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ESTIMATES FOR RADIAL SOLUTIONS
OF THE HOMOGENEOUS LANDAU EQUATION WITH COULOMB POTENTIAL

MARIA PIA GUALDANI AND NESTOR GUILLEN

Motivated by the question of existence of global solutions, we obtain pointwise upper bounds for radially
symmetric and monotone solutions to the homogeneous Landau equation with Coulomb potential. The
estimates say that blow-up in the L norm at some finite time 7" occurs only if a certain quotient involving
f and its Newtonian potential concentrates near zero, which implies blow-up in more standard norms,
such as the L3/? norm. This quotient is shown to be always less than a universal constant, suggesting that
the problem of regularity for the Landau equation is in some sense critical.

The bounds are obtained using the comparison principle both for the Landau equation and for the
associated mass function. In particular, the method provides long-time existence results for a modified
version of the Landau equation with Coulomb potential, recently introduced by Krieger and Strain.

1. Introduction

This manuscript is concerned with the Cauchy problem for the homogeneous Landau equation. This
equation takes the general form

0fw,0=0f.0). f@0=fa), veR, 1>0, (1-1)
where Q(f, f) is a quadratic operator known as the Landau collision operator:
of. )= diV(/R}A(v =DMV f @) = fF)Vy f(y) dy>. (1-2)

The term A(v) denotes a positive and symmetric matrix

vVRU
lv]?

A(v) :=Cy(]l )go(lvl), v#0, C,>0,

which acts as the projection operator onto the space orthogonal to the vector v. The function ¢(|v]) is a
scalar-valued function determined from the original Boltzmann kernel describing how particles interact.
If the interaction strength between particles at a distance r is proportional to 7!~%, then

s—35

s—1°

e(lu) =",y = (1-3)

Note that s = 2 corresponds to the Coulomb potential, in which case we have y = —3 [Villani 2002,
Chapter 1, Section 1.4]. Any solution to (1-1)—(1-2) is an integrable and nonnegative scalar field

MSC2010: 35B65, 35K57, 35B44, 35K61, 35Q20.
Keywords: Landau equation, Coulomb potential, homogeneous solutions, upper bounds, barriers, regularity.

1773


http://msp.org/apde/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2016.9-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2016.9.1773
http://msp.org

1774 MARIA PIA GUALDANI AND NESTOR GUILLEN

f(v,1):R3x [0, T] — R*. Equation (1-1) describes the evolution of a plasma in spatially homogeneous
regimes, which means that the density function f depends only on the velocity component v. Landau’s
original intent in deriving this approximation was to make sense of the Boltzmann collision operator,
which always diverges when considering purely grazing collisions.

The Cauchy problem for (1-1)—(1-3) is very well understood for the case of hard potentials, which
correspond to y > 0 above. Desvillettes and Villani showed the existence of global classical solutions for
hard potentials and studied its long-time behavior; see [Desvillettes and Villani 2000a; 2000b; Villani
2002] and references therein. In this case there is a unique global smooth solution, which converges
exponentially to an equilibrium distribution, known as the Maxwellian function

M) e P2,

= (27.[)3/2
Analyzing the soft potentials case, ¥ < 0, has proved to be more difficult. Using a probabilistic approach,
[Wu 2014; Fournier and Guérin 2009; Alexandre et al. 2015] show uniqueness and existence of weak
solutions for y € [—2, 0]. For y € [—3, —2], existence is known for small-time or global in-time with
smallness assumption on initial data [Alexandre et al. 2015; Arsen’ev and Peskov 1977]. Finally, for the
Coulomb case y = —3, Fournier [2010] showed the uniqueness of weak solutions as long as they remain
in L.

Villani [1998] introduced the so called H-solutions, which enjoy (weak) a priori bounds in a weighted
Sobolev space. However, the issue of their uniqueness and regularity (i.e., no finite-time breakdown
occurs) has remained open, even for smooth initial data; see [Villani 2002, Chapters 1 and 5] for further
discussion.

Guo [2002] employed a completely different approach based on perturbation theory for the existence
of periodic solutions to the spatially inhomogeneous Landau equation in R*. He showed that if the initial
data is sufficiently close to the unique equilibrium in a certain high Sobolev norm, then a unique global
solution exists. Moreover, as remarked in [loc. cit.], this approach also extends to the case of potentials
(1-3), where y might even take values below —3.

Due to the lack of a global well-posedness theory, several conjectures about possible finite-time blow-up
for general initial data have been made throughout the years. Villani [2002] discussed the possibility that
(1-1)—(1-3) could blow up for y = —3. Note that for smooth solutions, (1-1)—(1-3) with y = —3 can be
rewritten as

o f = div(ALfIVf = fValf]) = Tr(ALF1D*f) + /2, (1-4)

where

Alf]l:=AW)* f = : (]I @>*f Aa = —f.

8l |vf?

Equation (1-4) can be thought of as a quasilinear nonlocal heat equation. Support for blow-up
conjectures were given by the fact that (1-4) is reminiscent of the well studied semilinear heat equation

o f=Af+f> (1-5)

Blow-up for (1-5) is known to happen for every L” norm for p > %; see [Giga and Kohn 1985].
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However, despite the apparent similarities, (1-4) behaves differently from (1-5). The Landau equation
admits a richer class of equilibrium solution: every Maxwellian M solves O (M, M) = 0, which holds,
in particular, for those with arbitrarily large mass.

From a different perspective, Krieger and Strain [2012] considered a modified version of (1-4),

O f =alfIAf +af?, (1-6)

and showed global existence of smooth radial solutions starting from radial initial data when o < % This
range for « later was expanded to any « < % by means of a nonlocal inequality obtained by Gressman,
Krieger and Strain [Gressman et al. 2012]. Note that when o = 1, the above equation can be written in
divergence form,

O f =div(a[fIVSf — fValfD. -7

These results put in evidence how a nonlinear equation with a nonlocal diffusivity such as (1-7) behaves
drastically differently from (and better than) (1-5).

Our main results in this manuscript are twofold. The first one gives necessary conditions for the
finite-time blow-up of solutions to (1-4). The second (unconditional) result says that solutions to (1-7) do
not blow up at all, and in fact become instantaneously smooth (even for initial data that might be initially
unbounded). Both results deal only with radially symmetric, decreasing initial conditions; more precisely,
we assume that

fn=0, fineL®RY,
findv =1, / ﬁn|v|2dv=3, / finlog(fin) dv < o0, (1-8)
R3 R3 R3
] < [w| = fin(v) > fin(w).

The normalization of the initial data is standard and follows a standard change of variables. The main
results are the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let fi, be as in (1-8). Then there exist Ty > 0 and f : R3 x (0, Ty) — R, such that f is
smooth and solves (1-4) for t € (0, Ty), with f(-,0) = fin. Moreover, Ty is maximal in the sense that
either Ty = 00 or else the L3/ norm of f accumulates near v =0ast — T, , in particular

lim | f(-,Dllrs) =00, ¥p>3.
=T,

In fact, the above theorem is a consequence of the following sharper result.
Theorem 1.2. There is a constant &g > 91—6 such that if Ty < oo, then
, Jg f,0)dv -
= &0.
[5, alf1(, 1) dv

Neither of the above theorems are enough to guarantee long-time existence of classical solutions

limsup sup {r
r—0t 1e(0,Tp)

to (1-4). However, Theorem 1.2 suggests that (1-4) is in some sense “critical” for regularity. It can be
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shown (see Proposition 5.6) that for any nonnegative f € L' (R?),

rZM <3, Vr>0.
S5, alf1(w) dv
In particular, if the &9 in Theorem 1.2 could be shown to be at least 3 (or in general if the upper bound
in the last inequality could be improved to something less than gg), it would immediately follow that
solutions to the Landau equation (1-4) cannot blow up in finite time. It is not clear if this can be guaranteed
for general f without at least using some partial time regularization.
On the other hand, methods used in the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 yield long-time existence
for the modified Landau equation (1-7) (again, in the radial case).

Theorem 1.3. Let fi, be as in (1-8) and such that for some p > 6,
fin€ LD (R).

Then there exists a function f : R3 x Ry — R, smooth for positive times, with f(-,0) = fin which solves,

fort >0,
o f =alf1Af + f~

We approach the analysis from the point of view of nonlinear parabolic equations. The nonlocal
dependence of the coefficients on the solution prevents the equation from satisfying a comparison
principle: if vg is a contact point of two functions f and g, i.e., f(vg) = g(vp) and everywhere else
f(v) < g(v), it does not follow that Q(f, f)(vo) < Q(g, g)(vg). More precisely, for the case where
O(f, f) corresponds to (1-2) one cannot expect an inequality such as

Tr(A[£1D*f)(vo) < Tr(A[g]1D?g)(vo).

In fact, due to the nonlocality of A one only has A[ f](vg) < A[gl(vo). Equality A[ f](vg) = Alg](vo)
holds only when f = g for every v € R®. The maximum principle is not useful either, since at a maximum
point for f we only obtain d; f < — f Aa[ f], which does not rule out growth of the maximum of f. The
same observations apply to Q(f, f) corresponding to (1-7).
On the other hand, if one could construct (using only properties of f that are independent of ¢) a
function U (v) such that
Tr(A[f1D*U)+ fU <0 in R,

alf1AU + fU <0 in R,

then the comparison principle (for linear parabolic equations) would guarantee that f < cU for all times
provided f (¢t =0) < cU. Our main observation is that (under radial symmetry) the above can be made to
work with U (v) = |v|7%, ¥ € (0, 1). From here higher local integrability of f can be propagated, and
from there higher regularity follows by standard elliptic regularization.

A previous attempt by the authors, also based on upper barrier arguments (but meant to cover any
bounded, fast decaying initial data), was ultimately undone by a computational error. However, Theorems
1.1-1.3 show that the use of upper barriers to study (1-4) is fruitful at least for radially symmetric and
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decreasing initial conditions. On the other hand, the authors in [Gualdani and Guillen > 2016] show a
local L*>-regularization estimate using the De Giorgi iteration method for y > —2.

Remark 1.4. After the submission of this article, the authors learned of related work of Silvestre [2016]
on the Boltzmann equation, covering the spatially inhomogeneous case. In that paper, a priori estimates
rely on maximum principle arguments and make use of the regularity for parabolic integro-differential
equations, particularly recent work of Schwab and Silvestre [2016].

Outline. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. After a brief review in Section 2 on nonlinear
parabolic theory that will be needed to construct local solutions to the nonlinear problems, in Section 3
we outline the symmetry properties of (1-4). Section 4 deals with short-time existence. In Section 5
we present a barrier argument that allows us to prove conditional non-blow-up results for the Landau
equation and global well-posedness for the modified Landau equation in Section 6.

Notation. Universal constants will be denoted by ¢, ¢g, ¢y, Cg, C1, C. Vectors in R3 will be denoted by
v, w, x, ¥y and so on. The inner product between v and w will be written (v, w). Bg(vg) will denote the
closed ball of radius R centered at vy; if vg = 0 we simply write Bg. The identity matrix will be denoted
by I, the trace of a matrix X will be denoted Tr(X). The initial condition for the Cauchy problem will
always be denoted by fiy.

The letter 2 will denote a general compact subset of R*>. Q C R* x Ry will be a space-time cylinder
of parabolic diameter R with R > 0 a general constant, unless otherwise specified. Finally, 9,0 will
denote the parabolic boundary of Q.

2. A rapid review of linear parabolic equations
We work with two bilinear operators, namely the one associated to (1-4),
Qc(g, f):=div(Alg]Vf — fValgl) = TH{A[g] D*f1+ fg,
and the one associated to (1-7),

Oxs(g, f):=div(al[g]lVf — fValg]) =alg]lAf + fg.

As is well known, through O (and also Qxs), any g : R* x R, — R gives rise to a linear elliptic operator
with variable coefficients as follows:

¢ — Qr(g.¢) :=div(A[g]V¢ — ¢Valg]) = Tr(A[g]D*$) + ¢g.
¢ — Qks(g, @) :=div(a[g]Ve — ¢Valg]) = alg]lAd + ¢g.
Accordingly, given such a g and initial data fi,, one considers the linear Cauchy problem,

{3tf =0(g, f) InR’ xRy,

2-1
f('?o)zfilh ( )

both for O = O, and Q = QOks.
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Remark. Note that Q. (g, f) and Qxs(g, f) can both be expressed as a divergence, so any solution to
(2-1) preserves its mass over time, i.e.,

IfCL D@y = I finCO) w3y =2 Min, Vi >0.
Lemma 2.1 (see [LadyZenskaja et al. 1968, Theorem 5.1, page 320]). Let fin:R? — Rand g :R3*xR, — R
be nonnegative functions such that for some € (0, 1) we have
fn € L'®)NCHPRY),

2-2
Algl, Valgl € CPPRR x Ry). 2

Then for every § > 0, there exists a unique f : R x R — R with f € C>TF1H2(R3 x Ry) which is a
classical solution of

{atfzaAf—lrQ(g,f) inR3x Ry, 23)

S, 0)= fin,
where Q( -, ) denotes either Q = Q, or Q = Ogs.

Next we summarize in three theorems several classical local regularity estimates for parabolic equations
of the form
9 f =div(BVf + fb),

where f: QO — R and Q = Bg(vg) X (fp — R2, 1)) c R? x R, is the parabolic cylinder of radius R
centered at some points xg, fp. The first two theorems are, respectively, a local Holder estimate (from
De Giorgi—Nash—Moser theory) and an L* estimate for f in terms of its boundary data (Stampacchia
estimate); see [LadyZenskaja et al. 1968, Chapter III, Theorem 10.1, page 204 and Chapter IV, Theorem
10.1, page 351 of] as well as [Lieberman 1996, Chapter VI, Theorem 6.29, page 131] for the respective
proofs. The main point of these theorems is that they do not require any regularity assumption on the
diffusion matrix B (beyond ellipticity and boundedness).

Theorem 2.2 (De Giorgi—Nash—Moser estimate). Suppose f is a weak solution of the equation

o f =div(BVf + fb),
where b is a vector field and B is a symmetric matrix such that

Al<B(,t) <Al a.e in Q.
Then there is some a € (0, 1) and C > 0 such that the estimate
[Flceario < C(I1f =) + R*IBllL=(g)) (2-4)

holds, where Q12 := Bg2(x0) X (to — (R/2)2, to) and a and C are determined by ., A, R and d.
Theorem 2.3 (Stampacchia estimate). If f is a weak solution of

& f =div(BVf + fD),
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with B and b as in the previous theorem, then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

I fllLeco) < CUfllzzeo) + 1PNl Le(0))- (2-5)
As before, C is determined by A, A, d and R.

The last theorem recalls interior classical regularity estimates when the coefficients are Holder continu-
ous in time and space. See [LadyZenskaja et al. 1968, Chapter IV] or also [Lieberman 1996, Chapter III,
Theorem 6.17] for a proof.

Theorem 2.4 (Schauder estimates). If B, b € C#-#/ 2(Q), then there is a finite C such that

[D* o200, + 00 flersrio,n < C (A A, R, 1Bllessrgy, I1bllcrsncgy 1 fllL=g))-

3. Radial symmetry

This section is devoted to some technical lemmas. The proofs of the first two propositions are rather
technical and can be found in the Appendix.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose fi, and g( -, t) are both radially symmetric, and let Q( -, -) denote either Q
or Qis. Then any solution of the linear Cauchy problem

& f=0(@ ), [ 0= finl),
is radially symmetric for all t. Furthermore, if fi, and g are radially decreasing, then so is f.

Let i : R - R,. Define
A*[R](v) == (A[h]()D, D), v#0, D:=vfv|™" (3-1)
There are two useful expressions for A*[A#] and a[h] when £ is radially symmetric.

Proposition 3.2. Let h € L' (R?) be radially symmetric and nonnegative. Then

A*[h](v) = ! /h(w)|w|2dw+if UCO (3-2)
127 Jp, 1270 Jpe |wl
1 h(w)
alhlv)=—— | h(w)dw+— | —Zdw. (3-3)
ax|v| Jg, 4 Jpe Tw

The second formula above is simply the classical formula for the Newtonian potential in the case of
radial symmetry; the formula for A*[A] is new and the proof can be found in the Appendix.

Lemma 3.3. Let h € L' (R3) be a nonnegative, spherically symmetric function.

(1) If h is monotone decreasing with |v|, and

/ hdv=>=6>0
Bg,\Bg,
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for some § > 0 and 0 < Ry < Ry, then

AU @) = — K0 L g (3-4)
v . -
T 12r(14+R}) 1+ |v?
(2) If h is bounded, i.e., if ||h||p~r3) = h(0) < 400, then
Bl ooy + [l 1
Alh](v) < a[h]1 52(” Iz (Rf)+|”| ”L“R?))H, Vo e R (3-5)
v

Proof. (1) Let A*[h] be as in (3-2). If |v| > Ry, then

1 1
3f h(w)|w|* dw > %/ h(w)|w|? dw
127 |v] Jp,, 127 0] J g, \Bg,

R} OR;
= 3 h(w,t)dw > 3
127T|U| Bg, \Bg, 127T|U|

A*[h](v) =

Note that Proposition 3.2 guarantees that A*[/] is radially decreasing. Thus,

A*[h](v) > QR(% YveB
v , v .
= 127K f
Combining both estimates, we conclude that
OR} 1
A*[h](v) = >

127(1+R}) 1+ v
(2) If h € L, then we may use (3-3) to obtain the estimate
h(0 1
© dw+ — h(w)dw)]l

4r|v| Jp, 4 Jge

[v]

[h] = alh](VI = (

< (lhll Loy + 1l 1o I, if o] < 1,

and

h h
Alh] < aprll < (M@ (Wiloey e o 0
27 || 1+ v

Proposition 3.4. Let h be a positive and radially symmetric and decreasing function. For any y € (0, 1),
define U, (v) as
Uy, (v) = [v|77.

Then for Q = Qr or Q = Qxs,
Q(h,Uy) < Uy (—5y (1 —y)alhllv| > + ).
Proof. As U, is radial

Ty v 2 g Voo U ’ L v v
VU, 0) = U0 DUy ) = U)o @ o+ Uy (1= @ o).
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Thus, in the case Q = Q,

alh] — A*[h]
v]

In particular, since U)// = —yr‘lUy, U;,/ =y(y+ 1)|v|_2Uy, it follows that

Q(h, Uy) = Tr(A[h1D*U,) + hU, = A*[hU] + U}, +hU,.

Qc(h,Uy) = U, (y(y + DA*[h]|v| > — y(alh] — A*[A]D)|v] > + k).

The thesis follows by noticing that A*[A] < %a[h].
For the case Q = Qxs, an analogous computation shows that

Q(h,U,) =U,(—y(1 —y)alhllv| > +h)
<U,(—3y(1—y)alhllv| "> +h),

where in the last inequality we use y € (0, 1) and a[h] > 0. O

4. Short-time existence

In this section, Q denotes either Q, or Qs. For some nontrivial interval of existence [0, T), a smooth
solution to
{3tf =0(f. /) inR*x][0,T),
F(C,0) = fin,

will be obtained by taking the limit of a sequence of functions { f; }x>0 constructed recursively (as explained
further below). The interval of existence [0, T') is maximal in the sense that either 7 = oo or else the L™
norm of f(-,¢) blows up as ¢ approaches T, so the classical solution cannot be extended to a longer time
interval.

Remark 4.1. As mentioned in the introduction, existence and uniqueness of bounded weak solutions
to (1-4) have been obtained, respectively, by Arsen’ev and Peskov [1977] and by Fournier [2010]. It
is likely (but not at all obvious) that the method used in [Fournier 2010] will carry over to the case of
the isotropic equation (1-7). Thus, for the sake of completeness, we provide in this section a detailed
proof of existence (but not uniqueness) of a classical solution for the nonlinear problem that covers the
isotropic equation. For completely classical solutions this is certainly new for the isotropic equation
(1-7) with o = 1, although the methods used in the proof —a priori estimates for linear equations, which
yield compactness for a sequence of approximate solutions to the nonlinear problem — are fairly well
known, but still somewhat different from the approach used in [Krieger and Strain 2012] for the case
o< %. Uniqueness for classical solutions of (1-4) is contained in Fournier’s [2010] result, since classical
solutions are in particular weak solutions, and as it was just mentioned above, it is likely that this result
can be expanded to cover (1-7).

For technical reasons we first assume that fj, satisfies (1-8) and for some ¢ > 0,

C
fin € CTPRY), |l finllc2+0 (8, 0y < T F Vv e R, (4-1)
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The inequality yields a rate of decay for the second derivatives of fi;, which somewhat simplifies the
existence proof. The assumptions (4-1) are auxiliary, and will be removed (by an approximation argument)
in the proof of Theorem 4.14 at the end of this section.

Fix 6 > 0. A sequence { f,f} x>0 Will be constructed recursively, so that for every &,

£ e L@y, L'®) NLO @) N CHAHPRR < Ry) (4-2)

for some o € (0, 1) independent of k. The construction is done as follows: First, we set fo(v, t) := fin(v)
for all v and 7 > 0. Next, given f | € L®(Ry, L'(R*) N L®(R?)) N C*A1TA2(R3 x Ry), define £
as the unique classical solution to the linear Cauchy problem

{a,f =8Af+Q(f) 1, ) inR xRy,
FC,0) = fin.

The fact that the sequence f,f is well defined and satisfies (4-2) follows by repeatedly applying Lemma 2.1,
making use of the fact that for every k > 1, 8/ € (0, 1),

(4-3)

12 satisfies (4-2) and solves (4-3) = A[f{], Va[f{] € CPF2 (R x [0, 00)). (4-4)

That this is so is essentially a consequence of the fact that A[ fk‘s] and Va| f,f] are convolutions of f,f
with relatively nice kernels; we do not write out the explicit proof of the above fact here, as the proof is
essentially the same as that of Lemma 4.7, where a quantified version of the assertion (4-4) is proved.
Thus, we have entirely constructed the sequence { f,f}k>0, each f,f being also radially symmetric and
monotone, thanks to Proposition 3.1 and (1-8). -

Remark 4.2. Note that, for the purpose of iteration in k, the coefficients A[ fi,] and Va[ fin] (which are
independent of time) are Holder continuous in space thanks to (4-1).

Once we have constructed the sequence { fk‘S }¢» we focus on showing that it converges locally uniformly
in R3 x [0, Tf) (8 fixed, k — 00) to some function f? in R x [0, T*‘S), where f? is a classical solution of

WfP=8AL+0(f% ). fP = fn

The proof of this fact will take most of this section, and is achieved in Theorem 4.12. The selection of
Tf will guarantee that either Tf =ooorelse || f 3., 1)lo blows up as t — Tf. Then, we take the limit
8 — 0 along a subsequence, making sure f° and its derivatives converge locally uniformly to a solution
of the original nonlinear problem. This is done in Theorem 4.14, where the auxiliary assumption (4-1) is
also removed.

We start by using a differential inequality argument to control the L°° norm of the f,f uniformly in k
and § for at least some time interval depending only on || finl oo g3)-

Lemma 4.3. Let { f,f} i be the sequence defined above. Then for every k € N we have

; fin(0) 1
fe@n =G0 Vie * %@)
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Proof. Since fi;(0) > 0, it is immediate that the estimate holds for k = 0. Arguing by induction, suppose

that
Jfin(0) 1
LR [
1 — fin(0)1 fin(0)
Let us prove the corresponding inequality for f,f. By virtue of fk‘S being smooth, radially symmetric
and monotone decaying, it follows that fk’S 0,1 > f,f (v, t) for all v and ¢ and Dka‘s 0,7) <O forall 7.
Plugging this information into the equation solved by f,f, we obtain

fE,0,0) <

9 20, 1) =27FAL2(0, 1) + Tr(ALf{_ 100, )D*£2(0, 1)) + £ (0, 1) £ (0, 1)
< 2,00, 20, 1).

Then we may integrate the differential inequality

0 0,0) = [ 0,0 £0, )
in time, and it follows that
1200, 1) < fin(O)eho i1 09)ds < £ () fn@/A=Fa@s)ds -y [(), ﬁ)
m

where the last inequality was due to the inductive hypothesis. Since

" fin(0) . _
/0 mds = —log(1 — fin(0)1),

it follows, as desired, that
Sin(0)

s 1
o025 el nw) )

Continuing with our analysis of the sequence { f,f} » We introduce a quantity that will play a crucial
role in what follows: for every T > 0, § > 0, let
M (fin, T, 8) := sup || f{ll Loo@oxo.rp) = Sup_sup f{(0,1). (4-5)
k k 0=<t<T
Lemma 4.3 shows that M (fin, T, §) < oo for at least every T < fin(0)~! and any 6 > 0. For the rest of
this section, we will be concerned only with those T such that

M(fin, T, §) < o0. (4-6)

Remark 4.4. In the following series of lemmas and propositions, culminating with Theorem 4.12,
we use a series of estimates that depend on fi,, T, § and the function M (fi,, T, §). For the sake of
brevity, throughout this section we write C(fin, T, 8), Co(fin, T, 8), C1(fin, T, 8), C'(fin, T, 3) (as well
as c(fin, T, &) et cetera) to denote constants that depend solely on fi,, T, 6 and M (fin, T, §), with the
understanding that the constants may change from one line to the next.

The next proposition says that we can control the L°° norm of the coefficients of (4-3) uniformly in &
and 4, as long as (4-6) holds.
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Proposition 4.5. Let 8, k be arbitrary and M(fi,, T, 8) as in (4-5). Foranyt < T and v € R? we have
the pointwise bounds

2(M(fin, T,6)+ 1)

ALR I, ) <al fA1(v, DT < L] I, 47
M(fin, T,6)+1
IVal 1, 1)] < Tr P (4-8)

Proof. The bound (4-7) follows immediately from (3-2) in Lemma 3.3 applied to & = fk‘s. On the other
hand, from Newton’s formula (3-3) one sees immediately that

Valf] = fw, 1) dw. (4-9)

4r|vf® Jp,

Therefore,

IVal 21w, )] = fw, 1) dw.

axlol? Jy,
Using the fact that ||fk‘3( -, )|l =1 yields

1
8 —
Val 10,01 < s V.0,

while

4
IVal fi1(v, )| < §|v|3||f,;‘(-,z>||m

4 |v|?

< %M(fin, T,8), V(v,t)eBi(0)x[0,T]

Using that 47 |v|?> > 1 + |v|? if |v| > 1, we combine the previous inequalities to obtain the bound

M(ﬁl’la T? 6)+1

Trep YN« R® x [0, T1,

IVal 21(v, 1)] <

which proves (4-8). U

For the purpose of controlling the size of f,f(v, t) for large v, it is necessary to bound the second
moment of f,f, in a manner which is uniform in k.

Proposition 4.6. Let T > 0and é € (0, %) Forany k e N, f,f satisfies the bound
f R, D) dv <3+10(1+M(fin, T, )T, Vtel0,T]. (4-10)
R3

Proof. Let ¢ (v) be a smooth function with compact support. Using the equation solved by f,f , and
integrating by parts, we obtain for every ¢ > 0

¥ f f . np@)dv= f fi (88 + Te(BLA_1D°®) +2(Val f_y], V) dv.
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Above, B[ f,f_l] denotes a[ f,f_l]]l or A[ f,f_l] depending on whether Q = Qs or Q = Q. Integrating
in time, it follows that

f (v, )¢ (v) dv — / i, )¢ (v) dv
= f / R(BAG+Tr(BLA_1D*¢) +2(Val f_;], V) dv d1,

for all 0 <1 < 1. Next, we apply this identity to the sequence ¢;(v) = |v|2nj(v), where n; € Cfo([R3),
and n;(v) — 1 locally uniformly. Due to the integrability of f,f and the bounds (4-7)—(4-8), we have
enough decay at infinity to pass to the limit j — oo in the integral and conclude that the identity also
holds for the function ¢ (v) = |v|2. Therefore, given 0 < t| < ,, we have the identity

/f,f(v,tz)|v|2dv_/f,§(v,z1)|v|2dv:/2[f,§(56+2Tr(B[f,§_1])+4(Va[f,f_1],v))dvdz.

Now, the bounds (3-2)—(3-3) guarantee that in R3 x [0, T] we have

Tr(BLf_ 1) < 2M (fin, T, 8) +2,
(M(ﬁl’lv T7 8) + 1)|U|
14 |v|?

(Valf3_,1,v)| < <M(fin,T,8)+1.

Therefore, as long as ¢t € [0, T],

f 2 / SR (864 2Te(BLA 1) +4(Val f2_,1. v)) dvdt
151

5]
= / /f/f(56+8M(fin, T,58)+ 8)dvdt
151

< (68 +84+8M(fin, T,9))(tr —11).

Taking #; = 0 it follows that for § € (0, %)
/fka(v,tz)lvlzdv S/finlvlzdv+10(l+M(fim T.o)T, Vviel0.T].

Since [ finlv]? dv = 3 by assumption (1-8), this proves the proposition. U

Next, we show how f2 | € LRy, L'(R}) N L= (R?)) N C**/>(R3 x R.) implies Holder continuity
of the coefficients appearing in Q( f,f_l, f), emphasizing that the estimate is uniform in k for § > 0 fixed
whenever T is such that (4-6) holds.

Lemma4.7. Let§ € (0, 1—10) and T > 0 be such that (4-6) holds. Then there is an absolute constant C > 0

such that for any a € (0, 1) we have, for every k > 1, the bound

[A[flf]]C"‘-“/z(R3><[O,T]) < C([flf]cw/z(wx[o,ﬂ) + M (fin, T, 8)+1),
[Va[flf]]cwaﬂ(wx[o,r]) = C([fka]CW"/Z(R&[O,T]) +M(fin, T,8)+1).

Proof. Let n € C*®°(R?) be an even function such that 7 = 1 in B;(0) and 5 = 0 outside B,. Let us write

AR 1= ALFA1+ Al £
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Each A; (i =1, 2) is given by convolutions A;| fk‘s] =K, % fk‘S with the respective kernels

1 1
Ki(v) = (H ’ ®”)n<v>, Ka(v) = (H E L‘i’f)(l — ).
T 8 |v] [v]

[v]?

Let us show that A, A, are Holder continuous in v ant t. We make use of the fact that there is a constant
C(n) such that

3 3
/ |K1(v)| dv +sup K2 ()| + Y sup |9 Ka ()| + Y _ sup |3 K2(v)] < C(),
RS v i=1 v ij=1 "

where the matrix norm used is the standard L? norm |A| = Tr(AA*)!/2. For A; it is straightforward that

A1 (1, 1) — A1 (v2, )] < f |K1 ()| fE (v —w, 1) — fE (w2 — w, )] dw
B>

5(/3 |K1<w>|dw) sup | e —w, 1) — (v —w, B)l,

we B (0)

the above holding for any (v;, t;), so that

[Al]cwar < CfE]cawn.

Next we deal with A,, which in fact will be Lipschitz continuous. Fix e € S? and set K 2..(V):=(K2(v)e, €).
Using the equation for f,f and integration by parts,

3 (Al f21(v)e, e)
— / Kz,e(w — U)atfk‘s dw
B;’

= [ (VuKne(w—v), (ALFP 1+ 8DV, £) dw + f FHOVual £, 1, Vo Koo (w — v)) dw.
B¢ B

Integrating by parts once again,
— | (VuKae(w—v), (AL 1+ 8DV /) dw
Bj

_ / divyy ((ALF 1+ 61) - Viy Koo (w — v)) £ dw
.

1
= / F AL DL Ko e(w —v) dw+ | fEVyalf )]+ Vi Ko o(w —v) dw
Bj By
+48 f,waKz,e(w—v)dw.
BS
Gathering all of the above, it follows that

3 (Ax[flle, e) = / fTe(ALF | 1D2 Ko o (w — v)) dw
B

+2 f FEVwal f211, Ve Ko e(w —v))dw+38 | fEA,Kae(w —v) dw.
By By
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Therefore, we have the bound

19 (A2l f{1(v)e, e)]
< ID*Kaell L IALR Mzl £l or + 20V Ko el IVal FE ool £l + SN AR ell ool £l
< IKzellc2NALF e + IVal £2_ 1l = + 8)
< IK2ellc2BM (fin, T, 8) +4),

where we used (4-7)—(4-8) and § € (O, 11—0) in the last inequality. Since || K2.|| < C(n) for all e,
10: (A2l f{1()e, )] < 4C (M (fin, T, 8) + 1).
This immediately implies a Lipschitz bound in time for A,, namely

|A2(v, 1) — Az (v, )| < 12]|Kallc2(M (fin, T, 8) + DIt1 — 12|, Yv € R, 11,1 > 0.

For the spatial regularity, from the definition of A, and the triangle inequality it follows that
[Ax(vr, 1) — Ax(v2, )| < f |K2(w —v1) — Ka(w — v2)| £ (w, 1) dw
<C(m)lvy — vy /f;f(uh Hdw Vv, v eR3 >0,

Then, thanks to ||ka( -, )]l = 1, it follows that
| A2(v1, 1) = Ao(v2, D] < Cvr —v2l, Vi, v2 €RY, 1> 0.
Finally, we combine the estimates in time and space to see that

[A2(v1, 1) — Az (v2, 02)| < |Aa(v1, 1) — A2(v2, 1) + [Az(v2, 1) — A (2, )]
SISCM(fin, T,8) + D) (Jvg —va| + 161 —12]),  Y(vi, 1), i =1,2.

|a/2

Since |vy — |+t — | < |vi—n|*+ |t — B when |v; — v;|, |t] — 2| < 1, we conclude that

[A2]caar@sxio,ry) < ISCM (fin, T, ) + 1).

The proof of Holder regularity for Va[ fk‘S 1(v, t) can be done in an entirely analogous manner, writing
the kernel as the sum of integrable and C? parts. One may also make a slightly different argument,
using the fact that since f,f is spherically symmetric, we have the identity (4-9), which yields a similar
bound. ]

For the purposes of the proof of existence of solutions, we require several parabolic estimates that
are local in space but uniform up to t = 0. Notice these are different to the interior estimates stated in
Section 2, namely Theorems 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4, which will be of chief importance in later sections. The
parabolic estimates hold in a space-time cylinder, which starts at time ¢ = 0, and are in terms of norms
of the initial data. They guarantee in particular that under the auxiliary assumptions (4-1) on fi, the
functions fk‘S have spatial decay on their second derivatives.
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Lemma 4.8 (Holder estimate for regular initial data). There exists some o € (0, 1) and constant c, which
only depends on 8, fin, T and [ finlc2+s w3y, such that for any v € R3 and k > 1,

[ cwarsyxio.rn < €@ M(fin, T, 8), [finlctByy)- (4-11)

(Schauder estimate up to the initial time). Let 8 € (0, 1). Then for any v € R3 k>1,

Lfelczratserzs 0. < CULR ILemwxior + Linlcssyw)- (4-12)
where C = C(fin, T, §).

Proof. For the proof of the first estimate we refer to [LadyZenskaja et al. 1968, Theorem 10.1, page 204].
Note that the constant does not depend in any way on the regularity of the coefficients in the equation
solved by f,f, and depends only on the ellipticity constants and the regularity of fj,. The second estimate
follows from [LadyZenskaja et al. 1968, Theorem 10.1, page 351], noting that the space-time Holder
norm of the coefficients A[ f,f_l], Val f,f_l] is bounded by a constant C( fi,, 7, §), thanks to Lemma 4.7
and the first estimate (4-11) applied to fk‘s_ | (When k > 1; f(;S = fin for k = 1, which is regular in space
and constant in time). O

Next we show that the diffusion matrices A[ fks 1+ &I are Holder continuous in a manner which is
uniform in k (but possibly depending on §). In this case, standard estimates for linear parabolic equations
yield Holder bounds on the second-order spatial derivatives and first-order temporal derivatives for f,f,
these being uniform in k. Particularly, since we are assuming a spatial decay for the second derivatives of
fin (see (2-2)), the same holds for f,f.

Proposition 4.9. Let § € (0, ;) and 0 < T < 00 be such that (4-6) holds. Then there is a C depending
onlyon fin, 8, T, M(fin, T, 8) such that

ID £l wyxpo.ry < CA+ )7, Vv eR. (4-13)

Proof. We first show that f,f (v, t) decays as (14 |v|°)~! for v large. Fixing v € R?, the spherical symmetry
and radial monotonicity of fk’S implies that

zn|v|3f£<v,r>s/

) 4 S 2
fiw,dw < — | f(w, H)|w|”dw.
6 B\ Bjv|2 v|* Jr3

Using the second moment bound (4-10), we arrive at the estimate

fow, < (3+10(1 + M (fin, T, 5NT)

7|v]3
for all [v] > 1 and ¢ € [0, T]. Since f,f(v, 1) < M(fin, T,d) as long as t < T, we conclude that

C'(fin,T,9)

AR V(v,1) e R*x [0, T, (4-14)
v

fw )<

with C'(fin, T, 8) := max{M, 2 (3+10(1 + M(fin, T, 8))T)}. The bound follows, combining the initial
bound (4-1), the decay estimate(4-14) and the estimate (4-12) from Lemma 4.8. [l
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So far we have shown the existence of the sequence { fk’s}, and proven several uniform estimates which
are uniform in k for times T < T.2. Moving towards obtaining a limit from this sequence, we prove an
iterative estimate on the size of the functions { f,f — f/fq} i in R3 x [0, T, for 8 > 0 fixed and T such that
C(fin, T, ) < o00.

Lemma 4.10. Let § € (0, 15) and T > 0 be such that (4-6) holds, and let w} = f{_| — f? for each k > 1.

There is a number 0 < Ty < T, Ty = To(fin, T, 8) with the following properties:
(1) Foreachk > 2,
lwic s 0 ) ll e @ xgo.751) < 3 1Wk—1s D) Il @3 x10.701-
(2) Foreachk >2andl =1, ...,y we have
1w W, D) | Loo@xinran < 31Wko1 @ DO @iy + 20w 0= 0 0w )
Here Iy € N is the largest such that (Io— 1)Ty < T, and t; := min{lTy, T}.

Proof. We drop the superscript § for convenience. Using the equations for f;_; and f; we get that

wg = fr—1 — fi satisfies
{8twk = 8 Awy + Tr(A[ fi—21D*wi) + fe—owi + Tr(A[we—11D*fi) + fiwg—1, fort >0, “15)
wi =0, forz =0.
Step 1. According to Proposition 4.9, there is a positive constant C( fin, T, ) such that
ID*f (0, D) < C(fin, T. )1+ )™, VYveR’, 1€[0,T]. (4-16)

The estimate (4-16) and the estimate (3-5) applied to wi_; imply the inequality

lwi—1(- 5 Ol ooy + lwk—1C-, Dl L1w3)
1+ v '

which holds for any (v, t) € R3 x [0, T]. On the other hand, (v)~* € L'(R?). Therefore,

| Tr(Alwi—11D*fie (v, )| < C(fin, T, 5)(

lwe @)l = fR weQ, D1 )™ dv < we@ @)l ) g)-
Substituting this in the last estimate, we arrive at the bound,

| Tr(A{wi—11Dfi (v, D)| < C(fin, T, O)llwi—1 ()0 | oosy (1 4+ [0) 7
Step 2. Consider the function o (v) := (v)™* = (1 + |v|?) 2. We have

Dho(v) = —4(1 + |v[») v,
D?ho(v) = =41+ |v|>) T+ 240 + v) v @ v.
In particular,

Ahg = 12(|v]* = 1)(v) 78,
Tr(A[ fi—21D?*ho) = —4(v) " Cal fi_z] +24(v) "3 (A[ fri—alv, v).
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Using the inequalities llv]? — 1], |v]? < (v)?, the above leads to
|8 kol < 128(v)~°,
| Tr(ALfi—21D%ho)| < 4(v)~%al f—21+24(v) °al fi2l.
Then, recalling that § € (O, %) =128 < %, we combine the above inequalities into one,

|8 Ao + Tr(AL fi—21D*ho)| < 28(1+ al fi—21){v) " < 56(1 + C(fin, T, 8))ho,

where we have used (4-7) to bound a[ fi—»].

Step 3. Next, let
Ho(v, 1) := RA™! (e — Dho(v),

for A, R > 0 to be determined. It is immediate that
d;Hy = AHy+ Rhy.
The last inequality in Step 2 implies that
|8 AHo + Tr(A[ fi—21D*Ho)| + fi—2Ho < 60(1 + C(fin, T, 8)) Ho.
The estimates from Step 1, the definition of 4g(v) and (4-14) yield
Tr(Alwi—11D*fi) + fiwk—1 < Collwi—1 () (v)* || Lo sy o (v),
with Co = Co(fin, T, §). In light of this, for any Ty € (0, T'), we choose A and R to be

A=601+C(fin,T,96)),

R=Co sup [lwe—1()(0)* |l ms)s

0<t<Ty

in which case we have, for any (v, 1) € R3 x [0, Tol,

0 Ho > 60(1 + C(fin, T, 8))Ho + Co(llwi—1 (-, Dl oomsy + lwi—1 (-, Dl 13y ) o
> 8 AHy + Tr(A[ fr—21D*Ho) + fi—2Ho + (Tr(Alwg_11D*fi) + fiwg—_1).

This means that Hy is a supersolution of (4-15), the parabolic equation solved by wy. Furthermore,
Hy(-,0) =wg(-,0) =0. Then, thanks to the comparison principle,

wy < Hy in R? x [0, Tp).
The same argument applied to —wy, yields
m < Hy in R x [0, Tp].
We have shown that there are constants Co( fin, T, 6) and C;(fin, T, §) such that

lwi (v, )] < Collwi—1 (v, )WYl Lo @ixgo. 7o €T = D)™ in R x [0, Tyl
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In particular, there is a Ty, depending only on 7" and Cy( fin, T, 8), such that

Toe (0.T) and Co(e“'VmTOT0 1) < 1.

This results in the estimate

lwi (v, )l e @ixgo,n) < 5 lwe—1 @, D) o @ixio,n)-
and the first part of the lemma is proved.
Step 4. Fix k > 2. Assume for now that 27y < T —the same 7Ty as in Step 3 — and define the function
H1:R3X[T0,oo)—>[R{by
H (v, 1) := RA™ (770 — Do) + i (To) ()| oo sy ho (v),

where A and R are to be determined. A straightforward computation yields

8, Hy = Ry (v)
= A(RAT (7T — Dhg(v) + [wi(To) (V)| Lo @3yho (V) + Rho(v) — [[wie(To) (v)* | Lo @3y o (V)
= AH; + Rho(v) — |wi(To) (v)* | Lo 3y o (V).

As in the previous step, we have

SAH + Tr(A[ fi 2)D*Hy) + fi—o Hy + Tr(Alwi_11D2fi) + frwi—1 + 27 A fi
< 60(1 4+ C(fin, T, 8)) Hy + hoCollwi—1 (v, 1){()* | oo s [1.270])
= AH +ho(R — Allwi (v, To) ()* | e w3)) = 0, Hy

by choosing

R =Collwe_ (v, l)(v)4||L°°(R3><[To,ZTO]) +60(1 + C(fin, T, 8)) |lwi (v, TO)(U)4||Loo(R3).

Likewise, H (-, Tp) > wi (-, Tp). Then, just as before, the comparison principle says that H (-, 1) > wi (-, t)
for t € [Ty, 2Tp],

lwi (v, )] < Co (e T — 1) lwi—y (v, )WV Lo @ zy.275) (V)

+ lwi (v, To) () Il ooy (€€ TP — 1) ()™ + lwk (v, To) () oo oy ()
Hence for ¢ € [Ty, 2Tp] we get
lwie (v, Y o @ sy 2z < 31wt @, DY o @im.2ny + 21wk, To) (L + 0152 oo @)

This yields the second estimate in the case [ = 2. The above argument can be repeated to obtain a further
estimate in the interval [27y, 37p], and so on. After a finite number of iterations we will reach some
lp € N such that (lp —1)7p < T and lyTp > T. In that case we repeat the above argument on the interval
[(lo — 1)Tp, T, yielding the respective bound and completing the proof of the second estimate. U
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The next lemma shows that if § € (O, %) and T is a time for which (4-6) holds, the sequence fk‘s

converges uniformly in R3 x [0, T] to a continuous limit f 8,

Lemma 4.11. Let {fk‘s}k, S (O, %), and T > 0 be such that (4-6) holds. Then there is a continuous

function f°:R3x [0, T] — R such that
111?1 = f]§||L°°(R3><[O,T]) =0,
H/?l 1% = Rolle,7;01 @) = O
Proof. Let Ty > 0 and [y and # be as in Lemma 4.10. Define, for [ =0, 1, ...,y and k € N,
Exp = lwe(, D) | Lo@xgn .-
Then Lemma 4.10 says that the recursive relations

1
Er1 < 7Ek-1.1,

Exy <4Ex -1+ 3Ex_1;

hold for k >2 and [ =0, ..., [p. We claim that these recurrence relations guarantee the summability in k&
of the sequence {Ey ;}x for any fixed [ =1, ..., [p. The first recurrence relation implies that E; ;| decays
geometrically, thus we immediately have

00
Z Ek,l < Q.
k=3

Next, suppose that for some 1 <[ < [y we have

00
Z Ek,l < Q.
k=3

Taking the sum for k from 3 to N of the second recursive relation, we get

N N
1 1
kX_; §Ek,1+1 <4 2 Ev;+ §E2,1+1-

We can then pass to the limit N — +o0, and use the summability for Ey ; to obtain

oy
Z EE"”“ < +o00.

Combining the summability of the sequences {Ey ;}x for every [ <lp, we conclude that

D I, ) = fier 0, D))l @oxgo,ry) < 00
k
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Since (v) > 1 for all v, and (v)~* = (1 + [v|>)~2 € L!(R?), this implies that

D i = fimtllze@xpo.y < 00,
k
D e = femillzeo. ey < 00
k

This summability implies { fx} is a Cauchy sequence in each norm, proving the lemma. O

Theorem 4.12. For each § € (0, %), there is a time T® = T2 (fin) with 0 < T < 0o and a function f? in
Col (R x [0, T,)) such that

{atf‘S =S8Af +Q(f° [ inRP < [0,T),
fa( ) 0) - fim
Moreover, either T? = 0o or

limsup || £21l oo (o.7: Loom3y) = 00

T—>TS™

Proof. Step 1. Let
T :=sup{T >0 | M(fn, T,8) < oo}

By Lemma 4.3 we have T2 > (2 £;,(0)) ™!, thus T > 0. It may certainly be that 7Y = co. Now, we may
apply Lemma 4.11 to fk‘s and any fixed 7 < T, resulting in a continuous function f% : R*x [0, T?) — R

such that
fk‘S — f% uniformly in R* x [0, T), VT < Tf.

On the other hand, we have the estimates from Lemma 4.8, which guarantee, by the Arzela—Ascoli
theorem, that for any subsequence k, — oo there is a subsequence k;, such that 9, f,f, and D? f,f, converge
locally uniformly in R? x [0, T) as n — oo. Since fk‘s — f locally uniformly andn{k,,} was a”rbitrary, it
follows that (i) f? € C120C1 (R3x [0, T)), and (ii) the sequences D> f,f and o, f,f converge locally uniformly
to D?f% and 9, f? as k — oo, respectively.

Step 2. Let us show the matrices {A[ £’]}, converge locally uniformly in R x [0, %) to A[f?]. Indeed,
let ¢ € [0, Tf ) and apply the estimate (3-5)to g = | frx(-, 1) — f,f (-, t)| (which is a nonnegative, bounded,
spherically symmetric function), which leads to the bound

AL, ) — AL, D1 < 2(1 (-, ) = F2CL O llie@ey + LG t) = 20 Dllpwe))

for all v and r < Tf. Then Lemma 4.11 shows that A[ f,f ] converges uniformly to A[ f %] uniformly in
R3 x [0, T'] for every T < Tf.

Step 3. Thanks to the local uniform convergence of fk‘s , D? f,f , 0 f,f and A[ f,f ] proved in the previous
two steps, we can pass to the limit in the equation for fk‘S and conclude that

WP =8Af + 0% 5 inR3x [0, TP).
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Step 4. We show here that if T? is finite, then the L> norm of (-, ¢) goes to infinity as t approaches T?.
Arguing by contradiction, suppose that 7 is finite, and

lim sup f‘S(O, 1) < +4o0.
T—TJ

Since f? is continuous and bounded for any ¢ < T, then f° is bounded for any ¢ < T? and in particular,
20,7 —e)<C, &>0.

The uniform convergence of fk‘S — f® forall t < T? shows that for any small enough & > 0 there is some

ko such that
0, TP —e) <2C,  Vk > k. (4-17)

Since supy, f(0, TP — &) < +00, we have that (4-17) implies
00,12 —¢)<C, Vk=1.

Then the differential inequality argument from Lemma 4.3, applied with starting time shifted to 7 — &,

proves that -
[0, T, —e+1) < —, Vk>1,0<t< <.
1-Ct C

Taking now 7 = 1/(2C) and & = 1/(4C) yields
f80, 1) +¢) <2C,
which contradicts the maximality of 7.2 and the theorem is proved. U

Next, we show that as long as f %(v, t) is bounded in a time interval [0, T'], the mass of f 8(v, t) cannot
escape to infinity nor concentrate at the origin. The bound is independent of §. A consequence of this
result is a local lower bound for A[ f 9] along radial directions.

Proposition 4.13. Let 6 € (O, %), let £° be a function given by Theorem 4.14, let T < T*‘S and let M > 0
be such that
12N oexo. 11 < M.

Then there are radii v ( fin, T, M) and R(fin, T, M) such that 0 <r < R < oo and

f‘s(v,t) dv >

1 viep. 1. (4-18)
Bx\B, 2

As a consequence, there is a positive constant co = co(fin, T, M) such that
*r 6 €0 3
A [flv, 1) > ——, VYveR’, t€[0,T], keN, (4-19)
143

where A*[ -] is as defined in (3-2).



ESTIMATES FOR RADIAL SOLUTIONS OF THE HOMOGENEOUS LANDAU EQUATION 1795

Proof. Given R > 0, the mass of f° outside B(0) may be estimated via its second moment

2
5 5||
dv <
B;f < f V=

/ P, Ov]* dv.
Moreover, for any r, R with R > r > 0 there is the obvious lower bound

/ ,dv=1- f‘s(v,t)dv—/f‘s(v,t)dv
Br\B, BS

>1——/ f (v, t)|v| dv — M, (4-20)

using the fact that || f2(-, #)||;1 = 1. Following exactly the same steps as in the proof of Proposition 4.6,
one can show
/ i, Hv)*dv <3+ 101+ M)T, Vtel0,T]. (4-21)
R3

Hence (4-18) follows from (4-20) and (4-21) by choosing
R:=2G+10(1+M)T)'"?,
ri=@rM)"'3.
Finally, (4-19) follows from (4-18), the selection of R and r above and Lemma 3.3. O

Theorem 4.14. Given fi, as in (1-8), there is a time T, and a function f € C10C (R3 x (0, T.,)) with initial
data fin, which solves (1-4) or (1-7). Moreover, either T, = o0 or

lim sup || f |l oo (m3x[0,:7) = 0©
t—T,

The initial data is achieved in the sense that for any ¢ € C é’o(IR3) and any t € (0, T,) we have

fR 08 dv - fR () dv=— /0 f (BLFIVS — fValfl, V) dv d.

