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Abstract. Starting from the Zakharov-Kuznetsov (ZK) equation, a multidimensional KdV type equa-
tion on a hypercubic lattice, we provide a derivation of the 3-wave kinetic equation. We show that the
two point correlation function can be asymptotically expressed as the solution of the 3-wave kinetic
equation at the kinetic limit under very general assumptions: the initial condition is out of equilibrium,
the dimension is d ≥ 2, the smallness of the nonlinearity λ is allowed to be independent of the size D of
the lattice. To the best of our knowledge, the work provides the first rigorous derivation of nonlinear
3-wave kinetic equations. Also this is the first derivation for wave kinetic equations in the lattice setting
and out-of-equilibrium.
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1. Introduction

Given a periodic global solution u(t, x) to a certain dispersive equation one is interested in analyzing
the migration of its energy from low to high frequencies (forward cascade), more precisely one wants
to study the behavior of the energy spectrum given by the magnitude of the Fourier coefficients û(t, k)
as t and k become large. Here we take the view point that results on forward cascade are based on two
different approaches. The first approach, arguably introduced by Bourgain in [11], is centered on the
asymptotic analysis of the norm Hs, s≫ 1, of the solution u itself, since ∥u(t)∥2Hs =

∑
k |û(t, k)|2⟨k⟩2s

and hence its growth would show that migration to higher frequencies occurred. In within this approach
great progress has been made using techniques that are more commonly employed in a PDE context,
see for example [12, 13], [21], [27], [30], [54], [62], [76], [97], [98], [99], or techniques that are framed
in within a dynamical systems approach, such as in [9], [52], [58]. The second approach is based
on finding an effective equation, referred to as the wave kinetic equation, for the expectation (with
respect to a certain probability density) of |û(t, k)|2 by approximating the original dispersive equation
in various ways, and then implementing a limit process to finally arrive at a new equation that in an
appropriate sense is satisfied by the expectation of |û(t, k)|2.

The second approach is directly connected to the so-called wave turbulence theory in continuum
mechanics (see [100]). Wave turbulence describes the dynamics of both classical and non-classical
nonlinear waves out of thermal equilibrium. In spite of the enormous diversity of wave fields describing
the processes of random wave interactions in nature, there is a common mathematical framework
that models and describes the dynamics of spectral energy transfer through probability densities
associated with weakly non-linear interactions in quantum or classical wave systems. Those probability
densities are solutions of wave kinetic equations, whose nonlocal interaction operators are of kinetic-
type. Among the several types of wave kinetic equations, there are two common ones: 3-wave and 4-
wave equations associated with weakly nonlinear wave systems with quadratic and cubic nonlinearities
respectively. Denoting λ > 0 the parameter that describes the weak interactions of the wave system
under consideration, as the collision rate is λ2, it is expected that the associated wave kinetic equation
can be derived at the van Hove limit or the kinetic limit

t ∽ λ−2. (1)

The derivation of kinetic equations has been one of the central questions in the wave turbulence
theory, a theory that has its origin in the works of Peierls [81, 82], Brout-Prigogine [15], Zaslavskii-
Sagdeev [106], Hasselmann [56, 57], Benney-Saffman-Newell [6, 7], Zakharov [105], and has been
playing important roles in a vast range of physical applications: water surface gravity and capillary
waves; inertial waves due to rotation and internal waves on density stratifications, which are important
in planetary atmospheres and oceans; Alfvén wave turbulence in solar wind; planetary Rossby waves,
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which are important for the weather and climate evolutions; waves in Bose-Einstein condensates
(BECs) and in nonlinear optics; waves in plasmas of fusion devices; and many others, as discussed in
the books of Zakharov, Lvov, Falkovich [105] and Nazarenko [77], and the review paper of Newell and
Rumpf [78].

Despite the growing number of physical applications of wave turbulence theory, the mathematically
rigorous derivation of wave kinetic equations for different types of weakly nonlinear dispersive wave
systems has always been a challenging problem.

In rigorously deriving wave kinetic equations, the work of Lukkarinen and Spohn [69] for the lattice
cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS) is pioneering. In [69], the random initial condition is
distributed according to the corresponding Gibbs measure at statistical equilibrium. The equation is
put on a hypercubic lattice and kept deterministic. The linearization of the 4-wave kinetic operator
can then be observed via the use of a special time correlation function at the kinetic limit.

To derive kinetic equations from wave equations, the wave equations can be put either on hypercubic
lattices or on continuum domains. The lattice and continuum settings have different challenges and
difficulties (see the discussions in [23, 24, 66] and Subsection 1.1).

While the work of Lukkarinen and Spohn is in the lattice setting, the work of Buckmaster-Germain-
Hani-Shatah [18, 19], Deng-Hani [31], and Collot-Germain [28, 29] give rigorous derivations of the
4-wave kinetic equations from the cubic NLS equation in the continuum setting, with random initial
data, at limits closed to (1) and the equation is put out of statistical equilibrium. Attempts to derive
the 4-wave kinetic equation from the stochastic NLS in the continuum setting have been carried out
by Dymov, Kuksin and collaborators in [35, 36, 34, 33].

Finally, let us also mention the (CR) equation, which is derived from the deterministic cubic non-
linear Schrödinger equation in [17, 44] and studied in [16, 47, 48], and which is a Hamiltonian equation
whose nonlinearity is given by one component of the 4-wave kinetic operator.

Let us also comment that the Boltzmann equation is probably the most famous collisional kinetic
model. The derivation of the Boltzmann equation is also a very important and active research line
[10, 45, 63].

In our present work, we propose a derivation of the full 3-wave kinetic equation in the same lattice
setting considered previously by Lukkarinen and Spohn [69]. We will start with the ZK equation in
d-dimension (d ≥ 2), which has many physical applications concerning drift waves in fusion plasmas
and Rossby waves in geophysical fluids [77][Section 6.2, Equation (6.1)] and ionic-sonic waves in a
magnetized plasma [64, 104],

dψ(x, t) = −∆∂x1ψ(x, t)dt + λ∂x1

(
ψ2(x, t)

)
dt,

ψ(x, 0) = ψ(x),
(2)

with a random noise that will be specified later. The parameter 1 > λ > 0 is a real constant. The
constant λ is the parameter describing the weak interactions of the nonlinear wave system and as
mentioned above we will send λ to 0. Notice that the ZK equation has normally served as the first
example for which a 3-wave kinetic equation is derived [77]. Our equation is defined on a hypercubic
lattice Λ, of size D that will be defined more precisely in the next section.

Let us now give a very rough statement of the main theorem that will be properly stated in Theorem
3 in Section 2 after all the necessary notations are introduced.

Theorem 1 (Rough Statement of the Main Theorem 3). Suppose that d ≥ 2. The two point correlation
function of the solution for (2) with a stochasticity on a hypercubic lattice, after we take the limit
D → ∞, can be asymptotically expressed via the solution of a 3-wave kinetic equation at the kinetic
time (1) in the resonance broadening sense, under general assumptions on the initial data.

We now present a list of remarks concerning the main theorem and its proof.
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The proof of our main result is built by using as a starting point the Erdos-Yau techniques [42]
(see also [37, 103]), introduced in their study of the linear Schrödinger equation with a weak random
potential in both lattice and continuum settings, and later developments by Erdos-Salmhofer-Yau
[41] and Lukkarinen-Spohn [69]. One main component of the proof is the expansion of the solution
as a power series in terms of the initial data, and the organization of this expansion in Feynman
diagrams. Since the Duhamel formula has the advantage that it can be stopped at a different number
of terms depending on the collision history of each elementary wave function, one imposes a stopping
rule, first introduced in [42] and widely used later [20, 23, 25, 41, 67, 69], in which the expansion
is only done up to a given number of layers N, which is a function of the smallness parameter λ.
Most of the Feynman diagrams, after being integrated out, produce positive powers λθ, θ > 0 of
the small parameter λ and hence become very small as λ approaches 0. The remaining diagrams
have very special structures: they are self-repeated. This phenomenon was first discovered for both
lattice and continuum settings by Erdos-Yau [42] in the context of the linear Schrödinger equation
with random potential, and later developed by Lukkarinen-Spohn [69] to the more sophisticated case
of the lattice nonlinear Schrödinger equation with random initial condition. The fact that most
of the Feynman diagrams, after being integrated out, are negligible in the limit λ → 0, is often
referred to as the suppression of crossings (see (ii) below for more details). Following the discussion
by Erdos for the linear random Schrödinger equation [38, 39], we call the self-repeating structures/self-
repeated diagrams ladder (leading) diagrams. The combination of the self-repeating structures gives
us a power series form of solutions to the 3-wave kinetic equation. However, to achieve the full
power of the techniques we use we need to overcome several obstacles, the resolution of which require
interdisciplinary tools. To the best of our knowledge the present work is the first rigorous derivation
of nonlinear 3-wave kinetic equations, and also the first out-of-equilibrium derivation for wave kinetic
equations in the lattice setting. In the next subsection we highlight the novelties of our approach.

1.1. Novelties of the approach.

(i) Clustering/moment estimates and the advantage of the Liouville equation. One
of the main obstacles in controlling the Feynman diagrams concerns the control of the error terms,
which involve the full original time evolution. Erdos and Yau, who work in the linear setting, control
the error terms using the unitarity of the evolution. In the work of Lukkarinen and Spohn, since the
equation is nonlinear, the control comes from imposing the assumption in [69][Assumption 2.1] on the
l1-clustering estimate at equilibrium, (see also [68][Assumption A2] in the context of weakly interacting
lattice quantum fluids). The l1-clustering estimate is a well-known and difficult problem in statistical
physics that concerns bounds for the cumulants (see [50, 86, 87, 90] and the references therein). Indeed,
one of the main technical obstacles that forces Lukkarinen and Spohn to put the system at equilibrium
is the difficulty in having the l1-clustering estimate out of equilibrium. While [69][Assumption 2.1]
has been proved only for the zero boundary conditions and at equilibrium case (see [1]), establishing
such a clustering estimate out of equilibrium for the ZK equation under consideration is still an open
problem. To overcome this technical difficulty, we focus on the analysis of the Liouville equation of
the density function under the presence of the noise.

(ii) New types of crossing estimates - Challenges of the lattice setting. As discussed
above, in rigorously deriving kinetic equations from wave systems [4, 5, 61, 89], one important key
step is to show that most of the Feynman diagrams, after being integrated out, are negligible in the
limit λ → 0, leading to the dominance of the ladder diagrams [23, 25, 41, 42, 67, 69]. An important
element in all of these results is an estimate proving that all so-called crossing graphs are suppressed.
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For the linear Schrödinger equation with a random potential, the estimate takes the form

sup
(α1,α2,α3)∈R3

∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2
|α1 − ω(k1) + iλ2||α2 − ω(k2) + iλ2||α3 − ω(k1 − k2 + k0) + iλ2|

≲ ⟨lnλ⟩γaλγb ,

(3)
for some constants γa, γb ∈ R. Estimates of the type (3) are often referred to as the “crossing esti-
mates”. As discussed in [66], the validity of the corresponding estimate in the continuum Schrödinger
setting, with the dispersion relation

ω(k) = |k|2, k ∈ Rd (4)

is fairly straightforward to prove, but the lattice case turns out to be much more involved since

ω(k) = sin2(2πk1) + · · ·+ sin2(2πkd), for k = (k1, · · · , kd). (5)

The key problem of the lattice dispersion relation, which does not appear in the continuum case, is that
there exist critical energy values where the energy surface has segments of zero Gauss curvature. This
technical issue of the lattice Schrödinger dispersion relation is unavoidable for topological reasons, and
has been first observed by Bourgain [14]. Since, in 3 dimension, (5) is a Morse function on the torus,
the first Betti number of the 3-torus is 3, which implies that the level surfaces of (5) make a transition
from the topological sphere to a genus 3 surface, and back to the topological sphere. The bound in
(3) has been proved to hold for the lattice Schrödinger dispersion relation with γb = −4/5 and γa = 2
by Chen [23] (see also [24, 25, 26]) and with γb = −3/4 and γa = 6 by Erdos-Salmhofer-Yau [41]. In
[40], the “four denominator estimate”, which involves four resolvent terms instead of three as in (3)
has been studied. In a later important work [66], Lukkarinen has considered the case of more general
dispersion relations ω. He discovered that for the general set up, for small ω, each of the factors in
(3) is sharply concentrated around some level set of ω, while the arguments of ω are not allowed to
vary independently of each other, and the magnitude of the integral for small λ is thus determined
by the overlap of the different level sets depending on the constants αi. Therefore, to establish (3) it
is important to consider the worst case scenario for the level sets, and estimate the overlap between
the three level sets as k1 and k2 are varied. It has been proved by Lukkarinen [66] that an analytic
dispersion relation suppresses crossings if and only if it is not a constant on any affine hyperplane. A
counterexample, in which the crossing estimate (3) fails to hold true, has also been introduced, which
unfortunately covers the lattice ZK dispersion relation

ωk = ω(k) = sin(2πk1)
[
sin2(2πk1) + · · ·+ sin2(2πkd)

]
, for k = (k1, · · · , kd). (6)

To be more precise, the suppression of crossings does not hold for the dispersion relation (6), due
to the fact that the lattice ZK dispersion relation vanishes, i.e. ω(k) = 0, on the affine hyperplane
k = (0, k2, · · · , kd). Let us also comment that the setting in which the topological issue discussed
above is avoidable and only the low energy component is picked up is that of a lattice discretized
nonlinear dispersive equation for which the lattice spacing converges to zero in an appropriate limit,
such as in the work by Kirkpatrick-Lenzmann-Staffilani [60].

In the context of the lattice nonlinear Schrödinger equation considered in [69], the crossing estimate
takes the form

sup
(α1,α2)∈R2

∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2
1∣∣∣α1 ± ω(k1)± ω(k2)± ω(k3) + iλ2

∣∣∣
× 1∣∣∣α2 ± ω(k1)± ω(k2)± ω(k3)± ω(k1 + k4)± ω(k1 + k5) + iλ2

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨lnλ⟩γaλγb ,
(7)
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where ω is the nearest neighboring dispersion relation of the Schrödinger operator defined in (5).
Crossing estimates of type (7) have only two denominators instead of three as in (3) and they are
clearly more complicated than those of type (3). Therefore, even though the strategy is still to show
the dominance of the leading (ladder) diagrams, the classification of other types of graphs (crossing
and nested diagrams) is much more complicated and involved. Due to the above topological issue of
the lattice Schrödinger dispersion relation (5) observed by Bourgain, the result of [69] is restricted to
dimension d ≥ 4.

At this point it should be clear to the reader that in the context of the lattice ZK equation, the
crossing estimates are more delicate due to the singularities coming from the dispersion relation.
However, the quadratic nonlinearity in our ZK equation also creates an extra problem in obtaining
the suppression of crossings, as explained below. One would like to prove crossing estimates for the
lattice ZK equation of the following form

sup
(α1,α2)∈R2

∫
Td

dk1
1∣∣∣α1 ± ω(k1)± ω(k1 + k2) + iλ2

∣∣∣
× 1∣∣∣α2 ± ω(k1)± ω(k1 + k2)± ω(k1 + k3) + iλ2

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨lnλ⟩γaλγb .
(8)

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that a crossing estimate of type (8) is considered.
In comparison to the linear Schrödinger (3) and the nonlinear Schrödinger crossing estimates (7),
one can see immediately that the lattice ZK crossing estimate (8) would be harder to obtain as it only
contains two denominators instead of three denominators and one integration in k1 instead of two
integrations in k1, k2. The loss of one integration is due to the nature of the quadratic nonlinearity.
We will explain more below that the crossing estimate (8) is harder to obtain in general and fails to
hold true for the specific case of the lattice ZK dispersion relation.

An “easy-to-see” technical difficulty in obtaining the crossing estimate (8) can be explained as
follows. To obtain the crossing estimate (3) for the NLS, one could use an L3 estimate∣∣∣ ∫

(Td)2
dk1dk2e

it(±ω(k1)±ω(k2)±ω(k3))+is(ω(k1+k4)±ω(k1+k5))
∣∣∣ ≲ ∥pt∥23∥K (±t,±s,±s, k4, k5)∥3, (9)

thanks to the presence of the double integral
∫
(Td)2 dk1dk2, where

K (x, t0, t1, t2, k, k∗) := e−id(t0+t1+t2)
d∏

i=1

∫ 2π

0

dp

2π
eipx

i+i(t0 cos(2πp)+t1 cos(2πp+ki)+t2 cos(2πp+ki∗)),

with k = (k1, · · · , kd) and k∗ = (k1∗, · · · , kd∗), and pt = K (x, t, 0, 0, 0, 0). As a result, in order to obtain
the crossing estimate (8), which only involves one integration, a straightforward bound would be an
L2 estimate, which is definitely not satisfactory. Indeed, the L2 norm is conserved and has no decay
in time, which leads to the divergence of the sum of all the diagrams. We will discuss later in (iv) that
the noise has no influence on pairing graphs, and therefore the restoration of the convergence of those
diverging diagrams is indeed a challenging issue for any dispersion relations.

However, in the special case of the ZK dispersion relation (6) under consideration, the problem
is even more serious. As discussed above, Lukkarinen [66] has pointed out a counterexample, in
which the crossing estimate (3) of the linear case fails to hold true for the lattice ZK dispersion
relation (6). As thus, the harder crossing estimate (8) also fails to hold true for the lattice ZK
dispersion relation. A main portion of our work is dedicated to establishing several different and new
types of crossing estimates, which are more flexible than those used in the previous works, for the
singular lattice ZK dispersion relation under the low dimensional assumption d ≥ 2. These novel
types of crossing estimates allow us to go around the situation encountered previously in Lukkarinen’s
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counterexample [66] and are embedded into new (and sophisticated) types of graph estimates. This part
of the paper is very much involved and way more complicated than the original situation of the lattice
Schrödinger operator encountered by Bourgain [14]. Let us also point out that, similar in spirit but
simpler dispersive estimates have also been studied in a recent work of Grande-Kurianski-Staffilani
[51].

(iii) Resonance broadening/Quasi-resonance. Unlike the Schrödinger dispersion relation,
the lattice ZK dispersion relation not only creates major obstacles in obtaining the crossing estimates
but also has another serious problem: it prevents the convergence of the leading diagrams. In most
formal derivations of wave kinetic equations written in physics books [77], it is common practice to
assume that ∫

T2d

dk2dk3δ(ω(k3) + ω(k2)− ω(k2 + k3))F (k2 + k3, k2, k3)

=

∫
R
ds

∫
T2d

dk2dk3e
−is(ω(k3)+ω(k2)−ω(k2+k3))F (k2 + k3, k2, k3),

(10)

for any test function F (k2+ k3, k2, k3) ∈ C∞(T2d) and for any dispersion relation ω. Unfortunately, it
turns out that (10) only holds true under some assumptions on ω, while for most dispersion relations
the quantity δ(ω(k3) + ω(k2)− ω(k2 + k3)) cannot be defined as a positive measure. Let us define

δℓ(ω(k3) + ω(k2)− ω(k1)) :=
ℓ

ℓ2 + (ω(k3) + ω(k2)− ω(k1))2
, ℓ > 0. (11)

One writes ∫
T2d

dk2dk3δℓ(ω(k3) + ω(k2)− ω(k2 + k3))F (k2 + k3, k2, k3)

=

∫
R
dse−|s|ℓ

∫
T2d

dk2dk3e
−is(ω(k3)+ω(k2)−ω(k2+k3))F (k2 + k3, k2, k3).

(12)

When ω is sufficiently good, the oscillatory integral
∫
T2d dk2dk3 e

−is(ω(k3)+ω(k2)−ω(k2+k3))F (k2 +
k3, k2, k3) produces sufficient decay in s, yielding the convergence of δℓ(ω(k3) +ω(k2)−ω(k2 + k3)) to
the positive measure δ(ω(k3) + ω(k2) − ω(k2 + k3)) in the limit ℓ → 0 (see [67][Proposition A.1] and
[69][Proposition 7.4] for the proofs concerning the Schrödinger case).

When ω is the lattice ZK dispersion relation, indeed the delta function δ(ω(k3)+ω(k2)−ω(k2+k3))
cannot be defined as a positive measure, yielding the divergence of the leading graphs, that contain
oscillatory integrals of the form (with ℓ = 0)

∫
T2d dk2dk3 e

−is(ω(k3)+ω(k2)−ω(k2+k3)) F (k2 + k3, k2, k3).
In our derivation of the 3-wave kinetic equation from the lattice ZK equation, for some diagrams,

the quantity F (k2+ k3, k2, k3) is also allowed to vanish on the hyperplane k = (0, k2, · · · , kd), yielding
the hope that one can use F (k2 + k3, k2, k3) to control some singularities coming from the oscillatory
integrals. However, even with the help of F (k2+k3, k2, k3), the oscillatory integrals are so singular that
the convergence of the leading diagrams still cannot be restored. In general, the lattice ZK dispersion
relation creates serious divergent issues for both leading and non-leading diagrams. For this reason
in our prof we replace δ(ω(k3) + ω(k2) − ω(k2 + k3)) with δℓ(ω(k3) + ω(k2) − ω(k2 + k3)) for ℓ > 0
arbitrarely small.)

The replacement of δ(ω(k3)+ω(k2)−ω(k2+ k3)) by δℓ(ω(k3)+ω(k2)−ω(k2+ k3)) is often referred
to as resonance broadening/quasi-resonance and is justified when ω is singular or degenerate (which
is the case of the lattice ZK dispersion relation under consideration) in the physical context [22, 59,
65, 72, 73, 74, 75, 85, 92, 93, 94, 95]. Recently, in the context of oceanography the idea of resonance
broadening, has also been used to obtain a well-posedness result for a 3-wave kinetic equation by
[46]. To the best of our knowledge, our work provides the first rigorous justification of the resonance
broadening, discussed previously in physical works.
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(iv) Justifying the addition of the noise - Can a standard additive noise be used?
Firstly, we need to justify why the noise is needed. From a technical point of view, in Lukkarinen’s
counterexample, the crossing estimate (3) fails to hold true for the lattice ZK dispersion relation (6)
while (3) holds true for both the continuum and lattice Schrödinger dispersion relations. It is therefore
straightforward that the harder crossing estimate (8) fails to hold true for the lattice ZK dispersion
relation (6), unfortunately. From a deeper point of view, we know that if k = (k1, k2, .., kd) and
k1 = 0, then ω(k) = 0 when ω is of the type (6). We call the degenerate surface for which k1 = 0 the
ghost manifold. If we take k1, · · · , km in the ghost manifold, it follows that ω(k1) = · · · = ω(km) = 0.
Moreover, the sum vector k1 + · · ·+ km is also in the ghost manifold, leading to

ω(k1 + · · ·+ km) = ω(k1) + · · ·+ ω(km).

This shows that on the ghost manifold, not just 3-wave interactions, but any m-wave interactions are
also allowed, with m ≥ 3. Due to the resonance broadening effect discussed above, all quasi-resonance
m-wave interactions can also happen in a small neighborhood near the ghost manifold. Therefore, the
appearance of the ghost manifold, which does not exist in the Schrödinger case [66, 69], destroys the
structure of 3-wave interactions and as thus there is no 3-wave kinetic equation for the ZK equation
without noise. The introduction of the noise into the equation, which vanishes in the limit λ → 0,
has the role of only dealing with this ghost manifold: it identifies those waves that accidentally fall
into the ghost manifold, and it kicks them out of the set by only randomizing their phases and not
their amplitudes. Except for the special role of controlling the singular dispersion relation on the ghost
manifold, the noise has no influence on most of the Feynman diagrams, including the most important
ones: the leading diagrams. Thus, unlike the Schrödinger case, a similar result on the derivation of the
3-wave kinetic equation in its current strong form should not be expected from the lattice ZK equation
under very general assumptions on the initial data without the noise.

Secondly, one may wonder if a standard additive noise can be used in the ZK equation. Indeed,
all types of noise will have diffusive effects and therefore, they will all introduce diffusive terms into
the Liouville equation. However, as the 3-wave kinetic equation conserves energy and momentum, it
would be important that the noise does not inject energy into the wave system and the conservation
laws are preserved under the effect of the noise. A standard additive noise is therefore not preferable as
it introduces extra energy into the equation. Another question is if one could replace the convolutive
noise ∂x1ϕ⊙ dW (t) that we use by the multiplicative noise ∂x1ϕ ◦ dW (t), similarly to what has been
done in [55] by Hannani and Olla, as the multiplicative noise also preserves all the conservation laws.
Indeed, as the multiplicative noise affects not only the phases, a new additional collision operator
would be introduced into the kinetic equation in this case, and it would change the structure of the
kinetic wave equation. Thus, we are not going to pursue the study in this direction here. Among
all the noises, our convolutive noise has the special effect that it randomizes only the phases without
injecting any energy into the wave system, and therefore, it is quite weak but sufficiently good to
handle the ghost manifold.

When adding noises in any weak wave systems, another question one might ask is whether or not the
effect of the noise dominates the effect of the weak nonlinearity. We will prove later in the manuscript
that the influence of the noise (2) almost disappears in all pairing graphs as well as in all leading
(ladder) diagrams. As discussed above, those diagrams are where the nonlinearity affects the most,
thus there is no competition between the weak nonlinearity and the weak noise. Therefore, it is not
a concern whether or not the noise is strong (or weak) in comparison with the nonlinearity. Indeed,
except for the special effect on the singularities of the dispersion relation, the noise does not affect
the structure of the Feynman diagrams, and the rest of the proof holds independently of the noise.

To conclude this part of the introduction, we would like to remark that a first version of our result was
announced via various talks of the authors and a first draft of the manuscript was circulating among
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some selected researchers for feedback since December 2020. As we were finalizing our manuscript
based on the feedbacks received, being unaware of the full content of our manuscript, Deng and Hani
posted a deep work [32], in which the kinetic time limit was also reached for the cubic NLS equation
in the continuum setting. While the approach of [32] is based on the expansion of the solution, our
approach involves the Liouville equation of the density function1. As discussed above, the Schrödinger
dispersion relation in the continuum setting has very different challenges and difficulties in comparison
with the ZK dispersion relation in the lattice setting. Moreover, the kinetic limit of Deng and Hani is
obtained via the assumption that the smallness of the nonlinearity λ depends on the size of the domain
of the dispersive equation, while our kinetic limit holds when λ is kept independent of the size of the
domain. Hence, the two definitions of the kinetic limits of the two results, obtained at the same time,
give quite broad ranges of parameters at which one could obtain wave kinetic equations. Moreover,
in [3], a derivation of the inhomogeneous 4-wave kinetic equations in limits close to the kinetic time
from the quadratic NLS equation has been provided. Finally, we want to mention the breakthrough
new work of Lukkarinen and Vuoksenmaa [71] for the NLS equation in the lattice setting based on the
powerful tool of the cumulant expansion. In this highly important work, the desirable derivation of
the homogeneous 4-wave kinetic equation has been provided under the condition that λ is independent
of the size of the domain and the noise is not needed.

In the next section, we are going to introduce the framework for our problem, the complete statement
of the main theorem and remarks on the main result.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to express their gratitude to Tristan Buckmaster,
Thomas Chen, J. Robert Dorfman, Laszlo Erdos, Jani Lukkarinen, Yuri Lvov, Sergey Nazarenko,
Alan Newell, Stefano Olla, Yves Pomeau, Linda Reichl, Lenya Ryzhik, Avy Soffer, Eitan Tadmor and
Hong-Tzer Yau for the inspiring discussions on wave turbulence and kinetic theories. They would
also like to thank Erwan Faou for the improvement of Assumption (B), Alessio Figalli for the fruitful
email exchanges on optimal transport theory and equation (47), Herbert Spohn for pointing out useful
references, Zaher Hani and Yu Deng for the comparisons between theirs and our results.

2. Settings and main result

2.1. The Set Up. Our strategy to derive the 3-wave kinetic equation from the stochastic equation
of (2) is based on the following lattice setting, similar to [69]:

(i) Firstly, we write (2) using a finite difference scheme and derive a kinetic equation for the
equation on the lattice.

(ii) Secondly, we send the size D of the domain to infinity, and obtain the desired continuous
kinetic equation at the kinetic limit t = O(λ−2).

We now introduce our finite volume mesh, namely

Λ = Λ(D) = {0, 1 . . . , 2D}d , (13)

for some constant D ∈ N.
The dynamics for the discretized equation reads

dψ(x, t) =
∑
y∈Λ

O1(x− y)ψ(y, t)dt + λ
∑
y∈Λ

O2(x− y)ψ2(y, t)dt,

ψ(x, 0) = ψ0(x), ∀(x, t) ∈ Λ× R+,

(14)

1This is similar to what has been done often in the physical literature (see [2, 84]).
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where O1(x−y) and O2(x−y) are finite difference operators that we will express below in the Fourier
space. The boundary condition is assumed to be periodic. To obtain the lattice dynamics, we introduce
the Fourier transform

ψ̂(k) =
∑
x∈Λ

ψ(x)e−2πik·x, k ∈ Λ∗ = Λ∗(D) =

{
− D

2D + 1
, · · · , 0, · · · , D

2D + 1

}d

, (15)

at the end of this standard procedure, (14) can be rewritten in the Fourier space as a system of ODEs

dψ̂(k, t)

dt
= iω(k)ψ̂(k, t) + iλω̄(k)

1

|Λ∗|2
∑

k=k1+k2;k1,k2∈Λ∗

ψ̂(k1, t)ψ̂(k2, t),

ψ̂(k, 0) = ψ̂0(k).

(16)

In the above expression, the conservation of momentum is understood in terms of modulo the lattice
Λ∗, which can be written as

k = k1 + k2 mod Λ∗ ⇐⇒ V⃗ ∈ Zd such that k = k1 + k2 + V⃗ . (17)

We also set
Λ±
∗ := {k = (k1, . . . , k

d) ∈ Λ∗| ± k1 > 0}. (18)

The dispersion relation takes the discretized form

ωk = ω(k) = sin(2πk1)
[
sin2(2πk1) + · · ·+ sin2(2πkd)

]
, (19)

with k = (k1, · · · , kd). Moreover, we simply set

ω̄(k) = sin(2πk1). (20)

We randomize the above dynamics by introducing a random noise

dψ̂(k, t) = iω(k)ψ̂(k, t)dt + i
∑
l∈Λ∗

g(k, l)ψ̂(k, t) ◦ dWl

+ i
1

|Λ∗|2
λω̄(k)

∑
k=k1+k2;k1,k2∈Λ∗

ψ̂(k1, t)ψ̂(k2, t),

ψ̂(k, 0) = ψ̂0(k),

(21)

whereWk(t) is a sequence of independent real Wiener processes on a filter probability space (Ω,F, (F)t≥0,P),
the values of g(k, l) will be specified later.

We also define the mesh size to be

hd =

(
1

2D + 1

)d

. (22)

In this convention, the inverse Fourier transform is

f(x) = hd
∑
k∈Λ∗

f̂(k)e2πik·x. (23)

We also use the following notations∫
Λ
dx =

∑
x∈Λ

,

∫
Λ∗

dk =
1

|Λ∗|
∑
k∈Λ∗

, ⟨f, g⟩ =
∑
x∈Λ

f(x)∗g(x), (24)

where if z ∈ C, then z∗ is the complex conjugate, as well as the Japanese bracket ⟨x⟩ =
√

1 + |x|2, ∀x ∈
Rd. Moreover, for any N ∈ N\{0}, we define the delta function δN on (Z/N)d as

δN (k) = |N |d1(k mod 1 = 0), ∀k ∈ (Z/N)d. (25)
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In our computations, we omit the sub-index N and simply write

δ(k) = |N |d1(k mod 1 = 0), ∀k ∈ (Z/N)d. (26)

We restrict the frequency domain to

Λ∗ = Λ∗(D) =

{
− D

2D + 1
, · · · ,− 1

2D + 1
,

1

2D + 1
, · · · , D

2D + 1

}
×
{
− D

2D + 1
, · · · , 0, · · · , D

2D + 1

}d−1

.

(27)

We also set ∫
Λ∗

dk =
1

|Λ∗|
∑
k∈Λ∗

. (28)

Here we also assume that the solution ψ is real-valued, since ω−k = −ωk, and it follows that (see
[77])

ψ(−k, t) = ψ∗(k, t), ∀k ∈ Λ∗, ∀t ∈ R+. (29)

Next we will define g. Let φΛ+
∗ be a one-to-one mapping from Λ+

∗ to {1, · · · , |Λ+
∗ |} and ϕΛ+

∗
=

(φΛ+
∗ )−1 be its inverse. We define any vector v in Z|Λ+

∗ | to be v = (vϕ
Λ+
∗
(1), · · · , vϕ

Λ+
∗
(|Λ+

∗ |)).

We define

V1
E =

{
v = (vϕ

Λ+
∗
(1), · · · , vϕ

Λ+
∗
(|Λ+

∗ |)) ∈ R|Λ+
∗ |
∣∣∣ ∃(−k1, k2, k3) ∈ Λ∗

+,−k1 + k2 + k3 = 0, such that

− vk1 = vk2 = vk3 = 1 and vk = 0 if k ̸= k1, k2, k3

}
.

(30)
Let V 1

E be the vector space spanned by V1
E and let V 2

E be the vector space that satisfies

V1
E

⊕
V2

E = R|Λ+
∗ |, (31)

which means the intersection between V1
E ,V2

E is only the zero-vector. We denote by {e1, · · · , eME
} ⊂

Z|Λ+
∗ | an orthonormal basis of V2

E . We set ℧i ≥ C℧ = λc℧C o
℧h

−d > 0 with C o
℧ being a posi-

tive constant and c℧ being a sufficiently small positive constant. The matrix E =
(
E (k, k′)

)
=(

E (φΛ+
∗
(k), φΛ+

∗
(k′))

)
can now be specified via its spectral representation

E :=

ME∑
i=1

℧ieie
T
i , (32)

where eTi denotes the transpose of ei. Then, it follows straightforwardly that the matrix E =(
E (k, k′)

)
=
(
E (φΛ+

∗
(k), φΛ+

∗
(k′))

)
is positive semi-definite.

Therefore, we can define g̃ : Λ+
∗ ×Λ+

∗ → R, such that
∑

l∈Λ+
∗
g̃(k, l)g̃(k′, l) = E (k, k′). Next, we extend

E (k, k′) to Λ∗ × Λ∗, by setting E (k, k′) = E ((k1, · · · , kd), (k′1, k′2, · · · , k′d)) = E ((|k1|, k2, · · · , kd),
(|k′1|, k′2, · · · , k′d)). Therefore, we can define g : Λ∗ × Λ∗ → R, such that∑

l∈Λ∗

g(k, l)g(k′, l) = E (k, k′), ∀k, k′ ∈ Λ∗. (33)

We now set

ak =
ψ̂(k)√
|ω̄(k)|

,
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Let a, a∗ denote the vectors (ak)k∈Λ∗ , (a∗k)k∈Λ∗ , and let us set

M(k, k1, k2) = 2sign(k1)W(k, k1, k2), (34)

with

W =
√

|ω̄(k)ω̄(k1)ω̄(k2)|. (35)

By defining

a(k, 1, t) = a∗k(t), and a(k,−1, t) = ak(t), (36)

we rewrite the system as

da(k, σ, t) = −iσω(k)a(k, σ, t)dt − iσλ

∫
Λ∗

dk1

∫
Λ∗

dk2δ(k − k1 − k2)×

×M(k, k1, k2)a(k1, σ, t)a(k2, σ, t)dt− iσ
∑
l∈Λ∗

g(k, l)a(k, σ, t) ◦ dWl,

a(k,−1, 0) = a0(k), ∀(k, t) ∈ Λ∗ × R+, σ ∈ {±1},

(37)

In order to absorb the quantity −iσω(k)a(k, σ, t) on the right hand side of (37), we set

α(k, σ, t) = a(k, σ, t)eiσω(k)t. (38)

For sake of simplicity, we also denote a(k, σ, t) and α(k, σ, t) as at(k, σ) and αt(k, σ). The following
system can be now derived for the new quantities αt(k, σ)

dαt(k, σ) = − iσλ

∫
Λ∗

dk1

∫
Λ∗

dk2δ(k − k1 − k2)×

×M(k, k1, k2)αt(k1, σ)αt(k2, σ)e
itσ(−ω(k1)−ω(k2)+ω(k))dt − i

∑
l∈Λ∗

g(k, l)α(k, σ, t) ◦ dWl,

α0(k,−1) = a0(k), ∀(k, t) ∈ Λ∗ × R+.
(39)

From (29), we also deduce that ∀k ∈ Λ∗, ∀t ∈ R+, ∀σ ∈ {±1}

a−k(t) = a∗k(t), α(k, σ, t) = α∗(k,−σ, t) = α∗(−k, σ, t). (40)

We also define the standard normed spaces

Lp(Td) :=

{
F (k) : Td → R

∣∣∣ ∥F∥Lp = ∥F∥p =
[∫

Td

dk|F (k)|p
] 1

p

<∞

}
, for p ∈ [1,∞), (41)

L∞(Td) :=

{
F (k) : Td → R

∣∣∣ ∥F∥L∞ = ∥F∥∞ = sup
k∈Td

|F (k)| <∞

}
, (42)

lp(Zd) :=

F (x) : Zd → R
∣∣∣ ∥F∥lp = ∥F∥p =

∑
x∈Zd

|F (x)|p
 1

p

<∞

 , for p ∈ [1,∞), (43)

and

l∞(Zd) :=

{
F (x) : Zd → R

∣∣∣ ∥F∥l∞ = ∥F∥∞ = sup
x∈Zd

|F (x)| <∞

}
. (44)
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2.2. Liouville equation, two-point correlation function and weak turbulence theory. Let
us introduce the real processes B1,k and B2,k such that ak = B1,k + iB2,k. Since ak, B1,k and B2,k

are random variables, we use the variables b1,k, b2,k and ãk = b1,k + ib2,k, to present their roles in the
density function. We suppose that the initial data are random variables (B1,k(0, ϖ), B2,k(0, ϖ)) (see
[77]) on the probability space (Ω,P), with probability density functions ϱ(0, b1, b2) in which (b1, b2) =
(b1,k, b2,k)k∈Λ∗ .

It is then straightforward from the standard Itô calculus that the total density function ϱ(t, b1, b2)
satisfies the Liouville equation (the Heisenberg picture)

∂

∂t
ϱ = Rϱ − {H, ϱ} (45)

where the form of R[ϱ] will be specified later and the Poisson bracket is defined as

{A,B} =
∑
k∈Λ∗

∂b1,kA∂b2,kB − ∂b2,kA∂b1,kB.

By the change of variables,

b1,k + ib2,k = ak =
√

2c1,ke
ic2,k , (46)

with c1,k ∈ R+ and c2,k ∈ [−π, π], we have an equation of ϱ(t, c1, c2) with the new variables c1,k, c2,k

∂tϱ = R[ϱ] −
∑
k∈Λ∗

ωk∂c2,kϱ +
∑
k∈Λ∗

λHa(k)∂c1,kϱ+
∑
k∈Λ∗

λHb(k)∂c2,kϱ, (47)

in which in which, we specify R[ϱ] under the new variables as follows

R[ϱ] =
∑

k,k′∈Λ∗

E (k, k′)
∂2

∂c2,k∂c2,k′
ϱ, (48)

and

Ha(k) =

∫
Λ∗

dk1

∫
Λ∗

dk2M(k, k1, k2)
√

2c1,k1c1,k2c1,k

[
δ(k − k1 − k2)sin(c2,k1 + c2,k2 − c2,k)

+ 2δ(k + k1 − k2)sin(−c2,k1 + c2,k2 − c2,k)
]
,

and

Hb(k) = −
∫
Λ∗

dk1

∫
Λ∗

dk2M(k, k1, k2)
√
c1,k1c1,k2

[
δ(k − k1 − k2)sin(c2,k1 + c2,k2)

+ 2δ(k + k1 − k2)sin(−c2,k1 + c2,k2)
]sin(c2,k)√

2c1,k

−
∫
Λ∗

dk1

∫
Λ∗

M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)
√
c1,k1c1,k2

[
δ(k − k1 − k2)cos(c2,k1 + c2,k2)

+ 2δ(k + k1 − k2)cos(−c2,k1 + c2,k2)
]cos(c2,k)√

2c1,k
.

By defining the new Hamiltonian

Ĥ(k) = λ

∫
Λ∗

dk1

∫
Λ∗

dk2M(k, k1, k2)
√

2c1,k1c1,k2c1,k

[
δ(k − k1 − k2)cos(c2,k − c2,k1 − c2,k2)

+ 2δ(k + k1 − k2)cos(c2,k + c2,k1 − c2,k2)
]

+ ωkc1,k,

(49)

we have the Liouville equation

∂tϱ − R[ϱ] +
∑
k∈Λ∗

[[
Ĥ(k), ϱ

]]
k
= 0, (50)
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in which [[
Ĥ(k), ϱ

]]
k

= ∂c2,kĤ(k)∂c1,kϱ − ∂c1,kĤ(k)∂c2,kϱ. (51)

Definition 1. For any given observable F+ : R2|Λ+
∗ | → C, and for any random variables B1 =

(B1,k)k∈Λ+
∗
, B2 = (B2,k)k∈Λ+

∗
on (Ω,F, (F)t≥0,P), we define the average to be

⟨F+(B1, B2)⟩+ = ⟨F+(B1, B2)⟩+t =
〈
F+(B1, B2)

〉+
P
:=

∫
R2|Λ+

∗ |
db1db2F+(b1, b2)ϱ(t, b1, b2), (52)

in which ⟨⟩+P is the expectation with respect to P. The initial density measure at time t = 0 of the
system to be the density function of standard independent Gaussians

ϱ(0, b1, b2) =
1

Z0
exp

−
∑
k∈Λ+

∗

b21,k + b22,k
(k)ג

 =
1

Z0
exp

−
∑
k∈Λ+

∗

2c1,k
(k)ג

 (53)

in which

Z0 =
∏

k∈Λ+
∗

πג(k),

for some function (k)ג > 0. Since ak = a∗−k, the above definition can be extended to Λ∗ as follows: for
B1 = (B1,k)k∈Λ∗, B2 = (B2,k)k∈Λ∗, we set

B±
1 := (B1,k)k∈Λ±

∗
and B±

2 := (B2,k)k∈Λ±
∗
.

Then for any given observable F : R2Λ∗ → C, as

F (B1, B2) = F (B+
1 , B

+
2 , B

−
1 , B

−
2 ),

and we define

⟨F (B1, B2)⟩t :=
∫
R2|Λ+

∗ |
db+1 db

+
2 F (b

+
1 , b

+
2 , b

+
1 ,−b

+
2 )ϱ(t, b1, b2). (54)

In this case, we can consider the initial measure as

ϱ(0, b1, b2) = ϱ(0, c1) =
1

Z0
exp

(
−
∑
k∈Λ∗

b21,k + b22,k
(k)ג

)
=

1

Z0
exp

(
−
∑
k∈Λ∗

2c1,k
(k)ג

)
(55)

in which Z0 =
∏

k∈Λ∗ πג(k),and under the additional condition that ϱ(0, c1) is symmetric in the sense
ϱ(0, · · · , c1,(−k1,k2,··· ,kd), · · · , c1,(k1,k2,··· ,kd), · · · ) = ϱ(0, · · · , c1,(k1,k2,··· ,kd), · · · , c1,(−k1,k2,··· ,kd), · · · ). Re-

calling that h is the mesh size, we assume (k)ג = h−d̄ג(k) with 0 < (k)ג̄ < Cג/|k1| for some constant
Cג > 0 and k = (k1, · · · , kd). We put Ao

x =
∫
Λ∗ dkake

i2πk·x. We then have

ϱ(0, c1, c2) =
1

Z0
exp

(
−
∑
k∈Λ∗

hd
2c1,k
(k)ג̄

)
=

1

Z0
exp

(
−
∑
x∈Λ

|Ao
x ∗ ℜx|2

)
, (56)

in which ℜx =
∫
Λ∗ dk

√
.ei2πk·x(k)ג̄/1 This means even ϱ(t) is a probability density over R|Λ+

∗ |, thanks

to the extension based on symmetrization, it can be considered as a probability density over R|Λ∗|.
The set {k1, · · · , kn} ⊂ Λ∗ is called admissible for any k ∈ {k1, · · · , kn}, if either −k is also in

{k1, · · · , kn} or there are k′, k′′ ∈ {k1, · · · , kn} such that k + k′ + k′′ = 0. Otherwise, the set is not
admissible. The set {(k1, σ1), · · · , (kn, σn)} ⊂ Λ∗ × {±1} is called admissible if {k1σ1, · · · knσn} ⊂ Λ∗

is admissible.



WAVE TURBULENCE THEORY FOR ZK EQUATIONS 15

For multi-indices V1,V2 ∈ N|Λ∗|, we define the multinomial expression

(a)V1 :=
∏
k∈Λ∗

(ak)
V1,φΛ∗ (k) , (a∗)V2 :=

∏
k∈Λ∗

(a∗k)
V2,φΛ∗ (k) , (57)

in which V ∈ N|Λ∗| and k ∈ Λ∗, for simplicity, we denote Vk := VφΛ∗ (k). Then, we obtain

R
(
(a)V1(a∗)V2

)
= −2

∑
k1,k2∈Λ+

∗

(
E (k1, k2)(V1,k1 − V1,−k1 + V2,−k1 − V2,k1)

× (V1,k2 − V1,−k2 + V2,−k2 − V2,k2)(a)
V1(a∗)V2

)
. (58)

Let us now define

ω̄′(k) =
h−d

ω̃(k)
, ω̃(k) = |k1|, with k = (k1, · · · , kd), (59)

and the invariant measure

ϱ̃(b1, b2) =
1

Z
exp

(
−
∑
k∈Λ∗

b21,k + b22,k
ω̄′(k)

)
, (60)

in which Z =
∏

k∈Λ∗ πω̄′(k).

Proposition 2. The following identity holds true

Rϱ̃ =

{
H, exp

(
−
∑
k∈Λ∗

b21,k + b22,k
ω̄′(k)

)}
= 0. (61)

Consider the backward ZK equation in the Fourier space (see (16))

d℘̄(k, s)

ds
= − iω(k)℘̄(k, s) − iλω̄(k)

1

|Λ∗|2
∑

k=k1+k2;k1,k2∈Λ∗

℘̄(k1, s)℘̄(k2, s), (62)

the density distribution can be computed as follows

ϱ(0,B1(0, t, b1, b2),B2(0, t, b1, b2)) = ϱ(t, b1, b2), (63)

in which ℘k(s) = [B1,k(t− s, t) + iB1,k(t− s, t)], and ℘̄k(s) = [B1,k(t− s, t) + iB1,k(t− s, t)]
√
|ω̄(k)|.

Define

P = exp

(∑
k∈Λ∗

cPc1,kω̃(k)h
d

)
, (64)

for any n ∈ N, and cP is a positive constant. We have the “L1-density identity”

∂t

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2 ϱP = 0. (65)

Let n be an arbitrary positive natural number and {k1, · · · , kn} be a subset of Λ∗. We then have∫
Λn
∗

dk1 · · · dkn[ω̃(k1) · · · ω̃(kn)]
〈
|ak1 |2 · · · |akn |2

〉
t
≲ h−dnCn

o , (66)

where the constant in the inequality (66) is universal.
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We prove this proposition in Subsection 3.2 below.

Prediction from Weak Turbulence Theory. The standard expectation from physicists working
on the derivation of the kinetic wave equation goes as follows. Consider the two-point correlation
function

f(k, t)δk=k′ = ⟨αt(k,−1)αt(k
′, 1)⟩. (67)

In the limit of D → ∞, λ→ 0 and t = λ−2τ = O(λ−2), the two-point correlation function f(k, t) has
the limit

lim
λ→0,D→∞

f(k, λ−2τ) = f∞(k, τ)

which solves the 3-wave equation (see [77])

∂

∂τ
f∞(k, τ) = C

(
f∞
)
(k, τ) (68)

with the collision operator

C(f∞)(k1) =

∫
(Td)2

dk2dk3|M(k1, k2, k3)|2
1

π
δ(ω(k3) + ω(k2)− ω(k1))

× δ(k2 + k3 − k1)
(
f∞2 f∞3 − f∞1 f∞2 sign(k11)sign(k

1
3)− f∞1 f∞3 sign(k11)sign(k

1
2)
)
,

(69)

in which T is the periodic torus [−1/2, 1/2]. Here we have introduced the shorthand notation f∞j =

f∞(kj), j = 1, 2, 3. We also set Td
+ = {k = (k1, · · · , kd) ∈ Td | k1 ≥ 0}.

For the ZK equation, as discussed in (iii) of the introduction, the delta function δ(ω(k3) + ω(k2)−
ω(k1)) appearing in the collision operator (69) is not well-defined as a positive measure, and the
resonance broadening is needed. We say that a function f∞ℓ solves the “resonance broadening” 3-wave
equation if and only if

∂

∂τ
f∞ℓ (k, τ) = Cℓ

(
f∞ℓ
)
(k, τ), (70)

with the collision operator

Cℓ(f∞)(k1) =

∫
(Td)2

dk2dk3|M(k1, k2, k3)|2
1

π
δℓ(ω(k3) + ω(k2)− ω(k1))

× δ(k2 + k3 − k1)
(
f∞2 f∞3 − f∞1 f∞2 sign(k11)sign(k

1
3)− f∞1 f∞3 sign(k11)sign(k

1
2)
)
,

(71)

in which δℓ is defined in (11). Note that when ℓ = 0, the resonance broadening δℓ(ω(k3)+ω(k2)−ω(k1))
returns to δ(ω(k3) + ω(k2)− ω(k1)) (see [22, 59, 65, 72, 73, 74, 75, 85, 92, 93, 94, 95]).

The function f∞ℓ (k, τ) solves (71) with the initial condition f∞ℓ (k, 0) = limD→∞ f(k, 0) and can be
written in term of Taylor expansions as

f∞ℓ (k, τ) =

∞∑
q=0

τ q

q!
Cq
ℓ [ limD→∞

f(k, 0)], (72)

where the operators Cq
ℓ are explicit.

Analytic expression of the leading diagrams Next, we present the expression of the leading
quantities in limD→∞ f(τ). We split limD→∞ f(τ) as the sum of a leading part and non-leading part

lim
D→∞

f(τ) := fnonleading(τ) + fleading(τ), (73)

and

fleading(τ) :=

N/4∑
q=0

Cλ
q,∞,0, (74)



WAVE TURBULENCE THEORY FOR ZK EQUATIONS 17

where N is defined in (112) below and Cλ
q,∞,ℓ can be defined for any ℓ ≥ 0 as

Cλ
q,∞,ℓ(τ) = (−1)qλ−2q

∫
(R+){1,··· ,q}

ds1 · · · ds2q−1[Cλ
2,∞,ℓ(λ

−2s1) · · · Cλ
q+1,∞,ℓ(λ

−2s2q−1)]

× 1

(
q∑

i=1

s2i−1 ≤ τ

)
1

q!

(
τ −

q∑
i=1

s2i−1

)q

,

(75)

where

Cλ
m+1,∞,ℓ(s, k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m) =

m∑
i=1

Cλ
i,m+1,∞,ℓ(s, k

′
i) (76)

with

Cλ
i,m+1,∞,ℓ(s, k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m) =

∫∫
(Td)2

dk′dk′m+1|M(k′i, k
′, k′m+1)|2

×
[
eis(ω(k

′)+ω(k′m+1)−ω(k′i))−sℓ + e−is(ω(k′)+ω(k′m+1)−ω(k′i))−sℓ
]

× δ(k′ + k′m+1 − k′i)
(
L∞
m+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′, · · · , k′m+1)− L∞

m+1(k
′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m+1)sign(k

′
i)sign(k

′
m+1)

− L∞
m+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′)sign(k′i)sign(k′)

)
,

(77)
in which k′ takes the position of k′i in Lm+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′, · · · , k′m+1) and of k′m+1 in Lm+1(k

′
1, · · · ,

k′i, · · · , k′). We also have

L∞
m+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m) = Cλ

m+2,∞,ℓ(s, k
′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m+1), (78)

and the q + 1-correlation function of the first time slice is now defined to be

L∞
q+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′q+1) :=

q+1∏
i=1

lim
D→∞

f(k′i, 0), (79)

In formal derivations, and in the rigorous derivation of wave kinetic equations coming from the
nonlinear Schrödinger equation [68, 70] fleading(τ) is referred to as the leading diagrams, and when
λ→ 0, will give the Taylor series of the solution of (68). We refer to [68, 70] for the similar expressions
of the leading diagrams in the nonlinear Schrödinger case. As discussed in the introduction, the delta
function δ(ω(k3) + ω(k2)− ω(k1)) is not well-defined as a positive measure. The limit

lim
λ→0

fleading(τ), (80)

is therefore not well defined. We modify fleading(τ), just to make sure that the limit λ → 0 can be
taken by adding the resonance broadening ℓ > 0

fℓ,leading(τ) :=

N/4∑
q=0

Cλ
q,∞,ℓ, (81)

and then add the modified leading part fℓ,leading with the standard non-leading part fnonleading

fℓ(τ) := fℓ,leading(τ) + fnonleading(τ). (82)

Our main result then shows that the non-leading term fnonleading(τ) vanishes in the kinetic limit and
the broadened leading part fℓ,leading converges to the Taylor series (72), which is the solution of (70).
To the best of our knowledge, the theorem provides the first rigorous justification of the resonance
broadening, discussed previously in the physics literature (see [22, 59, 65, 72, 73, 74, 75, 85, 92, 93, 94,
95]).
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We nam now state the main theorem.

Theorem 3. Suppose that d ≥ 2. Let us write t = τλ−2, where τ > 0. Under the settings of Definition
1, and the noise constructed in Section 2.1, there exist 1 > T∗ > 0, such that for 0 < τ < T∗ and for
any ℓ > 0

(i) The non-leading part of f(τ) vanishes in the kinetic limit

lim
λ→0

W
(∣∣∣f(τ)nonleading∣∣∣ > θ

)
= 0, (83)

for any θ > 0. Here W represents the Lebesgue measure.
(ii) fℓ(τ) converges to f∞ℓ (τ) in the kinetic limit, which is the solution of (70), defined in (72)

lim
λ→0

W
(∣∣∣fℓ(τ)− f∞ℓ (τ)

∣∣∣ > θ
)
= 0, (84)

for any θ > 0.

3. Duhamel expansions

3.1. Duhamel expansions of the Fourier modes of the solution. For two vectors V1 = (V1,k)k∈Λ∗ ∈
N|Λ∗|, and V2 = (V2,k)k∈Λ∗ ∈ N|Λ∗|, we denote

〈
aV1(a∗)V2

〉
t
=

〈∏
k∈Λ∗

a
V1,k

k (a∗k)
V2,k

〉
t

. (85)

First, we will study the evolution of the momenta aV1(a∗)V2 in which we adopt the notations of (85).
We then obtain an equation for ⟨aV1(a∗)V2⟩

∂

∂t

〈
aV1(a∗)V2

〉
=

(
i
∑
k∈Λ∗

ωk(V1 − V2)− T(V1,−V2)

)〈
aV1(a∗)V2

〉
+ λ

∑
W1,W2

UW1,W2

〈
aW1(a∗)W2

〉
,

(86)

where (V1,−V2) is a vector in N|Λ∗| whose components are composed by those of V1,−V2; T(V1,−V2) is
a non-negative constant depending on V1,−V2; UW1,W2 is a coefficient depending on M; and W1,W2

are new multiindices depending on V1 and V2. We also have

λ
∑

W1,W2

UW1,W2

〈
aW1(a∗)W2

〉
=− λ

∑
k∈Λ∗

〈
H1

2(k)∂b1,k

(
aV1(a∗)V2

)〉
+ λ

∑
k∈Λ∗

〈
H2

2(k)∂b2,k

(
aV1(a∗)V2

)〉
=
∑
k∈Λ∗

〈
−λH1

2(k)∂b1,k

(
aV1(a∗)V2

)
+ λH2

2(k)∂b2,k

(
aV1(a∗)V2

)〉
,

(87)
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where

H1
2(k) =

1

2

[∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)(b1,k1b2,k2 + b1,k2b2,k1)

+2

∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k + k1 − k2)(b1,k1b2,k2 − b1,k2b2,k1)

]

=

∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)(b1,k1b2,k2 + b1,k2b2,k1)

=

∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)Im[ak1ak2 ],

(88)

and

H2
2(k) =

1

2

[∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)(b1,k1b1,k2 − b2,k1b2,k2)

+2

∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k + k1 − k2)(b1,k1b1,k2 + b2,k1b2,k2)

]

=

∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)(b1,k1b1,k2 − b2,k1b2,k2)

=

∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)Re[ak1ak2 ].

(89)

In the above expression (87), we observe that ∂b1,k

(
aV1(a∗)V2

)
and ∂b2,k

(
aV1(a∗)V2

)
will be zero if

the components V1,k and V2,k are 0 in the vectors V1,V2. If either V1,k or V2,k is different from 0, the
quantities H1

1(k) and H1
2(k) contain the delta function δ(k − k1 − k2), which will later defined to be

the decomposition of the momentum k into two momenta k1 and k2 in our graph representation. In
this procedure, the component ak in aV1(a∗)V2 is then replaced by

ak −→ −H1
2(k)∂b1,kak + H2

2(k)∂b2,kak

= − λ

∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)Im[ak1ak2 ]

+ λi

∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)Re[ak1ak2 ]

= λi

∫∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)ak1ak2 ,

(90)

and the component a∗k in aV1(a∗)V2 is then replaced by

a∗k −→ −λi
∫∫

(Λ∗)2
dk1dk2M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)a

∗
k1a

∗
k2 , (91)

to form the last term λ
∑

W1,W2
UW1,W2

〈
aW1(a∗)W2

〉
, on the right hand side of (86).

Let us now define the new average

⟨⟨aV1(a∗)V2⟩⟩ = e−it
∑

k∈Λ∗ ωk(V1,k−V2,k)+tT(V1,−V2)⟨aV1(a∗)V2⟩, (92)

and equivalently, the new average for α, where α was defined in (38), takes the form
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⟨α(−1)V1α(1)V2⟩∗ := ⟨α(−1)V1α(1)V2⟩∗,t := ⟨⟨aV1(a∗)V2⟩⟩

= e
t
∑

k∈Λ∗ T(V1,k,−V2,k)⟨α(−1)V1α(1)V2⟩.
(93)

We obtain the equation

∂

∂t

〈
αV1(α∗)V2

〉
∗ =

∑
W1,W2

UW1,W2e
−it

∑
k∈Λ∗ ωk(V1,k−V2,k)+tT(V1,−V2)

× eit
∑

k∈Λ∗ ωk(W1,k−W2,k)−tT(W1,−W2)
〈
αW1(α∗)W2

〉
∗ .

(94)

Thus, in terms of α and the average ⟨··⟩∗, we obtain the equation

∂

∂t
⟨αt(k, 1), αt(k,−1)⟩∗ = iλ

∫
(Λ∗)2

dk1dk2δ(−k + k1 + k2)

×M(k, k1, k2)e
it(ω(k1)+ω(k2)−ω(k))−tT (1−k,1k1

,1k2
)⟨αt(k,−1)αt(k1, 1)αt(k2, 1)⟩∗,

(95)

where 1−k,1k1 ,1k2 are vectors in N|Λ∗| that take values 1 at the coordinates −k, k1, k2 respectively
and 0 elsewhere.

We will continue to expand (95) using the Duhamel expansions. However, the expansion strategy
leads to a technical difficulty in treating the wave numbers near the singular manifoldS, which appears
when performing the estimates on the oscillatory integrals and that is defined below. As a result,
we introduce the following proposition about the existence of appropriate cut-off functions that will
isolate the singular manifold S.

For ℵ∗,ℵ∗ = ±1, let V = (V1, · · · , Vd),W = (W1, · · · ,Wd) be two vectors in [−π, π]d, and set

C1
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

= − ℵ′ sin(V1) sin(2Vj),

C3
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

= − ℵ′′ sin(W1) cos(2Wj),

C2
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

= − sin(2Vj − 2Wj) sin(V1 −W1) − ℵ′ sin(W1) sin(2Wj)

− ℵ′′ sin(V1) sin(2Vj).

