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AN ENDPOINT ESTIMATE OF THE BILINEAR PARABOLOID
RESTRICTION OPERATOR

JUNGJIN LEE

ABSTRACT. In Fourier restriction problems, a cone and a paraboloid are model surfaces. The
sharp bilinear cone restriction estimate was first shown by Wolff, and later the endpoint was
obtained by Tao. For a paraboloid, the sharp L? bilinear restriction estimate was obtained by
Tao, but the endpoint was remained open. In this paper we prove the endpoint L? bilinear
restriction estimate for a paraboloid.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fix n > 2, let 3 be a hypersurface defined by ¥ = {(&,s(§)) : £ € R"}. Then the (adjoint)
Fourier restriction operator Ry f for the hypersurface > can be defined by

Ref(r.t) = / i EHO) (¢)a(¢)de,

where a(£) is a smooth cut-off function.
The (adjoint) restriction estimate R3,(p, ¢) for 1 < p,q < oo is of the form

R flla < Cpgsll fllp, (1.1)

and the restriction problem is to determine (p, ¢) for which the estimate R (p, ¢) holds. There are
two representative model hypersurfaces. One is a cone Yone = {(§, [€]) : £ € R™}, and the other

is a paraboloid ¥p.qp = {(&, —%) : £ € R™}. For these two surfaces the restriction operators
Rsion.f and Ry, ., [ are related to other problems such as the Bochner-Riesz conjecture,
Kakeya conjecture and Sogge’s local smoothing conjecture, see [2,12][17]20,22],28]. Moreover,
they are also connected to the wave and Schrodinger equations because Ry, . f and RS aras f
are the solutions to the free wave equation uy — Au = 0 and the free Schrédinger equation
4midyu — Au = 0, respectively, see [15,22]23].

The bilinear restriction estimate RS, y, (p X p,q), 1 <p,q<oois of the form

IRs1 fRu9lla < Cpam2lFllllglly:

where X1, Y9 are two compact subsets of 3 such that the set of unit normal vectors of Y1 are sep-
arated by a non-zero distance from the set of unit normal vectors of ¥5. This bilinear restriction
estimate RS, y, (p X p,q/2) was used to improve the linear restriction estimate R (p,q). (The
restriction estimate have been improved further by Bourgain-Guth [4], Guth [56], Wang [26],
Hickman-Rogers [8].) In addition, as the relation between the Stein-Tomas restriction theorem
and the Strichartz estimate, the bilinear restriction estimates R*Zl,zg(2 x 2,q) lead to the corre-
sponding bilinear estimates applied to null form estimates for the relevant dispersive equations,
see [7,9,[10L16]22123].
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The L? bilinear restriction estimate is based on the argument of Wolff [27] for a cone. His
arguments are roughly composed of two steps. One is to use induction to avoid some critical
case of the Kakeya set. The other is to deal with the remaining relaxed Kakeya set by utilizing
some geometrical observation as follows:

The union A(zg) of all lines passing through a point xy and of direction normal
to Yeone becomes a cone.

We can see that if a line ¢ passes through A(zg), then £ N A(zg) has at most O(1) points, which
is the key to obtain the sharp bilinear cone restriction.

However, in a paraboloid the analogous property does not hold. Specifically, the union A(zg)
of all lines passing through x¢ and of direction normal to ¥4, does not contained in a hyper-
surface. The reason is that while the cone has one vanishing principle curvature, the paraboloid
has non-vanishing Gaussian curvature. Thus, /N A(z¢) may have infinitely many points. Because
of this difference, Wolft’s argument cannot be directly applied to the paraboloid case.

This difficulty was resolved by Tao [24] who used a kind of orthogonality due to the non-
vanishing curvature. Such an orthogonality was first observed in the proof of the 2-dimensional
restriction theorem by Fefferman and Cérdoba. By combining Wolff’s arguments with the or-
thogonality Tao obtained the sharp bilinear restriction estimate RS, v, (2x2,p), p> Z—f{’ for a
paraboloid.

It is natural to ask whether the endpoint bilinear estimate RS, (2 % 2, Z—ﬁ) is valid or not.
Since the Kakeya example does not work in the endpoint L? bilinear restriction estimate, we
can expect it. Tao [23] obtained the endpoint bilinear cone restriction estimate by exploring
energy concentrations and the geometric observation (L2]). If one makes an attempt to prove
the endpoint bilinear restriction estimate for a paraboloid, it is reasonable, first of all, to apply
Tao’s arguments, but the geometric observation (I.2]) does not hold for the paraboloid restriction
operator. However, it still seems to have the L? bilinear paraboloid restriction estimate because
the Kakeya example does not work.

In this paper we will prove the endpoint estimate IR*EI’22 (2x2, Z—ﬁ) for a paraboloid. To state
more explicitly, let X' = X4, and

Di={Ener 1<|g <2, L& (1) e) < n/8}, j=1,2,

(1.2)

where e; € R" is a standard unit vector. We define the operator U; by U; f = jof for j =1,2;

~

U f(ayt) = [ e P Fiya; )i, (13)
where a; is a smooth function which is equal to 1 on
Ej={¢eR": (1) € Lj}
and supported in
= {6 1/2< | <4, £(6 (-1 Ner) < 7/4).
Theorem 1.1. For Z—ff < p <2, the estimate

U frtha fol| Lo mnxr) < Cpllfill2 @l fall2(z2) (1.4)
holds for all f1 € L*(Z1) and fo € L?(Z3).

To obtain the endpoint we basically follow the arguments in [23]. We first reprove the sharp
bilinear restriction estimate for a paraboloid without dyadic pigeonholing. Next we use an energy
concentration argument. But, as mentioned above, we cannot directly apply Tao’s endpoint
argument to the paraboloid problem because of the lack of (I.2]). To get around this we will devise
a new energy concentration argument where the dispersiveness of U/;f and the transversality
between 3 and g play a crucial role instead of the geometric observation (L2]).
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The Fourier restriction operator can be generalized to some oscillatory integral operator.
The cone restriction operator is generalized to the oscillatory integrals satisfying the cinematic
curvature condition, and similarly the paraboloid one generalized to the oscillatory integrals
with the Carleson—Sjolin condition, see [I3L14L18,19.25]. It was shown by S. Lee [14] that these
two classes of oscillatory integral operators also satisfy the estimate (IL4]) for p > Z—ﬁ, provided a
suitable transversality condition is assumed, see [11],[13]14}25]. For the oscillatory integrals with
the cinematic curvature condition, the endpoint bilinear estimate was obtained by the author
[11]. Tt is likely that the oscillatory integral operators with the Carleson—Sj6lin condition have

the endpoint bilinear estimate, too.

NOTATION. Let N > 1 be a large integer depending only on the dimension n, which is used as
a large exponent of the error terms. Let Cjy be an integer much larger than V.

We use C to denote various large numbers which vary each time. It may depend on N but
not depend on Cy. The notation A < B or A= O(B) implies A< CB.If A< B and B < A we
write A ~ B.

When ¢(z,t) is a space-time function, let ¢(¢) denote the spatial function ¢(t)(x) = ¢(z,1t).
The hat ~ notation is used for the Fourier transform

fo) = [ e plada,

Let a spacetime cube Q(zq,tg; Rg) be an (n + 1)-dimensional cube in R"™! of side-length
R and centered at (zg,tg) € R™ x R with sides parallel to the axes. Let D(xp,tp;rp) denote
an n-dimensional disc at time ¢p of the form

D(zp,tp;rp) ={(z,tp) e R" xR : |z —zp| <rp}.

For any compact subset 7 C R™ we define a conic set A (xg,ty) with vertex (zo,%9) € R” xR by

Ar(zo,to) = {(z,t) e R" xR:z =29+ (t —to)w, wem t€R}, (1.5)
and let Ay (xg,to;7) be the r-neighborhood of A;(xg,ty). Briefly we write
Aj(zo,to) = Az, (2o, to) (1.6)

for j = 1,2, and
Au(m'o, to) =AM\ (.%'0, to) U AQ(.%'(), to).
If Q = Q(zq,tq;rg) and ¢ > 0 the ¢Q is defined by Q(zq,tq;crg). Similarly, ¢D is defined.
Let 7 be a nonnegative Schwartz function on R™ with [7 = 1 and whose Fourier transform
is supported on the unit disc. By the Poisson summation formula we may have

> nz—k) =1 (1.7)
kezn

We define n, for r > 0 by
ne(x) =r~"n(z/r). (1.8)

2. PROOF oF THEOREM [ 1]

In this section we state some propositions and using them we prove Theorem [Tl The proof of
propositions are given in next sections.
We denote by
¢j(x,t) =U; f(x, 1),
and define the energy E(¢;) by
E(¢;) = lle; ()13 (2.1)

where t € R is arbitrary. It makes sense by Plancherel’s theorem and

—

(1) (€) = e ™HEF fi(€)ay(€). (2.2)
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Using these notations we rewrite Theorem [[.1] as follows.

