by + (130 ko V1A ™01 Q35 (Itha, Tn3)]
= PoQ <ty (13602 0° [Q <y 4+ (130 ks V1A ™10 Q <oy .0 Po Qi (1o, I1)3)]
We now stimate the six terms on the right-hand side of (5.40). First, by the Strichartz component (2.14)),
[ PoQ<key +(1—36) % D (W1 |V~ 02| V|~ 03) | vy
N ||P0Q§k1+(1—35)k2D(d’l|v|_1¢2|v|_1¢3)”X0,7%,1
0
S 2%[“*35)’“2““]||w1|vr1w2|vr1w3||m

1rq—
< 93l0-30)kat3k1] 1y ||LooL2 92l pape2” ||¢3||L4L°°

2

A

935 [(1-3e)k2+3k1]9 H ||¢z||S[k |

which is sufficient. Second, by ([@39) of Lemma .12l and Lemma .10,
[ PoQ <y +(1=32)2 [O (W1 |V 03) [V | 0] || 3 o)
S 282 | PoQ< 1230y, O (1 |V ahs) | <0 VT 02 s k)

SNPoQ<(i—3eyr, (¥1]V]™ 11/)3)” 0.3 1||1/12||s k2]

0

(1-3e)ky —k
SR lA0<k1>1_[||¢i||5[ki]
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which is admissible. Third, by (#4I)) and Lemma FT0

1 PoQ <y +(1-36 k2 [L1 OV~ T002) [V | 3] | v o)
S ||]50Q§(1—3€)k2(1/)1|v|_11/)3)||xo,%,1 ||D(|V|_1I1/)2)||Xo,f%,oo
0

k2

3
(1-3e)ko —k
Sk ) T il simy
=1

Fourth, again by (@41 and Lemma 10|

1 PoQ <y + (136 k2 [(OQ <y +(1—32) ko Y1) AT 05 (R 02| V|~ 403)] || w0
A > [ |1 PoQ<ry+0[Rytoa| V|~ hs]||

0,11
_ k1 X’Cs
(<k1+(1-3e)k2

< 2219124(1 3e) k22k2 H ||¢z||5

Fifth,

([ PoQ<ky +(1—30)k D01 AT 05 (Ry02| V|~ 03)] [ wio)
< 28 =3 ke btk A=19; Py, (Rytbn| V|~ 00s) | 1212

2%[(1735)k2+k1]||¢1||L$OL£ ||Rj’@[12|V|71¢3||L?Lg°
2%[(1735)k2+k1]”¢1

AN N N

||LmL2 | RjrballLapee 193]l Lapee

A

2303kl H”%Hs

The sixth and final term is estimated by means of (£.39) and Lemma [£.10

[ PoQ <y +(1—36 k2 [Q <+ (1-32)kp 01 DA™ 05 (Ry1b2 | V|~ 403)] || v (o)
S 2 [ [ s [ PoQ iy + ¢ DA™ 0, (Ry2| V|~ bs) |

1

1
O
Xy

X
3

S 29[|l s | Prs @ (R %02V ™ 403) | 0.3
k

3
< 28R (o) T il s
=1

which concludes Case 8.
Case 9: kg = O(1),max(k;,k3) < —C. Symmetric to Case 8.

Hence we are done with (5.42). Next, we turn to (&43]) which is similar; basically, one uses (G.39)
instead of (540). First, one observes that any reductions in modulation which preceded application
of (B40) to (B42) can equally well be carried out for (5:43) since these bounds only use Lemmas
and Second, observe that the last four terms of (539]) reappear as the last four terms of (540) up
to the order and the choice of signs, both of which are irrelevant. Consequently, one only needs to verify
that the first two terms of (5.39) satisfy the desired bounds.
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Case 1: 0 <k; <ks+ O(1) =ks + O(1). In this case the second terms in (5.39) and (540) satisfy the
same bounds, whence it will suffice to bound the first term in (539). However, by (£41]) and Lemma T
[P I[(@%0) [V~ 42 V|~ 4bs] [ o

S 324100 oy 1B QclIVI 4l VI )]

<C

1
- 0,5,1
x0 2

k3

3
2% H il sk

which is admissible.

Case 2: 0 <k; =ks+ O(1),kes < ks — C. Using the arguments from Case 2 above, we may assume that
1 = Q<(1-32)kyn0—k, ¥1- In addition, it was shown there that it suffices to assume that 12 = Q<crynk, V2,
3 = Q<cky 3. First,

| PoI(Q<(1-3¢)ks n0—ks D1 Q< (| V| 02| V|~ 03]) | o)
(1— 35)k2A0 k1

S2 19Q<-30pkan0-1 ¥1ll o, 3. 1Q=C(IVI™ Yo VT8 aga

0
kl Xkl

(1— 35)1@2 AO—kq

(k1 — k2) H||1/)z||s
i=1

which is admissible. One may also restrict the modulation of the entire output by Q<(1_32)kyn0—k,-
Therefore, applying Lemma [£.12] and Lemma [£10] to the second expression in (5.39)) yields

1 PoQ < (1-36 ks n0— s [OQ<(1-3e)ka neks (V1 [V 002) V[~ 4b3] || vpo)

(1— 3£)k2 NO—kq

<2 ||]5k1QS(1—35)k2/\ak2D(1/}1|V|_1¢2)”X0,7%,1 V1™ 3]l s{ra)
k1

(1—3e)kg AO—k

<2 Q1 -3y kancks (W1 V|~ 1¢2)||X0,%,1||¢3”S[k3]
k1

(1— 3£)k2/\0 kq

S2 (k1 — k2) H||¢z||s
=1

which is admissible.
Case 3: 0 < k; = ko + O(1),ks < ko — C. This is symmetric to Case 2.

Case 4: O(1) <kg =ks+ O(1),k; < —C. This is similar to Case 1. Indeed, the second terms in (5.39)
and (540) satisfy the same bounds, whence it will suffice to bound the first term in (539). However, by
A1) and Lemma [AT10,

||PoI[<DI¢1>|V|*1¢2|V|*1¢3]||N
S Y 2 oQunl o,_w||PoQ<c[|V| ol V7 ] 010

<k,+C Xzz
1
Sk H %3l sprs

=1

which is admissible.
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Case 5: O(1) =ky, ks = kg + O(1). Here again it suffices to only consider the first term in (E39).
Moreover, (550) and (E51) apply whence that first term is bounded by the Strichartz component (214):

Y P (Qek D PV 2|V ) | oy

k<kaNO+C
S Y I1PQekrc(Q<kOvi PI(|V| ™ o VI~ 5] 1 12
k<kaNO+C
S QB2 1PRI(IV] ™ 2| VI~ eps] | L2
k<kaNO+C
kT _kpvo £
SO 2 [[lsma S22 [ Iwillsie
k<ka NO+C =1 e

Case 6: O(1)=k; > ko + O(1) > ks + C. Here one basically starts from (B.52)), which can be handled
via (&.1).

Case 7: ky = O(1) > kg + O(1) > kg + C. This case is symmetric to the previous one.

Case 8: ks = O(1),max(ks,ke) < —C. Asin Case 8 above, one first shows that one can place Q <, +(1—3¢)k,

in front of the entire output, as well as in front of 1. So it suffices to consider

PoQ<hy+(1-35)ks [Q< s+ (1-30) 1 0P Y1 AT 0,1 Q35 (Itha, Tn3)]
= PoQ <y (1-3e)ks [Qcky +(1-30 b O V1 A1 0;Q <y 4 ¢ PoQp (I, T1h3))]
We now stimate the first two terms on the right-hand side of (B39). First, by the Strichartz compo-
nent (2.14),
PO T(Q<ky + 132y, D01 [V 1402 V|~ 403) | o)
S NPT (Q <y +(1—3e)ke D1 [V |~ 02| V|~ 403 || 11 12
S 2073 | e 2 [V 402 V7 sl 2 e
k
< 203 R || ez |2 | paree 27 7 (1908l aree
3
k
< 9(1=3)kathag—1F H 19l sk
i=1
which is sufficient. Second, by [@39) of Lemma and Lemma 10, and assuming first that k; =
ks +0(1),
[ Po@ <y +(1-36) k2 [O(Q <y 4+ (1—32)ka V11V |~ 002) | V]~ 03] | v
N Z | Po[OQ <+ Pre(Q<ioy +(1—3)k: 1|V ™ 102) V[~ 03] | o

k<k;+C

Y ”PICQSM-%CD('@[JI|v|_1¢2)”X0,7%,1|||v|_1¢3||5[k3]
k<ki+C k

S Z 2k||PkQ§k1+C(¢l|V|_1¢2)||Xo,%,1||¢3||S[k3]
k<ki+C k

3
k—k
S >0 22 [ Illspe
1=1

k<ki+C
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which is admissible. If ks < ky — C, then by the same lemmas,

[ Po@ <y +(1-36 k2 [O(Q <y 4 (1=32)ka V1 IV |~ 002) | V] 03] | v
S P [OQ<(1-3) ka0 Poy (R +(1-32)6 1 [V 452) IV 03] [ v o)
S ||PR1QS(1*35)’€2+CD(¢1|v|_1¢2)”X0,7%,1 || |V|_1’g/13||5{k3]

k1

S 2’“||Pk1Q5(1735)k2+c(¢1|V|_1¢2)||X 1 193] s (ks]

0.3
k1

(1—3e)kg —k 3

—9o€)k2—FR]
SohoT IT1%ills

i=1
which is again admissible. Finally, if k1 < ko — C, then arguing analogously yields
[ PoQ <y +(1 -3¢ ks [D(Q <y +(1=30) ks V11 V| 1102) [V ™ 4h3] | o)

S NIPo[OQ<iy Py (Q <y +-(1-30) %1 |V | 102) [V |~ 03] || vpoy
N ||Pk2Q§k2D(¢1|V|_1¢2)||Xo,—%,1 V1~ ]| ska)
k2

< 27| P, Q< (1/)1|V|_11/)2)||X 11| V3] S(ks)

0,1
k2

3
S 28 I Iillspe

i=1
which concludes this case.
Case 9: kg = O(1),max(k;, ks) < —C. Symmetric to Case 8. This concludes the analysis of (5.43]).

Neither of the identities ([G.39) or (540) applies to (5.44]). Hence, (544) requires somewhat different
arguments.
Case 1: 0 <k; <kg+ O(1)=ksg+ O(1). As in (543]) one sees that it suffices to consider 1)1 = Q<o1.
Then Qn; = Q<cQaq; and we split

PoIdP[TRptby A0, 1Q0 (12, T1h3)]

(5.56) =Y PRQ<r-cd’[RsQ<i—ct1 A7 9;QeQuj(Ith, Ihs)]
t<c

(5.57) + Z PoQe, 0% [R5Q <0, 1 A™10;Q0 Qo (Inh2, Ith3)]
t—C<t,<C

(5.58) + > PoQer, 0 [RsQuyr AT 0;Q0Qa (Ithy, Tths)]
1—C<<C

Decomposing (B.50) via Lemma ] into caps of size 25 yields

PoQ<r—c0’[RsQ<i— o1 A710;Q0 Q0 (Ih2, Ih3)]
= Y PouQ<-c0°[RsQ<r Py w1 AT 0;QrQa; (Iha, Iths)]

kK EC Y
2
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where xk ~ k' denotes that these caps have distance about 25. Hence we gain a factor of 2¢ from the
nullform involving 9% and Rg. From (ZZ9) one now obtains

(VB

1G58 | vy S Y ( > ||P0,KQSZ*08ﬁ[RﬁQSE*CPkl,K'i/}lAilanEQaj(11/)2,I¢3)]||12\IF[R])

(<C k~KIECY
2

1

Sy 22 i2 Tl( > Py wQst—cthrllFp2” 2k1||Q‘ZQ“3(¢2’¢3)HL2L2)

<C NECg
3¢ k1 _k1 k2
< Z 270272 ||Y1lspr2” 7 27 2 (|62l sppay W3] s (ko)
<C

3
gt~ F H I3l 51k

Here we also used Lemma 2.7 as well as Lemma .16l The expressions in (5.57)) are decomposed into caps
13
of size 22 but without separation. Therefore, with a gain of 2¢* from the outer null-form,

1
3
1
201

1
, )
S Y (X I1RmQud IRsQen Py tn A0 Qe Qs (T, Tz )
(—C<t,<C kK" E€C ey
2

16 DIve S > (D I1Pw@e 0 [RoQsts Pro it A 0;Qe Qs (T2, )|

o,
1—C<6:<C  k,w'€Cy Xo

N

1

(5.59) S Y (X IPnQu0 (ReQet, P w1 A7 0,QeQu; (T, I I35, )

(—C<<C  RK'ECy
2

To pass to ([.89) one invokes the improved Bernstein estimate of Lemma 211 Hence, this can be further
bounded by

=

S 0D 2“( > ||QgelPk1,w1||%m2‘2’“||QeQaj<Iwz,st>]lling)

1—C<0,<C KECq,
2

A

1 —k k
> (X Qe Pl ) 22T 2 Q0 (Tun Iz

1—C<t,<C KECq,
2
3
ky _ k2
S2TTT H [9ill sra)

r (558) one proceeds similarly, performing a cap decomposition and placing the entire expression
in L} L2. We skip the details.

Case 2: 0 < k; =kg+ O(1),ke < kg — C. This is essentially the same as the preceding with Lemma [£22]
replacing Lemma

Case 3: 0 < k; = ko + O(1),ks < ko — C. This is symmetric to the preceding.

Case 4: O(1) < kg =ks + O(1),k; < —C. Thisis very similar to Case 1. First, one checks that the entire
output can be restricted by QQ<,. This implies that due to the I-operator in front of 11, the decomposition
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(E56)-([B58) continues to hold but with £ < ky + C:

PoIdP[TRpth1 A0, 1Q 0 (1o, I1h3)]

(5.60) = Z PoQ<i-c’[RsQ<rctr A710;Q0 Qa0 (Itha, Ih3)]
<k,+C

(5.61) + > PQu[ReQer 1 A 0;QuQu (It In)3)]
—C<t,<ki4+C

(5.62) + > PQer,d’[RpQu i AT 0;QuQu; (Tths, It)3)]

{=C<lr<k1+C

. . . L=F1
One can again decompose (5.60) into caps, but of size 272 . Therefore,

=

IESD) v S Y ( > ||P0,HQS€—CBB[R,@QSZ—CPICI»R,wlA_lanfPOQaj(Iw%I¢3)]||12\IF[N])

L<ki+C k~K'ECL_ky
2

3(¢—k1) k1 ~
D ) ( > ||Pk1,nQ§£701/)1||%[n]||QEPOQaj(7/}271/)3)”%%L%)

[N

<ki14+C KECy
2
3(¢—k1) k1 ko
S >0 2T 27 [ lsp2 2 W2l s €l sia)
e
k k
<27 7 [[ 1l s,
1=1

which is admissible. Furthermore, ||(E61])|| x[o) is bounded by

1

< Z ( Z ||Po,nQe1(95[RﬂQgélPkl,n'%/JlA*langQaj(I¢2,st)]H;o,,%,l)E

—C<i<k1+C 5,k E€Cyy i, 0
2

01 - %
S Y 23> IPwQud RaQst Pyt AT 0,Q0Qu (T, T332 )

—C<t1<k1+C N,H’ECg17k1
R R K

Nl=

14 ~
s > 28N Qe Pt s s 1QePoQus (T2, Ts)]I321 )

(—C<t <k +C KEC ok,
2
1
b -k 2 2 .t k2 ~
< > 2220 ( ) ||Q§&Pk1,n’¢1||s[k1,m]> 2757 |QePo Qo (12, 13)] || 2.2
(—C<t <k +C WECy k)
2

3
kg _ky
$27 7 ] Illspe
1=1

Finally, (5.62)) is similar to the previous estimate and we skip it.

Case 5: O(1) =k;, kg = ks + O(1). We apply (550) and reduce the modulation of ¢ via (E5I)) to ¢ =
®<xk1. Furthermore,

(5.63) Po0”IRsQ<itpr A1 0Pl Quj(¥2,¢3)] = RoI[D|V| ™' Qeptpr A0 Pil Qo (2, ¢3)]
(5.64) + P I[RsQ<itpr A1 0;0° Prd Quj (102, 1)3)]
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Lemmas and imply the following bound on (G63)):

> NPIOIV T Qertrr A0, Pl Qo (12, 93)]l| oy
k<kaNO+C

S Y 22 TRV Qutnl o g AT P Qo (Ya )|

XO,%,I
k<kzAO+C m<k k
g —1k2v0 :
SO 2 [ Willspeg S 27250 T [ Il s
k<kaNO+C i=1 i=1
which is admissible. The second term ([G.64) needs to be expanded as follows:
(5.65) 2R3Q <ty A1 0;0° Pyl Qo (12, 93) = D[Q<k| V|1 A0, Pul Quj(ha, v3)]
(5.66) — 0Q<k|V|™ 1 AT 0 Pl Quj(12,1)3)
(5.67)

— Q<k|V| T 1 OAT10; Pl Qo (12, 13)

We just dealt with the term (5.66). Since the modulation of the entire output is < 2, one concludes that

G S Y, IBIQ<kIVI™ 1 AT10; Pl Qaj (2, U3)lll Lo,y

k<ka ANO+C

k _
SO 22 | Wnllnerz AT 0Pl Qi (2, )l 22

k<kaNO+C
< k—ko 3 < —lkrg\/O 3
SO 2 [T Illsp S 272V T [ 1l s
k<kxNO+C =1 i=1

as well as, from Lemma [A.12]
GBS Y, Q<klVI 1 DA™ 0, Pl Qay(v2, s)][|vpo
k<kaAO+C

S Z ||1/)1||Lt°°Lg||DA713ijIQaj(¢271/)3)||X8,7%,1

k<kaNO+C

3 3
3k—k 1
S D 2 2 ] Illspey S 272 YO T T il s
1=1

k<ko AO+C' i=1

which is sufficient.

Case 6: O(1) =ky > ko + O(1) > ks + C. As before, one reduces the modulation of 11 to 91 = Q<k, 1.
Furthermore,

(5.68)

PodPI[RpQ<iyth1 A™10; Py 1 Q0 (Y2, 93)] = PoI[O|V| ' Qeiyth1 A0 Py I Quj (Y2, 93)]
(5.69)

+ PoI[RsQ<rythr A™10;0° Py 1 Q0 (2, 43)]
Lemmas and imply the following bound on (5.68)):

[ PoI[O[V] ™ Q<o thr A7 05 Py I Q0 (Y2, ¥3)] || o)

S 3 2 DIV Quitnl o A0 Pra T Qi (2, )|

mgkg

,1

3
< 26k =k) TT [l g1
=1
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which is admissible. The second term (5.69) needs to be expanded as follows:

(5.70) 2R5Q <k, b1 AT10;0° Py 1Q0j (102,03) = O[Q<ky [V ™11 AT10; Py 1 Q0 j (12, 3)]
(5.71) — 0Q<1, | V| 101 A710; Py 1 Q0 (W2, 103)
(5.72) — Q<i, |V 1p1 OAT10; Py 1 Q0 (W02, b3)

We just dealt with the term (5.71)). Since the modulation of the entire output is < 22, one concludes that
ET0) < [1P[Q<k| VI~ 1 A™10; Py 1 Qaj (¢, 3)]

1
|| S0, —5,1
X 5
0

k ~
S 27 [l r2 AT 05 P, TQa (W2, 053) | L2 12
3 3
< 26790 k) TT Yy sy < T 0l st
=1 i=1
as well as, from Lemma [£.12]
BT S |Q<k| VI~ 1 OAT9; Py 1 Q0 (2, ¥)] | v
S e DA ™05 Pr, I Qaj (2, 3)

||)f 3

.0,—4 1
s s
0

< 9(3—e)(ka—ka) oks ﬁ il s
i=1
which concludes Case 6.
Case 7: k; = O(1) > kg + O(1) > kg + C. This case is symmetric to the previous one.
Case 8: ks = O(1),max(ks, ke) < —C. The modulation of the output can be reduced to Q< :
P00 1Q >, [RpQ <k, 1 A1 05 PoT Qo (b2, 103)] || oy
S 277 Wl o AT ;P01 Qo (. ) s

3
k
< 2726798 I [lyslsp
=1

Similarly, the input ¢ can be reduced to Q<g,%1. As in Case 6,

Pyd° Qi [Rs Qi o1 A7 PoQ sy Qo (2, 93)]
(5.73) = PoQ<i, [0V Qery 1 A0 BoQ<ry Qaj (12, 3)]
(5.74) + PoQ<iy [RsQ<iy b1 A710;0° PoQ<ie, Qaj (Y2, 3))]
Lemmas and imply the following bound on (5.73)):
|1 PoQ<ky [OIV]| T Qg b1 A0, PoI Quj (Y02, 403)] | w0y
S 3 2BV Qb oy | PoQk, Qs (W ¥ oy

X 2
m<kq 0

3
LaTpS N
<27 20798 I T |Illspey
=1

which is admissible. The second term (5.74)) needs to be expanded as follows:

(5.75) 2RQ <k, vy AT19;0° PoI Quj(vh2, ¥3) = DO[Q<i, [V 01 A0, PoI Qaj (12, 3)]
(5.76) — 0Q<k, [V 1 A710; Py T Qa (2, 13)
(5.77) — Q<i, V|11 DA™, Py Quj (12, 3)
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We just dealt with the term (E76]). Next,
GT5) S 10Q<k [Q<i [V~ 4 Aflajponaj(wz,¢3)]||Xg,7%,1
S 2F VI e | AT 03 Pl Qu (W, ¥5) 3
S22k ﬁ ll%ill sr:)
1=1

as well as, from Lemma [4.12]

GTD) S 11Q<k, VI~ o1 OAT10; PaQ <y Qaj (2, 13)] | oy
S s 1DAT10; PoQ<k,y Qi (2, 3)

HX[()J—%l
1 k1 3
< 2679825 T IIillspe
i=1
which concludes Case 8.
Case 9: kg = O(1),max(k;, ks) < —C. Symmetric to Case 8. O

Remark 5.6. It follows from the high-low-low interaction case of the proof of Lemma that for some
o >0,

3
(5.78) || PoI [Py, Ity 0°0; A™" Prd Qs (Pry 2, Pist3)|| ypoy S 2% w(ky, ko, ks) [ T I1¥illsge
=1

provided k1 = O(1), k < ko = k3 + O(1) < O(1).

5.3. Improved trilinear estimates with angular alignment. We conclude this section on trilinear
bounds with a technical result which we shall require in several instances, such as the blow-up criterion of
the following section. By Corollary 5.4 one gains extra smallness outside of the parameter range (5.38));
note that the latter describes precisely Case 5 in the proof of Lemmas[(5.1land 5.5 which is the high-low-low
case of interactions. In fact, the exact same gain as in that corollary can also be obtained for the trilinear
expressions of Lemma

Corollary 5.7. The nonlinearities of Lemmal[5.70 satisfy the estimates of Corollary[54 Le., given § >0
there exist L, L' large so that the §—gains in the sum over E;ﬁ,kz,ks as well as Zgl7k2;k3 with k < kg — L',
are obtained for the three types of trilinear null-forms in Lemma [50

Proof. As in the case of Corollary 5.4 this follows from the form of the weights w(k1, k2, k3) as well as
from the fact that an extra gain in Case 5 of Lemma [5.5] was obtained when k < ko — L'. O

However, one cannot gain smallness in the high-low-low case without further assumptions. In this
section we shall prove that angular alignment between the Fourier support of at least two of the inputs
implies smallness in this case.

We start with the contributions by I°Qg;. In Corollary [5.4] we isolated one case where smallness cannot
be obtained without any further assumptions. It was given by the sum Zgl ko kacz OVer the range (.38)
together with ko — L' < k < ko + O(1). Recall that L and L’ are very large depending on §. Throughout
this section, 1; will be Schwartz functions satisfying

igllaz)%z | Pepi| 5y < K
T ke

for some constant K. We shall use Zgl ko.kacz TePeatedly in the sense that it was defined earlier.
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Lemma 5.8. Given any 6 > 0 there exists mo(9) large and negative such that

ko4+O(1) 2
E § ko ke § E ”Povtw Pkldjl A9, ICPKQB](sz,szj%Pk37f€3¢3)]”N
1,k2,k3€Z °
K2,k3ECm k=ko—L’ j=1

dist(ko,k3) <270

<JKZ%sup max, 2” U“‘k‘HPM/JzHS

kez =1,2,3
as well as
ko+O(1) 2
> Zk ok > D NPV [Pry s 01 AT 01 P Qg (Pry a2, Py ¥3)] v
1,k2,k3s€Z
K/17K/26C7n0 k=ko—L’ j=1
dist(r1,k2) <20
ka4+0O(1) 2
+ > Zkl P D D P Ve Py 01 AT 0T P Qi (Pry 2, Pry s )]l v
K1,k3ECm k=ko—L’ j=1

dist(k1,k3)<2™M0

<0 K%sup max 2~ Uo‘k‘HPkZ/JZHs
kez 1=1,2,3

Proof. The proof simply consists in verifying that the argument in Case 5 of Lemma [B5.1] allows for this
extra gain. We first consider angular alignment between t; and . In this case, we will need to repeat
the argument of Case 5, obtaining the gain from Bernstein’s inequality. First, restrict the output by Q>o
and assume that ¢ = Py, ., %1 and ¥ = Py, ,%2 with fixed caps k1, k2. In the end, one verifies that it
is possible to sum over these caps. Then

[ PoQ200" [th1 A™10;1°Qp; (b2, 93)] || w0}

k2+0O(1)
(5.79) S Y IRQso[th A10;Qu< <o PeQp; (b, ¥3)]l 1212
k=kz—L
k240O(1)
(5.80) + Y > 2 RQu Q@i AT 05Qm Pr Qg (Yo, )l 212
k=ka— L' m>C
ka+O(1)
(5.81) + Z Z [1PoQ>0[Q5m—ct1 AT 0;Qum PrQp; (2, vs)] |l 1212

k=ko—L' m>C

. . . 1 1 1
First, by Lemma [£I8 and with M large but finite and st =19

ka+0(1)
G S D illpers 1Qrs <o PeQpi (W2, ¥s)]ll 12 pas
k=ko—L"
ko+0O(1) 3

(L1 ko 2
S >0 2G|y || e p2 2227220 ||| gy [ sy < O [T N0 s
k=ko—1L' i=1
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Since p > 2 one can take mg large and negative to obtain the final estimate here. Second, again by

Lemma [£.T8|
k2+0(1) ~
EEDS S 3 2 AQulQ@cn ot A 0;0m Pk Qs )] 212
k=ko—L' m>C
k2+0(1)

S Z Z 27| ¢n | Lee 1 27| QP Qi (W2, ¥3)] |l L2 Lo

k=ko—L' m>C

k2+0(1) 1 1 k 2 3 3
< N ameGmpaso—ckalhald TT Iwill sy < 6 [T Iillsing
k=ko—L’ i=1 i=1
and third,

GEDS Y. D> 1Qsm-c¥illrzre2 *1QmPeQsi (2, v3)]l pge

k=ko—L' m>C

Salkeldr N~ 9o N 9= g |l g0y 2% (| Qun P Qi (Y2, U3)] 200
k=ko—L' m>C

k2+0(1)

mo(%—2 = —(5—2e)m —em || )
<2mebampalkelir N N 9= G2Im gy || g 27| Qun Pe Qp (%2, )]l 212

k=ko—L' m>C
3
< 5H l[9ill sk
=1

where one argues as in the previous two cases to pass to the last line. Next, suppose the output is limited
by QSQ. Then

ka+0(1)
1PoQ<0d’ I AT 0, 1°Qp; (o, ¥3)lvo S D D Q1 A0 PuQun Qg (2, )]l 1 12
k=ko—L' m>C
k2+0(1)
SO D 1Qmnllezre 27 PeQim Q5 (W2, ) L2 pas
k=ko—L' m>C

(5.82) et

1_1 —(1—-2¢)m —em 574 9
SemGTH N S o OBy gy 2ol || Qi Qi (v, ) 22
k=ky—L' m>C
L k2+0O(1) . 2 3
S 2G5 N ([l gpe 2827220 s spa s 518 < O T Iillspe
k—ks—L' =1

which is again admissible. To conclude the case of angular alignment between 1,19, we sum over k1, ko
using Cauchy-Schwarz, Lemma 218 and Corollary

Finally, consider the case where 15 and 13 are aligned on the Fourier side. Using Lemmas .17 and [£.2]]
instead of Lemmas and (.18 respectively, one immediately verifies that the desired gain can indeed be
obtained. The only exception here is the estimate (5.22)). But this case is excluded here as it involves 1 Qg;
and not I°Qg;. O

Next, we need to obtain an analogous statement in the hyperbolic regime of the inner nullform. As in
Corollary [5.4] Lemma implies the following result.
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Corollary 5.9. Let § > 0 be small. Then

"

2
D i 2 I PR P 1 AT 0,1 PQsy (Prtha, Pt g

k<ko—L' j=1

"
+Zk1,k2,k3€Z > ||21P0 o[ R7 Py tn A 05T Qg (Pey 2, Pey03)] |y g
J

k<ko—L'

’N[O]

"
+ an,kz,ks&Z Z || Zl PO R'@P/ﬁ wl 1ajIPk Qﬂj (sz ¢2’ Pk?’w?’)”
J

k<ko—L'

<6 K?sup max, 2- ao‘k‘HPM/JzHS
kez =

where L' = L'(L,6) is a large constant.

Next, we need to obtain an improvement in the range (5.38) under the additional assumption of angular
alignment.

Lemma 5.10. For any 6 > 0 there exists mo(9), a large negative constant, such that

k2+0(1) 2

Z Zkl ko, k3€Z Z H ZPoaﬂ[RaPkl¢1A_1ajIPkQ3j(Pk2,n2¢2u Pk37N3¢3)]HN[O]

K2, ngcmo _kQ—L/ ]:1

dist(ko,k3) <270

<SK?sup max, 2- U°|k|||Pk¢z||S

keZ =1,2,3
as well as
" ka+0(1)
—1
Z Zk11k27k3€Z Z HZPO R Pk1¢1 6jIPkQﬂj(Pk2)’i2w2’Pk?”HSwS)]HN[O]
K2,k3E€Cm k=ky—L’  j=1

dist(k2,k3)<2™M0
k2+0(1) 2

+ > Zkl o b Y 1> Pods[RO P i AT 01 Pu Qs (Pra s ¥, Prara¥3)]| g

K2,k3ECm, k=ko—L' j=1
dist(k2,k3)<2™M0

< 6 K?sup max, 2” ‘TOWHPH/%HS[IC
kez =1,

for any a = 0,1,2. An analogous statement holds in case 1,1 or 1,13 are similarly aligned.

Proof. We begin with the first trilinear form, and also assume alignment between 1, and 3. We first
reduce ourselves to the purely hyperbolic case, i.e., when all inputs are restricted by the operator I, as
well as the entire output. Without further mention, implicit constants are allowed to depend on L, L'.
In particular, we assume that k, k1, k2, k3 are fixed in the range we are summing over. In the notation of
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Lemma 5.1} if Ag = I¢, then A; = I and by Lemma .17,
> [PoIO° IV oth1r A~ 051 Q. (Piy s 25 Py, 3)]l| o)

K2,k3ECm
dist(k2,k3) <20

< Y Y T RQuI@m Viewtht A0 P Qu (Pry a2, Py 3)l 2212
k2,83€Cm,  mMm>0
dist(ko,k3)<2™0

< > > 2™ Qb [l 22 2 1P T Q8 (Pry ey, Prg eths)ll| e e
K2,63E€Cm m>0
dist(k2,k3)<2™0

k
S > 911l sik,) 27 (1 Pk Qi (Pra o V2, Prs s ¥3) || 2212
K2,53ECm
dist(ko,k3)<2™0

k ka
< 022 |91 | 575012 | Proa 2l ska) | Pres V3L s1ks) < SN0l 5701 | Pra 2| 51a) | Prvs Y03 | k)

Summing over k1 = O(1), k2 = k3 + O(1) yields the desired gain. Hence, we can assume that Ag = I as
well as Ay = 1. If Ay = I¢, then also A3 = I¢ and

||P0]6ﬁ [leAilajIQﬂj (Icpkzyfizw?v ICP/C37N3¢3)]HN[O]

S Y AT O I PLQui (I° Py ey 2, T Pay eyl L 12

S |W)1”Lt°°L§ 27k||IPkQ5j(ICPk2,K2w2a ICP]C:&%“/@)”L}L;"
S ||¢1 ||L§’°L§ Z 27k ||Q3j(QmPk27N2¢2a Qmpksﬁsw3)”L%Lg°

Splitting the modulations of the last two inputs dyadically yields

S ||¢1||L$°L§ Z 27k ||Pk2,f€2Qm¢2||L§Lg° ||Pk3,K3Qmw3”Lng°
m2k2+C

S22t e D 2"“"“22‘2(1‘5)”2(1‘28”“2IIsz,QOwzlle;ﬁ,lfs,ooIIPkg,QOzDsIIXf;ﬁ,m,m
m>ko+C ko k3

S 2709l sk ||Pk2,n21/)2||X7;+5,175,2||Pk3,n31/13||X7;+a,17£,2

k2 k3
Summing over the caps kg, k3 and k1 = O(1), ko = k3 + O(1) yields the desired gain.
We may therefore assume that 49 = A; = As = A3z = I, which reduces us to the trilinear nullform
expansion (B.40) restricted to Case 5 of LemmalB.5 Beginning with the first of the trilinear nonlinearities
and for the case of aligned 9,13, we now modify the analysis of Case 5 from that lemma. For ease
of notation we will fix caps kg,x3 and drop the projections Py, .,. In the end, an application of the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality will allow for summation over the caps. We first limit the modulation of y:

[ Po0° Q51 [Qs ke Ity A™10; Pl (Rpbo Rjtbs — RjtbaRpts)]|| wpo)
S P00 Qo1 [Qskrc vy [AT O} PI(IV] ™ 2 R;bs) — Pl (V] 2 Rats)]]l| 4o, -
<278 Q> kol 2z [AT 075 PeI(|V|™ o Ritbs) — Pl(IV|~ ' ha Rphs)|| Lo no

3
S 275 s 272 27 101 | sy 1902 5o 2 903 poo 2. < 5H 19ill s

=1

1
201

where the gain is a result of Bernstein’s inequality. Summation over ks, k3 is admissible here in view of
Lemma I8 Hence, if the inner output has frequency ~ 2* then we may assume that 1; has modulation <
2%, Next, we apply (5.40) and bound the six terms on the right-hand side of that identity one by one.
Previously, we estimated the first term by means of the Strichartz component (2.I4]). However, this does
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not seem to yield the angular improvement so we use a different argument:

| PolB(Q<kthr PeI[|V ]~ 4|V~ 3]) | v oy
S Y 1PQa(Qertr PeI (V] 2|V T ]| o1

X,
a<k+C
(5.83)

S > 28Qektullzzr 2°1PQ; VI 02l VI s 1

a<j<k+C

+ Y 22 Qarttn | spen PR QI e [V )

0,41
X 2
j<a<lk+C k

Lemma (4.0 was used to pass to the last line. By Corollary one can continue as follows:

i _i—ka _3ky
N Z 2% 1| o2 276277 2772 ||| 5] 193 | 58]
j<k+C

(5.84)

3
_Jdzke _ 3ky g
+ > 2P Nnllsp 02777 2772 27 |[vhallspra €l skay < 0 [T 0il s
j<ktC -1

Moreover, Corollary [£.9] shows that this bound allows for summation over the caps.

For the second term, we can assume that ¢ = Q<p,+ct1, see above. Then, by Corollary 414 as well
as Corollary 9] and some large constant M,

Yo IOV Prea )V Prg a2l v
K2,k3ECm
dist(ko,k3) <270

1
J—ko ~ _ 2 _
S2mal 30 2T (X IR0Q; T Py t) 2y ) IV el s

j<ko+C K£3E€Cm 0

3 3
m ik k3=i Kz g _
S22 mol Y 27w 2w 272527 [ [ il sy SO [ [ il simy

j<k2+C

i=1 i=1
Third, by Lemma 12 and [@32]) of Corollary [1.9]
> 1P I[Q <ty ct1 OV~ Pry ey 02) [V | Prg g 3] [ v o

K2,63E€Cm,
dist(k2,k3) <270

i—k ~ o
S D2 Y (1PQeksr (1| V] T Py gs))|

| 032 1BQ3(IVIT Py t2) o4
j<ka+C K2,k3€EC 0 ko
’ dist(2n2,3/<3)ggm0

A

1
D — 2
(X 1PQeksrc @IV Prygtia) |2 4 1) Il
0

K3 Ecnlo

1
~ _ 2
S S (X IRQuIVI T P )P0y ) I lsiea
(<katC  Ka€Cumg Xo
ket 3 3
S >0 02227 272 R [ illsey S O T I1bill s
1<kotC i=1

=1
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The summation over the caps was carried out explicitly for the second and third terms since it requires
some care. Fourth, by (£41]) and Corollary 9]

| PoI[(OQ<iktcth1) A0, Pl (Rjb2| V|~ b3)] || no)
£ ~ _
Y 27[1BQen [ oy 1PRQrtc Rt VIT ]l o pa
L<k+C k1 k
S8y D 2l i 25427 2% ||| a1V sl s S 827 H”%Hs
L<k+C m<k+C

=1

Since k = k1 + O(1) = ko + O(1), the fifth term

| PoI0[Q<k+ o1 A 0; P (Riv2| V|~ 03)] | v o)

is bounded exactly like the first, see (B.83)), (B.84]). The sixth and final term is estimated by means of ([@39))
and Corollary

| PoI[Q<kt o1 DAT0; Pl (Rya| V|~ 43)] || w0
S llspen) 281 Pr@<kr cBAT 0 (Ryta| V| s | PR

Slnllsmg > 2K PQum(Ryw2| VI sl

0,51
Xk
m<k+C

Sollnllsm) Y 2272 ||9ba sira) |93l s1ks) S 02°2 H il sk
m<k+C

=1

m k3

as claimed.

We now repeat this analysis for the case of alignment between v; and 13 (the remaining case being

symmetric). We again begin with the reduction of various modulations. Using the notation of Lemma [5.]
if Ag = I¢, then A; = I°. By ([@5]) of Lemma 16 and with 2

>t g where g < oo is very large,

§ ||P0[caﬂ[lcvt,mpk1,m1/)l
K1,k3ECm
dist(k1,k3)<2™0

< Z Z 2_€m||P0Qm[vat@Pk1ﬁ1 U1 A_laijIQﬂj (P2, Pksﬁswii)]”Lsz
K1,k3€ECm,  m=>0
dist(r1,k3) <270

5 Z 2(175)m Z

m>0

AT'0;1Qp; (W, Pry iy ¥3)]l| N o]

1Qm Py r V1l L2z 27 1 PLI Qpj (2, Pry iy ¥3)]l| poo 1t
K1,k3ECm,

dist(k1,k3)<2™0
1

1
§2m0§ *)221 €) ( Z ||Pk1,n1Qm7/}1||%2L2)22(1_2

22 : E)k( ) ||IPkQﬁj(1/12,Pka,nﬂ/)s)“%ﬂg)
m>0 Nlecwno

K3 Ecnlo

[N
[N

3
ot L1y a(1—2
< [mo| 20352074 ||¢1||x°1 2| Py ¥l s1kay | Prs sl spes) S 6 [ 1l
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Hence, we can assume that Ag = I as well as A; = I. If Ay = I, then also A3 = I¢ and
| PoI0P (I Ppy oy 01 AT 0;1Q 5 (12, I Pry ey ¥3)] || (0]

S D M Py s 01 AT TP Qg (T2, 1 Pry ey ts)l | L2 12

S ||Pk1,l~”~1¢1||Lt°°L§ 27k||IPkQ5j(ICw2a ICP]C:&%“/@)”L}L;"
S ||P7€17N1w1 ||LSOL§ Z 27k ||Q3j(Qm¢2u Qmpffsﬁsw3)”L%Lg"

SHPemllizrz Y 2" Q] zrs | Pey s @mtbsl Lz
mg o B -
S27 +k2||Pk1,n11/}1”Lt°°L§ Z gm—hagm2(i=ema(l 25)k2||@m1/)2||x—;+s,1—s,oo||Pk3,K3Qm7/}3||X—§+s,1—s,oo
m>ko+C k2 k3

mq
S27 ||Pk1,m¢l||L§°L§||¢2||X—;+s,1—s,2||Pk3,N3¢3||X—§+a,1—a,2
ko k3
Summing over the caps k1,x3 and k1 = O(1), ka = k3 + O(1) yields the desired gain. For ¢ one uses
Lemma 218 As before, this reduces us to the trilinear nullform expansion (5.40). By the estimate ([G.83)),

it suffices to consider P<j oy if the inner output has frequency ~ 2*. Beginning with the first term on
the right-hand side of (540), one has

> [1PoIO(Q <1 Pry sy 1 PrI[[V |~ 02| V| ™1 Pry g 3] o)
517N3€C7n0
dist(r1,k3)<2™M0

Y S 1PQa(Q<k Py s 1 Pl [V~ | V|7 Py ey ts]) |

XO,%J
a<k+C K1,k3€Cm, 0
(5.85) dist(k1,k3)<2™0
1 1
a 2 _ _ 2
S Y 2 (N IQaPuwmtilier) (X IAQIVIT V2 VI Poatelllds 2
a<j<k+C K1 K1

=

3k Ja _ _
+ 30 2ot s (S IRQ IV IV Pl )
K3

j<a<k+C

Corollary .8 was used to pass to the last line. By Lemma 218 and Corollary one can continue as
follows:

i ik 3k
SO D 22 llngerz 2275 27 |2l s 93l skl
i<kiC
(5.86) ,
_Jd=ka _3ka j
+6 Y 2 nllspm 27 F 27 27 [l spka 1€l sikay < O [T 0l s
j<ktC i=1

Moreover, Corollary shows that this bound allows for summation over the caps. For the second term,
we can assume that ¥ = Q<g,+c¥1, see above. Then, by Lemma [£12] as well as Corollary 9]

> | PoT[O(Piey ey V11V P ns ¥3) V|~ 2]l w10
K1,53E€Cm
dist(r1,k3) <20

J—ko ~ _ _
AR > IRDQ;(Pey it V] 1Pk3,mw3)llxg,,%,m 1191~ 42 5ika)

J<k2+C K1,Kk3ECm,q
dist(k1,k3)<2™0

3 3
j—k ko—j k i
So Y 22 d e [T willspg S 0 [ Iillsing
=1

J<ke+C i=1
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Third, by Lemma 12 and [@32]) of Corollary [1.9]

> IPOI[Q <kz ¢ Py sy 10(IV |~ 1402) [V Pry 3] | w10

K1,k3E€ECm
dist(k1,k3) <270

Z ||P0Q<k2+C(Pk1,m¢l|v| 1Pk37N3¢3)|| 0,41 ||DQJ(|V| 177[’2)”)-(0,—%,00
j<k2+C K1,63E€Cm %o k2
dist(k1,k3)<2™0
S > 1 PoQ<ks € (Phy iy 1|V Pry s ¥3)| o ballvzllsp)
K1,k3€Cm, %o

dist(r1,k3)<2™0

3 Yo PQe(Bry i r VI Pry s ¥3) oy ¥l stk
<ky+C  K1,k3ECm, ’
dist(k1,k3)<2™0

< Z 522

L<ko+C

Hll@bzllsw <5H||¢l||5[k
i=1

Fourth, by Lemma .12, Cauchy-Schwarz applied to the cap-sum, and Corollary .9

> [P I[(OQ <+ P iy ¥1) AT 03 PuI (Rjtb2 [V |7 Prg iy ¥3)] || o)
K1,63E€Cm,
dist(k1,k3)<2™0

Slmol Y 2%[0Qe | (,,_Oo( Y I1PQekrc Riva| VI Pry g tis] 0%1)

<k+C K3 Ecnlo

[SIES

S
S6 Y D o 1l o %oo 22 o s V1 s siry S 027 H”'@bl”S[k
£<k+C m<k+C i=1

Since k = k1 + O(1) = ko 4+ O(1), the fifth term

1 PoI0[Q<k 01 AT 0 Pl (Rjha|V| ™ 4b3)] || wpoy

is bounded exactly like the first, see (B.83]), (5:84).

The sixth and final term is estimated by means of
Corollary 14l and Corollary

> I PoI[Q<k-C Py sy 1 OAT 05 BT (Rj3h2 V|~ Pry o 03)] | oy

K1,63E€Cm,
dist(r1,k3)<2™0

[N

Shmollvallswg 2 3 (D IPQuOAT 0 (RalV I Pyt )

m<k+C  K3ECm,

Solvnllsmy Y, 282

m<k+C

3
F ol spea 105 s7as] S 5242 1T 1illsw
as claimed. The other two types of trilinear null-forms are similar and left to the reader. O

Remark 5.11. The proof of the preceding estimates actually leads to a slightly better result: letting
PyF(Py, 11, Piytba, Peatb3) be a frequency localized trilinear null-form as above, then given any § > 0,
there exists some [y < —100 such that we can write

PoF (P, Y1, Peytba, Pryis) = Fi + Fo

109
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where Fj is a sum of energy, X504 a5 well as wave-packet atoms of scale | > [ (where scale refers to the
size 2! of the caps s used), with the bound

3
1P vo) S wlken, ko, k) TT 1Pk, sy

j=1

and universal implied constant (independent of §), while we also have

3
171l njo) S Sw(ky, ka2, ks) H | Pre; il si)

j=1
The reason for this is that whenever a wave-packet atom of extremely fine scale is being used to estimate
some constituent of PyF’, one gains a small exponential power in that scale.

6. QUINTILINEAR AND HIGHER NONLINEARITIES

Here we detail the estimates needed in order to control the higher order error terms generated by the
process described in Section Bl This section is quite technical but the main point here is that the higher
order terms, while still somewhat complicated, are much easier to estimate than the trilinear null-forms,
and only require a very mild null-structure. We start with the lowest order errors, of quintilinear type.
These are either of first or second type, see the discussion in Section Bl We commence with those of the
first type, which can be schematically written as

Vo [0V RV V1 Quy (1, ¥)))],

where not both v, u are simultaneously zero. Assume that v = 0, 4 # 0, the remaining cases being treated
analogously. The following lemma is then representative for the higher order errors, for a universal § > 0.

Lemma 6.1. We have the estimates
1Vt [P0V " Pr, (Ro Piey Y1V Pry (Pry 02V Pry Qe (Proy 3, Proytba))] |l o)

4
< 2tminizotrika}mmexszotrs U TT || Py, il speg, 71 < =10
=0

[Vt [Prot0V ™" Pry (Ro Pry )1V ™' Pry (Pry 02V ™ Pry Qi (Pry 3, Pry¥04)))] [l vpo)

4
< 2thogdtmintrako}mmaxtn M TT | Pl sipg, 1€ [+10,10]
=0

[Vt Po[Pro 0V ™" Pry (RoPry 1 V™' Pry (Pry b2V Pry Qi (Pry 03, Pryt04)))]l| o)

4
< 9—8kogdmin{r; k;}—max{r; k;}] H ||Pkﬂ/)iHS[ki]v ry > 10
i=0
All implied constants are universal.

Proof. All three inequalities are proved similarly, and we treat here the high-low case in detail, i.e., the
first of them. We first deal with the elliptic cases:

(i): Output in elliptic regime. This is the expression (we have included the gratuitous cutoff P_5 5 in
light of r; < —10)
VP 5,5Q510[PotoV " Pr, (RoPiy 1 V™ Pry (PrythoeV ™ Py Qi (Pry¥s, Proyt01)))]

= Z VP55 Q1[PotoV ' Pry (Ro Py 1 V' Pry (Piy b2V Pry Qi (P03, Proy¥04)))]
1>10

Now distinguish between further cases:
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(i1): max{ki,...,ks} <, RoPy, 91 = RoPr,Q<i—100%1. In this case at least one other factor Py,1);
has modulation at least 2/-19. For argument’ s sake, let this be Py, = Pr,@s1—10%2 (the other cases
being similar), so we now reduce to estimating

Z VP55 QuPotoV " Pry (Ro Py Q<i—1001V " Pry (Pry Q>1-10%2V " Pry Qi (Pig b3, Proy4)))],
1>10

where we also make the further assumptions of case (il). Freezing [ for now, we estimate this expression
as follows: first, note that we get

IV Py (P, Q11092 V™ Pry Qi (Prs 3, Pk41/)4))||L2H%

4
< 2(175)(k27l)2[min{r2,3,k2,3,4}7max{rz,37k2,3,4}] H ||Pk1/)J||S[k]
~ f] J
Jj=2

This follows by straightforward usage of Bernstein’s inequality and the definition of S[k], as well as ex-
ploiting the null-structure of );;. Furthermore, we have

k
[RoPr, Q<i—100¥1 22, S 2=k 2= 3 || Py ¥ || s k)

where € > 0 is as in the definition of S[k], which implies that

l—k
| Ro Py Q<i—100¢1 | ooz S 29070272 || Py bl sy
From here we get

[Vt P55 Qi[PotboV ™' Pr, (Ro Pe, Q<i—100%1
X VP (Pry Qs1-1002V 1 Pry Q ke (P 3, Pk41/14)))]||X7;+5,7175,1

0
S 27 Povoll pge r2
X [V Py, (RoPry Q<i-10091V ™' Pry (Piy Q511002 V " Pry Qi (Pry 3, Py t0a))) |l p2 200

min{min{ry o} —k1,0}

< 277 gmin{ki—min{ri,a}.0}9 z | Ro Pr, Q<i—100%1 || 3o L2
X |V Pry (Piy Q121002 V ™' Pry Qi (Pry 3, Proy 1))

|
L2H?
Substituting the bounds from before, this is bounded by
min{min{ry 2}—ky,0}

2

52% 2min{k17min{rl,2},0}2

4
« 25(l—k1)2% ||Pk1¢”S[kl]2(1—6)(k2—l)2[min{rz,3,k2,3,4}—max{rz,3,k2,3,4}] H Hijwj”S[kj]
j=2
This is equivalent to an estimate of the form claimed in the lemma, with an extra gain 2~ which allows
us to sum over [ > 10.
(i2): max{ky,...,ka} < I, RoPx, 91 = RoPr, Qu-100.14+100/%1. The estimate here is similar except that
summation over [ is made possible since we have

1
. —++4e,1—e,l
lk]Q>k]/¢)l S ‘(k;]

(i3): max{ky,...,ka} <1, RoPg, Y1 = RoPy, Qs4100%1- This is again similar. Fixing the modulation of
Ro Pr, Q14100191 to size 2511 > 1 + 100, there is at least one other input which has modulation at least
comparable to 21t. Then one proceeds as in case (i1).

(i4): max{ky,...,ka} > 1+ O(1), RoPx, 1 = RoPx, Q<max{k1’2,3’4}¢l'
Here we obtain a gain in min{ry 2 3,k1,234} — max{r1,2,3, k1,2,3.4}, which suffices to offset the loss due to
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the possibly large modulation of RoPk, Q <max{k, -5 4}¥1- Specifically, write

Va i Qi[PotoV ™" Pry (RoQ <omax{hy 2,54} Pra 1

X V7 Py (Prytv2V ™ Py Qi (Pryths, Proytbs)))]
= Vet Qu[PothoV ' Py, (RoQ <y Pr, U1

X V7 Py (Pry02V ™ Py Qi (Pryths, Proytba)))]
+ Vi Qu[PotoV " Pry (RoQ ey smax{kr 2.4} Pra U1

X V7 Py (Pryt02V ™ Py Qi (Pryths, Proytbs)))]

Here we use the inequalities

IV Py (Pry 02V ™' Py Qi (Piy s, Pk47/)4))||L2H%

4
< 9zmin{ra 5,k 25,4} —max{rz s,k1 234} H (| P, i
i=1

||S[k71‘]7

[V Py (Pry 02V ™" Pry Qi (Payths, Prytha)) |l po 2

4
< 2min{T2,3,k1,2,3,4}*maX{T2,3,k1,2,3,4} H ||Pk1/)1||S[k ]
~ ” e
1=1

Then we can estimate

||vm,th[POz/]0v_1Pr1 (ROQ[kl,max{klg,gA}]Pknwl
X v71PT2 (Pk2¢2v71PT3ij (Pk31/}3; Pk4¢4)))]||X—%+e,—1—e,l

0
<27 Povboll oo 12
X IV Py (RoQ(ky max(k 25,41 Pra 01V ™ Py (Pry 02V ™ Pry Qi (Prg 03, Pry04))) | 22 poe

To conclude the contribution of this term, one then checks, using standard Littlewood-Paley trichotomy,
that

IV Pry (RoQ ey smax{ki 2,541 P 01V Pry (Pry 2V Pry Qe (Pry 3, Preyt0a)))l| £22.00
min{ry 2.,k1}—max{ry 2,k1}

< gmin{ri2,ki}y 2 IIROQ[kl,max{k1,2,3,4}]PmblIILEHI%
X ||v71PT2 (Pk2w2V71PT3ij(Pk3w3v Pk41/}4))||Lt°°L%

Combining with the bound from above, and furthermore assuming the e in the definition of ||.||s to be
small enough, we conclude that for suitable § > 0 we have

||vw,th[P0¢0v_1Pr1 (ROQ[kl,max{k1,2,3’4}]Pk1 djl
X v71PT2 (Pk2¢2V71Pr3ij(Pk31/)37 Pk41/)4)))]||X7%+e,717€,1

0

4
< 9—€elgd[minguo{r;.k;}—max;zo{r;.k;}] H || Pe, ¥
=0

||S[ki]

and summing over 10 < ! < max{ki 23,4} yields the desired bound.
For the term

Vi tQu[PotboV Py (RoQ <y, Pry i
X V7 Py (Pry 02V~ Pry Qjk (Pryths, Piytha))]
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from further above, estimate

V2t Qi[PotboV " Pry (RoQ <y Pyt
X v71PT2 (Pk2¢2V71Pr3ij(Pk31/)37 Pk41/)4)))]||X7%+e,717€,1

o
< 27 Pobollpee 2
X Hv_lPTl (R0Q<k1 Pkl wlv_lprz (Pk2¢2v_1PT3ij (Pksw& Pk4w4)))”Lng°7

and we have

”v_lPTl (R0Q<k1pk1wlv_lprz (Pk2¢2v_1PT3ij (Pk3¢37 Pk4¢4)))||Lng°
min{ry 2,k1} min{ry g,ky}—max{ry ok}
2

<2 2 2 | Peyt1ll Loer2
X [V Py (Pry 02V ™' Pry Qi (Pryths, Pryta)) |

L2H2’
which in conjunction with the bound from above
IV Py (Pry 02V ™' Py Qi (Piy s, Pk47/)4))||L2H%
tHZ
4
< 2%[min{T2,3,k1,2,3,4}*maX{T2,3,k1,2,3,4}] H ||Pk1/)z||5[k]
i=1

implies that

Vet Qu[PotboV ™' Pry (RoQ<ky Py 1
VP, (P, 02V Pry Qi (Prg s, Prytha)))] L

0

min{ry 9,k1} min{ry o,k1}—max{ry gk}
2 2 2

5 276[2
4
~ 2%[min{Tz,s7161,2,3,4}—111&3({7“2,37161,2,3,4}] H ||Pk-1/)i||s[k-]
1=0

Summing over [ > 10 yields a bound as claimed in the lemma with § = %

(i5): max{ky,...,ka} > 1+ O(1), RoPr, 1 = RoPr, Qs max{ky.2.5.4} V1
Freeze the modulation of Ry Py, 11 to dyadic value ol s, gmax{ki25.4}  Here there must be at least one

other input with modulation at least comparable to 2'*. Let this input be Py, for definitiveness’ sake,
the other cases being treated similarly. Thus consider the term

V1 Qu[PothoV ' Py (RoQu, Py 1V ™ Pry (Pry Q51 101y %2V ™ Pry Qi (Pry¥3, Proytb1)))]
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Assuming a high-low frequency cascade 11 < k1 < ko, we can estimate this by (using Bernstein’s inequal-
ity)
IV2,1Qi[PotoV " Pr, (RoQu, Pr, th1
x V7P, (PkQQ>zl+0(1)¢2V_1Pr3ij(Pk3¢3,Pm%)))]lleéﬂ,flfe,l

o
S 2l(%76)||P01/)O||L;’°L3
X Hv_lPTl (ROQhP/ﬁwlv_lPTz (szQ>l1+0(1)¢2v_1PT3ij(Pk3¢37 Pk4w4)))”L}Lg°

S 2l(%75)+rl 2min{T3,k3,4}*maX{T31k3,4}

X | Povoll g L2 [1RoQus Pt | 22 Pro@stvomy®ellcz . T I1Pswillsim,

j=3,4
k k 4
< (b= gmin{rsksa -k 1) gelh -k g~ 2552 gt —kag 1=k 1) T 1Py s
j=0

Summing over I3 > max{k; 234} > [+ O(1), one obtains a bound of the form claimed in the lemma with
6= % in the particular case at hand. The remaining frequency interactions, while keeping our assumptions
on the modulations, are treated similarly. This concludes the elliptic case (i).

