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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

2 bilinear restriction estimate was obtained by
Tao, but the endpoint was remained open. In this paper we prove the endpoint L

2 bilinear
restriction estimate for a paraboloid.

1. Introduction

Fix n ≥ 2, let Σ be a hypersurface defined by Σ = {(ξ, s(ξ)) : ξ ∈ Rn}. Then the (adjoint)
Fourier restriction operator RΣf for the hypersurface Σ can be defined by

RΣf(x, t) :=

∫
e2πi(x·ξ+ts(ξ))f(ξ)a(ξ)dξ,

where a(ξ) is a smooth cut-off function.
The (adjoint) restriction estimate R∗

Σ(p, q) for 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ is of the form

‖RΣf‖q ≤ Cp,q,Σ‖f‖p, (1.1)

and the restriction problem is to determine (p, q) for which the estimate R∗
Σ(p, q) holds. There are

two representative model hypersurfaces. One is a cone Σcone = {(ξ, |ξ|) : ξ ∈ Rn}, and the other

is a paraboloid Σparab = {(ξ,− |ξ|2

2 ) : ξ ∈ Rn}. For these two surfaces the restriction operators
RΣconef and RΣparab

f 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 Schrödinger equations because RΣcone f̂ and RΣparab
f̂

are the solutions to the free wave equation utt − ∆u = 0 and the free Schrödinger equation
4πi∂tu−∆u = 0, respectively, see [15,22,23].

The bilinear restriction estimate R∗
Σ1,Σ2

(p× p, q), 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ is of the form

‖RΣ1fRΣ2g‖q ≤ Cp,q,Σ1,Σ2‖f‖p‖g‖p,

where Σ1,Σ2 are two compact subsets of Σ such that the set of unit normal vectors of Σ1 are sep-
arated by a non-zero distance from the set of unit normal vectors of Σ2. This bilinear restriction
estimate R∗

Σ1,Σ2
(p × p, q/2) was used to improve the linear restriction estimate R∗

Σ(p, q). (The

restriction estimate have been improved further by Bourgain–Guth [4], Guth [5, 6], 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∗

Σ1,Σ2
(2× 2, q) lead to the corre-

sponding bilinear estimates applied to null form estimates for the relevant dispersive equations,
see [7, 9, 10,16,22,23].
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2 J. LEE

The L2 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 Λ(x0) of all lines passing through a point x0 and of direction normal
to Σcone becomes a cone.

(1.2)

We can see that if a line ℓ passes through Λ(x0), then ℓ ∩Λ(x0) 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 Λ(x0)
of all lines passing through x0 and of direction normal to Σparab 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, ℓ∩Λ(x0) may have infinitely many points. Because
of this difference, Wolff’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 Córdoba. By combining Wolff’s arguments with the or-
thogonality Tao obtained the sharp bilinear restriction estimate R∗

Σ1,Σ2
(2× 2, p), p > n+3

n+1 for a
paraboloid.

It is natural to ask whether the endpoint bilinear estimate R∗
Σ1,Σ2

(2× 2, n+3
n+1) is valid or not.

Since the Kakeya example does not work in the endpoint L2 bilinear restriction estimate, we
can expect it. Tao [23] obtained the endpoint bilinear cone restriction estimate by exploring
energy concentrations and the geometric observation (1.2). 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 (1.2) does not hold for the paraboloid restriction
operator. However, it still seems to have the L2 bilinear paraboloid restriction estimate because
the Kakeya example does not work.

In this paper we will prove the endpoint estimate R∗
Σ1,Σ2

(2×2, n+3
n+1) for a paraboloid. To state

more explicitly, let Σ = Σparab and

Σj = {(ξ, τ) ∈ Σ : 1 < |ξ| < 2, ∠(ξ, (−1)j−1e1) < π/8}, j = 1, 2,

where e1 ∈ Rn is a standard unit vector. We define the operator Uj by Ujf = RΣj f̂ for j = 1, 2;

Ujf(x, t) :=

∫
e2πi(x·ξ−

1
2
t|ξ|2)f̂(ξ)aj(ξ)dξ, (1.3)

where aj is a smooth function which is equal to 1 on

Ξj = {ξ ∈ Rn : (ξ, τ) ∈ Σj}

and supported in

Ξ̃j = {ξ : 1/2 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 4, ∠(ξ, (−1)j−1e1) ≤ π/4}.

Theorem 1.1. For n+3
n+1 ≤ p ≤ 2, the estimate

‖U1f1U2f2‖Lp(Rn×R) ≤ Cp‖f1‖L2(Ξ1)‖f2‖L2(Ξ2) (1.4)

holds for all f1 ∈ L2(Ξ1) and f2 ∈ L
2(Ξ2).

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 (1.2). To get around this we will devise
a new energy concentration argument where the dispersiveness of Ujf and the transversality
between Σ1 and Σ2 play a crucial role instead of the geometric observation (1.2).
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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–Sjölin condition, see [13,14,18,19,25]. It was shown by S. Lee [14] that these
two classes of oscillatory integral operators also satisfy the estimate (1.4) for p > n+3

n+1 , 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]. It is likely that the oscillatory integral operators with the Carleson–Sjölin 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 C0 be an integer much larger than N .

We use C to denote various large numbers which vary each time. It may depend on N but
not depend on C0. The notation A . B or A = O(B) implies A ≤ CB. If A . B and B . A we
write A ∼ B.

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

f̂(ξ) =

∫

Rn

e−2πix·ξf(x)dx.

Let a spacetime cube Q(xQ, tQ;RQ) be an (n + 1)-dimensional cube in Rn+1 of side-length
RQ and centered at (xQ, tQ) ∈ Rn ×R with sides parallel to the axes. Let D(xD, tD; rD) denote
an n-dimensional disc at time tD of the form

D(xD, tD; rD) = {(x, tD) ∈ Rn × R : |x− xD| ≤ rD}.

For any compact subset π ⊂ Rn we define a conic set Λπ(x0, t0) with vertex (x0, t0) ∈ Rn×R by

Λπ(x0, t0) = {(x, t) ∈ Rn ×R : x = x0 + (t− t0)w, w ∈ π, t ∈ R} , (1.5)

and let Λπ(x0, t0; r) be the r-neighborhood of Λπ(x0, t0). Briefly we write

Λj(x0, t0) = ΛΞ̃j
(x0, t0) (1.6)

for j = 1, 2, and
Λ∪(x0, t0) = Λ1(x0, t0) ∪ Λ2(x0, t0).

If Q = Q(xQ, tQ; rQ) and c > 0 the cQ is defined by Q(xQ, tQ; crQ). Similarly, cD is defined.
Let η be a nonnegative Schwartz function on Rn with

∫
η = 1 and whose Fourier transform

is supported on the unit disc. By the Poisson summation formula we may have
∑

k∈Zn

η(x− k) = 1. (1.7)

We define ηr for r > 0 by
ηr(x) = r−nη(x/r). (1.8)

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we state some propositions and using them we prove Theorem 1.1. The proof of
propositions are given in next sections.

We denote by
φj(x, t) = Ujfj(x, t),

and define the energy E(φj) by

E(φj) = ‖φj(t)‖
2
2 (2.1)

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

φ̂j(t)(ξ) = e−πit|ξ|
2
f̂j(ξ)aj(ξ). (2.2)
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Using these notations we rewrite Theorem 1.1 as follows.

Theorem 2.1. For n+3
n+1 ≤ p ≤ 2, the estimate

‖φ1φ2‖p ≤ CpE(φ1)
1/2E(φ2)

1/2 (2.3)

holds for all φ1 and φ2 whose Fourier transforms are supported in Σ1 and Σ2 respectively.

The estimate (2.3) for p = 2 is well known. Thus, by interpolation it suffices to prove the
theorem for

p :=
n+ 3

n+ 1
.

Definition 2.2. For any R ≥ C0 we define a constant K(R) to be the best constant for which
the estimate

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(QR) ≤ K(R)E(φ1)
1/2E(φ2)

1/2 (2.4)

holds for all spacetime cubes QR of sidelength R and all φ1, φ2 of which Fourier transforms are
supported in Σ1 and Σ2 respectively and satisfy

marg(φ1),marg(φ2) ≥ 1/100 −R−1/N , (2.5)

where the margin marg(φj) is defined by

marg(φj) := dist(supp(φ̂j),Σ \ Σj).

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

K(R) ≤ 2CC0 . (2.6)

We may assume that
E(φ1) = E(φ2) = 1. (2.7)

By some trivial estimates it follows

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(QR) . RC . (2.8)

Thus we see that
K(R) . RC . (2.9)

By this estimate we may assume R ≥ 2C0 . Let

K(R) := sup
2C0≤R′≤R

K(R′).

Proposition 2.3. Let R ≥ 2C0 and 0 < c ≤ 2−C0 . Suppose that φ1, φ2 are Fourier supported

in Σ1 and Σ2 respectively and satisfy the margin condition

marg(φj) ≥ 1/100 − 2R−1/N , j = 1, 2. (2.10)

Then,

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(QR) ≤
(
(1 + Cc)K(R/C0) + c−C

)
E(φ1)

1/2E(φ2)
1/2, (2.11)

for all cubes QR of sidelength R.

We will prove this proposition in Section 5. It is obtained by refining the proof of [24]. Technically
the constant (1+Cc) is important to obtain the endpoint. Note that the estimate (2.11) implies
K(R) ≤ (1+Cc)K(R/C0)+c

−C . By iterating this estimate it follows K(R) ≤ CεR
ε for all ε > 0.

For other propositions we define an energy concentration. We first introduce several constants
relevant to the conic sets Λ1(0) and Λ2(0) defined as (1.5).

• Let Aw be the maximum angle between two lines Lj and L
′
j passing through the origin

and contained in Λj(0) for j = 1, 2.
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• Let Ad be the minimum angle between two lines L1 ⊂ Λ1(0) and L2 ⊂ Λ2(0) passing
through the origin.

• Define the constant A∗ by

A∗ := 4AwA
−1
d +C. (2.12)

Definition 2.4. Let φ1, φ2 be Fourier supported in Σ1 and Σ2 respectively. For 0 ≤ ε < 1, r > 0
and t ∈ R, let Dε

t(φ1, φ2) be the collection of discs D = D(xD, tD; rD) in Rn×{t} with rD ≥ C0

such that

‖φ1‖L2(D(xD ,tD;
C0

800A∗
))
‖φ2‖L2(D(xD ,tD ;

C0
800A∗

))
≥ εE(φ1)

1/2E(φ1)
1/2. (2.13)

We define the energy concentration Eεr,̊r,t(φ1, φ2) of φ1 and φ1 at time t by

Eεr,̊r,t(φ1, φ2) = max
(1
2
E(φ1)

1/2E(φ1)
1/2, sup

D∈Dε
t (φ1,φ2)

:rD=r

sup
D1,D2⊂N (D)
:rD1

=rD2
=r̊

‖φ1‖L2(D1)‖φ2‖L2(D2)

)

where rD denotes the radius of D and N (D) denotes the A∗-dilated disc of D. (See Figure 1.)