Here B[ f] denotes Al f] or al f]1 depending on whether we are dealing with (1-4) or (1-7).

Proof. Step 1. Let us assume first that f;i, satisfies the additional assumptions (4-1); this assumption will
be removed in the final step. For each n € N, let f,, :== f% and T}, := *8" correspond to f° with § = 107",
as constructed in Theorem 4.12. Then each f;, is a spherically symmetric, monotone solution to

U fo= 1M+ O fi) MR XI0.T), o0, 0) = fin(o).

Moreover, for each n, we have that either 7, = oo or else || f,(-, )]loo = 00 as t — Tj,.

We define T, by
T, :=inf{T | liminf M (fin, T, 10™") = o0}, (4-22)
n

with the understanding that 7,, = oo if the set above is empty. As before, it is not difficult to see that
T, > (2 fin(0))~!. See Remark 4.15 for further discussion about the definition of 7.
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Step 2. Let us show, then, that there exists a solution in R3 x (0, T). Let T; be a strictly increasing
sequence of times, with lim 7; = T. Fix j, then since T; < T there is a subsequence {n; i}, njx — 00

as k — o0, such that
sup M (fin, T, 107"7%) < o0.
k

The above combined with Proposition 4.13 implies there is a constant ¢ = c¢( fi, ;) such that for all

k € N we have
c(fin, Tj)

TP I, V(1) eRx,T).

Alfp ), 1) =
The interior Holder estimate (Theorem 2.2) then says that for any cylinder Q & R3 x (0, T) we have

[fnjilcearo) = C(Q, Tj), Vk.

From here, the same argument as in Lemma 4.7 shows that A[f,,; ] and Val[ f,, ] are C%/? uniformly
in k in compact subsets of R x (0, T;). Accordingly, the uniform regularity of these coefficients together
with the Schauder estimates (Theorem 2.4) guarantee that for every cylinder Q & R3 x (0, T;) we have a
constant C(Q, T;) independent of k such that

[fnj,k]C2+°{'l+°‘/2(Q) S C(Q, T])

Then, the Arzela—Ascoli theorem and a Cantor diagonalization argument yield local uniform convergence
of f, to a function f in R® x (0, T') which will be differentiable in time and second-order differentiable
in space. In particular, f] is a spherically symmetric, monotone solution to

o fj=0(f;. [ mRx©.T),  f;(-.0)= fa,

with fi, as in (1-8). We can take this argument one step further and apply the Arzela—Ascoli theorem one
more time to the sequence { fj} ;j and conclude that along a subsequence they (along with their derivatives)
converge uniformly in compact subsets of R3 x (0, T,) to a function

fiR}%(0,T,) > R

which is again a solution. In summary, we have constructed a function f : R3 x (0, T,) which is
differentiable in time and second-order differentiable in space, such that

atf: Q(fv f)

and
fR T 06 dv - /R ) dv=— /0 / (BLFIVf — fValf]. Vé) dvdt,
Vo e CX(R?), 1 €(0,T,). (4-23)

Moreover, the function f has the property that for every T < T, there is a sequence ny — 0o such that
the functions f,, defined in Step 1 converge to f locally uniformly in R? x [0, T].
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Step 3. It remains to show that if T, < oo, then the solution built in Step 2 blows up in L* as time
approaches T,. We argue by contradiction, similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.12, but with slight
modifications accounting for the fact that we do not know whether the functions f, have a unique limit
as n — oo (see Remark 4.15 for further discussion). Suppose C > 0 is a constant such that

lim 0o (TR < C.
Hm I f Nl oo 310, 77)

Let ¢ > 0 be a small number (to be determined). According to Step 2, there is a sequence ny — 0o such
that f,, — f locally uniformly in R3x [0, T, —¢ /2]. In particular, there must be some k¢ > 0 such that

I fui Lo (B 10,7 —e) < 2C, Yk > ko.

As in the proof of Theorem 4.14, choosing ¢ such that 2e(2C) < %, the differential inequality argument
guarantees that

I fr | oo @3scio, e <4C,  Vk > ko.
This shows there is a positive ¢ > 0 such that

liminf M (fi,, T, 107") <00, VT <T,+e.
n

This is impossible, since Ty is the infimum of {7 | liminf M (fi,, T, 10™") = oo}. This contradiction
n
shows that )
Tlgr} I f 1l oo w3 x10,77) = ©©,

and the theorem is proved at least for f;i,, for which (4-1) holds.

Step 4. In order to remove (4-1), given fj, for which only (1-8) holds, let fifln) be a sequence of functions
such that (4-1) holds for each fi;”) (with a constant ¢ that may depend on #n) and such that

im | fin = figle = m || fin — fisll 21 = 0.

Let £ be a corresponding sequence of solutions as constructed in Steps 1-4 above. Then each f™ is
defined up to some time T ,. The times T} , are bounded uniformly away from O since fi, € L*. The
functions £ enjoy uniform local a priori estimates, therefore the same compactness argument from
Step 2 allows us to pick a subsequence n; — oo and a time T, such that the functions £ and their
derivatives have a local uniform limit as k — oo to a function f : R x (0, 7,) — R which is a smooth
solution to the nonlinear equation and which blows up in L*° as time approaches T. Finally, fixing a test
function ¢ and ¢ € (0, T), we may apply (4-23) to each £ and conclude that f satisfies the respective
relation in the limit, proving the theorem. U

Remark 4.15. It is worth comparing the definition of ;) in Theorem 4.12 with that of T in Theorem 4.14.
In the present situation, a priori it is unclear whether the sequence f;, has a unique limit as n — oc.

Hence, if we define
T, :=sup{T | sup M (fin, T, 107") < 00},
n

the existence of a subsequence bounded for times strictly greater then 7* does not contradict the definition
of T*. However, the contradiction holds if 7™ is defined via the liminf as in (4-22). In the proof of the
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former theorem, matters were simplified by the fact that { fk’s} « Was a Cauchy sequence (for § fixed),

meaning in particular that if it is shown that a subsequence of f,f remains bounded in [0, 7], then the entire

sequence remains bounded. This was key in proving the maximality of the interval of existence (0, T%).

5. Pointwise bounds and proof of Theorem 1.1

Conditional pointwise bound. The first lemma of this section (Lemma 5.2) is the key argument for the
proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3. It consists of a barrier argument based on the observation that
the function U (v) = |v|~7 is a supersolution for the elliptic operator Q( f, - ) under certain assumptions
on f (this is where the radial symmetry and monotonicity is needed). It affords control of certain spatial

L? norms of the solution, and from these higher regularity will follow by standard elliptic estimates

(Lemma 5.5).

First, we prove an elementary proposition that will be of use in proving the key lemma.

Proposition 5.1. If h is a nonnegative, radially symmetric and decreasing function, then

h d
h(v) {rz—fB’ (w) dw }UI_Q, Vv e R’

8
alhlw) = T, alhl(o) dw

Proof. First of all, since £ is radially symmetric and decreasing,

1
| By (0)] JB,,0)

On the other hand, since 2 > 0 and (in particular) a[k] is superharmonic,

h(w) dw > h(v).

1 -3
h _ h dw = h dw,
AR = T o S 1= 150y, IO

Therefore,
hw [, hw) dw

alhl(v) — fB‘U‘(O)a[h](w)dw’

[r2 fBrh(w) dw ]

fBra[h](w) dw

which implies that

V) g2 sup
alh](v) r<|vl

Yo e R

O

Lemma 5.2. Suppose f : R>x [0, T] — Ry is a classical solution of (2-1). Let y € (0, 1) and suppose

there exists some Ry > 0 such that

2 fBr g(w, t)dw
[5 alglw, 1) dw

1
<—y(l—-y), Vr<Ry t<T.
_24V( Y) r<Ro

Then

fu, 1) < max{%Rg—3, (

3
4

v/3 -
) Wl 1017 in Bry x 10, 71

(5-1)
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In particular, the conclusion of the lemma holds for some Ry > 0 whenever there is a modulus of continuity
w(r) and some Ry > 0 such that

, Jp 8w, t)dw
-
fBra[g](w, t) dw

Remark 5.3. It is easy to see that for any radially decreasing function A (v), the condition that 4 belongs

sup sup
r<|v| te[0,T]

} =o(v), VYO<v|<R;. (5-2)

to L? . (R%) implies that & lies below a power function of the form 1/|v|*/”, and vice versa. More
isely,
precisely. N
1@y, =€ e hw (=) I, (5-3)

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Let U, = |v|””. Then Proposition 3.4 says that
0(g. Uy) = Uyalg)(—3r (1= plu 2+ L),
A 3 alg]

Applying Proposition 5.1 with h = g(-, 1),

{rz fBrg(w,t)dw ] 1

- — -2
[, alglw, 1) dw <3rd=pl™,

where we used (5-1) to get the last inequality. It follows that

5 (v, 1) < 8v|"2 sup
a

[g] r<lv|

Q(g,U,) <0, 1in Bg,x[0,T]. (5-4)

In particular, if there is a modulus of continuity as in (5-2), then Q(g, U,) <0in Bg, x [0, T'] provided
Ry is chosen so that w(Rg) < ﬁ.
On the other hand, given that f (v, t) is radially decreasing and lies in L' (see (5-3)),

3
fu, 1)< 1f Nl ey = prr YveR?, tel0, T, (5-5)

47 |v|3
where we used that || f(-, )| 1g3) = 1 for all ¢. Finally, the function ﬁy(v) defined by

~ 3
is a supersolution for the equation solved by f in B,, x [0, T']. Moreover, clearly 17,, lies above fi in Bg,,
while by (5-5), ﬁy lies above f in dBg, x [0, T']. Then the comparison principle implies that f < ﬁy in
B,, x [0, T'], and the lemma is proved. O

The next lemma deals specifically with solutions to the nonlinear equations (1-4) or (1-7). It controls
from below the integral of a solution in some ball Bg. For the case of the Landau equation (1-4), the
constant is independent of time (by conservation of mass and second moment), while for the Krieger—Strain
equation (1-7) the bound decays exponentially in time.

Lemma 5.4. For f solving (1-4), there is a constant R > 0 such that

f(v,t)dv >

1
=, t>0. (5-6)
Bgr 2
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For f solving (1-7) and any radii R > r > 0, there are > 0 and Cy > 0 such that

/ f, 1)dv > Coe #! / fin@)dv, t>0. (5-7)
Bg\B,

B4gr\B;)a

Proof. If f solves (1-4), then

/ fv, ) dv < R—Zf f, 0)|v*dv <3R2.
Br(0)¢

Br(0)°
Thus

f,0)dv=1 —/ fv,t)dv>1—3R72.

Bgr(0) Bgr(0)¢

Estimate (5-6) follows by choosing R large enough. The corresponding estimate (5-7) for f solving (1-7)

follows a similar argument used in [Krieger and Strain 2012], and the derivation of the estimate is done

in detail in the Appendix. (I
The next lemma says that any solution f to (1-4) or (1-7) is a bounded function for all times, provided

that f satisfies (5-2).

Lemma 5.5. Let f : R? x [0, T] — R be a radially symmetric, radially decreasing solution to (1-4) (or

(1-7)) with initial data as in (1-8) and such that for some Ry > 0, we have

2 fBrf(w,t)dw <i
fBra[f](w,t) dw — 24

y(l—y), Vr<Rp t<T.

Or, assume that there is some modulus of continuity w(r) such that

5 [z f(w,1)dw
sup sup 1r L <w(v]), VY0<r <Ry (5-8)
r<|v| te[0,T] fBra[f](wv t) dw
Then
sup  [|f (s Dllpeomsy < Co (5-9)
1e[T/2,T]

for some constant Cy depending only on fi,, T and Ry.

Proof. The assumptions of the lemma are simply the same as those of Lemma 5.2 with g(v, t) = f(v, 1),
from which it follows, using also (5-3), that

3 -3(1-1/p) ( 3 )1/1’ } _3/
su S| <max|-—R = ally e v| 7P
1Dty <m0 () b ol

= CO(fin» RO’ p)

for some p > 6. By interpolation and the Sobolev embedding, it follows that || f( -, #)[/z6r3) and
Valf (-, )]llp~r3) are bounded by some constant C determined by Co( fin, Ro, p). Then, applying
(2-5) from Theorem 2.3 with Q = Bg, x [0, T], we arrive at

I f oo By joxIT/2.7]) = Clilfll 20 + RGIVal fllL=o)} < 00

for some C = C(fin, Ry, T), and the lemma is proved. |
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. According to Theorem 4.12, for fi, € L, there exists a time Ty > 0 and a solution
f(v,t) to (1-4) defined in R3 x [0, Tp) and with initial values fin-
The time T} is maximal, in the sense that Ty = oo or else

lim || f (-, D)l oo w3y = 00. (5-10)

t—>T,

Moreover, since f € L™ in R3 x [0, 7] for every t < Ty, interior regularity estimates (see Theorem 2.2 and
Theorem 2.4) show that f must be twice differentiable in v and differentiable in ¢ as long as ¢ € (0, T').
Finally, arguing by contradiction, let us assume that

5 fBrf(v,t)dv 1
r < —.
[5, alf1(v, 1) dv 96
In this case, there must be some Ry > 0 such that
,1)d
r2 fBrf(v ) v 5 1
S alf1(v. 1) dv

This means Lemma 5.5 can be applied with T = T, and it follows that

limsup sup
r—>0+ 1€(0,Tp)

sup
1€(0,Tp)

—, Vr <Ry
96

sup  [[f (-, Dl ooy < 00,
t€[To/2,To]

which contradicts (5-10), and the theorem is proved. U

Proof of Theorem 1.1. As in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we have a solution f (v, t) defined up to some
maximal time Tp. In case Tp < 0o, we know that || f(-, £)[|L~ goes to infinity as # — T,". As before, this
f (v, t) is twice differentiable in v and differentiable in ¢ for ¢ € (0, T').
Now assume the L3/ norm of f(-,t) does not concentrate at 0 as t — T ~. That is, suppose there is a
modulus of continuity w( -) such that
sup || f (-, OllLsnp,) < @@).
1€(0,Ty)

Then there is some C > 0 such that

L) d 4_7T ’ d
2 J5 f,1)dv _ 13r [5, [, 1)dv §Cl/ Foydv, Yr0, 1e0,Th).
[5, alf1(v, 1) dv 7 [, alf1w, ) dv " JB,

Then Holder’s inequality says that

5 fB,f(U’ t)dv
,
[5 alf1(v, 1) dv

It follows that if Ry > 0 is chosen so that C’w(Ry) < &, then Lemma 5.5 can be applied to conclude

<C'f (-, DllsnE,) < Co®).

96°
again that
sup 1S (-, Dl ooy < 00,
t€[To/2,To]
which as before directly contradicts lim || f(-,?)|L~ = 0o, and the theorem is proved. [l

t—>T,
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To end this section, we present a computation indicating that for an arbitrary function f the quotient
appearing in the assumption of Theorem 1.2 is always smaller than or equal to 3.

Proposition 5.6. Let h € L' (R?) be a nonnegative function. Then

P fBr h(v) dv

fBra[h](U) T <3, Vr>0.

Remark 5.7. It could be of use in understanding the blow-up or (non-blow-up) of (1-4) to characterize
those & for which the above quotient goes to 0 as r approaches 0. In particular, it would be useful to
understand this when /£ is not necessarily in a regular enough L? space or Morrey space, namely when A
is such that

thL3/2 or supl/ hdv = oo.
B,

loc
r>0 "

Proof of Proposition 5.6. Let us write a(v) = a[h](v) for the sake of brevity. Note that

/a(v)dx:/ a(v)XB(v)dv=L/ / h(w)lv—w|_1)(3r(v)dwdv.
B, R3 4 R3 JR3

The goal is to compare the two integrals

L/ / h(w)|v—w|_1XBr(v)dwdv and r2/ h(v)xp,(v) dv.
4 R3 JR3 R3

Note that
//h(w)w—wr‘xB,(v)dwdv:/ h(v)(xp, * ®)(v)dv, ®(v)= (4m|v])~'.
R3 JR3 R3

It is not hard to compute ®p := xp, * ® directly. Indeed, it is the unique C'! solution of
Adp =—xp, Pp — 0atoo,

which has the simple expression

1,2, 1.2
—=z|v|*+ 57 in B,,
q’B,(x)Z{ 0 g

3! in BC.

It follows that

/a(v)dv:/(%rz—g|u|2)h(u)dv+§ h(v)lvl_ldvz/(% 2= vl?)h(v) dv.
)i B, B,

B

This proves the stated bound, since the last inequality guarantees that

2
/ a(v)dv > r—/ h(v) dv. O
B, 3 Js,
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6. Mass comparison and proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section we apply the ideas from previous sections to construct global solutions (in the radial,
monotone case) for (1-7), namely

a f =alf1IAf + £

In view of Lemma 5.5, the fact that Ty = oo in Theorem 1.1 results from a bound of any L? (R?) norm
of f with p > % For (1-7), the bound of any L”(R?) norm of f with p > % will be proven by a barrier
argument done at the level of the mass function of f (v, t), which is defined by

Mg (r, t):f f,t)dv, (r,t) e Ry x (0, Tp).
Br

Depending on which problem f solves, the associated function M(r, t) solves a one-dimensional
parabolic equation with diffusivity given by A*[ f] or a[ f].

Proposition 6.1. Let f be a solution of (1-4) or (1-7) in R3 x [0, To]. Then M(r, t) solves, respectively,

N 2( My " .
GMy =A%, M;+ =L —A*)o,M; in Ry x (0, Tp) (6-1)
r\8mr
2 ( M; .
8th=a3rer+— 8——61 8er in Ry x (0, Tp). (6-2)
r nr

Proof. We briefly show how to obtain (6-2); for (6-1), the calculations are identical. Using the divergence
theorem and the divergence expression in (1-7), we get

oMy = fd @LfIVf = fValfl.n)do = 4wr¥(alf1d, f — foalf).
B
Furthermore, straightforward differentiation yields the formulas
Ao, f =r?8,(r 28, My), dralfl=—@rr’) ' M;.
Substituting these in the expression for d; M ; above, we get
My = a[f]r23,<riza,Mf) - ﬁMfa,Mf.
Expansion and rearrangement of the terms result in

aM—(23M+aM)+MfaM—aM+2 My 9 M
My =a(=20Mp+0, My )+ —50-My=ad, My+—{ o= —a oMy,

and the conclusion follows. |

Define the linear parabolic operator L in Ry x (0, T) as
2( My

Lh:=03h—adh——|———alf])oh.
r \8mr

The above proposition simply says that LM =0 in Ry x (0, T'). The next proposition identifies suitable
supersolutions for L.
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Proposition 6.2. Ifm € [0, 2] and h(r,t) =r™, then Lh > 0in Ry x (0, T).

Proof. By direct computation we see that

Lh=—mr"? ((m —Da+ 2(& — a[f]>>.
8mr

On the other hand,
f . My

v
e 4mlv| T 4mr

1
a[f](l’)=4—/ Sfdv+
Tr JB,
. 1 Mf
which guarantees that Ea[ flr) = 3y Thus,

Lh=mr"m> ((1 —m)al f] +2<a[f] — g:%)) >mr" 22 —m)al f]> 0,

the last inequality being true for m < 2. U

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume fi, € L*, in which case Theorem 4.12 yields a solution f (v, ) that exists
for some time Ty > O (possibly infinite). As the bound for f (v, ) will not rely on the L° norm of fi,
but an Lf;,eak norm of fj,, the existence of a solution for unbounded initial data in L? (p > 6) will follow
by a standard density argument.

Since p > 6, there is some « > 0 and some Cq > 0 (depending only on || f | L\l:/cak) such that

My 0.0 = [ fudv < Cor'™
B,
Moreover, since f (-, t) has total mass 1 for every ¢t > 0, we also have
Mg(r,t) <1, Vr>0,1t€(0,T).

Proposition 6.2 says that # = Cr!** is a supersolution of the parabolic equation solved by M £ in
R+ x (0, T). Then, choosing C := max{Cy, 1}, the comparison principle yields

My(r,t) <h(r)=Cr'™, Vre(0,1), te(0,T). (6-3)

3C 1

Since f (v, t) is radially symmetric and decreasing, bound (6-3) implies that f(|v], ) < e IS for
v

v € By and r € (0, T); hence there is some p’ > % and some C, > 0 such that

||f('at)||Lp’(Bl)§Cp’, VIE(O, T)-

Then Lemma 5.2 says that f(v, t) is bounded in R3 x (0, Tp). By Lemma 5.5 and the characterization of
Tp in Theorem 4.12, it follows that Ty = 4-00, so the solution is global in time. O

The method of the proof for Theorem 1.3 falls short in preventing finite time blow-up for (1-4). In any
case, it at least gives another criterion for blow-up, the proof of which is essentially the same as that of
Theorem 1.3.
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Corollary 6.3. Suppose that for all t € [0, Ty] there is some ry > 0 and 0 < A < 87 such that
My¢(r,t) <ArA*(r,t), Vr <ry.
Then any solution to (1-4) is bounded for any t > 0.

Appendix

Proof of Proposition 3.1. The radial symmetry of any solution f to (2-1) follows by the uniqueness
property of (2-1) and by the fact that Q(g, f) commutes with rotations, as shown below. We first rewrite
the collision operator as

0(g, ) =div(A[g]Vf — fValgl) = alg]Af — div(A[g]Vf) + fg,
with
g(jv—
AV = / L (V5 ). y)ydy.

Let T be a rotation operator. Since g is radially symmetric, so is a[g]. Hence
a[g]A(f o) =algoTIA(foT) = (algloT)(AfoT) = (alg]lAf)oT,
taking into account that the Laplacian operator commutes with rotations. Moreover,
- . g(lv—yD
div(A[g]Vf(Tv)) =div </ TOF (Vf(Tv), y)ydy
: glv—=yD .
=div T(T Ve f(@)r,s ¥)ydy
. g(T(w—=y)D
= le(/ T hF (Ve f @ le=0, Ty)T* Ty dy

To —
:le(T*f w<vzf(2)|z='ﬂ'v’ )y dy)

=V (Tv)
=Tr(T*Jac(V)|,=1,T) + V(Tr(T*)) -V (Tv)
—_——
=0

=Tr(TT*Jac(V)|,=1»)
=Tr([ Jac(V)|_;,)

_ div( / %wzm, Yy dy) oT.

Hence Q(g, f(Tv)) = Q(g, f) o T. Now we rewrite the linear equation (2-1) in spherical coordinates:

*k
0, f = A0, f +9=A

o f+ fg. (6-4)
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with A*[g](v) := (A[g](v)D, D), :=v/|v| and differentiate (6-4) with respect to r. The function w :=9, f
satisfies the inequality

_ * _ Ak
dw < A*d,w + & rA dw + wg + 9, A*8,w + ar(“ A )w
If w(-,0) <0 it follows from the maximum principle that w( -, t) <0 for all # > 0. In other words, the
(negative) sign of 9, f is preserved in time. O

Proof of Proposition 3.2. The identity (3-3) is classical and a proof can be found in [Lieb and Loss 2001,
Section 9.7]. To prove (3-2), let v € R? be nonzero and r := |v|. Then

A 1 1 v—w v—w \ . .
(A[g](v)v,v)=—/ g(w)((l[— ® )v,v) dw.
87 Jm3 v —w]| lv—w| ~ |v—w]

vV —w vV—w PN A 2
I— Q v,V =1—COS(0(U))) ,
[lv—w| ~ |Jv—w|

where 6 denotes the angle between w — v and v. Consider, for 0 < ¢, r, the function

_ A\2
I(r, t)::/ ﬂdw
3B,

v —w|

Note that

The function / (r, t) encodes all the information about A*. In particular, integration in spherical coordinates
yields the expression

1 [e.8]
A*[h](v) = g/o FOI(v], ) dt.

As it turns out, I (r, t) has rather different behavior according to whether r < ¢ or not. By averaging in
the v variable, it is not hard to see that

2
t
I(r,t) = r—4](t, r), Vr<t.

Accordingly, we focus on I (r,t) when r > ¢t. To do so, denote by 8 the angle between w and v and

observe that
12 — 12 cos(0)? 12— w%

v—wl> T ju—w?

1 —cos(§)? =sin(9)? =

where w; = (w, 0). Thus,

2_ .2 2_ .2
I(r,t)Z/ T dw:/ 2t — % dw
a8, [V —w|? aB, (17 —wi + (r —wp)?)3/2

/ 2 w2 ., / 2(1—2%) 24
oB, (17 —2rw; +r2)3/?2 o8 3(1-2(5)z1 + (§)2)3/2

/ =g td
= Z.
on (1=2()a+ ()"
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This surface integral can be written entirely as an integral in terms of the variable z; € (—1, 1):

I(rt)=2 z/l L-gf d
r, = LTl 21
-t (1=2(5)z + (5

For brevity, set for now s = r/¢. Then

/1 1—z7 iz 254287425 -2 25t 257 25 -2
1 (1 =25z +52)3/? 3352 25+ 1 3352425+ 1
25t 4253425 —2 25t —253—25—2
T 393Gk —1)  383(41)

25t 42534252 N 25+ 253+ 2542
3s3(s — 1) 3s3(s+1)

Furthermore,

3s3(s = 1) + 3s3(s +1) s—1 + s+1
PSS s DG+ D+ G+ +s+Ds—=1)
s2—1

2544253 425 —2 254253 425+2 2 [—st434s—1 st+sP4s5+1
ETE
2 (-
343

_ 2 2522 B 4
T 353 521 3s3°
Then, since s = r/t, we conclude that

e
I(r,t) =8n—, fort <r,
r.0) 3r3

1
I(r,t)=8m—, fort>r.
3t
Going back to A*[h], the above leads to

*[h]l(v) = /rh(t)l(r, 13 dt+/ooh(t)l(r, 1) dt
1 o0
=33 h(t)t dt+3/r h(t)tdr. O

Proof of Lemma 5.4. This argument is inspired by the one in [Krieger and Strain 2012, Section 2.6]. For
B, R,r (with0 <r < R, 0 < B), consider the function

D, 1) :=e P (Jv] — R)*(Jv| —r)°.

Since @ is a C!*! function with compact support, we have

if f(v,t)@(v)dv:—/ (an—fVa,VCD)dvzf fdiv(aVCD)dv—i—/ f(Va, V@) dv.
dl R3 R3 R3 R3
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Hence,
div(aV®) + (Va, VO) = aAd +2(Va, V)
2 2 +00
=ad"+ —(a+|v|a)® :aCD”—i——CD// sf(s,t)ds.
|v] vl Jp
We have

() =2(R=s5)(s—r)(—(s—=r)+R—5)=2(R—s5)(s —r)(R+r —2s5),
®"(s) =2(R—=s5)(r +R—2s)—2(s —r)(r+ R —2s) —4(R —5)(s —r),
QD/(r) = QD/(R) =0, CD”(r) = CD”(R) =2(R — r)z’
|®"|, |®'| < Cs,r.rP, [v] € (1 +3)r, (1 =38)R).
Hence in a small neighborhood of |[v] = R and |v| = r one can show that — / f,H)®(v)dv > 0;

more precisely,
div(aV®)+ (Va,V®) >0 in B\ Ba—syr U B(1+5)r \ By.

gl m3)
v

Since a[g](v) < , it follows that

—/ F(v, )W) dv> —Cs, R”g”“("“/ Fv, D) dv
r Bi-5)rR\B(1+6)r

||g||L1(R3)C er Fw. D) dv.

This above differential inequality implies

/ f, HP W) dv> e—ﬂT/ fin®(v)dv, Vi<T,
R3 R3
where f = C g llgll 1. Finally, since

®(v) < 3(R—r)> inBg\B., @)= 3R>

we conclude that

R2r2
/ f(v,t)dv > —4e—ﬂT/ fin(W)®@)dv, Vit<T. O
Br\B (R—r) Br2\Bar
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FORWARD SELF-SIMILAR SOLUTIONS
OF THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS IN THE HALF SPACE

MIKHAIL KOROBKOV AND TAI-PENG TSAI

For the incompressible Navier—Stokes equations in the 3D half space, we show the existence of forward
self-similar solutions for arbitrarily large self-similar initial data.

1. Introduction

Let R} = {x = (x1, x2,x3) : x3 > 0} be a half space with boundary dR3 = {x = (x, x2, 0)}. Con-
sider the 3D incompressible Navier—Stokes equations for velocity u : [Rii x [0, 00) — R3 and pressure
p:R3 x[0,00) > R,

hu—Au+w-Vu+Vp=0, divu=0, (1-1)

in Ri X [0, 00), coupled with the boundary condition
”|3Ri =0, (1-2)
and the initial condition
uli=o=a, diva=0, alyp =0. (1-3)
The system (1-1) enjoys a scaling property: if u(x, t) is a solution, then so is

um(x, t) = Au(ix, th) (1-4)

for any A > 0. We say that u(x, t) is self-similar (SS) if u = u™ for every A > 0. In that case,

1 X
) =——U —), 1-5
u(x,r) 5 ( T:) (1-5)

where U (x) = u(x, 1). It is called discretely self-similar (DSS) if u = u* for one particular A > 1. To
get self-similar solutions u(x, r) we usually assume the initial data a(x) is also self-similar, i.e.,

a(x) . X
alx)=——, x=—. (1-6)
|x| |x|
In view of the above, it is natural to look for solutions satisfying
C(Cy)

x|

lu(x, )| < or |lu(-, )13 = C(Cy), (1-7)

MSC2010: 35Q30, 76D05.
Keywords: Forward self-similar solutions, Navier-Stokes equations, half space.
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where C, is some norm of the initial data a. For 1 < g, r < oo, we denote the Lorentz spaces by L?".
In such classes, with sufficiently small C,, the unique existence of mild solutions — solutions of the
integral equation version of (1-1)—(1-3) via a contraction mapping argument— has been obtained by
Giga and Miyakawa [1989] and refined by Kato [1992], Cannone, Meyer and Planchon [Cannone et al.
1994; Cannone and Planchon 1996], and Barraza [1996]. It is also obtained in the broader class BMO™!
in [Koch and Tataru 2001]. In the context of the half space (and smooth exterior domains), it follows
from [Yamazaki 2000]. As a consequence, if a(x) is SS or DSS with small norm C, and u(x, t) is a
corresponding solution satisfying (1-7) with small C(C,), the uniqueness property ensures that u(x, t) is
also SS or DSS, because u™ is another solution with the same bound and same initial data ¢® = a. For
large C,, mild solutions still make sense but there is no existence theory since perturbative methods like
the contraction mapping no longer work.

Alternatively, one may try to extend the concept of weak solutions (which requires ug € L?(R?)) to more

2
uloc?

[2002]. However, there is no uniqueness theorem for them and hence the existence of large SS or DSS

general initial data. One such theory is local-Leray solutions in L constructed by Lemarié-Rieusset
solutions was unknown. Recently, Jia and Sverak [2014] constructed SS solutions for every SS uo which
is locally Holder continuous. Their main tool is a local Holder estimate for local-Leray solutions near
t = 0, assuming minimal control of the initial data in the large. This estimate enables them to prove
a priori estimates of SS solutions, and then to show their existence by the Leray—Schauder degree theorem.
This result is extended by Tsai [2014] to the existence of discretely self-similar solutions.

When the domain is the half space R3 , however, there is so far no analogous theory of local-Leray
solutions. Hence the method of [Jia and Sverak 2014; Tsai 2014] is not applicable.

In this note, our goal is to construct SS solutions in the half space for arbitrary large data. By BC,, we
denote bounded and weak-* continuous functions. Our main theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q = IR%r and let A be the Stokes operator in Q2 (see (5-5)—(5-7)). For any self-similar

vector field a € Clloc (Q\{0}) satisfying diva = 0, alyq = 0, there is a smooth self-similar mild solution

u e BCy,([0, 00); L(S;oo(SZ)) of (1-1) with u(0) = a and

lu(@) — e Aall o = Ct'™, V@@ —e )l o = Ct4, Vi>0. (1-8)
Comments on Theorem 1.1:
(1) There is no restriction on the size of a.

(2) It is concerned only with existence. There is no assertion on uniqueness.

(3) Our approach also gives a second construction of large self-similar solutions in the whole space R>,
but for initial data more restrictive (C!) than those of [Jia and Sverdk 2014]. In fact, it would show
the existence of self-similar solutions in the cones

Ko={0<¢p=<a}, forO<a=<m,

A

(in spherical coordinates), if one could verify Assumption 3.1 for e=4/2a. We are able to verify it

only fora =% anda = 7.
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(4) We have the uniform bound (1-7) for uy(t) = e "“a and we show |ug(x, 1)| < (ﬁ + |x|)_l in
Section 6. We expect ug(t) ¢ L9(2) for any ¢ <3, and ||ug(t)||p« — oo as t — 04 for g > 3. The
difference v = u — ug is more localized: by interpolating (1-8), ||v(¢)|lz« — 0 as t — 04 for all
q € [2, 3). Although [[v(#)]|3q) = C for t > 0, v(z) weakly converges to 0 in L3ast — 04, as
easily shown by approximating the test function by L? N L3/? functions. Both u((¢) and v(¢) belong
to L®(Ry; L3> (R3)).

We now outline our proof. Unlike previous approaches based on the evolution equations, we directly
prove the existence of the profile U in (1-5). It is based on the a priori estimates for U using the classical
Leray—Schauder fixed point theorem and the Leray reductio ad absurdum argument (which has been
fruitfully applied in recent papers of Korobkov, Pileckas and Russo [Korobkov et al. 2013; 2014a; 2014b;
2015a; 2015b] on the boundary value problem of stationary Navier—Stokes equations). Specifically, the
profile U (x) satisfies the Leray equations

—AU—-U—-x-VU+ U -VYU+VP =0, divU=0 (1-9)
in Ri with zero boundary condition and, in a suitable sense,
Ux)— Up(x) := (e_A/za)(x) as |x| - oo. (1-10)

System (1-9) was proposed by Leray [1934], with the opposite sign for U + x - VU, for the study of
singular backward self-similar solutions of (1-1) in R3 of the form u(x, 1) =U (x /=2t ) //—2t. Their
triviality was first established in [Necas et al. 1996] if U € L3(R3), in particularif U € H' (R3) as assumed
in [Leray 1934], and then extended in [Tsai 1998] to U € L4(R?), 3 < g < co. In the forward case and in
the whole space setting, we have

Vo) ~1xI7!, V@) :=U®) —Upx), VIS Ik for x| > 1; (1-11)

see [Jia and Sverdk 2014; Tsai 2014]. In the half space setting, it is not clear if one can show a pointwise
decay bound for V. We show, however, that V (x) is a priori bounded in HO1 ([R{i), and use this a priori
bound to construct a solution. Due to lack of compactness of H(} at spatial infinity, we use the invading
method introduced by Leray [1933]: we approximate 2 = [F%ifL by Qxr=QNBy, k=1,2,3,..., where
By is an increasing sequence of concentric balls, construct solutions Vj in €2, of the difference equation
(3-3) with zero boundary condition, and extract a subsequence converging to a desired solution V in [R{i.

Our proof is structured as follows. We first recall some properties for Euler flows in Section 2, and
then use it to show that the V} are uniformly bounded in HO1 (2) in Section 3. In Section 4, we construct
Vi using the a priori bound and a linear version of the Leray—Schauder theorem, and extract a weak
limit V using the uniform bound. The arguments in Sections 2—4 are valid as long as one can show that
Uy = e~ 42/2q, Aq being the Stokes operator in 2, satisfies certain decay properties to be specified in
Assumption 3.1. In Section 5 we show that, for Q = Ri and those initial data a considered in Theorem 1.1,
Uy indeed satisfies Assumption 3.1. We finally verify that u(x, ¢) defined by (1-5) satisfies the assertions
of Theorem 1.1 in Section 6.
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Because our existence proof does not use the evolution equation, we do not need the nonlinear version
of the Leray—Schauder theorem as in [Jia and Sverak 2014; Tsai 2014]. As a side benefit, we do not need
to check the small-large uniqueness (cf. [Tsai 2014, Lemma 4.1]).

2. Some properties of solutions to the Euler system

For ¢ > 1, denote by D!'7(2) the set of functions f € Wli’cq(Q) such that || f|| p1.q(2) = |V flLa(@) < oo.
Recall, that by the Sobolev embedding theorem, if ¢ < n then for any f € D9 (R") there exists a constant
¢ € R such that f —c € L?(R") with p =nq/(n — q). In particular,

feDP®) = focelS®),  feD"P®)= f-ce ®). @1

Further, denote by Dé’z(Q) the closure of the set of all smooth functions having compact supports in €2
with respect to the norm || - || p1.2(g), and H(2) = {v € Dé’z(Q) :div v = 0}. In particular,

H(Q) — L%Q). (2-2)

(Recall that by the Sobolev inequality, || f || s®3) < ClIV fllL2r3) holds for every function f € CZ° (R3)
having compact support in R?; see [Adams and Fournier 2003, Theorem 4.31].)
Assume that the following conditions are fulfilled:

(E) Let © be a domain in R? with (possibly unbounded) connected Lipschitz boundary I' = 82, and the
functions v € H(2) and p € D32 Q)N L3 (Q) satisfy the Euler system

(v-V)v+Vp=0 inQ,
divv=0 in, (2-3)
v=0 onof.

The next statement was proved in [Kapitanskii and Piletskas 1983, Lemma 4] and in [Amick 1984,
Theorem 2.2]; see also [Amirat et al. 1999, Lemma 4].

Theorem 2.1. Let the conditions (E) be fulfilled. Then
ApoeR:  px)=po for H*-almost all x € L. 2-4)
Here and henceforth we denote by $)"” the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure )" (F) =1lim,_, o+ 7' (F),
where 7" (F) = inf{}_ | (diam F;})" : diam F; <1, F C U2, F;}.
3. A priori bound for Leray equations

Recall that the profile U (x) in (1-5) satisfies Leray equations (1-9) with zero boundary condition and
U (x) — Up(x) at spatial infinity. Decompose

U=Uy+V, Uj=e . (3-1)
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tA

Because a is self-similar, ug( -, 1) = e '“a is also self-similar, i.e., uo(x, t) = Aug(Ax, 22t) for all A > 0.

Differentiating in A and evaluating at A =1 and r = % we get
0=Up+x-VU+duo(x, 1) =Uo+x-VUy+ AUy — VP (3-2)

for some scalar Py. Thus, the difference V (x) satisfies

—AV -V —x-VV+VP=Fy+F(V), divV=0 (3-3)

for some scalar P, where
Foy=—Up- VU, (3-4)
Fi(V)=—Uy+V)-VV -V .VU,, (3-5)

and V vanishes at the boundary and the spatial infinity.
For a Sobolev function f € W'2(Q), set

1/2
£l gy o= (fQIVfI2+%IfI2) : (3-6)

Denote by HO] (£2) the closure of the set of all smooth functions having compact supports in €2 with respect
to the norm || - || y1(g), and

Hy () ={f € Hy(Q) : div f =0}.

Note that HOI(SZ) ={feW'2(Q): flsa =0, | £l 51 (e < oo} for bounded Lipschitz domains.
We assume the following.

Assumption 3.1 (boundary data at infinity). Let 2 be a domain in R3. The vector field Uy : @ — R3

satisfies div Uy = 0 and
I1Uoll L6y < 00, IVUoll L2y < o0. (3-7)

Note that from Assumption 3.1 and (3-4) it follows, in particular, that

fFo-n‘SC, /(n-V)Uo-n
Q Q

for any n € Hy ,(Q2) with |n]| #l (@ = 1 (by virtue of the evident imbedding Hy ,(2) < L for all
p €[2.6)). |

If it is valid in €, it is also valid in any subdomain of 2 with the same constant C. We show in
Section 5 that for Q2 = [R{'i and a satisfying (5-1), Uy = e~*/?a satisfies (5-3) and hence Assumption 3.1.
This is also true if Q = R3 and a is self-similar, divergence free, and locally Holder continuous.

<C (3-8)

Theorem 3.2 (a priori estimate for bounded domain). Let Q be a bounded domain in R® with connected
Lipschitz boundary 02, and assume Assumption 3.1 for Uy. Then for any function V € HO1 () satisfying

—AV+VP=AV+x-VV+Fy+Fi((V)), divV=0 3-9)
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for some X € [0, 1], we have the a priori bound
VI3 = f (IVVIP+3IVI?) < C(Uo, Q).
Q

Remark. Note that C(Uy, €2) is independent of A € [0, 1].

Proof. Let the assumptions of the theorem be fulfilled. Suppose that its assertion is not true. Then there
exists a sequence of numbers A; € [0, 1] and functions V; € HOI(Q) such that

—AV =M Vi —Mx - VV + VP, = M (Fo+ F1(Vy)), div V=0, (3-10)
and moreover,
J? :=/ IVVi|? = o0. (3-11)
Q
Multiplying (3-10) by V; and integrating by parts in £2, we obtain the identity
2, M 2
Ji+— | IVklI"=Ac | (Fo— Vi-VUpy)Vi. (3-12)
2 Ja Q
Consider the normalized sequence of functions
Vi=—v. P=—_p (3-13)
k—Jk k> k_)»ksz k-
Since
VVilP =1,
Q

we could extract a subsequence, still denoted by Vi, which converges weakly in W!2(2) to some function
Ve H(} (2), and strongly in L3(R2). Also we could assume without loss of generality that Ay — Ao € [0, 1].
Multiplying the identity (3-12) by 1/ sz and taking a limit as k — oo, we have

A
1+—°/ |V|2=—kof(V-VUO)V=A0/(V-VV)U0. (3-14)
2 Jo Q Q

In particular, A is separated from zero for large k.
Multiplying (3-10) by 1/(Ax sz), we see that the pairs ( Vk, i’\k) satisfy the equation
Ve V¥t VBo= 1 (5= AVt Vot x- Vit 1-Fo — Uy VT = Wi YUy ). (3-15)
k \Ak k

Take an arbitrary function n € CZ% (€2). Multiplying (3-15) by 7, integrating by parts and taking a
limit, we obtain finally

f(V-VV)-nzO. (3-16)
Q
Since n € Cffﬁ, (R2) is arbitrary, we see that V is a weak solution to the Euler equation

(V-V)V4+VP=0 inQ,
divV =0 in £, (3-17)
V=0 onadf2,
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for some P € D'3/2(Q)N L3 (). By Theorem 2.1, there exists a constant py € R such that P(x) = po
on 9L2. Of course, we can assume without loss of generality that pg =0, i.e., P(x) =0 on d2. Then by
(3-14) and the first line of (3-17), we get

A
2 ) o o

The obtained contradiction finishes the proof of the theorem. U

Theorem 3.3 (a priori bound for invading method). Let Q = Ri, and assume Assumption 3.1 for Uy.
Take a sequence of balls B, = B(0, Ry) C R3 with R, — 00, and consider half-balls 2, = QN By. Then
for functions Vj, € HO1 () satisfying

—AV,— Vi —x - VVi + VP, = Fy+ Fi(Vy), divV,=0, (3-18)

we have the a priori bound

/ (IVVil* + 31 Viel?) < C(Up),
Q

where the constant C (Uy) is independent of k.

Proof. Let the assumptions of the theorem be fulfilled. Suppose that its assertion is not true. Then there
exists a sequence of domains €2 and a sequence of solutions V; € HOI(SZk) of (3-18) such that

R = Vel = [ (9VeP + %) = oc. (3-19)
Q
Multiplying (3-18) by V; and integrating by parts in €24, we obtain the identity
Ji=| (Fo=Vi-VUo)Vi. (3-20)
Q
Consider the normalized sequence of functions
-~ 1

Vi=—Vi, Pi=

1
=—P. 3-21
7 7 (3 (3-21)

Multiplying (3-18) by 1/ sz, we see that the pairs (f/\k, i’\k) satisfy the equation

~ —~ ~ 1 - o~ ~ - o~
Vi - VVi + VP = J—(AVk +Vi+x-VVi+Fy—Uy-VVi— Vi - VU). (3-22)
k
Since

/Q(|Wk|2+%|17k|2)zl,
k

we could extract a subsequence, still denoted by Vi, which converges weakly in W'-2(Q) to some function
Ve HO1 (R2), and strongly in L?(E) for any E € Q.
Multiplying the identity (3-20) by 1/ sz and taking a limit as k — oo, we have

1= / (=V-VUpy)V. (3-23)
Q
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Take an arbitrary function n € CZ% (€2). Multiplying (3-22) by n, integrating by parts and taking a limit,
we obtain finally

/(v.vw.n 0. (3-24)
Q
Since n € CZ%, (€2) is arbitrary, we see that V' is a weak solution to the Euler equation

(V-V)V4+VP=0 in¢,
divV =0 in £, (3-25)
V=0 onof,

with some P € D'3/2(Q)NL3(). More precisely, since V, VV € L?(R2), we have P € D'4(Q) for every
q € [1, %] Consequently, P € L*(<2) for each s € [%, 3]. In particular, P € L*(2) and VP e L%3(Q).
Furthermore,

/ |P|¥3 = _RZ/ f i(|P(rw)|4/3)dwdr
S+ R S+ di‘
R 1

1/9 8/9
5/ |P|1/3|VP|5(/ |P|3) (f |VP|9/8) ,
[x|>R [x|>R |x|>R

where S,Jg = {x € Q: |x| = R} is the corresponding half-sphere. Hence, we conclude that

/ |PI*3 >0 as R — oo. (3-26)
Sk

Analogously, from the assumption Uy € L%(Q), VU € L3(Q), it is very easy to deduce that

/ |Upl* - 0 as R — oo. (3-27)
S+

R

On the other hand, by (3-23) and the first line of (3-25) we obtain
1 :/(V-V)V-UO:—/VP-UO:— lim / div(P - Up) = — lim / PWUy-n)=0, (3-28)
Q Q R—o0 Qr R—o00 S;r

where Qr = QN B(0, R) and the last equality follows from (3-26)—(3-27). The obtained contradiction
finishes the proof of the theorem. (Il

4. Existence for Leray equations

The proof of the existence theorem for the system of equations (3-3)—(3-5) in bounded domains €2 is
based on the following fundamental fact.

Theorem 4.1 (Leray—Schauder theorem). Let S : X — X be a continuous and compact mapping of a
Banach space X into itself, such that the set

{x € X : x =ASx for some X € [0, 1]}

is bounded. Then S has a fixed point x, = Sx.
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Let 2 be a domain in R? with connected Lipschitz boundary I' = €2, and set X = H(}’ - (£2).
For functions Vi, V5 € HOI’U(Q), write (Vi, Vo)g = fQ VV) - VV,. Then the system (3-3)—(3-5) is
equivalent to the following identities:

<V,c>H=/QG(V>-¢, Vi e C (@), -1y

where G(V) =V +x-VV+F(V), F(V)=Fy+ F1(V),
Fo(x) =—=Uy- VU, 4-2)
F(V)=—Uy+V)-VV =V .VU,. (4-3)

Since H , () = L5(Q), by the Riesz representation theorem, for any f € L%3(Q) there exists a unique
mapping 7 (f) € Hol’(T (€2) such that

T = [ for ¥eech @) (4-4)
and moreover,

17O <1 flx,

where

Iflx = sup /f ¢
$eC (), ISllu<1JQ

Then the system (3-3)—(3-5)~(4-1) is equivalent to the equality
V=T(G(V)). 4-5)

Theorem 4.2 (compactness). If Q2 is a bounded domain in R® with connected Lipschitz boundary T’ = 3,
and Assumption 3.1 holds for Uy, then for X = Hol’(I (2) the operator S : X > V> T(G(V)) e X is

continuous and compact.
Proof. (1) For V, Ve X, setting v = V— v,

F(V)—F(V)=—=Uy+V +v)-Vv—v-V(Uy+ V).
Thus we have
IS(V) = S(V)lix
S vl + 1Voll2 + IF(V) = F(V) |l s
Slollzz + 1Vllz2 + 10l s I Vull2 + 1V + vl s I Vol 2 + IV Uoll 2 llvll s + [0l 2 IV V2
SA+IVIx+ Ivlixlvl . (4-6)

(i1) By the Sobolev theorems, we have the compact embedding X — L"(2) for all » € [1, 6). Thus if a
sequence Vi € X is bounded in X, i.e., | Villz2(@) + IV Vil 12(@) < C, then we can extract a subsequence
Vi, which converges to some V € X in L3(2) norm: Vi, = VL3 — 0 as I — oo. Then using the
condition Vi, = V =0 on 9S2 and integration by parts, it is easy to see that || F'(Vy,) — F (V)| x» — 0 and,
consequently, |G (Vi) — G(V)|lx» = 0as! — oo. [l
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Corollary 4.3 (existence in bounded domains). Let Q2 be a bounded domain in R with connected Lipschitz
boundary 02, and assume Assumption 3.1 for Uy. Then the system (3-3)—(3-5) has a solution V € Hol, - (82).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Theorems 4.1-4.2 and 3.2. (]

Theorem 4.4 (existence in unbounded domains). Let Q = R3 , and assume Assumption 3.1 for Uy. Then
the system (3-3)—(3-5) has a solution V € HOI’U(Q).

Proof. Take balls By = B(0, k) and consider the increasing sequence of domains ; = QN By from
Theorem 3.3. By Corollary 4.3 there exists a sequence of solutions V € HOI’U () of the system (3-3)—(3-5)
in Q. By Theorem 3.3, the norms || V|| H () are uniformly bounded, thus we can extract a subsequence
Vi, such that the weak convergence V, —~ Vin W12(Q') holds for any bounded subdomain Q' C Q. It
is easy to check that the limit function V is a solution of the system (3-3)—(3-5) in 2. [l

5. Boundary data at infinity in the half space

In this section we restrict ourselves to the half space Q2 = Ri with boundary ¥ = aRi and study the

—AJ2

decay property of Up =e a. Our goal is to prove the following lemma, which ensures Assumption 3.1

under the conditions of Theorem 1.1.
Write x* = (x/, —x3) given x = (x/, x3) € R, and (z) = (1 + |z|>)!/? for z € R™.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose a is a vector field in Q = Ri satisfying

ac Clloc(ﬁ\{o}s IRS), diva = O, a|BQ — O,

(5-1)
a(x) =Ara(Ax), Vxe,Vi>0.
Let Uy = e~4/?a, where A is the Stokes operator in Q. Then
IV U0 < exlali(1+x3)" ™ PO A+ x)~!, VhkeZy ={0,1,2,...}, (5-2)
and, forany 0 < § < 1, s
VU ()| < eslaling®(x)* 72, (5-3)

where [al], = sup;_,,. lx|=1 [VEa(x)|.
If we further assume a € C{} ., m > 2, and 3§a|g =0 fork < m, then |V¥Uq(x)| < cxlalm(x3) % (x)~!
fork <m.

