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ON SMOOTHING ESTIMATES IN MODULATION SPACES AND THE
NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION WITH SLOWLY DECAYING INITIAL
DATA

ROBERT SCHIPPA

ABSTRACT. We show new local LP-smoothing estimates for the Schrodinger equation in modulation
spaces via decoupling inequalities. Furthermore, we probe necessary conditions by Knapp-type examples
for space-time estimates of solutions with initial data in modulation and LP-spaces. The examples show
sharpness of the smoothing estimates up to the endpoint regularity in a certain range. Moreover,
the examples rule out global Strichartz estimates for initial data in LP(R?) for d > 1 and p > 2,
which was previously known for d > 2. The estimates are applied to show new local and global well-
posedness results for the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation on the line. Lastly, we show £2-decoupling
inequalities for variable-coefficient versions of elliptic and non-elliptic Schrodinger phase functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we show new space-time estimates for the Schrodinger equation with slowly decaying
data outside L2-based Sobolev spaces:

(1) i+ Au =0, (t,z)€R xR
u(0) =ug € X.

In the present work we consider modulation spaces X = My q(Rd), 2 < p < o0, which are compared to
initial data in LP-based Sobolev spaces X = LE(RY) = (D)~*LP(RY), 2 < p < co. The latter initial data
were recently considered by Dodson—Soffer—Spencer[23] (see also [24]) and by Mandel [45].

Modulation spaces are likewise used to model slowly decaying initial data. Feichtinger introduced
modulation spaces in [26]. He provided a more recent account with [27] emphasizing the role of modu-
lation spaces in signal processing; see also the textbook by Grochenig [30]. As the body of literature is
huge, we refer to the PhD thesis of Chaichenets [16] and references therein for a more exhaustive account
on modulation spaces in the context of Schrodinger equations.

For the definition of modulation spaces, consider the Fourier multipliers

(OkNE) = or(©)f(€), ke,
with (o4 )peze € C°(R?) a smooth partition of unity, adapted to the translated unit cubes Qx = k +
[—4,1)%. For the precise definition, we refer to [16, Section 2.1]. We can suppose that oy (&) = o0(§ — k).
The norm is defined by
1
1£1laaz, = (32 SRV TSN gey)
kezd

If s = 0, we write M), ,. Modulation spaces are closely related with LP-spaces. For illustration, we collect
embedding properties: By the embedding of ¢P-spaces and Bernstein’s inequality, we have

(2) M;»lh - M;,qz (‘h < qQ);
(3) M;hq — MSQ,q (pl S p2)
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Rubio de Francia’s inequality ([53]) and duality yield

(4) My, — P < M, (2<p<oo),
(5) My, — P < M, (1 <p< 2).
Furthermore, we can trade regularity for summability as
1 1
S1 d So d
©) My, (RY) = Mpy%, (RY) 51 —s9> d(q_2 - a) >0

by applying Hélder’s inequality (cf. [16, Proposition 2.31]). By Plancherel’s theorem, M 5 ~ L?.
Let U(t) = e"® denote the propagator of (), and let U f denote the free solution for f € &'(R?).
Our first result are new smoothing estimates

(7) NUfllo-1,11xra) S 1 ars , me)
via £2-decoupling. We prove the following:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose thatd > 1, p > 2, and 1 < q < 0.

(A) If2<p< @, then (M) holds true provided that s > max (O,% — g).

(B) If % <p< oo and?2<q<oo, then ([{) holds true provided that s > d — % — g.
(C) If @ <p<ooandl<q<2, then () holds true provided that s > 2(1 - %) (g —
(D) If ¢ =1, then [@) holds true with s = 0.

(E) If d=1, p=4, and q = 2, then we find () to hold for s = 0.

2)

The key argument in the proof of the estimates for ¢ > 2 are the ¢?-decoupling inequalities for
the paraboloid due to Bourgain—Demeter (cf. [12]). It turns out that after localization in space and
parabolic rescaling the ¢?-decoupling inequality yields Strichartz estimates in modulation spaces by a
kernel estimate. For the proof of (E), we use as substitute for decoupling a reverse square function
estimate, which is known to hold without e-loss. Originally, Wolff [66] brought up decoupling for the
cone to analyze LP-smoothing estimates for the (half-)wave equation:

[[e* 7Af||LP([1,2]><]R'i) S fllzpway-

We refer to [47, [48] and [56, Chapter 8] for further reading.

Regarding Strichartz estimates in modulation spaces, it seems the above space-time estimates were
previously not investigated in the literature. Space-time estimates with an additional window decompo-
sition were shown by B. Wang et al. [63] 62, [I]; see also Zhang [67]. We also refer to the surveys by
Wang-Huo—Hao—Guo [64] and Ruzhansky—Sugimoto—Wang [54]. These estimates were further applied
to prove well-posedness for nonlinear equations. For context we refer to S. Guo’s work [32], in which he
proved local well-posedness of the NLS in modulation spaces Ms ;, for 2 < p < co. Oh-Wang [49] glob-
alized this using the complete integrability. Below we discuss well-posedness of the cubic NLS outside
L?-based Sobolev spaces in greater detail.

We shall also compare Strichartz estimates in modulation spaces with LP-smoothing estimates for
Schrodinger equations, which were first discussed by Rogers [51]:

(8) IUfllzeaxray S I1f11Ls ey

Rogers showed that the validity of (8] for some « is equivalent to validity of the adjoint Fourier restriction
estimate R*(p — p). We refer to [52] 44] for further discussion. The decoupling inequality can serve as
a common base for () and (&).

Secondly, we give new necessary conditions for estimates of the kinds

(9) NUfllLo-1,1xre) S 1 lars , ma)

and

(10) NUfllecrspaeayy S 1 llor@e
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for I € {[-1,1],R}. We prove the following necessary conditions:
Proposition 1.2. Let p > 2. Necessary for [@) to hold true is

d+2 d
(11) sZmaX(O,d—i——).
p q
Necessary for [IQ) to hold for I =[—1,1] is
d 2 d
(12) $ > max (O,d —————— ), q>r.
g p T
If I =R, we have the additional conditions
2 d _d
(13) -
p q r

We refer to Section 2] for the discussion of further conditions.

Proposition [[L2 shows that the estimates in Theorem [[LT] are sharp up to the endpoint regularity for
2<p< % and for (ij <p<ooand 2 < q<o0). Moreover, the examined examples show that
global estimates (I0)) for I = R and s = 0 are impossible for p > 2. Mandel [45] previously showed this
for d > 2 with a more explicit example.

Corollary 1.3. Suppose that d > 1, p,q € [1,00], and r € (2,00]. Then, there is no C' such that the
estimate

(14) 1U flle®,La®ayy < Cllfllor e
holds true for any f € L' ,(R%).

rad
A major difference to LP-based Sobolev spaces, p # 2, is that the propagator U(t) is bounded on
modulation spaces. Already by Bényi et al. [4] was proved the bound for 2 < p < co:
1

(15) VU@t tyonrs ey S 035,

Chaichenets [T6, Section 3.1] observed by duality that the same bound holds for 1 < p < 2, and sharpness
was initially shown by Cordero—Nicola [21]. In [I6] Section 3.1] Gaussians were used as window functions
in the definition of modulation spaces. Then the sharpness follows by computation of the kernel for a
window. In Section 2l we recover the sharpness of (I3 by the discussed examples.

Corollary 1.4 ([16, Section 3.1]). The estimate [IT) is sharp for 1 < p,q < co and any s,t € R.

We think that this gives a more robust proof of sharpness. In fact, all the results proved in Sections
and [3] have straight-forward counterparts for fractional Schréodinger equations
i0pu+ (—A)*?u =0, (t,z) € RxR%
u(0) =g € M;,Q(Rd)
for aw > 1 or non-elliptic Schrédinger equations, e.g.,
i0u+ (0 —05)u =0, (t,z)€RxR2,
u(0) =wup € M;q(RQ).

(16)

(17)

The latter follow by considering the decoupling inequalities from [I3]. Also generalizations to variable
coefficients seem possible under additional assumptions. As decoupling inequalities for variable coefficient
versions of (7)) are not explicit in the literature, we take the opportunity to prove them here. As the
results are more technical to state, we refer to Subsection Il Section [ is based on Chapter 7 of the
author’s PhD thesis [55].

We point out that the examples from Section 2 rely on (non-)stationary phase estimates, for which the
precise form of the phase function is not important, as long as the characteristic surface has non-vanishing
Gaussian curvature.
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We apply the Strichartz estimates to the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation:

0+ Au = |ulPu (t,z) eR xR,
{ u(0) =feD,

where D € {L2(R), M 5(R) + L*(R)}. We prefer to work in these slightly larger spaces as the Duhamel
term is in L?(R). Denote the solution space by S. For the proof of local well-posedness we apply the LP-
smoothing estimates to the homogeneous equation and use the usual L?-based inhomogeneous Strichartz
estimates for the Duhamel integral. We shall see that using modulation spaces allows to save Sobolev
regularity: (I8) has a local solution if f € Mg , for any s > 0, but considering f € LS(R) requires s > %
Moreover, our local results hold likewise for the focusing equation, see below.

Theorem 1.5. Let ¢ > 0. ([8) is analytically well-posed in the spaces D € {L4(R), My2(R)}, Sr =
24
L ([0,T],L*(R)), and in the spaces D € {L§, (R),M§,(R) + L*(R)}, Sr = L¥([0,T],L°(R)), i.e.,
1 ;
there is T =T(|| fllp) such that there is a unique solution in St.

Furthermore, for D € {My2(R), M§ ,(R) +L*(R)}, we have u € C([0,T], D+ L*(R)) with continuous
dependence on the initial data.

(18)

We remark that one could also add regularity in LP-spaces to bound the propagator in L2(R) via
fixed-time estimates in order to obtain continuous curves in L?(R) + L?(R). However, one always leaves
the space of initial values as the Schrédinger propagator is unbounded in LP for p # 2.