The condition (2.13) is a technical thing to handle errors. Since φ1, φ2 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 ‖φj‖L2(D) is nonzero for j = 1, 2.

N (D)

D1
D2

Figure 1. Energy concentration

Definition 2.5. Let R ≥ 2C0 , r > 0 and 0 ≤ ε < 1. We define Kε(R, r, r̊) to be the best constant
for which the estimate

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(QR) ≤ Kε(R, r, r̊)(E(φ1)
1/2E(φ1)

1/2)1/pEεr,̊r,te(φ1, φ2)
1/p′ (2.14)

holds for all spacetime cubeQR of sidelength R, all te ∈ R and all φ1, φ2 whose Fourier transforms
are supported in Σ1 and Σ2 respectively and satisfy the margin condition (2.5).

From the definitions of K(R) and Kε(R, r, r̊) it immediately follows

K(R) ≤ Kε(R, r, r̊),

Kε(R, r, r̊) ≤ 21/p
′

K(R).

By the dispersive property of φ1, φ2 the above estimates are further improved under certain
circumstances.
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Proposition 2.6. For any R ≥ 2C0 and 0 < ε≪ 1,

K(R) ≤ (1−C−C
0 ) sup

r≥C−C
0 R,

r/100<r̊≤(2AwA
−1
d +C−C

0 )r

Kε(R, r, r̊). (2.15)

This proposition will be proven in Section 7. In the above estimate, the constant (1 − C−C
0 )

is crucial for closing an induction. The supremum condition r ≥ C−C
0 R 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 ≥ 2C0 . If R−N/4 ≤ ε ≪ 1, r ≥ CC0 A∗R and r/100 < r̊ ≤ (2AwA
−1
d +

C−C
0 )r then

Kε(R, r, r̊) ≤ (1 + Cc)K(R) + 2CC0

for any 0 < c ≤ 2−C0 .

We will prove this in Section 8. In the above estimate, the constant (1 +Cc) is crucial. Because
of the condition r ≥ CC0 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 ≥ 2C0 . If 0 < ε≪ 1, C−C
0 R ≤ r ≤ CC0 R and r̊ > 0,

Kε(R, r, r̊) ≤ (1 + Cc)Kε(R/C0, r♮, r̊♮) + c−C

for any 0 < c ≤ 2−C0 , where r♮ := r(1− Cr−1/3N ) and r̊♮ := (̊r)♮.

We will prove this in Section 9. The above recursive estimate is obtained by modifying the proof
of Proposition 2.3.

To prove (2.6) we combine the above three propositions. From Proposition 2.7 and Proposition

2.8 it follows that if R−N/4 ≤ ε≪ 1, r ≥ C−C
0 R and r̊ ≤ (2AwA

−1
d + C−C

0 )r, then

Kε(R, r, r̊) ≤ (1 + Cc)K(R) + 2CC0 + c−C . (2.16)

Indeed, by Proposition 2.7 we may assume that C−C
0 R ≤ r ≤ CC0 R. Let r0 := r, rj+1 := (rj)♮

and r̊j+1 := (̊rj)♮ for j = 0, 1, 2, · · · . Then if r̊ ≤ (2AwA
−1
d +C−C

0 )r then r̊♮ ≤ (2AwA
−1
d +C−C

0 )r♮.

We take J as the smallest integer such that r ≥ CC−J
0 A∗R. Because of the condition r ≥ C−C

0 R,
we have J = O(1). From Proposition 2.8 it follows that

Kε(R/C
j
0 , rj , r̊j) ≤ (1 + Cc)Kε(R/C

j+1
0 , rj+1, r̊j+1) + c−C .

By iteration we have

Kε(R, r, r̊) ≤ (1 + Cc)JKε(R/C
J
0 , rJ , r̊J) + 2Jc−C .

Since r ≥ C−C
0 R ≥ C−C

0 2C0 and C0 is very large, we see that rJ is comparable to r. By
Proposition 2.7,

Kε(R, r, r̊) ≤ (1 + Cc)J+1K(R/CJ0 ) + 2CC0 + 2J+1c−C .

Since K(R/CJ0 ) ≤ K(R), this estimate implies (2.16).
Combine Proposition 2.6 with (2.16). Then,

K(R) ≤ (1− C−C
0 )(1 + Cc)K(R) + 2CC0 + c−C .

If we set c = 2−C0 then K(R) ≤ (1 − C−C
0 )K(R) + 2CC0 . By rearranging we obtain K(R) ≤

CC0 2
CC0 ≤ 2C

′C0 , which implies (2.6).

3. Preliminaries for the bilinear restriction estimate

Let R ≥ 2C0 , 0 < c ≤ 2−C0 and κ > 0 an integer such that

r := 2−κR ∼ R1/2. (3.1)
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3.1. A wave packet decomposition. Let L = c−2rZn and Vj be a maximal r−1-separated

subset of Ξ̃j for j = 1, 2. For each (x0, vj) ∈ L × Vj , we define a tube Tj = T
(x0,vj)
j with initial

position x0 and direction vj by

Tj =
{
(x, t) ∈ Rn × R : |t| ≤ R, |(x− x0)− tvj| ≤ r

}
,

and let Tj denote the collection of these tubes. We denote by x(Tj) = x0 the position of Tj and
v(Tj) = vj the velocity of Tj .

Now we decompose φj into wave packets essentially supported on tubes Tj. To partition Rn

into cubes of sidelength c−2r, we set

ηx0(x) := η
(x− x0
c−2r

)
. (3.2)

Then, ∑

x0∈L

ηx0(x) = 1. (3.3)

To partition Ξ̃j , let Bvj be a neighborhood of vj ∈ Vj with pairwise disjoint interiors so that

Ξ̃j =
⋃

vj∈Vj

Bvj .

For each ω ∈ D(0; 1/r), we define a map Ωω : Rn → Rn by Ωω(v) = v + w. Let G be the set of
these maps, and define dΩ by

∫

G
F (Ω)dΩ =

1

|D(0; 1/r)|

∫

D(0;1/r)
F (Ωw)dw.

For each Ω ∈ G and vj ∈ Vj , we define the multiplier PΩ,vj by

P̂Ω,vjf = χΩ(Bvj )
f̂ ,

where χ denotes a characteristic function. For each Tj = T
(x0,vj)
j ∈ Tj, we define a function fTj

by

fTj(x) := ηx0(x)

∫

G
PΩ,vjfj(x)dΩ. (3.4)

We define a wave packet φTj as

φTj := UjfTj . (3.5)

Then by the linearity of Fourier transform,

φj(x, t) =
∑

Tj∈Tj

φTj (x, t). (3.6)

Lemma 3.1 (Properties of the wave packets). Suppose that φj has a Fourier support in Σj and

a margin

marg(φj) ≥ Cr−1 (3.7)

for j = 1, 2. Let Tj = T
(x0,vj)
j . We define a constant hTj by

hTj := rn/2M
(∫

G
PΩ,vjfjdΩ

)
(x0), (3.8)

where M denotes the Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator. Then we have the followings.

• The margin of φTj satisfies

marg(φTj ) ≥ marg(φj)− Cr−1. (3.9)
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• For (x, t) ∈ Rn × [−CR,CR],

|φTj (x, t)| ≤ CMc
−Cr−n/2hTj

(
1 +

dist(Tj , (x, t))

r

)−M

, ∀M > 0. (3.10)

• ( ∑

Tj∈Tj

h2Tj

)1/2
. c−C‖fj‖2. (3.11)

Proof. Consider (3.9). From the definition of fTj we can see that the Fourier support of fTj
is contained in a O(r−1)-neighborhood of vj . So, the spacetime Fourier transform of φTj is

supported in a O(r−1)-neighborhood of the spacetime Fourier support of φj. From this we have
(3.9).

Consider (3.10). If ρ is a smooth bump function supported on a O(1)-neighborhood of the

origin and ρvj (ξ) := ρ
(
4−1r(ξ − vj)

)
then we may replace f̂Tj with ρvj f̂Tj . By interchanging the

integrals we may write

φTj (x, t) =

∫
Kvj (x− y, t)fTj (y)dy,

where

Kvj (x, t) =

∫
e2πi(x·ξ−

1
2
t|ξ|2)ρvj (ξ)dξ. (3.12)

By integration by parts, if |t| . R then

|Kvj (x, t)| ≤ CMr
−n

(
1 +

|x− tvj|

r

)−M

, ∀M > 0. (3.13)

Indeed, let δ = r−1 and Ψ(x, t, ξ) = 2π(x · (δξ + vj)−
1
2t|δξ + vj|

2). We rewrite as

Kvj (x, t) = δn
∫
eiψ(x,t,ξ)ρ(ξ)dξ. (3.14)

Suppose that |x− tvj| ≥ Cδ−1. Then we have |∇ξΨ(x, t, ξ)| ≥ Cδ|x− tvj |, since |δ2tξ| . 1. By
integration by parts,

|Kvj (x, t)| ≤ CMδ
n(δ|x− tvj|)

−M , ∀M > 0.

On the other hand, we have a trivial estimate |Kvj (x, t)| . δn. By combining these two estimates
we have (3.13). Thus,

|φTj (x, t)|

≤ CMr
−n

∫ (
1 +

|(x− y)− tvj |

r

)−M

ηx0(y)

∣∣∣∣
∫

G
PΩ,vjfj(y)dΩ

∣∣∣∣dy

≤ CMc
−C

(
1 +

|(x− x0)− tvj|

r

)−M

M
( ∫

G
PΩ,vjfjdΩ

)
(x0)

≤ CMc
−Cr−n/2hTj

(
1 +

dist(Tj , (x, t))

r

)−M

.

Consider (3.11). By the uncertainty principle, if |x− x0| . c−2r then

M
( ∫

PΩ,vjfjdΩ
)
(x0) . c−CM

(∫
PΩ,vjfjdΩ

)
(x).