(i1): Output in hyperbolic regime. Now we consider the expression

VaiP_55Q<10[PotoV " Py (RoPry b1
x VP, (Pey2V Pry Qi (Piy b3, Prytba)))]

We decompose this into

Vi P_5,5Q<10[PotooV " Pr, (RoPr, 11
X V7 Py (Pry 02V~ Pry Qi (Pryths, Prytha))]

(6.1) =V P_55Q<10[PotooV " Pr, (RoPr, Q<iy U1

X V7 Py (Pry 02V~ Pry Qi (Pryths, Piytha)))]
(6.2) + Vi P 51Q<10[PothoV ™ Pry (Ro Pry Qi max{ky 25,41 +0(1)] Y1

X V7 Py (Pry02V ™ Py Qi (Pryths, Proytba)))]
(6.3) + Vot P5 5/Q<10[PotoV ™' Pry (RoPry Qsomax{ky .5.43 %1

X V_IPTz (szz/]?v_lPTstk(Pksw?n Pk4w4)))]

To estimate the first expression (G on the right, we exploit the fact that we control sharp Strichartz
norms, in addition to the basic null-form bilinear estimate controlling Q jx(Prs¥s, Pr,¥4). The key is the
fact that we have the almost sharp Klainerman-Tataru built into S. To see this, consider the most difficult
case, a high-low frequency cascade corresponding to r < k1 < k2. We estimate the expression by starting
from the inside:

IV P, (PrythoV ™ Pry Qi (Prg s, Pota)ll 4,

=2" Z Hv_lPT? (Pk2vclw2v_1PT3vc2ij(Pk31/}3aPk4¢4))||L%L2
€1,2€ Ry, ry dist(c1,—c2) Sra t Lz

r Lo
5 2 2( Z ||P1€2701¢2||%;%L;°)2”v 1PT3702Q.71€(P1€3¢37Pk4w4)”Lf,z

CleRkQ,rg
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Here we have used Cauchy-Schwarz and Plancherel’s theorem. Then using the definition of ||.||s, we can
bound this by

r 1o
2 2( Z ||Pk2,c1¢2”%gL;o)2||V 1PT3,02Qj7€(P/€3¢37Pk4¢4)”Lf,z

c1E€Rky,ry

—ry ka ro—ko min{rg,k3y4}7max{r3,kgy4} 4
<9272 e 2 2 1T 112, ¢l s,

=2

Turning to the full expression further above, we then get for the contribution of this term to the hyperbolic
part of the output

V2 +Q<10[PotboV ™ Pry (RoQ <y Pry 1

X V7 Py (Piy 2V ™ Pry Qi (Pry Y3, Pra )l 1y sy
S IPotoll oo r2 [V Pry (RoQ <y Pry 01V ™ Pry (Proy 02V ™ Pry Qi (Prs 003, Preytha))) 13 100
S [[1Potboll g

x ||v71PT1( Z RoQ <, Pk1701¢1V71PT2702 (Pk2¢2V71Pmij(Pk3¢3= Pk4w4)))||L%Lg°

c1,2€Rk, ry, dist(c1,—c2) 271
We intend to substitute the intermediate bound from above for

IV =1 P,, (PrythoV ™ Pry Qi (Pry 3, Petba)ll 4,

where we can exploit that, by Minkowski’s and Plancherel’s inequality, we have

1
( Z HPT2702F||2§L2)2 < ”PTzFHL%

L2
P t T
C1 €R7'2,C2 i

Thus we can estimate, using Cauchy-Schwarz, Bernstein’s inequality and the preceding observation

||v71Pr1( Z R0Q<k1Pk1,c11/}1

c1,2€Rk, ry,dist(c1,—c2) <271

X V7 Py e (P 02V ™ Pry Qi (Pryh3, Proy04))) | iz
1 _ _
SC D Puetilfane) 2 IV Pryes (PrataV 1PT3Q.71€(P]€3¢37Pk4w4)))||Lt%L2

CleRkl,rl *

4
ri—k E k ro—k min{rg,kg 4} —max{rg,k3 4}
<27 kg 2 LT 1122l sy

j=1
But by our assumption r1 < k1 < ko we have ro = k1 + O(1), whence we can replace the above bound by
||vm,tQ<10[P0¢0v_1PT1 (R0Q<k1 Pkl djl
X VP, (Pry 2V ™ Pry Qe (Piy s, Peyha) Ny

r1—ky ro—ko min{r3,k3,4}—max{r3,k3,4} 4
S22 2 2 T 1P, w2l s )

Jj=0

and this is again enough to yield the statement of the lemma (here with § = ﬁ) The remaining frequency
interactions can be handled similarly.

Next, consider the second term ([6.2) above, i.e.,

Vet Pr_5,51Q<10[PotoV ™" Pr, (Ro Pr, Qpiey max{k1.2.5.4}4+0(1)] 1
X v_lpTz (sz¢2v_1Pmij(Pk3¢3= Pk4’¢4)))]
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This is much simpler: we get
[Vt Pl—5,5/Q<10[PotoV " Pr, (RoPr, Qey max{ki 2 5.4 1+0(1)] Y1
X VL Py (P 2V ™ Pry Qi (Prg 3, Poy b))l 11 g1
S Poboll poe 2V Pry (RoPry Qiy masc s ..} +0(1)] Y1
X V7 Py (Piy 02V~ Pry Qi (Pry 3, Prytha))) || 3 poe

For definitiveness’ sake, we again assume that r; < k1 < ko, the remaining cases being similar. Then we
get,

V7 Py (Ro Py Qs max (ki .54} +0 WY1V~ Pry (ProyhoV ™ Pry Qi (Pry 3, Pryta)))l| Lt Lo
S 2m ki ||R0PI€1 Q[kl7max{kl,2,3,4}+o(1)]¢1||L?’I ||v_1PT2 (sz¢2v_lpr3ij(Pk3¢37 Pk4¢4)||L?H%

4
S onhrgrmnti o) -0 Ty g
~ J J
=0

This corresponds to a bound as in the lemma with § = % — ¢, where we recall € is as in the definition of

|l - lIste)- The remaining frequency interactions for this term are treated similarly.

Finally, consider the last term above
Vet P5,5Q<10[PotoV " Pr, (Ro Pr, Qsmax{ki 2.9.4} U1
X v_lpTz (sz¢2v_1Pmij(Pk3¢3= Pk4¢4)))]
Here we again need to compensate for the losses coming from estimating Ro P, Qs max{k, .5 4}¥1- Freeze
its modulation to dyadic size 2!. Then either at least one other input has at least comparable modulation,

or else the output has modulation ~ 2! (in which case necessarily I < O(1). In the latter case, one then
estimates (where [ >> max{k1 234} and we assume all other inputs to be at much lower modulation)

[Va,tP—5,5Q<10[PotoV ™" Pr, (RoPr, Quib

X V' Py (Pey 2V ™ Pry Qi (P 03, Py ¥04)))]ll w0
= |V P55 Qu[PotoV "' P, (Ro Py Qut

X V' Py (Pey 2V ™ Pry Qi (P 03, Py ¥04)))]ll vo)
< |Vt Pios 5 Qu[PovoV " Pry (Ro Py Qui

X V' Py (Pey 2V Pry Qe (Proy s, Pk4¢4)))]||xfl,fl,l

2
0
<273 [ Potboll g r2 [V~ P, (Ro Pry Quibn
X VﬁlPTz (Pk2w2V71PT3ij(Pk3w3v Pk4w4))>||L§Lg°
Here the second factor above is estimated by

||v_1P7~1 (ROPkl Qlwlv_lp’r‘g (PkaQV_lp’l‘stk (Pk3¢37 P]C4¢4)))||L?Lg°
4

min{T‘l,kal} min{ry,ro,k1 } —max{ry,ro,k1} min{’“Q,Ska,S,él}*max{T2,31k2,3,4} _
<9 3 2 P) 2 3 9e(l—F1) H ||ij¢j||5[kj]

j=1
Inserting this bound into the last inequality but one and summing over ! > max{kj 234} results in a
bound as in the lemma with § = % — €.
The case when at least one further input has at least modulation at least comparable to 2! is similar, one
places the output into L} H .
This completes the proof of the first inequality of the lemma. The remaining ones are treated by an
identical procedure. O

In a similar vein, one has estimates controlling the second kind of quintilinear term. We state the
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Lemma 6.2. For the second type of quintilinear null-form, we have the following estimates for suitable
d>0:

[Vt [(Po[V ™ (Pry 1 Ps, V' Quj (Proy 2, Piyh3)) | Pry V1 IQ 5 (Proy s, Piss)) || o)

5
5 25[min{0,k1,2,3,sl}fmax{O,klg’g,sl}]25[min{rl,k4’5}7max{rl,k4’5}] H ||Pk] wj”S[kj]a r < ~10

j=1

Vet Pol(Psy [V (Pry 1 Ps, V' Quj (Pry 2, Pioy¥3)) Pry V1 1Q i (Proy ¥, Piog¥s)) || o)

5
< 9o 0lmin{en 2 k1 23} -max{el 2 gflmingraka sy —max{rikasH TT || Py, gl spe s 71 € [=10,10)

j=1

Vet Pol(Psy [V (Pry 1 Ps, V' Quj (Pry 2, Pioy3)) Pry V7 1Q 5 (Proy ¥4, Pigs)) || o)

5
S 27551 25[min{51’2,k1,2’3}7max{51,2,k1,2’3}]25[min{r1,k4,5}7max{r1,k4’5}] H ||Pk] ,I/JJHSUC]], ,rl > 10
=1

Proof. We verify this again for the first inequality above, the other ones following a similar pattern. As
usual, we distinguish between elliptic and hyperbolic output components:

(i): Output in elliptic regime. This is the expression

ViP5 51@510[(Po[V ™ (P, t1 Ps, V7' Qi (P tha, Pryths))]
X P V7 HQ 5 (Prytha, Prgt)s))

As usual the only slight complication arises due to the fact that w may have v = 0. Freeze the modu-
lation of the output to dyadic size 2!, I > 10. Then one re-iterates the same steps as in the preceding proof:

(i1): max{ky 23} < [, time derivative falls on term with modulation < 2!=1%0. In this case at least one
additional input (which is not hit by a time derivative) has modulation > 2!~!0. For example, assume this
is P, 91 = P, Q>i1—10v1, the other cases being treated similarly. Then assuming a high-low scenario, say,
i.e., k1 > 1, we have (using Bernstein’s inequality)

[PV ™ (Pry Q11091 Py, V™ Quj (Piy 02, Prgta))]ll i 12
S P Q1109112 1Py VT Quj (Pry 2, Prs¥s)ll 2

3
< 9=t 91— (ki—1) ge(l—k2) H 1Py, 9515,

j=1
Substituting this into the full expression, we obtain for the output the bound
Vet P55 Qu(PolV ™! (P, Q51-10%1Ps, V' Quj (Pry 2, Pryths))]
X Pry V7 Q5 (Prytbas Prgihs)) ||X; Lo 1en
S 27 Po[VTH (P Q11091 Po, V1 Quj (Pay ¥, Prg )]l 2
X || Pry V7 Qus (Prytha, Pryths) || e,
< 267N B[V (P, Q5121091 Py V7 Quj (Pry 2, Prgps)liz
X || Pry VHQu5 (Prythas Pryths) |l nee,

i —maxyr 5
R T e | LR
~ J J
=1
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Summing over [ >> max{ki 2,3}, the desired inequality of the first type of the lemma follows in this case.
The remaining frequency interactions within

PV Py, Q511001 Ps, V' Quj (Piy b2, Piyth3))]

are handled similarly.

(i2): max{ki 23} < I, time derivative falls on term with modulation ~ 2!. In this case, we place the
time derivative term into Lf@, and are guaranteed gains in the maximal occurring frequency: for example,
consider the term (arising upon unraveling the inner @, ; null-structure with v = 0)

Po[V ™ (Puy 1 Ps, V™ (Pry Qrro(1y Rota Prg ¥3))]
In the high-high case k2 > s1, one can then estimate

|1 Po[V ™ (Pr, 191 Poy V7 (Pry Qo) Rovo2 Prg ¥3))) 2

min{0,kq,sq1}—max{0,ky,s1} 2 min{sq,kg,k3}—max{sy,kg,k3}
2 2

<2

~

X || Py 1l oo 2 [| Pry Qiy o1y Rot2 || o 1 [ Prs sl oo 2

L?H?2

From here one estimates the full expression by

IVt Plos, 5/ Qi (Po[V ™ (Pry 1 P, V™ (Piy Qi 01) Rotha Pry 103) )]
X Prl v_llQﬂj (Pk4z/]4u Pk5¢5)) |‘X*%+€,7176,1

0
S 2 RV (P 1 Py V! (P Quvo Rotba Py ) 2
X || Py VM Q iy (Prytbay Py ts)l| Lo,

min{0,ky,s1} —max{0,ky,s1} min{sy ko k3}—max{sy,ky,k3}
2 2 2

S 27€l2€(l7k2)2

X ||Pk1¢1||Lt°°L§HszQH-O(l)dQ”Xf1+e,175,1HPkﬂ/)BHLfOLi

2
k2
x gmintrikestomastribest TT P gy g,
J J
j=4,5
One may sum here to obtain a bound of the type as in the first inequality of the lemma, with § = %
The remaining frequency interactions within

Po[V ™ (Piy 1 Ps, V™ (Pey Qriro(y Rotba Pry 13))]

are again handled similarly.

(i8): max{ki 23} < I, time derivative falls on term with modulation > 2'. In this case at least one
additional term has at least comparable modulation, and one argues as in case (il).

(i4): max{ki 23} > 14+ O(1), time derivative falls on term with modulation < max{ky 23} + O(1). Here
the losses coming from the time derivative are easily counteracted by the gains in the large frequencies:
first, one reduces the inputs Py, ;42,3 to the elliptic regimes. To do so, note that we have

[1Po[V ™ (Piy 1 Poy V™ (Proy Qka ey 2.5} Bov2 Preg ¥3)]ll 22

3
min{0,s1,ky 2 3} —max{0,s1,k1 2 3}
= =22 ge(max{ky, 2,3} —k2) .
S2 2 2 1 Pe; 5l 51,15

j=1
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and inserting this into the full expression is easily seen to yield the desired inequality. Hence we have
reduced this case to the expression

vw,tp[75,5]Ql[(P0[v_l(Pkl ¢1P51V_1Quj (sz Q<k2w2pk3Q<k3¢3))]
X P,V 7HQ 5 (Peytba, Prsths))

Of course in the present case at least one of ka3 > I + O(1). Assume that we have a high-high-low type
situation in

Psl VﬁlQuj (sz Q<k2¢2Pk3 Q<k3¢3)a
ie., s1 < ko, this being the most delicate case. We distinguish between two cases:

(a): modulation of Ps, ... is less than 279 In this case, we may ”pull out” a (time)- derivative from
the @, ;-null-form, using the simple identity

R Rj* — R R¢* = 0,V W Ryjabs] — 0; [V 0 Ryaho)]
Hence in this case we can estimate
Vet P55 Qu(Po[V ™! (P, ¥1Ps, Qi o)V Quj (Pry Q< iy V02 Py Q <oy ¥03))]
X Prl vile,uj (Pk41/}4a Pk5¢5)) HX7%+5,7175,1
0
S 27N Py VT (P, 1 Py, Qi o)V Quj (Pra Qg2 Prg Q< iy 03))] || e 1.2
X || Pry V7 Qs (Prytha, Prst5)l| 12 £oe
min{ry,kg 4} —max{ry,k3 4}

5
5 2—el2l—k22%2 - 2min{81,7€170} H HPIC]"/J]HSUC]]

j=1

One can sum over [ < max{k1 23} to get the desired first inequality of the lemma in the case at hand.

(b): modulation of P, ... is > 2!. In this case the modulation of the first input Py, v; needs to be
comparable to that of

Psl vilQuj (Pk2 Q<k2¢2pk3 Q<kew3))]

Hence we can write this contribution as

Z ViP5 51Qu[(Po[V ™ (P, Qi +0(1) 1 Pe, Qi V™ Quj (Pry Q <y 2 Pry Q< iy 13))]
11>

X Pr, V7 Q 5 (Peytba, Prsths))

To estimate it, we use

||P51QllvilQVj(Pk2Q<k21/}2Pk3Q<k31/}3)||L%1w 5 2l17k22771 H ||Ple<k1/¢)2HS[kl]
1=2,3

We the insert this bound into the full expression. In case that k1 > O(1), we can estimate
Vet P55 Qu(Po[V ™ (Pry Qry 1011 Psy, Quu V™ Quj (Pry Q <y 2 Py Q< ¥3))]
X Prl villQﬂj (Pk4w4u Pk5¢5))]] ||X*%+€,7176,1
0

—elat _
S 2 l22 HPlell-‘rO(l)leLgmHplellv 1ij(Pk2Q<k21/}2Pk3Q<k3q/}3)”L§m
X || Pry V7 Qu (Prythay Prths) || e,
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In case that I < ks + O(1), we can bound this by

Celnl _
2723 1P Quy o) ¥illz N1 Psy Qi V™ Quj (P Q2 Preg Qs ¥3) | 2
X ||PT1V_1IQuj(Pk4¢4= Pk5¢5)HLf’°I

elalo_l koo SL
< 27922277 || Py, | sppy 2 227 H | Pr: @ <ks Y2l s11)
i=2,3

X ”PTlvilIQHj(mew% Pk5¢5)||Lff’I
5
< 2lgg- Fohhag= S grigminth k) maxtho ksl TT | Py oy s
=1

Summing over k1 + O(1) > I; > | and then over I > O(1) results in a bound as in the first inequality of
the lemma with § = 1 +e.
Next, still in the case k1 > O(1), if [; < kg + O(1), one proceeds as before but uses

k
1P, Quroy¥allrz, 27 2 20— =) P o[ sy
One obtains a final bound with the same § = % + € as in the preceding case.

In the case k1 < O(1), one simply places Py, Q;,+0(1)¥1 into L?L%°, thereby gaining an additional factor
2F1. We omit the details.
This concludes case (i), when the output is in the elliptic regime.

(i1): Output in hyperbolic regime. This is the expression
VP _5.5Q<10[(Po[V " (P, 1P, V7 Quj (Pry 2, Pieyt3))| Pry V1 1Quu; (Proy ¥4, Piytbs))
To treat it, we decompose

Po[V (P 01 P, V7 Quj (Prytha, Pey¥3))] =Po[V ™1 (P 01 P, V7 IQu i (Pry b2, Piyt3))]
+ Po[V ™ (Pyy 11 Ps, V™ Quj (Prytha, Pryt3))]

(iia): contribution of the elliptic type term. This is the expression

VP 5.5Q<10[(Po[V ™ (Pry 1 Ps, V" IQu; (Pryth2, Preyths)) | Pry V7 IQ 5 (Prytba, Prgths))

We shall treat the case s; < —10, i.e., the case of a high-low interaction within

PO[V_I(Pklwlpﬁ v_lQVj(P/ww?v Pk3¢3))]

The remaining cases are again more of the same. Now freeze the modulation of the expression

PS1 villcQVj(Pkg/lb?a Pk31/13))

to size 2!, 1 > s;. Then decompose the corresponding full expression into the following:

VP 5,5Q<10[(Po[V ™ (Pry 1 Ps, QiV " I1°Qu; (Pry o2, Proy3)) | Pry V7 Q 1 (Proy s, Py ts))
= Va,iP_55Q<10[(Po[V™ (Pry @>1-10%1 Ps, QiV  1°Quj (Prytha, Pryt)s))]

(6.4) X P,V Q5 (Peytba, Prsths))
+ Vet Ps 5/Q<10[(Po[V ™ (P, Qei—10%1 Ps, QiV  1°Qu; (Pry b2, Piyt3))]

(6.5) X P,V Qu5(Peytba, Prsths))
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The first term (G.4) on the right can then be estimated by
Vet P55 Q<10[(Po[V ™ (Pry @51-1001 Poy Qi T1°Qu;(Prytba, Pryth3))]
X Pry V7 Q 5 (Pryta, Pk5¢5))||LgH—1
S ||Pk1Q>l—101/)1||L$1z||PS1QZV_1ICij(Pk21/)27 Pryhs))|| 2o
X || Pry VQpu5 (Prythas Pryths) |l e,
Then from Lemma 4.18 and Bernstein’s inequality we infer that provided ko > s1, we have

2_%1||P51le_1]chj(Pk21/)2aPk31/)3))||Lng° < 2clgmemaxtsnkast max(ky — 51,1} H I Px; 5\l sk
j=2,3
Inserting this into the preceding bound we infer that
1Py Q>1—-10%1 [l 22 1Ps; QuV ™ Qo (Piy 2, Prog¥3)) | L2 e

X || Pry V7 Qi (Preythay Prys)|| e,

s1—1

<2

5
2El276max{51,k2’3} max{k2 — s1, 1}22min{r1,k4,5}7max{r1,k4,5} H ||Pk] wj”S[kj]
j=1
Summing over [ > s; yields the bound of the first inequality of the lemma with § = e—. On the other

hand, when ko = s1 + O(1), say, one can use Lemma 4.23 instead, which then gives the desired inequality

. 1
with § = 5 —e.

Next consider (G.5). Here we distinguish between the cases | < 71 + O(1) and [ > ry. In the former case,
as before assuming s; < —10, we get

Vet P—5,5Q<10[(Po[V ™" (Pry Qei—10%1 Ps, QiV " I°Qu;j (Prytha, Piyb3))]
X P,V 7HQ 5 (Prytpa, Prgt)s)) 3972
S Pe Q1091 [l Lz 2 || Poy @V Q5 (Pry 2, Prg s )| 2 oo
X || Pry VM Qpuj (Preytha, Piogs)l| L2 poe
Using Lemma 4.18-4.23 again, we obtain the bound

s1+7r1

<277 k) g ko |22

~

5
min{ry,kyq 5} —max{ry,kq 5}
2 H 1Px; 95|l s k)
j=1
One may sum here over s; <[ < r; + O(1) to get the desired first inequality of the lemma with § = e—.
Next, consider the case [ > r;. But in this case we can write

Vet Ps,5/Q<10[(Po[V ™ (Pr, Q<i—10¢1 Ps, Q1Y I°Qu 5 (Prytha, Pryhs))]

X P,V Quu (Pyytha, Pisths))
= V.t P5.51Qu-10,10)[(Po[V ™ (P Q<i—10¥1 P, QiV  I°Quj (Pry o2, Piyths))]

X P,V UQu  (Pyytba, Pistbs))

But this we can then estimate via the ”'HXA’*%J -norm of the output, i.e., it suffices to bound
9

IVt P55/ Qri—10,10) [(Po[V ™" (Pr, Q<i—10¢1 Ps, QIV  I°Qu; (Pry b2, Pryths))]
X an_lfQuj(PmWa Pk51/15)) ”Xfl,fl,l

2
0
1L e
S 272 | Py QiV T Qo (Pry 2, Pryths) |l 12 100 || Py Q<i—1091 || Lo 12 |
X Pry V7 Qu5 (Prytha, Proths) || Lee,

From here the estimates are continued in a fashion identical to the ones used to control (€4). This com-
pletes estimating the contribution of Py, V71I°Q,; (P12, Pry13))-
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(iib): contribution of the hyperbolic type term. Next we consider the contribution of
Py, V7 Quj(Pry 2, Piyth3)),
which is the expression
Va1 Plos5Q<10[(Po[V ™! (Pey 1 Po, VT IQuj (Piy 2, Py ts))]
X Pry V7 Q 5 (Prytoa, Pesths))

We shall again make the reduction s; < —10, the remaining frequency interactions being treated analo-
gously. This is accomplished using Lemma 4.16. We obtain

IV, Pl5,51 Q<10 (Po[V ™ (P 1 Py V™ 1 Qu (Pry i, Pigs))]
x Pr,V Qi (Prytba, Pioss)) 12 g
5 HPIMQ/JIHL,?OLiHPSl V_IIQVJ(Pka% Pk3w3)HL§L§° ”PTlv_lIQMj(P/mwllu Pk5w5)||L%L§°

aptry  min{sykpg)-max{sykag) min{rykys)-max{rihas) 1O
<2%39 2 2 2 LT 1P 5l sk,

Jj=1

This is as desired with § = % O

6.0.1. Error terms of order higher than five. Here we consider the errors generated by repeated application
of Hodge decompositions, which are of higher than quintic degree. We recall that they arise when we apply
repeated Hodge decompositions to the second and third input in

Vaa[pV 7 (4?)]

or else to the second and third input in
Ve VTV @V THQu, (4,9)]

To simplify the discussion, we shall call terms that arise in the first situation ’of the first type’, while those
in that arise in the second situation will be called of ’second type’. In either case, we associate a binary
graph with each such expression as in the discussion above. We call expressions whose associated graph
has only directed subgraphs of length at most three ’short’, and those with directed graphs of length at
least four ’long’. For technical reasons, it will be most convenient to organize the ’short’ and 'long’ higher
order terms into suitable sums, which are easier to estimate. Specifically, note that each of these higher
order terms consists of nested terms of the form

(6.6) .V P, [Pi, R P, V(P Py, VP, [ ],
here the case of a node with one outgoing edge, or alternatively
(6.7) VTP [P, VT Py 0V P [ ]IV (Pry o P, VL]

in case of two outgoing edges.

It is the first type of expression which may cause some mild difficulties due to the presence of the R, -
operator, which for v = 0 may be formally unbounded. However, re-combining a term of type (6.6]) with
a suitable term of the form (677 and using the relation

RV¢+XV:¢IM 1/):_ Z qu/}ka
k=1,2

we replace each such ’intermediate’ gradient term (i.e., not contributing to one of the innermost @,; null-
forms in case of ’short’ expressions) R, by its non-gradient counterpart v,,. We shall call the resulting
expressions ‘reduced’. Thus for example the (short) quintilinear expression

vxyt[Pkﬂ/}lVilPTl [szRV¢2PT2 [Pk3wv71PT3Q,uj (Pk4¢4a Pk5¢5)]]]

has reduced version
Vz,t[Pk11/)1V71PT1 [Pk2/l/}2UPT2 [Pkgd)vilprgQ,uj (Pk41/}4; Pk51/)5)]]]

Now we can formulate
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Proposition 6.3. Let
PoFo1(v), 1=2,3,4
be short reduced higher order expression of first type at frequency ~ 1. We can write it in nested form
PoFora () =
VaiPo[Peyt)1 V' Pry[ ...V P [Py 051V Pryyy [Pryya a2
XV VT Py Qi (Pro oty Proyyythai41)]]]]]
Then we have the following bounds:

(1) If 11 < =10, we have

20+1

||POF2I+1(1/})||N[O] < 9d[min{ka,. . ko 1,71, 521 }—max{kz,....kar 41,7150 m21 -1} H ||ij¢j||5[kj]
j=1
for a suitable constant § > 0.
(2) If r1 € [-10,10], we get the bound
20+1
HP0F2H-1 (w)”N[O] 5 25k1 25[min{k2 ----- k41,7150, mo1—1 f—max{ka,...,ka141,71,-;720 -1} H HijQ/JjHS[kj]
=1
(8) If 11 > 10, we have
20+1
HP0F2H-1 (w)”N[O] 5 2—6k1 25[min{k2 ----- k41,7150, mo1—1 f—max{ka,...,k2141,71,-;720-1} H HijQ/JjHS[kj]
=1

The proof of this follows the exact same pattern as the one for Proposition[6.1], and is omitted. In fact,
for [ > 2, one no longer needs to use the sharp improved Strichartz endpoint as in the case [ = 2.

In a similar vein, we have the analogue of Proposition A short reduced expression of the second
type can be written as

(6.8)
PyFory3() =V Po[V T P [ .V Py [Py 01V Py [Pryya¥j2
X v_l [ s v_lp’l‘m,lQuj (Pk21w2l7 Pk21+1¢2l+1)H” P81 QVjv_l(Pk21+2w2l+27 P/C2L+3Q/J2l+3j|7

where [ = 1,2,3. Then we have

Proposition 6.4. Using the representation (6.8), let PoFo+3(1) be a short reduced term at frequency ~ 1
of the the second type. Then the following hold:

(1) If s1 < —10, we have
|‘P0F2l+3(w)”N[O] <9951 26[min{51,k21+2,k21+3}—max{51,k21+2,k2l+3}]

20+3

o 98Imin{ks, oo kot 1o 1} —max{ha, ko r a1} H P, 5150
j=1
(2) If s1 € [—10,10], we have
1 Po Farpa (1) || wjo) <207 20mintss btz bar s} —max{sa Katya.farso)]
2143

j=1
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(8) If s1 > 10, we have
| PoFotes (1) oy S27°r 20t fares favss Tt fare oo

2043

j=1

Again the proof is similar to the one of Proposition
Note that in order to estimate the expressions of short type, we still need to to use a little bit of null-
structure to make them amenable to estimation by the S-spaces. This is no longer the case for ’long’
expressions Py F11(1)) of reduced type: write such an expression as

PoF11(y) =
VauiPo [Pyt V' Py [ VT P [Pryy 41V Pryyy [Prya V2
x V1 [ V7P, (Pk101/110Pk111/111)]H]]
if it is of first type or
PoF11(¢) =Va 1 Py [V ' P [ .V Py [Py i1V Pryyy [Pry o Vit
X VL VT Py (Pryg 10 Pry 1) ] 1] Py Vo (Praa 12 Pryg ¥13)]
Note that the innermost bilinear expressions
V7 Pry (Pryo 10 Pryy ¥11)

are no longer null-forms.

Proposition 6.5. Let PyF11()) be a long expression of either first or second type, written as in immediately
preceding. The if PoF11(1) is of the first type, we have if r1 < —10
11

j=1
Thus by contrast to Proposition [6.3 case (1), we have an extra factor
25[min{k10,k:11}—maX{klmkll}]

whence we cannot gain in case of high-high interactions in the innermost expression
vilpm (Pklowlopknwll)
Proof. This is purely an application of our available Strichartz norms: indeed, we have for suitable § > 0

HPTS [Pkgwgv_lprg (Pk10¢1opk11¢11)]

HL§L§+
11
< 2(%4—1/)7‘826[min{7‘8,9,kg}—max{r&g,kg}]26[min{k:10,k11}—max{klo,ku}] H ||Pk¢]||s[k]
~ J J
j=9
where we define
3_ -
V=—-——I\=
4 3

Further, we have for p =1,2,...,7 and suitable §, > 0

2 Ve P, [PklbvilprgF]” s . < 90p[min{ry,2,k}—max{ri,2,k}] [2-ver2 HPT?F”L

+]

- 4 8 4
Ltp+1 L;?’ tP+1 L;?’
where scaling dictates
p 4
v,=2—=—-2(=
The proposition follows by applying these two inequalities sufficiently often. O

Remark 6.6. We note that in the estimates above, we have not used wave-packet atoms.
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7. SOME BASIC PERTURBATIVE RESULTS

This section develops some of the basic perturbative theory required for our work. More precisely,
we introduce a norm locally on some time interval (=T, T1) which we denoted by ||9||g(—z,7,) with the
property that its finiteness insures that the gauged wave map 1 can be continued outside of that time
interval. The second topic we discuss is the issue of defining wave maps with data which are merely of
energy class. This is accomplished by means of passing to the limit in energy of smooth wave maps.

7.1. A blow-up criterion. Assume we are given a wave map u : (=7Tp,T1) x R? — H? with Schwartz
data at time ¢ = 0, by which we mean that the derivative components ¢¢, i = 1,2, a = 0,1,2, and thus
also the Coulomb components ¢!, are Schwartz functions at time ¢ = 0. These functions will then also be
Schwartz on fixed time slices on the maximal interval of existence (—Tp,T1) x R2. The following norm will
provide us with sufficient control for long time existence and scattering.

Definition 7.1. For any Schwartz function on (—=Ty,Th) x R? set

lells = (30 1P 13y )

1
2

keZ
Here
P _ 2) 1= su P i _T 2
| Pt |l k] (=0, 11) xR2) T<T11£<TDH % ill k) (=77, 7] xR2)
where the local norms are those from ([2.67) using the || - |-norm.

The goal of this section is to prove the following result.

Proposition 7.2. Let (—To,T1) be the maximal interval of existence for the wave map u in the smooth
sense. If ||¥|ls < oo then necessarily Ty = T1 = 0o. Moreover, the wave map scatters at infinity, i.e., the
components ¥, ¢ approach free waves in the energy topology as t — Foco.

The strategy for proving the theorem will be to demonstrate an apriori bound

sup |(t, )| e < 00
te(~T0.11)

for some s > 0, using the assumption [[¢||s < co. By the Klainerman-Machedon local well-posedness
theory, this implies that u may be extended smoothly to some interval (=T, Ty + €) for £ > 0 provided
T} < oo, which contradicts minimality, and similarly for 7). Once we know that u exists for ¢ € (—o0, 00),
scattering will follow by using a similar argument. To obtain apriori control over sub-critical norms, we use
Tao’s device of frequency envelope: for some 01 > 0 depending only on certain apriori parameters specified
later, define

(7.1) cx = (Y 270 B 0, )[32) 2
LEL

Here as always we let ¢ = {¢? } the vector of derivative components. Proposition 7.2 now follows from the
following result.

Proposition 7.3. Let (—To,T1) be the maximal interval of existence for the wave map u in the smooth
sense. If ||Y||s < oo, then there exists a number C; = Cy(u) < oo (which may depend in a complicated
fashion on the wave map u, and not just its energy) such that

| Pl e ((—10,10);22) < Crck
In fact,

| P\l siry((— 10,11y xr2) < Cick

To establish the existence of Cy, we shall cover the time interval (—7p,T1) by a finite number of shorter
open intervals I; (which can still be very large): let ||¢||s < Cp. Then

(7.2) (=To, Th) = UM I, My = M;(Cy),
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where 1|7, will satisfy a suitable smallness property. The idea then is to bootstrap certain bounds on each
I, beginning with the interval containing the time slice ¢ = 0. More precisely, the intervals I; will be
chosen so that the wave map restricted to each I; is well approzimated by a free wave. While the error
can be treated perturbatively, the free wave has better dispersive properties which we can exploit. All
functions will be smooth in space and time and Schwartz functions on fixed time slices.

7.1.1. Splitting the wave map on shorter time intervals. We first derive a simple estimate on the nonlinear-
ities appearing in (I12) and (LI3]). It will be based entirely on the Strichartz estimates, see Lemma 217
We will keep the time interval (=7, T7) from above fixed throughout.

Lemma 7.4. Let max;=1,2,3 ||1/)ZHS < Cy. Then

_ _Ikl
1 Po(1 |V~ (2v03)) | Lar (=1 1 )s22) S Co Sup sup 27 || Petill s vy ((— 10,10 ) xR2)

provided M is large and with an absolute implicit constant. Alternatively, one has the bound
— _ Lkl
1Po(o1 [V~ (aoa) )l e ((—my i inz) S Iallnse 2 193] poe 2 sup 27 || Petb || s () (= To, 11) xR2)
€

with an absolute implicit constant.

Proof. Assume to begin with that 1; is adapted to k; € Z. As in Section[d] we now consider all possible cases
of interactions. Also, we shall drop the time interval (—Tp,7T3) from our notation with the understanding
that integration in time is to be restricted to this interval. Moreover, replacing each ¢; by a globally
defined Schwartz function v; with the property that

19l stk < 20l st (ot xR2)s il o1 7] = Wil o1 1]

for some T”,T as above, allows us to assume that the 1); are globally defined initially. Finally, fix any
M > 100.

Case 1: 0 <k; <ks+ O(1) = ks + O(1). Then
1Po(01 |V~ (a0a)) | Larrz S N1 Po(91 V|~ (2t03) | pae
3
k
Snllpape 275 W2l oo re I¥sll gere S 27

19ill sk

1

3

where the final estimate is from (2.37]).
Case 2: 0 <k; =ks+ O(1),kg < kg — C. If k3 > 0, one proceeds as in Case 1. Otherwise,
[Po(o1 |V~ (o)) | a2 S N1 Po(r V|~ (o2tps) | g
Sl peer: 27}61H¢2HL§°L§”¢3HL,{WL30 S 2k37k1”7/)1”5‘[191]H‘/’2”S[k2]|‘¢3”L§V’L§
3
< 27R1 28 =30 TT [l i
i=1
by [237)) and Bernstein’s inequality.
Case 3: 0 < k; =ks+ O(1),ke < ks — C. This case is symmetric to the previous one.
Case 4: O(1) < kg =ks+ O(1),k; < —C. Here
1Po (1 |V  (atba)) I e 2 S N Po(wr | V|~ Po(tbatha)) | par

SInlloarre 12l rz sl nperz S 25 1ull e 2 12| e 2 193] e 22

3
< 207200 I T il ey
=1
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Case 5: k; = O(1), kg = kg + O(1). In this case we estimate

[Po(en [V (Woos)lparze S D 1P|V~ Peloars)) | par 2

k<kaNO+C
SO el 11V Pe(hatps) |l ogo e
k<kaNO+C

N Z 91 | s] 25 190203l Lo 10
k<kaNO+C

3
S 28200 T lllse

i=1
Case 6: O(1)=k; > ko + O(1) > kg + C. Here one has

1Po (1 |V  (Whotbs)) e a2 S N Po(woa| V|~ Pry (W2ths)) |l e g2
Sl g2 11V Pry ($2t)3) || oo e
S lls 12¥sllzeere S illsmallll ez 19sl Lo Loe

3
S 28 I T Iillspe

i=1
Case 7: k; = O(1) > kg + O(1) > ke + C. This case is symmetric to the previous one.
Case 8: kg = O(1),max(k;,ks) < —C. Finally, in this case the estimate reads

1Po (1| V| (ats)) I Loz S 1P (1| V|~ Po(vhaths)) I pav g2

3
1
Sl oo oo l[thathsl| Lo 2 S 25107 ar)2Ps H 93l 5112
=1

Case 9: ks = O(1),max(k;, ke) < —C. This is symmetric to the preceding case.

We now drop the assumption on the frequency support of the inputs. Summing over all these cases yields
the bound

_ _l
[Po (o1 |V |~ (ool parpe S sup sup [27 || Petdllsp] max > [1PethsllFpn
T i=1,2,3 kEZ j=1,2,3 =

which proves the first bound. The proof of the second estimate is implicit in the preceding and the lemma
is proved. O

Remark 7.5. If 19, 13 are gauged wave maps with energy bounded by F, then the second bound of the
preceding lemma becomes

_ _ Lkl
(7.3) 1 Po(o1 |V |~ (2w03)) | L7 (= 1522y S B sup 277 || Pt || s (k) ((—To, 11 ) x R2)
with an absolute implicit constant.

Our main goal here is to prove the following decomposition of the gauged wave map.

Lemma 7.6. Let ||[¢|ls < Co. Given gg > 0, there exist My = M7(Cy,e0) many intervals I; as in (T2)
with the following property: for each Ij = (t;,t;41), there is a decomposition

Yl =0 o), o =0
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which satisfies

(7.4) STNPL E gr, xm2) < €0
keZ
(7.5) Va1 | oo g1 < Ma(Co,20)

_ L )
where the constant My = M2 (Co, eo) satisfies Mo < CS’EO M with some M > 100. Moreover, PM[J%)L and
Pk1/J(LJ) are Schwartz functions for each k € Z. We also have the bounds

(7.6) IV Pt | gor + 1Pt spmicr, xm2) S e

with implied constant depending on Cy, provided cy is a sufficiently flat frequency envelope with || Pyab|| sy <
CL .

Proof. The 1), satisfy the system (LI2)-(TI4). Consider the frequency component Pyt)q.

Case 1: The underlying time interval I = (=Tp,T1) is very small, say |I| < &1 with an &1 that is to
be determined. As explained in Section one uses the div-curl system ([I2)), (LI3) in this case.
Schematically, this system takes the form

0 Potp = Vo Potp + Po[yyV  (¥)]

where we suppress the subscripts and also ignore the null-structure in the nonlinearity. Therefore,

t t
(7.7) 1Pat®) - B Osz < | [ Varwsts s, + | [ AT @) ds]
0 z 0 T
For all j € Z define
_ k=gl
(7.8) aj :=sup 2= M |[Bip s rxr2) S Co
kez
Clearly,
t
(7.9) H/ Ve Poy(s, ) ds L S e1||Povll spo)(rxr2y < ao €1
0 2
Lemma [7.4] implies
t
—1(,,2 2 l-gf
| [ Pisvrwhie e, S Chanel
' —1,,2 <2 3T
| [ plsvwiisas|, S CRaned
From the div-curl system (L12) and (TI3),
1
a1

1
10:Poll 212y < IVaPotllLzriz2) + ||P0[¢V_l(¢2)]||Lf(1;Lg) S Claget
where we assumed without loss of generality that Cy > 1. We claim that these bounds imply that
t
7.10 H/ P (02
(7.10) ; o[t (7] S{0)(IxR?) < €pag

provided €1 was chosen sufficiently small depending on &¢. To see this, let I’ := [-T",T| C I = (=T, T1)
and pick any smooth bump function y supported in I so that x =1 on I’ and with 0 < x < 1. Moreover,
let X be any smooth compactly supported function with ¥y = 1 on I (the choice of this function does not
depend on I’). Then define

(1) = () [Poh(0) + / ()0, Pot(s) ds]

By construction, 15 is a global Schwartz function so that 15 =) on I'. Moreover, by the preceding bounds,

||1/~)||L§L§ + ||8t7/~}||L§L§ K €gap
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provided €1 was chosen small enough (this smallness does not depend on the choice of I’). This now implies
that

191 g0 < 200

whence ([CI0). In view of ([Z9), (CI0) and ([T1),
(7.11) | Poy(t) — Povp(0) |l sjoy(rxr2) < €0 ao
We now define Pyt to be the free wave with initial data (Pyt(0),0) at time ¢ = 0. Clearly
||P0Vm,t1/1L||LgoH—1 S 1Poy(0)]| 22
| Potr, — Povr.(0)| s0)(rxr2) < €0 @o

The second inequality here implies that

| Pty — Powi |l sp0)(1; xr2) < €0 ao

Thus in the present situation, we approximate Pyt by the free wave Py, just described and the bounds
which we just obtained should be viewed as versions of (4] and ([T on a fixed dyadic frequency block.
Several remarks are in order: First, we shall of course need to construct ¢, and ¥, for each such dyadic
block Py, and then obtain the global bounds required by (Z4) and (ZH). In this regard, any bound
depending on a; can easily be square-summed since

Za? < C(M) Z 1P I3 sy (rxma)y < C(M) CF
J

keZ

Second, the construction we just carried out applies to Pyt equally well provided |I| < 27*e;. Moreover, I
can be any time interval on which 9 is defined — with any to € I playing the role of t = 0 — and we shall
indeed apply this exact same procedure to those intervals I; which we are about to construct provided
they satisfy this length restriction.

Case 2: The underlying time interval I = (—Tp, T1) satisfies |I| > €1 with £; as in Case 1. To construct
the I, we shall use the wave equation (I.I4) for ¢,. By means of Schwartz extensions and successive
Hodge type decompositions of the 1 ,-components as explained above, the nonlinearity can be written as

(7.12) Do = Fa()) = Fa(4) + FR(W) + Fo(¥) + FR(¥) + F, ' (¥),

where the superscripts denote the degree of multi-linearity, see Section[3 The contribution of the trilinear
null-form F2(1)) here is in a sense the principal contribution, and causes the main technical difficulties.
We now make the following claim: There exists a cover I = Uj]\ill I; by open intervals I;, 1 < j < M,
My = M (eo), such that

(7.13) Jnax Z [ PeFo (D) a1, <2y < €0C8
SIS ez

We verify this for each of the different types of nonlinearities appearing on the right-hand side of (.12))
starting with the trilinear ones. Let us schematically write anyone of these trilinear expressions in the form
Vi [01|V]| T Qe 103)] or Vi i[Rb1 |V T Q(1h2,13)], where Q stands for the usual bilinear nullforms
and R for a Riesz transform (each of the ¥; = 4 but it will be convenient to view these inputs as
independent). Break up to inputs into dyadic frequency pieces: ¢; = Zkl Py, ¢; for i =1,2,3. In view of
our discussion in Section [5.3] it suffices to consider the high-low-low case |ky — k3| < L, ko < k1 + L for
some large L = L(egg). In addition, it suffices to restrict attention to frequencies k > ko — L' where P
localized the frequency of Q and L’ = L’(0) is large. Finally, one can assume angular separation between
the inputs: there exists mg = mg(eg) < —1 so that (ZI3)) reduces to the estimates

(714) 1312‘)]\(/[ Z Hvt@PAP/ﬁ,lel|v|_1P/€ICQ(Pff2,H2w27 Pksﬁsw3)]”?\l[£](1j xR2) < EOCg
SIS 0k ko ks
R1,R2,R3
(7.15)  Jax > IVeaPelPry sy ROV Pl Q(Pry oy V2, Py s ¥3) 011, <2y < £0C5
SISHL 0k ko ks

K1,R2,R3
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where the sums extend over integers k, ¢, k1, ko, k3 as specified above, as well as over caps k1, k2, k3 € Ciy
with dist(k;, k;) > 20 for ¢ # j. Let us first consider the case where the entire output is restricted by
@ <2mo+¢ in modulation, and the inputs are in the hyperbolic regime, i.e., Py, ¢ = Q<k,+c Pk, where
C is large depending on L. Then we bound (ZI4) (and ([TI3)) as follows, first on the whole time axis R
(assuming as we may that the inputs have been suitably extended):

> IVewQc<2most—cPelPry iy 1|V PeIQ(Pry a2, Pryrs ) g

k,l,k1,k2,k3
K1,K2,K3
(716) S Z Z HPLKQ<2m0+Z*C[Pk1,K1¢1|V|71PkICQ(Pk2,sz2a Pk3,f<31/}3)]”12\1F[n]
k4, k1 ko ks I{GCmO
K1,R2,R3

Note that the 22-factor produced by the output is canceled against the scaling factor which is part of
the N[¢]-norm, see Definition By the usual arguments involving disposable multipliers, we may replace
|V|~1PyI¢ by 27*2 (implicit constants are allowed to depend on L). Since the inputs are hyperbolic, we
may also ignore the null-form Q. For any k,

max dist(k, k;) 2 20

1=2,3

Let us assume that this happens for ¢ = 3. Then by (229), followed by (230),

m < C(L7 mo) Z 2_k2”Pkl,mwlpkz,fizw?”%,fl,g||P/€37N3¢3||%[k3]

k,L,k1,k2,ks
K1,R2,KR3

< C(La mO) Z ||Pk171~i11/}1 ”?‘S[Icl,nl] Hsz,szQ”?S[kg,ng] ||Pk3yli3¢3||%[k3,r¢3]

k€. k1,k2,ks
K1,Kk2,K3

3
< C(Lmo) (D IPwlEy) < O(L,mo)CE

keZ

Note that we are not assuming that Py, .,1; are wave-packets, i.e., localized in modulation to < 22mo+ki
but only to modulations < 2¥+¢. Therefore, to pass to the last line one needs to use Lemma [Z7] for the
modulations between these two cut-offs. However, this only costs a factor of < |mg| which is admissible.
We now rewrite the first line in this estimate in the form

(0 < C(Loma) [ 30 271 oy 10) Pra s talt,2) P Pl ey g dede < C(L,m)CE

L W
K1,K2,R3

By the dominated convergence theorem, we can cover the line (and especially (=T, 71)) into finitely many
intervals I such that

C(L7 mo)/ Z 2_k2|P7€1ﬁ1w1 (tv x)Pk2>H2w2(tv $)|2”P/€37N3"/J3H%[k3] dtdz < EOCg
LXR b,k ko ks
K1,R2,K3

for each I;. Moreover, the number of these intervals is < M (¢). Refining the intervals further if necessary,
we may similarly assume that

(717) C(L7 mo)/ Z 2_k2|P7€1ﬁ1w1 (tv "E)szﬁzz/]?(tv ‘T)|2||Pk37ﬂsw3|‘%[k3] dtdz < EOCg
IiXR2 g 0k ko ks
K1,R2,K3

for each I;. Moreover, the number of these intervals can be taken to depend only on Cy and eg (since
L and mg have the same property). Retracing our steps shows that these intervals have the desired
properties (C.I4)) and (ZI5) under the modulation assumptions Py, v; = Q<k,+c Pr, s, and the additional
assumption that the output is limited to size < 22m0+¢ (the Schwartz extensions implicit in (Z.I4]) and (7.15)
are simply obtained by multiplying the L?, functions by smooth bump functions). The remaining cases
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where these modulation assumptions are violated are handled similarly. For example, consider (ZI5) for
outputs of modulations > 2+¢ but again on the whole time axis

> Ve PiQses o Pey sy RUOLV| T Pl Q(Pry iy, Pry s ths)ll[ vy
k,l,k1,k2,k3

K1,R2,KR3

Y ||Vt,zPeQze+c[Pkl,mR¢1|V|_1PkIQ(Pk2,n21/J27Pks,n3¢3)]||;7%+5,7175,2

k,l,k1,k2,ks ¢
K1,k2,K3

2
_(1_ e )me— _
< 3 (X 29200 B Qe ) 2 I P Q(Pag sz, P30

k,l,k1,ka, ks m>L+C
K1,k2,K3

S Z 2_2él|Pk17'€1¢1H2‘ —Lte1-e,2 2k||PkIQ(Pk2;H2¢27 Pks;’i3¢3)||%§[,§
kb kr k2 ks Xe
K1,K2,K3

S Z 272e||P]€17,€1’g/11||;7%+€’17€’2 2k”‘c(P7€2,fi2¢27 Pk37ﬁs¢3)||i§L§
¢

k,l,k1,k2,ks
K1,k2,K3

S C(L, mo)Cg

where the final bound again follows from (229) (£ stands for the usual averaged space-time translation
operator which arises via removal of disposable multipliers). Writing out the L?L2-norm explicitly in the
previous estimate allows us again to choose intervals I; with the desired properties. The remaining case
of output modulations @,, with 2mg + ¢ < m < £+ C' is similar:

> Ve PiQulPay i, Rt V|7 PuIQ(Pry a2, Prys3)] v

k,l,k1,k2,k3
K1,k2,K3

5 Z Hvt@PZQW[PfflymRw1|v|71P/€IQ(P7€2ﬁ2w27Pk37f€31/]3)]”2‘71+s,7175,2
X 2

k,L,k1,k2,ks ‘
K1,R2,R3

SO 2P s @t | PiI Q(Pry s ¥2, Prgons¥3) | 7212

kL. k1,k2,ks
K1,Kk2,K3

< C(L,mp)C§

Due to the L2 L2-norm one can now proceed as before. Finally, suppose that the output as well as ¢ are
hyperbolic, but that o and 13 are elliptic. Then

N|=

> ||Vt,wPéQse+C[Pk1,mQSk1+cR¢1|V|_1PkIQ(Pk2,~2¢2=Pksm%)]ll?v[e])
kLK1 k2, ks
K1,K2,K3
S Z Z 2ieHvt@PZQS@-FC[thﬁlQSkl-l‘CRwl|v|71PkIQ(Pk2;H2Qm¢2u Pksﬁs@m"bS)]HL%Li

k,l,k1,ka,ks m>ka+C
K1,R2,R3
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which can be further estimated as

S Z Z 2é||PfQ§@+C[P/€1,H1 QSICH-CRwl|v|_1P/€IQ(P7€2,H2Qm¢27 Pksﬁs@m"bS)]”L}L;

k,l,k1,k2,ks m>ko+C
R1,R2,KR3

< Z Z Py n ¥l Lge 12 (| PhT Q(Pry oy @2, Pry s Qmtbs )l i 22

k,C,k1,ko,ks m>ko+C
K1,Kk2,K3

S Z Z HPkl,mwl”L;’oL% 2m_k2||P7€2,H2Qmw2||L§L§||P7€37N3Qm¢3||Lng°

k,l,k1,k2,ks m>ko+C
K1,K2,K3

S C(L, mo)Cg

by Bernstein’s inequality and the definition of S[k]; to pass to the second line use that PyQ<¢+c is
disposable. Breaking up the L; Ll-norm in the third line of this estimate into disjoint time intervals allows
us to obtain the desired conclusion as before. Alternatively, one can gain smallness here by taking C' in
m > ko + C large; this will be important later (see Remark [.8]). We leave the analogous analysis of (.14])
to the reader.

The proof of the claim ([I3)) for the higher degree nonlinearities is outlined in the Appendix.

A crucial feature of the construction of the intervals {I;}1<;<a, above is that is universal, i.e., it does
not depend on the choice of the underlying frequency scale. We now conclude the proof of Lemma
Fix some I; and localize v to frequency 2*. If |I;| < &1 27%, then Pkwj(\J,)L := Pp1 satisfies the bound (Z.4)
by the analysis in Case 1. Otherwise, one represents the solution via ([2:68)). The bounds in Case 1 above
then imply the estimate

||(Pk1/))‘[tj_€1 o t,—er 2 st S [Pkl s1

The free wave Pyi)r, at dyadic frequency 2% is now defined as the free evolution in (2.68)), whereas szbgj,)L
is the sum of the other two terms in that formula. Summing over k now yields the claimed local splitting
of 9 in Lemma

Finally, the proof of (Z.4)) is implicit in the preceding and we skip the details. O

Remark 7.7. Later we will apply (7.0 in the following context. If
1

(D 1Pt ll3)® < 05

k>ko
for some (very small) d5 > 0, we have

4 , i
Va0 Poko P g1 + (D 1P, a1, ) S 03
k>ko

where the implied constant depends on ||9||s.
Remark 7.8. The preceding proof can be easily modified to give the following result that will be important

later: Let ¢ be the gauged derivative components of an admissible wave map. Assume that we have an
apriori bound of the form

(7.18) > Yo 2P ¥Pusyl; + D RUTITETONIPQu) e )P <A

k1>ko K1,2€Cm k<l
dist(k1,k2)227 ™0

where my is sufficiently large depending on the energy E of 1. Then we can infer a bound of the form
||1/}||S 5 CQ(Ea mo, A)

This is done by a bootstrap, with the desired smallness coming either from the intervals I; or the gains
from the angular alignment. Moreover, assume that for each k; > ko one has

Z Pquﬁlwpk2y’i2w = fk17k2 + Gki ks

K1,2€Cm
dist(k1, k2) 2270
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PrQ>itp = hi + i
with for some positive integer v

Y 2 e + DRI Qu ) < A

k1 >ko k<l
(7.19) —k 2 (1—e)l—(L—e)k . 2 v
> 2B gk i+ 2 2T Quirll 2 17 <Yl

1>k ’ k<l

where 6 > 0 is small depending on the energy and the integer v, but independent of ||¢||s. Then one can
again conclude
||1/}||S 5 CQ(Ea mo, A)

Note the the time intervals I; are determined only by means of the fx, r, and not the gy, &,.

7.1.2. Proof of Proposition[7.3 Recall that we are making the assumption ||¢||s < Cp. We first show that
the wave map cannot break down in finite time, i.e., T =T’ = co. Assume for example that T' < co. For
g0 > 0 a sufficiently small but absolute constant (which will be specified later), pick the M;(Cy, o)-many
intervals I; as in Lemma It will suffice to consider that interval I;, which has T' as its endpoints.
Alternatively, starting with that interval I; containing the initial time slice ¢ = 0, one can inductively
obtain control over the frequency-localized constituents of 1, the Py1).

Lemma 7.9. Let I; = (tj,t;41) be an interval as in Lemma[7.6] Introduce the frequency envelope

er = (3 27 Pty |13 2

LEZ

where oy > 0 is some small constant. Also, write 1/)|1j = Y + ¥nr. Then there is a number C; =
Cy (Y1) < oo with the property that

| Peibll sirycr, xr2y) < Crex, VhkeZ
Proof. We prove this by splitting the interval I; into a finite number of smaller intervals depending on vr..
Thus we shall write
Ij = Uiin
for a finite number of smaller intervals depending on 1. The exact definition of these intervals will be

given later in the proof. On each Jj;, we now run a bootstrap argument, commencing with the bootstrap
assumption:

| Pl siry(, xr2)y < A(Co)cer
Here A(Cp) is a number that depends purely on the apriori bound we are making on the wave map. We
shall show that provided A(Cp) is chosen large enough, the bootstrap assumption implies the better bound

A(Co)
2

We prove this for each frequency mode. By scaling invariance, we may assume k = 0. As before, one needs
to distinguish between |J;| < €1 and the opposite case, where ¢; is chosen sufficiently small. In the former
case, one directly uses the div-curl system

Op = Vb + V()

as in the previous section to obtain the desired conclusion for Py1. Thus we can assume that the interval
satisfies |J;| > &1, which means we can control (Pow(to, -), Pooptb(to, )) for some ty € J; via

| (Pov(tos -), Podetp(to,-)) ||L3XH71 S A1(Co)eo

for some constant A;(Cp), which is explicitly computable, independently of A(Cp). Passing to the wave
equation

| Pl siryc, xr2y < Ck

5
OPy = PoFa(d) =Y PoF2 ' (¢)
=1
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via Schwartz extensions and Hodge decompositions as before, we first consider the principal terms Py F(1)).
These terms can be schematically written as

PV [y V47
More accurately, they are of the form
V2 Pe[Pry ey 1|V |7 P “Q(Pry s V2, Pry s ¥3)]
V.o Pe[Piy oy R01IV |7 Pel Q(Pry ey th2s Prog ey 3)]

with a Riesz projection R and a nullform Q. Substituting the decomposition v = ¥, + ¥y, into the inner
null-form yields

PoVa [0V (1?)] = PoVa [V (02)] + PoVa [0V (Wrne)] + PoVae vV (0% 1)]

Note that the last term automatically has the desired smallness property if we choose ¢y smaller than some
absolute constant. Indeed, by (Z4), and the trilinear estimates of Section [l

| PoVae [0V (% )]l o S €8 sup2~7" M Pl sy S €3 A(Co)eo < A(Co)eo
S

for small eg. Next, for the mixed term PyV, [v'V = (11N L)], choosing eq sufficiently small (depending
on Cp), we can arrange in light of Lemma and the trilinear estimates

1PV i [0V (W ton )] vo) S A(Co)Ciey™ ™ co < A(Co) co
The first term
PoVo [V (41)]

requires a separate argument. In fact, we treat this term by decomposing the interval I; into smaller ones.
In order to select these intervals, first note that upon localizing the frequencies of the inputs according to

Povw,t[Pk1¢V_1Pk(sz¢LPk3¢L)]
one obtains from the trilinear bounds of Section
| PoV ¢ [ Piey ¥V ™ P Pioy o1 Proy 1) i) < €0 27711 Py | sy < A(Co) o

in the following two cases: ki, k2, k3 fall outside the range (5.38) (the high-low-low case), or, if they do fall
in the range (538), then k < ko — L’. Here L and L’ are large constants depending on Cj, g, due to the
bounds on 9, from Lemma [.6l Thus, denoting by

PoVa [0V (7))

the sum over all frequency interactions described by these conditions, one then obtains the estimate

[PVt [0V (41)] [ vi0) < A(Co) co
Employing the notations of Section 53] it thus suffices to consider the sum of expressions

k 1
" 2£0)

Zkhkz’k‘gez > PoVau PV Pr(Pryr Prgtor)),
k=ko—L/
where, of course, the implied constants may be quite large depending on Cy,eqg. Furthermore, by the
results of that section, we may assume that the inputs have pairwise angular separation on the Fourier
side, and in particular we make this assumption for the free wave inputs Py, ¢r, and Py,1r. Thus we have
now reduced ourselves to estimating

I ka+0O(1)
Z Zk ko, k Z Povw’t[Pkl>“1wv_1pk(Pk2ﬁ2wL Pkg,nng)],
1,k2,k3€Z
’11>’12,:‘€3€Cm0 =ko—L’

max;; dist(kg,k;)>2™M0
The next step is to exploit the dispersive properties of the expression

v_lpk(szﬁzwL Pksﬁswlz)
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First, due to the energy bound for v, there exists some finite set A C Z so that

k2+0(1)

"
Z Zkl,kg,kgez Z HPOvﬂC,t[thNld]v_lPk (Pk27N2¢L P]C3,H3¢L)]||N[O]

K1,k2,k3ECmg 2 k=ko—L
max;; dist(kg,k;)>2""0

< e02” % M| P, )| gy
On the other hand, assume now that k3 € A and consider

v_lpk(szﬁzwL Pks,fiswlz)

where k, ks are chosen as in (B.38). Note that the set A depends on the dyadic frequency of the output,
in this case frequency 2°. Changing the frequency localizations of the output amounts to a rescaling of A.
Nonetheless, one has the following estimates which are independent under rescaling:

IV 71 Py(Pry 1 Preg s 1) L oo < C3(4L, )
In particular,

> VT P(Pry iy Prg s )| £y poe < Ca(thr) < 00
ko€ A

To prove this bounds, set ks = 0 by scaling invariance. But then Py, (¢;,-) is a Schwartz function in the
z-variable. Using the angular separation of the inputs it is now straightforward to see that

IV Pr(Pry a1, Prg o)l Lizoe < Cs(¥r, k2)

Indeed, this follows from stationary phase and the angular separation of the inputs. We now define the
intervals J; by requiring that

k2+0(1)
> > Z ||V Y P(Pry o WL Prg s V)| 2 Loo (7, xm2) < €0
K1,k2,k3ECH ko€A  k=ko—

max; dlst(nl,/»c])>2m0 |k2—ks|<L

It is furthermore clear that we also obtain

k2+0(1)
> Zkl,k2,k3ez > NPV t[Pryws ¥V Pi(Pry oL Pay s )] | N j0) (2, xR2)
K1,K2,63€Cm k2€A  p—fy L’

max;»; dist(k;,k;)>2""0

< 027 || Py vl sia,) < A(Co)eo
which completes the bootstrap for the trilinear source terms.
The contribution of the higher order terms is dealt with in the appendix.