As the NLS is one of the most prominent nonlinear dispersive equations, the body of literature on
its well-posedness is vast. To put our results into context, we only mention few results and also refer
to the references therein. Tsutsumi [60] applied classical L2-based Strichartz estimates to prove global
well-posedness in L?(IR). This is the limit of analytic well-posedness [20, 42] in L?-based Sobolev spaces.
Recently, Harrop-Griffiths—Killip-Visan [36] proved sharp global well-posedness in H*(R), s > —1/2,
using complete integrability. Outside L2-based Sobolev spaces, we mention the early works by Vargas—
Vega [61] and Griinrock [31] in Fourier Lebesgue spaces. Hyakuna [39] proved well-posedness results in
LP-spaces for some 1 < p < 2, and Correia [22] considered generalized energy spaces H'(R%) N LP(R?) for
p > 2. Chaichenets et al. [17] showed the first global results in modulation spaces My, ,» for p sufficiently
close to 2 without smallness assumption on the initial data; see also [I8], [19]. Bourgain [7] showed how
linear Strichartz estimates combined with Galilean invariance and orthogonality arguments yield low
regularity well-posedness in the periodic case (see also [§] for KdV-like equations). We believe that the
arguments extend to modulation spaces.

Furthermore, Kenig—Ponce—Vega [42] pointed out that the Galilean invariance of the nonlinear Schro-
dinger equation
u(t, z) — eiNze“Nzu(t,x — 2tN)
indicates mild ill-posedness for negative Sobolev regularity: Suppose that the existence time of the
solution to ug € M, (R) with s < 0 and p,q¢ < oo is given by T = T([Juoflams ). As N — oo,
we find [|e"Y u(0,-)[ar;, — 0, but T is invariant. The restriction on p,q is required to assume that
S(R) = M, ,(R) is dense. This argument can be made rigid in the focusing case:

{ i+ Au = —|ul*u, (t,z) e R xR,

(19) u(0) =up € M, ,(R).

As in [42], we consider the two-parameter family of traveling wave solutions derived from the stationary
solution by scaling and Galilean invariance:

Uy (@, t) = e BT iNT ¢ (0 N fu(x) = wf(wr), f(z) = v2sech(x).

By this, (Id) is not locally uniformly well-posed in M,  (R) for s < 0. Thus, the corresponding result
of Theorem for the focusing equation covers analytic well-posedness up to the endpoint. We believe
that this is also true for the defocusing equation as shown by Christ—Colliander-Tao [20] in Sobolev
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spaces of negative regularity. Details on mild ill-posedness will be given elsewhere. Well-posedness with
mere continuous dependence can still be possible due to complete integrability (cf. [36]). For more
ill-posedness results, i.e., norm inflation and infinite loss of regularity, we refer to Bhimani—Carles [5]
and references therein.

In the recent work [23] Dodson—Soffer—Spencer (see also [24]) used fixed-time LP-estimates

(20) ”eitAfHLP(]R'i) S A ez ey

and Picard iteration to prove well-posedness of ([I8) with Xy = L?(R) for 2 < p < oo. We remark that the
sharp derivative loss o = 2d‘% — %| for LP-estimates (20) is known since the work of Fefferman—Stein [25]
and Miyachi [46]. However, the sharp estimates were not used in [23], which resulted in high regularity.
By now it is well-understood how the fixed-time L”-estimates for the Schrédinger propagator follow by
the embeddings (2))-(@) and the invariance of modulation spaces under the propagator. We show how
passing through modulation spaces improves the results in [23] for p = 4n + 2, n > 2, and also show
global results with arguments due to Dodson et al. [23]. We contend that the splitting method applied in
[61L [17], further reaching back to Bourgain’s seminal contribution [9], is related with the present approach
to prove the global result.

Theorem 1.6. Let T > 0 and s > 3. If f € M;,(R), then there ewists a unique solution u €
L:74 (10,77, L*) N C([0,T], Mj 5(R) + L*(R)) to @), which depends continuously on the initial data, i.e.,
for any T >0 and f, — f € Mj5(R), we have

[tn —ul| 2
L," ([0,T],.LHNC([0,T], M3 ,(R)+L2(R))

If f € M§5(R), then there exists a unique solution u € L}([0,T], L°)NC([0,T], M§ o(R) + L*(R)) with
continuous data-to-solution mapping f — u as above.

Outline of the paper. In Section 2] we give necessary conditions for LP-smoothing estimates in mod-
ulation spaces and Strichartz estimates in LP-based Sobolev spaces. These rule out global Strichartz
estimates for initial data in L"(R%), » > 2. In Section B] we show Theorem [T via ¢?-decoupling. In
Section [4] the estimates are applied to show new local and global well-posedness for the NLS. In Section
we show decoupling inequalities for variable coefficient versions of Schrodinger equations.

2. NECESSARY CONDITIONS

The purpose of this section is to collect necessary conditions to find the following estimates to hold:

(21) ||Uf||Lf([—1,1},Lq(Rd)) 5 ||f||M;t(1Rd),
and
(22) NU fllcerparayy S N Fllorey-

We shall use three Knapp-type examples, which are essentially well-known in the literature [59] 52].
However, it seems that these have not been examined in the above contexts.

We start with the anisotropic Knapp example at unit frequencies, which was previously used to de-
termine the range of integrability coefficients for the L2-based Strichartz estimate @2)) (cf. [59, (S]).
Consider

(23) ga(g) = X(1—e,1+¢) (51))((78,6) (52) - X(—g,8) (gd)

We compute

_a 4
(24) £l zzey ~ €47, and [|gellars ,may ~ €477
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forany s e R, 1 <7t < o0.
We observe

Ugs(xv t) =Cy /d ei(xvngtlg'Z)X(l—a,l-i-e) (gl)X(—a,e) (52) <o X(—g6) (gd)dg
R

= C’clemleit /d ei((IJerel)'EH‘E‘ )X(—E,E) (51) s X(—ee) (fd)df
R

Hence, |U f(x,t)| = ¢ provided that t € [—e72,¢72] and |z + 2tey| <e™t.
Suppose that ([22) holds true with I = R. Then,

d—4
L7(R%) Setr

_2_4d
edmra N ||Uf||Lf(R;Lg(Rd)) N ||f||M;t(Rd) ~ | fl

which requires

IN
SR

(25)

=N
[SHESH

For I = [—1,1], we find

d—4a _d
e S ||Uf||Lf(I;Lg(Rd)) N ”f”Mf’t(]Rd) ~ ||f||L;(1Rd) S gl
As e — 0, this yields ¢ > 7.

The variant of the anisotropic Knapp-example at high frequencies rules out gain of derivatives: For
A € 2N consider

(26) Ia(€) = xo—1a+n) (€)X (=1,)(&2) - - - X(=1.1)(&a)-
We note that

(27) Mg, ey ~ [ allLg ey ~ A%

Setting € = A7!, we find
(@) = Mg (\x).
Furthermore, we find by change of variables and the computation for the unit frequency anisotropic
Knapp-example:

_2_a ~
IUgeO) e (e pa@ayy = A7~ 0| UgellLr(oaznzpsna may) 2 A%
By (1) the validity of ([22)) or (ZI)) requires s > 0.

Finally, we examine the isotropic Knapp-exzample, previously inspected in [52]. Let 6 : R™ — R denote

a radial function, supported in {272 < || < 4} and equal to 1 on {27! < |¢| < 2}. We consider the
radially symmetric functions

A

(28) faw) = ()" / 0(E) O g

By stationary phase, it was computed in [52] p. 50] that
@S J2 > A [fa@)] < Cv(AHa) ™,
Hence,
13l 2y ey S A,
Moreover,

d
(PR FYERGTIS AFT

The latter estimate follows as there are ~ A% unit cubes in the A-annulus and all of them give rise to a
comparable LP-norm.
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Again by (non-)stationary phase, we find the lower bound (cf. [52] p. 50])

1
itA 1/p d—4-2
(29) (/1 A—2/10 le ! fAHLq(Rd)) RATaT
Hence, we find for ([22) to hold:
PR N0 fllce=10s2a ey S N allrmay S A7 e
As A — oo, we find
d 2 d
(30) d—-=-Z<Z4s
qg p T
We find the following for (2I]) to be true:

_d_2 s
ATy S ”Uf)\”Lf([fl,l];Lq (R4)) < ”f)\HMSt(]Rd) ~ APt

Taking A — oo, we find

d 2 d
(31) d——-—=<-+s.
q p t

We are ready for the proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition[L4 The claim (1) follows from the anisotropic Knapp-example at high frequencies
and the isotropic Knapp-example (31]).

Likewise, ([2) follows. The condition ¢ > r follows from considering the anisotropic Knapp-example at
low frequencies for finite times; the additional integrability condition ([I3]) follows from considering the
anisotropic Knapp-example globally in time. The proof is complete. (]

We give the proof of Corollary [[L3] which asserts non-existence of global Strichartz estimates

(32) U fllee@;za@ayy S N llorwey-

Proof of Corollary[I-3. In addition to the examples from above, we note the scaling condition
2 d d

(33) -+ - =-.
p g r

By considering the isotropic Knapp-example 30), using [33), and assuming ([B2]), we find
NP - < aE
For » > 2 and A — oo this is impossible. O

Lastly, we show Corollary [[L4] which asserts the sharp time-dependence in the fixed time estimate in
modulation spaces.

