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Abstract

We consider the Navier—Stokes equations in a half-plane with a drift term parallel to the boundary
and a small source term of compact support. We provide detailed information on the behavior of the
velocity and the vorticity at infinity in terms of an asymptotic expansion at large distances from the
boundary. The expansion is universal in the sense that it only depends on the source term through
some multiplicative constants. This expansion is identical to the one for the problem of an exterior
flow around a small body moving at constant velocity parallel to the boundary, and can be used as
an artificial boundary condition on the edges of truncated domains for numerical simulations.
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1 Introduction

In what follows, we study the steady Navier—Stokes equations in the half-plane Q, = {(z,y) € R? | y > 1}

with a drift term parallel to the boundary, a force of compact support, and zero Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions at the boundary of the half-plane and at infinity.

Ozu+u-Vu+ Vp—Au =F | (1)

V-u=0, (2)

where F' is smooth and of compact support in 4, i.e., F' € C°(Q4.), subject to the boundary conditions

u(z,1) =0, r€eR, (3)
len;o u(x)=0. (4)

For small forces, existence of a solution for this system together with basic bounds on the decay at
infinity was proved in [9], and uniqueness of solutions was proved in [10] in a very general context. In [I]
additional information on the decay at infinity was obtained. See [5], where the velocity field has been
analyzed to leading order in a similar three dimensional case. For a general introduction to the method
used in this series of papers, see [7].

Note that the asymptotic behavior is identical to the one for the problem of an exterior flow without
force around a small body moving parallel to the wall at constant velocity described in a frame comoving
with the body (see [I0]). The explicit asymptotes of the unique solution to ()~ may thus in particular
be used as an artificial boundary condition for numerical simulations of the aforementioned flow with a
body, see [2]. Artificial boundary conditions obtained this way have already been applied with success
in the numerical resolution of two and three-dimensional flows in the full space (see [3], [4], [6] and [11]).

In the remainder of this paper, when we invoke ”the solution”, we refer to the solution constructed
in [9], [1] and [I0].

Our main result is summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 1 Let u = (u,v) and p be the solution to equations (1)) for F small and let w be the
vorticity. Then, there exist constants c1,co such that for € >0,

lim sup |y°/27% (u(z, y) — tas (2, 7)) = 0, (5)
Y—>00 rE€R
lim sup |y°/27% (v(x, y) — vas(2,9))| =0 , (6)
Y—>00 zER
lim sup |y*/2 7% (w(z,y) — was(z, 7)) =0, (7)
Yy—00 rER
with
C C C C C
Uas (2, y) = yg—}m(w/y) + y—éwz,l(ﬂﬂ/y) + y—§w2,2(9ﬂ/y) - y—inw(w/zf) - y—énB(w/yQ) ; (8)
C C C C C
Vas(2,y) = y3—}2w1(9€/y) + y—;%(:ﬁ/y) + y—§w2,2(9ﬂ/y) + y—;ww(:ﬂ/zf) + y—in(w/yQ) : (9)
C C
Was(T,y) = y—;ww(:ﬂ/?f) + y—in(w/yQ) : (10)

and functions @1, 2.1, 2.2, V1, V2.1, Y22, Nw, N5, ww and wp as gwen in Appendiz [A 1l
Remark 2 This theorem is an immediate consequence of Theorem I in Section[3.

o The functions @1, Y21, P2,2, Y1, Y2.1, Y22, Nw, N8, ww and wp are universal, i.e., independent
of F.

o The power 5/2 in the limits (A) and (@) is sharp, whereas the power 9/2 in (7)) can probably be
improved by 1/2 at the price of additional computations.

e Some terms in (§) and () are unimportant in view of the limits (3) and (@), but they are included
such as to form a divergence-free velocity field in pairs of successive terms of uas and vas and such
as to have two orders in both of the two scalings x/y and x/y>.



e The explicit forms of uas and v,s imply that

lim % ?u(zy, y) = cr1(a) |

Yy—00

lim y*?v(zy,y) = c1gn(2)
Yy—00
which shows that the bounds given in [9] are sharp. Moreover, the components of the velocity field
associated to the functions @; and ; are harmonic. The asymptotic expansion is thus given by the
superposition of a potential flow and a flow carrying the vorticity, which is concentrated, to leading
order, in a parabolic region called the "wake”, in the sense that
lim yPwas(zy?,y) = coww (z) .
Yy—00
In contrast to the case of an exterior problem in R? (see for evample [{]]), the vorticity is however
not exponentially small outside the wake, since we have in particular, for all x € R,
lim y4was(za y) = CiwB (0) 7& 0 )
Y—00
which shows that a background of vorticity is created by the interaction of the fluid with the bound-
ary.

e This asymptotic expansion exhibits two scalings, whereas the three dimensional analogue (see [3])
exhibits only one (the analogue to the x/y scaling). In addition, the current expansion is sharp for
all components of the velocity field and takes into account an additional order, necessary to reveal
the background of vorticity outside the wake.

o The constants ¢1 and ¢y are expressed in terms of the solution, in (29) and (7)) respectively.

e These results confirm the conjecture concerning the vorticity of the problem described in [§]. In
the present paper the asymptotic behavior is known modulo the constants c¢1 and co, whereas the
congecture had three undetermined constants in its representation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section Blwe recall the functional framework defined
in [9] in which the solutions were constructed. In Section Bl we also recall the map defined in [9] which
yielded the solution in terms of its fixed point. We then present a new result which allows to improve
the bounds on the solution. In Section [] we first extract the leading order terms of the velocity and
vorticity. Using these terms, we then improve the bounds from Section [3] and extract the next order of
the asymptotic expansion. The appendix contains an explicit representation of the asymptotic terms, as
well as various technical propositions and details of computations used in the main sections.

2 Functional framework
We first recall the functional framework of [9].
Definition 3 Letf be a complex valued function on Q4. Then, we define the inverse Fourier transform

f = F1f] by the equation,

fla) = 7 Aws) = 5= [ e ke

andﬁ:f*g by

o) = (F <)) = 5= [ FOe= Kool )i

whenever the integrals make sense. We note that for functions f,g which are smooth and of compact
support in Q4 we have f = F~L[f], and that fg = F~[f * g, where

flk,y) = FLf)(k,y) = /R &% f () dz |

and similarly G = Fg].



Whereas in direct space we use the variables (z,y), in Fourier space we use the variables (k,t), where

k is the Fourier-conjugated variable of x and y = ¢ (this choice of notation was made to remain consistent
with [9]).

Definition 4 Leta, r >0, k € R andt > 1, and let

1
a,r kat A
taur (K1) = 1210
We set ﬂa(kat) = Ma,l(kat)7 ﬂoz(kat) = ,U/a72(k/’,t)-

Definition 5 We define, for fived o« > 0, and p, ¢ € R, By pq to be the Banach space of functions
feCR\ {0} x [1,00),C), for which the norm

|/ (k, 1)]
f Bapqll =sup sup —
H pall = t>1 ker\(0} g fa (K, t) + g5 fta(k,T)

is finite. The notations Ba poo and Ba,so,q are used for spaces of functions for which the norms

|f<k t)|
f Ba,p,ool| =sup sup
” “p H t>1 keR\{0} 7» Ha(k7t>

and

F(k, t
1F: Bl = sup sup L EL
>1 ker\{0} 75 fa (K, 1)

are finite, respectively.

Remark 6 The following elementary properties of the spaces Bq p.q will be routinely used without men-
tion:

e for « > 0 and p, g € R, we have

Bap,a C Ba,min{p,q},00

e if a,a’ >0, and p, ', q, ¢ €R, then
Ba,p,q N Bo/,p’,q’ - Bmin{a’,a,},min{p’,p},min{q’,q} .

In the remainder of this paper, "const.” stands for some constant independent of k£ and ¢ that may
change from one occurrence to the next without notice. If f € B, 4 with o > 1, then we have the
bound

/|fkt|dk<|fBapq|/( fia(k,t) + L (k:t))dk

. 1 1
< const. Hf;Ba,p,qH (tp+1 + tq+2)

const.
— ¢min{p+1,9+2) Hf’ 7P7QH ’

which by Definition Bl immediately gives

const.

ilelg|f($ay)| mﬂf Bapall - (11)

The Bq,p,q spaces thus encode the decay behavior in direct space in the direction perpendicular to the
wall, uniformly along lines parallel to the wall. For convenience later on we also define

k2 — ik,
T=t—1,
oc=s5—1,



and

A_ = —Re(k \/2\/k2+k4+2k:2.

To further unburden the notations, we set

1 1.

Ho = ﬁUa(kvs) + S_3Ma(ka 5) ) (12)
1 -

= ﬁ,ua(k,s) + S—4ua(kz, s) . (13)

3 Functional equations

We recall the definition of the maps given in [9] which allowed to prove the existence of a solution by
the contraction mapping principle. We begin by introducing the basic elements. The velocity field (4, 9)
is decomposed into

where F' = (Fy, Fy) = F[F]. The functions composing the velocity field are themselves further decom-
posed as follows

=X F s 9= X T dum (19

m=0,1n=1,2,3 m=0,1n=1,2,3
W = g Wnom n= Mn,m - (17)
m=0,1n=1,2,3 m=0,1n=1,2,3

For a > 1, we have the map

with
C: Va X Vq — Wa=B,725xB,z5s
R . . N NENEA (18)
(@1, 11, 01), (W2, U2,02)) +—— (i * o, 01 * W2)

a continuous bilinear map, and

L : Wa — Vo
W V. 19
(QOle) — (w,u,v) ) ( )
a continuous linear map. The solution (&, @, 9) is obtained, for ||(Ey, F1); W, || sufficiently small, as a
fixed point of the map N. Due to an improved bound given in Appendix [A3] tighter bounds on the
nonlinear terms QO and Q1 can be obtained.

