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LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF DIRAC EQUATIONS WITH NONLINEARITY
DERIVED FROM HONEYCOMB STRUCTURE IN 2 DIMENSIONS

KIYEON LEE

ABSTRACT. The aim of this paper is to show local well-posedness of 2 dimensional Dirac equations with
power type and Hartree type nonlinearity derived from honeycomb structure in H* for s > % and s > %,

respectively. We also provide the smoothness failure of flows of Dirac equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider following two Cauchy problems for massless honeycomb lattice power type Dirac

equations(¢ = 1) and Hartree type Dirac equations(¢ = 2):

(0 + o - D) = —ikNy (4, )
$(0) = ¢o

(1.1)

where ¢ : R'*2 — (C? is the spinor field represented by a column vector, x is constant, D = —iV, and

a = (Pga', Pya?) are the Dirac matrices defined by

0 1 0 —i
al = , o = ,
1 0 i 0
with Py = e for honeycomb lattice constant 74 # 0 arising from nonlinear Schrédinger equa-
U

tions(NLS) with honeycomb lattice potentials(see the Section IT in [I]). The nonlinearities N, are defined
by
bih11a1 + 2bath1athan 0

Nt ) = - ) Nl v) = (Je 7 (]e))
0 b11)121)99 + 2both111Pa1

where ;1,12 are components of 1); and the coefficients b1, b2 > 0 which are an amplitude of Bloch waves.
The symbol * denotes convolution operator in R? and the 9 is the complex conjugate transpose of ).

Our main equations with the nonlinearity N; are derived from two dimensional Schrodinger equations
with honeycomb lattice potential. Its rigorous derivation appears in [I]. The honeycomb lattice structure
has appeared in the fabrication of graphene, a mono-crystalline graphitic film in which electrons behave like
massless Dirac fermions(see [6]). Also, the nonlinear optics which model laser beam propagator in particular

types of photonic crystals, have the honeycomb structure(see [2, [14]).
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The equation (L)) for ¢ = 1 has the scaling invariance structure in Hz. That is, for ¢; the solution to
([CI) with £ = 1, the function 1, defined by 91 x(t, ) = A24; (A, Az) is also the solution to the equation
(CI) with ¢ = 1 and satisfies that |[1)1,1(0, )||H% = ||41 (0, )||H% By this reason, the (L)) for ¢ = 1 is said
to be mass-supercritical case. Also, since [|th2 x(0,-)[[zz = [[12(0,-)||L2 for Yo x(t, ) = Ah2 (A, Ax) where 1y
is solution to (ILI]) with ¢ = 2, the equation (II)) with ¢ = 2 has the scaling invariance structure in L2. The
(T for £ = 2 is called to be mass-critical case.

Now we state the main theorem of this paper. For simplicity of representation, we set an index s(¢) by

ifl=1,
if ¢ =2.

s(0) =

O W=

Theorem 1.1 (Local well-posedness for H® data). Let s > s(¢) + 2 for £ = 1,2. Then L) is locally
well-posed for initial data in H®(R?).

Here a definition of the fractional Sobolev space H*(R?) is placed in Notations below. In particular,
LWP result of Dirac equations which have same nonlinearity N, has been studied in [I] for H*(R?) with
s> 1.

We can prove Theorem 1 for massive cases (m > 0) in the same way as proof of Theorem 1. Since the

Physical model comes from massless Dirac Fermions, we only consider the massless case(m = 0) in this

paper.
Lemma B2 is deduced from Selberg’s estimates and we get a coefficient p5 % in the result (3) of Lemma
Then the condition s > s(¢) + % is necessary in process of proof of Theorem [l and the coefficient 5 ~*

makes the gap between scaling critical index s(¢) and our well-posedness index s(¢) + g.
In this paper, we consider Dirac equations with some nonlinearity. Related equations to (L)) are well

known as semi-relativistic equations as follows:

(1.2) iug +Vm? — Au = Nul?u,
(1.3) iug +vV/m?2 — Au = \|z| 71 * |ul?)u.

