arXiv:2205.07432v2 [math.AP] 22 Nov 2022

STABILITY OF KADOMTSEV-PETVIASHVILI MULTI-LINE SOLITONS

Derchyi Wu

Institute of Mathematics, Academia Sinica, Taipei, Taiwan
e-mail: mawudc@gate.sinica.edu.tw
November 24, 2022

ABSTRACT

Building upon Boiti et al’s work, a rigorous inverse scattering theory of perturbed Kadomt-

sev Petviashvili Grassmannian solitons is completed. It yields an L°°-stability theorem of the

Kadomtsev Petviashvili multi-line solitons simultaneously.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation

(1.1) — QUyy + Uy 3,2y + OUUL,

=0

(2 (A (T (o o v =

is an asymptotic model for the propagation of one-dimensional small amplitude long wave surface

waves. It is shown that the L°°-stability of the 1-solitons

(1.2) (w1, 73) = 2csech? (c(x1 + cPa3))

as solutions of the KdV equation, cannot hold but an H'-orbital stability is valid [3]. To study

the soliton stability under weak transversal perturbations of the KdV equation, Kadomtsev and

Petviashvili derived the two-dimensional models

(1.3) (—4ugy + Ugyzyzy + OUUL, )z, £ BUspyzy, = 0.
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and conjectured that solitons ([2]) are unstable for the KPI equation (corresponding to —
where surface tension is present), and stable for the KPII equation (corresponding to + where
surface tension is absent) [19]. The phenomena were analysed formally using the inverse scat-
tering theory (IST) by the Gelfand-Levitan-Marchenko equation [45, [I3]. Rigorous theory is
obtained through PDE approaches: precisely, for the KPI equation, L?(R?)-, L?(R x T')-global
well posedness of (IL2)) are proved by [I8] 29] respectively, L?(R x T)-orbital stability and insta-
bility theorems are justified by [32, 33]; for the KPII equation, H*(R x T)-, H*(R?)-global well
posedness have been solved by [30], L?(R x T)-orbital stability is proved by [28], and L?(R?)-
orbital stability, L?(R?)-instability theories are derived by [26, 27]. We refer to [20] and the
reference therein for more details on this topic.

The goal in this paper is to prove the following L°°-stability of KPII multi-line solitons:

Theorem 1.1. If u(x1,x2) = up(x1,x2,0) + vo(x1,22), up(x) = U (21, T2, 3) is a Gr(N,M)<g
KP soliton and 3 ;<445 |0Lvo|pinnee < 1, d >0, then there emists u : R x R x RY — R such
that

(—dugy + Ugyzyzy + 6UUL, )z, + 3Ugyzy = 0,
U(Z'l, x2, 0) = U(xl, 1'2),

and

> 0% [u(x) —uo(@)] [ < C Y |Ohvolprpee
0<l1+2la+3l3<d+4 I|<d+8
Here and throughout the paper, C denotes a uniform constant which is independent of z, A.
To introduce the notion of Gr(N, M)~ ¢ KP solitons, note that one major breakthrough in the
KPII theory was given by Sato. He realized that solutions could be written in terms of points
of an infinite-dimensional Grassmannian [34] 35| [36], 37]. In particular, a real finite dimensional
version of the Sato theory concerns Gr(N,M)>o KP solitons which are regular in the entire
r1T9-plane with peaks localized and non decaying along certain line segments and rays. They

can be constructed by

(1.4) up(z) = 202, In7(x)
[4, 5l 24] where the 7-function is the Wronskian determinant
E1 te I{{V_lEl
(1/ a .. a
1 a2 1M By - W)U
T(r) = :
(1.5) ant ane o @ S '
N1 N2 NM By o WY Ey

= D Ay (AEj ey (@),

1<ii<-<yn<M
with k1 < -+ < kum, A = (a;5) € Gr(IN, M)>o (full rank N x M real matrices with non negative
minors), Ej(x) = expb;(z) = exp(kjzi + H?.’L’Q + H?I‘g), Aj, ... jy(A) the N x N minor of the
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matrix A whose columns are labelled by the index set J = {j; < --- < jy} C{l,---,M}, and
Ej ... jn (@) = e (Kj,, — Kj,) exp (Zivzl 8, (x)) Gr(N, M)~¢ KP solitons of which all minors
are positive form a dense subset of Gr(N, M)>o KP solitons. Important progress in combinatoric
properties, wave interaction, resonant theories, asymptotics characterization, and classification
theories of Gr(N, M)>o KP solitons have been developed [14], 21| 22].

Observe that the solitary waves ([L2]) are obtained by setting k1 = —k2 = ¢ and a = 1 in the
simplest Gr(1,2)-¢ KP solitons

(1.6) up(z) = (1 _2/‘€2)2sech2 b1(x) - 022(x) — lna.

Hence, Theorem [I.1] implies, in contrast to the KdV equation, under small initial perturba-

tions, for the leading term of the KPII solution, the velocity, amplitude agree with those of

the Gr(N, M)so KP soliton ug(x), and no phase shift appears. This strengthens characteriza-

tion in 26} (1.4)], [27, (1.4), (1.8)]. However, it demands more subtle argument to verify that

perturbations result in damping by small lagging behind and going off oscillations [19] 45] 23].
Our approach to prove Theorem [[1lis through the IST. Based on the Lax pair of the KPII

equation

(17) (—0q, + 8%1 +u)®(z,A\) =0,
(=0py + 02, + 3uy, + 3ug, + 20, ugy — A3)®(z,\) =0,

a O formulation, i.e., a Cauchy integral equation approach, of the IST for vacuum background
was completed by [I}, 25} 17, 16, 41]. Pioneering research on the IST for perturbed Gr(1,2)~o KP
solitons were done by [39} [6]. Noval fundamental contributions on the direct problem of the IST
for perturbed Gr(N, M)>o KP solitons, in particular, introducing the Sato theory, constructing
the Green function, discovering multi-valued properties of the Green function at x;, deriving
boundedness of the discrete part of the Green function, as well as verifying the D’-symmetry of
the Sato eigenfunctions and Di-symmetry of the eigenfunctions (see (Z2))) [31} 7, 8, 9, 10, 11} 12],
have been established by Boiti, Pempinelli, Pogrebkov, and Prinari. Building upon Boiti et al’s
work, rigorous direct scattering theory for perturbed Gr(N, M)~o KP solitons is carried out in
[42] [43] [44]. We sketch the theory and defer precise definitions to Section 2] here: for

u(x1,2) = uo(x1,22,0) + vo(z1, 22),

(1.8) uo(z) a Gr(N,M)so KP soliton, <45 |0k vo|pianee < 1, d >0,

1
Kk —Zh

zZ1 = 0, {Zm/fj}lgnSN,lngM distinct reals, det( )1§k,h§N 75 0,
we

(1) derive, for VA € C/{zy,k;}, the unique solvability of the eigenfunction

(1.9) (—0s, + 831 + 200y, + u(x1, z2))m(z1, T2, A) = 0,

(/\ — Zl)N_l
H2§nSN()‘ —%n

(1.10) m(z1,x2, A) = X(z1,22,0,\) = )X(azl,xg,o,)\);



(2) construct the forward scattering transform
(1.11) S(u(z1,x2), 2n) = {2n, K5, D, 5c(\)}

which is continuous at each Gr(N,M)so KP soliton and evolves linearly if u(z) solves
the KPII equation;
(3) justify the system of the Cauchy integral equation and the D-symmetry constraint

N
mz res(xlax2)
1.12 m(zy,x0,A) =1+ ———= + CTym,
(112 () =143 et
(1.13) (e’illeFﬁ%xzm(a:l,xg, Ky )y ,e“”fler“?foQm(a;l,xg, ki))D = 0.

In this paper we complete the IST for perturbed Gr(N, M)~y KP solitons by solving the

inverse scattering problem,

Theorem 1.2. Given a d-admissible scattering data S = {z,,k;,D, sc(\)}, there exists W,
such that the system of the Cauchy integral equation (CIE) and the D-symmetry constraint

N
(1.14) m(z, \) = 1+ZM+CT% A% 2,
n=1 A= n
(1.15) (e“lxﬁ"“%xﬁ“?“m(:ﬂ, Ky )y ,e“Mm”“%VI”Jr“?MmSm(az, ki )D =0

1s uniquely solved in W satisfying

(1.16) > 0L [m(2, ) = Xonmya(@,N)] [w < Ceo.
0<l1+2l2+3l3<d+5

Moreover,
(1.17) (=0uy + 02, + 205, + u(z)) m(z,\) =0,
N .
7 —
(1.18) ) = =200y D ale) 400 [[rm dcnac
(1.19) > 1%, [u(x) — uo(2)] |1 < Ceo,

0<l1+2l2+3l3<d+4

and u: R x R x RT — R solves the KPII equation
(1.20) (—4dug, + Uz gy, + O6UUL, )z, + BUsgyzy, = 0.

This system of (I.I4)) and (ILI5) represents both analytic and algebraic aspects of the IST
toward an understanding of the KPII equation. Precise definition of the eigenfunction space
W, the continuous scattering operator 7', d-admissibility with relations to X, x;,4, €0, and
the Gr(N, M)~ KP soliton ug(z) in (IL.I9]) are deferred to Section[2l We shall define the inverse
scattering transform S—'{z,,r;,D,s.} by the representation formula (LI8). Continuity of
S~! at each scattering data corresponding to a Gr(N, M)~ KP soliton then follows from (LI9).
Finally, for initial data satisfying (.8]), the scattering data S(u(z1,z2), 2,,) is d-admissible and
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m(x1,x2,A) € W. Hence Theorem [Tl follows from continuities of the direct scattering transform
S and the inverse scattering transform S~

Iteration methods are adopted to prove the system (I.14]), (I.I5]), and the Lax equation (LI7),
(LI8) of Theorem To illustrate, applying [41], admissibility, the D-symmetry, the simple
pole condition, and Sato theories, key estimates of the system (LI4]), (II5) reduce to deriving
uniform L>-estimates of the Cauchy integral operator CT' (CIO) near x; which is a highly
oscillatory, non homogeneous, asymmetric (no apparent symmetry for a cancellation) singular
integral. Specially, distinct singular structures of the continuous scattering data s, arising
from the multi-valued properties at x; of the Green function, prevent us from using classical
Fourier analysis, LP theories, and integration by parts techniques.

Stokes’ theorem and a scaling invariant property of the leading terms of the CIO at x; suggest
that W near x; are functions of direct sums of multi-valued functions f”> € L>(D, ;) and rescaled
Holder continuous functions f* € CY(D, ;)- Namely, given f € Wy, denoting 7, § as the radius
in the -rescaled polar coordinate neighborhood at x;, and 6 the Heaviside function, estimates
for |0(1 — 7)CT f6(2 — 3)| L=y can be obtained via principal integration and Hélder interior
estimates. To derive estimates for |6(1—7)CT f0(5— 2)|C§ and |0(7 — 1)CTf|CgL, integrals of slow
decaying kernels on non uniformly 6-compact domains, we apply the deformation method which
is based on §-meromorphic properties of CT and f, and a systematic stationary point analysis
for the phase function p(x,\) of the continuous scattering operator 7.

Notice that the IST fails to carry the decay information of the initial data to the KPII solution
u(x), but the above argument will be bootstrapped to carry the regularities to any order.

The paper is organized as: notation and definition are provided in Section 2. In Section Bl
we provide estimates for the CIO on W, major estimates of this paper. In Section [d we prove
(LI4)-(TI6)) of Theorem In Section [5, we prove (L.I7)-(L.19) of Theorem [[.2] construct the
inverse scattering transform S~!, and prove the continuity.

In Section [6] we prove (L20]) of Theorem by the IST established in previous sections and
a bilnear form computation [41] 2]. Combining with the direct scattering theory [43] [44], the
Cauchy problem of the perturbed Gr(N, M)~ KP solitons is solved and a uniqueness theorem
(independent of z,) is proved. These amount to a proof of Theorem [[I] simultaneously.

Acknowledgments. I would like to give special thanks to A. K. Pogrebkov and Y. Kodama
for their kind and genius input. I am indebted to discussions with J. C. Saut, T. Mizumachi, J.
Bona, A. Calini, and the hospitality of Loughborough University and Isaac Newton Institute,
UK. This research project was partially supported by NSC 109-2115-M-001 -003 -.