Estimates (5-2) and (5-3) imply, in particular,
Upe LY Q) NL>®(Q), VUe L*(Q), (5-4)
and hence Assumption 3.1 for Uy is satisfied.

Green tensor for the nonstationary Stokes system in the half space. Consider the nonstationary Stokes
system in the half space R,

dv—Av+Vp=0, divv=0, forxeRl, >0, (5-5)
Vu=0=0, vl=0=a. (5-6)
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In our notation,
v(r) = e a. (5-7)

It is shown by Solonnikov [2003, §2] that, if a = & satisfies

diva =0, d3]y=0=0, (5-3)
then
v,-(x,t)=/3él~j(x,y,t>é,-<y>dy (5-9)
R+
with
Gij(x,y. 1) =8;T(x =y, ) + Gfj(x, y. 1), (5-10)
d d
GH(x,y,t)=—=8;(x —y*,t)—4(1 —§; —/ —E(x—9T(z—y* tdz,
[y D=8 Ta—y D=4 =8ge | GEG=9TE=y"D

where E(x) = 1/(47|x|) and T'(x, t) = (47r1)~3/2e~*I"/(4) are the fundamental solutions of the Laplace
and heat equations in R>. (A sign difference occurs since E(x) = —1/(4x|x]) in [Solonnikov 2003].)
Moreover, G;“j satisfies the pointwise bound

10 DEDLGH (x, v, D S 1770V x3) O (Vi =y ) T et s

foralls e N=1{0,1,2,...} and k, £ € N* [Solonnikov 2003, (2.38)].

Note that é,- ; 1s not the Green tensor in the strict sense since it requires (5-8). There is no known
pointwise estimate for the Green tensor; cf. [Solonnikov 1964; Kang 2004].

We now estimate Uy = e~4/2q for a satisfying (5-1). By (5-9) and (5-10),

Vo (x) = f
R3

+

By (5-11), for k € Z, and using only |a(y)| < 1/1y],

[(x—y. )ai(y)dy+ /R Gi(x.y. 1)aj(Ndy =1 U1i@) + Uni(x).  (5-12)

- 3o ]
|VkU2(X)IS/3(1+x3) KLtz + ' =y e dy
R

']
< —k r 73L /
S (1+x3) (I+xs+x =y —dy

IRZ |y|
—a +x3>—k—2f (A+1F—2) L gz
R2 |Z/|

S +x) 21+ xp~!
=(1+x3) A+ x+ XD, (5-13)

where x = x’/(1 4+ x3). To estimate U, fix a cut-off function ¢ (x) € C?O(R3) with ¢(x) =1 for |x| < 1.
We have

ViU (x) :/

D=y ) Vil = 0@ () dy + fR VeT(x =y, 3)EMai(y)dy.  (5-14)
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using a|yx = 0. Hence, for k <1,

IVEU (0] S f e WPy TR gy oA < () IE, (5-15)

R? ~

We can get the same estimate for k > 2 if we assume V*a is defined and has the same decay. On the
other hand, we can show |V§ Ui (x)| < (x)72 for k > 2 if we place the extra derivatives on I" in the first
integral of (5-14).

Combining (5-13) and (5-15), we get (5-2) and the last statement of Lemma 5.1.

Write
Q ={xeQ:1+x3> x|}, Q={xeQ:1+x <|x'|}. (5-16)

By (5-13) and (5-15), we have shown (5-3) in Q_ (with § = 0).
It remains to show (5-3) in .

Estimates using boundary layer integrals. Set ¢; =1 for j <3 and &3 = —1. Thus x}k =¢;x;. Leta(x)
be an extension of a(x) to x € R? with

aj(x)=¢ja;(x*), ifx;<0.

Since diva =0 in [Rii and a|y = 0, it follows that diva = 0 in R3. Let u(x, t) be the solution of the
nonstationary Stokes system in R® with initial data @, given simply by

ui(-x’t) =/3F(y’t)él(x_y)dy
R
It follows that u; (x, t) = ;u; (x*, t). Thus
osui(x, )|y =0, fori <3; uz(x, )|y =0. (5-17)

We have |V¥a(y)] < ly| 1% for k < 1. By the same estimates leading to (5-15) for U;, we have

|VEui(x, 3)] S (x) 1m0 for k < 2. (5-18)
Thus u(x, §) satisfies (5-3).
Using the self-similarity condition
u(x,t) = Au(rx, A’t), Vi >0, (5-19)

from (5-18) we get
(xl+v7) " m=1,

5-20
2(1x) 1) m=2. (>-20)

IV;"ui(x,t)IS{

Now decompose
vV=1u—w.

Then w satisfies the nonstationary Stokes system in [F\?fL with zero force, zero initial data, and has boundary

value
wi(x, D]g=0=u;x",0,1), ifj<3; w3(x, 1)|x;=0 = 0. (5-21)
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Using (5-21), it is given by the boundary layer integral

w;(x,t) = Z //K,](x Z,9)uj(Z,0,t—s)d7 ds, (5-22)
j=12
where, for j < 3,
Kij(x, 1) = —28,;05T — 2-9,C;, (5-23)
Yi — X
Ci(x,1) :/ B (y, 1) S dy (5-24)
£ x[0,x3] ly — x|

[Solonnikov 1964, pp. 40, 48]. (Note that the K;3 (j = 3) have extra terms.) They satisfy for j <3
187" D40k i (e, )] < etV (3 + /1) T (Ix ]+ 1) (5-25)

[Solonnikov 1964, pp. 41, 48].
We now show (5-3) for w(x, %) in the region Q4 : 1+ x3 < [x/].
Fort=1andi, k€ ({1,2,3},

172
3kai(x, %)— / /—3kC (x—7, S)azjuj(z 0,2 )dz ds
j=1.2

12
_1l<3/ / 2aka3F(X—Z/7 s)ui(Z/, 0,%—S)dZ/dS
0 )
=L+ L. (5-26)

Above, we have integrated by parts in tangential directions x; in Ij.
By (5-20) and (5-25),

12
Illl,S/ /s‘l/z(x3+ﬁ)“(|x—z/|+ﬁ)‘2(|z/|+,/§—s)‘zdz/ds.

Fix 0 <e <3 L Splitting (O ) as (O ‘1‘] U (}1, %), and making the change of variable s — % —sin (}—P %),
we get

1/4 ~

1/4 _
[ DT = )2 V) e s
0 X

Integrating first in time and using, for0 <b < 00,0 <a <1 <a+b,and 0 < N < oo, that

1 ds - C 5.97
o S4(N +s)b = Natb=I(N 4 1)l-a’ (5-27)

! d 1 2N +2
/ —S < C min , log + , (5-28)
o S4N +s)l-a Nl-a N
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where the constant C is independent of N, we get

1] < / (X =2 ) (Y = s+ DTE( |+ DY
)

1 2171242
+/(X3+1)_1(|x’—z/|+x3+1)_2min< 2,10g 12 j_ )dz/.
s |2'] |z’

Dividing the integration domain into |z'| < %lx/|, %|x/| <17/ <2|x'|, and |Z'| > 2|x'|, we get
11| S x; 2 x) 2, forx € Q (5-29)
for any 0 < § < 1. Taking ¢ = %8 and e = %, we get
(L +x3) L] S x32(x0) 722 for x € Q4. (5-30)

To estimate I, for i < 3 (note I, = 0 if i = 3), we separate two cases. If k < 3, integration by parts

gives

1/2
—/ /283F(x—z/,s)82kui(z/,0,%—s)dz/ds.
0 =

Using ue ™" < Co(1 +u)~¢ foru > 0 and any ¢ > 0,

3
83F(x,s)=cs_2%e_x2/4s_ <1+|jsl) =cs V2 (Ix|+/5) . (5-31)

Hence I, can be estimated in the same way as /1, and (5-30) is valid if /; is replaced by I and k < 3.
When k = 3, by 9;,I" = AI" and integration by parts,

12
L= / f (282 8,>F(x 2, s)ui(Z, %—s)a’z/ds

j<3

12
_Z/ /28 T(x—z,8)0;,u;(Z, —s)dz/ds

j<3
1/2
—|—/ / 2'(x — 2/, 5) 8,u,~(z’, 0, % —s) dz7 ds
0 Jx

~ im </ 20 (=2 4= )i 0y dz — [ 2F(x—z’,u)ui(z’,0,%—M)dz>
z P

n—04
=L+ 14+ lim (Is, +1Is ;).
n—>04

Here I3 can be estimated in the same way as /1, and (5-30) is valid if /; is replaced by I3. For 4, since
d,u; = Au;, by estimate (5-20) for V2u,

1/2 le 3/2 1 —-1/2 1 -2
|I4|</ f ‘3/2< i ) <§—s) (|z’|+ §—s> d7 ds. (5-32)
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We have a similar estimate as /; with the following difference: we have to use the estimate (5-27) during
the integration over each subinterval s € [0, l] and s € [}1 %] for the second subinterval we apply (5-27)
witha=1,b=1,N =]

For the boundary terms, the integrand of /s , is bounded by e~ =21/2

IZ/I_1 and converges to 0 as
wu — 04 for each z' € . Thus lim I5s , = 0 by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. For Is .,

1/ dz/ S M—]/Ze—xg/(ﬁtu)L/, (5_33)
(z') (x')

o] S = 2e™ /40 / Tre(x’ =2, )
>

which converges to 0 as u — 04 for any x € Q.
We conclude that, for either k < 3 or k = 3, (5-30) is valid if /; is replaced by I, and hence, for any
0<éx,
(L+x3)[dpw; (x, 3| Sx37°(x) 1%, VYxeQy, Vi k<3. (5-34)

Combining (5-18) and (5-34), we have shown (5-3) in Q, concluding the proof of Lemma 5.1. U

6. Self-similar solutions in the half space

In this section we first complete the proof of Theorem 1.1, and then give a few comments.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 5.1, for those a satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, Uy = e~4/?

satisfies (5-2) and (5-3), and hence Assumption 3.1 is satisfied. By Theorem 4.4, there is a solution
V € Hy ,(R}) of the system (3-3)~(3-5).

Noting Uy € COO(Ri) by (5-2), the system (3-3)—(3-5) is a perturbation of the stationary Navier—
Stokes system with smooth coefficients. The regularity theory for the Navier—Stokes system implies that
VeCr® ([R{i) The vector field U = Uy + V is thus a smooth solution of the Leray equations (1-9) in [R{i.

loc

The vector field u(x, t) defined by (1-5), u(x, t) = U(x/+/2t)/+/2t, is thus smooth and self-similar.

Moreover, 1
v(ix,t) =u(x,t) —e Mg =— V(L)
N2t 2t

a

satisfies
WOl o) = IV o) @YD and [Vl 2@y = IV VIl 2, 2074
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1. (]

Remark. Let ug(x, t) = (e ""4a)(x) = Up(x/~/2t)/~/2t. We have ug(-, 1) — a as t — 04 in L>®(R3).
Indeed, by (5-2), |[Up()| S (x)~ € L¥*®NLY, g > 3. We have [uo()) 13 ) = 1Uoll 1o g ) (20 /2012,
which remains finite as t — 0 only if ¢ = (3, 00), and

1 1 1
N EH VNN

This is consistent with the whole space case Q = R>.

luo(x, )| S (6-1)

For the difference V (x), we only have its L4 ([F\Ri) bounds, and not pointwise bounds as (1-11) in [Jia
and Sverak 2014; Tsai 2014].
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DECAY OF SOLUTIONS OF MAXWELL-KLEIN-GORDON EQUATIONS
WITH ARBITRARY MAXWELL FIELD

SHIWU YANG

In the author’s previous work, it has been shown that solutions of Maxwell-Klein—Gordon equations in
R3*! possess some form of global strong decay properties with data bounded in some weighted energy
space. In this paper, we prove pointwise decay estimates for the solutions for the case when the initial
data are merely small on the scalar field but can be arbitrarily large on the Maxwell field. This extends the
previous result of Lindblad and Sterbenz, in which smallness was assumed both for the scalar field and
the Maxwell field.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the pointwise decay of solutions to the Maxwell-Klein-Gordon equations on R3*+!
with large Cauchy data. To define the equations, let A = A, dx* be a 1-form. The covariant derivative

associated to this 1-form is
D,=0,+~—-14,,

which can be viewed as a U (1) connection on the complex line bundle over R3**! with the standard flat
metric m,,. Then the curvature 2-form F associated to this connection is given by

Fuw=—~—-1[D,, D,]=0,A, —09,A, = (dA),.
This is a closed 2-form, that is, F' satisfies the Bianchi identity
0y Fipy + 0, Fyy +0,F,,, =0. (1

The Maxwell-Klein—Gordon equations (MKG) is a system for the connection field A and the complex
scalar field ¢:

{avm =3(¢- Dudp) = Jyu, (MKG)

D¥D, ¢ =Us¢ =0.
These are Euler—Lagrange equations of the functional
LA, ¢]= /Rw (3F,wF"™ + 1D, ¢ Dr¢) dx dt.
A basic feature of this system is that it is gauge invariant under the gauge transformation
dr>e’Xp, Ar> A—dy.

MSC2010: 35Q61.
Keywords: Maxwell-Klein—-Gordon, decay.
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More precisely, if (A, ¢) solves (MKG), then (A —dy, e'X¢) is also a solution for any potential function .
Note that U(1) is abelian. The Maxwell field F is invariant under the above gauge transformation, and
(MKGQ) is said to be an abelian gauge theory. For the more general theory when U (1) is replaced by a
compact Lie group, the corresponding equations are referred to as Yang—Mills—Higgs equations.

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem to (MKG). The initial data set (E, H, ¢, ¢1) consists
of the initial electric field £ and the magnetic field H, together with initial data (¢g, ¢;) for the scalar
field. In terms of the solution (F, ¢), on the initial hypersurface, these are

Foi=E;, “Foi=H;, ¢0,x)=¢o0, D:¢(0,x)=6i,
where *F is the Hodge dual of the 2-form F'. In local coordinates (7, x),
(Hi, Hy, H3) = (Fa3, F31, F12).
The data set is said to be admissible if it satisfies the compatibility condition
div(E) = I(¢o - ¢1) = Joli=0, div(H) =0, 2

where the divergence is taken on the initial hypersurface R3. For solutions of (MKG), the energy
E[F, $1(t) :=/% |EP*+|H? +|Dg|* dx
R

is conserved. Another important conserved quantity is the total charge

1 ~ — _ 1 .
qo = s . I(¢p - D) dx = el div(E) dx, 3)

which can be defined at any fixed time ¢. The existence of nonzero charge plays a crucial role in the
asymptotic behavior of solutions of (MKG). It makes the analysis more complicated and subtle. This is
obvious from the above definition as the electric field E; = Fy; has a tail qor*3

The Cauchy problem to (MKG) has been studied extensively. One of the most remarkable results is

X; at any fixed time 7.

due to Eardley and Moncrief [1982a; 1982b], in which it was shown that there is always a global solution
to the general Yang—Mills—Higgs equations for sufficiently smooth initial data. This was later improved
to data merely bounded in the energy space for MKG by Klainerman and Machedon [1994] and for the
nonabelian case of Yang—Mills equations in, e.g., [Klainerman and Machedon 1995; Oh 2015; Selberg
and Tesfahun 2010]. Since then there has been extensive literature on generalizations and extensions of
this classical result, aiming at improving the regularity of the initial data in order to construct a global
solution; see [Krieger et al. 2015; Keel et al. 2011; Krieger and Lithrmann 2015; Machedon and Sterbenz
2004; Oh and Tataru 2016; Rodnianski and Tao 2004] and references therein. A common feature of all
these works is to construct a local solution with rough data. Then the global well-posedness follows by
establishing a priori bounds for some appropriate norms of the solution. For example, a local solution
was constructed in [Eardley and Moncrief 1982a], while in [Eardley and Moncrief 1982b], they showed
that the L°° norm of the solution never blows up even though it may grow in time 7. As a consequence,
the solution can be extended to all time; however, the decay property of the solution is unknown. In view
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of this, although the solution of (MKG) exists globally with rough initial data, very little is known about
the decay properties.

Asymptotic behavior and decay estimates are well understood for linear fields (see, e.g., [Christodoulou
and Klainerman 1990]) and nonlinear fields with sufficiently small initial data (see, e.g., [Choquet-Bruhat
and Christodoulou 1981b; Shu 1991]). These results rely on the conformal symmetry of the system,
either by conformally compactifying the Minkowski space or by using the conformal Killing vector field
(t* +r?)d, + 2trd, as multiplier. Nevertheless the use of the conformal symmetry requires strong decay
of the initial data, and thus in general does not allow the presence of nonzero charge except when the
initial data are essentially compactly supported. For the case with nonzero charge, the first related work
regarding the asymptotic properties was due to W. Shu [1992]. However, that work only considered
the case when the solution is trivial outside a fixed forward light cone. Details for the general case
were not carried out. A complete proof towards this program was later contributed by Lindblad and
Sterbenz [2006]; also see the more recent work [Bieri et al. 2014].

The presence of nonzero charge has a long range effect on the asymptotic behavior of the solutions, at
least in a neighborhood of the spatial infinity. This can be seen from the conservation law of the total
charge as the electric field E decays at most 7 ~2 as r — oo at any fixed time. This weak decay rate makes
the analysis more complicated even for small initial data. To deal with this difficulty, Lindblad—Sterbenz
decomposed the Maxwell field into charged and chargeless components (see discussions in the end of
this section) and made use of the fractional Morawetz estimates obtained by using the vector fields
u?9, + v?9, as multipliers. The latter work [Bieri et al. 2014] relied on the observation that the angular
derivative of the Maxwell field has zero charge. The Maxwell field then can be estimated by using the
Poincaré inequality.

The asymptotic behavior of solutions of MKG with general large data remains unknown until recently
in [Yang 2015c¢] quantitative decay estimates were obtained for solutions with data bounded in some
weighted energy space. Pointwise decay requires the energy estimates for the derivatives of the solution.
However, commuting the equations with derivatives generates nonlinear terms. The aim of this paper is
to identify a class of large data for MKG equations such that we can derive the pointwise decay of the
solutions.

We define some necessary notations in order to state our main result. We use the standard polar
local coordinate system (¢, r, @) of Minkowski space as well as the null coordinates u = %(t —r),
v= %(r + 7). Let V denote the covariant derivative on R> and Q be the set of angular momentum vector
fields 2;; = x;0; — x;0;. Without loss of generality we only prove estimates in the future, i.e., 7 > 0. Next
we introduce a null frame {L, L, e}, e;}, where

L=av=at+ara L=8u=at_ar

and {ey, e} is an orthonormal basis of the sphere with constant radius . We use ) to denote the covariant
derivative associated to the connection field A on the sphere with radius r. For any 2-form F, denote the
null decomposition under the above null frame by

& =Fre,, @ =Fr, p=3%F1, 0=F.,, ic{l2} 4)



1832 SHIWU YANG

We assume that the initial data set (E, H, ¢, ¢1) is admissible. Let gg be the charge defined in (3) which
is uniquely determined by the initial data of the scalar field (¢, ¢1). We assume that the data for the
scalar field is small, but the data for the Maxwell field is arbitrary. However the data cannot be assigned
freely. They satisfy the compatibility condition (2). To measure the size of the initial data for the scalar
field and the Maxwell field, let (EY, E') be the Hodge decomposition of the electronic field E with
E the divergence-free part and E<' the curl-free part. Then the compatibility condition (2) on E is
equivalent to
div ES" = I(¢o - 1).

This implies that E' can be uniquely determined by (¢, ¢1) (with a suitable decay assumption on E).
Therefore, for the initial data set (E, H, ¢g, ¢1) for (MKG) we can freely assign ¢y, ¢; and EY H as
long as div H =0, div E df — 0. The total charge go is a constant determined by (¢, ¢1).

We now define the norms of the initial data. For some positive constant 0 < yp < 1, we define the
second-order weighted Sobolev norm respectively for the initial data of the Maxwell field (E, H) and the
initial data of the scalar field (¢g, ¢):

M=) /(1+r>1+V°(|szlEdf|2+|9’H|2+WlEdf|2+WZH|2)dx,
R3
<2

£:= Z/3<1+r>1+y°(ﬁszl¢o|2+ QP11+ [V ol +1V!n 2 + o) .
R
<2

We remark here that the definition for £ is not gauge invariant. The gauge invariant norm depends on
the connection field A, which up to a gauge transformation can be determined by the initial data of the
Maxwell field (EY, H). However, in our setting M is arbitrarily large while £ is assumed to be small
depending on M. To measure the smallness of the scalar field, we choose the above gauge dependent
norm for the scalar field. We will show later (see Lemma 58 in Section 5) that the gauge invariant norm
is in fact equivalent to the above Sobolev norm up to a constant depending only on M.

We now can state our main theorem:

Theorem 1. Consider the Cauchy problem to (MKG) with admissible initial data set (E, H, ¢, ¢1).
There exists a positive constant €y, depending on M and yy, such that for all £ < €, the solution (F, ¢)
of (MKG) satisfies the following decay estimates:

IDLrd) P, v, 0) < CEA+u) ™7, Jral*(u, v, 0) < C(1+|u)) ™77
rP(IDLrd) > + 1P U, v, 0) < CEA+ P77, 0<p < 1+p;
rP(fral +lro ), v, 0) < CA+ )P, 0<p < 1+p;
P20 — qor P xpar=n P, v, 0) <CA+ )™, 0<p<I;
PP (u, v, 0) < CEA+u)?>77, 1<p=<2
DG (1, x) + 191> (t, x) <CEA+0)""7",  |FP(t,x) <CA+1)7"7", Vx| < R;
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forall (u, v, w) € R3*' N{|x| > R} and for some constant C depending on M, yy, p. Here qq is the total
charge and X(;42<r) is the characteristic function on the exterior region {t +2 < r}.

We make several remarks.

Remark 2. The second-order derivatives of the initial data are the minimum regularity we need to derive
the above pointwise decay of the solution. Similar decay estimates hold for the higher-order derivatives
of the solution if higher-order weighted Sobolev norms of the initial data are known.

Remark 3. The restriction 0 < yp < 1 on yy is merely for the sake of brevity. If yp > 1, then the decay
property of the solutions propagates in the exterior region (¢ +2 < r). In other words, we have the same
decay estimates as in the theorem for T < (0. However in the interior region where t > 0, the maximal
decay rate is r;z (corresponding to yp = 1), that is, the decay rate in the interior region for yp > 1 in
general cannot be better than that of yy = 1.

Compared to the previous result of Lindblad and Sterbenz [2006], we have made the following
improvements: first of all, we obtain pointwise decay estimates for solutions of (MKG) for a class of
large initial data. We only require smallness on the scalar field. In particular our initial data for (MKG)
can be arbitrarily large. Combining the method in [Yang 2015a], we can even make the data on the scalar
field large in the energy space. Secondly, we have lower regularity on the initial data. In [Lindblad and
Sterbenz 2006], it was assumed that the derivative of the initial data decays one order better, that is,
VK(EY, H), D*(D¢y, ¢1) belong to the weighted Sobolev space with weights (1 4+ r)! T2kl while
in this paper we only assume that the angular derivatives of the data obey this improved decay (see the
definition of M, £). For the other derivatives, the weight is merely (1 + 7). This makes the analysis
more delicate. Moreover, as the solution decays weaker initially, our decay rate is weaker than that in
[Lindblad and Sterbenz 2006] (only decay rate in u, the decay in r is the same). However if we assume
the same decay of the initial data as in [Lindblad and Sterbenz 2006], then we are able to obtain the same
decay for the solution.

We use a new approach developed in [Yang 2015c¢] to study the asymptotic behavior of solutions of
(MKG). This new method was originally introduced by Dafermos and Rodnianski [2010] for the study of
decay of linear waves on black hole spacetimes. This novel method starts by proving the energy flux decay
of the solutions of linear equations through the forward light cone X; (see definitions in Section 2). The
pointwise decay then follows by commuting the equation with d;, and the angular momentum 2. In the
abstract framework set by Dafermos and Rodnianski [2010], the energy flux decay relies on three kinds
of basic ingredients and estimates: a uniform energy bound, an integrated local energy decay estimate
and a hierarchy of r-weighted energy estimates in a neighborhood of the null infinity, which can be
obtained by using the vector fields o;, f(r)d,, r”(9; + 9,) as multipliers, respectively. Combining these
three estimates, a pigeonhole argument then leads to the energy flux decay.

As the initial data for the scalar field is small, we can use the perturbation method to prove the pointwise
decay of the solution. With a suitable bootstrap assumption on the nonlinearity J[¢] = J(¢ - D), we
first can use the new method to prove energy decay estimates for the Maxwell field up to the second-order
derivatives. Once we have these decay estimates for the Maxwell field, we then can show the energy
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decay as well as pointwise decay for the scalar field, which can then be used to improve the bootstrap
assumption. The smallness of the scalar field is used here to close the bootstrap assumptions.

The existence of nonzero charge has a long-range effect on the asymptotic behavior of the solution in
the exterior region {r + 2 < r}, which has been discussed in [Yang 2015c] when the charge is large. To
deal with this difficulty, we define the chargeless 2-form

F=F— X{t+2§r}qor_2 dt Adr.

We first carry out estimates for F on the exterior region {t 4+2 < r}, which in particular controls the
energy flux through {r + 2 = r} (the intersection of the interior region and the exterior region). We then
can use the new method to obtain estimates for the Maxwell field F in the interior region. The Maxwell
equation commutes with the Lie derivatives of F' (see Lemma 4). It is not hard to obtain energy decay
estimates for the derivatives of the Maxwell field under suitable bootstrap assumptions on the nonlinearity
J[¢] by using the new approach.

The main difficulty lies in showing the energy decay estimates for the scalar field due to the fact that
the covariant derivative D does not commute with the covariant wave operator [14. The interaction terms
of the Maxwell field and the scalar field arise from the commutator. To control those interaction terms,
previous results [Bieri et al. 2014; Lindblad and Sterbenz 2006] rely on the smallness of the Maxwell
field, and those terms could be absorbed. The key observation allowing the Maxwell field to be large in
this paper is that the robust new method makes use of the decay in u (equivalent to T up to a constant)
and those terms could be controlled using Gronwall’s inequality without any smallness assumption on
the Maxwell field. Traditionally, Gronwall’s inequality is used with respect to the foliation = constant.
Therefore strong decay in ¢ is necessary. As the new method foliates the spacetime by using the null
hypersurfaces H,, it enables us to make use of the weaker decay in u in order to apply Gronwall’s
inequality.

The paper is organized as follows. We define additional notations and derive the transport equations for
the curvature components of the Maxwell field in Section 2. Since we only commute the equations with
d; or the angular momentum €2, these transport equations will be used to recover the missing derivative in
order to derive pointwise estimates for the Maxwell field. Section 3 is devoted to reviewing the energy
estimates (an integrated local energy estimate and a hierarchy of r-weighted energy estimates) both
for the scalar field verifying the linear covariant wave equation [J4¢ = 0 and the linear Maxwell field.
The idea to prove these estimates is very similar to that in the author’s other preprint [Yang 2015c¢], in
which decay properties of solutions of MKG are discussed with data merely bounded in some weighted
energy space. There the energy estimates are carried out for the full solution (A, ¢) of the nonlinear
MKG equations, and one of the difficulties is to deal with the arbitrarily large charge gg. This paper
aims at the pointwise decay of the solutions with some special initial data. In particular, energy decay
estimates are also necessary for the derivatives of the solutions. We thus need energy estimates for the
linearized equations. To make this paper self-contained, we give detailed proof for these energy estimates
in Section 3. In Section 4, we use the new method to obtain decay estimates for the linear Maxwell field
and the linear scalar field. More specifically, in Section 4.1, we derive energy flux decay estimates for
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the linear Maxwell fields under suitable assumptions on the inhomogeneous term J, = V' F,,. Then
in Section 4.2, we obtain pointwise decay estimates by commuting the equation with vector fields in
I' = {9, 2} merely twice. This lower regularity result relies on the elliptic estimates in the bounded
region {r < R} and the transport equations for the curvature components when » > R. The most technical
part of this paper lies in Section 4.3, in which energy decay estimates are obtained for the scalar field up
to second-order derivatives. The main difficulty is that the covariant wave operator [14 does not commute
with the covariant derivative D. It heavily relies on the null structure of the commutators. Finally, in
Section 5 we improve the bootstrap assumption and conclude our main theorem.

2. Preliminaries and notations

We define some additional notation used in the sequel. Recall the null frame {L, L, ey, e»} defined in the
introduction. At any fixed point (¢, x), we may choose e, e> such that

1 1 .
[L’ei]:_;el'i [L’vei]:;eiv [elvez]zov 16{192}

This helps to compute those geometric quantities which are independent of the choice of the local
coordinates. We then can compute the covariant derivatives for the null frame at any fixed point:

VLL =0, VLI: =0, VLE,' =0, VLI: =0, VLei =0,

-1 -1 -1
Ve L=r""¢;, VoL=-r""e;, Veger=V,e1 =0, V,ei=—r" 0.

&)

Here V is the covariant derivatives in Minkowski space and V is the spatial component. We also use d to
abbreviate the partial derivatives (9;, d1, d2, d3) in Minkowski space under the coordinates (¢, x) and ¥ to
denote the covariant derivative on the sphere with radius r.

Now we define the foliation of the spacetime {¢r > 0}. Let H, be the outgoing null hypersurface
{t —r =2u} and H, be the incoming null hypersurface {r +r = 2v}. Let R > 1 be a fixed constant. We
now use this fixed constant R to define the foliation. For all T € R, denote

« _T—R
U=

In the exterior region where ¢t + R < r, we use the foliation

2:‘L' =H‘L’*m{t20}v TSO,
while in the interior region where ¢ + R > r, the foliation is defined as
Yri={t =1, x| = R}U(He=N{|x| = R}).

Unless we specify it, in the following the outgoing null hypersurface H,, stands for H, N {¢t > 0} in the
exterior region and H, N {|x| > R} in the interior region. Note that the boundary of the region bounded
by X, and X, is part of the future null infinity where the decay behavior of the solution is unknown. To
make the energy estimates rigorous, we instead consider the finite truncated hypersurfaces

=Y N{v<v}, H:=H,N{v<w}, H"":=H,N{u <u=<us}.
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On the initial hypersurface {t = 0}, we denote the annulus with radii r; < r, by
B={r<I|x|<n}, B =B

Next we define the domains. In the exterior region, for 7o < t; < 0, define D;Z to be the Cauchy
development of the annulus {R — 7; < |x| < R — 12}, or more precisely

DZ: {(t,x) | ||x|+tf+f2*|+t§‘cf‘—t2*}, <1 <0,
while in the interior region, for any t, > 11 > 0, we define Dg to be the region
D2 ={{t,x)|(t,x) €2, 0511 <7 <12}

bounded by ¥;, and £,,. We may also use 53 = Dg N{|x| > R} to denote the region outside the cylinder
{r < R}. Finally, we write D, for the region D if T > 0 or the region D; > when t < 0. The following
Penrose diagram may be of help for the various pieces of notation described above.

We use E[¢](X) to denote the energy flux of the complex scalar field ¢ and E[F](X) for the energy
flux of the 2-form F through the hypersurface ¥ in Minkowski space. The derivative on the scalar field
is with respect to the covariant derivative D. For our interested hypersurfaces, we can compute

E[61(S) =/ DP dx +/ (D16 +1PoP)r dv do,
{t=1,r<R} H,x

EIFIE) = [ prioP+ SeP +laPydv+ [ (P4 loP 4 laPyr dvdo,
{t=t.r<R) H,«

El$1(H,) = f (DLOP +PoPy dvdw, E[FI(H,) = f 0 + o + la)r dv do.
ﬁg H!

Here p, 0, a, « are the null components of the 2-form F defined in line (4), and we recall that 7* = %(r —R).
Since we only consider estimates in the future when ¢ > 0, the set {t = t, r < R} should be interpreted as

the empty set when 7 < 0.
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Next we define some useful weighted Sobolev norms either on domains or on surfaces. For any function
f (scalar or vector valued or tensors) we denote the spacetime integral on D in Minkowski space

If[f](D):=/uir£|f|2, o= ltr s =1+l
D

for any real numbers p, g. Here D can be the domain or hypersurface in the Minkowski space. For
example, when D is H,, then

IPLf1(H,) = / rPul | f1Pr? dvdw.

Hy

To define the norms of the derivatives of the solution, we need vector fields used as commutators which,
in this paper, are the Killing vector field d; together with the angular momentum €2 with components
Q;; =x;0; — x;0;. We define the set

' ={0;, Q;j}.

For the scalar field, it is natural to take the covariant derivative Dy = X" D,, associated to the connection
A for any vector field X = X*0,,. This covariant derivative has already been defined for the purpose of
defining the equations in the beginning of the introduction. For the Maxwell field F, which is a 2-form,
we define the Lie derivative

(‘C’ZF)MU = Z(F;w) - F(ﬁZvu, Vi) — F(V;u ‘CZVU)’ (EZJ)M = Z(Ju) - J(EZV/L)

for any 2-form F and any 1-form J, respectively. Here £z X = [Z, X] for all vector fields Z, X.
If the vector field Z is Killing, that is, V¥ ZY + VVZ* = 0 for all u, v, then we can show that

VAL F)yy = Z(V*Fu) + V2V Ny Fuy + V2V VI Fyy + V, ZV VA,
= Z(V*F) + Vo ZV VA F,y, = (L28F),.

Here we denote 6 F, = V*F,, as the divergence of the 2-form F. We use EkZ or D’% to denote the k-th

derivatives, that is,
L =rpL, - Ly

Similarly for D’é. The vector fields Z/ are any vector fields in the set I = {9,, Q; i)
Based on these calculations, we have the following commutator lemma.

Lemma 4. For any Killing vector field Z, we have
[Oa, Dz1¢ =2iZ"F,, D ¢ +iV"(Z" Fyun) @,
VA(LzG)pw = (L25G),
for any complex scalar field ¢ and any 2-form G.

For the energy estimates of the solutions of (MKG), the initial energies M, £ defined in the introduction
cannot be used directly as £ is not gauge invariant. Note that the vector fields used as commutators
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are I' = {0;, Q}. For any 2-form F satisfying the Bianchi identity and any scalar field ¢, for the given
connection field A, we define the weighted k-th order initial energies

El(;[F] = Z/{R3 r-li-+yo|£lZF|2(O, x)dx,
1<k

Eflgl:== ) _ /R3r‘++VO|DlZDj¢|2(o,x)dx.

I<k,j<3

(6)

Here D; denotes the spatial covariant derivative and 0 < yp < 1 is the constant in the main theorem. We
remark here that F may not be the full Maxwell field of the solution of (MKG). In application, it can be
the chargeless part of the full solution which also satisfies the Bianchi identity. However, the connection
field A is associated to the full Maxwell field. In fact the full Maxwell field does not belong to this
weighted Sobolev space due to the existence of nonzero charge.

We end this section by writing the Maxwell equation under the null frame {L, L, e, e3}. In other
words, we derive the transport equations for the curvature components. Let F),, be the 2-form verifying
the Bianchi identity. Let J =6 F, thatis, J, = V" F),,.

Lemma 5. Under the null frame {L, L, ey, e2}, the MKG equations are the following transport equations
Jor the curvature components:

L(r*p) —diy (r*a) =r*Jy,  L(r*p) +di¥ (o) = r?Jp, )
Vi(ra;) —r¥,p— ”We, Fee, =1y, 1=1,2, ()
L(r’o) =r*(exa1 —e103), L(r’o) =r*(e;a1 — e1atz), 9)
VL(roz,-)—l—rWeip—rWeeriej =rty,, =12 (10)

Here diy is the divergence operator on the sphere with radius r.

Proof. From the Maxwell equation, J; = (§ F)(L). Use the formula
(VxF)YY,2)=XF({Y,Z)—F(VxY,Z)— F(Y,VxZ)

for all vector fields X, Y, Z. By using (5), we then can compute

—(8F)(L)=—3(VLF)(L,L)— 2(VLF)(L, L) + (V.. F)(e;, L)
=Lp—eia;— F(=2r"'0,, L) — F(e;, —r ')
=Lp—2r""p—dif(a).

Multiply both sides by 2. We then get the first equation of (7). The second equation follows similarly.
For (8) and (10), we need to use the Bianchi identity (1) which is equivalent to

(VxF)(Y,Z) + (Vy F)(Z, X) + (VzF)(X,Y) =0
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for all vector fields X, Y, Z. Let’s only prove (8). We can show that

—(8F)(e)) = —3(VLF)(L, e;) — 3(VLF)(L, e;) + (Ve, F)(ej, ;)
=—3La;+3(VLF)(ei, L)+ 3(Vo, F)(L, L) + ¢ Fy e, — F(—2r'8,, ;) — F(e;, —r~'9))
=—Lai+ep—SF(—r"'ej, L)—=3F(L,r ey +ejFe,e, +r 'F(3 )

=—Lai+eiptejFee —r 'a;.

This leads to (8).
The first transport equation (9) for o follows from the Bianchi identity:

0= (VLF)(e1, e2) + (Ve F)(e2, L) + (Ve, F) (L, 1)
=Lo —ejay — F(es, —r~'er) +exay — F(—r e, €))
=Lo —ejay+erx —2r 1o

The dual one follows if we replace L with L. (]

3. Energy method

In this section, we review the energy method for solutions of the covariant linear wave equations and
Maxwell equations using the new method developed in [Yang 2015c]. This new method was originally
introduced by Dafermos and Rodnianski [2010] for proving the decay of solutions of linear wave equations
in Minkowski space. It has been successfully applied to MKG equations by the author in [Yang 2015¢]
to obtain the decay properties of the solutions for all data bounded in some weighted energy space.
There the necessary new ingredients (see Propositions 7—10 in this section) were carried out for the full
solution (¢, F). In this paper, the data for the scalar field are assumed to be small, and we also need to
derive the decay estimates for the derivatives of the solutions in order to obtain the pointwise decay of
the solutions. We thus need all the new ingredients both for the scalar field and the Maxwell field. The
ideas to derive these new estimates are the same as those in [Yang 2015¢]. For the readers’ convenience,
we repeat the proofs here.

3.1. Energy identity for the scalar field. Denote by dvol the volume form in the Minkowski space. In
the local coordinate system (¢, x), we have dvol = dx dt. Here we have chosen ¢ to be the time orientation.
For any complex scalar field ¢, we define the associated energy momentum tensor

Tl = R(D$pDyg) — 3m,, DY $D, .

Here m,,, is the flat metric of Minkowski spacetime and the covariant derivative D is defined with respect
to the given connection field A. For any vector field X, we have the following identity

VA(T[pluwX") = R(OapX"Dy) + X" F,, IV [p]+ T[$1* 7Y,

where ”;i(u = %Exm wv 1s the deformation tensor of the vector field X in Minkowski space, [4 is the

covariant wave operator associated to the connection A, F' = dA is the exterior derivative of the 1-form
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A which gives us a 2-form and J” [¢] = J(¢ - D ¢). For any function x, we have
SV XVldl® = Viux 191 = x Dud D' — 500y - 917 + xR (Tag - §).
We now define the vector field JX [¢] with components
TX19] = T(¢luw X" = 5Vux - 161> + 5 x Vuld* + Y, (11)
for some vector field Y which may also depend on the complex scalar field ¢p. We then have the equality

VATX 9] = R(Oad(Dxd + x ) + div(Y) + X" F,, T [¢] + T[p1* 7\, + x Dup D' — 50 - |91°.

Here the operator [J is the wave operator in Minkowski space. Now for any region D in R**!, using
Stokes’ formula, we derive the energy identity

/ f N(Oad (D + xB) +div(V) + X" Foy IV [B1+ TIGP 1%, + x Dp D — 10y -1 dvol
D

:f/pvﬂf/f[¢]dvolz/aDin[¢]dvol, (12)

where 0D denotes the boundary of the domain D and iz dvol denotes the contraction of the volume form
dvol with the vector field Z which gives the surface measure of the boundary. For example, for any basis
{e1, e, ..., e,}, we have

ie,(dey Ndea N---Ndey) =dey Andes N --- Nde.

Throughout this paper, the domain D will be regular regions bounded by the ¢-constant slices, the outgoing
null hypersurfaces H,, the incoming null hypersurfaces H, or the surface with constant . We now
compute iy, dvol on each of these hypersurfaces.

On t = constant slice, the surface measure is a function times dx. Recall the volume form

dvol=dx dt = —dt dx.
Here note that dx is a 3-form. We thus can show that
ix(p dvol = —(J¥[¢])° dx = —(W(D'¢Dx$) — 3X° D7Dy — 50" x ¢ + 5 x 9" |¢* + Y°) dx. (13)
On the surface with constant r, the surface measure is r2 df dw. Therefore we have
ijxp1 dvol = (W(D"¢Dx¢) — s X" DV ¢D, ¢ — 30" x |61 + 3 x0" 191> + Y ) drdw.  (14)
On the outgoing null hypersurface H,, we can write the volume form
dvol =dx dt =r*drdt dw =2r* dvdudw = -2 du dv do.

Here dw is the standard surface measure on the unit sphere. Notice that L = d,. We can compute

ijxjp dvol = —2(RN(DLPDx¢) — 5XEDV$D, ¢ — 3VEXIG)* + 5x VEIGI + YE) P dvdo.  (15)
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Similarly, on the v-constant incoming null hypersurfaces H,, we have

ix(g) dVv0l = 2(R(DLPDx¢) — 3X"D7$ Dy — 3V  x|91* + 3xV 91 + Y5 )r’ dudw.  (16)

We remark here that the above formula hold for any vector fields X, Y and any function .

3.2. Energy identities for the Maxwell field. 1et F be any 2-form satisfying the Bianchi identity (1).
The associated energy momentum tensor is

T[Fly = Fuy F) — imquyﬁF}/ﬂ-
For any vector field X, we have the divergence formula
VAT[Fl X" = V*Fu F) X' + T[F1*r)),,

where as defined previously, & /i(v = %ﬁ xMy,, is the deformation tensor of the vector field X in Minkowski
space. Define the vector field J X[F] by

JX[F1, =T[Fl,X".

Then for any domain D in R3*!, we have the following energy identity for the Maxwell field F:

/f VHFE,, F) X"+ T[F]”“"nlfv dvol = /f V”“J/f[F] dvol = / iyxppydvol. (17)
D D oD
For the terms on the boundary, similar to (13)—(16), we can compute
/ iJX[F] dVOl=—/ <F0MFUMXU_1XOFMVFMV> dx;
{t=const.} {t=const.} 4

/ i yxrp dvol = / (F’“FWX” - lX’FMF“”)r2 dt do:
{r=const.} {r=const.} 4

(18)
/ i yxp)dvol = —z/ (FLﬂFWX“ - }LXLF,”F‘“’)erv dw;
Hu Hu

/Hl'JX[F]dV01=2/[; (FL’MFUMXV—%XLFuuFﬂv>r2duda).

“ov L1y

3.3. The integrated local energy estimates using the multiplier f (r)d,. For the full solution (¢, F) of
the Maxwell-Klein—Gordon equations, including the case with large charge, the integrated local energy
estimates together with the r-weighted energy estimates in the next subsection have been studied in the
author’s work [Yang 2015c]. To obtain estimates for higher-order derivatives of the solutions, we need to
commute the equations with derivatives, and hence nonlinear terms arise. Furthermore, in our setting, the
data for the Maxwell field are large while the data for the complex scalar field are small. We thus need to
obtain estimates separately for the Maxwell field and the scalar field.

We first consider the integrated local energy estimates for the scalar field. In the energy identity (12)
for the scalar field, we choose the vector fields X, Y as follows:

X=fr)d, Y=0



1842 SHIWU YANG

for some function f(r). We then can compute
T[@1"' 7y, + xDud D¢ — ;0x 191
= (= xF 3D+ (x + 5 f =)D+ (x = 3.1) 1P = 30x191.

The idea is to choose the functions f, x so that the coefficients are positive. Let € be a small positive
constant, depending only on yq (e.g., € = 1073y;). Construct the functions f and x so that

—1

=271— . = =1 .
Jn =2 =ye =
We can compute
N PSR P PR I VL S U
Xor Sy = Ay = e T3 T f e

When r > 1, we have the following improved estimate for y — % f

2¢7 142¢7!
< _ + e > l, r>1. (19)
r r(1+r)s —r

1.
Xsz

This improved estimate will be used to show the improved integrated local energy estimate for the
covariant angular derivative of the scalar field ¢.

From the above calculation, we see that for this particular choice of vector field X and the function y,
the last three terms in the first line of (12) have positive signs. We treat the first two terms as nonlinear
terms. To get an integrated local energy estimate for the scalar field ¢, it suffices to control the boundary
terms arising from the Stokes’ formula (12). This requires a version of Hardy’s inequality. Before
stating the lemma, we make a convention that the notation A <x B means that there exists a constant C,
depending only on the constants R, yy, € and the set K such that A < CB. For the particular case when
K is empty, we omit the index K.

Lemma 6. Assume 0 <y < 1 and the complex scalar field ¢ vanishes at null infinity, that is,
Iim ¢ (v, u,w)=0
V—>0

for all u, w. Then we have

/ rY )P dvdew < / o (u, v(u), w) dw+/ Y| Dy (ré)|? dvdw (20)
H, w H,
forallu € R. Here v(u) = —u when u < —%R that is in the exterior region and v(u) = 2R + u when

u > —%R that is in the interior region. In particular, we have

f|¢|2dvdw5E[¢]<Hu), /|¢|2dv’dw5E[¢]<2f). 1)
Hu

T

Here v/ = v whenr > R and v’ = r otherwise.
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Proof. 1t suffices to notice that the connection D is compatible with the inner product (, ) on the complex
plane. Then the proof when y = 0 goes the same as the case when the connection field A is trivial; see,
e.g., Lemma 2 of [Yang 2013] or Proposition 11.2 of [Dafermos and Rodnianski 2009]. Another quick
way to reduce the proof of the lemma to the case with trivial connection field A is to choose a particular
gauge such that the scalar field ¢ is real. We can do this is due to the fact that all the norms in this paper
are gauge invariant. For general y, based on the above argument, the proof goes similar to the proof of
the standard Hardy’s inequality. Let ¢ = r¢. Note that ¥ < 1. We can show that

[e.0] 1 o
f /r72|w|2dvdw:—/ /lxmzdwdr”l
v Jo )/—l vo Jo
00 o0
! r71/|1p|2da) +L/ /rleLw-wdvdw
-1 w 0 l—)/ v Jo

Uy
1 1 (™
5—/Fl+7|¢|2(u,vo,w)dw+—/ /r”dedw
1—)/ 13} 2 vo Jo

+ -8 2/00[ 77 1DLy [ dv do.
(l_y) Vo w

The estimate (20) then follows by absorbing the second term and taking vy = v(u). O

We then can derive the following integrated local energy estimate for the scalar field ¢.

Proposition 7. Assume the complex scalar field ¢ vanishes at null infinity and the spatial infinity initially.
Then in the interior region {r < R +t}, we have the energy estimates

2
15 DO + El61S) + ElIHT ) + [ : PO dear
< EI9I(E0) + 1] (049) (Df2)+/f (FLod 811+ | FL 9l dedr - (22)

forall0 <t <1mpandv > %(rz + R), where we let D¢ = (D, ry qb) and F = dA. Similarly, in the
exterior region {r >t + R}, we have

I IDSIDT) + ElgI(H ) + Elg) (H",T)
E[$1(Br-r) + 1y " [Dag] D’%// |FroJ (@1 + [ FroJ (9]l dx dr - (23)

for all Ty < 1) <0. Here see the notations in Section 2 and J*[¢p] = I(¢p - D), T* = %(r —R).
Proof. For all vg > %(‘L’Q + R), take the region D to be DZ N {v < vo}, which is bounded by the surfaces

* %
0,7y

E‘[l’ 2‘[2’ I_-IUO
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and the functions f, x as above and the vector field Y = 0 in the energy identity (12). The boundary
terms can be controlled by the energy flux according to Hardy’s inequality of Lemma 6. For more details
regarding this bound, we refer to, e.g., Proposition 1 in [Yang 2013]. Therefore the above calculations
lead to the following integrated local energy estimate:

Do|? 2 2
// I <z>|l +IZD¢| + [ —dxdi
p2np<ryy L +0HE  T+r — r(l4r)>te

* ok
‘[1,‘[2

S EBI(E) + E[DI(E) + El9](H oy )+//D,2 0ad(Dx¢ + x )| + | Fro IV [#]] dx dr.

Next, we take the vector fields X = d;, ¥ = 0 and the function x = 0 in the energy identity (12) for the
scalar field. Consider the region D72 N {v < vo}. We retrieve the classical energy estimate

* ok
10

E[$I(Z) + E[$1(Hu ™) = E[PI(Z) —2 / / i} N(Oap D) + FooJ " [¢) dx dt.
Drl r’]{va()}
Combined with the previous integrated local energy estimate and letting vg — oo, we derive that
I DO S EGNE)+ [[ 048]+ 1FLud 911+ | Fuu '[9l dx dr
Dy

We apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to the integral of [J A¢13_¢:
2|TapDo| < e1r 7 DG + €7 F T T2, Ve > 0.

Choose € to be sufficiently small depending only on €, yy, R so that the integral of the first term can
be absorbed. We thus can derive the integrated local energy estimate for the scalar field. Then in the
above classical energy estimate, we can use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality again to bound %(C4¢ D, )
which gives control of the energy flux E[¢](H:;). This energy estimate together with the previous
integrated local energy estimate imply the energy estimate (22) of the proposition in the interior region.
The improved estimate for the angular covariant derivative is due to the improve estimate (19).

The proof for the estimate (23) in the exterior region is similar. The only point we need to emphasize
is that we use the fact that the ¢ goes to zero as r — oo on the initial hypersurface. We thus can use
the Hardy’s inequality to control the integral of |¢|?>/(1 +r)?. This is also the reason that we have
E[¢](Bg_,) instead of E[¢](BF_) on the right-hand side of (23). O

7

In our setting, F is the Maxwell field, which is no longer small. In particular this means that the
integral of |Fy,J"[¢]| on the right-hand side of (22), (23) could not be absorbed. The key to controlling
those terms is to use the r-weighted energy estimates in the next section.