The Cauchy problem for semi-relativistic equations with power type nonlinearity (L2)) has been investigated
in [I1l 12]. In [11l 12], Dinh([II]) showed local well-posedness(LWP) of (L2) with massless case(m = 0)
for H*(R?) with s > 2 and Fujiwara, Georgiev, and Ozawa extended LWP to global well-posedness(GWP)
for H'(R?). The Cauchy problem for 3 dimensional Hartree type semi-relativistic equations (I3)) has been
investigated in [21], [I5]. First the result of well-posedness was obtained by [2I] in H*(R?) for s > £. In
I21], global well-posedness holds in H 2 (R?) for small data in L2. Later this was improved to s >  in [I5].
Also they([15]) showed ill-posedness result for H*(R?) with s < 1. For (L3) with d-dimensions(d > 2), Cho
and Ozawa([9]) have revealed the Global well-posedness result for H*(R%) with s > . Further results for

semi-relativistic equations, we refer to [10].
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The difficulty stems from the absence of null-structure of Ny. We describe the difference between 1151 and

1 0
|v|> where 3 = . . The quadratic term 181 has a null-structure which represents like [t/1|? — 122

On the other hand, another term [+)|? = |¢1|? + |1»2|* does not have the null-structure. Since this structure
induces delicate bilinear estimates, Dirac equations with null-structure lead to better results than the case
without null-structure. However, we do not use this structure, because our nonlinearities N7 are essentially
the same as [1|?. For this reason, it is picky to control the nonlinear term N;. Hence we describe the Lemma
which used crucially in the proof of Theorem [T

Also we consider the Dirac equation with Coulomb type nonlinearity which has null-structure:

(1.4) (i0; + o - D)y = A (Y1) 2,
(1.5) (i0, + - D) = A(|gc|—7 « (1 By) )1/;.

As known result for the equation ([4), Bejenaru and Herr([3]) showed the GWP in Hz (R2). And the known
results for the equation (IH) are in [8, 20]. In [20], An author of this paper revealed the LWP in H*(R?)
with s > 77_1 and 1 <~ < 2. It was studied in [8] that global well-posedness and small data scattering holds
in H*(R?) for s >~ —1and 1 < v < 2. As related to ([LH)), there is a Dirac equation with Yukawa potential.
One may find many results of the Dirac equation which has Yukawa potential nonlinearity in [7), 25l 26| 27].

In view of scaling we expect that LWP results for (II) is optimal in H () For this expectation we

introduce the following theorem which denotes the smooth failure of our main equation (L)) for s < s(¢).

Theorem 1.2. Let s < s(¢) and T > 0. If the flow map ¢ — u in ([LI)) exists as a map from H®(R?) to
C([-T,T); H*(R?)), it fails to be C* at the origin.

If the equation (L)) has well-posedness in [—T, T'] for some T' > 0, the flows of (LI have the smoothness
n [—T,T]. Since Theorem [[.2limplies that the smoothness of flows of (LLT]) fails, This yields the ill-posedness
of (LI) for H® with s < s(¢).

The smoothness failure of some equations was studied for many authors in [22] 4 [T5] 20]. Molinet, Saut,
and Tzvetkov([22]), Bejenaru and Tao([]), and Herr and Lenzmann([I5]) have proved the ill-posedness
results similar to Theorem (2)) for Benjamin-Ono equations, 1-d Schréodinger equations and semi-relativistic
equations, respectively. For Dirac equation, ill-posedness results have been shown in [20].

It is still opened the well-posedness of (1)) in H*(R?) for s(¢) < s < s({) + 2. For filling up this gap, we
have to obtain better bilinear estimates than Lemma For this purpose we should find some structure
of nonlinearity of (L)) like null-structure. Then we may improve LWP in H*® with sobolev index s below
s(0)+ 3.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we discuss projection operators. In Section 3, we introduce
the function spaces and the bilinear estimates the most useful on proof of main theorem. Section 4, we prove
Theorem [[T] via the standard contraction method. In section 5, we establish the proof of Proposition [41]

arising in Section 4. In the last section, we discuss Theorem by contradiction argument.
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Notations.
e Space and space-time Fourier transform: f: F(f) denotes the space variable Fourier transform of f and
Fe '(g) the inverse Fourier transform of g such that

FAD©) = [ @y dn F o)) = (2m)? [ eiole)ds

fz Fi.z(f) denotes the space-time variables Fourier transform of f such that

]:t,;v (f) (Tv 5) = / e_it"r_mff(t, ,T) dtdzx.

