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LONG TIME DECAY AND ASYMPTOTICS FOR THE COMPLEX MKDV
EQUATION

GAVIN STEWART

ABSTRACT. We study the asymptotics of the complex modified Korteweg-de Vries equation
du+ 3u = £|u|?0u

In the real valued case, it is known that solutions with small, localized initial data exhibit modified
scattering for |z| > ¢'/3, and behave self-similarly for || < t1/3. We prove that the same asymptotics
hold for complex mKdV. The major difficulty in the complex case is that the nonlinearity cannot be
expressed as a derivative, which makes the low-frequency dynamics harder to control. To overcome
this difficulty, we introduce the decomposition v = S + w, where S is a self-similar solution with the
same mean as v and w is a remainder that has better decay. By using the explicit expression for S,
we are able to get better low-frequency behavior for u than we could from dispersive estimates alone.

1. INTRODUCTION
We study the complex modified Korteweg-de Vries (mKdV) equation
Oru + 02u = +|u*0,u (1)

This equation appears as a model in nonlinear optics, where it models higher order corrections for
waves travelling in a nonlinear medium [2,[32,49]. It also describes higher order effects in vortex
filament evolution [I4]. The complex mKdV equation is completely integrable, and has infinitely
many conserved quantities, the first few of which are the momentum, angular twist, and energy [1]:

Pu) = / lu|? da, W(u) = / |u|? arg(u), d E(u) = / %|61u|2 T £|u|4 dz

1.1. Known results. The smoothing and maximal function estimates developed by Kenig, Ponce,
and Vega in [41,42] can be used to show that () is locally wellposed in H*, s > 1. For real initial
data, Colliander, Keel, Staffilani, Takaoka, and Tao show in [7] that for s > 1/4 solution exist globally,
and global wellposedness for real initial data at the s = 1/4 endpoint was shown independently by
Kishimoto in [44] and by Guo in [23]. If we require uniformly continuous dependence on the initial data,
then the s = 1/4 endpoint is sharp, see [43] for the focusing case and [5] for the defocusing case. Local
wellposedness has also been show in the weighted Sobolev spaces H® N |x|~™L? for s > max(2m, 1/4),
in [I340]. For the equation set on the torus, wellposedness was shown by Chapouto in a range of
Fourier-Lebesgue spaces [3,4]. Relaxing the requirement of uniformly continuous dependence on the
initial data, Harrop-Griffiths, Killip, and Visan used the complete integrability of the equation to prove
a weaker form of wellposedness in H® for s > —1/2 in [28]. They also show that for s < —1/2, the
equation exhibits instantaneous norm inflation, so no wellposedness result is possible. Outside the

scale of H*® spaces, Griinrock proved in [21] that the equation is locally wellposed for real-valued initial

data in the spaces I;T\,f defined by the norms Hu“i i= |[(€)@]| . for the parameter range 3 < r < 2,

s > 3 — 5-. The parameter range was later improved by Griinrock and Herr in [22] to 1 < r < 2,
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s > % 2_17«7 which has the scaling-critical space HY = FL™ as the (excluded) endpoint. By using
an approximation argument, Correia, Cote, and Vega were able to show a form of wellposedness in a
critical space contained in FL> in [I0].

The long time asymptotics of the real-valued mKdV equation equation have received a great deal
of study. The first complete results were given in [I1], where Deift and Zhou used the complete
integrability of the equations to obtain asymptotic formulas using the inverse scattering transform. The
first results not depending on complete integrability were derived by Hayashi and Naumkin in [30L3T],
where it was shown that solutions starting with small, localized data decay at the linear rate and
exhibit Painlevé asymptotics in the self-similar region |z| < /3. These results were extended to
proving modified scattering in the region z < —t~1/3 and more rapid decay in the region = > ¢t~'/3 by
Harrop-Griffiths in [27] using the method of testing with wave packets developed by Ifrim and Tataru
in [35/36). These results were also proved independently by Germain, Pusateri, and Rousset in [20]
using the method of space time resonances, and it was further shown that solitons are stable under
small, localized perturbations, and that for long times the perturbation has the same asymptotics
as in the small data case. More recently, Correia, Cote, and Vega extended these results in [10] by
allowing the solution to have a jump discontinuity at 0 in Fourier space, which corresponds to studying
the dynamics of vortex filaments with corners, see [48]. For the complex equation with nonlinearity
Oz (|ul*u), asymptotic results in the region x/t < 0 were given in [53] using the Deift-Zhou steepest
descent method. Results for the Sasa-Satsuma mKdV equation (nonlinearity 2|u|?0,u + ud,|ul?) are
given for 2/t > 0 in [46] and in the self-similar region || < t~/3 in [33]. Except for the results in the
region x/t < 0 given in [34] using steepest descent, the asymptotics of the complex mKdV equation ()
do not appear to have been studied.

Asymptotic results for the mKdV equation hinge on the decay properties of solutions to the linear
equation

Ou+ 02u =0
u(t =0) = wug

The fundamental solution is given in terms of the Airy function by
F(x,t) = (3t)7Y3 Ai((3t)~Y32)
If wg is localized and regular, then for ¢ > 1 we have
fu(w, )] S £ (w1131, Dau(, £)] S £ /11314 2)

In particular, |u||0,u| < ¢t~1, which suggests the problem () (like its real-valued counterpart), should
be critical with respect to scattering.

1.2. Main results. We will consider the equation with data prescribed at ¢t = 1:

Ou+ O3u = +|ul*0,u
u(t =1) = e %,

We will prove the following result:
Theorem 1. There exists an ¢y > 0 such that if € < eg, and u, € H? satisfies
[[ha| oo + [J@us]| L2 < € (4)

then the solution u to [Bl) exists on [1,00) and has the following asymptotics:
For = > /3, we have rapid decay of the form

|u(z,t)| < et*1/3(xt*1/3)73/4 5
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For z < —t~Y/3, we have modified scattering

1 ) ' Crtf . s)|? R
u(zx,t) :\/m Ue{lzl}exp (—21/%58 + mg + w/l M ds) Foo(v&0)

+ O(etfl/S(Itfl/B)fﬁ)/%)

(6)

where §o = /57 and fo a bounded function of §.
For |z| < tY/3+48 we have self-similar behavior
w(x,t) = S(x, t;a) + O(et /3P (7)
where « is some complex number with |a| Se, f = %—062 for some constant C, and S is a self-similar
solution; that is, S(z,t; ) = til/go(x/tl/:"; «), where o is a bounded solution of
{ 0" — tzo = +1|of*c

5(0) = a (8)

Remark 1. Equation () is nothing more than a complex, phase-rotation invariant version of the
Painlevé II equation,

#0)=aeR (9)

It is known (see [9,[12,129]) that (@) has a unique bounded solution for |a| < 1, and this fact will be
used in Section [f] to prove that ) has a unique, bounded solution.

{ 7 — =473

Remark 2. Note that the assumption that u, € H? is only used to give local wellposedness for the
equation (using the H? N x~'L? theory from [40]). In particular, it plays no role in the a priori
estimates which give us the asymptotics, and we do not need any smallness assumption on the H?
norm of .

If we could prove local wellposedness for @) with u, € FL® Nax~1L2, then we could drop the
requirement that u, € H? entirely, since our arguments would then imply that the local solution can be
extended to a global one. However, proving local wellposedness in this space is not straightforward: the
quasilinear behavior of the problem appears to preclude the use of a fized-point argument, and smooth
functions are not dense in F L, which makes compactness arguments more complicated. It is possible
that local existence could be proved by arguing along the lines of [10]; however, nontrivial modifications
outside the scope of this paper would be needed to account for the different algebraic structure of the
nonlinearity in the complex case.

It might appear somewhat unnatural to prescribe initial data in this form. However, by combin-
ing Theorem [I with the weighted local wellposedness result in [40] we obtain a result with initial
conditions given at t = 0:

Corollary 2. Let u solve
Ou + O2u = *|ul|*0,u
u(t=0) =g

Then, there exists an €9 > 0 such that for all € < e, if
[zuoll L2 + [luollm2 < €

then the solution u has the same asymptotics as in Theorem [l
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Proof. By [40, Theorem 8.1], for € small enough there exists a local solution u € C([0, 1], H?N|xz|~1L?)
with supg<, <1 [|w(t)|| 2 + [|[zu(t)][ 22 S e Now, let u. = % u(1). Since the linear propagator is unitary

on L2 Sobolev spaces, u, € H2. Moreover, by using the identity ze!% = e'9% (z — 3t02), we see that

3
Kz)uallze <llullze + ze®=u(1)] 2
Sllu)llzz + [z = 307)u(1)]r2 S €
This controls (]) by the Sobolev-Morrey embedding, so Theorem [I] gives the result. O

Remark 3. A discussed in Remark[3d, the role of the H? hypothesis in Corollary[@ is largely to allow
us to use the weighted local wellposedness theory of [{0]. In this case, however, it is much less clear
that we could obtain a wellposedness theorem in the scaling critical space FL™ Nz~ L? because the
dispersive decay estimates degenerate at t = 0. Even in the real-valued case, very little is know about
wellposedness on [0, 1] with initial data in FL® Nx~1L2: see [10].

Remark 4. Although the arguments in this paper are given for the nonlinear +|u|?0,u, with slight
modifications they can apply to nonlinearities of the form alu|?*0,u + bu?d,u for a,b real. If a = 3b,
we have the Sasa-Satsuma equation whose asymptotics were studied in [33[]7].

1.3. Main difficulties. The main difficulty for complex mKdV over real valued mKdV is the unfa-
vorable location of the derivative in the nonlinearity, which creates significant obstacles for the proof.
The first difficulty comes when we try to control u in weighted spaces. Our argument requires us
to control Lu in L?, where
L= P%get®% = g — 3t9?
Prior works for real mKdV estimate Lu by relating it to the scaling transform of wu:
Au= (14 20, + 3td)

via the identity
Lu = 0; ' Au F 3tu®

which holds for solutions of real mKdV. Since the nonlinearity for real mKdV can be written as a
derivative, we can integrate the equation for Au and perform an energy estimate to get control of
07 'Au. This strategy fails completely for complex mKdV: the relationship between Lu and Au now
reads

Lu = 8; "AuF 3t0; " (|ul*0,u)
and the last term cannot be bounded in L?. Thus, we must use a different approach.

Our argument, very roughly speaking, amounts to performing an energy estimate on Lu directly.
The fact that we have a derivative in the nonlinearity means we must exploit some cancellation (via
integration by parts) to avoid having to estimate terms containing a 9, Lu factor. This is analogous
to the situation for the H* energy estimates for mKdV: see [52, Chapter 4].

The other (and more major) problem appears when we try to establish bounds on 4 at low frequen-
cies. Writing f = €92y for the linear profile of u, we see that

AfE,t) = —//”‘ﬁfn, F(=o,0)( =n—0)f(¢ =n—o,t) dndo

for p(&,m,0) =€ —(E—n—0)> =0 —0® =3 +0)(€—n)(€ —0). When [¢] > t~/3, we can perform
a stationary phase estimate on the nonlinear term to find that 0; f satisfies a perturbed Hamiltonian
ODE, which we can integrate to get bounds for f . However, the stationary phase estimate degenerates
at low frequencies, which prevents us from applying this argument for |£] < t=1/3. In the real-valued



LONG TIME DECAY AND ASYMPTOTICS FOR THE COMPLEX MKDV EQUATION 5

case, the failure of the stationary phase estimates is compensated by the favorable position of the
derivative, allowing us to obtain global bounds using only dispersive estimates. In the complex valued
case, the derivative structure is less favorable, and the dispersive estimates for u are only strong enough
to prove |9;f| < €3¢, which is insufficient to prove global bounds.

To overcome this second difficulty, we perform a modulation argument. We write u = S + w, where
S is a self-similar solution to (Il) satisfying 5'(0) = 4(0) and w is a remainder. This decomposition
is advantageous: the fact that S is self-similar implies that |S|?0,S is a derivative, giving additional
cancellation at low frequencies. Moreover, the Fourier space estimates of Correia, Cote, and Vega in [9]
can be combined with our estimates on the linear propagator to show that S obeys the same decay
estimates as u. In particular, S and u have matched asymptotics for |z| < t*/3 (which corresponds to
€] < t~1/3 in frequency space), so low-frequency projections of w obey stronger decay bounds than
either v or S. By writing

9, f(0,t) =+ \/% / |u|?Opu dx

— 4 \/% / (u[20,u — |S[20,S da
— \/% / (u[20,w + 2R(u)0, S der

and using this improved decay, we can prove that J; f (0,%) decays at an integrable rate, which allows
us to show that f(&,t) is bounded for |¢] < ¢71/3. As a bonus, we immediately get the asmyptotics
u~ S for |z| < /3.

This argument has some similarities with the one used by Hayashi and Naumkin in [30]: indeed,
the estimates we find for w are largely identical to theirs. However, our argument differs from theirs
in three key regards. First, we cannot estimate Lw using the scaling vector field A, so we instead must
use the method of space-time resonances to perform an energy estimate on Lw directly. Second, since
the mean (0, t) varies in time, we must modulate in time rather than subtracting a fixed self-similar
solution. Finally, our argument is different in terms of how the estimates on w fit into the proof.
In [30], the estimates on w are performed after the solution has been shown to decay at the linear rate
for all time, and are only necessary to obtain the asymptotics in the self-similar region. In our work,
on the other hand, the estimates on w are necessary in order to prove that the solution u decays at
the linear rate globally in time.

1.4. Plan of the proof.

1.4.1. Overview of the space-time resonance method. To prove Theorem [l we will work within the
framework of the method of space-time resonances. This method, first developed by Germain, Shatah,
and Masmoudi in [I8] and independently by Gustafson, Nakanishi, and Tsai in [24], has been used to
derive improved time of existence and asymptotics for a variety of equations with dispersive character;
see [RLI6HIOL25LB7H39]. The method begins by rewriting the nonlinear equation for u in term of the
profile f(t) = e u(t):

a,f = +et: (’e—wi !

fE=1) =u,

Which can be re-written in mild form as

fen =it o [ [ imofane—n-afc-n-otdyrds ()

2 —td°
Ore ] ) (10)
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where ¢ is the phase associated with the four wave mixing by the cubic nonlinearity:

P& no)=8—(E—n—0)P -1’ -0 =3n+o)—n)(E—0) (12)

Roughly speaking, we would like to show that the change in f (given by the integral in (IIJ)) is small
in some norm that gives us the required decay estimates for u. Heuristically, if we imagine that f is a
smooth bump function, then the integral term in (1) will be dominated by the stationary points of
the phase where Vg, »(s¢(&,n,0)) = 0. The points where ¢ = 0 corresponds to a resonance (in the
classical sense of the term) in the nonlinear interaction between plane waves of frequencies £ —n — o, 7
and —o.

For dispersive PDEs, it is more natural to think in terms of wave packets instead of plane waves. A
wave packet at frequency £ is a bump function which travels at the group velocity, which for complex
mKdV is ve = —3¢2. Clearly, wave packets can interact over large timescales only if they have the
same group velocity, and the condition V, ,¢ = 0 is precisely what is required for three wave-packets
at frequencies £ — n — o, 1, and —o to have the same group velocities. See [I5] for an expository
overview of the method.

In our application, we will see in Section[3]the decay we want in Theorem [l follows from the estimate
sup;~1 || fllx <€, where the X norm is defined by

£ x = 1 @)llze + ¢ f (2] (13)

Note that this norm is scale invariant. In our argument, we use a bootstrap argument to show that
this norm is small for all time.