Theorem 2.1. For "—*“(f < p <2, the estimate

n+
[pr62llp < CpE(¢1)/?E(¢2)"/? (2.3)

holds for all ¢1 and ¢o whose Fourier transforms are supported in Xy and Yo respectively.

The estimate (Z3)) for p = 2 is well known. Thus, by interpolation it suffices to prove the

theorem for
n+3

n+1

Definition 2.2. For any R > Cj we define a constant KC(R) to be the best constant for which
the estimate

pi=

6162/l 0(@r) < K(R)E (1) 2 E(¢2)"/? (2.4)

holds for all spacetime cubes Qg of sidelength R and all ¢1, ¢ of which Fourier transforms are
supported in X7 and Xy respectively and satisfy

marg(¢1 ), marg(¢e) > 1/100 — RN, (2.5)
where the margin marg(¢;) is defined by
marg(¢;) = dist(supp(d;), ¥ \ ).

Note that the margin condition can be removed by partitioning both z-space and £-space and
some Lorentz transforms, see [23]. By the above definition it suffices to show

K(R) < 2¢%%, (2.6)
We may assume that
E(¢1) = E(¢2) = 1. (2.7)
By some trivial estimates it follows
o162l rr@r) < RE. (2.8)
Thus we see that
K(R) < RC. (2.9)
By this estimate we may assume R > 2°0. Let
K(R):= sup K(R).
2C0<R'<R

Proposition 2.3. Let R > 20 and 0 < ¢ < 270, Suppose that ¢1, ¢o are Fourier supported
i X1 and Xy respectively and satisfy the margin condition
marg(¢;) > 1/100 — 2R"VN 5 =12, (2.10)
Then,
102/l Lr(@r) < ((1 + Ce)K(R/Cy) + C_C)E(¢1)1/2E(¢2)1/2, (2.11)
for all cubes Qg of sidelength R.
We will prove this proposition in Section[fl It is obtained by refining the proof of [24]. Technically

the constant (1+ Cc) is important to obtain the endpoint. Note that the estimate (ZI1]) implies
K(R) < (1+Cc)K(R/Cpy)+cC. By iterating this estimate it follows K(R) < C-R¢ for all £ > 0.

For other propositions we define an energy concentration. We first introduce several constants
relevant to the conic sets A1(0) and A9(0) defined as (LH).

e Let A, be the maximum angle between two lines L; and L; passing through the origin
and contained in A;(0) for j =1,2.
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e Let Ay be the minimum angle between two lines L; C A;(0) and Ly C A2(0) passing
through the origin.
e Define the constant A, by

A= 44,A7 + C. (2.12)

Definition 2.4. Let ¢1, ¢ be Fourier supported in X2} and Xs respectively. For 0 <e < 1,7 >0
and t € R, let D5(¢1, p2) be the collection of discs D = D(zp,tp;rp) in R"™ x {t} with rp > Cj
such that

> eE(¢1)2E(61)2. (2.13)

||¢1HL2(D(90D¢D;80€%* ))H¢2HL2(D($D¢D;80€%* )

We define the energy concentration E . (¢1,¢2) of ¢1 and ¢ at time ¢ by

1
B (01, 02) = wax (3500 2B o0)'?, sup swp 611220 162120,
De®5(¢1,¢2) D1,D2CN (D)
rp=T ‘TDy =T Dy =T

where rp denotes the radius of D and N (D) denotes the A,-dilated disc of D. (See Figure [I1)

The condition (2.I3]) is a technical thing to handle errors. Since ¢1, ¢2 are compactly Fourier
supported, they have Schwartz tails, and by using the Paley—Wiener theorem we can see that
for any proper disc D, the ||¢;]/z2(py is nonzero for j = 1,2,

FIGURE 1. Energy concentration

Definition 2.5. Let R > 20, 7 > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 1. We define K.(R, 7, 7) to be the best constant
for which the estimate

6162l 0 (@) < Ke(Ror,#)(E (1) 2E(61)' )P ES 5, (61, 62) 7 (2.14)

holds for all spacetime cube Qg of sidelength R, all t, € R and all ¢, ¢ whose Fourier transforms
are supported in X; and X respectively and satisfy the margin condition (2.5]).

From the definitions of C(R) and K. (R, r,7) it immediately follows
IC(R) S ICE(R? T? fl)?
K.(R,7,7) < 2" K(R).

By the dispersive property of ¢1,¢s the above estimates are further improved under certain
circumstances.
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Proposition 2.6. For any R > 2% and 0 < e < 1,

K(R) < (1-C59) sup K.(R, 7, 7). (2.15)
r>Cy R,
7/100<#< (240 A7 ' +Cy O)r

This proposition will be proven in Section [7l In the above estimate, the constant (1 — Cy C)
is crucial for closing an induction. The supremum condition r > Cjy’ CR is also important, which
prevents a loss caused by iteration. Because of this condition we need only O(1) iteration.

Proposition 2.7. Let R > 2. [f RNt <e <1, r > C(?A*R and r/100 < 7 < (2AwA;1 +
CyE)r then

Ko(R,7,7) < (1 + Cc)K(R) 4 2°¢0
for any 0 < ¢ < 27C0,

We will prove this in Section [§ In the above estimate, the constant (1 4+ Cc) is crucial. Because
of the condition r > COC R in the above proposition, we can combine this with the previous one.
To resolve it we use the following recursive estimate.

Proposition 2.8. Let R > 2. [f0<e < 1, CJCR <r< COCR and 1 > 0,
K-(R,7,7) < (1 + Ce)K(R/Co,ry,7y) + ¢
for any 0 < ¢ <270 where ry := r(1 — Cr~3N) and #, := (7).

We will prove this in Section [dl The above recursive estimate is obtained by modifying the proof
of Proposition 2.3l

To prove (2.6]) we combine the above three propositions. From Proposition 2.7land Proposition
2Rt follows that if R V4 <e <1, r> C’O_CR and 7 < (2AwA;1 + C’O_C)r, then

Ko(R,r,7) < (1+ Ce)K(R) 4 290 4 €. (2.16)

Indeed, by Proposition [2.7] we may assume that C’O_CR <r < CYR. Let rg :=r, riy1 = (75)y

and 7j41 := (1) for j = 0,1,2,--. Then if # < (24, A;* +C5 )r then 7y < (24, A1 +C5 )y

We take J as the smallest integer such that r» > C()C*JA*R. Because of the condition r > C'(;CR,
we have J = O(1). From Proposition 2.8 it follows that
Ko(R/Cf,rji#) < (1+ CO)Ke(R/CT rjn, i) + ¢
By iteration we have
Ke(R,r,7) < (1+ Cec)'Ke(R/CY vy, 75) +27¢C.

Since r > C(;CR > C'JCQCO and Cy is very large, we see that r; is comparable to r. By
Proposition 2.7]

Ko(R,r,7) < (14 Ce)’ 'K (R/CY) + 26C0 4 27F17C,

Since K(R/CJ) < K(R), this estimate implies (2.16]).
Combine Proposition 2.6 with (2.16]). Then,

K(R) < (1—Cy9)(1+ Cc)K(R) +2¢%% 4 €.
If we set ¢ = 270 then K(R) < (1 — C&C)K(R) 4 2¢C . By rearranging we obtain IC(R) <
C§26¢C0 < 2¢°Co wwhich implies (Z6).
3. PRELIMINARIES FOR THE BILINEAR RESTRICTION ESTIMATE
Let R > 200, 0<c<2 %% and k>0 an integer such that
r:=2""R ~ RY2 (3.1)
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3.1. A wave packet decomposition. Let L = ¢ ?rZ" and V; be a maximal r~lseparated
subset of Z; for j = 1,2. For each (zq,v;) € L x Vj, we define a tube T} = Tj(xo’vj) with initial

position zg and direction v; by
T; ={(z,t) e R" xR : [t| < R, |(z — z0) — tvj| <7},
and let T; denote the collection of these tubes. We denote by x(7}) = x( the position of T; and

v(T}) = v; the velocity of Tj.
Now we decompose ¢; into wave packets essentially supported on tubes T};. To partition R"
T —x
0 (3.2)

(@) ¢:77< c2r )
(3.3)

> (e =1.

