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Abstract

In this work we consider the operator

(TG)(z) = | Gz -w,w)dw, xR’ GeL’RxS?).
S2
This is the adjoint operator of the Radon transform. We manage to give an optimal L°
decay estimate of T'G near the infinity by a geometric method, if the function G is compactly
supported. As an application we give decay estimate of non-radiative solutions to the 3D
linear wave equation in the exterior region {(z,#) € R®* x R : |z| > R+ |t|}. This kind of
decay estimate is a key element of the channel of energy method for wave equations.

1 Introduction

1.1 Background and topics

In this article we consider an operator

(TG)(z) = | Gz w,w)dw, z€R® GecL*RxS?). (1)
SQ
This operator is exactly the adjoint of the Radon transform defined by (Here dS is the usual
measure of the plane w-x = s.)

RPG.0) = [ @@, () €R xS
w-r=s

Namely we always have (f, TG) = (Rf, G) for suitable functions f(x) and G(s,w). The angled
brackets here are the corresponding pairing in the spaces R? and R x S?, respectively. The
application of the Radon transform includes partial differential equations, X-ray technology and
radio astronomy. More details about the Radon transforms can be found in in Helgason [13, [14]
and Ludwig [17]. In this work we are mainly interested in the application of the operator T on
the wave equations. This operator helps solve the free waves, i.e. the solutions to homogenous
linear wave equation 9?u — Au = 0, from their corresponding radiation fields.

Radiation field Let us first give a brief introduction of the radiation fields. The conception of
radiation field dates back to 1960’s, see Friedlander [9] [I1]. Generally speaking, radiation fields
discuss the asymptotic behaviours of free waves as time goes to infinity. The following version
of statement can be found in Duyckaerts-Kenig-Merle [6].
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Theorem 1.1 (Radiation field). Assume that d > 3 and let u be a solution to the free wave
equation 02u — Au = 0 with initial data (ug,u1) € H' x L2(RY). Then (u, is the derivative in
the radial direction)

2
lim (|Vu(ac,t)|2 — Jup (@, )% + M) dz =0

100 Jpa |22

and there ezist two functions G4 € L*(R x S?71) so that

%)
lim
t—+oo 0 §d—1
oo
lim
t—+oo 0 gd—1

In addition, the maps (uo,u1) — V2G+ are bijective isometries from H' x L*(R%) to L*(R x
Sd_l).

_ 2
T%&gu(rﬁ,t) —G4(rFt, 9)‘ dfdr = 0;

_ 2
r T Ou(rd, t) £ Gy (r F , 9)‘ dodr = 0.

Explicit formula We call the functions G+ radiation profiles in this work. They can be viewed
as the “initial data” of free waves at the time ¢ = £00. We may give an explicit formula for the
one-to-one map from radiation fields G_(s,w) back to the initial data (ug,u1) in dimension 3:

1

uo(x) = 3 e G_ (z w,w)dw;
1
ui(z) = 3 e 0sG_ (z - w,w) dw.

A similar formula has been known for many years, see Friedlander [I0]. One may also refer to
Li-Shen-Wei [16] for an explicit formula for all dimensions d > 2. This map between initial data
and radiation profiles can also be given in term of their Fourier transforms, as given in a recent
work Coéte-Laurent [I]. A formula of free waves in term of the radiation fields G_ immediately
follows by a time translation

u(z,t) = L G_(z - w+tw)dw. (2)
27 S2
We recall that the map from the radiation fields G_ to initial data (ug,u1) is an isometry from
L2(R x S?) to H' x L?>(R?). Thus the formula ug = (1/27)TG_ implies that the operator T is
a bounded linear operator from L*(R x S?) to H'(R?). We may combine this with the Sobolev
embedding A'(R?) < LS(R?3) and obtain that T is also a bounded operator from L2(R x S$?) to
LS(R3).

Non-radiative solutions In this work we are particularly interested in the case when G is
compactly supported (b € R™T)
Supp G C [~b,b] x S%.

These radiation profiles correspond to the non-radiative solutions of the linear wave equation.
More precisely, G is a radiation profile with compact support as above, if and only if the corre-
sponding free wave u(z,t) given by (2)) satisfies (see Li-Shen-Wei [16], for example)

lim |V wu(z,t)[2dz = 0. (3)

t—too || >b+|¢|

These solutions are usually called non-radiative solutions, or more precisely, b-weakly non-
radiative solutions. They play an important role in the channel of energy method, which becomes



a powerful tool in the study of asymptotic behaviour of solutions in the past decade. Gener-
ally speaking, channel of energy method discusses the energy of solutions to the linear and/or
non-linear wave equation in the exterior region {x : |x| > R + |t|} for a constant R as t — Fo0.
The basic theory of this method can be found in Céte-Kenig-Schlag [2], Duyckaerts-Kenig-Merle
I8, [7] and Kenig-Lawrie-Schlag [I5], for example. The application of channel of energy method
includes proof of the soliton resolution conjecture for radial solutions to focusing, energy critical
wave equation in all odd dimensions d > 3 by Duyckaerts-Kenig-Merle [4, [§] and the non-
existence of soliton-like minimal blow-up solution in the energy super-critical or sub-critical case
by Duyckaerts-Kenig-Merle [5] and Shen [18], for instance.

Decay estimate One important part of channel of energy theory is to show that if u is a
non-radiative solution to a suitable non-linear wave equation, then the asymptotic behaviour
of its initial data as * — o0 is similar to that of non-radiative free waves. (see Duyckaerts-
Kenig-Merle [7], for example) The idea is to show that the nonlinear term gradually becomes
negligible in the exterior region {(z,t) € R x R: |z| > R+ |t|} as R — +00. As a result, this
argument depends on suitable decay estimates of linear non-radiative free waves in the exterior
region {(z,t) : |z| > |[t| + R}. Most previously known results of this kind depends on the radial
assumption on the solutions. This work is an attempt to give a decay estimate as mentioned
above in the non-radial case. This decay estimate is used in an accompanying paper to give
the asymptotic behaviour of weakly non-radiative solutions to a wide range of non-linear wave
equations, without the radial assumption.

Topics The main topic of this work is to find a good upper bound of the integral

/ |TG ()| dx
|z|>R

when the radiation profile G is compactly supported. This immediately gives a decay estimate
of non-radiative linear waves.

Remark 1.2. Strictly speaking, Li-Shen-Wei [16] only gives proof of @) for smooth and com-
pactly supported radiation fields G_. But the same formula holds for any radiation profiles
G_ € L?(R x S?). More precisely, given any time t, the integral

1
u(z,t) = o | G_(z w+tw)dw

is defined for almost everywhere x € R3 so that u(x,t) is a linear free wave with radiation field
G_. In order to prove this we only need to use the result for smooth and compactly supported
radiation fields and apply the classic approzimation techniques of real analysis.

1.2 Main results

Now we give the statement of our main results.

Proposition 1.3. The linear operator T defined in (Il) satisfies

(a) Assume b > a >0 with b/a < 2. If G € L*(R x S?) is supported in ([—b, —a] U [a, b]) x S?,
then we have

6 (a/R)*(1 —a/b)? 6 .
[ et < R Gl ey, VR 2 b

[, me@Ide 5 (1= a/bPIG e



(b) Assume R>1b>0. If G € L*(R x S?) is supported in ([—b,b]) x S?, then
[ ITC@I e S /PG e

We may utilize Proposition[[.3]and conduct a detailed discussion of various choices of parameters
a, b to obtain the following decay estimate

Corollary 1.4. If G € L*(R x S?) is supported in [a,b] x S?, then

(b~ a?
[ 6@t s Eh 16l ey

Remark 1.5. The decay rate | TG| ps(a:|2|>RY) S R™3||G||1> given above is optimal. We
define (w = (w!,w? w3) €8§?)

1, ifse-1,1], 0 <w? < Z;
Gls,w) = { 0, otherwise;

A basic calculation shows that |G|z ~ R™Y2. In addition, we have |z - w| < 1 if |z3] < 2R,
x3 4+ 23 < 1/9 and w?® € (0,1/6R). Therefore

TG(z) = / G(z - w,w)dw ~ R, lz3] < 2R, 7 4 23 < 1/9.
wES?,0<w3<1/6R

Therefore we have | TG||16({x:|z|>Rr)) 2 B7°/6 = R7Y3||G| 2.

The L% decay estimates of TG given above can be used to give decay estimate of non-radiative
solutions in the exterior region

Proposition 1.6. Let u(z,t) be a solution to the 3-dimensional linear wave equation O}u—Au =
0 with a finite energy E so that

lim |V zu(z, t)*dz = 0.
t—=+oo | > 7+t
Then the following inequalities hold
lull e Lo atai>ry S (F/R)PEYE R ul ) pogesy S (r/[H) /B2,

In addition, we have the decay of Strichartz norm in the exterior region

lullLrLa®x fa:|2|> RY) Spoas (r/R)*E"?, R>r;

as long as the constants p,q € (2,4+00) and k > 0 satisfy 1/p+3/¢g=1/2 and k < 2/q.

1.3 The idea

The proof of our main result, Proposition [[L3], consists of four steps.

Step 1 We temporarily assume Supp G C [a,b] x S? with b > a > 0 and b/a < 2. Other cases
are direct consequences. We recall

u(z,t) = /s2 Gz -w+t,w)dw € C(Ry; HY(R?)) < C(Ry; LS(R?)).



Thus we may rewrite

TG = lim —/ / (- w+ t,w)dwdt,
§—0t 0 s2

and consider the upper bound of
I ’
- / / G(r - w+t,w)dwdt
6 0 SZ

/:n>R

A careful calculation gives an upper bound

dx.