Proposition 7 Let a > 1. The bilinear map
C : Va X Va = Za=By13%xBy14
(01,01, 01), (W2, T2, D2)) = (G * W2, 01 * W)
18 continuous.
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of using Proposition [I7 of the present paper instead of
Proposition 9 in [9] in the proof of Lemma 4 in [9]. m
Using Proposition [7l most of the bounds on the functions in (I6) and (I7) proved in [9] are easily

improved. In the following proposition, we indicate in bold face all the indices which have changed with
respect to Propositions 12, 14, 16 and 18 of [9].



Proposition 8 Let a > 1, § > 0. We then have

’1/3110 S Ba,%—6,2 ’1/3111 S Ba,%,&) P10 € Ba,%féz P11 € Ba,%,
V2,0 € By s o V21 €Byzs P20€ B, 32 P21 € By s,
’1/3310 S Ba,%g ’1/3311 S Ba,%ﬁ 953,0 S Ba,g,z 953,1 S Ba,g,
wi,0 € Ba,%,szS Wi € Ba,g,l M,0 € Ba,%zf& M,1 € Ba7%70
W2,0 € Ba,oo,3 wa1 € Ba,g,;:, 72,0 € Ba,co,2 2,1 € Bm%g
w0 € By z 3 W31 €By 33 M30€By50 3,1 € By 3 2

Remark 9 Given the decay behavior in direct space provided by (I1l), it is clear that the components
with indices (1,1) play a dominant role in Theorem [ In fact, functions in By,pq with p > 3/2 and
q > 1/2 are negligible in the sense of the limits given in @) and (@), although Theorem [ includes some
additional terms to satisfy the divergence-free criterion and to have two orders of the asymptotics in both
scalings. In the same way, functions with indices p > 4 and q > 3 are negligible in the sense of the limit
given in (7). One would then expect Wy 1 and s, to be relevant, but new and better bounds are proved
in Section[{.7, so that they will turn out to be negligible, too.

Proof. Using that (Qo, Q1) € Z, and following otherwise the proof of Lemma 5 in [9], this is straight-
forward for all functions except @s,0, 72,0 and ws 0. Note that 6 € (0,1) using ([IIF]).
For s o, we recall that

. | e A
Wa0(k,t) = ¢ (¢ 1)/ f2,0(k,s —1)Qo(k,s)ds
t

with . . )
funlho) = (o = L) e a4 e

KR KR

We have the bound
| f2,0(k,0)] < const. (|k:|1/2 + |k:|)e_|k|" ,

so that we therefore have for @, o

|G2,0(k, )| < comst. e (1 / | fo,0(k, 0)| po(k, s)ds
t

< const. e D elklE=1) /tOO(|k|1/2 + |k:|)e_|kl"s7%ﬂa(k,s)ds (20)
+ const. et DelkI(E=1) /too(|k|1/2 + |k|)e_‘k‘as—13ﬁa(k,s)ds . (21)

The term in (20) is estimated with Proposition [24]
-t lkl(t=1) /too(|k:|1/2 + |k:|)ef|klas7%ﬂa(kz, s)ds < const. eA*(tfl)tlgﬁa(k,t) : (22)

The term (2I)) requires us to distinguish the cases 1 <t < 2 and ¢t > 2. In the first case, we have, using
Proposition 24]

1
(k,t) < const.—fio(k,t) , (23)

e 1 1
M- (t=1) [K|(t=1) / (k|22 + |k:|)e—|k|o_3/1a(k:, s)ds < ConSt'ts)Wﬂa 3
t S

and in the second case we have, using (I14) to trade the factor |k|'/2 for a factor s~ and then applying
Proposition 24]

o 1
DN [T 1 e ML, )
¢
e 1 1
A_(t—1 k|l(t—1 —|k|o ~ -
< const. =D elkl( )/t eIl <8—4ua_1/2(k,8)+|k|s_3ﬂa(k,8)> ds

1
< const. eAf<t*1>t—3,za_1 ok, t) (24)



Collecting ([22)-(24) and applying (II3)), we finally have
. 1
|2,0(k,t)| < const. t—sua(k:,t) .

Indeed, for ¢ > 2 the index « is arbitrarily large due to the exponential factor.
For the function 7,9, we have, from [9] and using Proposition [7, that

R 1) —1kl(t— 1 1.
|fi2.0(k, t)| < const. er-(E=De=Ikl(E=1) (t—/ﬂa(k t) + 2H fia (K, t)) .

Using inequality (II3) shows that fj20 € Ba,co,2-
For w3 o we recall from [9] that

~ Ko k(- —k(t— >
|w3,0(kz,t)| < const. E(e (t=1) _ gmnlt 1))’/ |f370(k,0)|,u0(k,s)ds )
t

with
|f3.0(k,0)| < const. e*~? min{1,|A_|*} < const. e*~7|A_| .

Since |A_| ~ |k|'/? for |k| < 1 and |[A_| ~ |k| for |k| > 1, we use for the first case |f30(k,0)| <
const. e*=7|A_|? and for the second case |f3(k,o)| < const. e*~?|A_| and we have, for all |k|, using
Proposition 211

|3,0(k,t)| < const. e‘A*‘(t_l)/ |A_|po(k, s)ds
t

1 _ 1
< const. (m,ua(k t)+ Sh o (K, t))

4 Asymptotic terms

4.1 Strategy

In this section we extract the leading asymptotic terms of the functions 1&, P, 1, w and Oxw. We then
calculate an explicit representation of these asymptotic terms in direct space which allows us to prove
even tighter bounds on the nonlinear terms QO, Q1 as well as 8kQ1, than the ones given in Proposmonm
and [I]. The new bounds on QO and Q1 are then used to further improve the bounds on w, p, N, and
w, which, together with the tighter bound on 8kQ1, allow us to extract second-order terms in two steps.
First, we extract the second order terms of 1& and ¢, which allows us to improve the bounds on the
non-linear terms once again using their direct-space representation. Then, we proceed to extract the
second order terms of 7 and w.

The extraction procedure is as follows: we first identify the leading components in view of Proposi-
tion [§l and Remark @l We then calculate for each of these components the pointwise limit as ¢t — oo for
one of two scalings: k — k/t if the slowest direct space decay in the sense of (] is due to the index p,
k w k/t? if it is due to the index q. We finally prove that the difference between the leading component
and this pointwise limit is in a Bq pr,q 0T Ba p,g Which is smaller due to an improvement in the index that
determined the scaling choice, thus identifying the pointwise limit as the leading asymptotic term. For
the second order asymptotic term, we proceed in the same way using any new bound obtained in between
to identify the components from which we have to extract it. As we will see, this is actually the leading
component minus the leading order asymptotic term, for which we then calculate a new pointwise limit
to obtain the second order term

In this section, some bounds lead to a decrease of a by —3. Since the solution exists for arbitrary
a > 3, this does not pose a problem. We now present our main technical result. To unburden the
notation in the proofs and results we set

/
o =a—-1,

o' =a—-2.



Theorem 10 (asymptotes in Ba,p 4 spaces) Let @€ B, 1, 0 € By 11, @ € B, 5 1 as constructed in

[9], with 4= -1+ ¢, 0=w+ 0. We then have, for o> 4, oo arbitrarily large and § > 0,

"Z) Jjas,l S Ba,l,oo - Jjas 1= 1/;as,2 S Ba,%—é,oo
@ — Pas1 € Ba,1,00 — Pas,1 — @aSQEBa,E_(sOO
W—Was1 € B, z 152 — Was,1 — WaSQGBa7§_63 5
71— Tas,1 € Ba,§—6,1 1) = flas,1 — Tas,2 € Baﬁ_g,g_g

& €> <,

where the functions with the subscripts "as” and "as,2” are given as follows: for v by (30) and (73), for

¢ by 31) and (74), for & by (2) and (90), and finally for i by {{1]) and (83).

In the remainder of this section we give a proof of this theorem.

4.2 Leading order in zﬂ and ¢

In view of Proposition [8 and Remark @] the leading order term of 1/1 and ¢ are to be extracted from
wl 1 and @11, respectively. We use that w pE Ba 1028 a,1,2, since for these functions we are not
interested in the wake behavior. We have (see [9]),

. 1 ¢ R
Py (k) = 5e*\k\<t*1>/ hia(k,s —1)Q1(k,s)ds , (25)
1
1 t .
¢11(k,t) = 56—‘k‘<t—1>/ k1a(k,s — 1)Q1(k, s)ds | (26)
1
with
2
— _lklo (|k| + 'ka) —|klo _ 2"€(|k| + H) —Ko 9
hl,l(l{?,d) e +7Zl€ e - ik € ) ( 7)
k
klﬁl(k,g) = 7%}“71(]{3,0') . (28)

Formally, we get from (25) and (26])
Jim Vit (k/t,t) = —civ/—ike M =4} (k) |

Jim Vigy1(k/t,t) = clu\/ ike Fl =1 @} 1 ()
—00
with o
€= / (s —1)Q1(0,5)ds . (29)
1
This motivates the definition of the functions

Vas1 (k. ) = %7[’111(“) = —c;V/—ike It (30)
Pas1 (K, 1) = \i— 111( = Clu\/—ke L (31)

Note that Jjas,h Pas,1 € Ba,%,oo' We now show that

P11 = Yas1 € Bar 1,00 » (32)
<P <Pas 1€ Ba’,l,oo . (33)
Proof. We have |

P11 = —p L

and thus all the bounds on 1/;171 are directly transposable to 1,1, and we only present the proof for 1/3171.
In order to prove (32]) we analyze

t
1/;171(1{3’75) was 1(k,t) = ; ~IklE= 1)/1 hl,l(kas_l)Ql(kaS)dS
+ 1e_lklt /OO 2v/—ik(s — 1)Q1(0, s)ds
2,