2. PRELIMINARIES

For the direct scattering problem, given an initial data satisfying (L8], the boundary data
(LIQ) for the Lax equation is defined by X = X, x;,a(z,A) where

(2.1) X =Xnpalz,A) = % > Ajp iy (A1 = T) (11— /{%)Eﬁmm(@

1<i<<jn<M
is the normalized Sato eigenfunction. Here z, are introduced to make poles of ¥ simple. The
simple pole condition is unnecessary for the direct problem but is technically important for the
inverse problem. We shall prove that z, are auxiliary parameters to solve the Cauchy problem
of the KPII equation by showing different sets of z, yield the same solution in Theorem
The forward scattering transform S(u(z1,22), 2,,) is defined by 2, and «; which are blowing
up and multi-valued points of m; D, satisfying (I.I3]), are norming constants between values of

m at H;_ = kj + 0" and can be computed by

D Din
(22) D=7Dx dzag(’%{\[’ 7’%%)7
5Nl 5]VN
~ o Mocpan(k1 — 2,) Ho<n<n(knm — 2n)
g <n< ... acne Dt
? ( (/{1 — Zl)N_l ) > (/{M — Zl)N_l )
f_ (pt) = i D}
D_(Dji>_ Zl—cz
ji
Db = di&g(/@{v, T 7K’M) ATv
where ¢j; = — [ U;(x1,22,0)v0(21, 22) @i (21, T2, 0)dr1dz2, Uj(2), () are residue of the adjoint

eigenfunction at ; and values of the Sato eigenfunction at x; [44, Theorem 2J; s.(\) is the

continuous scattering data, arising from the 0-characterization
~ 2
(2.3) dm(1, w2, A) = s5o(\)ePVIFX A2, (01 20 X)X ¢ R,

which is a nonlinear Fourier transform of the initial perturbation

sc(A) :H2<_”<N(X_ 2n) sgn )\I // (= N)z1+(A*=A2)az]
(2.4) (A —z)N
x&(x1, 2,0, )\)00(9017962)77?(3517352,A)dxldxz,

and A = Ag + @A, A = Ap —iAr, £(z,A) = %zlsjm---qNSM Ajy gy (A) —=7- ’]N(L

Algebraic and analytic constraints for scattering data S(u(x1,x2), z,) are

Hf’ 0

0 oo KN
2.5 D= N
( ) Dn411 -+ Dnyan



Lsgn(\1) ' o
(2.6) se(N) = : —r; = Tsen(Anh;(A), A€ D,
sgn(Ar)hn(A), A€ D,

and, adapting the Fourier analysis argument of the proof of [44, Theorem 3],

+ 2
(1~ ZJ]Vil Ex;) Z|I|Sd+8 | <’)‘ = AR N - )‘2112> Se(A)|pee

(2.7) + 350 (1l + hjlero.,)) + Yot nlci(p.,,) + D = D
< C ¥ y<ars 10%volinree,
(2.8) se(A) = 5c(N), hj(A) = —hj(X), hn(N) = =Bin ().

Here D, = {\ = z47re® : 0 <r < §,|a| <}, DY = D, /{z}, § = +inf |2 —2/|, 2 # 2’ € {zn, K;},
E.(A\) =1on D,, E,(\) = 0 elsewhere. Let us note that the analytic constraint (2.7)) implies
that the forward scattering transform S is continuous at any Gr(N, M)~ KP soliton ug.

A linearization theorem for the scattering data S(u(z), 2,) is proved: if ® = 1T\ 22p (. ))

satisfies the Lax pair and

(2.9) Hm(x, N) = sc(A, azg)e(x_)‘)xﬁ(f_)‘z)“m(a:,X),
(2.10) (e”lm”“%m?m(:n,/{f), e ,e“Mler”%W“m(x,/{L))D(xg) =0,
then

(2.11) Se(A, z3) :e(xs_)‘?’)“sc()\), Dinn(x3) = eFn=rm)Tsp,

Here we have used the first N x N-block of D is diagonal in (2.5 [43, Lemma 4.1}, [44, Theorem
5]. Moreover, C is the Cauchy integral operator, T is the continuous scattering operator
-~ ~2 ~3 —
(2.12) T(a,\) = sc(\)eANmF O =290t (=X g ),
and T0¢(x1, o, )\) = T‘(ml’m’o).

For the inverse problem, introduce

Definition 2.1. A scattering data S = {2z, kj, D, s.(N\)} is called d-admissible if d > 0, (2.3]),
[26]) hold where D are determined by some 15, D! and D° satisfying

D Din
(2.13) D =D x L diag (kY- KN,

5Nl 5NN

~ o Hacnan (k1 — zn) Ho<n<n(kn — 2n)

2.14 D=d == e, s D
( ) Zag( (/{1 —Zl)N_l ) ) (/fM _Zl)N_l )
(2.15) D’ = diag (s, kh;) AT,
and
(2.16) det( Ji<kh<n # 0, 21 =0,{2z,k;} distinct real,

Kk — Zn

~ 2
c0 = (1= 2311 Buy) Yjpj<ass | <|>\ — A - >\2|12> Sc(A)| Lo

(2.17)
+ 3 (sl + kil (p.,)) + Sy Bnleip.,) + IDF = D1, €0 < 1,
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(2.18) sc(A) = SC(X)a hj(A) = _hj(x), fin(A) = _hn(x),
are fulfilled. Let ug be the Gr(N, M)so KP soliton defined by r;, A of D,

Definition 2.2. Given {z,,k;}, the eigenfunction space W is the set of functions satisfying

(a) ¢(x, A)—¢( A

(b) (1= Y0l B )é(x, \) € L

(c) for A € D (z,A) = ‘bi 4 oy (2, N), By vess o € LO(D);

(d) for X € D}, <z5 = ¢+ ¢ﬁ, <bb = 320 au(X) (= In(1 —;[8]))" € L®(Dy;), ¢* € CH(Dy;),
(ﬁﬁ(x,/ﬁ]) =0.

Here the rescaled Holder space consists of functions satisfying

ng,Oé 7X - §—~2,Oé 7X
(2.19) |f (8,0, X) | pep,y = sup 3 miih ) jf( 522 ) < 00
¢ 51,82566,]51—52/<1 ’3162011 - 3262&2’”

for X =k; + sei = Kj + gem € Dy, with the rescaling parameter

(2.20) & = max{|X1],v/|Xal, VI X5},

and X} are the coefficients of the phase function of the continuous scattering operator T'

(2.21) p(@, ) =i[(X = Va1 + (X = Aaz + (3 = X))
' =X ssina + Xos%sin 2a + X353 sin 3a.

For ¢ € W, define

W‘W = ’(1 - Z z7l)¢‘L°° + Zn 1(‘¢2n,reS‘L°" + ’¢Z7L7T‘L (Dz”))

(2.22)
+ Zj:1(’¢ ‘LOO(DHJ. + Wﬁ\cg(z)nj )-

3. ESTIMATES FOR THE CAUCHY INTEGRAL OPERATOR CT

3.1. The Cauchy integral operator C1" near ;. Given a d-admissible scattering data & =
{zn,Kj,D,sc}, we shall derive uniform estimates of the CIO near x; in this section. Major
difficulties arise from singularities at A , x;, no good symmetries for a cancellation of the leading
term of s., and the highly oscillatory non homogeneous phase function p(z, \) of the continuous
scattering operator T

We first investigate leading terms of the CIO at x;. From (2Z6]) and (ZI2)), in terms of the
polar coordinates A = r; + re’®, ¢ = k; + se?’, 0 < r,s <4, |al, |8] < 7, the principal parts of

T are

ssen(C) v _ 3951 —lB)
C—rj 1=l8| C—#j

Therefore, as is shown in the following lemma, leading terms of the CIO as well as the iteration

(3.1) 3 (C) = = —0:In(1 — v(B]).

at x; can be integrated and the outcomes are multi-valued functions.



Lemma 3.1. Fized A\ = x; + re'® ¢ D,jj, for any non negative integer [,

[~In(1 —la)]* 1 gl (1 — 8D
In(1 — - — .
€3 Ey [-In(1 = ~131)) = - il &
Proof. In view of (8] and applying Stokes’ theorem,
—&ln(l — ’Y]‘BD _
c5 El_——hm // < dC N d
’YJ 21 6—)0{ oy /Dn €UD)\€ g—)\ C C
35 =131 zsen(Cr)
// 2° 1mﬁldC <+// 1wj|m dT A de
Kj»€ ( - I{j D>\ € - I{j < )\)
1 In(1 —7‘|5|)
= —In(1 — 7| j{ — Y.
(-vylabtsg g
Other identities can be proved by analogy. ([l

Suggested by Lemma [B1] and, by the dilation { — n = x; + a({ — &;), the scaling invariant
property of the leading terms

Lsgn(Cr)  +v; e(z_g)x1+(z2_(2)x2+(23_§3):c3f(2)

C—rj 1=718 _
dC AN d
2w // C— A\ CAdC
Lsgn(nr) 4+ (n_n)%+(ﬁ2_n2)%+(ﬁ3_n3)% =
// Ty Tl Flrj + aj)dﬁ/\d??
27” I'€ ,ad TI - [H] + CL(}\ — H])] ?

which tames the highly oscillatory properties of the phase function, we introduce topology of W
at k; as (d) in Definition

Lemma 3.2. If ¢ € LP(D,), p > 2, then for v = ij27

ICE. 9| < Clé|rr(p.), ICE. ¢y (p.) < Clole(p.)-
Proof. Please see [38, Theorem 1.19] for the details. O

Hence, for f € W, estimates of |CT E,{j f |Cu y can be reduces to that of the leading term
]
\CﬁjEHje_ip(s’B’ ) f(s,—B, X)]Cu . To this aim, dilating the polar coordinates

)\:z—krem:z—kzem, r <9,
(3.2) G

A=z+7eY, (=z+3" F 5<56
using the scaling invariant property, and ([B8.1]), we decompose

(3.3) C@Eﬁje—iﬂsﬂv-’f)f(s, -8, X)

’7] S ﬁ 75’ )f(§7_57X) x s
27?@//K . CN_:\ de A dg
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- o
=5 [ dlosm(1 - %Iﬁl)]/o 5 — reila—Db) s

—T

=L+ 1+ I3+ Iy + Is,

where Ij, = I;;(\, X),

(3.4) Lo %=7 //<2 (8 J;_EA 5 %) G na,

(3.5) I=— 1_T //<2 ()l ’ﬁéX_)gl]fb(g’_ﬁ’X)dZAd&
(3.6) =07 //<2 (8 W(EB’ ;fﬁ(g’_ﬁ’X)dZAd&
(3.7) Li=— 1_T //kmé (5, 8)e g’ﬁgf(g’_ﬁ’X)dZAd&
(3.8) Iy = — T_l //q& 5(5,Be éBAf(g’_B’X)dZAdE.

In the following subsections, we shall apply Stokes’ theorem and Holder interior estimates to
derive estimates for Iy, Is, and I3. For Iy and I5, integrals with slow decaying kernels on non
uniformly compact domains, we have to take advantage of the oscillatory factors e —ip(3:8.X) An
efficient way to use oscillatory factors is the deformation method which relies on meromorphic

properties in §. To carry out these estimates step by step, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Let X be defined by (2.21I)). The phase function g is called z-homogeneous if
Xy = X3 =0 (linear), or X1 = X3 =0 (quadratic), or X1 = X9 = 0 (cubic); z- degenerated non
homogeneous by X1 =0 or Xo =0, or X3 =0; and z-fully non homogeneous by X1 X2 X3 # 0.

We suppress the z-dependence for simplicity if no confusion is caused.

3.1.1. Homogeneous cases.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose S = {z,,K;,D, s.} is d-admissible and 8if are A-holomorphic on D, for
0 <1142y +3l3 <d+5. For quadratic or cubic homogeneous cases,

S By OCTE. flw <Ceo Y. |Ex0Lflw.

0<l142l2+3l3<d+5 0<l142l2+3l3<d+5

Proof. Proofs for |E,.€j8iCTE,{jf|W = [> pm—y E,.;jC(ailT)E,ij (0L f)|w are identical. We only
prove |E, . CTE,, flw for simplicity. Applying Lemma [3.2} for simplicity, we shall assume

(3.9) ks = k1, yx—m\gg, X, >0, |X|>1,

and reduce the proof to estimating principal parts. Introduce the scaled coordinates ([3.2) and
use the decomposition ([B.4)-(3.3).
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Step 1 (Estimates for I, Iz, and I3): We make two remarks here. Firstly, arguments in this

step, for the estimates of CT f restricted on the uniformly compact domains at k1, can be applied
to either homogeneous or non homogeneous cases. Secondly, the proof reminisces estimates of
the Beltrami’s equation (cf. [38] §8, Chapter I]).

Firstly, applying Lemma B.1]

11=6<1—f>1W<XX>—‘9(1—‘.7:);1{5 . 2Fb(< e,

2mi ¢—A
where
Zfl ~In(1 — 1AL,
— 7|8+
Zfl l+1 ’
Thus
b _ R o(1 —7) PP(CX) = o b
(310) Il _9(1_T)F ()‘7X) - 2 %5_’“:2 5-/431 d<7 Il _Il_Ilv

11Dy + Ul (0,,) < Ceol £lioe (s, )
Besides, from Lemma [3.2] and Wﬂiﬁ)[e_m(gﬂ”x) —1]| < C for § < 2,

(3.11) |Lalerp,,) < Ceol |1 (D, )

For I3, one has |7)71(§,5)fﬁ(§,B,X)|LOO(DK1) < C’eo|fﬁ|Hg(Dﬁl)§“_l from f* € C¥(Ds,) and
f%(k1,X) = 0. Therefore, an improper integral yields

(3.12) I3]0 (D) < Ceol ¥l o, )

To derive the H-estimate of I3, from Lemma [3.2] let 5\j =K1 +7je%, 7, <1,j=1,2, and

decompose

(3.13) Is(\, X) — Is(\g, X)

_ Al A2 ”‘@fﬁ 2.8, X) - @ﬁ(U, 1, )d: i
S 4w //<2 (= A)(C = A2) CAdS

)\1 )\2 // x (pfﬁ Uaﬁv ) (pfﬁ(ga 2 )d: x
CAdG
<2

A (- >\1)(C— )
Qafﬁ ala . 1 = It
pEB o) //an _~ o LI
(pfﬁ Uaa27 / _ 1 d: d~
e Ami /<2'71 _~2 g_xl] C/\ Ca
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In view of f* € C¥(Dy,) and f*(k1, X) = 0, we have

7

(3.14) lps(=5 0 X)|neo(py,) < ClF* (o™
Along with Lemma [B1] yields
QO ﬁ ala 1 =~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
e = //<2 M(¢ ST Jd¢ AdC| < Ceol fHl e (p,, 1At = Aol 71 = 72,
- — A1
%2 ﬁ 3 ,Oél, 1 = ~ ~ ~
T - 4mi //<2 n - ~2 - - 5\1]d€ Aol < CEO’fﬂ‘Lw(Dm)‘)‘l — Aol a1 =
respectively. Therefore,
%) ﬁ 3 ,Oél, 1 = ~ ~ ~
(315) ’ f 47TZ //<2 fyl 3 - 4',“ ’)“\ ]dC /\ dC’ S CeO’fﬁ‘Cg(Dnl)‘)\l - )\2’M
— A2 - A1

In an entlrely similar way,

’(pfﬁ 3 ,042,

1
(3 6) 47y

1 = - - -
——_1dC AdC| < Ceol £1 A — Aol
//<2’Yl = A2 4_)\1] CAdC] < Ceol f*lorp,, )l A — A2l

Let us now investigate the first term on the right hand side of ([BI3]). Applying Lemma 3.2
it suffices to derive the estimate for all A1, Ag, [A1| < 1 with D C {5 < 2} being a disk centred
at A; with radius [ and [ = 2|Ay — A1| (cf. [I5} 5.1]). Write

)\1 )\2 = Spfﬁ 07/8 X) @fﬁ(%a 17X) z e
(3.17) = //<2 (C o dé A dé
. )\1 )\2 ~ Sofﬁ U) B, ) @fﬁ(&) 1 )
= i // C /\1)( ) dC/\dC
)\1 —)\2 ~ ( ) ( 1, ) z x
— —— d¢ N dC.
4mi //{§<2}/D () (C A )(C )\2) Al

Let Do = {¢:|¢ — M| < &}

o If ( € {5 < 2}/D and k; € Dy, then
- %\;C:_’flyﬁ:_’fl
= (=M (=X
,) and [38, Chapter 1,86.1],

_<\ |<C.