Proof of Corollary[I] For |t| < 1 there is nothing to prove. For [t| > 1, we consider again a non-trivial
Schwartz initial data, radially symmetric, with suppf C B(0,1). For this we find by non-stationary
phase

|/ iz.§ lt\é\ f d§| ~N (14 ]z)~
for |z| > |t|. Moreover,
| [ermseer fepde] 1+ )¢
for |x| < |t| by [B8, Theorem 7.7.5]. Hence, for || > 1,

_d, . d
NU @) fllLeray 2 16172 [t]7
This shows

1

dI3-3|
N0 @) ,—arp, 2 (0277
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for 1 < p < 2. By duality, we find the bound for 2 < p < oc. (]

3. (?>-DECOUPLING IMPLIES STRICHARTZ IN MODULATION SPACES

In this section we show Theorem [[Il In the remainder of the section let I = [0,1] and p > 2. Define

(34) s(p.d) = {3’ I S
2T Ty = <p< oo

To conclude Theorem [I.T] it is enough to prove the estimates

(3) U A zotrcnty S 1 agtp ey

(36) 1U fllLeoaxray S N Fllag, o ey

The remaining estimates follow after frequency localization and Holder’s inequality in the ¢9-spaces.
([B3) is a consequence of £2-decoupling. After decoupling, this follows via a kernel estimate. The proof
of (B0)) also invokes the kernel estimate. We set

ef(et) = [ e pe)de,
Rd
Recall the ¢?-decoupling theorem due to Bourgain-Demeter [12]:

Theorem 3.1 (£2-decoupling for the paraboloid). Let supp(f) C {¢ : |¢| < 4}. Then, for any R > 1,
we find the following estimate to hold:

IEfNLr(Busi(0.R)) Se RERS(WZ)( E HngH%P(w(B(O,R)))
1
O:R™ 2 —cube

=

In the above display w(B(0, R)) denotes a smooth version of the indicator function on B(0, R) with
high polynomial decay off B(0, R); see Subsection [B.1] for further explanation. We show that Theorem
B implies Strichartz estimates in modulation spaces firstly for frequency localized functions:

Proposition 3.2. Let supp(f) C {¢: % < |€] < 4A}. Then, we find the following estimate to hold

(37) U flloraysr) Se XH@D| fllag, o
for any e > 0.

Proof. We rescale to unit frequencies

+2

_dt2
NU fllLraxny = A" 7 1UgllLe@axio,az)
with g(z) = f(z/A) and suppg C B(0,4).
Next, we cover R? with a finitely overlapping family of A2-balls B € B to write
||Ug||}[7‘P(RdX[01A2]) < Z ||Ug||ip(3><[01,\2])-
BeB
We use translation invariance to shift the center of B € BB into the origin:
1UgllLeBx0.02)) = IUgBlILr(B(0.22)x[0,22])-
This is amenable to ¢2-decoupling:

(38) 1UgB Lo (a0 x 052y Se XPDT( > |[Ugpolisw
O0:X—1—cube

)1/2

Bd+1(0,>\2)))

and by inverting the translation

s 1/2
(39) UGl Lomxoz)) Se APDFE( Z HUgDH%"(wsx[o,m)) :
O:X—1—cube
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We sum ([B9) over B € B in £ and use Minkowski’s inequality to find

s 1/2
HUQHLP(Rdx[O A2]) SeA e, d)JrE( Z ||X/\2(t>UgDH%p(]Rd+1)) /
O:X—1—cube

with y,2 denoting a rapidly decaying function off [0, \?].
The claim follows by a fixed-time kernel estimate. We compute the kernel with a) denoting the
indicator function of the A~!-box centered at &:

K(x,t) = / eir S a, (€)dg

Via a change of variables and Galilean symmetry, we find

K(z,t) = A~deivoeiSE

! (5 5850) it SE ) g = Aot SH /eig/xme“‘ié a(¢)de’.

By non-stationary phase, we find the following estimate for |t| < A\2:
K (z,t)] Sy A1+ A7 Ha)™

For |t| > A2, we have the rough bound:
1 < [t/A
Kl S A4y e o R
(T+X"Yz) x> e/

Hence, we find
_ d
1K G )l may S (1 +A72J2)"
Integration in time gives
Ixx2(O)UgnllLe ety S AP lgall e re)-
We conclude the proof by inverting the change of variables:

s 7d+2
10 flo@axioany = X"V 30 MU0y, )
O:X—1cube

SANEA( Y ol (3 DL
O:X—1—cube kezd

W=

In the special case d = 1, p = 4 we can remove the derivative loss entirely:

Proposition 3.3. Let supp(f) C {¢: % < |€] < 4A}. Then, we find the following estimate to hold

(40) 1U flleexny S I1flas-
The proof crucially relies on the following square function estimate (cf. [57, Chapter IX, §6]):
i 1/2
(41) H f||L4 L([0,N2]xB(0,N2)) < H Z le tAf | HL4 S y)

for supp(f) C By (0,2) with O ranging over N ~!-intervals in Fourier space. Substituting @I for (38) in
the proof of Proposition 3.2] yields Proposition

By Galilean invariance and a related kernel estimate we prove the following:

Proposition 3.4. Let 2 < p < oco. Then, we find the following estimate to hold:
(42) NU fllor(=1,1)xra) S 16z,
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Proof. By Minkowski’s inequality, it suffices to show
(43) UGk fllLo—1,1yxr) S |0l Lr ey -
By Galilean invariance, we observe with §(§) = f (E+ k)
U0k f(®)llze = |UDog(t)|] -
Let x € C°(RY). Clearly, K (z,t) = [5. x(f)ei(l'g"'tlglz)d«f is uniformly in L'(R?) for |t| < 1. Thus,

10009l e (-1,1xre) S [Bogllrray S 10k Sl Legay-

We can conclude the proof of Theorem [Tt

Proof of Theorem [l (D) is Proposition B4l Next, we show (A), (B), and (C) for ¢ = 2. By the
square function estimate (Py denotes an inhomogeneous Littlewood-Paley decomposition), Minkowski’s
inequality, and (B), we find

1
NU flloe(=1,1)xRe) S H(Z |PNUfI?)? HLP([,M]XW) < (Z HPNUfH%p([—Lude))
N N

N

(44) 1
56 (ZN?(S(P,d)JrE)HPNfH?Wpyz) 2 /S HfHM;(;,ng.
~ .

For 1 < ¢ <2, (A) follows from (@) and interpolating with (D) and for ¢ > 2, we use the embedding
(). Likewise, (B) follows for ¢ > 2 via (@). (C) follows from interpolating (B) for ¢ = 2 with (D). (E)
follows from Proposition B3] and Stein’s square function estimate as in ([@4]).

(|

4. SOLVING THE NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION WITH SLOWLY DECAYING INITIAL DATA

In the following we solve the nonlinear Schrédinger equation

(45) 0+ Au = |ul?u, (t,z) e RxR,
u(O) =up €D

outside L?-based Sobolev spaces.

4.1. Local well-posedness of the cubic NLS for slowly decaying initial data. In this subsection
we prove new local well-posedness results. The local results do not take advantage of the defocusing
effect, and the results in this section also hold for the focusing equation:
i0u+ Au = —|ul*u, (t,x) ER xR,
u(0) =ug € D.
The smoothing estimates are the key ingredient to estimate the homogeneous solution. In the following

we use the terminology due to Bejenaru—Tao [2] Section 3]. For further reference, we write (43]) as abstract
evolution equation

(46) u=L(f) + Ns(u, u, u),

where u takes values in some solution space S, L : D — S is a densely defined linear operator, and the
trilinear operator N3 : S x S x S — S is likewise densely defined. As in [2 Section 3|, we refer to (40
as quantitatively well-posed in the spaces X, S, if the estimates

(47) ILflls < Clifllp,

(48) | Na(ur, uz, us) s < Cllualsluslslusls
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hold true for all f € D, and u1,us,u3 € S and some constant C. This implies analytic well-posedness
(cf. [2, Theorem 3]) and an expression of the solution in terms of its Picard iterates: We define the

nonlinear maps A, : D — S for m = 1,2,... by the recursive formulae
Alf = Lfa
Amf: Z N3(Am1faAm2faAmsf) for m > 1.

mi,mz,m3>1,
mi+mot+mz=m

Then we have the homogeneity property
Ap(Af) = A" A (f) forall A\ e R, m > 1 and f € D,
and the Lipschitz bound derived from ([@1) and (@)
[Am (f) = Am(9)lls < IIf = glloCT ([1f1p + 9l p)

Furthermore, we have the absolutely convergent (in S) power series expansion

m—1

ulfl =" An(f)

for all f € Bp(0,2p). In case of {Hl), we have A;f = Lf = (U(t)f)ter and for m > 1, A,, = 0 if not
m = 27 + 1 for some j € N. Ay;; admits expansion into ternary trees of depth j with 2j 4+ 1 nodes.

To show the linear estimate in Theorem [[[5] for initial data in L2(R), we use the following Schrodinger
smoothing estimates due to Rogers in the special case of one dimension:

Theorem 4.1 ([5I} Theorem 1]). Let p > 4. Then, we find the following estimate to hold

(49) e =g Lo(—1,1xr) S luoll Lz ()

provided that o > 2(% — %) - %.

Note that the case p = 4 is not mentioned in [5I, Theorem 1], but follows by interpolating estimates
for p > 4 with the energy estimate

HeitamI Heita

uolL2(—1,1xR) S " || poo (= 1,1, 22(R)) S llwollz2(w)-

The linear estimate for initial data in modulation spaces follows from Theorem [[LJ1 To show the
trilinear estimate, we use inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates. Recall the following inhomogeneous
Strichartz estimates for the one-dimensional Schrédinger equation (cf. [411, 29]):

Theorem 4.2. Let q;, p; > 2 fori=1,2 and % + % = % Then, we find the following estimate to hold:

. 2
HUHLfl([o,T],Lgl(R)) S HU(O)HLZ(R) + [1(i0: + aﬂ”)uHLfé([O,T],Lié(R))'

We are ready for the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem 14 In the following we consider 0 < T' < 1. The claim follows from [2, Theorem 3]
once the linear and trilinear estimate are proved. For the linear estimate in LP-spaces, it suffices to prove
for f € LYR) or f € L(R)

(50) A1l 2 = T3 | pace,

[0,77,L*(R)

1
(51) and HLfHLg([o,T],LG(R)) STe HfHLfi+ (R)"
3 S

These estimates follow after Holder in time from the LP-smoothing estimate ([Z9]).
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For the linear estimates in modulation spaces, we decompose f = f1+f2, f1 € Mg ,(R) and fa € L?(R)
in case D = Mg o(R) + L*(R). It suffices to show

<
(52) A0, (o oy S TH I 020

(53) and || L f|L3(jo,m,28 ®)) S <TE (”fl“]\/fgz(]R) + I f2ll 2wy )-

Both estimates hold true by Theorem [T applied to Lf in (52)) and Lf; in (B3) and Strichartz estimates
applied to Lfs. The trilinear estimate follows from the estimates

t
i(tfs)azF r
I [ % Po)dsliam iz SIFIS g0 ot

and
b 2
n / =992 F(s)ds| g t0.11.00 ) S 1 F i 0110220,

which are both covered by Theorem[£.2] and applying Holder’s inequality. Hence, choosing T'= T'(|| f||p),
we can apply the contraction mapping principle in L7 ([0, 7], LP(R)) with r as above.