We rewrite this expression as a sum of terms which can easily be bounded. Namely,

3
12)1,1(k;t) - /l[}as,l(’l/;vt) = le[}:’l )
i=1
with

R 1 ¢ A
I,lz_(e,lkm,l_e,lk't) / hia(k,s = 1)Qu(k, s)ds
2 1

1

t
= §e—wt/ (hlyl(kz,s — 101 (k, s) + 2v/—ik(s — 1)1 (0, s)) ds ,
1

1[};,1 _ %ef\k\t /oo 2V —ik(s — 1)@1(0, s)ds .
t

To bound ¥} we use that
|h1(k,0)| < const. (1+ |k|)e*7 min{1, (1 + [k[*/?)|k|*/?c} ,
inequality (II4)), Propositions 221 and 23] so that we get

. 1/ i _ ¢ A
|1/;1’1 = ‘5 (e [kIE=1) _ ¢ |k|t)/ hia(k,s —1)Q1(k, s)ds
1

t
< const. e~ I*It|k|el*! / (14 |k)e!®o min{1, (1 + |k|*/2) k[ 20} s (K, s)ds
1

1 1
< const. <mﬁa1(k, t) + t—4ua1(k:,t)> ,

which shows that "' € B, s

a’,5,00°

To bound ¥5" we first note that by (I08)
h1 (k, 0)Qu (k, 5) + 2V/=iko Q1 (0, 5)
= (h1,1(k,0) + 2V—=iko)Q1(k, s) — 2V —ikkoOrQ1(¢, s) ,

for some ¢ € [0, k]. We analyze the expression

k 2 k
hiq(k,0) + 2V —iko = —elklo (||+K)e—|k|0 _ QLI;FK)G_M + 2V —iko
i i

in further detail, with hy 1 given by 7). A straightforward bound is
‘hm(k, o) +2v —iko‘ < const. (1+ |k|(o +1))el*lo (34)
but since the leading terms cancel, we also have

hi1(k,0) 4+ 2V —iko = — (e‘k‘” -1- |k|o) — (ef|k|” -1+ |k|0) +2(e7" — 1+ ko)

+ W ((e—lkla _ 1) — (e — 1)) — 2k0 4 2/ —iko |

which we can bound, using ([[I0), by
hi1(k,o)+2 —ikza’ < const. |k|?c%el¥17 4 const. |k|?0? + const. |k|?c>
+ const. (|k|*/? + |k|)(|k|o + |k|o) + const. |k]*/ %0
< const. o(o + 1)(|k| + |k|>)elFlo . (35)

We have used here, and shall routinely use again throughout this paper without further explicit mention,
that for all z € C with Re(z) <0 and N € Ny,

N
z n
€” — Zn:O wi?

N1 < const. ,




and for all z € C with Re(z) > 0

ezfzgoniz

Re(z)
N1 < const. e .

Therefore, using [B4) and B8, we get

‘hu(k, )+ 2\/71']{:0‘ < const. min{(1 + [k|(o + 1)), (|k] + [k|]2)o (o + 1)}el*l7 .

Collecting these bounds yields

|¢;1| _ }%e_kt /1t (h1,1(ka5 — 1)Ql(kz, s)+ 2\/——ikz(s — 1)@1(0, s)) ds

t
< const. e_lklt/ ‘hlyl(k:, o) +2v fiko’ w1 (k, s)ds
1

t
+ const. e*‘k‘t|k|3/2/ (s—1) ‘8;&?1(@ s)‘ ds
1

By ([[09) and (I15) the second term is in B, 3 5 .- Using (B0) and Propositions 22 and 23] we also show
that

e-lklt/l (1 (ks = 1) 4+ 2077 (s — 1)) @ (k. )ds

1 1 1
< 1_ 1 1.
< const. (t,ua(k; t) + t5/2 ,Lta(k,t) + 3 :ua(kﬂ t)) )
such that, all in all, 1/351 € Ba1,00
Finally, using (I15]), we have

5= Je e [TV - D@10, 9

Gathering the bounds on the ’L/J:’

< const. e |k|t|l€|1/2tg/2 € Ba2,00 -

4.3 Leading order in 7 and @

yields ([32), and by the opening remark of the proof also (33). m

In view of Proposition 8 and Remark [0 the leading order term of 7 and & are to be extracted from 7 1

and @1 1, respectively. We have (see [9]),

. | t A
ik, t) = 3¢ (¢ 1)/ g11(k,s —1)Q1(k, s)ds ,
1

. Lo [° A
wl,l(kz,t) = 56 r(t 1)/ fl,l(k,s — 1)Q1(k,s)ds 5
1

with

_ K Ko (|k|+"€)2 —KOo |k|(|k|+"€) —|klo
g1 (ko) = o (e Tt © 27 ¢
ik
fi1(k o) = ;91,1(7%0’) :

Formally, we get from (B7) and (38])
Jim 1 (k/2%,8) = —cre™V T =iy ()
—00
Jim tor 1 (k/12,t) = crv/—ike V'~ F =& (k)

with ¢; as defined in (29). This motivates the definition of the functions

fas1 (ko 1) = i 4 (kt?) = —cre™ V7
1 -
djas,l(kvt) = ;dfllyl(kt2) = Cl\/*—ikeimt )

10



Note that fas,1 € Ba,co,0 a0d Was 1 € Ba,co,1- We now show that

M1 = flasy € Bor 31 (43)
(:)1,1 — @%71 S Bo/,%,2 . (44)
Proof. We have )
ik .

Wi, = —M,1,
K

with, see Appendix [A2]
ik
const. < ’—’ < const. min{1, |A_|},
K

which means that the bounds on @; ; are the same as those for 7 ; for |k| > 1, but have an additional
factor of |[A_| for |k| < 1. This results in an increase of 1 in both the indices p and ¢ for the components
w when compared to the ones for 7. This means that & decays 1/t faster than ), and since

. ik
At ey T VTR

the asymptote of @ is naturally derived from the one of 7. We therefore only present the details of the
proof for 7, since the proof for w can easily be recovered by inserting the appropriate factors in the proof
for 7.

In order to prove ([43) we set

4
ﬁl,l(k’;t) - ﬁas,l(k7t> = Zﬁ;"vl 9
i=1

where
11 ' 9
Aol = 5 (efn(tfl) _ e—m) / g1.1(k,s —1)Q1(k, s)ds ,
1
L1 t . R
5" = 57 [ (snathos = 1)Qik5) + 20 1)Q1(0.5)) ds
t
ﬁ§’1 _ (e*"”"t _ eﬂ/ﬂ'kt) /1 (s — 1)@1(0, s)ds ,
=V [ 000,
t
We have

const. gelA-17 for |k| <1
< <
lg1.1(k, o) < { const. |[A_|elA-lo for |k| >1

and we treat the two cases separately, using both times Propositions [[9 and For |k| < 1 we have

1 1 ' )
ﬁ'{, | _ ’5 (eflﬁ;(tfl) _ e*lﬂt) / gl,l(ka S — 1)@1(/{/’, S)ds
1

¢
< const. eA*(t_1)|A_|/ oel =17y (K, s)ds
1
1 1.
S const. mﬂa(k,t) + glu,a(k,t> s
and for |k| > 1 we have, using (14,

L 1/ e e ¢ .
|771’1| = ‘— (6 (=1 _ t) / g11(k,s = 1)Q1(k, s)ds
1

2

t
< const. eA*(t71)|A_|/ |A_|e=17 (k. 5)ds
1

1_ 1.
< const. <t—4ua1 + t—3ﬂa1> ,

11



7,1

so that 7, € By s 5.
To bound 75" we note that by (I08)

gl,l(kv U)Ql(ka S) + 20—@1(05 S)
= (g1,1(k,0) +20)Q1(k, s) — 20k0rQ1(C, 5) ,

for some ¢ € [0, k]. We first analyze the expression

k 2 k|(|k
R (L ) R L (L )

K
k 25 = &
gk, o) +20 =7 (e ik ik

eIkl 4 2%0> .
K
A straightforward bound is

const. gelA-17 for |k| <1

<
l91,1(k, o) + 20] < { const. (o + 1+ |A_|)eA-1 for [k| > 1

Since the leading terms cancel, we also have

g11(k,0) +20 = % (" —1— ko) — (7" — 1+ ko))
i
K 2|k|2 +2|k/’|l€ _ 7“6‘ Zk
AR (i i el L P S 7 1)) + 260 + 228
+ik( el (C )= (e )+ 20 +250)

which we can bound by

2/k|2 + 2|k|x

lg1.1(k, &) + 20| < const. \%\ <|A|2026A“ FA_20? + ‘ -

(|A=|o + |k|o) + 2|A|20>

|IAZ|o <
< { const. [A_|o(o + 1)e for |k| <1 (46)

const. |[A_|?o(c + el for |k| >1 °

using that
k? —ik ik

ik

K+ —| <
K

< const. |k[>/? < const. [A_|? .

