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A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE
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ABsTRACT. We exhibit non-equivariant perturbations of the blowup solutions constructed in [18] for energy
critical wave maps into S?. Our admissible class of perturbations is an open set in some sufficiently smooth
topology and vanishes near the light cone. We show that the blowup solutions from [18] are rigid under such
perturbations, including the space-time location of blowup. As blowup is approached, the dynamics agree with
the classification obtained in [7]], and all six symmetry parameters converge to limiting values. Compared to the
previous work [[16] in which the rigidity of the blowup solutions from [18] under equivariant perturbations was
proved, the class of perturbations considered in the present work does not impose any symmetry restrictions.
Separation of variables and decomposing into angular Fourier modes leads to an infinite system of coupled
nonlinear equations, which we solve for small admissible data. The nonlinear analysis is based on the distorted
Fourier transform, associated with an infinite family of Bessel type Schrodinger operators on the half-line
indexed by the angular momentum n. A semi-classical WKB-type spectral analysis relative to the parameter

h= ﬁ for large |n| allows us to effectively determine the distorted Fourier basis for the entire infinite family.

Our linear analysis is based on the global Liouville-Green transform as in the earlier works [4115].
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1. INTRODUCTION

This work is dedicated to the energy critical Wave Maps equation u : R — S?, and more specifically,
to developing a theory which allows to establish the stability (and in fact, rigidity) of a certain class of its
finite time blow up solutions without any symmetry restrictions. Specifically, the final result established
shows that the finite time blow up solutions constructed in [[10,[18] in the co-rotational setting, and with
blow up scaling A(r) = ¢! sufficiently close to the self similar rate, ie. 0 < v < v, and v, > 0 suffi-
ciently small, are stable under arbitrary sufficiently smooth and small perturbations, without any symmetry
restrictions. The precise result, stated below, will show that the perturbations result in slightly modulated
profiles in perfect agreement with the general classification result due to Duyckaerts-Jia-Kenig-Merle [7]],
and it appears to be the first result which shows the full stability of a non-scattering solution in the setting
of Wave Maps (as usual, the open set of perturbations is relative to a stronger topology than energy). A
peculiarity of the solutions constructed in [10L[18] is the fact that even before blow up, they are only of finite
regularity (in fact H'*'~-regularity, with v as before), on account of a shock they display on the light cone
centered at the singularity. This shock appears to endow the solutions with a strong rigidity, provided v is
sufficiently small, which may be interpreted as the reason why the space-time location of the singularity for
the perturbed solution is un-changed, a feature which would be clearly false for blow up solutions which
are smooth before the blow up time. It is important to keep in mind that the small perturbations added to
the original data are much smoother than the original data. It is by now known that many different types
of hyperbolic equations admit blow up solutions of similar character, and it is hoped that the present work
may provide techniques to analyze their stability properties as well. In fact, the asymptotic Fourier methods
developed here may be of use for much more general problems, beyond the narrow context of highly specific
blow up solutions considered in this work. Before stating the main theorem, we recall the basic setup

1.1. Blow up in the co-rotational setting. Recall that a Wave Map u : R>*! — §? < R3 is a vector
valued solution to the system

ou = (ju* ~ [Vaul)u, ©=-6; +A, (1.1)

This model is known to admit a rich class of static solutions of finite energy, due to the large class of finite
energy harmonic maps from R? to S?. Amongst these, the stereographic projection map Q : R> — S? is the
one of minimal energy amongst the non-trivial harmonic maps. It is an example of a so-called co-rotational
harmonic map, in that it admits the representation

cos@sin Q
Q(r,0) = [ sin @sin Q ],
cos O

where Q is only dependent on r, and in fact for the stereographic projection we have Q(r) = 2arctanr.
Making the co-rotational ansatz for (LI)) leads to a remarkable simplification of the equation, removing the
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derivatives. In fact, making the ansatz
cosfsinv
u(t,r)=| sinfsinv |,
cos Vv

where now v = v(t, r) is a scalar unknown, one derives the equation

i 1
v= 0=-8+8%+ -0, (1.2)
r

The fact that v(#,r) = 2arctan r is a static solution of this problem is then easily verified by direct calcu-
lation. The simplified model (I.2)) has been the subject of intense numerical and theoretical investigations,
see for example [26-28]]. In particular, the crucial role that harmonic maps play in the formation of singu-
larities for this model was first stressed in [29]], and numerical investigations showing the bubbling-oft of
co-rotational harmonic maps were done in [2]]. The first rigorous construction of blow-up solutions within
the co-rotational setting is due to [[18]], later followed by a different blow up construction in [22]]. While the
former constructed a continuum of blow up solutions of the form

v(t,r) = Q(A(D)r) + €(t,r)

where A(H) =717V, v > % (later refined to v > 0 in [10], see also [17]), and moreover with €(z,-) € H'*~,
the solutions in [22] are C* before formation of the singularity, and were shown to be stable within the
co-rotational class (as usual, the open set of perturbations is relative to a stronger topology than energy), a
feature missing in [10[18]. Co-rotational stability of the solutions in [[10,[18]] for v small enough was proved
recently in [16]. It is to be noted that the technique for showing stability in [16] are completely different
than the ones giving stability in [22]. In particular, the work [[16] relies heavily on the use of the distorted
Fourier transform. In the present work, Fourier techniques will also play an all-encompassing role.

1.2. Beyond the co-rotational setting. As is clear from comparison of (I.2), (II), the stability problem
outside of the co-rotational context is of a quite different character than the co-rotational one: the nonlinear
source terms display derivatives, and in particular they lose the smoothing property which the purely semi-
linear source terms in the co-rotational setting possess. In fact, the classical local well-posedness theory as
developed for example in [12H14], reveals that in order to get strong local well-posedness all the way to the
critical scaling level (which is essentially required for us since the solutions we perturb are only of regularity
H'*"~ with H' the scaling critical space), a special algebraic cancellation feature in the nonlinearity is gen-
erally required (so-called null-structure); the Wave Maps problem has such a structure. Problems with this
structure can be handled by means of the H*¢ (also referred to as X*-spaces) functional framework, which,
however, appears intimately adapted to the free wave equation. Perturbing around the co-rotational blow ups
leads to a very different kind of operator than the standard d’ Alembertian. While it would be very interesting
to develop abstract function spaces similar to the H*°-spaces to handle more general hyperbolic problems
encompassing in particular our setup, our strategy in this work is to pursue a reductive ansatz, employing
suitable coordinates and a separation of variables to arrive at a countable family of 1 + 1-dimensional wave
operators indexed by the angular frequency, and which we analyze asymptotically to reduce the analysis to
a setup similar to the one in [16]. The asymptotic analysis of the infinite family of wave operators uses tech-
niques developed in [4]15]]. This allows us to develop sufficiently precise parametrices for the wave operators
in order to analyze the propagation of the shock on the light cone in the various nonlinear interactions and
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at various angular frequencies. An abstract H*° framework is then substituted for in this work by a precise
concept of admissible singular functions, see Definition which is both compatible with the family of
wave propagators at the various angular frequencies, as well as the structure of the nonlinear source terms
(since, being formulated on the distorted Fourier side, it allows a natural translation to the physical side). In
addition to handling an infinite family of wave propagators at different angular frequencies, one also needs
to deal with the inherent instabilities at three exceptional angular momenta, namely n = 0, +£1. The Fourier
representations at these angular momenta are exceptional, due to the presence of resonances/eigenvectors
at frequency zero. These cause degeneracies in the corresponding spectral measures, and require a sepa-
rate analysis of the continuous spectral part and the unstable (discrete) spectral part. We then rely on the
fact that all these wave operators admit a super-symmetric partner, owing to a remarkable product structure
already taken advantage of in the co-rotational setting in [[16}22], which reduces an analysis of the wave
equations at exceptional angular momenta to an analysis of the super-symmetric partner equation (which no
longer exhibits a singular spectral measure), as well as the ODE governing the evolution of the instability.
It turns out that the conjunction of the shock on the light cone and the nonlinear source terms involving
derivatives produce source terms for the evolution of the unstable modes which would lead to divergence.
Handling this issue requires the use of some form of modulation theory, which, however, differs from the
more standard one in that it is the action of internal symmetries on the singular part of the original co-
rotational blow up which is being used to counteract other singular terms arising from the interaction of the
perturbation and the original co-rotational singularity (i.e., a shock along the light cone). The only relevant
symmetries here are scaling, three types of rotations on the target, as well as Lorentz transforms, which are
in fact all symmetries leaving the light cone invariant.

1.3. Statement of the main theorem. The following is the result of the developments of this work, proved
at the very end. Recall that the co-rotational finite time blow up solutions in [10,[18]] are of the form (in polar
coordinates)
cosfsin U
O(2,0,r) =| sinfsin U
cosU

where U = U(t,r) = QA(D)r) + e(t,r) where A(f) = ', Q(r) = 2arctanr, and the error term €e(z, r)
vanishes asymptotically in a suitable sense in the light cone centred at the singularity (¢,7) = (0,0) as ¢
approaches 0. The following theorem will be rendered completely precise in the ensuing analysis, with a
delicate description of the radiation term JV¥ in the light cone.

cosfsin U
Theorem 1.1. Let ® = | sinfsinU |, U = U(t, r) be one of the finite time co-rotational blow up solutions
cos U
constructed in [10,[18], with v > 0 sufficiently small, and restricted to the space time slab (0,1y] X R?,
where ty = to(v) is sufficiently small. Then there is 6. = 3.(v,ty) > 0 with the following property: let
(D@1, 6D,) : R? — R3 with the property that

6P+, 692)][ 002y < 6+

and such that
Ylto] := (D(tg, -) + 6Dy, 0, D(1p, -) + 6@,) : R? — §% x T'S?
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constitutes a data set for (L1), and furthermore 5®;, j = 1,2, is supported inside the disk r = |x| < %0 Then
the solution for (L), with data P[to] at time t = ty admits a solution ¥ on the space-time slab (0, ty] x R?
which can be written in the form

o S (@ + 6W),

Y= ‘LV([)Rh(t)

a(1),B(1)
h(t)
as the product of three elementary rotations, and S a continuously varying change of scale. The radia-

tion part 6 vanishes asymptotically in the light cone near the singularity in the energy topology, and the
modulation parameters v(t), a(t), B(t), h(t), c(t) approach finite limiting values ast — 0.

where L) is a time dependent Lorentz transform, R a general rotation on the target S parametrized

2. SUMMARY OF THE SECTIONS OF THE PAPER

Very roughly speaking, the paper is divided into an elaborate linear part, which provides the basis for the
distorted Fourier analysis at arbitrary angular frequencies, as well as a nonlinear part, where a machinery is
developed to handle the various nonlinear source terms, in particular the null-form terms, and with irregular
“inputs”. The nonlinear part also encompasses the analysis of the unstable modes arising at angular frequen-
cies n = 0,+1, which forces us to employ the modulation techniques. Here we give a brief description of
the linear as well as the nonlinear part. To get things started, we of course need the right formulation of the
perturbation problem, which is accomplished in section [3] following an ansatz by Davila, DelPino, Wei [6]].
Specifically, letting as before ® denote the unperturbed co-rotational blow up solution, and introducing the
frame (which constitutes an orthonormal basis for T S?)

cosf@cos U —siné
E, =| sinfcosU |, E,=]| cosf |,
—sinU 0

we make the ansatz

Y = Lv(t)RZ((tt))ﬁ(t)SC(t) b + Z ngEj +ql,
=12

where q is a multiple of @, of quadratic size in (¢, ¢») (provided the latter are small).

In section[3] in a first approximation, we ignore the modulations, and derive the leading order wave equations
for the ¢;. For this, we decompose these functions into discrete Fourier series in relation to the angular
parameter 6, i. €. we write ¢; = >,z ¢ j(n)ei”g. In order to extract wave operators whose spatial part is time
independent, we change variables to 7 = ftoo A(s)ds, R = A(t) - r, A(f) = t'7. Furthermore, we introduce
the variables

£:(n) = p1(n) F ips(n), nez,

which satisfy wave equations with elliptic part given by the family of operators H; in (2.I). This is then the
family of operators whose spectral theory is analyzed asymptotically for large values of n (the small values
can be studied by more standard methods) in the linear part of the paper.



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 7

2.1. The linear part. This encompasses sections 3.1]to 5.4l The operators governing the linearized flow,
restricted to a fixed angular frequency », are given by

1 - 1
H =05+ EaR ~ (R + gu(R), Hy := 0%+ EaR — [u(R) — gu(R). (2.1)
where
n?+1 8 2n 4n
W(R) = - R = 5~
W=y W= T r
(n—1)? 4n 8
—£,(R) + g,(R) = — - + ,
Jn(R) + 8nlR) R R+l ®r1p
_(n+ 1)? 4n 8

These operators are symmetric in L?(R dR) with domain consisting of C2((0, c0)) functions of compact
support in (0, c0). Conjugating H, by the weights R? yields the Schrodinger operators

1 1 1 (m-172 4n 8
H = RPHIR? =03 + — — - + ,
& & R 4R2 R? R2+1 (R2+1)?
1 (m+1)? 4n 8

H; =RIH;R™ =05 +

n n

— + + .
4R2 R2 R2+1 (RX+1)?

which are symmetric in L?(dR) over the same domain. The potentials here are strongly singular, meaning
that they are not integrable on (0, 1). The nonlinear analysis will be based on the (distorted) Fourier trans-
form associated with these operators, see Gesztesy, Zinchenko [11] for the general theory of this Fourier
transform, as well as Section [4.2] below. All operators —H* are nonnegative, and for |n| > 2 they do not
possess any 0 energy modes. However, H,\ = H_, for n = 0,+1 each exhibit a 0 energy state, which is
either an eigenvalue or resonance. In Section [9.2]below we relate these 0 modes to six modes of the matrix
operator £ of which are generated by all available symmetries: translations of R?, Lorentz transforms
of Minkowski space R};z, dilations, and rotations of the sphere S. This is an 8-parameter family, but trans-
lations and Lorentz transforms lead to the same modes. This is an essential feature of our main theorem
since translations do not appear in the asymptotic description of the blowup solutions. Even though sepa-
rating variables might seem like a heavy-handed approach, it appears necessary to proceed in this fashion
since the physical symmetries do not affect any frequencies |n| > 2 in the angle.

In order to effectively diagonalize each of the the linearized operators (for fixed angular frequency) by
means of its associated distorted Fourier transform, we need to gain precise control on the solutions of the
equations —H:¢ = E>¢, in the entire range of all three variables n, E, R. We treat [n| < N separately and by
different methods from the regime |n| > N, where N is some large absolute constant. Small |z| are handled
by the perturbative techniques of [18] and [24}125]]. The large |n| regime, which is intrinsically a singular
perturbation problem, is reduced to a semi-classical spectral problem (—}‘12812e + V(R; h)) f = (hE)*f with

h=0m+1D"and V(R;h) = R2 + iW(R;h). A change of variables x = AER moves the turning point
V(R; ) — (hE)> = 0 to the vicinity of x = 1. As in [5], we need to carry out the so-called Langer correction
by adding 72 /(4x?) to the potential. Otherwise our WKB type approximations will diverge as E — 0 (see [5]
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for more on this). The resulting problem is of the form, see (4.63)) and (4.66),
~12f"(x) + Qo(0)f(x) =0, Qo(x) := x> = 1 + corrections.

To this we apply the global Liouville-Green transform @.72)), viz.

2
3 3
= f VIOo(u, a; 1| du
2 x(a;,h)

also known as Langer transform, which turns the previous equation into a perturbed Airy equation in the
variable 7 € (—o0, ), see (@.76). In Section we solve this perturbed Airy equation so as to obtain
a fundamental system in 7. Our strategy is inspired by the one of [4,15]. It is absolutely essential for us
that our approximation is accurate up to a multiplicative correction of the form 1 + ha(r; E, i) where a is
uniformly bounded in the entire three-parameter regime. In addition, we control the derivatives in E and
7. In particular, the functions a cannot contain any rapidly oscillating factors, and all oscillations have
to be included in the main term. This appears to be in stark contrast to the vast body of the semi-classical
literature in which the errors are additive, or only the limit # — 0 is considered. Anything but the asymptotic
descriptions of the fundamental system and the spectral measure as we derive them below uniformly in all
three parameters, would be insufficient for our nonlinear analysis. One surprising feature of our analysis,
which does not appear in [4}15] is a parameter regime in which a(t; E, ) can form arbitrarily long plateaus
without any decay, see Lemma[4.31]

T(x, a3 h) ;= sign (x — x,(a; 1))

2.2. The nonlinear part. Roughly speaking, the nonlinear part is divided into three parts. In the first
part, section [6] we develop the basic bilinear and multilinear estimates allowing us to control the source
terms away from the light cone, i.e., in the region where all source terms have a regularity like that of the
perturbation of the initial data. Here the main difficulty consists in proving estimates which experience no
losses in the angular frequency, and with respect to a space which is consistent with the wave parametrix and
the transference operator which comes up in the solution of the linear homogeneous problem associated to
H;:. We shall refer this space as the smooth space, since elements in it have a high degree of differentiability,
but on the flip side they have little structure beyond the smoothness. In terms of the distorted Fourier
variables x(t, &), these norms are of the form

(1)~ (1) 5|

5
Ld{:“

where i = Inlﬁ is in terms of the angular frequency n, and {(x) = V1 + x2. It is important that these norms

1_¢ 5,0
include the weight (hzf) * for small frequencies, and the different weight (h2§)2+2 for very large frequen-

cies. The fact that one uses the variable 7%& rather than & comes from the fine structure of the eigenfunctions
and the transference operator at angular frequency n, and more specifically the fact that the separation point
between the non-oscillatory and oscillatory regimes (so-called turning point) is defined in terms of R¢ 2%
We observe that other than some technical but non-essential issues arising near the spatial origin R = 0, the
small angular frequencies and in particular the exceptional ones can be handled very similarly to the large
ones in this setting.

In the second part, covering section [7] section [§] we develop a functional framework which encompasses
the shock singularity along the light cone, and which allows us to handle the null-form nonlinear source
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terms, as well as the remaining terms, for angular frequencies |n| > 2. Due to the complexity of the function
space, we do this in several stages, starting with a basic prototype singular term (Definition[Z.2]), which gets
refined to the more general admissible singular function concept in Definition and this gets combined
with the smooth space concept from before in the final Definition for angular frequencies |n| > 2. This
gets complemented by an analogous definition for the exceptional modes, which also includes the desired
bounds for the unstable modes. Completing the required bounds for the angular frequencies |n| > 2 then
amounts to proving estimates for all the source terms as in Prop.[8.12] as well as solving the inhomogeneous
wave equation in its Fourier realization. The latter is accomplished in section [8] where the same method
as in [19]] is used to iterate away the linear non-local source terms due to the transference operator. The
reiteration method used here relies crucially on the asymptotic bounds for the transference operator kernel
established in section [3

It then remains to handle the exceptional modes. Here we trade in the difficulty involved in handling large
angular frequencies (these only occur in pairs in the corresponding source terms, meaning they become
harmless due to the rapid decay in terms of the angular frequency) for the difficulty controlling the unstable
part. Precisely, it is here we have to take advantage of the freedom to continuously modulate in the symme-
tries in order to neutralize certain top order singular terms, the details being carried out in section 0l Finally,
the iteration scheme leading to the desired solution is outlined in the section

3. PERTURBING EQUIVARIANT BLOWUP SOLUTIONS

We consider critical wave maps from R}f — S2, not necessarily equivariant. We recall the extrinsic
description of wave maps of this type. A smooth map u := (u!, u?,u®) : R"*? — $? < R3 is a wave map if
at every point z = (¢, x) € R!*2

Ou L TypS%,  Ou(z) = (0u' (2), 00 (2), 00 (2)) 3.1)

Here O denotes the operator O := §%0, = —07 + 8% + 6%. Formally speaking, (3.I) is the Euler-Lagrange
equation of critical points of the action

1
L(0u) = 3 fR L= sl + it [} + |y, [2) drdx

1.x

and | - |, is the metric on the target manifold. For S2, note that u is a normal vector field, therefore there is a
scalar function A : R'*? — R such that

Ou = Au. 3.2)

On the other hand, u takes values on S2, which implies (u,u) = 1. Here (-) denotes the Euclidean inner
product in R3. Hence

A= (0u, u) = 0aut, ) — (g, 8"y = —(Dout, 0 uy = |O;ul* — |Vul.
Therefore the extrinsic description of a wave map from R!*? to S? is
ou = (10l® = [Vul)u, or  S(u) := =7u + Au+ (|Vul* = |dul*)u = 0. (3.3)

For more general surfaces than S? the nonlinearity is replaced by the second fundamental form contracted
with the Minkowski tensor, i.e., A(d, (9,3)77“5 . As a wave equation, (3.3) conserves energy.
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Proposition 3.1. Let u : R x [0,T) — S? < R? be a smooth solution to (3.3) such that (u(0, -), u;(0,-)) €
H'(R?) x L>(R?). Then the energy

1
E@) = - f (19, + IVul?) dx (3.4)
2 R3
is constant for all times t € [0, T).

Proof. The proof proceeds by inner product with d;u on both sides of (3.3), and integrating by parts. The
right-hand side contributes nothing since

(10 = 1Vul* ) u - O = = (10l = 1Vul®) lul* = 0,

N~

due to |u| = 1. m]
Let ®(t, r, 6) be a smooth 1-equivariant wave map written in spherical coordinates.
O(t,7,0) := (cosOsin U(t, r),sinfsin U(t, r), cos U(t, r)). 3.5)

We introduce the orthonormal frame

E| =0y = (cosBcos U, sinfcos U, —sin U)
3.6

E> = (sin U)_lag = (—sin#, cos 6, 0) (36)
on the sphere (treating the azimuth angle U as an independent variable). We write non-equivariant pertur-
bations of ® in the form, cf. [6]],

Y :=0+1lpro+q 3.7
We expand the tangential vector field I1p:¢ in the form
Mer(t, r,0) :==p1(t, r,0)(cos 6 cos U, sin 8 cos U, — sin U) + @, (t, r, 8)(— sin 6, cos 6, 0)

3.8
~:‘P1(I, r59)El +<P2(I, r,H)E2. ( )

The term ¢ in (3.7) is a correction which insures that [¥| = 1. We will specify it later. It is quadratic in the
size of Ty, which we assume small. Both ® and W satisfy (3.3)). Subtracting them yields
0% - 00 = Ollg¢ + 0q = (|0,¥7 - [V¥[) ¥ - (10,0 - [VO]*)
= (10:® + 0iTlpr + By = VD + Vg + Val*) (@ + Mg + 0) = (10,7 - [VOP) @
=2(0,® - 9lTpLp — VD - Vg 0)D + 2(0,® - 0,q — VO - V)@
+ (10 g @ + Oy = [VIgr 0 + Vol )@ + (10,@ + 0, TIge 0 + Oyl — [VO + Vge g + Va*) (g0 + )
Moving all terms which depend linearly on Il to the left yields
Ol + (VO = [0,) Mg + 2(VO - Vg — D; - (e gp),)
= —0q+2(0,® - 9,9 — VO - Vo) + (1011 + d;0)* — Vi + V) D
+(10/® + 0,TTgr 0 + Bal” = @, + [VOP = [V + VIIge 0 + Val*) T
+(10:® + 0iTlgr0 + Oyal* = VO + Vg + Vaf) g =: Q

(3.9)
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Here Q are terms of second and higher orders in ¢, ¢;. From the definitions we compute the following first
order derivatives:

0Ey =-U,®, 9,®=UE|, 0Er=0 (same for 9;)
O0gE1 = cosUE>, 0gEy; = —cosUE| —sinU®, 0y® =sin UE,

Further, with V = &,0, + r~'230y the gradient in polar coordinates:

_ _sinU
VO =c.U,E, + o2 E,, @, = U,E,.
r
1
IVOP - |®,> =U} - U + = sin® U,
I
(Igpre): =p1,E1 — o1 U@ + @2 :E>,  ©; - (grp); = Uspr, (3.10)

1 . —~
VH(DJ.(p :(‘Pl,rEl - Q1 Urq) + <p2,rE2)er + ;((pl,gEl + @1 COS UE2 + (pz,gEQ - QDQ(COS UE1 + Sin U(D))eg,

1 1
VH(pJ.(p -Vo =@1 Up + — sin(2U)<p1 + — sin Ulpz 9.
’ 2r? r? ’

The d’ Alembertian Ollg1¢ is obtained as follows (using A = div V in polar coordinates):

(Lpre)s = (@14 — @1 UIZ)EI +@20Er — 21U + 1 Uy)®,

1 1 .
Allgp. ¢ = ;(r(‘ﬁl,rEl + @2, Ey — 01U, D)), + ﬁ((‘ﬁl,é) — @y cos U)E| + (g2 + 1 cos U)E; — g sin UD),
1 1 2 cos> U
= QL+ —Q1r+ 50100 — 9022,9 cos U — ¢ Uy — (pl—z)El

r r r r

1 1 2cos U 2
+ (P2 + =2+ SP200 + —5 10— %)Ez

r r r r

1 sin2U 2sinU
+ ( - 2901,rUr — ¥ Urr - ;901 Ur - 2,2 (%25 2 902,0)(1)

Now we are ready to plug in all the above formulas into the left hand side of (3.9). We have:

1 1 2 5. cos?U 2cos U
Olor@ = =@1u + Q1 + 1+ o0+ Uy - U;) - PR e oY E;

1 1 1 2cos U
+ =P, + @2pr + ;902,r + r—2902,9 - ﬁsﬂz +

901,9) E> (3.11)

72

1 sin2U 2sinU
+(2‘pl,tUt+‘plUtt_2§01,rUr_QDlUrr_;‘plUr_ 2 Y172 <P2,e)¢’

Now we substitute (3.10) and (3.11) into the left-hand side of (3.9). The coeficient for E| gives

cos2U 2cos U
Op1 = — 51~ — 5 %26 = Q- E (3.12)

The coefficient for E» is

2 2cos U

U
Op2 = ———¢2 + (U] = UDpr + =5 —¢14= 2 E» 3.13)
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The coeficient for ® on the left-hand side of (3.9)) is

1 sin(2U)
(Utt_Urr__Ur+ > )‘701 =0
r 2r

due to the equivariant wave map equation satisfied by U. Therefore, the right-hand side of (3.9) also van-
ishes, Q- ® = 0.

3.1. The linear operators governed by the rescaled harmonic map, separation of variables. We let U
be the equivariant blowup solution from [[17,[18] which takes the form

Ut,r) = QA(0r) + e(t,r) = OR) + €(t,r) = 2arctan R + €(t, 1), At = 7 v>0 (3.14)

Here Q is the unique 1-equivariant harmonic map, and the energy of € interior to a light cone 0 < r < ¢
vanishes as t — 0+:

lim (€ +eE)t,r)rdr=0
=0+ J, <t

Later we will need much finer properties of €, but for now we simplify the left-hand sides of (3.12)) and (3.13))
by replacing all occurrences of U with Q. The errors thus created will be treated perturbatively in the main
nonlinear analysis. We introduce the new independent variables

R=Atr=1t""r, 1:=vt7= f A(s) ds. (3.15)
t
The spatial Laplacian is given by
2ilo vtz Lo+ Lo (3.16)
Tyt RTRRTRO) '
and we have with Q = Q(R)
1-R? 5 1-2R*+R* R*-6R* +1
= == 20)= —8M — —. (3.17)
cos g +r © 1 +2R%+R* cos(20) R*+2R?> + 1

On the other hand, we have (with A(f) = %)

240 » o AA)?
0rQR) = 7. (0, QR)" = o — > -
_ 2R A »  ART (14w 5, 4ARE (1+v)? ‘
%O =1 A0 GORY = oo+ 2 TRimel e

In these new variables and after dividing by A%, we arrive at the new spatial linear operator acting on ¢ =
(‘701 > ‘PZ)’

2, 1 192 R-6R’+1 ) _ 22R?
Lo (8R+R8R+R266 RER 20+ )91 ~ Rk 0092 (3.19)
¥-= 2 +L1oe+ Lo2— R-6RZ+1  _ (1+v)?  4R? + 2_2R? 9 :
RTRORT R2% ~ R®2R+T) ~ 22 102R+R )92 T R(+Re) 00%1
A+ 4R?

The term — ¢ derives from the term —U?¢p, in (3.13), and would be absent if ® were a har-

2

V212 1+2R2+R*

monic map in the variable R. On the other hand, due to the decay factor 7“ we will be able to place this
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term on the right-hand side of the equation and treat it perturbatively. Therefore, the linear operator driving
the entire analysis is

2, 1 192 RY-6R?+1 2-2R?
Qo= (8R + gOR + 720, — R2(R4+2R;+1))(p1 ~ Ram 0092 (3.20)
¥ = (82 1. 4 Lo _R-6R+1 ) 4 2228 g . .
R T RORT R29% ~ RE2r+1)) 92 T Ra+re) 90%1
The change of variables in time is given by
A da
0y = A0 +BRIR),  B(1) = @ A+1wr!, 2V =—
A(7) dr
07 = X1(0: + BRIR)* + B(0: + BROR))]
whence the full dynamical problem in (7, R) is of the form
H(_-E 0
—[@: + BRORY? + B(O: + BROR) | + Lo = 27 N4 €+ (anpe e (3.21)
Q-E (I+v) 4R
2 V22 1+2R*+RFF2

where € is the error term obtained by replacing U with Q in (3.12) and (3.13). The precise form of the
right-hand side of (3.21)) will be determined in Section[3.4l To analyze the linear dynamics, we (formally)
expand ¢, and ¢, into Fourier series

21
— ; — _ing 40
P16 R 0) = > Gi(n, 1, R)e™,  Gi(n,1,R) = f et R, 0™ =, neZ,
- 0 2
- 5o (3.22)
026, R.0) = )" Grn, 1, )™, Go(n,1,R) := f @t R, 0™ =, nel
- 0 2
For fixed n € Z, the operator applied on the Fourier coefficients is given by
2,1 2 RY-6R?+1 \— . _2-2R? —
. 50n) = (9% + 70k — %o — g ) #1(1) = ingia i a(n) (3.23)
PV (@ + hor - 15— RN G ) 4+ in 22 Gy () | '
RTROR ™ R ~ RE+2R+D)) 2 R(1+kr) %1
We can write this operator as a 2 X 2 matrix
SRy — ’90\1(”’ f, R)
Ln go(n) ' QI” ( ’SEZ(”’ t’ R)
2,1 n2 _ _RY-6R2+1 . _2-0R? (3.24)
9q = Or + ®OR ~ B ~ RE+20+D) TR RY
n-= in 2-2R? 2 +1lg, - 2 _ _R*-6R’+1
RA(1+R2) RT RYR™ R~ R(RF2R*+1)

3.2. Symmetries and zero modes. We now exhibit nonzero solutions of £ ¢ = 0 in relation to the symme-
tries of the nonlinear problem. First, the dilation symmetry s — Q(e*R) yields

R
010 Q('R) = 5 = U(R)

Q(lg) ) (8) Q(g) ) (8) (3.25)

This is the resonance mode of the linearized equivariant model [16L[18]], i.e., of Ay.

which leads to two modes
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To determine the zero modes obtained from space translations, we first write the ground state harmonic
map E(R, 6) in the form
E(R,0) = (cosOsin Q, sin §sin Q, cos Q)
2R 2R 1-R? (3.26)

= (cos@ ,sin @ , .
( 1+R2 1+R2 1+R2)

The two translations are given by

ino 0
8, = cos 00 — %ag, 8, = sin00g + C‘; Bp. (3.27)

We have the following derivatives on E (setting Q(R) = 2 arctan R)
2-2R> . 2-2R’ 4R )

6 E = 0 5 s T
R (COS A+R2 VAR 1+ R)?

2
= 0 ,sin 6 , — Si =——F, 3.28
-’ (cos@cos Q,sinfcos Q, — sin Q) b ( )
O o 2R p 2R 0 2R E
& =|-sinf——,cos ,0] =
‘ 1 +R? 1 +R? 1+R?
and thus
in 6 2
012 =cos O OrE — ﬂ(935 = cos OE| — sin 0——=E>,
_ . . cos6_ _ 2 . 2 ’
022 =sin O OgE + R O0gZ = ) sinfF| + T2/ cos OF,.
Therefore, two linearly independent solutions of L¢ = 0 corresponding to all space translations are given
by
(@1(R), p2(R)) =|cos b 2 sin 8 2
(pl 5‘p2 - 1 + R25 1 + R2 >
5 5 (3.30)
R), 02(R)) = sin 0, cosd]|.
(©1(R), ¢2(R)) (1+R2 — )

On the level of fixed angular momenta these solutions generate the following zero modes
(1+R>»™! 0 (1+R>»7! 0
Ayl . =) Ayl =
i(1+R%)7! 0 —i(1 + R?)7! 0
Next, we turn our attention to Lorentz transforms which are of the form

L,: (t,x1,x3) > (tcosha + xsinha,tsinha + x; cosha, xp), a€R

whence Q(R) transforms into

Qo(t, x1, x2) = O(Ro(t, X1, X2)),  Ro(t, X1, X2) := \/(t sinh @ + x; cosh @)? + x;

with derivative
2x;t 2tcost

R1+RY 1+R?

Oa _ Qalt, x1,x2) =



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 15

The stationary equivariant wave map associated with azimuth angle Q(R) is
u(xy, xp) = (cos @sin Q(R) sin 6 sin Q(R), cos Q(R))

X1 (3.31)
= ( R Q(R) 2 gin O(R), cos Q(R))
which transforms into
tsinha + xycosha .
uo(t, x1, x2) = ( R ! sin Q(Ra) sin Q(Ry), cos Q(Ra))
a Of
Differentiating in @ we obtain
2 2
x 2x X1X2 2)61)62 2)(1
0 t, X1, =t sinQ + ———— cos ,———sinQ + —————cos Q, —————sin
] yoglta (s X1 ¥2) = (R3 © R2(1 + R2) Q.—g sin@ R2(1 + R2) © R(1 + R2) Q
sin@ . 2cos? 0 sinfcosf . 2sinfcos b 2cos0 .
=t sinQ+ ————cosQ,————sinQ + —————cos O, sin
( Q 1+R? Q R Q 1+R? Q.- 1+R? Q)
_t2cos9 sin 8 sin Q _t2cos9 t2sin9E
TR R TR iR

This is exactly t¢ where ¢ agrees with the first line of (3.30). The second line of (3.30) is obtained by the
Lorentz transform in (¢, x;). Thus, we do not obtain any new solutions to L¢ = 0 from Lorentz transforms.

Next we consider the rotations acting on the target. The linearized kernels corresponding to the three
rotations are given by

(=sin@sin Q,cosfsin Q,0), (0,—cos Q,sinfsin Q), (cosQ,0,—cosOsinQ). (3.32)
These are obtained by acting on u as in (3.31]) with the infinitesimal rotation matrices
—1 0 0 0 O 0 0 -1
, 10 0 0f,
O O 0 1 0 O

respectively. We expand these tangent maps in the basis (£, E2, ®). We have

2R
(—sin@sin Q,cos Isin Q,0) =sin QF, = ——E»,
1+R?
_p2
(0, —cos Q,sinfsin Q) = —sinHE| — cosfcos QE, = —sinHE; — cos GWEZ’ (3.33)
_p2
(=cos Q,0,cosfsin Q) =cosUE| —sinfcos QF, = cos E; — sin GmEz.

The first line is one of the two modes from (3.23)). The others are new 0 modes which we write as
: - R . 1-R
g0:(81n0,cos01+R2), ¢:(cos0,—51n01+R2) (3.34)

Finally we consider the space rotation acting on the domain R2 x R!. Since we are only concerned with the
space rotation, we consider the stationary wave map (3.31)). If we represent the rotation r, by the matrix

cosa —sina
ra' = : B
sin cosa
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then
(o) (51, %3) = (cos ax I; sinax OR). sin ax; ;cos @x O(R). cos Q(R))
d
= L rai)lo = (—ﬂ sin O(R), 2L sin Q(R), o) = sin QF,,
da R R

which was already considered in (3.33]). Therefore we do not obtain any new solutions to Ly = 0 from the
space rotation in R2 x R/,

Next, we diagonalize the operator from (3.24) and thus relate the 0 modes from (3.23), (3.30), and (3.34)
to eigenvalues or resonances of certain scalar self-adjoint Schrodinger operators in L?(R dR). In this way we
shall moreover see that there are no other 0 modes than those generated from symmetries.

3.3. Diagonalizing the linear operators. Let

n? R*—6R? +1 2 —2R?

R) := + , R) =n—— 3.35
W=t pwi sy P e (3-35)
Writing the matrix (3.24)) in the form
a -—ib 2 1
A, = ( b a ) a:=0op+ EaR = fn(R), b= gu(R), (3.36)
we change variables to reduce it to a diagonal matrix:
L a+ b 0 _ —1 _ 1 -1 -1 _ % %
I R () AR
Coming back to (3.24)), we transform (¢, ¢,) into
&= (e, 82) = @1~ g2, 01 +ip2), (3.37)
so that the operator acting on ¢ is given by
@1\ _( 9%+ 0r — fuB®) + gu(R) 0 )( £+ )
pa ("= “RTR 3.38
”(m) ( 0 3B+ 2ok~ iR - gu®) | - (-39
We denote the operators on the diagonal
1 _ 1
H =05 + 20k = R+ gu(R),  H, := o + 20r = Fu(R) = 2u(R). (3.39)

Next, we transform the 0 modes from (3.23)), (3.30), and (3.34) which we found above according to (3.37).
This yields

R 1 1 R? R?
c—— =0, Hf =H" =0, HH——=H'|——= =0 (3.40)
°1+R2 "T+r2 4R "T+RrR2 T4 R?
These relations will play an important role in our analysis, especially the middle one due to ; +le € L>(RdR).

In other words, 0 is an eigenvalue of H{ = H_,. In contrast, for Hj and H*, = H; we only have a zero

energy resonance since the associated functions are not in L>(RdR). While these resonances affect the
spectral theory, cf. Section [} they do not appear explicitly in the dynamical analysis.
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3.4. Determination of perturbative corrections and the precise nonlinearity. In this section we compute
the precise nonlinearity for the equation of (¢1, ¢»). Recall (3.7), viz.

Y= +Ilprp+q

The term g is not uniquely determined from this ansatz. We now choose it to be parallel to @ itself. This can
always be done provided ¢ is small. Thus, we set

Y= @+ o +a(lgpip) D, alpre) = /1 — Mepre? — 1. (3.41)

Equation (3.9) then transforms into the following one
Ollpre + (IVCI)I2 - ICI)tlz) pre +2(VD - VIlpro — O; - (pre)) © := N, (3.42)
with right-hand side

Ny = (16,21 = [V¥P) a (g ) @ + (10, (allg: )®) * = |V (a(lTo: ) @) ) ©
+ (0 (D + Horep) - 9, (a(lpr9)®@) = V(P + o) - V(a(lpr o) @) D (3.43)
+(10:¥7 = 10,0 — VP + [VOI*) T — O (a(lTg: ) D).
Next, we expand N, in the frame ®, E|, E; and determine the coefficients for £ and E,. For the latter it
suffices to retain the terms in the last two lines in (3.43)), as the others are parallel to ®. In fact, of these two
final terms we can discard another term parallel to @, and expand the following expression:

(12 - 10,0 = VPP + [VOP*) s — 2V (a(lpr)) - VO + 2 (a(Tlp: ), Dy — a(llgrg)OD.  (3.44)

Now we compute each term in (3.44):

Y, =U,E1 + ¢1,E1 — 01 U@ + 92, E> + allpr9)UEy + (a(Tlgpr9)), D, (3.45)
which yields
0, ¥P — 18,01 = (a(le: ), — Up1)* +¢3, (3.46)
+ (14 + allor@)U;) +2U; - (@14 + a(llo: @)Uy).
For V¥, we obtain
V¥ =V + VIgp:¢) + V (a(IlgpL)D)
U.E, 9, (a(llgprg)) @ U,Ey
= g i
( WUk, ) ’ ( 18y (a(gLp)) @ +allloe) SUE, (3.47)

+ o1.E1 —1Up @ + 92, En
%lpl,gEl + COSU(plEz + %(pz,gEz - %(pz (sinU® + cos UE)) |’

r
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which gives
— VP + VO

in? U 1
= — (2a(lle:9) + (a(lp-))) (Ur2 +— )— ((a(nw»% +— (a(%w))é)

2 20 o 1 ) 1 , sin?U ,
-0, Urei—¢5, — P (p19—cosUgpp)” - P (cosUpi + ¢26)" — oL (3.48)
2sinU 2 .
-2U,p1, = 2 (cos Ugr + ¢20) + 2 (a(llg9)), Urpr + ) (a(Tlgprp))gsin Uy,
a(H 1 ) .
= 2a(gr @)U,y — 2;—2(’0 sinU (cos Ug; + ¢a9) .

Combining (3.46) and (3.48)), we obtain

10,¥1* - 16,D1* — [VPI* + [VOI*

in? U 1
= - (2a(Tp9) + (a(To-0))?) (Ur2 - U+ %) + (@) = (@Tlo-9)} = = (alllo- @)

1 | 1
+o7, -1, - ﬁsofg +¢3, - 93, — ﬁﬂog,g - ﬁwﬁ +2¢1 (a(g19)), U, — (a(Tgr9)), Uy) (3.49)
cosz U sin U
+ @1 (Uf - Uy - — )% +2(1 + a(llp:¢)) (Uﬂm,; — Upgrr = =5 cos U‘Pl)
2cos U 2sin U 2sin U

+

5 (01092 = ¢1920) = —5—¢20 + —5— ((alo:9))g 2 — allo9)p20)

We write =2V (a(Ilpr¢)) - V® in the form
-2V (Cl(an(p)) -Vo

_2 (H(bup . VH(I)LI’D) -VO

V1 = [Hprpl? (3.50)

2 sin

U
=———Ur (@191, + p202,) E1 + > (1910 + P202,0) Ez)

V1 = Mol

and 2 (a(IlpL¢)), O, turns into

I1 L (H L(p) (] 2
2 (a(Tge)), By = — 2— i B (1910 + @200) UiEL. (3.51)

VI—TorgP  T=TeeP

The final term in (3.44)) can be written as

02
sin® U
(M) ([VOP - |@/7) © =a(Tlg:¢) (Uf U+ — )qn, (3.52)



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 19

since @ is a wave map. Now we can write the equations (3.12)—(3.13) in the form
cos2U 2cos U

Hpr = —5—¢P1— —5 —¥20
r r
= (19 - 1071 - VP + [VOP) ¢y (3.53)
2
+ = (U191 + 92002.) = U101 + 292.)) = N(p1),
VI =gl
and
2
os” U 2cos U
g2 = ——5—¢2 + (U = U2 + —5—¢14
= (1%, - |07 - VPP + [VOI*) 03 (3.54)
2sinU

+ ———— (1919 + ¥2920) := N(p2).
r2 1 — gLl

In (3.33)-(3.34), |¥,|* — |®?| - [VP[* + |VO[? is given by (3.49). To write down the exact equation in (7, R)-

. 2 2 .
variable, we need to put the error between U and 2 arctan R as well as the term — (1;:2) R4+421;2+1 on the right

hand side. Let the background equivariant solution be given by U = Q + €. We start by computing
cos2U —cos2Q = —2sin(U + Q) sine = —2sin (20 + €) sin €

1
cos® U — cos? 0 :5 (cos2U — cos2Q) = —sin(2Q + €) sin e

(3.55)
2cosU —2cos Q =—4sin 20+e sinE
2 2
For the difference from the term U? — U?, we arrive at
U -Ur-07 +0Q;
=(Q+6; -0 —(Q+e; +07 =206 + €& —20i& —
222
=—6Re + /12 (6Re)2
1 +R? 6
X() X() 1@, (330
—22° (6TQ = RaRQ) (aTe + = RaRe) - 22 (aTe = RaRe)
20Re€ X(t) 8R (1) (1) 2
_32 R 2
=1 [1 e + (Oge)” — T 1R (8T€+ ) Roge| —|0.€ + 7 Roge] |.
Therefore, equations (3.53)—(3.54) take the form
cos20 2cos Q
Dpr——5 91— — 5 %20
. (2 . (3.57)
2sin(2Q + €)sin € 4 sin ( Q2+€) sin §

2
=N(¢1) - 2 ¢1 = e P29 =1 N(p1)
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and
o0s? 2 cos
Oy = — Q<P2 + (Q% - Qtz) 2+ —— Q<P1,e
I I
. . s (20+4€) i €
sin(20 + €)sin € 4sin 5 )sing
=N(py) - L ITRE, ( 2 Jsns (3.59)
2Re X(r) 8R X (1) X (1) 2
-2 dge)* — 0, Roge| -0, RO =: N(gy).
[1+R2+(R6) ) 1+R2( €+ — RE) ( €+— RE) ®2 (¢2)

Passing to (7, R)-variables, we obtain for ¢ =: (¢1,¢2)’,

2
’ ﬂ'/ ’
- [(& + %R@R) + (6T + %R@R))go + Lo = N(p),

a
Nor) (3.59)
- $1
N(p) =21 2( A2 4R? )
N(2) + o TR 2
The nonlinearity takes the form
. . s (20+€) i €
_ _ 2sin(20 + €)sin € 4sin(=5—)sin 5
A7 N(p1) =A°N(ep1) - 7 o1 - ( 7 ) ©20
. . s (20+4€) i €
_ _ sin(20 + €)sin € 4sin(=5—)sin 5
A7 N(p2) =A°N(2) - > @2 + ( 5 ) P10 (3.60)
R R
20ge , X S8R (1) (1) ?
T + (0ge)” — T 1R 0.€ + ) Roge| —|0.€ + g Roge] |¢o.

We will effectively solve the equations in the backward light cone centered at the singularity by means
of an iterative scheme, solving linear inhomogeneous problems consecutively. Assuming the data to be C*
in the light cone (which is not really necessary), the iterates Ilgp: ¢, say, will also be C* when interpreted
as functions on 7 x R2. Now write this as

cosfcos U —siné
Mprp = 1| sinfcosU |+ ¢p| cosé
—sinU 0
Expanding the functions ¢; = 3, j(n)ei”Q, j = 1,2, we infer the conditions that the functions
S1(m)sinU - €M e C,  (¢1(n)cos U + ia(n)) ™V e ™,

where we have summarized the condition for the first two components by reverting to complex notation.
These imply that ¢;(n) has to vanish at least of order |n| — 1 at the origin and can be expanded in a power
series in R with all powers congruent 2 modulo |n| — 1, while $;(n) + i@, (n) = £_(n) has to vanish to order at
least |n + 1|, with power series around R = 0 only containing powers congruent 2 modulo |n + 1|. Using the
fact that ¢1(n) — i@y (n) = @1(—n) +iP2(—n) we know that £, (n) may not vanish at R = 0 only for n = 1. This
of course implies that the source terms for the equations of £.(n), e_(n) need to have the Taylor expansions
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around R = 0 with the same properties (since the operators HZ kill the lowest order term R"¥!). Thus
recalling (3.37), (3.38)) and writing the equations for £, (n), e_(n) in the form

oo\ A Ar .
- (a, n 7RaR) - (aT + 7RaR) L HE|ea(n) = Fu, (3.61)

the right-hand sides will have Taylor expansions around R = 0 with the same properties. Crucially there is
no reason at all for the individual terms that we derive later on in the formula for F.. to have these properties
at R = 0, but we do know a priori that their sum will have it.

4. SPECTRAL ANALYSIS OF THE LINEAR OPERATORS

This section is devoted entirely to the spectral analysis of the linear operators on the diagonal on the left-
hand side of (3.38). This refers to the determination of the spectral measures and the generalized Fourier
transform of each of these operators for all angular momenta n € Z, the case n = 0 already having been
dealt with in the equivariant case [16L[18]]. The most demanding aspect will be analyzing the asymptotic
behavior as n — *oco. As in [4,5]] this will be accomplished by means of a Liouville-Green transform
applied to an equivalent semiclassical problem. However, we will need to go considerably further than
these aforementioned references. We begin with elementary properties of the shape of the spectrum and
the behavior at zero energy, followed by the spectral analysis of n = +1, and finally we present the more
delicate turning point analysis for |n| > 2, viewed as a semi-classical problem.

4.1. Selfadjointness and resolvent. The operators arising in (3.38]) are

1 ~ 1
Hy = 0p + 20k = Fu(R) + gu(R),  H, := Of + 20 = u(R) = gu(R). 4.1)
where
n?+1 8 2n 4n
W(R) = - CaR) = -
B = meyy P e e
(n—1)> 4n 8
—Jn R n R)=- - )
JnB) + gn(R) R R+l RrIp
n+ 1) 4n 8
AR = ga(R) = - DT

+
R? RP+1 (RP+1)
If n = 0 (linearized equivariant operator) we will simply write Hy in place of Hj = H;. These operators
are symmetric in L*(R dR) with domain given by C 2((0, 00)) functions of compact support in (0, o). In the
following we will use standard terminology and techniques from spectral theory, see [9,[11,23130]]. For that
purpose it is convenient to also consider the conjugations of H;: by the weights R%, viz.

Ll I (n-17 4n 8
HY =RIH'RT =0 + — — - + ,
g g RU4p2 R R2+1 (R2+1)2 “2)
1 (m+1)? 4n 8 '

R =%+ — —

1
H, =R>H, + .
4R? R? RZ+1 (R?+1)

n n

These operators are clearly symmetric in L>(dR) over the same dense family as before.
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Proposition 4.1. H,| and H,, = HZ, with n € N are nonpositive symmetric operators in the Hilbert space
L*((0, 0)), with domain given by C* functlons compactly supported in (0, o). Each H, is strongly singular
at R = 0 and in the limit point case at R = co. Moreover, for all n # 1 these operators are in the limit point
case at R = 0, whereas H" is limit circle at the origin. Thus, H, is essentially self-adjoint for n # 1, while
H; is not. We denote by H,| = H_,, the self-adjoint operator in L>(dR) given by the Friedrichs extensions.

The spectrum of each H} is (—o0,0], which is also the essential spectrum. At the threshold O one has

the following properties: H has a resonance with state R? /(1 +R?), H [ = HZ, has an eigenvalue with

eigenfunction VR/(1 + R?), and H*, = H; has a resonance with state R3 /(1 + R?). These are precisely the
modes originating from symmetries, see (3.40Q).
Finally, the resolvent kernel of (~H;® + 1)7! satisfies, for any f € C([0, 0)) with compact support,

(-H + D) )R = _R™> f " G.(R, R ;- VR f(R")dR' = cR" (1 + O(R?)) 4.3)
0

as R — 0. Here G, is the resolvent kernel of (H — 1)~'. In particular, unless n = 1, the left-hand side
vanishes at R = 0.

Proof. Let f € C(z)((O, 00)) with compact support and note that

N o ~ “m-17? , ~ 8R _f“ 4nR
Hi ) = [ ononp) s ar f—f ar+ [ o= [ P

R2+1
f (f'(R)*RdR — f @-D" 2 p <

for all n > 2. Similarly, for H, with n > 2 we compute that

(Hy f, f)=— foo(f’(R))zR dR + foo UR)f*(R)RAR <0
0 0

since
(n+1)? 4n 8
+
R? RP+1 (R2+1)
—(n+1)2R* - (2(n + 12 —4nR* + 1) - 8) R2— (n+ 1)

URR) = -

R2(R? + 1)2
_—(n- 1)2R* + (=212 + 6)R% — (n + 1)? -0
R2(R? + 1)2 ’

if n > 2. Hence, the quadratic forms of H;; over L(R dR) are nonpositive for all [n| > 2 on a dense family. So
we can pass to the standard Friedrichs extensions for these operators (and equivalently, for their conjugates
H: over L*(dR)). The equivariant case n = 0 was treated in [[18]], and one has a negative operator here as
well with a 0 energy resonance.

One checks that H; ( VR/(1 + R?)) = 0. Since VR/(1 + R?) € L*((0, o)) is a nonnegative eigenfunction,
it must be the ground state and " has no discrete spectrum. Thus, H|" < 0 as a symmetric operator.

On the other hand H*| (R 3 /(1 + R%)) = 0. The function R’ /(1 + R?) fails to lie in L?>(dR) and is referred
to as a zero energy resonance. The meaning of this is that its asymptotic behavior is subordinate at both
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R =0 and R = co. This refers to the fact that near R = oo, H~, has a fundamental system with asymptotic
behavior VR and VR logR, respectively. On the other hand, near R = 0 the fundamental basis behaves as
R3 and R‘%, resp. Using this function we conclude that

d 5 2R
*=-D'D, D=— R) = ——
H : R VR =-—pt e

from which it again follows that H*, < 0.

The limit point behavior at R = oo of all H,' follows from Theorem X.8 in [23]]. The equation H,' f = zf,
with z € C has a fundamental system fi(R, z), f>(R, z) with the asymptotic behaviors fi(R,z) ~ R"™ 7 and
H(R,z) ~ R‘"+%, respectively, as R — 0+ provided n # 1. Note that one of these is not in L*((0, 1)), which
we discard. We are left with one which we call the regular solution. So if n # 1, then H,’ is in the limit
point case at both R = 0 and R = co. Therefore by Theorem X.7 in [23]], the closure of H,' for all n # 1
is self-adjoint. In particular, this unique self-adjoint extension must agree with the Friedrichs extension.
If n = 1, then these solutions satisfy fi(R,z) ~ R> and (R, 2) ~ R> log R, respectively, as R — 0+ (for
any z € C). We now show that the Friedrichs extension of | does not allow a logarithmic singularity as

R — 0,. From the fact H ( 11/1132) = 0 we conclude that

d 3R? -1
H =-D'D, D=—+VR), VR :=——.
! g TV® (&) 2R(1 + R?)
By its construction, the domain of the Friedrichs extension of [ is a subspace of the completion of

C(Z) ((0, c0)) under the norm

3R -1

2
— 4.4
TIET AN B @4

J(R) +

(—H £, £) = 1D 20 00y = fo )

By explicit calculation, one verifies that for any function with the property that f>(R) ~ VRlogRas R — 0,,
with the corresponding asymptotic behavior of the derivative, this integral over 0 < R < 1 is infinite.
This means that only the solution fj(R,z) ~ R? as R — O+ is regular for H[". This uniquely determines
the resolvent kernel. Indeed, denoting the regular solution by ¢,(R, z), and the Weyl solution ¥,(R,z) €
L*((1, 00)) for z € C \ R, we have the resolvent kernel of (HF - 27! satisfying

_ (R, Yn(R', 2)

Gu(R,R';2) = BT 0<R<FR (4.5)
n

with W,(z) the Wronskian of ¢, ,. The asymptotic behavior (@.3]) follows from the preceding. ]

The importance of (@.3) for n = 1 lies with the fact that the resolvent kernel (7{1+ - 1)_1 (R,R’) has no
logarithmic singularity as R — 0. As the previous proof shows, this is due to the Friedrichs extension of
‘H;". Note that one cannot naively impose boundary conditions at R = 0 due to the strong singularity of
the potential. The operator H plays a special role in our analysis, and is the only one with a zero energy
eigenfunction.

Henceforth, we can consider both H¥ and H: as selfadjoint operators on L?>(R dR), respectively L?(dR),
without further mention. The relevance of this lies with the distorted Fourier transform which these operators
therefore possess [9./11]] and which will play a decisive role in our entire nonlinear analysis. The main point
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of this section is to exhibit the Fourier bases and the spectral measures of each H;". As already noted, the
limit n — +oo here is particularly delicate and will be treated as a semiclassical problem. We will see that
the spectrum of all H; is purely absolutely continuous if n # 1, and H; is absolutely continuous with a
simple eigenvalue at 0. Finally, one can easily prove by truncation and the quadratic form computations
appearing in the proof of Proposition [4.1] that no ;" with |n| > 2 exhibits a O energy resonance. But we
have no need for this result so we skip it.

4.2. The distorted Fourier transform. We close this introductory discussion by recalling the distorted
Fourier transform associated with an operator

r-—% v L2((0 (4.6)

- _W + ( ) on (( ,OO)), .

see [8L9.[11]. Here V is real-valued, continuous, decaying as R — oo, and strongly singular at R = 0. In
this paper we only encounter potentials V which are of the form V(R) = R™2(ag + a;R* + O(R*)) as R — 0,
with an analytic function O(R*). And V(R) = O(R™?) as R — co. While we are not necessarily assuming
that 7 is in the limit point case at R = 0, we suppose so first for simplicity. Then let ¢(-,z),0(-,z) be a
fundamental system of T f = zf, analytic near the real line, and real-valued on it. Assume the Wronskian
W((-, 2), ¢(-,z)) = 1 and that ¢(-,z) € L>((0,1)). Note that 6 is unique only up to addition of a multiple of
k(2)¢(-,z) with a constant k(z) that is analytic and real on R. And ¢(:, z) is unique only up to multiplication
by a nonzero analytic function near R which is real on R. Furthermore, let Y(R, z) be a Weyl-Titchmarsh
solution for Imz > 0, i.e., it lies in L2((1, o)) for Imz > 0. The normahza’uon of Y(R, ) is not too relevant,

but it can be convenient to assume that ¢ has asymptotic behavior z7% e’zzR as R — oo. Because of the decay

of V this asymptotic behavior can be achieved. This normalization implies W/ (-, z), ¥(:,2)) = 2i provided
Im z = 0. The (generalized) Weyl-Titchmarsh m function is then defined as

Cl//(’ Z) = 9(’ Z) + m(Z)¢(’ Z)a Cc=+0 (47)

with some constant C. Therefore,

W(, 2),¢(,z
m(z) = (6, 2),¥(,2) 4.8)
WW(:,2), (-, 2)
This does not depend on the normalization of the Weyl-Titchmarsh solution. In view of the degrees of
freedom we have in defining ¢, 6 the m-function is far from unique. A spectral measure of T is obtained as

the limit

A +0
p((A, 2]) = — hm lim Imm(A + i€)dA 4.9)

0—0+ e—-0+ A +6

The distorted Fourier transform of f € C((0, o)) with compact support,
f©= fo SR, E)f(R)dR (4.10)
is a unitary transformation L*((0, )) — L*(R, p), with inverse transform

f(R) = fR O(R, &)1 (&) p(de),
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see [11]] for the details and the existence of these integrals. Note that no assumption is made on the measure.
In fact, if T has eigenvalues, then p will have atoms those points and the unitarity will contain the projections
onto the eigenfunctions. Once this representation is obtained, we can derive equivalent ones as follows: if
h € C(R) is positive, then replacing ¢(R, &) with h(€)P(R, &) and p(dé) with h(€)?p(dé) leads to another
— equivalent — distorted Fourier transform. The spectral measures in our case will be purely absolutely
continuous, with the possible exception of an atom at 0 (as for |"). But there cannot be any other atoms,
or a singular continuous part.

In practice we will compute the density of the spectral measure as follows. First, we connect the solutions
¢ with the Weyl-Titchmarsh solutions, i.e.,

¢, &) = aOW(, &) + a@W (. &), &>0 (4.11)

Recall that we normalize W(#, ¢) = 1 but we do not assume a normalization of the Weyl-Titchmarsh solu-

tions . Then C(EW (-, &) = O(-, &) + m(E)P(-, €), see (A7), and

ICEOPWWC, E),U(, ) = WO, &) + mEP(-, €), 0, &) + m(E)(-, £))
=m(&) — m(¢) = 2ilmm(¢)

In view of (4.9)), the density of the spectral measure is

Py = Lmm = _ WWCO.00.9)
dé: n _217T|W('70(" é:)’ ¢(’ §))|2
1

T 2irla@PWW.6). 9. 6)

(4.12)

This relation was essential in [16}/18] since we can easily find W((-, €), ¥ (-, £)), say by computing the
Wronskian at R = oo, and a(£) is found by matching representations of ¢ (such as (4.27)) with an expansion
such as (.29). More precisely, we obtain an upper bound on |a(¢)| in this way by matching at & IR ~ 1, and
the lower bound follows directly from (@.11)) and a lower bound on ¢ since |¢(:, &)| < 2|a(E)|lw (-, ).

Finally, if T is in the limit-circle case at R = 0, then we need to select a selfadjoint extension from an
infinite family of possibilities, for example by means of a boundary condition. In the strongly singular case
this cannot be done naively. In Proposition 4.1l we found that the Friedrichs extension turned out to be the
correct choice since it guarantees the regularity property (4.3). The remainder of this section is devoted to
the determination of a distorted Fourier transform for each of the angular momenta n € Z. In this regard the
low modes n = 0, £1 play a special role due to the appearance of a threshold resonance or eigenvalue.

We will freely switch between the self-adjoint operators H;f in L?(R dR) and their versions ;" which are
self-adjoint in L?(dR). The former are more natural as they arise in the linearized wave map. In the context

of (&.6), with (M f)(R) := R_%f(R), wehave T = M~' o S o M where

S = d 1d+1+V(R)
" dR? RdR ' 4R2



26 JOACHIM KRIEGER, SHUANG MIAO, AND WILHELM SCHLAG

If ¢(-, &) is the Fourier basis from (4.10Q) relative to 7', then (R, &) := R_%(b(R, &) is the Fourier basis relative
to S with the same spectral measure, and S (@(-, £)) = £@(-, £). In fact, one has

fe = f (R, O f(RRAR = f d(R, &) f(R)R? dR
’ 0 (4.13)

R f(R) =f0 PR,EF(E pdE),  fR) =f0 PR, &) f(€) p(dé)

The unitarity in this context means that ||fll;2zr) = | f ll12(ap)- We will formulate conditions below under
which the integrals in (. 13]) converge.

4.3. Linearized operators at low angular momenta n = 0, +1. In this section, we determine the Fourier
transform associated with the nonpositive operators

1 4 8
H{ =0% + —0g - + =H",
R RZ+1 (R?2+1)?
1 4 4 8 @.14)
Hy =05+ —0p — — + + =H*,.
LR R R R TR 1T Ry ]

As noted in Proposition 4.1] 0 is an eigenvalue of H = H~, with eigenfunction 1/(1 + R?), and a resonance
of Hfl = H{ with resonance function R%/(1 + R?). These explicit solutions permit us to factorize the
operators as follows. From

1 2R 1
D — | =10p + — || —— :0, 4.15
+(1+R2) (R 1+R2)(1+R2) 1)
we infer that Hf = -} D, where
RP -1
D, = -0+ ———-. 4.16
* KT RA+RY (+.16)
Similarly for H', we have
2 2R 3 2R
H =-D'D., D_=0g—+——, Di=-0r—-=+——. 4.17
! - F"RT1+R R 1+R 17

We now associate with these second order operators their “super-symmetric” versions which do not exhibit
zero energy modes, Viz.

Hf =D.D; = —(91% - 1—1€8R + %, H =D_D: = —(9,% - %@e + % - % (4.18)
We will develop the Fourier transform for these operators, and not for the original ones. This appears to be
essential in our technique since the spectral measures of the super-symmetric versions are much less singular
at threshold energies. The super-symmetric cousin of the linearized equivariant operator Hy already played
a key role in [16], see in particular their Section 4. The dynamical implications of the switching will not
be apparent until much later when we solve the dynamical problem. H | is a pure Bessel operator whose
Fourier transform is explicitly known. We begin with that operator. The analysis of n = 0 was already
carried out in [18], Section 5]. See also [16, Section 4] for the supersymmetric treatment of .
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4.3.1. n =1 mode. We recall the following facts about the Bessel operator

H = —dd—; + % =RAR
from [[11} Section 4]. A fundamental system of solutions of
Hf=zf (4.19)
is given by
R'JI(Z?R), RYi(2?R), z€C\{0}, Re(0,00), (4.20)

with Ji(-) and Y;(:) the usual Bessel functions of order 1. A fundamental system of the type described in
Section4.2]is given by

®1(R,2) =~7 R} J, (22 R),
21 1 1 1 (4.21)
©1(R,7) =z22R2(~Y{(z2R) + ' log(2)J1 (z2R)).

These two functions in (£.21)) extend to entire functions with respect to z € C for fixed R # 0 and they are
real for z € R. Moreover, the normalizations are such that

W (©1(,2. @1, 2) = SWRIN R RINEER) = 1, z€C. (4.22)
A Weyl-Titchmarsh solution to .19)) is given by
RPHV(3R) = R2(J1(22R) + iY1(?R)), z€C\[0,00), R€ (0,00), (4.23)
with H 51) the Hankel function of order 1. To account for the normalizations in (4.20), we modify to
W(R,2) =z2iR?H\"(*R)
=22R2( = Y1(z2R) + iJ1(z2R)) (4.24)
=01(z, R) + m(2)®(z,R), z€C\[0,00), Re(0,00).
In particular, the generalized Weyl-Titchmarsh function is
m(z) = %z(i - % logz), zeC\]J0,c). (4.25)

The branch of log z is such that it is real for z > 0. In particular, m(¢ + i0) = 0 if £ < 0 and the spectral
measure p(¢) is absolutely continuous and of the explicit form

1 2
p(dé) = ;Im m(& + i0)L g0 dé = ) ELgs0) dé (4.26)

We have therefore obtained the following representation of the distorted Fourier transform associated with
the super-symmetric cousin H [ of H. Asnoted in Section 4.2l the Fourier representation is not unique, and
can be normalized in infinitely many ways.

The power series representation for J;(«) is, see [1],

(9]

~ (=1 u\2m+1 u w 5
Jl(”)_zm!r(mu) (E) =37 O u=0 *-27)

m=0
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This implies that the Fourier basis of Lemma 4.2l admits the following convergent expansion
SETNER) = TR+R Y bR (4.28)
2 4 =

for all arguments. However, it is only useful for small argument R¢ > < 1. For large arguments the solutions
exhibit oscillatory behavior. In fact, the Weyl-Titchmarsh solution from (.24)) admit the asymptotic series
expansion, see [[1]],

i ot 2
UR.E) = EHRIHDEIR) ~ e T et R(([Z+ SL o 2y ) (4.29)
T &R (2R
1
as £R?> — co. This means that (R, &) = & 1eit Roe %R) where 0(g) is a smooth function of ¢ > 1 so that for

all¢>0,m>1,

i 2 a a am et
[(99,)(e¥ ) - \ﬁ - ) <! (4.30)
T 9 q q
We now connect @ (R, &) and (R, ) as in @.11), i.e.,

Q1(,8) = aEW(, &) +al©Y(, &), &£>0 (4.31)

Using (4.12)) we find that

— 4ié by dp 1 2¢

W ) s ) = = T ™ = < 5 — _]]- 432
WEOIEE == @ =g O = s = Sl (4.32)

which agrees with (4.26]).
Lemma 4.2. The distorted Fourier transform associated with H = —dd—; + % has the following property:

for any f € C*((0, ©)) with

[ v 1@+ R ) dR < < o

the Fourier transform

fer = jim | " 0 (R.6)R) dR (433)
with §(R, £) as in @21, exists for all £ > 0 and
[ e erede < m (434
Thus,
®== | " HO0(ROEdE, VR >0 (4.35)

with absolutely convergent integrals.
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Proof. In view of (@.21)), @.27), (.29)), @.37)), and (4.32),
|0, (R, &) < min(R3,£3) Vé>O0,R>0 (4.36)
Thus, the left-hand side of (4.34) is bounded by fooo 1f (&) & 3 dé which we now proceed to estimate. Consider

a partition of unity

L= xo) + ) xQ@7u)  Yuz0 (4.37)
=0

with smooth functions yq supported on [0, 1] and y supported on [%, 2], respectively. For any & > 0 we
define

A() = fo Xo(R*E)D (R, &) f(R) dR

. (4.38)
Bj(é) = fo X2IRED (R, £) f(R)dR
so that at least formally
f@ =A@+ 2 Bj(é) (4.39)
<
Then
A@)| < f:  RUWIR. (4.40)
and
fo ) A@IETdE < fo ) OR_Z £ de |f(R)IR? dR < fo ) R f(R)dR (4.41)
To bound B, we integrate by parts twice. To do so, we write
Bi(¢) = fo QR £ R (REDa(€) f(R) dR
+ fo " XQIRO £ R G(REDE f(R) dR
It suffices to deal with the first line. Thus, by (4.32),
IB;@)] 5 &1 f IR GQIRERED FR)|dR
0 (4.42)

E ]

53 fo Liesait(If (RN + RS (R + R\ f(R)) dR



30 JOACHIM KRIEGER, SHUANG MIAO, AND WILHELM SCHLAG

Summing in j > 0 and inserting this bound into fooo (&) & 3 d¢ yields
oo X i oo X ~
[ Ysentaes [ Ye

< fo R (R +1f (R + R R)) dR

In combination with (.41)) this proves (4.34]).
The existence of the limit (4.33]) pointwise in & > 0 follows from the convergence of the series (4.39) for
fixed £ > 0. Indeed, summing in (4.42)) one obtains

(N[5}

fo Ligzemai (I (R + R7F/ (R + R f(R)]) dR dé

DB < €7 | Lirean(f @)+ RIS R+ RPFR)dR < o0
Jj=0

The finiteness in last line follows from the fact that R > §_% > 0 is bounded away from 0, and from our
assumption on f. O

4.3.2. n = —1 mode. None of the linearized operators associated with angular momenta other than n = 1
can be explicitly reduced to an exact Bessel equation. However, they are perturbations of exact Bessel
operators. We use the technique of [18] to obtain the asymptotic form of the Fourier basis and the spectral
measure. The goal will be to obtain expansions similar to (4.28]), for the operator

15 4 8

4R R2+1  (RR+1)2

5
We exhibit a fundamental system of ™, f = 0. From Proposition 4.1] one solution is @ 'R) := %. We
seek another one with W(©; ! @, 1y = 1. This leads to the ODE

5 2R 1+R?
—6 ®_l+ _—— ~1 =
o (2R 1+R2) 07 RS

with general solution
1 +4R? + CR* — 4R*1og(R)

0;'(R) =
0 AR (1 + R?)

We fix the constant C = —5 so that ®61(1) =0:
4R? + 1
4R*

Following [18]], we use this fundamental system at energy & = 0 to construct the Fourier basis ®~!(R, &) of
the operator —H™, perturbatively.

0, (R) = @51(R)( —logR - %)

Proposition 4.3. For all R > 0,& > 0, we have the following expansion for ®~'(R, &)

O7'(R, &) = O3 (R) + R? ) (—R&)I0;(RY)
j=1
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which converges absolutely. It converges uniformly if Rfé remains bounded. Here ®;(u) > 0 are smooth
functions of u > 0 satisfying

|
®(u) < ﬁﬁ’ forall u>0,j>1 (4.43)

and ®(u) > ¢y ﬁ for all u > 0 with some absolute constant ¢| > 0.
Proof. We make the ansatz

RZ
1+R?

RO =R Y (OB, R :=

=0
with
7’[1—1 (R%fj) = R%fj_l, f_1 = 0.
This leads to the recursion
R
f,(R) = f Rst (07! (RO (s5) - 05 (R (5)) £j-1(5) ds
0

B fR —s*R*log s* + s*R*log R* — s*(4R%> + 1) + R*(4s* + 1)
L 4sR2(1 + R2)(1 + s2)

fj_l(S) ds.

2

Introducing the new variables v := 57, u := R?, as well as the new functions ?j(sz) :=f;(s), we obtain

~ v logv? + uPv logu? — vi(4u + 1) + u?(4v + )=
fi(u) = £ (v)dv. 4.44
) fo Suv(l + u)(1 +v) 1) dv (444

Substituting v = fu with 0 < ¢ < 1 yields
1 2.2 2
— dtu+ 1 - 2ut"logt —t°(4u + 1)+
fi(w) = fi1(tu) dt
i) ”fo 811 + w)(1 + ) -1 ()
Setting /(1) ::E(u)/uj+1, u>0,j>0one has forall k >0,

1 2 2.2
1= 2 +dtu(l - 1) - 2u’P log 1 ]
h = fhi(tuydt,  ho(v) = 4.45
et () fo (1 + u)(1 + ) () 00 =177 (445)

Inductively this shows that 4;(u) € C*([0, o0)). Since the kernel is positive and /o > 0, we also have h; > 0.
Returning to the original variables, we infer that

®;(R*) = R f{(R) = R*h;(R®), ®@;(u) = uh;(u) >0

is smooth in u > 0. To bound /; from above we make the following claim

11_.2 N 9,22
Osf 1=t +4ut(l — 1) — 2u-t logtt"dtsL, ViSO (4.46)
0 (1 + tu)? k+1

for all u > 0. Assuming the claim we obtain inductively from that

1
M) < ———— k>0, u>0
K< a0 u>
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which gives us (4.43)). To prove the claim we make the following estimates
1 2 2.2 1 1
1 —t7+4ut(l — 1) —2u "t logt 5 2 7
f url = 1) — 2wt log tkdtSfStkdt—2f *logrdr = + < :
0 (1+tu)2 0 0 k+1 (k+1)2 k+1
For the lower bound on 4 (u) we compute

1q_2 N 9,22
hl(”):f 1=t +4tu(l — 1) — 2u“t logtdt
0 8(1 + u)(1 + tu)?

In particular, 4,(0) = 1—12 and for any u# > 0 and with some absolute positive constants cg, ¢

dt > ¢y

3. 2 N~ 22 3 2
h1(u)2f4 1 -t +4tu(l —t) - 2u"t" logt i l4+u+u ‘> c1
1 8(1 + u)(1 + tu)? Lo (T+uw( + u)? 1+u

so that @1 (u) > c1 7 as claimed.

O

Inspection of the proof shows that we can obtain similar lower bounds on all ®;, but we have no need for

I . . . U
them. Now we turn to the case when Ré2 > 1. Our goal is to obtain an asymptotic expansion similar to the

one for the Hankel function (@.29)).
Proposition 4.4. For R*¢ > 1, £ > 0 a Weyl-Titchmarsh function of H*, is given by

YR, ) 1= £ e o \(RELR) (4.47)

where o_1 is smooth in g 2 1, R > 0 and admits the asymptotic approximation

TR ~ ) g IVIR),
j=0

in the sense that for all large integers jo, and all indices a, 8

Jo
sup |(R9) (g9 Plor1(q, R) = > g W5 (R)]| < Clrap ™!
R>0 j=0
forall g > 1. One has
15i <20 i 1
Y/(R)=1, ¥Y/(R)=—-R ——ds=——+0|——= 4.48
o) 1(®) 8 fR 127787 (1+R2) (4.48)

as R — oo, For all j > 0 the coefficient functions ‘P}“(R) are zero order symbols, i.e.,
sup [(ROR) ¥I(R)| < oo
R>0

and they are analytic at infinity.

Proof. The argument is basically a verbatim repetition of the proof of [18], Proposition 5.6]. From (#.47),

o_1(RE?,R) = WF, (R, £)E7 ¢~ RE?
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which satisfies the conjugated equation
15 4 8 |
—0% —2ig20p + —= — - _1(REZL,R) =0
R HEORY e TR (R2+1)2)O-1( §%.R)

This replaces eq. (5.8) in [18]]. The ansatz

T RELR) = £ )

j=0
leads to the recursion
15 4 8
AR R+1 R+ 1)2)ff‘1
forall j > 1 with fp = 1. Solving from R = co where f; vanishes for j > 1 we conclude that
15 4 8
42 241 (L2412

2i0rfi(R) = (—afe +

FiR) = S0rfi-1(R) + 5 fR ( ) f1()ds

33

For j = 1 we obtain the formula for 7 (R) := Rf1(R) stated in (4.48). The remainder of the proof of [18|
Proposition 5.6] does not depend on the specific form of the potential and carries over verbatim to the case

at hand.
To find the spectral measure associated with H* = H; we now follow [18, Proposition 5.7].
Proposition 4.5. We have
©~(R, &) = 2Re (a1 &)V, (R, &))
where a(€) is smooth, always nonzero, and is of size

la_1@) = ™!
Moreover, it satisfies the symbol-type bounds
|(§8§)ka_1(§)| <cr wuniformlyin &> 0.
The spectral measure of —=H™*, is absolutely continuous on & > 0 with density

dp-1(&) i 2 2
7 111 @ = ()

with the same zero order symbol bounds.

Proof. We use the formalism introduced in @.I1)-@.12). Le., we set
D '(R,6) = a1 (&Y (R, &) +a_1(H)YT (R, &)

whence

a_i(€) = éW(cD‘l,\If_il).

O

(4.49)

(4.50)
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We evaluate this Wronskian in the regime where both the ®~!'(R, &) and ¥*, (R, &) asymptotics are useful,
namely, R¢€Z ~ 1. By Proposition @3] O !(R,&)| s £ Fif R~¢2 > land D IR, &) s £ FifR~&2 < 1.
From the equation ‘Hfld)‘l(R, &) = —£D71(R, €) whence

9307 (R )] S €+ RO (R, )|

and thus |30 (R, &)| < élO7 (R, &) for all R ~ ¢73. By calculus, |90 (R,&)| < &3 if R ~ €77 > 1 and
0D (R, &)| < §_% if R~ 5_% < 1. On the other hand, by Proposition 4.4]

+ ) 1 + ] 1
5,720l <&, l0RY (72, < &%
whence
1,1 1 1,1 1 -
la_1(@)] = |71 €2, HRY (€72, 6) ~ DT E 2L HYI(E2,8)| 5 (O
which gives the upper bound on |a_;(£)|. The derivative bounds are obtained by differentiating the Wron-
skian (4.5Q) in &£. For ‘I’J_rl one uses the symbol bounds from Proposition 4.4 and for @~ (R, &) we use
Proposition 4.3 as well as the equation H™, O (R, &) = —£D7 (R, &).
For the lower bound on |a_{(£)|, we use a simpler argument than the one in [18]]. Directly from (4.49),

_ |07 (R, &)

O (R, &)| < 2la_ 1 (OIFH, (R, &), 1@ 2 e

D™ (R, | < 2la_1(OIVI (R, E) la-1(&)l 2 (R, €

for all R > 0. On the one hand, [¥7 (R, £)| < Cf_% for all £ > 0 and R*¢ > % (say). From Proposition
we have the lower bound

10'(R, &) > Dy (R) 5

1 - i (Rz_'g)j] > @5 (R)(2 - )
)

So if, R* = §, then

1 _
la-1O)] 2 £105" (1/428) = (&)
matching the upper bound. For the spectral measure, see (4.12]). ]

Given f € L*(RdR), let JT(R) = R? f(R) € L*(dR). Computing the distorted Fourier transform of ]7
relative to —H, gives, at least formally

fR) = fo X (@R, E)po1(dE),  x_1(6) = fo FRYD(R, &) dR (4.51)

The convergence of the first integral holds if f is smooth and compactly supported in (0, co) since then
x_1(€) is rapidly decaying in &, and bounded for small £ > 0. But in fact much less is needed.

Lemma 4.6. Let f € L>(RdR) N C*((0, ©)) so that
f (R3If"(R)| + R2|f (R)| + R 2|f(R))dR = M < o0 (4.52)
0
Then for all ¢ > O the limit

L
x1(é) = lim fo FRD(R,ER? dR (4.53)
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exists and satisfies
fo 1@ (R, &)l p-1(dé) s M (4.54)

In particular, the first integral in (4.31)) converges absolutely to R? f(R) pointwise in R > 0.

Proof. By Propositions 4.3] [4.4] and 4.5 we have
_ N
sup |0~ (R, &) s £79(&)! (4.55)
R>0
for all ¢ > 0. Indeed, Propositions [4.3]implies that

5 5
R &t L1
< ~ 3
1+R> 7 1+¢ £
for R’¢ < 1, whereas Propositions £.4] and .5l immediately imply the bound (#.353)) in the range R?*¢ 2 1. It
follows that

07 (R, &)l <

fo OO (R, ) p-1(dé) < fo O de (4.56)

For any ¢ > 0 we define

A() = f Xo(RXOD (R, &) R* f(R) dR
0 (4.57)

B&) = fo QRO (RO REF(R)dR

relative to a partition of unity as in (4.37).Thus, at least formally,

x1€) = A@) + ) Bié)

j=0
We will show that the series does converge absolutely pointwise in & > 0. Then

2
A@)] < f R3(R)2|f(R)IR? dR. (4.58)
0
Inserting the right-hand side into the upper bound of (4.56)) yields

o0 1 o0 R_z 1
folA(f)If_Z@)defo 5 EHE) dERNR) I f(R)| dR

< f " RYFRIAR
0

In the oscillatory regime we use the previous two propositions and integrate by parts twice. First,

B = fo QIR e R (REY, Ryay(©RY f(R) dR

* f QIR R o RV, Ray© R F(R)dR
0
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It suffices to deal with the first line. Thus,

Bj(€) < &) f 02 (27 R*E)0_1 (RE?, R)R? f(R))| dR
5 0. 1 1 3 (4.59)
<& fo 1igoeann(REF” (R + R F/(R)] + R F(R)]) dR

Summing in j > 0 and inserting this bound into (4.56) we obtain

[ @ t@des [ Y6t [ Lo ®ir @1 RS @+ RESR) dRde
j=0 J=0

< fo R3S (R) + RELF (R + RIF(R)) dR

In summary, holds. On the other hand, the existence of the limit (4.33)) is implicit in the argument,
and in fact follows from the convergence of the series (4.57)) for fixed £ > 0. Indeed, summing in (4.59) one
obtains

DB s £ fo Ligesty (RS (R + R72f/(R)] + R3FR)) dR < 0
=0

The finiteness in last line follows from the fact that R > g—% > () is bounded away from 0, and from (4.32).
m]

We now derive the spectral representation of A [ = D_Dr, cf. @.I8). The generalized eigenbasis of H
is R2D71(R, &), viz.
el 1
H; (R107 R O) = —eRH0R O
Returning to f € L>(RdR) as in Lemmal4.6] we have in the sense stipulated by the lemma,

fR) = fo ORI RE ). x1(©) = (REOTRE.SB) |

Applying D_ to the first of the above relations, we obtain at least formally

D_f(R) = fo x_1)D- (R‘%cb‘lae, f)) p-1(d¢)

- fo @D (R0 R ) 71(e)

where p_1(d¢) = &p_1(d€). In view of Proposition and the fact D_(R_%CD(; Y(R)) = 0 it is natural to
introduce the new basis

1R =D (RO R 8), (4.60)
which satisfies limg_0+ ¢_1 (R, &) = —D_(R*®(R?)) and
' ¢_1(R,&) = £6_1(R, &).
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So we arrive at the Fourier representation formula for D_ f relative to the operator H = Flflz

D_f(R) = fo X 1O RO, x1E) =(D_f,p1(,E)pz (4.61)

In the following proposition we will state conditions on f under which this Fourier transform converges. To
obtain the second identity in (4.61)), we compute

D-f.4-10.80, =€ (D-1.0-(RH07,0)) |

= ¢! <f,H;(R—%clrl(.,g)»L2 :<f,1fr%cb‘1(-,§)>L2 = x.1().

which is justified if f € C'((0, o)) has compact support.
Proposition 4.7. Let f € C3((0, o)) so that

fo RIf” R+ 1R+ RN R+ R f(R])dR = M < o (4.62)

Then the Fourier coefficient

L
&) = (D_f.d1(, )z, = lim fo D_fR)$-1 (R, ORdR
exists pointwise in & > 0, and
D_f(R) =f0 YE)P-1(R, &) p-1(dé)

converges absolutely, pointwise in R > 0. Here ¢_1(R, &) as in (4.6Q) satisfies Flflgb_l(R, &) = &P 1(R,E).

The spectral measure p_1(£) associated to ¢_1(R, &) satisfies dﬁ;,—lﬁ ~ E(&)? for all € > 0. Moreover, we

have the unitarity
1D-flzwary = |[<D-F. 1G22 N2,
provided the left-hand side is finite.

Proof. The properties of the spectral measure follow directly from Proposition Recall from @.17) that

2R
/P

2
D_f(R) = f'(R) - Zf(R) +
and |D_f(R)| < |f'(R)| + R~ f(R)|. From Proposition &.3] and Z)_(R_%Cbal(R)) = 0, we infer that

-1 (R.E)| < R(RY ™ <& 1) if Re<1

Similarly, from Propositions and A4} we obtain the same bound in the regime R?¢ > 1. The remainder
of the proof now is analogous to that of Lemma and we do not write it out. The unitarity is proved
in [11]]. O
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4.4. Turning point analysis and the spectral measure for » > 2. The goal of this subsection is to find
the asymptotic behavior of the spectral measures for small and large energies. This will be done by means
of a careful asymptotic analysis of a fundamental system for all energies. We begin with H,', and will
present the needed modifications for H, = H*, later. We will use a perturbation argument developed in the
papers [5] and [4]. As in those papers, we write the eigenvalue problem —H" f = E2f as follows:

2

232f VRS =)
S+ 1) +1) (4.63)
V(R) = 1 1 4n 1 8 1 ’
TR 4n+12R2 n+ 12RXR2+ 1) (n+ 12 (R2+1)*
Switching to semiclassical notation, we introduce 7 := ﬁ and write V(R) = V,,(R) = V(R; h) as
VR) = V(R ) = 1 | 1? 4h . 41%(1 - R?)
R 4 R+1 (R2+1)
) 1572 (4.64)
- 2.
.—ﬁ (1 + T —4h) +8(R ,h)

Here

4h 4KR*(R? + 3)

2. R
SR = o I T TR 1)

is a bounded smooth function on [0, o). Henceforth, it will be understood that 7 € (0, %].
We will construct a fundamental system for (4.63) on R > 0 for all E > 0. We first scale E out by
introducing x := AER. If we define f(x) := f(R), then becomes

() + QW f(x) =0, Q) :=h2E" 2V( 1. (4.65)

More precisely, we have, with a := RE,

i)

15%? x?
O(x,a;h) =x2 |1+ — — 4|+ a %[ =:0) - 1
4 “\a2
As usual, see for example [5]], we need to modify the potential by adding the Langer correction:
hZ 2
Qo(x;a,h) = O(x; a, h)+ — —x_2(1 —20)’ +a e( 2;h)— 1. (4.66)

This modification is crucial in order to obtain the correct asymptotics as £ — 0+ in the ensuing WKB
analysis. In the following lemma we consider Qy as a function of x* rather than x, and o instead of «. This
lemma is sharp in the sense that it does not hold in the full range 7% € (0, %].

Lemma 4.8. The function Q1(x*;a?, h) = Qo(x; a, h) satisfies
—@0,00)ra,h) =y, (0aQ1)(sa,h) <0
10401(y; a, D] < Ay + @)~
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uniformly iny > 0,a > O and h € (0, %]. The implied constants are absolute. The higher order derivatives
satisfy, uniformly in h € (0, %]
(050D a. W) < Cey™ " forall y>0,a>0,k>2
and
1080501 a. )| < Crefi(y + @)™ 7!
forally >0,a>0,k>0,>1.
Proof. With
4n(1-3n)  8r%y
y+a (y + a)?

we have, with 9,0 denoting the partial derivative of Q; with respect to its first variable,
4n(1 =3n)  8H(y—1)

A+2 A+
= 2@ = 1)? + 4y* (1 + ) (1 = 35)(1 + ) + 2h(y — 1)

01(y,a) =(2h — 1>y~ +

~a*(0,01)(ay,a) = 2h — 1)’y +
(4.67)

=y2[@n - 1? + 41y (1 +3)3(1 = 5h+ (1 - wyy))

We claim that the term in brackets on the right-hand side is ~ 1 uniformly in y > 0 and % € (0, %]. By
inspection, this is the case if y > 1 or y > O and 7 € (0, %]. It thus suffices to check that the polynomial

Pa(y) = (1 =21 (1 +y)* + 4hy*(1 = 5h+ (1 = h)y) ~ 1

uniformly on the rectangle (y, #1) € [0, 1] X [%, %]. We have

P,() = 3(1 +y)? = 41*(=3 + 4y) — 44(3 + 4y)
The discriminant of the quadratic polynomial P}, is

D = -3h - 5K + 321 + 161
On checks that D < O for all 7 € [%, %]. Thus P}(y) does not change sign in y € R for all such 7. Clearly,
P;l(y) > 0 for large y whence Pj(y) is increasing for all 7 € [%, %]. In summary, for all y € [0, 1]
P;(0) = (1 — 2R)% < Pj(y) < Py(1) = 8(1 — 27) + 8#(1 — 3)
Thus the claim above holds and from (4.67)) we have
~(3,01)0,a) =y
uniformly iny > 0,a > 0 and # € (0, %].
For the a-derivative we compute
_ 2
4h(1 — 3h) N 16h°y <
G+ta?  G+a?

uniformly iny > 0,a > 0 and 7 € (0, %]. The estimates for the higher order derivatives follow by using the
fact that Q;(y; a, 1) is a rational function for both y and a. m|

0 < —(0.01)(,a) = 6h(y +a)~>
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In the original variables the previous lemma takes the following form.
Corollary 4.9. One has
~(0:Q0)(x; . h) = x7°, (8, Q0)(x; . h) <0
102 Q0(x; @, )| < ha( + @) o9

uniformly in x > 0, > 0 and 1 € (0, %]. The implied constants are absolute. The higher order derivatives
satisfy, uniformly in h € (0, %]
15 Qo)(x; a, )| < Cu x™*72 forall x>0,a>0,k>2

and

1050 Qo(x; ., )| < Crphi(x + @) * 072 (4.69)
forall x> 0,a>0,k>0,{>1.
Proof. We set a = a” and y = x*. By the chain rule

Q) 0y =0,  20)7'0y =0,
and the corollary follows from the previous lemma. For example, the second resp. third derivatives are
32 =28, +4ad>, 8 = (120> + 8a%3)

and similarly in x. m|

We remark that the estimate in is not optimal if k or £ are odd. Indeed, in that case one has vanishing
at x = 0, respectively a = 0 as in (4.68)). The following lemma introduces the unique turning point x,(a, 1),
i.e., the root of Qy(x; a, ) = 0. The same non-optimality remark again applies to (4.70]) below for odd ¢.

Lemma 4.10. Q(x; a, ) = 0 has a unique root x,(a; h) € (1 —2h, 1). It is strictly monotone decreasing and
smooth in a > 0. Moreover,

—Oaxi(@; ) = 10 x(@; M) S (1 + @)™

0 x| s h(1+a) 2, 21 (4.70)
for all @ > 0 with a uniform constant in h € (0, %].
Proof. By the previous lemma Qg(x; @, ) is strictly monotone decreasing in both x and a. Thus, x; exists

uniquely and is strictly decreasing in @. Thus, to determine the range of x; as a function of «, it suffices to
consider the limits @ — 0% and @ — co. When a = 0, we have

Qo(x;0,h) = x2 -1, x(0;7) = 1.
When a = oo, we have
Qo(x; 00, 1) = Qi — 1)*>x72 -1, x(c03 1) = 1 — 2h.
Taking an « derivative of
Qo(xi(az h); . ) = Q) (xi(a: )0, 1) = 0
yields
0o Xi(@; )0 Q0)(x (s h); @, 1) + 0o Qo(xi(a; B); a, ) = 0 (4.71)
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whence
—Baxi(a; 1) = 10ax,(@; B)| < ha(l +a®)~?

