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DERIVATION OF THE KINETIC WAVE EQUATION FOR QUADRATIC
DISPERSIVE PROBLEMS IN THE INHOMOGENEOUS SETTING

IOAKEIM AMPATZOGLOU, CHARLES COLLOT, AND PIERRE GERMAIN

ABsTRACT. We examine the validity of the kinetic description of wave turbulence for a model
quadratic equation. We focus on the space-inhomogeneous case, which had not been treated earlier;
the space-homogeneous case is a simple variant. We determine nonlinearities for which the kinetic
description holds, or might fail, up to an arbitrarily small polynomial loss of the kinetic time scale.
More precisely, we focus on the convergence of the Dyson series, which is an expansion of the
solution in terms of the random data.
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1. Introduction

Understanding the behavior of large physical systems is a fundamental problem of mathematical
physics. With the size of the system being extremely large, deterministic prediction of its behavior
is practically impossible, and one resorts to an average description. Kinetic theory provides a
mesoscopic framework to study the qualitative properties of large systems and obtain a statistically
accurate prediction of their evolution in time.

In systems of many nonlinear interacting waves, the effective equation is the kinetic wave equation
(KWE) which describes the energy dynamics of systems where many waves interact in a weakly
nonlinear way following a dispersive time reversible dynamics. All rigorous results so far have
focused on the case where the equation is set on the torus, with space-homogeneous data, resulting
in a homogeneous kinetic equation in the limit.

In this paper, we derive rigorously, up to an arbitrarily small polynomial loss of the kinetic time
scale, an inhomogeneous (transport) kinetic wave equation. This is achieved by considering data
whose spatial correlation exhibit a two-scale structure. The inhomogeneous kinetic wave equation
approximates the average Wigner transform of the solution as the number of interacting waves goes
to infinity and the strength of the nonlinearity goes to zero. We also provide examples of equations
for which the kinetic limit might not hold.

1.1. The equation, the data, and the singular limit. Recall the notation for the Fourier
multiplier p:
p(D)f = p(&)f(&)-
We consider the following Schrédinger equations for complex fields in R with quadratic nonlinear-
itiedT}
i0pu 4 w(D)u = AM (Mu + M7u)?, (1.1)
where

€1

o w(&) =wy+ S wo > 0, is the dispersion relation,

e M = m(eD), where m is a smooth, real valued even function,
e )\ > 0 encodes the size of nonlinear effects.

(the scaling laws for the dispersion relation and the multiplier are natural in the limit we will be
considering).
This equation derives from the Hamiltonian

1 8A
I (u) = / 5]\/w(D)u]2 + ?(%eMu)?’.
As we will see, the value of w, m at zero will be key for the validity of the kinetic wave equation.

IThis also includes equations of the form i9yu + w(D)u = AM (u +@)? by a change of variables.
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It is a convenient model for our purposes: on the one hand, it will retain all the difficulties related
to the derivation of a kinetic wave equation, from a quadratic equation, in the inhomogeneous case;
and on the other hand, it will avoid further technicalities related to specific equations of physical
interest (quasilinearity of the equations, singularity of the dispersion relations, vectorial nature of
the unknown...).

The initial data will be chosen to be a random Gaussian field

u(t = 0.2) = w(a) = [ ala, e E AW (E) (12)
where a € %SO(RM) and dW is a Wiener integral, characterized by its covariance

E [uo(w)uo(x)] = / alz, ala’, €)™+ de.
Rd
We will come back to this definition later, suffice it to say for the time being that this Gaussian
field exhibits random behavior at scale ~ €, with an envelope at a scale ~ 1. More precisely,
r+a x—2a

weoo, Efwul)] =@ (550 ) 4ol

where () is a smooth, decaying function. It is convenient at this point to introduce the rescaled
Wigner transform

Weu](z,v) = edE/u(x + %)u(x — %)ei%'z dz.
Roughly speaking, it provides a measure of the amount of energy of u (in L?) localized in phase
space at position z and frequency v/e. In particular, it is such that
ase—0,  Weuol(z,v) = la(e, v)]? = po(a,v). (1.3)

Our aim is to show that
asc— 0, Weu(t)(@,0) = plt,z,v),
where p solves the kinetic wave equation

8
= 1
atp+ ! vxp Tkzn%[p(m)] where Tk:zn = )\2 2 (KWE)
p(t = 0) = Po, €
The collision operator € is given by
1 1 1
Sloltte.0) = [ |55 00(0 ymdmdppupn (5~ 2~ )
P P1 P2 (1.4)

1 1 1
w20 8@ o (5 + o~ ) [avden
P P1 P2
Y_=v—v — v Q- =w) —w(v) —w(ve) p=p(v) m = m(v)
Ep=vto - Q4 = w(v) +w(vr) —w(vz), pi = p(vi)
This equation displays two (singular) time scales:

e ¢, the transport time scale, since % is the group velocity for solutions of the linear Schrédinger
equation localized at frequency ~ % In other words, € is the time over which such solutions
travel a distance ~ 1, which implies that, for ¢ > €, one expects the solution to spread and
nonlinear interactions to be damped.

e T1in, the characteristic time scale for the mixing in frequency space occuring through the
collision operator €. Notice the dependence in A\? - as opposed to A appearing in front
of the nonlinearity of (1.1)) - which is characteristic of square-root cancellations caused by
randomness.

m; =m(v;), i€ {l,2},
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e Of particular relevance is of course the regime where both time scales agree, T;, = €, or in
other words A = e 3/2.

Other important time scales are

e <2 the linear time-scale. Notice that resonances only become relevant if ¢ > €.
e )\~ !, the nonlinear time-scale, after which nonlinear effects become relevant.

1.2. Background.

1.2.1. Derivation of the kinetic wave equation. The kinetic wave equation was first introduced by
Peierls [33] in his work on solid state physics, and independently by Hasselmann [25] 26] who worked
on water waves. Later, Zakharov and collaborators [39, [40] revisited the topic and provided a broad
framework applying to various Hamiltonian systems satisfying weak nonlinearity, high frequency,
phase randomness assumptions. Nowadays, the kinetic theory of waves, known as wave turbulence
theory, is fundamental to the study of nonlinear waves, having applications e.g. in plasma theory
[12], oceanography [27), 24] and crystal thermodynamics [36]. For more information regarding this
broad research field and its applications, see e.g. Nazarenko [31], Newell-Rumpf [32].

The first rigorous result regarding derivation of the homogeneous (KWE) was obtained in the
pioneering work of Lukkarinen and Spohn [30] who were able to reach the kinetic timescale for
the cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS) at statistical equilibrium which led to a linearized
version of the kinetic wave equation (see also [17]). The key idea in [30] is employing Feynmann
diagrams to obtain control of the correlations and has inspired most of the subsequent works.

For the cubic NLS, the derivation of the homogeneous kinetic wave equation for random data out
of statistical equilibrium was first addressed in [9] using Strichartz estimates to control the error
term. Later, in [I0L 1], two of the authors of this paper, inspired by the ideas of [30] (construction
of an approximate solution, control of the higher order terms via Feynmann diagramms) estimated
the error in Bourgain spaces instead of Strichartz spaces and were able reach the kinetic timescale up
to arbitrarily small polynomial loss. At the same time, a similar result was obtained independently
by Deng and Hani [I4]. Recently Deng and Hani [I3], based on the expansion of the solution,
have reached the kinetic timescale for the cubic NLS which would provide a full derivation of the
homogeneous (KWE) for the NLS.

However, as pointed out in [39], the NLS describes the behavior of a narrow wave packet envelope
for most nonlinear wave systems. Most physical systems actually involve to leading order three-wave
interactions: for instance, long-wave perturbations of the acoustic type (which can exist in most
media) or three-wave packets in nonlinear media. Recently, based on the Liouville equation of the
density function, Staffilani and Tran [37] reached the kinetic timescale for the Zakharov-Kuznetsov
(ZK) equation and derived the homogeneous kinetic equation.

Regarding the inhomogeneous (KWE) and its connection to nonlinear waves, Spohn [36] discusses
emergence of a phonon Boltzmann equation for the Wigner transform of the solution to the Klein-
Gordon equation. However, up to our knowledge, there are not fully rigorous results justifying a
derivation of an inhomogeneous kinetic wave equation from dispersive dynamics. This inspired us
to pursue a rigorous derivation of an inhomogeneous kinetic wave equation for weakly interacting
quadratic nonlinear waves.

1.2.2. Derivation of related kinetic models. The kinetic wave equation is to phonons, or linear waves,
what the Boltzmann equation is to classical particles. The Boltzmann equation was rigorously
derived for hard spheres in the foundational work of Lanford [29] who used finite and infinite
particle hierarchies and showed propagation of convergence in time in the Boltzmann-Grad limit
[22, 23]. Under initial chaotic assumption the infinite hierarchy reduces to the Boltzmann equation.
Later, King [28] derived the equation for short range potentials. This program was recently put
in full rigor by Gallagher-Saint-Raymond-Texier [19]. Short range potentials were also discussed in
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[34]. A few articles deal with the derivation of kinetic models for higher order interactions [1I, 2],
mixtures [3] and quantum particles [4, Bl [6]. The derivation of the Boltzmann equation is closely
related to the derivation of the kinetic wave equation, but possibly more challenging, since dispersive
equations can be thought of as an intermediary step between a quantum mechanical model with a
large number of particles, and kinetic theory.

Another direction of research focuses on linear dispersive models with random potential, from
which one can derive the linear Boltzmann equation for short times [35], and the heat equation for
longer times [15], [16].

Finally, [18] 8] investigate the possibility of deriving Hamiltonian models for NLS with determin-
istic data in the infinite volume, or big box, limit.

1.3. Statement of the main result. We now state the main result of this paper, regarding the
well-posedness of equation ((1.1)) and its approximation by the corresponding kinetic wave equation.

Theorem 1.1. Let a € €°(R??) and K > 0. Consider Equation (L.1]) with initial data (.2) and

o cither wy = € 2

e orwp =0 and m(0) = 0.
Then there exist €* > 0 and K' > 0 such that for any 0 < € < €* and for any 0 < T < min{e, e Tp;, },
there exists a set E of probability P(E) > 1 — ¢ such that for any initial data in E, there exists a
unique solution u to in [0, T]. Moreover, the solution u is approzimated by the solution p of
the corresponding kinetic wave equation in the following sense:
For any t € [0,T] and ¢ € R?, there holds:

[ pte.60) - Welultt & o)l as 5. (54 7).

Tkin €

where

1 T ey €Y\ v
Weul(z,v) = WE []IE /Rdu (w + 5)u (m — ?) ewydy] ,
E is the exceptional set of existence obtained above and p solves (KWE|) with initial data (|1.3)).

Remark 1.2. Our result adapts for wg = ce2, ¢ > 0. Our result is also valid for the focusing case
since we work on the weakly nonlinear regime. Moreover, it has a clear homogeneous counterpart
for the Fourier modes of the solution if one sets equation (I.1)) on the torus instead of R%.

1.4. Strategy of the proof. The heart of the proof is based on building a sufficiently good ap-
proximation of the solution and representing it as a Dyson’s series. The iterative scheme we adopt
to approximate our solution is given by:

0 _ —itw(D)

U =e ug,

{ Z(Zté” +0c;(D2)u" =AYk MM Mud)(Mut + Muk) (1.5)
u = = )

[e.e]
Formally, the Dyson series representation of the solution is given by v = Zu", but convergence

questions and control of the error are delicate and will be studied thoroggﬁly in the rest of the
paper. To efficiently achieve that, we will represent the Dyson series by binary Feynmann graphs
as will be discussed in Section 5.

The solution u is written as the sum of the approximate solution (truncated Dyson series) and
the error term:

N
t
w=u"’ + " here u®P = — g u”
+ ’ w X <2T) ~ ’
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where x is a C§° cut-off function such that x =1 for |t| < 1 and x = 0 for [t| > 2. The error u®"
satisfies the equation

10" +w(D)u”" = AN En(u") + B (") + En], (1.6)
where £y is the linearized operator around u®? given by
Ln(w) = 8ReuPRew,

the bilinear operator B is given by
B(w) = 4(Rew)?,

and the error term Ey is given by

Eny =4 Z Reu Reu”.
j+k>N
jk=0,...,N
The terms on the right hand side of are estimated in Proposition , Proposition and
Proposition [10.1] respectively. Comparison to the kinetic wave equation is discussed in Section 4
and convergence to it will be proved combining the results obtained there with Proposition [8.1

1.5. Failure of convergence on the kinetic time scale for m(0) = 1 and w(0) = 0. We believe
that the kinetic wave equation might fail to describe solutions to

10+ Au = (u+1)? (1.7)

on the time scale T};,, since an inflation at low frequencies would happen before. Note that
the kinetic equation is even not well defined, as the mass of the unit ball for the measure
0(X4)0(Q4)dvidve = §(v + v1 — v2)d(2v.(v — vg)) diverges as v — 0. Hence our convergence result
of Subsection [I.3] would be sharp in the sense that at the origin in Fourier, either a cancellation
of nonlinear effects m(0) = 0, or a dampening due to a non-zero dispersion relation w(0) = coe 2,
co > 0, would be needed to ensure the validity of the kinetic description.

We recall that (see Section @ the Dyson series can be represented as a sum over Feynman

interaction diagrams, and that their L? norm can be represented as a sum over paired graphs:

u" = Z uG, E Hu”(t)H%z(Rd) = Z F(G') for all t € R. (1.8)
Ge%, G'egh

Our second result is that the second series above is not absolutely convergent on the kinetic time
scale. This itself does not imply the divergence of E|[u"(t)]|%, (Rd) B cancellations could occur, see

R4)
Remark [[L5] and Subsection [I.6] for a discussion.

Proposition 1.3. For all d > 2, there exists a Schwartz function a € S(R?*?) such that for any
k > 0, the following holds true for the initial datum of the form (1.2)) in the range:
E7F <t < et (1.9)

There exists n*(d, k), such that for all n > n*, there exists a paired graph G* € G4 as defined in
Subsectionfor equation two constants C,C" > 0 and ey > 0 such that for all 0 < € < €p:

C) et < F(GF) < O'(At)Ane?dt 4, (1.10)

Remark 1.4. The kinetic equation can a priori only be reached provided that its time scale Tj;, is
shorter than the transport time scale € and that the regime is weakly nonlinear €2 << A=!. The sum
of the absolute values of the terms in the second series in diverges at a time before Tj;,, since
the nonlinear time scale A™! at which the estimate becomes singular is shorter than Tj;,.
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Remark 1.5. We believe that neither does the first series in absolutely converge on the kinetic
time scale, that is, EHuG(t)H%Z(Rd) diverges as for some G € &,,. In [11] the last two authors
were able to show such result, for a similar counter-example graph for a cubic nonlinearity for a
different time scale. The proof showed no cancellation occurred from other pairings for the same
interaction diagram G. We believe the same strategy could be applied here. This would not imply
the actual divergence of u", but would indicate that cancellations with another interaction diagram
G’ are required, see Subsection for a discussion.

1.6. Difficulties: the belt and the inhomogeneous setting. The main thrust of this paper is
to provide a derivation of the inhomogeneous kinetic wave equation up to the kinetic time scale,
with a loss of an arbitrarily small power, while previous rigorous works all address the homogeneous
problem.

A first difficulty is linked to the use of the Wigner transform, which leads to technical complica-
tions compared to Fourier series, which suffice for the homogeneous problem.

A second difficulty is linked to the range of available time-scales: with the scaling defined above,
only time scales less than e are of interest for the inhomogeneous problem set on R%: past this time
scale, waves will have dispersed, since the data is localized at frequency O(e~1), corresponding to a
group velocity O(e™1).

Over such small time scales, the belt family of diagrams, which first appeared in [14, [I1] in the
context of cubic problems (nonlinear Schrédinger equation - NLS), becomes a possible obstruction
to the convergence of the Dyson series. For (NLS), it was shown in the aforementioned works that
the belt diagrams would lead to a failure of convergence if only self-correlations of diagrams are
considered. But a deeper analysis in [I3] shows that surprising cancellations between diagrams
occur for (NLS), at least for time scales close to 1.

Considering quadratic problems leads to new perspectives on the belt diagrams. We chose the
most simple dispersion relation, namely w(§) = wp + %‘2, which can be obtained by Taylor ex-
panding any smooth dispersion relation at a point; note that a linear term in £ can be removed by
using translation invariance in space. As for the nonlinearity, (SReu)? has the advantage of being
Hamiltonian, and containing the three types of interactions: v -u — u, - u — u, and @ - u — u.

In case wg = 0, a direct analog of the cubic belt example exists for the interaction v - @ — wu.
The underlying kinetic equation presents a singular kernel, which may be the sign that this belt
diagram represents a true physical instability, and is not canceled by other diagrams, as was the
case for NLS. Still in contrast with NLS, these belt diagrams can be dampened, and convergence of
the Dyson series restored, if the structure of the nonlinear term is appropriate, namely if it provides
a cancellation at output frequency 0. Under this condition, it is possible to rely on the machinery
developed in [30, [10].

In the case wg = €2, the belt example ceases to be an obstacle to the convergence of the Dyson
series. This made us hopeful that convergence could be proved - which was indeed the case, but a
completely new argument is needed. Namely, none of the tools used to understand the combinatorics
of Feynman graphs, and to derive bounds for them, seemed to apply. We introduced a new point
of view.; compared to [30], 10], it is more intrinsic in that it does not assume a given ordering of
intermediate times in the graph. We believe that it will prove a valuable tool to analyze Feynman
graphs.

1.7. Application to some physical examples. This paper focuses on model equations to simplify
the exposition, and identifies stable and unstable regimes in the weakly turbulent regime (weak
nonlinearity, scale separation, and data with decorrelated phases) as stated in Theorem and
Proposition [6.1

Quadratic interactions occuring in our model problem are of three types u-u — u, u-@ — u, and

2
- u — u, with obvious notations. As for the dispersion relation, it is of the type w(§) = wo + %
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(a further requirement is that wy is either 0, or comparable to ¢~2, but we will gloss over this in the
following).
Our results can be summarized as follows:

e Interactions of the type u-u — u and w - u — wu are stable on the kinetic time scale. This
means that the Dyson series converges on the kinetic time scale (up to an arbitrarily small
power), and that the average behavior is dictated by the kinetic wave equation.

e For interactions of the type u - u — wu, stability on the kinetic time scale holds if either
wo # 0, or the quadratic nonlinearity exhibits a cancellation at zero frequency.

e Finally, for interactions of the type u - @ — wu, if wg = 0 and the quadratic nonlinearity does
not contain a cancellation, the series fails to converge on the kinetic time scale.

It is natural to conjecture that these three bullet points remain true for quadratic nonlinear
dispersive equations with a scalar unknown function, and a dispersion relation w(§) with w(0) = wp.
We review below some classical examples.

The Kadomtsev-Petiashvili equation is given by
oru + 8;18§u + é&u + ud,u = 0.
Since it only contains interactions w-u — u, it should be stable in the weakly turbulent regime. For
the closely related Zakharov-Kuznetsov model, the kinetic time scale was reached in [37].
The beta-plane equation
Ow + u - Vw = 9, A" w, w=VtA W
modeling planetary flows, falls into the same category: only u - © — u interactions occur.
The (generalized) nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation
O*u — w(D)u = u?,

becomes, after setting v = dyu — iy/w(D)u,

_ 2
O +iw(D)v = (21);(2)) .

As discussed above, the stability condition is wg # 0; but quadratic resonances should also exist,

which is not the case if w(D) = wy — A. In connection with the kinetic limit, this equation was
considered by Spohn on the lattice [36], where similar considerations apply.

Water waves equation have a more intricate structure. In a proper set of coordinates, the unknown
becomes a scalar function u, which satisfies the following equation

i0u + |D|"u = T, (u,u) + Ty (u, @) + Ty _ (W, ).

Here, a = % for gravity waves, and % for capillar waves, T, stands for the pseudo-product operator
with symbol m(€,n), and cubic and higher-order terms were omitted,. We refer to |20} 21] for exact
formulas and more precise definitions. In the light of our discussion above, the condition for stability
becomes the vanishing of m__ if the output frequency is zero - and one checks that this is indeed
the case!

This brief discussion only addressed some equations with a scalar unknown, excluding most
examples from plasma physics and fluid mechanics, for which some of our ideas probably also apply.

Acknowledgements. While working on this project, IA was supported by the Simons collaborative
grant on weak turbulence. CC was supported by the ERC-2014-CoG 646650 SingWave. PG was
supported by the NSF grant DMS-1501019, by the Simons collaborative grant on weak turbulence,
and by the Center for Stability, Instability and Turbulence (NYUAD).
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2. Notations

2.1. Probability space. The underlying probability space is denoted 2, the probability measure
P, and the expectation E.

2.2. Fourier transform. For f a function on R?, we denote

N 1 —ix-
f(&) = W e (z)e Cdo
so that
1 iy iz
f(ﬂf):W Rdf(£)€ 3

With this convention, the Fourier transform is an isometry on L?, and furthermore ﬁ = Wf* q.

If F is a function of two variables, F'(x,v), we denote F for the Fourier transform with respect

to the first one:
1

—ix-€
(2n)i? /Rd F(z,v)e dzx.

Given a function f(t,z) on R x R% we denote is space-time Fourier transform as:

ﬁ(&,v) =

:; —i(tT+x~§)d d
fre) = /R [ fta)e vt

2.3. Bourgain spaces. We will use the scaled Sobolev spaces with norm
£l = [{eD)” fl| 2,

and their associated Bourgain spaces X; * with norm
—itA, i b~
lull xs0 = lle™ < u(®) |l gpe, = I{e€)* (T + w(€))"UT, )l L2 (mxRo)-

More details regarding Bourgain spaces are given in Appendix [A]
For ¢ > 0 and n € Z% we now define C” to be the cuboid of side ¢! and center ¢ 'n. The
characteristic function of this cube is denoted 1¢n, and enables us to define the projection operators

Q¢ =1 (D).

These operators are bounded on LP spaces, 1 < p < oo and provide decompositions of the identity:

> Qr=1d.

nczd

2.4. Wigner transform and space correlation. To derive the kinetic wave equation we use the
framework of the averaged Wigner transforms. It is defined for random fields, either in Fourier or
in physical space, by

Wi (z, v) = (271r)dIE /Rdu (w4 2)u (- 2) ez = (2i)dE/Rd ciéey <v _ g)g <v + g) dc.