K

Therefore, using (@) and [{@f), we get

const. gel*~17min{1,|A_|(c + 1)} for |k| <1

<
l91,1(k, o) + 20] < { const. A1 min{(c + 1+ |A_|), [A_[20(c + 1)} for |k| > 1

(47)
Collecting these bounds yields

it = Lot [ ke, 0)Q1(k 20Q1(0,s) ) d
5= [ [ (10011 (0h.5) + 200000.5)) s

t t
< const. eA*t/ l91.1(k, ) + 20| 1 (K, 8)ds + const. e*~t|k]| / o ’ale(g, s)’ ds .
1 1

The second term of this inequality on |5 | can be integrated and bounded due to (I09), and is in B oo,z
by ([II6]). For the first term, using Propositions [[9 and 20 with the bound ([@T) we have, for |k| < 1,

1 ¢ .
5 [ ra(h0) 4 20) Qi)
1

1. 1 _ 1.
< const. <;ua<k,t> b ok, 1) + ia k. t)) ,
and for |k| > 1,
1 ! .
’56_””(’5_1)/ (g1,1(k,0) +20) Q1(k, s)ds
1

1 1 1.
< const. (t—Qum,w T R t—gum,t)) |

12



which shows that 75" € B, s
We now bound 75", which, using (IT8), yields

t
|AT1|* (ef’“t—efvfikt)/ (sfl)Ql(O,s)ds < e~V ikt |k|3/2t63a10012.
1
Finally, using (I16]), we have
. s [ . e
i = [V [ 5= 1010, 5)ds| < const YT 2 € By

Gathering the bounds on the 7); 1 yields @3)), and by the opening remark of the proof also ([@4). m

4.4 Leading order in 0yw

For technical reasons that will become clear in the procedure of extracting second order asymptotic
terms, it is necessary to give tighter bounds on ale = 0 * Opw + akFl and 0w (we recall that @ is
continuous on R and C* on R\{0}, and that the derivative on R is to be understood in the sense of
distributions). From [I] we have

Haka) S Ba/7%70 5 (48)
KORW — Hak(:]LLl — n@deg,M S Ba/,%,l ,
with
1
Opwi,1,1(k,t) = 5 (Ore™" / frilk,s —1)Qq(k, s)ds (49)
1 ¢ N
8kw2 1 1([6 t) 5 T/ (8kf111(k, S — 1)) Ql(k, S)dS 5 (50)
1
with f1 1 given by {@0), with
5. 2k
kR = 2% )
and
k + K —|k|o — KO
O fra(k, o) = MT( ko — e=r7)
e e o
2kk
k2+|l€|fi k2+f12 |k|
. —Ko —|k|o ) 1
+2i 2 < P |k|e )O’ (51)
We have, from ([@2l),
. C1 1 Rt
Oras(k) =1— (1 — t , 52
i) = 15 (1= A ) e 52

with ¢; as defined by (29). Note that OxWas € Ba,co,0- We now show that
KOp@1,1,1 + KOKWa,11 — KOpWas € Ba//1%11 . (53)
Remark 11 Note that
F —i0k@as(k, v)] = 2ww (z,y) = 2F as 1 (k, )] -
Proof. In order to prove (B3]) we note that

Hakdjl 1 1(]{3 t) + Hakdjg 1 1(]{3 t) — Hak@as(k t)

= 2k_l - /f11 ;5 —1)Q1(k, s)ds

1 t R
+ 567'17/ m&kfl,l(k, S — 1)Ql(k5, s)ds
1

(1 - \/_1_“%) te~V ikt /100(5 —1)Q1(0, s)ds

K
— iz
2

13



We rewrite this expression as a sum of terms which can easily be bounded. Namely,

5
KOk@1 11 (K, 1) + kOk@2.1.1 (K, 1) — KOkGas(k,t) =Y KORGY
1=1

with
2k — i ! A
0u} =~ (0 = ) [ s - D@k s)ds
1
AT 2k —1 —kt ! A K =ikt ! A
KOp@h = e / fi1(k, s —1)Q1(k, s)ds — zite / (s —1)Q1(0, s)ds ,
1 1

1 ! -
KOs = 5 (efn(tfl) — efm) / KOk f11(k, s — 1)Q1(k, s)ds ,
1

1 t . i . t R
KOpwy = 56_’“/ kO, f11(k, s — 1)Q1(k, s)ds + 5 ml_ke_V _’kt/ (s = 1)Q1(0,s)ds ,
1 - 1

1 - o0 A
- \/——zkt> tef\/f_“ct/t (s = 1)Q1(0, s)ds .

In the rest of this proof, we apply without mention (I[I4)) to eliminate spurious powers of |A_| whenever
the conditions of Propositions [[9 and 20 require it.
First we have

KORGL = fig (1

2k —1

|I€akd){ = ‘

t
< const. (1 + |k:|)teA*(t_1)|A_|/ (14 [A_De* 17 min{1, |A_|o}p1 (k, s)ds
1

1. 1 _ 1
< const. t <t—2ﬂa2 + 77z a2 + t_4,ua2) ;

showing that kOx&] € By 5 ;-
For k0w5 we have

2% — t R ] t R
- %Te_m/ fia(k,s —1)Q1(k, s)ds — z'gte_V _Zkt/ (s — 1)Q1(0, s)ds
1 1

_ _2k4— z'te,m/l il s — 1D)Ox(k, 5)ds — igt(ﬁkt/l (s — 1)Q1(0, s)ds (54)

ok — 4 A
+e—”t/ ; ik, s —1)Q1(k, s)ds
1

where the last term can be bounded by applying Propositions [[9 and 20, so that

t ok — A
‘e_”t/ . L fia(ky s — )01 (k, s)ds
1

t
< const. eAJ/ (1+ [A_|?)e!* 1o min{1, |[A_|o} 1 (k, s)ds
1

1. 1 1.
< const. (;:U/a—l(k/’a t) + mﬂa—l(k/’,t) + t_glu’a—l(kat)) )
whereas for (B4]), we get
2k —1

. t
Ife_"””t/1 fra(k,s — 1)Qu(k, s)ds — igte_\/jkt/l (s = 1)Q1(0, s)ds

¢ , ¢
—% (e“t /1 21{27 Zflﬁl(k, s —1)Q1(k, s)ds + e~V /1 ir(s — 1)Q1(0, s)ds>

_ % (et — e=v=R) /1 (s — 1)01(0, 5)ds (55)
_ %ewt /: <2’“2 L ik s — )00 (k, 5) + in(s — 1)O1 (0, s)> ds . (56)

14



For (BA) we get, using (ITI)) and (16,

‘% (et — V) /j in(s — 1)01(0, s)ds

< const. t ‘e_v _ikt‘ |k|3/215(|k|1/2 + |k[)

e
To bound (GB) we note that, using (08),
% ik s — 1)On(k, 5) + in(s — 1)O1(0, 5)
(% Pl = 1)+ in(s = 1)) Qullss) + k(s = DO G.5)
for some ¢ € [0, k], which allows us to rewrite (G8) as
e (25t = Q) + in(s = D1 (0.5) ) ds
= et /lt ( B L (ks — 1) +in(s — 1)) O1(k, s)ds

t
+ e_"'”t/ ikk(s — 1)0rQ1(¢, 8)ds
1
For the last term we have, using (I16)),

¢
et /1 ikk(s — 1)0rQ1(C, s)ds

To bound (B7)) we use that
2k

< const. eM|k|(|k|Y2 + |k|)VE e B

QOO*'

f1 1(k,0) +iko = ( |k| + w)? e 7 — 2@6"“”) + iko
1
Ik|+fi - Ikl + ) g
= RO ol 7 o
k( ik ko

5 (" —1— ko) — (e7" — 1+ ko))
k
+ | |(| | + H) ((efkacr _ 1) _ (e*‘k‘a _ 1)) ,
k
which, using the usual bound on f; ; and using the fact that leading order terms cancel where we put

them in evidence, we get

2k

f1 1(k,0) +iko

< const. (|&|(1+ |A—|) min{l, |A_|o} + min{1, |[A_|c}|A_|o + |A_|20)6‘A*|U
which, using Propositions [[9 and 20} yields

eJu/ <2k1f11( s1)+i1€(51)>Q1(k,5)d568a—1r
1

2
R

g -
All in all, we thus have kOrw5 € By 5 ¢
To bound k0,w§ we use the bound (see [1)

|k f1.1(k, )] < const. (1+|A_|?)gelt-17
and using Propositions [[9 and 20l we get

1 t A
> (67“(’571) - 67”) kO f1,1(k, s — 1)Q1(k, s)ds
2 1 ’
t
< const. eA*(t71)|A_|/ (1+ [A_[P)oe™ 1oy (k, s)ds
1

1. 1 _ 1_
< const. <t—1ua1 + oz fla—2 = t_3,ua2) .

15



ThuS, Kakwg S Ba//,%,l'
To bound k0,w) we use that

¢ t . R
KOpw) = %e"’“t/1 kO f1.1(k, s —1)Q1 (k, s)ds — %e_\/jkt/1 KTZk(s —1)Q1(0,s)ds
t —
= % (ef"”"t —e v ﬂ-kt) /1 KT%(S —1)Q1(0, s)ds
¢ —
+ %e_”t/ (m@kfl,l(k:, s —1)Q1(k, s) — r k_lk (s — 1)@1(0,5)) ds .
1

We first bound (B8] using (I11)) and (II16). We have

L
‘ L (ot v / R (6 1)Q1(0,5)ds
1

k1/2 k k1/2
QAR

‘eﬂ/ﬂ'kt

< const.

To bound (59) we note that, using (I0J),

kv —ik

KOk f11(k,s — 1)Ql(kz, s) — (s — 1)@1(0, s)

ik k(s — 1)6k@1(§a s),

for some ¢ € [0, k]. We next analyze

kv —1ik (k| + & 2 ko o
KOk f11(k,0) — 3 O':Z(| ||k:| ) ((e |k 71)7(6 71))
k2 + K2
Ko _q —ko _q
= (oo 1)+ (e - 1)) o
K2+ |kl (K2 + K%, lkle
+ 24 12 ( 5 € — |k|re ¥ >O’
k2 + K2 kv —ik
+ A o — 3 o.