In the following we focus on initial data D = Mg ,(R) + L*(R) since D = My(R) is treated by
easier means. To prove u € C([0,T], M§ , + L?), it suffices to show Lf e C([0,T], M§, + L?) and
Ni3(u,u,u) € C([0,T7, M§ 5 + L?). Let f = f1 + fo with f1 € Mg o and fo € L?. By Minkowski’s
inequality, we find by U(t)M§, = Mg, and U(t)L* = L? that

W [[(Uf)(t) = fllng 402 < limsup [Uf1(t) = fillag, +limsup [Ufa(t) = faf L2 = 0.
t—0 6.2 t—0 o t=0
The continuity in M, and L* is a consequence of (U(t))¢ecr a Co-group in both spaces.
For N3(u,u,u), it suffices to show continuity in L2?. By Strichartz estimates, we find

(54) 1V3 (s w, ) [ 2= 0,7, 22) < ully o7y, L)

and

t+5_
I [ e s — [ -2 g syas] .
t~‘r§_
< e =) [ uasgis] [ I a0

For the first term, the limit is zero as N3(u,u,u)(t) € L? by (54) and (U(t))ier a Co-group in L?. For
the second term, we use again Strichartz estimates to find

t+6
H/ ez((t+(5)—s)A(|u|2’u)(s)dSHL§%IL2 < ||u||%tr(LLP).
¢

By multilinearity, we see by similar arguments that for differences of solutions
lw = alle(o,r),mg ,+12) = 0

for [|u(0) —(0)|[arg ,+22 — O provided that T' = T'(|[w(0)||asg ,+ 2, [|@(0)|| aze 4 2) is chosen small enough,
according to the local existence time in Ly ([0, T], L?). The proof is complete.
O

We remark that we have some flexibility in the solution space S = LY([0,T], LE(R)). For small initial
data, we can likewise iterate in L ,([0,1] x R) or L¢ ([0,1] x R). For p > 6, although the sharp linear
estimates are still at disposal, it is not clear how to apply inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates as directly
as above.
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4.2. Improved local results for slowly decaying data. In this section we consider initial data in
L2(R), 6 < p < oo, and improve the local result due to Dodson—Soffer—Spencer [23] by passing through
modulation spaces. In [23] the authors used an iteration in LP-spaces, which is costly in terms of
derivatives because the propagator is not bounded in LP-spaces. In [23] local well-posedness is proved in
L‘;Z:SQ, n > 2, s(n) = 2n + 2. Note that the number of required derivatives goes to infinity as n — oo,
which is not the case for the improved result in Theorem [£.8 For simplicity, we focus on the small data
case with 7' = 1. Additionally, we give a second proof of local well-posedness in LP-based Sobolev spaces,

which makes use of another solution space, but allows to lower the regularity further.

Let n > 2. The idea in [23] to solve (5] with initial data in ngjg? is to split the expansion

ulf] = > An(f) = Lf + Ns(u, u,u)

m>1
not into linear and nonlinear part, but to consider higher Picard iterates
u’(t) = Lf,
u (t) = Na(u®,u®, u®), w?(t) = Na(u® 4+ u, u® + o', u® +ul) —ul(t),...

(55) i

3 uk,iuk) - iuk(t). (j>2)
=0 k=0 k=1

k=

Jj—1
uj(t) - N3(Z uka
k=0

and to prove existence of v € S9([—1,1] x R) = L®L2 N L} L, which solves

x
n—1
v=u— Z u?
§=0
This is equivalent to
n—1 n—1 n—1 n—1 n—1
(56) v = N3(u,u,u) — Zuj = N3(v + Zuj,v + Zuj,v + Zuj) - Zuj.
Jj=1 Jj=0 Jj=0 Jj=0 Jj=1

The key technical aspect is that u/ contains only terms of the form A with k > 25 + 1. For u?, i = 0, 1,
this is clear. For j > 2, note the following identity

j—1 -2 -2 j-2
(57) Zuk :Ng(Zuk, utYy k).
k=1 k=0 k=0 k=0

For j = 2, (&) is immediate from the definition. For j > 3, rewrite (57 as

Jj—2

Jj—2 Jj—2 Jj—2
Wt :Ng( E u”, g u®, g uk) — E u®,
k=1

k=0 k=0 k=0

which corresponds to the definition of u/~! by (BH). Now, to show that u’ contains only terms of the
form Ay, with & > 25+ 1 for j > 2, we use (21 to rewrite

Jj—1 Jj—1 Jj—1 Jj—1
u (t) = Ns( uk )y Tk, uk) - E uk
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0
Jj—1 Jj—1 Jj—1 Jj—2 Jj—2 Jj—2
k k k k k k
:Ng( u”, u”, u)ng(gu,Eu, u)
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0
Jj=2 Jj=2 Jj—2
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This approach requires to prove estimates for A,,(f) directly. We use the following lemma, which is
a consequence of Holder’s and Young’s inequality:

Lemma 4.3 ([I6, Theorem 4.3]). Let s > 0, 1—17 = pll + p%. Then, we find the following estimate to hold:
I frfallaas, S I fallags, [ f2llaeg

p1,1 po,1°

We have the following:
Lemma 4.4. Let n > 2 and m € {1,...,2n — 1}. With the above notations, we find
(58) 1Am Sl oo sz S 1P anse

1
In+2°

Proof. Let 1 < m < 2n — 1. We use the embedding M,,; — M, ,, — LP for 2 < p < oo to argue

fors>1-—

m

lAmfI, sz S N Amfllznran s -
t m

By iterating Lemma [£3] we obtain

At S B So 1708, S WA
1
for s >1— Tnt2- O
We find by a similar argument
[Amfllere S Amflloeme, S I1FIRL.
1

S a0 SN, for s > 1= ms

and remark that the iteration yields

N 1
lAm flloeers S ||f||71\7[fn+12 for § > 3

However, s > %, which regularity suffices for local well-posedness by the algebra property. Hence, the

argument is not helpful to improve the local well-posedness theory in modulation spaces, but will be
useful in the next section to prove global results.
In the following, for fixed n > 2, let

(59) o
T Tty
1

A variant of the argument proves the following:

Lemma 4.5. Letn>2,0<j<n—1, and u’ as in B5). Then, for e >0, there is e, <1 and &, < 1
such that

1w || e, + ||Uj||Ltng;¢12 S 0) T fll panse

holds true provided that ||{0)*T¢ f| pan+2 < &n, and

[ llzge, + w71l anse S 10D FE fllatinare

provided that ||{0)*¢ fllMypins < En-

The iteration is the same as in the proof of Lemma 4], with additional terms estimated with «/ also
in Moo,1. We can prove existence of v with the above estimates at hand:

Proposition 4.6. Let ¢ > 0, n > 2, and €,,,&, < 1 as in Lemma[.0l Then, there is a unique v € S0

satisfying ([B4).
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Proof. We rewrite (B0) modulo order of the arguments in N3 as

_ n—1 n—1
v = N3(v,v,v) + 3N3(v Z )+ 3N3 U,Zuj,Zuj)
j=0  j=0
n—1 n—1 n—1 n—1
FNa(3_ ol 3wl Y ul) =)
j=0  j=0  j=0 =
By Theorem B2 and v/ € L, by Lemma L3, we find
n—1 n—1 n—1
IN3 (v, v, 0)l|s0 < [0 %0, [Na(v,0, ) w)llso S ellollZo, [Ns(v, Y wd, > w)|lso S lollso-
Jj=0 j=0 j=0
We rewrite the last term by (IB:ZI) as
n—1 n—2 n—2 n—2
ZW ZW D)= N3,y )y )
§=0 j=0  j=0  j=0

and estimate again via Strlchartz estimates

HNBZMZM,ZM w, Yl Y ud)lse

_ ; 2
< Jlu” 1||LOOL‘21"+2 Z HU]HLgCL;E"“) Senth
The claim follows from applying the contraction mapping principle. (]

We have proved the following local well-posedness result for slowly decaying data:
Theorem 4.7. Lete >0, n > 2, and f, €,, and &, as in Proposition [{.0] Let 2 i 4n+2 = % Then,
there is u € LY([0,1], L"*2(R)), which satisfies [@8). Furthermore, for ||f1||L4n++2 + ||f2||L4n++z < e, or

Hf1||an++52 . T ”fQHan*fz , < &n, we have for the corresponding solutions lur — 2| Lr(jo,1),04m+2) — 0 as

[ f1— f2||LiT52 =0, or|f1 — fQHan*fz L 0, respectively.

Proof. The claim follows as v € LY([0, 1], L*"2) by Proposition Bl and u? € L ([0, 1], L*"2). Hence,

n—1
u= Z u! +v = Lf + N3(u,u,u) € LY([0,1], L*"*?),
j=0
and the continuity of the data-to-solution mapping follows from multilinearity. (I

In the following we consider again initial data in LZ(R), 6 < p < oo, but choose another solution
space. We prove the following, which also covers p = co with a finite derivative loss:
Theorem 4.8. Let 6 <p < oo and s > 1 — %. Then, we find Q) to be quantitatively well-posed with
D =1I1P and S = L{®°([0,1], Moo 1).
Proof. The linear estimate () follows from (e®%) +er being a Co-group on M1 and the embeddings
@) and @):

itA
e fllege oM ) S W lars S Wt 0 Ss 1 llag ) S 122wy
The nonlinear estimate follows from Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma [
3

t
[ N3(u1,uz,us)||s = ||/ I (urlyus) (s)dsl| Lo vre S lualiousping, , S H uill Lonts = [ ] llusls-
0 -

Hence, the claim follows from [2] Theorem 3]. O
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4.3. Global well-posedness for slowly decaying initial data. Next, we show global results in
modulation spaces stated in Theorem[[.6l We use the blow-up alternative due to Dodson—Soffer—Spencer
[23] Section 3]. Since we work with initial data in modulation spaces, for which we have improved
homogeneous Strichartz estimates, this requires less Sobolev regularity compared to the LP-case.