Taking another « derivative in ({.71)) yields

105 x:(e; )| < (1 + @)™
as claimed. By Leibnitz’s rule, Bf,x,(a/; 7) is a linear combination of all terms of the form

\4 \4 r qm
aalxt S el " 6arxt 6xaa Q()

evaluated at x = x,(a; %), where v| + ...+ v, + m = {. By induction, if .70) holds, then if v; < ¢ for all i,
andif r > 1,

10012 - B x 8300 Qo | < (14 @)™ M1+ 20 (1 4 )77
<H (1 +a) 32
which is largest when r = 1 (if m > 0, then one has #" *1 and not #"). Thus,
1055, WD Qo(xia; s @, ] < (1 + @)™ + 185, Qo (xilas 7); . )|
SH(L+a) 2
By induction, (4.70) holds for all £ as claimed. |
4.5. Liouville-Green transform, reduction to Airy’s equation. We will now apply a global Liouville-

Green transform [| to the equation (4.63), cf. [21, Chapter 6]. As usual, this refers to a change of both the
independent and dependent variables. The new independent variable T = 7(x, a; /1) is given by

3 X
T(x, a3 h) := sign (x — x(a; h)) ’5 f VIQo(u, a; )| du
x(as,h)

Before we rigorously analyze 7, we first take a look at how the equation (4.65)) transforms under this change

of variables. As we have seen, for i < % Qo(x) is strictly monotone for x > 0, so is 7 by its definition.

Therefore the map 7(-, @, ) : (0, c0) — R is injective. When x > x;(«, 1), we have

T(x;a, ) =(% fx V—00o(u; a, i) du)g
xi(a,h)
% =(% f): y \/—Qo(u;a,h)du)_‘ - V=0o(x;a, h)

2
3

(4.72)

W=

and

Wl

dr 1(3 (¥ -
Z Ef V=00 a, i) du| Qo(x; a, i)

dx2 2 (a.,h)
1
3 fx 73 1 dQo(x; a, )
-3 \/—Qo(u;oz,h)du)
(2 () 2V=-00(x;a,h)  dx

IFor more background on this Langer transform and turning point theory in general, see [20] and [31].
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For simplicity, we will use “/” to denote the derivative with respect to x and “” to denote the derivative
with respect to 7. Also, we will sometimes suppress the dependence on @ and 7 when there is no confusion.
Following [5]], we define

0 , d 1 d
=—— sothat —=7'=+¢g, —=qg21—. 4.73
so tha T =g ek A (4.73)
The new dependent variable is given by w := V7’ f Then, with q% = 8T(q%), Zﬁ = ﬁf(qzl‘t) we have
wi= NTf=gif, Ww=gif+qif
.. N o S g3 -1, 17 _3 7 37, W17
W=gtf+qrq =g g T =g T+ ]
Using the equation (4.65)), we obtain
. 3(0Qo = 1 2 .11 I
w=gq 4(h—2—ﬁ)f+q4f——rh w+giq 4w—ﬁq
1
— 14i(t) = Tw(T) — h%]‘ltq_%w(?') + P —w (4.74)
4x2q
- hZW(T) =:Tw(T) — hZV(T; a, hyw(t)
where |
Vi) = gt - ——. (4.75)
4x2g
In order to use the results in [4]], we still need to modify the last equation in (4.74) such that it is consistent
with the equation (D.9) in [4]]. To this end, we introduce the new variable { := —7 and the last equation in
#@.74) becomes
Q) = w(Q) + PV (=L, as hyw(). (4.76)

The case for x < x,(a, i) can be handled similarly and results in the same equation. Below we will analyze
the behavior of 7 in terms of x in different regimes. In particular, there are three regimes to consider:

e When x is close to x;(a, ). More precisely, |x — x,(a, 7)| < %xt(cx; ).

e When x — 0*. More precisely, 0 < x < %xt(a; h).

e When x — oco. More precisely, x > %xt(a; h).
On the other hand, the size of @ = AFE affects the position of x;(a, 7). Sometimes we distinguish the two
different cases: @ < 1 and a = 1. This will play a crucial role when x € (0, %].

Now we can start our analysis on the behavior of 7 and the potential V in the perturbed Airy equation
4.76).

Lemma 4.11. For x € [%x,(a; h), %x,(a/; h)] =: Ji(a; h), the function T defined in satisfies
T(x; @, ) = (x = x(a; )D(x; a, h)

where ®(x;a,h) ~ 1 uniformly in x € J;, « > 0 and i € (0, %]. Moreover, uniformly in that range of
parameters,
5O h) < 1, 10805000 a, ) S A (1 +a) 2 (4.77)

forallk >0, ¢ > 1. Finally, g = q(x; a, ) as in @713) satisfies the exact same properties.
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Proof. We have
—Qo(x; a, h) = Qo(xi(a; h); a, ) — Qo(x; a, h)
1
= (x — xi(a; ) f (=0xQ0)(xi(a; 1) + s(x — x(a; h)); o, ) ds (4.78)
0
= (x — x(a; h)g(x; a, )

By Corollary and Lemma we have g(x;a, %) ~ 1 uniformly in x € J;, > 0 and % € (0, %].
Moreover, uniformly in that range of parameters,

e <1, 100 g(xa, ) <h(1+a)™ 2 (4.79)

for all k > 0, £ > 1. We next show how the estimates for higher order derivatives of g are derived, in the
case of pure x or a derivatives, the case of mixed derivatives following similarly:

1
0xg(x; 1) = f (=507Q0)(xi(@, 1) + s(x = x,(a, )); @, N)ds

= gl ah) = f (=555 Qo) (xi(@, 1) + s(x — xi(a, h)); @, T)ds.

The estimate on | tg(x; a, )| then follows from Corollary 4.9 The a-derivatives are given as follows:
0og(x;a, i) = f (=(1 = $)3700)(xi(, ) + s(x — x,(@, 1)); @, K)( Do X, ) (v, B)ds
0

1
- f (0x00 Qo)(xi(@, ) + s(x — xi(, h)); @, h)ds,
0
and more generally, using Faa di Bruno’s formula as well as Leibniz’s rule

8 g(x; a, h)

= D Ciae f (1= 57919577 Qo) (i, B) + s(x = x(et, h)); @, ) ]_[(a”fxt)(a hyds
0<p’ <p<t, J=1
Xpj=p

Therefore the desired estimates follow from Corollary [4.9] as well as Lemma Inserting (4.78)) into

#.72) yields

2
3

1
T(x;a,h) = (x — x/(a; h))B f \/sg(x,(a/; h)+ s(x— x/(a;h);a, h)ds
0
=: (x — x(a; 1)) D(x; @, )

(4.80)

where @ satisfies the same estimates as g, namely ® =~ 1 uniformly in the parameter range above and the
derivatives satisfy (4.79). As a result,

q(x;a,h) = g(x;a,h)/P(x; a, ), and 7' (x;@,h) = /g

also satisfies these exact same properties. |
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For the potential function
V=-— +q7§%, (4.81)

see and we have the following immediate corollary.
Proposition 4.12. Uniformly in the parameter range of Lemma we have
Vo, n) <1, 1050 Vi a ) < h (1 +a) 2 (4.82)
forallk >0, ¢ > 1.
Proof. This follows from the properties of g stated in the previous result. |

Next we turn to the case when x € J, := [%xt(cx; ), 00).

2
Lemma 4.13. For x € J, we write T = (%7)3. ThenT > 0 satisfies

T(x;a,h) = x — y(a; h) + p(x; @, f)
yah) =1, 0y@n sh(l+a) 2 €21
pa i)y =x!, hp(a ) s x " k20
05l p(xsa B) < hi(x+a) %L, k>0,02>1
uniformly ina > 0,0 <h < %
Proof. We have
47 41 (x* + 3a?)

. _ ) 2
-Qo(x;a,h) =1 —x"°(1 = 2h)" - T TP (4.83)
whence
X X
T(x;a,h) = f V=00(u; @, k) du = x — x(a; k) + f (\/—Qo(u;a, h) — l)du
x(a;h) x¢(azh)
= x - x(a; h) — k(a; 1) + p(x; a, h)
where
_ 2.2
o u (1= 20 + B ¢ B
pxah) = f du (4.84)
x 1+ V=0Qo(u; @, h)
and

4h(1-3%) 8h2u?

) 2
k(@) = f P i Y
xi(a:h) 1+ V=0Qo(u; @, h)

8h2y?

{ foo v2(1 = 2R)% + 4"19;;2"’) + ]
= \%
x(a ) Jy 1+ V=0o(x(; )v; @, )
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with B(a; i) = m By the results of Section 4.3 uniformly in @ > 0 and 7 € (0, %],

ki) =1, |k sh(l+a) %, €21
and
ptaa by = x|k a, ) s xR
050k pCe; a, )| < 7 (x + @) F!
as claimed. O

Remark 4.14. The previous analysis covers a larger interval, not just Ji. For example, we can set J; =
[x0, x1] where 0 < xy < 1 < x are fixed.

Based on Lemma [4.13] we can now describe the behavior of the potential V in the same regime of
parameters.

Proposition 4.15. For all x € J,, @ > 0, and h € (0, 1]
05V (r;a, h)| < Crr 27k
k ol Y7 2—k -1 (4'85)
1070, V(T;a, )| < Cr et (1 + )™~
forallk >0, ¢ > 1.
Proof. By Lemmald.13] with some constant c,
= c(x — y(@; h) + p(x; @, W)* = (€ + p&; a, h))?

1 . . . ~ .
where & = c2(x — y(a; i)). By the previous remark it suffices to consider the case & > 1. Then p satisfies the
same estimates relative to & as p does as a function of x. It is convenient to introduce the new variable

n=§&+pEah)
Thus, 7° = 772 and
or oty 4 _ on 31
2 1
— =2 —_ = — —_ = —
gy =2 (an) o" v a2
) _ o0T\2 I . )
grah) = (=) =771+ (xa. ) (4.86)
g h) = (€2 + Y WY1+ p/ (x5, )T !

_1 1~ — ’
(21 + € pE ) + ) n) (1 + pl (v, b))
In view of @.81)), and with o := g7 '¢,

V(t;a,h) = —%r”(c‘%(l + & pE )+ /) A+ p (e h) T + }gr + 1_16(’2 (4.87)
On the one hand,
E'pEan) = 0 = 0 7)
Wa: )/ = 0@?)
p(xah) = 0(x7) =0(r™)
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On the other hand, by (4.73), 7'(x) = /g = O(T_%) (recall ’ refers to x derivatives)
oc=—1t"+2(1+p(x;, h))_lq_%p”, q_%p" =0(r™)
o =12 420 (1 +p (s ) g Y = T4 0

as T — oo. Inserting these estimates into (£.87) implies the first line of (4.83)), at least for k = 0. As for the
derivatives in 7, we have
St (e
Each derivative in x gains a power of x =~ T%, but we then lose a 72 factor by the previous line, resulting in
a total gain of a 7! factor for each application of 6‘—1 to V.
For the a derivatives we compute

10aq(r: @, W) = 2771 (1 + p' (x: @, 1)BDep(x; )| < Br ™' (1 + @)
q(t: ., 1) 0aq(r; 0, )| < (1 + @)
whence
10201 < 100p’ (%3 s g™ 210" | + ¢ 210" 1q ™ 100q] + ¢~ 210280p(x; @, )]
<hl+a) 3t v hrtx+ o) <hr ' + @)
100 02| < it 2 (1 + )

Similarly, one checks that |0, ¢ < it=2(1 + @)~3. However, if we take d,, of the first term in @.87)), then we
obtain 72 multiplied by each of these three terms

E10upE ), Bay(@; /1), Bap (s, )
which are on the order of, respectively,
i+ ) hri(l+a)S, A+ ) = 0 (1 +a)2)
uniformly in the range of parameters under consideration. In view of all these contributions,
10,V (T; @, )| < At~ (1 + )2,
as claimed. The higher derivatives are controlled similarly. |
It remains to analyze the interval Jy := (0, %xt(a; .

Lemma 4.16. For v < 0 one has the representation

V(t;a,h) = % — 7(x; @, 1)

1 , 1
e(x;a,h) = W(X/J (x;a,h) — Z,u2(x; a, h)) (4.88)
xQy(x) ¥ QY (%) _ 5605 (x)?

TA0,67 T A0GP T 160200
where Qy(x; a, 1) 1= x>Qo(x; @, h) and u(x; a, h) = xQ),(x; a, h)[ Q2(x; @, ).
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Proof. By (A.87), and suppressing the «, /i dependence from the notation,

1 1
+-0(Xx)+—0 (x)

Y= T 16 7=dl
Now,
-t (Qo(x) @y _i 1 ! Qo(x)
TCoaw\ e )T
0 Q (x)
’ 2
0_2 _ % +2(= )_L Q()(x) Q()(x)3
T Q (x) Qo(x)
11 L O)(x) (x)
0= -5 )"QO —7Q0( )"[QO ]
T 02 (x) 02 (x)
= i — 1(_7)_% Q6(X) - T[ Q(,),(X) —_ éQO(X)Z]
22 Qé W Q@2 200
whence
1 1, 5 10/ 5 Qyx)?
PR T T T[_Z 0022 " 16 Qo3
and
- 5 T @ 5O
0= 162 ¥ 10,00 (1 0, 4 0P )
Inserting
Qo(x) = X2 0(x), X Q)(x) = xQ5(x) — 20x(x)
X0 (x) = 602(x) — 4xQ(x) + x* 05 (x)
into (4.89) yields
Ty ST 4xQ0>(x) Q5 (x) = 5x2 Q) (x)* + 4x2 02 (x) 0% (x)
V162 T 30,(0) 405(x)

Setting p(x) = xQ)(x)/Q2(x) we have

xpt’ (%) = X2 Q5(x)/ Q2(x) + pa(x) — pa(x)*
and thus
5

Vo =16~ 4Q()

5 ' (%) = (0 /4)

as claimed.

47

(4.89)
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From (4.83)),
dhx* AR (X +30%)
X2 4+ a? (x% + a?)?

20,2 2,2
+8h2“2x(x—3&)_2x2

Ox(x:a, h) = (1 = 2h) +
(4.90)

2
AV _ 2 X
e =8 T 2+ )y

We begin the analysis of 7 and ¢(x; @, %) in case a = 1.

Lemma 4.17. If0 < x < %x,(a/, h), then the function T defined by has the form

2 3
3 (-t(x; a, h))% =—(1-2h)logx + e1(x; a, h)
with &1 satisfying for all k > 0, € > 1, uniformly in x € Jy(a, h)
ke (@, W) < Cre, 105051 (s, B)| < Crp ey

foralla 2 1and 0 < h < % Moreover, g1 is analytic as a function of x in a neighborhood of 0 and

0,e1(0;a,h) = 0.

Proof. In this case we have

VOo(u; @, ) = ™' \JQr(u; @, 1)

A? A2 (2 2
:wﬂJa—2m2+ “ wt3e)
u

2102 (2 +a?)?
1-2h

+ f(u;a, ),

where f is analytic in small u#, and bounded uniformly (with all derivatives in u) in @ 2 1. Moreover,
f(O;a,h) =0 and

0505 f W] < Cre )™, €21, k20,
Note that f does not decay in a, since

lim VQo(u; @, ) = u™' V(1 = 27)2 — u?
a—00

but derivatives of f relative to @ do decay in a. We split the integral in the definition of 7 in the form, with

0 < x9 < 1 fixed independently of «, 7,
X (a,h) X0 X ()
L=l
X X X0
and obtain

fxr VOo(u; a, i) du = —(1 — 2h) log x + (1 — 2h) log xo + fxe f(u;a,h)du — fxf(u;cx, h) du
X 0 0

AN )]
+ Oo(u; a, h) du “.91)

X0

=—(1-2h)logx + g1(x; a, 1)



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 49

The final integral here is governed by (.78) and @.79). In fact, from (@.78])

() x (@) —Xo
VQo(u; a, h) du = f Velx(as h) = v, i) \vdv
X0 0

which obeys the desired bounds as a function of @ by Lemma[4. 10l and (4.79). The term

fxo f(u; a, i) du
0

satisfies the same properties, as does

X
f fu;a,h)du = O(x*) as x — 0
0
Adding up these different contributions in (@.91)) concludes the proof. O
To express x as a function of 7 we invert the function in the previous proposition.

Corollary 4.18. There exists a constant xy € Jo(a; k) so that for all x € (0, xol, with the parameters as in
the previous proposition, there is a representation

x=X (exp (—ﬁ (-7(x; a, h))%) s a, h)

where T < 1o(a, h), and To(a, h) is the value of the map T = 1(x; a, h) at x = xo. Here X is a diffeomorphism
[0, yo(a; )] — [0, xo], where yo(a, ) is defined such that X (yo(a, h); a, ) = xo, with

X' (0;a,h) = exp( £1(0; a, h)) )

1-2nh
We have X' (y;a,h) = 1 forall y € [0,yo] and @ = 1 and i € (0, %], as well as

0sX(y; . )| < Cr,  10805X (v @, )| < Creha™> " (4.92)
forallk >0, ¢ > 1.
Proof. We set

log Y(x;a, 1) = log x — e1(x;a,h)

1-2h

Y(x;a,h) = xexp (— g1(x; a, h)) .

1
1-2h
By Lemmal4.17] Y(x; a,#) is smooth as a function of x on a neighborhood of 0 containing Jo(a, 7). More-
OVer,

Y'(0;a,h) = exp (— £1(0; , h))

1-2n

is bounded below uniformly in @ 2> 1 and # € (0, %]. It follows that we can smoothly invert y = Y(x; a, /i) so
that x = X(y; @, i), uniformly in the parameters. Finally, we have the bounds

05 Y (x; @, B)| < Cry 10R05Y (3, B)| < Crplia ™! (4.93)
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for all k > 0 and ¢ > 1. These bounds imply (4.92)). Indeed, from X(Y(x; @, h); @, h) = x we deduce
8,X0,Y = 1
—(0xY) ' (3;X0,Y0.Y + 8,X0,0,Y) = 8,0,X
—(@0xY)  (3;X(0aY)?05Y + 8704X0,YOY + 0;X0LY,Y + 03X0,Y 0,0, Y+
070,X0aY0,Y + 20,0,X0x00Y + 0;X0,Y0:0,Y + 0,X0503Y) = 0,02X

(4.94)

which (@.92). The higher derivatives follow inductively. In fact, if we differentiate both sides of the first
equation in (4.94) with respect to x, we obtain

0;X(0xY)* + 8,X07Y =0,
0 X(0xY) +30;X07Y0,Y +8,X0,Y =0,

Inductively, we have
KXY + Pr(0'X, ..., 0,X,0,Y,0%Y,....0kY) =0, for k>2. (4.95)

Here Pk(af,_lX, . 0,X,0,Y, 6)26Y, ...,BI;Y) is a polynomial in the variables 6;‘,_1X, ..,0,X and 9., ...,BI;Y.
Then we use an induction argument and the lower bound on .Y for small x as well as the bounds (4.93) to
conclude

05X (y, ;)| < Ci,  forall k> 0. (4.96)
For the a-derivatives of X, we differentiate in « on both sides to obtain
0 X0, Y) + kXD D0 Y (0:Y) " + 0o (PO X, ... 0,X,0,Y,..,08Y)) =0, for k=2.  (4.97)
Here 9, (Pk(a’;—lx, e )X, BiY, oy 6’; Y)) is a polynomial containing factors a§—1aax, .y and 0,0,X, 0,0, 7, ..., 8’;8(, Y,

as well as 6;‘,_1X, s 0,X, 0,Y, .., BI;Y. Therefore the estimate on Bi‘ﬁaX follows from the estimates on the
higher order y-derivatives of X, and the higher order derivatives of Y. Again, inductively we have

0%0LX0cY + Qre = 0. (4.98)

Here Q¢ is a polynomial with factors af,’af;x , as well as higher order derivatives of Y, where K’ < k, £’ < £

and at least one of k¥’ < k, £’ < € holds. Therefore the estimates on higher order derivatives a’;agx follow
from an induction argument. m|

Based on Lemmald.17]and the previous corollary, we now analyze the behavior of Vfor0 < x < %xt(a; h)
and @ > 1.

Proposition 4.19. For 0 < x < %xt(cx; f) and a = 1, we have
0V (s, h) < Cer 2K, 10kL V()| < CreheTa !
forallk>0and € > 1.
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Proof. From Lemma4.16]and (4.90)

—~ 5
Vit;a,h) = —= + 704

2 3\ 2
s X(exp (——3(1 ~om (—T)z) a, h) ]

> +70, A (-0)?

=— exp|l—————= (-
162 T e (T3 oy T

By inspection of the function u in Lemma [4.16l and (4.90) one sees that the O, ;-term here depends on «

only through terms which are on the order of 7. Any derivative in a of the order £ will gain ia2~¢ by the

structure of u and Corollary 4.18] ]

The exponential decay stated in the proposition is not optimal, it was chosen for convenience.
Next we turn to the case when 0 < @ < 1. An important difference arises here with respect to the
potential V(x; @, i). Indeed, one checks that

4 2 2 2 2
, ot + h2(1 = 2k + 51%) + 2% (2 — 9% + TH?)
(0 h) = s s i /4) == 1= 2y <0

for small 7 and @. This means that the term 7¢(x; @, fi) in (4.88)) is large for small @ when x ~ «, and
dominates 5/(167%). We distinguish three parameter regimes: 0 < x < @ < 1,0 < @ < x < 1, and
a =~ x < 1. We begin with the latter case.

Lemma 4.20. Let 0 < ky < 1 < Ky be fixed constants. Then for all x € [kya, Koa],

2 3

3 (-t(x; a, h))% =—logx+o(x;a,h) (4.99)
where

050" o (x; a, b)| < Crpa™™t

forallk,£ > 0. If £ > 1, then a factor of ki is gained on the right-hand side. The constants depend on kg, Ko,
and Kya < 1.

Proof. We have

1
4> APt +30%)  ,\? du
u? + a? (u? + a?)?

% (—t(x:a, h))? = f : ((1 —on) +

u
1
:fx,/a (1_2h)2+ Afv? _4h2v2(v2+3) — A2 2 @
. 1+2 (1+v2)? v
1
/e 1 =7+ (1 +hpn? ’
=f | + A+ 20|t
e (1+V2)2 v

Since for 7 € (0, %] andv >0

d1-nh+(1+hn
dv (1 +1?)?

=201 +v)>A =3+ (1 +p*) <0
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it follows that

1 =7+ (1 +An? 8
47 AV gp1 -y <
(1+v2)? 9
Thus, ifvsﬁ,then
1 =A+(1+ AW 8 1
4h ( v +aAVP<—+—<1
(1+v2)?2 9 16

and

1 ) k

1-Aa+A+ap? )2 it (S\ [ =R+ A+,

1 —4n - =1-) (-1 4h +
(1+v2)? “ ;( Uy (1 +12) @

converges uniformly on 0 < v < ﬁ, and 7 € (0, %]. It is, however, not easy to integrate term-wise and
estimate each term separately in the whole range of 7. Instead, we proceed as follows: if 4Ky < 1, then

% (-1(x; a, h))% = —log(4x) + wi(a, h) + wa(x; @, h)

1
il 1 -7+ (1 +nap? > d
wl(cx,h) ::f (1—471 (22 )V —(}52\;2) _V
1/(4a) (I+v9)

_ 2
4% 1-h+(1+h)v

1/(4a) —s— t
1 2)2
wr(x;a, h) = _f d+v%
X,

- —
@ o LR 5 5\D Y
1+ (1 4}‘1—(1+v2)2 a“y )

2v2

Note that by Lemma .10} x,(a; i) > % Lemma . IT applies to wi(a, h), i.e.,
0<w(a,h) <1, 10 wi(a, b)) < Ceh forall €1

uniformly in the regime of parameters under consideration. Furthermore,

1/(4a) dv
lwa (x; @, )| < f (4h(1 + )1 +vH)7 + azvz) =
x/a %
2
v 1 55
+ —
T+ 247

= 2h(1 + h)(—log(l +16a2) + log(1 + az/xz)) + % (%6 - xZ) = 0(1)

1/(4a)
= 2h(1 + h)log

x/a

uniformly in x ~ @ < 1. Next, by inspection, for all £k > 0,
|0k wa(x; @, )] < Cra™

Since x ~ a, we can replace o % with x™*. For the derivatives relative to « it is convenient to undo the
scaling of w», to wit

Aha? (1-R)2+(1+H)u? 2

1/4 — s tu
wr(x;a,h) = f (o)
X

g2 (=me2+(+ud 9
1+(1 4ha? LGS u)

du
u

(S
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From this expression one can derive that
Iaiang(x; a, )| < Crye ha %t
ifk>0and ¢ > 1. O
Next, we describe V in the regime of Lemma 4.20]

Proposition 4.21. Using the representation of Lemmald. 16| we have
~ 5
Vit;a,h) = — — to(x; a, h) (4.100)
1672
where |p(x; a, k)| < C(h + a?) uniformly in x € [koa, Koar], 0 < @ < 1. Moreover,

1050 p(x; @, W] < Cre (h+ @P) (=) 2™ (4.101)

forallk,£ > 0. If € > 1, then a factor of fi is gained in A.101)). The constants depend on ko, Ko, and ag > 0
where Kopa < ap < 1.

Proof. By Lemmal4.16]

1
(x; ) = (s, 1) = 2 (s )

et
40,(x; @, h)
where Q»(x; @, i) := x*Qo(x; @, h) and u(x; @, h) = xQ(x; a0, 1)/ Q2(x; @, ). Formulas (£.90) determine .
By inspection, |u| < & + @? and lxu'| S A+ @? for all x ~ a. For the derivatives, recall that
0 1 0 i 1 0

ar 77 ax (- VO-(x; a, ) xa

The xa% operator does not change the bound on u or ¢(x;@,%). The largest contribution to the higher
derivatives comes from

(4.102)

o a\ s 8\

e = (q_% a) = (—T)§ (\/Qz(x; a, h)) (xa) + lower order (4.103)
where “lower order” refers to terms involving fewer x-derivatives. The derivatives with respect to a bring
out a (single) factor of 7, and lose a factor of @' each. This yields @.I101). O

Next, we analyze the case 0 < x < @ < 1.

Lemma 4.22. If0 < x < a < 1, then the function 1 defined by (4.72)) has the form
2
3 (-1(x; a, h))% = —logx + 2hlog(x/a) + Y(x/a; a, h) + p(a; h)

where Y(z; a, h) is analytic near 0, and uniformly in 0 < @ < 1, and |z| < ro for some absolute constant
O0<rp<l,

0505z @, )| < Crp B+ @?),  105p(a; )| < Cra™”
forall k,£ > 0.
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Proof. We have

1
o) 2 ko 4% 2 4712 20,2 2 2
~ (v @, )? = = (~tkoa; @, h)? +f (1= ¢ M W+ 3a) o) du
3 3 x u? +a? (u? + a?)?
(4.104)

1
2 ko 472 422 (2 3
g(-‘[‘(koa’;a’,h))%+ f ((1-27@)%1 VoAV +3)_a2v2) dv

- +2 (1+v2)2

1
We write, with analytic f; and f> on the unit disk,

2 20,2
v — 2R, v +3)

T+2 1 +12) =3VAH07,  fi(0) = £0) =1

whence

1
am? A et +3) 2)2
- —av

a2
((1 2h)° + 142 (1 +v2)2

= (1 - 2h) (1 +4R(1 - 202007 — 12021 = 20" 22 (%) — @*( - 2h)_2v2)%

1 o /1
= (1 - 2h) (1 +V 0V a, h))7 = (1 - 2h) [1 + Z (i)v”’f(vz;a/, h)"]

n=1
with

FO2 k) = 411 = 282 10°) = 1212(1 = 2R) 2 (V) — @?(1 — 2h) 2
F(0; @, ) = 4h(1 — 20)~2 — 12R%(1 — 2R) ™% — &*(1 — 2h) 2

as well as in the complex plane

max|f(z @, W] < C(h+a?) (4.105)

|Z|S§

where C is an absolute constant. With n > 1,
y
F,(y;a,h) := f Vv 02 @, Y dy
0

ko
f v2n—1f(v2; a, h)” dv = F,(ko;a,h) — F,(x/a; a, h)
X

a

By @.I03), if 0 <y < 5, then

IF,(y; @, B)| < C™(hi + a?)'y™"
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Thus, by (4.104)), and Lemma[4.20] and with ko some fixed small constant,

(o0

=2 Crtboasanint + (= 2m(1 )2 02 ) 2
= 3 (rtkoma. i) + | (1 =211+ 3 | 2P f0R b)) —

x/a

[T

2
3 (=7(x; a, 1))

n=1

2 3
3 (—7(koa; a, h))% + (1 -2h)logky — (1 —2h)log X
a

© /1
+ (1 -2h) Z (’21)(Fn(k0; a,h) — Fp(x/a; a, h))
n=1
= —log x + 2hlog(x/a) + ¥ (x/a; a, h) + p(a; k)

where i and p are given by

1

Y (z;a,h) :=— (1 -2h) Z (;)Fn (z;a, ),
n=1

2 o (L
plazh) =3 (~tlkoarar, )3 + (1 — 2h)log ko + log @ + (1 — 2%) > (Z)Fn(ko; a,h),
n

n=1
and have the properties stated in the lemma. In particular, the estimate on 7(kg; @, 71) follows from the result
in Lemma m|
Based on Lemmal4.22] we now describe the potential V(t;a,h) in the regime 0 < x < @ < 1.
Proposition 4.23. In the parameter regime of the previous lemma, and using the representation (A.100Q),
10%6L o (xs . )| < Cre ( + @) (= log x + 2filog(x/a)) 5 (x/a@)?
< Cre (h+ 0 @™ (1) (x/a)’

forall k,€ > 0.
Proof. By @.90), with & := x/a,

4hx* AR +30%)
2+ a? (% + a?)?
4né* _ APEXER +3) _ azfz
1+& (1+&)?
2 2042 2

, . _ 2 X 2 2x (x - 30.’ ) 2
XQZ(X, (l,h) = 8ha m + 87 «r m -
8h—§2 + 2£E-3) 20%&

A+&2 7 (1+&)
Thus, we have |u| < C(i + @®)¢? and therefore

lp(x; @, B)| < C(h+ )&, |0bp(x;a,h) < C(h + a®)a" &

Ox(x;a, h) = (1 = 2h) + .

=(1-2h)%+
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uniformly in the parameter regime of the proposition, for all £ > 0. In view of @.102), .103), xd, = &0,
and Lemmal4.22]

0 p(x; @, )| < Cy (i + @) (V=1)k&?2

< Cr(h+ a®) (= log x + 2hlog(x/a))3 &2
for all k£ > 0, as well as

1050 (x; @, )| < Cre (h + @?) @~ (~ log x + 20 log(x/a))$ €2

as claimed. |
Finally we discuss the case when 0 < o < x < 1.
Lemma 4.24. The function t defined by (4.T2) has the form, withn = a/x,
% (~t(s 0, m)F = =(1 = & fy(a; W) log x + C(as h) + X fiCx,m, @ 1) + b o, k) (4.106)

forall 0 < a < x < 1land0 <h < % Here f| and f, are analytic in small (complex) x,n, @ and bounded

on a small polydisc in C centered at (0,0,0), uniformly in 0 < h < % The function f3 is analytic and
bounded on a small disk of small complex «, uniformly in the same range of h. Finally, for all £ > 0 we have

|af;c (a; 1) < Cra~t uniformly in small o and i in the same range as before.

Proof. Withn = <, we have

4h(l —hye?  8h2atu?

Qr(u;a,h) =1- Tial R adp —u
_ A -mn® 8ty (4.107)
- L+ (A+P)?
= 1—In’g(r*sh) — u’
with
41 - h) 8h
yh) = + , g0:h) =41 +h
gz h) 7z Taro2 8(0;7) = 4( )
Thus, fixing some 0 < xp < 1 so that 0 < @ < x < xg, we have
2 ) ,
3 (=1(x;a, )2 = 3 (=7(x0; @, 1))2 + log xp — log x
X0 l d
- f (1 - rg:m — ) —1] 2
X u
2 3 (4.108)
=3 (=7(x0; @, 1))2 + log xp — log x

o 1 n X0
12 n\.e 20 2 2. 38, 2(n=20)-1
+ n;( 1) (n) EO (g)h a j; gla@u " h)'u du

r=
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Plugging the Taylor expansion of g into the integral leads to expressions of the form (because of smallness,
uniform convergence holds and integrations and summations can be exchanged), with j > 0,0 < £ < n,

) X0 ) h€a,2(€+j) . .

HE Q20+ f 2n=20-P=1 g, — 2(n=20-j) _ 2(n-2(-j)

a ) u u —2(n—2€—j)x0 X )

— O(hfalz(f+j)x(2)(n_2£_j)) + O(hZXZ(n—f)n2(5+j))
if n —2¢ — j # 0. Observe that
OR X* =02y = o(x?) if €=0

£ 2(n=0), 2((+)) 24 - (4.109)
O x n )=hO@Gr) if £>0

Ifn—-2¢—-j=0,then
- xO -
i ar f w2201 gy — hfaz(”_f)(log xo — log x)
X

= 1 a® ™ (log xp — log x)
Wehaven— € =€+ j>1(if £ =0, then j = n > 1), so the —log x is multiplied with the small factor . In
summary, in view of (4.108)), (4.109), and Lemma4.11] we conclude that
2
gefuunh»%=—kgx+cth)+x%xnn4uhy+mﬁﬁuaﬁmh)+a%aaﬁnng

where 1 = a/x, and all functions have the properties stated in the lemma. In particular, in order to estimate
7(x0; @, i) contributing to C(a, i), we use the results in Lemmad. 11l by choosing xo € J;. ]

Based on Lemma[24] we are finally able to describe V in the one remaining case.
Proposition 4.25. In the parameter regime of the previous lemma, and using the representation (4.100Q),
07059 (x; . W) < Cre (ha? [ + ) @~ (V=1)f
27,2 0 2N~ L
< Cre(ha”/x~ + x°)a™ " (- log x)3
forall k,£ > 0.
Proof. By @.90), with n := a/x,
dnx* ARPXP(x + 3e?)
s ) = (1-20)° + - -x°
Ox(x;a, ) = ( L, 2+

4n APPmP+3)
+2 L+

20,2 2

(x* =3a°)
T g2ttt Y 52
(2 + a?)? “ (% + a?)? *
T 2P (=37,
h———— + 8 ———— — 2x
(1 +7%)? (1 +7%)?
Thus, recalling Lemma[.16 for the definition of , we have |u| < C(fig*> + x*) and therefore
e @, < Cp* + ), 105e(x; . W] < Clm* + o™

:(1—2h)2+1

xQ5(x;a, ) = 8ha?
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uniformly in the parameter regime of the proposition, for all £ > 0. In view of @.102), @.103)), x, = —nd,,
and Lemmal4.24]
(s, )] < Cy (g + ) (N=0)f
< G (h? + 22) (—log 1)’
for all k£ > 0, as well as
0 9(x; @, W] < e (i + 2 & (V=1)f
< Cor (2 + ) &' (~log )’
as claimed. O

__ Propositions .12 .19 [4.23 and provide the following complete description for the potential
V(7; @, k). We ignore a factor of 77 which might appear upon differentiation with respect to a.

Proposition 4.26. There exists a constant 7. > 0 and a small constant 0 < @, < 1 so that uniformly in
he 4]

0ROV (T @ b)) < Cre @) N2, Vo> -1, (4.110)
forall k, > 0 and a > 0. Moreover, (A.110Q) holds for —co < v < —1,, all k, € > 0 and a > «.. Finally, if
O<a<a.and —o <1< -7, then

— 5
V(t;a,h) = To2 ~ To(x; a, h)
where for all k,{ > 0
Iafaf;ap(x; @, h)| < Cy¢ min ( x72+ o a’ + xz)a_{(—f)é 4.111)
Here x = x(t; a, h) is the inverse of the diffeomorphism v = 1(x; a, h) defined in (@.12), and satisfies

—(1 —0((1/2))10gx+01(1), if 0<a<x<x=x(-1a,h)

2 3
3 T M) = { —log x + 2filog(x/a) + Os(1), if O<x<a<a.

(4.112)
Here O(a?) is analytic in complex |a| < a., and bounded uniformly in fi € (0, %]. Furthermore, the two terms
01(1), resp. Oy(1) refer to smooth functions of T, @ (and thus also of x), uniformly bounded in 0 < a < a,,
—00 < T £ -7y, and so that for all k,{ > 0 one has 8§8g01( 1) = O(x*a) in the parameter regime of the
first line of @I12)), resp. 305,0,(1) = O(a™Y) in the regime of the second line of @EI12).

4.6. Fundamental system for the perturbed Airy equation. In this section we will analyze a fundamental
system of solutions of the perturbed Airy equation (4.76)), viz.

BRI T) = QW ) + IPV(=E, s w(E ).

Here V is as in Proposition but we switched to the independent variable ¢ = —7. With 7, as in that
proposition, we set £, := —(—T,) = Ts.
Recall that the unperturbed semiclassical Airy equation

RH0(3 1) = Ewo(d ) (4.113)
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has a fundamental system Ai(h_%g’ ), Bi(h_%g“ ) which are positive for all £ > 0. For { < 0 we switch to the
complex system

Ai(h™5¢) + Bi(h™37)
which does not vanish. Throughout this section, we shall frequently use the following standard facts about
Volterra integral equations of the form

J(x0) =g + f ) K(x, s)f(s)ds, (4.114)

or
f(x) =glx) + fx K(x, s)f(s)ds, (4.115)

with some g(x) € L™ and a € R. These equations are solved by means of an iteration which crucially relies
on the directedness of the variables. This refers to s > x in (@.114) and s < x in (@.113). This ordering leads
to a gain of n! after n iterations, as for the exponential series.

Lemma 4.27 (Lemma 2.4 in [24]]). Suppose g(x) € L*([a, o)) and

M 2=f sup |K(x, s)lds < oo
a

a<x<s

There exists a unique solution to (EI14) of the form

f@ =g+ f f [ [t <xa Ko, x0) @) dixy . dxy. (4.116)
n=1v4 4 =1

with xo := x. It satisfies the bound
1Nl (a,00) < €118l (a,00)-
An analogous statement holds for (A.113).

We refer the reader to [24] (or elsewhere) for the elementary proof.

Lemma 4.28. Let wo((; 1) := Ai(li™3¢) for ¢ > 0 and wi((3 ) = Ai(h™3¢) + iBi(h™3¢) for £ < 0. Then the
Volterra integral equation

ao((;a,h) = foo Ko(, s; a, h)(1 + hay(s; a, h))ds

¢ ; (4.117)

Ko(¢, 53, 1) = 'V(=s; @, l)w(s; h) f wy2(t; 1) dt
Ie

has a unique bounded solution ay(; a, i) for all i € (0, %] and a > 0, { > 0. One has lim;_,o, ao({;a,h) = 0
and w(l; a, h) := wo(Z; h)(1+hag(C; a, b)) is the unique solution of (4.16) on [0, co) with w({; a, h) ~ wo(Z; i)
as { — oo. Analogously, the Volterra integral equation

4
a1($a,h) = f Ki(, s;a,h)(1 + ha;(s;a,h))ds
e (4.118)

— e
Ki(Z, s;a, 1) = BV (=s; a, i)wi(s; ) f wi2(t; 1) dt
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has a unique bounded solution a|({; a, h) for all i € (0, %] and a > 0, { <0. One has lim;_,_, a1({;a, h) =
0 and w(l; a,h) := wi(£; )1 + hiay(C; a, h)) is the unique solution of (4.16) on (—o0,0] with w({; a, i) ~
wi({;h) as { — —oo.

Proof. For simplicity, we suppress the parameters «, i in the notation since they are fixed for the purposes
of this lemma. Suppose w(¢) := wo({)(1 + fag(L)) solves (4.76). Then

w = wo(l + hiag) + 2hwoag + iiwgdg
1 = (w(Q) + T8 (2wodo + woio) (4.119)
= (W) + PV (=Owo()(1 + hag({))

whence

WD) = 1 VEoOwa)( + hao(©) (4.120)
If a bounded solution to (4.120Q) exists, then it is given by

W2Oao(D) = ! f( V(—sma(s)(1 + hao(s)) ds
ap(() = h! f wy(t) f V(=s)wa(s)(1 + a(s)) ds dt 4.121)
e t

00 A
=nr! f f wy2(1) dt V(=s)wi(s)(1 + fag(s)) ds
¢ Je
Recall the well-known asymptotic behavior
. L1 _zx% k) _3_k
Aix) = @m) Zx e 3 (1 + a(x), |la¥Vx)|<Cx 27", x>1 4.122)
Therefore, for large s > { > h3,
: TN
f wi(s)wy () dt < C f e TSI (¢ 5)2 dt
4 ¢
IR PN S S | (4.123)
<Cs 2f e~ 212) g5 .
¢
< Chs 7.
By Proposition @26 we have V(—s) = O(s™2) as s — oo and thus

max
{<s

fs W62(t) dtv(—s)w%(s)| = 0(hs‘%) § - 0o
¢

By a standard Volterra iteration, (4.121]) has a unique bounded solution, and in fact ap({) = O ‘%) as
{ — oo. The argument can be reversed, and defining w({) := wo()(1 + fiap({)) gives a solution of
with w({) ~ wo({) as { — oo. Conversely, any solution of this type satisfies w({) = wo(O)(1 + b({)) with
b = 0(1) as { — oo. Repeating the previous calculations they yields b = hay, as claimed.
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For negative { we proceed in an analogous fashion, arriving at the same equation (.119) with a;, w; in
place of ag, wy. Integrating it from —oo to ¢ < 0 yields (4.118). The well-known asymptotic behavior of w1
is given by, see for example Corollary C.4 in [4],

.3
Ai(=x) + iBi(=x) = ex 1e 3 [1 4 b(x)], x> 1

. (4.124)
P < Cx)y 2% Yik>0

whence forall s < ¢ < —h§

_2
2 ) (T e -2
Wissan) [ witamydd <nisE| [ e 1+ b)) ar
s -h 3¢

1 1
< hls|”2 < hls|2

—h_%x 3
fz[umwwﬁﬂ

n3¢
where the final inequality follows by integration by parts. This is the same bound as (4.123). Hence, the
argument proceeds as before. |

The previous lemma introduces the two fundamental systems of the perturbed Airy equation (4.76). We
have for ¢ < 0 the oscillatory solutions

Wi (1 + hai (s @, 1), wids (1 + hai (§; a, )} (4.125)
as well as on ¢ > 0 the real-valued solutions
{filds @, 1) == wo(Ls )1 + hao({s @, b)), fo($; e, h)) (4.126)

where f; is the growing solution obtained from the decaying one f by the usual reduction ansatz: f, = gfi
where f18 + 2¢f; = 0. Thus,

e e
sGom= | fitse, W, fGah) = fildah i w7 di
50 50
Here ¢y > 0 is chosen such that f1({;a, k) > O for all £ > {y. The remainder of this section analyses
the fundamental systems (4.126]), in more detail. For example, we need to show that ag, a; remain
uniformly bounded in all variables, obtain their decay in £, and we also need to bound the derivatives of
these functions. The general treatment of Volterra equations with Airy kernels in the appendices in [4] does
not cover our problem due to the more delicate behavior of \7(—4“ ;a, ) in the regime 0 < @ < 1 and ¢ > 0.
We remark that the equations (@.118)) hold not just on £ < 0 but also on, say, ¢ < .. In the following lemma

we treat the case { < 0 using the methods from the appendices in [4].
Lemma 4.29. The functions a|((; a, h) from Lemmald.28 satisfy the bounds
0,3
05a1(&3 @ B < Cela)™ )72, ¢ <0,

3
g2t~ << -1 4.127)
0505a1(L; W] < Creda)™ ] 12177 —1 < ¢ <~
1-

2k

A ok < <0,
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forall>0,k>1,a>0, andh € (0,3].

Proof. In view of (A.118) and (.124), we have forall s </ < —h%,

4 ; 3
K\, 530, 1)) < CH™ ) 2075 )75 (1 + Ib-n~E )| f (33 H N1+ b0y

2
h3¢ ;3
:Ch—%<s>—2<h—%s>—%(1+|b(—h—%s)|)2| f X <t>%e%(—’>2(1+b(—t))—2dt|
hi3s
Next,

fl<z>%e%f%(1+b(z))‘2dt=l.flt‘%aﬁ(l+b(t))‘2d(e%’%)
fo 21 To

i 3t 1
= 3121+ b)) 2e3 | -
To

2i fl 25 A2 ()2 (1 + b)) %) = 0(1)

uniformly in 1 < #y < ;. Here we used that %(f%(t)%(l +b(1)7?) = Ot ") as t — oo. It follows from the
preceding that

K\, 53, 1) < CH3(s)y 2 3s)™2 < C(s)2s|2
forall s < ¢ < —h3. If —h3 < s < ¢ <0, then

e
K1, s:a, )| < Ch™! f di < Ch™S (4.128)
N
If s < —h3 < ¢ £ 0, we split the integral fs * in the form

¢ 1 ¢
L=1 =L
s K —h3

o . . . 2

The contribution from the first integral is treated in the same way as the case s < ¢ < —h3, and the
contribution from the second integral is bounded by (4.128). By a standard Volterra iteration applied to the
equation (4.118]) we obtain from this bound

(I

(e )| < CQT V<0,

uniformly in @ > 0, and 7 € (0, %]. The loss of %3 in (@.128)) is absorbed by an integration interval of

length h3. Combining with the contribution from the range —c0 < s < —h%, we obtain the above estimate.
Taking derivatives in « yields

4

(S ,
041 e, h) :Z(f) f ALK\, s: 2,13y (1 + hay (s;, 1)) ds

(4.129)
J=0 *©
We have

. . {
K\, 30, h) = 1100 V(=55 a, )wT(s; ) f wi(t; 1) dt
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and by Proposition
OLK\(L, i )| < C(s) sl 3 (@)™

for all j > 0 and all s < ¢ < 0. These give for k = 0 by induction in ¢. Indeed, is a Volterra
equation for 8%a;(¢; @, h) and the lower order derivatives d%a1(Z; @, %) with 0 < j < £ are estimated by
means of the induction assumption. See [4, Proposition B.1] for more details.

The derivatives in { are more delicate and we use the method from [4, Proposition C.5]. Denote S (x) :=

Ai(x) + iBi(x) and a;({) = &1({; a, ) = al(h%g’). Then

2 § 2 2
aj (o) =hn3 f Ki(h3 g, h3 s, )(1 + ha(s))ds

(o8]

¢ _ ¢
f V(=13 5 @, Hywa(h5 s, ) f wiX(h3 6 hydt (1 + hiiy (s)) ds

(o)

1 ¢ 2 ¢
=h3 f V(=h3s;a,h)S (s)zf S0 dr (1 + hay(s))ds

(o)

If £ < —1, then by (@.124)) we have

.3
ﬂtf

a1 Q) = chis fw Vrd s ys~te ¥ (1 + b(s)) f 263 (1 + b)) 2 dr (1 + iy (—s)) ds
£ 4

Changing variables s = o, 5 = 7 and setting ax(u) = Zzl(—u%) = al(—(hu)%), Blo) = b(O'%), and
suppressing «a, fi as arguments from the notation, we obtain for all u > 1

a(u) = ch f Vo)1 + oy f " A 1 g2 dr (1 + has(o)) o do

wl—

= ch f‘” V(G +v) (1 + Pl + V))zfv eSO I(1 4 Bw + ) dw (1 + han(u +v)) (u +v)"F dv
0 0

Note that the exterior variable u does not appear in the phase of the complex exponential, as in [4, Proposi-
tion B.1]. This is important as we differentiate in u. In fact,

dy(u) = cif fom V' (G + )1+ B+ ) fo eSO+ v+ ) dw (1 +Fas(u +v) G+ ) dy

+ ol fom V((h(u + v))%)(l + B+ v))B (u + v)j(;v e%(w‘v)(l +Bw + ) dw (1 + hap(u + v)) (u + V3 dy
+ c3h fow V(e + v) 31+ Blu + V))zfov 31+ Bow + ) B + w) dw (1 + hay(u +v)) (u +v) 3 dv
+ calt fow V(i + v) (1 + B+ v))zfov eI+ Bw + w) 2 dw (1 + hao(u + v)) (u +v) "3 dv

+ C5h% foo V((h(u + v))%)(l + B(u + v))zfv e%(w_v)(l +Bw + Lt))_2 dwdy(u+v) (u + v)_% dv
0 0
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By (@.124) we have |[3% ()| < Cy o' for all k > 0 and o > 1. Integrating by parts yields

vV .
sup f e%(w_v)(l +Bw + Lt))_2 dw| <1
v=0 0
i =3 -2
sup f eI + Bw + u) "B (u+w)dw| <u
v>0 0

for all u > 1. It follows from these bounds, Proposition and the previous uniform bound on a;, and
thus on ay, that for all u > 1,

()] < h fooo((h(u + D @+ ) L dv + B3 fom((h(u O 2wt vy dv
+ 73 j:o((h(u + V)Y + v) 3 dv + 3 fom«h(u + )2+ )7 |+ v)|dv
< f T b R h 7 @2 w e w ] dw + 5 f 3y ()l dw
If u » 7!, we therefore have
()| < A7 f o w ) dw f "Wl dw
st + f "2 |y (w)| dw

which yields upon iteration that |a}(u)| < Ai'u~? for all u > 7~'. On the other hand, if 1 < u < 7!, then

00

hil 1 2 5 4 hil 2
la(w)] < f [w™ ! + B3 w5 +w3)]dw + h + 13 f w3 la;(w)ldw + f 1 w_zla'z(w)ldw
u u

7! 5 _
f w3 a5 (w)l dw

-1
_2 s (M, ,
u 3 +n3 w3 ay(w)l dw
u

2
3

[NEN

< —hlog(hu) + h3u™3 +

wl—

<h

By Volterra iteration, |a’2(u)| < B3u3 for all 1 <u < h~'. We have

2
dy(u) = §a'l(—(hu)%)(—h%)u-% (4.130)
Thus, redefining ¢ := —h%u%, we obtain
1 2
. 3 V-l<<-h
@< £
72 Vi<-1

. . . 2 :
as claimed in @.127) for ¢ = 0. Next, we need to discuss the case —#3 < ¢ < 0. For this we go back to the
ODE for a1, i.e., the analogue of (4.120) for a;, w;. Integrating once we arrive at (again, not writing «, 7i as
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arguments)
a1(0) = wiQOWA(=hS)ay(=h3) + w0 f V(=s)wi(s)(1 + hai (s)) ds

_Wll(g’)wl( h3)a1( h3)+h 3WI2(§)f V(h3s)S (—s)(1 + hay (- h3s))ds (4.131)
= 00 %)

by the already established bound for a 1(—h%). This concludes the proof of (4.127)) for ¢ = 0. The previous
method extends to all £ > 1, simply by combining the argument for the derivatives relative to «, see (.129)),
with the previous derivation. Next we turn to the estimates for higher order derivatives in . The method is
very similar to that for estimating a}(u). Using Leibniz’s rule, we have

agk)(u) = Z Cpqrsmh% jo‘oo j (V((h(u +v))3 )) ((1 +B(u + V)) )

prq+r+s+m=k

-foveﬂw D (14 Bow +w)” )dw% ((1 + has(u + v))) j: ((u+v)—%)dv

m

For each factor of the above forrnula, we have the following pointwise estimate:

dﬂ‘l
dum ((u " v)_%)
F (1 +hay(u +v)) = haPw +v), s>1,

(B ) s@rn e gz,

2om
S+v) 3™, m=0,

j—pp (?((h(u ¥ v))%))‘ < (e v>%>_1 (w+ vy,

fe3(w ) ((1+,B(w+u)) )dw‘su_r_l, r>1.
0

Therefore we obtain the following estimate:

oo -2
Ia(zk)(u)l <GP ) + h3 f <h% (u+ v)%> (u+ v)_% |a(2k)(u + v)| dv
0

:G(k)(u) + h% f (hw>_% w_% |a(2k)(w)| dw.
u

Here G®(u) is given by
G(k)(u) =G(k)(u) + G(k)(u)

Z Cp.grmMh’

prg+r+m=k

-jo‘ve?(w M ((1 +Bw +u)” )dw(l + fias(u + v)) (Z:; ((u + v)_%) dv

qdl—

f (V) H) S (1 + e+ )
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L dP ~ 2\ 44 2
S Gt [ e )
prq+r+s+m=k,1<s<k

du™

4i

V dr _ dS
: fo eﬂw—”ﬂ ((1+ 0w +u)7?) dw—— (1 + hay(u +v))

((u + v)_%) dv.
Ifu 2 77!, G (u) is bounded by

Gl <’ f (iwi) “w it Y pha! f (miwd) Wi a
u u

1<r<k

00 00
<h! f w2 dw + Z ity f w2 gy
u u

1<r<k

<k tutk,

This computation shows that, for u > %~!, we expect to obtain an estimate for a(zk)(u) as |a(2k)(u)| < 1,

Therefore, by induction, we can assume that G;k)(u), whenu > fi!, enjoys the same estimate as for G(lk)(u).
So we finally obtain

|| st wz (4.132)

When 1 < u < %i~!, we have

! 7!
1 _2_ L ~2_
IGPw) sh?f wikdw+ Y Ctu 1f w3 gy 4 7k
u 1<r<k u
11 1 1
R ETTERAES AP KT

Again, this computation shows that, for 1 < u < 7!, we expect to obtain an estimate for agk)(u) as

1 1 . . . .
|a(2k)(u)| < h3u37k. In fact, one verifies this as before by means of an induction argument. Based on the
above discussion, we claim

—1 k1 2
Vol<{<—h
8k < |§| 2
@)l < { i s

This can be proved using an induction argument. The case for k = 0 is already proved. We assume that the
estimate holds for &’ < k, and prove the estimates for k¥’ = k. In view of the relation (.130Q), we have

a(zk)(u) :cka(lk) (—(hu)%) (—hzz_k)u—% + Z Ck’a(lk’) (—(hu)%) (_h%)u—%’ e (4.133)

1<k’ <k

N . / 2\ . . . .
Substituting the estimates for a(lk ) (—(hu)i) into the second term on the right hand side above, we obtain

the desired result. Finally we consider the regime —hi < ¢ < 0. To this end, we simply differentiate the
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equation (4.137]) with respect to :
i1(Q) = (w72(0) wh=ha (=% + BV(=0)(1 + hay Q)
1 (20) [ Vo + hanionds (4134
=0(h™).

The point here is that differentiating w;z(g ) once gives a factor of h_%, while integration over [—h% ,{] gains
at least another factor 7. Therefore using an induction argument, we have
@) = o). (4.135)
This completes the proof of the lemma. |
The argument for £ > 0 and @ > 1 is very similar.

Lemma 4.30. The functions ay((; a, k) from Lemmad.28 satisfy the bounds
0Cao(l; ) < Coa™)3, £ 20,

i I <f<e (4.136)
|3§8i00(§2 a,h)| < Cre a™’ g%—k ni<c<1
» 1-2k 2
5 0<Z<h

forall€>0,k>1, a2 1,and h € (0,3].
Proof. In view of @.I117) and @.122)), we have for all s > £ > h%,

3
457

IKo(Z, ., )| < CH™ sy 23 5) 2 (1 + a(li™ 3 5))2e™ 5

s 3
f<h—%z>%eai”(1+a(h—%z))—2dz
4

_2
fi 3s )

3 3
=Ch—%<s>-2<h—%s>-%(1+a(h—%s))2e-%”f2 (02e3 (1 + a(t)) 2 dt
n3¢

Next,
3
3 il 3 -t I 3
_4.2 1 4.5 _ e 31 _1 1 _ 4.5
el f 26371 +a(t) 2 dt = —f 21D + a(t)) 2d(es”)
I} 2 o
3 3
e 3l o e 3

N+ awy e - f a1+ ) ) = o)

o

2

uniformly in 1 < 79 < ;. Here we used that %(r‘%(t)%(l +a(1)?) = Ot ") as t — oo. It follows from the
preceding that

IKo(Z, 530, B)| < CHO3(s) 203 5)™2 < C(s) 2|2 (4.137)
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forall s > ¢ > h3. Ifh3 > s > ¢ > 0, then

A
Kol 5; 0, 7)| < Ch™! f dt < Ch~+ (4.138)
I4

If s > 73 > ¢ > 0, we split the integral f; in the form

2
s s i3
f:f2+f :
¢ h3 ¢

The contribution from the first integral is treated in the same way as the case s > ¢ > h%, and the contribution
from the second integral is bounded by (4.138). As in the oscillatory case, a standard Volterra iteration
applied to the equation implies

lao( e W < CEYT V20,

uniformly in @ 2 1, and 7 € (0, %]. Derivatives in @ are handled as in the previous lemma.
For the derivatives in £, denote ay({) = ao({; a, h) = ao(h%g ). Then

ao(l) = A3 foo Ko(h3¢, 13 sy, B)(1 + Tidio(s)) dis
4

wl—

= f V(=13 5: 0, )WR(3 53 1) f Wk ydr (1 + hag(s)) ds
e e

wl—

=N f " V(=13 s: a, h)Ai(s)? f ' A2 dt (1 + haig(s)) ds

¢ ¢
If £ > 1, then by (£.122)) we have

0 3 s 3
ag () = ch’ f V(—h%s; a, h)s_%e_%s2 (1+ a(s))zf f2e3" (1+ a(t))_2 dt (1 + hao(s))ds
¢ 4

Changing variables 53 = o, > =rand setting az(u) = Zzo(u%) = ao((hu)%), y(o) = d(O'%), and suppressing
a, h as arguments from the notation, we obtain for all u > 1

az(u) = ch3 foo ‘7(—(710')%)(1 + y(O'))2 f(r e%(T_”)(l + )/(T))_2 dr (1 + haz(0)) o3 do

— ch3 fw V(—(h(u + v))%)(l +y(u + v))zfv e%(w_v)(l +y(w + u))_2 dw (1 + haz(u +v)) (u + v)_% dv
0 0

Note that the exterior variable u does not appear in the phase of the complex exponential, as [4], Proposi-
tion B.1]. This is important as we differentiate in u. In fact, a}(u) fulfills the following Volterra equation

dy(u) = F(u) + csfhl’ fo " V= + WH( + y(u+ ) fo ' 31+ y(w + 1) 2 dwal(u +v) (u +v) 3 dv
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where
F(u) = clhfoo V' (—((u + v))%)(l + y(u + v))zfve%(w_v)(l +y(w + Lt))_2 dw (1 + haz(u +v)) (u +v) ' dv
0 0
+ ool fw V(=(h(u + ) (1 + ¥ + )y (u+ v)fv I 4 y(w + w) 2 dw (1 + Fiaz(u + ) (u +v) "3 dv
0 0
+ 3k fw V(=(h(u + ) (1 + y(u + v))zfv S 4w+ w) Y u+ wydw (1 + ias(u +v)) (u +v) 73 dv
0 0

00 V

+ e’ f V(= + ) (1 +yu +v)) f 3V 4+ y(w + )2 dw (1 + ias(u + v)) (u + v) "3 dv
0 0

By #.122) we have |y® ()] < Cr o' for all k > 0 and o > 1. Integrating by parts yields

3%
f eg(w_v)(l +y(w + u))_2 dw| <
0

sup
v=>0

. (4.139)
4 _
sup f 31+ y(w + u)) 3)/'(14 +w) dw| <u?
v=>0 0
for all u > 1.
For higher order derivatives in £, we again use Leibniz’s rule to obtain
L (7 dr
W= Y Cppantd [ (Fes ) 2 (14905 0))
o duf
pHq+r+s+m=k
1% d dS dm 2
3 ) -3
. fo e3Wv ((1 +y(w + u)” )dw% (1 + fiaz(u + v)) T ((u +v) 3)dv,
and we have the estimates
o ()| < @i mzo
e Su+v , m>
s
—— (Lt has(u+v) = hay @+ ), 521,
4 ) (4.140)
- -l-¢
duq((1+y(u+v)) )‘S(u+v) , qg=1,
vV
f e300 V> ((1 +y(w + u))” )dw’ <uh r>1
0
as well as
dP 2 2\ 72 -
) (V( (h(u + v))3 )) < <h3(u +v)3> w+v)y?, p=0.
The proof now concludes as in the previous lemma. |

Finally, we consider the scenario which truly differs from the one in [4]].

Lemma 4.31. The functions ay((; a, h) from Lemmad.28 satisfy the bounds

10Lao(Z: . b)) < Coa™[(2)73 +min(l, x(~Z; ) Ja?)], £ >0, (4.141)
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forall ¢ > 0,0 < a < 1, and h € (0, %]. Here x(t;a,h) is the diffeomorphism from Proposition
Furthermore, in the same parameter regime,

10508 ao(s @ | < Cre @ C3[) 7 + min(L, x(~¢; @, 2 /aD)], £ > 1, (4.142)
and
€k o Lot R <<
0.0 aods T < Crea™ 4 Sia crend (4.143)
Proof. By Proposition forall -7 > 1
— 5
V(t;a,h) = > To(x; a, h) (4.144)

with @.111) and @.112) describing ¢(x; @, fi) and the relation between x and 7. In particular, from @.112),
(—T(x))%T,(X) = O(X_l) (4.145)
uniformly in the parameters. By the preceding lemma, cf. {.137), @.138),

ko(s; ) := sup |Ko(Z, s, B < C((s)™2 + slp(x; v, F)l) min(|s|™2, 7 5)
0<<s

We adopt the convention that ¢(x; @, %) = 0if 0 < ¢ < 1 and we used that V(T; a, h) is a smooth bounded

function of |r| < 1 uniformly in the parameters, see (£.110). The s~2 here contributes the exact same amount
as Lemma[4.30] so we only need to consider s¢. From

lp(x; @, B)| < min (ia?x~? + 22, (h + @)x*/a?)

we conclude from (4.145)) writing ds = s'(x) dx,
f |Ko({, s;a, M)l ds < f ko(s; @, h)ds
4 e

< f(m((s)_2 + slep(x; @, B)]) min(|s|‘%,h‘%)ds
l

x(—4)
S (5)_% + f smin (% x4+ 22, (h + cxz)xz/cxz) min(lsl_%,h_%) s_%x_1 dx (4.146)
0

)

S22+ f min (ia* x> + x, (h + @®)x/a?) dx
0

<07 + min(1, x(=0)*/a?).

Recall that x(—=¢) < exp(—c¢ %), thus (¢ )‘% decays more slowly than the final term as { — oo. This estimate
controls the first term in the Volterra iteration computing the solution of (#.117). The full Volterra series
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now provides the bound

(o9

hn—l 00 n
aociamis Y ([ rotsianas)
: ¢

n=1

Sf ko(s;a,h)dsexp(hf ko(s;a/,h)ds)
e 4

< @3 +min(l, x(=)?/a?)

as claimed, see (@.141) with £ = 0. The derivatives in « are estimated in the same fashion, noting that each
derivative in a loses a factor of a by Proposition For the ¢ derivatives, we use the same changes of

variables as in the previous lemma. L.e., setting az(u) = Zzo(u%) = ao((hu)%) we obtain

dy(u) = ¢ fom V' (= + ) (1 + y(u + v))zfov 31 +yw + w) 2 dw (1 + haz(u + ) (u +v) " dv

+ oht fow V(= + v) (1 + (e + )y (u + v)fov XL+ y(w + u) 2 dw (1 + haz(u +v)) (u +v)"F dv
+ csht fow V(=R +v) (L + y(u + v))zfov SSU(L 4+ y(w + W)y (u+ w)dw (1 +has(u +v)) (u +v)"3 dv
+ cyht fow V(=R +v) (L + y(u + v))zfov SSUI(L+y(w+ w)) 7 dw (1 + haz(u +v)) (u+v) "3 dv

+ csh foo V(=i + v) (L + yu + v))zfv I+ y(w + 1) 2 dw dy(u +v) (u +v) 3 dv
0 0

As before, @.122) implies that |y ()] < C o' * for all k > 0 and o > 1. Moreover, (#.139) holds for all
u > 1. Hence, forall u > 1,

s ()] < h f "V i dw + 1 f " Wt Hion + rlaonhw3 dw

u

Changing variables u = h‘lt%, and w = h‘ls%, and |a’3(u)| =: f(¢) yields

f(t) <h f ) V' (=s)ls ds + f ) V(=9)I(s"2 + £(s))s™2 ds (4.147)

t

for all £ > 73. By Proposition
V'L +@ min (he?x™ + 2, (h+ @) fa?)

forall £ > 0. If t > 1, we rewrite (4.147) in the form using @.143),
o) < f E*+ & min(ha?x 2 + 22, (1 + a?)2ad)) dé
t

+h f " (€2 + &2 min (haPx2 + 22, (h + @D)n2/a2) f(€) dé (4.148)

< fo)) + 1 f L& a. (@) dé
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where
folt) 1= A2 + min(1, x(02/a?)), L& a,h) = €3 + €2 min(ha*x 2 + 22, (h + @)% /).
By Volterra iteration, (4.148)) implies
() < (3 +min(L, x(0%/a?) > 1
Ifhs <t < 1, then becomes

1 1 ds
sosh [ eraeen [ o5 sar!
t t 52
The changes of variables above amount to

7 =13 ER S 2.1 ,
f(0) = las(h'e7)] = —h*(h1 £2) a0l = Shilag(0)
whence L
laj()] < £2[t72 + min(1, x(t)* /)] Vi>1

and
1

Ol 7 VhRI<t<1

Finally, if 0 < ¢ < h%, then |a ()| < h_%, as in Lemma [4.30]
Next we turn to the higher order {-derivatives. We again use the formula

L dP
a(u) = Z Cparsmm jo‘ duP (V( (Rl +v))2 )) ((1 #yw))
prq+r+s+m=k (4 149)

v d* dm 2
f 3= V) ((1+y(w+u)) ?) dw Y(1+ha3(u+v))—((u+v)_?)dv
0 du’ du™
as yell as the estimates (4.140). The true difference in this case are the bounds on higher order derivatives
of V. Let us denote:

V(-0 3) T (-t )3 )+ 72 (- )
5
161+ )

By our convention, the contribution from Vs appears only for Z(u + v) > 1. The contribution from V) is
bounded the same way as in Lemmal4.30 For the contribution from V,, we have, in view of Proposition

— (W + )3 o(x; a, h).

2 ’ 2_ . _ _
B3RP (u+v)3 P min{hicd®x 2 + X2, (h+ &H)xPa7?), for p>0.
p'+p"=p

j—pvz( (e + ) )| <

Based on these estimates, the contribution from '172 is bounded by, for 7iu > 1,

|agk)(u)| <h Z f i [w_k+p/+ Z T Tt

O<p'<k VU 1<r<k—p’

. min{ha/zx_2 + 12, (h+ az)xza_z} dw



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 73

(o]
’ ) o T
+h2 Z f KP [wk+p+ Z urlwk+p+r
u

0<p’<k’<k,k’>1 1<r<k’—p’
-min{ha’x? + 2, (h + &?)x*a %) |agk_k/)(w)| dw
+7? f min{ha/zx_2 + 12, (h+ az)xza_z} |agk)(w)| dw
u
=1+ 1I+1II.

The first term here is the contribution of no derivative falling on az(u + v) in 4.149)), the second one is if
at least one falls on a3(u + v), but no more than k — 1, and the third, if all k£ derivatives fall on az(u + v).
Changing variables u = h‘lt%,w = h‘ls%, and Iagk)(u)l =: fO() yields

0 3(k=p')-1 343 3k=3p'—3r-1
Ish f [hk—ls——é T D Y e

0<p'<k v! 1<r<k—p’

-min{ha®x~? + x%, (h + &P’} ds,

0 , 3k =p')-1 , 3r+3 3k =3p’-3r-1
11 <h? Z f [hk LR s 1 Z it SRSeel
t

0<p’ <k <k.,k' 21 I<r<k’—p’

. rnin{hazx_2 + 22, (h + cxz)xza_z}f(k—k,)(s) ds,
111 <h foo s% min{fia® x> + 12, (h+ az)xza_z}f(k)(s) ds.
!
Recall the bound
foo s% rnin{hazx_2 + 22, (h + cx2)x2cx—2}ds < min {1, ﬂ} ,
t
Thus, for ¢t > 1,

o 2
I <iF f s? min{ha’x2 + x2, (h + a®)x2a2)ds < i min {1, ﬂ} ) (4.150)
a

t

For the contribution from '171, we have

Ty (— (hu + v))%) <i iy i,

du?
Therefore this contribution is bounded in the same way as in Lemma[4.29] and 4.30)

For the case when h%g" <land 0 £ ¢ < h%, by adopting the convention ¢ = 0,0 < ¢/ < 1, the
corresponding argument in the proof of Lemma4.30] applies here. m|

4.7. Distorted Fourier transform and the spectral measures for all » > 2. The machinery developed
starting with Section 4.4] up until this point allows us to determine the spectral measures associated to all
operators H,, with n positive and large. In other words, we need 7 = ﬁ small, and not just 0 < 71 < %

The reason for this lies with the correction factors 1 + 7ia;, j = 0, 1 which are only useful if Z|a;| < 1. The
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finitely many remaining »n will be treated below by the same analysis from [18]] which have already applied
ton =0,=xl.

4.7.1. n > Ny with Ny large and fixed. We wish to find the distorted Fourier transform as in Section 4.2]
associated with the spectral problem —H,' f = &f, &€ > 0, cf. @.19). Recalling equations (4.63), (4.63),
@73), @72, [@76), and Lemma A.28] the half-line problem —H, f = E*f = &f in L*(dR), R > 0 is
converted into the perturbed Airy equation on the whole line

(1) = —tw(t) + B2V (T3 @, )w(T)

with @ = RE = hgé. Here 7 and x = AiER = hé 3R are related by @.72). See @.112) for the asymptotic
relation between x and 7. Throughout, i = (n + 1)~!. We also freely use the results and notations of the
previous section, in particular Lemma4.28 and the quantitative control on ag and a; obtained above.

Proposition 4.32. The distorted Fourier transform associated with —H", n > 1, takes the following form:

f&= j:o Pn(R,E)f(R) dR, f(R) = fom $n(R, €) [ (E)pn(dE) (4.151)
with
Gu(R:§) = 3™ 2q H(DAI=h"31)(1 + hao(~T5 @, )
= 8 E g I (DAI=RT (1 + hao(-T; @, h) (4.152)
T=1(x;a,h), x=aR<x, a= hgé
Here v = t(x; a, h) as in (@.712), q is defined in (@.13), and x, = x,(a; h) the turning point as in Lemma 4. 10,
One has ¢,(R; &) ~ h"_%f TR as R¢& 3 = 0+. To the right of the turning point we have the representation
(R &) = —c 1573 g 7 (0)Re (1 + HEE M) Ai(=3 1) + iBi(—-H3T)(1 + fiay (~73 @, 7))
~ —cyé " Re ((1+ hE(E h))ei%eif%R) as RE? — oo, (4.153)

where ci,cp > 0 are absolute constants and |8§E(§; W) < Ci&* for all k > 0 uniformly in h. The coeffi-
cients ag, ay satisfy the bounds in Lemma4.29-Lemma The spectral measure p, is purely absolutely
continuous with density satisfying

L _dp® _, | d° dpu(€)
27 Tag 7 lagtag

uniformly in n. For the higher order derivatives of ¢, (R, &) we have

<Cr&t, VESO, £>0 (4.154)

(ROR$u(R.E) ~ W IETR™E,  (£0p)\ 0u(R. &) ~ W IETR™E, as hRED -0,

and

(Rop) (e"'Rff¢n<R,§))~c3§‘%, (€00)" (e"'Rf%n(R,f))w@—% as RE - o,
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Proof. We fix n > Ny large (the latter will be determined). By Section 4.2} specifically (.8)),
_ WG, 2),¢(,2))
W (-, 2),¢(-,2)

where (-, ) is the exponentially decaying solution of
~H f=zf for Imz>0, and |W(,y¥) = 1. (4.155)
Taking the limit & = £ + i0 for € > 0 we obtain

m(z; i)

0: 1) = 4.156
e+ 0 = ), 4(.8) (1.156)

as density of the spectral measure, i.e., p,(d¢) = m(¢ + i0) dé. Let

w(—T;a,h) = wo(—1;A)(1 + hag(—T; a, h)) = Ai(—h_%r)(l + hag(—T1; a, h)) 4.157)

be the solution from Lemma [4.2§] (recall the change of sign { = —7 which occurred at the beginning of

. . i . . .
Section4.6). As T — —oo, which corresponds to R€2 — 0+, this solution satisfies
1-27

3 _1 1-2n
w(-t;a,h) ~ ch%(—T)_%e_%(_T)2 ~ It (—log (hRﬁ)) ’ (hRf%) " (4.158)

with some absolute constants ¢, c¢’, cf. @.112). We note that w(—7;a,%) > 0 for 7 < 0. Take 7/ small
enough so that Ailag(—7; a, )| < % on (—o0, 0]. Note that by the results of the previous section this then holds
uniformly in 7 < 0 and @ > 0. Define another solution of the perturbed Airy equation (4.76)

4
WGt =G [ wwan) P de 020 (4.159)
0
Their Wronskian is W(W, w) = —1 as can be seen by evaluating it at T = 0. We pass between solutions of
—H,f = £f on the one hand, and viz.
12vi(1) = —tw(T) + B2V (15 0, YW(T)

on the other hand, by means of the relation f(R) = f(x) = q‘lew(T), see (4.63), @.63), @.76), @.73). In
particular, dr = +/gdx, ¢ = —Qo/7, and x = aR. Therefore

d —~ Y 1 dr

R = af (0 = (g w) = a0 (q7Hw)- T
of 1o 1 s
= a/qz (q AW — Zq 4qw)
and W(f1, f») = aW(w;,w,) for any pairs of related solutions of (4.63)), respectively, (4.76).

We claim that, with w, W as in ({.157), @.139)
1 1 1
PR; &) = ¢u(R, &) = @ 2h3q *w(-T;, T1)
! o (4.160)

O(R;&) = 0,(R,&) = a2l 3q *Ww(-T;, h)

are admissible choices for the pair ¢, 6 in Section .2l In fact, they solve —H,f = £f, ¢ is L? near R = 0,
they are real-valued for & > 0, and their Wronskian is

W, ¢) = ~W@w,w) = 1
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From (4.66) and (@.138)), up to multiplicative constants,

111 11 _L_2( 3 S R

(R, &) ~ (ME2) 213 (=1/Qo)*he(—T) 4e 3 ~ R8T R

as R¢ 2 > 0+. The Weyl-Titchmarsh solution . (R, &; fi) defined in (4.153)) is given by

iR &) = e g S w, (-, T) (4.161)
where with / = —7 <0

2 e pp 2
wi(lsa,h) == wi($R)(1 + hai({a,h),  wi(lsh) = Al 3) + iBi(l37)

is the oscillatory solution from Lemma[4.28 Here we select 7 so small that 7ija; ({; @, )| < %, uniformly in
{ <0and a > 0. It follows from the asymptotic behavior

i(—2
Ai(—7) + Bi(or) ~ bt

IL

+g)
and Lemma that
ViR ER) ~ ﬂ_%e"eg_%e’f%R R — oo.

for some 6 = 6(«, ). In particular, evaluating at R = co we find the Wronskian relation

W (i €0),40 (6 1) = =2in™ Y E>0 (4.162)
with a positive absolute constant C,. Returning to the generalized m function of (4.136), we conclude that
(suppressing a, /i from a; for simplicity)

wi(0; a, h)

w(0; a, h)(—w(0; @, W’ (0; @, 1) + w'.(0; @, w(0; @, 1))
B i(1 + iBi(0)/Ai(0))(1 + fiag(0))~2
- W(Ai, Bi) + ih%Ai(O)(Ai(O) + iBi(0))(a((0)(1 + Tiag(0)~! — @} (0)(1 + fa1 (0))~1)
B n(—=Bi(0)/Ai(0) + i)(1 + hag(0))~2
1+ inthi(O)(Ai(O) +iBi(0))(ay(0)(1 + iag(0))~! — @} (0)(1 + hia1 (0))~1)

m(E +i0; 1) = 3

By the previous section, a;(0; @, h) = O(1), a;.(O; a,h) = O(h_%) uniformly in¢é > 0and 0 < 7 < % Thus,

}Tm(g +i0;7) = (i - Bi(0)/Ai(0))(1 + ifi% Q(a; W)(1 + hao(0; a, 7)) 2
= [i - Bi(0)/Ai(0) — 73 Q(a; A)(1 + iBi(0)/Ai(0)](1 + hag(0; a, 7))
05Qa; W) < Cra™, 0@ M) < Ceé™t VE20
and with @ = ¢ 2

d’;l"—égf) = }TIm m(¢& +i0;h) = [1 - 73 Im (Q(a; )1 + iBi(0)/Ai(0)))](1 + fiag(0; a, 7))~
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We conclude that (4.154]) holds as claimed. From @.11)), (4.12)), and (@.162) we conclude that
Pu(R; &) = 2Re (a(&; )+ (R; €, 1)

- dp,(§) (4.163)
)P =42~ ]
la(§; 1)l i
uniformly in0 < 2 < 1, @ > 0 and ¢ > 0. In fact,
W(p, 0~ -
a(&;h) = W.y) _ —iCT I W(w, wy)
Wi, ¥+)

= —iC7'R3 (w(O)W,(0) — W' (0)w5 (0))
= —C7'(1 + hag(0; @, W)(1 + hay (0; @, B)W(AIL, Bi) + h3E, (£ 1)
= —(wC.)™" + hEy(&; 1)

where |a§52(§ ;)| < Cy f‘k for all kK > 0 uniformly in 7. This implies (4.153)). For the bounds on derivatives
of ¢,(R, &), we observe that the behavior of the principal part follows by a direct calculation, and we only
need to look at the contribution from ay(—7; «, h) and a(7; a, h). When AR¢ LN 04, we have { = —7 — oo.
Therefore we have, in view of Proposition [4.26

% 8a0 0 Ox {" _18ao

OR 8{ dx OR o’
For &-derivative, we have
dag Oay 0L Ox  dag 60/~ Sl Bao - Bao
9 9 ox % oa LY e T e

Then Lemma[4.30]and Lemma . 3T]imply

ado ado

< I,

=
where I’y denotes the bound on |ag|. Therefore the bounds on RIr¢,(R, &) and £0s¢,(R, &) follow when

1 1 . . .
hRE2 — 0.. Now we turn to the case when 7ARE2 — oo. In this case { = —1 — —oo, and we have, in view
of Lemmaf4.13]

Oa; Oay 07 Ox _1 1 Oay
—:—'—'—Z—Xg'hé:z'—.
OR 0l Ox OR o’
For &-derivative, we have
dar _day da  dai 0¢ Ox _n-40m b opeb d4
86 " da 0 0L O0x Oa oa ol
Then Lemma [4.29] gives
6a1 ‘gadl rl’

where I'y denotes the bound on |a|. Therefore the bounds on Rir¢,(R, &) and £0:¢,(R, &) follow when
hRE 2 — co. The estimates on higher order derivatives follow in a similar way. |
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Remark 4.33. The representations (4.152) and (4.153)), respectively, both extend < h? across the turning
point.

4.7.2. The case of finitely many 2 < n < Ny, Ng large and fixed. Next we analyze the behavior of the
spectral measure for 7 ~ 1. We directly work with the operator appearing in (4.63)):

~H} = -0%+(m+ 1)’V(R), 2<n<N,. (4.164)

Lemma 4.34. There exists a fundamental system ¢, 0y of solutions for H,f = 0 with the asymptotic behav-
ior
do(R) ~ R™, 6y(R) ~2n—2)"'R™3, as R— O+,
and such that we have
Bo(R) ~ 1R, Go(R) ~ c2,R"3, as R— oo (4.165)

for some positive constants c;p,i =1,2.

Proof. It suffices to construct ¢y and then define 63(R) by means of W(6y, ¢g) = 1. We start by constructing
a fundamental system fj, fi near R = +oco. Make the ansatz fy(R) = R™3 + €(R) where

n+12-1 An o
e A,
[ TR }fo (R2(1 TR’ 1)2)f°' (4.166)

We solve for € using the two-sided Green function constructed from fundamental system {R"+%, R‘”‘%} for
the operator on the left. Thus, € solves the Fredholm integral equation

1 © 4
€R) = =53 R™3 f s ( . 8 )(s'”% + G(S)) ds
R

) 21+ (2+1)2
R
+ ! R2 f S dn + 8 (s"+% + e(s)) ds
2n+2 Ro S2(1+s2)  (s2+1)2

where R > Ry > 1. Here Ry is large enough to guarantee smallness of the integral operator in a suitable
norm. In fact, (4.167)) can be rewritten as follows:

€R) = gn(R) + (Te) (R), (4.168)

(4.167)

where

1 0 | 4n 8 3
R Rn+2f —n—s + }’H-z d
&n(R) = 2n+2 R s (s2(1 +52)  (s2+ 1)2) g g
R
+ ! R1 f 3 4n + 8 "3 ds,
2n + 2 Ro S2(1+ 52 (s2+1)2

1 3 [ | 4n 8
Rn+— —n—=
2 zf S 2(s2(1+s2) (2+1)2)€(s)ds

)e(s) ds.

(4.169)
(The)(R) :=

Rt 8
2n+2 j; (s2(1+s2) (s2+1)2
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We introduce a Banach space X such that f € X if R‘"+% f(R) € L*([Rp, )), and
el
IAllx == IR™""2 F(R)I|z([Ro,c0))- (4.170)

Then ||g,|lx < C uniformly in n. Writing (T, f)(R) = fRoj K, (R, $)f(s)ds one has with some absolute constant
C

0 < R™IK,(R, 5)s"2 < C(R™2" 2" 3 L irycser) + R25 Liyor)) 4.171)

This immediately implies that [|7,, f|lx < CR; 2|1 fllx- Choosing Ry large enough T, is a contraction and there
is a unique solution € € X to (4.168]). Therefore we obtain a unique solution f to (4.166)) defined for all
R > 0 such that

fo(R) = R™2 + €R) = R™7 + O(R™7), for R — oco.
We can then define f; for large R by

AR) = foR) - fR 12 (s)ds,

which behaves like fi(R) ~ c,,R‘"_% for R — oo and some positive constant ¢,. This gives the asymptotic
description (4.165). We next construct the solution ¢o(R) of

(n—1° -4 4n 8
2L 7 4 — |-
[ It — g2 ]¢° ( (1+R2)+(R2+1)2)¢0’

near the origin R = 0 by means of the ansatz ¢y(R) = R™3 + v(R). Here vy is a solution of the Volterra
equation

1 . (R 3 4n 8 |
R)=———R"2 (- + ( 724 ) d
YR ==-53 fos ( 1+ 52 (s2+1)2)s y)pas

R
+ ! R_”+%f s (- n + i (s”_% +y) ds
2n -2 0 (1+s2)  (s2+1)?2

R
=yo(R) + j; Ku(R, 5)y(s)ds

One checks that 0 < yp(R) < CR™? and
0 < R 2K, (R, 5)s™2 < Cs

for all 0 < s < R. By a standard Volterra iteration, 0 < y(R) < R"+% for R < 1. We claim that this ¢y, when
continued up to R = +oo has the desired asymptotics and is positive everywhere. For the latter assertion use
that from the equation we have that
a?egbo >0

as long as ¢o(R) > 0. In fact, ¢g, Ordo and a,%(po are all positive initially. Suppose that ¢o(R) becomes zero
at R = Ry > O for the first time. Then there is a R; € (0, Ry) such that dg¢og(R;) = 0. This means that ¢q
loses convexity even before R = R;. Therefore there is a Ry € (0, R;) such that 812€¢0(R2) = 0. In view of
the equation satisfied by ¢, we have ¢(R,) = 0, which contradicts the fact that Ry is the first point where ¢q
vanishes. Therefore ¢o(R) > 0 for all R > 0.
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Since ¢y is a linear combination of fy, f; for large R, we also immediately get the large R asymptotics,
due to the convexity just observed. O
Next we construct a solution to (=H,F — &) f = 0 for all R, & > 0.

Lemma 4.35. There exists a smooth function ¢(R,&) on R,& > 0 satisfying —H, $(R, &) = EP(R, E) of the
form

(R, ) = goR)[1 + ) ¢, (RIR)],

=1
as an absolutely convergent series where ¢ ; are smooth functions of R > 0 satisfying the bounds |(R(9R)m¢ j(R)| <

T’!”forallm >0,R>0.
Proof. We find ¢(R, &) by solving the Volterra equation for all R > 0 (recall that 1 = W (6, ¢9))

R R
¢(R,§)=¢0(R)—§¢0(R)j; 6’0(S)¢(S,§)d5+§90(R)f0 bo()¢(s, &) ds.

Inserting the preceding ansatz, we obtain the identity

o(R)
$o(R)

f G+ ) 352 1ds

Jjz1

> diRRE = ¢ f Bo(s)po(L + Y di(5)s%) 1ds + €

jzl Jjz1

This then defines the ¢ ;(R) inductively. To begin with, we have

R R
$1(R) = —R? fo 90(S)¢0(S)dS+R_200(R) fo ¢5(s)ds.

Po(R)
and the other coefficients are then determined by the following recursive formula:
e 2j-2 Bo(R) 2j-2
0) == 135 [ 0101019 s+ B f B8 -1 (5)52 .

By construction for all s > 0 we have 0 < 6y(s)¢o(s) < Cs. For the second term on the right hand side
above, we bound

90( ) o
¢ (R)

R™22 . g2n+3 l<s<R
R22g2n-1  0<s<1<R

<s, forall 0<s<R.

R2m#2. . ¢gn-1 < g<R<1
$o(s) <

Therefore the desired bound on ¢ ;(R) follows from an induction argument. m|
We next construct the Weyl-Titchmarsh solutions /.. (R, £) for R¢ 2> 1.

Lemma 4.36. There exists a pair of smooth functions ¥+ (R, &) of R, & > 0 and R¢ 2 > 1 satisfying —H . (R, &) =
§W+(R, &) of the form
iiR‘f%

Ye(R.&) = 2

(1 +8:(R, ).
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Here g_(R, &) = g+ (R, &) and they satisfy the bounds (for some constants c; > 0)

(ROR) 8= (R, )] < ct(RED™,  and €0\ g=(R. &) < cu(RED)™ for RET 21,
and have the following asymptotic profile with some constant C € R\ {0}

+(R 1
&mfrﬁﬁél+op7) for RE* > oo,

Ré2 R¢

where
1
+{(R)=xCi+0|——=].
¥1,+(R) i (1 n R2)

In particular we have W (Y, _) = =2i.
Proof. We discuss g (R, ¢) in detail and the argument for g_(R, £) is similar, therefore we omit it. Plugging
the definition of g, (R, &) into the equation satisfied by ¥, (R, £), we have

= | QiR n+12-1 4 8
g+<R,§)=fR e—l<1+g+<s,§))-{" 5— . )ds

2ie} S 20+ 2 1+ 22

i=g+,o(R,§)+j; Ky n(R, 5:6)8+(s,8)ds

where
1
© | _ QRis-RET ((n+ 1) -1 4n 8
g+0(R, &) = f —- e el KO
R 2ié? s s7(1+s5%) (1459
1
| - 26—REL (4 1)2 -1 4n 8
K (R, 5;6) = : - - :
w58 = 52 (1453 (1+52)2

A direct calculation shows

8e0(R, O < RED,  sup (RET) - [Ksn(R, 53 6)(s€3) ™ < €357,

R<s
A standard Volterra iteration gives the existence and uniqueness of such g, (R, &) and the estimates for k = 0.
. — . . 1?-1
To derive the bounds on derivatives, we introduce the notation U,(s) := e Y)z Sl (?ﬁ et (1+8Y2)27 and the
new variable r := s — R. Therefore
© 1 — elirf %
(RORg+0) (R, &) = f ——— (RORU,) (r + R)dr,
0 2i&2

= |(ROrg+0) R.E) < fo £ (r+ R)2dr < (RED)™.

For the term involving g. (s, £), we have

00 00 1 _ 2ir§%
ROg (f K n(R, 556)8+(5,6) dS) = f le—lRt?R (Un(r + R)g+(r + R,§)) dr
R 0 2i¢2
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1
© 1= eZir§2

= f ————R0Ogr (Uy(r + R)) g+(r + R, &)dr

0 2i&2
0 1 = eZirf%
+ f ———U,(r + R)ROR (g+(r + R, &))dr
0 2igr
IZIR + IIR.

Therefore
s [ et as s @,
which is desired. For /1 we have
i< [ .. olds

Then a Volterra iteration argument gives the (fesired bound on

RO (R.6) = R, )+ R [ KooRos:5.5. ds) .

Next we turn to 92+ (R, £). We have
éocs. k. = | Lo (ez"’f %)g‘% Ui+ Rar= | A U4 Ry dr
=I¢ + 1.
For 11 we change back to s-variable:
I, = —% fR N PORE Y (a5 o L] < (ReT)™.

For I, we rewrite it as

I =£ fow 19, (e”’f%)g‘% Un(r + R)dr

. . . l . (o]
__ if ezlrgzé_.—% U,(r + R)dr — if réf_%a,Un(r-i-R)dr
4 Jo 4 Jo

A direct calculation implies || < (R 2 )~!. For the term involving g.(s, &), we have
§0¢ (f K n(R, 5;6)8+(s, f)dS) =: [ + I + 111,
R
where

I - f (1 - YeO(E HUn(r + Rge(r + R E)dr,
2i 0

© 1 — eZirf%
1 = f ————Un(r + R0 (g (r + R, &) dr
. T

2i¢2
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, i
I, =—
282
Based on the estimate for g, (s, £), the estimate for Ié is straightforward: |Ié| < (R?¢)™!. For II; we use the
Volterra iteration. For /11 g,-‘ we rewrite as

foo £0¢ (62"’5%) U,(r+R)g,(r+R,&dpr.
0

: 00 1
— | r, (e”’f 2 ) U,(r + R)g.(r + R) dr.
4£1 Jo
As in the estimate for Iz, we integrate by parts in r and use the estimate for (r + R)d,g+(r + R, &), which has
already been proved, to obtain the desired bound on |III§’_.| < (R%*¢)™!. The higher order derivative estimates
follow in a similar vein.