1.4.2. Step 1: Stationary phase estimate for high frequencies. Let us first consider the L> bound for
f(&,t). Since this amounts to a pointwise bound, it is natural to consider £ fixed. The stationary
points V; s¢ = 0 are then given by

(m,01) =(£,6)
(m,01) =(§,—¢)
(m,01) =(=¢,&)
(n4,04) =(£/3,£/3)

A formal stationary phase calculation then shows that

B f(e,t) = + ”gnﬁ FEDPFED + ”8/9’53glf(ﬁ/&t)lzf(&/&t)+{error}

where c is some constant whose exact value is unimportant. Since the second term has a highly oscil-
latory phase, we expect that it will not be relevant on timescales ¢t > |¢|72. Similarly, we expect that
the error term will be higher order in ¢, and hence will not contribute significantly to the asymptotics.
After discarding the oscillatory term and the error term, we are left with a Hamiltonian ODE, which
we can integrate explicitly to find that

fe.) ~exp< / f (&) &) s> fo()

for some bounded function fu.
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1.4.3. Step 2: Modulation analysis in the self-similar region. The above argument only applies for
frequencies || > t~1/3. For smaller frequencies, there is not enough oscillation to neglect the oscillating
term, and the error term in the stationary phase expansion becomes unacceptably large due to the
coalescence of the stationary points (;,0;) as £ = 0. Using the embedding H' — C¢%'/2 and making
the bootstrap assumption that ||d¢f||2 = [z f]lL> < €et!/S, we see that the problem of controlling
low frequencies reduces to understanding the behavior of the zero Fourier mode. In the real-valued
case, f (0,t) is conserved by the flow (and hence the low frequency bounds are immediate), but in the
complex valued case,

which is not zero in general.

The main difficulty for |¢] < ¢t~1/3 is that the low-frequency component of u evolves in a genuinely
nonlinear manner. By analogy with the real-valued problem, we expect u to exhibit self-similar asymp-
totics for |x| < t'/3, which corresponds to the low frequency range |[¢| < ¢~1/3. Thus, we will attempt
to show the behavior of u at low frequencies is approximately self-similar. If S(z,t) = t= /30 (xt=1/3)
is a self-similar solution of (), then o satisfies the third order ODE

Do — %(%CUU) = |o|?o, (14)

In order for S to be compatible with the asymptotics given in Theorem [l we need o to be bounded and
lie in a certain weighted L? space. In particular, this means ¢ must solve the Painlevé-type equation
by (8). Since the mean of u changes in time, we will also need to modulate the mean of the self-similar
solution. This leads us to impose the condition §(0) = p, which by [9] is enough to determine o.
By examining (I4) and recalling that S is obtained by applying the self-similar scaling to o, we see
that |S]?0,S is the derivative of a function. Thus, |S|?0,S has mean zero. If we choose S such that

S(0,t) = 6(0) = f(0,t), then this implies that
. 1 1
0. f(0,t) = £—— ul?0u — 5’28w5’dx=:|:—/ ul?0,w + (W + wu)d,S dx
0.0 = == [P0 -] = [ 10w+ (i + wm)
where w = u — S.

1.4.4. Step 3: Weighted bounds for w. We now consider the difference w in more detail. By definition,
w has mean zero, and so does g = e'Pw. We will show that ||zg||;2 < €t'/6=8 for 8 as in Theorem [II
(This is similar to [30], where it is shown that Lw obeys better L? bounds that Lu). Using this
estimate, we find that w has better dispersive decay than u, which allows us to prove a bound

0:f(0,0) S 271 F

Integrating in time gives the boundedness for low frequencies, and shows that u(z,t) =~ S(x,t; «) for
lz| < /2 and t large, where a = lim; o £(0,t). Moreover, using the self-similar scaling and (), it
can be seen that S satisfies |LS||z> ~ ¢3t'/6. Thus,

[z fllL> < LS| L2 + llzgllze

so the bound |zf| > < et'/¢ also follows from the improved L? bound for xg. Thus, the proof is
complete if we can obtain the weighted L? bound for g.

In the real-valued case, it is possible to use the scaling vector field to control Lw in L2, but the
non-divergence form of the nonlinearity in (Il) precludes this argument. Instead, we will use a more
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direct argument. Since F(xg) = —i0¢g, by Plancherel’s theorem it suffices to prove bounds on J¢g in
L?. We find that

006 = o [ 0coc )€~ 1 - 0)i(~ + 1+ ) [(~0) ddo

+ i /eiwf(ﬁ)(ﬁ — 1 —0)j(E —n—0)f(—0) dydo (15)

+ {easier terms}
The second term appears concerning, since our estimates do not allow us to control derivatives of Lw.

However, by writing it as +et0: (|u|281Lw) in physical space and performing an energy estimate, we
see that this term is actually harmless:

1
s0leglte = & [ uPo, (Ll do+o = [0 [Luf? do -

and [ Oy|ul?|Lw|* dz < €*t~||xg||3., which is consistent with the slow growth of zg in L?. Thus, it
only remains to control the first term in ([IB]). We do this by considering the space-time resonance
structure of ¢, together with cancellations coming from the J:¢ multiplier. The derivatives of ¢ are

Oedp =3(n +0)(2 —n—o0)
On¢ =3(§ — 0)(§ — 21— 0) (16)
Op¢ =3(§ =n)(§ —n — 20)

Based on ([[2) and (I6]), We introduce the space-time resonant sets

T={{=ntu{{=0}
S={n=0=¢/3}
R=SNT

:{(Oa 0, 0)}

where 7 is the set of time resonances (where ¢ vanishes to higher order than 0¢¢), S is the set of space
resonances (where V, ,¢ vanishes to higher order than 0¢¢), and the set of space-time resonances is
given by R=7TNS.

Away from the set 7 of time resonances the quotient 8%;;5 is bounded and we may integrate by parts
in the time variable. This is akin to the normal form transformation method introduced by Shatah
in [5I]. In particular, it transforms the cubic nonlinearity into a quintic nonlinearity, which gives us
more decay and leads to better bounds.

On the other hand, outside of the set S of space resonances, W85¢ 7 is bounded, and we can integrate
n,o
by parts using the relation 71.5‘?’“’%2 - Vp,0€? = €% to gain a power of s~1. This is similar in spirit
n,o

to the vector field method developed by Klainerman in [45]. In principle, this integration could result
in a loss of derivatives when the space weight and the derivative fall on the same term. In practice,
however, we only need to apply this integration by parts in a small neighborhood of T, where it can
be seen that | —n — o] < max(|n|, |o|), where we can move the derivative from the term with an L
weight to an unweighted term.

Finally, in a small (time-dependent) neighborhood of the space-time resonant set R, we can integrate
crudely using the volume bounds in Fourier space and the Holder bound [§(¢)| < et'/68|¢|/2 together
with the L*° bound for f to bound the contribution from R.
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1.4.5. Organization of the paper. The plan of the rest of the paper is as follows: In Section B we
present some notation that will be used throughout the paper, and give some conventions and results
about pseudoproduct operators. In Section [ we will give decay estimates for the linear equation, and
show how these estimates allow us to control bi- and trilinear terms. In Section [, we will consider the
self-similar solution S, and derive estimates which will be necessary for the later analysis. In Section 5]
we will show that Theorem [ follows if we prove that f evolves by logarithmic phase rotation, and that
lzgl| 2, || fllz~ and |8,f(0,t)| satisfy certain bootstrap estimates. In Section [} we prove that under
the bootstrap assumptions, ||zg|/rz < et'/6=8 using space-time resonances and a Gronwall argument.
We then verify that |0;4| obeys the required decay (and hence that f is bounded for low frequencies)
and by show that at high frequencies f is bounded and undergoes the required logarithmic phase
rotation in Section [7}

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank P. Germain for many helpful discussions. The
author would also like to thank P. Deift and R. Cote for discussions about the self-similar solution.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation and basic inequalities. We will make use of the Japanese bracket notation

() :=V1+ a2

When discussing constants, we will write C' to denote a (positive) absolute constant, the exact
value of which can change from line to line. We also write ¢; and c¢; ; to denote sequences which are
£? summable to some arbitrary absolute constant:

1/2

Zc? =C
J

> gk =C
3.k
If X and Y are two quantities which we wish to compare, but we want to suppress constant factors,
we will write
e X <Y if X <CY for some C > 0,
e X ~Yif X <YandVY < X,
e X <Y if X < ¢Y, where ¢ is a small constant, the exact value of which depends on the
context.
If we want to allow the implicit constant to depend on some parameters Py, P, --- P,, then we will
write X <p,.p,,..p, Y, X ~p, p,..p, Y,0r X <p, p,..p, Y, respectively.
We use the Fourier transform convention

FIE) = () = \/% / F(@)e € da

with the inverse transformation
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Under this convention, multiplication and convolution are linked by

F(f9)(€) =¢%f « 4(2)

F(f *9)(&) =V2rf(©)a (&)
where
frgx)= /f(:v —y)g(y)dy = /f(y)g(w —y)dy

Using the Fourier transform, we can generalize the notion of differential operators to define Fourier
multiplication operators. A Fourier multiplication operator with symbol m : R — C is given by

m(D)f(z) = F~H(m(&)f(§))(x)
The Littlewood-Paley projection operators are an especially important family of Fourier multiplication
operators. Let ¢ € C*°(R) be a function supported on By(0) which is identically zero on Bj,5(0)

satisfying
D ow(E) =1
JEL
for all £ # 0. Then, we define the Littlewood-Paley projectors as

Py =v;(D) =4 (QBJ)

and define PjJr and P;” to be the projectors to positive and negative frequencies, respectively:

P = (D)1 p>o, P =;(D)1p<o,
We write
Pej=> P, Psj=> P, Poj = >, P
k<j k>j J1<k<j2

with P.; and Ps; being defined similarly. We also define
Pgj= 2. P Pg= 3, B Py= > B
E<j+10 k<j+10 j—10<k<j+10

All of the Littlewood-Paley projectors are bounded from LP(R) — LP(R), and moreover we have the
Plancherel-type identity

DI fl7e ~ N7

JEL
Furthermore, if f has mean 0 (i.e. f (0) = 0), then taking Fourier transforms and applying Hardy’s
inequality (see [26]), we find that

13- = Y2721 Pif N7 S Nl fll (17)
27

When discussing the complex mKdV equation, we will find it convenient to use the (time-dependent)
frequency projectors given by
P, 2>
Q; = P 2i—1 ~ 4-1/3 < 97
0 else

Clearly, these projectors obey the same LP — LP bounds as the usual Littlewood-Paley projectors
uniformly in time. The decision not to distinguish between frequencies < t~/3 is motivated our desire
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to have the frequency localization of f determine the spatial localization of u = e~t0: f through the
group velocity relation. For frequencies > ¢t~1/3, this is possible (see Section B]), but the uncertainty
principle implies this spatial localization deteriorates when we project to frequencies < t~1/3. To
denote the projector to the low frequencies, we will sometimes write

leogt*1/3 = wglogt*1/3 (D) = PSj
where j € Z is such that 2771 < ¢=1/3 <27 so
Id = leogt*1/3 + Z Qj
2§ >¢—1/3
As with the projectors P;, we define
Q<i=Y Qr: Q= Qu  Quj= Y. @
kE<j k>j J1<k<j2

with @«; and @~ ; being defined analogously, and

ng = Q<j+10, Qn~j = Q[j*lo,jJrlO]a Q<j = X<j-10
We will often indicate the frequency localization of a function through a subscript, so
fi =Qif
S = QUi o) f
and similarly for f.;, f~;, etc.
To complement the @);, it will be useful to consider time-dependent functions y; with the property

that if f is a bump function localized in space near 0, then e~t0: Q; f will be localized near the support
of x; (up to more rapidly decaying tails). To do this, we define

x(z/(t2%7)) 27 > ¢=1/3
Xi (@5 1) = § o cyorys x(@/(122%)) 27 <713 < 23H1
0 97+l < ¢=1/3

where x is a non-negative bump function localized in the region |z| ~ 1 chosen so that >, x;(z,t) =1
for all x # 0. As with the Fourier projectors, we define

X<i=D Xk X<i =D Xk Xl = D Xk
k<j k<j J1<k<j2

with x>; and x>; defined in analogously, and

X<j = X<j+105 X<j = X<j—10s X~j = X[j—10,j4+10]

and similarly for x>; and xs.;.
Note that for f € L?, each of the families {xxf}, {Q;f} and {xxQ;f} is almost orthogonal, which
implies that

1122~ > IafllEe ~ D0 QiflIZ~ D aQiflze (18)

2k>¢=1/3 20 >¢—1/3 27,2k >—1/3

We also recall the following bound (which expresses the pseudolocality of the projectors Q;): For
1

14 1
p_p1+p2’

Q< f) gllize S (27 d(supp(f), supp(9))) ™V || fllzer |9l Lr2 (19)
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which can be obtained by writing Q<; f = QS ;% f and noting that QS ;j is a rapidly decreasing function.
In particular, if the supports of f and g are separated by a distance much larger than 277, the term
on the right in ([[9) will be small.

Remark 5. The notion of pseudolocality holds in a much greater generality for pseudodifferential
operators a(xz,hD), see [5]|]. In equation (), 277 plays the role of the small parameter h.

Remark 6. We will often apply the estimate (I9) as follows: Taking g = x;, we find that

Ix;Q<s (1= X))l 1o Siv (12%7) N F| 1o (20)
SO
Ix;Q<iFllee SN IXmi Flle + (£2%) "N F |l 1o

In our applications, x; F and x~;F will generally obey the same sorts of bounds, so we can essentially
commute the frequency localization of Q<; and the spatial localization of x; up to an error which is
summable in j.

Remark 7. By writing Q; = Q<; — Q<;—1, we see that the same bounds hold true if Q<; is replaced
by Q;

2.2. Multilinear harmonic analysis. For a symbol m : R? — C, we define the trilinear pseudo-
product operator T, by

FLnlf9:1)(€) = 5= [ ml&n. ) f0)al€ = 1~ (o) dndo

In particular, T1(f,g,h)(z) = (fgh)(x), so T,, can be thought of as a generalized product. If the
symbol m is sufficiently well-behaved, we can show that that the pseudoproduct T,,(f,g,h) obeys
Holder-type bounds (see also [6]):

. . « 1 1 1 1 1
Theorem 3. Suppose m is a symbol with m € L*, and T T T Then,
1T (fy 9, P)lle S Il 1 f o llgllLea (1 R2]] Lo (21)

Proof. By inverting the Fourier transform, we find
1 y
T(£.9:0(0) = s [ 2,00 =y = Dol = p)hle = y = w) dydzdo
which yields the result by Young’s inequality. |

Remark 8. In our analysis, we will often consider symbols m which are supported on a region of
volume O (23j) and satisfy the symbol bounds
|08 . om(&,m,0)| Sa 2717V
For such symbols,
27 27 27
L+ [27y)N (1 + |272))V (1 + [Zw])V
which shows that m satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [3.

|77L(y, va)' SN (

We also need a pseudolocality property for pseudoproduct operators given in the following lemma:
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Lemma 4. Suppose that f1, f2, f3, fa are functions, and suppose that supp f; and supp fr are separated
by a distance R for some i # k. Let m be a symbol supported on || + |n| + |o| < 29F5 and satisfying
the symbol bounds
|a?,7],amj (57 , U)' Sa 2*]\04
1 1 1 1_1
Then,forp—1+p—2+p—3+p—4—5, we have
faTon; (frs Fos f)le Sn (27 R) ™M full s [ 2l oz || f3ll o || fall Loa (22)

Proof. We will assume ¢ = 1,k = 2, since the other cases are similar. Arguing as in the proof
of Theorem [3 and using the hypothesis on the supports of fi; and fa, we have that

faTm;(f1, f2, f3) = / mi(y,z,w)f1(x —y—2z) fo(z—y) f3(xr —y —w) fa(r) dydzdw

|z|=

Using Minkowski’s and Holder’s inequalities, we see that (22) reduces to showing that
/ |mj(y,z,w) dydzdw Sy <2jR>—N
lz|>R

Since m; is smooth and supported on a region of size O(237), the same reasoning as in Remark B gives
us the bound

I (y, 2, w)| S 2%9((27y, 272, 27w)) =N 10

which gives the required bound. O

3. LINEAR AND MULTILINEAR ESTIMATES

3.1. The linear estimate. We now turn our attention to the linear part of ([Il). We begin by proving
a linear estimate for the Airy propagator. Define the spaces X for 27 > t=1/3 by the norm

1F11x; = Qi fllzae + ¢~/ l|2Qn £l 2 (23)
and note that || f[|%, < [If[|%, where X is the norm defined in (I3).

