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Two-dimensional gravity waves at low regularity II:
Global solutions

Albert Ai, Mihaela Ifrim, and Daniel Tataru

Abstract. This article represents the second installment of a series of papers concerned with low
regularity solutions for the water wave equations in two space dimensions. Our focus here is on
global solutions for small and localized data. Such solutions have been proved to exist in lonescu—
Pusateri [Invent. Math. 199 (2015)], Alazard-Delort [Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. (4) 48 (2015)],
Hunter et al. [Comm. Math. Phys. 346 (2016)], and Ifrim—Tataru [Bull. Soc. Math. France 144
(2016)] in much higher regularity. Our goal in this paper is to improve these results and prove
global well-posedness under minimal regularity and decay assumptions for the initial data. One key
ingredient here is represented by the balanced cubic estimates in our first paper. Another is the
nonlinear vector field Sobolev inequalities, an idea first introduced by Ifrim—Tataru [Ann. Sci. Ec.
Norm. Supér. (4) 52 (2019)] in the context of the Benjamin—Ono equations.
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1. Introduction

We consider the two-dimensional water wave equations with infinite depth, with grav-
ity but without surface tension, governed by the incompressible Euler equations with
boundary conditions on the water surface. Under the additional assumption that the flow is
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irrotational, the fluid dynamics can be expressed in terms of a one-dimensional evolution
of the water surface, coupled with the trace of the velocity potential on the surface.

The choice of the parametrization of the free boundary plays an important role here,
and can be viewed as a form of gauge freedom. Historically there are three such choices
of coordinates; the first two, namely the Eulerian and Lagrangian coordinates, arise in the
broader context of fluid dynamics. The third employs the so-called conformal method,
which is specific to two-dimensional irrotational flows; this leads to what we call the
holomorphic coordinates, which play a key role in the present paper.

Our objective in this series of papers is to improve, streamline, and simplify the anal-
ysis of the two-dimensional gravity wave equations. This is a challenging quasilinear,
nonlocal, nondiagonal system. We aim to develop its analysis in multiple ways, including

(1) prove better, scale-invariant energy estimates,
(2) improve the existing results on long time solutions,
(3) refine the study of the dispersive properties and improve the low regularity theory.

The first step of this program was carried out in [3], where we developed a new class of
estimates, which we called balanced energy estimates, which led to drastic improvements
in the study of the low regularity well-posedness for this problem.

In the present article we carry out the second step of this program, and obtain an
enlarged class of global solutions, with decaying initial data of minimal regularity. In a
nutshell, our result reads as follows.

Theorem 1. Small and localized data leads to global solutions, which exhibit dispersive
12 uniform decay.

Compared to the prior work of the last two authors ([9, 11]), in this paper we bring
forth several key improvements:

(i)  We lower the regularity requirements for the initial data both at low and at high
frequency, to almost optimal levels. In other words, our global well-posedness
results are nearly scale invariant, at almost the same regularity level that would
be required for an equivalent, semilinear, cubic nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS)
problem.

(i)  We use the sharp, cubic balanced energy estimates of [3], as well as the Alazard—
Delort idea in [7] of performing a partial normal form transformation in order
to further simplify and streamline the proof.

(iii) At a technical level, we develop in this context the idea of nonlinear paradiffer-
ential vector field Sobolev inequalities, which was first introduced by the last
two authors in the Benjamin—Ono context ([13]).

1.1. Holomorphic coordinates

It has been known since the work of Zakharov ([19]) that under an irrotationality con-
dition, the water wave equations can be viewed as a self-contained system for the water
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surface, together with the trace of the velocity potential on the free surface. For a two-
dimensional fluid, this yields a fully nonlinear first-order system in one space dimension.

In addition, one has the freedom of choosing the parametrization of the free sur-
face in a favorable manner. Classical parametrizations rely on either the Eulerian or the
Lagrangian coordinates. But in the two-dimensional case, there is a better choice, that is
the holomorphic (conformal) coordinates, which are based on conformally representing
the two-dimensional fluid domain as a half-plane. These coordinates were independently
introduced by Wu ([18]) and Zakharov et al. ([15]) in the study of the dynamical prob-
lem, though conformal coordinates of various types had been used before in the study of
traveling and solitary waves.

In this article we will use the holomorphic coordinates, but in an alternative! formula-
tion developed in the prior work of the last two authors ([9]), jointly with Hunter. Denoting
by « the variable on the real line and by « + i 8 the complex, conformal coordinates in the
lower half-space, the water wave equations are written as a system for a pair of complex-
valued functions (W, Q) on the real line, as follows:

* o — o + W(w) represents the conformal parametrization of the fluid surface, which
is a non-self-intersecting curve but not necessarily a graph.

e «a — Q(w) represents the complex velocity potential on the free surface, where the real
part of Q is the real velocity potential and its imaginary part is its harmonic conjugate,
namely the stream function. It is only defined modulo constants.

Here (W, Q) are further restricted to the class of functions that by a slight abuse we
call holomorphic, i.e. which admit holomorphic extensions to the lower half-space, with
suitable decay conditions in depth. In the infinite depth case these are exactly the functions
which are frequency localized to negative frequencies. One significant advantage of this
choice is that this class of functions forms an algebra.

With this choice of variables, following [9], the nonlinear water waves system takes
the form

W+ F(1+W,) =0, (L)
Q4 FQu —iW + P[RR] =0, '
Qot_Q_a 2 Qot
F=P[ =222 J=|1+W R=-—32_
=] [T+ Wl 1+ We

where P is the projector to negative frequencies. The factor R above has an intrinsic
meaning, namely it is the complex velocity on the water surface. Also note that J repre-
sents the Jacobian of the conformal change of coordinates. We can also reexpress F in
terms of Y, where the function Y, given by

W
Y = and W := W,, (1.2)
1+W

I'This should be compared with the use of real-valued functions in [15], or with a second-order evolu-
tion formulation in [18].
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is introduced in order to avoid rational expressions above and in many places in the sequel;
then we have
F = R+ P[RY — RY].

This system admits a conserved energy (Hamiltonian)
1 1 - ~ 1 - —
EW.0) = [ WP+ 500~ 000 — ;07> We 4 Wi da (1)

We also consider the system for the differentiated good variables (W, R), which are
what we call the diagonal variables,

Qo
W, R) = (W,, .
W, R) = (Wer =55
Differentiating (1.1) yields a self-contained system in (W, R):
1+ W)R
D/W + A+ WRe _ (14+W)M,

DR = i(W_a)
t 1 + W )

which is satisfied in full but is equivalent to its projected version onto the holomorphic
class. Here D; = d; + bdy plays the role of the material derivative, b is the advection
velocity and is given by

R -r R
b= r ) )
14+W 1+ W
and 1 + a is the Taylor coefficient, which represents the normal derivative of the pressure
on the free surface, and is given by

a :=i(P[RRy] — P[RR.]). (1.5)

Finally the auxiliary function M, closely related to the material derivative of a, has the
expression
_ R R
1+W 1+W
To complete our description of the equations we also need to add the linearized equa-

tions which are best seen not as an evolution for the linearized variables (w, g) associated
to (W, Q), but rather as an evolution for the good linearized variables

— by = P[RYy — Ry Y]+ P[RY, — R, Y]. (1.6)

(w,r) =A(w,q) = (w,qg — Rw). (1.7)

These equations have the form

1 R
PD,w + P[ _ ra] n P[ L w] = PS(w,r),
1+ W 1+ W

w] = PXKo(w,r),

1+a (1.8)

1+W

where (8, Ko) represent perturbative terms; see [9].

PD,r —iP[
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1.2. Sobolev spaces and local well-posedness

The well-posedness for the water wave system (1.1) is naturally considered on a scale of
Sobolev spaces inspired by the conserved energy in (1.3). Its quadratic part corresponds
to the Hilbert space # with norm

I, MIGe = Twlza + 1712y

For higher regularity we use the scale of Sobolev spaces J#°, which we recall from [9]
and [3], endowed with the norm

1w )llges := I{DY (w. ), .1

where s € R.

Since many of the estimates in both this paper and its predecessor ([3]) are scale invari-
ant, to describe them it is very useful to also have homogeneous versions of the above
spaces, namely the spaces J5 endowed with the norm

e s
I, )l ges := W IDF (w, D, 1

We caution the reader that, in order to streamline the exposition here, our notation for the
energy spaces differs slightly from the notation used in [9].

For the local well-posedness problem, it suffices to work with the differentiated system
(1.4). For this we have the following result.

Theorem 2 ([3]). The differentiated water wave system (1.4) is locally well posed in #*
fors > %.

For reference one should compare from below with scaling which corresponds to
S0 = % This result represents the current best result, following a succession of several
other results. This started with the work of Alazard et al. ([6]), who proved energy esti-
mates and well-posedness roughly for s = 1 4 § with § > 0. Using the holomorphic setting
and further structural properties of the equations, the energy estimates were improved by
the last two authors together with Hunter ([9]) to the case § = 0. This is an important
threshold as it is where the Lipschitz property for the velocity is lost. Further improve-
ments were obtained in subsequent work of Alazard et al. ([4,5]), who proved and used
appropriate Strichartz estimates for this system. Their result in two dimensions yields local
well-posedness for § = —1/24. This was followed by the results of the first author, who
was able to further improve this first to § = —1/10in [1] and then to § = —1/8 in [2], and
finally to the result above.

A family of energy estimates developed by the authors in [3], which we call balanced
energy estimates, played the key role in the proof of this result. The same estimates play an
essential role in the present paper, as they are part of what allows us to reach the optimal
regularity threshold. They are described in detail in Section 3.
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1.3. Global solutions and the main result

In order to state our main result, we introduce appropriate weighted norms which are
based on the scaling symmetry of the problem. Precisely, equations (1.1) are invariant
with respect to the scaling law

W(t,a), Q(t, @) — (A2W(At, M%), A2 Q(At, A%a)).
The generator of this symmetry is the scaling operator
S(W.0) =((S=2)W.(S =3)0),
where we define the scaling vector field by
S =10; + 200q.

Writing
(w,r) = AS(W, 0), (1.9)

where A represents the diagonalization operator

Qu

A(w,q) = (w,q — Rw), R= —=%_,
(w,q) := (w, g — Rw) T W,

(1.10)

and o0 > 11/4, we define the weighted energy norm

(W, Q) (O lygger = (W, Q)OI 5,5 + I W, RYO) | jpor + [[(w, )@l 13- (.11)

We remark that at time ¢ = 0 this simply becomes

(W, Q) (Ol gzt ~ |(W, QYO) 1 + (W, RY(O)| gpor 4 Nl (W, RY(O)] - (1.12)

In order to track the uniform, dispersive decay of the solutions, we will also use a
pointwise control norm, namely

)

2

1
ICW. R)YO)lx = [1DI72Wilzoe + [ Rl + [WI o+ IIRI
2

B

1
4
00,

where the above homogeneous Besov norms are defined as

2 2k 2
lully =22 Peli
ez

with Py denoting the standard spatial Littlewood—Paley projectors at dyadic frequency 2¥.
Given these definitions, our main result is as follows:

Theorem 3. Assume that the initial data for the water wave system (1.1) satisfies

(W, ©)(0)[|4pgt < & K 1. (1.13)
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Then the solution (W, Q) is global in time, and satisfies the global energy bounds

OV, Q) ()l qpgpe < £(2)¢E (1.14)

with a universal constant c, as well as the global pointwise bounds
1
(W, R)®)llx < e(r)2. (1.15)

To place this result into context, one should start with Wu’s almost global result ([17]),
which was based on a mix of conformal and Lagrangian coordinates. Her work was further
developed by Ionescu—Pusateri ([14]) to a global result. Independently, Alazard—Delort
([7]) obtained a different proof of the global result, based on a new idea which they
called paradiagonalization, which combines a partial normal form transformation with a
microlocal diagonalization of the remaining system, which is done at the paradifferential
level. Both of these results required extensive arguments, as well as very high regularity
for the initial data.

Shortly afterward, the last two authors’ work in [9, 1 1], the first also joint with Hunter,
brought a new perspective and a new proof of the global result for this problem, with
shorter, simpler arguments at far lower regularity, which corresponds to # ¢ with the nota-
tion above. These advances were primarily due to two new ideas, implemented in the
context of holomorphic coordinates:

(i)  the modified energy method, which asserts that, in quasilinear problems, it is
more efficient to construct normal-form-inspired modified energies which are
accurate to quartic order, rather than trying to directly apply a normal form
transformation;

(i) wave packet testing, which is an efficient way to capture asymptotic equations
in a modified scattering scenario.

Another key idea in [9] was that the main estimate, and the bulk of the analysis, should
be carried out at the level of the linearized equations rather than on the full equations. This
contributed to both strengthening the results and streamlining the arguments.

The aim of the present paper is to take advantage of further gains in understanding the
best ideas and methods that can be applied to this class of problems, in order to obtain a
near optimal result. Compared to [9, 1 1], there are four such improvements:

(i) In terms of energy estimates, we are able to replace the cubic energy estimates
of [9] with sharper ones, which we call balanced energy estimates. These esti-
mates, recently proved by the authors in [3], are still cubic, akin to [9], but have
a better balance of regularity in the control norms, which allows us to lower the
required data regularity in the result. Notably, these estimates hold both at the
level of the full equation and at the level of the linearized equation.

(i) Interms of normal form analysis, we borrow an idea from Alazard—Delort ([7]),
which is to “prepare” the problem with a partial normal form transformation.
This allows us to ultimately reduce a good portion of the analysis to a more
favorable, paradifferential setting, without losing any regularity in the process.
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(iii)) In order to convert vector field energy estimates to pointwise bounds, we use
an idea inspired from the last two authors’ work ([13]) on the Benjamin—Ono
equation, and prove the pointwise bounds in a nonlinear, paradifferential setting,
rather than in a linear setting as in [11]. This is important because the reduction
to the linear setting inherently loses derivatives.

(iv) Wave packet testing, which uses the same principle as in [11], is now also
applied in the paradifferential setting rather than in a more NLS-like scenario,
as in [11]. This creates additional difficulties, but ultimately does not affect the
asymptotic equation.

Our refined analysis in this article allows us not only to relax the initial data regularity
at high frequency to the nearly optimal level HO with o > 11/4, but also to relax the
initial data regularity at low frequency to H %, which in particular allows for initial data
with infinite energy. An improvement of this type has been previously obtained by Wang
([16]), but only to J 5.

1.4. On optimality

Our goal here is to heuristically explain why our result is nearly optimal, by comparing it
with its sharp counterpart for the cubic NLS problem.
We begin by recalling the optimal result for cubic NLS,

iy — Au = Fulul?, u(0) = uy.

Small and localized data for this problem leads to global solutions. A good starting point
here for instance is the result of the last two authors in [10], which asserts that an appro-
priate smallness condition is

luollzz + llxuoll2 K 1.

This is not scale invariant, but by scaling one can replace it with a scale-invariant counter-
part
luollz2lIxuoll2 <1, (1.16)

which roughly corresponds to
1
X2ug € L2
On the other hand, for the water wave problem, our smallness assumption for the initial

data reads
IOV R + 1OV Q) + (W R) |y < 1.

Consider the limiting case 0 = %. Then by scaling one can replace this smallness condi-
tion with
JOW. Rl oot (IOW Q)] + (W, B[ ) < 1. (1.17)

Here the last two norms were kept together, as they have the same scaling and are in effect
related via a Hardy-type inequality at the linear level.
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We will argue that, in a suitable interpretation, the two smallness relations (1.16) and
(1.17) are essentially equivalent in a frequency localized setting. To see why this is so one
should think in terms of NLS approximation results for water waves, for which we refer
the reader to [12] and references therein, and also [8]. In a nutshell, these results assert that
water waves are well approximated by the (focusing) cubic NLS in well-chosen regimes
as follows:

* The frequency of the solutions is well localized near a given frequency &p, around
which the water waves linear dispersion relation T = 4,/|£| is well approximated by
its quadratic approximation.