(96)

We consider the equation

C1
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

r2∗ + C2
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

r∗ + C3
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

= 0. (97)

In the case that (97) has two real roots (or a double real root), we denote these roots by r̃1, r̃2. In the
case that (97) has two complex roots, we denote the real part of the complex root by r̃3. We set

cos(Υ∗(r̃i,ℵ∗,ℵ∗)) =
∣∣∣ℵ∗r̃i + ℵ∗ + r̃i cos(V1)e

i2Vj + cos(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣
×
[∣∣∣ℵ∗r̃i + ℵ∗ + r̃i cos(V1)e

i2Vj + r̃i cos(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣r̃i sin(V1)ei2Vj + sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2]− 1
2
,

sin(Υ∗(r̃i,ℵ∗,ℵ∗)) =
∣∣∣r̃i sin(V1)ei2Vj + sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣
×
[∣∣∣ℵ∗r̃i + ℵ∗ + r̃i cos(V1)e

i2Vj + cos(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣r̃i sin(V1)ei2Vj + sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2]− 1
2
,

(98)
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for i = 1, 2, 3. We define

S(V,W ) =
{
2πk = (2πk1, · · · , 2πkd) ∈ [−π, π]d

∣∣∣ 2πk1 = Υ∗(r̃i,ℵ∗,ℵ∗)± π; i = 1, 2, 3;ℵ∗,ℵ∗ = ±1;

kj = 0,±1

4
,±1

2
, j = 1, · · · , d

}
.

.

(99)
We have the following proposition, whose proof is quite standard and is therefore omitted.

Proposition 4. Let k1, k2 be two momenta in the delta function δ(k0 − k1 − k2) and k′1, k
′
2 be two

momenta in the delta function δ(k′0−k′1−k′2). We assume that δ(k0−k1−k2) appears after δ(k′0−k′1−k′2)
in the Duhamel expansions. We set V 1 = k1 − k′1, V

2 = k1 + k′1, V
3 = k1 + k′2, V

4 = k1 − k′2,
W 1 = k2 − k′1, W

2 = k2 + k′1, W
3 = k2 + k′2, W

4 = k2 − k′2 and denote V i = (V 1
1 , · · · , V 1

d ) and

W i = (W 1
1 , · · · ,W 1

d ). We put S∗ = ∪4
i,i′=1S(V i,W i′).

For any ð > 0, there exists a cut-off function

Ψ1(k1, k2, k
′
1, k

′
2) : (Λ

∗)4 → [0, 1],

and the smooth version

Ψ1(k1, k2, k
′
1, k

′
2) : T4d → [0, 1],

such that Ψ1(k1, k2, k
′
1, k

′
2) = Ψ1(k1, k0, k3, k

′
0), on (Λ∗)4. And Ψ1(k1, k2, k

′
1, k

′
2) = 1 when |V i

j |,
∣∣∣V i

j ±
1
2

∣∣∣, |W i
j |,
∣∣∣W i

j± 1
2

∣∣∣, |V i
j ±W i′

j | > | lnλ|−ð and Ψ2(k1, k2, k3, k
′
0) = 0 when either |V i

j |,
∣∣∣V i

j ± 1
2

∣∣∣, |W i
j |,
∣∣∣W i

j±
1
2

∣∣∣, or |V i
j ±W i′

j | < | lnλ|−ð/2, for j = 1, · · · , d, i, i′ = 1, 2.

Moreover, there also exists a cut-off function

Ψ2(k1, k2, k
′
1, k

′
2) : (Λ

∗)4 → [0, 1],

and the smooth rescaled version

Ψ2(k1, k2, k
′
1, k

′
2) : T4d → [0, 1],

such that Ψ2(k1, k2, k
′
1, k

′
2) = Ψ2(k1, k2, k

′
1, k

′
2) on (Λ∗)4. Moreover, Ψ2(k1, k2, k

′
1, k

′
2) = 1 when

d(k1,S∗) > | lnλ|−ð and d(k2,S∗) > | lnλ|−ð, and Ψ2(k1, k2, k
′
1, k

′
2) = 0 when d(k1,S∗) < | lnλ|−ð/2,

or d(k2,S∗) < | lnλ|−ð/2.

We finally set Ψ3 = Ψ1Ψ2 +
∑4

i=1 1V i=0 +
∑4

i=1 1W i=0 and we extend Ψ3 to have a continuum
version from Λ∗ to T.

Definition 2. For any momenta k1, k2 ∈ Λ∗ that are associated to a delta function δ(σ0k0+σ1k1+σ2k2)
in the Duhamel expansions, we define the set

S(σ0,k0,σ1,k1,σ2,k2) :=
{
(σ′0k

′
0, σ

′
1k

′
1, σ

′
2k2) | δ(σ′0k′0 + σ′1k

′
1 + σ′2k

′
2)

appears before δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2) in the Duhamel expansions
}
,

(100)

and put

Φ4(σ0, k0, σ1, k1, σ2, k2) =
∏

(σ′
0k

′
0,σ

′
1k

′
1,σ

′
2k2)∈S(σ0,k0,σ1,k1,σ2,k2)

Ψ3(−σ0σ1k1,−σ0σ2k2,−σ′0σ′1k′1,−σ′0σ′2k′2).
(101)

Moreover, we also have their extended versions Φ4 from Λ∗ to T as in Proposition 4 .

The following lemma is useful in contructing the next cut-off function.
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Lemma 5. For any m ∈ N, m ≥ 1, we set

S2m,Λ∗ :=
{
(k1, · · · , k2m) ∈ ×Λ2m

∗

∣∣∣∫ 1

0
dτ ′[ω̃(k1) · · · ω̃(k2m)]

1
2hdm⟨|ak1 | · · · |ak2m |⟩τ ′λ−2 > ln | ln | lnλ|||

}
,

(102)

then

W
(

lim
D→∞

S2m,Λ∗

)
≲ Cm

o ln | ln | lnλ|||−1. (103)

Proof. From (66), we find∫
Λ2m
∗

dk1 · · · dkn[ω̃(k1) · · · ω̃(k2m)]
1
2 ⟨|ak1 | · · · |ak2m |⟩t

≲

[∫
Λ2m
∗

dk1 · · · dkn[ω̃(k1) · · · ω̃(k2m)]
〈
|ak1 |2 · · · |ak2m |2

〉
t

] 1
2

≲ h−dmCm
o ,

(104)

which implies ∫
S2m,Λ∗

dk1 · · · dkn[ω̃(k1) · · · ω̃(k2m)]
1
2hdm ⟨|ak1 | · · · |ak2m |⟩t ≲ Cm

o , (105)

yielding

W
(

lim
D→∞

S2m,Λ∗

)
≲ Cm

o ln | ln | lnλ|||−1. (106)

□

Definition 3. For (k1, · · · , k2m) ∈ [0, 1]× Λ2m
∗ , we define the cut-off function

ℏ2m(k1, · · · , k2m) := 1− χS2m,Λ∗
= 0 when (k1, · · · , k2m) ∈ S2m,Λ∗

= 1 otherwise.
(107)

Moreover, we also have their extended versions ℏτ,2m, on [0, 1]× T2dm as in Proposition 4 .

Now, we follow the soft partial time integration technique in the work of Lukkarinen-Spohn [69],
that takes its origin from the work of Erdos-Yau [42], to control the multi-layer Duhamel expansion.
In shortening the notations, we set

X(σ, k, σ′, k1, σ
′′, k2) = σω(k) + σ′ω(k1) + σ′′ω(k2). (108)

We observe that using (39) and (108) we have

d

dt

[
eςt

2∏
i=1

αt(ki, σi)
]

=

=ςeςt
n∏

i=1

αt(ki, σi) − iλ
2∑

j=1

σj

n∏
i=1,i ̸=j

αt(ki, σi)
[ ∫∫

(Λ∗)2
dk′1dk

′
2

× δ(−kj + k′1 + k′2)M(kj , k
′
1, k

′
2)× exp

[
ςt− itX(σj , kj , σj , k

′
1, σj , k

′
2)
]
αt(k

′
1, σj)αt(k

′
2, σj)

]
,

(109)
where ς > 0 is a control parameter to be specified later.

The full Duhamel expansion. By repeating the expansion process N times, using both the soft
partial time and modified soft partial time integrations, we then obtain a multi-layer expression in
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which the time interval [0, t] is divided into N+1 time slices [0, s0], [s0, s0+s1], . . . , [s0+ · · ·+sN−1, t]
and t = s0 + · · · + sN. Let us write down the final result of this process in the following schematic
manner:

δk=k′⟨αt(k,−1)αt(k
′, 1)⟩∗ =

N−1∑
n=0

⟨F0
n(t, k,−1,Γ)[α0]⟩∗ +

N−1∑
n=0

ςn

∫ t

0
ds⟨F1

n(s, t, k,−1,Γ)[αs]⟩∗

+
N∑

n=1

∫ t

0
ds⟨F2

n(s, t, k,−1,Γ)[αs]⟩∗ +

∫ t

0
ds⟨F3

N(s, t, k,−1,Γ)[αs]⟩∗.

(110)

In the formulation (110), Γ denotes the soft partial time integration vector.

(ς0, · · · , ςN−1) in RN
+. (111)

We set

N = max

(
1,

[
N0| lnλ|
ln⟨lnλ⟩

]cN)
, (112)

where [x] is the integer part that satisfies [x] ≤ x < [x]+1 and N0 is any number in R+, for 0 < cN ≤ 1
2 .

And we define the “stopping rule”
We also set the parameter that controls the partial time integration of (109)

ς ′ = λ2N℘, (113)

in which ℘ is a positive constant. The components of the soft partial time integration vector are
defined as

ςn = 0 when 0 ≤ n < [N/4], and ςn = ς ′ when [N/4] ≤ n ≤ N. (114)

The first term in (110) has the following explicit form (for n ≥ 1)

⟨F0
n(t, kn,1, σn,1,Γ)[α]⟩∗

= (−iλ)n
∑

ρi∈{1,··· ,n−i+2},
i∈{0,··· ,n−1}

∑
σ̄∈{±1}In ,

σi,ρi
+σi−1,ρi

+σi−1,ρi+1 ̸=±3,
σi−1,ρi

σi−1,ρi+1=1

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)h
d

×
n∏

i=1

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
∗

× Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)
] ∫

(R+){0,··· ,n}
ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=0

e−siςn−i

×
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)X(σi,ρi
,ki,ρi ,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi
,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi+1)
n∏

i=0

e−siτi ,

(115)
in which for each delta function and

Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1) = Φ1(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)

= Φ4(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)ℏsi−1λ2,i(kn−i,1, · · · , kn−i,i+2) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, i is even,

Φ1,i = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, i is odd,

Φ1,i +Φ0,i = 1, Φ1 +Φ0 = 1.
(116)
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We also have the following equivalent form of expressing the total phases
n∏

i=0

e−siςn−i

n∏
i=1

e−iti(s)X(σi,ρi
,ki,ρi ,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi
,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi+1)

=
n∏

i=0

e−siςn−i

n∏
i=1

e−i(
∑i−1

j=1 sj)X(σi,ρi
,ki,ρi ,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi
,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi+1) =
n∏

i=0

e−isiϑi ,

(117)

where

ϑi :=
n∑

l=i+1

X(σl,ρl , kl,ρl , σl−1,ρl , kl−1,ρl , σl−1,ρl+1, kl−1,ρl+1)− iςn−i, (118)

in which the phase is defined in (108). We set ϑn = 0.
Note that Φ1,i(n) are functions of n. However, in our computations, we simply write Φ1,i since they

are associated with Feynman diagrams that have n-layers.
Moreover, we have used the notations for the set of indices

In := {(j, l) | 0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, 1 ≤ l ≤ n− j + 2}. (119)

Definition 4 (Phase Regulators). We define the phase regulators to be the quantities

τi = T(
1ki,jσi,j

)n−i+2

j=1

for i ∈ {0, · · · , n− 1}, τn = 0, (120)

where
(
1ki,jσi,j

)n−i+2

j=1
denotes a vector in N|Λ∗| that take values 1 at the coordinates ki,j respectively

and 0 elsewhere and we have used the same definition of T(V1,−V2) in (86). We also define

ti(s) =
i−1∑
j=1

sj , (121)

s̄, k̄ and σ̄ are vectors representing all of the quantities si, ki,j , σi,j appearing in the integration. The
number ρi encodes the position where the splitting happens hence the use of

δ (σi,ρiki,ρi + σi−1,ρiki−1,ρi + σi−1,ρi+1ki−1,ρi+1) . (122)

In the above summation we only allow

(σi,ρi , σi−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1) ̸= (+1,+1,+1), (−1,−1,−1), σi−1,ρiσi−1,ρi+1 = 1,

that means we have either ki,ρi − ki−1,ρi − ki−1,ρi+1 = 0, or −ki,ρi + ki−1,ρi + ki−1,ρi+1 = 0. The case
ki,ρi + ki−1,ρi + ki−1,ρi+1 = 0 is not allowed. Moreover,

F0
0 (t, k, σ,Γ)[α] = e−ς0t⟨α(k, σ)α(k,−σ)⟩∗

and finally the function ∆n,ρ contains all of the δ-functions. More precisely,

∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄) =

n∏
i=1

{ ρi−1∏
l=1

[
δ(ki,l − ki−1,l)1(σi,l = σi−1,l)

]
× 1(σi,ρi = −σi−1,ρi)δ (σi,ρiki,ρi + σi−1,ρiki−1,ρi + σi−1,ρi+1ki−1,ρi+1)

×
n−i+2∏
l=ρi+1

[
δ(ki,l − ki−1,l+1)1(σi,l = σi−1,l+1)

]
1(kn,1 = kn,2)1(σn,1 + σn,2 = 0)

}
,

(123)

where k̄ and σ̄ represent all of the quantities ki,j , σi,j appearing in the formula. This function makes
sure that

ki,j = ki−1,j , σi,j = σi−1,j , for j ∈ {1, · · · , ρi − 1},
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ki,j = ki−1,j+1, σi,j = σi−1,j+1, for j ∈ {ρi + 1, · · · , n− i+ 2},
kn,1 = kn,2, σn,1 + σn,2 = 0, σi,ρiki,ρi + σi−1,ρiki−1,ρi + σi−1,ρi+1ki−1,ρi+1 = 0, σi,ρi = −σi−1,ρi ,

as discussed in the previous subsection.
We define the last term in (110) F3

n as:

⟨F3
n(s0, t, kn,1, σn,1,Γ)[α]⟩∗

= (−iλ)n
∑

ρi∈{1,··· ,n−i+2},
i∈{0,··· ,n−1}

∑
σ̄∈{±1}In ,

σi,ρi
+σi−1,ρi

+σi−1,ρi+1 ̸=±3,
σi−1,ρi

σi−1,ρi+1=1

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)h
d

×
n∏

i=1

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)Φ1,i(σi,ρi , ki,ρi , σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)

]
×

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
∗

∫
(R+){1,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=1

e−siςn−i

n∏
i=0

e−siτi

×
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)X(σi,ρi
,ki,ρi ,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi
,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi+1).

(124)
The only difference between the two formulas (115) and (124) is the integration with respect to ds.

In (115) the integration is taken over (R+)
{0,··· ,n} and in (124) it is over (R+)

{1,··· ,n}.

The second term in (110), namely F1
n is defined using the last term, as follows. We set,

⟨F1
0 (s, t, k, σ,Γ)[α]⟩∗ = e−ς0(t−s)⟨α(k, σ)α(k,−σ)⟩∗,

and for n > 0, we set

⟨F1
n(s, t, kn,1, σn,1,Γ)[α]⟩∗ =

∫ t−s

0
dre−rςn⟨F3

n(s+ r, t, kn,1, σn,1,Γ)[α]⟩∗. (125)

And,

⟨F2
n(s0, t, kn,1, σn,1,Γ)[α]⟩∗

= (−iλ)n
∑

ρi∈{1,··· ,n−i+2},
i∈{0,··· ,n−1}

∑
σ̄∈{±1}In ,

σi,ρi
+σi−1,ρi

+σi−1,ρi+1 ̸=±3,
σi−1,ρi

σi−1,ρi+1=1

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)h
d

× σ1,ρ1M(k1,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1+1)Φ0,1(σ0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , σ0,ρ1+1, k0,ρ1+1)

×
n∏

i=2

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)

]
×

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
∗

∫
(R+){1,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=1

e−siςn−i

n∏
i=0

e−siτi

n∏
i=0

e−siτi

×
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)X(σi,ρi
,ki,ρi ,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi
,σi−1,ρi+1,ki−1,ρi+1).

(126)

The multi-layer Duhamel expansion can then be expressed via Feynman diagrams, as we will explain
in Section 5 below.

A straightforward computation gives the following propositions.
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Proposition 6 (First term). For N ≥ 1, the terms associated to F0
n in equation (110) can be written

as

Q1 =
N−1∑
n=1

G0
n(t, k, σ,Γ) (127)

where

G0
n(t, k, σ,Γ) = (−iλ)n

∑
ρi∈{1,··· ,n−i+2},

i∈{0,··· ,n−1}

∑
σ̄∈{±1}In ,

σi,ρi
+σi−1,ρi

+σi−1,ρi+1 ̸=±3,
σi−1,ρi

σi−1,ρi+1=1

hd

×
∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
0

n∏
i=1

[
σi,ρiM(σi,ρi , ki,ρi , σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)

× Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)
] ∫

(R+){0,··· ,n}
ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=0

e−siςn−i

n∏
i=0

e−siτi

×
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)X(σi,ρi
,ki,ρi ,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi
,σi−1,ρi+1,ki−1,ρi+1)℧({(k0,1, σ0,1), · · · , (k0,n, σ0,n), (k1,ρ1 , · · · , kn,ρn)}),

(128)
in which ℧({(k0,1, σ0,1), · · · , (k0,n, σ0,n), (k1,ρ1 , · · · , kn,ρn)}) = 1 if the set {(k0,1, σ0,1), · · · , (k0,n, σ0,n)}
is admissible and all ki,ρi are different from 0; otherwise, the function is 0.

Proposition 7 (Third term). The terms associated to F2
n can be written as

Q3 :=

N∑
n=1

∫ t

0
dsF2

n(s, t, k, σ,Γ)[αs] =

N∑
n=1

∫ t

0
dsG2,pair

n (s, t, k, σ,Γ) +

N∑
n=1

∫ t

0
dsG2,nonpair

n (s, t, k, σ,Γ),

(129)

=: Q3,pair + Q3,nonpair

where

G2,pair
n (s0, t, k, σ,Γ) = (−iλ)n

∑
ρi∈{1,··· ,n−i+2},

i∈{0,··· ,n−1}

∑
σ̄∈{±1}In ,

σi,ρi
+σi−1,ρi

+σi−1,ρi+1 ̸=±3,
σi−1,ρi

σi−1,ρi+1=1

×
∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)σ1,ρ1M(k1,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , k0,ρ2)Φ0,1(σ0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , σ0,ρ2 , k0,ρ2)h
d

×
n∏

i=2

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)Φ1,i(σi−1,ρiki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1ki−1,ρi+1)

]
× eis0ϑ0

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
s0

∫
(R+){1,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=1

e−siςn−i

n∏
i=0

e−siτi

×
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)X(σi,ρi
,ki,ρi ,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi
,σi−1,ρi+1,ki−1,ρi+1)℧({(k0,1, σ0,1), · · · , (k0,n, σ0,n), (k1,ρ1 , · · · , kn,ρn)}),

(130)
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in which ℧({(k0,1, σ0,1), · · · , (k0,n, σ0,n), (k1,ρ1 , · · · , kn,ρn)}) = 1 if the set {(k0,1, σ0,1), · · · , (k0,n, σ0,n)}
is admissible and all ki,ρi are different from 0; otherwise, the function is 0. We split

Q3 = Q3,pair + Q3,nonpair (131)

where Q3,pair is the sum over expansions that are admissible and all ki,ρi are different from 0.

Proposition 8 (Last term). The component associated to F3
N can be expressed as

Q4 =

∫ t

0
dsF3

N(s, t, k, σ,Γ)[αs] =

∫ t

0
dsG3,pair

N (s, t, k, σ,Γ) +

∫ t

0
dsG3,nonpair

N (s, t, k, σ,Γ), (132)

where

G3
n(s0, t, k, σ,Γ) = (−iλ)n

∑
ρi∈{1,··· ,n−i+2},

i∈{0,··· ,n−1}

∑
σ̄∈{±1}In ,

σi,ρi
+σi−1,ρi

+σi−1,ρi+1 ̸=±3,
σi−1,ρi

σi−1,ρi+1=1

hd

×
∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
s0

×
n∏

i=1

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)

]
×
∫
(R+){1,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=1

e−siςn−i

n∏
i=0

e−siτi

×
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)X(σi,ρi
,ki,ρi ,σi−1,ρi

,ki−1,ρi
,σi−1,ρi+1,ki−1,ρi+1)℧({(k0,1, σ0,1), · · · , (k0,n, σ0,n), (k1,ρ1 , · · · , kn,ρn)}),

(133)
in which ℧({(k0,1, σ0,1), · · · , (k0,n, σ0,n), (k1,ρ1 , · · · , kn,ρn)}) = 1 if the set {(k0,1, σ0,1), · · · , (k0,n, σ0,n)}
is admissible and all ki,ρi are different from 0; otherwise, the function is 0. We split

Q4 = Q4,pair + Q4,nonpair (134)

where Q4,pair is the sum over expansions that are admissible and all ki,ρi are different from 0.

Proposition 9 (Second term). The terms associated to F1
n can be written as

Q2 =
N−1∑
n=0

∫ t

0
dsςnF1

n(s, t, k, σ,Γ)[αs]

=

N−1∑
n=0

∫ t

0
dsςnG1,pair

n (s, t, k, σ,Γ) +

N−1∑
n=0

∫ t

0
dsςnG1,nonpair

n (s, t, k, σ,Γ),

(135)

where

G1,pair
n (s, t, k, σ,Γ) = ςn

∫ t−s

0
dre−rςnG3,pair

n (s+ r, t, k, σ,Γ)[αr]. (136)

We split

Q2 = Q2,pair + Q2,nonpair (137)

where Q2,pair is the sum over expansions that are admissible and all ki,ρi are different from 0.
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3.2. Estimates of the density function. Below, we give a proof of Proposition 2.

Proof. The proof of the first claim follows from a straightforward computation{
H, exp

(
−
∑
k∈Λ∗

b21,k + b22,k
ω̄′(k)

)}
= − exp

(
−
∑
k∈Λ∗

b21,k + b22,k
ω̄′(k)

){
H,
∑
k∈Λ∗

b21,k + b22,k
ω̄′(k)

}
= 0.

Moreover, we also have (
b2,k

∂

∂b1,k
− b1,k

∂

∂b2,k

)(
−
∑
k∈Λ∗

b21,k + b22,k
ω̄′(k)

)
= 0,

leading to Rρ̃ = 0.
Let us now consider the trajectories of c1,k, c2,k,

∂sX1,k(s, t) = λ
∑

k1,k2∈Λ∗

M(k, k1, k2)
√

2X1,k12X1,k22X1,k

×
[
δ(k − k1 − k2)sin(X2,k −X2,k1 −X2,k2)

]
, X1,k(t, t) = c1,k,

∂sX2,k(s, t) = − λ
∑

k1,k2∈Λ∗

M(k, k1, k2)
√
2X1,k12X1,k2X

−1
1,k

×
[
δ(k − k1 − k2)cos(X2,k −X2,k1 −X2,k2)

]
− ωk, X2,k(t, t) = c2,k.

(138)

We have

ϱ(0,X1(0, t, c1, c2)) = ϱ(t, c1, c2). (139)

As in (139), we also have the trajectories of b1,k, b2,k
Similar with (139), we also have the trajectories of b1,k, b2,k

∂sB1,k(s, t) = λ
∑

k1,k2∈Λ∗

M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)(B1,k1B2,k2 + B1,k2B2,k1) + B2,kωk,

B1,k(t, t) = b1,k,

∂sB2,k(s, t) = − λ
∑

k1,k2∈Λ∗

M(k, k1, k2)δ(k − k1 − k2)(B1,k1B1,k2 − B2,k1B2,k2) + B1,kωk,

B2,k(t, t) = b2,k.

(140)

We have

ϱ(0,B1(0, t, b1, b2),B2(0, t, b1, b2)) = ϱ(t, b1, b2). (141)

Setting ℘k(s) = [B1,k(t− s, t) + iB1,k(t− s, t)], and ℘̄k(s) = [B1,k(t− s, t) + iB1,k(t− s, t)]
√

|ω̄(k)|, we
obtain

d℘̄(k, s)

ds
= − iω(k)℘̄(k, s) − iλω̄(k)

1

|Λ∗|2
∑

k=k1+k2;k1,k2∈Λ∗

℘̄(k1, s)℘̄(k2, s), (142)

which finishes the proof of (63).
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Choosing P, defined in (64) as a test function in (50), we find, by integrating by parts multiple

times with the notice that ∂c2,kĤ(k) = 0 when c1,k = 0

0 =

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂tϱP

+
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2

[[
Ĥ(k), ϱ

]]
k
P −

∑
k,k′∈Λ∗

E(k, k′)
∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c2,kc2,k′ϱP

= ∂t

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2ϱP +
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c2,kĤ(k)∂c1,kϱP

−
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c1,kĤ(k)∂c2,kϱP

= ∂t

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2ϱP −
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c2,kĤ(k)ϱ∂c1,kP

+
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+)|Λ∗|−1×[−π,π]|Λ∗|

∏
k′∈Λ∗\{k}

dc1,k′dc2∂c2,kĤ(k)ϱP
∣∣∣c1,k=∞

c1,k=0

−
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c1,kc2,kĤ(k)ϱP +
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c1,kc2,kĤ(k)ϱP

−
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1
∏

k′∈Λ∗\{k}

dc2,k′∂c1,kĤ(k)ϱP
∣∣∣c2,k=π

c2,k=−π

= ∂t

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2ϱP −
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c2,kĤ(k)ϱ∂c1,kP

−
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c1,kc2,kĤ(k)ϱP +
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c1,kc2,kĤ(k)ϱP,

(143)
which, after the simplification of the last two similar terms, leads to

0 = ∂t

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2ϱP −
∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c2,kĤ(k)ϱ∂c1,kP. (144)
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Let us study the second term on the right hand side of the above equation using (49):

∑
k∈Λ∗

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2∂c2,kĤ(k)ϱ∂c1,kP

= λ

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2ϱ

∑
k∈Λ∗

∂c1,kP
∑

k′1,k
′
2∈Λ∗

M(k, k′1, k
′
2)

× 2
√
2c1,k′1c1,k′2c1,k

[
δ(k − k′1 − k′2)sin(c2,k′1 + c2,k′2 − c2,k)

]}
=
∑
k∈Λ∗

cPλh
2dω̃(k)

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2ϱ

P
∑

k′1,k
′
2∈Λ∗

M(k, k′1, k
′
2)

× 2
√
2c1,k′1c1,k′2c1,k

[
δ(k − k′1 − k′2)sin(c2,k′1 + c2,k′2 − c2,k)

]}
=
∑
k∈Λ∗

h2dcPλω̃(k)

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2ϱP
{ ∑

k′1,k
′
2∈Λ∗

|M(k, k′1, k
′
2)|signk1

× 2
√
2c1,k′1c1,k′2c1,k

[
δ(k − k′1 − k′2)sin(c2,k′1 + c2,k′2 − c2,k)

]}
.

(145)

By a rotation of k, k′1, k
′
2, we have

∑
k,k′1,k

′
2∈Λ∗

|M(k, k′1, k
′
2)|signk12

√
2c1,k′1c1,k′2c1,k

[
δ(k − k′1 − k′2)sin(c2,k′1 + c2,k′2 − c2,k)

]
ω̃(k)

= M1 + M2 + M3,

(146)

in which

M1 :=
∑

k,k′1,k
′
2∈Λ∗

|M(k, k′1, k
′
2)|signk1

√
2c1,k′1c1,k′2c1,k

[
δ(k − k′1 − k′2)sin(c2,k′1 + c2,k′2 − c2,k)

]
ω̃(k),

M2 :=
∑

k,k′1,k
′
2∈Λ∗

|M(k, k′1, k
′
2)|sign(k′1)1

√
2c1,k′1c1,k′2c1,k

[
δ(k′1 − k − k′2)sin(−c2,k′1 + c2,k′2 + c2,k)

]
ω̃(k′1),

M3 :=
∑

k,k′1,k
′
2∈Λ∗

|M(k, k′1, k
′
2)|sign(k′2)1

√
2c1,k′1c1,k′2c1,k

[
δ(k′2 − k′1 − k)sin(c2,k′1 − c2,k′2 + c2,k)

]
ω̃(k′2).

(147)
We observe that M1 +M2 +M3 = 0. Hence, we finally obtain

∂t

∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2ϱP = 0, (148)

which finishes the proof of (65).
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To prove (66), we compute∑
k1,··· ,kn∈Λ∗

∣∣∣〈|ak1 |2 · · · |akn |2〉
t

∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
R2n

n∏
i=1

db1,kidb2,ki
∑

k1,··· ,kn∈Λ∗

∣∣(b1,ki + ib2,ki)
∣∣2 ∫

R2(|Λ∗|−n)

∑
k1,··· ,kn∈Λ∗

∏
k∈Λ∗\{k1,··· ,kn}

db1,kdb2,kϱ(t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2

n∏
j=1

∑
k1,··· ,kn∈Λ∗

∣∣2c1,ki∣∣ϱ(t)
∣∣∣∣∣∣

≲ h−2dnCn[ω̃(k1) · · · ω̃(kn)]−1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2Pϱ(t)

∣∣∣∣∣
≲ h−2ndCn[ω̃(k1) · · · ω̃(kn)]−1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
(R+×[−π,π])|Λ∗|

dc1dc2Pϱ(0)

∣∣∣∣∣ ,
(149)

where we have used (65).
Inserting the form of ϱ(0) (see Definition 1) into (149), we then find∑

k1,··· ,kn∈Λ∗

〈
|ak1 |2 · · · |akn |2

〉
t

≲ h−2dnCn[ω̃(k1) · · · ω̃(kn)]−1

(2π)|Λ∗|
∫
R|Λ∗|
+

dc1

∏
k∈Λ∗

e
ω̃(k)h2dcPc1,k−

2c1,k
(k)ג

πג(k)

 . (150)

Since ∫ ∞

0
dxxne−ax =

n!

an+1
, (151)

the last term (150) can be computed explicitly as

(2π)|Λ
∗|
∫
R|Λ∗|
+

dc1

∏
k∈Λ∗

e
h2dcPω̃(k)c1,k−

2c1,k
(k)ג

πג(k)


=

∫
R|Λ∗|
+

∏
k∈Λ∗

d(2c1,k)
∏
k∈Λ∗

 e
2c1,k

(
ω̃(k)h2dcP

2
− 1

(k)ג

)
(
− h2dcPω̃(k)

2 + 1
(k)ג
)−1

1

(k)ג
(
− h2dcPω̃(k)

2 + 1
(k)ג
)


≲
∏
k∈Λ∗

2

2− cPh2dω̃(k)ג(k)
.

This quantity can be bounded as (see Definition 1)

∏
k∈Λ∗

2

2− cPh2dω̃(k)ג(k)
≤
∣∣∣∣ 2

2− cP,1hd

∣∣∣∣|Λ∗|
≤
∣∣∣∣ 2

2− cP,1|Λ∗|−1

∣∣∣∣|Λ∗|
≤ c′P, (152)

for some constant c′P > 0. Inequality (66) then follows. □
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4. Dispersive estimates

4.1. Dispersive estimates. Let V = (V1, · · · , Vd),W = (W1, · · · ,Wd) be two vectors in [−π, π]d and
t0, t1, t2 be real numbers. We set

t0 + t1 cos(V1)e
i2Vj + t2 cos(W1)e

i2Wj =
∣∣∣t0 + t1 cos(V1)e

i2Vj + t2 cos(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣eiℵj
1 ,

and

t1 sin(V1)e
i2Vj + t2 sin(W1)e

i2Wj =
∣∣∣t1 sin(V1)ei2Vj + t2 sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣eiℵj
2 ,

(153)

with ℵj
1 = ℵj

1(V,W ),ℵj
2 = ℵj

2(V,W ) ∈ [−π, π], j = 2, · · · , d.
The following lemma gives an estimate on the angles ℵj

1,ℵ
j
2.

Lemma 10. Suppose that
t0 = t1ℵ′ + t2ℵ′′ (154)

with ℵ′,ℵ′′ ∈ {±1}. The following estimate then holds true

1

|1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)||
1
2

≲
t21 + t22

|C1
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

t21 + C2
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

t1t2 + C3
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

t22|
+ 1, (155)

where the constants on the right hand side are universal and

C1
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

= − ℵ′ sin(V1) sin(2Vj),

C3
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

= − ℵ′′ sin(W1) cos(2Wj),

C2
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

= − sin(2Vj − 2Wj) sin(V1 −W1) − ℵ′ sin(W1) sin(2Wj)

− ℵ′′ sin(V1) sin(2Vj).

(156)

Setting r∗ = t1/t2, we consider the equation

C1
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

r2∗ + C2
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

r∗ + C3
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

= 0. (157)

In the case that (157) has two real roots (or a double real root), we denote these roots by r̃1, r̃2. In
the case that (157) has two complex roots, we denote the real part of the complex root by r̃3. Let
ϵr∗ ∈ (−1, 1) be a small number. We consider the case when r∗ = (1+ ϵr∗)r̃i, i = 1, 2, 3 and define the
function

gt1,t2(r∗) = ∣∣∣r∗ sin(V1)ei2Vj + sin(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣[∣∣∣r∗( cos(V1)ei2Vj + ℵ′
)
+
(
cos(W1)ei2Wj + ℵ′

)∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣r∗ sin(V1)ei2Vj + sin(W1)ei2Wj

∣∣∣2] 1
2

,
(158)

and

ft1,t2(r∗) = ∣∣∣r∗( cos(V1)ei2Vj + ℵ′
)
+
(
cos(W1)e

i2Wj + ℵ′′
)∣∣∣[∣∣∣r∗( cos(V1)ei2Vj + ℵ′

)
+
(
cos(W1)ei2Wj + ℵ′′

)∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣r∗ sin(V1)ei2Vj + sin(W1)ei2Wj

∣∣∣2] 1
2

.
(159)

We suppose that

|Vj |,
∣∣∣Vj − π

2

∣∣∣, |Vj − π|, |Wj |,
∣∣∣Wj −

π

2

∣∣∣, |Wj − π| ≥ ⟨lnλ⟩−cV,W , (160)
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and

|Vj ±Wj | ≥ ⟨lnλ⟩−cV,W , (161)

for some constant cV,W > 0 and for all j = 1, · · · , d. We thus have∣∣∣ d

dr∗
|ft1,t2(r∗)|2

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨lnλ⟩
C4

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 , (162)

∣∣∣ d

dr∗
|gt1,t2(r∗)|2

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨lnλ⟩
C4

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 , (163)

and ∣∣∣ d

dr∗
[ft1,t2(r∗)gt1,t2(r∗)]

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨lnλ⟩
C4

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 , (164)

for some explicit constant C4
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0.

In the special case that t2 = 0, t1 = −t0, we bound

[1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|]
− 1

2 ≲
1

| sin(V1) sin(2Vj)|
+ 1. (165)

Proof. We compute

tan(ℵj
1) =

t1 cos(V1) sin(2Vj) + t2 cos(W1) sin(2Wj)

t1[cos(V1) cos(2Vj) + ℵ′] + t2[cos(W1) cos(2Wj) + ℵ′′]
=:

At1 +Bt2
Ct1 +Dt2

, (166)

and

tan(ℵj
2) =

t1 sin(V1) sin(2Vj) + t2 sin(W1) sin(2Wj)

t1 sin(V1) cos(2Vj) + t2 sin(W1) cos(2Wj)
=:

A′t1 +B′t2
C ′t1 +D′t2

, (167)

then

tan(ℵj
1)− tan(ℵj

2) =
At1 +Bt2
Ct1 +Dt2

− A′t1 +B′t2
C ′t1 +D′t2

=
(AC ′ − CA′)t21 + (BC ′ − CB′ +AD′ −A′D)t1t2 + (BD′ −B′D)t22

(Ct1 +Dt2)(C ′t1 +D′t2)
.

(168)

We then bound

1

| tan(ℵj
1)− tan(ℵj

2)|

=
∣∣∣ (Ct1 +Dt2)(C

′t1 +D′t2)

(AC ′ − CA′)t21 + (BC ′ − CB′ +AD′ −A′D)t1t2 + (BD′ −B′D)t22

∣∣∣
≤ 5(|t1|+ |t2|)2

|(AC ′ − CA′)t21 + (BC ′ − CB′ +AD′ −A′D)t1t2 + (BD′ −B′D)t22|
=: E.

(169)

Similarly, we also compute

cot(ℵj
1)− cot(ℵj

2) =
Ct1 +Dt2
At1 +Bt2

− C ′t1 +D′t2
A′t1 +B′t2

=
−(AC ′ − CA′)t21 − (BC ′ − CB′ +AD′ −A′D)t1t2 − (BD′ −B′D)t22

(At1 +Bt2)(A′t1 +B′t2)
,

(170)

and bound

1

| cot(ℵj
1)− cot(ℵj

2)|
≤ 5(|t1|+ |t2|)2

|(AC ′ − CA′)t21 + (BC ′ − CB′ +AD′ −A′D)t1t2 + (BD′ −B′D)t22|
= E.

(171)
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Combining (169) and (171), we find

| sin(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)| ≥ | cos(ℵj
1) cos(ℵ

j
2)|

E
, and | sin(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)| ≥ | sin(ℵj

1) sin(ℵ
j
2)|

E
, (172)

leading to

| sin(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)| ≥ | cos(ℵj
1) cos(ℵ

j
2) + sin(ℵj

1) sin(ℵ
j
2)|

2E
=

| cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|
2E

. (173)

We then find | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|2
(
1 + 1

4E2

)
≤ 1, yielding | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)| ≤ 2E√

4E2+1
, then

1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)| ≥ 1− 2E√
4E2 + 1

=
1√

4E2 + 1[
√
4E2 + 1 + 2E]

≥ 1

4E2 + 1
. (174)

Finally, we find

1

|1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)||
1
2

≲

√
4(|t1|+ |t2|)4

|(AC ′ − CA′)t21 + (BC ′ − CB′ +AD′ −A′D)t1t2 + (BD′ −B′D)t22|2
+ 1

≲
|t1|2 + |t2|2

|(AC ′ − CA′)t21 + (BC ′ − CB′ +AD′ −A′D)t1t2 + (BD′ −B′D)t22|
+ 1.

(175)

We also observe that

AC ′ − CA′ = cos(V1) sin(2Vj) sin(V1) cos(2Vj)

− [cos(V1) cos(2Vj) + ℵ′] sin(V1) sin(2Vj) = −ℵ′ sin(V1) sin(2Vj),

BD′ −B′D = cos(W1) sin(2Wj) sin(W1) cos(2Wj)

− [cos(W1) cos(2Wj) + ℵ′′] sin(W1) sin(2Wj) = −ℵ′′ sin(W1) sin(2Wj)

BC ′ − CB′ +AD′ −A′D = cos(W1) sin(2Wj) sin(V1) cos(2Vj)

− [cos(V1) cos(2Vj) + ℵ′] sin(W1) sin(2Wj) + cos(V1) sin(2Vj) sin(W1) cos(2Wj)

− sin(V1) sin(2Vj)[cos(W1) cos(2Wj) + ℵ′′]

= sin(2Wj) cos(2Vj) sin(V1 −W1) − cos(2Wj) sin(2Vj) sin(V1 −W1)

− ℵ′ sin(W1) sin(2Wj) − ℵ′′ sin(V1) sin(2Vj)

= − sin(2Vj − 2Wj) sin(V1 −W1) − ℵ′ sin(W1) sin(2Wj) − ℵ′′ sin(V1) sin(2Vj).

(176)

Combining (175) and (176) yields the first conclusion of the lemma.
Now, by definition, we compute

|ft1,t2(r∗)|2 =

∣∣∣∣∣ |Ar∗ +B + i(Cr∗ +D)|
[|r∗A+B + i(Cr∗ +D)|2 + |r∗A′ +B′ + i(C ′r∗ +D′)|2]

1
2

∣∣∣∣∣
2

=
(A2 + C2)r2∗ + 2(AB + CD)r∗ +B2 +D2

(A2 +A′2 + C2 + C ′2)r2∗ + 2(AB + CD +A′B′ + C ′D′)r∗ +B2 +B′2 +D2 +D′2

= :
M1r

2
∗ +M2r∗ +M3

N1r2∗ +N2r∗ +N3
,

(177)
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which implies

d

dr∗
|ft1,t2(r∗)|2 =

(M1N2 −M2N1)r
2
∗ + 2(M1N3 −N1M3)r∗ +M2N3 −N2M3

|N1r2∗ +N2r∗ +N3|2
. (178)

Let us consider the case when r∗ = (1 + ϵr∗)r̃1. We estimate using (160)-(161)

|(M1N2 −M2N1)r
2
∗ + 2(M1N3 −N1M3)r∗ +M2N3 −N2M3| ≲ |r2∗ + 1|

≲

∣∣∣∣∣∣
C2
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

+
√
|C2

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

|2 − 4C1
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

C3
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

2C1
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

+ 1 ≲
1

|C1
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

|2
≲ ⟨lnλ⟩C1

r∗ ,
(179)

for some constant C1
r∗ > 0. Similarly, when r∗ = (1 + ϵr∗)r̃2 and r∗ = (1 + ϵr∗)r̃3, the same estimate

(179) also holds true.
Next, we estimate the denominator of (178)

N1r
2
∗ +N2r∗ +N3 =

= (A2 +A′2 + C2 + C ′2)r2∗ + 2(AB + CD +A′B′ + C ′D′)r∗ +B2 +B′2 +D2 +D′2

= (A2 +A′2 + C2 + C ′2)
[
r∗ +

AB + CD +A′B′ + C ′D′

A2 +A′2 + C2 + C ′2

]2
+

(A2 +A′2 + C2 + C ′2)(B2 +B′2 +D2 +D′2)− (AB + CD +A′B′ + C ′D′)2

|A2 +A′2 + C2 + C ′2|

≥ (A2 +A′2 + C2 + C ′2)(B2 +B′2 +D2 +D′2)− (AB + CD +A′B′ + C ′D′)2

|A2 +A′2 + C2 + C ′2|
.

(180)

We compute

A2 +A′2 + C2 + C ′2 = | cos(V1) sin(2Vj)|2 + | sin(V1) cos(2Vj)|2

+ | cos(V1) cos(2Vj) + ℵ′|2 + | sin(V1) sin(2Vj)|2 ≲ 1,
(181)

which implies

N1r
2
∗ +N2r∗ +N3 ≳

≳ (A2 +A′2 + C2 + C ′2)(B2 +B′2 +D2 +D′2)− (AB + CD +A′B′ + C ′D′)2.
(182)

Using the identity (
4∑

i=1

a2i

)(
4∑

i=1

b2i

)
−

(
4∑

i=1

aibi

)2

=
1

2

 4∑
i,j=1

(aibj − ajbi)
2

 , (183)

for all ai, bi ∈ R, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, we find by (160)-(161)

N1r
2
∗ +N2r∗ +N3 ≳ [cos(V1) sin(2Vj) sin(W1) sin(2Wj)− sin(V1) sin(2Vj) cos(W1) sin(2Wj)]

2

≳ [sin(V1 −W1) sin(2Vj) sin(2Wj)]
2 ≳ ⟨lnλ⟩−C2

r∗ ,
(184)

for some constant C2
r∗ > 0. Therefore∣∣∣ d

dr∗
|ft1,t2(r∗)|2

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨lnλ⟩
C4

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 , (185)

for some constant C4
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0. Thus (162) is proved. The inequalities (163) and (164) can be proved

by similar arguments.
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In the special case that t2 = 0, t1 = −t0, we have

t1 cos(V1) sin(2Vj)

t1[cos(V1) cos(2Vj)− 1]
=
At1 +Bt2
Ct1 +Dt2

,
t1 sin(V1) sin(2Vj)

t1 sin(V1) cos(2Vj)
=
A′t1 +B′t2
C ′t1 +D′t2

,

then A = cos(V1) sin(2Vj), C = cos(V1) cos(2Vj) − 1, A′ = sin(V1) sin(2Vj), C
′ = sin(V1) cos(2Vj).

Thus AC ′ − CA′ = sin(2Vj), and we bound, following (175)

[1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|]
− 1

2 ≲
1

| sin(V1) sin(2Vj)|
+ 1. (186)

□

We set

cos(Υ∗(r̃i,ℵ∗,ℵ∗)) =
∣∣∣ℵ∗r̃i + ℵ∗ + r̃i cos(V1)e

i2Vj + cos(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣
×
[∣∣∣ℵ∗r̃i + ℵ∗ + r̃i cos(V1)e

i2Vj + cos(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣r̃i sin(V1)ei2Vj + sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2]− 1
2
,

sin(Υ∗(r̃i,ℵ∗,ℵ∗)) =
∣∣∣r̃i sin(V1)ei2Vj + sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣
×
[∣∣∣ℵ∗r̃i + ℵ∗ + r̃i cos(V1)e

i2Vj + cos(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣r̃i sin(V1)ei2Vj + sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2]− 1
2
,

for i = 1, 2, 3. We define the singular manifold set, that handle the singular set that come from the
oscillatory integrals in the rest of this section

S(V,W ) =
{
(ξ1, · · · , ξd) ∈ [−π, π]d

∣∣∣ ξ1 = Υ∗(r̃i,ℵ∗,ℵ∗)± π; i = 1, 2, 3;ℵ∗,ℵ∗ = ±1;

ξj/(2π) = 0,±1

4
,±1

2
, j = 1, · · · , d

}
.

.

We assume in some parts of the next lemmas that

| cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)| < 1,
∣∣∣t0 + t1 cos(V1)e

i2Vj + t2 cos(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣ > 0,

and
∣∣∣t1 sin(V1)ei2Vj + t2 sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣ > 0, j = 2, · · · , d.
(187)

For any ð > 0, λ > 0 being small constants, there exists a smooth cut-off function Ψ̌1(ξ, V,W ) :

[−π, π]3d → [0, 1], such that Ψ̌1(ξ, V,W ) = 1 when |V i
j |,
∣∣∣V i

j ± 1
2

∣∣∣, |W i
j |,
∣∣∣W i

j ± 1
2

∣∣∣, |V i
j ±W i′

j | > | lnλ|−ð

and Ψ̌1(ξ, V,W ) = 0 when either |V i
j |,
∣∣∣V i

j ± 1
2

∣∣∣, |W i
j |,
∣∣∣W i

j ± 1
2

∣∣∣, or |V i
j ±W i′

j | < | lnλ|−ð/2, for j =

1, · · · , d, i, i′ = 1, 2. Moreover, there also exists a smooth cut-off function Ψ̌2(ξ, V,W ) : [−π, π]3d →
[0, 1], such that Ψ̌2 = 1 when d(ξ,S) > | lnλ|−ð, and Ψ̌2 = 0 when d(ξ,S) < | lnλ|−ð/2. We finally
set Ψ̌ = Ψ̌1Ψ̌2.

Let us consider the dispersion relation

ω(k) = sin(2πk1)
[
sin2(2πk1) + · · ·+ sin2(2πkd)

]
, (188)

where k = (k1, · · · , kd) ∈ Td. By defining ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξd) = 2πk ∈ [−π, π]d, we then simplify (188) as

ω(ξ) = sin(ξ1)
[
sin2(ξ1) + · · ·+ sin2(ξd)

]
. (189)
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We now consider the functional

F(m, t0, t1, t2) =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξeim·ξeit0ω(ξ)+it1ω(ξ+V )+it2ω(ξ+W ), (190)

and

F̃(m, t0, t1, t2) =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξΨ̌(ξ, V,W )eim·ξeit0ω(ξ)+it1ω(ξ+V )+it2ω(ξ+W ), (191)

for m ∈ Zd.
Let us rewrite (190)-(191) as follows

F(m, t0, t1, t2) =

∫ π

−π
dξ1 exp

(
im1ξ1

)
× exp

(
it0 sin

3(ξ1) + it1 sin
3(ξ1 + V1) + it2 sin

3(ξ1 +W1)
)
×

×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dξj exp

(
imjξj

)
exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1) sin

2(ξj)

+ it1 sin(ξ1 + V1) sin
2(ξj + Vj) + it2 sin(ξ1 +W1) sin

2(ξj +Wj)
)]
,

(192)

and

F̃(m, t0, t1, t2) =

∫ π

−π
dξ1 exp

(
im1ξ1

)
× exp

(
it0 sin

3(ξ1) + it1 sin
3(ξ1 + V1) + it2 sin

3(ξ1 +W1)
)
×

×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dξjΨ̌(ξ, V,W ) exp

(
imjξj

)
exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1) sin

2(ξj)

+ it1 sin(ξ1 + V1) sin
2(ξj + Vj) + it2 sin(ξ1 +W1) sin

2(ξj +Wj)
)]
.

(193)

Lemma 11. There exists a universal constant CF,1 independent of t0, t1, t2,ℵ1,ℵ2, such that

∥F(·, t0, t1, t2)∥l2 =

∑
m∈Zd

|F(m, t0, t1, t2)|2
 1

2

≤ CF,1, (194)

and similarly

∥F̃(·, t0, t1, t2)∥l2 ≤ CF,1, (195)

Proof. By the Plancherel theorem, we obtain∑
m∈Zd

|F(m, t0, t1, t2)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣eit0ω(ξ)+it1ω(ξ+V )+it2ω(ξ+W )

∣∣∣2, (196)

which is a bounded quantity. The conclusion (194) of the lemma then follows. The second inequality
(195) can be proved by the same argument. □
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Lemma 12. Under assumption (187), there exists a universal constant CF,4 > 0 independent of
t0, t1, t2,ℵ1,ℵ2, such that

∥F(·, t0, t1, t2)∥l4 ≤ CF,4

d∏
j=2

〈
min

{∣∣∣t0 + t1 cos(V1)e
i2Vj + t2 cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣,
∣∣∣t1 sin(V1)ei2Vj + t2 sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣}[1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|]
1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)

×min
{
1,

d∑
j=2

[∣∣∣t0 + t1 cos(V1)e
i2Vj + t2 cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣
+
∣∣∣t1 sin(V1)ei2Vj + t2 sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣]
×
[∣∣∣t0 + t1e

i3V1 + t2e
i3W1

∣∣∣+ (2d+ 1)
∣∣∣t0 + t1e

iV1 + t2e
iW1

∣∣∣]−1} 1
4
.

(197)

In addition (197) also holds true for F̃. Suppose further that (154),(160) and (161) hold true, and

r∗ = t1/t2 = (1 + ϵr∗)r̃l (198)

for l = 1, 2, 3 in which r̃l are defined in Lemma 10. When

|ϵr∗ | = |ϵ′r∗ |⟨lnλ⟩
−c (199)

for an explicit constant c > 0 depending only on the cut-off functions, and ϵ′r∗ is sufficiently small but
independent of λ and the cut-off functions, then we have the estimate

∥F̃(·, t0, t1, t2)∥l4 ≤ CF,4⟨lnλ⟩C
′
F,4

d∏
j=2

〈{∣∣∣t0 + t1 cos(V1)e
i2Vj + t2 cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣+
+
∣∣∣t1 sin(V1)ei2Vj + t2 sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣}| cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|
1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)
,

(200)

for universal constants CF,4,C
′
F,4 > 0.

Remark 13. The independence of CF,4,C
′
F,4 on ℵ1,ℵ2 is important, as we will later integrate ℵ1,ℵ2 out

in our applications. The key difference in (197) and (200) is the alternative use of 1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|
and | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|.

Proof. We observe that

|F(m, t0, t1, t2)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

∫
[−π,π]d

dξdηeim·ξe−im·η

× eit0ω(ξ)+it1ω(ξ+V )+it2ω(ξ+W )e−it0ω(η)−it1ω(η+V )−it2ω(η+W ),

(201)
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which, by the change of variable ξ − η → ξ, gives

|F(m, t0, t1, t2)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξeim·ξ
∫ π

−π
dη1 exp

(
it0 sin

3(ξ1 + η1)

+ it1 sin
3(ξ1 + η1 + V1) + it2 sin

3(ξ1 + η1 +W1)

− it0 sin
3(η1)− it1 sin

3(η1 + V1)− it2 sin
3(η1 +W1)

)
×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dηj exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj)− it0 sin(η1) sin
2(ηj)

+ it1 sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1) sin
2(ξj + ηj + Vj) + it2 sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1) sin

2(ξj + ηj +Wj)

− it1 sin(η1 + V1) sin
2(ηj + Vj)− it2 sin(η1 +W1) sin

2(ηj +Wj)
)]
.

(202)

By the Plancherel theorem, we find

∥F(·, t0, t1, t2)∥4l4 =
∑
m∈Zd

|F(m, t0, t1, t2)|4

=

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1 exp

(
it0 sin

3(ξ1 + η1)

+ it1 sin
3(ξ1 + η1 + V1) + it2 sin

3(ξ1 + η1 +W1)− it0 sin
3(η1)

− it1 sin
3(η1 + V1)− it2 sin

3(η1 +W1)
)

×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dηj exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj)

+ it1 sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1) sin
2(ξj + ηj + Vj)

+ it2 sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1) sin
2(ξj + ηj +Wj)− it0 sin(η1) sin

2(ηj)

− it1 sin(η1 + V1) sin
2(ηj + Vj)− it2 sin(η1 +W1) sin

2(ηj +Wj)
)]∣∣∣2.

(203)

Similarly, we also find

∥F̃(·, t0, t1, t2)∥4l4 =
∑
m∈Zd

|F̃(m, t0, t1, t2)|4

=

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1Ψ̌(ξ + η, V,W )Ψ̌(η, V,W ) exp

(
it0 sin

3(ξ1 + η1)

+ it1 sin
3(ξ1 + η1 + V1) + it2 sin

3(ξ1 + η1 +W1)− it0 sin
3(η1)

− it1 sin
3(η1 + V1)− it2 sin

3(η1 +W1)
)

×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dηj exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj)

+ it1 sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1) sin
2(ξj + ηj + Vj)

+ it2 sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1) sin
2(ξj + ηj +Wj)− it0 sin(η1) sin

2(ηj)

− it1 sin(η1 + V1) sin
2(ηj + Vj)− it2 sin(η1 +W1) sin

2(ηj +Wj)
)]∣∣∣2.

(204)
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(i) First, we prove (197) for F. The proof of (197) for F̃ can be done by precisely the same
argument. Let us define for 2 ≤ j ≤ d

Aj(ξ1, η1, ξj) =

∫ π

−π
dηje

iBj(ξ1,η1,ξj ,ηj), (205)

in which
Bj(ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj)

+ t1 sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1) sin
2(ξj + ηj + Vj)

+ t2 sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1) sin
2(ξj + ηj +Wj)− t0 sin(η1) sin

2(ηj)

− t1 sin(η1 + V1) sin
2(ηj + Vj)− t2 sin(η1 +W1) sin

2(ηj +Wj),

(206)

and
B1(ξ1, η1) = t0 sin

3(ξ1 + η1) + t1 sin
3(ξ1 + η1 + V1)

+ t2 sin
3(ξ1 + η1 +W1)− t0 sin

3(η1)− t1 sin
3(η1 + V1)− t2 sin

3(η1 +W1),
(207)

we find ∑
m∈Zd

|F(m, t0, t1, t2)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1

d∏
j=2

Aj(ξ1, η1, ξj)e
iB1(ξ1,η1)

∣∣∣2. (208)

We now study the oscillatory integrals Aj by writing the phase Bj as

Bj(ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) =
t0
2
sin(ξ1 + η1)[1− cos(2ξj + 2ηj)]

+
t1
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1)[1− cos(2ξj + 2ηj + 2Vj)]

+
t2
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1)[1− cos(2ξj + 2ηj + 2Wj)]

− t0
2
sin(η1)[1− cos(2ηj)] − t1

2
sin(η1 + V1)[1− cos(2ηj + 2Vj)]

− t2
2
sin(η1 +W1)[1− cos(2ηj + 2Wj)],

(209)

which could be split as the sum of

Ba
j (ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = − t0

2
sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj + 2ηj)

− t1
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1) cos(2ξj + 2ηj + 2Vj)

− t2
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1) cos(2ξj + 2ηj + 2Wj) +

t0
2
sin(η1) cos(2ηj)

+
t1
2
sin(η1 + V1) cos(2ηj + 2Vj) +

t2
2
sin(η1 +W1) cos(2ηj + 2Wj),

(210)

and

Bb
j(ξ1, η1) =

t0
2
sin(ξ1 + η1) +

t1
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1)

+
t2
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1)−

t0
2
sin(η1) − t1

2
sin(η1 + V1)−

t2
2
sin(η1 +W1).

(211)

The oscillatory integral Aj can now be written

Aj = eiB
b
j

∫ π

−π
dηje

iBa
j . (212)
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Let us express Ba
j into the following form

Ba
j (ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = − Re

[
ei2ξj+i2ηj

( t0
2
sin(ξ1 + η1) +

t1
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1)e

i2Vj

+
t2
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1)e

i2Wj

)]
+ Re

[
ei2ηj

( t0
2
sin(η1) +

t1
2
sin(η1 + V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(η1 +W1)e

i2Wj

)]
.

(213)

Setting

C1
j =

t0
2
sin(ξ1 + η1) +

t1
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1)e

i2Wj

and

C2
j =

t0
2
sin(η1) +

t1
2
sin(η1 + V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(η1 +W1)e

i2Wj ,

we find

Ba
j (ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = − Re

[
ei2ξj+i2ηjC1

j

]
+ Re

[
ei2ηjC2

j

]
, (214)

and define

Aa
j =

∫ π

−π
dηje

iBa
j . (215)

We combine the phases Bb
j and B1

Ba
1 = B1 +

d∑
j=2

Bb
j = t0

[
sin3(ξ1 + η1) +

d− 1

2
sin(ξ1 + η1)

]
+ t1

[
sin3(ξ1 + η1 + V1) +

d− 1

2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1)

]
+ t2

[
sin3(ξ1 + η1 +W1) +

d− 1

2
sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1)

]
− t0

[
sin3(η1) +

d− 1

2
sin(η1)

]
− t1

[
sin3(η1 + V1) +

d− 1

2
sin(η1 + V1)

]
− t2

[
sin3(η1 +W1) +

d− 1

2
sin(η1 +W1)

]
.

(216)

We then write∑
m∈Zd

|F(m, t0, t1, t2)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)e

iBa
1(ξ1,η1)

∣∣∣2. (217)

We now set
C1
j = Ξ1

je
i2Υ1

j , C2
j = Ξ2

je
i2Υ2

j , (218)

with Ξ1
j ,Ξ

2
j ∈ R+ and Υ1

j ,Υ
2
j ∈ [−π, π], then

Ξ1
j =

∣∣∣ t0
2
sin(ξ1 + η1) +

t1
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣,
we develop this term as

Ξ1
j =

∣∣∣( t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

)
sin(ξ1 + η1)

+
( t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

)
cos(ξ1 + η1)

∣∣∣. (219)

Next, we will perform an a priori estimate on Ξ1
j and Ξ2

j , to obtain uniform lower bounds independent
of ξ1 + η1 and η1 of those quantities.
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Setting

cos(Υ∗(j)) =
∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣
×
[∣∣∣ t0

2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2]− 1
2
,

sin(Υ∗(j)) =
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣
×
[∣∣∣ t0

2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2]− 1
2
,

(220)

with Υ∗ ∈ [0, π/2], we then find

Ξ1
j =

[∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2] 1
2

×
∣∣∣ cos(Υ∗) sin(ξ1 + η1)e

iℵj
1 + sin(Υ∗) cos(ξ1 + η1)e

iℵj
2

∣∣∣.
(221)

Let us now study the factor containing Υ∗ on the right hand side∣∣∣ cos(Υ∗) sin(ξ1 + η1)e
iℵj

1 + sin(Υ∗) cos(ξ1 + η1)e
iℵj

2

∣∣∣2
= [cos(Υ∗) sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(ℵj

1) + sin(Υ∗) cos(ξ1 + η1) cos(ℵj
2)]

2

+ [cos(Υ∗) sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(ℵj
1) + sin(Υ∗) cos(ξ1 + η1) sin(ℵj

2)]
2

= cos2(Υ∗) sin
2(ξ1 + η1) + sin2(Υ∗) cos

2(ξ1 + η1)

+ 2 cos(Υ∗) sin(Υ∗) sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(ξ1 + η1) cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2).