R1+2

NI

e Fractional derivatives and Sobolev spaces: D* = (=A)3 = F, Y| Fe, A* = (1 - A)
for s > 0. Let us denote H* = DSL? and H®* = ASL? for s € R.

=F 1+ [¢?)2 Fy

e Mixed-normed spaces: For a Banach space X and an interval I, u € LIX NC iff u(t) € X for a.e.t € I and
lull g = Iu@llxllos < oo. Bspecially, we denote LIL, = LI(T; L5(R?)), LY, = L4L4, LI = L4LL.
For vector-valued function ¢ € LYX N C?, we also denote that I¥llax == ¥l zox-

e Littlewood-Paley operators: Let us define 81 € C§°(—2,2) such that 1(s) = 1 if |s| < 1 and Si(s) =
B($) — B(%) for A > 1. Then we define the frequency projection F(Py f)(§) = [3)\(5)]/“\(5), Py = 22:1 P,
and P> =1 — P_y. Also, for measurable set S C R?, R C R'*2, we denote that F,(Ps[f)(§) = xs(O)f(6)

and ]:t@(PRf)(Tu 6) = XR(Tu g)f(Tv 6)

e As usual different positive constants depending only on «, k are denoted by the same letter C, if not
specified. A < B and A > B means that A < CB and A > C~!'B, respectively for some C > 0. A ~ B
means that A < B and A 2 B.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, for simplicity of the Cauchy problem, we define the projection operators and rewrite the

equations (I to integral equations.

2.1. Projection operator. We first define the projections about (LI]) as following:

1 a-D
(D :_—<Ij:7>.
D) =3\ ™

Then we get
- D = [ng||V| (TT°(D) - I (D)) .
Using these projection operators, we decompose
Y=ty Yo
where 11 := II*(D)1. Also, these projection operators satisfy that
I (D)II (D) = ITI*(D),  II*(D)IIF(D) = 0.
Applying these operator to (ILI]) we see that

(2.1) (0 £ ||| V|)Ys = —ikITE(D)N (¢, )1
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for £ = 1,2 with initial data
¥+ (0) =: 9o, € H".
To simplify the representation of ([2.II), we set the spinner ¢4 (¢,2) = 4 (\n_l;\’ 3:) Hence ¢ satisfies that

(10 % [V = ——(i0) £ ||| V) = — =TT (D)Ni (6, 6)
|74] |74

for £ =1,2. We still call the spinner to ¥. Then we finally get the second main equation
(2.2) (i0h £ V)t = —irg I (D)Ne(h, ).

where ry = m—’;‘.

By Duhamel’s formula, we can represent the equations (Z:2)) written as an integral equation
(23) 0o = Su00 g [ 5400 - O (D) [N (000 000 )]
for £ = 1,2. Here we define the linear propagator S4 (t) as following:
(2.4) Si(t)f =eFTHVIf,

2.2. Fractional Leibniz rule. The following lemma which is called fractional Leibniz rule is useful in the

proof of LWP.
Lemma 2.1 ([I6 I8 [17]). Let 0 < s <1, 1 <p < oo. Then
1D*(f9) = fD°9 = gD*fllze S 1D fllLe:[[D**gl| e

provided s = s1 + so with 0 < 51,52 <1 and % ==+

1,1
P1 p2”

The proof of Lemma 211 is in [16] 18] [17].

3. FUNCTION SPACES AND BILINEAR ESTIMATES

3.1. Functions spaces: X®’-space. We first introduce Xi’b space which will be useful in local theories.

(See e.g. [6L 19, 24].) Let us define the norm for s,b € R as follows:

X = {v: faermo |, < oo
with a norm
ol = ([ 0" 160 Ttn o) arce) "

In particular, we denote that Xft’f is X2" for +; = 4 and Xj[’f is X* for +; = —. These function spaces

satisfy the embedding for b > %

X3T) = C(-T,T); H®).
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3.2. Bilinear estimates.