* The water wave to NLS connection is given via a normal form transformation, which
eliminates quadratic interactions and leaves only cubic interactions, as in the NLS
case.

For water waves, after diagonalization and normal form analysis we have a cubic non-
linearity, which for a diagonal variable

v=W+i|D|20

has roughly the form
1 5
iv, —|D|2v = |D|2 (v|v]?). (1.18)

Here we neglect the exact placement of derivatives, only counting the total number, as this
approximation is valid anyway only near a fixed frequency. At this level, our smallness
assumption (1.17) becomes

10Ol o lova(O)]  y < 1. (1.19)

To relate this problem with the cubic NLS, we consider solutions v at a fixed fre-
quency A. For the dispersion relation, we approximate our relation with a quadratic one,
neglecting the constant and the linear part (as in Galilean invariance). At frequency A we
have

82
92
Then our reduced equation (1.18) should be compared with the NLS-type problem

512 ~ 472,

3 5
vy —ATZAv = A2v|v]?
To eliminate the scaling parameters without changing the v frequency A, we substitute
2 _3
v(t,x) = A" u(A™2¢t, x).

Now u solves the cubic NLS.
It remains to compare the smallness assumptions. At frequency A, the smallness con-
dition (1.17) for v reads

AT (O) 212 F X0 (0)] L2 < 1,
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or equivalently
o)Lz lev(0)]|> < A4

Translated to u, we have arrived exactly at (1.16).

2. An overview of the proof

By our prior results in [3,9], the water wave system (1.1) expressed in holomorphic coor-
dinates is locally well posed in the space

(W,0) e i, (W,R)eH° .

The objective of the proof is to use a continuity argument to extend these local solutions
to global-in- time solutions, by simultaneously tracking the Sobolev WH # norm and the
uniform X norm of the solutions.

Our energy estimates are based on [3], where we construct cubic energy functionals
equivalent to [[(W, R)|| 4, for all s > 0. Unfortunately, in [3] there is no cubic energy
estimate at the level of ||(W, Q)| .1, so we need to do this here. Our remedy is to use
instead the cubic J 4 energy estim]gges proved in [3] for the linearized equation. To make
such an argument possible, we will work with a one-parameter family of solutions instead
of a single solution. Precisely, for i € [0, 1], we consider the family of initial data

(Wgt, O = h(Wo, Qo)

and the corresponding solutions (W”, 0"), and we will simultaneously track the energy
and the pointwise size for the entire family of solutions. To avoid cumbersome notation,
we will omit the index / for the rest of the paper. The /& dependence will be important, and
indeed, critically used in a single place in the paper, namely in the proof of Proposition 3.1.

In order for us to be able to provide a modular proof, it is convenient at the beginning
to make the following bootstrap assumption in a time interval [0, T']:

I(W.R)(1)|lx < Ce(t)™2, |t|<T. @.1)

This will be assumed to hold uniformly for 4 € [0, 1]. Then the main steps of our argument
are as follows:

(1) Energy estimates. Using the bootstrap assumption, as well as the balanced energy
estimates of [3] (recalled here in Theorems 4 and 5) we obtain the energy estimates with
a slight growth,

W, Q)(0) lagggr < (1)CE". 22)

Here, the notation < indicates a universal implicit constant, which in particular does not
depend on C in (2.1). This is done in Section 3.

(2) Normal form reduction. In Section 4 we apply a partial normal form reduction, whose
primary goal is to eliminate the balanced quadratic interactions from the equations. Using
a partial normal form transformation, the variables (W, Q) are replaced by normal form
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alternates (W, Q ), for which we obtain an equation with paradifferential quadratic terms
and full cubic terms, modulo quartic error terms; see Proposition 4.4.
We reexpress the bounds (2.1) and (2.2) in a paradifferential fashion in terms of (W, Q),

1(Wa, Oa)D)llx ~ (W, R)O)|lx < Ce(t)™2, |t|<T, 2.3)

respectively o ,
IOV, 0)D)ll555 S N W, Q)(0)llypger < ()% 2.4)

Here the nonlinear 'WJ¢* energy functional is replaced by a linear counterpart Wi,
defined later in (4.8). This step is carried out in Section 4. At the conclusion of this step,
the problem has been reduced to the study of the evolution of the normal form variables
(W, Q ), for which we need to improve the counterpart of the bootstrap assumption (2.1),
and show that

|(Fa: ) 0)llx S e(0)™2, 1| < T. 2.5)

(3) Nonlinear vector field Sobolev inequalities. The goal in Section 5 is to derive a prelim-
inary pointwise bound for the normal form variables (W, Q) starting from the weighted
Sobolev bound WH in (2.4). Precisely, under the same bootstrap bound (2.4) we show
that

1Weer Q) Olxx < IOV, 0) (1)l 55 2.6)

Here the X norm, defined later in (5.14), is a microlocal improvement of the X norm,
which provides an additional frequency gain away from waves of frequency 1 which prop-
agate with unit speed. Precisely, the X # norm is stronger than the X norm in two ways:

* It has additional gains away from the frequency 1.
» It has additional gains away from the hyperbolic region.

One could think of this as akin to Sobolev embeddings, with the key caveat that the norm
WJ is not a classical, elliptic norm, and instead has a “hyperbolic” component in a certain
subset of the phase space.

We interpret estimate (2.0) as a linear paradifferential estimate, which generalizes in a non-
perturbative fashion a corresponding linear vector field Sobolev bound in [9]. We remark
that the idea of replacing linear bounds with more robust (though also more difficult to
prove) nonlinear vector field Sobolev bounds was first introduced by the last two authors
in the Benjamin—Ono context in [13].

(4) Pointwise bounds via wave packet testing. In this final step in Section 6, we use the
method of wave packet testing (see [10, 11]) to propagate sharp pointwise bounds along
rays, in order to prove the desired pointwise bound (2.5) and close the argument. By virtue
of the X* bound, this is needed only in a time-dependent range of frequencies around
frequency 1.

In a nutshell, the idea is to use well-chosen wave packets in order to define a good asymp-
totic profile y(t, v) which describes the leading-order evolution of the solution at infinity
along rays x = vt, and then to show that y is an approximate solution to an appropriate
asymptotic equation.
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3. The energy estimates

Our goal here is to recall first the energy estimates of [3, 9], and then to use them to
prove the bound (2.2), which contains the global energy bounds for our time-dependent
weighted norm ‘WH 3

The energy estimates for the solutions in both [9] and [3] are described in terms of the
(time-dependent) uniform control norms. The two control norms in [9], denoted by A and
B, and redenoted by Ay and A 1 in [3], are

1
Ao = A= Wiz + |V [z + | 1DI Rl o . G.1)

respectively
1
Ay = B := || [D[>Wllmo + [ RellBmo- (3.2)

By contrast, in [3] the leading role was played by an intermediate control norm interpo-
lating between Ao and A L

A=W 1
4 B4

00,2

+IIRI 2 - (3.3)
Boo,Z

Here the subscript of A represents the difference in terms of derivatives between our

control norm and scaling. In particular, A corresponds to and is controlled by the homo-

geneous 02+ norm of (W, R), and Ay is a scale-invariant quantity. Concerning A1, we

note the following inequality: )

1 3
I 1D]3W]gmo + || |D]* Rlsmo < A (3.4

1.
4

In addition to the pointwise scale-invariant norm measured by A, we will also need a
secondary stronger scale-invariant Sobolev control norm A* defined by

A= | DFW||pa + || D7 R s (3.5)

In [3] this is used to control implicit constants in some of the energy estimates.
We now recall from [3] the balanced cubic energy estimates. We begin with the full
differentiated system (1.4).

Theorem 4. For each s > 0 there exists an energy functional E associated to the differ-
entiated equation (1.4) with the following two properties:

(i) energy equivalence if A <K 1:

Eg(W.R) ~ [(W. R)II%,: (3.6)

(i)  balanced cubic energy bound:

d
S Es(W, R) S AT (W, R[5, (3.7)
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Here the notation <4 indicates that the implicit constant is allowed to depend on 4;
this has no impact here, as A will be shown to stay small for all solutions we work with.
We continue with the bounds for the linearized system (1.8), respectively.

Theorem 5. Assume A <1 and A1 € L2. Then the lmearzzed equation (1.8) is well posed

in 1. F urthermore, there exists an energy functional E;* (w,r) so that we have

lin

(a) norm equivalence:
1
1 2
Eiyw.r) ~ g [ .02,y
(b) energy estimates:

d
T Ehw.n) S A0,

In the present work, we use both theorems above combined with the pointwise boot-
strap assumption (2.1) in order to establish the energy estimate (1.14).

Theorem 6. Assume that in a time interval [T, T| we have a solution (W, Q) to (1.1)
with small energy

W, Q)(O)[| ypger = & K 1,

and satisfying the pointwise bootstrap estimate (2.1). Then we have the energy estimate

I, Q) gyt S ), 1 € [-T.T] (38)
for some universal C; > C2.

Proof. (a) For the F°~! bound for (W, R) we use the energy estimates in Theorem 4
with s = 0 — 1. The same energy estimates can be applied with s = 0, which yields the
bound

W, RYO)lle0 < 6()%

Interpolating these energy estimates with the pointwise bootstrap bound (2.1), using suit-
ably chosen intermediate norms in both cases, this gives a bound for the A* control norm,
e.g. by writing
" 1 L, Ce—1
AP (AW, Bl ,1)2 < C2elr) -

For small enough ¢ this yields in particular the uniform-in-time smallness
A <L (3.9
This will be needed in parts (b), (c) below in order to control the implicit constants in the

energy estimates for the linearized equation.

(b) For the energy bounds in WH #on (w,r) = AS(W, Q), it suffices to use the balanced
cubic energy estimates for the linearized equations in Theorem 5. Using the Gronwall
inequality, the pointwise bootstrap assumption (2.1), and (3.9), we have

42

0 A7 ds
(.0l 1 Se 5 (. )O3

< el RO (1) (0)] g S £eC
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(c) The energy bounds in % do not follow from Theorem 4, so we need to prove them
here. We will show the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Assume the bootstrap bound (2.1) holds. Then we have the estimate

W, Q) 1 < (W, 2O, (3.10)

J{’*N

Proof. This is the only place in the article where we use the fact that we work with a
one-parameter family of solutions depending on the parameter / € [0, 1]. We will denote

d
(w,q) = %(W, 0), r=¢q—-Ruw.

Then for each &, (w, ¢) solves the linearized equation around (W, Q), and in particular we
can apply the energy estimates in Theorem 5, which, in view of our bootstrap assumption
(2.1), yield the estimate

2
lw.NO 3 £ OO 1. 1 €0.7]. helo.1]. (3.11)
Our task is now to first estimate the initial data (w, r)(0), and show that
1. DO,y Sa lWo. Qo). (3.12)

Secondly, we want the reverse estimate at times ¢ € [0, T'],

sup [[(W, Q)0 1 <a Sup llw, Ml (3.13)
hel0,1] hefo,1]

Together with (3.11), these two bounds imply the conclusion of the proposition.

Proof of (3.12). We have
(w,r)(0) = (Wo, Qo — RoWo).

Hence the only nontrivial expression to estimate is Ry W, for which we use Coifman—
Meyer-type estimates to write

3 3
IRoWoll ;3 < IWollzall [P* Rollzs + | Rollz3 | [D]* Woll s,

where the first term accounts for the high—low interactions, the second for the low—high
interactions, and the balanced interactions can go either way.
The first term is estimated directly using a Sobolev embedding,

3 3
IWollLall ID1* Rolls < [IWoll ;1 1 1D1% RollLs < AH|(Wo, Qolll ;3

For the second term we use interpolation instead:

2
3

Wi

IRollz> 5 [IRoll .

|||D|2Ro||BMo IRoll . IRk Ro||L4,

Js\-—
-M'—
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respectively
: ! Y piawi?
1D1* Wolle S IWIP. 1 18« Wllgmo S IW I L 11D 1% 3a Wl 74
H4 H4
Combining the two and assuming the equivalence (to be proved shortly)

IRI,-

2

a4t [ Qell -1 (3.14)

1
4
we obtain

3
%

#
[RoWoll ;3 < A%I(Wo, Qo)ll 5,15
which suffices. |
Proof of (3.14). We have the relations R = (1 —Y)Qq and Q, = (1 + W,)R, where

[ Wall <A+ A" «1,

W 4nLe
and, by the algebra property for the space Wi4n L,

1Yl
Hence, using also duality, it remains to show that we have a bound of the form

11,1

But this is a standard multiplicative estimate, which is left for the reader. [

<A+ A« 1.

~

14
W4 NL*>®

IYF 11 S0V e

Proof of (3.13). There is nothing to do for W, since it is the antiderivative of w,

h
Wk =/0 w(hy) dhy.

It remains to consider Q, where we write

h
o) =/0 F() + (Rw)(hy) dhy.

The first term is straightforward, but we still need to estimate the second, where there is
an apparent loss of derivatives. To rectify this we replace Q by Q — TrW, which is akin
to a good variable. Computing

d

ﬂR:(Qa_waR)(l_Y)Zra(l_Y)+WRa(1_Y)

we see that

h
Q= TaW)h) = [ 1+ TR+ TUw. R) = Tryaoyyun,or) W dh.
0
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The second term on the left plays a perturbative role, in view of the bound

IT&W I3 Sa AHIQN 3 < 12,3

z

where R is related to Qg via (3.14).
Hence it remains to estimate the nonlinear terms under the integral in H 4. For the first
two we have a Coifman—Meyer-type bound

ITw R,z + 1T, Rl 3 < AFwll g

This leaves us with the last one. There, all frequencies in the factors of the para-coefficient
are negative so must be smaller in size than the frequency of W. Hence we can bound the
full expression as

1 _1
ITre-v)+wra1-1)Wll ;53 S [ ID]F WellLa [ [D]72 (re(1 =Y) + wRe (1 = Y))l|L4
1
S AK([ D12 r st = Y|z
1
+ lwllps D2 R[Lee |1 = Y [[)

<a AHw. )] ,1-

Here, in estimating the parafactor ro(1 — Y) + wRy (1 — Y) we took advantage of the
fact that all factors are holomorphic, so the |D|_% operator always acts at the highest
frequency. This concludes the proof of (3.13) and thus the proof of the proposition. ]

Finally, Proposition 3.1 completes the proof of Theorem 6. ]

4. The paradifferential normal form

We begin by recalling from [9] the classical normal form variables

W =W — PRRW - W,], @y
0 =0—P2RW -R], '
which solve equations of the form
W, + 04 =G,
Vit La=0 4.2)
Q:—iW =K,

with sources (6 K ) which contain only cubic and higher-order terms.
We also recall the linear scaling operator

So(W, 0) = QadW —135,0,209,0 + it W),

which was also used in [9] as the main vector field at the level of the normal form variables.
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Using (4.2), this can be expressed in terms of the scaling vector field S as follows:
So(W.0) = (SW.S0) ~1(G.K). (4.3)

In this paper, we will instead use a paradifferential substitute of the normal form (4.1),
defining

~ (4.4)

W =W — Ty, W — TL(W,, 2R W),
0 = Q —TrW —TI(R,2RW),

where here and throughout, we let both paradifferential operators 7" and IT include an
implicit projection P, so that T = PT and IT = PII. This somewhat unusual convention
is motivated by the fact that our flow evolves in spaces of holomorphic functions.

This can no longer be seen as a full normal form transformation, but, instead, only as
a partial normal form. This idea was introduced by Alazard-Delort in [7] in the context of
the Eulerian formulation of the equations.

Here and throughout, we fix a self-adjoint quantization for the paraproduct operator T
viewed as a pseudodifferential operator. For instance, we may use the Weyl quantization,
or simply the average

1
—(T+T").
T +TY)

In the following sections, we will use several classical multilinear estimates for 7" and IT.
We refer the reader to [9, Appendix B] and [3, Section 2] for such estimates.
Our objectives in this section are as follows:

(1) To transfer the #° bounds from (W, Q) to (VT/, Q):

Proposition 4.1. Assume (2.1). Then we have

I (Wars Q) o1 2 (W Rl 5o (4.5)

as well as o
W, Dl 1 ~ W, Ol 3 - (4.6)

We also prove the following similar bound associated to the scaling vector field S.