(222)

Let us consider the case when cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2) ≥ 0. The above quantity can be bounded from below as∣∣∣ cos(Υ∗) sin(ξ1 + η1)e
iℵj

1 + sin(Υ∗) cos(ξ1 + η1)e
iℵj

2

∣∣∣2
= [cos2(Υ∗) sin

2(ξ1 + η1) + sin2(Υ∗) cos
2(ξ1 + η1)][1− cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)]

+ sin2(ξ1 + η1 +Υ∗) cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)

≥ min{cos2(Υ∗), sin
2(Υ∗)}[1− cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)] + sin2(ξ1 + η1 +Υ∗) cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2).

(223)

We then deduce

Ξ1
j ≥

[∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2] 1
2
min{cos2(Υ∗), sin

2(Υ∗)}
1
2 [1− cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)]

1
2 .

(224)
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When cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2) < 0, we can also estimate∣∣∣ cos(Υ∗) sin(ξ1 + η1)e
iℵj

1 + sin(Υ∗) cos(ξ1 + η1)e
iℵj

2

∣∣∣2
= cos2(Υ∗) sin

2(ξ1 + η1) + sin2(Υ∗) cos
2(ξ1 + η1)

− 2 cos(Υ∗) sin(Υ∗) sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(ξ1 + η1)| cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|

= [cos2(Υ∗) sin
2(ξ1 + η1) + sin2(Υ∗) cos

2(ξ1 + η1)][1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|]

+ sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗)| cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|

≥ min{cos2(Υ∗), sin
2(Υ∗)}[1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|] + sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗)| cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|.

(225)

As a consequence, we bound

Ξ1
j ≳ min{cos2(Υ∗), sin

2(Υ∗)}
1
2

[∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2] 1
2
[1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|]

1
2 ,

(226)

and similarly

Ξ2
j ≳ min{cos2(Υ∗), sin

2(Υ∗)}
1
2

[∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2] 1
2
[1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|]

1
2 .

(227)

Those are the lower bounds needed for Ξ1
j and Ξ2

j . Note that, when estimating F̃, we can improve the

above lower bounds as sin2(ξ1 + η1 − Υ∗) is also bounded from below thanks to the cut-off function
Ψ4.

Step 1: Estimating Aa
j . We divide this step into three smaller steps.

Step 1.1: Preliminary bounds on the derivatives in ηj of Bc
j. Setting Ξ0

j = Ξ1
j + Ξ2

j ,

Ba
j = Ξ0

jB
c
j , we now compute the derivatives in ηj of Bc

j , and provide some preliminary bounds on
them, before going into the details of estimating Aa

j . We have

∂ηjB
c
j = 2Im

[
ei2ξj+i2ηjC3

j

]
− 2Im

[
ei2ηjC4

j

]
(228)

and

∂ηjηjB
c
j = 4Re

[
ei2ξj+i2ηjC3

j

]
− 4Re

[
ei2ηjC4

j

]
, (229)

with C1
j = Ξ0

jC
3
j , C

2
j = Ξ0

jC
4
j and Ξ3

j is defined to be the quantity that satisfies the two identities

Ξ1
j = Ξ0

jΞ
3
j , Ξ2

j = Ξ0
j (1− Ξ3

j ).

In our consideration, the quantity Ξ0
j is big, Ξ0

j > 1, leading to the oscillation of the integral.

From (229), we observe that, for all m ∈ N∣∣∣∂2m+1
ηj Bc

j

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣22m+1Im

[
ei2ξj+i2ηjC3

j

]
− 22m+1Im

[
ei2ηjC4

j

]∣∣∣ = 22m
∣∣∣∂ηjBc

j

∣∣∣ (230)

and ∣∣∣∂2mηj Bc
j

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣22mRe

[
ei2ξj+i2ηjC3

j

]
− 22mRe

[
ei2ηjC4

j

]∣∣∣ = 22m
∣∣∣Bc

j

∣∣∣. (231)

We denote by η∗j the solution of ∂ηjB
c
j = 0, which is equivalent to

Ξ3
j sin(2(ξj + η∗j +Υ1

j )) = (1− Ξ3
j ) sin(2(η

∗
j +Υ2

j )). (232)
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Noticing that (232) always has a finite number of solutions, independent of the choices of ξj , ξ1, η1,
except the case when both of the following identities happen Ξ3

j = 1
2 and 2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j = mπ, for

m ∈ Z. We restrict our domain of defining for ξj to

Tξj =
{
ξj ∈ [−π, π], |2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j −mπ| > ϵξj

}
(233)

with m = 0,±1,±2,±3,±4,±5,±6 and the small constant ϵξj > 0 to be determined later. For
ξj ∈ Tξj , equation (232) becomes

Ξ3
j [sin(2η

∗
j ) cos(2ξj + 2Υ1

j ) + cos(2η∗j ) sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j )]

= (1− Ξ3
j )[sin(2η

∗
j ) cos(2Υ

2
j ) + cos(2η∗j ) sin(2Υ

2
j )],

(234)

which is equivalent to

sin(2η∗j )[Ξ
3
j cos(2ξj + 2Υ1

j )− (1− Ξ3
j ) cos(2Υ

2
j )]

= cos(2η∗j )[(1− Ξ3
j ) sin(2Υ

2
j )− Ξ3

j sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j )].

(235)

Equation (235) has a unique solution when Ξ3
j cos(2ξj + 2Υ1

j ) − (1 − Ξ3
j ) cos(2Υ

2
j ) ̸= 0 and (1 −

Ξ3
j ) sin(2Υ

2
j ) − Ξ3

j sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j ) ̸= 0. It has at most 3 solutions when one of the two coefficients

Ξ3
j cos(2ξj + 2Υ1

j ) − (1 − Ξ3
j ) cos(2Υ

2
j ) and (1 − Ξ3

j ) sin(2Υ
2
j ) − Ξ3

j sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j ) is 0 while the other

one is different from 0. Therefore, for ξj ∈ Tξj , B
c
j has at most 3 stationary points.

To make sure that Ξ0
j is the dominant parameter in our computations, we will put a constraint on

the choice of ϵξj

1 ≫ 1

Ξ0
jϵ

2
ξj

. (236)

We define by Iηj the set of all solutions η∗j of (232). We compute, for η∗j ∈ Iηj

|Ξ3
j cos(2(ξj + η∗j +Υ1

j )) − (1− Ξ3
j ) cos(2(η

∗
j +Υ2

j ))|| sin(2η∗j + 2Υ2
j )|

= |(1− Ξ3
j ) sin(2η

∗
j + 2Υ2

j ) cos(2(η
∗
j +Υ2

j ))− Ξ3
j sin(2η

∗
j + 2Υ2

j ) cos(2(ξj + η∗j +Υ1
j ))|

= |Ξ3
j sin(2ξj + 2η∗j + 2Υ1

j ) cos(2(η
∗
j +Υ2

j ))− Ξ3
j sin(2η

∗
j + 2Υ2

j ) cos(2(ξj + η∗j +Υ1
j ))|

= Ξ3
j | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|,

(237)

which yields

|Ξ3
j cos(2(ξj + η∗j +Υ1

j ))− (1− Ξ3
j ) cos(2(η

∗
j +Υ2

j ))| ≥ Ξ3
j | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )| > 0. (238)

A similar argument also gives

|Ξ3
j cos(2(ξj + η∗j +Υ1

j )) − (1− Ξ3
j ) cos(2(η

∗
j +Υ2

j ))|
≥ (1− Ξ3

j )| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j − 2Υ2

j )| > 0.
(239)

As a consequence, we have the bound

|Ξ3
j cos(2(ξj + η∗j +Υ1

j ))− (1− Ξ3
j ) cos(2(η

∗
j +Υ2

j ))| ≥
1

2
| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )| > 0, (240)

leading to

|∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )| ≥ 2| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|. (241)

Let us also define J∗ηj to be the set of solutions of Bc
j = 0, which is equivalent to

Ξ3
j cos(2(ξj + η∗∗j +Υ1

j )) = (1− Ξ3
j ) cos(2(η

∗∗
j +Υ2

j )). (242)
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The same argument as above also shows that, for ξj ∈ Tξj , B
c
j = 0 has at most 3 solutions. Moreover,

for all η∗∗j ∈ J∗ηj

|∂ηjBc
j(η

∗∗
j )| ≥ | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|. (243)

Next, we will show another estimate on the phase Bc
j . Let c ∈ (0, 1) be an arbitrary constant and

suppose that

|Ξ3
j cos(2(ξj + ηj +Υ1

j )) − (1− Ξ3
j ) cos(2(ηj +Υ2

j ))| ≤
c

2
| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|, (244)

for some ηj in [−π, π], we will show that

|∂ηjBc
j(ηj)| ≥ (1− c)| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )| > 0. (245)

We compute,

|Ξ3
j sin(2(ξj + ηj +Υ1

j )) − (1− Ξ3
j ) sin(2(ηj +Υ2

j ))|| cos(2ηj + 2Υ2
j )|

= |Ξ3
j cos(2ηj + 2Υ2

j ) sin(2(ξj + ηj +Υ1
j ))− (1− Ξ3

j ) cos(2ηj + 2Υ2
j ) sin(2(ηj +Υ2

j ))|
≥ |Ξ3

j cos(2ηj + 2Υ2
j ) sin(2(ξj + ηj +Υ1

j ))− Ξ3
j cos(2(ξj + ηj +Υ1

j )) sin(2(ηj +Υ2
j ))|

− |(1− Ξ3
j ) cos(2ηj + 2Υ2

j )− Ξ3
j cos(2(ξj + ηj +Υ1

j ))|| sin(2(ηj +Υ2
j ))|

≥ Ξ3
j | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )| −

c| sin(2(ηj +Υ2
j ))|

2
| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|,

(246)

which yields

|Ξ3
j sin(2(ξj + ηj +Υ1

j ))− (1− Ξ3
j ) sin(2(ηj +Υ2

j ))|

≥ Ξ3
j | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )| −

c| sin(2(ηj +Υ2
j ))|

2
| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|.

(247)

A similar argument also gives

|Ξ3
j sin(2(ξj + ηj +Υ1

j ))− (1− Ξ3
j ) sin(2(ηj +Υ2

j ))|

≥ (1− Ξ3
j )| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )| −

c| sin(2(ηj +Υ2
j ))|

2
| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|.

(248)

Combining (247) and (248) yields

|Ξ3
j sin(2(ξj + ηj +Υ1

j ))− (1− Ξ3
j ) sin(2(ηj +Υ2

j ))|

≥ 1

2
| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )| −

c| sin(2(ηj +Υ2
j ))|

2
| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|

≥ 1− c

2
| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|,

(249)

which implies (245).

Step 1.2: Splitting Aa
j .

Let η∗j be a point in Jηj , we then write

Bc
j(ηj) = Bc

j(η
∗
j ) +

∫ 1

0
ds
∂Bc

j(s(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j )

∂s

= Bc
j(η

∗
j ) + (ηj − η∗j )

∫ 1

0
ds∂ηjB

c
j(s(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j ),

(250)
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and

∂ηjB
c
j(s(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j ) = ∂ηjB

c
j(η

∗
j ) +

∫ s

0
ds′

∂Bc
j(s

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j )

∂s′

= (ηj − η∗j )

∫ s

0
ds′∂ηjηjB

c
j(s

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j ),

(251)

which imply

Bc
j(ηj) = Bc

j(η
∗
j ) + (ηj − η∗j )

2

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0
dsds′∂ηjηjB

c
j(s

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j ). (252)

As |∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )| ≥ 2| sin(2ξj +2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )| we set ∂ηjηjB

c
j(η

∗
j ) = ση∗j |∂ηjηjB

c
j(η

∗
j )|, where ση∗j is either

1 or −1. There exist constants c′, δη∗j , δ
′
η∗j
> 0 such that for all ηj ∈ [−π, π] ∩ (η∗j − δη∗j , η

∗
j + δ′η∗j

), we

have ∂ηjηjB
c
j(s

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j ) = ση∗j |∂ηjηjB
c
j(s

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j )| and

|∂ηjηjBc
j(ηj)| ≥ c′2| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|, (253)

for all s ∈ [0, 1], s′ ∈ [0, s]. Moreover, |∂ηjηjBc
j(ηj)| = 2c′| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )| when ηj ∈ {η∗j −

δη∗j , η
∗
j + δ′η∗j

}.
We find

Bc
j(ηj) = Bc

j(η
∗
j ) + ση∗j (ηj − η∗j )

2

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0
dsds′|∂ηjηjBc

j(s
′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j )|

= Bc
j(η

∗
j ) + ση∗j (ηj − η∗j )

2|Gη∗j
(ηj − η∗j )|2,

(254)

where Gη∗j
(ηj − η∗j ) =

√
ση∗j

∫ 1
0

∫ s
0 dsds′∂ηjηjB

c
j(s

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j ) > 0 is a smooth function with ηj ∈
Tη∗j

:= [−π, π] ∩ (η∗j − δη∗j , η
∗
j + δ′η∗j

). We then define a new variable yηj∗ = (ηj − η∗j )Gη∗j
(ηj − η∗j ).

When c′ is close to 1, according to the inverse function theorem, there exists a neighborhood Uη∗j
of

the origin 0 and a smooth function ψη∗j
: C∞

c (Uη∗j
) → Tη∗j

such that ψη∗j
(yη∗j ) = ηj and the function

ψη∗j
is bijective. The function ψη∗j

is the inverse of (ηj − η∗j )Gη∗j
(ηj − η∗j ).

We now consider ηj ∈ T′
ηj := [−π, π]\ ∪η∗j∈Jηj

(
[−π, π] ∩ (η∗j − δη∗j , η

∗
j + δ′η∗j

)
)
. As ∂ηjB

c
j(ηj) ̸= 0 for

ηj ∈ T′
ηj , the function Bc

j(ηj) is monotone on any interval [α′, β′] ⊂ T′
ηj . Therefore, ∂ηjηjB

c
j(ηj) is also

monotone on any interval [α′, β′] ⊂ T′
ηj , by (231). Since |∂ηjηjBc

j(ηj)| = c′2| sin(2ξj+2Υ1
j−2Υ2

j )| when
ηj ∈ {η∗j − δη∗j , η

∗
j + δ′η∗j

}, we deduce that |∂ηjηjBc
j(ηj)| ≤ c′2| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )| for any ηj ∈ T′

ηj .

Applying (241) and (245) for c = c′, we find

|∂ηjBc
j(ηj)| > (1− c′)| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|. (255)

We now split

Aa
j =

∑
η∗j∈Jηj

∫
Tη∗

j

dηje
iBa

j +

∫
T′
ηj

dηje
iBa

j =
∑

η∗j∈Jηj

AT∗
ηj

+ Aa
j,o. (256)

Step 1.3: Stationary phase estimates of AT∗
ηj
.

We employ the change of variables ηj → yη∗j to rewrite AT∗
ηj

as

AT∗
ηj

= = eiB
a
j (η

∗
j )
∫
Uηj

dyη∗j e
iση∗

j
Ξ0
j |yη∗j |

2

ψ′
η∗j
(yη∗j ). (257)
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By Plancherel’s theorem, we can write∫
Uηj

dyη∗j e
iση∗

j
Ξ0
j |yη∗j |

2

ψ′
η∗j
(yη∗j ) =

e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

Ξ0
j

∫
R
dke

− iπ2

ση∗
j
Ξ0
j

k2

ψ̂′
η∗j
(k), (258)

where ψ̂′
η∗j

is the Fourier transform of ψ′
η∗j
.

By Taylor’s theorem,

e
− iπ2

ση∗
j
Ξ0
j

k2

= 1 +
∞∑

m=1

(−iπ2|k|2

Ξ0
jση∗j

)m
, (259)

uniformly in k, |ση∗j | and Ξ0
j . We can rewrite (258) as∫

Uηj

dyη∗j e
iση∗

j
Ξ0
j |yη∗j |

2

ψ′
η∗j
(yη∗j ) =

e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

Ξ0
j

∫
R
dk
[
1 +

∞∑
m=1

(−iπ2|k|2

Ξ0
jση∗j

)n]
ψ̂′
η∗j
(k)

=
e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

Ξ0
j

∫
R
dkψ̂′

η∗j
(k) +

e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

Ξ0
j

∫
R
dk

∞∑
m=1

(−iπ2k2

Ξ0
jση∗j

)m
ψ̂′
η∗j
(k)

=
e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

Ξ0
j

∫
R
dkψ̂′

η∗j
(k) +

∞∑
m=1

e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

Ξ0
j

( iπ2

Ξ0
jση∗j

)m ∫
R
dkψ̂

(2m+1)
η∗j

(k)

=
e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

Ξ0
j

ψ′
η∗j
(η∗j ) +

∞∑
m=1

e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

Ξ0
j

( iπ2

Ξ0
jση∗j

)m
ψ
(2m+1)
η∗j

(η∗j ).

(260)

Our next step will be to compute explicitly the coefficients ψ′
η∗j
(η∗j ) and ψ

(2m+1)
η∗j

(η∗j ). We first compute

ψ′
η∗j
(ηj) =

1

∂ηj [(ηj − η∗j )Gη∗j
(ηj − η∗j )]

=
1

[(ηj − η∗j )G
′
η∗j
(ηj − η∗j ) +Gη∗j

(ηj − η∗j )]
, (261)

leading to

ψ′
η∗j
(η∗j ) =

1

Gη∗j
(0)

=

√
2√

|∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )|
. (262)

By Faà di Bruno’s formula, we find, for all n ∈ N, n ≥ 1

ψ
(n+1)
η∗j

(ηj) = ∂(n)ηj

[ 1

[(ηj − η∗j )G
′
η∗j
(ηj − η∗j ) +Gη∗j

(ηj − η∗j )]

]
=

∑
1m1+2m2+···+nmn=n

m1,··· ,mn∈Z,m1,··· ,mn≥0

n!

m1! · · ·mn!

× (−1)m1+···+mn(m1 + · · ·+mn)!

[(ηj − η∗j )G
′
η∗j
(ηj − η∗j ) +Gη∗j

(ηj − η∗j )]
m1+···+mn+1

×
n∏

i=1

 [(ηj − η∗j )G
(i+1)
η∗j

(ηj − η∗j ) + (i+ 1)G
(i)
η∗j
(ηj − η∗j )]

i!

mi

,

(263)
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which implies

ψ
(n+1)
η∗j

(η∗j ) =
∑

1m1+2m2+···+nmn=n
m1,··· ,mn∈Z,m1,··· ,mn≥0

n!

m1! · · ·mn!

× (−1)m1+···+mn(m1 + · · ·+mn)!

[Gη∗j
(0)]m1+···+mn+1

n∏
i=1

 [(i+ 1)G
(i)
η∗j
(0)]

i!

mi

.

(264)

We next compute, using again Faà di Bruno’s formula

G
(i)
η∗j
(ηj − η∗j ) =

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0
dsds′

∑
1n1+2n2+···+ini=i

n1,··· ,ni∈Z,n1,··· ,ni≥0

i!

n1! · · ·ni!

×
(1
2

)
· · ·
(3
2
− i
)(
ση∗j

)i[
|∂ηjηjBc

j(s
′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j )|

] 1
2
−i

×
i∏

l=1

(
|∂l+2

ηj Bc
j(s

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j )|
l!

)nl

,

(265)

which yields, for i ≥ 1

G
(i)
η∗j
(0) =

1

2

∑
1n1+2n2+···+ini=i

n1,··· ,ni∈Z,n1,··· ,ni≥0

i!

n1! · · ·ni!

×
(1
2

)
· · ·
(3
2
− i
)(
ση∗j

)i[
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
] 1
2
−i

i∏
l=1

(
|∂l+2

ηj Bc
j(η

∗
j )|

l!

)nl

.

(266)

Plugging (266) into (264), we obtain

ψ
(n+1)
η∗j

(η∗j ) =
∑

1m1+2m2+···+nmn=n
m1,··· ,mn∈Z,m1,··· ,mn≥0

n!
√
2

m1! · · ·mn!

(−1)m1+···+mn(m1 + · · ·+mn)![√
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
]m1+···+mn+1

×
n∏

i=1

 ∑
1n1+2n2+···+ini=i

n1,··· ,ni∈Z,n1,··· ,ni≥0

i+ 1

n1! · · ·ni!

×
(1
2

)
· · ·
(3
2
− i
)(
ση∗j

)i[
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
] 1
2
−i

i∏
l=1

(
|∂l+2

ηj Bc
j(η

∗
j )|

l!

)nl
]mi

.

(267)

From (230), we deduce that ∂l+2
ηj Bc

j(η
∗
j ) = 0 when l is odd. Moreover, when l is even, |∂l+2

ηj Bc
j(η

∗
j )| =

2l|∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )|. We claim

∏i
l=1

( |∂l+2
ηj

Bc
j(η

∗
j )|

l!

)nl

= 0 when i is odd. This can be shown as follows.

As i is odd and i = 1n1 + 2n2 + · · · + ini, there is an odd index l such that nl ̸= 0, leading to

∂l+2
ηj Bc

j(η
∗
j ) = 0 and hence

∏i
l=1

( |∂l+2
ηj

Bc
j(η

∗
j )|

l!

)nl

= 0. Moreover, to make sure that this product is not

zero, nl,mi need to be zero when l, i are odd. When n is odd, n = 2m − 1, m ∈ N,m ≥ 1, since
1m1+2m2+ · · ·+nmn = n, there exists an odd index i such that mi is odd, and thus mi ̸= 0, yielding

ψ
(2m)
η∗j

(η∗j ) = 0,∀m ∈ N,m ≥ 1. (268)
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Now, for n = 2m, we find

ψ
(2m+1)
η∗j

(η∗j ) =
∑

2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

(2m)!
√
2

m2! · · ·m2m!

× (−1)m2+m4+···+m2m(m2 +m4 + · · ·+m2m)![√
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
]m2+m4+···+m2m+1

×
2m∏

i=2,i is even

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

(i+ 1)

n1! · · ·ni!

×
(1
2

)
· · ·
(3
2
− i
)(
ση∗j

)i[
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
] 1
2
−i

i∏
l=2,l is even

(
|2l∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|

l!

)nl
mi

.

(269)

By the Hölder sum inequality, we bound, for mi > 1,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

2n2+4n4+···+ini=i
n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

(i+ 1)

n1! · · ·ni!

×
(1
2

)
· · ·
(3
2
− i
)(
ση∗j

)i[
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
] 1
2
−i

i∏
l=2,l is even

(
|2l∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|

l!

)nl

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

(
(i+ 1)

n1! · · ·ni!

∣∣∣1
2

∣∣∣ · · · ∣∣∣3
2
− i
∣∣∣) mi

mi−1


mi−1

mi

×

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

[|∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )|
] 1
2
−i

i∏
l=2,l is even

(
|2l∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|

l!

)nl
mi


1

mi

.

(270)
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Plugging (270) into (269), we find

|ψ(2m+1)
η∗j

(η∗j )| ≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

(2m)!(m2 +m4 + · · ·+m2m)!

m2! · · ·m2m!

×
2m∏

i=2,i is even

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

(i+ 1)

n1! · · ·ni!

∣∣∣1
2

∣∣∣ · · · ∣∣∣3
2
− i
∣∣∣ i∏
l=2,l is even

(
2l

l!

)nl


mi
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

× |C1
η∗j
|m

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

2m∏
i=2,i is even

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

[
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
]( 1

2
−i)mi

×
i∏

l=2,l is even

|∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )|nlmi

[√
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
]−m2−m4−···−m2m−1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,

(271)

for some constant C1
η∗j
> 0 independent of m. There exists an explicit constant C2

η∗j
> 0 independent

of m, such that the constant in front of the term containing only Bc
j(η

∗
j ) in (271) is bounded as

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

(2m)!(m2 +m4 + · · ·+m2m)!

m2! · · ·m2m!

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
×

2m∏
i=2,i is even

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

(i+ 1)

n1! · · ·ni!

×
∣∣∣1
2

∣∣∣ · · · ∣∣∣3
2
− i
∣∣∣ i∏
l=2,l is even

(
2l

l!

)nl

mi

|C1
η∗j
|m ≤ |C2

η∗j
|m.

(272)
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We only need to estimate the term containing only Bc
j(η

∗
j ) in (271). This quantity can be simplified

as ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

 2m∏
i=2,i is even

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i,i is even
n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

[
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
]( 1

2
−i)mi

×
i∏

l=2,l is even

|∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )|nlmi

[√
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
]−m2−m4−···−m2m−1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲ |C3

η∗j
|m

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0,i is even[
1∣∣∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )
∣∣
]∑2m

i=2,i is even(−
1
2
+i−n2−···−ni)mi+

m2+···+m2m+1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,

(273)

for some constant C3
η∗j
> 0 independent of m. We observe that

2m∑
i=2,i is even

(−1

2
+ i− n2 − · · · − ni)mi +

m2 + · · ·+m2m

2
=

2m∑
i=2,i is even

(i− n2 − · · · − ni)mi.

As 2n2+4n4+ · · ·+ ini = i, we deduce i−n2−· · ·−ni ≤ i. Since 2m2+4m4+ · · ·+2mm2m = 2m,
then

∑2m
i=2,i is even(i−n2−· · ·−ni)mi ≤

∑2m
i=2,i is even imi ≤ 2m. Thus, there exists an explicit constant

C4
η∗j
> 0 such that we could bound (273) by (C4

η∗j
)m
[

1∣∣∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )
∣∣]2m+1

, leading to

|ψ(2m+1)
η∗j

(η∗j )| ≤ (C2
η∗j
C4
η∗j
)m

[
1∣∣∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )
∣∣
]2m+1

. (274)

We then deduce from (240)∣∣∣ ∫
Uηj

dyη∗j e
iση∗

j
Ξ0
j |yη∗j |

2

ψ′
η∗j
(yη∗j )

∣∣∣ ≤
√
2√

Ξ0
j |∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|

+
∞∑

m=1

(C5
η∗j
)m∣∣∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )
∣∣2m+1|Ξ0

j |
2m+1

2

≤ 1√
Ξ0
j | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|

+
∞∑

m=1

(C5
η∗j
)m[

2| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j − 2Υ2

j )|
]2m+1|Ξ0

j |
2m+1

2

,

(275)

in which, the constant C5
η∗j
> 0 is universal and explicit. By (236), when Ξ0

j is sufficiently large, we

find ∣∣∣ ∫
Uηj

dyη∗j e
iση∗

j
Ξ0
j |yη∗j |

2

ψ′
η∗j
(yη∗j )

∣∣∣ ≲
1√

Ξ0
j | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|

+
1

[Ξ0
j | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|2]

3
2

,

(276)

where the constant on the right hand side is explicit.

Step 1.4: Stationary phase estimates of Aa
j,o.
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We first perform an integration by parts on Aa
j,o

Aa
j,o =

∫
T′
ηj

dηje
iBa

j =

∫
T′
ηj

dηj
1

i∂ηjB
a
j

∂ηj
(
eiB

a
j
)

= − 1

Ξ0
j

∫
T′
ηj

dηj∂ηj

( 1

i∂ηjB
c
j

)
eiΞ

0
jB

c
j +

1

Ξ0
j

eiΞ
0
jB

c
j

i∂ηjB
c
j

∣∣∣
∂T′

ηj

= − i

Ξ0
j

∫
T′
ηj

dηj
∂ηjηjB

c
j

|∂ηjBc
j |2
eiΞ

0
jB

c
j +

i

Ξ0
j

eiΞ
0
jB

c
j

i∂ηjB
c
j

∣∣∣
∂T′

ηj

,

(277)

with the notice that we have set Ba
j = Bc

jΞ
0
j .

Using (255), we bound

|Aa
j,o| ≤

∣∣∣∣∣ i

Ξ0
j

∫
T′
ηj

dηj
∂ηjηjB

c
j

|∂ηjBc
j |2
eiΞ

0
jB

c
j

∣∣∣∣∣ +

∣∣∣∣∣ i

Ξ0
j

eiΞ
0
jB

c
j

i∂ηjB
c
j

∣∣∣
∂T′

ηj

∣∣∣∣∣
≲

1

|Ξ0
j || sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|2

+
1

|Ξ0
j || sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|
,

(278)

where the constant on the right hand side is explicit.

Step 1.5: Final estimate on Aa
j .

Combining (256), (276) and (278), we find

|Aa
j | ≲

1

|Ξ0
j || sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|2

+
1

|Ξ0
j || sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|

+
1√

Ξ0
j | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|

+
1

[Ξ0
j | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|2]

3
2

,
(279)

which, under the condition (236) and the assumption that Ξ0
j is large, can be estimated as

|Aa
j | ≲

1

|Ξ0
j || sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|2

+
1√

Ξ0
j | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1

j − 2Υ2
j )|
, (280)

where the constant on the right hand side is explicit. This inequality can be combined with (226)-(227),
yielding

|Aa
j | ≲ |Aa

j |∞ :=
[1− cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)]

− 1
4√

| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j − 2Υ2

j )|
min

{∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣,
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣}− 1
2

+
[1− cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)]

− 1
2

| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j − 2Υ2

j )|
2 min

{∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣,∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2}−1
,

(281)

where the constant on the right hand side is explicit.

Step 2: Studying the first phase Ba
1.
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Step 2.1: Estimating |∂η1Aa
j |. We first bound, using (214)

|∂η1Aa
j | =

∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dηj∂η1B

a
j e

iBa
j

∣∣∣ ≤
∫ π

−π
dηj

∣∣∣∂η1Ba
j

∣∣∣
≤
∫ π

−π
dηj

∣∣∣∂η1[Re(ei2ξj+i2ηjC1
j

)
− Re

(
ei2ηjC2

j

)]∣∣∣
≤
∫ π

−π
dηj

∣∣∣[Re{ei2ξj+i2ηj
[( t0

2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

)
cos(ξ1 + η1)

−
( t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

)
sin(ξ1 + η1)

]}
− Re

(
ei2ηj

[( t0
2

+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

)
cos(η1)

−
( t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

)
sin(η1)

]}
≲
∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣ =: R0,j
0 .

(282)

Therefore, we can set ∂η1B
a
j = R0,j

0 Da
j and rewrite ∂η1A

a
j as ∂η1A

a
j = R0,j

0

∫ π
−π dηjD

a
j e

iBa
j . The same

argument of Step 1 can be reused in precisely the same manner to obtain∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dηjD

a
j e

iBa
j

∣∣∣ ≲ |Aa
j |∞,

yielding

|∂η1Aa
j | ≲ R0,j

0 |Aa
j |∞, (283)

where the constant on the right hand side is explicit.

Step 2.2: The final estimates. We write, using (216)

Ba
1(ξ1, η1) = t0

[(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)
sin(ξ1 + η1)−

1

4
sin(3ξ1 + 3η1)

]
+ t1

[(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)
sin(ξ1 + η1 + V1)−

1

4
sin(3ξ1 + 3η1 + 3V1)

]
+ t2[

(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)
sin(ξ1 + η1 +W1)−

1

4
sin(3ξ1 + 3η1 + 3W1)

]
− t0

[(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)
sin(η1)−

1

4
sin(3η1)

]
− t1

[(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)
sin(η1 + V1)−

1

4
sin(3η1 + 3V1)

]
− t2

[(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)
sin(η1 +W1)−

1

4
sin(3η1 + 3W1)

]
,

(284)

which could be expressed as

Ba
1(ξ1, η1) = Im

[
eiξ1+iη1

(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)(
t0 + t1e

iV1 + t2e
iW1

)]
− Im

[
ei3ξ1+i3η1

( t0
4
+
t1
4
ei3V1 +

t2
4
ei3W1

)]
− Im

[
eiη1
(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)(
t0 + t1e

iV1 + t2e
iW1

)]
+ Im

[
ei3η1

( t0
4
+
t1
4
ei3V1 +

t2
4
ei3W1

)]
.

(285)
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We set

C1
1 = C1

1,re + iC1
1,im =

(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)(
t0 + t1e

iV1 + t2e
iW1

)
,

C2
1 = C2

1,re + iC2
1,im =

t0
4
+
t1
4
ei3V1 +

t2
4
ei3W1 ,

(286)

and compute the derivative in η1 of Ba
1

∂η1B
a
1(ξ1, η1) = cos(ξ1 + η1)C

1
1,re − sin(ξ1 + η1)C

1
1,im − 3 cos(3ξ1 + 3η1)C

2
1,re

+ 3 sin(3ξ1 + 3η1)C
2
1,im − cos(η1)C

1
1,re + sin(η1)C

1
1,im

+ 3 cos(3η1)C
2
1,re − 3 sin(3η1)C

2
1,im,

(287)

leading to

∂η1B
a
1(ξ1, η1) = Re

[
eiξ1+iη1C1

1

]
− Re

[
3ei3ξ1+i3η1C2

1

]
− Re

[
eiη1C1

1

]
+Re

[
3ei3η1C2

1

]
. (288)

For the sake of simplicity, we set

C1
1 = R0

1 = |R0
1|eiΥ

1
1 , C2

1 = R0
2/3 = ei3Υ

2
1 |R0

2|/3,

R0
0 = |R0

1|+ |R0
2|, R0

3 =
|R0

1|
R0

0

, Ba
1(ξ1, η1) = R0

0B
b
1(ξ1, η1),

(289)

and continue to compute the derivative

∂η1B
b
1(ξ1, η1) = R0

3Re
[
eiξ1+iη1+iΥ1

1

]
− (1−R0

3)Re
[
ei3ξ1+i3η1+i3Υ2

1

]
−R0

3Re
[
eiη1+iΥ1

1

]
+ (1−R0

3)Re
[
ei3η1+i3Υ1

1

]
= R0

3Re
[
eiη1+iΥ1

1(eiξ1 − 1)
]
− (1−R0

3)Re
[
ei3η1+i3Υ2

1(e3iξ1 − 1)
]

= − 2 sin(ξ′1)R
0
3Im

[
eiξ

′
1+iη1+iΥ1

1

]
+ 2 sin(ξ′1)[3− 4 sin2(ξ′1)](1−R0

3)Im
[
ei3ξ

′
1+i3η1+i3Υ2

1

]
= − 2 sin(ξ′1)R

0
3 sin(η

′
1 +Υ1

1)

+ 2 sin(ξ′1)[3− 4 sin2(ξ′1)](1−R0
3) sin(3η

′
1 + 3Υ2

1),

(290)

where ξ′1 = ξ1/2, η
′
1 = η1 + ξ′1. For the sake of correctness, we restrict the domain of ξ1 to

Tξ1 =
{
ξ1 ∈ [−π, π] such that

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1/2)∣∣∣ > 0
}
.

However, those singular points in T\Tξ1 will be eliminated by the integration in ξ1, as we will see later.
We restrict the domain of η1 to

Tη1 =
{
η1 ∈ [−π, π] such that∣∣∣R0

3 sin(η
′
1 +Υ1

1)− [3− 4 sin2(ξ′1)](1−R0
3) sin(3η

′
1 + 3Υ2

1)
∣∣∣ > ϵη1

}
,

where ϵη1 > 0 is a small parameter to be fixed later.
We will now estimate

Ab
1 =

∫
[−π,π]\Tη1

dη1e
R0

0iB
b
1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj), and Ac

1 =

∫
Tη1

dη1e
R0

0iB
b
1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj). (291)
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The first quantity can be trivially bounded as

|Ab
1| ≲ ϵη1

d∏
j=2

|Aa
j |∞. (292)

We now develop the second one by simply doing integration by parts

Ac
1 =

∫
Tη1

dη1
1

iR0
0∂η1B

b
1

∂η1
(
eR

0
0iB

b
1
) d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

= −
d∑

j′=2

∫
Tη1

dη1
eR

0
0iB

b
1

iR0
0∂η1B

b
1

∂η1
(
Aa
j′(ξ1, η1, ξj)

) d∏
j=2,j ̸=j′

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

−
∫
Tη1

dη1∂η1

( 1

iR0
0∂η1B

b
1

)
eR

0
0iB

b
1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

+
eR

0
0iB

b
1

iR0
0∂η1B

b
1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∂Tη1

,

(293)

leading to

Ac
1 = −

d∑
j′=2

∫
Tη1

dη1
eR

0
0iB

b
1

iR0
0∂η1B

b
1

∂η1
(
Aa
j′(ξ1, η1, ξj)

) d∏
j=2,j ̸=j′

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

+

∫
Tη1

dη1
∂η1η1B

b
1

iR0
0|∂η1Bb

1|2
eR

0
0iB

b
1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

+
eR

0
0iB

b
1

iR0
0∂η1B

b
1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∂Tη1

,

(294)
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which can be bounded as

|Ac
1| ≲

d∑
j′=2

d∏
j=2,j ̸=j′

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞

∫
Tη1

dη1
1

R0
0|∂η1Bb

1|

∣∣∣∂η1(Aa
j′(ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
+

d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞

∫
Tη1

dη1
1

R0
0|∂η1Bb

1|2
+

d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞

1

R0
0|∂η1Bb

1|

∣∣∣
∂Tη1

≲
1

R0
0ϵη1

d∑
j′=2

d∏
j=2,j ̸=j′

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞

∫
Tη1

dη1

∣∣∣∂η1(Aa
j′(ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
+

1

R0
0ϵ

2
η1

d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞

+
1

R0
0ϵη1

d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞

≲
d∑

j=2

[∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj

+
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣] 1
2 1

|R0
0ϵη1 |

d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞

+
1

R0
0ϵ

2
η1

d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞

+
1

R0
0ϵη1

d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞
,

(295)

yielding

|Ac
1| ≲

d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞

 1

R0
0ϵ

2
η1

+
1

R0
0ϵη1

+

d∑
j=2

R0,j
0

R0
0ϵη1

 . (296)

We deduce from (292) and (296) that

|Ab
1 + Ac

1| ≲
d∏

j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞

 1

R0
0ϵ

2
η1

+
1

R0
0ϵη1

+
d∑

j=2

R0,j
0

R0
0ϵη1

+ ϵη1

 . (297)

We balance the quantity ϵη1 in the above estimate and suppose that R0
0 is sufficiently large, we obtain

|Ab
1 + Ac

1| =

d∑
j=2

∣∣∣ ∫
[−π,π]

dη1e
R0

0iB
b
1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
≲
[∣∣∣t0 + t1 cos(V1)e

i2Vj + t2 cos(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj

+ t2 sin(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣] 1
2 1

|R0
0|

1
2

d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞
.

(298)

A straightforward estimate also gives

|Ab
1 + Ac

1| ≲
d∏

j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞
, (299)
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which, in combination with (298) leads to

|Ab
1 + Ac

1| ≲ min
{
1,

d∑
j=2

[∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj

+
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣] 1
2 1

|R0
0|

1
2

} d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣
∞
.

(300)

In (300), we will take the square |Aa
j |2∞ and integrate in ξj , leading to an integral of 1

| sin(2ξj+2Υ1
j−2Υ2

j )|4
,

which is not integrable. To avoid this, we restrict the domain of ξj to Tξj , defined in (234) and
[−π, π]\Tξj . On the domain Tξj we have the bound

∣∣∣ ∫
Tξj

dξj |Aa
j |2∞
∣∣∣ ≲{〈

[1− cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)]
1
2 min

{∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣,∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣}〉− 1
2
}2
∫
Tξj

dξj
1

| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j − 2Υ2

j )|

+
{〈

[1− cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)]
1
2 min

{∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣,∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣}〉− 1
2
}4
∫
Tξj

dξj
1

| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j − 2Υ2

j )|4
.

(301)

On the other hand, we can see that

∣∣∣ ∫
[−π,π]\Tξj

dξj |Aa
j |2∞
∣∣∣ ≲ ϵξj . (302)

Balancing ϵξj , under the constraint (236), we obtain the estimate

∣∣∣ ∫
[−π,π]

dξj |Aa
j |2∞
∣∣∣

≲
〈
[1− cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)]

1
2 min

{∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣,∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣}〉−( 1
2
−)
.

(303)
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Combining (217), (300) and (303) and integrate in ξ1, we finally obtain

∥F(·, t0, t1, t2)∥4l4 =
∑
m∈Zd

|F(m, t0, t1, t2)|4 ≲ min
{
1,

d∑
j=2

[∣∣∣t0 + t1 cos(V1)e
i2Vj

+ t2 cos(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣t1 sin(V1)ei2Vj + t2 sin(W1)e
i2Wj

∣∣∣]
×
[∣∣∣t0 + t1e

i3V1 + t2e
i3W1

∣∣∣+ (2d+ 1)
∣∣∣t0 + t1e

iV1 + t2e
iW1

∣∣∣]−1}
×

d∏
j=2

〈
[1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|]

1
2 min

{∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣,
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣}〉−( 1
2
−)
.

(304)

(ii) We will now prove estimate (200) for F̃. To this end, we will need finer estimates, in
comparison to (226)-(227) by making use of Ψ̌. Starting from (225), we have∣∣∣ cos(Υ∗) sin(ξ1 + η1)e

iℵj
1 + sin(Υ∗) cos(ξ1 + η1)e

iℵj
2

∣∣∣2
≥ sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗)| cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|.

(305)

Now, as t1/t2 = r∗ = (1+ ϵr∗)r̃l (see (156)), we find sin2(ξ1+η1−Υ∗) = sin2(ξ1+η1−Υ∗((1+ ϵr∗)r̃l)).
By the mean value theorem, we have

sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗((1 + ϵr∗)r̃l))− sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗(r̃l))

= (r∗ − r̃l)
d

dr∗
sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗((1 + ϵ′r∗)r̃l)),

(306)

which can be developed as

sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗((1 + ϵr∗)r̃l))− sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗(r̃l))

= (r∗ − r̃l)
d

dr∗

[
sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(Υ∗((1 + ϵ′r∗)r̃l))− cos(ξ1 + η1) sin(Υ∗((1 + ϵ′r∗)r̃l))

]2
= ϵr∗ r̃l

[
sin2(ξ1 + η1)

d

dr∗
cos2(Υ∗((1 + ϵ′r∗)r̃l)) + cos2(ξ1 + η1)

d

dr∗
sin2(Υ∗((1 + ϵ′r∗)r̃l))

− sin(2ξ1 + 2η1)
d

dr∗
[sin(Υ∗((1 + ϵ′r∗)r̃l)) cos(Υ∗((1 + ϵ′r∗)r̃l))]

]
.

(307)

Applying (162)-(163)-(164) to (307), we find∣∣∣ sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗((1 + ϵr∗)r̃l))− sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗(r̃l))
∣∣∣

≲ |ϵr∗ ||r̃l|⟨lnλ⟩
C4

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 ≲ ϵ′r∗⟨lnλ⟩

−C4′

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 .

(308)

for some constants C4
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

, C4′

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0 and for a suitable choice

|ϵr∗ | = |ϵ′r∗ |O
(
⟨lnλ⟩

−C4′

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

−C4

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

−C5

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

)
,

and thanks to the trivial bound

|r̃l| ≲ ⟨lnλ⟩
C5

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 , C5

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0.
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As ∣∣∣ sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗(r̃l))
∣∣∣ ≳ ⟨lnλ⟩

−C6

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 , (309)

for some constant C6
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0, due to the cut-off function Ψ̃4, we deduce

sin2(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗) ≳ ⟨lnλ⟩
−C7

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 , (310)

for ϵ′r∗ sufficiently small and for some constant C7
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0.

As a consequence, we bound (see (220))

Ξ1
j ≳

[∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2] 1
2 | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|

1
2 ⟨lnλ⟩

C8

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 ,

(311)

and

Ξ2
j ≳

[∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2
+
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣2] 1
2 | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|

1
2 ⟨lnλ⟩

C8

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 ,

(312)

for some constant C8
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0, and we use them to replace (226)-(227). The same argument as above

gives

∥F̃(·, t0, t1, t2)∥4l4 =
∑
m∈Zd

|F̃(m, t0, t1, t2)|4

≲ ⟨lnλ⟩CF̃,4

d∏
j=2

〈
| cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|

1
2

{∣∣∣ t0
2
+
t1
2
cos(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣ t1
2
sin(V1)e

i2Vj +
t2
2
sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣}〉−( 1
2
−)
,

(313)

for some constant CF̃ > 0. □

Lemma 14. Under assumption (187), there exists a universal constant CF,3 > 0 independent of
t0, t1, t2,ℵ1,ℵ2, such that

∥F(·, t0, t1, t2)∥l3 ≤ CF,3

d∏
j=2

〈
min

{∣∣∣t0 + t1 cos(V1)e
i2Vj + t2 cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣,
∣∣∣t1 sin(V1)ei2Vj + t2 sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣}[1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|]
1
2

〉−( 1
12

−)

×min
{
1,

d∑
j=2

[∣∣∣t0 + t1 cos(V1)e
i2Vj + t2 cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣
+
∣∣∣t1 sin(V1)ei2Vj + t2 sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣]
×
[∣∣∣t0 + t1e

i3V1 + t2e
i3W1

∣∣∣+ (2d+ 1)
∣∣∣t0 + t1e

iV1 + t2e
iW1

∣∣∣]−1} 1
6
.

(314)

In addition, (314) also holds true for F̃. Suppose further that (154)-(160)-(161) hold true, and

r∗ = t1/t2 = (1 + ϵr∗)r̃l (315)



60 G. STAFFILANI AND M.-B. TRAN

for l = 1, 2, 3 in which r̃l are defined in Lemma 10. When

|ϵr∗ | = |ϵ′r∗ |⟨lnλ⟩
−c (316)

for an explicit constant c > 0 depending only on the cut-off functions, and ϵ′r∗ is sufficiently small but
independent of λ and the cut-off functions, then we have the estimate

∥F̃(·, t0, t1, t2)∥l3 ≤ CF,3⟨lnλ⟩C
′
F,3

d∏
j=2

〈{∣∣∣t0 + t1 cos(V1)e
i2Vj + t2 cos(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣+
+
∣∣∣t1 sin(V1)ei2Vj + t2 sin(W1)e

i2Wj

∣∣∣}| cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|
1
2

〉−( 1
12

−)
,

(317)

for universal constants CF,3,C
′
F,3 > 0.

Proof. Observe that 1
3 = θ

4 + 1−θ
2 with θ = 2

3 . By interpolating between l4 and l2, with the use of θ,
we get (314).

□

4.2. The role of the cut-off functions on the dispersive estimates. We follow the same nota-

tions used in Section 4.1. Let us consider the dispersion relation ω(k) = sin(2πk1)
[
sin2(2πk1)+ · · ·+

sin2(2πkd)
]
considered in (188), with its equivalent form ω(ξ) = sin(ξ1)

[
sin2(ξ1) + · · · + sin2(ξd)

]
,

defined in (189). We define a similar function as in (193), where t1, t2 are set to be zero. However, the
cut-off function Ψ̌ is replaces by Φ̌, which is the component of Ψ̌ that removes the singular set

S′ =
{
2πk = (2πk1, · · · , 2πkd) ∈ [−π, π]d

∣∣∣ kj = 0,±1

4
,±1

2
, j = 1, · · · , d

}
.

We write

FO(m, t0) =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξΦ̌eim·ξeit0ω(ξ)K(ξ), (318)

for m = (m1, · · · ,md) ∈ Zd. The kernel K(ξ) can be either 1 or | sin(ξ1)|, with ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξd) ∈
[−π, π]d.

We rewrite (318) as follows

FO(m, t0) =

∫ π

−π
dξ1K(ξ)Φ̌(ξ) exp

(
im1ξ1

)
exp

(
it0 sin

3(ξ1)
)

×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dξj exp

(
imjξj

)
exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1) sin

2(ξj)
)]
.

(319)

Lemma 15. There exists a universal constant CFcut,2 independent of t0 and λ, such that

∥FO(·, t0)∥l2 =

∑
m∈Zd

|FO(m, t0)|2
 1

2

≤ CFcut,2. (320)

Proof. By the Plancherel theorem, we obtain∑
m∈Zd

|FO(m, t0)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣eit0ω(ξ)K(ξ)Φ̌(ξ)∣∣∣2, (321)

which is a bounded quantity. The conclusion of the lemma then follows. □
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Lemma 16. There exist universal constants CFO,4,CFO,4′ > 0 independent of t0 and λ, such that

∥FO(·, t0)∥l4 ≤ | ln |λ||CFO,4′CFO,4⟨t0⟩
−
(

d−1
8

−
)
. (322)

Remark 17. Differently from Lemmas 11 and 12, the constant | ln |λ||CFO,4′ depends on λ (see also
Remark 13). However, it produces a factor which is a power of | ln |λ||. This factor will be negligible
in estimates of the Feynman diagrams.

Proof. We only prove the case when K(ξ) = 1. The case when K(ξ) = | sin(ξ1)| can be proved by
precisely the same argument. The proof is based on the same strategy used in the proof of Lemma
12. We observe that

|FO(m, t0)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξeim·ξ
∫ π

−π
dη1 exp

(
it0 sin

3(ξ1 + η1)− it0 sin
3(η1)

)
×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dηjΦ̌(η)Φ̌(ξ + η) exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj)

− it0 sin(η1) sin
2(ηj)

)]
,

(323)

and the Plancherel theorem

∥FO(·, t0)∥4l4 =
∑
m∈Zd

|FO(m, t0)|4

=

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1 exp

(
it0 sin

3(ξ1 + η1)− it0 sin
3(η1)

)
×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dηjΦ̌(η)Φ̌(ξ + η) exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj)

− it0 sin(η1) sin
2(ηj)

]∣∣∣2.

(324)

Note that the cut-off function Φ̌(ξ) can be constructed by cut-off functions of each component

Φ̌(ξ) =
d∏

j=1

F̌1(ξj), ξ = (ξ1, ·, ξd), (325)

where F̌1(ξj) are cut-off functions at ξj . We can eliminate some components, for the sake of simplicity,
without affecting the correctness of the lemma. As in the proof of Lemma 12, we also define for
2 ≤ j ≤ d

Aj(ξ1, η1, ξj) =

∫ π

−π
dηjF̌1(ξj + ηj)F̌1(ηj)(F̌1(ξ1 + η1))

1
d eiBj(ξ1,η1,ξj ,ηj), (326)

in which
Bj(ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj) − t0 sin(η1) sin
2(ηj), (327)

and
B1(ξ1, η1) = t0 sin

3(ξ1 + η1)− t0 sin
3(η1), (328)

we find ∑
m∈Zd

|FO(m, t0)|4 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1

d∏
j=2

Aj(ξ1, η1, ξj)

× (F̌1(ξ1 + η1))
1
d F̌1(η1)e

iB1(ξ1,η1)
∣∣∣2.

(329)
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The phase Bj can be split as the sum of

Ba
j (ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = − Re

[
ei2ξj+i2ηjC1

j

]
+ Re

[
ei2ηjC2

j

]
, (330)

with

C1
j =

t0
2
sin(ξ1 + η1), and C2

j =
t0
2
sin(η1),

and

Bb
j(ξ1, η1) =

t0
2
sin(ξ1 + η1)−

t0
2
sin(η1). (331)

The oscillatory integral Aj can now be written

Aj = eiB
b
j

∫ π

−π
dηjF̌1(ξj + ηj)(F̌1(ξ1 + η1))

1
d F̌1(ηj)e

iBa
j = eiB

b
jAa

j . (332)

We combine the phases Bb
j and B1

Ba
1 = B1 +

d∑
j=2

Bb
j = t0

[
sin3(ξ1 + η1) +

d− 1

2
sin(ξ1 + η1)

]
− t0

[
sin3(η1) +

d− 1

2
sin(η1)

]
.

(333)

As a result, we write ∑
m∈Zd

|FO(m, t0)|4 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

× (F̌1(ξ1 + η1))
1
d F̌1(η1)e

iBa
1(ξ1,η1)

∣∣∣2.
(334)

Step 1: Splitting Aa
j . Using the stationary phase estimate, we denote by η∗j the solution of ∂ηjB

a
j = 0,

which is equivalent to

C1
j sin(2(ξj + η∗j )) = C2

j sin(2(η
∗
j )). (335)

First, we consider the case sin(2(η∗j )) = 0. This case can be eliminated due to the cut-off function

F̌1(ηj). Therefore, sin(2(η
∗
j )) ̸= 0 and we compute

∂ηjηjB
a
j (η

∗
j ) = 4C1

j cos(2(ξj + η∗j )) − 4C2
j cos(2(η

∗
j ))

= 4
C1
j cos(2(ξj + η∗j )) sin(2(η

∗
j )) − C2

j cos(2(η
∗
j )) sin(2(η

∗
j ))

sin(2(η∗j ))

= 4
C1
j cos(2(ξj + η∗j )) sin(2(η

∗
j )) − C1

j cos(2(η
∗
j )) sin(2(ξj + η∗j ))

sin(2(η∗j ))

= − 4
C1
j sin(2ξj)

sin(2(η∗j ))
= −2

t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)

sin(2(η∗j ))
.

(336)

We deduce the bound

|∂ηjηjBa
j (η

∗
j )| ≥ 2|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)| ≥ C2

cut,j | ln(λ)|
−C1

cut,j | sin(2ξj)||t0|, (337)

for some constants C1
cut,j ,C

2
cut,j > 0, when ξ1 + η1 belongs to the support of F̌1.

Similarly as (234), we also restrict our domain of defining ξj to

Tξj =
{
ξj ∈ [−π, π], |2ξj −mπ| > ϵξj > 0

}
, (338)
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for m = 0,±1,±2. We then obtain

|∂ηjηjBa
j (η

∗
j )| ≥ 2|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)| ≥ C2

cut,j | ln(λ)|
−C1

cut,j |t0|ϵξj . (339)

We also add a constraint on the choice of ϵξj

1 ≫ 1

C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j |t0|ϵ2ξj

. (340)

Note that there is a factor of | ln |λ||CFO,4′ in front of the constant on the right hand side of (322),

which is what we want to prove, we only need to consider the case when C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j |t0| ≫ 1.

Indeed, for smaller values of t0, we always have ∥FO(·, t0)∥l4 ≲ 1, which automatically yields (322).
Denote by Jηj the set of all stationary points of Ba

j . By the same argument used in Step 1.1 of the
proof of Lemma 12, we can prove that

|Jηj | ≤ 3. (341)

Set Bc
j(ηj) = Ba

j (ηj)/t0. Let η∗j be a point in Jηj , we follow equation (252) in Step 1.2 of Lemma 12
to write

Bc
j(ηj) = Bc

j(η
∗
j ) + (ηj − η∗j )

2

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0
dsds′∂ηjηjB

c
j(ss

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j ). (342)

From (339), |∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )| ≥ 2|sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)|, we set ∂ηjηjB

c
j(η

∗
j ) = ση∗j |∂ηjηjB

c
j(η

∗
j )|, where ση∗j

is either 1 or −1. Thus, there exist constants c′, δη∗j , δ
′
η∗j
> 0 such that for all ηj ∈ [−π, π]∩(η∗j−δη∗j , η

∗
j+

δ′η∗j
), we have ∂ηjηjB

c
j(ss

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j ) = ση∗j |∂ηjηjB
c
j(ss

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j )| for all s ∈ [0, 1], s′ ∈ [0, s]

and

|∂ηjηjBc
j(ηj)| ≥ 2c′|sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)|. (343)

In addition, |∂ηjηjBc
j(ηj)| = c′2|sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)| when ηj ∈ {η∗j − δη∗j , η

∗
j + δ′η∗j

}.
We obtain, by a similar argument used to get (254)

Bc
j(ηj) = Bc

j(η
∗
j ) + ση∗j (ηj − η∗j )

2

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0
dsds′|∂ηjηjBc

j(ss
′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j )|

= Bc
j(η

∗
j ) + ση∗j (ηj − η∗j )

2|Gη∗j
(ηj − η∗j )|2,

(344)

in which Gη∗j
(ηj − η∗j ) =

√
ση∗j ∂ηjηjB

c
j(ss

′(ηj − η∗j ) + η∗j ) > 0 is a smooth function with ηj ∈ Tη∗j
:=

[−π, π] ∩ (η∗j − δη∗j , η
∗
j + δ′η∗j

). We follow Step 1.2 in the proof of Lemma 12 to define a new variable

yηj∗ = (ηj − η∗j )Gη∗j
(ηj − η∗j ) and infer the existence of a neighborhood of Uη∗j

of the origin 0 and

a smooth function ψη∗j
: C∞

c (Uη∗j
) → Tη∗j

such that ψη∗j
(yη∗j ) = ηj . When c′ is closed to 1, the

function ψη∗j
is bijective and is the inverse of (ηj − η∗j )Gη∗j

(ηj − η∗j ). Moreover, for any ηj ∈ T′
ηj :=

[−π, π]\∪η∗j∈Jηj

(
[−π, π]∩(η∗j −δη∗j , η

∗
j +δ

′
η∗j
)
)
, since ∂ηjB

c
j(ηj) ̸= 0 for ηj ∈ T′

ηj , the function Bc
j(ηj) is

monotone on any interval [α′, β′] ⊂ T′
ηj . Therefore, ∂ηjηjB

c
j(ηj) = −4Bc

j(ηj) is also monotone on any

interval [α′, β′] ⊂ T′
ηj . Since |∂ηjηjBc

j(ηj)| = c′2|sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)| when ηj ∈ {η∗j − δη∗j , η
∗
j + δ′η∗j

},
we deduce that |∂ηjηjBc

j(ηj)| ≤ c′2|sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)| for any ηj ∈ T′
ηj .

Repeating the same argument used to prove (255) in the proof of Lemma 12, we obtain

|∂ηjBc
j(ηj)| > (1− c′)|sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)| ≥ (1− c′)

1

2
C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j ϵξj , (345)

for all ηj ∈ T′
ηj . Inequality (345) gives a uniform lower bound for |∂ηjBc

j(ηj)| on the set of non-

stationary points T′
ηj .
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We follow (256) and split

Aa
j =

∑
η∗j∈Jηj

∫
Tη∗

j

dηje
iBa

j F̌1(ξj + ηj)(F̌1(ξ1 + η1))
1
d F̌1(ηj)

+

∫
T′
ηj

dηje
iBa

j F̌1(ξj + ηj)(F̌1(ξ1 + η1))
1
d F̌1(ηj) =

∑
η∗j∈Jηj

ATη∗
j

+ Aa
j,o.

(346)

Step 2: Estimating ATη∗
j
.

We employ the change of variables ηj → yη∗j and the same computations as in (257)-(260) to get

ATη∗
j

=

∫
Tη∗

j

dηje
iBa

j F̌1(ξj + ηj)(F̌1(ξ1 + η1))
1
d F̌1(ηj)

= eiB
a
j (η

∗
j )
∫
Uηj

dyη∗j e
iση∗

j
t0|yη∗

j
|2
ψ′
η∗j
(yη∗j )F̌1(ξj + ψη∗j

(yη∗j ))(F̌1(ξ1 + η1))
1
d F̌1(ψη∗j

(yη∗j ))

= eiB
a
j (η

∗
j )
e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

|t0|
ψ′
η∗j
(η∗j )F̌1(ξj + η∗j )(F̌1(ξ1 + η1))

1
d F̌1(η

∗
j )

+ eiB
a
j (η

∗
j )

∞∑
m=1

e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

|t0|

( iπ2

t0ση∗j

)m
∂2mηj [ψ′

η∗j
(η∗j )F̌1(ξj + η∗j )F̌1(η

∗
j )](F̌1(ξ1 + η1))

1
d

= eiB
a
j (η

∗
j )
e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

|t0|
ψ′
η∗j
(η∗j )F̌1(ξj + η∗j )(F̌1(ξ1 + η1))

1
d F̌1(η

∗
j ) + eiB

a
j (η

∗
j )

∞∑
m=1

e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

|t0|

×
( iπ2

t0ση∗j

)m{ 2m∑
i=0

ψ
(i+1)
η∗j

(η∗j )∂
2m−i
ηj [F̌1(ξj + η∗j )F̌1(η

∗
j )]

}
(F̌1(ξ1 + η1))

1
d ,

(347)

where, in the last line, we have used the product rule.
Now, by precisely the same arguments used to obtain (262), (270) and (274), we can obtain precisely

the same results, namely

ψ′
η∗j
(η∗j ) =

1√
|∂ηjηjBc

j(η
∗
j )|
, (348)

ψ
(2i)
η∗j

(η∗j ) = 0, ∀i ∈ N, i ≥ 1, (349)

and

|ψ(2i+1)
η∗j

(η∗j )| ≤ (C3
cut,j)

i

[
1∣∣∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )
∣∣
]2i+1

, ∀i ∈ N, i ≥ 1, (350)

for some constant C3
cut,j > 0.