Ks = / (H |G(sk, w ) |A1 N Ay N --- N Ag|(dwds)®. (4)
(S2x1)6
Here I = [a,b], Ay = {z €R3 : 8 —§ < x-wg < sk, |r| > R} and

dwds H dwydsy,.

Step 2 In order to prove Proposition [[3, we need to show K5 < C||G||%, and determine the
best constant C. The right hand side ||G||%, can be rewritten in the form

1G22 xs2) /( . |G (s1,w1)[*|G (52, w2)[*|G(s3,ws3)|*ds123dw123.
S2x1T)4

Here dsijr = dsids;dsg, dwijr = dw;dwjdwy. A comparison of this identity with (@) indicates
that a Cauchy-Schwartz inequality might do the job. One could try to write (we define A;j; =
Ai n Aj n Ak and A123456 = A1 - QAG)

1 A 1A
Ks < 556 M|G(Shwl)|2|G(52;w2>|2|G(53,W3)|2(d5dw)6
20° Js2xys | A123]
1 Aqasl - |A
— M|G(S4’w4)|2|G(55vw5)|2|G(56,w6)|2(dsdw)6
20 S2 % )6 |A456|
( )
L |Asse| - |Ai23456]
<% - WW(S“M)FW(S%W2)I2|G(83,w3)|2(dsdw)6

S/ J(slgg,w123)|G(sl,w1)|2|G(52,w2)|2|G(53,w3)|2d5123dw123;
(S2x1I)3

with
1

56|A123| S2><[)3| 456| | 123456| W456AS456

J(s123,w123) =
Here we put the weights |A4s6|/|A123] for the purpose of balance, because without the weights

the coefficient J(s123,w123) would become

1

56 / | A123456|ds456 dwase,
S2x1)3

which seems to be proportional to |A123]. Now we need to find an upper bound of

1 1
sup J(s123,wi23) = Sup T <—/ |A456|XA456(z)dw456d5456> dx.
(2% 1)3

6
w123,5123 w123,5123 |A123| A3 d



A reasonable upper bound can be found

1 1
Sup <5 / | A456]X 4456 (7)dwasedsase = sup 56 / | Aass|dwasedsase
x (52x1)3 x (S2x1)3,w€ Auss

1
< sup/ T dwase-
o Jos() [(wa X ws) - wel

Here Q(z) = {w €S*:a -6 < z-w < b}. We use the following facts in the inequality above
o r € A = wy € Qz);
o Ause < 0%/|(wa X ws) - wel;
e Given z and wy, then {si € [a,b] : © € Ay} is an interval whose length is no more than 4.

Finally we need to find an upper bound of

1
sup/ —————dwyss.
o Jos() [(wa X ws) - wel

Unfortunately we have

1
/ T —dwise = +00
0 |(wa X ws) - we|

for any open region Q@ C S?. As a result, the argument above has to be improved in some
way. The key observation here is that we have many different ways to split the product of
G(sk,wk) into two triples when we apply the Cauchy-Schwartz. In order to avoid too small
value of |(w; X wj) - wg|, which appears in the denominator in the integral given above, given
w1, wa, -+ ,we € S?, we split them into two group of three, i.e. (Wk,,Wk,, Wk;) and (Wi, , Wks , Wk ),
so that the product

|(@ry X Why) = Wy |+ [(Why X Wiy ) - Wi |

gets its maximum value among all possible grouping method. In this work we call these kind
of triples reciprocal triples. Following a similar argument as above but using reciprocal triples
instead in the Cauchy Schwartz

6
A
(H |G<sk,wk>l> < Pratstol G ) PIG s 000) PG )
k=1

B 2|Ak1k2k3|
A
+ M|G(Sk45wk4>|2|G(Sk55wk5)|2|G(Sk67wk6)|2;
2|Ak4k5k6|
{ki ko, kel ={1,2,---,6}; (W Who» Why), (Why, Wk, Wiy ) are reciprocal,

we reduce the problem to find an upper bound of

sup / ;dw;ﬁ@ (5)
r€B°,w123€Q3(x) J B(w123)NN3 (z) |(w4 X W5) 'w6|
Here B¢ = {z : |x| > R} and X(wia3) C (S?)3 consists of all reciprocal triples of wi23. The
reciprocal condition above significantly restricts the location, size and/or shape of the surface
triangles (w4, ws,we) thus leads to a finite least upper bound. The remaining work is to figure
out this least upper bound.



Step 3 We then apply a central projection P : S — R? defined by P(x1, 2, x3) = (21 /23, 22/x3)
and rewrite the least upper bound () in the form of an integral in Euclidean space R?:

bo / 1 JY
sup [ —=  sup ———4Y1s56 | -
zeBe \|Z|% vi,v2,v5e0 Ju(vias)n(ar)s [DYaY5Ys]

Here Q* is an annulus region (depending on |z|) in R? and X(Y;Y2Y3) is the subset of (R?)3
consisting of all reciprocal triples (or triangles) Y;Y5Ys in R2. Here reciprocal triangles in R?
are defined in a similar way to reciprocal triples in S2.

1
A Yo Y3 - |AY,Y5Ys| > —
| 112 3| | 415 6| ~ 65 {kl’kzy...,g;?):({lz,---,

6} |AY7€1 Ykz Yk3| ’ |AY7€4Y7€5 ka‘ |
Step 4 In the final step we utilize the geometric properties of reciprocal triangles and give an
upper bound

1
sup / —————d Y56 S wOr. (6)
Yi1,Y2, Y3 € J5(Yi23)N(Q%)3 |AY,Y5Y5]

Here r is the radius of outer boundary and w is the width of the annulus region 2*. Finally we
may plug this upper bound in and conplete the proof of Proposition

1.4 Notations and Structure of this work

Notations In this work the notation A < B means that there exists a constant ¢ so that
A < ¢B. In this work these explicit constants are absolute constants, i.e. depends on nothing,
unless stated otherwise. The notation 2 is similar. The meaning of < is similar to <, i.e. there
exists a constant ¢, so that A < ¢B. But in this case we additionally assume ¢ < 1 is very small.
The meaning of >> is similar. We may add subscripts to these notations to indicate that the
explicit constants depend on these subscripts but nothing else. Throughout this work we use
the notation y for characteristic functions and || for the Lebesgue measure of a subset {2 of the
Euclidean spaces or the sphere S2.

Structure of this work In Section 2 we first reduce the proof of Proposition to a geo-
metric inequality. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of some basic geometric properties regarding
reciprocal triangles and circular annulus regions, which are the preparation work for the proof of
the geometric inequality (@). Next in Section 4 we prove the geometric inequality by considering
reciprocal triangles with different sizes and angles separately. In Section 5 we combine all results
from previous sections to finish the proof of Proposition[[L3] and then give an application on the
decay estimate of non-radiative solutions. Finally we give an estimate of Radon transform in
the two or three dimensional space, as another application of our main result.

2 Transformation to a Geometric Inequality

In this section we reduce the proof of Proposition[[3lto a geometric inequality. Let us temporarily
assume G(s,w) is supported in [a,b] x S?. Here a,b > 0 so that b/a < 2. We recall that the
function defined by

u(z,t) = | Gz w+t,w)dw
S2

is a finite-energy free wave, thus we have

u(-t) € C(R, H'(R®)) = u(-t) € C(R, L5(R?)).



This immediately gives the following convergence in L°(R3)

§—0t

1 6
lim —/ u(z, t)dt = TG.
0

Thus it suffices to find an upper bound of

1 6
g/ u(x, t)dt
0

lim inf
§—0t

LS ({z:|z|>R})
We may rewrite
1 /° 1 [
- / u(z, t)dt = —/ Gz w+t,w)dwdt
5 0 (S 0 S2
1
== / G(s,w)x(0,6)(5s — 2 - w)dwds
(S R Sz ’
1
== / G(s,w)x(0,6)(5s — 2 - w)dwds
5 I SZ ’

Here I = [a,b] and we use the compact-supported assumption of G. Given §,s,w, we may
interpret X (o,5)(s — 7 - w) as the characteristic function of the set

Asps={reR®:s—6<z-w<s}
The set As ., s is a thin slice of the space R3, which is orthogonal to w and a distance of about

s away from the origin. For convenience we introduce the notation xs...s5(z) = Xx(0,6)(s — = - w).
Thus we may rewrite

1[0 1
—/ u(z, t)dt = —/ G(s,w)Xsw,s(x)dwds
5 Jo 8 JrJs

Now we consider the integral

6
1 6
Js = / —/ u(z, t)dt| dz.
o>k |9 Jo
We plug the explicit expression of v in and obtain
1 6
Js = E / G(S’W)Xs,w,é(m)dwcls dx
lz|>R /1 Js?

6
1
S 5_6/” R/(I oy (H |G(Sk,Wk)|xsk,wk,5(z)> (dwds)®dz.
x|> x§2)6 1

Here we slightly abuse the notation
6
(dwds)® = H dwy.dsy,.
k=1
Now we introduce reciprocal triples. If triples (w1, ws,ws), (wa,ws,ws) € (S?)3 satisfy

(@1 X wa) - wl |(wa x ws) - we| = max _ |(wj, X wj,) - wis | [(wia X wjs) - il



we call these triples reciprocal to each other. Here the maximum is taken for all possible per-
mutation of {1,2,---,6}. By rotating the variables we only need to consider the integral in the
region where the triples (w1, wa,ws3), (w4, ws,ws) € (S?)® are reciprocal. More precisely we have

6
10
Js < F/ / <H |G(Skawk)|xsk,wk,6($)> (dwds)®dz.
2>k Jex1o \ 5

Y= {(w1, ,we) € (S*)° : (w1, wa,ws), (w4, ws, we) are reciprocal}.