Proposition 4.2. Assume (2.1). Then we have

ISW. SO 41 < (w0 3 + W Q) 3. @7
with (w, r) as in (1.9).
Given the two propositions above, it is natural to define the linear energy functional of
(W, Q) as
T OOV2 — (T A2 T A2
10V, O3 = 1W. D), +1(SW.SOI,,. 438)
Then, as a consequence of the last two propositions, it follows that the energy bound (2.2)

for the original variables (W, Q) implies the corresponding bound (2.4) for the normal
form variables (W, Q).
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(ii) To allow the transfer of the pointwise bounds between (W, Q) and ( |78 Q ):

Proposition 4.3. Assume (2.1). Then
~ ~ _1
[((Wo —W, Q04 — R)[Ix < et) 2 (W, R)|x. (4.9)

On one hand, this bound allows us to transfer the bootstrap assumption to (W Q), i.e.
show that (2.1) implies (2.3).

On the other hand, it shows that it suffices to improve the bootstrap condition for ( VT/, Q ),
i.e. prove (2.5); this in turn implies a similar improvement for (2.1).

(iii) To compute the paradifferential equation (4.2) for (W, Q), which is written in the
form

{ Wi+ Qu + Ty, Oa = Tyng, Wa = G, (4.10)

Qi —iW —Ty5, 0u =K.

with a good description of the source terms (G, K ). Precisely, we identify the leading-
order cubic terms in (G, K), while proving improved decay estimates for the remaining
quartic terms:

Proposition 4.4. Assume that (2.1) and (2.2) hold. Then (W, Q ) solve an equation of the
Sform (4.10), where the source terms (G, K) satisfy the bound

G B 1 a0 IOW.RIZIV. O 1 s @.11)

Furthermore, (5, 1?) can be split into
((";" E) — (6(3), E(3)) + (5(4+), ﬁ(4+))7

where (6(3) K ®)) are explicit cubic expressions in (W Q) given by (4.15) which satisfy
the bound

IG®. K1 <a0 IW.BIZIV. D) (4.12)

Ao
while (5 Ud K 1) are quartic and higher-order expressions which satisfy the better
bound

IGHD KA,y S NW.RIZIOF. D) (4.13)

FAngeo
We remark that, in view of equations (4.10), it is natural to replace the linear scaling
operator Sy used in [9] via (4.3) with a nonlinear, paradifferential counterpart

SOV.0) = (2004 W — 104 0 + 1 (Tyy7, O — Ty 5, War)- 20000 0 +it W =1 Tygy 5 D).
so that we have

S(W,Q)=(SW,SQ) —t(G, K). (4.14)
This system of equations for (W, Q) will play a key role in the next section.

We record the explicit cubic expressions for (G®, K@) below. Here we have parti-
tioned the terms of G® into three components:
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- G §3) corresponds to the perturbative cubic terms that arise from the time differentiation
d t W,
. 6;3) corresponds to additional cubic terms that arise after cancellations with Qa;

. é§3) corresponds to cubic terms that arise from rewriting the remaining quadratic
expressions in terms of the normal form variables.

The partition of K@ is similar. We remark that these decompositions are consistent with
the computations later in this section, but not so much with the resonant/nonresonant/null
decomposition in Section 5; for this reason, in Section 5 we reorganize them in a more
useful way.

It is convenient to denote the quadratic component of F, rewritten in terms of the
normal form variables ( Wy, Qa), as follows:

F® = P[0uWo — JuWal.
Then we have
GO =GO 4 GO 4+ GO,
G =Ty, (0uaWa) + T g, 7y, W + TTWer, 2R 0 War)) + TI(( D W )ar- 2% W),
G = —WoF® + Ty W + N0 FP 29%W) + TI(FP, Wo) + (W FO)
— T2, 0u) + T(Qa, W2) — Ty O — T, F? + T W2,
6§3) = sz(T% WA+ (Wo 20 W) Oa
+ Ty, (—0aWa + FO) + Ty (T, W + TH( Q. 2W))g
t To(Gu W (T, W+ 1180 20 0) Ve
— Tong, T, W + TM(Wa, 20W))a, (4.15)
RO = RO L RO 4 gV,
K = T4 524 p16,m0. W + T5,Ti, Oa + MWa. 0a))
+ (302 + Pl Qal?Da: 20W) + T1(De, 270 Wa])
— N(Wo 0. 0a) + (Ja. F?) Ty Oa.
K = iTgW + (W2 2%W) — TG iG] Oa.
Egs) = _sz(réa WATI(0g, 2R W) Ou— Tong, (Téa W+ T1( Q. 29W)
+ Ty, i) Qo + Téa(QaWa) +T5, T, W
4.1. The paradifferential equation

We begin by computing the cubic and higher-order perturbative source terms (G, K)
for the paradifferential normal form variables (4.4) above, simultaneously identifying the
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paradifferential quadratic potentials that we will collect on the left-hand side in equation
(4.10). First we compute the time derivative,

WW =Wy — 0, Tw, W — 3, TL(Wy, 2R W)
= —F(1+ W)
+ Tw, (F(1 + Wo)) + T(F1+Wa))a W
4+ TI(Wy, 2R[F (1 + Wy)]) + I(F (1 + Wy))e, 2RW).
We collect the cubic terms below in G 1:
W = —F(1 4+ Wy) + Tw, F + Tp,W + TI(Wy, 2R F) + TI(Fy, 2R W) + G4,
where
G, = Tw,(FWa) + T(rwy) W + ILWy, 2R[F Wy ]) + II((F Wa)a, 28W).  (4.16)
On the other hand, we have
3000 = Oy — dgTRW — 34 T1(R, 2RW)
= R(1 + Wy) — 04 TRW — 0o II(R, 2NW),
so that
W + 8aQ =—F(1+Wy)+Tw, F +Tr,W + II(Wy, 20 F) + II(Fy, 2R W) + G,
4+ R(1 + Wy) — 0, TRW — 04 T1(R, 2% W)
= Toww, F — TasirWa + G1 + Go,
where G, contains only cubic and higher-order terms,
Gy = (R— F)Wy + T(r—r),W + TI((F — R)q, 2RW) + TI(F — R, W,)
+ TI(Y — Wy, R) + P[TI(W,, F) — TI(R, Y)]
+(TI7R—TW‘1F)+(TEW“—T§Y). 4.17)

Lastly, we exchange the variables in the quadratic potentials for their normal form
counterparts (W, Q):

0W + 040 = Tyyip, Oa — Ty, Wae + G1 + G2+ G3 =: Ty Qo — Toy 5, We + G,
where 63 contains the cubic and higher terms in the difference,
Gs = Togw, F — Tyyp, Qa + Tog 5, Wee — Tt W (4.18)
For the second equation, we have
3,0 = Q; — 3, TRW — 8, TI(R, 2R W)
=iW — FQq — P[|R|?]
+ Tproy—i(i+a)y +iaW + TRIF(1 + Wy)]
4+ IRy —i(1 + a)Y +ia,20NW) + TI(R,2R[F (1 + Wy)]).
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We collect the cubic terms below in K 1
3.0 =iW —TrQq — TgR —iTyW + TrTF Wy — i TI(Y, 2% W) + K,
where
Ki = Tory—iav+iaW + Tr(Tw, F + TI(Wy, F))
4+ bRy —iaY +ia,2R0W) + TI(R,2R[F Wy])
+ [TI(R,2RF) — TI(F, Q4) — II(R, R) + Tr—g,F. (4.19)
As a result, we have
30 —iW =iW —TrQq — TgR —iTy W + TRTr Wy — i TI(Y, 2R W) + K,
—i(W —Tw, W — II(Wy, 20 W))
= —TgR — Tr(Qu — Tr Wa) + K1 + K.
where
Ky =i(Tw,W —TyW) +ill(Wy — Y,2RW) + Tr—F Qq- (4.20)

Lastly, we exchange the variables on the right-hand side for their normal form coun-
terparts (W, Q):

até_iW = _szQuQa‘FEl +E2+K~3 =K,

where
K3 =T,35,0a0 = TRR —Tr(Qa — TF Wa). 4.21)

We conclude

{8,W+3aé—szWaéa + TZ?RQaW“ = 6’ (4.22)

0,0 —iW + Tyy5, 0 = K.

4.2. Energy bounds on the normal form

Here we prove Proposition 4.1, transferring the energy estimates from (W, Q) to the
normal form variables (W, Q), together with Proposition 4.2, which is concerned with
estimates on (SW, S Q).

Proof of Propositions 4.1, 4.2. For W, we estimate the quadratic corrections to W. We
have
ITw, W + (W, 2% W)l go < I WallzoollWell gro-1

so that using (2.1) suffices. The H ¥ estimate is similar.
For Q, we first write

Ou = R+ RWy — 34(TRW + TI(R,2RW))
= R+ Tw, R+ I1(R, Wy) — T, W — 0, TI(R,2RW).
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We estimate the quadratic terms. First we have, using both (3.8) and (2.1),

1w, R + TH(R, Wo) = TR, 2RWo) oy S IWallel R 50

S IW. R)lix (W, Q) llypgp-

Similarly, we have

1
ITR, W + (R, 2RW) ooy S D2 Rl W 5o S I1W, B)Ix [I(W, O) ]yt -

For the J—’Z’% bound, we directly estimate
_1
ITRW + TH(R, 2/W) | .3 S D173 Rl L2 [[Wallzee < [(W, @) llapger |(W. R)[Ix,

where at the second step we have used (3.14).
It remains to show the bounds for (SW, S Q). Writing

(w,v) = AS(W, Q) = (S =2)W.(S = 3)0 — R(S —2)W),
we have
SW =w— (Tw,W + Ty, w + H(we, 2R W) 4 (W, 2R w)

— Tw,W — PT1(W,,2RW))
+2W — (Taw, W + T, 2W + TIQWy, 2RW) + T(Wy, 4RW)),

where the 7' and I arise from commutators with o,

Tw, W = 2(Tawy, W + Tw,aWa) — 2a(Tw,, W + Tw, W),
TT(Wy, 2%W) = 2(TI((@Wa), 2R W) + TL(We, 2R (@W,)))
— 20(TT(Weyr, 2RW) + TI(Wey, 2R Wa)).

Then it is straightforward to estimate each term on the right-hand side in H %, combining
(3.8) and (2.1) as before. We remark that we gain a derivative in the commutator, so both
of these terms are estimated in a scale-invariant fashion by

ITw Wy + ITWe 280y S Wl W,

1 1.
4 4

For § Q , We write

SO =S50
— (TsgW + Trw + TI(SR,2RW) + TI(R, 2%w) — TrW — PII(R,2RW))
— (TR2W + TI(R, 4R W)
=1+ TR — (TsgW + II(SR, 2R W) + TI(R, @) — TrW — PII(R,2%W))
— (TR2W + TI(R, 4% W)) + 30 — 2RW. (4.23)
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We estimate the unbalanced terms on the right-hand side of (4.23), as the correspond-
ing balanced terms are similar. First, we have by Sobolev embeddings,

3
ITw R ;3 < [lwllzsl [D]* RllLs Sae 1wl ;8-
Using (3.14), we also have
_1
ITRWl ;3 S IPIT* Rl 2 [WallLe Sax 191l 3

Next we estimate the last two terms on the right-hand side. The estimate for Q is
immediate. For RW, Tr W and TT1(R, W) may be estimated as before, and we have

3
ITwRI 3 < IWILall IDI* Rllzs Sae WL,

To estimate Tsg W, we use the identity

Ty + Rqw

S—1HR =
( ) 14+ W,

Consider the contribution 7(;_y)y, W from ry. The cases of three unequal frequencies
may be estimated as follows:

171 e Wl 3 + 1Ty W3 S (U IWallzoo) el 3 1 Wallzoo Sa liel 3

Since Y and r, are both holomorphic, there is no frequency cancellation in the balanced
case I1(Y, ry), and so this case may be treated in the same way.

For the contribution from Ry,w, we have T(;_y)r,wW . We consider the cubic term;
the quartic term is similar, measuring ¥ € L in all cases. We have

1
1T7r, wWl 3 S NP2 Rl [0l 3 1WellLe Sa w1

1 5
ITror Wil 53 S [wllzall D2 Rl[Loe [ [DIFW|Le <4 Il ;1 -

As with the v, contribution, the balanced frequency case has no cancellation and may be
treated as either of these two cases. ]

4.3. Pointwise bounds on the normal form

Here we prove Proposition 4.3, transferring pointwise estimates from (W, Q ) to the orig-
inal variables (W, Q).

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Recall, our objective is to show that
~ =~ 1
[(Wo =W, Qo — R)|Ix < &(t) 2 [(W. R)]|x.

For the W bound, we first consider the unbalanced paraproduct quadratic terms. For the
high frequency estimate, using (2.1) we have

—1
10aTw, W 1 < [WellLeIWI 1 < e(t) 2 (W, B)|x.
B B

00,2 00,2
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so it suffices to consider the low frequency L estimate with W<;. In this case we may
gain derivatives from the low frequency W, in the paraproduct. For instance, we may use
the estimate

_1 3 3
11D|72 80 Tw, W<t Lo S | ID[*W Lo D ||| D]3 WallLeo
A<1

3 1 —1
SIDEW (Lol |DI2W e < e(t) 2 [(W. R)|lx.

Next we estimate the balanced quadratic corrections in w. Here, we likewise consider
the high and low frequencies separately. For the high frequencies,

1 1
106 TTWer. RW)z1ll 1y S DI WallLe WLy S ()72 (W, R)x.
00,2 00,2
For the low frequency estimate, we have room as before to rebalance derivatives from the
first instance of W,,. Here, note that the summation permitted by the rebalancing likewise
allows for the estimate of the implicit projection P in our notation for IT. Precisely,

_1 N _1
D72 06 TT(We, RW) <t l|zoo S Y [[1D]72 06 TT(Wer, W) 1| oo
A<1

3 1 —1
SIDEW (Lol |DI2W e < e(t) 2 (W, R)|lx.

For Q,, we have

Ou — R =Tw, R+ TI(Wy, R) — Tr,W — 05 TI(R, 2R W).

The estimates for the quadratic errors are similar to before: we consider the high and low
frequency estimates separately, and observe that the balance of derivatives is favorable for
each term so that we have room to rebalance as necessary. We present here the analysis
for the unbalanced paraproduct terms. Considering first the high frequency estimate, we
have

_1
ITw. Rl 3 < IWall=lIRI 3 < ()2 [(W. R)llx.
Boo,2 Boo,z
1 _1
ITr W 5 S HIDPRIL=lWal 4 S elt) 2 [[(W. R)x.
00,2 00,2

For the low frequency L estimate, we have
3 1
17w, R<illzoe S I1DIFW Lo Y [ ID[% Ryl
A<1
3 _1
SIIDIAW LRl < &{t) 2 [|(W, R)lx,

1 3
TR, Weitllzoe S [[1D]* Rl Y ||| D]3 Wy |zeo
A<1

1 1 —1
SIID# Rz [D]2 WL < ()2 (W, R)|Ix- u
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4.4. Bounds on the source term

Next we estimate the cubic and higher source terms (6 K ) in equation (4.10), and thus
prove Proposition 4.4.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. To estimate G, we observe that all the terms in G;, i = 1,2,3
(see (4.15)) are cubic and higher-order expressions with variables (W, R) or their respec-
tive normal form counterparts (Wa, Qa), and also possibly Y instead of W, within the
following set of rules:

(i) R orits equivalent Q~a appears exactly once.
(ii)) Wy orits equivalents Y, Wa appear at least twice.