Let w(t) = U(t)f denote the first Picard iterate, and let v(t) = u(t) — w(t). Then v satisfies

v(t) = N3(v+ w,v + w,v + w).
We have the following blow-up alternative:
Lemma 4.9 (Blow-up alternative). Let s > 0, and f € My2(R). If T* is maximal such that u €
L:%([O,T],L‘l(R)) for T <T*, but u ¢ L?([O,T*],L‘l(R)), then
T, [[o(t)z2 = .
The same blow-up alternative holds for f € M§o(R) + L*(R) in the solution space L}([0,T], L°(R)).

Proof. We shall only look into the case f € Mg ,(R) + L?(R) as the second claim follows by an easy
variation. We argue by contradiction. Let (¢,) C [0,7%), t,, — T™*, but

(61) o)l 2wy < C.
Firstly, letting f = f1 + f2, fi € M§,(R) and f, € L*(R), we have
ILf1(O) a2y STv W frllagg vy ILf2(O) 22wy < S22

Fling ,ry+22(r)- But together with (G1]), this implies that there is a

Hence, ||Lf(t>HMgZ(]R)+L2(]R) ST*
sequence t, — T with

)l neg , )+ L2(R) < C-
Since the local existence time of solutions in L{([0,T], LS(R)) only depends on || f|laz ,®)+r2®) by
Theorem [[L] we see that we can continue the solutions beyond T*. This is a contradiction.

Hence, for the proof of global well-posedness it suffices to show

sup [v(t)]|z> < C(T)

te[0,T)

for some non-decreasing function C : — [0,00). Let

/|v| dz,

Ew—/|%ﬁ Jlotda,
Amw=/QMP+Zw+wﬁ—mmm

Note that a priori it is not clear that E(v(t)) is finite for ¢ # 0. The following computations are carried
out for initial data from a suitable a priori class, say f € S(R). This ensures all quantities to be finite
and allows to justify integration by parts arguments. Since we prove bounds depending only on ||u|| M,
for p, ¢ < oo, the arguments are a posteriori justified by density and well-posedness.

For the homogeneous solutions, we observe by the fixed time estimate in modulation spaces and their
embedding properties,

1
lw®llagg, S O lwO)llarg,,  w®)lles S Nw®)la.s S w1
4,2

By Sobolev embedding, we have for any ¢t € [0, T]
(62) 1{0x)w(t)l|Ls + [[(Oa)w(t)[ Lo S lw(O)]] 5.

M4’2
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For L%-based modulation spaces, we find by the same embedding properties

(63) {0z)w(®)l|ze= + [(Oz)w(t)ll s St lw (O 5.

6,2

Hence, Holder’s inequality and the assumptions on the initial data imply
E<C(T)(E+M+1).

By Lemma [£9] solutions in LP([0,7T], L9) with p, ¢ as in Theorem for any T > 0 follow from the
following:

3 3
Proposition 4.10. Lete >0, f € Mf;g or f € Mé;g. For oall T > 0, we have

tes[lépT]M(v(t)) + E(v(t)) <r 1.

Moreover, Theorem [LL@ follows from this proposition by piecing together the local solutions. We turn
to its proof:

Proof of Proposition [{-10 Let
(f.9) = [ f@ig@da,

We aim to bound the quantity M(v) 4+ E(v) 4+ 1 by Grenwall’s lemma. For the derivative of M, we
compute

M) = (v,v¢) = (v, —i(Vga + |V + w|* (v + w))
= (v, 2]v]*w + v*W + 2|w|*v + w*T + |w|*w).
By Holder’s inequality, we compute for ||w(t)| g+ S 1
8 M(v) ST E(v)i + E(v)* + E(v)T S M(v) + E(v) + 1.
Similarly, for |w(t)||ze + ||w(t)||L= Sr 1, we find
0 M(v) ST M(v)2E(v)% + M(v)? + M(v)? Sp M(v) + B(v) + 1.

For the derivative of E, we compute
1 .
Oy / §|vm|2dz = (=0t Vzz) = —(vg, —ivs + [0+ w]* (v + w))

= —(ve, [v+wl*(v + w))
and
1 4 _ 4 _ 2 o 2
Oy 4(|v—|—w| |w|*)dz = (ve + we, [v + w]* (v + w)) = (wy, |lw]*w).
Hence,
O E(v) = (wt, |v + w|*(v + w) — [w]*w).
This expression has total homogeneity four in v, w. Let (hy, hy) denote the homogeneity in v, w. Then

we have to estimate the cases (1,3), (2,2), (3,1). Let the collected terms be denoted by A, 5,). If 62)
holds true, then applications of Holder’s inequality give

|Aa,s)| = [(Wee, 2|w|2v + 17w2)| = [(wg, 2(W,wv + Ww,v + |w|2vz + w,wv) + vaz)|
Sr B(v)s + B(v)?,
|A,2)| = [(Wee, 202w + Wv?)| = |(we, 2(VTpw + Topw + |v[*w, + Wovy,) + Wev?)|

S E()T + E()2M(v)? + BE(v)?,
A1) = (W, [0]20)] = [(we, 200[?v, + 0%5,)| S1 E(v).
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If ([G3]) holds true, then by another application of Hélder’s inequality, we find
[Aasl Sr M) +E@0)?,  |Apg| Sr ME)TEQ)E +M©)E, [Asyl| S E().
Consequently,
0 E() St (1+M(v) + E(v)) St (1+ M(v) + E(v)).
Thus,
O (1+M(v) + E(v)) < C(T)(1 + M(v) + E(v))
and Grgnwall’s inequality yields
14+ M)+ E(v) < elo CB)dt
with C(t) = C(t, ||u0HM%+€), or C(t) = C(t, Hu0||M%+€), respectively. Hence,

4,2 6,2

M)+ E(w) <r 1.
(]

At last, we remark how the argument of [23 Section 3] also implies global well-posedness for f € Lin+?2
forn>2ands>a+1 (cp. BI)) or f € M5, 55, where § > a+1 (cp. @0)). Let u; = 22:01 u’, where
u’ is given as in (BA)) and consider u = v + u;. A blow-up alternative remains valid by the construction
of the solution via Strichartz estimates. For this purpose we perceive (Bf) as an initial value problem
with data in L2

Lemma 4.11. Let f € L{""? or f € M}, 5, as above, and w; € LY([0,T],L*"*2), v € 5°([0,T1) be
given as in Theorem [.§ for T < T*: If limsup, ,p. ||v(t)| L2 < 0o, then w = w; + v can be continued in
LY L2 beyond T*.

Hence, it suffices to prove
sup M(v(t)) + E(v(t)) Sr 1

t€[0,7]
for global existence (cf. Proposition [I0). The key ingredient for this is (cf. [23] Eq. (3.39)])
(64) [l () || Loonpan+e + [[0xui ()] poenpante Sv 1,

which follows in the present context from Lemma L5l At this point, the claim on global well-posedness
follows from the algebraic considerations in the proof of [23] Theorem 7].

5. VARIABLE-COEFFICIENT DECOUPLING INEQUALITIES FOR NON-ELLIPTIC SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS

In this section we prove variable-coefficient decoupling inequalities for elliptic and hyperbolic phase
functions. We start with describing the set-up in SubsectionB.Iland then carry out the proof in Subsection

5.1. Variable-coefficient oscillatory integral operators. We consider smooth functions
a € CXRTIxRY), a=a;®az, 0 <ar,az <1and ¢: B¥(0,1) x B4(0,1) — R, which we shall refer
to as amplitude and phase function.

We associate the oscillatory integral operator

(65) Tf(t0) = [ et alt,n, ) f(e)de
]R:i
and the rescaled versions
(66) T f(t,2) = / eI (X, 2/ N €) f(€)dE
]R:i

for different classes of phase functions.
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Subject of discussion are variable-coefficient generalizations of the phase function

. _ t<§a I§§> k __ g:
¢hyp(t,$,§>—<$,§>+7, Id7dl[’a’g(lv"'alv*lv"'v*l)a Oékéd/2
2 ———
k
Set also Iy = diag(1,...,1) € RI¥*d,
In the following we shall always assume that there are at most as many negative eigenvalues as positive
eigenvalues, which is no loss of generality since time reversal ¢ — —t flips signs.

We define the Gauss map by
Go(z;€)

67 G:B™M x Bt 58S Gz6) = =2 z=(t,z),
o7 0= Gmer =00
where m € N and B,,, denotes the unit ball in R™ and
(68) Go(zw) = N 0c,0-6(2; )

j=1

with the standard identification A\* RI+1 = Ra+1,
We impose the following conditions on the phase function:

H1) rank 07,¢(z;&) =d V (z,€) € B*! x BY,
H2) 6,?5 (0:0(2:€), G(2:60))|¢—¢, is non-degenerate.

H1) is a non-degeneracy condition, and H2) implies that the constant coefficient approximation of ¢ is
the adjoint Fourier restriction operator (i.e. extension operator) associated to a non-degenerate surface.
Contrary to the constant-coefficient case ¢pyp, rescaling (t,z) — (A%, Az), £ — £/ yields no exact
symmetry. Therefore, it is useful to quantify the conditions H1) and H2). Before doing so, we point out
the following more precise versions of H1) and H2), which one may assume without loss of generality:

HY1') detdF,¢(z:€) #0forall (;6) €T x X xE=Z X E;
H2fk]) 6t8§2§¢(z;§) is non-degenerate for all (z;§) € Z x =
and has exactly k negative eigenvalues.
Here, T, X, = denote balls of radius less or equal to one around the origin. To reduce from H1) and H2)
to the conditions in the above display, one applies a rotation in space-time. This gives G(0;0) = eg41,
and then one uses a partition of unity to suitably localize the support. Moreover, the implicit function

theorem implies the existence of smooth functions ® and ¥ taking values in X and 2, respectively, such
that

(69) 0:p(2;W(2;€)) = ¢
and
(70) 0eg(t, (L, 2;€);§) = .