Lemma 5. Let u(z,t) = e~ f(x,t). For 29 > t=1/3, we have the pointwise estimate

Pfu(e,t) =—=e PO P (60) Loco

J V126,
) —9/14
20 (7 (208) ") Lcoxas(@ 0, (24)

_ _ —3/2
+0 <t1/3 ((2] + 2*]/3|§0|4/3)t1/3) ) ||f||X]
where &y = ’%’ Moreover, we have the estimate

|Q§logt*1/3u(x7t)| S t_1/3(1 + t2/3§g)_1”f||x

<logt—1/3
so for p € [4,00],
1Qullzr S 23229 ||, (26)
In particular, if p > 4,
lulle < 55 | fllx (27)
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Proof. The estimate (26]) follows directly from 24)) and (23], and 27) follows from (25) and (28] since

lullre S 1Qcroge-1rstlle + Y QjullLs

2i>t—1/3

so it only remains to prove (24) and (25]).
To prove the low frequency estimate (28), it suffices to show that

|Q<rogi-1/sul S min(t™ /3 712 fllx

The bound [Q <1y —1/5u| S /3] f]|x

ity, so it suffices to consider the case |€o| > t~1/3. In this case, writing

<logt—1/3

ctoge—1/3 follows immediately from the Hausdorff-Young inequal-

Q<logi-1/su(w,t) = \/% /ngogm (&)e™ ) f(¢) de

for din(€) = L&+ &3 = €3 — 3¢3¢, the assumption |§| > t~1/3 implies that [0 drin| ~ [£o]? on the
support of <o 4-1/3 f , so integration by parts yields

1 1 .
Qeieute 55 [ [0 (55 )| 10oni-vi 01
+7 52
t Jr | Ochrin
M6l (7265 I Qcrog -0 fll e + Y 0Q s v 12

<t 6ol 2 Fllx s

Oc (V<rogi10 ()| de

as required.
We now turn to the estimate ([24). We consider the estimate for Pj'"u: the estimate for P u is
similar. As before, we write

+tulz :L > +(£)eitPrin(€) £
Pruet) = == [ ur e fi) de

We distinguish between three cases depending on the relative sizes of 2/ and |£y| and the sign of .
Case [§| < 27710, In this case, |D¢¢iin| ~ 2?7, and integration by parts gives

L[ v (€) .
|Pj+u(3:,t)| 5;/0 O (ag(blin) | |1/)J~rj(§)f(§)| d¢ (28a)
+%/O W(f)a&;hn [02(€)0ef (€)] dé (28D)

F b hat 9.4 ©
or (28a)), we observe that O 75

using Hardy’s inequality (7)) yields

@8a) <t 27| Qi f | 12
\ —3/2
<178 (t1/323) I1£1lx,

has size O(27%7) and is supported on a region of size O(27), so
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Similarly, o (; ) has size O(2727) and is supported on a region of size O(27), so

@8h) <t='2732||Quja f | 12

) —3/2
SV (208)

as required.
Case [&| > 27710, In this case, |9¢@rin| ~ 58, and a quick calculation gives that

1
6£ 6€¢1m H 52 2]/2
Ui 20/2 )
Oedin(€) ||, ~ &
Integrating by parts, we find that
1 o +
PRl st [ gt (() ) | [0k, (o)l e (300)
Jr
o[t \ 0,967 )]de (300)

Using the bounds ([29) and arguing as in the case |£| < 27710, we find that
@) <t~ 27 2|Qns f |12
. o —-3/2
<~1/3 (t1/32_]/3§0 4/3) I1£1lx,
and
@B) <& °27/| Q0 f 22
e 4N —3/2
Stfl/S (tl/BQfJ/Bgo 4/3) ||f||XJ
which yields the desired bound for P;ru(x, t).
Case z > 0, 27710 < |&| < 27+10. Here, [O¢uin| ~ &, %, and the estimate is identical to the previous
case.

Case z < 0, 27719 < |&| < 29H19. Since O¢eyin vanishes at & = &, we employ the method of

stationary phase. Let us write
j+10

t)=> I

=t

where

L= [0} ©uile - ) OQTT O ds, 0>t

1 oo o (6 A
i, = /0 UF (€<, (€ — &)e™ O Q; £(€) dE

and /g is chosen such that 260 ~ ¢t=1/3(27¢1/3)=3/7,
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For the I, factors with £ > £y, we have that |O¢din| ~ 2°27. Integrating by parts, we find that

1] v ©welE — &) ,
A e GG

1|y - :

1 [ e

S (27727 1Qu Tl + 279272 0Q s 112 )
summing over ¢ > £y gives

S el 57 (2792 1@ e + 27927 210Q 7 2
>0

< (2ot 5 /og g0l |

For the I ¢, term, we write
1 o . —_— —
Lt = 7= /O Yeea(€ — )" (4F (OB~ F(E) — vF (60)@~iF (&) de

1 ¢ - it Plin itéo (§—&o)® —2ite
+ \/_2_#,%[];%(50)'][(50)/0 ¢Sf0(§_§0) (6 th1in (§) _66 t€o(§—E€0)” —2itg ) dé‘

# ot @) [ vl - e i

For the first term, we note that
UHOTSTE) v @)TF(E)| SEIE~ 6ol + 7%k — [ 7],
by the Sobolev-Morrey embedding H' — C%'/2. Using this bound, we find that

) S [ e - ) (16 - l27 + 2706 — ol /2) 17, de

< (23/26%1/6 n 2—3‘22@0) I1£1lx,
For the second term, we observe that

Brin(€) = —2&5 +6&(€ — &)* + (£ — &)®

SO

@) Sl (€)1 / ben( — &) |etEe" 1] ag

St2t|| £ x,
Finally, rescaling and using the classical stationary phase estimate gives
1

(B2d) —\/%1/);(50)13(50)672“58 /OOO ety (€ — &)ebiteoE =80 ge

o ¢ ited e 5200 42
%w;r(fo)f(go)e—zztﬁo/R@/JSO(Qe&tgoz ¢ de
o Vn2iG

e | O (1923200 G 1)

(32a)
(32Db)

(32¢)
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Collecting the terms (BI)) and (32a)—([B2d) and recalling the definition of ¢y, we find that

P (&) f (%)
S VI,

As a corollary of the above estimate, we obtain an improved bilinear decay estimate:
Corollary 6. If f,g € X, then

e % fem % 09l St IfIIxllgllx

u(t, z) e B 10 (13I8 O fx, ) O

Proof. We will prove that
103 ¢ —103 _
e ™% fe= "% 0,g] St fllxllgllx
which gives the desired result. Using Lemma B we find that

] t5/6273/23| fllx,  k<j—20
X~k @ie % f] S Q22702 fllx, | — k| <20
302272k | Fllx, k> j—20

Thus, summing in j, we find that
p— 3 p— p—
ke ™" fL S 272 ]l
Now, [|029lx, ~ 27||g||x,, so a similar calculation shows that
_t93 _
ke~ 0og] S 7122 g x
which gives the result. 0

Remark 9. Although Corollary [@ does not apply directly to pseudoproducts, we will see in Section [@
that Lemmald can be used together with the pseudolocality of pseudoproducts given in Lemmal[j] to give
bounds of the same type for pseudoproducts involving a Oyu term.

From the proof of Corollary 6] we also get a decay bound on x>pu:

Corollary 7. If f € X and u=e "% f,

Ixskullpe S 722752 £l x

It will also be important later to have decay estimates for e~ to: g when §(0) = 0. We record them
here:

Corollary 8. Suppose §(0) = 0 and xg € L2. Then, if w = e’tagg, we have the bounds

4 , , —3/2
1Qjw| < (f_1/2x~j +175/691/2 (2J + 2_J/‘°’|§o|4/3) ) llzgllL2c; (33)

and

Ixrwlpe S ¢ g] peer (34)

Proof. By the Morrey-Sobolev embedding H' — C'/2 we have that for 27 > ¢=1/3,
lgllx, =IIF (Qp-10,5+1019) I +t°|[2Q}; 10,1019l 2
S +¢7Y/6279/2)| | F (Qrj—20,j+2019) L + t71/6||Q[j—20,j+20] (zg)llL2
§2j/2||Q[j—30,j+30] (zg)| L2
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so applying Lemma [H gives ([33). To prove the localized bound ([B4]), we note that (33) implies that

Ixxwllzoe <lIxpQmrwlre + [XeQerwllLe + Xk Qs rwl| L

< S Qe+ Y aQeullie + Y Qe o

|k—£]<10 £<k—10 £>k+10
S Y T Paglleee+ 70 D0 2 laglle + Y 27 lagllne
|k—£]<10 £<k—10 £>k+10

StV lzgl peer + 7027 gl 2

which can be seen to satisfy the required ¢4 summability condition. |

3.2. Bounds for cubic terms. Since the complex mKdV equation has a cubic nonlinearity, we will
naturally find ourselves dealing with frequency-localized terms of the form Q;(|u|?0,u) and the like.

In this section, we collect some basic bounds for these terms for later reference. Let u; = e~ 10z fi for
i=1,2,3 and f; € X. We begin by considering x>;j_10Q~;(u1uzusz). Using (20) to control the error
in commuting the physical and Fourier localization operators, we find that

[X>j-10Q@~; (uru2us)|| Lo S[[X>j-10Q@~; (X>j—20u1u2u3)]| Lo
+ |Ix>j-10Q~; (X <j—20u1U2u3) || Lo

Slixzj-s0utll Lo |[X>j—s0uz| Lo | X>j-s0us| L=

) 35
T (129) 7 | e e s e (35)
3
<t-322-32 [ | illx
=1
Arguing in the same manner, we find that
1o 10Q (uruzus) e <6923 x| Follx 1 sl (36)

Moreover, by using the bilinear decay estimate given in Corollary [6] we can obtain analogous bounds
for terms containing a derivative:

3
X 5-10Qn; (urdauguz) || e St=32279 2 TII£illx
1=1

3
IX25-10Q<; (1 0augus)|| L St=*2272 T TI £ill x
=1

In the bounds (BE)-B1), the frequency localization in some sense plays no role, in that the bounds
would remain true if we removed the frequency projection operator. The situation changes when we
consider the cubic Q~;(ujugus) in the region |z| < $2%7, since the frequency localization eliminates
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the worst contribution in this region. A straightforward paraproduct decomposition yields
Q~j (urugus) =Q~; <U1,<j—2ou2,<j—2ous,j—2o + U, [j—20,j420] U2,<j—20U3,<j—20

+ E U1,0U2,[¢—20,0420]U3,<£—20
£>5-20

+ E U1,€U2,[e2O,E+20]u3,[£20,£+20]>
£>5-20
+ {similar terms}

Note that the term Q~;(u1,<j—20U2,<j—20U3, j—20) vanishes. If k < j — 30, then we can use (20) to
commute the physical- and frequency-space localizations and apply Lemma [Bl to find that

3
Hchij (u1,(j—20,j+20]U2,<j—20, U3,<j—20) Sttt/ 8/ k HHfiHX

L= i=1
_ 3
HXkQ~j (w1,0u2,[0—20,0420]U3,<—20) . §(t713/627367k/2 + t77/327372k4) H”fi“X
i=1
3
HXkQ~j (u1,0u2,[0—20,0+20]U3,[(—20,0+20]) . 5(775/22_9/2@ + t_5/22_]_2k_3/2é> HHfiHX
i=1
Summing in ¢, we find that
_ 3
XK Qs (wrugus)|| e S ¢~ H/627322 5 || fill x (38)
i=1
Summing over k < j — 30 and combining the result with ([35]), we obtain the bound
3
1@~y (urugus) | poe S 322732 TIIfillx (39)
i=1
By a similar argument, we find that for k¥ < j — 30,
_ 3
Xk Qe (12 Dtius )| e S t71/5279/22 K T fill x (40)
i=1
S0
-3
1Qnj (w1 0puzus)|| e S ¢*22772 T ]I fill x (41)
i=1

It will also be important to bound the mean of terms like |u|?0,u, since these terms will arise
naturally when we consider 0;4(0, ).

Theorem 9. Suppose u; = e~t0: fi fori=1,2,3. Then,

3
/ wmOpus dr <t [Ifillx (42)

=1
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If instead fi(0,t) =0, then

Juwmoude s e Lude T il
1€{1,2,3}\{k}

Proof. Let us write
/’U,lu_gax’llg dx = Ij + gj

where

Ij :/ul,juzgj@wug dzr

Ij :/UJL<J‘U2J8$’UJ3 dx

We will show how to bound the I;: the bounds for I ; are analogous.

For 27 ~ t~1/3 we note that we can replace the us factor in the definition with Us < j, SO

Ij Slluagllpee lug,<jll 21| 0zus <l 2

3
StV T x
=1

3
St Il
=1

which is acceptable, so it only remains to consider the case 27 > t~1/3. There, we can write

I = —/eiw(o’"’g)(ﬁ + o)1 ()< (—0) fr(n) fa(—0) fs(—n — o) dndo

(43)

where ¢ is the four-wave mixing function given in ([I2)). Since V,, ,¢(0,7,0) vanishes only at n = o = 0,

we can integrate by parts using the identity

it®(0,m,0) _ Vn,a¢(0777= U) . ¢it®(0.n,0)
it|vn,a¢(07 777 0)|2
to find that

L==4 [ Voo min ) iRV o0 — ) dudo

=1 [ mon i Fel=o) fat—n = o) dndo

— 1 [ i, o) Fa(—n— o) dudo

b1 [+ ) i) =00 ol — o) dipdo

where m; is the (vector-valued) symbol

(n+ )Y (n)<;(=0)Vy06(0,n,0)
|Vi,00(0,m,0)[?

m; (777 U) =

(44a)
(44b)
(44c)

(44d)



LONG TIME DECAY AND ASYMPTOTICS FOR THE COMPLEX MKDV EQUATION 21

with components m? and mJ. Let us first consider ([@4a). We can rewrite this term as the Fourier
transform of a pseudoproduct

(m) = 27Tit71272jj7m} (ul,’\/jv U2, <j» uB,Sj)(O)
with symbol
mj = 2%4;(€)Vy.o - m;
Now, m} obeys the symbol bounds
|08 . omy] S 2714, | suppmj| < 2%

so by Remark [§ the pseudoproduct T,,,: (-, -, -) satisfies Holder-type bounds uniformly in j. Thus, the
J
Hausdorfl-Young inequality gives us the bound

|@a)| <t™'27 || T (ur g Wa <5 ug <)
SE27 g | e g, <l 22 s <5 22
3
St I fillx
=1
Turning to (@4h), we write
(@4D) =2mit "2 T2 (Lun, U, <5, ws,mg) (0) + 2mit 279 T s (L, 105 25, uz ) (0)

with

Using the fact that m? and m? satisfy the symbol bounds from Remark B uniformly in j, we find that

|@5)| <t~ 27| T (Lu, T2 5, ug <)+ 7127 | Thpa (L, W 5, s )|
St 27| Lua | 2 (llug,mgl oo llus <l 22 + luz,<ill 22 lus, gl oo )
3
St T flx
=1

The estimates for (4d) and (44d)) are analogous. Thus,

3
oo st [Iflx
=1

20>>t-1/3

which completes the proof of [@2).
To prove ([@3]), we observe that the only place we used the assumption fr € X was to obtain bounds
of the form

| Lo SEYO) full x
lur,<jll 2 <2721 frllx

gyl oo SETY227972| fr|x
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If we instead estimate these quantities in terms of || Lug| 2, we gain a factor of t'/6 when estimating
terms containing Lug. For the other terms, we see from Corollary [8 that

g, <jllLz S27| Lugll 2

1/2

[k, ~jll oo SE7| Ly 2

so we gain a factor of 2//2 in this case. Modifying the estimates in light of this, we obtain (@3). O

4. BOUNDS FOR THE SELF-SIMILAR TERM

As discussed in the introduction, we are interested in the self-similar solutions .S given by
S(a,typ) =t (t™3a;p)
where o solves the third order ODE

1 1
Aa(y;p) — 99,0 (y;p) — 3o (yip) = +|o(y; p)?0yv(y; @) (45)

subject to the (nonlocal) boundary condition 6(0;p) = p. We will see that this condition uniquely
specifies o once we restrict to the class of solutions which are compatible with the asymptotics of u.