In this case, using f* € C¥(D,

_5\1—5\2 - ~90fu(§757X) sofu(%, a,X) 5 -
(3.18) |-t //{§<2}/D71(C) i T e AN

. 1 =
i _
<Ceol Flenp, 1M Azl//{m}/f) T wT WL

<Ceol o.M — Aol

e If (€ {5<2}/D and k; ¢ Dy then

J\rz
>zz

1 R -
o< |<C A1 = Aol < = min{[Ar — s, |A2 = 1]}

J\rz
>zz
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In this case, using f¥ € C¥(Dy,) and [38, Chapter 1,§6.1]
éu 7X - 7:717 7X z x
pi(5,8,X) —op (3 an )dCAdC!

3.19 - . 71(¢ SV
(3:19) | ami {s<2}/D 1) (€ =A)(C—A)

- - 1 =
<Ceolf* A=A // _ —————d({Nd
sCallogonlh =2l {5<2}/D |¢ — K1]|C — A1 27+ Al

<Ceo| fFloz (1A = Aol

Therefore the second term on the RHS of (8I7)) is done
(A1 + A2). Set

Let L(¢) = 0 be the line perpendicular to A\j Ay and passing through

D5, + = Dn{¢: L(OL() 2 0},
C A f Kl i
Rl Pa—ag] — 17106

), and setting n =

Therefore, thanks to f# € Cl(
n X) = ~
) @fﬁ(oyab )dC/\dC‘

(3 20) // s ('pfﬁ 0-757
' 47” (€=M = A)

- - 1 = -

éCeow—Azr\fﬁrcgw//- T
1
<Ceo| A1 — Ao|#| f* // : —rdnrd
0| 1— 2| | |C“ (Dky) | {|77\<2}F]D |77—T'0€7‘a0||77|1_“|77—€7‘a| MR 771|

dnrdni|

<CeolM — Ao||f* '
€0l M1 2| f |C§(DK1)|//{|77S2}“E;1,+ In — roeieo|[n|t—+

<Ceo| fflcrp, )M = Aol

- B X Do, X) = -
sofngﬂ ) —ep(Fan )dCAdC\

By analogy,
)\1 A2
Ami // (€= A)(¢ = A2)
< )\1 )‘2 // s (-Pfii 0—757X)~_(€fﬁ(i727a27X)d5/\dC~‘
i (€=M~ o)
— X p ‘pf“ 2,09, X) —CPfﬁ(%70417X) = .
== d¢ N d
& // T
<Ceo| f*lce(p, |/\1 — Aol
)\1 Ao // x QDfu (2,00, X) _Eofu(j%l’al’X)df/\da.
i €=~ N)
(= A |A1 — X2| on the boundary of

Applying f# € C¥(Dy, ), Stokes’ theorem, and IC— |, |C = X
D;\l _ (assured by |A| <1, D C {5 < 2}),

- op(2 a9, X oo, X)) = -

yeronX) —op(GonX) 5 e

47” // (C=A)(C— )
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. o 1 -
§O|f’i|c;;u~>il,>IA1—A2|1+'“‘//D~ vl(<>(§_~ ——alnd

A)(C = A2)
1n1—7|5|)~ i D
=C| ¥ s Doy M — )\2|1+“// 5 = ]chdq

<Ceo|fHlenp,,y M — Aol
Therefore the first term on the RHS of (3.I7)) is done. Thus

// ~<,0fu (2,6, X) - ffﬁ(%’o‘l’X)ded@
<2 (C—)\l)(g_)ﬂ)

§ CEO’fﬁ‘C’g(Dﬁl)ﬁ‘l — 5\2’”, fOT’ ’5\] — /451’ § 1, j = 1,2.

(3.21)

4772

In an entirely similar way,

)\2 x (Pfu (£,8,X) — gofn(%z,ag,X) = .
) P[] s . CoamC—y  on

< Ceol fFlen(p, ) |h = Aal?,  for [N\j—mi| <1, j=1,2.

Plugging (3.15)), (3.16), (3:2I)), and ([3:22) into (B13]), we obtain

(3.23) [I3(A, X) = I3(A2, X)| < Ceol fler(p, 1A — Aol
for |\; — k1| <1, j=1,2.

Hence
(3.24) I3l p,.,) < Ceol fFlewp,.,)-

Step 2 (Proof for I;) : Since Iy and Iy have slow decaying kernels on non uniformly com-

pact domains, thanks to holomorphic properties in §, we use the deformation method to take
advantage of the oscillatory factors.

Consider the deformation

(3.25) § 367, 0 <5< 50 =X,/%s,
with
[—e€1,0], sinkB >0, |[a—p] <,
o [—5.0], sinkB >0, |a—p]> %,
[0, 4€1], sinkB <0, |a—p] <G,
[0,+], sinkB <0, |a—8|> %,

+e€1, Sinkﬂ 2 07 ’Oﬁ _/8‘ S %7
T+ —
! T4, sinkB20, la—pl>9,
for €1 < g¢. Then
1

(3.26) el — fel@=h)| > & max{7, 5},



Iy

FIGURE 1. A deformation of § for I, for the homogeneous case if X > 0,8 > 0,k =
deg(p) > 1.

(3.27) 9aep—zp(sf B, X)) < —|sin k7 sin kf|3".

If f is holomorphic in A, from (B.I]) and a residue theorem,

(3.25) 1== 2 g — 1)

—Tr

f e TG00 e
dse
Se r, S Seim — ,r.ez(a B)

where Sz = S>(8, X, )), Ty = T'4(B, X, A),
S. ={2e" : 7 is defined by 3.25)},

(3.29) Iy ={5e :2 < 5 <59, 7y is defined by [B:25)},
So. ={60e'™ : 7 is defined by [B.25)}.

In view of (B3.9), 7 < 1, and (3.29)),
0(1—r7)
271,

(3.30) | / dB[0s In(1 - ~|8))

e WG AN (S B, X)
/S /S P P d3e' |cu(p,,) < Ceol flre(p,,)-
< >

SeiT — Feila—
Applying (3.26), (3.27), and (3.29),

e WG IN f(LeiT, B, X)dgeiT\cu(D )
o K1

oy 122 [ asosma - [

I, 5eim — feila— )

o(1—7) [7 |
<o ¥ T [ dstos e —jsple

n=1,2 -

e—ip(ge”,B,X)f( 3 zr -8 )
o / ; _
Ty

T
(Seim — Feila— ))n dse ‘LOO(DNJ
§C€0|f|LOO(Dn1) / dﬁ/e_gksm‘”T sinkBl 3.
We have to pay attention to the stationary point sinkf = 0 of p. If degp = k > 1 then by

(3.32) 5t =54/ sinkp],

15
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FIGURE 2. A deformation of § for Iy for the homogeneous case if X > 0,8 > 0,k =
deg(p) > 1,a—p ¢ 0.

and improper integrals, ([8.31]) turns into

0(1—7) [~ e WG (R -8, X)
(3.33) \ ( . )/ dﬂ[agln(l—v!ﬂ\)]/r — dse'"|ce(p,,)
_ 4

2 3eim — Feila—B)

o tFlsinkry| g4 < C’eo|f|L°°(Dn1)'

<Ce % / /
ol flze(Dsy) 5W
Combining ([3:28), (3:30), and [B33]), we derive
(3.34) [Lalc(p,,) < CeolflL=(p,,)-

Step 3 (Proof for I5) : Using the deformation (3.25]), holomorphic property of f, and a residue

theorem, one has

o(r — 7r —i5% e sin k3 3 z"r’_ X ]
=220 [ o~ [ + [T O g

271 Geim — feila—p)
(3.35) —0(7 —1) /B oy P10 (1 = 21 Blsgn(B)e” KB (L), g, X)
where ?(«) is defined by
(3.36) 2a)={B:la—pl <, (a—HB<0},
Ss is defined by (3:29), I's = I's(8, X, A), and
(3.37) ={3e'™ : 0 <5< &6, 1y is defined by [B2H)}.
From ([B.26), (3.27)), and (3.37), applying the same method as that for I in Step 2,

(3.38) 5L (D,,) < Céol flL=(Dy,)-
To derive |I5|gn (Dy)» 16 reduces to studying
Zp(gvﬁvx) é — X = ~
339 // ’Yl N Nf(g—? /87 )dCAdC
27” <&é C -\

5,8 G A (2 B X) = .
~ ~ z d d
" 2mi //<m5 C— A S

o - —io(3.8.%) (5 - =
Szm//@ (/2= 10 = MDA, Be P f (2 =8, X) == Al
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— - ~ip(2,8.X) ¢35 _ _ Y-
Hgg [, 000 =Rl = 17276, G =003~ To e n 4l

211

for \j = ry + 7', 71 > 1, [\ — Ao| < 1/4.
Applying f € W, |A; — Ag| < 1/4, and Lemma for the first term on the right hand side of

B39); 71 > 1, [\ — Ae| < 1/4, and
1 1 C

le(lc_)\l‘_l/m[g_xl - 5_5\2” < 1+§2‘)‘1_)\2‘

for the second term, and combining (3:38]),
(3.40) Islc(py,) < Clslreo(pyy) < CeolEr; flre (., )-
The lemma is proved from EI0), B.I1), (.24), B34), B38), and B.40). O

Proposition 3.1. Suppose S = {zy,kj,D,s.} is d-admissible and oL f are A-holomorphic on
Dy, for 0 <1y + 2l3 + 3l3 < d+5. For the quadratic or cubic homogeneous cases and n > 2,

(3.41) |Ew,(CTE,,)" flw < Ceo|Ew,(CTE,,)" ' flw + Ce§|Ey, (CTEy,)" > flw-
Consequently, for n >0,

(3.42) Y. |EOCTE) flw < (Ceo) > |Bgdflw

0<l1 +2l2+3l3<d+5 0<l +2l2+3l3<d+5
Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume (3.9) holds. Define 6 and rescaled coordinates by
Definition [2.2] and decompose the principal part of the CIO by (B3)-([B.8). From the proof of

Lemma [3.3] it is sufficient to derive estimates of |I4|CH(DN1) and |I5| 1 (p,,)- To this aim, denote

(343) M =(CTE.)"f= CTEmf[“—”, f“” = f,
— £8.X) fln-1](5 _ _ 3
- 1 7 // (3,B)e )=l E, B’X)dmdg,
2<5<56 C )\
) _ r—l (3,0)e A0 UE B X) =
I //<05 < 3 d¢ AN dC.

Step 1 (Proof for I Jln ) : From Fubini’s theorem, the meromorphic property of the Cauchy

kernel, and a residue theorem,

m _0(1—7) / [ £
44 Y= In(1 — 5 — reila—h)
(344) T (2mi)? dﬁ Gs (=D [ s BT e D)
// (3, 8)e 957 X) fn=2(£ _g' X)al A dl’
Dr, §letib — ge—if
1 T
S ) " 45105 n(1 — 4 |5))]

—T

_ip(geir,B,X)f[n 1](8 ZT B X) .
/ / / — dse'”
S Jry  Jss Seim — Feila—p)
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(1 -7 4 . =/ ~
S0 [ apeoam el [l nad
Uy -7 2<3'<56
gt (B+B) .8 -
~+ (8 / _Zp(ée & 767X) —Z@(%,ﬁ/7X) [n_2} STI el X
ngn(ﬁ+6/)71(svﬁ)e € f (U7 ﬁv )

Fei(B+F) _ feila—p)
where ¢/ = #1 + 8¢, S> = S2(B, X, \), ['y = T4(B, X, \) are defined by (3:29).