The first identity allows us to find a graph parametrization & — (9,¢(z; U (z;€))) = (&, (0:d)(2; ¥(2;€)))

for a hypersurface ¥, with non-vanishing curvature. From differentiating the second identity we find
0. 2(0;0) = 855925(0; 0)~L.
Later on, H1') and H2') are quantified. It turns out that one can perceive any phase function satisfying
H1') and H?2') after introducing a partition of unity and rescaling as small smooth perturbations of
Phyp = (2,€) + &21%_)

For h € C?(B4(0,1),R) let the extension operator E}, be given by

Enf(t,z) = / CHTEHRE) £ () de

B4(0,1)
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where f € L2, supp(f) € B%(0,1) and define a smooth weight function, which is essentially a character-
istic function on some ball B*1(z, R), z = (£,7):

wpz,r)(t,z) = (1+ R Yo -7+ R Yt -1~V

for some large integer NV € N, which is fixed later.
We define the decoupled LP-norm for variable coefficient operators for
1 < R <\ Let Tg denotes a finitely overlapping family of R~'/2 balls covering B%(0,1). Set

1/2
T2l sy = (Z HT/\fTH%P(S)>

TE€ETR

for S measurable and

k(i L ., 2<p< M7
(71) a(p, k) = {d 4d 22p 2(d_+12)—_k) -r
17 2o ~r  Sp<oo

We recall the constant-coefficient £2-decoupling theorem proved in [12} 13]:

Theorem 5.1. [I3] Theorem 1.2, p. 280] Let R > 1, N > 10, 2 < p < 00,0 < k < d/2, a(p,k) as in
D) and h: BY(0,1) — R be a C?-function with Hessian 9Zch having modulus of eigenvalues in [C~', C]
for some C > 0. Then, we find for [ with supp(f) C B(0,1) the following estimate to hold:

a(p,k
1B fllzrwn,) Sove REEDFENELf| png,,

provided that N > N(d,p).

Strictly speaking, this result was proved in [I3] only for the hyperboloid h(§) = 2?21 a;&2. However,
the arguments from [50], which are illustrated in the context of elliptic surfaces in [12] Section 7], yield
the more general translation invariant case in a straight-forward manner. See also the discussion below.

Originally, decoupling inequalities were studied for the cone by Wolff in [43] [66] to make progress on
LP-smoothing estimates (cf. [47, [48]) for the wave equation. These estimates were refined (cf. [28] [10])
until the breakthrough result of Bourgain-Demeter (cf. [12] [I4]) where sharp decoupling inequalities for
the paraboloid were proved. Subsequently, the result was generalized to hyperboloids (cf. [13]). These
results also give estimates for exponential sums, in particular essentially sharp Strichartz estimates on
irrational tori.

The theory was also extended to non-degenerate curves (cf. [15]). As already pointed out in Beltran-
Hickman-Sogge [3], the decoupling theory seems to extend to the variable coefficient case sharply diver-
gent from the LP — L%-estimates for oscillatory integral operators. In fact, it is well known that there
are strictly less estimates admissible in the constant coefficient case due to Kakeya compression (cf.

[6} [T} 65]).

Our first result is the following extension of Theorem [E.Tk

Theorem 5.2. Let 2 < p < oo, n,M € N, 0 < k <d/2 and a(p,k) like in ([[d)). Suppose that (¢,a)
satisfies H1') and H2’[k]). Then, we find the following estimate to hold:

(72) 172 Fll ooty Sesonta NPT s sy + Ao

For variable-coefficient generalizations of the phase function @eone(t, ;&) = (x, &) + t|€| associated to
the adjoint Fourier restriction problem of the cone this was carried out in [3]. The proof of Theorem [5.2]
adapts this general strategy from [3] to prove variable-coefficient decoupling from constant-coefficient de-
coupling: on small spatial scales the variable-coefficient oscillatory integral operator is well-approximated
by a constant-coefficient operator. It is enough to make progress on this small scale because it extends
to any scale by means of parabolic rescaling. Moreover, losevich-Liu-Xi [40] investigated decoupling
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inequalities for phase functions with a symmetric Carleson—Sjolin condition. More recently, Hickman—
Tliopoulou [37] also showed narrow decoupling inequalities in the variable-coefficient indefinite signature
case.

Already in the context of constant coefficients, approximating one surface by another on small scales
and recovering arbitrary scales by rescaling was used to derive decoupling estimates for more general
elliptic surfaces or the cone (cf. [12], Section 7, 8]), see also [50} B33].

It seems plausible that a similar approximation derives the variable-coefficient cone decoupling from
the variable-coeflicient paraboloid decoupling. Recently, in [35] was shown by the same approximation
that broad-narrow considerations are also valid for the cone. We do not pursue this line of argument.

We recall different consequences of Theorem The variable-coefficient £2-decoupling implies a sta-
bility theorem for exponential sums which is proved using the argument in [12] for the constant-coefficient
case. Moreover, on small spatial scales the broad-narrow considerations from the constant-coefficient case
extends to the variable- coefficient case. As used above, the decoupling theorem implies Strichartz and
smoothing estimates without further arguments (e.g. dispersive estimates for the propagator).

5.2. Variable-coefficient decoupling for hyperbolic phase functions.

5.2.1. Basic reductions. Before we begin the proof of Theorem in earnest, we carry out several
reductions. Most importantly, we quantify the conditions H1') and H 2@]). In dependence of e, M and
p from Theorem [1.2] we choose a small constant 0 < ¢,q, < 1 and a large integer N = N, 5, and define
the following conditions which we will impose on the phase function for A > 1:

H1y) [02:0(2;€) — La| < cpar for all (2,€) € Z x E,
H2[1k]) |ata£2¢ - Id| S Cpar fOI‘ au (275) € Z X Ea

Dl%) ||azkag¢”L°°(Z><E) S Cpar for 2 S |ﬂ| S Nv

D13) [|0:07 8|l (zx=) < cpar for 3< |B] < N,

CparA
D24) ||5§5§B¢||Lw < Fgg for 1< |B] <2N.

For technical reasons we also impose the following margin condition on the positional part a; of the
amplitude a:

M) dist(suppar, R"T1\Z) > 1/(4A4).

We already note the following consequence of H 2[1,6}):
(73) 0:Veg| < 2[¢].

In [34] it was shown that after introducing suitable partition of unities and performing changes of

variables an elliptic phase function satisfying H1’) and H 2{0]) reduces to the following normal form:

t 2
(74) o(t,:6) = (0,0 + EL e 16)
with € being quadratic in (¢, ) and &, to say
07, OLE0:€) =0 Vla| <1, fe N,

The explicit representation ({74 is not required for the following arguments. However, it is useful to
keep it in mind stressing the nature of a small smooth perturbation to ¢n,,. We refer to data (¢, a)
satisfying the above conditions for some A > 1 and 0 < k < d/2 as type (A, k)-data. The notation and
nomenclature is analogous to [3] to point out the similarity to the case of homogeneous variable-coefficient
phase functions.

It turns out that these conditions are invariant under parabolic rescaling in a uniform sense, and this
allows us to run the induction argument for normalized data. However, to reduce arbitrary hyperbolic
phase functions, we have to do one rescaling which depends on the phase function. This gives rise to
the dependence on ¢ in [72)). If we confine ourselves in (72) to normalized data, there will be no explicit
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dependence on ¢. We define the relevant constant as follows, where £, M and p were fixed above and
cpar and N = N¢ s, in the definition of normalized data are chosen in dependence.
We denote by ©% ;. (A; R) the infimum over all D > 0 so that the estimate

1T oy < DROCDFNTA |, + RN B3 ] 2

holds true for all data (¢, a) of type (4, k), balls B of radius R contained in B(0,\) and f € L%(B%(0,1)).
For the weight function we take N as in D2y4). The estimate

(75) Le(AR) < C

implies Theorem since we can reduce to normal data. It turns out that it is enough to prove the
following proposition:

Proposition 5.3. Let 1 < R < Al—e/d, Then, we find the estimate ([3) to hold true.

—1/2

In fact, we observe that for any 1 < p < R and p -ball # one may write

™= >  Tf,
oNO#D,
o:R™Y/2 —ball

where 6 denotes the intersection of supp(f) and . We compute using Minkowski’s and Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality that for any weight w one has

T gz =C D T fellZo@w)?=C > (> 1T 6l))Y?

0:p=1/2—ball 0:p=1/2—ball o:R™/2_ball,
(76) oNO£)D
d
<C Y B Y TR S RIDTITM | an -
0:p—1/2—ball o R™Y2 _pall,
oNO£)D

Since | T f|l Lo () S HT)\fHLSQC(BR)’ from taking p = 1 in the above display it follows that

(77) Do R) S RATAO
which yields finiteness of ©¢. Moreover, we can reduce to
(78) aeAITE) < Ce

Indeed, the support conditions of the amplitude a imply that the support of T f is always contained
in B(0,\). We cover B(0,\) by an essentially disjoint family of A!~a-balls

I oy < S0 ITIE, -
B:A'" 9 —balls
and using Minkowski’s inequality we find
—E\\ & —E\a 1/2
T fll o) S DA AT T)AT (A7) 2R ( > 1T foll 2o )

0:(\'"T)-1/2—balls
+ (}\1—5/d)2(d+1))\—aN/8||f||2

- _Ef\q e 1/2
SO NN PR ST T ol ey
0:A—1/2—balls
AN £l

2e(d+1)
d

+ AQ(CH’I)*

For N large enough in dependence of ¢, d and M we find (72)) to hold from (7€) for normalized data.
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5.2.2. Rescaling of variable-coefficient phase functions. We record the following trivial rescaling allowing
us to reduce data of type A to data of type 1:

Lemma 5.4. For any A > 1 we find the following estimate to hold:
(79) Ax(AR) 497k (MA; R/A).