Thus,
∑

Tj∈Tj

h2Tj . c−C
∑

vj∈Vj

∫ ∣∣∣M
( ∫

PΩ,vjfjdΩ
)
(x)
∣∣∣
2
dx.
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By the Hardy–Littlewood maximal theorem and Minkowski’s inequality,

( ∑

Tj∈Tj

h2Tj
)1/2

. c−C
( ∑

vj∈Vj

∥∥∥
∫
PΩ,vjfjdΩ

∥∥∥
2

2

)1/2

≤ c−C
∫ ( ∑

vj∈Vj

‖PΩ,vjfj‖
2
2

)1/2
dΩ.

By Plancherel’s theorem and orthogonality,
∑

vj∈Vj

‖PΩ,vjfj‖
2
2 . ‖fj‖

2
2.

Inserting this into the previous integral we have (3.11). �

3.2. Estimates on a light conic set. We define a kernel Kj,t by

Kj,t(x) =

∫
e2πi(x·ξ−

1
2
t|ξ|2)aj(ξ)dξ.

Then φj is written as
φj(x, t) = Ujf(x, t) = Kj,t ∗ f(x). (3.15)

Lemma 3.2. Let Λj,t = {x ∈ Rn : (x, t) ∈ Λj(0)} where Λj(0) is defined as in (1.6). Then,
∣∣Kj,t(x)

∣∣ ≤ CM (1 + dist(Λj,t, x))
−M , ∀M > 0. (3.16)

Proof. If dist(Λj,t, x) = 0, by a trivial estimate we have
∣∣Kj,t(x)

∣∣ . 1.

Suppose that dist(Λj,t, x) > 0. The ξ-derivative of the phase x · ξ − 1
2t|ξ|

2 has
∣∣∣∇ξ

(
x · ξ −

1

2
t|ξ|2

)∣∣∣ ≥ dist(Λj,t, x)

for all ξ ∈ Ξ̃j. So, using integration by parts we obtain
∣∣Kj,t(x)

∣∣ ≤ CMdist(Λj,t, x)
−M , ∀M > 0.

Thus we have (3.16). �

Lemma 3.3. Let Q be a cube of sidelength RC . Let ǫ > 0 and j, k = 1, 2 but j 6= k. Let πk ⊂ Ξk
be a hypersurface in Rn. Suppose that there is 0 ≤ ε0 < 1 such that for any v ∈ Ξj and any

w,w′ ∈ πk with w 6= w′, ∣∣∣
〈 v −w

|v −w|
,
w′ − w

|w′ − w|

〉∣∣∣ ≤ ε0. (3.17)

Then for any r & Rǫ,

‖φj‖L2(Q∩Λπk
(z0;r)) . r1/2E(φj)

1/2.

Proof. It suffices to show∫ ∥∥χ
ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(t)[Uj(t)]f

∥∥2
L2(Rn)

dt . r‖f‖2L2(Rn),

where ΛQπk = Λπk ∩Q. By duality this is equivalent to
∥∥∥∥
∫

Uj(t)
∗
(
χ
ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(t)g(t)

)
dt

∥∥∥∥
2

L2(Rn)

. r‖g‖2L2(Rn+1). (3.18)

The left side of the above estimate is written as∫∫ 〈
[Uj(s)Uj(t)

∗]
(
χ
ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(t)g(t)

)
, χ

ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(s)g(s)

〉
dtds.
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Let
Gk(x, t) := χ

ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(x, t)g(x, t)

and
Ijf(s, t) := 〈[Uj(s)Uj(t)

∗]f(t), f(s)〉 .

The previous integral is divided into two parts∫∫
IjGk(s, t)dtds =

∫∫

|s−t|≤Cr
IjGk(s, t)dtds +

∫∫

|s−t|≥Cr
IjGk(s, t)dtds.

To show (3.18) it suffices to prove
∣∣∣∣
∫∫

|s−t|≥Cr
IjGk(s, t)dtds

∣∣∣∣ . r−N‖g‖22 (3.19)

and
∣∣∣∣
∫∫

|s−t|≤Cr
IjGk(s, t)dtds

∣∣∣∣ . r‖g‖22. (3.20)

Consider (3.19). If we set

Kj,t(x) =

∫
e2πi(x·ξ−

1
2
t|ξ|2)a2j (ξ)dξ

then

[Uj(s)Uj(t)
∗]f(x) =

∫
Kj,s−t(x− y)f(y)dy.

We rewrite IjGk as

IjGk =

∫∫
Kj,s−t(x− y)χ

ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(y, t)χ

ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(x, s)g(y, t)g(x, s)dxdy.

We divide
Kj,t = χΛj,t(0;r)Kj,t + (1− χΛj,t(0;r))Kj,t.

From Lemma 3.2 it follows that

(1− χΛj,s−t(0;r)(x))|Kj,s−t(x)| . r−M , ∀M > 0.

Using this we have∣∣∣∣
∫∫∫∫

((1− χΛj,s−t(0;r))Kj,s−t)(x− y)

× χ
ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(y, t)χ

ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(x, s)g(y, t)g(x, s)dxdydtds

∣∣∣∣
. r−M‖χ

ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
g‖21

. r−MRC‖g‖22

. r−M‖g‖22, ∀M > 0,

where the last line follows from r & Rǫ. Now, to show (3.19) it suffices to show
∫∫∫∫

|s−t|≥Cr
χΛj,s−t(0;r)(x− y)Kj,s−t(x− y)

× χ
ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(y, t)χ

ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(x, s)g(y, t)g(x, s)dxdydtds = 0.

It is enough to show that for s, t ∈ R with |s− t| ≥ Cr, the equation

χΛj,s−t(0;r)(x− y)χ
ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(y, t)χ

ΛQ
πk

(z0;r)
(x, s) (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 χΛj,s−t(0;r)(x− y) we can
restrict ourselves to the case

x− y = (s − t)v +O(r) (3.22)

for some v ∈ Ξj. On the other hands, from χΛπk
(z0;r)(y, t) and χΛπk

(z0;r)(x, s) we also have

x− x0 = (s− t0)w +O(r)

y − x0 = (t− t0)w
′ +O(r)

(3.23)

for some w,w′ ∈ πk. By combining (3.22) and (3.23) it follows that

(s− t)(v − w) + (t− t0)(w
′ − w) = O(r). (3.24)

If w = w′, then we have |s − t| . r. Otherwise, from (3.17) we can see that there exists a unit
vector u such that (v −w) · u 6= 0 but (w′ −w) · u = 0. By taking inner product with such u for
(3.24), we have |s− t| . r.

Consider (3.20). By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Plancherel’s theorem it follows that

|Ijf(s, t)| . ‖f(s)‖2‖f(t)‖2.

By this and the Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev inequality,
∣∣∣∣
∫∫

|s−t|.r
IjGk(s, t)dtds

∣∣∣∣ .
∫∫

|s−t|.r
‖g(s)‖L2(Rn)‖g(t)‖L2(Rn)dtds

. r‖g‖22.

Thus we have (3.20). �

3.3. A basic bilinear restriction estimate. Let ψ be a nonnegative Schwartz function on

Rn+1 with
∫
ψ = 1 such that ψ̂ is supported in the unit ball and

∑

k∈Zn+1

ψ4(z − k) = 1 (3.25)

where z = (x, t) ∈ Rn+1. If q is a cube of sidelength rq with center zq, we define

ψq(z) := ψ(r−1
q (z − zq)).

For convenience, we use the notations
∫
ψ · and ‖ · ‖L2(ψ) to denote

∫

ψ
f :=

∫
fψ and ‖f‖L2(ψ) := ‖fψ‖2.

Lemma 3.4. Let q be a cube of side-length R1/2. Suppose that φT1 and φT2 are wave packets

defined as (3.5). Then

‖φT1φT2‖L2(ψ2
q )

. R−n+1
4 ‖φT1‖L2(ψq)‖φT2‖L2(ψq). (3.26)

Proof. By Plancherel’s theorem the estimate (3.26) is equivalent to

‖ψ̂qφT1 ∗ ψ̂qφT2‖2 . R−n+1
4 ‖ψ̂qφT1‖2‖ψ̂qφT2‖2.

By interpolation it suffices to show the following two estimates:

‖ψ̂qφT1 ∗ ψ̂qφT2‖1 ≤ ‖ψ̂qφT1‖1‖ψ̂qφT2‖1,

‖ψ̂qφT1 ∗ ψ̂qφT2‖∞ . R−n+1
2 ‖ψ̂qφT1‖∞‖ψ̂qφT2‖∞.
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By Young’s inequality the first one is easily obtained. Consider the second one. Observe
that the Fourier support of ψqφTj is contained in a ball B(v(Tj),−|v(Tj)|

2/2;CR−1/2). Let
χj := χB(v(Tj ),−|v(Tj)|2/2;CR−1/2) be a characteristic function. Then,

‖ψ̂qφT1 ∗ ψ̂qφT2‖∞ . ‖χ1 ∗ χ2‖∞‖ψ̂qφT1‖∞‖ψ̂qφT2‖∞.

Simple computation gives ‖χ1 ∗ χ2‖∞ . R−n+1
2 . Thus we have the second estimate. �

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 Q be the cube of sidelength CR and cen-
tered at the origin. We decompose Q into subcubes ∆ of sidelength 2−C0CR. For any integer
l, we define Ql(Q) to be the collection of subcubes of sidelength 2−lCR which are obtained by
dividing the sides of Q.

Let

ΨD(xD;rD)(x) :=

(
1 +

|x− xD|

rD

)−N100

.

and for each tube Tj = T
(x0,vj)
j ,

ΨTj(x, t) := ΨD(x0−tvj ;r)(x). (4.1)

For each 2−C0CR-cube ∆ ∈ QC0(Q) and each Tj ∈ Tj, we define

m∆,Tj :=
∑

q∈Qκ(Q)
:q⊂∆

∑

Ti∈Ti

‖φTiΨTj‖
2
L2(ψq)

+R−10nE(φi) (4.2)

and

mTj :=
∑

q∈Qκ(Q)

∑

Ti∈Ti

‖φTiΨTj‖
2
L2(ψq)

+R−10n2(n+1)C0E(φi) (4.3)

for i 6= j. Then,
∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

m∆,Tj

mTj

= 1. (4.4)

We now define Φ
(∆)
j for each ∆ ∈ QC0(Q) by

Φ
(∆)
j (z) :=

∑

Tj∈Tj

m∆,Tj

mTj

φTj (z). (4.5)

Then,

φj(z) =
∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

Φ
(∆)
j (z). (4.6)

We define a function [Φj] by

[Φj ](z) :=
∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

Φ
(∆)
j (z)χ∆(z). (4.7)

The main proposition of this section is as follows.
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Proposition 4.1. Let R ≥ 2C0 and 0 < c ≤ 2−C0 . For any cube Q we define a set X(Q) by

X(Q) :=
⋃

∆∈QC0
(Q)

(1− c)∆.