By the same approach for I, in Lemma B.3] and induction,

e AT

—zp(ge”,ﬁ,X)f[n 1](8 7,7' -8, X) . B
/ / / — dse"|cep,.y < Ceol " Houp,, ).
S< Ty Ss

(3.45) | —

5eiT — feila—ph)

For the second term, it suffices to consider
(3.46) la =Bl + 16+ 5 < 1.
Hence if we deform 5’ then the real part of the sum of phase functions are
Re(—i[3 Fe*PHH' 47 sin kB 4 5 Kk sin k']
—=5*(sin k(8 + B') sin kS + sin kr(sin kS’ + sin kB) + Lo.t.),
and, thanks to (3.44]),
sinkj < 0, k(B+B") >0, sinkf +sinks’ > 0,
sinkf > 0, k(B+ 8" <0, sinkB +sinkp’ < 0.
Thus introduce the deformation

=3, 0<d <05—X;/k5,

[~€1,0], B+B >0, [a—28-75]<9%,
o ER0L B >0 a—-28- 81> 9,
0,+e1], B+B <0, la—28-p8]< 9,
0,+%], B+B <0, Ja—28-p5]>%,

we have
)

’~l Z(TT+B+B) _ 7:62(01 )’ > 1 maX{Fa g’

5 oi(B+B/+7) pi(B'+7) X
Re (—i[p(?, B, X) + Q(T, B, X)]) < —Clsinkr(sin kS + sin kg')|5".

Consequently, by the same approach for I, in Lemma [B.3] and induction,

o1 — 7) y
(3.47) ]W/_ﬂdﬂ ¢#[93 In(1 — |3))] sen(r (3 //2< @dg A dé

s ez(ﬁw )

N T1(F, e ! BX)emiol 50X fln2(E _ g X)
xsgn(f+5) §ei(B+8") — Feila—p) ’Cg(D"l)

<Ceolf" | = (p,,)-
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Therefore,
(3.48) |Iz[1n]|Cg(D,€1) < Ceo| "' Yo (p,,,) + Ce " LoDy

Step 1 (Proof for I5M ) : From Fubini’s theorem, the meromorphic property of the Cauchy
kernel, (3.36]), and a residue theorem,

w0 —1) +iB / i
49) I = In(1 - 5 feila—h)
a0 1 =g [ an o [ s
(5, B E 8 fn-2(2 gt X)aC A d
< /D TGP
—1)
:_Tm' dﬁ[agln(l—ﬂﬁm

—T

—ip(£ei™,8,X) fln—1]( 3 e, e '
X(/ +/ ) S (( B) P e
Ts s> el — reila—
r—1

27 -

e S frA(E, -, X)

S el(ﬁ-l'ﬁ’) — fei(a—ﬁ)

xsgn (8 + B

2 - Z0 g .

g

Fet (a 8)

66 -1) [ dslo; a1~ 5| Jse(s)e
pev(a)
Following similar argument as above,

15" (D) < Ceol "Mooy, + CLI oo, -

Along with estimates for Iy, I, I3, yields

B, (CTEg)" flw <Y (Ceo)"|Esy (CTE,)" ™ flw < (C + 1)" ' Ceg| By, flw-
v=0

O

Estimating for linear homogeneous cases is more involved. We have to take advantage of
symmetries of integrands as well as A-holomorphic properties of E; f to deal with the stationary

points sin 5 = 0.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose S = {z,,K;j,D, s.} is d-admissible and oL f are A-holomorphic on Dy; for
0 <34 2ly+3l3 <d+5. For linear homogeneous cases,
> |E,,0LCTE,, flw < Ceg > By, 0L fw
0<l1+2l2+3l3<d+5 0<l1+2l2+3l3<d+5
Proof. Proofs for |E, j(‘)iCT E, flw are identical. We only prove |E, ,CTEy, f|w for simplicity.
Without loss of generality, we assume (3.9]) holds. Define 6 and rescaled coordinates by Definition
22 and decompose the principal part of the CIO by ([B3)-(@B38]). From the proof of Lemma [3.3]

it is sufficient to enhance the proof of Iy and Is.
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Step 1 (Proof for I;) : To deal with the singularity caused by ([3.32)), a finer decomposition

can squeeze out extra |sin 5|-decay on I'y or I's by the symmetry. Namely,

(3.50) A:—“;ﬁ[ﬂM%mrwwn[Mm+h+h+h+k%
&n:mﬁﬁﬁ¢—w—ﬂnfﬁmﬁ—u§?%;§§?~=
Lbz—ﬂqﬁim—4§—ﬂm#“mﬁ—u€§§§§5?di
Js ze(m — 15 —7|)e J”Ssmﬁf( B, )[ — feli(a—ﬁ) - g_feli(a-‘rﬁ)]dg’
Iy =B i - ﬂ)e”g“nﬁf(x_“ ‘ifl;iif}’”’md%

According to the signatures of the real parts of the exponential factors in J;, we deform

(1 —-r &
(3.51) lopo, =1 - 25 [ asloan(1— 3]

><(/ +/ +/ )31+ J2 + I3 + Ju + Is)lox (b, )
S< Ty Ss
where Sz, T'y are defined by (3:27) and

85 B =g s e+86_ij;(<x PN e,
354 3 :9(® |5 — ] )erise s );1 8, X)
. [§e_” —1fei(a—ﬁ>  Ge—iT —1fei(a+/3)_]d§e_”’ |
(3.55) Ja :9(@ — |5 — 7|)etise” mnsd U5 Sf’ )_T'e’zgaf/;) 1 +6, X)d§e_”,
(3.56) 35 =0(|5 — 7| — ysnll /3\ Ca Sinﬁ%dge”

JHise 7 sin 8 G X1 -, +8, X)
SeiT — feilath)

dse™'),

with 7 defined by [B.25]) for 5 € [0, n]. Estimates for Ji,--- ,Js5 are itemized as follows.
» J1,J2: From the mean value theorem, ([3.26]), and ([3.27)),

(357 |e$i§eiiTT sinfl_q|

|§eiiTT _ fei(a—ﬁ)|



|(e§sin'nr sing8 __ 1)6ZF7;§COSTT sin 8 + e:Fz'écosq sinf __ 1|

‘ge:l:iT-l— _ fez(a—ﬁ)’
|5 sin 74 sin | + |5 cos 74 sin |
‘ge:l:iT-l— _ 7”:62(01—6)’

Along with (39)), 325), B27), 52), (353), and the change of variables
(3.58) 5 t = 3|sin 3|,

< < Clsinf.

yields
2

O(1—7) (7 N
(3.59) ;l— (2m. )/0 dﬁ[aﬁln(l—vlﬁl)](/s<+/F4+/S>)djlcgwn1>

<Ceo|fli(pr,) + Clf lL=(on ] /0 dB19s (1 — |5))

X16|sin S| o
></2 01— [t — 7] sin 8] )t (.

jsinf
<Ceolf|r(D.,)-

» J3: Thanks to |F| < 1 and § > 2,

1 1
- - — - - < =
e~ — fez(a—ﬁ) e~ it — fez(a+ﬁ)| - 32

Together with (3.9), (3.25), 3:27), and (3.54), yields
o1 —7) [ N
=222 [Casoama =il [+ [+ [ aslesinny
(3.61) T Jo Sc Jrya  Jss

<Ceolf|r>(D,,)-

» Js: From holomorphic properties of E; f and (3.26)),
f(Ze ', =B, X) = f(Ze™", 45, X)

(3.60)

(3.62) | S |
3| sin | )
SO o) Tgomm —gitary = Ol lsin Bl
Along with (39)), 25), 327), (B55), and the change of variables (358]), yields
o1 —7) [ N
=222 [Casama -l )+ [+ [ aidesinny
(3.63) T Jo Sc Jra Jss 7

<Ceo|f|r=(D,,)-

» J5: Using (B.9), (3:25), B.27), (356), €1 > 0, and rescaling (3.58]), one obtains

aoy -0 [ asoama stz [ + [ + [ stz

<Ce|flr=(D,,) + Ceol flL=(n,))

€1

X16|sin | e tsin -
X H(It—ﬂsmBH—l)Nidt\Loo Dy SCGO’f’Loo Dy, )"
/mm ¢ = #lsin p[| P (Pr)

21
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As a result,

(3.65) Lulcr .,y < Ceolflree(p,,)-

Step 2 (Proof for I) : Applying Lemma B3 if |5] > €;/8, and following a similar argument

as that in the previous step,

(3.66) 5| 2o (Dy,)
H(f — 1)
211

<Ceo|flr=,,) +1—

| astostat —180io(% ~ 180
0

X(/ +/ )31 +J2 + I3+ Ju +Js) Lo (D4,
s S~

+6(7 — 1) dp[9p In(1 — vlﬁl)]ﬁ(% —|B]) sgn(B)
ped(a)

—ifet(@=6) gin r i(a—
xe Bf(ge( B),—ﬂyX)\Loo(Dﬁl)
where d(«) is defined by ([3.36]), Ss is defined by (3:29)), I's defined by [B.31), and J;, 1 < j <5,
defined by (B3.52)-(3.56).
From (B.9) and B.27), for 1 < j <5,
o(Fr—1) [T € N
CD [ asoamaa =102 - 19D | lueia < Canlflumion
>

211

From |§] < €1/8 and (3:26)),

(3.68) | ! !
' Seimt — Feila—B)  Ge—imt — feilath)

- 7e'*2sin 3
' (5emim — feila=B)) (e~ — feilath))
Along with ([B.57), (3:62), the change of variables (3.58]), and argument in previous step for J;
only, j=1,2,4,5, yields
5

(7 —1) [T €1 ~
CEIDUEL = | 05t =100 = 180) [ im0, < Coolflimin

(3.67) |

| < Clsin .

8
Thus L™ estimates for I5 is complete by (3.60), (8.67), and (3:69). One can adopt the same
argument as that from (339)) to (3:40) to derive

(3.70) I5]c (D) < Clslroo(py,) < Ceol flre(p,,)-
O

In Lemma [3.4] we have used the A-holomophic property of E, f()) to derive estimates for J4
on I'y or I's. To generalize them for (CTEy,;)" f, one needs

Lemma 3.5. For 5 > 1 and 14 defined by B.25) for 8 € [0, 7],

(3'71) ’C,ﬂ_,_ge*i(TTJrB)TEmg - Cm_’_ge*i(q*ﬁ)TEmg’



23
< Ceolg|r=(p,,) max{s|sin B3], |5 sin 5]"}.

Moreover, for T's, I's are defined by 329)), B3T), and J4 defined by BID) with f = CTE,, g,

O(1—7) [T
( 7’)/0 dﬂ[@gln(l—’ﬂm)]/r Jalez ()

21
O(r—1)

(3.72) |-

| 4805w =181 [ Filexon,) < Collolimo,, )

T's
Proof. Step 1 (Proof for (311])) : Decompose CTEy, g = 2?:1 I; via 33)-B38). To prove
B71), it amounts to the investigation of |I5(§e_”T, -5,X) — I5(§e_m, +5, X)|.

Write

(3.73) 6(1/4 — ygsinm)[fs(;e—”u —B,X) - I5(§e_iTT,+ﬂ, X))

2mi -

~/
§ — geil-m—B=8") g _ geil=m4+B-8') Jds

e ” ¥ _g S
X/ 9(1/2 . ’51 - gei(_TT+B_BI)’)e_ip(ST’BI’X)[ g(&v 6 7X) 9(5—7 ﬁ 7X)
0

(G -1)0(1/4 —|3sinB|) [T dB'[0p In(1 —~|8'])]

27 o

oz =/ _ 9550t (— _B, 1 ;/ ey
y & 87 — 5ei-THB-8)]| _ 1 j2)emin58X) 223'61( Tt )smﬁg(f},‘ 8, X) pw
0 (5" — 5ei—mt=B=B)) (5" — geil=Tt+B-B")
=A; + As.
In view of |§sin ] < 1/4,

0 — st —1j2) o C
(5 — 5T B-BY (3 — el +B-8)) = ()2

one obtains
|A2|poo(p,.,) < Ceod|sin B||g]r~(p,,)-
From § > 1, |5sin 8] < 1/4, and |3’ — 3e(-71+#=8)| < 1/2, one can apply LemmaB2to derive
|A1|L~(D,,) < CeolglLe (D, )|5sin B[
1 1

Plugging the above estimates into (3.73]), we obtain

(374) 9(1/4—|§SIH5|)|I5( e_iTT7_ﬁ7X)_I5( e_iTT7+ﬁ7X)|

Q| wn
Q| wn

< Ceo|g|ro(p,,)|5sin BI*.
On the other hand, write
(3.75)

5

0(|5sin | — 1/4)(]5(06_”T, —B,X) — Iy(=e ", +3,X))

0(s—1)0(|ssinps| —1/4) [T

21

[STR RV

VAR

=25 sin 3

56 .
450 (1~ |9 [ Dy
0

o

—T
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x0(1/8 — |5 — 5el =T =A=AY)) 7= §ei(_ﬁ_gi;;; _) Seiri+A=3)) as’

vaigsin g XCDIEMA VY 7 o s ) [ eeF 09 E )
i r 0 o

<0(1/8 = [ = 56 o (15;{(6_) e

+2i5sim g2~ 1)9“;78:;5' — U 7 ag 105 n(1 — 18] /0&5 e_ip(%/’ﬁ,7X)g(§’ .5

x[1—0(1/8 — |5 — 5180y — 9(1/8 — |5 — 5elTTiHA=A))]
et=m=8")

X (8" — 5ei—mt=B=B)) (5" — geil=Tt+5—B")

=A) + A, + Af.

ds’'

Thanks to § > 1, |3sin 8| > 1/4, |§ — 3¢/-7=F=F)| < 1/8, and Lemma B2, one has

(3.76) | 41| < Ceolglre(p,,)|5sin B.