Since the solutions u we are considering to () are bounded, we would like our self-similar solutions o
to be bounded. This boundedness assumption allows us to treat the nonlinearity in ([@5]) perturbatively
as y — 00, giving us the asymptotics

o(y;p) ~ c1(p) Ai(37%y) + c2(p) Bi(37'/%y) + cs(p) Gi(37/?y) as y — 0o

where Ai and Bi are the Airy functions of the first and second kind, Gi is Scorer’s function [50], and
the ¢;(p)’s are constants. Since Bi(y) — oo as y — oo, we immediately conclude that ca(p) = 0.
Our functional framework also requires that Lu remain in L2, so we must also impose the condition
LS € L?. This condition translates to the requirement that (92 — 1y)o(y;p) € L2, and since (92 —
1Y) Gi(37Y2y) = —L # 0, we see that cs(p) = 0. Thus, we are seeking self-similar solutions to
complex mKdV which are asymptotic to some multiple of Ai(37'/2y) at infinity. This problem has
received a good deal of study, see [9[12/29]. In particular, from [9] we know that o is the solution to
the Painlevé II equation:

o (y;p) = 3yo(y;p) = |o(y; p)[Po(y; p)

5(0;p) =p (46)
4 (+;p) is continuous at 0

We note that (G) is phase rotation invariant, so o(y; pe'®) = e??o(y; p) when r and @ are real.
We derived (@6) under the relatively weak assumptions that S was bounded and LS € L?. However,

we can say much more about the pointwise behavior of S and LS using ({#6). Let & = e %, Then,
by [9, Theorem 1], we have that

@]z + [l2@]| 22 S Ipl
It follows that h(z,t;p) = €% S(x,t;p) = ¢t~ 1/3®(t~/3z;p) satisfies ||h]|x < p, so the pointwise
behavior of S is given by Lemma [ (cf. [I2,29]). Turning to LS, we note that (@8] implies that
LS = F3t|S|?S (47)

In particular, this gives us the weighted L? bound ||LS| .2 < t|S]3s < [p|*t+/¢. Similarly, we can
use ([@0) to find that
0, LS = ¥3|5|?0,.5 (48)
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Since our argument involves modulating around S, we need ¢ to have some smoothness in the p
parameter. The nonlinearity of (6] is not analytic, so we cannot expect o to be complex differentiable
in p. However, o(z+iy;p) is differentiable as a function of x and y, which is sufficient for our purposes.
In particular, for p : R — C differentiable, we have that

Dso(x;p(s)) = [Oppo] Rp'(s) + [0sp0] SP'(s) =t Dpop'(s) (49)

where we have abused notation slightly by interpreting Do as the derivative of a function from R? — C
and p as a function from R — R2. Changing to polar coordinates p = re? and exploiting the phase

rotation invariance of the equation, we find that
oro(y;re'®) =00 (y;r) 50)
Duo(y:re’) =ica(y; ) = io(z, re)

Recall that by [0, Theorem 1] the profile ® satisfies

e
3

b(&5r) = (e e (A | Beien m_;-gg ) T 2(&m)

where y is a cut-off function supported on |[¢| > 1, A, B, and a are real-valued and have a Lipschitz
dependence on r (at least for r sufficiently small), and z is some function which has a Lipschitz
dependence on r with respect to the norm

1]z := |2(E)E) [l = + 12" (€)(E) | L=
for k € (%, %) From this, we can see that the worst term in 9,® occurs when the derivative hits the
logarithmically oscillating phase, so
0-2(€:7)| < In(2 + [€])

Similarly, differentiating in &, we find that

- In2+ ¢ —3/2
0:0,2() == + 0 (1©7?)

so Oph(z,t;p) = t~1/30,®(t~1/3x; p) satisfies the bound
10, x; =l1QmiOrhl| e + 0 |l2(QuiOr )| 2
=[1@n~j0r®ll Lo + [|0:Q~; 0P| L2
<ln(2 + t1/327)

In particular, applying Lemma 5] we find that
. _ _ _ _ -3/2
(Qug0r S| S V22792 (2 4 47102 s + £/ In(2 71327 (27 4 27 o ()] )

where & = & () is as in Lemma[Bl Since 9ypS = iS satisfies better estimates, we find that

1
Qi DpSllLee =7=1Q~j00S| Lo + [|Qn;jOrS|| Lo
Vil 4 |p| J J (51>

§t71/22*j/2 1D(2 + t1/32j)
and, for 4 < ¢ < >
1@usDpSlze £ 17442044 In(2 4 £1/%97) 2
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which can be summed to give
I1DpS o S 1754 (53)
To perform the weighted L? estimates, we also need a bound on LD,S in L?. As above, we have

1
mll(i’»aﬁ —)0pol|2 + /%1130 — y)dro| 12

|LD, S|z = (/9| LDyol| 12 < /9
Since dgo = io, we have from [{f]) that

1 1
]—DHL@NIIL? = — 139y —y)ollez S i |||0||L6 < Il

Ip|
and the problem reduces to finding bounds on (302 — y)9,0(y; r) for r real. Differentiating (6] shows

that d,0(y;r) satisfies (39] — y)d,0 = £30°8,0. Using the L% estimates for o and 9.0 (which follow
immediately from the estimates for S and 9,5 given above), we obtain the bound

107 = )00l < llolZsllorollce < [p®
and so
ILD,S|| 2 S t/°|p|? (54)
5. REDUCTION OF THE MAIN THEOREM
5.1. Reduction of the main theorem to profile estimates. Let
w(z,t) = u(x,t) — S(x,t;4(0,t))

and define g = ¢t9%2w. The remainder of the paper will be devoted to proving the nonlinear bounds on
f and g given in the following theorem:

Theorem 10. There exists an €9 > 0 such that if u, € H? and ||| L= + ||zus]| L2 < € < €0, then the
solution u to @) is global, and the following bounds hold for all t € [1,00)

|lzg()]| 2 S et'/o~7 (55)
I @)= S e (56)

where 8 = B(e) = £ — Ce® for some constant C. Moreover,
18,0(0,1)] < 178 (57)

and there exists a bounded function foo (&) such that

fen —exp< / P , ) () + O3t /3g]) /1) (58)

Assuming Theorem [I0} we can prove Theorem [I1

Proof of Theorem[1. We first show that u satisfies the linear estimates from Lemma By (B0),
[4(0,1)| = [£(0,8)] <€, so |LS||r2 < 31/6 by @T7). Combining this with the bound for zg, we see
that

lefllze < lagllze + |LS] oo < ef'/"
Recalling the FL*> bound given in (Bf), we see that ||f||x < €, which is enough to give the asymp-

totics (@) for 2 > t'/3 using Lemma 5l By using the more precise expression for f given in B]), we
see that u has the modified scattering asymptotics given by (@) in the region z < —t—1/3.
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It only remains to verify that the asymptotics for |z| < /3748 are given by (). By Corollary
and the hypothesis (53)), ||w||z~ < et~/378, so in the region |z| < t1/3+48

w(x,t) = S(x, t;0(0,t)) + O(et~1/37F) (59)
Moreover, since ¢t ~1~# is integrable over [1,00), (57) implies that @ = lim;_, ©(0, t) has size O(¢) and

satisfies |4(0,t) — a = O(e*¢t=#). Using (BI)) to bound the terms ||Q;D,S|| 1=, we find that

IS (@, t:3(0,0)) = S(a, ;) S D 1Q;DpS | p[@(0,2) — o
27 Zt—l/S
<34-1/3-8

which, combined with (B9), gives the self-similar asymptotics (). O

5.2. Plan of the proof of Theorem We will use a bootstrap argument to prove Theorem [0
We begin with some qualitative observations about the local wellposedness of @]). By [40], (B) has a
local solution on [1,1 + 6] for some § > 0 such that u(t) is continuous in H?2 and zu(t) is continuous
in L2. Tt follows that f(¢) is continuous in X over [1,1 + §]. Theorem [ then implies that

0y1(0,1) — \/% / 20, udz € C(1,1+ 6)

with
Sé

10:(0,0)] = \/% '/|u*|231u* dz

Thus, for T' < 1 + ¢ sufficiently close to 1, the following bootstrap hypotheses hold:

sup (IOl + 17Nz @ll=) < Me,  sup_|9a(0,0)] < M7 (BH)
1<t<T 1<t<T

where M >> 1 is a large constant independent of wu,, the value of which we will specify later. Let us fix
an €y < M~3/2 independent of u,, and suppose that ¢ < €. Using (BH)), we prove in Section [6] that
lzgll 2 < Cet'/6=P for some C independent of M. Then, by using this bound on zg in addition to the
bootstrap hypotheses, we verify that |9;4(0, )] < CM2e*t~1=% and that || f(t)||p= < Ce in Section 1]
where again the constants C' do not depend on M. These results imply that in fact we have the
improved bounds

sup_ (I (0)ll + ¢ YzfOll2) < Ce, sup [9,(0,8)] < CM2H7 (BH+)
1<t<T 1<t<T

In particular, since we are free to choose M, we may choose M > C, so that (BHT]) are stronger than

the original bootstrap hypotheses in (BH]). Moreover, a simple energy estimate shows that

~

d _
T 10zullZe Slludsull = |03ullZ2 S M€t | 03ul 72

so, by Gronwall’s inequality, ||0?ul/z2 grows at most at a polynomial rate in time. By using the L™
bound on f to control the low frequencies, we see that ||ul 2 does not blow up at time 7' Since the
results of [40] imply that the solution u can be continued until ||zu|| 12 + ||u|| g2 blows up, we can extend
to a solution to a longer time interval [1,7”] such that the bootstrap bounds (BH]) hold up to time 7".
By a standard continuity argument, this shows that the estimates (BHH]) hold for all time. Moreover,
in the course of proving the FL*> bound in Section [1 we obtain (B8], which proves Theorem [0 (and
hence Theorem [ as well).
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5.3. Basic consequences of the bootstrap estimates. We close this section by listing some basic
estimates that follow from the bootstrap assumptions (BHI]) and the material in Section [3
We begin by discussing estimates for u. By the first bootstrap assumption, for ¢t € [1,T],

If(®)llx < Me
Thus, Lemma [Bl gives us the following bounds:
Ui || oo et™ —J
lujll e SMet™1/2279/2
Ixzkul e SMet='/227F/2
IxX>jtesll oo SMet=>/0273/%
(1 = xog)ujll oo SMet=5/6273/% (60)
gl oo+ [Ixgull o SMes™/*
— X~ )Uj|| L4 €s —J
(1 = X~j)ugllpe SM /1293
Uil s SMes™ /12277
IX>ju<illze <
We now consider the bounds for the self-similar solution S = S(x,t;4(0,t)). From the bootstrap
assumptions and the fact that e < M~3/2, we find that
sup |4(0,t)| <e +/ M33s 1P ds < e
1<t<T 1

It follows from the work in Section [ that S obeys all of the estimates in (60 but without the bootstrap
factor M. In addition, by combining the identity ([@T) with the cubic estimates from Section B2, we
find that

[(LS) sl e
Xk (LS) |l e Se¥tP/6278/207k < j — 30
Xk (LS) L SePt—1/2273/2F
X580z (LS) || Lo Sedt=1/2273/2k
102 (LS) || oo SePt1/2273/2
102 LS| e SePt™/3

563t—1/22—j/2

All but the last equation are straightforward consequences of the cubic bounds (B5)-B8)), @) and [@II),
and the last inequality follows from the second-to-last after summing in j.

Finally, we turn to the linear estimates for w. By Corollary [§, these estimates can be given in terms
of ||zg||L2:

[w; e SETV2 gl L2cs
Ixkwllzee St22g] L2ck )
I xkOzw]| oo St™1228||2g]| L2ck
IxkOuw;| Lo St/ 2| p2c; k<j—30

The first two equations are simple restatements of Corollary 8, while the last two follow from apply-
ing Corollary Bl to 9,g9. We will also often make use of L? estimates for w, so we record some below



LONG TIME DECAY AND ASYMPTOTICS FOR THE COMPLEX MKDV EQUATION 27

for future reference:
lwejlice S27[|zgllze
lwillze $27 [zl r2e;
10sw<j L2 S2%||2gl L2
10uw; || 2 S2%7||2g|l L2¢ (63)
Ixkwll e S2%(|zgll L2cr
xkOzwl| 2 S2°F (2] L2
IxkOaw; 2 St 1328 2gll2c; k<j—30

The first four estimates follow from Hardy’s inequality, and the other inequalities are direct conse-
quences of the L estimates (G2)) and the estimate ||x.r| 72 < t1/22F.

Remark 10. Observe that all of the above bounds are based estimates on the linear propagator. Since
the linear propagator is well-behaved under the Littlewood-Paley projectors, all of the above estimates
continue to hold if we replace u, S, or w with their Littlewood-Paley projections. For instance, we get
the bound || xru<;llLe < Met=1/22=%/2 from the second bound in (G0).