Here

For convenience we use the notations Ay = As, o5 N {z € R® : |z| > R}, Aijr, = AN A; N Ay
and Ajo3456 = A1 N ---N Ag below. We may rewrite

6
s _/ >R/E><]6 (H |G(Sk’wk>|> X Ai123456 (x)(dCUdS)Gd;p,

k=1

We then apply Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

A
J5 < — / / 4561151 00) PG (52 02) P G 53 03) P X tpnsan () (o) O
6¢ \m\>R wxr6 | A2

A
055 o T 0 0 PIG55 ) 160 0 Pt (o) i)l
T|> X

A
/ / | 456||G (s1,w1)[*|G (52, w2)|*|G (53, w3)[* X Arsgase () (dwds) *d.
lz|>R Juxre |A12s]

Next we use notations dw;jr = dw;dw;dwy, ds;ji. = ds;dsjdsy and rewrite the integral

10
Js < 56 J(s123, wi23)|G (51, w1)[?|G(s2, w2) |*|G (53, w3)|* ds123dwi2s. (7)
SQ 3><I$
Here
A
J(Sl23;w123> :/ / | 456|XA123456 (z)d8456dw456d1';
2|5 R S5 (wras) x 13 |A123]

Y(wi2s) = {(wa,ws,we) € (S%)? : (w1, wa,ws), (w4, ws,ws) are reciprocal}.
We may further find an upper bound of J(s123,w123).

1
J(s123,w123) = / | Ause|X Ause () dSas6dwase | da
[A123] J 412y \ s (wra) 12

< sup / | Aus6|X Ause () dSa56dwase.
r€A123 JE(wi23) X I3

Given x € Bf = {y : |y| > R}, we define
Q(r)={weS?:Fscl,rc A, s} ={weS*:a—d <z -w<b}.

The least upper bound of J(s123,w123) satisfies

sup J(s123, wi23) < sup sup / | Ads6|X Auss () dS 456 dwase
s123€13,w123€(5?)3 s123€1%,w123€(S?)3 z€A123 J B(wi23) X I3

< sup

/ ‘ | Aas6]X A4s6 (2)dsasedwass.
z€BG,wi123€Q3 (x) J (Z(wi123)NQ3 (2)) x I3



We observe

53
|Agse| < 7,
|(W4 X w5) -w6|
and obtain
33 Ay (T
sup J (5123, w123) < sup / $()d5456dw456-
s123,w123 €13 X (§2)3 TEBE,wi123€Q3 (x) Y (E(w123)NQ3 (x)) x I3 |(W4 X W5) 'w6|
Next we recall
XA () =1 & s —0<z-wp <sg Yk=4,5,6.
Thus we have
56
sup J (5123, w123) < sup / ———————dwase
s123,w123 €13 X (S2)3 IEB%,wlzgeﬂg(z) Z(wlgg)ﬂﬂg(m) |(CU4 X QJ5> : w6|
< 6Cror.5,
for all § € (0,d0). Here Cr 1,5, is a constant independent of ¢ € (0, dy)
1
CRr.16, = sup —— dwuss (8)
@€Bf, wi123€Q3 (2) Y B(wi23)N02G () |(w4 X w5) 'w6|
Plugging this upper bound in (), we obtain
Js < 1OCR,I,60/ |G(51,w1)?|G (52, w2)|*|G (53, ws)|*ds123dwi23
(S2)3x 13

< 10CR, 1,60 |Gl T2 g2y -
We make 6 — 07 and conclude that the following inequality holds for any small constant dg > 0.
6
”TG”LG({ze]RS:\z\>R}) < 1OCR7[750HG”6L2(]R><SZ)'

The remaining work is to find an upper bound of Crs,. Let us first fix an x € B§ and
determine the upper bound of

1

Crsolw) = wlzgselgzpéo(z) /z:(wus)rm%o (@) |(wa X ws) - we| Aosso ©)
Without loss of generality we assume x = (0,0, k) € R3. Then
Q(;O(x):{w:(xl,xg,xg)eSQ:a_héo<$3<%}. h > b;
Qs (x) = {w = (21,29, 23) €S*: G_T(SO < a3 < 1}, h € (a — d¢,b);
Qs (2) = @. h <a—do.

We next apply a geometric transformation so that we may work in Euclidean space R? for
convenience. Let O be the origin in R®. We consider the central projection (with center O) from
the upper half of the sphere

S% = {(21,32,23) 1 27 + 25 + 23 = 1,25 > 0}
to the plane x3 = 1: (Please see figure[I])

P:Si%RQ, Y =P(x1,22,23) = (21 /23, T2/ 23).

10



SZ

Figure 1: Ilustration of projection P

We have
Qo n = P () = {Y €R? th Sy < Y - _(‘I&O 50)2} h>b;
Q5,0 = P(Q5,(2)) = {Y€R2:|Y|< %{50—50)2} h € [a — do,b);
Q5on = P(Qs(2)) = 2, h < a — do;

is an annulus (or a disk) and

dY = x3°dS(w).

We define Y}, = Pw;, € R? and use notation 4y, for the vector OY;, € R3. If wy, = (Wk,1, Wk 2, Wk,3) €
Qs, (), then

h h
, -1 1
Yk k,3Wk> b k,3 a— 0

Since the distance of O to the plane x3 = 1 is 1, the volume V of tetrahedron OY;Y}Y} is one
third of the area of triangle Y;Y;Y%. Thus (please see figure [2)

(10)

1 1, L. 4
§|AYinYk| =V= 5 |(Fi % 45) - il -

We may combine this with (I0) and obtain

SZ

Figure 2: Hlustration of volume

AY;YY AR 1 3 3
AVl @ < g) gkl e(h h ) n

|(wi X CLJJ') . wk| o 2|(w1 X Wj) . wk| o 2&)1',3 T Wj3 W3 ﬁ, 2((1 — 50)3

11



Therefore we may use the reciprocal assumption on triples w123 and wysg, as well as the assump-
tion b/a < 2 to deduce (as long as dp > 0 is sufficiently small)

(a — 50)6
|AY1Y2Ys] - |AYY5Ys] > T g §{3?§F i |AY;, Y, Y| - [AY}, Y, Y|
1
> % W gga‘xﬁ) |AY31Y32Y33| : |A§/}4§/}5§/}o |
Here again the maximum is taken for all possible permutations of 1,2,--- 6. We still call these

two triangles AY1Y5Y3 and Y,Y5Ys (weakly) reciprocal to each other and use the notation
S(Yiag) = {(Ya, Y5,Y5) € (R®)* : (V1,Y2, Y3), (Ya, Y5, Ys) are reciprocal}.
We apply change of variables on the integral in ([]), utilize (IT)) and obtain

2 2 9
Wy 3Ws 3Ws 3 1

Crs(x) = sup dYus6

w123€03 (@) /P(z:(wm)mszgo (2)) 2 |AY,Y5Y6|
b8 1
S

< 5% up / oo o456
2hC yise(93, )° Jo(viz)ney, )0 [AYaY5Yel

In summary we have

Lemma 2.1. Assume that b > a > 0 with b/a < 2. Let G(s,w) € L?*(R x S?) be supported in
the region [a,b] x S%. Then the function

TG(z) = | Gz w,w)dw, reR3
SZ
satisfies the following inequality for all sufficiently small § > 0:

/ R|TG(:c)|6d:c < ( sup C'a,b,(s(h)> IGIIT2 mxs2)-
x|>

h>max{R,a—d}
The constant Cqp 5(h) is defined by

568 1
sup

Capslh) = —% / oo
(®) h® vivevses, Jsmvavaniag,)e [2YaYsYel

dYidYsdYs.

Here Q5 ;, is an annulus (or disk) region in R2 defined by

Jh2 _ 2 }12 _ _ 6 2
Q= YERQ:M<|Y|<—V(G) , h > b;
' b a—290
}12 _ _ 5 2
Q}hi{Y6R2:|Y|<#}, he(a—0,b).
, -

And X(Y1Y2Y3) consists of all (weakly) reciprocal triples of (Y1,Ya,Y3) in R2:
1
S(ViVaYs) = {<Y4,Y5,Y6> AYIVRYS| - [AYAYYe| > oo max AV, Y| AV, }
J6

Ja~"J5 " J6
J15J25

Here the maximum is taken for all possible permutations of 1,2,--- 6.
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3 Geometric Observations

In this section we make some geometric observations. We first give a few geometric characteristics
of (weakly) reciprocal triangles in R? and then a few properties an annulus region satisfies. Many
of the following results are simple geometric observations and might have been previously known.
Here we still give their proof for the reason of completeness. In this section we say that a triangle
AABC is of size L if and only if L < max{|AB|,|BC|,|CA|} < 2L.

3.1 Reciprocal triangles

In this subsection, we consider (weakly) reciprocal triangles in R?, as defined in the previous
section.

Lemma 3.1. Let AABC be of size L and D € R? satisfy d = d(D, NABC) > L. Then either
|[ADAB| Z (d/L)|AABC| or |ADAC| Z (d/L)|AABC.

Proof. We always have max{sin ZDAC,sin ZDAB} > (1/2)sin ZBAC. Thus

max{|ADAC|,|ADAB|} Z max{|DA| - |AC|sin ZDAC, |DA| - |AB|sin ZDAB}
2 (d/L)|AB| - |AC| max{sin ZDAC,sin ZDAB}
2 (d/L)|AB| - |AC|sin LBAC
> (d/L)|ABAC).