Then,
€L
To partition éj, let By, be a neighborhood of v; € V; with pairwise disjoint interiors so that
Ei= U By
v €V
For each w € D(0;1/r), we define a map €, : R" — R™ by Q,(v) = v+ w. Let G be the set of

into cubes of sidelength ¢ =27, we set

these maps, and define df2 by
1
F(Q)dQ = 7/ F(Qy)dw
/G [D(0; 1/7)| Jpos1/r)

For each ) € G and v; € Vj, we define the multiplier Py ,; by

PQ,vjf = XQ(BUj)f,
i) e T, we define a function fr,

where x denotes a characteristic function. For each T} = Tj(xo’v
by
fr;(z) = n"(v) /GPQ,Ujfj(x)dQ. (3.4)
We define a wave packet ¢r, as
ér; = U; fr;. (3.5)
Then by the linearity of Fourier transform,
di(z,t) = > o1 (x,1). (3.6)

T;€T;
Lemma 3.1 (Properties of the wave packets). Suppose that ¢; has a Fourier support in X; and
(3.7)

a margin
marg(g;) > Cr~!
forj=1,2. Let Tj = Tj(xo’vj). We define a constant hr; by
(3.8)

th = Tn/zM(/GPQﬂfjfde) (1‘0),

where M denotes the Hardy—Littlewood mazimal operator. Then we have the followings.
o The margin of ¢, satisfies
marg(¢7;) > marg(d;) — crL. (3.9)
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e For (z,t) € R" x [-CR,CR],

dist(T;, (z, 1))\ M
b, (2, 8)] < Care™Cr™?hy, (1 " M) . VM >0 (3.10)
[
12
(X )" sl (3.11)

T;€T;

Proof. Consider (3.9). From the definition of fr; we can see that the Fourier support of fr,
is contained in a O(r~!)-neighborhood of vj. So, the spacetime Fourier transform of ¢r; is
supported in a O(r~!)-neighborhood of the spacetime Fourier support of ¢j. From this we have
(B:g)onsider BI0). If p is a smooth bump function supported on a O(1)-neighborhood of the
origin and p% (§) := p(4_1r(£ - vj)) then we may replace ij with p% ij. By interchanging the
integrals we may write

o7, (2,1) = / Ko, (2 — 1) fr, (4)dy,

where
K., (1) = / PmIESE) i () de. (3.12)
By integration by parts, if |t| < R then
|z — to;|[\ M
| Ky, (7, 8)] < Cppr™™ (1 + 7J> , VM > 0. (3.13)
r

Indeed, let § = r~! and ¥(z,t,&) = 2m(x - (6 + vj) — 5t[6€ + v;]?). We rewrite as

Koy(o,t) = 8" [ ¥t p(e)de. (3.14)

Suppose that |z — tvj| > C§~L. Then we have |V¢U(z,t,£)| > Cdlz — tv;|, since |§%t¢| < 1. By
integration by parts,

| Ky, (7,1)] < Cpr0™ (S — to;) ™M, VM > 0.

On the other hand, we have a trivial estimate |K,, (z,t)| < ¢". By combining these two estimates

we have (B.13). Thus,
|67 (2, 1)]

< CMr‘"/ (1+w>_Mn$°(y)‘/GPn,vjfj(y)dQ‘dy
—. (1 MESTIE wﬂ)‘”’ M( | Po, f102) o)

. T. —M
< CMCfCTfn/2th <1+ dlSt( J?(wvt))> )

r

Consider (3I1). By the uncertainty principle, if |z — x| < ¢~ 2r then

M< / Po, fde> (z0) < 070M< / Pa,, fde) ().
Thus,

Song sy /‘M</PQ,Ujfde>(x)(2dx.

T;€Ty v €V
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By the Hardy-Littlewood maximal theorem and Minkowski’s inequality,

(3 w2 ( S| [ Poa o))"
T;€T; v;EV;

= CC/ (> P, £i13) a0

v; €V;

By Plancherel’s theorem and orthogonality,
> Paw; fills S 15115

v €V
Inserting this into the previous integral we have (B.I1).
3.2. Estimates on a light conic set. We define a kernel K;; by

Kju(r) = /2’”(“"’5“ i (§)de.

Then ¢; is written as

¢j($7t) = ujf(xvt) = Kj,t * f(x)

(3.15)

Lemma 3.2. Let Aj; = {x e R™: (z,t) € Aj(0)} where Aj(0) is defined as in (LE). Then,

|Kji(2)] < Crr(1+dist(Ajg,2))™ ™, VM > 0.
Proof. 1f dist(Aj ¢, z) =0, by a trivial estimate we have
‘KM(@“M <1
Suppose that dist(A;;, ) > 0. The &-derivative of the phase = - & — %t!{\Q has
‘Vg <x € — %t\ﬂQ)‘ > dist(Aj 4, z)
for all £ € éj. So, using integration by parts we obtain

| K ()] < Cardist(Ajy,2)™M, VM > 0.
Thus we have (B.10]).

(3.16)

O

Lemma 3.3. Let Q be a cube of sidelength RC. Let € > 0 and j,k = 1,2 but j # k. Let 7, C =},
be a hypersurface in R™. Suppose that there is 0 < g9 < 1 such that for any v € Z; and any

w,w € my with w # W',

‘<v—w w’ _w>‘<
£0-
v—w| |w —w 0
‘ ‘

Then for any r 2 RS,
1651 22(QAr, (z0)) ST V2E(g;) 2.
Proof. 1t suffices to show
2
1008, i OO gy 7171y

where A2 = A, N Q. By duality this is equivalent to
k k

2
| [0 (g Ot
The left side of the above estimate is written as

// (XAQ (0; ,»)( )g (t)), XAgk(zmr)(S)g(S)> dtds.

S 7"\\9”%2(11@%1)-
L2(Rn)

(3.17)

(3.18)
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Let
Gi(x,t) == X2 (z0:r) (x,t)g(x,t)
and
Zif(s,t) == ([t (s)U; (£)"] £ (2), f(s)) -

The previous integral is divided into two parts

//Iij(S,t)dtdS = // Z;Gy(s, t)dtds + // Z;Gy(s, t)dtds.
|[s—t|<Cr [s—t|>Cr

To show (B.I8)) it suffices to prove
I z6uGnias) < gl (3.19)
|s—t|>Cr

and

I z6uGnmas < vl (3.20)
|s—t|<Cr
Consider (319]). If we set
. 1
Kj,t(l‘) = /627”(1.-6225'6'2)(]?(5)(15
then
Us(s15(0)"17 () = [ Kol = )00y
We rewrite Z;G}, as
1;Gy, = / / Kjs—t(& = YIXAQ (z5m) (U DXAL, (205 (%2 8)9(y: )9, 5)drdy.

We divide
Kjt = Xa, .0 Kjt + (1= Xa, . 0r) K-
From Lemma it follows that

(1 =X, 0 @) Kjsit(@) S, VM >0

Using this we have

////((1 = XAyome(0)) Kjs—t) (2 — y)

X X8 (z01r) (y, t)XAf?k (0:7) (x,8)9(y,t)g(z, s)dxdydtds

ST PO

r~ MR gl3

rMgll3, VM >0,

where the last line follows from r 2 R¢. Now, to show (3.19) it suffices to show

////| {>C XA (0 (T — Y) K s—t(z — )

X X2, (z0ir) (v, t)XASk (z05r) (x,3)g9(y, t)g(z, s)dzdydtds = 0.

S
S

It is enough to show that for s, € R with |s — ¢| > Cr, the equation
XA 0) (& = YIXAQ (i) (U DXAQ (250 () (3.21)
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vanishes. Consider the contrapositive statement that if (3:21]) is nonzero then one has |s—t| < r.
Suppose that (3.21]) is nonzero. Then, from the characteristic function xa,,_,(0;r)(z —y) we can
restrict ourselves to the case

r—y=(s—t)v+0(r) (3.22)

for some v € Z;. On the other hands, from x,, (z0;) (¥, 1) and XAr, (z0:7) (@5 s) we also have

x—1x9= (s —to)w~+ O(r)

3.23
y—x0 = (t —to)w + O(r) (8:23)

for some w,w’ € 7. By combining (3:22]) and [3.23)) it follows that
(s —t)(v—w) + (t —to) (v — w) = O(r). (3.24)

If w = ', then we have |s — ¢| < r. Otherwise, from (B.I7) we can see that there exists a unit
vector u such that (v —w) -u # 0 but (w' — w) - u = 0. By taking inner product with such u for

(3:24), we have |s —t| Sr.
Consider ([3.20). By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Plancherel’s theorem it follows that

1Zi f (s, )] S ALf()2]lf () [l2-
By this and the Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev inequality,