By analogy,
(3.77) | A5 < Ceolglreo(p,,)|5sin b.

Since

Lo O8 I 3R 98 7 s, O
(7 = 5§ — s ) NG

We have
(3.78) | A5 < Ceolglro(p,,)|5sin b.

Therefore, (B.71) is justified by B.74)-(B3.78]).
Step 2 (Proof for B12)) : From B.71)), for § > 1, 7+ defined by B.28) for 5 € [0, 7],
i) TEe g =C, s,

e~ — feilatp)

H1+§67 7i(TT7*B)TE“1-g

| < CeolglL=(D,,)|sin BI*.

(3.79) |

Along with an improper integral and the change of variables ([B.58]), yields
o1 —7) [ A
(3.50) e ol LG TED I S

<(Ceo)?lgle (| /O a8 /F e3lsmmisingl| gin G0 e
4

<(Ceo)?|gl(Dy,)-

Adapting the above argument,

0 —1) [T N
2 [ asionm =18 [ dulegip < Calloliion):

(3.81) |- 5=
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‘ Case ‘ ds5p(£, 8, X) ‘ 5.(5,X) ‘
(21) | 2sin283(8 — 34) _2;(211/2 55111?265
(31) | 3sin3B(5+5.)(5 - 4.) % Lt 325
(32) | 3sin385(8 — ) ?j()g% :Egg
(23) | S sin3p5(5 - 5.) _ 2;3;; sin 28
(12) %; sin23(5 — 3.) _% sng
(13) ?})((3 sin38(5 + §4)(8 — 34) _SX_)i ssiir??,ﬁﬁ

TABLE 3.1. Stationary points §, for degenerated homogeneous cases
Proposition 3.2. Suppose S = {z,,k;,D,s.} is d-admissible and 8if are \-holomorphic on
D,{j for 0 <1y +2ls 4+ 3l3 < d+ 5. For the linear homogeneous cases and n > 2,
(3.82) |Ew,(CTEy,)" flw < Ceol Ex,(CTE,,)" " flw + Ce3|Ey, (CTE,,)" > flw-
Consequently, for n >0,

(3.83) > |E,0L(CTE,,)" flw < (Ceo)" > | By, 0L flw.

0<l14+2l2+3l3<d+5 0<l1+2l2+3l3<d+5

Proof. With the help of Lemma [B.4] and 3.5, we can adapt the approach in the proof of Propo-
sition B.1] to prove this proposition. We sketch the details for simplicity.

3.1.2. Degenerated non homogeneous cases. We first have the classification

(12)  V/[Xo| < Xl’ X3 = 0; (21) | Xo| > |Xa],  X5=0;
(3.84) (13) VX3 <|X Xz = 0; (31)  VIXsl = [Xa], X2 =0;
(23)  ¥|X3| < \/|X2 (32) ¥/|X3| >/ Xe|, X1=0

Define & by Definition 2.2 and rescaled coordinates by (3.2]). Thanks to Table Bl besides the
fixed critical point § = 0, we have to pay attention to movable stationary points S,. We shall
sort (3.84]) into two categories and search for an approach which is consistent with that for

homogeneous cases and can be applied to the remaining non homogeneous cases.

e Case (21), (31), (32), (23): In this category, we shall introduce new coordinates near
54, find contours such that (3:26]), (3:27) type conditions hold, and adapt argument in
Proposition B.1I] to derive estimates near 3.

e Case (12), (13): Following the approach of the proof of Lemma B4l won’t achieve (3:20]),
B27) type estimates near §,. New dilated affine coordinates has to be introduced to

overcome the difficulty.
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Lemma 3.6. Suppose S = {z,,K;,D, s.} is d-admissible and 8if are A-holomorphic on D, for
0 <y +2ly+3l3 < d+5. For the degenerated non homogeneous Case (21), (31), (32), (23),
Vn > 0,

> |E,0L(CTEg,)" flw < (Ceo)" > | By 0% f -
0<ly +2l2+3l3<d+5 0<i1+2l2+3l3<d+5
Proof. For simplicity and WLOG, we only give a proof assuming [ = 0, (8.9) holds, and reduce
the proof to estimating principal parts. Define ¢ and rescaled coordinates by Definition 2.2, and
decompose the principal part of the CIO by (B3)-(B38]). Thanks to

(3.85) Os0(Z, 8,21 SC, V<2,

estimates on compact domains I1-I3 can be derived via the same approach of the proof of Lemma
B3l As for I, and I5, we need to dwell more on the deformation method.

Step 1 (Deformation) : Let the stationary points 3, = 5.(8, X) defined by Table Bl Define
the essential critical points §;, = 5;.(8,X), 7 = 0,1, defined by

- ~* < 07
(3.86) So.=0; §1.= { -
Se, Sx >0,

where — means no definition. Given €; < g < 1, define Ug(ﬂ,X) D U;(B,X) by

(387 U= {0 <5< 66}, 5. <0,
. Tl 0<s< s Sle) 8 >0,
o 5. <0,
{(1 = g )31 €3 <31, U{81,, <3< 50} =01 UDLs, 3. >0,
(3.88) U ={0<5<3.},
U ={0<3<5,)U{51.<5<a0}=0}_uUi.
Write
A=Ki + — :/114-8]*6 :FTJG ],
(3.89) G o

Due to Table and Figure [3, we define the deformation on Ug

S & =58, + 8¢,
. §=8.45 U if |n|s g 5, >0,
where if 5, <0,
{ T S1S0, for sinkB 20, |a—pB| <%, §eU,
FEsS10s0, for sink 20, |a— ] > e



| Case | 5 € U, [5e 0,
(21) | > Re(~ip(, 5, X)) > Re(—ip($, 8, X))
= sin 279 sin 265(5 — 23437003, ) = sin 27y sin 2357
(31) | > Re(~ip(%, 5, X)) > Re(—ip($, B, X))
= sin 37 sin 335(3? — 887052 ) = sin 37 sin 3853 (5) + 350205, )
(32) | > Re(~ip(%, 5, X)) > Re(—ip(, B, X))
= sin 379 sin 35%(5 — 35203, ) = sin 37y sin 3657 (51 + 352205, )
(23) | > Re(—ip(R, 8, X)) > Re(—ip(%, 5, X))
— % sin 37p sin 3852 (5 — Sen2n g, ) | = % sin 37y sin 357 (51 + 352315, )

TABLE 3.2. Deformation for Re(—ip(<, 3, X)) for Case (21), (31), (32), (23) for 5, >0

Q3 Qy
(+7—7_) (+7+7_)
2m s
Q 3 3 0
(+, = +) (+, 4, +)
Q4 Q1
(_7+7_) (_’_7_)
_ 27 _r
3 Qg QQ 3

FIGURE 3. Signatures of (sin 3,sin 23, sin34) for X1, Xo, X5 >0

) Fe, for sinkB 20, |a—p| <%, 5¢€ U%,
TO’T_{ T4, for sinkf 20, |a—p3|>%, e,
with k = deg g; if 5, > 0,
(7 — e, for sinkf >0, [lan —f|—n| <Y, €U,
r — &, 7, for sinkB >0, |jag—f|—7|>%, 3eUi_,
[—e1,0], for sinkfB >0, |a1—B|< %, §€U§>,
e [—,0], for sinkB >0, [a1—p]> %, §€U§>,
! [-7, =7 +e], forsinkB <0, |lag—B| 7<%, §€U§<,
[-m, =7+ S],  for sinkp <0, |lag—B|—7|>%, §€U§<,
[0, +€1], for sinkB <0, |og —p] <G, se U§>,
[0, +51, for sinkB <0, | —p]> %, 5¢c U§>,

27
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FIGURE 4. A deformation of § in I for Case (21) if X7, X2, 5.(8,X) > 0, sin28 < 0.

0,4+€1], for sinkf >0, |ag—p| <4, EEUﬁ,
2 0
el Fgl forsnkB >0, Jag—pl= 9, se b,
[~€1,0],  for sinkB <0, |ag— B <%, FeU,
[~<,0], for sinkB<0, |ag—f]>%, 3€0U,
and
o = +e, for sinkf 20, |oag—p| < S, ek
’ +%, for sinkB 20, |ag— B > 4, se U,
trFe, for smkBZ0, |lag— Bl -7 <Y, €U,
= +rF G, for sinkf 20, |l -S| -7 >, §€U§<,
, Feq, for sinkB 20, [ —p]< S, se U§>,
1 for sinkf 20, |a1 —p| > 9, seul..
Therefore, for j = 0,1,
(3.91) ‘gje”jﬁ — fjel(aj—ﬁ)‘ > 6 max{fj,§j},
and
j 1
%e(—z’p(%’,ﬁ,X)) <~ ZlsinkrysinkB|3}, 5 € U for Case (21), (31), (32)
(3.92) 5
S

B0, X)) < — %]sin 275 sin26[§?, 5 € U; for Case (23).

Step 2 (Proof for Iy, n=1) : From (3.90), the holomorphic property of Ey;f, and a residue

theorem,

(3.93) [ Lslc by,

0(1 — —io(LBX) p(0 _ 3 x
<Y (2m'r) _Wdﬁ[aﬁln(l—ﬂﬂ /S< /r4o f&-8X)

iTo z(ao B8)\v
12 (Soe Toe )i

- &1 ; h
e T BN (& -5, X) e HIN (% 5, X)
+/ — (Z Y2 d§1+/ — ~——a dgh‘Lw(Dﬁl)}7
T41 ) S

(51 — Tre (Speimn — Fpeilan—F))v

with

(3.94) S (B, X, ) ={& : § =2, 19 defined by (3.90)},
Ly0(B, X, A) ={60 : 5 € (2,66) NTo(B,X), 70 =70t}
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F41(ﬁ7X7 )‘) :{51 HERS (275-5) N Ul(ﬁvX)7 1 = Tl,T})
S5(B8,X,A) ={&n : h = sup j, § =56, 7, defined by (3.90)},
U;#¢
with €j7 Tiy Tjts Uj = U](,B,X) defined by (m, (M)

From 7 < 1, ¢ > 0, f € W, (839), (B.91)-(B.94), changes of variables

5j > t; = 5;|sinkB|V/*  for Ty;, Case (21),(31), (32),
(3.95)
5j > t; = 5;|sin2B|Y2  for Ty;, Case (23),

and improper integrals, one obtains

(3.96)  |lalcx(p,,) < Ceol flree(p.,)

3
+ Ceolf| poor. /d/ie_tdtoo < Ceo|En flioo(n. 1.
ol flL (DNJ)}; - B Y e |Lo0(Dw,) 0| By flroe (D)

Step 8 (Proof for Is, n =1) : From (B3.90)), the holomorphic property of f, and the residue

theorem,

)
0 —1) [7 e WP -5 X)
. Is = — d In(1 — . < d
(3.97) ° 2mi /_ 4Pl In(1 =15 m{/pg,)0 S0t — rgeilan—B) K0
&1 . &n
e_lp(?7ﬁvX) §717 _B7X e_lp(?757x) ET]'L’_/B,X
L Ay i )d51+/ TGP e
s,  S1€71 — rpetlt S Spe'Th — rpeth
N |
67~ 100~ ) [ dsfosIn(1 = |3)]sen(s)
Bea(d)
- rei(a—B) TR
Xe_lp( 4 ,ﬁ,X)f(re ~ 7_B7X)7
o
where
g — B8] < %, (a0 —B)B <0, 7 €Uy,
(3.98) o\ ={p: lon =Bl =7 <%, (n—B)B<0, 7€Vic, }
]a1—5]<%, (041—,8)5<0, 7 € U1>

and S- defined by [B3.94)), I's; = I's;(5, X, A), j = 0,1, defined by

I'so ={& : 5 € Ug, 10 =104},

(3.99)
I's1 =T'51,0ut U S51 U I's1,ins
with
r _{ {61:5€ U1, 11 =714}, > 1,
51,out — ~ ~ ~ 1
{&:5€01, =714, 51 >1/2}, T < g,
¢7 r1 > %7
I‘51,m: {fl :5€ 01,1 =0 on O, f1<%7
71 =7 on Ui, §1 < 1/2},

(25, Ty > %7
S51 = ~ ]
{&1 11 defined by (BO0), §; = 1/2} 71 < %,
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I_‘51,out
S
+ Feila—p) m~>
""""""""""""""" ry | ? S
Sx FBl.’m

1—\51,0ut

FIGURE 5. A deformation of § in I5 for Case (21) if X1, X5, 3.(8,X) > 0, sin28 < 0,
T < %

and «aj, &, 7+, O = U;(8,X) defined by [B.87)-(B.90).