This immediately gives

Corollary 3.2. Let AABC be of size L and D € R? satisfy d = d(D, ANABC) > L. Then at
least two of the following inequalities holds

IADAB| > (d/L)|AABC|; |ADBC| > (d/L)|AABC); |ADCA| > (d/L)|AABC].

Proposition 3.3. Let AABC, ADEF C R? be reciprocal and of sizes L < M, respectively.
Then there exists a vertex of ADEF (say D) so that |AD|,|BD|,|CD| < L.

Proof. Let us prove Proposition B3] by contradiction. We assume
|AD|, |AE|,|AF|,|BD|,|BE|,|BF|,|CD|,|CE|,|CF| > L.

Without loss of generality we also assume |DF| > |EF| > |DE|. Thus |DF|,|EF| ~ M. We
consider two cases: case 1, AABC is close to the vertex F'; case 2, AABC is far away from the
vertex F'.

Case 1 If |AF|,|BF|,|CF| < M. We apply Corollary B2l on AABC and F, at least two of
the following holds

|AFAB| > |AABC|; |AFBC| > |AABCY; |AFCA| > |AABC.
Similarly at least two of the following inequalities holds

|AEAB| > |AABCY; |AEBC| > |AABCY; |AECA| > |AABC).
Thus we may find two vertices from AABC, say AB, so that we have

|AFAB|,|AEAB| > |AABC|.

13



Next we show that either |ACDE| 2 |ADEF| or |ACDF| 2 |ADEF| holds. This immediately
gives a contradiction to our reciprocal assumption. In fact, if the first inequality fails, i.e.
|IACDE| < |[ADEF|, then we have

d(C, DE) < d(F, DE).
Our assumption |CF| < M guarantees that |CD| ~ M ~ |DF|, thus we have

d(C,DE) _ d(F,DE)

in/CDE =
sin |C’D| < |DF|

=sinZFDEF.

It immediately follows that sin /ZF DC ~ sin ZFDE. Thus
|ACDF| = |CD|-|DF|sinZFDC Z |DE|- |DF|sin£FDE = |ADEF)|.
This finishes the argument in case one. Please see figure 3] for an illustration of the proof.

F

Figure 3: Illustration of case 1

Case 2 In this case |AF|,|BF|,|CF| 2, M. Given any vertex X € {4, B,C}, we have either
sin/XFE > (1/2)sinZDFE or sin ZXFD > (1/2)sinZDFE. As a result, we may find one
vertex from {D, E} (say D) and two vertices from {4, B, C} (say A, B) so that

sin ZAFD > (1/2)sin /DFE; sin /BFD > (1/2)sin ZDFE.
Combining these angles with our assumptions |AF|,|BF| 2 M and |DF|,|EF| ~ M, we obtain
IAAFD| > |ADEF|; IABFD| > |ADEF]. (12)

Finally we apply Lemma BIlon ACAB and E to conclude that either |AEBC| > |AABC| or
|AECA| > |AABC| holds. A combination of this with (I2)) immediately gives a contradiction.
Please see figure [ for an illustration of this case. Combining case 1 and 2, we finish the proof
of Proposition 3.3 O

Corollary 3.4. Let AABC,ADEF C R? be reciprocal of sizes L, M, respectively. Then they
can not be too far away from each other. Namely we always have
d(AABC,ADEF) < min{L, M}.

Proof. This corollary clearly holds if the size of one triangle is much larger than that of the other,
thanks to Proposition[3:3l Thus we only need to consider the case L ~ M. If the corollary failed,
we would have

d(AABC, ADEF) > L, M.

14



Figure 4: Illustration of case 2

We may apply Corollary on the triangle DEF and the point A, then on the same triangle
and the point B. This enable us to find two vertices from DEF (say DE) so that

|AADE| > |ADEF|; |ABDE| > |ADEF|.

We then apply Lemma B on the triangle CAB and the point F', then conclude that at least
one of the following holds

|ABCF| > |AABCY; |AACF| > |AABC.
Either of these contradicts our reciprocal assumption. (|

Proposition 3.5 (Classification). Let AABC and ADEF be two reciprocal triangles of sizes
L <« M, respectively. Without loss of generality we also assume |BC| and |DE| are the shortest
edge in the corresponding triangles. Then the location of smaller triangle ABC' satisfies either
of the following

(1) |AF|,|BF|,|CF| S L;
(Ila) |AD|,|BD|,|CD| < L so that max{|ABEF|,|ACEF|} > |ADEF|;
(IIb) |AE|,|BE|,|CE| < L so that max{|ABDF|,|ACDF|} > |ADEF)].

We call these triangles Type I reciprocal if they satisfies (I) and call them Type II reciprocal if
they satisfies either (Ila) or (IIb). Please see figure[3

Proof. Proposition guarantees that if (I) fails, then we have either |AD|, |BD|,|CD| < L
or |AE|,|BE|,|CE| < L. Without loss of generality, we assume |AD|,|BD|,|CD| < L and
show that either (ITa) or (IIb) holds. Because |FB|,|FD|,|FE| ~ M, we may conclude that
either [ABFD| 2 |ADEF| or |ABEF| 2 |ADEF| holds by considering the angles ZBF D and
ZBFE. If the latter holds, AABC satisfies (ITa). Thus we only need to consider the first case.
Similarly we may assume |[ACFD| 2 |ADEF|. Now we claim that |AE|,|BE|,|CE| < L thus
(ITb) holds. Otherwise we may apply Lemma Bl and conclude that either |AABE| > |AABC|
or |[NACE| > |AABC|. This means

max{|ABFD| - |AACE|,|ACFD|-|AABE|} > |AABC| - |ADEF|,

thus contradicts the reciprocal assumption. O
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Type I

Figure 5: Classification of reciprocal triangles

3.2 About annulus

In this subsection we give a few geometric properties of a circular annulus region. We consider
a circular annulus region Q* C R2, whose outer radius is r, inner radius is » — w and width is w.
We will also use the notation O for the center of Q*.

Lemma 3.6. Assume A, B € Q* and AC L OA. Then
2w 2|AB]
|AB]” r

sin /BAC < max {

Figure 6: Illustration of proof

Proof. First of all, if |AB| > r/2 or |AB| < 2w, then the right hand side is greater or equal to 1,
thus the inequality holds. We now assume 2w < |AB| < r/2 thus w < r/4. Let D be the point
on the ray OB so that |OD| = |OA|. We have

|AD| _ |AB|+w _ 3|AB|/2 |AB|

inZCAD = < < =
sin 2¢ 210A] — 2(r—w) — 3r/2 r

We also have

|BD|sin £BDA o W

in/BAD = .
st [AB| = JAB|

16



Finally we have

sin /ZBAC < sin ZCAD +sin /BAD <

Corollary 3.7. Assume L <71 and A € Q*. Then
(a) H@ eSt:JleL/2,2L), s.t. A+1O € Q*}‘ < 8mmax{w/L,L/r}. Here A+ 10O is the

terminal point of the vector in R? with starting point A, length I and direction ©.
(b) If B,C € Q* so that L/2 < |AB|,|AC| < 2L, then we have

sin /BAC < 8 max{w/L,L/r}

Proof. Let AD 1L OAand E=A+10 € Q* 1 €[L/2,2L]. By Lemma 3.8 we have
sin /ZEAD < 4max{w/L,L/r}.
We observe (z € [0,1])
sin/EAD <z <& ZEAD € [0,arcsinz] U [ — arcsin z, 7]; arcsinz < wz/2.

Thus the subset of S! consisting all possible directions of AE has a measure smaller or equal to
8mmax{w/L, L/r}. This proves part (a). For part (b), a similar argument shows

sin ZDAB,sin ZDAC < 4max {w/L,L/r}.

Thus
sin ZBAC <sin ZDAB + sin ZDAC < 8max{w/L,L/r}.

Lemma 3.8. Let A, B,C € Q* so that |AB|,|AC| > 3y/wr. Then we have
2rsin ZBAC — 2v/wr — 2w < |BC| < 2rsin ZBAC + 2v/wr.

Proof. First of all, we claim that the line AB must intersect the inner boundary of Q* at two
different points, otherwise the length |AB| can never exceed 24/w(2r — w). Let D, E, F,G be
the intersection points of the line AB with the boundary of Q*, as shown in figure [ so that A
is on the line segment DE. We have |DG| > |AB| > 3\/wr. In addition

(IDG| - |FG|) - |[FG| = |DF| - |FG| = w(2r — w) < 2wr,  |FG| < |DG|/2.

This immediately gives |[DE| = |FG| < y/wr. As a result, B must be on the line segment
FG. Let B* be the point on the line segment F'G so that |OA| = |OB*|. We always have
|BB*| < |FG| < y/Jwr. We may define C* in a similar way, as shown in figure[ll Again we have
|CC*| < y/wr. Since A, B*,C* is on the same circle of radius |OA| € (r — w,r), we have

2(r —w)sin ZBAC < |B*C*| < 2rsin ZBAC.
Therefore

|BC| < |BB*| +|B*C*| +|C*C| < 2rsin ZBAC + 2/wr,
|BC| > |B*C*| — |BB*| — |C*C| > 2(r — w) sin ZBAC — 2+/wr > 2rsin ZBAC — 2+/wr — 2w.

O
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Figure 7: estimate of | BC|

Corollary 3.9. Let A, B,C € Q* so that |AB|,|BC|,|CA| > 4y/wr. Then
(a) rsin ZBAC < |BC| < 4rsin ZBAC;
(b) |NABC| ~ |AB| - |BC| - |CA|/r.
Proof. We may rewrite the conclusion of Lemma 3.8 in the form of
|BC| — 2v/wr < 2rsin /BAC < |BC| + 2v/wr + 2w.
We then combine this inequality with the assumption |BC| > 4,/wr
%|BC| < 2rsin ZBAC < 2|BC.