For the last line we have, using (I10),

E2+ k2 kV—ik
k

e < k| +const.|;|ék_|| min{|A_|2, [A_|*}

< const. (|k| + |k|*) < const. |[A_*(1+|A_]),

and therefore
kv —ik

k

kO f11(k,0) — o| < const. (14 |A_|[})|A_|o(o + 1)elA-1o .

We can now bound (B9). Namely, we have,

‘%e‘“t /t (m@kfl,l(k,s —1)Q1(k, ) — n k_lk(s - 1)@1(0,5)) ds
1

t —q ~
- ’% / (Hakfl,lw,s —1) - = B - 1)) Qu(k, 5)ds

1 t A
+‘_€_m/ kv ik (s — 1):01(C, s)ds
2 1

¢
< const. eA*t/ (14 [A_|?)|A_|osel =17y (k, s)ds
1

+ const. et (|k|Y2 + |k|)|E[Y?VE
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where by Propositions [[9 and IZGI, and inequality (IT4), the first term is in B, _5 3 ; and where due to
(18] the second term is in B, ., 3. Thus we get kKOx@w) € B, s 4
Finally, to bound x0y&f, we use (I:I]EI) so that

> te~ VRt /Oo(s - 1)@1(0, s)ds
—v/ =ikt

K (1 1
iz (1~
2 vV —1ikt

< const.(|k[*2t +1)(1 + |k|*/?) |e

t3/2 Ba,oo,3/2 *

Gathering all the bounds on the kO] leads to (G3). m

4.5 Improvement of the bounds on the non-linear terms
Improvement of the bounds on QO and Ql

From Section ] we know that A . R
Qi=(w+Y)xw+IreB, 14

The force term F» is a function of rapid decrease in k and of compact support in ¢t and will thus not
intervene in our bounds. Using [@2), (@), (30), (32), Propositions [ and [[6 we have

w*w€B7177 , (60)
’lZ) * (d} - was,l) S Ba’,4,oo ) (61)
(1/; - "Z’as,l) * (:Jas,l S Ba/,4,oo . (62)

For the term @as,l * (Was,1 We can take advantage of the particular form of the explicit functions in direct
space in order to improve the index p by 1/2 in comparison to what would be possible with the bounds
on the convolution. In direct space we have,

Q) = F s # il = it (@/9) - g (a /)

where 1)1 and wy are explicitly represented by ([@8) and (I05) in Appendix[ATl We use various properties
of these functions as well as their derivatives of order n, represented by the superscript (™, which are
easily understood from their explicit representation and shall thus not be proved. We show that using
the definition of the function spaces By, o0, We can improve the bound on Ql. We require that all the
terms of the form

(k12 @1k )| = (k1| [ e s (/g (a5

)

fora € N,0<a < |a]+1, be bounded. Since, for n > 0, all the ¢§”> and wI(;) are in C°(R) and vanish
for |z| — oo, we may integrate by parts and we have

308 (oo /) da

‘(Ikly) k’y‘—y

We then make use of the Newton binomial to expand the partial derivative of a product of functions in
terms of a product of ordinary derivatives,

}(Ik‘ly Q1 (k, y)‘

1
< const. y2“/ —
[y

n=0

() o4 ey k™ /)

Using the essential fact that

sup {|z|”+3/2|1/1§") (z)|} = const. < oo, n>0, (63)
zER

17



and that all the wl(;) are zero for z < 0, we have

yn+3/2

ey de

’(|k|y2)‘l@?(k,y)} < const. i % /Ooo

n=0 Yy

Finally, using the change of variables z = x/y? and the crucial fact that all the w(W") have exponential

decay when z — 0, we have

n+3/2 poo (a—n)
2\a Ad Y wy ' (2) 2
[kl Q1 (k. )| < const. > | | v
a o (a—n)
1 / wy (%) 1
< const. — ————~1dz < const.— .
nZ:O y4 0 n+3/2 y4
From this we have ¢ = 4 and thus @as,l * Was1 € Ba,ooa. We conclude, with ([G0)—(G2), that
Q1€ Ba144 - (64)
Similarly, we have .
Qo € Ba—1,43 , (65)

where the index ¢ = 3 is due to the product & 7. In light of ([64]) we define
P S%ﬁa,(k, s)+ Siﬂza,(k, 5) (66)
to replace (I3) from now on.
4.5.1 New bounds
It is now possible to reevaluate the bounds on all functions presented in Proposition B

Proposition 12 Let o/ > 1 and § > 0. We have

?110 € Ba’,%f&Q Q/AJLl € Ba’,%,B 95110 € Ba/,%—é,Q 95111 € Ba’,%,3
Pa,0 € Bar 3,2 Y21 € Bor 3,3 P2,0 € Bar 3,2 P2,1 € Bar 3,3
Y30 € Bagg,g P31 € Bar,373 $3,0 € B 3,2 $31 € Bar 33

w10 € Baraz—s w11 € Barzn M,0 € Barzo—s  N1,1 € Bar 20
W20 € Bo oo,z W21 € Bar oo,3 72,0 € Baroo2 M2,1 € Bar,oo,3
w30 € Bor a3 W31 € Bor 3,3 N3,0 € Bar 3,2 N3,1 € Bar 2,2

Proof. This is straightforward by the new bounds (G3) and (©4]). For @ and 721 we make use of
an existing factor e*~(=1 (see [9]) and apply ([[I3), just as was done for &g and s in the proof of

Proposition[8 =
Remark 13 We also have

w — d)as,l S Ba/,3,2 ) (67)
77 - 7?as,l € Ba’,Q,l . (68)

Improvement of the bound on 9,Q;

From [I] we have A A
OQ1=10% Okl + Oxl2 € B, 3 5 -

The term 9y F is a function of rapid decrease in k and of compact support in ¢ and will thus not intervene
in our bounds We use Propositions [I2 and I8, (32]), [ @8)) and (B3] to show that

W* W € Bor a2, (69)
W % (O — Okns 1) € B 3 o (70)
(1& - 1&&5,1) * OpWas,1 € Bar 2,00 - (71)
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Since .
f_l[ak@as](x7y> = EWW(Z'/ZJQ) )

we again use property (G3) of ¥.s1 and the fact that wg;)l(z < 0) = 0, for all n, to show that the
convolution product 1/;%7 1 % OkWas can be bounded in direct space in order to improve the index p by 1/2
in comparison to what would be possible with the bounds on convolution. The calculation is slightly
longer than in the previous section, but the steps are exactly the same, so that we omit the details of

the proof for the sake of concision. We finally have
Q/Ajas,l * ak@aus S Ba,oo,Q ’

and we thus get .
OkQ1 € Barr 2,2 - (72)

4.6 Second order in 1/3 and ¢

Applying the new bound (64]) for Q1 in a straightforward manner, and in view of Proposition [2 and

Remark [@ we find that the second order terms of ’L/AJ and ¢ are to be extracted from 1/;171 — 1/3%71 and
P11 — Pas,1, respectively. Inspecting the limits of these quantities motivates us, in a similar way as in

the case of the leading order of 1[) and ¢, to define the functions

- 1 _
Vas,a(k,t) = — (c1|k| + 5022k) eIkt (73)
5 _ — k|t
Pas2(k,t) = — | crik — 502|k| e , (74)
with ¢; as defined by (29) and
o = / (5—1)% 01 (0, 5) ds . (75)
1
Note that 1[)a572, Pas,2 € Bar 1,00. We now show that
1&1,1 - ’lﬁas,l - ’lﬁas,2 € Ba”%,gm ) (76)
92?1,1 - @as,l - @as,Q € Ba”,%—é,oo : (77)

Proof. As already for the leading order term, we have
p S|P .
7»/11,1 7/1as,1 Tk (901,1 <,0as,1) y

so that all bounds for 1& — @as,l are the same as the ones for ¢ — ¢,s1 and we only need to present the
proof for . We set

4
P11 (ks t) = Pas 1 (,8) — thas o (k, t) = ZZ/AJZQ ;
i—1

where

1

t
1/)?2 =3 (ef|k|(t71) _ e*|k|t)/ (h11(k,0) +2k0) Q1(k, s)ds ,
1

. 1 t A A
W2 = 5e—lklt/ ((hm(k, o) + 2k0) Q1(k, s) + (2|k| + iko) 0Q1(0, s)) ds ,
1
t t
2 — ekl / Vi Q1 (0, 5)ds — e~ k(=D / koQu(k, s)ds |
1 1
. 1 o0 A
e = gefw/ (2\/7ik+ 21k| + iko) 701(0,5)ds .
t
We first derive some bounds on h; 1, given by @7). One has the straightforward bound

|h1,1(k,0) + 2k0| < const. (1 + |k| + (|k:|1/2 + |k:|)a)e|k|” , (78)
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and since the leading order terms cancel, we also have

|h1,1(k,0) + 2k0|

k 2 k
< (176|k|0)+(| |+"€) (6_|k|071)72,€(| .|+H)(€_Ka*1)+2l4,0'
ik ik
k 2 k| + [k|?
< |(1 = elkloy 4 m%’i)(e—lkla —1) - 2%(6—*’"’ —1)+2(e " — 1) + 2ko
i i
< const. (k|o + (1 + [k])|klo + ([k['/2 + [k[)%o + (([k]'/2 + [k[)o)+)el 17
< const. ([k|TV/2 4 k2o (o + 1)el*lo (79)

with ¢ = {0,1} depending on whether we use the 2rk0 term to cancel an additional term in the last
exponential or not. We have another straightforward bound, namely

|h11(k,0) + 260 + 2|k|o 4 iko?| < const. (1 + |k| + k|20 + |k|o(o + 1))el*lo (80)
and, using that leading order terms cancel, we also have

|h1.1(k,0) + 2k0 + 2|k|o + iko?|

_elHlo _ -lKlo | o IkI(IIfL+ K) ~lklo _ QH(IH + k)
1

<
- ik

e " + 2k0 + 2|k|o + iko?