Similarly, after extracting the cubic terms G® as a trilinear expression in 6(3)(Q~a, Wy,
W,), the remaining quartic and higher-order terms share a similar description, but with
(i1) replaced by

(i) Wy or its equivalents Y, W, appear at least three times.
In terms of estimates, these equivalent sets of variables are interchangeable by Proposi-
tions 4.1 and 4.3. To bound the cubic terms, we may rebalance the derivatives such that
the lowest frequency variable is estimated by

107, Oy ~ao | (e B3

while the remaining two variables are controlled by A3 . To bound the quartic and higher
terms, we argue in the same fashion, with the adjustm%nt that the two highest frequency
factors are controlled by A%, while the intermediate frequencies are controlled by Ao.

To estimate K, the discussion is similar but slightly more complex. As we will see
below, its cubic terms may be placed into three cases:

(i)  cubic terms with Wa, Wa, VT/, where W is in the place of the highest frequency;

(ii)  cubic terms with Qa, Qa, Wa, where a Qa is in the place of the highest fre-
quency;

(iii) cubic terms with Q~a, Q~aa, W, where W is in the place of the highest frequency.

As above, we allow for substitutions with equivalent variables Wy ~Wy~Y, respectively
Qa ~ R. Then to classify the quartic and higher-order terms, we obtain contributions
similar to the three above, but with an additional W, factor which is at or below the
highest frequency as described in (i)—(iii). In addition to this, we obtain one more term,
namely

(iv) a quartic term with R, R, Wy, W,, and highest frequency W,,.
This categorization is immediate for the terms of K 1 and Ez. For K 3, write
E3 = szRQa - TER - TR(Qa —TrWy) + TZ%(Qa—R) Qa
= TZSRR(Q - TRW - H(Rv 29{W))a - TER - TR(Qa - TF Wa)

+ TzSR(YQa—(TRW-'rH(R,ZmW))u)Qa
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= TR[TF Wo — (TRW )a] — Tot r(IT(R, 2R W) + TR[RWo — (TRW )4
+ Ton (¥ Qu (TaW+TIR 29W))e) O
= TRITF—rRWo — TR, W] — Tat (T1(R, 2R W) )
+ Tx[Tw,R + I(Wy, R) — T, W]
+ Togt (¥ Qu—(TxW +TI(R 20W))a) Q-
The first term on the right-hand side is quartic, recalling that

R — F = P[RY — RY].

In terms of estimates, as with 6, in all of the cubic cases (i)—(iii) we may rebalance
derivatives such that the lowest frequency variable is estimated by

[Z2l e

while the remaining two variables are controlled by Azl. For the corresponding quartic
terms we add A bounds for the additional W, terms. On'the other hand, for the remaining
quartic term in (iv) we use W, € H# for the highest frequency Wy :

IT» TP[R)_’—EY] We ”H% Sdo IRz || Rl| oo || Wel| oo || Wee “H% :

Next we identify the leading-order cubic source terms (6(3), K 3 in (é K ), with
respect to the normal form variables (W, Q).
First, we identify the cubic terms in G. Using the identities

F = Qq — QoY + P[RY — RY],
W =W + Ty, W + T(Wy, 2RW), (4.24)
0 = 0 + TrW + (R, 2R W),

the first term of G may be written
Tw, (FWa) = Ty, (0aWa) + g. (4.25)

where g consists of quartic terms with variables R, Wy, Wy, Wy, possibly interchanged
with their normal form counterparts. By a similar reexpression of the remaining terms of
G1, we may write

G1 = Tig, (QuWo) + T, ), W
+ T (W, 280 We) + (D Wer)ar: 20) + G,
From the last two lines of 62, we observe that the quadratic components cancel:
(Y — Wo. R) + P[(Wa. F) = TI(R.Y)] + (Tg R — T, F) + (TgWo — TgY)

= —II(W,Y,R) + P[TI(W,, P[RY — RY]) + II(R, W,Y)]
— Ty, 7R — Ty, (P[RY — RY]) + TgWoY
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so that

Gz = _WaP[QaWa - QaWa] + TP

[OaWa—0uWala
+ T(P[OaWe — OaWala: 2%W) + TH(P[Qa W — OuWal. W)
— T2, 0u) + PIN(Wa, P10uWe = OuWel) + T1(0er, W2)]
~ T2 0a — T, (P10aWa — BuWal) + T, Wi + GSP).

For G3, we likewise observe that the quadratic components cancel:

G3 = Tog(Ty, W+ T (Wa 200W))e Qar
+ Togw, (—QaY + P[RY — RY]) + T, (TRW + II(R, 2HW))q
+ Do RWo—(TrW+TIR28W))0) War — Tant g (Tw, W+ TH(Wey, 28W))a,
so that
Gs = sz(T%WJrn(Wa,sz))a Ou
+ Ty, (= 0aWa + P1OaWa — OuWal) + Ty, (Tg, W + T1(Da. 2%W))a
t Tom (G W Ty, W+ 1B 2m ) Wer = Tomgs, (Tig, W+ TH(Wer, 291W))
L.
Next we identify the cubic terms in K. From the last line of K 1, we first observe the
quadratic cancellations:
[[I(R,2RF) — TI(F, Qq) — TI(R, R)] + Tr—o, F
= —TI(YQq, F) + TI(R, P[RY — RY]) -~ Tg, v F
so that
K = T 0062 Bua 205 P10u B
+ QO Oo) O + 203 PO Oaal. 20W) + T Do 2D Wa))
— I(Wa Oa. Oa) + (0, P[0uWe — OuWal) = Ty, 7, O + KD,

]W + Téu (Tﬁ'/a ro + H(Wa’ Qa))

For K, the quadratic cancellations are straightforward from the definition of ¥ and
we obtain

Ky = iTgaW +iDW.20W) =Ty 5 o 5 = 0a + R4,

For I?3, we have the quadratic cancellations

K3 =Tyyp, 00 — TeR — Tr(Qu — Tr Wa)
= —Ton(rpW+TI(R 290W))y O — Tat0, (TRW + TI(R, 2R W))q
+ a0, ¥) Qo + Tg(QaY) + TRTF W,
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and hence

K3 = =Tonry, W+T1(8029W))a Qo — Thy5,(Tg, W + T(Qa. 208 W))e

~ N T (4
+ TZW(QQVT’Q) O+ Téa(QaWa) + TQQTQQ Wy + K§ + ]

5. The pointwise estimates

So far, we have used the pointwise bootstrap assumption (2.1) in order to derive the energy
estimates (2.2) with €% 1oss for (W, Q), which we then transferred to normal form vari-
ables (I/T/, Q), see (2.4), with a similar €% loss. The remaining objective is to obtain an
improvement of the bootstrap assumption (2.1), which has in turn been reduced to proving
its counterpart for the normal form variables, namely the bound (2.5). All the work in the
last two sections of the paper happens at the level of the normal form variables (W, Q~ ).

Our primary objective in this section is to consider (W, Q ) at fixed time, and to convert
the energy estimates (2.4) into pointwise bounds, via vector field Sobolev-type inequali-
ties.

This will in particular yield the pointwise bound

|(Wa Oa)llx < et72+C%, (5.1)

However, this does not suffice in order to prove (2.5) because of the €€ 1oss. For this
reason, we will instead obtain a sharper version of (5.1), where the loss is replaced with
a gain for most components of (W, Q). To describe this gain, we will produce an ellip-
tic/hyperbolic decomposition

W.0) =W, Qe + (W, Q)nyp- (5.2)

Here the elliptic component contains a nearly full range of frequencies, but satisfies
stronger, elliptic bounds, and in particular has better decay,

|(Wa. Ou)enlx Ser™278, 80, (5.3)

which suffices for (2.5).

The hyperbolic component, on the other hand, is frequency localized on a scale which
depends on the velocity v = «/¢. While retaining the 1Ce loss, it has another redeeming
feature, namely a gain of min{|v|~2, |v|®} away from velocity |v| & 1, with a universal
small b. This will defeat the 7€’ loss outside a small region of the form

Q=< <) s« (5.4)

That will leave us, at the conclusion of this section, with the remaining task of improv-
ing the pointwise bounds for ( |78 Q)hyp within the above region Q°. This can no longer
be done via a fixed time analysis, and instead has to be accomplished dynamically. That
will be the objective of the last section of the paper, where we use our wave packet test-
ing method to capture a good asymptotic parameter y (¢, v) and its associated asymptotic
equation.
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5.1. A fixed time system for (W, Q)
We recall from (4.14) that we have
S(W.0)=5W.0)-1(G.K),
where the nonlinear paradifferential vector field Sis given by
SOV, 0) = 2da W 1050 + 1 (Tyy 7, Ou — Ty 5, Wa) - 2002 O + it W =1 Tyy 5 Ou).

Thus we can think of (W, Q) at fixed time as the solutions to a system governed by
the operator S,

200, W — 1040 + 1 (Tyy 7, Qa — Togg, Wa) = G. 5.5)
200,0 +itW — 1Ty 5, 0u = K. .
where, by Propositions 4.1 and 4.4, we control L2-type norms as
~ ~ 2
([Z] PESPE S (G0 ] PR (5.6)

At first we will regard this as a linear system for ( W, Q), where the paradifferential
coefficients are decoupled from the main variables, and are instead assumed to have 2
decay in the uniform X norm,

|(Wa, Ga)lx < Cetr™32. (5.7)

The pointwise bounds we will prove for solutions to this system hold irrespective of the

origin of W and Q. To emphasize this, we will more generally consider any solution

(w, g) to the system S(w, ¢) = (g, k) or in expanded form

20wy —tqq + t(szWuqa - széa Wy) = g, (5.8)
200y +itw — thmQaqa =k.

In a nutshell, our goal will be to obtain pointwise bounds for (w, g) in terms of Sobolev
bounds for (w, q), respectively (g, k). A simplified version of our main estimate is as
follows.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that (W, Q) satisfy the bootstrap bound (5.7). Then the follow-
ing pointwise bound holds for solutions (w, q) to (5.8):
1
l(wa, go)llx < 72w, D 4,1 5o + 1€ R 1) (5.9)
However, such a bound does not suffice for our purposes due to the €€ loss in (5.6),

so in the next subsection we perform a finer analysis, where we replace the X norm above
with a stronger norm, which we call X¥.
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5.2. The elliptic-hyperbolic decomposition and the X* norm

To better understand system (5.8) we begin with a heuristic discussion. The starting point
is to consider a dyadic decomposition for «. In a fixed dyadic region & & «g, system (5.8)
is microlocally elliptic unless the frequency £ is comparable to
2

€o = ol
in which case the system is microlocally hyperbolic. Thus in this region we distinguish
between
 elliptic low frequencies, |§| < &p;
* hyperbolic intermediate frequencies, || ~ &g;
 elliptic high frequencies, || > &.

The above phase space decomposition applies for a range of o, but not for all. We

separate two extreme cases:
(a) Very low a, namely
3

a <KL o =1t4.
This corresponds to & > 12 and to v K vy i= =%, In this range we simply separate
frequencies into low and high relative to the frequency &, = 13
» elliptic low frequencies, |§]| < &o;
* high frequencies, |£| = &,
where, in the high frequency region, the Hi regularity of the source terms in (5.8) is
superseded by the #¢ bound for (w, q).
(b) Very high o, namely

o> oy =t 2,
This corresponds to £ < t~2 and to v >> vy := ¢. In this range we again separate fre-
quencies into low and high:
* low frequencies, |§]| < &ni;
» elliptic high frequencies, |£]| > &u;
where, in the low frequency region, the Hi regularity of the source terms in (5.8) is
superseded by the # 4 bound for (w, q).

Corresponding to the above decomposition of the phase space, we consider an asso-
ciated decomposition of (w, g). Our strategy will be to localize spatially first, and then
in frequency. Some care is required at the level of the spatial localization. At low fre-
quency we have w € H %, which is a localizable norm. On the other hand, at low frequency
q € H %, which is not a localizable norm; in particular, g is only defined modulo constants.

Hence, rather than localizing g it is better to localize g, . Thus, given a bump function y,
we define the associated localization operator, which we denote by y, as

x(w,q) = (w1,q1) iffwy = yw, 1.0 = xqe-
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We now use these localization operators to define the X * norm via a full decomposition
of (w, ¢). We begin with the spatial decomposition,

W, ) = X<, 9) + Xpa WD)+ Y Xao(W.q). (5.10)

Q1o SO SAhi
Then the summand in the last term is further decomposed in frequency,
Xoo (wv q) = P<<EoXDto (U), q) + Pfoxao(wv Q) + P>>§'0X0[0 (w» q)v (51 ])

into an elliptic low frequency component, a hyperbolic component, and an elliptic high
frequency component. We note that these truncations do not preserve the spatial localiza-
tions; however, the ensuing tails are smooth and rapidly decreasing away from the original
support and do not have any effect on the arguments that follow.

For later use, we employ these truncations in order to define a decomposition of (w, g)
into an elliptic and a hyperbolic part,

(w,q) = (Wen, gen) + (Whyp, Gyp) (5.12)

where the hyperbolic part is defined as

(Whyp: Giyp) = D Pry Xao(, ). (5.13)

Q1o S Shi

As hinted earlier, to measure the size of (w, g) we will not simply use the X norm,;
instead we introduce a stronger norm X ¥ which we now define. Based on the decomposi-
tion above, we set

1w, Dllxs = 11X <o W, Dl ye + x> (W @)l s
R N P CA G (5.14)

o S0 SAhi

where the first two of the component norms are
1
Iw. Dllys = 12w )l 3. (5.15)
3
I, @)l = 131 (war gl - (5.16)

For the last component we distinguish between the case &y < 1 (which corresponds to
oo > t) and & > 1 (which corresponds to ¢ < t). In the first case, we set

l _l
II(w»q)IIXg0 =128 7 | Pogy (W, @l 4,1
1 _
+ 12| Pegy(w, Qall -3 + 56l Pey (0, 9)lIx0, (5.17)
while in the second case we define
1 -1 1
II(w,q)IIXgO =128 | Pogy(w, Qall 41 + 121 P<go (W, @all 4,1
+ £ || Pey (w, 9) [ xo, (5.18)
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where

=3 b=to-1)

Here the X norm, used above as a reference norm, corresponds exactly to A4 L

[(w.@)llxo = lwell .1+ llqall ,
BZ, B

} : -
0, 00,2

If ap < t, which corresponds to & > 1, then in the hyperbolic region the X° norm
controls the full X norm, and so it suffices to have a small gain b > 0. On the other hand,
if g > ¢, which corresponds to £y < 1, then the X° norm no longer controls the full X
norm at frequency &, so we need a gaina > % for the X norm; we actually get %.

The elliptic portion in our decomposition will play a perturbative role in our analysis.
For this reason, it is convenient to separately define a norm X 311 in order to measure it.

Precisely, we set

1w, Dl = s (0. Dl + 1w (0, Dy

+  sup [ Xeow. @y (5.19)
oo S0 St ag,ell
where 1
le—3 1
I Dllgs |, = 1280 1@ Dall g + 12100 Dall oy (5.20)

5.3. Bounds for the linear system (5.8)

The main objective here is to use the X* norm in order to state and prove an enhanced
form of Proposition 5.1.

Proposition 5.2. Assume that W, Q) satisfy the bootstrap bound (5.7). Then the follow-
ing bound holds for solutions (w, q) to (5.8):

lw.@)lxr < 72w, )] +1(g. ol ;). (5.21)

Fe¥nHo
Proof. In the constant coefficient case, in the absence of the paradifferential quadratic
terms, the bound (5.21) essentially follows from [9]. The argument in [9] begins with a
frequency localization, and then identifies spatially the elliptic and hyperbolic regions.
In our case, such an argument is no longer possible because the frequency localization
no longer commutes with S, i.e. the commutator of Littlewood—Paley projectors with the
paradifferential terms is not perturbative (does not have enough time decay). But what we
can do instead is change the order of the two steps, i.e. first localize spatially in dyadic
regions and then identify the elliptic and hyperbolic frequency ranges.