Suppose that φ1, φ2 have Fourier supports in Σ1 and Σ2 respectively which satisfy the normal-

ization (2.7) and the relaxed margin condition (2.10). Then,

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(QR) ≤ (1 + Cc)‖[Φ1][Φ2]‖Lp(X(Q)) + c−C , (4.8)

where Q is a cube of sidelength CR contained in C2QR and

marg(Φj) ≥
1

100
−
(2C0

R

)1/N
. (4.9)

In the remaining parts of this section we will prove the above proposition. Consider the margin
(4.9). From (3.9) and (4.5) it follows that

marg(Φj) ≥ marg(φj)− CR−1/2

≥
1

100
− 2
( 1

R

)1/N
− C

( 1

R

)1/2

≥
1

100
−
(2C0

R

)1/N
.

The proof of (4.8) is accomplished through many steps. We begin with the following averaging
lemma.

Lemma 4.2 (Lemma 6.1 in [23]). Let R > 0, 0 < c ≤ 2−C0 , and let QR be a cube of sidelength

R. If f is a smooth function, then there exists a cube Q of sidelength CR contained in C2QR
such that

‖f‖Lp(QR) ≤ (1 + Cc)‖f‖Lp(X(Q)).

By this lemma,
‖φ1φ2‖Lp(QR) ≤ (1 + Cc)‖φ1φ2‖Lp(X(Q)).

Using the triangle inequality we divide ‖φ1φ2‖Lp(X(Q)) into three parts:

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(X(Q)) ≤ ‖[Φ1][Φ2]‖Lp(X(Q))

+ ‖(φ1 − [Φ1])φ2‖Lp(X(Q)) + ‖[Φ1](φ2 − [Φ2])‖Lp(X(Q)).

To prove (4.8) it suffices to show

‖(φ1 − [Φ1])φ2‖Lp(X(Q)) . c−C , (4.10)

‖[Φ1](φ2 − [Φ2])‖Lp(X(Q)) . c−C .

Since these two estimates are similarly obtained, we will consider only the first one.

4.2. L1-bilinear estimates.

Lemma 4.3.
‖(φ1 − [Φ1])φ2‖L1(X(Q)) . c−CR.

Proof. By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality it suffices to show

‖φj‖L2(Q) . R1/2, (4.11)

‖φj − [Φj]‖L2(Q) . c−CR1/2, (4.12)

for j = 1, 2. Consider (4.11). We have

‖φj‖
2
L2(Q) ≤

∫ CR

−CR
‖φj(t)‖

2
2dt . RE(φj) ≤ R.
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Thus (4.11) follows.
Consider (4.12). By the triangle inequality and (4.11) it suffices to show

‖[Φj ]‖L2(Q) . c−CR1/2. (4.13)

We have that

‖Φ
(∆)
j ‖2L2(∆) ≤

∫ t∆+C2−C0R

t∆−C2−C0R
‖Φ

(∆)
j (t)‖22dt . 2−C0RE(Φ

(∆)
j ).

By using (3.10),
∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

E(Φ
(∆)
j ) =

∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

m∆,Tj

mTj

φTj (0)
∥∥∥
2

2

. c−C
∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

∑

Tj∈Tj

(m∆,Tj

mTj

)2
h2Tj .

By (4.4) and (3.11),
∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

E(Φ
(∆)
j ) . c−C

∑

Tj∈Tj

h2Tj

. c−CE(φj).

By the above estimates,

‖[Φj]‖
2
L2(Q) =

∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

‖Φ
(∆)
j ‖2L2(∆) . 2−C0c−CRE(φj) ≤ c−CR.

Thus we have (4.13). �

4.3. Orthogonality. By interpolation it now suffices to show

‖(φ1 − [Φ1])φ2‖L2(X(Q)) . c−CR−n−1
4 . (4.14)

By (4.6), (4.7) and the triangle inequality,

‖(φ1 − [Φ1])φ2‖L2(X(Q)) ≤
∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

‖Φ
(∆)
1 φ2‖L2(X(Q)\∆).

Since the number of cubes in QC0(Q) is 2(n+1)C0 . c−C , it is reduced to showing

‖Φ
(∆)
1 φ2‖L2(X(Q)\∆) . c−CR−n−1

4 . (4.15)

Observe that if q ∈ Qκ(Q) meets X(Q) \ ∆, then dist(q,∆) ≥ cR. By using (3.25), (3.6) and
(4.5),

‖Φ
(∆)
1 φ2‖

2
L2(X(Q)\∆) .

∑

q∈Qκ(Q):
dist(q,∆)≥cR

‖Φ
(∆)
1 φ2‖

2
L2(ψ2

q )

=
∑

q∈Qκ(Q):
dist(q,∆)≥cR

∫

ψ4
q

∣∣∣∣
∑

T1∈T1

m∆,T1

mT1

φT1(z)
∑

T2∈T2

φT2(z)

∣∣∣∣
2

dz (4.16)

where z denotes (x, t). We write the integral in the above equation as

∑

T1,T ′

1∈T1,
T2,T ′

2∈T2

∫

ψ4
q

(
m∆,T1

mT1

φT1(z)φT2(z)

)(
m∆,T ′

1

mT ′

1

φT ′

1
(z)φT ′

2
(z)

)
dz. (4.17)
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We define S to be the set of (v1, v
′
1, v2, v

′
2) ∈ V1 × V1 × V2 × V2 such that

v1 + v2 = v′1 + v′2 +O(r−1),

|v1|
2 + |v2|

2 = |v′1|
2 + |v′2|

2 +O(r−1).
(4.18)

Lemma 4.4. Let Sc = V1 × V1 × V2 × V2 \ S and let q be a cube of side-length R1/2. Suppose

that T1, T
′
1 ∈ T1, T2, T

′
2 ∈ T2 satisfy (v(T1), v(T

′
1), v(T2), v(T

′
2)) ∈ Sc. Then,

∣∣∣∣
∫

ψ4
q

φT1(z)φT2(z)φT ′

1
(z)φT ′

2
(z)dz

∣∣∣∣ = 0. (4.19)

Proof. By Parseval’s formula the left side of (4.19) equals to
∣∣∣〈ψ̂qφT1 ∗ ψ̂qφT2 , ψ̂qφT ′

1
∗ ψ̂qφT ′

2
〉
∣∣∣,

where the hat ̂ denotes the spacetime Fourier transform.

By the construction of wave packets φTj , we see that ψ̂qφTj is supported on a O(r−1)-

neighborhood of (v(Tj),−|v(Tj)|
2/2), and that ψ̂qφT1∗ψ̂qφT2 is supported on aO(r−1)-neighborhood

of
(
v(T1) + v(T2), −(|v(T1)|

2 + |v(T2)|
2)/2

)
. Thus we can see that if (v(T1), v(T

′
1), v(T2), v(T

′
2))

does not satisfy (4.18) then the supports of ψ̂qφT1 ∗ ψ̂qφT2 and ψ̂qφT ′

1
∗ ψ̂qφT ′

2
are disjoint, so we

have (4.19). �

By the above lemma,

(4.17) ≤
∑

(T1,T ′

1,T2,T
′

2)∈S

∣∣∣∣
∫

ψ4
q

(
m∆,T1

mT1

φT1φT2

)(
m∆,T ′

1

mT ′

1

φT ′

1
φT ′

2

)
dz

∣∣∣∣ (4.20)

where

S = {(T1, T
′
1, T2, T

′
2) ∈ T1 ×T1 ×T2 ×T2 : (v(T1), v(T

′
1), v(T2), v(T

′
2)) ∈ S}.

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

∫

ψ4
q

(
m∆,T1

mT1

φT1(z)φT2(z)

)(
m∆,T ′

1

mT ′

1

φT ′

1
(z)φT ′

2
(z)

)
dz

∣∣∣∣

.

∫

ψ2
q

∣∣∣∣
m∆,T ′

1

mT1

ΨT ′

1
(zq)

φT1(z)φT2(z)

ΨT1(zq)

∣∣∣∣
2

dz

+

∫

ψ2
q

∣∣∣∣
m∆,T1

mT ′

1

ΨT1(zq)
φT ′

1
(z)φT ′

2
(z)

ΨT ′

1
(zq)

∣∣∣∣
2

dz,

where zq is the center of q. The two integrals of the right side in the above equation are of the
same form. By combining (4.16), (4.20) and the above estimate, the estimate (4.15) is reduced
to showing

∑

q∈Qκ(Q):
dist(q,∆)≥cR

∑

(T1,T ′

1,T2,T
′

2)∈S

∫

ψ2
q

∣∣∣∣
m∆,T ′

1

mT1

ΨT ′

1
(zq)

φT1(z)φT2(z)

ΨT1(zq)

∣∣∣∣
2

dz . c−CR−n−1
2 . (4.21)

We separate the summation
∑

(T1,T ′

1,T2,T
′

2)∈S
into two parts

∑

(T1,T ′

1,T2,T
′

2)∈S

=
∑

T1∈T1,T2∈T2

∑

T ′

1∈T1,T ′

2∈T2:
(v(T1),v(T ′

1),v(T2),v(T
′

2))∈S

.
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By rearranging the left side of (4.21) is bounded by

∑

q∈Qκ(Q):
dist(q,∆)≥cR

∑

T1∈T1,
T2∈T2

(
1

mT1

∫

ψ2
q

∣∣∣∣
φT1(z)φT2(z)

ΨT1(zq)

∣∣∣∣
2

dz
∑

T ′

1∈T1,T ′

2∈T2:
(v(T1),v(T ′

1),v(T2),v(T
′

2))∈S

m∆,T ′

1
Ψ2
T ′

1
(zq)

)
,

where (
m∆,T

mT
)2 ≤

m∆,T

mT
is used. To show (4.21) it suffices to prove the following two estimates:

max
q∈Qκ(Q):

dist(q,∆)≥cR

max
T1∈T1,
T2∈T2

∑

T ′

1∈T1,T ′

2∈T2:
(v(T1),v(T ′

1),v(T2),v(T
′

2))∈S

m∆,T ′

1
Ψ2
T ′

1
(zq) . c−CR1/2 (4.22)

and
∑

q∈Qκ(Q)

∑

T1∈T1,
T2∈T2

1

mT1

∫

ψ2
q

∣∣∣∣
φT1(z)φT2(z)

ΨT1(zq)

∣∣∣∣
2

dz . c−CR−n/2. (4.23)

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

(v(T1), v(T
′
1), v(T2), v(T

′
2)) ∈ S.