Using 7 > 1, ¢ > 0, f € W, (33), G91), (3.92), B97), 399), changes of variables (3.95]),
improper integrals, and argument as that from (3.39) to (340) (Lemma B2 indeed),
(3.100)

0 —1) [T
slegipny < Clsluson,) < Caalflumon,) + 1S5 [ dglogt(1 —18l)

—T

—ip(5L,8,X
></ e 2@(075, )f(%’_ﬁ’X)d£1|
Py imUSs1 Fein — flei(al—ﬁ) L®(Dy,)-

By 71 < 1/4, compactness, f € W, (3.91), (3.92), and (3:99)),
o(r—1
(3.101) - =1 /

211

. 51
dB[0g In(1 — . g’ y d oo
- B[O In(1 — ~|B])] /551 G e h) &1l (Dy,)
<Ce|flL=(D,,)-

In view of 7 > 1, 7 < 1/4, (3.99)), we conclude x4 is uniformly away from the compact domain

{’5 — 5\’ < 3/4} M {§ € F517m},

T —ip(LB8.X) rlr _ g x
!9(f—1)/ dﬁ[aﬁln(l—’y‘ﬂ’)]/F c %, )

. : d
‘ §16”—1 _ flel(o‘l —B) é-llLoo(Dnl)
51,in

(5, 8)e WG PN (2 5 X) =
el [[ &, pe o7 I L 0Z N il ey
{IC—A|<3/4}N{5€T51,in} C—A
(3102) SCEO‘f‘Loo(DHI).

Combining (3.100)- (3102),

(3.103) slce(p,,) < Ceolflree(py,)-

Step 4 (Proof for Iy, Is, n > 1) : Estimates can be derived via the approach of the proof of
Proposition B by using the deformation in Step 2 and Step 3. We skip details for simplicity.

0
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| Case | 5 €0, =
(12) | » Re(—ip(*2, 5, X)) > Re(—ip(H, 5, X))
= XFsin2mosin285(5 — 255705, ) | = sin 27 sin 205}
(13) | » Re(—ip(*2, 5, X)) > Re(—ip(H, 5, X))
= ;‘—lg sin 379 sin 335(52 — 2;’%;‘; 51.) | =sin37i sin 34357 (s1 + 3%51*)

TABLE 3.3. Deformation for me(—ip(g,ﬂ,X)) for Case (12), (13) for 51, >0

Lemma 3.7. Suppose S = {z,,K;j,D, s.} is d-admissible and 8if are A-holomorphic on Dy for
0<ly+2ly+3l3<d+5. For the degenerated non homogeneous Case (12), (13), ¥n > 0,

Y IBgO(CTE)" flw < (Ce)® > |Exdflw.
0<ly+2l3+3l3<d+5 0<l1+2l5+3l3<d+5
Proof. For simplicity and without loss of generality, we only give a proof assuming [ = 0, (3.9]),
and reduce the proof to estimating principal parts. Define the parameter oy = ¢ by Definition
and decompose the principal part of the CIO into (3.3)-(B.8). Thanks to (B.87]), estimates
on compact domains I;-I3 can be derived by the approach in Lemma [B.3]
Step 1 (Deformation) : For Iy and Is, let §;., U;(8,X), Ug(ﬂ,X), Jj = 0,1, U1=(8,X),
% . (8, X) defined by (336), (387), (B58). Let o; defined by

(3.104) oo=0, o1=|Xil, k=deg(p)

Write

o . LB ol
A=yt oo =gy g ST
(3.105) o 9]

;, Tj = Tj(,B,X, )\) Z 0, aj = aj(ﬂ,X, )\),
with 3; . defined by (3.86]). Thus
1
(3.106) i%fslv* > 1
for Case (12) and (13) by Table 311

In view of Table B.3] and Figure Bl define the deformation

Vi Sjy+ s;€e
o Vi S €’
gj aj

N oy .
5= (it ) ) € GH(B, X), if || s

5
o

(3.107)

bo| 3

y S5 >0
where 79, 791 are defined as in (3.90) for ke; < 7, degp = k. Therefore,

(3108) ‘SjCZTj’T — rjel(aj_g)‘ 2 5 maX{Tj,Sj},
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and
9
(3.109) 9%(—2@(0—0757)()) < — |sink7gsin fBlsg, & € Uo(B, X),
0
9
(3.110) %e(—ip(a—l,B,X)) < —|sinkr sinkB|s¥, 5 e U1(8,X).
1

Step 2 (Proof for I, n = 1) : From (3.I07), the holomorphic property of E,_ f, and a residue

theorem,

(3.111) [Lalce(py,)

.9
_ = 7r e_lp(%7B’X) =0 — 7X
<fa-7 / 4305 n(1 — 18] [ Iy  doles o,

2mi s.  spe'™ — rgeil@o—h)

o1 —7) [~ N
HAG [ astosm 180 [ 3clepin,

~ ( 7/57 )
o1 —7) [™ e f(2, =B, X)
—H 211 /_ﬂ, dﬂ[aﬁ ln(l N ’Y’/B‘)] /I‘41 3167,7'1 _ 7‘167'(0‘1 -B) dﬁllcg(Dm)

.0
e_lp(ﬁvﬁv—x)f(% _ X)

WA [ aptosm 1o [ e R aney,
where
(3.112) S-(8,X,\) ={0 : 5 =2, 70 defined by (FITT)},
ao(B: X \) ={f0 : 5 € (2,55) N Go(B, X), 70 = 71}
Ly (B8, X,A) ={0;: 5 € (2,66) NU1(B,X), 11 =711},
S8, X,0) =i : h = sup j, §= 55, m defined by @I},

U7
with 0;(8, X), 71, U; = U;(f, X) defined by BI07), (3.87);

J+J2+I3+Ja+3Js,  f0<B<e/s,

(3113) J.={ O if —e1/8<B<0,
- ( 0% X)
f(i _Bv ) .
806”0—7‘062(0‘0 B) dﬂo’ Zf |ﬁ| > 61/8;
1 elm (50 8.X)
3, = —|g =7 _ ZTO
J1 _9(|sin5| |5 —7))f ( B, ) o _fei(oc—ﬁ) dse
1 e im0 1 — etip(*5——B,X) ,
Yo =0(——— — |s—T — 3,170
J2 =6( sin | |5 — 7)) f( , =B, X) p—— rel(a—ﬁ) dse™"™,
1 Ge~ im0
3 :9 — |5 — +Zp( _By ) _ X
J3 (’SlnB’ ‘S T‘) f( , =B, )
1 1 .
W B S S )

Se—im0 — fez(a—ﬁ) Se—iT0 — fez(a—i-ﬁ)

se 70 ,—ﬁ,X)f(ﬂ —B,X) = f(355=, 48, X)

15— #)etie®
8= e Se~imo —rel(‘”ﬁ)

dse™"™,




1 e—l‘@(@ﬂ)ﬂf(ﬁefm —B,X)
N F )
| sin |

;o (ge 0 So—iT
_e+zp( et B,X)f(¥7 +5’X)d§e_”0)
Se—it0 — fei(a—i-ﬁ) )

35 =0(]5 — 7| dsetim

et — Feila=p)
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From (BI06), 7 < 1, (39), (3108), (3II0), similar analysis as that in Lemma B3], yields

oo’

i
e_lp(o-_g 767X)f( 19()

X)

o spei™ — rget(@o—5)

sy 2D [ s e [

o1’

ooy (p,,)

X)

HAD [ sl [

o s1eim — rqeilar—5)

—io(h
e Zp(ohﬁ’X)f(Z_Zy_ﬁaX

dlow(p,,)

)

HUZD [ asoma -1 [

S SheiTh — Thei(ah—ﬁ)

<Ceo|f|r=(D,,)-

Dnlor(py,)

On Ty, it suffices to consider || < €;/8. Note that Js, J4, J5 for linear homogeneous cases
in Lemma [3.4] can be adapted to derive estimates for Case (12) and (13) on Ugy. As for Ji, Jo,

in view of Table [3.1],
(3.115)

Hence, by the mean value theorem, (3.57) can be generalized to

SE:EZ'TT

7:|:/37X

)
o _ 1|
- <
’ge:tmwr _ fei(a—ﬁ)‘ — ¢

e~ |3 sin 8|

‘ge:l:iT-l— _ fei(a—ﬁ) ‘

for 5 € Uo(8, X) and |B) < %

(3.116)

Applying similar analysis as that in Lemma [B.4] one obtains

01 —7) (™ €1 /
o st = yianiac — 190 [
(3117) SCEO’f’L“’(DKl)'
As a result,
(3.118) (alcr(p,.,) < Ceol flre oy, )-

% . -
(00508, X1 < Clsinlso,  for 5 € Bo(5, X), 18] < -

< Cl|sinp|

(314 J2+ I3+ 31+ Is) e (o,

Step 8 (Proof for Is, n =1) : From (B.I07), the holomorphic property of Ej f, and the

residue theorem,

(3.119) Iy = — Je

50

WD [ asionma s [

o3 X)

o1’

o -1) / " dB[s (1 — ~|6)) /F

27 -

”[91 — Tlei(al _B)

dv,
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.0
_Zp(g_}llvgyx)f(’ﬂh X)

Uh’

ﬁh — ’]‘hei(ah_ﬁ)

dvy,

o —1) / " dB[s (1 — ~|6)) /S ‘

2 -

~6( = 10(rs = 7) | 80311~ 13lsen(d)

. ;ei(a*ﬁ)
xe W5

,B7X)f(Fe

where J. is defined by (BII3), o(\) defined by (BI98]), S. defined by [B.II2), and I's; =
I's;(8,X,A), j=0,1, defined by

I'so ={vo : 5§ € Op, 70 = 70,4},

(3.120)
I's1 =I's1,0ut U 51 U 51 in,
with
r B {191:§€Ul,T1:T17T}, 7’1>%,
51,out — ~
{19128661,7’1:7'17T, 81>1/8}, r1<%,
¢7 T > %7
Is1in=14 {¥1:5€ 01, 71 =0 on Uy, < 15
T =T ONn Ul<, S1 < 1/8},
¢7 T > %67
Ss1 = . )
{91 : 71 defined by (B90), s; = 1/8} 1 < 155

and «;, 95, 7j 1, U; = U;(3, X) defined by (B.87)-(3.90).
Applying (3.9), (3.108]), (3.110]), (3.106]) (used in estimating integrals on I'sy 4, in particular),
(3.120), similar analysis as that in Lemma [3.3, one obtains

o [ astosma—slan) [

—T

.0
_Zp(o-_i’BvX)f(ﬂl X)

o1’

s1eim — rlei(al—ﬁ) dﬁl‘Lm(Dm)

o(r—1) [T N
HA [ aptosm =180 [ licon,

—Tr

N 1
HOG =180~ 15) [ dBlos (1~ 118])) snlry(9))
a—BED
— (Fei(afﬁ) BX) fei(a_ﬂ)
(3121)  xe AN fI B X ) < Ceolflien,):

On Iy, it suffices to consider |5| < €;/8. Applying (B.108)), (B.109), (B-I16]), similar analysis
as that in Lemma [3.4], one obtains

o(r—1) [T € e
AL [T aptos i =D = 18D [ @+3+35+ 34+ 28)lueiony
e 0 8 T's0

(3.122) |

< Ceolf|Le(Dy,)-
Combining (3.106), (3121, (3.122)), and Lemma [3.2]

(3.123) Is]c Dy, ) < Clslroo(py) < Ceol flLe(p,,)-
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Case 8gp(§,ﬁ,X) Stationary points
§:|: (/87 X)
(F1) Slnﬁ+2—gssm2ﬁ+3 8251n35 %

X1X9o sin28
sin 8 + 25sin 28 + 3-% 3/2 §%sin 34 43_1;;5\/;;3%3

XS)/Q sin 23

2/3381n2ﬁ—i-33 sin 33 ‘1}3&
3

3 3/ sin 38
Xo sin2p

)(21/2

TABLE 3.4. Stationary points for fully non homogeneous cases

Step 4 (Proof for Iy, Is, n > 1) : Estimates can be derived via the approach of the proof of

Proposition B.1] B.2] by using the deformation in Step 2 and Step 3. We skip details for simplicity.
]

3.1.3. Fully non homogeneous cases. Define the scaling parameter & by Definition [2.2]and scaling

coordinates by ([3.2). Next, classify fully non homogeneous cases as

(F1)  {/1X] < \/—Slel or  /[Xo] < Y/1Xs] < [Xa;
(3.124) (F2)  {/1Xs] < 1X| < V1Xa] or X)) < V/1XG] < VX
(F3)  VIXe] < [X1| < {/1X5] or [Xa] < V/[Xo] < V/1X5].
We have Table B.4] for the stationary points where
(3.125) A= 3X)1(‘:2(3 Sh;ii Si;;ﬁ :
Let
(3.126) U={0<fl<5h 2={5<IBl<ih B={3<I8l<%F)
Q= {&F <8 <7},
as is shown in Figure [l For any fully non homogeneous case, we classify (5, X) into 2,--- , &

five types according to the determinant A. Then properties of corresponding stationary points
5+ and [B-domains are listed in Table

Lemma 3.8. Suppose S = {z,,K;,D, s.} is d-admissible and 8if are A-holomorphic on D, for
0 <Ily+2ly+3l3 <d+5. For fully non homogeneous cases (F'3), Yn > 0,

Y IBgO(CTE) flw < (Ce)” > |Exqdflw.
0<l1+2l2+313<d+5 0<li+2l2+313<d+5
Proof. For simplicity and without loss of generality, we only give a proof assuming [ = 0,

[B9), and reduce the proof to estimating the principal part. Define the scaling parameter & by
Definition 2] scaled coordinates by (B.2]), and decompose the principal part into (3.3])-(3.8]).
Thanks to (B.80]), estimates on compact domains, i.e., I, j = 1,2,3 can be derived as in Lemma

3.3l
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Type | Subtype | Range of A | Properties of 54 [-domain

(order of 35;)

A 0, (35= <0

(8, X) ~ (1,00) 54 complex roots 1(§+_2F§7 <0

A Qq( 57— 2 0)
B’ adjacent real roots w. 0(5- <35, <0)