[[, mutenis| 5 [ latolusenlo()1saeneis

< rllgll3.
Thus we have ([3.20). O

3.3. A basic bilinear restriction estimate. Let ¢ be a nonnegative Schwartz function on
R™ with [ =1 such that ¢ is supported in the unit ball and

> Wtz-k)=1 (3.25)

kezntl

where z = (z,t) € R"*1. If ¢ is a cube of sidelength r, with center z,, we define

Ve(2) = ¢(T(;1(Z — 2¢))-

For convenience, we use the notations | - and || - [[f2(y) to denote

/¢ f o= / fo and  [fllza = 0l

Lemma 3.4. Let q be a cube of side-length R'/?. Suppose that o1, and ¢, are wave packets
defined as [B.3). Then

n+1

167012 (p2) S B4 073 | 1200 1072 | L2 - (3.26)
Proof. By Plancherel’s theorem the estimate ([8.26)) is equivalent to

—_— — 7LH —_— —_—
|VgbT) * Vebrylla S B4 ([90gbm l2119qP1 2

By interpolation it suffices to show the following two estimates:

Gadrs * Dadn |t < g 1109013 1,

—_— —_— _n_H —_— —_—
[qP1y * Vg9 lloo S BT [[9091 [lool |49, lloo-
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By Young’s inequality the first one is easily obtained. Consider the second one. Observe
that the Fourier support of 1,¢7, is contained in a ball B(v(Tj), —|v(T;)|?/2; CR™Y/?). Let
Xj = XB(u(Ty),o(T;)|2/2:0R-1/2) b€ a characteristic function. Then,

[qb1y * Vg lloo S X1 * Xalloo 1991 [0l P1s | oo -

Simple computation gives ||x1 * X2/lco < R~ . Thus we have the second estimate. O

4. REFINING THE PROOF OF THE SHARP BILINEAR RESTRICTION ESTIMATE

In this section we refine the proof of the sharp bilinear paraboloid restriction estimate due to
Tao [24].

4.1. Decomposition for bilinear estimates. Let () be the cube of sidelength CR and cen-
tered at the origin. We decompose Q into subcubes A of sidelength 2-“°C'R. For any integer
I, we define Q;(Q) to be the collection of subcubes of sidelength 27!/C' R which are obtained by
dividing the sides of Q).

Let
’x B xD‘ _NIOO
Y p@pyrp) (@) == [ 1+ Ty :
and for each tube T} = Tj(mo’vj ),
\IITJ‘ (xvt) = \IID(ZB()ft’Uj;T)(x)' (4'1)
For each 2-“°C'R-cube A € Q¢,(Q) and each T € T;, we define
maz = Y > onVn I, + RTE(S) (4.2)
qun(Q) TieTi
:qCA
and
mry = Y ) 0nVn I, + B2V E(g) (4.3)

quK(Q) T,€T;
for ¢ # j. Then,

A€Qc(Q)
We now define (I>§.A) for each A € Q¢,(Q) by
A MA,T;
oM (z) = Y 6, (2). (4.5)
T,
TjETj J
Then,

0i(z)= > o¥). (4.6)

We define a function [®;] by

@)= > W ()xal2). (4.7)

The main proposition of this section is as follows.
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Proposition 4.1. Let R > 2% and 0 < ¢ < 27 For any cube Q we define a set X(Q) by
xX@Q:= | (a-o0A
A€Qc(Q)

Suppose that ¢1, ¢po have Fourier supports in X1 and X5 respectively which satisfy the normal-
ization ([277)) and the relazed margin condition (ZI0). Then,

I$162(lr(@r) < (1 + COl[@1][@2]ll Lo(x (@) + ¢ (4.8)
where Q 1is a cube of sidelength CR contained in C*Qpr and
1 2C0\ 1/N
> —— (=) . .
marg(®;) = 755 < R ) (4.9)

In the remaining parts of this section we will prove the above proposition. Consider the margin

(@9). From (B.9) and (L5 it follows that
marg(®;) > marg(¢;) — CR™'/?

1/N 1/2
- a3 ()
100 R R
1 2C0\ 1/N
2 - ()"
100 R
The proof of (L8] is accomplished through many steps. We begin with the following averaging

lemma.

Lemma 4.2 (Lemma 6.1 in [23]). Let R >0, 0 < ¢ <27 and let Qg be a cube of sidelength
R. If f is a smooth function, then there exists a cube Q of sidelength CR contained in C*Qpg
such that

[ fllzr@r) < 1+ COfllLr(x(Q))-

By this lemma,
[¢102llLe(@r) < (1 + CO)l[d102]lLr(x(Q))-
Using the triangle inequality we divide ||¢162||r»(x(q)) into three parts:

01020l (x(@)) < [P1][P2]ll o (x(@))
+ [[(¢1 — [@1]) 2l e (x (@) + [@1)(P2 — [P2]) || r (x(Q))-
To prove ([4.8) it suffices to show
(61 = [@1])d2llr(x (@) S €€ (4.10)
1[@1](¢2 = [®2]) Lo (x (@) S ¢
Since these two estimates are similarly obtained, we will consider only the first one.

4.2. L'-bilinear estimates.

Lemma 4.3.
(1 — [q)l])¢2”L1(X(Q)) < ¢ °R.
Proof. By the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality it suffices to show

il z2iq) < RY?, (4.11)
o; — [@5lllr2@) = cORY2, (4.12)
for j = 1,2. Consider (£II]). We have
CR

1620 < |

16;(t)|13dt < RE(¢;) < R.
CR
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Thus (4.11)) follows.
Consider ([A12]). By the triangle inequality and (£.I)) it suffices to show

1@l z2(q) < ¢ CRY2. (4.13)
‘We have that o
tA+C2-“0R
A A _ A
2 < [ 18 1) 3t < 2O RE(®),

A—C2=CoR
By using (3I0),
A MA,T; 2
> oBe®) = Y| Z ko, 0 o,
_C MA,T;
DS Z (o )
By 4) and (3.11),
S EE@M) <@ S
AE€Qc,(Q) T,€T;
< CE(gy).

By the above estimates,

A _ _ _
@320 = D 18320y S 2P “RE(6)) < ¢ OR.

Thus we have ([@.I3). O
4.3. Orthogonality. By interpolation it now suffices to show
_Cpon-l
(61 — [®1])d2ll2(x(q) SR T . (4.14)

By (£4), (A7) and the triangle inequality,

A
I(¢1 = [®1 )2l rexigy < D [£3 )<752HL2(X(Q)\A)-

Since the number of cubes in Qc, (Q) is 2"+ < =C it is reduced to showing

n—1

195 dall L2 (x ooy S ¢ CRT. (4.15)
Observe that if ¢ € Q.(Q) meets X (Q) \ A, then dist(¢,A) > cR. By using (3.25), (3.6) and
B3,

A A
H<I>§ )¢2|’%2(X(Q)\A) S Z ”(I)g )@H%Q(w%)

qe Ok (Q)
dist(q,A)>cR

mAT
> D tdn(®) Y en() d= (416)
o mry
g€k (Q): 9 'T1eTy T2€T2
dist(q,A)>cR
where z denotes (z,t). We write the integral in the above equation as
MAT AT — —
Z [, Caonterona) (Ton (1on (@) d= (1.17)
T1 TIETl T

T2, T)€T2
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We define S to be the set of (vy, v}, ve,v5) € Vi x V] x Vo x V4 such that
vy + vy = v] +vh + O(r _1) (4.18)
o1* + [v2]* = [v4]? + |03 + O(r 7). '

Lemma 4.4. Let S¢ = V) x Vi x Vo x Vo \ S and let q be a cube of side-length RY2. Suppose
that Ty, T € Ty, Tz, Ty € To satisfy (v(T1),v(T]),v(T2),v(Ts)) € S¢. Then,

[ om0t (o | =0 (1.19)

Proof. By Parseval’s formula the left side of (£19) equals to
(g, * Gubrss batr; * Dary)],

where the hat ~ denotes the spacetime Fourier transform.
By the construction of wave packets ¢r;, we see that ¢,¢7; is supported on a O(r—1)-

neighborhood of (v(7}), —|v(T})|?/2), and that M*m is supported on a O(r~!)-neighborhood
of (v(Ty) + v(Th), (\U(Tl)P + |[v(T2)[*)/2). Thus we can sce that if (v ( 1), v(T]),v(Ts), v(T3))

does not satisfy (£I8]) then the supports of T/Jq¢T1 * Pgdr, and Ygdpy * zpq¢T2/ are disjoint, so we
have (£19). O

By the above lemma,
MA,T AT!
/( o on, ) (s s )0

@m< >
S = {(T1, T}, T, T5) € T1 x T1 x Ty x Ty : (v(T1),v(T}),v(T),v(Ty)) € S}.