Moreover, from the definition of F̌1, we deduce the existence of a constant C4
cut,j > 0 such that

|∂iηj [F̌1(ξj + η∗j )F̌1(η
∗
j )]| ≤ | ln(λ)|−iC4

cut,j , ∀i ∈ N, i ≥ 1. (351)
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Combining (347), (349), (350) and (351) yields

|ATη∗
j
| ≤ 1√

|t0|
1√

|∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )|

+
∞∑

m=1

|C5
cut,j |2m+1√
|t0|

2m+1


2m∑

i=0,i is even

(C3
cut,j)

i

[
1∣∣∂ηjηjBc
j(η

∗
j )
∣∣
]i+1

| ln(λ)|(2m−i)C4
cut,j

 ,

(352)

for an explicit constant C5
cut,j > 0. Inequality (352), together with (339), implies

|AT∗
ηj
| ≤ 1√

|t0|
1√

C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)|

+
∞∑

m=1

|C5
cut,j |2m+1√
|t0|

2m+1


2m∑

i=0,i is even

(C3
cut,j)

i

[
1∣∣C2

cut,j | ln(λ)|
−C1

cut,j | sin(2ξj)|
∣∣
]i+1

| ln(λ)|(2m−i)C4
cut,j


≤

Co
cut,j√

|t0|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)|

+
∞∑

m=1

|Co
cut,j |2m+1[

|t0|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)|

] 2m+1
2

≤ 1√
|t0|

1√
C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j ϵξj

+
∞∑

m=1

|C5
cut,j |2m+1√
|t0|

2m+1


2m∑

i=0,i is even

(C3
cut,j)

i

[
1∣∣C2

cut,j | ln(λ)|
−C1

cut,j ϵξj
∣∣
]i+1

| ln(λ)|(2m−i)C4
cut,j


≤

Co
cut,j√

|t0|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j ϵξj

+
∞∑

m=1

|Co
cut,j |2m+1[

|t0|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j ϵξj

] 2m+1
2

,

(353)
in which the constants Co

cut,j > 0 is explicit.

Step 3: Estimating ATηj,o
. Note that (277) still holds true in our case. Thus, replacing Ξ0

j by t0,

we deduce a similar estimate with (278)

|Aa
j,o| ≤

∣∣∣∣∣ it0
∫
T′
ηj

dηj
∂ηjηjB

c
j

|∂ηjBc
j |2
eit0B

c
j

∣∣∣∣∣ +

∣∣∣∣∣ it0 eit0B
c
j

i∂ηjB
c
j

∣∣∣
∂T′

ηj

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

Co
cut,j

|t0||C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)||2

+
Co
cut,j

|t0||C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)||

,

(354)

in which the constants on the right hand side are explicit.
Combining (353) and (354), we find

|Aa
j | ≤

Co
cut,j

|t0||C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)||2

+
Co
cut,j

|t0|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)|

+
3Co

cut,j√
|t0|C2

cut,j | ln(λ)|
−C1

cut,j | sin(2ξj)|
+

∞∑
m=1

3|Co
cut,j |2m+1[

|t0|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)|

] 2m+1
2

.
(355)
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where, we have used (341), meaning that there are at most 3 terms of the type ATη∗
j
.

Under assumption (340), we find

|Aa
j | ≲ |Aa

j |∞ :=
Co
cut,j

|t0||C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)||2

+
3Co

cut,j√
|t0|C2

cut,j | ln(λ)|
−C1

cut,j | sin(2ξj)|
. (356)

Step 4: The final estimate. Finally, we estimate∑
m∈Zd

|FO(m, t0)|4 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)(F̌1(ξ1 + η1))

1
d F̌1(η1)e

iBa
1(ξ1,η1)

∣∣∣2
≤
∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1

d∏
j=2

|Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|

∣∣∣2
≲
∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
d∏

j=2

[
sup

η1∈[−π,π]
|Aa

j |

]2

≲
d∏

j=2

∫
[−π,π]

dξj

[
sup

η1∈[−π,π]
|Aa

j |

]2
.

(357)

On the domain Tξj , we bound, by (356)∫
Tξj

dξj

[
sup

η1∈[−π,π]
|Aa

j |

]2
≲

≲
∫
Tξj

dξj

 Co
cut,j

|t0||C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)||2

+
3Co

cut,j√
|t0|C2

cut,j | ln(λ)|
−C1

cut,j | sin(2ξj)|

2

≲
∫
Tξj

dξj

[
1

|t0|2|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)||4

+
1

|t0|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)|

]

≲
∫
Tξj

dξj
1

|t0|2|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j |4| sin(2ξj)|1−ϵ| sin(2ξj)|3+ϵ

+

∫
Tξj

dξj
1

|t0|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j | sin(2ξj)|1−ϵ| sin(2ξj)|ϵ

≲ϵ
1

|t0|2|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j |4|ϵξj |3+ϵ

+
1

|t0|C2
cut,j | ln(λ)|

−C1
cut,j |ϵξj |ϵ

,

(358)

for any 0 < ϵ < 1. Moreover, it is straightforward to see that∫
[−π,π]\Tξj

dξj

[
sup

η1∈[−π,π]
|Aa

j |

]2
≲ ϵξj . (359)

Combining (358) and (359), and balancing ϵξj under the constraint (340), we obtain∫
[−π,π]

dξj

[
sup

η1∈[−π,π]
|Aa

j |

]2
≲

1

|t0|
1
2
−|C2

cut,j | ln(λ)|
−C1

cut,j |1−
. (360)
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Plugging (360) into (357), we find

∑
m∈Zd

|FO(m, t0)|4 ≲ | ln |λ||CFO,4′CFO,4⟨t0⟩
−
(

(d−1)
2

−
)
. (361)

Thus, we obtain

∥FO(·, t0)∥4l4 ≤ | ln |λ||CFO,4′CFO,4⟨t0⟩
−
(

d−1
2

−
)
, (362)

yielding

∥FO(·, t0)∥l4 ≤ | ln |λ||CFO,4′/4C
1
4

FO,4
⟨t0⟩−

(
d−1
8

−
)
, (363)

which is the conclusion of Lemma 16. □

Lemma 18. There exist universal constants CFO,3,CFO,3′ > 0 independent of t0 and λ, such that

∥FO(·, t0)∥l3 ≤ | ln |λ||CFO,3′CFO,3⟨t0⟩
−
(

d−1
12

−
)
. (364)

Proof. By interpolating between l4 and l2, we get (364).
□

4.3. Free momentum estimates. We follow the notation of Section 4.1 and let Ψ̃1(ξ, V ) be the

component of Ψ̌1(ξ, V,W ) that concerns only V . We set ξ = 2πk, V = 2πk∗ and denote Ψ̃1(ξ, V ) =
µ1(k, k

∗).

Lemma 19 (Degree-one vertex estimate). Let H(k) be any function in L2(Td). Let ⋄ℓ : R+ → R+

be a non-negative function such that ⋄ℓ ∈ LM ′
(R+) where 1/M ′ + 1/M = 1 and M is a sufficiently

large constant. For any k∗ ∈ Td, d ≥ 2, and σ ∈ {±1}, we have∫
R+

dν ⋄ℓ (ν)
∣∣∣ ∫

Td

dkeiν(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k))µ1(k, k
∗)H

∣∣∣ ≲ ⟨ln |λ|⟩2+cð∥H∥L2∥ ⋄ℓ ∥LM′ , (365)

in which the constants on the right hand side are universal and ð is associated to the definition of the
cut-off function.

Proof. We denote ⟨ln |λ|⟩ð by d(S)6. We first bound∫
R+

dν ⋄ℓ (ν)
∣∣∣ ∫

Td

dkeiν(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k))µ1(k, k
∗)H

∣∣∣
≲

[∫ ∞

0
dν

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dkµ1He
iν(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k))

∣∣∣∣M
] 1

M [∫ ∞

−∞
dν| ⋄ℓ (ν)|M

′
] 1

M′

.

(366)

We now estimate the integral on the right hand side of (366) using a TT ∗ argument. We choose
G(ν) to be a test function in Lp(R) with p = M ′ and q = M , and develop∣∣∣ ∫

R+

dν

∫
Td

dkµ1H(k)eiν(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k))G(ν)
∣∣∣. (367)

We study the L2-norm with respect to k∥∥∥∫
R+

dνµ1e
iν(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k))G(ν)

∥∥∥2
L2
, (368)
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which we will expand and bound as follows∣∣∣ ∫
R+

dν

∫
R+

dν ′
∫
Td

dkµ21e
iν(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k))G(ν)e−iν′(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k))G(ν ′)

∣∣∣
≲

[∫
R+

dν|G(ν)|p
] 2

p
[∫

R+

dν|Fω(ν)|
q
2

] 2
q

,

(369)

where

Fω(ν) =

∫
Td

dkµ21(k) e
iν(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k)). (370)

To estimate the oscillatory integral
∫
Td dkµ

2
1e

iν(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k)), we employ the same method used
to prove Lemma 12. To this end, we set ξ = 2πk, ξ∗ = 2πk∗ and write the phase as

eiν(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k)) = eiνZ(ξ),

in which

Z(ξ) = sin(ξ1)
[
sin2(ξ1) + · · ·+ sin2(ξd)

]
+ σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)

[
sin2(ξ1 + ξ∗1) + · · ·+ sin2(ξd + ξ∗d)

]
,

(371)

with ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξd), ξ∗ = (ξ∗1 , · · · , ξ∗d). This phase can be written as the sum

Z = Z1 +

d∑
j=2

Zj , (372)

in which

Z1 =
(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)
sin(ξ1) − 1

4
sin(3ξ1)

+ σ
(3
4
+
d− 1

2

)
sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1) − σ

4
sin(3ξ1 + 3ξ∗1),

(373)

and

Zj = − 1

2
sin(ξ1) cos(2ξj) − σ

2
sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1) cos(2ξj + 2ξ∗j ). (374)

Therefore ∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dkµ1e
iν(ω∞(k)+σω∞(k∗+k))

∣∣∣∣ ≲

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
[−π,π]

dξ1µ1e
iνZ1

d∏
j=2

∫
[−π,π]

dξje
iνZj

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (375)

From the construction of the cut-off function µ1 in Section 4.1, we can assume that

µ1 = µ1(ξ
∗, ξ1). (376)

Setting

Yj = µ
1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)

∫
[−π,π]

dξje
iνZj , (377)

we divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1: Stationary points of Zj.

We now study the stationary point ξoj of Zj , which means ∂ξjZj(ξ
o
j ) = 0.

By setting

sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j =

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣ei2υ,
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with υ ∈ [−π, π], we compute

0 = ∂ξjZj = Im
[
sin(ξ1)e

i2ξoj
]

+ σIm
[
sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξoj+i2ξ∗j
]

= Im
[
ei2ξ

o
j

(
sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j
)]

= Im
[
ei2ξ

o
j+i2υ

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣],
(378)

and

∂ξjξjZj = 2Re
[
ei2ξ

o
j+i2υ

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣]. (379)

If σ = 1, we set ξ̃∗1 = ξ∗1 , otherwise for σ = −1, we set ξ̃∗1 = ξ∗1 + π. Observing that

2
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣ = 2
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + sin(ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣
≥ 2

∣∣∣| sin(ξ1)| − | sin(ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)|
∣∣∣ ≥

[
| sin(ξ1)|+ | sin(ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)|

]∣∣∣| sin(ξ1)| − | sin(ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)|
∣∣∣

≥
∣∣∣ sin2(ξ1) − sin2(ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)

∣∣∣,
(380)

we deduce ∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣ ≥ 1

2

∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)
∣∣∣. (381)

Moreover, we also have ∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣2
= sin2(ξ1) + sin2(ξ1 + ξ̃∗1) + 2 sin(ξ1) sin(ξ1 + ξ̃∗1) cos(2ξ

∗
j )

=
(
sin(ξ1) cos(2ξ

∗
j ) + sin(ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)

)2
+ sin2(ξ1) sin

2(2ξ∗j ).

(382)

Combining (381) and (382), we obtain∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣ ≥ 1

8

∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)
∣∣∣

+
1

2

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) sin(2ξ∗j )∣∣∣ (383)

which is 0 when either ξ∗1 = 0, π or ξ∗j belongs to the singular manifold S and are removed by the

cut-off function µ
1
d
1 . Therefore ∂ξjZ = 0 when sin(2ξoj + 2υ) = 0 under the constraint that ξ∗j , ξ

∗
1 are

outside of the singular manifold. In this case, cos(2ξoj +2υ) = 1 and the following estimate then holds
true

|∂ξjξjZj(ξ
o
j )| =

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣
≥ 1

8

∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)
∣∣∣ +

1

8

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) sin(2ξ∗j )∣∣∣. (384)

We now write

Zj(ξj) = Zj(ξ
o
j ) +

∫ 1

0
ds
∂Zj(s(ξj − ξoj ) + ξoj )

∂s

= Zj(ξ
o
j ) + (ξj − ξoj )

∫ 1

0
ds∂ξjZj(s(ξj − ξoj ) + ξoj ),

(385)
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and

∂ξjZj(s(ξj − ξoj ) + ξoj ) = ∂ξjZj(ξ
o
j ) +

∫ s

0
ds′

∂∂ξjZj(ss
′(ξj − ξoj ) + ξoj )

∂s′

= (ξj − ξoj )

∫ s

0
ds′∂ξjξjZj(ss

′(ξj − ξoj ) + ξoj ),

(386)

which imply

Zj(ξj) = Zj(ξ
o
j ) + (ξj − ξoj )

2

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0
dsds′∂ξjξjZj(ss

′(ξj − ξoj ) + ξoj ). (387)

Due to (384), we set ∂ξjξjZj(ξ
o
j ) = σξoj |∂ξjξjZj(ξ

o
j )|, where σξoj is either 1 or −1. There exist constants

δξoj , δ
′
ξoj
> 0 such that for all ξj ∈ [−π, π] ∩ (ξoj − δξoj , ξ

o
j + δ′ξoj

), we have ∂ξjξjZj(ss
′(ξj − ξoj ) + ξoj ) =

σξoj |∂ξjξjZj(ss
′(ξj − ξoj ) + ξoj )| and

|∂ξjξjZj(ξj)| ≥ c
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣
≥ c

1

8

∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)
∣∣∣ + c

1

8

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) sin(2ξ∗j )∣∣∣, (388)

for all s ∈ [0, 1], s′ ∈ [0, s] and for some constant 0 < c < 1. Moreover, |∂ξjξjZj(ξj)| = c
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) +

σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣ when ξj ∈ {ξoj − δξoj , ξ
o
j + δ′ξoj

}.
We obtain

Zj(ξj) = Zj(ξ
o
j ) + σξoj (ξj − ξoj )

2

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0
dsds′|∂ξjξjZj(ss

′(ξj − ξoj ) + ξoj )|

= Zj(ξ
o
j ) + σξoj (ξj − ξoj )

2|Gξoj
(ξj − ξoj )|2,

(389)

in which Gξoj
(ξj − ξoj ) =

√
σξoj ∂ξjξjZj(ss′(ξj − ξoj ) + ξoj ) > 0 is a smooth function with ξj ∈ Tξ∗j

:=

[−π, π] ∩ (ξoj − δξoj , ξ
o
j + δ′ξoj

). We define a new variable yξoj = (ξj − ξoj )Gξoj
(ξj − ξoj ) and infer the

existence of a neighborhood of Uξoj
of the origin 0 and a smooth function ψξoj

: C∞
c (Uξoj

) → Tξoj
such

that ψξoj
(yξoj ) = ξj . The function ψξoj

is bijective and is the inverse of (ξj − ξoj )Gξoj
(ξj − ξoj ). Moreover,

for any ξj ∈ T′
ξj

:= [−π, π]\
(
∪ξoj∈Jξj [−π, π]∩ (ξoj − δξoj , ξ

o
j + δ

′
ξoj
)
)
, since ∂ξjZj(ξj) ̸= 0 for ξj ∈ T′

ξj
, the

function Zj(ξj) is monotone on any interval [α′, β′] ⊂ T′
ξj
. Therefore, ∂ξjξjZj(ξj) = −4Zj(ξj) is also

monotone on any interval [α′, β′] ⊂ T′
ξj
.

Since |∂ξjξjZj(ξj)| = c
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣ when ξj ∈ {ξoj − δξoj , ξ
o
j + δ′ξoj

}, we deduce that

|∂ξjξjZj(ξj)| ≤ c
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣ for any ξj ∈ T′
ξj
. Thus, for any ξj ∈ T′

ξj

| cos(2ξj + 2υ)|
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣ ≤ c
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣, (390)

which implies

cos2(2ξj + 2υ)
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣2 ≤ c2
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣2. (391)

Thus,

sin2(2ξj + 2υ)
∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣2
≥ [1− c2]

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) + σ sin(ξ1 + ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣, (392)
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yielding, by (383),

|∂ξjξjZj(ξj)| ≥
√
1− c2

16

[∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) sin(2ξ∗j )∣∣∣], (393)

for any ξj ∈ T′
ξj
.

Similar with (256), we split

Yj =
∑

ξoj∈Jξj

∫
Tξo

j

dξje
iνZj +

∫
T′
ξj

dξje
iνZj =

∑
ξoj∈Jξj

Yξoj
+ Yj,o, (394)

where Jξj is the set of stationary points of Zj . Then |Jξj | ≤ 3. We remark that sin(ξ1) appears in all
∂ξjξjZ. A similar phenomenon was also noticed in [66].

Step 2: Stationary phase estimates of Yξoj
.

We now follow the same steps as in (257)-(258)-(259)-(260), to write

Yξoj
= µ

1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)

∫
Uξj

dyξoj e
iνZj(ξ

o
j ) = µ

1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)e
iνZj(ξ

o
j )
∫
Uξj

dyξoj e
iσξo

j
ν|yξo

j
|2
ψ′
ξoj
(yξoj ). (395)

By Plancherel’s theorem∫
Uξj

dyξoj e
iσξo

j
ν|yξo

j
|2
ψ′
ξoj
(yξoj ) =

e
iπ2σξo

j
/4√

|ν|

∫
R
dke

− iπ2

σξo
j
ν
k2

ψ̂′
ξoj
(k), (396)

where ψ̂′
η∗j

is the Fourier transform of ψ′
η∗j
.

By Taylor’s theorem,

e
− iπ2

σξo
j
ν
k2

= 1 +

∞∑
m=1

(−iπ2|k|2

νσξoj

)m
, (397)

uniformly in k, |σξoj | and ν. We can rewrite (396) as

∫
Uξj

dyξoj e
iσξo

j
ν|yξo

j
|2
ψ′
ξoj
(yξoj ) =

e
iπ2σξo

j
/4√

|ν|

∫
R
dk
[
1 +

∞∑
m=1

(−iπ2|k|2

νσξoj

)n]
ψ̂′
ξoj
(k)

=
e
iπ2σξo

j
/4√

|ν|

∫
R
dkψ̂′

ξoj
(k) +

e
iπ2σξo

j
/4√

|σξoj |ν

∫
R
dk

∞∑
m=1

(−iπ2k2

νσξoj

)m
ψ̂′
ξoj
(k)

=
e
iπ2σξo

j
/4√

|ν|

∫
R
dkψ̂′

ξoj
(k) +

∞∑
m=1

e
iπ2σξo

j
/4√

|ν|

( iπ2

νσξoj

)m ∫
R
dkψ̂

(2m+1)
η∗j

(k)

=
e
iπ2ση∗

j
/4√

|ν|
ψ′
ξoj
(ξoj ) +

∞∑
m=1

e
iπ2σξo

j
/4√

|ν|

( iπ2

νσξoj

)m
ψ
(2m+1)
ξoj

(ξoj ).

(398)

Next, we will compute explicitly the coefficients ψ′
ξoj
(ξoj ) and ψ

(2m+1)
ξoj

(ξoj ). We first compute

ψ′
ξoj
(ξj) =

1

∂ξj [(ξj − ξoj )Gξoj
(ξj − ξoj )]

=
1

[(ξj − ξoj )G
′
ξoj
(ξj − ξoj ) +Gξoj

(ξj − ξoj )]
, (399)
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yielding

ψ′
ξoj
(ξoj ) =

1

Gξoj
(0)

=
1√

|∂ξjξjZj(ξoj )|
. (400)

By the same argument that leads to (264) and (266) , we find

ψ
(n+1)
ξoj

(ξoj ) =
∑

1m1+2m2+···+nmn=n
m1,··· ,mn∈Z,m1,··· ,mn≥0

n!

m1! · · ·mn!

× (−1)m1+···+mn(m1 + · · ·+mn)!

[Gη∗j
(0)]m1+···+mn+1

n∏
i=1

 [(i+ 1)G
(i)
ξoj
(0)]

i!

mi

.

(401)

and

G
(i)
ξoj
(0) =

∑
1n1+2n2+···+ini=i

n1,··· ,ni∈Z,n1,··· ,ni≥0

i!

n1! · · ·ni!

×
(1
2

)
· · ·
(3
2
− i
)(
σξoj

)i[
|∂ξjξjZj(ξ

o
j )|
] 1
2
−i

i∏
l=1

(
|∂l+2

ξj
Zj(ξ

o
j )|

l!

)nl

.

(402)

Plugging (402) into (401), we obtain

ψ
(n+1)
ξoj

(ξoj ) =
∑

1m1+2m2+···+nmn=n
m1,··· ,mn∈Z,m1,··· ,mn≥0

n!

m1! · · ·mn!

(−1)m1+···+mn(m1 + · · ·+mn)![√
|∂ξjξjZj(ξoj )|

]m1+···+mn+1

×
n∏

i=1

 ∑
1n1+2n2+···+ini=i

n1,··· ,ni∈Z,n1,··· ,ni≥0

(i+ 1)

n1! · · ·ni!

×
(1
2

)
· · ·
(3
2
− i
)(
σξoj

)i[
|∂ξjξjZj(ξ

o
j )|
] 1
2
−i

i∏
l=1

(
|∂l+2

ξj
Zj(ξ

o
j )|

l!

)nl]mi

.

(403)

As ξoj is a stationary point of Zj , we deduce that |∂l+2
ξj

Zj(ξ
o
j )| = 2(l+1)|∂ξjZj(ξ

o
j )| = 0 when l is odd.

Now, when l is even, |∂l+2
ξj

Zj(ξ
o
j )| = 2l|∂ξjξjZj(ξ

o
j )|. We will show that

∏i
l=1

( |∂l+2
ξj

Zj(ξ
o
j )|

l!

)nl

= 0 when

i is odd. As i is odd and i = 1n1 + 2n2 + · · ·+ ini, there is an odd index l such that nl ̸= 0, yielding

∂l+2
ξj

Zj(ξ
o
j ) = 0 and thus

∏i
l=1

( |∂l+2
ξj

Zj(ξ
o
j )|

l!

)nl

= 0. In addition, to make sure that this product is not

zero, nl,mi need to be zero when l, i are odd. When n is odd, n = 2m − 1, m ∈ N,m ≥ 1, since
1m1 + 2m2 + · · · + nmn = n, there exists an odd index i such that mi is odd, and hence mi ̸= 0,
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leading to ψ
(2m)
ξoj

(ξoj ) = 0, ∀m ∈ N,m ≥ 1. When n = 2m, we find

ψ
(2m+1)
ξoj

(ξoj ) =
∑

2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

(2m)!

m1! · · ·m2m!

× (−1)m2+m4+···+m2m(m2 +m4 + · · ·+m2m)![√
|∂ξjξjZj(ξoj )|

]m2+m4+···+m2m+1

×
2m∏

i=2,i is even

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

(i+ 1)

n1! · · ·ni!

×
(1
2

)
· · ·
(3
2
− i
)(
σξoj

)i[
|∂ξjξjZj(ξ

o
j )|
] 1
2
−i

i∏
l=2,l is even

(
|2l∂ξjξjZj(ξ

o
j )|

l!

)nl
mi

.

(404)

Similarly as in (271), we can obtain the bound

|ψ(2m+1)
ξoj

(ξoj )| ≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

(2m)!(m2 +m4 + · · ·+m2m + 1)!

m1! · · ·m2m!

×
2m∏

i=2,i is even

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

(i+ 1)

n1! · · ·ni!

∣∣∣1
2

∣∣∣ · · · ∣∣∣3
2
− i
∣∣∣ i∏
l=2,l is even

(
2l

l!

)nl


mi
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

× |C1
η∗j
|m

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

{ 2m∏
i=2,i is even

[ ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

[
|∂ξjξjZj(ξ

o
j )|
]( 1

2
−i)mi

×
i∏

l=2,l is even

|∂ξjξjZj(ξ
o
j )|nlmi

[√
|∂ξjξjZj(ξoj )|

]−m2−m4−···−m2m−1]}∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,

(405)

for some constant C1
ξoj
> 0 independent of m. Following the same lines of computations of (273)-(274),

we deduce the existence of an explicit constant C2
ξoj
> 0 independent of m, such that the constant in

front of the term containing only Zj(ξ
o
j ) in (405) is bounded by |C2

ξoj
|m. We only need to estimate the
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term containing only Zj(ξ
o
j ) in (405). This quantity can be simplified as∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑
2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

{ 2m∏
i=2,i is even

[ ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i,i is even
n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0

[
|∂ξjξjZj(ξ

o
j )|
]( 1

2
−i)mi

×
i∏

l=2,l is even

|∂ξjξjZj(ξ
o
j )|nlmi

[√
|∂ξjξjZj(ξoj )|

]−m2−m4−···−m2m−1]}∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ |C1

1,ξoj
|m

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

2m2+4m4+···+2mm2m=2m
m2,··· ,m2m∈Z,m2,··· ,m2m≥0

 ∑
2n2+4n4+···+ini=i

n2,n4,··· ,ni∈Z,n2,n4,··· ,ni≥0[
1∣∣∂ξjξjZj(ξoj )

∣∣
]∑2m

i=2,i is even(−
1
2
+i−n2−···−ni)mi+

m2+···+m2m+1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,

(406)

for some constant C1
1,ξoj

> 0. Repeating the argument used to bound (273)-(274), we deduce the

existence of a constant C2
1,ξoj

> 0 such that

|ψ(2m+1)
ξoj

(ξoj )| ≤ (C2
1,ξoj

)m

[
1∣∣∂ξjξjZj(ξoj )

∣∣
]2m+1

. (407)

We then deduce from (398)∣∣∣ ∫
Uξj

dyξoj e
iσξo

j
ν|yξo

j
|2
ψ′
ξoj
(yξoj )

∣∣∣ ≤ 1√
|ν||∂ξjξjZj(ξoj )|

+

∞∑
m=1

(C3
ξoj
)m∣∣∂ξjξjZj(ξoj )
∣∣2m+1|ν|

2m+1
2

, (408)

for some explicit constant C3
ξoj
> 0, which, in combination with (384), yields

Yξoj
≤ µ

1
d
1√

|ν|
∣∣∣18 ∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)

∣∣∣ + 1
8

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) sin(2ξ∗j )∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

∞∑
m=1

µ
1
d
1 (C

3
ξoj
)m∣∣∣18 ∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)

∣∣∣ + 1
8

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) sin(2ξ∗j )∣∣∣∣∣∣2m+1
|ν|

2m+1
2

.

(409)

Now, observing ∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) sin(2ξ∗j )∣∣∣ ≳ |d(S)|2, (410)

we deduce from (409) that

Yξoj
≤ 1√

|ν||d(S)|2
+

∞∑
m=1

(C3
ξoj
)m

|d(S)|2(2m+1)|ν|
2m+1

2

. (411)

Step 3: Estimating Yj in (377).

Using (394) we first perform an integration by parts on Yj,o
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Yj,o = µ
1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)

∫
T′
ξj

dξje
iνZj = µ

1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)

∫
T′
ξj

dξj
1

iν∂ξjZj
∂ξj
(
eiνZj

)
= − µ

1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)

∫
T′
ξj

dξj∂ξj

( 1

iν∂ξjZj

)
eiνZj + µ

1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)
eiνZj

iν∂ξjZj

∣∣∣
∂T′

ξj

= µ
1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)i

∫
T′
ξj

dξj
∂ξjξjZj

ν|∂ξjZj |2
eiνZj + µ

1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)
eiνZj

iν∂ξjZj

∣∣∣
∂T′

ξj

,

(412)

where we have used (376). Using (393), we bound

|Yj,o| ≤ µ
1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣i
∫
T′
ξj

dξj
∂ξjξjZj

ν|∂ξjZj |2
eiνZj

∣∣∣∣∣∣ + µ
1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)

∣∣∣∣∣ eiνZj

iν∂ξjZj

∣∣∣
∂T′

ξj

∣∣∣∣∣
≲

µ
1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)

|ν|
∣∣∣√1−c2

16

∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)
∣∣∣ +

√
1−c2

16

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) sin(2ξ∗j )∣∣∣∣∣∣2
+

µ
1
d
1 (ξ

∗, ξ1)

|ν|
∣∣∣√1−c2

16

∣∣∣ sin(ξ̃∗1) sin(2ξ1 + ξ̃∗1)
∣∣∣ +

√
1−c2

16

∣∣∣ sin(ξ1) sin(2ξ∗j )∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,
(413)

where the constant on the right hand side is explicit. Inequality (413), together with (410), yields

|Yj,o| ≲
1

|ν||d(S)|4
+

1

|ν||d(S)|2
. (414)

Combining (411) and (414), we find

|Yj | ≲
1

|ν||d(S)|4
+

1

|ν||d(S)|2
+

1√
|ν||d(S)|2

+

∞∑
m=1

(C3
ξoj
)m

|d(S)|2(2m+1)|ν|
2m+1

2

, (415)

where the constants on the right hand side are explicit. By the trivial bound |Yj | ≤ 2π, we deduce
from (415) that

|Yj | ≲ min

{
1,

1

|ν||d(S)|4
+

1

|ν||d(S)|2
+

1√
|ν||d(S)|2

+
∞∑

m=1

(C3
ξoj
)m

|d(S)|2(2m+1)|ν|
2m+1

2

}
. (416)

Step 4: Final estimate.
We deduce from (375) that

Ỹ :=

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dkµ1e
iν(ω(k)+σω(k∗+k))

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
[−π,π]

dξ1µ1e
iνZ1

d∏
j=2

∫
[−π,π]

dξje
iνZj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
[−π,π]

dξ1

d∏
j=2

|Yj |

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲ min

{
1,

1

|ν||d(S)|4
+

1

|ν||d(S)|2
+

1√
|ν||d(S)|2

+
∞∑

m=1

(C3
ξoj
)m

|d(S)|2(2m+1)|ν|
2m+1

2

}
,

(417)
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in which, we have used (416) for Y2. For Yj with 3 ≤ j ≤ d, we have simply used the bound |Yj | ≤ 2π.
We bound

(∫ 1

0
dνỸ + 2

∫ |d(S)|−2| ln(λ)|ϵ

1
dνỸ

q
2 + 2

∫ ∞

|d(S)|−2| ln |λ||ϵ
dνỸ

q
2

) 1
q

≲

[
⟨ln|λ|2⟩

∫ 1

−1
dν + 2

∫ |d(S)|−2| ln |λ||ϵ

1
dν + 2

∫ ∞

|d(S)|−2| ln |λ||ϵ
dν

×min

{
1,

1

|ν||d(S)|4
+

1

|ν||d(S)|2
+

1√
|ν||d(S)|2

+
∞∑

m=1

(C3
ξoj
)m

|d(S)|2(2m+1)|ν|
2m+1

2

} q
2


1
q

,

(418)

where we have used the bounds Ỹ ≤ 1 for the integral from −1 to 1. The parameter ϵ > 0 is small.
The first and second integrals can simply be bounded as

∫ 1

0
dν + 2

∫ |d(S)|−2| ln |λ||ϵ

1
dν ≲ 1 + |d(S)|−2| ln |λ||ϵ. (419)

We now estimate the last integral by setting q = 4. By the change of variable ν → ν̄ = |d(S)|2| ln(λ)|−ϵν,
we find ∫ ∞

|d(S)|−2| ln |λ||ϵ
dν

{
1

|ν||d(S)|4
+

1

|ν||d(S)|2

+
1√

|ν||d(S)|2
+

∞∑
m=1

(C3
ξoj
)m

|d(S)|2(2m+1)|ν|
2m+1

2

}2

=

∫ ∞

1
|d(S)|−2| ln |λ||ϵdν̄

{
| ln |λ||−ϵ

ν̄|d(S)|2
+

| ln |λ||−ϵ

ν̄
+

| ln |λ||−ϵ/2

√
ν̄

+
∞∑

m=1

(C3
ξoj
)m| ln |λ||−(2m+1)ϵ/2

[ν̄|d(S)|2]
2m+1

2


2

.

(420)

Observing that λ << |d(S)|2, and suppose that λ is sufficiently small, we deduce

| ln |λ||−ϵ

ν̄|d(S)|2
+

| ln |λ||−ϵ

ν̄
+

| ln |λ||−ϵ/2

√
ν̄

+

∞∑
m=1

(C3
ξoj
)m| ln |λ||−(2m+1)ϵ/2

[ν̄|d(S)|2]
2m+1

2

=
| ln |λ||−ϵ

ν̄|d(S)|2
+

| ln |λ||−ϵ

ν̄
+

| ln |λ||−ϵ/2

√
ν̄

+O(| ln |λ||−3ϵ/2[ν̄|d(S)|2]−
3
2 )

≲
| ln |λ||−ϵ

ν̄|d(S)|2
+

| ln |λ||−ϵ/2

√
ν̄

.

(421)
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Combining (420) and (421) yields∫ ∞

|d(S)|−2| ln(λ)|ϵ
dν

{
1

|ν||d(S)|4
+

1

|ν||d(S)|2

+
1√

|ν||d(S)|2
+

∞∑
m=1

(C3
ξoj
)m

|d(S)|2m+1|ν|
2m+1

2

}2

≲
∫ ∞

1
dν̄|d(S)|−2| ln |λ||ϵ

{
| ln |λ||−ϵ

ν̄|d(S)|2
+

| ln |λ||−ϵ/2

√
ν̄

}2

≲
∫ ∞

1
dν̄|d(S)|−2| ln |λ||ϵ

{
| ln |λ||−2ϵ

ν̄2|d(S)|4
+

| ln |λ||−ϵ

ν̄

}
≲

⟨ln|λ|⟩2

|d(S)|6
.

(422)

We finally obtain the conclusion of the lemma. □

4.4. The role of the kernel on the dispersive estimates. We follow the same notations used in
Section 4.1. Let us consider the dispersion relation (188) with its equivalent form (189). We define a
similar function as (318), but the cut-off function Φ̌ is replaced by the kernel | sin(ξ1)|n, n ≥ 0, n ∈ N.
The function reads

FKer(m, t0) =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ| sin(ξ1)|neim·ξeit0ω(ξ), (423)

for ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξd) ∈ Rd, m = (m1, · · · ,md) ∈ Zd, t0 ∈ R. We also suppose that d ≥ 2.

Lemma 20. There exists a universal constant CFKer,2 independent of t0 and λ, such that,

∥FKer(·, t0)∥l2 =

∑
m∈Zd

|FKer(m, t0)|2
 1

2

≤ CFKer,2. (424)

Proof. The proof of the lemma follows precisely the same argument as the one for Lemma 15. □

Lemma 21. There exists a universal constant CFKer,4 > 0 independent of t0 and λ, such that when
2n+ 5 < d,

∥FKer(·, t0)∥l4 ≤ CFKer,4⟨t0⟩−
2n
7
− 13

30 , (425)

otherwise

∥FKer(·, t0)∥l4 ≤ CFKer,4⟨t0⟩−
2n
7 , (426)

Proof. We observe that

|FKer(m, t0)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξeim·ξ
∫ π

−π
dη1| sin(ξ1 + η1)|n| sin(η1)|n

× exp
(
it0 sin

3(ξ1 + η1)− it0 sin
3(η1)

)
×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dηj exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj)− it0 sin(η1) sin
2(ηj)

)]
,

(427)
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and the Plancherel theorem

∥FKer(·, t0)∥4l4 =
∑
m∈Zd

|FKer(m, t0)|4

=

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1| sin(ξ1 + η1)|n| sin(η1)|n exp

(
it0 sin

3(ξ1 + η1)− it0 sin
3(η1)

)
×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dηj exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj)− it0 sin(η1) sin
2(ηj)

)]∣∣∣2.
(428)

Similarly as the proof of Lemma 16, we also define for 2 ≤ j ≤ d

Aj(ξ1, η1, ξj) =

∫ π

−π
dηje

iBj(ξ1,η1,ξj ,ηj), (429)

in which
Bj(ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj) − t0 sin(η1) sin
2(ηj), (430)

and
B1(ξ1, η1) = t0 sin

3(ξ1 + η1)− t0 sin
3(η1), (431)

we find ∑
m∈Zd

|FKer(m, t0)|4 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1

d∏
j=2

Aj(ξ1, η1, ξj)

× | sin(ξ1 + η1)|n| sin(η1)|neiB1(ξ1,η1)
∣∣∣2.

(432)

The phase Bj is the sum of

Ba
j (ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = − Re

[
ei2ξj+i2ηjC1

j

]
+ Re

[
ei2ηjC2

j

]
, (433)

with

C1
j =

t0
2
sin(ξ1 + η1), and C2

j =
t0
2
sin(η1),

and

Bb
j(ξ1, η1) =

t0
2
sin(ξ1 + η1)−

t0
2
sin(η1). (434)

The oscillatory integral Aj is now written

Aj = eiB
b
j

∫ π

−π
dηje

iBa
j = eiB

b
jAa

j . (435)

We also combine the phases Bb
j and B1

Ba
1 = B1 +

d∑
j=2

Bb
j = t0

[
sin3(ξ1 + η1) +

d− 1

2
sin(ξ1 + η1)

]
− t0

[
sin3(η1) +

d− 1

2
sin(η1)

]
.

(436)

And finally, we also write∑
m∈Zd

|FKer(m, t0)|4 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1

d∏
j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

× | sin(ξ1 + η1)|n| sin(η1)|neiB
a
1(ξ1,η1)

∣∣∣2.
(437)
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We now divide the proof into smaller steps.

Step 1: Estimating | sin(ξ1 + η1)|Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj). We develop

Ba
j (ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = − t0

2

[
sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj + 2ηj) − sin(η1) cos(2ηj)

]
= − t0

2

[
sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj) cos(2ηj)− sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj) sin(2ηj)

− sin(η1) cos(2ηj)
]

= − t′ sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj) sin(2ηj) + t′[sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj)

− sin(η1)] cos(2ηj),

(438)

in which t′ = −t0/2.
Next, we set

cos(Gj) =
− sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)√

sin2(ξ1 + η1) sin
2(2ξj) + [sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj)− sin(η1)]2

,

sin(Gj) =
sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj)− sin(η1)√

sin2(ξ1 + η1) sin
2(2ξj) + [sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj)− sin(η1)]2

,

(439)

and rewrite (438) as

Ba
j (ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) =t′

√
sin2(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(2ξj) + [sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj)− sin(η1)]2 sin(2ηj +Gj).

(440)
We estimate

B′
j :=

√
sin2(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(2ξj) + [sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj)− sin(η1)]2 ≥ | sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)|, (441)

which means the right hand side of (441) vanishes when sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj) = 0. Those singular
points will be later integrated out. We now write | sin(ξ1 + η1)|Aa

i (ξ1, η1, ξj) as

| sin(ξ1 + η1)|Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj) =

∫ π

−π
dηj | sin(ξ1 + η1)|eit

′B′
j sin(2ηj+Gj). (442)

Let ϵηj > 0 be a positive constant. We split [−π, π] as the union of

Tηj =
{
ηj ∈ [−π, π]

∣∣∣| cos(2ηj +Gj)| ≥ ϵηj

}
and

T′
ηj = [−π, π]\Tηj .

On Tηj , we compute∫
Tηj

dηj | sin(ξ1 + η1)|eit
′B′

j sin(2ηj+Gj)

=

∫
Tηj

dηj
| sin(ξ1 + η1)|

∂ηj [it
′B′

j sin(2ηj +Gj)]
∂ηj [it

′B′
j sin(2ηj +Gj)]e

it′B′
j sin(2ηj+Gj)

=

∫
Tηj

dηj
| sin(ξ1 + η1)|

2it′B′
j cos(2ηj +Gj)

∂ηj

[
eit

′B′
j sin(2ηj+Gj)

]
,

(443)
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which, by a standard integration by parts argument, can be expressed as∫
Tηj

dηj | sin(ξ1 + η1)|eit
′B′

j sin(2ηj+Gj)

=
| sin(ξ1 + η1)|

2it′B′
j cos(2ηj +Gj)

eit
′B′

j sin(2ηj+Gj)
∣∣∣
∂Tηj

−
∫
Tηj

dηj∂ηj

[ | sin(ξ1 + η1)|
2it′B′

j cos(2ηj +Gj)

]
eit

′B′
j sin(2ηj+Gj)

=
| sin(ξ1 + η1)|

2it′B′
j cos(2ηj +Gj)

eit
′B′

j sin(2ηj+Gj)
∣∣∣
∂Tηj

−
∫
Tηj

dηj
| sin(ξ1 + η1)| sin(2ηj +Gj)

it′B′
j cos

2(2ηj +Gj)
eit

′B′
j sin(2ηj+Gj).

(444)
We can simply bound (444) as follows∣∣∣ ∫

Tηj

dηj | sin(ξ1 + η1)|eit
′B′

j sin(2ηj+Gj)
∣∣∣

≤
∫
Tηj

dηj
| sin(ξ1 + η1)|

|t′B′
j cos

2(2ηj +Gj)|
+

| sin(ξ1 + η1)|
2|t′B′

j cos(2ηj +Gj)|

∣∣∣
∂Tηj

≲
| sin(ξ1 + η1)|

|t′B′
jϵ

2
ηj |

+
| sin(ξ1 + η1)|
2|t′B′

jϵηj |
.

(445)

Combining (441) and (445), we obtan∣∣∣ ∫
Tηj

dηj | sin(ξ1 + η1)|eit
′B′

j sin(2ηj+Gj)
∣∣∣ ≲

1

|t′ sin(2ξj)ϵ2ηj |
+

1

|t′ sin(2ξj)ϵηj |
. (446)

Moreover, a simple computation also gives∣∣∣ ∫
T′
ηj

dηj | sin(ξ1 + η1)|eit
′B′

j sin(2ηj+Gj)
∣∣∣ ≲ ϵηj . (447)

Combining (446)-(447) and balancing ϵηj , we obtain∣∣∣| sin(ξ1 + η1)|Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣ ≲
1

|t′ sin(2ξj)|
1
3

+
1

|t′ sin(2ξj)|
2
3

≲
1

|t0 sin(2ξj)|
1
3

+
1

|t0 sin(2ξj)|
2
3

.

(448)

Step 2: Estimating | sin(η1)|Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj). We follow precisely all computations of Step 1, except

the use of (441). We modify (441) as follows

B′
j =

√
sin2(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(2ξj) + [sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj)− sin(η1)]2

=
√

sin2(ξ1 + η1) sin
2(2ξj) + sin2(ξ1 + η1) cos2(2ξj) + sin2(η1)− 2 sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj) sin(η1)

=
√

sin2(ξ1 + η1) + sin2(η1)− 2 sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj) sin(η1)

=
√

[sin(ξ1 + η1)− cos(2ξj) sin(η1)]2 + sin2(2ξj) sin
2(η1)

≥ | sin(2ξj) sin(η1)|.
(449)
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By using (449) instead of (441), we obtain a similar estimate as (448)

∣∣∣| sin(η1)|Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣ ≲
1

|t′ sin(2ξj)|
1
3

+
1

|t′ sin(2ξj)|
2
3

≲
1

|t0 sin(2ξj)|
1
3

+
1

|t0 sin(2ξj)|
2
3

.

(450)

Step 3: Estimating Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj). From (446), we deduce

∣∣∣ ∫
Tηj

dηje
it′B′

j sin(2ηj+Gj)
∣∣∣ ≲

1

|t′|| sin(ξ1 + η1)|| sin(2ξj)ϵ2ηj |
+

1

|t′|| sin(ξ1 + η1)|| sin(2ξj)ϵηj |
. (451)

Moreover, a simple computation also gives

∣∣∣ ∫
T′
ηj

dηje
it′B′

j sin(2ηj+Gj)
∣∣∣ ≲ ϵηj . (452)

Combining (450)-(452) and balancing ϵηj , we obtain

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣ ≲
1

|t′ sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)|
1
3

+
1

|t′ sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)|
2
3

≲
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)|
1
3

+
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξj)|
2
3

.

(453)

By using (449) instead of (441), we obtain

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣ ≲
1

|t′ sin(η1) sin(2ξj)|
1
3

+
1

|t′ sin(η1) sin(2ξj)|
2
3

≲
1

|t0 sin(η1) sin(2ξj)|
1
3

+
1

|t0 sin(η1) sin(2ξj)|
2
3

.

(454)

Step 4: The final estimates. We first bound (437) as

∑
m∈Zd

|FKer(m, t0)|4 ≲
∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1

n+1∏
j=2

[
| sin(ξ1 + η1)||Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|
]

×
2n+1∏
j=n+2

[
| sin(η1)|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|
]

× |Aa
2n+2(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+2)||Aa

2n+3(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|

× |Aa
2n+4(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+4)||Aa

2n+5(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+5)|
∣∣∣2,

(455)
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in which the other terms of the type |Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)| are simply bounded by constants. Using Hölder’s

inequality, we can bound (455) as

∑
m∈Zd

|FKer(m, t0)|4 ≲
∫
[−π,π]d

dξ

∫ π

−π
dη1

n+1∏
j=2

[
| sin(ξ1 + η1)||Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|
]2

×
2n+1∏
j=n+2

[
| sin(η1)|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|
]2

× |Aa
2n+2(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+2)|2|Aa

2n+3(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|2

× |Aa
2n+4(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+4)|2|Aa

2n+5(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+5)|2

≲
∫ π

−π
dξ1

∫ π

−π
dη1

n+1∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dξj

[
| sin(ξ1 + η1)||Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|
]2

×
2n+1∏
j=n+2

∫ π

−π
dξj

[
| sin(η1)|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|
]2

×
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+2|Aa

2n+2(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+2)|2
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+3|Aa

2n+3(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|2

×
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+4|Aa

2n+4(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+4)|2
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+5|Aa

2n+5(ξ1, η1, ξ2n+5)|2.

(456)

Let ϵξj > 0 be a positive constant and set

Tϵξj
=
{
ξj ∈ [−π, π]

∣∣∣ | sin(2ξj)| > ϵξj

}
.

We now bound the quantity that involves ξj , j = 2, · · · , n+1 in the product on the right hand side
of (456) ∫ π

−π
dξj

[
| sin(ξ1 + η1)||Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|
]2

≲
∫
Tϵξj

dξj

[
1

|t0 sin(2ξj)|
1
3

+
1

|t0 sin(2ξj)|
2
3

]2
+ ϵξj

≲
∫
Tϵξj

dξj

[
1

|t0 sin(2ξj)|
2
3

+
1

|t0 sin(2ξj)|
4
3

]
+ ϵξj

(457)

Observing that 1

| sin(2ξj)|
2
3
is always integrable on [−π, π], we then bound

∫ π

−π
dξj

[
| sin(ξ1 + η1)||Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|
]2

≲
1

|t0|
2
3

+

∫
Tϵξj

dξj
1

|t0 sin(2ξj)|
4
3

+ ϵξj ≲
1

|t0|
2
3

+

∫
Tϵξj

dξj
1

|t0ϵξj |
4
3

+ ϵξj

≲
1

|t0|
2
3

+
1

|t0ϵξj |
4
3

+ ϵξj .

(458)
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Balancing ϵξj by choosing ϵξj = O(t
− 4

7
0 ) gives∫ π

−π
dξj

[
| sin(ξ1 + η1)||Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|
]2

≲
1

⟨t0⟩
4
7

. (459)

Similarly, the quantity that involves ξj , j = n+ 2, · · · , 2n+ 1 can also be bounded as∫ π

−π
dξj

[
| sin(η1)||Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξj)|
]2

≲
1

⟨t0⟩
4
7

. (460)

Next, we bound the quantity that involves ξ2n+2. A similar argument also gives∫ π

−π
dξ2n+2|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+2)|2

≲
∫
Tϵξ2n+2

[
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξ2n+2)|
1
3

+
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξ2n+2)|
2
3

]2
+ ϵξ2n+2

≲
∫
Tϵξ2n+2

[
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξ2n+2)|
2
3

+
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξ2n+2)|
4
3

]
+ ϵξ2n+2

≲

[
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1)|
2
3

+
1

|t0ϵξ2n+2 sin(ξ1 + η1)|
4
3

]
+ ϵξ2n+2 .

(461)

Balancing ϵξ2n+2 by choosing ϵξ2n+2 = |t0 sin(ξ1 + η1)|−
4
7 gives∫ π

−π
dξ2n+2|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+2)|2 ≲
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1)|
2
3

+
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1)|
4
7

. (462)

Next, we estimate

|Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|2 ≤ |Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|ϵ|Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|2−ϵ ≤ |Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|ϵ,

for some constant ϵ > 0 to be fixed later. Integrating this inequality gives∫ π

−π
dξ2n+3|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|2 ≲
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+3|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|ϵ

≲
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+3

[
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξ2n+3)|
1
3

+
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξ2n+3)|
2
3

]ϵ

≲
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+3

[
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξ2n+3)|
ϵ
3

+
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin(2ξ2n+3)|
2ϵ
3

]

≲
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1)|
ϵ
3

+
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1)|
2ϵ
3

(463)

under the constraint that 0 < ϵ < 3
2 . Combining (462)-(463) yields∫ π

−π
dξ2n+2|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+2)|2
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+3|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|2

≲
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1)|
2+ϵ
3

+
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1)|
4
7
+ 2ϵ

3

.
(464)
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Choosing ϵ < 9
14 , then

2+ϵ
3 < 1 and 4

7 + 2ϵ
3 < 4

7 + 3
7 = 1, we estimate∫ π

−π
dξ1

∫ π

−π
dξ2n+2|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+2)|2
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+3|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|2

≲
∫ π

−π
dξ1

[ 1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1)|
2+ϵ
3

+
1

|t0 sin(ξ1 + η1)|
4
7
+ 2ϵ

3

]
≲

1

|t0|
2+ϵ
3

+
1

|t0|
4
7
+ 2ϵ

3

.

(465)

Choosing ϵ = 3
5 <

9
14 , then

2+ϵ
3 = 13

15 and 4
7 + 2ϵ

3 = 34
35 , we find∫ π

−π
dξ1

∫ π

−π
dξ2n+2|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+2)|2
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+3|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+3)|2 ≲
1

⟨|t0|⟩
13
15

. (466)

And finally, by the same argument, we estimate the quantity that involves ξ2n+4 and ξ2n+5∫ π

−π
dη1

∫ π

−π
dξ2n+4|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+4)|2
∫ π

−π
dξ2n+5|Aa

j (ξ1, η1, ξ2n+5)|2 ≲
1

⟨|t0|⟩
13
15

. (467)

Combining (456)-(459)-(460)-(466)-(467), we obtain∑
m∈Zd

|FKer(m, t0)|4 ≲
1

⟨t0⟩
8n
7
+ 26

15

, (468)

meaning ∑
m∈Zd

|FKer(m, t0)|4
 1

4

≲
1

⟨t0⟩
2n
7
+ 13

30

, (469)

which yields the conclusion (425) of the lemma. The second estimate (426) is simply an easy conse-
quence. □

Lemma 22. There exists a universal constant CFKer,3 > 0 independent of t0 and λ, such that

∥FKer(·, t0)∥l3 ≤ CFKer,3⟨t0⟩−
4n
21

− 13
45 for d > 2n+ 5,

∥FKer(·, t0)∥l3 ≤ CFKer,3⟨t0⟩−
4n
21 for d ≤ 2n+ 5.

(470)

Proof. The proof is the same with that of Lemma 18. □

4.5. A convolution estimate involving the kernel. We follow the same notations used in Section
4.1. The goal of this subsection is to estimate the following quantity

FKern(x, t) =

∫
Td

dk| sin(2πk10)|2| sin(2πk1)|2| sin(2π(k10 + k1)|2ei2πx·keitω(k)+itω(−k0−k), (471)

Similar as in (189)-(191), we define ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξd) = 2πk ∈ [−π, π]d, ξ∗ = (ξ∗1 , · · · , ξ∗d) = 2πk0 ∈
[−π, π]d, and rewrite (471) as

FKern(x, t) =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ| sin(ξ∗1)|2| sin(ξ1)|2| sin(ξ∗1 + ξ1)|2eix·ξeitω(ξ)+itω(−ξ∗−ξ). (472)

Next, we will prove an estimate that involves the l4-norm of FKern.

Lemma 23. There exists a universal constant CF̃Kern,2 > 0 independent of t, such that

∥FKern(·, t)∥l4 ≤ CF̃Kern,2

| sin(ξ∗1)|2

⟨|t|| sin(ξ∗1)|⟩
1
10

−
. (473)
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Proof. We first write

|FKern(x, t)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξeix·ξ
∫ π

−π
dη1| sin(ξ∗1)|4| sin(ξ1 + η1)|2| sin(ξ∗1 + ξ1 + η1)|2

| sin(η1)|2| sin(ξ∗1 + η1)|2 exp
(
it sin3(ξ1 + η1)− it sin3(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1)− it sin3(η1) + it sin3(η1 + ξ∗1)

)
×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dηj exp

(
it0 sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj)− it0 sin(η1) sin
2(ηj)

− it sin(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1) sin
2(ξj + ηj + ξ∗j ) + it sin(η1 + ξ∗1) sin

2(ηj + ξ∗j )
)]
.

(474)
By the Plancherel theorem, we obtain

∥FKern(·, t)∥4l4 =
∑
x∈Zd

|FKern(x, t)|4

=

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1| sin(ξ∗1)|4| sin(ξ1 + η1)|2| sin(ξ∗1 + ξ1 + η1)|2| sin(η1)|2| sin(ξ∗1 + η1)|2

× exp
(
it sin3(ξ1 + η1)− it sin3(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1)− it sin3(η1) + it sin3(η1 + ξ∗1)

)
×
[ d∏
j=2

∫ π

−π
dηj exp

(
it sin(ξ1 + η1) sin

2(ξj + ηj)− it sin(η1) sin
2(ηj)

− it sin(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1) sin
2(ξj + ηj + ξ∗j ) + it sin(η1 + ξ∗1) sin

2(ηj + ξ∗j )
)]∣∣∣2.

(475)

We define for 2 ≤ j ≤ d

Aj(ξ1, η1, ξj) =

∫ π

−π
dηje

iBj(ξ1,η1,ξj ,ηj), (476)

where

Bj(ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = t sin(ξ1 + η1) sin
2(ξj + ηj) − t sin(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1) sin

2(ξj + ηj + ξ∗j )

− t sin(η1) sin
2(ηj) + t sin(η1 + ξ∗1) sin

2(ηj + ξ∗j ),
(477)

and
B1(ξ1, η1) = t sin3(ξ1 + η1)− t sin3(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1)− t sin3(η1) + t sin3(η1 + ξ∗1), (478)

yielding∑
x∈Zd

|FKern(x, t)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1| sin(ξ∗1)|4| sin(ξ1 + η1)|2| sin(ξ∗1 + ξ1 + η1)|2

× | sin(η1)|2| sin(ξ∗1 + η1)|2
d∏

j=2

Aj(ξ1, η1, ξj)e
iB1(ξ1,η1)

∣∣∣2. (479)

We rewrite the phase Bj as the sum of

Ba
j (ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = − t

2
sin(ξ1 + η1) cos(2ξj + 2ηj) +

t

2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1) cos(2ξj + 2ηj + 2ξ∗j )

+
t

2
sin(η1) cos(2ηj) − t

2
sin(η1 + ξ∗1) cos(2ηj + 2ξ∗j ),

(480)

and

Bb
j(ξ1, η1) =

t

2
sin(ξ1 + η1)−

t

2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1)−

t

2
sin(η1) +

t

2
sin(η1 + ξ∗1). (481)
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The oscillatory integral Aj can now be written Aj = eiB
b
j
∫ π
−π dηje

iBa
j . We rewrite Ba

j as follows

Ba
j (ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = − Re

[
ei2ξj+i2ηj

( t
2
sin(ξ1 + η1)−

t

2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j
)]

+ Re
[
ei2ηj

( t
2
sin(η1) − t

2
sin(η1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j
)]
.

(482)

Setting

C1
j =

t

2
sin(ξ1 + η1)−

t

2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j , C2
j =

t

2
sin(η1) − t

2
sin(η1 + ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j ,

we write

Ba
j (ξ1, η1, ξj , ηj) = − Re

[
ei2ξj+i2ηjC1

j

]
+ Re

[
ei2ηjC2

j

]
, Aa

j =

∫ π

−π
dηje

iBa
j . (483)

We combine the phases Bb
j and B1

Ba
1 = B1 +

d∑
j=2

Bb
j = t

[
sin3(ξ1 + η1) +

d− 1

2
sin(ξ1 + η1)

]
− t
[
sin3(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1) +

d− 1

2
sin(ξ1 + η1 + ξ∗1)

]
− t
[
sin3(η1) +

d− 1

2
sin(η1)

]
+ t
[
sin3(η1 + ξ∗1) +

d− 1

2
sin(η1 + ξ∗1)

]
,

(484)

and obtain∑
x∈Zd

|FKern(x, t)|2 =

∫
[−π,π]d

dξ
∣∣∣ ∫ π

−π
dη1| sin(ξ∗1)|4| sin(ξ1 + η1)|2| sin(ξ∗1 + ξ1 + η1)|2

× | sin(η1)|2| sin(ξ∗1 + η1)|2
d∏

j=2

Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)e

iBa
1(ξ1,η1)

∣∣∣2
≤
∫
[−π,π]d

dξ

∫ π

−π
dη1| sin(ξ∗1)|8

d∏
j=2

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣2.
(485)

We now set
C1
j = Ξ1

je
i2Υ1

j , C2
j = Ξ2

je
i2Υ2

j , (486)

with Ξ1
j ,Ξ

2
j ∈ R+ and Υ1

j ,Υ
2
j ∈ [−π, π], then

Ξ1
j =

∣∣∣( t
2
− t

2
cos(ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j
)
sin(ξ1 + η1) +

(
− t

2
sin(ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j
)
cos(ξ1 + η1)

∣∣∣. (487)

Next, we will perform an a priori estimate on Ξ1
j . Setting

cos(Υ∗(j)) =
∣∣∣1− cos(ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣[∣∣∣1− cos(ξ∗1)e
i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣2 +
∣∣∣ sin(ξ∗1)ei2ξ∗j ∣∣∣2]− 1

2

=

√
1 + cos2(ξ∗1)− 2 cos(ξ∗1) cos(2ξ

∗
j )√

2− 2 cos(ξ∗1) cos(2ξ
∗
j )

,

sin(Υ∗(j)) =
∣∣∣ sin(ξ∗1)ei2ξ∗j ∣∣∣[∣∣∣1− cos(ξ∗1)e

i2ξ∗j

∣∣∣2 +
∣∣∣ sin(ξ∗1)ei2ξ∗j ∣∣∣2]− 1

2
=

| sin(ξ∗1)|√
2− 2 cos(ξ∗1) cos(2ξ

∗
j )
,

(488)
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with Υ∗ ∈ [0, π/2], we then find

Ξ1
j =

|t|
2

√
2− 2 cos(ξ∗1) cos(2ξ

∗
j )
∣∣∣ cos(Υ∗) sin(ξ1 + η1)e

iℵ1 + sin(Υ∗) cos(ξ1 + η1)e
iℵ2

∣∣∣, (489)

for some angles ℵ1,ℵ2. As a consequence, similar with (226)-(227), we bound

Ξ1
j ≳ |t|

√
2− 2 cos(ξ∗1) cos(2ξ

∗
j )
[
[cos2(Υ∗) sin

2(ξ1 + η1) + sin2(Υ∗) cos
2(ξ1 + η1)]

1
2

× [1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|]
1
2 + | sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗)|| cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|

1
2

]
,

(490)

and, by the same argument, we also bound

Ξ2
j ≳ |t|

√
2− 2 cos(ξ∗1) cos(2ξ

∗
j )
[
[cos2(Υ∗) sin

2(η1) + sin2(Υ∗) cos
2(η1)]

1
2

× [1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|]
1
2 + | sin(η1 −Υ∗)|| cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|

1
2

]
.