This proves part (a). Part (b) immediately follows part (a) and the basic formula

1
[AABC| = Z|AB| - |AC|sin ZBAC:

Corollary 3.10. Let A, B,C € Q* so that |AB|,|AC| > 4\/wr. Then

|AB| - |AC| - max{|BC|, y/wr}

IAABC| <
"

Proof. It |BC| > 4y/wr, then we may apply Corollary B9 and finish the proof. If |BC| < 4+/wr,
then Lemma B8 implies

2rsin BAC < |BC| + 2v/wr 4+ 2w < 8y/wr = sin BAC < 4y/wr/r.

This immediately gives

|AB| - |AC| - 2\/wr

r

1
[AABC| = 5|AB| - |AC|sin ZBAC <

Lemma 3.11 (Area by angle). Let A € Q* and K C S' be measurable. Then

|Q*N{A+10 e R*: 1€ RT,0 € K}| < 4wr|K]|.
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Proof. Tt suffices to consider the case K = (6,6 + df). Here we slightly abuse the notation, the
angle 6 actually represent the direction © = (cos#,sinf) € S!. Let B (or B*) be the point where
the ray A + [© meets the outer boundary of the annulus ©2*. We consider two cases. Case 1, if
|AB*| < 2v/2wr is relatively short, then we have

1
ds < 5|AB*|%59 < dwrds.

Case 2, if |[AB| > 2v/2wr is long, then we claim that the segment AB must intersect with
the inner boundary of Q* at two different points. Otherwise the length |AB| can never exceed
2/w(2r —w). Let E, F,C, B be the intersection points of line AB with the boundary circles of
Q*, as shown in figure8 We have

|EC| - |BC| = w(2r —w).

Thus we have (|AF| < |EF| = |BC| < |EC|)

1 1
ds = [<|AC| + 5|BC|) |BC| + 5|AF|2} df < (|EC| + |EF|)|BC|d < 4wrdo.

B Case?2

px Casel

Figure 8: Area by angle

Corollary 3.12. Let A€ Q*, B R?\ {A} and z € R*. Then
{C € Q" :sin ZBAC < z}| < 8rzuwr.
Proof. If z > 1, then the inequality is trivial since |Q*| < 2mwr. If z € (0,1), then
sin/BAC <z <« ZBAC € [0,arcsinz] U [r — arcsin z, 7.
We then utilize the inequality arcsin z < 7z/2 and apply Lemma B.IT] to complete the proof. O

Remark 3.13. The following will also be used in the subsequent section: Assume A, B € R?,
L,z € RT. Let K C S' be measurable. Then we have

1
{A+1©eR*:1€(0,L),0 € K}| < 5L2|K|.
[{C e R*:|CA| < L,sin/BAC < z}| < 7L’z
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Lemma 3.14 (Area by distance). Let A € Q* and L > 0. Then
Q"N B(A,L)| < 2rLw.
Here B(A, L) is the disk of radius L centered at A.

Proof. This is trivial if L < 2w because in this case 2rLw > wL? = |B(A, L)|. Let us assume
L > 2w. Given any point B € B(A, L) NQ*, let C, D be the intersection points of the rays OA,
OB with the outer boundary of 2*, as shown in figure @ We have

LAOB

2r sin = |CD| < |AB| + |AC| + |BD| < L + 2w < 2L.

Thus ZAOB < wL/r. This immediately gives

2nL
Q"N B(A,L)| < T2 wr = 2rLw.
r

C

Figure 9: Area by distance

4 Proof of Geometric Inequality

In this section we prove

Proposition 4.1. Let Q* C R? be a circular annulus region with outer radius r and width w.
Here w <r. Then

1
sup / —————dXdYdZ < wir.
p.EFe Je(pEF)nQ)s [AXY Z]

Here (DEF) is the set of all reciprocal triples of (D, E,F) in R?, as defined in Lemma 2]

Remark 4.2. The upper bound given above is optimal. We choose three angles 01 = 0, 65 =
27/3, 03 = 47/3, and three regions accordingly by polar coordinates (g1 is a small constant)

Qr = {(pcosh, psinh) : r — min{w,e17} < p < r,0p —e1 <0 <O +e1},
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as show in figure A If we choose triples (D, E,F),(X,Y,Z) € Q1 X Q9 x Q3, then ADEF
and ANXY Z are reciprocal to each other, as long as the constant e1 is sufficiently small. It is
because these triangles are among the biggest triangles in the disk of radius r. This implies if we

fix (D,E,F) € Q1 x Qo x Qg, then

/ dXdydz >/ dXdYdz (e1r min{w,e17})3
soER)n@) [AXYZ] ™ Jo xauxa, |1AXYZ] ™ r?

3
2w

Q;

W<E;r W>Eg I

Figure 10: Optimal upper bound

Sizes and angles In order to take advantage of the geometric properties of reciprocal triangles,
we sort all reciprocal triangles AXY Z by their sizes and angles. We choose dyadic sequences of
sizes:
Le{r,r/2,r/4,---}.

We say that AXY Z is of size L if and only if L < max{|XY|,|XZ|,|YZ|} < 2L. Without loss of
generality we also assume that /Y X Z is the smallest among the three angles of AXY Z. Thus
we have |YZ| = min{|XY|,|XZ|,|YZ|}. If AXY Z is of size L, then L/2 < |XY|,|XZ| < 2L.
As a result, we define (the upper bound of ¢, can be determined by Lemma 371

¢ =sup{sinLYXZ: X, Y, Z e Q" L/2<|XY|,|XZ| <2L} Smax{w/L,L/r}.
and
dL = {9 c(0,n): 27" 1o <sinfh < 27"¢r}, n > 0.

We always have
|@5] <270 (13)

We then sort all reciprocal triangles AXY Z of a given triangle ADEF by their sizes and angles.
We define

Q= {(X, Y.Z) € () - AXY Zis a reciprocal triangle of ADEF whose size is L } .

and whose smallest interior angle /Y X Z is in ®L

We immediately have for a fixed triangle ADEF

————dXdYdZ < 32 / ————dXdYdZ. (14)

/Z(DEF)n(Q*)S |AXY Z| Qo |AXYZ|

For convenience we also assume that the size of ADFEF is M and the smallest angle of ADEF

is ZEFD. We split the big sum in the right hand side into three parts: large sizes L > M,
small sizes L « M and comparable sizes L ~ M.
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4.1 Large sizes

We first consider the case that the size L of AXYZ is much larger than that of ADEF.
According to our classification of reciprocal triangles, we consider two cases, i.e. Type I reciprocal
triangles and Type II reciprocal triangles. We write

QLﬂl = Q}‘,n U Q%,n
Here

Qi =1, )€ QL p: AXYZ and ADEF are Type I reciprocal} ;
={(X ) €Qpn: AXYZ and ADEF are Type II reciprocal} .

Type I In this case we have |DY|,|EY|,|FY| ~ L > M. According to Lemma B.I] we have
either |AFDY| 2 (L/M)|ADEF| or |AFEY| 2 (L/M)|ADEF|. Without loss of generality let
us assume the latter onell A combination of this and the reciprocal assumption implies

IADXZ| < (M/L)AXYZ| = |DX|-|XZ|sin/DXZ < (M/L)|XY|-|XZ|sin/YXZ.

Thus we have
|DX|sin£DXZ S MsinZYXZ ~ M -27"¢y,.

This means that if (X,Y,Z) € QL n» then at least one of the following holds (see figure [IT])
o [DX| S 27312 20
o sin /DXZ < 27"/2p= 12\ [1/2¢)/2
We may write Qin = Ql t U Ql ., as a union of two parts accordingly. Here we define
oph = {(x,v,2) € 0}, : IDX| S 27 A 262
0 = {(X,v,2) € 0, 1sin£DXZ g 272 2 260
Now we are ready to find the upper bounds of the integrals (k = 1,2)

Y

Figure 11: Large size, Type I reciprocal triangles

IStrictly speaking, we need to consider both two cases. The argument here only takes care of one case. The
other case can be dealt with in exactly the same way.
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1
————dXdYdZ.
/Ql,k |AXY Z]

L,n

Let us first consider the case L > /wr and k = 1. It is clear that

1,1

L.n
—————dXdYdZ < ‘7
/Q2;|£nyvﬂ NJ27nL2¢L

Next we give an upper bound of the measure of QlLln First of all, we observe
ol cO= {(X, Y,Z) € () 1 |DX| <272 2202 XY < 2L, LZXY € @ﬁ} .

Thus we may find an upper bound of the measure of  instead. According to Lemma 314 the
area of region {X € Q* : |DX| < 27"/2p1/2 M 1/2$1/?} is dominated by 2=/ 2wr/2M1/2¢4/? (up
to a constant multiple). Furthermore, given such a point X, we may apply Lemma B.14] again
and obtain that the area of the region {Y € Q* : | XY| < 2L} is dominated by wL. Finally,
given a pair (X,Y) as above, the area of the region {Z € Q* : ZZXY € ®L} is dominated
by wr(27 "¢y ), thanks to Corollary B.I2l A product of the three upper bounds above gives the
upper bound of |fl| In summary we always have

’Qiln < 27n/2w7,1/2M1/2¢i/2 wL -2 "wrér < 273n/2w3r3/2M1/2L¢?£/2.