Proof. Let (¢,a) be a datum in A-normal form. We define d;(z, &) = Ap(z/A;€) and amplitude a(z; &) =
a(z/A; €) and observe that T f = T4 f. Note the equivalent behaviour of ¢ and 6 under one positional
derivative. Hence, we find (q;, a) to satisfy H1y), H2[1k}), D11), D12), and the second derivative amounts
to an additional factor of 1/A. Hence, we find D2;) to hold. The new margin of the new amplitude a has
been increased to size 1/4 and we find M;) to hold. This step might require the additional argument of
decomposing the amplitude function through a partition of unity and translating each piece, if necessary,
to adjust to the enlarged support Asupp(a). This involves a sum over O(A%*!) operators where each is
associated to type 1-data.

Covering B(0, R) with R/A-balls yields another factor of O(A9*+1), but these pieces can be bounded by
D5 x(A/A; R/A), and the proof is complete. Moreover, the form of the error term allows us to summarize

the sum over O(A9*!) error terms again as error term. O

Next, we show the following stability result for normalized phase functions under parabolic rescalingﬂ.
This allows us to properly run an induction argument.

Lemma 5.5. [Parabolic rescaling for hyperbolic phase functions] Let 2 < p < o0, 1 < p < R < ),
0 <k <d/2 and a(p,k) like in ). Suppose that (¢,a) satisfies H1') and H%k]) and let T be the

associated oscillatory integral operator. If g is supported in a p~L-ball and p is sufficiently large, then
there exists a constant C(¢) > 1 such that

1Tl ) S D5k NTE, RITER/D) P Tl g + REED (O R) N g
Proof of Lemma 53 for phase functions of type 1. Let & € B%(0,1) be the centre of p~!-ball where g is
supported. We perform the change of variables £’ = p(§ — &) and we compute

N i (2 —1gr _ _ -~
Pg(e) = [ PO ergls = [ 0O Gt 47 gl 107
[ ——
g(&")
We expand ¢ to find
1
0

Let ®¢,(t,x) = (t,D(t,2;&0)); PNt x) = AP¢, (t/N, 2/)) and we introduce the dilations D, (¢, z) =

(p*t, pz) and Dl . (z) = p~tz. We find

O(z: 0+ €/p) = Bz 60) + [Vgéb(z;fo)]% +p / (1= r)(@2eb(z: €0 + 1€ /)€, €'Yl

(80) em(@go(pZt/A,pz/Axao)TAg ° q)go oD, = TA/fg’
where

~ 2 PGNP (b €Y ~ N/ 02 .
T jta) = [0 )

and the phase q;(t, x; &) is given by
1
(@6 + [ (1= r)(0Beo(g, (. D))+ 78/ ). ),

and the amplitude a(y,t; &) = a(P¢, (t; D;,ly); & +&/p).

1Here7 the term parabolic refers to the rescaling of time by a quadratic factor compared to space and is not restricted
to phase functions related to elliptic (parabolic) surfaces.
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We verify ([80): From the definition
(‘1)20 °© DP)(tv z) = ADg, (th//\v px/A)

and

MNP, (Dp(t, 1)), &0 +€/p) = Ad(Pe, (0°t/ N, p/N); &0 + €/ p)

L AB(®e, (2t/ N, p/N): €0) + AIVed(@e, (0%, pir/N): &m%

1
070 [ (L= 10800, (0Pt \ p Vi o + o7 )8,
0
which proves [B0). If ¢ is in normal form, then we can also write

|§|2

(81) ot 7€) = (&) + 1L / (1= )02 E(®e (1, D, 1), & + 1€/ )€, €),

0

and with § being supported in Bd(O, 1) we can assume that || < 1.
A change of spatial variables gives

442 oy o
1T*gll o (Br) S PP | T>/° g||LP((<I>goon)*1(BR))7

where the implicit constant stems from the Jacobian of ®¢,, which is controlled by property D1;). Note
that the implicit constant can be chosen constant for data of type 1 provided that c,q, > 0 is chosen
small enough. We cover ((IDE\O o D,)~(Bg) with essentially disjoint R/p?-balls, Bryp> € Bry,2 and find

~ 2
1Tl oy S0 022 S VG,
Bryp2€BRyp2

)1/10.

R/pQ)

We argue below that
177 G103y ) Seuw D e VT2, RICE) R0 OIHNTNG
ec R/

+ (R/p*)* VRN gl ey

holds for each Br/,> € B/, and some C>1.
If (d;, a) was a type-1 datum, this would be a consequence of the definitions. First, we show how to
conclude the proof with (82): we can write

UBR/PQGBR//JQBR/"2 S ((I)go °© DP)_l(BC¢R) = Crr,

where Bc, g is a ball concentric to Bg, but with enlarged radius Cy R for some Cyy > 1 because ¢, is a
diffeomorphism.

Hence, we find from summing the pth power on both sides over R/p? balls and inverting the change of
variables

)1/p

VT2 RICp?) (R pP)®He (N~ | TVe° IR
p2

Br,,2€B

gi,k(A/€p2,R/6p (R/p a(pak)"l‘EHT)\/p 9||

p R/p (wc )
Inverting the change of coordinates yields
T2 gll o) Sens DT u(VCp?, R/Cp®)(R]p*)* 0+

( > 17901170 s, )P+ REFD O R) N5l 2
6:(R/p2)—1/2—ball

It is straight-forward to check that the @, which are the images of 8 under the mapping & — p(€&—&o),
which inverts the change of variables in frequency space, form a cover of the suppg with R~/2-balls. Note
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how the error term compensates the decomposition into R/p? balls. In fact, any R/p?-ball contributes
with (R/p?)?¢ and there are roughly p?(**1) R/p*-balls.
It remains to prove (82) for each Bg/,2 € Br/,2. For this purpose record the following representations

of o = @(t, (L71)ta; LE):

1

(83) oLt z;8) = (x,6) +/ (1 = 1)(02cd(Pe, (t, Djpor 0 L71w), &0 + L€/ p) LE, LE)dr,
0

and from Taylor expansion we find (up to an irrelevant phase factor)

(84) Or(t, w3 €) = pPo(t, e, (t, D))y o L™ x); &0 + LE/ p).

é1, is an affinely changed version of ¢ for some invertible L, so that ataéq;L(O, 0;0) = I*. We perceive
L =diag(\/u1,-..,\/tin) - R, where R is a rotation and p, ..., i, are the eigenvalues of ataggé which is

already close to I* quantified by property H 2[1k}).

We verify H1,) for q;: Taking an x derivative of the integral term leads to an expression of the kind
8938525(]5 0y Pe, - ph
azaggqs is controlled by property Di) of ¢. From the definition of ®¢, and the chain rule we find
9: D¢, = (020:0)~". Since |02 — IF| < cpar, we have |9,®¢,| < 2 and we find the total expression to
be of order ¢pqr/p. Note that taking a frequency derivative does not magnify the size.
Likewise we verify D11) for |3| = 2. For higher derivatives in & we can argue with the representation
([B4) and observe that the bounds for large p become smaller and smaller since any derivative in £ gives
rise to a factor of p~1. In this way one checks the validity of D2;).

We check H 2[1k]): For this purpose we write

002pL(t,;€) — Ij = i0Z01(t,4;€) — 310%:61.(0,0;0)
and use the fundamental theorem of calculus. For an additional & derivative we find the contribution to
be of size O(cparp~!). For positional derivatives we use property D21) of ¢ to find this contribution to
be also much smaller than c,q,, and thus the claim follows.

The only cases of D2;) which require additional reasoning to the above arguments are when there are
two time derivatives and only one or two frequency derivatives. Else, the smallness is immediate from
([B4). In the case of two time derivatives and few frequency derivatives we have to consider combinations
8?,585255 , 0:P¢, and 93P, . 6,36525(;5 and higher frequency derivatives are controlled by property D2q) of
¢ and above we have seen that 0;®¢, is controlled quantitatively through (Z3)) of ¢. The control over
D2,®¢, follows from considering one further time derivative:

0™ (P (L, 2560); €0) + 8ta§5¢)\(‘1)>\(ta$§§o))atq)/\
(85) + 002 ™M (P (t, 5.£0); £0) 0 @ (t, 5 &) + 02,0e 0™ (B (L, 5 £0); £0) (0 @)
+ 020 0;,0 = 0.
Hence, we find [020:¢1|, |8§t6§£q3 1| < C independent of ¢ with dependence only on the parameters in

the definition of type 1 data. After invoking Lemma [5.4] with some constant independent of ¢ provided
that ¢ is a datum of type 1, the proof is complete. O

Finally, we deal with the case of a general phase function. The proof is essentially a reprise of the
proof of Lemma However, the implicit constants are now allowed to depend on ¢, and since we are
not dealing with a normalized datum from the beginning, the constants may become arbitrarily large.

Proof. First, we use the trivial rescaling from Lemma 54 ¢ — ¢4 = A¢p(z/A, &) to ensure that

2980l o < _SPAT_ 4, —1.92
Later, we shall see how to choose A = A(¢). Next, we break the support of g into p~!-balls, and again

we will choose p > 1 later in dependence of ¢.
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We carry out the changes of coordinates from the proof of Lemma [5.5] and again arrive at the repre-
sentations
1

(36) 3003 = @8+ [ (1= r)(0he (@ (1. D) )i o + /)6,

(87) ¢ (t,m;6) = PP (DE (1, D)1 )i o + €/ p),

and we define ¢4 analogous to the proof of Lemma We check H1;) from (88) which shows that
(88) 0redit = La+ Op(p™").

We also find ||0y, 0z ¢l = Ogy(p~") also follows from (8T). Moreover, for higher order derivatives in §
we get additional factors of p~! which proves property D1}).
Likewise, we verify D12) for sufficiently large p.