(4.20)

(Th,17,12,T3)€S

where

Using the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality, we divide the integral of the above estimate as

follows:
[ (man %(z)%(z))( S oy (2) ) ds
AN

MAT ¢T1 (Z)¢T2 (Z) ?
\I]Tl (Z(I)

dz

where z, is the center of g. The two integrals of the right side in the above equation are of the
same form. By combining (£.16]), (£20) and the above estimate, the estimate (£I5]) is reduced

to showing

>

q€Qx(Q): (T1,T7,T2,T5)€S
dist(q,A)>cR

AT’ ¢T1 (Z)¢T2 (Z) ?

n—1
2q) dz<e¢“R™7. (4.21)
“ \I]Tl (ZQ)

We separate the summation Z(Tl 1 Ty T})€S into two parts

> = > D

(T1, 17, 12,T5)eS T1€T1,T5€T2 T/€T,,T5€Ts:
(v(T1),0(T}),0(T2)w(T5))€S
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By rearranging the left side of (4.21)) is bounded by

2
Z 2 <m1T /wg Ty @ 2 mAvT{\sz{(z&)’

Y (2
4€Qx(Q): Ti€Ty, 7 (29) T{€T1,THET>:
a(p Ao T T (v(T1),0(T])0(T2),0(T3))€S
where (%)2 < 22T s used. To show (Z2I)) it suffices to prove the following two estimates:
ma(x) Jax Z ma T{\Il%{(zq) < ¢ ORY? (4.22)
9€Qx(Q): TheTy, ’
dist(q,A)>cR T2€T2 T{ET 1, THETy:

(v(T1)0(TY),v(T2),v(T5))eS

and

o1, (2)or, (2) |

\I]Tl Zq

dz < CR™2, (4.23)

> 2l

qe Qn (Q Tl ET
T €T2

4.4. Proof of the estimate (4.22]). We take a close look at the condition

(v(T1),v(T7), v(T2),v(T3)) € S-

From the first equation of (4.I8]) we have
vy = v +vg —v) + O ). (4.24)
Inserting this into the second equation of (AI8]), we have
01> = for + w2 — 01 P = [Wi* = Joa? + O ),

which is equivalent to

(v —v1) - (v —v2) = O(r™Y).
Let o(vy,v2) C R™ be the sphere of radius w . Then the above equation
means that v} lies in the O(r~1)-neighborhood o (vy,v2; Cr~ 1) of the sphere o(vy,ve). Thus, if
vy, vy are given then one has v} € o(vy,v; Or~1). Also, if v, vg, ,v} are given then by (Z24)

we see that v} is contained in a ball B(vy + vy — v; Cr~1).
Now we use this observation. For given 77, T, we have that v(77) is contained in

o(v(Th),v(Ty); Cril).

If (T1),v(Ty),v(T}) is determined then v(T4%) has O(1) choices, and if v(73) is determined then
the number of T passing through z, is only one. Thus to show ([£22]) it suffices to show that
for given 71 € T1, Ty € Ts and ¢ € Q,(Q) with dist(q,A) > cR,

> marViy(z) S < CRY?, (4.25)
T{Gle
v(T})EVino (v1,v2;Cr 1)

where v = v(T}) and vo = v(T). By ([@2]), we have
> mar V() S ) / o7, (2)|°Ty(2)dz + R™C (4.26)

T/€Tq: T2€T2
o(T])EVING (v1,v2;Cr 1)

with center %

where
T,(2) = > Ya(2) W (2) 07 (2)-
TI/ETl:
o(T])eVina (v1,v2;Cr1)
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Consider I'y(z). The union of T} passing through z, with v(7}) € V4 N o(vy,ve; Cr~ 1) forms a
conic set Ar, (z4; Cr) where

m = o(vy,vg) N Eq.
From dist(A, ¢) > cR it follows that the tubes 7] passing through z, can overlap at most O(1)
times on A. Thus,

. _N10
[ len@Pre £ € [ jonp(1+ ) g
Q 4Q T

By combining this with (Z26]),

dist(z, Ax, (2 - _
Z mAT"I'T' Zg) ¢ Z/ P, (2 |2< M) dz4R~C.

r
T/€T: ToeTH
v(T}])eViNo (v1,v2;Cr~1)

By a dyadic decomposition, to prove (£25]) it suffices to show
2 -C
> g 22 (4@nas, (zgiom) S €T (4.27)
T2€T>
We observe that for any we € E9 and wy, w| € m with wy # w), there exists 0 < g9 < 1 such

that

J— / p—

< ot Bt S e >§go. (4.28)
jwg — w1 [w) — wi

Indeed, if we take & € o(v1,v2) such that w] + & = vy + ve, that is, (w] + &2)/2 is the center
of o(v1,v2), then (wy — &, w] —wy) = 0. Using this we have

—_— , —_—
the left side of (4.28) = < w2 =& Wy wn >

lwy —wi|” Jw) — wi]

So the above equation is bounded by |wg — &|/|we — w1]|. From the definition of Z; and =y, we
can see that there is 0 < g9 < 1 such that |wy — &a|/|we — w1| < gp. Thus we have ([@28]]). By

Lemma [3.3]
the left side of (4.27)) < r Z E(or,).

ToeT2
By B.10), @.1I) and @.13),
> EBlon) S ) by, S € (4.29)

ToeTo To€T2

By combining these two estimates we obtain (4.27).
U

4.5. Proof of the estimate (4.23]). Consider the integral in the left side of (£.23]). By applying
Lemma B4 to the left side of ([423)) it suffices to show

1 H¢T1 HL2 (1hq) B

> > o )q 67, 1720y S ¢ CRY? (4.30)

QEQH(Q) TIETI T
T2€T2

The left side of the above equation is written as

o7, 172 1
Z < sup \II%“(L:)% > < Z Z \I’g“l(zq)”(ﬁTz”%?(wq))'
T1€Ty !

quN(Q) mry qGQN(Q) ToeTo
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Consider the inner summand. Since both the width of 7" and the sidelength of ¢ are ~ r, by
some basic estimates it follows that for any tube T' € T U Ty and ¢ € Q,,

U (2)ys/?(2) ~ Ur(z). (4.31)

Using this equation we have

Z Z \I/%H(ZQ)H(pBH%?(wq)g Z Z H\I/T1¢T2Hi2(wg/2)7

qun(Q) T2€Ty qe QH(Q) T2€Ty
which is < mp, by ([@3]). Now to prove ([£30) it is enough to show

”¢T1H%2(¢q) —C pl)2
sup — T <e R .
T €T qu"@(Q) \I/Tl (ZQ)

By (BI0) and (@30,

H¢T1H%2(¢q) <
\I/4T1(Zq) ~

2 112
1oz o cpp2
.

—C,.—np2
cr "y ————2 <
! \II%“I(ZQ)
Therefore, by (3.11))

¢z 117
sup L2 (We) « ~C,. Z h2, < CRY2,

TheTy 9€Qx(Q) \Il%—‘l (Zq) - TheTy
O
5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 23]
By Proposition 1] it suffices to show
1[@1)[@a]l o () < (1+ C)K(R/Co)E(¢1)"*E(p2)'/?. (5.1)

By @.1),

A A
l@@lllrigy < > 18V 0 1oa)-

From Proposition [4.1] we see that marg(q)g»m) > 1/100 — (260 /R)Y/N | By Definition 22 the right
side of the above estimate is bounded by

-—= A A
K(R/Co) > E@)2E(@)2,

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, this is bounded by
B A\ 2 A\ 2
krco( X pe) (X pe)
A€Qc,(Q) A€Qc(Q)
Thus, to show (B.1]) it suffices to show

(A) 12 1/2
Y B@ >) < (14 COE(b)V

for j =1,2.
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Lemma 5.1. Let Q be a finile index set. Suppose that my 1, are non-negative numbers such that

Y mer <1 (5.2)
qeQ
for all T; € 'T;. Then,
1/2
(ZE ( > mq,mzm)) < (1+Ce)E(¢;)'?. (5.3)

qeQ T;€Ty
Proof. To get the constant (1 + Cc), we need to consider the Fourier support of Jr;. Let
Yy = |J {€ € By, : dist(&, 55\ By,) > CPR™Y/?}.
v; €V;
We define the operator Py by
Poyyf = xaw) /S
By Minkowski’s inequality,

(S maen) "= (Z] 5 masnoll)”

q€Q T,€T; qeQ T;€T;

o\ 1/2
= (ZH Z mq,Tj/GUx(Tj)Pﬂ,v(Tj)%(o)dQH2>

QEQ TjeTj

o\ 1/2
< /G <ZH 3 mq,Tjnm(Tj)Pﬂw(Tj)(ﬁj(O)H2> do,

q€Q T;€eT;

which is less than or equal to the sum of

1/2
/(ZH Z mq,me(Tj)PQ,U(TJ-)PQ(YJ-)%(0)Hi) dQ (5.4)
qeQ T;€T;
and y
2
/(ZH Z mq,Tﬂ?ﬂC(Tj)Pﬂ,v(Tj)(l—PQ(yj))qu(O)HZ) dsd. (5.5)
qeQ  T;€ET;

To prove (B.3)), it suffices to show that

GA) < B(¢)'?  and  (BE) < CcE(¢)">.