From the first equation of (4.18) we have

v′2 = v1 + v2 − v′1 +O(r−1). (4.24)

Inserting this into the second equation of (4.18), we have

|v1|
2 − |v1 + v2 − v′1|

2 = |v′1|
2 − |v2|

2 +O(r−1),

which is equivalent to

(v′1 − v1) · (v
′
1 − v2) = O(r−1).

Let σ(v1, v2) ⊂ Rn be the sphere of radius |v1−v2|
2 with center v1+v2

2 . Then the above equation

means that v′1 lies in the O(r−1)-neighborhood σ(v1, v2;Cr
−1) of the sphere σ(v1, v2). Thus, if

v1, v2 are given then one has v′1 ∈ σ(v1, v2;Cr
−1). Also, if v1, v2, , v

′
1 are given then by (4.24)

we see that v′2 is contained in a ball B(v1 + v2 − v′1;Cr
−1).

Now we use this observation. For given T1, T2, we have that v(T ′
1) is contained in

σ(v(T1), v(T2);Cr
−1).

If v(T1), v(T2), v(T
′
1) is determined then v(T ′

2) has O(1) choices, and if v(T ′
2) is determined then

the number of T ′
2 passing through zq is only one. Thus to show (4.22) it suffices to show that

for given T1 ∈ T1, T2 ∈ T2 and q ∈ Qκ(Q) with dist(q,∆) ≥ cR,
∑

T ′

1∈T1:

v(T ′

1)∈V1∩σ(v1,v2;Cr
−1)

m∆,T ′

1
Ψ2
T ′

1
(zq) . c−CR1/2, (4.25)

where v1 = v(T1) and v2 = v(T2). By (4.2), we have

∑

T ′

1∈T1:

v(T ′

1)∈V1∩σ(v1,v2;Cr
−1)

m∆,T ′

1
Ψ2
T ′

1
(zq) .

∑

T2∈T2

∫

4Q
|φT2(z)|

2Γq(z)dz +R−C , (4.26)

where

Γq(z) :=
∑

T ′

1∈T1:

v(T ′

1)∈V1∩σ(v1,v2;Cr
−1)

ψ∆(z)Ψ
2
T ′

1
(z)Ψ2

T ′

1
(zq).
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Consider Γq(z). The union of T ′
1 passing through zq with v(T ′

1) ∈ V1 ∩ σ(v1, v2;Cr
−1) forms a

conic set Λπ1(zq;Cr) where

π1 := σ(v1, v2) ∩ Ξ̃1.

From dist(∆, q) ≥ cR it follows that the tubes T ′
1 passing through zq can overlap at most O(1)

times on ∆. Thus,

∫

4Q
|φT2(z)|

2Γq(z)dz . c−C
∫

4Q
|φT2(z)|

2

(
1 +

dist(z,Λπ1(zq))

r

)−N10

dz.

By combining this with (4.26),

∑

T ′

1∈T1:

v(T ′

1)∈V1∩σ(v1,v2;Cr
−1)

m∆,T ′

1
Ψ2
T ′

1
(zq) . c−C

∑

T2∈T2

∫

4Q
|φT2(z)|

2

(
1+

dist(z,Λπ1(zq))

r

)−N10

dz+R−C .

By a dyadic decomposition, to prove (4.25) it suffices to show
∑

T2∈T2

‖φT2‖
2
L2(4Q∩Λπ1 (zq;Cr))

. c−Cr. (4.27)

We observe that for any w2 ∈ Ξ2 and w1, w
′
1 ∈ π1 with w1 6= w′

1, there exists 0 ≤ ε0 < 1 such
that 〈 w2 − w1

|w2 − w1|
,
w′
1 − w1

|w′
1 − w1|

〉
≤ ε0. (4.28)

Indeed, if we take ξ2 ∈ σ(v1, v2) such that w′
1 + ξ2 = v1 + v2, that is, (w

′
1 + ξ2)/2 is the center

of σ(v1, v2), then 〈w1 − ξ2, w
′
1 − w1〉 = 0. Using this we have

the left side of (4.28) =
〈 w2 − ξ2
|w2 − w1|

,
w′
1 − w1

|w′
1 − w1|

〉
.

So the above equation is bounded by |w2 − ξ2|/|w2 − w1|. From the definition of Ξ1 and Ξ2, we
can see that there is 0 ≤ ε0 < 1 such that |w2 − ξ2|/|w2 − w1| ≤ ε0. Thus we have (4.28). By
Lemma 3.3,

the left side of (4.27) . r
∑

T2∈T2

E(φT2).

By (3.10), (3.11) and (2.7),
∑

T2∈T2

E(φT2) . c−C
∑

T2∈T2

h2T2 . c−C . (4.29)

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

4.5. Proof of the estimate (4.23). Consider the integral in the left side of (4.23). By applying
Lemma 3.4 to the left side of (4.23) it suffices to show

∑

q∈Qκ(Q)

∑

T1∈T1,
T2∈T2

1

mT1

‖φT1‖
2
L2(ψq)

Ψ2
T1
(zq)

‖φT2‖
2
L2(ψq)

. c−CR1/2. (4.30)

The left side of the above equation is written as

∑

T1∈T1

(
sup

q∈Qκ(Q)

‖φT1‖
2
L2(ψq)

Ψ4
T1
(zq)

)(
1

mT1

∑

q∈Qκ(Q)

∑

T2∈T2

Ψ2
T1(zq)‖φT2‖

2
L2(ψq)

)
.
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Consider the inner summand. Since both the width of T and the sidelength of q are ∼ r, by
some basic estimates it follows that for any tube T ∈ T1 ∪T2 and q ∈ Qκ,

ΨT (z)ψ
1/2
q (z) ∼ ΨT (zq). (4.31)

Using this equation we have
∑

q∈Qκ(Q)

∑

T2∈T2

Ψ2
T1(zq)‖φT2‖

2
L2(ψq)

.
∑

q∈Qκ(Q)

∑

T2∈T2

‖ΨT1φT2‖
2

L2(ψ
3/2
q )

,

which is . mT1 by (4.3). Now to prove (4.30) it is enough to show

∑

T1∈T1

sup
q∈Qκ(Q)

‖φT1‖
2
L2(ψq)

Ψ4
T1
(zq)

. c−CR1/2.

By (3.10) and (4.31),

‖φT1‖
2
L2(ψq)

Ψ4
T1
(zq)

. c−Cr−nh2T1

‖Ψ2
T1
‖2L2(ψq)

Ψ4
T1
(zq)

. c−Crh2T1 .

Therefore, by (3.11)

∑

T1∈T1

sup
q∈Qκ(Q)

‖φT1‖
2
L2(ψq)

Ψ4
T1
(zq)

. c−Cr
∑

T1∈T1

h2T1 . c−CR1/2.

�

5. Proof of Proposition 2.3

By Proposition 4.1 it suffices to show

‖[Φ1][Φ2]‖Lp(Q) ≤ (1 +Cc)K(R/C0)E(φ1)
1/2E(φ2)

1/2. (5.1)

By (4.7),

‖[Φ1][Φ2]‖Lp(Q) ≤
∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

‖Φ
(∆)
1 Φ

(∆)
2 ‖Lp(∆).

From Proposition 4.1 we see that marg(Φ
(∆)
j ) ≥ 1/100− (2C0/R)1/N . By Definition 2.2 the right

side of the above estimate is bounded by

K(R/C0)
∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

E(Φ
(∆)
1 )1/2E(Φ

(∆)
2 )1/2.

By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, this is bounded by

K(R/C0)

( ∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

E(Φ
(∆)
1 )

)1/2( ∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

E(Φ
(∆)
2 )

)1/2

.

Thus, to show (5.1) it suffices to show

( ∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

E(Φ
(∆)
j )

)1/2

≤ (1 + Cc)E(φj)
1/2

for j = 1, 2.
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Lemma 5.1. Let Q be a finite index set. Suppose that mq,Tj are non-negative numbers such that
∑

q∈Q

mq,Tj ≤ 1 (5.2)

for all Tj ∈ Tj. Then,
(∑

q∈Q

E
( ∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjφTj

))1/2

≤ (1 + Cc)E(φj)
1/2. (5.3)

Proof. To get the constant (1 + Cc), we need to consider the Fourier support of fTj . Let

Yj =
⋃

vj∈Vj

{ξ ∈ Bvj : dist(ξ, Ξ̃j \Bvj ) > Cc2R−1/2}.

We define the operator PΩ(Y ) by

P̂Ω(Y )f = χΩ(Y )f̂ .

By Minkowski’s inequality,
(∑

q∈Q

E
( ∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjφTj
))1/2

=

(∑

q∈Q

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjφTj (0)
∥∥∥
2

2

)1/2

=

(∑

q∈Q

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,Tj

∫

G
ηx(Tj )PΩ,v(Tj )φj(0)dΩ

∥∥∥
2

2

)1/2

≤

∫

G

(∑

q∈Q

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,Tjη
x(Tj)PΩ,v(Tj )φj(0)

∥∥∥
2

2

)1/2

dΩ,

which is less than or equal to the sum of
∫ (∑

q∈Q

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,Tjη
x(Tj)PΩ,v(Tj)PΩ(Yj)φj(0)

∥∥∥
2

2

)1/2

dΩ (5.4)

and ∫ (∑

q∈Q

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,Tjη
x(Tj)PΩ,v(Tj )(1− PΩ(Yj))φj(0)

∥∥∥
2

2

)1/2

dΩ. (5.5)

To prove (5.3), it suffices to show that

(5.4) ≤ E(φj)
1/2 and (5.5) ≤ CcE(φj)

1/2.

Consider (5.4). From (3.2) we see that the Fourier transform of ηx0 is supported inD(0; c2R−1/2).
So, the Fourier support of ηx0PΩ,vjPΩ(Yj )f is contained in Bvj . By orthogonality, (5.4) is bounded
by ∫ (∑

q∈Q

∑

vj∈Vj

∥∥∥
∑

x0∈L

m
q,T

(x0,vj)

j

ηx0PΩ,vjPΩ(Yj )φj(0)
∥∥∥
2

2

)1/2

dΩ.