(491)

Notice that, by the definition (489), we find ℵj
2 = 2ξ∗j and ℵj

1 = arctan
(

cos(ξ∗1) sin(2ξ
∗
j )

cos(ξ∗1) cos(2ξ
∗
j )−1

)
. Observing

that

| sin(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)| ≤ | tan(ℵj
1)− tan(ℵj

2)| =
∣∣∣ cos(ξ∗1) sin(2ξ

∗
j )

cos(ξ∗1) cos(2ξ
∗
j )− 1

− tan(2ξ∗j )
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣ sin(2ξ∗j )

cos(2ξ∗j )(1− cos(2ξ∗j ) cos(ξ
∗
1))

∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣ sin(2ξ∗j )

cos(2ξ∗j )(1− cos(2ξ∗j ))

∣∣∣, (492)

we then deduce

| cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)| ≥
[
1−

∣∣∣ sin(2ξ∗j )

cos(2ξ∗j )(1− cos(2ξ∗j ))

∣∣∣2] 1
2
. (493)

Now, by (165), we have [1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)|] ≳ | sin(2ξ∗j )|2. We thus bound

Ξ1
j ≳ |t|| sin(ξ∗1)|| sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗)|| sin(2ξ∗j )|

+ |t|
√

2− 2 cos(ξ∗1) cos(2ξ
∗
j )| sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗)|

[
1−

∣∣∣ sin(2ξ∗j )

cos(2ξ∗j )(1− cos(2ξ∗j ))

∣∣∣2] 1
4

≳ |t|| sin(ξ∗1)|| sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗)|| sin(2ξ∗j )|

+ |t|
√

2− 2 cos(ξ∗1)| sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗)|
[
1−

∣∣∣ sin(2ξ∗j )

cos(2ξ∗j )(1− cos(2ξ∗j ))

∣∣∣2] 1
4

≳ Ξ1,a
j | sin(2ξ∗j )| + Ξ1,a

j

[
1−

∣∣∣ sin(2ξ∗j )

cos(2ξ∗j )(1− cos(2ξ∗j ))

∣∣∣2] 1
4
,

(494)

with Ξ1,a
j = |t|| sin(ξ∗1)|| sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗)| ≤ 2|t|| sin(ξ∗1/2)| | sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗)|. Similarly, we can also

bound

Ξ2
j ≳ Ξ2,a

j | sin(2ξ∗j )| + Ξ2,a
j

[
1−

∣∣∣ sin(2ξ∗j )

cos(2ξ∗j )(1− cos(2ξ∗j ))

∣∣∣2] 1
4
, (495)

with Ξ2,a
j = |t|| sin(ξ∗1)|| sin(η1−Υ∗)|. The two inequalities (494) and (495) imply that, when | sin(2ξ∗j )|

is small, then
[
1 −

∣∣∣ sin(2ξ∗j )

cos(2ξ∗j )(1−cos(2ξ∗j ))

∣∣∣2] 1
4
≳ 1, thus, we use Ξ1,a

j and Ξ2,a
j as the lower bound for Ξ1

j

and Ξ2
j . When | sin(2ξ∗j )| ≳ 1, we can still use Ξ1,a

j and Ξ2,a
j as the lower bound for Ξ1

j and Ξ2
j .

We next set

Tξj :=
{
ξj

∣∣∣ | sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j − 2Υ2

j )| > ϵξj

}
, j = 2, · · · , d.
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Under the constraint that |t|| sin(ξ∗1)|ϵ2ξj >> 1, by the same strategy used in Step 1 of the Proof of

Lemma 12, we have the following two bounds for ξj ∈ Tξj

|Aa
j | ≲

1

|t|| sin(ξ∗1)|min{| sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗(j))|, | sin(η1 −Υ∗(j))|}| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j − 2Υ2

j )|2

+
1√

|t|| sin(ξ∗1)|min{| sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗(j))|, | sin(η1 −Υ∗(j))|}| sin(2ξj + 2Υ1
j − 2Υ2

j )|
.

(496)
For ξj /∈ Tξj , we simply have ∫

[−π,π]\Tξj

dξj |Aa
j |2 ≤ ϵξj . (497)

Thus, by balancing ϵξj , we find∫
[−π,π]

dξj |Aa
j |2 ≲

1

|t|
2
5 | sin(ξ∗1)|

2
5 min{| sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗(j))|, | sin(η1 −Υ∗(j))|}

2
5

. (498)

By the trivial bound |Aa
j | ≲ 1, we also have, for 0 < ϵ ≤ 1∫

[−π,π]
dξj |Aa

j |2 ≲
[ ∫

[−π,π]
dξj |Aa

j |2
]ϵ

≲
1

[|t|
2
5 | sin(ξ∗1)|

2
5 min{| sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗(j))|, | sin(η1 −Υ∗(j))|}

2
5 ]ϵ
,∫

[−π,π]
dξj |Aa

j |2 ≲
[ ∫

[−π,π]
dξj |Aa

j |2
]ϵ

≲
1

[|t|
2
5 | sin(ξ∗1)|

2
5 min{| sin(ξ1 + η1 −Υ∗(j))|, | sin(η1 −Υ∗(j))|}

2
5 ]ϵ
.

(499)

From (485), we deduce∑
x∈Zd

|FKern(x, t)|4 ≤ | sin(ξ∗1)|8
∫ π

−π
dη1

∫ π

−π
dξ1

d∏
j=2

∫
[−π,π]

dξj

∣∣∣Aa
j (ξ1, η1, ξj)

∣∣∣2. (500)

The same argument used in the final step of the Proof of Lemma 12 can be reiterated, using (498)
and (499), yielding ∑

x∈Zd

|FKern(x, t)|4 ≤ | sin(ξ∗1)|8
1

⟨|t|| sin(ξ∗1)|⟩2/5−
. (501)

□

4.6. Estimates of the collision operators. We follow the same notations used in Section 4.1.

Remark 24. As ω vanishes on a the ghost manifold, the oscillatory integrals created by the dispersion
ω do not have as much decay in time, in comparison with those created by the dispersion relation of
the Schrödinger equation. However, as we could see from Lemma 21, thanks to some refined estimates
concerning the kernels, we have sufficient decays in time to define the resonance appearing in the
collision operators. This is the main idea of Lemma 26.

Remark 25. In the definition of Qcolli
1 below, F1 is a function of k1, while in the definition of Qcolli

2 , F1

is a function of k0, as they will be later applied to different types of ladder operators, discussed after
inequality (728).
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Lemma 26. Let 1 > υ > 0 be a positive constant, suppose that d ≥ 2, we define the following
operators, for all k0, k1, k2 ∈ Td, σ0, σ1, σ2 ∈ {±1}, and for any constant To > 0

F1, F2 ∈ L4(Td) −→ Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s](k0) :=

eisσ0ω(k0)

∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e
isσ1ω(k1)

× F1(k1)F2(k2)e
isσ2ω(k2)| sin(2πk11)|| sin(2πk12)|,

(502)

F1 ∈ L∞(Td), F2 ∈ L4(Td) −→ Qcolli
2 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s](k0) :=

eisσ0ω(k0)

∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e
isσ1ω(k1)| sin(2πk11)|

× | sin(2πk10)|F1(k0)F2(k2)e
isσ2ω(k2)| sin(2πk12)|,

(503)

F1 ∈ L4(Td) −→ Qcolli
3 [F1, σ0, σ1, σ2, s](k0) :=

eisσ0ω(k0)

∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e
isσ1ω(k1)| sin(2πk10)|| sin(2πk11)|

× F1(k1)e
isσ2ω(k2)| sin(2πk12)|.

(504)

Moreover, we also define

F1, F2 ∈ L4(Td), ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Td × (−∞,∞)) −→ O1

υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ] :=∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−υ|s|

∫∫∫
(Td)3

dk0dk1dk2

[
δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e

is[σ0ω(k0)+σ1ω(k1)+σ2ω(k2)]

× | sin(2πk11)|| sin(2πk12)|F1(k1)F2(k2)ϕ(k0, s)
]
,

(505)

and

F2 ∈ L4(Td), F1 ∈ L∞(Td), ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Td × (−∞,∞)) −→ O2

υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ] :=∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−υ|s|

∫∫∫
(Td)3

dk0dk1dk2

[
δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e

is[σ0ω(k0)+σ1ω(k1)+σ2ω(k2)]

× | sin(2πk10)|| sin(2πk11)|| sin(2πk12)|F1(k0)F2(k2)ϕ(k0, s)
]
,

(506)

where k0 = (k10, · · · , kd0), k1 = (k11, · · · , kd1), k2 = (k12, · · · , kd2) ∈ Td.
The following claims then hold true.

(a) There exists a constant M > 1 such that we have

lim
υ→0

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−υ|s|

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4

=

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4
,

(507)

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds
∥∥∥Qcolli

1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]
∥∥∥M

L4
≲ ∥| sin(2πk1)|F1∥M

L4∥| sin(2πk1)|F2∥M
L4 . (508)

and
lim
υ→0

O1
υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ] = O1

0,λ[F1, F2][ϕ]. (509)
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(b) Moreover, we also have

lim
υ→0

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−υ|s|

∥∥∥Qcolli
2 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4

=

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π

∥∥∥Qcolli
2 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4
,

(510)

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds
∥∥∥Qcolli

2 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]
∥∥∥M

L4
≲ ∥| sin(2πk1)|F1(k)∥M

L∞∥| sin(2πk1)|F2∥M
L4 , (511)

with k = (k1, · · · , kd) ∈ Td, and

lim
υ→0

O2
υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ] = O2

0,λ[F1, F2][ϕ]. (512)

(c) For ϕ = e−ℓ|s| and for any constant c > 0, we set

O1,c
υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ] =

∫∫∫{
k0,k1,k2∈Td

∣∣|σ0ω(k0)+σ1ω(k1)+σ2ω(k2)|<c
} dk0dk1dk2

1

π[(υ + ℓ)2 + (σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))2]

{
(υ + ℓ)− e−Toλ−2(υ+ℓ)

[
cos(λ−2To(σ0ω(k0)

+ σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))(υ + ℓ)− (σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))

× sin(λ−2To(σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))
]}[

δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1

+ σ2k2)| sin(2πk11)|| sin(2πk12)|F1(k1)F2(k2)
]
.

(513)

Then for all c > 0

lim
υ+ℓ→0

lim
λ→0

|O1
υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ]−O1,c

υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ]| = 0. (514)

(d) For ϕ = e−ℓ|s| and for any constant c > 0, we set

O2,c
υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ] =

∫∫∫{
k0,k1,k2∈Td

∣∣|σ0ω(k0)+σ1ω(k1)+σ2ω(k2)|<c
} dk0dk1dk2

1

π[(υ + ℓ)2 + (σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω∞(k2))2]

{
(υ + ℓ)− e−Toλ−2(υ+ℓ)

[
cos(λ−2To(σ0ω(k0)

+ σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))(υ + ℓ)− (σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))

× sin(λ−2To(σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))
]}

×
[
δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)| sin(2πk10)|| sin(2πk11)|| sin(2πk12)|F1(k0)F2(k2)

]
.

(515)

Then for all c > 0

lim
υ+ℓ→0

lim
λ→0

|O2
υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ]−O2,c

υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ]| = 0. (516)

(e) The following bounds hold true for the collision operators Qcolli
1

∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]∥L∞ ≲

∥∥∥| sin(2πk1)|F1(k)
∥∥∥
L4

∥∥∥| sin(2πk1)|F2(k)
∥∥∥
L4
, (517)

and Qcolli
2

∥Qcolli
2 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]∥L∞ ≲

∥∥∥| sin(2πk1)|F1(k)
∥∥∥
L∞

∥∥∥| sin(2πk1)|F2(k)
∥∥∥
L4
. (518)
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(f) For any ∞ ≥ p > 2[ ∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds
∥∥∥Qcolli

3 [F1, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]
∥∥∥M

Lp

] 1
M

≲ ∥| sin(2πk1)|F1∥L4 . (519)

Proof. We first rewrite O1
υ,λ as

O1
υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ] =

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−υ|s|

∫
Td

dk0Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s](k0)ϕ(k0), (520)

for all F1, F2 ∈ L4(Td), ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Td × (−∞,∞)). While the constraint on M will be specified later,

we denote by M ′ the conjugate of M i.e. 1
M + 1

M ′ = 1. By Hölder’s inequality, we bound

|O1
υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ]| ≤

[ ∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−2Mυ|s|

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s](k0)

∥∥∥M

L4

] 1
M
[ ∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
∥ϕ∥M ′

L
4
3

] 1
M′

≤
[ ∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−2Mυ|s|

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s](k0)

∥∥∥M

L4

] 1
M
[ ∫ ∞

−∞

ds

π
∥ϕ∥M ′

L
4
3

] 1
M′
.

(521)
The norm of the operator O1

υ,λ[F ] is bounded as∥∥∥O1
υ,λ[F1, F2]

∥∥∥M
≤ O1

o,υ,λ[F ] :=

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−2Mυ|s|

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4
. (522)

Using the identity

δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2) =
∑
y∈Zd

ei2πy·(σ0k0+σ1k1+σ2k2),

we develop

Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s](k0)

= eisσ0ω(k0)

∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e
isσ1ω(k1)| sin(2πk11)|

× F1(k1)F2(k2)e
isσ2ω(k2)| sin(2πk12)|

= eisσ0ω(k0)
∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·y
∫∫

(Td)2
dk1dk2e

i2πy·σ1k1+isσ1ω(k1)F1(k1)F2(−σ2σ0k0 − σ2σ1k1)[1 + |k2|2]d+2

× | sin(2πk11)|| sin(2πk12)|ei2πy·σ2k2+isσ2ω(k2)[1 + |σ2σ0k0 + σ2σ1k1|2]−d−2

= eisσ0ω(k0)
∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·yFF1F2(y, sσ1)F
o(y, sσ2),

(523)
in which

FF1F2(x, t) =

∫
Td

dk| sin(2πk1)|| sin(2π(−σ2σ0k10 − σ2σ1k
1))|ei2πx·keitω(k)F1(k)F2(−σ2σ0k0 − σ2σ1k)

× [1 + |σ2σ0k0 + σ2σ1k|2]−d−2eitσ1σ2ω(−σ2σ0k0−σ2σ1k),
(524)

Fo(x) =

∫
Td

dkei2πx·k[1 + |k|2]d+2.
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Using Hölder’s inequality for the y variable, we find∥∥∥∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e
isσ0ω(k0)eisσ1ω(k1)| sin(2πk11)|

× F1(k1)F2(k2)e
isσ2ω(k2)| sin(2πk12)|

∥∥∥
L4

≤
∥∥∥ ∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·yFF1F2(y, sσ1)F
o(y)

∥∥∥
L4

≤
∥∥∥ ∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·yFF1F2(y, sσ1)F
o(y)

∥∥∥
L∞

≤ ∥FF1F2(y, sσ1)F
o(y)∥l1

≤ ∥FF1F2(y, sσ1)∥l8∥Fo(y)∥
l
8
7
.

(525)

We have

∥Fo(y)∥
l
8
7

≲ 1, (526)

which, in combination with (525), yields∥∥∥∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e
isσ0ω(k0)| sin(2πk11)|

× F1(k1)F2(k2)e
isσ2ω(k2)| sin(2πk12)|ei2πk0·x0

∥∥∥
L4

≲ ∥FF1F2(·, sσ1)∥l8 .
(527)

Next, we bound

O1
o,υ,λ[F ] =

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−2υ|s|

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4

≲
∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds∥FF1F2(y, sσ1)∥M
l8 .

(528)

We now estimate the integral of the first term on the right hand side of (528) using a TT ∗ argu-

ment. We choose G̃(y, s) to be a test function in LM ′
([−Toλ−2, Toλ

−2], l
8
7 (Zd)) i. e.

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2 ds[∑
y∈Zd |G̃(y, s)|

8
7

]7M ′/8
<∞ and develop

∣∣∣ ∑
y∈Zd

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

dsFF1F2(y, sσ1)G̃(y, s)
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣ ∑
y∈Zd

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

∫
Td

dk| sin(2πk1)|ei2πx·k| sin(−σ2σ0k10 − σ2σ1k
1)|eisσ2ω(−σ2σ0k0−σ2σ1k)

× eisσ1ω(k)F1(k)F2(−σ2σ0k0 − σ2σ1k)[1 + |σ2σ0k0 + σ2σ1k|2]−d−2G̃(y, s)
∣∣∣

(529)

We study the L2-norm in k∥∥∥ ∑
y∈Zd

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds| sin(2πk1)|ei2πx·keisσ1ω(k)eisσ2ω(−σ2σ0k0−σ2σ1k)G̃(y, s)
∥∥∥2
L2
, (530)
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which we will expand and bound as follows∣∣∣ ∑
y,y′∈Zd

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds′
∫
Td

dk| sin(2πk1)|2ei2πy·keisσ1ω(k)eisσ2ω(−σ2σ0k0−σ2σ1k)

× e−i2πy′·ke−is′σ1ω(k)e−is′σ2ω(−σ2σ0k0−σ2σ1k)G̃(y, s)G̃(y′, s′)
∣∣∣

≲
∣∣∣ ∑
y,y′∈Zd

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds′FKer(y − y′, s− s′)G̃(y, s)G̃(y′, s′)
∣∣∣

≲
∣∣∣ ∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds′∥FKern(·, s− s′)∥l4
[∑

y

|G̃(y, s)|
8
7

] 7
8
[∑

y′

|G̃(y′, s′)|
8
7

]∣∣∣ 78

≲

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

∑
y∈Zd

|G̃(y, s)|
8
7

7M ′/8


2
M′ [∫ 2Toλ−2

−2Toλ−2

ds∥FKern(·, s)∥
M
2

l4

] 2
M

,

(531)

in which

FKern(x, s) =

∫
Td

dk| sin(2πk10)|2| sin(2πk1)|2| sin(2π(σ0k10 + σ1k
1))|2ei2πx·k

× eisω(σ1k)+isσ2ω(−σ0k0−σ1k).

(532)

Now, applying the estimate proved in Lemma 23 to the right hand side of (531), we find∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

∑
y∈Zd

|G̃(y, s)|
8
7

7M ′/8


2
M′ [∫ 2Toλ−2

−2Toλ−2

ds
1

⟨s⟩
M
10

−

] 2
M

≲

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

∑
y∈Zd

|G̃(y, s)|
8
7

7M ′/8


2
M′

,

(533)

which yields, for M large∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds∥FF1F2(y, sσ1)∥M
l8 ≲ ∥| sin(2πk1)|F1∥M

L4∥| sin(2πk1)|F2∥M
L4 . (534)

Combining (528) and (534), we find

O1
o,υ,λ[F1, F2] ≲ ∥| sin(2πk1)|F2∥L4∥| sin(2πk1)|F1∥L4 . (535)

The dominated convergence theorem yields the following limits,

lim
υ→0

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−υ|s|

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4

=

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4
,

(536)
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and

lim
λ→0

lim
υ→0

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−υ|s|

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4

=

∫ ∞

−∞

ds

π

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4
.

(537)

As the norm ∥O1
υ,λ∥ of the operator O1

υ,λ is bounded by a universal constant

lim
υ→0

∥O1
υ,λ[F1, F2]∥(k) ≲ ∥| sin(2πk1)|F2∥L4∥| sin(2πk1)|F1∥L4 (538)

and

lim
λ→0

lim
υ→0

∥O1
υ,λ[F1, F2]∥(k) ≲ ∥| sin(2πk1)|F2∥L4∥| sin(2πk1)|F1∥L4 . (539)

The conclusions (507), (508), (509) of (a) follow.
Let us now prove (b). We now rewrite O2

υ,λ as

O2
υ,λ[F1, F2][ϕ] =

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−υ|s|

∫
Td

dk0Qcolli
2 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s](k0)ϕ(k0), (540)

for all F1, F2 ∈ C∞(Td) and ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Td × (−∞,∞)). Again, by Hölder’s inequality, the norm of the

operator O1
υ,λ[F ] is bounded as

∥∥∥O2
υ,λ[F1, F2]

∥∥∥M
≤ O2

o,υ,λ[F ] :=

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−υ|s|

∥∥∥Qcolli
2 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4

≤ ∥| sin(2πk1)|F1(k)∥M
L∞

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

π
e−υ|s|

∥∥∥Qcolli
1 [1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]

∥∥∥M

L4
.

(541)

As (541) involves Qcolli
1 , the argument used to prove (a) can be repeated. The only difference is that,

instead of (527), we use

∥∥∥∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e
isσ0ω(k0)eisσ1ω(k1)| sin(2πk11)|

× F2(k2)e
isσ2ω(k2)| sin(2πk12)|ei2πk0·x0

∥∥∥
L4

≲ ∥F1·F2(·, sσ2)∥l8 ,
(542)

which leads to the conclusions of (b).
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Next, we only prove (c) as the proof of (d) is quite the same. To this end, we compute

|O1,c
υ,λ[F ]−O1

υ,λ[F ]| =
∣∣∣ ∫∫∫{

|σ0ω(k0)+σ1ω(k1)+σ2ω(k2)|≥c
} dk0dk1dk2

1

π[(υ + ℓ)2 + (σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))2]

{
(υ + ℓ)− e−Toλ−2(υ+ℓ)

[
cos(λ−2To(σ0ω(k0)

+ σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))(υ + ℓ)− (σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))

× sin(λ−2To(σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))
]}

×
[
δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)| sin(2πk10)|| sin(2πk11)|| sin(2πk12)|F1(k0)F2(k2)

]
≲
∣∣∣ ∫∫∫{

|σ0ω(k0)+σ1ω(k1)+σ2ω(k2)|≥c
} dk0dk1dk2 1

π[(υ + ℓ)2 + c2]

{
(υ + ℓ)

− e−Toλ−2(υ+ℓ)
[
cos(λ−2To(σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))(υ + ℓ)− (σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1)

+ σ2ω(k2)) sin(λ
−2To(σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2))

]}[
δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)

× | sin(2πk11)|| sin(2πk12)|F1(k1)F2(k2)
]∣∣∣,

(543)

which implies

lim
λ→0

|O1,c
υ,λ[F ]−O1

υ,λ[F ]| ≤
∣∣∣ ∫∫∫{

k′∈Td
∣∣|σ0ω(k0)+σ1ω(k1)+σ2ω(k2)|≥c

} dk0dk1dk2
(υ + ℓ)

π[(υ + ℓ)2 + c2]

[
δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e

is[σ0ω(k0)+σ1ω(k1)+σ2ω(k2)]

× | sin(2πk11)|| sin(2πk12)|F1(k1)F2(k2)
]∣∣∣.

(544)

Now, taking the limit υ + ℓ→ 0, we finally obtain

lim
υ+ℓ→0

lim
λ→0

|Oc
υ,λ[F ]−Oυ,λ[F ]| = 0, (545)

leading to (514).
We will now prove (e). From (523), we develop

∥Qcolli
1 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]∥L∞ =

∥∥∥ ∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·yFF1F2(y, sσ1)F
o(y, sσ2)

∥∥∥
L∞

≲
∥∥∥FF1F2(y, sσ1)F

F2(y, sσ2)
∥∥∥
l1

≲
∥∥∥| sin(2πk1)|F1

∥∥∥
L4

∥∥∥| sin(2πk1)|F2

∥∥∥
L4
,

(546)

with k = (k1, · · · , kd), which implies the following bound on Qcolli
2

∥Qcolli
2 [F1, F2, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]∥L∞

≲
∥∥∥| sin(2πk1)|F1(k)

∥∥∥
L∞

∥∥∥| sin(2πk1)|F2(k)
∥∥∥
L4
.

(547)
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We will now prove the last inequality (f). We develop

Qcolli
3 [F1, σ0, σ1, σ2, s](k0)

= eisσ0ω(k0)

∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e
isσ1ω(k1)| sin(2πk11)|

× F1(k1)e
−isω(σ0k10+σ1k11)| sin(2π(−σ0k0 − σ1k1))|

=eisσ0ω(k0)
∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·y
∫∫

(Td)2
dk1dk2e

i2πy·σ1k1+isσ1ω(k1)

× | sin(2πk10)|| sin(2πk11)|| sin(2π(σ0k0 + σ1k1))|ei2πy·σ2k2+isω(−σ0k0−σ1k1)F1(k1)

=eisσ0ω(k0)
∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·yF̃F1(y, sσ1)F
o(y),

(548)

in which

F̃F1(x, s) =

∫
Td

dk| sin(2πk10)|| sin(2πk1)|| sin(2π(σ0k10 + σ1k
1))|ei2πx·k

× eisω(σ1k)+isω(−σ0k0−σ1k)F1(k)[1 + |σ2σ0k0 + σ2σ1k|2]−d−2.

(549)

Using Hölder’s inequality for the y variable, we find

∥Qcolli
3 [F1, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]∥Lp ≤

∥∥∥ ∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·yF̃F1(y, sσ1)F
o(y)

∥∥∥
L∞

≤ ∥F̃F1(y, s)Fo(y)∥l1 ≤ ∥F̃F1(y, s)∥l8∥Fo(y)∥
l
8
7

≲ ∥F̃F1(y, s)∥l8 .
(550)

Next, we bound, similarly as above∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds
∥∥∥Qcolli

3 [F1, σ0, σ1, σ2, s]
∥∥∥M

Lp
≲
∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds∥F̃F1(y, s)∥M
l8 . (551)

We also estimate the integral on the right hand side of (551) using a TT ∗ argument by choosing G̃(y, s)

to be a test function in LM ′
([−Toλ−2, Toλ

−2], l
8
7 (Zd)) and develop

∣∣∣ ∑
y∈Zd

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

dsF̃F1(y, sσ1)G̃(y, s)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣ ∑
y∈Zd

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

∫
Td

dk| sin(2πk10)|

× | sin(2πk1)|| sin(2π(σ0k10 + σ1k
1))|ei2πx·keisω(σ1k)+isω(−σ0k0−σ1k)G̃(y, s)F1(k)[1 + |σ2σ0k0 + σ2σ1k|2]−d−2

∣∣∣,
(552)

which is expanded and bounded as follows∣∣∣ ∑
y,y′∈Zd

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds′
∫
Td

dk| sin(2πk10)|2| sin(2πk1)|2| sin(2π(σ0k10 + σ1k
1))|2ei2π(y−y′)·k

× ei(s−s′)ω(σ1k)+i(s−s′)ω(−σ0k0−σ1k)G̃(y, s)G̃(y′, s′)
∣∣∣

≲

∫ Toλ−2

−Toλ−2

ds

∑
y∈Zd

|G̃(y, s)|
8
7

7M ′/8


2
M′ [∫ 2Toλ−2

−2Toλ−2

ds∥FKern(y, s)∥
M
2

l4

] 2
M

.

(553)
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By (473), the same argument used to prove (a) can be applied yielding the conclusion of (f). □

Remark 27. Given k ∈ Td, the set of all k′ ∈ Td satisfying ω(k) + ω(k′) − ω(k + k′) = 0 forms a
resonance manifold. In order to analyze wave kinetic equations, understanding resonance manifolds
is an important step. The problem of analyzing resonance manifolds, as well as the near-resonance
consideration, has been studied in [46, 49, 79, 80, 83, 88, 96] for various types of dispersion relations.

4.7. An oscillatory integral bound. We follow the same notations used in Section 4.1.

Lemma 28. Let q be a sufficiently large positive constant. Let κ̃1, κ̃2, κ̃3 be fixed vectors in Td and
be different from each other; α1, α2, α3, α4 ∈ {±1} be fixed. We define the cut-off function Ψ̃(k1 +
κ̃1, κ̃2 − κ̃1, κ̃3 − κ̃1) = Ψ̌(2πk1 + 2πκ̃1, 2πκ̃2 − 2πκ̃1, 2πκ̃3 − 2πκ̃1). We have the following estimate[∫∫

R2

dr1dr2e
−qλ2|r1−r2|/2e−qλ2|r2|/2

×
∣∣∣∣∫

Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)Ψ̃(k1 + κ̃1, κ̃2 − κ̃1, κ̃3 − κ̃1)

∣∣∣∣ q2
] 1

q

≲ ⟨lnλ⟩Cλ−2/q+ϵ̄/qH̃,
(554)

for some constant C > 0, ϵ̄ > 0, where

H̃ :=
d∏

j=2

[
C̄
− 1

2qj

j + Ā
− 1

2qj

j

]√
F̃ (κ̃2 − κ̃1)

√
F̃ (κ̃3 − κ̃1), (555)

with F̃ (κ̃2 − κ̃1), F̃ (κ̃3 − κ̃1) are components of
√
Ψ̃ that depend only on κ̃2 − κ̃1 and κ̃3 − κ̃1

respectively, q2, · · · , qd are sufficiently large positive real numbers in (1,∞) such that 1
q2
+ · · ·+ 1

qd
= 2

q ,

and

Āj = |α3α1 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1))− α2α4 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))

+ α3α2 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)) cos(κ̃
1
2 − κ̃1

1) cos(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))

− α3α2 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)cos(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)) cos(κ̃
1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))|,

(556)

and

C̄j = | sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1) sin(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

3))|. (557)

Proof. We develop the left hand side of (554)∣∣∣ ∫
Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)Ψ̃

∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)

×

 ∑
m1,m2∈Zd

g(m1,m2)e
i2π[m1·k1+m2·(k1+κ̃2)]

 Ψ̃

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,
(558)
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where g is the function 1m1=01m2=0, which is the inverse Fourier transform of the function 1. Now,

distributing ei2π[m1·k1+m2·(k1+κ̃2)] into the terms inside the integral of k1, we find

∣∣∣ ∫
Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)Ψ̃

∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣ ∫

Td

dk1
∑

m1,m2∈Zd

g(m1,m2)e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)+i2π[m1·k1+m2·(k1+κ̃2)]Ψ̃

∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣ ∫

T2d

dk1dk∗δ(k∗ − k − κ̃2)
∑

m1,m2∈Zd

g(m1,m2)
√

Ψ̃(k + κ̃2)
√
Ψ̃(k∗)e

i2πm2·k∗

× e−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)+i2πm1·k1
∣∣∣.

(559)

By the identity
∑

y∈Zd ei2π(k∗−k1−κ̃2)·y = δ(k∗ − k1 − κ̃2), we deduce from (559) that

∣∣∣ ∫
Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)Ψ̃

∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣ ∫

T2d

dk1dk∗
∑
y∈Zd

ei2π(k∗−k1−κ̃2)·y
∑

m1,m2∈Zd

g(m1,m2)
√

Ψ̃(k1 + κ̃2)

× e−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)+i2πm1·k1
√

Ψ̃(k∗)e
i2πm2·k∗

∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣ ∫

T2d

dk1dk∗
∑
y∈Zd

e−i2πκ̃2·y
∑

m1,m2∈Zd

g(m1,m2)
√

Ψ̃(k1 + κ̃2)

× e−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)+i2π(m1−y)·k1
√

Ψ̃(k∗)e
i2π(m2+y)·k∗

∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

m1,m2∈Zd

g(m1,m2)
∑
y∈Zd

e−i2πκ̃2·yH1(m1 − y)H2(m2 + y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,

(560)

in which

H1(m) =

∫
Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)+i2πm·k1

√
Ψ̃(k1 + κ̃2),

H2(m) =

∫
Td

dk∗

√
Ψ̃(k∗)e

i2πm·k∗ .

(561)

By Höder’s inequality, applied to the right hand side of (559), it follows

∣∣∣ ∫
Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)Ψ̃

∣∣∣
≲

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

m1,m2∈Zd

g(m1,m2)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∥∥H1

∥∥
4

∥∥H2

∥∥
4
3
≲
∥∥H1

∥∥
4

∥∥H2

∥∥
4
3
,

(562)
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where we have used the fact that g is the inverse Fourier transform of the function 1. We will now
bound ∥H2

∥∥
4
3

∥H2

∥∥
4
3

=

∑
m∈Zd

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk∗Ψ̃e
i2πm·k∗

∣∣∣∣ 43


3
4

=

 ∑
m∈Zd\{0}

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
Td

dk∗

√
Ψ̃(k∗)

|i2πm|2d
∆d
(
ei2πm·k∗

)∣∣∣∣∣
4
3

+

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk∗Ψ̃(k∗)

∣∣∣∣ 43


3
4

=

 ∑
m∈Zd\{0}

1

|2πm|8d/3

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk∗∆
d
[√

Ψ̃(k∗)
]
ei2πm·k∗

∣∣∣∣ 43 +

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk∗Ψ̃(k∗)

∣∣∣∣ 43


3
4

≲

 ∑
m∈Zd\{0}

1

|2πm|8d/3


3
4 ∣∣∣∣∫

Td

dk∗

∣∣∣∆d
[√

Ψ̃(k∗)
]∣∣∣∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣∫

Td

dk∗Ψ̃(k∗)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH2 .

(563)

with CH2 > 0. As H2 clearly belongs to l
4
3 , whose bound introduces an additional factor of ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH2 ,

we obtain∣∣∣ ∫
Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)Ψ̃

∣∣∣ ≲ ∥∥H1

∥∥
4
⟨ln |λ|⟩CH2 . (564)

In the next step, we will apply inequality (197) to the specific case of H1.
To estimate H1, we first perform the change of variable k1 + κ̃1 → k1 and apply (197) for t0 =

r1α4 + r2α1, t1 = r2α2, t2 = r1α3, for V = κ̃2 − κ̃1 and W = κ̃3 − κ̃1, yielding

∥H1∥l4 ≲
d∏

j=2

〈
min

{∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣, ∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1)

+ r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣}|1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)||

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)√

Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)
√
Ψ̃(κ̃3 − κ̃1),

(565)

with κ̃i = (κ̃1
i , · · · , κ̃d

i ) for i = 1, 2, 3. The quantities ℵj
1 = ℵj

1(V,W ), ℵj
2 = ℵj

2(V,W ) are defined in
(153).

Now, when r∗ = t1/t2 = (1 + ϵr∗)r̃l for l = 1, 2, 3, as in (198) in which r̃l are defined in Lemma 10
and (199) is satisfied, we have the estimate, using (200)

∥H1∥l4 ≲ ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH1

d∏
j=2

〈{∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1)

+ r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣}| cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)√

Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)
√
Ψ̃(κ̃3 − κ̃1),

(566)

for some constant CH1 > 0. We denote

Sr1,r2 :=
{
(r1, r2) ∈ R2

∣∣∣ |(r∗ − r̃l)/r̃l| ≤ ϵr∗

}
, and S ′

r1,r2 = R2\Sr1,r2 . (567)
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Let us recall the definition above r∗ = t1/t2, in which t1 = r2α2, t2 = r1α3. Thus r∗ provides a relation
between r1, r2, which means Sr1,r2 is well-defined.

We then get

[∫∫
R2

dr1dr2e
−qλ2|r1−r2|/2e−qλ2|r2|/2

×
∣∣∣∣∫

Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)Ψ

∣∣∣∣ q2
] 1

q

≲⟨ln |λ|⟩CH1

{∫
R

∫
R
dr1dr2

{
e−λ2|r1−r2|2e−λ2|r2|2χSr1,r2

d∏
j=2

〈
min

{∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1

+ r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1) + r1α3 cos(κ̃1

3 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
3−κ̃j

1)
∣∣∣, ∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1)

+ r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣}|1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)||

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)√

Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)
√
Ψ̃(κ̃3 − κ̃1)

} q
2
} 1

q

+ ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH1

{∫
R

∫
R
dr1dr2

{
e−|r1−r2|e−|r2|χS′

r1,r2

√
Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)

√
Ψ̃(κ̃3 − κ̃1)

×
d∏

j=2

〈{∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1) + r1α3 cos(κ̃1

3 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
3−κ̃j

1)
∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1) + r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣}| cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)} q

2
} 1

q
,

(568)
where χSr1,r2

and χS′
r1,r2

are the characteristic functions of Sr1,r2 and S ′
r1,r2 , which are χSr1,r2

=

1 when (r1, r2) ∈ Sr1,r2 , χSr1,r2
= 0 when (r1, r2) /∈ Sr1,r2 , χS′

r1,r2
= 1 when (r1, r2) ∈ S ′

r1,r2 , χS′
r1,r2

=
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0 when (r1, r2) /∈ S ′
r1,r2 , yielding

[∫∫
R2

dr1dr2e
−qλ2|r1−r2|/2e−qλ2|r2|/2

×
∣∣∣∣∫

Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)Ψ̃

∣∣∣∣ q2
] 1

q

≲⟨ln |λ|⟩CH1

{∫
R

∫
R
dr1dr2

{
e−λ2|r1−r2|e−λ2|r2|χSr1,r2

d∏
j=2

{〈∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣|1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)||

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)

+
〈∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1) + r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣

× |1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)||
1
2

〉− 1
10
}√

Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)
√
Ψ̃(κ̃3 − κ̃1)

} q
2
} 1

q

+ ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH1

{∫
R

∫
R
dr1dr2

{
e−λ2|r1−r2|e−λ2|r2|χS′

r1,r2

d∏
j=2

〈{∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1+

r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1) + r1α3 cos(κ̃1

3 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
3−κ̃j

1)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1)

+ r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣}| cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)√

Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)
√
Ψ̃(κ̃3 − κ̃1)

} q
2
} 1

q
,

(569)

in which ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 are defined in (153). Note that in the above estimate, (197) is used for Sr1,r2 and (200)

is applied for S ′
r1,r2 .
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We then estimate (568) as[∫∫
R2

dr1dr2e
−qλ2|r1−r2|/2e−qλ2|r2|/2

×
∣∣∣∣∫

Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)Ψ̃

∣∣∣∣ q2
] 1

q

≲ ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH1

{∫
R

∫
R
dr1dr2

{
e−λ2|r1−r2|2e−λ2|r2|2

× χSr1,r2

d∏
j=2

{〈∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣|1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)||

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)

+
〈∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1)

+ r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣|1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)||

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)}√

Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)
√
Ψ̃(κ̃3 − κ̃1)

} q
2
} 1

q

+ ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH1

{∫
R

∫
R
dr1dr2

{
e−λ2|r1−r2|2e−λ2|r2|2

× χS′
r1,r2

d∏
j=2

〈{∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1)

+ r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣}| cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)√

Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)
√
Ψ̃(κ̃3 − κ̃1)

} q
2
} 1

q
,

(570)
which implies the following bound for (568)[∫∫

R2

dr1dr2e
−qλ2|r1−r2|/2e−qλ2|r2|/2

×
∣∣∣∣∫

Td

dk1e
−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1)−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)Ψ̃

∣∣∣∣ q2
] 1

q

≲ ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH1SA + ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH1SB,

(571)

where

SA :=

√√
Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)

√√
Ψ̃(κ̃3 − κ̃1)

{∫
R2

dr1dr2

{
e−λ2|r1−r2|e−λ2|r2|χSr1,r2

d∏
j=2

|1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)||
1
2

×
{〈∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1) + r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣〉−( 1

8
−)

+
〈∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1) + r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣〉−( 1

8
−)} q

2
} 1

q
,

(572)
and
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SB :=
{∫

R2

dr1dr2

{
e−λ2|r1−r2|e−λ2|r2|χS′

r1,r2

d∏
j=2

〈{∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1)

+ r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣}| cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)|

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)} q

2
} 1

q

√√
Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)

√√
Ψ̃(κ̃3 − κ̃1).

(573)
Next, we will estimate SA and SB separately.

Let q2, · · · , qd be positive real numbers in (1,∞) such that 1
q2

+ · · · + 1
qd

= 2
q . Observing that the

total power of r1 in the denominator is (d − 1)( q
16−), by increasing the value of q, we can choose

q2, · · · , qd such that qj(
1
8−) > 1 for j ∈ {2, · · · , d}. Applying Hölder’s inequality to the integrals of

r1, r2 in (571), we find

{∫
R2

dr1dr2

{
χSr1,r2

e−λ2|r1−r2|e−λ2|r2|
d∏

j=2

{〈∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣|1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)||

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)

+
〈∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1) + r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣|1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)||

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)}} q

2
} 2

q

≲
d∏

j=2

{∥∥∥χSr1,r2
e−λ2|r1−r2|−λ2|r2|

〈∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣|1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)||

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)∥∥∥

Lqj

+
∥∥∥χSr1,r2

e−λ2|r1−r2|−λ2|r2|
〈∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1) + r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣

× |1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)||
1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)∥∥∥

Lqj

}
,

(574)
in which the norms Lqj , with j ∈ {2, · · · , d}, are taken with respect to both r1, r2 variables. Since we
chose qj(

1
8−) > 1 with j ∈ {2, · · · , d}, all of those norms are bounded. We will estimate (574) below.
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Using inequality (155) of Lemma 10 to bound the angle term |1− | cos(ℵj
1 −ℵj

2)||
1
2 in the j-th term

in the product on the right hand side of (574), we estimate∥∥∥〈χSr1,r2
e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)

∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣|1− | cos(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)||

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)∥∥∥

Lqj

+
∥∥∥〈χSr1,r2

e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)
〈∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1) + r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣

× |1− | cos(ℵj
1 − ℵj

2)||
1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)∥∥∥

Lqj

≲
∣∣∣ ∫

R2

dr1dr2χSr1,r2
e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qj

〈∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣[ r21 + r22
|Ajr21 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22|

+ 1
]−1〉−qj(

1
8
−)∣∣∣ 1

qj

+
∣∣∣ ∫

R2

dr1dr2χSr1,r2
e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qj

〈∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣[ r21 + r22
|Ajr21 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22|

+ 1
]−1〉−qj(

1
8
−)∣∣∣ 1

qj .

(575)

Let us recall that, following inequality (155) of Lemma 10,

Aj = − α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)), Cj = −α2 sin(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) cos(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1)),

α2α3Bj = − sin[κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

2 ] sin[2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

2)]

− α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1))− α2 sin(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) cos(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1)),

(576)

for all j = 2, · · · , d. We also denote B̄j = α1 + α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1), Āj = α3 cos(κ̃1

3 −
κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
3−κ̃j

1)+α4, C̄j = α3 sin(κ̃1
3−κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1) and D̄j = α2 sin(κ̃1

2−κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1) for all j = 2, · · · , d,
and rewrite the right hand side of (575) as∣∣∣ ∫

R2

dr1dr2e
−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qjχSr1,r2

〈∣∣∣r1Āj + r2B̄j

∣∣∣[ r21 + r22
|Ajr21 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22|

+ 1
]−1〉−qj(

1
8
−)∣∣∣ 1

qj

+
∣∣∣ ∫

R2

dr1dr2e
−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qjχSr1,r2

×
〈∣∣∣r1C̄j + r2D̄j

∣∣∣[ r21 + r22
|Ajr21 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22|

+ 1
]−1〉−qj(

1
8
−)∣∣∣ 1

qj := U
1
qj

j + V
1
qj

j .

(577)

We will now estimate Uj and Vj . We develop Uj as follow

Uj =

∫
R2

dr1dr2

〈∣∣∣r1Āj + r2B̄j

∣∣∣ |Ajr
2
1 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22|

|Ajr21 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22|+ r21 + r22

〉−qj(
1
8
−)
e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qjχSr1,r2

.

(578)

Now, due to the cut-off functions

√√
Ψ̃(κ̃j

3 − κ̃j
1) and

√√
Ψ̃(κ̃j

2 − κ̃j
1), it follows that |Aj |, |Cj | ≥

C1
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

| lnλ|
−C2

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 > 0, for some constants C1

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

,C2
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0. We observe that

|Ajr
2
1 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22| = |Aj(r1 −R1r2)(r1 −R2r2)| ≥ |Aj ||r1 − Re(R1)r2||r1 − Re(R2)r2|,

(579)
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where R1 and R2 are the two solutions, which could be complex, of AjR2 + BjR + Cj = 0 and
Re(R1),Re(R2) are the real parts of R1,R2. We suppose that Re(R1),Re(R2) ̸= 0, as those points
making Re(R1),Re(R2) = 0 correspond to values of the angles that will be later integrated out.

Noticing that R1 = 1/R1, R2 = 1/R2 are also the solutions of Aj + BjR+ CjR
2
= 0.

Again, by setting r∗ = r1
r2
, we will now estimate the fraction appearing in the expression of Uj . Let

us recall the definition r∗ = t1/t2, in which t1 = r2α2, t2 = r1α3. Thus r∗ and r∗ are different only in
the signs. We divide this computation into two smaller cases.

First, we consider the case when |r∗| ≤ 4max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1 +ReR2|, 1}. We bound

Uj ≤
∫
R2

dr1dr2

〈∣∣∣r1Āj + r2B̄j

∣∣∣ |Ajr
2
1 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22|

r21 + r22 + |Ajr21 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22|

〉−qj(
1
8
−)

× e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qjχSr1,r2

≲
∫
R2

dr1dr2

〈
|r1Āj + r2B̄j |

|Aj(r
∗)2 + Bjr

∗ + Cj |
(r∗)2 + 1

〉−qj(
1
8
−)
e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qjχSr1,r2

≲
∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣ |r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj(r
∗)2 + Bjr

∗ + Cj |+ (r∗)2 + 1

(r∗)2 + 1

∣∣∣∣−ϵ̄j

×
〈 |r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj(r

∗)2 + Bjr
∗ + Cj |

(r∗)2 + 1

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qjχSr1,r2

≲
∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣ (r∗)2 + 1

|r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Ajr2∗ + Bjr∗ + Cj |+ (r∗)2 + 1

∣∣∣∣ϵ̄j
×
〈
|r1Āj + r2B̄j |

|Aj(r
∗)2 + Bjr

∗ + Cj |
(r∗)2 + 1

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qjχSr1,r2
,

(580)

for some small constant ϵ̄j > 0. By writing |Aj(r
∗)2 + Bjr∗ + Cj | = |Aj(r

∗ − R1)(r
∗ − R2)| ≥

|Aj ||r∗ − ReR1||r∗ − ReR2|, we deduce from (580) that

Uj ≲
∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣ (r∗)2 + 1

|r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj ||r∗ − ReR1||r∗ − ReR2|+ (r∗)2 + 1

∣∣∣∣ϵ̄j χSr1,r2

×
〈 |r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj ||r∗ − ReR1||r∗ − ReR2|

(r∗)2 + 1

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qj

≲
∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣ (r∗)2 + 1

|r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj ||r∗ − ReR1||r∗ − ReR2|

∣∣∣∣ϵ̄j χSr1,r2

×
〈 |r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj ||r∗ − ReR1||r∗ − ReR2|

(r∗)2 + 1

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qj

≲
∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1 +ReR2|}2 + 1

|r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj ||r∗ − ReR1||r∗ − ReR2|

∣∣∣∣ϵ̄j χSr1,r2

×
〈 |r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj ||r∗ − ReR1||r∗ − ReR2|
max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1 +ReR2|}2 + 1

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qj .

(581)

Now, by inspecting only the imaginary part of Ājr1 + B̄jr2, we could bound

|Ājr1 + B̄jr2| ≥
∣∣∣α3 cos(κ̃1

3 − κ̃1
1)sin(2(κ̃

j
3 − κ̃j

1))r1

+ α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))r2

∣∣∣ =: |r1A′
j + r2B

′
j |,

(582)
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in which Āj = Ao
j + iA′

j and B̄j = Bo
j + iB′

j . We suppose that |A′
j | ≥ |B′

j | and set B′′
j = B′

j/A
′
j . We

develop

Uj ≲
∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣∣max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1 +ReR2|}2 + 1

|r1A′
j + r2B′

j ||Aj ||r∗ − ReR1||r∗ − ReR2|

∣∣∣∣∣
ϵ̄j

χSr1,r2

×
〈 |r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj ||r∗ − ReR1||r∗ − ReR2|
max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1 +ReR2|}2 + 1

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qj .

(583)

Due to the cut-off function χSr1,r2
, we have |r∗ − r̃j | ≥ ϵr∗ |r̃j | for j = 1, 2, 3, leading to |r∗ −

ReR1||r∗ − ReR2| ≥ ϵ2r∗ |ReR1||ReR2|, which implies

Uj ≲
∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣∣max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1 +ReR2|}2 + 1

|r1A′
j + r2B′

j ||Aj |ϵ2r∗ |ReR1||ReR2|

∣∣∣∣∣
ϵ̄j

×
〈 |r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj |ϵ2r∗ |ReR1||ReR2|
max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1 +ReR2|}2 + 1

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qj .

(584)

We now bound

e−λ2qj(|r1−r2|+|r2|) ≤ e−λ2qj(|r1|+|r2|)/2 ≤ e−λ2qj(|r1|+|B′′
j r2|)/2 ≤ e−λ2qj(|r1+B′′

j r2|)/2, (585)

and write

∣∣∣r1A′
j + r2B

′
j

∣∣∣−ϵ̄j
= |A′

j |−ϵ̄j
∣∣∣r1 + r2B

′′
j

∣∣∣−ϵ̄j
, (586)

which implies

Uj ≲ |A′
jA∗

j |−ϵ̄j

∫
R
dr1

∫
R
dr2e

−λ2qj |r1+B′′
j r2|/2

〈∣∣∣Ājr1 + B̄jr2

∣∣∣A∗
j

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

∣∣∣r1 + r2B
′′
j

∣∣∣−ϵ̄j
χSr1,r2

,

(587)
with

A∗
j =

|Aj |ϵ2r∗ |ReR1||ReR2|
max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1 +ReR2|}2 + 1

.

We estimate, due to the cut-off functions

√√
Ψ̃(κ̃j

3 − κ̃j
1) and

√√
Ψ̃(κ̃j

2 − κ̃j
1)

|A∗
jA

′
j | = |AjA

′
j |

ϵ2r∗ |ReR1||ReR2|
max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1 +ReR2|}2 + 1

≳ |AjA
′
j |ϵ2r∗ |ReR1||ReR2|| lnλ|

C4

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 ≳ | lnλ|

C5

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 ,

(588)

for some constants C4
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

,C5
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0, Now, by the change of variables r1 + r2B
′′
j → r1, we find

Uj ≲ |A′
jA∗

j |−ϵ̄j

∫
R
dr1

∫
R
dr2e

−λ2qj |r1|/2χSr1,r2

×
〈∣∣∣(r1 − r2B

′′
j )Āj + r2B̄j

∣∣∣A∗
j

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

∣∣∣r1∣∣∣−ϵ̄j

≲ |A′
jA∗

j |−ϵ̄j |A∗
j (B̄j −B′′

j Āj)|−1λ−2+2ϵ̄j ≲ |A′
jA∗

j |−1−ϵ̄j |A′
jB̄j −A′

jB
′′
j Āj |−1λ−2+2ϵ̄j ,

(589)
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when B̄j −B′′
j Āj ̸= 0 and qj(

1
8−)− ϵ̄j > 1. We write

Āj = |A′
j ||B̄j −B′′

j Āj | = |A′
jB̄j −B′

jĀj | = |A′
jB

o
j −B′

jA
o
j |

= |α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1))[α1 + α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) cos(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))]

− [α4 + α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)cos(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1))]α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))|

= |α3α1 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1))− α2α4 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))

+ α3α2 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)) cos(κ̃
1
2 − κ̃1

1) cos(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))

− α3α2 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)cos(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)) cos(κ̃
1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))|,

(590)

yielding

Uj ≲ |A′
jA∗

j |−ϵ̄j |A∗
j (B̄j −B′′

j Āj)|−1λ−2+2ϵ̄j ≲ C5
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

| lnλ|
C6

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 |A′

j |−ϵ̄j Ā−1
j λ−2+2ϵ̄j

≲ C5
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

| lnλ|
C7

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 Ā−1

j λ−2+2ϵ̄j ,

(591)

for some constants C5
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

,C6
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

,C7
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0. A similar computation can be done in the case |A′
j | < |B′

j |,
leading to

Uj ≲ C5
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

| lnλ|
C7

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 Ā−1

j λ−2+2ϵ̄j . (592)

Next, we consider the case when |r∗| > 4max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1 + ReR2|, 1}. Different from

the previous case, the bound of (r∗)2+1
|r1Āj+r2B̄j ||Aj(r∗)2+Bjr∗+Cj |+(r∗)2+1

can be obtained in a more straight-

forward manner, without using χSr1,r2
. To see this, we develop

1 + (r∗)2

|Aj(r∗)2 + Bjr∗ + Cj |
≤ 1 + (r∗)2

|Aj ||(r∗ − ReR1)(r∗ − ReR2)|

=
1

|Aj |
1

|(r∗−ReR1)(r∗−ReR2)|
1+(r∗)2

=
1

|Aj |
1∣∣∣1 + −(ReR1+ReR2)r∗+ReR1ReR2−1
1+(r∗)2

∣∣∣ .
(593)

As |r∗| > 4max{|ReR1|, |ReR2|, |ReR1+ReR2|, 1}, we deduce
∣∣∣ (ReR1+ReR2)r∗

1+(r∗)2

∣∣∣ < 1
4 and

∣∣∣ReR1ReR2−1
1+(r∗)2

∣∣∣ <
1
2 . Thus

∣∣∣1+−(ReR1+ReR2)r∗+ReR1ReR2−1
1+(r∗)2

∣∣∣ > 1− 1
2−

1
4 = 1

4 . Therefore, we can bound 1+(r∗)2

|Aj(r∗)2+Bjr∗+Cj | ≤
4

|Aj | , which implies

(r∗)2 + 1

|r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj(r∗)2 + Bjr∗ + Cj |+ (r∗)2 + 1

≤ (r∗)2 + 1

|r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj(r∗)2 + Bjr∗ + Cj |
≤ 4

|r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj |
.

(594)

We thus bound

Uj ≲
∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣ (r∗)2 + 1

|r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj(r∗)2 + Bjr∗ + Cj |+ (r∗)2 + 1

∣∣∣∣ϵ̄j χSr1,r2

×
〈 |r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj(r

∗)2 + Bjr
∗ + Cj |

(r∗)2 + 1

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qj

≲
∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣ 4

|r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj |

∣∣∣∣ϵ̄j χSr1,r2

〈 |r1Āj + r2B̄j ||Aj |
4

〉−qj(
1
8
−)+ϵ̄j

e−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qj .

(595)
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The same argument as above also gives (592). We observe that the estimates on Vj are the same as
the estimates on Uj , except that r1Āj + r2B̄j is now replaced by r1C̄j + r2D̄j . Carrying out the same
computations as above gives

Vj ≲ C5
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

| lnλ|
C7

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 C̄−1

j λ−2+2ϵ̄j , (596)

in which C̄j = Co
j + iC ′

j , D̄j = Do
j + iD′

j and

C̄j = |C ′
jD̄j −D′

j C̄j | = |C ′
jD

o
j −D′

jC
o
j |

= |α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)cos(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1))α2 sin(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))

− α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1))α2 sin(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) cos(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))|

= | sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)cos(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)) sin(κ̃
1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))

− sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)) sin(κ̃
1
2 − κ̃1

1) cos(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))|

= | sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1) sin(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

3))|.

(597)

Combining the above two estimates (592) and (596) on Uj and Vj , we obtain∣∣∣ ∫
R2

dr1dr2e
−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qjχSr1,r2

〈∣∣∣r1Āj + r2B̄j

∣∣∣[ r21 + r22
|Ajr21 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22|

+ 1
]−1〉−qj(

1
8
−)∣∣∣ 1

qj

+
∣∣∣ ∫

R2

dr1dr2e
−λ2(|r1−r2|+|r2|)qjχSr1,r2

〈∣∣∣r1C̄j + r2D̄j

∣∣∣[ r21 + r22
|Ajr21 + Bjr1r2 + Cjr22|

+ 1
]−1〉−qj(

1
8
−)∣∣∣ 1

qj

≲ C8
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

| lnλ|
C9

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2 [C̄−1/qj

j + Ā−1/qj
j ]λ−2/qj+2ϵ̄j/qj ,

(598)
for some constants C8

ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

,C9
ℵj
1,ℵ

j
2

> 0.

Plugging (598) into (574), we find

{∫
R2

dr1dr2χSr1,r2

{
e−λ2|r1−r2|e−λ2|r2|

d∏
j=2

〈∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣|1− cos[(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)]|

1
2

〉〉−( 1
8
−)

+
〈∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1) + r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣|1− cos[(ℵj

1 − ℵj
2)]|

1
2

〉−( 1
8
−)} q

2
} 1

q

≲ C1
ℵ| lnλ|C

2
ℵ

d∏
j=2

[C̄
− 1

2qj

j + Ā
− 1

2qj

j ]λ−1/q+ϵ̄j/q ≲ C1
ℵλ

−2/q+2ϵ̄/q| lnλ|C2
ℵ

d∏
j=2

[
C̄
− 1

2qj

j + Ā
− 1

2qj

j

]
,

(599)
for some constants C1

ℵ,C
2
ℵ > 0 and we choose ϵ̄j = ϵ̄ > 0. We therefore find the final estimate on SA

SA ≲
√
F̃1(κ̃2 − κ̃1)

√
F̃1(κ̃3 − κ̃1)C

1
ℵλ

−2/q+2ϵ̄/q| lnλ|C2
ℵ

d∏
j=2

[
C̄
− 1

2qj

j + Ā
− 1

2qj

j

]
. (600)

Next, we will estimate SB. Under the effect of χS′
r1,r2

, the quantity 1

|1−| cos(ℵj
1−ℵj

2)||
1
2
can be bounded

from above by a fixed constant by (175). We can simply bound
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SB ≲
{∫

R2

dr1dr2

{
e−λ2|r1−r2|e−λ2|r2|χS′

r1,r2

d∏
j=2

〈{∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1

2 − κ̃1
1)e

i2(κ̃j
2−κ̃j

1)

+ r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣}〉−( 1

8
−)} q

2
} 1

q

√√
Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1)

≲
{∫

R2

dr1dr2

{
e−λ2|r1−r2|e−λ2|r2|χS′

r1,r2

{ d∏
j=2

〈∣∣∣r1α4 + r2α1 + r2α2 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣〉−( 1

8
−)

+

d∏
j=2

〈∣∣∣r2α2 sin(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

2−κ̃j
1)

+ r1α3 sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)e
i2(κ̃j

3−κ̃j
1)
∣∣∣〉−( 1

8
−)}}} q

2
} 1

q

√√
Ψ̃(κ̃2 − κ̃1).

(601)

The computations used to estimate SA can be repeated, leading to

SB ≲
√
F̃ (κ̃2 − κ̃1)

√
F̃ (κ̃3 − κ̃1)C

1
ℵλ

−2/q+2ϵ̄/q| lnλ|C2
ℵ

d∏
j=2

[
C̄
− 1

2qj

j + Ā
− 1

2qj

j

]
. (602)

□

5. Feynman diagrams

In this section, we will discuss the construction of our Feynman diagrams. Since the time interval
[0, t] is divided into n+ 1 time slices, each of length si, we represent the time slices from the bottom
to the top of the diagram, with the lengths s0, s1, . . . , sn, as shown in Figure 1. As discussed above,
the strategy used to get (95) is repeatedly applied, but only to the term containing Φ1,i, to obtain
the full Duhamel expansions. Therefore, at each time slice si, only one Duhamel expansion is allowed,
with the term containing Φ1,i. In this Duhamel expansion, the delta function associated to Φ1,i means
that we combine the two momenta k2, k3 into the momentum k1. To represent this delta function
on the diagram, at time slice si, we draw a combination of one couple of the segments of time slice
si−1 into one segment of time slice si. It is straightforward that the number of segments at time
slice si is 2 + n − i, indexing by ki,1, · · · ki,2+n−i. We denote those segments of time slice si−1 by
ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1 and the one at time slice si is denoted by ki,ρi . The index ρi indicates the position
where the combination happens. In other words, if i is the index of time slice si, the the combination
happens at the segment ρi. In this process, the delta function associated to Φ1,i implies the identity
σi,ρiki,ρi + σi−1,ρiki−1,ρi + σi−1,ρi+1ki−1,ρi+1 = 0. As we notice from the Duhamel expansions, there
is a “sign” parameter σ associated to each momentum k. The signs for ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1 are denoted
by σi−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1. Among the 2 + (n − i) segments of the time slice si, since the delta function
only enforces the combination at the segment ki,ρi , where the 2 segments σi−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1 merge
together, we introduce the following way of indexing the segments in two consecutive time slices
si−1 and si: ki,l = ki−1,l, σi,l = σi−1,l, for l ∈ {1, · · · , ρi − 1} and ki,l = ki−1,l+1, σi,l = σi−1,l+1, for
l ∈ {ρi + 1, · · · , 2 + n− i}.

5.1. Diagrams of G0
n, G1

n, G2
n, G3

n. Below we construct the diagrams corresponding to the expressions
G0
n, G1

n, G2
n, G3

n, that we introduced at the end of Section 3.1. We follow the standard definitions in
graph theory (cf. [8, 91, 101, 102]).
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0

t

k0,4s0

s1

s2

k1,3

k2,2k2,1

k1,1 k1,2

k0,1 k0,2 k0,3

+

+
-

- + +

- - + +

Figure 1. An example of a Feynman diagram. At time slice s0, the edges
are k0,1, k0,2, k0,3, k0,4, with the signs −,−,+,+. At time slice s1, the edges are
k1,1, k1,2, k1,3, with the signs −,+,+. At time slice s2, the edges are k2,1, k2,2, with
the signs −,+. We have −k1,1 + k0,1 + k0,2 = 0 and k2,2 − k1,2 − k1,3 = 0.

0

t

s0

s1

s2

-

+

+- -

-- ++

-

Figure 2. An example of a Feynman diagram with clusters. One new cluster vertex
is added at the bottom of the diagram. The arrows correspond to the first assigned
orientation.