Consider (54). From (32)) we see that the Fourier transform of 5% is supported in D(0; 2 R~1/2).
So, the Fourier support of " Py, Poy;) [ is contained in B, . By orthogonality, (5.4)) is bounded

by
1/2
[ (2 S5 m e P Pas )

qeQu;€V;  wmoeL
By rearranging, it is equal to

/< Z /’Pﬂ’”jpﬂ(m%(w,O)\?Z

v €V} qeQ
which is bounded by

/( > /\Pﬂvvjpﬂ(wﬁj(%@)!Q

v €V

2 1/2
dac) do,

2 Mg

zro€EL

2 1/2
dw> dsl.

> 2. ™ o (7)
)

qeQ xo€EL
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By (33) and (5.2)), this is bounded by
1/2
J(S [ 17 poiste0Par) - a
v €V
By orthogonality, the above is bounded by

/HPﬂm%(O)szQ.

Since || Poy;)¢;(0)]l2 < E(¢;)Y/2, we have that (5.4) < E(¢;)"/2.
Consider (5.5). Apply the previous arguments but using almost orthogonality instead of or-
thogonality. Then we have

B3 < [ 100 = oy, )05(0) s

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality this is bounded by

([ 10~ Py, s 0)1Ba2)

By Plancherel’s theorem and rearranging the integrals, this is equal to
— 1/2 = 1/2
([ 10 =& @IBa2) " = ([ ([0 -xam)©d2)ia 00 Rde) "

By a direct calculation we have that for any £ € éj,
1

< 2.

~

1/2

Inserting this into the previous, we obtain that (5.5) < 2E(¢;).

6. A LOCALIZATION OPERATOR

In this section we introduce a localization operator and state some relevant basic estimates.
When exploiting energy concentrations, the localization operator is used as a tool.

By (22]) we have (E(?)(f) = e*”(t*tompm@), which is written as

j(t) = Usld;(to)l(t —to). (6.1)
Definition 6.1. Let D = D(xzp,tp;r) be a disc. We define an operator Pp¢; by
Ppo;(t) = Uil(xD * nya-1/x) ¢ (tp)I(t — tp) (6.2)

where 7, is defined as (LS]).
Lemma 6.2. Letr > Cy, D = D(zp,tp;r) and
D* := D(zp,tp;r(1 £ /2N)).
Suppose that ¢; satisfies that marg(p;) > Cor YN for j =1,2. Then,
marg(Pp¢;) > marg(¢;) — Cor YN (6.3)
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and
I1Ppé; (tp) |l 2@\ pry S 7V E(9;)Y?,
(1= Pp)ojllrep-y S v VE($)"?,
E(Pp¢;) < ll9jl72(p+y + Cr~VE(e;),
E((1 = Pp)¢;) < [16;(tn) 172 @m p-y + CrVE(6;).

21

—

Proof. Consider (6.3]). Observe that the size of supp $j is comparable to that of supp ¢;(0).

Similarly, the size of Supp% and supp Pl;bj(\t p) is comparable. From (6.2]) we have

o —

Ppe;(tp) = (Xpriacin) * & (tn).

(6.8)

Since 17,1-1/v (€) = 7(r' /N ¢) is supported on D(0;7~'F1/N), the Fourier support of Ppe;(tp)

is expanded O(r~'*1/N) more than that of ¢;(tp). Thus we have (G.3).
We have that 1D ¢ D~ ¢ D C D* C 2D. From this relation it follows that

0<xp*na-y~v <1,
XD * Na—yn () SroN forz € R\ DT,
1—xp*na-yn(z) Sr  forze D™ .
Indeed, the first one is trivial. Consider (69). We have that

dist(z, D)\ M
XD * 77r171/N($) < <1 + W) s VM > 0.

If z € R"\ DT then
dist(z, D) > r(1 + r—l/QN) = plol2N

By inserting this into the previous inequality we can obtain (6.9)).
Consider (6.10). We have that

dist(z, R\ D)\ M
1= xo s (o) 5 (14 SRR T a0

If x € D™, then
dist(z,R"\ D) > r — r(1 — p /2Ny = p1=1/2N
Thus we have ([6.10]).
Now consider from (64) to ([6.7)). By (6.2)) and (69) it follows that

1Ppé;(tn)| 2\ p+y = I|(XD * 18 )05 (D) 2o\ p+y S 77V E(5)

So we have (6.4]). Similar arguments also give (G.5]).
From (6.4)) it follows that

E(Pp¢;) = | Ppe;(tp)ll3
< 1PpojllFz(p+ + CrNE(g;)"/?
< 165l172(p+) + Cr N E(d;) 2.
So we have (6.6]). Analogously we have (6.7).

1/2

Now we consider some properties of Pp¢; in R" x R.

(6.9)
(6.10)

(6.11)

(6.12)
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Lemma 6.3. Let r > Cy and D = D(zp,tp;r). Suppose that ¢; satisfies that marg(¢;) >
Cor YN Then,

)a A_]('ID) tDa T))
rl=1/N

dist ((x, t -M
yPD¢j(x,t)\§CMr"/2<1+ ist ((z, > E(p)Y?,  YM >0  (6.13)

and
(1 = Pp)djll oo (Qap ipir/ay ST E()"2. (6.14)
Proof. Consider (6.13). By (6.2]) and (3.15]),
Ppoj(x,t) = /Kjvt—tD ( —y)(XD * n-1/v)(Y)$5 (v, tp)dy.

By Lemma and (G.17),

dist ((z,t), A; (zp, tp; -M
|Kji—tp (@ = y)(xD * ma-1w )2 ()] < Cu (1 += & 311—J1§J€D - T))>

for any M > 0. Thus,
dist((x,t), Aj(xp,tp;r) M
|Ppoj(z,t)] < Cu (1 + ( rl—]l/N )> /(XD s 1,101) 2 ()]0 (y, ) |dy

. dist((z,t), Aj(xp,tp;T) M
< Cyr™/? <1 + ( r17]1/N )) B(¢))"?,

where the last line follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality.

Consider ([6.I4]). Similarly, by (6.2 and (3I3)), it is written as
(1 = Pp)e;(z,t) = /Kj,ttD (@ = y)(1 = xp *ma-1/3)(Y) 5y, tD)dy.

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

1/2
[(1 = Pp)oj(x,t)] < (/ [ Kjt—tp (2 = y)(1 = xp * Url—l/N)(y)\Qd’y> E(¢;)'?. (6.15)
By Lemma B2l and ([6.12]) we have that for (z,t) € Q(xp,tp;r/4),

2 _
/ |Kji—tp(x = y)(1 = xp *na—un)(y)|"dy Sr M/ | K i—tp ( —y)|dy

< T_M

~

for any M > 0. Substituting this in (6.15]) we can obtain (6.14)).
g

Lemma 6.4. Let r > Cy and D = D(xp,tp;r). Then, for each ty € R there is a disc Gj4, (D)
of radius Ay|tp —to|/2+ 4r in R™ x {to} such that Gj4,(D) contains Aj(xp,tp;r) N (R™ x {to})
and

E(Ppo;) < 165ll12(,,, 0y + Cr~ " E()).
Proof. By (6.1) and (6.2]),
Ppoj(x,tp) = (XD * N1~ ) (@)Us[¢;(to)|(x, tp — to)
= /(XD * Nya—1/n )(2) Kt —to (T — y) &5 (Y, to)dy. (6.16)

If we ignore Schwarz tails, the equation K ;, ¢, (z —y) implies that x —y is contained in A;;, ¢,
by Lemmal3:21 The A;;,, 4, is contained in a disc of radius A, |tp—to|/2+C, so z—y is contained
in a disc of radius A, |tp —to|/2+ C. Since x is contained in D, we see that that y is contained in
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adisc D} := D(z;,t0; Awltp —to|/2+2r) for some z;. Using the symmetric property of A; about
the origin, we also have that y — x is contained in A4, —¢,,, which implies (y,tg) € Aj(x,tp). So,
we can see that D} contains Aj(xp,tp;r) N (R" x {to}). Using this observation we have

12 dist(y, D7) -M
|(XD * Mpaayn ) (@) Kt p—to (2 — y)| < O [ 1+ N , VM >0.