Next we turn to the asymptotic profile for g, (R, &). First, based on the estimate of the kernel and g, (s, &)
we have

f T Kon(R 5:6)g (s, £)ds| < (ReD - &3 f " s < ReD
R R

R%f). Next we turn to the contribution from g, o(R, &).
' L1 (R)
f v 16

Re¢2

Therefore this contribution can be grouped into 0(

The contribution from wa % U,(s)ds is already in the desired form o . For the contribution from
2ig2

o 1
—ﬁ fR 2=RE2 1 (5)d s, we write it as
L

00 g 1 00 1 LA
f U (r+ R r = - f 0y (ez”f ’ ) Un(r+R)d r
0

2i¢z Jo 2ig? 2ig?
1 |
= - EU,Z(R) T e 9, U, (r + Ry r.
0

1

The boundary term —% U, (R) can be grouped into O (R_Zg) The integral term is bounded by

1 * 2ir§%
— o0, U,(r +R)d
‘4§f0 e PUn(r+ R)d r

and therefore is also grouped into O ((sz)_l ) m|

<! f m(r +R)3dr < (R,
0

Next we compare the Fourier basis constructed in Proposition [4.32] and the solutions constructed in
Lemma4.35]and Lemma4.36

Proposition 4.37. Let ¢(R,E) be as in Lemma Then there exists a smooth complex nonvanishing
SJunction w,(€) which has the following asymptotic behavior:

wa(©) ~ £F, £ 0+, and |wy@)| ~ET, £ .

such that for any fixed but large n < Ny, w,(E)P(R, &) and its higher order derivatives have the same
asymptotic behavior as ¢,(R, &) constructed in Proposition [for R¢ > = 0+ and R¢ 2 = o0, In particular,
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if d’%f) is the spectral measure density associated to w,(€)P(R, &), then there exist absolute constants Cp > 0

and C > 1, such that

dpu(§) d" dp,(&)
< d—f <C, and d_.f( dE

Proof. Since ¢(R, &), y+(R, £) are all solutions of (H," + &) f = 0, and ¢(R, &) is real, there exists a complex
function a(¢) such that

C—l

< Cet forall £>0,>0.

O(R, &) = a@W+ (R, &) + a@)Y_(R, &),
and thence
aé) = W(PR, &), y_(R, &)).

To obtain an estimate on a(¢), we choose R, ¢ such that R¢ > ~ 1. Therefore if & < 1, then R > 1, and when
¢ 2 1, we have R < 1. We start with the case when & < 1. In order to get an upper bound on |a(£)|, we use

that [p(&™2,&)| < £7573, (RORGE2,8)| < £7573, as well as
iR, )] + RORUs(R, ) < €77,

whence

(S

la@)] = [W(pE 2, &), 07,0 s &8 4.172)

In order to get the lower bound on |a(£)|, we evaluate our functions at R ~ f‘%. Then one finds a bound

la(®)l = =&, (4.173)

2duse 0] £
This implies that the spectral measure of w,(£)¢(R, &) behaves like

dpa§) 1
&g wn@a@)p

Next we turn to the case when & > 1, we have ¢(§_%,§) < 5-%% and (RaR)¢(§_%,§) < §_%+%, and
(R, &) ~ g—%. Therefore we have

la@)] = IW(GE 2, 6), 07, 6) < €754, (4.175)

~1, for ¢&é<x1. (4.174)

NI—=

and

a@)z 2EEOL L& E (4.176)

Apu(E 2,8 £

This again gives
dpn(§) _ 1
3 wn(E)a(é)l*
Now and @.177) give the desired estimates on spectral measure. The bounds on the derivatives

j—; dpd"—g) follow directly from the construction of the function a(¢).

~]1, for &£z 1. 4.177)
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Next we analyze the asymptotic behavior of w,(£)@(R, ). Since now 7 has a positive lower bound, we
equivalently consider the asymptotic regimes R& > - 0+ and RE& 3> — co. When R¢ : 5 0+, Lemma [4.34]
and Lemma@.35]imply, for REZ — 0+,

R3£% < RTIEST, R0, and &— O+,
WaP(R, €) ~ 4 e, RHIET SRTIET, Rooo, and & - 0+, (4.178)
R”_%fn;zl, R—0,, and & — co.

Therefore this agrees with the bound on ¢, (R, &) for iiRé > > 0+ in Proposition [4.321 Now we look at the

case when Rf% — oo. We have, in view of Lemma[4.36] and simply choosing w,(¢) = @

Wa©)P(R, £) =wn(€) (a(EW+ (R, &) + a@y—(R, £))

:é:_%Re (%eﬂe‘fz (1 * g+(R, é:))) ,

which again agrees with the asymptotic behavior of ¢,(R, &) in Proposition [4.32] as iR 2 > oo. The esti-
mates on the higher order derivatives follow from the profile on ¢(R,¢) in Lemma and the derivative
bounds on g, (R, &) given in Lemma4.36 m|

(4.179)

Based on the analysis in Proposition 4.32]and Proposition4.37] we can justify the existence of the Fourier
transform and its inverse transform appearing in Proposition 4.32]

Proposition 4.38. The distorted Fourier transform associated with H,",n > 2 has the following property:
for any f € C%((0, ©)) with

[ v 1@+ R ) d < < o
the Fourier transform

L
f& = lim fo On(R.E)f(R)IR (4.180)

with ¢, (R, &) as in Proposition 4.32] for n > Ny and w,(€)$(R, &) as in Proposition 4.37 for 2 < n < Ny,
exists for all £ > 0 and

fo F©llpa(R, E)ldé < M. (4.181)

Proof. Based on the analysis in Proposition 4.32] and Proposition we have
[6u(R. )| < min{R?, £}, VE>O.R>0.

Thus, the left-hand side of (.187)) is bounded by fow |f (A§)|§_%d§ which we now proceed to estimate. Con-
sider the partition of unity in (4.37) and define

A) = fo XO(RZEG(R,E) f(R)AR,  Bj(&) := fo X2 IR*)$u(R, &) f(R)AR.
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Therefore we have

AE@) < f R3|f(R)IdR,

00 00 -2 0o
> [ etnemues | OR eas@mtars [ ROFRIR
To bound Bj(¢), we note that by Proposition .32l and Proposition 4.37] for R?¢ ~ 27, one write ¢,(R, £) as
8R.£) = £ Re (efRfj‘cr(R, f)),
and o (R, ¢) satisfies

(RIR (R, &) < 1, (€8 o (R, &) < 1.

Thus, we write

Bio =t [ (IR or ofwar et |

00

, 1
X 2R (R, E) f(R)AR.
Using integration by parts, we have

1B;(&)| &7 fo 0% (Y@ RPET(R, £)f(R)) 1R

£l

= f Ligeesanf(1f” (R + R™|f (R)] + R|f(R)]) dR.
0
Starting from this point we simply proceed as in the proof for Lemma [4.2] to obtain the finiteness of
fooo Z;io |B j(f)lf_%df and Zj'io |Bj(¢)|. Therefore the proof is completed. O

4.8. The analysis for negative angular frequencies. In this section we discuss the spectral theory for the
operator H* = H, for n > 2. We start with the equation (4.2). With the same notations as in (4.63), we
consider the following eigenvalue problem associated to H~, for n > 2:

1 2

——— O+ V(R)f = f
_1)2 R _ 127’

(n—-1) (n—1) (4.182)

1 1 4n 8
V(R) :=— — + _ .
R 4n-1R. (- 12RR2+1) (n- D2RZ+ 1)
By convention, we set E < 0. Introducing the notation 7 := ﬁ we rewrite (4.182)) as
—R*0%f + V(R)f =h*E?f,
(4.183)

1 1522~ 5
V(R) :ﬁ(l = —4h)+s(R 1),

where recall

TRl (R+12

o(R27) 4n ARAR2+3)
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The potential function looks identical to the one in (4.64)), with 7 replaced by ;L', and 71 = -1, —%, —%, ... As
for the positive angular frequencies, we distinguish between the regimes for 2 < n < Ny and n > Ny, where
Ny is a large but fixed number. For 2 < n < Ny, we directly construct solutions to the eigenvalue problem
associated to the operator

~H*, = —0p +(n—1’V(R), n>2. (4.184)

Following the same procedures as in the proofs of Lemma[4.34] Lemma [4.33] and Lemma[4.36 we obtain
the following:

Proposition 4.39. For2 < n < Ny, there exists a solution ¢_, (R, &) to the eigenvalue problem (HZ,+&)f = 0,
which has the following asymptotic behavior for R¢ LN 04
R™3¢373 <R™3¢53, R—0, and &— 0,
1

n

¢_n(R, &) ~ Rn+%§§+% < R”_%ff_f, R—0, and & — oo,

csR"72£272, R—> o0 and & — 0,.

[N

For higher order derivatives, we have
((ROR G- u(R,ENSR™IET, and |0 ¢ n(REISR™IET, as RE? — 0.
When Ré LN oo, we have, for some complex function a_(€) which behaves la_(€)| = 1,
1 RED _
¢-n(R,€) = 26 7Re (a_(f)«e’sz (1+¢7(R, f)))-

Hereg™ (R, &) satisfies

YoR) 0( 1

g R, = xed RTf)’ as R&T — oo,

and the function Yy (R) satisfies, for some constant C € R \ {0},

) 1
l,bz(R) = Cl+0(m)

For higher order derivatives, we have
((ROR) g™ (R, &) < ck(RED™, and  (£0:)% g™ (R.E)| < ck(RED™,  for RE? 2 1.

This implies

(ROR) (g—iR§2 ¢-n(R, f)) ~ csf‘%, (§a§)k (e—inz d_n(R, g)) ~ C7§—%, as Rgé — oo,

For n > Ny, we introduce the notations

X ::EER, a ::ﬁE, f(x) = f(R).
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Then the equation (4.183)) transfers to

I NN S P (F
P70+ 00 =0, G =h2E2V (~ ) |

\RE ) (4.185)
.2 15h2 4};;; -2 X . 1
=X 1+T_ +a “e_ E’ — 1.
As in (4.66)), we introduce
— - - B2 — K2
Qo(x;a, 1) := Q(x;a, h) + — = x 2(1 = 2h)* + o 2e_| =5 0] - 1. (4.186)
22 at)d 42 = 2 a?
As in (@.72) and (@.73), we introduce the variable
2
— — 13 = = — 3
T(x @ h) 1= sign(x - x,(a: 7)) ’5 f N (4.187)
B
and the quantity
_ Qo dr  _, = d 1 d
= =0 2z - = —_ 4.188
=% 7 7T Vi, & dx (4.188)

66,9

We use “s” to denote the derivative with respect to x and “-” to denote the derivative with respect to 7. Then
with the new variable w := V7 f, (4.185) transfers to the following perturbed Airy equation:

W@ = W@ + BV (T o, Hw(T) (4.189)
where
— _ L1 1
V@ ah) =477 - 5= (4.190)
- 4x%q

We argue as in Section to construct the Fourier basis associated to the operator —HZ, for n > Nj.
Since the argument is identical, we omit the details here. Similar to Lemma 4.28] we have the following
(with £ := -7):

Lemma 4.40. Let wo(Z; 1) := Ai(732) for £ > 0 and wi(Z; ) = Ai([i|30) + iBi(~37) for £ < 0. Then
the Volterra integral equation

ao(Z; a, ) = f Ko, s; 0, B)(1 + |Rlao(s; , [A)) ds
4

s (4.191)
Ko@, 5 0.7 = [ Vs o Twi(s: ) f W) dr
g
has a unique bounded solution ao(Z;a,%) for all i = —ﬁ —Nlo, —ﬁ, ...and a > 0, Z > 0. One has

lims__ao(Z; a,h) = 0 and w(; a,h) = wo(Z;%)(l +%ao(z; @, h)) is the unique solution of @.189) on [0, o)

{—00
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with w(Z; cx,%) ~ wo(Z;%) as { — oo. Analogously, the Volterra integral equation

_ . _ _
ai((;a,h) = f K\, s;a,h)(1 + hai(s; a, h)) ds

z (4.192)
K\, s;a,h) = fﬁl‘li(S;a,ﬁ)W%(S;ﬁ)f wi (e 1) dr
S
has a unique bounded solution al(Z;a,%) for all i = —ﬁ, _Nlo_’v_ﬁ’ ...and a > 0, Z < 0. One has

lim> ai(¢; a,h) = 0 and w(; a,h) = wl(Z;%)(l + %al(z; a, h)) is the unique solution of (4.189) on

{——0c0 _ - _
(=00, 0] with w(T; a, i) ~ wi({;h) as { — —oo.
We also have the analogue of Proposition
Proposition 4.41. There exists a constant T, > 0 and a small constant 0 < @, < 1 so that uniformly in

Fo_ 1 1 __1
— No-1° Ny’ No+l1°°”

0LV (T @, B < Cre () 1)k, VT>-T, (4.193)

forall k, > 0 and a > 0. Moreover, (4.193) holds for —co < T < —7,, all k, € > 0 and o > «.. Finally, if
0< a < a,and —coT < -1y, then

— — 5 —
V@ a,h) = — —Tp(x; a, h)
- 62 T
where for all k,{ > 0
1050 (o, ] < Cre min (17l @2 x7% + 2, [l f? + Pl (D)’ (4.194)

Here x = x(T; @, h) is the inverse of the diffeomorphism T = 7(x; a, h) defined in @I87), and satisfies

2, _ ~\3 —(1—0(0/2))10g(x)+01(1), fO0<a<x<x :=x(-1a,h)
“A=F(xa. B)? = Z = - = - 4.1
( (X @, )) { —log(x) + 2hlog(x/a) + Ox(1), if 0<x<a<a, (4.195)
Here O(a?) is analytic in complex |a| < a., and bounded uniformly inh = —ﬁ, —NLO, —ﬁ. Furthermore,

the two terms O1(1), resp. O,(1) refer to smooth functions of T, a (and thus also of x), uniformly bounded in

0<a<a, — <1< -1, and so that for all k,{ > 0 one has 8§8g01(1) = O(E_ka/_{) in the parameter

regime of the first line of (4.193)), resp. 8;8({/02(1) = O(a "0 in the regime of the second line of @193).
Based on Proposition [4.41] we have the analogues of Lemma[4.29-Lemma 4,371

Lemma 4.42. The functions a\((; @, h) from Lemma@40 satisfy the bounds

0Lay ;) < Cla) (@3, T<0,

. _

o 72 —eo <¢<-1 (4.196)
A B T (e B
s~ <7 <0,

forall €20,k > 1,a>0, and h = —gl5, — 5, — 557> -
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Lemma 4.43. The functions ay(Z; @, h) from Lemma @40 satisfy the bounds

0Lao@a.h) < Coa @2, 720,

—3_k —
o {7 I<f<e (4.197)
050500 e ) < ™ 7778 73 <7<
A= 0<Z<h

forall 20,k 1, a2 1, andh= -3, 4. — 54,
and

Lemma 4.44. The functions ay(Z; @, h) from Lemma @40 satisfy the bounds

0a0@: . )| < Cra™ (@73 +min(l, x@ . i /eP)]. T2 0, (4.198)
forall £ > 0,0 < a <« 1, and i = —ﬁ,—ﬁ,—ﬁ,.... Here x((; a,ﬁ) is the diffeomorphism from
Proposition Furthermore, in the same parameter regime,

- k. - - —
0535 ao@; . )| < Cre @™ TI@72 + min(L, 2@ v By )], T2 1, (4.199)
and
- = Y Al <7< 1
0Lk a0 @) < Creatd £, MF<Ls] (4.200)
¢ = 0<¢<ns

With the above preparations, we can now state the result on Fourier basis for n > Ny.

Proposition 4.45. The distorted Fourier transform associated with —HZ,, n > 1, takes the following form:

e = fo 6-(ROFRYAR,  f(R) = fo 0-n(R.E)fE)p-nldE) (4.201)
with
$u(R: &) = [ a7 F @DA=[A 3T + [Rlag(=T: v, 7))
= [l 5 &3 g T @AI(—RIT D1 + [lag(=T: . 7)) (4.202)
T=txah), x=aR<l, a=[¢

Here T = T(x; a,ﬁ) as in (4.187), q is defined in 4.188)). One has ¢_,(R; &) ~ Iﬁl"_%fn_ilR"_% as Rf% — 0+.
Forx>1

b-n(R:£) = —cr A 573G T (@DRe (1 + [RIEE M)A 37) + iBi(—[Al T D)(1 + [Rlay (T: . 7))

— U |
~ —c¢ Re (1 + [RIE(E: ))e'T e R) as RE? — oo, (4.203)
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where cy,cy > 0 are absolute constants and |8kE(§;%)| < Cr & for all k > 0 uniformly in h. The spectral

3
measure p—, is purely absolutely continuous with density satisfying
1 dp- d* dp_
- n(¢) <2, 4 dp-n &) <Cpe VéESO0, >0 (4.204)
2 dé det dé

uniformly in n. For the higher order derivatives of ¢_,(R, &) we have
(RORY'p-n(R.E) ~ I 3ET RS, (€09} 6 u(R.E) ~ I €T R™Z, as RET - 0+,
and
ol 1
(RoR)* (e"Rf “pon(R, f)) ~csETE, (€0 (e"Rf “pon(R, f)) ~cof 4 as RED o .
Remark 4.46. Propositiond.39 and Proposition 4.43 show that the Fourier basis constructed for large and
small |h| have the same asymptotic behavior as R&? N 0. and R&2 T > oo,

Remark 4.47. One can easily follow the same procedure in Proposition to show that the Fourier
transform and its inverse transform exist for C*-functions f satisfying

[ (& 1o R ) dR < o

Remark 4.48. Based on Proposition and Proposition one can follow similar procedures in the
proof of these two propositions to show that the spectral measure density dp;i—'é_.@ associated to ¢_,(R, &)
satisfies

_1 _ dp-n(§) d' dp_n(&) ¢
c'< <C |—= <CiE™l, VE>0,0>0,n>2.
STaE S0 (@ ae & ¥6>0.0>0m
Here the spectral measure density &) ”(f) is given by
dp-n(&) _ 1

¢ Amla_(©)P
5. TRANSFERENCE IDENTITIES
5.1. The identities for angular momenta n > 2 and n < -2.
5.1.1. n > 2. Let us define the operator K3 as
Rigu = =230 + K. (5.1)

Here the Fourier transform is taken with respect to the Fourier basis ¢(R, &; i) = R‘%qb* (R, &; 1) in L2 (R dR)
introduced in the previous section, with ¢.(R, &; ) being the Fourier basis in L2(dR). Let p,(d¢) be the
spectral measure associated with ¢.(R, &; i), where i = . We have

7 = 7. (RU®)) © = ®RA.RED, F R,

FR) = fo HOR 6. (R, & Mpu(de).
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Then one can easily check that the following Plancherel identity holds

AR, = IKAR g 12,
RdR p (d§)
Therefore p,(d¢) is also the spectral measure for ¢(R, &; 7). The main result of this section is
Proposition 5.1. Forany 0 <h = %

3 L the operator K, is given by

dp,, 77)) (0)
K f(©) = ~| 26 ) + @@ I fan |6t - &)+ (K0F) @)

where the off-diagonal part ‘7(}‘50) has a kernel Ky(&,n; 1) given by

dp,()

Ko(6 1510 = 2 F(En: ) (52)
and the symmetric function F(&,n;h) satisfies (for any 0 < k < ko and sufficiently small h = hi(ky), where kg
is arbitrary but fixed, and & < n)

-1 3
W@mmﬁé)m%q%ﬂ}Grm (5:3)
with
_1 1
min{ (ne2 ) Nt — &2 4}, for | -1]<1,
— &2
G:= 1 N k | (5.4)
h(hgz) min {1,722 } (—1) R U | P
n2 £2
For h =z 1, we have, for any N > 0
1
nllognl- &7, for n<1,
IFEmml sT, = T L\ N : (5.5)
max{§ 2n"z,n 4E78} - (5—1) -(< >) , for nx1
n? 7
For the derivatives of F(&,n; 1), we have, for k; + ky <2
K ok 1k 1\
8 8 F(&,m: )| < max 1,(h§2) . max {1, (hnz) T (5.6)
&2 n2

HereUisTyifh < 1, and 1, if h = 1. The following estimate holds for trace-type derivatives for h < 1
k
‘@ﬁ+%QF@mm

_k . 2
SCGérel f E=m In-El<hié
forall k > 0.

5.7

Proof. For simplicity, we will often drop 7 from the notation. For example, we write ¢(R, &) for ¢(R, &; i)
etc. We also write p,(d€) = p(§) dé. For f € C7 ((0, 00)) define

mm=£¢ma%m@%
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This function decays rapidly in R due to the oscillations of ¢(R, &), see Proposition 4.32] Thus,

Romu(e) = < fo ROxd(R. 1) f(p(n) d. #(R. §)>

L%(RdR)

= < fo [RORr — 2n0,1p(R,n) f(mp(n) dn, p(R, §)>

L2(RdR)

2 < fo O(R. 13, (1 (o)) din, (R, §)>

L*(RdR)

= < j; [RORr — 2n0,1p(R,n) f(mp(n) dn, p(R, §)>

&' (&)
p&)

L*(RdR)

—2f(6) -2 J©) =21

We used that as limit of distributions
Jim (e (R/LIGR, 0, ¢(R,ED g ary = PE) 5 =)

where y is compactly supported smooth bump function which equals 1 on [0, 1]. It follows that

Kfm) = < fo J(©IROR — 260:1p(R, E)p(£)dE, P(R, 77)>
Liar

no’ (n)
p(mn)

—2(1 + )f(n).

93

(5.8)

(5.9)

(5.10)

To extract any 6(£ — ) appearing from the RdR integral in the first line here we recall from Proposition .32

and (4.161) that
B(R.&) = 2R IRe (a(@4(R: )
= W5 (RET) 2 H(T)Re (a(g) (Ai(—h—%r) - iBi(—h—%r)) (1+ hM))
Ye(R.ER) = Bia” g (A=~ 7) = Bi(=H 3 0)(1 + hay (—T, @, 1)
By Lemma.29] we have for all 7 > 0
10505 ay (1 0) < Coa)y Ty 3% Yk €20
and by @129),

L2 | Lo 1 1 2.3 _3
Ai(-h737) — iBi(-h™371) = 2e '4hd T ' (1 + hO(T72)) T — 0

Inserting this into (3.11)) we obtain

, 3

G(R.£) = 2 (RE?) 2 (rq(x; . W) FRe (a(@e T 75 (1 + haty (-3 )))

(5.11)

(5.12)

(5.13)
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where @, satisfies the same bounds (5.12) as a;. Here x = hféR and Qy is defined in (4.66). By and
Lemmald.13]

=4 p (et
3 = x— (a3 1) + plx; @, 1),
Writing a; in place of a@; for simplicity (since both satisfy (5.12])) we conclude that
BR.€) = 2T HREDH( + /(R 0, 1) HRe (a(@)e” Ref @M RaDI (| 4 gy (—z; 7)) (5.14)
For a function g of the form g = g(x; @, i), we have
RORg — 2£0:8 = —h&?dyg = —doag. (5.15)
Thus, applying this differential operator to (3.14) yields
(Rig ~ 2£0)0(R.£) = 21 (REH) HRe (26! (€1 Feh M 06 R 4 iy ()
+207 7 a(RE?) T Re (i @ Ra(e)e? Reh@m e Raml(| 4 fig, (~: @)))
Ry Q(Rgé )_%Re (a(g)eif %Re% [—y(@shi)+p(hé 2 R )] 8y (=T a/)) " O(R_% )
= 27 3 (RE?) TRe e YRE (260 (£)-i8 a(E)Da (e, W1 + hay (—1; @) + haa(@)daar (-1 )) |
+OR™?)

as R — oo where 1 1
W(R; &, 1) = hE2R — y(as ) + p(hE2R; @, h)
The final O(R_%) is a result of the derivatives ad, falling onto the p terms. In addition, we used that

(1 + p'(h¢ %R; a, h))_% = 1 + O(R™?). It does not contribute to the diagonal £ = 1 and we therefore ignore
it. Using that RezRew = %(Re (zw) + Re (zw)) we infer that the 6 measure on the diagonal in the integral,

cf. 5.9)
A
Jim fo (RO — 2£019(R, YR, R dR

comes from the expression

277! (&) Jim Re f I HRED VR (24 (€)-i€ €0,y W1 + hay(~T3 )
—00 0

+ haa(€)daar (=13 @) )al)(1 + har (=0 B)1 (R)x2(R/L) dR =: 1(£,7; h)
(5.16)

which is to be evaluated as a distributional limit as L. — co. Here y is a s smooth cutoff which equals 1 near
oo and which vanishes near 0, and y, = 1 — y1. It depends on the compact subset of (0, co) which holds &, .
Furthermore, « is above, 5 = hn%, and o is associated with y = hn%R the same way that 7 is to x. We claim
that we can discard all terms involving a; from I(¢, 7; /i) as they do not contribute to 6 on the diagonal. We
note that by the relation between 7 and R we have a|(-7;a) = OR™") as R — oo, with symbol behavior
under differentiation in R. Moreover this bound is uniform in ¢ in a compact set in (0, co).
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We first rewrite the phase as follows

AR £, ) — W(R; 1, B)] = RE? — )1 + QR: &, . )] — 1 [y(he 2 1) — y(hn? 1)
QR &, k) = B RYE = p2)  [p(he3 R e 1) — p(hnR: g, )]
1 (5.17)
= fo [ox(Ry(5): ¥(s), ) + R~ po(Ry(s): y(s). 7] ds
¥(s) = hn? + sh(£? —n?)

By Lemmald.13] one has |Q(R; &, n,h)| < R~2. We introduce the new variable
_ dR Y
R :=R[1 + Q(R;&,n,h)], R I+ 0r(RQR;&,m,h) =1+ OR™)

in (5.16). The O(R™?) here as R — oo is uniform in &, 7 from a compact subset of (0, o). Hence, this error
term makes a bounded contribution to (5.16)) and cannot contribute to any § measure. Consequently, we can
ignore the Q term in the phase of I(¢, n; i), see (3.17).

Returning to the claim about a;, note that an oscillatory integral of the form

fo F R Ry (RIL)dR =: D) (5.18)

where w(R) = O(R™") has the property that f; converges strongly in L*(R) to some f € L*(R). But this
means in particular that any such expression cannot converge in the sense of distributions to an expression
with a 6p({) component.

In summary, any § measure arising in (3.16)) is already present in the simpler expression

~2n!(&)"* Jim Re fo METO26d (€)= a(€)0y (@ a1 Ra(RIL) dR =: To(é.m: 1)

L 1 1
Note that we have also discarded the factor e~ D2 M=y@n2 M) jp the integral since it equals 1 on the
diagonal. By standard Fourier analysis, since y is real-valued

Io(&, 73 1) = =277 ' 7(én) "4 Re [2éd (€)—i&? a(@)day(er, ) |am)d(E? —n?) + O(1)

— d
= —8¢Red (£)a(é)s(¢ —n) + O(1) = —4§d—§(la(§)lz)5(§ -n)+0(1)

as & - n. By (4.12)) and the asymptotics of . in (3.11),
W, €).9(,8) = ~2in”!
1
 2ima@PW( £), ¥~ 8)

Recall that we are denoting the density of the spectral measure by p. Returning to (5.10) we finally obtain
the exact §-measure contribution to the operator K. With an operator K®> whose Schwartz kernel contains

p(&) = @a@©H™
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no § measure on the diagonal,

d /
K1) = = popn 5 (aPofn = 21+ 22 gy 6
n p(m)
d /7
= —pn— (o)) f(n) - 2 (1 + 2 (”))f(m + (KO F)ap) (5.19)
dn p(m)

__ (2 L (’7)) £+ (KO )
p(m)

in agreement with the statement of the proposition.
To determine the off-diagonal part of the operator K, choose a function f € C§ (0, 0)) and define u(R)
to be the function

w(R) = fo F&) (Rog = 260¢) (R, E)p(€)dé,

With ¢(R, &) the Fourier basis of H,', we have —H, ¢(R, &) = £p(R, €). Therefore
n(Kf) () = K (EF(E) ()

= g R M)z~ < fo £1(©) (Rox - 2£0;) §(R, O)p(E)dE, (R, n)>

2
LRdR

= — (Hu, 6R, M)y~ < fo ££(6) (RO — 260¢) H(R. )p(€)dE. (R, n)>

2
LRdR

On the other hand,

[ er@ (ron - 2600) sk erpicrae
—— [ o (rox 20 70k £)ptris 42 [ er@r pierie

- fo () [HY  RIR] §(R. O)plE)dE +2 fo EFEOR. OpE)dE - H w.

The commutator [H,', Rdg]| is given by
[H,,RAg] = 2H, + R(fy — &) + 2fu — 28, := 2H,, + W,/ (R),
and by the explicit expressions (3.33) for f,(R) and g,(R), we have

6 » P
RZ+12  (R+1y OREnT &=
16 32 8n
- + .
R+12 R+17  (R+12

ROpfu+2fn =
(5.20)
Wy (R) =

Therefore we conclude that

K - [KEFONm) = - fo FEW, (ROR, &), R, M) plE) d



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 97

The kernel function F(&, n; %) from (5.2) is therefore given by

F&,mh) = fow W, (R)(R, &; MR, 17; )R dR (5.21)
Recall from and the following representation of the oscillatory regime
G(R.£) = 207 H(RED) 23 (D)Re (a@)(Ai(~137) = Bi(-h31))(1 + har(-7;)))
= 23 (R¢?) 3 (rq(x; @, ) T Re (a(f)eiTth% (1 + hay(-11a)) (5.22)
= 2 H(RED)H(1 + /(AR ) HRe (a0 ReH O PR iy (1)

where p’ (hé 3R @) is governed by and Lemmad.13] and a(¢) is as in (4.163). Here in view of (@.124)
and Lemma[d.29] a;(—1; @) satisfies |a; (-7; @)| < |T|_% as well as |8£Zzl(—7'; a/)| < |T|_%_{ for all 713 < 1. For
ease of notation we suppress # from some of the notation (i.e., we write ¢(R, &) in place of ¢(R, &; 1), a(é)
instead of a(&; 1) etc.).

On the other hand, to the left of the turning point, i.e., for x = i SR < x;, one has, cf. which we

need to multiply by R_%,

(R: &) = M3 x2S (DA 1)1 + hiag(—T3 @, 1)
1 L, 2 (5.23)
= 12 (X Qo(x, @) 3e 5D (1 + hdg(-T; a, 1))

Here ag(—7; a, h) satisfies |ao(—7;a, h)| < |T|_% and |8f€10(—1'; a, h)| < |T|_%_{ forall T < —H3. The repre-
sentation (3.22)) holds for T > Ch3, and (3.23)) holds for T < —C 53 with some absolute constant C. Here
7 is the global variable defined by (#.72). The third line of (3.22)) is only valid if T > C since then also
x = hé SR > 1 and p’(hgéR; @) = O(x7?), see Lemma .11 In the second line of (5.23)) we absorbed the
error from the asymptotic expansion of Ai(—h_%T) into the multiplicative correction (1 + hdo(—7; @, h)). To
pass to the second line we also used (#.73), which means that we can use this second line only sufficiently
far away from the unique zero of Qy which is the turning point x;. Thus, we need, 0 < x < %xt. On the other
hand, if %xt <x<x,thenx=~1,g=~1.

Without loss of generality, in the rest of the proof we assume ¢ < . We also first assume small 7. To
estimate (3.21) we consider two regimes: (Case A) & ~ n and (Case B) £ < 7.

We start with Case A: & ~ . We break the integral in (3.2I)) into three separate regions, namely x =
§%hR > C1 > 1 (case Aj), followed by x ~ 1 (case Aj), and finally 0 < x < 1 (case Aj).

With y (& %hR) a smooth cutoff to the region in case A3, and with @ = /¢ 3 B = hn%, and 7, T defined by
relative to & and 7, respectively,

F3(&,mh) = fo W (RIG(R, £ W@(R, n: hx(€ hROR R (5.24)
= 4! f T WERIRED (L + /(1 R )5 Re (e ReH @ RN 1y ()
0

L 1
(Ry2)"3(1 + p (i R: )2 Re (a()e™ Re 0B REN(| 4 iy (=7: ) (&2 AR)R dR
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= 4~ (ng) ' fo Wi/ +p (s a) HRe (a@ett@ el 4 ho(xy)

(1+p'(x: B)) TRe (almeFHEPHPUEDI (1 4 O )y (x) dx (5.25)

where ¢ = (n/f)% =~ 1. The third equality sign follows by a change of variables and the behavior of a; under
differentiation in 7, and thus in x. The notation O(x~!) refers to symbol-type behavior under differentiation.
Then, on the one hand, placing absolute values inside the integrals yields

\F3&mh)| < ' f . (R*dR < (7)™ min(1, (7)) (5.26)

£7hR21

On the other hand, integrating by parts in (5.23)) yields
IF3@&m )l s (e le? i~ min(1, (rg7)*) (5.27)
Indeed, the oscillatory terms in (3.23)) are of the form e+ (B0 and p* i P-(rahd) where

O.(x,a;h,0) = x({ £ 1) £ p(x; @) + p(x{; ) (5.28)

We will only discuss the destructive interference given by ®_ as @, contributes less. One has

1
3, D_(x, a3 h) = (= D{1 + fO [(0x + Y($)pxx) (), d(5))) + d(5)pxa(¥(5), d(s))] ds)
= (¢ - D[ +0(xH)]

(5.29)

with y(s) = x(1 — s + s),d(s) = a(l — s + s{), where the final O(x~2) is a consequence of Lemma [4.13]
Using that

WD, (x, 11, ) Dyt - < g O-Lrahd)
one integration by parts in (3.25)) yields
IF3&.m ) s (he) ™1 - ¢! f (¢x/ey™xa™ + (x/a)y*x7?) dx
1
< &1 = 2 min(1, (1)),
which is the same as (3.27). After £ > 1 integrations by parts we obtain

F3(& )| < (he?) 2R = 217 min(1, (he?)*)

1 1 1 1 (5.30)
< (hE7)21¢2 — 2| min(1, (he7)Y)

Combining (5.26) with (5.30) (with £ = 5) one obtains with a = /& 3,

IF3(&m; W) < @ min(1,0*) min (1,3} — 2| 7%) (5.31)
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We now turn to case Aj, i.e., the second integral for which x ~ 1, i.e., —C < 7 < C with some arbitrary but
fixed constant C. Then, in view of (3.23)) and (5.22)), with a smooth cutoff y(x) to x ~ 1,

Fa(&,mih) = j(: Wi (R)$(R, & MR, n; )y ()R dR

- f "W R @RIRR X g @Al 01 + hag(—ia X cndy*
0 r<h3
+2Re (a(@)(Ai(=h37) — Bi(~A 3 0)(1 + hay (1 “)-))Xm%]] (5.32)

RIE2GE (O A= 9)(1 + hao(~F; B, M,

2
[#<h3

]
+ 2Re (a(n)(Ai(-h~ 37') iBi(-A~ ?T))(l + hay (- Tﬂ)))X %]dR

Here )([ s and )([ i are smooth cutoffs to the indicated regions and a partition of unity, i.e.,
TSN 2 TN

+ =1.
Xresnd) T Xpeznd)

In (3.32)), we are passing beyond the turning point in the non-oscillatory fundamental solution by an amount
~ K3, cf. Remark B33l As usual, # and 8 = {a play the role of 7 and «, respectively, with 7 in place of &.
To handle case A,, we analyze 7 as a function of 7. By Lemmas and 4. 1Tl we have

T = (x — x(@)Q(x; @), T = ({x — x({@)D(x; L)
where |0,D(x, @)| + |0ax,(@)| < )3, In particular, T = 0 corresponds to (with x; = x,(a@))
7o = ({xi(@) — x(({a)D (¢ x5 L)
v (5.33)
= - D[x— aj; x,(sla + (1 — s)@)ds|O(¢x; ) = (- D1 + 0],
see (4.70), and

., 0¢xla) . DUx @)
= e T b ) (534)

Since ¢ > 1, we have 7y > 0. By Lemma[d.11] we have

Olx;la)y~1, D(x;a)=1

and thus
fet+l-1 (5.35)

uniformly in the parameters. It follows that, see (4.73),

o7 _ ,QUxle) T(@(g’x;ga)) S (cb(gx gm) :
T 7 O(xa) O(x; @) o(xila)), !

2. (.3 3 1 ot T—1 07
587(1’2—72):72 -1+ =]+

1
73 4 73 ar

L
2

(5.36)
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We claim that the functions R, S defined by

Ol x; {a) P )

m -1 = (g I)R(f,x, (Y,h)
O(lx; )\ _ ,

(W)x = (= DS, x;a, 1) (5.37)
PEx;da) | '

(W)x—. T(g, X, a, h)

satisfy uniformly in this regime of parameters
IR, x; 0, M| + 1S, xs a0, W + 1T (L, x50, )] < (5.38)

To estimate R, we write
(¢ = DHP(lx; {a) + D x; {a) — O(x; @) = ({ — DR, x; @, HP(x; @).
The difference on the left-hand side is

1
D(Lx; L) — D(x; ) =(¢ - l)f (X(0,D) + a0y D)) (s¢x + (1 — $)x; séa + (1 — $)a)ds (5.39)
0

By @.77), |ad,®| < i and |0,®| < 1, whence |R(Z, x; @, h)| < 1. For S(Z, x; a, h) we consider
(CD(fx; {0/)) B (CD({x; la) — D(x; a/)) __ O(¢x;{a) - (x; ) 5.k a) + (D(¢x; L) — D(x; @),
DO(x; @) D(x; @) . DO(x; a)? DO(x; @)
—(Z = 1) +II).
|0,®P(x; @) < 1 and imply |I| < 1. Furthermore,
(DL x; L) — D(x; @)

X

1 5.40
(- 1) f (€ = DF@D) + (£ = Dxa(3,D) + 0,@) (s¢x + (1 = $)x; sl + (1 = 5)a)) ds. (5.40)
0

Bounding the integrand by Lemma .11l implies |/I| < 1, whence |S(Z, x;, )] < 1. The estimate on
T (¢, x; a, h) follows from

) [ PUx{a)) 0D x; )
b= (@(gxt; ) ) " OCaa)
and (3.38)) holds. Returning to (5.36)), we conclude that
g —1=( - D[R x; . k) + (TS x; 0, g 2 +(1 + O)T (L, x; 0, H)g 2

%—T:fT[ﬁ—l]dv+%o (541)
0 or
= (- D[l +0() + 0],

where we invoked (5.33)) to pass to the third line. By (3.36) and (5.33)
3 3 1 1
07 =) = (= DE+T) T = - DE+ -1 (5-42)
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uniformly in 0 < 7 <« 1, @ > 0 and small 7 (recall that we are in the range 1 < ¢ < 1). We will also require
the following bound on the second derivatives

83 (7"'% - T%)

for the same regime of parameters. We write the left-hand side here in the form

<@ - i@+ -1)7! (5.43)

4 503 8% or\’
58%(%% —T%) = 2%%8_712- T R ((8—:) - 1) (5.44)
The second term on the right-hand side is
JU T-7
T2-T 2= —F——
(7~"1')z T2 + Tf) (545)
- 0(@ i+ - 1)-1)
and the third
(07 |
= [(E) - 1] - 0((5— Dt +¢ - 1)—7) (5.46)

Taking a derivative of (3.41) yields
0*r
)
The final bound here follows from the expressions for R etc. which we obtained above, see the calculations

leading from (3.38)) to (3.41)). In conclusion, (5.43) holds. We now break up (5.32)) into two pieces, the first
being over T < 13 (here ¢ stands for left):

=( - 1o [R({ x;a,h) + {18, x; h)q‘ﬂ-(l + OM)T (¢, x;a, h)q"] o¢-1

For(&,m5 1) = f W (RAS 2 g3 (DAI(=HT1)(1 + hag(~T: @, TN

BSEGH@[ART DA + BRI 2+ (5.47)

+ 2Re (a(n)(Al(—h_ii') iBi(— h_i%))(l + hay (=T, B) )y s ]X(a/R)R dR

This is estimated using only the size of the integrand:
1 © 2 \7d 2 2 \"d
. L2, —1\-4 -2 I 2.
|[For(E, ) S A 30 (a ) f_w)([_cqgh%] <h 3T> exp( 3h 7|2 )<h 3T> dr (5.48)

We do not need to use the rapid decay of Ai(—h_%%) for negative 7 since it does not improve the upper bound.
If -C < 7 £ —c with some small constant ¢ > 0, then we obtain a gain of O(#*) from the exponential. If

—c < 7 < K3, then we use G41) to Write 7 =1+ (- 1)1 + o(1)). The dominant contribution to (5.48))
therefore comes from the interval |7| ~ 3 whence

\Faeé,m: 1) < @*(@) ™ min (3, 5 AT), (5.49)
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1

where A := h(g—l)‘1 = % By (841), 7 > 3 implies the same for 7. Hence we can write Fy, := Fo—Fy,
777 —ff

in the form

Fa(&.m:h) = 403 fo W (R)X 2q™4(DF 2§ (F)Re (a(@)(Ai(~h31) — iBi(=h 3 1)(1 + hay (-3 @))
Re (a(n)(Ai(=h™37) ~ Bi(-hD)(1 + har (T D), 3 X(ORAR

Integrating by parts using and (5.43) requires that i3 < v < 1. Thus, we split F», further by means
of a partition of unity:

For = Fapp + Fp0.

Here F 2r1 covers the integration over n o< < T < 1, and Fy, deals with 7 ~ 1. Changing variables via
dR = a 'q” dr yields

Fm@mmyzﬂﬁfafvﬁmwumaagmmﬁﬁn—mmm%nxmwmenm»
2g7H(OF G (DRe (al)(Ai(-h38) = Bi(-HS D)1+ Ha (TR, 2

[1>72h3]
The dominant contributions are made by the resonant terms due to phases exhibiting opposite signs. Without

loss of generality it suffices to bound

3

FiiEmh) = ha™ f W R)a@atne s D + ma—n o))

NGO G @I ha (T, g dr
[1>72h3] (5.50)

Wa” a(§)a(n)f HT 5[0 - W R + a0

zq‘z(r)x‘fq_z(f)f_zf_z(l*‘hal(_%;ﬂ)l¥n>wzh%l]}d7

The second expression, which was obtained by integration by parts, is only useful if £ and 7 are not too
close. We estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (5.30) by passing absolute values inside yielding

|F3E Rl < aXa)y™ (5.51)

To obtain the refined bounds in terms of A provided A < 1, we further split the interval o<t < 1

. 1 1 . .. .
according to whether 72 < A or 72 2 A. In other words, using a smooth partition of unity as before, we
split one more time

Fy (& mh) = Fy (€ h) + Fy (6 s 1)

The first term F3 7, (€, 1; 7) corresponds to n o<1t < A?, and we bound it by placing absolute values inside

and using that 7~ l i<T Alt, which yields

|F35,Emm)| s e (@A, for A< L (5.52)
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The second term F3-, lives on A> < 7 < 1, and we integrate by parts as in the second line of (5.50) but

2r12
with y 2 replz:ced by X[1sr2a2)- By (5.42) and (5.43) we have

[1>1>h3]
3 3
0772 — 77)|
3 3
|0-(72 — 72)|?

Placing absolute values inside the integral in the second expression in (5.50) produces the bound

<@-1'rs

_ _ < 3 1
I3 )] 5 Aa(@) f 3+ L= 1) mranny d

0 1 3 5
+ f (T + 5 - I)Z(h‘['_Z + T_Z)X[1>>T>>A2] dT}'

[ee)

On the one hand,
_3 1 _
fT T+ =D s rsadT S fT 1X[1>>T>>A2] dr < |log Al.

Note that without the condition 7 > A? we would have obtained |log({ — 1)| resulting in a loss of log7
which is inadmissible. On the other hand,

15 _ 1 s 1,3
f(T + 4= D3 (15 rsp21 AT S f(T '+ (&= D31 X 15rsn21dT S [IOg A+ REATS,
and
f T+ - 1)%75‘1'_%)([1»7»,\2] dr <h
In combination with (5.51)) these estimates imply
- . 2, \—4 a3 2/ N—4p L
|F3.@Emh)| s ae) A[h+ llog Al + 73 A™% | < a*(a) A3
and in summary,
|Fart (6, m:1)] < @*(@)™ min(1, A%). (5.53)

Next we turn to F»,, which covers the integration over T =~ 1. We will proceed as in Case Az above.
However, since x is no longer large, we need to add the following observation concerning the lower bound

on the derivative of the phase in (3.29). By (.83) and (4.84),

1
Yoy = ——=—=—=+0M), (py)y =

1
+ O(h)
NS G+ NE DT

Note that the derivative on the right-hand side is large if y is close to 1, but it is positive. On the other hand,
by Lemmald.13] ap,, = O(#). This shows that (5.29) continues to hold in the form 0, ®_ =~ ¢ — 1. The same
analysis we used above to bound (3.23)) thus still goes through whence

|Farn(& m; 1)) < @' min(1, @) min (1, A®) (5.54)

This completes the discussion for case Aj.
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It remains to deal with case Ay, namely, 0 < x < 1. Lemmas 4.22] and [4.24] imply that, for
sufficiently small 7,

(—T)% ~ —log x
uniformly in the parameters. By the definition of ¢ and (4.90), for 7 < —1 (i.e. 0 < x < %x,), we have

S

T Xt

This together with the asymptotic profile for the Airy function gives

_ 3 _
h%x—%q—%(r)Ai(—h—%r)a + hao(—r,a;h))’ <2 ITIEDT L ! (5.55)

Since ¥ = x{ ~ x, we have T <« —1 and

mx gt (DAL (—h—%%) (1 + hao(-7, B; h))‘ <Rt
Therefore, with p = chi~! and a fixed small constant ¢ > 0,
| fo  Moert) - Wi RIS OAIH 01 + hag(—,a: 1)
B F @ADL + ag(—7, B )R dR|

3 (2a)”!
-2 -4 —1+ -4
Sa f (x/@)y "X dx =« ”f My dy
0 0

< haX{ay™ < X)) min(1,A),

(5.56)

since A 2 7i. Adding this estimate to the sum of the prior cases, i.e., (3.31), (5.49), (3.33), (5.34)), establishes
the bound stated in (5.3). The bound in the last line of (5.36) is good enough for our purposes, but crude. In

fact, we gain an exponential factor of the form 277 = e

Now we turn to Case B where & <« 5. As before, we break the integral in (5.21) into three separate
regions, namely x > 1 (case B3), followed by x ~ 1 (case B;), and finally 0 < x <« 1 (case B;). Beginning
with B3, we need to estimate the expression F3(&, n; 7i) defined by (3.23). The bound (5.26)) is replaced by

IF3&m )l < £ 2™ min(1, 0?)
In Case B, we have £ — 1 = ¢ = (5/£)? which implies that the phases in (5.28) satisfy
0x@.(x, 3 1, O = £

uniformly in the parameters. Integrating by parts as in the calculation leading up to (3.30) yields

F3(&,n; )| < Cr 3 (D) P (ay™ (5.57)
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for any ¢ > 1. In Case B, we have x ~ 1, i.e., |r] < 1 as well as ¥ > 1 and 7 > 1. Thus, (3.32) now takes
the form

(&, myh) 2=j(: Wy (R)$R, & MR, m; )y ()R dR

=2a72 f Wy (R)Y(@R)S x2 73 (r)| Ai(=1 T1)(1 + hag(-T: e, Xt
0 TISTS
(5.58)

+2Re (a()(Ai(=h™57) = BiC-h D)1+ han )y, o |
A3 E 2 (PRe (a(m)(Ai(=737) — iBi(=A73D)(1 + har(—%; B))) dx
= Fae&,m 1) + For(€,m51)
where the summands in the last line correspond to the respective summands inside the brackets. Below we

will simplify (5.38)) using that X3Fh = l _%, see (3.63), (5.64). The factors a(£), a(n) are uniformly bounded
and do not affect the bounds. By Lemma4.13|we have

¥ = W(xa,4,h) 1= 272 = F—y(Bi 1) + p(%, B 1) = Lx— y(Bi7) + p(lx, By ) = {x (5.59)

W

and the oscillatory Airy functions are as follows, see (4.124]):
I SN S R _2.
A=A 3T) F Bi(-h 3T) =c.(A737) 2 -7 - (1 + b(h37)).

By @122), b(h™3%) = hb(%, B; h) with 85b(%, 8; ) = O(¥*1). We can thus absorb the factor (1 + b(h~37))
into the factor (1 + %a;(7;B)) above. We shall carry out this step without further mention, also for the
non-oscillatory Airy function. Integration by parts in (5.38)) is carried out by means of the identity

i i

| (5.60)
L:=nlioY(x;a,C,h)] O
Since X > 1, the derivative of the phase satisfies
0yY = (1 + px(X.B; ) = L(1 + O(X %)) = ¢ (5.61)
Y = FoE 'y = 7, k=2 '
where the final ~ holds due to ¥ ~ /. From (£.73),
WE R qA@OETDTE = 0 E (- Qo(R B ) T,
with Corollary [4.9] providing the bounds
—Qo(F @) =1, |KQo(E ash)| s ¥ =2 k2 1. (5.62)

We break up Fop = Fpn + Fop1 further, by means of a smooth partition of unity adapted to |x — x;(a, #)| < h%,
respectively —1 < x — x; < —h3. Note that by Lemma 4.11] we may interchange 7 with x — x,() in these



106 JOACHIM KRIEGER, SHUANG MIAO, AND WILHELM SCHLAG

conditions. Thus, up to a constant multiplicative factor which we ignore,

Fy(€m: 1) = hisa~2a(n fo e (LYW (x/a)g™ T (A=D1 + hag(—T; a, 1)

1 (5.63)
(~QuEBM) A+ R TN, o [drtec
where “cc” stands for complex conjugate. Similarly,
0 3
Fon(€.m:1) = ha 2a(m) f et (LYW (x/a)g 5 (@) (~0) "5 (1 + hiag(-ri . )
0 (5.64)

(~Qo(E.B: 1) (1 + han (—T: Py : Jdx+ ce.

[—1sx—x (@)s-h3]

We now analyze the contribution of each factor as it arises by integrating by parts in Fyg, see (3.38)). First,
it follows by induction that

(LY = =10, 9. ¥ (& m)] )"

- Z ff oyt a;f“xyak (5.65)
B coett: (ax\P)mH’ X
where the sum runs over those terms which obey ji + jo+...+ je+k =m, 0 < € < m, min(ji, j2,..., je) > 1.

The coeflicients are some absolute constants. In view of (3.61)), the factors in the sum are of size

AR Tk SRR SO
(@, ¥y o

N é«k—Z(m+£) < é«—m—3f <™ (5.66)

since £ + k < m. Thus, we gain (/)" in (5.63) and (5.63), and it remains to estimate the effect of 3%,
0 < k < m, in these integrals. We now analyze X derivatives of each of the factors in forall k > 1,
and uniformly in the parameters such as x =~ 1:

a 2|OK(W (x/a))| < Cihi'a®(a)™, as one checks by differentiation of (5.20).

By Lemma4.13] |al;q_%(7')| < Cy.

Iai(Ai(—h‘%T))( 2 ) < Cili3, again using Lemmald.13]

[lx—x,(@)|<h3 ]
By Lemmas @30, B3] [0X(1 + Fiag(~7; a, )| < Cy h*5 for 7] < h3.
By @122), 16%(1 + hao(—7; @, W)| < Cyhlr|™>~* for 13 < It 5 1.
By (5.62) and % = £, one has 0%(-Qo(%,8; 1) ~5] < C 2.

- 1

By Lemma see ({127), and g—; = (=Qo(#)/%)2, one checks that |0%(1 + ha,(—7;8, 7)) <
Cehig™h.
We remark that / = —7 in Lemmas 430 43T and elsewhere in that section has nothing to do with
(= (n/g)% as it appears here. In summary, these bounds imply that for any m > 0,

Faro(&m: 1)) < Cow (@)™ (h/ )2 (03 J0)" (5.67)
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The factor %? arises as hgh‘lh%, the latter being the length of the integration interval. This same estimate
also holds for Faz (£, n; %) as can be seen by a dyadic decomposition —7 = 2/ h3. Indeed, one then has

2 3
h(~7)"% exp (—ﬁ(—r)%) < hiptem 3P

which is rapidly decaying in j. We leave the remaining details to the reader. Thus, F,, also satisfies the

bound (5.67).

The analysis of F5,.(&,n; i) is similar. Indeed, up to uniformly bounded factors, this term is the sum of

the following four integrals:
Fi:=a> _fhf W, (x/@)(tq(1)™ ¥ (= Qo(%: B, 7)) 4exp(—(

(1 + hat (-0, 1)) (1 + haf (~7; 8. 7)) dx

3
2

NILA
~]1

) )X (3 sx-x(@)s1]

H

We write the complex exponential as i with phases
2 3 3
Oi(x;a, ) = 3 (ir% + f%)

andaf :=ay, aj:=a, aj:=a, aj:= a.
It suffices to consider one choice of signs here due to the fact that 7 > 1 and 0 < 7 < 1, and we write
® = ®F. Then
9,0 =72g7 + 0¥ =~ ¢
1 1
02D = ET_%Q + Er%a,q + 0P ~ 7 (5.68)
0D = 177, k>2

ee (5.61). We redefine £ as in (5.60) but with ® in place of P. In analogy with (5.64) we now have
‘P £\ + 1
=ha 27 f (LYW, (x/a)(Tq(T)) 4( Qo(X; 8, 1))~ 4)([7“ rem@sl]
(1 + hay (-7, h)) (1 + ha (=7; B, ) | dx

where (L*)™ is given by (5.65) but with @ in place of ¥. In view of the preceding bullet list, and with m > 2
and k, ¢ and the sum as in (3.63)), we have

Far(& )| s a2 f Z gm“’
(1 + aday (-7, a, 1) (1 + ha (-7; 8, 1)) ]| dx

1
- R ke [ —1- 3
Shma2<a>4§ {2 mcfz‘rﬁkm(?' S T k)d‘r
h

3

s aXay™ Y W) < oXa) 0 ) (3 ™

>0

[W+(x/a’)( —1q(1)Q0(X; )" 4Xh3 <x—x(@)<1]

< o) BIO) (3 1O
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To pass to the third line we used that g —-m— i < —1 due to £ < m and m > 2. The final estimate exactly

matches (5.67) whence
\Fa(& 0| < CpaXa)™ (/02 R5 /2)", Y m>0 (5.69)

It remains to analyze the contribution of Case B;. Let y(x) be a smooth cutoff which equals 1 on 0 < x < %
and is supported on 0 < x < % We split the integral

Fi(&m;h) = fo Wy (R)G(R, & @R, 1; M (ORdR = o~ fo Wy (x/@)p(R, & PR, 3 Ty (x)x dx

3 00
=>la f W (/b3 x2 g(rs )3 Ai(=h37)(1 + hao(=T: @, B)@(R. 7: )y ;(F: h) dx
=1 0
= (Fi1 + Fio + Fi3)(é,1m:h) (5.70)

where 23:1 X j(T:h) = x(x) is a smooth partition of unity corresponding to 7 < —1, 7| < 1, T 2 1, respec-
tively. Then, on the one hand, by @.112) and with N = (2A)"!,

IFLEnhl s a2 fo (xfa)™ (Qo(x; @, 1) Qo(: B, 1)) F e~ EDTHEDD)
(1 + Aao(—7; a, W)(1 + hao(=7; B, 7))y 1(F; h) dx

1 1
<a ¥t fo “ ey ot ) dx < a2 fo * (eay 2N dx G.71)
< ha 2 N2 min(1, (@)Y
< haXa)y e N2
and, on the other hand,
Fis.mh) = 2072 fo " W /e g A (1 + o7 0, )
n3 527 ) Re (a(p)(Ai(=h3%) = iBi(=h"39)(1 + hiar(~F; @, ) )3 (F: 1) dx 57

= 2ha 2 fow W2 (/) (Qo(xs s 1)) (= Qo (s BT~ e 502 (1 + o=, )

Re (a(mer™ (1 + i (—%; B, 1) 11 acrect X

where we wrote the smooth cutoff function x3(7;7%) = x{;-1«r<1}> and ¥ is defined in (3.59). Integrating by
parts by means of £ defined in (5.60) we obtain

Fis( ;1) = hoa(m) fo e (LYW (/) (Qox: o, 1)) % (—Qo (s B. 1)) % e 5 57

(1 + hag(—t; , )1 + hay (-3 8, h)),y[g_l«x«l]] dx + cc.,
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cf. (3.64). In view of (3.63) and (5.66),
|F13(€:, 1, h)l < ha/_zé’_% Z gk—Z(mH’) f
0

{+k<m

a];{W;(x/a) (Qo(x; @, h))‘% (—00(%: 8, h))-jT -5

(5.74)
(Yix<al + Xixzal) (1 + Rdo(—T; @, W))(1 + hdiy (—7; B, h)))([g—1<<x<<1]}| dx

Here x[x<o) and x[x3q] are smooth cutoffs.
We now analyze 9% derivatives of each of the factors in (5.74)) for all k > 1, and uniformly in the parame-
ters such as x < 1:

e By differentiation of (5.20), a2 |6’; (W,T(x/a/))| < Cli'a>*if x < @ and a2 |6’; (W,T(x/a/))| <
Cihi~la?x 47k if x > a.
° a§ |Qo(x; a, h)l_% < Ckx%_k by the definition of Qy(x; a, /) and the fact that 0 < x <« 1

- _1 _
o 0% (=Qu(%:B,1)7%| < Ci 7 by (5.62)
3
o |0f (Xxgae_%(_‘r)z ) < C;x¥* by Lemma[. 17 and the second equation in @112}

3
o |0f (szae‘a—zh(—r)z )‘ < CixV* by the first equation in @112)

o |0%(1 + hay (—%; B, 1))| < Cihi ™! by LemmaE29]
By Lemma4.30] |8’;(1 + hay(—T; a, h))| < Cili(-1)3xFfora > 1
e By Lemma[ﬂw’;(l + hay(—T; a, h))| < Cihix ¥ for0< a < 1.
To obtain the last two estimates in the above list, besides Lemma and Lemma [4.31] we also use the
estimate |%| < (—T)_%.
This bullet list implies that for a constant ¢ € (0, 1),

1
Fia&,m ] shaX(@)n7' 3™ | dx g haXa)y i, (5.75)
é’*l
Finally we consider Fy,. Similar to (5.72), we have

Fia(€.m:h) = 2072 f Wi (x/a)h x2 q(rs )4 Ai(=A 3 1)(1 + hag(—T; o, 7))
0

(5.76)
7T 25(7 1) 5 Re (a()(Ai(=137) = iBi(=A~30)(1 + i (= . 1) (73 1) dx
We simply bound the oscillatory Airy function in absolute value by
[¥4(7; 1y ¥ Re (atn(Ai(=h737) = iBi(-h D)1 + hian(~7; 0, )| < 1.
Then similar as for F;, we have
1
7 3
Fia& ) sa™ f (x/@) ™ 1Q0(x W F e OV |1 4 Réig(—73 o0, )| (B ) lx
0
(5.77)

1
_ 4 _ 1
<a 2f (x)ay ™ xN2 dx

0

$h02<a,>—4év—N+l .
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So the estimates (3.71),(3.73) and (3.77) finally conclude the proof of (5.3) and (3.4).

We now turn to bounding the derivatives in the variables f%, resp., n%, and we consider k| = 1,k =0
in (5.6). We need to verify that differentiating once in & 3 results in the same bound that we obtained above
for the undifferentiated case, but with a loss of @~ ! if 0 < @ < 1. We will instead differentiate in «, resp., 8
using that BE 1= 10y, 0 1= hdg. Beginning with Case A3, rewrite (3.2J) in the form

, n
F . _ -1 2,1 * + 1o -1 i[x—y(a)+p(x;a/)] -1
& mh) = dn” ha 22 f W, (x/@)(1 +p'(x; @) *Re (a(@)e’ (1+h0(x™"))
0
(1+ /(L) Re (almei PO+ hOG) x(x) dx (5.78)
e ool —— i , _1 , _L
= 4r a2 a@aly) fo e OWH (/) (1 + 0" (5 @) 72 (1 +p' (x5 )2
e%[y(ﬁ)—)’(d)+,0(x;a)—ﬂ(x§;ﬂ)](1 + hO(x_l))/\/(x) dx + cc (5.79)
+ 47 ha ™2 3 a@)atn) f FOW (x/a)(1 +p/ (@) 2 (1 + p/ (W3 8)) 2
0
e%[—y(B)—y(a)+p(x;a)+p(x{;ﬁ)] a1+ hO(x_l)))((x) dx + cc (5.80)

where “cc” stands for complex conjugate. As noted above, the O(x~!) has symbol behavior under differenti-
ation in x, and each derivative in & brings out a factor of a~!. The latter follows from @.127). We only treat
the term (5.79), since (5.80) satisfies better bounds. By (4.154) and (4.163)), we have d,a(¢) = O(a™") uni-
formly in all parameters (while a(§) = O(1)). Writing { = B/a implies {, = —{/a and {g = {/B. Therefore,
in view of Lemmal4.13] differentiating

a2 aE a1 +p'(x:0)) 2 (1 + p (i f) 2 ef VP @ERGEN (1 4 pO(x 7))

in a produces a sum of terms of similar form, but multiplied with extra factors which are bounded by a~! or
even by A(1 + @)~ (or Ai(1 + @)~ as for y’(@)). On the other hand,

0o (Wi (x/@)) = —a” (WY (x/a)x/a = i~ o' O(x/a) ™)

which differs from W (x/a) = Elo(x/a)y™) only by the @' factor. Note that all these terms are better by a
factor of 7 than what we need since we are actually taking a derivative 7d,. The most important contribution
results from

10y 1070 = jr X o21-0
a

Since we are in the regime ¢ ~ 1, the only effect here is to multiply the potential W, (x/@) by one factor
of g Consider first @ > 1. Due to the fact that in our estimation of F3 above the dominant contribution in
the integrals flw ...dx came from x ~ @, we see that we arrive at the same estimate as above by analogous
arguments. The only essential feature here is that W,' (x/@)x/a remains integrable at x = oo since it decays
like x~3 (this changes if we were to take three derivatives). On the other hand, if 0 < @ < 1, then we lose a
factor of a~! since the dominant contribution to the integral is derived from the region x ~ 1. In summary,
the upshot from this discussion is that Case A3 satisfies the claimed estimate.
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Turning to Case A,, we rewrite (3.32)) in the form

Fa(é,mh) = hSa ¢ fo W, (e/a)g™* (OF @A) + hao(—Ti . W)y, 2 +

+ 2Re (a(@)(Ai(=h37) — iBi(—h 3 D)(1 + hay (=15 @)y [Tzh%]] (5.81)

o2 -
|[AICRTS0)(1 + hao (-, )2 +

+ 2Re (a((Ai(=h57) = Bi(=A 3 D)1 + har (TP, > | x(x)dx

[72h3]
where the integration runs over x =~ 1. We differentiate this expression by 66 1= hd, using Lemma[4.11] in

the regime x ~ 1. Viewed as functions of x and a, the derivative 9, gains a factor of 7i(1 + &)~>, uniformly
in this regime, while
0aT = 0o7(xL.B) = —(O1 )L, B X/ = O(a™)

By Lemma [4.11] and the chain rule, both d,q(t(x, @), @) and 0,5(F) = duq(t(x{,B),B) are bounded by
O(a™"). The potential term is treated the same as in Case A3 above, as are 01_2{ -1 and a(é), a(n). We now
consider the case when the d,, derivative falls on a;, j = 0, 1. Note that both 0, and a; come with a factor
of 7, so in total we gain a factor of #%. First (suppressing 7 from the notation), by the preceding bound on
7, and Lemmas and 4.37] (with { = —7 in those lemmas having nothing to do with the ¢ used in this
proof),

Bato(—T(x, @); @) = —T, 1a0(=T, @) + Bpao(-T,@) = O(@™"), -1<7%< h3

Here we used that d1ag(—7, @) = O(h_%), see and (4.143)), which is harmless due to the gains of
factors of 2. We remark that the main argument above for Case A, only needs the size of the integrand in the
regime of 7 in which qg is relevant, so these bounds suffice (without any further differentiation, in contrast
to the oscillatory a; regime we integrate by parts once in 7 as independent variable). Next,

Wit

stxt‘Fh

N~

Butto(=F3) = Do ao(~T(xL.B):B) = x5a” ' Dr7(xL. B rao(~F.B) = O™ 5),

By (4.127)
Boa1 (—1(x, @), @) = —T4 1a1(~T, @) + dhai (-1, @) = O(a)™")

Differentiating this once in x (which is the same as differentiating in 7 up to a factor of g2 =~ 1), leads

to a loss of a factor of =3 which is harmless given the aforementioned %> whence 0,0,a1(-T(x, @), @) =

O(h_% (@)™"). A more delicate term is %a; (—7, 8) = hai(—t(¢x, 8), B) since it is involved in one integration
by parts relative to 7, see (5.50). On the one hand,

H0uar (=7, ) = PO RO peafa = 0 (PFHa! | = 0 ta!), 720d  (582)
and on the other, by (4.127)), another derivative in x (or 7) loses a further factor of 773 In conclusion, those
terms in which the 8, derivative does not fall on the Airy functions are treated in the exact same fashion as
in Case A, above, with the net effect of a factor of 7ia~! for all @ > 0 which multiplies the original estimate.
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From (@.124)), for all x > 1,
(Ai(=x) + iBi(-x)) = cx%(l + b1(x)) (Ai(—x) + iBi(—x))

(5.83)
b () = 0 37F), k=0
whence
1o, (Ai (—h—%r) — [Bi (—h—%r)) =ct1it, (1 +hO (r—%)) (Ai (—h—%r) — [Bi (—h—%r)) (5.84)
for T > K3, with |ro| < (1 + @)>. Similarly,
1
Al'(x) = cxZ(1 + ba(x)Ai(x)
? (5.85)

3_

bPx) = 0275, k=0

leading to the same type of gain of the /(1 + @)~ factor. Using that 50,7 = O(ha~') from above, we
conclude that 7id,, acting on the second bracket in (5.81)) yields the oscillatory term

hda (Ai (—h—%%) - iBi(—h—%%)) =c720(a") (1 + 10 (%—%)) (Ai (—h—%%) - iBi(—h—%%)) (5.86)

and analogously for the decaying Airy function. This shows that by repeating the exact same arguments as
in the undifferentiated Case A,, see in particular (5.50)), we obtain the desired bound.

It remains to consider Case A;. Using that g = —%, we rewrite the relevant integral in this case,
see (3.36)), in the form
X0 /@

W (RIS X2 g~ 1 (DAI(=h~3T)(1 + hag(~, @; IS X 23 (DAI(=h37)(1 + hag(~, B; B)R dR
0

= a2, f "’ W (x/a)(Qo(x, a)Qo(gx,ﬁ>>‘%e‘3—2h“‘T>% +-0)3 (1 + hag(—7, a; W)(1 + iag(=7, B; 1)) dx
0

with some 0 < xo < 1. The terms arising if 0, hits @~ = W (x/a) are the same as above. Next,

9Q0(x, @)  01Q0({x, )
Qo(x, @) Qo(¢x.B)

By the term in brackets is O(a~"). Here we also used the fact that if 0 < x << 1,0 < {x < 1, then

Qo(lx 5 = X2, Qo(gl“x 5= £*x?. The dominant contribution is (recall T = 7(x, a; %) and 7 = 7(xZ, 8; 1))

1 1 1
0a(Qo(x, @)Qo({x,B)) * = —Z(Qo(x, @)Qo(¢x,B) * [ x(/a]

3 3 3 3
i0ge FIEDHED2] _ =Gl 402 ((—T)%T(, — (-D0T(L )t o (5.87)

By @.112), 7, = 0((—‘[’)_%0’_1) and 07(xZ,B) = O(x‘l(—%)‘%) whence
10,e~ FEDHED _ o 1) HIEnT 4D (5.88)
as desired. Finally, by and @.143)),
Oato(—T(x, @); @) = =T 01a0(—T, @) + Joao(—T, @)

= 0((-1) 2™ )(=D)? + 0(@™") = O™,
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and
dato(~T:8) = 0o ag(~T(xL. B B) = xga‘law(xg B) d1a0(~7. B)
= 3o O((-) 2 x )O(-1)?) = 0(a™)
uniformly in the regime 0 < x < 1 (which corresponds to 7 < —1).
Case B, which means n > £ or £ > 1, now proceeds entirely analogously. For example, (5.57) needs to
be replaced by
04 F3E mm| < Ced 2 (/0 ala)™ (5.89)

&2

for any ¢ > 1, reflecting a loss of a factor of max(1,a~!). This can be seen by applying %, to (5.79)
and (5.80), followed by the exact same integration by parts which yield (3.23). The analysis of B, and B;
proceed in the same way and we skip the details. The other derivatives akll a"g which can appear in the
3 g2
regime kj + ky < 2 are also treated in the same fashion, leading to the estimates claimed in the proposition.
We now turn to the expressions

(af% +0 4 )k F&mh) =1t (0, + aﬂ)k F(& ;1)

assuming & ~ i or { =~ 1. Thus it suffices to apply the operator 7 (aa + (9,3! and its powers to Case A above.
We begin with Case A3, see (5.79) and (5.80). The key identities for are

—ihd et 179 = (1 = £)er*1-0

10 + 9)et 170 = —iZ(1 = 0)ei 170 = _pZ g i 10 690
a a
and for (5.80) they take the form
—ih e O = (1 4 £)ei 10
(5.91)

i X i x1- i
(0 + Op)en 149 = i=(1 - Qe = hes gaxehxﬂﬁ).

Thus, applying (5.90) to (5.79), respectively (5.91)) to (5.80), yields, upon integration by parts in x,
(O + ) Fa&.m: ) = 4n‘1ha‘2§‘%a(§%> fo e 1-0n0, | Wy e/t (1 + 9/ () (1492 8)
et DB-y@)rp(xia)—p(Lp)] (1+70Gh) x(x)] dx + cc (5.92)
+4r ha 2 2a(§>a(n>— f 0o, [W*(x/a)x/a(l +0 (5 Q) 2 (1 +p/ (R B))

o[BIy @+p(xarp(p)] (1+70G) x()] dx + cc + O (ha™'T) (5.93)

The final O-term here is a result of those expressions in which the 7(d, + dg) derivatives fall on the non-
oscillatory terms, and they are treated as above. It is essential here that we obtain O(fie~'T) rather than
O(hmax(1, @~ )I) as in the case of %d, and hdg, see (5.6). As explained in the paragraph preceding (5.81)),
the reason for the absence of a gain of @~! for @ > 1 lies only with the extra x-factor resulting from d, hitting
the complex exponential. This term is absent in the O(-) in (3.93). Placing absolute values in the integrals
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in and (5.93)), and using Lemma.13] as before, yields a bound of O(fia~?) = 0(§_%F). Iterating this
process leads to (5.7).

For Case A,, we return to the integral (5.81)). As we proved in the paragraph preceding (5.83)), if either
hd, or, by symmetry, 1dg, fall on any term other than the Airy functions in the integral in (5.81), then we

k
obtain a net factor of 7ia~! as required for (5.7) (recall @ ~ f8). Furthermore, if (h(?(,)k, respectively, (hﬁﬁ)
with k > 2 hits any term in (5.81)) other than the Airy functions and ag, a;, then by Lemmas 410, .11 4.13]
we obtain the desired (ia~!)* factor. For the case of a -7, @) = aj(-7(x,a),a), with j = 0,1, we have

from (@.127), (4.136)), and @.143),
10 haj(—7, @) = —1*0,7(x, @)(01a;)(~T, @) + H*(02a;)(~T, @)

- 0(h3<a>—3|r|—%) +0(rPa") = 0(r?a™)

for 13 < |r] < 1 (and as the reader can check also for |7]| < h3 ). The higher order derivatives (110,)! ha (=T, @)
are linear combinations of terms of the form

A ohr. T e (-ta), ki 4.tk tm=0 k21,120 (5.94)

By Lemmas and E111 85t = O(h(1 + @) ™%2), whereas by the aforementioned bounds on a; and their
derivatives, {05 a;(-7, @) = O (lrl%_"oz_m). In conclusion, the term in (3.94)) is bounded by, for n < Tl < 1,

1 1
< h2€+1—m(1 + a)—Zn—(f—m)lTp—na—m < h€+l i h(—m(l + a)—€+m|_[_|§—na—m < h€+1a—€

using that m + n < ¢, and the same bounds also applies to |7| < %3. While we have so far not made use of
the sum of the derivatives, higher derivatives of the more delicate a (-7, 5) = a; (-7(x{, ), 5) do require the
sum 8, + dp, cf. (5.82)). The point being that (71d,)’ fia (7, ) generates expressions of the form

W0 a (%, B) (0.7 = o(hf“ﬁﬁ—fa—f)

which violate our desired bounds if # ~ 73 and € becomes large. Note that there are other contributions
from the expression for (1i0,)! ha (=7, ), which, however, contributes less powers in 177! Now

W(0o + Op)ha;(—%,B) = W2 x{B1 (¢ — 1)(01a;)(—7, B)017(x{, f)

, ) ) ) (5.95)
— 17 (01a))(-T, B)(OpT)(xL, B) + h™Bra;(—T7, B)

The final term is O (hza/_l), which is better by a factor of 72 than what we need. The derivative 0;a; loses

1

(If'l + h%) *. In the second term this loss is compensated for by (9p7)(x{,B) = 0(h(1 + 0/)_3). For the
integration by parts in 7, we need the following estimates (by Lemma .11} Lemma[4.29]and (3.46)):

ot ! ox _

or 0 ot
The powers in 7~! above are compensated by the extra power in 7. On the other hand, by (5.33) we have
7> (¢-1ift > 0. Thus, in the first term of with j = 1 one has (¢ — 1)(01a1)(-7,B) = 0(7”'%)
(note that a; in (5.81)) only involves 7 > 0). In the subsequent integration by parts in 7, the operator d; hits

Lo Facrpl=0(m). wioarpli=o(n ).
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the first term on the RHS of (5.93). Again by Lemma[4.11] Lemma[4.29]and (5.46), the most troublesome
contribution is

- - or
g™ (¢ = D@ a1 HA L) - o
, which is bounded in absolute value by
21 ~2-2 21
S ((—-DiE>~ <shp,

S . . . Sl
which is better than what we need. This argument for j = 1 can be iterated: the term 727% arising in

(0o + 9p))"ha (-7, B) from are compensated for by (¢ — 1)*. The details are as in (5.94) above,
and we skip them. The end result is that this particular expression derived from (3.81)) gives O(Fi"a™™) (the
integration by parts in 7, see (5.50)), generates a loss of at most %3 which is absorbed by the extra 7 factor
at our disposal). Here we also used the estimate on the higher order derivatives: %| < 1, which is seen by

Lemmald.1T] (5.37).
For j = 0, i.e., ap(—7,8) = ao(—1(x{, B), B), the mechanism is slightly different. It is only the first term
of that requires a different argument. Using (5.33) once again, we distinguish three cases: (i) if

T > —c({ — 1) with some absolute constant 0 < ¢ < 1, then K3 > T 2 { — 1 and the same argument as for a;
applies. (ii) if 7 < —C({ — 1) with some absolute constant C > 1,then 7 ~ 7 < —C({ — 1) whence |7| 2 { -1
and we can argue again as for a;. (iii) if —7 ~ ¢ — 1, then we use the factor Ai (—h_%T) from (3.81)) to bound

3
<S¢ - D e i <

Al (_h—%f) & = 1) (D1a0) (—F. BN T(xL. )

uniformly in the parameters, which is sufficient (we can ignore the —% power preceding the exponential
bound of Ai). For the higher derivatives we encounter terms of the form

Ai (=) g - 1 (0 ag) (<7, )

3
ST = D + B2 e

3
< hm+1a—m(§ _ l)mh—%me—%lg—lli < hm+1a,—m
It remains to consider the derivatives of the Airy functions, which are governed by and (3.86). In
view of these equations, we lose a factor of 7 by differentiating Ai (—hif) and the other Airy function.
However, if the argument is 7 and not 7, then we regain this factor in 7, resp., 73 which are each bounded

by 7(1 + a)~3. This process can be repeated and we gain the desired (7i/a)™ without having to exploit the
trace type derivative d, + dg. In contrast, we do not gain 7 in (5.86) and instead invoke the following:

(00 +35) (Ai (—h—%f) _Bi (—h—%%)) = 7} (7 +75) (1 " h()(f—%)) (Ai (—h—%%) _iBi (—h—%%))
To + T = OIDOL A (1= ) + (200, B)

The second term is 7i/a and again regains the essential 7 factor, while the first one is of size ({ — 1)/a. By
(3.42) and (5.33)), and assuming 7 > —c(£ — 1) for simplicity as in case (i) in the preceding paragraph,

e (73 - 78)| = ¢ - 7

Integrating by parts as in (3.30) in 7 therefore gains a factor of 77/« (note the #2 in (5.96)). As we iterate this
process, we accumulate a factor of (i/@)"7™, albeit at the expense of 97 hitting all terms in the integrand

(5.96)
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other than the complex exponential, cf. (3.30). If the operator 7(d,, + dp) hits the coeflicient of the oscillatory
Airy function in (5.96)), we again obtain a bound like 77 /a. In fact we have

1@ +99)(F1) - (7a + 75) = 174 @O0 P P61 - 0

. . . . o 2 .. . .
Then upon integration by parts twice, we obtain a bound as (in view of 23 < 7, since we are in the oscillatory
regime)

1 (17, B LB s B2

The case when the derivative 7(d, + dp) hits the factor 7, + 75 is handled similarly, and it is in fact lower
order.

Note that in order to obtain the factor involving A = %( — 1)~ which is necessary for the I' bound (5.3),
we then need to carry out one more integration by parts exactly as in (3.50). If the 9" hits %‘%Zzl(—%, B)
in (3.50), then we lose ¥~ which is exactly compensated for by the 7" that we gained. However, if 9" hits
g 1(—7, @), then we lose 77". Recall our conditions |£ — 1| < h%§ (which we have not used before) and
& ~ nfor (3.7). They imply that 0 < ¢ -1 < h%, which ensures that T =~ 7, since we can assume that 7 > h3
dIf |7 < h%, then we don’t even need the integration by parts argument).

Finally, Case A is easy due to the exponential gain inherent in the regime 0 < x < 1, see the comment
following (5.56). We can therefore pass any number of %id,, resp. iidg derivatives into the integral in (5.56)
without any concern about losing powers of 7i. The are swallowed by the gain of exp(—cf~!) which we have
at our disposal.

Now we turn to the case when 2 < n < Ny for some fixed Ny. We use F,(&,n) to denote the off-diagonal

kernel (3.21)):
Fu(&,m) 1=‘f0‘ W, (R)pn(R, é)¢n(R. 1) dR. (5.97)

Here ¢,(R,-) = w,()¢(R, ) is as in Proposition [4.37] and was constructed with respect to the measure dR,
which appears in (5.97). We start with the bound on F,,(&, i) itself. When 0 < RE 2 < Rn% < 1, we have, by
@.178),

* + _1 1 n_1 n_1 77% R?-1
ﬁ Wn (R)XRf%S%XRU%S%(bn(R’g)gbn(R’rl)dR’ Sé‘ 477 4 '52 4772 4‘f0‘ de
1\n—1
p() e, e
< n2
- 3
n-llognl- &, if n<1
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Next we turn to the case 0 < Rfé <1« Rn%. We have, by @.178) and (4.179) (Here we only look at

1
e®E2 (1 + g (R, £)), and its conjugate can be handled similarly),

+
ﬁ Wn (R)XRf% ngRI]%»l(pn(R’ §)¢H(R9 77) dR

N , ~4 A0 iy
= fo W R g (IR E) Xy 1 g (L F 8+ (Rm)dR (5.99)
patn 1

= fo Wi (R o  On(RE) X 4 aR(eiR"2)<1+g+<R,n))dR

¥ Ja(pl
By Lemmal4.36land (4.178)), upon a differentiation in R on the factor W, (R)¢, (R, £)(1 + g+ (R, 1)), we obtain
a factor of & %, compared to the undifferentiated one. Therefore after integration by parts, we obtain

. 3
mln{l,nz
<
~ 1
7

1 N
—}(f_) for 0<N<n  (5100)

‘ fo WIRW Xt On(REYOu(R. 1) dR

2

Now we consider the case when R¢ 2> 1 and Rn% > 1. This is similar to the previous case, because when
Og hits W} (R)n(R, €)(1 + g+ (R, 1)), we again obtain an extra factor of & 3. Therefore we have

. 3
- min{l, &2}
’L Wn (R)XR§%>>1XR”%>>1¢71(R’§)¢n(Ra U)dR’ pS —n%

1\N
. (5—2) , forany N >0. (5.101)
&

n?

ESE

N
Now we refine the estimates when R§% < 1 and > 1 to obtain the rapid decay factor (@) . We again

n
start with the expression

Fn(&,m) i=f0 W, (R)pn(R, €)¢n(R, MR dR.

Here ¢,(R, &) is the Fourier basis with respect to the measure R dR, and W,/ (R) is a linear combination of
m where k > 2. Since now 2 < n < Ny, the n-dependence of W, (R) is not a concern here. Therefore
without loss of generality, we consider

« 1
j(: (1—+ R2) $n(R, E)n(R,nR dR. (5.102)
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A direct calculation gives
7 fo ) mfpn(& E)¢u(R, MR AR = - fo ) mrbn(& EH; (¢a(R, M) RAR
=¢ fo i mm& E)¢n(R, MR dR
2" ( - le)k)aR (4R.E) Gu(RDRAR  (5.103)
+ fo R0 ( as le)k)qbn(R, E)¢u(R, MR AR

e 1
- fo 82((1 Rz)k)¢n(R,§)¢n(R,n)RdR-

Since 8123 (m) and R™'0g (m) are again linear combinations of the functions of the form m, the
third and the fourth terms on the RHS of (5.103) can be the same way as (3.102). So we focus on the second
term on the RHS of (5.103). With ¢o(R), ¢;(R), j > 1 given by Lemma.35land w,(¢) given by Proposition
4.37] we have, for RE ] < 1,

$n(R.£) = Po(R)Wy (&) [1 + > 6iR) (R%)|.

=1

It follows that, for a constant C,, depending on n,

X IR (Pn(R,€)) =C,R ' ¢(R, €) + Rpu(R, ) -

> uiwy (R€)

720

|
Ré2 <1

for certain coefficient functions ¢ ;(R) satisfying analogous bounds as the ¢;(R). In fact, if Rf% < 1lis
sufficiently small, the reciprocal of [1 + 219 j(R)(sz)j ] can be also expanded into a power series in R%¢.
So we conclude that, for some constant Cy , depending on k, n, and some constant Dy depending on &,

0 1
ﬁ XR§%<<1 R((1 RZ)k)aR (¢n(Ra'f))¢n(R, U)RdR
0 1
=f0 XR§%<<1C]""W¢"(R’ Edn(R, MR dR (5.104)

+fo Xreb ¥ T3 Rz)k‘b"(R 0| v (Re)

JZ0
Using the fact that ;(R) has rapid decay in j and ¢ ;(R) is a function of R?, the terms on the RHS of
can be handled the same way as
The refined derivative estimates follow in the same way, using the relations:

H;; (056n(R. €)) = = £05pn(R, ) — kS pu(R.), for k2 1. (5.105)

$n(R, MR dR.
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Now we turn to the derivatives of F, (¢, n), if RE 2 < 1and Rn% < 1, then by (@.178)), upon a differentiation

iné 2 (or n% ), we obtain an extra factor of f‘% (or n‘% ). This gives all the derivative estimates in this regime.
1 1

If R€2 < 1 and Rz > 1, we use the fact

o=

oL L 1 1
RaR(e’an)zn%a (e’Rﬂz), = 9, (e’Rﬂz)an—%aR(elRﬂz), (5.106)

n

and integration by parts to obtain the derivative estimates in this regime. Finally we look at the more delicate
1 1 . . . . .
case 1 < Ré2 < Rn2. For the pure 0 ! -derivatives of F, (£, 1), we again use (5.106)) and integration by parts
n
to obtain

<max{¢ 2,1} T, -2, for k=1,2 and 1< Ré? < Rip?. (5.107)

O Fu(&,m)
7]2

[NTE

S
DI

Here T',, is the bound for the undifferentiated F,(£,7n) in the same regime. For the derivatives in & 2. We

distinguish the discussion according to the order of the derivative in & 3. We first consider the bound for
6"1 F,(&,n),k=1,2. It is straightforward to see that for k = 1, 2,
&2

< 5-% -I, for &£<«1, and

a;mf,n) (9;Fn(§,n)‘ <T, for &x1. (5.108)

0 10 1 Fy(€,1n) is even more delicate. Without loss of generality, we consider the integral:

f% n%
- -1 1 iRgé . iRn%
fo Wn(R)XRé__%»lXRn%»lf in 455 (e (1+g+(R,§))) é‘n% (e (1 +g+(R,m)| dR, (5.109)

and we only focus on the contribution when the derivatives 8§ 1 0 1 hit the oscillatory factors. Therefore
n

the integral in consideration is given by (omitting the constant coefficients)
0.4, Fuen)

:é‘-‘_%n_%

00 1 1
+ . oiRE2 . iRy | |
fo Wi R 1 ot R €1+ 80 (R.6)-9 (e ) (1+g+(R,n))dR’

(5.110)

1 1

:é:_zn i

00 L R L
fo Wil (R et Xt R €7 (4 84 (R£))- il (e’R'”) (1 +g+(R.m)dR

<smax{¢ !, 1}-T, -

= |"Y\-
ol

NI—=

using integration by parts. At the end we consider the third order derivatives in the regime 1 < Ré 2 < Rn%.
In this case we will encounter a logarithmic divergence any way, so we bound the contributions from all the

N
possible third order derivatives by the absolute value of (Again here we only consider the phase eR¢>~7?),
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!
and the contribution from e’R¢>+7?) can be treated similarly)

L TERIN oo o1
Eana f 1 R'"dR + fl . RRIED gR
£2 €2 2! (5.111)
_1 o1 1.1 1=l
<ETanTe (1 + log(§2 &2 —n2 ))
O
5.1.2. Negative frequency. Next we turn to the case when n < —2. Let us define the operator K5 as

Rigu = —2£0:0 + K. (5.112)

Here the Fourier transform is taken with respect to the Fourier basis ¢(R, &; ﬁ) _%¢* (R, & ﬁ) in L>(RdR)
with ¢.(R, &; 7) being the Fourier basis in L*(dR) (See Proposmons K4.39] and [4.43). Let p_,(d€) be the
spectral measure associated with ¢.(R, &; h) where i = ——. As for the positive frequencies, p_,(d¢) is also
the spectral measure of ¢(R, &; h).

Similar as Proposition 5.1l we have

Proposition 5.2. For any —1 < 7 <0 the operator K is given by

3 n (L) 2O
K f(©) = = |26 + =1 |6 - &) + (K0 £ ) @

Tdn
where the off-diagonal part ‘K;lo) has a kernel Ky(&, n;ﬁ) given by

dp-n(1))
Ko(&,m:h) = ﬂn F&n;h) (5.113)

and the symmetric function F (&, n;%) satisfies (for any 0 < k < ko and sufficiently small h = hi(ky), where kg
is arbitrary but fixed, and & < n)

F(& .| s(?{g%)_lmin{ (’ﬁg%)} =T (5.114)

with
1 _1 1
mln{l,(f@%y N7 - £ 4}, for | -1,
G = 1 ok “ (5.115)
1\~ Tl ff 777
h (% 1,k =1, L | 1
(52) mln{ 52} (”%) for ! >
For h = 1, we have, for any N > 0
1
_ nllognl- &7, for n<1,
|FE& | s Ty = " (5.116)

|
o
i
™
NI—=
d|
NI—=
d|
Bl
™
-l
/'\
|U‘r\
=
~—————
=
—~
=
N—
2
~
=
V
—
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For the derivatives of F (&, n;%), we have, for k| + ky <2

< max{l,(ﬁgé)_kl}-max{1,(%n%)_k2}-r G.117)

HereUis I3 if h < 1, and T, ifﬁ > 1. The following estimate holds for trace-type derivatives forﬁ < 1:

k —
‘(aﬁ +0 ) FEmh

121

akll a"zl F(¢, n;ﬁ)
£2 n2

<CETT, if Exn Ip-&<hiéE (5.118)
forall k > 0.

Proof. Again we will often drop 7 from the notation. The proof is identical to that of Proposition [5.1]except

that for 2 < n < Ny we use Proposition since the Airy functions are only used to construct ¢_,(R, &)
for n > Ny. A similar calculation as in Proposition [3.1] gives

Kfm) = < fo J©IROR = 260:14(R, £)p(£) dé, P(R, 77)>

Lyaw
_2(1 P (n))f(n)-
@)

To extract any 6(¢ — n) from the first line above we recall from Proposition [4.39]

$(R,&) =26 1RIRe (a_@e”?f? (1+¢ (R, f)))

with

- _ 1 . 1 21
g (R,f)—R§% (Cz+0(—1+R2))+O(R ).

(RO} e~ (R, &)| < cx(ReD)™, and |00 g™ (R, &)| < ex(RED)™.
Therefore we have

(ROk - 2£0¢) $(R,€) = - 46 R *Re (ga’_@)e”*f (1R f)))

oL
+267 R 2Re (a_@e”*f " (Ror — 260¢) g™ (R, f))-
According to the profile of g (R, £), we have

1 R?
ROg —2£0:) 2" (R, &)| < o|l——=|.
(RoR - 260¢) ™ (R. )| P ((1 +R2)2)
Using that Re zRew = % (Re (zw) + Re (zw)) we infer that the 6 measure on the diagonal in the integral
A

lim

Jim | (Ror ~ 2606) R, 6(R. R dR
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comes from the expression
(é)7* lim Re fo —4 (éai(f)m(n)e”“ff—"“ (1+¢ RO (T+e R, n)))X1(R)Xz(R/L)dR

+(én)* Jim Re fo 261 a_()a_(n) (RoR = 2%60¢) g (R.£&) - T+~ R.1) - x1(R)x2(R/L) dR

Here y; is a smooth cutoff which equals 1 near oo and which vanishes near 0, and y, = 1 — y;. According
to the estimate on (RBR - 2565) g (R, &) and the profile of g~, the § measure comes from

o0 1
(én)°* lim Re f —4¢a(E)a-me™ Ty Ry (R/L)AR
—00 0
= — dn(&n) " Re (£d (E)a_() 6~ n?)
F N TTE _ d n_ .4 -1

= — 8n¢Re (a(£)a_(©)) 56 —n) = —Ant (la—@)P) = 2 (p&) ") o - ).
This together with the calculation in (3.19) gives the desired result. m]
5.2. Transference operator at angular momentum n = 1. The operator K is defined as

Rigu = —2£d:0 + K. (5.119)

In this section, the Fourier transform is taken with respect to the Fourier basis ¢(R,&) = R_%qﬁ(R, &) in
L*(RdR) where ¢(R, ) is introduced in @.21). Let p;(d€) be the spectral measure associated with ¢(R, £).
Using an argument similar to the n > 2 case, we obtain the Plancherel identity

>

2 _1
A2, =[R2
f LIZ?dR f’ ¢LRdR Lil(df)

and it follows that p;(d¢) is also the spectral measure for ¢(R, £). The main result of this section is:
Proposition 5.3. The operator K is given by

ne’ (1)
p1(m)

(x'f)@ =~ (2f(n) + f(n)) 501 = €).