B(B, X 11 — -
52 A N T = W B CERE)
¢’ 5. =—2 — +lot., | N(_<35,<0
¢(8,X) (0,1) ECETE 18- <8 <0)
e §- = sxg oy Lot | (5. 254 20)

X9 sin2f
~ _A ~ ~
= = +lot., | Q(5_->0>
(4, X) (o) | T o8- 2025)
S_ = ﬁ + l.o.t. Qg(§+ 2 0 2 g_)
5X5 sin23

Q(5_.>0>3
&8, X) (—oo,—%) 54 real roots Q(N - ~+)
Q3(54>0>52)

TABLE 3.5. Dynamics of §+ and A for Xy, X2, X3 >0

Step 1 (Deformation) : According to the order of 51, shown by the last column in Table B.5]

we define the essential critical points 5; ., = 5;.(8, X) by

(3.127)
# >0, Typed”, -, TypeA”,
~ . infsy >0, TypeB” &", . sup 54, TypeB”, &",
50, = 0, S1,x = B 52 =
sup sS4+ >0, Type®D,E, -, Type®, €,
] Typem,v%lv 6/7 ] Typem,>%,>¢,7

where — means no definition. Given 0 < €; < 5 < 1, define neighborhood Ug(ﬁ, X) D U;(B,X)

of essential critical points 5; . by

[0, 5eserS1)s Type A,
(3.128) Uy = 0, 705 fl,*], Type B", ",
[0, 5os=51.4),  Type D, €,
[0,54], Type A, B, ¢,
[(1— 2001561)517*7 81,4] U[81,4,60] = U1,< UU >, Type A",

5, =4 [0 sase)sie 51 U 10+ 550555 = B1.c UBL, - Type B¢,
(1 - Wlsel)gl,*, 514) U [81,4,00] =01« UU71 >, Type D, €,
¢ Type A',B', ¢,
¢ Type A",

Oy = (S = 82272058611’* 1 82,4] U [824,50] = U2, < UUsg», Type B", &,

Type D, €,
¢, Type A, B, &,




Type A", D, €,
Type B", ",

Type A, B, ¢,

Type A, B, ¢, D, ¢,
Type B",¢".

)

ot = ) 0,51, Type A", B", "D, €,
0= [0,50], Type 2A', B &,
0,51 ] U [514,60] = U < U Ul >,
Ug - [07 51,*] U [51,*7 52,*] U1 < U Ul >
b,
g ¢7
%= 5 s Ul s ©
[817*, 827*] U [827*, 0'5] = U U U2 >
Write
=t z. B B Te 71
re Si e +rie™
= K; = I
(3.129) A A G

T :7:](57X7)‘)7 Q;j :aj(B’X’)\)’j

Due to Figure Bl B8 the deformation defined by

(3.130)

with

and

s=+

FrsT s FrEe,
FasnsO,
FrsT S Frte,
:|:612T120,
trzmn
FasnsO,
FrsnsSFrE g
FEsnsoO,
FrsnsSFrEG
+3 2720,
trzm2ErF G

2 7T Fe,

:F4 s11s0,
tr 22 £7 Fe,
FaasnsO,
trzn2ErF G
TEsnsO,

J

for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for
for

~ o~ T ~
s & =5 4 55,

sin3fp 2 0,
sin3g8 = 0

sin3g = 0,
sin3g 2 0,
sin3g 2 0,

sin3f 2 0
sin3f 2 0
sin3f 2 0
sin3f 2 0

sin38 2 0,
sin38 2 0,

sin3f 2 0
sin3f 2 0
sin3f 2 0
sin35 2 0

sin38 2 0,
sin3g 2 0,
sin3g 2 0,

sin3f 2 0
sin3f 2 0

0,1,2.

loo — B < 5,
oo =B > %,
log — B < 5,
loo — B > 5,
e = B] = 7| < 3,
log —B] < G
llar =Bl =7 < 5,
log — B] < G
llen = B] = 7| < G,
lon — Bl < &
e = B] = 7| > G,
lon — B] > 5
l|ar =Bl =7 > 5,
log — B] > G
e = B] = 7| > G,
lon — B > 5
llag — B — 7| < G,
‘OQ_/B‘S%a
o = Bl =7 > 5,
loag — B > 5

- ™ .
+ Sjx EU?, ’Tj‘ §§, S >0,57=0,1,2,

5 € Ug, Type D, €,

s € Uy, Type D, €,

5 € U, otherwise,

5 € U, otherwise,

5 € U1, Type A",
5€ Uys, Type A",
5€ Uy, Type B",¢",
5 € U1s, Type B",¢",
S5 € U1<, Type D, €,

5 € U1s, Type D, €,

5 € U1, Type A",
5€ Uys, Type A",
5€ Uy, Type B",¢",
5 € U1s, Type B",¢",
S5 € U1<, Type D, €,

5 € U1s, Type D, €,

5 € Uge, Type B", ",
5 € Ugs, Type B", ",
5 € Ugr, Type B",¢",
5 € Uos, Type B",¢",
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+ey, for sin3p 20, [ao—B| < 7, 5 € U, Type 9, €,
+, for sin3p 20, |a—pl> 5, 5 € Uy, Type D, €,
T0.+ —
i Feq, for sin3p 20, |a—pl <5, 5 € Uy, otherwise,
+9 for sin33 20, |a— B> %, 5 € Uy, otherwise,
Frte, forsin3Bz20, [l —p|—7n| <G, 5€Uic, Typed”,
Fe1, for sin3p 20, | —p] <9, 5€ Uys, Type A",
Frte, forsin3fz20, |[[a1—p]—7<S, 5€Uic, Type B", ",
+eq, for sin3p 20, | —p] <Y, 5 € U1s, Type B",¢",
:I:7T:F617 fOT’ Sin3/8207 Hal_/@‘_ﬂ—’ S%7 §€Ul<7Typ€ :Duea
F€1, fOT Sin?’ﬁ%O’ |a1_ﬁ| < %7 §€61>7Type 9767
Tl = . ~
i Fr+%, forsin3Bz20, |la1—pl-7|>F, §€Uic, Type”,
T4, forsin3820, a1 —f]>9, €U, Typed”,
F7 + %7 fOT’ Sin?’/B 2 07 Hal - /8‘ - ﬂ—’ Z %7 s€ Ul<7 Type %//70://7
+<, for sin3p 20, | —p]>%, 5 € U1s, Type B",¢",
trF S, forsin3 20, |[a1—p]—7>%, §€Uic, Type D, €,
T4, for sin3p 20, | —pl>%, 5€ U1s, Type 9, €,
:|:7T:F€1, fOT Sin3ﬁ207 ||O[2—ﬁ|—7T| < %7 §€62<7Type SB”)Q:”v
F€1, fOT Sin3ﬁ 2 07 |042 - ﬁ| < %7 s€ zj2>7 Type SB”)Q:”v
T2t = . -
! :l:ﬂ-:F%v fOT Sln3ﬁ207 ||O£2—ﬁ|—7T| > %7 8662<,Typ€ SB”)Q:”v
T4, for sin33 20, |ag —B| > %, 5 € Ugs, Type B, ",

satisfies Table 3.6l and for j = 0,1,2, 5 € U;(5,X),

. . 1
(3.131) |5t — el > & max{7y, 5},

& L. : .
(3.132) %e(—zp(%,ﬁ,X)) < —6] sin 37 sin 36]3?.
Step 2 (The estimates for Iy, Is, n = 1) : With (BI31]) and ([B.132]), one can adapt argument

in Lemma to derive estimates for I and I5. For illustration, a residue theorem implies

O(r—1)
21

2 ™
S [ dBlos (1 —~|8)]

j=07-™

0(7 — ™ —ip(%,ﬁ,X) gTh,— , X
LG | asiosmma—nia)) [ P 4,

(3.133) Is = —

. & )
e_lp(?7ﬁ7X)f STJ,_/B,X
/ G )dﬁj
F5j

= it _ = i(a—f
5j€'7 rje(f )

274 o Se §peim — iy etlan—>)
- ~ 1. 1
=607~ D8R~ o2~ ) [ as(0sIn(1 — 4|8 sgn(9)
Bea(N)
Fei(a—B) Fetla=p8)

xe TN (e =5, X) ]



Case

‘ Type A"’

§ € Og

> Re(—ip(3<, 8, X))

— X3
= =3¢ sin37sin 365(5 — 5557

— SsinZrg )+ % sin 7 sin 35(1 —

ML)
4sinTsin37 A

s€0

L | Re(ip(F B, X))

— X3 g - 3
= =% sin 37y sin 30357

+ % sin 71 sin 351 (1 —

Case ‘ Type B, ¢
S se
5 € 0o > Re(—i (;,ﬁX))
—1+ lfiwA 11— _4sinTsindr A
— X3 g 1 o a 3 sin2 27 ~ 3 sin2 27
= 2$sin37sin 38505 — —Gmarsans ) (8 ey
5Xo sin2p 3sin2r 5Xo 5in2p 3sin2r
~ . 516“—1+§17*
s€Uy > Re(—ip(—>"22 3, X))

— X3 3 2(z
- ? sin 37—1 S11 3581(81 + o X3 sin3B sin37tq

X9 sin 2B 3sin 271

V1-A )

s€0

> | > Re(—ip( TSR B X))

_ X3
= 23 sin 379 sin 3453 (39 — 3 X3 in3g s

X9 sin2f3 3sin 27y

1-A )

Case

s€0

‘ Type D, ¢
o | > Re(—ip(3c-, B, X))

4 sin 7 sin 37
-1 1—3 2RTSHST A
+ 3 sin2 27

_ Xa
= sin 37sin 355(5 — — N 35 5o

X9 sin2B 3sin 27

)(§ —

4 sin 7 sin 37 A

—1—4/1—

3 sin2 27 )
o X3 sin38 2sin37
X9 sin2B 3sin 27

€U | > Re(—ip(Lte 5 X))

S10 =254 | = X3 sin 37y sin 3452 (5; + nglg—*ﬁAsmm)
3% sin 23 3sin 277

Case ‘ Type ', B/, ¢

5 €Uy » Re(—ip(*%,[,X))

4 sin 7 sin 37
-1 1—3 2RTSHST A
+ 3 sin2 27

X3 sin 37 sin 345(5 —

o X3 sin38 2sin37
X9 sin2B 3sin 27

)(§ —

4 sin 7 sin 37
—1—y/1—-3 BRI B=T A
3 sin2 27 )

o X3 sin38 2sin37
X9 sin2B 3sin 27

TABLE 3.6. Deformation for Re(—ip(£, 3,

where S~ = S5(8, X, \),

(3.134)

‘ao_lﬁ‘<%7 (ao_ﬂ)/@<07
0A) ={B:q llan =Bl =7l <G, (an—P)B <O,
lan — B] <3, (an —B)B <0,

and F5j = F5j(ﬁ,X, )\), j = 0, 1,2, n = 1,2, defined by

(3.135)

with

Ls0 ={&0 : 5 € Bo, 10 = 70,1},
FEm :PBn,out U SEm U FSn,ina

X)) for Case (F1), (F2), (F3)

s € Uy,

gEUn<, n:1,27 },

§€Un>, n:1,2,

39
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VAR

F50 F52,0ut

FIGURE 6. A deformation of § for I5 in Case (F3) when sin38, X; > 0,7 < 1 , and

(8,X) e B".

T . {gn 5€Up, T = Tn,T}a T > %7
oot {gn 5€ 0y, ™= Tn,ts Sp > 1/2}7 Tp < %7
¢7 fn > %7
P5n in — {fn s € Un, Tn = 0 on Un>, fn < %

Tn =7 on Upe, 5y < 1/2};
o _) ¢ Fn > 1,
T A6n T defined by @I, 5, =1/2) 7 < 1,
S (B, X,\) ={&, : h = sup j, 5§ =356, 7, defined by (3130)},

U;#¢

and o, 7, 74, U; are defined by (B.I128)-(B.130). Using B.I31)-(B.I35), applying argument as

that for Iy in Step 3 of Lemma [B.6] we obtain

(3.136) Islcep,,) < Ceol flie(n,)-

Step 3 (The estimates for Iy, Is, n > 1) : Estimates can be derived via the approach of the

proof of Proposition 3.1l We skip details for simplicity.
]

Lemma 3.9. Suppose S = {z,,K;,D, s.} is d-admissible and 8if are A-holomorphic on D, for
0 <Ily+2ly+3l3 <d+4. For fully non homogeneous cases (F2), ¥Yn > 0,

Y EOLCTE) flw < (Ce)” Y |Exdhflw
0<i1+2l2+3l3<d+4 0<ly+2la+3l3<d+4
Proof. For simplicity and without loss of generality, we only give a proof assuming [ = 0, (3.9]),
and reduce the proof to estimating the principal part. Define the rescaled parameter & by
Definition 2.2] scaled coordinates by (3.2]), and decompose the principal part into (3.3)-(3.8]).
Thanks to (3.85]), estimates for I;, j = 1,2,3 can be derived as in Lemma [3.3]
Step 1 (Deformation) : We shall justify the deformation ([B.I30]) is good for Case (F'2). Note

X X1/2 2
(3.137) 3% Gngp = X2 sin2f

Xg’/2 X, sing

Asin 20.
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Together with Figure [, Table B.4H3.6, A > 1, and (3.I30), yields

~‘ 7:7—,7 ~‘
sje7 T + 55«

. 1. -
me(—zp( 7B7X)) < _5‘S1n25’3?7

(3.138)
§€0;, j=0,1,2, for Type A", B".
Moreover, Figure Bl Table B.4i3.6] and (B.130) imply
VvV1—-A 1 1