Step 1: Localization. To localize spatially we consider a unit bump function y which
selects a dyadic spatial range @ & g With o1 < g < api- Then [y/| S oy 1. We replace

~

(w, q) by (w1,91) = x(w,q), and seek a good equation for (w;, q;). We begin with

adpwi = yadew + ay'w,
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which is acceptable since multiplication by y or oy’ preserves Hi. Similarly, by duality,
it also preserves H ~1 so the g truncation is also acceptable.

Next we consider the commutator of y with the paraproducts. For these we need the
following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that the pointwise bound (5.7) holds. Then we have the commutator
bounds

I Tg Jwall 3 <t Hwll g (5.22)
I Tg,)dall y3 <7l 3 (5.23)
Il T gall 5y <7 lall 5 (5.24)

Proof. We start with (5.22). Since y is essentially localized at frequencies < o', we

first eliminate the low frequencies in w, namely those below o !. Their contribution is
estimated directly, without using the commutator structure:

~ 3~
I T, P<ggrwellLe S 11QallLe [ PegyiwallLe S g * | Qallellwl]l ;4

p 3
-3 4
<t dag *fwll -
Each additional derivative contributes an o ! factor, so we get

-1 4
1t Tg Pl < 1 2 ],

1
i’

which suffices since ag = o, = (3.
Next we replace y by T,. Suppose w is localized at frequency p > oy 1. Then we
estimate

-N
[PzuxlliLee < (poo)™,
and repeat the computation above to obtain
-1 -1 -N
Ik = Ty Tg, 1 Pawall ,y < 17 2eg " (o) ™ o] -

Finally, we consider the paraproduct commutator [T, Téa], where the iEput and output
frequencies are equal and equal to u > a5 This vanishes if either y or O are constant,
so it is natural to think of it as a bilinear form in their derivatives y, respectively Qaa.
Indeed, we can write the commutator in the form

[TX’ Téu]Puwa = M_lLllh(Xaa Qam Py w)

where Ly, stands for a translation invariant trilinear form with uniformly integrable kernel
and lower frequencies in the first two entries. Hence we have the L2 bound

Ty Tg, ) Puwell 53 S [ XallLell QullLe | Puwll 1 S 17200 (| Puw] ;1

which suffices, exactly as above.
This concludes the proof of (5.22). The proof of (5.23) is identical.
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Finally, we consider (5.24), where we carry out the same steps. For the very low
frequencies we have

-1 1 -1.,-1
I Ty, P dall 3 S ag IDEW liollgll 3 S 02Nl 3
for the high y frequencies we gain extra (o)~ factors, and the paraproduct commuta-
tor is the same as above. ]

To summarize, we have reduced the problem to three localized settings, i.e. where
(w, qo) are localized in one of the following three regions:

D) low a, |o| K a1 = t%, where it suffices to prove a low frequency elliptic bound;

(2) higha, |a| > ap; = t2, where it suffices to prove a high frequency elliptic bound;

(3) intermediate dyadic o, o ~ g, with ti < o <%, where we will do a full elliptic—
hyperbolic decomposition.

‘We consider each of these three cases in turn.

Step 2: The low « region, || < aj,. Here for the high frequencies |§]| = &, = t%, we
simply use the ¢ bound.

The same J#? bound allows us to treat perturbatively the input of the high frequencies
to equations (5.8), B

ISP2g, (w, )l 1 < 1w, DIl oo -

Here, we use the bound on the size of o within the support of (w, g). The frequency
projector Psg  does not have a localized kernel, but it decays rapidly on the 72 scale, so
it only generates O(¢t =) errors.

Thus we are left with an equation of form (5.8) for the low frequency component
(Wio, q10) = P<<§k, (w, ),

L{(wio, q10)] = (810, k10),

where the localization is again retained up to negligible tails.

We rewrite this system as

Iio,0 = 200Wi0,q + Z(szﬁ/aqm,a - T2§Réa Wio,) — &lo>
itw = —20q10,e + szgRQ'aQIO,a + Kios
with source terms (gy,, k1) satisfying the same bounds as (g, k). Here we directly obtain
the elliptic bound
1 (q10,et wlo)“ﬂ,% < ! (g105 klo)“ﬂ% )
simply by treating all the terms we have moved to the right in a perturbative manner, using
both the frequency and the spatial” localization. This in turn can be rewritten as

lwio- i)l 3 = ¢ g0 ki)l y S 07 M. @l 4y + 8B p).

I R
HANHC

as needed for the X f) norm.

2Up to negligible tails.
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Step 3: The high « region, || > ayi. Here we apply the same strategy as in the previous
case, but reverse the role of high and low frequencies. Precisely, for frequencies below
£ni = 1~2 we only retain the starting # # bound for (w, g). This suffices in order to place
the contribution of the low frequencies into the source term in (5.8),

ISP<e, (w. )l 4 S 1. 43

We note that here the left-hand side cannot be estimated directly due to the large « factors.
Instead, we need to commute S and P<g,. Thus, we obtain a system of the same form as
(5.8) for the high frequencies (Wi, gni) = Psg, (W, q). We rewrite this system in the form

200whi,e = tqnia — 1Ty, dhie — T g, Whia) + &his
ZQth,a = —itwy + szmQQth,a + kp;.
On the left we use the localization to || > o, = #2 to estimate from below
2
] (whises gie) 5,4 S M (@Whises @il 4, 4 + (W, @) 4,1
Using this bound allows us to estimate perturbatively all the terms we have moved to the
right, and thus obtain the elliptic bound

1
P

S0 Dl g1 gy + 18R 1),

||(whi,a’qhi,a)||gz, HEnHC

as needed for the X, hﬂi norm.

Step 4: The intermediate o region, a), S o9 S orpi. Here we assume that (w, go) are
localized in the dyadic region || & «g. The difficulty we have in this region is that the
potentials are nonperturbative, at least in the hyperbolic region. To address this difficulty,
we first use perturbative analysis to estimate (w, ¢) in the elliptic region.

Step 4(a): The elliptic analysis. This has two components:

(i) High frequency, & > &;. Here, the leading component is «d,; therefore we would like
to prove the bound

1 1 1
< — = — 2
1P (w. @)l 55 5 oo = 7160l (5.25)

With j > 0 we apply the projector Ps,;¢, respectively in equations (5.8), and commute
to obtain an equation for (w;, q;) = Ps,jg, (w, q). We obtain

{20le,a —14j.0 + 1 (Thgy, dje — Topg, Wia) = &) (5.26)

20qj,q +itw; — thmQanLa = kj,
with source terms

8 = Praigy8 + 1([Praity, Ty, Jje — [Pr2itys Tomg, JWi),
kj = Prajgk +1[Pxaigy: Thy g, 1wj e
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We estimate the source terms in H i , using (5.7), as follows:
_1 1 ~ ~
Gkl 1 S g g1 + 280 > (1D 2 Qallzee 4+ W llLoo) [ (Wj—1,0, Gj-1.0)1l 5 3

1.1
S 1 by + 6 101 grra) 3.

where (w;_1,¢g;—1) arise due to the fact that the commutators have a slightly larger fre-
quency support.

Then we consider system (5.26), where we observe that all but the first terms in each
equation can be treated perturbatively at frequencies >> &y. Hence we obtain the bound

-1
lwra gl 4y < 05 Mg kDI,

1.1 _1
<t 1502 (g, k)”é’{’% +1 2 ”(wj—l,ou Qj—l,a)”ﬂ% .
Reiterating this bound several times, we are eventually able to use our a priori bound on
(w, q) to conclude that for some large fixed j (e.g. j = 5) we obtain

< w4y &R,

I gia)l g

%
thus proving (5.25).

(ii)) Low frequency, £ < &y. Here the leading component is the linear # component; there-
fore we would like to show that

1
| Pacto -0l 3 < 7AW Dy, + 18Kl )- (5.27)
The argument is identical to the one in case (i) above, so the details are omitted.

(iii) Once we have the bounds in the elliptic region, we can truncate in frequency to the
hyperbolic region & &~ &g, using the elliptic bounds to estimate the truncation errors in
system (5.8). Thus we will assume from here on that both (w, ¢) are localized at fre-
quency &g. This localization will destroy the spatial localization, but we will neglect this
in the analysis that follows since the generated tails are of size t ~ and rapidly decreasing.

Step 4(b): The hyperbolic analysis. Here, as discussed in (iii) above, we assume that
(w, q) are frequency localized at dyadic frequency &g, spatially localized in the dyadic
region || &~ o, and the right-hand side in the equation satisfies the same bounds as in the
theorem. It suffices to prove the desired pointwise bound for w, as g can then be obtained
directly from either of the equations in (5.8).

Our next step is to eliminate g, from the two equations. To do this we use the para-
product product and commutator formulas from our previous paper [3, Lemmas 2.4, 2.5].
This gives

(4o? = 8atTy 5 +41°Tig 5 2 wa + it*(1 = Ty Yw = 2agy, (5.28)
where g is given by

2agy = 2(a —tTy5,)g + 1(1 = 2Ty )k + 1> (Lwg + Mqa),
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with
L=4Ty5,Tng, =~ Ton?) M =D, Tang,]-

We can show that g; and g are essentially equivalent:

Lemma 5.4. The function g, satisfies the same bounds as g,
<
il < .l y 0 + 1O, (5.29)
Proof. Here it is easiest to use a result from [3], precisely Lemma 2.5 there. Applied with
Y1 =Y2 = % and using our bootstrap bound (5.7), it yields

!

-3 3~ 5
ILPg L2122 5 € * 1D Qallbmo < 6o

A3

1
%

This is exactly as needed since in our case the argument of L is spatially localized in the
region @ ~~ o, so the output has a similar localization modulo tails which decrease rapidly
on the £;! scale.

For M we also use [3, Lemma 2.5] but now with y; = i and y, = %, where the former
corresponds to W, and the latter to Qa. We obtain

-3 1~ 3~ I _
ILPgy | z2~12 < & *I1D 4 Wallemoll D3 Qallemo < 6o IAZ%,
which again suffices. ]

Consider now (5.28), which we rewrite in the shorter form
12
(1 = Ty)wy + ia—(l —Ty,)w = a) g1, (5.30)
2

where the potentials V; and V, are given by

2[ o~ t2 N~ 2 1
Vi=——N0u+ _Z(ERQa) o V2 =20W,.
o o

We carry out another reduction, which is to eliminate the paracoefficient of w,. This
is achieved by applying the operator 1 + Ty, /(1—-y,) in (5.30). Using paraproduct calculus
again, exactly as in the above lemma, (5.30) is rewritten as

t2
Wo +i—w—ifoTyw =2a""g, (5.31)
o

where g, satisfies the same bound as g; and V' is given by

12 1V2—V1

V=—¢& .
azéO ]—Vl

Here we pulled out the &, factor because in the region of interest |o| ~ oy we have
57 o ! ~ 1. The contributions of V' outside a size o neighborhood of this region have

size O(t~V) and can be harmlessly discarded.
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In view of (5.7), in the above region the potential V' is real valued and has the follow-
ing properties:

(i)  small size,
1

1
2 < ¢4

’

1
VLo < &5t~
(i)  smaller gradient,
_1 3
[Pty VallLoe < 17285

For solutions to equation (5.31) we seek to prove a uniform bound of the form

_1,-3
lwlLe < e(§o)r™28 *(lwll ;1 + wll ;1 + llg2ll ;1) (5.32)

where the £, i factor corresponds to the A 1 norm while ¢ (&p) denotes any additional gain,
as required by the Xgo norm.
Here we distinguish two cases depending on the size of &.

Case 1: &y > 1. Then we will establish a bound based on the J 4 norm for w, and will
instead show that s : :
_1,-2 1 1

[wllze <172, “IIWIIZ. u”g2”2~ 1 (5.33)

Since w is localized at frequency &0, replacing the J4 norm with H° with o > 11 ylelds
= 3(4—0) .
a gain of c(§y) =&,
X* norm.
Taking into account the localization at frequency &g, we can replace the Sobolev norms
by L? norms in (5.33), and rewrite it as

in (5.32), which exactly corresponds to our choice of b in the

1 -3 1 o -1 1
lwllzee S 1728, * (€' wllL2)> (& * o™ g21l22)>,

or equivalently, as a bound for solutions to (5.31), as

1 1
lwlzee < lwlzalle™ g2l (5.34)
We postpone the proof of this bound in order to discuss the second case.

Case 2: &y < 1. Then we will establish a bound based on the 3 norm for w, and will
show that : .
_1 1 1
[wllLe <72 w2, Ig212 ;- (5.35)
H# H%

This corresponds to choosing c(§p) = éog in (5.32), which in turn corresponds to our
choice of a in the X ¥ norm. Taking into account the localization at frequency &o, and the
spatial localization at |«| & «y, this bound also reduces to (5.34).

It remains to prove the bound (5.34) for solutions to (5.31). Here the paradifferential
coefficients are nonperturbative. Part of the difficulty is also the fact that these coefficients
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are in paradifferential form. If that were not the case, then we could simply take advantage
of the critical fact that they are real, calculate

1
de|w|?* = 20w - —g>,
20
and integrate to get

2 -1
lwlizee < wllz2lle™ g2ll2,

as needed.
To prove (5.34), we discard the spatial localization and restate the result in a simpler
form:

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that the function u € L? is localized at frequency & and solves the
equation
ug +iTyu = f, (5.36)

where the potential V' is real and satisfies

V ~ &, (5.37)
IVViLe £ M < &. (5.38)

Then we have the pointwise bound
llZoe < Nuellzzll £z (5.39)

Proof. For a suitable smooth, bounded, and nondecreasing function y we multiply the
equation by yu and integrate by parts. We get

1 _
E/x’|u|2da:t_lé)?/)(ufda+9i/i[T§”,){]u~ﬂdoz.

To ensure that the term on the left is nonnegative we choose y increasing from O to 1
in an interval I of a fixed length r, and constant elsewhere. Here r is chosen above the
uncertainty principle threshold r > & 1. Then we have

X<
and y’ is further supported in /. Then the commutator has L? size
TP 1Py lL2— 12 < &I P<gy VallLoe |2l < &M 7"

Further, we observe that the commutator is essentially localized in 2/, modulo rapidly
decreasing tails on the &' scale. We can account for the rapidly decreasing tails using
translates of the interval /, which has size at least &, 1 Then we arrive at the estimate

7Y, X1 Peyulle < & Mr~" sup llll 2 (7 4-¢)-
ce
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Hence from the previous integral identity we obtain
r ulZary < Mullzzll £llze + &2 Mr™  sup llullZ2 -
ceR
but we can also apply this bound with I replaced by translates of /. This yields

-1 2 -2 -1 2
rmosup ullzz g q ey S Null2ll flle + & " Mr™" sup [ull72 40
ceR ceR

Since M &, 1« 1, we can absorb the second term on the right on the left, to obtain

—1
Y sup 2y 4oy S Iellze £ 1o
ceR

Using the frequency localization of u as well as the bound r > £, 1. this yields a similar
bound for the derivative of u, namely

—1 2
rmosup lluallz2g 4oy < Eollullzzll f 1Lz
ceR

One may obtain L bounds for ¥ in any interval I + ¢ from L2 bounds for u and uy in
the same interval,

2 -1 2 2
||u||L00(1+c) Sr ”””L2(1+c) + r”ua||L2(1+C)~

Then we arrive at
2 < 262
sup 2l Zoo(r ey S L+ €D ullL2 ]| Sl L2-
ce

Choosing r as small as possible,
r§y 1

we finally obtain
2
lullzoo < llullp2ll fllzz.

as desired, concluding the proof of the lemma. ]

Once we have the above lemma, we can apply it to prove (5.34), which in turn con-
cludes the proof of Proposition 5.2. ]

To complete our discussion of the X* bounds we need to compare them with the X
bounds. This is best carried out in terms of the elliptic—hyperbolic decomposition (5.12).