By rearranging, it is equal to
∫ ( ∑

vj∈Vj

∫
|PΩ,vjPΩ(Yj)φj(x, 0)|

2
∑

q∈Q

∣∣∣∣
∑

x0∈L

m
q,T

(x0,vj )

j

ηx0(x)

∣∣∣∣
2

dx

)1/2

dΩ,

which is bounded by
∫ ( ∑

vj∈Vj

∫
|PΩ,vjPΩ(Yj)φj(x, 0)|

2

∣∣∣∣
∑

q∈Q

∑

x0∈L

m
q,T

(x0,vj)

j

ηx0(x)

∣∣∣∣
2

dx

)1/2

dΩ.
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By (3.3) and (5.2), this is bounded by

∫ ( ∑

vj∈Vj

∫
|PΩ,vjPΩ(Yj )φj(x, 0)|

2dx

)1/2

dΩ.

By orthogonality, the above is bounded by
∫

‖PΩ(Yj)φj(0)‖2dΩ.

Since ‖PΩ(Yj )φj(0)‖2 ≤ E(φj)
1/2, we have that (5.4) ≤ E(φj)

1/2.

Consider (5.5). Apply the previous arguments but using almost orthogonality instead of or-
thogonality. Then we have

(5.5) .

∫
‖(1 − PΩ(Yj))φj(0)‖2dΩ.

By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality this is bounded by

( ∫
‖(1− PΩ(Yj))φj(0)‖

2
2dΩ

)1/2
.

By Plancherel’s theorem and rearranging the integrals, this is equal to

( ∫
‖(1− χΩ(Yj))φ̂j(0)‖

2
2dΩ

)1/2
=
(∫ ( ∫

(1− χΩ(Yj))(ξ)dΩ
)
|φ̂j(0)(ξ)|

2dξ
)1/2

.

By a direct calculation we have that for any ξ ∈ Ξ̃j,
∫

1− χΩ(Yj)(ξ)dΩ =
1

|D(0;CR−1/2)|

∫

D(0;CR−1/2)
1− χYj(ξ +w)dw

. c2.

Inserting this into the previous, we obtain that (5.5) . c2E(φj).

�

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 (2.2) we have φ̂j(t)(ξ) = e−πi(t−t0)|ξ|
2
φ̂j(t0)(ξ), which is written as

φj(t) = Uj [φj(t0)](t− t0). (6.1)

Definition 6.1. Let D = D(xD, tD; r) be a disc. We define an operator PDφj by

PDφj(t) = Uj[(χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )φj(tD)](t− tD) (6.2)

where ηr is defined as (1.8).

Lemma 6.2. Let r ≥ C0, D = D(xD, tD; r) and

D± := D(xD, tD; r(1± r−1/2N )).

Suppose that φj satisfies that marg(φj) ≥ C0r
−1+1/N for j = 1, 2. Then,

marg(PDφj) ≥ marg(φj)− C0r
−1+1/N (6.3)
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and

‖PDφj(tD)‖L2(Rn\D+) . r−NE(φj)
1/2, (6.4)

‖(1− PD)φj‖L2(D−) . r−NE(φj)
1/2, (6.5)

E(PDφj) ≤ ‖φj‖
2
L2(D+) + Cr−NE(φj), (6.6)

E((1 − PD)φj) ≤ ‖φj(tD)‖
2
L2(Rn\D−) + Cr−NE(φj). (6.7)

Proof. Consider (6.3). Observe that the size of supp φ̂j is comparable to that of supp φ̂j(0).

Similarly, the size of supp P̂Dφj and supp ̂PDφj(tD) is comparable. From (6.2) we have

̂PDφj(tD) = (χ̂Dη̂r1−1/N ) ∗ φ̂j(tD). (6.8)

Since η̂r1−1/N (ξ) = η̂(r1−1/N ξ) is supported on D(0; r−1+1/N ), the Fourier support of PDφj(tD)

is expanded O(r−1+1/N ) more than that of φj(tD). Thus we have (6.3).
We have that 1

2D ⊂ D− ⊂ D ⊂ D+ ⊂ 2D. From this relation it follows that

0 ≤ χD ∗ ηr1−1/N ≤ 1,

χD ∗ ηr1−1/N (x) . r−N for x ∈ Rn \D+, (6.9)

1− χD ∗ ηr1−1/N (x) . r−N for x ∈ D− . (6.10)

Indeed, the first one is trivial. Consider (6.9). We have that

χD ∗ ηr1−1/N (x) .

(
1 +

dist(x,D)

r1−1/N

)−M

, ∀M > 0. (6.11)

If x ∈ Rn \D+ then

dist(x,D) ≥ r(1 + r−1/2N )− r = r1−1/2N .

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

1− χD ∗ ηr1−1/N (x) .

(
1 +

dist(x,Rn \D)

r1−1/N

)−M

, ∀M > 0. (6.12)

If x ∈ D−, then

dist(x,Rn \D) ≥ r − r(1− r−1/2N ) = r1−1/2N .

Thus we have (6.10).

Now consider from (6.4) to (6.7). By (6.2) and (6.9) it follows that

‖PDφj(tD)‖L2(Rn\D+) = ‖(χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )φj(tD)‖L2(Rn\D+) . r−NE(φj)
1/2.

So we have (6.4). Similar arguments also give (6.5).
From (6.4) it follows that

E(PDφj) = ‖PDφj(tD)‖
2
2

≤ ‖PDφj‖
2
L2(D+) + Cr−NE(φj)

1/2

≤ ‖φj‖
2
L2(D+) + Cr−NE(φj)

1/2.

So we have (6.6). Analogously we have (6.7). �

Now we consider some properties of PDφj in Rn × R.
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Lemma 6.3. Let r ≥ C0 and D = D(xD, tD; r). Suppose that φj satisfies that marg(φj) ≥

C0r
−1+1/N . Then,

|PDφj(x, t)| ≤ CMr
n/2

(
1 +

dist
(
(x, t),Λj(xD, tD; r)

)

r1−1/N

)−M

E(φj)
1/2, ∀M > 0 (6.13)

and

‖(1− PD)φj‖L∞(Q(xD ,tD;r/4)) . r−NE(φj)
1/2. (6.14)

Proof. Consider (6.13). By (6.2) and (3.15),

PDφj(x, t) =

∫
Kj,t−tD(x− y)(χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )(y)φj(y, tD)dy.

By Lemma 3.2 and (6.11),

|Kj,t−tD(x− y)(χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )1/2(y)| ≤ CM

(
1 +

dist
(
(x, t),Λj(xD, tD; r)

)

r1−1/N

)−M

for any M > 0. Thus,

|PDφj(x, t)| ≤ CM

(
1 +

dist
(
(x, t),Λj(xD, tD; r)

)

r1−1/N

)−M ∫
(χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )1/2(y)|φj(y, tD)|dy

≤ CMr
n/2

(
1 +

dist
(
(x, t),Λj(xD, tD; r)

)

r1−1/N

)−M

E(φj)
1/2,

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

Consider (6.14). Similarly, by (6.2) and (3.15), it is written as

(1− PD)φj(x, t) =

∫
Kj,t−tD(x− y)(1− χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )(y)φj(y, tD)dy.

By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,

|(1− PD)φj(x, t)| ≤

(∫ ∣∣Kj,t−tD(x− y)(1− χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )(y)
∣∣2dy

)1/2

E(φj)
1/2. (6.15)

By Lemma 3.2 and (6.12) we have that for (x, t) ∈ Q(xD, tD; r/4),∫ ∣∣Kj,t−tD(x− y)(1− χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )(y)
∣∣2dy . r−M

∫
|Kj,t−tD(x− y)|dy

. r−M

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

Lemma 6.4. Let r ≥ C0 and D = D(xD, tD; r). Then, for each t0 ∈ R there is a disc Gj,t0(D)
of radius Aw|tD− t0|/2+4r in Rn×{t0} such that Gj,t0(D) contains Λj(xD, tD; r)∩ (Rn×{t0})
and

E(PDφj) ≤ ‖φj‖L2(Gj,t0
(D)) + Cr−NE(φj).

Proof. By (6.1) and (6.2),

PDφj(x, tD) = (χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )(x)Uj [φj(t0)](x, tD − t0)

=

∫
(χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )(x)Kj,tD−t0(x− y)φj(y, t0)dy. (6.16)

If we ignore Schwarz tails, the equation Kj,tD−t0(x−y) implies that x−y is contained in Λj,tD−t0
by Lemma 3.2. The Λj,tD−t0 is contained in a disc of radius Aw|tD−t0|/2+C, so x−y is contained
in a disc of radius Aw|tD− t0|/2+C. Since x is contained in D, we see that that y is contained in
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a disc D⋆
j := D(xj , t0;Aw|tD−t0|/2+2r) for some xj. Using the symmetric property of Λj about

the origin, we also have that y−x is contained in Λj,t0−tD , which implies (y, t0) ∈ Λj(x, tD). So,
we can see that D⋆

j contains Λj(xD, tD; r) ∩ (Rn × {t0}). Using this observation we have

|(χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )1/2(x)Kj,tD−t0(x− y)| ≤ CM

(
1 +

dist(y,D⋆
j )

r1−1/N

)−M

, ∀M > 0.

Let D̃⋆
j := D(xj , t0;Aw|tD − t0|/2 + 2r(1 + r−1/2N )). By the above estimate,

|(χD ∗ ηr1−1/N )1/2(x)Kj,tD−t0(x− y)(1− χD̃⋆
j
(y))| ≤ CMr

−M , ∀M > 0.

We divide φj(t0) = χD̃⋆
j
φj(t0) + (1− χD̃⋆

j
)φj(t0) and insert it into (6.16). Then,

‖PDφj(tD)‖2 ≤ ‖Uj [χD̃⋆
j
φj(t0)](tD − t0)‖2 + Cr−NE(φj)

1/2

≤ ‖χD̃⋆
j
φj(t0)‖2 + Cr−NE(φj)

1/2

≤ ‖φj‖L2(D(xj ,t0;Aw|tD−t0|/2+4r)) + Cr−NE(φj)
1/2.

If we take Gj,t0(D) := D(xj, t0;Aw|tD − t0|/2 + 4r) then we have the desired estimate. Since D⋆
j

contains Λ(xD, tD; r) ∩ (Rn × {t0}), the Gj,t0(D) also contains Λj(xD, tD; r) ∩ (Rn × {t0}). �

7. Proof of Proposition 2.6

Let φ1, φ2 satisfy the margin (2.5) and the normalization (2.7). Let Q = Q(xQ, tQ;R) be a cube
of sidelength R and centered at (xQ, tQ) and let IQ = [tQ −R/2, tQ +R/2] be the time interval
of Q.