By applying the above bootstrap argument on each of the finitely many intervals J;; comprising each
I;, the proof of Lemma [.9 now follows. O

The proof of Proposition[7.3] can easily be concluded. Indeed, one infers from the Klainerman-Machedon
criterion that T = T" = oo. Moreover, we obtain a global apriori bound

| Peipll spe) < Chrcw

were the constant C; depends implicitly on ¢r,. Unfortunately we have no apriori way of controlling this
number. Moreover, Lemma [7.6] implies the scattering for large times.
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7.2. Control of wave-maps via a fixed L2-profile. A fundamental issue that we need to address is
the very definition of wave maps with data that are in some sense only of energy class. To propagate such
data under the wave map evolution, we shall use approximations by smooth wave maps each of which can
be continued canonically. The following lemma justifies this procedure.

Lemma 7.10. Let ¢ be the derivative components of a sequence of Schwartz clasd™ wave maps u”
(=T, TP) xR? — H? on their mazimal time interval of existence and assume that the Coulomb components

PI(0,-) satisfy

Jim [[95(0,-) = Vallzz =0
for some V, € L?(R?). Denoting the collection of components Vo, by V, there is a time Ty = To(V) > 0
such that min(T§, TT) > To for all sufficiently large n and

limsup (|95 | s~ 10)xr2) < C(V) < 00
n—rod

Furthermore, there is a constant C1(V) with the following property: defining the frequency envelope

(n) ._ —olk—¢ 2 1
b= mex, O 2 IR ,)?

for sufficiently small fired o > 0, one has for oll k € Z and all large n

Jmax (| By ||s k(1. 10) xR2) < Oy (V)™

Finally, the wave map propagations of the ¥ converge on fized time slices t = to € [T, Tp] in the
L2-topology, uniformly in time.

The proof of this lemma will occupy the remainder of this section. Before we begin with the proof, we
discuss some related results and implications of Lemma [Z.I0l Most fundamental is the following stability
result:

Proposition 7.11. Let u : [Ty, T1] x R? — H? be an admissible wave-map with gauged derivative
components denoted by 1p. Assume that ||Y||s(—z, 1 )xr2) = A < 00. Then there exists 1 = €1(A) > 0
with the following property: any other admissible wave-map v defined locally around t = 0 and with gauged
derivative components 1 satisfying ||1(0)—1(0)||2 < € < 1 extends as an admissible wave-map to [—Ty, T}]
and satisfies ||1/~)||5([_T0)T1]XR2) < A+ c(e1) where c(e) = 0 as e — 0.

Proof. The proof will be given in Section 0.5 as it follows directly from the proof of Proposition Q.12 [
As a consequence, one has the following important continuation result.

Corollary 7.12. Let {¢"}°°; be a sequence of Coulomb components of admissible wave maps u™ : I — H?>
where I some fived nonempty closed interval such that for some ty € I one has

Tim (42 (f0,) ~ Vallz2 =0

with V, € L*(R?) as well as
sup [[¢" | g(rxr2) < 00.

Then there exists a true extension I of I (meaning that it extends by some positive distance beyond the
endpoints of I in sofar as they are finite) to which each u™ can be continued as an admissible wave map
provided n s large.

Proof. By Proposition [.I1] we can define lim,, ;. 97 (¢,.) in the L2?-sense for ¢ an endpoint of I. By
Lemma [T.T0l the ¢" extend beyond the (finite) endpoints for n large enough. ]

We can use the preceding results to define wave maps with L? data at the level of the Coulomb gauge.

141 the usual sense that @7 |t=const is Schwartz on R2.
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Definition 7.13. Assume we are given a family {V,}, a = 0,1,2, of L?(R?)-functions, to be interpreted
as data at time t = 0. Also, assume we have

V, = lim ¢"
n—oo

where {7} are Coulomb components of admissible wave maps at time t = 0. Determine I = (=Tp,T1) to
be the mazximal open time interval with the property that

sup{I C I, I closed| lilrri)gf|\wz|\s(fo2) < oo}

Then we define the Coulomb wave maps propagation of {V,} to be
UX(t,x) := lim ¢2(t,x), tel
n—oo

We call I x R? the lifespan of the (Coulomb) wave maps evolution of {Vy}.

It is of course important that the life span does not depend on the choice of sequence and, moreover,
that the “solutions” V, are unique. These statements follow from Proposition [[.11]

The aforementioned uniqueness properties are now immediate — indeed, simply mix any two sequences
which converge to V,,. Moreover, we can characterize the life-span as follows.

Corollary 7.14. Let V,, {¢}, and I be as in Definition [713 Assume in addition that I # (—o00,00).
Then
(7.20) sup liminf [[47 || ssxre2) = 00

J il%ged e

Proof. Suppose not. Let I = (=T, T1) where w. 1. 0. g. we assume Tj < oco. Then there exists a number
M < oo with the property that for every closed J C I with 0 € J one has

lim inf |¢7 || s(xr2) < M

Now observe that

limsup [|1y || s(7xr2) = 00,
n, JCI

where J ranges over the closed subsets of I. Indeed, if not, we have
lim sup [[¢g || s(jo,71]xR2) < 00
n—oo
But then by Corollary [T.12 one can extend %]} beyond the endpoint 77 of I to some interval I for n large

enough while maintaining the finiteness of ||Vg || 7xgz), contradicting the definition of I.
Now pick €1 as in Proposition [[.11] with M replacing A, and pick J C I, ng large enough such that

[9¥a’lls(rxrey > M, sup |[(4g —95")(0, ))l|z> < @

n,m>ng
But by our definition of M there exists kg > ng with the property that
[0 | s(rxmzy < M
and then applying Proposition [.11] to 1% (0, -) we obtain a contradiction. This proves the corollary. [

Another important property is to be able to ensure the apriori existence of wave maps flows “at infinity”,
i.e., the solution of the scattering problem. In this regard, we have the following result.

Proposition 7.15. Assume we are given admissible data at time t =0 of the form
Yo =04 (S(0—t0) (0, V,V)) +012(1), a=0,1,2

Here (8,V,V) € L? x H' is a fired profile. Then for ty = to(8,V,V) > 0 large enough and op>(1) small
enough, the wave map associated with 1), exists on (—00,0], is admissible there, and we have

[Yalls((~o0,0xR2) < 00
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Moreover, letting Y& be a sequence of admissible Coulomb components (i.e., associated with admissible
maps) at time t = 0 satisfying
Y — Oa (S(O e ICAZ V))
for (0:V,V) as before and to large enough also as before, the limit
lim ¢} (¢, x) =V (t,z), te (—o0,0]
n—oo

exists independently of the particular sequence chosen. We call this the Coulomb wave maps evolution of
the data

90 (S(0 = t0)(8,V,V))

at time t = —oo. A similar construction applies at time t = co.

Corollary 7.16. Assume that for a sequence of admissible Coulomb components ¢} at time t = 0 we have
Yr =0, (St —t")(8,V, V)) + or2(1)

Then if t, — oo, the limits
lim ¢l (t+t", ) = (¢, x)
n—r00

exist in the L?-sense on some interval (—oo, —C), uniformly on closed subintervals, for C large enough.

We have
lim sup |[1g (t + ", )| g((—00,—Co] xR2) < 00

n—00

for Cy > C. We call the mazimal interval I = (—oo, —C) for which these statements hold the lifespan of
the limiting object WP here C may be negative or —oo. A similar construction applies when t, — —oo.

Both Proposition [7.15] as well as Corollary [(.16] will be proved in Section Having defined limiting
objects U as in Lemma [.T3] (temporally bounded case) as well as Corollary [[.I6, we can now define in
obvious fashion the norms

H‘I’ZOHS(JxR?) = nh_{{)lo H‘/’ZHS(JxW)

for J C I closed, with I the lifespan of the limiting object. This is well-defined due to Proposition [ 11}
We can then also state the following

Lemma 7.17. Let U2 be as before, with lifespan I. Assume in addition that I # (—o00,00). Then

(7.21) sup H‘I’ZOHS(JxR?) =00
JcI
J closed

The same conclusion holds for arbitrary I provided the sequence Y2 is essentially singular.

We now turn to the proof of Lemma [[.J0l We begin with the the lower bound on the life span of the
Y. In essence, this is a consequence of the fact that ¥ — V,, in L? implies a uniform non-concentration
property of the energy of the ¢7. This then allows one to approximate the corresponding wave maps
with derivative components ¢~ on small discs — with radii depending only on the limiting “profile” V' —
by small energy smooth wave maps; the small energy theory and finite propagation speed then imply a
uniform lower bound on the life span. Technically speaking, restricting to small scales requires some care
since localizing the wave map by applying a smooth cutoff does not necessarily decrease the energy. To
see this, let x be a cutoff to a small ball B of size r. Then the first term on the right-hand side of

(7.22) [ v6a@p a2 [ o) o+ [ (Vo) da

does in general not become small as r — 0.
Let €9 > 0 be the cutoff such that smooth data with energy less than ey result in global wave maps. More
precisely, we will rely on the following result by the first author, see [22].
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Theorem 7.18. Given smooth initial data (x, y)[0] : 0 x R? — H? which are sufficiently small in the
sense that

2 OyX\ 2 Oay 2

| S I + ()] dendan < &
oxR2 -5 Y y

where €9 > 0 is a small absolute constant, there exists a unique classical wave map from R?T to H?

extending these data globally in time. Moreover, one has the bound Zi:o [Valls@i+2y < Ceo where C s

an absolute constant.

Denoting the actual map at time ¢ = 0 giving rise (together with the time derivatives) to @&, ¥,

by (x,¥)(0,-) : R? — H2, where we have omitted the superscript n for simplicity, we now consider a
“re-normalized” map, subject to a choice of zo € R? and ry > 0,

(7.23) (x1,¥1) := (X[\Ifzo|<ro]x — 0 Xliesal<ao l°g[ylo(0")])
Yo

Here X[jz—ao|<ro] 18 & smooth cutoff to the disk Dy, . := {|z —x0| < 70} which equals one on |z —zo| < 22,
say, and

Xo 1= ][ x(x) dzydxs, Yo := exp ( ][ logy(z) dxldacg)
[lz—zo|<ro] [[z—zo|<2r0)

with f3, := |B|™! [;. Note that we have chosen the cutoffs on the two components differently — the one
on the second component is slightly larger than the first. This is merely a technical convenience which
amounts to y; = % when VX(jz—ao|<ro] 7 0. Lemma [.21] below verifies the desired smallness of energy
property for these data. We begin with a basic imbedding lemma which we shall need in the proof of that
lemma. Even though we only require the case d = 2, we formulate this lemma in any dimension.

Lemma 7.19. B2 _(R%) < BMO(R?).

._d
Proof. By duality, it suffices to prove that H' — B, ¢ (R9) for the Hardy space H'. Thus, we need to
show that

> 275 Pigll2 < C(d)

JEZ
for any ¢ which is an H!(R?) atom. Here P; are the usual Littlewood-Paley projections to frequencies
of size 27. By scaling and translation invariance we may assume that supp(¢) C B(0,1), |¢| < 1 and
[ ¢(x)dx = 0. If j > 0, then we use that

[P;ollz < [l < C(d)
If j <0, then writing P;¢ = 27%)(27.) * ¢ we conclude that

1
Pyé()| < C 2”“”/|Vw@Nx—w»ﬁW@N@
B(0,1) 0

which implies that
1Pl <C [ AVt o) dy < C2 D
B(0,1)
and we are done. |

The importance of BMO in this context lies with the fact that exponentiation maps small balls in BMO
into the Ap-class. Recall that w is an A,-weight in the sense of Muckenhaupt (see Chapter 7 in [7] or
Stein [43] for all this standard material) provided

(7.24) @ [ wiyds (1017 [ w @ydn)” < )

w
Q
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uniformly for all cubes @ C R? for some constant A,(w). Here 1 < p < oo and p’ = 1% as usual. Note that
Ap C Ay if p < q. The A; class is defined as all w with Mw < Cw a.e., where M is the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal operator. At the other end one has A, :=J, <p<oo Ap, which is characterized by the estimate
(7.25) wl$) _ C(ﬁ)(S

w(Q) Q|
for all S C @ (this is deep and requires the “reverse Holder inequality”). Here C' and ¢ > 0 only depend
on w. From the John-Nirenberg inequality, w = e? is an A, weight for some 1 < p < oo provided

llollBMO < 70 is small enough and the A,-constant A,(w) in (7.24)) only depends on 7.

1
Lemma 7.20. Let ||| 2 < A and set w := e(=2) 2% Then for any 1 < p < oo one has Ay(w) < C(p, A)
where the latter constant only depends on p and A.

Proof. For any 6 > 0,
#{j € Z|||Pipll2 > 6} <6724

In particular, for any § > 0 there is a decomposition ¢ = & + (¢ — @) so that [|(=A) 23| < C52A3
and, by Lemma [7.19]

I(=A)"% (¢ — §)|lB7O < C6

By the John-Nirenberg inequality one may choose § small depending on p € (1, 00) such that exp ((—A)_%
$)) € A, with some absolute A,-constant. Since

e Mt
we are done. g

The importance of A, weights lies with the fact that the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator M as well
as Calderon-Zygmund operators T are bounded on LP(wdz) with constants that only depend on the
dimension and the A, constant from (7.24) (and T in case of a singular integral) provided 1 < p < co. In
the present context, we will require a version of Poincaré’s inequality with Ay weights. Now for the small
energy lemma.

Lemma 7.21. Let (x7,y7) be as in (C23) applied to (x™,y™). Then given g9 > 0, we can pick ro > 0
small enough such that

H vx!
yi

Here V is the spatial gradient and vy does not depend on n. Since one can clearly also arrange

Vy?
oy + 12 <

X (|2 0| <ro1P0 || L2 < €0,
we have now achieved smallness of the energy of these data. Moreover, ro > 0 can be chosen uniformly

in o € R2.

Proof. We assume as we may (by rescaling) that ||¢L ||z + ||¢2 |2 < 1 for a = 0,1,2. We shall also suppress
the time dependence and drop the superscript n. In view of (.22)) it suffices to estimate the contributions
of those terms in which the derivatives falls on the cutoff x in (23)). Starting with the component

y1 = XHI—10|<7‘0]%’ note that Poincaré’s inequality implies that, with B := {|x — z¢| < ro},

r&Q‘/B}log [yy(—f]rdxld@Sé}vy)gg)rdxldxz

S Z /B|¢a(w)|2d;v1d:b2= Z /B|wa(:1c)|2dx1d:c2 <ed

a=1,2 a=1,2

uniformly in n provided r( is small enough. Here we used the relation (L4)) and that the gauge change
is given by multiplication by a unimodular factor. For the xj;-component, we make the preliminary
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observation that y € A, for any 1 < p < co. Indeed, by Lemma [T9] for any 1 < M < oo we can find
C = C(M) so large that

| Pr\[—c,c1 log yllBMO = || Pr\[-c\0 Z AT'9;¢% Bvo < M
j=1,2

which implies that y, := exp (PR\[—C(p),C(p)] log y) € A, for any 1 < p < oo with a suitable C(p). Since
Lemma implies that ||yy; |l < C, the claim follows. We now use the following weighted Poincaré
inequality, see Theorem 1.5 in []: for any w € As, and ball B of radius r > 0,

[ 15@) = (1P w)is < Oy [ (V1@ w@ds, (7)p =, fa)da

Consequently, with w = y~2 € Ay, and in view of our definition of xq,

_2/’ —XO} da:ldsz/ ’VX } dridry < Z / |¢ )2 dy dixs

Jj=1,2

By our choice of cutoffs in (23] we are done. To obtain the final statement of the proof, simply note that
we can always find r¢o > 0 such that

2
sup Z/ |V (2)|? dzydy < €3

o cR2 a=0 DmO ro

Consequently, for all sufficiently large n,
sup Z/ [0 (x |2 doydas < 53
zo€ER2 Dz ,rg

and therefore also

sup Z/ |oh (x d$1d$2 < 5(2)

zo€R? mo o

for all large n, which is all that is needed for the proof. O

We will also require an analogous result on small energy outside of a big ball. Thus, let Ry > 1 be large
and define

(7.26) (x2,y2) = (X[|m|>R0]

X — Xq eXHz\>R§] 10%[;’—0(07')]>

Here X[jz|>Ro] is a smooth cutoff to the set {|z| > Ro} which equals one on |z| > 2Ry, say, and

Xo 1= ][ x(x) dxidzs, Yo := exp ( 7[1? logy(z) dxld:tg)
[Ro<|z|<2Ro) =2 <|z|<Ro]

In analogy to (23] the construction here is such that yo = % on the set {VX[jz|>ro 7 0}

Lemma 7.22. Let (x35,y%) be as in (L26) applied to (x™,y™). Then given g9 > 0, we can pick Ry > 0

large enough such that

H Vx3y
y3

Here V is the spatial gradient and Ry does not depend on n. Since one can clearly also arrange

Vy%
2z + 1=57 122 <o

||XH$\>R0]¢8”L% < €p,

we have now achieved smallness of the energy of these data.
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Proof. The argument is completely analogous to the one for Lemma [7.2T] The only difference is that ones
uses the following Poincaré inequalities on annuli instead of disks: for any Ry > 0,

/ (@) = (f) Ro|? w()da < CR?J/ [V f(@)? w(z)de
Ro<|z|<2Ro Ro<|z|<2Ro

for any As-weight w and a constant C' which only depends on the As constant of w. As usual (f)g,
denotes the average of f over the annulus. For w = 1 this is of course standard, and for general w it
follows from [g]. O

Next, we wish to establish control over the ¢! in the S-norm on a nonempty time interval (—Tp, Tp)
uniformly in n. The idea is to apply Theorem to the finitely many small energy maps given by
Lemmall2T]and then to reconstruct and also bound the original sequence ¥ in terms of these constituents.
The latter of course relies on finite propagation speed and involves smooth partitions of unity. In order to
handle partitions of unity, we need to derive estimates of the form

Ix¥lls < COOIIYls

for Schwartz functions x and some constant C'(x). Due to issues having to do with the slow decay as well
as limited regularity of the logarithmic potential A=19¢ which appears in the phase of the gauge change,
we will need to allow for a larger class of functions x. The following lemma is tailored to such purposes.
Lemma 7.23. Let x € C*™(R?**1) satisfy the following propertie: for some constant A

o maxy—o,1 Max|q|<100 |0 Vex Loy < A for all2 <p < oo, 1< g <00

o [[{r) max(|¢[, [€]'9)X(T, )| papee < A for all2 < q < o0

Then there ezists an absolute constant Cy such that | xv||s < CoAllp|ls for any Schwartz function ip. The
S-norm here can be defined in terms of both the original S[k|-spaces from Definition [2Z.3 as well as the
stronger || - ||-norm, and it can be either localized to some interval in time or be defined globally in time.

Proof. Tt suffices to consider global in time estimates. We begin with the original S[k]-norm. We need to
prove that

1
3
(7.27) (D IPO)lE) < COlivls
keZ
We begin with the energy component of S[k]. If £ < C, then by Bernstein’s inequality
(7.28) 1P lpgerz S 2% Ixllzsezz 1l gere S 2% IIxllzsezallvlls S 25 Allvlls
Here we used that

Il < (D I1PIsz)” < (X 1PlE)” < IWlls

keZ kEZ
On the other hand, if £ > C|, then

1 Pe(x) | 222 < 1 Pe(Pi—10X Prth) |l oo rz + || Pe(Por—10X %)l £oo 2
Slxllze e lPellpee 2 + 1 Psk-10x|Lge 1] o= 2
5 —k
S (Ixllzgeree + IVl e Lo ) (1Pet speroqy + 27" l1ells)
S APl sprroy + 27 ll4ls)
where we used the reverse Bernstein inequality
[1Psk-10x /e S 27| Vxllperee
15The logarithmic potential in (CII) decays like |z|~' (but in general no faster) which explains why we need p > 2 in
the first condition. Since one in fact has asymptotic equality with |z|~! up to a multiplicative constant, it follows that the
Fourier transform of this potential around zero exhibits a |¢|~!-singularity, which explains the second condition. Finally, we

cannot control more than one time derivative of (IL1I]), and showing that one time derivative can be controlled in terms of
the energy alone is nontrivial and requires the div-curl system for ¢, see Corollary [7.25]
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Square-summing now implies the desired bound. To proceed we need to control || Pyx|| s If & <0, then

||PkX||S[k] S ||PkQ§kX||X:,%,1 + ||PkQ>kX||X—§+a,1—s,2

k

k _1 _1
S 27| PeQ<iXllzzre + 202 K PuQrecoxllnzrz + 20 2R Qoo Oixll pare

<25 ([ s (nPIRGuwP)ar) "+ 25 [102 sup (nPIRG ) ar)

|n|~2% [n|~2%
(7.29) < A2(-atek
whereas if k£ > 0, then

1Prxlsi < 1PrQ<rx| ot 1Pe@>kx]l  ~g4eie

k

< 2% | PeQ<rxllpzr2 + 2= +8)k||PkQ>k Oxlzr2

1
(7.30) 27 ( [0? s (PR i) 5 A2
n|~2

Next, if £ < C, then
k k
1PeQ<k (X o300 S 22 PO 22 S 22 Iz I¥ls S 25 Al|y]s
k
whereas, if k& > C, then by Lemma [£.10]

k—
(7.31) IPQekO oy € Y 29022
k k?l,k?QEZ

kl\/ 2

[ Piy X511 1 Prea || s 1)

where the sum is only over those ki, ko which are admissible by the low-high, high-low, and high-high
trichotomy. Distinguishing these cases and using the estimate (Z.29]) , (C.30), one obtains

PO 05 S AUIPllsim + 27 [10lls)
which is sufficient. Next, if £ < C, then

1Pe@rs<c (X g enea S 20628y

k

1
x22
k

1 1
I 265 x| s 1| 205+ Al || s

and for j > C, using that P;Q); is disposable,

1PeQi O yrenea € D 202 PPQiQ<ma0x W, o +11@55-10x ], o]

L2L5 L2L5
’f j>C o o
S E 2101 E)2("'%)]6[||Pij(Q§j—10XWHL?LE + 27110l s 22 I e 2]
j=C
1 (1 — 1
S A2EM |z + 30 POI2E N BQ; (Qemaox V), 8
i=c o

The first term on the right-hand side here can be square summed over k£ < C, whereas the second is
bounded as follows:

D 210792 SR Qi (Q<i 10X¢)||

ji>C
< D 202N I PQ(PQi 10X QN ¢ + I1PQs(PcQsi10x PecQivl 5 )
ji>C >C L

(7.32)

S S 202 (S PQe 10X g | Pe@sv iz + | P<o@ss10Xlneng | P<c @l aus )
ji>C (>C
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where we used that Py, Q); is disposable for £, j in the specified range. Bernstein’s inequality and Lemma[2.15]
imply

, , o .
@3 <Y 23(1_8)2(%“)'“( > 25| Poxl g2 1 PeQjdll 212 + | P<oQ<j—10X| Lee 2 ||P§cQj¢||Lng)

ji>C >C

S A2EFk(3 o Z||Pz¢|| deenat Y 207 E)E|Pz¢|| peenes)
L>C L<C

< A2k |y 5

To pass to the final estimate here one uses Cauchy-Schwarz. Since this bound can be square-summed
over k < C it is admissible. Now suppose k > C and estimate

> Y2 Py (Per-10@gm10x Wllzra S 22 M| | PiQyl 1z
>k izk
S A|| Pt || spw

where we used that P<j_10Q<;j—10 is disposable provided j > k, and similarly,

Z 21(1=2 2k BLQ;(Q5 10X VllL2re S Z 2j(175)2(7%+5)k27]‘”atXHLELgO [l pgore
Jjzk Jjzk

_k
S A2z [Yls

which can be square-summed over k > C, and finally,

Z 210-9)2 249k || B.Q; (Psr—10Q<j-10X ¥)llL2r2

Jj>k
Z Z 21(1=2)9 _%Jra)kIIPij(Pngj—loX pe@j‘/’)”Lng
£<k—10 >k
+ Z Z 2j(1_€)2(%+€)k||Pij(PZQ§j—10X Pé@j@/])HLfL;
£>k—10 >k
S27%(IVaexlle e ll®lls + 1V2X | L oo | Petdll 1)
< A27Mys

In conclusion, for all k > C,

1PeQ@2k (X 3 4en-e S A(1Ptlls + 27" lls)

k

which is admissible. Next, we need to deal with the Strichartz norms in (2I4). If £ < C, then the free-wave
estimate of Lemma implies

1
(7.33) supsup 2- 52 (37 QPR ) < CIROW)I
JEZ £<0 X

0 1
CGDkye k

1
.3,
By the preceding

PO 030 S 22 [P 2222 + [PQk ()| o dreier S A26 ¢

X, X,
Since this bound is square summable over £ < C' we are done with the small frequencies. For k > C' one
needs to argue differently. The issue here is that we control ||PQ<r(x¥)|l . ob but not the stronger

1P Q<k (X9l

,00

0,41 which is needed for a reduction to free waves. On the other hand, by Lemma 410
k
Vk
(73 up [PLQes 0l o0 & 32 28828 1P | Pt s
i<

01,
X,
k1,k2€Z
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where the sum is only over admissible k1, ko, i.e., those which respect the usual trichotomy. By the same
considerations as before one can see that the right-hand side here is an admissible bound, i.e., square-
summable over k. This observation shows that (Z33) can be controlled provided the supremum in j is
taken over j < 0. On the other hand, if j > 0, then we use the commutation relation

Q<i(x¥) = xQ<jb +27 I Z — 21)Y(- — 22) vi;(dz1, dz)
(7.35) i=1,2

= XQ<;¥+ 27 ]Lj(Vx, V)

where v;; is a measure with mass controlled uniformly in j > 0. By these considerations, we may ignore
the supremum over j in (33]) altogether. We begin with the low-high case. With k > C,

=

( Z ||Pc(ng—10ka¢)||2LgL;o)

CGDkye

S Z ( Z ( Z HPC(PCleXPRPCQ¢)||L§L;O)2)§

Jj<k—10 c€Dy,, ci1~cC2

(7.36) S Y (XX max(t, 22070 PP Py x PePot)l3s )

Jj<k—10 c€Dy ¢ c1~cC2

[SE

Here co runs over Dy, ¢, and ¢1 runs over D, where £/ := max(¢+ k — j, —10) with the added property that
dist(c; 4 co,¢) < diam(c) (which we denote by ¢; ~ ¢2). The factor max(1,220~%=9) equals the largest
number of disks ¢; possible, and it arises due to Cauchy-Schwarz. By means of Bernstein’s inequality one
can bound the final norm in (7.36]) as follows:

| Pe(Pe, Py X PuPoyt)l| piroe S [1Pes Py X PePeyt®llpapee S 1Py Py Xllngonoe | Pyl oo
< min(27, 2| Py X o 2 | Pes ¥l L e

Since there are only finitely many choices of ¢ in (Z.36) one concludes that

[N

(3 IR Petcrox By )
c€Dy ¢
1

S (3 max(1, 2207 0) [P Py PPyt )

j<k—10 " ci1,c2

1 ) 1
S Y (NP IPatliie)’ S D 2 Pxe (ancmnﬁmf

jgk 10 ci1,c2 7<k—10
1
. 2
< S 20 swp ol ROz (S0 1Pl )
§<k—10 [nl~27 ez

S A267992% ||yl gy
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Next, the high-low case is estimated similarly. More precisely, with the roles of ¢; and ¢y interchanged,
one has

c€Dy ¢

1
Z | P.(Prx P<k—10¢)||%‘t‘L;°) i

j<k—10 " c1,c2

=

S Y (X max(L220 )P PPy )

C1,C2

=

. — b
< Y (3 max(@X0, ) () P s PPt )
j<k—10

-

2
7<k—10 CzEDte/

SIO©Pxz, > (X max(2240,22)2-2 P, y)3,, . )
<A YT max(2,277)2% min(2 D) 1) Py gy

j<k—10

3

S A2% 2G99 0R | Py

J<k
This bound can be square-summed in k. Finally, in the high-high case one has with ci,co € Dy, ¢,

1
~ 2
> (X IR B P )
m>k—10 ¢€Dy

s (X

m>k—10

Nl=

92(m—k—0) | P Pe,y X PmPcﬂbH%ngO)
€1,62€Dm t4+k—m

s Y (X

1
m>k—10

2
22| Py X330 1 P Pes 31 )
€1,C2€Dm t4k—m

m>k—10

SA Y 272l B g gy
which is again sufficient due to k > C.

Lastly, we bound the square function in (ZI3]) for . If k < C, then by Lemma [Z4]

1
+ 2
sup sup - sup (D D IPRQE e () e
+ £<-100 £<m<0 N TE RERn
1
2
Ssup sup  sup (Z Z ||PRQ§1€+2£ o)l 0,%,1)
+ £<-100 £<m<0 N FE RERn ot X,
k L3
S 5w 1PeQurae (W o30S 22 Ixt e S A22[1Wlls
= k

It therefore suffices to consider k > C. We make a number of reductions by means of Lemma 2.4 first,
sup || Pe@<rt20(P<k—10X @>k+200)]|
£<0

. _ -

0.4 S U 2 Lo [|PhQo k20 2212 S AllPktl| sy
X, £<0 '

Second,

sup || PeQ<k+20(P>k—10X ¥)

£<0

k _
| L0111 S Sup22+é||PZk—10X||LfL°°||¢||L§°L§ SA27Mylls
X, £<0 e
and third,

sup || PuQ<k+20(Par—10Q> k420X V)| Lo,
£<0 X

k ~ ~
' S 321822+2||Q2k+2€X||L§L;°||Pk1/)||Lt°°L§ S Al Petdll sy



CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS 147

which is again admissible. To final estimate here requires some justification:

sup 2m||Q22mX||L§L;° S Z sup 2m||]:[QZ2mPZX]HL$Lé
meZ meZ

< 22 Sup2 X111 = 17112227 X [[¢|~2¢] ‘S‘up nllx(mm) 2 ry
ni~
22 100t Sup2 X 111€1- 111> 22m] X (1] ~26)2 £|S|UI;E |77|100|X(T777)|||L3L§
i~

S me 242794 2 nl v [n* IR ) |2z S A
Consequently, it suffices to bound
1
~ 3
sup sup  sup ( Z Z ||PRQ§,€+2@ (P<r—10Q<k420X PkQ§k+2e1/))||2s[k,n])

£ £<-100 £<m<0 N S RERp

1

~ 2
(7.37) <sup sup sup Z ( Z Z ||PRQj<Ek+2z (PjQ<kt2ex P’“QSHMWH%[’““])
+ £<-100 £<m<0 . S -
i< KEC, RERK,+r,m

We now distinguish two cases: 1) j < k+ ¢ and 2) k+ ¢ < j.
In the first case, the projection Pg essentially passes through P;x. More precisely, by elementary geometry
one has

||PRQ§]€+2£ (PjQSIH-%X PkQSk-l-%w)HS[k,n] 5 ||PjQ§k+25X||Lt°°L;°||PRQSk+2€¢”S[k,n]
< min(27, 277) () EIX(T, €)l| 22 Lo | PrQ<h 209 || s 1k )
< Amin(27,279) | PrQ<ky20% || sk, )

where R € Ri+0(1),+x,m has the property that dist(R, R) < 27. This bound reduces (Z.37) to the square
function of ¢ alone and is therefore sufficient. In the second case, one estimates (.37) directly from
Lemma 2.4l In fact, the second case contributes at most

> P Qekrax PeQeii2ett|| o

1,
X 27
k+0<j<k—10
< Z 25| PjQ<pyorx PstkJrzWHLng
k+0<j<k—10
5 _
S 27 PQakranxllzr= | PeQshi2et | Lo r2
k+£<j<k—10
S Y 25 A2V IEI R Oz e | Petll ez
k+£<j<k—10
S APl s
To pass to the fourth line one uses that ¢ < 0. This concludes the proof of (T.21).
It remains to prove the analogous bound for the stronger norm || - [|sp, i-e.,
1 1
3 3
(7.39) bels = (IR0 ) < A( S 1PwI3)
keZ ez,
Written out, the left-hand side here means
1
3
(7.39) (D2 sup IPeOx) o)1z + PO )
kez *°
Clearly,

Do IP O t)lZ: S IO to)lie S Ix(to)llFs 190172 S Allvlls

keZ
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which is admissible. It remains to bound the second term in (39). First,

> IBBOR S 3 IPBQUBODI g + IBQABODN v
Xk:

k<C k<C
<D PO e S IXIZ 2 10113 S A%
k<cC

We may therefore assume that henceforth k£ > C. Second, by Lemma [£10, and using similar arguments
as earlier in the proof,
2
)
27

D IPQ<cO(x) %y S Y ||chC2<cD(><¢)||2 ega S (Z 1P:Q; )l

0
k>C k>C E>C  j<C X

2
3
S S0 2t Pl 1 Prs ¥l i)

k>C k?l,kg
< AlYlls < Allvls

The sum over k, k1, ks here respects the usual trichotomy. As a final reduction, we need to limit the
modulation of x (since we cannot control Oy). In fact,

[ Pe0(Qs 2 X V) vy S 1PxQ<k B (@ 22 X ¢)||X71,7%,1 QD @s st X V)| e a2

k

k
S 22| Pe(Qsae x ¥l p222
k k ~
S 22| Pe(Por-10Q5 2 X V)l 212 + 22 || Pe(Par-10Q5 22 X Pet)) 1212

k

S 2% |IX(e 229 (T Ol 2 a1l s + 22 X7y 2% (T Oz | Pty
S 27M1EM R Oz g [9lls +27 5 (el V 1€ R0 )l 2 e 1 Prt | sy
A2 EYlls

which is admissible. We now estimate each of the three term on the right-hand side of

(7.40) 1Pr@>cB(Qcae X ¥)lInw S 1PrQ>c(BQcze x )Nk + [Pr@>c (00 Q<21 X 0%¢) [ Nk

1 Pr@>c(Qczx X OY) || npx

First,
1PeQ>c(0Qcse x V) vy S 27M10Qcas x ¥l a2 S 27*I0Q s xll iz 191l

_k
2% e max [ FV gz [Vlls < A2 H 05

which is admissible. Second, by estimate (29) in [56] as well as ((29) and (C30), and with k, ki, ko
respecting the usual trichotomy,
[1PeQ>c(0aQ<arx 0Y) |k S 27k Z 292 || P X s || Pra ¥l s ko)
k1,k2

S A27k Z 2k1+k2 min(?i(%fs)kl,2710k1)||Pk2¢||5[k2]
k1,k2

S ARTFYlls + [1Pevllsia)

which is again square-summable in k. As for the third term in (T.40) we are reduced to showing the bound

(7.41) Z [ PeQ>c(Q <3k X F)”N (K] ~ S Azz ||P€F||N
k>C (€7

N

This bound in turn follows via Schur’s lemma from the following claim:

(7.42) 1PL@s Qe s X PeF)l iz S A27 315 PoF | vy
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If j < /¢ and j < C, then by ([Z32) one always has the bound
1PQ>c(Qese x PiQ<i F)ll iy < 27F(1Pe(Qear x PrQ<iF)Lire S 27" Qese Xl 21 |1 PeQ<jF ll 1212
5 2é_k2% ||>/<\(Ta g)HL?_LéHPZQSJFHN[Z] 5 A2€_k”F|IN[Z]

which agrees with (T42) provided ¢ < k + C. On the other hand, if £ > k + C but still 7 < C the same
estimate holds with an additional high-high gain of 27199 coming from y which is of course more than
sufficient for (C42)). Finally, if C > j > ¢, then an additional Bernstein gain yields

1PQ>c(Qese X PrQ<iF)lInpy < 27 "1 Pe(Qese x PeQeiF)llLire S 27 |1Qcse Xl L2pa |PeQ<sFl 1215
L~ _
<25 7F|X(7,€)| L3 1PeQ<iFll 2z S A27F| Fllvig
3

L2

as desired. Therefore, the claim (7.22]) holds provided F' = Q<cF'. Let us now verify (T.42)) for each of the
four types of N[{]-atoms with the additional assumption that F # Q<cF. If F is an energy atom, then

1PeQ>c(Qeax XPeF) v S 27 P1Qcse XPeF | iz S 2 1 Qcae XL [ PeF | np
which is sufficient if £ < k4 C and if £ > k 4+ C then

1PeQ>c(Qese XPeF) I vy S 27 Pl Qcse XPeF ||z S 27 * Qs Xl Lo [|PeF | wig
which is more than sufficient. Here we used the estimate
(7.43) 1Q<ss Xl Lgeree S IX(T )21y STV €M%, Ollrzre S A

For the remaining atoms we first make the simplifying assumption that X(7,§) is supported on |7[+[¢| < 1.
Now suppose that PQ;F = F with j > C. If ||[F[|p2p: < 227 and j < /, then y essentially does not
change the Fourier support of F. Thus, { =k + O(1) and

(7.44) 1Pe@scOF) v S 27272 IXF |22 S A||F||X71,7%,1
£

as desired. On the other hand, if j > £ and ||F|| 27> < 26(3-)2i(1+€) then we need to distinguish the case
£ < C from ¢ > C. In the latter case, one argues as in ((44). In the former case, the modulation of the
output is essentially 27 and k < C which is excluded. It remains to consider the null-frame atoms. Thus,
F = Enecm F,, where F,, = Py ,Q<¢yomFi. and m < —100. Due to F' # Q<cF, one has {+m > {+2m > C
which implies that the Fourier support of x F; is essentially that of F,.. Therefore, xF' =), xF) can be
treated as a wave-packet atom satisfying the bounds

Z IXFll X S A° Z I FllZria

Since k = ¢ + O(1) we are done. Next, suppose that X(7,&) is supported on |r| ~ 2" with n > 10
and [£] < 1. Then |[x||Leere= < 27" A. Start with a wave-packet atom F of the type we just considered. If
n < k+ 2m + 10, then xF, has essentially the same Fourier support as F,; whence

1 1
- 2 —no— 2 -n
Pl S 27 (3 InFelldngg) S 42727 (3 I1FlRepg)” S 27" AllF g

which is summable in n > 10. If n > k 4 2m + 10, then xF has modulation of size 2. If k£ > n, then
IXElvpy S IXF 130 S 27 M| IXF | 212
k
3n 3n

SA2F P e SA2TFTRUFFI g
3

S A2 Fllvg
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where we used ([232) and £ = k + O(1). If k < n, then

_ — k(i
IXEl v S IXEN -~ gremaeen S 2 R [P0 PP
k

oo

S A2 G| Py S A2 CTORMEY
[4

SA27|Fnpg

S 1
Now suppose that I is a X, Y72l atom with F = PiQ;F. If j > n+ 10, then xF is the same kind of
atom and one argues as before gaining a factor of 27". If j = n 4+ O(1), then

IXFllng <27 IXF iz S 27 Ul ez pee | Fllp2z2
S2AE|F| L, oy, S27FA
S PR RS
L

Finally, if n > j + 10, then xF has modulation of size 2". If n < £, then

IXE v < ||XF||X71,7%,1 S277F X F |l e S27A
k

whereas in case n > ¢, one checks similarly that

IXEllnpm S ||XF||X7%+5,7175,2 S27"A
k

as desired. If F is a Xl_%ﬁ’_l_a’z—atom with F' = P,Q,F, then analogous arguments lead to a bound of
IXF|| g S 27" A which is again summable in n > 0.

Finally, one needs to consider the case where (7, £) is supported on || ~ 2™ with n > 10, say. However,
this is easier due to the rapid decay of ¥ in £&. We leave those details to the reader. O

Remark 7.24. Lemma [[.23] of course applies to any space-time Schwartz function y. Moreover, one can
check that the exact same conclusions of Lemma [7.23] hold for any Schwartz function x which only depends
on t and x alone; the only difference is that CyA needs to be replaced by C(x).

It is now a simple matter to prove that the v, have uniformly controlled S norms on some time interval
(—T(), To) where TO = To(V)

Corollary 7.25. Under the assumptions of Lemma[7.10 there exists a time Ty = To(V) > 0 such that
(7.45) max |4 |5~z 10)xr2) < C(V) <00

a=0,1,2
uniformly in large n.

Proof. Pick g > 0 small enough and Ry large enough according to Lemmas [[.2T] and [.22] respectively.
In view of [Z.23]), Theorem[T.I8] and finite propagation speed, patching up the local evolutions of (x},y7)
shows that the evolution of (x™, y™) exists on some time interval (—Tp, Tp) uniformly in large n; in fact, one
can take Ty = 9. Note that this part of the argument does not require (x5, y?%). These functions are needed
to obtain uniform control over |[¢7 || s((—1,,1,)x®2), to which we now turn. The ¢, of the original sequence
agree with the ¢” obtained from (Z.2Z3) on the cone Ky, = {(t,z) ||z —xzo| < 70 —t, 0 <t < 7o}
This follows from the construction of (x7,y7) and finite propagation speed. Note that the (;;Z exist
globally in R'*2 but agree with ¢ only on K, . A similar observation applies to (x%,y%) on the set
Kg, 1, = {|z| > Ro+t,0 <t < Ty}. Cover R? by finitely many D; := D(z;,70) as well as the complement
of Dy := D(0, Ry). This can be done is such a fashion that there exists a smooth and finite partition of
unity 1 = ijl x; on [0,Tp] x R? such that each y; is entirely supported in either a cone Ky, , or
within Kgr, 7,. Thus

wz = ZXdeg = Z X_j’gz;g’jeiAilaRe(&"’j_d,n)
I j
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Here QBZJ are the derivative components of the small energy wave maps which were constructed by means

of Lemmas [7.21] and [22, and 9™ are their gauged counterparts. If y; has compact support, we now

claim that

~ A —1 n,j n

X? =X eZA ORe(¢™? —o™)
satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma [[.23] with a constant A that can be chosen uniformly in n. The compact
support assumption in time can of course be fulfilled. Since for each j and all n

Xi(dm7 — i) =0

it follows from the uniform L2 bound on ¢/ and ¢” that
—_— 1
(7.46) AT ORe(@y — @) (ta) = 5= | =5 Re(dn? — ¢ (t,y) dy
2r ) |o —yl?

is a smooth function relative to = on the support of x; with uniform L* bounds on the derivatives (uniform
here means relative to large n). Indeed,
(7.47) Ix; Ve AT ORe(57 — 05)(t, 7)1 < Call (@7 — 85)(t,2)l|12 < Ca E

where E governs the energy uniformly in ¢. It turns out that we can also incorporate one time derivative
into these bounds (but not necessarily any higher regularity in time). This follows from the div-curl system

for ¢q, see (LA)—(L9). Indeed, if o # 0 then plugging (I]EI) into
—1 In,j n
O AT ORe(9)7 — 63) (@) = o / T 5 0o Re(? — 62)(t,y) dy

leads to an expression which is of the schematic form
y n n
[ OaRe(3) %wy@+/| (67 = (0]t 9) dy

Integrating by parts in the first integral moves the derivative from the ¢’s onto the kernel which allows for
the same estimate as in (Z4T). As for the second integral on the right-hand side, one has

|2t [ =206 - @Rl ]| < Call@)? = (@Ol < Co 2

as desired. If @ = 0, then one uses (L9) to arrive at the same conclusion. This establishes our claim
concerning the hypotheses of Lemma[7.23} in fact, we obtained stronger conclusions as far as the conditions
for large x or small £ are concerned. Now let us consider the cut-off function x; with unbounded support,
which we may assume is xo. We can arrange the partition of unity so that xo(¢,2) = xo00(x)x01(t) with xo1
smooth and supported in (—1, 1) and with 1—xgo smooth and compactly supported in R?. With Y3 defined
as above, we now claim that

Xo1(t) = X (t,2) = xo1(£) (1 — xoo(w) e ORe@™ =0 (t2))

satisfies the requirements of Lemma [(.23 with a constant A that is controlled uniformly in n. First,

Xo1(t)xo0(z) Re(¢a” — é0)(t,2) =0

which shows as before that X{(¢,x) is smooth in x with derivatives that are uniformly bounded in L$°
relative to n. In addition, the same arguments involving the div-curl system allow us to place one 0; on
X¢ (t, x) without destroying these conclusions. As for the asymptotic behavior in £ — oo and £ — 0, one
simply expands

i o)

|z —y[? |3:|2 le
inside the integral in (Z46) which is sufficient due to |y| < Rp. In conclusion, by Lemma [[23] and
Remark [7.24]

lvalls(—mo.10) < ZH)Z;WQ ls(~70, 1) < ZC Meni)ls < ZC )Ceo

is finite uniformly in n. O
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The preceding corollary concludes the proof of Lemma up to the assertion about the frequency
envelope at the end. This will be proved in Section [0.5

We close this section with an important strengthening of the bound on ) from Lemma More
specifically, we prove that the intervals I; can be chosen in such a way that the estimate (T3] only
depends on the energy of ¥. This will play an important role later on. In order to achieve this property,
we require an improvement over Lemma[(.4l We begin with the following technical statements which allow
us to make a better choice of the intervals I; in the proof of Lemma [7.0]

Lemma 7.26. Let ||¢||s < Co and g9 > 0 be arbitrary. Then there exists a partition of R into intervals
{Ij}jj\il which depend on v but with M = M (eo, Co) and which satisfy

—1,2\(2
<
max > P [VITAIT, g S
kEZ
where V = V, and ¢ |V|~1? is schematic notation which stands for any one of the nonlinearities

appearing on the right-hand side of the div-curl system ([L12)), (TI3).

Proof. 1t of course suffices to show that
3

(7.48) D NPl VI W)l (s S 1211 il

keZ

We begin with the case where ¥913 is replaced by I€Ys - 3. It is easy to see that
k
[1Pe(I2 - s)llzz, < 22 [[¥2llsllvss

Then by the usual trichotomy,
Y 2P (VT T2 Ua))lIZe . S D 2 NP VI P (I°02 - 03) 72

kez kEZ
~ 2
+ 32 (SR (VI PTGz - )]z, )
kEZ >k
3
+ 327 | Papstn [V Po(I2 - )72 S T vl
kEZ i=1

Hence, we may assume that the two inner inputs are both hyperbolic, i.e., ¥; = Q<g,¢; for i =2, 3.
Now implement the Hodge decomposition for the inputs of |V|~1(?), i.e., write

’@[Ja = Rad]'i_Xa

We begin by considering the resulting trilinear expressions, more specifically the one where the inner
null-form is hyperbolic: Suppressing the indices on 1 for simplicity,

(7.49) D NPV T T Qas (v, )1 = Clivlls

. 1
L2(R;H ™2
kezZ

where Q,; is the null-form from Definition As usual, this splits into the high-low, high-high, and
low-high cases:

D 2PV Qas (W, W)z S D2 PPV Pakos I Qas (¥, ¥)) 172

kEZ keZ
~ 2
+ 32 (D IRV T Qap w01z )
kEZ >k
+ 3 27| Pl P50 Pl V| T Qu(w, )
kEZ

=A+B+C
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Next, one writes A < Ay + A + A3 reflecting the high-high, high-low, and low-high decomposition of the
Qqp-nullform. Thus, by Lemma [16]

~ 2
ESEAEDS S IPPI] Py T Qs (Prath, Prt)lsz )
k€EZ ko<k—5 ko=ks+O(1)>ko—5
~ 2
SIS S 1Pl r Pl Qs (Praths Pest)lnz, )
kEZ ko<k—5 ko=ks+O(1)>ko—5
. k 2
S 227k||Pk¢||%gOLg( > > 2kr%||Pk21/)||5[1c2]||Pk:ﬂ/f||sm3]) S lllg
keZ ko<k—5 ko=ks+O(1)>ko—5
Similarly, by Lemma [£.22]
~ 2
Ap<y 2t Y > PPV P Qup(Pratr, Pyt 12 )
kEZ k2+o(1):k0<k75 ks3<ko—5
~ 2
SSRGS > 1Bl e r2 P Qus(Peath, Pz, )
kEZ ko+O(1)=ko<k—5 k3z<ko—5
_ ~ 1_ 2
SY 2Bl (Y S 24k | Pl siay | PeyBllsies) S 01
kEZ ka+0(1)=ko<k—5 ks<ko—5

This concludes the bound on A since Aj is of course symmetric to A;. Next, with B < By + Bs + B3 via
the same trichotomy,

~ 2
B 3 ZQ%(ZQHWWHLfOLg 27ty ||PEIQa6(Pk21/%Pksi/f))HLng)

kez o>k ka=ks+O(1)>(5
_ _ k2 2
<> 02 k(ZQkHPﬂ/’HL:OLg 27ty 2077 ||Pk27/f||s[k2]||Pk31/1||5[k3]) < lvllg
kez o>k ka=ks+O(1)>(5

by Lemma .16 whereas

~ 2
By 3 ZT’“(Z%HPMHL?@ 27ty ||PEIQa6(Pk21/%Pksi/f))HLng)

kez o>k (=ks+O(1)>ks—5
2
_ _ 1_
<> 02 k(ZQkHPNJHL:OLg 27 > 2(2 5)k32sk2||sz7v/}||S[kg]||Pk37/)||S[k3]) Sl
kez o>k (=ky+O(1)>ks—5

by Lemma 22 The low-high case of (Z.49)) is treated in an analogous fashion and we skip it.
Next, we treat the case where the inner null-form is elliptic. Then the desired bound reads

(7.50) D NP VI Qap (v, )2 < Cllwlls

. 1
L2(R;H™ 3
kezZ i )

As before, A < A; + A3 + Aj reflecting the high-high, high-low, and low-high decomposition of the Q.-
nullform. We will first excluded the contributions by opposing high-high interactions in the null-form,
cf. Remark LT91 Hence, by ([@54) without the (ky — k)? loss,

A1 5) 27}6( > > | Pi (Pt |V |~ Pry Q> 1y Qup (Piy ¥, Pk31/1))||L§,m)2

kez ko<k—5 ko=ks+O(1)>ko—5

<Y ( Y S 1Pl 2 1P Qo Qas(Prath. Pryt)lsz )

keZ ko<k—5 ka=ks+O(1)>ko—5

_ ko 2
SRR S 1Pl [ Ptllsial | Petllsng) S 1013

kEZ ko<k—5 ko=k3+O(1)>ko—5
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For A5 one proceeds similarly, using Lemma [£.23] instead. In fact, due to the hyperbolic nature of 11,3,

~ 2
Ay (Y > PP V1™ Py I°Qup (P, Pryt))lzz )
kEZ k2+o(1):k0<k75 k3<ko—5
~ 2
SZT’“( > > ”Pk'@[]HLf"Li”PkoQkoQa,@(szwvPks'@[])HLf’x)
kEZ k2+o(1):k0<k75 ks3<ko—5
k 2
~DIRGEEDS > IPlrera2 % | Petll sl Patllsg ) S 11
kEZ ka+0(1)=ko<k—5 k3<ko—5

This concludes the high-low case A. In the high-high case we write B < B; + Ba+ Bs as before. Therefore,
. 2
BisY 2 (2Pl 270 Y. IPiQ5eQas(Prat Peat)lzz, )

kEZ >k ko=k3+O(1)>£—5
E _ ‘ 2
S (D28 IPwllsi 2™ Y 28I Putlspall Pratllsen) S 100
keZ (>k ko=k3+O(1)>¢—5

by Lemma T8 whereas
L~ 2
Bo Y 27 (D28 IPQivlez, 27 Y 1PQeQup (Pt Pt 2z )

keZ >k l=ko+0O(1)>k3—5
E _ kg 2
S (2B Pwlsi 2 Y 2P IPuvlspal Povlisw) S 1013
k€EZ (>k l=ko+O(1)>ks—5

by Lemma which finishes the analysis of B. We again leave the low-high case to the reader.

It remains the bound the contributions by the opposing high-high waves in the inner null-form. Return-
ing to the 91,12, ¥3 notation, we may assume that 1, = Q<x,4¢; for i = 2,3 and that there is an angular
separation of the Fourier supports of ¢ and v, say (since the Fourier supports of 1,13 make a large
angle). Hence we may bound the missing contribution to A; as follows, where we ignore the nullform and
replace the outer |V|~! with a weight by the usual convolution logic:

) 2

Ar S 22*’“( > > 2% N || Pethr Py (Prythz Py )72 ]
keZ ko<k—5 ko=ks+O(1)>ko—5 €Dy kg —k '
We now invoke ([2.30)) to conclude that
1 1
[ D P Pog(Prot2 Prs)lZe 17 S2%0 Y 1Pt Pt Peyllze

c€Dg,kg—k c€Dk kg—k

1
Sl Y PPl (1Pl e]

CGDk,kO—k

3ko 1
S22 (ko — k)| Z I Petpr 1% g | Prs 1 Sy ) * | Prs 1l Lo 2

c€Dg,kg—k

=

3
3k
=1

N

The loss of (kg — k) here is due to the usual issue of wave-packets which are too thick resulting in the need
for Lemma [24] Inserting this into the bound on A; yields

ko—k 2
A s ST(D 2 o — P llsw ) IeallEsld S TT ol

k€EZ ko<k i=1

as desired. The opposing high-high contributions to the other terms are similar and omitted. We still need
to control the contributions from the elliptic terms x, leading to higher order nonlinearities. This is again
done in the appendix. O
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We can now state the refined version of Lemma which gives better control over the linear wave ..
As in that lemma 1) are the gauged components of an admissible wave map locally on some time interval
[—To, T1].

Corollary 7.27. Let ||[¢|ls < Co. Given eg > 0, there exist My = M71(Co, e0) many intervals I; as in (T2)
with the following property: for each I; = (t;,t;41), there is a decomposition

Yl =vP o), o) =0

which satisfies

(7.51) S TIPSR, cr2) < €0
keZ
: _1
(7.52) Va0 iz S0 (B +1)E

where the implied constant in the last inequality is universal and E = ||1)(t)||2 is the conserved energy. In
particular,

[N stz Va0 0 << 1
by choosing €9 small enough depending on the energy.
Proof. We first prove (C51) and (Z52)) by following the strategy of the proof of Lemma [[.6} however, we
use Lemmal[7.26 instead of Lemma [7.4 when the underlying time interval is small. More precisely, consider
the frequency component Pyt .
Case 1: The underlying time interval Iy := (=T, T1) satisfies |Iy| < £1 with an e; that is to be determined.

The main property of this parameter is that it can be chosen to be an absolute constant independently
of Cy. The 1, satisfy the system ([CIZ)-(I4)). Schematically, this system takes the form

O Poto; = 05 Pobo + Po[yV ' (¥7)], j=1,2
2

OiPotbo = > 0; Py + PV~ (4%)]

j=1
where the nonlinearity is schematically. Now define the linear wave Pytr, to be
Potbr, ;= S(t)(Pot;(0),8; Pothe), j=1,2

2
Pytpro = S(t)(Potbo, Y _ Podi;(0))
j=1
whereas PoYnr,o := Potva — PoYr,o. Thus, for j =1,2,
t

Potp;(t) = Poyj(0) +/0 Py0j Pyvo(s) d5+/0 Po[v V1 (4?)](s) ds

Por () = Pow;(0) + Oz (%)

and similarly for 19, whence for all t € Iy,
t
Pabne 0z < 1ROz + || [ Polu¥ (w2, ]
0

< P (0) 2z + 183 | PV @]l

L2

In other words,

1
[PovonilLgeroiz2y S €1l Pov(0)]lnz + 7 [Pl V™ ()]l L2 (1y:r2)
As in the proof of Lemma one concludes from this that

1
[Py r sio)zoxr2) S €5 11P0w(0)[ 22 + 3 1PV~ (W)l 210;12)
Rescaling this bound to general 2* yields the following. Suppose |I| < £127%. Then

1 _k _
I Peton Ll sio)(roxr) S €11 Peto(0)]l L2 + €727 2 (| Po[V (0l 2(10;12)
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Now provided Iy C I; where {Ij}jj\il, I; = I;(é0,v), M = M(&y,Cy) are the intervals constructed in
Lemma [7.26] one concludes that

(7.53) Z PN ) (1o xrzy S €1l19(0)[172 + oen
k:\]g\gaﬂ*"

where &g is a separate smallness parameter. We now pick €; := 5§(1 + E)~! and & = 5§ where £ =
[psi(t)||L2 is the conserved energy of ¢ (for this one needs to remain on the interval on which 1 equals
the gauged derivative components of a wave map). This renders the right-hand side of ([T53]) less than &g.
As already explained in the proof of Lemma [7.0] we will use this analysis also in the case of large intervals
to which we now turn. However, in that case the estimates obtained here allow one to control the term

||7»/1|[,T0 TO]HS in (269) of Section 25

Case 2: The underlying time interval Iy = (=T, T) satisfies |Iy| > &1 where €1 is as in Case 1 (again
for the Py frequencies). Here the analysis of Case 2 of Lemma applies verbatim, leading to intervals

{I]‘}jj\ﬂl, with M’ = M’ (g9, Cp) such that

2
1;1%);4, Z ||PkF0t||N[k](Ij><]R2) < €o
keZ

where F' =" F, stands for the right-hand side of (I.I4)) as usual.

Now we take the intersections of the intervals I; and I;, which appeared in Cases 1 and 2 above. Denote
this collection again by {I; }Jl‘il with M = M (&, 0,Co). Fix such an I;. Given k € Z, we define Pm/)(L])

to be the free evolution of (I)[ty] where tg € I; is the center of I;, whereas PM/J%)L is everything else. By
our construction,

Z IIPWJ(\J/)L||2s[k](1j xR2) = €0
ki Ij|<e 2k

Combining this with (53]) this bound implies (Z5I). As for the linear wave z/)(Lj), we note that those k
which belong to Case 1 yield

1P sty ey < 1Pl
with an absolute implicit constant, whereas [2.69]) from Section 2. yields the bound
1P sty o) S &7 1P la
These estimates imply ([Z.52]). O

Remark 7.28. Note that if we apriori work on a time interval of length > 1, say, the statement of the
Corollary may be strengthened to

Va0 s+ S B

with universal implied constant. Indeed, in this case, the 'time averaging’ around the initial data does not
cost a large constant.