We begin with the hyperbolic part, for which we have that its X size is controlled by
the full X¥ norm, with an additional gain away from unit velocity. To quantify this gain
we use the region Q¥ defined in (5.4), and denote by Xqs a bump function which selects
the region 2% and is smooth at both ends on the appropriate dyadic o scale. Then we have
the following proposition.
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Proposition 5.6. We have the bounds

(W, Dnypallx < N(w. q)lxe. (5.40)

respectively
11 = x@9) (. Diypallx < 722w, q)lIxe- (5.41)

Proof. For the hyperbolic part we use the decomposition in (5.13), which we recall here:

(Whyp: Gnyp) = Z Py Xao (W, q).
Qo SO Shi
We now distinguish between small and large velocities:

(a) Small velocities: oy, < ag < t. This corresponds to dyadic velocities vg = ag/? in the
range

Ao

— =V <V < 1,

t

and to frequencies &y = v62 z 1
In this case, we use the X*# norm component given by the last term in (5.18). Since & = 1,
at frequency £, the X norm agrees with the X° norm, so we obtain

| Pey xao (W, @llx < E50 N w, @) lxs = v38 I (w, q)lxe- (5.42)

This suffices directly for (5.40), while in (5.41) we capture the extra gain due to the trun-
cation to the range vy < t 9.

(b) Large velocities: t < g < ap;. This corresponds to dyadic velocities vg in the range

Ohi
I Sv <wvp = -

and to frequencies &y = v, 2<1.
Now we use instead the X # norm component given by the last term in (5.18). Since £ < 1,

_3
at frequency &y the X norm is &, * times the X° norm, so we obtain

20

_3
1Py Xao w. ) lx < & *ll(w.q)llxe = vy (W, )l x:- (5.43)

This suffices directly for (5.40), while in (5.41) we capture the extra gain due to the trun-
cation to the range vo > 1°. ]

Next we consider the elliptic part of (w, ¢), where we have a simpler objective, namely
to show that it satisfies better bounds both in the energy sense and in the pointwise sense.

Proposition 5.7. Let (w, q) be a pair of functions satisfying

1
. @)l + 10Dy =1 (5.44)
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Then we have the energy bound

”(wa»qa)”(;z,f < t_lv (5.45)

%
as well as the uniform bound
l(w. q)allx <t7°. (5.46)

Proof. For (w, q) we consider the decomposition (5.10), and prove the desired bound
separately for each frequency. The L? estimate (5.45) is trivial; we have only added it in
the proposition for easy reference. For the uniform bound (5.46), on the other hand, we
need to appropriately apply Bernstein’s inequality.

(a) The low o component,
(Wios G10) = X <o (W, q).
Here by (5.44) and by the definition of the X # norm, see (5.15), we control

<
t”(wlo,qlo)”]'(% + ”(wlo,qm)“%%nﬂ,g <1

Then we can bound uniformly the dyadic pieces of (wy,, ¢1o) using Bernstein’s inequality
as follows, neglecting the J¢* norm:

1 . _ 1 — _1
I P(wio. | D12 qio)ll oo < min{p %2, 17 =4},

where the first component is smaller if u > &, = 12,
Hence, for the high frequency part of the X norm (i.e. at frequencies > 1) we have

11
5 7 . o471 - —1— 0 —
||P21(|D|4w10,|D|4q10)||éoZSZmln{u ot T ) = 51022(0—43)
k=l T4

as needed. The bound for the low frequency part of the X norm is similar but better.

(b) The intermediate oo component. Here we fix a dyadic region || &~ «g € [0, 0thi] and
consider the component

(Wmids Imid) = Xao (W, ),
which is in turn decomposed into low frequencies (< &y) and high frequencies (> &):

(1) Low frequencies, & < &,. Here, by the second term in (5.20) along with the J¢° bound
in (5.44), we have

t||P<$0(wmivamid)”]'€% + | P<gy (Wmid, Gmid) | jpo < 1.
We split into dyadic frequency regions pu < &g, and use Bernstein’s inequality to estimate
1 L1 1 _ga1
| P (Wid, [ D)2 Gmia) Lo < min{z Wi 0+2}||(wmid,qmid)”X&_~

Neglecting the o component, after dyadic ;. summation this implies

1 1ok _ _1
| P<go (| D|2 Wyia. | D|gmia) Lo < 17165 =17 vo| 2.
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Since &y < & = 12, this suffices for the low frequency part of the X norm, and completes
the argument if £ < 1, i.e. if vy > 1.

However, if & > 1 then we also need to consider the high frequency part of the X norm,
where we can no longer neglect the o term. Hence we write instead

5 7 . — — 7
||P<Eo(|D|4wmid, |D|4qmid)”%go!2 5 Z mln{t IHMM U+4}2~
n<é€o

We neglect the p range and bound this by the maximum of the right-hand side summand,
El 7 o
1P<go (I1D* Winia, |D|4Qmid)“§2o,2 < 17200

with §), exactly as in case (a).

(ii) High frequencies, § > &y. Here we use instead the first term in (5.20); then we have

1
t&? ||P>§o(wmid»qmid)”]'€% + || P<go (Wmid, gmia) | jpo < 1
Then we use Bernstein’s inequality to estimate for u > &,

1 s 1 Y 3 g4l
| Py (Wid, | D|2 gmia) || oo < min{t ' 62 ™%, ™ot 2},

Neglecting the 0 component, after dyadic u summation this implies
1 1.1 —1,.-1
1P~y (D12 Winia, | Dlgmia) e S 176G =17 [v] 72,

which, as before in case (b)(i), suffices for the low frequency part of the X norm. For the
high frequency part of the X norm we again can no longer neglect the o term, so we write
instead

s 7 PSR S B
| P>y (| DI % waia, | D13 gmia) 39 < Y min{r™'6g 2. =% 432,
T uk

Replacing &y by pu we arrive exactly at the same computation as in case (b)(i), in which
the u range was neglected.

(¢c) The high o« component,

(Whis ghi) = X>ay (W, q).

Here we combine the expression in (5.16) with the second term in (5.44) to obtain

t2||(whiJIhi)||Jz,% W D, oo S 1

Then, using Bernstein’s inequality we have

—o+3 42

1 . 1 _3
| P (whis [ D]2gni)l|Lee < min{p#, w 0 4}||(whis51hi)”X}I]iy
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For the low frequency part of the X norm we neglect the ¢ component to get
1 L3 5 1 _3
I(IDIZwhi. [Dgn)llzee < min{us 172"} =172,
w

better than needed.
The estimate for the high frequency part of the X norm is similar:

wloo

s 7 P . R _
(| D15 whi, [ D14 gni) | 3o , Sy min{u2, p Ot ur <,
' Iz

as needed. Here we have instead neglected the first term, and replaced o by %. ]

5.4. Back to the normal form variables

We now return to (W, Q), and we apply the results of the previous subsection to them,
both directly and in terms of the corresponding elliptic—hyperbolic decomposition (5.12).

Corollary 5.8. Assume that (W, Q) satisfy the bootstrap bound (2.1). Then the following
pointwise bound holds:

~ ~ _l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
1T Bedllys < 17 2AF. D)y, + SOV D) 1), (547)
In particular, if (5.6) holds then
|7, O)llxs < et™2+€". (5.48)
Furthermore, its hyperbolic and elliptic components satisfy bounds as follows:

= O~ _1_
(1 = x@s) (W, Qnyplix S et72708+C, (5.49)

respectively elliptic L? and L® bounds

~ o~ 1o
| (Wen, Qe11)||Xu11 < elmatee (5.50)
kol ~ _ 2
(Wen,ee» Qeu,a)||ﬂ,7% < g Iree, (5.51)
and
g ~ _1_ 2
”(I/V:ell,as Qell,a)”X 5 gzt 2 b/2+Ce . (552)

The reason we care about the better bounds for the elliptic part is that its contribution
to the analysis of the normal form equation (4.10) is mostly perturbative. This is fully
the case for the cubic source terms (6(3), K (3)), but also to some extent for the para-
differential quadratic terms. Indeed, an interesting observation is that in all paradifferential
interactions in the original system (5.5) for ( W, Q), at least one of the two inputs has to
be in the elliptic region. Precisely, we have the following proposition.
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Proposition 5.9. (a) Denote by (55(131) I?éﬁ)) any expression with one elliptic entry, i.e. of
the form
G(3)(Well,av Was QOl)s G(3)(Wav Wou Qell,a)y

and similarly for K éﬁ) Then we have

I@GS R4 = (10, Ol + ¢~ 1T Qe 0
x|(W, 0)lz- (5.53)
(b) For the paradifferential term we have the improved bound
| Tz, Oa = Tygs, W Tngs, Oal 4 S 217372€", (5.54)

Proof. (a) For the elliptic entry we use only the translation-invariant part of the X f” norm,
ie.

~ ~ _l ~ ~
[ (Wen, Qen)“%% S 2| (Wen, Qell)fou'

Interpolating the J¢# norm with the #4 N J 4 norm we obtain

| (Wit Qell,a)”;@: <173 | (W, Qe]l)||5€4 it [ (Wen, Qe11)||X1¢“, -3 <s=<3
It remains to show that
IGS BNy < W, Qadll 7 1OV D)3 (5.55)
ell » “ell Jf ell, Yell J€2 0%4 X- .

We consider the following three cases:

(1) The elliptic variable is the lowest frequency. Beginning with G®, we have three proto-
typical terms in G,

TTQa W, Wa, TTWa Ou Wa, TTWa W, Qq.

noting that the cases when two of the frequencies are matched are entirely similar to these.
For the first of these cases, we estimate

~ ~ ~ l ~
7y w, Welly i S 1Qall2WallLoe ]| D We[pyo-

as needed. For the second of these cases, we estimate
i~ ~ ~ l ~
IITT% o Wall 1 S IWallL21| QallLe || D * WellBmo,
and likewise the third,

~ ~ ~ l ~
”TTVT/a W, Qa”I-'I% < ||Wa||L2 ”Wa ||L°° ”D4 Qa||L°°~

All terms of G® are similar to one of these cases, or may have an additional derivative
falling on the elliptic variable. This last situation is estimated in the same way as one of
the above cases, since we are free to rebalance the derivative.
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We continue with K. Here we have four prototypical terms,
TTQ—aWa Qa, TTW éa QOC’ TTI/T/ VT/QW’ TaaT.. QmW’
observing that terms of the form T, 5, O W, cancel. The analysis of the first two terms is

analogous to the first two terms dlscussed for G®. For the third term,
~ ~ ~ ; ~
Ty w Wiz < IWale2lWellLe D3 W Lo
suffices, and for the last term,

~ ~ l ~ ~
1Tours, 6. Wlya < 1Qall2ll |D|2th||L°°”Woz||B%2
00,

(ii) The elliptic variable is the middle frequency. The analysis in this case is similar to the
analysis in the first case, except we measure in each case the middle frequency term in L2.

(iii) The elliptic variable is the highest frequency. For G®, we directly measure the two
lower frequency variables in X . For instance,

”TTWa Ou We ”H% S WallLee | Qall Lo | We “H%

The analysis of K® is similar. For instance (using here the boundedness of dg P),
1Tp0G, . W13 < 1 Oallzel Qalleo | Wl , 3

(b) We use the elliptic-hyperbolic decomposition of (W Q), noting that the above
expressions only allow for low—high interactions, therefore the hyperbolic x hyperbolic
case is forbidden. We separately consider each of the three remaining cases:

(1) The elliptic—hyperbolic case. We consider a dyadic region || ~ «g, and the corre-
sponding localized components of (Wey, Qen), respectively (Wiyp, Onyp). There we need
to estimate the quadratic terms:

1 1 1

20 05,50 ; 0 a,<ElIL4 o llL4 ” ally 5

1Top 5, e = Ed | Our<tollzs | Wago s < 1 2||Q||X ||W|| ||W||24
<8 t 4+2C8

which suffices.
The bound for Tys, Q,, is identical. Finally,

2C
1Ty, Oall 1 < So 1Wa,<go 221l Qi llLoe S 17 2IIWIIth | Qallx &2 2+2¢¢,

(i1) The hyperbolic—elliptic case. After localizing the high frequency factor at a frequency
> &, here we need to bound the dyadic £y—u interactions as follows:

P = = Ll o7
19 Qa o Wanell 4 = M1 Qato oo lWarall yyy < 172 Qallx W llys -
which suffices. The bound for Ty, s Qa is again identical. Finally,

~ ~ ~ _l ~ ~
1Ty, Qa1 S Wergollzm | Qaell g S 2 IW x| Ol
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(iii) The elliptic—elliptic case. Here, on one hand there are more subcases, but on the other
hand the gains are also larger, and one only needs to use the X fn norm and Bernstein’s
inequality. This case is left for the reader. |

The second part of the previous proposition allows us to reiterate, ultimately eliminat-
ing the paradifferential terms from system (5.5):

Proposition 5.10. The functions (VT/ Q) also are solutions for a system of the form

200, W — 13,0 = G, (5.:56)
2000 +itW = K, '
where we control
~ o~ 2
IV Ol 4 oo T G K1 < 25 (5.57)

Proof. We know that (W Q) solve system (5.5), and satisfy (5.6). Then estimate (5.57)
follows directly from (5.54). ]

As a corollary of the last proposition, it follows that similar bounds apply to the com-
ponents of the hyperbolic part given by (5.13):

Corollary 5.11. The summands in (5.13) applied to (Whyp, thp) satisfy the bounds
1Py Xao V. Dl 1 s < €2° (5.58)

and solve an equation of the form (5.56) with source terms (G, Kqoy) with

1(Gag Kag)l 3 < 67 (5.59)

This can be seen by applying the results of Section 5.3 to (VT/, Q) as in Proposi-
tion 5.10. This is of course an overkill, as the analysis simplifies considerably when the
paradifferential coefficients vanish, and one could also essentially cite the results of [11].

6. Wave packets and long time pointwise bounds

The goal of this section is to close the circle of ideas in this paper, i.e. to use the bootstrap
assumption and the energy estimates, along with the vector field Sobolev bounds in the
previous section, in order to derive the long time pointwise bound (2.5) on the solutions
at the level of the normal form variables. This is accomplished by studying an appropri-
ate asymptotic equation, which is captured using the method of testing by wave packets
developed earlier by the last two authors; see [10, 11]. The main result of this section is
the following.

Proposition 6.1. Assume that the normal form variables (W Q) satisfy the pointwise
bootstrap bounds (2.3) as well as the energy bounds (2.4). Then they satisfy (2.5).
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As a starting point for the proof of this proposition we recall the properties that we have
available for (W, Q). First of all, (W, Q) solves system (4.10) with a cubic nonlinearity
(G®, K®) given by (4.15), and a source term (G“1), K1) satisfying the bound

[GE, ROy 5 o6t 72, (6.1)

For (VT/, Q) we recall the energy estimates from Proposition 5.10:

W, 0)ll,

< 2Ce
orh S &0 6.2)
and

|Qeda W — 102 0. 2082 0 + it W)l ;4 < &(1)>". 63)

Given this starting point, our objective is to show that we have the pointwise bound
~ = _1
[(We. Qa)llx < &(r) 2. (6.4)

For (W, Q) we take advantage of the analysis in the previous section, where (W, Q)
are decomposed into the elliptic and hyperbolic parts

W.0) =W, D) + (W, Q)hyp-

For the elliptic part we can use the bounds (5.52) from Corollary 5.8 to conclude that

70 _1_b 2
”(Wa’ Q(x)ell”X < 82([) 3—31Ce¢ ,

which suffices for ¢ small enough. Hence it remains to prove that (6.4) holds for the
hyperbolic part
~ o~ _1
(W, Qot)hyp”X < eft) 2. (6.5)

On the other hand, for the hyperbolic part we have the pointwise bounds from Corol-
lary 5.8:
-~ 12
1 (Wes Qanypllixs < e272+C, (6.6)

which are not good enough because of the €% 1oss. However, the X # norm includes an
additional gain away from dyadic velocity 1, which is captured by the bound (5.49) which
we recall here:

11— x@) (W, Qhuypllx < o172 705+, ©67)
This gives enough decay outside the region ¢ defined in (5.4). Hence it remains to obtain
a bound inside Q¢ , and show that

> N _1
[ Xxqs (W, O)nypllx S et 2. (6.8)

In order to establish the global pointwise decay estimates (6.5) in Q% we use the
method of testing by wave packets, first introduced in [10] in the context of the one-
dimensional cubic NLS equation, and then used in the water waves context in [11] and
other subsequent works. The construction of the wave packets is identical to the one we
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have used ([11]), but for convenience we recall it here. This method, as emphasized in all
our results, requires localization of the initial data.