Let F' be any 2-form satisfying the Bianchi identity (1). Let J =6 F or J, = V' F,, be the divergence of
F'. This notation J can be viewed as the inhomogeneous term of the linear Maxwell equation. In (MKG),
this J is identical to J[¢], which is quadratic in the scalar field ¢. Under the null frame {L, L, ey, e>},
write J = (J,,, J.,). We derive an analogue of Proposition 7 for the Maxwell field F.
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Proposition 8. In the interior region {r <t + R}, we have the integrated local energy estimates

Io‘l‘f[F](Dzﬁ/ / p1++|r dxdt+ EFI(H™) + ELF1(Z:,)

S EUFIE) + B+ W10 + ([ 1liplaxar 24
Dy

forall 0 < 1) < 1y and vy > %(rz + R). Similarly, in the exterior region {r < R +t}, forall vy <11 <0
we have

IJI*G[F](DQHE[F](H’Z’1)+E[F]( )
<E[F](BR 2+ I L+ 11 sz)+// |JLllpldxdt. (25)

Proof. The idea to prove this proposition is the same as that of the previous proposition for the scalar
field. However, the calculations are slightly different for the Maxwell field F. In the energy identity (17)
for the Maxwell field, we take the vector field

X=f(r)d, =2¢"1—-ri%d.
Set w; = r~'x;. We then can compute
T[F]’“’rr‘fv = T[F]ij(f/a)ia)j +r_1f8,~j — r_lfa)iwj)
= 1@ f = OYFWF™ 4 (f =7 )R ™ =7 fFo, FY,

where the Greek indices w, v run from O to 3 and the Latin indices i, j run from 1 to 3. Using the null
decomposition of the 2-form under the null frame {L, L, e, €3} defined in line (4), we can show that

Fu F" = =2p% —2a-a +2|o |,
FooF” = —3(4p> +2a - a + o + |af?),
FoF" = —1(4p" + 20 - a —|al* — Jaf).
Therefore we have
TIFWmy, = (r~'f =5 1) (0" + o) + 1./ (el + ). (26)
The calculations before line (19) imply that the coefficients r~! f — % f"and f’ have positive signs. To

obtain the similar integrated local energy estimates for the Maxwell field F, we need to control the
boundary terms arising from the Stokes’ formula (17). Using the formula (18), we can compute that

2liyxppydvol| = f|lae|* — |a|*|dx < |F|*dx =2 fi g dvol,
20iyxppydvol| = f|—p* +lal* — o ?|rPdvdw < f(p* + |a|* +|o[*)r? dvdw =2 fi ja g dvol,
2|ijxppydvol| = f|—,02 + |a|? — |a|2|r2 dudw < f(p*+|a*+ o) r*dudw = 2 fi yopydvol,

on the + = constant slice, the outgoing null hypersurface and the incoming null hypersurface, respectively,
for all positive functions f. This in particular implies that the boundary terms corresponding to the
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vector field fd, can be bounded by the energy flux for all positive bounded functions f. Therefore, for
the particular choice of vector field X, the energy identity (17) on the domain D22 N {v < v} for all
0<71 <1and vy > %(7:2 + R) leads to

2
/ /L (1 |F| )O +|U| dx d'[<E[F](Evo)+E[F](Zv0)+E[F]( rl 12)
EO

4—}’)“re 1+r
1)
+/ / \JY||FL, — FL,)| dx d.
T] Er

Here notice that we have the improved estimate (19) for the coefficient of p> + |o|%. If we take the vector
field X = 0; on the same domain, we then can derive the classical energy identity

/ / J7(Fy + Fry) dx dt = E[FI(S%) — E[F1(H1'®) - E[F)(S2
Let vg — oo and apply Cauchy—Schwarz to the inhomogeneous term J# (| Fp |+ |Fp,|) for u =L, ey, e3:

\JENFrol + 1791 Fre | + | Fre ) S e (Ll + 1D i + e | FIr' ™, e >0,

The integral of the second term could be absorbed for sufficiently small €;. For the component when
u = L, we estimate

[ TEFLLl S 1Ll
Then the above energy identity together with the integrated local energy estimates imply the integrated
local energy estimate (24) in the interior region. The energy estimate (25) in the exterior region follows
in a similar way. ([l

3.4. The r-weighted energy estimates using the multiplier r? L. In this section, we establish the robust
r-weighted energy estimates both for the scalar field and the Maxwell field. This estimate for solutions
of linear wave equation in Minkowski space was first introduced by Dafermos and Rodnianski [2010].
We study the r-weighted energy estimate either in the exterior region {r > R + ¢} for the domain D7 for
7, < 71 <0 or in the interior region for domain Dg for 0 < 71 < 1» which is bounded by the outgoing
null hypersurfaces Hr+, Hzy and the cylinder {r = R}.

Through out this paper, we denote v = r¢ as the r-weighted scalar field. We have the following
r-weighted energy estimates for the complex scalar field.

Proposition 9. Assume that the complex scalar field ¢ vanishes at null infinity. Then in the interior region,
forall0 <t <1 and vy > %(tz + R), we have the r-weighted energy estimate

(%)
frP|Dm|2dvdw+/f rp—1<p|DLw|2+<2—p)|1pw|2>dvdwdz+/,*,*rl’mwzdudw
Hx T * H,\l?
TZ T 71)0

S / rPIDLy 2 dvde + Lo P OA91(D2) + El@)(S) + Iy T [0ag) (D2

i

+// |FLMJM[¢]|+|FLMJM[¢]|dth+// rP1FL J" (@]l dx dt
D Dy 27)



DECAY OF SOLUTIONS OF MAXWELL-KLEIN-GORDON EQUATIONS 1847

for all 0 < p < 2. Similarly, in the exterior region, for all Ty < 11 <0, we have

/1; rplDLlﬁ|2dvdw+//Tzrp_l(plDLxlr|2+(2—p)|$1ﬁ|2)dvda)du—i—/ ot PPy du dw
H D7 H

I %
1 i

S/M rP(IDLY P+ 1Py 1) dr dw+Iﬁi’}ﬂiﬁf}j}[DA¢](D3)+// P IFLd gl dx e (28)
D

R—-1|
forall0 < p <2. Here y =r¢.

Proof. Apply the energy identity (12) to the region 2_)2 N{v < v}, which is bounded by Hr, Hry, {r = R}
and H Z})’Tz with the vector fields X, Y and the function yx as follows:

X=r"L, Y=3pr’?gI’L, x=r"".
Define ¥ = r¢ to be the weighted scalar field. We have the equalities
r*|DLg|* = DLy 1> — L(r|$l%),
r*|1pol* = 1py|?,
r?|D¢> = DLy 1> + L(r|¢l?).

We then can compute

div(Y) + T[¢]*' 7, + x D¢ Dy — 30x oI
= 1pr2L(rP1¢1)) + 3r? (pIDLoI* + 2 — p)IP9I?) — Sp(p — DrP g
IrP3(pIDLy P+ 2 - p)I Py 1?).

We next compute the boundary terms using the formula (18). We have

g dvol= | rP|Dpy P —ILr" T ¢) dvdw,
o T¥19] %

T*

f gy dvol = — / L PIPY R+ LGP G dudo,
Hy'? Hy'?

1%]
/ ijx[¢]dV01=/ /%r”(|DLw|2—|lD1/f|2)—%8t(rp+1|q>|2)da)dt.
{r=R}N{r1<t=<12} 7 Jo

Now notice that there is a cancellation for the boundary terms:

- / Lo (6P) dvdo — / LGP 9P dudw

HY H)?

T 12

+f L(r”+1|¢|2)dvda)+/ /at(rl’+1|¢|2)da)dt=0.
HY 1 Jo

T
b
)
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Therefore in the interior region for the domain 1_)2 N{v < vy}, the above calculations lead to the r-weighted
energy identity

(%)
f rP|DLw|2dvdw+// r”—l(p|DLw|2+(2—p>|w|2)dvdwdr+fI*f*rpupvflzdudw
Hoy u JHY Hyy?
2 1 " 2 2
= [ Dy Pdvdo 2 [ [ Dl - 10y Py dor
HUS T w

1

)
— / / . rPINOapDLY) 4+ 1P Fr J [¢ldx dt.  (29)
T H_
Similarly, in the exterior region {r < R + ¢t} for the domain Dﬁf for all 7, < 71 <0, we have

/ rPIDLy dvda)—l—// rP Y (pIDLY P +Q2—p) | PV )dvdwdu—i—/ . *r”lllh/fl dudo
H.,? u;
=%/BR12 rp(|DLw|2+|lDw|2)drda)—// ., r”_lth(DA(plTw+r”FLMJ”[¢]dxdt. (30)

R—1| 1

For the inhomogeneous term, when p > 1 4 ¢, we apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality directly:
2" 0 DLy S rPul DLy P + PP T D .

The integral of the first term in the above inequality can be controlled using Gronwall’s inequality both in
(29) and (30). In particular this shows that estimate (28) follows from (30).
When p < 1+ €, we note that

p
2p-t-e<p o+ -n(1- 1)

Then we can estimate the inhomogeneous term as follows:

20PN Oagp - DLy | < er™ " ulPIDLy P 4 € e Ul |00
<e(rfu; 1=eyp/(46) (p=1y1=p/(+6)| D | +€—1 1+€+2 ul |0, o2

“1- 1 1, 1te2
<erPul'IDLy P +er? DLy P+ r Tl 040

for all €; > 0. The integral of the first term can be controlled using Gronwall’s inequality. The integral of
the second term can be absorbed for sufficiently small €;. Then estimate (28) follows.

For the r-weighted energy estimate (27) in the interior region, we need to control the boundary term
on {r = R}. It suffices to estimate it for p = 0 in (29) by making use of the energy estimate (22). From
Hardy’s inequality in Lemma 6, we note that

f DLy 1> dwdv S E[¢](Z).
Hr



DECAY OF SOLUTIONS OF MAXWELL-KLEIN-GORDON EQUATIONS 1849

By using the integrated local energy estimate (22), we therefore can show that

rP(ID Yy * — 1Py 1) dodt

SRP/ DLV | dvda)+/ / r U py)? dvdwdr+fr* DY P dudo
H‘rz 1(lJ
+fv0|Duﬂl dvdw+/ /Uorlmt(mmmw+|FLMJ“[¢]|dxdr
H* T1 Hr*

o

E[¢](Zr1)+I()1+€[DA¢](ID;2)+//1 |FrLp J (@1l + [ FL,J [Pl dx dt.
Dy

The inhomogeneous term can be bounded using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality together with the
integrated local energy estimates. Once we have the bound for the boundary terms on {r = R}, the
r-weighted energy estimate (27) follows from the identity (29) and Gronwall’s inequality. ]

Next we establish the r-weighted energy estimate for the Maxwell field.

Proposition 10. Let F be any 2-form satisfying the Bianchi identity (1). Then in the interior region, for
all0 <t < v and vy > %(rz + R), we have the r-weighted energy estimate

/ P2 |a)? dvdw

X
)

©
+/ / rp+1(p|a|2+(2—p)(p2+Iolz))dvdwdr+/r* L PP+ o) dudw
H. 12

Hg

S / rP2al? dvdo + IR (D2) + 2 - p) P IR

+ ELFI(S0) + 1T 0]+ 111(D2) +// ulipldxds (31)
D73

forall 0 < p <2. Similarly in the exterior region, forall T, < 11 <0and 0 < p <2, we have
/ . rPlafrtdvde
H,?
i

// P (plal? + 2= p)(o* + o] ))dvdwdu+/§ (0 + lo ) du deo

7r2

< / o PTIF P dx IS0 + = p) g ). (32

R*'[l
Proof. Take the vector field
X:rpL:fat-i-fa,
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in the energy identity (17) for the Maxwell field. Using the computations before (26), we have
TIF1"'n), =TIF1"'n )" + T[F1"'n /™
= (' =3P +1oP) + 3 f (e +la) + 1 f (el — lel)
= 3" @ = p)(p* +1o ) + plel?).
For the boundary terms corresponding to the vector field X = r” L, we have
i jxppydvol = 1P (la)* + p* +|o1?) dx, ixpydvol = 1rP(la]* — p* — ||} r? dt do,
ijxpydvol =r? la>r? dv dw, iyxppydvol = —rP (> + o) r?dudw

on {t =1}, {r = R}, H, and H,, respectively. Therefore forall0 <1 < 1 and vy > 2(1’2 + R), if we
take the region D bounded by Hy+, Hyy, {r = R}, H, w > we get the r-weighted energy identity

/ rPla)?r? dvdow
Uy
HT;

12}
+/ / rp_l(p|a|2+(2—p)(,02+|0|2))r2dvda)dr+/ PP+ loP)rPdude
o JHY Ho™

EERN)

(%) (%)
:/U r”|a|2r2dvda)—%/ /r”(|a|2—p2—|a|2)r2dwdl—/ / rPJ,F} dxdt.  (33)
HTS 71 Jw T HTQ
1

Similarly, in the exterior region {r > R + t}, consider the region D;Z for 7, < 71 < 0. We have the
following identity:

/*rplalzrzdvda)
H,2
7
f/ P Y plal? 4+ @2 = p)(p*+ o] ))dvda)du—l—/ . *rp(,o +o))r? dudw

,.{2

=l/ rl’(|a|2+p2+|a|2)dx—/f rPayFdxdt. (34)
2 Jgrm D;f

R—1

To obtain (32), we first note that under the null frame {L, L, e, e;},
Fl=-LF=p, Ff=0, F'=qa; j=122.

We can use the same method to treat the term r”|J,, F’ If /| as that for (I4¢ - Dy in Proposition 9 (simply
replace Ll4¢ with J,; and Dy with ra ;). For the term involving p, we estimate

rP2 L pl < 5 (2 P ol + =PRI

The integral of the first term could be absorbed. Then the r-weighted energy estimate (32) follows from
the above r-weighted energy identity (34).
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We can treat the inhomogeneous term the same way for the r-weighted energy estimate in the interior
region from the r-weighted energy identity (33). Like the case for the scalar field, the boundary term on
{r = R} can be bounded by taking p = 0 in (33) and then by making use of the integrated local energy
estimate (24):

r”(loel —pr—loHr’dwd:

f / (0> + o] )rdvda)dr+/ . *(,0 +lo»rtdudw

0

+/ |a|2r2dvdw+/ |a|2r2dvda)+// |J,F} | dx dt
H*

SE[FI(E) + I Il + WI](D”H-// |JLllpldx dr.

This combined with Gronwall’s inequality implies the r-weighted energy estimate for the Maxwell field
in the interior region. O

4. Decay estimates for the linear solutions

In this section we derive energy flux decay for both the linear Maxwell field and the linear complex
scalar field under appropriate assumptions. We use a bootstrap argument to construct global solutions of
the nonlinear (MKGQG). The first step is to study the decay properties of the linear solutions. Recall that
F = dA with A the connection used to define the covariant derivative D. Our strategy is that we make
assumptions on J, = V" F,,, to obtain estimates for the linear solution F. We then use these estimates
to derive estimates for the solutions of the linear covariant wave equation [14¢ = 0. As in (MKG) the
nonlinearity J[¢] is quadratic in ¢, so by making use of the smallness of the scalar field we then can
improve the bootstrap assumption on J. The difficulties are that the Maxwell field F is no longer small
and that there exists nonzero charge.

Assume that the Maxwell field F = dA has charge gg and splits into the charge part and chargeless part

F = xp>t4r)qor~ 2di Adr+F.
Let J = é F be the divergence of F' and J = (J,,, J.,) be the angular component. Let

me= Y LTPIL N = RY + 157 1L, J)({r = RY + 1L 12501+ 125 T 11 = o)
1<k

+11+y0+26[d T = 0D + 17, VLS J1({r < 2R)) + |qol sup ot f/ |J|r~2dx dt,

<0

My =my + E{[F1+ 1+ |qol, (35)
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where we recall from (6) in Section 2 that El(j[l‘_7 ] denotes the weighted Sobolev norm of the Maxwell
field F with weights rf”/o on the initial hypersurface = 0. The integral of |J, |~ is used to control the
interaction of the nonzero charge with the nonlinearity J in the exterior region.

To derive the energy decay for the Maxwell field, we assume that M is finite. This can be fulfilled
as follows: the charge g is a constant depending on the initial data of the scalar field. Eg[f ] denotes
the size of the initial data for the chargeless part of the Maxwell field. Recall that the nonlinearity J is
quadratic in the scalar field ¢. By using the bootstrap assumption, it is small.

4.1. Energy decay for the Maxwell field. We derive energy flux decay for the Maxwell field F under
the assumption that M is finite.

Proposition 11. In the interior region for all 0 < 1| < 75 and vy > %(tg + R), we have the following
energy flux decay for the Maxwell ﬁeld:

Iy T [F1(D} )+/ / prior +| d dt+E[F1(H,, HO ’2) +E[FI(S) S ()5 " M. (36)
In the exterior region {r < R+t} forall o <11 <0and 0 < p <1+ yy, we have

I “[FI(D2) + E[F1(H™ ”)+E[F]<H )+(n)+/ PPl dvde < (1) "My (37)

Here and throughout the paper, T+ = 1+ |t| for all real numbelrs T.
Proof. Let’s first consider the estimates in the exterior region. By the definition of M(, we derive that
/ P FPdx 10 DR + 1T DR S @) T M, 0<p <14,
R*fl
Here note that in the exterior region, r > %u+. Then the r-weighted energy estimate (32) implies that
/H;’f rPP e dvdo + /fpg P o + 52 + o) dvdwdu < (1)) 77 M.
i

This estimate can be used to bound the integral of |Jz||p| on the right-hand side of (25). Recall that
p = qor >+ p when r > R +t. We then can show that

// |JL||p|dxdt<// (g0l L1+ [Pr< e + UL 2r=€us) dx di < Mo(r) 7.

The decay estimate (37) then follows from the energy estimate (25) as
E[FI(BR_2)+ Iy 101 + 7L N(D2) < (x)y " Mo.

For the decay estimates in the interior region, we use the pigeonhole argument in [Dafermos and Rodnianski
2010]. First, by interpolation, we derive from the definition of My that

I WS N@2) + 17 102) S ()l T M
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forall e < p <1+ yy. To bound |J.||pl|, we use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality:
// |JL||p|dxdt<f (61|,0|2 e I P dxdt, Ve > 0.

Here note that in the interior region, p = p. For € < p <14 yp and sufficiently small €, the first term
could be absorbed from the r-weighted energy estimates (31) and the second term is bounded above by
Mo(t1);' 7" by the definition of Mj.

To apply the pigeonhole argument, we need to control the weighted energy flux through the initial
hypersurface ¥ of the interior region. Note that H_g/> = Hp:. The bound for the weighted energy flux
through Hy« follows from the decay estimate (37) in the exterior region:

E[F](Hy) +/ I e? dvdw < M.
Ho*

Here we note that on the boundary Hy- the charge part has bounded energy. Hence take p = 1 + yo,
=0 in the r-weighted energy estimate (31). We derive that

123
/r3+V0|a|2dvdw+// 2 (a)? + o)+ pH) dvdo < My, Y1, >0.
H_« 0 T*

We conclude that there exists a dyadic sequence {7}, n > 3 such that

/ 202 dvdow < (Tn)J_r]Mo, A < T < AT,

*
Tn

for some constant A depending only on ¥y, €, R. Interpolation implies that

/ e dvdo < (1)1 M.

To bound |J||p| on the right-hand side of the energy estimate (24), we interpolate |p| between the
integrated local energy estimate and the above r-weighted energy estimate:

e— —1- —
//DTJJLHPWthg//pq(fﬂmz("f 1+I"_7(_0‘L'+ J/(’)—l-el 1135& E|JL|2)dxdt
7.'1 Tl

Sely TUFIDE) + e 'Mo(r) T, V1> € > 0.

Here we have used the bound
re” 1T+2e <r_1 e+t+1 Yo J);o
Take € to be sufficiently small. From the energy estimate (24), we then obtain
—1— —1-
I " [FI(D2) + E[FI(Zr,) S E[FI(Zc) + (1) Mo

forall 0 <7 <13 and 0 < €; < 1. In particular, we have

153
/ / |FI*dxdt S E[FI(S,) + (Tl)ll_yoMo-
r<R}N{t=t}
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Then combine this integrated local energy estimate with the r-weighted energy estimate (31) with p = 1.
For all 7,, < 15, we derive that

1% T 1)
/ E[F](Z,)dr§/ / |F|2dxdr+/ / (o> + o> + pH)r? dvdw
Tn Tn {FSR}ﬂ{t=‘E} Tn Hr*

< / e dvdo+ E[FI(Z,,) + ()" My
H_x

S E[FI(Zs,) + (1) Mo.
On the other hand, for all T < 15, we have
E[F](%,) < E[F](7) + (T)II_VOMO S E[FI(Zo) + Mo S M.
Then from the previous estimate, we can show that
(12 — W) E[F1(Zr,) S E[F1(Z,,) + (1)} " Mo S M.
The above estimate holds for all 7, > t,. In particular, we obtain the coarse bound
E[F1(2,) Sty 'Mp, YT >0.

Based on this coarse bound, we can take 1, = 7,4 in the previous estimate. We then can show that

(Tut1 — T E[F1I(Ze,,,) S (ta) " M.
As {1} is dyadic, we conclude that

E[FI(Z;) S (t)™ "My, Vn=z3.
Then using the energy estimate, we can show that for 7 € [1,, 7,4-1] we have

E[FI(Z0) S EIF1(m) + (m)S "My < (w)3' 7" Mo S 757" Mo,

Having this energy flux decay, the integrated local energy decay (36) follows from the integrated local
energy estimate (24). U

Since the Lie derivative £z commutes with the linear Maxwell equation from the commutator by
Lemma 4, as a corollary of the above energy decay proposition, we also have the energy decay estimates
for the higher-order derivatives of the Maxwell field.

Corollary 12. We have the following energy flux decay for the k-th derivative of the Maxwell field:
E[LLFIE) S (0 "M, VreR. (38)

This decay estimate then leads to the integrated local energy and r-weighted energy estimates for the
Maxwell field.
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Remark 13. By using the finite speed of propagation, the estimates in the above proposition and corollary
in the exterior region depend only on the data and J in the exterior region {f + R < r} instead of the
whole spacetime. Therefore the quantity M; can be replaced by the corresponding one defined in the
exterior region. However, the estimates in the interior region rely on the data in the whole space.

4.2. Pointwise bounds for the Maxwell field. The energy decay estimates derived in the previous section
are sufficient to obtain pointwise bounds for the Maxwell field F after commuting the equation with
vector fields in I' = {9;, 2} sufficiently many times; e.g., in [ Yang 2015b], four derivatives were used to
show the pointwise bound for the solution. The aim of this section is to derive the pointwise bound for
the Maxwell field F merely assuming M, is finite, that is, we commute the equation with I" only twice.
The difficulty is that we are not able to use Klainerman—Sobolev embedding to derive the decay of the
solution directly as in [Lindblad and Sterbenz 2006]. Our idea is that in the inner region {r < R} we rely
on elliptic estimates. In the outer region {r > R}, we analyze the solutions under the null coordinates
(u, v, ). The angular momentum 2 can be viewed as the derivative on w. The pointwise bound then
follows by using a trace theorem on the null hypersurfaces and a Sobolev embedding on the sphere. Since
we do not commute the equation with L nor L, those necessary energy estimates heavily rely on the null
equations given in Lemma 5.

Let’s first consider the pointwise bound for the Maxwell field in the inner region {r < R}. To derive
the pointwise bound, we use the vector fields d; and the angular momentum €2 as commutators. Note that
the angular momentum vanishes at r = 0. In particular we are not able to get the robust estimates for the
solution in the bounded region {r < R} merely from the angular momentum. We thus rely on the Killing
vector field 9, and elliptic estimates. The following proposition gives the estimates for the Maxwell field
F on the bounded region {r < R}.

Proposition 14. For all 0 <t and 0 < 1| < 12, we have

19 1]
/ sup |F|2(t,x)dr§/ / IV2F | dx dt < Ma(1)S' 7, (39)
T 71 Jr<R

1 |xI=R

IF2(r,x) S Myt ™", Vx| <R. (40)

Remark 15. Estimate (40) gives the pointwise bound for F in the inner region {r < R} but it is weaker
than the integral version (39) in the sense of decay rate. It is this integrated decay estimate that allows us
to control the nonlinearities in the inner region. In other words, it is not necessary to show the improved
decay of the solution in the inner region by using our approach; see, e.g., [Luk 2010]. However this does
not mean that our method is not able to obtain the improved decay in the inner region. The improved
decay can be derived by commuting the equation with the vector field L. For details about this, we refer
to [Schlue 2013].

Proof of Proposition 14. We use elliptic estimates to prove this proposition. At fixed time ¢, let £ and
H be the electric and magnetic parts of the Maxwell field F. Let B, be the ball with radius r, that is,
B, ={t | |x| <r}. The Maxwell equation can be written as
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div(E) = Jo, 98 H +curl(E) =0,
div(H)=0, &E —curl(H)=1J,

where J = (J1, J», J3) is the spatial part of J. Therefore, using elliptic theory we derive that

k 2 k 2 k 2 < k 2 k+1 2
Z ”8’ F”Hxl(Bsk/z) = Z “at H”Hx'(sz/z) + ”8’ E”Hx] (B3ryp2) ~ Z ”a’ J”L;z((BzR) + ”at F”L%(BZR).
k<1 k<1 k=<1

Make use of the above estimates with k = 1. Differentiate the linear Maxwell equation with the spatial
covariant derivative V. Using elliptic estimates again, we then obtain

2 2 2 2
||VF||HXI(BR) S ”VJ”L)Z((BZR) + ”81 F”L,%(BZR)'

Here we omitted the lower-order terms. Integrate the above inequality from time 7 to 7,. We derive

() (]
/ / |V2F|? dx dt 5/ / 102F|? 4 |VJ > dx dt
71 Jr<R 71 Jr<2R

S Iy U FIDE) + I L JIDE) + IV IIDE N {r < 2R})
1 1
< Moy T
Here 7,'1+ = max{t; — R, 0}. The estimate (39) then follows using Sobolev embedding.
For the pointwise bound (40), first we note that

T+1
f |VJ|2dx§Z/ VLY TP dxdit < Myt ',
r<2R k<1 T

Consider the energy estimate on the region D; bounded by ¥+, T =max{r — R,0} andt =1, 7 > 0.
From the energy estimate (24), we conclude that

/ ILLF 17 dx = E[LZF1(r <2R) S E[LLFI(S+) + I, 1L T1(Dy) S My 77,
r<2R

Thus the pointwise bound (40) holds. [l

To show the decay of the solution via the energy flux through the null hypersurface, we rely on the
following trace theorem.

Lemma 16. Let f(r, w) be a smooth function defined on [a, b] x S*. Then

1/2 b
(/ |f|4(ro,a>)dw) SC/f|f|2+|3rf|2+|3wf|2dwdr, Vro € [a, b] (41)

for some constant C independent of ry.

Proof. The condition implies that f € Hr{w. By using the trace theorem, we have

ILf (ro, I i = Cllfllmy, . VYro €la, b].

The lemma then follows using Sobolev embedding on the sphere. ]
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Using this lemma, we are now able to show the pointwise bound for the Maxwell field when {r > R}.

Proposition 17. Let Dy, = Dy, N {r > R}. Then we have

Ik o¢||L2LOQL2(D LS M) T k=0, 1, (42)
ral’(z, v, 0) < Moty 7, (43)
rP(ral? +lro )t v, 0) S Mot 0<p <1+, (44)
rPlrpl (v, 0) S Mo T 0<p<l—e, (45)
IrL5013s 2 5,y S M T k<L (46)

Here recall that Z is a vector field in the set I" = {0;, Q;;}.

Remark 18. In terms of decay rate, the integral version (42) is stronger than the pointwise bound (43).
We are not able to improve the u decay of the Maxwell field due to the weak decay rate of the initial data.
However the integral version improves one order of decay in u (or T as u = %(r — R)). This is the key
point that allows us to construct the global solution with the weak decay rate of the initial data.

Proof of Proposition 17. For the integral estimate (42), we rely on the transport equation (8) for . For
the case in the exterior region, one can choose the initial hypersurface {t = 0}. In the interior region, for
all 0 < 7y < 1p, we can choose the incoming null hypersurface H Tzi R)/2- Let’s only consider the case in
the interior region. From (8) for « under the null frame, for k = 0 or 1, we can show that

S ELLSa)(H {5 R ) + 15 1) D2) + 1r TP LLS () 2

lrLhal? L21212(D2)

LzLocLZ (DTZ) ~

S Ma(e) T+ Ir T ORALE ol 4 125 o DI

12020252 + 1y LMD

—1—ypo+2e
SMy(m)y T

Here we use interpolation to bound p and o. Indeed, the integrated local energy estimate implies that
_ —1—
//pfz AL o2+ 15 o 1P dudv do S My ().
7
On the other hand, the r-weighted energy estimate shows that

// ;’ZJ”"’(|£]‘Z+1/O|2 + IEkZHalz) dudvdw < M,.
2

Interpolation then implies the estimate for p and o. Thus estimate (42) holds.

For the pointwise bound (43) for o, we rely on the energy flux on the incoming null hypersurface
together with Lemma 16. Consider the point (7, v, @). In the exterior region when 7 <0, let H, = H 5** v
be the incoming null hypersurface extending to the initial hypersurface {# = 0}. In the interior region
when v > 0, we instead let H, be H E’ZU—R, which is the incoming null hypersurface truncated by {r = R}.
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From the energy estimates (24) and (25), we conclude that
/ rLsal dudo < EICSFI(H,) S Moty ™, VE<2.
H.

As Z may be 9, or the angular momentum €2, to apply Lemma 16, we need the energy flux of the tangential
derivative L (). We make use of the structure equation (8), which implies that

/H ILLY (ra)* dudw < /H (ILLY (ra) > + | Lo, LS (ra)|*) du dw

5/ (L o+ 15 o P+ 125 e P+ 125 e D) du do
H,

S ELLST FIH ) + e .
S Mz‘[_zliyo, k<1.

Here note that 2 = (rep, rep). Then by Lemma 16, for all v and fixed 7,

1/2
rckalt(t, v, 0)do | <My, k<.
= ~ +
w

Estimate (43) then follows using Sobolev embedding on the sphere.

For the pointwise bound (44), (45) for «, o, p, the proof for « is slightly different from that of o
and p. However, the idea is the same. Let’s consider « first. Consider H+, T € R. The r-weighted energy
estimates (31), (32) imply that

/rP|rc’§a|2dvdw§M2rf‘1‘V°, VO<p<l4y, k<2
H_«

To apply Lemma 16, we need the energy flux of the tangential derivative L(ra). Similar to the case of «,
we make use of (10) and the 9; derivative:

/ rP|L(rc§a)|2dvdw§/ rP(|\L(rLoa)* + |ro, Loal?) dvdw
H. H.

5/ rPALS o2+ 15 o 2 125 e P 4 125 e P dv deo

Hx

SMarl P [ PP 125 0P+ ) P v do
Hyx

< Mor? ™' L ELL FI(H ) + 10125 11Dy

< Mzrﬁ_l_yo

for k < 1. The estimate for « then follows from Lemma 16 together with Sobolev embedding on the unit

sphere.
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For p, o, we make use of the r-weighted energy estimates (31), (32) through the incoming null
hypersurface H, defined as above. First, we have

f PP 2L P21+ 125 (Po) P dudw S Mot T, k<2,

L=

To derive the tangential derivative L(r*p), L(r’c), we use the equations (7) and (9). We can show that
/ rP 2L L5 o) du dw,S/ rP2(r L @+ P2 LY P dudo
H: H:

SELSTFIH ) + 1125 1Dy
<My’ k=0,1

for all 0 < p <1 —e€. We cannot extend p to the full range of [0, 14 yp] due the weak assumption on Jz.
The equation (9) for o does not involve J;. We hence have the full range 0 < p <14y, for 0. Lemma 16
and Sobolev embedding on the sphere then lead to the pointwise bound for p and o. We thus have shown
estimates (44), (45).

Finally, for the integrated decay estimates (46), we proceed by integrating along the incoming null
hypersurface. In the interior region case we integrate from {r = R}, while in the exterior region we
integrate from the initial hypersurface {r = 0}. Let’s only prove (46) for the interior region case. In
particular, take D; to be 1_)2 for 0 < 11 < 1p. First, using the decay estimate (39) for F when » < R, we
can show that on the boundary {r = R},

[5) o
/ f|£kZF|2(T,R, w)da)drg/ / |v£kZF|2dXdT§M2(‘[1)_T_17VO‘
e 71 Jr<R

Then from the transport equations (7) and (9), we can show that

1)
IIrE’}alliszLz(D?)Sf |£1%F|2(T,R,w)dwdf+/frz(r|£§0|2+|£§0-L(r2£§0)|)dudvda)
vHu Yo T 7 Drl

S M) T+ /fﬁ(r”ewkzaﬁ +r' 7L e du dv dow
Dy

—1- —1- —1-
SMa(t)y O+ My(m)L TS My T

Here we have used the r-weighted energy estimates for o with p = € and the integrated local energy
estimates to bound ¢. This proves (46). O

4.3. Energy decay for the scalar field. In this section, we study the energy decay for the complex scalar
field ¢ satisfying the linear covariant wave equation. When the connection field A is trivial, the energy
decay has been well studied using the new approach; see, e.g., [Yang 2013]. For a general connection
field A, presumably not small, new difficulty arises as there are interaction terms between the curvature
dA and the scalar field. In the previous subsection, we derived the energy flux decay for the Maxwell
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field F = dA with appropriate bound on J = § F. The purpose of this section is to derive energy flux
decay for the complex scalar field.

In addition to the assumption that M, is finite, for the general complex scalar field ¢, we assume the
inhomogeneous term [J4¢ and the initial data are bounded in the norm

El] = Ef[¢1+ > +1 7Dy 041 ({t = 0) + 1[T< [DLTA¢1({r > O)). 47)
I<k
Here in this section we will estimate the general complex scalar field ¢ in terms of the initial data and
the inhomogeneous term [14¢. For solutions of (MKGQG), the complex scalar field ¢ verifies the linear
covariant wave equation [J4¢ = 0. In particular, if (¢, A) solves (MKQG), then &[¢] = Eg [¢], which
denotes the weighted Sobolev norm of the initial data for the complex scalar field.

As the estimates in the interior region require information on the boundary Xy, which contains the
boundary Hy- of the exterior region, we need first to obtain the energy decay estimates in the exterior
region. The main difficulty in the presence of a nontrivial connection field is to control the interaction term
(dA) v J"[¢] under mild assumptions on the curvature dA. In the integrated local energy estimate (23)
for the scalar field, it is not possible to control or absorb those terms as there is no smallness assumption
on dA. The idea is to make use of the null structure of J"[¢] together with the r-weighted energy estimate
(28). More precisely, we first control those terms in the r-weighted energy estimate via Gronwall’s
inequality. Then we estimate those terms in the integrated local energy estimates. Once we have control
of those interaction terms, the decay of the energy flux follows from the standard argument of the new
approach, similar to that of the energy decay for the Maxwell field in the previous section.

We first prove a lemma used to control the scalar field ¢ by using the r-weighted energy.

Lemma 19. Assume ¢ vanishes at null infinity. In the exterior region on H,, we have

v

/|r¢|2(u,u,w)dw§/ Iré?(u, —u, ©) do+ B~ ul’ /r1+ﬁ|DL(r¢)|2dudw, VB >0. (48)

—u

In the interior region on X, for 1 < p <2, we have

240 —
/ rP1p1? do < (E[@1(E0) (1, 7l ' DL(r¢)1(He)) ' =20, 8, = # (49)
Moreover on ¢, T € R, we have
rf |¢|2dw5e;1f |9|* dv dw + € E[¢](Z) (50)
) >

forall0 <€) < 1. Here (v, w) = (v, w) whenr > R or (r, w) whenr < R.

Proof. Estimate (48) follows from the inequality

v

11, v, @) < rl(u, —u,w>+/ DL(r)] dv

—u

followed by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality.
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In the interior region, the problem is that we cannot integrate from the initial hypersurface nor the
boundary Hp« nor the null infinity as the behavior of r¢ at null infinity is unknown (generically not
zero). However, the scalar field ¢ vanishes at null infinity. We thus can bound r|$|? by the energy flux
through X;. More precisely, on ¥ we can show that

r/ |¢|2dw§/ |¢|2dz7da)+/ r|Dyd| || dv dw
w 2. ho
ga/ |Dﬁ¢|21”2d5dw+(€1_1+1)/ 1|2 dv dow
P >,
SGIE[¢](Zr)+€]_1/ 9> di dw.
PR

This gives estimate (50). In particular, for €; = 1, from Hardy’s inequality (21) we conclude that estimate
(49) holds for p = 1. To prove it for all 1 < p <2, it suffices to show the estimate with p = 2. Consider
the sphere with radius r = %(r* 4+ v) on Hy+ C X;. Choose the sphere with radius r; = %(1’* + v1) such
that

T =E[¢lI(S) " [ FIDL(re) P dvdw.
Hyx

If r < ry, then (49) with p = 2 follows from (49) with p = 1. Otherwise, we have r; < r. Then

/|r¢|2(r*,v,w>dw§/ |r¢|2<r*,v1,w>+r;”’f 01D, ()| dv doo
[} ) H.

*

SHEBN(S) 4+ 1,70~ DLy 1(He)
< (E[¢](Er))"°/(l+V°)(IOH”"[r*IDLw](HT*))l/(Hyo)‘

Here we recall the notation / defined in Section 2. (I
The following lemma is very simple but it turns out to be very useful.

Lemma 20. Suppose f(t) is smooth. Then for any B # 0, we have the identity
2} 123 23 23
/ sPF(s)ds =p / T’B_I/ f(s)dsdr + rf‘/ £(s)ds.
T1 T T T1

4.3.1. Energy decay in the exterior region. In the exterior region, as r > %u+, it suffices to consider the
r-weighted energy estimate for the largest p = 1 + yy. First we can show the following proposition.

Proposition 21. In the exterior region, for all Ty < 11 <0, we have
// P FL T[] dx dt < Mo EQLé] + M2/ u;‘—f/ r Dy dvde du
DZ u v

+|qo|// (DL ) + P ) dvdu do.
D7 (51)
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Proof. As F = dA has different decay properties for different components, we estimate the integral
according to the index u. Denote ¥ = r¢. Note that r>J[¢] = J[r¢]. For u = L, we have

|FLo 11 S r2lgol IDLy 1Y |+ 161 DLy 1. (52)

The first term on the right-hand side will be absorbed with the smallness assumption on the charge gq (as
the data for the scalar field is small). Indeed, using Lemma 6 we can show that

2/fﬂ01|DL¢||w|dudvdw5f/rV°|DL¢|2dvdudw+//ry0|¢|2dvdudw

5// ry0|DLw|2dvdudw+//(rl+yo|¢|2)(u,—M,(,())da)du

S // P\ Dy |* dvdu do + EQ[).

For the second term on the right-hand side of (52), the idea is that we use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
and make use of the r-weighted energy estimate. First, we can estimate that

1 1 —1- 1 2.1 2
2r' BN DLy W] < r DLy Pul T+ ul T B P T g

The first term will be controlled through Gronwall’s inequality. For the second term, we can first use
Sobolev embedding on the unit sphere to bound p and then apply Lemma 19:

f/ Yer2p12r it * du dv dow

/ /Z / ',5|2a'a)-fr1+y°|¢>|2dwdvdu

J=2

g/ e lpI L2 F ](H)( /|r¢| (u, u,a))dw+//r]+V°|DLw|2dvda)>du
gMZ/ r 16120, x) dx+M2/u;l—f/r1+V°|DLw|2dvdwdu.
[x|>R u v

The first term is bounded by the weighted Sobolev norm of the initial data. The second term can be
controlled by using Gronwall’s inequality. Thus estimate (51) holds for the case = L.
For u = e; or ey, first we can bound

1 ; 2, —1.23 2002
r +V°|FLej||Jef[1ﬁ]| <ear®|\Vy|°+e P 0al’r|gl?, Ve > 0.

We choose sufficiently small €; so that the integral of the first term can be absorbed. For the second term,
we first use Sobolev embedding on the unit sphere to bound « and then Lemma 19 to control ¢:
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// P a2 0 du dv dw

S/MT_G_I/r3+GZ/|[,g201|2da)-</ |r¢|2(u,—u,w)dw+u;V°//r1+V0|DLw|2dvdw) du
u v 152 w w vVJw

§M2/ r}r+y°_€_2|¢|2(0,x)dx+M2/u+l€/r1+7’°|DL1p|2dvda)du
[x|=R u v

5M2E8[¢]+Mz/u;“ffr1+V0|DLz//|2dvdwdu.
u v

As the data for the scalar field is small, the charge is also small. In particular, we can choose €; = |go| (if
qo = 0, let €; be small depending only on €, y and R). Therefore estimate (51) holds for the case when
W = ey or ey. This completes the proof. (I

As a corollary, we show the r-weighted energy flux decay of the scalar field in the exterior region.

Corollary 22. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, depending only on €, R, yy. Then in the
exterior region, we have the energy flux decay

/ rf’|DLw|2dvdw+f/ rp—1<p|Dum2+|1pw|2>dvdwdu+/,*,*rPudeudw
H_x D. H2
L3 13

2 %
-7

§M250[¢](T1)i_1_y°, VO<p=<l+4+w, VVno=1=<0, ¥=r¢p. (53)

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the corollary for p = 1 4 yy. For sufficiently small gy depending only on €, g
and R, from the r-weighted energy estimate (28) and the estimate (51) for the error term, the integral of
r(ID(r¢)|> + | P(r¢)|?) can be absorbed. Then estimate (53) follows from Gronwall’s inequality. [J

Next we make use of the r-weighted energy decay to show the energy flux decay and the integrated
energy decay for the scalar field in the exterior region. From the integrated energy estimate (23), it suffices
to bound the interaction term of the gauge field and the scalar field.

Proposition 23. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
7 < 11 <0, we have

J[1Fua 1+ gl d ar
D73

*
-7
—v,1f

sqlgl‘é[Dm(DchMz,ﬂ(so[m(n);l‘yw(mi f v Elg)(H, )dv> (54)

_-L—]*
for all €1 > 0 and some constant Cyy, ¢, depending on M and €.

Proof. The integral of (dA),J"[¢] has been controlled in the previous Proposition 21 as Corollary 22
implies that the right-hand side of (51) can be bounded by a constant depending on M>, €, yp and R.
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Since in the exterior region r > 1u+, we easily obtain the desired bound:
// |FroJV[@]l dx dt S, (T1)+1 "E&l].
D

It remains to estimate the integral of Fr, J"[¢]. The r-weighted energy decay gives control for the “good”
derivative of the scalar field. The problem is that we do not have any control for the “bad” derivative Dy ¢.
In addition, since the charge is nonzero, we are not able to absorb the charge part qor*ZJL [¢] in the

integrated local energy estimate (23) as there is a small € loss of decay in 1, 1=¢[D¢] on the left-hand
uz,uq

side. The idea to treat this term is to make use of the energy flux on the incoming null hypersurface H~)

and then apply Gronwall’s inequality. Let’s first consider the easier terms in the integral of Fr,J"[¢].
For v = e or e, we have

|FLo V9]l S lel 1D 1]

Note that from estimate (48) of Lemma 19 and Corollary 22, we obtain

/|r¢| (u, v, w)dw Sy, u+/(—2u)|¢(0, —2u,a))|2dw+50[¢]u_y°.

Here we parametrize ¢ in (, r, w) coordinates. We then use Sobolev embedding on the initial hypersurface
{t = 0} to derive the decay of ¢:

/Ii’(ﬁl (U, v, w) do Su, Eolpluy”. (55)

From the r-weighted energy estimate (53), we have an estimate for the weighted angular derivative of the
scalar field on the incoming null hypersurface:

f o TP EO)P dudo S, El@).

1
)

In the exterior region, note that r > %v. Therefore we can show that

// |Fre,17916]] dx di
D2
I3
frz* rl*
5/ f /r2|g||lz>¢||¢|dwdudv
—r* —v Jo
%
/ / , z<3+yo>( Zf it dw) (r”m/upmzdw-/ |r¢|2dw) du dv
—r J—v w w

J<2

<, Eolg1 () / v z<3+y0>(E[£ZZdA](ﬂ;“"f ))*&ol1 dv

3 (14y0)—

<o Eold)(z) T <o Eolgl()
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When v = L, first we have
|FLel 1751911 S lgolr =2 Dol 9] + 1511 DL 1.
The second term is easy to bound. We may use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. Indeed,
21511DL9l19] < €| DLpPPr™ = + e AP IgPr e, Ve > 0.

For sufficiently small €, the integral of the first term on the right-hand side can be absorbed from the
integrated energy estimate (23). For the second term, we make use of estimate (55) to show that

230l dududo< [ [ £i512d dodvd
|p| 6> dvdudew S > r|p|wr |¢|wvu
KR

L
S, / EX[FI(H, ™ )ui' 7" &l¢) du

;
Su, Eolg] f T du S, Solpl () T
u}

Finally, we need to bound the charge part, namely the integral of |go|r ~2|D#||¢|. As we have explained
previously, this term cannot be absorbed even though the charge ¢ is small due to the loss of decay in
the integrated local energy 1, = €[D(f)](D’Z) in (23). The idea is to make use of the energy flux in the
incoming null hypersurface H g 2*' and then apply Gronwall’s inequality. From estimate (55) and noting

1
that r > 3

—t¥ pr
f/ r—2|DL¢||¢|dxdr5/ f /IDL¢||¢|dwdudv
Dif B -1 J-v Jo -
1
—'L’2 T1 3
/ f r_z(r2f|DL¢|2dw-f |r¢|2da)) du dv
* 1

TR 3 1 2 _1
N 5o[¢]2/ v2(3+”°€)/ F—3(=nte) (rzf |DL¢|2da)) u+2y° du dv
-1/ —v 1)

*

v in the exterior region, we can show that

1 1

Su, 5o[¢]2/_ v 3G O (Elp)(H, —v,7f ))%(Tl);_ie "

—‘L’

S Eolle) T+ (@) / v ElpI(H, ") dv.

Combining all the previous estimates, we then have shown (54). ]

As a corollary we then can show the energy flux decay as well as the integrated local energy decay of
the scalar field in the exterior region.
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Corollary 24. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
) < 11 <0, we have

Iy~ [D$1(DP) + E[$](H,. ) +E$I(H Il ) Sms (T3 &l (56)
Proof. First choose €] in the estimate (54) to be sufficiently small, depending only on €, yp and R, so that
after combining estimate (54) and the integrated energy estimate (23), the term €1, 1*[D(;S](D;f) on the
right-hand side of (54) can be absorbed by [, 1_6[5¢](D§f) on the left-hand side of (23). Then notice
that we have the uniform bound

*

_z
(t])i/ v I dv <1, V<1 <O.

o
Using Gronwall’s inequality (fix 7; < 0 and take 7, < ] as variable), we then obtain (56). O
4.3.2. Energy decay in the interior region. Once we have the energy flux and the r-weighted energy
decay estimates for the scalar field in the exterior region, we in particular have the energy flux bound
for the scalar field on the boundary H_g/,. This is necessary to consider the energy flux decay in the
interior region. Compared to the case in the exterior region, the charge is not a problem as the charge only
effects the decay property of the Maxwell field in the exterior region. However, new difficulties arise in
the interior region case. First of all there is no lower bound for /7. That means we may need estimates
for general p for the r-weighted energy estimates instead of simply the largest p. Secondly, as we have
explained before, we are not able to absorb the interaction term between the gauge field A and the scalar
field due to the fact that dA is no longer small in our setting. Thus we need to rely on the r-weighted
energy estimates and make use of the null structure of J[¢]. In the exterior region, the idea is first to
derive the r-weighted energy decay and then to obtain the integrated local energy and energy flux decay.
In the interior region, we see from the r-weighted energy estimates (27) that the term |Fp, J*[¢]] also
appears on the right-hand side. This suggests that we have to consider the »-weighted energy estimate
and the integrated local energy estimates simultaneously.
We first estimate the interaction terms of dA and J[¢] in the r-weighted energy estimate (27).

Proposition 25. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then in the
interior region, forall0 <ty <t and 1 < p <14y, we have

// PP FL, J (@] dx di < € // PP PP dvdodt +17,_ [r~' DL(r$)I(DE)
DY Dy

+M261_1<8p/ 2E[¢](E,)Tf_ v+ (-5, [r‘DL(rqs)](z_)g)) (57)

7
forall e; > 0. Here 6, = (24 yo — p)/(1 + o) is given in Lemma 19 in line (49).
Proof. Denote ¥ =r¢ and F = dA. First we have

2P |Fr M [@1ir? < rP DLy Pes = + P o Pl Pet +ar? DY P+ e r P a1

for all €; > 0. The first term can be absorbed using Gronwall’s inequality. The third term will be absorbed
for sufficiently small €; depending only on €, 3 and R. For the second term, we use the energy flux of p
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on H;« to bound p, and estimate (49) of Lemma 19 to bound ¢. For the last term, we use the r-weighted
energy estimate to bound «. Then similarly to the proof of Proposition 21 we can show that

1]
/ / TPy P + 7P| dv dw dT
T1 ok

S

<M, / T (E[P1(Z)) (I 7l ™ DLy 1 (He)) ™ dt

<

f o212l o2 4+ 13 2] oc|2a'a)-/ rP|¢)? dw dv du
2 w

§M2< fTZE[¢](E y o T dr (1 =81t [r‘lDu//](Z_DZ))

7

The proposition then follows. O
Next we estimate the interaction terms in the energy estimate (22). We show the following:

Proposition 26. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then we have

[[ 1Fua 1+ g d ar
D

Sely T [DPI(DE) + ¢! / gDEGNE) dT + 137 [r ' DL(r))(DZ) (58)

forall 0 <€) < 1, where

g(0) =Y ITLSILLFIE0+ ) / P (| Lhal? + |1LLp?) dvdew + sup |FI(z, x).
Jj=<2 j=<2 [x[<R
Proof. For the integral on {r > R}, we use Sobolev embedding on the unit sphere to bound the curvature,
and the proof is quite similar to that of the previous proposition. On the finite region {r < R}, we make
use of the L?L>° norm of the curvature given in Proposition 14. For the case when r > R, first we have

|FLod 111+ | FLo J 1811 S (1ol + )| Dol 19| + || | D8]
Seari Dl + €7 (ol + e ritlo* + |l | Dol Bl

The first term can be absorbed in the energy estimate (22) for sufficiently small €;. For the second term,
we can use estimate (49) to bound ¢ by the energy flux through H;- and the r-weighted energy to control
the curvature terms. The last term is the most difficult one to control. The reason is that we do not have
powerful estimates for «. The estimates we have are the integrated local energy estimate and the energy
flux decay through the incoming null hypersurface. Unlike the case in the exterior region, where we can
make use of the energy flux through the incoming null hypersurface for ¢, that method fails in the interior
region. The main reason is that the energy flux E[F ](I_-I Z'*’r;) decays in t; instead of v. A possible way
to solve this issue is to assume a pointwise bound for «. However the problem is that the pointwise
decay for « is too weak (due to the assumption on the initial data, as explained in the introduction) to
be useful. We thus can only rely on the integrated local energy estimate for o. As there is an r€ decay
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loss in the integrated local energy estimate for ¢, we are not able to bound ¢ simply by using the energy
flux through Hy .. Instead, we need to make use of the r-weighted energy estimate. This means that we
cannot obtain a uniform energy bound from the energy estimate (22). We need to combine it with the

r-weighted energy estimate.
For the integral of |«||P¢||¢p|, from estimate (49) with p = 1 4 €, we can show that

12}
/ / ||| Pg||plr* dw dv dt
T Hr*

1 1
T (e8] . 2 3
S/ / (Z/i’“l%glzdw) (/ r2|p¢|2dw./rl+e|¢|2dw) dvdt
71 J2R+T* j<2 Yo w w

<Z/ Iy '~ LLha)(Z) E[G1(E0))? (EIPN(E0)2° (I P r DL(rd))(H))2 2 d

J=2
<> / IS5 LLa1(S0) Elg1(B:) dT + f T T Elg)(So) dT + 157 [r ' DL(r$) (DR
j=2 o

Here § = (14+y9—¢€)/(1+ ), and in the last step we have used Jensen’s inequality as well as the relation

1 1 1 1 1 €
Ste—81+e0-+n)(3-38) =3 M

In the above estimate the first two terms will be estimated using Gronwall’s inequality. We keep the last
term involving the r-weighted energy estimates. For the integral of (] o?+|?) rfre ||, we use estimate
(49) to bound ¢. We have

1]
/ (Ip)? + > ritlol*r? dw dv dt
T Hr*

L Z

<z/ / 2+E(|£ al _|_|[: p| Ydvdw - E[¢](X;)dT.