In other words, the off-diagonal part of K" vanishes. Here for simplicity we write the spectral measure
density d’i}—f) as p1(&), and recall from (@32) that p1(£) = i—f for &> 0.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition[3.1] for a function f € C o ((0, 00)), we define u(R) = fo AR, &) f(&)p1(€)dE.
A computation similar to (5.8)) gives

Rogu(é) = < fo [RAR — 210,18(R, ) f (np1 (dn, (R, §)>

£p1(&)
p1(&)

L2(RdR) (5.120)

—2f(¢) -2 [ =21
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Here we again used the representation (3.9) for Dirac measure. It follows that

(K"'f)m = < f F@IRIR — 260:1B(R, E)p1(£)de, (R, n)>
0 12

RaR (5.121)
ne ()

o)

To extract any 6(¢ — n)-contribution from the RdR-integral above, we recall from (.29), (4.31)) and @.32)
(Here we adopt the notations from these equations):

B(R,£) =2R"TRe (a(E)W(R, £))

| Lo 5.122
e {_e_%isR_felR’fz {ﬁ* = +0((R2§)‘1>])' o
4i T Re

Here O((R*¢)™") obeys the “symbol-type” behavior upon differentiation. In view of (5.13)), applying the
differential operator Rdg — 2£0; to (5.122)) yields

—2(1+

(R — 2£00F(R.£) = — 2Re (e-”z" gt e [\E + L oR e

N ———

8iga RE?
+Re (e—”z" ”3R—%ein% [\/§+ a4 O((sz)‘l)) (5.123)
4¢3 T R&

—_

i . 1 2

= —Re [e-z TRk { L 0((#5)*))
2i&s T R&

Now we again use the fact RezRew = % (Re (zw) + Re (zw)) to find the 6 measure on the diagonal in the

integral

A
Jim fo [ROR — 2£0£10(R, €)P(R, )RAR.

The contribution from the é measure is given by
2 11
lim % : ;f_%n_%Re f eRETTD 1 (Rywa(RIL)R = I(£,7; 1), (5.124)
0

Here the cutoff functions y1, x» are the same as in (5.16). The contribution from the profile O((R?¢)™")
in (3.122)-(3.123) is integrable in R, therefore is not part of the § measure. The contribution from -“ in

R¢?
5.122)-(3.123)) gives an integral of the form (5.18]), therefore is not part of the § measure either. Then a
standard calculation gives

T3 3 | o1 3
[ 1) = &5 30(62 —n2) = &3 26(& = ),

which in term gives the diagonal contribution

< fo F@IRIR = 2£0£1$(R, E)p1(£)dE, PR, 77)>

2
LRdR
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o1 3 np’ (1)
= <7§ S — n),f(f)p1(§)> = f) = ——f(.
d¢ p1(m)

This gives the desired representation for the diagonal part of K. For the off-diagonal part, we proceed
similarly as in Proposition [5.1]to obtain that the kernel of the off-diagonal part of X' is given by

FEm1) = fo W1(RIG(R, E)9(R, )RR
where
Wi(R) = [HY, Rog] - 2H].

But a direct computation shows that [H{, Rog] — 2H| = 0. Therefore the off-diagonal part vanishes and the
proof is completed. |

5.3. Transference operator at angular momentum n = —1. The operator K_; is defined as
Rigu = =230 + K_ 1. (5.125)

In this section, the Fourier transform is taken with respect to the Fourier basis ¢_{ (R, &) = ¢ ' D_ (R_% O (R, §))

where ®!(R, £) is constructed in Proposition Let p_1(d¢) be the spectral measure associated with
O~ (R, &). Let f € L>(RdR) as in Lemma 4.6 and recall from (.61,

DW= [ 5 A @0 ROFAE. x1O) = D-f61(REVs5,.
where p_1(d€) = £p-1(d€). Moreover, Proposition [4.7] gives the Plancherel identity:
1D 72 kary = KD-Fr -1 RN -
The main result of this section is

Proposition 5.4. The operator K_ is given by

I f @ = (250 + ZLD
p-1(1)

f(n)) 5 — &) + K2, f(&)

where the off-diagonal part ‘7(91 has a kernel Ky(&,7n; —1) given by

p-1(n)

]
where the symmetric function F_{(€,n) satisfies (for € <n, and any N € N)
Y[, -1 minig, £
¢ ) - N €

|F_1(&, )l S(— -
(m n2

Ko, m:—1) =

F_i(&.m) (5.126)

+ ()  min{1, 573 }]
(5.127)

1\N
+& o - minggd, €73 (f—) =T,
7]2
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For the derivatives of F_1(&,1), we have

I_
o FaEn|s(1vet) T, ‘a FaEn|s = (1+6).
§2 )]2 777
_ I_
a;F_l(f,n)‘ <(l+&') I, ‘azéF_mg,n) s+, (5.128)
n
I_
040 \Fa€m| s = (¢t + ).
62 772 nf

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition [3.1]and Proposition for a function f € C;°((0, c0)), we define
u(R) = fooo P_1(R, &) f(E)p-1(€)dé. A computation similar to (3.8) and (5.10) gives

(K1 Hm) =<f FEIROR — 260¢]10-1(R, E)p_1(§)dE, d_1(R, 77)> ;
© Liar (5.129)
no”, (m)

= S
p-1(m) )
To extract the 6 measure, we recall from Proposition [4.4] Proposition and @.17):

61RO =¢'D- (2R IRe (a1 O (R, ))
e (e [ te et 1 s Lol )y o
=2¢ D_[Re [R a @& e {1 SRg%+R§%0(1+R2)+0(R2§)m (5.130)

—2Re [R_%if_%a—l(f)emfé [1 + 0{ 1 1 ] + 0(%)])
R¢> R

Again the profiles O %) and 0(%) obey “symbol-type” behavior upon differentiation. Applying the

—2(1+

Ré2
differential operator RAg — 2£0; to (3.130) yields

(ROR — 2£0:)9-1(R, &)

=—RIRe [a-1(§)i§_%em§% (1 + 0[ 1 1 ) + 0(%)])
R&2 R

1.3 ny iRe? 1 1 (5.131)
+Re [R 2(3z§ 4a_1(§)—4z§4a_1(§))eRf [1+0(R§%]+0(ﬁ)]]
=Re R‘%(2i§_%a (&) - digid (f))ein% 1+0 ! +0(i)
-1 -1 Rf% R2

We again use the fact RezRew = %(Re (zw) + Re (zw) to find the 6 measure on the diagonal in the integral

A
fim [ 1ROg = 260016-1R. 61 R n)RAR.
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As in the proof for Proposition 5.1l and Proposition 5.4 the profiles O (%) and O (%) in the parenthesis
P

éf 2
Re(...) in (3.130) and (3.131)) do not contribute to the § measure. Therefore the contribution in consideration
is given by

00

Jim | Re (((25‘%_1(5)—45%'_1@)n‘%a_mn))e"’“ff‘"7))X1<R>X2<R/L)dR =IEm-1) (5132

where y1, x2 is again the same as in (3.16). Now a routine calculation gives
1€m=1) =nRe ((2¢7Ha1(©) — d¢tal @) Tamin) )6 —n)
=2¢tRe (267 a1©) - 4etal,© ) nTasip)oce - ),

which in turn gives the diagonal contribution

<f0 F(©IROR — 260£1p-1(R, §)p-1(£)dE, p-1(R, 77)>

2
LRdR

= (26t nRe (26710 - 46tal @) Fas @) ot — . f€P)

1

=27n°Re (277‘% la_1()I* — 4" 2d" 1(n)a_1(n)) fp-1(m)
= (4 Nacy (P = 4x (1= )P ) F@p-11)
(1 P () ) _ ()
_(np_lm) toame /=56

This gives the desired result on the diagonal part of K_;. Here we used the relation p_;(¢) = ﬁlcz_l(f)l_2
given in Proposition

For the off-diagonal part K |» arouting calculation as in the proof of Proposition [5.1lgives the expression
for F_1(&,n):

S

o0 . . 16
F_iém = fo W_1(R)$1(R,£), ¢ 1(R,MRAR,  W_i(R) = |Hy, Rog| - 2H; = Y35k
By Proposition and D_ (R‘% @, ! (R)) = 0, we have, for R%¢ < 1
61ROl s R(RY ™ 267", 10rgo1 (R s RURY ™ (&) (5.133)
For R%¢ > 1, we have, by Propositions .4l 4.5 and (4.60),
$_1(R,&) =" D_ (2Re (a_l@R‘%f‘%efsza_l(Rf%,m))
~ e D (Re (R_%ein% (1 + O(R—lg—%)))) (5.134)

~ &g Re (R—%e”?fé (1 ¥ O(R-lg—%)))



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 127

Without loss of generality, we again assume & < 7 and set n% = ¢ 2. We discuss the following three regimes:
Rrﬁ > R§% > 1, Rn% > 12 R§% and 1 > Rn% > R§%. We start with first case where both ¢_;(R, ¢) and
¢_1(R,n) are in the oscillatory regime. In this case we consider the integral

F €)= fo b Kgh oy - W-1RIOA R Y1 (R R AR

— - 31 =3 1
—fo X b oK gty WL REHE 2 () (5.135)

‘Re (ein% (1 +0 (R—lg—%))) Re (eiR”% (1 +0 (R— n—%))) dR.

1

el .
If we simply bound the oscillatory factors ¢/%¢? and ¢®7” in absolute value, then we have (taking into
account the integral of W_(R))

[F4 & m| <@~ 't - minje?, &3, (5.136)

1

To gain any factor of i, we need to use integration by parts. We consider an integral of the following form.
n2

The other cases can be handled similarly:

j:oXqu>>1XR2§>>1W—l(R)f_%<§>_17f%(;7>—1 .y’Rf% (1 + O(R—lé_.—%))

1 (5.137)
0 iRn2
e ) )(1 +0(R— n—%)) dR.
in?

Upon integration by parts, no matter dg hits W_(R) or O(R_lf_%), we gain a factor of R™! < & 2. Therefore
F?,(&,m) can be also bounded by

1\N
|Fil<f,n>|s<§>—1<n>‘1n‘%-min{f%,f‘%}(%] , forany N>0. (5.138)
7]2

Next we turn to the regime Rn% >12R¢ %, in which we consider the integral
FP (&) ZZfO X2y XR2e<t W-1(R)$-1 (R, E)p-1(R, )R dR
® 3, il
= f Xr2ns XR2e<t Wo1 (RT3 () ™' R2 (5.139)
0
! 1

-d_1(R,&)Re (e‘R”Z (1 + O(R‘ln_?))) dR.

By (5.133)) this integral is bounded by

IF? (&, )] <(n)™" min{1,773). (5.140)
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Finally we consider the regime 0 < RE 1< Rn% < 1. The integral in consideration now is given by

FC (ém) ZZJO‘ Xr2g<iXR2e<t W-1(R)@-1(R, §)¢p-1(R, )R dR. (5.141)
In view of (5.133)), this can be bounded by
1
. © L, ., min{£2,£7%
P <) fo Krmertea W (RRXR iy RaR| < (! - BS540
]72

N
To obtain the rapid decay factor (%) for any N > 0, we consider

00

1 [ Xt WA ROAR O6 1 RpRAR =~ [
0 E2 <« 0

R§%<<1W—1(R)¢—1(R, EHT (¢-1(R, ) RdR,

and use an argument similar to the proof of Proposition

Next we turn to the derivatives of F_{(&, 7). By Proposition [4.3] and @.60), if R¢ > < 1, then upon a
differentiation in f% for ¢_1(R, &), we gain an extra factor of f_%. This of course also holds for ¢_;(R, 1)
when Rn% < 1. Therefore the desired estimates hold for Rg% < 1 and Rn% < L If Rn% > 1, we use
Propositions [4.4] and as well as (.60), to obtain that compared to the undifferentiated basis, we gain
a factor of R upon a differentiation in n%. In the estimates for the derivatives of F_;(&,n), this extra factor
of R is absorbed into the function W_;(R). Therefore if < 1, we simply obtain a factor of 77_%. Ifnx1
and R¢ 3 < 1, we use (B.106)and integration by parts in R to obtain the desired estimates. The case when

1 < R&> < Rp? is more delicate. First, for 0 yFoi(€,m) and 0%, F_i(¢,7m), we again use (5.106) and the
n n2

above integration by parts argument to obtain:
1\k
2
ok F_i(&, n)‘ <max{l,&%) T - (f—l] , for k=1,2, and 1< RE? <Ry?. (5.143)
n? n2

Here I'_; is the bound for the undifferentiated F_;(¢£,7n7) in the same regime. For the derivatives in & %, we
again distinguish the cases when ¢ < 1 and ¢ > 1. If £ <« 1, we simply obtain a factor of f‘% upon a
differentiation in & SIf ¢ 2 1, then we obtain the same bound as the undifferentiated one. Therefore we have

o raen| st |7 PaEn] <
§% 1 1 (5.144)
’65%8 %F_l(g,n) < max{l,&y T - — for 1< RE <Rnp2.
7 1
]72
This completes the proof. |

5.4. Transference operator at angular momentum »n = 0. The operator K is defined as

Rigu = —2£3¢1 + K. (5.145)
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In this section, the Fourier transform is taken with respect to the Fourier basis (See (4.1) in [16])

Bo(R.€) = €Dy (R4 pres(R. ) (5.146)
Here ¢gsr(R, &) (See [[18]]) is the Fourier basis associated to the operator
3 8

= (9 +—--—=
Last AR2 T (1+RY?
with respect to the measure dR. The operator Dy (See [16]) is given by
2
Dy :=0 —_—
0= RY R R A D)

As in [16]], we have
Proposition 5.5. The operator K is given by, with py(€) being the spectral measure density associated to
the Fourier basis ¢o(R, ),
P&
KfE) = -2/~ ="
Po(é)

where the off-diagonal operator Ky is an integral operator with kernel

o Fo(€,m)
§-n
The symmetric C* function Fo(€,n) satisfies the bounds

1\N
[Fo(¢.m)| < minfé?, 1}67% log(1 + &)y 3 log(1 +1771) - (f—]
7]2
(5.147)
nllog+n D) i)Y
- + (1) (—) =T.
(mN+1 m
For the derivatives of Fo(¢,n), we have

aruen|<(1+63) To o Foen] < g (14€)

321 Fo(¢, 77)’ S 1 +§_ - To, ’(9 %Fo(f, 77)‘ < ; (1+9), (5.148)
f% g Fo(¢, 77)‘ <— fz +§")

Proof. The diagonal part of the operator ‘K was calculated in [[16]. Here we strive to derive a more precise
bound on the off-diagonal kernel F(&, 7). A routing calculation gives (See (4.17 ) in [L6])

16 32
(1+R2?  (1+R23

Fo(&,m) i=j(: Wo(R)¢o(R, E)go(R, MR dR,  Wo(R) := (5.149)

Again in view of the bounds derived in [[16], we have
lbo(R, &) < log(1 + R?) for R* < 1. (5.150)
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and
o1
Go(R.&) =R 3¢ Hlog (1+&7)Re (e’sz (1 +0 (R—lg—% ))) for Red s 1, .151)

Again we split into the following three regimes: Rn% > Rgé > l,Rn% > 12 Rgé and 1 > Rn% > Rgé. We
start with the case when both ¢ (R, &) and ¢o(R, n7) are in the oscillatory regime:

a -
Fi&.m = fo Kb X ged o WORIBO(R, )90 (R, DR dR
N Wo(R)E 5 log (1+¢& ™) i log (1+77") (5.152)
0 Rn2>1" RE2>1 ’

‘Re (e”@ (1 + O(R—lg—%))) Re (eiR'ﬁ (1 + O(R—ln—%))) dR.

If we simply bound the oscillatory factors in absolute value, then we have
[F(.m| < mintg?. 1) -6 #log (1+& ) n~* log (1 +77)

o L L
Writing eR7* = %GR (e’R” : ), we can do integration by parts. No matter dg hits Wy(R) or O(R_lf_%), we
in2

gain a factor of R™! < ¢ 2. Therefore F (&, n) can be bounded by

= |‘f‘f‘r
1l

(S

N
|F6’(§, 77)| < min{fg, 1} -§_% log(l +§_1)77_% log(l + 77_1) . [ ] , forany N >0. (5.153)

Next we turn to the regime Rn% > 12 R¢ 2

Fi(&m = fo Xy b e WoRIGO(R. E)00(R. R dR

_ ! - - iRn%( ( o ))
_‘fo‘ XR;;%»IXRg%leO(R)Rz log(1 + R*)n" 7 log(1 +n~")Re (e 1+O(R 'n72||| dR,

(5.154)
which is bounded by, upon integration by parts
2
oo Mllog (1))
|Fh&Em)| s - (7N, forany N > 0. (5.155)
(m*

Finally we consider the regime 0 < R¢ 1< Rn% < 1, and we have

|Fi&n)| < ‘ f Xrn<Xr2e<t Wo(R)Go(R, )po(R, MR dR| < (1)~ (5.156)
0

)

N
W) for any N > 0, we consider

To gain the rapid decay (

Uf X Wo(R)¢0(R,§)¢o(R,77)RdR=—f X .1 WoR)po(R,E)Ho (do(R, 1)) RdR,
0 ¢2x1 0 RE2x1

2 £2
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and then a routing argument gives the desired estimate.

The estimates on the derivatives of F(£, ) are derived similarly as those for F_i (&, n). O

6. ESTIMATES FOR SMOOTH SOURCES FOR 7 > 2

6.1. Precise equations-Revisit. In this section, we derive the precise equations for each angular mode and
their counterpart on Fourier side with respect to the R-variable. We start by taking the Fourier transform for
the equation with respect to the angular variable. To this end, we (formally) expand 9t(¢;),€ = 1,2
(recall the notation in (3.60)) into Fourier series

— . — 21 . de
ﬂWMﬂ@:ZMmmwwﬂ9@Mmm:£ﬂwmmﬁﬂ%;nez€=w
' (6.1)

Then we have the Fourier counterpart of the equation (3.39), with .(7, R, 6) = ¢1(1, R, 0) F ipy(T, R, 0):
/l-,— 2 /lT /l‘r +
- (8T + TRaR) + = (GT + TRBR) es(n)+ H e (n) = Fi(n), (6.2)

where the source term admits a decomposition into the following pieces:

in [2 i sin|[Q + £|sin|%
Fi(n)z/l_zNi(I’l)—ZSHl[ 0 +¢€] smfgi(n)_4 [ 2] [2]iei9(n)
R2 R2 ,
. 28R6 2 /l-r 8R /l-r /l.r 2
+ 1(1 s + (00 - T (afe + 7RaRe) - (8Te N 7RaRe) )¢2(n) 6.3)
_ A+ 4R
212 1+2RZ+R* ip2(n)

and where the first component of F.(n) is the angular momentum n projection (which we shall denote by
I1,) of A2N(p1) F il > N(g2):

A2N.(n) = 11, (Pss)

+ I,

2
A PR
URZSDj‘;Dj,R - (6T + 7R6R)U;goj(87 + IRaR)(,Dj}

6.4)

2sinU
+ 11, Z Pipie

P = [ - o - |v¥| +|vol,

and where the fine structure of the last term # is given in (3.49).
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Now we derive the equations in (7, &)-variable for |n| > 2. We first introduce the following notations:

(1, &) =FMe.(1,R,n)) := f " H(R, & MeL (T, R, )R dR,
0 (6.5)

(1,&) =FM(s_(t,R, —n)) = f " SR, £ e (t. R.—m)R dR.

Here O(R,ER) = ‘Zgbn(R &) where ¢, (R, &) are introduced in Proposition .32/ for n > 1, and @(R, &; h)
R3 w,,(f)qﬁ(R &) where w,(£)¢(R, &) are introduced in Proposition4.37|for 2 < n < Nj. Slmllarly, ¢(R & h)

_7¢ (R, &) where ¢_,(R, &) are introduced in Proposition 4.45] for n > 1, and @(R, &; h) = R‘7¢ (R, &)
where ¢_,(R, &) are introduced in Proposition 4.39]for 2 < n < N.
Applying the Fourier transform 7 to both sides of the “+”-component of (3.61)), we obtain

A(7) @ Vo V@ X(7) @O \ah ot o
—(6 —21(T)§0§+ /l(T)q(h) X — /l(T) (0 —2/1(T)§0§+ A(T)«h)x —ﬁ =F (F+)- (66)

By the definition of KO, the above equation becomes

- (@3 RGP g) Y

A7)
=F" (N (e)(n)) 67
/1 (), 0) < 1@y O A'(1) #© ﬂ'(T))2 0) ©)\ = .
2 P (Mr))q(h v S PR *(M (67" + )
=F" N (&) + Ru(x", DX).
Here the operator D- is defined as
D, =0, -2 D g, - LOLEE 1O (6.8)

A7) A(T) pa(é) AT

For the second order linear operator appearing in the equation (6.7), we have, by direct calculation (see [17]),

Lemma 6.1. Let D, be as in (6.8). If x(t, &) satisfies

/‘l/
(22 + 30D, )50 =0 T =R D06 =) (69
then X(t, &) is given by
Ar)?
2 pn 0 5& . T 2
X(r,) =0 i, )cos (/l(f)ff [ A(u)‘ldu) xo( L §)
/1(‘[-0)2 p% (g) 0 /1(7-0)2
" (6.10)

3 (A2
P\ 2o LT 2
+§_% A7) (ﬂl( ) )sin(/l(r)fff /l(u)_ldu)il(/l(ﬂ g).
A(o) PZ &) T /I(TO)2
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If x(1, €) satisfies
/‘l/
(D% + /1((:))1% + 5)3@ & =f8); X(10,8) = Drx(10,8) =0, (6.11)
then
3 (AP
L P\ 2 2é LT 2
Xr,6)=¢72 /’:(T) (f( ) )sin(/l(r)f7 f /l(u)_ldu) f(o', //:(T)zf)do- (6.12)
w A e 4 (@)

6.2. Spaces for smooth sources. In this section we strive to prove the estimates on the “regular” part of
}h(‘r, £). Here “regular” means in H>*(R?). We first introduce the following space:

1 @llsy = 16 2 HE) 3 FElz, (6.13)

Here ¢ > 0 is a sufficiently small constant.
We have the following decay estimate for (6.10) in || - || g:

Proposition 6.2. Let x(t, &) be as in (6.10) with xy(¢) and X, (£) satisfying
_ _ _1
Follgy < oo, [Fillgn < o0, where |- llgn := €% - llgp.

Then we have, for some constant ¢ > 0,

- —3+cv
|[x(T, )“5(7; < (T_O) (”)COHS(F; + ||xl||S;;’)a
where the implicit constant is independent of .

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that x; = 0. A direct calculation gives

2 =3 132 o 3o A\ (2/1(T)2 )1_%< 5 A1)? >%+6_
e P e B e p
s
1 —1+6
S(/l((;))) [Xoll-

Forany v € (O, %), we simply choose § > 0 sufficiently small such that § < v? to obtain the desired result. O
We also have the following estimate for (6.12)) in || - || i

Proposition 6.3. Let X(1, &) be as in (6.12) with f satisfying, for some constant ¢ > 0,

3—cv
(E) o |lf(o, lgn < o0,  for o €[1g,7].
70 !

Then for the same constant ¢ > 0, we have

T 3—cv o 3—cv
(—) |Ix(T, llgr < sup (—) o |lf (o g -
T0 0 1

T9<o<t \T0

Here the implicit constant depends only on v and c.
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Proof. A direct calculation gives, for § < v? and some ¢’ < 1,

T\ T\ (TAQ || @O s AGP
(%) .||x<T,.)||Sgs(T—O) f e (i) f( M)zf) i dor
dé
- 3—cv /l(T) 1+6
s(r_o) f (ﬁ( )) 17t sy do
T 3-cv T o 3—cv o 'y _q
N (R
3—cv
< sup (3) o llf e, Nign »
T9<o<t \T0 1
as claimed. O

Based on the proof of the above proposition, we have the following:

Corollary 6.4. Let X(1,&) be as in (6.12)) with f satisfying, for some constant ¢ > 0,

3—cv
o 2
(T—) o If(o)llgn < oo, for o € [70,7].
0

Then for the same constant ¢ > 0, we have

- 3—cv o 3—cv
(T—O) (T Mlgn <z sup (—) oI f(o, Mg -

T9<o<t \T0
We also have the following estimate on the operator ‘7(}‘5 ) acting on the space S g and S ’I’:

Proposition 6.5. Let 7(;10) be as in Proposition 5.1l We have the bounds:
T O ey IRV

g < Il

sp
uniformly in h.

Proof. The idea is to reduce the operator to a simple Hilbert operator, by exploiting the differentiability

properties of F(&,m;1). For simplicity, we denote F(&,n;h) by F(£,17). We first prove the bounds for
I-llgy = I+ llgy and I - llgn = Il - llg»:

. So

L
df 2

o ¢ ~ 7. We reformulate the norms in terms of the variable & %, using the fact || f]| 22, |

the integral can be rewritten as
[ e SR pay =2 [ A e F(;’l)’:(”)ﬂ mant.
It |§% - n%l > 1, we have, by Proposition [5.1]
% #O'IIHIT b FE, D
I SRt

(ST
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which is in L! 1 - This gives

dn?

RI—

- n F(& mpa(n) |
f Xean e —ph 1 1 1 nl Sf(mdn?
0 f—mlﬁ—mlzlfz + 12 &t — i

< Ifllss -
S|

When |§% - n%l < 1, we write

FEm=Feo+o F-o(e -ntl).

Since Proposition [5.1] gives that

0.1F
n2

< 1 uniformly in 7, the contribution from the error 0 1 F -
n

(0] (|g - n% |) again leads to a L' | -kernel, which can be handled as for the case |¢ 1 - n%I > 1. The
dn2
contribution from the main term F(¢, £) is handled via the boundedness of F (&, ) and the estimate

00 1
f p 2 _fm i
o e

Lo 1 1 ] ] 1 ]
2:712,|§2—712|<1é:§ +n2 é‘:j -2

<Iflle
12 dn2
dé2

The bound for || - ”57 =] s is handled similarly using the fact & ~ 7.
e &> 1. We split the integral into the cases /°£ > 1 and /#°¢£ < 1. For the latter we have

s [ F n _s
Lyhzmhzf)l—f f _FELD_ 52,518

0 (£-np':
(n2e)' 3
h2¢<1 h2§

Here we have used the bound |F(&,7n)| < hn% for hn% < 1. The desired estimate follows from the
bound

\ fO Y B2m) 25 - (12)' % f(p)dn

2
Ld§

<h

- fo eGP ¥4 - ()4 FOpdn,

2
Lh2d§

1,
< [penwetmy 33

-1
. <h .
o Wy 57l

The estimate for || - || sn = [l s follows in the same way using the fact & > 7.

For the case /#°£ > 1, we have, by Proposition [5.1] that for 712 < 1

s.e [ F(&, " _s
%hz&l(hzg)m f L&D _ 52,014 vy

0 (-3
LY (12)3+
S e

which is bounded similarly as for the case 7%¢ < 1.

2
Ld§

e 2oyt w2 fnd
; X< g1 (B°1) (h"m)" 2 f(pdn,
L;%ﬂdg
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If #%n > 1, Proposition 5.1 implies

‘?g DN s watmie - it et < Ranate

Therefore we have the bound

s [ F n
}Xﬁzé‘zl(hzg)frz f M(;ﬂ )2 5 Ff(mdn
0 (& -2yt

L§§
5,96
(n?é)2+: ® 10 5,0
Shines1———— : Xyeennz1(BP)7372 - (P02 f(n)dn,
#2622 0
n2ds
which again is bounded in the similar way. The estimate for || - ||57 e E ||57 is handled similarly

using the fact & > 7.
e ¢ < 17. We start with the case when 72£ > 1. By Proposition [5.1]
F,n) 3 ) 5 s _1
e B N G N e R G U

which means that this case can be handled in the same way as the case when #2¢ > i’y > 1. If
7?¢ < 1 and 7?5 > 1, we have

‘F(g T]) < hz(h2§) (hZU)——

3

which is surely enough to bound the integral

s [ F "
}Xh2§<1,h2n>l(h2‘f)l_7 f M(E2 V3% F(p)dn
0 (& m(2y)its

Ly,
Finally for the case 7i*¢ < %’ < 1, we have

SER| < et aitny Hiog il < 1Py (Pplog

which is the desired estimate.

For the bound for || - ||g» — || - |lgn, we proceed as follows. For i < 1, since we can have as
1 1

1
many powers of f—f as we wish, the argument is the same as that for || - ||Sg - |- ||Sg. For i ~ 1, if

2
1 < W?¢ < 7, then the argument is the same as for 7 < 1. For the remaining two cases, we use
the bound:

F

‘ f Dl <y tam i, for w <1< K,

F
’ f(f 77) <h2(h2§) (hzrl)%uog hznl, for hzg < hzn <1
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The bound for || - ||S(r; - |- ”57 can be handled as follows: First, if #2¢ > 1, the desired bound follows

from the bound for [ - [|gn — || - [lgn. If hzg < 1, the argument is similar to that of deriving the bound for
0 0
I| - ||Sg ek ||Sg, and here we only give an outline:

e When ¢ ~ 5 and Ifé - n%l < 1,for i > 1 we have 0 %F(g, n) = féllog n|. Here 0(|§% - n%l) cancels
n
with singular denominator and L' | -integrability of |log ;| gives the desired bound.
dn?
e When 7%¢ < 1 and 7?5 > 1, the same bound

‘F(é‘: ;7) < hZ(hzé:) (hzn)__

suffices.
e When /2¢ < h%n < 1, we have

S5 < iR Hlog i < 0PE)H 1P ) P log ),

which suffices.

O

6.3. Linear smooth sources. Now we start to estimate the contribution of the smooth part of 7(t, &) to the
RHS of the equation (6.7). We start with the contribution to Ry(X", D, %"):

Proposition 6.6. Let S be any of the expressions in RE", D", and we define

3 (A2
L [T P\ 2w, 7€ el 2
F(r,6) = ¢ f AT (f( : )sin(ﬂ(‘r)gf f ﬂ(u)_ldu)S((r, A(T)zg)da
RO ’ A@)

X (1) )
Then we have, for S = 2= e ‘K

3—cv

T 3—cv .
(T—O) (||7i(f’ ')Hsg 2 ')”S’F) < (T—O) IS lgs -

’ _ ’ 2 . ’ 2
If S is one of the terms (’}l((:)))/ ‘Kr(lo)xh, (/}1((:))) W}go)xh , (’;((TT)))’ (‘K;lo)) x /}1((:)) [DT, 7((0)] X', then we have

3—cv 3-=cv
(Tlo) (H}E"’(T, ')||sg + |07, .)||S7) < (Tlo) ISl -

ﬂ (T)

Proof. Except the commutator [D 7((0)] X", the estimates for the terms in Rh(x Z)Tx ) follow directly
from Proposition [6.3] and Proposmon [6.31 Now we consider the commutator term

A (1) Ol _ _H[(A@© g o= _ (L@ 2 [pL(©)E ©0) | =
A7) |2 7|3 = z(ﬂm) [¢0:. 767 | (ﬂ(r)) [pn@’?(h ]x
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J AR

Since el B 1, the second commutator on the RHS above can be handled similarly as the other terms in

] — . . . (1) \2
Rh(xh , Z)Txh). We focus on the first commutator. In the following calculation, we omit the factor (’l (T)) and

A7)
write 260, = & %66 1 For a function f € C°(R,), we consider

[, 50| 0= [ o, ( e ”))pn(mf(n)dn St fonkdn = 1+ 11.
&2 0 e\ e—n &=
For 11 we use integration by parts to obtain
=2 f 'y (F(g’ ")"pn(m) dn?
o M\ &-n
_ (§ n 1
==2 8 3 (F(&mpa(m) Fapdn? + 2§ 0 pn(n) J(mdn?
© F 2 F
=- f 9 [MPM)] Jndn = f §—16 b (5 L pnm)] fomydn
0 nz " §2+772 0 n2 §2+772

LT £, ( F(&mpan)
€ + ) -7

1 ]dﬂ =1L+ 1 + 115.
0 n2 )

We write 11, as

F(&mpn FE)n2pn
sz_fo% ( (€. Pn() )f()c“of_l [ (€. 102 pu() ]f()dn

(& +n2)E - n?) 12 G & +n2)ER - p?)
Therefore
[+10 + 114 =fm§—f(a L0 )( F(E 2 pa() )f(n)dn
0 g3\ (& + )€ - 7)
:f‘” L EE )y 4 l)[ng Lk pnm)]f( .
o £€-n n2 &2 n2 é-‘z + 12
So we have
€077 ro = | f HYETD v + f Ha () .
where
2 2 F " 1 %
Hy.n) _M(a "y )(M] e = -+a | (ﬂ y )]‘
n2 & n &2 + 12 n2 n &2+ 12
1F(En)
Let us first look at the contribution from H,(&, 17), whose principal contribution is given by — -~ i —Pn(1).
£2+412

Here we try to mimic the proof of Proposition
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o ¢ =~ . After change of the variable n — 77%, we consider

ROl MO FED
R 6.14)
(h2 LGN SN T

If 7> > 1, Proposition [5.1] shows that the above absolute value is bounded by 7 - (hn%)_z, which is
in L' | . If 7y < 1, Proposition [5.1] shows that the above absolute value is bounded by 7 log(%7),
dn?2
which is againin L! |
dn?
o ¢ <« . This can be treated in the same way as the case & ~ 7.

e £ 1. If i*n > 1, Proposition 5.1 shows that (6.14)is bounded by

s 5 5.5 3 K2 N 5
R e o e () e R U K (hzg) < ()8,

which isin L' |. If 7% < 1 and #>¢ > 1, then (6.14) is bounded by
di]Z

7
he WO Wy iy (hzg)" e T < gy i,
which is again in L}ln. Finally if %y < h*& < 1, Proposition 3.1 shows that (6.14) is bounded by

B (2E)2% - (i) - ()2 | log 2| < Bl log 2y,

which is again in L! , - This completes the estimate for H>(&, n7).

dn2
Next we turn to the estimate for Hs'c(f 1) Systematically H;(&,n) is a linear combination of the following
terms:
1 1
1 L1 1 o1 héz
§20 LFE2,m2)pa(), €20 LF(E2,02)pa(),  ———FEmpam),  —F(E& mpan) (6.15)
&2 n2 £+ 12 hn2

The contribution from the third term in (6.13) can be treated exactly the same as 7(;10) itself. For the fourth
term in (6.15), hfé in numerator cancels with the §_% in the definition of § ’I’ giving an extra 7. In the

denominator, if hn% < 1, then we use the small factors of hn% in F(&,n) to absorb it. Therefore the argument
is similar as the one treating the S g - S ’f bound for 7(};0). The second term in (6.13)) is treated in the same

way, except that & 3 cancels exactly with the §_% in the definition of § i’, without an extra . This approach
also applies to the first term in (6.13). Therefore we obtain the following estimate on [Z)T, ‘7(;10)]:

[

gy < Il

which completes the proof. m|
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6.4. Nonlinear smooth sources. Observing the expressions and (3.34) for N(¢;) and N(y;), there
are two types of nonlinearities in N(¢;) and N(¢;): One is a quadratic expression of ¢;,i = 1,2 and their
derivatives multiplied by a spatial weight depending on the background solution, the other is ¢;,i = 1,2
multiplied by a quadratic expression of the derivatives of ¢;,i = 1.2. Since in this section we only handle
smooth sources and the background solution has limited smoothness, now we focus on the second type of
nonlinearity. More precisely, in this section we derive multilinear estimates for products of regular functions,
i.e. those whose Fourier transforms are in § g, where the 7 may differ amongst the factors. The key point
here is that in these estimates, we do not lose in the smallest 7, i.e. the estimates are uniform with respect to
the smallest h present. At the most basic level we need to bound the expressions

p A
Or91 - Oreo, (5T + IRaR) o1 - (5T + IRaR) é2,

We start with the following basic
Proposition 6.7. Let
f(R) = f Pn(R; E)X(E)pn(§) dE,
0

we have the bound, for n < k,

E5%(E)

ks, = |

2’

the implied constant being uniform in h.

Proof. We cover the case n > 1, the remaining case n < 1 being simpler since no attention needs to be paid
to the 7i-dependence, and can be handled similarly by Proposition 437, Moreover, the cases k > 2 being
similar to the one of k = 1, we treat this latter one in detail. We do this by explicit use of the asymptotics of

d(R; €, h), decomposing the frequency regime into a small frequency, turning point, and oscillatory regime:

Contribution of the small frequency regime. Here we consider the norm of the expression

fo Xy OROR ENXEpu(€) dE,

where the cutoff smoothly localizes to the indicated region. Then using the representation from Proposition
4.32] we easily infer the bound

e n-2
Lv L xaRebn(R,g)\SR-I-h"—%fT‘R"—Ish%~h§%~(hf%k)
RE2R<



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 141

Hence subdividing this frequency region into dyadic sub-intervals, we infer

‘f()‘ XRg%fK%aRﬂbn(R;g)x(g)pn(g) d‘f

2
LR dR

n-2 * 3. v
DI N e
u<z RdR
1
o 2
n-2 34 ¥
DI DY | AT B O ]
U<z @ RdR
1
n-2 A P
: Z a Z(hzm) 1 h%:ﬂgzx(g) L2 J
p<t A “
L 1 - IO |l
s etz , 2, u < ntEwe], -
$ IJ<%{ >

We have used Holder’s inequality to obtain the second line from the bottom.

Contribution of the turning point. Here we include the smooth cutoff y

Ret e[ 2n] By means of a sharp

cutoff, we split this into two portions

f X ped et o 1 ORI (R EX(E)on () dE = f X Orn(R; )X(§)pn(§) dé
0 §2h€[2,2xt] 0

ReThe[% ]
+ fo Xehnegn e OO0 R R0 (€) d

Correspondingly, we get a contribution from the non-oscillatory regime to the left of the turning point, and
a contribution of the oscillatory regime to the right.

Non-oscillatory regime RE the [%, xt]. Invoking again Proposition 4.32]and the estimates for 7 in the regime

RE& ‘he [%, x;] which come from Lemma[.11] we infer in this regime the bound

%Rgihe[%,x,]aR(p”(R;f)

This time we have to be more careful to avoid any 7-losses since we no longer get the very rapid exponential
decay in 7! for free, compared to the preceding case. Thus for 7 < 1 we have to use finer asymptotics of

<higr

Airy functions. Setting x; — x = h%u withA > 1, x = R§% A, we have

PRfihe[%Xt]aqun(R;f)

Now we divide the ¢ integral into one where x; — x € [0, h%] and its complement. For the contribution of the
first of these, we observe that for fixed R, and using the fact that

2 11 2
Sh3E2u"%e 307,

Oe (x = x;) = x !

X Rg%he[%f,zx,]

ReIhe[ 4 2x]
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thanks to Lemma .10, we have that x, — x € [O, h%] implies that £ is confined to an interval I of length

(Rh)2 Soif R ~ A, then

1 1_
. é—‘z_x

< i
L=~ A |

&%

f X [Ohg]aR‘b"(R;fﬁ(f)Pn(f) df‘ <3 - |Ig|? |
o~ xu—xe

L2(E=A2172)

Here we have used Holder’s inequality for the first inequality. We conclude, using orthogonality, that

fo X, afosd RO D016 d

s[z

A

<[l

In the regime x;, —x € [hs i] we write x; — x ~ ,uh% for dyadic p > 1. Then fixing such u the corresponding
2

2
LR dR
1

2 ]z
12 p(R=D)

fo X, ciont OrOn(R FE)pn(@) dé

% 1
< ||€é2x
L2(E~A"2h" 2)] ~ |§

1
2x

interval I for £ is of length =~ ( Rh)2’ and we gain u~ ie 2“2 from the decay of the Airy function. Proceeding

as before one gets an analogous bound with (super)exponential decay in 4 which can be summed up over
dyadic ¢ > 1. We omit the similar details.

Oscillatory regime RE he [x;, 2x;]. We start by observing that the bound in the transition regime x — x; €
[O, h%] is handled exactly like the one for x; — x € [O, h%]. There is, however, a difference in the regime

X — X € [h% , x,], since we no longer get the rapid decay in terms of the re-scaled variable h_%(x — x;), and
so we have to argue more carefully, exploiting oscillation. Defining the kernel function

G m = f X o OrPn(R;€) - $u(R; 1) R dR,
0 XE|x,+h3 ,2x,]
we strive for an estimate like

H f G(&, mx(n) dn”

772 x|, -
th]

We start with the most difficult situation when the second factor ¢,(R;n) is also in the weakly oscillatory
regime to the right of the turning point, i.e. the expression

Gi(€.n) Z=f X
0 xXe

where we recall the notation x = RE h %= Rrﬁh. Then by Proposition [4.32] we have

x,+h%,2foX5ce[xf+h%,2x,JaR¢"(R; &) - dn(R;n) RdR,

du(R; &) = chiR2a " 2q (1) - Re [a(g) : (Ai(h—%r) - iBi(h—%T)) (1+har(ria, h))]

du(R:7) = chIR"2B2q (%) - Re [a(n) : (Ai(h—%%) - iBi(h—%%)) (1 + hai (73, h))] .
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Using the standard asymptotics of Airy functions in the oscillatory regime, and only keeping track of the
worst term with destructive resonance of the phases and dg falling on the oscillatory phase, we obtain the
oscillatory integrals (omitting unnecessary constants)

(1 +b(1,7,a,B,h)) dR,

i 00
Gl’i(é:’ 77) = §2 fO Xxe xt+h%,2xtJXX¢e
(6.16)

where the function b(...) has symbol behavior with respect to all its variables. In order to obtain (6.16])
we have used Lemma and Lemma .11 We split the discussion according to 7 > 7 and 7 < 7. By
1

2% 2 J(fn) fa@atrt S

X+

N

.‘[“.

the presence of the factor I, the second case is more difficult, which we discuss first. Let us introduce
T4
T:= h%y%, whence in our domain y > 1, and recalling £ =~ 7 in our region of integration, we find (by Lemma

4110
ﬁ or OR 07
dy  OR 9% Oy ’

and so (note that T3 %y P 1)

:| 7.% ii%h’l[‘r% —:I"%] . . .
by xrsz170, e , and performing integration by parts
T2

~
N\L»
Mm

+idh
Thus we may replace )(T>>;e+l’
after passing to the variable y (which does not cost anything since it produces additional factors y~! < 1)

1 -1
and then reverting to the variable R, we have effectively replaced Xr>>r 1 by x>z [T‘l‘ ] .
i

Returning to (6.16), we may henceforth assume that 7 > 7. Now introduce the new variable

w:= %h_l 7 —‘?%]
Observe that
o _ 40Ty 10T
OR X ox
By Lemmal4.11]
or 0,0(x; a, 1)
I =0(x;a,7)+T- W ~

for 7 sufficiently small. Therefore we have
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Therefore we have

— = — — 2 — T2 + 7 — ~ s
R ox T ox Tox " 1 4
since 1
1 0T 10T\ 1 | | 2 —n2
f'——n?f) <l -t <
’( Ox 0 T2 472

at last if 7 + T <« 1, which we may as well assume(one can replace the bound 2x; of the x-interval by any
bound of the form (1 + c)x; for our purposes). The integral under consideration can then be re-formulated as

7. —i. - LW . d_R

£2-(&n) fo Xxe[xﬁh%’mtjxie[wh%’2XtJXTsT e“Y(w;a,B,h) T dw
1 1

G .

STA o Aeduend s fanandag st e (@ B R do,

where ‘i’(a); a, 3, 1) has symbol behavior with respect to all derivatives, and is uniformly bounded. In fact,
observe that

=

MV(w;a,B,n) 0¥ OR

ow T OR dw
and we have

RI—

1
w:h_l(r —%%)-(T+7~')2 1§ /i (T%-F‘T'%)ER'(Q:%—I]%)'(T%+‘1~'%),

which implies

1

-1 2
SR

2

’ ow

We have used here the easily verified symbol behavior of ¥ with respect to R. The higher order derivatives
are treated analogously. Finally we write

_ L g . —
fO Xxe[xﬁh%,2x,]X)?e[x,+h%,2xt]XTsT € ‘P(w,cx,/&’, h) dw =: H(g’ 77)’

where we have |H(£,n)] < 1 and symbol behavior with respect to &, 7. But (keeping in mind that & ~ 7 on
the support of H) it is easy to then verify the bound
< .

f f%g nH(f n) - (En)
E L3, i’

- x(n)dn

as desired.

1 . .
Oscillatory regime: RE2h > 2x;. Here, in analogy to the analysis of the transference operator, we have to
understand the distribution valued kernel

A
fim [ detn R 6,8 R R =: Fié
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and show that it induces an operator obeying the asserted bound. For this we again use the oscillatory
expansion

L
2

$u(R:€) = 2177 (Rf%) (rq(x; @, 7)) 3 Re (a(g)e’%ﬁ (1 + hay (r, o, h))),

where the description of the variable 7 in terms of x, @, 7 is furnished by Lemmal4.13] We only deal with the
most delicate case when ¢ ~ 77 and the resonant case where the phases cancel. The combined phases arising
will then be of the form, by Lemma4.13]

1 1
eiilR(fz =02 o )+ ) pCaiv i o )|

When the operator dg hits the non-phase factor (1 + #ia, (1, @, ), using Lemma we obtain an extra
factor

S hx_%R_1
and hence the corresponding term can be integrated over the region R§%h > 1 to give a contribution to
Xe=nF (€, 1) of size < §_%. By Minkowski inequality and the fact & ~ 5, such a bound for yz~, F (&, 1) gives

n% x(m)

2
Ldl]

Hf X (&, m)x() dnH < |
0 2,

We henceforth only consider the contribution arising when dg hits the phase associated with £&. This then
results in the term (coming purely from the phase, and omitting constant coefficients)

Re (a®a(m) €7 - [1 - pulx; @, )]

sin [R@% — ) = i@ ) + BB ) — B p( ) + (R B, h)]
+ &1 [1 - pul e, )] Im (an)a®)

- cos [R(f% — by = V(@ ) + (B R) — (s ) + (R B, h)] .

(6.17)

Using the bounds on a(-) and its derivatives, we have

1 1

(¢2 -n?)
&
where b itself obeys symbol behavior. Writing the phase as (f - 77%) -R, R = R(R; a, 8, 1), we have in our

Xen (a)a@) - a@)a(n) =xe=y ((at) - a(®) a@) + a(¢) (a@) - alp))) = -b(€,m),

[S1E

regime hf%R o~ hn%R > (1 + ¢)xs, ¢ > 0 that
R
R
uniformly in all parameters. The contribution of the second term in can then be handled by integration
by parts: omitting constant terms and proceeding schematically, we reduce this to

1

o 5\ -1
b(f—’ln)f [1—px(x;a,h)]-(1+ha1(T,a,h))(1+ha1(?,ﬁ,h))-3k(sin(§%—n%))-(d—R) dR.
&2 Jo dR
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Carrying out the integration by parts again leads to a contribution to y -, F (&, 1) of size < f_%.
We can thus reduce things to the first, principal term in (6.17)), which is the following contribution to F(&,n):

Re (a(f)rn))f%
()
A ~ =\ —1
: (I +hai(r,a,h) (L +hai(T,B,1) . [5(.1 1 (dR) .
-1 | 1 = pu(x; 0, )] - 1 = -sin[R(¢2 —n2)|-[=5| dR
N A (qs DT (q(X: B WD) sm[ (§ ! )] R
(6.18)
Writing
~ . ~\—1
X1 [1—px(x;a,h)]-(1+ha1(T’a’?))(1+ha1(T’ﬁ’?))-(d—R) = O(R; ., B, 1)
e (e (q@pnn: 4R
and
(D(R;a,’ﬁ’ h) =1 _XRf%TKZX, + T(R;(I,ﬁ, h),

with |‘I’(R; a, f, h)| < x~! and symbol behavior with respect to its arguments. Then we have

a@an) .1 a(f)a(n)

A . 1
2 —&7 - lirnf sin R(§2 n?)| dR = ¢y f [ - 1]
et T amsJo [ ] T (e £ —nt py,

and acts like a Hilbert transform like operator which is easily seen to satisfy the desired bound. Furthermore
we can write

A

lim [ x 1 sin [R(g% - 77%)] dR = c((l) *m) @ —uh
PV.

A—>o0 0 RE2h<2x;

for a function m of bounded L'-norm (independent of #), and hence this contribution can be bounded anal-
ogously to the preceding one.
Finally, for the operator

A
RGO f W(R; 1y sin [Ree! )| aR
Tt T Asdo

a@a() .1 f
§ Xx= Y(R; a ,[8, 1) sin R(f2 n?) dR,
@ ;; A Jo [fet =)

f»\/

where the sum is over dyadic A, we use that

1 1 1
hm f )(XNA‘I’(R a, 3, h) sin [R(fz n? )] dR = c(( ) *m,l) ¢ —-n2)

P.V.

where ||m,||;1 < 27!, and we can bound this contribution as before and sum over all dyadic 4 = x;. a

In a similar vein we have the following:
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Proposition 6.8. Assuming, with i = ﬁ |n| > 2,

f(R) = fo Gn(R: E)X(E)pn(€) dE,

we have for k + € < n the bound

H(%)k Rr®)|  sue w0

9
L2
y
RdR %

the implied constant being uniform in h.

Proof. This is similar to the preceding proposition. One exploits that for x = R¢ h 1, we have

(7~ () <

while if x = R€2 71 < >, we have

[NIE

1 L \n—1-k
shz(Rgfh) €3,

‘(%)k Bul(R:£)
We omit the rest similar details. O
The following lemma gives the L*-bound in terms of the S g-norm:
Lemma 6.9. Let N
1@ = [ an(re @ (e de.
Then for k > 1 we can estimate

||a§f”L2°R pS h_%_6 H(é‘-‘h2)l_%<§h2>§§%x(§)

, -
Ld§

In particular we have (with i = ﬁ )

35—
10R fllse < 7727 7l -
Finally, we also have, for k + € > 1,

HEY

< 17270 @) E ey e T wE)

oo
LdR

, -
La,f

Proof. We treat the case k = 1. The higher order derivatives can be handled similarly. From the proof of
Proposition we have

Dl—

1Oken(R,E)| < H2E2.

Then we have

Ioufli, <1t [ et e ae
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S PR I >

< it ( f =35 df) ( f 5‘“‘%15)
0 0

o [lessef o ("]

< 17370 ||@nd) 3?5

<A )
Xll¢h .
~ S
Ltzzg 0
[m}

We now state the first main proposition on multilinear estimates. The assumption here is that we have the
following Fourier representations

$;(R) = fo b (R EF (O dE,  j=1,2, Ti&) €Sy (6.19)

Proposition 6.10. Assume that iy < iy < 1, and either hy ~ hy or hy > hy, || = |ha|. Then we have the

bound
o st [ Rl -
! j=12 0

(0, R:8). 01 - D),

Proof. We treat the case #i; ~ 73 in detail. The second case is similar and simpler, in the sense that this
case happens when 7; and 7, have opposite signs and nj,n, almost cancel each other. Therefore there is
extra decay in || and |7i2] in the product [] ;> HE j”sh ;- We distinguish between the case when the output

frequency ¢ is less than the maximal frequency of the factors, and the case when it is larger. Call the output
frequency ¢ and those of the factors ¢; &5, j = 1,2.

(1): £ < max{é&), & }. Due to the asymmetry of the situation, we split this further into two sub-cases.

(1.a): & < &. We write this contribution as

D Xew (Dus (R:£), Opdra - Ordodyz

u<a

where u, A range over dyadic numbers, and we use the notation

d1a= f Xé1=aPn, (R E1)Xj(E1)pn, (£1) déy
0
By Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform we have (recall 73 ~ 7i)
lems (0, R:©). B0 Ora)s

< Ty (i) 33 i)+

h3
Sy

(Pn; (R ), OrP1,0 - 5R¢2>L§dR

thf
1_¢ 3
= Ty ()2~ 22 | By (R €), Orebi 2 - Or2) 2
RARIILE - evie

S M) 2 W) [0pora - Opoal],
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The last L% ,.-norm of the product can be estimated using Proposition [6.8and Lemmal6.9t
OrP1.1-OrP2||;2 < ||ORP1A||;2 - ORGP0
l0rg1.1 - Orgll,2 < llororalle - lORdali,
L= -3-5
< A2 ||x1||L3161(§'2’D 'hz : sz”ng .
Combining the two preceding bounds, we infer that

H)(fzu (PR €,113), Ord1,4 - Or2) 2

RdR

s
-3_5.1 2 L8, oised = -
2 + .
Sh,? ARy (uhy) 2 2Cuhy) 2”x1”L‘21§1(§1:/l) ”x2||5(7;2

_g
2

<h‘%“5(’i) AFllon ol -
~ ™ 1 NNGED S

Finally exploiting orthogonality as well as the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we infer that
2

Z){gzﬂ (Pny(R; &), Or1.0 - 3R¢2>L§‘1R

u<i 5?3

Dl—

2

< DD e B R, ki o,

uo||A>p S’l‘ls

1-6
-3-26 M — 2 - 112
<h (—) I Al
Z2G) Ry TRl
u<a

—3-26 = |12 -2
Sh el s, - 1%l s
2 S()l S02 ’
which is desired.

(1.b): &1 < & < &. Write this term as
D" Kelus (R5 ), Ordr < - Orbo)ra

u<a

This time we use Lemma[6.9]to bound the factor dg¢, 4 as in the preceding case, it suffices to bound
1.0 3
a3 )" - | Orpr - Ordoall

< Ty (k)23 (ui2yo+s ||8R¢1,Sﬂ”L;;dR ' ||3R¢M||L,2We

s h52+6 (l%)

246 (M
-1 (§)

_9
2

I—

1 25 s 30 _
3 2\ 1=/ 122\6+3
“hy - (ARy) T 2(ARy) 2-||x1IISZI(§1Sm-IIXzIILng(gzzA)

I—
[STE%

1o _
“hE T Ix Ix .
i Il 1II521(§1$) Il 2”522(52%)
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From this point the estimate can be completed just as in the preceding case.
We next deal with the case where the output frequency & dominates the input frequencies:

(2): ¢ > max{&],& ). Here we perform integration by parts in order to gain in terms of m We
can do this rather carelessly in the present situation since we are assuming that all angular parameters 7;,
j = 1,2, are very small, which ensures sufficient vanishing at the origin R = 0. We have to exploit that
$ny(R; €) is a generalized eigenfunction of Hy;,, i3 = n31+1 which we denote as H,,, for simplicity. Then we
have

_Hn3 ¢n3 (R’ é‘:) = §¢n3 (R’ é‘:)
We apply H,, three times and integrate by parts, resulting schematically in

& <¢n3 (R; &), Ord1,<¢ - 3R¢2,<§>L§M

= Z <¢n3(R;§), (%)i5§+j¢l,<§'5}e+k¢2,<f> ;

i+j+k=6 L12edR

where we have only included the most singular terms, the remaining ones being much simpler to treat.
Importantly note that we combine the factors %3 with ¢ ¢, in order not to lose inverse powers of 7 =~ h3.
In order to proceed we dyadically localize the output frequency ¢ =~ A and the inner factors to dyadic
frequencies yu,, uo respectively. Invoking orthogonality, we infer

2
“<¢n3(R;§)’ 6R¢1’<§ ’ 6R¢2’<§>L,2gd1e 573
2
:Z (60 (R £), Ordr < - Orgo<c) 2 "
g RdRIIS ° (§=2)
l_ 2
_ m3\ 1+
. 3 Sofme B,
i+ k=6 A Lrarlls?3 =)
2
6 ) 3\ o14j 1+k
< Z Z/l Z <¢n3(R,§), (E) O b1 O ¢2,uz> ,
i+jk=6 1 111.12<A Fiear NE)

Using Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform we obtain, for u, < uj,

Y <¢m<R;§>, (%Y oL o ‘a}e+k¢2,uz>

Hip2<A
AN g
Z ﬁ) a}eﬂfﬁl,yl s '”alleJrk‘bZ,#z“L;"dR'

H12< L ar

2
Ly ar 573

(6.20)

(A2 ~3 22y
S
2
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By Proposition [6.8] as well as Lemmal[6.9] we bound the preceding by

2 1__ 2 6+ +i+
P LA L e ' TR 1 A
2 23 ) 1 L E=m) " H2 8 &)
H12
2015752 1)9 =
P e e () il (2) Rl
sh, yo+3 Hsgt@mun \ "3 7202 e °

M1, <A (h :ul)l 2 <h1/'ll
Finally, observe that

e

()5 (B2 (m)‘—/ (M)%< (,Uj)
() =32 )ors N4 LR A

We conclude by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to infer that

———6 Hj
Z 2 l_[( ) el gy 12l

H12<4 j=1,2
3
Shy? ||X1|| he xallgr, »
0
as desired. If y; < u», then we bound (6.20) as
_o 3
(M) 2R3+ Z

n3\ 14j
(&) 270

’ |’611€+k¢2’#2 ”Lfm

/lz ‘111’2</1 L;OdR
By Proposition [6.7] and Lemma[6.9] we bound this as
2 \1-2 32 \0+3
~3_5(h3A) 2<h )°T2 B kil
n 20 illgn gty T2l o
H12<4
1 A8 (R e H
< BIH2H0 (/ﬂ) - (‘2) < )

H12<4 /12 2 <h21112>6+7

The rest argument is similar to the case when uy < ;.

We next aim to derive an analogue of the preceding proposition but with all angular frequencies 7; >

151

again assuming the compatibility conditions on the 7; as in the proposition. Thus in that situation we no
longer worry about losses in the 7!, but instead we need to worry about the last step in the proof, where we

transferred the operator H, from the left side of the inner product to the right.

6.5. The good spaces for the exceptional angular momenta n = 0, 1. The next estimate will be formu-
lated for arbitrary inputs, also those for angular momenta n = 0, +1. Thus we need to introduce a norm for

these as well.
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n = —1. Recall from (@.61)

ﬂm#ﬁ%%@m&%)@ﬂﬂmwﬂ@%«
To pass back from this formula to the underlying function f, write it as
2

- R (6.21)

R
JR)=c_-¢_1(R) + ¢_1(R) - fo (@-1(s)™' D_f(s)ds, ¢-1(R):=
Recall the asymptotics of the spectral measure

p-1(&) ~ £

In the sequel, it will also be important to recall the asymptotic bounds for the Fourier basis ¢_1 (R, &), which
gives |¢_1(R, §)| < R3/(R)?, whence linear growth toward R = +co. Then we introduce the norm

Iy@lls; = ¢ @3*w@)

2 (6.22)
Then we shall describe the function f(R) in terms of the pair (c_, y). For later reference we also introduce
the space S such that || - [ls- := ||§_% lls;-

n = 0. We recall from [16] the representation

iﬁmﬁzgy@%®QM@%,ﬂ@=&%@%%®8@m

Here we use the notation ¢o(R,¢) := ¢(R, &) where the latter Fourier basis is described in [16], and the
spectral measure Py corresponds to p(£) in loc. cit.. Moreover, denoting by ¢o(R) := 1:% the resonance at
zero frequency, we have the representation

F(R) = co - ¢o(R) + po(R) - j(:R ¢y (DS (s)ds,  Po(R) := %- (6.23)
Here we recall the spectral asymptotics
po€) ~(log§), £x1,
P&~ &, E>1.
Then we introduce the norm
'Mﬂ@:M%ggﬁwﬁ@?%@ (6.24)

2
Ld§

Remark 6.11. This norm is similar to the one use in [[16], except it reflects H** regularity (for the derivative
DF) rather than H>* -regularity as in [[16]]; moreover, the logarithmic weight is slightly altered here in order
for this norm to exactly match the regularity for the other n at high frequencies.

n = 1. Recall from Lemma[4.2] the representation

2 00
mmn;ﬁﬂmwﬁﬁ,mmmu®mmﬁ%.
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where we set @(R, &) is identical to ¢(R,z) in @.21) with z = &. In the following we will denote by
0106 = %f the spectral measure associated to ¢;(R, £). Then we have the representation

R
J(R) =c1-$1(R) + ¢1(R) -fo $1(5)"' Dy f(s)ds,  $1(R) := T+ R (6.25)
Then we introduce the norm
v@lls; = ¢ 2@i @), - (6.26)
d
We then have the following basic analogous of Proposition and Lemmal[6.9t
Proposition 6.12. Let
R
FalR) = cot- B+ 61(R)- [ 017 D101
R
AR) = co- 60(®)+ uR) - [ a1 Do) ds
R
AR = - 6@ +0R)- [ 07 D.fis)ds
Moreover, set
yo1) = (D farR), pu1iR, )z . 0&) = (Dfp(R), do(R, )z
Then for k > 1 we have the derivative bounds (for T > 1)
[k 1@z <l + 5@ G@? ),
RdR i
+e¥ Gaetya®),, .
ds
[0kF1 B2 ey S lerl + T PRI 373607 (51 ()2 1 ©) :
‘ (6.27)

+HeT e@ine

2
L¢1§

£75° (o) yo(&)

”(%{?f()(R)”LZ < |eg| + 7179 max{2-=k0}
RdR

2
Ld§

£7 (o) yo@)

+|
2
Ld§

3’, S 8, we have the bounds

and in terms of the norms S
1-6
10 fe1 Rz (rery S lestl + T lyanllss
10R foRIz2. (rery S Icol + T lollso 628)

|02 ner, < lcol + VTTog Tllbollss
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Moreover, for k > 1 we have the L*-bounds

o R < leaal+ |

E75E D (E)y @)

Lﬁ.f
and in particular we have
o < — -_— .
”aRf_l(R)HleR > |C 1| + ||V 1||50

Similarly, we have

E575E PO

kA < lerl+| 5,

and in particular we have
1R ARz < leal +Iivallg: -
Finally we have

(log &)
(log(€))

>

2
Ld§

1-6
) Po(E)yo(é)

[0k fo®], % leol + |l &2 (

and in particular we have

108 R < leol + yollgo

Proof. We start by proving (6.27)).
First estimate of (6.27). To begin with, we observe that

le1dhoa®) 2 sleal, k21,

Next, write

R .
aﬁ;(eb_l(R)- fo ¢-1(s)‘11>-f-1(s)ds)= D Ciidp @B (1R D_f1(R))

i+j=k, j>1

R
+ 0 (6-1(R)) - f ¢-1(9)7' D_f-1(s)ds
0
Here we can quickly dispose of the second term on the right by observing that
[KRY - 0 (6- RN o <00, k21,

as well as the bounds (valid for all positive s)

l6-1(s) " 61(5.6)| < min{s, s2(1+ s2><§>‘1§‘%<s§%r%}

Then write

R
fo ¢_1(5)" D_f_1(s)ds

min{1,R} 1
= fo ¢_1(5)"" fo ¢_1(s, E)y_1(E)p-1(€) dé ds



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 155

min{1,R} 572

+ fo ¢_1(s)! fl $-1(s5,E)y-1(E)p-1(&) dé ds
min{1,R} 00

+ fo ¢-1(s)”! f P18y @p @) deds

R

+ f ¢-1() ' D_f1(s)ds
min{1,R}

4

=8

=1

J

1 1
sils [ [ sebodeds |
0 0

which is better than the bound needed for (6.27). For S 3, we change the order of integration:

We easily obtain

£7% 1)

L2,<1)”

£33y

0o min{R,f_%} 00
sas [ [ sha@lpa@dsde < [ e de<|

in accordance with the bound needed for (6.27)), and similarly

Ly (é>1)

0 R 1 1 1
1551 < f1 ( ff é5—2(1+s2)<f>‘1§‘§(s§f)—fds)|y_1(§>|ﬁ_1(§>df

s [ Epa©ides ®- e

L2,¢>1)°

and so the contribution of the this term to the full expression can be estimated by

0% @-1R)-S3ll,2 < [RY-Fh 6-@®D|,z KRS 5 [l @)

L2,¢>1)°

which is consistent with (6.27). Finally, for the last term, we may assume R > 1, of course, and then
R I L
sils [ [ x et ebae)deas

" ety ded

) X 68 @] ede ds
L N U R 3

+ @' (sE) 2y ()8 déds,
1 J1

and all of these are seen to be bounded by

< B [e 1O pa @)ty ©

5 0
Ld.f
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which then leads to the desired bound as see before. As far as the remaining term
D Gt @RI (pRTDFR), k=1,
i+j=k, j21
is concerned, using arguments analogous to the ones for the proof of Proposition we have fori+ j < k
that

o @1 ®n o (s D )| < [T @t ya©

L2

5 -
RdR Ld§

In fact, the term #~'(R) being singular at the origin costs two powers of & 5 for & > 1, but the factor
0%(¢-(R)) contributes at least max{2 — i, 0} powers of R, whence we have to pay

j+1l-max{2 -i,0}=k—-i+1-max{2 -0} <k-1
many powers of & 2 in the high-frequency regime. In the low frequency regime & < 1 derivatives translate
into gains of R~! which in turn translate into additional factors & 5. This completes the proof of the first

inequality in (6.27).

Second estimate of (6.27). As in the preceding case the contribution of the root mode c1¢;(R) is trivial,
and so we now treat the contribution of the integral expression. As before write

R .
aﬁ;(m(R)- fo ¢1(s)‘1ﬂ+f1<s>ds)= DL Gt @RIy (61 (R DL AR))

i+j=k, j>1

R
+ 3 (1(R)) - fo o1(5)" Dy fi(s)ds

The loss of a factor 7 for k = 1 in the estimate is due to the case kK = 1 when the integral does not get hit by
Og. Considering this case first, we get the bound

R
or (B1(R)) - fo 61()7 Dy fi(s) dis

1 min{R,f_%}
<10k (1R - fo fo (1 + D)sds |y (©)] Ede
1 R 1 1 1
+10x @R [ ff ) g dsin @) d

o0 R 1 1 1
+|8R(¢1(R))|'fl j;(1+sz)min{s, &2(s62) 2 ds - yi1(&)] £dé

Each of these expressions can be easily bounded by

< (B |75 1€} 1 ©

2,
Correspondingly the lee 4r-norm over the region R < 7 is bounded by the second expression on the right of
(6.27)) in the case k = 1. Observe that expression we obtain in the k = 1 case when g, falls on the integral is
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simply D, f1(R), and its L%e 4g orm is simply bounded by “(ﬁl(f))% y1(£)

, by Plancherel for the distorted

Ld§

Fourier transform, again compatible with the second bound in (6.27)).
Next consider the case k = 2, again assuming that both derivatives fall on the first factor ¢(R). For R > 1,
we have

£75E° (1) y1(6)

S (R

R
9% ($1(R)) - fo $1()' DL fi(s)ds

2
Ld§

whose L%e ,r-horm is bounded by the second expression on the right of (6.27) in the case k = 2. The

remaining terms arising in the k = 2 case are

Or ($1(R) - (1R DL AR),  $1(R) - 9 (161 (R Dy fi(R)).

In order to estimate them, we use the Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform, as well as the
bounds

0k (B1R) [91R | + o1 (R) - 9 (161 R )| 5 1,
10-D: /i R,z ||EF 1) 1(©)

2
Ld§

which imply the desired estimate in accordance with the second inequality in (6.27). The case of derivatives
of degree k > 3 is straightforward due to the fact that now

I (G1(R) - (R) - (1 (R)] ™" € L2 .

We omit the straightforward details.
When n = 0, the argument is similar to that of n = 1, and most delicate step is to estimate the contribution
from

R
IR (¢o(R)) - fo ¢o(s) "' Df(s)ds

1 min{R,‘ff%}
sln@®l- [ | (s 571) 2ds @) (logé)2de
1 R ) .
+10r (Bo(R)) - fo L 3 (s+s7") - (s£2) 2 (log &) ds lyo(€)] (log &) dg
0 R 1 1
clon @l [ [ (s mints 56y He s @)l €.

Similar as the n = 1 case, each of these expressions is bounded by

< (B [£75)° Go@)? (@)

-
Ldg

The rest argument is identical to the n = 1 case, and we omit the details.
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Now we turn to the second group of estimates (6.28)). Based on the estimates in (6.27)), the proof for
(6.28)) is more straightforward and here we only give an outline of its proof. For instance we look at dg f;:

R
Orf1(R) = c10r$1(R) + D+ f1(R) + (Or1(R)) - j(: (@1() ™" Dy fi(s)ds
The first and the last term on the RHS above can be estimated exactly the same way as for the proof of
1
£ @1(9)? -

term, we first estimate the pointwise bound for D, f;(R), which decays for R > 1, and take the L%e g~norm
over the regime R < 7. More precisely, we have (assuming R > 1, and omitting the constant coefficients)

(6.277), in view of the fact that the || - || s;-norm controls the norm | 2 For the second
d¢

00 R_2 1 00
D.A® = [ ¢1(R,§>y1<§)§d§=[ [+~ )¢1<R,§)y1<§)§d§.

. R~2
For the integral fo ... we have

1

R~2 2
& ng illss < R lyills;

$1(R, E)y1(£)¢ dé

‘ }

R—Z
3 f REy (D) dE < (
0 0

. 1
For the integral fR,z ... we have

1

1 1 1 1 1 3 2
H(R O dE| < R fR L E@ldE SR ( fR R dg) Ibillss < R Iyl -

‘ :

Finally for the integral flw ... we have

f1 $1(R.E1(EEdé| < R2 f1 E 1O dE s R 2 yills; -

Therefore the estimate on ||dg fi| 12 (R<") follows. The other estimates in (6.28)) follow in the same way.
‘RARN" "~

Finally the L*-estimates on aj,; f;j can be proved directly using the Fourier representations for D_f_1, Dfj
and D, fi. We omit the details here. O

In the sequel, we shall need certain weighted versions of inequalities in the preceding proposition which
allow to mostly avoid the losses in 7, which may be understood as a low-frequency issue:

Lemma 6.13. We have the following weighted and paradifferentiated derivative bounds, where y; denotes
the Fourier transform in analogy to the preceding proposition, and where we assume c; = 0:
2

[Z ﬂl_éHaRfj,u,lﬂﬁngJ o

51
1
2

[Z Q19 ”aRfo,[A,u||izm(RST)} <7 ||yj||58’ T2 1.
i<l
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Here A ranges over dyadic frequencies. The same bound obtains if [A, 1] is replaced by [A,a) where a €
[1, 0]. Here we use the notations S(l) = Sg,Sal =S,

Proof. We observe that the difference between the cases j = +1 and j = 0 arises due to the different weights
in the small frequency region in the norms [ - [|;. We treat the cases j = F1, the case j = 0 being similar.
0

Jj = —1. Write as before

R
O frin) = Oxd1(R) - fo D™ D for () ds + D—for gy (R)

Using Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform we infer for dyadic u € [4, 1]

1_9
172

»

_9
2

B1E)7y_1(&)

5D f )|, < 4
=l Lpag ~ U Ly (E=p)

-
< (;) : ||y—1(§)||561(§:ﬂ) .

It follows that

L
2

) 2 A\
[Z Al 6|‘D_f—1,[a,1]||i§dR} S[Z Z (;) -||y-1(§)”§01(§:“)]

As1 51 Agusl
S y-1lls;1 -
Next consider the integral term above.

R
Irp_1(R) - fo [6-1()] ™" Dt for i () ds.

Following from the proof of the preceding proposition, we immediately obtain

S Mly-1lls5rs
LIZQdR

R
3R¢—1(R)'j(; (1] - D_forpany(s)ds

and the desired weighted bound follows.
j=+1. Write

R
Orf111] = Ord1(R) .jo‘ (61" Dy fipan(s)ds + Dy fipanR)

The contribution of the second term is treated exactly as in the preceding case. However, the contribution
of the first term is more complicated. Our main goal here is to control the growth in R of its L12e 4g-Orm.
Therefore without loss of generality, we assume that s € [1,R]. Fix dyadic ¢ € [4,1] and consider the

localized term(where y; ,(€) = xe=uy1(£))

R
5R¢1(R)'f0 [61()] ™" Dy fiu(s)ds

R 00
0@ [ oI [ x 1 0 omuop©dsds
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R 00
+ort1(R) - fo 6] - fo B, O () dE ds

E22

Then we bound the contribution of the first term on the right as follows, where we first localize R to dyadic
scale R ~ p (Recall that since s > 1, we have ¢ < 1 in this case.):

1_9
A272

R 00
i@ [0 [y 1 GO deds

A K 2 1 \2
<= | |u2 .
N (u) 2 1 (p) (ﬂ K) brollsyens
ksmin{u” 2 ,p}
where k runs over dyadic scales for s € [1, R], and we have

K\ 1 \2 ,u%p
b b
1

(u2p)?

2 ~
Lz g R=p)

_9
2

l—

k<min{u~ 2 ,p}

We conclude that

o

A51

1_¢ 1 2 %
A\272 3
555 ) bl

A<l op €[A,1]
!
5+(§~u)]
< Il -

1_¢
PACEEI? 3 P
DI sl 2
which corresponds to the desired bound. As for the oscillatory term above where the integration is restricted

1

2 ]Z
2
Lyar

R 00
oo [l [ e Onn@ie deds

N

A<l P peldl]

1 . . . . . .
to s£2 > 1, we have to perform integration by parts (for instance, three times) with respect to s, which leads
to the analogous bound

1_9
A272

E22

R 00
3R¢1(R)"f(; [¢1(S)]_l'j(; 4o 8105, Oy1u()p1(£) dE ds

12 ~
Lz srR=p)

_9
2

A K2 1\2
<G| Z ) e
U 2 SKksSp

Dl—

Sy’

and the estimate is concluded from here in the same way as before.
We omit the simple modifications of the preceding proof to also handle the generalised bounds involving

Orfilr0)-
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O

6.6. More general bilinear estimates. We can now formulate the following proposition, in which we still
restrict the output to ‘non-exceptional angular momenta’, i.e. |n3| > 2.

Proposition 6.14. Let |ni| > 1, |ny| < |nyl, where ny is allowed to take any integer value. Also, assume that
|n3| > 2 and that either n3 ~ ny or else |n3| < |ny| as well as ny ~ —ny. For |n| > 2, we say that ¢$(R) is an
angular momentum n function provided

$(R) = fo Gn(R; EX(E)pn(§) dE,

in which case we set
Pl = II?(f)IIS(r;-

For n = 0, =1 we say that ¢(R) is an angular momentum n function provided

R 00
P(R) = cn¢n(R) + Ppn(R) - fo [6a()] ™' De(s)ds,  D(R) = j(; X(E)Pn(R, E)pn(&) dE,
where D = D_, D, D, according to n as in the preceding. Then set
Igls := leal + 1T Ollgor . where  ¢”:= 55, S¢ =S5,

With the conventions and under the assumptions on the n; stated at the beginning, and assuming T > 1, we
have the following bound

(6.29)

S(Vlj)

H<¢n3 (R;€), XR<tORP1 - 6R¢2>L12MR

1

2
o <72 [ lled
j=1

where we assume that the factors ¢ ; are angular momentum n; functions, j = 1,2.
Next, assume that \ny| < 1, while the other assumptions on n; stated above are still valid. Then if ¢y are
angular momentum n; functions with finite || - ||gw,-norm, the product

ORr®1 - Ore

admits a third order Taylor expansion at R = 0 of the form

3
Py(R) := Y iR,
=0

where we have the bound

3
v [ oillson - (6.30)
£=0 j=12
Furthermore, we have the bound
2
H<¢n3(R;§), XrstOr$1 - Ora _)(Rs1P3(R)>L[2MR| G0 S 73 ]—[ ¢l (6.31)
1 =1

The last inequality remains correct if we subtract from P3 those terms le’ withl > |n3—1|,1 = ny—1(mod 2),
provided |n3 — 1| < 3.
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Proof. Proof of (6.29):

In order to prove (6.29), in light of Proposition it suffices to deal with the case when ny = 0, +1, and so
n3 =~ ny. Then we repeat the proof of Proposition We split the proof into the same cases, and use the
same terminology. Frequencies for the second factor ¢, correspond to the frequencies of the Fourier integral.

(1.a): & < &;. This proceeds exactly as in the earlier proof by taking advantage of the L*-bounds coming
from Proposition In particular, the contribution of the resonant/root part in ¢, leads to an admissible
contribution, and we can omit it from now on.

(1.b): & > & > £). This we can write as in the earlier proof as

2
LR dR

ZX§=;1 <¢n3 (R;€), XR<rORP1 <y - 8R¢2,[/1,oo]>
u

= > Xews (b0 (R; ), XrrOr1 <y - [cnOrn(R) + I al)
u<Aa RdR

where we set
R -1 . B 00
620 = 8- [ [0, Dona0)ds, Dora® = [ e R 00, = 0,51

We distinguish between small output frequencies u < 1 and large ones.

Small output frequency u < 1. The contribution of the root/resonant part is straightforward to handle by
means of Plancherel’s Theorem and Lemma[6.9}

D Xew(bns (R: ), XrerOrD1 40~ Cadrd(R) 2

/JSI ST?
2-6,,1-¢
Sleal- Y 1027 |orer sl - IORONRI,,
i<l RdR
< el Igillgon < | | lesllgen -
0 :
j=12

Next, denoting ¢, = ¢ — ¢,$,(R) and taking advantage of Lemmal[6.13]as well as Lemmal[6.9] as well as
orthogonality, we have

Z Xé~u <¢(R 3 €, 113), XR<rORP1 <y * 3R$2,[p,oo]> 2

RdR
s

psl
1

2

< Z nyou!™ ||XR$76R¢1,S# '6R(Z)2’[‘"°°]”izzed1e
I
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1

< | D ol Nl e
usl

1
3.6
S0 dillgon - g2l

Large output frequency u > 1. Here in principle we intend to absorb the frequency weight ,u%‘g (,uh%)‘”%
into the high frequency factor, which requires some care, due to the particular structure of dg¢,. We quickly
dispose of the contribution of the resonant/root part via integration by parts: assuming ¢»(R) = ¢, - $,(R),
n=0,=I,

enkemp (00 (R ), XrsxOpdr - Oxtn(R)) 1,
= el e (s (RO, Hy (rerOrdr - Orda(R))

where boundary terms at R = 0 play no role because [n3] > 1 by assumption. Localize the term ¢; <, to
dyadic frequency ~ A < u and write

H;) (Yr<Or$1.1 - Opdn(R)) = Z (

i+j+k=6

n3i

) 057 @10 Bl RO)
Then use Proposition which gives (letting x; be the Fourier variable for ¢)

(%) 8™ 6100 - 0% Cerersn )

1 7 _ . .
< (/17 +/17)||x1||Lz . i+j<6,
2 “
RdR

and so we infer

|cal

syl ony (B3 £), XrrOrdn - Opdu(RO) 2

s
g — 1 I\ =
< |Cn|/l2+2 U 3 . (/12 + /12) ||x1”L121£(§;1:/1)

Y-
< L=
~ |Cn| ,Ll ”leSgl(‘fl:/l) *

as long as we restrict A 2 1. It follows that

|cnl Z)(f:y <¢n3(R;§), XR<tOR® 1 1<< '8R¢n(R)>L2

=1 RdR o

< len| D e (0 R0 b1 ),

uz1 K

1 2
A
S |Cn| Z Z l—l . ||x1”521(§12/l)“

pxl | 1<A<u

1
2 )2
3
Sy

1
2

S leal - [Tl < lidallgon - Idallgon -
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The case when ¢ is at frequency < 1 is easily handled by placing this factor into L3 ,.,, we omit the details.

RdR’

This reduces things to the contribution of the integral term, where we shall again have to perform some
integration by parts in the inner product for very large output frequencies > h;z. Assume henceforth that ¢,
is given by the expression stated at the beginning of case (1.b).

(i): intermediate output frequencies 1 < u < h;z. Here we have

“)(§:/1<¢n3 (R; f)a XRST6R¢1,S/J : aR¢2,[/1,00]>L2

RdR

2-5,1-¢
Shyp2 E ,”aR‘f’léﬂ”Lm '||8R¢2J”L2 :
‘RdR RdR
A>p

h3
Sy

where we can expand

R
Orba.s = Ok (Gu(R)) - fo [0u(5)]™" Do a(s)ds
+ Dypra(R), n=0,%1.

Using Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform and the fact that A > u > 1, we obtain (with
X, denoting the Fourier transform of D, ¢,)

L ayg
1 [Dura x5 (5) el

To bound the contribution of the integral term to dr¢, 1, we observe that in all cases n = 0,+1 we have
(under the hypothesis 4 > u > 1)

1_¢

R
1574 [k (@ (R) - fo [6u(S)]™ Dudhra(s)ds

2
LR dR

JT; _
< |-
<(5) Rllgne, -

In fact here we can restrict to the regime where s >> 1, since the other regime s < 1 is much more straight-

I—
[STE%

forward. So in this case we have sA2 > 1 and we are in the oscillatory regime. As an example, for n = 0,
we first localize R to dyadic scale R =~ p and then perform integration by parts to obtain

R
2||0rpo(R) - | x
1 s

21X§=A¢0(S, EX(E)po(é)dédss

2 ~
Ly iz (R=p)

1
u\2"2
<| -
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If we combine these bounds with the usual L*-bound

i outr ez, < o

a(ny)
SO

and to exploit orthogonality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as usual to deduce the desired bound.

(ii): large output frequencies p > hy 2. Here the weight used for the norm || - || 3 becomes
1

<’uh§>6+% - h3 (ﬂh%)2+%

(S
[SIE%

o)
We may again assume that
R
OR®2,[u,00] = OR (Pn(R)) - fo [fn(s)] ! D2, u,00)(8) ds + Dy 001 (R), n=0,xl.

Substituting the second term on the right for dr¢y [,,0) leads to term that can be bounded directly via the
Plancherel’s theorem and Lemma[6.9t

H/Yfzu <¢n3 (R; ), XR578R¢1,§;1 : Dn¢2,[;1,00](R)>

2 i
Liar s

< my@i)? - [erseororl e - 1Dd2ei Bz

2+
H\“*2
< 2 () il - Iallgin -

A>p

As for the contrition of the integral term to dr¢ 4,0 We perform integration by parts as needed: Setting
now

R
Orba et = O (Gu(R)) - fo [Gn()]™" Duor o (8) d,
we write

Xeéxp <¢n3 (R; &), XR<rORP1. <1 - 5R¢2,[y,oo]> 2,

= 1 Y <¢n3 (R: &), H,, [XR578R¢1,Sﬂ : 8R¢2,[ﬂs°°]]>L§ "
| " | (6.32)
- Xeéi <¢n3(R;§)’ Hn3 [XRSTaRmS“ - Op (¢n(R))] . (j(: [¢n(S)] Dn¢2,UI,MJ(S) ds)>

2
LR dR

+ 1 ey (s (R; €), O (Yrs:ORD1 < - Orpn(R) [$u(R)] ™" - Dihs . 1(R)))

The second term on the right can be bounded directly by using Plancherel’s Theorem for the cases n = 0, +1,
as well as Leibinz’ rule to expand things out more. Specifically, we have

|95 (trscr1 <4 - 90 SR 18RI - Dihsper(®

2
LR dR

< [0k (erernr o - r @uBY BRI o - [Pz puci®
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S llgo [Z A 2 58”2)@”)]’

Azp

where we have also taken advantage of Lemmal[6.9 Further, we have

ererdrd1 < - Ok Gu(R [Bu(RI™" - O (Duto ot (R))

2
LR dR

< et < - Or @uR) 60RO - [0 (Dubzpucmi(®)

sn*? ||¢1||§f)”1) : [Z P [[¢2.4]

A>p

2
LR dR

5§2R§:A>]
Keeping in mind orthogonality, we can the estimate the contribution of the second term on the right in (6.32])
to the || - ”Sh3 -norm by

1

1

2
Byl A o | > AT "
Z [ 3(Wh3)™2 - phy ||¢1||Sél> ; ||¢2,/1|Séz)(§~/l)

-2
uzhy

1
<3 il -| > D (5) o

uzhy? A2p

L
2

2
547 €=

1
S h3 ”‘751”55”“ : ||¢2||§(()"2) :

which is better than the bound we are striving to establish.

As for the contribution of the first term in (6.32)), this requires another application of integration by parts.
In fact, we can write

2
LR dR

R
1 X <¢n3 (R;£), Huy | Xr<xOr1 <1 - Or (@n(R))] - ( fo [6n()] ™" D 11(5) ds)>

R
= 1 X e <¢ (R: &), H2, [xr<eOrt1 < - Or ($u(R))] - ( fo [60()] ™" Db ol (s) ds)>

2
LR dR

+ 1K (s (R3 ), O (Ho [Yise O - O @nR| [0 (R - D o R)))

Here both terms on the right can be bounded directly. The second term is analogous (with the same exponent
hIA'_‘s) to the second term in (6.32)) and hence omitted, while for the first term we use (with a_; = 1, a9 =
2, )] = 3)

Ry 2, [xrccdnsn s - o @R, < B Ul
‘RdR
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R
H<R>_an£ [60()] ™" D2, 001(5) ds

-1
s 1 gallgon -
0

oo
LR dR

where for the first bound we again take advantage of Proposition and Lemmal6.9] These bounds imply

R
X <¢n3 (R;£), Hy, [xr<rOre1 < Ok (@n(R))] - ( fo [6n()] ™" D 101(5) ds)>

L12edR S}F
< h§+6’u2+%
R 1
: ﬂ_zX‘f:ﬂ <¢n3 (R;'f)’ H}%} [XR578R¢1,S# - O (¢n(R))] : (f [¢n(s)]_ Dn¢2,[,u,0<>](s) ds)>
0 Li x Lfisc
—(1=-9
S hgﬂ (1 2) . ||¢1| gf)nl) . ”¢2| S~(()n2),

and this can be summed over dyadic u > h;z. This finally concludes the estimate for case (1.b).

(2): ¢ > max{é,&,). This is again completely analogous to (2) in the proof of Proposition taking
advantage of Proposition as well as repeated integrations by parts as in the preceding case, and hence
omitted here.

Proof of (6.31). We start with the case when the output frequency & dominates the two input frequencies
&1 .2, which corresponded to the case (2) in the preceding argument.
In order to define P3, we formally expand the product yg<:Ord1 - Or¢> in a Taylor series around R = 0 and
stop at order three terms. For this we expand (observe that we do not include a cutoff here)

(i M= s
h1(R) = ¢ f (re?) [1 + 3 6,8 - (R%) }xl@pm@ d.
0 -
j=1

provided ¢, is an angular momentum n; function with |n;| > 2, while if |n;| = 1, 0, we use an analogous
formula at the level of D;¢;(R), j = 0, =1, which gets then inserted into the formula giving ¢;(R) in terms
of (c i» D j¢1(R)). Keeping track only of terms up to order R?, we easily infer the bound (6.30). Now write
the bad term corresponding to the case (2) from before as

ZXg:A (Pny (R; &), XR<rORP 1.« - OrP2, <2 —XRg1P3(R)>L§dR
1

LR dR

= Zsza <)(Rf%>l¢n3 (R; &), XR<rORP1,<a - OrP2,<2 —XRs1P3(R)> , (6.33)
- £22

2
RdR

+ Znga <XRE%<1¢n3(R;§), Xr<rORP1, <1 - ORP2, <2 _XRs1P3(R)>
- £25

Observe that we no longer keep careful track of the 73-dependence, since n3 = O(1) now, and similarly for
all other angular momenta.

To deal with the first term on the right of (6.33), observe that we can replace the cutoff yr<: by xr<1»
since including a cutoff y1<r<; the resulting term can be handled like (2) in the proof of Proposition
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via integration by parts without incurring problematic boundary terms. Assuming for simplicity that both
factors ¢ are angular momentum #n; functions with |n;| > 2, j = 1,2, we can then schematically write

XR<10R®1 <1 " OrRP2,«a — XR<1 P3(R) = Z X; — xr<1P3(R)

j=12
X1 = Xrer 24[ fo Ko, (RE [H;qsk(m(Rfl )k}§1x§l<<ﬂx1(§1)pm(§1)d&}
i+j> 1 >

: j(: X 1 (Rgz)’[l+Z¢1(R)(R§2)]§2X52<<Mz(§2)pn2(§2)dgz]

2
Réy's 1

X2 = XRs1 (f X 5R¢nl(R;§1)X§1<<ﬁl(§1),5nl(fl)dgl)
0 REf 21
: ( fo Orbny (R E2)X <122y (£2) dfz)

+XR51(](; X 1 3R¢n1(R;§1)X§1<<ﬁ1(§1)ﬁnl(51)dfl)

REZ<1

( f X 1 3R¢n2(R;fz))(§2<<ﬁ2(§2)ﬁ"2(§2)d?z)
0 "Rzl

where the functions ¢;x(R) in the definition of X; satisfy bounds stated in Lemma 2.34. Furthermore, we
can write schematically

~ 0 1 o N1
B® = Cy ( fo L &) ¢ xl(fl)pm(fodfl) ( fo = f§x2(§2)5n2<§2)d§2)

i+j<3 1

1 o IAVA
sy ,,( f %sl( ff)flxl(a)pm(fl)da) ( fo foézl(sz) §§?z(§z)ﬁn2(§z)d§z)

i+j<3
+...,

and where the terms denoted by . .. refer to similar products for Rg% <1, Rfé < 1 where at least one cutoff
Xé .24 18 included into one of the factors.

Then we handle their contribution to the first term on the right of (6.33]) as follows: for the contribution of
X1, 1.e. the term

HZ){M <XR§%>1XR:k¢n3 (R; &), X1> ,
- 2

Liar S’ls
1

localize R to dyadic size x > 13 Exploiting the oscillatory nature of XRg—‘ 1 >1¢n3 (R; &) from Lemma [4.36]
Proposition 4.37] and their analogues for negative n, and performing integration by parts with respect to
R, we gain (+

N
) . Then localizing the frequencies &> to dyadic values uj» < A, and calling X, , the
A2k s
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corresponding contribution to X;, we have

‘Xf:/l <XR§% XR=xPny(R; €), X1u12>

n3
Sl

RdR

}nga <)( L XR=xPny (R; ), lez>

2>

RR L2

>

Loc

2>

}ng,l <)( } NR@R E, T3), X1u12>

RdR

and further for fixed & ~ A we have, by Lemma[4.36]and the profile of X,

(Ko Kb R, K1) |

RdR

16 u
il B T ol

) (/I%K)N I (up)2+0

. _1 .
Summing over k > A2 we obtain

9 5
6 1 2 L s 3
K ) 1.8 /11
K%Z/l (A%K)N ! (/12)%“5 TH )3 346 1—[ ” J” J(f 1))
g s
3-8 14w
< Hi (;12)%"‘5 T ) 3 1—[ H_ ”
) % g J(§/~#/)

Combining with the inequality further above we obtaln

$
_9 -9 pu?
2 2 M

IS BN
N NS
:>.