The premise of the wave packet testing is that, at leading order, nonlinear waves travel
in a linear fashion along a ray which is connected to their spatial frequency via the linear
Hamilton flow. We take the ray to be {& = vt}, and we refer to v as the velocity; the
associated frequency will be denoted by &, = v~2. Our goal is to establish decay for the
pair (W Q) along this ray by testing it with a wave packet evolving along the ray. The
wave packet testing will only see a certain frequency of (W Q) along the ray, namely &,;
but this will suffice for our uniform decay bounds.

In our context here, by a wave packet we mean an appropriately localized approximate
solution, i.e. with O(1/t) errors, of the linear system

{ Wi+ Qa =0, (6.9)

0, —iW =0.

We recall some key facts about how one should envision a wave packet. The dispersion
relation T = +,/|&| gives that a ray with velocity v is associated with waves which have
spatial frequency

This is associated with the phase function

/2
$(t,a) = 1o

which can also be seen as a solution to the appropriate eikonal equation, and is exactly the
phase of the fundamental solution, as predicted by the stationary phase method.
Then our wave packets will be combinations of functions of the form

o —vty ;
u(t,a):v_%)(( — )e"b(t’a),
12v2

where y is a smooth compactly supported bump function with integral 1:
/){(y) dy = 1. (6.10)

. 1 3 .
Our packets are localized around the ray {« = vt} on the scale o = t2v2. This exact
choice of scale is determined by the phase function ¢. Precisely, the quadratic expansion
of ¢ near « = vt reads

ot a) = ¢p(t,vt) + (o — v1)o(t, V1) + O w3 (o — v1)?),

and our scale do represents exactly the scale on which ¢ is well approximated by its
linearization. We further remark that there is a threshold v & ¢ above which ¢ is essentially
zero, and the above considerations are no longer relevant. By contrast, the above phase



A. Ai, M. Ifrim, and D. Tataru 868

blows up at @ = 0. In order to avoid proximity to either of these extreme scenarios, we
confine our analysis to a region of the form

Q0= {0 < [y| <100}, (6.11)

which contains the smaller region 2. These powers of ¢ in the definition of Q© are chosen
rather arbitrarily; they need to be universal, small enough constants.

Under this assumption, the function u is strongly localized at frequency &,. For later
use, we record here some ways to express this localization. We recall here some of the
results in [9, 1 1] that we will rely on without further adjustments.

Lemma 6.2. (a) Let u be defined as above. Then its Fourier transform and that of d,u
have the form

1 _3
2072

() =12y (—E j__(4v2)_1 )e‘”‘/@,

£+ () (6.12)

0§ = 107 o (o )Y

tT2072
where x1 and y» are Schwartz functions, so that in addition,
/Xi(g)dg =1+ 0w2t7), i=1,2. (6.13)
(b) Fors >0, A, = (4v%)7!, and Py, the associated dyadic frequency projector, we have
s 2\—s 2y—s,—1 1 a—vt ip(t,0)
Pi, (D = 40 (e, 1) = Go?) 17303 gy (S )i, (6.14)
t2v2

where x3 is also a Schwartz function.

Our use of the method of testing by wave packets proceeds in a similar fashion as in
[11]. The linear correlation between our unknowns (W, Q ) makes it easier to choose one
wave packet for one of the variables, and then match it for the second variable. As our
linear system (6.9) is simple enough, it suffices to first choose the Q component and then
use the second of the two linear equations in (6.9) to match W,

(w,q) = (—ivdsu, vu),

where w and q are the wave packets associated to W, and Q respectively.
Then we have

1 vt—a /o — vt i(vt +« o — vt :
w=—u+( () + ( 3+1)x’( — ))v_ge"”(”“). (6.15)
2 20 {202 2t3v2 t2v2

The second term above is better by a v 272 factor, so it will play a negligible role in most
of our analysis. However, it is crucial in improving the error in the first linear equation in
(6.9), which is given by

g:= 0, W+ 0pq = v(dy — i 0?)u. (6.16)
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Indeed, computing the error in (6.16) we obtain

i¢ _ 2
(aa—iaf)uz%aa[(“ LRl ]

v2 20 4v%t%

el (o —vt) (¢ —vt) ,

+ 55 i | 6.17
Al 2 AT ©1D

The leading term is the first one, which, as expected, has size t~1 times the size of w; the
presence of d, endows it with a critical structural property which we will take advantage
of later on. The second term is better by another ¢ 2 factor, and will only play a perturbative
role in the sequel.

The reader is cautioned that one should not think about the above wave packets as a
global approximate solution for the linear system. Instead, as in [10] and as in [11], our
test packets (w, q) are good approximate solutions for the linear system associated to our
problem only on the dyadic time scale ¢ < ¢.

The outcome of testing the normal form solutions to the water wave system with the
wave packet (w, q) is the scalar complex-valued function y (¢, v), defined by

y(t,v) = (W, 0). (W.q) so.

which we will use as a good measure of the size of (W, Q) along our chosen ray. Here
it is important that we use the complex pairing in the inner product. Note that here we
are following [11] and using the original energy space H°, and not the fractional Sobolev
space K i,

While the above asymptotic profile y is defined everywhere, we will only use it in the
region 0 in (6.11). This is because we already have sufficient decay outside this region,
indeed outside the smaller region Q%. Furthermore, we will see that y primarily carries
information about the hyperbolic part of W, Q) but this is all that is needed.

Now we have two tasks. Firstly, we need to show that y is a good representation of the
pointwise size of (VT/, Q)hyp and their derivatives:

Proposition 6.3. Assume that (6.2) and (6.3) hold. Then in Q° we have the following
bounds for y:

—1 1 2
1072yl + 10280y lz + Iyl S et v 21, (6.18)
072y lizs + 0230y llz + 105yl S e, w1, (619
as well as the approximation bounds for (W, Qv)hyp and their derivatives:
DISW, |DISY2 Q)pn(t, vt) = |E, 5172 @D (1 v)(1, sen v) + errs,  (6.20)
yp 4 g

where
2s—1 1

[v*~errs| 2 Set™, ||U2$_%errs||Loo <ermd. (6.21)
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Compared to the work in [11], here we do not limit the range for s because we are
only comparing the profile y with W, Q)hyp, and not with the full pair W, Q). Also
[11] contains similar relations between the Fourier transforms of ( W Q) and y, which for
brevity we omit here.

Secondly, we need to show that y stays bounded, which we do by establishing a dif-
ferential equation for it:

Proposition 6.4. Assume that (6.2), (6.3), (6.6), and (6.1) hold. Then within the set Q°
the function y solves an asymptotic ordinary differential equation of the form

. [
7= st e (6:22)

where e satisfies the L? and L* bounds
lo¥ellpe S 27 3FC, (6.23)
_1 _5 Cg2
v 2e| 2 < et arCF. (6.24)

We now use the two propositions to conclude the proof of (6.8). By virtue of (6.20)
and (6.21), in order to prove (6.8) it suffices to establish its analogue for y, namely

+

ly(t,v)| < eminfv!, v3 } in Qs (6.25)

Here by 17, respectively %Jr we denote universal constants slightly smaller than 1, respec-
tively slightly larger than 5/2; these are needed in order to ensure dyadic frequency
summation in the Besov norms in the definition of the X norm.

On the other hand, from (6.18) and (6.19) we directly obtain

ly(t,v)| < emin{l, v "4} in Q. (6.26)

Our goal now is to use the ODE (6.22) in order to transition from (6.26) to (6.25) along
rays o = vt. We consider three cases for v:

(1) Suppose first that v & 1, i.e. |a| ~ t. Then we initially have
ly@| <e t~1
Integrating (6.22) we conclude that
ly@l <e =1,

and then (6.25) follows.

(i) Assume now that v < 1,i.e. || < t. Then, as t increases, the ray a = vt enters Q°
_

at some point fo with v & ¢, '°. Then by (6.26) we obtain

+
ly(to, v)| < gvo11C¢ < s .
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We use this to initialize y. For larger t we use (6.22) to conclude that

+

+ —14ce2 _
8 8 , >1p.

5+ o 9 19 5
ly ()] < ev2 +/ es Oy TR ds ~oev? 4 ety v

to

< .3
<ev2

Then (6.25) follows.
(iii) Finally, consider the case v > 1, ie || > ¢t. Again, as t increases, the ray o = vt

enters Q° at some point 7o with v ~ 7, o0, ; therefore by (6.26) we obtain

Iy (to, v)| S e1§® S ev'.

We use this to initialize y. For larger ¢ we use (6.22) to conclude that

o0
- _9 2 _19 —1+C?%2 _19 -
ly(t)| < ev! +/ es 8TC YT ds A~ ev! +ety ® vTE <evl, 1>t

to
Then (6.25) again follows.

We remark that a more precise conclusion of the above analysis is the fact that as
t — oo, the asymptotic profile y(¢, v) is well approximated by solutions to the exact
asymptotic equation,

Yt v) = Yoo (v)e @My @I 4 err,,

where the error err, decays to 0 in both weighted L? and in weighted L* norms. This
leads to a good asymptotic representation of the solutions (W, Q) in terms of its scattering
data represented by y... We do not pursue this here, but instead we refer the reader to
similar analysis already carried out in [11].

The remainder of this paper is devoted to the proofs of the two propositions above.

6.1. Approximation errors

Here we prove Proposition 6.3. In what follows in this subsection, the analysis happens
all at fixed time, based on the elliptic/hyperbolic decomposmon of (W, Q) in the previ-
ous section. We first recall the decomposition of W, Q) from the previous section into
localized components
W.0) = Xao(W.0).
ao

which we only need in the region Q°. Because the bump functions y,, have essentially
disjoint supports, it suffices to consider a single one of them, which is supported in the
region @ & ag, and corresponds to velocities v &~ vo = ®g/t. The hyperbolic frequencies
associated with this component are comparable to §o = vy’ 2. On the other hand, because
of the spatial localization, such a component will interact with our wave packet only if the
velocity of the wave packet is also comparable with vy. Hence, the wave packet is also
essentially supported at frequencies comparable to &.
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For this component we consider the decomposition of the pair (W, Q ) into elliptic and
hyperbolic parts,

Xao(W» Q) = (Wao,ellv an,ell) + (Wao,hypa an,hyp)s

where

(Wao,ellv an,ell) = (1 - Péo)Xao(Wa Q)a (Wao,hyp’ an,hyp) = PEoXao(Wv Q)

At this point we observe that the elliptic part is frequency separated from our wave
packet so its contribution to y is of size O(t™V), with N large, and thus negligible. We
conclude that

y(t.0) = ((Whyp. Onyp), (W. @) gyo + O™,

So from here on we focus on the hyperbolic component only, which is fully localized in
frequency, at dyadic frequency &p.

Borrowing an idea from [11], we symmetrize the problem by introducing the normal-
ized variables

~ l ~
(w,r) = (Waghyp | D]2 Qaghyp)-
which satisfy the bounds

C2¢?
”(w»r)”H%mHgfgt ’

| Qadaw — it|D|2r, 20dgr — it|DZw)|| 4 < et
H

[+2

-2

H

or equivalently, using the frequency localization at £y &~ v

(w,r)|z2 < 1€ min{v%, v2°},

1Qadow — it|D|?r, 2adqr —it| D3 w)l| 2 < 1€ 2.
Then we rewrite y in terms of these variables as
— 1_
y = /ww +rD2qda.
Here, following [11], we discard acceptable errors, and redefine y as

y(t,v) = %/(w + ryjuda. (6.27)

Then Proposition 6.3 is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Let y be defined as in (6.27) in the region Q°, where (w, r) are holomorphic
Sfunctions, localized at frequency &y, which satisfy

lw. |2 < minfv?. v}, 62%)
|2adqw — it|D|3r, 2ader — it| D3 w) 2 < v '
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Then y satisfies the bounds
021+ 02yl + v2eylz 10 IS A+07)™GD (6.29)

Moreover, the following error bounds for y also hold:

IDIS(w, r)(t, v) = |E|t 2@V (1, v)(1, sgn v) + erry, (6.30)
where ',
1_ 3
llerrsl 2 < v(l)_zst_l, lerrs|Le < vy 171, 0<s. (6.31)

Proof. The proof is similar to the argument in [1 1], but simpler. The reason for this is that
the pair of functions (w, r) are already frequency localized in the hyperbolic region. In
order to fix signs, we first need to differentiate between the two symmetric cases vg > 0
and vg < 0. Without any restriction in generality we take vo > 0. We express everything
in terms of w —r and y = w + r. Then w — r does not contribute to y, but it contributes
to the error. In addition, subtracting the two components in the second term in (6.28) we
obtain .
I@a|D] + t[DI?)(w — 1)Lz < vg-

The operator above is elliptic in {& & vyt }; therefore we obtain
A | L2
lw—rlpe St 7 vgEy> =t vg.

Thus, we can directly bound its contribution |D|*(w — r) to the error term in L? and
in L* by Bernstein’s inequality. We note that the exponents will not match with (6.31);
instead, here we obtain a gain, which is akin to the similar gain for the elliptic component
of (W, 0).

We now consider the contribution of y, noting that y is already expressed in terms
of y. To reduce the problem to an estimate for y we need one last step. Combining again
the two components in the second term in (6.28) we obtain

1
11DI} (40280 + it (w. 1)l 3 < tvg.

which yields the same bound for y. In view of frequency localization at frequency = &g
we conclude that 5
1 _ it
ILyllLz S vet™ . L =0a+ . (6.32)

On the other hand, from the first relation in (6.28) we obtain
Iyl S v +v52)3. 633)

From here on we will work only with the function y.
Following [11] we rewrite the bounds on y in terms of the auxiliary function u :=
. . . . .2

e~'?y, which satisfies dgu = e 7% (3, + ﬂv)y. Then for u we have

1 1 o1
0tz < vg eVl < v (14 v32) (6.34)
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Combining these bounds we get by interpolation,

a

1 1
lullLoe S t72(1 4+ vp2)5 2,

which also is transferred back to y,

a

Iyllzee S 72(1 + vy2)s75, (6.35)

The bounds (6.33) and (6.35) lead directly to L? and L bounds for y,

a

1 a1 s l_a
IVl Svg (1 +vg2)47%,  ylee S (1+v%)87 2, (6.36)

To estimate 9,y = (y, dyu) 2 we write dyu in the form

3 o — vt 3a— vt o — vt
auu=—v 2el¢(taax( 1 3 )+§ 1 5 X/( 1 3))7
tzv2 tz2v2 t2v2

and compute using integration by parts,

— vt 3o — vt — vt
dyy =/v_%t3au(t,a))((¥) da—/v_%u(ha)—u)(/(a - )d0‘~

13 2 1 5 13
t2v2 t2v2 t2vz

Now we can bound the two integrals using (6.34) to obtain

1

1907112 < v %,

which, together with (6.36), concludes the proof of (6.29).
It remains to estimate the L2 and L norms of the error in (6.21). We begin with the
case s = 0, were we bound the the difference

err = y(t,vt) — t_%ei"’(””’)(y,u)Lz

in both L2 and L in terms of ||y Lz and [ Ly| .2, exactly as in [11]:

3 1 3
lerrLeo S vgt* | Lylizz.  llerrlzz < vgllLyllzz- (6.37)

This is exactly what we need for (6.21) in the case s = 0. Due to the frequency localization
for y, adding extra derivatives simply adds factors of §§ = v 25 to the bound.