6. THE WEIGHTED ENERGY ESTIMATE

In this section, we will show that ||zg|/z> < et'/6~#, where § is as in Theorem [Tl To establish this
bound, we show that the bootstrap hypotheses imply

t
log@)E: S &+ [ [M2e ags) 2 + A2/ g ()12 ds (64)
1
for all t < T. By adding a factor of ¢2t!/3=28 (G4]) implies that
t
loglo)ls + 2052 S @ [ arest (oglo)|s + 5729 ds
1

(recall that by the definition of 3, £ — 8 = O(M?€?)). Applying Grénwall’s inequality, we obtain
the desired bound for ||zg(¢)||zz. To prove (64]), we write the inequality in differential form using the
expansion

0y — et (O + 03)(u - 9)
=+ 2e'% (|ul?0,u — |S[?0,S — D,S8,a(0,1))
=+ 2% (Ju?0,w + (0T + uw)d,S) — 2% D, 58,00, t)
_ 1 i A P ~
w7 [etie—n-o) (Fa)i o —n o)

+ (Fat=a)+ a0 f(=0)) his —n— o)) dndo (63)
F €% LD, S8,4(0,t)
= F it (To,peire (f: 029, F) + Togpeire (f50ehy G) + To,geirs (g, 0z, f))
T %2 (JulPw + (i + Tw)S) F €% (JulDae ™% (2g) + (w0 + Tu)Ose "% (ah) )

F €% LD, S8,(0,t)
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where h = ¢! S. Thus,

1
§3t||$9||2L2 =R(xg, Oxg)

=+ 13(xg, To, geits (f, 029, F) + Togeive (f, 02h, G) + T, peirs (g, 0xh, 1)) (66a)
T R(e P xg, [uPw + (u + Tw)S) (66b)
F R(e g, [u20,e 71" (2g)) (66¢)
F 8‘%(6"582 zg, (U + wWu)0, LS)) (66d)
F %(eftagxg, LD,S0,4(0,t)) (66€)
Since
lzg(z, 1)|p2> < [lzus[z2 + [ LS (2, 1;4.(0))][22 S € (67)

the desired inequality for 9;||zg||%, will follow if we can show that (66a)—([G66) satisfy bounds compatible
with (G64). We will first show that the terms (G6D)-(G6d) decay in time like M?2e2t~!||zg] 12, which
is compatible with (64)) after integrating in time. For (66D), we use the bounds from (60) and (G3)
together with almost orthogonality in space to find that

1/2

(@) Sllwgllze [ > Ixe(ul?w)32 | + {similar terms}

Qth—l/S
1/2

2 o .
Sleglee | D2 (xewullfelixmrwllze) + {similar terms}
2k >¢—1/3

SMPEt™ gl

For (66d), we integrate by parts and use Corollary [@ to find that

|@6d)| =

/ 8‘%(6482 rg0 e~ 93xg)|ul? dr

1 o
=5 | [ 0:(u e gl
M2 gl

Finally, for (66d), we use equation (48] to write 0,LS = F3t|S5|?0,S. Then, since h € X, we can
use the bilinear bound given in Corollary [l and an arguments similar to the one for ([G6L) give us the
bound

|@6d)| <tlxgl| L luw] S0, S| L2
1/2

SEllaglee [ Y Ia(wwS)|Iza
kat—l/i’»
1/2
2
SEllzgllz | D Uwwtllzoe xanS oo [ x~nwl 2)
gkzt—l/s

SMett™! gl
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which is better than required.
We now turn to the term ([66d). By (BH) and (54)

LD,Su(0,t)|| 12 < MPedt=5/6-8 68
p ~
from which it easily follows that
|@6d)| S MOt g 2

which is better than the bound required by (64)) since e < M ~3/2,
It only remains to control (GGa). We will re-write this term to exploit the space-time resonance
structure of the phase ¢. Recall that the space-time resonances are

S={n=0=¢/3}
T={{=nu{{=0}
R ={(0,0,0)}

Let x5, x7,x® be a smooth partition of unity such that:

x° and x7 are supported away from the sets S and T, respectively,
x® and x7 are 0-homogeneous outside a ball of radius 2 and vanish within a ball of radius 1,
x™ is supported inside the ball of radius 2, and

the support of x° is contained in the set

%={(§,n,o):56[1—c,1+c] Orge[l—c,l—i—c]}

where ¢ < 1 is a small constant. (Note that TNS is empty for small ¢ so this is possible),
and x7 is supported away from 7.

Define x¢ = x*(t'/3) for « = S, T, R. If we write
T8§¢eis¢ = T8£¢eis¢xz' + T3§¢eis¢x.ss + T3£¢eis¢xlz (69)
then we can naturally write (66al) as
(IBBE) =+ tX{(xg, Tag(beiwxzz (f, 029, 7) + Tasd,eit(pxzz (f,05h,9) + Tag(beiwxzz (g, Ozh, T)> (70a)
+ t%<.’L’g, Ta€¢eit¢x.t§ (f, 819, 7) + Ta€¢eit¢xf (f, (%Ch, g) + T8£¢eit¢xf (g, (%Ch, T)> (70b)
+ 13(zyg, Tag(beiwxz(f, 029, 7) + T85¢€it¢xz— (f, Ozh, g) + Tag(beiwxz' (g, Ozh, T)> (706)

In the following sections, we will show that the space-time resonant and space non-resonant terms
satisfy the estimate

||, |@D)| < M |zgl7-t~"

pointwise in time, and that

t t
[ @@ as| < & w2 agls + [ (M2 g0 + M2 ag o] ds
1 1

which is enough to prove (64]).
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6.1. The space-time resonant multiplier. Since the space-time resonant set is a single point, we
can control its contribution using the L> bounds on g, f and S. Define

mi =i(§ —n—o)xFIepe™?

Then, mX is of size O(t~1) and is supported within the region [¢] + || + |o| <t~1/3, so

|[@@a)| < tl|zg| L

Tmzz(f, g,?)HL2 + {similar terms}
¢

< t||zgllL>

[ miite ~n- o))

+ {similar terms}

2
L&

/ €[ dndo
[E]+n|+|o|St=1/3

< lzgllz2 gl ezl FII7 + {similar terms}

L
< M2t |zg]| 2
as required.

6.2. The space non-resonant multiplier. We will handle the terms supported away from the space
resonant set in frequency space using integration by parts in  and o. To ease notation, let us write

NS (f7 9, h’) = tT8§¢eit¢Xf (fa azga 7) + tTagqbeiW)Xf (fa 8zh7 g) + tTagqbeiW)Xf (gv amhv 7)
Then, the desired bound for (ZOb) follows from showing that
INE(f, 9, )= S

~

M2t gl 2 (71)

Let us first consider the term Ty g0y s (f, 0.9, f). Integrating by parts in frequency gives

tT, geivoys (1 0ug, F) =i / tOepxs et (€ —n — 0)§(€ —n — o) f(n)f(—0) dndo

—— [0 (€= 1= ol ~ 1 - ) F(—)) ddo
- e_itéjﬂvn,n'mf(f—n—a) (u, w, )

- e_it£3Tmf,a (u, Opw, Lu)

_ e_it53Tmf,a(U,w,U) (72)

+ e_it£3Tmf,a (u, Op Lw, @)

+ {similar terms}

. d .
where m$ is the vector-valued symbol m¢Sy = ﬁvn,mxf , and m$", m$"7 are its components.
n,o

Because Lu obeys worse estimates than LS and Lw, we rewrite the term containing the Lu factor
using

T,s. (u, Opw, Lu) = T,s. (u, Opw, LS) + T,s. (u, Opu, Lw) — T,s. (u, 025, Lw)
Similar expressions hold for the other terms in A’®. Note that each symbol m occurring after the last
equality in (72]) satisfies Coifman-Meyer type bounds

(|€| + |77| + |U|)Ia‘a?,n,am SOZ 1
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and is supported on {& ~n > t~1/3}U{¢ ~ o > t~1/3}. Thus, by dividing dyadically in frequency, we
can write

S(f,9,h) Z Tys (u, w, ) (73a)
25 >¢-1/3

+1T, s(u O Lw, ) (73b)

;e(u Ozw, LS) (73c)

;e(u S, ) (73d)

}s(u 0. LS, w) (73e)

+T ;e(u Opu, Lw) (73f)

+ Ts (LS, Oyu, W) (73¢g)

+ {similar or easier terms}
where mf denotes a generic symbol supported in the region

{lel +1nl + ol ~ 27,16 =] < 27} U {lg] + [nl + o] ~ 27, |€ — 0| < 27}

and satisfying
108 .0ms | S 27100
Above and going forward, we allow the precise symbol represented by mf to change from line to line.

We now turn to the task of deriving estimates for (T3a)—(73g). Using the support condition on m;s,
we can decompose any pseudoproduct 7T,,s as
J

Tm}s (p7 q, T) :Tm}s (p<<ja qg;v T’Vj) + Tm}s (pva QSga T<<J) + QNJTm}S (pNja d~j> TNj) (74)

The term T,,s (p~;, ¢<j, "~;) does not appear in the expansion because of the support assumption on
J

mS. In particular, we always have [ — 7 — o| < max{|n|, |o|}, which helps us control the derivative.
We now consider each term (73a)—(73g) in turn and use the division (74)) and the decay estimates to
obtain the bound (7T]).

6.2.1. The bound for ([[3a): From (74), we can write
Tmf (u, w, ) :Tmf (u<j, wsj,ENj) (75a)
+ Qg Trns (Unsjs Wy Tnj) (75b)
+ {similar terms}
The hypotheses on the symbols mf imply that they satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem [B] uniformly in

j. Thus, using the L? bound for w.; from (G3) and the dispersive decay of u~; given in (60), we find
that

1/2
Y QuTus(umgwag @)l S| D0 Nyl wey iz
20 2t-1/3 29 2t=1/3

§M262t_1||xg||Lz

L2
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as required. For ({5al), we introduce a further dyadic decomposition in space to write

Ts (ucjs wg s Ung) =Tps (uesy w5 (1= X[j—20,5420)Uns ) (76a)

+ Tns (ujs W X[j—20,5-+20)Unvj ) (76b)
The first term is straightforward to bound using (60) and the L? estimates for w from (G3)):

[|@6a) || o Slluwlln=ll(1 = X[j—20,j+20))U~ill L [lw;ll L2
<SM2e77/6973/2 || 2g]| 12

which is sufficient. Turning to the second term (Z6L), we write

((7Gh) =X1j—30,j+30) Trm (X[j—30,5-+30] Uecs» X[ —30,5-+30] WS j> X[j~20,j+20] Urj) (77a)
+ (1 - X[j—30,j+30])Tm3.S (Ujs W5 X[j—20,5+20)Tnsj) (77b)
+ X[j—30,5+30] Tmf (1 = X[j—30,j430] ) U W< 5 X[j—20,j+20)Urj ) (77c)
+ X[-30,5+30 T (X[j—30,+301 U< (1 = X[j—30,j430] ) W<js X[j—20,j+20]TUnj) (774d)

The subterms (T7D)—(7Zd)) are non-pseudolocal in the sense of Lemma [ so they satisfy the bound

in—1
@) 22 + | @D 2= + | @D 22 S (12%7)  luwjllpoe lwgll e [Jms [ oo
MR 097502 g
which gives the required bound after summing in j. To bound the leading order term ([[Tal), we use
almost orthogonality and find that

1/2

2
Z (T7a) < Z (||X[j730,j+30]u<<j||L°° ||X[j730,j+30]w§j||L2 ||U~j||L°°)
J

L2 2j2t—1/3

<SM?Et7 Y |zg]| 12
Collecting the bounds for (75al) and (50), we find

> @) e S MPEt lag] 1o

2i>¢-1/3
as required.

6.2.2. The bound for (Z3b]). The estimates for ({3L) are analogous to those for ([Z3a)) once we use the
bounds

102 (Lw) ;|2 ~ 27 ||zg]| L2¢
and
10:(Lw)<;ll2> < 2 ||zg] >

in place of the Hardy-type bounds on w.
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6.2.3. The bound for ([{3d). Applying ([7d), we find

Ts (uv Ozw, m) =T,s (u<<j7 8Ew§j= (m)NJ) (78&)
4—11nf(u~g,3muggw(zz§)<j) (78b)
+ Qi Tops (tn; Oaton, (L)) (78¢)

We first consider ({8d). Using almost orthogonality and the estimates for LS from (G1), we find that

1/2

Y@ S| D Numlielldswe; |72 (LS) 7
j L2 \2izt-s

SMett™|zg]| 2

where we have used the L? bounds for d,w; from (63)). For (78a), we divide dyadically in space to
obtain

Tm}s (u<<j7 8mw§]7 (L_S)NJ) :Tmf (X>ju<<j7 8mw§]a (L_S)NJ) (79&)
+ Z T (Xrt<j, Opws;, (LS)~j) (79b)

k<j—40
+ Tps (X[j—40,j)Ui» Oxw<; (LS)~j) (79¢)

For the first term, we have that

@) L2 Slix>ju<llzellOswg;l 2| (LS)~jll Lo
SMett™ 3277 ag]| 2

which gives a better than required bound after summing in j. For the second term, we perform the
further division

@m) = > Ts (Xwujs Xk On 0, Xt (L) ) (80a)
k<j—40
+ > s (Xt (1= Xk ) D5, (L)) (80Db)
k<j—40
+ Z Tmf (Xk?u<<j7 XNkamngu (1 - XNk)(ﬁ)Nj) (SOC)
k<j—40

Lemma Ml applies to the pseudoproducts in the terms (ROD) and (BQd), yielding the bound

@D e + I1BID] = S D (2%9) gl 0w 21 (L) o=

t—1/3§2k <23—40

SMett™"/027972 | zg]| 2
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which is sufficient. To bound the remaining term (80al), we use the bounds for the localized terms
X~k Ozw<; and X~k (LS)~; from (G3) and (GI)) to obtain

1@ S Y Iwuloelxardewsg;ll ook (LS) gl o
t—1/3§2k SQ]‘—40

SMt=45 N~ k22 g
+—1/3 S2k§2j—40

SMett=4227 |lag| 2
To bound (79d), we write

() =x{j—50,j+10] Tmf (X[j—10,51S<j> X[j—50,j+10] Oz W<, (LS)~;) (81a)
+(1- X[j—50,j+10])Tm3.9 (X1j—10,15 <> X[j—50,j+101 e W<, (LS)~j) (81b)
+ Tps (X(j-10.51 S (1 = X[j—50,j+101) Ot (L) ) (81c)

The terms (81D) and (RId) can be handled using Lemma [ in the same manner as (80b) and (80d).
The terms in (8Ta) are almost orthogonal in physical space, so we can write
1/2
Z m S Z ||X[j—40,j]u<<j||%°° ||X[j—50,j+10]axw§j”%2”(LS)NJ'H%“’
i 9i21-1/3
SMett™ ! |zg]| 2
Combining the estimates for (79al)—([79d) shows that the bound for (78a) holds.
We now turn to (8L). Dividing dyadically in space, we can write

(T80 = Z Tmf(uNj,amng,Xk(m)@) (82a)

L2

k<j—30
+ Ts (unjs O w5 X[j-30,5+30] (LS)«;) (82b)
+ Z Tm}s (Uva 81‘w§ja Xk (L_S)<<J) (82(3)
k>j+30
For (82al), we have
(B2a)) = Z Tys (Xmk i, Xk Ozw xx(LS)«;) (83a)
k<j—30
+ Y s (1= xew)uny, Gow, xu(L8) <)) (83b)
k<j—30
+ > s (Xwitings (1 = X)) Do, Xk (L) <) (83c)
k<j—30

The bounds for ([83h) and ([B3d) immediately follow from Lemma H}
1@ 2 + I@3D 2 S Y (12°%) 7 lumyll oo |(LS) sl 1o Qa2
k<j—30

SMet2 N~ 272 g
2k>¢—1/3

SME/027912|ag]| 2
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which is sufficient. Turning to (83al), we have that

132 S Y IIXektij |l oo [ Xt Ol 22 Xk (LS) 5| Lo
k<j—30

SMett4/527|ag|| 2

which is acceptable, completing the argument for (82al). Turning to (82h), we can write

(82R) =x{j—10,j+40] Tons (Unjs X[j—10,+40] e W< j» X[j—30,5+30] (LS) <K J)

+ (1 = X(j—40,5+401) D5 (U X[j—10,j+40) O W< 35 X[j—30,5+30] (LS)< j)