1
3
Hy

K %
wy TH2 Ty
S? < /l% ) 1:12” J” J(§j~ﬂ1)

‘#AMM%maxm>

provided A > 1. Finally, exploiting orthogonality and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we infer that

| Lz ) =Tl
SPExD 1

The estimate for low output frequencies & < 1 is much easier due to the restriction on R in the definition of
X; and omitted here.

The contribution of the term X; to the first term on the right hand side in (6.33)) is handled similarly, except
that now one has to use the oscillatory expansion for XRg 1 >1¢n1 (R; £1) and the other oscillatory terms and

N

RIR

RdR g

IR, Xiz) |

RdR

}/\/52/1<XR ¢n3(R ‘f) Xl,ulz>L2

< Xretz1

combine the phases with the one of XRg—‘ 1 >1¢,,3 (R; &) before performing integration by parts. We omit the
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similar details.
In order to complete the estimate for the first term on the right hand side of (6.33)), it thus suffices to deal

with the contribution of yg<; P3(R). We observe right away that the restrictions R¢ : >1,R<limplyé > 1.
Consider the first term in the definition of P5(R), and call this P(;)(R). Further localise the frequencies of

- _1
the two factors to dyadic size u », respectively, resulting in P(31/)11 2(R). Then we bound for k 2 u, *

)
%M( Kyt IR,y WquPW(R))LidR
K2+z+]

S T
i3 (2N

‘fo X§1=m§?31(§1)ﬁn1(§1)d§1 U; X§2=#2§2%}2(§2)ﬁn2(§2)d§2 :

The integrals are easily bounded by

— e,

i
2ta .

I\JI«J

) g

E1~m)’

‘f Xfmufl X1(§1)Pn1(§1)d§1 ” >5

2

Hy 3.J
Wy (H2) 72

[T

allgn g, -

‘ fo Xermby) BEN () dEs| <

We conclude that

Zl % w1 (X ey 905 (RO, Xroskmar Py j,lz(R)>

Kk2A 2

dR

[
2

N/
_1-3 (1 H _3.i My 3.4
CE) e s ey k]_llznxkn -

Finally, we infer

Fm( 1 O (R;6), XR<1P51,112<R>>

RdR S

%:A( o O (RO, xrar Py, (R )>

Lia L2

<A

LY§=1< ohsy I (R 8, XR<1P3,“2(R)>

RdR L°°

whence using the preceding bound we get

lrensts  0n R0 e P, RO,

3
Sy
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p\V (Dt
S(ﬂ) ) 'W' 1—[ Fekll g g

. . . . . =(1)
But then exploiting orthogonality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as usual we infer (here P 3l AR is

the term arising from Isgl) after restricting both factors to frequency <« A1)

ZA]M A PR ET), xra P, (R ))LM

h
S( 3)

1

2\2
3112
S’F(f:»]

g
—
M

IR0, P (R))

A 12<Ad L}ZMR
B 3
23 G G e [
~ —6_6 k Tiy, ~
T o2 A u1)° (u2) mlp S0 @
< [Pl g
k=1,

This still leaves the contribution of

xea [PV R) - P ()]

to be bounded, which will be done like below, when treating the contribution of the final term constituting
P3(R). The second term in the decomposition of P3(R) is handled analogously to the first, and so we only
need to bound the contribution of the last term, Pg3)(R) to finish the bound for the first term on the right of

(€33). This contribution is then given by

Z ’JZ Xe=X g1 1¢n3(R;§), XR<1 (fo (Rglé)Xflziff}l(fl)ﬁnl(fl)dgl)

i+j<3

dR

- ( fo (rel) ¢ Xz(fz)Pnz(fz)d§2)>
Then we use the integral bounds (for i + j < 3)

] 0 £ e TP (€1 dE | <

pzAa

‘ fo £ T2 EDPn (&2) i

< [Rallgrs -
0

2In addition there is a similar term with the roles of X1, X, interchanged.
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and so localizing Rtoxk < 1,k 2 /l_%, we infer after repeated integrations by parts (denoting by Aﬁj (R) the
product of the two integrals in the long expression above)

[Chestt g R0 s ROV |
2+i+j
K —_—= =
S gy [Z;u Ak g ., )] el
2

whence summing over «

2 ’<X§= oy (RO R ”(R)>L

_1 RdR
A 2gksl

<Al

HzA

Finally, we infer

D Cii D et (RO xra A Rz
i+j<3 B ~ ST3
1

i, 2 )2

<) Z|wgzuRf%>l¢m(R;§),XRslA;J(R»L;MR ]

i+j<3 \ Azl Sy

1
2\2
s
Loo

1

< Z Z 2 7</l>2+6

i+j<3\azl |

(et s B (RO, xRAATR)

LR dR

and the preceding expression can be bounded by

2\2
DD O ey B RO xra AT RY) | ‘
i+j<3\ 421 RdR L7,
2
3D Z( ) ||31||Sh1(§:4 ol < [ ] Il -
A1 | u=d 0 j=12

This finally concludes the bound for the first term on the right hand side of (6.33), provided that both fac-
tors ¢ are angular momentum 7 ;-functions with |n;| > 2. The case |n;| < 2 for at least one j is handled
similarly and omitted.

As for the second term on the right hand side of (6.33)), here we have to take advantage of the high degree
of vanishing of the expression in the inner product at R = 0, as well as the shortness of the interval of
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integration. To begin with we can reduce yr<:Or®1.«i - OrP2.<«a tO XR<1O0RP1 <1 - OrRD2.«a- In light of the
cutoff )(Rf i in the second term in (6.33), this further localization is automatic if £ > 1. Thus consider now

2 <
A1 RdR

Z)(f: < 1 ¢n3(R &), X1<R<tORP1, <1 - Or2, <</1> ,

We shall again assume for simplicity that both factors ¢ > are angular momentum »; functions with |n;| > 2,
the remaining cases being dealt with similarly. A straightforward sharpening of Lemma [6.9] furnishes the
bounds

g —
Okd1,0] < 1} IRl [0r.<a| < IRallgp

=)’

and so we infer

ngza< ¢n3(R &), X1<R<rORP1, <1 " Or2, <</l>

Lia S5 K

< AT 9k - Opdr.<allp
<A

<> (8 ) IRl gy - IRl
H <A

Square-summing over A yields the desired bound upon applying Cauchy-Schwarz and orthogonality.
It follows that its suffices to bound

Z/\(g /1< R§2<1¢n;(R 5 ), XR<1 [ORP1 <A - ORO2. <2 —Ps(R)]>

RdR S

Observe that in the inner product the factors dr¢ ; «, are automatically in the non-oscillatory regime due to

the restrictions on their frequencies and the cutoff XRg by Thus we can write

Xe=AX b KRS [0rd1.<1 - OrP2.<1 — P3(R)] = X3 + P,
where we can write schematically

X3 = XRsiKe-t gy, D [ fo (Rgff)"[l + 3 auRIRED

l+j24 k>1

£xe, <<m<§1>ﬁm(fl>d§1}

[ f (R§2 )/ [1 + Z ¢1(R)(R§2) ]§2X§2<</1x2(§2)/0n2(§2)dfz]

>1

as well as

Pi= 3% Gl [ e (Rl eimccomnen e [

i+j<3

00

(k3 el matepnien der
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00 N1 0 N1
3 caj(hL; xeiea (Re; ffX4(§1h5m(§1)d§1)-(hL; e (Re)) Emiemnien der .

i+j<3

We bound the contributions of X3, P4 as follows:
Contribution of X3: First, the low frequencies A < 1 are handled as follows. Localizing the variable x; (&)
to dyadic frequency 1 < A4, and calling the resulting expression X3 ,,,, we get

}Xg:/1< sz<1¢n;(R 36, XR<1X3;11>L

RdR

sat ”XRle&m”Lng

<11MHMHm@W)H@M?-
From here we conclude that
‘ngA<Xf RO, w1 Xsgn) |
RdR S?
_s
S/ll 2 lX: < % ¢ng(R é:) XR<1X3;11>
3 RdR L°°

Hi1\2  — =
<= - . .
<(2) IF1llg1 g,y * I Follgr

Square-summing over A and invoking the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as usual gives the desired bound. For
high frequencies A > 1, we take advantage of the high degree of vanishing at R = 0 of X3: specifically,
localising the frequencies of the factors to pj, < A as well as fixing i, j for simplicity and calling the

resulting expression Xgllﬁ ,» we get the poitnwise bound

(i)
}X§:/1< R§2<1¢m(R ), XR<1X3}512>LMR

- 3 s
1— ’+J max{%—’—zs,O} max{%=-$,0} _
<A . . . Xiell on
/’l ﬂz k_12|| k||S0k(§k:/~1k)
whence
( )
”szﬁ <X A<l Pny(R; ), XRrs1 3"12>L
Rar 1S K

3,0 i) max{53-2$,0} max u—é

st T g -
k=12

where we keep the condition i+ j > 4 in mind. Square-summing over A > 1 and exploiting simple orthogonal
arguments, the desired bound easily follows.

As for the contribution of P4, where we only treat the first line, the second being more of the same, we get
smallness from the large frequencies inside at least one of the factors in this expression. Using that i + j < 3,
and fixing i, j as well as the frequency &, =~ yu; in the first factor, which results in sz, we can bound, for
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large frequencies 4 > 1,

%4 Ve I RiE. )

RdR

(E1=u1)

S1-i =G5+ =
A ARl e oy Il
This in turn implies that

K:’l< Xreh P (R:E): PE‘Z’?I >L2

RdR

A\ED
S| — -Ix X .
- (m) il g oy 12l

But from here, keeping in mind that i < 3, we infer that

1
2 \2

pl-» -
DD et (s RO | < [ el

A1 ||z RdR Shs k=12
1

For small frequencies A < 1, we distinguish two cases y; < 1 and y; > 1. For the first case, we have

%: (et ® P |5

(i,))
‘X§2A< R§2<1¢"3(R 16, P4#1>L2

RdR

[
2
H
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1)
which implies

s 8
<74 Il

X .
e | 2||ng

Then a routing argument gives the desired result. For the second case where y; > 1, we have

(i.)) <, G548 =
et (Vg SR OLPED) | < Fillgh g IFell e

RdR

which implies

‘%M (s @O

RdR

< A8 O g,

||32|| P -

~u S
gt @ o
Again a routing argument gives the desired result.
Now we turn to the case when &) < ¢ < &. Reviewing the argument handling the case |n3]| > 1, there are
two places where we used the integration by parts regarding the operator H,,. The first place is when we
handle the contribution from

Xewpt (D03 (R.€), XrsrOr1 < - Ordu(R))

RdR
Note that if the vanishing order at R = 0 of dr¢1 <, is greater or equal to 4, then we can still perform the
integration by parts argument. If the vanishing order is less or equal to 3, then we can follow the argument
estimating the contribution from

Xewp (D0 (R,€), xr1 P3(R))
RdR
The other place where we used the integration by parts argument is when estimate the contribution from

szld <¢n3 (R9 é:)’ XR$T6R¢1,SH : 8R¢2,[/1,00]>L2d 4
RdR
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where, withn = 0, +1,

R
OR®2,[u,00] = OR (¢n(R))'f0 [62()] ™" D2 y1.001(5) ds.

Note that the vanishing order at R = 0 in the expression y¢~, <¢,,3 (R, €), xr< 1 P3 (R)>L2 is at least of O(Rg),
di

which is enough for integration by parts regarding H,, twice, as for the |n3| > 1 cagé This completes the

proof of the proposition. |

In order to bound the quadratic “null-forms” arising in the nonlinearity, we also need to deal with the terms
involving temporal derivatives, which in terms of the (r, R)-coordinates involve the operator 9, + %R@R. In
order to understand the effect of this operator on the exceptional low angular momentum terms, it is useful
to determine the effect of this operator on the expressions in (6.21)), (6.23), (6.23). Letting n = 0, 1, we get
(now the function ¢ also depends on 7)

A R _
(ar+7R6R)(cn<r)¢n(R)+¢n(R)- fo [6u()] ™" Dyo(x, s)ds)
A A R _
= L (Mu(R) + ca(D) = RORgu(R) + L (ROrd(R)) - fO [6(9)] " Dud(r, 5)ds (6.34)

A R _
+7RDn¢(T’R)+¢n(R)‘ j(: (60 ()] O (Dyo(x, 5)) ds.

Here in light of the explicit algebraic nature of ¢, (R), the first three terms at the end are essentially like the
terms in the original formula for ¢(t, R), except that they come with an extra factor 7! ~ ﬂ—/{ As for the last
term, write it as

R R
- _ A
$u(R) - fo [60()] " B (Drdp(x, 5)) ds = $u(R) - fo [6n(5)] 1(aT+7sas)<z>n¢<r, 5)) ds

R
+%¢n(R)- f 05 (s[Bu(9] ™) (Dug(z, 5)) ds (6.35)
0
A

- TTRD,,(?(T, R),

where the last term cancels against the fourth term in the earlier identity. The middle term is completely
analogous to the term

R
$u(R) - [) [¢n(5)]_1 Dpé(x, 5)ds,

The first term on the right is more delicate, and will be handled by formulating it on the Fourier side.
Specifically, writing

DT, R) = fo 0u(R, EVE(r, £)P(&) de,

we express the effect of the operator 9, + %R@R by

A o o o o
(aT+ 7R6R)@n¢(r,R) =f0 Bu(R.EXDL T (T, )P (&) di + fo bu(ROK R, ) dE,  (6.36)
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where ‘K,(,O) is the non-diagonal part of the transference operator, which vanishes when n = 1. Moreover, the
dilation type operator Z)g") is given by the formula

, b MGEVE A
PO = g, —2lrgg, - &) e A
’ F I N7 S

Next, we consider the effect of 9, + %RaR on large angular momentum functions, where things are more
direct. In fact, writing

¢(T.R) = j; Gn(R: E)X(7, £)pn(£) dE,

we obtain

Ar °° (1. )5
(af + 7RaR) $(T,R) = f Gn(R; EYDVX(r, E)pn(€) d
0 (6.37)

+ fo G (R EYK X (1, £)pné) dE,

where the dilation type operator is given by the formula

o =g ot A GMOVE A
- I N7 R

A
We shall then use bounds on x(t, &), D(Th)}(f, &) or else 1)5”)}(7, &) in order to control the bilinear terms
involving time derivatives. We shall require an analogue of the L*™-bounds in Proposition without
derivatives and Fourier coeflicients that are better behaved in the low frequency regime:

Lemma 6.15. Let the functions f;, j = +1,0 be as in the statement of Proposition Then we have the
bounds

il < lesl + [billsen 81 = €259
Here S(()l) = Sg,SE)O) = SS,SE)"') = §;.

Proof. We consider the integral expression contributing to f;. Thus set now
Fi(R) = ¢;(R) f [0,9]" ( f 8,(s, )y ()P ;&) df) ds

= 4R - fo 609" ( [ xps f)y,(f)p,(g)df) ds

£2 <

R _ 00
w0 [ o) l-( [ f)y,@p,(f)df) ds.

E2>

Consider for example the case j = 1, the others being similar. Then recall the bound

b1 (5,&)] < min{s, &3 (s£2) 72,

and so we get the bound

o PO < 57 oD
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We conclude that

R 00
Hi(R)- fo [¢1(s)]‘1-( fo )(Sf;g1¢1(s,§)y1(§)ﬁ1(§)d§) ds

< [ @t bonde <l

The second integral expression is bounded similarly, by using the oscillatory nature of y . >1¢ i(s,&) and
sE22

performing integration by parts. m|

We also have the following estimates for large frequencies:

Lemma 6.16. Let A > 1 and fj>,, j = 0, %1 be defined as

R _ 00
Fiaa® = 8- [ oo ( | esemonse dg) ds. (638)
Then we have the following L™ -estimate

T S D Wiaay T M

and the following L*-estimates

lorfizall,; < ;/fl‘% b llgeuyy - Sor i=0.1,
u>

|98 f-1.24] R @l -

) 1S
LrarR3A°2)
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemmal6.15]and we omit the details. |
Proposition 6.17. Let |ni| > 1, |ny| < |nyl, where ny is allowed to take any integer value. Also, assume that

|ns3| > 2 and that either n3 ~ nj or else |n3| < |n{| as well as ny ~ —ny. For |n| > 2, assuming that ¢(R) is an
angular momentum n function with

1
n+1’

o(r.R) = fo 6u(R: (. OPalE) dis i =

we set (recalling ST = f%Sg)
¢z, Mg == [1Dx(r, Ol -

For n =0, 1 assuming that ¢(t, R) is an angular momentum n function provided

R 00
¢(7, R) = cp(T)pp(R) + $n(R) - fo [¢n(9)] ™' Do(r.5)ds.  De(r,R) = fo X(7, E)Pn(R, £)pn(£) dE,

where D = D_, D, D, according to n as in the preceding. Then set
lp(T. Mg = [e ()] + 1D Ol g0 -
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With the conventions and under the assumptions on the n; stated at the beginning, and assuming T > 1, we
have the following bound

where we assume that the factors ¢ ; are angular momentum n; functions, j = 1,2.
Next, assume that \ny| < 1, while the other assumptions on n; stated above are still valid. Then if ¢y, are
angular momentum n; functions with finite || - ||ﬁ sop-norm, the product

k=015

) (6.39)

(00s(R3 ), e (0 + = ROR) 1 (00 + ST ROR) 62 H sr‘5<nz>zlilli¢j|

~(n;) ~(n;
2 §.7°nS
L ar 5?3 i 0 1

A A
((9T + IROR) ¢1 . (aT + IROR) ¢2

admits a third order Taylor expansion at R = 0 of the form

3
Py(R) = ) vk,
=0

where we have the bound
3

Dot s [ |l

=0 j=12

(6.40)

..(rlj-) ~(nj).
§,7n5,

Furthermore, we have the bound

(0ns(R3), xer 3+ Z2RR) o1 (00 + SEROR) 62 — et P(R))

S(()nj)ﬁg(lnj) (6.41)

2
Lrarlls™s

2
<11l
n J=1

The last inequality remains correct if we subtract from P3 those terms le’ withl > |n3—1|,1 = n3—1(mod 2),
provided |n3 — 1| < 3.

Proof. First inequality. Start with the case when |ny| > 2, i.e. we can use the representation (6.37). Observe
that since 7(7? maps S g into S i’, and we assume that D, x € § ’I’ we can treat this case exactly as in the proof

of Proposition observing that there we always deal with the product & %X(T, &Hes ? for the Fourier
transform. Thus to conclude the proof of (6.39), it suffices to deal with the case |ny| < 1, where we have
to take advantage of (6.34)), (6.33) as well as (6.37). In the following, we omit the contributions coming
directly from the resonance/root part, i.e. the first, second term on the right hand side in (6.34)), since their
contribution is straightforward to bound. Throughout we have n3 ~ n; due to the assumptions on the angular
momenta for the first inequality.

Contribution of the third term on the right hand side of (6.34)) and the second term on the right hand side
in (6.33). For all intents and purposes, we may assume here that

A Ar K -1
(8T+7R6R)¢2(R)=7¢n(R)' fo [6n()] ™" Dudpa(s)ds, n=0,xl,

where D, ¢, admits the representation

Dn2(R) = fo Gn(R, E)X(E)Pn(&) dE.
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On the other hand, ¢,(7, R) is assumed to admit a representation as at the beginning of the proposition, cor-
responding to large angular momentum, and we then have (6.37). We can then essentially repeat the proof
of (6.29) in Prop.[6.14]to deal with this case.

This reduces things to the case when we substitute the two terms on the right of (6.36)) for (8T + % 50 s) D2,
which in turn gets substituted into (6.33). On the other hand, we still use the representation (6.37) for
(8T + %RBR) ¢1. We follow the same steps as for the proof of (6.29). As before we call & the output fre-

quency, and & » the frequencies of the factors (more precisely, in case of (8, + %R(?R) @2, the frequency of

Dn¢2)

(1.a) & < & . We take advantage of Lemmal6.15] which under our current hypotheses on (OT + %R(?R) &>
give

H(a + T RAx) 92 5o

e

(n) (n)
Sl S 1

< o6

S(ly,) + ”xHSgl)
< “¢2”§g[)ﬁ§(1") .

We need to bound the expression

A A
> et (8 R, (00 + TROR) 6151+ (00 + TRx) 2) |

2 RdR 5?3
1

2 ]Z
s e~

1
2 2

5 b
Liar

where we have exploited orthogonality and the Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform.
Recalling (6.37) we get (letting X the Fourier transform at angular momentum n; of ¢)

<¢n3 (R; &), (5T + %RaR) h1>a- (87 + %R@R) ¢2>L12me

s[z

A

s h%—& [Z /11_6</lh§>3+26

A

A 1.
(0 + RO ) 910 (00 + ST ROR) 62

1 _
‘ (81' + TTR(?R) P10 < Z [ Z)g”)x ||(K(O) ]
Ly ar u>A
< Y hy' (e +3 ) =370 ||x .
D )T [| P e @:ﬂ)]

puza

Recalling our hypothesis that n; ~ n3 and using Holder’s inequality and also recalling the above L> bound
for the second factor, we then have

h2 6/1___</1h2>2+6

A A
(o T rononss- (3.4 i)

LR dR
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1_¢
A\272 _ (h1)=
< s ~gn § - ' 1 )
S “¢2||S§))ms(l) (’u) |:||x1||Sgl(f:ll) + ||D-r X1 S?l(led)

p=a

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as well as orthogonality, it follows that

bt A 2 )
2— 1- 2\3+2 T T

5 6[§ AT ARG (aT+ ﬂRaR)my-(aﬁ ﬂRaR)qbz . ]

A RdR

1

1_9 2\2
/l 2 2 _
< cm)~an - *
< lallsnnse | ) (ﬂ) [||x1||531(§2#)+| o M“

1\23 )3
— ()=

< cgm)~cn - *

S lgallgmng E E (’u) [||X1||S71(§:ﬂ)+”@r X1 s’fl(gzy)]]

DIz,

(1.b) &1 < € < &. We distinguish between different frequency ranges for the output frequency €.

Small output frequency ¢ < 1. Localizing to dyadic & ~ A < 1, consider the expression

A 1.
Xé=a <¢n3(R;§), XR<r (5T + IRaR) Pr<a- (5T + IRaR) ¢2,z/1> ,

LRdR
The subscript in ¢; >, refers to the frequency variable occurring in the representation (6.36)), which in turn

gets substituted into (6.33), (6.34). For this small frequency regime, this localization does not play an
important role, however. We decompose

A A
Yewa (0 Rs ), xnee (0c + TROR) 81 <1+ (00 + SRR ) d2) |

LR dR

Pny (R3 8), XRr (5T + ﬁR@R) P1<a- (3T + %R(?R) ¢2,2/l> i (6.42)

= Xéxa <X
A Ly ar

1
A3RA2 <}

A o
b (R:E), Xrer (aT N 7R6R)¢1 - (aT N 7R6R) ¢z,>ﬂ>

1
RA2 >4 )
2 LRdR

+ Xé=a <)(

hfl
By Proposition 4.32] the Fourier basis ¢,,(R, £) satisfies the bound |¢,, (R, &)| < (%)C ’ for some absolute
constant ¢ > 0. This together with a slightly sharpened version of Lemma[6.9] gives the following estimate

for A < 1 and an absolute constant ¢ > 0

s 1 ch
246,98 —
<8 (5) Al

fo Ky I OXTOPO |
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Since %y =~ %3, we conclude, using Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform as well as
Holder’s inequality that

A 1
%M <Xh3m;<%¢n3 (R:©), xuner (9 + TROR) $1 <1+ (¢ + =R ¢m>

Lg g SF
2-5,1_9 A Ar
Shy AT 2. }XRsmm{hsu-;’T} (5r + 7R5R)¢1 <A (5T + TRaR) $2,52
RdR
25,0-8 4 146,142 s Ar Ar
$h3 A272 -h3 727270 - |[|0; + —ROR |1 <a |07 + —ROR ) P2.52
A L A Ly

Taking advantage of the preceding sharpened L*-bound, the fact that 7i; ~ %3, as well as Lemma[6.13] and
also keeping in mind the representation (6.37)), we can bound the preceding by

[ S G} S Y R,
h% 91773 . 2 2+2h31+575. .

A
((97 + 7R5R) d1<a

A
(aT N —RaR)qbz,y
L A

o0
RdR LR dR

S [
S 7022 1o ~zop - 1d2llcon) o) -
¢ §7ns 1 ¢ §7%ns 2

This can then be summed over dyadic A < 1 to yield the desired bound.
As for the second term on the right in (6.42), we perform integration by parts in the inner product, replacing
it schematically by

-1 A Ar
T Hems <xh3RﬁZ%¢n3(R;§), Or nce (0c + S ROR) 41 (9 + SRk ¢z,>ﬂ]>

2
LR dR

To bound this, we recall our assumptions on the factors (GT + %RBR) ¢j, j = 1,2, and use the following
L?-bounds

i 1 it )— 1 0)—
a(a +—TR6) s ¢t iz + et
k(O + = ROR|$1<1 - §2D: X 26 2K, X B e

T
< h12+6/12 ”¢1”§(1h1)ﬂ§f)hl)

0 (a + /ITRa )¢> < llgall

- = amp)  &(np) «
AN I At L2 (R<T) 208\ ngy

In fact, to get the last bound for n = 0, £1, write

p R _ p
dx (aT " 7R6R)¢z,zﬂ = Opbu(R) - fo [6a(5)] 1(6» + 7sas) Dybroalt, s)ds

A
+ (a.r + IROR) Z)n¢2,2/l(‘ra R)

and also recall the Fourier representation (6.36)), which in light of the Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted
Fourier transform implies the desired bound for the second term on the right. As for the first term on the
right, one can argue similarly to the proof of Lemma [6.13] to get the desired bound. If we add the easily
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verified bounds (see Lemma|[6.15)

A
(aT " —RaR)qbz,y

< ||¢2||§(1”2)m§(()n2) s

A Ly
A _
(aT " fRaR)m,q < 12028 Wl o
Lo

and using Holder’s inequality and the Leibniz product rule, we infer that (recall the restriction 4 < 1)

2
LRR

Ao
}sz/l <)(h b O R0, xner (00 + SEROR) 91 - (91 + —RaR)¢z,ZA>
3RAZ 25 A s
<7205

~ 3 2

Ar Az
ng ~ <)(h o %05 ns (R €), XRr<r (81' + TRaR)¢l</l : (81' + jRaR) ¢2,2/l>

12 2
RAR L i

~ A Ar
S 1307 - |0k [XRST (87 + IRGR) $r<a- (3r + 7R3R) ‘152,21]

2 ol

j=12

LR dR

(" ) ~(’lj) ’

which can also be summed over dyadic 4 < 1, giving the desired bound. This concludes the case (/.5) in
the small output regime.

Intermediate output frequency hgz > & 2 1. This case can be handled similarly as the preceding case
since the weight in the norm || - || g is the same as in the small frequency regime. However, since now the

frequency A > 1, we must proceed dlfferently when we sum over A. In the non-oscillatory regime 73 RA 3 %

we use the bound

246,20 (1 oI’
Shy70Aaz 3 ||¢1||§<1n1>ﬁ§én1>- (6.43)

A
}Xth 1 %(a‘r + 7R3R) d1.<a .

RdR

h_l
The rapid decaying factor (1)C ' absorbs the growth from summing over 1 < A < h; 2, using the fact
ny =~ 3. For the oscillatory regime th/lz , in addition to the rapid decaying estimate (6.43), we also

need to use the following refined estimate for (8, + TTRaR) b2

1
S A2 [|gall gy gnn)
¢ 87§,

A
H(aT + jRaR) $2,52

S
LRdR

which is obtained by Lemma The decaying factor A~2 absorbs the growth from summing over
1<Ash;?
<SAShE”.
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Large output frequency & 2 Ty 2. This is accomplished by integration by parts: schematically we have

i o
Xea <¢n3 (R:€), Xrer (aT " —RaR) 1<n- (aT N —RaR) ¢m>
A A L2

= & ean (0B 0, Hi [t (9 + SEROR) 811 (9 + T ROR) 9220

! Liun
= f—l)(f:/l <¢n3 (R:¢), Hy, [XRgr (8, + %R@R) ¢1</l] . (57 + %R@R) ¢2,21>L2 (6.44)
£ e <¢ns(R;f) (5R + ) bener (00 + S RIR) 01 1| - 0 (00 + S R3R) 02, >A>Lz

it+j=2,i<1 Rdr

Taking advantage of Proposition [6.8] as well as Lemma[6.15] we can bound the first term on the right:

6wt (90 R0, Hi [t (0 + R0k 91 |- (00 + STROR) 8220

RdR

ni3
Sy

_5a_l_0 o+3 A
<O (an3) 2-‘ . -H(87+77R8R)¢2,>,1
dR

A
Hn3 [XRST (87' + TTRBR) ¢1 </1]
Lyar

1
s ||¢,|

S("/)mg(’lj) ’

where we have taken advantage of the bounds (with X; denoting the Fourier transforms as explained in

Prop.

5 L8 5+3 A
h% 6/1 : </1h§> i ’Hm [XRST (a‘r + TTRaR)ﬁbl@l] ) < ||1)‘(rhl) |’7((O) ]
LRdR
S H¢1| QU
A -1 ()= © R
H(a‘r + ITRaR) ¢2,2/1 Lo < A7 [||DT ! X2| S(lnl) + |7((n1) | (nl) < A2 ||¢2| S:)nzmg(lnz) .
IR

In particular, summing over dyadic 4 2 75 2 furnishes a bound for the first of the last two terms in (6.44) of
the desired form.
As for the final term in (6 , we get (under our current hypothesis on (8T + %RBR) ¢>) the schematic (only

(n2)—

keeping the term D xz) decomposmons

A R a7 n)— -
Or (37 + TROR) P20 = Ordn,(R) - ( fo [y ()] j; Xesabn, (5, E)DV X1, )y, (€) d§) ds

+ fo XezBny (R, E) DI T (1, )Py (€) dE,

A R o (T no)= )
2 (ar+7R6R)¢z,>ﬂ=a§¢nz<m-( fo (6 ()] fo Xeoatny (5. 6)D Z)X2(T,§)pn2(§)d§) ds
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-1 0 — ~
+ O (R) - [pny (R)] " - ( f Xesahm (R, E)DITo (1, E)pn, (€) df)
0

+ Og (fo Xe=aPny (R, g)z)(Tnz)jz(T, Epny (©) df) ‘

For j = 0, 1 we directly use Lemmal6.16]to obtain for A > 1
—1-¢
deR S Z/l//l 2 [
=

For j = —1, Lemmal6.16] gives the desired estimate for R < A~1. For RA? > 1 we will treat differently at the
end.

Furthermore, for the high-angular momentum term, in light of Lemma we have the L™-bound (for
i<1)

A
Or (aT N 7R6R) ..

" iz(T,§)| ) +|7((0)_

n 'x | n *
TIPS S(lz)(é‘:ﬂ)]

1Y A S
((9R + 1—3) [)(RsT (5T + TRaR)fm </1] Sh? - “

Combining these bounds leads to the estimate (except for j = —1 with RAZ > 1)
lI(last term of (6.44))|| $"(exns?)

“7(“”

o0
LR dR

BRI—

49
2. Z A2 229 ||(last term of (6 )||2

A2
g}
Sl]

S hy - [”Dghnfd
A

A2h? uza

(0)—
s ¥ ”7(711 a
1

DIV5(r,£)|

2\2

0)=

. +|‘7( x| .

[ § sy T2 2 Siz)@:m]]

For j = -1 and RAZ > 1, we simply write 772 = 27! - 27! and use one of the two 17! to make up
the discrepancy of the decay in u. Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and exploiting orthogonality
allows to bound the preceding by

Shy- 1—[ ”¢J

j=12

S(n/)ﬂg(n

This concludes the case of large output frequencies for the case (1.b).

(2): & > max{é1, &) Output frequency dominates both input frequencies. We proceed in analogy to case
(2) in the proof Proposition The case of output frequency ¢ < 1 here is handled exactly like the small
output frequency case in (/.b) before. We shall henceforth restrict to output frequency ¢ > 1. We shall
again exploit multi-fold integration by parts in order to shift derivatives around. Precisely, we write, always
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keeping the assumed underlying fine structure of (8T + %RGR) ¢2.<4 in mind

A A
Keea (0 (B30, e (0c + SROR) 81,1 (00 + STROR) h2.a)

RdR

. A A,
=& e <¢(R;§, h3), H33 [XRsr (81' + IRaR) 1,<a- (81' + jRaR) ¢2,<1]> ,

LR dR

= Z Cij€  xea <¢n3(R;§), A% (’; ) [XRgr (57 + %RGR) ¢1,<1] : (57 + %RGR) ¢2,</1>

i+j=6

R
" 2 e <¢n3(R;§>, () [ner (0 + 22 Rom) or.c| - 0 [ Lot f<,1(s)ds>
>1

DI )cu<¢m<R 6. o2 frnee (0 + 2 R3R) 1.1 - [6§<¢n<R))[¢n<R>]‘1-f<ﬂ<R)]> ,

2
LR dR

2
LR dR

I+i+j+k=6 LzzedR

1>1
(6.45)
where we have introduced the quantity
Foa®) = [ 0n(R.6) (D1 5ol ) + Kol ) ) .

Then we estimate the last three terms as follows: for the first term at the end in (6.43)), we use Lemmal6.13]
as well Proposition [6.8]to bound the first, respectively the second term below

C(na\J /l‘r
. ’6}?(}3) [XRST (87' + jRaR)¢1,</1] .
LRdR

A
(57 + IRBR) $2,<2

Invoking Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform, this leads to the bound

£ R:0). (2] [her (00 + R0 (8. + R0
Xé=a \ Pny (R E), Op 7 ) [XRsr |07+ /lR R|P1.< -+ /lR R|$2.<2 X
LRdR

h3
Sy

h2 6/1_"</1h2>6+2 . (n3\/ A A

S 3 (|9 (_3) [XRsr (5r + —TRGR) ¢1,<z] . ‘ (BT + —TRBR) $2,<a
/1 R /1 L2 /1 L
‘RdR RdR
5+3
h2 5/1——— </1h2> 2
. (hl) (o)_ . )

s 2 Z ||§ Dr L2 £ E=1) ||§ m X lelf(fz‘u) H¢2||S~(()"2)ms(l"2) :

Here we can bound the product of the first two expressions by (recalling the hypothesis 7] = 73)

2-6 338/ 132\6+3
hy > ;3<M3> 2 [ZHf D%,

K O%

— L2 (=1 Hf m |2 (§~u)]
K (6.46)

<560 [l
u<d
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Substituting this bound into the preceding one, we easily infer that

1
b
[Z ||(First term of )||§h3}
1

21

<wtge (B o
21 u<
s [ ]l

j=12

which is as desired, and concludes the bound for the first term in (6.43)). For the second term, Lemma [6.13]
implies

1 )—
¥,

e
e
S (=) ||x1”531(f=”)] ”

) <))
§,7NS,

R
O on®): [ (0w Fards| <[5 [T 120
0 LY 1 1
As in the previous case, with i + j < 6, we have
RO SRS || . i 1
3 3 i 3 T
— O (%2 [rrer(@: + RO < )
RdR

can be bounded by (6.46). Applying Plancherel’s theorem as well as Holder’s inequality suitably we then
infer
:

[Z I(Second term of )IIEhs)
1

Az1
. [”DY”)YI

1

21\2
$" e + IIX1||S§1(§:M] U ,
which implies the desired bound.
The final term in (6.43)) is bounded by applying Leibniz’ rule to the last term. Considering the case n = —1,
the cases n = +1, 0 being handled similarly, we write

3" [0 @uRD [8aRT ™" - fa(B)|
= > G @uR) - (9u(R) 3 (FalR))

1_9
172

(4

u<a

S ligallgon g -[Z

Az1

ll +lz+l3 =[-1
= D) gun(R) 3R (faR)).
l] +12+13 =l-1

where the function g, ,(R) satisfies the bound

|gk,ll’2 (R)| S maX{R—Z—lz . RmaX{Z—k—ll,O}, <R>_(k+ll+12)},
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and so we get the bound

(22 [ener (9 + Rk 01| " [0 R 6,08 f<z(R)]’

<

~

eijely i (MY A
R38R e (9 + SRR 1| 9k (FeaRD).

I<5—i-j—k
Taking advantage of Prop. Lemmal6.9]as well as Prop. and Lemmal6.9]and placing the factors

RO (%)] [.]. 0 (faa(R)

2
into LY LRdR

RAR? or the other way round according to whether / > 3, [ < 3, we infer the bound

£ e <¢m<R;§>, (22 Perer@- + S Ropps a0 [0 GuRD 0RO f<A<R>]>

2

RdR S
. s (max{u; s} ” ()= -
< i 2o l—-
S ) 1 | minte. 1 ( pl ) [DT g gy + st e
H12<A j=1,2
_ (0)—=
. X | . + H‘K X | .
(| sy N2 2Hl5 ) g

The desired bound results from here in the usual fashion by square summing over A and exploiting Cauchy-
Schwarz as well as orthogonality. This concludes the proof of (6.39).

The proof of the remaining inequalities (6.40), proceeds in analogy to the proof of (6.30), (6.31)).
This concludes the proof of Proposition |

In order to deal with the higher order nonlinear source terms we need to pass from the above basic
estimates to estimates for higher order terms. For this we have the following

Proposition 6.18. Assume that F(R) is a function on [0, ©) admitting a third order Taylor development
23=0 y;R’ at R = 0 and such that

3
F(R) — xr<1 Z YR’/
=0

+Z|yj| =i A <00
J

a(np)

S,
for some |ni| > 2, and where || - |l s is defined like |||l 50 in Proposition [6.14) except that ||- ”Sh there is
replaced by ||| st Also, assume that all y; = 0 provzded |n1| = K. Next assume that ¢, is an angular

momentum ny funcnon (for arbitrary integral n;) with

g2l g =2 Ag < 0.
0

Then the function F ¢, admits a Taylor expansion P3 = 2320 0% jRj of order three at R = 0 with

D il s A A
J



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 189

and such that, with |n3| > 2 and either (i) ny ~ n3 and |ny| < |nyl, or (ii) |n3| < |ny| and ny =~ —ny, or (iii)
|n3| > |ni| and n3 =~ ny, we have

}XR <t

The last inequality remains correct if we subtract from P3 those terms ViR with 1 > |n3—1|,1 = n3—1(mod 2),
provided |n3 — 1| < 3. Note the particular choice ny = n3(ny,ny) where ny(ny,ny) = ny + ny if |ng + np| > 2
and n3(ny,ny) = 2 otherwise, satisfies (i) - (iii).

< (niexlnal)* (mingny, m}?7 0 [ [ Ae > 1. (6.47)
s’f3 k=12

3
F(R$:(R) — xre1 ), ViR’
Jj=0

Proof. This is in fact completely analogous to the one of Prop. observing that we implicitly exploited
there that dr¢; € S (I"j ). Then if |ny| > 1, we shall set ¥; = 0 for all j and we decompose

Xr<tF(R)a(R) = [XRSTF(R) — XRsl1 Z ')’jRj] $2(R)

<3

+ [XRsl Z 'YjRj] #2(R).

j<3

Here the first term on the right is bounded precisely like in the preceding argument, taking advantage of
the last bound of Lemma[6.9which causes the loss of a factor 7 in the estimate). For the second term, one
expands out

$2(R) = f P, (R; £2)X2(£2)Pn, (§2) dE2
0
and divides into two cases depending on the relation of the output frequency ¢ to &. Thus write

<¢n3 (R; &), [XRsl Z YjRj] ¢2(R)>

j<3 2
J Liar

Xrs1 Y ViR ] ¢2,<</1(R)> (6.48)

= B

= D Xewa <¢ (R:€),
A

XR<1 Z 'YjRj] ¢2,21(R)>

j<3

+ D Xea <¢ (R: &),
A

2
LR dR

To deal with the second term on the right, we further localize ¢, to frequency u, = A, which then gives for
fixed A4

XR<1 Z ¥R/ ] ¢2,/12(R)>

<3

) <¢n3 (R;9),

2 h
Ly ar 513
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_1 _9 3 il o—
S AR AR - [XRslzijf]R "o ®|
=3 B

where we have inserted the extra factor R~ on purpose, since Proposition [6.8 gives

E72()

Xks1 ) ijf'] R B s
Jj<3 2

b
L2(é3~q12)
Liar

and so we infer

XR<1 Z y;R/ J ¢2,#2(R)>

<3

) <¢n3(R;§),

2 I
L ar Sl’3

s o+3
2 (ﬂh%) L% 2y

S h3#2% : (/U'l%)%

1
272
3+6 - 2 A -
< n mimni, n — - [|X
S Winyl<xIn2l] {ni,na} (/12) I 2||522(§22‘u2)a

where we exploited our assumption that if |np| > |n3|, then K > |n;| = |n|, since if |n;| > K the coefficients
v all vanish . Square summing over A and exploiting Cauchy-Schwarz and orthogonality as usual leads to
the desired bound. Bounding the first term in (6.48)) involves integrating by parts in a manner similar to the
one in the proof of the previous proposition, we omit the details.

There remains the case when all involved angular momenta n; are of small size, |nj| < 1, j = 1,2,3. There
we use a slightly refined decomposition

Xr<t F(R)$2(R) =

Xr<rF(R) — xr<1 Z YjRj] #2(0)

<3

+

XrseF(R) = Xre1 Dy ij] [$2(R) — $2(0)]

<3

+

XR<1 Z )’jRj] #2(R).

j<3

Then proceeding as in the proof of the preceding proposition one shows that the first two terms on the right
satisfy the desired bound

[XRSTHR) ~ XRs1 Zijf'] 50| s [] M

j<3 573 k=12
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1 0
XrseFR) = xrst Y 7R |[62R) - 60| s 7*% - [ Aw.
Jj=3 5" k=12

Finally, as for the remaining term, it is straightforward to check that it admits a degree Taylor expansion

around R = 0: \
E ¥R/, § 7l < | |Ak,
=1 '

j k=12
and such that

3
[xm Z)’jRj]@(R)—XRgl pRZ A Y

j<3 =1 st k=12

A consequence of the preceding proposition is the following multilinear estimate.

Proposition 6.19. For an integer n define n.>» = n if In| > 2 and np»2 := 2 otherwise. Assume that
1, $2, ..., ¢y are angular momentum mj functions, j = 1,2,...,k, m; € Z, where we make the same struc-
tural assumption on each of them as in Proposition Further, assume that F is a angular momentum ny
function with |ng| = 2, admitting a third order Taylor development 23:0 0% jRj at R = 0 and such that

3
F(R) — xr<1 Z)’]RJ + Z lyi| =: Ao < .
=0 st
1
Assume that all y; = 0 if |ng| > Co. Then the function

k
FR)-[ [#;®)
j=1

J

admits a third order Taylor expansion Zj‘:o y jRj at R = 0, where we have the coefficient bound

3 k
Z |)~/J| = ClchO : 1_[ ||¢j”§(mj) .
j=0 j:l 0
for a constant C{(Cy). Further, setting

k
n:=ngp+ ij,
j=1

we have the bound

n 3
o [rse FR) - [ | 6/R) = xrer ) 7R
j=1

J j=0 $ E”sz)
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k
< Clzcngl\o ) 1_[ (T1+6<mj>4 ”¢j||§(()’"j>)'
j=1

Similar bounds obtain when the exponent 4 is replaced by p > 4.

Proof. By reordering the factors we may assume that |[m;| < |my| < ... < |myl, and either (i) |ng| > |""]‘€22| or

|22

else (ii) [my| 2 == Then we apply Prop. [6.18] consecutively to the sequence of products
k
F(R)$1, F(R): - 2., FR) - | | ¢,
j=1

where the function F(R)¢; - ...¢; will be interpreted as angular momentum (no + Zé.: m j)l-l>2 function.

Here we have to be careful not to lose on account of the factor

3+6
X<k n2]

in (6.47), where we note that the angular momenta of these products (and thus K) can in principle grow.
However, if one of the factors ¢; is an angular momentum » function with |n| > 5, all products F-[ ]| 5:1 ¢l >
[ have trivial third order Taylor polynomial around R = 0O, and so the term in the proof of Prop.
responsible for the preceding factor is not present. It follows that there is at most one case where one loses
a factor x|, |< ka9, namely the first instance where ¢; is of absolute angular momentum > 5, and we lose
here at most a factor CI**°. Such a factor can be absorbed into the factors C! which automatically occur. In
case (i) we inductively get the bounds

) 3
Rer(R) : l_[ ¢j — XRsl Z 5’(1)RJ
i=1 j=1

J

I
< C'Ay- l_[ (T1+6<mj>2 H¢J'H§('”f)) (6.49)
Sg(no+z§= L ml2) i1 0
where Z;Zl PR/ is the Taylor polynomial of yg<;F(R) - Hi.:l ¢; at R = 0, and the desired conclusion
follows for [ = k by using assumption (i) and k*ck < C’z‘ for suitable C = C»(C).
In case (ii), use
k-1
no+ » mj| < |ng|l + (k — 1) |m_4|,
j=1
and distinguish between |ng| < (k—1) |my_1], Ing| > (k—1) |my_1|. in the former case, use uptol = k-1
and further
k 3
raeFR) - [ @) —xrar Y 79R|
j=1 j=1 5(1<"o+2,~:1 miiz2)
k-1
< (2(k = 1) Imyy Y2 CFAg - (r“‘5<m,~>2 ||¢,-||§;m,->) : (7“5 ||¢k||§gnk>)

=1

~

k=1

< leAO . g (Tl+6<mj>4 H(ijg(()m/)) : (TH—(S ||¢k”§(()mk))
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from which the desired bound follows due to assumption (ii). In the case |ng| > (k — 1) |my—1]| it suffices to
replace the factor (2(k — 1) [myg—1|) by 2|ng|. ]

In a similar vein, we can bound products where each factor is a sum of different angular momentum
components:

Corollary 6.20. Assume that each ¢ j can be written as a sum of angular momentum [ functions ¢5.l) satisfying
the bound l
1+6 4 [ @D o .
4 %;DH@H%V_Aj<mJ_1gV“k.

Further, assume that F is a sum of angular momentum l>>-functions F = ).z F D each of which has a
third order Taylor polynomial ij ] yg.l)Rj at R = 0 and such that

3 3
D )
>0 |ereeF? = xrer Y YR+ DT = A < oo,
leZ j=1 §<11|-|zz> j=1

If we then set
k
(n) ._ o (mj)
DN
l+zlj‘.:1 mj=n J=1

then each ‘I’;{”) admits a third order Taylor expansion Z?;O 5/5.")Rj around R = 0 and we have, with C3 a
universal constant, the bounds

3 k
Z<n>4 RST\II;(") — XR<1 Z )75-")Rj < C]3‘Ao 1_[ (TH(SA j).

nez j=0 §Hz2) j=1
1

The same bound obtains if we subtract from the Z?:o 5/5.”)Rj those terms 7;")Rl with | > |2 — 1],/
(n>2 — Dmod(2), provided |ny.;>» — 1| < 3. The exponent 4 may be replaced by p > 4 throughout.

6.7. Control over all source terms for angular momenta |n| > 2 and away from the light cone. We use
here the results of the preceding section to bound all the source terms arising in the equations for the angular
momenta |n| > 2 in the interior of the light cone, away from the shock region. Dealing with the latter will
require a different set of estimates exploiting the fine structure of the shock on the light cone. We will be
using the equations (6.2)-(6.4). We observe that all terms on the right hand side of (6.3) with the exception
of the first term are linear in &5, and in fact only depend on &1 3(n). The fine structure of the correction
€ = (1, R) in turn is adopted from the works [10L[18]], and we adopt the following function space essentially
from the latter reference:

. (log(1+RY))’ 1
Definition 6.21. Let b; = G by = T Then we denote by

™ (R (log R)')

the class of analytic functions v : [0, c0) X [0, bo)? — R by>0a fixed small positive number, such that
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e V(R, by, by) vanishes to order m at R = 0, where we interpret by as a function of R and t.
e v admits a convergent expansion at R = oo

VR bibo) = Y cijibi, b)R(log RYY

0<j<l+i
>0

and the functions c;; are analytic on [0, bol?.

We observe that this class of functions captures precisely the corrections € which define Q in the region
away from the light cone, say r < 5, provided m = 3,k = 1. Specifically, we have

Theorem 6.22. ( [10||I8]) The correction € can be chosen in the form

Xr< t eE=¢€ t+te
> 1
- _ 3 2k-1
€ = ;Vz, Vor-1 € (m)sz (R(logR) ) Vor €
where N can be chosen arbitrarily large, and such that e, is a C* function admitting a Taylor expansion
around R = 0 in terms of odd powers of R, as well as the bounds
1

(VAL

1 _
(l‘/1)2k+2 S ’ (R3 (log R)Zk 1)

1
¥ el <
for any l > 0, where N| = N{(N) grows linearly in N.
Using this structural ingredient, we can immediately bound all the linear terms in (6.3)).

Proposition 6.23. Let |n| > 2 and assume that € is an angular momentum n function. Then denoting F ;,
j=1,...,4 the final four terms in (6.3), we have the bounds (with h = Inlﬁ )

1
w57 Z le=(mlgon

where we recall that ¢p,(n) =i - (e.(n) —e_(n)), T = ftm A(s) ds.

o005 F

2 RdR

Proof. We give details for the estimate of the second term F, as the others can be handled similarly. To
begin with, Theorem implies that we have the bound

4s1n [Q + %] sm[%] < L, 4<R>s1n [Q + %] sin [%] < 1
R? (t2)? R? (t2)?
LIZQ dR ﬁL;’; dR L;; dR
Also, we can obviously write ig; g(n) = —ne.(n). Then we localize the output frequency to dyadic size
¢ =~ A and split the source term into the sum of two pieces:
sin|Q + £|sin |5 sin|Q + £|sin|%
XresF2 = Xpeydn | Ri] [2]ei,>a(n) + Xy [ Ri] [2]ei,<ﬂ(n) (6.50)

Correspondingly we have to bound two contributions:
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(i) Contribution of first term in (6.50). This is the expression

Xe=a <¢n(R; £, Xr<gdn - [Q +R§2] - [5] 8¢,>/1(ﬂ)>
Liar
= ZX§=/1 <¢n(R; f)a Xr<%4n i [Q +R§2:| o [g] 8i,y(”)>
12

p=a RdR

Using Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform, the triangle inequality as well as the point
wise bound above, we infer (recalling that A(¢) -t ~ T)

sin [Q + %] sin [%]
RZ

e <¢n(R;§), Xr<tdn 8i,>/l(n)>

2
LRdR 571‘1

}XKAnsin [Q + %] sin [%]

3
o+3

3 (An2)1-3 (an?)
2

e

2

pu=a

R2 8i,/,l (n)

l—

2
LR dR

< iz(/lhz)%—% : </lh2>6+% DR s )]
T }12/1 RdR

The last term can be bounded by taking advantage of Proposition letting x(¢) denote the distorted
Fourier transform of . as angular momentum-» function, we have

1
g(arﬂ)%—% C(ARHO Z ||<R>-1ei,,l(n)||L§ .
u=Aa ‘

1 1o 3 |
< =R AR |7 ||€2%
S @ty ; e
1o (1)
<= - '||}||Sh(§z ) -
Tzl;(u) o
Finally, exploiting orthogonality, we infer the bound
sin [Q + 5|sin |5
<¢n(R;§),X,<%4n [ 2] [ ]8i,2/l(n)>
R L2
Rar||gh
2\
sin [Q + 5|sin |5
< Z }X,f:/l <¢n(R;§), Xr<idn | 2] | :Igi,Z/l(n)>
1 R L2
Rar |57

1
2\2

1-¢
A 2
) —
<72 Z(ﬁ) '”"”53@4

A |u=a
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1
2

1-¢ 2
A 2
-2 —12
< — .
ST [Z Z (#) ”x”sg(fzm]
A pu=A
S 72 |l

which confirms the estimate of the proposition for this contribution.

(ii) Contribution of second term in (6.50). This case is more delicate, and we have to distinguish between
different output frequency regimes.

(ii.a) i*A < 1. Here know that . -;(n) is in a low frequency regime, and we have to avoid losing factors
7i~! when bounding this term. For this we take again advantage of Proposition [6.8]but use a multiplier (R)~>*
this time, exploiting the fact that

sin [Q—i— %]sin[%]
RZ

STHRY

Then we obtain

sin[Q+ %]sin[%]
R2

<X§z/l¢n(R§ &) Xrydn 8¢,<4(n)>

2
Lyar s

<t 2s KRy e a2

_9
2

(S

ST Wlgeay -

This can be I'-summed over dyadic scales A < /72, giving the desired bound.

(ii.b) h?A > 1. Here we perform integration by parts in order to absorb the outer weight into the expres-
sion. Importantly, observe that there will be no issues with boundary values at R = 0 since we use the same
angular momentum for the output as well as for the factor e, < (n). Write

sin [Q—i— %]sin[%]
R2

Xé=a <¢n(R;§), Xr<tdn 8i,</l(n)>

2
LR dR

sin [Q +R§2] sin [5] 8¢,<A(")b

= e <¢n(R;§), (H,f)3 Xr<tdn

2
LR dR

(% )j Bﬁsi,<a(n)>

in[Q + £|sin[¢
Xr<%4n81n[ +R22]s1n[2]

= Z Ci’j,k§_3X§=ﬂ<¢n(R;§)a a;?

i+j+k=6 2

LR dR
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To bound the expression on the right in the inner product, we use that

5s | sin[Q + 5] sin[5] 1
<R> aj? [Xr<%4n R2 Si,& ﬁ
for any i > 0, and so we have the bound
) sin [Q + %] sin [%] n\J
O )(,<%4n e (E) Bﬁei,d(n)
Lia
J
<72 [R5 (2 ) Shewal)
R 12
RdR
It follows that
sin [Q + 5|sin |5
=2 <¢n(R7 ), Xr<%4n [ RZ] [ :Igi,</l(n)>
leedR 5715
1_9 3 .
L (A2 (AR?Y: s (MY
<2 Y[R () dhencatn
J+k<6 L ar
1_96 3
(AR 2 (AR : 21-8 1) L
ST : min{(£7°)" 2, 1} 2 x(§)
23 jé6 H L7 (6<2)
-2 gy
<2 ) (B) T IFO sy -

u<a

The desired estimate follows from this by square summing over dyadic scales 1 > #~> and applying the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and orthogonality in the usual manner. O

The preceding proposition reveals that in order to control the right hand side in (6.3), it suffices to deal
with the more difficult first term A~2N, (), which contains all the nonlinear interactions. We commence by
estimating the second and third term on the right hand side in (6.4). Recall that U = Q + €.

Proposition 6.24. For n|,ny arbitrary integers, let ¢ be an angular momentum n; function and  and
angular momentum n; function in the sense of Prop. Further, let ns,|n3| > 2, be an integer satisfying
either (i) ny = n3 and |ny| < |nyl, or (ii) |n3| < |ny| and ny =~ —ny, or (iii) |n3| > |ni| and n3 ~ ny. Then if
minf|n |, [na2|} > 1, the functions

A A 2sin U —
F1:=xr«<:Ur" ¢ ¥R, F2=XR<r ((9r + TTRGR) U'¢'(5T + TTRGR)M/, F3 :XR<<TT(nl —m)¢ -y

satisfy the bound

. 6
1Fillgos s (minflnl, nal))® @l - Wil o
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If Inj| < 1 for all j, then the F; admit third order Taylor expansions around R = 0 of the form Pgl) _
3 VR 1=1,2,3, with

0]
E N < 1Al iy - o)~
. |7] |~ ”‘Mlsg"l) ||l//||S(()n2>mS(ln2>,
j

and such that we have the bounds
3
D pj
F - . Rj < an * a(n a(m) «
1= xrs1 S S o - Wl oo
Jj=0 g("3)
1
Remark 6.25. The reason for the form of F3 is the term
. 2 .
2sinU 2sin U
R Z $iPio = (e+€-)g
j=1

which occurs up to a small perturbative factor in (6.4) and where we recall the relation &, = €_. Expanding
out & in angular Fourier modes, we observe that there is a delicate cancellation in this term at R = 0, since
the product ¢ g (n)e_(m) does not vanish at R = 0 precisely in the case n = —m = 1, in which case
the 0-derivative vanishes.

Proof. We give details for the expressions F 3, the remaining F, being handled similarly.

(1): Bounding F1. We distinguish between different situations involving the angular momentum and reg-
ular frequencies.

(1.1): max{|n;|} > 1. Trivial Taylor polynomial for output. Localizing the output frequency & ~ A for
dyadic A, we need to estimate

“)(52/1 <¢n3(R;§)v XrR<7Ur - ¢ - ¢R>L2

hr o
Rdr 1S3

1
where the output angular momentum 3 is constrained by conditions (i) - (iii) in the statement of the propo-
sition. Then decompose the expression as follows:

Xexa {&n;(R; E), xR URPYUR) 2, = Xe=d (Dn; (R ), XRer URPYR 20) 2,
+ Xed (s (R; €), XR<<TUR¢2A1//R,</1>L§‘1R (6.51)
+ X2 D (R €), XRer URP< AR <1) 2
We use the simple bound |Ug| < (R)™2. Then the first term on the right is bounded by

e (s R, xraceUrtim bz

S

s™
1
1_¢ 3
S B3(R)27% - (UR)™  (raeUrdti a2 -

Then in situations (iii) we have |n3|  |n2| > |ny|, and taking advantage of Lemma[6.9]and integrating dz¢ in
R, we infer in this case the bound

1_¢ 3
By ()2 - () - [l racr UrdWirzal| 2
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1 0 3
S NURGllg,, - A3 (3)2 5 - (R)™* [kl

1
| A\
<o SAY TR
< Imil ||¢1||Sé D g (,u) ||x2”5(h)2(§:ﬂ),

p=a

[SIE%

where X, stands for the Fourier transform of ¢ interpreted as angular momentum n,-function, while in case
(i), exploiting the bound

s 1ol < Il

we get

15 3
R332 - (A1) - ||rar Urd¥imzal| 2

1_g
AT

< s * - : .

< |nal ||¢1||S(()1) § (ﬂ) ”xzns(’;Z(g:ﬂ)

u=Aa

In the remaining case (ii), we have |n3| < |n;| =~ |n2|, and so we can bound

1_¢ 3
Ba(05)2 73 - ()2 - paeUrdimzall,

1_6 3
< URGlig,, - @35 ()" [l zall

1is 5+6 A —
< Il g ligon - Inal* Z(— ARallgns oy
0 oA M 0

RI—
[STE%

_9
2

A -
< Im ||¢1||§g'1) . Z (;) : sz”sZZ(gzm :

p=a

Dl—

The desired bound follows for this case by square-summing over dyadic A and exploiting Cauchy-Schwarz
and orthogonality.
In order to bound the second term in (6.51]), use that according to Prop. we have

o P T

2’
and so in situations (i) we have the bound

NI—=
IS,

1_9 3 A
hy(AR3)773 - (URY 3 - Upgzall <3 ) (—)

=
u=a

. 146 1= .
and so using 7i3 ||‘//R,</1H L < a2 %l ¢ according to Lemmal[6.9] we get the bound
0

”Xfﬁ/l <¢n3 (R;€), XR<r UR¢2/II//R,</1>L§‘1R

h3
Sy

_9
2

| A
< b2 1% E 4 x )

pu=a

(ST
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In situation (iii), we use (Lemma|[6.9)
10 Wreall s S IRallgh,
3 LR o So

as well as (Prop.

1_9
19 2,643 1-5 i
. . < . — .
222 Ul S il Z(#) IFillgh ey -
p=a
in order to infer the bound
Jre-1 00, e Ut cadiz o
A48
1-6 1% -
< . . — .
S Il - Ellg Z(u) illgh ey

p=a

while case (ii) is treated as for the first term in (6.31). The desired bound again follows for this case by
square-summing over dyadic A and exploiting Cauchy-Schwarz and orthogonality.

The last term in is treated in the customary fashion by integration by parts (the fact that we assume
high vanishing at the origin in case (1.1) preventing problems with boundary terms at R = 0), and we omit
the details.

(1.2): max{|n;|} < 1. Here we have to take advantage of subtracting off the Taylor polynomial around
R = 0. We shall treat the exceptional case when n; € {0, £1}, j = 1, 2. This means we assume that ¢, y admit
representations in terms of the root/resonant modes ¢, as detailed in the statement of Proposition

R R
¢ =c1¢n(R)+ ¢n,(R) - fo [0, (]! Dp(s)ds, ¢ = 2 Guy(R) + G, (R) - fo [$ns (9] Dep(s) dis

Also, observe that by assumption we set n3 = O(1). To begin with, the case when ¢ = c; - ¢,,(R),
Y = c2- ¢y, (R), is easy to handle. In this case the third order Taylor polynomial Zizo 0% jRj around R = 0 of

XR<:Urdwg satisfies
Z|7j| N n lckl -
J

k=12
We then need to verify the bound

3
R<tURPYR — XR<1 Z'YjRj < l_[ ek

j=0 S73 k=1,2

which in light of the smoothness properties of the resonances/root modes reduces to verifying sufficient
decay in R. In fact, we have

3
<¢n3 (R; &), Xr<rUrRPYR — XR<1 Z 7jRj>

i=0 2
/ Liarlls T3
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3
< <¢(R;§, h3), XR<t URPYR — XRs1 Z 7jRj>

Jj=0 2 7 _
Lrarlls' g<nis?)

3
+ <¢n3 (R;6), xR« URPUR — XR<1 Z ')’jRj> ,

=0 L2 3 s 2
RdR VIS | (£21157)

and the first term on the right can be bounded by neglecting the weight defining ||-|| g3 and using Plancherel’s
1

theorem for the distorted Fourier transform:

3
<¢n3 (R; &), xR« UrRDYR — XR<1 Z ?’jRj>

jZO S?3(§<h§2)

3
< [ e xraeUrm b —xrst D viR| <[] el

k=12 =0 . k=12

For the second, large frequency contribution above, we use integration by parts: the fourth order vanishing
of the term on the right in the inner product implies that

3
<¢n3 (R; &), xR« URDYR — XR<1 Z YjRj>

j=0 2
J Liar

3
Xr<rURPYR — XRs1 Z ViR
=0

)

_ g2 <¢,,3 (R:0). (HE)
L ar

Then we have the simple bound

()

3

Xr<rURPYR — XRs1 Z ViR’
=0

1
gw |Ck|a

and using the asymptotics of ¢,,(R; &) both in the oscillatory and non-oscillatory regime as well as simple
integration by parts, we infer the bound

> <& ogg) - n [ | lewl.

2 k=1,2
Liar

3
Xr<rUrRPYUR = XRs1 Z L
=0

_ +\2
¢ 2<¢n3<R;§), (Hx)
We conclude that

3
<¢n3 (R; &), Xr<r URPYR — XR<1 Z 7jRj>

j=0 L2 i3 -2
RAR WIS * (2137)
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$ [ tel - [[rscendyi-5candy s - e qog )

k=12

< [ e

k=1,2

L§§(§>h52)

Next we consider the mixed case, where, say,

R
¢ = (R) - fo [, ()] Dp(s) ds,

while ¥ = c2¢,,,(R) is a multiple of the root/resonant mode. By Proposition[6.14] (See (6.30)), the third order
Taylor polynomial 2320 ijj of Yr<:Urodyr around R = 0 satisfies the bound (here n € {0, +1}, and X;
refers to the distorted Fourier coefficient at the level of D)

> il < leal - IRllgan
. 0
J

The low frequency regime of the expression is again straightforward to estimate, since

3
<¢m (R:£). XrerUndlin ~ X1 Y y,-RJ> < Iillg - e,
P Ballshean)

where we have used the fact that

U < Ry~ [
1URSlzz, < R0 < IRl

recalling the proof of Prop. as well as the bound |LVR5 1 23=0 y;R/ b
RdR

frequency contribution, the interplay of the output frequency and the frequency of ¢ needs to be analyzed.
Restricting the output frequency to dyadic scale A > 7;2, we have

S I%illgn, - leal. For the large
0

3
Xé=a <¢n3 (R; &), Xr<rURPYR — XR<1 Z ?’jRj>

i=0 2
J LR dR

= Xe=a {Pny (R; €), XR<<TUR¢2/1¢R>L12MR (6.52)

3
+ Xe~a <¢n3 (R; &), XrR«rURP<a¥r — XR<1 Z ijj>

i=0 2
/ LR dR

To bound the first term on the right, we integrate by parts twice, using the fact that our choice for ¢ means
that ¢, vanishes to order at least two at the origin. This gives

Xe=1 Py (R; &), XR<r Ur=¥R) 2.
= U e (BR: £.113), HE [YrarUrdzatinl)

= Wt (S (R; ), Hiy, YR UrR] 924,

RdR
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. R
+ > Cijd e <¢m(R;§), O (R UrWR) (0500(R)) ( fo [$n()] ™ DPa(s) ds)>
i+j=2
j=1

+ U X (G (R: 6), O [xrar Ur¥rDPaR)) 2

3
= ZA[.
=1

To bound Ay, use a simple variation on Prop. which is
- - 1_
[ sl <3 1@ R
RdR o

2
LR dR

L&~
and so we infer the bound (recall that the output frequency is restricted to & > h;z)

Al < 28 - KR H, DeraeUntirllyy - KR P05l

1+3
<leal ). (—) Ao
Sy (E=p)
#2/1 ﬂ 0 f M
The term A, leads to a similar bound, we omit the details. As for the last term A3, expand it as follows

Az = 17 xg=a {bns (R:€). Ok [XRar UrVR] Dba(R)) 12
+ U e (G (R; 6), Xrar UrWROR [DPaR)]) 2

Then use Prop. [6.7]to conclude that

— 1_
1D¢aR)zz < IFilliz o> R (DO R 2 < |52x1 e’
and so we can crudely bound
5 1
A < K0 U N Lo | 1%
Msllg < |[Or) e Urtiell el P

2 1+3
< . - X
<leal- (H) IFillg ey

pu=a

Combining the preceding bounds for A;, j = 1,2,3, and square-summing over A as well as exploiting
Cauchy-Schwarz and orthogonality gives the desired bound for the contribution of the first term on the right

in (6.32)).

Consider then the second term in (6.52)), where we have to take advantage of a partial cancellation between
the principal term and the truncated Taylor polynomial. To begin with, observe that in the case n = —1, the
third order Taylor polynomial at R = 0 is trivial, since

R
$-1(R)- fo [6-1(5)]™! D191 ds| < R [Fillgon




204 JOACHIM KRIEGER, SHUANG MIAO, AND WILHELM SCHLAG

Thus in this case a direct integration by parts argument works:

3
Xé=a <¢n3 (R; &), XrR<rUrRG<a¥R — XRs1 Z )’jRj>

=0 2
J Liar

= Xé=a <¢n3 (R; &), XR<<TUR¢</1'70R>L2

:/1_2X§= <¢nz(R &), ( ) D(R<<TUR¢</“70R]>L2

Expand
( ri) LYR<<TUR¢</1¢R]
= 37 (%2 4 ner Untida(RY - f SO Dorpes) ds

i+j=4

> Cosn(2) 0 e Untd (R - 3 (01 RT D16,
e

and we have the crude bound (compare Prop. and its proof)

R
’(RYIJ; [6-1(9] ™ D_1pa(s)ds

S Fllgengees -

while for the second term we have the more sophisticated bound (under the constraint i + j+ k = 4)

(%) O ((rer Urtirg-1(R) 3" ([¢-1(R)] ™ D_1pa(R))

S leal - Ixllgengey) -

Back to the inner product (-) 2,0 Ve split this via a smooth cutoff into the regions RAZ < 1, RAZ > 1, and

perform further integration by parts as needed in the latter region(of course without generating boundary
terms). This finally leads to the bound

3 =
<A - :
S A xllgen ey - leal -

‘ﬂ—zm ORCENCS s

RdR

If we now apply the || - || i3 -horm to this term and neglect the weight 7i3 ~ 1, we obtain
1

Hﬂxw (0 Rs 0, () LenecUndcaue])

2

h
Rarlls 3

+9

5
5 -3 =
<222 277 1% |leen -le
” 1||S0 (€< |2|

This can then even be /!-summed over dyadic scales A > h;z to result in the desired bound.
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Let us next consider the case n; = 1, where the Taylor polynomial of third order is not necessarily trivial.
Then we write

3
XR<tURP<AWR — XR<1 Z 'YjRj = X1sr<r URP< ¥R
=0

R 3
+XRs1URl//R¢1(R)'j(; [¢1(S)]_191¢<A(S)dS—XR51ZYJRJ,
=

where throughout all cutoffs yi<r«r are chosen smoothly. Then the contribution of the first term on the
right, which is
Xed {Pny (R ), X1<R<r UR¢</1§0R>L[2MR ,

can be handled in the customary fashion by shifting three copies of Hj;, from left to right, since the term
vanishes in a neighborhood of R = 0, and we omit the details. For the second term on the right, we note that
here in fact Zizo YR = ¥2R? or y3R3(depending on 1), and we have

R 3
XRglURl//R¢1(R)‘f [61()] ™" Diga(s)ds — xrer Z)’]RJ
0 j=0 (6.53)
R
= Xr<1 UrWr$1(R) - fo [61(5)] ™" Digza(s)ds +E,

and where we define the expression D/-JZ A(8) as

DiFa(s) = fo e [an(s,f)—;—Ts]xl@ﬁl(g)df,

and we recall that 7 is the linear part of ¢(s,&) near s = 0. Then we claim that both terms in (6.33) lead
to good contributions. In fact, for the first term, splitting the inner product {-) L. smoothly into the ranges

RAZ < 1, RAz > 1 and performing integration by parts in the second regime as needed, and using the bound

4 —_
SR Ellgn
0

R
Fm Ur¥r1(R) - fo [61()] " Digea(s)ds

as well as simple analogues for its derivatives, we infer

R
%zﬂ <¢ (R €), xr<1 UrWr®1(R) - fo [¢1()] ™" Digeals) ds>
L

<A77 el - Hxlﬂsgl,

which in combination with Holder’s inequality gives

R
FM <¢n3 (R; €), xr<1 UrWr1(R) - fo [61()] ™" Didals) ds>

2 h
Ly ar 513

1,0 _
S A2 - eal - Pl -
0
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This bound can again be /'-summed over dyadic scales A > I 2. It remains to deal with the term E in (6.53).
Assuming ny = +1 to be concrete(the case n; = 0 being handled analogously), this term can be written as

R 00
E=XRs1URl//R¢1(R)“f(; [¢1(S)]_1‘%Sds'fo Xe<aX1(E)p1(6) dé
R 00
~ ket Ur(O)R ()1 (0) - fo Tsds fo e TP (E) de

R 00
—XRglUR(O)Rl//RR(O)%(O)'j(; ;—TSdS"f(; Xesax1(E)p1(6) dé

The difference of the first two terms is a C* function on [0, co) of size Oy, x| " (R4) near the origin, and
S

its contribution is handled analogously to the one of the first term on the right in (6.33). There remains the
contribution of the last term, which is a smooth function of size

—1-9 3
Olealill (/l ’R ) :
0
Calling this last term E3, we then conclude that

— _I_
et R, sz | Sleal IRallgy - 4754,

NI,

from which the desired || - || g3 follows as usual via Holder and summation over dyadic scales A4 > 75 2,
1

The case when ¢ = c¢;¢,,(R) but ¢y = ¢,,,(R) - fOR [<]5n2(s)]_l D(s)ds is handled analogously, as is the case
when both ¢, ¢ are of the latter form. This concludes case (/.2) and thereby case (/), i.e. bounding the term
Fy.

(2): Bounding F3. This is largely analogous to the bound for F, since |%| has the same asymptotics

as R — O or R — oo as |Ug|, and yg gets replaced by (n; — nz)% or (n; — nz)% As remarked earlier after the
statement of the proposition, the precise choice of the coefficient n; — ny ensures that the function is never
singular at R = 0. O

Corollary 6.26. Assume that ¢ = 3,c7 &™), where ¢ is an angular momentum n function, and similarly
W = Y ez W™, and we assume the bound

;W 6™ senngon = A1 <00 D my' [y

m

~ ~ = (e0)
S(()")QS(I") Az < .

Then if
Fi=Fi0) = Y F@”.g™) =3 N F@mum) = > FP
k

n,m k n+m=k
where F is one of the bilinear expressions in Proposition with n,m replacing ny,ny if [ = 3, then for
each k the function F l(k) admits a third order Taylor expansion

3
Lk) pj
2R
=0
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around 0 and we have

3
k Lk) pj Lk
30 et - 0] e B
J=

keZ j=0 §h=2 1 2
1

We can now control the second and third term on the right in (6.4). For this we have to keep in mind that
the angular decompositions and estimates will be at the level of the functions &., which in turn determine
the functions ¢; > by means of

1 1
$1=3 e+ +e-], ¢ = % [e- —&4].
Then we decompose
&, = Z e (n)e, e = Z e_(m)e™, (6.54)
nez nez

where &, (n) is an angular momentum » function in reference to H,', while £_(m) is an angular momentum
m function in reference to H,,. We shall assume the bounds

Z:(n)l2 e+ llgmagm + Z(m>12 lle-(m)llgompgom =t A < oo. (6.55)

nez meZ

Furthermore, we shall impose the smallness condition
A <« 1. (6.56)

Proposition 6.27. Denote by F 5 the functions

2
1 A
URZ%%R ( TTR(?R)UZ%‘(@M‘ 7TR5R)901
J1- |Hq>lgo|2 =1

j=1
2sin U 2

Z‘Pj‘ﬁj,é)
R2 |1 = Here? =1

Then assuming (6.33), (6.36), and setting

_ Z F;n)eine, J =1,2.
n

Fi= XR«r— ——

Fy=

we have the bound

3
KBS
g (”| =2 =0

Z<n>12

nez

_XR< Z ,y(n ])Rl

where Zl Oy(n DR is the third order Taylor development of FE.") at R = 0. The same bound obtains if

we subtract from the 33 . Oy(n DR those terms y( DR with 1 > =2 — 1, = (=2 — Dmod(2), provided

2 — 1] < 3.
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Proof. This is a consequence of Corollary and Corollary [6.20] after expanding \/472 in a power
1—|H<I)L/,D|

series. O

The problem of controlling the source terms (6.3)), (6.4) in the regular regime away from the light cone is
then reduced to bounding the term Pe...

We now consider the last remaining term, for which we have to rely on the identities (3.48)-(3.49). Here
we encounter a number of terms which appear singular at the origin R = 0, but these are of course spurious
singularities that disappear when taking the algebraic fine structure into account. To formulate the necessary
estimates allowing us to deal with this term, we first have to render these cancellations explicit. We shall
sort these according to their degree.

(i) Linear terms singular at R = 0. These are given by
sin U cos U sin U
A 2 R (I +a([ep1)) @26

Since 1 — cos U = O(R?), we can replace this expression by the sum of a simpler one and a term regular at
the origin:

-2 (1 +a (H(:[)J.(p))

sin U cos U sin U
=21+ a (o) ——3——p1 = 25~ (1 +a(lor9) 2,
2sin U 2sin U

=~ U +allee) e+ gl + —5—(1 —cos U) (1 + a(llor9)) ¢

Here the first, singular term can be written in terms of €. as follows:

2sinU sinU
o (1 a(o:9) [¢1 + 2] = =

sin U .
= (14 a([loug) [o- —is—]

(1 +a(Mpr)) [es + ies )

+

Observe that the expression [g; + i€ g] vanishes at angular momentum »n = 1, which is precisely the value
for which &, does not vanish at the origin R = 0. Similarly [s_ — ie_y] vanishes at angular momentum
n = —1, which is precisely the value at which £_ does not vanish at R = 0. It follows that both expressions
on the right are in fact non-singular at R = 0.

(ii) Quadratic terms singular at R = 0. These are

2cos U
R2

Again we can split this into a ’principal term’ and two additional terms which are clearly non-singular at

R=0:

1 1
—5 |91+ @3g| = =5 [ 3 + cos® Ugi | + (P1o92 — @1620)

1 1 2
R [90%,9 + ‘70%,9] R [‘P% + 30%] TR (e1002 — @192,0)
2(cosU - 1)

1
+1@(1—cos2 U)go%+ 7

(1,002 — ©192,0)
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Here the first term can be written as
) 2 ) 2 2
TR [901,9 + 902,9] TR [902 + 901] + R (P1.092 — P192,)

1 1
= —ﬁ (1 + <P2,e)2 - ﬁ (2 — 901,9)2

and since ) ) ) )
8+ + 18+’9 E_ — 18_’9 .8+ + 18+’9 .8_ - 18_’9
Y1+ P20 = + Y2 — P9 =1 =1
2 2 ’ 2 2 ’

we again verify that the preceding quadratic expression is non-singular at R = 0.

(iii) Higher order singular terms at R = 0:

1 2sin U
-~ l(a (o2 9))g]” + i (@ax9)y 2
Recall that a (Tlp:¢) = /1 — Mp:¢l> — 1, and so
(IMg-gl?),
(a(prp))g = —

V1 = Mg

209

Recalling Remark we see that this expression vanishes at R = 0, and hence the above terms are all

non-singular at R = 0.
Finally, control over the term Pe. in the region away from the light cone will follow from

Proposition 6.28. Assume (6.34), (6.33), (6.56). Define the functions ((3.48)-(3.49)
sin® U )

Fi = Xr<r

_ (2a (Mep1¢) + (a (H(bup))z) (UI% - [(57 + %R(?R) Ur + R

" [(& + %RaR) (a (qulso))]2 — [0& (a (Mg )]

=S [(a, + %RBR)%]Z - > lowes]

j=1.2 Jj=12

+20) ((@ (s 9 Uk = (97 + Z2RO) @ (a9 (00 + S Rg ) U)
+ (U}e - [(a, + %R@R) U]z)go%
#2(1+ a9 (00 + STRIR) U - (0, + “Rog) o1 - Ug - m)] &,

2sin U

— (1 =cosU)(1 +a(llprp)) ¢

Fr = XR<t

1 2(cosU - 1)
+ﬁ(1—cos2U)go%+— ]-ei,

7 (p1002 — P1920)
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sin U i
F3 =XR<<T[? (1 +a(lgrp)) [e4 + gL g]

sin U i
2 (1 +a(g:) [e- - 18—,9]] ‘1,

+

1

1
F4 = XRr<r [—ﬁ (o1 +¢20 - R (2 - <P1,e)2] ‘&,

(Mo 0P),

Fs5 = xr<r [(@a(Mprp))y] - €2 = ————— - ..
V1= Mgl

Fi= > Fle™ j=1,..5,

n

Then setting

we have the bound

3
D) pl
FE_n) Rl Z »"IR
1=0

Z<n>12

3
S <
nez )

& (1122)
=

where 213:0 y;"’j)Rl is the thirc? order Taylor deve{opment of FE.") at R = 0. The same bound obtains if
we subtract from the 213:0 yE"’j)Rl those terms ygn’])Rl with | > |nys2 — 1,1 = (n»2 — 1)mod(2), provided
|l’l|.|22 -1 <3

We observe that Proposition Proposition and Proposition [6.28 complete control over the source
terms in the non-singular region for the |n| > 2 angular momentum modes.

7. ESTIMATES FOR SINGULAR SOURCES

7.1. Description of the shock. Here we briefly recall the function spaces from [10L[18]] which in analogy
to Definition describe the correction € used to build U close to the light cone:

Definition 1. Fori € N, let j(i) = i if v is irrational, respectively j(i) = 2i® if v is rational. Then
e Q is the algebra of continuous functions q : [0, 1] — R with the following properties:

(i) q is analytic in [0, 1) with even expansion around a = 0.
(ii) near a = 1 we have an absolutely convergent expansion of the form

o j .

g@) =qo(@) + » (1 -af™*1 3" g; s(@)(log(l - @))’
i=1 j=0
J@)

+ 2 (1= 3 g () (log(1 - a))!
i=1 7=0

with analytic coefficients qo, q; j, and (i) = iv, Bi) = vi+ %
® Q, is the algebra which is defined similarly, but also requiring g; j(1) = 0 if i > 2n + 1.
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. Q;N) is the vector space of functions in Q, for which g; j(a) = 0 for i > N.
For later purposes, we also define the space of functions obtained by differentiating Q,;:

Definition 2. Define Q as in the preceding definition but replacing (i) by (i) := B(i) — 1, and similarly
for Q.

Definition 3. Pick t sufficiently small such that both by, b, (recall their definitions in Definition[6.21)), when
restricted to the light cone r < t are of size at most by.
) Sm(Rk(log R),Q,) is the class of analytic functions v : [0, 00) X [0, 1) X [0, bol?> = R so that
(i) v is analytic as a function of R, by, b,

v : [0, 00) X [0, bo]* — Q,

(ii) v vanishes to order m at R = 0.
(iii) v admits a convergent expansion at R = oo,

VR, bibo) = Y i bi, b)R i (log RYY
0<j<l+i
>0

where the coefficients c;; : [0, bol?> - Q, are analytic with respect to b 5.
o IS™(R*(log R),Q,) is the class of analytic functions w inside the cone r < t which can be repre-

sented as

w(t,r) = v(R,a,b1,by), v eS"(R'(logR), Q)

and t > 0 sufficiently small.

e Define IS™(R*(log R)', Q;N)) analogously by replacing Q,, by Q;N).

Then the core content of [10.[18], customized for the application we have in mind, can be encapsulated
by the following theorem:

Theorem 7.1. Let v > 0. Then, given N > 0, there exist ty = to(v,N) > 0, M = M(v,N), P = P(v) and a
co-rotational blow up solution U = Q(A(t)r) +€(t, r), A(t) = 17, on (0, tg] X R2, and such that €(t, r) admits
the following fine structure:

e=¢€ + e,
where we havﬁ (withR = A(H)r, T = ftoo A(s)ds)

1 [oe)
lex(® Nl g5+ < =, T=71(1) €[10,), T0= f A(s) ds,
RdR T

To

for the ’small but unstructured term’ €, while we have

M M

2 : 1 3 2k-1 ~H(P) 2 : 3(p3 2k-1 AHP)
€] € ([/I)ZkIS (R(lOgR) ’Qk—l) + WIS (R (IOg R) ’Qk )

k=1 k=1

3The condition on € is chosen to conform with our requirements; one could impose any Hj} ,, condition here.

dR



212 JOACHIM KRIEGER, SHUANG MIAO, AND WILHELM SCHLAG

The additional restriction here replacing @ by Q,(CP) here is of course simply a reflection of the fact that

those terms the expansion of a general function g(a) € Qi with sufficiently large power of (1 — @) are auto-
; ; 5+0
matically in Hp7).

In order to fit the functions described in the preceding into our calculus set up on the Fourier side, we have
to implement a concise translation of the algebraic structure on the physical side to the (distorted) Fourier
side, for each angular momentum n. This is what we do in the next subsection. It is also here where we
start to keep track of the temporal decay (as measured in terms of the variable 7), which will start to play an
important role for the final iterative scheme, of course.

7.2. Description of the shock on the distorted Fourier side I: prototypical expansions. In order to
handle the source terms near the light cone, we shall have to introduce a suitable algebra of functions which
contains all the possible singular terms, is formulated on the distorted Fourier side, and flexible enough
that it is preserved under certain para-differential operations, as well as the transference operators and the
solution operator for the wave equation on the Fourier side. Due to the somewhat complicated nature of
the function spaces concerned, we do this in a two-step fashion. First, we introduce a prototype which
handles certain key aspects (it gives the correct translation from the physical singularity as detailed in the
preceding subsection to the Fourier side at fixed times), but is still not adequate due to its incompatibility
with the solution operator for the wave operator on the Fourier side. Once we have studied some of the key
properties in this simplified setting, we can finally introduce the spaces that will overcome all hurdles. We
already introduce aspects of the somewhat complicated temporal bounds for these function spaces, although
strictly speaking this is not important yet at this stage. It will play a very prominent role later for the
multilinear estimates, of course.

Definition 7.2. We call a function x(t,&), ¢ € [0, ), an prototype singular part at angular momentum
n, |n| = 2, provided it allows an expansion (here all cutoffs are smooth localizers to the indicated regions)

xX(1,§)
N N N N e_z(vr§2+h Lp(xria,h)) .
- Z Z ZX§>1h 1+kv (log é:) s dg j(T) + Z Z ZX§>h Zh_ §1+k% (log é:)j . ak,j(T)
+ k=1 j=0 + k=1 j=0
7 N N; +ly‘r§2
£ me ") S (log ) - Fia(r.d)
+ =1 k=1 j=0 f
7 N M ii(vr§%+h'lp(x7;a/,h))
_i P~
£ 20D Xen IO gy (0g ) Fuyr.0
£ =1 k=1 j=0

Here N\ = Ni(N,v) is sufficiently large, x; = g%h - vt and p is as in Lemma and the functions
Fi j(7,8), F1,j(7,8), Fi, j(T, &) have the following properties:

Ni—j | —1-

e Pointwise bounds with (weak) temporal decay |ak, j(T)| + |Zlk, j(T)| (log 1) ~V, as well as

|F1J<,j(Ta f)| + |Fl,k,j(7', §)| < (logT)V177 1,
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o Symbol type behavior: with k; € {0, 1}, k, € {0, 1,...,5}
k ki ~ Ni—j  _—l-v—k
|671 ak,j(r)| + |671 ak,j(T)| < (logn)M /-1 !

00 Fip (0, )| + |04 92 Frg 3, 8)| 5 (log )1 717 7h0 gl

as well as the ‘closure bounds’

||§5+5 klakl ||§5+5 klakl < (log T)Nl—j )
where for some 6 € (0, 1) we set
lglls = sup lg(x) — gl
e P
We shall refer to the first two sums
+zv1'§ N N i(vr§%+h’1p(xr;a,h)) )
> Z Z ! gy (2 O a@ YO et pEe (log£) - 2 (o)
+ k=1 j=0 + k=1 j=0

as the principal singular part, and the second sum as the connecting singular part. This is because
the second sum involves terms which are still too rough to be included into the space S*, but still
much less singular than the principal singular part. Here ‘singular’ refers of course to the phys-
ical side, and is measured in terms of decay of the Fourier transform with respect to & for large
frequencies.

We say that a function f(t,R) is a function at angular momentum n, |n| > 2, and prototypical singular part,
provided it can be written as

f(@R) = fo Pn(R; &) - X(1,6) - pu(§) dE,

and x = x| + X, where x| € S g for each T, while X, is a prototypical singular part at angular momentum n.
Finally, we shall say that the principal singular part is of restricted type, provided we have the more specific

Structure
N,

() = " e T (log ) + bei(r), ke (1,2)
I=i
for certain constants cix;, where |bk,,-(7')| + |T . b;”.(r)| < 3 (log T)N', and similarly for ay ;(7), and for
k > 3 we have
|ak,,-(7')| + |T . a;(,i(r)| <737 (log )M .

Remark 7.3. It is important that the functions ay (1), G i(T) do not depend on &. A similar property for
the final admissible function space will play a key role when applying the modulation techniques for the
exceptional modes n = 0, +1.

7 l - 3 . . . . .
Remark 7.4. The phase e*07¢*+h 'p(xrianh)) appears quite natural in light of the asymptotic properties of the
angular momentum n Fourier basis in the oscillatory regime and near R = vr. However, the properties of
the Duhamel parametrix will force a ‘deformation’ of the function 1~ p(x.; @, h) toward smaller and smaller
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1
values, effectively making the phase converge toward e*” > . Thus the ‘true phase’ that will appear in the

admissible function space defined below will in fact be an interpolate between these two phases, involving
a continuously varying family of phases. The fact that we can work with such in a certain sense ‘unnatural
phases’ comes from an important monotonicity property of the function p with respect to the variable x, as
well as the fact that we always restriction attention to the interior of the light cone 0 < R < vr.

The preceding concept of function comes equipped with a natural concept of ‘norm’:

Definition 7.5. Let X(1,&) be a prototype singular part at angular momentum |n| > 2. Then define

N N

”}Hproto ‘= Z Z Z HTHVHq (log T)_N1+i 8];lak,i(T)||L“([To,°°))

ki€{0,1} k=1 i=0

7 N
+ Z Z Z ||T1+v+k1 (log 7)~ Ni+i 3klak1(7)”Lm([T -

+ Z Z Z ||T1+v+k1 (log 7)™ M*i é:/z{a/;la/;ZFl’k’i(T’ £)

k1€{0,1} I=1 k2€{0....,5}

L7 ([70,00)%[0,00))

7 N N
DD dNIPI LIRS ITI
¢ L>.([19,00)X[0,00))
ki €(0,1) I=1 k=1 i=0 k»€{0....,5) ¢
7 N N
-N k
00202 H T R T
ki €0,1} I=1 k=1 i=0 114>0 LR ([r9,00))
7 N N
_N 7 k ~
+ ZZ Su L1k (log 7) 1+i glﬁaflangl,k,i(T,f) .
> Dl ro.con

In case the function X has principal part of restricted type, we also use the norm |[Xl|,.o10(r), Where (keeping
in mind the preceding definition) we replace the first expression on the right by

N N; N N;

Z Z Z ”T3+v+kl (log 7) ™M1 ak‘bkz(T)HLm([TO oy Z Z Z |c,k,

k1€{0,1} k=1 i=0 =1 i=0 [=1

The first order of the day shall be to translate the information of the preceding definition to the physical
side, i.e. identify a vector space of functions which correspond to the above Fourier description:

Lemma 7.6. Assume that X is a prototypical singular part at angular momentum n,|n| > 2. Then the
associated function

R = [ 0k pulo) de
restricted to the light cone R < vt, can be decomposed as

f=h+hL+f3
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where fi = fi(t, R) is a C*®-function supported in vt — R > 1 and satisfying
Ve fi(r,R) s 7' (log 7)™ T3V =Rk €{0,1), ki +k <5,

while f, = 218:1 fr1 where we have the explicit form

NN Gt vt =R) ; .
ST, R) = Xpr-Rish Z Z ”l’—lh_T [vt — R12** (log(vt = R))'
k=1 i=0 T2

Here the function Gy i(t, x) has symbol type behavior with respect to R, x, as follows:
|040%2Gy (1, 0)| < (log t)V - 71 Rk k€ {0,1), ko €{0,....5), ki+k <5
and we have the bound
(707K 677 G i, x| oo < Qog M-I kg €40, 1.

Fix the +-sign for the first oscillatory phase, meaning the — sign for the second one.
Finally, the remaining function f3 is C*™ and supported in |vt — R| < 1 and satisfies

fllger < (og o)™ - 7717, [0c fillgen < (log 7)™ - 7717
Moreover, we have the bounds
|05 13| < (log 7)™ 37 5 min{(vr = R)K, 1K),

1050, /3| < (log o)™ =73 - " min{(vr — R 1, ),

0<k<5s.
Proof. Due to linearity, we can separately consider the contributions of the different parts constituting x.