J=2

/ P cha)? + 1LLp) do - /r|¢|2dwdvdr
2

]<

This term will be controlled in the energy estimate (22) using Gronwall’s inequality.
For the integral on the region {r < R}, we can show that

f/ | Fuod (01| + | Fiod” [¢]|dxdr<q/f \DGP dx dt+¢” f/ |FRIgP dx d

2 1%]
// Dol dxdr+61‘/ sup |F|?- E[¢1(Z,) dt

<r rite | IxI<R

for all €; > 0. The first term will be absorbed for small €;. The second term can be controlled using
Gronwall’s inequality. Combining all these estimates above, we thus have shown estimate (58). ]
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As a corollary, the energy estimate (22) leads to the following:

Corollary 27. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then in the
interior region, we have the estimate

171 [DG1(D2) + El¢] (zfz>+f/ |Fo " [61] + | Foo " [6]] dx dt

S E[01(Z2) + (1)1 &l + 137 [r ' DLr$))(DE).  (59)

Proof. First choose €; sufficiently small in the estimate (58) so that combining the energy estimate (22)
with (58), the integrated local energy term [, 1_G[Dgi)](Dg) could be absorbed. By our notation, the
smallness of €; depends only on €, Yy and R. Then for the second term on the right-hand side of (58), to
apply Gronwall’s inequality, we show that g(t) (defined after line (58)) is integrable. From the integrated
local energy estimates (36) and the r-weighted energy estimates (31) for the Maxwell field, we conclude
from the previous section that

I LY FIDR) S Mi(r)y "

2
/ [ rLSal? + 1L 0 dvdw dT S Mi(x) T
Therefore, using Lemma 20 and Proposition 14, we can show that

19 .
f g(r)dt S My(r) T + > IS LG FI(DE

71 <2

< Mo ()¢ +Z/ 20 TLLFIDR) de 4+ (o) L, FIDR)
j=2

5}
<My + My / o T b+ My(n)

71

—Y0+2
5 MZ(t1)+VO E-

By using this uniform bound, the second term on the right-hand side of (58) can be absorbed using
Gronwall’s inequality. The corollary then follows. (I

We now can use Proposition 25 and the above corollary to obtain the necessary r-weighted energy
estimates. To derive energy decay estimates, we at least need the r-weighted energy estimates with p = 1
and p = 14y (some p bigger than one, the decay rate depending on this largest p). In any case, we first
choose € in estimate (57) sufficiently small, so that combining it with the r-weighted energy estimate
(27), the first term on the right-hand side of (57) can be absorbed (note that yy < 1). The second term
on the right-hand side of (57) can be controlled using Gronwall’s inequality. Let’s first combine the
r-weighted energy estimate (27) for p = 1 with the integrated local energy estimate (59) to derive the
bound for the integral of the energy flux.
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Proposition 28. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then in the
interior region, for all 0 < 1) < 1o, we have

/ E[$)(Z,)dt
< / FID Y 2 dvde + E[¢)(Sr,) + (1) &lg) + 137 [r ' DL(r$))(DZ).  (60)
Hys

Proof. In (¢, r, w) coordinates, using Sobolev embedding, we have

f|¢|2<r,R,w>dw§/ 612+ DI dx.

r<R

Then we can show that

/QE[qs](zf)drs/rzf |D¢|2dxdr+ftzf DLOD) 2+ 1 PGré) dv dwdr
T 71 Jr<R 11 J Hpx

+[r2/ 191%(t, R, w) dw
SI&“E[DM(DEH/Z/ |DL(rd) >+ | P(rd)| dv dw dr.
7] Hr*

Therefore, take p = 1 in the r-weighted energy estimate (27). From the above argument, we obtain the
following bound for the integral of the energy flux:

(9] 1]
/ E[p](Xr)dr 5/ FIDu/flzdvdeer/ E[¢l(X-)T;“dr
T H T
1
+ Cony (E[91(Zx) + (2) T olp] + 157 [r ' DL (r))(DD))
for some constant C)p, depending on M,. For the second term, we further can bound

—€ _ (o~ V/e_—1-eye/(14¢€) 1/(14€) € _—l/e_—1- €1
T+€—(€1 T é)e/ € -(61) /(+e€ < mEl L €+m, Ve > 0.

Choose € sufficiently small, so that the second term can be absorbed. Then the first term can be bounded
using Corollary 27. Therefore, the previous estimate amounts to estimate (60). U

We have the following corollary.

Corollary 29. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then we have

1]
/ " E[$)(E0) dt Su, f rDLY P dv do+ ()7 EI9)(Z)
7 H_x

1

+ &I+ I3 r ' DLr)1(DR). (61)

Proof. Using estimate (49) of Lemma 19, we have the bound

/ |DL(r¢)|2dvda)§/ D> r? dvdw+ lim /r|¢|2dw§E[¢](z,).
H H x r=>00 Jy
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For all €; > 0, we have the inequality

Vo 1+y0 —1- Yo—¢€
T = (e 1 1L 1) /(40 (¢ 076/ () <€ T Yo€1 Ty
“ - L+ L+yo

In particular, the above inequality holds for r = 1. Moreover, we also have

(_L_l))/() Er — (rl—‘,-yo)]/(l-‘r)/())((Tl)}:‘VO—E(]+V0)/)/0)VO/(1+VO) < r]+y0 + (TI)L‘FVO_G.

Denote ¢ = r¢p. From estimate (60), we can show that

/ rf)‘l‘f( / r|DLw|2dvdw+E[¢](2f)+r+‘y°so[¢]+1i§Z‘;0[r—‘DL(r¢)]<T>?))dr
T H,«

T

19 12
gel‘”’/ r;‘—f/H r1+y°|DLw|2dvdwdt+61f NEE[(Z,) dT
T1 T

+e / T TCE[GN(B) d + Eolp] + 13 [r T DL ) (D).

On the right-hand side of the above estimate, the first term can be grouped with the last term. The second
term will be absorbed for small €;. The third term can be bounded using estimate (59). Therefore, using
Lemma 20 and Proposition 28, we can show that

(9] 1%
/ " “E[¢1(Z,)dT Sm, q/ NTCE[P1(S,) dT + €, " / DLy P dvdo + e, " Elp]
71

T 1.'*
+ =0 I+y0— ‘E —Vo l-H/o -1 N
€ (T4 E[pl(Xq) +e€, "1, [r DrL(r$)I(Dy}).
Let €, be sufficiently small, depending on M>, €, yp and R. We obtain estimate (61). ]
Estimate (61) can now be used to derive the r-weighted energy estimate with p =1+ .

Proposition 30. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then we have

©
/r1+V°|DLw|2dvdw+// (DY) + [Py %) dvdwdt
H_x T H_«

'[2 T

v f P IDLY R dv deo+ Eold] + () T E[SI(EL), (62)
where v =r¢.

Proof. By taking € in estimate (57) to be sufficiently small and combining it with the r-weighted energy
estimate (27) for p = 1 4 yy, from Corollary 27 we obtain

12}
/r1+V°|DLw|2dvdw+f/ (D> + 1Py |?) dvdwdt
H_x T H_«

'L'2 T

5/ r1+V°|DLw|2dvdw+eo[¢]+Mz(f2 [p1(Z)l" edr+1”y°[r—11)u/f1<733))

71

+Coy (E[®)(B) + ()T " &ole] + 157 [r ' DLy 1 (D))
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for some constant Cy;, depending on M. Estimate (62) then follows from estimate (61) together with
Gronwall’s inequality. (I

Take 77 = 0 in (62). From the energy estimate (56) and the r-weighted energy estimate (53) in the
exterior region, we conclude that the right-hand side of (62) is bounded. Since 15 > 77 is arbitrary there,
we in particular have the r-weighted energy estimate for the scalar field in the interior region.

Corollary 31. Let = r¢. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds.
Then for all 0 < t; < 12, we have

©
fr1+VO|DLw2dvdw+// P (DY + Py I?) dvdodt S, Elgl. (63)
H_ x T L
2

Proof. From the r-weighted energy estimate (53) in the exterior region with p =14 yy, t; =0, we derive

| oDy Ravde= [ 0DGE S, El0)
Hy«

H_g;2

The energy estimate (56) in the exterior region implies that

E[¢](Z0) = E[¢]({t =0,r < R}) + E[¢p](H-g/2) < &olo].
Then estimate (63) follows from (62) by taking 7; = 0. U

This uniform bound for the r-weighted energy estimate in the interior region is crucial for the energy
flux decay. It in particular implies that the terms involving the r-weighted energy flux on the right-hand
side of the energy estimate (59) and the integral of the energy flux estimate (60) have the right decay in
order to show the energy flux decay.

Proposition 32. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then in the

interior region, we have the energy flux decay
E[¢1(Z0) Su, Eolpley ", VT =0, (64)

Proof. Estimate (63) implies that

1537 [ Dy I(DR) Suy ()T E0ll. YO <T <.

Then using a pigeonhole argument like in the proof of Proposition 11 for the energy flux decay of the
Maxwell field in the interior, the energy decay estimate (64) for the scalar field follows from the energy
estimate (59), the integral of the energy flux estimate (60) and the r-weighted energy estimate (63). For a
detailed proof for this, we refer to Proposition 2 of [Yang 2015b]. O

4.3.3. Energy decay estimates for the first-order derivative of the scalar field. In this section, we derive
the energy flux decay estimates for the derivative of the scalar field. The difficulty is that the covariant
wave operator [14 does not commute with Dz. Commutators are quadratic in the Maxwell field and the
scalar field. In our setting, the Maxwell field is large. In particular, those terms cannot be absorbed. The
idea is to exploit the null structure of the commutators and to use Gronwall’s inequality adapted to our
foliation X;.
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In the following, we always use i to denote the weighted scalar field r¢, that is, v = r¢. The
first-order derivative of ¢ is abbreviated ¢, and the second-order derivative ¢,. More precisely, we denote
¢1 = Dz, ¢ = D¢ with Z any vector field in the set I' = {3;, Q;; = x;d; — x,;9;}. We use the same
notation for the weighted scalar field ¥, e.g., ¥/ =r Dz¢. For any function f, under the null coordinates
(u, v, w), we define

”f”i%LaOLi(D) ::/SUP/ |fI>dwdv,
v u w

where (u, v, w) are the null coordinates on the region D. Similarly, we have the notation || f |l 2712 (p)-
We can also define L,’:LgLZ, norms for general p, g, r.

To apply Corollary 24 for the exterior region and Proposition 32 for the interior region, it suffices to
control the commutator terms. However, we are not able to bound the commutator terms directly by using
the zero’s order energy estimates. One has to make use of the energy flux of the first-order derivative of
the solution and then apply Gronwall’s inequality. However, for the energy estimate for the first-order
derivative of the solution, the key is to understand the commutator [[14, Dz] with Z = 9, or the angular
momentum. The cases of d, and the angular momentum are quite different. The main reason is that the
angular momentum contains weights in » while d; does not. For the case when Z = d,, it is easy to bound
[La, Dy, 1¢. The only place we need to be careful is the charge part. For the case of Z = Q, the problem
is that the commutator [[14, Dgq] produces a term of the form Z" F,,, D¢ which cannot be written as a
linear combination of Dz¢. The estimate for the commutator terms heavily rely on the null structure. We
first show the following lemma for the commutator terms.

Lemma 33. When |x| > R, we have

[O4, Dz1¢| S lal DLyl + (el + 77 DI DLy |+ FI 1Pl + (T +rldl+ o |+ pDlgl.  (65)

When r < R, we have
I[Oa, Dz1¢| SIF|ID@|+|T]19]. (66)
Here F =dA and J =46 F.

Remark 34. In this paper, all the quantities involving Z should be interpreted as the sum of the quantity
for all possible vector fields Z in I" unless otherwise specified.

Proof. Let v = r¢. First, from Lemma 4 we can write
[Oa, Dz1¢ =2ir ' Z"F(,D*y +iVFF 2V + i (=22  Fyr ~'VFr +V#ZVF,).  (67)

We need to exploit the null structure of the above commutator terms. The first term is the main one.
Since we will rely on the r-weighted energy estimates, it suggests writing the main term in terms of
the weighted solution r¢. The second term is easy, as V# F},, is a nonlinear term of ¢ by the Maxwell
equation. Let’s first estimate the third term. When Z = , note that »~'Q is a linear combination of e;
and e;. We then can show that

Ir ' Z" Fu D" (r)| S el DL (r¢)| + |2l [ DL (rg)].
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This is the null structure we need: the “bad” component ¢« of the curvature does not interact with the
“bad” component Dy (r¢) of the scalar field. Similarly, when Z = 9;, the “bad” term r‘lgDL (r¢) does
not appear. More precisely, we have

r='Z" Fu D ) Sl + DI Pag) |+ | pl 1D, (rg).
For the second term on the right-hand side of (67), we note that V¥ F),, is a nonlinear term of ¢. We have
IVEFWZ 1 S (1 +rldDIgl.
For the third term on the right-hand side of (67), we show that
lip(—2Z" Fuyr ™' VFr + V*ZVFu) S (ol + 17 pDIgl.

The case when Z = 9, is trivial. To check the above inequality for the case when Z = €, it suffices to
prove it for the component €2, = x;dx — xd;. Then we can show that

—2QVF,,r 'Vt 4 VHQVF,, = 2Fj; — 2F (3,, Qj)
=2F (0, +0; — ;0,, w0y + O — wid,) —2F (9, Q)
= 2F(81 —a)jar, 3k —a)kar).

Here recall that w; = r_lxj. Since d; — w9, is orthogonal to L and L for all j =1, 2, 3, we conclude
that d; — w;d, is a linear combination of e; and e,. The desired estimate then follows, as the norm of the
vector fields 9; — w0, is less than 1. O

We begin a series of propositions in order to estimate the weighted spacetime norm of the commutators.
The estimates in the bounded region {r < R} are easy to obtain as the weights are finite. We now
concentrate on the region {r > R}. Let D, = D, N {|x| > R} and recall that D, = D} when T >0, or
D, = D*° otherwise. We first consider ||| D (r¢)|.

Proposition 35. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
€1 > 0, we have

IDLCO 210125,y Sias Eoller T3 " + €Iy [r ™' DLDL(r$)I(D:). (68)

Proof. The idea is to bound sup | Dy (r¢)| by the L? norm of Dy, Dy (r¢). In the exterior region when
D, = D, we can integrate from the initial hypersurface { = 0}. In the interior region, choose the
incoming null hypersurface H H (t i R)/2 8S the starting surface. Denote v = r¢. We show estimate (68)
for the interior region case, that is, when 0 < 71 < 12. On the outgoing null hypersurface H,+, for all
0 <71 <7t <1, we have

sup / |DL(r$)*(z*, v, ®) dw
v>(1+R) 2 Jo

S [ DepP (e 2R w)dot [ DL 1DLC) dvdo.
w H
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Integrate the above estimate from t; to 7, and apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to the last term.
From the integrated local energy estimate (59) and the energy decay estimate (64), we then derive

(%) —
/ sup / IDLr$) | dwdt Sp, Eolple; (w7 + eIy [r~ DL DLy (D)
71 v=2(R+71)/2 Jo

for all €; > 0. The case in the exterior region follows in a similar way. U
We also need the analogous estimate for Dy (r¢).

Proposition 36. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
€1 >0and0 < p <14y, we have

IrP2 DL, 5, Sits €1 E0ld1@) 7 + €115 r ™ DLDL(r$)I(Do). (69)

Here py = max{l +¢€, p} and p; = min{l + %e, p}.
Proof. Similar to the proof of the previous proposition, we choose the starting surface for Dy (r¢) to be

Hy+ in the interior region and the initial hypersurface {f = 0} in the exterior region. We only prove the
proposition for the exterior region case. Denote ¥ =r¢. On H v.7" » > —7*, we can show that

rf’/ DLy do S f(rP|DLw|2><—v, v, ®) dw

+/_w*(rp_l|Du/f|2+r”|Duﬁ|IDLDL(r<;5)|)cmzw.

The integral of the first term can be bounded by the assumption on the data. We control the second term
by using the r-weighted energy estimate. We bound the last term as follows:

rP\DLy | |DL DLy | S eir?ul? | DL DLy P + € PP u P DLy ?, Ve > 0.

When 2p > p;, we can use the r-weighted energy estimate (53) to bound the weighted integral of | Dy |.
Otherwise one can use interpolation and the integrated local energy decay estimate (56). For any case,
from the energy decay estimates (53), (56), (63) and (64) for ¢, one can always show that

// P2~y P Dy P dudv de Sy, Eolgle? .

Another way to understand the above estimate is to use interpolation. It suffices to show the above estimate
with p =0 and p = 1 4 yy. The former case follows by using the integrated local energy estimates for ¢,
while the later situation relies on the r-weighted energy estimate. Estimate (69) for the exterior region
case then follows. The interior region case holds in a similar way. U

As we only commute the equation with 9, or the angular momentum €2, to estimate the weighted
spacetime integral of D; Dy (r¢) in terms of Dz¢, we use the equation of ¢ under the null frame.

Lemma 37. Under the null frame, we can write the covariant wave operator [14 as
rOa¢ =rD"Dy¢ = —DLDL(r$) + P*(rd) —ip-r¢ = =D DL(r$) + P*(rd) +ip-r¢  (70)
for any complex scalar field ¢. Here P* = P Do + D% P, and p = %(dA)LL.
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Proof. The lemma follows by direct computation. U
This lemma leads to the following estimate for Dy Dy (r¢) and Dy Dy (r¢).

Proposition 38. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
1+€<p<14yp, wehave

L,y paclr T (DL DLV + DL DLW D) Su, Eoldl+ 115 [DSI(D) + I [PY11(Do). (T1)
Here ¢y = Dz, i = Dz(r¢) and y =r¢.

Proof. Let’s only consider the estimate for Dy Dy (r¢) in the interior region. The proof easily implies the

estimates for Dy Dy (r¢). The case in the exterior region is easier since in that region r > %u+‘ It hence

suffices to show the estimate for p = 1 + yp, which is similar to the proof for the interior region case.
Take D, to be Z_)g for 0 < 71 =t < 1p. From the equation (70) for ¢ under the null frame, we derive

rP|DLDL(rd)* SrP|Dad*r +rPlrépl? +rP|r~ P Doy |,

Here we note that |P?v|> < |r~' D Dgqr|. The integral of the first term on the right-hand side can be
bounded by &y[¢]. For the second term, we control ¢ by using Lemma 19. The last term is favorable as it
is a form of D Dzv. We absorb those terms with the help of the small constant €; from Propositions 35
and 36. According to our notation in this section, let ¢y = Dor. Forall 1 +€ < p <14 yy, we have

24+y0—p—2€ p-2 I+y—€ —1—
1.+V0P PP Sryo+f+70 r—/—¢ r>R.

Since the energy flux for ¢ decays from Proposition 32, using Lemma 19 we conclude that

f P16 do S, Eold)(r) 2.

Therefore, for all 1 +€ < p <1+ yy we can show that

// ri+y°_p_2€r”|DLDL(r¢)|2dv dudw
D2 -

Sy DadlD2) + 11 < (DG 1(DE) + I [ PY11(DE)
1% o] .
+/ ri*VO""ZG/ /rﬂ|¢|2dw.z/r2|£§2,5|2dwdvdu
71 %(‘L’-‘rR) w j<2 w

S, Eolpl+ 1L [DGI(DE) + I} [Py 1(DE
This finishes the proof. 0
Next we estimate the weighted spacetime norm of |«||Dy (r¢)].
Proposition 39. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Denote

Y =r¢. Forall14+€ < p <1+, € > 0, we have

/ f W PP a2 D (rg) P dx dt S, Eolgler o 4+ e 1T DLDLr N (Dr). (72)
D:
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Proof. Make use of Proposition 35. For all 1 +€ < p <1+ yp, we can show that
2
f / PPl PIDL @ dxdt SIDLV IRy eps - [P
Dr u-'v 0] T u v o T

2 )+1 pi
S ”DU/’”LngoLg(ﬁ,) 'Z||r(p/ g,
Jj=2

+ 61rf_l_yololﬁ[r*lDLDLW](Z_%)

2(Dx)

—-2-2
S, Solgle; 'l

for all €; > 0. As the above estimate holds for all T € R, from Lemma 20, we conclude that
f / TP P 0P| Dy (r) P dx dt S, Solpler T + e IS T DLD L I(Dy).
D:

This finishes the proof for estimate (72). O

Next we estimate the weighted spacetime integral of (|a| + r~ Y pD| D (r¢)|. One possible way to
bound this term, in particular «, is to make use of the energy flux through the incoming null hypersurface.
It turns out that we lose a little bit of decay in u# and we are not able to close the bootstrap argument later.
An alternative way is to use sup, fw |at|? dew, which has to exploit the equation for F. For 7 € R, denote

£
h(@) =Y L6 w2 o+ D / | dido. (73)

k<l k<2

Here (v, w) are coordinates of X, that is, (v, w) = (r, w) when r < R and (v, w) = (v, w) otherwise. We
cannot show that 4(7) decays in . However, we can show the following:

Corollary 40. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then the
function h(t) is integrable in t:

2
/ R dr S Myr f () dE S Myr 74)
71

T<T

forall0 <t <1yandt <O.

Proof. Using Lemma 20, the corollary follows from estimate (42) and the integrated local energy estimates
(24) and (25) for the Maxwell field F. O

We now can estimate the weighted spacetime integral of |«||Dpv|.

Proposition 41. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
l+e<p=<1+4+yp,e€ >0, wehave

/ / W G 21D, () 2P dx d
D:

<u, q// L TP R(E) PP\ DL (r D) P dv dw dT + € Eolplr TS 5
Dy
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Proof. Let  =r¢ and v = Dz(r¢). We first use Sobolev embedding on the unit sphere to bound

[iral DLyl S (Iral?, + lIrLogl?s) - (e IDLW I, + e DeDLVI), € > 0.

The proof for this estimate for all connections A follows from the case when A is trivial, as the norm
is gauge invariant. We in particular can choose a gauge so that the function is real, then make use of
estimate (42) of Proposition 17. We therefore can show that

2. (2+y+e—p)/2 2
[P 2u P | Dy | It2r2023,)
2

2 2/1/2
SR ILh el - a2 (PP DLl + e P IDLY N 2)
k<1

~2+yote—py ~ 2 2 2 2 -1 2 2
ST RE (@ P2 DDV I 1 + €l Pravr iy s + 6 Ir DLy 0 ) |

2712
LuLn

~2+yo+e— ~ 2 ~ 1 1+ 2 p/2 2
Safa WEEPRE) | rP | DLy P dvdwdT + e i YR gyl PRpp/ Dryllyoop2p2
f Hf* u vHw

70/2

~14€e—y, ~ I+yo—p/2 2
+ella " TR || gy w0 rozllLooLzLoollu

Vlizrze

Sm, €1 // TP @) PP I DLy P dv dow du + € o] T
D:
Here we have used the r-weighted energy estimates (27) and (28) and estimate (49) to bound ¢. U
For |r~!p|| D |, we have extra decay in r, which allows us to use Proposition 36.

Proposition 42. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
€1 > 0, we have

f/ u T pPIDL ) Pr Y dx dt Sy, € T DL DL (r ) (D) + € &), (76)
D,

Proof. The idea is that we bound p by using the energy flux through the incoming null hypersurface and
Dy (r¢) by using Proposition 36. In the exterior region, we need to specially consider the effect of the
nonzero charge. Other than that, the proof is the same for the interior region case. We thus take D, to be
D, with 7 <0. Let  =r¢. Forall 1 +¢ < p <1+ yy, we can show that

/ |r—1p|2|DLw|2rf’dxdr§/ BPIDLY PP dudvda)+/ lgoP1 DLy PP du dv do
D, D, D
—1-2
NMZ ”DLw”LzLooLZ('D )||rp||LooL2Loo(D ) +50[¢] "

S a1ty I DLDLY (D, + € oLl .



DECAY OF SOLUTIONS OF MAXWELL-KLEIN-GORDON EQUATIONS 1879

The above estimate also holds for the interior region case when D, = Dgf forall 0 <t =1 < 10. From
Lemma 20, we then can show, taking the interior region for example, that

// o o2 IDL Y PP dx di
Dy

153
<u, 61101+e[r—1DLDLw](D§f)+el/ T T DL DL Y (D) dt + €5 Eolp)

71
Suty €1 DLDLY (DR + € Sl
Here we note that Int < 5. O

Next we estimate r | F || D(r¢)|.

Proposition 43. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
€1 > 0, we have

/ / L BRI DG P dx di Sy, € Eold] + €1 / F RV ED bl (He) dE. (TT)

Proof. The idea is to use the energy flux through the outgoing null hypersurface to bound P (r¢) = Dq¢
and the integrated local energy estimate to control F. We only show the estimate in the exterior region.
Take D, to be D, for any T < 0. In the exterior region we have the relation r > %u+. Therefore, from
estimate (50) and the definition (73) of h(t), we can show that

// uIFPID ) Pt du dv de
D,

/ 1+y0/2< - / |£gf|2+|qor-2|2)dw)'/r|DQ¢|2dwdvdu
V k<2 @
§|qo|2f/
D

<u, Eolplr T + / (O hE)e E@l(Hz-) dT + €, f h(2u + R)E[Dz$)(H,) du

u

2
'WI dx dt—i—/( )EVOh(r)(el / |lD¢|2r2a’vdco—l—elE[Dz(P](Hf*)) d?
Hf*

Su, € Eolgplr ' VO**+el[fi*VOh(f)E[Dzm(Hf*)df.
T

Here we assumed that yp < 1 and € is sufficiently small. For the case yy = 1, the above estimate also
holds but in a different form where we have to rely on the r-weighted energy estimate. For the sake of
simplicity, we do not discuss this in detail when yy > 1. ]

Finally, we estimate the weighted spacetime norm of (|J|+ |[rJ| + |o| + Ir~1p])|¢|. We show:
Proposition 44. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
14+€e<p=<1+wp,wehave

/ f TP+ 1P+ 10>+ 1r P Prew’ P dx di Su, Eoldlr 7. (78)
D:
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Proof. Let’s first consider (|J|*>+ |o|> + |r~!p|?)|¢|>. The idea is that we bound ¢ by the energy flux.
Note that the nonzero charge only affects the estimates in the exterior region where r > %u+. From the

embedding (49) and the energy decay estimates (56) and (64), we can show that

f QIR+ 10+ 1r D)1 2ul P dudv doo
D.

g/ufy‘)*”’/ Zr”+1/(|£’§2J|2+IE’§20|2+|r_1£’§2,5|2—|—|q0r_3|2) da)-/r|¢|2da)dvdu
u v k§2 w w

S 5o[¢]/u_1:r€p/Zr”+1f(|£gfl2+|L"§20|2+Ir_lﬁg,5|2+|6]01’_3|2) dwdvdu
u v k§2 w

—Yo+e€
SMz Ty :

Here we used the r-weighted energy estimates (31) and (32) to bound the curvature components and the
definition for M, to control J. For |rJ|?|¢|?, the only difference is that we need to put more r weights
on ¢. By using the embedding inequality (49) and the energy decay estimates (56) and (64), we conclude
that

/ rl+p*7/0|¢|2 do §M2 ‘1:_{3_1_2}/0,
)

Therefore, we have

// ui+y0+€_p|rﬂ|2|¢|2rp+2du dvdw
D:

S/‘u—z:-)/o-‘rf—l?/‘ Z,ﬁﬂm/ wgmzdw./r1+P—V0|¢>|2da)du dv
u v @ @

k<2
S Sol$1 Y / / ul 3 Lk g2 deo dv du
k<2 7 /Pr
Su, Eololr ™.
Estimate (78) follows. O

Now it remains to consider the spacetime norm on the bounded region {r < R}.

Proposition 45. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then on the

bounded region {r < R}, for all 0 < 11 < 13 we have
©
f 7,1 / (04 D21 dx dt Su, Eoldl(T)T . (79)
T r<R
Proof. First we conclude from the energy estimate (64) that the energy flux of the scalar field decays:
E[$)(Z) Sy 7o . VT 20.
From the commutator estimate (66), we have

(04, Dz1¢| S |F|1Dg| 4171161
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For the first term, we make use of estimate (39):

~ 2
/ 1*”/ |F|2|D¢|dxdr§f sup [FI2(z. 2) E[1(En)z 7 dr
r<R T

1 xI<R
(2

Su, Eold] sup |F|*(t, x)dt

71 |X|<R

<u, Eolpl )y 7.

For |J||¢|, we use Sobolev embedding on the ball Bg with radius R at fixed time t:

[%) o
1 1
/ r:“)/ |J|2|¢>|2dxdz5/ r++y°||J||%1X1(BR)~||¢||§,X1(BR)dr
71 r<R 7
£ B
SJMz/ 50[45]/ IVJ12+|J 12 dx dt
71 r<R

i, Solgl(z)y .
Thus, estimate (79) holds. ]

Now, from Lemma 33, combine estimates (72) and (75)-(79). We can bound the first-order commutator.

Corollary 46. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
positive constants €| < 1, we have

1P, D211 = 0N + 1,104, DZ191((r = 0})
Sa @I DI = 0D + e 1P [Py1]({r = 0} N {r = R + &lple

+e1/r+ "h(t)E[Dz¢1(Z,) dt +61// ri”““”h(r)rpmml|2dvdwdr. (80)
R R J H«

Here ¢1 = Dz¢, wl = Dz(l”¢) and Z € F{a,, Q,’j}.

Proof. From Lemma 33, estimate (80) is a consequence of estimates (72), (75), (77), (76), (78) and (79).

The term / llj: [r~'Dy D ¥1(D) can further be controlled by using Proposition 38 with p =1+¢. O

Now we are able to derive the energy decay estimates for the first-order derivative of the scalar field.
Based on the result for the decay estimates for ¢ in the previous subsection, it suffices to bound Ey[Dz¢].

Proposition 47. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then we have
the bound

Eol[Dzp] Sm, E1lP]. (81)

Proof. First, by definition,

£l D291 < &[]+ 117104, DZ1@1({t = O} + 1174 [[Da. DZ1¢1({r = O}).
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Then from the previous estimate (80), the above inequality leads to
ElDz¢] S, €117 [DDzp1({r = O) + € I LY 1tz = 0} N {r = R} + Eilgle;

+61/ri*VOh(r)E[Dzm(Ef)erre]f/ TP () P | Dy P dv do dT
R RJH,«

for all 0 < €; < 1. Here ¢1 = Dz¢, Y1 = Dz(r¢) and the implicit constant is independent of €.
Now from the integrated local energy estimates (56) and (59) combined with Lemma 20, we can show

that -
I € [DDz¢p1({t = 0}) Sm, EolDzo].

I+y—e
By the energy decay estimates (23) and (64), we have the energy decay for Dz¢:
E[Dz¢1(Z:) Su, EolDzelry ™, VT eR.

Moreover, the r-weighted energy estimates (53) and (63) imply that
0 [ DD dvdot [ [ 1peDa dvdads Si D201,
Recall the deﬁnitiOI; for A(7) in line (73). By Coroll:;ry 40, we then can demonstrate that
/ TR E[DZz91(S0) dT S, 50[Dz¢]/ h(z)dt Sm, ElDz9l,

/ / 2 (1) 2| Dy P dv deodT S, 01D 7] / T h(D)dT S, Eol D).
r* R
We therefore derive that
EolDz¢]l S, €160[Dzl + €7 'E1lpl, VO <€ < 1.

Take €; to be sufficiently small, depending only on M>, yp, R and €. We then obtain estimate (81). [J

The above argument implies all the desired energy decay estimates for the first-order derivative of the
scalar field in terms of £ [¢]. Moreover, estimate (80) can be improved as follows:

Corollary 48. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
positive constants €| < 1, we have

LTPM04, D211t = O + 1,104, DZ191((r = 0) Sus, €1&ilp] +Eoldler . (82)

4.3.4. Energy decay estimates for the second-order derivatives of the scalar field. In this subsection, we
establish the energy decay estimates for the second-order derivative of the scalar field. Note that the
definition of M; records the size and regularity of the connection field A, which is independent of the
scalar field. In particular, Proposition 47 and Corollary 48 apply to ¢; = Dz¢:

ElDzd1] Sm, E1lgr],

[7°104, D¢ = 0) + 1104, DZ1¢1101r = 0) Su, €1E11o11+ Erldle; !
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for all 0 < €; < 1. Here &l¢1] Sum, E1l¢p] by Proposition 47. To derive the energy decay estimates for
the second-order derivative of the solution, it suffices to bound £[¢1]. As ¢; = Dz¢, by definition

Eiln] = Eold1] + Eln] + 11,7 1Dz0aei1({r = O + 1} 15 [Dz0aghy 1({r = O}
< &1+ 1] (D210, D219t = 0 + 1[F [D2[04. DZ19)({t = 0})
< &lp1+ 171Dz, [Oa. D211 = O} + 1} [[Dz. [Oa. DZ11¢1({r > O})
+ 171104, DZ1DZe)({t = O} + 1[4 [[D4. DZ1Dze)({t = O})
San E2@1+ LT °[IDz. [Oa. DZNG1(( = 0N + 1/ [[Dz. [Oa. D211$1({t > 0})
+ea&ilpi]+Eilple; !
for 0 < €; < 1. Let €; be sufficiently small. We then conclude that

Eilpi] S, E1P1+ 1T P1DZ. [Oa. D2NGI({r = 0) + 11 [[D2. [Da, D21 p1({r = O).

Therefore, bounding &[¢;] is reduced to controlling the second-order commutator [Dz, [[J4, Dz]]¢.
First, we have the following analogue of Lemma 33.

Lemma 49. Forall X,Y € I, whenr > R, we have
[Dx, [Oa, Dyl1¢| S0z, 4, DZ1¢1+ (IF 1P +Irallral +ro > + |rpl(lal + laD) ¢l (83)
When r < R, we have
I[Dx. [Da. DyN¢| SOz a. D211+ [0, DZ1¢| + [FI*[o). (84)

Here we note that Lz F = Lz dA =dLA.

Proof. First, from Lemma 4, we can write
[O4, Dx1¢ =2iX"F,,,D"¢ +iV"(F,, X")¢.
We need to compute the double commutator [ Dy, [[14, Dx]]¢ for X, Y € I'. We can compute that
[Dy, [Oa, Dx11¢p = Ly (2i X" Fyy D" +iV"*(Fuu X))
=2i(LyF)(D¢, X)+2i F([Dy, D¢], X) +2i F(D¢, [Y, X]) +iY (V' (F X"))9.

Here
[Dy, D¢] = D"¢[Y,V,]1+[Dy, D"]¢d,

= iFvaqbV“ — (VHY"+V"Y*)D,,¢0,.
As X, Y €T for I" = {0, @;;}, we conclude that X, Y are Killing:

VAXV 4+ VVXH =0, VAY"4+V'YH=0.
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This implies that the following term can be simplified:
Y(VH(Fu X)) =Y, VFIF(V,, X) + V*(Ly F)(Vu, X) + VFF(LyV,, X) + V¥ F(V,, Ly X)
=VH(LyF)(V,, X)+VEF(V,, [V, X]).
Therefore, we can write the double commutator as
[Dy, [Ua, Dx11¢ =2i(Ly F)(D¢, X) +iV*(Ly F)(Vy, X)
+2iF(D¢, Y, X)+iV*F(V,, Y, X1)¢p — 2Fy Fyu¢.
Note that [X, Y] € span{I"} for X, Y € I' = {9;, 2;;}. We thus can write
2iF (D¢, [Y, X1) +id" F(3,, Y, X1)¢ = [La, Diy.x11¢,

which can be bounded using Lemma 33. The term

2i(LyF)(D¢, X)+iV*(Ly F)(V,, X)

has the same form with [[14, Dx]¢ if we replace F' with Ly F. In particular, the bound follows from
Lemma 33. Therefore, to show this lemma, it remains to control Fy Fy,¢ for X, Y € I'. This term has
crucial null structure we need to exploit when r > R. The main difficulty is that the angular momentum
2 contains weights in r. If both X, Y € €, then

|F¥ Fyu| S lrallral + |ro .
If X=Y =09,, then
|Fy Fyu |l SIFP.

If one and only one of X, Y is d;, then the null structure is as follows:
|Fx Fypl STIFL Fopl +71F) Feypl
Srlel+loD(al+lal).
We see that the “bad” term r|a|> does not appear on the right-hand side. Hence
|Fy Fyul SIFP+rallral+Iro|*+rpl>, VX,Y €T.

Therefore, estimate (83) holds. On the bounded region {r < R}, null structure is not necessary and
estimate (84) follows trivially. O

The above lemma shows that the double commutator [ Dz, [[J4, Dz]]¢ consists of the quadratic part
(O kA Dz]¢, which can be bounded similarly to [[J4, Dz]¢ as we can put one more derivative Dz on
the scalar field ¢ when we do Sobolev embedding. It thus suffices to control those cubic terms in (83).
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Proposition 50. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then we have

YL O 4 DZ11( = 0D + 110 4, DZ161((E > 0)
k<1

S €U DG = 0 + e [ IPYal (e = 0} N {r = RY) + Elgle”

e / () Elga] (B0 dT + € / / 2P () P | DR dv deodT (85)

for all positive constants €. Here ¢y = D%(ﬁ, Yy = D% (r@). The function h(t) is defined in (73).

Proof. From Corollary 46 and the decay estimates for the first-order derivative of the scalar field, it
suffices to consider estimate (85) with kK = 1. The difference between estimate (80) and estimate (85)
is that F' is replaced with Lz F in (85). However, we are allowed to put one more derivative on the
scalar field (¢; = D¢ is replaced with D3 7®). Note that for the proof of estimate (80), the higher-order
derivative comes in when we use Sobolev embedding on the sphere to bound || F - D]l

IF-D@liz SO NESFl2 - I1Dllz or Y LS Fllz - |DDygll 2.
k<2 k<1

For estimate (85), the corresponding term £z F - D¢ can be bounded as follows:

IL2F-Dlls S D ILGLF 2 - IDDSll2  or L2F Nz Y  IDDSG L.
k<1 k<2

This is how we can transfer one derivative on F' to the scalar field ¢. In particular, estimate (85) holds. [J

From Lemma 49, to bound the double commutator, it suffices to control the cubic terms in (83) and (84).
We rely on the pointwise bound for the Maxwell field summarized in Propositions 14 and 17.

Proposition 51. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
14+€e <p <1+, wehave

B ose plUF P +1rallral +Iro? +|rpl(lel + laI)Igl1{z = 0, r > R})
1 e HIFP1011{t = 0, r < R} Sm, E1l¢). (86)

Proof. On the bounded region {r < R}, the weights r” have an upper bound. The Maxwell field F can
be bounded by using the pointwise estimate (40). We then can estimate the scalar field by using the
integrated local energy estimates. Indeed, for all 0 < 7; < 15, we can show that

(9] (]
/ / rJ1r+V°|F|4|¢|2dxdr§/ 17 sup | F|*¢ dx dt
T r<R

T

<, ()TE[B).
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For the cubic terms on the region {r > R}, let’s first consider |ra||re||¢|. We use the r-weighted energy
estimates (31) and (32) for the Maxwell field to control «, and the integrated decay estimate (42) of
Proposition 17 to bound «. The reason that we cannot use the pointwise bound (43) is the weak decay
rate there. The scalar field ¢ can be bounded by using Lemma 19. Indeed, for 1 +¢€ < p <1+ yy, we can
show that

Ip

Femve_plirel lrallgll(( = 0} N {r = R))

< // ui+y°+€_pr”+2|roz|2|rg|2|¢|2du dvdw

~

52//&“““"’#“0/ |rc’<za|2dw./ |r£kzg|2da)-/ rPHn 2k 012 dw dv du
u v w w w

k<1

<um, 51[¢]Z//ui+€_y°rl+”°/ |r£'§a|2da)~/ IrL&a|* dw dv du
u v w w

k<l

Sus 51[¢]Z/uf€_y°/rl+7’0/ |r£§oe|2dwdv-sup/ Ircha|® dwdu
v w w

k<14 v
Su, 51[45]/ Llfé_y“h(r) dt
R

SMz El [¢]
Here recall the definition of /(t) in (73), and the last step follows from Corollary 40.
For | F|?|¢|, we use the pointwise estimates (43) and (44) of Proposition 17 to bound the Maxwell
field F. The scalar field ¢ can be bounded using Lemma 19 as above. In the exterior region where the
Maxwell field contains the charge part gor ~> dt A dr, we have the relation r, > %u+. We can show that

IP

YiptepllFIP-01({t = 0} N {r = RY)

S // ui+70+€*[’rp+2lfl4|¢|2du dvda)—l- |q0|2// ui+yo+€fprp+2—8|¢|2du dvdo
t+R<r
Sy / / WP A / rlg de dv du + &[]
uJv w

<o E10] / / WP gy
u v

S, E11].

For |ro |?|¢|, for the same reason as in the case of |ra||ra||¢|, we are not allowed to use the pointwise
bound (44) to control o due to the strong r weights here. Instead, we use the r-weighted energy estimate
for o on the incoming null hypersurface together with the integrated decay estimate (46). We can show
that
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rp|r0| lp|? dxdt< rltr |r£ka| dw - |r/; olrdw- rp+1_y"|£k¢>|2da)dvdu
Z VA

<, E1lB) () P ZVOZ// 1+V0/ Ircto? dodu - sup/ Ircto? dodv

k<l

1+p—-2
SMZ Sl [¢](Tl)+ P Z ||r£ZG||L2LwL2 (Drl)
k<l

Su, E1lpl(x) TP,

This holds for all 7; € R. Since
243p—€e—p>24+pw+e—p, 0<p<Il+y,

from Lemma 20, we obtain

1 ve liro Poldt = 0) N {r = RY) Sur, E4l0).

Finally, for |rp|(Ja| + |@|)|¢]|, we need to take into consideration the charge effect in the exterior region.
Except for this charge, the proof for the interior region case is the same. Let’s merely estimate this cubic
term in the exterior region. In particular, take D,, to be D, for some 7; < 0. By using the r-weighted
energy estimate for p and the pointwise bound (43) and (44) for F, for 0 < p <1+ yp we then can show
that

/f PP rp(ja* + |2)?) |9 du dvdo
Dy,

/ lgolr? (la|* + P[] dudvdw+f/ rPPrp P (o + leH)1¢l? du dvdo
Drl Dr1

S, E1lP1 T~ 2V°+Z/fr” 1/ Irc |2dw-sup<|rg|2+|ra|2>-/r|£kz¢|2dwdvdu

k<l

S, EGIEDT T+ ELGITNTT Y / / r~Yr Ll pl du dv de

k<l

<u, E1lpl(x)) ;.

Here the last term is bounded by using the r-weighted energy estimates for p. As 1 is arbitrary, from
Lemma 20, we derive that

1y ey lrp- (el +1a) - @13t = 00N {r = R) Su, E1[¢1,  1+e<p <1+
To summarize, we have shown (86). O

Propositions 50 and 51 together with Lemma 49 lead to the desired estimates for the double commutator
[Dx, [Uy4, Dy]] for X, Y € I'. Then by the argument at the beginning of this section, we have control of
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& Dx Dy¢]. By using the same argument as Proposition 47, we then can bound &[Dyx Dy ¢] by & [¢].
This then implies the decay of the second-order derivative of the scalar field.

Proposition 52. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then for all
X, Y eT', we have the bound

ElDx Dydl Su, E219]. (87)
Proof. From the argument at the beginning of this section (before Lemma 49), we derive that
&[Dx Dyl Su, L2101+ Illieyo[[DX, [Oa, Dyll¢]({r = 0}) + lllj:)fo[[DX, [La, Dylle]({r = 0}).
Then by Lemma 49 and Proposition 50, for all 0 < €; < 1 and X, Y € I, we conclude that

EIDx Dydl Sw, 11,5 < (D21t = O + €1 1) [Pyl ({t = 0} N {r = R})

+&ilole;! +61/

(D) Elgal(S0) dr + 6 f / D o (1) 1P| Dy g P dv deo
R R J Hx

where ¢ = DxDy¢ and ¢, = DxDy(r¢). The proposition then follows by the same argument as
Proposition 47. 0

4.4. Pointwise bound for the scalar field. Once we have the bound (87), from Proposition 32 and
Corollary 24, we obtain the energy flux decay estimates as well as the r-weighted energy estimates for
the second-order derivatives of the scalar field. In other words, simply assuming M, is finite (see the
definition of M; in (35)) and the charge ¢gg is small, we then can derive the energy decay estimates for
the second-order derivatives of the scalar field. For the MKG equations, J = 8§ F = J[¢] is quadratic in
¢. To construct global solutions, we need to bound these nonlinear terms. In this section, we show the
pointwise bound for the scalar field with the assumption that M, is finite.

We start with an analogue of Proposition 14 regarding the pointwise bound of the scalar field in the
finite region {r < R}. Similarly to the pointwise bound of the Maxwell field, we use elliptic estimates.
However as the connection field A is general, we are not able to apply the elliptic estimates for the flat
case directly. We therefore establish an elliptic lemma for the operator A4 = Zf:] D; D; first. Let B,
be the ball with radius R; in R3. Define

1Bl it sy = Y, ID;iDjy -+ D@l + 1l 15y, k= 1.
1<ji<3

Then we have the following lemma.
Lemma 53. We have the elliptic estimates
101112082, Stk ko 184D N 2208 + (1 I F ooy + 1 Nt oo bl iy (88)

forall Ry < Ry. Here the constant M, is defined in line (35) and J = §(dA) or J; = Bi(dA),-j.
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Proof. The proof is similar to the case when the connection field A is trivial. For the case when the scalar
field ¢ is compactly supported in some ball Bg,, using integration by parts we can show that

f DiDJ-d)-DiDj(pdx:—/ D;D;Dj¢- D¢ dx
Bg, Br

N _/ D;DiDi¢-Di¢dx — | [D;D;i, Djl¢-Dj¢dx
Bg, B,

:f |Aa¢)?dx — | ~/—1(2F;D;i¢+8;Fij¢)- D;¢p dx.
BRl

Bg,

Estimate (88) then follows.
For a general complex function ¢, we can choose a real cut-off function x which is supported on the
ball Bg, and equal to 1 on the smaller ball Bg,. By direct computation, we can show that

IAAGX O 128,y = X DA +20i x - Dip+ Ax - Sl 128y,
S NAAGN L2y, + 181 a1 (8ry)-
The lemma then follows from the above argument for the compactly supported case. (I

We assume [14¢ verifies the extra bound
2
f / DO+ Dz DO4¢ dx dt < CEIPIT); T, 0<t<m (89)
71 Jr<2R

for some constant C depending only on R. For solutions of (MKG), one has [14¢ = 0 and the above
bound trivially holds. The above elliptic estimate adapted to the connection field A implies the following
pointwise bound for the scalar field ¢ on the compact region {r < R}.

Proposition 54. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds and the
inhomogeneous term [ ¢ verifies the bound (89). Then for all 0 < t and 0 < 1| < 7o, we have

/ 2sup<|D¢|2+|¢|2><r,x>dr§ / / ID*Dg|* + | dx dt S, ElDI(T)T ", (90)
T T] r<R

1 x[=R
IDGI*(z, %) +1¢1*(x, ) S, Elples ", Vix| < R. )
Proof. At the fixed time 7 > 0, consider the elliptic equation for the scalar field ¢ = D’éq&:
Aagi = Di Dy + Di0a¢ +[Oa, DY14.

Proposition 14 together with Proposition 17 indicate that the Maxwell field F' is bounded. The definition
of M, shows that

T+1
1131, sf IVIP+18,VIP + TP +18,J 1 dx dt S M.
T
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Here Bpg, denotes the ball with radius R; at time . Then by the previous Lemma 53, we conclude that
19k 1312y ) St 1P Deill7 2,y + I DZEABN7 2 5,y + 1040 DEIGNT ) + 10371,
This gives the H? estimates for D;¢ and ¢. To obtain estimates for D ¢, commute the equation with D;:
AaDj¢p =D;D;D;¢p+ DU+ [As, Djl¢p =D;D;Di¢p+ D;Lsp +~—1Q2F;;Dip + 0, F;;p).