With this normalization, there holds for deterministic fields

Wlu)(z,v) dv = |u(z)]?, Wu](z,v) dx = |[a(v)[*.
R4 R4
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The problem we consider enjoys a separation of scale between the fluctuations and the envelope,
whose typical space scales are respectively € and 1. This leads us to defining the rescaled Wigner
transform

Weu](z,v) = e W u] (m, %)

- Lo D= D)

Note that

TR ) = oy 5@ (2 - 5)7 (2 +3))

or E [@a(g’)} = (2m) 424 ] (5’ ~ ¢, %(5 + &’)) :

The space correlation is encoded by the correlation function:

B =@ (S5 50), @) =8 (ue+ Dt D))

or equivalently

/

2 7 € 2 2
so that one has the relation (where %, stands for the Fourier transformation with respect to y):
1
€ _ o * €
w (x,’l}>— (zﬁ)d/QJyQ (wvy)

3. The initial data

3.1. The general ansatz. We consider initial data of the form (T.2) where a : R?¢ — C and W is
a complex Wiener process. We will assume throughout that

a(n,§) € 65°.

Making use of the Ito formula,

B | [ 1@ W) [owaw)| = [ st o
E [ [r@ave [ o) dW(x)] 0,

we find that the pointwise correlation is given, in physical space, by
B [mo{xuo(e")] = / a(w, (', €)e @) de

E [ug(x)uo(2')] =0,

and in Fourier space by
B [@E@m(e)] = [ate - Tt - L dn
E [@5(6)(¢)] = 0.

Since @ € 6§°, note that the above is zero unless |¢ — ¢'| <1 and [¢],[¢/] < 1.

Correlation function The initial correlation function is Qf, defined by

Blu@un)] =6 (T35 ).

2 7 €
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It can be expanded as
@ (w.) = [ ola+ Tl — L) dg
— [ lala, o) dg + 0(0
—@n)¥2F (jaf2(,)) (5) + Oe),

la(z,)—a(@’,)lly1.1 ga)
[z—2| '

where the implicit constant in O is S ||al| ey 100 + SUP, 4
T I3 ’

Wigner transform Turning to the rescaled Wigner transform,

W (2, 0) = Weluo)(z,v) = (271?)2 / / a(e + L eate — L )0 dy e

= g [ latw PO dyde - 0(0)
= lofa, o)+ O(0)

. . . . . Ha(a:,~)—a(a:’,~)|| s,
where the implicit constant in O is < HaHLgoWguoo + sup, |x7x,|W “ED ) for s > d.

Taking the Fourier transform in the first variable,

VI/%({,U):W/&(n—é,v—en)ﬁ(n—i—g,v—en) dn. (3.1)

We learn from this formula (and the fact that @ € €§°) that there exists a compact set K such that
Supp(W¢) C K for all €, and that, uniformly in €, for any o and 3,

OEOTWS (€, )| Sars 1. (3.2)

Finally, note that

E [@(©o(€)] = @m)¥2eWs (¢ — &, 56 +€)). (3.3)

3.2. The envelope ansatz. Let
ug(z) = A(z)he(z),

where A : R¢ — C and h, is a stationary Gaussian field:

he(x)= | HEe = dW(g).
£eRd

This is obviously a particular case of the general ansatz, for which

a(x, &) = A(z)H(§)

The correlation for the translation invariant field A reads

Blfcah(e’)] = [ 1P a¢ = 2elAP (27,
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so that for the initial condition there holds:

E[ug(z)uo(z')]
2 H ]2 <x - x/> . (A(:B)A(x/) _ ‘A (”“" J; x/>

A(x—i—a:’)
2

N2 o
A(l‘—F.CL‘)’ |H|2<;U :r:>+0(€)
2 €
“(H?

where the implicit constant in O is < || Aljy1,00 HgT)(y)HL“’ It is then also of the form

=27

2)@P($;f)

=27

Bl =@ (T35, 70 ) + 06

where now () factorizes as:
Q(x,y) = 27 |A()|* [H*(y).
Finally,
Wg(z,v) = |A@)]|H(v)] + O(e)

where the implicit constant in O is < || Allyee||lyF (| H|?) || 11

4. Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Using the results obtained in the rest of the paper, we are able to prove our main result namely
Theorem [L11

Proof of the first part of Theorem For the existence part, we aim to apply Banach’s
fixed point theorem in BXES,b(O, p), where s > § — 1 and p > 0 to be fixed to the mapping

P G) /ot ¥ (7)€ L) + Bu) + Enl(s) ds.

By Proposition the error term can be made smaller than e® in X¢ b by choosing N sufficiently
large. This leads to choosing p = 2eX. Moreover, by Proposition the linear operator £ has
an operator norm less than one. Similarly, by Proposition the bilinear term B acts as a
contraction on B Xes,b(O, p). Therefore, the contraction mapping principle gives a fixed point u" of

® which by definition is the solution of (L.6). Moreover u“"" satisfies the bound [[u®"" || ysp < el

In order to apply the above results, we had to exclude an exceptional set E of probability less
than €. The total set to exclude thus will be of probability Ce” and one can easily check from
the proof that C' can be taken to be 1.

Proof of the second part of Theorem Let E the exceptional set obtained in the first
part of the proof. Forgetting for a moment about the set E, by Proposition [5.3]it suffices to control

(27T)_d/26_d/ (h.o.t.)dv
Rd

—/}Rd Z E [Waj(é‘Jr)} +ZN:E [Waerr(éJr)_i_ﬂerT(é‘—)ai(éuF)} +E [aerr(g—)aerr(§+):| dv,
1+j2>4 i=0

Lj<N
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uniformly in time, where we use the notation {~ = ¢ — %, £t = %+% By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and translation invariance, we obtain
N
hot. SE (g [ Y @)z lw? ()2 + [u (@)l 2 Y Il (0 g2 + [[u" |7
1+j2>4 i=0

i j<N

2
<k <t ) ,
Tkin

after using estimate from Propositionand the bound for u™ in X&° (hence in L{°L2). This
concludes the proof of the main theorem, except that we need to take into account the characteristic
function 1z in the main term. But one can check that the random variable |a'(¢)|? enjoys better
integrability properties: this is achieved by raising it to a high power, and taking the expectation.
Therefore, the error resulting from 1 is at most O(e“7).

5. Comparison to the kinetic wave equation

The aim of this section is to provide a heuristic derivation of the kinetic wave equation, by
comparing the first terms in the expansion of the kinetic equation on the one hand, and in the
expanion of the correlation (Wigner transform) of the solution of the Hamiltonian problem on the
other. Without loss of generality, we present the derivation for the case m(0) = 0. We can also
assume that wy = 0. This heuristic derivation will ultimately be justified by a control of the
remainder in the expansions, which is the main achievement of the present article.

In order to slightly simplify notations, we will work under the standing assumption that

62<t<6,

which is the relevant time scale for the phenomena we want to observe.

5.1. Expanding the kinetic equation. We consider the kinetic equation

8
Op+Liv-Vup= € 1
o+ 2V P Term (o] T, = — 5.1)
p(t=0)=Ws
where
2 2 9 1 1 1
%[p](t,.’[‘,v) =m 5(2_)(5(9_)m1m2pp1p2 o
P pP1 P2
2 9 1 1 1
+26(24)0(Q24 )mimzpp1p2 | — + — — — | | dvi dvs,
P P12
and

Y_=v—v —uy Q= |v]? = |vi|® — |vo)? pi = p(t,x,v;)
Yy =v+v —v Qp = w2+ |v1|* = |v2]? m; = m(v;)
Define r(t,z,v) = p(t,x + tv,v). Then r satisfies
8T

oir =
’ Tkm

m2/5(2_)6(9_)m%m§ (rire — rry — rrg) dvy dvy

167

+
Tkin

m? / S(X)0(Q )ym3m3 (rirg + 111 — 119) duy dvg
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where r; = r(t x4+ L(v—w;),v;), i € {0,1,2}. Taking the spatial Fourier transform, we have

Tlmn /56 m —n2)8(3-)8(2-)m? (v1)m? (v2)

O =
ita AP ~ it~ ~
( <207 (t, m, v1)T(E, M2, v2) — €' M (t, 1, V)T (02, v2) — €' 2T(E, 771,?)1)7"(7]2,1’)) dvi 2 dm 2

+ ;Z;m?(v) / 8(& = m = 12)8(24)8(24 ) (v1)m® (vz2)

(eiiaom,m, VLRt e, v2) + € VRt 11, 0) (e, v2) — € <Ot 01)F(E, w>> dv o diy
where
Qp=v-§—v1-Mm — V2 N2
a1 =v-E—v-n] — VM
Qe =v-§—v1-Mm =V
Integrating the above, and using that 7(t,£,v) = e <p(t, €, v), r(t = 0) = p(t = 0) = W, we

obtain

ﬁ(t7§7v) - p/b(ﬁ,v) =

Tkm /55 m — n2)6(22)6(Q2)m? (v)m?(vs)
[(/Otez’:fmdr> W (1, v1) W (12, v2) — </O glc dT> W& (1, )W (02, v2)

t
— </ eleo2 dT) Wé(m,vl)Wé(ng,v)] d'ULQ d7]172
0

) 86— m)S(E)8(@ (e
t T — — t T — —
[ ( | etz dT) T (1, 00) T8 (1 02) + ( [ e dr) T (1, 0) T (12, v2)
0 0
t
- </ ete 2 dT) Wé(m,vl)Wé(ng,v)] dvy o dni 2
0

O (T:m)2 2

5.2. Expanding the solution u. We consider the quadratic dispersive equation (/1.1J)

10w + %u = MA(Mu + Mu)?,
u(t =0) = o,

with initial data wug is given by (1.2]). We write the solution as

N
u = uPP 4 " = Zun + Ul (53)

where
LA
u? = e "3y,
{ 0" + Sut =AY, M(Mu? + Mud)(Mu® + MuF)

>1
un(t = 0) = 0. =
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Throughout this section we will focus on the first three iterates. Taking the Fourier transform, and
using the identity v(£) = v(—&) we obtain expressions with respect to the initial data for the linear
term

~ _ 112
80(8) = e i (8), (5.4)
the bilinear term

- . 2 t . .
at(¢) = W@”lg / /g e m(e&1)m(e€a) (ewlﬂo’—lv”ﬁo(fl)ﬂo(&) + eF 120 (—€)Uo (—&o)

+2et 101230 (—€1)TUg (&2) ) &y 2 dsy,
(5.5)

and, ﬁnally7 the trilinear term

172(5):* (27T m{el) gl // /51%2 (e€1)m? (e&a)ml(e€])m(eh)e™ 70121 (&)

=£1+&

(Q - 2’u0<§1>u0<52>+e”°“21/ 2 To(—&] Yo (—&h) + 2e0%20" 2 To (=€) )@ (@) d¢ o déy dsoa

2)\2m (e€) _ t‘5'2 / I\ is19)
— e e, Mle€)m? (e€a)m(e€])m(e€p)e’™ 02T (—€1)
( / / / 551—:552

€011 =2/ T (€] o (€3) + €022 o (—€] )T (—&3) + 260212 g (- 51)UO(§2)))d§i,2 d€y dso,1

2A%2m(e€) _le® \£|2

+W // ﬂfms m(e€1)m® (e€a)m(eq)m(e€y)e™ 0120 (=&1)

=£1+&

(Q . 2'uO<£1>uo<£2>+ew°“—21’ 2o (=€} Vo (—&) + 2e"50% -2~ T (— £1>uo<£2>>>dsi,2del dso1

2)\2 2
4 Amled) m zt\§| // /551+§2 651 (652) (651) (65)23190 -123 (51)

( §2=£1+&

(ewog 22 Tg (€ Vo (&h) + €0 =202 T (— &7 Yo (—&h) + 20 -21"—2' T (— fl)w(&z)))dfi,zd& dso,1-
(5.6)

Above, we denote Qo,—1,-2 = 5(|€[* — [&1]* — [€2]*), Qo,1,—2 = 5(IE]° + [&1]* = [&2]), ete...

5.3. Expanding the correlations. Recall that the rescaled Wigner transform is given by

Weul(€v) = (2m) 2B [a (€ Ja (7)) (5.7)

=
€+ _
We will also make use of the formula

E [@€a()] = @n) W & - &, 5 @ +&)|- (5.8)

with

a \@ a \@
w\mw\m

. le=e-e
v=35(E"+&).
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Inserting the expansion (5.3)) in the definition of WE[U],

(2m) WL (€, v) = B [@0(€ )i (€7) (5.9)
+E [@(€)a(eh)] +E [@0€)at )] (5.10)
+E @ (€)a'(eh)] (5.11)
+E [@(€)a(eh)] +E [@0€)ake ) (5.12)
+ h.o.t (5.13)
where
hot= Y E[@(E)w(E)] + SE [T () + @ E)al (e )] + B @ E)a(en)]
i+5>3 i=0
(5.14)

- S E[FEwEN] + L [FET e + T + B [FEe).
1+j>4 i=0
(5.15)

where to obtain ([5.15)) we used the fact that there is cancellation for i4+j = 3 due to Wick’s formula.
The linear-linear term (5.9). By (5.4), we have

E |[@(€)a’(€h)] = e 5T PHIEPE [Ge)an(eh) | = e E @m) e Wi (g v)  (5.16)

The linear-bilinear term (5.10) . It vanishes by Wick’s formula.

The bilinear-bilinear term (5.11)) . It will be convenient to write u! under the form

1 4 __z)\m e€t) \§+\2
0,67 = e [T eemiey

<ei8/19+ —1/, 2'114)(61)”0(52) + e’sngr V,2'7, ( 51) UO( 5&) + 2€isll 1 2,UO( 51)'“0(62)) dé_i,Q dsll’

where Q. = (€2 — [¢1]2 — |&4]?), etc... and

T = iAm(e§™)

Ztﬁ ! —i81Q_ _ _# —18180_
“emir ¢ 7 /O/__§+€ m(ﬁél)m(é&)(e P (§1)uo(§2) + e g (=€) o (—62)

4 261‘319,1,2@0(_&){20(52)) dé1,2dsy.
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Using these formulas, we obtain
<27r>dr2e”f'%1a[ i€yt 67
O [ [ et dsyay

=61+

E [@o(€0(E)0(€))0(€)] dér2 deh

topto
(e () [ g miccmleamleemices) [ [ Ci0rama0-02) dsy
§=61+&2

E [a (—51)ﬁo(—&)ﬁo(—fi)ﬁo(—f&)} dé1 o dE; 5
e (e ) [ o mieomim(emieey) [ [ it n) gy
ET=611&2
E [fi0(—&1)i0(&)to(—€])ii0(€3) | d€1,2 dh
By Wick’s formula, this is

topt
= 2m) (e m(et”) [l o mlcemlcemetimlesy) [ [ iR sy ayg
§T=61182

W (6 -5 (€ +6)) W (G- &5 (G+&)) daadsy,  (517)

t t
+202m) M m (e Ym(e€™) [y o mUe)m(cCImleg)mlegh) | [ e raramnion2) 4y dsy
/5—=£1J+r£§ /0 /0

W (& -5 (-6 -&)) Wi (& - &5 (- - &) deradi, (5.18)
topto
A (e () [ mlem(e@mlchimlesy) [ [ etiRnamnton)
§T=611&2
W (6 -5 (-6 —€)) W (6 -5 (6+8)) dradly,  (5.19)
topto
T 4(2m) e (ee  Ym(e€”) A:wg m(e€1)m(e€a)m(e€h ym(ec)) /O /0 R R
§T=811&2
W (~61— €05 (2 —&0)) We (6 + 6,5 (- &) deradéhy,  (5:20)
Term We perform the change of variables

m=E& —& M2 =& — &
v = §(& +&1) vy = §(& + &a),

which is of Jacobian €?, when restricted to the domain on integration. By our choice of data,
[7:], |vi] = O(1) for i € {1 2}. Moreover,

(=t —C =d+84 -G -L=m+m=0(Q)

and . .
= §(§+ +&7) = 5(51 + &+ &+ &) = v+ v =0(1)
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This change of variables leads to the expression

(5.17) = 2(27)% m(v—i— {) (v—{)é — H m(vzﬂ:2m)

v=v1+vg 1€{1,2}

// =) sy dsh WS (1, o) Wis (72, 02) dny2 dv 2

= 20m)etntw) [ o) ()
V=v1+v2

t ot
/ / (19 1 =510 1) dsy dsi W§ (1, v1) W (2, v2) dipy 2 dvy g + O(t2e4+?),
where the resonance moduli expressed in the new variables are

1
vz = 5(EHE - 61 - 16)

_19+§2 1’[)1 @‘2 1U2 @‘2
2]e 2 2 2 2 2
=L(Ivlg—Ivl\z—|v2!2)+i(v‘§—v1-771—vz'n2)+1(|£\2—\n1\2—|n2|2)7
2¢2 2¢ 8
and
1,
Q__1,2= 5(\5 2 —[&f® = |&]?) =
L1 ¢ 1w mf 1|2 @‘2
20e 2 2le 2 21e 2
1 1 1
= (v = Ju]* = [v2*) = (v &= v1-m —v2-m2) + < ([€]* = Im|* — |m2|?).
2e 2e 8
We have
Qo1 9= |v]2—|v1]%2 = |vs?
Q+’_1/7_2/—|—Q_7_17_2: Qo 1 _2 + % 07_17 2 | | | 1’ ‘ 2|
Q 1/ 2/—9_—1—2:—0 aO—U'f_Ul'nl—ﬁQ'HQ
B n ¢ 7 = O(1)
Changing variables 7 = 81+81 Lo = 81; we have

Q012

0 dodr, 6 =min{r,t — 7}

// Z(51 +,—1/,—2/— —510-,-1,-2) d81d81—2/ /

t ., sin(0 (QO =2+ fy()))
= 4/ i dr
0

90124-’}/0

We will now rely on the
Lemma 5.1 (Dirichlet kernel). Let f € €§° be such that H@fjf“oo <1 for any k € N. Then, for
any M € N,

x

/ ST £ de = 7 £(0) + O (AM)
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Proof. For a cutoff function y, decompose

[0 sy an = [ 5O gy [1 ()] e+ [ SO g0y (vA) o

X

. N . N
+/Sm;/\x) Zf(?!(o)x“x(\f/\x) dx+/smgj\x) [f(x) —Zf(z)!(())x” x(VAz) dz
n=1 n=0

=1+I1I+1I1+1V.
Using integration by parts, one sees that I and III decay faster than any power of A. A direct

estimate gives [IV] < A~N/2_ Finally, the leading contribution is given by II, and the constant is
provided by the identity (Dirichlet integral) [ SBE dz = 7. O
This lemma can be expressed as the formula
in(A
SIT) _ s 4 o((1 40N (5.21)
x

(which is understood by duality with a smooth, rapidly decaying function, whose derivatives are
pointwise O(1)). Coming back to the expression involving resonance moduli, and denoting Z =
Q0,—1,—2 + €279, we obtain

t pt t (0
A _ap Sin(52
/ / e’L(S,lQJr’fll’fQ/—81977,1’,2) dSl dS/l :462/ e/LTD‘EO (62 )dT
0 JO 0

¢ t
= 47‘(’62(5(Z)/ T dr + O <62/0 (1+ g)fN d7'>

0

(notice that, since t < €, the function '™ has all its derivatives < 1, which makes the application
of (5.21) legitimate - this is not true close to a critical point of Q4 1/ _o/, but we shall gloss over
this technical point).

Since Z = Qp,—1,—2 + O(€), the above is

t e
cee= 471'625(@0’1,2)/ e dr + O(eY),
0

which finally leads to
(p.17) = 4(2W)d+16d+2m2(v)/5(€ —m —112)0(20,-1,-2)8(Qo,—1,-2)m?* (v1)m? (va)
< /0 ‘i d7> W (1, v1) W (2, v2) di o dvy o + O(2e4+? 4 @4y, (5.22)
where ag =v - & — vy mp —vg M2, Bo—1,—2 =v — vy — vy and Qo1 o = [v]* — [v1]? — |ve|?
Term We perform the change of variables

{7)125151 {lezfé&
v =5(=& - &) vg = 5(—=& — &),
which gives the relations
E= - =+ -&=m+n
V=€ HE) = GG+ E) = v
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With these new integration variables,

(5.18) = 2(2m)%m (U + %f) m (v - %5) /£=m+772 H m (—Ui + %m)

v=—v1—vg 1€{1,2}

t t
o L _
/ / el 1w =1 1w2) Gy dsh WS (i, v1) WS (12, v2) iz don 2

0 0

_ (2 dedm? /
@m)em™©) [y i,
V=—11—02

t t
/ / /1w =012 sy A WS (i, 01) W (2, 09) dip,z don 5 + O(#2+2)
0 JO

m?(v1)m®(v2)

The resonance moduli above are given by

1 1 1
Qi = 55 ([0 + [orf* + Jval®) + (v €+ vrem w2 mo) + 2 (€7 + Iml* + naf?)

2¢? 2¢
1 1 1
Q2= o5 (0 + ol + foal) = - (- €t vnm w2 -mo) + S (€17 + [l + [na])

By the same argument as for (5.17), this term will give no contribution besides O(#2¢4+2 4 ¢d4),
since it contains a factor 0(£,1,2), and €12 only vanishes at a point.

Term We perform the change of variables
{m—&—& {m—&—&
v =5(=& =€) vz = 5(& + &),
which gives the relations
==+ -G -&L=m+n
V=S HE) = GG +E) = v+

Then we can write

(5.19) = 4(27)%m (U + %{) m (v - gg) /£=m+n2 H m ((—1)ivi + %77@)

v=—v1+vg 1€{1,2}

t t
/ / e/ (1% 10— =10 02) sy dsi WS (1, 01) WS (12, v2) dipr 2 doy 2
0 0

— 4(2 d.d, 2
(2m) e m”(0) E=m+m
v=—0v1+v2

m?(v1)m?(vy)
topt - —~

/ / 1 1 o —s192-1,2) go. dsi WE (n1,v1) WE (2, v2) dip 2 dvy o + O(t24+2).
0o Jo

G=-24% [o--3-u

the corresponding resonance moduli are

Since

1 1 1
Qo = s (P + [i? = [va®) + = (v &= v - —va-m2) + (17 + Im* — [n2]?)
2¢ 2¢ 8

1 1 1
Q_1-2= 2Tg(|v|2 + [v1]? = Jug]?) — 2*6(1) “§—wrom —v2-1M2) + §(|§|2 + [m2l* = [m[?).
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By a similar argument to that used for (5.17]), we obtain

[B.19) = 8(2m) e m? (v) /5(5 — 1 — 12)8(30,1,-2)6(Qo,1,—2)m* (v1)m*(v2)

t . « —_~ —~
</ T d7'> W§ (m,v1) W§ (2, v2) dni g dor g + O(t26d+2 + 6d+4). (5.23)
0

where ag =v-§ —v1 -1 —v2- 12, Lo1,—2 =v+v; —vg and Q2 = [v]2 + |v1]? — |va?.