Let Dj* := D(zj,to; Awltp — to|/2 + 2r(1 +r71/2V)). By the above estimate,
[Oep  tyam) V2 (@) K10 (2 = 9) (1 = X (W) < Caar ™, VM > 0.
We divide ¢;(to) = xp-®;(to) + (1 — X+ )?;(to) and insert it into (6.I6). Then,
J J
1Poé;(tn)ll2 < [Ujlxps 85 (to))(tp — to)ll + Cr™ N E(e;)"/>
< lIxps 85 (to)l2 + O~V B(¢;)"/?

< N3l L2 (D 0 Awltn—tol 244y + CT N E(d5)

If we take G, (D) := D(zj,to; Aw|tp —to|/2 + 4r) then we have the desired estimate. Since D
contains A(zp,tp;r) N (R x {to}), the G;, (D) also contains Aj(zp,tp;r) N (R™ x {tp}). O

/2

7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

Let ¢1, ¢ satisfy the margin (2.35]) and the normalization ([Z7)). Let Q@ = Q(zq,tqQ; R) be a cube
of sidelength R and centered at (xq,tq) and let Ig = [tg — R/2,tg + R/2] be the time interval

of Q.
By Definition it suffices to show that for each 0 < e < 1

lé162lr(@) < (1= Co©) sup K-(R.7,).
T‘EC(;CR,
r/100<#<(Aw Ay ' +Cy )r

By Definition we have
P12l Lr (@) < Ke(R, 7"77%)E$j,te(¢17¢2)1/p,-

It suffices to show the following proposition.

Proposition 7.1. Let ¢1, ¢o be the same as described above and R > 2C0. If 0 < § < CO_C,
then for 0 < e < 1, there exist t, € Ig, r > Cy“R and r/100 < # < (24,47 + C5O)r such
that

Er it (f1,¢2) <1—06.

Proof. Let t € I and let D5 (¢1, ¢2) and N (D) be defined as in Definition 2.4l We define D5 (4)
to be the collection of discs D € D5 (¢1, ¢p2) such that there exist Dy, Do C N (D) of radius
(24, A7 + CyO)rp satisfying

61ll2(py) P2l L2(Dy) = 1 = 6.

For a disc D we define 7p to be the infimum of the radii of the discs Dy, Do C N(D) satisfying
the above inequality, that is,

TO’D = inf{r : H¢1”L2(D1)”¢2HL2(D2) Z 1—-946 for Dl,DQ C N(D) with Dy =TDhy, = 7’}.

Then for D € D§(0),
ip < (24uA7" + Cy)rp. (7.1)
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Since 7p is the infimum, we have

sup  ||o1llr2py)l|92llr2(p,) <1 6.
D1,D2CN (D)
iTDy=TDy <D

In fact, since ¢; and ¢9 are smooth, we have the equality

sup |d1llz2pyyllP2llz2(py) =1 6. (7.2)
D1,D2CN (D)
'rDy=TDy<F'D
Let
5 .
t) := f . 7.3
LR (73

Since ¢ and ¢y are smooth, there is a disc D € D§(4) of radius r°(t). Let #9(¢) is the infimum
of radii #p for D € DF(§) with radius r(t), i.e.,

o . o
7°(t) = inf TD. 7.4
( ) DeD§(6):rp=ri(t) b ( )

Then from (1) it follows that for each t € I,
() < (24, A7+ Cr 0 (). (7.5)

To show that #°(¢) > r%(¢)/100, let D € D5(4) be a disc of radius 7°(¢) with #p = #(¢), and
let Dy, Dy C N(D) be the discs of radius 79(t). If we suppose 79(t) < 7°(¢)/100, then by (Z.3)
the distance between D; and Dy is larger than C~179(t). Since the Fourier transform of ¢;(t) is
compactly supported, for any proper disc D C R"™ x {t} we have ||$;][z2(py = 0. Thus, there is
a disc D’ of radius < r°(t) such that

P11l L2vony B2l 2 v (pryy = 1 = 9.
This implies D’ € D$(§) but it contradicts (Z3). Thus we have #(t) > r°(¢)/100.
We also have that for each t € I,
Ei5(t)7725(t),t(¢1’ ¢2) =1-4. (76)
Indeed, let D be a disc of radius 7(t) in R™ x {t}. If D € D(§) then by (Z2) and (T4),

sup ‘|¢1HL2(D1)||¢2HL2(D2) =1-04.
D1,D2CN (D)

— 20
Dy =T Dy =1°(t)
If D ¢ D5(d) then from the definition of D$(4) it follows that for any discs Dy, Dy C N(D) of
radius (24, A" 4+ Cy9)r(t),
1611l2(p0) |92l L2(py) <1 — 6.

Thus we have (7.0]).
We choose a time t. € Ig such that

1
~ sup r(t) < ro(te) < sup 7°(t). (7.7)
2 telg telg
By (Z5) and (Z8)), to prove the proposition it suffices to show that if 0 < § < C5 then
r(te) > CyOR. (7.8)

Since ¢ and ¢ are smooth, from (78] it follows that for each ¢ € Ig, there exist discs
D? C R™ x {t} of radius 79(t) and Dy, Dy C N(DJ) of radius #°(t) such that

o1l z2opll@2llL2(py) =1 — 0. (7.9)
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Let (2e,te) be the center of DI ,
re = r°(te) + Co
and
Njei=Nj(xe, te; CSA*TQ).
To have (Z.8) it is enough to show
U Dlc () oAy (7.10)
telg j=1,2

Indeed, since Ay ¢ and Ay . meet transversely, the union (J,. Io Df is contained in a ball B(ze, t; COC Te).

By comparing the length of I with the radius C§'re, we have r, > Cy “R, which implies )
because R > 2¢0.

To show (ZI0), by (Z2) it suffices to prove that for each t € I, the disc N'(DJ) intersects
both A; . and As .. Suppose for contradiction that there exists N'(D{) contained in R"*1\ A, .
for some j = 1,2. Let

D, := D(xc,te; CoAsre).
We decompose
163 oriony < 4P 63 Eaimsy + 410 = Po)es Bauion (r.11)

From N(D{) € R" 1\ Aj,, one has dist(N(D?), Aj(ze,te; CoAsre)) > CoAsre. Since re > C
and the radius of N(D?) is < A,r., by (6.13)

1Po.65 2 vopy S e (Coder™) N B (0) 2 IN (D)2
SGC (7.12)
From (6.7) and r. > Cj it follows that

1 = Pp) 51172 sy < B = PDE)%)

Since N'(D?) C $D. C D_, we have
“¢j(t€)“L2(Rn\D |’¢]”L2(D H¢3HL2 N(D6 ))
By @.1) and (Z9),
||¢j||L2(N(Dg)) >1-0. (7.14)

Combining the above two estimates we have

||¢JHL2 R"\D < 26
Substituting this in (TI3]) we have

H(l - PDe)¢j‘|%2(N(D?)) <20+ C(;C
By inserting this and (ZI2]) into (ZI1J), it follows that

”¢j”iQ(N(Df)) <80+ 8C’O_C'

Comparing this with (ZI4)) we have 1 —8Cy ¢ < 105. However, since 0 < § < Cy ¢ is small, this
is a contradiction. O
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8. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.7]

Let ¢1, ¢ satisfy the margin requirement (2.5) and the energy normalization ([27). Let @ be a
cube of sidelength R. By Definition we may assume that ¢1, ¢ satisfy

6162l o) = Ke(R,r,F)ES 54 (1, $2) /7. (8.1)
It suffices to show
6162llr(@) < (14 C) By iy, (1, d2) /P R(R) + 260 (8.2)
We may assume that
Eij,te(¢1a¢2) sup sup (H¢1”L2(f)l)”¢2HL2(1°)2))-

De@ (¢>1,¢2) D1,D2cN(D)

Indeed, if B2 ., (¢1,¢2) = 1/2, we can take 7 > r and # < 7 < (QAWAgl + C'O_C)f such that

r,7te
1/2=  sup sup (101l 2 p,) 1022 i,))-
De®Ds (¢>1,¢2)D1,Dch(D)
‘rp= ;rblzT‘ﬁQfT

Thus, in [B.2) we can replace Ey ., (¢1,¢2) with E? . (gbl, ®2).
By the smoothness of ¢1, ¢2, there exists a disc D 6 D3 (91, ¢2) of radius r such that

. sup (H¢1”L2(1")1)H¢2”L2(1"32)) rrte(¢17¢2) (8.3)
D1,D2CN (De)

Set
Ag.e] = Nj(Te,te; 7' /2)

for j = 1,2 where (z, t.) is the center of D, and ' := (1 + (-—)"/2V).