(a) Even we will be mainly focus on pairing graphs, we also consider the general case that the
bottom of the graph has a partition S, and for each element {k0,jσ0,j}j∈A of the partition
S, we have the summation

∑
j∈A k0,jσ0,j = 0. We call this the cluster partitioning. This is

represented on the diagram by using an extra “cluster vertex” at the bottom of the graph, for
each A. This cluster vertex connects itself to all of the vertices k0,j , j ∈ A, appearing in the

delta function δ
(∑

j∈A k0,jσ0,j

)
(see Figure 2).
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(b) In our diagrams, the two identities 1(σn,2 = 1) and 1(σn,1 = −1) can be repeated by addition-
ally assigning σn,1 = −1 and σn,2 = 1 for the signs of the two topmost segments. This means
that the sign of the topmost left segment is always negative and the sign of the topmost right
segment is always positive. We assign the value of kn,1, the momentum of the topmost segment
on the left, to be the same as kn,2, the momentum of the topmost segment on the right.

(c) The remaining signs can be assigned to the diagrams using the same rule discussed above,
from top to bottom, with the notice that the cluster vertices do not affect those signs.

(d) The total phase of the diagram will not be represented on the diagram, but it could be written
in a short form as

∏n
i=0 e

−isiϑi . In Lemma 29, we represent a way to explicitly compute the
real part of ϑi.

(e) As we discuss above, each delta function is associated to one vertex, in which the combination
happens. Let us recall that the Duhamel expansion is continuously applied, but only to the
terms containing Φ1,i, to obtain the full Duhamel expansions. Therefore, the delta functions
are associated with the factors −iλΦ1,i.

(f) In each diagram, we can see that there are two components, one on the left, associated to the
momentum kn,1 and one on the right, associated to the momentum kn,2. In this diagram, when
all cluster vertices and their edges are removed, the two components are disconnected. Since
the left component is associated to kn,1, whose sign is minus, we call it the “minus diagram”.
The right one is called the “plus diagram”. The plus and minus diagrams are indeed connected
only by the cluster vertices. Without loss of generality, we assume that the first splitting always
happens on the plus diagram.

Lemma 29. The real part of ϑi can also be computed as follows

Reϑi =
n∑

l=i+1

X(σl,ρl , kl,ρl , σl−1,ρl , kl−1,ρl , σl−1,ρl+1, kl−1,ρl+1)

=

n−i+2∑
l=1

σi,lω(ki,l)− 2ω(kn,1).

(603)

Proof. We will show the claim by an induction argument with respect to i.
For i = n− 1, we have

Reϑn−1 = σn,2ω(kn,2) + σn−1,2ω(kn−1,2) + σn−1,3ω(kn−1,3).

On the other hand,

3∑
l=1

σn−1,lω(kn−1,l) = σn−1,1ω(kn−1,1) + σn−1,2ω(kn−1,2) + σn−1,3ω(kn−1,3).

Now, since kn,1 = kn,2 = kn−1,1, and σn,1 = −σn,2 = σn−1,1 = −1, we find

Reϑn−1 =

3∑
l=1

σn−1,lω(kn−1,l)− 2ω(kn,1).
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VT

VI

V0

VC

vN-1

N

N-1

1

0

vN

vN+2vN+1

Figure 3. An example of an integrated graph. The sets VT , VI , V0, VC and the
vertices vN+1, vN+2 are marked on the graph.

Suppose that the claim is true for i ≥ m, we will show that it is also true for i = m − 1. Let us
compute

Reϑm−1 = Reϑm + X(σm,ρm , km,ρm , σm−1,ρm , km−1,ρm , σm−1,ρm+1, km−1,ρm+1)

=

n−m+2∑
l=1

σm,lω(km,l)− 2ω(kn,1)

+ X(σm,ρm , km,ρm , σm−1,ρm , km−1,ρm , σm−1,ρm+1, km−1,ρm+1)

=
n−m+2∑

l=1

σm,lω(km,l)− 2ω(kn,1)

+ σm,ρmω(km,ρm) + σm−1,ρmω(km−1,ρm) + σm−1,ρm+1ω(km−1,ρm+1)

=
n−m+3∑

l=1

σm−1,lω(km−1,l)− 2ω(kn,1),

where, in the last equality, we have used the fact that km,l = km−1,l, σm,l = σm−1,l, for l ∈ {1, · · · , ρm−
1} and km,l = km−1,m+1, σm,l = σm−1,m+1, for l ∈ {ρm + 1, · · · , 2 + n−m}.

Therefore, the identity (603) is proved. □

Remark 30. We anticipate here that the term −2ω(kn,1) in (603) will not be integrated, hence the
important quantities in Reϑi are σi,lω(ki,l).

5.2. How to integrate G0
n, G1

n, G2
n, G3

n? Construction of integrated graphs. In this section we
will introduce the way to integrate the diagrams discussed in the previous section, by adding an extra
orientation to these diagrams. The orientation allows us to know which edges are integrated first,
which edges are integrated next. We call them integrated graphs. We denote an integrated graph by
G = (V,E), in which V and E are the sets of vertices and edges. We first start with the construction
of the integrated graph.

(A) The construction of integrated graphs. This graph depends on the following parameters
of G0

n, G1
n, G2

n, G3
n, the number of interacting vertices n and the vector ρ that encodes where the

splittings happen. All of these parameters come from the expressions of G0
n, G1

n, G2
n, G3

n. Given the
parameters S, n, ρ, the integrated graph can be reconstructed using the following scheme (see Figure
3).

(a) We start with G0 = (V0,E0), whereV0 contains two initial vertices vn+2 and vn+1. We suppose
that vn+1 belongs to the minus tree.
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(b) At the first iteration, we attach one new edge e1 to vn+2. This edge belongs to the plus tree
and one of its vertices is vn+2. We label the other vertex by vn.

(c) In the second iteration, we attach a new edge e2 to vn+1. This edge then belongs to the minus
tree and one of its vertices is vn+1. We label the other vertex of e2 by vn−1.

(d) Since we assume that the first combination happens on the plus diagram, the edge e1 will be
decomposed into another two edges. In the next step, we attach these two edges to vn, from
left to right.

(e) Using ρn−1, we could locate the next vertex where the combination happens. This vertex could
be vn−1, or a different vertex denoted by vn−2. We keep attaching two new edges to either
vn−1 or vn−2 in the next step.

(f) Repeating the above procedure, we can label all of the vertices associated to the delta functions.
There are in total n of them. Those vertices are labeled vn, vn−1, · · · v1 from the top to the
bottom of the diagrams.

(g) The labeled vertices should be in VH = {v1, · · · , vn+2}. The set VH is called “higher time
vertex set”. The vertices from v1 to vn are call “interacting vertices” and the set of all of them
is called “interacting vertex set”

VI = VH\VT = VH\{vn+1, vn+2},

where VT denotes the top vertices {vn+1, vn+2}. The set of the other vertices is denoted by
V0 and called “zero time vertex set”. For each cluster A in S, we call the associated vertex
by “cluster vertex” and label it by uA. The set VC = {uA}A∈S is called “cluster vertex set”.
Then the vertex set of the final graph G is V = VT ∪VH ∪V0 ∪VC . The edges can be added
in a natural way.

(h) Define the function T : V → [0, n+ 2], in which T (v) = j if v = vj for j ∈ {1, · · · , n+ 2}, and
T (v) = 0 in the other cases.

(k) For a given pair of vertices (v, v′), if we can find a set of vertices {vij}mj=1 such that vi1 = v,

vim = v′, and vil is connected to vil+1
by an edge, we call {vij}mj=1 a “path” that connects v

and v′.
(l) For any v ∈ V, we denote the set of all edges attached to v by E(v) = {e ∈ E | v ∈ e}. For

v ∈ VI , we define two new sets E+(v) and E−(v), that satisfy E(v) = E+(v) ∪ E−(v). In this
definition, E+(v) = {e}, where e is the first edge attached to v in the construction described
before and E−(v) = E(v)\{e}.

(m) The cluster V
(j)
c is defined to be a clustering of the edges intersecting with the time slice j.

The construction V
(j)
c is done using an iterative procedure in which the interacting vertices are

added to the graph, from the bottom to the top. The additional vertex vj combines the two
edges in E−(vj) into the new one in E+(vj). The two edges of E−(vj) belong to some cluster in

the previous iteration V
(j−1)
c . The cluster V

(j)
c is constructed by joining all clusters of V

(j−1)
c

and replacing the three edges by the one in E+(vj). The rest remains the same.

The above process gives us an unoriented graph (V,E).
(B) Embedding the delta functions into the integrated graphs - The first assigned

orientation of a diagram.
For an interacting vertex vi, denote by k0, k1, k2 and σ0, σ1, σ2 the momenta associated to vi and

the corresponding signs, we also need the following definition of “the total phase of vi”, which is an
abbreviation of the definition given in (108)

Xi = X(vi) = σ0ω(k0) + σ1ω(k1) + σ2ω(k2). (604)
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Moreover, for v ∈ VI ∪VC , there is a delta function associated to it

δ

 ∑
e∈Ein(v)

ke −
∑

e∈Eout(v)

ke

 ,

in which Ein(v) denotes the set of all the edges e in E(v) such that the sign of their momenta ke is
always +1, while Eout(v) denotes the set of all the edges e in E(v) such that the sign of their momenta
ke is always −1.

The first assigned orientation for a diagram. For a segment e associated to an interacting vertex v
and belonging to E−(v), we assign to this edge the orientation of going inward the vertex v if the sign
σe of the associated momentum ke is +1, otherwise, we assign to this edge the orientation of going
outward the vertex. If e belongs to E+(v), we assign to this edge the orientation of going inward the
vertex v if the sign σe of the associated momentum ke is −1, otherwise, we assign to this edge the
orientation of going outward the vertex (see Figure 2). We also assign orientations for the edges of the
cluster vertices as follows. Suppose that e is a segment associated to some cluster vertex. One of the
vertices of e should belong to V0, suppose that it is v

′. The vertex v′ should, again, belong to another
segment e′, which is connected to another interacting vertex v′′ ∈ VI . This edge e′ has already a
orientation, coming from the previous way of assigning the orientations. If the orientation e′ is going
inward the vertex v′, then the orientation of e is going outward the vertex v′. If the orientation e′ is
going outward the vertex v′, then the orientation of e is going inward the vertex v′ (see Figure 2).

For any v ∈ VI , let e be an edge in E−(v), v
′ be the other vertex of the edge e. Denote by σe the

sign associated to the edge e, with respect to the vertex v. Then the sign associated to the edge e,
with respect to the vertex v′ is the opposite of σe, which is −σe. We then define a “sign” mapping
σv : E(v) → {−1, 1} as follow

σv(e) = σe,

σv′(e) = − σe.
(605)

Remark 31. Though

Ein(v) ∪ Eout(v) = E+(v) ∪ E−(v) = E(v),

the pair of sets Ein(v), Eout(v) is completely different from the pair of sets E+(v), E−(v). The pair of
sets Ein(v), Eout(v) is related to the first assigned orientation.

Our aim is to integrate out all the delta functions. To understand how one can integrate those
graphs, we would need the following construction of “free edges”.

(C) The construction of free edges scheme - The second assigned orientation of the
diagram. Before introducing the scheme, we will need the definition of “cycles”, following Berge [8]
and Serre [91] (see Figure 4).

Definition 5 (Cycles). Let us consider a graph of n interacting vertices and a set of vertices {vi}i∈I
of VH ∪V0. We consider two cases.

Case 1: The set of vertices {vi}i∈I does not contain both of the two top vertices vn+1 and vn+2. If
there exists a set of cluster vertices {uA}A∈S′⊂S such that we could go from one vertex vi1 of the set
{vi}i∈I to all of the vertices of {vi}i∈I∪{uA}A∈S′⊂S and back to vi1 via the edges of the graph, we call
it a cycle. Suppose that vl is the top most interacting vertex in the cycle, we say that this is a cycle of
the vertex vl.

Case 2: The set of vertices {vi}i∈I contains both of the two top vertices vn+1 and vn+2. We ignore
vn+1 and vn+2 and introduce a “virtual vertex” v∗, that connects both of the two vertices vn and vn−1.
If there exists a set of cluster vertices {uA}A∈S′⊂S such that we could go from v∗ to all of the vertices
of {v∗} ∪ {vi}i∈I ∪ {uA}A∈S′⊂S and back to v∗ via the edges of the graph, we call it a cycle. Suppose
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v6v5

v4

v3

v2

v1

GHIKLMNO

v* (virtual vertex)

Figure 4. In the picture, {v2,M,L} forms a cycle. Moreover, v∗ is the virtual vertex
and {v∗, v6, v4, G,O, v1, v5} also forms a cycle.

that vl is the top most vertex in the cycle, we say that this is a cycle of the vertex vl. Thus, vl can be
either the virtual vertex v∗ or an interacting vertex.

The scheme to obtain free edges. Using the definition of cycles, we have the following scheme to
choose which edges are free and which edges are not. The role of free and non-free edges will be
explained in “(D) Integrating the integrated edges” below.

(a) First, we start with the vertices in V0 and the cluster vertices in VC and all of the edges that
are connecting them. Those edges are non-free edges or integrated edges. In the following, we
will see that we only integrate non-free edges and leave free edges to the end.

(b) Now, we continue with the first vertex v1. Among the two edges attached to v1 that are
connected to the vertices in V0, the right edge is set to be a non-free edge, which is then an
integrated edge. If the other one forms a cycle with v1 and the vertices in VC , we set it free.
Otherwise, we set it non-free, and it is again an integrated edge.

(c) We continue the procedure in a recursive manner. At step i, we consider the two edges
associated to vi that connect vi with the vertices of V0 and {vj}i−1

j=1. If the right one forms a

cycle with V0 and {vj}ij=1, we set it free, otherwise we set it non-free, which then becomes an
integrated edge. Then we continue the same procedure with the left one.

(d) The procedure is carried on until i reaches i = n.
(e) The momenta associated to the free edges are called “free momenta”. In the sequel, sometimes,

we use the edge and its associated momentum for the same roles. We then use the terminologies
“free momenta” and “free edges” for the same purpose.

(f) In our construction, it is possible that there is a free edge attached to the virtual vertex v∗. If
this free edge is on the minus diagram, we call it the “virtually free edge attached to vn+1”.
Since vn+1 does not play any important role in our construction of free edges, we also call
this free edge the “virtually free edge attached to vn−1”. The associated momentum is called
the “virtually free momentum attached to vn+1 (and, equivalently, vn−1)”. If this free edge is
on the minus diagram, we call it the “virtually free edge attached to vn+2 (and, equivalently,
vn)”. The associated momentum is called the “virtually free momentum attached to vn+2

(and, equivalently, vn)”. The cycle in this case is the cycle of v∗. By our construction, the
virtually free edge is always the one on the left, which is the virtually free edge attached to
vn+1 (or the virtually free edge attached to vn−1, equivalently).

The second assigned orientation of the diagram: The diagram caries a natural orientation, which
is defined as follows. For any integrated edge e = {v′, v}, we say that the orientation of the edge is
from v′ to v if v belongs to the path which does not contain any free edge from v′ to the virtual vertex
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k1

k2

k3

k1 is related to k2

k2 is related to k3

Figure 5. Graphical representation of related momenta.

v∗. We then define the partial order v′ ≻ v. If v ≻ v′, we then say v′ ≺ v. The graph G with the
partial order ≻ is denoted by G≻. We also define the set

P(v) = {v′|v′ ≻ v, v′ ̸= v∗, vn+1, vn+2}. (606)

Remark 32. Note that the first assigned orientation is for the graph E, and is related to the pair of
sets Ein(v), Eout(v) (see Remark 31), while the second assigned orientation is for the graph G≻ that
contains only the integrated edges.

(D) Integrating the integrated edges. We set F to be the set of free edges and E′ to be the set
of integrated edges. Following the second orientation of the diagram, we could integrate all the delta
functions, using the integrated edges in E′. We also need the following definition.

Definition 6 (Degree of a Vertex). For any v ∈ VI , let F(v) denote the set of free edges attached to
v, then F(v) = E(v) ∩ F. We call the number of free edges in F(v) the degree of the interacting vertex
and denote it by degv.

5.3. Properties of integrated graphs - Summations of free edges, 1-Separation, 2-Separation.
Below, we prove properties of the Feynman diagrams constructed above. Many of the properties proved
in this subsection are similar by those of the Feynman diagrams for the nonlinear Schrödinger equa-
tion studied by Lukkarinen and Spohn [69]. Several results in this subsection are inspired by Tutte
[101, 102].

Lemma 33. If e = {v, v′} ∈ E does not intersect VT , then σv(e)σv′(e) = −1.

Proof. Let us consider the orientation of the edge e, following the first assigned orientation for the
diagram. Without loss of generality, suppose that the first orientation of e is going from v to v′, then
σv(e) = 1 and σv′(e) = −1, thus σv(e)σv′(e) = −1. □

Lemma 34. Let e = {v, v′} be a free edge and suppose that T (v) > T (v′). Let v′′ be a vertex belonging
to the cycle of the vertex v, then either v ≻ v′′ or v′ ≻ v′′.

Moreover, let e′ = {v, v′′}, e′′ = {v, v′′′} be two integrated edges attached to an arbitrary vertex v.
Then it cannot happen that v ≻ v′′ and v ≻ v′′′.

Proof. Let us consider the two paths of v and v′ to the virtual vertex v∗. Since we can go from v to
v′ using the integrated edges of the cycle of v, the two paths of v and v′ have to meet at a vertex
v′′′ in the cycle of v; otherwise, together with the cycle of v, they will form a full cycle, leading to a
contradiction (see Figure 6) since we already break all cycles using the free edges. As a result, v ≻ v′′′
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e

v

The cycle of v

v'

v*
The path from v’ to 
the virtual vertex

The path from v to 
the virtual vertex

Figure 6. The paths from v, v′ to the virtual vertex and the cycle of v form another cycle.

and v′ ≻ v′′′. If v′′ ≡ v′′′, then the proof is done. Otherwise, v′′ belongs to either the path from v to
v′′′ or the path from v′ to v′′′. In the first case, v ≻ v′′ and in the second case, v′ ≻ v′′ (see Figure 7).

Moreover, let e′ = {v, v′′}, e′′ = {v, v′′′} be integrated edges attached to an arbitrary vertex v and
suppose that v ≻ v′′ and v ≻ v′′′. In this case, it is clear that there is a path from v to v′′ that ends
at the virtual vertex v∗. There is also a path from v to v′′′ and ends at the virtual vertex v∗. The two
paths form a cycle. This is a contradiction.

□

Lemma 35. A Feynman diagram with n interacting vertices has totally n+ 2− |S| free momenta.

Proof. The number of free edges is indeed the cyclomatic number of the graph (cf. [8]). This is the
minimum number of edges that must be removed from the graph to break all its cycles, making it into
a tree or forest. This concept was first introduced by Kirchhoff (cf. [53]). The cyclomatic number
is a function of the number of edges in the graph, number of vertices and the number of connected
components. In our graph, including the virtual vertex and excluding {vn+1, vn+2}, there are 3n + 4
edges, 2n + 3 + |S| vertices, and 1 connected component. As a result, the number of free edge is
computed by the cycle rank formula (cf. [8, 102])

3n+ 4− (2n+ 3 + |S|) + 1 = n+ 2− |S|.

□

5.3.1. Summations of free edges.

Lemma 36. Let ke be an integrated momentum with e being an edge in G≻, which is the graph G
associated with the orientation ≻ defined above. Let v1, v2 be the two vertices of ke and the second
orientation of ke is from v1 to v2, that means v1 ≻ v2. Let P(v1) be the set defined in (606). The
following identity then holds true

ke =
∑

v∈P(v1)

∑
e′∈F(v)

(
−σv1(e)σv(e′)

)
ke′ , (607)

in which ke′ is the momentum of e′.

Proof. We define l to be the number of elements of the set P(v1) of v1. Our proof will be based on an
induction argument with respect to the number l = |P(v1)|. Suppose that l = 1, then P(v1) = {v1}.
We deduce that F(v1) = E(v1)\{e}. Suppose the contrary, that there is an edge e′ in E(v1) such that
e′ is not free. Let v3 is the other vertex of e′, different from v1. If v3 ≻ v1, then v3 ∈ P(v1), that
contradicts the fact that P(v1) = {v1}. Hence, since e′ is not free, v1 ≻ v3. However, in this case,
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we have both v1 ≻ v3 and v1 ≻ v2, contradicting Lemma 34. As a result, there is one delta function
associated to v1, and F(v1) = E(v1)\{e}, leading to∑

e′∈E(v1)

σv1(e
′)ke′ = 0.

We then deduce that

ke = −σv1(e)
∑

e′∈E(v1)\{e}

σv1(e
′)ke′ =

∑
e′∈E(v1)\{e}

(−σv1(e)σv1(e′))ke′ ,

which means (607) holds for l = 1. Suppose by induction that (607) holds for any |P(v1)| up to l ≥ 1,
we consider an edge e = {v1, v2} with |P(v1)| = l+1 and v1 ≻ v2. Now, since v1 /∈ VT , it follows that

ke =
∑

e′∈E(v1)\{e}

(−σv1(e)σv1(e′))ke′ .

In this sum, for any edge e′ = {ve, v1}, in E(v1)\{e}, there are two possibilities. If e′ is free, we do not
have to worry about it. If e′ is not free, we also have two cases, either ve ≻ v1 or v1 ≻ ve.

• If ve ≻ v1, then the set P(ve) contains at most l elements since v1 is on the path from ve to
the virtual vertex v∗. We can use the induction hypothesis applied to e′.

• If v1 ≻ ve, since we also have v1 ≻ v2, this leads to a contradiction with the conclusion of
Lemma 34.

Thus, the identity (607) also holds for l + 1. This completes the induction proof. □

Definition 7 (Dependence of Edges). In the formula (607), the edge e is said to “depend” on the
edges e′ and ke is said to “depend” on ke′. If the edge e does not depend on e′, we say that e is
“independent” of e′.

Lemma 37. For any integrated edge e = (v1, v2) ∈ E′, v1 ≻ v2, the following identities hold true

ke =
∑

v∈P(v1)

∑
e′=(v,ve′ )∈F(v)

1ve′ /∈P(v1)

(
−σv1(e)σv(e′)

)
ke′

= − σv1(e)
∑
e′∈F

1(∃v ∈ e′ ∩P(v1) and e
′ ∩P(v1)

c ̸= ∅)σv(e′)ke′ ,
(608)

in which ke, ke′ are the momenta of e, e′. Moreover, if e′ = (v, v′), such that e′ ̸= e, v ∈ P(v1) and
v′ /∈ P(v1), then e

′ is free.
For any edge e = (v1, v2) ∈ E, if e is integrated, we suppose v1 ≻ v2 and define

Fe = {e′ ∈ F|∃v ∈ e′ ∩P(v1) and e
′ ∩P(v1)

c ̸= ∅)}, (609)

then formula (608) can be expressed under the following form, in which σe,e′ ∈ {±1},

ke =
∑
e′∈Fe

σe,e′ke′ . (610)

We also denote

Fke = {ke′ | e′ ∈ F, ∃v ∈ e′ ∩P(v1) and e
′ ∩P(v1)

c ̸= ∅)}. (611)

If e is free, we set Fe = {e} and σe,e = 1. We have the following version of formula (610)

ke =
∑
e∈Fe

σe,eke. (612)
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v

The cycle of v

v'

v*

The path from v to 
the virtual vertex

v0

Those edges, attached to v, are 
free, thus, do not belong to the 
path from v to the virtual vertex

Figure 7. The paths from v, v′ coincide at v0, a vertex in the cycle of v.

Proof. We only prove the first identity, since the second one follows in a straightforward manner.
According to (36)

ke =
∑

v∈P(v1)

∑
e′∈F(v)

(
−σv1(e)σv(e′)

)
ke′ .

Suppose v, v′ ∈ P(v1), such that e′ = (v, v′) is free. It follows that −σv1(e)σv(e′)− σv1(e)σv′(e
′) = 0.

As a result, these pair of edges cancel each other. Summing over edges in F(v) and F(v′) gives the
desired identity.

For any edge e′ = (v, v′), such that e′ ̸= e, v ∈ P(v1) and v
′ /∈ P(v1), we prove that e′ is free using

a proof by contradiction. Suppose that e′ is integrated, then either v ≻ v′ or v′ ≻ v.

• Case 1: v′ ≻ v. By the definition that v ∈ P(v1), we have v ≻ v1, thus v
′ ≻ v ≻ v1 and

v′ ∈ P(v1). This contradicts the assumption that v′ /∈ P(v1).
• Case 2: v ≻ v′. Since v ∈ P(v1), there exists a vertex v′′ ∈ P(v1) such that v ≻ v′′ and the
edge {v, v′′} belongs to the path from v to the virtual vertex v∗. At the vertex v, we have
v ≻ v′′ and v ≻ v′. This contradicts the conclusion of Lemma 34.

Therefore e′ is free. The two formulas (610) and (612) then follow in a straightforward manner. □

Lemma 38. Let v be any interacting vertex. Then deg(v) ∈ {0, 1}. If v ∈ VI and deg(v) = 1, then
E−(v) = {e, e′}, where e is a free edge. Denote by ke and ke′ the momenta associated to e and e′.
We have ke′ = ±ke + q, where q is independent of ke. Moreover, the dependence on ke of the other
integrated edges are give below.

(a) Consider the integrated edge e′ = (v1, v2) ∈ E′ and denote by ke′ its momentum. Then one of

the following 3 possibilities should happen ke′ = ±ke+k̃e′, or ke′ = k̃e′, where k̃e′ is independent
of ke in all 3 cases.

(b) If v1 ∈ VI , and suppose e′, e′′ ∈ E(v1), e
′ ̸= e′′, and denote by ke′ , ke′′ their momenta, then one

of the following 5 possibilities should happen ke′+ke′′ = ±ke+k̃e′,e′′, or ke′+ke′′ = ±2ke +k̃e′,e′′ ,

or ke′ + ke′′ = k̃e′,e′′ , where k̃e′,e′′ is independent of ke and ke′ in all 5 cases.

Proof. The fact that the degree of v has to be smaller than or equal to 1 is straightforward. We now
suppose that degv = 1. Among the integrated edges in E−(v), we denote e = {v, v′} to be free edge.
Since e is a free edge, then according to the proof Lemma 34, there is a vertex v0, which belongs to the
cycle of v, such that the two paths, containing v0, from v and v′ to the virtual vertex coincide. (see
Figure 7). We can suppose that e′ = {v, v2} is the first edge in the path from v to v0, then e

′ ∈ E−(v)
and ke′ = ±ke + q by Lemma 36. This finishes the proof of the first part of the lemma.

We now prove the claim (a). Let us suppose that v1 ≻ v2 and e = {v, w}, where w is the other

vertex, different from v. If v ≻ v1 or w ≻ v1, by (607), we have ke′ = ±ke+k̃e′ , where k̃e′ is independent
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of ke. If there is no oriented path from either v or w to v1 to the virtual vertex v∗, then e /∈ Fe′ and
thus ke′ = k̃e′ , where k̃e′ is independent of ke.

Finally, we prove claim (b). We consider the following cases.

• If both e′′, e′ are free, we then choose k̃e′′,e′′′ to be ke′ + ke′′ , which is independent of e.

• If one of them is free, say e′. By claim (a), ke′′ = ±ke + k̃e′′ , where k̃e′′ is independent of ke.

Thus, we can choose k̃e′,e′′ = ke′ + k̃e′′ .
• If both of them are integrated, e′ = {v, w1} and e′′ = {v, w2}, with w1 ̸= w2. We denote
the third edge attach to v by e′′′ = {v, w3}. We then consider two subcases. Subcase 1:
σv(e

′) = σv(e
′′). The momentum ke′′′ of the third edge e′′′ is either ke′ + ke′′ or −ke′ − ke′′ ,

due to the delta function associated to the vertex v. Applying claim (a) to ke′′′ , we can write

ke′′′ = ±ke + k̃e′′′ , or k̃e′′′ with k̃e′′′ being independent of ke. Therefore, ke′ + ke′′ = ∓ke − k̃e′′′ ,
or −k̃e′′′ . We then defined k̃e,e′ = −k̃e′′′ . Subcase 2: σv(e

′) = −σv(e′′). Since both e′, e′′ are
integrated, by Lemma 34, we can assume that w1 ≻ v ≻ w2. As a result, if both v1, v2 does
not belong to the path from w1 ≻ v ≻ w2 to the virtual vertex v∗, then ke′ + ke′′ does not
depend on ke, thus k̃e′,e′′ = ke′ + ke′′ . If either v1 or v2 belongs to this path, without loss of
generality, we suppose v1 ≻ w1 ≻ v ≻ w2. Using (608), we obtain

ke′ =
∑

V ∈P(v)

∑
E=(V,vE)∈F(v)

1vE /∈P(v)

(
−σv(e′)σV (E)

)
kE ,

ke′′ =
∑

V ∈P(w1)

∑
E=(V,vE)∈F(w1)

1vE /∈P(w1)

(
−σw1(e

′′)σV (E)
)
kE .

(613)

In both formulas, ke appears, but since σv(e
′) = σw1(e

′′), the ke′ + ke′′ = ±2ke + k̃e′,e′′ , where

k̃e′,e′′ is independent of ke.

This finishes the proof of claim (b).
□

5.3.2. Singular graphs: The appearance of zero momenta in graphs - 1-Separation. In this section, we
will focus on a very special class of graphs, in which the delta functions enforce some momenta to be
zero.

Definition 8 (Singular Graph). A graph G is said to be singular if there is an edge e such that its
momentum ke is zero. The edge e is called the singular edge and the momentum ke is the singular
momentum.

To understand better singular graphs, we will need the definition below, inspired by Tutte (cf.
[101, 102]).

Definition 9 (1-Separation). A graph G is said to have a 1-separation if G is the union of two
components G1 ∪G2 = G such that the intersection G1 ∩G2 contains only one edge.

Lemma 39. For any edge e ∈ E, ke is independent of all free momenta if and only if Fe = ∅, or
equivalently the graph is singular with e being the singular edge, which is also equivalent with the fact
that the graph has a 1-separation: it can be decomposed into two components G1 ∪G2 = G such that
they are connected only via the edge e (see Figure 8). As a consequence, consider a cycle of a vertex
vi, if one of the vertices of this cycle belongs to Gj, j can be either 1 or 2, then all of the vertices of
the cycle belong to Gj.

Proof. Obviously, ke is independent of all free momenta if and only if Fe = ∅. It follows from (608)-
(610) that ke must be 0.
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Figure 8. The graph has a 1-separation.
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P(v1)
v’’

vN+1

Figure 9. In this picture, on the path going from v to v∗, all of the vertices belong to P(v1).

Now we show that if Fe = ∅, then the removal of e will make the number of connected components
increase by 1. Since Fe = ∅, the edge e = (v1, v2), v1 ≻ v2, is integrated. We suppose the contradiction
that the number of connected component does not increase as we remove e. If there is an edge
e′ = {v, v′} such that v ∈ P(v1) but v′ /∈ P(v1), then e

′ ∈ F and thus, ke depends on ke′ and is not
0. Therefore, if e′ is an arbitrary free edge and one of its vertices belongs to P(v1), then the other
vertex of e′ also belongs to P(v1). Let us now consider any free edge e′ = {v, v′}, whose both vertices
belong to P(v1). Since the graph does not split into 2 components when we remove e, there is a path,
called Pv,v∗ , that starts from v, contains both free and integrated edges, going to the virtual vertex
v∗, via one of the two topmost vertices vN+1, vN+2, and does not contains e; otherwise, if we remove
e, the vertex v will be isolated from the rest of the graph and we have 2 components, contradicting
the original assumption. Let us consider the first edge in the path Pv,v∗ . One of the vertices of this
edge is definitely v, and we denote the other one by v′′. There are two cases:

• If the edge (v, v′′) is free, then by the previous argument v′′ ∈ P(v1).
• If the edge (v, v′′) is integrated, then since v ∈ P(v1), we have v ≻ v1. By Lemma 34, v′′ ≻ v.
As a result, v′′ ≻ v1 and thus v′′ ∈ P(v1).

By repeating the above argument, we conclude that all of the vertices of Pv,v∗ belong to P(v1) (see
Figure 9). This contradicts the assumption that the path goes to v∗ but does not contain e. As a
result, the removal of e will make the number of connected components increase by 1.

Now, suppose that all paths from v1 to v2 contain e, that means v1, v2 belong to different components
if e is removed, we will have to show that ke = 0. Suppose that ke is not 0. In this case, Fe ̸= ∅ and
we pick e′ = {v, v′} ∈ Fe. By the definition of Fe, v ∈ P(v1), v

′ /∈ P(v1). As a result the paths (that
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e

v2

v1

v*

v

v’

P(v1)

e'

This path from v’ to 
v* does not contain e

This path from v2 to v* does 
not contain  e

This path from v1 to v 
avoids e

Virtual Vertex

Figure 10. In this picture, the combination of the three paths v2 → v∗, v1 → v,
v′ → v∗ and the edge e′ form a new path that excludes e.

can include only integrated edges) from v1 to v and from the virtual vertex v∗ to v2 do not contain e.
Since v′ /∈ P(v1), there exists a path that contains only integrated edge from v′ to the virtual vertex
v∗ and this path does not contain e, we can combine the three edges with e′ into a new path from v1
to v2 and this path excludes e (see Figure 10). This is a contradiction, hence, Fe = ∅.

The final claim of the Lemma, if one of the vertex of the of vi cycle belongs to Gj , then all of the
vertices of the cycle belong to Gj , follows from standard results from graph theory (cf. [102][Theorems
III.4 and III.8]).

□

5.3.3. Connectivity of components of graphs - 2-Separation. We first define the concept of 2-Separation,
which is an extension of Definition 9 and also inspired by Tutte [101, 102].

Definition 10 (2-Separation). A graph G is said to have a 2-separation if G is the union of two
components G1 and G2: G1 ∪G2 = G such that the intersection G1 ∩G2 contains exactly two edges.

Lemma 40. Suppose that e, e′ ∈ E, e ̸= e′, we then have:

(i) Suppose that Fe = Fe′ ̸= ∅, then if one removes both e and e′, the graph G is split into
disconnected components (see Figure 11). As a result, the graph has a 2-separation.

(ii) Fe = Fe′ if and only if there is σ ∈ {±1} such that ke = σke′, where ke, ke′ are the momenta
associated to e, e′.

Proof. (i) The removal of e, e′. We first show that the removal of e and e′ splits the graph. In the
case that both e, e′ are free, since Fe = Fe′ , we then have e = e′. This contradicts the assumption that
e ̸= e′. Thus, at most one of the two edges e, e′ is free. We then consider the following two cases.

Case 1: e′ is free, e is not free. If one of the two momenta ke, ke′ is 0, then Fe = Fe′ = ∅, leading to
a contradiction. As a result, both of them are non zero. We now suppose e = {v1, v2}, with v1 ≻ v2,
then Fe = Fe′ = {e′}, since e′ is free. Let e′′ = {w,w′} be an edge that has w ∈ P(v1) and w

′ /∈ P(v1).
If e′′ ̸= e, we deduce from Lemma 36 that e′′ is free, then e′′ = e′, and as thus, e is the only edge,
besides e′, that bridges P(v1) and its complement P(v1)

c. As a result, the graph, after the removal of
e, e′, has two disconnected components P(v1) and P(v1)

c.
Case 2: Both e, e′ are integrated. We suppose e′ = (v′1, v

′
2), e = (v1, v2) with v

′
1 ≻ v′2 and v1 ≻ v2.

Case 2.1. Let us first consider the subcase that v1 ≻ v′1, then P(v1) is a subset of P(v′1). We
proceed with the following two arguments (see Figure 11).

• Consider a free edge e′′ = {w,w′} ∈ Fe and w ∈ P(v1), w
′ ∈ P(v1)

c. According to Lemma
36 and the definition of Fe, such a free edge exits, otherwise, ke = 0 and Fe = ∅. Since
F(v1) ⊂ F(v′1), it follows that e′′ ∈ F(v′1). Since w ∈ P(v1) ⊂ P(v′1), according to Lemma 36
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Virtual Vertex

Virtually Free 
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Figure 11. This picture is an example of a graph with a 2-separation. In this picture,
the arrows correspond to the second assigned orientation, that leads to v9 ≻ v8 ≻ v7 ≻
v10, v6 ≻ v5 ≻ v3 ≻ v1 ≻ v2 ≻ v7 ≻ v10 and v4 ≻ v1. The dashed edges are free.
The removal of e and e′ splits the graph. We also have ke = ke′ . Note that Figure 2
corresponds to the first assigned orientation.

and the fact that Fe′ = Fe, w
′ ∈ P(v′1)

c. We then deduce that any free edge, that one of its
vertices belong to P(v1), has the other vertex in P(v′1)

c and at least one such free edge exists,
otherwise, ke = 0.

• Let us now consider a free edge e′′ = {w,w′} such that w ∈ P(v′1)\P(v1). We will show that
there is only one possibility that w′ ∈ P(v′1)\P(v1). If w′ ∈ P(v1), since P(v1) ⊂ P(v′1),
then w′ ∈ P(v′1). Since both w and w′ belong to P(v′1), the edge e′′ does not belong to Fe′ .
However, as w /∈ P(v1) but w

′ ∈ P(v1), it follows that e
′′ ∈ Fe = Fe′ , leading to a contradiction.

Therefore, w′ ∈ P(v1)
c. Now, if w′ ∈ P(v′1)

c, then since w ∈ P(v′1), the edge e′′ belongs to
Fe′ = Fe. Therefore, either w or w′ belongs to P(v1), leading to the second contradiction. As
a consequence, w′ ∈ P(v1)

c ∩P(v′1) = P(v′1)\P(v1).

Combining the above two arguments, we can see that P(v′1)\P(v1) and P(v1) ∪ P(v′1)
c form two

disconnected components if we remove e and e′.
Case 2.2. Now, we consider the subcase that P(v1) ∩ P(v′1) = ∅. Let us consider a free edge

e′′ = {w,w′} in Fe′ = Fe, in which w ∈ P(v1) and w′ ∈ P(v1)
c. If w′ /∈ P(v′1), then e′′ /∈ Fe′ = Fe

since w /∈ P(v′1), leading to a contradiction. As a consequence, w′ ∈ P(v′1). This means that any free
edge e′′ = {w,w′} in Fe′ = Fe has one vertex in P(v1) and the other vertex in P(v′1) (see Figure 12).
We can see that e, e′ connect P(v1) ∪P(v′1) and (P(v1) ∪P(v′1))

c. We will show that the removal of
e and e′ will split these two components. Suppose the contrary that there is an edge e′′ = {w,w′}
that connects (P(v1) ∪ P(v′1))

c with either P(v1) or P(v′1). Without loss of generality, we assume
that w ∈ (P(v1) ∪ P(v′1))

c and w′ ∈ P(v1). This edge cannot be free, since, otherwise, w has to be
in P(v′1), as we proved above. As thus, e′′ is integrated. Since e′′ is integrated and it is attached to
a vertex in P(v1). There is a path from w, to w′ ∈ P(v1), then to v1 and finally ends at the virtual
vertex v∗. Therefore, w also belongs to P(v1), leading to a contradiction. As a consequence, e and
e′ are the only edges that connect P(v1) ∪P(v′1) and (P(v1) ∪P(v′1))

c. The removal of e and e′ will,
therefore, splits those components.

(ii) The existence of σ. If ke = σke′ , it follows that Fe = Fe′ . We will now show that Fe = Fe′

implies ke = σke′ .
If both of e, e′ are free, then Fe = Fe′ implies e = e′. If one of them, say e′, is free, then Fe′ = Fe =

{e′} and we easily deduce that e = ±e′.
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Figure 12. If e′′ = {w,w′} is a free edge and w ∈ P(v′1), then w′ ∈ P(v1). In this
case σw(e

′′) = −σw′(e′′).

Now, suppose that both of the two edges are not free and set e = (v1, v2), e
′ = (v′1, v

′
2) with v1 ≻ v2,

v′1 ≻ v′2. We write down the formulas for ke and ke′

ke =
∑

w∈P(v1)

∑
e′′=(w,w′)∈F(v1)

1w′ /∈P(v)

(
−σw(e′′)σv1(e)

)
ke′′ ,

ke′ =
∑

w∈P(v1)

∑
e′′=(w,w′)∈F(v′1)

1w′ /∈P(v′1)

(
−σw(e′′)σv′1(e

′)
)
ke′′ .

(614)

We also consider two cases, that are exactly the same with Cases 2.1 and 2.2 above.
If v′1 ≻ v1, thenP(v′1) ⊂ P(v1), then as argued in Case 2.1, for any free edge e′′ = {w,w′} ∈ Fe = Fe′ ,

we have w ∈ P(v1) ∪P(v′1) and w
′ ∈ P(v1)

c ∪P(v′1)
c. As a result, the constants σw(e

′′) are the same
in the two formulas in (614), thus, ke = σv′1(e

′)σv1(e)ke′ .

If P(v′1) ∩P(v1) = ∅, then as argued in Case 2.2, for any free edge e′′ = {w,w′} ∈ Fe = Fe′ , one of
the vertex, say w, belongs to P(v1) and the other vertex, say w′, belongs to P(v′1) (see Figure 12). As
a result, the constants σw(e

′′) have the opposite orientations in the two formulas in (614), therefore,
ke = −σv′1(e

′)σv1(e)ke′ .
□

5.4. A special class of integrated graphs: Pairing graphs. Let us first define the concept of
pairing graphs.

Definition 11 (Pairing and Non-Pairing Graphs). A graph G is called “pairing” if for every A ∈ S,
we have |A| = 2. Otherwise, it is “non-pairing”.

Lemma 41. We have the following identity for all pairing graphs, for the phases defined in (108)

ϑ0 =
n∑

l=1

Xl :=
n∑

l=1

X(σl,ρl , kl,ρl , σl−1,ρl , kl−1,ρl , σl−1,ρl+1, kl−1,ρl+1) = 0. (615)

Moreover, the phase regulator τ0 defined in Definition 120 also vanishes

Proof. Identity (615) and the fact that the phase regulator τ0 vanishes follow due to the fact that the
terms cancel each other pairwise since they are paired. □

Lemma 42. Consider a graph, with n interacting vertices.

(i) If the graph is non-singular and pairing, then the number of degree-zero vertices is n0 = |S|−1
and the number of degree-one vertices is n1 = n+ 1− |S|.
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The cycle of vnj

The first free edge from v to vn+1

Figure 13. In this picture, the cycle of vnj belongs to the branch originated from vn+1

of the graph. This cycle has two vertices v, v′′ in V0. Then v, v
′, v′′ belong to the same

cluster and the graph is non-pairing. Note that if vnj coincides with vn+1, then since
vn+1 is not an interacting vertex, and there is no cycle associated to vn+1.

(ii) If the graph is non-pairing, and if both of the two edges associated to the top vertices are
not virtually free, then the number of degree-zero vertices is n0 = |S| − 2 and the number of
degree-one vertices is n1 = n+ 2− |S|.

(iii) If the graph is non-pairing, and if there exists an edge among the two edges associated to the top
vertices that is virtually free, then the free edge needs to be the one on the left and the number
of degree-zero vertices is n0 = |S|−1 and the number of degree-one vertices is n1 = n+1−|S|.

Proof. We first prove (i). Let us consider the case when the graph is pairing and non-singular. By
Lemma 35, the number of free momenta in this graph is n + 2 − |S|. Suppose that there exists a
cluster that connects vertices in V0, but those vertices are originated from both the top vertices vn+1

and vn+2. We will show that one of the two edges attached to vn+1, vn+2 is free. Suppose that both
of them are integrated. Among them, we pick one vertex v originated from vn+1 and the other one v′

originated from vn+2. Since v is originated from vn+1, there is a set of vertices vn1 , vn2 , · · · , vnm with
n + 1 = n1 > n2 > · · · > nm such that vni is connected to vni+1 , i = 1, · · · ,m − 1, via an edge and
vnm is connected to v via an edge. Among those edges, let us suppose that e is the first free edge we
encounter while going from the bottom to the top. Let us suppose that e connects vnj and vnj+1 , if
nj = nm, then we identify vnj+1 with v. Let us now consider the cycle of vnj . Since v is inside this
cycle, the cycle goes through another vertex v′′ ∈ V0, which is connected to a vertex vj ∈ VI and
originated from vn+1. As a result, v′′ is connected to v by a cluster and as thus, v, v′, v′′ are in the
same cluster (see Figure 13). The graph is non-pairing, which is a contradiction. Therefore, one of the
two edges attached to vn+1, vn+2 is a virtually free edge. According to our construction, the left one,
which is the one connected to vn+1, is the virtually free edge. This means that there are n + 1 − |S|
free edges attached to the interacting vertices of VI , and there are n+1−|S| degree-one vertices. The
number of degree-zero vertices is then n− (n+ 1− |S|) = |S| − 1.

Now, let us consider the case when there is no cluster that connects vertices inV0, that are originated
from both the top vertices vn+1 and vn+2. As a result, the vertices in V0 originated from vn+1 and
vn+2 are isolated from each other. As a result, we can remove the edge associated to vn+1 and split
the graph into two disconnected component. This simply means that this edge is singular and the
graph is also singular, leading to a contradiction.

We next prove (ii). By the hypothesis, both of the two edges associated to the two vertices in VT

are not virtually free, we then deduce for each of the n+ 2− |S| free edges, at least one of its vertices
is an interacting vertex. Each free edge is then associated to a degree-one vertex. Thus, there are in
total n1 = n+ 2− |S| degree-one vertices and n0 = n− n1 = |S| − 2 degree-zero vertices.
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Those edges are singular

The clusters on the two sides are isolated 

v*

Figure 14. In this picture, the clusters on the left and on the right are isolated. The
graph has a 1-separation.

Finally, (iii) can be shown by observing that among the two edges, only one of them can be the
virtually free edge, since, by our construction, the addition of the virtually free edge associated to vn+1

is to avoid the cycle containing the virtual vertex v∗. Once this free edge is added, the non-existence
of this cycle is guaranteed, and thus the virtually free edge attached to vn+2 is not necessary. Since
one of the free edges is (virtually) attached to vn+1, there are n+ 1− |S| attached to the interacting
vertices in VI . Each free edge is then associated to a degree-one vertex. Thus, there are in total
n1 = n+ 1− |S| degree-one vertices and n0 = n− n1 = |S| − 1 degree-zero vertices.

□

We will show later that pairing graphs are the main contribution to the Duhamel multi-layer ex-
pansions. However, among all pairing graphs, some are less important than the others. As a result,
we need a classification of pairing graphs.

5.5. Classification of non-singular pairing graphs. The goal of this section is to give a detailed
study on pairing graphs. Among the pairing graphs, we exclude those that are singular. Our classifi-
cation is based on the concept of the interacting size of an iCm cycle , which is an extended version of
the concept of the size of a Cl cycle (defined in Definition 12), discussed in [43], due to the distinction
between vertices in VI and V0 ∪VC in our graphs. Moreover, differently from classical configurations
in graph theory, the vertices in VI are ordered from the top to the bottom, we then further classify
the important iC2 cycles into iCd

2 and iCr
2 using this ordering.

Remark 43. Note that, a pairing graph can also be singular. For instance, Figure 8 is an example of
a pairing, singular graph.

To make a classification of non-singular pairing graphs, we will first classify cycles, associated to
degree-one vertices, inside a non-singular pairing graph. We then have the classical definition of the
size of a cycle, following Estrada (cf. [43]).

Definition 12 (Size of a Cycle). Let vi be a degree-one vertex. Define I to be the set of all of the
vertices in the cycle of vi, including vi. Then the number of elements l = |I| of I is defined to be the
size of the cycle of vi. Those cycles are called Cl cycles.

The above definition counts all of the vertices in VC ,V0 and VI of a cycle. Since in our proof,
we are mostly interested in the interacting vertices, defined in Section 5.2, it is important that we
count the number of interacting vertices in a cycle. As thus, the following definition is introduced, to
guarantee the classification of Cl cycles based on counting the number of vertices in VI .
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Definition 13 (Interacting Size of a Cycle). Let vi be a degree-one vertex. Define {vl}l∈I to be the set
of all of the interacting vertices in the cycle of vi, including vi. Then the number of elements m = |I|
of I is defined to be the interacting size of the cycle of vi. The cycles are then called iCm cycles (see
Figure 16 for an illustration).

We have the following lemmas.

Lemma 44. Let vi be a degree-one vertex and k ∈ E+(vi). Suppose that the interacting size of the
cycle of vi is 1, then k = 0 and the graph containing the cycle of vi has a 1-separation and is singular.
Therefore, any cycle in a non-singular graph has an interacting size bigger than 1.

Proof. Suppose that k1, k2 ∈ E−(vi) . Since the cycle containing vi has only one interacting vertex, the
two edges k1, k2 are directly connected. This means if we remove the edge associated to k, the cycle
is split from the graph. By Lemma 39, k = 0 and the graph has a 1-separation and is singular. □

The following lemma illustrates the structure of vertices inside a cycle.

Lemma 45. Let vi be a degree-one vertex and define {v′l}l∈I to be the set of all of the interacting
vertices in the cycle of vi, including vi. Then for all l ∈ I, we always have T (v′l) ≤ i.

Proof. Suppose the contrary, that there exists a vertex vj , j > i, such that this vertex has one of its
associated edges depending on the free edge e = {vi, w} associated to vi, and i = T (vi) > T (w). It
follows that e∩VT = ∅. We now consider the paths, with the second assigned orientation, going from
vi, w to the virtual vertex v∗. These paths must coincide starting from a vertex w0. We have vi ≻ w0

and w ≻ w0. Suppose that e′ = (w1, w2), with w1 ≻ w2, satisfies w ≻ w0 ≻ w1 and vi ≻ w0 ≻ w1.
Then by Lemma 36, ke′ = σw1(e

′)σw(e)ke + . . . as w ≻ w0 ≻ w1. Similarly, since w′ ≻ w0 ≻ w1, then
ke′ = σw1(e

′)σw′(e)ke+ . . . . We notice that σw(e) = −σw′(e). Therefore, σwke and −σw′ke cancel with
each other. As a result, ke′ is independent of ke.

From the above arguments, we deduce that the vertex vj belongs to either the path w ≻ w0 or
the path vi ≻ w0. Let us now revisit the construction of free edges scheme. In this scheme, the
construction of free edges is done from the bottom to the top of the tree. The edge ke is set free due
to the fact that it forms a cycle with a set of edges associated to vertices {vl′}l′∈V, with l′ ≤ i for
l′ ∈ V. As a result, the paths w ≻ vj , vj ≻ w0, vi ≻ w0 and the vertices {vl′}l′∈V form a cycle. This
means they coincide, otherwise, we have a contradiction. As a result, j belongs to the set V, and
j ≤ i, contradicting the original assumption that j > i. □

Below, we present a classification of cycles for a non-singular graph.

Definition 14 (Classification of Cycles in Non-singular Graphs). In a non-singular graph G, let vi be
a degree-one vertex and {vj}j∈I be the sets of all the interacting vertices in its cycle. The cycle of vi
is then an iC|I| cycle.

• If the size |I| of this iC|I| cycle is bigger than or equal to 3, the cycle is called a “long collision”
(see Figure 15).

• If the size |I| of this iC|I| cycle is exactly 2, the cycle is called a “short collision” (see Figure
16).

In our graphs, the ordering of the interacting vertices from the top to the bottom plays a very
important role. Though iC2 cycles have only two interacting vertices vi, vj , we need to further classify
iC2 cycles based on this ordering. We then have the following classification for iC2 short collisions.

Definition 15 (Classification of Short Collisions in Non-singular Graphs). In a non-singular graph
G, let vi be a degree-one vertex, whose cycle is a short collision and contains two interacting vertices
vi, vj with j < i.
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Figure 15. In this picture, the dashed edges are free. The cycles of v4 and v3
have three vertices {v4, v3, v1} and {v3, v2, v1}. Therefore, these cycles have the
interacting size of 3 and they are iC3 cycles. The cycle of v4 has 9 vertices
{v4, v3, F,X1, A, v1, B,X2, D} and is a C9 cycle. The cycle of v3 has 9 vertices
{v3, E,X3, C, v2, v1, A,X1, F} and is a C9 cycle. They are long collisions, as described
in Definition 14.

v4

v3

v1

v2

v5
v6

v*

Figure 16. In this picture, the dashed edges are free. The cycles of v4 and v3 have only
two interacting vertices {v4, v2} and {v3, v1}. Therefore, these cycles are iC2 cycles,
which means have the interacting size of 2, and they are short. They are, in addition,
short delayed recollisions iCd

2, as described in Definition 15.

• If j = i − 1, the cycle is called a “recollision” (see Figures 17-18). There are two types of
recollision. If a recollision uses only one cluster vertex, we call it a “single-cluster recollision”.
A single-cluster recollision is an iC2 and a C5 cycle. If a recollision uses two cluster vertices,
we call it a “double-cluster recollision”. A double-cluster recollision is an iC2 and a C8 cycle.
A recollision is called an “iCr

2 cycle.”
• If j ̸= i− 1, the cycle is called a “short delayed recollision” (see Figure 16). By Lemma 45, it
follows that j < i− 1. A short delayed recollision is called an “iCd

2 cycle.”
• For both recollisions and short delayed recollisions, each cycle has the same number of inter-
acting vertices (see Figures 16,17,18).

The following Lemma shows the dependence of the phase of a vertex on an arbitrary free edge.

Lemma 46. Let vi be an interacting vertex in a non-singular graph and e ∈ E(vi). Let e′ be an
arbitrary free edge in Fe. The followings hold true.

(i) ∇ke′X(vi) ̸= 0.
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vi

vi

vi

vi

vi-1 vi-1

vi-1 vi-1

Figure 17. The 4 double-cluster recollisions. Each of them uses two cluster vertices.
These recollisions are not delayed as the one in Figure 16. They are iCr

2 and C8 cycles,
the skeletons of iCL2 ladder graphs.

vi vi

vi-1 vi-1

Figure 18. The 2 single-cluster recollisions. Each of them uses only one cluster vertex.
These recollisions are not delayed as the one in Figure 16. They are iCr

2 and C5 cycles,
the skeletons of iCL2 ladder graphs.
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(ii) X(vi) cannot be independent of all free momenta.

Proof. We first prove (i). Denote the two vertices of e′ by w and w′. Let us suppose the contrary that
X(vi) is a constant in ke′ , hence independent of ke′ . Denote the three edges associate to vi by e0, e1, e2
with the momenta k0, k1, k2, signs σk0 , σk1 , σk2 , and the three vertices associate to them by v′0, v

′
1, v

′
2.

If the free edge e′ depends on all of the 3 momenta k0, k1, k2, we consider two cases. In the first case,
we suppose that e′ is attached to vi, then ke′ is one of the 3 momenta k0, k1, k2, say k0. Since the
other two edges of vi also depends on e′, we have vi ≻ v′1 and vi ≻ v′2, contradicting the conclusion of
Lemma 34. In the second case, we suppose that e′ is not attached to vi. Since k0, k1, k2 all depend
on ke′ , for kj , j = {0, 1, 2}, we then have one of the following possibilities: (a) w or w′ ≻ vi; (b) w
or w′ ≻ v′j . The first possibility (a) cannot happens, since suppose without loss of generality that

w ≻ vi, then we must have vi ≻ v′j for all j ∈ {0, 1, 2} so that k0, k1, k2 all depend on ke′ , leading to

a contradiction with the conclusion of Lemma 34 again. As a result, the second possibility (b) must
happen, this means w or w′ ≻ v′j for all j ∈ {0, 1, 2}. By the Pigeonhole Principle, we can suppose

without loss of generality that there exist j ̸= l ∈ {0, 1, 2} such that w ≻ v′j and w ≻ v′l. This means

that w, v′j , v
′
l and vi form a cycle. This is again another contradiction. Therefore, the free edge e′

depends on exactly 2 of the 3 momenta k0, k1, k2.
We now suppose that ke′ depends on k0 and k1. By Lemma 38, we can then write k0 = σ0ke′ + k′0

and k1 = σ1ke′ + k′1, in which k′0, k
′
1 are the sum of some other free momenta. Thus,

∇k′e

(
σk0ω(σ0ke′ + k′0) + σk1ω(σ1ke′ + k′1)

)
= 0,

which means

σk0ω(σ0ke′ + k′0) + σk1ω(σ1ke′ + k′1) = constant.

This happens only when σk0σ0 + σk1σ1 = 0, σk0k
′
0 + σk1k

′
1 = 0, and therefore σk0k0 + σk1k1 = 0. By

the delta function associated to vi, we deduce that k2 = 0. Thus, the momentum k2 is singular, that
contradicts the hypothesis that the graph is non-singular. Therefore ∇ke′X(vi) ̸= 0. This finishes the
proof of (i).

Suppose that X(vi) is independent of all free momenta. This, by (i), shows that for any edge
e ∈ E(vi), the set Fe is empty. This means ke = 0 and the edge e is singular, contradicting the
hypothesis that the graph is non-singular.

□

We will need to further classify long collisions. To this end, we first prove the following Lemma.

Lemma 47. Let vl1 be a degree-one vertex in a non-singular graph. Denote by k1, k2 its edges in
E−(vl1) and k0 the edge in E+(vl1). Denote their signs by σk0 , σk1 , σk2. Suppose that k1 is the momen-
tum of the free edge. Assume that there exists a vertex vl0 in the cycle of vl1 such that X(vl0) +X(vl1)
is not a function of k1. Denote the three edges of vl0 by k′0, k

′
1, k

′
2, in which k′0 ∈ E+(vl0) and

k′1, k
′
2 ∈ E−(vl0). The signs of those edges are denoted by σk′0 , σk′1 , σk′2. Then, the followings hold

true.

(i) One of the following identities is satisfied

σk2k2 + σk′2k
′
2 = σk1k1 + σk′1k

′
1 = 0, (616)

σk2k2 + σk′1k
′
1 = σk1k1 + σk′2k

′
2 = 0, (617)

σk1k1 + σk′0k
′
0 = σk2k2 + σk′2k

′
2 = 0, (618)

and

σk1k1 + σk′0k
′
0 = σk2k2 + σk′1k

′
1 = 0. (619)
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Figure 19. In this example, the cycle of vl1 is ELQX4KHPX3M . The free edges
are the dashed lines. The path from vj to the virtual vertex is HKX4QLEBv∗, which
is denoted by the arrows. The two vertices E and M of the free edge can be joined
into this path by EBv∗ and MX3PHKX4QLEBv∗.

(ii) There does not exist another vertex vj in the cycle of vl1 such that X(vj) + X(vl1) is not a
function of k1. Therefore, vl0 is the only vertex with this property.

(iii) Suppose that the cycle is long. If (616) or (617) happens, we can remove the other vertices
in the cycle and join k1, k2 with k′1, k

′
2 or with k′2, k

′
1 to form a short delayed recollision or a

recollision. If (618) or (619) happens, we can remove the other vertices in the cycle and join
k1, k2 with k′0, k

′
1 or with k′0, k

′
2 to form a short delayed recollision or a recollision. In both

cases, the graph has 2-separations.

Proof. We divide the proof into several parts.

Part 1 - The proof of (i): One of the identities (616)-(619) is satisfied.

The cycle of vl1 goes through the vertex vl0 by either the two edges in E−(vl0) or by one edge in
E−(vl0) and one edge in E+(vl0). These two edges are then denoted by h1, h2 and the left-over edge is
denoted by h0. As k1 is the free momentum of the cycle, it follows that {h0} = {k′0, k′1, k′2}\{h1, h2}
and h1 = σ1k1 + u1, h2 = σ2k1 + u2, in which u1, u2 are independent of k1 and σ1, σ2 ∈ {±1}.
We denote the associated signs by σh0 , σh1 , σh2 . Since σh0h0 + σh1h1 + σh2h2 = 0, we deduce h0 =
−σh0(σh1σ1 + σh2σ2)k1 − σh0(σh1u1 + σh2u2). Therefore, −σh0(σh1σ1 + σh2σ2)k1 = ±k1 or 0. Since
σh0(σh1σ1 + σh2σ2) is an even number, it follows that σh0(σh1σ1 + σh2σ2) = 0. Therefore h0 is
independent of k1.

We then have

X(vl1) + X(vl0) = σk0ω(k0) + σk1ω(k1) + σk2ω(k2)

+ σh0ω(h0) + σh1ω(h1) + σh2ω(h2)

= σk0ω(k0) + σk1ω(k1) + σk2ω(σk2σk0k0 − σk2σk1k1)

+ σh0ω(h0) + σh1ω(σ1k1 + u1) + σh2ω(σ2k1 + u2).