1 1
< ‘ — <e|k|” — 1+ |klo — 5|1<;|2a2) - (akla —1—|klo — 5|1<;|202) — |k|?0?

k|(|k k
+ 2| |(| L+ H)(€—|k|a_1+|k|0-)_2%1:—'%)(6—&0_1_’_%0.)_’_”{;02
) 1

Rearranging the terms we get
|h11(k, o) + 260 + 2|k|o + iko?|

1 1
< ‘ - (e_lkl" -1+ |klo — §|k|202) — (elkl" —1—|klo— §|k|202)

[EI(1K] + %) |kI(&| + =)
ik '

2
+ ik

(e71kle — 1 4+ |k|o) — 2 (e7" — 14 ko)

+2(e7" — 14 ko) — ko?

< const. (([k*0®) + (|k['/2 + [K[)([KI* + [x]*)o® + (|s]*0®))el1”
< const. (|k[3? + |k|*)o? (o 4+ 1) . (81)

We now bound the terms 7,/;:2 Using Proposition 22 with the bound (78) and Proposition 23] as with
([@9), as well as inequality (I14) where necessary, we have

. 1/ e N ¢ .
72| = ‘5(6 k[(t=1) _ Iklt)/ (h11(k,0) +2k0)Q1(k, s)ds
1

t
< const. e~ FIt |elkl 1’/ |h11(k,0) + 2k0|pd (K, s)ds
1

t+1

5
< const. ei|k|(t71)|kz|/ (1 + |k|)|k|ose™o ud (k, s)ds
1

t
+ const. e—|k|<t—1>|k|/ (1 + k| + (|E[*2 + |k|)o)e™o ul(k, s)ds
t+1

1 1 1.
< const. (t—QMa'—l(k?, t) + Wﬂa'—l(/ﬁ t)+ tjﬂa’—l(ka t)) ;

which shows that 17> € Bar2.4.
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For 1[);2 we split the integration interval into two sub-intervals, [1,¢°] and [t*,t], with 0 < p < 1. We
also rewrite the integral over the first sub-interval using (I08]), so that

2 _ L e [ 5 . ;
95 = 5e ((h11(k,0) + 260) Qu (R, ) + (2IK] + k) 6Q1(0,5) ) ds
1

tP

_ %ewt/l ((h1.a(k, ) + 260 + (2IH] + ko) 0) Qu (k. ) ds (82)
f%eflklt/l (2|k| + iko) okdp Q1 (¢, s)ds (83)
+ %e‘lklt /t ((hm(k, o) + 260) Q1(k, s) + (2|k| + iko) 0 Q1 (0, s)) ds . (84)

For ([82) we have, using Proposition 22 with the bound (&I and Proposition 23, with (&0,

tP

%e*lklt/1 ((hlyl(k:, o) + 260 + (2|k| + iko) o) Q1 (k, s)) ds

t
< const.e_‘k‘t/ |hi1(k,0) + 260 + (2|k| + iko) o|ul (k, s)ds
1

t+1
2

< const. eflklt/ (|E|32 + |k>)o? sel®l7 Wl (K, s)ds

1

¢
+ const. e_‘k‘t/ (1 + |k| + |k|* %0 + |k|os)e!®o ul (K, s)ds

41

1 1 _ 1.
S const. tB/T—(?‘ua/ (k,t) + t_2‘LLa/(l€, t) + t_2ﬂa/ (k, t) S Ba/,%—6,2 .
For [B3) we have, using (I1H),

tﬂ
%eflklt/ (2|k| + iko) okdr Q1 (¢, s)ds
1

tP

1
< const. ei|k|t|kz|2/ so—ds
1 S
< const. e K27 +log(1 4+ t) — 1) € Bara—poo -

For (&4)), we have

Bekt /t ((hlyl(k:, o) + 2k0) Q1(k, 5) + (2|k| + ika) 0 Q1 (0, s)) ds

t
. 1
< const. ef‘k‘t/ (h1,1(k,0) + 2k0) Q1(k, s)| ds + const. ei|k|t|kz|t—p )
t

P

where the second term is in Ba/ 14p,00 by (IIE). We split the remaining integral into two sub-intervals
after setting p < 1/2, and make use of ([79)) and (78], respectively. We get, using Proposition23/to bound
the second integral,

t
e M / |(h1,1(k, 0) + 2k0)Qu (k. 5)|ds
tP
i

> t
= [T 2 o ] )+ e[ (L QR D) )

t+1

2

1 1 1
< const. (e’”/2<|k|1/2 + k") 225 + 7z e (K, ) + mﬂaf(k,t)) :

where (II5) allows to bound the first term, so that this expression is in B,/ 5,1 5. Therefore, if we

chose p =1/2, then 1%2 € Ba,yg,&g.

15
272
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To bound 7,/;;2 we note that

R t ) t
[by?) = ‘e—kt/ \/7ikoQ1(0,s)ds—e"k“t_l)/ koQ1(k, s)ds
1 1
t
—lklt [kl (E—1) 91 (k, s)d
(e e )/1 koQ1(k,s)ds
|k|t/t (\/7ik—n) oQ1(k, s)ds
e . 1{lvy

<

+

+

t
< const. e_‘k‘(t_1)|k:|/ (|E|Y2 + |kel¥looul (K, s)ds
1

+ const. e FI|E[3/2 4+ const. e FIHE|3/2 1og(1 + t) |

t
ei|k|t/ V—ikkodrQ1(C, s)ds
1

which, using Propositions 22 and 23] (I10), and when necessary (II4) for the first term and (T3] for
the other two terms, shows that wg’Q € Ba”,%—6,5'

To bound 1/32’2 we simply integrate with respect to s and then apply (1)),
~ 1 o0 ~
2| = ’§e_|k|t/ (2\/ —ik + 2|k| + ikzo) 001(0,s)ds
t

1 1
< const. e IFIE(|k|V/2 4 |k|)t_2 + e_lklt|k:|t—1 € Bar 2,00 -

Gathering the bounds on the 1/;:2 yields (@), and by the opening remark of the proof also (77). ®

4.7 Final improvement of the bounds on QO, Ql, and 8kQ1

Using Proposition 12, [@2)), (67)) and (7Q), we get

(’l[) - Jjas,l - "Z)as,Q) * d)as,l S Ba”,%—é,oo .
For the term (z/;aSJ + 1/A)as72) * (Uas,1 We can proceed exactly as in Section [4.5] thanks to the fact that

sup {|z|”+2|¢§") (z)|} = const. <00, n>0.
z€R

We conclude that

Wxw € Barga ,

'l//} * ((:] - (213571) € BDL”,%,OO 5

(’l/)as,l + "/)as,Q) * ‘:Jas,l S Ba’,ooA 3

and therefore

Similarly, we have

In the light of (B8], we define

H1

to replace ([@6) from now on.

Ql 6 Ba”,%—6,4 .

QO S Ba”,2—6,3 B

2

ak—Ql S Ba”,%f&Q .

1

_ 1
= <oya=shar (ky8) + —fiar (K, 5)
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4.8 Second order in 7 and @

Applying the new bound (B8] for Q1 in a straightforward manner, and in view of Proposition and
Remark [0 we find that the second order terms of 7 and & are to be extracted from 71,1 — fas,1 and
W1,1 — Was,1, respectively. Inspecting the limits of these quantities motivates us, in a similar way as in
the case of the leading order of 7 and w, to define the functions

. k| —ik _ =%
naS,Q(kat) = —Cluﬁe kt ) (89)
Gas.2(k,t) = c1(|k| — ik)e™V7* (90)
with ¢; as defined by (29). Note that flas2 € Bar,co,1 and Was 2 € Bar co,2. We now show that
1,1 = Tas,1 — Tas,2 € Bon 15 525 (91)
@1,1 - djas,l - Caas,? S Ba//fléfgygfg . (92)

Remark 14 The bounds (86) and (83) for Qo and Q1, respectively, also show that W21 € Borr,oo,3, Using
(I13) and @31 € By z_s53. This means, as is already mentioned in Remark[d, that only w1 plays a

role in (7).

Proof. As for the leading order term, we have

(771,1 - Uas,1) )

@1,1 - djas,l =
K
so that for the same reasons, the B, , 4 space of the second order term of & has indices p and g greater
by 1 than that of the second order term of 7, and thus we only present the proof for 7.

In order to prove (@) we analyze

t
1,1 (ks t) = Nas 1 (B, t) — fas 2 (K, t) = e "D / g11(k,s —1)Q1(k, s)ds
1

VTRt > Iklik> s 110 (0. 8)ds
/12<1+\/——ik (5 — 1)O1(0, 5)ds .

We rewrite this expression as a sum of terms which can easily be bounded. Namely,

+

[ R R e

6
1,1 (ko t) = fas,1 (B, 1) — Has2 (ko t) = Y 007
=1

with

(e—»e(t—l) _ e—nt) /: (gm(k, o) — 2%{0—) Q1 (k, s)ds

1
2 7
AT 1 —k ¢ K A~ 2 k ~
772,2 _ 56 t/l ((91,1(k,0) - 2EKO') @Q1(k,s) + \/%JQl(O,S)) ds ,

t t .
—k(t—1) _ —kt £ A k d 7\/7ikt/ —ik A 0 d
€ e )/1 Z-kHO-Ql( 53) s+e L \/_—Z.kUQl( ’S) S

iy = et /t (%HQl(k}, )+ Q1(0, s)) ods ,

1

t
AT, 2 S —kt __ _—v—ikt 1 + |k| > A 0 d
Mg (e e )/1 ( N 0@1(0,s)ds ,

. = o k|l — ik N
e = eV ’kt/t (1+| |fz;€ )an(O,s)ds.