*

FIGURE 2. Intersection of A; and Ay

8.1. Consider the case that @) intersects both A[le] and A[;}. Let Dg = D(zq,tg;4R) be the
disc of radius 4R with the same center as ). We decompose
p102]l e (@) <IIPpo?1Ppg 92l 1r(0)
+ [[Ppg¢1(1 — Ppg)d2llre @) + (1 = Ppg ) o192l e (o)
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From (6.14) and Holder’s inequality it follows that

I(1 = Ppo) 1ol e S RNTC,

|1Ppod1(1 = Ppg)dallreg) S B-NE.
Both Pp,¢1 and Pp, ¢ satisfy the relaxed margin condition (2.I0)), so by Proposition 2.3]
|Ppo 1Py d2llieq) < (1 + Ce)E(Ppy 1) /? E(Pp,¢2)'/*K(R) + 29¢°
< (14 Ce)(E(Pp,¢1)/?E(Ppy,d2)/*)VPE(R) + 200
By (29, to prove ([82) it suffices to show
E(PDQ¢1)1/2E(PDQ $o)'/? < Ef i1 (61,02) + CR™N.

By Lemma [6.4] there are discs G4, (Dq), Go,t.(Dg) of radius

R, = Ayltg —te|/2 + 16R
at time . such that the G;; (Dqg) contains Aj(xzq,tg;4R) N (R™ x {t.}) and

E(Ppg$j)'? < 165ll126,s. 0oy T CRT,  j=12
To show

195ll2(G1.0. D) 19511 12(Ga. (Do) < Erig. (61, 02), (8.4)
we consider a geometric property of A[le] N A[;]. Since A[le} N A[;] is a conic set (see Figure ), we
can see that Agltg —te| < 2r' < 4r/A, and so

Re < 2A,A7"% /A, +16R < (24,A7" +2000C; ©)i /A, < 7.
Since ) intersects Ag»e} and the Gj; (Dqg) contains Aj(xqg,tg;4R) N (R™ x {t.}), the G+ (Dg)

intersects Ag»e} N (R™ x {t.}). To show that G, (Dgq) is contained in N (D) it suffices to show
"+ 2R, < A,r. Using /A, < r we have

'+ 2R, < 27 /A, + 2(2A, A7 4 2000C; ©) /AL < A
Therefore we have (84]).
8.2. Consider the case that Q is contained in R"+! \Ag.e] for some 57 = 1,2. We only con-

sider the case that @ is contained in R™*!\ A[le}, because the other case is similar. Let D, :=

D(ze, te; m). By the triangle inequality,
p102llr (@) < [1Pp, P102llr (@) + [[(1 = Pp,)d182|l1r(q)- (8.5)
Since @ is contained in R™*! \Ag.e] and % > 5504 rom Lemma 6.3 it follows that
w4
1Py, 162l 10(g) < Cr . (8.6)

By Definition [2.5]

(1 = Pp )16l o) < K(B,7)E((1 = Pp 1) /P Ey oy, (1 — Pp )1, 62) /7'
< K(R,1)E((1 = Pp)¢1)"/* By s, (61, 62) 7.
By &1,
(1= Pp 162l rq) < E((1 = Pp,)d1) /|| 6162] 1o(q)-
By (©.1),
E((1—Pp )¢1) <1- H¢(te)\liz@e/2) +or N,
By (.I3) and @2.1),

lo(te)ll L2, s2) = €
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By combining the above three inequalities,

11 = Pp,)d102]l 10 @) < Ellé12ll10 (@)
where  := (1 — 2 + Cr—N)1/2,
By applying the triangle inequality to the right side of the above inequality,
(1= Pp,)o192llre(q) < Kl Pp, 102 10(@) + ElI(1 — Pp,) o192l 10 ()

By rearranging,

(1 = Pp, 1020 (@) < iHP 019210
By inserting this estimate into (83),
102l Lr (@) < 1—||P 01021 (@)

From ¢ > R™* and r > C§ R, we have T N REN and

pr62ll e (@) < RENIPp, b1l 10 (0)
By (B.6]) we thus have (8.2)).

9. PrRoOF OF PROPOSITION [2.8]

Suppose that ¢1, ¢2 obey the margin condition (2.5]). We may assume the normalization (2.7]).
It suffices to show that

61620l Lo (Qp) < (1 + C)Ke(R/Co,ry, i) By (1, 62)' 7 + =€
We apply Proposition Il Then it suffices to show
1[®1][@3]l| o) < (1 + C)K(R/Co, 7y, 75) Br (61, 82) /7 + 7€, (9.1)
where the cube @ is of side-length C'R. By (4.7)),
A) = (A 1/p
l@@lig = (> oMl ,) "

Since the sidelength of A is 27“0CR, there is a cube of sidelength R/Cj containing A. So, by
the margin of ®; shown in Proposition .1l and Definition 2.3]

A) A) (A / A A 1
19V D5 | n(a) < Ke(R/Co s, ) By, (@52, @517 (B(0(M) V2 B(0F))1/2) 7.
By combining the above two equations,
[[@1][P2]]| e ()

Sle(R/Co,TMn)< > Erwe(@&“,@é“)p/p’m&“>1/2E<<1>§A’>”2>
A€Qc,(Q)

1/p

1/p
Ko(R/Co,rsify) sup By e (@17, 047)0 ( > E(@%A’V/QE@A))W)
A€Qc,(Q) A€Qc, (Q)
By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Lemma [5.1], it is bounded by
(14 Ce)K(R/Co,ry, ) sup By, g, 0 (08, 0517
A€Qcq(Q)

Now it suffices to show

sup  Er, 0 (21, 05Y) < (1 4+ COE 4, (61, 62) + Cr Y,
A€Qc,(Q)



AN ENDPOINT ESTIMATE OF THE BILINEAR PARABOLOID RESTRICTION OPERATOR 29

because (R, r,7) < K(R) < RC. By Lemma [5.1] we have E((I>J-A)1/2 < (1+ Ce)E(¢;)"/?. Thus
it is enough to show
A _
125 L2 (aairy < L+ COllsll2(aniry) + O™
for all A € Qc¢,(Q) and all zg € R™"!. We have this estimate from the following lemma:

Lemma 9.1. Let Q be a finile index set. Suppose that mgr; are non-negative numbers with
(B2). Then, for any r > 2Cy and z € R,

1/2
< Z H Z mq7Tj¢Tj HiQ(D(zo;r(lcr_l/SN)))>

q€Q T;€eT;
< (1+Co)1bjll L2 Doy + 1 N E(8) 2. (9.2)

Proof. Let D = D(zo,to;r(1 — 2r=1/3NY) D' = D(x,to;r(1 —r~/2N)) and D" = D(xo, to; 7).
Then we have D C D' C D".

We divide
Z Mg, 1;¢1; = Z M1, Pp ¢1; + Z myq,1;(1 = Pp,)br;.
T;€T; T;€T; T;€T;
Consider the first summation in the right side. We have

ZH S g, P || . <ZE( > g Por,).

qeQ T;€T; T;€T;

Applying Lemma [5.1] we have
S| S v
qeQ  TjeTy

From (6.6]) we can see that

L2(5) < (1+ Co)E(Pp,d5).

E(Ppj) <1165l 72(p04) + Cr~ N E(¢))
— H¢]HL2 D”) + CT—NE(QS])a
where D’ ¢ D't ¢ D" is used. Thus we obtain

(S| S ma oo

1/2
) S O CON g + Cr VB
qeQ Tj€eT; (D)

To prove ([@.2)) it now suffices to show

<ZH > myr,(1 - Pp)ér,

QEQ TjETj

’ " < rNE(¢;)Y2. (9.3)
L2(D) !

Since the operator Pp is linear, we have

Z mqr; (1 — Pp )7, = (1 — Pp, < Z quq§T>

T;€T; T;€T;

By D c D'~ ¢ D' and (63),
H Z mq,1, (1 = Pp/)ér;

TjETj

L2(D) = H < Z M T ¢T)‘

T;€Ty

<r*NE( Z mq,TjtﬁTj)l/z-

T;€T;

L2D
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Using this we have

) 1/2 N 1/2
LQ(fn) s (ZE( 2 mqjj%)) '

qeEQ T;€Ty

<Z H Z mq,Tj(l - Pb/)¢Tj

qeQ Tj€ET;

Thus, by Lemma [5.1] we obtain (@.3]). O
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