(620)

Since the edge k0 belongs to a vertex vj , j > l1, it is independent of k1. We have already proved that
h0 is also independent of k1. We then write

Xl1 + Xl0 = σk1ω(k1) + σk2ω(σk2σk0k0 − σk2σk1k1)

+ σh1ω(σ1k1 + u1) + σh2ω(σ2k1 + u2) + cindepfreeedge,
(621)

in which the constant cindepfreeedge is independent of k1. Therefore, the only quantity that depends on
k1 is σk1ω(k1) + σk2ω(σk2σk0k0 − σk2σk1k1) + σh1ω(σ1k1 + u1) + σh2ω(σ2k1 + u2). By our assumption
Xl1 + Xl0 is not a function of k1, we find σk1ω(k1) + σk2ω(σk2σk0k0 − σk2σk1k1) + σh1ω(σ1k1 + u1) +
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Figure 20. In this example, after the two recollisions of v4, v5 and v2, v3, the momenta
is propagated from v6 to v2. As a result, the edge associated with v1 is −k2, that cancels
out the k2 edge of v6. Moreover, the momenta k1 appear in both v1 and v6, but with
opposite signs, thus, they cancel out each other. Finally, X(v1) +X(v6) is independent
of k1. As a result, the cycle of v6 is an ICd

6 long delayed recollision.

vl1

vl0

vl1

vl0

Figure 21. In this example, the left picture corresponds to the case in which vl1
goes through the vertex vl0 by one edge in E−(vl0) and one edge in E+(vl0). The right
picture corresponds to the case when vl1 goes through the vertex vl0 by the two edges
in E−(vl0). The dashed line is the free edge of vl1 .

σh2ω(σ2k1 + u2) = 0. Since the graph is non-singular, this happens when k1 = ±h1, k2 = ±h2 (or
k2 = ±h1 and k1 = ±h2, by symmetry) and σk1ω(k1) + σh1ω(h1) = σk2ω(k2) + σh2ω(h2) = 0 (or
σk1ω(k1) + σh2ω(h2) = σk2ω(k2) + σh1ω(h1) = 0, by symmetry).

Part 2 - The proof of (ii): There does not exist another vertex vj in the cycle of vl1
such that X(vj) + X(vl1) is not a function of k1.

From the previous part, we know that k1 = ±h1, k2 = ±h2 (or k2 = ±h1 and k1 = ±h2, by
symmetry) and σk1ω(k1)+σh1ω(h1) = σk2ω(k2)+σh2ω(h2) = 0 (or σk1ω(k1)+σh2ω(h2) = σk2ω(k2)+
σh1ω(h1) = 0, by symmetry). We suppose without loss of generality that the former case happens. In
Figure 20, we give an example that illustrates this case. Now, we will show that vl0 is the only vertex
in the cycle of vl1 that creates a delayed recollision. Suppose the contrary that we have another vertex
vj , in the cycle of vl1 such that Xj + Xl1 is not a function of k1. The same argument used for vl0 can
be repeated, yielding that there are two momenta of vj , denoted by h′1, h

′
2, with signs σh′

1
, σh′

2
such

that k1 = ±h′1, k2 = ±h′2 and σk1ω(k1) + σh′
1
ω(h′1) = σk2ω(k2) + σh′

2
ω(h′2) = 0. We now observe that

Fh′
1
= Fh1 = Fk1 = {k1}. We denote the edge associated to k1 by e = (vl1 , v

′), the edge associated to
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Figure 22. In this picture, the dashed curves represent the cycle of e∗∗∗. The removal
of the pair (k1, h1) does not split the graph into two disconnected components due to
the cycle of e∗∗∗.

h1 by e∗ = (vh1 , v
′
h1
) and the edge associated to h′1 by e∗∗ = (vh′

1
, v′h′

1
), where the orientation to the

virtual vertex v∗ are from vh1 to v′h1
and from vh′

1
to v′h′

1
. Then one of the two vertices vh1 , v

′
h1

is vl0
and one of the two vertices vh′

1
, v′h′

1
is vj . By Lemma 36, we have

h1 = − σvh1 (e∗)
∑
e′∈F

1(∃v ∈ e′ ∩P(vh1) and e
′ ∩P(vh1)

c ̸= ∅)σv(e′)ke′ , (622)

and
h′1 = − σvh′1

(e∗∗)
∑
e′∈F

1(∃v ∈ e′ ∩P(vh′
1
) and e′ ∩P(vh′

1
)c ̸= ∅)σv(e′)ke′ . (623)

It is then clear that one vertex of the free edge e belongs to P(vh1) and the other vertex belongs to
P(vh1)

c, otherwise, if both vertices of e belongs to P(vh1), the appearance of e will be canceled out in
the sum (622). Let e′ = (w,w′) be another edge, in which w ∈ P(vh1) and w

′ ∈ P(vh1)
c, then e′ must

be a free edge. Suppose the contrary that e′ is not free, since w′ /∈ P(vh1), there exists a unique path
from w′ to the virtual vertex v∗ and the path excludes vh1 . This path, and the path from vh1 to the
virtual vertex v∗ will form a cycle. This contradicts our construction of the free edges, since in our
scheme, we break all of the cycles by removing one edge in each cycle and call them the free edges.
Since e′ is free, it coincides with e. As a result the set of edges that connect P(vh1) and P(vh1)

c,
and different from e∗ contains only one element e. Similarly, the set of edges that connect P(vh′

1
)

and P(vh′
1
)c, and different from e∗∗ contains also one element e. Since both e∗ and e∗∗ belong to the

cycle of e, we suppose, without loss of generality that there is a path e∗ ≻ e∗∗. As the set of edges
connecting P(vh′

1
) and P(vh′

1
)c, and different from e∗∗, contains only one element e, we deduce that

all the paths to the virtual vertex v∗ whose components contain edges in P(vh′
1
) and P(vh′

1
)c include

e∗∗ as one of their edges. Similarly, all the paths to the virtual vertex v∗ whose components contain
edges in P(vh1) and P(vh1)

c include e∗ as one of their edges. As a result, removing either the pair
{e∗, e} or the pair {e∗∗, e} will split the graph into two disconnected component, by Lemma 40 and
the graph has a 2-separation. Now, let us consider the three edges associated to k2, h

′
2 and h′′2. Since

the three edges k2, h
′
2 and h′′2 depend not only on k1, they also depend on at least another free edge.

We name this free edge by e∗∗∗, and denote the associated free momenta by k∗∗∗. Therefore, for each
of the momenta k2, h

′
2 and h′′2, one of its vertices should belong to the cycle created by e∗∗∗. This

cycle guarantees that the removal of either the pair {e∗, e} or the pair {e∗∗, e} does not split the full
graph into two separate components (see Picture 22 for an illustration).

Part 3 - The proof of (iii): Forming a recollision or a short delayed recollision.
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Figure 23. In this picture, the two parts of the long collision is replaced by the two
new clusters, reducing the long collision into a short collision, which is either a short
delayed recollision or a recollision.
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Figure 24. In this picture, the two parts of the long collision are replaced by the
new cluster and the new edge, reducing the long collision into a short collision, which
is either a short delayed recollision or a recollision.

Suppose that (616) happens, then Fk1 = Fk′1
, as a result, we can remove the two edges associated

to k1, k
′
1 and the graph splits into two parts by Lemma 40. Thus, we can cut the part that does not

contains vl1 , vl0 out of the graph. Since σk1k1 + σk′1k
′
1 = 0, we can joint vl1 to vl0 , by gluing k1 to

k′1 into one new cluster. By the same argument, we can also glue k2 to k′2 into one new cluster (see
Figure 23). In this case, we have either a short delayed recollision or a recollision. The case when
(617) happens can be done by exactly the same argument.

If (618) happens, then Fk1 = Fk′0
, as a result, we can remove the two edges associated to k1, k

′
0 and

the graph splits into two parts by Lemma 40. Therefore, we can cut the part that does not contains
vl1 , vl0 out of the graph. Since σk1k1 + σk′0k

′
0 = 0, we can joint vl1 to vl0 , by gluing k1 to k′1 into one

new edge e. In this case, σv1e = σk1 and σv0e = σk′0 . By the same argument used for the case when

(616) happens, we can glue k2 and k′1 by a new cluster (see Figure 24). We then have either a short
delayed recollision or a recollision. The case when (619) happens is then similar. □

By Lemma 47, we then have a classification for long collisions.

Definition 16 (Classification of Long Collisions in Non-singular Graphs). Let vl1 be a degree-one
vertex in a non-singular graph and suppose that its iCl cycle is long l > 2. Denote by k1 its free
momentum.
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(i) If there exists a vertex vl0 in the cycle of vl1 such that X(vl0) + X(vl1) is not a function of k1,

and l1 − l0 > 1, the cycle is called a “long delayed recollision” and denoted by iCd
l .

(ii) If there does not exist a vertex vl0 in the cycle of vl1 such that X(vl0)+X(vl1) is not a function
of k1, the cycle is called an “irreducible long collision”and denoted by iCi

l.

We have the following observation for a recollision.

Lemma 48. Let vi be a degree-one vertex in a non-singular graph and suppose that it is either a
recollision or a delayed recollision. Denote by k1 its free edges. Let vj be the another vertex in the
cycle. Then X(vi) + X(vj) is not a function of k1.

Proof. The proof follows straightforwardly from the computation of X(vi) and X(vj). □

Combining Lemma 47 and Lemma 48, we have the following unified definition for delayed recolli-
sions.

Definition 17 (Delayed Recollisions). Let vl1 be a degree-one vertex in a non-singular graph. Denote
by k1 its free edges. If there exists a vertex vl0 in the iCl cycle of vl1 such that X(vl0) +X(vl1) is not a
function of k1, and if the iCl cycle is not a recollision, it is called a “delayed recollision”. In this case,
there are two possibilities.

(i) If the cycle is long l > 2, it is a “long delayed recollision”
(ii) If the cycle is short l = 2, it is a “short delayed recollision”.

5.6. Different types of graphs. Below, we give a definition for different types of graphs.

Definition 18 (Different types of graphs). For a non-singular, pairing graph, we consider all of the
degree-one vertices from the bottom to the top of the graph.

If, from the bottom to the top, the first degree-one vertex, which does not correspond to an iCr
2

recollision or to a cycle formed by iteratively applying the recollisions (in Figure 27, the four vertices
v3, v4, v5, v6 are formed by iteratively applying two recollisions), is associated to an iCi

m long irreducible
collision (m > 2), we call the graph “long irreducible”.

If, from the bottom to the top, the first degree-one vertex, which does not correspond to a recollision
or to a cycle formed by iteratively applying the recollisions, is associated to an iCd

m delayed recollision
(m ≥ 2), we call the graph “delayed recollisional”.

Next, we introduce the concept of long irreducible degree-zero vertex and a modified cut-off function
associated to it.

Definition 19 (Long-irreducible degree-zero vertex). Consider a long irreducible graph. We denote
the first degree-one vertex, which does not correspond to an iCr

2 recollision, from the bottom to the top,
by vi. We denote the two edges in E−(vi) by k1, k2 and the other ends of these two edges are v′i and
v′′i . We follow the paths starting from vi → v′i and vi → v′′i along the cycle of vi. The first degree-zero
vertices of each path, that do not belong to any recollision are denoted by v∗i and v∗∗i . We call the
higher one, between the two vertices v∗i and v∗∗i in the graph, the long-irreducible degree-zero vertex of
the graph (see Figure 25 for an illustration).

We then have the lemma.

Lemma 49. Consider a long irreducible graph. We denote the first degree-one vertex, which does
not correspond to an iCr

2 recollision, from the bottom to the top, by vi. We denote the two edges in
E−(vi) by k1, k2 and the other ends of these two edges are v′i and v

′′
i . Denote by vj the long-irreducible

degree-zero vertex of the graph. Suppose that vj belongs to the path from vi to v
′
i. Then the edge that is

attached to vj, and belongs to this path, has momentum k1. Moreover, the cut-off function associated
to vj is of type Φ1,j.
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k2

k1
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Recollision

Recollision

vi’

vi’’

vi*

vi**

k1

Recollision

Recollision

k2

Figure 25. In this picture, following the path from vi to v′i, we find v∗i , the first
degree-zero vertex that does not belong to any recollision. Following the path from vi
to v′′i , we find v∗∗i , the first degree-zero vertex that does not belong to any recollision.
As v∗i is placed higher than v∗∗i , v∗i is the long-irreducible degree-zero vertex of the
graph.

Proof. As from v′i to vj , we only have recollisions, the momentum k1 is propagated to the edge that is
attached to vj and belongs to this path. Moreover, since vj is placed higher than the other degree-zero
vertex emerging from the path from vi to v

′′
i , the cut-off function is of type Φ1,j . □

Lemma 50. Consider a graph with n time slices, in which the number of vertices at the bottom
{k0,1, · · · , k0,n+2} is even. Suppose that at each time slice, the sets of the associated momenta {ki,1, · · · , ki,n+2−i}
are admissible (see Definition 1). Then the graph is pairing.

Proof. Suppose that i0 is the first time slice from the top to the bottom at which the set of associated
momenta {ki0,1, · · · , ki0,n+2−i0} has a triple ki0,j′ , ki0,j′′ , ki0,j′′′ such that ki0,j′ + ki0,j′′ + ki0,j′′′ = 0
appear, while the set {ki0,1, · · · , ki0,n+2−i0}\{ki0,j′ , ki0,j′′ , ki0,j′′′} contains only pairings. As the split-
ting happens at ki0,ρi0 , ki0−1,ρi0

, ki0−1,ρi0+1, there are two cases: either ρi0 coincides with one of the

indices j′, j′′, j′′′ or ρi0 does not coincide with one of the indices j′, j′′, j′′′. Let us consider the first case
when ρi0 coincides with one of the indices j′, j′′, j′′′, without loss of generality, we suppose j′ = ρi0 .
As ki0,j′ + ki0,j′′ + ki0,j′′′ = 0, we deduce ki0−1,ρi0

+ ki0−1,ρi0+1 + ki0,j′′ + ki0,j′′′ = 0. As the set

{ki0−1,1, · · · , ki0−1,n+3−i0} is admissible, we deduce that {ki0−1,ρi0
, ki0−1,ρi0+1, ki0,j′′ , ki0,j′′′} contains

only pairings. We now consider the second case that ρi0 does not coincide with one of the indices
j′, j′′, j′′′, then ki0,ρi0 must belong to a paring, we suppose without loss generality that this pairing is
ki0,ρi0 , ki0,ρi0+1, yielding ki0−1,ρi0

+ ki0−1,ρi0+1 + ki0−1,ρi0+2 = 0. We suppose that ki0,j′ , ki0,j′′ , ki0,j′′′

propagates to ki0−1,j′0
, ki0−1,j′′0

, ki0−1,j′′′0
in the lower time slice i0 − 1. As {ki0−1,j′0

, ki0−1,j′′0
, ki0−1,j′′′0

}
is different from {ki0−1,ρi0

, ki0−1,ρi0+1, ki0−1,ρi0+2}, and as the set of momenta in the i0 − 1 time slice

is also admissible, {ki0−1,j′0
, ki0−1,j′′0

, ki0−1,j′′′0
} and {ki0−1,ρi0

, ki0−1,ρi0+1, ki0−1,ρi0+2} create another 3

pairings. Applying this argument iteratively, we conclude that if the set {ki,1, · · · , ki,n+2−i} contains
one triplet ki,j′+ki,j′′+ki,j′′′ = 0 (while the left-over set contains only pairings), then the set of the next
time slice {ki−1,1, · · · , ki−1,n+3−i} contains only pairings. And next, the set {ki−2,1, · · · , ki−2,n+4−i}
contains precisely one triplet ki−2,l′ + ki−2,l′′ + ki−2,l′′′ = 0 and the left-over set contains only pairing.
Finally, the set {k0,1, · · · , k0,n+2} contains only pairings. □

5.7. The most important graphs: iCL2 ladder graphs (leading diagrams). In the next sections
of the paper we will show that graphs with long collisions and delayed recollisions are negligible, as
thus, the most important contribution comes from graphs with only iCr

2 recollisions. The following
lemma shows the form of a graph, whose cycles are only iCr

2 recollisions.
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Ladder

Figure 26. This is an example of a ladder. All of the cycles are recollisions. There
are 4 single-cluster recollisions and 1 double-cluster recollision.

Definition 20 (iCL2 Recollision Ladder Graphs/Leading Diagrams). A graph that can be obtained
by iteratively adding M recollisions (iCr

2 cycles) is an “iCL2 recollision ladder graph” (see Figure 26).
We call the iCr

2 cycles the “skeletons” of the iCL2 ladder graph.

Remark 51. We remark that prism graphs are CLm circular ladder graphs that have one of the prisms
as its skeleton. Note that a CLm circular ladder graph can be obtained by the Cartesian product of
a cycle and an edge. Our iCL2 ladder graphs could be understood, in some sense, as an extension of
those graphs using iCr

2 cycles as the skeletons. However, iCL2 ladder graphs are obtained by iteratively
adding the iCr

2 cycles, which could be understood as the “convolutions” of the skeletons.

Lemma 52. Given a non-singular pairing graph, suppose that all of its cycles are iCr
2 recollisions.

Then the graph is a iCL2 ladder. Moreover, the following identity also holds true

X(σi,ρi , ki,ρi , σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)

+ X(σi+1,ρi+1 , ki+1,ρi+1 , σi,ρi+1 , ki,ρi+1 , σi,ρi+1 , ki,ρi+1+1) = 0,
(624)

if i is odd.

Proof. Suppose the graph has n interacting vertices. Since it is pairing, n = 2m is an even number
and there are in total |S| = m+1 cluster vertices. Using Lemma 42, the number of degree-one vertices
is computed by n + 1 − |S| = 2m + 1 −m − 1 = m. And the number of the degree-zero vertices is
|S| − 1 = m.

Since the numbers of degree-one vertices and degree-zero vertices are equal, the number of degree-
zero vertices that do not belong to any cycle is zero. This can be seen as follows. We denote by l the
number of the degree-zero vertices that do not belong to any cycle. Since there are in total m degree-
one vertices, there are in total m cycles. By the hypothesis, all of the cycles are iCr

2 recollisions. Thus,
each cycle has only two vertices, one vertex is of degree 1 and the other one is of degree 0. Therefore,
there are m degree-one vertices and m degree-zero vertices that belong to the cycles of the graph. The
number of interacting vertices of the graph is then 2m + l = 2m. Therefore, l = 0. This shows that
each degree-zero vertex belong to a cycle of the graph.

As a consequence, the graph contains m cycles, each of which has one degree-one vertex vi at the
top and and the next one, vi−1 is a degree-zero vertex.

Now, we can prove by induction in m that the graph can be obtained by iteratively adding the iCr
2

recollisions.
If m = 1, we only have one cycle in the graph, meaning that the cycle is an iCr

2 recollision. Suppose
that the claim is true for m = n, we will prove that the claim is true for m = n+ 1. Let us consider
the iCl cycle, whose interacting size is the smallest among all the cycles of the graph, then the cycle
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Figure 27. In this graph, the removal of the iC2 cycle of {v3, v4}, which is a two-cluster
recollision, makes the iC4 cycle of {v5, v6} become an iC2 one-cluster recollision. The
four vertices v3, v4, v5, v6 are formed by iteratively applied two recollisions.

is associated to the degree-one vertex vi. The next vertex in the cycle is vi−1 and this is a degree-zero
vertex. Suppose that inside the cycle, there is another vertex vj . If this is a degree-zero vertex, then
vj belongs to the cycle of the degree-one vertex vj+1, according to the previous argument. Moreover,
vj+1 and its cycle should also belong to the cycle of vi. Thus the cycle of vj+1 has a smaller size than
the cycle of vi. This is a contradiction. If vj is a degree-one vertex, then the cycle of vj also belongs
to the cycle of vi, meaning that the size of the cycle of vj is smaller than that of vi. This also leads
to another contradiction. Therefore, the cycle of vi has only two vertices vi and vi−1, and it is a iCr

2

recollision. We can thus remove this cycle (see Figure 27), then the graph becomes a graph with n
cycles of the type iCr

2 and the induction assumption can then be applied. Therefore, the graph can be
obtained by iteratively adding n+ 1 recollisions.

By induction, the graph can be obtained by iteratively adding m recollisions.
The identity (624) follows straightforwardly from (615) and the fact that the sum of the phases of

a recollision is 0. □

6. General graph estimates

6.1. Estimates of Q3. In this subsection, we will provide estimates on Q3, which is defined in Propo-
sition 7 .

Proposition 53 (The first estimate on Q3). Let Q̃3 be a term in the sum of Q3,nonpair. There are
constants C3,1 such that for 1 ≤ n and t = τλ−2 > 0

Q̃3 := λn1(σn,1 = −1)1(σn,2 = 1)
[

×
∑

σ̄∈{±1}In ,
σi,ρi

+σi−1,ρi
+σi−1,ρi+1 ̸=±3,

σi−1,ρi
σi−1,ρi+1=1

∫ t

0
ds0e

is0ϑ0

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
s0

hd

× Φ0,1(σ0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , σ0,ρ2 , k0,ρ2)σi,ρiM(k1,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1+1)

×
n∏

i=2

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)

]
×
∫
(R+){1,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=1

e−siςn−i

n∏
i=0

e−siτi

n−1∏
i=0

e−iti(s)Xi(1− ℧)
]
,

(625)
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and

lim
λ→0

lim sup
D→∞

∣∣∣Q̃3
∣∣∣ =0. (626)

The time integration is defined to be∫
(R+){1,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
=

∫
(R+){1,··· ,n}

ds1 · · · dsnδ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
.

If the graph is pairing and singular then the right hand side of (626) becomes 0.

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1: A Priori Estimates. As the set {(k0,1σ0,1, · · · , k0,n+2σ0,n+2)} is not admissible, as a

result, the vector vo =
(
1k0,jσ0,j

)n−i+2

j=1
, which can be seen as a vector on Z|Λ+

∗ | after appropriate

arrangements, can be decompose as vo = v′o + v′′o where v′o ∈ V1
E and v′′o ∈ V2

E (see (31)). We compute

voE v
T
o =

ME∑
i=1

℧ivoeie
T
i v

T
o =

ME∑
i=1

℧i(v
′
o + v′′o )eie

T
i (v

′
o + v′′o )

T =

ME∑
i=1

℧iv
′′
oeie

T
i v

′′
o
T ≳ C℧. (627)

Recalling τ0 = T(
1k0,jσ0,j

)n−i+2

j=1

, we then have τ0 ≥ C℧ (see Definition 4.)

Step 2: Time Estimates. Next, we estimate the time integral. By the definition of ∆n,ρ, there
are in total n interacting vertices associated to this quantity. There are also n time slices due to the
delta function δ (t−

∑n
i=0 si). We then split the set {0, 1, · · · , n} into two sets. One of which is the

set of time slice with indices 1 ≤ l < n such that vl+1 is a degree one vertex. We denote this set by I.
The other set then contains all of the other time slices . We denote this set by I ′′.

Introducing the new time slice sn+1 = s̄n+1λ
−2, we express the time integration as

∫
(R+){0,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
=

∫
(R+)I

′
ds̄′δ

(
t−

∑
i∈I′

si

)∫
(R+)I

ds̄′′δ

(
sn+1 −

∑
i∈I

si

)
, (628)

where I ′ = {n + 1} ∪ I ′′, s̄′ denotes the vector whose components are si with i ∈ I ′, s̄′′ denotes the
vector whose components are si with i ∈ I.

This means we can write Q̃3(τ) as
∫ τ
0 ds̄n+1 F1(τ − s̄n+1)λ

−2F2(sn+1), where F1(τ − s̄n+1) in-

volves δ
(
t−

∑
i∈I′ si

)
and all of terms containing the time slices si with i ∈ I ′ and F2(sn+1) involves

δ
(
sn+1 −

∑
i∈I si

)
, and all of terms containing the time slices with i ∈ I. The quantity F1 then has

the form

F1(τ − s̄n+1) = (iλ)n
∫
(R+)I′′

ds̃′δ

(
t−

∑
i∈I′′

si − sn+1

) ∏
i∈I′′

e−isiϑi , (629)

where s̃′ denotes the vectors whose components are included in (R+)
I′′ . This means that F1 involves

all time slices of all the degree zero vertices and F2 involves all the other time slices.
We now estimate F1. By using the identity,∫

Rm
+

ds̄δ

(
t−

m∑
i=1

si

)
=

tm−1

(m− 1)!
, (630)

we then obtain
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∥F1(τ − s̄n+1)∥∞ ≤ λn
tñ

ñ!
, (631)

in which ñ = |I ′′| − 1. Therefore∫ τ

0
ds̄n+1|F1(τ − s̄n+1)|λ−2|F2(sn+1)| ≤ λn−2ñ∥F1∥L∞

∫ τ

0
ds̄n+1|F2(sn+1)|λ−2. (632)

We now study the number of possibilities to assign signs to σ̄. First, at the bottom, there are n+2
momenta k0,1, · · · , k0,n+2, and we have at most 2n+2 ways to choose σ0,1, · · · , σ0,n+2. For each choice
of the signs for the zero time slice σ0,1, · · · , σ0,n+2, there are at most two choices for the signs of the
momentum which is split in the time slice 1. Continuing this counting, for each of the time slice i,
i = 1, · · · , n, there are at most 2 choices. In total, we have at most 2n+22n = 4n+1 choices of σ̄.

As all of the time slices that are associated to the degree-zero vertices have already been removed
by (633), we will now develop a way to integrate out the momenta and the time slices associated to
the degree-one vertices. The process of integrating the momenta can be carried out as follows. We
integrate all of the free momenta from the bottom to the top, starting from time slice 0. This matches
the direction we used to construct the free momenta. Whenever we meet a degree one vertex, we use
Lemma 19 to integrate the associated time slice as well. Each time, we get a bound with an extra
factor of ⟨ln |λ|⟩2+cð, for some c > 0. We use the following rough estimate

sup
k1,··· ,kn∈Λ∗

[ω̃(k1) · · · ω̃(kn+2)]
1
2
〈
|ak1 |2 · · · |akn+2 |2

〉
s

≲ h−d(n+2)Cn+2
o , (633)

instead of (633), that can be proved by the same proof. This means we have the point-wise bound at
the bottom of the graph∣∣∣∣∣

〈
n+2∏
i=1

a(k0,i, σ0,i)(s0)

〉∣∣∣∣∣
n∏

i=0

e−siτi ≲ (Coh−d)n+2e−s0C℧ . (634)

Therefore, we can bound
∫ τ
0 ds̄n+1λ

−2|F2(sn+1)| by∫ τ

0
ds̄n+1|F2(sn+1)|λ−2 ≤

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
(R+)I

ds̄′′δ

(
sn+1 −

∑
i∈I

si

)∏
i∈I

e−isiϑiW∗

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

≤

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
(R+)I

ds̄′′δ

(
sn+1 −

∑
i∈I

si

)
n∏
i∈I

e−isiReϑi
∏
i∈I

esiImϑiW∗e−
∑

i∈I siςn−i

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

≤

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
(R+)I

ds̄′′δ

(
sn+1 −

∑
i∈I

si

)
W∗e−

∑
i∈I siςn−i

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

≤(h−d)n+1e−s0C℧Cn
3,1,

(635)
where W∗ contains all of the momenta integrals of F2, for some constant C3,1 > 0, which depends
on powers of ⟨ln |λ|⟩2+cð, λ−1 as well as the constant 4n+1 discussed above. We therefore have the
following estimate∫ τ

0
ds̄n+1|F1(τ − s̄n+1)|λ−2|F2(sn+1)| ≤ λn−2ñ(h−d)n+1e−s0C℧Cn

3,1. (636)

which vanishes in the limit D → ∞.
If the graph is pairing and singular then, one of the kernel M vanishes and the right hand side of

(626) then becomes 0.
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□

Proposition 54 (The main estimate on Q3). There is a constant CQ3,2 > 0 such that for t = τλ−2 > 0,
we have

lim
λ→0

lim sup
D→∞

∣∣∣Q3,nonpair
∣∣∣ = 0, (637)

where the same notations an in Proposition 53 have been used.

Proof. We observe that in each graph, the vector {ρi}ni=1 encodes the place where the splitting happens,
as defined in (122). We now compute the number of choices for {ρi}ni=1. For each ρi ∈ {1, · · · , n−i+2},
we have at most (n− i+ 2)! choices. As a result, the number of choices of {ρi}ni=1 is at most

n−1∏
i=0

(n− i+ 2)! ≤ cρn
n, (638)

in which cρ is a universal constant. Using the result of the previous propositions, we obtain the
conclusion. □

6.2. Estimates of Q4.

Proposition 55 (The first estimate on Q4). Let Q̃4 be a term in the sum of Q4,nonpair. There is a
constant CQ4,1 > 0 such that for 1 ≤ n ≤ N and t = τλ−2 > 0, we have

Q̃4(τ) := λn1(σn,1 = −1)1(σn,2 = 1)
[

∑
σ̄∈{±1}In ,

σi,ρi
+σi−1,ρi

+σi−1,ρi+1 ̸=±3,
σi−1,ρi

σi−1,ρi+1=1

[ ∫ t

0
ds0

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)e
is0ϑ0

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
s0

eis0ϑ0

× (1− ℧)
n∏

i=1

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

× Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)
] ∫

(R+){1,··· ,n}
ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)

×
n∏

i=1

e−si[ςn−i+τi]
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)Xi

n∏
i=0

e−siτihd
]]
,

(639)
and

lim
λ→0

lim sup
D→∞

∣∣∣Q̃4(τ)
∣∣∣ = 0, (640)

where the same notations as in Proposition 53 have been used.

Proof. The proof of the Proposition is the same as that of Proposition 53. □

Proposition 56 (The main estimate on Q4). There is a constant CQ4,2 > 0 such that for τ = tλ−2 > 0,
we have

lim
λ→0

lim sup
D→∞

∣∣∣Q4,nonpair
∣∣∣ = 0, (641)

where the same notations as in Proposition 53 have been used.

Proof. The proposition is an application of Proposition 55. □
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6.3. Estimates of Q2.

Proposition 57 (The first estimate on Q2). Let Q̃2 be a term in the sum of Q4,nonpair. There is a
constant CQ2,1 > 0 such that for [N/4] ≤ n ≤ N and t = τλ−2 > 0, we have

Q̃2(τ) := ςnλ
n1(σn,1 = −1)1(σn,2 = 1)

[
∑

σ̄∈{±1}In ,
σi,ρi

+σi−1,ρi
+σi−1,ρi+1 ̸=±3,

σi−1,ρi
σi−1,ρi+1=1

[ ∫ s0

0
e−(s0−s′0)ςnds′0

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)e
is′0ϑ0

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
s′0

× (1− ℧)
n∏

i=1

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)

]
×
∫
(R+){0,1,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=0

e−si[ςn−i+τi]hd
n∏

i=0

e−iti(s)Xi

]]
(642)

and

lim
λ→0

lim sup
D→∞

∣∣∣Q̃2(τ)
∣∣∣ = 0, (643)

where the same notations as in Proposition 53 have been used.

Proof. The quantity Q̃2comes from the partial time integration. The additional integration ςn
∫ s0
0 ds′0

e−(s0−s′0)ςn is needed. This has a bound

ςn

∫ s0

0
ds′0e

−(s0−s′0)ςn =

∫ ςns0

0
ds′′0e

−(s0ςn−s′′0 ) = e−(s0ςn−s′′0 )
∣∣∣s0ςn
0

≤ 1.

As a result, the same strategy of Proposition 53 can be reused, except that the integration of s′0 can
be bounded simply by 1. □

Proposition 58 (The main estimate on Q2). There is a constant CQ2,2 > 0 such that for t = τλ−2 > 0,
we have

lim
λ→0

lim sup
D→∞

∣∣∣Q2,nonpair(τ)
∣∣∣ = 0. (644)

Proof. The proof follows the same argument used in the proof of Proposition 54.
□

6.4. First reduction of graphs.

Proposition 59. We define

Q0 = Q1 +Q2 +Q3 +Q4. (645)

Suppose that t > 0 and t = O(λ−2)

lim
λ→0

lim sup
D→∞

∣∣∣Q0 −Q2,pair −Q3,pair −Q4,pair
∣∣∣ = 0, (646)

where, we have used the same notations as in Proposition 53.

Proof. The limit (646) is a direct consequence of Propositions 54, 56, 58. □
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7. Non-singular, pairing graph estimates

First, we introduce a sufficiently large constant M > 0 and its conjugate M ′ such that 1
M + 1

M ′ = 1.
Due to the cut-off functions Φ1,i, we will only have to consider graphs that have an even number of
moments associated to the initial time slice

∏
j∈{0,··· ,n+2} as0(kj , σj). For those graphs, we only need

to consider the case that for all time slices from 0 to n − 1, all of the sets {ki,1, · · · , ki,n−i+2}, for
i = 0, · · · , n− 1, are admissible, otherwise the corresponding factor τi is strictly positive and the same
argument used for (636) can be repeated and the contribution of the graph vanishes in the early limit
of D → ∞. As n is even, by Lemma 50, those graphs are pairing. In the next subsections, we will
show that for long irreducible and delayed recollisional graphs, the estimate obtained in Proposition
53 can be improved by additional positive powers of λ. Those graphs are then negligible when λ is
sufficiently small and the only graphs that mainly contribute to the total expansions are iC2 ladders.
Therefore, we only need to consider components of the sums Q1, Q2 , Q3 and Q4 in Proposition 59
that do not produce long irreducible and delayed recollisional graphs, leading to a reduction of Q1,
Q2 , Q3 and Q4 to sums of fewer terms: Q1, Q2 and Q3 introduced in Proposition 62 below.

7.1. Non-singular, pairing graphs with long irreducible collisions. The Proposition below
provides some estimates on some components of the quantities Q1, Q2 , Q3 and Q4 of Proposition 59,
that have long irreducible graphs.

Proposition 60 (Long irreducible graphs). Suppose that the corresponding graph is long irreducible.
There are constants CQLIC

,C′
QLIC

,C′′
QLIC

> 0 such that for 1 ≤ n ≤ N and t = τλ−2 > 0, we set

QLIC(τ) :=

λn
 ∑
σ̄∈{±1}In

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄) h
d

× 1(σn,1 = −1)1(σ′n,2 = 1)

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
0

×
∫
(Λ∗)I

′
n

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)Φ̃0(σ0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , σ0,ρ2 , k0,ρ2)

× σ1,ρ1M(k1,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1+1)

n∏
i=2

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

× Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)
]
℧

×
∫
(R+){0,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=1

e−si[ςn−i+τi]
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)Xi
∏
j∈Id1

⋄ℓ(sj−1)

 ,

(647)

then for any constants 1 > T∗ > 0 and T∗ > τ > 0,

lim sup
D→∞

∥∥∥QLIC(τ)
∥∥∥
L4

≤ eT∗ T 1+n
∗

(n0(n))!
λ
C′
QLICCn

QLIC
⟨lnn⟩⟩C

′′
QLIC . (648)

where the constants are universal and we have used the same notations as in Proposition 53 and

Proposition 59. The cut-off function Φ̃0 can be either Φ0,1 or Φ1,1. If we replace
〈∏n+2

i=1 α(k0,i, σ0,i)
〉
0

by
〈∏n+2

i=1 α(k0,i, σ0,i)
〉
s0

or ςn
∫ s0
0 e−(s0−s′0)ςnds′0

〈∏n+2
i=1 α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
s′0
, as introduced in the quantities

Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4 of Proposition 59, the same estimates hold true.
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Proof. By Lemma 50, we deduce that one of the quantities τi is non zero. Therefore, there exists
and a sequence of non-negative function ⋄ℓ : R+ → R+ such that ⋄ℓ ∈ LM ′

(R+) ∩ L2(R+) and
limℓ→0 ∥ ⋄ℓ − ⋄0 ∥LM′ (R+) = 0 with ⋄0(s) = 1 for all s ∈ R+ such that we can bound |QLIC | ≤ |Qℓ

LIC |,
with

Qℓ
LIC(τ) :=

λn
 ∑
σ̄∈{±1}In

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄) h
d

× 1(σn,1 = −1)1(σ′n,2 = 1)

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
0

×
∫
(Λ∗)I

′
n

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)Φ̃0(σ0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , σ0,ρ2 , k0,ρ2)

× σ1,ρ1M(k1,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1+1)
n∏

i=2

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

× Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)
]
℧

×
∫
(R+){0,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=1

e−si[ςn−i+τi]
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)Xi
∏
j∈Id1

⋄ℓ(sj−1)

 ,

(649)

where Id1 is the set of all indices j such that the vertex vj is a degree one vertex. Therefore, instead

of proving the required estimates for QLIC(τ), we will prove the required estimates for Qℓ
LIC(τ). We

only prove the estimate for
〈∏n+2

i=1 α(k0,i, σ0,i)
〉
0
, the other ones can be proved by precisely the same

argument. We observe that Φ̃0 is associated to the first interacting vertex v1, which cannot be a
degree-one vertex, otherwise, the edge in E+(v1) is singular. As v1 is a degree-zero vertex, we can

simply bound Φ̃0 by a constant in our estimates. As the graph is pairing, the power of h in the
estimates of Proposition 2 are naturally incorporated into the delta functions of the pairing graphs.

According to our definition and Lemma 47, since the graph contains at least one long irreducible
cycle, we denote the set of all degree-one vertices at the top of those long irreducible cycles by {vl}l∈I .
Suppose that l1 = min{l ∈ I}, then in the long irreducible iCi

m cycle of vl1 , there exists at least one
vertex vi such that Xi + Xl1 is a function of the free edge of vl1 . We denote by l0 the largest among
such indices. We now divide the proof into several steps. Below we denote Φ1,l as the cut-off function
associated to the vertex vl.

Step 1: Analyzing the cycle of vl1 and the vertices between vl0 and vl1.
Suppose that the momenta of the edges in E(vl1) are k0, k1, k2, in which k1, k2 ∈ E−(vl1) and k1 is

the free momenta. They are equipped with the signs σk0 , σk1 , σk2 . In view of l0 < l1, we have

Reϑ(l0 − 1) = Xl1 + Xl0 +
∑
i>l1

Xi, (650)

for l1 = l0 + 1.
In the case that l1 > l0 + 1, we obtain

Reϑ(l0 − 1) = Xl1 + Xl0 +

l1−1∑
i=l0+1

Xi +
∑
i>l1

Xi. (651)
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From our construction, the quantity
∑

i>l1
Xi is not a function of k1 as well as any free edge

associated to vj with j ≤ l1 by Lemma 45. We denote the three edges associated to vl0 by k′0 ∈ E+(vl0)
and k′1, k

′
2 ∈ E−(vl0). They are equipped with the signs σk′0 , σk′1 , σk′2 .

Let us consider a vertex i such that l0 + 1 ≤ i < l1. If degvi = 0, then Xi + Xl1 is independent of
k1, otherwise, when Xi + Xl1 depends on k1, vi must belong to the cycle of vl1 and this contradicts
the assumption that l0 is the largest index in the cycle such that Xl0 + Xl1 depends on the free edge
of vl1 . If degvi = 1 and l0 +1 ≤ i < l1, by our assumption, vi has to correspond to a recollision iCr

2 or
to a cycle formed by iteratively applying the recollisions (in Figure 27, the four vertices v3, v4, v5, v6
are formed by iteratively applied two recollisions). We consider the three cases that happen when
degvi = 1.

Case 1: The recollision iCr
2 of vi corresponds to a double-cluster recollision and i > l0 + 1. In

this case, suppose that k′′0 is associated to the edge in E+(vi) and k′′′0 is associated to the edge in
E+(vi−1). Since the two edges of E−(vi) are paired with the two edges of E−(vi−1), we deduce that
σk′′0 k

′′
0 = −σk′′′0

k′′′0 and Xi + Xi−1 = σk0ω(k
′′
0) + σk′′′0

ω(k′′0) = 0.

Case 2: The recollision iCr
2 of vi corresponds to a single-cluster recollision and i > l0 + 1. Denote

the three edges associated to vi by k
′′
0 , k

′′
1 , k

′′
3 , in which k′′3 ∈ E+(vi). Denote the three edges associated

to vi−1 by k′′0 , k
′′
2 , k

′′
4 . Due to the pairing property of the single-cluster recollision, σk′′2 k

′′
2 = −σk′′3 k

′′
3 . As

a result, Xi + Xi−1 = σk′′3ω(k
′′
3) + σk′′2ω(k

′′
2) = 0.

Case 3: vi corresponds to a recollision and i = l0 + 1. Suppose that in the cycle of vl1 , there is
another vertex vl2 , with l2 > i and degvl2 = 0 while {vl2 , vl2+1} do not form a recollision within the
cycle of vl1 . Then since l0 is the largest among the indices of the cycle that make Xi + Xl1 a function
of k1, we deduce that Xl2 + Xl1 is independent of k1. Therefore, by Lemma 47, vl2 is the only vertex
with this property in the cycle and the cycle is then not long irreducible, contradicting our original
assumption. As a result, there is no vertex vl2 in the cycle of vl1 , with l2 > i and degvl2 = 0 while
{vl2 , vl2+1} do not form a recollision within the cycle of vl1 . Since {vi, vi−1} = {vl0+1, vl0} form a
recollision, we have X(vl0+1) = −X(vl0). Since vl0 has the largest index among all of the vertices vj
inside the cycle of vl1 that has the quantity X(vj) + X(vl1) to be a function of k1, we deduce that
X(vl0+1) + X(vl1) is then independent of k1. Therefore, the graph is a delayed recollision and not
an irreducible long collision. In conclusion, Case 3 does not happen in general. Thus, vl0 is a long
irreducible vertex. As between vl0 , vl1 , there are only recollisions, the difference l1 − l0 is an odd
number.

In the above process, if we define

I =
{
i ∈ {l0 + 1, · · · , l1 − 1}

∣∣∣degvi = 1
}
,

and

I′ =
{
i ∈ {l0 + 1, · · · , l1 − 1}, i+ 1 /∈ I

∣∣∣degvi = 0
}
,

then

ϑ∗ =
∑
i∈I

[Xi + Xi−1] +
∑
i∈I′

Xi =
∑
i∈I′

Xi,

and

ϑ∗∗ =
∑
i>l1

Xi,

are both independent of k1. Note that in the case of (650), the quantity ϑ∗ is simply 0. As a result,
we can write

Reϑ(l0 − 1) = Xl1 + Xl0 + ϑ∗ + ϑ∗∗, Reϑ(l1 − 1) = Xl1 + ϑ∗∗. (652)
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k2

k1

vl1

vl0

Recollision

Recollision

k1'

k1= k1’ or k1=-k1’

Figure 28. Illustration: k1+ κ̃1 or k1+ κ̃2 should coincide with either the momentum
k1 + κ̃3 or the momentum k1 + κ̃4 of the vertex vl1 .

Let us now consider the vl0 vertex and its three momenta k′0, k
′
1, k

′
2. We deduce that two of

these momenta, k′j2 , k
′
j3
, (j2, j3 ∈ {0, 1, 2}), depend on k1. The other edge, denoted by k′j1 , (j1 ∈

{0, 1, 2}\{j2, j3}), is independent of k1. We suppose that k′j2 = σ′k1 + κ1, in which σ′ can be either 1

or −1 and κ1 is independent of k1, and k
′
j3

= σ′′k1+κ2, in which σ′′ can be either 1 or −1 and κ2 is in-

dependent of k1. It follows from the delta function at the vertex vl0 that σk′j3
k′j1+σk′j2

k′j2+σk′j3
k′j3 = 0,

which implies σk′j1
k′j1 + σk′j2

(σ′k1 + κ1) + σk′j3
(σ′′k1 + κ2) = 0. Thus σk′j2

σ′ + σk′j3
σ′′ = 0, and

σkj1k
′
j1

+ σk′j2
κ1 + σk′j3

κ2 = 0. Defining κ̃′
1 = −σk′j2κ1, κ̃′

2 = σk′j3
κ2, we get κ̃′

1 − κ̃′
2 = σk′j1

k′j1 .

Plugging the above expressions into Xl0 , we obtain

Xl0 = σk′j1
ω(k′j1) + σk′j2

ω(σ′k1 + κ1) + σk′j3
ω(σ′′k1 + κ2)

= σk′j1
ω(k′j1) + ω(σk′j2

σ′k1 − κ̃′
1) + ω(σ′′σk′j3

k1 + κ̃′
2)

= σk′j1
ω(k′j1) + ω(−σ′′σk′j3k1 − κ̃′

1) + ω(σ′′σk′j3
k1 + κ̃′

2)

= α1ω(k1 + κ̃1) + α2ω(k1 + κ̃2) + ω′,

(653)

where α1, α2 ∈ {±1}, κ̃1 − κ̃2 = ±(κ̃′
1 − κ̃′

2), ω
′ is independent of k1.

We also write the phase of vl1 as follows

Xl1 = σk0ω(k0) + σk1ω(k1) + σk2ω(k2) = α3ω(k1 + κ̃3) + α4ω(k1 + κ̃4) + ω′′, (654)

where α3, α4 ∈ {±1}, κ̃3, κ̃4, ω
′′ are independent of k1. One of the two momenta κ̃3, κ̃4 should be 0.

We recall that for any i ∈ {l0 + 1, · · · , l1 − 1}, if vi belongs to the cycle of vl1 , then either vi forms
a recollision with vi+1 or vi−1 within the cycle of vl1 . Thus k1 + κ̃1 or k1 + κ̃2 should coincide with
either the momentum k1 + κ̃3 or the momentum k1 + κ̃4 of the vertex vl1 . We refer to Figure 28 for
an illustration of this situation. Without loss of generality, we suppose κ̃4 = κ̃1 and write

Xl1 = α3ω(k1 + κ̃3) + α4ω(k1 + κ̃1) + ω′′. (655)

After rewriting the phases ϑ(l0 − 1), ϑ(l1 − 1) as in (652), and Xl1 , Xl0 as in (655)-(653), we will
move to Step 2 of the proof.

Step 2: Using the strategy of Proposition 53 to estimate the graph.
Now, we follow the strategy of Proposition 53 by splitting the set {0, 1, · · · , n} into smaller sets.

One of which is the set of time slice indices 1 ≤ l ≤ n such that vl+1 is of degree zero excluding l0 − 1.
We denote this set by I ′′. The other set then contains all of time slice indices 0 ≤ l < n such that
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vl0

The long 
irreducible cycle 
of vl1

k1

The grouping of vertices in a long irreducible graph

vl1

Figure 29. The grouping of the 2 vertices vl0 , vl1 in a long irreducible collision gives
an extra power of λ.

deg(vl+1) = 1 and n. We denote this set by I ′. We obtain, following the same lines of computations
as (635) ∣∣∣λn1(σn,1 = −1)1(σn,2 = 1)

[
×

∑
σ̄∈{±1}In ,

σi,ρi
+σi−1,ρi

+σi−1,ρi+1 ̸=±3,
σi−1,ρi

σi−1,ρi+1=1

∫ t

0
ds0

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
0

hd

× Φ0,1(σ0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , σ0,ρ2 , k0,ρ2)σi,ρiM(k1,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1+1)℧

×
n∏

i=2

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)

]
×
∫
(R+){1,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=1

e−siςn−i

n∏
i=0

e−siτi

n−1∏
i=0

e−iti(s)Xi

]∣∣∣
≲
∫ τ

0
ds̄n+1|F1(τ − s̄n+1)|λ−2|F2(sn+1)|,

(656)

which means, in comparison to (635), F1 does not contain the time slice l0 − 1. To estimate F1, we
use an inequality similar to (631)∫

(R+)I
′′∪{n+1}

ds̄′δ

t− ∑
i∈I′′∪{n+1}

si

 ∏
i∈I′′

e−ςn−isi

≤
∫
(R+)I

′′∪{n+1}
ds̄′δ

t− ∑
i∈I′′∪{n+1}

si

 ≤ t
n
2
−1

(n2 − 1)!
= λ−2(n

2
−1) τ

n
2
−1

(n2 − 1)!
,

(657)

and the notation s̄′ stands for the vector whose components are si with i ∈ I ′′ ∪ {n+ 1}. The factor
n
2 −1 appears due to the fact that we have moved one degree-zero vertex vl0 from the set I ′′ of “degree-
zero time slices” to I ′, which is the set of “degree-one time slices”. The quantity F2 contains only the
integration on time slices that are associated to degree one vertices. For all of the degree one vertices,
except vl1 , we simply apply the estimate of 19. The terms that are associated to vl0 , vl1 are grouped
and estimated separately (see Figure 29).
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Step 3: Grouping vl0 and vl1.
We now develop the quantities that are associated to vl0 and vl1 , which are those that contain ϑi

with i = l0 − 1, l1 − 1 respectively. We set r1 = sl0−1 and r2 = sl1−1 and will need to estimate a
quantity of the type

∫
Λ∗

dk1Φ1,l0(vl0)H(k1)Φ1,l1(vl1)e
−ir1(Xl1

+ϑ∗∗)−ir2(Xl0
+Xl1

+ϑ∗+ϑ∗∗)e−ςn−l0+1r1e−ςn−l1+1r2 ⋄ℓ (r2),

(658)
where H contain all the quantities depending on k1. Due to the structure of our graph, H is obtained
by iteratively applying the recollisions. This is precisely the situation described in Figures 33, 34 and
the collision operator (728) defined later. We therefore refer to the discussion of Figures 33, 34 and
(728) for the precise structure of H. In general, we suppose H ∈ L4(Td) (see also (689) for a similar
situation). Note that k1 is the free edge attached to vl1 and H is bounded due to Lemma 5 and the
cut-off function defined in Definition 3 . Using the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we can
replace Λ∗ by Td in the limit D → ∞ and we still denote the cut-off functions on Td by Φ1,l0(vl0). Note
that in the above expression, we keep the cut-off function with respect to vl0 while bounding the other
one of vl1 simply by 1. According to our assumption, for any vertex vi ̸= vl1 , vl0 , and vi belonging to
the cycle of vl1 : (a) if degvi = 1, then vi, vi−1 correspond to a recollision, and (b) if degvi = 0, then
vi+1, vi do not correspond to a recollision and hence X(vl1) + X(vi) is a function of k1. Suppose that
for any vertex vi ̸= vl1 , vl0 , and vi belonging to the cycle of vl1 , only possibility (a) happens, then the
cycle of vl1 is a delayed recollision and X(vl1)+X(vl0) = 0, leading to a contradiction. Therefore, there
exists at least another vertex vl′ satisfying (b), that means l′ < l0 and X(vl1) + X(vl′) is a function
of k1. Hence, vl0 cannot be associated to the first time slice. This means Φ1,l0 = Φ1. When Φ1,l0 is
the function 1, we then need a strategy to replace it by a different cut-off function as we will describe
below. In this case, the number of momenta in the time slice associated to Φ1,l0 is an odd number.
By the same argument used in Lemma 50, we could see that the splitting of the time slice l0 − 1 has
to happen at vl0 and the two momenta split at vl0 belong to a triplet, whose sum is zero. Moreover,
only the first case discussed in the proof of Lemma 50 happens: one of the momenta in this triplet
will be split again giving two pairings, which belong to either a recollision or a delayed recollision.
We exclude the possibility that this is a delayed recollision as this contradicts the definition of long
irreducible collisional graphs. One end of the recollision is associated to Φ1,l0(vl0), while the other
end is associated to a different cut-off function Φ1,l0−1(vl0−1) of the next vertex vl0−1 which must be
different from the function 1. As Φ1,l0(vl0) and Φ1,l0−1(vl0−1) are associated to the same recollision,
we then replace Φ1,l0(vl0) by Φ1,l0−1(vl0−1). After this replacement, we still denote Φ1,l0−1(vl0−1) by
Φ1,l0(vl0) as this makes no difference. It is then clear that in this case, l0− 1 has to be strictly smaller
than l′ and vl0−1 is not in the first time slice.

We bound, using Hölder’s inequality



WAVE TURBULENCE THEORY FOR ZK EQUATIONS 149

∫ λ−2

0

∫ λ−2

0
dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1Φ1,l0(vl0)H(k1)Φ1,l1(vl1)

×e−ir1(Xl1
+ϑ∗∗)−ir2(Xl0

+Xl1
+ϑ∗+ϑ∗∗)e−ςn−l0+1r1e−ςn−l1+1r2 ⋄ℓ (r2)

∣∣∣
≲
∫∫

R2

dr1dr2e
−λ2[|r1|+|r2|]

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1Φ1,l0(vl0)H(k1)Φ1,l1(vl1)

×e−ir1(Xl1
+ϑ∗∗)−ir2(Xl0

+Xl1
+ϑ∗+ϑ∗∗)e−ςn−l0+1r1e−ςn−l1+1r2 ⋄ℓ (r2)

∣∣∣
≲

[∫∫
R2

dr1dr2e
−λ2p|r1|| ⋄ℓ (r2)|p

] 1
p
[∫∫

R2

dr1dr2e
−λ2q[|r1|+|r2|]

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1Φ1,l0(vl0)H(k1)Φ1,l1(vl1)

×e−ir1(Xl1
+ϑ∗∗)−ir2(Xl0

+Xl1
+ϑ∗+ϑ∗∗)e−ςn−l0+1r1e−ςn−l1+1r2

∣∣∣q] 1
q

≲ λ
− 2

p

[∫∫
R2

dr1dr2e
−λ2q[|r1|+|r2|]

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1Φ1,l0(vl0)H(k1)Φ1,l1(vl1)

×e−ir1(Xl1
+ϑ∗∗)−ir2(Xl0

+Xl1
+ϑ∗+ϑ∗∗)e−ςn−l0+1r1e−ςn−l1+1r2

∣∣∣q] 1
q
,

(659)
in which, we recall that q = M > 1 is a sufficiently large constant and 1

p +
1
q = 1. By a TT ∗ argument,

we bound∫∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1Φ1,l0(vl0)H(k1)Φ1,l1(vl1)

×e−ir1(Xl1
+ϑ∗∗)−ir2(Xl0

+Xl1
+ϑ∗+ϑ∗∗)e−ςn−l0+1r1e−ςn−l1+1r2 ⋄ℓ (r2)

∣∣∣
≲ ∥H∥L4λ

− 2
p

[∫∫
R2

dr1dr2e
−qλ2|r1|/2e−qλ2|r2|/2

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1|Φ1,l0(vl0)|2e−ir1(Xl1
+ϑ∗∗)−ir2(Xl0

+Xl1
+ϑ∗+ϑ∗∗)

∣∣∣∣ q2
] 1

q

,

(660)
where r1ϑ∗ + (r1 + r2)ϑ∗∗ is independent of k1. By the change of variable r1 + r2 → r1, we find∫∫

R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1Φ1,l0(vl0)H(k1)Φ1,l1(vl1)e
−ir1(Xl1

+ϑ∗∗)−ir2(Xl0
+Xl1

+ϑ∗+ϑ∗∗)

∣∣∣∣
× e−ςn−l0+1r1e−ςn−l1+1r2 ⋄ℓ (r2)

≲∥H∥L4λ
− 2

p

[∫∫
R2

dr1dr2e
−qλ2|r1−r2|/2e−qλ2|r2|/2

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1|Φ1,l0(vl0)|2e−ir1Xl1
−ir2Xl0

−i(r2ϑ∗+r1ϑ∗∗)

∣∣∣∣ q2
] 1

q

,

(661)
and ∣∣∣∣∫

Td

dk1|Φ1,l0(vl0)|2e−ir1Xl1
−ir2Xl0

−iϑ∗
∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1|Φ1,l0(vl0)|2

× e−ir1(σk1
ω(k1)+σk2

ω(k2)+σk0
ω(k0))e−ir2(α1ω(k1+κ̃1)+α2ω(k1+κ̃2)+ω′) e−iϑ∗

∣∣∣ , (662)

where ϑ∗ = r2ϑ∗ + r1ϑ∗∗.
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By bounding all the terms that are independent of k1 simply by 1, we obtain∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1|Φ1,l0(vl0)|2e−ir1Xl1
−ir2Xl0

−iϑ∗
∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1|Φ1,l0(vl0)|2e−ir1(α3ω(k1+κ̃3)+α4ω(k1+κ̃1)+ω′′)e−ir2(α1ω(k1+κ̃1)+α2ω(k1+κ̃2)+ω′)e−iϑ∗
∣∣∣∣

≲

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1|Φ1,l0(vl0)|2e−ir1(α3ω(k1+κ̃3)+α4ω(k1+κ̃1))e−ir2(α1ω(k1+κ̃1)+α2ω(k1+κ̃2))

∣∣∣∣
≲

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1|Φ1,l0(vl0)|2e−ir1α3ω(k1+κ̃3)e−i(r1α4+r2α1)ω(k1+κ̃1) e−ir2α2ω(k1+κ̃2)
∣∣∣ .

(663)

Using Lemma 28, we finally obtain∫∫
R2

dr1dr2

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk1Φ1,l0(vl0)H(k1)Φ1,l1(vl1)e
−ir1(Xl1

+ϑ∗∗)−ir2(Xl0
+Xl1

+ϑ∗+ϑ∗∗)

× e−ςn−l0+1r1e−ςn−l1+1r2 ⋄ℓ (r2)
∣∣

≲ ∥H∥L4⟨lnλ⟩C3
ℵλ−2/q+ϵ̄λ−2/pH̃ ≲ ∥H∥L2⟨lnλ⟩C3

ℵλ−2+ϵ̄H̃,

(664)

for some constant C3
ℵ > 0, ϵ̄ > 0. We recall that

H̃ :=

d∏
j=2

[
C̄
− 1

2qj

j + Ā
− 1

2qj

j

]√
F̃ (κ̃2 − κ̃1)

√
F̃ (κ̃3 − κ̃1), (665)

where F̃1(κ̃2 − κ̃1), F̃1(κ̃3 − κ̃1) are components of
√
Ψ̌ that depend only on κ̃2 − κ̃1 and κ̃3 − κ̃1

respectively, q2, · · · , qd are positive real numbers in (1,∞) such that 1
q2

+ · · ·+ 1
qd

= 2
q , and

Āj = |α3α1 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1))− α2α4 cos(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))

+ α3α2 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)) cos(κ̃
1
2 − κ̃1

1) cos(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))

− α3α2 cos(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)cos(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)) cos(κ̃
1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))|,
and

C̄j = | sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)cos(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)) sin(κ̃
1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))

− sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1)sin(2(κ̃
j
3 − κ̃j

1)) sin(κ̃
1
2 − κ̃1

1) cos(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

1))|

= | sin(κ̃1
3 − κ̃1

1) sin(κ̃1
2 − κ̃1

1) sin(2(κ̃
j
2 − κ̃j

3))|.

In this estimate, we obtain a factor of λ−2+ϵ̄/q. We find the total factor

λ−2(n
2
−1)λ−2+ϵ̄/q = λ−nλ2ϵ̄/q.

The factor λ2ϵ̄/q caries a positive power of λ, we will see later that this extra factor guarantees the
convergence to 0 of terms associated to irreducible long graphs.

Step 4: Integrating H̃, using other free momenta.
Next, we will need to integrate κ̃1−κ̃2 and κ̃1−κ̃3. It follows from Lemma 39 that κ̃1−κ̃2 = ±σk′j1k

′
j1

cannot be inpendent of all free momenta, otherwise k′j1 becomes a singular momentum, contradicting
our original assumption. We then suppose that κ̃1 − κ̃2 depends on the free momentum ke1 . Thus,
ke1 is either the virtually free momentum of the virtually free edge or associated to a free edge of a
degree-one vertex vle1 . If ke1 is the virtually free momentum, it is associated to the virtual vertex v∗,
which is above vl1 . If ke1 is associated to a free edge of a degree-one vertex vle1 , we will show that
le1 > l1. Suppose the contrary, then by the definition of vl1 , we deduce that vle1 is the top vertex of a
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recollision, leading to a contradiction. Among the free momenta that k′j1 depends on, we choose kle1
to be the free momentum of a degree-one vertex if possible. Only in the case that the virtually free
momentum is the only free momentum that k′j1 depends on, then we choose kle1 to be the virtually
free momentum.

Now, since the momentum of the top edge k0 of vl1 is independent of the free edge k1, it should
depend on some other free momentum ke, otherwise, the graph is singular. We denote the vertex,
that ke is attached to by vle . The same argument as above shows that vle is at a higher position in
the diagram in comparison with vl1 . Among the free momenta that k0 depends on, we choose kle to
be the free momentum of a degree-one vertex vle if possible. Only in the case that the virtually free
momentum is the only free momentum that k0 depends on, then we choose kle to be the virtually free
momentum.