Then using Lemma 53 again, we obtain

2 2 2
”DJ¢||H2(BR) SMz ||Dj¢I|H1(B3R/2) + ||AADj¢”L2(B3R/2)

2 240112 2
ot 1015, + 1D DB 5 1D 0

Here we have used the facts |F|?> < M> and ||J ||§1,1 (Bar) < M,. Then for the pointwise bound (91), we

need to show the energy flux decay through B,y at time 7. This can be fulfilled by considering the energy
estimate obtained by using the vector field 9, as multiplier on the region bounded by {t = 7} and X;_g
(recall that X, = H;~ for negative t < 0). Corollary 27 together with Propositions 32 and 52 then imply
that

E[DY¢)(Bag) S EIDEGI(E.r) + (r — R &IDY ¢ S, Eldlr ", k<2

For the flux of the inhomogeneous term D[J4¢ and the commutator term [Dz, [14]¢, we can make use
of the integrated local energy estimates. More precisely, combine the above H? estimates for ¢, = Dléqb,
k=0,1, and D;¢. We can show that

2 2
1D, + D NPk U2,
k<1

Sm, E[D%¢1(Bog) + ||DDA¢||i2 5.y T 10A, Dz]¢lliz B
(Bar) (B2r)
<2

T+1
<unr Sl T+ f f IDOAGP + D, DO dx dt + 13D [0, DZSIDI_ )
T r<2R
Sm, 52[¢]T;1_y°-
Here we have used the bound

I F D104, DZ161{t = 0)) S, Exgalpl,  k=0,1,

which is a consequence of the proof in the previous section (see the argument in the beginning of
Section 4.3.4). Then Sobolev embedding implies the pointwise bound (91) for ¢.
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For the integrated decay estimate (90), we integrate the H> norm of D ¢ from time 1 to 75:

©
2
fr 10915,y 4T S / D DY 1325, T IPOAGN T2, + 1[04, D211 72, dT

<2

< Y17 IDLSIDE R>+/ | DT ds e + 11102, DA1@IDE )
1<2 r=

<, Sl .

Here we have used the integrated local energy estimates for the second-order derivative of the scalar field.
Then Sobolev embedding implies the integrated decay estimate (90). ([l

Remark 55. For the Sobolev embedding adapted to the connection A, it suffices to establish the L”
embedding in terms of the H' norm. As the norm is gauge invariant, we can choose a particular gauge
so that the function is real. For a real function f we have the trivial bound || D4 f||;2 > ||9f ||;2. This
explains the Sobolev embedding we have used in this paper adapted to the general connection field A.

Next we consider the pointwise bound for the scalar field outside the cylinder {r < R}. The decay
estimate for ¢ easily follows from Lemma 19, as we have energy decay estimates for second-order
derivatives of ¢. However, this does not apply to the derivative of ¢ due to the limited regularity (only
two derivatives). Like with the Maxwell field in Proposition 17, we rely on Lemma 16.

Proposition 56. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, so that Corollary 22 holds. Then we have
the pointwise bound

DL DY 1210012 5.y Sits Exsa )T 7 k=0.1, (92)

IPP DL DS o 5., Stz Ert[BIETHTT 0= p<idyo—de, k=01, (93)

rP(IDLr) > + P d) ) (T, v, ©) Si, 52[¢]ff_l_y°, 0<p<l+mn, (94)
DL (T, v, @) Sup, Exlplr, T, (95)
rP1p1(z, v, @) Sap, Ealplr? 2T, l<p<2. (96)

Remark 57. If we have one more derivative (assume M3), then we have a better estimate for [P (r¢), as
we can write it as Dz¢.

Proof. Estimate (92) follows from (68) and (71) together with the r-weighted energy and integrated local
energy estimates for the scalar field Dl}qb, k < 2. Estimate (93) is a consequence of (69) and (71).

For the pointwise bound for the scalar field, let ¢y = D’é(j), Y = D’é (r¢), k < 2. First, the r-weighted
energy estimates (53) and (63) imply that

f r?IDLYl* dvdew Sp, 5k[¢]ff_l_yo, k<2, 0=<p=l+n.
H
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From the r-weighted energy estimate for ' and Lemma 19, we can bound the commutator:

/rpuDZ,DL]x/flzdvdwsf rP(|FzLDz¥|* + Lz Fzi ¥ %) dv dw
H* HT*

T

SZf rP(Ly pyial® +1r Lyl [Yi-1]) dv do
H

<1
at, ElDlgol T 4 Sl
S, Sl

Here the charge part only appears when 7 < 0. The previous two estimates lead to
f rPIDY Dy DYy dvde Su, 61T, k+1<2, 0<p=<l+n.
Hyx

To apply Lemma 16, we need the energy flux for D; Dy . From the null equation (70) for the scalar
field, on the outgoing null hypersurface H,, for k =0, 1, we can show that

f rP|Dy D) dv dw s/ rP(lo - rp|* 4+ 1r ' P Doy )* + [r0adi|*) dv dw
Hx

H,x

11—
Sw Exnrlpley™ 7.

Here the first term p - 71/ has been bounded in the above commutator estimate for [D%, D ]v. The
second term |r~ 1D Do|? can be bounded by the energy flux of £2ZF through H,;+ as p < 2. The bound
for O a¢x follows from the argument in Section 4.3.4 where we have shown that & [¢x] Sum, Ealdr—1]
for k =0, 1. Now commute Dy with ¢, = Déw. First, we can show that

|DL[DL, Dz | SILFLzI Y|+ FzL|IDL]
S ULCra)|+IrLzal+ILpDIY |+ (ol + [raD DLyl

On the right-hand side, the second term is easy to bound as we can control the Maxwell field p, ra by
the L°° norm shown in Proposition 17 and the scalar field i by the r-weighted energy estimates. For the
first term, we have to use the null structure equations of Lemma 5 to control L(r«), Lp. Indeed, we can
show that

frP|DL[DL,Dz]w|2dvdw,§M2f rP|DEDLY > +rP(IL(re)|* + |rLzal* + | Lp)?) 1] dv dw
H.

¥

<, 82[¢](r£“‘”’+f rP(|La(p, o, )| + |rJ|2+|p|2>dvdw)
H»

Su, Ealplc? T
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Here we can bound p, o, o by the energy flux as p < 2. For the inhomogeneous term J we can use one
more derivative Lj,. In particular, we can show that

Z/ rP(|D, DD,y > + | Do DD,y + |D D, w1 dvdw
k<1 ¥ He*

<Z/ rP(\DYD >+ |DLIDz, DLW + DL DL D2y > + Dy, DL D2y ) dv do
<2

11—
Su, Exrl@ley ™ 7.

Then using Lemma 16 and Sobolev embedding, we derive the pointwise estimate for Dy ¥ (see Remark 55
for the Sobolev embedding adapted to the connection A). This proves the first part of (94).

For Dy and D (r¢), we make use of the energy flux through the incoming null hypersurface H.,
which is defined as H v when 7 <0 or H 5* Y when 7 > 0. From the energy estimates (53), (56), (63)
and (64), we obtain the energy flux decay

f DDA+ [ PDY 2+ 27 | Do Dy + 12| Dy Dol du do <u, E2[$100
H.

fork <2and 0 < p <14 yp. As D(r¢) = Dq¢, the above estimates together with Lemma 16 indicate

that -~
rP|Dao|* S, E0P1T T, 0<p<1+np.

Thus the second part of (94) holds.
For Dp v, we need to pass the D, derivative to . We can compute the commutator:

D7, DLIy| S (IrLzal+1LzpD Y|+ (ral+ o) Dz |.

We can bound v using Lemma 19 and p, o using the energy flux through H,. Then the previous energy
estimate implies that

/ 1DYD, DLy +1r ' DY Y P dudw Sy, Sl T, k+1<2. (97)
H,
To apply Lemma 16, we also need an estimate for Dz Dy . We use the null equation (70) to show that
/ DL Dpyi* dudew Sy, Sl 0, k<1,
H,

The proof of this estimate is similar to that through the outgoing null hypersurface we have done above.
To pass the Dy derivative to v, we commute Dy with ¢ = Dz

|DLIDL, Dz1Y| S IDLy|(ral+ oD + ¥ [(Lpl + |L(re)| + [0, (ra)]).

Again we can bound Dy using the energy flux and ra, p by the L norm. For the second term, ¥ can
be bounded using Lemma 19, and the curvature components Lp, L(ra) are controlled by using the null
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structure equations (7) and (8). More precisely, we can show that

f |D,D4D, v duda)</ |DL[Dz, DL 1>+ |D, D D5y > +|Dy, D, Dy |* dudw
k<l

<u, Sl T

This estimate and (97) combined with Lemma 16 imply the pointwise bound (95) for Dy .
The pointwise bound (96) for ¢ follows from Lemma 19:

fr”lD $P(r. v, 0)do Sy, &l@)T! T, k<2, 1<p=<2,
w
together with Sobolev embedding on the sphere. U

5. Bootstrap argument

We use a bootstrap argument to prove the main theorem. In the exterior region, we decompose the full
Maxwell field F into the chargeless part and the charge part:

F = F +q0X r>t+R}" dt Adr.

We make the bootstrap assumption
my <2& 98)

on the nonlinearity J, = V' F,, = 3(¢ - D,,¢) = J,[¢]. Here recall the definition of m; in (35). Since
the nonlinearity J is quadratic in ¢, m, has size £2. By assuming that £ is sufficiently small, we then
can improve the above bootstrap assumption and hence conclude our main theorem. The smallness of £
depends on M. Without loss of generality, we assume £ < 1 and M > 1.

In the definition (35) for M,, the main contribution is Eé[F ] with F the chargeless part of the Maxwell
field on the initial hypersurface {r = 0}. As the scalar field ¢ solves the linear equation [J4¢ = 0, we
derive from the definition (47) for &[¢] that &[¢] = Eg[d)]. The definition for E’é[l‘_7 ] and Eg [¢] has
been given in (6). To proceed, we need to bound Eé[l7 ] and &;[¢] in terms of M and &, which is shown
in the following lemma.

Lemma 58. Assume that the initial data set (E, H, ¢, ¢1) satisfies the compatibility condition (2) and
that the norms M, & defined before Theorem I are finite. Then we can bound E 2[ F]and Eg[ 2[¢] as follows:

E}FISM, EHplSmE.

Proof. To define the norm E'g [¢], we need to know the connection field A on the initial hypersurface {r = 0}.
As the norm E’g [¢] is gauge invariant, we may choose a particular gauge. Let A = (A1, Ay, A3)(0, x),
Ag = Ap(0, x). We want to choose a particular connection field (Ao, A) on the initial hypersurface to
define the gauge invariant norm Ej[¢].

It is convenient to choose the Coulomb gauge to make use of the divergence-free part E% and the
curl-free part E' of E. More precisely, on the initial hypersurface {t = 0}, we choose (A, A) so that
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div(A) = 0. Then the compatibility condition (2) is equivalent to
AAg=—3(do- 1) =—Jo(0), VxA=H.

Define the weighed Sobolev space

Wl {7 | Slas s, < oo,
1Bl=<s

For the special case p =2, let Hy 5 = Wéa. Denote [ = {2,0;},6 = %(1 + y0). By the definition of M,
ILEH myy SM'?, k<2, ZeT.

Then from Theorem 0 of [McOwen 1979] or Theorem 5.1 of [Choquet-Bruhat and Christodoulou 1981a],

we conclude that o
<MV? k<2, ZeTl.

~

K
”‘CZA”HI,B—I

This is the desired estimate for the gauge field A. With this connection field A, we then can define the
covariant derivative D = V + +/—1 A in the spatial direction. Therefore,

1D$ (0, )l = I1Doll o + 11l < €2+ 1 Allyz, l1goll s,
By the same argument, and commuting the equations with D5, we obtain the same estimates for D ¢:
IDDY (0, )y, SEVPMY, k<2,

To define the covariant derivative Dy, we need estimates for Ag. The difficulty is the nonzero charge.
Take a cut-off function y (x) = x (Jx|) such that x = 1 when |x| > R and vanishes for |x| < %R. Denote
the chargeless part of Ag and Jy as follows:

Ag=Ao+xqor™",  Jo(0) :=Jo— Alxqor™").
By the definition of the charge gg, we then have
AAy = —Jy(0), / Jo(0) dx = 0.
R3
Recall that Jo(0) = J(¢o - ¢1). Using Sobolev embedding, we can bound
IIJ_o(O)IIW(i/ZZ; S lqol + dllw, lgollws, < 1gol +llillwg Nidollwz, < €-
Then from Theorem 0 of [McOwen 1979] again, we conclude that

A <
1Aollyzz <€
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Here the condition that Ay is chargeless guarantees A to belong to the above weighted Sobolev space.
Then using the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequality, we derive that
o7 S 1/2 So7 1/2
1V Aol o512 S IV ANl S IV VAN, S E.

0,26—1 WO,ZS

By definition, one has E = 8, A — V A(. By our gauge choice, ;A is divergence-free and V Ay is curl-free.
In particular, we derive that E9 = 3;A and E' = —V A(. Take the chargeless part. We obtain that
E" =V A( when |x| > R. Therefore, we can bound the weighted Sobolev norm of the chargeless part of
the Maxwell field F on the initial hypersurface as follows:

IF |05 < IWF Xqi<ry 1 Hos + 1 CE L HD X112 Ry | Ho s
SIF xqx1<ry oy + ICEY HD X112 Ry 05 + NE X112 R) .5

<MY 4|1V Al gy, S M2

~

Similarly, we have the same estimates for E"Z F, k <2, that is,

<MV k<2

~

P =

”EZF”Hoa

To derive estimates for D’%qﬁ and C"ZF on the initial hypersurface, we use the equations
WE—-VxH=3(-Dp), ,H+VxE=0, D,¢p=DD¢p

to replace the time derivatives with the spatial derivatives. The inhomogeneous term J(¢ - D¢) or the
commutators [D;, D] could be controlled using Sobolev embedding together with Holder’s inequality.
The lemma then follows. U

The above lemma then leads to the following corollary:

Corollary 59. Let (¢, A) be the solution of (MKG). Under the bootstrap assumption (98), we have
My SM, &[pISmE.
Proof. The corollary follows from the definition of M, and &[¢] in (35) and (47) together Lemma 58. [

From now on, we allow the implicit constant in < to also depend on M, that is, B < K means that
B < CK for some constant C depending on yy, R, € and M. The rest of this section is devoted to
improving the bootstrap assumption.

To improve the bootstrap assumption, we need to estimate m, defined in (35). On the finite region
{r < R}, the null structure of J[¢] is not necessary as the weights of r are bounded above. When r > R,
the null structure of J[¢] plays a crucial role. Note that J;, and J = (J,,, J,,) are easy to control as
they already contain “good” components [P¢ or Dy (r¢). The difficulty is to exploit the null structure of
the component J; which is not a standard null form as defined in [Klainerman 1984; 1986]. The null
structure of the system is that J; does not interact with the “bad” component « of the Maxwell field.

For nonnegative integers k, write ¢y = D%qﬁ, Yy = D/} (ro), Fr = LIEF in this section. First we expand
the second-order derivative of J[¢] = J(¢ - D).
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Lemma 60. Let X be L, L, e, e;. Then we have
IL5J|+|VL7J| < D1l 1Dl + |p1||D*¢l + 1911 D*¢1| + IVF| 11> + |F||DlIpl, x| < R;

1
P IS Y Wl IDxva i+ Y LY Fzx| [y |1, x| > R.
k<2 L+h+13<1

Proof. By the definition of the Lie derivative £z, we can compute

LzJx =Z(Jx)—Jr,x =3(Dz¢ - Dxp+¢-DzDx¢ — ¢ - Dz x14)
=3(¢1-Dxp+¢-Dxp1+¢ - (Dz, Dx]— Dz x)9)

= (¢ - Dxdr1) — Fzxl¢).

Here we note that [Dz, Dx] — Diz x1 = —1Fzx for any vector fields Z, X, and we omitted the
summation sign for [ =0, 1. Take one more derivative V (recall that V is the covariant derivative in the
spatial direction). The estimate on the region {r < R} then follows.

Similarly, the second-order derivative expands as follows:

Eyﬁzjx = Yf,z.]x - ﬁzJ[Y’X]
= YJ(¢r - Dxd1-1) — Y (Fzx|$|*) — 3(¢r - Dy x1é1-1) + Fziy x1lo1
= (¢ - Dxo_x) — (Ly Fzx + F[Y,Z]X)|¢|2 + IV —1¢; - Fyxpi_)) — FzxY|p|?

for any vector fields X, Y, Z € I'. Here we have omitted the summation sign for k =0, 1,2 and [ =0, 1.
Note that
S(¢- Dxp) =r~*I(r¢- Dx(r¢)), [Y,Z]l=0or eI

The estimate on the region {r > R} then follows. Thus the proof of the lemma is finished. [l
Next we use the above bound for J[¢] to improve the bootstrap assumption.

Proposition 61. Assume that the charge qq is sufficiently small, depending only on €, R and yy, so that
Corollary 22 holds. Then we have

my < CE (99)
for some constant C depending on M, €, R and yy.

Proof. Since M, < M, all the estimates in the previous section hold. In particular, we have the energy
flux and the r-weighted energy decay estimates for the scalar field and the chargeless part of the Maxwell
field up to second-order derivatives. Moreover, the pointwise estimates in Propositions 14, 17, 54 and 56
hold.

Let’s first consider the estimate of |J|r~2 in the exterior region. We have the simple bound that
|JL| < |Dro||¢|. We can control Dy ¢ by using the energy flux through the incoming null hypersurface
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H, and ¢ by the L* norm. In particular, for any t < O we can show that

o0 1/2 1/2
// |JL|r—2dxdz§/ </ |DL¢|2r2duda)> (/ |qb|2r_2duda)) dv
;oo - —T* H, - H,
00 12
5/ t+(l+y°)/2</ r_41:+yodudw> dv
—T* H,

o0
< / D UF2/2,372 gy < g,
_-[*

N

N

We remark here that we cannot use the integrated local energy to bound the above term due to the exact
total decay rate of |Jp | r~2. As |go| < &, we therefore obtain

|qo|supzfy°// |Jplr2dxdt <&, V<O,
D;®

<0

Next we consider the estimates on the compact region {r < 2R}. As |¢| = |Dz¢| < |D¢| when |x| < R,
we can bound ¢, ¢, D¢ and F by the L°>° norm obtained in (40) and (91). Then D?¢; and VF can be
controlled using the integral decay estimates (39) and (90) on {r < R}. To derive estimates for D¢y or
VF on the region {R < r < 2R}, we use (MKG). From Lemma 37 and Lemma 5, we can show that

|D*¢1|+EIVF| S Dol + |DLDLY |+ | FlIgi |+ E(1L2FI+ L0, rPo, ra)| + | L(ra)])
S Do+ (Uadil + [ Fllgil +ELZF |+ T]).

Here we omitted the easier lower-order terms. On the region {R <r < 2R}, the set I" only misses one
derivative, which could be recovered from the equation. From Lemma 60, we can show that

I sa 1L T+ VL2 ({r <2RY)

[e.¢]
gs/ rf/ |D¢1|* + E|IVF> + | D) dx dt
0 r<2R

o0
562+5/ r?:f Ds 2+ [Daci P+ |F 1112+ EALL F2 4+ 1) dx de
0 R<r<2R

SE+ERDAdI(r = R) + EXLII1(Ur = RY) S €2

Here the implicit constant also depends on M and we only consider the highest-order terms. The second
to last step follows as the integral from time t; to tp decays in 7. Hence the spacetime integral is bounded,
using Lemma 20. The bound for [14¢; follows from Proposition 47 and the spacetime norm for J is
controlled by the bootstrap assumption.

Next, we consider the case when |x| > R, where the null structure of J plays a crucial role. For |£ZZ Jil,
Lemma 60 implies that

P12 00 Sl DL+ (rLhal + 125 oD W | W11y - -
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Here the indices k, 2 —k, 1 —1; — I, [1, [, are nonnegative integers and we only consider the highest-order
term as the lower-order terms are easier and could be bounded in a similar way. On the right-hand side of
the above inequality, after using Sobolev embedding on the sphere, we can bound || using Lemma 19
and Dy, |a|, p using the integrated local energy estimates. Indeed we can show that

L s 0 L5 T = RY)

// C 2 L2 0 P dudew d
H*

2
// —1—€ 1+y0+2€/|1ﬁ2|2dw‘f|DL‘//2|2dw+/|r£ ozl +|E p| dow - (/|1p2| dw) dvdrt
1/2
/ / gl 1“0”6( f |wz|2dw> dvdt
<0 10}

1+2€ ¢2|2 2 1+2€ |E2F|2 2 —4te+yy
<E dxdt +& dx dt + E%qol? rJr dvdt
ok r+ T r+ <0

< 511;‘2:[D¢2]<{r >0+ 5 [czzfmr > 0)) + |qol*E* < &%

Here, after using Sobolev embedding on the sphere, we dropped the lower-order terms like ¥, ¥. In
the above estimate, we have used the decay estimates fw Vi l>do < E t;yo by Lemma 19. The last step
follows from the integrated local energy decay (see, e.g., estimate (64)) and Lemma 20. We also note that
in the exterior region, r > ;ur

For J;, Lemma 60 indicates that

P12 00 Sl DL+ (rLhal 4+ 1£5 oD W, | W11y - .

Similarly, after using Sobolev embedding, we control ¥ by using Lemma 19. Then for Dy v, |£’%oz| we
can apply the r-weighted energy estimates. For p, we split it into the charge part gor ~2 and the chargeless
part which can be bounded by using the energy flux decay estimates. More precisely, for € < p <1+ yy,
using the estimate r ! L, 1Y > do < 51;1_7/0 we can show that

17 122J0dr = RY)

I+yote—p
p=1_l+yote—p 2,2 ;2
=/f ryoT, |reL;Jr|"dvdwdt
T Tk

55// rﬁti_PlDL¢2|2dwdvdt+52// rffi_p_yo(lrﬁ a| +|E ,0| Vdwdvde
T ¥ Hr*
+52/ /r”llqolzr“rim”’ dv dt
<0

—p—1-— —p—yo—1— —p—1-—
,SEZ/Ti P V0+P+Ti ) y°+p+ri PTG 4 2g0? < €%
T
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Next, for J, Lemma 60 shows that

P21L20) < Wkl 1PV + (Lo |+ |1 Lsal + 1L D) W [ [V1—1, 1.

Like the previous estimates for Jr, Ji, for all € < p <y we can show that

Illiﬁi)+e_p[£%ﬂL]<{r > R))

// — 1+V0+5 P| 2[: ﬂ|2dvd(l)df
<5// Pt Py dwdvdt+52ff PP (Lo )2 + 1L (@, @) |?) dw dv dt

55// r_{°(|1p¢f2|2+5|rclzl(a,a)|2)dwdvdr+52// ri=¢|chal? dodvdr
T ¥ T *
<é&2

Here /1 < 1. The last term is bounded by using the integrated local energy estimates. This relies on the
assumption that yp <1—¢€ < 1. For 3 > 1, we then can use the improved integrated local energy estimate
for the angular derivatives of ¢ or o, or we can move the r weights to ¢.

Combining the above estimates, we have (99). ]

By choosing £ sufficiently small depending only on M, €, R and yy, we then can improve the bootstrap
assumption (98). To prove Theorem 1, we can choose R = 2. Then for sufficiently small £, we can bound
my and M. The pointwise estimates in the main Theorem 1 follow from Propositions 14, 17, 54 and 56.
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INVARIANT DISTRIBUTIONS AND THE GEODESIC RAY TRANSFORM

GABRIEL P. PATERNAIN AND HANMING ZHOU

We establish an equivalence principle between the solenoidal injectivity of the geodesic ray transform
acting on symmetric m-tensors and the existence of invariant distributions or smooth first integrals with
prescribed projection over the set of solenoidal m-tensors. We work with compact simple manifolds, but
several of our results apply to nontrapping manifolds with strictly convex boundary.

1. Introduction

The present paper studies the geodesic ray transform of a compact simply connected Riemannian manifold
with no conjugate points and strictly convex boundary. Our main objective is to establish an equivalence
principle between injectivity of the ray transform acting on solenoidal symmetric m-tensors and the
existence of solutions to the transport equation (associated with the geodesic vector field) with prescribed
projection over the set of solenoidal m-tensors.

The Radon transform in the plane is the most fundamental example of the geodesic ray transform. It
packs the integrals of a function f in R? over straight lines:

o0
Rf(s,w)z[ flsw+tot)dt, seR weSk
—0Q0

Here w is the rotation of w by 90 degrees counterclockwise. The properties of this transform are well
studied [Helgason 1999] and constitute the theoretical underpinnings for many medical imaging methods
such as CT and PET. Generalizations of the Radon transform are often needed. In seismic and ultrasound
imaging one finds ray transforms where the measurements are given by integrals over more general
families of curves, often modeled as the geodesics of a Riemannian metric. Moreover, integrals of tensor
fields over geodesics are ubiquitous in rigidity questions in differential geometry and dynamics.

In this paper we will relate the injectivity properties of the geodesic ray transform with a well-studied
subject in classical mechanics: the existence of special first integrals of motion along geodesics. Some
Riemannian metrics admit distinguished first integrals; e.g., the geodesic flow of an ellipsoid in R3 admits
a nontrivial first integral which is quadratic in momenta. As recently shown in [Kruglikov and Matveev
2016], a generic metric does not admit a nontrivial first integral that is polynomial in momenta, but here
we will show a complementary statement going in the opposite direction: from the injectivity of the
geodesic ray transform on tensors, we will show that it is possible to construct a smooth first integral
with any prescribed polynomial part. In other words, given a polynomial F of degree m in momenta

MSC2010: primary 53C65; secondary 58J40.
Keywords: geodesic ray transform, first integral, tensor tomography, invariant distribution.
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satisfying a natural restriction condition (related with the transport equation, see Section 7), we will show
that we can find a smooth function G whose dependence on momenta is of order > m such that F 4 G is
a first integral of the geodesic flow. Generically G is nonvanishing and not polynomial in momenta.

Let us now explain our results in more detail. The geodesic ray transform acts on functions defined on the
unit sphere bundle of a compact oriented n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g) with boundary oM
(n > 2). Let SM denote the unit sphere bundle on M i.e.,

SM :={(x.§) e TM :||§]l¢ =1}.

We define the volume form on SM by d 22" 1(x,£) = |d V" (x) AdQx(€)|, where d V" is the volume
form on M and d Q2 (§) is the volume form on the fiber Sy M. The boundary of SM is given by dSM :=
{(x,£) € SM :x € IM}. On 3SM the natural volume form is d 2" 2(x, &) = |d V" 1 (x) AdQx(£)],
where d V"1 is the volume form on M. We define two subsets of dSM,

0+ SM :={(x,§) € 0SM : (£, v(x))g <0},
where v(x) is the outward unit normal vector on dM at x. It is easy to see that
A+SMNI_SM = S(0M).

Given (x, ) € SM, we denote by y, ¢ the unique geodesic with y, £(0) = x and y, £(0) = £ and let
7(x, &) be the first time when the geodesic y, ¢ exits M.
We say that (M, g) is nontrapping if t(x, &) < oo for all (x, §) € SM.

Definition 1.1. The geodesic ray transform of a function f € C°°(SM) is the function

7(x,8)
If(x,€)=/0 f(re®).7x () dt. (x.§) €91 SM.

Note that if the manifold (M, g) is nontrapping and has strictly convex boundary, then [ : C*°(SM) —
C>®(d+SM), and Santal6’s formula (see Section 2) implies that / is also a bounded map L?(SM) —
Li(8+SM), where du(x, £) = |(v(x), £)|d £?"~2(x,£) and Li(8+SM) is the space of functions on
d4+SM with inner product

(u,v);2 =[ uv dL.
L2304 SM) 9, SM

Given f € C*°(SM), what properties of f may be determined from the knowledge of I f? Clearly a
general function f on SM is not determined by its geodesic ray transform alone, since f depends on
more variables than / f. In applications one often encounters the transform / acting on special functions
on SM that arise from symmetric tensor fields, and we will now consider this case.

We denote by C°(S™(T*M)) the space of smooth covariant symmetric tensor fields of rank m on M
with L2 inner product

(u,v) :=/ Ui, VIV VT
M
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where v/1™im = gitJ1... glmimy; . There is a natural map
Uy : CP(S™(T*M)) - C®(SM)

givenby £, (f)(x,8):= fx (&, ..., ). We can now define the geodesic ray transform acting on symmetric
m-tensors simply by setting I, := I o {,,. Let d = o'V be the symmetric inner differentiation, where V
is the Levi-Civita connection associated with g, and ¢ denotes symmetrization. It is easy to check that
if v = dp for some p € C®(S™Y(T*M)) with p|apr = 0, then I,,v = 0. The tensor tomography
problem asks the following question: are such tensors the only obstructions for 7, to be injective? If
this is the case, then we say [ is solenoidal injective or s-injective for short. The problem is wide open
for compact nontrapping manifolds with strictly convex boundary (but see [Uhlmann and Vasy 2016;
Stefanov et al. 2014]). There are more results if one assumes the stronger condition of being simple, i.e.,
(M, g) is simply connected, has no conjugate points and strictly convex boundary. For simple surfaces,
the tensor tomography problem has been completely solved [Paternain et al. 2013]. For simple manifolds
of any dimension, solenoidal injectivity is known for /o and I; [Muhometov 1977; Anikonov and
Romanov 1997]. For m-tensors, m > 2, the tensor tomography problem is still open, but some substantial
partial results were established under additional assumptions; see, e.g., [Pestov and Sharafutdinov 1988;
Sharafutdinov 1994; Stefanov and Uhlmann 2005; Paternain et al. 2015a; Stefanov et al. 2014].

Let us explain a bit further the term “solenoidal injective”. Consider the Sobolev space H* (S™(T*M))
naturally associated with the L2 inner product defined above. By [Sharafutdinov 1994; Sharafutdinov et al.
2005], there is an orthogonal decomposition of L? symmetric tensors fields. Given v € H k(s™(T*M)),
k > 0, there exist uniquely determined v* € H*(S™(T*M)) and p € H*+1(S™~1(T*M)) such that

v=0v'+dp, §v' =0, ploy =0,
where § is the divergence. We call v*® and dp the solenoidal part and potential part of v respectively.

Moreover, we denote by H*(S™ (T*M)) and C®(S™ (T*M)) the subspaces of HX(S™(T*M)) and

sol sol
C®(S™(T*M)) respectively whose elements are solenoidal symmetric tensor fields. Solenoidal injec-

tivity of I, simply means that I, is injective when restricted to C*°(S™ (T*M)).

sol
Let /* denote the adjoint of / using the L? inner products defined above; that is,

(Tu. @)= (u.I%p)
foru € L?(SM), ¢ € L,(3+SM). A simple application of Santal’s formula yields
I*e = ¢F,
where @t (x, £) := (p()/x’g(—r(x, —£)). Vx,e(—7(x, —E))) (see Section 2 for details). Observe that by
definition, <pﬁ is constant along orbits of the geodesic flow. If we are now interested in 7, we note that

I¥ =0l

and hence we just need to compute £,. This is easy (see Section 2) and one finds

L f = €5 F (i, = Giv i1 G /S B g 49 @),
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The fundamental microlocal property of the geodesic ray transform is that, for simple manifolds, 1, I,
is a pseudodifferential operator of order —1 on a slightly larger open manifold engulfing M. Moreover, it
has a suitable ellipticity property when acting on solenoidal tensors [Sharafutdinov et al. 2005]. This has
been exploited to great effect to derive surjectivity of /,; knowing injectivity of /,, [Pestov and Uhlmann
2005; Dairbekov and Uhlmann 2010] for m = 0, 1. Since the range of /,;; is contained in the space of
solenoidal tensors, by saying 7, is surjective we mean that the range of /,;, equals the latter. Surjectivity
of I, for tensors of order 0 and 1 has been the key for the recent success in the solution of several long
standing questions in 2D [Salo and Uhlmann 2011; Pestov and Uhlmann 2005; Paternain et al. 2012;
2013; 2014; Guillarmou 2014]. However, very little is known about surjectivity for m > 2 and this largely
motivates the present paper.

The surjectivity properties of the adjoint of the geodesic ray transform reveal themselves in the existence
of solutions f" to the transport equation X f = O with prescribed values for L, f in the space of solenoidal
tensors. Here X is the geodesic vector field acting on distributions by duality (recall that X preserves
the volume form d £2"~1). A distribution f on SM is said to be invariant if it satisfies X f = 0. As we
already mentioned, in this paper we mainly study the relation among the injectivity of I, the surjectivity
of its adjoint /,; on solenoidal tensor fields and the existence of some invariant distributions or smooth
first integrals associated with solenoidal tensor fields. On a compact nontrapping manifold with strictly
convex boundary, the geodesic ray transform [, is extendable to a bounded operator

Im - HE(S™(T*M)) — H* (9, SM)
for all k > 0 [Sharafutdinov 1994, Theorem 4.2.1]. Moreover, it can be easily checked that
In(HE(S™(T*M))) C HY (94 SM)
and hence we can define /,; by duality acting on negative Sobolev spaces to obtain a bounded operator:
1% H %0, SM) > H*(S™(T*M)).

In other words, for ¢ € HK(34SM), we have I%¢ is defined by (I5¢,u) = (¢, I,u) for all u €
H(I)c (S™(T*M)). Let CZ°(0+SM) denote the set of smooth functions ¢ for which o¥ is also smooth.
Our main result is the following theorem:
Theorem 1.2. Let M be a compact simple Riemannian manifold. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) Iy, is s-injective on C°(S™(T*M)).
(2) Foreveryu € L2(Ss’(')’1(T*M)), there exists € H™ (04 SM) such that u = 1.}¢.
(3) Foreveryu e L2(Ss"g](T*M)), there exists f € H™V(SM) satisfying Xf =0 andu = L, f.
(4) For everyu € C®°(SI(T*M)), there exists ¢ € Cg°(04+SM) such that u = I}, ¢.
(5) For everyu € C®(SI(T*M)), there exists f € C°(SM) with Xf = 0 such that Ly, f = u.
We observe that by [Sharafutdinov et al. 2005, Theorem 1.1], s-injectivity of I,,, on L2(S™(T*M)) is
equivalent to s-injectivity of I,, on C®°(S™(T*M)).
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Let us return to the subject of special first integrals associated with the geodesic flow. By considering
the vertical Laplacian A on each fiber Sy M of SM, we have a natural L? decomposition L2(SM) =
D,,>0 Hn(SM) into vertical spherical harmonics. We set Qp, 1= H,,(SM) N C*°(SM). Then a
function u belongs to €2, if and only if Au = m(m + n —2)u, where n = dim M. The maps

[m/2]
b : CX(S™(T*M)) > P Q-2
k=0
and
[m/2]
Ln: P Quzk —> C®(S™(T*M))
k=0

are isomorphisms. These maps give natural identification between functions in €2,, and trace-free
symmetric m-tensors (for details on this, see [Guillemin and Kazhdan 1980b; Dairbekov and Sharafutdinov
2010; Paternain et al. 2015a]). If (M, g) is a simple manifold with [, s-injective, Theorem 1.2(5) says
that given any u € C°°(S (T* M)) there is a first integral of the geodesic flow f such that L, f = u.
In other words, if we let F = L;llu € @E{mz/oz] Qu_or and G = f — F, we see that F is polynomial of
degree m in velocities and it can be completed by adding G to obtain a first integral. We also see that
(taking the even or odd part of f if necessary) G € @y~ 2,+2k. These were the functions mentioned
earlier in the introduction. If G were to be zero, then there would be a first integral that is polynomial in
velocities and generically these do not exist. We note that the paper [Paternain et al. 2015a] also constructs
invariant distributions (they are not smooth in general) with prescribed m-th polynomial component using
a different method (a Beurling transform), but it requires nonpositive curvature for it to work. As already
mentioned, here we use instead the normal operator /,; I,,.

The results in [Pestov and Uhlmann 2005; Dairbekov and Uhlmann 2010] prove that (1) implies (4)
or (5) in Theorem 1.2 for m = 0, 1, so the main contribution in the theorem is to cover the case m > 2
and also to provide additional invariant distributions associated with L? solenoidal tensors. The proof of
Theorem 1.2 relies on a solenoidal extension of tensor fields. For m = 0 no extension is needed and for
m = 1 the situation is considerably simpler and an extension result is already available in [Kato et al.
2000]. Paradoxically the need for a solenoidal extension does not arise in the more complicated setting of
Anosov manifolds since there is no boundary. In this setting, an analogous result to Theorem 1.2 (in the
L? setting) has been recently proved by C. Guillarmou [2014, Corollary 3.7] and these ideas gave rise to
a full solution to the tensor tomography problem on an Anosov surface.

Since in 2D the tensor tomography problem has been fully solved [Paternain et al. 2013], we derive:

Corollary 1.3. Let (M, g) be a compact simple surface. For every u € C°(S7(T*M)), there exists
f e C®(SM) with Xf = 0 such that L, f = u.

We shall also give an alternative proof of the corollary using results from [Paternain et al. 2015b]. The
alternative proof avoids the smooth solenoidal extension and sheds some light on the relationship between
the transport equation and the solenoidal condition.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains some preliminaries. In Section 3 we
establish the L2 and C® compactly supported solenoidal extension of tensor fields. This necessitates
at some point the use of the generic nonexistence of nontrivial Killing tensor fields recently proved
in [Kruglikov and Matveev 2016]. Section 4 uses the well-established microlocal analysis to prove a
surjectivity result for /) I,, following the strategy in [Dairbekov and Uhlmann 2010]. Section 5 establishes
various boundedness properties on Sobolev spaces that allow us to extend the relevant operators to negative
Sobolev spaces (i.e., distributions). Section 6 bundles up everything together and proves Theorem 1.2.
Section 7 gives an alternative proof of Corollary 1.3 and clarifies the connection between solenoidal
tensors and the transport equation.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we provide details about the regularity properties of the operators introduced in the previous
section. First we describe the basic notation we will use frequently in the rest of the paper. Given a
compact Riemannian manifold M with boundary, we define

CO(M™):={f € C®(M):supp f C M™},
H¥(M™) .= {f € H*(M) : supp f € M™} fork € Z.

Then for any s > 0, s € Z, we say Hy (M) is the completion of C® (M) under the H* norm.
Now let M be a compact manifold. Given f € C*°(SM) and u € C*°(S™(T*M)), we have

(Emuv f) - [S‘M Uji e jm (x)é:jl %‘Jmf(x,g) dEZn—l
=/ ”f'“""'"(x)/ FeBEN I dQ(§) V" (x).
M Sy M

This means that
L, = an :C®(SM) — C®(S™(T*M))

is given by
Lon f(X)iywipy = &irj1 """ &imjim /S . [ §E - Em dQ(§).
Since the metric tensor g is smooth, for the sake of simplicity, we identify L,, f with its dual,
me(x)j]-njm — / f(x, E)s/l ... Sjm d Q2 (§).
SxM
On the other hand, it is easy to see that the map £, can be extend to the bounded operator
b s HE(S™(T*M)) — H*(SM)
for any integer £ > 0. In particular £, (H(’)‘ (S™(T*M))) C Hé‘ (SM). Therefore we can define
L H*(SM) — H*(S™(T*M)) (1)

in the sense of distributions and it is bounded.



INVARIANT DISTRIBUTIONS AND THE GEODESIC RAY TRANSFORM 1909

Next, if M is compact nontrapping with strictly convex boundary, we study the properties of / and its
adjoint I*. Recall a useful integral identity called Santal$’s formula.

Lemma 2.1 [Sharafutdinov 1999, Lemma 3.3.2]. Let M be a compact nontrapping Riemannian manifold
with strictly convex boundary. For every function f € C(SM), the equality

_— T(x,§)
/ F.E) AT (x,8) = / du(x. ) / F (e 72.2(0)) di
SM 0+ SM 0

holds.

Notice that the definition of compact dissipative Riemannian manifold (CDRM) in [Sharafutdinov
1999] is equivalent to compact nontrapping manifolds with strictly convex boundary.
Now let ¢ € CZ°(0+SM) and f € C°°(SM). By Santal6’s formula,

I an [ e e(0) d
(1f.9) = /a g P DR /0 F(ras(0). jrs(0) di

(x,§)
- f du / O (g0 7.6 (0) f (7.6 (0). Fus(D)) di
3+SM 0

:/ of fdx?L,
SM

Thus [*¢ = ¢* with
I*:CP(04+SM) — C®(SM)

bounded. By the proof of [Sharafutdinov 1994, Theorem 4.2.1], one can extend / to a bounded operator
[:H*(SM) — H*(3,.SM)

and I(H(’)‘ (SM))C Hé‘ (0+SM) for any integer k > 0 (notice that I(CC((SM)™™)) C CX((94+SM)™n)).
Thus we can define the bounded operator

I*: H*0,.SM) > H*(SM) ()

in the sense of distributions.
Givenu € Hé‘ (S™(T*M)) and ¢ € H % (9. SM), we have 17 ¢ is defined in the sense of distributions:

(U@, u) := (I"p tmut) = (@, I o bmut) = (¢, Imu).
Lemma 2.2. Given a compact nontrapping Riemannian manifold M with strictly convex boundary,
I¥=Lpol*: H*®,.SM))— H*(S™(T*M))

is a bounded operator.
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To conclude this section, we briefly discuss X, the generating vector field of the geodesic flow on the
unit sphere bundle SM, acting on distributions. Since X is a differential operator on SM, it is obvious
that

X : H* ' (SM)— H*(SM), k=>o.

For f € H™%(SM) and h € HXTY(SM) (so Xh € HE(SM)), we define Xf € H™*~1(SM) in the
sense of distributions (notice that the volume form d X2"~! is invariant under the geodesic flow):

(Xf,h) = (f,—Xh).

3. Solenoidal extensions

In the paper [Kato et al. 2000], the authors proved the existence of compactly supported solenoidal
extensions of solenoidal 1-forms to some larger manifold in both L2 and smooth cases.

Proposition 3.1. Let 2 be a bounded simply connected domain, with smooth boundary, contained in

some Riemannian manifold M. Let U be an open neighborhood of Q with 0U smooth. Then there

exists a bounded map & - L2 ((T*Q) — LU o (T* M) such that €| = Id. Moreover, E(C(T*Q)) C
U@ol(T M)

Here LZUSOI(T M) and Cp7 7o (T* M) denote the subspaces of L2 (T*M) and CZ5(T* M) respec-
tively consisting of elements supported in U.

Our goal is to extend this result to symmetric tensor fields of higher rank. However, for tensor fields of
higher rank, new ideas are required and the argument is more involved.

2 solenoidal extensions. We first prove the extension in the L? category by solving a suitable elliptic

system.

Proposition 3.2. Let 2 be a bounded simply connected domain, with smooth boundary, contained in
some Riemannian manifold (M, g). Let U be an open neighborhood of Q with dU smooth. Then given
m>2, K >2and e > 0, there exist a Riemannian metric g and a bounded map & : LZ(SWI(T;= Q) —>
L*(SP (T3 M) such that |§ = gllcx <e. §lg =g and E|g =1d.

Proof. Suppose u € LZ(S’gol(Ték Q)), i.e., 6u = 0 in the sense of distributions. By the Green’s formula for
symmetric tensor fields (see [Sharafutdinov 1994]) one can define the boundary contraction of u with the
outward unit normal vector v on dS2 in the sense of distributions; i.e., for v e H!(§™~! (Tg* 2)) we have

(u,dv)g = (juu,v)sq- 3)

Since the trace operator T : Hl(Sm_l(T;Q)) — HI/Z(S’"_I(HT;‘Q)), Tv = v|yq, is surjective,
jou e H™Y/2(gm-1 (BT;Q)) is well-defined, and in local coordinates

(JoWiyigip—1 = Wiyigip—1 j v/,

By (3), forve H(S™! (Tg$2)) with dv = 0 (Killing tensor fields on §2), we have (jyu, v)se = 0.



INVARIANT DISTRIBUTIONS AND THE GEODESIC RAY TRANSFORM 1911

It is known that generic (in the C X-topology for K > 2) metrics admit only trivial integrals polynomial
in momenta [Kruglikov and Matveev 2016]; i.e., for a generic metric /4, the only Killing tensor fields are
of the form ch¥, where ¢ € R and

W =oh®- - ®h)
—_—
k
is the symmetric tensor product of k copies of 4. Thus given any € > 0 and K > 2, there is a smooth
metric ¢ with ||g — gllcx < € and g|g = g so that (U\R, g) (thus (U, g)) does not have nontrivial
Killing tensor fields.

Define )
_|—=jvu ona<,

f= 0 on dU.

Let D := U\ and consider the following boundary value problem for systems of second-order partial

differential equations:
ddw =0 1in D,

Jjudw = f € H7V2(S™1 (0T} D)), 4)
w e Hl(Sm_l(Tgf‘D)).
Here p is the outward unit normal vector on dD for D; notice u|gq = —v. We claim that the system (4)
is a regular elliptic system (also called coercive in some texts). Assume that the claim is true for the
moment and let us continue the proof.
Next, we study the solutions of the homogeneous problem. Let §dv =0 and j,dv|yp = O for some
ve H(§m 1 (Té;k D)); by ellipticity, v is smooth. Applying Green’s formula, one has

/ (dv,dv)dV"(x) = —[ (8dv,v)dV"™(x) +/ (Judv,v)dV"(x) =0,

D D D

i.e., dv = 0. So the solution set of the homogeneous problem is
K={veC®S" (T} D)):dv=0},

the set of Killing tensor fields of rank m — 1 on D.

Now by [McLean 2000, Theorem 4.11], (4) is solvable in H!(S™~! (Tgik D)) for the given boundary
condition f if and only if (v, f)sp = 0 for all v € K. Note that (D, g) does not have nontrivial Killing
tensor fields. If m is even, the only Killing (m—1)-tensor field is v = 0; then (v, f)sp = (0, f)gp =0. If
m is odd, the Killing (m—1)-tensor fields in D are of the form v = ¢g™~1/2| . Thus we can extend v
to v = c¢g™~1/2|;, which is also a Killing tensor field in . By the definition of £,

(v, fap =—(, jyu)ag = —(v,du)g — (dv,u)g =0,
since u =0, dv =0 in Q.
Thus the system (4) is solvable. Let w € H!(S™~! (Tg~* D)) be a solution of (4) (the set of all solutions

is w + K) and define .
u in 2,

Eu=<dw in D,
0 in M\U.
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It is easy to see that Eu € LZ(S’"(TEM)) and supp Eu C U. In particular, for v € HI(S’”_I(T;M)),
(BEu, v)pm = —(Eu, dv)p = —(dw,dv)p — (u, dv)g
=—(Jjudw,v)yp — (v, V)so
= —(—jvu, v)ag — (jvu, v)se
=0.

Thus Eu is solenoidal in the sense of distributions, and Eu € L?(S Us Ol(Tgi“ M)).
Moreover, by [McLean 2000, Theorem 4.11], we have the stability estimate

122000 = 0l + 1dwI22 ) < Mul32i0 + Cllivtt -1 /2360) < C il
i.e., £ is bounded. O
The only thing left to prove is the claim about ellipticity.
Lemma 3.3. The system (4) above is a regular elliptic system.

Proof. 1t is well known that §d is a self-adjoint elliptic operator; see, for example, [Sharafutdinov 1994].
We just need to show that the Neumann boundary value problem satisfies the Lopatinskii condition.

To check the Lopatinskii condition, we follow a similar procedure to that in the proof of [Sharafutdinov
1994, Theorem 3.3.2]. We choose local coordinates (x!, x2,...,x"*~!, x* =t > 0) in a neighborhood W
of xo = (x/,0) € 9D in D so that D N W = {¢r =0} and g;; (xo) = §;;. Define do = 0pd and §p = 0,6,
the principal symbols of d and § respectively. Then we need to show that the boundary value problem for
systems of ordinary differential equations

SO(X/’ 0’5/9 Dt)d()(x/’ O’ g/’ Dt)w(t) = 09
j_a%d()(x/’o’ %_/’ Dt)w(t)|l=0 = fO

has a unique solution in Ay for all £ € R*~1\{0} and fo € S™~1(R"), symmetric (m—1)-tensors on R”.
Here D; = —id/dt, and for the sake of simplicity, we drop the space variables (x’, 0) from the symbols so

Ny o= {w € S" 1R |xyx[0,00) * S0(€' De)do(§', D)w = 0 and
w decays rapidly together with all derivatives as t — +oo}.

Since the equation det(8o(£', {)do (&', {)) = 0 has real coefficients with no real root for § # 0, it is not
difficult to see that dim Ay = dim S”~1(R"). Thus it is sufficient to show that the homogeneous problem

80(§". D1)do(§'. Dr)w(r) =0,

i ! )
J_%do(é ,D)w(t)|t=0=0

has only the zero solution in V.
By a similar computation to that in the proof of [Sharafutdinov 1994, Theorem 3.3.2], we have the
following Green’s formula. Let v(¢) € C°°([O, ) — S’"([Ri”)) and w(t) € C°°([O, 00) — S”’_I(R”))
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such that both of them decay rapidly together with all derivatives as t — +o0. If j_ 2 v(0) = 0 (notice
at
that different from [Sharafutdinov 1994], here we use the Neumann boundary condition at t = 0) then

| o€ Dwwdr = [ (v.do@' Doy . ©)
Now if w(z) € N4 is a solution to (5), let v(z) = do(€’, D;)w(t). By (6) we obtain

do(§', Dy)w(r) = 0.
Notice that

. m
(oWt = 7 D B Wy o
k=1

where the ~ over iy means this index is omitted. Let i,, = n and § = (¢/, D;). We obtain the system
of first-order ordinary differential equations

(dO(él’ Dt)w)nilmimq = {(Z+ l)thll wip—1 T Z Elk nit i im1 =0,
ix#n
where £ = £(i1,...,im—1) is the number of occurrences of the index n in (i1,...,im—1). Since

lim;— 400 w(¢) = 0, by induction on £, the only solution to the above first-order homogeneous system
is w = 0, and this shows that (4) satisfies the Lopatinskii condition. O

Smooth solenoidal extensions. In this subsection we achieve C°° solenoidal extensions for tensors of
arbitrary rank. Observe that the approach we use is quite different from the one of [Kato et al. 2000].

Proposition 3.4. Let Q2 be a bounded connected domain, with smooth boundary, contained in some
Riemannian manifold (M, g). Let U be an open neighborhood of Q with dU smooth. Then given
m>2, K >2ande >0, there exist a Riemannian metric g and a bounded map & - Hk(S 1(T”‘Q)) —
L2(SU’801(T§ M) for some integer k > 2 such that |g — gllcx <€, glg = &, €lg =1d and

E(C®(SITERQ))) C Co (S o (TEM)).

To prove the proposition, we start with the following lemma on the existence of solenoidal extensions
that might not be compactly supported.

Lemma 3.5. Let Q be a bounded connected domain, with smooth boundary, contained in some Riemann-
ian manifold (M, g). There exists an open neighborhood U of 2 such that every u € C °°(Ssol(T*S_2))
can be extended to i € C*®° (S (T*U)) with ii|g = u.