Term ((5.20) This term is degenerate and we cannot take advantage of any oscillations. However
as we will see it will become negligible in the limit. It can be equivalently written as

B20) — a(2n) (e ym(ee ) [ [ mlegim (e (€ - €0)) mleghym (e (¢~ €)))

! ! i(S/Q / 1—s1Q_ 1 2) I T17€ _ € — Tr7€ + € —+ / /
(19— =910-1,2) g, 4| TS (—5 (e - 251)) W (g 5 (e - 251)) dé, de!
0 Jo
so performing the change of variables
v =5 (£ —2&)
vp =5 (£ —2¢1)

2d

which is of Jacobian €%, we take

Notice that by (3.2]), the above expression is non zero only when [£7|,|¢1] = O(1) or equivalently
when |v| = O(€). Therefore, when (5.20) is integrated against v it will produce a term of order

o) (t26d+2) )
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The trilinear-linear term (5.12)) By definition of %2,

(2 A2 B ()
—— (e [ [ g i sttt s
- E [Wao(fl)mao(&)} d&1,3,4 dso ds
+amieen) [ [ g g micmamcimiceeteemn

=£3+64

E{%@ Vo (&1) o (—E3) (54)} d&1,3,4 dso dsy
~2m(e”) // AJr —etes m(e&1)m? (e€a)mi(e€a)m(ey)e’ (112 F 5002 5, 4)

={3+&a
E [mao(&,)ao(@)} 6154 dso dsy
R I S M

E [ao(ﬁ_)ao(—51)a0(53)170(§4)} d&1,3,4 dso ds;.
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By Wick’s formula and symmetry, this is

= et 6§+/ / A ey, €)M (ko m (e )m(ega)e! (1m0 )

3+§4

W (=€ 5 (6+ s—)) Wi (&1 + 60,5 (61— &) déagadsods: (5.24)
-senimie) 1 [ g it

§3+§4
W (fl -& .3 (51 + F)) W§ (53 + &, = (54 — 53)) d€134dsodsy (5.25)
( d 2d €f+ . (652) (553) (654) (5194, —1,2+50Q2—-2,3,-4)
/ / A E;ié
W (54 &,z (54 +€7)) W§ <§1 +&3, (51 53)) d€13.4dsods;  (5.26)
+ d(2m) e m(ec”) ‘ m? () mebg)m(e€y)e! (1ot zn oy
/ / /5 fs;zi
WO <£1 -, (51 + 57)> W§ (53 + &4, = (54 — 53)) déi13adsodsy (5.27)
d 2d + 1(51Q4,1,—2+50Q2,-3,-4)
— 4(2m) e et / I é —_— m2(c€)m{cés)m(ea)e
Wi (54—5‘ *(€4+£ ))Wé (€3+€1,§(§3—€1)) dé1 3.4 dsodsy  (5.28)
d 2d + 1(s1Q4,1,2+50Q2—-2,-3,-4)
+ 4(2m) e (et / | L 55154 m(e6a)m{e€a)m(e€)e 1%

Wo <§4 - f_ (54 +f )) ({3 + §1, (63 - {1)) d§1’3,4 dSo d81 (5.29)

Term ((5.24) We perform the change of variables

m =28 —&
n2 =& +&3 (5.30)
vg = $(&1 — &3)

which is of Jacobian €. In these new variables,

E=¢" - =4+ - =a+E+4U—E =m+n

St E) = Smra) =S 9 =0

Therefore,

t S1
(.24) = —4(2m) em (U + gﬁ) / / / m (vz + %772) m (—vz + %772)
0 JO JE=m+n2

€ € . — € o~
m? (v —vg + 5771) m (v + 3 (m — n2)> 61(819+**1’*2+5092v3’*4)W(f (771, v — 57]2) W§ (2, v2) dm 2 dva dsg dsy
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The resonance moduli expressed in the new variables are

2 -1-2=3 (P el ~ &P)
L gLy mpe_ Lo m|’
20e 2 2le 2 2| € 2
= 12 (‘U|2—|U2|2—|U—U2\2)+i(U‘f—U2'772—(21—112)'771)-1-1(|£\2—|n2|2—|771|2)
2¢e 2¢e 8
and
1
s-—4=3 (1€ + 1&I° — [€4]?)
_llo—w m mymp Lo, mem ne |’
2 € 2 € 2 21l€ 2

1 1 1
=352 (Jv — val® + [v2]* = [0]*) + % (v—2v2) -m —v2-m—v-(m—m))+ 3 (I +m2l® = Im — m2l?)

Their sum and difference are

Q1,2+ Q3 0=+ ar=v-{—v-n —v2-7
~ . 1=V-¢— UV 11— V212

Q _1—2—923—4:‘QI+1B1+71 3 5

+,—1, 9 €2 € ﬁl?’ﬂa’yl:O(l)'

, 0 = 2570 we obtain

{ Q1 = [v]2 = |v2f* — [v — vo|?

Therefore, performing the change of variables 7 = 30'581

/ / (5104 -1 —2Fs082,3,-4) (g ]g) = 2/ / m) gie 21+571+:Y1) dodr, 6= min{r,t— 71}

At this point, we will resort here to the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. For a compactly supported function f such that |08 f|| <g 1, for any X\ > 0, and for
any N € N,

A
/ /0 €77 dor f(z) dz = 2(P, )(0) + On(AY),

where Py is the projector on positive frequencies, in other words the Fourier multiplier with symbol
L(0,00)-

Proof. Since the Fourier transform of fOA e do is / 2719 5, and by self-adjointness of P,

//0,\ PRI f(x)dx = /]p+ [//\)\ elox da] f(z)dz = //1 REL do P, f(z)de

The desired conclusion now follows by Lemma ([

The conclusion of this lemma can be written somewhat formally as

A
/ €% do = 216, (z) + ON™N),
0
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where ¢4 is the distribution defined by (4, f) = (P4 f)(0). For the expression that we are trying
to approximate, this implies that

t st t " ~ 9
/ / ei(s184 1, —2+5002,3 —4) dsgds; = 2/ () 2 [27ré+((21 +eb1 + 6251) +O0((1+ 7)_N) dr
0 €

t e
= 47é? / e”TléJr(Ql) do + O(e").
0

Therefore,

t . « —~ —_—~
(5.24) = —8(27r)d+1ed+2m2 (v) / / m2(v2)m2(v — vg)e”TI dr 04 () W5 (1, v) W§ (n2,v2) din 2 dva
E=n1+n2
+ O(t2€d+2 + 6d+4)

Setting v; = v — v, or equivalently adding §(2¢ _1,—2) = (v —v1 — v2) to the above integrand, this
expression can be written as

(o-24) = —8(2W)d+1m2(v)€d+2/5(5 + 1+ 72)8(S0,-1,-2)64 (Qo,—1,-2)m? (v1)m? (ve)

t « —_ —_~
/ T dr W§ (m,v) W (2, v2) dini 2 duy 2 + O(t26d+2 + €d+4)
0

The other term in (5.12)) will give, by a similar calculation projection to positive frequencies.
So adding those two, we obtain the same term without any projection. This gives a combined
contribution of

— 8(2m) e 22 (y) / 5(E — 1 — 12)6(Z0-1-2)8(0 1, _2)m? (1) (v2)

t
/ e dr W (1, 0) W (112, v2) dign o duvy g + O(t2¥2 4 44y,
0

Term (5.25) As we will see this terms is degenerate and will vanish in the limit. For the term
(5.25)) we perform the change of variables

m=& —&
N2 =83+ & (5.31)
vg = §(&1 — &3)

which is of Jacobian €?. In these new variables,
E=T - =+ - =a+&+&a—E =m+m

(§1+§ ) = (771+2§ )= < 771+2*v—§)—v—*772

2 5 2
Therefore,

€ €
(5.25) = —4(27r) em v + { v + = (171 772)) m2(en2)m <v2 — 7772> m (1}2 + 7772>
= 771+772 2 2 2
s1Q+ —1,—2+50822,3, 4)W <771’ v — 2772) /WS (772’ Uz) d771,2 dvgy d8071
— O(t2€d+2),
since || = O(1).
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Term ([5.26) We perform the change of variables (5.31)) which yields

t S1
€ € €
(5-26) = 4(27r)d€dm <U + 55) / / / m (UQ + 5772) m <—v2 + 5772)
0 J0 E=n1+m2

€ € - - € -
m? <’U — vy + 5771) m (’U + 5 (m — 772)> et (51804, —12 508023, ) e (771, v — ?72) W5 (n2,v2) dm 2 dvadsg 1,

where the resonance moduli are

1 1 1

D 192= 22 (|U’2 - \7)2|2 +[v — U2|2) + % (v-&—va-m2+ (v—u2) -m)+ ] (|f|2 - |772|2 + |771|2)
1 1

0 93-4=755 (—lv—vaf* + 02 — [0]) + % (—(v—w2)-m —wv2-m2— (m —n2) - v)

2¢2
+5 (1l = I = = P
Their sum and difference are
Q= [0 = |v2|* + |v2 — v?
o =v-§—v-m— vz
Y2, B2, 72 = O(1)
By a similar argument to the one used for , we obtain, after adding with the symmetric term

in ((5.12)), a contribution of
8(2m) " et 2m? (v) / 8(& = m = 12)8(L0,1,-2)8(Q0,1,—2)m (v1)m? (v2)

Q12+ Q234=F+7
Q12— Qo3 a=%+ By 5

/Ot <ei7% dr) I//I\/(‘f (m1,v) /V(75 (112, v2) dip o dvy g + O(t2e¥2 4 0H)
where Xo 1 2 =v+v; —vg and Q1,2 = [v]2 4 1| = |val?.
Term (5.27). This term is degenerate and gives a contribution O(t%¢?+2) similarly to (5.25).
Term We perform the change of variables

m=2=&+&
ne =28 —¢& (5.32)
v = §(&3 —&1)

which is of Jacobian €?. In these new variables,

=T - =4+ - =a+8+a - =m+mn

et €)= S 26 = =0

~ -
Therefore,

t S1
62 - eern(oe i) [, i) )
0 JO E=n1+mn2

€ € . —~~ o~ €
m? <v + v + 5772) m (v + 3 (m2 — 771)) e (11250 s ) e () ) WS (772, v — 5771) dni 2 dvy dso, 1.

The resonance moduli are given by

1 1 1
Qp1,2= 22 (Jo]* + |v1]* = v+ 01 ]*) + % (v-&—v2-m— (v+wr) M)+ 3 (1€1* + Im|* = |n2?)

1 1
(Jo+vi]* = [o1]? = [o) + — (v +v1) -2 —v1-m — v (n2 — 1)) + 3 (In2? = Im* = In2 — m|?)

Qo _3_4= 7

2¢2
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with sum and difference

Q3 = [v]2 + |v1]* — [v + v1|?
ap=v-&—v1 N — V-2

{Q+,1,—2 + Q2 3 4=+
73, g?): %3 = O(1>

Q |, 14, ~
Q12— 3-4="73+B3+73

By a similar argument to the above, we obtain a combined contribution with the symmetric term

in (512

—8(2m) e m? (v) /5(5 —m = n2)8(20,1,-2)8(Q,1,—2)m> (v1)m>(v2)

¢
/ (e”T2 dT) W§ (m,v1) W (n2,v) dini 2 dvuy 2 + O(t2€d+2 + ed+4).
0

Term (5.29) We perform the change of variables ([5.32]), which yields

t S1
62—zt (o 56) [ [ [ (ot gm)m (ot )
0 JO E=m1+n2

€ € s s = € e
m? (v +v + 5772) m (v + 3 (m2 — m)) ei(s18 b 1280002, —3, ) e (nl,v - 5772) W§ (12, v2) dni 2 dvg dsg dsq,

with resonance moduli

1 1 1
Qo= ([P + v+ v+ovi?) + —(@-E—va-m+ (v+v2)-m) + < (|E° + [me* + [m|?)
2¢2 2¢ 8

1 1
Qo2 3-4= 53 (0ol + ool + o) + 5 (=(v+v2) -1 — w2 mp = v(m — o))

%
1
~ 3 (Im* + |n2l* + m — m2?) -

We have

Qo,12 = [v* + Jva] + [v + va]?
a4f(U—UQ)‘UQ20'5—27)2'772_“'(771_772)

{94-,1,2 +Q 9 3 4=, +74
V4, Ba, 74 = O(1)

iz = Qoasa= 3+ +5

By the same argument as above, this term will give no contribution besides O(e3t+e*t-+e?+2 min{t, €2}),
since it will have a factor §(€91,2).
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1

2z, We obtain

Combining all the above, and using the fact that t << €, T, =

4(2rm)1-2
Tkin

t o o - t Ca P o
y [ ( / i dT> WE (1, 01) WE (72, v2) — ( / s dT> We (1, 0) We (2, v2)
0 0

Welu](€,v) = e M em? (v) /5(5 —m = 02)8(30,-1,-2)8(Qo,—1,-2)m> (v1)m* (v2)

t « —~ —
= (e ar ) W o) W5 1) | i
0

-3
+ 8(277)6”5'67”2(1))/5(5 — = 12)8(X0,1,-2)8(Q0,1,—2)m*(v1)m?(v2)

¢ t
X [ </ P d7'> W5 (1, v1) W5 (n2,v2) + </ T dT) W5 (n1,v) W§ (n2, v2)
0 0

t
— </ 6”% dT) WS (771, 1)1) Wé (772, U):| Cl’l7172 deg
0

+ X2 % (B.20) + O(N2eh) + (2m) Y267 x (h.o.t.) (5.33)

where

(Thin = Ser
0,12 =V — V1 — V2
Yo,1,—2 =v+ v — V2
Q01,2 = [vf* — [v1]* — v2]?
Qo1,—2 = [v]* + [v1]* — [va?
ag=v-&—v1 N — V22
ap=v-§—v M —v-N
Qg =v-§—v-m — V212,

and the higher order terms are given by (5.15)).

5.4. Conclusion. Combining ((5.2) and (5.33)), we obtain that

t t\?
.34

Welul(t, €, v) — WEu](€, v) ~ TZ{ + A2 x (B20) + O(A2eh) + hoot, (5.35)

ﬁ(t7 57 U) - ﬁ()(fa U) ~

thus, since integrating (5.20) gives a contribution O(t2¢%*2) and ¢t << ¢, we obtain

2
/ (6,6, 0) — Welul(t, £, 0) | dv = O (Tt ) + OO 4 (2m) 42 / (ho.t.) dv

kin R4
This implies that (KWE]) is the correct asymptotic model to describe the correlations if

e 2 <t < e (which was the standing assumption in this section)
o t < Tiin (ensures the remainder terms in the expansion of p are smaller than the leading
term)

° T;: > Mt <= t > € (ensures that the remainder terms in the expansion of W€ are

smaller than the leading term; this is ignoring the higher order terms, which are O((t/Tin)?),
as will be proved in later sections).
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Overall, it suffices that
<t min(e, Txin)-
We conclude the following result:

Proposition 5.3. In the regime €2 < t < min(e, Tji,) there holds

2
/ﬁ(t,g,v)—Wﬁ[u](t,g,v)ydvzo (Tt ) +O(/\2€4)+(27T)d/2€d/ (h.ot)dv  (5.36)

kin R4
where the higher order terms are given by (5.15)).

Proof. Again, we prove the result for m(0) = 0 and wp = 0. By (5.34))-(5.35) and the fact that
o€, v) = WE[u)(€, v), we have

2
|p(t, &, v) — /We[u] (t,&,v)| =0 < > + 224 x + 02 + (2m) 2% x (h.o.t.)

Tkin
Integrating in v and using the fact that [ (5.20) dv = O(t?¢%+?) (which was seen when analyzing
this term) and ¢t << €, we obtain (5.36). O

The aim of the rest of the paper is to estimate the higher order terms and show they are smaller
than the leading term.

6. Graph analysis for the diagrammatic expansion of the solution

Proceeding as in [10] (based on [30]), we perform a diagrammatic expansion and write u™ as a
sum over Feynman graphs. There are numerous differences between the framework developed in
that paper, and the one needed in the present manuscript. First, the equation here is quadratic,
instead of cubic, resulting in a binary instead of a ternary tree; second, waves of arbitrary parities
might interact; third, the problem being set on the whole space R? certain sums are replaced by
integrals and new "slow" variables 1 appear. Most importantly, we handle the time constraints in
a completely novel way, in order to deal with dispersion relations which are nonzero at the origin

w(é)=e2+ @, resulting in the introduction of new and different tools for graph analysis.

The main result from this graphical expansion is the following: the expectation in probability of
Lebesgue, Sobolev and Bourgain norms for the approximating series > u" can be computed as a
sum of oscillatory integrals in large dimensions. In this sum, each oscillatory integral is completely
described by an associated graph. Moreover, the oscillatory phases in each oscillatory integral can
be divided between those of degree zero, those of degree one and linear, and those of degree one
and quadratic, according to their dependance on interaction free variables. This distinction will be
useful later on.

For the expectation of the L? norm, the outcome of this analysis is the following. All objects
mentioned in the Proposition below are defined rigorously afterwards in the rest of this Section.

Proposition 6.1. For each n > 0, the following holds true. There exists a finite set €4 of paired
graphs of depth n and, for each t >0, a function F; : €% — C such that:

Ellu"(t)72 = ) F(C). (6.1)

Gegl
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For each G € €%, there holds the formula:

7(G) = @mpbxmety [ [ disae! s
neRg " Jef erdnt1) Jser2n -

17¢ € —1Sy > ~ Q3
Ma(€) T W, 3 (00, + 00,560,)) ITe Zocpt o) (6.2)
{i,j}eP vEY;

where we wrote n; j instead of ny; jy to simplify notationﬂ and where we used the motations:
® 0= (Nij){ijep € (RH"F1 gre the slow free variables.

° Rg(n—l-l) = {ne RA(n+1), S i = 0}

7; = {v1,...,v2,} gathers the interaction vertices, ordered according to the integration order.
s = (sy)vez; € R3" gathers intermediate time slices.

P = P(QG) is a pairing, a partition of {1,2n+ 2} into pairs {i, j} uniquely determined by G.
¢f = (f{, f£+1) € (RH)"*1 gre the interaction free variables.

A, is the indicatriz function of a set: the set of intermediate time slices s satisfying the time
constraints of the graph.

Mg (&) encodes the effects of the Fourier multiplier m:

2n+2 2

Me(&) = [ mlegor) [] m(céi)
1=1 k=1

72t (v) C % is the set containing v and the vertices up on the right of v in the graph. It is
such that for 1 <k <k <2n, v, & p*(v).
There exist two sets of degree zero vertices 70 and degree one vertices 7! such that % = 7°u !
and #7° = #7' = n. The set 7' can be further decomposed into linear and quadratic vertices
71 = %1 U%l with %1 N %1 = (. There emist indices 1 < k1 < ... < k, < 2n such that
V' = {vky, e, Uk, )

For each 1 < k < 2n, & is the frequency on top of vy, given by:

§~k = Z 5]{7]-{]].0 + Z ék,i’,j’ni’,j’ with Ek,j’ ak,i’,j’ S {—1,0, 1}.
1<i<n, ki>k (i’ j'YePi' <y
(1) For every {i,j} € P, there holds that op; € {£1} and:
n
Sa=Y el + D> Gugmey with @@y €{-1,0,1}
J=0 {¢.5'ePa' <y’

Moreover, the map ((€])1<i<ns1, i) i jyer) = (00,i€04 + 00,3€0,5s Mij) iyep, i<j 15 @ bijection on
d d(n+1)
R+ 5 RO,
(i) Assume 1 < k < 2n is such that k = k; for some 1 < i < n so that v € 7’1, Then there
exist two signs oy, oy € {£1}? such that, if v € 7}':

1/~ Z 12 : _ ler
Oy, = onért! 20k + k) |k ] e =5 6.3
K O'kfk 52 + { 5]6672 n %(&k —i—Jk)‘fk‘Q ZfW(f) _ % +672, ( )
and if v € %1:

1/~ c 12 ; — |€‘2
o ef el 2(0% — o) €k ifw(§) = 5,
o 7w (G G { (G — 20%)€ 2 + 3(G% — o) &[> if w() = %‘2 +e2, (64)

2This abuse of notation will be made throughout the paper
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(iii) Assume that 1 < k < 2n is such that k;_1 < k < k; for some 1 <i < n, so that v, € 7°.
Then $y, is a quadratic polynomial which depends only on the variables {n;;} jiep, i<j, and on

the variables (fjf)jzi.

Remark 6.2. One crucial information in Proposition [6.1]is that for all 1 <14 < n:

—tSuy Zﬁe;;“'(nk)

e For k = k;, the quantity e % does not depend on the previous free variables

fjf for j < i. Moreover, only €2,, actually depends on {lf and its dependance is explicit,
given by and .

e For k > k; either if v; is a degree zero or degree one vertex, the quantity e
does not depend on the previous free variables §Jf for j <.

iSvy, Zﬁe;ﬁ‘(vk) Q3

The rest of this section presents the diagrammatic expansion for the Dyson series, and in particular
defines rigorously all the objects mentioned in Proposition leading eventually to its proof at
the end of Subsection [6.4] Some elementary facts from graph analysis are given without proofs, in
which case we refer to [10] for the details.

6.1. Graphical representation of the Dyson series. This subsection explains how " can be
represented as a sum of functions represented by graphs.