6.2. The asymptotic equation for y

Here we track the evolution of y (¢, v) and prove Proposition 6.4. The computation is based
on the energy conservation relation for the linear system (6.9). If both (VT/ Q ) and (W, q)
were solutions to the homogeneous linear system (6.9), then we would get y = 0. As it is,
y depends on the source terms in the linear equation (6.9) applied to (W Q), respectively
(w, q). The source term in the (w, q) equation is (g, 0) with g given by (6.16). The source
term in the similar ( W, Q) equation comes from (4.10). Thus we obtain the relation

7(1) = / (G — Ty, Oa + Tong, We)W + W + i(K + Tyy 5, Oudada.  (6.38)



Two-dimensional gravity waves at low regularity II: Global solutions 875

We successively consider all terms on the right. With the exception of a single term,
namely the resonant part of G (see below), all contributions will be placed into the error
term o.

We need to estimate at fixed time the terms in  in the region Q°. The wave packet
components are localized on the scale t2v? around the ray « = vt. Therefore we can
harmlessly regard (W Q) as being also localized in the corresponding dyadic region
o~ vt.

To estimate the error terms it is convenient to begin with a lemma that captures the
main computations that lead to the error bound.

Lemma 6.6. Let f be supported in a dyadic region v =~ vy and

O(v) := /f(o:)u(oe) do. (6.39)
Then the following bounds hold:
10022 < 1/ Nz (6.40)
respectively
1
16llege S 1220377 1/l (6.41)

The result does not depend on the choice of the bump function y in the definition of u.

Proof. Here we only use the size of the function u, which is a bump function on the scale

13 .
t2v2 with norms
3

1 —
lully <22, ol vz

Then the bounds are obtained akin to Young’s inequality with the minor difference that
the integral defining 6 is not an exact convolution, but can be bounded by 1 (in absolute
value). ]

A. The contribution of g

This is

%/We_“f’ (oc—vt)X (Ot+vt)2X]

200 4v2t2
(o — vi) xa—m)q)
- da.
+[ 202 A7 4213 * ¢

We use (6.20) and (5.2) to replace W in terms of y:
W —t 2e”p)/(t v) = War + (Whyp 2! Py(t,v)).

The elliptic part W,y is mismatched with g in frequency, so its contribution is O (¢ ~V). The
contribution of the second term above is directly estimated in both L? and L* via (6.21).
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The contribution of y, on the other hand, is written using integration by parts as
(o — vt) (a + vt)2
—)/a[ > X~ X ]
o 4v3t3
o — vt — vt
B (Gl s P

202 duits

D=

~ 3
Iy :=v 2t

Now we can easily bound the two terms using (6.18), (6.19), and Lemma 6.6 to obtain

= -1 1 —1
ITllzs S 7 02 lyallzy + 2072y llpy S 776

respectively

N\'—‘
;:.

_3 _11
1Tl St o2t 4I|Va||L2+l vtz |yflLge
+t75v78t Ce

_5 _3
St Av et

Here, at the last step, we used that we are in the region Q°, given by (6.11).

B. The contribution of the paradifferential source terms
This is given by
= /( 2, Qo + Tong, We)W +i(Toy 5, Odadi der

As before, the goal is to estimate I, in L2 and LS. For the L2 bound it suffices to use
the estimate in (5.54), with the observations that up to rapidly decaying tails only the
frequencies of size & will contribute. Combining this observation with Lemma 6.6 we
have

1 5 g2
||12||L2 < SO H( SﬁWaQ(x + T ‘RQaWO" 25RQ Qa)” 1 ﬁ &821 4[C8 .

Unfortunately, (5.54) is no longer sufficient to estimate the L3° bound of />, so we
need a more refined analysis.

The three terms in I, are mostly similar, with the first one being a little bit better in
terms of the time decay. We will discuss the second one in detail, and the third one will be
identical to the second one. Hence, in what follows we seek to estimate

12’2 ZZ/szQ‘aWa\TVd(X.

We start with a simple observation, namely that w is localized at frequency &, which
means that the only nontrivial contribution arises from the component W, which is also
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localized at frequency &o. This in turn 1mpl1es that for Qa we only use frequencies < £.
Thus we can replace Wa by Whyp «, and Qa is replaced by Qell o, to write

Ly = / T g1 G WhypaWdat + O ™N).

The advantage of working with the low frequency elliptic component of Q is that it satis-
fies a better L2-type bound which is part of the X*# bound in Corollary 5.8. Precisely we
have

~ _ 2
10enall < et™1C, (B.1)

which is the only bound we will need for the paradifferential coefficient. Using Bernstein’s
inequality this also gives the pointwise bound

~ 1 2
[ QetallLoe < evy 2t 11C%. (B.2)

This is better than the =2 decay in the hyperbolic region, but still not enough.
The next step is to use the Wyyp o representation in (6.20) which gives

I;f/hyp,w ~ f%éoP.so [ye?] + erry,

where err; satisfies the pointwise bound

7
lerry| < et™ 4v04.

The contribution of err; to I » is estimated via Lemma 6.6 to obtain
9
Pl 2,—%,73,2Ce?
Ip=1t" 2%‘0/ 2chMPgo[ye IWwdo + O(e"t73v, *t ).
Our next simplification is to freeze y to its values at the center of the packet, which we

denote by . Within the support of the packet the difference can be estimated by Holder’s
inequality and (6.18)—(6.19):

_1 3 2, 1 1
ol s [ gl s il s e
0

v—vg|StT 2y,

Estimating directly the corresponding error, and using the expression of w, we arrive at
_3 _1 i1 —i¢ 2,-3 —3,2Ce?
Ip =v721"280y0 | Thng,,, Pele’®lxe™? da + 0"t 4, *177),

where we can easily drop the projector Pg, because the exponential is already frequency
localized around the same frequency &p. It remains to bound the following integral in L°°:

_3 _1 ; _
Ié,z =y 2¢ zgoyO/[szQe]we”j’]){e 9 da.



A. Ai, M. Ifrim, and D. Tataru 878

We decompose Qeu into low and high frequencies in comparison to the &, frequency:
A . Al Ahigh
Qell = Qe(l)lW + Qell ’
where the truncation threshold comes from the wave-packet frequency scale:
Alow . Shigh |
e(l)lW . (Qell) <v % -1 Qeu . (Qell) >v % -1

The same notation will apply to a similar decomposition in frequencies for Qe11,a.
It is easier to first estimate the contribution of lower frequencies in Q.y,

12/’2 = U_%[_%SOVO /[sz(él?lw )€i¢])(€_i¢ do.
which we bound directly as follows using Lemma 6.6,

Al —2.2Ce? )| Al
Tty e < Govoll Ot llLee < ev 22" Oy lLee

‘We bound the last term separately by means of Bernstein’s inequality and (5.51) to get

” Qlow

3 1 =~ _3 _9
L VRSO 1 S ev 88108
H}

ell,a

The final estimate is the contribution of the high frequencies of Q to the L3° bound. It
involves the L operator defined in (6.32). We begin by observing the representation

Tou, = BT o]
- R T T e S
=[L, TQ}e]ll]gh] [ 2 TQ:;fh]'

We now estimate separately the two contributions. For the first one we integrate by parts,

Ié 3 = U_%l_%%'()]/o /[L, Tthgh]€i¢X€_i¢ do = U_%l_%éo)/() / TQ‘high[ei¢]Xa€_i¢ do.
’ ell ell

Here we used
Le'* =0, L*™'¢ =0,

where L* is the adjoint operator. We have

3 .
1133l < Eoyov™ 2t 3T, 20(Qlighy € e llreell xellL

A

_3 _1
v 2¢ 2§0V0||Qeu ”Lg"

O TR 12 e Fo R

A

1
0
a

2y~ § g T2Ce

2/\

The last integral is

Iy, = v_%t_%éoyo [[12—22 Téhli]gh]eid’)(e_’-“5 da.
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Thus, using [3, Lemma 2.5] we get

. 12 1 3 _1
13 gl S Eovollli S, Tguale® legellv=3e~3 .

1 2 3 ~high
<& vollPa gl Qi g

11‘—1-1-2(;'@:2 ” Q’high

Sev elellLge

—1,-1 2
5821) ll 8+2C8 .

Adding up all contributions we conclude that in the region 2° we have the bound

IDallege S 607 % s P20,

C. The contributions of G and K

For this we consider in more detail the structure of G and K. We will successively peel
off favorable terms until we are left only with the leading resonant part. We decompose
them into cubic and higher terms,

G=G® 4G4, K=FK® 4 guH,

To start with we decompose them into quartic and higher-order terms.

C.1. Quartic and higher-order terms

We denote their contribution by
Iy = / GUPw +i K qda.

In view of (4.13) and Lemma 6.6, we can estimate the contribution of the quartic and
higher terms in L°°,

1 _1 _3 4
3]l S 220720728 *l(W, @)l 1 S €

1 5 2.2
—1.-543C2%
Vo4t 4 s

Bl

which suffices in 0. The L? bound is similar, using again (4.13) and Lemma 6.6.

C.2. Cubic terms

It remains to consider the contributions arising from the cubic terms, which can be viewed
as translation-invariant trilinear forms

GO = GOWy Wa. 0a). KD = RO (W, O Do)

These trilinear expressions include also the complex conjugates. Here, we first peel off
some perturbative terms by substituting in (G, K®) the following sequence of trans-
formations:

-~ ~ ~ ) 1 1
Wa, Qo) — (Whyp,a’ thp,a) g lévpéo[)’t Zeld)(l’ |&x]72 sgnv)],
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where we denote the final outcome by

i€ Py lyi 2" (116,72 sgnv)] =: (W, 03). €1
To control the errors we need to estimate the difference
G0 R 1= (GO Wa, W, 0), KD W, O, Q)
— (GO Wy, 00). KD (W, 03. 00)).
For this transition we have the unlocalized elliptic difference bounds

”(WOU QOt) - (Wo Qa)” Cé‘ _7$ (C2)

which are a consequence of (5.50), (6.20), (6.21).

Then we can estimate (Géﬁ) 0 Kéf]’) %) using (5.53) to obtain

3),0 3),0 _3
IGS KGO 1 < et 20

This allows us to conclude the bound as in the case of the quartic bound.
Now we consider one last transition from

(W2, 00) = i€, Pey [yt~ 2" (1, |&,| % sgnv)]
— i&oyor 2 (1, Eo| 7 sgnv) = (W), OL),

where we emphasize that ( Wi, Q 1) depend also on the wave packet parameters £ and vg.
Now we need to estimate the difference

G ROy .= GO, WL, 0%, KOWP, 09, 0%))
—(GOWL W, 0. KO, 0L. 0.

Here it is important that these differences are only needed within the support of the
wave packet (w, q). There the leading contribution comes from the difference between
(W9, 0% and (W', Q1), within a slightly larger region of comparable size {|o — vt| <
cv3rz }, with ¢ a large positive constant.

This difference can be estimated by Holder’s inequality as

13 131 2 11
ly = vollze S 1202 Iyallzz S etv. |y = yollee S (202)2 |lyallpz S € vars

where at the last step we have used the bound for d,y in (6.18), (6.19). Using these bounds,
the contribution of (ééﬁ)’l, I?e(ﬁ)’l) can be estimated as in the quartic case.

We are now left with the task of estimating the contribution to y of the cubic expres-
sions (GO (WL, W, 0L), KO}, QL. OL)). To achieve this, we need to consider the
structure of the cubic terms.

Following [9], we have the following classification of the terms in (6(3), K ).

A. Nonresonant trilinear terms: these are either (A1) terms with no complex conju-
gates, or (A2) terms with two complex conjugates.
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B. Resonant trilinear terms: terms with exactly one conjugation. For such terms one
may further define a notion of principal symbol, which is the leading coefficient
in the expression obtained by substituting the factors in the trilinear form by the
expressions in (6.20).> Thus one can isolate a linear subspace of resonant terms
for which this symbol vanishes, which we call null terms. Hence on the full class
of resonant trilinear terms we can further define an equivalence relation, modulo
null terms.

Based on this, we reorganize G® into resonant, nonresonant, and null terms:
G = (QaWa)a W) + (D, W2),
G =Ty, (0aWe) + T g, 7, W + TH(Wa 2 0 Wer))
+ (O Wa)a, W)
+ Tomery, W41y, Qo = Do, (D Wa)
+ Togiv, (T, W + T(Qq. 2W))g
+ To(Gu W (T, W4 T1B o P00 Ve C3)
— Tyng, (T, W + I(Wa. 20W)) — TI(W2. Oa)
~ T, 0o — T (F) + Ts. W2,
il = Tpa W — Wo F® + TI(F?). 2%W) + TI(F®  W,)
Ou+T,

o

- @ =
+ Dy, 77 + TZm(H(Wu,W))a

RGP he)

+ TI(W,, E®).

We do the same for K®:

Er@) =0,

Ky = iTﬁ/gW ~ Dy, W4+n1u#)a Ou

— Do, T, W + T1(Qa. 2%W)),

+ sz(gawa)éa + Téa(éa Wa)

+ 75,70, We + 15,5, W + T, (T, Qu + We, Oa)
+ T(Qa. 2R[0a Wal) — T(Wa O, Q) — T, 17, De-

(C4)

null = sz(n(éa’u:/))a QUt - TF(Z) QO! + H(QOM F(Z)) + TP[‘Qa‘Z]aW
+ 2M(RW, Q¢ Qe + i W) + 2TT(RW, 3, P[| Oa ).

In these expressions we will substitute (W,, Os) by (W1, OL).

We will place all cubic contributions into the error term e, except for the contribution

of the resonant part C~;r(3).

3Which corresponds to all three frequencies being equal.
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We note that for the most part the exact form of the expressions above is irrelevant.
The only significant matter is the coefficient of the terms in 653), which needs to be real.*
We also remark that the leading projection in all terms can be harmlessly discarded,
since it can be moved onto the wave packets, which decay rapidly at positive frequencies,

lw, @) = PW, @)l zx StV

C.2(a). The contribution of the null terms. This is given by GIESI)I (y) and IZSI)I (y):
G = [ GOV 0bwda, RO == [ ROOTL. 0 do.
ol (¥) = 0 and Eﬁl)](y) = 0, so after the previous step there

is nothing left to do. We remark that cancellation actually occurs at the bilinear level for
the “null expressions” of type

Here we simply note that G®

Waéa_ﬁ/agav (|Qa|2)a, Qaéaa+iﬁ/j~
C.2(b). The contribution of the nonresonant terms. This is given by 6153 ) (y) and
(3
K" (¥):

GO = [R GO, OLywda, RO (y) = —i f RO} 01)iga do.

Here it is important that we integrate against w and q, as that fixes the frequency of
the output at § = 4v2 On the other hand, the nonresonant trilinear expression will be
concentrated at frequency 3£ if no complex conjugate occurs, respectively at frequency
—£ if two conjugates occur. Thus, because of this mismatch of the frequencies the only
contributions here arise due to rapidly decaying tails,

GRW. KD () = 0a™).
C.2(c). The contribution of the resonant term. This is given by ér@) (y):
GO0 = [ GO, Ghw da.
Given the expression above we have
GO = [ [MUQLT e W)+ TS (7)) do

Replacing P by I — P or IT by I — II yields nonresonant terms of size O(t ). Hence
we obtain

GO = [ [@L D + QLT da + 0™,

4A similar constraint would be required of the coefficients in Er(3), if they were nonzero.
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Substituting (W,!, QL) from (C.1) we obtain the integral

GAy) = V(t,a/t)ly(t,a/t)IZ/ é(i)sewv_vw'

Here, e"i®Ww has the form

—ig= 1 _3 ca—ut 1.1 (x—vt
= () ()

1 3 1 3
t2v2 t2v2

with Schwartz functions y and f so that [ y = 1. Thus we obtain

GO () = 3@y + 067,

as needed. [
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