By Definition 2.2 it suffices to show that for each 0 < ε≪ 1

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤ (1− C−C
0 ) sup

r≥C−C
0 R,

r/100<r̊≤(AwA
−1
d +C−C

0 )r

Kε(R, r, r̊).

By Definition 2.5 we have

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤ Kε(R, r, r̊)E
ε
r,̊r,te(φ1, φ2)

1/p′ .

It suffices to show the following proposition.

Proposition 7.1. Let φ1, φ2 be the same as described above and R ≥ 2C0 . If 0 < δ ≤ C−C
0 ,

then for 0 < ε ≪ 1, there exist te ∈ IQ, r ≥ C−C
0 R and r/100 < r̊ ≤ (2AwA

−1
d + C−C

0 )r such

that

Eεr,̊r,te(φ1, φ2) ≤ 1− δ.

Proof. Let t ∈ IQ and let Dε
t(φ1, φ2) and N (D) be defined as in Definition 2.4. We define Dε

t (δ)
to be the collection of discs D ∈ D

ε
t (φ1, φ2) such that there exist D1,D2 ⊂ N (D) of radius

(2AwA
−1
d + C−C

0 )rD satisfying

‖φ1‖L2(D1)‖φ2‖L2(D2) ≥ 1− δ.

For a disc D we define r̊D to be the infimum of the radii of the discs D1,D2 ⊂ N (D) satisfying
the above inequality, that is,

r̊D := inf{r : ‖φ1‖L2(D1)‖φ2‖L2(D2) ≥ 1− δ for D1,D2 ⊂ N (D) with rD1 = rD2 = r}.

Then for D ∈ Dε
t (δ),

r̊D ≤ (2AwA
−1
d +C−C

0 )rD. (7.1)
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Since r̊D is the infimum, we have

sup
D1,D2⊂N (D)
:rD1

=rD2
≤r̊D

‖φ1‖L2(D1)‖φ2‖L2(D2) ≤ 1− δ.

In fact, since φ1 and φ2 are smooth, we have the equality

sup
D1,D2⊂N (D)
:rD1

=rD2
≤r̊D

‖φ1‖L2(D1)‖φ2‖L2(D2) = 1− δ. (7.2)

Let

rδ(t) := inf
D∈Dε

t (δ)
rD. (7.3)

Since φ1 and φ2 are smooth, there is a disc D ∈ Dε
t (δ) of radius r

δ(t). Let r̊δ(t) is the infimum
of radii r̊D for D ∈ Dε

t (δ) with radius rδ(t), i.e.,

r̊δ(t) := inf
D∈Dε

t (δ):rD=rδ(t)
r̊D. (7.4)

Then from (7.1) it follows that for each t ∈ IQ,

r̊δ(t) ≤ (2AwA
−1
d +C−C

0 )rδ(t). (7.5)

To show that r̊δ(t) ≥ rδ(t)/100, let D ∈ Dε
t (δ) be a disc of radius rδ(t) with r̊D = r̊δ(t), and

let D1, D2 ⊂ N (D) be the discs of radius r̊δ(t). If we suppose r̊δ(t) < rδ(t)/100, then by (7.3)
the distance between D1 and D2 is larger than C−1rδ(t). Since the Fourier transform of φj(t) is
compactly supported, for any proper disc D ⊂ Rn × {t} we have ‖φj‖L2(D) 
 0. Thus, there is

a disc D′ of radius � rδ(t) such that

‖φ1‖L2(N (D′)‖φ2‖L2(N (D′)) = 1− δ.

This implies D′ ∈ Dε
t (δ) but it contradicts (7.3). Thus we have r̊δ(t) ≥ rδ(t)/100.

We also have that for each t ∈ IQ,

Eεrδ(t),̊rδ(t),t(φ1, φ2) = 1− δ. (7.6)

Indeed, let D be a disc of radius rδ(t) in Rn × {t}. If D ∈ Dε
t (δ) then by (7.2) and (7.4),

sup
D1,D2⊂N (D)

:rD1
=rD2

=r̊δ(t)

‖φ1‖L2(D1)‖φ2‖L2(D2) = 1− δ.

If D /∈ Dε
t (δ) then from the definition of Dε

t (δ) it follows that for any discs D1,D2 ⊂ N (D) of

radius (2AwA
−1
d + C−C

0 )rδ(t),

‖φ1‖L2(D1)‖φ2‖L2(D2) < 1− δ.

Thus we have (7.6).
We choose a time te ∈ IQ such that

1

2
sup
t∈IQ

rδ(t) ≤ rδ(te) ≤ sup
t∈IQ

rδ(t). (7.7)

By (7.5) and (7.6), to prove the proposition it suffices to show that if 0 < δ ≤ C−C
0 then

rδ(te) ≥ C−C
0 R. (7.8)

Since φ1 and φ2 are smooth, from (7.6) it follows that for each t ∈ IQ, there exist discs

Dδ
t ⊂ Rn × {t} of radius rδ(t) and D1,D2 ⊂ N (Dδ

t ) of radius r̊
δ(t) such that

‖φ1‖L2(D1)‖φ2‖L2(D2) = 1− δ. (7.9)
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Let (xe, te) be the center of Dδ
te ,

re = rδ(te) + C0

and

Λj,e := Λj(xe, te;C
2
0A∗re).

To have (7.8) it is enough to show
⋃

t∈IQ

Dδ
t ⊂

⋂

j=1,2

CΛj,e. (7.10)

Indeed, since Λ1,e and Λ2,e meet transversely, the union
⋃
t∈IQ

Dδ
t is contained in a ball B(xe, te;C

C
0 re).

By comparing the length of IQ with the radius CC0 re, we have re ≥ C−C
0 R, which implies (7.8)

because R ≥ 2C0 .

To show (7.10), by (7.7) it suffices to prove that for each t ∈ IQ, the disc N (Dδ
t ) intersects

both Λ1,e and Λ2,e. Suppose for contradiction that there exists N (Dδ
t ) contained in Rn+1 \ Λj,e

for some j = 1, 2. Let

De := D(xe, te;C0A∗re).

We decompose

‖φj‖
2
L2(N (Dδ

t ))
≤ 4‖PDeφj‖

2
L2(N (Dδ

t ))
+ 4‖(1 − PDe)φj‖

2
L2(N (Dδ

t ))
. (7.11)

From N (Dδ
t ) ⊂ Rn+1 \ Λj,e, one has dist(N (Dδ

t ),Λj(xe, te;C0A∗re)) ≥ C0A∗re. Since re ≥ C0

and the radius of N (Dδ
t ) is ≤ A∗re, by (6.13)

‖PDeφj‖L2(N (Dδ
t ))

. rn/2e (C0A∗r
1/N
e )−N

10
E(φj)

1/2|N (Dδ
t )|

1/2

. C−C
0 . (7.12)

From (6.7) and re ≥ C0 it follows that

‖(1− PDe)φj‖
2
L2(N (Dδ

t ))
≤ E((1− PDe)φj)

≤ ‖φj(te)‖
2
L2(Rn\D−

e )
+ C−C

0 . (7.13)

Since N (Dδ
te) ⊂

1
2De ⊂ D−

e , we have

‖φj(te)‖
2
L2(Rn\D−

e )
≤ 1− ‖φj‖

2
L2(D−

e )
≤ 1− ‖φj‖

2
L2(N (Dδ

te
))
.

By (2.7) and (7.9),

‖φj‖L2(N (Dδ
t ))

≥ 1− δ. (7.14)

Combining the above two estimates we have

‖φj‖
2
L2(Rn\D−

e )
≤ 2δ.

Substituting this in (7.13) we have

‖(1− PDe)φj‖
2
L2(N (Dδ

t ))
≤ 2δ + C−C

0 .

By inserting this and (7.12) into (7.11), it follows that

‖φj‖
2
L2(N (Dδ

t ))
≤ 8δ + 8C−C

0 .

Comparing this with (7.14) we have 1− 8C−C
0 ≤ 10δ. However, since 0 < δ ≤ C−C

0 is small, this
is a contradiction. �
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8. Proof of Proposition 2.7

Let φ1, φ2 satisfy the margin requirement (2.5) and the energy normalization (2.7). Let Q be a
cube of sidelength R. By Definition 2.5 we may assume that φ1, φ2 satisfy

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) = Kε(R, r, r̊)E
ε
r,̊r,te(φ1, φ2)

1/p′ . (8.1)

It suffices to show

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤ (1 + Cc)Eεr,̊r,te(φ1, φ2)
1/p′K(R) + 2CC0 . (8.2)

We may assume that

Eεr,̊r,te(φ1, φ2) = sup
D∈Dε

t (φ1,φ2)
:rD=r

sup
D̊1,D̊2⊂N (D)
:r

D̊1
=r

D̊2
=r̊

(
‖φ1‖L2(D̊1)

‖φ2‖L2(D̊2)

)
.

Indeed, if Eεr,̊r,te(φ1, φ2) = 1/2, we can take r̃ ≥ r and r̊ ≤ ˚̃r ≤ (2AwA
−1
d + C−C

0 )r̃ such that

1/2 = sup
D∈Dε

te
(φ1,φ2)

:rD=r̃

sup
D̊1,D̊2⊂N (D)

:r
D̊1

=r
D̊2

=˚̃r

(
‖φ1‖L2(D̊1)

‖φ2‖L2(D̊2)

)
.

Thus, in (8.2) we can replace Eεr,̊r,te(φ1, φ2) with E
ε
r̃,̊r̃,te

(φ1, φ2).

By the smoothness of φ1, φ2, there exists a disc De ∈ D
ε
te(φ1, φ2) of radius r such that

sup
D̊1,D̊2⊂N (De)
:r

D̊1
=r

D̊2
=r̊

(
‖φ1‖L2(D̊1)

‖φ2‖L2(D̊2)

)
= Eεr,̊r,te(φ1, φ2). (8.3)

Set

Λ
[e]
j := Λj(xe, te; r

′/2)

for j = 1, 2 where (xe, te) is the center of De and r
′ := r̊

A∗

(1 + ( r̊
A∗

)−1/2N ).

r′

Ad

Λ
[e]
2Λ

[e]
1

Figure 2. Intersection of Λ1 and Λ2

8.1. Consider the case that Q intersects both Λ
[e]
1 and Λ

[e]
2 . Let DQ = D(xQ, tQ; 4R) be the

disc of radius 4R with the same center as Q. We decompose

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤‖PDQ
φ1PDQ

φ2‖Lp(Q)

+ ‖PDQ
φ1(1− PDQ

)φ2‖Lp(Q) + ‖(1 − PDQ
)φ1φ2‖Lp(Q).
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From (6.14) and Hölder’s inequality it follows that

‖(1 − PDQ
)φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) . R−N+C ,

‖PDQ
φ1(1− PDQ

)φ2‖Lp(Q) . R−N+C .