6.1.1. General formula. We describe the expansion (1.5) which encodes iterations of Duhamel for-
mula ([1.5)) via diagrams. There holds the diagrammatic expansion formula for all n > 0:

u" = Z UG, (6.5)
Geg(n)
where the sum is performed over all graphs G in the set of all interaction graphs of depth n denoted
by &,,, and where for each G € &,
ug = ug + Uug,
where ug and ug, stand for the decomposition between positive and negative times, i.e. ug(t) =
1(t > 0)ug(t), and are given by:

_ itwen) (T N oo

ug(t’&z) - <(27F)d/2> - /Rd(2n+l) /]Ri-s-l d§d§ AgR (é)At(t) (6.6)

n+1
M) [T do(&o00a) JT e,
=1 vEY;
and
- _ —itw(&R) —ix \" _1\oc+n
UG(tng) - ((27T)d/2> - /]Rd(2n+1) /Riﬂ déthER(@Aft(t) (6.7)

n+1
M) [ o€ 004) T €™,
i=1 vEY;
where we used the following notations:

e To each graph G € &, is associated a parity function 0 = o(G). It determines the total
parity of the graph og € N which records how many complex conjugations are taken in the
interactions in the graph. It also determines (00,;)1<i<n+1 € {—1, +1}"* which records, for
each initial vertex, the parity (whether u or @ interacts).

o {=({)eet € R427+1) gathers all the frequency variables and determines (£0,i)1<i<n+1-
o t = (ty)verury € R gathers all the interaction time variables for each interaction vertex
v € 7;, and the time variable of the root vertex.
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o A¢, (&) encodes the Kirchhoff laws of the graph.

Ay(t) encodes the time constraints of the graph.

M (&) is a product of multipliers corresponding to M, i.e. to which form of the nonlinearity
was taken. . o

(&, +1) = uo(§) and up(§, —1) = uo(§) = Uo(—¢).

The resonance modulus corresponding to the interaction vertex v is:

Q, = Uva(v)w(gva(v)) - o-vl(v)w(évl(v)) - o-w(v)w(gvr(v))' (6'8)

The formulas and are very similar. This is due to the following symmetry: if u(t) solves
(1.1)), then w(—t) is also a solution. We will thus from now on focus on positive times and consider
, as adaptations for negative times are straightforward.

An example, treated in the next subsubsection will probably be most helpful. The precise
definitions of all the objects above in are given in subsubsections [6.1.3} [6.1.4] and |6.1.5]

6.1.2. Basic examples. We give as an illustration the most basic graph that represents the Fourier

transform of the function ﬁ fot dt'e='2 M (M eit/%uo)Q evaluated at (¢,&g) (where ¢’ is renamed

as ty, ):

- } Root vertex

} Interaction vertices

b, oo =+1[ &1 o002 =+1| &2

e s e Initial vertices
Vo,1 V0,2

It is one of the four elements in the sum ), ¢ in the formula for 4. The three remaining
elements, corresponding to the development (Mu® + M u9)? = (Mu®)? + Mu®MuO® + MudMu° +
(Mu9)?2, are represented by the graphs below:

A

6.1.3. Definition of an interaction graph. An interaction graph of depth n is an oriented binary
planar tree G = {7, vy, v, vr, p, o) Where:

o 7' = ZRUZ;UZj is the collection of vertices. 7 = {vr} contains the root vertex (represent-
ing u(&r)). 7o # 0 contains the initial vertices (representing the initial datum ug(&y,)).
7; contains the n interaction vertices (each representing an iteration of the nonlinearity).

e v, UV = ViUVR, v : Y — YoUZ;, and v, : 7, U PR — 75 U7Z; represent the positions
of the vertices. They are such that for all m > 1, v]* = v® o ... o v* has no fixed point on
its domain. v, (v), v;(v), and v, (v) are respectively the vertices above, below on the left, and
below on the right of v. They satisfy that:

(i) There exists a unique top vertex Vtop € 70 U Z; such that va(vtop) = vg. It is given by
Utop = Ur(VR), and we say that it is at bottom right of the root vertex by convention.
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(ii) For all v € 7;, there holds v;(v) # v,(v) and these are the only antecedents of v by v,
le. {0 € UZ;, va(0) =v} = {v(v),vp(v)}.
(iii) For all vy € 70, there exists a unique v,(vg) € Zr U 7; such that (vo,v,) € &.
e & C 7'? is the set of oriented edges (representing a free evolution e“A), and is equal to:

7" = {(vop, vr)} Uvez; {(ui(v),v), (vr(v),v)}-
Above, (viop, vr) is called the root edge and for v € 7;, (vi(v),v) and (v,(v),v) are called
interaction edges.
e 0 : Z;UZ — {—1,1} is the parity (encoding if complex conjugation was taken in the
iteration of the nonlinearity). For (i) above, it must satisfy that o, = +1. We extend it to
a parity function for the edges o : & — {—1,1} (slightly abusing notations) as follows: if
e = (v,v") then o, = 0, is the parity of the vertex below. The total parity of G is defined
as 0¢ = [ ,ezu9 Ov-
With this definition, the graph G is a connected tree. Moreover, there are exactly n + 1 initial
vertices. The set of interaction graphs of depth n is denoted by €(n).

6.1.4. Frequencies and Kirchhoff laws. To each edge e € & we associate a frequency variable &, € RY.
The Kirchhoff laws of the graph then express that at each interaction vertex, the two frequencies of
the edges below add up to the frequency of the edge above, end that the output frequency of the
edge on top of the graph is £g. This is written as:

Aer () = 6(ER = E(uropon) ) A(E),  With  A(§) = H 3(€w0a(v)) = Emiw)w) = E@r(w)0))-

VEY;

The frequency multiplier M () is then expressed as:

M(E) = MU (urep,0m)) [uper (€ wo,0a(0))) Tloer\ furop} ™ (€8(0,0a(0)))- (6.9)

6.1.5. Interaction time variables and time constraints. A forward path of length [ is a finite collection
of edges 2 = (eq, ..., ) such that for each 1 <i < i+ 1 <[, writing ¢; = (v,v’) and e;11 = (0,7'),
there holds v' = 9. We can thus write alternatively with a slight abuse of notations 2 = (v1, ..., v;41)
where e; = (v;,vi+1). We then say that 2 leads to viy;. We remark that for each initial vertex
vo € 7, there exists a unique forward path 2 = (vg,v1,...,vr) ending at the root vertex.

Given any two initial vertices vy # v}, € %, we say that vy is at the left of v{, if, denoting by
72 = (vo,v1,...,0,7,...,ug) and z = (v(,v],...,0',7,...,vr) their forward path ending at the root
vertex, they intersect at v € Z; and there holds that © and ¢’ are at the left and right respectively
of 7, namely © = v;(v) and ¢’ = v,(v). This defines a total order on the set of initial vertices, so
that we order it as 75 = (vo1, ..., Vo,n+1) from left to right. We adapt the notation for the frequency
variables and write g(voiwa(vo’i)) =¢pifor1 <i<mn+41.

Given any two vertices v # v’ € 7, we say that v is above v’ (or v is below v) and write v > v
(or v' < w), if v belongs to the unique forward path starting at v" and ending at the root vertex.
This defines a partial ordering for the vertices of the graph, called the time order.

To each vertex we associate a time variable. The time variable of any initial vertex vy € 7 is
ty, = 0. To the root vertex we associate the total time ¢,, = ¢. To each interaction vertex v € 7;
we associate an interaction time variable t, € R,. We require that ¢, < t,» whenever v is below v'.
The time constraint function is thus:

A(t) =0(toy —t)  J[ 1t <tw).
v €Y, v<v’

6.2. Solving time constraints. We present here a change of variables t — s from time variables

to time slices, which is more suitable for understanding the interplay between the time constraint
A; and the oscillatory phases e~ "+ in .



34 IOAKEIM AMPATZOGLOU, CHARLES COLLOT, AND PIERRE GERMAIN

6.2.1. Maximal paths up and to the right. We study here specific paths that are used in the next
subsubsection to solve the time constraints.

A path up and to the right is a forward path 2 = (v1,...,v11) whose vertices are all (except
possibly the last one) at the bottom left of the vertex above them, namely v; = v;(v;4+1) for i =
1,...,£. A path up and to the right z = (v1,...,vp41) is said to be mazimal if it starts at an initial
vertex v1 € 7p, and if it finishes at a vertex that is at the bottom right of the vertex above it:
Ve41 = Ur(vg(ves1)). The set of all maximal path up and to the right is denoted by 2,,(G). The
number of such paths is denoted by:

N (G) = #Pn(Q).
For any v € 7;, there exists a unique maximal path up and to the right » € %,, containing v.

We denote it by 2(v). By convention, we write z(vg) = {vr} (slightly abusing notations since
{vr} is not a path). We denote the bottom and top parts of this maximal path at v by:

72Tw) ={v € nw), v'2v} and 2 (v)={v € n(v), v <v}

For any maximal path 2z = (v1,...,vp11) € P, we say that the vertex above the last vertex of
the path, v = v4(ve41) € 7 U Pk, is the junction vertex of 2 and denote it by v = vj(z). The set
of all vertices that are junction vertices is denoted by Z7. Note that vgp € Z7 for n > 1. Given
a junction vertex v € 77, we denote by 2;(v) the maximal path up and to the right such that

v = vj(72;(v)).

Wej sa}jf that a vertex v € 7; U 7R is constraining n € Pp, if it belongs to the path up and to the
right leading to v;(z2) which is equivalent to v € 27 (v;(2)) . We then write 2 <v.

Below is an example of a interaction graph detailing its maximal paths up and to the right, the
vertices just above them, and which vertices constrain which maximal paths.

VR = Va(72) Vertices constraining
v = va(721) maximal paths:

U3 = 22

V4 > J22

Us = 21, Us = 723
Vg = 721

— Maximal paths up and to the right

6.2.2. Solving the time constraints. The time constraint function A; is then completely determined
by the mazimal paths up and to the right.

To any edge e = (v,v’) that is to the right in the sense that v = v;(v’), we associate a time slice
se. Time slices s, are equivalently associated to all vertices v € 7" the following way:

o If v € 7; then there exists a unique edge e at its bottom left, which is e = (v;(v),v). We
then associate to v a time slice s, which is the same as that of e, i.e. s, = se.
e If v € 7{ then we set s, = 0.
o If v = vp then we set s,, =t.
The set of all time slices of interaction vertices and of the root vertex is denoted by s = (sy)vez; U7 -
We impose that the time variables and the time slices of the interaction vertices satisfy the
following compatibility condition. Given a vertex v, its time variable ¢, is equal to the sum of the
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time slices along the unique path up and to the right leading to v:
ty, = Z S, forallve 7.
v€n~(v)
The time constraint function A;(¢) imposes that t,, < t,, whenever v is below v. This is equivalent
to the following condition for the time slices. Given any maximal path up and to the right » € %,,,

and given its junction vertex v;(z), then the sum of the time slices of 2 is less than or equal to the
sum of the time slices of the path up and to the right leading to v;(z). This is written as:

Ay(t) =1 & st < Zsa for all » € P, and s,, =t
veR > 72

Note that, for the last maximal path p(viop) Whose initial vertex is vg 1, the inequality above on the

right means:
Z Sy < t.

V€2 (Vtop)
We can eventually define the time constraint function for time slices, that we still denote by A[G](s)
with some slight abuse of notations, by:

Ar(s) =6(svy —t) JT 1D stw) <D s(0)] . (6.10)

REPm vEn > 72
The oscillatory phases in the formula are rewritten in terms of time slices as:

efituﬂu — e*’in ZTJE/J_ () 5177

so that the product of all oscillatory phases in the formula is rewritten as:
[T et = [ e v Zoerto . (6.11)
vEY; VEY;

We have now fully solved the time constraints of the graph, and can rewrite as:

b — e #w(¢R) ;M ! _1\oG
uolhén) = ¢ ((QW)d/2) =1 /Rd(2n+1) /Riﬂ d dsdsy, ey (§)Ar(s) (6.12)
n+1 .
M(é) H ﬁo(&m,aoﬂ-) H e isv Zi€ﬂ+(v) Q@.
i=1 vEZ;

Expressing the time constraint function A;(s) as a product of oscillatory integrals will be helpful
later on. The following Lemma is a precision of Lemma 4.2 in [I0].

Lemma 6.3. There exists positive constants cq > 0, ¢, > 0 forv € 7; and c,, > 0 for n € P,
such that for allt € R and (sy)vew; € R":

__% : 50(i(0(0) =5 a0 02) = )
dsy. A - d - @) w A) T
/R+ SupAt(8) (27T)nm/ a o [] e litre—2s

nedm O T T vew;

where we wrote o = () peop,, -

Proof. We order P.,(G) = (1, ..., 72n,,) from right to left with respect to the initial vertices of the
paths. Namely, there exists 1 = i, < ... < i1 < n such that z; starts at vo;; € 7 (then vo,i; 18
at the left of vy, whenever j > k). Note then that the last maximal path z,,, leads to the vertex
Utop that is just below the root vertex, so that v;(zy,,) = vr and that by convention v is the only
vertex constraining gy, , i.e. {v € 7, v> 2y, } = {vr}.
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Recalling the Fourier transformation 1(z < 0)e®® = " dov for ¢ > 0, we write for each

27 Ja€eR a+zc
72 € Py, for some ¢, > 0 to be chosen later on:

ieiaﬁ (Z’Ueﬂ S(U)_Zv’bp 5(1}/))

2] n_ 1
1 Ss(0) < 3 slw)) | = (o 0Ty ot) L / do,.
ven v'>a an€R Qap + t
As for the last maximal path, “2m Do S(U) = L gy = Cpy @S Sy, = t, this leads to the

formula:

ernm i ; 1
dsy. A\ — / da - e’v (1) =2 praw 4) = F (Ca(m) = E pon Cﬂ’))_
/RJr R t( ) (27r)"m Riim = H w,g H

REPm 72+ vEY;

Above, for the set of maximal paths &, = (71, ..., 22n,,), it is always possible to choose the constants
Cuyy Cpgs -+ s Cpy,, ONE after another to ensure ¢,y — Zﬂlw ¢y, > 0 for all v € 77, This then proves
the Lemma upon taking ¢, = ¢, ) — 2_ s, € for all v € 77 and cg = e“rm.

O

Applying Lemma to (6.12), and then integrating along the s variables yields the alternative
formula:

— UGCG
t,Eg) = e R dé da A 6.13
( ¢r) =€ < 27 d/2> (27)7m /Rd (2n+1) /an € a 53(&) ( )
. n+1 ;
H 'LCJ HUO 50“0—01) H icy
€Pm 7S vew;, Yr(v) ~ Z/kw Qp — Zf)e;fr(y) Qp + =

6.3. Paired graphs.

6.3.1. General formula. We will now take the expectation of the L? scalar product of two functions
in the sum , corresponding to two graphs G* € &,, and G" € %,,. The left graph G' is described
with variables with a [ superscript, and the right graph G, with a r superscript. It will often be
convenient to concatenate both kinds of variables, which we will denote without superscript to ease
notation. For instance the set of interaction vertices is 7; = %l U7Z;" and

(00)1<i<2n4+2 = (00150013 T0 15 -+ Th.n)s
(fO,i)lSig?n-‘rQ = (g(l],la .. 75(1],117 56,17 .. aégm,)v

and so on. Wick’s formula and the Wigner transform identity (3.3) imply that:

2n+2
—~ a4 J55 €
E ( 11 uo@o,i,ao,z-)) =3 I @02 Wi, 5 (0060 +00604))

=0 P {ijlep

where 7; ; = &0, + 50], and P is a pairing of {1,...,2(n+ 1)} that is consistent with o, that is, it is
a partition of {1,...,2n + 1} into pairs {3, j}, Such that 0g; = —og; for all {4,j} € P. The sum
above is performed over all possible pairings, and, by convention is equal to zero if no such pairing
exists.

The formula corresponding to for the expectation of the L? norm of u" is for t > 0

Elu"(t)]72 = Z%GP (6.14)

where the sum is performed over all possible combinations of:
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e G= (G",G) is the tree G which we now describe. It is composed of one left and one right
sub-trees which have depth n, G! € €, and G" € &,,. The root vertices of the two sub-trees
vé% and v}, are merged in a unique root vertex vg = v% = v. We use the convention that
vr(VR) = {Vlop: Viop} and zj(vr) = {72(vlyy), 2(vfy,)}. Furthermore, the signs of the left
sub-trees are flipped, and

e P is a pairing of {1,...,2(n+ 1)} that is consistent with o. By convention, if no such pairing

exists, the value of the corresponding empty sum is equal to zero.

Given a tree G = (G',G") and a pairing P, we represent it as a paired graph G = (G',G", P). The
set of all possible paired graphs G is denoted by ‘%ﬁ . Thus, the formula ([6.14)) corresponds to (6.1]).
To do so, we add all the following to the tree G:

e a lower pairing vertex Vo1 {05} and an upper pairing vertex V_2 (i 5} for each {i,j7} € P.
They have no associated parities and time variables.

e [ower pairing edges (U—l,{i,j}aU—Q,{z‘,j}) joining the two pairing vertices, and wupper pairing
edges (v_1 1ij},v0,i) and (v_1j,v0;) joining the upper pairing vertex to the initial vertices
vo; and vo 5, for all {7, j} € P. To the edge e = (v_g 1; j1,v_1 4,;}) We associate the frequency
variable & =n; ; € R?. To the edges ¢/ = (v_1{ij}>v0,) and €’ = (v_1j,v0,) We associate
frequency variables £ and &.» which will be forced by the Kirchhoff laws to be equal to &p;
and & ; respectively. The pairing edges have no associated parities and time variables.

o We require the output frequency is 0. Note that after integrating all Kirchhoff laws from
bottom to top in the graph, we find that this output frequency is 5@0 wor) T (o (VfoptR

>_{ijtep Mij- We thus require that n € Rg(nﬂ).

naturally extended to the paired graph:

Ac(€,n) = A€, ¢, n) = §( Z i) AEHAE) H 0(&0i + €05 — Mij)-

The Kirchhoff laws for frequen(:les are

{i,j}eP {i,5}eP
Explicitly:
F(G) = (2m)2 A2nedlntD) //// A& n)A () A(E")dE dn dtt dt”
H Wo ni,jvi(ao,ifo,i+00,j§0,j)) H e~ Kty H e Kty (6.15)
{z',j}EP veG! veEGT

where £ = (£,£"), M (&) = M(E)M(£"), with & and ¢ (resp. £ and ¢") being the frequency and
time variables of the left subtree (resp. of the right subtree) which have been defined in the previous
Subsection The new variable n = (n;,;) {i,jyep, i<j comes from the Wigner transform identity
B3).

The set of all maximal paths up and to the right is denoted by %, = P! U P’ and the set of
junction vertices by 77 = 7 UZI". Given v € G and 22 € P,,, we say that v is constraining z if
either (v, 2) € G! x P! and v is constraining 7 in the left subtree G!, or if (v, z) € G" x P, and
v is constraining 2 in the left subtree G" (recall that vg by convention belongs to both subtrees).
We extend the notation and still write v > 2. We concatenate the time slices of both graphs:

5= (s0)veviuzy = (8,5"). Injecting (6.11) in (6.15) yields:
7:(G) = @m)pxnete ) [[ [ aa(enasaganas

H W (i, 5(00,1'50,@' + 00,5€0,5)) H e Deptm P, (6.16)

{i.j}ep vEZ;
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where we A(s) is still given by (6.10)) but defined with the maximal paths of the paired graph G.
We apply the resolvent formula of Lemma [6.3] to both the left and right subtree, and concatenate
the variables by writing: a = (o!,a”) and the identity (6.15) becomes

W

_1\Ontogr ”
() = (—=1)% cqicq 221 gd(n+1) /// dédﬂdQAG(ﬁ,ﬂ)

(ZW)an—I—nIn—g

— €
M 1 W5 (i3, 5 (00,0, + 00,5€0.))
{i,j}eP

1. =1 :
o, + L2 Eﬁdv Qp — Zﬁe;ﬁ‘(v) Q5 + %

PEP, t vey; Yr) T
(6.17)

6.3.2. Example. Below is an example of a paired graph. The pairing is P = {{1,2},{3,5},{4,6}}.
—— Time order
} Root vertex

Interaction vertic

} Initial vertices

Pairing vertices

V_2{1,2} V2 {12} V-2 {12}

6.3.3. Time and integration orders. Given a paired graph G = (G',G", P) € €}, given two v,v' € 7,
we say that v is below v’ if there exists a forward path in G going from v to v'. This defines an
order for 7, still called the time order. It extends the time orders of G! and G". The picture in
Subsubsection [6.3.2] shows an example of the time order for a paired graph.

When we will estimate integrals of the type (6.15]), we will consider the contribution of each
oscillatory phases in the right hand side of e after another, according to an integration
order that we now describe.

An integration order for a paired graph G is an enumeration of the set of interaction vertices
and of the root vertex 7; U 7r = {v1,v2, ..., van4+1} such that for all 1 <i < j < 2n + 1 the vertex
v; cannot be above v;. This property is equivalent to the fact that for all 1 <14 < 2n + 1, the set
{v1,...,v;_1} contains all the vertices that are below v;. Moreover, va,+1 = vg is always the root
vertex, and va, € {véop, Vfop) is the top vertex of either the left or the right subtree. There always
exists at least one integration order. For all paired graphs G € &%, we fix once for all a unique
integration order that will be used throughout the article. The picture in the proof of Proposition
[6.4] shows an example of an integration order.

We extend this integration order to the set of edges and frequencies. Given two edges e, e’ € &,
we say that e is after ¢’ for the integration order if one of the following holds true:

e cis any edge and € is a pairing edge.
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e neither e nor € is a pairing edge, and, writing e = (v,v,(v)) and € = (v/,v4(v")), either
they are below the same vertex v,(v) = v, (v’), or the top vertex vy (v) of e is after the top
vertex v, (v') of € for the integration order of G. In the case v,(v) # vq(v') we say that v is
strictly after v’.

We extend this terminology for frequencies and say that & is after & for the integration order
whenever e is after €’ for the integration order.