Later we shall need to following corollary which further specifies the Fourier support of v y.
Corollary 7.29. Let ||i)||s < Co. Assume that 1 = 1) + ¢ where for some b
19lls + I1P(—o0pje¥lls < 01

for some small 61. Then there exist intervals {Ij};-v[:ll as in Corollary [T.27 so that on each I; one has a
decomposition

Yl =vP o), o) =0
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where furthermore 1/)(L]) = 1/;(5) + 7])%) and 1/)%2 = 1/31(\],} + 1/3%2 where both 1/;(5) and 1/v)(Lj) are free waves
satisfying ((52) and both 1/;%2 and 1/3%2 satisfy (LE1). Furthermore,

16905 + 1P oot 3 s < b1

[l + 1P e DL s S 01
with an absolute implicit constant.

Proof. The proof of this statement follows the exact same lines as the proof of the previous corollary.
The only difference is that each nonlinearity needs to be split into the contributions made by ¢ and v,
respectively. O

8. BMO, A,, AND WEIGHTED COMMUTATOR ESTIMATES

In this section we develop some auxiliary tools that will be needed in the implementation of the Bahouri-
Gerard theory for wave maps. More specifically, due to the lack of an imbedding from energy to L°° in
the critical case we need to invoke methods involving BMO and the closely related A,-classes in order to
carry out Steps 1 and 2 of the program delineated in Section [Il Lemma will play a crucial role here.
Moreover, we require a weighted version of the Coifman-Meyer commutator theorem, with the weights
belonging to the Ap-class. Although it does not seem to be widely known, it is an easy consequence of
the standard theory and we sketch the proof for the sake of completeness. The paper [38] contains a more
general form of this result. A Calderon-Zygmund kernel here is defined to be any linear operator 7" bounded
on L? with the additional property that for any f € L? with compact support and all z & supp(f),

Tf(x) = / K(z,y)/(y) dy

where |K (z,y)| < C|z — y|~¢ and for some 0 < v < 1,

jz — 2|
|K(z,y) — K(z',y)| < o=y 7 |z —y| > 2|z — 2|
ly -yl

By the Calderon-Zygmund theorem, any such T is also bounded on L?(R%) provided 1 < p < oo.

Lemma 8.1. Let 1 < p < co. There exists 6 = §(p) > 0 with the following property: suppose ¢ = ¢o + ¢1
where |[¢ollgmomey < 0 and [|¢1]| Lo wey < A. Then

(8.1) le™ [T, be?|p—p < C(d, A, T, p)[[bllzmo
for any Calderon-Zygmund operator T and b € BMO. Moreover, inf,er 6(p) > 0 and sup,¢; C(d, A, T, p) <
oo for any compact I C (1,00).

Proof. Since ¢; contributes at most e?4 to the estimate, we can assume that ¢ = ¢y with small BMO
norm. In particular, e?® € A,. We will require the following inequality involving the so-called sharp
maximal function M*f which is defined as

(M f)() = sup inf|Q! / 1£(y) — ¢| dy
QxeQ ¢ Q

where ¢ is a constant. The optimal choice of ¢ is ¢ = fg = |Q|™! fQ f(y) dy. The estimate then reads (see
Theorem 7.10 in [7])
(82) [ tpr@u@ds <0 [ 08P d

R Rd
for any w € Ao with a constant that only depends on the dimension and the constants in ([Z.25]). To avoid
trivialities like f = const for which (82)) fails, one needs to assume M f € LPo(R?) for some 1 < pg < p.
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The proof of (B1]) combines the standard proof of the unweighted Coifman-Meyer bound with the sharp
function estimate ([82]). More precisely, fix a cube @ and write

[T,b]f = =(b—=bQ)Tf +T((b—bg)x2qf) +T((b—bg)xra\20f)
=:Ag+ Bg +Cqg

To bound M*([T,b]f), we simply note that for any = € Q, and any 1 < s < 0o,

1 1
s s

|Q|1L<|AQ<y>|+|BQ<y>|>dysc<s,d,T>|b|BMo(<Mle|S> (2) + (MIf]°)* (2))

Indeed, for A this follows from Hoélder’s inequality and the definition of BMO, whereas for B we also invoke
the L? boundedness of T" for some 1 < ¢ < 5. For Cg we let yg be the center of () and estimate for any

y € Q,

1Ca(y) — Colye)l < /Rd\w K (y, 2) = K(yq, 2)[[(b = bq) (2)[| f (2)| d=

|y—yQ|‘Y
gc/ el
RI\2Q |Z—yQ|d+v|( Q) ()1 f(2)]

< Cllbllsaio inf (M]])* ()

where v > 0 is as above.
In conclusion,

MH([T,b]f) < C(s,d, T)|[bllpmo (M|TfI°)% + (M| f]*)%)

The lemma follows from (82]) and the weighted LP boundedness of M and T. O

We now apply this to prove the following lemma, which will be important in the implementation of
the Bahouri-Gerard decomposition for wave maps. Instead of a general Calderon-Zygmund operator, we

restrict ourselves to the subclass of Mikhlin multiplier operators which are of the form T'f = (m f )V with
m € C3(R?\ {0}) and with

[Dm(&)| < Clalg ! v ¢ € R\ {0}
for all |a| < 3. For simplicity, we also limit ourselves to two dimensions.

Lemma 8.2. Suppose {¢n}52 1, {¢n}52, lie in the unit-ball of L?. Furthermore, assume that
supp(@n), supp(dn) C {€ € R? : 270 < [¢] < 2k1)

1
for arbitrary kg < k1 — 4 and let v, := e(=2)"Z¢n_ Then

P07 T (o)) o S min(25 7,275

provided either j < kg orj > ky.

Proof. By Lemma[Z.20] for any 1 < p < 0o one has sup,, sup|, <1 Ap(v};,) < C(p). Set R = 2k and r = 2ko,
If j > kq, then

123 (07 T (pnvn))ll2 S 277V (0 T (dnvn)) |12
< 27 (lIgnllallenlls + IVenll2) S 277R
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On the other hand, if j < kg, then
1
125 (v, ' T ($nvn)) 2 S / 1P (v [T, (—A) ™2 0] ($n0)) |2 dt

1Py (0, [T, (=) 2 0] (Sn0h) 2 dt

A
C\,_.O

ol

A

’ / 1850 11 (=8) 3 pul @) dt

J 7 _1
S 25)(=A)7 2‘Pﬂ||6||¢n||2523"' 3
In the last line, one interpolates between ||(—=A) 2@, [la 7! and [[(=A) "2, |Bvmo S 1. O

The following result allows us to strip away weights from T'(¢) provided they result from functions with
frequencies which are well-separated from the Fourier support of ¢. In what follows, we use the following
terminology from [I]: Given a bounded sequence f := {f,},>1 C L?, and sequence g := {&, },>1 C RT,
we say that [ is e-oscillatory iff

(&) dE =0

hm hmsup/
R=00 n—oo Jll¢len€(0,00)\(R~,R)]

We say that fis g-singular iff

hqu/ (@) dE =0
n—00  J|f|len€(a,b)]

for all b > a > 0. In what follows, we shall freely use the scale selection algorithm from Section III.1
from [I], see in particular Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 part (iii), and Proposition 3.4 in that section.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose both {p,}5° 1 C L*(R?) and {$,}52; C L*(R?) are 1-oscillatory, whereas {1, }5°; C
L?(R?) is 1-singular. Define

1

vn = exp((—A) " 2pn),  wn = exp((—A) " 2¢,)
Then
(8.3) (0at0) " T (B vat0) = 07 T (60 v0) + 012(1)
as n — oo. Moreover, v, YT (¢ vy,) is 1-oscillat0TE.

Proof. By assumption,
[6nll2 + llnll2 + lYnlls < A < oo

for all n > 1. By Lemma one has v, € A, and vyw, € A, for all 1 < p < co with A4, constants
depending only on A and p. Now fix € > 0 arbitrarily small. Then there is R > 1 so that

lim sup / |on (€)% d€ < 2
n— o0
[lEl<R~1, [€|>R]

Fix an R = R(e) with this property. Define 1, = (X(r-1,7Pn)"s ¥2n = ¥n — @10 and ¢1, =
(X(r-1,8%n)"; G2n := On — G1n. Then [[pon|l2 + [|¢2nll2 < € for large n whence

[ (vnwn) ™ T (don vawn)l2 + 07 T (¢2n va) |2 < C(A, T)e
as well as |[(=A) 2 gan||BMo < Ce. Next, define

_ 1 .
Vjn 1= exp((=A) " 2¢;,)  j=1,2

16Note that neither (vnwn)*lT(wn VUpWp) NOT vng(wn vy ) are in general 1-singular.
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By Lemmas and BT
| (Vawn) T T (P10 Vawn) = (V1nwn) " T(G1n Vinwn) |2
/ (@ v10%) [T, (—A) " 020] (10 wv1nh,) |2 dt
< C(A,T)(=A) 2 ¢an]lBruo < C(A, T)e
By the same argument,
[0 T (10 0n) = 03, T (P10 v1n)l2 < C(A, T)e
Similarly, set
Yon = (X[pfl,p]{ﬁ;)va Uin = Yn — Yan
where p > 1 will be determined later. By assumption, |[t)2,]|2 — 0 as n — co. In particular,
1(=A) "% ¢an[lBr0 — 0
as n — 0o. Applying Lemma [B1] as before allows one to remove the weights wa, from (B3] where
win = oxp((—A) 2 4ya) =12
Hence, we are reduced to establishing that
(8.4) [(Winwin) ' T (G vinwin) = v, T(¢1n v10) |2 < C(A, T)e

for sufficiently large n. For ease of notation, we shall now drop the subscript 1 from ¢y, etc. with the
understanding that ©,, and ¢,, are supported on [R™!, R] and that 1), is supported off [p~1, p] where p > 1
is a large number depending on ¢ to be chosen later. Define

wn,low = (X(O,p*l]'@[]n)va '@[Jn,high = (X[p,m)¢n)v

and write, correspondingly, wy, = Wn, lowWn, high- 1t 1S easy to remove wy, high:
|| (Unwn)_lT(¢n Unwn) - (Unwn,low)_lT(¢n vnwn,low) ||2
1
_ _1
< / ||(Unwn,lowwfz,high) 1[T7 (—=4) 2¢n7high](¢n Unwn,lowwfz,high)lhdt
0

(8.5) < C(A, T (=A) " ignllallon la
<C(AT,R)p 2 <e

provided p is sufficiently large. Here we used that Unwn,lowwfz,high are As weights uniformly in 0 < ¢ <1
as well as an interpolation between L? and BMO to pass to the last line. For the final bound we need
p>e 2

To remove wy, 10w We split

T =Pc \T+ P_x<c)T+ Ps\T

where 27 R < ¢ and P etc. denote Littlewood-Paley projections. Introducing an angular decomposition
into finitely many sectors, we may assume that |£;| > |£]/10 on the support of m. Then for large A, and
with p = 27%,

||(’Unwn,low)7lp>)\T(¢n Unwn,low)||2 < CH(’Unwn,low)ilal_lp>)\T(al [¢n Unwn,low])||2
< CA(101(nva)ll2 + [ 6n01 (=) ¢ tou2) < &
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For the small frequencies P._\T we first recall the following standard fact: with ¢ a suitable Schwarz
function,

2
(P<-x(fg) — gP< 2f)(x) = — Z/O /Rz 12 (uy)y; f (@ — y)0;9(x — sy) dyds

(8.6) =Y Lia(u'f,059)

j=1
where L; » in the final line denotes a multi-linear expression of the form
(8.7) L{f,9)(@) = | flz—u)gle—v)r(du,dv)

R
with a measure v of mass bounded by some constant (in this case uniformly in all parameters). Using this
notation, one has (since ||v,,!||oc < C(4, R))

H(Unwn,low)_lp<—)\T(¢n 'Unwn,low)”2 < C(A)Hw;jowT(P<—>\(¢n 'Un)wn,low)”2
2
+ O(A):uil Z ”w;}owT(LJ’J\(QZ)nvnv wn,lowaj(_A>7%wn,low))||2
j=1

=1I,+1I,

To bound I,,, note that since we may take u < R™!, one has P-_(é¢nvn) = P<_x(¢n (v, —1)). Hence, by
the boundedness of T relative to the weight wy, 1o and Bernstein’s inequality,

[1nll2 < |P<—x(@nvn)ll2 = [[P<-x(én(vn — 1))|l2 < Cul|P<—x(dn(vn — 1)1
< Cullgnll2llvn — 12 < e

for A > 1. Next, in view of (86l), 11, is bounded by (using ||v,] < C(A, R))

1
™ [ [ i)l sl 60 = 9)0maon - = 5010, VT D) - = 50) 1 duds
R2 JO
1
< CO IV A Bl [ [ 00 Iyl o - = s O] s

83 <O [ 0l (0 o) O dy < ¢

for some constant k(A) > 0 provided we choose p such that p~te™! < p. To pass to the bound in (B8],
assume first that |y|p < 1. Then with h,, := (—A)*%¢n710W s0 that wy, jow = €7,

wn,IOW(I - y)w h (I) < exp (|y|||th||00) < exp (Oﬂ_lp_l) < e“s <2

;,low
where we used that )
[Vhnllso < IV(=A)"2¢n towlloc < Cp~"

This implies that on scales < !, the weight wy, 10w is essentially constant (up to multiplicative constants).
Next, observe that for all cubes

[(hn)@ = (An)2ql < CllhnllBpMol < C(A) VL0

1

Hence, partitioning R? into cubes of side-length 1 ~! one obtains that

(8.9) |hn(y) — ha(y')] < C(A)log(2 + |y — y'|1)
whence
SUP Wn, low (T — Y)W, 1oy () < C(A)(1 + [y] )"

xr
as claimed.
Note that the previous estimates on P-_,T and P~,T also prove that

||U7:1P<—>\T(¢nvn)”2 + ||U7:1P>>\T(¢nvn)”2 <e
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Therefore, it remains to prove that

||(Unwn,10W)_1T>\(¢n Unwn,IOW) - UEITA(@z Un)||2 <e
where
(8.10) Ty = P_yc.c)\T

is the operator on intermediate frequencies. Since T'f = (mf)¥ with m € C3(R2\ {0}), we conclude that
Prear i Tf(@) = [ Kale =) 1) dy

with [Kx(z)| < C(A)(1 + |z|)~3. Now, with h, = (—A)~2¢, 10w as above, and M denoting the Hardy-
Littlewood maximal operator,

|| (Unwn,low)_lT)\ (¢n Unwn,low) - U;1T>\ ((bn Un)”?

1
< / (0 o)~ s o] (o Ol o2

1
< C(AN)p™ T / (Ut 100) ™ M (6 V0 1 )2 dE < C(AN)p™
0

Here we used that the kernel of [T}, hy] is of the form K (x,y)(hn(x) — hn(y)) and satisfies the bounds,
cf. (53),
[ KA (2, 9) (hn(2) = B (y))] < C(A,X) min(p~ o — yl, |2 — y| 7> log(2 + |z — y]))
whence
_1
[Tx, hn] f(2)] < C(A,A)p~ T M f(x)

Taking p sufficiently large (depending on e, R, and A) finishes the proof of [83]). Lemma now implies
that v, 1T (¢nvy,) is 1-oscillatory. O

The following statement will be an essential technical tool for the Bahouri-Gerard method in the context
of wave maps into hyperbolic space. As before, T' is a Mikhlin multiplier operator.

Corollary 8.4. Let {f,}52, C L*(R?) satisfy sup,>; || fnll2 < A < 0o and define y,, = exp ((—A)_%fn).
Let Aj = {/\n,j}:ozl be sequences of positive numbers for each 1 < 5 < J with the property that

(8.11) lim {A”’j 4 2ng’

n=oo LAnjr A

b o0

forany 1 <j#j <J. Assume further that

J
fn - Z‘Pn,j + wn

j=1
where {y, ;152 C L*(R?) is Aj-oscillatory for each 1 < j < J, {w, 32, is Aj-singular for every 1 < j <
J; and Suanl ||w'n«||B[2) o < 5

Then {y, ' T(¢n,; yn)}:ozl is Aj-oscillatory, {y,* T (wn yn)}:ozl is Aj-singular for each 1 < j < J, and
(8.12) limsup ||y, * T(wnyn)llge < C(A,T)d
n— o0 o0

where the constant C(A,T) only depends on A and T.

Proof. Define
onj = exp((=A) Fon ), wn = exp((—A) Fwy)
so that y, := w, H;‘le Up,;. By Lemma B3] both {v;E T(gpnijn,j)}zozl and {y; ' T(¢n.; yn)}zozl are A;-
oscillatory. Now suppose {9, }52; is an arbitrary Aj-oscillatory sequence where 1 < j < J is fixed. Then
WOn =y T(wnyn) satisfies
(@ns n) = (wn, yu T~ ('@/Jny;l»
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By Lemma B3] {y,T*(Yny, ') 152, is Aj-oscillatory whence
lim (W, ) =0

n—oo

Therefore, {Z)n}:o:l is Aj-singular for each 1 < j < J.
For the proof of (81I2), we first note that passing to a subsequence if necessary, (8I1) implies that we
may assume that

>\n,1 > A77,,2 > > >\n,J
for all large n whence for any 1 < j < J—1

A
(8.13) ngir
Anj
as n — oo. We also note that
J
3 lionsl + llwnll} < 4° + o)
j=1

as n — 0o0. Now we let m > 10 and K > 10 be integers (to be determined later) and define

Prj = Png X[2=m < gl A <2m)
J
~ 1
YUn = H exp ((—A) 2<Pn,j)
j=1

ﬁjn = Wp XRz\U}le[27Km§|5|)\mj§2km]
As in the proof of Lemma [R3]
(8.14) limsup ||y, T (wnyn) — Gy T (0 Gn)||2 < C(A,T) 8

n—oo
provided m is chosen large enough and irrespective of the choice of K > 1. We will now fix m so that (814
holds. It therefore suffices to show that
(8.15) limsup sup || P} [g,, ' T (@, §n)][|2 < C(A,T) 6

n—oo  jEZL

provided K is chosen sufficiently large. The idea behind ([8TH]) is that @, behaves like a lacunary series, i.e.,
each w, is the sum of functions whose Fourier supports consist of disjoint blocks which are very strongly
separated. In addition, the ¢, ; are Fourier supported on intervals which are well separated from the
Fourier support of w,,. It will turn out that for each j — up to negligible errors as K — oo — only one block
of frequencies from w,, (namely the one containing 27) contributes to P; [§,, 1T (@, §i»)] and, moreover, only
those @, ; with frequencies much smaller than 27 matter. In this way, we can then essentially pass P;
onto w,.
To establish (810, we introduce some more notation: set

Y = Z(_A)_%Sznu
j=1
and define [T, 1,]®) iteratively via
(T, u)® =[], [T90] O = (IT,90a)) 4]
Then
g~ - 1 .
(8.16) G " T(@nn) = 3 5T 0n] ot
=0
1 1
(8.17) o [ Q=7 G, T ] (i 3, i

s! 0
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Denote the remainder in (8I7) by R, s. To bound it in L2, note that ||1,[|cc < CmJA with some absolute
constant C. Therefore, placing vy, @in, and g, ! in L yields for all n > 1

CmJANs
=)

eCmJA
(s+1)!

which clearly goes to zero as s — oo. In particular, vs < ¢§ for large s. We now turn to the details of the
analysis of the main terms in (816). First, one has @,, = ijo Wnp,; where

[ Rusll2 < (CmL@”Hmﬂhge&“A( —

Wn,0 := Wn X[|¢] An 1 <2~ K]
’lﬂn,j = Wy, X[2Km<|¢| Ay ;<2 Km] V1 S] <J-1
ﬁn,] = ’lI}n X[gKmS‘gD\nJ]

with n large. Then

(8.18) Zz'[T% 19 4@, = ZZK,T% 19 @, ;= ZZ£|T¢HJ+¢ 10 5,

j=0 ¢=0 j=0£=0

where we have set, for each 0 < j < J,

W)= Y (A ek ) = Y (A2 G

1<k<j J<k<J
We shall now show that for a given w, ; only the small frequency part of ¢, ;, ie., 1/1n g contributes
significantly to the commutators in (BI8) (at least for very large K). To this end write
- +
R L A Z AT, ), )
(8.19) =Ko jt + R jt
where the sum here runs over /-fold commutators with each ¢, = =+, the choice e, = — forall 1 < k < /¢

being excluded (as it is represented by the first — and main — term on the right-hand side). Next, observe
that for each
1
8.20 1</0<g:= _2(K71)m
(8.20) ="=""T100
one has, for each 1 < j < J and every k € Z,

Pi (K jon ;) = Pukn jePe—2<.<kt2 Wn,j

In fact, this vanishes unless 25™~ 2/\ 1 < ok < 9g—Km+2 \—1

noj+1- Writing

°. 1 5 °. 1 _
(821) Pk: Z E[Ta wn](é) Wy = Pk: Z Z E’Cn,j,fpkr—2<-<k+2 Wn, 5

=0 j=0 £=0

S

1 -
é_ n,j e Pk—2<.<ki2 Wn,j

Mk‘

(8.22)
§=0 £=0

it follows from (BI3) that for all sufficiently large n > ng depending on K, m, at most one term in (821

can be nonzero for any choice of k € Z. Applying the decomposition ([8I6) and BIT) with @[Jf;j) instead

of 1, to B2])) yields

J s s
1 - 1 -
SUPHPk g g E’Cn,j,fpk—2<-<k+2wn,] <sup sup H E Elcn,j,épk—2<»<k+2 Wn,j|,,
—0

kez =0 =0 kEZ 0<j<J
( (
<sup sup H w]nT( w:lnpk 9< <k+2 w,w) ’ + s
kEZ 0<j<J 2

< C(A D) wall g +7s < C(A,T)0
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To pass to the final bound, we note that v, < § provided K is chosen sufficiently large. We also used that

)
the weights e¥in € Ay with Ay constant < C'A uniformly in j,7n, cf. Lemma Bl As for (822), we make
the following crude estimate for the ¢-fold commutator as in (819

I (T EY], w2, D @ il < O@)CmIAY [0S 4l| @l
It arises by placing one wn? in L*, all other 7,/)7(17}) in L*°, and Wy, ; in L*. By Bernstein’s inequality,
~ —Km 1.~ m
1@ ills < CEREMN, j11) " [ ]l2 < CA2TK™/2\2

whereas by interpolation between the L? and BMO bounds,
[0 lla < cA2m 22z

n,j+1
whence
H 51) ¢(52)] ] @/J(EZ)]U}"]HQ < O(T, A)(CmJA)é lo(1—K)m/2
Hence, the error resultmg from B22)) can be made as small as we wish by taking K large and we are
done. O

In what follows, we call sequences A; C RT as in Lemma [84] pairwise orthogonal iff they satisfy (81T]).
The following auxiliary Lemma strengthens the result of Lemma by replacing L? with Bg)l, but
under slightly different conditions. As before, T" is a Mikhlin operator.

Lemma 8.5. Suppose {pn}o2 1, {én}o2 1, {0}, lie in the unit-ball of L?. Furthermore, assume that

supp(@n ), supp(@n) C {I¢/ < 1}, supp(va) C {l¢] > 1}
Define
vn = exp((=A) "2 n),  wn = exp((=A)” 24n)
Then given € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

(8.23) H(vnwn)flT(an Vpwy) — v, T (G U”)HB;’ <€

(8.24) HV71 [(Unwn)ilT(@z VnWn) — U,ZlT((bn U")} Hoo <e
for all sufficiently large n provided

(8.25) lim sup ||P<k0¢n||33 <9
n—00 B
where ko = ko(T, €) is some positive integer.

Proof. Since (B823)) implies ([824) it suffices to prove the former. As before,

(8.26) (Unwn)ilT(@z VpWy,) — Uvle((bn Up) = /0 (Unwfz)il[Tv (_A)iéwn](@z Unwfz) dt

We now estimate the L?-norm of this expression localized to frequency 27. First, we consider the case
j > 0. Then, with y,, ; := v,w!,, and using Bernstein’s inequality, one has the bound

1Py (U b T, (=) 3460) (6 yme))ll2 S 273 I PV (i b7, (— ) 5] (0 9)) 5
(8.27) S 2 9 (g )T, (- ) 3] (G )l + 27 Iy b T (~2)346]V 60y 5

+ 275 |y T, V(= A) 24, (60 Ynit)l 2
Since uniformly in 0 <t¢ <1,

Yn i Vs = —(V(=A) 2, +tV(=A)"34,) = Op2(1)

we can further estimate

IV () [T (=2) "2 0) (b0 g ) |3 S 19T (=2 )%¢n](¢nynt)”6
A)”

1
SI(=A)" 2 li2lldnlliz S
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To pass to the final bound, the term involving v, is estimated via an L2-BMO interpolation, whereas the
¢n term is controlled by Bernstein’s inequality. The other two terms on the right-hand side of (827) are
estimated similarly. As for the case j < 0, Bernstein’s inequality yields

_ 1 i _ _1
1P; (5 1 [T, (= 8) 7200 ] (60 ) ll2 S 251 By (g 2 [T (=) 2000 (S yn.t)) |13
S 25 (=8)" = ullsll fnll2 < 25
To obtain ([823)), it suffices to show that for every ¢ > 0

H(’Un’wn)ilT((bn VnWp) — ’U’;IT(¢" U")H2 <e

for large n. Indeed, combining this bound with the preceding then implies
| (vnwn) M T (b vawn) — v, ' T(dn U")HBO <e?loge
2,1

which is more than enough. To this end, fix a large enough a, and let w,, = Wy, 1owWn high Where wy, 10w cor-
responds to F~[x(j¢|<a]¥n] and Wy high t0 F ' [X[|¢|>a)¥n] (With sharp cut-offs). By (8:28) and Lemmal[8.T]

||(vnwn)71T(¢n VUpWp) — (vnwn,high)ilT(% vnwn,high)Hg < C(T)H]'-il[X[I&Igaﬂ/)n]”BgtxD

whereas
_ _ _1
sup an 1T(¢n Un) - (’Unwn,high) 1T(¢n Unwn,high) ||2 < O(T) a 2

by the same argument as in (83]). Choosing a so that this final bound is < € defines both k(7 ¢) and 5. O
Clearly, one has the following limiting statement.
Corollary 8.6. Suppose {@n}% 1, {dn 21, {tn}5°, lie in the unit-ball of L*. Furthermore, assume that

supp(@n), supp(dn) C {I€] < 1}

and

(8.28) supp(¢n) € {l¢] > 1}, lim [n ()2 dE =0

"0 Jig|<a

for each a > 1. Define

Uy 1= exp((—A)f%cpn), Wy, 1= exp((—A)f%wn)
Then
|| (vnwn)ilT(an vnwn) - vrle((bn 'Un)HB(QJl —0
val [(vnwn)ilT((bn 'Unwn) - vng(an Un)} ||OO —0

as n — 0.

9. THE BAHOURI-GERARD CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS METHOD

In this section, we execute the scheme that was sketched in the introduction. We shall follow the five
individual steps which we outlined there.

9.1. The precise setup for the Bahouri-Gerard method. As far as the concentration compactness
method is concerned, our goal is to demonstrate the following main result.

Proposition 9.1. Let u = (x,y) : (=T, T1) x R? — H? be a Schwartz class wave map. Then denoting

its energy
0,1,2 (‘

Gax

]
y

8ay’
y

2
)=E<<>o7
L2 L2

there is a an increasing function C(E) : RY — R with the property
191l s((~10,10)xR2) < C(E)
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We refer to the derivative components of u with respect to the standard frame (yOx, ydy) as ¢%, i = 1,2,
a =0,1,2. We also use the complex notation ¢, := ¢L, +i¢?. We shall refer to a wave map as admissible,
provided its derivative components at time t = 0, ¢¢ (0, -) lie in the Schwartz class. Finally, for wave maps
of Schwartz class as before, we denote the Coulomb components by

’(/]a = (ba e_iZk:1,2 Aoy,

The energy is then given by
Ew= Y ldalis= 3 Ival
a=0,1,2 a=0,1,2

To prove Proposition @1l we proceed by contradiction, assuming that the set of energy levels E for which
it fails is nonempty. Then it has an infimum E..;; > 0 by the small energy result. We can then find a
sequence of wave maps u” = (x",y") : (=1g, T{") x R? — H? with the properties

e lim, ,o F(u™) = E;+ (these energies approach E.,;; from above)

o limy, o0 [[Y"||s((~T 77y xR2) = 0.
We call such a sequence of wave maps essentially singular. It is now our goal to apply the Bahouri-Gerard
method to the derivative components of a sequence of essentially singular data ¢7 (0, -).

9.2. Step 1: frequency decomposition of initial data. We consider wave maps u : R>*! — H?, with
Schwartz initial data. Here H? stands for two-dimensional hyperbolic space which we identify with the
upper half-plane. More precisely, introducing coordinates (x,y) on H? in the standard model as upper half
plane, and expressing u in terms of these coordinates, we assume that x, y, 0;x, d;y are smooth, decay
toward infinity in the sense that

lim (x(2),y(x)) = (xo0,¥0) € H

|z|— 00
and such that the derivative components
OaX

b= 0=

are Schwartz, all at fixed time ¢ = 0. We make the following

DY 01,2,

Definition 9.2. We call initial data {x,y,0;x, 0y} : R? — H? x TH? admissible, provided the derivative
components ¢¥ are Schwartz functions for any o =0,1,2 and k = 1,2.

We note here that the property of admissibility is propagated along with the wave map flow on fixed
time slices, as long as the wave map persists and is smooth. This follows from finite propagation speed, as
well as the small-data well-posedness theory. We recall that the energy associated with given initial data
at time t = 0 is given by

Bim [ 3 (60 + (62 dorde
R? v=0,1,2

We now come to the first step in the Bahouri-Gerard decomposition of a sequence of initial data, cf. [1].
More precisely, we wish to obtain a decomposition of the derivative initial data which is analogous to
the one of [I]. An added feature for wave maps, which does not appear in [I], consists of the fact
that the decomposition has the be performed in such a way that the individual summands in it are
themselves derivatives of admissible maps. This requires some care, as the requisite condition is nonlinear,
see Lemma below. In what follows we write ¢, := @) + i¢?2, any additional superscript referring to
the index of a sequence.

Lemma 9.3. The complez-valued Schwartz functions ¢o, o = 1,2, correspond to the derivative components
of admissible data u : R? — H? iff

(9.1) O — 0jr = D107 — Py, kj=1,2

are satisfied.
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Proof. The “only if” part follows from (6], (7). For the “if” part, note first that we get
9.2) 02 — 002 =0
for the imaginary parts of ¢; and ¢;. This implies that

9y .
¢j ===, j=12
y

for a suitable positive function y : R? — RT which is unique only up to a multiplicative positive constant.
We can rewrite (@) in the form

which in turn implies that
9%
y

for a suitable function x : R?> — R. To understand the behavior of (x,y) at infinity, we observe the
following: from ([@.2)),

5=

62/ (b%(l‘l,xg)dl'l =0

which implies that the integral does not depend on x5 and therefore is, in fact, zero. Similarly,
o0
/ ¢3(x1,22)dzs =0  Vaz €R
— 00

It follows that y tends to the same constant at infinity irrespective of the way in which we approach
infinity. Without loss of generality, we may set this constant equal to 1. From (@.3]) one further sees that

/ Y¢%($175E2)d$1=/ y ¢3(21,22) dag = 0

— 00 — 00

whence x approaches a constant xgy at co. O

Now for the first step in the concentration compactness method, which is the Metivier-Schochet scale
selection process, see [31] and Section IIL.1 of [I]. As already explained above, the difficulty we face here
in contrast to [I] is that we need to make sure that the pieces we decompose the derivative components
into are geometric, i.e., they are themselves derivative components of maps R? — H?2. Section B provides
us with the tools required for this purpose.

Proposition 9.4. Let {Xy, Yn, OtXn, Ot¥n}n>1 be any sequence of admissible data with energy bounded
by E and with associated derivative sequence {¢!}n>1, a = 0,1,2. Then up to passing to a subsequence
the following holds: given § > 0, there exists a positive integer A = A(6, E) and a decomposition

A
o= o s
a=1

for a =0,1,2 and n > 1. Here the functions ¢3*, 1 < a < A are derivative components of admissible
maps u : R? — H?, and are \%-oscillatory for a sequence of pairwise orthogonal frequency scales {\%},>1

while the remainder wA™ is \%-singular for each 1 < a < A and satisfies the smallness condition

sup s g < 6
n>1 ’

Finally, given any sequence R,, — oo one has the frequency localization with pg = —log A%,

(9.4) sup ||Pj¢i%||, < ER,27 501l viez

a:7)

for all1 <a <A and all large n.
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Proof. We omit the time dependence in the notation, keeping in mind that everything takes place at initial
time ¢ = 0. As in Section IIL.1 of [I] one obtains a decomposition

A

(9.5) gn = o+l a=0,1,2

a=1
where the functions éga € L%*(R?) are \?-oscillatory for suitable pairwise orthogonal frequency scales
{A\2},>1 for all 1 < a < A. Moreover, there is the smallness
~nA
gy <

We now restrict to Fourier supports of these functions. Pick a sequence R,, — oo growing sufficiently slowly
such that the intervals [(A2) "1 R 1, (A2)~1 R,,] are mutually disjoint for n large enough and different values
of a. Then we replace d;gA by

A
~nA Tna
Pﬂﬁzl[ug—loan,ug—i—log Rn]cwa + E P[,ugfloan,,uflJrloan]C(ba
a=1
where p¢ := —log A%, while we replace each ¢2¢, 1 <a < A, by

Tna ~nA
Pl —1og R us+1og Ra]@a + Plug —log Ro,us +log Ra]Wa

We need to make R,, increase sufficiently slowly so that the second term here remains A%-oscillatory. Then
the new decomposition, which we again refer to as

A
=2 ont

has the same properties as the original one with the added advantage of the frequency localization around
the scales (A2)~1. In particular, since the ¢ are Schwartz functions, one concludes that the qgga have the
same property which means that the components (b”a are admissible, and so is w"A

In order to prove the proposition we need to show that we can replace the components éga by components
@™ which actually belong to admissible maps u™® : R?> — H? up to a small error (which again can be
absorbed into d;gA). Note that the & = 0 component does not present a problem here. For the a = 1,2

components, however, we need to ensure that the compatibility relations (@.1]) hold. Continuing with the
proof of the Proposition [0.4] we notice that

C S ey, 37 = s
k=1,2
for the coordinate functions (x", y"™). In turn, these identities imply that
Qb;n* ZA 188k[¢1n n ¢2n7 ZA 1aak¢
k=1,2 k=1,2

These relations shall allow us to replace (@.H) by a “geometric decomposition”. Indeed, we simply substitute
the decomposition ([@3) to obtain

A

(bjlnzz Z A~ 18k8 1na n] n)fl Z Aflajak[ﬁ)lnz‘&yn]
a=1 k=1,2 k=1,2
A

(b?n — Z Z 1akaj¢2na + Z A~ 1aka ~2nA

a=1k=1 k=1,2
This suggests making the followmg choices:

— Z Aflak[d;lnayna]7 yne = k=12 AT o pine

k=1,2
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and then defining
o= (y" )Y ATy = Y A0

k=12 k=1,2
InA ._ -1 -1 ~1nA 2nA . _ -1 ~2nA
w;" = (y") E ATR0;0k [0 "y "], witt = E ATH0, 00"
k=12 k=1,2

as well as ¢"® := @10 42" A = w4 4w A, Clearly the components ¢}"“, (;5?"“ are now geometric
in the sense that they derive from a map into hyperbolic space; in fact, they are associated with the maps
given by the components (x™®, y™®). The proof is now concluded by appealing to Lemma[R.2] Corollary 8.4l
and Lemma B3] For the final statement, note that by Lemma B2] the “geometric” components ¢2¢ are
also frequency localized to the interval [u% — log R, u2 + log R,] up to exponentially decaying errors. [

As an immediate consequence of Proposition one obtains that ¢§"“, wf”A, k =1,2, are asymptoti-
cally orthogonal (where ¢}"* = Re ¢}* and ¢3"* = Im ¢}*).
We now make some preparations for the second stage of the Bahouri-Gerard procedure. More specifically,

we shall have to pass to the Coulomb gauge components, v, and transfer the above decomposition to the
level of these components. One can split

A
Y = (bge—izk:m AT O _ [Z o + wZA}e—izk:m AT 0 di"
a=1
However, the components
proe k12 AT Ok
«
are not the Coulomb gauge components of a suitable wave map, and should ideally be replaced by
(bzae*iZk:l,z A718k¢i7la
Due to the lack of L°° control over the exponent, this cannot be done without further physical localizations.
Nevertheless, we can state the following fact.

Lemma 9.5. The components

s —1 1in _ —1 in
¢Zae lzk:1,2A Ok by, , nge lzk:1,2A O 9y,

are A% -oscillatory and A% -singular, respectively, for each a and we have

Jwnde i Cema 870G <5
2,00

where 0 is as in Proposition [9.4)

Proof. We may assume A% = 1 by scaling invariance. Given any € > 0, we can choose ko large enough
such that o
M Sup || Pl koje gate ™  Zr=tz &R 1y < ¢
n—oo
Next, for k1 > kg 4+ C, consider the expressions
. -1 in . -1 in
P<—k1 [P[fko,k()@Za@ 13 p1 0 O Oy, ]7 P>k1 [P[fkg,ko]¢gae 13 h1 0 D7 Oy, ]
Start with the first expression, which we write as
P<7k1 [P[—ko,kro]d)gaeii Ek:1,2 A*lambin]
— . _ i A71 in
= Pepy [Plno ko) ®a D DT 0P gy o) (=i Y AT 00541 e 22 &)
j=1,2 k=1,2
Using Bernstein’s inequality, we can then estimate
— . _ i A71 in
1Py [Ploro k)06 D AT 0 Pl (=1 Y AT10;0k3 e Znmra & 00|
j=1,2 k=1,2
S 257 Pk ko 0% |22l 2 < e
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provided we choose k; sufficiently large in relation to kyg. The estimate for the second term is more of the
same. Next, consider the “tail term” ngefiZk:m Aflamin. That this is A%-singular for each 1 <a < A
follows from the preceding via duality. It therefore remains to estimate its || - || jg _-horm. We localize this
term to fixed dyadic frequency ~ 29

Py [nge_iZk:m Ailam’l“n] =P, I:ngP<q_loe_iZk:1,2 A’lam}c"]
+ Py [ngP[qflo,qﬂo]e_iE’“:l’2 Ailakdﬁf] + P, [wZAP>q+loe—iZk:1,2 A’lami"}
and estimate the three terms on the right separately: first, we have
[Py [l Peg_roe ™ 20=12 87 08 || o — || Py [Py 10,9410 (W) Pegige ™t 2nr2 87 0001 ||
S IPg-10.g10/ (w22 S llwillpg <0
Next,

71 1in
| Py [w Py_10,q+10€ Tk B Ok Iz

—1 -1 in
= 1Py [P<qrro(wi®) Prg-10.4410€ iXk=12 D7 Ok 12

. —1 in
=P, [P<q+1ow Z A0 Py a0giio)([=1 Y ATI00k0y" e a2 BT AT
j=1,2 k=1,2
<974||pP nA in < nAj . < 5
S 27 Pegrrowy” o=l 2 S lwallzy S

where Bernstein’s inequality was used in the last step. The third term in the above Littlewood-Paley
trichotomy corresponding to high-high interactions, is treated analogously and omitted. O

By letting A — oo the construction of this section yields an infinite double sequence {¢!*},>1. For

later reference, it shall be important to construct “partial approximations” of the components ¢7 in terms
of the ¢2®. Specifically, for I C {1,2,..., A}, we let

¢n[ Z ¢na
acl
Then reasoning exactly as in the preceding, and employing the same notation as there, one obtains the

following statement.

Corollary 9.6. Let
ynl = ezk:1,2 ZaEI Ailaki’ina, X"I = Z ZA_lak[qg,lc"“y"I]
k=1,2 acl
Then fora €I
(b;._na o nl Z A~ 18 a lna nl]+0L2(1)
k=1,2
In particular, we have

nl nI

Z¢1na _ 'X + 0[/2(1)7 Z¢2na _

acl acl

+or2(1)

9.3. Step 2: frequency localized approximations to the data. Given an essentially singular sequence
u” with derivatives ¢, Proposition yields a new essentially singular sequence ¢} with the following
property: for any A > 1 (recall the ¢7* are defined inductively)

A
on= e bu?
a=1
Given 0 > 0, there exists A > 1 so that ngAHBg < dp for large n. In addition, we assume that for

2 . . . . .
each n, the energy > - _,||¢2®||3 is nonincreasing in a. In what follows, we will use smallness parameters
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LIV A Y

FIGURE 5. Atoms and the Besov error

1> ep > 61 > g > 0, each of which will eventually be chosen depending only on the energy of the initial
data.
Ultimately we wish to show that there can only be a single frequency block, i.e., A = 1, and furthermore,
that the energy of this block converges to the critical energy FE..;+ as n — oco. Thus we now use the
following dichotomy:

e We have A =1 and lim,,_, 0 20;01172 ||¢ga||2L§ = FEerit -

e The previous scenario does not occur. Thus, for a suitable subsequence

lim sup Z ||¢Z“||%§ < Eerig — 02
N0 0=0,1,2
for some d2 > 0, and all a.

If the first alternative occurs, then continue with Step 4 below. Hence we now assume that the first
alternative occurs, in which case we will show that the sequence u™ cannot be essentially singular. We
may of course assume that for each 1 < a < A,

lim inf E lon]| L2 > 0,
n—00 x
a=0,1,2

as otherwise we may pass to a subsequence for which the ¢7® may be absorbed into the error w”4. The
issue now becomes how to choose the cutoff A. Due to the asymptotic orthogonality of the ¢2* as n — oo,
and for each o = 0,1, 2,

lim E limsup ||¢2*||32 = 0
Ap—o00 n— 00 ®
aZA()

For some absolute g > 0 which is small enough, in particular smaller than the cutoff for the small energy
global well-posedness theory, we choose Ay large enough such that

Z limsup [|¢5%[72 < €0,
a> Ao n—o00
and then put A = Ay. Thus we now arrive at the decomposition

Ap
A
g = ont +wpt

a=1
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We may further decompose
A

Wit = Y g,
a=Ap+1

Yoo D lehlie <eo

a>Ap+1 a=0,1,2

with the smallness property

By adjusting A, we can further achieve
w5, < bo
for any given dy > 0.

Re-ordering the superscripts if necessary, we may assume that the frequency scales (A2)~1 of the ¢"¢ are
increasing with 1 < a < Ag. The error term ngO may be written as a sum of constituents

nA[()O) nA[()l) nAalA0)
o

wo = +wa ® .. Fwe © For2(l)

which satisfy the property that

(k) ()
nAy’ nAy
(9.6) Wa'* = P-rip o n_p, Wa as n — oo
with p? := —log A% and a sequence L,, — oo which increases very slowly. This can be done since w74 is

()
A¢-singular for each 1 < a < Agy. Thus the frequency support of wZA“ is contained in the annulus

(Ag)
MY Teln < g < (M) Tleln 0 (A0 im0, (A0 TH T i= oo

Figure 5 above is a schematic depiction of the situation Ay = 1 with a unique large atom on the right, but

with two smaller atoms on the left which are too large to be included in the Besov error (the three bumpy

curves between the atoms). More precisely, ngO consists of the four small curves between the atoms, and

(0)

wZAO is the sum of the three curves to the left of the big atom together with the two small atoms, and
1)

ng" the one to the right of the big atom.

Note that if we refine the frequency decomposition, i.e., increase Ay to A%®) > Ay, then the components

(k)

0

n .
Wey are decomposed into

AR na® (k)
wZ o = 5 Qba J + U)ZA
J

for suitable a? € [Ag + 1,A®]. In Figure 5 one has j = 1,2 for k = 0 corresponding to the two small
atoms to the left of the large one. We may again assume that the aé? are increasing in j and have frequency
support with increasing value of |¢|, for each k. Furthermore, we have

k
tmsap 3 Y165 12 < 2o
n—o0

a=0,1,2 j

by asymptotic orthogonality and the choice of Ay. Our first goal, to be dealt with in the following section,
()
is to control the nonlinear evolution of the minimum frequency components wZAO . The idea behind this

is as follows: due to the energy constraint

. nAL
limsup |wa™° |2 < Ecrit
n—oo

AP

.. . . . S A
we may subdivide we into finitely many pieces be means of frequency localizations {P T Wer }1 << 1000
== €

crit
0

such that the dyadic intervals J, are disjoint, with UsJy = (—oo, (AL)~te=E») and furthermore

nA(()O

P, <20 Ve
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Recall that (AL)~! is the frequency scale of the first frequency atom ¢"!. In particular, this means that

0
the frequency localized pieces P. ][ngo should be treatable via a perturbative argument. More precisely,
we shall run an induction in ¢ on a sequence of approximating maps with data

nA()

Z Py w A(O) *1R°Zk 1287 Lo, Picj<e Prjwy,
J
1<5<¢e
As always, we face the issue at this point that these gauged components are not necessarily admissible, i.e.,
they are not given by derivative components of maps R? — H2. In order to apply the perturbative theory
we shall need to show that they are close to such admissible data. This in turn follows from Lemma
provided we chose the intervals J; carefully; for this it is essential that the endpoints of these intervals do
not fall onto one of the ’small’ atoms ¢I*. Otherwise, condition [825]) would be violated. In detail, this
is done as follows. Recall that the J; are chosen to be disjoint and such that

(0) (0) (0)

nA nA nA

We 0 = E Prwa su_p||PJ].wa ° ||L2 <eg
3 J x

(0)
On the other hand, upon refining the Bahouri-Gerard frequency decomposition applied to wZAO , wWe can

also write
A (0 ©
(9.7) w0 = Z(bza] + w4
Jj=1
Here A(®) > Aé is chosen such that ||w"A( : ||Bg < o for some constant g > 0 which is to be determined,

while the a;o) are certain indices in the interval [AE)O), A(O)]. Our choice of Ay ensures that

hmsupZH¢ HL2

7j>1

(0
Now, to choose the J;, pick for each of the qSZaJ (which are finite in number) a frequency interval

0) (0)
a; (0) j 1 p(0)
[Ow B ()R]

with Rgo) large enough such that

na(o)
(9.8) lim sup HP O () ba ’ < do,

. Iz
n—00 [log()\J )~ 1710gR§.0),10g()\$ﬂ )*lJrlogR](.O)]C ®

O]
which is possible due to the frequency localization of the atoms gbzaj . Here §y > 0 is a sufficiently small
constant such that 69 = do(Ferit ,€0). Picking n large enough, we may assume that the intervals

S ©
I:()\ZJ R§-O))_l, (AZJ )—lR;O)]
are disjoint. We can now exactly specify how to select the J;: inductively, assume that
Ji=la1,b1], ..., Jk—1 = [ag—1, br—1]
have been chosen. Then pick J;, = [Gk, Bk] such that ap = bx_1 and such that the integer by is maximal
with the property that
nA®
Z Hp[dk,l;k]w HL2 €o
a=0,1,2

a(® a(®
Then if by, € [log(Ay’ )~ —log R;O),log()\n] )"t + log Rg-o)] for some j, we let

a(.o) 1 (0)
b = log(Ay’ )7 +log R;



CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS 175

Otherwise, we let by, = b,. The point of this construction is that if the endpoint of Jj, happens to fall on
a “small atom” which may still be too large in Bgm for our later purposes, we simply absorb this atom
into Jj.

O) (0)
We can now state the approximate admissibility fact alluded to above. Recall that Re wZAO = w,lgnAO .

Moreover, the constant dg controls the Besov norm of the tails and is kept fixed. We begin with a statement
which does not involve the Jy.

(0)
Lemma 9.7. There is an admissible map R? — H? with derivative components @ZAO such that

—0

1nal? 1nal® ‘
L2

o _ 0 . _
HwZAO e i k12 Lopw, _(I)ZAO e i k12 1oL®,

. . nA® nA®
as n — 0o. The same applies to the difference wy © — $o ° .

©  a©

(0)
Proof. Recall the relation that defines w?A“ = w; o,

+ 1w,

1nA® -1 1 _1nA® 2n ALY -1 _2nA
w; o =(y") E A 8kaj[wk oy, w; 0 = g A 8k8jwj 0
k=1,2 k=1,2

A© A©
;n 0 7w]2_n 0
of a map, when n — co. Moreover, the error satisfies V~'or2(1) = op=(1). First, observe that by

(0)
Corollary 86l the component wjl.nA“ is close in the above sense to

(0)
2nA,

We now claim that the components w are orz2(1)- close to the derivative components <I>;’

(0)
(0) 0 (0) 0 0 - ~2nA
"0 =y )T YT ATy A s X AT
J
k=1,2

nA(()O) nAE)O) )
b)

Next, introduce the auxiliary map (x :R? — H?, with components defined by

y

(0)
(0) (0) (0) (0) 1, -2nA
ano — E : A 718/@ [w;nAg ynAO ]7 ynAo _ 65 k=1,2 AT 0wy, 0

k=1,2

Furthermore, as before we have

1nA® -1 1 _1nA® 2nA® -1 _2nA®
w0 = (") Y AT Y, wy = Y D AT 0w

k=1,2 k=1,2
2nA” 20 A0 12140 ~1,2nA . .

and we set ;770 = w; 0, wy 0 =, o . In view of the preceding,

(0) (0)
0) . _ 1nA 0) . _ 1nA
nA _ 1 0 nA _ 1 0

wio e 13m0 D7 Opwy =qL % ¢ im0 AT 0D, + 0L2(1)
as n — oo. O

A similar result now applies to the frequency localized pieces. This time one has to use Lemma

Lemma 9.8. Given any §; > 0 one can choose §y < 61 such that for all large n

0
1Al

3T T LU
J b -
Jj<£
may be approximated within 01 in the energy topology by Coulomb components

(0)
(0) . 1 InA
<I>a"A° e ReY AT 0p®, 0

(9.9) pr A

of actual maps from R? — M2, uniformly in £. The same statement holds for the functions without any
exponential phases.
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©
Proof. This follows exactly along the lines of the proof of Lemma [0t for the components > i<t P wZAO

we use the approximating maps

(0)
(0) (0) ) (0) (0) -1 52" A0
xnAy” (ylnAO )71 E : § :Aflak [PJJ.’LD}CHAO yenAo 1, yEnAO — eik=1,2 D Ok X, Wy,
k=1,2 j<¢
However, this time, the smallness of the error is contingent on the || - || 50 -norm of the non-atomic part
2,00

of u?inA‘()D), while the contribution of the atomic part can be made small by choosing n large enough. More
precisely, ([82H) holds for all large n due to the frequency separation properties which we have imposed
on the various components, see ([@.8) and (@.0). These separations become effective for large n due to the
orthogonality of the scales involved. 0

As a general comment, we would like to remind the reader that all constructions here are not unique;
moreover, they are subject to errors of the form or2(1) as n — co.
()

9.4. Step 3: Evolving the lowest-frequency nonatomic part. As far as the evolution of w;LA“ is

concerned, we claim the following result. Note that we phrase it in terms of the derivative components
that we just constructed. Once we have evolved all constituents of the decomposition from Step 1, the
perturbative theory of Section [T will then allow us to conclude that the representation that we obtain is
accurate up to a small energy error globally in time.

©
Proposition 9.9. Let ®1"°  be as in Lemma [97 and set

(0)
(0) (0) ) _ 1nA
D e N T

Then provided €9 > §1 > dg > 0 above are chosen sufficiently small, and provided n is large enough,

(0)
the fI)gAO exist globally in time as derivative components of an admissible wave map. Moreover, there is

(0
a constant Cy(FEeri ) such that the solution of the gauged counterparts of these components, i.e., \I/ZAO

satisfy the bound
nAl®

sup [[Wa ° [ls(=10,11]xr2) < C1(Eerit)
To,1>0

(0)
Finally, \IIZAO has essential Fourier support contained in (0,(\L)~1). More precisely, for some sequence
{R,}22, going to 0o sufficiently slowly, one has

(0)
(9.10) PO ||y < Ry teme kol

for all k > pl = —log AL and some absolute constant o. As usual, all functions belong to the Schwartz
class on fized time slices.

The proof of this result will occupy this entire section. The idea is to run an induction in ¢ on a

()
sequence of approximating maps with data \I/inAO , see ([@0). As we start from the low frequencies, it will

turn out that the differences between two consecutive such approximating components is of small energy
(provided 01 > dp are both sufficiently small). This allows us to pass from one approximation to the
next better one by applying a perturbative argument, albeit with a linear operator involving a magnetic
potential. Moreover, we need to divide the time-axis into a number of intervals which is controlled by the
total energy. A key fact here which prevents energy build-up as we pass from one time interval to the
next, is that these approximating components essentially preserve their energy, see Corollary The
approximate energy conservation, in turn, comes from the fact that these components are all essentially
the Coulomb components of suitable maps as demonstrated in Lemma

For the remainder of this section we drop the superscript A((JO) from our notation since we will limit ourselves
entirely to the low frequency part. We begin by showing that (still at time ¢ = 0) the step from ¥4~ to
Ul amounts to adding on a term of much larger frequency, up to small errors in energy.
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Lemma 9.10. One has
A Y e
S 12t
with [|€5"||L2 < 01. Furthermore,

=1n _ -1, ge—1,
U, "=P, Y, Y

i<e—
with ||\iff;71’"||Lg < 61. Similar statements hold on the level of the ®-components.
Proof. In view of Lemma [0.8 we may switch from ¥*™ to the corresponding expressions involving w™. For
simplicity, write

Z Pyl o~ Re iy o AT O 3y Pojwi =: feioe

i<t
with gy real-valued. Since the Fourier support of f; is contained in Uj<¢J; = (—00, by], for any k > by + 10
one has

1Pe(fee)l2 S I fePrvoq) € l2 S 275 fell2 V Peoy € [loo
S 278 fell2lAT D folloo S 27 % fell2llATID? foll2 S 2% R Jw™ |13
5 Ecrit 2b[7k

where E.,.;; controls the total energy, and thus also the L2-norm of w™. By construction of w], one has
for any L >0
lim sup H‘P[be*l/ybe]wZHQ < Loy
n—oo
Together with the preceding bound this implies that
H Z Pyt e R Xk=r D710 Sy Prywit Py, Z Py e ReXi=r ATIOK 3T <o Prywi .

J<t J<t
—1
S log[(EC”‘t + 1)50 ]50 < 01
for small ég. Next, observe that
§ R]]‘ UJZ e—iRe Zk:l,2 AT, E]‘Se Py, wy
J<t
. —1 n . —1 n
— E R]ng, G_ZReZk:1’2A Ok ngl PJj’w,c _'_R][wg, e—ZReZk:1’2A O, ngl PJjwk
j<e—1
The first assertion of the lemma therefore follows from the following claims:
e The function
P, w” efiRc Dke1,2 A1, stz P,zng
J o
has frequency support in J; = [as, be] up to exponentially decaying errors, and we also have
i —1 n
limsup || Pye [Py,w} e R Do 700k 2y Pry k] |2 <&
n— 00 >
e Furthermore, we have
. -1 n . -1 n
H Z R]nge lReZk:lgA Ok nge PJ]‘wk _ E PJije zReZk:1’2A Ok ngl—l PJjwk

j<t-1 j<e—1

< 51
L2

for n large enough.

As for the first claim, note that we have already dealt with the case of frequencies larger than by,. Thus,
assume that j < ay — 10 and estimate

1P (Prw™ €92 S 25| Pyyw™ €93 < 25| Pyw™ 2| Pr,roye’® lle

j—ayp

S|Pty Y 27| PVe |y S Bopir 277
keJ+0(1)
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Furthermore, as before one can “fudge at the edges” meaning
lim sup HP[ae7a£+L]wZH2 < Léo
n—oo
which concludes the first claim. For the second claim we need to show

. —1 . - n
H § : PJij e*ZRCZkzle aijSE,IPJij(l_ e~ ReX 10 lakPlek)‘

j<t—1

< 41

L3

where the implied constant is absolute (not depending on any of the other parameters). However, this
follows easily from the frequency localization up to exponentially decaying errors of
J
Jj<t—1
as well as the fact that
Hmsup || Pa, a0+ 10— L6 Prwi |22 S Lo
n—oo

and we are done. The claim of the lemma about ® is easier since it does not involve any phases,
cf. Lemma and Lemma [9.7 O

Our strategy now is to inductively control the nonlinear evolution of the ¥%", the Coulomb components
of the approximation maps, starting with £ = 1 . At each induction step we add a term €5™ of energy less
than 9. The key then is the following perturbative result. Recall that ey > 0 is a small constant which
determines the perturbative energy-cutoff (it depends on E¢pit ).

Proposition 9.11. Let U4 ef;;", be as before, with 1 < € < C1(Eecrit ,€0). Also, let

a
1

-1 —o|r—k L—1mn)2 \4
Cl(c : = mGE‘iX(Z2 o |HPTPU]§@71J]'\I}0¢ nHLg)2
re’
for some small enough constant o > 0 (an apriori constant). We now make the following induction
hypotheses, valid for all large n: there is a decomposition Ve~ tm = Wi=tn 4 yl=ln g5 that

(9.11) max | PeBS " (| sy (=701 xR2) < Co AN

(9.12) |WEm g < Co 6y

for some positive number Cs.
Then there exists a partition W5™ = Whn + Whn 5o that

(9.13) mgx ”Pk@i’nHS[k]([—TD,TI]><]R2) < Cs C,(f)

(914) H\ifi’an < C3d
provided 61 < 09 = 69(Cs) and provided n is sufficiently large. Here Cs = C3(Ca, Ecrit ).