The term #}"* must be bounded by Propositions I9 and 20 for |k| < 1 and |k| > 1 separately. We use
the bounds

K> const. gelA=17min{1, |A_|(c 4+ 1)} for |k] <1
92 75l < y [4A— <
gk, 0) = 2500 —{ const. e~ 17 min{(1 + [A_|s), |A_|2o(c + 1)} for |k > 1
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which can easily be obtained from (@5). For |k| < 1 we have

1 ¢ A
52 =[5 (7 =) [ anathne) - 225010 s)ds
2 I ik
#
< const. eA*(t71)|A,|/ |A_|osel =17y (K, s)ds
1

t
+ const. e~ ("D|A_| » oel =17 (k, 5)ds

1. 1 1
< const. <t—2ua~(k7t) + g har (k1) + s fiar (K, t)) :

and for |k| > 1, using (IT4) to deal with the spurious |A_| factor,

t

AT, 1 —K(t— —K K 9
by 2| _ ‘5 (e (t-1) _, t)/ (g1.1(k,0) — Q%HU)Ql(k,s)ds
1

7

41
2
< const. eA*(t71)|A,|/ |A_2osel™=lol (k. s)ds
1

t
+ const. e~ ("D|A_ | (1+|A |s)elA=1o (k) s)ds

1. 1 1.
< const. (t—4uau_1(k,t) + tg/T_éMo/’—l(kat) + t—4,ua”—1(k?,t)) .

This shows that 77;’2 is in Ba//717%7572.
For 77;’2 we use the fact that, using (I08]),

Hojo

(glyl(k, o) — 2%/@0) Ql(k, s) + O'Ql( s)

2|k|
V—ik

= (ng(k’O’)— Z—:‘i o+ Uk:ak@l(ga )a

for some ¢ € [0, k]. We analyze the expression

2|k| u (k[ +r)* _ EI(E+ %)
k 2_ Ko ML T o—ko o IPIVMIT 1Y |klo ) _
g11(k,0) — kli o+ ma T (e + e e i e KO
in some more detail. A straightforward bound is
g1.1(k, 0)72—/-@ + 2| o
ik v —ik
— i ero 4 (|k|+’i) 67/{072|k|(|k:|+’i)67|k|0'72Kjo_72|k|V7’Lk
ik ik ik K
2|k|? + 2|k
e R R R S Ly (P P 1))\
i
—q |A_|o
N ‘ﬁ‘ 9o+ 2|k|+/ zka < J const. (1+|A_|)oe N for |k| <1
ik K const. (1+ |A_|(c 4+ 1))el*-17 for |k| > 1

but we may also cancel leading order terms so that

K 2|k

g11(k,0) — QEHU + \/%a

_ kK KO 1 __ 71227 —KO __ 7122

ik:<(e 1— ko 2/-@0) (e 1+ ko 2/@0)
2|k + 2|k

+ (% (7 =14 ko) = (M7 — 14 |k|a)))
2|k|? + 2|k 2|k|v —ik

L (R VTR Y

ik ik K

24
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where the third term reduces to f2z|k| (k — V—ik) o/k. This yields

g11(k,0) — 2%&0

Collecting ([@3)) and ([@4) we have
K 2|k| ‘
k,o)—2— o
gl,l( ) \/——Zk
< J const. min{(1+ [A_|),|[A_|*(¢% + o + 1)}gelA-lo for |k| <1
const. min{(1+[A_|(c + 1)), |A_[’0 (62 + 0 + 1) YelA-le for k| > 1

const. |[A_|20(c? + o+ 1)elr-lo for |k| <1
const. [A_[Po (6% + o+ 1) elr-lo for k| > 1

We can now bound 7732 by splitting it into two terms. We have

t
|AT2| = ‘%eﬁt/l ((91,1(k,0) — 2%50) Ql(kas) \/@UQl(O S)) ds
‘1 2|k|

t
- _—kt . K A
26 /1(91,1(k50—) 2”{/, g \/_—HCO—)Ql(kas)ds‘
t
k o
+‘e“t/ | | ckdrQ1(¢, s)ds
1

<

V—ik
For the term (@6]) we get, for |k| <1,
1 K 21k
‘56_""5/1 (g1,1(k,0) — 2%&04— Li|ka)Q1(k,s)ds

t+1

< const. eA*t/ IA_ (0% 4 s)oel 17l (k, 5)ds
1

¢
+ const. eA*t/ (1 + |[A_Doed=lo I (K, s)ds

t+1

1 . 1 1.
S const. (t2—5’u0‘” (k,t) + mua” (l{/’, t) + t—zl,[/a// (k/’, t)) y

and for |k| > 1

1 ¢ K 2
5644/1 (91,1("370)*2E’W+ \/% )Q1(k, s)ds
41

2
< const. eA*t/ IA_PPo (0* + s) elA 1oy Ik s)ds
1

t
+ const. eA*t/ (1+|A_|s)elA 1o ptT(k, s)ds

t+1
2

1 1 1.
S const. (133——6'”0‘” (k,t) + WT—(SMO‘H (k, t) + t_3Ma“ (k, t)) .

The term (@7)) is bounded using (I16]), so that we get

e " /1 \|/k|—k ale(Ca )

2
and thus 9y € By s _55 5.

< const. ‘efv —ikt |k:|3/2 log(1+t) € Bar 00,36

To bound 7792 we can rearrange the terms and use (I08) to get

t t .

AT, 2 —rt K K A —+/—ikt / ik A
= -1 —roQ1(k,s)ds — ——0Q1(0,s)d
g’ e (e )/1 mmf 1(k,s)ds — e 1 ikzg 1(0, s)ds

_ —Kt _ —/—ikt ik A
_(e e ) 1 \/__HCO‘Ql(O,S)dS
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for some ¢ € [0, k]. We then get, using for the first term (IIIJ),

¢
/ 0Q1(0, s)ds
1

et [ VTR0 €. 5108
1
t 2

e—m&/1 (j_k (en _ 1) + ‘/_@'k;) UQI(ka S)dS

|AT2 67\/7ikt |k|3/2t|k|1/2

+ const.

+ const.

For the third term we use

H—(e”fl)Jr\/f—ik

7 :’—ik(e”f1)—(6“—17n)—n+\/—ik
i

‘ 2

which is bounded above, using (II0), by
const. (|k||A,|e|A*| A2l min{]A_ |2, |A,|3}) < const. |A_[2elA-1 .
We therefore have
5] < const. |e™ | ([k|2t + [K[*/* og(1 + 1))
+ const. e*-telA-] /t IA_2oelA=lo (ke 5)ds |
1

which, due to (II6)), Propositions [[9 and 20, and using (14 to trade, where appropriate, one factor of
|A_| for a factor til, shows that 75> € Bar 1452
To bound 7 AT’ we rearrange the terms using (I08), for some ¢ € [0, k], such that

7,2
1727 =

o—rt /; (%ﬁQl(k, 5) + Q1(0, s)) ods

t /2 .

/1 (E + 1) 0@Q1(0, s)ds
t .2 .

/1 %kaale(C,s)ds

< const. ‘ \/7’5‘ (1k| + (k| + |k[*) log(1 + t)) .

< const. ‘6_ v _ikt‘

-+ const. ’e_ v _ikt’

We then use (II6) to show that 7y’ 2 e Bor oo.2—5-
For 75 we use (ITI) and (EEIZS]), so that

(e*“t - e*“*_”“) /j (1 + \/l%) 5(1(0, 5)ds

Finally, using (IT6) to bound 75, we get

|AT2|‘ \/Tt/t <1+|lf/|__m)oQ1(O s)ds| <

Gathering the bounds on the ﬁ:’Q terms yields ([@IJ), and by the opening remark of the proof also ([@2]).

.2
75| =

k122t (14|k[Y2) € Barr o2 -

< const. ‘67 V—ikt

—v/—ikt

(1+ |k|1/2) € Baroo2 -
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A  Appendix

A.1 Explicit expressions for the asymptotes

The following are explicit functions for which Theorem [ is true:

1 r4+1—2242r+22

S , 08
S A W T (88)
1 r+1—22—2r—2z
_ , 99
Y N T (89)
12z
_ 122 100
©2,1(2) il (100)
11—22
p22(2) = -5 (101)
11— 22
_ 1 102
Ya2,1(2) — (102)
1 2z
Po2(2) = 9 (103)
1 6_1/4Z, > Z 0
() = =37 { 0, =z<0 (104)
1 (1—22)e /% 2>0
—_ =Y 105
ww (2) W {0 2 <0 (105)
1 2z 4+ /7|z|(1 — 22)6’1/4Z —erfi(1/ |z z>0
e E—— i v , (106)
428 |22+ 7|z|(1 — 22)e™/*#(1 — erf(1//4|2 2 <0
i) = 1 [22(1 —42) + /7|2](1 — 62)e™/42(1 — erfi( 1/\/ Iz])), z2>0 (107)
B 8mzt | 22(1 — 4z2) + /7|2|(1 — 62)e *1/42 —erf(1/4/4]2])), z2<0’

where
=V1+22.

These functions are obtained by taking the inverse Fourier transform of the asymptotic terms calculated
in Section Ml

A.2 Technical aspects of computations
Mean-value theorem applied to Ql

Applying the mean-value theorem in the variable k we have

Qu(k,5) = Q(0,5) + kI Q1(C,5) , (108)
with some ¢ € [0, k] and (see [I])
hQ1 € B,z - (109)

120

The bound on 8,Q; is improved in Sections E5.1 and E7] where it is proved that this function is in
Bar 2,2 and Bauygﬂm, respectively.