Lemma 3.1 (Theorem 2.1 of [23]). Let A >0 and L > 1. Let us define the thickened cones
Ki ={(r&: s A r ¥l =01}
Then
1Pt ngns,tlls, S HINSLEPict g, yullrz,
for uw:R™? — C and any ball B, C R? with radius pn > 0.
The following lemma is readily obtained by Lemma B.11

Lemma 3.2. Let s > %, b> %, and u : R'2 — C. Then the following holds:
1 550 . .
(1) HPBMU”L;{Z < pd HPBMUHXj%:*b forue X3 and any ball B, with radius pn > 0,
E)b
@) llullzs, Sllull g, foruwe XET,
s Xi
__ 3_ b
(3) 1Pz, S it sl polluall o for > 0, uy € X2

Proof. We first prove (1). Lemma [B.1] yields that, for A > 1,

| Ps,, Prullps

1,13
<> uiasLE 1Pkt s, uls,

L>1
1,13 1.1 .3 ~
S Z WEAS LS ”PKfLm(RxBM)uHL?m S Z pTASLS bHLbXKAiLm(RxBH)UHLig
L>1 ' L>1 '

1.1 3 b - 1.1
S pEASLE Y (r F €] Pp, |z, S pTAS| Pp,ull xor
L>1

Then we have

1.1 1
1Ps,ullps . S I1Ps, Prullps S piAs 1P5, Pxullxor S utl| Po,ull g0
A>1 A>1 +

For (2), by (1) we obtain

N

1
2

1
ey, 5 ( SR, | < (Setipaly, ) sl
p>1 p>1 Xt

b

H-oolco
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Let us now prove (3). Using frequency localization and (2), we see that

Pl £ Y Bwndmmls + Y 1Pzl

)\1,)\221 >\1>>\221
1< ~A2 Amin SAmax~
S S uals lusalzs, + S0 uralloe luzaullos
)\1,)\221 >\1>)\221
1< ~A2 Amin SAmax~ 1
3_4 3_g 3_g
SO AN TN el lusallxes + Y Nk luaag Lo llugaall o0
+1 +o ES +2
)\1,)\221 >\1>>\221
HS)\I"’)\Z Aminsknlax"’ﬂ
3 _
S uE T el s lluall -
Here we used A\pax = max(A1, A2), Amin = min(Aq, \a). O

4. LocAL WELL-POSEDNESS: PROOF OF THEOREM [ 1]

Let us define a complete Banach metric space (M*?(T,§),d) as follows:

M, 5) = {¢ e C([-T,T): L2) N X3(T) : |9l pge := o e+ Nl o < 5} ,
d(¥, d) = ||v — ¢l pso-

We now consider a map D on M**(T,§) by

D)= 3 Sea®os, + S g /O Sy (t — )T (D) [Ne (s, , o, b, d.

+oe{£} +e{£}

7=0,1,2,3
where Zioe{i} Fi, = F, + F_. Then we first show the map D is self-mapping on M*°(T,§). By Lemma
2.1 of [13] we see that

1
| Se@uwos| ., S TH ol
XL
and

ST fll e
X3t

t
Hx[_m | sete=sar
0

for -3 <V <0< <b<V+1.

Proposition 4.1. Let s > s({) + 2 for £ = 1,2. Then there exists —3 < b < —3 < 5 <b <V +1 and

e >0, such that

3
H/\/e(%, ¢2)¢3HX1*" = Tajllll ijHXi’f
for all ¢ : R1*2 — C? and ¢; € X:SEJI-) with supp(y;) C {(t,z) : [t| < T}

Proposition [£1] will be proved in the next section. We now assume the validity of Proposition Il Then

we estimate

D) e < Callolle + CoT= 1150 < Crllvollas + CoT#0°.
+
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Set Ch||vollm: < g and choose the time T that satisfies CoT¢6% < %. Hence we see that [|D(¢)|| a0 < 9.