Proof. Letu € C*°(S7! (T*Q)) i.e., du =0, in local coordinates u = u .. jmdx/1 ®---®dx/m and
Uiy i = &7 ViUks iy, =0, (N

where

Vitlkiy iy = 0 Uiy iy _ijuell “Im—1 Z jl;uﬁkjl...j/;...imil’ (®)
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Pick xo € 02. We follow the idea of the proof in [Stefanov and Uhlmann 2005, Lemma 4.1] and choose
semigeodesic coordinates (x!,...x"~1, x™) = (x’, x™) near xo with 3Q = {x”* = 0} and 9,, = v the unit
outward (with respect to £2) vector normal to d€2; thus

ghn=6k, T =Tk =0 forallk=1,2,...,n.

We extend the components uj,...j,,, js < n for all 1 <s < m, smoothly to U (note that U \Q s
determined by the semigeodesic neighborhood of d€2), and denote the extensions by vj,...;,,. We will
construct the other components in {x” > 0} by induction on the number of appearances of n in ji ... ju.

By equations (7) and (8), if iy, ...,im—1 <Hn,
m—1 m—1
o L - _ jk(pn o, . . n ~
OnVniy iy Z Z Fnis Veniy wiywim—1 Z g (F/k Uniywip—1 + Z Fjis vnkil"'i_s""im—l)
s=14{<n Jj.k<n s=1
m—1
— Jk(g.y,. . _ Loy, . ¢ ~
R (aj IR O AT, o mevekil...is...im_l)- ©)
J.k<n {<n s=14{<n

Notice that the right side of (9) is known, so it gives a system of first-order linear ODEs. Given the
initial values uy;,...i,,_; (X", 0) = vpj,.i,,_, (x’, 0), there exists a unique solution to (9). Thus we obtain
continuous Vpj,.i,,_, With iy, ...,im—1 <n near dM. In particular, vy;,..;, _, (x’, x"*) depends smoothly
on x’, the first n — 1 variables.

By differentiating (9) repeatedly with respect to x”, we get that 95 vp,..i,,_, (x', x"), s > 0, are
continuous in x” > 0 and smooth with respect to x’. Moreover, by (9) and the fact that u is solenoidal we
carry out an induction on s, so

05 Uniy iy (X7, 0)
=G i (050t jinr s 05V jun s 050k V) i L < ST 1o et jm K <) (x',0)
ZG;V] A (af;u,,jl...jmfl y af;ujl ...jm,aﬁakujl...jm;f < S;jl,...,jm_l,jm,k < n)(x’,O)
=05 Unj iy, (x',0)
for all s > 0; i.e., 33 Vpj;.i,,_, are consistent with 05uy;,...i,,_, at (x’,0).

Next by induction on the number of appearances of n and repeatedly using equations (7) and (8), one
can get unique

Vnipoim—1s  Vnnip-im—> evvs  Unenips  Uneens

which together with their normal derivatives with respect to x” of all orders, are continuous (smooth
with respect to x”) and consistent with the corresponding 0”71 ,...;,. at (x’, 0). Therefore we get a smooth
solenoidal m-tensor

u on 2,

u= _
v on U\Q. O
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Proof of Proposition 3.4. There exist two precompact open neighborhoods V, U of 2 which satisty
QcQcvcvcucUcM.

Givenu € C*°(S (T*2)), by Lemma 3.5, we can extend u to get uy € C°(S™(T*V)) withuy|g =u.
Then we extend uy to a smooth m-tensor w on M with suppw C U. Let f = 8w and D = U\ open,
sosupp f CU\V C D.

Similar to the perturbation-of-metrics argument in the proof of Proposition 3.2, given any € > 0 and
K > 2, there is a smooth metric g with |g—g||cx <€ and g|y = g so that (D, g) does not have nontrivial

Killing tensor fields. Now if m is even, the only Killing (m—1)-tensor field on (D, g) is v = 0. Then
(v, f)p = (0, f)p =0.

If m is odd, Killing (m—1)-tensor fields on (D, §) are of the form v = ¢ 1/2|. Thus we can
extend v to v = cg "~ D/2 |y, which is also a Killing tensor field in 2. By Green’s formula,

(. f)p = (v.6w)p = —(dv,w)p + (v, juw)ap = —(v. jyu)sg = —(v.su)e — (dv.u)g = 0.

since 6u = 0 and dv = 0 in 2. Here . = —v is the unit outward normal vector on dD and
JuW)ivigim—y = Wiyizwim—1j -

Now by [Delay 2012, Theorem 1.3], there exist up € C°(S™(T*M)) with suppup C U\ such that
dup = — f. It is not difficult to check that the symmetric differentiation d satisfies the kernel restriction
condition (KRC) and the asymptotic Poincaré inequality (API) of [Delay 2012]. We define Eu = w +up.
Then 6éu = 6w +dup = f — f =0;ie.,u e Cm(Sb"!SOl(TgM)). Moreover, u|g = u.

The argument above gives a construction for compactly supported smooth solenoidal extensions.
One can further check that the extension can be constructed in a stable way. In view of the ODEs (9),
the solution is controlled by the initial value and the nonhomogeneous term on the right side under
Sobolev norms; see, e.g., [Han 2011]. By induction on the number of appearances of n and repeatedly
differentiating (9), we have that

v g1 gy < € (nmunml oo+ O 109, ||Hk2(V\Q))
ig<n
for some k1, k > 1. Note that in boundary normal coordinates & = —d,, and we have full freedom
to control the elements (4y);,...i,,,, With iy < n for all 1 <s < m, by u|g due to the fact that § is an
underdetermined elliptic operator. Thus

Iyl grong) < Clullgx @)

for some integer k > 2. Then [|w|| g1y < Cllul| g (q) by extending uy to w in a stable way.

Next we control the L2 norm of up. Roughly speaking, up is the symmetric differentiation of some
smooth (m—1)-tensor p, multiplied by a smooth nonnegative weight which vanishes exponentially at the
boundary of D; concretely up = y2¢?dp with ¢ a boundary-defining function on D and y vanishes

. < -2
exponentially at the boundary 0D. By [Delay 2012, Lemma 10.2], ”p”HfW(D) <C|vy 5w”L§(D)’
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where H ; " and pr are some weighted Sobolev spaces; see [Delay 2012] for more details. Then one
can check that the following inequality with unweighted Sobolev norms holds:

lubllL2py < Cllwll g @)-
Now we combine the estimates above to obtain
1€ull 2y < Cr(lwllL2@y + lup llL2(py) < C2llwllgr @y < Cllullgr (g

m(T*Q)) is dense in Hk(Ssol(T* Q)) under the H* norm,
we can extend & to a bounded map from H¥ to L2 with the same properties, which completes the proof. [

for some C > 0 independent of u. Since C*°(S

Remark 3.6. We expect that the L2 norm of £u can be bounded by the L? norm of u|g through sharper
estimates, similar to the result under the L? setting in the previous subsection. However, the H k space is
enough for carrying out the argument under the smooth setting in the next section; see Lemma 4.3.

4. Surjectivity of the normal operator I, I,

Since M is simple we can consider an extension M of M which is open (M = M™) and whose compact
closure is also simple. It is well known that the normal operator N = I, I, is a pseudodifferential
operator of order —1 on M ; see, for example, [Sharafutdinov 1994; Stefanov and Uhlmann 2004; 2008;
Sharafutdinov et al. 2005]. Below is a lemma that, roughly speaking, gives a right parametrix for N on
the space of solenoidal tensor fields. The proof is similar to [Sharafutdinov et al. 2005, Theorem 3.1].

Lemma 4.1. Let S be a parametrix for the operator §d. There exists a pseudodifferential operator Q of
order 1 on the bundle of symmetric m-tensor fields S™ (T*]\Z ) such that

E=NQ+dS§+ K, (10)
where E is the identity operator and K is a smoothing operator.
Proof. Let A(§) be the principal symbol of the pseudodifferential operator N and

SPTy M) = {u € S™(TEM) : jzu =0},
where jg = —io,(6) : S’"(T;M) — gm-1 (T;‘]V[). By [Sharafutdinov 1994, Theorem 2.12.1],
AE) : SP(TEM) — SPN(Ty M)

is an isomorphism for & # 0. Thus there exists p(&) such that A(§) p(§) =Id on S m(T*M ). Namely, we
can find some pseudodifferential operator P of order 1 such that on S ’"(T M ),

NP =E—-B

for some operator B of order —1. Now multiplying both sides by the “solenoidal projection” E —d.S$4,
which is of order 0, one has
NP(E—-dS8)=E—-dS§—R (11)

defined on S™(T*M).
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Then we multiply both sides of (11) by § to get SR = R’ with R’ some smoothing operator. Let
C=Y720 RK, whichis a pseudodifferential operator of order O and a parametrix for E— R. Write (11) as

NP(E —dS8)+dS§ = E—R,

and multiply both sides by C to get

o0
NP(E—dS8)C +dS§+dS§ Y R¥=(E-R)C =E+ R,
k=1

with R” a smoothing operator. Since §R is smoothing, dS§ Y 72, R¥ is smoothing too. We arrive at
the equation

NP(E—dS8)C +dS§+ K =E,

where K is a smoothing operator. Denote P(E — dS§)C by Q (note that one can make Q properly
supported). Then we get (10), which finishes the proof. O

Let U be a small open neighborhood of M in M. Denote the restriction operator from MtoM by 7.
Then the following holds:

Lemma 4.2. Suppose M is a compact simple Riemannian manifold, and assume I, is s-injective on
C>®(S™(T*M)). Then the operator

ru N H7Y(S™(T*M)) — L>(S™(T*M))

sol
is surjective.

Note that elements in H; (S m(T*]V[ )) are defined in the sense of distributions, which are compactly
supported in M.

Proof. We adopt the approach of [Dairbekov and Uhlmann 2010] for showing the surjectivity of N on
I-forms. By Lemma 4.1,

NQu =u+ Ku

for all u € Lg(S m (T*M )) with K a smoothing operator on M. Since the simplicity is stable under

sol

small C2-perturbations of the metric g, by Proposition 3.2, we perturb the metric of M \M a little bit
(still denoted by g) so that under the new metric M is still simple and there exists a bounded operator
E:L2(SM(T*M)) — L2(Sp (T*M)) such that on L2(S™(T*M)),

sol sol

rmuNOE = E +ryKE.

Since K is a smoothing operator, rys K€ is compact on L2(S™ (T*M)), which implies that E + rp; K&

sol

has closed range and finite codimension. Thus we have ryy NQE : LZ(SS'(')’I(T*M)) — L2(S™(T*M))

sol
has closed range and finite codimension. By the inclusion relation

ru NQE(L*(SI(T* M) C ryy N(HZ ' (S™(T* M))) C L*(Siy(T* M),

sol sol
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the intermediate space rp N(H ! (S™(T*M))) is also closed in LZ(S;Z)’I(T*M)). Thus it suffices to
show that the adjoint (rps N)* is injective, which will imply the surjectivity of ras N.
For L2 symmetric m-tensor fields, we have the decomposition
L*(S™(T*M)) = L*(SI(T*M)) ® L*(SP(T*M)), (12)
where L2(S »(T*M)) is the potential part. Thus the dual operator of ras N is
(ra N)* - LASG(T M) — (HZH(S™(T*M)))*.

sol

For u € L2(S§01(T*M)) and v € HC_I(Sm(T*]\Z)), if we denote by &yu the extension of u to M by
zero (note that generally Eou is not solenoidal on M), we have

((rae N)*u,v) = (u, rpy Nv) = (Eou, Nv) = (NEu, v),
ie., ryN)* = N&.
Therefore given u € Lz(Ssol(T*M)), if N&u = 0, then

= (N&u, Eou) = || Im 50u|| = [,E&u=0.

L2(d4 S M)
Since Eyu = 0 outside M and M is simple, this implies
Iyu=0.
By [Sharafutdinov et al. 2005, Theorem 1.1], u is smooth and du = 0. The s-injectivity assumption
implies u = 0. This completes the proof of the lemma. O
Next we prove the lemma in the smooth setting:

Lemma 4.3. Suppose M is a compact simple Riemannian manifold, and assume I, is s-injective on
C>®(S8™(T*M)). Then the operator

rMN : C(S™(T* M)) — C®(SH(T*M))
is surjective.
Proof. By Lemma 4.1,
NQu =u+ Ku

forallu e C oo(Sqol(T"‘J\Z )) with K a smoothing operator on M. Since the simplicity is stable under
small C2-perturbations of the metric g, by Proposition 3.4, we perturb the metric of M \M a little
bit (still denoted by g) so that under the new metric M is still simple and there exists a bounded
operator & : Hk(Swl(T M)) — LZ(SU (7" M)) for some integer k > 2 with E(C®(SP(T*M))) C
Co(Sm SO](T*M)) such that on Hk(Sgol(T*M)),

rMNQE=E +ryKE.

Now the argument of [Dairbekov and Uhlmann 2010, Lemma 2.2] can be applied to tensors of any
order to finish the proof. O
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Remark 4.4. One can actually prove Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 just by applying Lemma 3.5. Given a smooth
solenoidal tensor # on M, by Lemma 3.5 we first extend it to a smooth solenoidal tensor # on an arbitrarily
small open neighborhood U; then we extend © smoothly to M with compact support, denoted by Eu.
Note that generally Eu is not solenoidal. Since the Schwartz kernel of the parametrix S of §d is smooth
away from the diagonal A ;7 ., we can choose S to make the support of its Schwartz kernel sufficiently
close to A 7 iz so that dS §€u = 0 in an open neighborhood of M. This implies that rps dS §€u =0,
ie., Ty NOEU = u + ry KEu. It also works for L? solenoidal tensors.

On the other hand, the original proof of [Dairbekov and Uhlmann 2010, Lemma 2.2] uses the existence
of compactly supported solenoidal extensions of solenoidal 1-forms one more time at the very end to show
that the adjoint (rps N)* is injective. However, one can also avoid this. Notice that given a 1-form f in the
kernel of (37 N)*, by [Dairbekov and Uhlmann 2010, equation (2.33)], /' = dp for some distribution p
on M with sing supp p C M and Plysz = 0. Moreover, since supp f C M, we have dp = 0 outside M.
As p is smooth outside M and p = 0 on d M, strict convexity of M implies p =0 in M\ M. Now given
a smooth solenoidal 1-form u on M, by Lemma 3.5 let Eu be the smooth compactly supported extension
of u to M which is solenoidal in a small open neighborhood (# M ) of M. Since the supports of §Eu
and p are disjoint, we have

(f.&u) = (dp. Eu) = (p,6&u) =0,

which implies that f =0, i.e., (rps N)* has trivial kernel. The argument works for tensors of arbitrary
rank.

At this point, we see that one can prove the surjectivity of rps N just using Lemma 3.5, without the need
of knowing the generic absence of nontrivial Killing tensors [Kruglikov and Matveev 2016]. However, a
perturbation of the metric seems still necessary so far for the proof of the existence of compactly supported
solenoidal extensions, and Propositions 3.2 and 3.4 may find their applications in other areas.

5. Analysis of the adjoint 7,

Before proving the main result, we need to extend the definition of the geodesic ray transform 7, so that
it acts on negative Sobolev spaces. To this end, we will study the regularity property of the adjoint of the
geodesic ray transform, /.

As discussed in the Introduction, given M a compact nontrapping manifold with strictly convex
boundary, the operator I,; : C°(04+SM) — C>®(S™(T*M)) is the product of two operators, i.e.,
Iy = Ly o I* We instead study the regularity properties of /* and L,,. We start with the latter.

Lemma 5.1. Given a compact Riemannian manifold M (with or without boundary), the operator
L H*(SM) — H*(S™(T*M))
is bounded for every integer k > 0.

Proof. Our purpose is to show that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any w € H*¥(SM), the
following holds:

ILm f e < CUS N e (13)
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Since M is compact, by a partition of unit, it suffices to show the above inequality in local charts. Let U
be a domain in SM with local coordinate system (z1,...,z2"~1). We assume supp f C U. Let V be a
domain in M with local coordinate system (x!, ..., x"), and ¥ be a smooth function with support in V.
We will show

L [l ke (sm vy = CIf LR @)-
By the definition of the H k norm of tensors, we only need to show the above inequality is true for each
component of the tensor.

We start with f € C®°(SM) with support in U; then L, f is also smooth. Let J = (j1 -+ jn) and
g/ :=¢g/1...g/m_ Then

DY[Y (X)L f(x)”]
:ng[w(x) [T dszx@)]

=) [ F s o P dson |

= X DEwe [ D et DE[E o Pl ] 42

o) tartoaz=«
= ) D?‘W(X)/ D f(x,£)- D& P(x, n(x, )] P'(x,§) dQx(§). (14)
o taxtaz=«a SxM

Here P and P’ are corresponding Jacobians.
For |a| < k, according to (14),

DS L D1l < 3 Cpa [, [ 1DE £ 6P 420

B=<a

= Y G [ 121Gz =CLS By
yl<lal v
Thus the estimate (13) is proved when w € C*°(SM).
For f € H¥(SM), since C®(SM) is dense in H*(SM), by an approximation argument, it is easy to
show that L,, f € HX(S™(T*M)) and the estimate (13) holds too. This proves the lemma. O

Now we turn to the analysis of the operator /*, which basically is an invariant extension, along the
geodesic flow, of functions on d4+SM to functions on SM. It is well known that given ¢ € C*°(0+-SM),
o = I*(¢p) is not necessarily in C°(SM). The following subspace of C*° (3 SM) has already been
considered in the Introduction:

C(4SM) = {p € C®(0:SM) : ¢* € C®(SM)}.

In particular, by [Pestov and Uhlmann 2005, Lemma 1.1], if M is compact nontrapping with strictly
convex boundary,
CLO4SM) ={peC®0+SM): Ap € C®(dSM)}
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where
P(x, ), (x,£) €3, SM,

P(yx e (—T(x, =€), pr g (—T(x, =€), (x,§) € I_SM.

Since Ag is smooth in both (31 SM)™ and (0_SM )™, the singularities can only come from S(0M).
We introduce the space Hé‘ (0+SM), k > 0, to be the completion of CJ°(d+SM) under the H k norm.
Obviously H2(d+SM) = L?(d+SM). Tt is easy to show that C°((d+SM)™) C CS°(d+SM) (this
is from the fact that 04+ SM is compact and the boundary dM is strictly convex), which implies that
HE04+SM) C HF(34SM).

Ap(x,§) =

Lemma 5.2. Given a compact nontrapping manifold M with strictly convex boundary, the operator
I*:HX @, 5M) — H*(SM)
is bounded for any integer k > 0.

Proof. The idea is similar to the proof of Lemma 5.1. First we consider the case ¢ € CJ°(04SM);
thus ¥ € C®(SM). Let U be a domain in 94+ SM with local coordinate systems (y!,..., y2"~2). We
assume supp @ C U. Let V be a domain in SM with local coordinate systems (z!,...,z2"~!), and v be
a smooth function with support in V. Since M is compact, it suffices to show

1ol ey < Cllellgxw)-
Since

DY ()t = Y DIy(z)-DEgh(a),

Bty=a
we obtain that for || < k,
2
D2 Ny = Y Cpa [ IDEHG
B=a

Now let D = {(y,t): y € 9+SM, 0 <t < 17(y)} be a closed domain in d+SM x R. Define the map
V:D—>SMbyz=V¥(y,t)= (yy @),y (t)). By [Sharafutdinov 1994, Lemma 4.2.2],

©(y)
RTINS /U | 105Dt 0 00 v )] drdy

lo|+s=|]
") # 2 ) " "
= Z Cﬂ,a// |D;<P (v,0)|*dt du(y) (since D;‘DJ‘,7 =D§Df(p)
lo|=I8] vJo
=) Cﬂ,o/ T()|DY eI du(y)

lo =181 v

=Y ¢, /U IDSp() 2 dp(r) = C ol
lo|=|8]

Therefore, [|9¥ (| e sary < Clll e o, s for ¢ € CO(3+SM).
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Ifpe Hgf (04+SM), since C°(04SM) is dense in Hgf (04+SM), by an approximation argument, it is
easy to show that goﬂ € HF (SM) and the operator I* is bounded, which proves the lemma. O
Combining the two lemmas above, we obtain the desired regularity property of /.

Proposition 5.3. Given a compact nontrapping Riemannian manifold M with strictly convex boundary,
the adjoint operator of the geodesic ray transform on symmetric m-tensors

I¥=Lpol*: HX 3, SM) — H*(S™(T*M))
is bounded for any integer k > 0.

Now we can extend the definition of the geodesic ray transform so that it acts on (H¥(S™(T*M)))*
(the dual space is with respect to the L2 inner product) for integers k > 1. Let u € (HK(S™(T*M)))*
and ¢ € H(ff (0+SM). We define I,,,u in the sense of distributions:

Umu. @) := (u., 1, ). (15)
By Proposition 5.3, the right-hand side of (15) is well-defined. We derive the following corollary:

Corollary 5.4. Given M, a compact nontrapping manifold with strictly convex boundary, the operator
I - (H(S™(T*M))* — (Hy (84+.5M))*
defined by (15) is bounded.
Here the dual space (H(flc (04 SM))* is also with respect to the L2 inner product. Note Hé‘ (0+SM) C
HF (@1 SM); thus (HE (81 SM))* € H7%(34-SM). On the other hand, since C*(S™(T*M)) is dense
in H*(S™(T*M)) under the H*-norm, it is clear that H X (S™(T*M™)) C (H*(S™(T*M)))*; we

will use the weaker map in the next section:

L s H7F(S™(T*M™)) — H* (3. SM). (16)

6. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Now we are in a position to prove our main theorem. We start by showing that (1), (2) and (3) are
equivalent.

Proof. (1) = (2): Since M is simple, given u € LZ(SS’(')’I(T*M)), by Lemma 4.2, there exists v €
H;l(Sm(T*A?)) such that rps 1) I,,v = u. Then (16) implies the existence of some ¢ = [,v €
H~1(34SM) such that u = ryy I,¢. Forw € HO1 (S™(T*M)), we define the distribution ¢ acting on
In(Hy (S™(T*M))) by

(@, Imw) := (§, ImW) = (I, ¢, W),

where W € H, (S™(T*M)) is the extension of w which is zero outside M. We claim that there exists
C > 0 such that

(@, Imw)| = C [ Imw]| g1
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forallw e HO1 (S™(T*M)). Assuming the claim, note that I,,w € HO1 (0+SM) and by the Hahn—Banach
theorem, ¢ can be extended to a bounded linear functional on HO1 (04 SM), still denoted by ¢, i.e.,
¢ € H™1(0,SM). By the definition of ¢,

|(§0’Imw)| = |((/~3,1le))| = C”Imw”Hl'

Therefore to prove the claim, it suffices to show that

||Imw||H1(a+Sﬂ) §C||Imw||H1(6+SM) (17)

for some C > 0.

Assume at this point that inequality (17) holds and let us continue with the proof. Now ¢ € H~1(0+SM)
is well-defined. Let w € H} (S™(T*M)), and let i be the extension of w into M which is zero outside M,
SO W € H(}(Sm(T*M)). Then

(M Iy w) = (1,0, W) = (@, ImWD) = (¢, Imw) = (1,9, w).
Thus u = ryr1,;,¢ = 1,),¢. (The choice of ¢ is not unique.)
(2) = (3): Givenu € LZ(SS"&(T*M)), by the assumption, there is ¢ € H~1(d+SM) such thatu = I % ¢.
Since I\ = Ly o I*, we define f = [*¢; then f € H™'(SM) and u = Ly, f. Furthermore, given
he H(SM),
(Xfh) = (f,—Xh) = (I*¢,—Xh) = (¢, —[(Xh)) =0,

ie., Xf =0.

(3) = (1): Assume I,,u = 0 for some u € C°°(S(T*M)). Then it is well known that there exists
h e C®(SM) with h|ysar = 0 such that

Xh - _Emu.

Moreover, by [Sharafutdinov 2002, Lemma 2.3] there exists p € C®°(S™~1(T*M)) with p|spr = 0 such
that u|gps = dplap. When m = 0, this just means u|yps = 0. Calculations in local coordinates show that
X(Um—1p) = Lmdp. Thus we obtain

X(h 4 tm—1p) = —tm(u —dp),

with (& + €m—1p)|osm = 0.

Under the projection 7w : SM — M, the pullback of the unit normal vector v to dM is the unit normal
vector u to dSM, and in local coordinates

9 .9
_ el Y i oejek Y

where FJ’: ¢ are the Christoffel symbols. By taking the boundary normal coordinates (x’, x™) near x € oM
(so v(x) = u(x,&) = 9/0x™), together with the fact that (& + £,,—1 p)|gsp = 0, we obtain that for
(x,8) e dSM,

0=—Lm(u—dp)(x,§) = X(h+Lm-1p)(x,§) =E"dxn(h + Lm-1p)(x,§).
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The first equality comes from the fact u —dp|gps = 0. Thus 0, (h + €1 p)(x,E) =0 for all £ ¢ SyIM.
But since /2 and p are smooth, and the measure of Sx0M is zero on Sx M, we get 9, (h+4€pm—1p)(x,£) =0
forall £ € SxM, s0 h+ {m—1p € HZ(SM).

On the other hand, there exists f € H~1(SM) with Xf = 0 such that u = L,, f. It follows that

0= (Xf.h+tm-1p) = (f=X(h+Lm-19)) = (f. lm(u —dp)) = (L fou — dp) = ||ul|?,

where the last equality comes from the fact that u is orthogonal to dp. Thus u = 0, which implies the
s-injectivity. O

Remark 6.1. By carrying out an argument similar to the one of [Stefanov and Uhlmann 2005, Lemma 4.1],
one can actually show that there exists p € C®(S™~1(T*M)) with p|sp = 0 such that 8I§u|3M =
8’5dp|3M for all integers k > 0. When m = 0, this means the boundary jet of u is zero, i.e., Blju|3M =0
for all kK > 0. Note that [Stefanov and Uhlmann 2005] only considers the case that u is a symmetric
2-tensor field, but the proof works for tensors of any rank. On the other hand, given 8’5 Ulgy = 815 dplom,
one should be able to prove that h + £, p € H§+2(SM) for all k > 0, i.e., h + £,,,—1 p also has zero
boundary jet. However, for our purposes k = 0 is enough.

The thing left to prove is the inequality (17). Actually the H k norms of I,w and I, are equivalent
for arbitrary k > 0, provided that w is in Hé‘ (S™(T*M)). A simple calculation shows that || 7,0 || 1%2 =
(W0, I Inw)=(w,rp Ly Im) = (w, Iy Lyw) = || Lpw ||22. We assume dM and M are sufficiently close.

Lemma 6.2. Let M be a compact nontrapping manifold with strictly convex boundary. Given w €
Hé‘(Sm(T*M)), k>1,letw e Hé‘(Sm(T*M)) be the extension of w to M by zero. Then there exists
C > 1 such that

1 -
E||Imw||Hk(a+SM) < MmWll o, sir) < Clmwlax o, sm)- (18)

Proof. We only need to show (17), which is half of (18). Since dM and M are close, we can assume
the closure of M is still compact nontrapping with strictly convex boundary. Given a geodesic yy ¢
on M determined by (x, &) € 04+ SM, we can uniquely extend it to a geodesic yy , on M determined by
(y,n) € oS M. 1t is not difficult to see that the map

T:0.SM —9,SM, with T(x,€) = (y,7),

is a diffeomorphism from d4+SM onto its image 7 (d+SM). On the other hand, by the definition of w,
Imw(x,§) = ImW(T (x,§)) = Lnw(y,n) and Inw(y,n) = 0 for (y,n) € 0+ SM\T(04+SM).

Since 4+ SM and 04+ S M are compact, similar to the proofs of Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2, we will work in
local charts. Let U be a domain in 04+ S M with local coordinates (1,...,2?"72) and ¢ be a smooth
function on 94+ .S M with suppe C U. In the mean time, there is a domain V in d4+SM with local
coordinates (z!, ..., 22" 2) such that 7" (U NT(3+-SM)) C V, and ¥ is a smooth function on 9+ SM
with 7=1 (U N T(@+SM)) Csuppy C Vand ¥ = 1 on T~1(U NT(0+SM)). We first consider the
case w € C°(S™(T*M)™) and show that there exists C > 0 such that

lg - Im Wl oy < ClIY - Imw | e (.-
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Notice that for || <k,
Dy Imil= Y. Dlp-DE L.
B+y=a
Thus

|D2to-tmil32y = X Co [ 102 i a2

B=a

ﬂ,a/ 1D? 1y (2))? dz
UNT 04 SM)

a/ | DS Ly (T (2))|*J dz
T-1(UNT (4 SM))

<y / DI - L) () d=
o<l * T~ UNTO+SM))

2
=¢ Z /V‘Dg(w'l’"w)(zﬂ dZSCIIl/f'ImeIJqu(V),
lo]|<|e|

where J is the Jacobian related to the diffeomorphism 7. Therefore

”Imw”[-[k(aJrSM') <C ||Imw||Hk(8+SM)
for w € C(S™(T*M)™).

Now for w € Hé‘(Sm(T*M)), there is a sequence wy € CX(S™(T*M)™), k = 1,2,..., which
converges to w in the H* norm. Then it is not difficult to see that the sequence Wy € Cx(S m(T* )
converges to w € Hé‘ (S’”(T*AZ)). By the boundedness of the operator 1,,,, we know I, wy and I, Wy
converge to [, w and I, w respectively in the H k norm. This implies that above estimates are valid for
anyweH(’)‘(S’"(T*M)). O

The following proposition that holds on compact nontrapping manifolds with strictly convex boundary
shows that items (4) and (5) in Theorem 1.2 are equivalent and any of them implies item (1).
Proposition 6.3. Let M be a compact nontrapping Riemannian manifold with strictly convex boundary
and letu € C°(SI(T*M)). The following are equivalent:

(i) There exists ¢ € CZ°(0+SM) such that u = I}, ¢.

(ii) There exists f € C*®(SM) satisfying Xf =0andu = L, f.
Either of these two conditions implies s-injectivity of Ip,.
Proof. (i) = (ii): By the assumption, there is ¢ € C2°(0+SM) such that u = I, = Ly o [*¢.
Define f = I*¢p = ¢* € C®(SM) (since ¢ € C(d+SM)); then u = Ly, f. Moreover, it is clear that
Xf = X¢* = 0 by definition.
(ii) = (i): If there exists f € C*°(SM) with Xf = 0, this implies that f = I*(f[5, sp). We define
¢ = flo,sm € C>(0+SM). However, since of = f € C®(SM), we know ¢ actually sits in the space
CZ°(0+SM). By the assumption, ¥ = L, f = Lo I ¢ =1 ¢.
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The argument that shows that any of these conditions imply s-injectivity of I, is even easier than the
proof that (3) implies (1) in Theorem 1.2 since we do not have to worry about paring X f with an element
in HO2 (SM). Assuming (ii), integration by parts yields right away that

0= (Xfoh) = (f,=Xh) = (film@) = (Lm fru) = |u|*. O

Finally we show that in Theorem 1.2, item (1) implies item (4):

Since M is simple, given u € C°(S7(T*M)), by Lemma 4.3, there exists v € Cfo(Sm(T*M))
such that ras I, I,v = u. Then it is a standard argument that if we define ¢ = I*(Imv)|3+SM, then
Iy ¢ = u. Moreover, since I *(I,v) is smooth in the interior of S M, we have ¢ € CJ°(0+SM).

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is now complete.

7. Alternative proof of Corollary 1.3

Before giving the alternative proof, we will explain how the solenoidal condition of a tensor manifests
itself at the level of the transport equation. It seems that this basic relation has not appeared before in the
literature, although we believe it was known to experts.

As we already pointed out in the Introduction, by considering the vertical Laplacian A on each fiber
SxM of SM, we have a natural L2 decomposition L?(SM) = D,,>0 Hm(SM) into vertical spherical
harmonics. We set Q, := H,,(SM) N C*>(SM). Then a function u belongs to €2, if and only if
Au = m(m +n —2)u, where n = dim M. The maps

[m/2]
bm : C®(S™(T*M)) > P 2k
k=0
and
[m/2]
Lt €D Qm-ak — C=(S™(T*M))
k=0

are isomorphisms. These maps give natural identification between functions in €2,, and trace-free
symmetric m-tensors (for details on this, see [Guillemin and Kazhdan 1980b; Dairbekov and Sharafutdinov
2010; Paternain et al. 2015a]). The geodesic vector field X maps 2, to Q-1 D Qs +1 and hence we
can splititas X = X4 + X_, where X1 : Q,, = Q,,+1 and X} = —X_. Note that

Given f € @][cm:/OZ ] Q,,_2k, in general X f € @][C(ZJ /2] Q4 1—2k- The next simple lemma charac-
terizes the solenoidal condition in terms of X f.

Lemma 7.1. Xf € Q41 if and only if Ly, [ is a solenoidal tensor.

Proof. Note that L,, f is solenoidal if and only if (L, f.dh) = 0 for any h € C®(S™ 1 (T*M)) with
hlope = 0. But

(Lm f.dh) = (f.tmdh) = (f. Xtm—1h) = —(X[. tm—1h)
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and the last term is zero if and only if (Xf),,_2x—1 = 0 for 0 < k < [(m — 1)/2] since {;,—1h €
@[(m /2] ¢ O
m—1—-2k-

Another way to look at the condition X f € Q2,41 is that the following equations should hold:
X fm—2k + X4 fn—2k—2 =0 forO=<k <[(m—1)/2].
Lemma 7.2. The following are equivalent:

(1) Given a nonnegative integer m and any € Q2 with X_ay, = 0, there exists w € C°(SM) such that
Xw = 0and wy, = ay,.

(2) Given a nonnegative integer m and f =Y p_o fi such that Xf € Qum ® Qm+1, there exists
w € C®(SM) such that Xw =0and ) j—o wi = f.

Proof. The fact that (2) implies (1) is quite obvious from the fact that a,, € Q,, with X_a,, = 0 implies
Xay, = X+am € Qm+1.

To prove that (1) implies (2) we proceed by induction on m. The case m = 0 follows right away since
XfoEQl and X_ f():O

Suppose the claim holds for m and let f = Zm'H fr be given with Xf € Q41 @ Qpm+2. This is
equivalent to saying that X(Zk:o fk) € Q& L1 and X frnv1 + X fu—1 =0.

By the induction hypothesis, there exists w € C°°(SM) such that Xw = 0 and wy = f; for all k <m.
The equation Xw = 0 in degree m is

X-wm+1+ X4 fm—1=0
and thus
X—(fm+1—wm+1) =0.

Using item (1) in the lemma, there exists w’ = ano_,_l wk € C®(SM) such that Xw’ = 0 and wm+1 =
fm+1— Wm+1. Then X(w + w’) =0 and Zm+1(w + w'), = f as desired. O

Finally we show:
Proposition 7.3. The following are equivalent:

(1) Given a nonnegative integer m and u € C°(S™ (T*M)), there exists f € C®°(SM) with Xf =0

such that Ly, [ = u.

sol

(2) Given a nonnegative integer m and dpy, € Qp with X_ay, = 0, there exists w € C*°(SM) such that
Xw = 0 and wy, = ay,.

Proof. Assume (1) holds. Given a,, € 2, with X_a,, = 0, we see using Lemma 7.1 that L,,a,, is a
solenoidal tensor. Hence there is f such that Xf =0 and f,, = L;,le f =am (note that L, f =0
for k > m). Thus (2) holds.

Conversely if (2) holds, then item (2) in Lemma 7.2 holds. Thus there exists f € C°°(SM) such that
Xf=0and Y03 £ ok = Ly 'u and (1) holds. O
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Proof of Corollary 1.3. On account of Proposition 7.3, it suffices to show that given a,, € 2, with
X_a,, =0, there exists w € C*°(SM) such that Xw = 0 and w,, = a,,. What makes this possible in
dimension two is [Paternain et al. 2015b, Lemma 5.6], whose content we now explain.

If (M, g) is an oriented Riemannian surface, there is a global orthonormal frame {X, X, V} of SM
equipped with the Sasaki metric, where X is the geodesic vector field, V is the vertical vector field and
X1 =[X, V]. We define the Guillemin—Kazhdan operators [1980a]

Nt =3(X£iX)).

If x = (x1, x2) are oriented isothermal coordinates near some point of M, we obtain local coordinates
(x,0) on SM, where 6 is the angle between & and 0/dx1. In these coordinates V = d/d6 and 54 and
n— are d- and 5—type operators; see [Paternain et al. 2015a, Appendix B].
For any m € Z we define
Am={uecC>®(SM):Vu=imu}.

In the (x, 6)-coordinates elements of A, look locally like h(x)ei™?. Spherical harmonics may be further
decomposed as

Qo = Ao,
Qun=An®A_,, form>1.

Any u € C*°(SM) has a decomposition u = Z;f:_oo Um, wWhere u,, € A,,. The geodesic vector field
decomposes as
X =n4+n-,

where 0+ : Ay = Ayyt1. If m > 1, the action of X4 on 24, is given by
Xi(em +e—m) =ntem +nFe—m, ej €N,

and for m = 0, we have X |q, =7+ + 71— and X_|g, = 0.

With these preliminaries out of the way, [Paternain et al. 2015b, Lemma 5.6] says that given f € Ay,
there is a smooth w € C*°(SM) with Xw = 0 and w,, = f. For m = 0, this gives the desired result
right away.

Given a;; € Q,, with X_a,, = 0 and m > 1, we write a;, = ey + e—p, with e; € Aj. Then
N—em + nte—y, = 0. Consider now smooth p, g with Xp = X¢qg =0 and p,, = e, and g—; = e—s;. Then

—m o0
w=) i+ Pk
—0o0 m
satisfies Xw = 0 and w;, = ay,. O
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MULTIPLE VECTOR-VALUED INEQUALITIES
VIA THE HELICOIDAL METHOD

CRISTINA BENEA AND CAMIL MUSCALU

We develop a new method of proving vector-valued estimates in harmonic analysis, which we call “the
helicoidal method”. As a consequence of it, we are able to give affirmative answers to several questions
that have been circulating for some time. In particular, we show that the tensor product BHT ® IT between
the bilinear Hilbert transform BHT and a paraproduct IT satisfies the same L7 estimates as the BHT itself,
solving completely a problem introduced by Muscalu et al. (Acta Math. 1&:2} (2004), 269-296). Then,
we prove that for “locally L2 exponents” the corresponding vector-valued BHT satisfies (again) the same
L? estimates as the BHT itself. Before the present work there was not even a single example of such
exponents.

Finally, we prove a biparameter Leibniz rule in mixed norm L? spaces, answering a question of Kenig
in nonlinear dispersive PDE.

1. Introduction

Vector-valued estimates for classical Calderon—Zygmund operators are known from the work of Burkholder
[1983], Benedek, Calderén and Panzone [Benedek et al. 1962], Rubio de Francia, Ruiz and Torrea [Rubio
de Francia et al. 1986], to mention a few. A customary way of proving such vector-valued estimates
is through weighted norm inequalities and extrapolation, as explained in [Garcia-Cuerva and Rubio de
Francia 1985]. Initially, the vector-valued approach unified the existing theory for maximal operators,
square functions, and singular integrals. Later on, the setting was generalized to Banach spaces which
have the unconditional martingale difference property, and it was shown by Bourgain [1986] that this is
in fact a necessary condition for this theory.

For bilinear operators, however, the theory is far from being fully understood, even in the scalar case. In
this paper, we study vector-valued estimates for the bilinear Hilbert transform and for paraproducts. Our
initial motivation was an AKNS system-related problem, which can be reduced to understanding a Rubio de
Francia operator for iterated Fourier integrals. Because of the specific nature of this question, our general
approach is concrete, rather than abstract. As much as possible, the present article aims to be self-contained.

Central to time-frequency analysis is the bilinear Hilbert transform operator, defined by

BHT(/. £)(x) = p.v /R Fornge+n S
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Figure 1. Range for BHT operator.

This operator was first introduced by Calderdn, in connection with his work on the Cauchy integral on
Lipschitz curves. L? estimates for BHT were proved nearly thirty years later, by M. Lacey and C. Thiele,
without establishing the optimality of the range.

Theorem 1 [Lacey and Thiele 1999]. BHT is a bounded bilinear operator from L? x L4 into L® for any
1< p.q < oo, 0<s<oo,satisfying%+%:%and%<s<oo.

The range of the operator Range(BHT) consists of the set of triples (p, ¢, s) satisfying the conditions
above. The question that remains open is whether the bilinear Hilbert transform is bounded also for
s € (% %] The Holder-type condition %-i—é = % reflects the scaling invariance of the operator, and it can
be reformulated as %%—%—I—% =1, where s’ is the conjugate exponent of s. Thus (p, ¢, s) € Range(BHT)
if (%, é, %) lies in the plane {(x,y,z) € R*® | x + y +z = 1}, and is contained inside the convex hull of
the points

(0.0,1), (1,0,0), (1.i,-3). (3.1.-3). (0.1,0)

(see Figure 1). Regarded as a bilinear multiplier operator, BHT becomes equivalent to

(f.9) , (&) g ¥ *EIM gg gy, (1)
<n

The method of the proof, which breaks down when % + é > %, consists of approximating BHT by a model
operator obtained through a Whitney decomposition of the frequency region {§ < n}. In essence, this
model operator is a superposition of “almost orthogonal” objects of a lower complexity, called discretized
paraproducts.

Paraproducts play an important role on their own, especially in the analysis of PDE. A paraproduct is
an expression of the form

(f.g) > /R [R Flx—0)g(x —s)k(s.1) ds dr. @)
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where k(s, 1) is a Calderén—Zygmund kernel in the plane R2 Alternatively, a paraproduct can be regarded
as a bilinear multiplier operator

(e [ mEnf©eomem=E4 agan,

where m is a classical Marcinkiewicz—Mikhlin—-H6rmander multiplier in two variables, sufficiently smooth
away from the origin. The singularity of the multiplier m consists of one point: (£, 7) = (0, 0). On the
other hand, we can see from (1) that the BHT multiplier is singular along the line & = 7.

We have the following result on paraproducts:

Theorem 2 [Meyer and Coifman 1997]. Any bilinear multiplier operator associated to a symbol m(&, n)
satisfying |0°m (&, n)| < (€, n)| ™% for sufficiently many multi-indices o, maps L (R) x L4 (R) into L5 (R)
1

; 1 1,1 _1
provided that 1 < p,q < o0, §<s<oo,and;—|—a_s,

Following the presentation in [Muscalu and Schlag 2013], any bilinear operator of this form can be
essentially written as a finite sum of paraproducts of the form

(18> D ((f * V1) (€% Vi) * o () = D Pl Qi f - Qi) ()
k k

(18> D ((f %00 (€ V1) * Vi (x) = D Ok (P f - Qkcg). (In)
k k

(L&) Y ((f * ) (€% @)) % Yic(x) = > Ok (Qic f - Prg)- (III)
k k

From now on, a paraproduct will designate any of the expressions (I), (Il) or (III), and will be denoted
by T1(f, g). Here Y (x) = 2y (2%x), @r(x) = 2Kp(2¥x), ¢(&) =1 on [—1, 1] and is supported on
[—1,1] and @(S) = @(&/2) —@(). The { Oy }i represent Littlewood—Paley projections onto the frequency
|| ~ 2K, while { P¢ }x are convolution operators associated with dyadic dilations of a nice bump function
of integral 1.

A classical application of Theorem 2 is the Leibniz rule

[D*(f - g)lls < ||Daf||p1 lgllg, + 11/ 1lp, ||Dag||q2’ 3)

which holds for any o > 0, as long as % + q—li = %, 1< pi,gi <oo,and 1/(14+a) <s < oco. In particular,
if s > 1, which is the case in most applications, the Leibniz rule holds for any o > 0.

For functions on R?, with (fractional) partial derivatives in both variables, a corresponding Leibniz
rule is

|DEDE(f-9)],
< 1DEDE fllp gl + 1 s IDEDE gllas + 1DE s IDE gllgs + 1D £ s IDEgllgs- 4

The proof of the above inequality relies on discrete biparameter paraproducts IT® I, which are expressions
of the form

DS * (e ® Y1) - (g% (Vi ® @1))) * Ve ® Yy (x. ). &)

k,l
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Muscalu, Pipher, Thiele, and Tao proved the following theorem:

Theorem 3 [Muscalu et al. 2004a]. 1 ® I1 is a bounded operator from LP (R?) x L4(R?) into L*(R?)
provided that 1 < p,q < oo, %—}—é = %,and0<s < 00.
This further implies that (4) is true whenever
1 1 1
- — =, 1 > i =< ) ( ) _> .
Pi+CIi P < pi.qi <00, and max T+ 148 <r<oo
If r > 1 the last condition is redundant, so (4) holds for any «, 8 > 0.

1

Related to this, Carlos Kenig asked the following question, which has been circulating for some time:

Question 1. Assuming that 1 < 51,52 < 00, and o, B > 0, is there a Leibniz rule for mixed norm L?
spaces of the form

| DEDECf @) 51152 SUDEDE Fllon o gl par paa + 1 s poa I DEDE €l a3 00
+ 1D £l 25 26 1DE gll a5 a6 + 105 fll 27 o5 DS gll a7 057

Here the mixed norms are defined by

1

1 legag = 0 Vaglog o= ([ [ 1resr dy)g i)’ ©)

A result of a similar type appeared in [Kenig et al. 1993], as an important tool in establishing local
well-posedness for the generalized Korteweg—de Vries equation. This is a dispersive, nonlinear equation
given by

u  Pu 4 0u

—+-——=+u"—=0, t,xeR keZt

ot + 0x3 + 0x 7
u(x,0) = uo(x).

In order to prove existence, the authors use the contraction principle, but to be able to do so, they need to
construct a suitable Banach space. The norm of the Banach space involves mixed L? norms of fractional
derivatives in the first variable DY, and the Leibniz rule employed in this paper is

IDY(/ &)= Dig = DY/ 8lLpsy S CUDY Sl prpgn ID8l 2o ®
_ 1,11 1., 1_1
Here w € (0,1), a1 +ap = and 5~ + - = %, L+ L = 2. Also, p, p1, p2, 4,41, 92 € (1,00), but

one can allow g; = oo if ] = 0.

The fractional derivatives appear as a consequence of the smoothness requirement on the initial data:
ug is assumed to be in some Sobolev space H%(R), where o depends on the value of k in (7).

Question 1 is an extension of (8), and we managed to provide an answer by proving estimates for
T ® IT in L? spaces with mixed norms.

Biparameter bilinear operators were first studied in [Journé 1985], where he introduced a new way of
generalizing Calder6n—Zygmund operators on product spaces. More exactly, in that work he proved that
“bicommutators of Calderén-Coifman-type” are bounded, which translates to “TT ® IT maps L?(R?) x
L>®(R?) into L2(R?)”. The full range of estimates for IT ® IT was established in [Muscalu et al. 2004a],
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where was also noticed that BHT ® BHT does not satisfy any L? estimates. What remained undecided
for some time was the following question:

Question 2. Does the tensor product BHT ® I1 satisfy any L? estimates? Would it be possible to prove it
satisfies the same estimates as the BHT itself?

Some significant progress in answering this question was made by Silva [2014]. It was showed that
BHT ® IT maps L? x L4 into L® under the constraints that % + % <2 and % + % < 2. Our helicoidal
method allows us to remove these restrictions, proving in this way that BHT ® IT satisfies indeed the
same L? estimates as BHT.

As it turned out, the study of Question 1 and Question 2 is related to proving (sometimes multiple)
vector-valued inequalities for IT and BHT. Let 7 = (r1, r2,7) be atuple so that 1 <ry,rp <oco, 1 <r <oo

1 1
and;—{——

= % We say that an inequality of the type

H@\Bm(fk,gk)}’); (?m”)ﬁ (;gkl”)m

represents L? estimates for vector-valued BHT, corresponding to the exponent 7; in short, we have
—
L? estimates for BHT;.

Some L7 estimates for vector-valued BHT have been proved recently by Silva [2014], provided r €

€))

N
s

p q

(%, 4). UMD-valued extensions for the quartile operator (the Fourier—Walsh analogue of BHT) were stud-
ied by Hytonen, Lacey and Parissis [Hytonen et al. 2013]. Their results, transferred to the L? setting, hold
under the same constraint that r € (%, 4). Moreover, through this method it is impossible to obtain vector-
valued extensions when L1 or L spaces are involved, as these are not UMD spaces. A similar abstract ap-
proach was taken in [Di Plinio and Ou 2015], where Banach-valued estimates for paraproducts were proved.

In spite of these results, some important questions remained unsettled:

Ed . . —_ .
Question 3. Are there any exponents r as before for which the corresponding vector-valued BHT}; satisfy
the same LP estimates as the BHT itself?

As the question suggests, until the present work, there was not even a single example of such an
exponent. We show that whenever 7 is in the “local £ range” (thatis, 0 < % % % < %) ]ﬁ)l"; satisfies
the same L? estimates as the BHT operator. Moreover, whenever 2 < p, g < oo, we show L? estimates
exist for any exponent 7 = (r1,72,7).

To summarize, the main task of the present work is to give affirmative answers to Question 1, Question 2,
and Question 3 described above. In what follows, we will present our main results, sometimes in a more

general setting.

Theorem 4. For any o, 8 > 0,
| DEDECf @) 51 152 SUDEDE fllon o gl par paa + 1 s poa I DEDE €l 3 00

o B B o
+ ”Dl f”LfSL;’é ”Dz g“LZ5Lz6 + “Dz f”L§7L§8 ”Dl g“LZ7Lz8

1

whenever 1 < p;,q; < o0, %<s1 <00, 1 <59 <00, with Ta

< §1 < 00, and the indices satisfy the
natural Holder-type conditions.
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This answers Question 1 in the affirmative. Of course, one may wonder if Theorem 4 holds in arbitrary
dimensions. As the careful reader will notice, our methods allow for such a generalization, with the
outer-most Lebesgue exponent possibly less than 1, if all the indices p;, g; involved are strictly between 1
and oco. However, in applications L°° norms appear, so it will be of interest to have a more general
theorem for 1 < p;,q; < oco. Although we cannot obtain this result in this paper due to some delicate
technical issues, we plan to return to this problem sometime in the future.

An n-dimensional version of a Leibniz rule was presented in [Torres and Ward 2015] for indices that
are again strictly between 1 and oc:

IDECf )51 152 e
SIDE £t 122 ey 1811291 12 oy + 17120 22 oy DS €91 .92 sy

This can be regarded as an n-dimensional generalization of (8), and it is simpler than our variant of the
Leibniz rule because it doesn’t require a multiparameter analysis.