6.4. Solving the frequency constraints. We aim at understanding how to integrate over the
variables (£,7) on the support of the Kirchhoff laws function Ag, in a way which is suitable for

taking precisely into account the oscillatory phases e Proposition provides a suitable subset
of the frequencies &, the interaction free frequencies (ﬁf )1<i<nt1, from which all frequencies { can
be recovered. Moreover, the phases e have an expression that is suitable with the ordering

f{, ...,§£+1, see Lemmas

Proposition 6.4. For any paired graph G € &} with integration order {v1, ..., von 11}, there exists an
associated complete integration of the frequency constraints Ag in the following sense. There exists
a set of free edges &/ = {(v=2.4i 5} V=1 {i5}) Hijyer Y {e{,...,efl,eflﬂ} consisting of all pairing
edges, of a sequence of interaction free edges {e{,...,eﬂi,} C & and of the root edge of the left
subtree 6{1 1= (viop, vR), with corresponding slow free frequencies i and interaction free frequencies

g = (fl-f)lgigmrl where flf =& s for 1 <i<n+1, such that the following properties hold true.

e Order compatibility with integration order. One has that for all 1 < i < j <n+1, ej-c is
strictly after ezf for the integration order.

e Basis property: The family (g, n) is a basis for the Kirchhoff laws in the following sense:
the map (&,n) — (§f, n), with domain the support of Aq, is a linear bijection onto RAM+1) 5
R+ o -

0 )

e Basis compatibility with integration order: Any edge which is not a free edge, i.e. e ¢ &f,

18 called an integrated edge and there holds that on the support of Ag:

ge = Z Ce,k:g]{ + Z Ce,i’ ' i’ 5" with Ce,k»y Ce,i’ 5’ € {_170a 1}3
1<k<n+1 {i",j'}eP

with cej, = 0 if & appears strictly after §,{ for the integration order.

Proof. This proof is very similar to that of Theorem 4.3. in [I0] (inspired by [30]). Thus we only
sketch the proof, and refer to [10] for the details. We construct iteratively the spanning tree G°,
whose set of edges is the set of all integrated edgeﬂ %\%f . Its edges are (for the moment) unoriented,
so we write them under the form {v,v'}. The construction algorithm is as follows: first, at Step 0,
add all upper pairing edges {{v_ i j},v0,}}1<i<2+2n to the spanning tree under construction G0,
Then, at Steps 1 to 2n consider the interaction vertices one by one, according to the integration
order: first v1, then vy, etc. until vo,.

3With a slight abuse of notation since the edges of G° are unoriented



40 IOAKEIM AMPATZOGLOU, CHARLES COLLOT, AND PIERRE GERMAIN

— Edges of the spanning tree
----- Free edges

UR

Step 2
The vertex at the bottom
left is added as it

Step 1
would create no loop ep

_ The vertex at the
bottom right of
vy is added

Step 0
All upper pairing

All lower pairing edges { edges are added

are free edges

' ' '
' ' '
° L[] L]

The order {vy, ..., v4, g} is an integration order

At the beginning of Step k, we have constructed GSF~1 and we reach v,. We first we add the
edge on the right below vy, which is {v,(vg),vr}. Next, we consider the edge on the left below vy,
which is {v;(vk), v }: if adding it creates a loop in the spanning tree under construction then we do
not add this edge and declare it to be a free interaction edge, if adding it does not create a loop
then we add it to the spanning tree. With these additions the spanning tree under construction is
renamed G** and we move on to the next vertex vy, 1 and start Step k + 1.

At the last Step 2n + 1, we add the edge on the right below the root vertex {v{,,,vr} to the

spanning tree, and we do not add the edge on its left {véop, vr} that we declare to be a free edge.
The graph obtained at this last Step is the spanning tree G*.

UR

Step 4
The vertex at the bottom
left is not added as “”
this would create a loop

Step 3

The vertex at the
bottom right of
vy 1s added

The spanning tree is indeed a tree, since it has no loop by construction. A path in G® is a sequence
(v1,...,vx) of vertices such that v; # v; for i # j, and that for each 1 <¢ <k —1, {v;,v41} is an
edge of G®. Each vertex is then connected to the root vertex by a unique path.

We define an orientation for G*® as follows: an integrated edge e = {v,v'} goes from v to v’ if
v’ belongs to the path from v to the root vertex. This also defines a partial order: we say that
u = w if w belongs to the path from w to the root vertex; in particular, u < u. We denote by
P(u) = {w, w < u} the set of vertices w such that u belongs to the path from w to the origin. An
integrated edge e going from v to v’ is a leaf of the spanning tree if 2(v) = ().
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----------- —— Orientation in the
P(”?}) = (U47 00717 UU,Q; U—l,{l.Q}) /"‘ Spanning tree
3

Leaves —

4.6

Frequencies of integrated edges are expressed in function of free frequencies. Given an edge e =
{v,v'}, and v we define the parity of the edge with respect to the vertex v as:

oule) = +1 if v’ is above v for the time ordering,
YY1 =1 if o' is below v for the time ordering.

Given a vertex v, F (v) denotes the set of free edges f that have one extremity at v. Given e = {v,v'}
an integrated edge going from v to v’, on the support of the Kirchhoff laws function Ag the formula
for its associated frequency is then

ke = —oy(e) > ow(f)ks (6.18)

weP(v), fEF (w)

To finish the proof of Proposition [6.4] we need to show that if e is an integrated edge, then it is
only a linear combination of the slow free frequencies 1 and of the interaction free frequencies §if
appearing after e for the integration order of G. Assume f = {v/,v} is a free edge, with v’ below
v for the time ordering. This means that during the construction of the spanning tree, at the step
where the vertex v is considered, f is not added as this would create a loop in the spanning tree in
construction. At that step, all edges in the spanning tree are before f for the integration ordering.
Hence there exists a path in the spanning tree p from v to v/, and all its edges are before f for the
time ordering. Also, there exist unique paths in the spanning tree p and p’ going from v to the root
and from v’ to the root respectively. These paths intersect at a vertex vg. By their uniqueness, vy has
to belong to p. Consider now the formula above: k; can only appear in the integrated frequencies
on the paths from v and v’ to the root. Moreover, after the vertex v, the two contributions from v
and v in this formula cancel. Hence kf can only appear in the integrated frequencies on the path
from v to vy, and in the integrated frequencies on the path from v’ to vg. These belong to p hence
are indeed before k¢ for the time ordering. This also shows that ¢; . € {—1,0,1}.

O

If an interaction vertex v € 7; is such that (v;(v),v) is a free edge, then we say that v is a degree
one verter. If not, we say that v is a degree zero vertex. The sets of degree zero and degree one
vertices are denoted by 7't and Z°° respectively.

Let then ng and n; denote the number of degree 0 and 1 vertices respectively. On the one hand,
the total number of interaction vertices is 2n, so that

ng +n1 = 2n;
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and on the other hand, the total number of interaction free variables apart from §£ 41 18 m, so that
n1 = n. Therefore,

ng =mnp = n. (6.19)
Let v be a degree one vertex. We say that it is linear if the two vertices below it have opposite parity:
o(v(v))o(v.(v)) = —1, and that it is quadratic if they have the same parity o(v;(v))o (v, (v)) = +1.
The sets of degree one linear vertices and degree one quadratic vertices are denoted by %1 and 7
respectively.

Lemma 6.5 (Degree one linear and quadratic vertices). Assume v is a degree one vertex, with
associated free frequency &1, and denote by & = (vwa(v)) the frequency of the edge above it.
e [fuv is linear, then:

1 2 ~ _ e
Q, = o(eNEel + 5(0(5) (f )] ifw(€) =5, 6.90
7 { o@ + Yo @) + aeEP o= vz O
o Ifv is quadratic, then:
- Lig(&) = a(e))|€]2 ; _ k°
el (el g 4 { de@ o e =9,
T { (10~ 2N+ 0@ - = et
6.21
e Moreover, in the two formulas above, é only depends on the slow free variables n and on the

interaction free variables £Zf appearing strictly after €1 for the integration order.

Proof. For a degree one vertex, one has that £, (). = —&f — ¢ from the Kirchhoff law at v. If v
is linear, then o(v;(v)) = o(&f) = —o(v,(v)) by definition and the formula gives:

Q, = J(gf)(w(_g - gf) - w(gvl(v))) + U(é)“"(é)

) = % or w(é) =e 2+ |€‘2 in the above formula yields (6.20). If v is quadratic, then
&) =o(vr(v)) by deﬁnltlon and the formula gives:

Qy = —o(N) (W) +wE+€)) +a(w(©).
)=€ 2+ @ in the above formula yields (6.21]).

Plugging w(¢
o(u(v)) = of

. 2
Plugging w(¢) = & or w(¢

O

Proof of Proposition[6.1] . For all G € &%, we choose fix an arbitrary integration order %; U 7x =

{v1, ..., v2n+1} and we define o = o((v(vg),vk)), ok = o((vk,ve(vg))) and & = E(vk,va(vg)) fOT
1 <k <2n+ 1. Then Proposition is a direct consequence of the formulas (6.14]) and (6.16])

which yields (6.2]) upon applying Proposition and Lemma

O

Finally, let us mention that if one applies the resolvent identity of Lemma, to (6.2)), and we
define og = o + oGr, Ny, = mfn +n,, and cg = cqicgr and simply write ¢;, = ¢,,, > 0 we obtain:

_1)9¢
F(G) = ()70(5 AZnd(n+1) / / / de! dn do
(27.[.)7'1,7-,1—5 QeRg(""'l) éfeRd(n-‘—l) a€ERPm - -

—~ €
[T Wi, 5 (00,0, + 00,560,7))

{i,j}epP
i i
H icp H _ o 5 icl
nePm On T 7 k=1 V(o) D e, @8~ 2vept ) B T G

(6.22)
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6.4.1. Example. The minimal spanning tree and the free variables (5{ ) 5% ) @}{ ,n) for the example of
a paired graph given in Subsubsection [6.3.2]is given in the proof of Proposition [6.4}

7. The belt counter example

We prove here Proposition Throughout this section we study equation [T1.1] with the Laplace
dispersion relation and m(§) = 1:

{ iOu — $Au = Nu+1)?, (71)

u(t =0) = ug.

Before proceeding the proof, we describe the paired graph G*, and give a formula for % (G*). The
graph G* is made of a left subtree with unprimed variables, and of a right subtree with primed
variables.
e The interaction vertices are vy, ..., van, 1, ..., Vg, and v g, -, V0,20 Vg g, -+ Vg 25, are the initial
vertices. There is the root vertex vp.
e The interaction and initial vertices are linked by the following edges. For k = 1,...,n there
is an edge (vog—2, Vok—1) With parity —1 (with the convention that vg stands for vy ) and an
edge (vo,2k—1,v2k—1) with parity +1, and (v5,_,, v}, ;) with parity +1 and (v672k_1, Vi)
with parity —1. There is (vog—_1, vox) with parity +1, (vo 2k, vor) with parity —1, (vh, |, v5,)
with parity —1 and (v{ o, vg;,) With parity +1.
There are two edges (v 2n, vr) With parity —1, and (vg 5, vg) with parity +1.
e The pairing P is defined as follows: wvgg is paired with v670 with slow free variable 7, and
for k =1,...,n, vo 21 is paired with vg 9, with variable n, and U6,2k—1 is paired with v()’%
with variable 7).
e The resonance modulus at vy, is Qj (resp. at vy, is €)). The time slice at vy is sy (resp.
at v is s),_q).
The integration order we choose is (v}, ..., v},,, v1, ..., van, vRr). We apply Proposition to deter-
mine the free variables. This corresponds to the following paired diagram:
The belt counterexample G*

—— Edges’ orientations in spanning tree

+  Edges’ parities

57 517 ""571,7617 "'767/17

> : , } Free frequencies
n'/ 7]17 ey 17”7 7]1* ey 7]77,

Note that the left subtree is equivalent to the right subtree with reversed parity signs (up to
changing the display of the edges and vertices). Hence G* is indeed a paired graph as defined in
Subsection We have chosen this representation for convenience.

Above, the free variables are indicated by dashed lines for the corresponding edges. However, in
order to find a suitable formula for % (G*), we change certain variables (£, Ely s EL My e ml)
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(67 517 ceey én, ﬁl, ceey ﬁn) where:

. = : n
M= = —EFmt et g,
G=&+E—m— == — = — .

After a direct computation of Kirchhoff’s laws, one finds the following values for the resonance

moduli with respect to these new variables, for k =1,...,n

Qop—1 = — (f— g - = 77k+1> Lk Qo = <§— g - = — "7k> Lk
/ N ﬁ . . 2 Qo — - ﬁ . . N
U1 = §+2 — M = o = =1 | &k, o =— &+ 5 T Lk

with the convention that n_y = 7—1 = 0. The sum of cumulated resonance moduli is thus for
k=1,...,n

2n ~ n
Z Q; = Z& 5> > o= <€—g—n1—-.-—nk> S— > G,

i=2k—1 =2k i=k+1

2n o 77 n
Z Q—mej, ZQ;=—<5+2—m—...—m).sk—zZfj.ﬁj.
1=2k—1 =2k i=k+1

We introduce the following notation to ease the computations:

2n—1 2n—1
Snt = {(so, ey 8215 805 -y Sop_1) € R} X RY, Z s; <t and Z sh < t} .

One thus ends up with the formula:

Fo(G*) = 2mxtnetCr / dE dij dg d€ dn dij s ds'6 <ﬁ+Zm —m)
Rd(4n+2) - - - - 1

Cg’nt
- 7 U
k
We 4 — e — dE
5 (7, €€) 1:[ <77k7 5 T & m - Mk—1 2))
s 7 i
(.~ = s . . k
[1Ws <nk,s<s+ g T & =i — = — 2))
k=1
n — ~
H eis2b—2 22 g §imi g —is2k—1 (6= F =M= =) £ =227 g1 &i1i)

e
Il

1

e—isék72 E?:k éth e_islgk,1((E‘i'g_ﬁl_-“_flk)'ék‘i'zzn:k-;_l ézﬁz)

=

B
Il

1

We change variables again:
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and define:
i i S
=§— 9 T Mk—1 — o wg = <77k ; S —(§ — 5" nm—...— 77k>32k1> , (7.2)
£, N = i
=&+ 5 — e = N1 — ?, W = <77k ; S; — (f + 5 - — ... — nk)32k1> . (7.3)

This gives the following formula:

F(GF) = 2w\ / d€ dij dv di dn diy ds ds's | 77+ > n; — i
Sn p Rd(4n+2) 1

n n

“;k . R . L d

WO na 65 H nk,Uk + ka> e H WS (nk,vk + 5wk) e~ k-2
k=1 k=1

We introduce the inverse Fourier transform:
©(n,¢) =/ W5 (n,v)e™dv,
R4

which, after integration over the variables v1, ..., vy, 01, ..., U, transforms the expression into:

Fi(G*) = 2nAIned / / d€ dij dv do dn diy ds ds's | 7 + Z ni — T
é’n,t Rd(2n+2) 1

(7, €€) 1;[ (Uk, ) TRk <77k7 :) etk (7.4)
With the formula at hand we can prove Proposition
Proof of Proposition[I.5. We now choose n* as:
n* =10[—]. (7.5)

and decompose the domain in the integral (7.4)) above in different subsets:

=1,....2n

D:{(s’sl’fmnv’)e&n,thd@"“% 7+ _sup \nkmnzwﬁﬁ”%},

IF o~ / = LA
Dy ={(s.8.&inn) €D, [g<ebiif,
D2 = {(Svl)gvﬁan)n,) € D7 |Z| > G%t_% and sup  Sg2k—1 + sup 5,2k;_1 S 61_1’3’&_1} )
- k=1,..n k=1,...n
D3 =< (s,5,€,1, ) €D, [¢> €t"2  and SUp Sop_1 -+ Sup So,_q > 61_%@_1
k=1,...,n k=1,...,n
D/:{(§7i/ ( nthdQHJrZ)\D}
so that

F1(G*) = 2n A1l </+/D1 ...+/Dz...+/DB...> (7.6)

Step 1 Subleading terms. In this step we estimate the D’, Dy and D3 contributions with the sole
assumption on a that it is any Schwartz function. Note that with this hypothesis and (3.1]), W§
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and ¢ are Schwartz functions and that any seminorm of the Schwartz space of these functions is
uniformly bounded in the range 0 < € < 1. In particular we bound the integrand in (7.4)) by:

n A
~ T wk‘ . o R wk . R
VV(‘)E (17, Ef) I | © (nk’ ?) e zwk-wkw <77ka 6) ezwk.wk
k=1

< ()M T L)~ ) K () K (YK (1)

for any choice of a large constant K > 0. ~
For the contribution of D', we further decompose D' = D" U D] U...U D], U D{ U ...U D, where

~ 1 _« 1 _« 1 _«
D' =D'n{lil > 3¢ B}, Dy=Dn{lml> e B}, DY =D'0{l> o)

On D, there holds that:

N+ > ni—1 VK < Ok, K)elo.
/ﬁ>e1%/4 ( Z )

Therefore from (7.4) and (7.7)), after integration first over 7, then over &, m1, ..., M, 71, ..., I Which
produces a ¢€(@n)

’/ . ‘ e d+1o/§ /Rd(2 . dé dndids ds'( KH () K (i) K < Ningin K
/ n t n

for any K’ > 0, up to choosing K large enough. The integrals over D) and Dy for k =1, ...,2n are
estimated similarly, resulting in:

To estimate the contribution from D9 we define for R > 0 the set:

factor, and finally over s, ..., S2n—1, Sh, ..., $h_, which produces a t*" factor:
y y y ey » 20 2n—1 p

(At)inek, (7.8)

! / 1-& p—1
gn,t,R = (§7 i) S CSjn,ta Sup Sgokg—1 + Sup Sok—1 <e 1R .
k=1,...,n k=1,...n

We then perform the following estimate, integrating first over the 7,7, n’ variables using (7.7) and

the definition of Dy, and then the constraints |sop_1|, |sor—1] < €710 |¢]~1 and |sop), |sox| < t for
k=0,...,n

n

'/ ’ < )\4"ed/ d€ dij dn di) ds ds'5 (ﬁ +> i n> (@) T [ome) ™" () ™™
Do Do 1

1

§A4ned/ L dé dsds’ < )\4"6d5(11%)2"t2”/ L=
E>efors Jssnes,, g [E>etiez €7

S )\4nt4n <€d+2n—1—"0(4n—d)t—n—g> 5 )\4nt4n63d (79)

where we used (1.9)) and (7.5) for the last line.
We now turn to D3, that we decompose as D3 = D3 U ..U D3, U Dé,l U...U ng where

D3y = D3N {28951 > ¢ " 10[€|7'} and Dy = D3N {2sy | > e=16|€|~1}. On D3 there holds
using (7.2)), and the inequalities 25}, | > 0 |E|7Y, |mi| < €10, 2t > s9; and (1.9):

2k—2 ~ _ A _ K

w1 _ - € 10 9 € 10

‘?) 2 € 1 (|€52k_1| — |77k; E S; + (g —+ m —+ 77k)52k|> Z 5 — CEl()H 2 4
=0
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for € small enough. This implies that (<1)~% <& 0. We inject this bound in ([7.7) and estimate
the D31 contribution as:

/ §A4"e"1’5+d/ dEdijdndijdsds's {7+ ni—i; | < Aeinel
D31 D31 o 1

for any K’ > 0, for K large enough. The other contributions of D33, ..., D3 n, D5 4, ..., D3, can be
estimated similarly, resulting in:

/ ‘ < Ningingdt K (7.10)
D3

Step 2 Leading term. We now choose a of the following factorised form:
a(z,v) = x(z)x'(v)
for two non zero Schwartz functions x and x’ such that:
x(2) >0, %(2)>0, x(2)>0, and F(x?)(z)>0 for all z € R%
The formula and the above nonnegativity properties imply that for all € > 0:

W§(n,v) >0 and @(n,w) >0 for all n,v,w € R%. (7.11)
We then perform a first order Taylor expansion estimate on Dy:
ek =1 4 O(|wp.wi|) = 1+ O(e3), R Tk — 1 4 O(e5) (7.12)

where we used that s; < ¢, || < €/19t1/2 and |n;| < e */10 for the first inequality above, and
where the second inequality is obtained similarly. The following identity then follows from ([7.11))

and (7.12)
2m4“ed/ =21 (1 n O(e%)) )\4"ed/ dE dii dn diy ds ds'6 (17 + Z”i . n>
D1 D1 -

n . Wk
(7, €€) H (7714:, ) (le, > :
- (7.13)
We define the following sets:

€
- and sup Sok_ 1+32k 1 <
t 1<k<n |§|

Dllem{Eyg%}, Dlleﬂ{\ﬂ

On D; there holds from (T.9) and |n;], |7;] < e /10 (where |, | is the Lebesgue measure of |, ¢|):

Wr| <

~
€

— w
€] < e, |2 | S| = 17,

)

€

so that using the nonnegativity (7.11)) and the fact that W = a? + O(e) in the Schwartz space:

c(i)dt‘mg/bl dfdndndndst(S(nJer m) WE (7, €) kHlso(nk’ w5 (ﬁk’wk>

1 /eNd
< = (,) gin (7.14)
c \t
for some ¢ > 0. On D; we change variables (80, ..., $2n—1; 8hy -+, Sap_1) = (805 s 82n—1, 85 -+, Sap_1)

where:
_ € _ = / _ €y d s, — 15
Sok_1 = ES%’ Sok = tS9k, Sop_1 = ES%’ and sy, = t59;.
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The set &, is changed into:

€1t €]t

On D; there holds |n;], |7 < e /19, hence since t < €' in these new variables from (7.2):

n n

~ . . . . . € . . € .

Snt = {(30, ooy 81580y ey 8y 1) € R} x RY, E S9; + =3589,-1 <1 and E 85, + =585, 1 < t} .
0 0

L _ég%fl + O(e2), % _Lg (€2).

e [ ¢ I
Hence, applying (|7.7) and the above change of variables one finds:

o< [ e[ ] | dedpdydgdsds's i+ > -
Dy |€]>< JRARn+1) S~t,n o 1

7% 2n n
<\2I> (i) )T T Ty ™™ (Farmt) ™" ()™ X (8 ) ™
1

s een [ i 5 (G (715)
11>

N

where the lower bound is a consequence of the nonnegativity ([7.11)). Therefore, injecting (|7.14)) and
(7.15) in ([7.13]), the contribution of the D; part in % (G*) is, for some constant ¢ > 0:

eInging2di=d < o \ined / < Lyingin2ay—a (7.16)
Dy ¢

Step 3 Conclusion. We inject the bounds ([7.16), (7.8]), (7.9)) and (7.10)) in the decomposition ([7.6]),
this establishes the desired formula ((1.10) upon choosing K’ large enough.