1

We deal with the contribution of ), Zf{\’: ] Zy:lo Xéx e;VTT:; (log &)’ - ay, j(t), and later explain what changes
are necessary to handle the terms in the second to the fourth sum constituting x(t, £), according to the defi-
nition. We split the Fourier integral into a number of regions reflecting the oscillatory/non-oscillatory nature
of ¢,(R;&). Also we may as well omit the factors gy ;(1), modifying the required bounds accordingly. We
split the integral for f(t, R) into a number of regions.
(1) The rapidly decaying region: Rgéh < 3. Let y(x) be a smooth function which is identically 1 for
x < % and vanishes beyond x = 1. Then consider the integral

< (2x e : ; |
f v (—) On(R:€) - ezt —— (log &) - pu(£) d€,  x = REM.
0 Xt &
Taking advantage of the asymptotics for ¢, (R; &) in the non-oscillatory regime away from the turning point
X;, this becomes

1
+ivté2

o0 2 1 1 1 2 ;
fo ¢(§)h§x—zq—1@) A (178 (1 + hao(-s e h»ml;T% (log &)’ - pu(&) di

We claim that the preceding function is smooth with respect to R and 7, and that the function as well as its
derivatives can be bounded by <y 7™ < |R — vr|™ for any N. To see this, distinguish between the cases
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R <« 1 and R 2 1, and further between a = & 2h > 1 and @ < 1, the latter requiring in principle a further
decomposition, which we suppress. In case @ > 1, we use Lemma4.17] for the description of 7, and perform
integration by parts with respect to & %, where we also have to take advantage of Lemmas For the case
a < 1, one uses either Lemma[4.24] for the case R > 1 or Lemma@.22] Lemmal4.20]in case R < 1. Also,
one uses Proposition 4.32] for the symbol behavior of the spectral measure. It follows from these sources
that the worst case occurs when 8§ 1 hits Ai (h—%g ), which in light of the Airy function asymptotics leads to

a factor R |
mloxl Rh=— = —.
X gip

Then performing N times integration by parts with respect to & %, we get the bound

(S

0 2x +ivTé2
fO l//(x )h3x 2q” 4(7') Al(h_§é’) (1 + hao(-¢; a, h)))(f>l€€:1+kv (logf)J - pn(&) d€

Ve [ A o) de s o

since we have sup,,_;, ! AN < ~ 1. Derivatives with respect to R, T are handled similarly, as the addi-

tional factors & * can be easily absorbed.

(2) Region near the turning point, still non-oscillatory: x, + hs > Rf%h > % Let ¢(x) be non-vanishing
on [—1, 1] and zero on [-2, 2], chosen in such a way that

Zgo[ W]]:L x e (0,x + 73],

where A ranges over 0 U {2/} j=0- Then, in light of the fact that the above asymptotics for ¢,(R;¢) are still
valid in this regime, but with a different law for 7, we reduce to bounding

00 2y X — [x, - /lh%] _ eiiVT§% i 1
> f 1—w(—) | ———— | ER: £ Wxes1 —— (log &) pu(&)dé.  x = REIN.
=~ Jo Xt Pl &

where we set
ER:é ) = hixtg ) - Al( ) (1 + hag(=C; . 7).
Also, ¢ is described by Lemma[. 11l Then since
h—%af%g ~ W3R, REM~1

in the support of the integrand, we easily infer using integration by parts and taking into account the asymp-
totics of Airy functions, that

00 2 X — x,—/lh% +iv f%
f [1 —w(—x)]-so[g]-_m £ e o (l0g &) pa(€) dé
0 X A '3

t 3
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N

N 3 N 3 3 3

SN (h%R) N < (13) . 11 e < F 'f_% ceTAR
T Ré‘:j

Again derivatives with respect to R and 7 are easily absorbed by the gain in §_%, and the rapid exponential

decay in A allows for summation over dyadic 4. Here we also used the fact that inside the cone r < t we

have R < vt < 7. The contributions from the derivatives on ag(—{; @, i) are handled similarly by Lemma

and Lemma [4.37]

(3) Region near the turning point, oscillatory regime: x; + i < Rf%h < (1 +v)x,0 <y < 1. Here the
asymptotics of the ¢,(R; &) are of the oscillatory kind, with a weaker decay. Proceeding as in the preceding
case and letting ¢ a smooth function which equals 1 on [0, 1] but vanishes beyond 2, we reduce to bounding
(with A again taking dyadic values)

00 X X — [xt + /lh%] eiivrf% ) .
. ER’ ,h S| ——— 1 J N d. , =R 27;1,
;fo w((1+7)xt) ‘”[ T ] (R: & M)y e=1 R (log&) pu(§)dé, x=RE

where we set this time
E(R:,1) = h5x g HORe |2@@) (Ai-30) = BiC-H30)) (1 + har G )|
recalling Proposition d.321 Then using the oscillatory asymptotics of the complex Airy function, we get a
phase eEFIN' ? , and we have (recall Lemma 4,17
0, [h—lg%] = %h—lg% [RR- @G e 1) + (1 + O = ) - OC(1 + &)™) + Ox = x) - RA|

1
2
~ é’% - R,
-1
where we have used that |0(h(1 + 0/)_3)| < h- (hf%) = O(hR). In particular, for the combined phase

3 1
21
iglh 4

e 2EVTE2 e have the identity
ei%ih’l{%iivrf% _ 1 0 (eigihlggiiwg%)
0 ) [£3in12 wivegr| €
~ 1 1 .01 (ei%ihlg“%ilvrfé)’
+yr+ 2R
and since |{| < 1 on the support of the integrand, we have L~ % for R < vr. If we then again
+vT+{2R

take advantage of the bound h_%ﬁf ] = 3R and perform repeated integration by parts (after combining the

oscillatory phases), we obtain the gain (similar as in the previous regime)

B3

00 X x—[x,—i-/lh%] o eiiwg% ;
fo l//((l +y)x[)-<p 7 .:(R,g,h))(g-zlflT%(logg) pu(&) dé

N
3

o=

1
sAd-T

'é:_ ,
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and this can again be summed over dyadic A > 1. Derivatives are again handled similarly. Observe that up
to this point all terms have been of the rapidly decaying type.

(4) Region away from the turning point and in oscillatory regime: Rf%h > (1+vy)x. Here, recalling
Lemma.13] we have to consider the integral

0 B X [P B R N _%' £l x—y(@sh)+p(xra,h) |
L [1 ‘”((Hy)xf)] it (i) e

1
+ivTé?2

(14 b @, 1) X1 ;—k (log &Y pa(€) d.

where 1 + b(x;a, ) accounts for the factor 1 + %a;({; @) as well as the corrections entailed by the Airy
function asymptotics. Here we can combine the phases into

ei(iwiR)g% . eiih_IU)(x;a,h)—)’(a;h)]

1
In the case of non-resonance, i.e. when the phases e*™*®%? occur, we can prove rapid decay for the

contribution as well as all its derivatives with respect to 7, whence also |vt — R|, within a dilate of the
light cone. For this we also need to take into account the phase function 7~ p(x; a, %), for which we have,

interpreting x = Rhé 2 as a function of R and ¢,
9,1 (77" p(x; ) = 7' y(@, B)) = —Rx"2(1 = 20) + O (h),
where we note that the integration takes place over the region x > (1 + y)x; > 1. We conclude that

0.4 |07+ REE =y 4 plsa | 2

and the claim follows after repeated integration by parts with respect to & 2,

+i(vt—R)¢ %

We may hence assume that there is destructive resonance, meaning the phases e occur. Denoting

for now

X L1l 2\ (log &)’ pa(é)
[l—w(m)]-m O () T b ) e R = s

we reduce to bounding
00 1
f HOT-RIED | i [p(rah)-y(aih)] -Y(x;a,h)dé
0

We shall decompose this into a number of pieces with different structure. First, observe that if vt — R > 1,
then the expression is a C* function, which decays, in addition to all its derivatives, like [yt — R|™Y 773, This
follows as before by considering the phase (vt — R)¢é > 4! y(a, ) — i p(x; @, 1) and using the bound

‘35% [(w “RE + (e h) — T p(xs @, h)]

> vt — R, (7.1)
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provided vt — R > 1, and in the regime x > (1 + y)x,; > 1. Note that to derive (Z.1), we can use the fact that

forh < 1, d,0(x;, 1) <0
We next peel off a function in S”, by considering the intermediate region /i << vt — R < 1. Observe that

1 -1.-2 1 1
SE2+RT X T RE? L €2,

Ok [(VT —RIE? -1 p(xs @, h)]
R (x;a, W) SR <771,

under our assumptions on R, 7, and similarly for the j-th derivatives with the right hand sides replaced by
the j-th powers. Furthermore, we have the estimate (Z.I), where the right hand side can be replaced by 7
under the current assumption. Moreover, we have the now somewhat more delicate relation

0
0,y |0 = R)E + 17! ya )~ 1 plx.a )| = T~ R) +h‘1ai‘l +Oay(a ) = R p(x; 0, )

é: 2
-1 O o

>(wr—=R)+h - 0gy(a, i)
.f 2

>vT—R

due to Lemma .13 and the assumption i < vt — R < 1.
Again using integration by parts, we conclude that
0 . 1 et . .
}XIZVT—R>>hf eit(V‘r—R)§2 . e+zh HpOsah)—y(ash)] . < 1.
0

Here the large bound (vt — R)™* < 7% is compensated by the power of 7 in the definition of the norm S g.
It follows that this contribution can be absorbed into f3 (in fact, it is easily seen that we also have the point
wise bounds required in the lemma), and so we reduce to controlling the remaining part.

Next we need to distinguish between different regions in terms of the functions (vt — R)¢ 3 G p(x; a, h).

(4.i): B 'p(x; @, i) < 1. We enforce this condition by inclusion of a smooth cutoff X<l (h_lp(x; a, h)), and
we shall expand

o 1 !
X<l (h o(x; a, h)) Fil~ p(eiat) = X< 1 h Lo(x; @, 1) Zﬁ +1h_1p(x; cx,h)) .
1=0

Consider then a term (for [ > 0)
oo . 1 Il
Xve-Rsh f X (W p(rs @, 1) 7R (i ol ) O (s @, 1) dg
0
00 . 1 (RS N
= Xvr-Rsh f g (07 = R e (17" s 0 10) €507 - (i~ s ) €2 - () i
0

+ Xrr-Rsh f xer (07 = R e (07 s ) R (i pxs ) €D W0 h)
0
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For the first term here on the right containing the cutoff y<; ((VT - R)¢ %), we also expand the exponential

TR : into a Taylor series, which leads us to consider the expressions (for [ > 0,k > 0)
Yot fo e (07— R (17 s ) - Rog? [ (w7 o) D
If k = 0, writing
Xve-Rsh fo xel ((vr - R)E? )m (17 ol o)) (%7 (o @, ) €Y (s ) dé
= Xvr-Reh fo ver (7 s ) (5l o ) € i, ) d
— Xve-Rsh fo mm ((vr - R)E? )m (57" p(x: . ) (il p(x: a, h))’ @ (@, 1) de.
and using the simple bounds

1\k
< CH 1 (7 p(x 1)) (hii) <.k

O prer (571 ptxs ) (it~ pis ) |

|a§e (XVT—RSh)| S h_ka

we can easily place this term into S ™ with norm bound < 771", and the term is as f3 in the lemma. For

the second term we can write it as
© U in (g
Xvr—Rsh f Xzl ((vr - R)E? )xﬁ (7 (s ) (7l (s @, ) 5O (s @, ) d
0

=1 - R)%Jrkv (log (vt = R)Y - H(t,vt - R),

where the term H(t, x) has the symbol behavior asserted in the lemma. This also applies to the terms
with k£ > 1 (In fact here we do not write y 1 asl—-y 1. Instead, we directly integrate the
(vT-R)§2<1 (vT-R)§2 21

expression in the variable £, because now the power in & from the k > 1 expansion kills one such a power in
the denominator of the expression. Therefore we are able to integrate over the range ¢ < 1.). On the other

ii(V‘r—R)g%

hand for the term with oscillatory phase e in the regime (vt — R)¢ 1> 1, pass to the new integration

variable € = (vr — R)¢ %, which also gives the structure

0 ; ] U ity
Yoronan [ e (07 = RE e (171 ptos ) 070 (i s ) N W e
0
= Xor—sh - (T = )T H(z, vt = R),

which concludes the case (4.i).
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(4.ii): B p(x; @, i) > 1, (vt — R)é > < ! p(x; a, ). We effect the additional restriction by means of the
following smooth cutoff

-1 .
X>1 [M) 1 (7 (s ) = Adxs @, ),
(vt = R)é?

Observe that then thinking of =— = vr — (vt — R) as a function of 7, vt — R,
£n

N

_1.
9E

1 oA oA
<& |l——|<0r-R7, ‘—’s
§ ‘a(w—R) o7 =R or| >

We decompose
Xvi—R<h f i Alx; a, h)eii(VT_R)f% I D@ (s @, 1) dE
0
= Xve-Rsh fo et = REDA(; @, Ie=TRED | T @) (g, ) di
+ Xve-Rsh fo et — REDA(x; @, Ie=0TRED | T @) (s g, ) di
For the first term on the right, we further decompose it into
Xve-Rsh fo et = REDHA @, TR T @] (g, ) d
= Xvi-Rsh fo et (7 = RIEDA G, ) - 5 ISR )
+ Xvr-Rsh fo et = REDHA 0, I[H0TRE 1] I (1) dg
= Xyr—R<h fo ” Alx;a, h) - ol lpCra-y(@n)] | W(x: @, ) d¢
— Xvr-Rsh fo 00)(21((1” — R)EDA(x; @, h) - 7 PEDY@D] (s o 1 dg
+ Xvr-Reh fo " et = REDHA 0, TR 1) I g 1) de
Here the first of the last three terms can be reformulated as
Xve-Rsh fo e (7' (s @, 1)) - 7 D@Dy, o, 1) di

0 hlo(x;a, i _ T
— Xvr-Rsh f Xs1 [LI)JM (h" p(x; @, 1)) - ¥ ol DD (o ) i,
0 (v7 = R)é?
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of which the first term is easily seen to be in § g’) and to also satisfy the bounds required for f3 in the lemma,

while the second admits the representation
. H(t,yt—R
(vt — RF* log (vr - Ry - LETR)
T2
where H has the desired symbol behavior. The latter conclusion also applies to the terms

Xvi-R<h f xz1((vt —R)g%)A(x; a,h) . T Ip(rash)—y(aih)] “¥(x;a,h)dé
0

0 . 1 -—1H— . .
Xvr—R<h f Xsl((VT _ R)g%)A(x’ a, h)[eil(VT_R)§2 _ 1] . e-Hh l[p(x,a’,h)_y((l,h)] . \P(x’ a, h) dé‘
0
In fact here we simply change the variable to & := (vt — R)*¢.

It remains to deal with the term
0 . 1 e . .
Xvi-R<h f Xzl ((VT — R)fé)l\(x; a, h)eﬂ(vr—R)fz . e+zh p(uam)—y(@h)] | Y(x; a, k) dg.
0

Introduce the phase function

Ei= (vt =R —h'p(x; ),
whence

o
_gl =(Wr-R)- h_lpx : Xf_% - h_lpa -h,

0é2
and so since py - x =~ —p on the support of the integrand and further i='p > 1 there, as well as |p,| < ™! <
f‘%, we infer
3
¢
on the support of the integrand. Then we write the preceding integral as

~ f! -3
=Nh" p&

er—Rshf Xz1 ((VT - R)fé)l\(x; a, e - H @) -¥(x;a,h) dé
0

where we set 1
~ 1 867
Y(x;a,h) = 267 —=— - ¥Y(x; a, h).
0§
Then we observe that

ol am] < v etaoger - (o) Jobian (07 - gt < (n710)

oaceam| s (17p) "L ok (e )| < (n7p)

Note that applying a derivative d,._r to the original expression (formulated as integral with respect to &, and
interpreted as function of vt — R and 7) results at worst in a loss of

< .f% + h_lp g (h_lp) . ((V‘[‘ —R)_1 + T_l),
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while applying 0, results in at worst the loss = 'p - 7~!. We conclude that after performing integration by
parts in the variable & and then reverting to the original integration variable &, we have

0 . l —ih— . .
Xve-Rsh f Xz ((vr —R)g%)A<x; @, H)eH0TRER . I I -y@h] g (x; o, 1) dé
0

’

= (vt = R)>*k (log(vt — R))’ H(LT_R)

T2

+kv

where H has the symbol behavior asserted in the lemma. (Here the factor (VT—R)% ... with limited smooth-

ness comes from the factor g‘%(log &)/ and the cutoff. The rapid decay in 7i~'p produced by integration by
parts gives the integrability.)

(4.iii): Tl p(x;a,h) > 1, (vt — R)gé > h ! p(x; @, ). Start by considering the term

Xve-R<h f AGr o, h) - e YON (s 0, B) dE,
0

where we set

. nlp(x;a,h) _
Alx;a, ) = x<1 p—l] 1 (7 p(x; 1)
(vt — R)¢é2
This term can be seen to be of the explicit form
- H -R
vt — R)%Jrk" (log (vt = R))’ - w
T2

by arguing as for the term
Xve-Rsh fo ) A(x; @, h) - 50 TPaD @]y o, 1) dé
This leaves us with the term
Xve—R<h f * 1~\(x; a, 1) [ eii(w—R)g% . e¢ih’1p(x;a,h) _ 1] eiih’ly(a;h) W(x;a, h)dé
0
Introduce the variable

&= (T - R)ET -1 plx; ),
and so (for suitable ¢ > 0)

0 -
_51 >vr—R+ ch_lx_lg_% >vr—R, g% = [f +h (e, h)] vr-R).
0&2
Also, the cutoff A(x; a, %) ensures that (vt — R)& 3= E+nlp(x;a,h) 2 |§| on the support of the integrand.
Then, assuming kv < %, we can write (with ¢(t, vt — R) = vi — R — i p(hiR; i, 1))

0 . 1 o . - .
Xvr—R<h f A()C, a, h) [eil(VT—R)§2 . e+lh Lo(xa,l) _ 1] eizh y(ash) . ‘I’(x, a, h) dé:
0

3 -
- z i Cj - Xve-r<h - (VT —R)>™ [log(vt = R)]” -
JT=i
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00 il‘g“ -1 ~ i -
f — ¢ 3 (log (f + h_lp))J Y(x; a, ) dé,
cevr=R) [E + I p(x; a, )] 27F

where we put

- . . y .9
P a,h) = Al a, e YO W(x a 1) - £ (log &) - aigf'

Then from the definitions we directly infer the bound
|‘i’(x; a, h)| S T_% (vt — R)_1
provided # > vt — R > 0, and putting

I 0 e — 1
G(t,yvt—=R)=12(vt = R) -

> (log (E + 7! p))jﬁ P(x; a, ) dE,

c(t,yT—-R) [g_- + h‘lp(x; a, h)] 5+kv

we easily infer the desired symbol type behavior asserted in the lemma. In fact, note that upon writing
x= h‘f% [vr — (vt — R)],

nlp, - ne

1 3
dor-R) vl il (5 + kv) :

[5 + i~ lp(x; a, h)] [5 + i~ lp(x; a, h)]%Jrkv’

and so (again using 7 =~ R)

1 lpy - xr7!
a(VT_R) ~ 3 4ky s - - 3 +ky
&+ 1o, )]’ &+ o]’
< T_l
S — "
[5 +h7lp(x; a, h)]2+ '

on the support of the integrand, which leads to better than symbol behavior in the case the derivative d(,-g)
falls on this term in the integral. However, this is not the case for the contribution when this derivative falls
on the factor

P& = palé@)),

for which we have to use Proposition [4.32] The case kv > % is handled by subtracting further terms from

.~ ~ ~(3+k
e* to handle the term [§ + 1 p(x; a, h)] (20

when & < 1.

It remains to explain how to handle the contributions of the second to fourth sum constituting x(7, £) in
Definition This is quite straightforward for the terms in the third sum. In fact, observe that if we restrict
this sum to the region 7%%¢ < 1, then it contributes to a term of type f3, i.e. of bounded S g')—norm (and
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bounded § (1")—norrn for its temporal derivative). This is a consequence of the fact that (for k > 1)

1
+ivTE2

_ _ire > :
h’22521h 1<h2§> ! 1+k% (logg)l cF (T, €)
'3 g

1
+ivTE?2

__€ i
< Wn2ses1 (B7E) T ——— (log &) - Fiu j(r, )| < L.
£1%k3

2
Ld§

Then restricting the expressions to the high-frequency region & > %72, one may replace the factors (hzf)_%

by (hzf)_ﬁ for all intents and purposes, which upon following the steps in the preceding is seen to lead to
-1

additional factors of the form (h_l[vr - R]) * for the terms of explicit form. Moreover, the extra factors
Fy j(7,&) are seen to not lead to any additional complications due to their symbol type bounds.

It remains to deal with the contribution of terms in the second and fourth sum, which differ more significantly
due to the presence of the phase function e*" ‘i) Thig requires revisiting all terms where integration by
parts was required. To do so we briefly revisit the cases (/) - (4) in the preceding, explaining the differences.
For simplicity we shall set / = j = 0, the more general case being similar, and so we can unambiguously
refer to these cases from before.

In cases (1), (2), one replaces the term e+ : by e*7% bt plea) . Keeping in mind that 7> 3 1 for these
terms, one has

(VT.fZ +h p(xT,a h)) =vr+h px(xT,cx h)-hvr+h" pa(xT,a h)-h
=vr+ 0(1),

O

since we have x; 2 7 on the support of the expression, and so h‘lpx(xT; a, k) - hvr < 771, while 0e] < A
Thus the integration by parts with respect to & 3 works in the same way here.
Case (3) also basically doesn’t change, since here we encounter the phase function

2 1,3 1 -1
igh {2 = (v + i p(xrsa,h)),

Here we have the same bound

(I8}

01 ( 2h_1§

£2

(VTfZ +h p(xT,oz h)))

3
on account of the above bound for (9 (h p(xT, a, h)) rl px(x7; @, h)-Aivt, and then the argument proceeds

I\)\

as before.
In case (4), using the fact that v — R > 1, we can again immediately reduce to the destructively resonant

case involving the phase (vt — R)¢ 2 and the case close to the light cone vt — R < 1. Now to deal with the
intermediate case i < vT — R < 1, we encounter the phase

[(vr —R)E + Y@ ) — o p( ) + B pCaes e )|
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for which we have the relation
0.y |7 = RIES + 17yt ) = 7 pls ) + 77l )|
» 1
= (Tt —R) +y.(a,h) - h_laé__% (f Px(sx+ (1 = x5 a,h) - (x — x7) ds),
0
and we have the relation (for & > #72)

1
h_lag% (f px(sx+ (1 = $)xp;a,h) - (x — x7) ds)
0

1
=R -v1) -f% f [oxx(sx + (1 = $)xp; @, 1) - (AR + (1 — $)AvT) + hpye(sx + (1 — $)xr; @, h)] ds
0
1
+(R—-v7)- f px(sx+ (1 — $)x;a,h)ds
0

=R-v7)- 0(7_2).
In light of y,(a, i) = O(%) because of Lemma[.13] we conclude that

0,1 [0 = R + 7yt ) = s ) + - ot | 2 ve - R

and one can again argue as in the earlier situation to handle the regime # < vt — R < 1.
Finally, consider the expression

00 1
D RVES i To(ra i) —o(r ) —v(a:
er—Rghf HVT=RIEL | FiT [p(xiah)—p(xrsa)—y(ash)] 'Xg—‘hzzl\P(XQ a, h)dé
0

where W(x; a, 1) is again defined as in the earlier case (4). Dealing with this is now in fact a bit simpler than
in the earlier situation. Write the preceding as

© 7 l —1h" . . .
XVT—RSHL eit(V‘r—R)§2 . e+th G, m)—p(xr s i)—y(ash) | 'thzzl\P(X; a, h)de
0 e RS =i Tolra ) (. 1
:er—Rghj(: X(VT—R)§%<1eil(VT REL | ¥l [p(ram)—p(xrsa.n)] e y(ash) 'thzzl\P(X; a, h)dé
© i 1 —ih— . . = .
_Rshf X(VT_R)§%>1eiL(VT—R)§:2 . ¥ [Pl —p(xeia)] £~ y(ash) KXo P @, ) de

In order to treat the first term, write it as (assuming % +kv < 1, the case % +kv > 1 being handled analogously

by subtracting more terms of the Taylor expansion of e*, z = +i(vt — R)¢ e [o(x; @, B) — p(xr; @, h)])

© i 1 —ih— . . ~
X =XvT—R§hf X(VT—R)E%<1 [eil(vr—R)§2 . e+zh oG, —p(xrsa )] 1| ®(x; o, ) dé

+XVT—RSh j(: X(VT—R){-‘% Sllil(x’ a’a h) dé:’
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and we set ‘i’(x; a,h) = el @) | Xers 1Y (x; @, h). The second term on the right, call it X, is easily seen
tobe in S (()h) with the desired bound || X1|| 5 + [10:X01|| s < 1. The first term, call it X1, can be written as

I:eii(VT—R)f% . e$ih'1[p(x;a,h)—p(xT;a,h)] _ 1]

© 1 ~
X11 =Xvr-r<n(vT — R) f X 2V (x; a, h) dé
0

(TR 51 [5% vt — R)]

1 H(t,vt - R)
=Nyr-ren(vT — R)2H . —
T2

We claim that the function H(t, x) satisfies the symbol bounds 81;' 6’;2H(T, x)| < v™8x7® . To begin with,
note that the function

[ PHOT-RED | il [p(rad)-p(reia)] _ 1]

[E207 - B)]

is bounded on the support of the integrand, since
|ii(v7' - R)§% Fin ! [o(x; @, h) — p(xr; @, h)]| < (vt — R)fé
there. As for the derivatives, write
1! [p(x; @, B) — plxr; @, B)] = j: pr(sx+ (1= $)xps 0, 1) ds - (R = vi)e3,
whence (as usual interpreting x as function of 7 and vt — R), we infer the relation

[ei«vr—mf% . I Ipbsa i) —plea )] _ 1]

d 1
[£2(v7 = R)]

<

1
VA ((VT - R)§% -(1+ f ox(sx+ (1 = s)xr;a,h) ds))
0

1
1 +f Px(sx+ (1 = 8)x;a,h) ds
0

1
(VT—R)§% - 07 (f Px (sx+ (1 — s)x;a,h) ds)
0

1 1
+ |8T(f ox(sx + (1 = $)xp; a,h) ds)| . |Z((VT - R)§% -(1+ f ox(sx+ (1 = $)xg; @, h) ds))|,
0 0
where we set Z(x) := eﬂ% Using the crude bound

<7t

’

1
0 (f Px (sx+ (1 = 8)xg; @, i) ds)
0

we easily infer, also using the definition of ¥(x; @, %), that on the support of the integrand for the integral in
the definition of X, whence in particular with (vt — R)¢ 2 <1, x =1, we have

0. H(t,vt - R)| < 771,
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and analogously for higher derivatives with respect to 7. Derivatives with respect to vr — R are handled
analogously: here one may lose a factor & 2 < (vt — R)™! on the support of the integrand.
It remains to deal with the term X5, which is

« RS il Tolra i) ol i (a
X =er—Rghj(: X(VT—R)E%>1eil(VT REL | ¥l [o(xa.n) p(xT,af,h)]eith y(ash) 'XghzzllP(X; a, ) dé.

+kv | H@v=R)
1

We claim that this is also of the form y,r—gr<n(vT — R)% , with H having the appropriate symbol

72
behavior. For this, introduce the integration variable

E:= (v = RE — 7 [p(x; . h) — p(xes @, B)].

Then the preceding formula for the difference 1 [p(x; @, i) — p(x;; @, )] and the fact that sx + (1 — s)x, ~ 7
on the support of the integrand for X, imply that

SE(VT—R)f%, ﬁzVT—R
0

1
2

on the support of the integrand. We can then write

0 e¢i¢§‘ 8 % I~ ~
X = Yre-ren(v — R f X Ky
o ~(T-RE2z1 /- _1 . ) sthv Q&
(+ 17" [p(xs @, ) = ploxe; o, )

where we have set ¥ := 2¢ +5 i), Xerez1'P(x; @, 1), and we recall that for simplicity of exposition we
assume [ = j = O(recall the definition of ¥). Then since |‘i’(x; a, h)| < 773 on the support of the integrand,

1 —
R)z+kv. H(T’VI R)

writing X5 = xyr—r<n(VT — we infer |[H(t, vt — R)| < 1. Further using

T2

z 1 1
:—fl =(vt—R) - (1 + f px(sx+ (1 — $)x;a,h)ds + f Prx(sx+ (1 = $)x;a,h) - (sx+ (1 — $)x;) ds)
£2 0 0

1
+ (vt —R)- hf Pxa(sx + (1 — $)xr;a, ) ds,
0
taking advantage of Lemma . 13| we find
1
0&2
ki Ak
oy

<tk (vt — R)_kz_l,

73

and in conjunction with the definition of ‘i’, the desired symbol behavior of H follows. O

The preceding lemma admits a counterpart translating a physical singular expansion into a Fourier ex-
pansion. Note that this is not a simple inverse, and adapted to the specific needs later on:

Lemma 7.7. Assume that f = f(z,R) is a function supported on 5 < R < vt which admits an expansion

3
F=.1
=1
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where the fi is as in the statement of the preceding lemma, f can be written as f, = 217:0 Jo1 while the fy

. . . kil
vanish on the set vt < R and are defined on R < vt as in the preceding lemma except that h™ 2 is replaced
! . oo - . o
by h 27\ and f3 is C* with ||| s ST 1=V and satisfies the pointwise bounds
1

0% £ B| < 72 A minfyr R4, 0<k <5
Then setting
71, 8) = fo Bu(R:E) - (1. R) - o) dE.

we have X = X| + xp, where
— —1-v
||x1||S7 st 7,
and furthermore we can write

BT = ) e e )

+

where g.(7,&) is C* with respect to the second variable, and satisfies the bounds
0 6.8 s logr -+ By, 0<ky <5,

Furthermore, X, admits the symbol expansion (with p as in Lemmald 13land x, = h¢ Syt )

1
N N +i(vté?2 +h’1p(xr;a,h))

7
x(1,€) = Z Z Z ZszhfzhA(hzf)_% ¢ §%+k% (lOg f)j . F[’k,j(T, &)

+ [=0 k=1 i=0

and we have the symbol type bounds (with ky € {0,1},k, € {0,...,5}, k1 +kp <5)

I3 1y (8| s log -7 H gk,
as well as the closure bound

5+6-ki ki ak ~1-v—k
||§ +6 13T18§2F1’k,]~(‘r,§)||c,6slogr.r v—ki_

Proof.

w8 = Y ymé),

3
J=1
where we set

yi(w.é) = fo $u(R; &) fi(t,R) R dR.

Then it is immediate that H%H gh S 7717, whence ¥; can be incorporated into X;. The same holds for f by
1

using a similar argument and the cutoff vt — R > 1.
It thus remains to deal with f, = ZZ:O f21, where it suffices to set (with /, k, i as in the specified ranges above)
Gii(T,vT = R)

-1 Liky i
8(T.R) = Xye—rish— "2 [yt = RIZ**(log(vr - R))
T2
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We split the distorted Fourier transform of this term into several pieces. To begin with, write

G j(t,vt—=R) __i_ 1 ;
<¢n(R;§),X|w—R|gh—j - n2 7 vr - R (log(VT—R))j>
T2 Ly ar

=Xewest 02 F Xepz1 (02

RdR

Then the low-frequency term can again be included into S ’f:

“)(fh2<l< RIR

where we take advantage of the fact that

—1-v
<h- <
gy STlellig,, <7

I/Y|VT—R|Shh_% R 51
We can thus reduce to considering
Gy, i(t,vT = R) e 1 i
TAT.6) 1= Xerz f Du(Rs Eyr-risn—————h """ [yt = RI>™* (log(vr — R)) RdR
T2

Observe that since & SHR ~ & >hir > 1 on the support of the above integrand, the function ¢,(R; &) is in the
oscillatory regime, and we may replace this function by

+i Rf% —)’(a;h)+h’lp(x;a,h)) (

L2 N = —
i (173) T g HORe a@e (1 + R G a)|
where as usual we have incorporated the asymptotic correction terms for the oscillatory Airy functions into
the term 1 + 7a,({; ). Write
1
" 1 eii(VT—R)ff +ili p(xa,h) -
bu(R;E) = ) R — i) - (1 + 1 (G )
T (RE2)2
o1
= ) G (RiEM),
+

where i has symbol behavior with respect to x, @. Then we can write

X(7,8)

N G j(t,vT = R)
—Zmz et f G (R & yr-Ricn—

771 [yr — R7 (log (vt — R)) RdR

T2
L Gy i(t,vt—R ;
=S e [y DT o R (0g (7 - R RAR
~ ez ’ vT—RIsE ™2 3
; Girj(t,vt—R) _i_ L ;
+ 3t e f buorREMN g =T T = R (log (7 = R)) RdR
+ T2

=: }21 + }22.
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To deal with X1, we simply write it as

+tV‘r§2

1
_ _ -7 € 4
o1 = ) Xewa 7 (E07) e (logé)’ - Fj 1 (x, 8),
+ .

where we define

Flii@¢)
() g
=Xem2z1

2yt (logey
Gy j(r, vt —R)

1
-7 1
vr—R|g&E 2 T3

00 | %+kv .
| ot o -R[ togor - R) RaR

Then it is straightforward to check that

1 _
|F1(k),+(7' §)| st

due to the fact that |¢+ (R €, h)| < T_%f_z on the support of the integrand, as well as the fact that the
R-integration interval is of length < g" We claim that F 1, +(T &) also has the kind of symbol behavior

asserted in the lemma. The main difficulty here comes from deahng with the phase eHip(cal) The idea is
to exploit the localization near the light cone expressed by the condition (vt — R)fz < 1 to expand this phase
into Taylor expansion around R = vt. In fact, setting x; := ¢ %hw we can write

nlpGgah) =1 p(xea, i) + B Z —((9 1) (e @, ) - (x = X)) (7.2)
Jj=1
It follows that we can write

1
+i|vT€2 +h’1p(x7;a,h)

_ _ “le .
X1 = Zthzzlh 1<§h2> ! B (log &Y - l(k)]+(r &),

where we have
FD:x
F*)
1
)
= Xemez1 f b (R €, )X 1
(ér2) (log £’ Kise
_ eii(VT—R)ff +if! [p(x;a,h)—p(xT ;a/,h)]
$ur(R3E, 1) = 1 (e, h) - (1+ha (G a))
1\3
(e)
But then taking advantage of the localization of the integral as well as (Z.2) it is straightforward to check
that F (1) (@ has the desired Symbol type behavior.

&ILA

—+kv :
M [gz (vt — R)] (log (vt - R)) RdR,
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It remains to deal with the term X,,(7, £). Proceeding in analogy to Xx;;, write this as

1
+i|vre 2+ p(xp i)

_ _ —-Le PN
X = Z)(fhzzlh 1 <§h2> i e (log &) 'Fl(,i),’j_(T’ &),
+
where we have
Fiy o
i
&)’ £ ® . Grij(t, vt =R) [ 1 5k .
=X h221< >L ' jf e e RE DT | or = R)| (log (vt = R) RR.
n2)7 (log&)’ Jo Shr=Ris =

$i(VT—R)§% =il [p(xa,h)—p(xcsa,h) |

1
(re?)’
Then introduce the new variable

R:=(r1 —R)gé -1 [p(x; @, h) — p(xe; @, )] .

e

Gs (R ET) := “Y(x;a,h) - (1 + hay (¢, a))

Then observe that on account of x > 1 on the support of the integrand, we have

___l__l . lN_l
=t —nlp, gt = g,

Moreover, due to

1
n [p(x; @, k) — p(ags @, )] = ) (f px(sx + (1 = s)xr; a, 1) dS) (X = xq)
0

1
= (f px(sx+ (1 — x5 a,h) ds) -(R- VT){,:%
0

and |p,(sx + (1 — $)x;a,h)| < 772 on the region |[R — v7| < 1, x 2 1, we see that
R=~ (vt - R)fé

on the support of the integrand. Furthermore, interpreting vt — R = (vt — R)(R, &, 7), we get

[(w - R)g%] o =17 p(x; @, h) — p(xe; @, h)]’f%

1
=p!. (f px(sx+ (1 = $)xrsa, hyds - (x - x‘r)) 1
0 £2

Nl—

1
=& f px(sx+ (1 = )x;a,h)ds - (R — VT)g
0

5

1
2

1
+ g%f px(sx + (1 — 8$)x; @, h)ds) 1 -(R-v1).
0 &2
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This relation easily implies that

-R
‘(R—vr) | P
&2 &
on the support of the integrand defining F l(i)’ji(T, £). On the other hand, using the fact R ~ (vr — R)¢ > we
have
-R
(07— R) | s 675 = ==

Then expressing the integral for F l(i)’ji(r, &) in terms if R and performing sufficiently many integrations by
parts with respect to R, as well as exploiting the symbol behavior of Gy, j(t,vt — R) and the preceding
inequality, the desired symbol behavior for F ﬁ)’ji (1, &) follows easily. m|

7.3. Description of the shock on the distorted Fourier side II: admissible expansions. When formulat-
ing the precise asymptotic expansions we shall use for the description of the singular part on the Fourier
side, we have to take into account the action of the solution of the wave equation at angular momentum n,
|n] > 2, and formulated on the (distorted) Fourier side, given by the Duhamel formula

am [P (FE)) sinfacgt [t a] 20
f . ’ 1 - F (0', f) do
70 A(0) pn(&) &1 /12(0.)

If F(o, &) is a singular source term admitting an expansion as in the preceding subsection, then the re-scaled

2@
term F (0', o)

5) will come in general with a phase
(o A@ A
s A5 o, g 50
e o) ,

while the other oscillatory term sin [/1(7)5 2 LT AN u) du] will contribute

eiiv(‘r—%o)f% ]
These phases will either enter ‘destructive resonance’, resulting in a singularity propagating precisely along
the light cone characteristic R = vt, or else enter into a ‘constructive resonance’ resulting in a singularity
propagating outside of the light cone. The latter situation, when translated to the interior of the light cone,
will result in smoother terms, in principle analogous to the connecting singular terms from the preceding
section, but with a more complicated algebraic structure, which we will have to keep track of. Precisely, in
essence we will encounter integrals of the form (where as usual a = ¢ %)

Y A iih'lp(x A0 s 2D ) 2
EVTE? f . 8 AR e P (1) ¢| do
70 (o)

I
© sr2dtot ol e dBa)) 2
e @) G o, 5 ¢ do,
T (o)

0
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> (o)
symbol behaviour. The key point concerning the second integral represents a function whose singularity (on
the physical side) is located at R = 2475 }(T) YO = VT 2 VT due to o < 7, and the integration over o ensures this

2
where the two +-signs in the first integral are synchronized, and where the factors G (0' A (1) 5) have suitable

function, upon restriction to the 1nter10r of the light cone, is of regularity H>*.

Of course, the preceding integration expressions need to be re-inserted into suitable source terms and again
subjected to the wave parametrix, resulting in more complex expressions in principle. However, a simple
formalism is possible to capture all the terms that arise in this fashion, which is realized in the following
definition:

Definition 7.8. We call a function x(1,&), £ € [0, ), an admissible singular part at angular momentum
n,|n| > 2, provided it allows a representation

X(7,8) = Xin(7, &) + Xour(1, &) + Xprot(T, €)

where X;, represents the ingoing part of the singularity, which constitutes the dominant part, while X,y
represents the outgoing part, X,.o/(T,€) is a prototypical singularity as in Definition [Z.2and the first two of
these admit the following expansions:

We can write (in the following all cutoffs x are smooth)

N N T +ik” p(x A(r) @ l(((r)) h) (%)
Xin(T, &) = Z Z ZX§>h 271 1+kV (logg)f f Ao) ) ak,_j (,0) do
+ k=1 j=0 70
7 N N 0 1 _é e+[v‘r§2 . 3
_ j .
+§:;§;§ZSAgﬁz #E) " e logd) (7.3)
+ /=1 1

x A N + A2(7)
f ( o ) Fl(k)j( 7.0 /12(0_)5) do,

where the *-signs in each expression on the right are synchronized, and we have the following bounds,
where the 6; are small positive numbers decreasing in l: :

o %whfwﬁmﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂ”l-f3

1

¢kt 2 (x.0.8) 51, (log )V 2 [0' + K( z)] 0<k <5 (€f0,1)

||55+6 klat 82[7[(2)[(.[. o, g)

e ~k1 (log‘r) R e [0' +K(h,u )] 1 €{0,1}

where we set k(x) := == and i can be any positive number. We shall again call the first sum on the right in
(Z.3) the principal part of the ingoing singularity, while we call the second sum the connecting part of the
ingoing singularity.

For the outgoing part, we can split it into

Xout = Xout,1 + Xout,2
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where the first term on the right represents the ‘outgoing seed singularity’ given by
N N

ot =5 53 #>f%

+ /=0 k=1 j=0

1 (7.4)
ekl g (0,
0 T e
and we have the bounds
ERIFE (.06 < (log )V 71~ a*{aﬂ+K@éﬂ, 0<r<5 1e{0,1)
5+0 qt a5 (%) Ni=j P I ) i
H§ 0.0 Flkj(ro'f) e N(logr) o [o’ +K(h/,[2)], t€{0,1}.
The second term X, 2, which is the ‘outgoing perpetuated singularity’ admits the description
N N 1 10 j
05 = 3 DTS S ! (2g)+ 108)
+ 1=0 k=1 j=0 & (7.5)

v 4(;) X+T EZ +h7! (x AT ;a-%,h)] 22
f f ‘7 W -G |Tox, i)g dodx,
5K /12(0-)
( 2@ §) (T o), GE (T o, X m§) = c¢* (1, 0, x), and we have the bounds
,/12( ) 0,k,i L] ,/12(0_) - kit Yo )
[¢-og 6t m o x.8)),, < (togn)™ ‘*Vv*{f%m@éﬂ,OSMSi

Moreover, we requirﬂ that the same structure and bounds apply to g—% . (OT - 2%685) Xout2 Up to terms
of the kinds Xy, Xour1- Finally, we say that the principal singular part is of restricted type, provided for
k € {1,2} we have

.
where Fo ki

§5+5165

e ol < (ogt)V il oL [0'_2 + K(h/l%)] ,

N,
aii(T,0) = chkl(O') T (log 7)™ b( )(T o),
I=i
|Clk) (0')| <07, |brino)| + 1 |by(n )| s T (log )M 0,

while for k > 3 we have

2] g oS

|a,(<’il.) (7, 0')| + 7|0
The preceding space of functions comes equipped with a natural norm, given in the following

4This last somewhat delicate requirement is not needed for the previous term x,,;, since its structure implies this essentially as
a corollary
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Definition 7.9. Assume that x(t, €) is an admissible singular part at angular momentum n, |n| > 2. Then we

set
”xHadm =
N N
-N
ZZZ “akl)(r 0')| +7 Takl)(r o’)” (log7) Mt 1+ o3 ) )
+ k=1 i=0 L=([70,00))L>([10,7])
7 N N kzakzat F(+) 7,0,
(TS5 5 gt e SRR
: (02 + k(ne?))
+ [=0 k=1 i=0 0<k,<5 L2([0,00)] ; o -
1€{0,1} 3 LY ([70,00))L5 ([70,7])
7 N N kzakzat F(+) 7,0,
RIS R et
T 120 k=1 i=0 0<kr<5 (0_2 + K(hgf))
+ =0 k=1 i=0 0<kr< LZ([0,00)]; oo o
1€{0,1} H L2 ([t0,90) L ([T0,7]
7 N N SGSaLF("')
553030 (SRR e
T =0 k=1 i=0 ¢ o2 +K(h§7) 5
’ N troconL o
7 N N 5555 fE)
3053805 hg ey v [ 2R
T 120 k=1 =0 ¢ (0'_2+K(h§7)) .
Ce Ml (fro,00n L8 (170,71)
7 N N kzasz(*') 7,0 X,
S35 5 faogrr i [ 0
: (2 + (7))
+ [=0 k=1 i=0 0<ky<5 L2([0,00)]|, 1 - -
¢ Ly ([0,00)) LY (([70,00)) L (([T0,7])
7 N N 595t (+)
537508 gt B2 5
T 120 k=1 i=0 (0_2 + k(g z)) o
¢ NLLLY ([ro.00) L ([70,7])
+...,

where the term ... stands for the additional terms of a similar form which get included when applying
0 — 2%’565) to the final term in the structure formula for X1 gmooth-
If the principal singular part is of restricted type, we shall replace the first term

)(T 0')” (log7) M¥i 1. o3

[|ak l)(T 0')| +T
L>([19,00))L>([70,7])

by

N
+ 1 ~Ni+i _3+v 3”
Z Z Z HO— ”” L“([TO,OO)) Z Z ||b o) ( o8 T) ’ 7 L>([19,00))L>([70,7])

+ [=0 k=12 + k=12 i=0
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+Zi Hakl)(?' O')|+T Takz)(T O’)” (logt

k=3 i=0 L ([10,00))L>([70,7])

N[
—Ni+i _3+v 3
) 1 4 o

and call the resulting norm ||||agm(r)-

In the rest of this subsection as well as the next one, we verify that this choice of function space is
compatible with the key operations that will arise during the iterative scheme. The first order of the day
shall be to recover an analogue of Lemmal[Z.6l The key point is that the next lemma has an almost identical
conclusion, except for some subtle logarithmic loss with respect to time. We also carefully note that for
now we omit conclusions about time derivatives, since the correct formulation of these will require the more
complicated but natural operator 9, + ﬂ—/{RaR.

Lemma 7.10. Assume that X is an admissible singular part at angular momentum n,|n| > 2. Then the
associated function

f@R) = f Pn(R; &) - X(1,6) - pu(&) dE,
restricted to the light cone R < vt, can be degomposed as
f=h+h+h
where fi = fi(t,R) is a C°-function supported in vt — R 2 1 and satisfying
Ve s R) s i (log oM e e - RIS, 0<k <5,
while f, = 218:1 fo1 where we have the explicit form

G R .
Ja1(t, R) = Xpve—Righ Z Z M ~ [y - R2* (log(vt — R))’
k=1 j=0 73

Here the function Gy ;(t, x) has symbol type behavior with respect to x, as follows:
|6’;2Gk,l,j(r, x)| < (log T)Nl_j“ vk 0<k <5
and we have the bound
||x5+68)5€Gk,l,j(T, x)”cﬁ < (log )M+ L 71,
Finally, the remaining function f3 is also C° and supported in |vt — R| < 1 and satisfies
fllgn < (log )™ 7717, 1ide fillgn < (log )™ ™ 7717,

Moreover, we have the bounds

|8§f3| < (log T)N1+1 2L min{(vt = R %, 77}, 0<k<5.

Furthermore, the terms X, enjoy a smoothness gain visible on the physical side upon restriction to the
interior of the light cone: defining

¢(T.R) = fo Gu(R: €) - Fou (7, £) - pu(&) dE,
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we can write
g§=81+8 +8s3,
where g 3 have the same properties as f1 3, while g, admits the representation
N N

Hy, (T vT —R) s .
82 = X)vr—Ri<h Z Z Z — W7 [vr—-R) 5+kv (log(vt = R))’

=3 k=1 j=0

and we have the symbol type bounds
|6’;2Hk,l,j(r, x)| < (log 1')Nl_jJrl xRk elo,. .., 3),

as well as

N1—j+1 —1—v

”x3+5a3 T

Hi (7, x)||C5 < (log 7)
The preceding two bounds hold also with derivative up to degree 5, provided we control the &-derivatives of
the functions F; T Gfkj up to degree 7.

Proof. We shall use the crude bound 0 < K( j((”)g ) < 1 for the auxiliary function appearing in the bounds
in the preceding definition, since this fine structure will only play a role later on. We can then work at fixed
time o and deduce the final result by integration over o-. The proof follows exactly the one of Lemma [7.6]
and we explain the minor differences arising.

The case of ingoing singularity, i.e. the contribution of [Z3). The argument is the same for the two integral

expressions up to minor details. Fixing o € [7g, 7], we encounter the oscillatory expression

1
eHOTH Pl W)E2 D sr @=e. 20

Aoy~ o)
1
Then going through the case (1) - (4) in the proof of Lemma[7.6] in cases (1), (2) we replace ¢*™” by

o N
(T plxgrsal 1))E2 , then we use the bound

9,4 ((wg% + (s, h)) g%) — vt + i (s ) - ve” + B pg(xorsd 1) - B
=yr+ 0(0"_l +h) >T

on the support of the expression which we recall is & > 7 72.
In case (3), repeating the notation from the end of the proof of Lemmal7.6] we encounter the phase
2

igh‘lg% + (VT{,:% + 1 p(xy a, h)),

and thanks to o > 7 and the condition & > 72 on the support, we again have

2
851 (+3h g’% (vrf% +h_lp(xg/;a/,h))) >T

Case (4), which we recall means x > (1 + y) x,, is again the most complicated, and we argue as follows.
Here in the regime vr—R > 1 and the most delicate case of resonant phases we encounter the phase function

+ (r = RE T [p(x; @, ) — plters o, ) — y(@i )]
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+(vr = RE FH [p(x; s ) — plaes au B) — y(@s )] £ Y [p(xgrs o 1) — p(xes @, )|
=: +Q(7,R, a, h)

and the following lower bound obtains:

(96% Q2 vr—R+1 ' pu(xpid B - hve’ = p(xp; @, h) - ive + O(h)

>vT—R
provided v7 — R > h, since we have the important positivity property
Flpu(xosd B - hve” = py(x; @, B) - Tive > 0 (7.6)

on account of 0’ > 7, @’ > a. This implies that the term (we re-use the notation from case (4) in the proof
of Lemma and where the temporally decaying factor a,fj(r, o) according to Definition has been
included into W(x; @, 1), and the cutoff x> has been replaced by x gy

00 1
XvreRs1 f PHOT-RIEL | Fil™! [p(xiah)=y(@h)=p(xpr o’ 1)) “P(x; @, h) dé
0
can be included into fi(t, R), and similarly the term
- 1 o . . o,
Xisvr—Rooh f eHOT=RIET | i~ [p(xih)—y(h)—p(xpr o’ )] P(x; @, ) dE
0

can be incorporated into f3(7, R).
This reduces things to controlling the integral

00 1
Xvr—R<h f HOTREL | FI [plrah)—y(@h)plo @ D] Yy, o, ) d¢
~ Jo
Werite this as
00 1
YorRen f GHOTRIED | i (ol a0 D) (s o ) d

+z(vr—R)§% . e¢ih’1[p(x;a,h)—y(a;h)—p(x(r/ @ )] . ‘P(x'a h) df 7 7)
(w—R)g-'z < T ’

1
+z(v1' R)EZ +ih’1[p(x;a,h)—y(a;h)—p(x(r/ @ )] . .
+ Xvr-R<h f X ped ot P(x; a, ) de
Split the first term on the right into the following

0 7 l -1h" . . o/
Xvr—Rsh f X(VT—RE% <leiz(VT—R)§2 . e+zh Hp(xam)—y(ah)—p(x,r 0 B)] . W(x;a,h)dé

— ~ Fin! [pCersa )=y —p(xyr @ B)] .
Xvr—R<h L X(VT—R)f% <1 e Y(x;a,h) df

o0 ii[(w—R)g% +h7! (p(xr;a,h)—p(x;d,h))J 1
+ Xvr—R<h 0 X(vr—R)g% < e _

. eiih_l [pCersa )=y —p(x,r 0 B)] Y(x;a, h)dé
=1 A + Aj.
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Then the first term A; can be split into a regular term and a explicit term via
- L SFI  plerseh)—y(ash)—p(x,r 0/ )] .
Xvr—Rsh j(: X(VT—R)‘f% <1 e Y(x; a, h) dé

= Xvr—R<h f Fil ol —y@h—plro @ W] P(x; o, 1) d¢
~Jo

_ * L FIET [ pOsa ) —y(ash)—p(xgr 0’ )] .
er—Rsh‘fO‘ X(vr—R),f%zl e Y(x; a, h) dé.

Here the first of the last two terms is of the required form for f3, as the oscillatory phase is now independent
of R, while the second term admits the representation required of terms of the form f; in the lemma. The
term A, is also of the explicit form, by writing it as

( sl r-RoE 47 ) —pa )| )
e -1

Ar =(vT = R)xyr—
2 =(vt ))(VT RShL X(VT—R)f%Sl (VT—R).f%

. e¢ih'l[p(x,;a,h)—y(a;h)—p(x(,/ @ ] . é‘:% ¥(x;a,h) dé-:

and arguing as in the proof of Lemma[7.6
It remains to deal with the integral

00 |
+i(vr-R)E2 | Fil [p(xam)-y(@h)—p(xer i@ W] gy
XVT—RSh j(: X(VT—R)f%Zle e lIl(-xa a9 h) dé:,

which we claim is of the explicit form, i.e. can be included into f>. This can easily be seen by combining
the term e Y@M with Y(x; @, h), and taking advantage of the inequality, in view of the positivity property

(Z.6).

0.1 |07 = Rt = oty - plxrsal ]| 2 T - R

1
2

and invoking integration by parts with respect to & 2. This concludes the argument for the contribution of the

terms (Z.3).

The case of outgoing singularity, i.e. the contribution of (Z4), (Z.3). Here the argument is very similar
except that we have to replace the phases

eii[(vr—R)f% +h~ lp(x(,/ R4 ,h)]

by
1 | (2@ Y ped i o A@
ii[(vr—Z%va+R)§ 2 —h’lp(x(,./ ;Q/’h)J iz[v(m)ﬁr)fz —REZ+1 p(xm % a W’h
e , e o

for the contributions of (Z.4)), (Z.3), respectively, and on account of (recall o < 7, x > 0)

VT — 2ﬂv0' < -1, V(@X-i-‘l') —R>vr—R,
A(o) A(o)
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we can repeat the arguments from before since all functions will be restricted to the interior of the light cone,
and hence we encounter functions of the type

(vt =R +y)%+k" Hr,vt = R+y), y=>0,

where H has symbol behavior with respect to the second variable. In fact we claim that the resulting explicit
terms are smoother than the ones obtained for Xj,, as explained in the second part of the lemma. We briefly
outline the arguments for the explicit singular terms generated by (Z.3). In fact, consider a schematically
written term(where we omit several factors which do not affect its smoothness but only its decay with respect
to time)

=A@ am P A ()
er—Rsth X<1(/1( ) )[VT—R /1( ) ] (log(vr R+ﬁx)) H( —R+ﬁx)g(x)dx

where g is bounded as well as in L!([0, o)), H(-) is bounded and has symbol type behavior, and we have
included an extra cutoff y ¢ ( A@ ) since the contribution of (Z.3)) where j((T))x > 1 is seen to lead to terms

Alo)
of type f3. Then splitting

oo %+kv
)(w—R<h X<1 ( ) [ /l(T) ] (l og (VT R+ i)x)) H( -R+ Lx) g(x)dx
)

0 A(0) T Ao A(0) A(0)

© @ \[ @) | ( (zm )) (A(r) )
= Yvi_R< lo H d
=X ’”’f ( ) )[aw) ) H\ eyt g

: (D) Am () ()
+X,,T_Rghf0 (/1(0_) )[ -R+ ﬁx] (1 g(w R+ mx)) H( -R+ ﬁx)g(x)dx

© (A \[ @) | A7) A7)
_XVT—RShfo Xx1 (/I(O')X) [mx] (l (/l( ) )) H(mX) g(x)dx,

the first term on the right is again seen to lead to a contribution which can be absorbed into f3 (upon also
taking into account the currently omitted factors ensuring the right temporal decay). The second and the
third (difference) term on the right can be written as

ol
Xvr—Rsn(VT — R) - f f Z' (s(vt —=R) + X) - x<1 (M
0 Jo Alo)

which of course involves a derivative falling onto the term H(-), which will then be responsible for the

derivative loss which the "upgrade of smoothness’ for the contribution of X, entails. Write the preceding
integral as

x) g(x)dsdx,

Y ken T = R) - f f Z (stv—R) + 1) - X<1( A(()) )g(x)dsdx

vT—R
— e - (/T —R)- f f Z (s(r—R) + %) - )(<1( 4(())

+XVT—Rsh'(VT_R)‘f fZ'(s(vr—R)+x)~)(s1(@
vi—R JO (o)

)g(x) dsdx

x) g(x)dsdx
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Observe that

7'(z) = " 2(log 2y - H(2),
where z has properties like H in the region z > 0. It easily follows that the first integral on the right admits
an explicit representation

vT—R
Yveren - (17— R) - f f Z (s(m—R) + %) - )(<1(/1(T)

o) ) g(x)dsdx

=(vr - R)7+k" log (vt —R)' - H, (1,0,vT — R),

where H; is bounded and has symbol type bound with respect to all its variables. For the second integral
above over the range x € [vT — R, o), we use one more splitting of a similar kind:

1
Z' (st —=R)+x)=Z"(x) + s(vt = R) - f Z" (s1s(vt = R) + x) dsy,
0

which then yields
Xvi-r<h - (VT —R) - f Z' (stvt = R) + x) - X<1(/l(()) ) g(x)dsdx
vT—R
00 ( ) vT—R ( )
=Xw-Rgh-(VT—R)-[fO X<1(/1( ) )Z’(X)g(X)dx—fO X<1(ﬂ( ) )Z’(X)g(X)dX]
+ Xve-r<h - (VT — R)?- f f sZ" (s1s(vt — R) + x) g(x)dsidsdx
vt—R JO 0

Here, the first term on the right is the difference of a function which can be included into f3 and a function
of the explicit type, while for the second term on the right, due to the inequality

|27(2)| < A |log z|i,

it will be of the explicit form

o plopl
Xvi—r<h - (vT = R)* - f f f sZ" (s1s(vt = R) + x) g(x) ds dsdx
vT—R JO 0

=(vr - R)%+k" log (vt — R)' - Hy(t, 0, vt — R)

aslong as kv < 5. If kv > 2, then we repeat the above process for finite times.
The contrlbutlon of the ‘seed outgoing singular terms’ (Z.4) is handled similarly by replacing the role of x
by o m|

Remark 7.11. We will only take advantage of the additional smoothness of the physical incarnation of the
outgoing singular terms for the contribution of the seed outgoing part with | = 0, where the coefficients F ;
do not depend on the frequency variable, and hence no smoothness loss will be incurred.

7.4. Operations on functions with admissible singular part. Our definition of admissible singular part
is chosen to be flexible enough that important operations, such as frequency localisations as well as the
transference operator, essentially preserve such functions.
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7.4.1. The effect of the transference operator. Recall from Proposition [3.1] the precise form of the trans-
ference operator at angular momentum n, |n| > 2, and consisting of a diagonal and an off-diagonal part.
Two key structural properties ensure that this preserves an admissible singular part: On the one hand, the
spectral density p,(£) admits an asymptotic expansion toward & = +oco of Hankel type. On the other hand
the off-diagonal part 7(;10) improves decay toward & = +oo and its kernel has further remarkable regularity
properties uniformly in n. The latter property means that the off-diagonal transference operator will send
the principal part of the ingoing singular term into its connecting part, which is less rigid structurally but de-
cays better. The following lemma gives the basic bounds for the Hilbert transform concerning the weighted
Holder type norms we shall work with:

Lemma 7.12. Introduce the norm (for 6 € (0,1))

1 lhwes = I FCON Lo (q0.00y) + SUP A [y fll o
>0

Assume that f is supported at ~ A 2 ™2, and consider the function

. eii[vm% +h'lp(xgl/);ﬁ’,h)J
(M ieaf ) €707 o= f —— fdn, y>0,
0 (E-m&r —n2)y

A (n)
A0)’

where we use the notation 8’ = hn% . hn% . }(T) . Then for any &' < & we have the relation

iilvT§%+h_l (x(f) g h)J

(HE ieaf) €T 0) = 8610, hemag @10 o S0y Ifllcs

A

.. . . . 1
where ||| s indicates that the norm is with respect to the variable &, we use the notations a =hér - 10
&

and x(f) hg I -yo - j((T)), and the bound is uniform in h, 1, 0”’.

Proof. By definition we have

P2 e o - )|

o i VT(T]
(&m0 = f ¢ i Fadn
0 (& —n)&2 —n2)yy

Introduce the variable 7 = VT(T]% -¢ 3 ), and write the phase as (we suppress the 7i-dependence in the notation
since 71 < 1 is fixed)

B 7.07) = vily? =) + 17 oG B 1) - p(e ol )

/

1
:f;+h-1f [ e (550 + (1= 969158 + (1= )0 1) - 1
0 T

(5x® + (1 — 2@ 1= sa.h) -l /l(T)]d
+p (sx(r +( $)X./ ;B + (1= s)a ) o)

By the bounds on p, and p,, in Lemmald.13] if we pick & ~ n, the phase is in effect bounded by |¥(¢, 7, 7, 07)| S
7 under those conditions. Write f(x?) = g(x), restricted to the positive real axis, and switch variables in the
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integral

00 ei‘}’(f,n,‘r,o-/) 2 % = 5 ~
gi(f;f,tf’)=f o 177 l-g(l+§2)dn,
—o0 n(;) £2 +12
where of course n% = % + ¢ :. In fact, restricting ¢ ~ A, the integration limits may be set to be +A27. We
now prove the two bounds required for g:

The weighted L™ -bound. Denote by P-.,, k € (0, o) a Littlewood-Paley type frequency cutoff to frequen-
cies 2 k, and which can be realized by convolution with the function «{(r7x), where y is a smooth function
supported on (—oo, —%] U [%, o0) and identically 1 on [1, o). Then we have

Ps,g(n) = f KX ((n = ) g() di = f k¥ (= OK) [8(0) — g(m)] d¢, (7.8)
(we used the fact that y(-) is supported away from the origin while the delta measure is supported at the
T

origin) and setting x = (72)Z and taking advantage of the rapid decay of the function y as well as the bound

11— 0 _1_9¢
lgCx1) = gl = [f(D) = FOD| S T2 W fllyes - |27 = ] S A7 72 1 fllyes - 131 = x0l°

. 1 .
provided xj» = A2, we infer

18
P g st 27 i e
(%)
and so we infer the bound

00 ei‘I’(f,n,‘r,o") 277% 77 i _
f Va7 1. 1P, %g(— +fz) dip
= W Eagr A7) 0T

1
_ log(1271)
<2220 il
T2A4

where the extra localiser ¢,~, ensures the correct support of the integral after application of the frequency
cutoff.
In order to handle the remaining integral with the additional restriction || > 1 and involving P

3

18, we
perform integration by parts with respect to 7, using
om0 2 1,

as well as straightforward higher derivative bounds with respect to 7. On the other hand, by the standard
property of Littlewood-Paley cutoff, we have

~ |>-a
N

RI—

0
P g s[ )-/1_1_%||f||wcé-

2)
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Then if the derivative falls on P 1 g( + & 2) we gain a factor

2

A

5
) ‘ﬂ‘l‘%llfllwca, gives a bound

1 —1-6
T2 _
[—1] AN f Nl
A3

-1 -
This again beats the loss of log(/ﬁ?’). While if the derivative falls on 777! ((9,7‘1’(5, n,7, a")) . (% + ¢ %), we
gain -, whence forcing integrability of the expression.

This reduces things to bounding the integral

oo eMEnTT)  op3 i 0N
Vst~ 11 8\t dn
e 2 3 VT
—00 7i <;> &2+ 12
S GMEIEEOTT) | gy ) (] _
= S0 [ ALERED (2 ) g
T 0 () 242 (#7.6,7) T
where we have made explicit the fact that n is a function of 7, &, 7. But here the differencing easily leads
to gains of factors < 7°, which counteracts the singular term 7', which easily concludes the weighted

L*-bound. Here we also used the fact that the kernel 7 is odd and the other factors in the integral except
g(% + fé) are smooth in 7.

which, together with the bound (

~ |>-
=] fi—

Holder differencing bound. Fix two values £1,&, € R,, &) ~ & ~ A, and set [ := . As before set

1
& -
f1=vr (n% - f%), and decompose the integrals giving (W;;'Viste d f) (éj;7,07), j = 1,2, into (where for now
&=2¢12)

Y EnTo) 2,7% 7 0N
f ¢|77|<1 |,7| I T g(_ +§2) d’]
P(ZY eene

t‘I’(fn‘rO') 2]7% 7~7 | _
f Yiiz1 (i T 'g(—+§2)dn
p(Z) ey 7

First integral above, small 7). Due the the bound [V(¢,n,7,07)| < [77] < 1, we can split the exponential into

(7.9)

MENTT) = | 4 (MET) 1), [(@ME) - 1) < Il

and it is also easy to check that under our support conditions & ~ & ~ 1 ~ A > /> we have

|a§ei‘l’(§,n,‘r,(r/)| < f_l|7~7|,
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which easily furnishes the desired bound for the modified contribution with the exponential replaced by

L‘P(fjn‘rtr)_l
Z( 1)f st
j=12

i %)~
‘g(—+§~ dij
W0 e Y

<A fll o

<A -
This allows us to reduce the case of small 7 to the following integral, where we may re-arrange things if we
pick the cutoff ¢ symmetrically around the origin

L fllwco-
i, b
3 gl t¢
PG f et Ty it ol
j=12

~ 1
%4 )_g(v_‘;]-i-é:jz) B
§%+nl‘

= dij.
3 n
j
We split the above integrals further by including smooth cutoffs yjz<z/. ¥jz7- Including the former, we take
advantage of the bound

(55 rei) (57 6] <

U -1-¢
< 2] e
which leads to the desired bound upon integration over 0 < 7 < 7/

1 I
i)
Yhlst Ty T 1 -

(7) &+

dij
n

7l -1-¢ s ,-1-2
S|z AT fllpes =L - A2 - I flleo

On the other hand, in the regime |fj| > 7/, the difference structure will become important. Split

i 1 i 1 i 1

g(L+8)) = Parg(+ &)+ Parg(=+€)
VT VT VT
where the subscripts denote frequency cutoffs defined in analogy to (Z.8]). Then arguing as earlier, we get
the bound
i 1

leflg(_ + sz) s

<SP fllyes
Moreover, using orthogonality (or Plancherel identity) and the fact that Py ;-1 g ( -+ f )
where P .

>I-1(v1)”

i1, we infer

p i, g
>”l‘1(V‘r)_1 (g (% + é:JZ ))
means the frequency cutoff applied to the following expression interpreted as a function of
oo 1 2t
f Yrisiiist = :
- fi <

AP
2 — ‘Pzrlg(; +§f)d77
* 2) & +n?
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. 1
_ 0 I S L &2 a
B Ioo PZl-l(vr)’l Pretsialst - lil i PZlflg(VT T i

=
—
~ |:ﬂ
~—
<

I

+

=
D=

Then note that for any £ > 0 we have

1 2t
(1) —k
anfl(v.r)fl '»[’Zkrl:|ﬁ|~ 17\ : 1 ) S 2
n <l> &2 +n2
T j L,
In fact we denote by
1
1 2n2(0)
(&) = Yakriny K\ 1 L
(8 &vnho
By definition of the operator P(>ﬁl)—1 (o1 we have
G - -
On the other hand, we have
(EQ)| s 2741t
i
Therefore the estimate (Z.10) follows. (Z.10) in turn implies
1
7 1 2n2
(an)_l(v.r)—l w‘fl$|7~7|$1 N <@>y % 1
M) &+ L,
1
. 1 2n2
o) n
< 2 [IPEh ey | B2t sy 3
720 U= §j + 7?2 0
i
< 1.
It follows that
0o 1 o
0) 1 22 A\ -
ﬁoo leq(VT)—l ¢Tl$|ﬁ|51ﬁ<@>,y é:% N n% . PZ[—lg(v_T + §]2 d77
pe .
J
1 ~
(@) 1 2n2 M4
S anfl(VT)—l l//TlSWlSl TN T 1 . ’P>1—1g(v—_[_ + f}z) N
n <T> é:jz +1n2 I diy

it
)
-2 lfllwes

as desired.

247

(7.10)
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. 1
Next, to deal with the contribution of the low frequency part of g, namely P_;-1g (V—”T + f}? ), we localize

this further to frequency 2/I~!, j < 0, whence we get
/N C(F
Prjig\ =+ & |~ Parig|— +&;
VT VT
Here we used the following fact about Holder functions: Let P; be the standard dyadic Littlewood-Paley

projection and f be a Holder function. Then we have

|Pif(x+y) = Pif )] s WI|0P;f] o < 11127077
For our use, recall that [g], <

<2 .07%0p. /1—1—5 M llhcs -

Here [-], is the Holder difference norm for a Holder function in C¢.

_1-8
A2 fllyco-
On the other hand, it is easily seen that

() .
PZjI’I(VT)’l [¢Tl$|f]|$l A\ T | ] < |]|
n <7> S L,

i

1
r p(@) - ! 21
Z (-1 P<[*1(vr)’l [l//rlslnlsl ~ <@>)’ ' ! l]

r:1’2 n T é:r + 7]2 Lzliﬁ

<lllogtll- 72 < llogl]- 72,

For the first estimate above, we simply write the cutoff Yrigjii<1 = Yrigiico-int + ¥o-izigii<1- The contribution
from ;¢ js<2-/7 18 bounded by ||, upon integrating [711~'. While the contribution from Yo-izigpii<1 18 bounded
by 1, using an earlier argument. For the second estimate above, we use the crude bound by ignoring the
cutoff P and using the Lagrange Mean Value Theorem for the function inside the parenthesis.

<I~l(yr)~1’

In total, the remaining contribution to the case || < 1 is then estimated as follows:

1
. 1 2032 7 o
Z(—l)’f Yrigiisl =Ty T 1 -P<,71g(i +§,2) di
—oo ,7<’7> 1 VT

r=1.2 T) &+

1
R 1 2> A
s Z j:oo P(Zz)l’l(vr)fl ¢rlslﬁlslﬁ<@ : . Z (—1)’P2,-,71g(; + frz) dip

Yy 1 )
T> & +n2) r=12

Jj<0
1 ~
~ @ 1 2n2 A -
+ f Z(—l)’le,l(w)fl ['abrlslﬁIslN TV l]-P<118(; +§22) di
=12 i(2) & +n}
. —8)j —1-9 _3_9
< DRI AT s + s 0 og 1 A7 £l
j<0

I
Sl/l 2.”f||wC69

as desired.
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Second integral on the right in (1.9), the contribution of large 7. Here we can no longer neglect the
oscillatory term ¢™¥¢%7") and in fact we shall exploit that

Y, 1,0) = (1 + 0(%)) ]

By directly evaluating the Fourier transform, we infer for r > O that

HENLTT)  ops 1
(i) ¢ U _
P — 77 1 ON(er)
(7)) &+

Ly,
for any N > 0, and in particular by summing over r > 0 we find that

NI—=

i‘P(f,r],‘r,a") 27]
PO Wit~ -

1 <1 (7.11)
TEIR

1
Ltﬁ]

I—=

RI—

AYEnTI")

Nl'—‘

In fact, one can easily show that the Fourier transform of the function P <; 1 [tmm or 12'7

e has a
ﬁ<@>y f 2 +77% }

rapid decay in 27", then the desired result follows by again taking its Fourier inverse transform
Furthermore, we have the difference bound

<1l

P EnT) 2,7%
Zcrsfoe

_ TN
r=12 n <%> f, n?
Liy
Now we break the second integral on the right in (Z.9) into two contributions: restricting the function g to
large frequency > C~!7, we get the term

P ErnTo’) 2,7%
Z( l)f Wiijlz1 :

r=12 U l—Zl>
and using (Z.8) we find

Pocreg (v ) i

1
&

D=

+n

i 1 _
2 (_1)rp>c_ng(1 + fﬁ) <min {27175, 4710
vT

r=1,2
P>C 1'rg( +§r)

T fllyco
and in particular for any &’ < 6 we have

-0
~ 2.7 ||f||wc59

r=1,2

’ __i _z
S P (L&) o5 70 il
r=1,2
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for suitable 6 = §(6”, 8) > 0. Since we also have

1
Z( l)r L‘[’(fﬂ]r()’)zn—2 < /1—% .1
r=12 §, + 77
in the domain &, ~ A, r = 1,2, we easily conclude that

Y ErnTo) 2,7%

DL f e — @

1 1
r=1.2 7) &+ 12
5 -1-%
Ses 0 -7 - flleo

It remains to deal with the contribution of the term arising when g is replaced by P_c-1,g. Using Plancherel’s
theorem, we can write this as

Z( 1)f iz

1
r=1,2 U M> §,2+;7§

Y&t 2,7%
( 1)’ f <C 1 [Wiaiz NIV | “Pc- ng( +‘fr)
r=1,2 n <7> &+ 12
Here we can take advantage of (Z.11) and the bound following it provided C > 1, which gives

V&m0 2,7%
Z( l)rf P(jél[mmzl ﬁ(ﬂy " “Pc- ITg( +§r)
T

r=1,2 ‘fr+

“Poc- lfg( +§r) n

eVEnTT)  op3

P<C1‘rg( +‘fr) n

RI—

S|Py 0)
S Xlg/lf wC?
P | fllyes
This concludes the proof. m|

Remark 7.13. The loss of Holder regularity is only due to the contribution of the large frequency part
P.c-1.8 of g. In particular, if g is very smooth, then this contribution will be very small since T > 1.

In a similar vein, we can improve the conclusion if the function f(r7) has added differentiability:
Lemma 7.14. Assume that f is supported at n ~ A 2 h~2, and consider the function
- ii[vn]%+h’1p(xf;],);ﬁ',h)]
(Hiweal G0 = [ — fadn, y>0,
0 E-m(&-n2)

where we use the notation 8’ = hn% . %, (77)

hn% SVO - j((T) Then for any &' < 6 we have the relation

(Wi l_smdf) &1, o) = ii[vr§7 +h7! (x<£) ,h)] i, o,

Z SuP Weaé 0g(&; T, 0| + |LYE~ LN A s

0<r<N

C(’/
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Svay D, S e D€ o) + a0 6w )

S
0<r<N &>

wCs

The proof is analogous to the one of the preceding lemma.

Using the preceding lemmas, we can now analyze the effect of the transference operator at angular mo-
mentum 7, [n| > 2 on admissible singular terms. For the following proposition, recall the terminology from
Proposition [5.11

Proposition 7.15. Assume that x(t, &) is an admissible singular part at angular momentum n, |n| > 2, as in
Definition Then we have

(K7%) (7.€) = Ti(1,€) + Ta(, €) + T3(1, )
where x| is admissibly singular with vanishing principal ingoing part, while x, satisfies

- -5
allsgn < 77

1
Furthermore X3 = Y, "™ . g, (1,&) where g, (1, &) is C™ with respect to the second variable, and satisfies

the bounds »
0gun o] stogr- 1 e (net) L o<k <5,

As a corollary, we see that
(Kix) (1,6) = X1(1,6) + X2(7, &) + X3(7, )

with x| admissibly singular and x,, X3 as before.

Remark 7.16. The reason for the presence of the term X, is the fact that application of the transference
operator always causes a small loss of differentiability of the coefficients F l(i)l.(r, o, &) with respect to the
last variable, which means things don’t close for the top order terms with | maximal. However, these terms
get mapped into the better space ST and moreover, the fact that the preceding lemma and Remark
identify the precise source for this loss of differentiability allow us to gain an additional temporal smallness
for the terms x. This added temporal decay will be crucial, since otherwise the fine structure would have to
remain visible. Similarly, the term x3 is also in the good space S g but has poor temporal decay (its presence
is forced by very technical reasons, related to the cutoff in the definition of admissibly singular function),
and so we have to retain enough spatial structure to be able to handle its contributions, when dealing with
the modulation theory for the exceptional modes.

Proof. We verify the conclusion for both X;, and X,,, according to Definition [Z.8]

Contribution of the principal ingoing singular part, i.e. the first term on the right in (Z3). We fix a sign
+ as well as k,i and the time o, as we can move the temporal integral to the beginning of the resulting
expression after applying the transference operator. The transference operator shall then be given by the

kernel
F(& m:h) - pa(n)
&-n
and we naturally divide the integral expressing the action of the transference operator on a function into
three portions, corresponding to (i) ¢ < n, (ii) & ~ n, (iii) £ > n. The middle term is then essentially
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handled by the preceding lemma, in conjunction to refined bounds on the kernel function F' and the spectral
density p,,.

(i): ¢ < n. Since 7,0 are fixed, we may as well move the function a; )(T o) to the outside of the 7-
integral. Then we need to show that the expression (where we use the same notation as in the proof of the

preceding lemma)
1
+i|vtn?2 +h‘1p(x(",) ;,Bl,h)]
—(x F& n;h) - pa(n) _p€ [ 7 ;
:(1 (G f a, z)(T o) f Xesn™— 2 _ . SURONE Xysn2h ! I (logn)" dn
é: n 77“'7

is as asserted in the proposition. Write the preceding expression as

T ©). o
- + +i VT§2 +h 1p(,\c ) (=
(+) (1, é'—‘) = Xesn2 f a](:;) (t,0)e [ J (1+) (1,0, f) do

70

+EP @),

where we have

X! —(log n) dn

(T FEmh) - pa(n) HVENTT)
g é:) - X§<<HT . nl g

We claim that in the preceding the error term i(li)(T, &) is of type X, while we may write

+) £(5) U2y A1)
a?(r,0) B (0.8 = 1 (1) 677 (log &) Fiy (= 0y 25— E )
where the function F7, . satisfies the bounds required in Definition [7.8] and with [ = 1. Due to the scaling
invariance of these bounds it suffices to prove them for the function
+ ~ + ~(+ 1 kv —i

Z5(1,0.,8) = Respal) (.0) - B (1,0, €) - 1 (12E)* - €17 (log £)
where /\7§>h—2)(f>h—2 = Xgsn2- Due to Proposition which in particular gives the bound |F(&,n; k)| <
<h2§> , we infer the undifferentiated bound

|zt @0 &) s T (log )™ 0.
In order to get the derivative bounds, introduce the variable
=Y n.1,07),

whence in terms of the preceding variable 77 = vt (n% 3 %), we have in light of the proof of the preceding
lemma as well as Lemma [4.13]

i=n-(1+«(i¢10)),
where on the support of the integrand (i.e. n > %2 and also & > /2) we have

k(& 70 ) =0(lc't] )< 1, |8502(ié 1,0 )| st 20T ET,
1 l; k 1~ky _r—1 gk
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o
vl | =
()

Fmh) = F(g%,n%;h) - F(g%,g% + L;h)

vr(l + k)

and furthermore we get

a:
o

- < T_l_kzo”_lf_kl, (= =1,
on

Then write

2
. 1 1 . =
and interpret n = (f 2 + ﬁ) as function of &, 77, 7, o’. Thus we now have

A S S 77
F(.fZ,.f2 + VT(I]+K);h)

o) = f Xe<n - LM {(F £, 7,07 d,
0
where we have set
: 1
< , 1 (logn)’ 2nz2  on
5(77, ga 0 ) = X}]Zﬁ“zn ! 1 ky pn(n) : 1 1 .
n'*z nteel o

Using the bounds from above, it is then easy to verify that

< (2 g>i g1k

o (aenoy 1(178)! €% oge”|

on the support of the integrand. Furthermore, observe the relation

g (Ple e+ st = (00,0 P et et o)

?]6 1K =
£2 LA n
vl + k)2 ( 0z )(f S 0T vi(l + k)’ h)

and we can bound each term on the right due to the refined derivative bounds for the kernel of the transfer-
ence operator:

(2 “%%)F)(f%’f% * %E)

F)(g%,g% + L;h)

vr(l + k)

<ET(HE,

(e _5%)anéﬁ)(§%,§% + ﬁh)‘

D=
D=

kills the destructive phase e iR(SC - ) For the non-

In the first estimate above, the operator (956 1+ 0 1
n

DI—

1 1
. +iR|£2 42 . . . . . .
destructive phase ¢ (6 o ) we use integration by parts in the variable R to gain decay in f% + 77% The

decay rate £ 2 is from the case when the derivative hits other factors in the presence of the destructive phase.
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Analogous bounds are obtained for higher derivatives. For temporal derivatives, we find

ofrleet s )

and analogously for higher derivatives, as well as for mixed derivatives.
The preceding considerations then easily imply the desired higher derivative bounds (here to arbitrary order)

08 922,008 S 77 (log )T 07

-1
2

T—Z(o_r)—l <h2§>

The Holder type bounds in Definition are then a consequence of interpolation.
To conclude case (i), we still need to deal with the error term E(li)(T, £). We shall show that this can be
included into X. In fact, using integration by parts with respect to 77, we infer the point wise bound

= (+ - - 1 1k i
2000 sv eV T (1) 178 (log)

In fact we have, by the fact n > h2,

= T.

=~

=|u

1
n>¢& = fnzvinpzzt =

In the integral defining E(li)(r, 0, &), when the dz-derivative hits F (ﬁ,g% + %; h), the 7~ !-gain comes

from the coefficient m The case when the dz-derivative hits the factor { (#,&,7,0") can be handled

similarly, using the explicit expression for « (7:7, &1, 0').
Therefore we have

29 (r,8)

e
= }X§<h—2 f ak’_l- (T
70
T N . —l kV .
< Xean? (f 1 (log )M 073 dO’) - Oy (T_N) h! <h2§> LT (logé),
70

which in turn gives

+i vrf% +h! (x(f) ! h)J

"9@m®@¢

-N

’

stronger than what we need.

(ii): € ~ n. Here we need to show that the expression
ii[vrn% +h’1p(x((;],) ;,8’,}‘1)]

+ F ’h n — i
*%a—f%%wf‘ OB ) et _ (logn)' dn
é: 77 771+7

is as asserted in the proposition. We shall again decompose the expression into two by including suitable

cutoffs in front:
1
ii[vrrﬁ +h’1p(x5;7/) ;ﬁ’,h)}

= ’ * F(&,m; 1) - pn(n) € ;
ES (.6 = Xen f @) (.0 - f sznM'anh—zh : o (logn)' dn
v 0 &-n 771+2
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A=)
+E,(1,8)
T veed 41 p(x© 0
—. () il[wf 2Hh A J 2 (+)
= Xesh? f a.; (1, o)e o) (r,0,8)do + ES (1, €).
70

To proceed, we decompose Egi)(r, o, &) further into a ‘weakly diagonal’ and a ‘strongly diagonal’ part via
inclusion of smooth cutoffs x| 1 1| ,x1.1 1| .

ot oo
Weakly diagonal part. Set

= N F(E,1:1) - pu) et
:(i) = . AR A st (S T ~ [
(10,8 : j; Xé=n X‘g%—n%‘zl g P ! B (logn)' dn

Here we proceed as in case (i) and, using the same notation we get

Al P R 1.

Flebet v seligen)
7]

+

- e

Sa

: 5(7:7’ ga T, O—’) dﬁ’

2 ("
(1,08 = f_ Xf:”)('g%—n%‘zl

where 7 is thought of as function of &, 7, 7, 0. Note that the restriction |£2 3 - 772

> 1 implies |77| 7, and
that we can write

i

s
vt (1+4k) >1

X‘s‘%—n% 21

ot

Taking advantage of the refined asymptotics of F(&,n; %) and its derivatives, as detailed in Proposition
we infer the bound

and we have

<&l

vr(1+K) l +kK)

e

< é:—k] T—kz )

d o (:;?(r, 0.£) - h{1€)

£"% (log f)“')

In fact, integrability over |7:7| 2> 1 follows from the refined off-diagonal decay. The desired derivative
bounds(of arbitrary degree) for

h<h2§>% -f“% (log&)™ - f a l)(T o) - "(+)(T o, &) do

as implied by the proposition and Definition [7.8| follow directly from this.

Strongly diagonal part. This is the term

F& m; 1) - pa() _yetEnna)
—P o X ———— (logn) dny
2

oS ~
T, 0, = ~p
, (1.0,8) 1= fo Xe=n X‘é__%_n%‘d £ 1 ,
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We split this into a term which can be handled directly by the preceding lemma, as well as a better error
term. For this split F(£,1;7) = F (f%,n% ; h) as follows:

F(f%,n%;h):F(f%,f%;h)+fol(§%—nf)- P (6568 (= stin) as,

and so we infer

~ & ~(x),b
E(r,0,6) = £ (1,0, 6) + S (1, 0, 8),

where we set

= 11 « pn(M) L etiEnna)
2,0, 6) = (fz,gz;h)-fo Xen Xy gy Kl = (log) dn
g * z(1 1 _ eFteEnnah)

(1,0,) = fo Xé-‘zr]'le%_n%’dF(fz,nz§h)pn(77)'Xq>h—2h nl—(IOgn) dn,

where in the second integral we use the notation

~ 1 .
F(fé,n%;h)=f a%F(gf%,s§%+(1—s)n%;h)ds
0 n

Using the special derivative bounds for the transference kernel, as well as the preceding lemma, we then
easily infer the better than required bounds

—i T—l—V—kl L3

< (log )™ o

ghokof (ak ()2 .0 ) () - 6% (log 5)"')

The same bounds obtain also for the second term _( )b(T o, &), where one can simply repeat the change of
coordinates from case (i) and follow the same argurnents as in that case.

It remains to deal with the contribution of the error term E(zi)(‘r, £). But this term is seen to be of type X3
as is easily seen by arranging the outer cutoff y, ;2. in such a way that the intersection of the supports of
the two cutoffs xz.4-2, x,>5-2 1S empty.

(iii): & > n. This can be handled analogously to case (i) due to the rapid off-diagonal gain ( ) for the
transference kernel, and we omit the analogous details. Moreover, note that now there is no analogous error
term as E(li)(T, &).

This concludes the bounds for the contribution of the principal ingoing singular part, which we see gets
transformed by the non-local part of the transference operator into a connecting ingoing singular part.

Contribution of the connecting ingoing singular part, i.e. the second term on the right in (Z3)). Here one
can essentially follow the same outline as in the preceding case, splitting into situations (i) - (iii). Consider
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for example the case (i) here, which is given by

1
+i 2 4h7! (TII); ' h
Ferh p ) Goany - 5 [ron 2O N
X§<<7] é_a n X?]Zh7 T]1+% gn Lk,i T, ’/12(0_)77 n .

Using the same change of variables as in case (i) above, i.e. \P(g, n,T,0"), we can write the preceding term
as (abusing notation in order to emphasize the analogy)

Y S SR O, B T A e, B
ngh-Zf eit[w§2 +h p(x(r/ a h)J ) E(li)(‘r, o, &) do +X§<h-2f eiLIV‘er +h p(x(r/ et h)} 'E(li)(_[_’ o, &) do,

70 70

where this time we set

.11 -
F(§2,§2 + VT(I]+K);h) iF ~ -
L. g (7.6.1.07) diy

E(lﬁ(f, o, &) = fo Xe<n :

and we define

= , _, (log )’ 23 on 21 (. = 2
(G5 =t OB 2T g 1 8O T
]7 2

A2(0) vt (1 +«)

and « is defined as in Definition This time we obtain the following bounds for £ in the region & < n:

o (¢ (A&mor) - mE)E - €17 (log g)‘i)‘

o+ K(h—/l(T) ;ﬁ)] Rk 4k <5,

ST (log )M 0! o
(o

as well as the ‘closing Holder bounds’

0y (4 (&) (1) £ (10g f)“')

CoE=D)

< /1_(5—k2+5) <h2/1>% . T—l—v—k2 (IOg T)Nl —i . O_—l

Observe that the off-diagonal decay of the transference kernel F(&,n;7) = F (fi,n% ; h) then allows us to

translate the gain k (h j((”) n‘) to K( j((T))f 2) because

N N
A A
o (] o )l
n 3 A(o) A(o)
and the rest of the argument proceeds as in the earlier case (i). The required modifications for the cases (ii),

(iii) are similar.

Contribution of the outgoing singular part, i.e. the terms (Z4), (Z.3). This can again be handled by small
modifications of the preceding cases. Consider for example the contribution of an ‘outgoing perpetuated
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singularity’ (Z.3). To handle it, we need to use a slightly modified version of Lemma Lemma
where the oscillatory factor

1
+ivtn?2
e Ul

gets replaced by

(A )
eizv(m)ﬁ‘r))ﬂ , x> 0

This forces utilization of a different variable 7 in the proof of these lemmas, namely

_ A7) ( 1 1)
= — x4+ 2 —¢7],
n=v (/1(0_) X T) n2—-¢
while the remaining steps are again identical to the ones in the original proofs. Observe in particular that in
Remark [7.13]the function P_-1.g is then replaced by

Poco1 (40 1ar)8-

Alo)
O

7.4.2. The effect of derivatives on functions with admissibly singular distorted Fourier transform at angular
momentum n,|n| > 2. Recall that in the coordinates (7, R), the derivatives arising in the non-linear source
terms are of type 0, + %R@RiaR. Here we establish how these operators act on admissibly singular functions,
taking advantage of the preceding subsection. This gets expressed in the form of a lemma analogous to
Lemma[Z10t

Lemma 7.17. Assume that f(t, R) is an angular momentum n, |n| > 2 function, represented by
1@ = [ 0o Tw0 - pue)de
0

with x(t,&) admissibly singular (at angular momentum n). Then for the action of the ‘good derivative’
0r + %RBR — Og we have the following representation on the physical side: restricting to R < vt we can
write

(0 + TRk - 0k) £ = fi + fo+ £
where fi = fi(t,R) is a C°-function supported in vt — R 2 1 and satisfying
Ve s R s i (log oM e i e = RIS, 0<ky <5,
while f, = 218:1 fr1 where we have the explicit form

L Gri(t,yTt = R) __m1 ! .
ST, R) = Xjr-Ri<h Z Z ”l’—lh_T [vt — R1Z™ (log (vt - R))’
k=1 i=0 T2

Here the function Gy i(t, x) has symbol type behavior with respect to x, as follows:

|6’;2Gk,l,i(r, x)| < (log T)Nl_i+1 vk 0<k <5
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and we have the bound
||x5+68in,l,,-(T, x)Hcé < (log )M+ 71,
Finally, the remaining function f3 is also C° and supported in |vt — R| < 1 and satisfies
Ifsllsy < (log )M 271,
Moreover, we have the bounds
|(9]13f3| < (log T)N1+1 73 g min{(vt =R ¥, 5%}, 0<k<5.