For the proof of H2[1k]) we write again
(89) 00201, — I = 0ot 7;€) — Bi0Eedr (0, 030)

and estimate the difference deploying the fundamental theorem of calculus. The above arguments al-
ready yield ataggggsf = Ou(p~1), for positional derivatives we choose A = A(¢) large enough, so that

8t<9z8§2§<,5’£‘ < 4 and we can also control this contribution. Note that here we also need |97®*| =

0O4(A™1) which follows from (B5]).
We check D2) like in the proof of Lemma after choosing A = A(¢) sufficiently large. O

5.2.3. Approzimation by extension operators. Let (¢, a) be a datum of type 1 giving rise to the oscillatory
integral operator 7 and recall that we assume the amplitude function to be of product type: a(z;&) =
a1(z)az2(€). Further, recall that

£ (Vo) 07 (7:6))
is a graph parametrisation of a hypersurface ¥z. Thus, we have
(90) (2, (V0,00 (797 (%:6))) = (2,€) + th=(€)
for all z = (z,t) € R™! with z/\ € Z where h=(&) = (0;0(Z; ¥ (Z;€))).
Moreover, from the definition of ¥* we have
€ =0.6" (%1 (%:6)),
(91) Ly = 82:0"(z: U(2:€)) (9 ¥ (%:€)),
0= 8355(15(5; U2 (£))(0: 0 (Z:€))” + 835(;9(2; ‘PA(O)%‘PA(E; £).
And consequently, we find for 1-normalized data
DNz 8) ~ Iy,
(92) % i (7€) ~ Ia
|0z 07(Z; )] < 1.

Let Ex denote the extension operator associated to Xz given by

Begle) = [ 00700 €)g(e)ie

where az(£) = az o U (Z; €)| det 9¢ U (%; €)|.
We shall see that on small spatial scales T is effectively approximated by E» and vice versa. We record
the following consequence of dealing with 1-normalized data:

Lemma 5.6. Let (¢,a) be a type 1 datum. FEach eigenvalue p of aggh; satisfies |u| ~ 1 on supp(az).
For elliptic phase functions of type 1 we have p ~ 1 on supp(az).
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Proof. From the definition of hz we find
Oeh=(€) = (0:0: 0™ (7 V(7 €)) 9 W (75 ),
0Zch=(€) = (0108 0™ (7 UM (2:€) (0 UM (73 €))* + 0,0¢™ (7, WA (%:€)) O U (%: ),
and the claim follows from (92]). O
This becomes needful when it comes to applying the constant-coefficient £2-decoupling theorem, which
we repeated in Theorem [5.1] because Lemma [5.6] ensures uniformity of the constant from the decoupling
inequality.
In the following we analyze T*f(z) for z € B*1(z; K) C B(0,3)\/4) and 1 < K < \'/2. The con-
tainment property can be assumed due to the margin condition. We see that the desired approximation

identity holds on this spatial scale: we perform a change of variables ¢ = U (%; §~ ) and expand ¢* around
Z to find

T f(z) = / ei((2=F Ve 8 GV EOIHER(EF0) X (2)az(€) fo(£)dE,
R4
where fz = ¢ GV E)) f o YA (z;-) and
1 1
w6 = 5 [ (1= N(O20)(E +ro) AW E )i v)ar

Lemma 5.7. Let T* be an operator associated to a 1-normalized datum (¢p,a), 0 <5 <1/2, 1 < K <
N/2=0 and Z/X € Z so that B(z; K) C B(0,3)\/4).

Then, we find the estimates

(93) HT/\fHL”(wB(?;K)) SN ||EZfE||LP(wB(U;K)) + )‘7§N/2||f||2’

(94) ||EEfEHLp(wB(O;K)) SN ||T)\fHLp(wB(E;K)) + )‘7§N/2Hf|‘2'

to hold provided that N is chosen sufficiently large depending on d,d and p. Here, the constant N is the
same for the weight functions, the conditions on the derivatives D11), D12), D21) and in the exponent
of A in the above estimates. Moreover, in case of sharp cutoff ([@3) becomes

(95) IT* fll o B0y SN Bz 2l Lowno) + A2 2.

Proof. We can replace f by fy, where in view of the definition az and the fact that we are dealing with
a datum of type 1, we can assume that ¢ is supported in [0,27]%. After performing a Fourier series

decomposition of €2 (“:€)(€), one may write
(96) e 0p(e) = 3 ap(v)e'®9),
kezd

. o/

where ay, (’U) = f[O,QTr]'i €_l<k’£>€l£?(v’£)§0(§)d€-
Since K < A\/2 we find the favourable bound
BeXp: €Y < @
(v;§)€B(0,K) xsuppaz
as long as 8 € N¢ with 1 < |3| < 2N by virtue of property D2;) and the computation in (@I]) showing
that |8g\IIA(E;§)| < 1aslong as 1 < |3 < 2N. Consequently, integration by parts yields
lar ()| Sv (L + k)Y,
whenever |v| < 2\1/2. We derive the following pointwise identity from (@)
T fZ+ o) < Y lan()[|B(fze" ™) @) S D0 (1 + k)TN Bx(fze' ™ ().

kezd kezd
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We decompose further:
||TAfHLP(wB<z;K)) < ”(T)\fﬂB(E;Q/\l/?)”LP(wB(;;K)) + H(T/\f)lR'ﬂl\B(E;QAl/?)HLP(wB(;;K))-
The second term leads to the error term, that is

35 O £l

(97) H(T/\f)X]Rd\B(E;Z\l/?)HL”(UJB(E;K)) 5 A2p )

In fact, we have ||T*f||L~ < || f|l2, and consequently,
1 d+2 A tr 1
(/Rd+1(1 + K Y a)~ @2 f|p) SKYP|| fllze S A% ||f]|2,

and the factor A=V =(4+2)) stems from the additional decay of the weight (1+K ~'|z|)~" we are actually
considering. This gives (@), and since the operator Ex is translation-invariant,

(98) Efei™ ) g|(t,x) = Ezg(t,z + k) V(t,z) € R and k € R%.
Minkowski’s inequality yields
(99) ”T)\le(EQ)\l/Z)”Lp(ws(z;x)) SN Z (1+ |k|>_N”EEfE”LP(wB((k,o),K))'
kezd

Next, observe that
Z (1+ |k|)_NHEEf?HL”(wB((k,o),K))

kezd
_N 1_

= @+[E)T P A+ DY VN E L2l o w0 o,

kezd

1/p 1/p'
(100) < | S W D N B S+ [RYNVGIP
keza kezd
1/p
= Cldp V) | [ 1A 3 (1 o) N0
kezd

Sn,p HEEfEHLP(wa,K))'
For the ultimate estimate one observes
>+ E) N ws(ko).x) S wB©.K)-
kezd

In order to prove (@), we write
Bfelw) = [ o E G000 6)f o 9 )k
Again, we insert a smooth cutoff (&) supported in [0, 27]? so that
e—IE2 WO () = 3 O, (v),
kezd

where b (v) = f[o QW]de*“k’f)e’ig?(”?f)cp(f)dé. Once more, integration by parts yields the pointwise
bound
[bor(0)| S (14 [K]) 72,

and inverting the change of variables gives

|B=f=(0)] S D (14 [R) 7N [0 iz 0),
———

keZa >
fr
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From a similar argument to the one from the proof of (@4), we have
(101) 1E=f2 Lo wpo ) S8 D L+ KDV f)xpzaay o ) + AN 21 F )12
kezd

The k = 0 term is alright because it yields the desired quantity. For the higher order terms we use the
estimate ([@3) and (I00) to conclude

> A+ EDTVIT )X se o | Le(wsee)
kEZ k#0

S22 (4 RD) TV E= ol wi o )
kEZA kA0
SN 2_N||E2fz||Lp(wB(o,K))-

Choosing N large enough depending on n and p this quantity can be absorbed into the lefthandside of
(I0T)) which yields the claim. O

5.2.4. Conclusion of the proof.

Proof of Proposition [53. To show Proposition[5.3 for fixed parameters d, e and N = N(d, €), it is enough
to prove that

(102) SR R) Sclforall 1 < R< AT/,

We perform an induction on the radius, and with the base case (small R) readily settled, we contend the
following induction hypothesis:

There is a constant C. > 1 such that @ik(/\’; R') < C. holds for all 1 < R’ < R/2 and all X satisfying
R < (A/)l—a/d.

We use the approximation lemma on a small spatial scale and lift the resulting estimates to the correct

spatial scales through parabolic rescaling: Let By denote a family of finitely-overlapping K-balls covering
By, for some 2 < K < \'/%. After breaking By into B(Z; K )-balls the estimate from Lemma [5.7] implies

A A 1/p 1/p
(103) T vy SO D0 1T sery) SO D2 1B )
B(z:K)eBxk B(z;K)eBx

We apply the constant-coefficient decoupling theorem (Theorem [51]) to each small scale and find after
reverting the change of coordinates (again using that we are dealing with 1-normalized data):

1Bz 2l Lo (wpo.n)) Se K6/2+a(p’k)||EEfE||L§ K

Lo (WB0,K))

104 - 1/2 _
( ) /SK (P,k)+8/2( Z HT/\fU”%P(wB(z;K))) / A N/8K2d||f||2.

o:K—1/2_bpall

Moreover, this estimate holds uniformly in Z by virtue of the uniform estimates on the Hessian of hz
derived in Lemma 5.6l We plug ([I04)) into (I03]) to find after using Minkowski’s inequality:

1/2

(105> HT/\f”LP(BR) S Ka(Pyk)+€/2 Z ”T)\fUH%P(wBR) + /\7N/8K2deHfHL2.
o:K—1/2 —ball

Next, apply Lemma to each T f, which gives the estimate
1T Folr oy < D54V (CK?), BRICKD)BIE2 DT |
+ RATD O R) N £ 2(ray.

(wBR)

(106)
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We note that D7 ; (\/ (CK?),R/(CK?)) <. 1 according to our induction hypothesis. Plugging (I06) into
([I03) gives after applying orthogonality

1/2
||T)\f||LP(BR) < 0866K6/2(R/K2)04(P,k)+6 Z HT)\fUHQp,R
Lace(wsg)
o:K—1/2—ball
+ RATD RV £
< CeasK_EmRa(p’kHEHT/\fHLS'R(

<\WBpR)

+ B2/ R) N £l 2

and we see that induction closes. O

Proof of Theorem [Z.2 To finish the proof of Theorem 52} we break the support of f € L2(B%(0,1)) into
p~L-balls, p = p(¢), so that after parabolic rescaling we are dealing with a normalized phase function ¢.
We can apply Proposition[53lto ¢, and the proof is completed using Lemma 5.5 O
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