+ Tm}s (unj, (1 — X[j—40,j+40])3zw§ja X[j—30,5+30] (LS)< )
The terms (84D) and (84d) can be controlled using Lemma [
|| 2 + | @D |2 S(t2%) ™ flunyllzoe 00wl p2 (L8) <l e
SMett=32273/% |z g]| 12

which is acceptable. For (84al), we use almost orthogonality to obtain

Z (84a)) S Z ||U~j||%w||X[j—40,j+4o]amw§j||%2||X[j—30,j+30] (LS)<<j||%oo
J

29 2t-1/3

SMe't™|zg] 2

L2

as required.
Finally, for (82d), we have

@®2d) =T,s (X>j+20tUn~j, Oxws, X430 (LS) <)
+ Tons (X<j—20Unj, O, X>j430(LS) <)
The second term is easily controlled using Lemma [

I@EB) |2 S(t2%) 7 [luwjll oo 10n | 22 | (£8) )| v
SMett=32273 2 g 2

and for the main term (85al) we have that

1858 ]| 2 Slx>j+20tnjll oo |0nw;lle X j4+30(LS) <) [ o
SMAt 327 |zg| 2
which is sufficient to bound (82d), completing the estimate for ([73d).
Remark 11. In estimating ({3a)—((3d), we frequently encountered terms of the form

Tys (p; @ xk7) = Xk T8 (XokD Xk, Xk7) + {nOD-pseudolocal terms}

35

(84a)
(84b)
(84c)

(85a)
(85Db)

where {non-pseudolocal terms} denotes terms which can be estimated using Lemmal[fl The estimates
for the non-pseudolocal remainder terms are routine: they do not require any refined linear or cubic
estimates and are insensitive to the precise frequency localization of p, q, and r. Thus, in the interest
of the exposition, we will not estimate these non-pseudolocal remainders or even write them explicitly

in the following sections.
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6.2.4. The bound for ([Z3d)). Here, we have

T (4, 8,W) =Qnj T (U Sy W) (86a)
+ Tos (Unjs Sy W) (86b)
+ Tops (U Sy W) (86¢)
+ Tns (unjy S<j, W) (86d)
+ QT (U Sy Wej) (86e)

Notice that the terms (86d) and (86d]) can be controlled in the same way as (T5a)), and that the
term (B6d) can be controlled in the same way as (Z&H). Thus, it only remains to consider the contri-
bution from the first two terms. For (8Gal), we write

(BGal) =QnjTrns (X<j—30Uj X<j—205<> X<j—20Wnj) (87a)
+ Qi T (X2j-30U<s X>j-405 <, Wnj) (87b)
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}

The non-pseudolocal terms are easily handled (see Remark [[I]). For (87al), we use the bound for
X<j—30W~; from (G3]) together with the fact that the terms in (87a) are almost orthogonal to find that

1/2
S B S| DD lueilli=llS<illZllx<i—sow~;ll2
7 Lo \2izrs

SMe*t™|zg] 2

as required. For (87D), the improved decay of x>;_sou«; and x>;_40S«; given by (GU) gives us the
bound

Y>BM S Y Ixsjosotlloe X105« poe lws | 2
i

27 >¢—1/3
SMet5/39% gl 2

which is sufficient after summing in j.
Turning to (86D), we write

(86h)) :Tmf((l — X[j=20,j+420])Unj, S W) (88a)
+ X1-30,5-+30) Tyns (X[ —20,5-+20] s Smjs X[j—30,5-+30] W5 ) (88b)
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}
The first term is easily bounded using the linear estimates:
@82l I~ xpj—20,5+200)Ungll Lo [ Smjll poe ||| 22
M52 |lag|| 2
which gives the desired result after summing in j. For (88L), we use almost orthogonality to write
1/2
DB S Y Numill i lS~sll T X1 -30,300<s) |72
J L2 2i>¢-1/3
<M?Et7 1 ||zg]| 12
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The bound for (3d)) now follows.
6.2.5. The bound for ([[3€). Here, we decompose the pseudoproduct as
Tys (u, 0 LS, W) =Ty5 (u, O (LS) gy W)
+ Qs (s, 02 (LS) <5, W)
+ Tns (unj, 02(LS) <5, W)
+ QT (i, On(LS)nj, W)
For (R9a)), we have
BIa) =T, (X>ju<s On(LS) s, Wnj)
+ X(j-50,j+10 Tns (X(j—10,) s O (LS) i, W)
+ Tns (X<j—a0U<j On(LS) s X<j~30Wns)
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}
The first and third terms are straightforward to bound:
[@0a) (|2 Slxsjuwllooel|0s(LS)~jll Lo lwasll L2
SMet 2277 ||zg]| 2
@0 |2 Sllullzoe 102 (LS)~jl Lo X< j—30wns]l L2
SMeHt™ /92792 |zg]| 2

For the second term, almost orthogonality implies that

1/2
YEm| S| Y Ixg-aogusillio 10: (L)l lwny 172
J 2 29>¢-1/3
SMett™ agl| 2
which gives the required bound for (89al).
Turning to (89h)), we have
BID) =Q~; Trps (uj, 02(LS) <5 X<j—30Tn;j)
+ Qi Tns (X2j-a0Ujy X2j-1002(LS) < js X2 j-30T~j)
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}
For (@Ial), we have that
1/2

YO S| D luegle=l0:(LS)<llz Ix<j-sownylZe
i

L 95 >¢-1/3
SMe't™ gl e
while for (9ID)), we have the bound
1@ [l 12 Slxzj—t0u<;llLoe 1X2j-100x (LS) <l Loollwnyll 2
SMett3277|zg]| 2
which gives the bound for (89h).

37

(91a)
(91b)
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For (B9d), we have
B9d) =Ts (1 = X[j—20,+20))unis O (LS) <55 W)
+ X1-30,5+30) T (X[ -20.5+20] Unjs X[j-30,j+30) O (L5) < 3> X[-30,5+30 W< )
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}
For the first term,
(| @2a)|| .2 §||X[j—20,j+20]u~j||L°°||5w(LS)§j||L°°||w<<j||L2
<Mt T/9973/2 g
which is sufficient. Turning to (92D)), we find that
1/2
Z @n)| < Z ([t l|F oo NI X[ —30,54+301 O (L) <5117 o [ X1 =50, 4301w | 72
J 12 25 >t-1/3
SMett™!|zg]| 2

which completes the bound for (89d).
Finally, for (89d), we use almost orthogonality and ([3T) to conclude that
1/2
Y B S| Y sl l0n(LS) gl o a2
j 2 29>¢-1/3
SMe't™!|zg]
completing the bound for ([(3d).

(92a)
(92Db)

6.2.6. The bound for ([31). Using the support condition for mf, we can decompose each summand as

Tmf (u, Opu, Lw) :Tmf (Unj, Orus;, Lw)
+ Tns (s Oxtin, (L))
+ Qi T (U Owtig (L))
For (@3al), we introduce the further decomposition
©@3a) =X[j—40,j+40] Tmf (X[j—30,j+3o]u~ja Oz, X[j—40,j+4o]m)
+ Tmf (1 = Xj=30,5+30] ) U~y Druie s, Lw)
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}

For the first term, we use almost orthogonality to obtain the bound
1/2

YO S| D lMuagllEellorug < lIxg 10,440 L] 72
J 12 2i>t—1/3
SMPE g 2
For the second term, a direct application of the decay estimates yields
”(m)”L2 SI - X[j—30,j+30])u~j||L°°||8mU§j||L°° | Lw]| L2

SM2E 1327 |lag e

(93a)
(93b)
(93c¢)

(94a)
(94b)
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which is acceptable, completing the argument for (@3a). The bound for (@3B]) follows from similar
reasoning. For the final term ([@3d), we see immediately that

1/2

D@ S| D Nullie 0Tl (Zw)ngli?:
j

2 \2>t-1/3
SM2tH|ag| 12

which completes the argument for (73f).

6.2.7. The bound for (73g). It only remains to consider (73g). We can use the support restrictions on
the mf to write

T, (LS. 0:5.10) =Q; Ty (95 (LS) . S, W) (95a)
+ T3 (02 (LS) gy 025 W) (95b)
T (L) Sy 0T) (95¢)
+ Tns (02 (LS) s Sy W) (95d)
+ QnyTs (L)<, S<j 020w ;) (95e)

Ignoring complex conjugation and permuting the arguments of the pseudoproducts, we see that the

terms (@5al), (Q5h]), and (@5d) are essentially identical to ({8d), (8Ad), and (Z8B), respectively. Therefore,

we will focus on the last two terms. For ([@5d), we write

(@ad) =Tons (X>j+2002(LS)~jy X>j+109<;, W) (96a)
+ X1-30,5+30) T (X(5+20.5 201 O (L) s X[ —30.5+80] S X[ —30.5-+30] U< (96b)
+ Y Tus (00a(LS)njs XSy X W) (96¢)

k< j—20

+ {non-pseudolocal terms}
The first and last terms can be handled using decay estimates:

1@Ga) | L2 SlIX> 542000 (LS)~jl Lo [[X>+109 < | oo Wl 22
<59 gl o
I@BDl 2 S D 1100(LS)msll oo Xk Scsll e | XbBs ] 2
k<j—30
§62t74/3||33g||[,2 Z 9—i/2—k/2
kat—l/s
SETT0279 lag]| 2
For the second term, we use almost orthogonality to get the bound
1/2
Z (IE-ED S Z ||81(LS)~J'||%°°||X[j—30,j+30]S<<j||%°°||X[j—30,j+30]w<<j||%2
J 12 2i>¢-1/3

St |lzgll e
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Turning to ([@5€), we introduce the decomposition

@3d) =Q~;Tos (X>5+30 (LS) <5 X>j+205 <5, Oxtny) (97a)

+ Qi T (X1j-30,j+30) (LS) <> X[j—40,j+40] S5 D) (97b)

+ ) Qi Trns Xk (L) <5 Xk S <y Xk Oxwn) (97¢)
k<j—30

The first term is easily handled:
[@Za) [l 2 Slxsj+30(LS) <l [X> 4205« || Lo | Otonl| 2
St 327 |lag]| 2

For the remaining terms, we take advantage of the almost orthogonality coming from the frequency
projection to obtain the bounds

1/2
Z(WED S Z ||X[j730,j+30](LS)<<j||2L°°||X[j740,j+40]5<<j||%°°HaIwNjH%?
j L2 29 >¢-1/3
SettH gl 2
and
o\ 1/2

SED| | X | D @)l Ixer Sl Xk Brwey 2
J

2 2i >¢—1/3 \ k<j—30

o\ 1/2

ST P aglle | ) >, 2*

2i>=1/3 \2k>t—1/3
Selt|zgl| L2

which completes the estimate for (73g)).

6.3. The time non-resonant multiplier. We control the term (f0d) by integrating by parts in s.

Se oo T
Defining m, = %, we can integrate by parts to obtain

/1 [T0d) ds = F s%(efsagxg, T(s)) :Zi (98a)
ﬂ%/ e ™% gg,T(s)) ds (98b)

LR / 0 g T(s)) ds (98¢)
:|:§R/ Ia:g, T(s)) ds (98d)

+ 3%/ s(efsagxasg,T(s» ds (98e)
1
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where, to ease notation, we have written
T(s) =T, (u,w, ) + Tpn, (u, S, @) + Tpn, (w, S, 7)

T(S) :Tasms (u7 w, ﬂ) + Tasms (u7 S7 E) + Tasms (w7 S7 ﬂ)

T(8) =Ty (%0 f, w, @) + Trn, (w0, €% 059,7) + Ty, (u, w, €920, f)
+ T (€790, f, S, ) + Tpn. (u, e % 0sh, @) + T, (1, S, 5920, 9)
4 T (e75% 8,9, S,7) + T, (w, e % 0,h, W) + Ty, (w, S, e 920, f)

Note that the m; satisfy Coifman-Meyer type bounds uniformly in time:

‘(52 + ,'72 + 0.2)|\a|/2agnyamt‘ <, 1 (99)
Thus, by dividing dyadically in frequency, we can decompose pseudoproducts involving m; as
Tmt(puqu) = Z Tm;r(ijquj?TSj) (100)
29 >¢-1/3

where m stands for a generic symbol localized to [£[+|n|+|c| ~ 27 and satisfying [9¢, ,mT| Sa 27191,
By Remark [§, all of the pseudoproducts on the right obey Holder type bounds.

6.3.1. The bound for ([@8a)). We will first give the argument for the boundary s = ¢. Since none of
the frequencies n, o and £ —n — o play a distinguished role, and since S and u obey the same decay
estimates, it suffices to prove to obtain bounds for T, (u,w, ). Using (I00), we find that

T, (u, w, ) = Z Tm]T(%ja W<, Unj) (101a)
2i>t-1/3

+ Tt (unjs wg, i) (101b)

+ T (ujy w55 U (101c)

+ Q~ijJT(U<<j, Wej, ) (101d)

The terms (101D) and (I0Id) are controlled using the same arguments as for (75al):
@Iz + @B || 2 < M2t~ zgll L2

Similarly, using the same argument as for (86al), we find that
[@OId) (| > < M2t |zg]| 2
It only remains to bound (I0Ia)). Here, we have that
(I0Ta) = Z X[j—307j+30]ijT(X[j—20,j+20]u~j7X[j—30,j+30] W5, Unj) (102a)
2i>¢1/3
+ Tm]T((l - X[j—20,j+20])u~jv ngﬂw‘) (102b)
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}

Both terms can be estimated using the same types of arguments we have employed previously, yielding

the bounds
1/2

M) > S| D Nugllie lIXg—s0. 5480wl 72
2j2t—1/3
SM2E2t7 1 ||zg]| 12
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and
@22 S Y (1= Xpj—20,j+20) ) timsll e w2 g [ £
2i>¢-1/3
<SM?Et7 1 ||zg]| 12
Combining these estimates, we see that

1Tz S M2t |zg] 2 (103)

so, using Cauchy-Schwarz, we see that
[te ™% 2g, T(8))| S M |lagll7s
Repeating the above arguments at s = 1 and recalling (&1), we see that
(zg(z,1), T(1))] S €

so we conclude that

(@8a)| S M?e|zg[7e + €'
Since M?e? < 1, the first term can be absorbed into the left-hand side of (64)), and the second term
is better than required.

6.3.2. The bound for (98D). By using the bound for ||T'(s)||z2 derived above, we have at once that

t
(@) < / M2 5 zg(s)| 2 ds
1
which is acceptable.

6.3.3. The bound for ([@8d). A simple computation shows that sdsms also obeys symbols bounds of
the form ([@9), so T'(s) obeys the same estimates as T'(s), giving us the bound for (98d).