&€
induction start from the small data result of [22]. Tt is clear that there is some constant 617 > 0 (depending

only on Eg.;; ) such that choosing §; < d11 in each step, this proposition can be applied. This d11 > 0
dictates our choice of A in the decomposition

(0)
na A(U)
wy, = E da ’ +wl
J

It is important to note that we iterate Proposition [0.11] O(CI(LD“EO)) many times, obtaining the

from before, see (@17). Another essential feature of the construction is that
(9.15) 5" < K(Eerit )

where K is some rapidly growing function of the energy. This follows immediately from the inductive
nature of the proof and the fact that the number of steps is controlled by the energy alone. However, it is
crucial to the argument that we do not have to make £y small depending on the function K(Ee.;;) as we
go through the inductive process. In other words, we have to make sure that one can fix g9 throughout.
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The idea of the proof of Proposition @11 is as follows: under the assumptions [@I1)) and [@I2)) we can
find time intervals I+, Is, ..., Ing,, M1 = M;i(C2) as in Section [7, such that locally on I,

i—1,n _ ql—1n —1,n
v =V, +VYyL

Here vy, is a linear wave and 9y, is small in a suitable sense, see Lemma and Corollary [.27] In order
to control the evolution of W5™ we need to control the evolution of

e(l;,n _ \I](l;,n _ \I](l;fl,n
This we do inductively, over each interval I;, starting with the one containing the initial time slice ¢ = 0.
At this point one encounters the danger that the energy of €™ keeps growing as we move to later (or earlier)
intervals I;, thereby effectively leaving the perturbative regime. The idea here is that we have apriori
energy conservation for the components W'=1m" W4T swhile at the same time, due to our assumptions on
the frequency distribution of energy for Wf=1" ¢&n there cannot be much energy transfer between the
latter two types of components; more precisely, we can enforce this by choosing §; small enough. This
means that we have effectively approzimate energy conservation for %™, whence the induction can be
continued to all the I;. We can now begin the proof in earnest.

N N Js N 3

FIGURE 6. The two directions of the induction

Proof. (Proposition [0.11]) We inductively control the nonlinear evolution of €". For ease of notation, we
set €, := €™ and 1), := U451 and for the most part we also ignore the a subscript. Note that while v
exists globally in time, € exists only locally in time but we will of course need to prove global existence and
bounds for €. But for now, any statement we make for € will be locally in time on some interval Iy around
t = 0. Applying the fungibility statements Lemma and Corollary [[.227 to 1) generates a decomposition
of R into intervals {I; };‘il where M = M (eo, ||#|ls). We may of course intersect these intervals with I
which we will tacitly assume. Fix one of these intervals, say Iy, which contains ¢ = 0. It will of course
be necessary for us to pass to later intervals in the temporal sense until we have exhausted the entire
existence interval Iy. In other words, our induction has two direction, namely a temporal one (referring to
the interval I;), as well as a frequental one (referring to the interval J;). These two directions are indicated
as vertical and horizontal ones, respectively, in Figure 6.

By construction, there is a decomposition

(9.16) Y=L+ 9YNL
1
where || ||s < ey T E2,;, and such that ||¢¥n|s < €2,

(9.17) [onelsllvells < Ve
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Here e is small depending on E,;; and with €y < €2 < 1. We note the following important improvement

over (@.I5):
_1
(9.18) max |04 | s, S5 T2
J

crit

Proposition [@.11] will follow from a bootstrap argument, which is based on the following crucial result.
Recall that J; is the Fourier support of €(0) up to errors which can be made arbitrarily small in energy.

Proposition 9.12. Let ¢ satisfy the inductive assumptions @I1) and @I2) and let € be defined as above.
Suppose there is a decomposition € = €1 + €3 which satisfies the bounds
llealls(r, xr2)y < C2C4 01

9.19
(19 | Peetllspynxrzy < Cady VEkEZ

where we define
dy. = (Y 27" P Py,e(0, ) |[72) 7
rez
for some Cy = Cy(Ecrit ) sufficiently large, and some small absolute constant o > 0. Then we can improve
this to a similar decomposition with

C C
(9.20) le2ll sz xr2y < 74 Cs 61, | Prerll sirycr xr2) < 74611@
for all k € Z.

This proposition is the key ingredient in the proof. It asserts that the frequency profile of € at time
t = 0 is essentially preserved under the evolution up to some frequency leakage, which however is controlled
by the size of the underlying Besov error. What allows us to prevent energy of ¢ moving from high
to low frequencies (which is the main difficulty here) are gains in the high-high-low interactions in the
nonlinearities. Without these gains, there could indeed be this kind of energy transfer and the argument
would break down. It is essential in Proposition[@.I2that Cj is a constant that does not change throughout
the induction, whereas Cy does change.
If we accept Proposition[3.12] for now, then it is an easy matter to derive the aforementioned approximate
energy conservation.

Corollary 9.13. Under the induction hypothesis of Proposition [9.11] and assuming the validity of Propo-
sition [I12, one has the following: For sufficiently small 6; (depending on Cy and Cy) and large n, we
have

Z ||6a||%;?°L§(11xR2) < €o
a=0,1,2

where 17 is as above.

Proof. (Corollary [@.13) Due to energy conservation for the evolution of 9 + ¢, we have
Z la + €a||%§ = constant
a=0,1,2
Similarly, we have

Z Hd]d”%i = constant

a=0,1,2
The crucial observation now is that
[0+ ellis = 1013 + el}s +2Re Y [ PwPieda
kez /B
on fixed time slices t = tg € I;, and we can split

> [ noPew— Y[ poPews Y [ Pobed
R2 R2 R2

keZ kEUjglfle ked;
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Both contributions on the right are < C4C368;, which can be made arbitrarily small by choosing §; small
enough. To obtain this bound, observe that the induction hypothesis and Proposition [0.12 allow one
to transfer Lemma [0.10] to all times in the interval I;. Cauchy-Schwarz then implies the bound of <
0402251. O

Corollary[@ T3 allows us to keep the energy under control as we inductively pass from I; to its successor Iy
and so forth by restarting the procedure. Indeed, since the number of the “fungibility” intervals is bounded
by M (o, Ecrit ), we can make d1 in the corollary so small (depending on this number) and n so large that
even the energy of the final € is no bigger than 2, say. Even though we will now work on I, all arguments
carried out below apply to any of the later intervals I, I3, ... as well.

Proof of Proposition[3.12. We may reduce ourselves to proving the statement for frequency 2°, i.e., k = 0,
by scaling invariance. Recall that we have chosen the intervals I; in such fashion that (3.16) holds with the
stated bounds. In order to obtain the desired estimates on ¢, we distinguish between two cases, depending
on the size of the underlying time interval. If it is short, we use the div-curl system. Otherwise we use the
wave equation.

Case 1: |I| < Th where T1 > 0 is some absolute small constant (to be specified). We shall use the div-curl
system linearized around ¢, see (LI12), (I13), which takes the schematic form

Ore = Ve + eV %) + vV (he) + eV (e) + PV 1He?) + eV H(€?)

The first linear term Ve on the right-hand side is estimated by bootstrap, choosing 77 smaller than some
absolute constant. For each of the five nonlinear terms on the right-hand side one needs to consider two
cases, depending on whether e gets replaced by €; or es.

(a) The term e V~!(1?); we cannot just use Lemma [T.4] of Section [T since smallness there can only be
enforced by choosing 77 very small, which is counter productive in Case 2, when we work on a larger
interval. Hence we have to exploit the fungibility of the expression, which forces us to exploit the hidden
null-structure. However, we can easily conclude from the proof of Lemma [T4] that

[Poler V™ Pe—c (@)l a2 < do

provided we pick C = C(E.;+ ) sufficiently large, and thence

t
I [ R el < do
0

t
I [ Rle¥ P c(v?) dslizs < d
0

for t € [-T1,T1], and from there

t
I [ PV P dslsig < do
0
compare ([(I0) (provided T < 1, say). Similarly, one checks that the contribution of
Poler V' Poo(9?)]
is acceptable, and so we now need to force smallness for

Py [Elv_lp[fc,c] ("/’2)]7

which we do by subdivision into small time intervals (whose number depends on |[¢)||s). First, we observe
that choosing C7 large enough depending on C and E.;; , we can force that

1Poler V™ Poc.ey (@0 9)]ll 2, < do,

and from here one can again infer that

t
/ PolerV ' P_c,0)(Qscy )] dsl|spo) < do
0
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for t € [-T1,T1], Th < 1, say. The same applies to

PolQsc,e1V T P_c o ()]

Hence we may reduce to considering
Byler VT Pgc)(4?)]
where we automatically assume that 1 = Q<c, v, €1 = Q<c,€1. Now we implement the customary Hodge
decomposition
Y =Ry + X0

First, substitute the gradient term for either factor ¢, which results in the expression

BolerV T P01 Quj(1,9)]
Now due to Lemma etc that in case of high-low or low-high interactions inside Q,;(%, ) we can
estimate

1P-0,01Qusi (W, )2, S II9ll%
and one may then pick time intervals I; with the property that

Z ||XIjP[k—C,k+C] ng(#ﬂ/’)“%?t <1

kcZ
which ensures “fungibility”. Thus it remains to deal with the expression

PylerV ' Pc,01Quj (Pscyth, Pscyt))]

and indeed in light of Lemma etc only the case when v = 0 needs to be considered. We choose
Cy > max{C, C1}. Note that in this case the inner null-form may have very large modulation (comparable
to the frequency of the inputs), in which case we cannot take advantage of the null-structure. The idea
then is to use the smoothing effect of integration over time. Specifically, we write schematically

Poler V' P 0)Qui(Pscuth, P>y )]

= Py[erV ' Pc,c10u(Pocy |V W Pocy Rjt))]

— Py[eiV T P c,000i (P, [V W Pscy Rot)))]
(9.21) = PodierV T P_o.0)(Pocu| VT W Pso, Rj)]
(9.22) — Po[0rerV ' P_c,c) (P> | V| W Psc, Rj))]
(9.23) — PolerV ' P 0,0105(Psc, | V|9 Psc, Roy)))]

Now it is straightforward to analyze the contribution of each term, keeping in mind our assumptions about
hyperbolicity of each input. For the contribution of (@.21]), note that we have

t
/ Pyds[eiV T 'P_c .oy (Pscy |V WP, Rjt)] ds
0

= Py[eiV ' Pc,c)(Psco| VI WP 0, Riv)](E, -)
— Polee V' Pc,c)(P>c, |V Y Pscy Rj1))(0, )

and we can then crudely bound (assuming 77 < 1, say)
X(—7y 1) [Poler VT P_c,c)(Psc, | V| 0 Ps oy Rj)] (8, -)
— B[tV P01 (Pocu [VIT 9P o Rp))(0, )]l 22, < do

This again suffices for the bootstrapping.
Next, for the expression ([@22)), we estimate it by

X7, 7 Poldier VP01 (Po s [V T Pocy Rj)] | 12

SNeerllnee 2 IV P_c,o)(Psco [V 0 Pocy Rjt) | oo 12
< dy
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Finally, expression ([@23]) is more of the same (due to the hyperbolicity of the inputs) and omitted.

The corresponding estimate for eaV~1(¢)?) is essentially the same, the only difference being that one
square-sums over the frequencies at the end.

(b) The term ¥V ~1(1pe1) as well as 1V ! (1ez) both will be placed in the ez component, meaning that we
will prove that they have small S-norm. We start with e;. We claim that

(9.24) PV (P Prge)]lprra S 2702 750 Py s || Prs €1l s k) sup 2770 || Py )| sy
1

for some og > 0. This follows by inspecting the proof of Lemma [T4l If |ky — k3| > B|logdi| where B is
large, one concludes from (@.24)) that

> 1Po[YV " (PeyoPraen)]l a2 S Ca 67 [ llsllen(0)]l2 sup 277 Py g,
Ikz—k3‘>0“0g61‘ ki1€Z
Replacing Py by P, and square summing in & yields a bound of
Ci 877 I3 ller(0)]l2 < CaC2 b1

for the contribution of this case. This can be done by choosing B large depending on E,; , see (O.18). On
the other hand, if |ke — k3| < B|log 41|, then we exploit that the Fourier supports of ¢ and e are essentially
disjoint up to small errors (bounded by < d; in the S-norm) and exponentially decaying tails. Now we
sum ([@.24]) over this range to obtain

(9.25) > | Po[th ¥~ (Peytp Payer)ll s 2 S > 1PV~ (Pryp Peyer)]|| i 12
|ka—k3|<B|log 81 | |k2—k3|<B|log d1|
(9.26) - > | Po[toV ™" (Peyt Pryer)]l| s 2

‘kz*k3|§B‘ logél\
For ([@.23]) one obtains as above

@25) S 1sller(0)llz sup 27| P, sy,

k1EZ
with an absolute implicit constant. Replacing Py with P, and summing over all scales yields the bound

v _1
Slelslidlisllen(0)]l2 S ey * B2y C2 6160 < CoCy by

_1
provided we choose e, * B2 c9 < Cy. Next, by the definition of the frequency envelopes ¢ and dy,

crit
m S sup 2700|k1|||Pk1w”5[k1] Z 2700‘k27k3|||P/€2’¢;||5[k2] ”PkselHS[ka]
kel |k2—ks3|<B|log 41|
< sup 277 Py | gk, Z g~ oolka—kslcy C;(f;l) Cuydy,
k1€Z

k27k3|§B‘10g51|
—oolk
< CoCy by sup 27| Py sy
k1 €Z

(0)
This follows from the fact that g was chosen to control the Besov norm of wZAO , as well as the fact that
(0)
the intervals J; where chosen in such a way that any of the smaller atoms contained within ngO are

arbitrarily far away from the endpoints of J; as n — co. Rescaling this bound to Pj; from P, and square
summing yields a bound of C3Cy ||¥]| 560 < C2Cyd1 by taking dp small enough, cf. [@IF]).

Next, we turn to ¥V ~1(1pey). Here the smallness comes from “fungibility” again as in case (a). More
precisely, reasoning as in (a), we may reduce this expression to the form

Po[yV P o) (ver)]

where we moreover have ¥ = Q<c,v¢, €2 = Q<¢,€2. Again the argument from (a) shows that we may
assume both inputs of P_¢ ¢j(¥e2) to have frequency O(1) (implied constant depending on C,C1, and
E¢rit ). Furthermore, it is straightforward to check that if the two factors ¢ have closely aligned Fourier
supports, we obtain the desired smallness via Bernstein’s inequality. But if the Fourier supports of the
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two 1 have some angular separation, interpreting the operator VﬁlP[_c)C] as convolution with a kernel
K (z) of bounded (although possibly large) L!-mass, we may write

PV P c)(ve2)] = /Rz B[y, 2) K(y) (¢ (s x —y)ea) (- x —y)] dy

and then

[0, 2) e,z = y)llz, S I3
which follows from our assumption about the Fourier supports, as well as the fact that both frequencies
here are < O(1). But then we can again smallness by picking the I; suitably, such that

S, / PulPesob (o) K(0) Pasroila — )l dyl?, ,_y < 1
keZ

(c) The term €1V ~1(1pe;) is easy, since it inherits the frequency profile of €;. More precisely, using the
same type of trilinear estimates as in (a) and (b) one obtains

1Pe(er V(e sw)(rxr2y S Cadil|$llLeor2ller]l oo rz < Cadi

using ([@.I8) and the fact that [|e;||zor2 < 260 (taking 61 small). The other cases are easier due to the
presence of §; coming from es.

(d) The term »V~1(e?) splits into the terms ¥V =1(e?), YV 1(e1 €2), and PV ~1(e3). The last two are
easier due to the smallness of e5. The first one is harder, as it inherits the frequency profile of ¥ and
therefore needs to be incorporated in e;. This means that we need to gain the very small &g, which is
only possible if there are high-high gains in the inner term of 1)V ~1(¢?) resulting from ;. Of course, this
requires that we expand this inner expression into a null-form via the usual Hodge decomposition.

(i): High-High-Low interactions in V~*(¢?). This is the following (schematic) type of term:

> PyPe, bV Pi(Pr,ePiye)].
k k12,3, k<k2
It is straightforward to see that we may assume |k| < o3ks for some o3 > 0 (absolute constant independent
of the other smallness parameters), and furthermore ky = k3+O(1) > B|logd1/, since otherwise the desired
smallness follows as in the preceding Case (b). We may thus essentially assume k; = O(1), k = O(1), and
reduce to the simplified expression
Po[Pi, )V ™" Piy(Pry € Prye)]
k1=0(1)=k, ko> B|log 1|
Suppressing the frequency localizations for now, we use the schematic relation
Po[yVHe?)] =Py [V ' (Rue'Rj€* — Rje' Rye®) + YV 1 (V1 (eV 1 (*)) Rye) +
+ VIV ([ eVHE))] + -
where we omit the remaining quintilinear and septilinear terms. More precisely, we shall use this provided

both inputs € have relatively small modulation, i.e., are of hyperbolic type. Thus for ks = ks + O(1) >
B|log 01|, we write

(927) PO [Pkrl wvil(szepkse)] :PO [Pkl wvfl(sz Q>k:2€Pk:36)] + PO [Pknwvil(Pk2Q<k26Pk3Q>k36)]

(9.28) + Po[Pey )V (Ry Py Q <y € R Pry Q<€ — Rj Py Q <y € Ry Py Q <iy€)
(9.29) + Po, VYV P Q ey (eVTHE2)) Ry Pry Q< iy €)

(9-30) + P oV (VT Py Qer, (V7€) Ry Py Q<€)

(9.31) + P, VYV P Q o, (V1 (10€)) Ry Pry Q < iy €)

(9.32) + P, oV (VT PoyQ ik (eV 1 (7)) Ry Pry Q <€)

(9.33) + Py yV NV Py Qo WV 7 (10€)) Ry Pioy Q< 1y €)

(9.34) + Py )V NV Py Qe [eV T (€)]V T Py Qs [eV ()] + - -
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where ... denotes the remaining septilinear terms containing mixed -e-interactions. Again we may sub-
stitute €; everywhere for €, the contributions from ey leading to much smaller contributions. The first two
terms on the right are straightforward to estimate: using Bernstein’s inequality, one obtains for (9.27)) the
bound

1Po [Piy V™ (Prio Q> k€1 Piger)] |2, S min{|| Pe, bl pger2s || Pia¥ll e e HIPra @ €1l 2 | Prgen | o2
R
S 272 mind||Pr, ¥l poen2, || Pey V1l Lee Loo HI Pro €11l S1ka) | Prs €1 1] 5]

Keep in mind here we assume k1 = O(1). Then by an argument similar to the one used to estimate ([@Q.26]),
replacing the output frequency by 2% and square summing over k = k; + O(1) while also summing over
|k1 — ka| > Bl|logdi|, one can bound this contribution by < C2C%edy, which is enough to incorporate
this term into e€3. The second term in the expansion is of course handled identically, and so we now turn
to the third term (@.28)), which is the most delicate one. The potential difficulty comes when v = 0, as
the @, ;-null-form allows us to pull out one derivative otherwise; indeed, assume first that {v, j} = {1, 2}.
Then using the identity (and omitting the subscript from e for simplicity)

R161R2€2 - R162R2€1 = (91 [V_161R2€2] - (92 [V_1€1R162],
we can estimate (always under the assumption k1 = O(1) = k)

[ Po [Pr, )V ™ Po(Ri Priy Q<€ Ro Py Q<ig € — RoPioy Q<iy € Ra Py Q<€) 12
S Pyl poe 2 | PV ™" Pry Q<o € R 2 Py @ <€l | 12 1.0

In order to estimate the right-hand factor, we use the improved Strichartz estimates: we have

Pe[V™! Pr,Q <y R 2 Pry Qy€] = > PV 'PeQekyeRi 2P, Qarse]
€1,2€Dgy, — ko

dist(c1,—c2)=0(1)

whence we get

(S

1
||Pk[v_lpk2Q<k2€R1,2Pk3Q<k36]”LfL;O 52_k2( Z ||Pk2Q<k2€||%fL;°) 2 ( Z ||P/€3Q<k3€||%f[,;°)

CeDkzy*kQ CeDksy*k3

ko
S27 e H | Pr; €ll s1x,15
j=2.3

whence we now have

|1 Po [Py ¥V ™ Pi(Ri Pry Q< ey €R2 Py Q <y € — RoPry Q<iy €R1 Py Q)| 2

_ k2
SHPklw”L;’OL§2 2+ H ||P/€j6||5[kj]
7j=2,3

From here one can again conclude as in case (b).

Hence we now consider now the more difficult case where v = 0. First, it is straightforward to check that
we may reduce the first input Py, 1) to modulation < 29¢*2 where for example we may put o4 = % Then
we use the schematic representation

Py [Py, Q<k721/1V71Pk(Ropk2Q<k2€R1Pk3Q<kaf — R Py Q< €R0 Prey Q<€)
= PO, [Pkl Q<k72¢vilpk [vilpkz Q<k2€R1Pk3Q<k3€]] - PO[Pkl Q<k728twvilpk [v71Pk2Q</€26R1P7€3Q<7€36]]
- P [Pk1Q<%2¢V_1PkR1 [V~ Py, Q<ry € Ro Pry Q< iy €]]
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If one then integrates the transport equation for €, the contribution from the above terms is
t
P0€(tv ) = POE(Oa >+/ VIG(S, ) dSPO[Pk1Q<kTQwV71Pk [v71Pk2Q<k26R1Pk3Q<k3€]](tv )
0

- PO[Pk1Q<%2¢v_1Pk [V Py Q <y €R1 Piy Q <4610, -)

t
- / PolPis@ 2 00V PV Py Q sy B Pay Q] (s, ) s
0 2

- /Ot Po[Pi, Q 12 WV PuRy [V ™' Py Q <k €Ro Pr, Q<€) (s, ) ds
But under our current assumption k; = O(1), k = O(1), we have the estimate (using Bernstein’s inequality)
||PO[Pk1Q<%2¢V71Pk [V Py Q <y €R1 Piy Q <] (2, )
- PO[Pk1Q<%2¢v_1Pk [V Pry Q<hp €R1 Pry Qs €l)(0, ) | Lo 12

S 270 Pl a1 Pracl ez | Prsel ez

and the remaining integral expressions on the right also easily lead to exponential gains in —ko due to
the extra V~! applied to Py,Q<k,e. Our assumption ky > B|logd| then allows us to incorporate the
contribution of all these source terms into €>. Note that the cutoff @ _ ky in front of 91 allows us to control
the effect of the 0.

The remaining terms (9.29))- [0.34) no longer require an integration by parts trick and can be directly placed
into Lim with the requisite gain in ky. We treat here the term (@30) given by

Pkl ¢v71(vilpk2Q<k2 (wvil(ez))RVPk3Q<k36)
where we always keep in mind the localizations k1 = O(1) = k, ko = k3 + O(1) > B|logd;|. The key here
is as before the improved Strichartz estimates. Write
Pk2Q<k2 (1/)V71(€2)) = sz Q<k2 (1/)V71P<0(62)> + Z Pk2Q<k2 (1/’V71Ps(52))
s>0

We treat here the contribution of the second term on the right, the first being treated in the same vein.
Now if s < ko — 10, we get

_ 1 Bky Ss—ky o o
(Y 1PQeu@V ' PA))IFa1)? S270 275 27°|| Pl sppll€l T 2

CeDkg,s—kg

Thus in the case s < ko — 10 from Bernstein’s inequality we get
[ PioV 1V ™ Py Qs (VT Po(€)) Ry Py Q<€) | 2
= Y PV (VT Py Qer, UV T Py(€?) Ry Pey Qi) 12

€1,2€Dky,s—ky
dist(c1,—c2)<2°

_ 1 1
SN Pe ol pgorz ( Z | Pe, Q< (WV lps(€2))”%gL;)2( Z IIRUP02Q<;€36|I%§L;O)2
C€EDky,s—ky c€Dky, s—ky

Ckook2 jo(szkay
S 2 k22 2" 22( 2+ )2 ||Pk1¢1||S[k1]||Pk2¢||S[k2] ”6”%?"[@
Summing over 0 < s < kg results in the bound
_ ko
5 272+ ||Pk1¢1||s[k1] ||Pk2¢||s[k2]||6||%§°L§
On the other hand, when s > ko — 10, we simply bound
— _ k1
1Py Qe OV Po(€))pary S 277 W ]lsllell 2o 2

and from here one estimates the Lfﬁz—norm of the output as before but without using the improved
Strichartz, just the standard L}L°-bound. The remaining terms (@.31)) are handled similarly.
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(ii) : High-Low/ Low-High interactions within V~1(e?) In this case one gains exponentially in the maxi-
mum frequency occurring among the two factors €, provided this is much larger than 1. In this case one
can argue as in case (b) to include this contribution into e;.

(e) The cubic term eV ~!(e?) is easy, and can be treated as in (a) and (b) above.

The bootstrap argument for € in the small time case is now completed as in the proof of Lemma [0
cf. (TI0).

Case 2: |I| > Ty, where T1 > 0 is a small constant depending on E.,;; . Here we have to work with the
wave equation satisfied by Pye. We start by recording this equation schematically in its original trilinear
form, to which we apply various Hodge type decompositions as well as localizations in frequency space.
The goal is to write the equation in the form of a nonlinear wave equation with a low-frequency magnetic
potential term, which we will treat as part of the linear operator. To begin with, we have the schematic
equation (here we suppress the fact that e really stands for the system of variables {e,},a =0,1,2)

(9.35)
OPye = Vo i Po[( + VT [0 + ¢))] = Vit P [() VT (1%)]
= PyVo [V WD) + PoVa [V H1he)] + PoVa i [eV T (e)] + PoVa st [pVH(€2)] + PoVa [V ()]

More precisely, the terms on the right-hand side of ([@.33]) are exactly those given by (LI4]). It is precisely
the first term on the last line which causes technical difficulties for the bootstrap argument, and we shall
have to include parts of it into the linear operator. However, this will only be made specific once we have
localized the terms suitably in frequency space. To begin with, note that we will implement a bootstrap
argument in order to deduce bounds on €. For this we substitute Schwartz extensions €, for each €, on the
right-hand side (these extensions agreeing with e, on the time interval I; x R? we are working on), and

then solve the inhomogeneous wave equation for €, improving the bounds we used for €,. Denoting the
right-hand source term above — with €, instead of ¢, — by F,,, what we really do is solving the problem

DP()Ea = Poﬁ'a
In order to deduce the S-bounds on Pye,, we split this variable into two parts
Poeo = Po@Q>pea + PoQ<pea

Here the parameter D is chosen sufficiently large depending on T3 from Case 1 and thus depends on FEe,;
(but is independent of the induction stage). Then we solve the preceding wave equation by setting

PyQspéa =0 QspPyF,

t
PoQ<pea = S(t)(PoQ<pea)[0] +/ U(t — s)PyQ<pla(s)ds
0
In other words, PyQ<pe,, solves the following inhomogeneous wave equation:
(9.36) OPyQ<pe = PoQecpVayt [EVT W) + YV (4E) + eV (1) + vV 1) + eV 1(&?)]

First, we identify the terms which can be included in the right-hand side as source terms since they gain
smallness, which is achieved in part by introducing suitable Fourier localizations. To begin with, recall
that the basic version of the wave maps equation at the level of the Coulomb gauge is of the schematic
form
Otpo = 10 [paAg] — 1075 Aa] + i0a[t)” Ay

The estimates of Section [o] will be seen to imply that the middle term here can be included entirely in the
right-hand side, and the immediately ensuing discussion is only applied to the first and third terms. Split
the first term on the right in (@36) (which is understood to be of the first or third type) into

PoQ<pVat [V (¥?)] = PiQ<pVat [EV ' Pe_p, (V)] + PoQ<pVa[EV ' Ps_p, (v°)]

Here D, is a large constant depending like D on the energy in a “mild” way, i.e., independently of the stage
of the induction we are at, as will be seen shortly. Recalling that on I; x R? we have the decomposition

=1L +YNL,



188 JOACHIM KRIEGER, WILHELM SCHLAG

we further decompose (schematically)

PoQ<pVat [V Pe_p, ()]
= PoQ<pVari[eV 'Pe_p, (V1)] + PoQ<DVau[eV ' Pe_p, (Vi) + PoQ<DVa i [EV ' Pe_p, (YrihnL)]

Due to the smallness of ¥y, and [@I7), it is only the first term on the right which we need to incorporate
in part into the linear operator. Of course this requires replacing € by €, which requires some care due to
the non-local operator Q< p interfering with our aim. First, write

P0Q<Dvm,t [€v71P<—D1 W%)] = P(va,t [€v71P<—D1 W%)] - POQZDVI7t [€v71P<—D1 (’@[J%)}

Since we only need to solve the equation on I; x R2, where € and ¢ agree, we may replace the right-hand
side by

Py [€V71P<7D1 (1/)%)] — Py@>pVay [€V71P<7D1 (7/1%)}
= PyVat[Q<peV ' Pe_p, (¥})] + PoVa i [@>peV ' Pe_p, (¥7)] = PoQ>pVa [V ' Po_p, (¥7)]

Now we introduce null-structure by performing Hodge decompositions as in Section [3] for all the trilinear
terms. In particular, the preceding discussion yields that we replace the schematic term

PoQ<pVau [V Po_p, (43)]

by
> F¥(PQ<pe; P<_py;¢r,vr) + PoQ<pFi* (& P<_py; ¥r, vr)
i=1,3
+[ Y. PF¥(Qep& Pep,itr,vn) — Y F¥(PoQep€ P<_p,;tbr,vL)]
j=1,3 j=1.3
[ > PoFY(Q2p6 P pyitbn,vor) — > PoQ>pFy (& P<_py; e, vr)]
j=1,3 j=1.3
4
+Y PoQepF (6 Pampyitbr, 1)
k=2

We can now write the wave equation that we use to solve for PyQ<pe as follows:

O(PyQ<pe) = Y, F(PoQ<p€ P<_p,;vr,¥r) + PoQ<pFa*(& P<_p,;tr, 1)

j=1,3
+[ Y PFY¥(Qepe; P<_pyitor,vr) — Y, Fi (PoQene; P« py;vor, 1))
j=13 i=13
[ > PoFY(Qsp6 P pyitbn,tor) — > PoQ>pFy (& P<_py; e, vr)]
j=13 i=13
(9.37) 4
+ > PQepFIN ¢+ & (0 +8), (4 +) — PoQepFI (1, 4h,9)
k=2

+ R Q<pF(& Pc ;L Y1) + PoQ<pFa(& P<_p,; L, ¥nL)

+ PoQ<pF3 (&, Ynr¥nL) + PoQ<pF3 (& Ps_p,;vrL,vL)

+ RQ<pFi(1h, &) + PoQ<pF3 (1, ¥, &) + PoQ<pFa(€,Ev) + PoQ<pFa(¥),€€)
+ PoQ<nFj(

The significance of the first term on the right, i.e., the expression

Z F(;O)] (P0Q<D€7 w[n wL)u

=13
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is that it implicitly contains a magnetic potential interaction term, see the discussion at the end of Section[3l
In order to deduce estimates, we shall re-arrange terms and move the magnetic interaction term contained
in the above term

(9.38) 2i0° (PyQ<pe)Ag, Ap = —P<_p,0; ' 1Qp;(¢r, 1)

to the left, thereby obtaining an equation of the schematic type

(9.39) O(PoQ<pe) + 2i0° (PyQpe)Ag = F

The next issue occupying us is the derivation of apriori estimates for this type of equation, at first treating
F as a function with good Fourier localization properties and bounded with respect to || - || .

9.4.1. Solving the wave equation with a magnetic potential in the Coulomb gauge. For simplicity’s sake,
replace (PoQ<pe) at the end of the preceding section by e for this subsection. The key fact that is proven
here is the following:

Proposition 9.14. Assume that F' is a function at frequency ~ 1 satisfying the bound
[ F [ N0y <
Also, assume the solution to [@39) with data (€(0,-),0:e(0,-)) = (f,g), all supported at frequency ~ 1, to
be supported at frequency ~ 1 and modulation < 1. Finally, assume that
Dl > Dl (Ecrit ); a< aO(Ecrit>
Then € satisfies the bound
lellsto) S N1 I viop + (5 9 L2 iz

with implied constant only depending on E..;;. Furthermore, if F = 0, there is approximate energy
conservation:

1ee(t, 172 + [IVae(t, )z = 10:€(0, )72 + [Vae(0, ) 2 + c(D1)
with ¢(D1) — 0 as D1 — oo, independently of t.
Proof. Recall that 0 < g < 2,

Apg=—A"" Y 9;P p,I[Rgbp Ry} — Retbi Ry
j=1,2

and observe that these functions are real-valued and Schwartz for fixed times. The key difficulty comes
from the fact that there appears no obvious way to obtain smallness for the linear interaction term 2i9° €Ag,
even when restricting to small time intervals. The easiest way out of this impasse is to use an approximate
apriori bound resulting from energy conservation. This will allow us to split the bad interaction term
into two, one of which is small due to angular alignment of the inputs, the other of which is controlled
due to the apriori bound. Moreover, we note that we may always move parts of the expression 22'(9'86143
with additional smallness properties, such as extreme frequency discrepancies inside Ag or special angular
alignments, to the right-hand side, since we gain smallness for them as shown in Section Bl More precisely,
one writes the underlying equation (3.39) as

De+2i0°eAg = F — 2i0°eAl, €0 = (f.9)

Here we define

A= > >

K1,2€K 058y, ):dist(Rr1,2)<c6(Eerit )  max{ki,2,3}<min{k1,2,3}+Ce(Ecrit )

k1<—D1
IAT! Z 9P, +01) [R8Prey iy VL R Pry V7, — R Pry s VT Ry Pry ey V1]
j=1,2
- Z Nt Z 0, Pi, [R3 Pry b R Pry b} — RgPrytb] R Py ]
max{k1,2,3}>min{k1 2,53 }+Cs(Ecrit ) Jj=12

k1<—D1
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and furthermore flg = Ag— Ag. The angular separation cg(Fert ) is chosen in such fashion that, for some
sufficiently large C7 = C7(Eqrit ),

) 1
| — zaﬁeAEHN[o] < EHEHS[OJ

We then use the preceding reasoning with Ag replaced by flg, assuming D1 (Ec.;t ) to be large enough.
After these preparations, we commence by establishing the aforementioned apriori bound: Specifically,
consider the covariant energy density

1 , .
§[|8t6 +iAgel® + Z |0y, € + 1A el*]
j=1,2
where we write Ag instead of fllg for simplicity. Now compute
1 1
Or[510he + iAoel* + j; 5100,e +i4;¢?]

= Re[(Dre +iAo€) (0 +iAg)2e + > (On,€ +iA;€)04(0r,€ + iAje)]

j=1,2
The second term on the right satisfies
Re[(0x, € + i4;€)0; (0, € + iAj€)] = Re[(0y, € + iA;€)(0n, +iA;) (0 +iAo)e]
+ Re[(0x, € + iA;€)i(0:A; — 0z, Ag)e]
= 05, Rel(0s, ¢ +iA;¢) (@, + iAo)e] — Rel(ds, + iA;)? (0; + iAg)d]
+ Re[(0z, € + iA;€)i(0Aj — 0, Ag)e]

In summary, one obtains the following local form of energy conservation:

2
at[%|ate+z’,406|2+ 3 %|awje+mje|2} — 3" 0., Re[(9sy¢ + iA;€)(0; + iA)e]

(9.40) i=1.2 i=1
= Re[[(@t + iAQ)2 - Z (8% + ’L.Aj)ﬂ € (atE + iAQE)] + Re[(@wje + iAjE)i(atAj - 8%./10)6]
=12

We furthermore observe that any solution of Oe + 2iA% J,e = F satisfies
(0 +140)% = D (0, +i4;)%]e = F +i(0 Ao — > 0u,Aj)e+ (D> AT — Af)e
j=1,2 j=1,2 j=1,2
We now integrate the above relation over a time slice [0, o] x R?, which gives

1 1
/2 [§|8t6+2'1405|2 + Z §|amj6+iAj€|2} (to,l‘) dx
R 7j=1,2

1 1
= /R2 [§|6te+iAoe|2 + Z §|8wje+iAje|2](O,:v) dx
j=1,2

+/ Re[(F +i(0: Ao — Z Oz; Aj)e+ ( Z A% — AD))e (Ore + iAge)] dtda
[0,t0] xR2

J=12 J=12

+ / Re[(0r, € +iA;€)i(0rAj — O, Ao)€] dtdx
[0,t0] xR?

In order to proceed, we now make the following bootstrap assumption:

(9.41) lellsto) < ClUIF o) + €[0]1] L2 17-1]
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We shall then show that if C' > Cy(FE¢rit ), then one may replace C' by % in (@4I). To accomplish this,
we first estimate the expression

/ Re[(Ore + iApe) (F + i(0r Ao — Z Oz; Aj)e+ ( Z Az~ A3)e)| dtdx
[0,t0] xR?

J=12 Jj=12

+ / Re[(0x,€ +iA;€)i(0A; — 0y, Ao)e] dtdz,
[0,t0] xR?

For each of these terms we must gain a smallness constant. One can classify three types of terms.
(1) The term f[o o] xR2 RR€ [(8ie+iAoe)F| dtdx. Here one uses the duality of N and S, Lemma 217, as well
as the space-time frequency localization of e:

[ Rel(@ue+ iAae)F] deda] < [Fllwiolells < alels
[0,¢0] X R2

Application of Lemma [2.19] is justified due to our assumptions on the modulation of €, which in turn
restrict the modulation of F' to the hyperbolic regime via the equation.

(2) The terms of the form f[o o] XR2 VA €V, edtdr. These are quite delicate and we can just barely
control them. Note the schematic identity

VarAg= Y VaiV ' Py [PaytorPry, i)
k1,2<—D1

Here our reductions for Az (which is Az in the discussion above) imply ki = kg + O(1) = k3 4+ O(1)
(where the implied constant may be quite large depending on E.,; ) and furthermore the inputs Py, ,11,
have some angular separation between their Fourier supports. Using the mixed-norm Wolff-type endpoint
result established by Tataru [59], one obtains

| Pry oL Pryr ||L§

Fq
<o
L2

with implied constant depending on || Py, ,¥r |2 < Ecrie + 1. But then using the fact that

llellsrs < llellspop
see Lemma [2.17] one infers that

’/[ . VP A eV edtdr| S 2§||e||?9[0]
0,to] xR

(3) The terms

/ A? eV edtdr
[0,t0] xR?

which are handled similarly. Here, one uses again that

I[P A]

2 < ELof
||L1:%L2NECrlt2 )

x

which follows from the usual Strichartz estimates, cf. Lemma 217

—1 2 < o9k 2 < ok 2
IV B 5, 2 Ml g S 28 ol

Summation over small & now yields the desired smallness provided k is small enough, which is ensured if
D is large enough.

In view of the preceding, we may conclude that
(9.42) Ve pe(t, M2z = [IVae(0,) 122 + O [lell ) + allellspo)),

where v may be made arbitrarily small by choosing D;(FE.,;; ) in the statement of the proposition large
enough. Note that we eliminated the magnetic potential here from the covariant energy by means of the
estimate [|Ag|lLere S v < 1.
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Unfortunately, this a apriori bound is still insufficient to estimate the magnetic potential interaction term
2i0eAp, and instead we need to gain apriori control over one of the null-frame ingredients of || - || s(q-
Indeed, a very slight modification of the above essentially allows us to control

Z [1Po, el -

KEK_cy

for any C; = C1(E¢rit ) (with implied constant depending on E.,;; ), which will then be good enough to
move the entire magnetic potential interaction to the right-hand side. To get this extra control we argue
almost exactly as before, but integrating ([@.40) over a region AY, := [0,¢] x R* N {t,, > ¢} for arbitrary c,
with w € S! being a fixed direction. This yields

/ Re[(@te + iAoé) [((% + iAo)Q — Z (8% + ’LAJ)2} 6] + Re[(@zje + ZAJE)Z(atAJ — 896]. Ao)e] dtdx

fe j=1,2

1 1
— [ et idacP s Y glon e+ idsel] dtds
OxXR2NAY 2 j=1,2 2

1 1
—/ [0+ iAoe|” + Z =|0p,€ + 1A e?] dtdx
txRZNAY 2 j:1,22
1 ) 1 , . N
+/ [§|3t6+2A06|2+ > (§|awje+zAje|2 — w;Re[(Dy, € + i A;€)(0; + iAg)e)] e
{tw:c}ﬁAf’C j=1,2
It is the latter integral expression that gives us the additional information we need: to see this, note that
we may localize the entire equation (@39) to an angular sector k C S! by applying Py . to both sides,
where |k| ~ 2-C1 and with C¢; = C; (Ecrit ) being a fixed large constant. Replacing € by Py € generates
an error which can be incorporated into the right-hand F, as is easily seen. Hence in the above we may
replace € by Fp €. Then use the decomposition

Z |6ij0)R6 + Z'Ajpo),i6|2 = ‘ Z (wj(?mj P07N€ + inAjP())RE)F + ’ Z (wf@ijoﬁe + Z'wj'AjPQ7N€)‘2
J=1,2 =12 =12
If now we have w ¢ 2k, then we can conclude that

2
sup su E WEdy. Py €+ iwtA; Py €
p sup . ( j Yz 10, gt 0,

c t tw=c}NAY . ' i1 2

2 ||P0,n6|‘%§ngwa

since the magnetic potential is small in L LS°. Using ([@.42) as well as

1 . 21 . O NTATTT
5‘ Z (WjOz; Po.we +iwjAj Py c€)| + §|8te +iAgel? — Z w;Re[(0z,€ +iAj€) (0 + iAg)e] > 0,

j=12 j=1,2

we infer that .
2 «
(> 1Poweldirgg-)” S IVaee ez + = +lelsion
HEKfcl v

where v can be made small independently of E.,;; , and with an implicit constant depending only on Ec.;
as well as Cq; = 2Cs.

We can finally complete the proof of Proposition @14t By choosing D; large enough, in relation to Cg in
the definition of A; and then making sup,cz || Px9z|/2 small enough, one obtains

1 «
(9.43) (> I PowellXpp)® S 1Vae(0, )2 + 5 T llellsior

KEK ¢y

as before, where the implicit constant only depends on E..;; , C1, while v may be made small independently
of Ecrit,C1. Now we feed this information back into the magnetic interaction term: write (@.39) in the
form

Oe = —2iAge + F
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and decompose

2iA50°e =
> 2i0° Py e INT' Y 0[RpPry 0 R Pyt — Rp Pyt R Pyt
H1,2,3€K701,mini¢j{dist(m,nj)}22fcl+10 j=1,2
+ > 2i0° Py e INTY > 0;[RaPrytb] Ry Peythi — RpPaytof R Pryt)i]
H1,2,3€K701,mini?gj{dist(m,nj)}<2fcl+10 j=1,2

Picking C7 large enough in relation to E..;; as well as v, one obtains

| > 0 Po s, INT" Y " 0j[Rg Py Ry Pyt — R Pryth7 R Py i v
K1,2,3€K_ ¢y, min;;{dist(r,k;)}<27C1+10 j=1,2

< v|ellso)

for any v € (0,1). Furthermore, for the first term above, using (@.43) we directly arrive at the estimate

| > 0P e INT' Y 0j[Rp Py R Pag ¥ — Rp Py 07 Ry Py 001 | o)
k1,2,3€K_ ¢y, min;;{dist(k;,k;)}>27C1+10 j=1,2

S Ve i€(0,)llz + Ca(v)a + vlellsgo,

with implied constant depending on C4, E..;+ ,v. Here v may be made small independently of the latter
parameters. Summarizing, using the fundamental energy estimate for Ou = F, we then obtain (for a
universal constant Cp)

lell sty < Colllel0]]] 2 g1 + a4 vllellsjo) + Cr1(Cr, Ecrit , V)[[|Va,€(0, )|l 2 + Ca(v)e + vl €] s o]

If we now select C' in ([@41]) large enough in relation to Cy, Ferit , then v small enough, and finally v and
then a small enough, we conclude that

c
lellstoy < 5 (1 I vpop + 1€lO] 22 -1,
which is the desired bootstrap. g
Due to frequency leakage coming from the magnetic term we shall also require energy estimates that

take N — S, or alternatively, preservation of frequency envelope. For the following lemma, we allow more
general frequency support of A,. Hence consider the following equation

(9.44) Ou +2i0% Ay = F,  u[0] = (f,9)

1
where F' has the property that F' = Fy + Fy where ||Fi||n := (Zkez ||F||?V[k]) ® is finite and with Fj

controlled by a frequency envelope, i.e., || P F2|| vk < cx and {ck }rez is sufficiently flat (as defined above).

Furthermore, (f, ) = (f1,91) + (f2,92) With [|(f1,91) 2 -+ finite and [Py (f2, g2)ll 2 g1 < di where
dy, is again a sufficiently flat envelope. Finally,

Ao = A" N 95[Rp) Rt — Rt Ry
j=1,2

is more general than in the previous proposition. Here ¢} and 1% are finite energy free waves (with energy
bounded by E.;t ). Now one has the following result.

Lemma 9.15. Let u be a solution of (@44) with F and f,g as above. Then u = uj + us + uz where
luills S 1FIN + [[(fro gl pewg—1s and [|Pruzllspy S cks 1Pruslispy S di. The implied constants only
depend on the energy of 1/}%2

Proof. We restrict ourselves to Pju. By scaling j = 0. Now split 4, = Ele Ag) where

(9.45) AV = 3" PA,, AP = Y PA,
k<-C —-C<k<C
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The constant C' in ([@45]) is chosen such that the proof of Proposition @14 applies to the low frequency
part of A,. Then we write

OPyu + 2i0% Pou ALY = PoF — 2iPy[0%u A? + 8°u AD)] + L(9%u, VAY)
POU[O] = Po(fa g)

Here L(-,-) stands for the commutator in Py(uv) = vPyu + L(u, Vv). We now divide R = Ue]\i1 I, into
disjoint intervals with the property that

max || Po[0%u AQ + 0°u Aoz xre) < Y llULlE D277 M | Poul sy
keZ

where v > 0 can be made arbitrarily small, and M = M (E¢.;;,7). To see this, one argues as in several
previous instances. First consider A1), In case of angular alignment of the Fourier supports of any two
of the inputs, one obtains a gain as shown in Section[Bl On the other hand, in case of angular separation
the desired smallness is achieved by a careful choice of the Iy, see Section [7l Finally, for A®) one uses the
high-high-low gains in the trilinear estimates (see the form of the weights w(j1, j2, j3) in Section [l when
max(jo, js) > C). The commutator terms satisfies the bound

IL(0%u, VA i) S 27 [[weliF D 277 M | Prullspiy
kez

since VA(()}) gains a factor of 27¢. We now apply the covariant energy bound of Proposition [.14 to
conclude that (with P; instead of Pp)

I1Pjullsyy < CEerit )P (f; )l s - + (v +279) > 277" Pl s + || P Fll i)
kEZ

The lemma now follows from this estimate provided the frequency envelopes are flat enough compared
to ago. O

9.4.2. Controlling the error terms. In this section, we complete the proof of Proposition[0.12] This amounts
to bounding each of the terms on the right-hand side of ([@37) one by one using the covariant energy
estimate of the previous section.

We begin with the first term in (@.37), i.e., >, 3 F3? (PoQ<p€; P<—p,;%r,%r) from which we which
we have subtracted the magnetic potential term. Thus, we claim that we can decompose, with Ag as in

@.33),

> F¥(PyQ<p€ Pe_p,itpr,vr) — 2i0°e Ag
j=1,3

into the sum of two terms, one of which has controlled frequency envelope and the other small S-norm as
in @20). By (BI4), this difference equals

iPyQ<pea 10°0; ' P<_p, Qu;(¢r, ¥1) + iPoQ<pR’e 07 ' 1P« p, 00 Qpj(vr, Y1)

Denoting these terms by termi; and termio, respectively, we now proceed to estimate them by means of
Section Let us now assume that € is of the envelope type, see €1 in (@I9). Then by (B.18)

[[termun || npo) S 2777 | Poeallsio)I¥2 % < Cado
for D; large depending on E.;; . The contribution of €, is estimated similarly. For termio one uses that
1PoQ<pR%e 87 1 Pu0aQp; (i, vr) o) S 281 Poellsjo e I

which is sufficient for both €; 3 since k < —D;.
The second term in ([@.37) is bounded by

|PoQ<p[RpE 9; ' 1P« p,8° Quj(vhr, i)l vio) < 27 || Poellsjofl L%
which is sufficient. This follows from Lemma
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The third term in ([@37) is the commutator
> RF¥(Q<p€& P pitor,or) — Y F¥(PQepe; P<_p,; ¥, ¥r)
Jj=13 j=1,3
= Py0°[Q<pea VAg] + Po0*[Q<pe’ VAg]

where the second line is schematic. Hence, the smallness for this term is obtained just as in the preceding
term.
Next, as the fourth term we face the commutator

> PoF¥(Q>p€ Pepyitr,r) — Y PoQ>pFY (& P<—p,;tbr,vr)

j=1,3 j=1,3
(9.46) =Y PF¥(Qspe&; Pe_p;tbr,vn) — Y PoQ>pFY (6 Pe_p,itor, ¥r)
j=1,3 j=1,3
(9.47) + Y RQspFY (6 Pe_p,ivr,¥r) — Y PoQxpFY (& Pe_p,;ibr,1r)
j=1,3 j=1,3

First, ([@40) is bounded by

2772 Poel sl I
by the same commutator logic as before and Lemma Second, since € = € on I, the length of which is
bounded below by an absolute constant by Case 1 above, one obtains that

H Z POQZDFo%j(G —&Pe_pir, djL)HN[O](hXR?)
j=1,3

S PQepFY(e—& P<—D1§¢L7¢L)HL%(II;L§)
j=1,3

S 27 PPy — &)Lz lP<—p, V7 (W7 | Lo
S27P 7P| Py(e - sz llvnllz

where we used Bernstein’s inequality in the last line.
The fifth term is a collection of quintilinear and higher oder terms, and we deal with it in the appendix.
The terms six through eight are easy by Lemmalp.5and ([@.I7). More precisely, they inherit the frequency
profile of € times a factor of \/g2; this is good enough to bootstrap both €; and es.
The ninth term in ([@37) is split as follows, see (B14):

PoQ<pF; (& P>_p,;¢r,¢r)

=i0° PyQ<pléa10; ' P>_p, Qp;(¥r, 1)) — iPoQ<p[PoRsé ;' 10° P_p, <.« 5Q0; (¢, 1)

— i0P PyQ<p[P>0R3é 0; ' I P50 Qi (tr, ¥1)] — i0° PoQ<p[Pe_sRpE 05 ' TPy Qo (Yhr, L))
+iPyQ<p[Po0°€a 07 'TP_p, <.« _5Qp;(tbr,¥r)] + iPoQ<p[PoRE 9, ' 100 P-p, <.< _5Qp;(11, L))
+ 106 PoQ<p[P>oR°€0; ' IP=0Qp;(Yhr, ¥1)] + i0a PoQ<p[P< s R°€0; ' TPy Qg (vr,, 1))

Denote these terms in this order by termg; through termgs. First, we rewrite termg; in terms of the usual
trichotomy:

i0° PoQ<pléa 10 P> p, Qp;(vr, 1)) = i0° PoQ<p[Pofo 10 ' P_p <.« 5Qp; (YL, ¥L)]
+i0° PoQ<p[P<—s5éa 10] ' PyQp;(vr, 1)) + i0” PoQ<p[Psoéa 10; ' PooQpj(vr, vr)]
The first term in ([0.4]) is rewritten as the sum

0P PoQ<plPoéa 10" P—p, <.« —5Qp;(thr, 1)) + 0° PyQ < p[Poéa 10 P-p, <. —5Qs; (¥, 1))

+ 0 PoQ<p[Pofa 107 ' P_p, <.« _5Qp; (Y1, ¥1)] + 0° PoQ< p[Pofa 107 ' P_p, <.« _5Qp; (Y1, ¥'1)]

where we followed the notation of Corollary [[.29 Each of the terms containing 1/v) is bootstrapped easily,
using the smallness of €, and Lemma Rescaling and square-summing these contributions are placed

(9.48)
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in eg; alternatively, one can recover the frequency envelope using the smallness of d; for the bootstrap.
For the first term, we proceed as in (b) of Case 1. More precisely, using the smallness of dy (and the fact

that the Besov smallness of ¢ at the edges of the intervals Jy inherits itself to ¥) as well as the frequency
evacuation property for large n, one obtains that

10° PoQ< [ Poéa I0; ' P_p, <.« _5Qp;(thr, V1]l njo) S C3C30 do

As usual, this gets turned into an S bound, leading to an €5 contribution. If € = &, then it again suffices to
consider 7,/; In this case, one needs to gain extra smallness by partitioning I; further; however, the number
of intervals needed for this partition only depends on the energy in an absolute way (i.e., not on the stage
of the induction). First, we may assume that there is angular separation between the Fourier supports of
the two 1/;L inputs due to the bound

Z 10° PoQ < p[Poéa 105 ' P_p, <.« _5Qp;(Pr, Y1, Paytbr)]l vjo) < || Poéll (0]
K1,62€C_m
dist(k1,k2)<S27 ™0
see Section Here we used that H¢L||2S is bounded by the energy in an absolute way, which allows us
to chose myg in the same fashion. On the other hand, the remaining term

> 10° PoQ< p[Poéa 105 ' Pp, <.« —5Qp;(Pr, VL, Pry¥'r)]l| o)

Iil,li2€C7m0
dist(k1,k2)>27"0

is estimated by placing Qg; (sz/;L, P@iEL) into Lf»m, see the reasoning leading up to ([ZI7), followed by
a decomposition of the interval of integration. Here is important to note that D; only depends on the
energy.

For the second term in (@.48)) consider first €;; then the frequency envelope of € is inherited by this
expression. More precisely, for P,€ one gains a weight 277 from Lemma which is sufficient for the
bootstrap provided k is sufficiently large and negative; if not, then one applies the same fungibility as for
the previous terms. the same reasoning applies to €s.

Finally, for the third term in ([@.48)) consider first the contribution by €é;. In that case one has
(949) |00 PoQ<nlP>0R’E0; I P-0Qp; (V1 Y1) njo) S Sklp>02_°'°|k1_k2‘ | Prey €1l 510 1| Prea VL1 S 1ea]

1,~2
which can be made <« C4Cs §; by choosing §p small and n large. On the other hand, if € = €, then one
gains smallness in two ways: if any one of €, or the two v inputs has large frequency, then ones gains
smallness from the weight w in Lemma[5.5l If the three inputs have frequency of size O(1), then one gains
smallness by fungibility as before.

Next, we note that termgs is treated in the same fashion as the first term on the right-hand side of (0.48]).

The terms termgs and termgr are of the high-high type and are estimated exactly as in (@.49), and
termoy, termgg are essentially the same as the low-high term on the righ-hand side of ([@:48]). To bound termgs
and termog one applies the same fungibility considerations as in the high-low case of termpg;.

The tenth and eleventh terms in (@37) are essentially the same so it suffices to estimate the former.
Since the details are quite similar to the preceding arguments, we will proceed schematically. Beginning
with € = €1, we split

PoQ<pF3(4,4,6) = PoOQ<pFa(Yr,$1,8) + PoQ<pFa(Yr, e, )
+ RQ<pFi(YnL, YL, &) + PQ<pFa(nL, YN, €)
and furthermore, using Corollary [.29]
PoQ<pF3(Wr, ¢r. &) = P QepF3(thr, ¥, &) + PoQ<pFa(r, v, )
+ PoQepFa(¥r, ¥r,€) + PoQ<pFa(dr, L, )

All terms here are going to be placed into the S error € since they inherit the frequency envelope of ¢. The
trilinear estimates of Lemma [5.5] allows for this, with the required smallness for the terms containing ¥,
is gained by the smallness of ||¢||s||¥'~L||s. Furthermore, the terms containing ¢ are easy due to the

(9.50)

(9.51)
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smallness ||¢)||s < Ca 6, and the bootstrap assumption on € (one then chooses £y small enough). The most
interesting term here is PyQ < DFS’(@/NJL, 1EL, €). To place it in ez one uses the same small Besov/frequency
evacuation logic that we have used several times before.

The twelfth term in ([@.37) is easy since it inherits the frequency envelope of € and basically bootstraps
itself.

The thirteenth term has to be placed entirely into the S-error es. This can be done using the high-high
gain in Lemma B0 and in (534]) as demonstrated several times before.

Finally, the fourteenth term is the cubic one which is again easy. This concludes obtaining the bootstrap
for Q< pe. We now need to do the same thing for

Q>pe
Since this is a technical repetition of similar reasoning, we again defer this to the appendix. This concludes
the proof of Proposition [9.12] |

It is now easy to conclude the proof of More precisely, as indicated in Figure 6, one proceeds in
the direction of increasing time by passing from I; to Is and so on. Corollary guarantees that the
energy does not increase without bounds in the proccess, in fact, it remains always < 2eq provided ¢; is
sufficiently small. Even though e is initially only defined locally, Proposition[l21and the || - ||s-norm bound
of Proposition imply that e exists globally with the bounds stated in Proposition @11 see ([@.13)

and (@.14). O

Proof of Proposition[3.9. This follows simply by iterating Proposition [@.12] i.e., by passing from .J; to Js
and so forth in Figure 6. Even though the constant Cy increases with ¢, in the end one obtains a bound
of the form (@I5). The final statement (@.I0) is a consequence of our proof of Proposition [@.12] due to the
frequency evacuation of the first Besov error from the atom ¢%. In fact, our estimates are based on control
of the frequency envelope which therefore implies ([@.I0) at all stages of the induction. O

9.5. Completion of the proofs of Lemma [7.10] and Proposition [T.T1l We commence by proving
the final assertion of Lemma This follows exactly as in the proof of Proposition [I.12] with e3 = 0
and 1 = €1. Note that we never need to place the nonlinear source terms into the ’small term’ e (which
is not present in this situation), since the outputs always inherit the frequency envelope of .

Next, the proof of Proposition [[.T1] follows again as in the proof of Proposition @12 but this time with
€1 =0, e =€

9.6. Step 4: Adding the first large atomic component; preparing the second stage of Bahouri
Gerard. Recall from Section that we wrote the data ¢ of the essentially singular sequence (at time
t =0) in the form
Ap
0% =D oh" +wi™,
a=1
where Ag was chosen such that the sum

limsup 910l < eo
n—o00 a>Ag+1
As before g¢(Fcriz) > 0 is an absolute constant that depends only on the energy. Then recall from
()
Section that the atoms ¢I® “split” the error term w?4° into finitely many pieces wZAO , 0 <4 < A,
ordered by the size of |£| in their Fourier support. Of course our eventual goal is to describe the evolution
of the Coulomb components (with ¢ = ¢2! + i¢1?)

1/12 = qﬁze*iZk:l,z AT ot
Our strategy then is to construct “intermediate wave maps” bootstrapping the bounds from one to the

next, starting with the low frequency ones to the higher frequency ones. In the previous section, we have
shown that we can derive an apriori bound

(0) (0) . - a1
e s = [|@ne e T AT 2 (B
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provided we choose Ay above large enough and also pick n large enough. Moreover, we can then prove
frequency localized bounds of the form
2a®
[P0 = s & a0l

spyerny < C11(Eerit Jex

for a suitable frequency envelope c;, with ), _, ci <1, say, and ¢, rapidly decaying for k ¢ (—oo,log(AL) 1),
where the frequency scales of the ¢"® are given by (A2)~1.
We now pass to the next approximating map, with data given by

(0) (O
(0) ; - nAg 1 n (0) . _ nAgy’1 n
[?UZAO -f—qﬁl]e_zzfc:l,zA A X R wZAO et ko2 D7 0w 0 o]

, 1 nal®1
—|—¢216_sz:1va O [w,, +or]

Here the first component satisfies

(0)
nAy 1

(0)
0 nAy 1 0
nA(()) iy, YA 18k[w,c 0 +¢Zl] wnA(()) —i> 124 18kwk

We

+orz2(1)
. nA® . . nA 1 . . .
as n — oo since w, ° is singular with respect to the scale of ¢,” ° ~. Technically speaking, this follows
by means of the usual trichotomy considerations. We now need to understand the lack of compactness of
the large added term
(
,Jjna — ’anl — ¢nlefi Zk:1’2 A*lak[w:flo 1+¢Zl]
« (07 N (0%

which is where the second phase of Bahouri-Gerard needs to come in.