~ i+1 .
15+ (U s, | 2 Gl g mes | 00 Ui J = 1,2, for Type €,
3&—X2 sin 23 2 sin 27 X23/2 sin 28
- v1i—-A 1 1 -
|51 + <+ S50 S | > 5|m|’ on U1,0 < 54 for Type D, €,
5X2 sin2f 2sin 2711 X§/2 sin 28
5 ~ 1 1 /!
516 — S2.4| > —]7)(3 PRTE |, for Type €" D, €.
X23/2 sin 2.3
As a result,
5l 485, 1. 2
(3139) %e(—zp(%,ﬁ,X)) < _6| S 26|8j
for 5 € Uj, j =0,1,2, for Type ¢". D, €.
Finally,
£o

(3.140) %e(—ip(g
Step 2: With (3131), (3.I38)-(B.140), fulfilled by the deformation (3.I30]), the lemma can be
justified by adapting argument as that for Case (F'3) in Lemma 3.8

1
757X)) < _5|Sin37—0 Sln35|'§87 s€ GO(ﬁvX)7 fO’f’ Type Ql/7%/7¢/'

0

Lemma 3.10. Suppose S = {z,,K;j,D, sc} is d-admissible and OLf are A-holomorphic on Dy,
for 0 <y +2ly + 3l3 < d+ 5. For fully non homogeneous cases (F1), ¥Yn >0,
> |Ex, 0 (CTE,)" flw < (Ceo)” > | B, 0 flw-
0<l1+2l2+3l3<d+5 0<i1 4212 +3l3<d+5

Proof. For simplicity and without loss of generality, we only give a proof assuming [ = 0,
(39), and reduce the proof to estimating the principal part. Define the scaling parameter & by
Definition [Z2] rescaled coordinates by (3.2)), and decompose the principal part into ([B3)-(E.3]).
Thanks to (B:80]), estimates on compact domains, i.e., I, j = 1,2,3 can be derived as in Lemma
B3

Step 1 (The deformation) : To estimate I, and I5 for the fully non homogeneous cases (F'1),

introduce o}, j =0, 1,2,

(3.141) 00 =3, 01 =0y = {/|X3|, for Type A B, €,
' 00 =0, 01 =02 = 3/|Xa|, for Type €D,

and s; 4,

(3.142) Sjo =Bty =L,
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‘ Case ‘ Type A"

§€U | » —am(—ip(3<, 8, X))

2 cos 31

_ X3 : =(z __ 3cos2T = 2 X1 . <(1 _ _3cos®2r
= =3 cos 37 sin 335(5 81,4)° + ZFtcosTsin B5(1 — ;s B

x)

‘ Case ‘ Type A',B8,¢, D, ¢

s € 60 > —3111(—2@(%,5,)())

14+ l—éCUSTCUSSTA 1= l_iCOSTCOSSTA
_ X3 . ~(~ 3 cos22r ~ 3 cos2 2t
- 53 €os 37 sin 353(3 - o X3 sin3B 2cos 37 )(S - o X3 sin3pB 2cos 37

X9 sin23 3 cos 27 X9 sin28 3 cos 21

)

TABLE 3.7. Deformation for —Jm(—ip(£, 3, X)) for Case (F1), (F2), (F3)

where 3; ., and 7; are defined by [B.127) and ([B129). Define the deformation

E s & = SjeiTj + Sy, %
(3.143) g . i i 77
5= (:l:sj—l—sj,*)a—q €Uy, 5520, for|r s 5

j
and Uj, €1, 7, are defined by (3I128)), (BI30). Therefore,

. . 1
(3.144) |sje' Tt — rjel(aj_5)| > ol max{r;,s;}.
In order to derive estimates, we have to justify
(3.145) i%st* =cy, O0<c<l1

first (cf. (B.I06). To this aim, for Type A, B, €, from Table B.5, (3.I141), and

| | ‘Xl Sinﬁ‘>1 —-1+/1-A
Sys_| = |—Fm— , Sp=———
+ Xé/?’ sin 3ﬁ - + X§/3 sin 33

Xo sin2p
we derive |s;| ~ |s_| and then (3:I45]) for T'ype A, B, €.
On the other hand, from (B.125]), Table B5] and (B.141]),

_3X1X3 sin Bsin 33

— X2 " sinZ28 1
|S+| :|m +10t| = | 6 )2(3 sin3j +10t| 2 6,
X2 sin2f x3/2 sin23
2
sl =2 Lot 2 ey >
S_| =|l————57 .0.T. — S —.
X 33 = + =
B crrTo

Hence (3.145)) is proved for Type € and D.
Next, from (3I41)-(3I43]), Table 3.6l and results of Case (F3),

Re(—ip sjeiTJ’vT + S«
(3.146) 0j

for Type A", B, &;

1
7B7X)) S _E‘Sin?’/@“g?? 5 € U]7 j: 1727
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and from (B.I41))-(B3.143]), Table B.6, and results of Case (F'2),
%e(—ip(sje”ﬂ + 5.

1
(3.147) o .B8,X)) < —5|sin2ﬁ|s§, 5€Uj, j=1,2,
' J

for Type €",D.

Besides, note

X3 . X5 sin 28 z X3 sin38  Xssin2p
14 — == A — 2 )
(3.148) 3Xf’ sin.30 <X12 sinﬁ) sin B4, X1Xysin28  X? sinf
Therefore, for § € Uy, using
the second term of Re(—ip) in Table [3.4, for A, A >3,
the first term of Re(—ip) in Table [3.0, (B.130), (3.141]), forA, 1< A <3,
(3.149) BI30), BI48), 3 < A <1, Table[3] 30 for B,
' Table[34H3.6, B.I48), |(5 — 84 )(5 — 3L)[ > %my for €D,
7% sin B
Table [H26, BI48), |5 - 84)(5 — 31)| 2 ¢ xgmemry Jor €
(33 57 )2|A
we obtain
5ol 1. _
(3.150) Re(—ip( ,B0,X)) < —6\ sin Blsg, § € Oy, for Type A, B, ¢, D, E.

Finally, in view of Table B.-4H3.7] and adapting argument as in deriving (3.149), we have
Y
(3.151) |p(—0,ﬁ,X)| < Clsinf|sg, § € Uy, for Type A,B,C, D, E.
a0

Consequently, ([3.57) can be generalized to

:EiTT

se

—t 7:|: 7X
|€ ig( 70 B )_

(3.152) | < C|sinf|, § € Uy, for Type A,B,C,D,E.

|§eiiTT — fetla—pB) |

Step 2 (The estimates for Iy, I, n = 1) : With (3.144)-3I47), (3I50), and (B.I52)), we can

adapt argument in Lemma B4 and B7 to derive estimates for Iy and Is. For illustration, a

residue theorem implies

(3153)  L—- 0D /Owdﬁ[aﬁln(l—ﬂﬁm /F I

21

—io(¥n
e e PR f (G -5, X)

speitn — rpeilan—pF)

dd,

271 o

oF-1) [
- Bl0s In(1 —~|B])]

L,
_Zp(ﬁvﬁvx)f('ﬂh X)

o(F—1) [T € on’
N 21 /—7r dﬁ[aﬁ ln(l B me /S> spelTh — Thei(ah_ﬁ) @
~ G G
6007~ 080~ Dolra— D) [ dioyn(1 - 3] sen(s)
4 47 Jseon)
rei(a=B) i(a=P)
xe~ WX p( g x)1,




44

where ¢ is defined by ([BI45]), 0()\) is defined by [B.134]), J< is defined by

1+ J24+Js+Ja+3Ts,  FO0<B<e/s,
0, if —e/8< B <0,

_ip(20
o Z@("O’B'X)f(i—g,—B,X)

506770 —rgei@0—B) ddo, if |B] > e1/8,

with J;, 1 < j <5, defined by (BII3]) except that X;XoX3 # 0 here; S5 = S5(8, X, ), and
F5j = F5j(57X7 )‘)7 ,] - 07 1727 n= 1727 by

(3.154)

(3R]
A
I

I'so ={¥0 : 5 € Bp, 70 =704},

(3.155)
I‘5n :FSn,out U SSn U P5n,in7
with
{9 :5€ Uy, 7 =70t} > ¢,
F5n,out = . co
{ﬂm :5€0p, 7= Tn,ts Sn > 00/2}7 ™ < 7,
b, Tp > %07
FSn,in: {19nI§€6n, Tn =0 on Ops, Tn<%)§

Tn =1 on Ope, Sp < co/2},

g 9, T > 4,
5n — ¢
{0y, : T defined by BI30), s, = co/2} T < %,

S<(B,X,\) = {9y :h = sup j, § =76, 1, defined by B.I30)},
U;#¢

and o, 75, 71, U;, defined by (B128)-(BI30).
Applying (39), (3.144), (3145)) (in particular for estimating I's,, in), (31406), 3147, (3.155),

and similar analysis as that in Lemma [B.3] one obtains

~ _i (h767X) 'ﬂn
o(r—1 7r € Plon f(o'_7 - X)
A JARCCACETED) / . 00l < (D
5n

n=1,2 2 -n Speln — rnei((xn—ﬁ)
Z —ip(2B.X) o 9,
H(T — 1) ™ e oh f(a7 _ X)
+| 2711 . dﬁ[aﬁ ln(l - 7|6|)] /S> SheiTh — T‘hei(ah_ﬁ) d'l9h|Loo(DK1)

HOG =100 = D0t~ D) [ diog (1 — 18] sen(?

i ~i(a—P)
_i x re
e p( E3 757X)f(Tg_B7X)}’LOO(DN1)

(3156) SCEO|f|Loo(DN1).

On T'sg, it suffices to consider || < €1/8. Applying (3.144), (B.I50), (3.152]), and B.I55), we

can adapt argument in Lemma [3.4] and 3.7] one obtains

o(r—1)
271

(3.157) | " dB195 (1 — 18I0 — 18]
0 8

X / (31 +J2+ I3+ J1 +3Is)[2=(D,,) < Ceolflre(n,,)-
Tso
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Thus, along with Lemma [B3.2]
(3158) |15|Cg(Dm1) S C€0|f|Loo(DN1)

Step 3 (The estimates for 14, Is, n > 1) : Estimates can be derived via the approach of the
proof of Proposition [B.1], We skip details for simplicity.

O

3.1.4. Summaries. From Lemma [3.2] Proposition 3.1l B:2] and Lemma B.:613.10, we have

Theorem 3.1. Suppose S = {zp,k;, D, s.} is d-admissible and oL f are A-holomorphic on Dy,
for 0 <y +2ls4+3l3 <d+5. Then, forVn>0,1<j< M,

o<t vaisais<ars By Op(CTE) Flw + Yo, ran, sa15<ars | (1 = Exy )05 (CTEy, )" f o
< (Ce0)" o<ty 421o+313<d+5 | Br, O flw

3.2. Estimates for the Cauchy integral operator CT. One can adapt the approach in
Section Bl to derive estimates of the CIO near z, provided S = {z,,x;,D, s.} is d-admissible.

Lemma 3.11. (Estimates near z,) Suppose S = {z,,K;,D,s.} is a d-admissible scattering
data, ¢p(z,\) = M + Gap (2, N), OLs res, O50sr € L for 0 < Iy + 205 + 3l3 < d + 5.
Then

M
zOSl1+2lz+313§d+5 ’aiCTEanﬁ‘Lw + ijl ZO§11+2l2+3l3§d+5 ‘agcCTEanC“(D
< Ce Eogl1+212+3zggd+5(|ai¢zn,ros|L°° + 0Lz el Lo (D, )-
Proof. Proofs for 0.CTE., ¢ are identical. We only prove CTE,, ¢ for simplicity. From (28],
[212), and ([B.2)), decompose
CTE,, ¢

s —ip(gﬂ)@ X = ~
// Sgn (0_15)6~ _ ¢Zn,I‘CS( )dC /\ dC + C)\EZ’,LT(bz,,L,T’
"2 o, C=NC = 20)

=IL+ 1L+ 115+ 114+ 115,
(f_zn)

_ sgn(pB
= //<2 CN
BYn (2, 8)[e” %) 1], res(X)

sgn( = -
115 = — d¢ A dc,
=L - HC 2 S

II3 = C\E.,T¢., r,

where

/8)¢zn,res( )dZ/\dE

>’1 Qxlou

Q1|Cm

sgn(f (g Be _ip(§7B’X)¢zn,reS(X)

I, = dC A dC,
2<5<58 (¢ — )\)(C — Zn)
(3, B)e—iol 36X _
115 = Sgn 515) p~ ¢ZmreS(X)d</\dC.
§<60 (& )‘)(C — zn)
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From the admissible condition and a standard Hilbert transform theory [15],
|11 |00, [I12]| 10 <Ceo|ps,, res| oo
Writing 7, () = hn(2n) + [An () — Bin(2,)] and adapting argument for Iy, I5 in Subsection B.1]
I 14|ro(p.,)» HIs|p(D.,) <Ceol@z, res| Lo

Thanks to Lemma [3.2]
[ Ls| oo (D, )> 1 Is|cn(Dy,) SCe0l¢z, res| Lo,

[ I3|Los [I3]cn(p, ) <C€oldzrlre(p.,)-
O

Lemma 3.12. (Estimates near oo) If S = {z,,k;,D, s.} is d-admissible, (1 — 25:1 E. —
S Ey,)0h¢ € L for 0 <1y +2ly+3l3 <d+5. The