6.3.4. The bound for (O8d). By differentiating f, g, and h in time, we find that
e %0, f =|u[*0,u
e %0, =|S|0,S + D, S0,1(0, )
€% 0,9 =|u|20pw + (W + )y S — D, SOy1(0, 1)

Thus, we can write

T(s) = ZTm]T((|u|281u),w,ﬂ) (104a)
J

+T,7 (u, DpS(0,1),7) (104b)

+ 7 (u, |uf* 00w, ) (104c)

+ ijT (u, u0, S, W) (104d)

+ {similar terms}
The desired bound on (@8d) will follow once we show that
IT(s) |2 < M2e252|| g 12 + M2e3s~5/6-8
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so it suffices to bound the quantities (I04a)—(T04d) in L?. For (I04al), we can write

Ty (P 0ew)g, we,g;) =Qni Ty (([ul?0u) <y wn, ) (105a)
+ T (([ulfBru) <5, weg W) (105b)
+ ijT ((|U|2awu)5jaw<<jﬂ~j) (105¢)
+ 7 (([u2u) ~j, we g, e ) (105d)

J

The term (I05a)) is similar to (86a): we write

(105a) :Q~ijJT(X<j730(|u|2axu)<<ja X<j—20Wnj, ) (106a)
+ Qnj T 7 (X =30 ([ul0w) < Wy X j-a0Ti) (106b)

+ {non-pseudolocal terms}

Using ([B1) to control the cubic (|u|?d;u)«;, we find that

1/2
S| | X 1wl s 2oweslFe s~
i L2 \2zs1/e
SMes™? g 2
as required. Similar reasoning also gives us the bound
1/2
D@ED)| S| Y Ixzs-so(ulOu) sl E e lwnsll72 2510t |7
J L2 \292s1/8
SMets™2||ag]| 2
which gives us the required bound for ([05a)). Turning to (I05H), we find that
(m) :Tmf((|u|28mu)5jvw~ja (1- X[j—3o,j+30])ﬂ~j) (107a)
+ X[j—40,5+40] TmJT (X[j—10,j+40] (|U|23mu)5j7 Weojy X[j—30,j+30]Urj) (107b)
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}
For (I0Tal), the linear and cubic dispersive estimates give us the bounds
@07 | > SII(Jul*0zu) <5l Loe w21 (1 = X(j-30,5+80) Tmill L
SMAets 102792 g | 12
which gives the required bound after summing in j. For the second term, we have
1/2

Y@@ S| D Ixpg-aograo ([ulfdsw) llEe lwaslFe lues )i
i

L2 2j2871/3

§M4e4s_2||xg||Lz
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which is sufficient, completing the bound for (I05H). Similarly, for (I05d), we have that
(I05d) :Tm]T ((|u|26wu)§j7w<<ju (1 = X[j—30,5+30] )ﬂfvj) (108a)
+ X[j—30,5+30] Tm]T (X[j—40,j+40] (|“|25zu)§ja X[j—40,j+40| W< » X[j—30,j+30]ﬂ~j) (108b)
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}

The estimate for (I08al) is analogous to the one for (I07al). For (I08L), we find that

1/2
Z(llT&ED S Z||X[jf40,j+40](|u|26wu)§j||%°°||X[j740,j+40]w<<j||%2||u~j||%°°
j 1 j
SM*ets™?(|zg])7
completing the bound for (I05d). Finally, for (I05d)) we find that

(m) = Z XNICijT(Xk(lu"zawu)NjaXNk:wNjaXNk:ﬂ<<j) (1098“)
k<j—30
+ X(j-40,5+40) T 7 (X(j-30,5+30] ([u]?Batt) oy X[j—20,j4+40] W< j» X[j—40,j+40) U 5) (109b)
=+ ijT (X>j+30(|u|2azu)~ja W<y X>j+2oﬂ<<j) (109c)

+ {non-pseudolocal terms}

The estimate for (T09D) is essentially the same as the one for (I08H), and the term ([I09d) can be
bounded in essentially the same manner as ([08al) and (I07al), so it only remains to bound (I09al). For
this term, the refined cubic estimate ([@0) gives us the bound
Ik ([u?Bzu) gl e S MB35~ 11/0279/227F
from which we deduce that
Iz S D Ixw(ulduu) gl o [ xmnws; o2 X arussl e
k<j—30
Sty 13/ 512 g .
which is sufficient, completing the estimate for (I04al).
The term (I04D) can be controlled using the L? estimates for D,S. Let us write

Tm]T (ufj’ QSijSBtﬁ(O, t), ﬂgj) :ijT (u, Q~; DpSO4(0,t), ) (110a)
+Tm]T(Uw‘,Q<<ij53t@(07t)ﬂ) (110b)
—|—Tm]T(u<<j,Q<<ijS<9tzl(0,t),ﬂ~j) (110(3)

For ([I0a), we use the L® estimates for u and Q~;(D,S) (equations ([2T7) and (52)), respectively) to
obtain the bound

Dmm| < Y luliellQe; DpSliLsldsi 0, )]
i Lo 2iZe /s
<M5658717/97ﬁ Z ln(2+t71/32j)2fj/6

2i5e 1/

§M5658—11/6—B



LONG TIME DECAY AND ASYMPTOTICS FOR THE COMPLEX MKDV EQUATION 45

which is better than required, since e < M ~3/2. For ([I0D) and (II0d), similar reasoning using the
L5 bounds for u~; and Q«;D,S (given in 28) and (G3)) yields

S @D + @@ | <MOEs O

J L2
completing the argument for (T045).

Let us now consider the term ([04d). The estimates here require us to obtain bounds for cubic
expressions of the form |u|?0,w. Since g ¢ X, these bounds do not immediately follow from the work
in Section [3.2] so we instead argue directly. By combining estimates from (60) and (G3)), we see that

IxkluPrwl Lo S M35/ |ag]| 2ci (111)
which immediately implies that

[Ju|*0zwl]| Lo S sup|lx|ul*Ozwl| L
k (112)
SM?E22|zg] L2
since the supports of the x have only finite overlap. We will also need refined estimates in the spirit
of BY) for xx(|ul?0,w)~; when k < j — 30. To obtain these bounds, we perform a Littlewood-Paley
decomposition to write

Xk(|u|281w)~j =Xk Q~j X~k (|“<j—20|2aww[j—2o,j+20] + 2%(U<j—205[j—20,j+20])5mw<j—20)
+ {better}
Here, {better} denotes more rapidly decaying terms which can be neglected. The leading order terms

we estimate as
Xkt j—20|2O0tij—0,j+20) || L S M2 /527F||zg] fac;

and
Xkt j—20T[j—20,j+20) O j—20|| oo S M5~ 1/ O2R/ 278020 | 3g
o)
Ik ([u?0zw) ~j || oo S M5~ 1527F g L2c; (113)
where we have used the fact that 23/2(5=7) is ¢2 summable in j if k < j — 30. Now, let us write
ijr(u, |u|? 0w, ) :Tm]T(UNj, |u|28mw,ﬂgj) (114a)
+ TmT(u<<j7 |u|2awwuﬂ~j) (114b)
+ Qi Tt (usys ([ul?0w) i) (114c)
For the term ([I4al), we write
(IT4a) =X[j—40,;j+40] TmJT(vaja X [j—40,;j440] |“|2amwa X[j730,j+30]u§j) (115a)
+ ij((l - X[j—20,j+20])u~ja |“|25zw7 (1- X[j—30,j+30])ﬂ§j) (115b)

+ {non-pseudolocal terms}
For the subterm ([I5H), the L* estimates from (60) together with (I12)) imply

”m”L2 N X[j—zo,j+2o])u~j||L4|| |U|2aacw||L°o (1 — X[j—30,j+30])U§j||L4
SMAets™ 13627912 g
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which is acceptable. Turning to the subterm ([I5a)), we use (1)) to find that

Z ((T5a) < Z ||“~j||%4||X[j—40,j+40]|U|2‘9ww||2L°°||X[j—30,j+30]ugj||%4
J

12 \2izs1/

§M4e4572||xg||L2

which completes the bound for (IT4al). The bound for (I14L) is identical, since none of the estimates
change if we replace u<; with u«; and permute the arguments of the pseudoproduct. For (I14d), we

have
(119 =Q~; Z T (X~ktiss Xk ([u?0pw) s XonTic )
k<j—30
+ Q~ij]T(X[jf40,j+4o]U<<ja X[j—30,5+30] (|u|28ww)~ja X[j—40,j+40]U<j)
+ Qi T 7 (X>j420U5)5 X 5430 ([u?0pw) s X>jt20Tc;)
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}
For the first subterm, we use the refined cubic bound ([II3]) to conclude that
o\ 1/2
s S| DD IxekullTallxn(ul?osw); L
j 12 7 \k<j—30

oy 1/2

§M4e4577/3 E E 27kcj
j 2k>s—1/3
k<j—30

§M4645_2||:Eg||L2

(116a)

(116b)
(116¢)

as required. For the second term, we use the bound (1)) to control x{;_s0,;+30] [u|*0w, yielding

Z (lll_ﬁ_El) < Z ||X[j—40,j+40]u<<j||%4||X[j—30,j+30] (|u|28mw)~j ||2L°°
J

292 5-1/3

SMe's™?||zg] 2

L2

Finally, for the last term, we use the refined L* bounds for ys;i20u«; given in ([0) to conclude that

OISR <1+ 20t 1 D] .
M50 g

which is sufficient, completing the bound for (I04d).
The argument for ([04d) is quite similar. We have that

TmT (u’ ua15m7 ﬂ) :TmT (U’Nju uawsmu ﬂg])
+ TmJT (u<<j7 uawsma ufvj)

+ Qi T (i (u02SW) v, T )

(117a)
(117Db)
(117¢)
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Now, the decay estimates given in Lemma B and Corollary 8 immediately imply that
X% 10 S| Lo < Me?s™3/2||xg]| L2k

and
ST 1 S Me2s™2|jag]] 2

which are analogous to the estimates (I1I]) and (II2). Thus, we can control (IT7a) and (II7H) by the
same arguments used for (II4a)) and (I14D)), respectively. Moreover, we see that for k < j — 30, we
can write

Xk (u02 W) j =Xk Qnj X~k (U<j—2000S<j—20W[j—20,j420)}) +

+ XkQn~j X~k ((u<j—2OawS[j720,j+20] + U[j—20,j+20] 5z5<j—20)w<j—20})
+ {better}

where {better} denotes terms which decay faster on the support of xj. For the first term, the decay
estimates from ([60) and ([62) give the bound

Xkt j—2002S < j—20Wj—20 j420) || Loe SMe2sTH/6277 ||z g| pac;

and similarly,

itk
lIXkt<j—20025]—20,j+20|W<j—20] Lo SMe™s™ 62 = ||| 2 ek

with an identical estimate holding for uf;j_20 j420]02S<j—20w<;—20. Thus, after noting that the restric-

tion k < j — 30 lets us write 2% = 27J¢; uniformly in k, we find that
_u —j
Xk (w00 ST)jllLoe SMe®s™F |lzgll L2277 ¢

which is better than ([II3]), since k& < j — 30. Thus, the term (II7d) can be controlled in the same
manner as (I14d), which completes the argument for (104d)). Combining all these bounds, we find that

IT(s))| 2 < MAe*s™2||zg| L2 + MBS 11/6-F

which is better than required, since e < M ~3/2.

6.3.5. The bound for ([@8€). The only remaining term is ([@8d). Expanding xz0sg using (Ghl) gives
t
©@83) = + S /1 52<T3§¢(u, 0y, ) + T, (11, 0,.5,7) + Ty, (w, 9, 5, ), T(s)> ds
t
F 3%/ s<|u|281Lw,T(s)>ds
1
t
¥ &e/ s<|u|2w + 2R(W)S + R(uw)d, LS, T(s)> ds
1
t
R /1 s<LDpS’85ﬁ(O, s),T(s)> ds
If we expand the T, ¢ pseudoproducts using (69) and observe that

i€ —n—0)0edx] = ¢m,
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then we can write

t
O =9 [ (Torn, (1:0,7) + Lo (0 5.7) + Ty (1, 5,7). 7)) ds

$3?/ <|u|28 Lw, T( )>d5

FR 15<H >
t

FR 1 s< )T(s)>d5

where

_sd? - _ -
H(S) =e O (T8§¢ei3¢xl2 (fu awgu f) + Tagqbeisd’xlz (f7 6mhu g) + Tagqbeisd’xf (ga 8mh7 f))
— 503 — _ _

+e % (Tagqﬁei“’xf (fa azga f) + T@g(i)e“d)xf (fv 8Iha g) + Tagqﬁeis"’xf (ga azha f))

+ |u?w + 2R(vw) S + 2R (uw)LS

(118a)
(118b)
(118c¢)

(118d)

We first consider the term (II8d). The arguments from the previous subsections let us conclude that

[H ()l L2 S M?e*s™H|wg(s)] e

Thus, using the bound ([I03)) for T'(s), we immediately have that

t
(=) < / Mets |zg(s)|2 ds

which is better than required. Similar reasoning using (68]) shows that

t
(@D < / M7ETs5/5-8 g (s) | 12 ds

which is again better than required. Turning to the term (II8h), we note that
(0L, T(s)) = = (Lw, 0, (|*T(5))
so the desired bound will follow immediately if we can show that
10 (Jul* (T()) 2 S M*e's™2||zg]| 2
Using Corollary [l and the estimates in Section [6.3.1] we see that
1(0sul?) T(s)ll 2 S Mets™?||zg]| 12

so it suffices to prove that

H|u| 0. T (s < M4e4572||33g||L2

6)ll2 S
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We will show how to obtain the bound for |u|?0,T;,, (u,w,u): the bounds for the other terms are

, we can write

sl T
similar. Recalling that m, = %

[u|?0, Ty, (0, w, W) = Z |u|2Tm]T(u,6ww,ﬂ)

2i>5-1/3

= Y [uPTr(ucy, dowg; 1)

2i2>s=1/3
+ |u|2Tm;— (u<<ja azngv ﬂNj)
+ [ulPQui Tt (U, Doy, Tis)
For (II9al), we perform a further division in physical space
[ulP Ty (s Qowg ) = D7 XululP Tt okt Xk Oz W, X )
k<j—30
+ X[j—30,5+30] |U|2Tm]T (Unsjs X[j—40,j+40) O W< j X[j—40,j+40]F)

2 —
+ X>j+30|ul Tm]T (X>j+20Unjs X>j+200:W< j X>j+201)

+ {non-pseudolocal terms}

For the first sub-term, we have that

1@ |2 S D Ixerullf o IXmrtinll Lo X~k Ozw<; ]| 2
k<j—30

§M4€4577/3 Z 2k/273/2j ||$g||L2
k<j—30
SMAets™7P27 g 2

which is sufficient. For the second sub-term, we use almost orthogonality to conclude that

1/2

Z(IH_QED S Z||X[j—40,j+40]u”%°°||u~j||%°°||X[j—40,j+40]8mw§j||%2
5 -

L2 J
§M4e4s_2||xg||Lz

as required. For the final sub-term, we use the L estimates from (62) to conclude that

[@20d) || > Slixsj—20ull Lo [1X>j—20Un~jl Lo || X>-2002w< || Lo
SM*ets™8/3972 ||ag]|

which can be summed over 27 > s~1/3

(119a)

(119b)
(119¢)

(120a)

(120D)
(120c)

to give the desired result. Collecting the bounds now gives the

bound for (II9a). Since u; satisfies better decay estimates that u, we can bound ({I9D) in the same
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way. For (I19d), we write

ulP T (usys O Ts) = D Xkl Quj Ty (Xt XDty Xon ) (121a)
k<j—30

+ X1j-30,5480] [ T 7 (X[j—10,5-+40] U a0 X[j—10,540)Tj) (121D)
+ X>j+30|u|2Tm]7.'(X>j+2Ou<<ja X>j—2005Wnjs X>j+20U ) (121c)
+ {non-pseudolocal terms}

For the first term, we note that we can interchange the order of summation to obtain

Z(m) = ZXk|u|2 Z Qi T (X ki Xk Ox Wy X kT
J k

L2 §>k+30 2
Thus, using the almost orthogonality in j, we find that
1/2
Y@@ S herulie [ D IerusllzalxadewellFe
j 2 k §>k+30
1/2
M agl Y22 [ 3 &
k 3>k+30
<M*e*s™2||zg||
Turning to the next sub-term, we again use almost orthogonality to obtain
1/2

@) < | Do lxy—a0,s+40ul T X (-0 a0 i | oo 102017 2
j > j
SM*e*s™2||zg]| 2

For the final sub-term, we have that

I@I) || > Slixsj—20ull7oo X5 j—20tei |74 X5 j—2000 w0 || Lov
SMAets ™27 |zg]| 2

which gives the desired bound after summing. This completes the argument for (II9d).
It only remains to bound the contribution from (II8a)). Observe that

1
505 T(5)[Z2 =R (DT (5), T(s))
=R <e_582 BsesagT(s), T(s)> - <e_582 836582T(5), T(s)>
The second term on the last line vanishes because 93 is a skew-adjoint operator. Noting that

3 — _
esazT(S) = Tmse”‘f’ (fa g, f) + Tmseis‘l’ (fv hag) + Tmseis‘l’ (ga h7 f)

we see that

1 — _
588 ||T(S)||%2 =R <Tm3856i5¢ (fv g, f) + Tmsaseisd’ (fv ha g) + Tmsaseisd’ (ga hv f)v T(S)>

. (122)
+R <T(s) +T(s), T(s)>
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Now,
i0cd(& —m — 0)e"OxT = pmye™*? = —im,0,e"?

so we can use (I22) to write

t
(D]E) =+ %/ <Tm5856i3¢ (f7 g, f) + Tmsasei“’ (f7 hug) + Tmsaseisqﬁ (gu h7 f)7 T(8)> ds
1

1 t
=5 [ LoUTE)Eds
1
t ~ o
+ 3‘%/ s (T(s) +T(s), T(s))ds
1
The bounds for T(s), T(s), and T(s) imply that
¢
|(123a)| 5/1 S| F(s)l 21T (s)]| 2 ds
¢
S [ M gl + A g s
1
as required. Turning to (I23al), integration by parts shows that

1 s=t t
@233 = |- 5571 (s)lI7: +/1 s|T(s)ll7- ds

s=1

t
<M g+ + / M5 ag(s)| 2 ds
1

which is better than required, completing the bound for ([@8€).