The contribution of the terms X,,; enjoys a smoothness gain visible on the physical side upon restriction to
the interior of the light cone: defining

Ar e _
8@ R) = (0 + “2Rox ~ i) fo Gn(R: €) - T, £) - (&) dE,

we can write
§=811T8& +83
where g1 3 have the same properties as f13, while g admits the representation

LI Hi i(t,vt —R) __ 1 ) .
82 = Xyr-rizh 9 2 > =SS [y — RIF (log (7 = R))
T2

=3 k=1 i=0
and we have the symbol type bounds
0% Hy iz, 0)| < (log )M 717k € 40,3,
as well as

348 53 Ny—itl _—1-
”)C ’ aka,l,i(Ta X)HC(S < (IOg T) ERAREE S
The preceding two bounds hold also with derivatives up to degree 5, provided we control the &-derivatives
of the functions F7, ., G5, ; up to degree ].
For the action of the ‘bad derivative’ 0, + ﬂ—/{RaR + dg, we have analogous conclusion except that k, ky range

up to 4 and the expression [vt — R]%Jrk" is replaced by
[VT _ R]%HW_I ,

and similarly at the end (concerning the improvement for the contribution of X,,;) ko only ranges up to 2,
respectively 4 for the conclusion at the very end.

Proof. The idea is to decompose the derivative operator into
R-vt

Ar _
87+7R8R$8R:67+[(1+v)¢1]8R+(1+v1) AR

Fixing the —-sign first, this becomes
R—-vt

6T+V6R+(1 +v‘1) AR.

The operator 0, + vOg acts trivially on functions of the form f(vr — R). Thus if we recall Lemma
the conclusion of the first part of the present lemma follows easily for the contribution arising by applying
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0; + vOg, while the contribution arising upon applying (1 + v‘l)@ﬁlg is handled by invoking the symbol
behavior of the coefficients

G1i(t,vT = R)

with respect to the second variable. The case of the +-sign is handled similarly. O

Due to the technical difficulty of precisely translating the physical properties of functions to the Fourier
properties, we give a more precise statement for the action of 9, + %R(?R F Or on the physical realisation of
the principal ingoing part:

Lemma 7.18. Assume that f(t, R) is an angular momentum n, |n| > 2 function, represented by
J@R) = fow Pn(R, &) - X(1, &) - pn(§) dE,
with x(t, &) given by the first term on the right in (L3). Then we have
(a‘r + %RaR + OR) J@ R)lr<yr = j:o Pn(R, &) - (1, &) - pu(&) dE
where'y = i2i§% - X+ Z?Zl Yj, with y, an admissibly singular term, while y, is in Sg.
Proof. Write

A A
(aT + SIROg + aR) f= (aT + STROR - aR) F+20pf
Rorf

(aT + %R@R - aR)f+ 2

A

R _R
:( T+7R8R—(9R)f+2 Orf | YT

VT vT

“Orf

Then apply the preceding lemma to the first and third term, using
A A
205 = (9 + S ROk + 0r) ~ (0¢ + SRk - o)

to handle the third term, and further apply Lemmal[7.7lto get the desired conclusion. It remains to determine
the distorted Fourier transform of the middle term
RORf

2 ,
VT

for which we use (denoting by ¥ the distorted Fourier transform at angular momentum )

RORf )

VT

?(2 __2 (£0) F(f) + 2 g0y
vT vT

= —% (£0¢) % + %7((7%
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To handle the contribution of the last term on the right, use Proposition It remains to deal with the
term —% (565) x. Referring to the principal ingoing term as in (Z.3)), we have

1
+ivté2

. 1
4 0 1€ il_ 4 ) et i
pu (¢2¢) Xespal 163 (log )| = —— (62¢) (ngh-Z)h £ (log¢)

1
+ivTé2

4 e .
(0] -1 i
+X§zh*2 ; (é:ag) h é:lT% (log f)

Here the second term on the right can be written as
0 4 » eiivrf% iivrf%

- il _ ih:i (D 32-18
Xesi2 5 (fé‘f) h e (log &) | = +2ix,, . - T e

(log €)' + error,

Here the first term on the right is responsible for the term +2i¢ ?-Xin the lemma, while the term ‘error’ leads
to a term of principal ingoing singular type. The remaining term

1
4 eiivr§7 .
0] ) i
; (‘fa‘f) (szh—z) h §l+k% (log ‘f)

from above is easily seen to lead to a term in S7, since the above function is supported in the regime where
H2E ~ 1. o

7.5. Multilinear estimates near the light cone with singular inputs at angular momentum || > 2.
In this subsection, we finally control the source terms near the light cone with singular inputs, which is
particularly delicate for the null-form source terms. In a first stage, we shall assume that all factors (inputs)
are angular momentum |n| > 2 functions, as the general case will be a rather straightforward extension of
this case. However, at this stage we only consider the source terms at angular momentum |n| > 2, as the
exceptional angular momenta n = 0, +£1 will be treated in a separate section at the end.

We note that the null-form estimates are delicate, since a priori the regularity we are dealing with is only
H'*, whence we are at the limit of the strong local well-posedness regime. While the general theory requires
the use of H*9 spaces in this setting, we can and have to take advantage of the very particular structure of our
solutions involving the shock on the light cone, which turns out to be very naturally adapted to the null-form
structure of the most singular source terms.

7.5.1. Basic product estimates for angular momentum |n| > 2 functions with admissibly singular distorted
Fourier transform. Here we show that our concept of admissible singularity leads to good product estimates,
and that these concepts are also compatible with forming paraproducts. These will arise naturally when
proving the basic null-form estimates needed to handle the source terms.

Proposition 7.19. Let nj, j = 1,2,3 obey the same conditions as in Prop.[6.14]. Assume that the functions
fi(t,R), j = 1,2 are angular momentum nj, |n;| > 2 functions admitting representations

fi(n.R) = fo bu(R.E) T(0.6) pu @ dE, =12,
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where the distorted Fourier transforms Xj, j = 1,2 each can be written as Xj = y; + zj with y ; admissibly
. — hj
singular (at angular momentum nj) andz7; € S ). Then we have
l—l f“].lR<VT = g(Ta R)v
j=12

where, g admits an angular momentum n3 representation
g(Ta R) = f ¢n3 (Ra ‘f)}:‘ﬁ (T’ g)pn3 (g) d‘f’
0

where X3 = y3 + §3 + z3, and where y; is admissibly singular of principal ingoing type, §3 is of prototypical
singular type with vanishing principal part, and 73 € S ?)3.
Proof. Assume that /i, > #,, say, whence the product is at angular momentum n3 with n3 ~ nj, the
remaining case being handled similarly. In addition, first, assume that both y, , have vanishing principal
ingoing part. Write

fi@R) = fix.R) + f{(x,R), j= 1,2,
where we define

fia.R) = fo bn,(R.E) - 5/(1.€) - pu,(€) dE,

i.e. corresponding to the singular part. Using Lemma[7.10] as well as Lemma[7.7] the conclusion follows
readily for the product of the f;, and a simple version of the basic product estimates such as Prop.[6.10| gives

the conclusion for the product of the fj It remains to consider the mixed case, i.e. the products
fi-b i fo
The product fl - f5. To begin with, we can reduce f> to Xvr—R<h f3, by means of the following technical

Lemma 7.20. We have
=~ ~ ~ /1’ =~ ~ ~
fl 'er—RZhle € S(()h3)a (a‘r + zRaR) (fl 'XVT—RZhle) € S(1h3)

Proof. (lemma) We sketch the argument, which is very similar to the one for Prop. for the undifferen-
tiated term, we need to bound

Labeling £, the frequency in the angular momentum n; Fourier representation of f;, due to /i3 ~ 7 the case
&) > £ is easily handled by invoking Lemma to bound the L*-norm of y,r—gs#, f> (for instance, the
method to handle the case (/) in the proof of Proposition can be directly applied here). It remains to
deal with the case & < &, where we have to perform integration by parts. For this, in the low frequency
regime & < 1, write

(60 (R ), Fi - Xorrom o)

n

2
L ar 503

(0RO, i drron )2 = (HubuasRe), o dorron )

lee dR f RdR
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Then the terms

l <¢n3(Ra &), 6123 (fl) 'er—RZh1f2>L2 > l

n oz 3
¢ RdR 3 <¢n3(R’ &), ﬁ (fl) 'XVT—R2h1f2>L

2
RdR

2~ = ~
are bounded by means of Prop. (by again placing % fi, 8123 fi into L?* and Xvr-R>h, f2 into L*). The term

1 7 o
z <¢n3 (R.&), fi - 0% (XVT_R2h1f2)>L12€dR
is estimated by using the bound (see Lemmal[6.9)
|ﬁ(T,R)| < Th;é . Hfl| 0> for R<,
1

in conjunction with (see Lemma[7.10)
Ha%e (XVT—RZhl JFZ)

To deal with the high frequency regime ¢ > 1 further integration by parts are required, which can be handled
analogously to the preceding. |

<sht -7 (log 7)°.

2
LR dR

It remains to deal with ]ﬁl * Xvi—R<h, f>. Here it suffices to split
fl(]) (r,v7)

3
AER) = 3 07 =R - I+ Bi(n R = PR + Bi(n R)
J=0 '

Also, we may assume that in accordance with Lemma/[7.10] we have

N & Gryilrvr —R) 1 I ;
~ NN > - L
Xve—rei (T, R) = Xperi<h, § § — k% [yr = RIZ™ (log (vt - R))'

k=1 i=0 T
with bounds as stated there for the coefficients Gy ;(t, vt — R). We have the bounds

|fl(j)(r, VT)| =

& fo bn(R.E) - F1(1.Opi (6) dE

R=vt

-1-j = .
ST'hl ]'HZI(T")Hshl ) OS.]S3a
0

A %))
(8T + IRaR) 1j (T, v1)

st (Bl +IDE @ ). 0<j<3.

The second estimate above can be derived similarly as the first one. For the first estimate, we can actually
avoid the growth in 7. In fact we write

VT

fl(j)(T ,VT) ZXOSW—Rglfl(j)(VT s R)|R=yr = f Or (XOSVT—RSlfl(j)(VT ) R)) dR

vr—1
VT

=f Or (/\(OSVT—Rgl)fl(j)(VT,R)dR+f Xo<re-r<10R 1 (T, R)dR.

T—1 vr—1

This combined with Proposition gives the desired estimate without the growth in 7.
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Then the product of the pure polynomial of the singular part is given by
(P3AGTR)) - xve-rem ot R)

N N lejl(T VT — R) 1+22j+1 ﬂ+kv ;
= X|vr-RIsh E E E h, [vt —R]2 (log(vt — R))",
j=0 k=1 i=0

I\)I'—‘

where we set
1+1

N £l 1
Girji(t, vt =R =h -h, * fl(j)(‘r v7) - Gy (T, vT — R)

and which is seen to satisfy the same bounds as the coefficients in fo(12 ) in Lemma[7.10up to a factor h C.
Next we consider the product

§1 * Xvr—R<h JFZ
We claim that this function can be placed into S g”), with time derivative in § (lh'). To see this, we use Taylor’s
theorem to write

L
g1(1,R) = f ];1(4)(‘5 vT + (R —v1)) - (vt — R)* ds,
0

Now we assume that of of y;, say y,, is of principal ingoing part. Then if y, is also of principal ingoing
type, write

FiTR) = Xyeron (@ R) + Xoe—ran; (Fi(T R) = ¢(0)) + Xve—ren,cj(T), (@) = fimv), j=1,2,
where we let .
fj(T,R)=f Pn, (R, &) - Y (1,8) - pn;(§) dE.
0
Here xyr—Rr>n; fj(T, R)eS E)hj ), and furthermore the preceding argument implies
Xve—kot, F{TR)  Xyr—ran flm R) € ST, )ik} = {1,2).

It follows that to complete analysis of the product [} » fj(T, R), it suffices to consider

[ Pve-ren; (Fim R) = (D)) + xvr-ren e @)

j=12
= [ [ xorren, (Fi(z R) = )
j=12
+ Z Xve-R<h; (fj(T, R) - Cj(T)) * Xvr—R<i Ck(T)
(i=(1.2)

+ 1—[ Xvr—R<h; Cj(T)

j=1,2

Using Lemma [7.10l and Lemma[Z.7] the first term on the right is seen to be of connecting singular type or
smoother. For the second term on the right, considering the case j = 1,k = 2, say, we have

Xve—rety (i@ R) = 1(0) - Xvr—remC2(7)
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= Xrr-R<in 1T R) - Xor-Re<y €2(T) = Xyr—Reh €1(T) - Xyr-Rety C2(T)
= fit.R) - c2(7)

= Xve—ron 1T R) - ¢2(7)

— Xve—R<tn 1T R) * Xvr—Rom €2(T)

= Xvr—R<iy C1(T) * Xvr—R<h, €2(T).

Here the last three terms are easily seen to be in § g”) (Note that the third term on the RHS above actually
vanishes, since 7, > #i1), while for the first of the last four terms, this is clearly a function which is of
principal ingoing type when interpreted as angular momentum n; function. However, this function needs
to be interpreted as an angular momentum n3 function, for which we need a ‘translation device’. To begin
with, using Lemma([7.10, we easily conclude that
x &0
Xr<z AT R) - ex() € §{.
It thus suffices to understand

(603 (R.E), xrog AT R) - €2(T)) 2
RdR
For this we use the following lemma:

Lemma 7.21. Let f(R) be an angular momentum n; function, |ni| > 2, let |n;| > 2, and setting

1@ = [ 6@ 7@ e
0
let the function K.""X be defined by the relation

((](‘Ir_l],nz}) (T]) = <¢n2(R’ T])a XRZ%f(R)>L2

RdR

Then we have in analogy to the transference operator the distributional identity

an, (1)

anl(g)

K (E, ) = 5 = m) + K€,

F(&n;mm1,n2)pn, ()
&-n

~ < F, n;t,n, ny

The kernel function F(&,n;T,n1,ny) can be decomposed as

where the operator K™ acts via integration against a kernel

F nyton,m) = Fp(é,n;t,n,m) + Fyn(&,n;7,n1,n2)

where Fp(&,n; 1,11, np) satisfies (assuming & < n) for k < ko(ny),

Fp(.mt.n1n)l < Py — nal) (mf%)_1 min{1,(mé )| -G, (7.12)
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with
min{ (h1§ } 1<,
G = ¢ , (7.13)
I (hlg%) rmn{l hlgz} (f—l) (<§>) , for Zg -1>1,

for arbitrary N > 0 and n > 1. Here P(:) is a polynomial. For the derivatives of Fp(&,n;T,n1,n2), we have

‘85% Fp(&,my7,n1,m2)], 677% Fp(&,n;7,n1,m2)
P(ny —n
SM (1 +
1\> 1\3
(mex)* (ram?)’
The operator corresponding to Fn(&,n; ny, np, T) has a stronger smoothing effect, which maps an admissibly
singular function to a smooth function.

(7.14)

d-n[")) ¥ e=n

log (hlf%

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition [5.1} and here we only give an outline. According to its
definition, the operator (K7'"*X) (1) is given by

(7(;.”’"2}) (T]) = ‘fo‘ <XR2%¢n1 (R’ g)a ¢nz(R’ n)>L12edR " Pny (‘f)f(g) dé:

In view of (5.14)), we infer that the § measure on the diagonal in the integral

A
tim [ 00, R (R DRAR
—00 0
comes from the expression

25! ) fim Re [ Q0T HRER TR g, €)1 4 hay(—r. )
—00 0

() (1 + 1y (=075 B)) xr=2x2(R/L) dR.

Here
1 1 1
a:=mé2, WR.&E M) :=méR-y(a, i) + p(li&2R, a, hy)
1 1 1
B:=han?,  W(R,m,ha) = Man?R — y(B, 1) + p(lan® R, @, Tha),
and y; is defined the same as in (5.16). The result for the diagonal part follows in a similar way as in the
proof for Proposition

Now we turn to the off-diagonal kernel K7'""™(£, 7). A routing calculation similar to the one in Proposition
we have

n (K" f) () = K™= EFE) () =

00

Y=z 0 (R E), HYy b, Ro)) o i, (O)f(€) dE

RdR

00

+

-, ¢
+ ﬁ XR>VT¢n1(R ‘f) ¢n2(R’ n)>L12edan1(‘f)f(§) d‘f
I

(0 + R'0n) rog - (R, i (RoO)) i (€)f @)
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+ [ (ontnes0mom @00 R0, pu©F©
Therefore the function F (&, n; T, 11, ny) is given by
Fm 71, m) =((H, = Hi) 6 (R0, g b (R.6) o
+{(0% + R0x) xrog - R0, 00 (R, (7.15)
+2{0rxrz 7+ Oxdm (R0, 00 (R E),

We denote the first term on the RHS of (Z.13) by Fp(&, 17; n1, np, 7) and the rest three terms by Fy(&, n; ny, na, 7).
Note that Fp(&, n; ny, ny, 7) has a similar structure as the function F(&, n; i) in Proposition [5.1] except that 1)
the potential H,J[1 - H,Tz decays as (R)~2 only, 2) the coefficient of the potential is n% - n% = (n1 —ny)(n +no),
and 3) the Fourier basis ¢,, (R, &) and ¢,,(R,n) are for different angular modes. If 72; < 7, (the vice-versa
being similar), then

fin n+1 np—ny
fo=Hy - =2 =Ty - =7y -[1+ .
2 ! iy ! n, +1 1( l’l2+1)

Therefore the estimates on Fp(&, n; ny, np, ) follows in a similar way as in Proposition O

Using the preceding lemma, we infer that

(R, Xz T R) - c2(D)) ,, = €2(1) - 31 (1) + 3, (7, &),
RdR
where ;1(7', &) is of connecting singular type, and hence more regular. This completes the outline of the
proof of the proposition. |

Applying the preceding proposition inductively, we can then also handle more general products:

Corollary 7.22. Let ¢;, j = 1,2,...,k k > 2, be angular momentum n;, |n;| > 2 functions with admissibly
singular distorted Fourier transform (in the angular momentum n;j-sense). Let the angular momenta my, | =
1,...,k—1, be determined such that |m;| > 2 and {my, ny, ny} satisfy the conditions in of Prop.6.14(instead
of satisfying the conditions {ns3,ny,ny} in that proposition), and similarly for the triples {m,,n,,m,_1}. Then

the product
k
l—[ j
j=1

may be represented as an angular momentum my._-function whose Fourier transform is a linear combina-

. o . T =
tion of an admissible function and a function in S ', where hy := T

7.5.2. Fourier localization on admissibly singular functions. One nice feature of our concept of admissi-
bly singular functions is that except for the principal ingoing singular part, they are compatible with the
application of Fourier localization operators

Xésps Xé<ps Xé=p-
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2
In fact, if F/ l(i)i (T, o, L0 5) is as in Definition [7.8] then the function

A2(0)
. (1) . A%(7)
FO (1,0, 222¢] = F® (1,0, 22
Xes z,k,l( (o)) X e (2, D7 2
_ A2(1)
_. p®)
=: Fl’k,l. (T, o, /12(0_)§

2
is easily seen to satisfy the same estimates as the function F l(?i (T, o, jz((:) ), and similarly for the other

Fourier cutoffs. Moreover, these cutoffs act boundedly on § g, S ’I’ for trivial reasons.
In the sequel, if f is an angular momentum #, [n| > 2 function represented by

JR) = fo Pn(R, E)X(E)pn(&) dE,

then we define the Fourier localization operators P, Py, P>, by means of

Pof(R) = fo Du(R, e XOpnE) dE,

and similarly for the other operators. Thus we commit abuse of notion here, in that these operators tacitly
depend on the angular momentum #. In the sequel, it will always be understood what the underlying angular
momentum is. However, the principal ingoing part will be modified into inadmissible form by application
of a Fourier cutoff; nonetheless, we shall be able to show that certain paraproducts of admissibly singular
inputs remain admissibly singular (up to smoother errors).

7.5.3. Paraproduct estimates for angular momentum |n| > 2 functions with admissibly singular distorted
Fourier transform. Recall that expressions of the form Y, P, f P, g where y ranges over dyadic frequencies.
Here we show that this concept is compatible with our concept of admissible singularity:

Proposition 7.23. Let nj, j = 1,2,3 obey the same conditions as in Prop. . Assume that the functions
fi(w.R), j = 1,2 are angular momentum n;,|n;| > 2 functions admitting representations

fin.R) = fo bu(R.E) T(0.6) - pu @ de, =12,

where the distorted Fourier transforms x;, j = 1,2 each can be written as xX; = y; + zj with y ; admissibly

singular (at angular momentum n;) andz; € S gj . Then we have (with u = 2V ranging over dyadic numbers)

[Z P<;1f1 : nyZ] lr<vr = &(T, R),

I<u

where g admits an angular momentum n3 representation
g(Ta R) = f ¢n3 (Ra 6)}3 (T’ g)pn3 (g) d‘f’
0

where X3 = y5 + §3 + z3, and where y5 is admissibly singular of principal ingoing type, §3 is of prototypical
singular type with vanishing principal part, and 73 € S g.
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Proof. m|

7.6. Spaces for the source terms in the nonlinearity. In analogy to the ‘good spaces’ S i’ which are used
to bound the smooth source terms, we shall introduce admissibly singular source terms, mimicking Defini-

tion

Definition 7.24. Let F(1, R) be an angular momentum n, |n| > 2 function. Then we say that F is an admissi-
bly singular source term, provided its distorted Fourier transform y(t, &) (at angular momentum n) has the
property that

TE (T8
is admissibly singular in the sense of Definition except all conditions involving 0, are suppressed, and
we have the slightly stronger bound (for T - g—% -y)

|a,(<’il.)(‘r, 0')| <og)V i g3 0<k <6

for some 6 > 0, and in all subsequent estimates in Definition[Z.8|there is either an extra gain T=°

1
factor k (hM§ 2 ) i. e. in the latter case

A7)
A0) 1) | Ni-i ~1-v -1 [ -2 !
e ) log )M 717 . [0' + k(B )], 0<k <5,

In particular, we have natural concepts of principally ingoing singular part and principal singular part
of restricted type, for the admissibly singular source terms as well. Writing

- IR

@) =712 %18
with z(t, &) admissibly singular in the sense of Definition if the principal ingoing part of 7 vanishes and
the sums ;... occurring in the connecting incoming and outgoing parts are restricted to l > I, > 1, we say
that y is an admissibly singular source term of level [;.

or an extra

| sza? Fl(’i,;’)i(T, o, §)| <k (h

7.7. Null-form estimates near the light cone; only angular momenta |n| > 2 involved. We shall now
deal with the most delicate type of source term due to the derivatives it contains, which we cast here as a
trilinear expression

No(1, ¢2,¢3) 1= ¢1 - [(@ + %RaR) ¢2 - (5T + %RaR) ¢3 — Ore2 - Org3

As hinted at in the title of this subsection, we shall assume for now that all factors as well as the expression
itself will be at angular momentum |r| > 2, i. e. we shall use Fourier representations with respect to such
angular momenta. This will simplify the presentation a bit, and the extension to general factors will be
rather routine. Our way to deal with this expression will be to take advantage of Fourier localizations, as
set up in the preceding subsection. We shall face one particular technical difficulty, which is intimately tied
to our functional setup, and which will require a bit of detour to handle. To understand it, let us write the
above term in terms of the ‘good’ derivative d, + ﬂ—/{RaR — Og as well as the ‘bad’ derivative d, + ﬂ—/{RaR + Og:

No(1, 82.93) = 01 - (00 + SR = 0x) 92 (00 + “ROp + ) 93

+o1-(0r + %R@R +0r) 2+ (0c + %< Ri - Ox ) s
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Then the strategy is to show that if the factors have Fourier transform which is either admissibly singular
orin § g(with 7 in accordance with their angular momentum), then the source term, upon application of the
wave parametrix, leads again to such terms. This works for the most of the terms, except in the situation
where a ‘bad’ derivative hits a singular term (i. e. with Fourier transform admissibly singular), while the
‘good’ derivative hits a term in Sé’. The problem is that these terms are still too rough to lead to a term
in§ ’I’ but they also lack the precise fine structure that characterizes our admissibly singular terms(or more
precisely, their distorted Fourier transform).

The trick to deal with this problem is to ‘prepare’ the wave equation we are trying to solve a bit, by modifying
unknown variable (for us £.(n)) by subtracting a suitable correction term(whose distorted Fourier transform
happens to be a linear combination of an admissibly singular and a S (()h)—terrn) from it which modifies the
equation in such a way that the ‘troublesome’ terms disappear, up to other troublesome terms of similar
structure but which are smaller. Then the same method can be re-iterated to the remaining trouble some
terms, until they eventually disappear. What makes this method work is the very special structure of the Ny
null-structure. To begin with, we "micro-localize’ the expression as follows:

No(@1,62,83) = > No(Pminits 1161, Pandha, Psds)

2,43
+ Z No (Psmin(1y.03)01> P1,#2, Pay#3) (7.16)
A2, 43
=: No1(¢1, 2, $3) + Noz2 (91, h2, $3).
Of these it turns out that the second term Ny (1, @2, ¢3) is of the ‘good kind’, as exemplified by the follow-
ing
Proposition 7.25. Let |nj| > 2, j = 1,2,3, and assume that {my,m\} satisfy |m;| > 2 and the triples
{my, my,n1}, {my, no, n3} satisfy the conditions in of Prop. (instead of {n3, ny,ny} there). Then the func-
tion
XR=tN02(91, 92, 93)|R<rvr = (T, R)|r<yr
where g(t, R) admits a angular momentum my distorted Fourier representation

(T R) = fo G (R V5T, E)om (6) dE

wherey =y, +y, and 'y, is an admissibly singular source term at angular momentum my, while y, € S hy
hy = -

my+1°

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we shall indicate frequency localizations by subscripts, thus P¢ = ¢,
etc. Expand the term out as

A 1.
Nox(¢1, 02, ¢3) = Z P1,505 - (3T + 7R3R - 5R) 22, - (3T + 7R3R + 5R) 3.2,
/13</12

T

Ar A
+ Z A2, (81' + —ROg + 3R) $2.0, (81' + —ROg - 3R) #3,05
A3<Ay /1 /1

A A
+ Z P15, ( : + —ROg — 5R) 22, - ( : + —ROg + 5R) 3.0,
A3>Ap /l /l
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A 1.
+ Z P15, (57 + —ROg + 5R) 22, - (57 + —ROg - 5R) $3,25-
3>y Z Z

By symmetry it suffices to treat the first two terms on the right. Call them N4, Noap respectively.

The contribution of Noy,. Observe that the ‘bad’ derivative falls on the low frequency term ¢3 4,. We
shall derive the desired assertion by means of twofold application of suitable bilinear estimates. To begin
with, we need a modification of the pure S ’;’.—based bilinear estimate Prop.

Lemma 7.26. Assume that ¢;, j = 1,2 are angular momentum nj, |n;| > 2 functions, with ¢ € S g“), ¢ €
S (th). Let {m,ny,ny}, |m| > 2, be an admissible triple of angular momenta.Then

| 1
Poagr - Pado € (628", h=
XR<vt g >101 - Paga € (§) 1
where the sum is over dyadic frequencies, and we have the bound
<¢m(R, &)y XR<vr Z P> ¢1 - P/1¢2> < v-max{hy, i) - ||¢1||§g‘n> ' ||¢2”§(()h2) :
A>0 Ly (g)‘%ST‘

The proof is analogous to the one of Prop.

We now state the first main ingredient in the proof of the proposition:

Lemma 7.27. Let ¢1, ¢3 be angular momentum n;, j = 1,3 functions (with |n;| > 2) and with the property
that their angular momentum n; distorted Fourier transforms y (t, ) can be split into

(1,6 = V,(1,6) + ¥ (1. ),
where ; (1.6 €S Zj , @5 (1,6 €S ?j , and further § ; is admissibly singular. Then we can write

A
XR2tP1,205 (5T + 7TR5R + BR) #3.05lR<vr = 8(T, R)|r<yr

where, if {m,ny,n3} with |m| > 2 is an admissible angular momentum triple in the sense of Prop. we
have an angular momentum m Fourier representation of g(t, R)

g(Ta R) = L ¢m(Rv f)z(T’ f)pm(é:) dé:’ h=

m+ 1

_. L 1 Lo . . .
where 7 is the sum of a function inZ; € (¢)"1~ S ’I’ and a function 7o which is admissibly singular at angular
momentum m and level I} > 1.

Proof. (lemma) We distinguish between different situations, depending on the nature of the factors.

(1): both factors of type y - Here we write

1 o
(aT + IROg + aR) F(TR) = (aT + 7RaR) £+ 0kf.
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Then the desired conclusion follows from Prop. where the complications concerning the spatial origin
R = 0 are avoided here since we localize things away from the origin.

(1l): first factor of type il, second factor of type %. We may reduce the first factor to x,r—r<min{s, i3)91,5.15»
hy = T since else the assertion follows from the preceding case. Also, again using the preceding
case and Lemma we may assume that ¢;,, is like the middle term f; in that lemma. We write
07 + %R@R + 0g = D}, and decompose

Di¢3a, = [Drd3.a5 = P3(Drd3.0.)] + P3 (D7 ¢3.0) »
where P3 (D ¢3,,) denotes the third order Taylor polynomial of Dj ¢3 4, centered at R = vr. Then we claim
that
Xve-R<miniiy i3} 1205 - P3 (D7 $3.,) |R<vr
coincides with the restriction there of an admissibly singular source term of level /; > 2 up to a function in
S (lh), h= To see this, assume, say, that /i3 < ;. Then write

|m|+l
3

Py (Didsa) = ) ~ 5 (D732 (007 = R,

j=0
. _3
where we have the coefficient bounds |(Dj o)V (1, V‘[')| < Thy? .. ||Dj 3., || gty Further, expand
1

8 N N

Gppi(t,vt = R)
Xvr—R<min{fiy i3} P1,20; = Xyr—R|<hs Z Z Z l 7 [vr — R (log(vt - R))'
=1 k=1 i=0 T2

Then the desired conclusion follows by multiplying the preceding expressions, reformulating things in the
form of f, in Lemma with respect to angular momentum n3, and using Lemma [Z7] Observe that
the resulting function is actually admissibly regular source of level /; > 2 (since it is one derivative more
regular than a minimal regularity source), and this information lets us gain another power 73 to counteract

_3
the loss of 72, * to bound the coeflicients of the Taylor polynomial. The situation /3 2 7 is handled similarly.

Next, consider the product
Xvr—R<min(i 75} @125 - [D7 #3.05 — P3 (D7 3.5)] -

We claim that this is in § Yl). For this let us again assume that 7i3 < 7, say, which implies the ‘output
angular momentum’ 7 ~ fi3. Then split the expression into a low and a high-frequency part:

Xve-R<miniiy i3} 01.25 - [D7 93,05 — P3 (D7 ¢3.15)]
= Py (Yvr—Remintin i3)®1,515 - [DFd3,0, — P3 (Df3.45)])
+ P33 (Xvr—R<minihy i3} 01,245 - [D7 93,05 — P3 (DY 3.0,)])
=:A+B.
To bound A, use
1P<as Otve—remingiy )12, - [DF 3.0, — P3 (DEp3.0,)])| 5
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1

she| 35 () (W)™ e reminn gz Disall

<Az

l—

ih- Z (;‘12#)1_‘S . <h2,u>3+26 |Pevr-r<mingi n3)@1.205 - P3 (D:¢3,13)Hi[zm

H<A3
where u ranges over dyadic scales. To bound the first term on the right use the bound

||D:¢3,A3II%R < hi3' (n3as) A <h2/13> 1Dt 3.0l g -

Further using the bound

AIT -3y C
||er—R<min{h1,h3}¢l,2/l3” o S /13 ST 2 (log T)
Liir

and taking advantage of Holder’s inequality, we bound the first sum by

RI—

i - Z (hzu)l_(S : <h2u>3+26 |Pevr-re<minn n3)81,205 - DF ¢3,13“i§ "

<A3
L S [ e

where we have also taken advantage of the fact that 72 ~ 7.
For the other square sum above involving the Taylor polynomial, we use the fact that the function ¢ >,

_1
decays rapidly beyond scale 4, * in vt — R, as follows by straightforward integration by parts. Thus we may

_1
for all intents and purposes restrict to the region v7 — R < 4, *, and there we have the bound

3
}er R</17l P3 (D ¢3 /h) ZO

}X 4 1 (D¢, M)(]) (t,v1) - (vt = R)!
vT— R<

Ly L2 .
3
—% Z ¢3 /13)(]) (T VT)| %
3 ) 1L
<[> mt () () sl
=0

Here we have taken into account the factors R_%f 1 from the Fourier basis.
Combining with the L*-bound for ,r—r<minin, i;)#1,4, from before, we infer the bound for the second
square sum

h- Z (hzy)l_6 . <712,u>3+2(S : ”er—R<min{h1,h3}¢l,2,13 " P3 (D:¢3,A3)||iidR

</13

< /l;% . T‘%—V(log T)C . ”D:¢3’/13”§(1h3) .
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This concludes the bound for A.

To get the desired bound for B, split it into
P>, (ve- R<min{h1,h3}¢1,zﬂg - [DT¢3,0, = P3 (D7 ¢3,4,)])

= Z (ve-remin 211,051 - [DF B30 = P3 (D7 63,05)])
u=A3

(7.17)
+ Z XVT—R<m1n{h1 m)P1sp - [Dr 3.0, — P3 (D7 ¢3,/13)])
u=A3
=: B] + B».

To handle the term B we perform integration by parts after a further subdivision to shift derivatives (inherent
in the definition of the norm) from the outside to the inner lower frequency factors, as in the proof of
Prop. Specifically, write

F(B1)(&)
= > Xemu (SnR.E), (Yvr-remintn ) #1015 - [DFb3.05 = P3 (D73 2,)])) ,
B2y Rar
+ Z £ Yem (DR, €). Hyy (Xvr—reminiiy n)®1 L1501 - [DFd3.0, = P3 (DY 3.0,)])) 2

pu>max{Az,i~2} RdR

The first term on the right is estimated by using a point wise bound on the inner product and using Holder’s
inequality to bound the S ?—norm of the output. In fact, note that we have

Z Xep {@m(R. €), (Yvr—Reminiy 551 B110540 - [ DF G305 = P3 (DF63.,)])) L

A 22u>23 Rk st
1

< S n () it | @n RO (et i1 - (D5, = P (DF s, )i

Rar |l "
h22u>3 dg

Then we schematicallyﬁ estimate for R ~ 7

|DF 3.1, (r.R)| = ] f F (DI ¢3.1) ) - by (R.E) pn3(§)d§‘

f | (DF¢3.0,) (§)| - min{r£3s, 1} dg

2

< h:‘f 22 H7: (DT¢3 /13)”573 5

In fact the second line on the RHS above can be Written as

02 f IF (D2 3.4) )]

- min{r&2hs, 1} dé

FS
1ol—

1
h;g T

SWe omit the now routine details required to handle the turning point
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<hi - h5? f £ (1) e (DRea) @) de.

Then the desired estimate follows using Holder inequality and the fact & < 752, which kills the extra power
hg upon integrating in &.
as well as

ler—R<min{h1,h3}P3 (D;7¢3,A3)| < hé 32 ||77(D b3 @)H s

. g
since the factors (vt—R)’ compensate for the frequency loss A3 from the coefficients in the Taylor polynomial

1
due to the restrictions vz — R < min{7y, i3} = fi3 and 113 < 4, 2. Finally we can estimate (for R ~ 1)

H(fﬁm(R, €), (Xve-Reminin, @151 - [DF 3,05 = P3 (D:¢3,/13)])>L2d .
Rar |ILS,

S s - l¢m (R, Ol - ||/\’VT—R<min{h1,h3}¢1,[/13,u]|’L;dR : ”D:(l)&ﬂ} - P3 (D:¢3,/13)||L;o‘m )

which in the regime where vté his away from the turning point (at output angular momentum m) can be
bounded by

Ths - hior3 ~(log 7)° - h : H(F(D+¢3A3)” s ST %_"(log‘r)c H(F(D ¢3,13)|| i

. 1 . . .
where we have taken advantage of the assumption that 72 =~ fi3. If v7£27 is near the turning point, one a priori

only gains 73 for |dm(R, &), and an extra power 75 needs to be gained from the shortness of the £-integration
interval, in analogy to arguments in the proof of Prop.[6.7] In fact, recall from the proof for Proposition [6.7]

& is confined in an interval is length ~ Then in using Holder inequality to get the pointwise bound for

(Rh)2
D7 ¢34, we encounter the following (/g being the interval where ¢ lies in)

1
2 1
( 1 §‘“5d§) S h 130,
R

1
- hy 2+9 in front of the &-integral gives the desired extra factor h; (more

SO

which together with the factor 7
then needed.

To conclude the estimate for By, we still need to handle the case of large output frequencies ¢ > max{#i~2, 13},
i. e. the sum

D E e (IR, Hy, (or—reminy 5101 (hsga - (DT830, = P3 (DF3.0.)]))
u>max{Az,fi~2} RdR

Using the Leibniz rule, this can be written as linear combination of terms of the form

_ m2 ! i i
Z & Xem <¢m(R, &), (F) (Olve—r<minin 13101 105 a1 - O (D} b3.0, = P3 (D} ¢3,13)])>

2
p>max{ds,i~2} L

RdR
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where 2/ + i + j+ k = 6. We consider the extreme cases 2/ = 6, j = 6,k = 6, the other situations being
handled similarly.
2[ = 6. Observe that

Z §_3X§=u < . ->L12MR < Z h7 .

>max{A3,h72} sh p>max{A3,h~2}
1

()" o

RdR

Lflf(f:#)
Using Planhcerel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform at angular momentum m, we can then bound

W . (§h2)_l+g

A~

M2

L2, (E=p)
m6

REXvT—R<minti a P14 [D; ¢34, — P3(Dp3.0,)]

)

<o () "

’

2
LR dR

and we bound the last term by using

1
+ 5 -1 +
||/\/VT—R<min{h1,h3}DT¢3,/l3Hde <72 ||DT¢3,/13||§(7!3),
RdR 1

L
|tve—r<min(n, ) P3 (D:¢3,A3)HL[2MR S ThI hI Ry ”D:¢3,/13H§(h3) ;
1
where the second bound follows from Holder’s inequality and the estimates
. 1 o .
(D1g3.) o] < 15 17 [|Digs.u g 0= <3,

Combining the preceding estimates with

Do lig,, =47t og )
VT—R<m1n{h1,h3}¢l,[/13,Il] o A3 0T T gr
RdR

and further taking advantage of 7 =~ 7i3 by our assumption as well as m ~ #~!, we infer

()" o

RdR

i

_1_
LA "(og 1) - (D7 5.0

where we exploit that R ~ 7 on the support of the expression. Note that in the case i = 6, which is formally
similar we only gain a factor T_%_"(log 7)C.

J = 6. Here we exploit the fact that the factor D} ¢3 1, — P3 (D} ¢3.),) compensates for the singularityﬁ of
agzmuw]. Precisely, write

1
[DF 3.0, — P3 (DFp3.1,)] (T.R) = C (vt — R)* - fo (DX p3.0,)Y (r,vr = s(vr — R)) ds, (7.18)

where using Prop. as well as Holder’s inequality and a simple change of variables we have

1
‘f (D:¢3,,13)(4) (t,vt — s(vt = R))ds
0

< h§5 . ”D:%’M”Si@ Ot —R)‘%.

60f course this function is actually C* due to the frequency cutoff but we need bounds which are uniform in y
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_1
(Note that here we used the fact 7, g (vr— R)‘% .) Furthermore using Lemmal[Z.10l we infer the bound ((by
re-arranging the powers on (vt — R) and p))

_ 3 T
I)(VT—R<min{hl,h3}516g¢1,[/13,y]| STt (1og D - Xyr—Remingy i) - (VT — R) T2V,
whence in total we get the bound
6 + + 55 - _—l1-v C It
”er—R<min{h1,h3}8R¢1,[/13,#] (D7 ¢34, — P3 (D} ¢3,/13)]HL12MR Shy op Tt (logT)” - ||DT ¢3,13||§<1h3> .
Using Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform, we infer

D E e (RO, (Yvr-reminity 119301 L1301 - (D 3.1 = P3 (DEt3.0.)])) 2

d
>max{A3,h72} Rk sh
1

o (-
< Z P37 ey ge<miniiy 1 0391451 - [DE G305 — Pa (D:¢3¢13)]”L12MR
p>max{A3,h72}

—0 —1-
< Z O log )¢ - ||D:¢3,13||§<h3> .
p>max{Az,i~2} !

k = 6. Here use the estimate
[0 D15, = Py 703Ny, <757 4377 D5 s
Then using the simple point wise bound
|Pve—r<mintiy i) D1, 15 | L, ST 37 (log 7)°,

we obtain by using the Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform

Z E X ey Pm(R, €), (XVT—R<min{h1,h3}¢1,[/13,y] - 0% [Dids.0, — P53 (D} ¢3,ag)])>L§dR
u>max{A3,i2) sh

1
D p5*0,~(1-5) . |I)cw—R<min{h1,h3}¢1,[ﬂs,u]||L;;1R ||0% [DF p3.0; — P3 (D:¢3,/13)]“L12MR
u>max{Az,fi—2} ‘

< og D5y

A

again exploiting that 7 ~ 7.
This concludes the bound for the term By, recalling (Z.17).

We next turn to the term B; there, where we have to take advantage of the large frequency in the singular

term. Precisely, we use that ¢ >, decays rapidly beyond scale ,u_% with respect to vt — R. If we then again
invoke (7.18)), we find the bound
3

55 —o_8_1 -
”er—R<min{h1,h3}¢l,2y - [Di¢3.05 — P3 (D;7¢3,A3)]”L,%M SHP O 7 (log )€ - ||D:¢3,13H§<1h3> .

Here following the proof for Lemma[7.10, we integrate by parts to gain the decay in #~!. In the meantime
we also see powers in (v — R)™'. We can have up to (vt — R)™, to be compensated by the power (v7 — R)*
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: + +
from the expression for DI ¢3 4, — P3 (DF¢3.4,)-

Then using the Plancherel’s theorem for the distorted Fourier transform, and the fact that by assumption
h ~ h3, we get

Z Py (XVT—R<min{h1,h3}¢1,2/t - [DF 3.4, — P3 (D ¢3,/13)])
u>A3 g(lh)

< Z ,u_% T (log )¢ - HD:¢3,/13”§(1”3)

<At T og v - D79 g

This completes the estimate for B and thereby finally for case (II) under the assumption 73 < #i;. The
remaining cases /i3 =~ fy, i3 > h; are handled analogously.

(111): first factor of type ;1, second factor of type §3. It is in this case where the particular paraproduct
structure of the expression in the lemma becomes important. Write

A
XR2rP1,205 * (5T + 7R3R + 5R) 3.2,
A
= XR2rP1,24, (7, VT) - (3T + 7R3R + 3R) 3.1,

A
+XRZT [¢1,Z/13(T, R) - ¢1,2/13(Ta VT)] : (87' + TRaR + aR) ¢3,/13a

where in light of Lemma [7.10l we may assume that ¢3 ;, admits the expansion of the middle term in that
lemma. Then for the first term on the right, we argue exactly as in the proof of Prop. to conclude that
it is an admissibly singular source term of level /; > 1. The second term on the right is again in § (lh) by
essentially the same argument as the one used at the end in the preceding case.

(IV): Both factors of type §;, i. e. admissibly singular. This is handled by using Lemma[7.17] Lemmal[7.10]
and translating things back to the Fourier side via Lemmal[Z7l It makes sense that if both factors are of sin-
gular type, then it is straightforward to see that their product is of a smoother singular type.

This concludes the proof of the lemma. m|

In order to complete the proof of the proposition as far as the contribution of the term Ny, is concerned,
we need one more bilinear lemma

Lemma 7.28. Let F(t,R) be an angular momentum {m,ny,n,} be an admissible triple of momenta all of
absolute value > 2, and assume that F = F| + F; is an angular momentum n function which can be written
as the sum of an angular momentum n function Fi € § (17”), while F; is an angular momentum n admissibly
singular source function of level Iy > 1. Then if ¢, is an angular momentum n, function as in Prop. [7.23]
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then

A
(a_r + TTRaR — 6R) ¢2’/12 * F|R<VT = g(T’ R)|R<VT’

where (with h = ﬁ)

s R = [ uRO- A ) de
0
with 7 = 71 + 2o and 7 an admissibly singular source term at level I} > 1, while 7, € S’I’.

Proof. (lemma) This follows again by distinguishing between different cases, as in the proof of the preceding
lemma. Note that the ‘good derivative’ d; + %R@R — Og sends admissibly singular functions into functions
of the same regularity, albeit at the loss of regularity of some of the coefficient functions in the definition
of admissibly singular functions. For this recall the proof of Lemma[Z.17] The details are rather similar to
the ones in the preceding proof. Note that if ¢, is admissibly singular and F € § Y”) and 7, < #y, then

_3
since (GT + ﬂ—/{RaR - BR) ¢> will be of essentially the same regularity, we can absorb the 7, *-loss coming
from controlling F' since we are allowed to lose a factor 7; !"and we can absorb another factor hy ! since the
resulting expression will be of level [; > 2. O

Combining the preceding two lemmas and summing over A3 < A, completes the proof for the contri-
bution of Nyy,. Observe that a conclusion of the preceding considerations is that Ny, is above minimal
regularity (as expressed by the statement concerning the level /1 > 1).

The contribution of Nyyp. This is handled in the same manner, breaking things into a number of sub-steps.
To begin with, we re-arrange the terms as follows:

A A
Z G155 (5r + 7R3R + aR) b2, (81' + 7R3R - 5R) 3.5
A3<Ay

A A
- (aT + EROy + aR) bs - [; 1o (aT + TRy - aR) m] (7.19)

A A:
Z G105 (3T + TRaR + 3R) $2.0, (81' + TRaR - 3R) #3,05

A3=>Ap

Here the second term on the right will again have better than minimum regularity (it will be seen to be
at least admissibly singular source of level /; > 1), while the first term on the right may be of minimal

regularity. First, we need the following lemma analogous to Lemma[7.27}

Lemma 7.29. Let ¢1, ¢3 be angular momentum n;, j = 1,3 functions (with |n;| > 2) and with the property
that their angular momentum n; distorted Fourier transforms y (t, &) can be split into

VA0, = V(1,6 +3 (7.9,

where y (T eES K , D,y (TeS ?j , and further % ; is admissibly singular. Then we can write

A
XRztP1,245 * (3r + 7TR3R - 5R) &3.0R<vr = 8(T, R)lR<vr
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where, if {m,n1,n3} with |m| > 2 is an admissible angular momentum triple in the sense of Prop. we
have an angular momentum m Fourier representation of g(t, R)

g(T,R) = L SR, 2T, E)pm(E) dé, T =

m+ 1

_. L _1 Lo Lo o ;
where 7 is the sum of a function in7; € (£)"4~ S T and a function 7y which is source admissibly singular at
angular momentum m at level 1] > 2.

The proof of this proceeds in analogy to the one of Lemma[7.27]and we omit it here.

To use the preceding lemma, the following refined L*™-type estimate shall be useful:

Lemma 7.30. Assume that f(R) is an angular momentum n,|n| > 2 function represented by
1@ = [ 6.®8-5©) purde
0

Then we have the point wise bound (with h = ﬁ )

1.1
< ST
lfR) < 772 - |[x]l st Rst

Proof. (outline) We first recall that away from the turning point we have the bound |¢, (R, £)| < 7. Write

f¢n(R,§)-§(§)-pn(§)d§=f Xpohy  On(RE) - X(E) - pu(§) dE
0 0 ¢2 k]

+ fo Xl oy $1(RoE) - TE) - pul€) .

Then we can bound the first integral on the right by

(o) 1
[ byt ® 650 pu01e] 5 [, 10RO de
+ f1 Kaghpr 1R OITON de
h 1 7___ 7l % g_
|§ KO ey +€ le 45 e

for some positive ¢ < 1, and the last two terms are easily seen to be bounded by < |[x]| st which is better
than what is needed. To control

fo R§2h>1¢"(R &) - X(E) - pu(§) dE,

use that & h > R¢ h > 1, whence (f %h)_z < T%, and so away from the turning point R¢ h= x;(7), which
we excise by the cutoff y1 (¢, R), we find by means of the Cauchy Schwarz inequality

15O

1
<h?

[ xR, R0 70 purde

Ly (€<1)
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L7 (h722¢21)

ng(gzh%)

and furthermore we have

RI—

1_¢ 1 3_¢
o MR R ] MR
TthZl Lﬁf({:<l) T§2h21 Lﬁf(§<l)
1
<7 I%
STy
On the other hand for the large frequency contributions
h%—ﬁ'x L e <T%h1—5LX L ETIE)
%2021 2, (h22g21) w2021 L2, 22¢21)
1
st w L
@ asm
and similarly
1 1,96 1 3,96
h7+5'/( R LALE sﬂh“‘s'x | £t
T§7h21§ © L2, (£2h72) T§7h21§ ( L2.(£2172)
<72h7!
ST Ry

which is as desired. It remains to deal with the turning point, which follows by means of the usual refined
asymsptotics of ¢, (R, &) for x = RE 27 near xi(a; k). This again can be achieved using the fact that £ lies in
2
w3
(Rn)*"

an interval of length =~ O

To finish the argument for the first of the terms on the right of (Z.19), we need the following analogue of
Lemmal[7.28

Lemma 7.31. Let F(t,R) be an angular momentum {m,ny,n,} be an admissible triple of momenta all of
absolute value > 2, and assume that F = F| + F; is an angular momentum n function which can be written

1
as the sum of an angular momentum n| function F with F1 € (¢£)7% S hl, while F is an angular momentum
ny admissibly singular source function of level 1| > 2. Then if ¢ is an angular momentum ny function as in
Prop. then

P
(8T + 7TR6R + 5R) $2 + Flr<yr = (T, B)lr<yr,

where (with h = ﬁ)

(TR = fo (R, E) - 55, E)pm(©) dE

with 7 = 71 + 22 and 71 an admissibly singular source term, while 7o € S ’f
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Proof. (sketch) This follows again by considering the various combinations of inputs allowed. The in-
teraction of two § 1j -functions being routine by now, we assume that ¢, is admissibly singular, and also

Fie <g>‘% Si”. Assuming nj > ny, say, whence 7 = ~ fy, we split

1
[m|+1
A P
(0c + ROk + O0) 02+ F = xvr-son, (0c + SROp + 0n) 62 F
A
+ Xvr—R<h (a‘r + ITRaR + aR) ¢2 -F

. . . h; .
The first term is easy to handle since it is the product of two §’-functions. For the second term, we may

assume that y,r—r<p, ((97 + %R@R + OR) ¢, is given in accordance with Lemma [Z.17] for the ‘connecting
part’ of the singularity, while we have to invoke Lemma to describe the contribution of the principal
incoming singular part. Now if ¢, is of principal ingoing singular type, we decompose

A 1
Xvr—R<h; (ar + jRaR + aR) ¢2 -F = Xvr—R<h (87' + jRaR + aR) ¢2 : F(Ta VT)

A
T Xor_ren (aT + SIROR + aR) 62 - [F(t,R) - F(t,v7)]

Here the second term on the right is at least source admissibly singular at level /; > 2, and is handled as
in the proof of Lemmal[7Z.27l Observe that the fact that if F € (f)‘i_ S ’I“ implies that F(r,R) — F(t,v1) =
On, ((VT - R)4+), which suffices to then place the product into S ’I’ by following the same argument as for

Lemmal[7.27
As for the first term on the right, in accordance with the conclusion of Lemma [7.18] we may assume (i. e.
this representation is valid on R < v7)

A 0 R « _ _
(3T + IRaR + 6R) $2(T,R) = fo G, (R, &) - €2 - X(1, E)pn, (€) dE + fo by (R, &) - F(1,£)p™)(€) d,

where X is principal singular in the sense of Definition [7.24] while y(t, &) is admissibly singular (not in the
source sense!) or in S g It follows that

A
Xvr—R<h; (ar + 7R6R + aR) ¢2 : F(Ta VT)

agrees on the inner light cone R < vt with the function
“ 1o
Favn): [ onR O T ) de
0

up to errors either of connection singular source type or in S ? The size control of the term follows by
invoking Lemma /.30l with R = vr. O

Combining Lemma [7.29] Lemma [7.31] easily implies the conclusion of the proposition for the first term
on the right in (Z.19)), while for the second term there, one easily checks that the microlocalization forces
it to be of at connecting admissibly singular source type of level /; > 1. This then completes the desired

conclusion for Ny, and hence the proposition. O
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Returning to (Z.16)), we have dealt with the second term on the right there, and now need a way to handle
the first term, which we write as

Z NO (P<min{/12,/l3}¢laP/12¢29 P/13¢3) = Z NO (P</12¢15 P/12¢2’P/13¢3)

2,43 A <A3

+ Z No (P, 01, Paydh2, Pay#3)
>3

Introduce the wave type operator

n2

’ /17' 2 2
o, = (aT + TR‘?R) -0 + ok

Then we can write the preceding terms in the following manner:

XRxt Z No (P<a,¢1, P2, Pasp3) = O, [XRZT[ Z ¢1,</12¢2,/12¢3,/13]]

/12 </13 /12 </13

3 n? 2
k n
+ Z R R AR Z D1,<1,92,0,P3,25
k=1 Aa<A3
— [0, xR27] Z ¢1,</12¢2,12¢3,13]
A<z
= XRxt Z No (¢3,0;01,<2,92,1,)
Ar<A3
— XRxt Z No (¢2,0,81,<1,93.15) (7.20)
A <A3
— XRzt Z 00 B1.<1062.083.05
Ar<A3
— XRzt Z P1,<1, 05, $2.0,83 15
A <A3
— XRzt Z P11 62,00, 0305
Ar<A3
8
J=1

We shall then treat each of the terms E; separately. Some of these are good source terms and can be directly
bounded, others can only be dealt with under the assumption that ¢; itself satisfy a wave equation (which
is automatically fulfilled in an iterative scheme), one term will require further transformation(Eg), and one
term will be used to modify the wave equation(E ), thereby generating some additional but harmless source
terms.
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E|: Recall that the wave equation at angular momentum #, |n| > 2, is given by
/l-,— 2 /lT /l‘r +
- (aT ; 7RaR) + (aT ; 7R8R) £.(n) + Heeo(n) = Fa(n), (7.21)

where |
HE = 0% + 2R = FulB®) £ 2u(R).

Call the wave operator on the left —0O0,,. Then we write the first term £ as

L A
Z ¢l,</12¢2,/12¢3,/l3 } - 7 (OT + IROR)

A <A3

XRzt

Z D1,<1,$2,0,P3,25 H
A <A3

E, =0, [XRZT

1 2
¥ (EaR — fulR) £ ga(R) + %) [XRZT[ > ¢1,<Az¢z,ﬂz¢3,ﬂ3]]

/12</13
=: Dnl// + E“ + E12~

Here the first term on the right 0,4 will be incorporated into the left-hand part of the wave equation (Z.21]),
while the remaining two terms are good source terms:

Lemma 7.32. Assume that ¢ ; are angular momentum n; functions, \n;| > 2, j = 1,2, 3, each of which admits
a representation

¢j(T,R) = fo ¢n; (R, &) - Xj(1.€) - pn;(©)dE,  j=1,2,3,
where the distorted Fourier transforms xj, j = 1,2 each can be written as X;j = y; + zj with y ; admissibly
singular (at angular momentum n;) and z7; € S zj D7, €S8 ? . Then if m, |m| > 2, is an admissible angular
momentum for the output of each of E|1, E1», then each of E1, E1, satisfies
Eyjlr<vr = (7, B)|gr<yr,

where g admits an angular momentum m distorted Fourier representation

gj(t.R) = fo $n(R, &) - 1(7,E)pn(&) dE,

with r = r| + rp where ry is source admissibly singular, while r € S ?

Proof. Note that we avoid the key difficulty for the original null-form when the ‘good’ derivative hits a
S g—term while the ‘bad’ derivative hits a singular term, because we have only one derivative to begin with
here. The assertion for the term E;; then follows from the same considerations as in the proof of Prop.

For the term E, we need in particular estimate the term(since — f,,(R) + g,(R) + 1’;—2 =0( %))

n
ﬁ)(Rzr : [ Z ¢1,</12¢2,/12¢3,/13],

/12 </13

where n refers to the angular momentum of the expression. Here we have to be careful not to lose in n, which
we may assume in the most difficult case is the largest of all the angular momenta present, comparable to
only one of the angular momenta n; in the ¢;. In case all factors are in § g this follows by the arguments used
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to prove Prop.[6.10l In case that one of the factors is admissibly singular, and the expression is a singular
source term, we can absorb the outer weight n since the term is of level /| > 2. O

E»: Here we have to be more precise about the output angular momentum n, which we fix as n = ;:1
the value it takes in the iterative scheme. Then we have

3

ﬂi n? 1
; =5~ 7 = o O (maxtlnl} - max{{ln; N\ max{in 1)

and this shows that the contribution of E;, can be handled analogously to the one of E;.

nj,

E5: This term is essentially

1
ﬁ)(Rzr : [ Z ¢1,</12¢2,/12¢3,/13],

/12</13
and hence a simpler variant of the preceding terms.

E;, j € {6,7}: These terms can be handled if we recall the equation satisfied by ¢1, ¢,, which will of
course contain the same kinds of null-forms. However, the paraproduct structure inherent in these terms
makes them better than the bare cubic null-form from before. To handle these terms, we (i) first have to
move the operators D;]_ past the localizations P.,,, P,,, and then we (ii) have to invoke a paraproduct esti-
mate to bound them.

(i): Commuting the wave operator at angular momentum n, |n| > 2, past localization operators. Here the
following lemma mostly resolves the issue:

Lemma 7.33. Let Py, Py, A > 1, be dyadic frequency localization operators acting on angular momentum
n, |n| > 2 functions. Then if f(t,R) is a function admitting the distorted Fourier representation

f(@.R) = fo $n(R, &) - X(1,£) - pn(&) dE,

with X = X; + Xp where x| € S g, Dx1 €8 ? and X, admissibly singular of level I > 1, then (recalling the
notation from above)
F (100 Pulf) =31 + 72

wherey, € § ’f, and y, is source admissibly singular. The same conclusion applies if P, is replaced by P,.

Proof. Since H,; commutes with P,, it suffices to consider the temporal part of 0O0,, which consists of the
operators
R A
b+ TRO) . (0, + TRo).
( TR AT R
Write
A 2 Pl |
[(a, ¥ TTRaR) ,Pﬂ] = (aT + IR0y ) [(a, ¥ TTRaR),Pﬂ]

A A
+ [(aT + 7RaR) , Pﬂ] (aT + 7RaR)
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A A A A
= (aT + TTRaR) HR@R, Pﬂ] + HR&R, Pﬂ] (aT + ITRBR)
/1T /1‘1' /11' /17-
= |=Ro ,[—Ra P ”+2[—R0 P ](a + S R0
[ Pt I Pty AN I
A\
+(7) |Ro. P, |
In order to proceed, we translate the commutator to the Fourier side:

A pl A A
F o [TTRaR, Py] = 77- [—2§6§ + 7(;10), Xg:)] of = —277565()@:,1)7" + 7T [7(;10), Xf:/]:l oF.
Here the operator
1
noo Xé=u
is seen to have similar properties to ‘Kf(lo). In fact, the kernel of this commutator is given by
(tnas = Xemu) F(E mpn()
&-n

which behaves at least as good as the kernel of ‘Kf(lo). If we denote by

’

A
F o [ITRaR, Pﬂ] = 7(6‘,

then

/17- /17- _ /17- 0)

F o [TR(?R, [TR(?R, P,l]] = 7 [—2565 + 7(h , WC:I ,
which can be handled similarly as the commutator [DT, 7(};0)] (see Proposition [6.6). It easily follows that if
X € Sg (orx; € S’f) , then
P 2
F o [(67 + TTRGR) , P,l] o 7:_1§1 € S}Il.

The conclusion for
2

F o [(GT + %RGR)

with X, admissibly singular of level /; > 1 follows by combining the observation in subsection and
Proposition |

,Pa] o F 1%

(ii): Using the paraproduct structure. The preceding lemma is not strong enough to handle the case when
X, is of principal incoming singular type. This is where we have to take advantage of the paraproduct nature
of the terms Eg, E7:

Lemma 7.34. Let f(R) be an angular momentum ny function as in the preceding lemma, Let g, an angular
momentum ny function with |ny| > 2, have the same properties as f, and assume that {m,ny,ny} with |m| > 2
is an admissible angular momentum triple. Then

D [0, Pl FP2aglreve = h(T, R)lg<r,
>0
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where the distorted Fourier transform of h(t, R) can be decomposed as the sum of a function z7; € S ’I’ and a
Sfunction 7o which is source admissibly singular and of level I > 1.

This lemma follows by using the preceding one, and combining it with Lemma [Z.10l, Lemma[Z.7

Taking advantage of the preceding lemma, as well as the fact that the error terms arising upon replacing
I:l;lj by O,; are again see to be admissible source terms of at least level /; > 1, we can now replace the terms
Eg, E7 by the following ones, respectively:

Xrer D Pen (Ond) $2003.05  Xrer ), b1t Py (D) b3,
A<z <3

Then we re-iterate application of the equations for ¢;, ¢;. The fact that these terms don’t pose difficulties in
spite of the fact that the same null-forms occur in O,, ¢, O,,¢> are now consequences of the following

Lemma 7.35. Let F be an angular momentum ny function, |n|| > 2, whose distorted Fourier transform is
.ol . . .
the sum of a term in & 48?1 and an admissibly singular source term. Also, assume that ¢, is an angular

momentum ny, [ny| = 2 function, whose distorted Fourier transform is the sum of a function in S gz and an
admissibly singular term. Finally, assume that {m,n,n»} is an admissible triple of angular momenta. Then

XRzt Z P</1FP/1¢2|R<VT = 8(7', R)|R<VT
0<A

where g is an angular momentum m function whose distorted Fourier transform is the sum of a term in S ’f
and an admissibly singular source term of level [; > 1.

Eg. Here we finally arrive at a term (up to easier error terms) where the same procedure is re-iterated,
but with additional factors which gain smallness. Again we may replace 0O, by O,; up to good source error
terms, and we may commute the localizer P,, and O,,, leading to the term

XRxt Z A1,<,92,0,P 2, (Ony#3)

A <A3
Writing
Xrer ) B2 P (0n83) == Xrer Y $1.<,62.4,P1 (On5)
A<z 243
+ XRxt Z ¢1,</12¢2,/12 (Dn3¢3) >
A

and taking advantage of Lemma [7.35] we can discard the first term on the right. Consider then the second
term on the right, where we may assume that the term 0O,,¢3 is again given by a null-form of the type under
consideration (the remaining terms in the source being admissible source terms). If we reduce this null-
form to the paraproduct version which can again not be handled via Prop. we arrive at the quintilinear
expression

XRzt Z d1,.<1,92.1 Z No (P<min{as,26)P4» 95,455 P6.05)
A

15,46
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= XRxt [Z ¢1,<12¢2,12} Z No (P<ps®4, d5.45> D6,45)
A

A5<dq

+XRZT [Z ¢1,</12¢2,/12] Z NO (P</16¢4’ ¢5,/15’ ¢6,/16)
A

As>A¢

At this point, again taking advantage of Lemma[7.33], it is clear how to proceed: taking the first term on the
right (the second being handled analogously), if 1, > As, this is a good source term (we can simply switch
the positions between ¢, and ¢4 in the quintilinear expression). Thus we reduce this term to

XRzt

Z ¢1,</12¢2,/12] Z No (P<asb4, 5,45, D6,45) -

/12</15 /15 </1()
Using the same argument as the one deriving (Z.20), the problem reduces to bounding

XRZT[ Z ¢1,</12¢2,/12} Z ¢4,</15¢5,/15P/16 (Dn6¢6) >

/12</15 /15 </1()

which, up to good error terms, can be replaced by

XRzt [ Z ¢l,</12¢2,/12} [Z ba.<as ¢5,/15} (TnePs) -

A< s As
Now the process is repeated.

7.8. Inclusion of the factors with exceptional angular momentum » € {0, =1}. Definition of admissibly
singular terms. Recall from subsection the structure of functions with angular momentum n = 0, +1,
namely

R —_
F@R) = ¢j(1) ¢;(R) + ¢;(R) - fo 09| - Dif9)ds, j=0.xL,

and furthermore, we have the Fourier representation

D;f(r.R) = fo ¢j(R, &) - X(1,8) - pj(£) dé,

where the functions x(7, &) got measured for the bilinear estimates away from the light cone via the norms
(6.26), ©6.24), (6.22). Here we introduce the analogues of Definition [Z.2] and Definition [Z.8] which allow
to characterize the singularity across the light cone for the exceptional angular momentum functions on the
distorted Fourier side. Things are simplified somewhat due to the fact that in the low angular momentum
setting we can completely neglect the n-dependence, and in particular the somewhat cumbersome terms
eiih' lp(x(,/ - % ,h)

disappear from the presentation. On the other hand, we will have to treat each exceptional case on its own,
due to the different spectral measures. It is to be kept in mind that the functions X(7, ¢) in the following
definition represent the derivative D;f. Observe that the improved temporal decay seen here compared to
the angular modes |n| > 2 comes from the modulation theory developed later, and will play a crucial role in
being able to control the evolution of the unstable modes, i. e. the functions c;(7), j = 0, +1.
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Definition 7.36. For functions of angular momentum n = 1, we say that X(t,£) is a prototype singular
Sfunction provided it admits the representation

+1v1'f

N N %
X, 6)—222)@1 AEe (log&)’ - akl(r>+ZZZZX§>1 oy 0gé) - Fiui(r,é),

7
+ k=1 i=0 + I=1 k=1 i=0

and furthermore we have the bounds with ky € {0, 1}, k, € {0, 1,...,5}
P00 < (og 7 773

o% 5§2F 1k, (T, §)| < (log )Nt g3k gk

as well as the ‘closure bounds’

For functions of angular momentum n = 0, we say that x(t, &) is a prototype singular function provided it
admits the representation

< (logT)Nl L3k

5468 qk1 5
£ 93

N N —W"f N N
=2 2> et e (logg)’ - ai(r) + ). Z > Zml Spve, (logf) Fiii(t,€).
+ k=1 i=0 + =1 k=1 i=0
For functions of angular momentum n = —1, we say that x(t,€) is a prototype singular function provided it

admits the representation

N N +IVTEZ N N +IVTEZ

= 33 et o oy (o & ity + ) Z Z Zx ey (08 &) - Fiyi(t. &)

+ k=1 i=0 = [=1 k=1

The same bounds as in the case n = 1 apply.
Similarly, we have the more general concept of admissible functions: For functions of angular momentum
n =1, we say that X(t, ) is an admissible singular function provided it admits the representation

X = Xin + Xour t Xprotos

where Xpror0 15 a prototypical singular function at angular momentum n = 1, and we have the following
representations for the incoming and outgoing parts:

_ LN et ) (1)
xi”(T’§)=ZZZZX§>1<§>_ £ (log#)'- fFlkz( /12(0.)5) dor,

+ [=1 k=1 i=0

where the *-signs in each expression on the right are synchronized, and we have the following bounds,
where the 6; are small positive numbers decreasing in [:

Bl—

|§kza‘ 8k2F(+) (1,0, g)| < (Qog )M 3 oL [0'_2 + K(g )] 0<ky <5, 1€{0,1}

o2 F w0 )

1
< (log )M i3 . o7t [0'_2 + K(ﬁ)], t €10, 1},
e
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and further Xou; = Xour1 + Xour2, With

Shy (logg)
Fou (1,6) = ) Z D Ke )T =
£ =0 k=1 i=0 8 (7.22)
T +if(vT— :(;_)VO' % + /12( )
'fm ik J'FZk,i(T’O—’ ,12(;)5) 4o

and the bounds

£OIFE (x, 0, §)| < (log )M 73 o) -[a—2 +K(§%)], 0<r<5 {01}
||§5+5’8‘8§ e, S S < (logn)M 73 ol [cr_2 +K(/1%)], t €{0, 1}.

The second term X, 2, which is the ‘outgoing perpetuated singularity’ admits the description

Toun(T6) = ) Z Z me @ (1;%5)

+ [=0 k=1 i=0

/l(-r) 1 A2
f f +i| V| /l(u')x+T 2} Glik i (T, o X /12((‘[-)){,:) d(rdx,
” a

where ngl.( 2@ §) b (t,0), G(i)ki(r, o, X Mg) = ¢ (1,0, x), and we have the bounds

(7.23)

7> (o) > (o)

ek 60w, < Gog e+ o7 o e i(gt)]. 0k s,

Moreover, we require that the same structure and bounds apply to §_% . (8T — 2%565) Xout2 Up to terms of
the kinds x;,, }out,b

We similarly define admissibly singular functions at angular momentum n = 0,n = —1, except that the
expression &% gets replaced by & 3+k3 ,EX3 | respectively.

We also define the norms ||x||qam for each of these types of angular momentum n, n € {0, £1} functions, in
perfect analogy to Definition but with the obvious modifications taking into account the different decay
properties. Finally, we define the restricted type of principal singular function in analogy to the case of
angular momentum |n| > 2, and the corresponding norms ||| agm(r)-

” £5+01 85

< (log )N 3 o O'_2+K(/1%)],
Giyi (6 o, (log7)

7.9. Null-form estimates near the light cone for outputs at angular momentum |z| > 2 but with arbi-
trary factors. The preceding considerations for the null-form Ny(¢1, @2, #3) can be rendered quantitative
by taking advantage of the norm in Definition [7Z.9 and its natural analogue for the exceptional angular mo-
menta n € {0, +1}. Combining Prop. as well as the considerations for the E; following its proof, one
infers the following preliminary null-form estimate, where certain details, such as the fact that exceptional
angular momentum functions f are described in terms of a pair of functions, (c,, D, f), are simplified by
assuming that ¢, = 0. The fully general case will only be treated below in Proposition [8.12] after a final
refinement of the spaces (so-called ‘good functions’ and associated norms). We note that the estimate in the
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following proposition would be too weak to get the desired temporal decay, which is part of the reason for
the refinement later on concerning the non-singular part of the inputs:

Proposition 7.37. Let ¢;, j = 1,2,3 be angular momentum n; functions. If |n;| > 2, assume that
¢i(T,R) = f $n; (R, E)x(1,§)pn,(§) dE,
0

— — - — .. . . o= hj
where X; =y; +7Z; and y; admissibly singular (in the angular momentum nj-sense), while 7; € S ), D-z; €

7 ..
S 1’ Af |nj| <2, assume that ¢; has trivial Cn; = 0, and that

Dn,¢j(T,R)=f0 bn; (R, )X (7, £)pn; (&) dE,

where Xj =y; +Zj and y; admissibly singular (in the angular momentum nj-sense of Definition [Z.36)), and
z; €S E)nj),Z)TZj € S(lnj). Finally, assume that the angular momentum triples {m,ny,ny}, {mp,m,n3} are
admissible, where |my| > 2. Finally, denot(ﬂ by n. = max{{|n;|} =123 \ {max|n;l|}}. Then there exists an

1
m2+1) we have

angular momentum my function  such that (with h =

(. R) = fo Gy (R V(. )P (€ .

with X = y + Z and the bounds

3
S O o [ e [ e e |
j=1

if all inputs have angular momentum |n;| > 2, and with h; replaced by n; if the corresponding angular
momentum is exceptional, and such that the following holds: there is a function H(t, R) with

XRzt (N0(¢1 s ¢2, ¢3) - sz‘ﬁ) |R<VT = H(T’ R)|R<VT9

and such that we can write
HER) = [ 500 R Opn @) de
0

where X =y + z with y source admissibly singular at angular momentum my, 7 € S i’ and finally the bound

(recall Definition [7.24)

3
”yllsource adm T Hz”ST’ s <n*>6 1—[ (Hyj”adm T HEJ”S:! + ||DTZJ||S:’J])
j=1

if all inputs have angular momentum |n;| > 2, and with h; replaced by n; if the corresponding angular
momentum is exceptional. The norm ||||source agm Mmay be replaced by ||‘l|source aam(r), Provided all inputs ¢ ;
have restricted principal singular type.

Thus if say [n1] < |na] < Ins], then we set n. = |nal.
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7.10. Estimates for the remaining source terms near the light cone, and for output at angular momen-
tum || > 2. To complete the first version of the source term estimates near the light cone, we now consider
all terms arising in Prop. Prop. Prop. Prop. where we again assume that all inputs ¢;
are the sum of an admissibly singular function and an (unstructured) smooth function. Specifically, we have

Proposition 7.38. Write ¢; = 3,cz ¢j(me™, j=1,2, as well as

e:(n) = p1(n) Fip2(n), &-(n) = &4(—n).

Assume that for |n| > 2 we have (with h = ﬁ)

g4(n) = fo Gn(R, E)xn(7, E)pn(&) dE,

where X, =y, + z, with y,, admissibly singular, 7, € S g, Dz €S ’I’ For the exceptional angular momenta
n € {0, £1}, we write
Dyes(n) = f Pn(R, £)x,(T, £)Pn(&) d&,
0
with X, =y, + Z, and y,, admissibly singular in the sense of Definition and 7, € S (()"),Z'DTZ,Z €S (1").
Finally, assume that

R
£+(n) = ¢u(R) - j; [62()] " Dyer(n)(x, 5)ds,

i. e. the unstable part c,, is assumed to vanish. Finally, we assume that

12 (|l= - = = = = )
> 10 (Bl + 7|l + 1Dl ]) + D 5ol + 7| IBallir + BDZllgo| == A < 1.
|n|<2

[n]>2

Then if F j is any one of the source terms in Prop. Prop. Prop. Prop. writing
Fi= ) Fime™,

nezZ
then for each n with |n| > 2, there is ¥, (1, R), H,(7, R), such that
Yn(T,R) = f Sn(R, E)Xn(T, O)pn(€) A€, Xn =Yy + T
0

n:§n+zna

=|u

H,(T,R) = fo Bn(R, E%, (T, E)pu(£) dE,
with

2 10 (Bl * 7| [Bally + 1l |) < A% + 75

[n|>2

(2

[n|>2

+ 7|z,

2, -1
S’})SA + 75 A,

source adm

and such that
(Fj(n) - Dn‘//n) lR<ve = Hu(T, R)|R<yz-
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Remark 7.39. We note that depending on the type of term Fj, the correction terms Y, may all vanish. In
fact, they are only required for terms with the characteristic Qo null-form structure.

8. CLOSING THE ESTIMATES FOR ANGULAR MOMENTA |n| > 2: PARAMETRIX BOUNDS FOR SOURCE ADMISSIBLY SINGULAR
SOURCE TERMS, AND SOLVING THE WAVE EQUATION BY FOURIER METHODS

8.1. Parametrix bounds for source admissibly singular source terms. In this subsection, we finally
show that the functional framework introduced in Definition Definition is compatible with the
wave parametrix at angular momentum #, [n| > 2. Recall that this parametrix is explicitly given by

An) P (%5) sin [ A0t [T A7 w) du
1@ phe &

T ; /12(7.) ,
fm U"(z,0,&) - f(O', Az(g)f) do, UM (1,0,8) =

Then we have the following

Proposition 8.1. Let y(t, &) be source admissibly singular at angular momentum n, |n| > 2. Then
T /12(.[.)
- - (n) .y 27
xX(1, &) = fm U (t,0,8) y((r, /12(0_)5) do

can be written as X = X1 +x, where X| is an admissibly singular function andx, € S g, Dixr €8S ’f Moreover,
if' y is of restricted singular type, then so is X;.

Proof. We verify this for the various parts involved in an admissibly singular source term. In the following,
when we talk about the ‘contribution of a certain part’ of X(r, £) as displayed in Definition [Z.8] we mean the

parametrix applied to f(r,&) = 771¢ : - X(7, ).

The contribution of the first term in [13)). Observe that explicitly spelled out this is the function

N N iiva’-%f% 2 i
U(n)(T o &) p18 loe [ L@ ¢
X/lz('r) 5 1 kv g 2
+ k=1 i=0 Pt L@ )2 A%(o)
(/12(0'){:

. A@) | M)
7 [x O e Ca R Awh] 1 (3)
e Aoy A o ay (o, o) do | do
. .

0

Here it is important to observe that the inner phase simplifies, which suggests switching the orders of inte-
gration:

P Al Al P
il IP[ A0 o) 4D A(Ei?) h] =ih lp[ U ﬂ<‘(f1> h]
1 o) o) =e Aoy

e
The kernel U"(t, o, £) of the parametrix has an oscillatory factor which can be written as
e l(VT VO'/l((U,)) )5% _ el(VT VO'/l(({T)) )5%

2i ’
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) ) . o AW o3 . !
whence combined with the oscillatory phase ¢™"” 105 we elther produce the phase ¢**7¢”

202D )e3
to an incoming singular term, or else the phase e {20 45 )¢

corresponding
, corresponding to an outgoing singularity.

Incoming singularity: Explicitly, this is the expression

1
N N eEIVTE? T+ lplx ;a-{l(—”,h
-1 (Tl'/l(T) Alop)
h — e 1
T k=1 i=0 &2 70

L) 2@ 4\
_ f "W A7) (Az((,)f) (IOg(ﬂz(")f)) -
o B0 o)

o pe) (Lo

A2(0)

ak l)(O' o1)do | doy

We claim that up to better terms this is again of incoming principal type. To show this, we need to first
1

2@
Pi ¢ . . . .
expand M in a Hankel type expansion towards ¢ = +o0, 1. €. write
3
P &)

2
@ma

pZ ©)

1+ <h§%>_1 - gn(1, 0, 6)

where g, has symbol type behavior and is bounded. The contribution if the term (A& 3 Yl gu(t, 0, &) is then
easily seen to lead to a connecting incoming singular term. Further, we have

T e [ . h] :
e I R G It /l(u’
> > — -fe T f 0 .| do
T o £2n?

1 X A2(1)
T k=1 i=0 &2 il
1
N T2 T xihplx e e b ’
— h_l ) X e T Aoy) 1 X 0] do
= ngh*2 1 X/IZ(T) eon2 A
+ k=1 i=0 &2 70 1 2=

N iivrf% T xinlp|x e 2SR T
+ A 1-x? )— . | e e ) 0
X§>h 2 1
+ —1 i 62 T (o]

) X 20 o ) do

2=

and here the last term is easily seen to be of type X, (as in the statement of the proposition), while the first
term is decomposed as follows:

1
N N (1) oEIVTE? T iih_lp[xu_ @ ;ap%,h] T o
Iy S N T
k=1 i=0 T0 a1 >h?

2

1
N N ., (l) eEIVTE? T iih_lp[xo__,l(r) ;a-%’f),h] T
35S, S [ b
>
k= f 70

+

T 7

a1
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1 i)
N N pEIVTE? T iih_lp[x A 5> "ff:))’ ] '
-> §,Zh—1 O — | e ey ). 1-x% do
. 2@ popa |
+ k=1 i=0 &z 70 a1 /12(0)52;‘1

and here the second term on the right is again of type x; since the support of

) )
X‘.;:>h 2" [1 _X/IZ(T)

2] o<,
12<o)f>h
is contained in & ~ /2.

We conclude that up to terms of type X,, the incoming singularity is given by the function

l
- o etivTe? T iih’lp[x(r ) aﬁ((r) h]
X . e i)
£2n2
.

1+k3
+ k=1 i=0 g

0

T log Az(f)f
A7) A%(0) +)
. . —— 0 akl(O'O'l)dO' doy,
o AT) 2() \2 K3
(/12(0'))

where we can expand out the logarithm as

2@ )\ () !
1 = Crvill 1

( 0g (/12(0-)§)) k;l:i wi\log| 55 ( og¢)
and it then suffices to set for fixed k,i and p < i

2 i—p
i v Ch (log(jz((;))))
H(Ho1) =

m -0 akl)((r oy)do,
i (AZ(T) )"7
A2(0)

and to verify that in light of Definition [Z.24] we get the bounds needed according to Definition [7.§]
|Zz§;3(r, 0'1)| +7
Outgoing singularity: Explicitly this is the expression

N N T iih_lp(x PIGRCE ﬁ(o) h]
ZZZW I
70

+ k=1 i=0

orai (T, )| 5 (log )V P 71 o,

NI'—

1 2
2 [ AX®@ A (1)
_ fT +21va'1((?)§2/\/(l) AT) Pn (/12(0)6) (Og(ﬁ(a) )
o1

()
“a (o,01)do | doy
lz(r) 2 1 1 kL ki

25 (o ) 2 22(7) kx

@) pn () (m )g)

We claim that this can be interpreted in the form X, , recalling Definition[7.8] In fact, write

1
e+zvrf? Fivo 1(0)52

+lv(‘r+2(r 1((;)) —21')5

295
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and introduce the variable

o)
A ’
A1)

20' AD oz

which takes non-negative values for o < 7. Then set, with o = o°(x, 7, 071)

o Gl
G ( )= 0] . pn €3] P (o) )( - (sharp)
KOp(T 1 68) 1= Xy 2(0) 2 \k2 a" i\ a Aoelorap
( A2(1) é:) (/12(0'))
where )(f;:f;p ) denotes the characteristic function corresponding to the interval [0, 7] with respect to o,
1,71

which in turn is interpreted as a function of x, o, T via the above coordinate change. Here it may be objected
that the function Gy, thus defined does not quite satisfy the requirements in Definition [Z.8] that it should
not depend on ¢ (since [ = 0), but this can be easily remedied by the arguments in the incoming case, by
replacing

pé ©
P (52¢)

by 1 up to connecting singular terms, and abolishing the smooth cutoff Xélirrz up to terms of more regular

type S g. It is now straightforward to check that the term can be written in the form (Z.3)(but with - replac-
ing the variable o there), and that the required bounds for Gy, are satisfied.

The remaining terms in Definition [Z.8 are of course handled similarly, let us consider

The contribution of the term ([1.3). We again distinguish between an incoming and an outgoing term
L AD) ex
depending on the interaction of the oscillatory phase U (z, o, &) and the phase 277104 from the source

term.

o A@) 1
Incoming singularity: In this case the combination of the phase from U"(t, o, £) and the phase R GLE

simplifies to e*%? ? and so the phase
. A A
+L[v( l((r))x+7)§2 +h7! (x _M;aﬁ%,hﬂ
e Alo)

2@
A2(0)

after effecting the re-scaling ¢é — ¢ gets transformed into

+i]
e

1
A7) 5 31 A
v(/l(o_l)x+‘r)§2 +h p[x‘fl'/l(l(ﬂ) - ﬂ(o h]J
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Considering the case / = 0 for simplicity, we obtain the following expression (after splitting up the power of

i
the logarithm (log ( 2@ 5)) as before)

ﬂ(T)
Sy AT §2 +h p[ A h]]
_1 (l) e (10 g)l D . 1( 1 T T /l(u’l)
§>h 2 §1+kv g

ol s 2@\
, f T A@ P (ﬂ(a)f),(log(ﬂw)))
o ﬂz(r)f>h2/l(o-) p%(g) (/IZ(T))%H{%
n

(@)
o lc®
GOkl( g,01,X, mf) do dO’l dx,

22()

(o)

where inclusion of the outer cutoff )(gi e is again legitimate up to an error in S g. But then setting

A(%)
GO ki

L/ 2 V4
3 (A (@)
_AZ(T) _ ("o Ar) P (42@5) (IOg(ﬂz(rf))) o lG® (1)
7 /12(0'1)6 o L@ 2 o) 3 o\ bk o Gogilomonx /12(0'1)5 dor

01 2= pr% (é_‘) (//llz((;)))

the desired conclusion follows upon checking the routine bounds according to Definition [Z.8] Furthermore,
applying d; — 2%565 is seen to led to an expression which is up to a factor & 3 of the same form.
Outgoing singularity: Here we encounter the more complex expressions

l(‘r)

A1) ? o AD
0 g  votgel st as, i)
§>h 2 1+kV 0g

3 (2@ (1)
» A P (mf) (l"g (ﬂ«ﬂ )) . (1)
2 ) 1 ) oY GOkl 0,01, X, —5 ¢ dodo dx,
e A0) 3 2 \2+k3 (o)
@ i (&) (/12 )
(o)

where all the signs are synchronized. Before proceeding we note right away that applying 0, — 2%565

reproduces a similar expression up to a factor £2. In order to cast this in the mold required by Definition
introduce the new variable

A
L 20 - o) -2
X=X+ T,

Alo1)
which only takes non-negative values if x > 0 and o < 7. Then if
2
20'1 . /1(5;1)) -27

A ’
Alor)

X2

the restriction on o remains 7 > o > o, while if

A(@)
5 20'1 . o) -2
x < —/I(T) s

Alor)
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the lower limit 0, = 0in(7, 01, X) for o is given by the condition

A
2O-min : /1(0{;3”) -2t

A(D)
A1)

i=
Denoting as before by y*"*? the sharp (characteristic function) cutoff, we can then set
~ A(t
Géik)i (T’ o1, %, 2—()5) =
" (o)
(1) ()

f T)(Sharp 0 A P % (ﬂz(g) ) ( g(’lz(‘ﬂ))

A1) 12 1
N R e = 2A(0) P2(&) (12(1))7 k3

T (o)

AT
P PR 20 3y ~ 2T Q2(1) o
0,k,i s U1, A7) ) /12(0_1)
Aloy)
T
sharp
+ X 5 ... do,
me B 2071- 1(1(()_1))—21

G

Alop)

which results in the desired representation

I}
h lXi:ih 2 1+kv (logf)l P f f

Verification of the required bounds for G~(()i,3 (7,01, X, &) is straightforward and omitted.

~ — Al
iP5 F+7)E 2+h ‘p[{r A ;a-AfTTl)),h]]
1" Aoy .

8.2. Solution of the inhomogeneous wave equation on the distorted Fourier side.

8.2.1. The wave equation for angular momentum |n| > 2, formulation on the Fourier side. Our point of
departure of the fundamental equation (6.2]), which we re-cast on the Fourier side. We emphasize at this
point that for the technical reasons explained in subsection [Z.7] it will be necessary to modify this equation
by changing the variable . (n) to eliminate certain bad source terms. This, however, has no bearing on
the subsequent Fourier methods, and so we shall formally work with the ‘wrong equation’ (6.2). Direct
translation of this action to the Fourier side by applying 7" and setting (/i = ﬁ)

QW=£¢NM%W%M@%

results in (see (6.6), (6.7) and (6.8))

A7) Y@ Vo V@ A7) X, "
- 87—2/1(T)§8§+ /1(7)7(”) T (ay-zm)gagur e ) —& = FN(F.) (8.1
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Introducing the important time derivative dilation type operatoﬁ

D, = 9, ~ 22Dy, XOLEE_ XD

8.2)

A(7) A7) pn(é) A7)’
the preceding equation gets recast in the form
(1) _
- (Z)% + ) D +§)xh

_ g Y@ 0y, (DY g XD O+ (XN (O @\

=77 (Fu(m) + 25 5K D.F +(4(T)) e T e +(1(T)) ((760) + 70)=
5

= fi@8).

=1
(8.3)

The first order of the day to solve this equation will be to show that applying the Duhamel parametrix to the
last four terms on the right hand side will send admissible functions into admissible functions. In fact, due
to the smoothing property of the operator 7(};0), the resulting functions won’t have a principal incoming part
anymore.

Proposition 8.2. Assume that b (1, &) is admissibly singular, and that h(F.(n)) is an admissibly singular
source term. Then
( (1)

7 20

f ' U™ (r,0,¢) f;

0

g)da, j=12,....,5,

is admissibly singular up to functions Z;(t,&) in § g and with D;7; € § ’f

Proof. According to the preceding proposition it suffices to check that the terms f;, j = 2,...,5 are source

admissibly singular. It follows immediately from Definition [7.§] that D7 is of the form 3 2. y(t, &) with
y admissibly singular. Using a straightforward variant Proposition and in particular the decay of the
kernel F(£,n) of the transference operator (at angular momentum n), we conclude that all the terms f;, j > 2,

are source admissibly singular or better (in S T). Then the desired conclusion follows upon application of
Proposition |

8.2.2. A final refinement of the spaces, with a view toward dealing with the exceptional angular modes.
As seen in many instances before, admissibly singular terms lead to error terms in the good space S, for
example when applying the transference operator, or when translating things from the Fourier side to the
physical side as in Lemmal[7.10l Since admissibly singular terms have poor temporal decay properties (of the
order 7-17"(log 7)©), this will mean the generation of poorly decaying terms with good regularity properties,
but these will not be good enough to control the evolution of the instabilities of the exceptional modes. This
problem forces us to refine the part of the distorted Fourier transform of &(n; 7, R) which is in § 6’ by splitting
it into a structured but poorly decaying part and an un-structured but well-decaying part, as follows:

8We suppress the dependence on 7 here to simplify the notation
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Definition 8.3. We say that the function X(t, &) is a good Fourier representation (or just a good function) at
angular momentum |n| > 2, provided we can write

X = Xsmooth + xsingulara
where Xgingular 1S admissibly singular, and Xgnoom € S g, D Xgnooh € S ? and furthermore, we can write

Xsmooth (7, ‘f )= }l,sm(mth + }2,sm00tha

where the first function on the right is structured but temporally slowly decaying. The structure is analogous
to the one for the admissibly singular terms:

1
_ ~ B eiiv‘r§2 T iihflp(me;a-%,h) /12(7_)
Bronan(,8) = 17124 S [ VAT (1.0, 20 ) o
T

et Jo 2(0)
1
+h ey ———
£1(£)2*0
T : _HA@® l_ -1 .y, A ] 2
f eiz[(w 2/1(”)1/0')62 h ,D(xm%,a /{((r),h) . F‘(i) (T, o A2(1) é:) i
70 A%(0)
1
+ Ry ——
£1(£)2*0
0o L A % 7l T;'M»h] 2
| f f e s o wdia)| (T, P ér) dod
0o Ju 22(0)

and we have the bounds
2000 FO(@,0.8)| s (log )V 717 o7 [a—2 + K(hg%)], 0<kr<5 1e{01)
¢80 F (1,08 < (log )™ 717 - 571 [a—2 + K(hf%)], 0<k <5 1€{0,1)

£ F (1, 0.6)

< Ni_—1-v | —1.[ ) ( l)]
c'g*(gz/z)”(logT) T o o +«k|hA2)|, c(€{0,1}

Lo 8‘,8217(*)(7, o, &)

S (log )M v o7 [0'_2 + K(m%)], L€ {0,1}

g"zai?G(i)(T, o, X, g)HL1 < (log ‘r)N1 L [0'_2 + K(hgé)], 0<ky <5,

Moreover, applying 0, — 2%565 to the last term results in a term with the same structure and bounds as

. 1 y y =
the preceding terms, up to a factor £2. On the other hand, for the ‘unstructured term’ X gmoorn, We have the
bounds

§5+5’8§G(i)(r, o, X, &)

) < (log 1) T_l_v~0'_1-[0'_2+K(h/l%)],
e el (log7)

||}2,smooth(7’ )”S(h) + ”DTYZ,SmOOlh(T’ )”57 < T3
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Similarly, we call a function X(t, &) a good source term at angular momentum |n| > 2, provided it admits the
representation

X = Xsmooth t Xsingular

where Xginguiar 1S source admissibly singular, while the smooth part

}xmom‘h(T, g ) = }l,sm(mth + }2,sm0m‘h + }3,sm00tha

where
1
+ilv7é2 +h’1p(x7;a,h)

X moorn (7. £) = T (12E) ™ (log¢)' - F(z,¢)

)

with the coefficient bounds

- A
N e ] T3] | T
as well as
|
+ivté?2 T iih_lp X ar ;a-%,h /12
xZ,smooth = h_1<h2§>_4e 1 ' f e ( U-% 1 ) . F(i) (T, g, Q(T) é:) do
<g>§+6 70 A (O’)
_ _ 1
+ Ry ——
>7+6
T 4 —2@ ff%_hil ( A1) 5 L‘:)»h)J ~ 2
. f e l[(w “ )W) g x”'% ) P (T, g, /12 © f) do
o A% (o)
_ _ 1
+ Ry ——
(&2t
T ii[v L;,)JC+T f% +h'lp(x i3 ;ahL;),h } A2
f f e (352 e ) ~Gi(T,0',x,—2(T)§) dodx,
0 70 A (O-)

and we have the bounds

1 A 1

g"za’;zF(ﬂ(T, o, §)| < (log T)N' L el [0'_2 + /<(}‘1§z )] . [T_l_(s + K(h%ﬁ)], 0<k <5,
g"za’gﬁ(i)(r, o, §)| < (log T)N' R [0'_2 + K(hg% )] A0 4 K(h%g%)], 0<k <5,

5+81 at 95 () N _-1-v -1 [ _-2 |10 @ 3
&0 F T (1,00,8) ey S (logt)' 1 o [o’ + K(h/l )] [T + K(h /l(T)§ ,

5+6; 55 () N _-1-v -1 _| -2 .| -1-0 A(o) 3
& 8§F (r,0,8) e S (logt)™' 1 o [0’ + K(hﬂ )] [T + K(h A(T)g ,

o ks () Ny 1 |2 1 _1-6 A0) .1
§28§G (t,0, x,8) L1$(10g7') T o -[0' +K(h§2)]- T +k[Ai—=&2||, 0<k <5,

A(T)
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| e o] )

A1)
Finally

§5+‘516§G(i)(7, o, x,&)

G E=D||

[Fssmane g <+

We shall call Xgpno0m the regular or smooth part of the good function X(t, ), and similarly for good source
function.