Therefore D is self-mapping on M*?(T,§). We now describe the fact that D is contraction mapping on
MEY(T, 6):

d(D(¥), D(¢)) = [D®) = D(B)l|amer < C (10134 + 101 3400) 1% = Dl pgoe

< 208 ~ dllaees < (DY), D(&)

for § satisfying that 4C6% < 2

Therefore this completes the proof of the local existence and uniqueness of a solution to (LIJ).

5. PROOF OoF PROPOSITION (1]

5.1. Proof of Proposition 4.1l By duality, it suffices to prove that

L= ' J[ Wit vmynnilaras <T€H|\wj||xsb|\w4||xo »

for ¢4 € Xi:bl and £ =1,2. We set ¢; = Vi for 7 =1,2,3,4. Then we have
V)2

I = // ( (brp11t21 + 2b2tp12022) Ys1 ) (ASE AS@)dtd:C
5177111277/122 + 25277/11177/121) P32

:CZ

J.k,le{1,2}

/ V1023 A5y dtdr

and

—CZ

j,.ke{1,2}

I = ‘ / V|~ (T o ) hg A ditda:

/ V|7 (1j4025) YapA*Pardtda| .

To compute the terms above, we introduce C-valued version estimates below which will be proved Section

Lemma 5.1. The following two estimates hold:

(i) Let s > s(1)+ 2. Then there ewists —5 <b < —3 <3 <b<b +1 ande >0, such that

(5.1) ‘// w1z ) ug A ugdtdx

for all uj : R™*2 — C and u; € Xif with supp(uj;) C {(t,x) : |t| <T}.

ST° H il o lleall o, o
Jj=1

(i1) Let s > s(2)+ 2. Then there exists —3 <V < -3 <1 <b<V +1 ande >0, such that

(5.2) '/ [|lz| ™" * (Wru2)] usA*ugdtde

<7 [ e

‘U4HXO,—I:’
Jj=1 1

for all uj : R™*2 — C and u; € Xif with supp(ue) C {(t,x) : [t| < T}.
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By Lemma 5.1l we get

I ST Y el ol

3
) skl el g e S 7 T 19 sl oo
J,k=1,2 j=1

for £ = 1,2. Tt completes the proof of Proposition [l
5.2. Proof of Lemma [5.71

Proof of (i) of Lemmalidl We first set % < s < 1. By Holder inequality and Lemma [Z1] we can split the
left-hand side of (&) as follows:

‘//(ulu_g)U3Asu_4dlfd$ '// A®(Trugus)ugdtdr — // A (Trus)usugdtdr — // urug (N ug) ugdtdz
+ ‘// A° (rug)usugdtde | + '//u_1u2 (A°ug) uzdtdx

DI+ I+ L

IN

We first treat the Ji. By Lemma B} we estimate

Ji S IA° (@ruzus) — A° (@ruz)us — Trus (Aus)|| 4

312 ||u4||L;%L§
t T

S A (i)l 2, lusllpspelluallszs
Let us consider [|[A®(u1u2)||z2 . Like above estimates, Lemma 2.1l yields that

1A% Tz, S A% (0m) - (A*u)7z - 0 (A7)

L7, * H(Asul)%‘ L?

t,x

o+ |fer (A73)|

2
Lt,:n

& [[aeul

||U2||L§L;o + Jlus ||L§L;o HAsuz‘

Lir2 Lir2’

By Sobolev embedding and Lemma we get

(5.3) ’%’

< [[As-2 H <Nl ws.
sone SR, Sl

for s > I, b> 1 and j = 1,2. By embedding X®% < L{L2, the estimate (53) leads us that
(5.4) [A* (@) l|zz , S lluallysolluzll e
’ 1 2
In particular, by (53]), we have
(5.5) luallzsze S lual e
3
Using the estimates (54), (53, and embedding X3 < LL2 | we see taht

Ji S IIU1||X15IIU2||X1,SIIU3IIX1,% IIU4IIX1,%
3 4
3

&
ST T gl luaall oo
le J 4
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On the other hand, for JZ, J3, we obtain