Both PDQ
φ1 and PDQ

φ2 satisfy the relaxed margin condition (2.10), so by Proposition 2.3,

‖PDQ
φ1PDQ

φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤ (1 +Cc)E(PDQ
φ1)

1/2E(PDQ
φ2)

1/2K(R) + 2CC0

≤ (1 +Cc)(E(PDQ
φ1)

1/2E(PDQ
φ2)

1/2)1/p
′

K(R) + 2CC0 .

By (2.9), to prove (8.2) it suffices to show

E(PDQ
φ1)

1/2E(PDQ
φ2)

1/2 ≤ Eεr,̊r,te(φ1, φ2) + CR−N .

By Lemma 6.4 there are discs G1,te(DQ), G2,te(DQ) of radius

Re := Aw|tQ − te|/2 + 16R

at time te such that the Gj,te(DQ) contains Λj(xQ, tQ; 4R) ∩ (Rn × {te}) and

E(PDQ
φj)

1/2 ≤ ‖φj‖L2(Gj,te (DQ)) + CR−N , j = 1, 2.

To show
‖φj‖L2(G1,te (DQ))‖φj‖L2(G2,te (DQ)) ≤ Eεr,̊r,te(φ1, φ2), (8.4)

we consider a geometric property of Λ
[e]
1 ∩ Λ

[e]
2 . Since Λ

[e]
1 ∩ Λ

[e]
2 is a conic set (see Figure 2), we

can see that Ad|tQ − te| ≤ 2r′ ≤ 4̊r/A∗ and so

Re ≤ 2AwA
−1
d r̊/A∗ + 16R ≤ (2AwA

−1
d + 2000C−C

0 )̊r/A∗ ≤ r̊.

Since Q intersects Λ
[e]
j and the Gj,te(DQ) contains Λj(xQ, tQ; 4R) ∩ (Rn × {te}), the Gj,te(DQ)

intersects Λ
[e]
j ∩ (Rn × {te}). To show that Gj,te(DQ) is contained in N (De) it suffices to show

r′ + 2Re ≤ A∗r. Using r̊/A∗ ≤ r we have

r′ + 2Re ≤ 2̊r/A∗ + 2(2AwA
−1
d + 2000C−C

0 )̊r/A∗ ≤ A∗r.

Therefore we have (8.4).

8.2. Consider the case that Q is contained in Rn+1 \ Λ
[e]
j for some j = 1, 2. We only con-

sider the case that Q is contained in Rn+1 \ Λ
[e]
1 , because the other case is similar. Let Ďe :=

D(xe, te;
r

400A∗

). By the triangle inequality,

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤ ‖PĎe
φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) + ‖(1− PĎe

)φ1φ2‖Lp(Q). (8.5)

Since Q is contained in Rn+1 \ Λ
[e]
j and r′

2 ≥ r
200A∗

, from Lemma 6.3 it follows that

‖PĎe
φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤ Cr−N

4
. (8.6)

By Definition 2.5,

‖(1− PĎe
)φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤ K(R, r)E((1 − PĎe

)φ1)
1/2pEr,̊r,te((1− PĎe

)φ1, φ2)
1/p′

≤ K(R, r)E((1 − PĎe
)φ1)

1/2pEr,̊r,te(φ1, φ2)
1/p′ .

By (8.1),

‖(1− PĎe
)φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤ E((1 − PĎe

)φ1)
1/2p‖φ1φ2‖Lp(Q).

By (6.7),

E((1 − PĎe
)φ1) ≤ 1− ‖φ(te)‖

2
L2(Ďe/2)

+ Cr−N .

By (2.13) and (2.7),
‖φ(te)‖L2(Ďe/2)

≥ ε
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By combining the above three inequalities,

‖(1 − PĎe
)φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤ κ‖φ1φ2‖Lp(Q)

where κ := (1− ε2 + Cr−N)1/2p.
By applying the triangle inequality to the right side of the above inequality,

‖(1− PĎe
)φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤ κ‖PĎe

φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) + κ‖(1 − PĎe
)φ1φ2‖Lp(Q).

By rearranging,

‖(1 − PĎe
)φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤

κ

1− κ
‖PĎe

φ1φ2‖Lp(Q).

By inserting this estimate into (8.5),

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) ≤
1

1− κ
‖PĎe

φ1φ2‖Lp(Q).

From ε ≥ R−N/4 and r ≥ CC0 R, we have 1
1−κ . RCN , and

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(Q) . RCN‖PĎe
φ1φ2‖Lp(Q).

By (8.6) we thus have (8.2).

9. Proof of Proposition 2.8.

Suppose that φ1, φ2 obey the margin condition (2.5). We may assume the normalization (2.7).
It suffices to show that

‖φ1φ2‖Lp(QR) ≤ (1 + Cc)Kε(R/C0, r♮, r̊♮)Er,̊r,te(φ1, φ2)
1/p′ + c−C .

We apply Proposition 4.1. Then it suffices to show

‖[Φ1][Φ2]‖Lp(Q) ≤ (1 + Cc)Kε(R/C0, r♮, r̊♮)Er,̊r,te(φ1, φ2)
1/p′ + c−C , (9.1)

where the cube Q is of side-length CR. By (4.7),

‖[Φ1][Φ2]‖Lp(Q) =
( ∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

‖Φ
(∆)
1 Φ

(∆)
2 ‖pLp(∆)

)1/p
.

Since the sidelength of ∆ is 2−C0CR, there is a cube of sidelength R/C0 containing ∆. So, by
the margin of Φj shown in Proposition 4.1 and Definition 2.5,

‖Φ
(∆)
1 Φ

(∆)
2 ‖Lp(∆) ≤ Kε(R/C0, r♮, r̊♮)Er♮ ,̊r♮,te(Φ

(∆)
1 ,Φ

(∆)
2 )1/p

′(
E(Φ

(∆)
1 )1/2E(Φ

(∆)
2 )1/2

)1/p
.

By combining the above two equations,

‖[Φ1][Φ2]‖Lp(Q)

≤ Kε(R/C0, r♮, r̊♮)

( ∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

Er♮ ,̊r♮,te(Φ
(∆)
1 ,Φ

(∆)
2 )p/p

′

E(Φ
(∆)
1 )1/2E(Φ

(∆)
2 )1/2

)1/p

≤ Kε(R/C0, r♮, r̊♮) sup
∆∈QC0

(Q)
Er♮ ,̊r♮,te(Φ

(∆)
1 ,Φ

(∆)
2 )1/p

′

( ∑

∆∈QC0
(Q)

E(Φ
(∆)
1 )1/2E(Φ

(∆)
2 )1/2

)1/p

.

By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Lemma 5.1, it is bounded by

(1 + Cc)Kε(R/C0, r♮, r̊♮) sup
∆∈QC0(Q)

Er♮ ,̊r♮,te(Φ
(∆)
1 ,Φ

(∆)
2 )1/p

′

.

Now it suffices to show

sup
∆∈QC0

(Q)
Er♮ ,̊r♮,te(Φ

(∆)
1 ,Φ

(∆)
2 ) ≤ (1 + Cc)Er,̊r,te(φ1, φ2) + Cr−N ,
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because K(R, r, r̊) . K(R) . RC . By Lemma 5.1 we have E(Φ∆
j )

1/2 ≤ (1 + Cc)E(φj)
1/2. Thus

it is enough to show

‖Φ
(∆)
j ‖L2(D(z0;r♮)) ≤ (1 + Cc)‖φj‖L2(D(z0;r)) + Cr−N

for all ∆ ∈ QC0(Q) and all z0 ∈ Rn+1. We have this estimate from the following lemma:

Lemma 9.1. Let Q be a finite index set. Suppose that mq,Tj are non-negative numbers with

(5.2). Then, for any r ≥ 2C0 and z0 ∈ Rn+1,
(∑

q∈Q

∥∥ ∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjφTj
∥∥2
L2(D(z0;r(1−Cr−1/3N )))

)1/2

≤ (1 + Cc)‖φj‖L2(D(z0;r)) + r−NE(φj)
1/2. (9.2)

Proof. Let D̃ = D(x0, t0; r(1 − 2r−1/3N )), D̃′ = D(x0, t0; r(1 − r−1/2N )) and D̃′′ = D(x0, t0; r).

Then we have D̃ ( D̃′ ( D̃′′.
We divide ∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjφTj =
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjPD̃′φTj +
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,Tj(1− PD̃′)φTj .

Consider the first summation in the right side. We have
∑

q∈Q

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjPD̃′φTj

∥∥∥
2

L2(D̃)
≤
∑

q∈Q

E
( ∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjPD̃′φTj

)
.

Applying Lemma 5.1 we have
∑

q∈Q

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjPD̃′φTj

∥∥∥
2

L2(D̃)
≤ (1 + Cc)E(PD̃′φj).

From (6.6) we can see that

E(PD̃′φj) ≤ ‖φj‖
2
L2(D̃′+)

+ Cr−NE(φj)

≤ ‖φj‖
2
L2(D̃′′)

+ Cr−NE(φj),

where D̃′ ⊂ D̃′+ ⊂ D̃′′ is used. Thus we obtain
(∑

q∈Q

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjPD̃′φTj

∥∥∥
2

L2(D̃)

)1/2

≤ (1 + Cc)‖φj‖L2(D̃′′) + Cr−NE(φj)
1/2.

To prove (9.2) it now suffices to show
(∑

q∈Q

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,Tj(1− PD̃′)φTj

∥∥∥
2

L2(D̃)

)1/2

. r−NE(φj)
1/2. (9.3)

Since the operator PD is linear, we have
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,Tj(1− PD̃′)φTj = (1− PD̃′)
( ∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjφTj

)
.

By D̃ ⊂ D̃′− ⊂ D̃′ and (6.5),
∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,Tj(1− PD̃′)φTj

∥∥∥
L2(D̃)

≤
∥∥∥(1− PD̃′)

( ∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjφTj

)∥∥∥
L2(D̃′−)

. r−NE
( ∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjφTj

)1/2
.
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Using this we have

(∑

q∈Q

∥∥∥
∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,Tj(1− PD̃′)φTj

∥∥∥
2

L2(D̃)

)1/2

. r−N
(∑

q∈Q

E
( ∑

Tj∈Tj

mq,TjφTj

))1/2

.

Thus, by Lemma 5.1 we obtain (9.3). �
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