Finally, we shall say that X is a good function with restricted principal singular part, provided that Xingular
has restricted singular part.

It is then natural to introduce a ‘norm’ on good functions, as well as source functions, as follows:

Definition 8.4. Assume that x(t, &) is a good function at angular momentum n, |n| > 2, with the representa-
tion

X = Xsmooth t Xsingular

and the implied representation for Xguoom. Then we set

”x”good = ||§smooth||smooth + ”}singularnadma

and we define

| Esmooth | |smooth =

2920 F D (1,0, €)

(1 )-Nl 1+v
2 |0 S )

(0.1 L 10| oo 79, 00) L8 (170,71

2920 F (1,0, ¢)

+ Z (log T)_Nl e > T
0<k><5 (o2 + x(ne2)) L2([0,00)
1€{0,1} €LY ([r,00) L ([70,7]

£ F ) (1,0,8)
(072 +«(e?)) ¢

¢ NIL2([70,00) L5 ([70,7]

+ Z (logt) ™M 1*er .
L

§56§_.6‘TF(*)(T, o, &)
(02 +x (hg%))

+ Z (logt) ™M 1*¢r.
L

C(S*
¢ NILY ([70,00) L5 ([70,7]

kaG?G(i)(T, o, x, &)

-N1 _1+v
+0<kzz<5 (logr) v e (0'—2+K(7l§%))

L 102111 0,00y L5 (Fr0.00) LS (T70.7]
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& aga;G&)(T, o, x,8)
Iz

€ ILLL ([70,00) L ([70,7]

+ ||(log T)_Nl o

+...,

where the term ... stands for the additional terms of a similar form which get included when applying
0r — 2}7’&95 to the final term in the structure formula for X1 smooth-
Using obvious modifications we similarly define ||X|ls00d source- Finally, we define the corresponding norms

||}| |g0()d(r) s ”}”good source(r)

if the principal singular part is of restricted type, by replacing ||llagm by I'llagm(r), in accordance with Defi-
nition

In perfect analogy to Proposition 8.1l we have the following

Proposition 8.5. Let y(1,&) be a good source at angular momentum n, |n| > 2. Then

T /12(7.)
x(1, &) = f Uz, o, )-_(0', — &\ do
o:= | B ey
is a good function. Moreover, we have the bound

”}| | good < ||§ | | goodsource

where the implied constant is uniform in n as well as tg > 1.

Proof. In light of Proposition B.1] and the earlier considerations on S”, it suffices to check this when the
source term is of type Vg,00m» and here the argument follows exactly the same lines as the one for Prop.[8.2]
]

We have the following analogue of Proposition [8.2

Proposition 8.6. Assume that 7'(r, &) is the regular part of a good source function , and that F" (F(n)) is
an a regular good source term. Then referring to (8.1),

’ A%(1)
U(n)(Tvo-’ ) .(O-’— dO—, j = 1, 2,...,5,

fm I\ B¢ J

is a regular good function, and we have the bound

( (@)

7 20

—nh
< |7
S smooth ’
smooth

f ' U, 0,¢) - f;

0

f) do

with uniform implied constant. In conjunction with Prop. [82) we conclude that if Eh(T, &) is good and
F(F.(n)isa good source, then

T 2
fU(”)(T,cr,f)-fj( “T)g)da, i=12...5

o, ——
. A%(0)



304 JOACHIM KRIEGER, SHUANG MIAO, AND WILHELM SCHLAG

is a good function, and we have

n (1)
fm Uz, 0 &) - fj( S )g)dcr

Proof. (Sketch) One uses Lemma[7.12]as well as Remark[7.13] which implies that applying the transference
operator to a function of type X| smooth €ither reproduces a function of the same kind (in particular, preserving
the Holder property for its top order derivatives inherent in its definition), or it produces a less structured
function but with better decay of type X2 smooth- O

<[#

good ’
good

8.2.3. Solution of the Fourier wave equation (8.I). Given the functional setup from the preceding, we can
now detail the (re)-iterative scheme which leads to a solution of our Fourier wave equation, in analogy to [],
[1, []. As usual the main difficulty stems from the term
» @
/1( )
Y@

since the temporal weight T ~ 77! only furnishes enough decay to recover any previous decay assump-
tions upon application of the wave parametrix, and in particular we cannot force a smallness gain by simply
picking the initial time 7 large enough. This issue does not occur for the terms fj, j = 3,4,5 in (.1), as
follows by the following simple sharpening of the preceding proposition:

‘7((0)1) X,

Lemma 8.7. Let X' (1, &) be a good function. Then

T 2
f U(n)(T’ g, é:) : fj (O-’ ﬂ—(q-)f) dO" S T(_)l H}h”g()od ’ ‘] = 3’4’ S.

2
70 Z (0-) good

In particular, given any y > 0, there is o = 1o(y) large enough such that

T 2
f U™ (r, 0, &) - fj(O', /l—(T)f) do

o (o) sy Wﬂgwd, j=3.4,5.

good

The proof is of course a consequence of the one for Prop. Prop.

In order to cope with the ‘bad term’, we use the same method as in [3[15[16], namely manifold iteration,
introduce the auxiliary composite operator

3 (2@

T Pn 20-§ . T 2

O(f) := f A@ (“ ) )-cos AT)ET - f A wdul - By (o) - KO (Z)Tf)(o: A (T)g) do,  (8.4)
SR ff ' ()

@) o
Ao)
expression arising upon applying the parametrix to S,(o) - 7(};0)@7 f. Then the following key proposition
gives the desired smallness gain upon manifold application of ®:

where we set 3,(0) = ~!. Observe that this operator arises upon applying the operator D; to the

Proposition 8.8. Let € > 0 sufficiently small. Then there is y. > 0 such that for any k > 1, there is
10 = To(€, k) large enough such that

0 -2
LKk f <€ e N fllgooa-

goodsource
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. . 0) . .
Proof. (sketch) The idea is to decompose the transference operator 7<r(z ) into a number of pieces, and most
pivotally into a ‘diagonal’ and ‘off diagonal’ piece

O _ ge® , ge®
Wh - 7(71 Wh nd’

which arise as follows: fixing the € > 0, k, we pick ¢ sufficiently large (specifically £ ~ k) and define ‘7((0) by
including a smooth cutoff Xj_£1<1 into the kernel of K ©whence the off- diagonal part ‘7(( d 18 deﬁned by
n'~¢e

including a cutoff Xjj_€pp1- Call @@, @9 the operators arising by these changes. Then the idea is to reduce
n'~¢

things to the diagonal part, by observing that in any strings of ®@s the presence of a single ‘7(}‘50,3 , Tesults in a
smallness gain by picking 7 large. This follows from the following

Lemma 8.9. We have the bound
(7 0 p )0 f

for some y| > 0, where the implied constant is independent of the angular momentum n and the time v, but
will depend on {.

st/ )
goodsource 0 ”f| |g ood

Proof. (lemma, sketch) The idea is to perform integration by parts in the time variable for @4 Specifically,
write

(@"B,(r)®) ()
(nd) [ 2@
1 e Fy (2 §,n)-pn(n)
= ch pn(t,0,6) - e +i{vr-vo 33 )62 f @
+,+ Y70 0 L@ § n
(o)
7 - l(VO' Vo &E;T)))nf - /12(0-)
: pn(o-’o-la 77)@ ! 8101, 2—77 dO'l d’]do'
- a(CaY
3 (2w
. . ~ ©)  ~ A (l%)f)
where c is a suitable constant, and we have set § = B,(T)K, " g, pu(7, 0, &) = By(0) - o 1— Also,

6]

F) means inclusion of the cutoff X'1—§'> 1» Which means here inclusion of x| 24, | due to the change
n|\~e

12<(r> 1
1- o 27

of scale. To begin with, we note that if we include a further smooth cutoff y in the second time

-1
lo—o1l57, 2o

integral, we can easily force smallness due to the restriction of the integration interval. This means we can
include a smooth cutoff y . Furthermore, due to the asymptotic bounds for

1
O—01|2T, 20
0

Fu(&, 1),

we may also include a cutoff y lz(,)é__ , since else smallness can again be forced easily. The extra smallness
2 ()~

AD)? AD)?

A0)? A0)?

2
loss of generality, we assume j((;))zf >

gain also occurs if

é&>nor

& < 7, in view of the bounds in Proposition 5.1l Therefore without
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Switching to the new variable 77 defined via

(1) 7

= 20"

we replace the function 2 (0'1, =z ((Ual)) n) by g (0'1, jz (f;)) f]), and the integration kernel

(jz((f,))f 77) Pa(1)

2@ ¢
/12(0_) é:

is replaced by the more symmetrical

2 Az(r) 2@ ~
(/12(0)5 2@') Pr\ 2y

&1

Finally, the oscillatory phase becomes

1 @ JGRAM) N 1 A (% 7%
e z(vr vor ;((;)))gz e l(VO'ﬂ((,) —voy 1(("1))]72 _ eilvr§2 Fvo1 g2 elVU' T\ FE2 02

For later reference, we observe that in case of anti-alignment of the pass, we get the o-dependent phase

+ 1472 . . , . .
e e (5 ! ) in which case we needn’t even take advantage of the off-diagonal condition. In the worst
+ivo 42 (g% —ﬁ%

case of destructive resonance, we get the o-dependent phase e ), where our assumption implies

that | j(?)g 2 — %”‘| % j((T))f 2. Then we change the order of temporal integration in the above triple

integral, so that the o-integral comes first, and perform integration by parts with respect to . We have
. am (L L DY P
ol ) 0 1) o
1

This produces an additional factor

1 1 1
~£'_./l(r)_s_’
o /l(a')é: o

where we have taken into account the additional localization /12 ( § 1, the derivative bounds of the trans-
ference kernel F,(&,7), as well as the fact that the additional time cutoff above prevents boundary terms.
The smallness gain follows since o > 7, and the fact that one can place the resulting function in the good
source space of functions by re-arranging the phases as before and invoking Prop. m|

Note that by the preceding proof, we may assume for the proof of Prop. [8.8] that the oscillatory phases
(due to the factors cos [/l(T)f% f(: A7 w) du], written as a sum of exponentials), all have the same sign,
since otherwise, two adjacent opposite signs allow us to utilize the gain from the preceding lemma to gain
smallness. This implies (following the proof of Prop. B.1)) that starting with one of the three expressions in
Definition [8.3] or alternatively one of the expressions in X;,, X,,; in Definition [Z.8] we always reproduce the
same kind of expression, with coefficient functions which are given by suitable iterated integrals. Moreover,
the preceding lemma allows us to replace ® by @@ throughout.
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One then follows the proof of Prop. 11.2 in [[16]] to reduce the problem to integration over simplices which
forces smallness via a combinatorial argument. O

The preceding finally entails the desired

Proposition 8.10. There exists Ty large enough, independently of b, such that if F(F.(n)) is a good source
function, then the problem (8.1) admits a solution on [7(, c0) with vanishing data

(¥"(x0, ), DeX"(x0,)) = (0,0)
at time T = 1g, and such that
%[l pp0q < 17" (F )]

The implied constant is uniform in h.

goodsource *

2

Proof. Pick € = % and choose k large enough and then 7 large enough such that €’ - €~ < % Then set up

the iterative scheme

/‘l/
- 1)3 /1((7-))1) g)xlﬂ
" () 0 r@Y O @) 0) PUCIY 0) ©)\ =
=7 (Fam) + 25 KD (A(T)) K5+ S [0, %)% + (ﬂ( )) ((7( )+ )x,, 120,

where Eg solves the inhomogeneous problem

(1) —h
- (1)3 R D, + g) Xy = F" (Fo(n)
with vanishing initial data throughout. Then writing explicitly the iterated Duhamel for YZ, one gains small-

ness for all arising expressions upon choosing 7 larger, if necessary, except for the expression CD"Z)TEZ, for
which smallness follows from the previous proposition. |

8.3. The final estimates for all the source terms near the light cone in the case || > 2. In order to
finally wrap things up for the |n| > 2 modes, we of course also need to define the concept of a good (Fourier
representation) function for the exceptional modes, and here we also need to take the coeflicients c(7) of the
instabilities ¢ ;(R) in mind, recalling (6.21)), (6.23), (6.25)). Recalling from Proposition Proposition
that we have already defined norms incorporating both the coefficients ¢, and the Fourier coefficients of D f,
we generalize things naturally as follows:

Definition 8.11. Ler n € {0, £1}, and assume that the angular momentum n function ¢(t, R) admits the
representation

R 00
¢(T,R)=Cn(T)¢n(R)+¢n(R)-fo [$n()] ™" Dug(z, 5) ds, Dn¢(TaR):j; X(T, E)Pn(R, E)pn(&) dE

Then we say that the function ¢ is a good function, or alternatively the pair (c,(7), X(1,£)) is good, provided
lea (O] + T+ | ()] < T2,
and the function X(t, &) admits the representation

X(T, &) = Xgmooth + xsingular’
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where we have

- = -3+10
||xsm()0th||s(()") + ||Z)szmooth||s(l") ST " Y,

We then introduce the corresponding ‘good norm’ for the pair of functions (¢, (1), x(t, £)) by

= . 2-10
Ien (D), FE Dl gopa + = |27 [l + 7+ s ]|
LY ([70,00)
3—-10v — DX
+(|T : ”xsmooth(Ta ')HS(”) + ” ‘rxsmooth(Ta ')”S(”)
0 U AL ([rg,00)
+ Hxsingular”adm s

where we refer to Definition for the last norm on the right. Finally, for a function y(t, &), we shall say
that'y is a good angular momentum n € {0, +1} source function, provided

(0, T“‘Sf_%?)
is good. We also have the natural analogues of the concept of ‘restricted principal singular part’ with
correspondingly modified norms.

Combining Definition [8.11] Definition 8.3] we finally have the tools that are sufficiently precise to derive
the multilinear estimates to handle all the source terms arising for the [#| > 2 modes. Specifically, we
strive to obtain analogues to Prop. Prop. Prop. but here we shall have to refer to the more
sophisticated functional framework developed in the preceding. Recall the formulae

1 1
¢1=5lec+e], 902=2—l.[8-—8+]-
as well as the decompositions
&, = Z er(m)em, e = Z e_(n)e™.
nez nez

and where we have e_(—n) = &,(n) since the solutions we consider are real valued. We shall assume that
for |n| > 2 the function &, (n) is a good angular momentum » function in the sense that

6.(n)(T.R) = fo 0u(R, £ (1, E)on(E) dE

where X, (7, £) is a good angular momentum » function in the sense of Definition[8.3] Similarly, if n € {0, £1},
we assume that

£+(n)(T,R) = ¢cu(T)pn(R) + ¢u(R) - fo ' [¢n()]™" - Dyec()(x, 5)ds,
where
D4 (n)(T, R) = fo RO (. (€ de.
and the pair (c,(7), Tu(1, &) is good in the sense of Definition 8.IT] Finally, set
A= D P Rallgooa + D, Il Fa®)lgooa (8.5)

nez,|n|>2 ne(0,+1}
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We have the following

Proposition 8.12. Assume that A < 1. Then for each n € Z,In| > 2, j = 1,..., there exist angular
momentum n functions

s = [ 50w 00 R Op6) de

with
Z 12 | =™
J

[n|>2

SA”,
good

and such that if F E.i) represents any one of the functions occurring in Prop.[6.23] Prop.[6.27) Prop.[6.28 and

we write
(£) _ (%) ind
Fj = E Fj (n)e",

nez
then we have for each |n| > 2

(F{700 — 05 0) lkevr = G Wlrerr,

where Gg.i)(n) is a good angular momentum n source function and more quantitatively setting

(ﬁ@=L¢M@M%M@%
we have

Z nlz Hy"(‘r’ §)||goodsource S (T(_)1 + A) A <A

[n]>2

If we restrict to functions X, with restricted principal singular part, and correspondingly use |[Xul|go0d(r) then

¥, also has restricted singular principal part, and we may replace ||§n(7', f)”goo dsource OV Hin(r, f)”goo dsource(r)

9. THE EXCEPTIONAL ANGULAR MOMENTA: 7 € {0, =1} AND MODULATION THEORY
9.1. The equations for the modes n = 0, +1.
9.1.1. The angular mode n = 1, equations on the physical side. Recall the equation

/ll 2 ﬂ'l /ll
- [(a, + 7RaR) by (a, + 7RaR)] ey + Hiel = Fi(1) 9.1)

where we may as well specialize to the +-case by conjugation symmetry. We also recall the representation

el = ¢+ (Diel) + LB R).
2R

where we have D, = dg + T as well as

1 R
P1(R) := 1282 $+(8) = ¢1(R)j; (@1() " g(s)ds.

+R?’
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From (@.1) we infer two equations, one for the ‘better variable’ D, &! by applying D, to it, and an ODE for

c;+(7) by analyzing the vanishing behavior of the original variable &l at R = 0. To begin with, straightforward
differentiation of (0.I) and computation of some commutators leads to the following equation for D, &!:

2 2 ’
X X X 8 X X
- ((a, + 7RaR) +37 (aT + 7RaR))Z)+81+ +H D, el - [2(7) + (7) ]asi

X 4R X P\ ([ 4R 16R
=-2 —(a,+7RaR)si+(—)( )gi

A (1+R2)? ) \0+R)? - (1+R2? 9.2)
4R (XY
- m (7) g, + Dy (Fi(1))
=R (e}, D)) + Dy (F(1)).
Here we recall that the *super-symmetrical’ operator A [ = -D.D7, i. e. the factors have been switched

compared to H. The preceding equation gets complemented by one for ¢, (7), obtained by analyzing the
first equation (9.1) at R = 0, and tracking the value of both sides at R = 0:

A . .
—%c, - fa,q + lim Hiel = lim F.(1) 9.3)

At this point it is crucial to observe that while the source term F (1) does have components which depend
linearly on c(7) and are otherwise independent on the perturbation, namely those terms involving interactions
of £.(1) and ¢, the latter quantity referring to the original blow up profile Q (A(t)r) + €(t,r) = U(t, r). These
terms are explicitly given by

2sin (2Q + €) sin 681 4sin (Q + %) sin (%) 1

R? + R? o
20Re , A 8R X X A
iR + (Oge)” — T TR (GTE + jRﬁRe) - (GTE + jRﬁRe) o

Since by their very construction the function € vanishes to third order at R = 0, it is seen that each of these
terms vanishes at the origin. This implies that the operator

Pl
&+f@

is responsible to leading order for the evolution of c.. We observe that a fundamental system for this oper-
ator consists of the functions 1, 7. The presence of the function 1 here distinguishes the mode n = +1
from the modes n = 0,n = —1 treated below, and for which the fundamental system consists of two rapidly
decaying functions. Our way to deal with this will invoke modulation theory, by applying a carefully chosen
rotation to the bulk part. For now, we relegate this issue for later, and deal with the challenges occurring in
the multilinear estimates as well as the iterative step, after translating things to the Fourier side, and making
the hypothesis that c.(7) does decay sufficiently toward T = +oco, in accordance with the setup in subsec-
tion [Z.8] Forcing this decay assumption will be the role of the final modulation step.
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For later reference, we also observe a solution of the inhomogeneous problem associated to the above
differential operator, namely

A
Fc+ TTGTC =h
is solved by
T T
c(t)=v f oh(o)do - v f (r”"ilh(O') do. (9.4)
70 70

9.1.2. Translation of the equation (9.2)) to the Fourier side. The case n = +1 plays a somewhat special role
here as well, since the spectral measure for the operator H | is particularly simple, namely a constant multiple
of &, which simplifies both the dilation operator 9, ; as well as the formula for the wave parametrix. Even
more importantly, the transference operator completely vanishes here, due to the extremely special structure
of the Fourier basis. Specifically, we find that

I

Dy i=0r — 2 565 2— 9.5)
Then we translate (9.2)) into
A -
= (Df’l + 5 Drp + g) ¥ = FO(R. (e}, Diel)) + FO (DL (F(e)D)). (9.6)

For the solution of the homogeneous wave equation corresponding to the operator on the left hand side, we
have the following

Lemma 9.1. The homogeneous initial value problem

(-D‘rl /1((7)) 1+ 5) x(1,8) =05 X(10,8) = %0(£),  Dr1x(10,8) = X1(8), 9.7
is solved by
2 T 2
7(r.8) =20 cos (/l(f)fz f z(u)‘ldu) %o (&)25)
A(7o) 70 A(7o) 9.8)
LA LT = (AG? '
+&72 o) sin (/1(7')52 fm Au) 1du) X1 (/1(7'0)2 5).
This implies the fundamental S *V-space propagation bounds
2 1-6
¥ @ ol + [Der7 o < (%) [l + 11150

In particular, choosing v small enough, this quantity decays faster than any prescribed negative power of T.
On the other hand, for the inhomogeneous problem, we have a direct analogue of Prop.

Proposition 9.2. Denoting by UV (1, o, &) Duhamel propagator for the inhomogeneous problem associated
to Dfl + ’172)7,1 + &, we have

T 2
f UM (r,0,8)-y (0', /l—(T)f) do

0 /12(0.) 5 ”y ”goodxource ’

good
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where the norms are of course in the sense of angular momentum n = 1 functions. If' y has principal singular
part of restricted type, so does the left hand side, and the norms can be adjusted accordingly.

We next analyze more closely the equation for the coefficient c.(7) of the instability, and specifically the
delicate source term
lim Hisl (9.9)

there. Observe that this term is expected to decay at most like D, el which means solving the ordinary
differential equation (9.3) will lead to a loss of two additional powers of 7-decay relative to the decay of
D,el.

To begin with, we render explicit the precise structure of the Fourier transform of the source term D, (F (1))
as far as the top order singular terms are concerned, in order to prepare the modulation step. This proposition
takes advantage of the fact that all bilinear null-form expressions in the non-linearity take real values, and
also of the fact that the structure simplifies since high angular momentum terms which contribute to low
angular momentum expressions have to come in pairs.

Proposition 9.3. Denote by Y the distorted Fourier transform at angular momentum n = 1 in the sense
of subsection Assume that we have (6.54) and define A as before, with A < 1. Finally, assume that the
distorted Fourier transforms of the €.(n) (both for the \n| > 2 and the exceptional modes) have restricted
principal singular type (and in particular; we have to define A by using ||'l|gooq(r))- Then we can write

iivof%

(logé) -y gRD (o) £ (0 €),  (9.10)

FOD: (F:(@N@ =), >, D Ci—

T k=124 <N, &z

where y(1, &) is a good source term at angular momentum n = 1 and such that all terms with k e{l,2},1=0

in the expansion of its singular part (according to Definition[7.36) vanish. The coefficients y*'* are given
by the formulae

,y(k,j,i) — f eiix . (log x)j . x—%+kv dx
0

for certain real coefficients C; ;
Finally, we have the bound

40| < o3 (log )™ A2,
and the good source y(1,&) can be decomposed into two parts

V(T 8) =31(1,8) + y2(1.6)
such that ,
i &) s 7 (og o)™ A% 5200 Ol gpnanree S 7N

Remark 9.4. This proposition gives one precise obstruction to obtaining the desired decay for the c.(7)-
coefficient, as far as the contributions from the source are concerned. In fact, it is precisely the first term on
the right in (9.10) which a priori leads to a poorly decaying contribution to c.(t), upon application of the
wave parametrix stated in Lemmal9.1] as will become clear from the next lemma. However, this obstruction
lives in a finite dimensional vector space, and suitable choice of modulation parameters below will allow us
to eliminate it. We remark that the general setup we have used thus far can be rendered completely explicit
for the blow up solutions of [18]].
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To continue, we now observe the following simple identity which expresses the delicate source term (9.9)
via the Fourier transform: setting

D.el(r,R) =j; $1(R, &) - x(1,€) - p1(§) dE,
we infer that (see and (4.23)
timoro.s =% [ %o s
IIQIE)I(I)D+D+8+— > jo‘ xX(1,£) - p1(§) dé¢. 9.11)

Let us apply the parametrix from Lemma [0.1] to the term (9.10), which is of course only the first approx-
imation to the true Fourier transform of D, &!, into the preceding integral expression. We first make the
following basic observation:

Lemma 9.5. Denote by UV (1, o, &) the Duhamel propagator according to Lemmal9.1] Then setting

( (1)
(o)

X1, 8) = f o (1,0,8) - FV (D, (F1 (1)) (0, )

70

6) do,
we have (for an arbitrary large but finite number M and a smooth cutoff x¢<m)

fo Xe<mX(T,E)p1(§) d

3 2 e

+ k=1,2 0<j1<N;

_LVT§

[tog (622(0))[" dé

5 ki) [ AT i
Ci,jl,j2y o (IOgO') B (o)do
T0

L ) At

J2+isNi—ji @
+C1(7),

where the error satisfies

G1(0) < T4

Note that the first integral can be written as (omitting certain constant coeflicients)

(xiv)- &2

00 +tVT§2 ] +ivté?2 .
fo X§<Me§ [tog (6°@)[" dé =6, [ fo Xeam———z llog @R (D)} dg}

- fo mx§<M"’,+w—T§2(log (Aere))" e

(£iv) &

where, upon change of variable ¢ — 72¢ and integration by parts, we have the bound (uniformly in M)

00 izvrg%
| en——g [loe (2] ae

(£iv) - &2

< 7=k (log T)N‘
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It follows that if we had for each j; € {0, ..., N} the vanishing relations

Z Cij iy f (log o) [A(o)* pLI+240 () dor = 0, 9.12)
T0

J2HiSN1—ji

we could conclude in light of Proposition [0.3] that

fo Xe<mX(T,E)P1(8) d = Ory + E4(7),

where |y(7)| < 727 uniformly in M, which would be enough to recover (more than) the required bound for
¢+ (upon passing to the limit M — o0), up to a constant term] which will be dealt with by modulation theory
as well. In fact, in light of (9.4), we get with h(t) = 9,y after integration by parts

v f ' och(o)do — VT_Wl f ' o-“”ilh(o') do =vry(r) - (vroy(ro) +v f B v(0o) do-)
+v foo y(o) do

.
+ f v+1 0"’_1)/(0') do
7

+ VT(1)+V_1T_V_1’)/(T0) - 1y(7).

We shall achieve the desired canceling effects by exploiting suitable rotations on the target sphere.

9.1.3. The angular mode n = 0, equations on the physical side. .
Recall the equation

A 2 A A
- (aT ; TTRGR) - (aT ; TTR(?R)SQ + HEed = FL(0), 9.13)

where we also focus on the +-case. Recall the representation

R
e)(1,R) = co(t)po(R) + po(R) - fo [po(s)] ™ Doell(x, 5) ds,

9Recall that one function of the fundamental system is constant
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where we set Do = 0g + and we recall ¢g(R) = Commuting 9y past the equation results in

R Rzl’ 1R2

2
! A
- [(& + %RaR) + 3 8 + —RaR ]Doe + H*Z)os

4R X
=Dy (F+(0)) - 1P [ ) )
A 4R A 4R
T R")‘R)*’ “(‘9 o) (e ) o

2 ’
A A
+ [2(7) + (7) ]Dsﬁ
Vo (y
=Dy (F4(0)) + RO(%, DY) + (2(7) + (7) ]Deﬁ.
The operator I-NI(;r is the super-symmetric cousin of the operator H7, i. e. Flg = =DyD,. To complete things,

we analyze (9.13) around R = 0 to extract the evolution law governing the coeflicient cy(7) of the instability,
which becomes the following:

X P Py R T S
(a +7) c+—77(a,+7)c++11€1§(1)1e He) = lim R™'F,(0) (9.15)

This time the key operator governing the evolution of the nonlinearity is given by

VA X
(8T+7) +7(87+7)

with fundamental system given by 71271 712" ‘Moreover, we can solve the equation
2
A A A
O+ —=| c+ =0, +=|c=h
A A A
by means of
T T
o(r) = v(‘r_l_vl f o Wy do — 7172 f o o) dO') . 9.16)
T() TO

9.1.4. Translation of the equation (9.14)) to the Fourier side. From an algebraic standpoint, the situation
here is more complicated than the preceding case, since the transference operator is non-vanishing for n = 0,
and the spectral measure is only implicit. Introduce the auxiliary operator

D0 = g2y, GUOVE e
' T e 2

By means of it, we translate the equation (9.14)) to the Fourier variables X(7, £), which satisfies

Doe(r.R) = fo G0(R. &) - X(1.€) - Po(&) de,
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in perfect analogy to (8.1)) as follows:
(7 - K0
(@) — (XY 0=, XY@ Y@V .
= 7O F.(0) + = g Op0% 4 ( ) 7((O)x + — © [D(TO),‘K(%O)] X+ ( © ) ((7((0)) ‘Kéo))x

O (R (e, @g+))
(9.17)

where 7(80) is the off-diagonal part of the transference operator associated with ¢o(R, &).
In analogy to Lemma[9.1] we have

Lemma 9.6. The homogeneous initial value problem
/‘l/
«99f+;¢ﬂ”+ﬂxvfrﬂx 70,0 =@, DPE(r0,6) = F1(€),

is solved by the function

Y : ﬂzz(:) '3 1 2
x(1,€) = A@ | ( ) (A G ) - cos [/l(?’)f7 f A7) du] ( A f)
A1) (503 (¢ 7 A%(19)

POV () 1 :
+()QW)‘M+M$fA(M](€@Q
(p0)2 (&) 70 A°(70)

This implies the fundamental S ©-space propagation bounds(recall the definition (6.248) of this norm)
1-6
A(7o) - _
s$>$( ) [ollo + Il

D% )|

X Ollgo + 0

In particular, choosing v small enough, this quantity decays faster than any prescribed negative power of T.
Furthermore, recalling Definition B.11], we have the following analogue of Prop.[9.2}

Proposition 9.7. Denoting by U (1, o, &) Duhamel propagator for the inhomogeneous problem associated
2 .
to (D(TO)) + %D(TO) + &, we have

T a /12(7_)
) .
j;o UV (1,0,¢6) y(O', /12(0_)§) do

< | W | | goodsource >
good

where the norms are of course in the sense of angular momentum n = 0 functions. Ify has principal singular
part of restricted type, so does the left hand side, and the norms can be adjusted accordingly.

Continuing in the vein of the case n = 1, we next consider the analogue of ([9.9)), which is the source term

Ileiir(l) R'H} &) = lim R'D;Doel = ¢ fo X(1, &) - po(&) dé (9.18)
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for a suitable real number ¢ # 0. To proceed, we use a proposition analogous to Prop. which differs
subtly in the low frequency regime:

Proposition 9.8. Denote by F© the distorted Fourier transform at angular momentum n = 0 in the sense
of subsection Assume that we have and define A as before, with A < 1. Finally, assume that the
distorted Fourier transforms of the €.(n) (both for the \n| > 2 and the exceptional modes) have restricted
principal singular type (and in particular, we have to define A by using ||'l|go0q(r))- Then we can write

+tv0'§2

FO Do (FLO) 0N @ =Y 3 3 Ciy—r e (logg) - y*3*) - gL () +3(0, ), (9.19)

+ k=1,2 i+j<N;

where y(1, &) is a good source term at angular momentum n = 1 and such that all terms with k € {1,2},1 =0
in the expansion of its singular part (according to Definition[7.36) vanish. The coefficients y*'* are given
by the formulae

,y(k,j,i) _ f e (log x)j . x—%+kv dx
0
for certain real coefficients C; ;
Finally, we have the bound
|ﬁ(k,i)( 0_)| <o (log O_)3N1 A2,
and the good source y(t,&) can be decomposed into two parts
y(T’f) = yl(Taé:) + yZ(T’f)

such that

— _4— 3 — _

|y1(0-’ §)| SO o (IOg O-) . Az’ ||y2(0', é‘:)”goodsource SO 5A2'

From here we can again infer the main obstruction to obtaining a good bound for the source term (9.18))
in the ODE (O.13):

Lemma 9.9. Denote by U (1, o, &) the Duhamel propagator according to Lemmal9.6 Then setting
/12
® ¢l do,
2(0)
we have (for an arbitrary large but finite number M and a smooth cutoff x¢<m)

X1, &) = f U (z,0,8) - FO (Do (F1(0)) (o))

j(: Xe<mX(T, E)po(§) dé

Z f X§<M

+ k=1,2 0<j1<N;

+zv1'§

o [log (62°)]" o)t

. T ) /1(0_) vk o
2. i/t f (log ) [—] PN o) dor
70

. . AT
JoHi<N1—ji ()
+ Co(7),

where the error satisfies
Go(@) s 7+
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Observe that the smooth cutoff y <), ensures that the first integral in fact has a uniform bound in M, and
in fact we have

< =) (log T)N !

j:ox\/skM f - [log (5/12(7'))] (po)z (&) dé

as one sees by inserting the smooth cutoffs y sl )( , and performing integration by parts in case of
inserting the latter cutoff. As in the case n =1, we could 1nfer the good bound

‘ f XemX(T, E)Po&) dé| < 774,
0
in case we could enforce the vanishing conditions
2, Cijn?™ f (log o) [A()* L *2*D () dor = 0, (9.20)

J2HisN1—ji

incase j; =0,1,...,Nj.

The required cancellations here shall be enforced by exploiting scaling invariance, as well as the one
remaining rotation on the target.

9.1.5. The angular mode n = —1, equations on the physical side. Finally, we turn to the equation for the
n = —1 angular momentum mode, which we recall is given by

—(0: + =Ro Y (3, + LRog) et + HY 7 = Fo(-1 9.21

+_ R +_7 T+7 R8++ _18+— +(_), ( )

where we also focus on the +-case. Recall the representation

R
&' (T R) = .1 (DP_1(R) + ¢_1(R) - f [¢_1()] ™' D_e7'(z, 5)ds,

where we set D_ = dg — % 5+ and we recall ¢_(R) = Commuting D_ past the equation results in

1+R2 ’ 1+R2

r oo | (0 A . AN LAY
- (8T + %RaR) el - 3/1— (GT + IRaR) D el + Hflef - [2(—) + (—) D_g;!

P P P
o A SR (6 + ﬁRa )8_1 + i 2 R0k &
TTA AR\ AR T ) R T A+ R (9.22)
4R (2 _
- m (7) 8+1 +D_(Fi(-1))

=R, (7" D_&}") + D_(F.(-1).

Here we recall that the *super-symmetrical;” operator H* ls}r =-D_P7, 1. e. the factors have been switched
compared to H*,. The preceding equation gets complemented by the one for ¢_(7) which arises by analyzing
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the terms vanishing to lowest order at the origin in (9.21)), namely those vanishing to second order:

ﬂ'l ﬂ'l /ll
(a +2= ) _—7(6 +2/l)c + lim R” ‘H* &)t —llmR2F+( 1) (9.23)

/2 ’ ’
6T+2/l— +/l— 6T+2/l—
A A A

admits the fundamental system {T—z—zv-l, 27 }, and the corresponding inhomogeneous problem

2
A A A
(OT + 27) c_1+ 7 (87- + 27)6'_1 =h

is solved by the explicit expression

T T
c_1(‘r):v(‘r_2_2v_l f e oy do — f a3+3V"h(a)da). (9.24)

70 70

The operator here occurring on the left

9.1.6. Translation of the equation (9.22)) to the Fourier side. The situation here is formally quite analogous
to the one in the case n = 0, except the asymptotics of the spectral measure are quite different. Introduce the
auxiliary operator

oy e MGAEVE A
S R T

By means of it, we translate the equation (9.14) to the Fourier variables x(t, £), which satisfies

D_e7'(r.R) = fo b1(R.&) - X(1.E) - P_1(&) de,

in perfect analogy to (8.1)) as follows:

(@) + A0

D) B A(T) -1y (D /l'(T), D, A (1) (D gc-D]5 /1'(7')2 -1) -\ =
= POV FL1) + 25 5K D0 | T8 R T [0 R (S ((7e57) + oS 0)

+FCED (R_l (811,9_81 ))
(9.25)

where 7(8_1) is the off-diagonal part of the transference operator associated with ¢_;(R, &).
The evolution under the linear operator on the left is described by the following

Lemma 9.10. The homogeneous initial value problem

((2‘)5‘”)2 + %'@5‘” + §) X8 =0, X106 = %@, D r0.8) = T(©)



320 JOACHIM KRIEGER, SHUANG MIAO, AND WILHELM SCHLAG
is solved by the function

(p-1)? —/122(:) & LT 2
x(1, &) = A@ | (:l ) ) - COS [/l(‘r)f7 f () du] - Xo (/1—(7-)§)
AT (5oy): (@) 70 (o)

G (£2e) . 2
+—(1“0) )-g—z sin[/l(r)fff A—l(u)du]-xl (—’l @ 5)
(0-1)2 (&) 7o 7o

This implies the fundamental S ©-space propagation bounds (recall the definition (6.22)) of this norm)

1-6

_ _D— AT, _ _

IR, )l + |05 §)||s(‘” < (%) - [||x0||s(()—1> + ||x1||5<171>]
1

In particular, choosing v small enough, this quantity decays faster than any prescribed negative power of T.
Again in light of Definition [8.11], we have the following analogue of Prop.[9.2

Proposition 9.11. Denoting by U™V (1, o, &) Duhamel propagator for the inhomogeneous problem associ-
— 2 ’ —
ated to (1)5 1)) + ”71)5 Dy &, we have

T 2
f U 06 y(cr, 4O g) dor

~ ) goodsource

good

where the norms are of course in the sense of angular momentum n = —1 functions. If y has principal
singular part of restricted type, so does the left hand side, and the norms can be adjusted accordingly.

Finally, we analyze the delicate term limg_, R‘ZH:g;1 in (©.23), for which we have the customary
relation

tim R H* 65 = d f X0 p)de
- 0

for suitable d # 0, provided X(t, &) represents the distorted Fourier transform of D_g7!. In order to control
this, we again need to understand the most singular terms in the source, which result in poorly temporally
decaying contributions to the preceding expression:

Proposition 9.12. Denote by ¥V the distorted Fourier transform at angular momentum n = —1 in the
sense of subsection Assume that we have (6.54) and define A as before, with A < 1. Finally, assume
that the distorted Fourier transforms of the €.(n) (both for the |n| > 2 and the exceptional modes) have
restricted principal singular type (and in particular, we have to define A by using ||'llgpoar))- Then we can
write

BIl—=

+ivoé

_ e . . . P _
FO Do (Fe=D) o N@ =D D\ >, Cij—g (logd) -y* - g4 (@) + 50 6),  (9.26)
T k=124 <N, 272
where y(1, ) is a good source term at angular momentum n = —1 and such that all terms with k € {1,2},1 =0

in the expansion of its singular part (according to Definition[7.36) vanish. The coefficients y*>%) are given
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by the formulae
,y(k,j,i) — f eiix . (IOg x)j . x—%+kv dx
0

for certain real coefficients C; ;
Finally, we have the bound
lﬁ(k’i)(a)| <o (log O')3N1 A2,
and the good source y(t, &) can be decomposed into two parts
(T, 8) =y (1, 8) + y2(7,6)
such that

F1(02 6| s ™ (Qog o)™ A% 52002 )| gyosource S T A

As in the preceding cases, we then infer the following structure result for the truncated integral expressing
limg_,0 R‘2Hf1811 :
Lemma 9.13. Denote by U™V (1, 0, €) the Duhamel propagator according to Lemmal@. 100 Then setting
(1)
(o)

we have (for an arbitrary large but finite number M and a smooth cutoff x¢<m)

X(1,€) = f U (0,8 - FOO (D (Fo(=1) (@ )

70

f) do,

j(: Xe<mX(T,E)p-1(8) d§

1
+ivTé2

°° e VPN
=32 > f xean—g [log (64 @)[" (57 ) dé
T k=120</1<N, &7z
) T A vk S
Z Ci,jl,jﬂ(k’l’i) f (log )™ [/1(_0_)] ﬁ(k,]l+]2+l)(o-) do
<N -y 70 (@)
+¢-1(7),
where the error satisfies
(@l s
As before the preceding implies the bound
‘ f XeuX(T,EPp-1(€) dé| <7747,
0
in case we could enforce the vanishing conditions
2, Cigi?™™ f (log o) [A()* pL 24D () dor = 0, 9.27)
0

J2HiSN1—ji

incase j; =0,1,...,Nj.
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9.2. The modulation step for the exceptional modes; forcing the vanishing conditions. In this subsec-
tion, we introduce the final tool which will allow us to close all the estimates introduced gradually in the
preceding. Specifically, recalling the decomposition of our Wave Map

Y =0+ Tlpre + alpLp) @
=0+ ¢E + B +a(lpre) O,

we modify this by applying a re-scaling S.(;), and a rotation RZ((;)) A0 a5 well as a Lorentz transform Ly to

the full expression. For technical reasons, the Lorentz transform as well as the scaling will be chosen to be
constant from some time #; < #y, where fy is the initial time for the perturbation. In fact, there will be a lot
of flexibility in choosing these modulation parameters, since their role will be to enforce certain moment
conditions, which are in effect time integrals of these functions multiplied against certain weight@. In total,
we shall then pass to the following ansatz

sin U cos 6
¥ = LigR S (@ + 1By + By + a(llgup) @), @ =| sinUsing |, (9.28)
cos U

whence a complete description of the Wave Map evolution shall consist of the tuple of functions
{o1, 2, (), B1), h(1), (1), vi(1), v2(D)},

where in turn ¢; » are described in terms of €. = ¢ F iy, each in turn decomposed into angular momentum
n pieces, which are described and measured as in the preceding. While the equation for ¢; is exactly
identical in the case of constant coefficients « etc, the time dependence of these will introduce additional
source terms. In the sequel, we shall analyze the different modulations parameters and the effect they have
to leading order on the equations. Since the leading order effect will be linear, we can treat the contribution
of each modulation parameter separately, which will clarify the analysis. We emphasize that our version of
modulation theory differs from the more standard kind, where usually the action of the symmetries on the
bulk part Q are used to enforce various vanishing conditions on fixed time slices. In our version, the action
of the symmetries on the singular part of the profile U (and thus, a lower order term) are used to counteract
singular terms arising via interactions between the perturbation and U, and the vanishing conditions refer to
suitable time integrals.

9.2.1. The contribution of the rotations a(t),5(t). Our convention shall be that the angle a(#) corresponds
to the rotation
cosa(t) 0 sina(?)
0 1 0 ,
—sina(t) 0 cosa(?)

while the angle 3(¢) corresponds to

0 1 0
0 cosB(t) sinf(r)
0 —sinB(#) cosp(t)

10However, their terminal values will be uniquely determined, of course
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It turns out that modulating on @ contributes both in terms of the effect on the bulk profile Q as well as on
the singular terms in U, where we recall that the polar angle U of the unperturbed blow up solution is given
by

U=0R)+¢€, QOR)=2arctanR.

In order to simplify the computations at first, we start by considering the effect of R
only those terms where at least one derivative falls on a(¢), we compute

, cosa(t) 0 —sina(r) —cos@sin U sina + cos U cos a
(07) (Rg™@) =RE™Ma"y| 0 1 0 0
sina(t) 0 cosal(r) —cos #sin U cos a — cos U sin

a(f),0

, . Denoting by (0%)

0 1 0 0
sina(t) 0 cosal(r) —cos fcos U cos @ + sin U sin

+2a' (A ()rQ' (RRG?

cosa(t) 0 —sinal(r) ][ —cosfcos Usina — sin U cos }

0 1 0 0
sina(t) 0 cosa(r) —cos@cos U cos a + sin U sin

+2d' (A - [& + ex] - ﬁg(t),o

cosa(t) 0 —sina(r) ][ —cos@cos Usina — sin U cos J

Here we have introduce the new variable X := vt — R = A - (t — r), whence the singularity of € across the
light cone gets expressed in terms of X. We simplify the terms as follows:

cosa(t) 0 —sinal(r) —cos @sin U sina + cos U cos a cosU

0 1 0 ] 0 ] = 0 ]
sina(¥) 0 cosal(t) —cos f#sin U cos @ — cos U sin —cosfsin U
cosa(t) 0 —sina(r) —cos@cos Usina — sin U cos a —sinU

0 1 0 J 0 J = 0 J
sina(t) 0 cosa(r) —cosfcos U cosa + sin U sin —cosfcosU

Also recall the customary change of temporal variables

e d
r:ft A(s)ds — d_: -4,

whence

@' (t) = -2/ (1), &' (f) = 222" (1) + A2 (7),
A
20/ O OrQ’ (R) = 222’ ()4, rQ'(R) = 2/12cx’(7')7TRQ’(R)
In order to translate things to the (¢ 2)-coordinates, we expand things in terms of the (E 7, ®)-frame, where

we recall the formulae
cosf@cos U —sin@
E, =| sinfcosU |, E,=]| cosf |.

—sinU 0

cosU
0 =cosf-E| +(—sinfcosU)- Ep + (%) - D,
—cos@sin U
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—sinU
0 =0-E; +sin@sinU - E5 + (%) - .
—cosfcos U

This implies that the n = 1 component in the source term of the equation for &! go(ll) zgogl) due to

modulation in « is given by (after division by 1%)

1720 (1) - (——z 2 cos U)+2a/ (M=RO'(R) - (O+i-%sinU) (9.29)

+a' (1) [6 + €x] -sinU

’” Ac s
- M (1 +cos U) - a’(T)%RQ’(R) sin U (9.30)
+ (1) - & + €] - sin U. (9.31)

Recalling ([©.3), we now analyze the principal contributions of the preceding expression to the term limg_, (1),
as well as the term limg_,o H fei, where the latter term requires evaluation of the wave parametrix (for the

n = +1 mode) on D, ((9.29)). We shall distinguish between the contribution of the first line in the
last expression in (9.29)), i. e. the smooth part, and the last term (9.31)) (involving €. + €x), which is the
non-smooth part.

(i): Contribution of (9.3Q) to limg_,o F.(1). This follows directly from the fact that U(r,0) = 0, and so
this contribution equals
A
a’ (1) + 776/(7').

This expression is that one source term for the ODE governing the evolution of ¢, (), according to (9.3)).

(ii): Contribution of to limg_,q eri. Here we apply D, to the extra source term and then the
wave parametrix (after translating things to the Fourier side), and then we extract the leading behavior. Since
we only care about the leading order behavior, and € decays in time like 7~!, we replace U by Q(R), the bulk
profile. Note that

1-R?
cos Q(R) = cosz(arctan R) - sinz(arctan R)y=——,
1 +R?
and so IJ“C%U = R2’ which is of course killed by D, . Next, we have
2R 2R 4R? 4 4
RQO'(R)sin Q(R) = . = =

1+R2 1+R2 (1+R2? 1+R2 (1+R)?

We conclude that to leading order we have

4
@+( e s RO (Rysin U)—+a/ s (m)
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which is a new source term in the wave equation for D, &! due to modulating in a.
Apply now the wave parametrix according to Lemma 9.1 which results in the integral

ﬂ 2 2 e = OO P /1_0' 4 ) /12(7-)
f/l( ) -E sm[/l(r)f fo/l (u)du] F (a/ ((J')A‘Z)Jr((l_i_lﬁ)2 /12(0_)5 do

To extract the main contribution from this term, we perform integration by parts with respect to o, which
produces a boundary term at o = 7, as well as a negligible boundary term at o = 7o and a better term with
an extra o-derivative falling on the Fourier transform. Relegating the treatment of all these errors to later,
we then wind up with the principal term

I o (D) 4
7 ( T (<1+R2)2))@’

which contributes the term

_ =1 1) T(T) 4 ~
fo P ( ¢ DD, ((1+R2)2))<§)p1<§)d§

to the term limg_,o H +ei We claim that this can be rendered more explicit. To begin with, we can replace
4 for arbitrary ¢. Then we pick c in such a way that

4
T Y ey T TR
4 c
(1+R?»? 1+R?
where g is such that fooo (T(l)g) (&)p1(&) d¢ converges. Specifically, recall that
1 2R

D = —Op— — + ———
* RTRT1+R2

k

=Dig

which annihilates ¥(R) = 1+R , and so we can set

RP+1 (R s 4 c R2+1 1 c R
§(R) = - ‘ 2 ‘ N2 5| ds v 2 |0
R o s#+1 \(1+s9) 1+R R (1 +R% 2(1 + R?)

CR+1 1-(1+RY)

TR (1+R)
R

1+R2

provided we set ¢ = 2. It follows that

_ Ool. W[ s A(7) 4 -
fo P (a(r) sz(m Rz)z))(f)m(f)df

) /lT(T)' wl‘ 1) * ~
R fo 2 7 (D.DL) O )
ﬂ o}
- /(=0 f FO (g) (€)1 (&) dé
AT Jo
Ar
= o’ (1) A((T))
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for certain constant cy. This is the leading order contribution to limg_,q Hfs}r arising from modulating in

a(t).

(iii): Combined leading order contribution of (9.30) to (9.3). From (i) and (ii), this is seen to be the
equation

A (@) o (1)

1 /lT ’ — _
c,(m)+ 7C+(T) =—-a"(t)+(co—-1) 0

which in light of (9.4)

co(7) = — va 0'(0/’(0') +(1=co) + v—l)a—lo/(a)) do

To—l T -1
+vr” f o't (a"((r) + (1 =co) + v_l)O'_la’(O')) do.
70
The parameter a(7) will be chosen such that @’(7) is compactly supported in (1, o0). Therefore if we denote
by @ 1= a@(o0) — a(1y), we have

[oe)

co(T) = (1 +2v) = co(1 + 7)) @eo + v foo o () do + (co = D1+ f o & (o) do

70 70
+ 1+ f o & (@) do + (1 = o)1 + )T f o o (o) do.
T T

Except the term involving ., all the other terms on the RHS above decays rapidly in 7 as 7 — oo. On
the other hand, since the operator % + ﬂ—/{ % admits a constant fundamental solution. Therefore we choose
@ appropriately (using the flexibility of the moment condition satisfied by a’, which is weaker than the
ones for other modulation parameters except ) to cancel the constant fundamental solution such that ¢, (1)

decays rapidly as 7 — oo.

(iv): the contribution of (9.31) to limg_o F,(1). This is negligible and in fact of order o’ (t)t™" due to
the structure of e.

(v): Contribution of (9.31) to limg_ Hfsi. Precisely, we shall want to use this term to cancel the
troublesome terms on the right in (9.10). For this, we shall use

Lemma 9.14. There is a function H(t,R) coinciding with the function xgs, - ©031) near the light cone
R = vt, and such that we have the formula

] eiimf% . L a”(O’) B

FOWH @N@ =), Y, >, Coj—g(ogd) - y** - ——| " D;;(0)-log" o | +¥(c ),
T k=124 <N £&272 o2 r<Ni—i-j

(9.32)

where y(1, &) is a good source term at angular momentum n = 1 and such that all terms with k € {1,2},1 =0

in the expansion of its singular part (according to Definition [Z.36) vanish. Here D; ;,(o) are suitable

complex valued functions, and the numbers C; j, y &%) qre defined exactly as in Prop. In particular,
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applying the propagator UV (1, o, &), and setting

X(1,6) = f g (r,0, &) FV ((H) (0,)

70

( (1)

ﬁ(a)f) e

we have

fo Xe<mX(T, E)p1(§) dé

SIIP I

+ k=1,20<j1<N;
T vk
o kiw [ 2(@) i | A) (o) - oo
Z Cl’jl,jz’y f 3 kv (IOg O-) /l(T) <NZ Dz,j,r(O') IOg oldo
r=iN|

Ja+i<Ni—ji T 02 —i~j1~j2

1
+ivté?2

[tog (62%(0))]" de

+ 6‘-I- (T)a

where the error satisfies

G (ol s .

The preceding lemma is of course still not enough to force the vanishing relations (9.12), since o’(o) is
real valued, but the other coefficients are mostly complex valued. This has to do with the fact that we have
neglected modulations in the angle S(¢) up to now, which we do next. Since we will eventually prescribe a
number of moment conditions on a, 8, we may as well assume that « is constant on the support of 8 in order

to simplify the computation, and equals its limiting value there. Denoting by (af)' only those terms where
at least one derivative falls on 5(t),

(7 (0

cosae 0 -—sina 1 0 0
=RPOB" (1) [ 0 1 0 J : [ 0 cosf(t) —sinp(t) J
sine 0 cosa 0 sinB(r) cosp(t)

0
-| —sinBsinfsin U — cos Ssina cos fsin U + cos U cos a cos 8
—cosBsinfsin U + sinSsin a sin U cos § — cos U cos a sin

cosa 0 —sina 1 0 0
+Rgﬁ@zﬁ'(t)/l’(t)rQ'(R)[ 0 1 0 J[ 0 cosp(t) —sinﬂ(t)J

sine 0 cosa 0 sinB(r) cosp(t)

0
-| —sinBsinfcos U — cos Bsina cos cos U — sin U cos a cos 8
—cosfBsinfcos U + sinSsin @ cos U cos 8 + sin U cos a sin 3

cosa 0 —-sina 1 0 0
+RPO2B (DA) - € + ex] - [ 0 1 0 J : [ 0 cosf(t) —sinp(t) J
sina 0 cosa 0 sinB(r) cosp(t)
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0
-| —sinBsinfcos U — cos Bsina cos cos U — sin U cos a cos 8
—cosfBsinfcos U + sinBsin @ cos U cos 8 + sin U cos a sin S

We compute

cose 0 —sina 1 0 0
[ 0 1 0 ] . [ 0 cospB(r) —sinf(r) ]
sine 0 cosa 0 sinB(r) cospB(r)

0
-| —sinBsin@sin U — cos Bsina cos @ sin U + cos U cos a cos 8
—cosBsinfsin U + sinBsin @ sin U cos § — cos U cos a sin 8

—sinacos@sin U + cosacos U
—cosasinfsin U

{ sin a sin @ sin U ]

as well as

cosa 0 -—sina 1 0 0
[ 0 1 0 ] . [ 0 cosB(r) —sinpB(t) ]
sina 0 cosa 0 sinB(r) cospB(r)

0
-| —sinBsinfcos U — cosBsina cos @ cos U — sin U cos a cos 8
—cosfBsinfcos U + sinBsina cos U cos 8 + sin U cos a sin 8

[ sina sin @ cos U ]

—sinacosfcos U — cosa sin U
—cosasinfcos U

We conclude that the contribution to the source term for £} coming from modulating in 3 is given by the
expression (after division by 1?)

. [ﬁ"m + %8 (1)
—Ii1cos | —mmm

5 -(1 +cosU) —ﬂ,(T)%RQ,(R) sinU — B/ (H)A() - [& + ex]sin U] (9.33)

As a consequence, proceeding in exact analogy to the angle «, we infer

(vi) Combined leading order contribution of smooth source terms generated by modulating in a,f to
(©.3). In analogy to (iii) before, this is given by the formula (setting B, := B(c0) — B(10))

e+ (1) =((1 +2v) = co(1 +v)) (@0 — iBo)

(o)

+yr f st (@ (o) — if" () do + (co = D(L +v)r ™" f o (@) - if (7)) do

70 70

+(1+ne f o (& (o) = if (o) do + (1 = cp)(1 + V)T ™" f e (& (o) - if (o)) do.
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A similar analysis as in (iii) on the terminating value @ — B applies here. (It seems that when we consider
the combination of the a and f modulations, a coefficient like cos aj, 1, is missing in front of .)

(vii): The combined effect of modulating on «, 8 on limg_,o H fei Here by proceeding analogously for 8
as for @, we conclude

Lemma 9.15. The same conclusion as in Lemma obtains but with « replaced by a — i.

Up to this stage, we have only considered the effect that modulating in the angles @, has on the n = 1
mode. However, there are also leading order effects on the n = —1 mode. Here only the effect of the singular
term matters, due to the rapid decay of the fundamental system describing the c_;(7) evolution. Specifically,
in light of ([@.23), we need to determine the leading order effect on limg_,o R2H* lsjrl arising after applying
the n = —1 parametrix to the singular source term generated by modulating in a, 5

(viii): The combined effect of modulating on «, 8 on the evolution on c_1(t) via limg_ R‘szlsf. We
formulate this directly in analogy to the last part of Lemma .14}

Lemma 9.16. There exists a function H(t, R) coinciding with

D ((iﬁ”(T) + (D) ? e + €] - sin U)

near the light cone R < vt, and such that setting

T 2
X(1,€) = f U (z,0,8) - FCV (H (0, ) (%f) do,

we have (where as usual x¢<p is a smooth cutoff)

fo Xe<mX(T, E)p-1(€) dé

DI e

+ k=1,20<j,<N;

. + T vk .
Z Ciji ™" )f M( log )" [%] [rSNIZ D; - log 0'] do

3 kv
J2HSNI=ji o2 —i—j1=j2

1
£2

—[log (£2@)[" (16t de

+¢-(7),
where the error satisfies
e @l st

The coefficients C; j, j,, Dj jr,y*"® are the same as in Lemma[9.13)

Lemma and Lemma[9.13] give the principal effect of modulating on the angles @, on the principal
ingoing singular part of the n = ¥1 modes and from there to the delicate source terms

lim R2H",&;!,  lim Hf el
R—0 R—0
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in the ODESs for ¢_1(7), c;1(7). In order to force the vanishing conditions (9.12)), (9.27), we have to com-
plement the effect of modulating on a, 8 by the effect of modulating on the Lorentz transform parameters
Vi, V2.

9.2.2. The contribution of the Lorentz parameters v\ (t), v2(f). Since the parameters will be very small (their
size depending on the initial perturbation), we shall neglect terms quadratic in the v; in the ensuing discus-
sion. This means that for some estimates, it is permissible to replace the Lorentz transform by the simpler

. Y
Galilean transformx — x—t-v,v = vl . Of course as far as the effect of the Lorentz transform on the
2

singular terms is concerned, the precise structure will be of crucial importance. Observe that modulating
on the Lorentz parameters will affect both the n = +1 and the n = —1 modes. We first analyze the effect
on the bulk term Q and thereby directly on the evolution of ¢, () via limg_,o F, (1) (compare with (©@.3)),
and which will turn out to be of small order O(|v|%), and then we shall analyze the contribution to the source

terms

lim R?H* e;', lim H e}
R—0 R—0

via the effect on the singular part of U.

Effect of Lorentz modulating on the n = +1 mode via the bulk part. Here we may replace the bulk part
Q(R) by 2R, and neglecting terms which vanish at the origin R = 0, the bulk part ® gets replaced by

At x;
[ A(t)xp ]
1

which gets mapped into

At =X -V)(x2 — tvy)

At —x-v)(x1 — tvy)
[ I }

’
Using (6?) as usual the operator where at least one derivative falls on a component v;(7), we infer

) At =x-v)(x; — 1tvq) =22 (8) - v () = A@) - (tv1)”
(7) [ At =X - V)(x2 = 1v2) ]:[ —2(1) - V(1) = A1) - (tv2)” ]+error,
1 0

where we again neglect terms quadratic in v and the terms which vanishes at R = 0. Projecting the preceding
onto the frame {E, E,} and extracting the go(ll) - igogl)—component leads after division by A2 and conversion

to the variable 7 to
-V [TVI,TT + 2V —i(Tvor + 2V2,T)] -(+v) [VI,T - iVZ,T]

The contribution from the first bracket above to ¢, is trivial in the leading order. In fact, for any twice
continuously differentiable function f(7) with f, = 0 for large enough 7 and f;(79) = 0, we have

| ot + 2 dr = [ 0o

0 70
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= 0@ ol - f o do
= 0 folf, + o (O, — o f (@), =0

for large enough 7, and since we can impose these requirements on v;>(c). The contribution from the
second bracket is

-(1+v) fTO'(Vl,O-(O') — vy o (0)) do

== 1 +») (T (i) = iva(1)) — 70 (V1 (70) — iv2(70))) + (1 + V) f (vi(o) = iva(0)) do.

In view of the moment condition satisfied by vy, v,, we don’t force the expression on the RHS above to

vanish, but instead we choose a. — {8 appropriately (since the moment conditions satisfied by «, 3 are

weaker), to cancel both the non-trivial contribution of vy, v, and the contribution from the constant funda-
: & Xd

mental solution of the operator = + % 7.

Effect of Lorentz modulating on the singular parts of the n = =1 modes. Here we finally complete forcing
the vanishing conditions (9.12), (9.27)) to leading order by combining the effects of modulating on the angles
a, 3 as well as on the Lorentz parameters. For this we have to analyze the leading order effect of Lorentz
transforming the singular term € inherent in the bulk term U = Q+ €. Recall the definitions in subsection[7.1]
and write € = €(t,t — r) =: €(t, X), where we have

2.2

5> We have

Then observe that setting X =

e(t, X) = €(t, X) + error,

where the error term is one degree smoother than the principal term e(#, X), and thus in terms of the top order
singularity, it suffices to work with e(¢, X). We now determine the maximally singular error terms generated
by Lorentz modulating. Recalling that

sin U cos 6 C+xl
©=| sinUsing |=| sinU—== |, U=0+e¢
cos U e
cosU

and (neglecting terms quadratic in v) replacing x; — x; — tvi(f), X0 — xp —tvo(f), t — ty =t — X - V(1),
while € = €(t, X), and denoting by (8?)’ the operator where at least one derivative falls on a factor v;(z), we
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compute

oX —lv’l
COS + €)ex - F- -
© ex ot \/(xl —tvi(1))?+(2—tv2 (1))*

2y = 0X v
@) (LV([)(D) cos(@ + ex ar’ V1 =191 (1) + (212 (1)
0
cos(Q + ey - X - —(tvD =t (1) (=151 —t Ozt (@)
[ Vx -y (l))2+(x2—tvz(t))2J
cos(Q + €)ey - %_)t( =) (1) ~(=])(x —tV1(t))(;cz—tVz(t))
| Ve=m o7+ a=m 07|

’ . X1 —1v]
cos(@ + V() - Vvtex V1 =tv1 ()2 +(ro—1v2(1)?

(1) - Xp=tv 9.34
+| cos(Q + eV (1) - Vy(ty)ex N T — (9.34)

—sin(Q + e)v'(1) - Vy(ty)ex

cos(Q + €) | (8*)Y X | e X1V
(Q+ 0@ X]ex VG110 2202

+ cos e 62 /X € Xo—tvn
Q )[( 0 ] X Ve =01 ()2 + (=12 (1)
~sin(Q + )| (@ X| ex
oS +e 8 IX .€ X1~y
(Q +€)0) XX VG =01 (1) 2 +(xa—1v2 (1)

+| cos(Q +€)(0,)X - € 202
(Q +e)0y) XX VG =01 (1) 2 +(xa—1v2 (1)

—sin(Q + €)(9;) Xexx

+ error,
where the last term denotes expressions that are either quadratic in v or one degree smoother than ey.
Observe that we can simplify the sum of the first two vectors on the right to
cos(0 + ey - %_)t( VD=t (D) (-1 —tV1(t))(x32—Wz(t))
| V=@ om0

ox (=)=t ()2 =(=v))(xi —v (D)2 —tva (1) |
cos(Q + €)ex - & -
o [V -1 0P+ )2

0
which, up to more regular terms, is equal to
cosUey - (sin 6 cos OV, — sin® Hv’l)
cos Uey - (sin 6 cos Ov| — cos? 0v’2) = cos Uex (— cos OV (t) + sin 6v] (f)) E,. (9.35)

0

Here we also used the fact that up to more regular terms and quadratic terms in v, we have %—}f =~ 1. The last
three terms in (9.34)) can be written as

(V@) - Vy)ex + |07 X ex + (0 X - exx) En.
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Again up to the more regular terms as well as the quadratic terms in |v|], we have
O0)'X =(t-r)- (cos Ov} () + sin Gvg(t)) ,
(7YX = (cos 6V (1) + sin V(1))
V() Vy(ty) = — t(cos OV (1) + sin Gv’z(t))

Therefore the last three terms in (9.34)) is equal to, up to the more regular terms and the quadratic terms in
V1,

(—t (cos 8] (1) + sin @} (1)) x + (cos OV () + sin Ov)(1)) ex + (£ = ) - (cos v} (1) + sin ) (1)) exx ) E1

(9.36)
Moreover, a direct calculation shows
1 e ’ . ’ +1 1 ’ ./
7 fo (cos 6v} (1) + sin sz(t)) et do = 5 (vl(t) + zvz(t)) ,
and
L (— cos OV, (f) + sin 6V (t)) el dp = — ! Vi(t) + i V(1)
o 0 2 1 - 2 2 ) 1\"/
Interpreting the terms in (9.34) as £, ®, and writing
O = §1E| + BrEr + (0D,
we easily infer the following formula for the contribution to gZa(ll) - i¢(21):
~ .~ 1 / ./ 1 7 ./
@V —ig = 5 (1 = Nexx = tex + ex) (% (1) = Wy(1)) = 5(cos V)ex (v (1) = W5(0). (9.37)
Similarly, as for the contribution to the n = —1 mode, we find
~(— e (— 1 ’ ./ 1 4 -/
¢l —igih = 5 (1 = Nexx = tex + ex) (V{0 + V(1)) = 5(cos U)ex (| (1) + W5(0). (9.38)

Observe here that the expression (f — r)exy — tex + €x is again a type of singularity as described in subsec-
tion [Z.1] specifically of type Q. Normalizing things by dividing by 172, we can then formulate an analogue
of Lemma , Lemma [0.13] which takes into account the combined effect of modulating on the angles
a, 5 as well as the Lorentz parameters vy, v,, in terms of the effect on the top order singular terms and their
contribution to the source terms for the ODEs governing c. (1), c—(7).

Lemma 9.17. There exists a function H(t, R) coinciding with

D, (@3D + @33 + 12 - @3D)

on the light cone R < v, and setting

( (1)

X1, é) = f v (x,0,6) - 7V (H(o, ) o)

70

f) do,
we have (where as usual y ¢y is a smooth cutoff)

fo Xe<mX(T,6)P1(&) dé
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1

00 +ivté2 .
fo x&M"’gk_v |1og (64%@)|""

i [ (@) =B (o) S [ ]* .
Z Ciji i7" f %(loga)’ [Ti)] [r<NlZ D; (o) - log 0'] do

J2H+iSN1—ji 7o —i—j1—j2

TV (o) = ivy(o) A T* 3
+ Z Ci,jl,jzy(k,l’_) f %;-Tkvz (IOg O')J2 [H Z Di,j,r(o-) . IOgr ol do
r<N

J2H+iSN1—ji 7o —i—ji—j2

+ E.-I-(T)a
where the error satisfies
el st

The coefficients C; j, i, Di jrs y*i5) are the same as in Lemma while the D; ;, are suitable complex
valued functions of o

Replacing n = +1 by n = —1 and proceeding analogously to the preceding, we infer mutatis mutandis the
following formula (where we think of all parameters «,3,v| 2 as functions of 7, i. e. the re-scaled time):

fo Xe<mX(T,E)p-1(8) d&

N0 % [ty

+ k=1,2 0<j1<N;

i [ =2 (0) = iB(o) L [ ]* .
Z Cijr. sy f %(loga)] [T(Tr)] [KMZ D (o) -log cr] do

[1og (@) @10t de

70

J2HiSN1—ji —I—ji—J2
. TV () + iV, (0) Ao * 5
A (kix) 1 2 2 o . r
+. Z .C,,]l,ﬁy j; Qo (log o) _/I(T) Z .D,,N(O') log" o | do
JoHisNi—ji 0 r<Ni—i—ji1—j2

+¢_(7),

where the error satisfies
el st
By taking advantage of the freedom to specify the quadruple of real valued functions a, 8, v, v, we can
finally enforce the required vanishing conditions (9.27)), (0.12):

Proposition 9.18. There are finite dimensional vector spaces V;, j = 1,2,3,4 of C™ functions for each
of a,B,v1,Vva, such that ar,fBr,Vv1+, V2 are compactly supported on some interval [to,T1], T0 < 71, and
such that given complex valued functions ,B(k’r)(r), k € {1,2},r € {0,1,...,Ny}, ,B(k’r)(r), k e {1,2},r €
{0,1,..., Ny}, there exist functions (a,f3,v1,V2) € X‘;:le, and such that setting

Ao * .
) [@IZ P

—i=j1=j2

LR (g - = a'(0) — i (o)

O'% +kv
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vi(0) = vy (@) [ A(e) | i )
+ = 0—1+kv2 [ﬂ(‘r)] [KMZ D; (o) -log 0']

—i—ji=J2

’ o . vk
n(i+j1 +jz,k)(0.) c= M (log o) [@] [ Z D (o) -log" 0']
r<N

3 +ky AT
o @ —i—ji—j2

, ., vk
+ M (log o)™ [@] [ Z D; (o) - log" 0’]’
r<nN;

1+kv

o AT —
@ —i—j1—j2

we haves the relations

3 iyt f [0y 4 20 )] dor = 0

J2+i<Ni—ji T0
Z Cij, ,jz)’(k’l’i) f [ﬁ(k,hﬂzﬂ)(o.) + n(z+}1+Jz,k)(O_)] do =0
J2HiEN1—ji 0

Moreover, one can also independently prescribe the values of oo = im0 @(7), Boo = limg_,oo B(T) (com-
pare with (vi) in the preceding sub-subsection).

Verification of this proceeds by an elementary completely explicit computation, exploiting the fact that
for k = 1,2, there are in fact only two logarithmic powers to consider.

At this stage, we the only obstructions left to force sufficient decay for all parameters at time 7 = oo
comes from (9.20), arising for the n = 0 mode. We shall force these by modulating in the remaining angle
h(f) as well as the scaling parameter, meaning replacing 1 by A.

9.2.3. The contribution of the remaining angle h(t) and scaling. At this point we have not yet exploited the
final remaining rotation which acts in terms of the angle A(¢) via

cosh(t) —sinh(t) O
[ sinh(t) cosh(t) O

0 0 1
cos@sin U
Alternatively, the effect on the bulk part will be that the angle 6 in the representation ® = | sinésin U
cos U

gets replaced by 6 + h(f). We compute (atz)’Rh(t)(D to leading order, where ((9?)’ means at least one derivative
hits (), and we only keep track of terms linear in 4, and which are maximally singular at the light cone, i.
e. which contribute to the principal incoming part. This immediately leads to the term

—sinh(t) —cosh(t) O J [ cos @cos Uex J

H )Ry © Ronr) [ cosh(t) —sinh(r) O sin 6 cos Uey
0 0 0 —sin Ueyx
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sin 6 cos U
—cosfcosU |- ex + error.
0

= N ()R

and in terms of the frame {E, E»}, we have

sin § cos U
W (@) —cosOcosU |-ex =—h'(f)cos UexEs,
0

whence modulating in 4 contributes to leading order a term /’(¢) cos Uex to ¢(20), which constitutes the

imaginary part of the quantity
8(0) — 90(0) _ igo(o).
+ 1 2
In order to handle the real part, we have to use our final modulation parameter, namely scaling. Precisely,
let us set A = c(¢) - A(f) where A(r) = 177, and where c(fp) = 1 and ¢’(¢) is compactly supported on some
interval [#;, fp] with #; > 0. Now computing

(5,2), Dc(r),

’
where the subscript denotes a space-time rescaling of the function, and (8?) indicates that at least one
derivative falls on c¢(f), we compute (again to leading order both in terms of its dependence on c(¢) as well
as the singularity at the light cone), we get

) cosfcos U
(af) Oy =| sinfcosU - (2c" ex + 2tec’ €x + 2exx(t — r)ec’) + error,
—sinU
c(t)
where error also comprises top order singular terms depending linearly on ¢’ but which have an extra 7!
smallness factor. Then the main term on the right will clearly only contribute to go(lo), namely the term
2c ey + 2tec’ €x + 2exx(t — r)ec’,
which up to smaller order terms can be equated with
c’ Qex + 2tex + 2(t — rexy) .
.. .. . . .. L 0 . (0
Combining the effects of modulating in / and in ¢, we find the following principal contribution to go(l ) zgo(z ).
¢ Qex + 2tex + 2(t — r)exy) — il’ (¢) cos Uex

We can then formulate the final lemma giving the remaining contribution to the principal singular part at
angular momentum » = 0:

Lemma 9.19. There exists a function H(t, R) coinciding with
Do (7% [/ Qex + ey + 2t - r)exx) — il (1) cos Uey])

near the light cone R = vt, and setting

T 2
X(1,€) = f U (7,0, - FOH (o, ) (%5) do,



A STABILITY THEORY BEYOND THE CO-ROTATIONAL SETTING FOR CRITICAL WAVE MAPS BLOW UP 337

we have (where as usual y¢<p is a smooth cutoff, and by abuse of notation, we interpret c, h as functions of
the re-scaled variable 7)

fo Xe<mX(T, E)po(§) d&

Z f X§<M

+ k=1,2 0<j1<N;

PR ”””f e el B S e L
ij1.j2Y - 1+kv /l(T) rn, LJr

+1v1'f

o [log (62°)]" o

J2+isNi—ji —i—ji=j2
(Tl (o) Ao * 5
+ Z Cij, ,jzy(k’l’i) f PR (log o)” [m Z E; (o) log o|do
Jo+i<Ni—ji v T T r<Ny—i—ji—ja

+ co(7),

where the error satisfies
ol s 77
Then we can formulate the analogue of Prop. [0.18] for the angular momentum n = 0 case:
Proposition 9.20. There are finite dimensional vector spaces W;, j = 1,2 of real valued C* functions for
each of ¢, h, such that ¢’, h are compactly supported on some interval 1y, T1], 7o < 71, and such that given

a complex valued function ﬁ(k”)(r), ke {l,2},r €{0,1,..., Ny}, there exist functions (c’,h) € X§:1Wj’ and
such that setting

o , 1 vk
w(z+]1+]2,k)(o_) = Z_l(f];?/ [%] [ . Z Ei,j,r(o-) . IOgr O']
r<Ni—i—ji—j2

in' (@) [ ) " 8 .
W [%] [r<N1—Zi—:j1—j2 Ei,j’r(o—) ' log O—]

we haves the relations

Z C; i sz(k i,%) f (log 0.)]2 [ﬂ(k ]l+]2+l)(0-) + w(l+]l+]2 k)(O')] do = 0.

J2HisN1—ji

Taking advantage of Prop. 0.20] Prop. 0.18] we can finally formulate the analogue of the key result
Prop.[B.12]in the context of the exceptional modes n = 0, +1.

9.3. The final estimates for the source terms arising for the exceptional modes, both away from and
near the light cone. Recalling the tools and methods from section[6.7]as well as section[7] and the preceding
modulation techniques, we can finally formulate the analogues of Prop. Prop. Prop. as well
as Prop. B.I2] Recall the ansatz (9.28). Then in analogy to (Z.2ZI)) (which is in fact valid for all angular
momenta), we have modified equations with our new representation of the solution, which take into account
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the time dependence of the modulation parameters. In case of angular momenta |n| > 2, where (Z.21)) is
indeed the relevant equation, let us write the new equations in the final form

2
- ((aT N %RGR) N % (aT N %R@R)) £.(n) + HEeo(n) = Fa(n) + Ga(n), (9.39)

where the term G.(n) takes into account the additional terms generated by modulating and at angular mo-
mentum |n| > 2. For the exceptional modes, we write the corresponding equations in the form

A A A
=: R} (e, Dnell) + Dy (F(n) + Dy (G(n)),

to be complemented by the evolution equations for the unstable modes (9.3), (©.13), (9.23)), where of course
F.(n) gets replaced by F.(n) + G(n). Also introduce the notation

A\ A A 8 Ny
- (a, n —RaR) Dyt 3 (aT N —RaR) D + HI Dyl — 2(—) n (—) Dy
g 2 (9.40)

’

/l‘r : n /lT /lT n 7+ n A ’ A , n B n
- (a, n 7R8R) D, =35 (aT N 7Iea,e)Z),13+ F D - (2( 5]+ (] | Dest = B0 (et

Proposition 9.21. Assume the representations (6.34) and the bounds (8.3). Then, recalling Prop.
Prop. there exist (a,3,v1,V2) € ijle aswell as (¢’, h) € X?; \W;, satisfying the boun

2
75! ol + 1B + D il +[e'] + il < 75" A,
j=1
and such that the following conclusion applies: for each n € {0, =1}, there exist

Yt(n) = j(: (R, E)zn (T, E)pn(&) dé,  Hu(T,R),
with
(R:l— (815 z)n"'::l-) + z)n (F+(n)) + z)n (G+(”)) - ﬁn(ﬁ_'—(n)) |R<VT = Hn(Ta R)|R<VT9

Hy(1,R) = f (T, E)Pn(R, E)pn(§) dE,
0
and the bounds (recalling Definition [8.11))
BT llgoor S A% [Fallggoasonree S A+ 70" A

Furthermore, setting
_ T _ /12 T _
Xn(T,€) = f U™ (1,0,6)3, |0, #f) do +7,
70 A%(0)
and defining ¢,, n = 0, +1 as the the solution of (9.23), (9.13)), (0.3) but with F +(n) replaced by F+(n)+G+(n)

and with initial data (c,(1o), ¢, (T0)) at time T = T and with ¢(7) as in the representation of €,(n), n = 0, +1,
we have (recalling Definition 811} (8.3))

_ < ’ 2 -1
C
1(ens Xllgooa < len(To)l + 7o [ch(ro)| + A2 + 15 A.

Hhere any fixed norm on the finite dimensional vector spaces V;, W, can be used.
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As for Prop. the correction term " (n) is required to control certain source terms near the light cone.
The preceding proposition then entails in particular the analogues of Prop. Prop. Prop.
which can be separately formulated as

Proposition 9.22. Letting XR<3 @ smooth cutoff localizing to the indicated region, and under the preceding
assumptions, we can write (forn = 0, +1)

Xr<3 (R (€, Duglt) + Dy (Fi(n) + Dy (G4(n)) = jo‘ Gu(R, €Ny, (T, O)pn(€) dE,
where (recall Definition [8_11))

”§"”goodsource S A2 + ‘['61[\.

The combination of Proposition [0.21] Proposition 8.12] finally furnishes us with the tools to control an
iterative process leading to the desired solution of the initial value problem.

10. THE ITERATIVE PROCESS AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE SOLUTION

cos@sin U
10.1. Basic setup and zeroth iterate. Let ® =| sin#sinU |the unperturbed co-rotational blow up solu-
cosU
tion, and at time ¢ = #y, corresponding to 7 = 79 = ft :o A(s) ds consider a perturbation of its data (O, @) |;=,,
which we write in the form

() = | ®limty + D Eflimiy + (0@, D FElimy |- (10.1)
j=1,2 Jj=1.2
cos@sin U —sind
Here recall that the frame {1, E;} is given by sinfsinU |,| cosf . We shall make very conserva-
cos U 0

tive assumptions on the functions ¢;, ¢;, certainly far from optimal: first, we assume that all ¢; are supported

onr < %" i. e. away from the light cond'. Further, we assume the bound
ini ~ini —-100
D M 2 < 70" (10.2)
j=12 j=1,2

Expanding each component into angular modes, we write (using now the re-scaled variable R = rA(ty))

= PR, = G mR)e"
nez nez

and our assumption (10.2)) easily implies, passing to the variables(which are each functions of R)
&) = ") F igh (), B = A7 w0 [ @) F i (m)]
and further defining

.y iy A -
EM(n) =& (n) + flmo - (RAR) T (n),

2This assumption is purely technical to simplify the details of the modulation step and can certainly be eliminated.
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we consider the family of problems (recall (6.2))

2
- ((aT + ﬁRaR) L (a, ; ﬁRaR)) £2(n) + Hega(n) = Fa(n) + Ga(n),
A A A (10.3)

ini Ar Zini
£eDlrmry = 8200, (91 + TROR) o2 l=r, = B,

The source terms F.(n) in turn are as in (6.3]), while the term G.(n) reflects the additional source terms
generated by modulating in the symmetries. These are the equations which we solve for the |n| > 2 angular
momenta, the exceptional angular momenta n € {0, =1} requiring passage to the supersymmetric formulation
and application of symmetry modulations. In order to apply the methods from subsection [8.2] everything
has to be converted to the (distorted) Fourier side, for which we use the simple

Lemma 10.1. Writing
6. ()T, R) = fo (1, E)n (R, E)pn(€) de,

we have (recall (8.2))

s DT Elery = (BT(), $u(R. £))

@)
A(7)

.. /ll ’
F(70,8) = (201, 61(R.6)) P (pn<§)§+2

2w A0 | pa® )x”(TO’g)

2
LR dR

K%, (10, €)

Moreover, we have the bound (recall the assumption for Prop.[812)

12 |= —-100
don [nxn(ro,g)nsén)+||Dfxn(ro,§)||s<ln)] <75 <1,

[n]>2

provided Ty > 1. In particular, letting eg_f))(n) be the solution of the auxiliary linear equation

/l‘r 2 /l‘r /l‘r 0) + (0) _
— (1o, + 7R8R + 3 O + 7R8R e, (m)+H;e, (n) =0,

ini A Zini
elery = 820, (¢ + TROR ) oxll=s, = EL(),
and writing S(J_,O) (n)(T,R) = fom }5,0)(7', EVu(R, E)pn (&) dE, we have (always assuming |n| > 2) the bound

Z nl2 ”};0)(7’ g)HgOOd < 75100’

[n]>2

where we keep in mind Definition [8.4 for the norm. In fact Y;O)(T, &) only consists of a smooth part which
decays (much faster than) t=3.

Dealing with the exceptional modes is more complicated, but we still define the zeroth iterate in the
simplest nontrivial possible way: recalling (9.40), as well as the representation of £.(n), n € {0,£1}, in
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terms of (c,, D,e.(n)), we define the first iterate, as pair of functions (c;"), Dns(io) (n)), via

Ao\
- (aT N 7R8R) 0,60 - 3 (a N —R(’)‘R)Z) %)

2
SRS PERN PN g A O\ _
+ H, Dye.’(n) {2(/1) +(/1)]Z),,g+ (n) =

0 . A A N (10.4)
Dl Wle=r, = Dyl (m), (é» + 7R6R)z>nsi(n>|r=m = D&l () + = [RIp. Dyl e (n)

— lnl (n)
O =0,
Invoking the slightly different dilation type operator on the Fourier side

n A L@@ E A
Dr =D =0, - 21¢gy - TS - T
1T e 7

we can then formulate the analogue of the preceding lemma for the exceptional modes and the corresponding
zeroth iterate. Note that at this stage modulation theory does not come in yet, since we force the vanishing
of the instabilities:

Lemma 10.2. Let n € {0, +1}. Writing

D, (n)(r,R) = fo X0, 60(R, (€ de,
we have
50,8 = (Dasl ). 0u(R O) s D@ sy = < Ti(n), ¢n(R, g)}
_A@ (M
AT\ pu(é)

@ 0=
e )7( Xn(70,6).

Moreover, we have the bound (recall subsection 6.5 for the corresponding norms)
57 @0. Ol + D7) . &)

provided to > 1. Moreover, writing the solution of the first part of (I0.4) in the form

+ l)fn(To,f)

100

s"~ <1,

D0 = [ 5. O0,(R 0 de
0
we have the bound (recalling Definition 8. 11)

0.5 o), 575

In fact 3;0) (1, &) only consists of a smooth part which decays (much faster than) 73
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To complete the information for the zeroth step, we also add the (trivial) information on the modulation
parameters, namely we set

(0,80, KO, @y @), V), vY(®) = (0,0,0,0,0,0).
10.2. The higher iterates. For the iterative step, consider a tuple of functions

(. S0 0.8 @), by, (VY 0. W0, 0), 121, (10.5)

where (a(l_l),ﬂ(l_l), V(IH), V(zl_l)) € szle, ((C(l_l))',h(l_l)) € X ;=12 W;, where we recall Prop.[0.18] Prop.0.20
for the notation. Fixing a norm on each V;, W; once and for all, we assume the bound

0D JB00] D 5] 0D ¢ (00| < 75 (106)

Furthermore, setting

-1 -1) __ -1
£ = i 7 gD,

we use the decompositions ), i. e. write (using the coordinates (7, R, ))

(l 1) _ Z (- 1)(n)em9 85_{_1)(”) _8(_,{ U(l’l)(T,R),

nez

where for each |n| > 2 the function s )(n) admits the representation
””wam—j‘mwaﬂ”v&ma%

with ig_l)(r, &) good with restricted singular part in the sense of Definition and with the bound
D [P googry S0 Il 2 2. (10.7)

=2

We also assume that the functions 8¥_1)(n) satisfy the boundary conditions (10.3)) at time 7 = 7. As for the
exceptional modes n € {0, =1}, we write them in the form

“”wvm-ﬂnmm®+wwj‘wm Dyl (@ s)ds, ne{0,£1),
and we impose the initial conditions
2 @0 = lim [0,R)] " el m®). (") (7o) = lim [9,®)] " &L ()R
as well as the same initial conditions for D,, 8(1 1)(n) as those stated for D e(o)(n) in (10.4). Further, writing
,A”wvm—£XF%@mmﬁM&ﬁ

we assume that ( - l)(‘r) x(l 1)(7' 5)) is good in the sense of Definition[8.11]and with x(l 1)(7' &) of restricted
principal singular type, and we assume the bound

” (=), 30Dz, 5))| < 7750 (10.8)

good(r) 0
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Finally, recalling (10.3)), let F’ E_,H)(n) be defined in terms of ¢5.H), Jj = 1,2, using the expressions in (6.3),

and similarly we let G.(n)" be the errors generated by modulating with respect to the parameters and
inputs at stage [ — 1. We can now formulate the final theorem giving the induction step and convergence to
the desired solution:

Theorem 10.3. Let o > 1 sufficiently large. Given a tuple (10.3)) satisfying the bounds (10.6), (10.7), (10.8)),
there exist (cx(l), BY, v(ll) (l)) € ><4 Vi ((c(l)) h(l)) € Xj=1,W; satisfying the bound

o] + 8] + |v<11>| + |v<21>| + |n] + |(C(z>)’

such that for all |n| > 2 the equations

< 7'650

/11' 2 /11' T + - -
- ((aT + 7R8R) + (aT + %R(?R)) D)+ H2eP () = FU V() + GUD(m),

(10.9)
) ini /lT ) Zini
D M)lrery = £ (n), (aT + 7R0R) P (Wleer, = B (n).

admit solutions on the light cone R < vt (meaning global solutions upon choice of suitable extensions of

(F E_,H)(n) + G(J_,H)(n)) beyond the light cone), which, using the representations

|R<VT
L), R) = fo (1, )u(R, E)pu(€) d€,

satisfy the bounds
12 ||~ —50
> 12 B iy <707 Il 22, (10.10)

[n[>2

Moreover, for the exceptional modes n € {0, £1}, the equations
A P X Y
- (OT + —TROR) n8+)(n) (8, + TTRGR) n8+)(n) + H+Dns+)(n) - ( (—) + (7) ] n8+)(n)
= R} ({7, Duel ™) + O, (FV ) + 0, (G (),
A A
D, ey = Dt ), (01 + “ROR) Dyl (lemry = DEL ) + = [ROR, Dy £20)
= &li(n)
(10.11)
with suitable extensions of the right hand sides outside the light cone, in conjunction with the evolution for

the unstable modes given by

(a +25 ) @ %(8T+2%,)c(_l)+limR‘szlsEf)(—l):IleirnR‘z[F+(—1)+G+(—1)]
Do) = lim [ 1R DR, () (x0) = lim [6-1 (R &' (-1(R)

2
Y\ X\ o 24540 el
— (aT + 7) ¢y = (3 + 1 ) + llm R HJr 4 (0) = Ilelir(l)R [FL(0) + GL(0)]
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e (o) = lim [¢o(R)] " X (O)R), (¢} (r0) = lim [po(R)]"' EX(O)(R)
0 R—0 * ’ 0 R0 *
Pl
— (0 P - = @) Ay lim R2HTP(0) = lim [F. (1) + G.(1)]

Pxo) = lim [p®)] " e (DR). () (7o) = lim 61 RER)

admit solutions on (tg, 00), such that

2|50 e)

|n|<2

-50
cood) <71y, Inl=2. (10.12)

Defining the zeroth iterate as in Lemma[I01) LemmalI02) in particular ¢ = 0, the preceding inductively

constructed sequence of iterates converges, in the sense that the (obviously defined) difference norms are
< ¢! for some § < 1.
Defining for |n| > 2

ex(n) = lim £ (n),

and for |n| < 2 setting ¢, = limj_, CE,Z), Dyer(n) = limy_, Dnefrl)(n), and
R
g4(n) = c,Pn(R) + ¢n(R)‘f0‘ [¢n(s)]_l Dyer(n)(t, s)ds,
and finally e_(n) = €,(—n), defining

o1(n) = %Z sa(n), @a(n) = % lo_(n) — &)1,

and further
0j= pime™,  j=1.2,
nezZ
the function
sin U cos
¥ = LRIV (O + @1l + 9By +a(lorp) @), ®=| sinUsing |,
cosU

where the modulation parameters are the limits of o etc solves the Wave Maps equation with initial data

(10.1.
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