(5.6) It SIA* (wm@)llez Ilusll L pee luallpare,

(5.7) J13 S ||U1||L;%L;°||U2||L;%L;°||ASU3||L§L§||U4||L;%L§-

The estimates for (5.6]) are obtained in a similar way to estimates of Ji. Hence we consider the (5.1)). Using
(2) of Lemma B2 and Sobolev embedding, we estimate

_3 .
luillnsree S IHATSuglips | S llujllxge, for j=1,2,
(5.8) ’
1Ausll s S llusll oz < llusll -

Then the estimate (B8] yields that

3
I ST gl s b||U4||Xo o

Jj=1

Therefore this completes the proof of (&.1). O

Proof of (ii) of LemmalZdl The LHS of (5.2]) is bounded by

'// ||~ uluz)] us A ugdtdx

< ‘//AS(|V|1(’LL_1U2)U3)U_4dtdIE— // A* V|~ (Trug Justzdtde —/ V|~ (@rus) (ASus ) agdtda

+ ‘/ A% |V |~ (Trug Justadtde

+L[/nn*@nwawaEMMw

cJy + IR 4TS
We first consider the J3. Lemma 1] yields that

Jy < HAS [|v|71(u—1m)u3] — A5V HNTrug)us — | V| (Trus) (ASUB)HL3L2 lwallpare

S AT wim) |z oallusll e, luallpare

S D IPA IV )z s llusll g luall gz -
©w

Using Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev and Young’s convolution inequality we see that

[ P<i A |V (i) || p2ps S IIP<a(wa@)ll | o = 1B+ ()|l | s SN61 s lluallpapelluallpars
L2L3 L}L3 Ly
S ”ul”Xill [[uz|| X0

In third inequality, we used the ||5; Lz <1 for p>1. And, by Lemma .2 we estimate
I _ _ 1 __
S IR )z S S0 e Pamua) s < S i B mun) s
n>2 n>2 n>2

_1
5 Z s ||u1||X;f||u2||X;2b 5 HulHXifHquXi;
p>2
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Also, by second estimate of (B8], we get

3

3
I3 S [ wsllxcsoluallsze ST T llusllcso lual oo
=1 J j=1 Fi 4

Estimates for J3 are obtained in almost the same way as estimates for Ji. Hence it is left to deal with

J3. By Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev and Young’s convolution inequality, we have

}// V™! Py (uruz) (A*us) wadtda

S VT Pea(@rua) | 2 pa [1P<2 [(A*us)d]|

4
L2L3

S ||P§2(U_1U2)||L?L§ (| (A%us)tal| 21

< ||U1||L;%Lg||U2||L§Lg||ASU3||L;%L§||U4||L§L3

<
Sl oyl o sl sl

Since there is no contribution of P<q(uusz), we assume that P<i(tjuz) = 0. Let us consider the high-

frequency part of J3. By Lemma and Bernstein’s inequality we estimate

RS [[ 1917 ) 4ous i
p>2
< -1 — s N
=D AT [ (O
p>2
<3 [rumn,, el
N;“ H( A1 >\2) L2, 3 Lire 4 a2
< %—S u @, u s, Asu ‘ u ’
Ngﬂ H 1||Xi1b|| >\2||Xi5 3 Lir2 4 Lz
s
< 7 TT gl ool oo
? i +4
7j=1
Here we used the assumption s > % and b < —i. Therefore this completes the proof of the ([.2). O

6. THE PROOF OF THEOREM

This section aims to show Theorem [[2l Tt adopts the argument [22] [15] 20] to prove of smoothness failure
of flows of ([LI]) with cubic and Hartree type nonlinearity. As in proof of [22] 5], if the flow map ¢ — u
is C3 at the origin from H*® to C([0,T); H*), we have (G.4). In [22| [15], they showed smoothness failure of
flows of Benjamin-Ono, semi-relativistic equations, respectively. For the results about Dirac equation, we

refer to [20]. Let us consider the system of equation({ = 1, 2):

(at + - D)w = —ZKM(¢, ¢)w7

(6.1)
$(0) = diho € H*(R?).