We now normalize via re-scaling to A} = 1. This means now that the frequency support of 1/32" is
uniformly concentrated around frequency |£|] ~ 1. Observe that here we cannot get rid of the phase

(0)

et XK= A w0 1, which may indeed “twist” the Coulomb components additionally. This will have
a negligible effect, however, since the i-system ([CI2)-(I4) is invariant with respect to the modulation
symmetry 1 — ).
For technical reason, we now apply a Hodge type decomposition to the components 174 (here 1,2 refer
to the derivatives on R? with respect to the two coordinate directions), as well as for 15{“5 Thus write

(9.52) G = 019" + 029"
(9.53) BB = 0p"" — D1™
(9.54) b = 01" + O™
(9.55) )3 = 0aC"" — O™

More precisely, we define the components (;3”“, (;3”“, ¢ne n™@. All of this is at time ¢ = 0, of course. Now
following the procedure of the preceding section, using the bound

A(U)
[Ta™ |ls < Cro(Eecrit ),
we can select finitely many intervals I; (whose number depends on Cio(Ecrit )) such that

0 (0)
(9.56) N AR i)
for each interval j, see Corollary Moreover, it is straightforward to verify that our normalization
AL =1 implies that |I;| — oo as n — oo; indeed, this follows from L°°-bounds.
Next, pick the interval I; containing the initial time slice ¢t = 0. Consider the magnetic potential (note
that we do not use the Hodge decomposition here)
©) (0 (0) ()
AZ — Z A,16]‘[\1111]1140 \IJQnAO . \I}l.nAO \IJQnAO ]

J J v
j=1,2

17T his has to do with the fact that the energy of the free wave equation involves a derivative.
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Here we restrict everything to a non-resonant situation, i.e., we shall replace the above by

=) 2

K1,2€K A, |k—k1|<An,|k1—k2|<An

(9.57) dist(r1,2)22" A7
(0) (0) (0) (0)
-1 1nA 2nA 1nA 2nA
E A aij[Pkly’iI\PV ’ Pk2yli2\11j ’ _Pkly’ile O Pryry Wy ]
j=1,2

Here we shall let A,, — oo as n — oo sufficiently slowly. The errors thereby generated shall be treatable
as perturbative errors. This time we use the full ¥, and not just the free wave part. Our notation is

somewhat inconsistent, since we do not include A(()o). Since we keep this parameter fixed throughout this

O)
section, this omission will be inconsequential. From now on we shall denote \I/ll,nA“ = Ul" ete. to simplify

the notation.
Definition 9.16. The covariant wave operator Oan is defined via
Ognu = Ou + 2i0"uA], + iud” A}

The fundamental fact about this operator is that solutions obeying O4»u = 0 preserve the energy in
the limit n — oco. This will allow us to modify the second stage of the Bahouri-Gerard method to the
covariant d’Alembertian instead of the “flat” d’Alembertian. We state this rigorously as follows.

Lemma 9.17. Assume that u is essentially supported at frequency 1, and that A, is essentially supported
at frequencies < 1. By this we mean that

(9.58) i [P ggeu(0]] 1 =0
as well as
(9.59) lim [Ps_r¥'"|L2 =0

for any R > 0. If u solves
Oanu = 0, u[0] = (Qpu, V,u) = (up,u1) € L? x L?
then one obtains a global bound (uniformly in the implicit A, )
[ullse+y < [Juf0]] 2
with implied constant depending on Ecpir (which controls A™), and we can conclude that
10t )22 + [ Vault, )2z = luo(t, 2z + a1, )2 + or2(1)
as n — oo, uniformly in t € R, provided A, — oo sufficiently slowly.

Proof. This follows by the same argument that we used to prove Proposition [0.14) |

In our applications of Lemma B.T7 ([@58) will hold due to the frequency localization inherent in our
construction of the atoms; in other words, u will be 1-oscillatory after rescaling. The other condition ([@.59)
will hold due to (@.I0), at least at the first stage of the construction (i.e., when adding the first atom as
we are doing here). For a = 2 etc. we will use the exact same frequency evacuation property which gave
rise to (@I0) in the first place.

9.6.1. Dispersion for the covariant wave equation. In this section we prove a weak form of dispersion for
the initial value problem
(9.60) Oanu =0, ul0]:=(f9)

where O4» is as in Definition For simplicity, we first consider the case where A} is defined as
in (@.57) but with free waves ¥y. We shall assume that (f, g), whence also u by Lemmal[0.T5] are essentially
supported at frequency 1, see Lemma .17l Generally speaking, u depends on n away from the time tq = 0,
but the above limit is uniform in 7 and holds on any time-slice. We assume that the free waves 1y, satisfy

(9.61) Jim |[P>—ptprflzz =0
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for any R > 0. We now claim the following main result of this subsection for the covariant wave equa-
tion ([@.60). For simplicity, we drop n as a superscript.

Proposition 9.18. Let u be a solution of (L60). Given v > 0, there exists a decomposition
U = u1 + uz
with the following properties:
o uy o satisfy the same apriori estimates which were proved for w in Lemma [I14
o [luzfls <~
o there exists to = to(V, f, 9, Ecrit ) (but to does not depend otherwise on vy ) such that for [t| > to
one has that

(9.62) lur ()l <,

uniformly for large enough n.

The proof of this result will be split into several pieces. The idea is to first obtain a “parametrix” for
u, which is established by restricting to suitable time intervals (this is done via “fungibility”). Once we
have such a parametrix (more precisely, a representation of u as a sum of Volterra iterates starting with
the free wave), we can use the dispersion of the wave equation to prove the desired result. First, we follow
Tao to establish the following fungibility lemma.

Lemma 9.19. For any €1 > 0 there exist a partition of R into intervals {I; }Jj\il where M < (Eerit Efl)c

for some absolute constant C' with the property that for any u

i [0%u Aall(r, i < etlluls

Note that the intervals depend on 1y, (but not on w), but their number does not (other than through the
enerqy).

Proof. According to the trilinear estimates of Section Bl we may assume that there is angular separation
between @ and the waves in A,. Otherwise there is the desired gain. The amount of angular separation is
very small and depends on FE.; and €;. We shall now implicitly assume that 0%u A, respects this type
of angular separation. Note that we may restrict ourselves to the case of high-low interactions between u

and A,, since for the other cases, the fungibility follows by using the same argument as in the proof of
Lemma [0.15

By 229),

k
10°u Aa|| < C(Beritve1) Y 272 [|Pou Py rllzz | Pratir s
ki<—C

1
(9.63) < CBerivsen)( Y 27 PPy vl ) luels
ki1<—C

Next, by Theorem 1.11 of [49], assuming u to be a free wave, for each k € Z there exists a collection Ty,
of tubes 7} of size 0o x 2% x 2% centered along a light-ray and aligned with the Fourier support of u such
that #7y < (Ferit 52_1)0 and so that, where ¢ > 0 is small and will be determined,

k
(9.64) [PouPr, L2 \ay, < 2% [|ull2]| Pr, vL |12

where Qi == U, o1,
1
Remark in conjunction with Lemma 2.2T] we conclude that we can write

7. In our case u is of course not a free wave; however, by Remark [E.11] as well as

U = u1 + uz
where
[[uzlls < ezllulls
while

U1 z/faua v(da)
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is a superposition of free waves u, with the same frequency support properties as v and
[tz vd) < Celulls, fa€ L5 Mall, <€
Thus for u in the original sense, choosing € in ([@.64)) of the form C(E..it,c1) ‘e2, we get

k1
[ Pou Pr,¥rllzz \ay, < €227 |[ullsio)llPr L2

Inserting this bound in ([@63)) yields

1
0% Aallzz , < C(Ecrit 751)( Z 27| Pyu Pkﬂ/)LH%gym\le) llels

ki1<—C
1
_ 2
+O(Ecm't751>( >k Y ||XT;Poqu11/)L||%§’I) [Yclls
ki<-C TiE€Tk

< C(Berit s 1)ez]|ullspoyllvz %

1
_ 2
+CEei e 3 27 3 Pl e ey Pt lZars ) el

ki<—C i €Tk
Next, by a standard TT* estimate, and for all k; € Z,

k1
IXri Pr¥rllpzre <27 || Pr ¥l

whence

1
- 2 _
(2™ Y e Putnlers)” S (Beriee™ )N lo

k1€Z Til €Tk,

Therefore, the exist intervals {I;}}Z, as claimed. Since the constants C(ez) and C(Ecpit,e1) depend
polynomially on the parameters, we are done. g

We can now prove Proposition @18 We will assume that the energy of the data (f, g) is also controlled
by E.i+ although this is only a notational convenience.

Proof of Proposition[d. 18 For simplicity, we drop the zero order term from O 4. This is admissible, since
it only presents a notational inconvenience and is amenable to the exact same arguments that we apply
to the first order term. With {I;}1<j<am as in the lemma, we relabel them as follows: with initial time
0 € Iy, we set Jo := I;,. At the next step, we define J; = I, and J_; := I}, where I}, is the successor of
I, (with respect to positive orientation of time), whereas I, is the predecessor. In this fashion one obtains
a sequence J; with 0 < i < M’ and M’ < (Egpit El_l)c as in Lemma [0.19 where &1 is small depending only
on E..;; . Next, let u be the solution of

Ou + 2i0%u Aq =0, ul[0] = (f,9)
We claim that u(®) := u’JO can be written as an infinite Duhamel expansion in the form

u® = Zu(‘]o’é), w00 (t) := S(t)ul0],
=0

t
Yy (Tl . _2i/ Ut — $)0%ul"t A, (s) ds
0

where S(t) = (U, V)(t) is the free wave evolution, and U(t) = %, V(t) = cos(t|V]). Of course, t € Jy

in this equation. Due to the energy estimate of Section and Lemma [0.T9 this series converges with
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respect to the S-norm. In a similar fashion, we can pass to later times: u(?) := u‘Jb satisfies

u® = ZU(J“Z), u(7:0) (t) =8t - ti)u(ifl)[ti],
£=0

¢
(9.65) ulif) = —2i/ Ut — 5)d%ulo*=1 A, (s) ds

ti
where t € J; and t; := maxJ;_1 = min J; for ¢ > 1 and ¢y := 0. Observe that

ulT 0 (1) = §(t =t 1)u V[t ]

9.66 = [t
(900 ~2iy / Ut = 8)xs_ (8)0°ul" 19 (s) Aa (s) ds
e=1"7ti-1

for all t € J;. If i > 2, we expand further to obtain
S(t - ti,l)u(ifl) [tifl] = S(t - ti,g)u@;m [ti,Q]

-2 Z / | U(t - S)XJ'L—Z (S)aau((]iiml)(s) Aa(s) ds

This procedure can be continued all the way back to to = 0 and yields

i—1 0o thi1
(9.67) WO = SO(0) = S [ Ul I (£07u0(s) Aa(s) ds
k=0 =1tk
for all t € J;. Inductively, one passes from this term to u(/i*) for all £ > 0 by means of (0.65). We next
claim that for each j, the functions u(’i"¥) become small with respect to | - ||s provided ¢ is large enough.
This is a direct consequence of applying Lemma to the above iterative definition of u(’#9) as well as
the basic energy estimate.

Now fix a number v > 0. We will show that there exist ty = to(y) and no(y) with the property that if
[t| > to(y) and n > ng(7y), then we can write

U = u1 + uz
where
[uzlls <
and
lui(t, )| <
for [t| > to, uniformly in n > ng(y). We start by reducing ourselves to a double light cone. Indeed, pick a
large enough disc D,, in the time slice {0} x R? with the property that

Ixpsul0]llz <
Here xpe is a smooth cutoff localizing to a large dilate of D.,. If we denote the covariant propagation of
XDz u[0] by @2, then we can achieve that
[d2]ls < v
by means of Lemma We are thus reduced to estimating u; = u — 12, which by construction is

supported in a (large) double cone whose base depends only on . We can then expand @; in terms of
Volterra iterates just as before, and there exists £, with the property that

(9.68) Do la s < v

i 0>,

Furthermore, note that all the iterates ﬁiji’e are supported in the same double light cone with base D,.
We now show that @ = uy 4 ul where ||ul|ls < 7 and u; has the desired dispersive property. Setting
Uz 1= Uz + ug then concludes the argument. First, in view of ([@.68]) and the fact that the total number of

Ji is controlled by the energy, we may include the contributions of £ > ¢, in ug
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By Huyghens principle, @; = x(¢, z)u; where for the remainder of the proof x(t, z) is a smooth cut-off to
the region |z| < [t| 4+ p with p being the radius of D.. Then we can write

t
(9.69) a0 (1) = 2ix(t, ) / Ut = 8)Piko<ocka) [09057 7Y Aa(s)] ds
t

t
— 2ix(t,x) / U(t — )Py o) [07877 7 An(s)] ds
ti

We now show that the second integral splits into a term of small L{° L3°-norm, and one of small S norm.
First, consider P«_j,)- Then by Bernstein’s inequality, and the energy estimate

t
Hx(t, x)/ Ut — 5) P _jy [80‘&9”671) Aa(s)] ds‘ .
t.

i x

t
/ U(t — 8)Ple o [0°87 7Y Au(s)] ds
t

i

(9.70) < 27ho

LyL2
(9.71) <27k By |7V || g < C(Bepi )27

whereas for P, one can essentially (up to tails which are handled by Lemma [[.23] for example) remove
the exterior x since the interior 8(1&%&,671)
is placed in u}. Now consider the main term (269). Decompose S* into caps & of size ¢(Eey ,7y) which
is a small constant. Denote the corresponding decomposition of the double light-cone {|z| < |t| + p} into

angular sectors by {Sy}.. Associated with the S, there is a smooth partition of unity ) x,. = x. Write

([@E9) as the sum

obeys that very localization. In conclusion, the resulting term

t
(972) 21 Z X,{(t, I) / U(t - S)P[_k0<'<k0]P[é€:F2n] [80"&5&,671) AQ(S)} ds
K ti
t
(9.73) + 2 Z Xx(t, x) ‘/t Ut — S)P[fk0<-<kg]P{é¢¢2,{] [aaﬁgili,ffl) Aa(s)} ds

Here é = é—l and the sign is selected according to the decomposition into incoming and outgoing propagator:

1 . ,
Ut) = —— it|V| _ —it|V|

By Bernstein’s inequality the first term (Q.72]) satisfies

@D o5 < C(Eerie)wl2 137 Vs
which can be made small for small k. Also note that
tle] +a-€[ 2 [tV (t,2,€) such that x(t,x) # 0, 275 < |¢| < 2%

where the choice of + depends on whether the propagator U is incoming or outgoing. Now we make the
inductive assumption (relative to ¢ and ) that

9.74)  DPggoag@ IOz + Ixgia—el 2@y (6 2) e < On (i€ Berae, y[H™Y

where the + sign is according to whether the function has space-time Fourier support in the upper or lower
half-spaces, i.e., whether 7 > 0 or 7 < 0. Strictly speaking, the cap size here depends on (i,£) with the
size ¢(Ferit,7y) from above being the size at the end of the induction (recall that there are only finitely
many choices for these parameters). But for simplicity of notation, we suppress this dependence from
the notation. Note that we only have finitely many values of ¢,i. Now to estimate the second integral
term ([@73]), we distinguish between a number of cases: first if |s| < |¢| (where the implicit small constant
depends on |x|), due to the apriori support conditions satisfied by ﬁg‘h’g_l) which forces |y| < |s| + p, we
obtain the desired gain in ¢ by integrating by parts with respect to |£|. Next, assume that |s| ~ |t| (where
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the implicit small constant again depends on |x| - this will be tacitly understood for the remainder of the
proof). Then we first reduce to ||s| — |y|| < |s|. For this consider the term

t
. o~ (Jif—1
2i ) :Xn(f,l‘)/t Ut = 8) P gy<-<ko) P [X(1s1 w2150 078 Aa(s)] ds

Since we assume |s| ~ |t|, the desired gain t =% here follows by using the induction hypothesis. Hence we
now reduce to estimating

t
. a~(Jif—1
2szn<t7w>/t Ut = 5)P_ko<-<hol Piegman XU1sI -yl <15 0857 Aa(s)] ds

Here we apply a further decomposition

—1) 80‘115']“271)

a~(Ji,l o
X[JJs| -1yl <150t = X[lls|—lyl<ls] D_ X (5, )

_ a~(Jif—1)
= Xllls|—lyl<ls] D_ Xn' (5 U) Piige o0ty

a~(Jit—1)
+ X[lIsl-lyl1<Isl] Z X (8, y)P[:ﬁ:EAG*(%’)C]a !

The contribution of the second term here is again rapidly decaying due to the induction assumption. Hence
we have now reduced to estimating

t
20 Xt ) /t U(t — 8)P-ky<-<io) Flegan) [X1I1sI-lyll<s]
a~(Jil—1
D e (5.9 Page @07 Aa(s)] ds

Now writing out the free wave parametrix, we see that on the support of the resulting integral in the
variables &, y, s, we have that

|+ els +y - €] <t

and choosing £’ as well as the implied constant in ||s| — |y|| < |s| suitably small, we can ensure that
| e[ +z- & ~ [t > [ £ [E]s +y -]

on the support of the integrand. Integrations by parts in |¢| yield the desired rapid decay with respect
to |t]. This recovers the first part of the inductive assumption, and the second follows identically, since if
[lt] = |z|| = |t|, then we necessarily have

|t +a-€l 21

The inductive procedure is now completed by means of ([Q.67) which takes account of the changes in the
level i. g

Recall that we restricted ¥ to be a free wave in (@.57). In order to treat the general case, we apply the
usual decomposition ([@.56). As usual, the smallness of the Wy, allows one to iterate these terms away.
Furthermore, the proof of Proposition @18 applies to these terms equally well since we do not rely on any
specific structure of the ug‘]i’g_l) other than the inductive assumption ([@.74), and the formalism of the
Volterra iteration by which we represented these solutions.

9.6.2. The second stage of Bahouri Gerard, applied to the first large atomic component. Recall that we are
considering only a = 1. Nevertheless, we keep the parameter “a” in our notation general. We now need to
quantify the lack of compactness for the functions (;3”“, g?)"“, ¢, nm®, all at time ¢t = 0. We evolve each of
these using the covariant wave flow from before and select a number of concentration profiles. The method
for this follows exactly the Bahouri-Gerard template, but using Lemma instead of standard energy
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conservation for the free wave flow. In order to define the temporal flow for each component, we need to
impose time derivatives at time ¢ = 0. We do this by defining

89" (0,-) := ¢52(0,-),  9h(0,-) ==
8¢ (0,-) =g, 8™ *(0,")

Introduce the following terminology:

0
0

Definition 9.20. Given data u[0] = (ug,u1) at time t = 0, we denote by
San () (u[0])
the solution of Oan(u) = 0 with the given data, evaluated at time t.

We now describe the important process of extraction of concentration profiles: Consider San(¢"*[0]),
with ¢"*[0] = (¢3%,¢"*). Following [1] introduce the family V4=(¢*), consisting of all functions on
Ve(t,x) € L2, HL N C'L2 such that

t,loc
(San (€™ OD) (t + tn, & + @n) = Ve(t, @)

as n — oo for some sequence {(tn,zn)}p2; € R x R?. Here, the weak limit is in the sense of L7 .H,.

Observe that such a function V;(t,z) solves OV, = 0 in the sense of distributions. Thus it makes sense to
introduce the quantity

nan(C?) = sup{E(V¢), V¢ € Van ()},

where
E(V;) = / |V Ve|Pdz
R2

We can now state the following lemma that is at the core of the second stage of the Bahouri-Gerard process
for wave maps. Recall that a = 1 here.

Lemma 9.21. There exists a collection of sequences {(t2,z2%)} C R x R2, b > 1, as well as a family

of concentration profiles Vc‘lb[O] = (Vq%b(x),VC“lb(:v)) € L2(R?) x H'Y(R?), with the following properties:
introducing the shifted gauge potentials

(9.75) Ameb = A" (410 4 20,

one has

e For any B > 1, one can write

B
(San (€™ 10D (#,2) = D (Sanas (VE'IOD) (¢ = 157, 2 — 25) + WL (2, 2)
b=1
Here each function (S jnab (Vcab[() )t —teb x — 22b), WgnaB(t,x), solves the equation Ognu = 0,
and we have
(9.76) lim [limsupnan (EGB)] =0
B—oco " pooo
e One has the divergence relations

ab’

Jim [160" — 0" | + a5 — @] = 00

forb#£V.

e There is the asymptotic orthogonality relation
B
E(C"[0]) = Y B(V0]) + E(WEP(t,-)) + o(1)
b=1

Here E refers to the standard (flat) energy and the o-term satisfies limp_, o limsup,,_, ., o(1) = 0.
o All VC‘“’ [0], as well as their evolutions S jna (VC‘“’ [0]) and the WC”‘IB are 1-oscillatory.
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Proof. We follow [I]: There is nothing to do provided 74~ (¢*) = 0. Hence assume this quantity is > 0.
Then pick a profile V#*'(t,x) € Lj ), .H} N C' L2 and associated sequence {(t%!, z%')},>1 such that

tloctla n Ty
(San(¢™O)) (¢ + to' @+ apl) = V¢, z)
with
BVE) > 5nan ()
Using the notation of the lemma, consider then
(San (€ [OD) (¢t + tit, 2 + 2ih) — [San (S o (VEOD(O — 37, - — 2gh) | (¢ + 51, @ + a7)h)
= (San (C"[OD) (¢ + 15 @ + 25 = (S guer (VE[0])) (1, 2)

But by our construction, this expression converges weakly to 0.
Furthermore, due to Lemma [9.17] we have that

B s (VOO — 121, — 221)) = E(VEL(0]) + 012(1)
Now we repeat the preceding step, but replace ("*[0] by
C"0] = S gaar (VEHOD (0 — £, - — 2h)

Thus select a sequence {(t%*, 2%%)},>1 and a concentration profile V#*(t, ) such that

n n

BVE) = on(C™ = S gaa (VEO))(0 — 877, - — 231))

N =

and furthermore
[San (€™ = 8 gnar (VEHOD(O — 231, - — a0 [ (¢ + 22, 2 + 282) — V(¢ 2)

We obtain that necessarily

a2

Jim[t21 = #22] +]a5! - 2% = o0

Furthermore, we claim that
B(VE0]) + E(C"[0] = S gaar (VEHOD[0 — £31]) = E(C"*[0]) + 0r2(1)
This follows again just as in the free case, using Lemma [0.17t We need to show that
/2 Vet gnar (VEOD) (0 = £55,) - Vi a[€"0] = S gnar (VEH[O1) (0 — 231, )] dar = 0p2(1)
R

Due to Lemma [0.17] up to or2(1), the left-hand side equals

1
/ / Va,tSan (S guar (VO[O — t21]) (¢ + 21, - + 20)-
0 JR?
Vo tSan ([C"10] = S g (VEOD[O — 51 ]1) (E + £, - + 23) dae
But here we can again use that
S (8 gnar (VEHODIO = £51) (E + 231, + 2fth) = VEL(E, ) + or2(1)
provided ¢ € [0, 1], while by construction
San ([C"10] = S goar (VEHOD[0 — 31 ) (¢ + £37, - + 25") — 0
The conclusion is that
1
[ [ VeaSan (S (VEODI0 — 61) 0+ 21,4 02
0 JR?
Vot San ([670] = S g (VEHODIO — e ) (¢ + £, - + 23!) d
= 0L2(1)7

from which the asymptotic orthogonality follows. All assertions of the lemma now follow by applying the
preceding considerations inductively B times. O
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FI1GURE 7. The dependence domains of various concentration profiles

Figure 7 depicts various concentration profiles. More precisely, one should view these profiles as being
well-localized in physical space centered at their cores in space-time. The figure then show the approximate
support of the wave evolutions of these profiles.

Generally speaking, a will always refer to an atom, whereas b refers to the concentration profile generated
by an atom. We shall now apply Lemma [0.2T] to the covariant evolution of ("*[0], as well as the remaining
components n"¢, 1/3”“, 1/3"“.

9.6.3. Selecting geometric concentration profiles. At this stage, we face the same issue as in Step 1 above:
we have a sequence of component functions V.2 associated with the essentially singular sequence ¢, but
in order to apply the “energy induction hypothesis”, i.e., the assumption that E.,;; is the minimal energy
for which uniform control fails, we need to show that the V%® can be assembled to form the Coulomb
components of actual maps from R? — H?. We now address this task. To begin with, we may assume

(0) . . ©) .
that UPAY # 0r2(1) since otherwise oA s a perturbative error.
To summarize our construction of the concentration profiles: we started with the Hodge decomposition
(all at time ¢t = 0)

Gt = 019" + 020", 00" 1= ¢}, 01" =10
5" = 0r0"" — 010"

P =" 4+ 0o, O™ =g, A =0
N;m = 9o — Oy

From here it is immediate that

2 2 2 2 2
E@") =Y 168172 = D 10a0™ (72 + Y 006" 72 = D 10aC™ NI 72 + Y 10072
a=0 a=0 a=0 a=0 a=0
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Now, we evolve each of the ¢"* etc. in time using the covariant flow, and apply Lemma (.21l Changing
the notation from that lemma, one obtains the decompositions (with A as in (Q.7H))

B

Vat®" = Vi [Sguan (VPPOD](0 — 7 2 — 279) + ¥, WP
b=1

o B ~ ~

vm)t(bna — Z th I:SA~7lab (V'ézb[o])] (0 _ tnab, T — xnab) + vw7tW2naB
b=1
B

thCna _ Z th I:SAnab (V'lab [O])] (0 _ tnab7 T — xnab) + vw)tWInaB
b=1

B
vm7tnna — Z vm,t I:SAnab (V'Qab[o]ﬂ (0 _ tnab7 T — xnab) + vm,thnaB
b=1
where the W errors are small in the 7-sense when B is large, see (@.76). Here we use the same sequences
tnab gnab for all decompositions, which of course we can by passing to suitable subsequences. Note that
we are working with both the ¢ and ¥ components here, which is needed for the following result.

Proposition 9.22. For any 1 < b < B, and any 62 > 0, there exists an admissible (derivative components

are Schwartz) map from R? into H?, with derivative components %1;7, 7 =1,2, and a number Vsynap € R,
such that

[ Ou[S 40 (VI IOD] O = 7%, 2) 4 028 s (VS IOD] (0 = £ ), 0o g (VI O] 0 = 77,2

< 0o

. _ -1 nab ) -1 nab
= O[S s (VEPO])] (0 = £°0, ) — esaron (e 2mvmna & 00k, g™t 2nmna & O ) |

for large n.

Proof. Due to the asymptotic orthogonality relation of Lemma [@.2]] given d there exists By so that for all
b > By one can simply take the derivative components to equal zero. In other words, it suffices to consider
1<b< Bqy.

Fix a b, we shall pick B larger, if necessary, and also pick n large enough later. For simplicity introduce
the notation

V3 = 018 s (VE10)) + 02 00 (VS [0])
VI = 058 s (VE10)) — 015 00 (VS [0])

and similarly for nggb. Note that we here introduce dependence on n again.
Thus at time t = 0, we have the identities

B
¢71mefi Dk=12 AT 0L _ Z V3nab(0 _ tnab, T — Inab) + ngB
b=1

B
¢72me—i k=12 AT oo™ _ Z Vf“b(O _ tnab, T — xnab) + Wiw,B
b=1
where the W’s satisfy the smallness property (@.76). Then we distinguish between the following two cases:

(A): V}f}jfb(- — b g — ) s of temporally bounded type. By this we mean that

lim inf [t"?*| < oo
n—oo

By passing to a subsequence, we may then assume that

lim sup |t"*| < oo
n—oo

or in fact, that lim, . " exists.



CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS 209

(B): Vgt (- — ¢,z — 2™ of temporally unbounded type. By this we mean that

lim
n—o0

|tnab| — 00
Observe that in this latter case, due to Proposition [@.I8, we can conclude that
V"“b( tmab g — 2" = 07 (1) 4 072(1)
as n — 0o.
We treat these cases separately, commencing with the temporally bounded Case A. We need to show

that V"“b( —tnab 1z — ") can be approximated arbitrarily well by the Coulomb components of admissible
maps. We shall do this by physical localization: Note that for b’ # b, we have either

lim " | = oo
n— oo
or else
lim |2" — x"“b/| =00
n—o0

We conclude that if X"“b is a smooth spatial cutoff localizing to a disc of radius R, R < oo, centered at
™ then we have

hm Hxnab nab’ (0 o tnab’7$ . xnab’)HLi =0,
using Proposition Q.18 We also claim
Lemma 9.23. Choosing B = B(d2, R) large enough, we get (here 02 > 0 can be prescribed arbitrarily)

hm sup ||X"ab "aB||L2 < 09

for all1 < b < By.

Proof. Recall that
WnaB 81 2 :l: 82 1 naB,

O
where W{LgB solve the covariant wave equation O4nu = 0 (where as before A" is defined using ¥™4o ).

But then it is straightforward to check that the space-time Fourier support of u is contained in a small
neighborhood of the light cone intersected with the set |{] ~ 1, up to arbitrarily small errors. One can
then reason exactly as in [I], see Lemma 3.8 in that paper. O

Therefore, given 9 > 0, we can pick R = R(J2, “b) with the property that

af” ©
hmsup nab(¢na =i =12 D7 L 0p,[wy, 4o +o1™] L ¢h%e =i ey 0 AT Ok wy, ndp +¢lna])

— (V3ab(0 _ tnab, T — nab) V (0 _ tnab7x _ Inab)) HL2 <

We now need to show that the components
A(() ina "A(() ina
(X?%ab(b?a =310 &7 ak[ +oy ] %ab¢12m —i3 10 A7 Loy [w, +oy ])

are close to the Coulomb components of an admissible map, up to a constant phase shift. To achieve this,
we insert the profile decomposition we obtained above for ¢1'%, i.e., write

X%ab na _ erl%ab Z Z a Anab’ Vab [OD(O _ 4nab T — nab ) + WnaB)]
b=14=1,2

B
Xrlz%ab(b;za _ X%ab[z Z (_1)]+18j+1 (SAnab/ (V'jab [O])(O _ tnab T — nab ) + WnaB)]

b'=1j=1,2
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where 0,41 has to be interpreted modulo 2. Now if we choose B large enough (depending on R, chosen
further above), and then choose n large enough, we can ensure that

”Xnab na nab Z a Anab Vab[ ])(O _ tnab,;E _ xnab)HLi < 52
7j=1,2

IXECOT = XE® D (=17 051 (S e (VPI0)(0 = 7%, 2 — 2") | 12 < 62
j=1,2
We continue by approximating the truncated components X"“bgb"“ by the derivative components of an

admissible map (X", y"¥) : R? — H?2.
For this purpose we recall the identity

(b]lna o na Z A~ aka [¢1na na] ] _ 17 )

k=1,2

Inserting the above decompos1t10n for the ¢;"*, we obtain

¢1na: na Z A~ lal Z Z a~ ReSAnab/(~‘ '[ ])(O—tnab/,fb— nab)+RewnaB)] ]

k=1,2 b'=13=12

B
-1 Z Ailazaj[[z Z (-1 J+1aj+1 (ReSAnab/ (f/jab,[()])(()—tnab,,x— nab’ ) —|—R€WnaB)] a]

k=1,2 b'=1j=12

Using the frequency localization of all functions involved, and increasing R if necessary (independently of
B), we can then achieve that for n large enough

Hd)}na _ na Z Z A~ 81 nab Z a~ ReSAnab (Vab[o])(o _ tnab7 T — Inab) + ReW;mB)]yna]

k=1,2 b G=1,2
Z Z A~ 82 nab[ Z (_1)5+18}+1 (ReSAnab (f/aab[o])(o _ tnab7 T — Inab) + ReW;zaB)]yna] ||L£ < 52
k=1,2 b j=1,2

From here we infer that

hmsupHXnab lna_ Z A~ 18k8 [Xnab 1na na HL2 <<52
k=1,2

Now modify y to a function ¥"* by picking numbers R”, R’ with
R<R'< R,
to be specified shortly, and setting

ynab — ezkzl,Q X%(/leilakP[,RuYR//]qbina

whence

a - na na na
*8 Z X”‘“’A 1akP[—R“,R”]¢i =x% b¢>2 + error,

k=1,2

nab

where we can achieve that [lerror| 2 < d2 by choosing R large enough depending on 3 and the localization
of " in frequency space, and then R’ large enough in relation to R”. Increasing B if necessary and then
choosing n large enough we can then also achieve that

i3 — it 3 173018500 (OO — 00— 570)| 5
7j=1,2 )

and then
IXE D5 — XE D5 L2 < b2
We next show that the expression

( Z A~ laka [Xnab lnayna]
k=1,2
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is well approximated by
(ynab Z A~ laka [Xnab 1lna nab]

k=1,2
To see this, write
ab A —1 2na 2na
( Z A~ 8ka [Xnab lnayna] —e — k=12 X AT Ok, Z A~ 1(9]@(9 [Xnab 1lna Zk 12 Xpr PATLO, ¢ ]+err0r,
k=1,2 k=1,2

where we can achieve |[error|| 2 < d2 by choosing R’ large enough in relation to R and the intrinsic Fourier
localization properties of ¢™®.

Split the phase into the product
Zk 1,2 XR’ (9 ¢2na _ eZk:l,z X%?bakilp[,RuYR//]qbk Zk 1,2 XR’ 8 P[ R/'',R'] C¢2na
nabng—1 2na
We need to show that we can eliminate the factor e2=r=1.2 Xz’ %% Fl-r/ e di™ Using similar arguments as

in Step 1, choosing R” large enough in relation to R, it is straightforward to show that, with 9, L= A9y,

||6 k= 12X22’b8 Lot E a 18 Xnab ]16"‘1 2 k=1,2 XR' P( 00,0 ¢2na( Zk:l,zx%7b8;1P>R”¢ina _1)]
k=1,2

73

< 02

(€™ Zhmr2 XaF O P @i _ 1)e= Tpmr,2 X510 Pooo i 817 § : ak—laj[xréab(b}gnaeEk:l,zX}?‘fbﬁ’lpem,aﬂ]@wi"“
k=1,2

Iz

< 02

nabg—1 2na
We next show that we can also eliminate eXr=1.2Xr" % P<-nr®i™" Indeed, proceeding as in the first
section, write

— k=12 XA/ (9 1P< Ry G (ynab E 8 16 nab(blna nab Zk 1.2 XR7 (9 P< R,,¢2na]

k=1,2
Z X?falb — a—bl)R]e_ >k=1,2 X;7b8;1P<—R”¢ina nab Z a 18 Xnabgf)]lgnaynabezk:m X;é,t/lbalzlp<71?”¢ina]
1>2 k=1,2
+ e = k12 X0 P g g7 (ynab Z oy 15 nab(blna nab 3251 o X500, P R,,qb?m]
k=1,2

Here the cutoff X”ab localizes to a disc of radius IR around z™*. Then pick a point pp,qp in this disc, for
each [, and write for fixed [ > 2

e_Zk:1,2nglb8;1P<fR”¢ina(ynab E 8 16 nab(blna nab Zk 1,2 XRr 8 P< R O ]

k=1,2
Ek - XR/ba TP pmgdne ezk:Lz Xﬁgba;lp<7R”¢ina
. - na na nagz, na
— ( b E 8 la X b 1 b
ezkzl,z X;;(/lba,zlp<,R// d)ina(plnab) Pty ezk:1’2 X%‘}baglp<,R// d—’ina(plnab)
But then we can estimate
naba—1 2na
ezk:1,2 Xps O Po_ gy IR

nab nab
—1) = —),
[XIR X( )R](eZkzlz X%?b8;1P<7R“¢ina(plnab) ) (R//)

and then using the machinery from Step 1 (which yields a [~ gain), and choosing R” >> R, we can achieve
that

naba—1 2na naba—1 2na
Zk 1,2 Xpt O Po_grudy eZk:me/ 0, "Po_prdy

-1 b 1 nab 1nag nab
—1](y™ E 0, 0]
H[ Zk 1,2 X"aba P R”‘bi”a(mnab)) 1.9 X k Zk 1,2 Xnaba P R”(bina(plnab)

< SN
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Similarly, one can eliminate the second instance of
ezkzl,z X§7b8;1P<7R” o

oS k=1.2 Xpi* 0 P<_ pir 67" (Pinab)

Hence we have now shown that for B and then n large enough, we have that the functions

~ 0 iy
lnab nab 1 nab lna nab 2nab . Y
(b Z a a X ] (bj . ynab
k=1,2

Snab

)

which of course are the derivative components of admissible maps, satisfy the inequalities
||¢Z}nab nab¢1na||L2 < 62, ||¢Z?nab nab¢2na||L2 < 52

Our next task is to approximate the Coulomb components. For this consider
- b 7_2 871{ nA(()U)+¢1na] ~ b 71 b - 12nab
¢";_ll1 e 2 k=1,2 9% wk: k , (b;la — ¢Jna _"_ zqunll

From the preceding, we can arrange that
~ . —1 ,1n . -1 "A(()O) 1na
||¢}mbe*12k:1,2 O " _ X%ab(b?ae*le:l,? O Tlwy, ° ey ]”L% & 89
We need to show that we can also arrange (i.e., upon choosing B, n large enough) that
nal®) -
||(23;-mb67i Ek:1,2 Bgl[wk ° +¢ina] — g)?abefizkzl,z 8;1¢i7lab6m7”’b ||Li < 52

for a suitable constant 7y, qp.
(0)
nA

We first get rid of the phase e —i k120w simply pick a point p,qp in the support of X"“b nd
na® L aa©@
replace e_iZk:1 20, ka by e_izkzl,Z 8k wk o (Pnab)_

Next, we need to show that é?abe_iz":lﬂ 9 "1™ i close to é?“be_i Shmr2 O G up to a constant phase
shift. First, pick R; > R such that

~ . —1,1na ~ . —1,1na
||¢;mbe ? Ek:1,2 Oy """ _ X%?b(b;mbe z Ek:l,2 0y Pk HL?E < 62
Next, pick R’ > R; such that
b b —i B 671 lna . b7 b —i B 871P7 lna
||X71§? ¢}1a e 1D pm120k O el’hnabxffﬁ (b;}a e 12 k=1,29% Pi_r/,r %k ||L§ < 09
for suitable y1p45. Next, we claim that picking Ry > R/, we can arrange that
nab inab _—i>, _, , 07 P _ pina nab Tnab —i L OTYP o e[yt plne
||XR1 ¢j e Zk,l,g L —R',R"| Pk _ XR1 (bj e Ek71,2 k [-R/,R ][ Ry Pk ]||L§ < 52
This is a consequence of the fact that

gt Bam a0 P 0D <

Finally, we claim that
~ . —1 rab j1na
%?b(b;mbe i3 1,20k P[—R’,R’][XRg o]

~ . —1 7nab
is very close to (b;-‘abeﬂZk:lv? 9 91" which is what we need to finish case (A). To see this, note that by
choosing Rs large enough in relation to R’, we get from Bernstein’s inequality

| Z 0 P_r X 01 Z O Por 9" || L < 62
k=1,2 k=1,2
This immediately implies

b Tnab —i o 'p nab  1na b inab . —i I ) 1na
||X7}I%? Qz)}za e Zk,1,2 K [ R’,R’][XR,2 Pk ]_X%? Qj;_“l e ZIc71,2 k [*R,*R,]qbk ||L% < 52

To conclude, picking R’ large enough in relation to R; allows us to find a phase 7?7« such that

binab_—i>,_, 5,07 ' P_ ina b nab,—i oy na
||X7m ¢"a Zk71,2  Pl-r/ ROk _X%? (b;?a k= 1,2 ¢’k 1’72 b”L2 <<52
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Since we also have, as mentioned before, that
IXEL 7 — ¢ L2 < 62
Combining all of the preceding steps, we infer the existence of a phase e?#e such that

, —1  1na ~ . —1 1na
||Xnab¢na 1Zk:12 9, " _ d);_mbe 1Zk:12 9, by ewnabHLi < 52
We then get for suitable 7/ .
-/ ~ . -1 1na
||6'L'Ynab¢)7ll)aébe_7‘ Sim1,2 0k O pi¥nab _ V;Z(O _nab g Inab)”Lg < 8y

This finally concludes case (A), i.e., the temporally bounded case.

(B): temporally unbounded case. Here we have lim,,_,, [t"%| = 0o, whence using Proposition [I.18] we
get that
V”ab(() — b g — ") = 010 (1) + 072(1),

where we recall the notation
Vnab 81 Anab (V [ ]) + 82 Anab (Vab[o])
VP = 058 5 (Vi [0]) — 005 1,00 (VS0

We now make the following

Claim: Choosing n large enough, we have
HV:E,tSAnab (‘/201)[0])”[/3 << 63
for any given d3 > 0.

Thus in Case (B), the components 1/'3,7}Zb(0 —tnab x — g9 are approximately given by the gradient of

a suitable (complex valued) function. Once the Claim is established, Case (B) will be straightforward to
conclude.

In order to prove the Claim, we shall use the curl equations satisfied by the components ¢7*. To begin
with, pick R large enough such that

HP[—R,R] ((b;m)e—i She1.2 0% TR i(‘/jJFQ (0 — tnab7 o Inab) _]n-‘:-l2B)HL2 <&y, j=1,2
b=1

Then using the Littlewood-Paley trichotomy, and choosing R larger if necessary, we can arrange that

B
P —10r,108) (PR, R] (¢?a)€_iz’“:1’2 6;1¢ZG) - Z(V}‘+2(O — 1" = 2" ) + WD) < 62, j=1,2

b=1

Now fix a cutoff @ which localizes to a large annulus of radius [¢"?*| around ™ and thickness R,, large

enough, such that

lim sup ”Xnabvgjizb(o _ tnab, T — nab) Vnab( tnab, T — xnab)HLi < 52

n—00

By removing finitely many ’holes’ from this annulus and adjusting x"%® correspondingly, we can ensure
that

lim || X"V gap (0 — "%z — ™) 2 =0, b#V, 1<V <B

n—00 x

We cannot simply arrange that
lim HxnabwnaBHL2 =0

and it will be more complicated to disentangle W'y naB V"“b From the preceding, choosing R and then n
large enough, we can arrange that

—i —lone na na na na .
X" P|_10R,10R] (P—r,r) (8] ")e L=1.2 0 Ok )= X" Vg2 (0=t 2 —z b)+Wj+QB]||L§ L2, j=1,2
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Here R only depends on the frequency concentration of ¢™*. We now analyze the curl expression
- na na s —1_ na
v'o, [X bP[—lOR,lOR] (P[_R7R] (p5%)e 2k=1,2 9 %% )}
i ~1,na
— V0 (X" P_1or,10m) (Pl p,my (7)™ 2r=1.2 06 917

We shall show that this expression becomes arbitrarily small when n is sufficiently large. Decompose the
above expression into

V00" Pror,10m) (Pl rory ($5%)e " 212 3;31432“’)]
— VT 0" P10 10m) (Pl pym) (9146 k=122 351%“)]
+ VX" P sor0m) (Pp,r (9105% — Da7®)e ™ Trmra % 01" ]
+ VX" P o 10m) (Po g ry (95%) 01 (€7 k=12 8§1¢Z“))]
— VT X" Pror,10r) (Pl ko ry (97%) D2 (e 2n=1.2 8;1¢Z“))]
For the first two terms, choosing the cutoff Y™ suitably, it is clear that for n large enough we have
IV 01X P 1or.10k) (Pl R,y (05 )e " 2n=1.2 8;31052‘“”

—i -1 na
-v! [82Xnabp[—10R,10R] (PR, g (07")e L1200k ez
< 09

For the third term, we use the schematic curl relation 9;¢5* — 92¢7¢ = 7 (¢"*)?”. Note that by including
a suitable cutoff Y% having similar characteristics as Y™, we get

—q —1_ na
”vfl [Xnabp[—IOR,IOR] (P[—R,R] (ald)ga _ az(b?a)e >h=1.20c Pk )}
— na ~nab» [ na\2»y\, —1 _ —lgna
-V x bP[—lOR,lOR] (P_r.m (X b7 (@n )27 e Dokmr2 O Ok )] 2 < 02
Now we insert the decomposition

J J
b'=1

B
opt =) VIR0 — "t x —a™) + WiF, j=1,2
For any chosen B, by picking n large enough, we can achieve that
B
‘ inab Z ‘7]'73;121)(0 _ tnab7 T — xnab)’
b'=1, b'#b
and hence we reduce to estimating
~ ~ . -1 _ na
[v—! [Xnabp[—IOR,loR] (P—R,g] (x™] 37}Zb + W?ZTZB]Z)E_lZ’“:“a’“ ok ez
Now recall from Proposition [0.I8 that
Tt = op (1) + 052 (1)

< 02,
L3

Hence we obtain
[v—! [Xnabp[—IOR,loR] (P—R,g] (inab[‘@ﬁb]z)e—iz’“:“ a’zlﬂaﬂ llz2
+ vt [Xnabp[—IOR,IOR] (P—R,g] ()NCnang%lb ~£ZB)6%E’“:1‘2 a,;lgb;;a)] 2 < 02
for n large enough. Finally, consider the term
VX" P1or,10r) (P—R.R) (inab[WﬂBP)e%Z’“:l’z8’:1%@)}

Here we split
?ZZB = P[—Rl»Rl]‘:ngZB + P[—Rlle]Wg,ZB
Then if B is chosen large enough in relation to R;, we obtain both

I PRy, ma)e WPl L2 < 02, | Py, WESP | Lo < 62
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Here the first inequality holds of course uniformly ion in n, B due to the frequency localization. From here
we infer that for B and then n large enough, we get

~nabyyna —1 —lgna
”v_l[XnabP[—lOR,lOR] (P_rm (X b[W3,4B]2)6 Zn=r2 OOk Nz < 6

The argument for showing

—i —1_ na
IV [X"™ P10 108) (P— R, R (65%)0h (e Loi=12 0 R )]
—1

— VX" P_10r,108) (P- R, R ($7)a (e  Ln=12 %% ¢2am 2 < 02

of course proceeds in identical fashion.

Summarizing what we have achieved thus far in Case (B), we have shown that for n large enough, we
get

—i —1_ na
IV =101 [ Prosor p0m) (P romy (93~ 22 O 900
—i -1 na
— V' % [X"P_10r,10r) (P-r,r) (#7%)e Ln=1.2 00K Nz < 62
In light of the fact pointed out earlier that (j = 1,2)
. —1 na
(X" Plror0m) (Pr—p. gy (¢]4)e ™" Zr=12 % 0i%)]
is well approximated by
XV + W),
we then infer that (recalling the definition of V5 4, W3 4)
19700 [ Ba1((S s (VPIO))(0 — 70,2 — ") 4+ 7125
— D1[(S gnas (V5[0])) (0 = "%, 2 — &™) + WP
= T 0[O ((S s (VIPIOD)(O = 770, 2 — 270%) + W)
+ 02[(S gnar (V3[0])) (0 = "%, 22 — 2™9%) + WP 12
< 09

But then choosing the cutoff "% as above and picking n large enough, we conclude (noting cancelations
in the preceding expression) that

IV AL o (VP [0)) (0 = 8797, 2 — &%) 4+ x "W P )| 12 < 62
This inequality, together with the approximate orthogonality of the two summands involved, then gives
the smallness of either summand separately: recall from Lemma [0.21] and its proof that we have

‘ / Vot (S gnas (VS [01))(0 — £790 2 — 27%) - V. ;WP (0, ) d| < 0
R2

Now recall the vanishing condition at time ¢t =0

B
> 08 g (VS O1))(0 — Y 2 — 2") + 9, W E = 0
b'=1

which we used to define the linear covariant evolution of ™. Applying the cutoff x"?*, and choosing n
large enough, we get that

1968 foar (V5 [0)) (0 — 7%, 22 — &%) 4+ X" P9, W3*F | L2 < 02
However, this inequality, together with the two preceding ones, implies that
192,608 e (VAP [O))(0 = 7%, 2 — &™) | 12 + [IX" "V, W5 P || 12 < 62

Summarizing the state of affairs in Case (B), we have shown thus far that the Claim holds. But this
then says that the ’diluted concentration profile’ given by

VI = (018 o (VI[0]) + 028 s (VEOD)(0 = 7%, — ")
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Vi = (028 nan (VIP[0]) = 018 e (V5 [O])](0 — 7%, 22 — 277%)
is given, up to an L2-error of size &3, by the pure gradient term
Vgnab _ aISAnab (Vlab [0])](0 _ tnab7 T — Inab)
V4nab — aQSAnab (Vlab [0])](0 _ tnab7 T — Inab)
We shall now use this to construct a map from R? — H? whose Coulomb derivative components are close

to V"“b.

Indeed, picking R large enough and then n sufficiently large depending on R, it is straightforward to
check that

O P,y (S anan (VI [O]))(0 = 777, 2 = &)
= 8jP[7R1R] (SAnab (Vlab[o])](o _ tnab, T xnab))e—iZk:IQ 0, 'Ok P_r g (Sgnab(Vlab[O])](O—t"“b,m—w"ab)) + error,

where we have [lerror|| 2 < d2. Then we define a map (x,y) : R* — H? (here we abuse notation heavily,
this map of course depends on n,a,b) via

x := ReP_pg, g (S fna (V2 [0D](0 — £, 2 — x"“b)), y :=ImP_g g (S gnan (V1 lo))(0 — ", 2 — x"“b)),
These then satisfy

0jx .0y
[ i 7 = 0P (Sana (VEIOD)O = 70,2 — a7 )) | < 6,
and the associated Coulomb derivative components are the desired approximations. This concludes the
proof of Proposition [0.22] O

Summary thus far, for both (A), (B): we have shown that we have the “covariant Bahouri Gerard
decompositions”

0 lna
¢1 —1 31,20 [w +¢7 E nab tnab7 T — xnab) Wnab

. — "A(O) na B
¢721a€71 > k=129 1[w,c O 4¢,m — Z wnab(o _ tnab7 T — Inab) + Wimb,
b=1
where we have
Vnab - 81 Anab (V [ ]) + 82 Anab (V [0])

Vnab — a2 Anab (V [ ]) 81 Anab(v [0])
and similarly for Ws 4. Furthermore, for n large enough and any given do > 0, we can find maps
(x%2nab yoanaby . R2 s M2 with the property that their (spatial) Coulomb derivative components are
8y close (within the L?-metric) to constant phase shifts of the 1/'3,7}Zb(0 —tnab g — gnab),
We shall now refine the information we have by proving the following
Lemma 9.24. Given do > 0, we can pick B and then n large enough such that
[V, W3 Pl 2 < 82

Remark 9.25. Recalling the identities

WnaB 6 WnaB + 82W2naB

WIGB 8 WlnaB 81W2naB

We see that this says that W;ZB are essentially pure gradient terms, like in Case (B).
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Proof. (Lemma [@.24) The proof is quite similar to the Case (B) above. Given d > 0, first choose an index
B such that we have

lim sup || Z V(0 — ¢t g — xnab)”Lg < 0y,

n— o0 =B,

for any B > Bj. Further, pick R = R(d2) with the property that

AL >
limsup||P[7R7R}C(¢?a)eﬂzk:1,z O G " ”L2 <Oy j=1.2
n—oo

Increasing R if necessary, we can then also achieve that (for n large enough)

1na 1nA(0)

||P[—10R,10R] [P[—R,R]( 711)%) —zzk 129 [¢k +w,, Z nab tnab;fp_fbnab)_WgﬁBnLg <<52

Here we will choose B sufficiently large in relation to B, (52. Now pick a cutoff x which localizes to the
union of large discs covering most of the support (in the L?-sense) of the atoms V"“b( — tnab g — gnab)
of bounded type, i.e., for which limsup [t"?*| < oo, 1 < b < By. Of course x then depends on a, By, n
but we suppress this dependence here. Picking x suitably and then choosing n large enough, we can then
ensure that
'B,
Z nab tnab7 T — nab Z nab tnab7 T — xnab)]|‘L§ < 52,

where Zbill indicates that we only sum over the atoms of “unbounded type”. Summarizing the above
steps, we now have

1nA(0)

—1 lna na na na na
(LX) Pio10m, 108 [Pl p, ) (975 )e ™ i 00 1047 e ZV (0=t z—a" ) —(1—x)W3'4" || L2 < 62

By picking B large enough (recall that we can do so independently of B1), we may also assume that
11 =) W3g" = WisPll e < 6

Here we use Lemma [9.23]
Next, we calculate the curl of the Coulomb components, localized as above, and with an extra cutoff
(1 — x). Thus we want to estimate the expression
(0)
l'n.A0
]
)
lnA(

— 0 ((1 - X)P[710R,10R] [P[fRﬁR] (p5%)e 13,2 OF oK™ Hw ]])

This we can estimate as in Case (B): Of course the case when a derivative falls on (1 — x) is negligible.
Then repeating the arguments in Case (B) above, we need to estimate the schematic expression

4 —1r1na w
92((1 = X)P-10r.10R) [P R.R) (877 )e L=z O 0

lnA(

(1 = X)P—10R,10R] [P[fR,R]([¢"a]2)€7iZ’“:1 20 4" 4w ]])

Here we use the Bahouri Gerard decomposition of the ¢"?, i.e.,
1 2 — Z ‘/3 4 tnab,.I _ Inab) WnaB

It is clear that we then reduce to estimating

’
B lnA( )

((1_X)P[—10R,10R][ [ RR] 2%4 _t'n,ab .I—Inab)‘i-Wén;ZB] ) _sz 1,2 k [¢1na ]})

But the contribution of the terms V3 4(0 — t"*, z — 2™%) 1 < b < B; can be made arbitrarily small by
choosing n large enough, while the contribution of W;ZB is handled by placing one factor into L2 and the
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other into LZ°.

Summarizing, we have now shown that
'B, 'B,
Hv—la2[z ‘[B,nab(o _ tnab7 T — Inab) + ngB] _ V_laQ[Z ‘/4nab(0 _ tnab7 T — Inab) + WIGB} HL2 < 52
b=1 b=1 z

But then recalling the defining relations for V},’}Zb, ngZB , we can repeat the argument from part (B) in the
preceding proof to conclude that for B and then n large enough, we have

||Vm,tW2naBHLg < 02,
as desired. O

Proposition[0.22 together with Lemma [0.24] are key technical tools we shall use in the next section when
bounding the wave maps with data

0
wnAO Qz)na,
where a = 1.

9.7. Step 4: Adding the first large atomic component and invoking the induction hypothesis.
In Step 3, we constructed a wave map with data corresponding to the lowest frequency “non-atomic” part,
whose Coulomb components are
a® na®
fI)ZAéO)e_iZ’C:L? Aila’“@’e% = wZAéO)e_i Chmr 2 A7 0wy o +or2(1)
Our next step now is to prove bounds for the wave map whose Coulomb components are given by

(0) . —1 nal® nl
YD = g™ 4 gnt)e I Enmn AT O Lo (1),

provided we make the following key
Energy Assumption: All concentration profiles have energy < FEepi . Thus

(9.77) E(V®) < Eepir Vb

As before, in order to avoid confusion, we shall denote the superscript 1 here instead by a, it being
understood that a = 1. Thus we now intend to prove global bounds for the evolution of the Coulomb data

(0)
A© . -1 nA na
¢Z(<a) = [wa" + ¢e X1 BT Ok[wy 0 +0F ]+0L2(1)
(0)

(0) . _1 nA
:ngO e*lEk:mA w0

. - "A(O) na
g Tamaa T 0 )
From the preceding section, we obtain a decomposition of the added term
1 nA(O)
,Jjna — ¢nae—izk:1’2 AT Ok [wy, 0 4gnal
« : (0%

as a sum of concentration profiles at time t = 0. Note that this time in principle plays no distinguished
role, other than that we are guaranteed existence of the evolution of the wave maps with above data on
some small time interval centered at ¢t = 0. Recall the decompositions (for any B > 1)

(0) B
4 -1 "A[) na
¢11w,6 i3 pm1,0 A7 Ok[w, +or] E ‘fgnab(o _ tnab7 T — xnab) + ”rgw,B
b=1

(0) B
. A,IC? nAO na
¢72w’6 (DIPNEP k(W) +or®]l — E V;lnab(o _ tnab7x _ xnab) + WraB
b=1
where

V3 = 018 s (VE10)) + 02 00 (VS [0])
VP = 058 0o (VE10)) — 015 00 (VS [0])
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and similarly for W3 4, while we also have

. — nal®” na B
prae Sh12 AT Ok[w, 0 +ert] _ ZatSAmb (Vlab[O])(O _ tnab,x . xnab) + (9,5W1naB,
b=1

B
Z atSAnab (V'ézb[o])(o _ tnab7 T — xnab) + 6tW2naB =0
b=1

These decompositions are understood to hold at timet = 0, of course. Now the fact that for B large enough
(and then n large enough) we can arrange that ||V, W32 < J5 implies that

B
1048 e (V2100 — 17, 2 — ") |3, <
b=1
by increasing n if necessary, due to the approximate orthogonality of these functions.

Recall that we have temporally bounded concentration profiles, as well as temporally unbounded ones.
Then it is intuitively clear that the evolution of 15"“ (this is not well-defined strictly speaking, we can only
evolve Coulomb components of actual maps; however, we can think of 7,/;"“ as the difference between the
components of maps) will be dominated for a large time interval around ¢ = 0 by the evolution of the
temporally bounded concentration profiles, which will exhibit nonlinear behavior, while the temporally
unbounded ones will behave like free waves for a long time. In order to make things precise, we introduce
a hierarchy of temporal scales, which means we order the times t"%® according to whether they are positive
or negative and then whether

lim (" — t"ab,) = +oo
n—oo

Assume that this way, we arrive at the list of representative time scales, M = M(B),

0= tnabl , tnabg7 o tnabM

where we have t"% > 0, say, and

lim (¢"ebi — ¢nabi-1) = oo,
n—oo

and furthermore for each b € {1,2,..., B}, we have t"*® = "% for some j as above. Note that we
have chosen to equate those times here that do not diverge from each other. This can of course be done
by passing to a subsequence such that the difference of these times converges, and the redefining the
concentration profiles accordingly.