Inequalities for k£ and «
Since k = vVk? —ik and A_ = — Re(k) = —1 \/2\/kr2 + k% + 2k2, we have

6] = (k* + /<f4)1/4 < [KIV2 4 k| < 24 k] < 22741+ [k])

and that
K] < |A-| < |k < V2IA-],

from which we get, for o > 0,
eA,O' < ef\k\a )
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The following inequalities are used throughout the proofs
| k2 —ik — (—ik) < k2
VE? — ik + V—=ik| ~ 2 |V/—ik|

< const. |k[*/? < const. min{|A_|%, |A_3},

‘H — VvV —ik

and

‘e—nt _ e—x/—ikt‘ < ‘e—x/—ikt (e(x/—ik—n)t _ 1)‘

< const. |e”V _ikt’ ‘\/ —ik — n’ t
< const. |e VT k|32t

Some inequalities for [i, and ji,

Using the notation introduced in Definition [ we have for o« > 0 and 1 <t < 2,

fa(k,t) < const. fin(k,t) < const.
Lo (K, t) < const. fig(k,t) < const.

and that for t > 2 and 8 > 0,

e K1 (k, ) < const. e ™R < const. ag(k,t)

D (k,t) < const. e~ (D < const. jig(k,t) ,
such that we have, for all t > 0,

e FIC=1 1y (K, t) < const. fig(k,t) ,

A=V o (kyt) < const. fia (K, t) .
Another important inequality used in the proofs is that, for p > 0,

const.
|k|pﬂ0¢ﬂ“ (ka t) < tT—pM(l*PJ“ (ka t) )

which is due to the fact that

t"P kP t. 1
k[P b (k€)= il cons

Function spaces for some exponential functions
Proposition 15 For o > 1, p, ¢ > 0, we have
ke Mt € By oo ,p >0,
ke V ikt , ket ¢ Ba,oo,2qg ¢ >0 .

Proof. Using Definition [3 for functions belonging in By p o spaces, we must have

|kpe*|k|t|
sup sup G———r
121 keR\{0} 75 fa (K ) 21 ker\{0}

We use the change of variable z = kt, so that

sup sup |z[P(1+]2]%)e*l < 00 .
t>1 2€R\{0}

Similarly we have

|kqei|k|t| 2\q 2\
sup sup ——————- =sup sup (|k[t?)?(1+ (|k[t*))
t>1 ker\{0} mrha(k,t)  t>1 ker\{0}

28

2 1+ ([kltr)> = tp 1+ ([k[tr)e—r

=sup sup (|k[t)P(1 + (|k[t)*)e ™™ < 00 .

67\/ —ikt?

)

(110)

(111)

(115)
(116)



and using the change of variable z = kt2, we get

sup sup |2|9(1+|2]*)e VIF/2 < o0 .
t>1 2eR\{0}

©t we have

k4 —Kt
sup sup 1|~67| =sup sup (|k[t2)I(1+ (|k[t?)™)el-1
t>1 ker\{0} m7hlal(k,t)  t>1 ker\{0}

<sup sup (JA_[t)*4(L + ((JA-[t)*¥)e-"
t>1 keR\{0}

For the functions k%e~

and with the change of variable z = |[A_|t
sup sup |z[*9(1+ |2]**)e™* < 0 .
t>1 z€R\{0}

A.3 Bounds on convolution

We present variants of Proposition 9 and Corollary 10 from [9], which give bounds on convolution
products in B, p 4 sSpaces.

Proposition 16 (convolution) Let o > 1, s > r > 0, and let a, b be continuous functions from
R\ {0} x [1,00) to C satisfying the bounds,

la(k, t)] < pa,r(k,t)
|b(kat)| < Na,S(kat) )

with pqr and fia,s as given in Definition[§} Then, the convolution a x b is a continuous function from
R X [1,00) to C and we have the bound

1
|(a *b) (k,t)| < const. 7 Har (k,t) (117)

uniformly int > 1, k € R.

Proof. We begin by splitting the integration interval into three sub-intervals, so that

o0

2 |(a +b) (k, 1) g/ towr (K1) prons (b — I/, ) dE' =

— 00

—k/2 00 k/2
:/ ...dk’+/ ...dk’+/ L
—00 k/2 —k/2

where we only consider k > 0 since the functions p ,» and po s are even with respect to k. We first note
that

—k/2 o)
/ par (K1) po.s (k=K' 1) dk' + / par (K1) pa,s (k — K ) di’
o k/2

const.

< const. uw(ik/zt)/ua,s (k=K t)dk' < . por(k,t)
R

where the factor ¢~° arises from the change of variables used in the integral. For kt" < 1, we have
2 < par <1, so that

const.
ts

k/2
/ par (K1) pa.s (k=K 1) dk" < / pa.s (k— K t)dk" < (const. g (k1)) -
—k/2 R

For kt"™ > 1, we also have kt® > 1, and furthermore

Pays(kt) 1+ (K[E)* _ 2([k[E7)*
prar(kst) 1+ ([k[E=)> — (|k[E*)

_ 2toz(r—s) ,
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which shows that

const.

k/2
/ frar (K1) s (B — k' 1) dk' < o (k)2 t) / frar (K1) dk' < por(k/2,1) 2620 -
R

—k/2

)

which, since a > 1 and s > r, is bounded by a multiple of uq. . (k,t)/t°. Gathering the bounds yields

). =
Corollary 17 Let a; > 1, and, fort = 1,2 let p;,q; > 0. Let fz € Ba, p;i,q:5 and let

a = min{a, s} ,
p=min{py +p2 +1,p1 + g2 +2,p2 + q1 + 2},
I=q+q+2.

Then fi % fo € Ba,p,q and there exists a constant C, dependent only on oy, such that

fl * fQ;BGAP#JH <C Hfl;BahPl#h

! HfQ; Ba2,p2,q2

Proof. Using that Ba, p,.¢; C Bminfai,as}.ps.q» this is an immediate consequence of Proposition 16l m

Proposition 18 (convolution with |x|~! discontinuity) Let a; > 1, and, for i = 1,2 let p;,q; > 0.
Let f € Baypi,qo and K- § € Bay po.go, and let

a =min{o as} ,

. 1
p = min{p; + p2 + 3P +q2+ 1},

. 1
(J:mln{Q1+p2+§,Q1+QQ+1}-

Then f % j € Ba,p,q and there exists a constant C, dependent only on «;, such that

£ %3 Bapa|| < C||£: Bas .

: Hga Ba2,p2,q2H .

Proof. This proposition is a consequence of Proposition 11 of [1]. m

t |kt

A.4 Convolution with the semi-groups ¢*-* and e~

In an effort of self-consistency, we present the results for the convolution with the semi-groups e*~* and
e~ ¥t which are all proved in [9]. In order to bound the integrals over the interval [1,t] we systematically
split them into integrals over [1, %] and integrals over [%, t] and bound the resulting terms separately.
The range for the parameter S has been extended to include values between 0 and 1 using Holder’s
inequality in the propositions for the intervals [(t + 1)/2,t] and [t,00). In practice, when a logarithmic

bound is found we use that for all § € (0, 1) there exists a constant such that
log (1 +t) < const. t° |, (118)

in order to present a bound in terms of B, , spaces.
For the semi-group e®~* we have:

Proposition 19 Let a >0, r>0and d >0 andy+ 1> 5> 0. Then,

t+1

= - 1)
€A7 (t—1) / e‘A*‘(S_1)|A,|B (ST)HQW(IC’ S)dS
1

1
const.t—ﬂﬂa(k,t), fo>y+1
log(1+t¢
< const.%ﬂa(kz,t), ifd=~v+1
t’y+175
const. 7 fa(k,t), ifd <~v+1

uniformly int > 1 and k € R.
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Proposition 20 Let a > 0,7 >0, 6 €R, and 8 € [0,1]. Then,
Ay [ A-I(s=D) A |ﬂi (k,s)ds < const. (k,)
e - e — Sé,ua,r yS)aS = t(g_l_.,_lgﬂam U)o
=

uniformly int > 1 and k € R.

Proposition 21 Leta >0, r >0, > 1, and g € [0,1]. Then,

_ o o 1 const.
e‘/\—‘(t 1)/t eA,( 1)|A_|BS_6’u/a7T(k,S)dS < mﬂa7r(k,t) s

K & 1 const.
B AZI=1) _ A (1) A (s=1)jp 1B L
T (e e )‘ /t e [A_| 3 Haur (k,s)ds < s5—arp Har (k,t) ,

uniformly int > 1 and k € R.

The results for the semi-group e~ !*I* are very similar.

Proposition 22 Let a >0, 7r>0and 0 >0 and v+ 1> 8> 0. Then,
t+1

ef|k|(t71>/ ’ e|k|<5*1>|k|ﬁ(sT)ua,r(k,S) ds
1

1
const.t—ﬁﬂa(k:,t), if 0 >~y +1

t.l"g(tlig%a(k,t), o=+l

IN

cons

ty+1=9
const.t—ﬁﬂa(k:,t), if o <v+1

uniformly int > 1 and k € R.
Proposition 23 Leta > 0,7>0, 6 €R, and 8 € [0,1]. Then,

t
—k(t— o 1 const.
o IKI(t=1) /ﬁ WD k] =i, (k) ds < St (k1)

2

uniformly int > 1 and k € R.
Proposition 24 Leta >0,7>0,6 > 1, B €[0,1]. Then,

const.

=i Har (ks 1)

o0 1
e|k|(t_1)/ 6_‘k‘(s_1)|k|ﬂ_5ﬂoz,7"(kas) ds S
: S

|k| - k| (t— o kl(s— 1 const.
E(elkl(t 1) _ oIkl 1)) t e 1kl 1)|k|ﬁs_5ﬂa,r(k75) ds < t(5_—1+,6'uavr(k7t)’

uniformly int > 1 and k € R.
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