O

8. Estimates on the expansion
The aim of this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 8.1. The iterates u™, defined through (1.5)), satisfy the bounds
e For equation (1.1)) with wy = €2 or wg = 0 and m(0) = 0,

{ (At)™ if t] < €,

n
(T,i-n) [loge2"+1)if [t] > €,

E[u"(t)]72 <

(8.1)

t _ t\" 9
_ n < K > €“, .
HX (T>u (t)ijb <e <Tk;7,n> forT > ¢ (8.2)

e For equation (1.1)) with wy =0 and m(0) # 0,

Ju ()2 < (A2et)""?

t

— n < 2 n/2
‘X (1 ) ¢ (t)HXS’b S D)
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8.1. The L? estimate. Let K, K’,J > 0 to be fixed later and B™(r) denote the Euclidean ball
of radius r in dimension m, and Bf'(r) = B™(r) N Ry Given v € 7! we define four sets which
distinguish wether v is degenerate or not (as defined in the Definition below), and, if not, which
type of degeneracy happens at v. In the case where v € 77 is a junction vertex we set:

St ={(a,n &) € B (K'e?) x By (K) x B (Ke™), ay) = D ap = >l >0
vz vent(v)

Si = Al &) € B (K'e®) x By (K) % B, (€l > 67}

SY=(an€') € B (K1) x B (I < BUD K, oy ] > 8¢},

Sg = Bnm(K/€_2) % Bg(nJrl)(K) % Bd(n+1)(K€_1) \ (Ui:172,351i}),

In the case where v ¢ 77 is not a junction vertex, then we define S} and S2 as above, we set S2 = (),
and 4 = B (K'e=2) x BIT(K) x BUHD (K1) \ (Ui 259).

Definition 8.2. Let § > 0. Given a set S C B"(K'e"2) x Bg(nﬂ)(K) x B0 (Ke 1), we say
that a degree one linear vertex v € 7! is degenerate on S if for all (a, 1, §f) € S the following three
conditions are met simultaneously:

Qy(v) — Z Oyt — Z Q{,’ < (5672,
vz’ vERT(v)
€ a0y < 672,

if v e ¥ is a junction verter then |a | < de?

75 (v)
Note that this is equivalent to say that v is degenerate on S if S C Si. We say that a vertex
v € 7; U 7R is nondegenerate on S if either v € Zr, or v is a degree zero or a degree one quadratic
vertex, or if v is a degree one linear vertex such that for each (a,n, ff) € S at least one of the three
conditions above fail. o

We will partition the domain of integration in according to the non-degeneracy/degeneracy
of each vertex. For this aim, given a function f : “Wll — {1,2,3, 4}#% we define:

S/B = ﬂve%l SE(U) .

Note that any vertex v € 7;! is either degenerate (if 8(v) = 4) or nondegenerate (if 8(v) = 1,2, 3)

on such a set Sz. Note also that B" (K'e™?) x Bg(n+1)(K) x BY"+D(Ke2) = UgSs. Degenerate
degree one linear vertices have implications for the vertices above them, as stated below.

Lemma 8.3. Assume that w(€) = €2 + ﬁ and K,K' > 0, then for 6(K) > 0 small enough the

following holds true. Given any set S C B”m(K’ ~2) x Bd(n+1)( K) x B )(Ke™!) andv € 7' a
degenerate degree one linear vertex on S, then:

(i) If v is at the left of the vertex above it (v = vi(vqa(v))) then at v (v), for all (a,n, §f) €S

7(a(v)) — Z Ayt — Z Q ’ > 67 (83)

va (V)b b€t (va(v))

(ii) If v is at the right of the interaction vertex above it (v = v, (va(v)) and vy (v) € 7;) then
by definition ve(v) € 77 is a junction vertex with z2;(v,(v)) = z2(v), and one has for all

(a,n, &) es

<

[ watw))] 2 5 (8.4)
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(iii) Ifv € {véop,vgop} is one of the top vertices then one has for all (a,n, §f) €s:
-2

-

Remark 8.4. The above Lemma implies in particular that if v is a degree one linear vertex that

is degenerate on S, then the vertex above it v,(v) is nondegenerate on S. In particular, given any

partition function 3 : 7' — {1,2,3, 4}#71l, if for some v € 7;! one has v,(v) € Z;! then if 3 requires

degeneracy at both vertices, i.e. S(v) = B(ve(v)) = 4, then Sg = ) is empty.

Proof. Let v' = vg(v). Since v is degenerate, ((6.20]) implies that:

|O‘72(v)‘ > (85)

] = €2+ a(@o(e 268! + (1 +o@a(e)IER > 2 —2mie 22t > X ()

for § small enough. We now define four cases A, B, C and D. In case A one has v = v;(v') and
v € 77 is a junction vertex. In case B one has v = v;(v') and v ¢ Z7. Cases A and B cover (i) in
the Lemma. In case C one has either v = v, (v') or v € {vl,,,v{,,}, and v € Z7. In case D one has
cither v = v,(v') or v € {vlyy, viyy}, and v ¢ 79, Cases C and D cover (i) and (iii) in the Lemma.

By definition, we have in case A that 2(v) = 2(v') and {#', v> 2’} = {#/, V> 2’} U 2;(v), in
case B that z2(v) = (V') and {#/, v> 2"} = {#/, V"> 2"}, in case C that {#',v> 2"} = {#r;(v)},
and in case D that {z',v> 2"} = 0.

For (i) we have therefore that:

_ Dy + ayw) for case A,

Zaﬂ'_ Z g = oy Zaﬂ/_ Z s { Q, forcaseB.
>z’ vEpt (V) >z’ vent(v

which using ) and the degeneracy of v produces for § > 0 small enough:

—2
Z Qn —

_ €
2>
V>’ vEpT (V)

2

and proves the Lemma in this case. For (ii) we have therefore that:

o Dy + ay (v) for case C,
Z On' Z & =ape) - { Q, fé)r case D.
o>z’ v€nT(v)

which using and the degeneracy of v produces for § > 0 small enough:
32 L, €2
|Oéﬂ(v)| 2 T — 256 Z 7
and proves the Lemma in this case as well as z2(v) = 2;j(vqe(v)).
O

We will study carefully degenerate degree one linear vertices by including them in larger clusters.

Definition 8.5. Given a set S C B"(K'e %) x Bg(n+1)(K) x B¥ ) (Ke 1), we say that € C
7; U 7R is a degenerate cluster on S if:
e cither € = {v,v'} with v being at the bottom left of v/, i.e. v = v(v'), and is such that
v € 7} is degenerate on S, and v’ is nondegenerate on S (type I).
e or € = {v,v'} with v being at the bottom right of v, i.e. v =v,(v), and is such that v € 7;!
is degenerate on S, and v’ is nondegenerate on S (type II).
e or € = {v,v,v"} with v and v' being at the bottom left and right of v, i.e. v = v, (v") and
v' =0, (v"), and is such that v,v' € ;' are degenerate on S, and v" is nondegenerate on S
(type I1I).
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The Lemma below states that given any set S in the partition of the domain of integration, one
can always decompose the graph as a disjoint union of degenerate clusters and of a set of vertices
that are all nondegenerate.

Lemma 8.6 (Decomposition into nondegenerate vertices and degenerate clusters). For any set of
the form Sg, there exists €1, ..., €y (a,p) disjoints degenerale clusters on Sg such that:

ViUPR = %U(gl ... U(gnd(G,B)
where 7 only contains non-degenerate vertices on Sg.

Proof. Let v € ;! be degenerate on Sg, and let ¥ be the other vertex that is below v, (v). If  is
nondegenerate, we define the degenerate cluster €, as €, = {v,vq(v)}. If 0 is degenerate, we define
the degenerate cluster €, = €y as G, = {v, 0, v4(v)}.

From Remark @, is indeed a degenerate cluster on Sg as v,(v) is non-degenerate on Sg.
Next, we remark that since, in each degenerate cluster, the vertex above is nondegenerate, then the

degenerate clusters that we have defined in the paragraph above are disjoints. We order them as
nq(G,B)

@1, ... €ny(G,s), and by definition the remaining vertices in (7; U 7&)\(U;2;

generate.

)€; are all nonde-

]
We can now conclude the proof of Proposition [8.1]

Proof of (8.1)) in Proposition . Step 1 Preliminary reduction. We only prove the result for ¢ > 0,
as the computation for ¢ < 0 is the same from (6.7)). From Proposition it is enough to prove
that given any G € €% and t > 0 there holds:

(At)2n if 0 <t<eé

() logel20+) i e < ¢ 1)

F(G)| < c{

where C' = C(n) > 0. We now fix G and t. We first prove the result for 0 < t < ¢2. Bounding all
oscillatory phases and M in (6.16]) by 1, and then applying Lemma we obtain:
— €
|F1(G)] < APedntD) /// ¢ dndsii(s) T Wi 5 (0060 + 00,460,)].
Ra(n+1) xREHY) X R2n - 2
{ijtep
(8.8)
Note that, from (3.1)), Ko = diam(W§) is bounded uniformly for 0 < € < 1. Hence, in (6.2) the
product H{i,j}eP W5 (1.5, 5(00,i0,i+00,560,5)) is 0 unless |n; ;| < Ko and |00,:€0,i+00,;80,5] < 2¢ 1K,
for all {i,j} € P. Recalling that 7;; = &o; + &o; and that og;00; = —1, this implies that
1€0,i| < 2Koe~ ! for all i = 1,...,2n + 2. Let now ¢/ be a free variable, associated to an edge
(v,v") where v is below v'. Then, integrating the Kirchhoff laws in G from initial vertices up to
v, we see that ¢/ = D w0 €%, vy 1<v S0,i- Hence 1€f] < 2(n 4+ 1)Koe ! = Ke™! as there are at most
n + 1 vertices below v. Therefore, the integrand in (6.2) and in (8.8) is zero for (n, &) outside of
Bg(n+1)(K) % Bd(n+1) (Ke_l).
In (8.8]), integrating with respect to g produces a e 4D factor, over 1 a 1 factor, and over s
a t2" factor, so we eventually arrive at:

|F(G)] S (At)*".

We next prove the result for ¢t > €2. We first reduce the integral to B™"m(K'e=2) x Bg(n+1)(K) X
B+ (Ke1) for some K (n,a) and K'(n,a) independent of e. We claim in this step that for any
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K’ > 2 large enough (8.11]) can be upper bounded by:

Kl
1 F(C) S ed +) Frap (8.9)
B

where

Focp = 221 ed(n+1) /// dgdﬂdgM(f) H
(ang")ESs

REPm ’71

wﬂ‘ H e (8.10)
and where we introduced, for convenience:
iCk,
Ok = Okt a0, &) = oy = D as— ) D+ —
7wy, €T (vi)
We now prove (8.10). Using (6.22), the above discussion on the restriction for g and 7 to
Bg(n+1)(K) x BHn+1)(Ke=1) and putting absolute values we obtain:
|F(G)] < AedntD) /// dadnde?|...|. (8.11)
ande(”Jrl)(K) Bd("+1>(K€ 1 -

Next, let for some K’ > 0 to be ﬁxed later and 2 € P,:

S = {(a,n. &) e R x BE" (k) x BU(Ke), Ja] > € ),
S, = {(a,n, &) e R™ x BI"D(K) x B (Ke™), |a,] > e X and |a,| = sup|ay|}.
ﬂ/

Then S C Upgﬂ. Fix now 2 € %,,. There exists at least one v € 7; such that v € ». We
decompose P, = {n} U PL U P2 where PL = {zn' € Py, v> '} and P2, = P, \PL\{7}, and

n(v) = #PL. Then, for (n,6/) € BI"™(K) x BU+(Ke 1), there holds |©,] < C(K)e 2, and
applying several times the inequality . yields for any C' > 0:

/ log® | lda, / d(0y) pegp | 1 1L
lol2e Koy + S S eon €RY) 102 = D Ot = Vet () o ] venes, |0n + |

log® 1 !
5/ g |O[7-7‘ — dCEﬂSJEKT.
oz [>e= K |a + = ‘ |O‘72 ZW’GﬂJr(U) 2, + %|

We then estimate the integral (8.11]) restricted to the set S, as follows: first we integrate over

ﬁ terms which produces a log”m_l_”(”)|ozﬂ] factor, then we
Tt

the (ar),reo1 Uf,) Variables the

integrate over the () ¢ 21 Uf ) Vvariables and apply the inequality above producing a ¢ factor,

—O(K)

and finally we integrate over the n and g variables which produces a € factor, yielding:

/// geK/ CK )<EI‘<1/
Sy

for K’ large enough depending on K. Hence, since S C Uﬂgﬁ we get fff§ e S ¢'r for any arbitrary
constant K’ > 0. We thus get the inequality (8.11)) by noticing that S =[] 558

We now first treat the hardest case of (I.1]) with wg = €2, and relegate the easier proof of (1.1))
with m(0) = 0 to Step 4.
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Step 2 Upper bound for in absence of clusters. We assume first that all interaction vertices
are non-degenerate on Sg, in the sense of Definition We prove by integrating over the
variables ¢/ and « iteratively, according to an algorithm that considers the interaction vertices
V1 enny v2n+Te 7; one after an other, where vy, ..., v9,41 is the integration order on G.

We define for 1 < k < 2n+1 the set P, 1, = {p € P, vj(p) is after vy, for the integration order}

and the variables a; = (a,),es,, , and f{: = (§Zf)k12k Importantly, note that ©y only depends
on ag, n and fg from Proposition and the definition of the integration order. Let the numbers
Vg are N, k :#@myk, nok = #{v € 70, w is strictly before v, for the integration order} and
nik = #{v € 71, v is strictly before vy for the integration order}. Note that Pm1 = P, that
Prnons1 = {p(véop),p(v;}p)}, that ngo = n10 = 0 and np2nt+1 = N0 = N1 2n+1 = N1 = n from
. We define Sg . as the image of Sz by the projection map (a, 7, g) = (o, 1, ff:) We claim
that for all 1 < k < 2n + 1:

Fip S NI Do ogerar [ [ do* dnf dsf [
(&) )ESp 1 771693 ’ 0y +

zcﬂ‘ H ‘@d

(8.12)

which we now prove by induction. It is trivially true for £k = 1. We assume now it is true for some
1 <k <2n. We prove it for £ + 1 by considering four cases depending on the vertex vy.

Case 1 If v, € 7° and v, ¢ 77 is a degree zero vertex and is not a junction vertex. In this
case Pk = P k+1, Mok = Nok+1 — 1 and ny . = nq 1. There is no variable to integrate over:
ap = oap41 and 5,{ = f}: 41+ We first plug these equalities in the integral in the right hand side
of at step k. Then for all (Qk’ﬂéi) € Sgr = S k41, we simply upper bound the term
|©x|~! < t in the integral. The right hand side of at step k is then bounded by that of
at Step k + 1.

Case 2 If v, € 70 and v, € 77 is a degree zero vertex and is a junction vertex. In this case
Pk = P 1 U{2j(vi)}, nok = noks+1 — 1 and ny j = ng g41. We will integrate over the variable
Qi (uy)» DOtING that ag = (@, (v, @k+1) and i = §I£+1'

By definition of the integration order and of junction vertices, all the vertices in z2;(vi) have
already been considered by the algorithm, i.e. 2;(vy) C {v1,...,u5-1}, and for all £ > k + 1, the
vertex vy is not constraining z2;(vy) so that {v € {ve}s>p, v = {vx}. Thus, in the integrand

in (8.12) at step k, the terms |a, () + wﬂj#rl and

2j (vk)}

O = -« 2 (v )—l-’)’-i-chk (8.13)

are the only one depending on the variable a,, (), where 7 is independent of &, (,,). In the

integral (8.10) at step k, for a fixed (41,7, §]J:+1) € Sp k1 We integrate over the variable o, (

Rj Uk)
using (8.13) and , producing:

<t

do (vk) 1 daﬂ (vg) 1
<K' es nion) | |O] <K' “riCn) | |ar +9+
|Oéﬂj<'”k)|76 ) (%ﬂfik)e B,k ‘Oéﬂj(vk) + T‘ |aﬂj<vk>|7€ ’aﬂj(vk) + f’ ni(vg) T

and get the inequality at step k+ 1.

Case 3 If vy € 7! and vy, ¢ 77 is a degree one vertex and is not a junction vertex. In this case
Pk = Prmk+1, Mok = Nok+1 and nyp = nqg 41 — 1. There is a free variable fzf attached to vy
(which is 5,’; for i such that k; = k) to integrate over. We have & = (flf, f};rl) and aj = agy1. We

note that by definition of the integration order, and from the construction of the free variables g

iCc

t

‘N’
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(as stated Lemma , for all £ > k + 1, for all v € 27 (vy), the quantity €, is independent of flf.
Thus, in the integrand of (8.10) at Step k,
ick,
C—)k =7 Q’Uk + —

: (8.14)

is the only quantity which depends on §lf . Moreover, above -y is independent of Slf , and €2, is given

by Lemma For any fixed (o, 7, 5,}:“) € SB k+1, using (8.14)), and then either (6.21) and (B.4))

if vy, is quadratic, or (6.20) and (B.2) if vy, is linear (because from the assumption of this Step 2, vy
is then nondegenerate on Sg), we get:

1 1
ol s [ —de! < loge|.
/é,-f <ke, (awmel)essn 1Ok T e 1<k, (@umeDesan [y — Qo (6F) +

In the inequality at Step k, we integrate over flf using the above inequality, and obtain
at Step k + 1.

Case 4 If v, € 7! and v, € 77 is a degree one vertex and is a junction vertex. In this case
Pk = Prmj1 U{nj(vr)}, nor = nort1 and nyp = nige1 — 1. There are two variables to
integrate over: a free variable ng attached to v and Qi (o) and we have § = (5{,5,{“) and
o = (aﬁj (ux)» Q%) By definition of the integration order, and from Proposition forall £ > k+1,

the quantity ©, depends neither on a, (), nor on Elf Thus, in the integrand of (8.12)) at Step k,

the terms |, (v,) + ﬂ”(vk) | and:
ick
Ok =7 — ay(vy) — oy + - (8.15)
are the only ones which depends on fzf and v, (y,)- Above « is independent of ng and . (y,), and

Qy, (¢7) is given by Lemma For any fixed (o, n, §£+1) € Sgk+1, using (8.15) and then either
(6.21) and (B.4)) if vy is quadratic, or (6.20) and (B.2)) if v is linear (because from the assumption

of this Step 2, vy is then nondegenerate on Sz and in the integral below |a | < 0e72), we get:

75 (vk)

1 1
/ /f f <v R[E) Efda 5 (V%)
0y o 1062 Il <K, (@unglIeSan [y, () + 22527 | O]
- / dag;w) / de/ |
- oy, %)|<66 2 ’C( (vi) —i—M’ ‘§{|§K5717 (%7ﬁvi)esﬁ,k |’7_a72j(vk) _Qﬂk(gf)+wTk|

da,,
§/ A0 2mdlloee] < 2 loge|?.
|

—2 Cpj(vg)?
e S0 oy () + 20

For the part of the integral for which |a72j (o) > Se¢~2 we inverse the order of integration by Fubini,
)+ Mrl < €2 and find:

1
|>6c2 /|g{§1<51, (D) ESs 1 | o) + Cﬂj(m | |Ok]

simply bound |a,
/.

/ dng/ ! c 7 ! iCl daﬂj (v)
l¢f |<Ke ot 0p 1282, (@ &)1 [, () + 2| 1Y = Q) = o (67) +

d f 2 < 276['
/|5ng6—1 et S e

;i (Vk)

Lae! At (i)

75 (vg)

A

N
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§fda < 2 ?loge|?.

Combining the two inequalities above yields [ f| e (o) S

|<Ke 1, ag,. (o )|<e &

Uk)

In the inequality (8.12) at Step k, we integrate over ng and «

(8.12) at Step k + 1.

The studies of the four cases above imply (8.12) at Step k + 1, hence (8.12) is true for all
1 <k <2n+ 1. To prove the final estimate (8.7), we take kK = 2n + 1 in (8.12), and then integrate

over the «

2;(v,) Using this inequality, and obtain

) Op(of,) variables producing a [loge|? factor, over fgn 41 producing a e~ factor, and

P(viop
over the i variables producing a 1 factor:
JtGﬁ < \2n¢ d(n+1) ’10g€‘2n (2— d)ntn ///
p<vgop)ﬂ,é,{H)EXBQ(O,E*K/)XBd("“)(K)XBl(KFl)
¥ 1 1
daﬂ(véop)daﬂ(vgop)dﬂdgn—"_l J l iCO‘J(vT )
ﬂ<vtop) |a r + 2% op |
‘ (vtop) + t ‘ ﬁ(vtop) t
t
2n d(n+1) 2n_(2—d —d 2 2(n+1)
<A (n+ |10ge[ ne(2—dngn, [loge|* = (m) [loge| (n+1)

where we used flal cxr daja+i/t]71 < Jloge|. The inequality (8.7) is proved, concluding Step 2.

Step 3 Upper bound for in presence of clusters. We now treat the general case for which
there exist degenerate vertices in the sense of Definition 8.2 We apply Lemma[8.6 and gather them
into clusters @1, ..., €y, and recall the decomposition 7" U 7r = Z,U% U ... U Cry(G,p)- As in
Step 2, we prove by integrating over the variables ¢/ and a in iteratively, according
to an algorithm that considers again the interaction vertices vy, ...,v2,41 € %; one after an other
according to the integration order.

The outcome of the strategy in Step 2 can be summarised as follows: each degree 0 vertex produces
a t factor, and each non-degenerate degree 1 vertex produces a €>~%|loge|? factor. Given a cluster
% containing no(€) € {0,1} degree zero vertex and ni(€) € {1,2,3} degree one vertices, when
reaching one of its vertices during the integration algorithm, we will perform different estimates.
We will prove, overall the same estimate for this group of vertices, that is, that € produces a
t70(%) (2= 4|loge|)™ (%) factor.