We then implement an inductive procedure, controlling the evolution of w3(<a) on the interval [0, "%z —
C] for some huge C (such that we are guaranteed that all the concentration profiles focussing at times
"% j > 2 will not display any nonlinear behavior there yet), while the temporally bounded ones start to
disperse and behave linearly around time %2 — C, for sufficiently large n. This then guarantees that there
is essentially no nonlinear interactions going on between evolutions of concentration profiles at different
time scales.

9.7.1. Proving apriori bounds for the evolution of 1/;2“‘”; the lowest time scale. Here we prove apriori
bounds on the (wave map) evolution of the Coulomb components ¢Z(<a). Recall that at time t = 0, we

have the decomposition

)

(0) B
o . _ nA
n(<a) _ o nAy i AT 0w, 0 nab nab nab naB
12 (0,0) =wyp" et st ) +§ V3i? (0 — "z — 2™®) + W3'i” + 0r2(1)
b=1

0 . _ nal® B
g(<a) (07 ) = ngo et Dh=1,2D Lopw, © + Z atSAnab (Vvlab[o])(o _ tnab, T — xnab) + atwlnaB
b=1
The “tail ends” W45, 9, WP here satisfy the smallness condition

W;ZB, &ng"“B = OL2(1) + OLoo(l)
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where o(+) here is meant in case B,n — co. Observe from Lemma [0.24] that we actually have
WQZB = 01 2 WB 4 error, [|error|| 12 < d2,
provided we choose B and then n large enough. Furthermore, the proof of Proposition [0.22] case (B),
reveals that for concentration profiles which are temporally unbounded, we have
‘[3,7?;11b(0 _ tnab7 T — xnab) _ 81725Anab (V'lab [O])(O _ tnab, T — xnab)
We shall now build the evolution of w2(<a) as the sum of well-known pieces, namely the evolutions of the
atomic profiles, plus an error term, which we will show will remain small. To make things precise, we now

use the following construction: We shall use d2 > 0 as a smallness parameter which will ultimately hinge
on intrinsic properties of the concentration profiles as well as the S-bound on the already constructed low

(
frequency part \IIZAOO), and be specified at the end of the construction. Thinking of do > 0 as fixed for
now, we first pick a large cutoff B; with the property that

limsup | > Vi%"llez + 1 D 98 guan (V1022 + 10 WP |1, < 62
O B>E>B; B>b>B;
for any B > B;. Then we evolve the concentration profiles corresponding to a b € {1,2,..., By} as follows:
(I): Evolution of temporally bounded concentration profile.

Here, by passing to a subsequence, we may assume that t"* converges as n — 0o, and we may then set
t"eb = ( by time translation. Also, it is apparent that then

vanab _ alv'lab(o7 )) + 82‘/21117(07 ) + 0L2(1)
Vi = 9,V0(0, ) — 1V (0,-) + 012 (1), 84S e (Vi*2[0])
= 0, V(0,-) + 02(1)

are all essentially independent of n. Now according to Proposition [3.22] we can find, for each 3 > 0, a
constant phase 75,45 and an admissible map from R? — H? whose Coulomb components /2% satisfy

les2er gt — VPl oz < Gz, €202 — 9 Vi(0,)| 12 < b,

For the sake of simplicity, we now refer to the Coulomb components of such a map, which we choose for
2 extremely small (depending on B etc. and to be specified later), simply as 1/2°.

First, we evolve the components of 1/%® on a large time interval 1%° centered at ¢t = 0, using the wave maps
flow for the Coulomb components. This yields an apriori bound

1% || s < Cuap

due to our energy assumption (@.77)). Furthermore, due to Corollary [7.27] as well as Remark [[.28] given
d2 > 0, one can then choose time intervals

Il; 127 ceey IMab(52)a

where the final one is of the form [t‘fb‘b,oo), say, such that

¢ab|]j = 312 +1/)?Jl</L
Wit@

apab
Hd’;‘lg/L”S(Ij xRR?) < 527 ||vx,t1/)£/j b HLOOHA 5 Ecrit
t

Here of course DU)% = 0. Note that the intervals I; here only depend on a,b as well as the smallness
parameter d2. By the Huyghen’s principle, one may assume that the support of 1/13-’2 is contained in the

set |x| < |t| + Dgp(d2) for some (possibly very large number Dyp(d2)). But then by choosing a much larger
time 792 we can arrange that

W%ML([T‘W&’OO)’ Mg, +rer2 < 02

18The implied constant in the second inequality here is universal, independent of 2.
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These considerations reveal that pursuing the wave maps evolution of the components % long enough,
we eventually find that

$(t,-) = or2(1) + op=(1),
where o(+) is in the sense as |t| — occ.
This is conclusion is of critical importance: note that thus far we have not taken the low frequency contri-

. (0) . . .
bution from w™A40’ (from Step 3) into account, which starts to play an important role for extremely large
times. The above asymptotic description allows us to incorporate this low-frequency effect by adjusting
the linear evolution of wﬂ’ab ;, from flat to covariant. In more precise terms, we now make the following

choice of an extension 1/~ng of the data 2’
e On the interval [0, 7%%2], we let 1) = 1o,
e On the interval [T%%2 o), we let 1% be the covariant extension of ) [T%%2] i.e., we have
DAnJ)ab =0

(0)
. sy o —1,,"%0 .
on [T%%2 o0), where A™ is defined with inputs w40 e i2k=125" " " More precisely, we

apply a Hodge decomposition to the data &gb as in (@.54), ([@55), and evolve these components as
in Step 3. In order to avoid a “kink” at the juncture of these two regimes, we define

(9.78) B = X ooz 10y (0™ + (1= X(oizarss 1)) () a0 " [T
where the notation for the second term is schematic, and x(_ s ravs2 110)(t) smoothly localizes to
the indicated interval and satisfies
X (= o0,Ta%2 410)|[0,7abs2] = 1

With these definitions, one can prove the following bound.
Proposition 9.26. We have a bound of the form
[6°]ls < C(Cap),

where we recall the assumption ||°||s < Cqp from above. Furthermore, denoting by cy, k € Z, a frequency
envelope controlling the data at time t =0, i.e.,

ol @ 1
ar = Q27 M Py (0,)][72) 2
leZ

for sufficiently small apriori constant o > 0, one has

| Petr™ || s < C(Cab)er
Proof. The proof of this follows from Proposition [0.14] as well as Lemma [7.23] and its proof. |

The idea now in Case (I) is to use z/;ab as approximate evolution of the data ¢%® globally in time, for
n large enough. Thus wabho)Tab&Q] is the actual wave maps flow, while beyond time T2, we use the
covariant linear evolution.

(II): Evolution of temporally unbounded concentration profile.

Here we have lim,, ., |t"%’| = oo, and as before, 1 < b < Bj, where we have chosen B; above. In this
case, using the argument from Case (B) in the proof of Proposition @.22 and arguing as at the beginning
of the preceding Case (I) (we again write ¢ instead of ¢"%2),

P = 9,8 1nar (VP10]) (0 — 790 2 — 2"%) + error, = 0,1,2,
with [lerror|| 2 < do. In this case we set
T2 = 008 s (IO (1 — 1770, — 270),

the covariant linear evolution. Of course this becomes inaccurate when ¢t — t"%® and the nonlinear effects
start to become relevant, but we recall that we are on the lowest time scale in this subsection, i.e., t < t"b2,
Then we have the following bound.
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Proposition 9.27. There is a bound of the form
19" s < C(Eerat ),

Furthermore, denoting by c, k € Z, a frequency envelope controlling the data at time t =0, i.e.,
o = ()27 =K Pyt (0,)]32)2
lEZ
for sufficiently small apriori constant o > 0,

[Pt sy < C(Bepit )i

(III): Evolution of the weakly small error.
These are the components W34”, 0,W 5. From Lemma .24, we know that

W34P = 01, WP + error,

where we can force ||error||p2 < 02 by choosing B and then n large enough. We then evolve WieB using
the covariant linear evolution, i.e.,

OanWB(t, ) =0, WPeP[o] = (WP, o,web),
and then define W335 (t,z) = 0, 2, W B (¢, z).

We have now defined the evolutions of all the ingredients of z/;g“. We claim that by choosing do small
enough and then B and n large enough, the sum of all these constituents gives the correct evolution of
1/32“ up to a small error. This is clarified the following Core Proposition for Bahouri Gerard II which ties
it all together.

Proposition 9.28. There is a cutoff d2 > 0 sufficiently small, depending on the profiles Vfg [0],1<b< By,

as well as the apriori bound we have established for \I/"Af(?m, such that the following holds: picking B1 and
then n large enough, we can write (with By chosen as above) on [0,t"**2 — C] x R? for C sufficiently large
and depending on the 1/~Jgab of unbounded type, b=1,2,..., By,
© 1 Al LN
YRS (t,x) = @0 e Zimna AT (1 gy 1371 2) + 9 WP (1, 2) + ealt,x), a=0,1,2
b=1
where the components 10 (t, ), D WP (t, 1), are constructed as in (I)~(III) above, and with

||€||S([0,t"ab2—c]><]R2) < 0o
Moreover, ||Pyel|g((o,imev2—c|xr2) @5 erponentially decaying for frequencies k > —log(A;,) Thus the inequal-
ity above implies uniform smallness of €(t,x) fort € [07tnab2 el

Remark 9.29. There appears to be circular reasoning in the statement of this result: we need to choose
02,3 > 0 extremely small depending on the profiles ijg [0], 1 < b < By, but here By itself was defined based
on d. This is clarified by noting that all the profiles V}?[0] are small (more precisely, the square sum of
their energies is small) for b sufficiently large, and this implies that enlarging B; past a certain cutoff will
not affect the condition on ds; for more clarification see the “important technical observation” below.

Proof. (Proposition [0.28) We will prove the inequality for Pye using a bootstrap argument. The challenge
consists in careful book-keeping of all the possible interactions. The idea is to essentially replicate the
proof of Proposition [@.12 with ¢ = €. The main novel feature here is that we now have to deal with a large
number of additional source terms stemming from the nonlinear interactions of the various constituents in
the decomposition of ¥"(“*. To begin with, we split the (large) time interval [0,t"**2 — (O] into finitely
many intervals
[0,tnab2 — C] = U;-V[:lllj,

RO

where we have a decomposition (with \IIZA‘(’O) = @ZA‘(’O)e_iZk:w Aila’“q’i "

(0) A© A©
nA _ o nAag
U | = V. + YN
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with, see Corollary [[.27]

Py’ Vo 0 <ey? B2,
H jNL ||S I;xR2) < €2, || %twj HLOOH 1A 52 crit

We then run a bootstrap argument inductively on each of these intervals, where of course My = M (FEecpit )
is not too large. We shall now work on the interval I, say. This enables us to use the covariant energy
estimate from Step 3.

Clearly, the evolved concentration profiles also interact with €; we then further subdivide the intervals
I; into smaller ones, which by abuse of notation we again label as I;, such that

(2 9= > Wi+ > UL

be{1,2,...B1} be{1,2,...B1} be{1,2,...B1}

Note that now the number of intervals is of the form My = My (Ecpit , {V{"3[0]}bef1,2,....5,})- Furthermore,

one has
T S T P
be{1,2,...B1}
while also
H( Z vw,twnab)jLHLf"H*1 N 82 Eczrlt
be{1,2,...B1}
where €5 is a universal constant depending only on E..;; . The fact that we get the last inequality with
universal implied constant hinges on the approximate orthogonality of the z/;"“b for n large enough. One
may object at this point that the choice of By was dictated by &2, and hence may be extremely large,
which in turn means that the number M; of intervals above depends on d2 and may also become extremely
large. The following observation, however, shows that M; only depends on a fized number of concentration
profiles independent of Js:
Important technical observation:

Here we note that M; really only depends on {Vl"g [0]}beg1,2,....Bo}> for some By with the property that

Z ||V ||L2 <¢€o

b> By

where € is the small-energy global well-posedness cutoff. Thus we can make do small without increasing
M; concurrently. To see this, write

(VIS0 betBo,Bot1,... By = {Vi'5[0] b, U{VIS[0]}bens, A1UAy ={Bo,Bo+1,...,B1},

s0 that {5 gna (Vi75[0])(0 — "%, & — %) },cp, is the collection of temporally bounded concentration
profiles with b € {By,Bo + 1,...,B1}. Then the argument that was used for Case (A) in the proof of
Proposition [0.22] reveals that we can approximate

nab nab nab
g — " — ")
beA,

up to a constant phase shift arbitrarily well by the Coulomb components of an admissible map, and then
Proposition [9.14] allows us to evolve the data

Z nab tnab7x _ nab) + 0L2(1)
beAs

using the covariant linear flow on [0, #"%1]. This leads to bounds that are uniform in By, n only involving
€o- Handling the contribution of

Z nab tnab7x _ nab) + 0L2(1)
beA;

i.e., the “tail” of bounded concentration profiles, is more complicated since we may no longer necessarily
approximate this sum by Coulomb components of admissible maps, but only the individual summands
Vg’}fb(O — tnab g — 2m%%) . Thus the correct evolution of this term has to consist of the evolution of the
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individual ingredients, and one then needs to bound the S-norm of this (very large) sum in terms of an
apriori bound, provided n is large enough. In this regard we have the following result.

Lemma 9.30. For each b € Ay andt € [0,t"%], denote by V"ab( —t" g — g% 0,5 (1) the (nonlinear)
wave maps evolution of the Coulomb components of an admissible sufficiently good approximation to the
data V"“b( — b x — ) as in the preceding discussion. Then for n large enough, we have

|| Z nab tnab,-f _ nab) =+ 0L2( )HS[O t”abl] S o
beA

for a suitable universal implied constant.

Proof. (Lemma[@30) For each Vi'¢*(t — " & — 2™*) + 02 (1), pick an interval [0,7%°] with the property
that we can write

[Vnab(t_tnab, I_Inab)+0L2 (1)] |[07t~ab]c _ [‘/nab(t_tnab7 — nab)+0L2( )} [‘/nab(t_tnab7 — nab)_|_0L2 (1)} NL
where we impose the condition

IVt [V550 (¢ = "% 2 — 2"®) + 0p2 ()] [l oo 1 S V5500 — 7%, 2 — 2%) | 2

x

€0
I [ nab( tnab, Tz nab) + 0L2(1)] NL||S([O)£ab]c><R2) < B_1
where the implied constant in the first inequality is universal. That this is possible follows from Corol-
lary and Remark [[.28 Choosing n large enough and exploiting essential disjointness of the supports

at time t"*1 | we can arrange that
1
(3 IVaa [V (e — 4700 — ama®) 4 opa (1) 3,0)* S e
beA;
which then implies
|| Z nab tnab, T — nab) + 0L2( )]L||S([O7£ab]CXR2) S €0
beA;
In order to complete the proof of the lemma, we need to also control
b b b
1> [Vt — %z — 2™) + o2 (1)] [l 5¢(0,7ab) xe2)
beA

Here we exploit the fact that for n large, the functions [V"“b( — "%z — 2%) 4+ 072(1)] are supported
on disjoint light cones up to small errors with respect to S. One then concludes by means of a simple
orthogonality type argument that for n large enough

b b b
[ Z [Vt = 7% & — 2™) + o2 (1)] || 5((0,700] xr2) S €0
beA;
where the implied constant is universal. O

Now assume the bound
| Preills < Csd2
We show that provided we choose C5 = C5(Fcrit ) large enough, we can bootstrap Cs to 5, whence we
get the bound on all of I;. Then we continue the argument to Iy etc. Note that by choosing d; small
enough in relation to M; as well as the other apriori data F ., Vl‘fg [0], b=1,2,..., By, the error term
will then remain small.

By scaling invariance, it suffices to bootstrap the estimate for Pye. We now bootstrap the bound for

Pye. Here we essentially proceed as in step (3), the apriori bound for the first non-atomic component
(0)

. Thus we distinguish as there between the small time case, when
the div-curl system suffices, and the large time case, when the wave equations are important: we shall
work here on the interval I3 containing the initial time slice ¢ = 0.

na§
¢"Aéo) _ ,wnA —zzk 1,2 D7 0w,
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(i): small time case |I| < Ty. Here T; is a sufficiently small absolute constant. Write the equation for
€, using the div-curl system, schematically as follows:

Bo
atpoe :VzPOE 4 PO [Evil([d}nA(()O) + Z/J)nab 4 1/;(1(>B[)) + WnaB]Q)}
b=1

By
PO [W)nAéO) + Z Jjnab + 1/~)¢1(>Bo WnaB] ( 1/}nA( ) + Z 1/)nab 1/}(l(>B() WnaB])}

b=1 b=1

B() BO
+ P [Evfl(e[wn,qéo) T Zd}nab + 1Z)na(>Bg) + WnaB])} + Py [[wnAéO) T ZJ)nab + 77Za(>Bg) + WnaB]V,

b=1 b=1
+ Py[eV ™1 (¢?)] + interactions terms

“Interactions terms” here refers to all possible expressions which do not involve the radiation term e such
as

Py v [(7)2])

Indeed, the complete list of the error terms included under this heading is complicated, due to our con-
struction of the evolutions 1" in (I)-(I1I) above. Recall that for the temporally bounded type components,
we use the nonlinear wave maps flow on a large time interval 79%  but we then use the covariant lin-
ear evolution past that time. This means that on [0,79%%2], we generate error interaction terms like the

preceding one coming from the interactions with the low frequency part 1/)”‘45)0), while on the interval
[Teb92 ¢nabz _ (] generate errors due to the nonlinear self-interactions of Prad,

On the other hand, for the temporally unbounded type components, we use the linear covariant evolution
on [0, "2 — O], which means that we generate errors due to the nonlinear self-interactions.

In addition to all these, we generate errors due to different concentration profiles interacting with each
other, as well with the small frequency component w"At()o, or the weakly small error, and the latter also
generates nonlinear errors due to interactions with itself. We will deal with this rather large collection of
errors later, showing that we can make its N[0]-norm arbitrarily small by choosing B; large enough, and
then n large enough.

We also use the notation *>50) for the evolution of

Z ‘G’fi’b(o _ tnab, T — nab + 0L2 Z 9,9 Anab ab[ ])(O _ tnab7x _ nab) + 0L2(1)
beEAIUA2 bEAl UAo

as explained in the “important technical observation” above.
We first deal with the terms involving e. Our task is to gain a smallness constant that allows us to
improve the apriori bound we are assuming about e.

(i.1): Terms involving €. These can be handled exactly as Case 1 in the proof of Proposition [0.12] in
light of the bound

Bo
) ~ ~ )
[+ et 4 4pe>Bo) B g < Oy o ()R Eerir)
b=1

Thus for example paralleling Case 1 (a) in the proof of Proposition @121 one obtains a bound

0)
> U, Bi[ev ([ +Zw"ab+w“ >Bo)l* M-y < lells

kez b=1
provided we choose the time cutoffs suitably (such that the number M; of such time intervals is as above).
, , ) ‘ ~ (0)
(i.2) Errors due to nonlinear (self )interactions of the )", z/J"AOO , WnaB | Note that these errors serve
as source terms for €, and hence we need to show that they are extremely small (of order controlled by

d2). The mechanism for this is first choosing B; sufficiently large (for the contributions involving Wn"eB),
and then choosing n large enough.

1(62)}
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(i.2.a) Errors generated by the temporally bounded type Pnab - If pmab ig the evolution of a temporally
bounded concentration profile, then recall that we let ﬁ"“b be the wave maps evolution on the interval
[0, T9%%2], provided ﬁ"“b is supported at frequency scale ~ 1. Now we want to track the evolution of an
arbitrary frequency mode Pye, which we have scaled to k = 0. But then we have also re-scaled all the
source terms. Now the source terms generated by 7,/;"‘“’ itself come from a number of sources: first, the
“gluing definition” of ([@Q.78)) implies that we generate errors of the form (before frequency localization)

XI(*ooyT‘”"s2 +10) (t)wab - X/(foo,Tab‘s? +10) (t)SA“/’ab[Tabéz]

The only way for this term to contribute in the Case (i) for a fixed frequency (which we assume equals
one after scaling) is when the original frequency (which gets scaled to one) is extremely large. But this
contribution is then easily seen to be very small in L L2, say, due to the frequency localization of z/;ab.
Next, the self-interaction errors generated from the usual div-curl system are (schematically)

PO [aﬂzjnab _ vgﬂz)nab _ 1/~}nabvfl[(JJnab)Q]]7

which vanishes provided the I; fits into the re-scaled interval [0, T*°2]. Otherwise, one obtains a contri-
bution of the above form on the complement of the re-scaled interval [0, T%%2] inside I;, and which is of
the above form. We need to show that picking n large enough, this can be made arbitrarily small. For
this purpose we use the following observation.

Lemma 9.31. Let 1/3”‘“’ be the evolved Coulomb components of a temporally bounded type concentration
profile, concentrated at frequency ~ 1. Then letting T2 be the time indicating transition from nonlinear
to linear evolution (as explained in the preceding discussion), we have

,Jjgab(Tab&g, ) _ aaz!;nab(Tabtig, ) + error,
where
lerror||z> — 0
as 62 — 0, and furthermore
,lznab — Z A—lak,&gab
k=1,2
The proof of this lemma follows exactly as in the proof of Case (B) of Proposition It then follows

that in case we are on the complement of the re-scaled interval [0, T%"%2] inside I;, we generate errors of
the form

POW;nabvfl[(d;nab)Q]] + error
with error as in the preceding lemma, in addition to errors stemming from interactions of z/;"“b with the

(0) . . . . =
other components z/J"AOO etc. to be considered later. But then, using the Ly -dispersion for the Prab(t, )
as [t| — oo, it is seen that

| P[0 (9 2]] | Loo L2 (1,0, 700521 xR2) <K 02

if we choose T2 large enough in relation to d,. Next, we need to analyze the errors generated by z/;"“b

. . . . . 0 =~ . . .
through interaction with the other ingredients w"AOD , p9>Bo) and W*B We begin with the interactions
between two distinct terms ¥, b=1,2,..., B;. Thus we are considering

PO [J}nabl vfl (J}nabg 1/;710173 )]

where b; # b; for some ¢, j. By the frequency localization of all these factors, we may assume that, up to
negligible errors, each of them satisfies @"“bi = P[,cﬁ)cﬁ]iﬁmbi where Cg is a potentially extremely large
constant depending on the frequency localizations (i.e., how well-localized the factors are in frequency
space), as well as 6, and By, and that log [(A2)~!] € [~Cs, Cs]. Now assume first that Iy C [0, 7%%°2] for
all j, i.e., our time interval is such that we are in the “nonlinear regime” for each of these factors. But
then choosing n large enough, we can force

[ Po[p" 01 V=1 (402 h %) ]| oo 2 < 52@
6
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by the essential disjointness of the supports of the factors, and this suffices to handle Case 1, see the proof
of Proposition [0.121 Indeed, the expression

[,J]"U«bl v—l (,&nabg ,&nabg )]
is essentially supported in a frequency interval [—10Cs, 10Cs], and repeating the above estimate for each
of these frequencies and square summing easily yields the bound

Z ||X[—T1,T1] (th)Pk [J}nabl vfl(i/;nabz 1/N)nab3 )] ||L§H7% < 09
k

If, on the other hand, at least one of the factors @Z”“bi is in the “linear regime” (i.e., satisfies the covariant
wave equation), then smallness follows from the L*°-decay.
Next we consider the term
PO[J)nabvfl[(i/}nAéo))QH
Here of course it is essential that we are in Case (i) and so it suffices to estimate the L L2 or also Lfﬁz
norm of this term, see Case 1 of the proof of Proposition Due to the essential disjointness of the

Fourier supports of ¢ and @[J"AEJO), see Proposition (I, we may assume that the first input ¢/™* has
frequency of size one, while the second input has extremely small frequency (controlled by picking n large

enough). But then we may estimate this contribution by placing V‘l[(wnAt()O))2] into Lg%, and re-scaling
and square-summing over the output frequencies results in the desired small bound.

Finally, the interactions of temporally bounded z/;"“b with the remaining weakly small errors WnmeB1 are
handled similarly by exploiting the smallness of the latter with respect to Lg%,. Here the “Important
Technical Observation” from before becomes important again.

1.2.b) Errors generated by temporally unbounded 1&"“1’. Again the errors generated are of the form
(
Py [at,lznab _ vm,&nab _ ,Jjnu,bv—l[(,&71(11))2]]7

as well as terms involving interactions of 15"“1’ with wnAt()D), @[NJ“(>B°), as well as W"*B_ From Part (B) of
the proof of Proposition [1.22, we know that 1" is of gradient form up to an error which can be made
arbitrarily small. Hence the above simplifies, up to a negligible error, to the nonlinear term

— B[V (")),

To estimate this, we can first reduce this to

_Po[inabv_lp[*ceﬁcs] [(P[*Ceﬁcs]iznaby]]v

arguing as in Case 1 of the proof of Proposition[d.12 and then by using the L{<,-dispersion, i.e., Lemma[0.18,
to write

Plcy.cq"*(0,-) = o< (1)
from which the desired smallness follows easily. The interaction terms of temporally unbounded z/;"“b with
the remaining components 1/1"’4(()0), 7,/;“(>B°), WneB "are handled as before and are omitted.

(i.2.c) Errors generated by the weakly small remainder W™*P. Again recalling Part (B) of the proof of
Proposition .22, and Lemma [0.24, we know that W5 is of pure gradient form up to a negligible error
(provided B and n are large enough). The conclusion is that the error of the form

Po[athaB _ vmWnaB _ Wnanfl([WnaB]Q)
reduces up to a negligible error to the nonlinear self-interaction term
})()[_I/Vnanfl([V[/naB]2)]7
which can be estimated as in the preceding case, using the smallness of ||[W™*B || .
(ii) |I1] > T1, Ty as in Case 1. Proceeding as in Case 2 of the proof of Proposition [0.12] we decompose

Pye into
Poe = PyQ<pe+ Po@Q>pe,
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where D = D(E..;+ ) is a sufficiently large constant. Then arguing as in the proof of Proposition [@.12] we
obtain two equations

OaPyQ<pén = F)
OPyQ>pe = F?

Here the magnetic potential A in the first equation is defined as in the proof of Proposition but with
1, replaced by

Bo

wnA[()O) + Z 1Z)Zab + WnaB

b=1
The source terms F! are obtained as in Section B and here we of course linearize around the above
expression. Then we re-iterate the estimates in the proof of Proposition [0.12] with € replacing e and
€1 = 0. As in Case 1 above, the only new feature are the source terms coming from nonlinear interactions
between the various )", Wn*B1  Fortunately, the fact that each of these functions is essentially frequency
localized to the same interval, the mechanisms that force smallness reduce as before to either physical

separation or dispersive decay. We explain here how to obtain smallness for the trilinear null-form source
terms, which we write schematically in the form V,:[p1V~1Q,,(p2, p3)], were p represents one of the

. (0) B i . .
nA 0 nab naB .
functlons 1/) o, E b=1 L ”f . We COHSldeI' the fOHOWlIlg cases:

(ii.0) Errors due to the gluing construction (O8). These errors are of the form
b b bo:
Xl(/foo,Tab‘52+1O) (t)?/)a - Xl(liooﬁTaluSg +10) (t)SAn?/}a [Ta 2]
!/

X{ oo ravsz 110y OV = X[ _ g avss 1 10) () S an ™ [T*]
To show the smallness of these, note that 1% solves the schematic div-curl system
Vi = Vg = V1 (%)

Now since we have 9 = op (1) + or2(1), choosing T2 large enough, we see that (with o(1) in case
T — o0)

Xir.r410) [Vi™ — V™) = Opar=G=3p) (1)
Similarly, by construction, the extensions Sn 1 [T%2] also sétisfy the (schematic) relations
Xir,1+10) [0 (San ™ [T*2]) — Vi (Santp® [T*%2])] = 012 (1),
see Lemma [0.3T1 But then it easily follows that
I 10y (D0 = X i 110y (D) San 0P [T |y < 6

HX’(*ooyT‘”"S2 +10) (1)0e™ — Xl(foo,Tabéz +10) (£)0:S an ™ [T v < 8o
(ii.1) Self-interactions of temporally bounded 1", These only occur provided Iy N[0, T%%%2]¢ £ (). Thus
assume the latter is the case, and consider
vm7t[,¢~]nabv—l Qy_j (,Jjnu,b7 ,&nab)]
Now the estimates of Section imply that we obtain
IV [V 1 Quy (7 ™) [l 1, 2y < 8

provided at least two of the inputs have Fourier support with very close angular alignment, depending
on [[1)"||s, §2. Thus we may assume that these inputs have Fourier supports with some amount (albeit
very small) of angular separation. Similarly, localizing the Fourier support to frequency ~ 1, say, we may
reduce to the expression

Z VLtPO[Pkli/;nabv_lQVj (Pk21/~)nab7 Pk:ﬂ/;nab)]a
k}1,213:O(1)

where the implied constant O(1) is of course potentially extremely large, depending on [|1)"%||s, do. We
may similarly assume that all the modulations present are of size O(1) at most (which may again be quite



CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS 229

large, depending on |[¢)"?*||g, d2). But then the assumed angular separation between all factors allows us
to bound this expression (for fixed frequencies) by

V2,6 Po [Py "V 1 Qo (Pry 7, Py ™) i) S NP 0" skt IV ™ Qg (P 0™, Preg ™) 12
But then the desired smallness follows by interpolating the improved bilinear Strichartz type bound
IV Quj (Piy ™, Pigt™ e . S T 1Pk, 0™ llsir,
j=1,2
for some p < 2 following from a result due to Bourgair@ [2] as well as Lemma 22T and the smallness
bound
IV Quj (P, Py ™) |10, < 1

which we obtain by letting 7%%% be large enough in relation to d». Replacing 0 by k and square summing
over the output frequencies, the desired bound follows easily.

(ii.2):  Interactions of two different temporally bounded @Z”“b. Here the mechanism at work is the
physical separation of the centers of mass for n large. Thus consider

vm,tPO [Pkl ’anabl v—l Quj (sz ,Jjnabg , Pkg ,Jjnabg )]

where we have b; # b; for at least one pair 4,5. Now if we have I; C [0,79°2] for both i, j, then pnabig
are essentially supported in disjoint light cones for n large enough. Specifically, due to Lemma [7.22] as well
as Lemma [[.23] given dy > 0, we may write

Tnab; __ Tnab; Tnab;
¢ = coné + d}concc
Tnab; _ JTnab; Tnab;
dj = coné + wconec

where we have
~nabi;
||1/)(7:10anecj ||S < 52
while the functions @[??frfé’j are supported in disjoint double cones while still satisfying
[desmlls S C&")

It is then straightforward to conclude that by choosing n large enough, we may force
IV [0 V71 Qi (972, )] ||y < 62

(ii.3) Interactions of temporally bounded ™™ and @[J"A((JU). We distinguish between I; C [0,7%%%] and
I, N[0, T%%]¢ £ (). In the former case, where ¢ is given by the actual wave map propagation, we
generate error terms of the form

~ (0) ()
Vo[V Qy (e g T
As in case (i.2.a) above, localizing the output to frequency ~ 1, we may reduce to the case when
v-1Q,; (¢"A(()O) , wnAt()O)) has extremely small frequency. But then one obtains

Tna — nA® nA® Tna
(Vo Po[p" vV 'Qu;(¥ Ao o )]HLgH—l < ||Ps.5[ b||L;>°L§

and re-scaling and square summing over the output frequencies, we can force an upper bound < ds by
choosing n large enough. We further generate interaction terms of the form

Va4 Qe A Y], A VT Q)

However, the trilinear estimates in SectionBlin addition to the frequency support properties of these inputs
reveal that choosing n large enough, we can force

0) Tna nA® nA® Tnab Jna
[V [" 40" V1 Qy; (" gm0 ]|y < b2, [V [0 V1Qy; (" 4] v < b2

190f course one also has the endpoint result due to Wolff and Tao, but this is not really needed here.
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Note that in the second situation above, i.e., I; N [0, 7%%%2]¢ #£ (), we no longer generate errors of the form

" _ nA® 40
V[PV TLQ, (A0 Ao,

within I; N [0, 79%%2]¢ since now 15"“1’ is given by the linear covariant evolution.

(ii.4) The remaining interactions the z/;"“b of bounded or unbounded type, z/J"At()O), as well as O, WP
These offer nothing new: note that both the components z/;"“b of unbounded type as well as the covariant
linear waves W"¢P1 have extremely small Ly, -norm, but enjoy the same frequency localization properties
as 1/3”‘“’; indeed, for unbounded type tildey™®, this follows by choosing the C' in the interval we work on
[0,¢"%°2 — O] sufficiently large. Thus any trilinear interactions involving them can be handled as in case

(ii.1) in the asymptotic regime. Also, not that interactions of 9, W51 with 1/)”‘480) are of schematic type
o __ na nA©
Vz,tw)nAo \% 1Qlfj (aaW B s 7/) Ao )]
Voa[0"4 VT Q5 (0 P10y B )]
vm)t[aawnaBl v—l Qy_j (’(/JnA((JO) , aaWnaBl )]7

and hence can be made arbitrarily small with respect to || - ||y by choosing n large enough.

We omit the treatment of the higher order interactions between the "t ag this offers nothing quali-
tatively new. Applying the arguments from the proof of Proposition [0.12] we now conclude the proof of
Proposition [0.2§] O

Proposition allows us to extend the Coulomb components 7<* to the interval [0, "2 — C].
But now the profiles ¥ which were temporally bounded with respect to t = 0 become temporally
unbounded with respect to the new starting time "2 — C asn — oo. Now by repeating the arguments in
Section [0.6.3, we see that for those concentration profiles 1" for which (see the discussion in Section [0.6.3)
limsup,, ., [t"®2 — "% < oo, i.e., they concentrate at time "2 or alternatively time "2 — C' | the
exact same arguments as in that subsection imply that they can be approximated arbitrarily well in the
L?-sense by Coulomb components of admissible maps (but for this we have to know that the Components
¢Z(<a) and the associated wave maps actually extend to time "?2 — (). But then we have an exact

analogue for Proposition @28 on the interval [t"e*2 — C, "% — C]. Repeating this process finitely many
times, we extend 17(<® to R2+1, and obtain an apriori bound

195 <ls < Ca
as well as exponential decay of the ||Pka(<“)Hs[k] for k> log[(A2)~1].

9.8. Completion of the proof of Proposition as well as of Corollary Both of these can
be deduced by a simpler version of the proof of Proposition For Proposition [.T5] one makes the
ansatz
Yo =04 (S(0—t) (0 V,V)) + €a

and performs a bootstrap argument for ||ea||s((—oc,01xr2) for to large enough. This is as in the proof of
Proposition where the free linear evolution of 9, (S(0 — t0)(9;V,V)) replaces one of the temporally
unbounded QBnab, say, while all the other components gi;"“b, 1/}"A((70), O W™eB1 vanish. If we pick ¢y large
enough, all the error terms due to nonlinear self-interactions of 0, (S(t — t9)(0;V,V)) become arbitrarily
small due to the reasoning in case (ii.1) of the proof of Proposition As there, one then obtains the

estimates for € via the technique used in the proof of Proposition[@0.121 We conclude that for given d3 > 0,
if ¢y is chosen large enough, we obtain the apriori bound

ll€alls((—o0,01xR2) K 03

and from here the smoothness of the solution follows, see Proposition
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Next, we prove Corollary [[.I6t from Proposition [[.I0] we know that we can construct admissible
Coulomb components of the form

Y= 0a(S(t — 1) (0, V,V)) + €a
for t € (—o0,t, — C] for some large enough absolute constant C, with

limSU.p ||€a||S((foo,tnfc]><]R2) < 1.
n—o0

Now we claim that the functions 9" (t,, — 10C, ) form a Cauchy sequence in the L2-sense. To see this,
note that for n > m

Yi(tn = tm, ) = g (0,) + or2(1)
as n,m — 0o, whence by Proposition [Z. 11 one has
Y2 (ty, — 10C, ) = Y2 (ty, — 10C, +) + 0r2(1)
But then also
YRt +tn, ) =V (E+tm, ) +or2(l), € (—o00,—10C)
again by Proposition [Z.I]], and furthermore, due to the uniform bounds

lim sup || ]| s (=00t —CxR2) < M < 00
n—oo

for suitable M € R, we conclude upon denoting
Woo(t, ) := m L (t + tn, )

that
I s (=00, xr2) < M
for any C' < 10C, as desired.

9.9. Step 5 of the Bahouri Gerard process; adding all atoms. In the preceding subsection we
derived apriori bounds for the wave maps evolution of the (admissible) Coulomb components

©) ; - 7 g
(’LUZAO +¢Zl)e—lzk:1,zﬁ O (w0 +¢kl)+0L2(1)

under the assumption that either
(0)
lim inf ||w™ |2 >0
n—o0 i

or else, applying the second stage Bahouri Gerard decomposition to the large atom ¢™!', that at all the
concentration profiles have energy < E..;s . We shall henceforth make this assumption. Now we continue
the process by extending the data at time ¢ = 0 for the Coulomb components to

(0) (1)
40 (1) . _ nA nA
n n nA A 1 0 nl 0
(wa ° + <Z501 +wa ° e IR Ok (wy, i ) +or2(1),

where we recall that the error term oy2(1) is necessary in order to ensure that the data correspond to
exact Coulomb components of an admissible map. Denote the wave maps evolution of
O na®
(wZA‘()O) +out + wZAél))e*iZkzl,z AT (w0 gt 0y orz(1),
which is defined at time ¢ = 0, by the same symbol. We state the result:

Proposition 9.32. Under the preceding assumptions, the evolution of the preceding Coulomb components
exists globally in time. For n large enough, we have an apriori bound

0) (1) . 1 nAg)O) nl nAg)l)
(wa + Pt + wp™ e Trm2 &7 k(w0 HO Hw 0 ) orz(1)[|sme+1) < 00
The bound here depends on E..;; as well as the apriori bounds for the evolution of the concentration
profiles extracted by adding ¢™*. Furthermore, we have the same bounds as in Proposition [I.11] (applied
to the union of all J;), where the implied constants depend on Ecrix as well as the apriori bounds for the
evolution of the concentration profiles extracted by adding ¢™'.
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The proof of this is a precise replica of the one given in Step 3. The difference consists in the fact that
in the decomposition (see Step 2)

wnAél) — Z d)na? + wnA(l)
J

nA®

we now need to ensure that ||w I g is small enough depending on both Ec,i; as well as the apriori

bounds for the concentration profiles from Step 4.
Next, one extends the data at time ¢t = 0 to

nA© L nA® ) _ A-lp nal® o mald
(wa 0 + @1 Fwn0 4 gr2)e I Zrmr 2 AT Olw T oW HET) 4 5 (1)

Repeating the procedure of Step 4 but with magnetic potential defined in terms of the i-evolution of

(0) (1)
40 (1) . _ nA nA
n n nA A 1 0 nl 0
(wa ° + <Z501 +wa ° e I Ok (wy, i ) +or2(1),

one again derives the same types of bounds as in Proposition [0.28 and the process continues Ay many
times, as we recall from the discussion at the beginning of Step 2. We have finally arrived at the following
grand conclusion to this section.

Theorem 9.33. Let " be a sequence of gauged derivative components of admissible wave maps u'™ :
[T, T7] x R? — H2. The hypothesis

(9.79) nh_)ngo ||7/}n||5([—T(}‘,T{‘]><R2) =0
implies that two possible cases occur: up to rescaling and spatial translations, either we have
ba(0, ) = Vo + 07 (1)
for some fized L?—pmﬁle Va, or else we have for some sequence t"™ — oo (or t" — —o0) and suitable
(0:V,V) e L? x H*,
Va0, ) = 0a (S(0 = ")[3:V, V]) + 0L (1),

where S(t) refers to the standard free wave propagator. In the former case

2
Z ||‘/Ot||%2 = FEerit s
a=0

while in the latter case, one has
2
(9.80) > 104V 32 = Eerir
a=0

Note that due to Lemma [.I0 in the first case, there exist Ty > 0, Ty > 0 with the property that
sup [[¢" || s((—1, 1) xR2) < 00,
n

and we can then define

(9.81) lim % (¢, x) =: U (¢, x)
n—oo
> ([=To, T1); L*(R?)). Similarly, in the second case, due to Corollary[7.16]
we have the corresponding statements on some semi-infinite interval I = (—o0, T) respectively (Tp, 00).
We call the maximal such open interval (=T, T}) (respectively (—oo,Tp) or (Tp, 00)) the lifespan of the
asymptotic object U°(¢,z). Finally, in order to apply the Kenig-Merle type argument, we need the
following essential compactness property:

where the limit is in the sense of L°

Corollary 9.34. There exist continuous functions T : I — R% and X : I — Rt so that the family of
functions {\(t)"PW(¢t, (- — Z(t))A(t) ") heer C L2 is pre-compact.
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Proof. We may assume that

(9.82) sup | W[ 5(j0,2) xr2) = 00
0<T2<T

see Lemma[T.I71 The proof follows [13], [14] and amounts to an argument by contradiction. More precisely,
we begin by showing that one can find functions A(t), Z(¢) not necessarily continuous with the desired
compactness property. Suppose this fails. Then there exists € > 0 and a sequence of times {t,} C I so
that
(9.83) inf  IANTEOR(t, (- — AT = U, )]|2 > €

A>0,7€R?
for any n # m. Necessarily ¢, — T;. Now apply Theorem [0.33] to the sequence {U°(¢,,-)}52,, which
satisfies (@79), but on a shifted time-interval. Note that ¥S°(t,, ) are not admissible in the sense that
they are not necessarily given as the Coulomb derivative components of admissible wave maps. However,

by approximation by the original sequence ¥ (up to symmetries) one concludes that either for some
Vo, € L?(R?),

(9.84) W (b, ) = Ay Val(z — za) A ) + 07 (1)
for some sequence A, x,, or that for some s — oo or s,, — —0o0,
(9.85) U (tn, @) = Ay 0a (S(=sM)[0V, V]) ((z — 2a) A1) + 01 (1),

where V' is as in (@80). Clearly, (@.84]) contradicts (@.83). For (@.88]), we first show that {s,}5°; has to be
bounded. Assume that s, — —oco. Then Proposition [Z.I5 implies for large n that WS exists on [0, 00) x R?
and

H‘I’ZOHS([O,oo)xW) < o0
which contradicts our assumption ([@82)). If on the other hand s, — oo, then this implies by the same
proposition that
S?IPH\IJZOHS((foo,tn])xR?) < 0

This again contradicts our assumption ([@.82) and we are done. As in [13] one proves by approximation
that A and Z can be taken to be continuous. |

10. THE PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

For the purposes of this section, it is sometimes preferable pass to the extrinsic point of view. Specifically,
let S be a compact Riemann surface of the hyperbolic type, i.e., it is uniformized by the hyperbolic plane.
Given a covering map 7 : H? — S, we obtain a Riemannian structure on S which makes 7 a local isometry.
By Nash’s theorem, we may isometrically embed S < R¥ into an ambient Euclidean space. Now denote
the compositions

Ut:=7nou” : IxR?=> S
defined on I x R2, see the above discussion. We can express these maps in terms of the ambient coordinates.
Our first task is to identify an actual map U from I x R? into S < R¥ which in some sense corresponds to
the limiting object W2°(¢, z). The fact that this can be done follows again from the compactness property
of the ¥°(t,x). We have the following

Proposition 10.1. Under the above assumptions, there exists a subsequence of {U™, ¢™, ¥} which we
denote in the same fashion as well as a function U(t,-) € CO(I; H*) N CY(I; L?) , such that

lim U"(t,z) =:U(t,z), lim V,.U"(t,x) =V, U(t z)
n—oo n—oo
where the former limit is the a.e. pointwise sense and the latter limit is in the L2-sense on fized time

intervals. The map U is a weak wave map (in the distributional sense). Also, the second limit is uniform
on compact intervals J C I. Finally, the family of functions

{VoiU(t, Vher C L2

is compact up to rescaling and translational symmetries (which may depend on time).



234 JOACHIM KRIEGER, WILHELM SCHLAG

Proof. We may assume that for times ¢t € I we have
Yalts ) =W (t, ) +orz(1)

But then it follows that for each such ¢ € I, there is a subsequence (depending on t) such that also ¢2 (¢, -)
converges in the L?-sense. To see this, note that

Go(t,) = (¥(t, 1) + 0L2(1))em71 Y5 9)

inherits both the physical L2-localization coming from WS°(¢,-) as well as the Fourier localization of this
proﬁl@ whence it is compact and a subsequence converges as claimed. Picking a dense subset of times
{t;}32, C I and using the Cantor diagonal argument, one obtains a subsequence which we again denote
by ¥™ etc. such that ¢"(¢;, -) converges for each i in the L? sense. By Corollary [0.34] it then follows that
@™ (t, -) converges in the L? sense, uniformly on compact sub-intervals of I. In particular, the limit ¢>
satisfies > € CY(I; L?(R?)). We now use this to infer the existence of U(t,x). First, introduce a global
frame {e; 2} on the pull-back bundle of T'S under the wave map U™ by projecting down the standard
frame {e1, e2}, i.e., ¢;(t,x) := m.(e;)(u"(¢,z)). Thus
(10.1) O U™ (t,x) = Y ep(t,z)gl" (t,z)

k=1,2
Fix some I' C I which is compactly contained in I. We now use that the pull-back frame is bounded. By

the preceding, given € > 0 there exists R so large that

. n
llgsogp Vel X[\w\>R]||Loo(1/;L2(|z|>R)) <€

On the other hand, it is clear that

limsup HVt,zU"HLm(p;p) < 00
n—00

By Rellich’s theorem we now conclude that up to passing to a subsequence, 9, U™ — X, in L*(I'; L?)
(in the weak-* sense), as well as U™ — U in L{® (I; L?) strongly. Necessarily then U € L>(I', H'(R?)),

loc

see ([I0.) as well as X, = 9,U. One immediately obtains the stronger statement that U € C°(I, L?) by
integrating in time. One in fact has stronger convergence: first note that
duef(t, ) = d(m.)(de;)(u" (¢, 2))Oau” (t, )

which implies that {e?}2°, is compact in H'(R?). It now follows from (I0.I) and Rellich’s theorem as
before that up to a subsequence one has

&lUn(ti, ) — &lU(ti, )
strongly in L2. By compactness, one therefore also has strongly in L?

A U"(t,-) = 0,U(t,-)

uniformly on compact subsets of I. This implies all the convergence and regularity statements of the
proposition. The fact that U is a weak wave map follows from this, as well as from [9]. 0

Note that we do not claim that we have uniqueness for the limiting object U, and indeed we only have
a well-posedness theory at the level of the 1,. Thus we cannot purely work at the level of wave maps with
compact target S. Nevertheless, the latter will play an important role when ruling out certain pathological
behaviors, or also to formulate the conservation laws.

For example, we have the following

Corollary 10.2. Let U be the weak wave map as in Proposition[I0.l Then one has the following conser-
vation laws: with | - |* = (-,) being the metric on S,

o 452 o Juz 10Ut x)[>dx =0

o L[ (U x),0U(t,z)de=0 i=12

o 430 Jpemid(x/RYOU (L 2), U (L, 2)) dv = — [0 [0,U (1, 2)[* dz + O(r(R))

20This follows as usual from a Littlewood-Paley trichotomy argument and the energy conservation of the ¢™.
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o 43570 0 Jpe mid(@/R) 30U (1) dv = — [,.(0iU,0,U) dz + O(r(R))

where ¢ is a fized bump function which is equal to one on |z| <1 and

2
r = WU (t,2)|? da
(R) A o LU )

a=0
Proof. These are standard calculations for smooth wave maps. By Proposition 0.1l one can then pass to
the limit. ]
Note that one could alternatively express these in terms of US°. We will now closely follow the arguments
in [13].
10.0.1. Some preliminary properties of the limiting profiles. We begin with the following consequence of

finite propagation speed. Let It := I N [0,00) where I is the life span of U2°.
Lemma 10.3. Let M > 0 have the property that

2
(10.2) / X0, 2)dr <&
|z[> %

2 a=0

Then
2

(10.3) / W (@) dr < Ce
|z|>2M+t ¢

for allt € I'™. Here C is an absolute constant.
Proof. By definition, there exist u" = (x",y") : I — H? which are admissible wave maps such that (2.81))
holds. Now define

x"(0, -)n— X0 Kot ) log[g—gi(o,»)])

Yo
where X[z i @ smooth cutoff to the set {|z| > M} which equals one on {|z| > 3M}, say, and

(xguyg)(ov ) = (X[|x|>M]

x( = ][ x"(z) dzrdas, Yi i= exp (][ logy" (z) dz1dxs)
[M<|z|<2M)] [ <|z|<gM]

The construction here is such that y4 = z—z on the set {Vx(z/>a # 0}. Let " be the wave map evolution
0
of the data

n ’ n

(6350, (= 7

By construction, the energy of ™ does not exceed Ce. This requires the use of Poincaré’s inequality as
in the proof of Lemma [7.22] One now concludes by means of finite propagation speed for classical wave
maps, and by passing to the limit n — cc. O

atxn(ov ) 31&3’”(07 )))

Next, one has the following lower bound on A(t) in Corollary [0.34]

Lemma 10.4. Assume IT is finite. After rescaling, we may assume that IT™ = [0,1). There exists a
constant Co(K) depending on the compact set K in Corollary[9.54), such that

Co(K
(10.4) 0< th) < A@®)

for all0 <t <1.

Proof. Take any sequence ¢t; — 1. Consider the limiting profile {\iJZOJ 2_, with data A(t;) 10 (¢, (- —
Z(t;))A(t;)"1)}2_y. By the well posedness theory of the limiting profiles in Section [[.2] one infers that
the {\i/gfj}izo have a fixed life span independent of j which depends only on the compact set K. By the
uniqueness property of the solutions and rescaling, (1 —¢;)A(¢;) > Co(K) as claimed. O
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Next, combining this with Lemma [I0.3] one concludes the following support property of the ¥3° with
finite life span.

Lemma 10.5. Let U° be as in the previous lemma. Then there exists o € R? such that
supp(Ve7(t, ) € B(zo, 1 — 1)
forall0<t<1l,a=0,1,2.

Proof. This follows the exact same reasoning as in Lemma 4.8 of [13]. One uses Lemma instead of
their Lemma 2.17 and Lemma [[0.4] instead of their Lemma 4.7. O

Next, we turn to the vanishing moment condition of Propositions 4.10 and 4.11 in [13].