7. THE POINTWISE BOUNDS IN FOURIER SPACE

51

(123a)

(123b)

In this section, we will show how to control f(&,t) and 8,a(0,¢). For |¢| < t~1/3, the Holder
continuity of f in £ reduces to the problem to estimating f (0,t), which in turn reduces to showing
that (&) holds for 9;u(0,t). We show this improved decay by taking advantage of the self-similar
structure at low frequencies. On the other hand, when [£| > t=1/3, we show that f (&,t) essentially has

ODE dynamics, which produce a logarithmic phase correction given by (G8]).

7.1. The low-frequency bounds. We first prove the bound (B7) on |9;@(0,¢)|. Note that 9;%(0,t)

satisfies

0yt(0,t) = i#/hfﬁzudaz

Recalling that S(z,t) =t~ /3¢ (t~/3z) and using the self-similar equation (@), we see that |S|20,S

is the derivative of an L? function. Thus, [ |S|?0,S dz = 0, and we can write
1
o0u(0,t =:|:—/ u|?0,u — |S|%0,.9 dx

— 1 \/LQ_W / [u[200w + (0T + w)y S dar
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But, all of these terms can be controlled using Theorem [0 giving us the bound
000, 8)] SM227%|ag]) 1
<M?3t71-8
as required.

We now turn to the task of bounding f(£,¢) in the low frequency region || < t~1/3. Note that
0¢1(0,t) = 9: £(0,t), so integrating the above bound and recalling that M?e?> < 1 gives us the bound

t
FO.0 50,01+ [ ara(0.0)]d
1
<e+4 M*ed
<e

as required. For the other frequencies, we note that by the Sobolev-Morrey embedding, for |¢| < t=1/3,

IF(&,8) — f(0,8)] SIEMM? |2 f|| e
S (lzgllze + LS| g2) /6
Set7ﬁ+M363
<e

allowing us to conclude that f is bounded in the region |£| < t=1/3,

7.2. The perturbed Hamiltonian dynamics. In this section, we show that f(f, t) satisfies a per-
turbed Hamiltonian ODE for each ¢ > ¢~'/3 and as a consequence ||f| r= is uniformly bounded in
time. In particular, we will show that for |¢| > t71/3, f(¢,t) satisfies

o 180N ~ ~ i sgn
0.6 1) = B0 e R (e 1)+ o B e 3 )P fe /30 4 RiEt) (12
for some constant ¢, where |R(&,t)| < M3e3t_1(|§|t1/3)_1/14. From this, it will follow that if we define

B = #2800 [ IHEI

then v(t, &) = e'BE0) f(t, ) satisfies

Opv = ce“s/ggseiB(t’g)g|f(€/3,t)lzf(f/?n t)+ R(E, 1)

Let us consider |v(t1) — v(t2)| for max(1,]¢|™2) < t; < ta < T, where T is the time given in the
bootstrap argument. Integrating by parts, we find (omitting the £ factors in the argument):

to 3 o ’ f :
/t 158/9£ ZB(S Sg;l§| ( )l f( ) ‘ |€|3|f( )| B +/t |f(8)|3 S2|§|3
123 ~ d
N / DB e
ds

to R R )
+ [T BFEIFOF

=I+1I+1II+1V
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Using the definition of B and the bound on f, we see that

I| 4 |I1) 4 |IIT] < (M3 + MPeP)t g3 125
1
Moreover, substituting the expression given in ([I24)) for 0, f(s), we find that
t2 22 /33 B B
s [T (S e res) as g arer g (126)
1

Taking ¢t; = max(1, |¢|~3) and recalling from Section [T1] that |v(£,t1)| = |f(€,t1)] < €, we see that for
t e (tl,T),

F(& 0] = [o(&. 0] S e+ M2 e S e
since € < M~3/2. In particular, this closes the bootstrap for the FL> component of the X norm.
Moreover, we have shown that v(&,t) is Cauchy as t — oo for £ # 0, so v(&,t) converges as t — oo for
each fixed nonzero £. If we write foo(€) = limy— oo v(€, t), then

fe.t) —exp( / e S ) J(€) + OMPe (11 /3)g]) =114

so (B8) holds. Thus, the proof of the main theorem will be complete once we verify (I24)).

7.3. The stationary phase estimate. We now prove (I24). Note that we can write 9,f(,t) as

) . / ~i9(¢ — 1y — o) f(n) (=) (£ — 11— o) dndor (127)

The stationary points for the phase ¢ are given by

(m,01) =(§,6)
(771701> ( 575)
(m,o1) =(§, —¢) (128)

(n4,04) =(£/3,€/3)
We will now divide the integral dyadically in i and o, and use stationary phase to estimate each piece.
Defining j to be the integer with 2771 < [£]| < 27, let us write

atf(§7 t) = Ilo + Istat + Z (IZ + if)

£>5+10
where
Lo ==+ ﬁ e i (M (@) (€ —n— o) f(n)f(—0) f(§ = n— o) dndo
Lgtat = £ i /e_”%ﬁ“ed(n, o) (& =n—0)f(n)f(~=0)f(&—n—o)dndo
I, =+ i e " —n— o)he(n)<e(o) f(n) f(—0) f(€ —n— o) dndo
I =+ E e (& = — o) per(n)be(0) f(n) f (=) f(€ — 1 — o) dndo
with

Pedn, o) = h<;(Mp<;(0) — s (Mpci(0)
We will show how to estimate the terms I, Isat and Ip: the estimate for the I, terms follows from
similar reasoning.
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7.3.1. The estimate for Ii,. Over the support of the integrand, |9,¢| ~ 2%, so we can integrate by
parts with respect to 1 to obtain

Lo =F 5 e”d’g};—;%«]( Vs (@)D f () (& = 1 — 0) [ (=) dndo (1292)
:Fﬁ/eiﬂi’an <(€_a’:7¢_0’)7/}<<3 W<ilo > f(&—=n—0)f(—0)dndo (129b)

+ {similar terms}

For the first term, we note that mj = 27 3 8”¢ Vi (M (0) i (§) is a smooth symbol supported on
1€, In], |o| < 27 and satisfies the Cmfman Meyer type symbol bounds

108 .05 | Sa 2771
Thus, arguing as in Remark [ and using the Hausdorff-Young inequality, we find that
)| =t71277 [Ty (L g i )|

<t 127J

Ty (Lug s ugjy ugj)’ .

575—12_jHUCfHL?HngfHL?||U5j||L°°
<M3€3t77/627j/2

Similarly, defining the symbol m? = 2279, (5 =0 (s (a)) ;i (€), we find that

(2B =727 [T (g g )

—10-2j _
<t72 HTmﬁ(uij’uij’uij)‘

Ll
27| P fII3a flusyll Lo
SMB3=4/3973

It follows that

\—1/2
Lo| < M3e3t (tl/?’zﬂ)

which is consistent with the estimate for the remainder term in (I24]).

7.3.2. The estimate for 1. For these terms, |V77,g¢| ~ 22 Integrating by parts using the identity
Y . 57 Vo Vyoe''? = e?, we find that
n,o

R = ;ﬁf"%(mm(a)anﬂn)f(s - 0)f(~0) dndo (130a)
1 it (€ =n—0)eM<e(0)V o\ 2, | 2 :
e /e Vo ( Vo @2 . >f(77)f(§ —n—o)f(=0o)dndo (130Db)

+ {similar terms}
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The argument is now similar to the one for (I29a) and (129b)). Writing

1 4(5—77—0)37705
=, o

—n—0)0,
mi =2%V, , - (WW(HW@(U)) Yt(€ — o)

for some & within distance O(2°) of ¢ and observing that m}, m? satisfy the conditions given in Re-
mark [§ uniformly in ¢, we find that

|B0&)| St 2N T (L, PEyu, Ty 22
S 2 Lul| 2| P £ 2wl o
<M3St™ 7/69—4/2

|[@BOB)| St '27 2| Ty (e, Py, syl 2
ST PEF IR ul

<MB3—4/39—1

Ve P<e(o)Pme(§ — &0)

where Iz’gl = 1h<¢(D — () for ¢ € R. An analogous argument holds for I;, so summing over £ > k + 10,
we find that
-1/2

Z I+ 1,

£>k+10

< V331 (t1/32k)

which allows us to treat these terms as remainders in (I24]).

7.3.3. The estimate for Isas. The integral here contains the four stationary points given in (I28]). Note
that each of the stationary points are at a distance ~ 27 from each other. Using this, we can write

Litat = Z Z (J(T + J(T ) + {remainder}

r=120x2i
where
D =% - / Sl — )5 (0 = 0) (€ =0 = 0) f ) f(€ = n— o) f(~0) dndo
=k o / e 0y =)Mo — o) (€ = n— o) f() f(§ = n— o) f(~0) dndo
with
wg 0> fo
Pl = Qv =1
0 l <ty

for a parameter £ defined such that 2% ~ ¢t=1/3(¢1/32k)=7 where v > 0 is a constant which will be
specified later. The contribution from the remainder can be controlled using an argument similar to
the one for Iy, so we will focus on controlling the contribution from the J; terms. There are two cases
to consider: either £ = £y or £ > /.
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Case { > {y. We first consider the bound for J, ), Integrating by parts gives
I =2 T (L, P 0 ) (131a)
il 2 (PLyu, P70, m0) (131b)
+ {similar terms}

where & is any point at a distance < 2¢ from &, and the symbols m} and m% are given by

:i2€(§—77—‘7)|v 77¢¢|2 (77—77r)1/)§6(0—0r)1/)§€(§—§0)
0,0
R o (Y L)
0,0

It is clear that these symbols are supported on a region of volume ~ 23¢. Moreover, over the support
of the integral we have that

E—n—0o| $2, Vool ~27T |02, Vool 207100 o] > 2

where for the last inequality we have used the fact that 2¢ < 27. Thus, we see that m} and m% obey
the Coifman-Meyer type bounds

108 .ol + 108 omi| Sa 2710
Thus, we have the bounds
(D@ | <t "2 Ty (Lo, Py
S e f Nl | PE T f el | e
<M363t74/327j/227l/2

and
(@B <t~ ‘2~ %HTMz Py, PS," 7w, )’ 1
L
S B el P o o o

< M3e34—3/29-i/29—¢

Summing over £ > £y yields

< (/30T 2y (132)

W

>4

A similar argument gives an identical bound for the j/).
Case ¢ = (. By performing the linear change of variables n — n+n,, 0 — ¢ + 0,., we obtain

r { —
I =+ o /6 <ty (Mh<ty (0)(§ = e — 0 — n — o) Fr(€, 1, 0) dnpdo
7 =0
where

Fo(&n,0)=f+n)f€—n—n —0o—0)f(—0—0a,)
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We can re-write this as

Jlgg‘) ==+ é /eiit(ﬁwﬁeo (n)wﬁfo (U)(g —Nr =0y =7 — U) (FT(é.a m, U) - FT (57 05 O)) dﬁdg (1333“)
F 5= Fr(6,0.0) [ e s, be, (0)(n-+ o) ddo (1330)
£ 5B € 0,00~ 07) [ € oty ()eiy (o) dndo (133¢)

For (I33a), we recall that the L2 bound on zf implies that f is 1/2-Holder, so
[Fe(&,m,0) = Fr(€,0,0) S M0 (|| + o) /2

and

|(@33a)| SMPe/ /wgeo (Mt<to (@) + 0 + 1+ 07) (|0 + [o])"/* dndo
< MB3e39341/695/2L0

<apert (o)

Similarly, the L°° bound on f from (BH) shows that |F,.(¢,0,0)| < M3€®, so
()| Mo
et ()
The term (I33d) contains the leading order contribution to (I24]). We will extract this contribution
using the method of stationary phase. By direct calculation, we find
O(&n +1p,0 +0v) = by + Qr(1,0) + O + o)

where ¢, = ¢(&, 1, 0,) and @, is the quadratic form associated to the Hessian matrix Hess,, » ¢(&, nr, o).
Thus, |e~¢ — e~ QM| < t(|n|® + |o]?), so

3y

(€= 1= o) F(€0,0) [ (e = e 0@ 0N oy )y (0) dpda| SME2127
§M363 (t1/32j) 1=5v

By rescaling and using stationary phase, we find that

J S st ) dndr =22 [ SN ool dndo

27‘1’61% sign Hessy, o ¢(£,mr,0)

:t\/| det Hess,) 5 ¢(&, 1y, o)
+0 (t—22—2502—2j)

where on the last line we have used the fact that | det Hess, , ¢(&,m,,0,)| ~ 2% to obtain the error
term. Collecting all these calculations, we find that

_ _ —it¢,+i% sign Q.
D) = +iF, (¢,0,0) & 90)¢ -

Y EToN
) (M363t1 [(ztl/sz)l57 + (tl/?’zj)lh])
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Collecting the results for ([I33a)-(I33d) and simplifying using the definition of £y, we find that

(5 — 1 — O'T)e_itd)“"-ﬂ% sign Q,

V1 det Qr] (134)
N 1-5/2v N —37 N —1-2y
+0 (M3e3t_1 [(tl/?’?) + (t1/323) + (tl/?’QJ) D

I = iF(€,0,0)

A quick calculation shows that for r = 1, 2,3, we have

ér =0, det Q, = — 36€2, sign Q, =0
¢4 =8/9¢%, det Q4 =12¢7, sign @, = — 2sgn¢

Thus, combining (I34) with (I32]) and taking v = 3/7, we find that

4 ) -
() — % F 27 l-tg/ggsM . -
;J + = EOPfE ) +e N /3.0 FE/3.0)

+ O(MSGSt—l(t1/32j)—l/14)

which concludes the proof of ([I24]) and gives Theorem [0l
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