We now consider each vertex vy, ...,v2,41 € 7; one after an other according to the integration
order and assume we reach vg. Suppose vy € %; does not belong to a cluster. Then we proceed as
in Step 2. As a result if vy is of degree zero this produces a t factor, and if vy is of degree one this
produces a €2~ %|loge|? factor. Suppose now we reach v € € the first (according to the integration
order) vertex of a cluster €. By definition vy, is degenerate in the sense of Definition

Case 1 If € = (vg, vpr) is a type I cluster in the sense of Definition , and v € 70 is of degree
zero. Then ng(€) = n1(€) = 1. Assume first vy, vy ¢ 7. Denote by &/ the free variable at vy.
At vy, we simply bound |©;|~! <t and integrate over &/

/ Ldgf < / tded < te . (8.16)
ef|<Ke, (armel)ess . |Okl €7 | <Ke1

We then pursue the algorithm and consider the next vertices vgy1, vgt2, ... . When the algorithm
reaches vy, we bound |O4/|~! < €2 by applying (8.3)) since € is a type I cluster. Combining the
factors we got at vy and vy, we find that & produced a te~%? < t70(€) (2~4[loge|)™ (¥) factor.
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If vy, € 777, then at vy we start by integrating over a, () using and get

! . devg (v ‘
y(on) + 2| 10 () = D e, V5~ Lvept () B T

/O‘pj(vk)|2552v (%@i)ésﬁ,k lov

< 1
- |aﬁ(v’“) T Qj(on) Zﬁﬂvk Az — Zﬁ€ﬂ+(vk) O + w7k|

and we are back to the previous reasoning for the case vy, ¢ 7. If vy € 77 then the analogue
estimate at vy, integrating first over i (v,)> sends back similarly to the previous reasoning for the
case vy ¢ 77, Hence the same bound for % holds in the cases where v, € 77 or vy € 7.

Case 2 If € = (v, vp) is a type I cluster, and vy € Z'L. Then ng(€) = 0 and ny (%) = 0. Denote
by §f the free variable at vg, by & 'f that at v, and assume vy, vy & 77 Since (vg, vg) s the edge
above vg, and is at the bottom left of vy, we have that in the formula at vy, there holds € = £/ in
(6.20), so that this formula gives O = —o(eN26' T eF 44+ “2’“ where v is independent of ¢/. When
the algorithm reaches vy, we integrate over ¢/ using and obtain:

1 1 1=d|joge|
ot s [ : —agl < S lord gy
/|§f|<Ke—1, (cxmel)esp Okl ef|<ket | — o (€6)26F .68 -y + 2| €7

=1 < € by (B3), and integrate the |¢'/]!

~

When later the algorithm reaches vy we bound |Gy

factor produced by (8.17)):

I L[ el
€71<Ke, (o mel)esy o 1€711Ow] g7 <t €]

Combining the factors at vy, and vp, € produced a e'~4[loge|e?~¢ < t70(€)(2=4|loge|)™(€) factor.

If v € 77 (resp. vy € ‘Wj)‘, integrating ﬁrst'over . (o) (resp. apj(vk/)) using sends back
to the previous case vy ¢ 77 (resp. v ¢ 77). Details for this procedure are given in the last
paragraph of Case 1 and we shall omit them here and later. Hence our method for vy, vy & 77 also
covers the cases vy, vy € 7.

Case 3 If € = (vy, vpr) is a type II cluster and vy € 7V, Assume v ¢ 7. When reaching vj, we
simply bound |©;|~! <t and integrate over &/:

1

/ ——dg¢f gt/ del <ted, (8.18)
ef|<ke, (arnel)ess . |Okl ¢/ |<Ke?

Next, when reaching v/, we apply (8.4) and get vy € 77 with [ de=2. Writing O, =
Y = Qpi(uy) T chk where 7 is independent of «
bound we get:

725 (1) integrating over Q (v, using the previous

da , 1 2da ,
/ ﬂJ(UfC)A 5 S/ (vpr) o < 62|loge].
[y | (S |, () + —22 IOk T o2l o, 1R 17 = g 0y) + 1
The factors we got at vy and vy thus give that € produced a te~ %2 < t70(€) (24|loge|)™ (%) factor.

As in Case 1 and 2, the case v, € 77 can be dealt with the exact same way by integrating first over
Qi (vy) WE refer to the last paragraph of Case 1 for details.

Case 4 If € = (v, vp) is a type II cluster and vy € 7. Assume vy ¢ 77, Let ¢/ and ¢ "/ be the
free variables at v; and vy respectively. Let § (resp. § ) denote the variable associated to the edge
on top of vy (resp. vi). As € is a type II cluster, we have by Kirchhoff law at vy that E=¢ ¢
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and that & depends neither on &/ nor on &'/, Hence (6.20) gives Oy, = o(&/)(6f" —€).6'F +~ + ZCT’“
where ~ is independent of ¢/, At v, we integrate over & using this identity and (B.1]), giving:

1—d
/ 1f§/ g gl g e
e/ 1<K, (axmel)ess. Okl el <kt |o(§)(&0 — €).'+~ + “&| &7 =&
(8.19)

Next, at vy, we apply (8.4) so that vy € 77 with |,

5 (Vg

We first integrate over «

) > §e=2? on Sg . Moreover, Op =

icys

—Qui(v) + 7 + = with 9 independent of a, using these

5 (Vger ) 73~j(vk/)
bound and equality, producing a €2[loge| factor, and then integrate the |¢'/ — £/|~! gained from
(8-19) over ¢/ ", producing an !¢ factor, resulting in:

/ 1 1 1

: < 7 9loge|.

wﬂj(”k/)| O] ~ €’ %loge|
t

/ K e s ; ey, (v,)d8
|a7jj(vk/)|SE s € FI<Ke (%7ﬂ7§£)esﬁ,k’

! !
€7 =¢ | (o) +
The factors obtained at vy, and vy give a total factor for € of el =43 ~?[loge| < t™0(€) (2~4[loge|)™ (¥).
Again, as in all previous cases, the subcase v, € 77 can be dealt with the exact same way by
integrating first over . (), see Case 1 for details.

Case 5 If € = (vg, v, vpr) is a type III cluster and vpr € 770, s0 no(€) = 1 and ny(€) = 2.
Assume vy, vy ¢ 7. Assume firstly v, = v(vpr) is before vy = v,.(vgr) in the integration order.
Let ¢/ and §/f be the free variables at vy and vy respectively.

At v;, we bound |0, ™! < t and integrate over ¢/:

/ idgf < / tde! < e, (8.20)
ef|<Ke, (apnel)ess. |Okl e/ | <Ke?

At g we first upper bound the factor associated to vy as |Ok| ™ < €2 by applying (8.3)), bound
o (0) T %]‘1 < €2 by applying (8.3)) and write O = Ap(v) 7+ % where v is independent
of a,(y,,)- Note that these three terms are the only ones depending on v ,, ) in the right hand side
of (8.12)) at Step &’. After plugging these bounds, we integrate with respect to o,

lloge| factor, and then over £/ producing a e~ factor, and obtain:

vs) Producing a
1 1 1
da

'f < A—d 1
ic.. ﬂ(Uk/)dg ~ € | Og6|'
ot | S IETISKE? (@850 a1y, + 2| 1On] O]

(8.21)

When reaching vg, we do not do anything, resulting in a 1 factor. Combining the factors obtained
at v, v and v give a total factor for & of te~%e*~[loge| < t70(€) (2~ [loge|)™ (%),

Assume secondly vy = v,.(vgr) is before vy, = v;(vgr) in the integration order. The same reasoning
applies. Indeed, when reaching v, we perform the estimate (8.20) (replacing the k notation by &’
in this inequality). Next when when reaching v we perform the estimate , integrating over
¢ and QA (v,) (which is permitted as O = v/ — A p(v) + chk with + independent of Q () Since
v > 72(vp)). This produces the same te*~24|loge| factor for €.

Again, the subcase vy, v € 77 can be dealt with verbatim the same way by integrating first
OVEr Ly (y,) and @, (y, ), see Case 1 for details.

Case 6 If € = (v, vpr, vpr) is a type III cluster and vy € 7L, Assume vy, v ¢ 77, Assume
firstly vy = v;(vgr) is before vy = v,(vgr) in the integration order. Let ¢l €7 ¢"F be the free
variables at vy, vpr, Vg
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At v, we note that §”f is the variable associated to the edge above vy, so that (6.20) gives
O = —o(eN2e" T e+~ + % with v independent of ¢f. We integrate over ¢/ using (B.1)) and get:
1-d
/ 1d§f§/ ”1 cidﬁfﬁ#};gd
6 [<Ke, (axm&l)ess Ol e |<Ket | = o(E5)26"1 .68+ + 4| €71
At vy we ﬁrst upper bound the factor associated to v as [Opr |1 < 62 by applying (8 , bound
|2 (0,0 41 <”’f)| 1 < ¢2 by applying (8.3) and write O = « ao) T+ “E where 7' is 1ndependent
of & (y,,)- We integrate with respect to a

. (8.22)

#(v,) Producing a [loge| factor, and then over ¢'f producing
a e~ ¢ factor, and obtain:
1 1 1

/ _re! / _ f 1(11 )
pta) | S 1€ 1SKE2 (o m &l )€ [y ) + 2| O] O]

da,(, yd€ T < € loge].

(8.23)

When reaching v, integrate over the variable fo the |§"f |=! factor produced by (8.22)), giving

"—1 "y 1—d .. . :
L£//f|§K€_17 (o .65, )€S 4 |€77 |7 ¢ < €74 Combining the factors obtained at vy, vg and vy

give a total factor for & of €'~ ?|loge|e*~%|loge|e' ~¢ < t70(€) (2~ [loge|)™ (¥).

Assume secondly vy = v, (vgr) is before vy = v;(vgr) in the integration order. We reason the
same way. When reachlng vk the variable associated to the edge on top of vk/ is by Kirchhoff
law fl — § "/ where § is independent of ¢, ¢ gl f”f We perform the estimate producmg a

e =" — ¢"f|[loge| factor. Next when when reaching vy, we perform the estlmate , integrating

Ck’L

over ¢/ and (v, (Which is permitted as O = 7" — a () + 4 with 7/ 1ndependent of a

)
since vy > z2(vg)), producing a e*~%|loge| factor. At vy, we mtegrate over the variable ¢ the
\5 — §”f|_1 factor produced at vy, giving a ¢! ~¢ factor. The total factor for € is again €5~3¢|loge|?.

Again, the subcase vy, v € 77 can be dealt with verbatim the same way by integrating first
OVeT (yy () and vy (y,,), see Case 1 for details.

End of the proof. After all interaction vertices have been considered, the last step of the algorithm
considers the root vertex.

In the first case, vg € 7” does not belong to a cluster. We perform the same estimate as in the
end of Step 2, resulting in the same e %[loge|? factor. As each degree zero vertex (resp. degree
one vertex) considered in the non-degenerate set 7 or in a cluster €, produced a t factor (resp. a
e2~4|loge|? factor), the final estimate is, using (6.19):

Uyt

Focp S AT (- logel) e loge]? £

which proves (8.7)).

In the second case, vg € € belongs to a cluster. Then € = {vg} U €’ with €’ being either
{véop}, {viop) or {véop, V{op}- Let vy € €' and assume the algorithm reaches vy, with free variable
&f. Assume vy ¢ 7°°. Then (8.5)) implies that |aﬁ(vk)+wﬂ%’€)] < €2. Moreover, O}, = aﬁ(vk)—k’y-%icjk
with v independent of av,(,, ). We use these bound and equality and integrate with respect to a,(,,):

= )" lloge|? D), (8.24)

da 1 e“da
/ ﬂ(vikc/) 5 S;/ 2(vk) < 62|10g6‘
|a72(vk)‘§€7K’7 (%7ﬂ,5£)esﬁ,k |aﬂ(7~1k) + w| | k| 552S|a71(uk)|§€ |Oé vk) + Y + t|

We then integrate with respect to ¢/ producing an additional e~¢ factor. If v, € 7%, as in all
previous cases, we first integrate over Qi (v,) and then we are back to estimating as in the case
v, & 7%, see the end of Case 1 for details. Hence at vj, we obtained a €2~%|loge| factor, which is the

same as in Step 2 for a nondegenerate degree one vertex.
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We perform this estimate for all the vertices in €', so that €’ produced a total factor of
(2~ |loge|)™1(€) as in the previous cases of Step 3. Finally, when reaching vg, we integrate the

remaining [ov, () + 4 [da () terms for v € {Uéop,vgop}\%’ (if any), giving in a |loge|>~#¢" factor,
and we integrate dff 1 over the ball |§ Ll S Ke producing a ¢4 factor. Hence in this second
case we got the same estimate as in the first case, and ( is obtained as well, ending the proof

of 7.

Step 4 The case of equation (1.1) with wg = 0 and m(0) = 0. This case is simpler since
it corresponds to Step 2 and avoids the use of clusters to deal with degenerate vertices. More
precisely, in this case it suffices from to prove the bound (8.7)) for expressions of the form:

2n nd
1
Frcp = Al // / dadpde’ ] T ) (8.25)

We estimate again according to an algorithm that considers the vertices vy, ...,v2,41 one after
another according to the integration order. When the algorithm reaches a vertex vy, if vy is non-
degenerate on Sg, we apply the same study as in Step 2. As a result, a degree 0 vertex (resp.
degree 1) produces a t factor (resp. a €2~ ?|loge|? factor). Assume now vk is a degree one linear
vertex with free variable &/ that is degenerate on Sg. Then the variable £k that is associated to
the edge above vy, satisfies |€;| < de! from Definition so that m(e&;) = O(|e&y]) for § small
since m(0) = 0. Using this and (6.20), we integrate m(€,)|Ok| ! with respect to the variable ¢/
applying Corollary , and get a factor €27%|loge|. Hence at this vertex we get the usual estimate

for nondegenerate vertices. The rest of the proof of is exactly the same as in Step 2.
O

8.2. The X*® estimate. The proof follows the same strategy as that of the L? norm, we will
simply highlight what are the necessary modifications. Recall the identities u” = ZGe?n ug and

ug = uJGr + ug. From the resolvent identity of Lemma with n = %, one obtains that

—

T _ —itw(ér) —iA " UGCG / / 1 (vg0p)t
UG(tagR) € <(27‘r)d/2> Z 271' Nom Rd2n+1) JRnm dé dOé AgR(f)e P

GeL),
i n+1 ;
M(§) uo(&o,i5 00,4) —-
- ﬂg Apt ZCﬂ H vle_[%. Qp(v) — 27341; ap — Zﬁ@ﬁ(@ Q5 +i7%

(a similar formula holds for u. using (6.7))). This yields the following expression for the spacetime
t

Fourier transform of 1(¢ > 0)u" (notice that the ¢ factor has been absorbed in the cut-off x(¢/T’)
to simplify notations):

G t n _ —iA "
F <X (T) 1(t > O)U ) (7', fR) - <(2ﬂ_)d/2> = 27‘1’ nm+ /Rd(2n+1) /an df da A&m(f)

TX<T(T + w(gR) —Qy, 'Utop))) (§>
n+1

. 1
H Huo £0,i,00,i) H 5 5= Y vent () o 1

=D s
PEPm 72 VEY; 72(v) Z/Nv Va4
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(again, a similar formula holds for 1(¢ > 0)u™ from (6.7))). We keep all notations from Subsection
6.3l The identity corresponding to (6.1)) is now

(i)

with, given a paired graph G € @} (recalling that for such a graph fvé + Eor L =0, and changing
op ©
variables 7 — T + w({ ))

=) F(G)

s,b
Xe Gegh

o (71)06; 2n dnJrl o dr . 2s T 2b
O = [ g dadrsa©es, o mmae (8.26)

[T Wsmi: 5(00i60 + 00580, THT(r = ay
{i,j}eP

NTUT( — apir, )

Utop)

i i
ﬁg an+ wﬂ vle;i Ap(v) Zﬁﬂv R Z1~)€72+(v) Q5+

Proof of in Proposition . We prove the desired bound for n > 1 and 1(¢ > 0)u". Indeed,
the bound for u°, the free evolution of the initial datum, is a direct computation, and the proof of
the bound for 1(¢ < 0)u™ for n > 1 is the same as that for 1(¢ > 0)u™ using (6.7). The proof is so
similar to that of that we only highlight the differences.

It suffices to estimate We solve Kirchhoff’s laws with Proposition and reduce the
integration over the free Varlables {f and 7. We put absolute values in the mtegrand Next, we

upper bound TR(T(z)) < |2 + 4|1 since y is in the Schwartz class. Arguing exactly as in the
beginning of the proof of -, the product H{m}epﬂ//\g(nm, 5(00,i€0,i + 00,560,5)) is zero unless
|§| < Ke™ ! for some K (a,n) > 0. In particular, |§v£0p| < e ! on the support of the integrand, where
we simply bound <6§v§0p>28 < 1. This gives:

1 1
IF(G)] S AZmedlnt) / / / / de! dn da dr(r) ; i
el |<Ke <K ™= apt,) T = Q) + 7

Utop)
1 1
M(é’) H ic H ic
2P | a, + Ve, ’O‘ﬂ(’v) - Zﬁqv Qp — Ef;ezﬁ( )Q +7
_ )\Zned(n-i-l) /// o+ /\Qned(n-i-l) ///
€ 1<Ke 1, |nI<K, |(a,r)|<e K’ |¢f|<Ke L, nI<K, |(a,r)|>e K’
—%1.7(G) —%5.0(G)

(8.27)
Arguing as in the first step of the proof of (8.I]), for any b € (3, 2] the second term is of higher
order and enjoys the estimate:
|Fr(G)] S €7
We are left with estimating % r(G) that we decompose as in the proof of Proposition as
|F1,7(G)| S 25 Fr.c,p Where:

Fr.c, = Al / / /
(an,E5)ESs, |T|<eK

In the integrand in (8.27)), the only novelty when comparing with the identity (6.22)) for the com-
putation of the L? norm, is the addition of the 7 variable and of the (7)2°|7 — oty + 7 —
op
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Q72 (v,p)
the integral Fr g g by considering vertices one by one according to the integration order. For each
vertex v ¢ {vg, véop,vfop} that is neither one of the top vertices nor the root vertex, we perform
the exact same estimates as for the proof of (8.1)). We will thus only perform different estimates at
VR, véop, Viop Which we now describe.

+ %|—1 factor. Note that this factor only involves 7, « £(ol,) and PICANE We will estimate

Step 1 If m(0) = 0, or wy > € 2 and vg is not in a cluster. In this case, when reaching v%op and
Utop We perform the same estimates as in the proof of (8.1) (thus, the same estimates as in the
proof of (8.1)) have been performed at all interaction vertices). When reaching the root vertex, this

produces the intermediate estimate:

'/'TGE < AQTL (d(n+1)) t"e (2— dn’logﬁ‘Qntn //// l dr d€7{+1
‘T‘<6K +1‘<KE ! ‘( )9ap(v€0p))|SE_K
op
1 1
do do (1) : :
7(vtop) 7 (Vhop) -« + 5| T = aper )+ % el Cp(ohop)’”
|7_ ﬂ(v'l:op) T’ ‘T ﬂ(vtop) T| ’aﬂ(véop) + ﬁ%’ |a72(vgop) _|_ t "V top’

We integrate over « ) and Up(or,) using , then over 7 and finally over 57{ 41 and get:

7,

1 1
Fr a8 S < )\271 2n+dtn’10g6|2n / dr d§£+1<7'>2b . .
I <ek, |§n+1|<Ke 1 T+ 7|7+ 7

|2n+d —K'(2b—1) Nfiﬁ( )n

< A2 loge
~ Tk:m

for any k > 0 if b > % has been chosen close enough to %

Step 2 Ifwy > €2 and vg is in a cluster €. Let € = €\{vg}. Then either € = {vlop}, € = {viop s
or € = {Utop, Viop ) and we treat both cases simultaneously.

Let v € € be the first vertex in € for the integration order, and denote by &/ the free variable
attached to v. When reaching v, we perform the following actions.

First, if v € 77 is a junction vertex, then we integrate over Q. (v) USING and obtain:

1 1 1
i 70, 0) S i
|anj(v)\§e—K’ ’aﬂj (’U) + T’ |a7.’1('l}) = Opi(v) — Q, + T| |Oé71(v) - Q, + T|

So this produces a [a, ) — 2y + %|_1 factor. If v ¢ 777, then we do nothing for this first action,
and note that a |a,,) — Qy + %\_1 factor is already present in the integrand in this case.

Second, we bound |a ()| S €2 from (8.5)), then we integrate over Q. (v) USING , and over ¢/
using the support estimate |¢/| < Ke™!, and obtain:

// 1 1 1 d dgf
. - n (8
poy <K eI <Ke [0a() T 2] [T — Qo) + | [y — o+ 5] 2

2 2—d
S / —d¢f < - —
lef|<ke1 | T — Qy + 7] inf |7 <ce2 |7 — T+ |
where C' is a fixed constant depending only on K. The total factor produced at v after these two
actions is €2~ 4(infjzj<ce—2 |7 — 7+ £[) 7!
If € contains two vertices, then when reaching the second vertex, we perform the exact same
computation as we did for v, producing another 62_d(inf‘;|§06—2 |t — 7+ £])~! factor.
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We now assume that the algorithm reaches the root vertex vg. In the first case, if € contains
two vertices, then the above estimates produced a 64*2d(inf‘;|gcﬁfz |T — 7 + #|) "2 factor. In the

second case, if € contains one vertex, let v be the other top vertex that does not belong to €. We
then estimate using that:

1 1 1 1
/ Aot v i S S - i
o1y | <K Q) + 7T —apey + 7l T T+ 7 T inflpccez T =T+ £

Xn(

which produces an additional (infzj<ce—2 |7 — 7 + Z[)~! factor. Hence in both cases, this produces
a (|7 — 7+ &|)~2 factor. The quantity Fr ¢ s has been estimated at this step of the algorithm by:

1

inf|ﬂgcef2 |T -7 + %|2 '

gT,G,ﬁ S )\2n€2n+dtn‘10g€‘2n // dr d§7{+1<7'>2b
[TI<eR’, | 4y |<Ke

t
S)\2n62n+dtn‘1Og€|2n€—K’(2b—1) 5 e—n(

)77,

kin

where we first integrated over 7 and then over fg +1, and took b > % close enough to % depending

on K’ and k. This proves the desired estimate, and ends the proof of the X** bound (8.2).
O

9. Control of the linearized operator

The aim of this section is to provide an estimate on the linearization around the approximate

solution u*P = ZZXZO u™. Without loss of generality we present the proof for the case of equation

(T.1) with wy = €2, and for the case of wy = 0, m(0) = 0 the proof is entirely analogous. The
linearization operator is given by

t t
LEnw = x <T> AReu"PPRew = 2x <T) Reu P (w + w).