Thus we have (In this case ¢, < L/7)

/ 7|AX1YZ|dXdeZ <2232 L g2 < o 2y 2L,
oyl

If L > \/wr, the case k = 2 can be dealt with in the same way. We observe
Qptc {(X, Y,Z) e (@) : |DX| < M,sin £ZDX Z < 272 V202002 27Xy € @ﬁ}

We first choose an X with |[DX| < M, then determine the region containing all possible Z’s by
the angle /DX Z, and finally determine the region of Y by the angle ZZXY. This gives an
upper bound

/ L xavaz < (M) (wr 272 VM6, ?) - (wr 27"y
s TRV % R

5 27n/2w3rM3/2L73/2-

We may deal with the case M < L < y/wr in exactly the same way by using Remark B.13]
Lemma [BT4 and ¢y, < w/L. The upper bounds are given by

QU.QAH/%J/2A{U2¢2Q).QUL).(L2.27n¢L)
L2.2-n¢p
< 9 /2 B2 12 N1/ V2,

dXdydz <

/QL AXY Z]

(wM) - (L? - 2—n/2r—1/2M1/2¢}‘/2) (L2 -27"¢)
L2-2_"¢L
< 9=n/2,,3/2,.~1/2r3/213/2

dXdydz <

/Qlen |AXY Z]

We may combine all the upper bounds above and conclude

1
> —————dXdYdZ < wr.
L>>M,n>o/9i,n |AXY Z]
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Type II We may further write Q7 , = Q7% UQZ  with

071, ={(X,Y,2)€Q} , : |ZD|,|ZE|,|ZF| < M};
0P, ={(X,Y,2)eQ], . |YD|,|YE|,[YF| < M}.

These two cases can be dealt with in exactly the same way. Let us consider the Type Ila
reciprocal triangles, for instance. In this case

| XY|,|XZ|,|XD|,| XE||XF|~L.
By our reciprocal assumption, we have (see figure [[2))
|IAFDZ| - |AEXY| S |ADEF| - |AXY Z|.
That is
(IDZ|-|DF|sin ZFDZ)(|X E|-| XY |sin ZEXY) < (|[DF|-|FE|sin ZDFE)(| XY || X Z|sin LY X Z).
Canceling |DF|, | XY| and plugging |FE| ~ M, |XZ|,|XE| ~ L in, we have
|DZ|(sin ZFDZ)(sin ZEXY) S M(sin ZDFE)sin ZYXZ S Mo sin LY X Z.

Following the same argument as in the Type I case, we may write 077, = Qi’f;zl U Qiaf U Qiaf .
Here we define

ol = {(X,v,2) e 02, 1 |DZ| S 27 M o
032 = {(X,Y,2) € O, :sin LFDZ S 273 M P/ L

0p? = {(X,v.2) € 02, sin LEXY S 273 M g P P

We then give upper bounds of the integrals below as in the Type I case: If L > /wr, then

F
Y
X
Z
E
D
Figure 12: Large size, Type II reciprocal triangles
—-n 1/3 ,1/3 n
/ L ixavaz <2 /37“2/31‘41/3%24 61/%) - (Lw) - (wr-27"¢y)

S 27n/3w37,4/3L72/3(M¢M)1/3.
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On the other hand, if M < L < /wr, then

—n 1/3 ,1/3 .
/ L vavag < @2 PrBEMG ) - (Lw) (L7 27"y)
Qia’k |AXYZ| ~ L2. 2-n¢pr,

< 9=n/3,,8/3,2/312/3

Finally we recall Mgy < M?/r if M > Jwr and My < w if M < y/wr, then take a sum for
all L > M and n > 0.

1
> ——__dXdYdZ < wr.
L>>M,n>o/92£n |AXY Z]

A similar inequality holds for Type IIb reciprocal triangles.

Summary We may combine Type I and II cases and obtain that for any given ADEF, we
have

————dXdYdZ < wir.
J.... 577

Please note that the implicit constant in the inequality is an absolute constant, i.e. independent
of ADEF.

L>M,n>0

4.2 Small sizes

We assume the size L of AXY Z is much smaller than that of ADEF, ie. L < M. Again we
consider Type I and II reciprocal triangles separately. We define

Qp, ={(X,Y,2) €Qr, : AXYZ and ADEF are Type I reciprocal} ;
7, ={(X,Y,2) € Qp,: AXYZ and ADEF are Type II reciprocal} .

Type I By our reciprocal assumption we always have (please see figure [I3))
|IAXDY|-|AZEF| <|AXYZ| - |ADEF).
Thus
(|DY|-|DX|sin ZX DY) (|EZ| - |EF|sin /ZEF) S (L?sin /Y X Z) |ADEF|
Our assumption implies |[DX|,|DY|, |EZ|,|EF| ~ M. Thus if (X,Y, Z) € Q} ,, we have
(sin ZXDY)(sin ZZEF) < 2-"M~*L%¢;|ADEF|.
Thus we have Q} , = Qp, UQ;? with
Qbl = {(X, Y,Z) € QL :sin /XDY < 2—"/2M—2L¢>§/2|ADEF|1/2} :
Qb2 = {(X, Y,Z) €}, i sin JZEF S 2*”/2M*2L¢>1L/2|ADEF|1/2} .

If M > L > \/rw, then we have (please note that | XF| < L, ¢r, < L/r and |ADEF| < M3/r)

/ L e (Lw) - (wr 27 2M L6 | ADEF|'?) - (wr 27" 1)
ot |[AXY Z| ~ L2¢pr2—"n
2=n/23p[1/2
ST e
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Figure 13: Small size, Type I reciprocal triangles

If L < /rw < M, then we have (¢, < w/L)

(Lw) - (wr - 2-"/2M ~2Le}/ *| ADEF|}/2) - (L? - 27 "¢,
L2 - 2_"¢L

———dXdYdZ <
/QlL,k IAXY Z| ~

9—n/2,,5/2,.1/273/2
~ Ml/2

Finally, if L < M < \/wr, then we have (¢, Sw/L; |ZE|,|DY| < M and |ADEF| < Mw)

(Lw) - (M2 -2-"2M~2L¢1?| ADEF|V/2) - (L2 - 27"¢y)

AXdYdZ <
~ L?-2- "¢y,

/Ql,k IAXYZ]
L,n
< 27n/2w2M1/2L3/2'

Collecting the upper bounds above and taking a sum, we always have

1
> ——__dXdYdZ < wr.
L<<]\/I,nZO/QlL,n |AXY Z|

Type II Now we consider small, type II reciprocal triangles of a given triangle ADEF'. This
is the most difficult case. Let AXY Z of size L be a Type II reciprocal triangle of DEF'. Let us
first give an upper bound of the integral

———=dXdYdZ
/Qz IAXY Z|
L,n

for given L <« M, n > 0. Without loss of generality, let us assume [
|DX|,|DY|,|DZ| < L; |AZEF| Z |ADEF).
Thus by reciprocal assumption we immediately have
IADXY| S |AXY Z.
Since | XY| ~ L and |DX]|,|DY| < L, at least one of the following holds (see figure [I4)
e |DX| ~ L. By comparing the area of ADXY with that of AXY Z we have

|IDX|-|XY|sin ZDXY < |XY|-|XZ|sin /YXZ = sinZDXY <sinZYXZ.
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Figure 14: Small size, Type II reciprocal triangles

e |DY| ~ L. By considering the area of ADXY we have sin ZDY X <sin/ZY XZ.

Thus the region €7 , is the union of two parts:
0F, ={(X.Y,2)eQ} , :sinZDXY $27"¢r}
0P ={(X,Y,2)€Q} ,, :sinZDYX $27"¢.} .
If L > y/wr, we may find an upper bound of the integrals (k = 1,2, ¢, < L/7)

(Lw) - (wr -27"¢r) - (wr - 27 "¢r)

dXdydZ < < 27w L g < 27wl

/QzL,fn IAXY Z|

L?-27"¢p
(15)
Similarly if L < \/wr, then we have (¢ < w/L)
1 (Lw) - (L2 -27"¢) - (L*-27"¢L) _ , p o2
————=dXdYdZ < < 27MwE LA 1
/Qi,k IAXY Z| ~ L2 2-"gp ~e (16)

We may collect the upper bounds above and obtain

1
2 Z/ ————dXdYdZ < wir;
L M, L<32\/wrn>0" Y. IAXY Z|

and
/ dXdYdzZ < 2 : 2771 3 2L71¢
Z : : ~ E w'r L
32Vwr<LKM Lri/? 2T |AXYZ| 32 /wr<L<KM G rl/2
n>logs 573 n>logy “ 7
7/2.3/271—1
S E w22
32/ wr<LKM
< wir.

2Strictly speaking, we need to consider four different cases. The argument given here only takes care of one
from the four parts of Q% - However, all these four cases can be dealt with in exactly the same way.
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Thus it suffices to consider (X,Y, Z) € QF | with 32\/wr < L < M and n < logy(¢r/?/8w!/?).
We apply Lemma B.8 and obtain

[YZ| > 2rsin /YXZ — 2/wr — 2w > 2rép 27" — dy/wr > 4y/wr; (17)
YZ| <2rsin ZYXZ + 2v/wr < 2r¢r27" + 2y/wr < 3r¢p27". (18)

Next we first prove

Lemma 4.3. Let (X,Y,Z) € QF , with 32\/wr < L < M. In addition, we assume |Y Z| >
44/wr. Then there exists an ansolute constant ¢y > 0 so that at least one of the following holds

(a) c1|DE| < L < 8|DE};
(b) L > 8|DE| and sin ZEY X < 27"r ! max{|DE|, Jwr};
(¢) L > 8|DE| and

min{|DY|, |DZ|,|EY|,|EZ|} < min{|Y Z|, max{|DE|, Vwr}}.
Proof. The proof consists of three steps.