If the flow is C? at the origin in H*, then it follows that

(62) Ru(0.t,)=6C / 8o (- ) (D) N (S (80, S (E)00 ) S, ()0 | (¢

+;,j=1,2,3,4
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where Sy (t) = e~ Pl for ¢ = 1,2. From the C° smoothness we have that

t
03) sup |3 [ Syl O (D) [N(Sis (0. Sy (€ ) Sy ()] | S il
0<t<T ||, ;—123470

7 1 Hs
for a local existence time T and j = 1,2. However we show that (@3] fails for s < s(¢). The explicit

statement is as follows:

Proposition 6.1. Let £ =1,2. Assume that s < s(£). Then the estimate

(6.4) sup [|Le(0)(O)l e < el
0<t<T
fails to hold for all p € H®, where Li(p)(t) = S Ly N e)(t) with
,§=T1, 4

£ )0 = /0 S, (8 = ) (DING (S (1) S (1) 553, (1) )

Proof. The proof of Proposition is proven by contradiction. For this purpose, let us assume that the
@A) holds. Fix A > 1. We first choose = A\~ for fixed 0 < & < 1. Let us define a box

B, ={{=(£,8&) & — Al S €] S p}

Fe 1XB“
0
To lead a contradiction we adopt a following estimate:

and consider ¢ = . Then we have ||| s ~ pA®.

(6.5) > RLO0]©) 2 w0,

+j, =1, 4

We now prove the (G3]). By taking Fourier transform we see that

Fo Lk o)) ©
1) [ [ O (N8 ) 814006 | () 82, (0)6] (€ ~ )t

— 1 (g) /| i} /  pra(t &3 Ol 0, (O, (7 = O, (€~ o)dcdo
TISH Y —Dbpu

where —B,, == {{ = (§1,82) : (=&, —&2) € By} and

t
pr.a(t,€0,0) ;:/ =i CEL (=) €12t [Cl st |0 —C 4t 0]) gy
0
e—iﬂt\ﬂ(eitw _ 1)

a W
with
w = =£1¢] £2 [(] £3 [0 — (| £4 |o].

From the support condition it follows that |o| < 2u, provided § € Bs,. Then |w| < A
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We set t = JA™17¢ for fixed 0 < § < 1. Since |tw| < 1 for A large enough, we get

te—Eritle] (cos(bfw) -1 N ism(tw))

Z plm4(t7§707 C)

+;,7=1,2,3,4 +;,j=1,2,3,4 tw tw

= Y e FE0L(6) +1)
+;,j=1,2,3,4

= Y teBEoL @) +i Y e E
+;,j=1,2,3,4 +;,j=1,2,3,4

= Z teii”tmOi(é) + &it cos(t[¢])
+;,j=1,2,3,4

= Y teHEOL(5) +8it(1+ O(5)).
+;,j=1,2,3,4

Hence we obtain

> RL@0]E©

+;,j=1,2,3,4

2 Z /< /B pr.a(t,&0,Q)|o| T Oyp (—=C)xn, (0 — )xp, (€ — 0)d(do

+;,j=1,2,3,4

>t

/< /B |0|*1+25(2)XBM(—<)XBM(0— OXB,A& — 0)d¢do
o N'U‘ —B,

> tu3+2s(£)_
Therefore we get (6.0).

We return to the main proof. Since F, {E}""l(cp) (t)} (&) = 0 for £ ¢ Bs,, the (G3]) yields that

1@ Bl = € > E[LDO]©) 2O as,, 2t ON.
+,,j=1,2,3,4

L
This gives us that
(6.6) O S @ > RO ©) SN
ij)jzl)...74 L2
¢
Therefore, by [6.8]) and ¢t = 6A~17¢, we have
(67) 5 < 'LL—1—25(Z))\25+1+8 _ )\2s+25(l)+2s(1+s(6))'

13

Then since the (6.7) does not hold for s < s(¢) and A > 1, we reach a contradiction. This completes the

proof of Proposition
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