In the case that both ke and ke1 are not the virtually free momenta, if vle and vle1 are distinct and
as they are above the cycle of vl1 , we can integrate them independently with respect to this cycle.

It is then safe to embed H̃ into the integrals of the free momenta ke and ke1 . We also observe that

the singularities created by |Āj |
1
qj and |C̄j |

1
qj are absorbed into those integrals, since they contribute

powers smaller than 1 in the denominator of the integrals of ke1 and ke, under the influence of the

cut-off functions
√
F̃1(κ̃2 − κ̃1),

√
F̃1(κ̃3 − κ̃1).

In the case that vle and vle1 coincide and ke ≡ ke1 is not the virtually free momentum, we only need
to integrate once, with respect to the free momentum ke, to remove the singularities.

In the case that either ke or ke1 is the virtually free edge, then either ke or ke1 is kn,1 (see Figure
30). We then need to perform the integration

∫
Td dkn,1 in the L2-norm to eliminate the singularities.

The integration of κ̃1 − κ̃3 can be done in the standard way.

Therefore, we gain a factor of λ
C′
QLong = λ2ϵ̄/q. Thus the total λ power guarantees the convergence

of the whole graph to 0.
□

7.2. Non-singular, pairing graphs with delayed recollisions.

Proposition 61 (Non-singular, pairing graphs with delayed recollisions). Suppose that the correspond-
ing graph is delayed recollisional and d ≥ 2. There are constants CQDelayed

, C′
QDelayed

, C′′
QDelayed

> 0
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such that for 1 ≤ n ≤ N and t = τλ−2 > 0, we set

Qℓ
Delayed(τ) := λn

 ∑
σ̄∈{±1}In

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)h
d

×
∏

A={j,l}∈S

[δ(k0,l + k0,j)1(σ0,l = −σ0,j)]1(σn,1 = −1)1(σ′n,2 = 1)

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
0

×
∫
(Λ∗)I

′
n

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)Φ̃0(σ0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , σ1,ρ2 , k0,ρ2)

× σ1,ρ1M(k1,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1+1)

n∏
i=2

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

× Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)
]
℧

×
∫
(R+){0,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=1

e−si[τn−i+τi]
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)Xi

] ∏
j∈Id1

⋄ℓ(sj−1),

(666)
then for any constants 1 > T∗ > 0 and T∗ > τ > 0,

lim sup
D→∞

∥∥∥Qℓ
Delayed(τ)

∥∥∥
L4

≤ eT∗ Tn
∗

(n/2)!
λ
C′
QDelayedCn

QDelayed
⟨lnλ⟩C

′′
QDelayed

,
(667)

and

lim
λ→0

lim
ℓ→0

lim sup
D→∞

∥∥∥Qℓ
Delayed(τ)−Q0

Delayed(τ)
∥∥∥
L4

= 0, (668)

where, and we have used the same notations as in Propositions 53, 59, 60. The cut-off function Φ̃0 can

be either Φ0,1 or Φ1,1. If we replace
〈∏n+2

i=1 α(k0,i, σ0,i)
〉
0
by
〈∏n+2

i=1 α(k0,i, σ0,i)
〉
s0

or ςn
∫ s0
0 e−(s0−s′0)ςnds′0〈∏n+2

i=1 α(k0,i, σ0,i)
〉
s′0
, as introduced in the quantities Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4 of Proposition 59, the same es-

timates hold true.

Proof. By Lemma 50, we deduce that one of the quantities τi is non zero. Therefore, there exists
and a sequence of non-negative function ⋄ℓ : R+ → R+ such that ⋄ℓ ∈ LM ′

(R+) ∩ L2(R+) and
limℓ→0 ∥ ⋄ℓ − ⋄0 ∥LM′ (R+) = 0 with ⋄0(s) = 1 for all s ∈ R+ such that we can bound |QDelayed| ≤
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v*

vl1

vl0

k1

kj3'

kj1'

kj2'

ke
Virtually Free Edge

Virtual Vertex

The graph has a 2 –Separation

kj1’ depends only on the virtually free edge

Figure 30. An example in which ke is virtually free.

|Qℓ
Delayed|, with

Qℓ
Delayed(τ) := λn

 ∑
σ̄∈{±1}In

∫
(Λ∗)In

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)h
d

×
∏

A={j,l}∈S

[δ(k0,l + k0,j)1(σ0,l = −σ0,j)]1(σn,1 = −1)1(σ′n,2 = 1)

〈
n+2∏
i=1

α(k0,i, σ0,i)

〉
0

×
∫
(Λ∗)I

′
n

dk̄∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)Φ̃0(σ0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , σ1,ρ2 , k0,ρ2)

× σ1,ρ1M(k1,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1+1)
n∏

i=2

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

× Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)
]
℧

×
∫
(R+){0,··· ,n}

ds̄δ

(
t−

n∑
i=0

si

)
n∏

i=1

e−si[τn−i+τi]
n∏

i=1

e−iti(s)Xi

] ∏
j∈Id1

⋄ℓ(sj−1).

(669)
Therefore, instead of proving the required estimates for QDelayed(τ), we will prove the required esti-

mates forQℓ
Delayed(τ). We now prove the first estimate (667) forQℓ

Delayed(τ) and
〈∏

j∈{0,··· ,n+2} a(kj , σj)
〉
0
,

as the other ones can be treated by precisely the same argument. We can suppose that Λ∗, after tak-
ing the limit D → ∞, can be replaced by Td. In this delayed recollisional graph, let us denote by
l1 the index of the first degree-one vertex vl1 , such that it does not corresponds to a double-cluster,
a single-cluster recollision or a cycle formed by iteratively applying the recollisions. Since this is the
first among such vertices, according to the definition, the vertex corresponds to a delayed recollision.
Denote by k0 the edge in E+(vl1) and k1, k2 the two edges in E−(vl1), in which k1 is the free edge. As
usual, we denote the signs of those edges by σk0 , σk1 , σk2 . By the second conclusion (ii) of Lemma 47
there exists a unique vertex vl2 , l1− l2 > 1, within the cycle of vl1 such that Xl2 +Xl1 is not a function
of k1. In addition, by Lemma 45, all quantities Xi for i > l1 are not functions of k1.

Let us now denote by Ivl1 the collection of all vertices belonging to the cycle of vl1 . Let vj , j ̸= l1
be any vertex in Ivl1 . If degvj = 1, then vj corresponds to a recollision and degvj−1 = 0. If degvj = 0,
then either vj ≡ vl2 or vj has to belong to a recollision within the cycle of vl1 , degvj+1 = 1 and
vj+1 also belongs to Ivl1 . By Lemma 47, vl2 is the only degree-zero vertex that does not belong to
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any recollisions in the cycle of vl1 ; while the other parts of the cycle contain only recollisions or no
recollision at all - the cycle is then just a short delayed recollision (see Figure 15).

Let us now study the real part of the total phase of the first l1 time slices

l1−1∑
i=0

siReϑi = ξ̃ +

l1−1∑
i=0

si

l1∑
j=i+1

Xj . (670)

in which the quantity ξ̃ is independent of all of the free edges of the first l1 time slices.
Let us denote

Di = {0 ≤ j < l1 | degvj = i}

for i = 0, 1. We also denote

D′
0 = {i ∈ D0\{l2} | i+ 1 ∈ D0}.

We then develop

l1−1∑
i=0

si

l1∑
j=i+1

Xj =
∑
j∈D1

[
Xj

j−1∑
i=0

si + Xj−1

j−2∑
i=0

si

]
+ Xl1

l1−1∑
i=l2

si

+ (Xl2 + Xl1)

l2−1∑
i=0

si +
∑
j∈D′

0

Xj

j−1∑
i=0

si.

(671)

We now define

ζ0 = ξ̃ + (Xl2 + Xl1)

l2−1∑
i=0

si +
∑
j∈D′

0

Xj

j−1∑
i=0

si. (672)

For all j ∈ D′
0 , we have deg(vj) = deg(vj+1) = 0. Hence, by conclusion (iii) of Lemma 47, we deduce

that Xj is independent of the cycle of vl1 . Note that Xl1 appears in ζ0, together with Xl2 , and since

Xl2 + Xl1 is independent of the free edge of vl1 , the quantity (Xl2 + Xl1)
∑l2−1

i=0 si is also independent
of the free edge of vl1 . As a result, ζ0 is independent of the free edge of vl1 .

We then split D1 = D′
1 ∪D′′

1, in which D′
1 denotes the set of the indices of the degree-one vertices

belonging to the cycle of vl1 excluding l1, and D′′
1 denotes the set of the indices of the degree-one

vertices outside of the cycle of vl1 . The total phase of the first l1 time slices becomes

l1−1∑
i=0

siReϑi = ζ0 +
∑
j∈D′

1

[
Xj

j−1∑
i=0

si + Xj−1

j−2∑
i=0

si

]
+ Xl1

l1−1∑
i=l2

si

+
∑
j∈D′′

1

[
Xj

j−1∑
i=0

si + Xj−1

j−2∑
i=0

si

]

= ζ1 +
∑
j∈D′

1

[
Xj

j−1∑
i=0

si + Xj−1

j−2∑
i=0

si

]
+ Xl1

l1−1∑
i=l2

si,

(673)

where the new phase ζ1 is totally independent of the free edge of vl1 . This identity means that we can
estimate the phases using exactly the same method used in the proof of Proposition 60, except for all
of the vertices belonging to the cycle of the degree-one vertex vl1 , at which we need a more delicate
estimate than Lemma 19. This estimate is performed on the total phase of the cycle.
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We set

ϑcycl1
:=

∑
j∈D′

1

[
Xj

j−1∑
i=0

si + Xj−1

j−2∑
i=0

si

]
+ Xl1

l1−1∑
i=l2

si

=
∑
j∈D′

1

Xjsj−1 + Xl1

l1−1∑
i=l2

si.

(674)

Next, we will reduce ϑcycl1
to a new quantity ϑcyl1

ϑcyl1 := Xl1

l1−1∑
i=l2,i+1/∈D′

1

si = Xl1

∑
i∈Io

si, (675)

where Io is the set of indecies i = l2, l1 − 1, i + 1 /∈ D′
1. Since the graph is delayed recollisional,

l1 − 1 ̸= l2. As the cycle of vl1 is a delayed recollision, we have |Io| > 1. This reduction is described
as follows. From (674), since only the phase ϑcycl1

depends on the free momentum of the degree-one
vertex vl1 , while the other phase ζ1 is independent of this momentum, we could perform the standard
estimate of Proposition 60 for the degree-one and degree-zero vertices outside the cycle of vl1 and leave
the estimate of the part involving ϑcycl1

of this cycle to the final step. However, we can also perform

the standard strategy for all of the degree-one vertices included in D′
1 as well. Thus, comparing to

the strategy of Proposition 53, we remove all the degree zero vertices of the set Io from the total set
of degree zero vertices and perform a special treatment for the degree-one vertex vl1 . This is the key
difference between the treatment of delayed recollisional graphs and the standard graph estimates of
Propositions 60 and 53. To this end, the set of all time slices i includes the indices i such that vi+1

are degree-one vertices satisfying i + 1 ̸= l1, we follow the standard treatment of degree one vertices
of Propositions 60 and 53. As we remove all the degree zero vertices of the set Io from the total set of
degree zero vertices, the quantity F1 defined in (629) is now modified to include only the time slices
associated to zero degree vertices that are not in Io. The bound (631) for this new version of F1 is

now modified by λn tn/2−(|Io|−1)

[n/2−(|Io|−1)]! . This process also moves all the degree zero vertices of the set Io

into the quantity F2 in (632).
To estimate the new quantity F2, we use the standard method of Proposition 60, from the bottom

of the graph to the top, until we reach vl1 : We integrate all of the free momenta from the bottom
to the top, starting from time slice 0. When we meet a degree one vertex, we use Lemma [?] to get
a bound with an extra factor of ⟨ln |λ|⟩2+cð for some c > 0. This process will completely change the
form of ϑcycl1

, due to the following reason. From the bottom to the top, whenever we meet a degree

one-vertex vj , with j ∈ D′
1, we will remove eiXjsj−1 from the total phases. In other words, Xjsj−1 is

now removed from ϑcycl1
. We refer to Figure 31 for an illustration. After integrating all the degree-one

vertices below vl1 , we reduce ϑcycl1
to the new quantity ϑcyl1 , that depends on the free edge of the cycle

of vl1 .
We will now integrated the free edge of vl1 , using the strategy described below instead of using again

Lemma [?]. This strategy will lead to the gain of an extra factor of λc for some c > 0, guaranteeing
the convergence of the whole graph to zero. After this, we can use the standard method of Proposition
53 to integrate all degree-one vertices above vl1 , by Lemma [?] and get a bound with an extra factor
of ⟨ln |λ|⟩2+cð each time.
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vl2

vl1
Those slices are removed

Figure 31. In the cycle of vl1 , which is a long delayed recollision, we remove some
time slices to obtain ϑcyl1 .

To integrate the free edge of vl1 , we isolate only the time slices from l2 to l1 − 1 that appear in the
sum ϑcyl1 and set

Cdel
1 :=

∫
(R+)Io

ds̄ δ

(
t−

∑
i∈Io

si

)∫
(Td)I

o
n

dk̄∆o
n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)

×
∏
i∈Io

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1) ⋄ℓ (sl1−1)

× Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)
]
e
−iϑcy

l1 FIo ,

(676)

which is a portion of QDelayedℓ(τ) containing the time slices from 0 to l1 − 1 that involves the index

set Io of the cycle of vl1 . The quantity (Td)I
o
n is the part of (Td)I

′
n that contains all the domain of all

momenta ki,j of all the time slices from 0 to l1−1 that involve the index set Io of the cycle of vl1 . The
quantity ∆o

n,ρ(k̄, σ̄) is the part of ∆n,ρ(k̄, σ̄) that involves all momenta connecting to the index set Io

of the cycle of vl1 . The quantity FIo is the component of F2 that depends on the free edge of vl1 and
that appears after we have done the integration of all the degree-one vertex before reaching vl1 . As
the other part can be treated as before, we will therefore devote the rest of the proof to estimate Cdel

1 .
We also set

Cdel
2 :=

∫
(Td)I

o
n

dk̄∆o
n,ρ(k̄, σ̄)σ1,ρ1M(k1,ρ1 , k0,ρ1 , k0,ρ1+1)

×
∏
i∈Io

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

× Φ1,i(σi−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi , σi−1,ρi+1, ki−1,ρi+1)
]
e
−iϑcy

l1 FIo .

(677)

The quantity Cdel
2 contains a delayed recollision in its form. To proceed further, we need to under-

stand the structure of the recollisions and the delayed recollision formed by the cycle of vl1 and the
recollisions below this cycle. Let us consider a recollision consisting of two vertices vj , vj−1, in which
degvj = 1, degvj−1 = 0. Since the total phase of the two time slices associated to vj , vj−1 is

Xj

j−1∑
i=0

si + Xj−1

j−2∑
i=0

si = Xjsj−1,
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we only need to consider the time slice sj−1 and the associated phase Xj . The recollision contains the
following product of delta functions

δ(σj,ρjkj,ρj + σj−1,ρjkj−1,ρj + σj−1,ρj+1kj−1,ρj+1)

×δ(σj−1,ρj−1kj−1,ρj−1 + σj−2,ρj−1kj−2,ρj−1
+ σj−2,ρj−1+1kj−2,ρj−1+1).

This product of delta functions finally reduces to only one delta function

δ(σj,ρjkj,ρj + σj−1,ρjkj−1,ρj + σj−1,ρj+1kj−1,ρj+1)

due to the pairings of the momenta. The product

M(kj,ρj , kj−1,ρj , kj−1,ρj+1)M(kj−1,ρj−1 , kj−2,ρj−1 , kj−2,ρj−1+1)

is also combined into

either − σj,ρjσj−1,ρj signk
1
j,ρj signk

1
j−1,ρj |W(kj,ρj , kj−1,ρj , kj−1,ρj+1)|2,

−σj,ρjσj−1,ρj+1signk
1
j,ρj signk

1
j−1,ρj+1|W(kj,ρj , kj−1,ρj , kj−1,ρj+1)|2,

or − σ2j,ρj (signk
1
j,ρj )

2|W(kj,ρj , kj−1,ρj , kj−1,ρj+1)|2,
due to the pairings of the momenta.

As a result, if a recollision is of double-cluster type, adding it to a pairing means that we change a
factor f̃ to

−
∫∫

(Td)2
dkj−1,ρj+1dkj−1,ρj δ(σj,ρjkj,ρj + σj−1,ρjkj−1,ρj + σj−1,ρj+1kj−1,ρj+1)

× |W(kj,ρj , kj−1,ρj , kj−1,ρj+1)|2Φ1,j(vj)

× eisj−1σj,ρj
ω(kj,ρj )eisj−1σj−1,ρj

ω(kj−1,ρj
)

× f̃(kj−1,ρj )e
isj−1σj−1,ρj+1ω(kj−1,ρj+1)f̃(kj−1,ρj+1),

(678)

in which we denote f̃(kj−1,ρj+1)δkj−1,ρj+1−k′j−1,ρj+1
= ⟨akj−1,ρj+1

a∗k′j−1,ρj+1
⟩0, f̃(kj,ρj )δkj,ρj−k′j,ρj

= ⟨akj,ρj a
∗
k′j,ρj

⟩0

and f̃(kj−1,ρj )δkj−1,ρj
−k′j−1,ρj

= ⟨akj−1,ρj
a∗k′j−1,ρj

⟩0. And if a recollision is of single-cluster type, adding

it to an edge means that we change a factor f̃ to∫∫
(Td)2

dkj−1,ρj+1dkj−1,ρj δ(σj,ρjkj,ρj + σj−1,ρjkj−1,ρj + σj−1,ρj+1kj−1,ρj+1)

× (−σj,ρjσj−1,ρj signk
1
j,ρj signk

1
j−1,ρj )|W(kj,ρj , kj−1,ρj , kj−1,ρj+1)|2Φ1,j(vj)

× eisj−1σj,ρj
ω(kj,ρj )eisj−1σj−1,ρj

ω(kj−1,ρj
)

× f̃(kj−1,ρj+1)e
isj−1σj−1,ρj+1ω(kj−1,ρj+1)f̃(kj,ρj ),

(679)

and ∫∫
(Td)2

dkj−1,ρj+1dkj−1,ρj δ(σj,ρjkj,ρj + σj−1,ρjkj−1,ρj + σj−1,ρj+1kj−1,ρj+1)

× (−σj,ρjσj−1,ρj+1signk
1
j,ρj signk

1
j−1,ρj+1)|W(kj,ρj , kj−1,ρj , kj−1,ρj+1)|2Φ1,j(vj)

× eisj−1σj,ρj
ω(kj,ρj )eisj−1σj−1,ρj

ω(kj−1,ρj
)

× f̃(kj−1,ρj )e
isj−1σj−1,ρj+1ω(kj−1,ρj+1)f̃(kj,ρj ).

(680)
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Note that by changing σj,ρjkj,ρj → kj,ρj , σj−1,ρjkj−1,ρj → −kj−1,ρj and σj−1,ρj+1kj−1,ρj+1 →
−kj−1,ρj+1, the collision operators (678), (679), (680) become

−
∫∫

(Td)2
dkj−1,ρj+1dkj−1,ρj δ(kj,ρj − kj−1,ρj − kj−1,ρj+1)Φ1,j(vj)

× |W(kj,ρj , kj−1,ρj , kj−1,ρj+1)|2eisj−1ω(kj,ρj )e−isj−1ω(kj−1,ρj
)

× f̃(kj−1,ρj )e
−isj−1ω(kj−1,ρj+1)f̃(kj−1,ρj+1) ⋄ℓ (sl1−1),

(681)

∫∫
(Td)2

dkj−1,ρj+1dkj−1,ρj δ(kj,ρj − kj−1,ρj − kj−1,ρj+1)Φ1,j(vj)

× (signk1j,ρj signk
1
j−1,ρj )|W(kj,ρj , kj−1,ρj , kj−1,ρj+1)|2eisj−1ω(kj,ρj )

× e−isj−1ω(kj−1,ρj
)f̃(kj−1,ρj+1)e

−isj−1ω(kj−1,ρj+1)f̃(kj,ρj ),

(682)

and ∫∫
(Td)2

dkj−1,ρj+1dkj−1,ρj δ(kj,ρj − kj−1,ρj − kj−1,ρj+1)Φ1,j(vj)

× (signk1j,ρj signk
1
j−1,ρj+1)|W(kj,ρj , kj−1,ρj , kj−1,ρj+1)|2eisj−1ω(kj,ρj )

× e−isj−1ω(kj−1,ρj
)f̃(kj−1,ρj )e

−isj−1ω(kj−1,ρj+1)f̃(kj,ρj ).

(683)

We can generalize (678)-(679)-(680) to the forms

C1
recol[g1, g2, s, σ0, σ1, σ2](vj)(k0) = −

∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)

× |W(k0, k1, k2)|2Φ1,j(vj)e
−isσ0ω(k0)

× e−isσ1ω(k1)g1(k1)e
−isσ2ω(k2)g2(k2), k0 ∈ Td ,

(684)

and

C2
recol[g0, g1, s, σ0, σ1, σ2](vj)(k0) =

∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)

× (−σ0σ2signk10signk12)|W(k0, k1, k2)|2Φ1,j(vj)e
−isσ0ω(k0)

× e−isσ1ω(k1)g1(k1)e
−isσ2ω(k2)g0(k0), k0 ∈ Td ,

(685)

in which s ∈ R, σ0, σ1, σ2 ∈ {±1} and kj = (k1j , · · · , kdj ) for j = 0, 1, 2.
We rewrite the two operators using the abbreviations

Crecol[vj , sj−1] = Crecol[vj ], (686)

which means “the collision operator for the recollision happpening at the vertex vj and time slice
sj−1” (see Figure 32). Note that the cycle of vl1 contains only recollisions associated to the degree-one
vertices vj and the operator Crecol can be either C1

recol or C2
recol.

Now, let us study the delayed recollision created by the cycle of vl1 . We have already shown that
this cycle consists of a series of recollisions and one degree-zero vertex vl2 . By the third conclusion
(iii) of Lemma 47, if we remove all of the recollisions in the manner explained in Lemma 47, the cycle
then becomes a recollision. As a result, the delayed recollision can also be written in the form of (684)
or (685), in which the time slice sj−1 is replaced by the sum

∑
i∈Io si. We then consider two cases.
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vl1

vl2

k1 k2

vi

vi-1

vj

vj-1

Crecol[vi](k2)

Crecol[vj](k1)

The delayed 
recollision of vl1

Figure 32. This is the delayed recollision of vl1 . In the picture, the recollisions by
vi, vi−1 and vj , vj−1 are grouped into Crecol[vi] and Crecol[vj ].

Case 1: The delayed recollision can also be written in the form of (684). We write

Crecol

G1, G2,

l1−1∑
i=l2

si, σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1
, σl1−1,ρl1+1

 (kl1,ρl1 )

=

∫∫
(Td)2

dkl1−1,ρl1
dkl1−1,ρl1+1Φ1,l2(vl2)

× δ(σl1,ρl1kl1,ρl1 + σl1−1,ρl1
kl1−1,ρl1

+ σl1−1,ρl1
kl1−1,ρl1+1)

× |M(kl1,ρl1 , kl1−1,ρl1
, kl1−1,ρl1+1)|2e

i

(∑
i∈Io si

)
σl1,ρl1

ω(kl1,ρl1
)

× e
i

(∑
i∈Io si

)
σl1−1,ρl1

kl1−1,ρl1
ω(kl1−1,ρl1

)
G1(kl1−1,ρl1

)

× e
i

(∑
i∈Io si

)
siσl1−1,ρl1

+1ω(kl1−1,ρl1
+1)
G2(kl1−1,ρl1+1),

in which, the expressions of G1, G2 will be explained below. We suppose that Φ1,l2 is not the function
1, since if it is the function 1, we can replace it by Φ1,l1 , which is clearly not the function 1.

In principle, G1, G2 should be the products of the recollisions Crecol[vj ]. If the vertex vj is to the
top vertex of a double-cluster recollision, then Crecol[vj ] takes the form C1

recol[vj ], with G1, G2 being

f̃ . If the vertex vj is to the top vertex of a single-cluster recollision, then Crecol[vj ] takes the form

C2
recol[vj ], in which one of the functions G1, G2 is f̃ and the other one is 1 (which belongs to a sequence

of single-cluster recollisions). The situation is precisely the same with the case of the leading graphs,
described in Figures 33, 34 and the collision operator (728). We refer to the discussions of 33, 34 and
the collision operator (728) for a more precise description of the structures of G1, G2. It is clear that
those products are bounded in the L4-norm. We can thus suppose that

∥G1∥L4 , ∥G2∥L4 ≤ CG, (687)

for some universal constant CG > 0 depending on the bound of all the quantities f̃(k0,l). Even when

at the bottom of the graph, we have
〈∏n+2

i=1 α(k0,i, σ0,i)
〉
s
with s ̸= 0 then due to Lemma 5 and the

cut-off function defined in Definition 3, we still have an L4 bound.
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Next, to simplify the notations, we denote kl1,ρl1 , kl1−1,ρl1
, kl1−1,ρl1+1 and σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1

, σl1−1,ρl1+1

by k0, k1, k2, σ0, σ1, σ2. We also set S =
∑

i∈Io si and rewrite

Crecol

[
G1, G2,

∑
i∈Io

si, σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1
, σl1−1,ρl1+1

]
(kl1,ρl1 )

=

∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)Φ1,l2(vl2)

× |M(k0, k1, k2)|2eiSσ0ω(k0)eiSσ1ω(k1)G1(k1)e
iSσ2ω(k2)G2(k2).

(688)

Note that as both k1 and k2 are associated to vl1 , the function Φ1,l2(vl2) has both k1 and k2 as its

variables. With an abuse of notation, we can denote Φa
1,o(k1) = Φa

1,o(k2) =
√

Φ1,l2(vl2).
Next, we set

Co
recol

G1, G2,

l1−1∑
i=l2

si, σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1
, σl1−1,ρl1+1

 (kl1,ρl1 )

=

∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)Φ
a
1,o(k2)Φ

a
1,o(k1)

× |ω̄(k1)||ω̄(k2)|eiSσ1ω(k1)G1(k1)e
iSσ2ω(k2)G2(k2),

(689)

where we have used (34) and (35), and the quantity |ω̄(k0)| and the phase ω(k0) involving k0 has been
removed. We now estimate the recollision operators (688) and (689). To this end, we define

H1(x, t) :=

∫
Td

dk |ω̄(k)||ω̄(−σ0σ2k0 − σ1σ2k)|ei2πx·k+itσ1ω(k)+itσ2ω(−σ0σ2k0−σ1σ2k)Φa
1,o(k)

×G1(k)G2(−σ0σ2k0 − σ1σ2k),

and

H2(x, t) :=

∫
Td

dk ei2πx·kΦa
1,o(k).

By the identity

δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2) =
∑
y∈Zd

ei2πy·(σ0k0+σ1k1+σ2k2),

we write

Co
recol

[
G1, G2,

l1−1∑
i=l2

si, σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1
, σl1−1,ρl1+1

]
(k0)

=
∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·y
∫∫

(Td)2
dk1dk2Φ

a
1,o(k1)Φ

a
1,o(k2)|ω̄(k1)||ω̄(k2)|

×G2(−σ0σ2k0 − σ1σ2k2)e
i2πy·σ1k1+iSσ1ω(k1)G1(k1)e

i2πy·σ2k2+iSσ2ω(k2)

=
∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·yH1(σ1y, Sσ1)H2(σ2y, Sσ2).

(690)

Thus, we can bound ∥∥∥Co
recol

[
G1, G2,

l1−1∑
i=l2

si, σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1
, σl1−1,ρl1+1

]
(k0)

∥∥∥
L4

≲
∥∥∥ ∑
y∈Zd

ei2πk0σ0·yH1(σ1y, Sσ1)H2(σ2y, Sσ2)
∥∥∥
L4
.

(691)
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Next we bound the terms on the right hand side of (691) as∥∥∥Co
recol

[
G1, G2,

∑
i∈Io

si, σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1
, σl1−1,ρl1+1

]
(k0)

∥∥∥
L4

≲
∥∥∥H1(σ1·, Sσ1)H2(σ2·, Sσ2)

∥∥∥
l1
, (692)

which yields, by Hölder’s inequality∥∥∥Co
recol

[
G1, G2,

∑
i∈Io

si, σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1
, σl1−1,ρl1+1

]
(k0)

∥∥∥
L4

≲
∥∥∥H1(σ1·, Sσ1)

∥∥∥
l8

∥∥∥H2(σ2·, Sσ2)
∥∥∥
l
8
7
.

(693)
Note that the different norms we use are defined in (41)-(42)-(43)-(44). Thus we bound

∥∥∥Cdel
1

∥∥∥
L4

≲ λ
− 2

q
(|Io|−1)

[∫
(R+)Io

ds̄
∥∥∥Crecol[G1, G2,

∑
i∈Io

si, σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1
, σl1−1,ρl1+1

]
(k0)

∥∥∥p
L4
1

(∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)] 1
p

≲ λ
− 2

q
(|Io|−1)

[∫
(R+)Io

ds̄
∥∥∥H1(σ1·, Sσ1)

∥∥∥p
l8
1

(∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)] 1
p ∥∥∥H2(σ2·, Sσ2)

∥∥∥
l
8
7
,

(694)
in which 1

p + 1
q = 1 and q = M ′. This inequality is attainable due to the fact that all the |Io| − 1

lower time slices in Io are all degree 0.
Case 2: The delayed recollision can also be written in the form of (684). We write

Crecol
[
G1, G2,

l1−1∑
i=l2

si, σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1
, σl1−1,ρl1+1

]
(kl1,ρl1 )

=

∫∫
(Td)2

dkl1−1,ρl1
dkl1−1,ρl1+1Φ1,l2(vl2)δ(σl1,ρl1kl1,ρl1 + σl1−1,ρl1

kl1−1,ρl1
+ σl1−1,ρl1

kl1−1,ρl1+1)

× |M(kl1,ρl1 , kl1−1,ρl1
, kl1−1,ρl1+1)|2e

i

(∑
i∈Io si

)
σl1,ρl1

ω(kl1,ρl1
)
e
i

(∑
i∈Io si

)
σl1−1,ρl1

ω(kl1−1,ρl1
)

× e
i

(∑
i∈Io si

)
σl1−1,ρl1

+1ω(kl1−1,ρl1
+1)
G1(kl1,ρl1 )G2(kl1−1,ρl1+1),

or

Crecol
[
G1, G2,

l1−1∑
i=l2

si, σl1,ρl1 , σl1−1,ρl1
, σl1−1,ρl1+1

]
(kl1,ρl1 )

=

∫∫
(Td)2

dkl1−1,ρl1
dkl1−1,ρl1+1Φ1,l2(vl2)δ(σl1,ρl1kl1,ρl1 + σl1−1,ρl1

kl1−1,ρl1
+ σl1−1,ρl1

kl1−1,ρl1+1)

× |M(kl1,ρl1 , kl1−1,ρl1
, kl1−1,ρl1+1)|2e

i

(∑
i∈Io si

)
σl1,ρl1

ω(kl1,ρl1
)
G1(kl1−1,ρl1

)

× e
i

(∑
i∈Io si

)
σl1−1,ρl1

kl1−1,ρl1
ω(kl1−1,ρl1

)
e
i

(∑
i∈Io si

)
siσl1−1,ρl1

+1ω(kl1,ρl1
)
G2(kl1−1,ρl1+1).

The estimate (694) can be proved by the same arguments, as thus, (694) is still satisfied in the second
case considered here.
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To proceed further, we will use a TT ∗-type argument, starting from (694). We choose G̃(x, s̄) to be

a test function in Lq([0, t]J
o
, l

8
7 (Zd)), i.e.

[ ∫
[0,t]Jo ds̄

[∑
x∈Zd |G̃(x, s̄)|

8
7

]7q/8] 1
q
<∞, and estimate

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
x∈Zd

∫
(R+)Io

ds̄H1(σ1x, Sσ1)G̃(x, s̄)1

(∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣ ∑
x∈Zd

∫
(R+)Io

ds̄

∫
Td

dk |ω̄(k)||ω̄(−σ0σ2k0 − σ1σ2k)|ei2πx·k+iSσ1ω(k)+iSσ2ω(−σ0σ2k0−σ1σ2k)Φa
1,o(k)

×G1(k)G2(−σ0σ2k0 − σ1σ2k)G̃(x, s̄)1
(∑

i∈Io
si ≤ t

)∣∣∣.
(695)

Next, we will study the L2 norm in k∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
x∈Zd

∫
(R+)Io

ds̄ei2πx·k+iSσ1ω(k)|ω̄(k)|ei2πx·k+iSσ1ω(k)+iSσ2ω(−σ0σ2k0−σ1σ2k)G̃(x, s̄)|ω̄(−σ0σ2k0 − σ1σ2k)|

× Φa
1,o(k)1

(∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)∥∥∥∥∥
L2

,

(696)
which can be expanded as∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
Td

dk
∑
x′∈Zd

∫
(R+)Io

ds̄′
∑
x∈Zd

∫
(R+)Io

ds̄ei2πx·k+iSσ1ω(k)+iSσ2ω(−σ0σ2k0−σ1σ2k)|ω̄(k)|2|ω̄(−σ0σ2k0 − σ1σ2k)|2

×|Φa
1,o(k)|2G̃(x, s̄)e−i2πx′·k−iS′σ1ω(k)−iS′σ2ω(−σ0σ2k0−σ1σ2k)G̃(x′, s̄′)1

(∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)
1

(∑
i∈Io

s′i ≤ t

)∣∣∣∣∣ ,
(697)

in which S′ =
∑

i∈Io s
′
i. We now introduce

H′
1(x, t) :=

∫
Td

dkei2πx·k+iSσ1ω(k)+iSσ2ω(−σ0σ2k0−σ1σ2k)|ω̄(k)|2|ω̄(−σ0σ2k0 − σ1σ2k)|2|Φa
1,o(k)|2,

(698)
so that we can continue the estimate of the above quantity∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑
x′∈Zd

∫
(R+)Io

ds̄′
∑
x∈Zd

∫
(R+)Io

ds̄|G̃(x, s̄)||G̃(x′, s̄′)|

×|H′
1(x− x′, Sσ1 − S′σ1)|1

(∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)
1

(∑
i∈Io

s′i ≤ t

)∣∣∣∣∣
≲

∫
[0,t]Jo

ds̄

∑
x∈Zd

|G̃(x, s̄)|
8
7

7q/8


2
q [∫

(R)Io
ds̄1

(
−t ≤

∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)
∥H′

1(·, Sσ1)∥
p
2
4

] 2
p

,

(699)
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with 1
p + 1

q = 1. Since by Lemma 23, ∥∥∥H′
1(·, Sσ1)

∥∥∥
4
≲

⟨ln |λ|⟩c

⟨S⟩−
1
10

−
,

for some c > 0 that varies from lines to lines, we deduce that∣∣∣ ∑
x′∈Zd

∫
(R+)Io

ds̄′
∑
x∈Zd

∫
(R+)Io

ds̄|G̃(x, s̄)||G̃(x′, s̄′)|

× |H′
1(x− x′, Sσ1 − S′σ1)|1

(∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)
1

(∑
i∈Io

s′i ≤ t

)∣∣∣
≲ ⟨ln |λ|⟩c

∫
[0,t]Jo

ds̄

∑
x∈Zd

|G̃(x, s̄)|
8
7

7q/8


2
q [∫

(R)Io
ds̄1

(
−t ≤

∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)
⟨S⟩−

p
20

−

] 2
p

(700)

On the other hand

∥H2

∥∥
4
3

=

∑
m∈Zd

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk∗Φ
b
1,o(k∗)e

i2πm·k∗
∣∣∣∣ 87


7
8

=

 ∑
m∈Zd\{0}

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
Td

dk∗
Φb
1,o(k∗)

|i2πm|2d
∆d
(
ei2πm·k∗

)∣∣∣∣∣
8
7

+

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk∗Φ
b
1,o(k∗)

∣∣∣∣ 87


7
8

=

 ∑
m∈Zd\{0}

1

|2πm|16d/7

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk∗∆
d
[
Φb
1,o(k∗)

]
ei2πm·k∗

∣∣∣∣ 43 +

∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk∗Φ
b
1,o(k∗)

∣∣∣∣ 87


7
8

≤

 ∑
m∈Zd\{0}

1

|2πm|16d/7


7
8 ∣∣∣∣∫

Td

dk∗

∣∣∣∆d
[
Φb
1,o(k∗)

]∣∣∣∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣∫
Td

dk∗Φ
b
1,o(k∗)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH2 .

(701)
with CH2 > 0, where the last inequality follows from the property of the cut-off function.

Combining (694),(700) and (701) yields

∥∥∥Cdel
1

∥∥∥
L2

≲ ⟨ln |λ|⟩CH1,2λ
− 2

q
(|Io|−1)

[∫
(R)Io

ds̄1

(∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)
⟨S⟩−

(
p
4
−
)] 1

p

, (702)

for some CH1,2 > 0.
By using the same strategy proposed in the proof of Proposition 53, we have another estimate

lim sup
D→∞

∥∥∥Qℓ
Delayed

∥∥∥
L2

≤ 4neT∗ T
n̄
∗

(n̄)!
λn−2n̄Cn

Q1,1
⟨lnλ⟩C

′′
QDelayed

[∫
(R)Io

ds̄1

(∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)
⟨S⟩−

(
p
4
−
)] 2

p

,

(703)
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in which n̄+ (|Io| − 1) = n/2. We now estimate,∫
(R)Io

ds̄1

(∑
i∈Io

si ≤ t

)〈∑
i∈Io

si

〉−
(

p
20

−
)

≲
∫ t

0
ds s|I

o|−1⟨s⟩−
(

p
4
−
)

≲
∫ t

0
ds s|I

o|−1− 9
16 ⟨s⟩−

(
17
16

−
)

≲ t|I
o|−1− 9

16 ,

(704)

for p ≥ 200.
Combining (703) and (704) yields

lim sup
D→∞

∥∥∥Qℓ
Delayed

∥∥∥
L2

≤ eT∗ T
n̄
∗

(n̄)!
λ

9
8pCn

Q1,1
⟨lnλ⟩C

′′
QDelayed , (705)

which gives a gain of λ
9
8p in the total bound. The above gain of λ

9
8p is attainable as the graph is

delayed recollisional and l1 − 1 ̸= l2 and this ensures the convergence of the graph to 0. □

7.3. Reducing to iCL2 ladder graphs. Using the results in the previous subsections, we then have
the following improvement of Proposition 59, in which we restrict the summation of Q1, Q2, Q3 and
Q4 only to terms that correspond to iCL2 ladder graphs.

Proposition 62. Suppose that t > 0 and t = O(λ−2). We define

Q1 =

N−1∑
n=0

∑
S∈Ppair(In+2)

G′
1,n(S, t, k, σ,Γ), (706)

Q2 =
N−1∑
n=0

∑
S∈Ppair({1,··· ,n+2})

G′
2,n(S, t, k, σ,Γ), (707)

Q3 =
N∑

n=1

∑
S∈Ppair({1,··· ,n+2})

∫ t

0
ds0G

′
3,n(S, s0, t, k, σ,Γ), (708)

Q4 =
∑

S∈P1
pair({1,··· ,N+2})

G′
4,N(S, t, k, σ,Γ), (709)

in which P1
pair({1, · · · , n + 2}) denotes the subset of P0

pair({1, · · · , n + 2}), where we only count the
terms that correspond to iCL2 ladder graphs. We denote terms whose graphs are iCL2 ladder graphs by
G′

1,n, G
′
2,n, G

′
3,n, G

′
4,n. In other words, Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4 are sum of terms coming from Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4

that only correspond to ladder graphs. Define the modifications Qℓ
∗ by adding the additional quantities∏

j∈Id1 e
−ℓsj−1 into all of its graphs as in Proposition 53.

in which Ppair({1, · · · , n + 2}) denotes the set of all partition S of {1, · · · , n + 2}, such that for
all elements A ∈ S, then |A| = 2 and the graph is not singular. Moreover, in G′

1,n(S, t, k, σ,Γ),

G′
2,n(S, t, k, σ,Γ), G

′
3,n(S, s0, t, k, σ,Γ), G

′
4,n we only count the terms that correspond to iCL2 ladder

graphs of Q2,pair, Q3,pair, Q4,pair, defined in Proposition 59. Therefore, Q1, Q2, Q4 and Q3 are the
restriction of Q1,pair, Q2,pair, Q3,pair, Q4,pair, to iCL2 ladder graphs. We denote the difference between
Q1,pair, Q2,pair, Q3,pair, Q4,pair and Q1, Q2, Q3 and Q4 as Qc

1, Q
c
2, Q

c
3 and Qc

4. We have

lim
λ→0

lim
D→∞

∥∥∥Qc
1 +Qc

2 +Qc
3 +Qc

4

∥∥∥
L2

= 0, (710)

Proof. The proof follows directly from Proposition 60 and Proposition 61. □
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8. The proof of the main theorem

In Proposition 62, we have reduced the whole Duhamel expansions to only three “ladder” terms Q1,
Q2 and Q3. Below, we will show that Q1 has the main contribution. The second term Q2 is indeed
negligible due to the fact that the partial time integration parameters ςn is only non-zero for n going
from N/4 to N. The last term Q3 vanishes as the truncation function Φ0,n, defined in (116), vanishes
in the limit of λ → 0. The final term Q4 also vanish since it contains only the set of diagrams with
n = N.

Let us start by analyzing Q1 in details. We only need to study

[N/4]−1∑
n=0

∑
S∈Ppair({1,··· ,n+2})

G′
1,n(S, t, k, σ,Γ). (711)

Let us consider the analytic expression of an iCL2 ladder graph, with n = 2q vertices. According to
Lemma 52, this graph is formed by iteratively appling the iCr

2 recollisions. Since n = 2q ≤ [N/4]− 1,
it follows that ς2q−i = 0 for all i ∈ {0, · · · , 2q}, due to (114). Thus, we do not need to worry about
the soft-partial time integration parameters ς2q−i = 0 for all i ∈ {0, · · · , 2q}. Now, we notice that the
difference |Φ1,i − 1| vanishes as λ tends to 0 when i is even. We write one term in Q1 as

(−1)qλ2q
∫
(Λ∗)I2q

dk̄∆2q,ρ(k̄, σ̄)

2q∏
i=1

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

]
Φ1,i

×
∏

{i,j}∈S

f̃(k0,i, 0)

∫
(R+)

I{0,··· ,2q}
ds̄ δ

(
t−

2q∑
i=0

si

)
2q∏
i=1

e−siτi

q∏
i=1

e−is2i−1X2i

= (−1)qλ2q
∫
(Λ∗)I2q

dk̄∆2q,ρ(k̄, σ̄)

2q∏
i=1

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

]

×
∏

{i,j}∈S

f̃(k0,i, 0)

∫
(R+)

I{0,··· ,2q}
ds̄ δ

(
t−

2q∑
i=0

si

)
q∏

i=1

e−is2i−1X2i

(712)

in which all τi now vanish. The quantity
∏

{i,j}∈S f(k0,i, 0) indicates the pairings at the first time slice:

The two momenta k0,i and k0,j are paired, forming f̃(k0,i, 0). The sum of all of all of the quantities
(712) give the fleading(τ) in the main theorem. We set

fnonleading(τ) = f(τ)− fleading(τ),
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which vanish in the limit of λ → 0. We now perform the resonance broadening idea for (712), with a
broadening size ℓ ≥ 0

(−1)qλ2q
∫
(Λ∗)I2q

dk̄∆2q,ρ(k̄, σ̄)

2q∏
i=1

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

]

×
∏

{i,j}∈S

f̃(k0,i, 0)

∫
(R+)

I{0,··· ,2q}
ds̄ δ

(
t−

2q∑
i=0

si

) ∏
j∈Id1

e−sj−1ℓ
q∏

i=1

e−is2i−1X2i

= (−1)qλ2q
∫
(Λ∗)I2q

dk̄∆2q,ρ(k̄, σ̄)

2q∏
i=1

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

]

×
∏

{i,j}∈S

f̃(k0,i, 0)

∫
(R+)

I{0,··· ,2q}
ds̄ δ

(
t−

2q∑
i=0

si

)
q∏

i=1

e−is2i−1X2i−s2i−1ℓ

(713)

where the set Id1 is defined in Proposition 60. Let us now study the time integration, which reads∫
(R+)

I{0,··· ,2q}
ds̄e−is2i−1X2i−s2i−1ℓ δ

t− q∑
j=0

s2j −
q∑

i=1

s2i−1


=

∫
(R+){1,··· ,q}

q∏
i=1

ds2i−1e
−is2i−1X2i−s2i−1ℓ1

(
q∑

i=1

s2i−1 ≤ t

)
1

q!

(
t−

q∑
i=1

s2i−1

)q

,

(714)

in which we have integrated all of the variables s2i using (630). Combining (713) and (714) yields

(−1)qλ2q
∫
(Λ∗)I2q

dk̄∆2q,ρ(k̄, σ̄)

2q∏
i=1

[
σi,ρiM(ki,ρi , ki−1,ρi , ki−1,ρi+1)

] ∏
{i,j}∈S

f̃(k0,i, 0)

×
∫
(R+){1,··· ,q}

q∏
i=1

ds2i−1

q∏
i=1

e−is2i−1X2i−s2i−1ℓ1

(
q∑

i=1

s2i−1 ≤ t

)
1

q!

(
t−

q∑
i=1

s2i−1

)q

.

(715)

Next, we need to sum over all possible ladders and take the limits. In the Feynman diagram associated
to (715) there are in total q + 1 pairing clusters. We denote this sum by Cλ

q (t). To write down the
explicit form of this sum, we define an input “q + 1-correlation function”, which represents all of the
q + 1 pairings at the bottom of the graph

Lq+1(k
′
1, · · · , k′q+1) :=

∏
{i,j}∈S

f(k0,i, 0), (716)

in which k′1, · · · , k′q+1 are the momenta {k0,i}{i,j}∈S with a different way of indexing. We recall that

at the bottom of the graph there are in total q + 1 pairing clusters {i, j}, those pairings are denoted

by S. The quantity f̃(k0,i, 0) appears due to the fact that k0,i and k0,j are paired. We define

Cλ
i,q+1,ℓ(s, k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′q) =

∫
Λ∗

∫
Λ∗

dk′dk′q+1

× |M(k′i, k
′, k′q+1)|2

[
eis(ω(k

′)+ω(k′q+1)−ω(k′i)−sℓ + e−is(ω(k′)+ω(k′q+1)−ω(k′i))−sℓ
]

× δ(k′ + k′q+1 − k′i)
(
Lq+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′, · · · , k′q+1)− Lq+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′q+1)sign(k

′
i)sign(k

′
q+1)

− Lq+1(k
′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′)sign(k′i)sign(k′)

)
,

(717)
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in which k′ takes the positions of k′i in Lq+1(k
′
1, · · · , k′, · · · , k′q+1) and of k′q+1 in Lq+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′),

and set

Cλ
q+1,ℓ(s, k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′q) =

q∑
i=1

Cλ
i,q+1,ℓ(s, k

′
i). (718)

The operator (718) is created by summing operators of the types (682) and (683), in which Φ1,j

are already replaced by 1 as discussed above. Under the influence of (718) (and (682), (683)), we
can see that the number of momenta has been reduced from q + 1 (in Lq+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′, · · · , k′q+1))

to q (in Cλ
q+1(s, k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′q)). Thus, we need to iteratively continue this procedure, until we

reach the original momentum. To perform this iteration, we start with m + 1 = q, and define the
“m+ 1-correlation function”

Lm+1(k
′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m+1) = Cλ

m+2,ℓ(s, k
′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m+1), (719)

as well as the operators acting on the new correlation functions

Cλ
i,m+1,ℓ(s, k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m) =

∫
Λ∗

∫
Λ∗

dk′dk′m+1

× |M(k′i, k
′, k′q+1)|2

[
eis(ω(k

′)+ω(k′m+1)−ω(k′i)−sℓ + e−is(ω(k′)+ω(k′m+1)−ω(k′i))−sℓ
]

× δ(k′ + k′m+1 − k′i)
(
Lm+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′, · · · , k′m+1)− Lm+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m+1)sign(k

′
i)sign(k

′
m+1)

− Lm+1(k
′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′)sign(k′i)sign(k′)

)
,

(720)
k′ takes the positions of k′i in Lm+1 (k′1, · · · , k′, · · · , k′m+1) and of k′m+1 in Lm+1(k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′),

and

Cλ
m+1,ℓ(s, k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m) =

m∑
i=1

Cλ
i,m+1,ℓ(s, k

′
i). (721)

This procedure will be iterated all the way to the original momentum denoted, without loss of gener-
ality, by k′1. This means the final operator would be Cλ

2 . Hence, the explicit form of Cλ
q (t), sum over

all possible ladders, can be written, at the end of the iteration, as

Cλ
q,ℓ(t) = (−1)qλ2q

∫
(R+){1,··· ,q}

ds1 · · · ds2q−1[Cλ
2,ℓ(s1) · · · Cλ

q+1,ℓ(s2q−1)]

× 1

(
q∑

i=1

s2i−1 ≤ t

)
1

q!

(
t−

q∑
i=1

s2i−1

)q

.

(722)

By the change of variables s2i−1 → λ−2s2i−1 and t→ τλ−2, we write

Cλ
q,ℓ(τ) = (−1)qλ−2q

∫
(R+){1,··· ,q}

ds1 · · · ds2q−1[Cλ
2,ℓ(λ

−2s1) · · · Cλ
q+1,ℓ(λ

−2s2q−1)]

× 1

(
q∑

i=1

s2i−1 ≤ τ

)
1

q!

(
τ −

q∑
i=1

s2i−1

)q

.

(723)

As in Proposition 53, we can pass to the limit D → ∞ and obtain Cλ
q,∞,ℓ, introduced in (75).
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We need to take the limit λ→ 0 by iteratively applying Lemma 26. We thus set

Cλ
q,∞,a,ℓ(τ) := λ−2q

∫
(R+){1,··· ,q}

ds1 · · · ds2q−1Cλ
2,∞,ℓ(λ

−2s1) · · · Cλ
q+1,∞,ℓ(λ

−2s2q−1)

× 1

(
q∑

i=1

s2i−1 ≤ τ

)(
τ −

q∑
i=1

s2i−1

)q

.

(724)

We now bound using Hölder’s inequality

∥Cλ
q,∞,a,ℓ∥L4(Td)

≲ Cq
final,1T

q+1
∗ sup

τ ′∈[0,T∗]

[∫
(R+){1,··· ,q}

ds1 · · · ds2q−1λ
−2q∥Cλ

2,∞,0(λ
−2s1) · · · Cλ

q+1,∞,0(λ
−2s2q−1)∥M

L4(Td)(τ
′)

×1

(
q∑

i=1

s2i−1 ≤ τ ′

)] 1
M

,

(725)
for some constant M > 0. We define

Cλ
q,∞,b(τ) := Cλ

2,∞,0(λ
−2s1) · · · Cλ

q+1,∞,0(λ
−2s2q−1), (726)

and

Cλ
q,∞,c(τ) := λ−2q

∫
(R+){1,··· ,q}

ds1 · · · ds2q−1

∥∥∥Cλ
q,∞,b

∥∥∥M

L4(Td)
1

(
q∑

i=1

s2i−1 ≤ τ

)
. (727)

As discussed above, the operator Cλ
q,∞,b(τ) is an iterative application of the iCr

2 recollisions. Thus,

Cλ
q,∞,b(τ) can be iterated by applying ladder operators of the form

Qladder
s,σ0,σ1,σ2

[F0,F1,F2](k0) :=

∫∫
(Td)2

dk1dk2 δ(σ0k0 + σ1k1 + σ2k2)e
isσ0ω(k0)+isσ1ω(k1)+isσ2ω(k2)

× | sin(2πk10)|F0(k0)F1(k1)F2(k2)| sin(2πk11)|| sin(2πk12)|,
(728)

where F0,F1,F2 can be 1, f0 or Qladder
s′,σ′

0,σ
′
1,σ

′
2
, where the parameters s′, σ′0, σ

′
1, σ

′
2 come from the previous

iterations. These operators can be classified into two main types.

Type 1: If the time s corresponds to a single-cluster recollision, the operator has the form

Qladder
s,σ0,σ1,σ2

[F0, 1,F2](k0), or Qladder
s,σ0,σ1,σ2

[F0,F2, 1](k0) (729)

in which the last function is the product of several operators of the type Qladder
s′,σ′

0,σ
′
1,σ

′
2
and f0 or 1, which

come from the previous time slices. The last function, which we assume without loss of generality to
be F2(k) has two explicit representations.

(i) The first representation of F2(k) takes the form

P1(k) = P0
1(k)

m∏
l=1

Qladder
sl,σl

0,σ
l
1,σ

l
2

[
1, 1,Pl

1

]
(k), (730)

where P0
1(k) is f0, withm ∈ N, m ≥ 0 and the functions Pl

1(k) are either f0 or ladder operators
obtained from the previous iterations, also of the types (730)-(731), l = 1, · · · ,m. Figure 33
gives an illustration of this situation.
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vj

vj-1

vl

vl-1
vn

vn-1

vi

vi-1

Figure 33. This picture gives an example of the ladder operator Qladder
s,σ0,σ1,σ2

[1, 1,F2, s].
In this case F1 has to be 1 as it corresponds to the single-cluster recollision associated
to the vertex vi. The function F2 a product of the ladder operators formed by the
recollisions of the vertices vj , vl, vn and f0.

vj

vj-1

vl

vl-1
vn

vn-1

vi

vi-1

vq

vq-1

Figure 34. This picture gives an example of the ladder operator Qladder
s,σ0,σ1,σ2

[1, 1,F2, s].
In this case F1 has to be 1 as it corresponds to the single-cluster recollision associated
to the vertex vi. The function F2 a product of the ladder operators formed by the
recollisions of the vertices vj , vl, vn and vq.

(ii) The second representation of F2(k) takes the form

P2(k) = Qladder
s1,σ1

0 ,σ
l
1,σ

l
2

[
1,P0

1,P
0
2

]
(k)

m∏
l=1

Qladder
sl,σl

0,σ
l
1,σ

l
2

[
1, 1,Pl

2

]
(k), (731)

in which Qladder
s1,σ1

0 ,σ
l
1,σ

l
2
[1,P0

1,P
0
2] corresponds to a double-cluster recollision, which will be described right

below and m ∈ N, m ≥ 0. The functions P0
1(k), P

l
2(k) are f0 or ladder operators obtained from the

previous iterations, also of the types (730)-(731), l = 0, · · · ,m. Figure 34 gives an illustration of this
situation.

Type 2: If the time s corresponds to a double-cluster recollision, the operator has the form

Qladder
s,σ0,σ1,σ2

[1,F1,F2](k0), (732)

in which the function F0 has to be 1 and the two functions F1,F2 also have the forms (730) and (731).
Figure 35 gives an illustration of this situation.
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vi

vi-1

vj
vj-1

Figure 35. This picture gives an example of the ladder operator
Qladder

s,σ0,σ1,σ2
[1,F1,F2, s]. In this case F0 has to be 1 as it corresponds to the

double-cluster recollision associated to the vertex vi. The function F1 is indeed f0
as this corresponds to a pairing. The function F2 is Qladder

s′,σ0,σ1,σ2
[1,F′

1,F
′
2, s] as it is

associated to the double-cluster recollision of vj . The two functions F′
1,F

′
2 are f0 as

this corresponds to pairings.

The above structure is applied iteratively from the top to the bottom of the graph, yielding the
form of Cλ

q,∞,c. To obtain the bound for Cλ
q,∞,c, we will interatively apply Lemma 26 to all of the

ladder operator from the top to the bottom of the graph. The procedure is described as follow.
Strategy (I). If we encounter a ladder operator of the type (732), which is not included in a

product of the type (731) with m ≥ 1, the general strategy is to apply (508) for F1 = F1 and F2 = F2.
Strategy (II). If we encounter a ladder operator of the type (729), which is not included in a

product of the type (730) with m ≥ 1, and if F2 is the function that is different from 1, the general
strategy is to apply (511) for F2 = F2.

Strategy (III). After applying (I) and (II), we will encounter products of the types (730) and
(731), which we need to control in the L4-norm. The strategies to control those products will be
discussed below.

Strategy (III.1). First, we provide a treatment for the product (730). We bound

∥P1(k)∥L4(Td) ≤ ∥f0(k)∥L4(Td)

m∏
l=1

∥∥∥Qladder
sl,σl

0,σ
l
1,σ

l
2

[
1, 1,Pl

2

]∥∥∥
L∞(Td)

. (733)

Next, we apply (519) to bound
∥∥∥Qladder

sl,σl
0,σ

l
1,σ

l
2

[
1, 1,Pl

2

]
(k))

∥∥∥
L∞(Td)

by ∥Pl
2∥L4(Td), so that in the next

iteration, (I), (II) or (III) can be reused.

Strategy (III.2). Now, we provide a treatment for the product (731). We bound

∥P2(k)∥L4(Td) ≤
∥∥∥Qladder

s1,σ1
0 ,σ

l
1,σ

l
2

[
1,P0

1,P
0
2

]
(k)
∥∥∥
L4(Td)

m∏
l=1

∥∥∥Qladder
sl,σl

0,σ
l
1,σ

l
2

[
1, 1,Pl

2

]
(k))

∥∥∥
L∞(Td)

. (734)

Next, we apply (519) to bound
∥∥∥Qladder

sl,σl
0,σ

l
1,σ

l
2

[
1, 1,Pl

2

]
(k)
∥∥∥
L∞(Td)

by ∥Pl
2∥L4(Td), so that in the next

iteration, (I), (II) or (III) can be reused. We also bound
∥∥∥Qladder

s1,σ1
0 ,σ

l
1,σ

l
2

[
1,P0

1,P
0
2

]
(k)
∥∥∥
L4(Td)

using

strategy (II).
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At the end of the procedure, after taking into account all of the possible graph combination of the
ladder operators, we obtain the bound

τ q

q!
∥Cλ

q,∞,a,ℓ∥L4(Td) ≤ |Cfinal,2|qT q
∗ , (735)

for some constants Cfinal,2 > 0 independent of λ. We set

Cℓ
q(k

′
1) = C2 · · · Cq+1, (736)

where

Cm+1(k
′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m) =

m∑
i=1

Cλ
i,m+1, (737)

and

Cλ
i,m+1(s, k

′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m) =

∫∫
(Td)2

dk′dk′m+1|M(k′i, k
′, k′m+1)|2

× 1

π
δℓ

(
ω(k′) + ω(k′m+1)− ω(k′i)

)
δ(k′ + k′m+1 − k′i)

(
Lm+1(k′1, · · · , k′, · · · , k′m+1)

− Lm+1(k′1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m+1)sign(k
′
i)sign(k

′
m+1)− Lm+1(k′1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′)sign(k′i)sign(k′)

)
.

(738)

In the above expression, k′ takes the position of k′i in Lm+1(k′1, · · · , k′, · · · , k′m+1) and of k′m+1 in

Lm+1(k′1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′). Moreover,

Lm+1(k′1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m) = Cm+2(s, k
′
1, · · · , k′i, · · · , k′m), (739)

and

Lq+1(k′1, · · · , k′q+1) :=
∏

{i,j}∈S

f(k0,i, 0). (740)

It is straightforward from (735) that

τ q

q!
∥C2 · · · Cq+1∥L4(Td) ≤ Cq

o ,

for some universal constant Co > 0, we then find

∞∑
q=0

∥∥∥∥τ qq! Cℓ
q

∥∥∥∥
L4(Td)

≲
∞∑
q=0

(T∗Co)q, (741)

which converges for T∗ <
1
Co .

Now, let us estimate Q2, which we write as

Q2 =

N−1∑
n=[N/4]

∑
S∈Ppair({1,··· ,n+2})

G′
2,n(S, t, k, σ,Γ). (742)

The same estimates used for Q1 can be redone for Q2, whose resonance broadening sum is bounded
by

lim
λ→0

N∑
2q=[N/4]

ς ′(CoT∗)q, (743)

where ς ′ is defined in (114), which tends to 0 as N tends to infinity and T∗ sufficiently small. The last
quantities Q3 also goes to 0 as Φ0,i goes to 0 in the limit of λ→ 0.
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As a result, we obtain the limit
∞∑
q=0

τ q

q!
Cℓ
q, (744)

and the convergence (83)-(84) by a standard Chebyshev’s inequality. This series is a solution of (70).
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