Step 1 We first show that |[DE| < L. Without loss of generality we assume |[DX|,|DY|,|DZ| <
L and |XY|> L. If |IDE| > L, then we would have

|EX|,|EY|,|EZ| ~ |DE| > L > 32v/wr.

Since |XY| > L, we have either |[DX| > L/2 or |DY| > L/2. We consider these two cases
separately. If |DX| > L/2, then our reciprocal assumption implies

IADEX|-|AYZF| < |ADEF| - |AXY Z|
According to Corollary 3.9 the inequality above implies

|DE|-|EX|-|DX| . YZ|-|[YF|-|ZF)| < |DE|- |EF|- |DF| . | XY|-|XZ]-YZ|
T r ~ T r

We cancel |Y Z|,|DE|, recall the facts

[EX|~|DE|,  |DX|,|XY|,|XZ|~L,  [YF|,|ZF||EF|,|DF|~ M,

and obtain |[DE| < L. This is a contradiction. On the other hand, if |DY| > L/2, then we may
follow a similar argument as above by considering ADEY, AXZF, and obtain

|DE| - |EY |- |DY| . | XZ|-|XF|-|ZF| < |DE| - |EF|-|DF| . | XY|-|XZ|-|YZ]

T r r T

This gives |DE| ~ |EY| < |[YZ| < L. Again this is a contradiction. As a result we obtain
|DE| < L. It immediately follows that

|DX|, |DY],|DZ],|[EX], |EY|,|[EZ| < L.

Please refer to figure [I3] for an illustration of the proof. Our remaining task is to show that if
|DE| < L/8, then either (b) or (c) holds.
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E

Figure 15: Large reciprocal triangles

Step 2 Now we assume |DE| < L/8, there are two cases: D, E are either both close to the point
X or both far away from X. In this step we assume |DX|,|XE| < L/4. Since | XY|,|XZ| > L/2

we also have
|DY|5 |EY|5 |DZ|a |EZ| Z L/4 > 8\/’LU7".

We consider the triangles AEXY and ADZF. The reciprocal assumption immediately gives
|AEXY|-|ADZF| < |ADEF| - |AXY Z|.

Thus we may apply Corollary B.10 and obtain

LM? _ M? DE|,Jwr
(L?sin ZEY X)) - < MEmax{|DE], yor} | 2 g-ny )
r T

= sinZEYX < 27" ' max{|DE|, Vwr}.

In other words, (b) holds. Please see the upper half of figure

Figure 16: Type II reciprocal triangles of a narrow triangle
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Step 3 Finally we assume |DE| < L/8 and max{|DX]|,|EX|} > L/4. This implies that
|DX|,|EX| > L/8 > 4y/wr. If we have

min{|DY|,|DZ|,|EY|, |EZ|} < 4v/wr,

then our assumption on |Y Z| automatically guarantees (c) holds. Therefore we may additionally
assume

min{|DY|,|DZ|,|EY|,|EZ|} > 4v/wr.

Without loss of generality, we assume
|DZ| = max{|DY|,|DZ|,|EY|,|EZ|}.
We have
2|DZ| > |DZ|+ |DY| > |Y Z|; 2|DZ| > |DZ|+ |EZ| > |DE|.
Thus |DZ| > |Y Z|/2, |DZ| > max{|DE|, Jwr}/2. We next apply Corollary 3.9 and obtain
|IAXDZ| Z |AXY Z|; |AFDZ| Z |ADEF).

The reciprocal assumption then gives

|\AEFY| < |ADEF|; IAEXY| < |AXYZ].
We then apply Corollary B9 again and conclude (please refer to lower half of figure [I6])
|EY| S max{|DE, var}; BY| S V2.
Thus (c) holds. O

Completion of type II case First of all, we recall that it suffices to consider (X,Y, Z) € Q%n

with 32y/wr < L < M and n < log,(¢r7'/?/8w'/?). According to Lemma 3, the set Q3 , of
this kind is empty unless L > ¢;|DE|. Thus we may further assume L > ¢;|DE|. We recall the
upper bounds given in (IH), (I6) and obtain

1
> Z/ ——__dXdYdZ < wir.
1| DE|<L<8|DE|n>0" Y n |AXY Z]

Therefore we only need to deal with ©QF , with max{32\/wr,8|DE|} < L < M and n <

log, (érr/? /8w'/?). For convenience we use the notation K = max{|DE|,v/wr}. We recall
(), (I8) and obtain that (X,Y,Z) € Q7 ,, must satisfy |Y Z| > 4y/wr and

min{|Y Z|, max{|DE|, Vwr}} < [Y Z|V/2K'/? < 27"/ 1212 1/2,

According to Lemma [£3] we may write
5
2 2,k
QL,n = U QL,n'
k=1

Here we define

OFL, ={(X,Y,2)eQj ,, :sinZEYX S27"r 'K}

02 ={(X,Y,Z2) € 0}, : |DY| < 27212 P KV2)
0P ={(X,Y,2) e 03, |DZ| S 27226 P K12,
Ot ={(X,Y,2) € 03, : |[BY| S 27/ %12 P K12,
00 ={(X,Y,2) € 03, : |[EZ| < 27/ 2P K12,
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We then apply Lemma B.T4] Corollary 312 and obtain (k = 2,3,4,5)

(wL) - (wr - 27" LK) - (wr - 27"¢y)
L2. 2—n¢L

dXdYdZ < <27 "wirLTlK;

/Q AXYZ]
L,n
(w - 2_"/2r1/2¢1L/2K1/2) “(wL) - (wr-27"¢1)
L2. 2—n¢L

———dXdYdZ <
/QL IAXY Z| ~

< 9—n/2,, 3 1/2]~1/2.

Thus
E § _ 1 ixaviz | <utr
Q2 |AXYZ| ~
max{32/wr,8| DE|}<LKM n<log, ¢LT1//2 L,n
- swl/2

In summary we have

1
> ——__dXdYdZ < wr.
L<<M,n>o/92L,n |AXY Z]

Summary We may combine Type I and II cases and obtain that

1
e dXdY dZ S wir.
L<<%:n>0/nm IAXY Z|
4.3 Comparable Sizes

Finally let us the consider the case when AXY Z and ADEF are about of the same size, i.e.
L ~ M. This eliminate the need to take a sum in L. In this subsection we prove that if L ~ M,
then

1
— — 4XdYdZ < wir.
Z/QM IAXY Z| ~ W

n>0

The argument is similar to the case L > M, Type II. Now we have less information on
the relative location of two triangles available. Nevertheless, Corollary [3.4] guarantees that
d(AXYZ, ADEF) < L ~ M. By reciprocal assumption, we have (please refer to figure [I7)

IAFDZ|-|AEXY| < |ADEF| - |AXY Z|.
That is
(IDZ|-|DF|sin ZFDZ)(|XE|-|XY|sin ZEXY) < (|DF|||FE|sin ZDFE)(|XY|-| X Z| sin £Y X Z).
Canceling |DF|, | XY| and plugging |FE|, | X Z| ~ M in, we have

\DZ|(sin ZFDZ)| X E|(sin ZEXY) < M2(sin ZDFE) sin /Y X Z
SMou -2 "¢r
<27KEL

Here the notation Kj; represents

o — M?/r, if M > \Jwr;
M= w, if M < yJwr.

. _ 00,1 0,2 0,3 0,4
Therefore we may write Qp,, = Qp, UQP UQ UQ;" . Here
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Figure 17: Comparable size reciprocal triangles

Q= {(X, Y,Z)€Qp,: |DZ| S 2%/47"1/2[(11\4/2};
Q%Qn - {(X, Y,Z)€Qpy:sinFDZ S 2—n/4r—1/2K]1w/2};
Q%i = {(X, Y,Z)€Qpn: | XE| < 27”/47"1/2[(}\4/2};

Q%%n - {(X, Y, Z)eQpp:sinZEXY S 2*”/474*1/21(11\4/2}.

This immediately gives the upper bounds: if M > \/wr, then

(w - 27"/47’1/21(11»{2) < (Lw) - (wr - 27"¢r) _
—————dXdYdZ < < gn/iys,
/Q%”jl |AXYZ| ~ L2 . 27”¢L N wer
If M < +/wr, then
—-n 1/2 n
/ ;dXdeZ<(w'2 /4r1/2KIV;).(Lw),(L2.2 1)
gk |AXYZ| ~ L2.2-n¢;

< 2_n/4w5/27‘1/2L < 2—”/4w3T.
In either case we may take a sum and obtain that if L ~ M, then

—————dXdYdZ < wir.
nzzo /Qm IAXY Z|

4.4 Summary

Collecting all cases discussed above, we prove that the inequality

1
————dXdYdZ < wr.
/z:(DEF)m(Q*)3 |AXY Z|

holds for all D, E, F € Q*. The implicit constant here is an absolute constant. Thus we finish
the proof of Proposition 1]

5 Applications of Geometric Inequalities

In this section we prove the main results given in Section [II
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5.1 Proof of Proposition

Part (a) Let us temporally assume G is supported in [a, b] x S?. We apply Proposition E.1] and
obtain an upper bound of Cy ;s defined in Proposition 211 (A disk of radius r can be viewed
as an annulus of outer radius r and width r)

(b/h)S - wr, h>b;
Cap,s(h) S { (b/h)S -4, he (a—46,b).