Proposition 10.6. Let ¥S° be as above and assume that I is finite. Then fori=1,2,

/ (0:U,0U) dox = Re/ UXUe dr =0
R2 R2

for all times in IT.
Proof. Assume that
Re/ VU dr >~y >0
R2

This implies that the approximating sequence u™ satisfies

/ (Gru", 0™y dx > >0
R2

for large n. Following [I3] we apply a Lorentz transformation
t— dLL'l Tl — dt )

Ly(t,x) := ( , , T
b0 == s ™
to the u™. Note that for any ¢ > 0 one has from Lemma [T0.5] that

2
Z/ 0" (t,2)|* dx < &
|z|>1—¢

a=0
for all t € I'™ =[0,1) and sufficiently large n. Then the argument in [13] implies that there exists d small
with the property that
limsup E(u” o Ly) < Ecrit

n—oo

By our induction hypothesis, Hwn’dHS(ﬁ xr2) < M < oo for all sufficiently large n. Here p™? are the
Coulomb components of the admissible wave maps u” o Ly. Note that the Coulomb components ¥™¢ do
not obey a simple transformation law relative to the Coulomb components )™ of u™. Nonetheless, it is

possible to conclude from this that

limsup [[¢" || s(r+xr2) < M1 < 00
n—oo

via Remark [I.8 which gives us the desired contradiction. Thus, we need to prove that for each k1 > ko

(10.5) Z 2_k2Pk1,li11/}nPk2,li21/}n = friko T Ghr ko
K1,2€Cm
dist(k1, k2)227 "0

where my is a large depending on E¢, where we have the bounds (TI9) for fi, x, and g, k,. Furthermore,
we need to show that

PrLQsiY™ = hy + iy
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with the bounds stated in Remark [[.8 We establish this for the bilinear expression, the corresponding
computations for P,Q+r1" being similar. First, we claim the following bound for 1™

(106) Z Z 27k ||P7€1,mwn’dpkz,ﬂzd]nyd”%h <A

ki>ks  K1,2€Cm,g
dist(k1, kp)227 "0

This, however, is immediate from the angular separation and (230) with a constant A’ which depends
on M and E.,; . In fact, we need something slightly stronger due to the usual tail issues:

(10.7) sup Yy > 27k2||Pkl’,{l1/)"’dTyPk21,<21/Jn’d||%iz <N

Y ki>ko £1,2€ECmq
dist(k1, k2) 2270

where 7, is a translation by y € R?. Next, we claim the following estimate:

(108) Z Z 27k ||P7€1>fi1 ¢n7dpk27f€2¢n)d”%§m <A

ki>ks  K1,2€Cmg
dist(k1, k2)227 ™0

where ¢™¢ are the derivative components of the u™ o Lg. This is the same as

Z Z 2_k2 ||Pk1,l~c1 (djmdﬁ_iailq&n’d) ’ Pk2,l~i2 (wn,de—wfl(b"’d) Hi?r < A

k1>ko £1,2€Cm
dist(k1, k2) 2270

where we wrote the phase —id~1¢™¢ = —iRe 25:1 (—=A)719;¢™? schematically. This follows from ([0.6])
and the Strichartz estimate

1
(10.9) (D2 ¥ sup S 2702 P2, L) s M
jzloceDk,j ’

To prove ([0.9), one uses the corresponding bound on ¥™% (which is part of the S-norm), energy conser-
vation, and a simple Littlewood-Paley trichotomy. To prove (I0.8), one argues as follows. Split

Z Z 2~ k2 ||Pk1,m (d’n’deiiailqud) ’ sz,m (wn’deiiailqud) ||%?£

k1>ko £1,2€Cm
dist(k1, k2)227 "0

_ _sa—1,n,d _sa—1,n,d
(1010) S Z Z 2 k2 ||Pk1,lil (1/}n1dp<k1fmoe 0 ) : Pk2,l~c2 (1/}n1dp<k2fmoe 076 )”%fz
k1>ka  K1,2€Cm, ,
dist(k1, k2) 2270

_ _io—1_mn,d o1 gn.d
(1011) + Z Z 2 szPkl,lil (wn7d13<klfmoe 0779 )'Pk2,n2(1/)n7dp>szmoe 076 )”%f,z
k1>ka  K1,2€Cm,
dist(k1, k2)227 ™0

a—1 n,d _sa9—-1,n,d
(1012) + Z Z 2_k2||Pk17N1 (/lbn7dp>}’€1—7m)e_l6 ¢ ) . Pk:27f€2 (wn7dp<k2—moe 076 )”%f,z
k1>ka  K1,2€Cm,
dist(k1, k2)227 "0

a—1 n,d _sa9—-1,n,d
(1013) + Z Z 2_k2 ||P7€17N1 (/lbn7dp>}’€1—7m)e_l6 ¢ ) . Pk:27f€2 (wn7dp>k2—moe 076 )”%fz
k1>ko K1,2€Cm0 '
dist(k1, kp)227 "0

In (IOI0) one reduces matters to (I07) by placing the exponential in L$° L. Next, to bound ([I0IT]) one

notes that
1Poks-moe ™"y e S 2> M
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where the implicit constant depends on F,;; . Therefore,

_ _i9—1_mn,d -1 _mn,d
Z Z 2 szPkl,I{l (wn7d13<klfmoe 0779 ) 'Pk2,l~c2 (¢n7dp>k27moe 076 )”%f,z

ki>k2  K1,2€Cm,
dist(k1, k2)227 "0

<Y N R e (Y.YD PP | Lsree | P Pevogmey (€7 ¢ = 1) 1)

k1>kz  kK1,2€Cm, >ks c,c' €Dy kgt
dist(k1, k2) 227 ™0 dist(c,c’) <252

< M°

using the Strichartz estimate from above. The remaining terms are the same. This concludes the proof
of (I08). By the same logic, one also obtains

—k d a2
Z Z 2 2||Pk1,f€1Q§k1+C2¢n) ]Dkz,l‘@zCQSkWrCz(Jﬁn7 Hsz <A

k1>ko K1,2€Cm
dist(k1, k2)227 "0

where C5 is a large constant depending only on the energy which will be determined later. This then
implies the following version without the Lorentz transforms

Z Z 27’62||PI€17”1QS’C1+02¢HP7€2>H2Q§/€2+CQ¢”H%iw <A

k1>ko R1,2€Cm6

dist(k1, n2)22*m6

provided d is chosen small enough, but depending only on Ec.;; (so that m( is close to mg). Finally we
claim that

(10.14) P, Q>+, 9" Pr, 0"
(10.15) Py ¢" Py Q> k40, 0"

can both be included in g, x,. To see this, one first expands

_ia—1,n
Ple>kl+C2¢n = Pk1Q>k1+Cz [d}ne e ]

ca—1 n
(10.16) = Z Py Qsky+cy [Py Pre™ 0 9"
L>k1+Cs—10
ca—1 n
(10.17) + > Py Qs ks 0y [Pp" Pre™ "0 0"
k1<€<ki1+C3—10
ca—1_n
(10.18) + Py Qspy 4y [Paky—5¢" Prye ™ "]
ca—1_n
(1019) + Pkl Q>k1+02 [Pklwnp<k1*56718 ¢ ]

and then inserts these decompositions into ([0.14)). For (I0.I6) one places Py, ¢™ into L{LS°, and Pkll Q>ky+1000"
into L*L2 followed by an application of (I0.9) with caps of size 2¥; more precisely, Pre="  ¢" goes
into L}LS° as before, and Ppyp™ gets placed into L$° L2 (see Lemma I8 for the issue of square-summing

the L°L2-norm of 1™ over caps of size 2¥1). Note that one gains a smallness factor of the form 2-% due
to the improved Strichartz bounds. Next, we consider (I0LT9)) and the remaining terms (I0.I7) and (T0.19)
will follow similar arguments. Now we decompose further:

-1 n
Pkl Q>7€1+02 [Plﬁ ¢np<k1—5€_18 ¢ }
—ig—lan
(10.20) = Py Q>k1+C5 @5k 4+Cs—10Piy ¥ Pagy —5e 02"
o1 n
(1021) + Pk:1 Q>k1+02 [QSkl‘l‘Cz—lOP]ﬁ ’@[Jn‘P<k:1—562>}’€1+Cz—106_l8 ¢ }
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For (T020) one estimates
ia—1,m
1P @ k02 (@5 ki +Ca—10 Py " Pegy 50 %" | Py ™|l 2

_k1+Co
S 2% Qs kit 0a-10Pe " |12 1Pradligere S 2%227 7 % [ Pry sl Prea @™ [l e 2

C.
which is sufficient since it gains the smallness 272 . Finally, we use ([LG) for the case when we substitute
[@O20) for Py, Q>k,+c,¢™; one can then write

P, Q> ky+0, 9" Pr, ¢
= Pi, Q> ky+C5 [Q<hy +Ca—10Piy W™ 0; " Pegy —5Q >y 4 co—10((6" + V_1(¢"¢”))€_iail¢n)} P, "
where we have written () schematically in the form
Q019" = 9" + V(6" 0")
The contribution of ¢™ is easy, it is placed again in L}LS° (of course after applying the usual trichotomy
to ¢"e~@ '¢"). On the other hand, due to the determinant structure of V=1(¢"¢") we have

VTi(g"e") =V ")
By using a further Hodge decomposition of the inputs on the right, we have for each k € Z
1Be7 @)y S N,
and from here we get
10.22 o7'p VL (gnymye i e 2= |2
(10.22) 107 Peky —5Q> k1 +c2—10(V ™ ("9 )e Mirzre < 15
and from here we get
— — n ny, —i0 " le" n
[Py Q> k105 [Q<kr + 010 Py 705 Py —5Q5 k105 -10(V 1" 6™ )e 0 97| Pryg 2,
< 2870 B¢ ez 1013

This concludes the proof of (I0.I4]). For (I0IH) one argues similary. By following the same Littlewood-
Paley trichotomies, one is eventually lead to the most difficult case

Pkld)npk2Q>k2+C2¢n
— n — n n —i0 "
= Pkl ¢nPk2Q>7€2+Cz [Q§k2+CQ—IOPk:2wn6t 1P<7€2—5Q>k:2+02—10((¢ +V 1(¢ (b ))6 o )}

where we again used the curl equation (L6]). The ¢™ term is again easier, whereas for the nonlinear term
we again use

V@) = VT (")
Then as before we use (I0.22)), in order to infer that
| Pey 8" Py Qs ey Ca [ @< g €210 Py 0 Py 5@kt 0o —10(V L (670" )07 9™ 2,
1P 0™ 2 22 Q <ha+a—10Pes " | 252 107 Py 5@k ca—10(V (0" 6™)e ™2 9" || 12 e
< 28|31 P 6" o2

which justifies us in g, x,. In conclusion, we have now shown that we can write

(10'23) Z Pkl,fil (bnpkg,fiz(bn = fkl,kg + gkl,kg

51,2€Cm6

dist(k1, n2)227m6

with bounds as in (I9). The goal is now to deduce ([I0.H) from this estimate. For this purpose, fix
k1 > ko + C1 and caps K1, ko € Cm6 as above. We now describe how to break up

—ig g™ _io—1ln
Pklﬁlwnlpkmﬂzdjn :Pklyﬁl((bne e )'szyfiz((bne 0T )
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into various pieces which then constitute fi, x, and gg, k,, respectively when summed over the caps. First,
write

_i9—1l.n _sa—1, n
Pk17f€1(¢ne 04 )'Pffzﬁz((bne w6 )

3
_s9—1.n _sa—1n
(10.24) = 3 P (6" Ai e ") Py (9" Biye ")
in,ia=1
where
A1 = Pcpy—my—10, A2 = Pry—m)-10<-<k1+0s> A3 = Porito,

and similarly for B;. Here C' is large depending on E.;; . If io = 3, then one estimates
_s9—1n _sa9—1n
||P7€1>H1 (9" Aj e e ) Py ks (¢nBi2€ 0o )HLf’I
_ _ _ o~ 1l
Sy 2l Prgt e Y > 2P e [ Pes el pape
m

£>ko+C c1,c2€EDp gy -2
dist(c1,c0) <202

Cy K 2
< 21093 Z 9—olki—m| ||Pm¢n||L§°L§( Z 2—a(€—k2)||p€¢n||s[e])
m 0>ko

with an implicit constant which is allowed to depend on the energy. Therefore, this is placed in g, x,. The
case where i1 = 3 is similar. Next, suppose that i1 = 1 and i3 = 1. Then the cap localization passes on
to the ¢™ and due to (I023]) one places the resulting expression into fx, x,. We are left with three cases:
11 =1,ip =2, and 43 = 2,72 = 1, and i; = i3 = 2. Next, observe that we may assume that

Ca—1m ig-1gn
Pklym ((bnAile e ) = Pklym (P>7€1—Cz¢nAi16 wee )
and
_s9—1.n _io—1am
szﬁz (¢nBi2€ e ) = szﬁz (P>7€2—Cz¢nBi2€ 0 )

for otherwise one obtains smallness from Bernstein’s inequality. For example, consider now iy = 1, 19 = 2
which is

_io~len _io~len
thﬂl (P>k1—cz¢np<k1—m6—10€ ! ¢ ) : szﬁz (P>k2—cz¢nPk2—m6—10S-<k2+Cze ! ¢ )

—ig—lem 1 —ig—lem
= Pry xy (P>k1702¢np<k17m6*106 e ) Py ks (P>k2*C2¢npk2*m6*10§'<k2+028 [p"e™" ¢ )

Now we distinguish two more cases: either the exponential in the second factor has frequency < 2+2~0~20
or not. In the former case, one obtains
—io~ 1o -1 —i0 1™
Pkl,lil (P>k1702¢np<k17m6*106 ! ¢ ) : Pk2,li2 (P>k2*02¢npk2*m{,*10S'<k2+Cza [¢ne ! ¢ ])
S 1 i~ 1
- Pkl,fil (P>k1—02¢np<k1—m6—106 ¢ ¢ ) : P]CQ,HQ (P>]C2—Cz¢npk2—m6—10§'<k2+026 [¢np<k2—m6—206 ! ¢ ])

Now perform a cap decomposition of the first and second ¢™ factors inside the Py, ., term. Observe that
due to the fact that the frequencies of these factors are approximately 2¥2 at least one of them has to
have angular separation with the cap x; from the first factor by an amount comparable to 2-m0. We may
therefore place this expression into fi, k, + Gk, k. in view of (I0.23)). If, on the other hand, the exponential

in the second factor has frequency > 2k2—m6—207 then one writes
= Piy s (Pt~ Pety =106 "0 %) - Pryny (Poiy—Co 0" Py —mfy— 102 <higt 020 6™ Po ey gy —20¢ "0 #"])
= P]gly,ﬂ (P>k1_C2¢np<k1—m6—10€_i671¢n)-

+ Py es (Poka~ 0" Py iy —10 ks 1030 9" Py 200 [0 9"]))

The idea here is to place the entire expression into Lf@ by putting the first factor into L{° L2, i.e., estimating

io—1,n
[Py iy (P ks~ 050" Py —my—106 7 ) |nzer2 S 11Pry @[l oo L2
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followed by the estimate
— n — n_—io " te™
||PI€2>H2(P>7€2—Cz¢npk2—m6—1oﬁ-<k2+cza 1[¢ PZkz—mf)—?Oa 1[¢ e e ])”Lng"
— n — n_—id " tom
S 2k2||Pk2ﬁ2 (P>k2—cz¢npk2—m6—10S-<k2+Cza 1[¢ PZkz—m6—2Oa 1[ e e ]])HL?L%
(10.25)
— n — n_—id " lem
S 252 Phy ey (Poky 0o 8™ Pry—miy 10 <k 020 [Pkiy—mt 04 8™ Py —miy~200 ' [6"€ 7 ")) 1212
(10.26)

_ _ _sa9—1n
+ 2k2 Z ||Pk2,l<2(P>k2*Cz¢npk2*méfc4§'<k2+02a I[Pk¢npk’a 1[¢ne 0o ]])HL?L%
k=K | <m)+C
k>ko—m(—Cy

Note that we may reduce ([I0.26) to (with possibly very large O(1) but only depending on the energy)

— n — n _—id"te"
(10.27)  2"2(| Py i, (Pry 4 0(1)2" 0™ Pry0(1) [Prar01) 0" Prs 010 [Prsro @™ ¢ " liaLe

since the extremely large frequencies give a gain of a smallness factor whence that case can be place entirely
into the bootstrap term g, r,. We chose Cy here so large that the entire expression (I0.20)) is placed in
the bootstrap term g, x,. To see this, one estimates

_ 7-871 n
[@Z) < 27" Proyo)9" s, 1P<ks—my 250" lLs 16 | Pesro[@™e ™ "l Lsre
o ia—1,n
S22 Poromd™le. D 1P lzsre 1 Poromee ™ e
L<ka—my—C4

— n £ n n —id~ Lo
~ k240O(1) LS 4 SN+ k24+0(1) LSLS
S22 P 9"l Lo 22 | Py || sy | P [gre™ |

Z<k27m6704

k

3
S2mF 2 (Y2 iRl Py s
£

Second, with each So 1=}, PjQ<jt+c, and S1 =3, P;Q> 1o, Where Cs is a large constant depending
only on the energy,

@20 S >, 27 MPurom)Sud™ s I Prro) Sl Lerel|Pe+oa)Sid”™ | sre

i1,12,13=0,1

Now note the following:

> 27" PiQsrrcnd”ITs . S > 27| PhQerrcy™lTe | S > 278 Pry™ 2 |

keZ keZ keZ
S Py = ™% S M
keZ

see above. On the other hand, the elliptic piece satisfies
_ k 1
1 Pr@>k+02 9"l <2 ©21023 22 =K Py (| s
ez
via the same arguments we used in the elliptic case earlier in this proof. The remaining cases i; = 2,15 = 1,

i1,2 =, are treated similarly. This now concludes the proof of (I0.5), and therefore of the proposition. [

Next, we formulate the analogue of Proposition 4.11 in our context.

Proposition 10.7. Let It = [0,00) and assume that A(t) > X\o > 0 for all t > 0. Then fori=1,2,

/ (0:U,0,U) dw = Re/ TXTP dz = 0
]RQ

R2

for all times in IT.
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Proof. In view of Proposition [[0.6l we may also assume that I~ = (—o0,0]. For a contradiction, assume
that

Re/ VPP dr =v >0
R2

As in [13] one now obtains the following statements, cf. (4.10) and (4.11) in [13]:
e Given € > 0 there exists Ry(¢) > 0 so that for all ¢ > 0 one has

(10.28) /’ |00 (t, x)|? do < e
z+

x(t
20 > Ro(e)

e There exists M > 0 so that for all ¢ > 0, one has 0]

These are a consequence of the compactness in Corollary and Lemma [I0.3l Recall from the proof
of Proposition [[0.1] that upon passing to a suitable subsequence of the approximating maps u”, we may
extract an L2limit for the standard derivative components ¢7; denote this by ®2° (which, in contrast to
vee, we do not claim to be canonical). Now define for each d > 0, R > 0,

Zd’R(t I) ::q)oo,R(t_dxl ,Tl—dt )

b 7$
Vi—e vi-a& ™’
where

O (s,y) := R (Rs, Ry)

These rescaled limiting profiles again have energy FE..;;. Now define 6 to be a smooth cutoff function
supported on |z] < 2 and # = 1 on |z| < 1. The main calculation in the proof of Proposition 4.11 of [13]
now reveals that, see (4.20) there, uniformly in ¢ € [1, 2],

2
(10.29) Z / 0%(2)| 2% (tg, 2)|? de = Eerig — yd + dn(R, d) + (R, d) + O(d?)
a=0 R?

with n(R,d) and 7j(R,d) — 0 as R — oo, uniformly in 0 < d < dp and with O(d?) uniform in R.
Furthermore, the argument in [I3] yields that for fixed ¢ > 0, R > 0, d > 0 as above, one may find
to € [1,2] such that

/ |Z8 B (tg, ) > de < e
3<|x]<2

We shall later pick €, R depending on v,d and d depending on v, E..;; . Now for fixed choices of these
parameters, pick n large enough such that for u™ = (x”,y") an element of the approximating sequence of
wave maps from R+ — H?2, denoting by 1™%F the Coulomb components of u” o L, dilated by factor R as
above, and similarly by ¢7% the standard derivative components, an averaging argument over different
timelike foliations yields that we may also assume

/ BB (tg, ) — Z3B (to, 2)* da < e.
RZ

Note that now ¢ty may depend on n, but this does not affect the argument. The idea now is to truncate
the data

(u" o Ly(Rto, Rx), ROpu™ o Lq(Rto, Rx))

solve the Cauchy problem backwards, and undo the Lorentz transform. We thereby obtain a good approx-
imation to the original essentially singular sequence 97, but which satisfies good S-estimates, which gives
us the desired contradiction. Thus, write u™ o Ly(Rt, Rx) = (x™%f y™4E) To do this, we consider data

»d,
xR (g, ) — xp

,d, R L
h S (to, ) = (X[Ir|<%] n,d, R ) €
Yo

n,d,R
X[z <1] log[%(tw)])
Yo ,
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where X[jz|>n is a smooth cutoff to the set {|z| > M} which equals one on {|z| > 5M}, say, and
X[jz|<M] = 1 = X[jz|>nm]- Moreover,

xp B :=][ xR () doyds,  ye ™ = exp (][ logy™*f (2) day d,)
(4 <lzl<}] (% <lel<1]

Also, denote by h™ % (¢ ) the above expressions with ¢y replaced by ¢. As in the proof of Lemma [0.3]
one then checks that for these data we have

/e(h”’d’R)(to, ) dr < Ecm't — 77(1

where e is the energy density, provided we choose R large enough, ¢ and d small enough, and then n large
enough. Now consider the wave maps evolution of the data

Hn’d’R(to, ) — (hn’d’R(to, .)7 8th”’d’R(t0, ))
Our energy induction hypothesis implies that this evolution is defined globally in time, and upon denoting
the corresponding Coulomb derivative components by

n,d,R
X, 0

we obtain a global bound

[0 M lsees) < A(Berar, d. 7) < 00

Denote the time evolution of the data H™%f(ty,-) by H™%®(t,.), and the corresponding derivative com-
ponents (not in the Coulomb Gauge) by

AR
s

We now undo the Lorentz transformation Lg4, i.e., consider
prd B ) = pm () o Ly

The argument in the proof of the preceding proposition then yields that we also can conclude that the
Coulomb derivative components of h™%~%R(¢ .), which we denote by w;;g’_d’R, also satisfy a bound of
the form

I sqgaen) < A (Beri, d, ) < 00

Furthermore, denoting the standard derivative components of h™®~%%(¢ .) by gb;z:glfd*R, by finite propa-
gation speed we have

e TH0,2) = 9" (0,2), a=0,1,2,
provided |z| < %, say, where ¢™(0,-) are the standard derivative components of u"(Rt, Rx) at time
t = 0. To conclude the proof of the proposition, we note that by the convergence of the 92 at time ¢ = 0

in the L2-sense, picking R large enough and then also n large enough, we may arrange that (for suitable
constants ynm € R)

||¢nd ~4R(, -)—e”m”?/fgl(ov')”L%SEl’ mzn

where €1 is as in Proposition [[.T1] with A = A’(Ecyit, d, 7). But this then yields the contradiction

lim sup ||1/);n||5(R2+1) < 00
m—0o0

and we are done. O
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10.0.2. Rigidity I: harmonic maps and reduction to the self-similar case. As in [I3] one now has the
following rigidity theorem.

Proposition 10.8. With {U°}2_ as above, and with life span (=T, T1) one cannot have Ty or Ty finite.
Moreover, if A(t) > Ao > 0 for all t € R, one necessarily has ¥ =0 for a =0,1,2.

The proof of it will follow from a sequence of lemmas, and only be completed after Proposition I0.17
We begin with the case where 77 = oo and A(t) > Ao > 0 on [0,00). Assuming that U2 do not all
vanish, the logic then is to extract a nonconstant harmonic map of finite energy into the compact Riemann
surface S, leading to a contradiction. The following lemma is the analogue of Lemma 5.4 in [13]. While
the statement is identical with that in [I3], its proof is slightly different and invokes in a crucial way the
geometry of the target.

Lemma 10.9. There exists e1 > 0, C' > 0 such that if € € (0,e1) there exists Ro(€) so that if R > 2Ry(¢)
then there exists to = to(R,¢), 0 < tg < CR with the property that for all 0 <t < tg one has

Z(t) Z(to)
PO < R— Ry(e), ‘ ‘ —R-R
| X0) E o(e) Mlo) o(e)
Proof. As a preliminary argument, we show that there exists v € R with
(10.30) // | U2 (t, x) dedt > a > 0
1 JR?
for all intervals I of length one. If not, there exists a sequence of intervals J,, := [ty,t, + 1] with the
property that t,, — oo and
1
(10.31) / | W) (t, x) dedt < —
' JR2 n

~—

Then there exist times s,, € J,, with the property that || T3 (s, )|l2 — 0 as n — co. By Corollary [0.37]

one has that

{AG0) 102 (s - = 25D A ) )}

n=0
forms a compact set for o = 0,1, 2. Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that strongly in L?

Msn) T (0, (- = Z(sn))A(50) 1) = WL()
By Lemma there exists some nonempty time interval I* around zero such that
A(sp) "t (sn +tX(s,) 7 (- — a‘z(sn)))\(sn)_l) — U (t,-)
in L° (I*; L*(R?)). Distinguish two cases: {A(s,)} is bounded or not. In the former case, note that

A(t) > Ao > 0 implies that there exists a nonempty IT C I* such that s, + A(s,) *IT C I* for each n.
Therefore, (I031]) implies that

/ | W2 (t, x) dedt = 0
1t JR2

This implies that U}(¢,-) = 0 for all ¢ € IT. On the other hand, if {\(s,,)} is unbounded for every sequence
{sn} with s, € J,, we invoke the covering argument from [47]. Thus write for each n

To= =2 )5+ A1 s)]
s€Jn

By the Vitali covering lemma, we may pick a disjoint subcollection of intervals {Is}scan, Is := [s —
A71(s), s + A71(s)] for some subset A™ C .J,, with the property that

U Ll >+
SEA™ 5

But then the defining property of the J,, implies that for each J,, we may pick times s, € J,, with the
property that

[ 1 iy de = o3 (s)
IsNJy,
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Alternatively, this implies that as n — oo

1
[ 60 ¥8) s+ 037 ). ) e = o(1)
Now pick a converging subsequence of
Asa) M OF (50 + AT (sn), (- = T(sn))A(s0) ™)
to again obtain a limiting object ¥* with the property that
Wi(t,) = 0
provided t € I'*, the latter its lifespan interval.

We now deduce the desired contradiction from this situation: as in Proposition [I0.I] we can associate a
weak wave map U* from R?T! — S with the limiting object ¥, and this wave map has the property that

oU* = 0, te I
Moreover, we have
2

DU = D Wiz #0

a=1 a=1,2
We have thus obtained a nonvanishing finite energy harmonic map U* : R? — S, which is impossible, see
[31.

We therefore conclude that (I030) holds. The remainder of the argument is essentially the same as

that in Lemma 5.4 of [I3]: by Corollary 10.2]

(10.32) % ; /R 2:6(x/RYOU(t, ), U (t, 2)) dx = — /R 0,U(t,2)2 dz + O(r(R))
where

r = WU (t, z)|? da
(R) A@mZmU“”d

a=0
Furthermore, by compactness, for every ¢ > 0 there exists Ry(g) > 0 such that for all ¢ > 0 one has

/ . 10U (t,x)|* de <
|2+ 28| > Ro(e)

since A(t) > Ao > 0 for all ¢ > 0. Therefore, if the lemma were to fail, then (assuming Z(0) = 0 as we may)
one would have

39 < R~ Rofe)

forall 0 <t < CR. In view of the preceding, one concludes that r(R) < Cje for some absolute constant Cs.
Now choose € > 0 so small that

/ (—/ 0,U (¢, 2)|? da + O(r(R))) it < -2
I R2 2
for all I of unit length. In view of the apriori bound
sup ’ / z;d(x/R){(OU(t,x),0;U(t,x)) da:’ < Cs REcrit
t | Jre

one obtains a contradiction by integrating (I0.32)) over a sufficiently large time interval. 0

Next, we obtain a contradiction to Lemma [I0.9 by means of Proposition [0.71 This is completely
analogous to Lemma 5.5 in [13].

Lemma 10.10. There exists e2 > 0, Ri(e) > 0, Cy > 0 such that if R > Ri(¢e), to = to(R,€) are as in
Lemmal[10.9, then for 0 < e < g9 one has

CoR
to(R,E) > L
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Proof. This follows from Proposition [[0.7] by the same argument as in [13]. O
Proof of Proposition [10.8 for Ty = co. Choosing € small in Lemma [[0.9] and Lemma [[0.10/leads to a con-
tradiction. |

It remains to prove Proposition [[0.8 in case T} < co. This will be lead to a contradiction as in [13], by
a reduction to the case of a self-similar blow-up scenario. More precisely, recall from Lemma [I0.4] above

that
At) > (’10(_‘[? :
where we assumed that 77 = 1 as we may. Recall also that in this case
supp(P22(¢,-)) € B(0,1 —¢t), 0<t<l

see Lemma [[0.0 Next, we prove an upper bound on A(¢) which places us in the self-similar context.

0<t<1

Lemma 10.11. Assuming that Ty = 1 there exists a constant C1(K) such that
C1(K)
1-1¢

> A(t), 0<t<l

Proof. Suppose this fails. Let

2
2(t) :== Z/Ij‘l/?o(t,fb)\ilgo(t,I) dx, 0<t<1

j=1
Note that z(t) — 0 as t — 1. Moreover, by Corollary [0.34] one has

20 = [ W) ds

z(t)_/t1/|‘118°(s,:z:)|2dxds

We now distinguish two cases: either there exists a > 0 such that

Hence,

1
(10.33) / /|‘118°(s,a:)|2 dxds > a(1 —t), 0<t<1
t
or not, i.e., there exists a sequence J,, = (t,, 1) with ¢, — 1 such that
(10.34) |Jn|*1/ /|‘118°(s,a:)|2 drds — 0 asn— oo
T

If the first alternative ([0.33) holds, then one is lead to a contradiction as in [I3]. On the other hand, we
will now reduce the second alternative (I0.34)) to the existence of a nontrivial harmonic map into S by a
similar argument as in the proof of Lemma [[0.9] see also Struwe [47]. By the Vitali argument from above,
one selects intervals J/, := (sp, — A(s5) 71, 85 + A(sp) 1) with s,, € J,, such that

|J7’L|_1/ /|‘118°(s,a:)|2dxds—>0 as n — oo
I3

Now one uses compactness as in the proof of Lemma [10.9] to conclude that there exists a limiting wave
map U} on some nonempty interval I* with ¥§ = 0 on I*. Therefore, ¥* leads to a a harmonic map U*
of energy F.,;; into S, which gives the desired contradiction. O

This now allows us to reduce to the exactly self-similar case.
Corollary 10.12. If Ty =1, then the set
{(1 — TR (1 —t)z) : 0<t<1, a= 0,1,2}
is compact in L2.

Proof. This is as in Proposition 5.7 of [13]. O
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10.0.3. Rigidity II: the self-similar case. We now turn to the last step in the Kenig-Merle program (modulo
the issue of removing the assumption A(t) > Ag for infinite times) which consists of excluding the possibility
of self-similar blow-up. As in [29], [30] we set
x
1—t

y = s=—log(l—t), 0<t<1

and

W(y,s,0) :=U(z,t) =U(e °y,1 —e™®), 0<s<o0
where U is a weak wave map as constructed in Proposition [0l By construction, V ,W is supported in
{ly| < 1}. Next, for § > 0, introduce

x
V=1"315 ° og( +9), 0<t<
(10.35) W(y,s,0):=U(e ®y, 1+ —e"%)

Then we have that W(y, s,d) is defined for 0 < s < —log¢ and
supp(aW (-, 9)) C {ly| <1 -4}

The W solve the equation in the distributional sense
1
(10.36) RW = AV (VW = ply - VIW)y) = AW)(0s +y - V)W, V, W)

where the nonlinearity stands for the second fundamental form on the Riemann surface S relative to its
embedding into RY.

We now state the following properties of W. Henceforth, | - | when applied to derivatives of W will
denote the metric on & and W = W (-, 0).

Lemma 10.13. For § > 0 fized,
o supp(9W(-,0)) C {ly| <1-0} a=0,1,2
o [(IV,W]*+|0,W]*)dy < C
o Yoo J10aW (s,9)? |log(1 — [y|*)| dy < C|log ]
© Yoso S 10aW (s, )l (1= [y?) " dy < O3~
Proof. By direct calculation. O

As in [13] one now introduces a Lyapunov functional

1

E(W(s)) := 5

_1
[ 00 19,0 =y 9, W (1 = o) dy
This quantity satisfies
Proposition 10.14. For 0 < s1 < s9 < log(%), the following identities hold:

(1) B(W(s2)) = B(W(s1)) = [ Jy, rber dy ds

(2) lim E(W(s)) < Eepit -
s%log(%)

Proof. This is proved as in [29], see Lemma 2.1 there. The difference is of course that we have a different
equation, namely (I0.30). However, the point is that the second fundamental form is perpendicular to

0sW and V,W whence it drops out of the calculation needed for the first identity.
The second property is verified as in [13]. O

As a corollary, one now has the following:

Lemma 10.15. For each § > 0 there exists 35 € (1,]logd|) such that

1
Ss+]|logd|2 2 B
/ / % dde S crit .
55 p (1—1yl?)2 |logd|2
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| log 4] 2
/ / |8 W| d dS < EC,,«»Lt
1—1yl?)

whence the claim. O

Proof. By Proposition [[0.14

The goal is now to obtain a limit W* as  — 0 and to show that W* is a stationary solution of (I0.30]).
To this end, select J; — 0 such that for each o =0, 1,2,

(1 - {5j)quo({5j7 (1 - {5j )‘T) - \IJZ(JJ)
strongly in L2, see Corollary In fact, we may arrange also that
(10.37) (1 +9; —fgj)\lfgo(fgj,(l-i-éj —f5j)$) — \I’:;(,T)

in 2. Now consider the evolution on the level of the ¥ with data given by the left-hand side of (I0.37),
see Section By our perturbation theory of Section we conclude from ([I0.37) that these evolutions
WI* (¢, x) exist on some fixed lifespan, and moreover,

Wit z) = (1+6; — ts, ) U (ts, + (1 + 05 —t5,)t, (L + 05 — t5,)x)
on that lifespan [0, T*) where we may assume that 7* < 1. Note that on account of this identity,

v, € (ol <
supp(¥: (1)) € {Iyl < =5
for each @ = 0,1,2 and 0 < ¢t < T*. Now note that by the construction in the proof of Proposition [0.1]
we may arrange that the weak wave maps U’* associated with W7* and U associated with U5 satisfy

U (t,2) = U(ls, + (1+8; — I3, )1, (1 + 6 — s, )

Note that for fixed times ¢ € (0,7*) one has that {9,U’*(¢,-)} form a compact set in L? whence the
argument in the proof of Proposition [0l implies that up to passing to a subsequence

DU (t,-) = 0,U*(t, )

strongly in L? uniformly on compact subintervals of time. Moreover, U* is a weak wave map and satisfies
the conservation laws. Next, we switch to the (s,y) variables. Define

Wj*(y, S) = U(i;j + (1 + 6j — l?(sj)t, (1 + 5j — 55]. ),T)
with the same relation between (s,y) and (¢, z) as above. Similarly, define
W(y,s) =U"(y,s)
Then by the preceding, uniformly in 0 < s < —log(1 — T*/2) =: T and for o = 0, 1,2,
OaWZ (5 8) = 0a W™ (-, 5)
in the strong L? sense. Moreover, with W as in (I0.35), one has with 55, = —log(1 + &; — ts,),
W;(Sa y) = W(ya §5j + s, 5])

<1—t}

and therefore also
(10.38) DaW (y,55; + 5,05) = Do W™ (-, 5)
strongly in L? uniformly in 0 < s < T. Moreover, W* is a solution of ({I0.36) and
supp(da W (s,-)) C {ly| <1}
as well as
trace(W*(s,+)) = const
where trace is the L?-trace.
Lemma 10.16. Let W* be as above. Then,
W*(y,s) = W*(y) and W* # const.
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Proof. With S = —log(l —T) and j large one has
S * 2
O W*(y, .
/ OW I 4yas < tim
o Jo (1=1yl*) j—o0
by (I038). The right-hand side is bounded by
S [ 0sW (y,5,5) P

2

S/ |8SW(y,§5j+S,5j) dyds
o Jo

VRRE

lim dyds < lim |logd,|~*/? =0,

B L kT am ey Ml s g e
by Lemma [[0.I51 This shows that W*(y,s) = W*(y) as claimed. The fact that W* £ const follows as
in [I3]. O

In other words, we have now obtained a stationary, nonconstant, distributional solution to (I0.30]) with
finite energy (relative to the y variable) (as well as finite E(W*)). The following proposition now leads to
the desired contradiction.

Proposition 10.17. Let W* be a distributional stationary solution to [I036) of finite energy

/ VW () dy < oo
D

Then W* = const. This thus contradicts the preceding construction of W* and completes the proof of
Proposition [10.8.

Proof. We follow the argument of Shatah-Struwe, see [40]: first, W* is a weakly harmonic map from D — S
where D is equipped with the hyperbolic metric

d 2 2

A
-2 T

where (p,w) are polar coordinates on D. This means that

AW
—(pV1=p2 W), + —— L Tw-S
( R

Note that by Helein’s theorem, this holds in the classical sense in the interior. Integrating by parts against

py/1— p? W) implies that

dw?

d 2 2 * |2 * |2 .
S [ pa=pmgpa— [ wipa) <o

/ pP(L = p*)|W,[* dw — / [WE|? dw = Co
St St

Setting p = 0 one concludes that Cy = 0 and sending p — 1 along a suitable subsequence p; implies that

and thus

lim |W(p;w)|* dw — 0
S1

pi—1
On the other hand, by the trace theorem, sup1_, HWw*(pw)HH%(SI) < CW*| g1 (py- Since clearly also

sups o ,<1 [W*(pw)| L2(s1) < 00, one concludes via interpolation that trace(W*) = const as the L? trace
on St. The change of variables

U(P)—eXP(—/plu\/%)

provides a conformal equivalence between the hyperbolic disk and the disk D with the Euclidean metric.

In fact,
2

2 2, 2 _ (02 2 dp p’ 2
do® + o*dw” = (;) (1-p )((1—p2)2 + 1_p2dw )
By the conformal invariance of the Dirichlet energy in two dimensions, it follows that v(o,w) = W*(p,w)
is a weakly harmonic map D — S with the Euclidean disk . Moreover, one checks that v has finite H*
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energy relative to the (0,w)-coordinates and that trace(v) = const in this setting as well. By a result of
Qing [35], it follows that v is C* on D. And then the result of Lemaire [20] gives the desired conclusion
that W* = const. O

The only remaining case is to show that A(¢f) does not approach zero along some subsequence. This
case is handled as in [I3] or [28]. We follow the argument [I3] essential verbatim.

Lemma 10.18. Let US° be the limiting object as above and suppose that Ty = co. Then A(t) > Ao > 0 for
all t > 0.

Proof. Suppose this fails. Then there exist ¢,, — co so that A(¢,) — 0; in fact, one may assume even that

AMtn) < inf  A(t).
te[0,t,]

From Corollary [0.34] one has
U= At) U (t, (- — 2(t0)) A () 1) — T,

strongly in L?. Then E(¥') = E..; and we may assume that the lifespan (—Tg,TlT) of W} has the
property that Tg < 00. Otherwise one obtains a contradiction from Proposition [0.8 Now define ¥ (7, z)
and U (7,) to be the evolutions of ¥” and ¥,. By the perturbation theory of Section we conclude
that liminf,, o To(P%) = oo and
U (r,x) — Ul (1, 2)
in L2 ((—o0,0] x L?). By uniqueness of the ¥-evolutions
U (1, 2) = A(tn) P (ty 4+ TA(E) ™ (2 — 2(t0)) A (8) ™)

for all 0 < t,, + x77—. We claim that 7, := —t,A(t,) satisfies

(tn)
h_m(_Tn) =00

so that for all 7 € (—oc0, 0], for n large, 0 < ¢, +

n. In fact, if —7,, — —79 < oo, then

x — x(ty) 0)

Altn)
would converge to U/ (z, —7) in L2, with A(¢,) — 0, which contradicts ¥ # 0.

We now make the further claim that [|¥],|s(—cc,0) = +00. Otherwise, by the perturbation theory
of Section for n large, To(¥}) = oo and ||V | g(~cc,0) < M, uniformly in n, which contradicts our
assumption that |[¥8°|| (0, +00) = +00. This is on account of Corollary [[.14] since for every interval [0, 7],
one may find [—71,0] with the property that the map 7 — ¢, + ﬁ takes the latter interval into the
former.

Now fix 7 € (—00,0]. Then for n sufficiently large, ¢, + 3 = 0 and At

(tn + ( n)
—1gy00 x_x(t"+m) —1gqn I (T
)\(tn—f—m) \I/a( )\(tn—i—%) ,tn—F)\(tn))—)\ \I/ < ( ) , 7| € K,

o =
U2 (2, —70) = A7) 0 (

) is defined. Let

with
() = 200D 4 G ) a4 ) — )
(10.39) An(T) = i) > 1, Tn(r) = z(tn + )\(tn)) An(T)

Now, since A\t f (%) —— f strongly in L? with either \,, — 0 or 400, or |z,| — oo implies that
n n—oo

f =0, we see that we can assume, after passing to a subsequence, that A, (7) — A(7), 1 < A() < 0o and
Tn(1) — Z(7) € R%. This implies that

N - lwt x—E(T)T N74
A7) \Ifa<7x(7> ,)eK.

Hence, by Proposition [0.7 and 0.8, ¥! = 0, which is a contradiction. |
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Proof of Theorem[I1l We first address global existence and regularity and the global control of the S-
norms. In fact, instead of (I.2Z) we of course require the stronger

H\IjaHS S K(Ecrit)

from which ([[2]) then follows by standard Littlewood-Paley calculus and the Strichartz component of the S-
norm. Assume that this strengthened assertion of the theorem fails. Recall that E.,.;; was defined as the
smallest energy with the property that there exists an essentially singular sequence of admissible maps at
energy Ee.;; . In other words, there exists a sequence {u”}° ; of admissible wave maps (=73, T1*) x R? —
H? with associated gauged derivative components {1?}°2 | and such that

e E(u™) = Ecrit

® maxa—0,1,2 [|¥4lls((—1p 1) xR2) = 0
as n — 0o. The Bahouri-Gerard decomposition of Section [9 together with the Kenig-Merle argument of
this section now lead to a contradiction whence such an essentially singular sequence cannot exist. This
now gives the result, at least up to the scattering statement. As for the latter, we argue as follows. It
suffices to carry this out for H2. Then by applying Lemma we may represent the gauged derivative
components 1 for any § > 0 in the form

v =v)) +u)
on a time interval of the form (Tp, c0) where ij(\(/;)LHLf"Li < ¢ and z/J(LJ) is a free wave. The scattering for

the free wave is automatic, and the 1/)1(\‘,5} error can be iterated away. |

11. APPENDIX

11.1. Completing the proof of Lemmal[7.6l We need to show, see (Z13)), that there exist time intervals
I, j=1,2,..., My, with My only depending on ||¢||s, €0, with the property that
(11.1) Juax > [ PeFa (D) e r, <2y < £0C8

T LEZ
Here we need to verify this for F,, of at least quintic degree. In fact, the verification of this is more or less
the same for all the higher order terms, and we explain it in detail for a quintic term of first type. From

the discussion at the end of Section [0l we see that we may assume the expression to be reduced. Thus
consider for example the expression

VI7t[Pkow0v71PT1 (Pk11/11V71PT2 (Pk2¢2V71PT3Quk(Pk3¢37 Pk4w4)))]
From Lemma we infer that

IV 2, P [Prog b0V ™ Py (Proy 01V ™ Pry (Prey b2V ™ Pry Quie(Prey 3, Pry ) Iviy S 27 %0 Pro ol sio)

It then follows upon square summing over all k € Z that the contribution from those expressions with
ko > k in the sense that ko — k > C(||¢||s,€0) may be bounded by < egl/to||s. In fact, similar reasoning
allows us to reduce to the case when r1 < ko + O(1), k = ko + O(1), where the implied constant O(1) may
of course be quite large depending on ||¢||s and €y, and furthermore we may assume that k; = r; + O(1),
1 =1,2,3,4, 7 = 1,2,3. The proof of Lemma also implies that we may assume all inputs other
than the ones of the null-form @, (Px,%s, Pr,14) to be essentially in the hyperbolic regime, i.e., we may
replace Py, 1 by P, Q<r,+01)¥j, J = 1,2,3, with O(1) as before. Now assume at least one of the inputs of
Quk (Pryths, Pi,14) is of elliptic type, in the sense that the difference between its modulation and frequency
is large enough. W. 1. 0. g. write this as

vw,tpk [Pk:owOv_lprl (Pkl wlv_lprg (szw2v_1PT3Quk(Pk3Q>k3+Cw3u Pk:4w4)))]

where the implied constant C is large enough, depending on ||| s, 0. Then if we write

Pry Qs ks r0¥3 = Pry Qs 0 ko+10103 + Prs Q> ko 11003,
the contribution of the first term on the right is seen to be very small, by placing the output into either
o1 .
X kol’ >! or LY. On the other hand, consider now the contribution of the second term on the right.

.1
ste,—1—¢,

Here one places the output into X ,; 2 provided the output is in the elliptic regime, or else into
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L%H —1. In either case, one verifies that provided r; < —C' is sufficiently negative, the contribution is
small in the above sense. Hence assume now that r; = O(1) (which again means an interval depending on
Il s as well as g¢), and as before Py, 13 = PryQ>ko+10%3. Then we may replace Py, 14 by Pk4Q<k4+%1/)4,
as otherwise it is again straightforward to see that we gain smallness. Hence we have now reduced to
estimating

Vot Pe[Pro oV ™ Py (Pioy 1V Pry (Piy 2V ™ Pry Quie(Prey Q> s+, Pre,Q iy g¥4)))ls

but where now k; = r;+O(1) for all ¢, j, and the output inherits the modulation from the large modulation
term Py, Q>ks+c3, provided we dyadically localize the latter. But then a straightforward argument using
the “fungibility” of L7 , reveals that we may pick intervals {I; };V'[:ll with My = M;(||¢||s,€0) such that

Z va,txfj (Pk [Pk0w0v71PT1 (Pk1w1v71PT2 (Pk2w2vilprsQUk(Pk3Q>k3+Cw37 Pk4Q<k4+%¢4)))]) ||?VU€()] <éo
ko€EZ

Hence we have now reduced to establishing “fungibility” for the space-time frequency reduced expression
(with k; = r; + O(1) for all ¢, 5)
Vet Pe[Peo 0V ™' Pry (P, 1V Pry (Piy 02V ™' Pry Qui(Pry Q <y 1 03, Pry Q<ha+0¥4)))]

But since we may estimate this by
va,tpk [PkowOvilpn (Pkl ¢1V71Pr2 (Pkg¢2v71PT3QUk(Pk3Q<k3+C¢37 Pk4Q<k4+C¢4)))]HN[kO]

S 1Protollstkol | P01l L oo | Pea ol L oo |1V Pry Quic(Pry @iy 403, Proy Qv 0ta) | 12150
Then use the bound

IV Pry Qui (Pry Q<is 03, Pry Q<iy v 0%a) || 2100
S Pry Qui(Pry Q<kg+0%3, Proy Q<ios+ca)l 1212
r3
S27 H 1Pi; 05 lisiw;)
j=3,4
which follows from Lemma 4. 16, as well as Bernstein’s inequality and our assumptions on the frequen-

cies/modulations. But then again using the “fungibility” of the space Lf@, we may pick time intervals
{I;} as before such that

> VXt PrlPeythoV " Pr, (P, 1V Pry (Pry 2V ™' Pry Quie(Pry Q< 403, Py Q<ieat ) ] < €0
ko€EZ

for all I;. This furnishes the proof of claim (IT.I]) for the first type of quintilinear null-form. The remaining
short error terms of either first or second type are treated similarly. For the higher order errors of long
type (see the discussion at the end of Section[@l for the terminology), the claim follows from Proposition [G.5]
as well as the fungibility of L.

11.2. Completing the proof of Lemma Recall the setup in the proof of Lemma we have a
frequency envelope c; controlling the data 1 at time ¢;. We then make the bootstrapping assumption
| Petdl spiyr, xr2) < A(Co)er

The time intervals I; have been chosen such that we have a clean separation
Ul =0 + Uy

where we

> HPkwj(\j/)LH%'[k](lijQ) <éo
kEZ
; _1
Ve it e g1 S I¥0lI3eq ™
for large M, say M = 100. We need to check that by refining each I; if necessary into finitely many
subintervals J;; such that we have

| P2 () | iy (7,5 xr2) < Ch
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where now [ = 2,3,4,5. We outline the argument for the quintic errors of first type, the remaining ones
following a similar pattern. Thus consider the expression

> Vi Pl ProthV " Pr (Pry oV " Pry (P, ¥V~ Py Quic(Pry ), Py )]
kj,ri

By picking M large enough, it is clear that the only contribution that matters is when we replace each
factor P4, j = 1,2,3,4, by Py;v1. However, we note here in passing that one can also handle interactions
of ¥y, and ¥ L terms with at least factors ¢, present by means of the type of “fungibility” argument to
follow. Hence consider now

Z vxytpk[Pkodjv_lPTl (Pklev_lpTz (Pk2¢Lv_1PT3QVk(Pk31/)La Pk4¢L)>)]

k}j,’l‘i
Due to Proposition [6.11 it is clear that we obtain the desired bound
1Y Vai PlPeyhV " Py (P, LV Pry (Pry 1V ™ PryQuie(Pry i, Pr )l vy < i
kj,’l"i

provided either |kg — k| > 1, and similarly we may assume that k; = r; +O(1) for j =1,2,3,4,7i=1,2,3.
Thus we now reduce to estimating the expression where the summation is reduced to ko = k + O(1),k; =
r; +O(1) for j =1,2,3,4, i = 1,2,3. But in this case, the same type of fungibility argument used in the
immediately preceding proof reveals that we may pick intervals .J;; whose number depends only on E¢,
and which are independent of k such that

> 1Py Qui (P o, Per)l, oy <1
ra=ks+O0(1)=ks+O(1) ’
and then the same estimates as in the preceding proof reveal that
1Y Vi PlPeghV 7 Py (P, LV Py (Pry LV Pry Quie(Pry i, Pra )l vy <
kj,ri
as desired. The argument for the remaining error terms is similar.

11.3. Completion of the proof of Lemma [7.26l To complete the proof, we need to show that the
contributions of the y-factors when implementing the Hodge decomposition for the factors of |[V|~1(2?) in

DN P C]

L1
L2H™3
kez

is also controllable in terms of ||1||s. Using the schematic relation
x = IVITHRIVIT @),

we need to bound

DN 5o e ( e (A ) L)1

H
keZ

DBV AV IV @AV VT D)

L2H %
kEZ '
We deal with the first expression, the second being treated along similar lines. Thus consider
Pe(@ VT VT RIVITHW)]9) =Pi(Pie-10,60100 VI T (VT IV (92)]0)
+ Pi(Por100] VT (VT WV (@%)]0)
+ Pe(Pey—10v VIV T WV (00)])
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Start with the first term on the right, the high-low interactions, which we further express as

Pk(P[k—lo,k+10]¢|v|7l(|V|71[7/}|v|71(1/}2)]¢))

Z Pi(P—10,k+100¢| VI (VI [V (02)]9)

r<k+15

Now assume the most delicate case, in which we have a high-high-low scenario inside the expression

VI P(VIT IV @)]Y)
with respect to the factors |V|~1[s)|V|~1(?)], ©. Thus in this case we can write

VI PV VT (@%)]w)

= > V| P (V] P [V (02 Py )
ri=ro+0(1)>r+0(1)

= > V|7 PV Py [V Py (897 Pry)

ri=ro+0(1)>r+0(1)

+ > V|7 P (VP [0V Py (02)] Pryt))

ri1=ro4+0(1)>r+0(1)

Now observe that for the first factor on the right we have the estimate

I > VT P (VTP [V Py (02)] Py )| 2 00

ri=ra4+0(1)>r+0(1)
=| > >
r1=r2+0(1)>r+0(1) c1,2€Dyr r—r dist(c1,—c2) 27
< 27720790095 | B 571 1Py Yl 1 | Pr (0] 25,
< 2079022 B | 510 | Pra 0 57 [0 11
Hence we obtain the bound

| Pr(Pr—10,k+10)¢ Z

r1=r2+0(1)>r+0(1)

S > 2"

ri=ro+0(1)>r+0(1)

VIT P (VT P [V Py (02)] Py )| 210

VT PV P [V Pay (42)] Py )

”Lf[’r%

—E (1) (r—r1) o2t 2

72 22 || P—10,k+10 Y| g 2 1|1 P ¥l s [| Pra ¥l s o) 1912

If we now square this expression and sum over k € Z, it is straightforward to check that we get the upper
bound

S5

Next, consider the contribution of the expression

> VT PV Py [V P (97 Py )

ri1=r2+0(1)>r+0(1)

= > YOIV RV P VT P ()] )

ri=r2+0(1)>r+0(1) F>r

= > > 3 V7 (V| Py [V Pr(46)] Py )

r1=r2+0(1)>r+0(1) 727 c1,2€Dr 7—r  dist(c1,—c2) 27
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Now for fixed 77,712, we can estimate, using as before the improved Strichartz estimates as well as
Bernstein’s inequality

[ > IV P (V[ Py [V Pr(002) Py )| 12 e

¢1,2€Drq 7—rq dist(cq, 702)527'

S 20797 > PV Py [V Pr ()] Py )| 21+
¢1,2€Dr 7—ry dist(c1,—c2) <27

L —e)(F—r —(1—e)7 ro(t—e)(r—7
< 2720790 o= 0=9" TT P llsp vl E < 2227907 T 1Py ¢l s 14115,
j=1,2 j=1,2

and from here the estimate continues as before. The remaining frequency interactions inside
IVIT PV VI W)])

are handled similarly and omitted.
Next, consider the case of high-high interactions, i.e.,

Pi(Ps 109 VITHIVIT VI (02)]9))
- > Pe(Pe, |V |7 PV VI (42)]0)

k1=r+0(1)>k+10

We shall again consider the most delicate case when there are high-high interactions within
VITER(VIT IV 9)]Y)
= ) VI PV P [V ()] P )

ri=r24+0(1)>r+0(1)

But then arguing just as above one obtains the bound
IV BV Py [V )] Pyt g2 S 27972700 TT||P o s 1011
j=1,2
and from here one obtains

D SRR 0. W e X (1 R o)

k1=r+0(1)>k+10
S > 2=k 9GP llspy [T 18 ¢llspr, I1901%
k1=r+0(1)>k+10 J=12

Squaring and summing over k again results in the same bound as before.
The case of low-high interactions, i.e.,

Pe(Pey—109|VIH(VIT IV (0)]0),

is more of the same and omitted.

11.4. Completion of the proof of Proposition [9.12, part I. Here we show how to deal with the
higher order terms encountered in the decomposition ([@37), i.e., the fifth term there. We shall again
explain the method for the quintilinear terms of first type, the remaining higher order terms being treated
similarly. Thus consider the expression

Vet Pe[PropoV " Pry (P, p1V " Pry(Piy p2V ™ PryQuic(Prs p3, Prypa)))]

We use the letter p here to imply either a y-factor or one of €; 2, the the setup in the proof of Proposi-
tion[0.121 Now we distinguish between a number of cases:



256 JOACHIM KRIEGER, WILHELM SCHLAG

(1) At least one factor of both €1 and eg is present. In this case, the entire expression contributes to €s,
as follows from Proposition 6.1l Indeed, we can sum over all k;,r; and then square sum over k € Z and
bound the entire expression by

< llezllsllenlls
where the implied constant only depends on E.,;;. By choosing €y, which controls ||e;||s, small enough,
we can bootstrap.

(2) Only ¢ factors in addition to i-factors. First, assume that there are at least two €; factors. If one
of them is pg, then the output inherits the frequency envelope of ¢; from Proposition[6.1] and the smallness
follows from the presence of the extra factor ;. If the first factor pg is a v, then we need to show that the
expression contributes to e;. But this again follows from Proposition [6.1] essentially as in Case (1) (d) of
the proof of Proposition
Next, assume that there is only one €; factor present. If this factor is not pg, then the expression contributes
to ez, following the same reasoning as in Case (1), (b). Thus assume now that we have py = €1, which is
the expression

v%tpk [Pkoelvilprl (P/ﬁwvilprz (szwvilstQuk(Pkswv Pkﬁﬁ))]

Recall from the proof of Proposition that here v really stands for vy or ¥L, but we suppress
this here. What matters is that ||¢||s depends on FEc.;; in a universal way independent of the stage of
the iteration in the proof. As usual we may reduce to k; = r; + O(1), j = 1,2,3,4, i = 1,2,3, and
ko =k+0O(1) > r1 +O(1). Furthermore, all inputs may be assumed to be in the hyperbolic regime (up to
large constants only depending on Eg,; ). But then the smallness can be forced by shrinking I; suitably
and forcing that

Z Ix1;, QuiPr(Pryoy¥, Prro)¥)l|

rEZ
see the proof of Proposition[6.Il For the higher order errors of long type (recall the discussion in Section [G]),
the smallness is achieved by exploiting the “fungibility” of the norms ng.

22 -1 < 15
L;H 2

(3) Only e factors present in addition to factors ¢. All of these terms contribute to es. If at least two
factors eo are present, we clearly obtain the desired smallness from Proposition Hence now assume
that only one such factor is present. If this factor is in the position of pg, then we obtain smallness via
“fungibility” or Lf@ as in Case (2). If this factor is in the position of some p; with j = 1,2,3,4, one
obtains smallness via a slightly different fungibility argument: first, reduce to the case when py and one of
the p; which represents a 1 have angular separation between their Fourier supports: to do this, consider
for example

v%tpk [Pkowvilprl (P/ﬁwvilprz (sz 62v71PT3QU7€(P/€31/17 Pkﬁﬁ))]
Again we may assume that k; =, + O(1) for j = 1,2,3,4, ¢ =1,2,3, and ko = £+ O(1) > r + O(1).
Here we can use the fungibility of Lfﬁz by placing P, Quk(Pkst, Pr,1) into LfH_%, see the proof of
Proposition [6.1l On the other hand, for the expression

vm7th [Pkodjv_lph (Pkl 1/}V_1PT2 (Pk2¢v_1PT3QUk(Pk3€25 Pk4¢))]a
one obtains smallness from the fungibility of L{LS°, more precisely, that of
D Pl
kEZ

11.5. Completion of the proof of Proposition [9.12], part II. . Here we show how to obtain the
bootstrap for the elliptic part of €, i.e., Q>pe. Recall that we solve for Q> pe via the equation

5 5
0Q>pe = Q>p[Y  F2 ' (¢ + )] = Qsn[d>_ Fat (v)]

i=1 i=1
where the F2°t1 are obtained as described in Section[3l In particular, F3(¢)) constitutes the trilinear null-
forms. Of course the proper interpretation of the right-hand side is that we substitute suitable Schwartz
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extensions for ¢ and € but which agree with the actual dynamic variables on the time interval that we
work on. We start by considering the trilinear null-forms, which with the appropriate localizations we
schematically write as

VaeitPoQsp[( + )V Qi (¥ + 6,9 + €)] — Vau i PoQ>p [V 1 Quj (1, 1))]

We need to show that we can write the above expression as the sum of two terms, which, when evaluated
with respect to || - ||x[o), improve the bootstrap assumption (.I9). Now we distinguish between various
cases:

(1) Here we consider the trilinear terms which are schematically of the form

vm)tPQQZD [€V71 Quj ("/’a '@[1)]

We decompose this into two further terms according to the type of e:

(1a): This is the expression V. :PoQ>p[e1V~1Q,;(1,1)]. Recalling the fine structure of the trilinear
terms described in Section B we see that this can be decomposed into two types of terms
vm,tPOQZD[elvilej (1/), 1/})]
(11.2) =V, PoQ>pler V' Qi I°(0, 1))
(113) +Vz,tPOQZD[(R,u)elvilijl(wvw)]

where in the last term an operator R, may be present or not. Start with the first term on the right, which
we write as

VzﬁtPOQZD[ElvilejIC(wv1/))]
= Y VaiPoQsplPra V' PrQyiI°(Pryt), Pryt)]

k1,2,3,7

Now the fundamental trilinear estimates in Section B see in particular (.34, imply that under the
bootstrap assumption

| Prerllsir) < Cady
with some Cy = Cy(E¢rit ), we have
I > VerPoQsp[Pe, etV PrQyiI°(Paytb, Pry)] || vio) < Cado,
[k1|>1,k2,3,7
which is as desired. In fact, the proof of (5.34]) cited above implies that one also obtains
I > VairPoQsplPra V' PrQuiI(Prytd, Pry )]l vio) < Cado,
ki,2,3,|7>1

and finally, again the trilinear estimates from Section[Himply that we may also assume k2 3 = O(1) (implied
constant depending on Eq,;; ). Hence we may assume for the present term that all frequencies are O(1).
Thus we may now reduce to considering

> Va4 PoQ=p[Pi, €1V PrQui I°(Piy b, Pry )]
k1,2,3+0(1)=r=0(1)

Now if one of the inputs of the null-form Q,;I°( Py, 1, Pk, %) is of elliptic type, either at least one of e; and
the other input has at least comparable modulation, or else the output inherits the modulation from the



258 JOACHIM KRIEGER, WILHELM SCHLAG

large modulation input. In the former case, it is straightforward to obtain smallness: indeed, consider for
example

> > VarPoQ>p[Pi, Qei-1061V " PrQui I°(Phy Qi) Py Qryo(1y¥))]

k1.2.5+0(1)=r=0(1) I>1

We can estimate this by (using Bernstein’s inequality)
Vet PoQ>D[Pr, Q<i—1061V ' PrQui I (Pry Quib, Py Quromy¥)]l Nio)
= |Va s PoQp,1+0(1) [P Q<i-10€1V " PrQu i I (Pry Qi Py Qi01)¥)] |l v o)
S Y 27923 RyPLQudlles P Qo ¥l 1P Q<106 | g2
D<j<I4+0(1)
< Cydy
The case when €; has comparable modulation is of course similar. Hence we may assume that if one of the

inputs Py, ;v is of elliptic type, the output inherits its modulation. In order to obtain smallness in this
case, we can form example use fungibility of Lf)w by applying suitable cutoffs x;, for which

Z HXIJRVszQ>>k2¢||2L$Z <1
ko €7 ’

Next, assume that both inputs Py, 31 of the null-form are of hyperbolic type. Then using the bilinear
estimates of Section [, we can estimate

| > Vet PoQ>p Py €1V Pr Qi I°(Piey Q <iy 01y ¥s Py Q<is o) )]l wio)
k1,2,3+0(1)=r=0(1)
< > Vi PoQ>p P61V Pr Qi I (Pry Q<iyr0(1) ¥, Pi, Qi oW 3 re1-e
k1,2,3+0(1)=r=0(1) 0

S Prerllge 2 1Qus I (Pro Q< ka0 (1) Y5 Prs Qg0 )z,
In this case, smallness is again forced by subdividing into suitable time intervals I; with the property that
X1, Qui L (Pry Q<izr0(1) ¥ Prs Qrgrom¥)llrz, <1

This completes treatment of (IT.2). Next we turn to (IL3). The same reasoning as for (IT.2) shows that
we may assume all frequencies k1 2,3, (which we introduce in the same fashion as before) to be of size
O(1). Now a technical issue arises when the operator R, = Ry. Indeed, in this case, it may happen that
the output inherits the modulation of the first input P, R,€1, and the remaining inputs necessarily need
to be placed into the energy space which is “not fungible”. However, this problem is somewhat artificial,
since of course the Hodge decomposition for the temporal components becomes counterproductive for in
the large modulation (elliptic) case. Thus for the expression

> Vet PoQ>p[RoPe, @161V PrQyi I(Piytb, Pryt))],
k1,2,3+0(1)=r=0(1)
it is best to re-combine it with the term
Z Vi PoQsp[RoPr Qs162V ' PrQ,; I( Py, Pryib)],
k1,2,3+0(1)=r=0(1)
as well as the “elliptic” error yo coming from
€0 = Roe + X0

and replace it by Pg, Qs1€ = P, Q@161+ P, @>1€2. Unfortunately, we encounter here the technical issue
that the inputs €12, % on the right-hand side are really Schwartz extensions of the actual components
beyond the time interval I we work on, and hence do not exactly satisfy the div-curl system. The way
around this is to work on a slightly smaller time interval I obtained by removing small intervals I 1,2 from
the endpoints of I with I 2 of length ~ 77 with 77 as in case 1 of the roof of Proposition When we



CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS 259

restrict the source terms to I, we may invoke the div-curl system for extremely elliptic (i.e., difference of
modulation and frequency very large) terms up to negligible errors. This allows us to obtain bootstrapped
bounds for € 2 on f, and at the endpoints, we can re-iterate the argument of Case 1. Then the €; 2 on the
full interval I can be re-assembled from these pieces via partition of unity with respect to time.

The preceding discussion reveals that we may as well suppress the operator I7,,. But once this is done, the
fungibility argument used for (IT.2)) may be repeated to give the desired smallness upon suitably restricting
the time intervals.

(1b): The argument for V, ;PoQ>ple1V1Q,;(1,v)] is exactly the same, one square sums over the
output frequencies instead.

(2): Next we consider the schematically written terms of type V, :PoQ>p[¥yV1Q,;(e,1)]. Again these
split into two sub-types:

(2a): Terms of type V. :PoQ>p[tyV~1Q,;(€1,%)]. These contribute to es, and indeed apart from the
fact that one uses trilinear estimates from Section [l for elliptic outputs, the smallness follows formally just
as in Case 1 (b) (of the proof of Proposition [0.12).

(2b): Terms of type V.1 Po@Q@>p[yV1Q,;(€a,)]. Here one encounters again the issue with the terms
containing Ryes and of extremely large modulation. As in (1a) above this is handled by undoing the Hodge
decomposition for these terms by restricting to a smaller time interval, up to negligible errors. This, as
well as arguments as in (1) above, allow one to reduce to an expression of the form

Va,tPoQ>p[Pr, ¥V ' Quj (Pry €2, Piyth)]
where all inputs are of hyperbolic type (up to large constants depending on the energy alone). But then the
smallness can be forced by reducing to frequency-separated inputs Py, ,% (via the estimates of Section
But then fungibility is obtained by grouping the inputs Py, ,1 together and placing their product into Lfym.

(3) The remaining trilinear null-forms with elliptic output are easier to handle, since they contain at
least two factors of type €; 2, and hence the smallness follows simply by the smallness assumptions on these
factors (bootstrap assumptions), as well as the trilinear estimates of Section[fl We omit the details.

The higher order contributions from the
5 5

Q=>p)_ FZH W+ )] — QspY _ F2 ()]
i—2 i=2
are estimated in a similar vein and omitted.
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