Notice that from the diagrammatic expansion (6.5 the operator £y can be decomposed as

N
SNU} = Z Z Z £G7Lw,

j=0 GEZ; 1e{£1)2

where for each G € &; and « = (01, 09) € {£1}2:

t
La,w =X T | UG.o1Wos

where ug s, = ug if 01 = +1 and ug», = uq if 01 = —1 and similarly for w,,. Moreover, each £¢,
can be localized in frequency by setting £g,, = £;Q7, where n € Z%. We state the main result of
this section:

Proposition 9.1. If N € N, pn > 0, s > 0, there exists b > 1/2 and a set En, s of probability
P(En,us) > 1 —€* on which the operator norm of £y can be bounded as follows:

t
. - T
Hx(t)/ 9% gy ds Sn €y :
0 Xsb_sxsb Tk’in

The following Lemma gives the inductive step necessary to bound these operators
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Lemma 9.2. Let 0 < k << 1. For € > 0 small enough, there exists a set Ey, of measure greater
than 1—€* such that in this set, for any j € {0,..., N}, G € G; and ¢ € {£1}2, we have the following
operator norm estimates:

i1

T —k
€0l oy | (o-t S <Tkm> € (9.1)

€

With Lemma in hand, we are able to prove Proposition [9.1

Proof of Proposition [9-1 using Lemma[9.2
Almost locality: We decompose the input and output function in frequency cubes as:

£G7Lw: Z Q?/’SG,LQ?w

n,n/ €z

Since £¢, corresponds to convolution in frequency with kernel localized in a ball of size Ce™!, if
|n —n'| > R, where R is a fixed constant, we have that Q?’SQLQ? = 0. This in turn implies that

€c,unll (9.2)

0y ~1€cwoll o o1
Indeed, this follows since the main part of £¢, is a convolution in space frequency and the weights

1 1
Of X07§ and XO’_§ CanCel for |n - n,‘ S R as

sup(ek) ? (e€) " # Lop (k) Lo (€) ~ 1,
k¢ €

N

1 _
Bound from X.'2 to X, 2: By almost orthogonality, (9.2, and Lemma we have

1/2

lwll oy < > 1L6.Qtw

nezd

2 1
X272

1/2

2
S (Sup H’QG"’””XS*LXS*5> > HQ?MHX?%

nezd

< | sup [|€ w
S (; H G,L,nuxg,%ﬁxg,g ol .

T\

2
< —k ) 9.3
S (Tkm> € HwIIX:,% (9.3)

Bound from XES’0 to X;g’o and interpolation. Since XS‘ is merely L?Hf and wu; is localized in a

ball of radius C'e !, the norm of the operator £¢, is bounded by ||u21(t3t > 0)|| < G_d/zHUHXs,b.
By (9.3) and Bieunammé-Tchebychev inequality, for k& small enough, we can find a set E with
P(E) > 1— €* on which |uil| w50 S 1. Hence, the operator norm from X% to X2° can be bounded

by e~ /2.
1 1 1
. . v Y—5 . ,5—0
Interpolating between this bound and the X7 to X2 bound, we obtain a bound from X2
1
5+6 . . . . .
to X: 27 With a loss ¢, where k can be made arbitrarily small choosing ¢ sufficiently small.

Finally, we choose b > % such that b — 1 < —% —9.
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9.1. Estimate on the trace. It remains to prove Lemma [0.2l We only prove the bound for
Z = L£q,(+1,41),01( = 0)Q¢ for j > 1 as the proof for the other operators is similar. Using space-

time Fourier transformation, and including the X? b weights in the operator, it suffices to estimate
the continuity norm on Lz ¢ of the convolution operator
R : LR x RY) — L3R x RY)
w(To,&0) — //K(T27To,f2,€0)w(7'07§0) do d&o,

with kernel

K (ra, 7, €0,60) = M+l (@) [ o @x(pubn—m,&)8(@—6—6) de

&1€ERY

Changing variables (&, &1, &2) — (&2, —&1, &o) and (70, 1, 2) — (T2, —T1, T0), We compute the adjoint
kernel

K* (12,70, €2, €0) = Mro+w(£0)) % (ra+w(E2)) 2 / L (€2)X(2 ) uds (a0, €1)8(62— 60— &) dEs

&1€RE T

Iterating, we obtain that the the operator 9™ = (*R)"™ has kernel

MY (243, 70, €, €0) = A2V (7an + w(Ean)) 2 (0 + w(E0))~1/2 / / dry... dTan o d€r... dEan 1

2N—1 N 2N-1
IT 6Camrz — Cmir — Som) [] LenCam) T (rom +w(€am)) ™!
m=0 m=0 m=1
N t—
X(T)UE(Mm—z — T4m—4, €4m—3>X(T)uE(7—4m — Tam—25Eam—1)-
m=1
The trace of the operator MY is therefore:
N-1 2N—1
Tr MY = A2V // dry...dryn—p déy...déan 1A Q) ] Lor Gam) [T (rom + w(&m)) ™
m=0 m=0

N —_—~— —_~—

t t.—
H X(T)Ug(7—4mf2 — TAdm—4, §4m73)X(T)UE‘(T4m — Tdm—2, §4m71)-

m=1

where A(€) = 6(€an — &)0(Tan — 70) [Tony’ 0(Eamt2 — Eams1 — Eam). Above, X(7)ud(t, Eam—3)

(resp. x(f)ué(t,&mq)) is given by the identity with graph G (resp. (6.13) with graph G
where all parity signs are reversed, and where the factor e~ itw(€am-3) ig replaced by (—1)7 eit”(é“m—l)).
Applying time Fourier transformation, changing variables by renaming 7o, +w(&2:) as 7o, taking
the expectancy following the framework of Section [ we arrive at the diagrammatic formula:

E [Tr MY] =) #(G, N, P)
P
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where (integrating the 27 and CZT factors in the cut-off x(¢/T') to reduce notations)

Fi(P,G, N) = 2N NdG+) / / / / dédndrda(ro) "t A(E,n) (9.4)
H H Wo U (0016024‘00,]507]))

iCp
2ePm O T T Ginep

1

i H ]IC” €4m
oe7; On0) = L 0~ Livept(o) o+ P

2N
H <7'2m>_1T>A<(T(7-2m — T2m—2 — Oéﬂ(v?gp) - Qm))

m=1

where for m =1, ..., N,

Qmel = w(£4m72) - W(g4m74) - W(£4mf3)a QQm = w(§4m) - w(£4m72) + w(&lmfl)- (95)

The above formula is associated to a graph that we now describe.

It is made by a branch of vertices v, ..., v5 that are linked by edges (v5,, v ;) form =0, ...,2N—
b

1. For m =1,..., N, below the vertex vgm 1 (resp. below v,

2m 1
top vertex vy,

edge (U,?gg Lwd 1) (resp. to vh by an edge (Utop,v

) is placed a copy of the tree G with

(resp. G with reversed parity signs and top vertex Utop) linked to U2m 1 by an

5 ). The collection of all vertices of the trees

2m
and of {vl, ey ’U?V} is the set of all interaction vertices "¢ of the graph.

There is a root vertex vg, and two edges (v5,vg) and (v5y, vR).

To the edge (v5,, fn,—i-l) we associate the frequency &a,,, and to the edge (UZN, vR) the frequency
&4n. To the edge (vtop,vfn) we associate the frequency £9,,—1. We impose Kirchhoff laws at each

vertices of the graph, except at UO where we impose {0 + § (bor) = 0, so that the law at vy then

reads &4y = §0 The edges (v5,, v, ) for m =0,...,2N — 1, and (v, vg), have all parity +1. In
particular, (9.5) agrees with (| .

The collection of all maximal paths up and to the right, of each of the trees G, or G with reversed
parities, is the set of maximal paths denoted as &,,. The collection of all their initial vertices, is
the set of initial vertices denoted as 7j. P is a pairing for the set of initial vertices, and pairing
vertices are defined as in Subsection [6.3] The resulting graph is as follows.

+ YR

G with

reversed ===

parities G Wl,t b
reversed
parities
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To estimate (9.4), we proceed as follows. First, we put absolute values for all factor in the
integrand. Then, we bound T|Y(T2)| < |z+iT~!|~! and we integrate over 7y, ..., oy _2 using (B.g)),
giving:

|F(P,G, N)| SAZN NG+ /// dédnda(ro) T A€, n) H Len (€am) (9.6)

H T H ’WO(nH72(001501""0—0,]501]))’

1
PEPm la, + | (i,#')EP

2N

11 : I !
(o) = Lpaw 7 ~ Lvent(e) Vo + i | = o) = B+ 7

weT\ o0ty 102 (0) L=

Notice that is very similar to that was estimated very precisely in the proof of ,
except for the last factor. The exact same strategy used in the proof of can be applied here,
and the contribution of these additional factors can be estimated the exact same way. The reason
is that these new vertices are always non-degenerate. We therefore only sketch the adaptation.

We define the set of junction vertices 7 to be the union of the collection of junction vertices
in the graphs G, and G with reversed signs, and of {v},...,v5\} ; we say that for m = 1,...,2N,
08, > 72(viy,) constraints the maximal path up and to the right leading to v{p,.

An integration order is chosen for the interaction vertices of the graph, defined similarly as in
Subsection [6.3] Given this integration order, we can apply the same proof as that of Proposition
in order to find the free variables.

We say that for m = 1,...,2N, the vertex v%, is linear if the edge (vgp,v,ﬁl) is a free edge, and
if Q,, is given by . N ote that this coincides with the definition of linear degree one vertices
for the vertices in each of the subtrees GG, or G with reversed parities. For m = 1,...,2N, we say
that v?, is non-degenerate if it is a degree zero vertex, or a quadratic degree one vertex, or a linear
degree one vertex such that for all (¢7,7, a) one of the following properties hold true:

e m | > e ?

+ Qm| Z 56_27 or ’§(Ub

-1
m7v%b+1)| >de -, or|a

2 (viy) = 7 (vig,
Note that this coincides with the definition of non-degenerate vertices of Definition but for the
whole set of parameters (£/, 7, a).

Claim: for all m = 1,...,2N, the vertex v’ is non-degenerate, provided that 6 > 0 has been
chosen small enough independent of the other parameters.

We now prove the claim. Fix (g, n,a). If |§ bt )\ > §e~! then we are done, so we now suppose
that ’f(vi’n7vfn+1)| < de L. Then |Q,| > e2/2 from . Therefore, either |ov,m )+ Q| > de2,
or |O‘ﬂ(vt’"op)| > d¢~2, which proves the claim.

Because of the claim, we see that the exact same proof as the one for applies in order to
estimate . Indeed, one estimates verbatim the same way the contribution of each interaction
vertex one after another, according to the integration order, and when one reaches one of the vertices
v for some m = 1,...,2N, the contribution of the factor o+ 7 = o — Qm + £~ can
be estimated exactly as for any non-degenerate vertex. Finally, when reaching the root vertex vp,
we integrate over oy = & (which is always a free variable), and get an extra e~ factor due to the
Lcn(&o) factor. This concludes that:

F(P,G.N)| S () ¥ loge PUH2)

kin
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We conclude by Bienayme-Tchebychev inequality, that for each k, there exists a set E with measure
P(E) > 1 — ¢ such that

On this set, we have

1<l

for N large enough. The proof of Lemma [0.2]is complete and Proposition follows.

g(TrSﬁN)aﬁv,g( r ) ’ e‘dz¢2’“§< r ) Sk
Tkin

1 1
x%2 5x0-2

10. Control of the error

10.1. The equation satisfied by the error. The solution u is written as the sum of the approx-
imate solution (truncated Dyson series) and the error term:

N
u = uP? 4+ ", where uPP = E u”.
n=0

The error u®" satisfies the equation
BT + %uerr -\ [SNuerr + En+ (meuerr)Q] 7
where £y is the linearized operator around u®P given by
En(w) = 4ReugppRew,
and the error term FEy is given by

Ey = E Rew Reu”.
j+k>N
jk=0,....N

10.2. Bound on the error term Ey.

Proposition 10.1. For any N € N, there exists € > 0 such that for all 0 < € < €*, for all T > €?

and b € [3,1]:
t T N/2
E HX (;) /0 ez(t—s)AX (%) EN ds < Te 175 <Tk,‘ > . (10.1)

Proof. First, notice that as Xf’bl is continuously embedded in Xes’b2 for by < by, it suffices to
establish for by = 1. Notice that the Fourier support of the approximate solution is in a
ball centred at the origin with radius < e~!, making the regularity index s irrelevant in our scaled
Sobolev and Bourgain spaces. We write x7(t) = x(¢/7") in what follows.

We apply successively , and the above remark on the Fourier localisation, obtaining:

IS

x5b

t
XT(t)/ ez(t*s)AxT(s)EN ds
0

. N HXTENHX:,O < Z HXTQ{euj%euk‘

j+k>N
jk=0,....N

L2z’
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Above, applying Holder inequality, then Bernstein inequality (using the Fourier localisation of the
approximate solution), Holder inequality again and finally (A.1)):

HXTS)%uj Reu” ’

L2L2 ’S HXTmeujl{LgoLgo HXTmeukHLng
tHx

< T |rmend g o IncrMent e iz) S Te ! vaend | oo Irend]

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality followed by Proposition [8.1] gives then

< Te 2 (IEHXT%eu]Hij> (IEHXT%eu HXSJ,) <Tel™2 ( ) ,

Tkin

E HXTi)%euijieuk’

L2132
for k small enough. Combining the three inequalities above yields ((10.1]). O
10.3. The bilinear X2 estimate.

oy d
Proposition 10.2. Ifs > 5 —1,

< 2
S elullan

to
‘x(t)/ 9%y (s)u? ds

0

Xe
The same estimate holds true if u? is replaced by w? or |ul|?.
The proof of this proposition will rely on the following lemma, proved in [10].

Lemma 10.3. If N; < Ny € 2% for any k > 0 there exists by < % such that

r _diq_
"R Py ull yoso [[Pe vy vll oo

d_
Ix(8) Pe.nvyuPe Nyl 202 S NY
The same holds if u or v are replaced by their complex conjugates.

Equipped with this lemma, we can now turn to the proof of the proposition.

Proof. By (A.2), it suffices to prove that

2 2
I ()ull oo S lullse-
We will prove this bound by duality: choosing v € X;s’lfb, it reduces to estimating [ x(8)u*v dx ds.
Applying the Littlewood-Paley decomposition in u and v, this becomes

Z // X(S)P67N1UPE7NQUP57N3de ds.
N1,Nz2,N3e2No

Without loss of generality, we can assume that Ny 2 N3. Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
followed by Lemma [10.3

’// Pe NyuPe NyuPe N3V dx ds S HX(S)P@MUPE,NQU”L?L? HPE,N:sUHLQLZ

< g_l""% 411k
SNET 2T Pl oo [ Peaatl] gouro | Pevgvll oo
L 1dh—s _diq1_prr—
SNET T SN NG| Pyl s [ Pyl g0 | Peyvy s

By almost orthogonality, it is now easy to see that the sum over Ny, Na, N3 restricted to Ny 2 N3
of the above satisfies the desired bound. Indeed, the sum over Nj is just a geometric series, while
the sum over Ny, N3 can be treated by Cauchy-Schwarz. O
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Appendix A. X*° spaces

We define X? b spaces, and review their properties, for functions defined on R?. This frame-
work can be immediately translated to the case of the torus, the only difference being additional
subpolynomial losses in € in some Strichartz estimates.

The X*? spaces were introduced in [7]. We quickly review their properties, refering the reader
to [38], Section 2.6, for details.

Definition Let
[ fllms = I{eD)” f1| 2

and
[l g0 = le™ ™ P u(t) || 2 s = 1(€€)* (T + w(E))U(T, k)| 12 (Rxra)

Time continuity For b > %,

lullrs < llull s (A.1)

Inverting the linear Schrédinger equation Assume that u solves

{ i0u 4+ w(D)u = F

u(t=0)=0
Then, denoting x for a smooth cutoff function, supported on B(0,2), and equal to 1 on B(0,1),
@l gerr S 1o (A.2)

From group to X*? estimates Assume that, uniformly in 75 € R,

||eitToe—itw(D)f||Y < 00(6)”<€D>Sf”L2

Then, if b > %7
lully <o Cole)llull s

Strichartz estimates We want to apply the previous statement to Strichartz estimates:

» 1_d 1_d
He ’Ltw(D)fHL4L4 5’{’8 €2 4||<€D>2 4f||L2

As a consequence, if s >0, Kk >0, b > %,

1.4
lellpars Sp e llull gy, (A.3)

It will also be useful to localize Strichartz estimates through frequency projectors: if d > 3,
d_ 1

—itw Nz
IPave 2 s < (2 ) RSl

Al
Nl

N
Pl < ()"l

with identical statements if P, y is replaced by Q7 5.

Duality The dual of X is X700 Therefore, the previous inequalities imply that, if s < 0, K > 0,
V< -1
27

1_d .
IXOul_—qsy So & Hullpungen  Hd>3, (A4)
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.. . . . ’ 1
Similarly, the dual of the inequality (A.1) is, for any o' < 3,
lull e S lullzans (A5)

Interpolation If 0 < 0 <1, s = 0sg+ (1 —0)s; and b= 60by + (1 — 0)by,

0 —0
luall e < el S o 12l o o, -

Appendix B. Elementary bounds

Lemma B.1 (Estimates for degree one vertices). For any 0 < e < 1, €] S et and 0 <t <1 the
following estimates hold true. First,

de’ 1t
/ % < '~ min <~, ) [loge| forall v € R, (B.1)
efjse 1y + 687+ ¢l €] €

and for 0 < § <1,

/ 1] 2 d¢”! or |FZ+ éff] 2 be7?)dg! < C(6)€2 4 loge| forally € R (B.2)
6 |5e? v+ &85+ 4 -
and for m € C1[0,00) nonegative with m(0) = 0:
S\t
/ M < C(m)e* U loge| for all v € R. (B.3)
g7 et [y + €87 + ¢
Second,
f
/ = d e e loge| for all v € R. (B.4)
ef1ser [y + (€ +80).& + 4

Proof. By rotational invariance, we can assume that £ = (|€],0,...,0). Integrating first over the
variables fg, e 55 and then performing the change of variables f{ = (|€]t)~1¢y one finds:

J s . . S
efl<et [y + 685+ 3 T eliet [ty +tEle] +i) 1€l Sicalgige e 1By + G+l

The last integral above satisfies fIQISA [ty + ¢ +itdG S Aif A<land [...Slog(A)if A>1
which proves .

Next, note that 1(|€] > de~ ! or |y + £.£7| > de72) < 1(J€] > de 1) + 1(|y + £.£7] > 6e2). We
then estimate separately using for the first inequality below, and |y + el + %| < C(6)e 2 for
the second one:

Lo 206D ()6 loge), [ A §601 2 0 el 5y -0,
efjget |7+ &80+ el v+ €&l
Summing the two inequalities above proves (B.2)).

For m € C'[0,00) nonnegative with m(0) we have m(el¢]) < elé| for all |§] < e '. Hence
m(ef) min(|€] 71, e 1) <€, and implies (B.3).

We now turn to the last estimate (B.4). First, if either ¢ < €2 or |y| > €2, then |y + (£+&7).67 +
%| > €72 and is true by simply bounding the integrand by €2 and the volume of the support
of the integral by e~¢. We thus now assume ¢ > €2 and |y| < e 2. We change variables n = &/ +£/2
and notice the identity &7.(6f + &) = |n|? — |€|?/4 so that:

/ ¢’ < / dn
ef gt Iy + (€ + 8T+ T Jmiser |y — BE g2 4 4
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We now claim that for all real numbers |A| < e~2 there holds:
62_d
S —. (B.5)

1
{nert iavmpi< <5

Assuming the claim holds true we then partition and bound with the help of (B.5):

dn t 3 i1
/ — D> <.>{neRd, PRI
[n]Set |’Y—T+|7]|2+%| J

JEL, |jISte?

< €279 loge|

~

and (B.4)) is obtained. It now remains to prove (B.5)). If |A| < ¢~! then we have

J 5 1 2—d
{nert iasmpi< 4| < :

d €
2

2
{nemt e <3} <ot

1/2

where we used that t > €. If |A| > ¢~ we change variables n = |A|Y/27) and estimate:

d
1 d A 1 |A|z71 2

R?, A <2t =14 e RY | 4+ |7)%] < < <
Hne y +m\|_t}\ A2 {776 g HP S | S S

where we used 1/(|AJt) < 1 and |A| < ¢ 2. The two estimates above imply (B.5]) which ends the
proof of the Lemma.

Il
Lemma B.2 (Weighted integrals). For 0 < e < 1 there holds for any £ €¢ RY, vy € R and 0 <t < 1:

d
/ A < og,
a€R, Jo<e? [V +a+ §

d
/ / 5 5 elfd'
gerd, [g]<e—1 €+ €]

For any 8,8 € R, for all t > 0 there holds:

and for d > 2:

d 1
| ot S (B.6)
ack [+ ¢lla+ B+ 7B+
d 1 1
/ i az' TS g L il (B.7)
aer |a+ flla+ B+ i|la+ B+ T [B+ 8+

and if 0 <t < 1:

/ da A (In t} / ' doz’ ‘ (In t> 1 _ (BS)
ack o tille+ B+ 7B+ Jaer la+fllo+ B+ illa+ B+ T B+ 18+

Proof. Proof of . By rescaling the integration variable, it suffices to prove the inequality for
t=1. For t =1 and || < 1 the integral is < [(a) 2da < 1 which proves the result. For t = 1
and |B| > 1 we estimate first in the zone |a| < 10|3| that |a +i|~Ha + B +14|7! < |B|72 so that this

zone contributes at most to |3|~!. In the zone |a| > 10|3| we change variables a = |3|& and bound
the contribution of this zone by || f|d|>10 ||8|a+i| 7| Bla+B+i =t <87, and is established.

Proof of (B.7). By rescaling, it suffices to consider t = 1. We assume 83’ <0, and >0, 8/ <0
without loss of generality. In the zone |a| < 0, we upper bound in the integral |a + 8" +i|7! <
|8 +i|71, apply to estimate [ _,|a+i|"t|a+B+i|'da, and obtain the desired upper bound

. In the zone |a| > 0, we upper bound | + 8 +4|™! < |8+ i|~!, apply to estimate
a+i| a4+ B +i| 'da, and (B.7) is established. The proof if 53" > 0 can be done similarly.
a<0
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Proof of (B.8). For the first inequality, we bound for || < t7! that |a+ 8+ | ~ |3+ | and for
la| > ¢! that [a +i| & |a + £, and use (B6) to estimate:

/ da < 1 da +/ do < (Int)
ack o tilla+ B+ 18+ f S latil - Jiaper lat+ flla+ B+ 5 T 18+

The proof of the second inequality is similar and we omit it.
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