Here
h? — (a —§)?
"= a—20 '
\/hQ—(a—(S)2 Vh2 — b2
w = — .
a—20 b

We plug r, w and obtain that if h > b, then (recall that b/a < 2 and § > 0 is small)

bS[1/(a — 8) — 1/b) a'[1/(a—6) — 1/b°
Caps(h) S h2(a — 6)2[1/(a— &) — 1/h] S h2[1/(a— &) —1/h]

And if h € (a — 6,b), then (in this case a — 6 ~ b~ h)

Cups(h) Sh*[1/(a—d) —1/h)%

This upper bound of C,p s(h) is an increasing function of h in the interval (a — §,b) and a
decreasing function of h in the interval [b,+00). Thus we have

a*[1/(a — ) — 1B’

su Caps(h) < , R > b;
omtes 00 S B @ 8) 1/H]

sup Caps(h) SB[/ (a—6) — 1/b]?, R <b.
h>max{a—4§,R}

We plug this upper bound in Proposition 2.I] make § — 07 and obtain
‘1/a—1/b) (a/R)*(1 —a/b)’
TG(x)|%dx < a(— G|%. 2y = G|, 2
[ re@irs £ G 1 e = L P G ey

for all L? functions G supported in [a,b] x S? and R > b. Similarly we may choose R = 0, recall
1 < b/a <2 and obtain

. TG (2)°dr < (1= a/b)*|GlG2mus2)-
By the identity
T(G(_Sa w))(x) = (TG(Sa w))(—x),
The same inequalities as above also hold for G' supported in [—b, —a] x S%2. We then use the
linearity of T to finish the proof.
Part (b) Now let us assume G € L?(R x S?) is supported in [—b,b] x S?. We may break G
into pieces

G(s,w) = Z Gr(s,w)
k=0

so that ( ) 1 " .
G(s,w), 27°7"b < |s| <277
Gr(s,w) = { 0 otherwise.

)
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It immediately gives a convergence in L°(R3):

TG = ZTG;@*Z/ Gi(z - w,w)dw.

We then apply the conclusion of part (a) on the radiation profiles Gy and obtain

2~ k-1 2 2~ k-1
1— —2k12
oo (B (-5 o
/ TGy (2)|° da < S 16118 < 221615
lz|>R -5

Therefore

ITG oaifai>ry) < O NTCk] Lo(aiiai>ry) S (0/R)G] 2.
k=0

This finishes the proof of part (b).

5.2 Proof of Corollary 1.4]

Since we always have || TG smrs) S [|Gllz2, we may assume R > 2(b — a), without loss of
generality. Let ¢ = max{|a|, |b|} thus we have Supp G C [—¢,c|. There are two cases

e If b—a > ¢/2, then we apply part (b) of Proposition [[.33] and obtain

b—a\?
/|| RITG(w)IdeS(C/R)QIIGlﬁLzS( 7 ) IGI%:-
T[>

o If b —a < ¢/2, then we have either 2a > b >a > 0 or 2b < a < b < 0. Let us consider the
first situation since the second one can be dealt with by symmetry. We apply Part (a) of
Proposition and obtain

b—a\’
[ e < (- am2ial < ("5 ) 16l R<b
T|>
R)2(1 — a/b)? b—a\’
TG(w) b dr 5 S ., b.
[ el s SR Gl < (S5 ) etk B>

5.3 Proof of Proposition

The L® estimates Let G be the radiation profile associated to the linear free wave u. By
isometric property we have E = 2[|G||2,. The non-radiative assumption implies that G is
supported in [—r, 7] x §2. We may define G (s,w) = G(s + t,w) and rewrite

1 1
u(z,t) = 7 e Gz -w+t,w)dw = o e G (2 - w,w)dw.
We have
SuppG( )(S w) [ t—r,—t+ T] X SQ HG(t)HLz(RXS2) = ||GHL2(R><S2)-

We then apply Corollary [L4 and obtain

[l ) Lo (qaifei>ry S @r/R)Y*NIGO 12 < (r/R)V3G| 2.
Therefore we have

ull oo s @ x {arfal > mY) S (r/R)YV3G| g2 = (r/R)Y3EY2.
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The decay [[u(-,t)||zors) S (r/[t])/3EY/? immediately follows Proposition [Z3, part (a), as long
as [t| > 3r

L
[t| + 7

1/3
(s ) oy < <1 - ) 16O e < (/1) 3BV,

The case |t| < 3r is trivial.

The LPLY estimates We recall the Strichartz estimates given in Ginibre-Velo [12]: if p1,¢q1 > 0
satisfies 1/p1 +3/q1 = 1/2 and 6 < ¢; < 400, then any finite-energy linear free wave u satisfies

ull o on (RxR3) Spysar B2 (19)

As aresult, the (r/R)" decay of the norm ||| rLa(Rx {a:]|>R}) follows an interpolation between
the decay estimate

l[al| oo £6 (Rx {a: ) RY) S (r/R)YPEY?

and the regular Strichartz estimate (I9) with p; = 27 and ¢; = co™ in the whole space. Please
note that the choice (p1,q1) = (2, +00) is forbidden in the Strichartz estimates.

6 Two dimensional case and application on Radon trans-
form

Since T is the adjoint operator of Radon transform R, a corollary immediately follows Proposi-
tion If f is supported in the region {z : |z| > R}, then

IRfl2(mbiyxsy S (O/R)Y*\ fllporsmsy,  VbeE(0,R).
We are also interested in its 2-dimensional analogue, since 2-dimensional Radon transform is

more frequently used in some applications, for example, X-ray technology. Our 2-dimensional
result is

Proposition 6.1. We consider the 2-dimensional Radon transform (dL is the line measure of
a straight line on R?)

Rf(s,w) = / _ f(z)dL(x), (s,w) € R x S';

and its adjoint

R*G(z) = / Gz w,w)dw, r € R%
Sl
Then we have

(a) Assume that b > a > 0 with b/a < 2. If G is supported in ([—b,—a]U [a,b]) x S, then
" (a/R)(1 —a/b)
/1>R IR*G(x)|"dz < WHGHiz(Rxsw VR > b;
IR G e S (1= a/D G o

(b) Assume that R > b> 0. If G is supported in ([—b,b]) x St, then

. b
[ RGN e £ Gl e
x|>
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(c) If f(x) =0 for all |x| < R, then we have
IRl r2=bpxst) S O/ R)Y Nl Lass gay-

Proof. The general idea is exactly the same as in the 3-dimensional case. Part (b) follows part
(a) and a decomposition of G. Part (c) follows a basic property of adjoint operators. Let us
stretch the proof of part (a) only. Following the same argument as in Section 2] we obtain (§ > 0
is sufficiently small)

h>max{R,a—d}

/ ITG(x)[*dx < ( sup C%b,(;(h)) Gl T2 xst):
|z|>R
Here the constant C, ; 5(h) is defined by

352 1
Cops(h) = el sup / ———dxsdxy
z1,22€05 ), S(@1,22)NQ ), |‘T3 - $4|

Here 5 ), is defined by

Qgh:<_¢hz(a5>z _¢h2_bz,>u<¢h2_b{¢hz@5)2). .

a—20 ’ b b a—9
. \/th(ach)Q \/th(af5)2 .
QS,h( a—2o ) a_20 ; hE(GJ*&b),

and X(z1,z2) is the set consisting of reciprocal pairs of (z1,z2). We call (z1,22) and (z3,4)
are reciprocal pairs if and only if
|21 — @a| - |23 — 4] =

ﬁ {j11j21j372?§{1721374} |$j1 - ‘Tj2| ’ |‘Tj3 — Ljy |

We claim that if Q = (—r, —r +w) U (r — w,r) with 7 > w > 0, then

1
sup / ———dxgdry Sw. (20)
E(Il,mz)

x1,22€0Q naz T3 — 4

We then plug this upper bound in the expression of Cy 3 5(h), take the least upper bound, then
make § — 07 to finish the proof of part (a). Finally we need to verify 20). First of all, if (z1, z2)
and (x3,x4) are reciprocal pairs, then we claim

min{|zy — x3|, |21 — 4], |22 — z3], |22 — 24|} < 34 min{|zy — z2|, |23 — 24]}. (21)

In fact, we may assume |3 — 24| > |21 — x2| without loss of generality. The triangle inequality
implies that we have either |1 — x3| > |23 — 24]/2 or |21 — 24| > |23 — 24]/2. By our reciprocal
assumption we have either |zo — 24| < 34|z — 22| or |z — 23] < 34|x; — x3|. This verifies
@1I). Now we are ready to prove [20). Let us fix x1,29 € Q. We define Qy, to be the set of all
reciprocal pairs of size L:

Qr = {(x3,24) € X(x1,x2) N2 L< |xs — x4| < 2L}, Le{r,r/2,r/4, -}

We also assume that the size of |x; —x2|is M, i.e. M € {r,r/2,r/4,---} so that M <|z1—z2| <
2M. There are two cases: Case 1, if L < M < r, then we must have either L < w or
Qr = @. In addition (ZI)) implies that if (z3,24) € Qr, then either |xy — 21|, |23 — 21| S L or
|w4 — 2|, |v3 — 22| < L holds, thus |Q7| < L2 This implies

1
/ ————dxsdry S L7HQL| S L
Qy, |£C3 - £C4|
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Case 2, if L 2 M, then we have either |z3 —x1| < M or |z4 — 21| S M by 1), thus |Qr] < Mw.
(Please note that |Q] = 2w) Therefore we have

1
/ — — dasdry < MwL ™l
Q

o w3 — 24
In summary
dxsdry dxsdry
/ § < § L+§ MwL ! < w.
E(Il 12 ﬂﬂz |:L'3 - ‘T4| Qr |$3 - $4| LM, L<w LzM

This finishes the proof. [l
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