Our Theorem 4 is a consequence, modulo technical but “classical” complications, of the following
result:

Theorem S (mixed norm estimates for paraproducts on the bidisc). Let 1 < p;,q; < oo, % <851 <00,

1 1 1 :
< 2 - = = < <
1 <859 < 00, so that ; + T 55 1 <j <2 Then

HH®H(f’g)”LfClL§,2 < ”f”Lf?lsz ”g”L)qung‘

The above theorem provides L? estimates for I1T ® IT in mixed norm L7 spaces. Through our

methods, we can also recover the results from [Muscalu et al. 2006a], stating that IT ® --- ® IT maps
LP(R") x L2(R") into L5(R") whenever 1 < p,q < oo, % < s < o0 and % + é = % Moreover, we

answer Question 2 by proving that BHT ® IT and BHT ® I1®” satisfy the same L? estimates as BHT:

Theorem 6. Foranyp,q,rwith%—i—%: %,with 1 <p,q§ooand% <r < oo,

IBHT® T ®--- @ ([, g)|

L7 (Rn+1) 5 ||f||LP(Rn+l) ||g||Lq([Rn+l).
The same is true for 1 Q@ ---QMIQBHT® N ® --- ® II.

For n > 2, no such results were known previously, and furthermore, a new approach was necessary for
n > 3. This will be explained later in part (3) of the Remark on page 1939.

Some mixed norm L? estimates for [1®9!1 @ BHT ® T1®92 can also be proved (see Section 5.1). For
IT ® BHT, they are similar to [Di Plinio and Ou 2015] in the case n = 1. We recently learned that in
[loc. cit.] mixed norm estimates for IT ® I, close to our Theorem 5, are also obtained.

In proving the results mentioned above, multiple vector-valued extensions for BHT and IT play a very
important role. Given a totally o-finite measure space (W, X, 1), and f, g : R xW — C, we define

d
BHT(f, g)(x,w) := p.V./Rf(x—t,w)g(x+t,w)Tt.

Note that for a fixed value w € W, we have BHT( f, g)(x, w) =BHT( f, gw)(x), where f, (x)= f(x,w).
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(0,0,1)

—_—
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W3 [—=
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~——

Figure 2. Range for vector-valued BHT when -1 T

Theorem 7. For any triple (r1,r2,r) with 1 <ry,rp <00, 1 <r < 00 and so that % + % = %, there

exists a nonempty set Dy, ,, » of triples (p, q. s) satisfying % + é = % for which
BHT : L?(R; L™ (W, n)) x LY(R; L"™(W, )) — L*(R; L" (W, )).

This means that there exists a constant C so that

[IBHT( . g)”L’(W,,u)|Ls(R) <C |1 Lo, “Lp(R) gl o, HLq(R)-

Depending on the values of ri,ra,r’, we can give an explicit characterization of Dy, r, r, as follows:
1 1
Q) If 5 ﬁ’ r2 .77 = 5> then Dy, r, r = Range(BHT).

(i) If + rz’ r, < % and % > % then Dy, r, r corresponds to the tuples (p,q, s) € Range(BHT) for which
0<g;<3—m
1

N

(iii) If - o r, < and = > 3, then the range of exponents is similar to the one in (ii), with the roles

of r1 and r2 mterchanged That is, Dy, r, r consists of tuples (p,q,s) € Range(BHT) for which

1 1
<_<___‘
()_p 72

N

av) If %, ri < % and 4 > % then Dy, ,, r corresponds to the tuples (p,q,s) € Range(BHT) for

2 r’
whichOf%,%<%+%and—%<s, <1

See Figures 2—4 for the ranges of BHT in the cases above.

We emphasize that whenever (p, g, s) are such that 0 < —, é < (and consequently 1 < s < 00),
vector-valued estimates exist for any tuple (71, r2, 7). These are the first examples of tuples (p, g, s)

which allow for any BHT; extension.
Theorem 7 can be further generalized to multiple vector-valued inequalities. For an n-tuple P =
(p1...., pn), the mixed L® norm on the product space

(W, 2, ) = (]_[W [1= l_[uj)

Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1
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Figure 3. Range for vector-valued BHT when % > %

(0,0,1)
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Figure 4. Range for vector-valued BHT when % >

is defined as

Pn—1 1
" rn D1
0= ([ ([ 7 i) ) ™ don) ™
Wi W
Consider the tuples R; = (rll, o7, Ry = (rzl, ...,r3)and R = (rl,....r") satisfying for every
l<j=n,
l<r/r <00, 1<r/ <o L-i-i:i
1°'2 — ’ — ’ 7 / j

(frorn now on, this will be written as 1 < Ry, R, <00, 1 < R < 00, and RLI + R% = %) Then we have
the following multiple vector-valued result:

Theorem 8. Let Ry, Ry and R be as above. If the tuples Ry, Ry, R satisfy the condition (rlj, r{, rj) €
Dr{“,r{*‘,rﬂrl forevery 1 < j <n—1, then there exists a set Dg, r,.r of triples (p.q.s) for which

BHT : L?(R; LR (W, n)) x LY(R; LR2(W, n)) — L*(R; LR(W, )).

In addition, DR, r,.R = ‘Drll,rzl,rl‘
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Remark. (1) The vector spaces L” (W;, X;, ;) can be both discrete £” spaces or the Euclidean L” (R)
spaces. For our applications, they are going to be either of these.

(2) If the exponents Ry = (rll, o), Ry = (rzl, ...,ry)and R = (rl,...,r™) are in the “local L?”
range, then the multiple vector-valued inequalities hold for any (p, ¢, s) € Range(BHT). As particular
cases, we mention

BHT : L2 (£2(£%°)) x L9 (£ (£?)) — L*(£%(£?)),
BHT : L?(£2(£%°)) x LY(£%(£?)) — L*(£'(£?))

for any (p, ¢, s) € Range(BHT).
Also, for proving an equivalent of Theorem 6 in mixed norm spaces, we need the more complex version

BHT : L2V (L>(£>°(£%))) x LY (L9 (€2 (£%))) — L3 (L2 (£2(L1))).

(3) As mentioned earlier, multiple vector-valued estimates for BHT play an important role in estimating
BHT ® I1®". In the case n = 1, one can obtain estimates for BHT ® IT in the Banach range by using
duality and vector-valued inequalities of the type

BHT : L?(£?) x LY({*®) — L*(#?) and BHT:L? (%) x L1({?) — L*({?).
However, £1-valued estimates cannot be avoided for n > 3, for example, if [T ® [T ® IT has the form
NDeOeI(f,g)(x,y,z2) = Z QO P (PLOTOMf - Ok PPOMN)(x.y.2).
k,l.m

This is in part the novelty of our approach in Theorem 6, and it contrasts with the situation of classical
Calderén—Zygmund operators, where £!-valued estimates cannot be expected.

(4) The optimality of the range in Theorem 7 or that in Theorem 8 remains without answer, for now.
Since we use in our proofs the model operator for BHT, the obstructions appearing are similar to those in
[Lacey and Thiele 1999]. These are described in the constraint C(rq, 2, r’) on page 1954.

Equally important are multiple vector-valued inequalities for paraproducts, as they are essential in
proving Theorem 4.

Theorem 9. For any tuples R1 = (rll,...,ri’), R, = (r21,...,r§’) and R = (r',... r") satisfying
componentwise 1 < Ry, R <00, 1 < R <00, and R% + RLz = %,

T2 L2 (R; LRY(W, ) x LY@®R; LR (W, @) — L*(R; LR(W, ),

provided 1 < p,q < o0, %<s<oo,and%+$=%.

In other words, vector-valued estimates for paraproducts exist within the same range as that of scalar
paraproducts. This is also the case with classical Calderén—Zygmund operators.
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Original motivation. We now describe the previously mentioned Rubio de Francia operator for iterated
Fourier integrals, and the context where it appeared. AKNS systems are systems of differential equations

of the form

u' =iADu + Au, (10)
where u = [uy,...,up]" is a vector-valued function defined on R, D is a diagonal n x n matrix with real
and distinct entries d1,d>, ..., dp, and A = (a;x (- ))7 k=1 18 a matrix-valued function defined on R and

such thata;; =0 forall 1 < j <n.
Then one would like to prove that the solutions u;1 (which depend on A as well) are bounded “for all
times”; that is,
||u;-l||oo<oo fora.e. Aandalll <j <n. 11

We want to have such an estimate under the weakest possible assumptions, so we only require the entries
of the potential matrix A to be integrable in some L? spaces:

ajx(-) € LP/F(R) forall 1 < jk <n, j #k.

In the case of an upper triangular matrix A, whose entries are functions gx € LP*, the solutions u; ()
at a fixed time ¢ are a finite sum of expressions of the form

C / gl(xl) e gm(xm)eix(alxl+"'+amxm) Xm .. dxm.
X] <-<Xm<t

Here m <n and o, # 0O for all k, as a consequence of dy # - - - # d,,. Hence the problem (11) reduces to
estimating

C%(g1,82, -, gm)(A) := Sltlp

/ g1(xy) - gm(xm)ei'l(“lxl"""""“mx’") dxy -+ dxm|.
X1 <<Xp <t

It was proved by Christ and Kiselv [2001a; 2001b] that E,% is a bounded operator:
m
Hcg(glv SRR gm)”sm < l—[ ”gk”pk
k=1

1 1 1
< i S R O
for all 1 < py < 2 such that S = 7 +e o
On the other hand, if the entries of the matrix 4 are L? functions, the previous expression becomes
equivalent to

sup / Fr(x0) e+ fon(em) e MEXTE NI Gy | (12)
t X <-<x<t

denoted Cy (f1..... fm)(A). For m = 1, this is exactly the Carleson operator, while m = 2 corresponds

to the bi-Carleson operator of [Muscalu et al. 2006b], both of which are known to be bounded operators

(with the remark that for the bi-Carleson, the o need to satisfy some nondegeneracy condition):

1G5 (h1.h2) s, < MAllpy h2llps

for 1 < p1, pp <0 L 14 L and%<s2<oo.

) P1 p2’
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Moreover, if instead of considering the sup in the expression (12), we look at the limiting behavior
lim; o u;(¢), then we encounter iterated Fourier integrals, for example, the BHT operator as seen in
(1), or the bi-est operator of [Muscalu et al. 2004b]:

fg o 60 o) e TG gy gy s

Now we consider the following mixed problem: The matrix A is the sum of a lower triangular matrix
with entries f; € L? and an upper triangular matrix with entries gz € L%, where 1 < p; < 2. Using
Picard iteration, the solutions u;(¢) can be expressed as a series of terms of the form

C /R Fi1E) - fimy Erm)€21(621) -+ 205 (X2ms) -+ fr1(E) -+ fim, (Eim,) dx dE,

where R = {§11 < - <&y <X21 <+ <Xop, <-+- <& <+ <&y, <t}
The simplest of these operators, where the sup is dropped, is given by

M(fi, f,8)(§) = / F1(x1) fa(x2)g(x3) 2T HEEHX2H53) 4y iy dixs, (13)

X1<X2<X3

where f1 € LP!, fr € LP2, 1 < py, pp <00, and g € L? with 1 < p < 2. The techniques from [Christ
and Kiselev 1998; 2001a; 2001b], akin to those used by Paley [1931], are based on a dyadic filtration
associated to one of the functions. This involves a structure on R similar to that of the dyadic mesh: on
every level of the filtration, one has a partition of R, and passing to the next level of the filtration means
refining the previous partition. We want to use g in order to obtain this structure and for simplicity we
assume || g||, = 1. Define the function

o(x) = / g)I7 dy.

—0oQ
Its image is the unit interval [0, 1], and the filtration will consist of preimages through ¢ of the collection D
of dyadic intervals in [0, 1]. Because ¢ is increasing, whenever x, < x3 we have 0 < ¢(x2) < ¢(x3) < 1.
Hence there exists a unique dyadic interval w C [0, 1] such that ¢(x») is contained in the left half of w,
which we denote wy, while ¢(x3) is contained in the right half wg. To simplify notation, we identify
¢~ Hw) with w.
Then the operator M can be written as

> F1(x1) fa(x2) g (x3) 2 HE 132423 Gy dxs dicy

X1<X2
WED Y X2€W[ ,X3EWR

=D X1 <x2 fi(x1) fo(x2)g(x3) @M EETX2133) gy dxy dxs (14)
w

X1,X2€WL ,X3€EWR
+Z/X <L) fl(xl)fz(xz)g(x3)e2nié(xl+x2+x3) dxydxydxs.  (15)
w xzela)L,x3éwR

Here L(wy) denotes the left endpoint of the interval wy,. We call the operators in (14) and (15) M;
and M, respectively. The first term M7 accounts for the occurrence of arbitrary intervals (they are in fact
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(0,0,1)

Figure 5. Range for 7, operator for 1 <r <2.

¢~ Y(wr)), and this combined with Holder’s inequality motivates the operator

N

Tr(f.8)(x) = (Z

k=1

)r. (16)

/ F (&) 8(62) 2T EHED) g ag,
ax<€1<€x<bi

We have the following result:

Theorem 10. If 1 <r <2, then
IT- (£ ls SN fNpligllq

whenever % + % = %, and p, q, s satisfy

1 1
0=%3
On the other hand, if r > 2, then T, is a bounded operator with the same range as the BHT operator;

see Figure 5.
In Section 7 we will show how both M; and M, are bounded operators:

Theorem 11. The operators My and M satisfy the following:
. LD P2 p q i 1,1, 1 _ 1
My LPVx LP2x LP —» L provzded1<p<20ndpl—l-pz-l-p/—q,

while
. .1 D2 b4 q ; 1,1 441411
My LP' x L2 x LP — LY provided1 < p <2, p2+p,<l and ntn T =g
Hence M = My + M is a bounded operator from LP' x LP2x LP — L9 provided 1 < p <2, é+ <1
1

1 1 1 _ 1
andp1+pz+p’_q'

1
P

However, as Robert Kesler [2015] noticed, the boundedness of the operator M can also be proved
by making use of a vector-valued extension for the “linear” operator BHT( f1, - ). The constraint for the
exponents is given by é + # < 1. Soeven if M splits as M = My + M, and the range of M is larger,
one gets the same range for M through both methods.
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Because the intervals {[ag, b ]}, are disjoint and arbitrary, we refer to T} as a bilinear Rubio de Francia
operator for iterated Fourier integrals. Recall that Rubio de Francia’s square function is the operator

N

2 3 )
) =(Z|P1kf(x)|2),
k=1

where {1y = [ak,bk]}1<k<n is a family of disjoint intervals, and Py (/') denotes the Fourier projection

N A .
£ > RE(f)(x) = (Z [ Feemieag
k=1'""k

of f onto the interval /. Using vector-valued singular integrals theory, Rubio de Francia [1985] proved the
boundedness of the RF operator on L? for p > 2. Interpolating this result with estimates for Carleson’s
operator [1966], one gets more generally that the operator

N 1
RE, (f)(x) := (Z |P1kf(x)|”)

k=1
. 1,1
is bounded on L7, as long as T < 1.

In the particular case of a lacunary family of intervals (that is, I = [2X~1,2¥] and k € Z), the above
operator corresponds to a Littlewood—Paley square function with sharp cutoffs, which is bounded on
L?(R) for any 1 < p < oo. Even more, the L? norm of the square function is comparable to the L? norm

1

Rubio de Francia’s theorem addresses the boundedness of a square function associated to an arbitrary

of the initial function:

G flp = =Gl fllp-

p

(X

kez

/R Lot 2o ooty £ (6) 277 d

family of intervals, and in this sense it is optimal: in the case v = 2, the condition p > 2 is necessary,
while for v > 2, we need the strict inequality v > p’.

Returning to our operator 7, note that it can also be regarded as a vector-valued bilinear Hilbert
transform

[

T (f.8)(x) = (Z\BHT(Pkaa Plkg)(x)\r)r’

k

because the multiplier of the BHT operator is equivalent to 1¢¢, <¢,1, as seen in (1).
Using solely Khintchine’s inequality, it was proved in [Grafakos and Li 2006] that

H(;\Bﬂm,gmzf (;mﬁf (pguz)é

This implies the boundedness of 7 for » > 2, p,q > 2. But this is a very limited range, and in order to

N
s

b4 q
obtain estimates in the case p < 2 or ¢ < 2, one needs the full power of vector-valued extensions.

We note that our estimates for the operator 7, are sharp, in the sense that the same estimates are
satisfied by

1
r

(f.8) (Z}sz f(x)- szg(x)\’) (17)
k
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In (17), BHT(Py, f. Py, g) is replaced by the product of the functions Py, f - Pr, g. In general, the best
one can hope for a bilinear Fourier multiplier operator is that it satisfies the same L? estimates as the
product ( f, g) — f - g, and this is the case for 7.

Moreover, in the special case of lacunary dyadic intervals, for any 1 < r < oo, we have that

(f.8) (Z )

k
is a bounded operator from L? x L9 to L® for any (p, ¢, s) € Range(BHT). The cases p = oo and ¢ = 0o

/ F® 2 =E g ay
2k <f<p<2k+1

cannot be obtained directly, but follow by duality.

Our initial proof of Theorem 10 did not involve vector-valued bilinear Hilbert transform operators,
but it was built around localizations of BHT, in conjunction with several stopping times. Afterwards we
realized that this method is suitable for other general situations, which eventually led to the development
of the helicoidal method. This applies to paraproducts, BHT, the Carleson operator, the Rubio de Francia
operator, etc. In the study of the 7, operator, the stopping times were dictated by level sets of linear
Rubio de Francia operators: RF,, (/) and RF,,(g). For the vector-valued BHT, the three stopping times
that are used for estimating the trilinear form are dictated by level sets of

(Zr)"s (D)™ o (Simr)”
k k k

The method of the proof is described in more detail in Section 2.5.

Lastly, we want to point out an interesting connection with another open problem in time-frequency
analysis: the boundedness of the Hilbert transform along vector fields. More exactly, if v : R — R? is a
nonvanishing measurable vector field, then one defines the Hilbert transform along v as

d
va(x,y>=p.v.Af(<x,y>—r-v(x,y))f.

It was conjectured by Stein that H,, is a bounded operator on L? whenever v is Lipschitz. Some partial
results in this direction are known in the case of a one-variable vector field. M. Bateman and C. Thiele
[2013] proved the L? boundedness of H, for % < p < 0o and provided that v(x, y) = v(x, 0).

The proof makes use of the Littlewood—Paley square function in the second variable and restrictions to
certain fixed sets G and H, together with single annulus estimates for H, from [Bateman 2013]. In the
special case when f(x, y) = g(x)h(y), estimates for the variational Carleson from [Oberlin et al. 2012]
yield the same result whenever p > %. It is still not known if this can be extended to general functions
f(x,y), or whether one can push the lower bound for p below %.

Silva [2014] uses ideas similar to the ones described above, obtaining in this way vector-valued
extensions for BHT whenever % < r < 4. Our methods allow us to prove that vector-valued extensions
exist for any 1 <r < oo (in fact, for any triple (r1, 2, r)). It would be interesting to understand whether
the localization argument that we are employing can be transferred to the study of the Hilbert transform
along vector fields.
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Besides having sharp estimates for the local version of the operator, the structure of the intervals chosen
through the triple stopping time can play a role in itself. The collections of intervals constitute a maximal
covering for the level sets of certain maximal operators, and for that reason, they form a sparse collection
of intervals (in the sense of [Lerner 2013]). From here, weighted estimates can be deduced, and a similar
approach was carried out in [Culiuc et al. 2016].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we recall some definitions and results
regarding multilinear operators. The helicoidal method is described in detail in Section 2.5. Multiple
vector-valued extensions for BHT are presented in Section 3, and those for paraproducts in Section 4.
Following in Section 5 are the estimates for BHT ® I1®". The Leibniz rules are a modification of mixed
norm L7 estimates for I1 ® IT and are discussed in Section 6. The Rubio de Francia theorem for iterated
Fourier integrals and its application to the AKNS system problem appear in Section 7.

2. Some classical results on the bilinear Hilbert transform

In this paper we use Chapter 6 of [Muscalu and Schlag 2013] as a black box, but we recall a few definitions
and results to ease the reading of the presentation. Essential here are the notions of size and energy, which
are quantities associated to certain subsets of the phase-frequency space.

Notation. For any interval / C R, define

dist(x, 1) )_100

X1 (x) = (l—l- 7|

The mesh of dyadic intervals is denoted by D.

Definition 12. A file is a rectangle P = Ip x wp with the property that /p, wp € D or wp is in a shifted
variant of D. We define a tritile to be a tuple P = (Py, P>, P3) where each P; is a tile as defined above
and the spatial intervals are the same: /p, = Ip forall 1 <i <3.

Definition 13 (order relation). Given two tiles P and P’, we say P’ < P if Ip» € Ip and wp C 3wp/,
and P/ < Pif PP<Por P'=P. Also, PP<Pif IprCIp and wp C100wp/,and P' < Pif P/ < P
but P’ £ P.

Definition 14. A collection P of tritiles is said to have rank I if for any P, P’ € P the following conditions
are satisfied:

o If the tritiles are distinct, i.e., P # P’, then ij # Pj forall 1 <j <3.

o If wp;, = a)PJ(O for some jo, then wp; = Wp; forall 1 <j <3.

o If PJfO < Pj, for some jjo, then Pj’ S Pjforalll <j <3.

e If in addition to Pj/0 < Pj, one also assumes |/p/| < |Ip|, then PJf < Pj forall j # jo.

Definition 15. Let [P be a sparse rank 1 collection of tritiles, and let 1 < j < 3. A subcollection T of P
is called a j -tree if and only if there exists a tritile Pr (called the rop of the tree) such that P; < Pr ;
forall P € T. We write It for Ip, and oT; for wp,,; and we say T is a tree if it is a j-tree for some
l<j=<3.
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Definition 16. Let 1 </ < 3. A finite sequence of trees 77, ..., Ty is said to be a chain of strongly
i-disjoint trees if and only if
(i) P; # P/ forevery P € T, and P’ € Tj,, with Iy # I»;

(ii) whenever P € T;, and P’ € Ty, with [; # [5 are such that 2wp, N 2wp/ # J, then if |wp, | < |(upl(|,
one has Ip/ N I, =&, and if |Cl)pl_/| < |wp; |, one has Ip N I, =@.

(ili) whenever P € T;, and P’ € T}, with [; <[5 are such that 2wp, N 20)Pl.’ # @ and |wp, | = |a)P’_/|, then
IprNI T, = <.

Definition 17. Let P be a tile. A wave packet on P is a smooth function ¢p which has Fourier support

inside %a)p and is L2-adapted to Ip in the sense that

; 1 dist(x, Ip)\ M
65 () = Co —— 1+ (18)
|I P | 2+l |I P |
for sufficiently many derivatives / and any M > 0.
2.1. Model operator for BHT. A discretized model operator for BHT is given by
1
BHTp(/.8)(x) = ) , —(f.dp,)(8- 5,005, (x). (19)
1 2 3

PeP Ip|2

where the family P of tritiles is sparse and has rank 1, while (¢ lj;j )pep are wave packets associated to
the tiles P;. In some sense, the bilinear Hilbert transform is the canonical example of such an operator.
Above we also included the definitions of trees and chains of strongly disjoint trees because they are
essential in understanding such singular bilinear operators.

The model operator from (19) was introduced in [Lacey and Thiele 1999], and the bilinear Hilbert
transform itself can be represented as an average of such shifted model operators. The detailed reduction
can be found in [Muscalu and Schlag 2013, Chapter 6]. As a consequence, the boundedness of the bilinear
Hilbert transform within Range(BHT) can be deduced from similar estimates for the model operator. Simi-
larly, estimates for vector-valued and for the localized bilinear Hilbert transform will follow once we prove
their equivalents for the model operator, and we will not insist on the exact distinction between the two.

It is worth mentioning however, that the model operator fails to be bounded for s < %
2,

Bilinear operators are often studied with the use of the associated trilinear form. In the case of the

leaving undecided
the boundedness of the bilinear Hilbert transform itself for % <s5<

(model operator for the) BHT operator, the trilinear form is given by
1
Apurp(f.g.h) = Y —(f,0p, )2 05, (1. $B,)- (20)
pep lIP|2

Definition 18. If P is a collection of tritiles and /g is a dyadic interval, we denote by P(/p) the tiles P
in P whose spatial interval Ip is contained in /p:

P(lo):={P eP:Ip C Iy}
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Definition 19. Let P be a finite collection of tritiles, let j € {1,2,3}, and let f be an arbitrary function.
We define the size of the sequence ( f, ¢ 1{,/_ )p by

size((f.9p,)p) := sup (| 1 2 |9, |2) 1)

PeT
where T ranges over all trees in [P that are i-trees for some i # j.
Lemma 20 [Muscalu and Schlag 2013, Lemma 6.13]. Let j € {1,2, 3} and let E be a set of finite measure.
Then for every | f| < 1g one has
size((f, ¢1{,j) < sup — Ip] / XIP

Pep
for all M > 0, with implicit constants depending on M.
Thanks to Lemma 20, which is a consequence of the John—Nirenberg inequality, we can work with the
simpler “sizes”

. 1 -
s1zef~supm/R|f|~)(%dx,

Pep
where M is some large number to be chosen later.

We will also need a size that behaves well with respect to localization. In the formula above we
consider the supremum over the spacial intervals Ip of the collection PP. In our proofs, we will need to
compare sizep(z,) f and (1/]1o|) [l f|- X1, dx, so the following definition is natural:

Definition 21. If / is a fixed dyadic interval, then we define
— 1 .
sizep(ry) f = sup — / | f] -)(]J” dx. (22)
NI R A
IPeP(lpy),IpCJ
We note that for any function f,
sizep(r,) f = sizep(ry) f-
Definition 22. Let P be a finite collection of tritiles, j € {1,2,3} and let /" be a fixed function. We
define the energy of the sequence ( f, ¢ ;,j )p by

D=

energy((f. ¢4, )p) = sup2" sup( > |1T|) , (23)

nez T TeT

where T ranges over all chains of strongly j-disjoint trees in P (which are i-trees for some i # j) having
the property that

Y. |
(X urshe) =2}
PeT

for all T € T and such that

1
. 2 |
(X wrege) <2t
PeT’ '
for all subtrees 7/ C T € T.
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We have the following estimates for the trilinear form and energy:

Proposition 23 [Muscalu and Schlag 2013, Proposition 6.12]. Let P be a finite collection of tritiles. Then
3

Ao (fio o So) 5 [T ine(( ;. 9p,10)” (enerey (415 67, )p) ™

j=1
for any 0 < 01,602,083 < 1 with 01 + 0, + 03 = 1; the implicit constants depend on the 8; but are

independent of the other parameters.

Lemma 24 [Muscalu and Schlag 2013, Lemma 6.14]. Let j € {1,2,3} and f € L*(R). Then
energy((f. 03, )7) < I/

However, for our specific problem we need more accurate estimates for the localized trilinear form.
This will follow in Sections 2.4 and 3.1.

2.2. Interpolation. Since this is a fundamental tool in harmonic analysis, we recall a few facts about
interpolation methods. We adapt the results from [Thiele 2006] and emphasize how the constants change
through interpolation. In our applications, we need to keep track of the constants. Many of the proofs in
the following sections are iterative, and the operatorial norm obtained after interpolation becomes a “size”
on the subsequent step of the induction. We recall a few definitions and results, but we will be mainly

using their generalization to Banach spaces.

Definition 25. For a subset E C R of finite measure, define

X(E)={f:1fl=1E ae].

We will denote by V' the linear span of all X(E), which plays an important role because it is a dense
subspace of all L? spaces for 1 < p < o0.

Definition 26. A tuple o = (a1, ..., ay) is called admissible if for all 1 <i <n,
—o<ai<1 and a1+, =1,
and there is at most one index jo so that a;, < 0. We call an index good if o; > 0 and bad if a; < 0.

Definition 27. A multilinear form A : V x---xV — C s of restricted type o = (@1, ..., o) with0 <q; <1
if there exists a constant C (possibly depending on «) such that for each tuple £ = (Eq,..., E;) of
measurable subsets of R and for each tuple f = (f1,..., fu) with f; € X(E;), we have

‘A(fla---sfn)} SCl_[|EJ~|“J'.
J

Theorem 28 (similar to [Thiele 2006, Theorem 3.2]). Let 8 = (B1, ..., Bn) be a tuple of real numbers
such that ) jBj =1and Bj >0 jorall j. Assume A is of restricted type o for all a in a neighborhood
of B satisfying > ;j &j = 1, with constant C(c) depending continuously on o.. Then A is of strong type 8
with constant C(fB):

Al =CB [T forall ;€ V.
j=1 ’
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For multilinear operators, it often happens that the target space is an L? space with 0 < p < 1. This is
not a Banach space, but we can conclude the desired outcome by interpolating weak-L4 estimates for g
in a neighborhood of p. Additionally, L9-°° norms are dualized in the following way:

Lemma 29 [Muscalu and Schlag 2013, Lemma 2.5]. Let 0 < r <1, and A > 0. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

@ [/ llr00 = A.
(ii) For every set E with 0 < |E| < oo, there exists a major subset E' C E (i.e., |E'| > |E|/2) so that

(i 1E)| < A|E|71/, where % + % = 1. (Note that for r # 1, we have r’ is a negative number.)

Definition 30. Let o be an n-tuple of real numbers and assume «; < 1 for all j. An n-linear form A is
called of generalized restricted type « if there is a constant C (possibly depending on «) such that for
all tuples £ = (E1,..., E,), there is an index jo and a major subset E]’.0 C Ej, so that for all tuples
f=(f1..... fa) with fj € X(Ej) for j # jo and fj, € X(E} ),

n
IACfio o ) =C TTIE ™. (24)
j=1
If a tuple @ = (a1, ..., 0p) is good, then generalized restricted-type estimates coincide with restricted-

type estimates:

Proposition 31 (similar to [Thiele 2006, Lemma 3.6]). If « = (1, ...,qy) is a good tuple, and A is of
generalized restricted type o with constant C(«) and the major subset corresponds to the index jg, then
A is of restricted type a with constant C () /(1 —2770),

Theorem 32 [Thiele 2006, Theorem 3.8]. Assume

A= (T(fl, ooy fn—1), fn)

is of generalized restricted type B, where Zj Bj = 1. Assume By > 0for1 <k <n—1and B, <0.
Assume A is also of generalized restricted type a with constant C () (continuously depending on ) for
all « in a neighborhood of B satisfying > ; @j = 1. Then the multilinear operator T' satisfies

(1—8n)

n—1
17 )| scw)_]'[lnf,-nﬁlj. (25)
b

2.3. Interpolation for Banach-valued functions. The Banach space interpolation theory is very similar
to the scalar version, the difference consisting in replacing the norm | - | on C by ||-||x on a Banach space X.
We say that F' € L?(R; X) provided

N =

IFllLresx) = ( [iFeons dx) <o

The question of integrability of F(x) is reduced to the Lebesgue integrability of x — || F(x)||x. The set
of vector-valued step functions is dense in L?(R; X) and for this reason, similarly to the scalar case, it
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will be enough to deal with function in
{F N F(x)|lx <1g(x) a.e. E C R subset of finite measure}.

The linear span of such sets will be denoted Vx.
The multilinear form associated with an operator is obtained through dualization. More exactly,

[R (G(x), F(x) dx

I Fllr@x):= sup
1G 11, oy oy <1

whenever 1 < p < oco.
We will deal with a vector-valued multilinear (or multisublinear) operator of the form

T:LP'(R; X1) X -+ x LP ' (R; Xp—1) — LP"(R; Xy).
The multilinear form associated with this operator, A : Vx, x---x Vx, | x Vyx» — C, is given by
A(F1, ..., Fu_1, Fy) = /(T(Fl,...,Fn_l)(x),F,,(x))dx.
R

The definitions and proofs from the scalar case are adaptable to the vector-valued situation. For complete-
ness, we present them here, adapting the equivalent statements from [Thiele 2006].

Definition 33. A tuple @ = («1,...,®y) is called admissible if &y +---+ o, =1, o1,...,a, <1 and
for at most one index jo we have a;, < 0.

A multisublinear form A as above is of restricted type & = (a1, . .., ®y) for a good admissible tuple o
if there exists a constant C so that for each tuple £ = (Ey, ..., E,) of measurable subsets of R, and for

each tuple F = (Fy,..., Fy,) with || Fj|x < 1g,, we have
|A(F1,....Fp)| S ClEL|* -+ | Ep|*n.

Proposition 34 (equivalent of [Thiele 2006, Theorem 3.2]). Let f = (B1, ..., Bn) be an admissible tuple
of real numbers such that B; > 0 for all j. Assume that A is of restricted type o for all admissible tuples o
in a neighborhood of B. Then there is a constant C such that for all Fj € Vx,

\A(F1, .o F)| < ClIFLll s exyy - 1 FnllL16n ox,)-

Definition 35. Let o be an admissible tuple; the n-sublinear form A is of generalized restricted type a if
there is a constant C such that for all tuples £ = (E1, ..., Ej,) there is an index jo and a major subset £ J/.o
of Ej,(that is, |EJ’.0| > | Ejy|/2) such that for all tuples F' = (F1,. .., Fy) with || Fj||x;, < 1g; for j # jo,
and ||Fjo||on < IE} , we have

0

|A(Fy,.... F)| 5CH|Ej|a.i_
J

Proposition 36. If A is of generalized restricted type o = (a1, . ..,0p), and aj > 0 for all j, then A is
of restricted type «.
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On the other hand, if one of the indices o/ is <0, the generalized restricted-type implies only weak-L?
estimates. This works in the case when the multisublinear form is given by

A(F1, ..., Fy) = /R(T*(Fl,...,Fn_l)(x),F,,(x))dx, (26)

and corresponds to an operator T defined on Vx, x---x Vx,_, and taking values in Vy,,.

Proposition 37. Let A be a multisublinear form as in (26), and o = (a1, ..., 0y,) an admissible tuple
with o, < 0. Assuming that A is of generalized restricted type o, we have

n—1
x| TFL . Py, > A} < 4 [T1E/1%
j=1

forall tuples F = (Fy, ..., Fy_1) with | f; ||X_,- <l1g,.

Proposition 38. Assume A is of generalized restricted type 3, where B is an admissible tuple with 8, <O.
Assume A is also of generalized restricted type « for all admissible tuples o in a neighborhood of B. Then
T satisfies

n—1

“f(Fl, ey Fn—l) HLI/(I—Bn)(R;Xn) <C 1_[1 ||Fj ||L1/ﬁj (R;X;)" (27)
j=

The proofs of the last two propositions follow exactly the same ideas as those corresponding to the

scalar case, with very minor differences.

2.4. A few technical lemmas. In this section, we present a few results that will be useful later on for
estimating a trilinear form associated to a collection [P of tritiles well-localized in space: Ip C Iy for all
P eP.

Lemma 39. If Iy is a fixed dyadic interval, k € 7+, and f is a function such that

k=1 dist(supp £, Ip) -

ok
- [ 1o] -

then

energyp(r) S S 251 £ -

Proof. Following Definition 22, there exists a collection T of j-disjoint trees T € T C P(/p), so that
2
(energyp(r) )~ Y Y |(fiop)]".
TeT PeT

We define 7 := | Jrer Uper P, the collection of all tiles in T, and estimate the right-hand side of the

expression above:
)P CTAED DD DR B (Xl

TeT PeT m=>0 I1CIy PeT
[I|=2"mIo| IP=1I
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The collection of tiles P € 7 with Ip = I for a fixed interval I are all disjoint in frequency. In fact,
since they are of the same scale, they are translations of some fixed tile and hence

dist(x, I)
> (e flf(x)|2(1+ 7 ) dx.

PeT
Ip=1I

This implies

I DI [ If(x)lz( d“t'(lxl ”) ix

Tel PeT m>0 ICI,
[1|=27""Io|

<Y e (R
~ 2 1]

m=>0 ICIy
[I|=27""1o|

SIfI3 272 My oM

m=>0

S|f13 272k, O

On the other hand, if f is supported inside 5/p, we know from Lemma 24, that energyp(s,) /' < [|.f |2
Since the collection P(/p) is localized in space on the interval /o, we have the following estimate for
the trilinear form Agyr;p(r,):

Lemma 40 (refinement of [Muscalu and Schlag 2013, Proposition 6.12]). The trilinear form Agyr;p(1,)
satisfies

|ABHT;P(IO) (/. 8 h)‘
< (size 01 (si 02 (si NN i Y % I - 1=6: (28
< (sizep(ry) 1) (sizep(ry) 8)% (sizep(r)y M 1L - Frolly " g - Frolly ™ 1 Firo (28)

for any 0 < 01,0,,03 < 1, with 01 + 0 + 03 = 1; the implicit constants depend on the 0;, but are
independent of the other parameters.

Proof. For any | > 1, we define Z; := 21"'110 \ 2110, and Zy := 2[y. In this way, for any x € Z;,
1+ dist(x, Io)/|1o| ~ 2L
We will be using the following decompositions:

=Y =Y s, 29)

k1=0 k1>0
and similarly,

= Z 8ko - = Z g'lzkz’ h:= Z iy = Z h'11k3'

k>>0 k>>0 k3>0 k3>0
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From Proposition 23, the trilinear form can be estimated by

ABHT;P(I()) (f; g, h)} 5 Z ‘ABHT;P(I()) (fkl » 8ko» hk3)‘
klak25k3

S Y (izengry) fi)? (sizep(ry) 8k,) % (sizep(rg) M)
kik2.k3 1-6, 1-6> ho 103
(energyp(zy) fi) ' (energyp(ry) 8k,) 2 (energyp(ry) hks)

We will only employ the extra decay in the energy; for the size, we have simply
sizep(1y) fi; < sizep(iy) f
uniformly in k1.
On the other hand, since f, is supported on 7y, Lemma 39 implies
energyp(r) fin 27| iy 2.

Hence we obtain

| Asrr:pre) (f 8 )| < (sizep(rg) )0 (sizep(rg) £) (sizep(rg) h)%

C Y QTM i ) @M gy 1) @R M By 1)
k1,k2,k3

The expressions in the last line are summable, via Holder’s inequality; more exactly, since 6; < 1,

146, 1-6;
1-64

o 1—6 CkMAiZf\ T2 kg M 2
T o) (T2 ) T (D)
k1 k1

~ 1-6
SN xnly ™

for M sufficiently large. Note the implicit constants will depend on 6; only. This proves inequality (28). [

Z sk M (2—k1

k1>0

2.5. The helicoidal method. With the intention of bringing to light the ideas behind our proofs, we
present the main strategy in a simplified setting. Unfortunately, we cannot avoid the specific terminology,
but one should think of the sizes as being averages, while the energies are L? quantities that reflect
orthogonality. For estimating the norms |BHT(f, g)||s, we use interpolation results for the trilinear
form Apur(f, g.h) = (BHT(f. g),h). In what follows, Af,(f, g, h) denotes a space localization of
Agur(f, g, h) to the fixed interval Iy. More specifically, it is the form associated to a model operator of
BHT as in (19), where the spatial intervals of the tiles lie inside the fixed dyadic interval I¢. Similarly,
A?O (f. g, h) denotes a space localization of the corresponding trilinear form in the multiple vector-valued
setting.

The helicoidal method is an iterated induction procedure suitable for proving vector-valued estimates
for linear and multilinear operators. We describe the main ideas in the case of the BHT operator, and
later on we will indicate the equivalent statements for paraproducts and the Carleson operator. At the
heart of our argument lies the following induction statement:
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Induction statement. Let n > 0. We fix Iy a dyadic interval, and F, G, H' subsets of R of finite
measure. Let Ry = (r{,....r1), R = (r},...,r%) and R’ = ((+")!,..., (+")") be n-tuples so that
Ril + Riz + % =1, while f, g and & are vector-valued functions satisfying

1/ rs oy < 1P, 180 Lra oy <16 () and RGO Lr oy 0 < 1 ().

Then we have the following estimate P(n) for the trilinear form A’I’O:

— [ —_— 2] —_— o
A% (fg.h)| S Gizery 1p) 22 ¢ Sizeg, 16) 2T % ¢ (Sizeg, L) 2+ 2 ¢ I
for every 0 < 0y, 65,03 <1, 01 + 0, + 03 = 1, satisfying an extra condition C(R1, Rz, R').

In the local L? case the condition C(R1, R», R’) is satisfied automatically: that is, the P(n) statement
is true for all 0 < 6y, 6, 03 as above. This condition is the main obstruction in obtaining for ﬁ; the
same range of L7 estimates as that of the scalar BHT; in (37) we point out the source of this constraint.
Now we present the proofs of the induction statements P(0) and P(n) = P(n + 1). Also, for the reader’s
convenience, we include the P(0) = P(1) step.

As we will see later on, the fact that P(n) implies our Theorems 7 and 8 is based on a standard triple
stopping time argument, involving the above localized sizes.

Check P(0): This is the scalar BHT case, with | f| <1f, |g| <1g and |k| < 1pg-. This situation is well
understood, and we have from Proposition 23:
Az (f.8. )| < (izer, /) (sizer, )% (sizer,h)® (energyy, f)' ™% (energy, €)' ~* (energyy, h)' =%

for any 0 < 61, 65,605 < 1 such that 61 + 6, + 63 = 1.
Since we are considering a localized model of BHT, where all the tiles have their spatial intervals Ip
lying in /o, one can refine Lemma 20 by replacing energy;, f with || /- 1, /2. Noticing that

~ - 1 1
I/ X1oll2 < (sizegy1F)2 102

1—-64 1—63 1—63
and |Io| 72 |lo|"2 |lo] 2 =|lo|, we obtain the desired P(0).

Check P(0) = P(1). Assume that

1 1
77

(2:|fk|rl)rl <1r, (2:|gk|r2)r2 <1lg and (Z|hk|r/) <1p. (30)
3 3 k

Given that we know P(0), we will prove P(1), given by

03

RV

=

-~ 1401 — 14,0 o —
< (31zelolp)2+ 2 6(8126101(;)2+ 2 € (51ze101Hf)

ZAlo(fk’gkﬂhk)

k

for any 0 < 601, 6,,65 <1, 61 + 0, + 03 = 1, satisfying the constraint C(ry,r,7’), given by

1+6 1 1+06 1 1+6 1
+1——>0, +2——>0, +3——>0
2 ri 2 1) 2 r’
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Asurpry) (fv-1r.gn-16.hn-1g7)

1 146, | 146, 1 1463 1
. (sizery 1p) 2 71 (sizer, 1g) 2 "2 (sizepy dgr) ™ 2 77
* ~ ~ ~

i '||1F'XI()”r| ||lG‘X10||r2 ||1H"X10||r’

Agurpo) (f21F, 821G, ha-1g7)

i

Agurpo) (f11F. 8116, hi-1g)

Iy
Figure 6. Output of the localization process.

Here an intermediate step is necessary in order to get a finer estimate for each Ay, ( fx. gk, hx). That is,
we need to prove

Ay (fk-1F. gk -1, hi - 1) S IAL I fx - Xaollry |18k - Xaollrs 12k - Xao 7 (31)

where the operatorial norm is given by

— 46, 1 . — 46 1 . — 14603 1
”AIO”:(SIZCIOIF) 2 "1 (SIZCIOIG) 2 2 (SIZCIOIH/) > 6.

Once we have such an estimate, we sum in k, use Holder’s inequality and (30) to further estimate (31) by

”AIO” ”1F ')?E”rl HIG ')?E”rz ||1H/ 'iio”r’ |IO|-
[ 1o| 1 [1o| "2 | 10| 7
This is illustrated in Figure 6 and it proves P(1).
The proof of (31) is a slight modification of the proof of the boundedness of the bilinear Hilbert
transform. Using interpolation methods, we can assume that | fx| < 1g,, |gx| < 1E,, |hx| < 1g;. So we
need to show

Ary(fi 17, 8k - 1G. hi - 1) S IIAL I E1|* |E2|*? | E3|*,

where (a1, a2, ®3) is an admissible tuple arbitrarily close to (% % %) In order to get the desired
expression for || Ay, ||, we need another stopping time inside /o. This is illustrated in Figure 7.

Let I C I be a subinterval of /3. Now we use P(0) as follows:
|Ar(fie-1F. gk 16 hi - 1m7)
1+93

— e 1o .
S(sizef(1p-1g))) 2 ~“(sizey(lg -1g,)) 2 ~“(sizef(1gr-1g5)) 2 ~€|1|

_— 40 e 40 e 1+63
< (sizer,1F) e € (sizeg,1G) L € (sizeg lgr) 2 "€

- (sizer 1) (Size 1 g,)*2 (sizer 1g,)* 1|
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Ar(fn-1Fr,gn1G,hn-1g1) Ap(fn1r,gn-1G,hn-1g) Apr(fn-1Fr,gn-1G,hn-1yr)
Ar(f2r1F,82:1G,h2 1g7) A (f21F,82:1G,h2 1) A (f21F,82:1G,h2 1)
Ar(fi-lp,g1-1G,hi-1g7) Ap(fi-lr,g1-1G,hi-1g7) A (fi-lr,g1-1G,h1-1g7)

I i F I, i F I”

Figure 7. Extra stopping time.

In order to obtain the last inequality, we have to make sure that the exponents

146, 146, 1+ 03
— 0] — €, — 0y —€, — 03 —€
2 2 2
are all positive, which is always the case in the local L? situation. Since (o1, @2, a3) are arbitrarily close
to (%, %, r—) this is the origin of the constraint C(rq, r»,7") on page 1954.

Summing over the intervals I given by the alluded to triple stopping time over the corresponding
averages, we recover | E1|%! | E2|*2 | E3|*3. We note that the operatorial norm given by interpolation is

1+91 1 1+92 1_5,..\_, 1463 1 -
(31261011:) (5126101g) (sizeg lgr)~ 2 ~ 7 ¢

where € is slightly larger than the initial €, but the difference between the two is irrelevant.

Check P(n) = P(n+1). Lastly, we present the general induction step, in the case of iterated £7 spaces.

We have multi-indices 71 = (r{,..., 1), F2 = (r3,....r}), r = ("L, ..., (")), and I £z, <1F,
lgllz, =1, lIhll; <1m’. Then iP(n) is equivalent to
A% (fg.h)| = ‘ / ZBHTP(IO)(J;,g,)(x) hi(x) dx
— — — 0
< (sizezolF)f+7‘€ (Sizer,16) 4+ 3 ¢ Gizesy L) 2+ 5 < 1), (32)

whenever [y is a dyadic interval. For P(n 4+ 1) we consider n + 1 iterated £ spaces, given by the
multi-indices: Ry = (r1,71), Ry = (ra,72) and R’ = (r’,r’), while f, g and h are vector-valued functions
satisfying

1 1
r /
||f||§15=(2||fk||;i) <tr. gl = (Z||gk||’2) <1, Jhlg:= (Znhknr) <1p
k

(33)



MULTIPLE VECTOR VALUED INEQUALITIES VIA THE HELICOIDAL METHOD 1957

We want a result similar to (32), so we need to estimate

NN (fog ) = /R YD BHTe() (fy j 8, )0 - hy 500 dx = D AF (fier gk ).
ko7 k

We can’t directly apply P(n), and instead we will need the following result, similar to (31):

| AT, (Sies gk i) | SIAT I S - Hrollr gk - o Nl ek - Tro 1 (34)
— 46 1 — 46 1 . — 1+63 1
where ||A’I’0|| = (sizef,1p) 2> 71 “(sizeplg) 2 "2 (sizer, 1) 2 T Once we have such

aresult, P(n + 1) follows easily by Holder, exactly as before.
We will prove (34) by using restricted-type interpolation. Instead of estimating the trilinear form A’}O,
we will deal with

AZ’)F’G’H/(fk, 8k-hi) = Ary(fie - 1F. 8k *1G. hic - 1m7). (35)

This is natural since condition (33) implies that the functions fj are supported on F, and similarly the
functions gy are supported on G and i on H'. By interpolation theory, we can assume that

I fellz, <1, 8kllz, <1E,. and  |hg|l; < 1E,,
and it suffices to prove

F.G,H'
AT (fis 8k hi)| S AT I E1|* | E2|*2 | E5|* (36)

L1 l). Similarly to the case P(0) = P(1), we will have

r’ B’ I ,
a stopping time inside /g, so in fact we need to estimate A'}’F’G’H (fx, &k hy) for some I C Iy. Ttis
here that we use hypothesis P(n):

,F,G,H’'
A} (fr-&k-hi)| = | AT (fi - 1F. gk - 1G. hi - 1)
with ”fk . 11:'”;1 < lmel, “gk 'lG”?z < lGﬂEz and ||hk 'lH/”’j’ < 1H/0E3- More precisely,

IAPECH (i )|

—_— 0 —_— ) — 4]
< (izef(1p - 1g,))2+ 2 7€ (Size (g - 1g,)) 2t 7 € (sizey (1gr - 1)) 2T 2 ||

for (o1, @2, @3) in a small neighborhood of (

’

_— 140 o — 1,9 _  _  — 1403 _
< (SIZCIOIF)2+ 2 T¥1T€ (SIZGIOIG)2+ 2% E(SIZCIOIH/)2+ 2 43¢
- (sizer 1g,)™ (sizer1g,)® (sizer15,)*3 |1 |

for (a1, @2, @3) in a neighborhood of (% % %) Due to the stopping time, which is performed with

respect to the three sizes, we know the expressions (EiEE:I 1£,)% add up to |E(|¥" and it is similar for the
sizes of 1g, and 1g,. Interpolating, we get the desired (36). From the above equation, we can see why
the operatorial norm has the form

-~ ﬂ_i_g —_— 1+02—L—g — ) 1
HA’;O H = (SIZCIOIF) 2 1 (SIZCIOIG) 2 "2 (SIZCIOIH/) 2 ¥ €,
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The € (which is a slight modification on the € in the P(n) statement), appears as an interpolation error;
moreover, the conditions

1+6 1 1+6 1 1+6 1
=+ 1 _ S O, + 2 _ > O, + 3 _ >0 (37)
2 r r 2 r’

are necessary, and they imply the constraint C(R1, Ry, R’). This ends the proof of the induction step.

The same method applies in the case of paraproducts. The difference here is that the energies are
L' quantities, and for that reason we don’t have any extra assumptions; the range of the multiple vector-
valued extensions is the same as that of the paraproducts. The model operator for paraproducts I1
corresponds to a “rank 0” family of tritiles; that is, once we know the spatial interval Ip, there is no other
degree of freedom and the frequency intervals are [1 /pl.2/|1p |] or [0, 1/|1p |]. The exact definitions
will be introduced in Section 4.

Induction statement (paraproducts case). Under the same assumptions as in the induction statement on
page 1954, the localized trilinear form for paraproducts satisfies P(n), given by

|A7 (f.g.h)| < (sizegy1 7)€ (sizegy 1) < (sizegy 1mr) ' €| Il
provided
LF ) Lz oy S1F). 18 ILra gy <16 (x) and ROy < 1a/(X).

Finally, we want to point out that the helicoidal method applies equally in the case of (sub)linear
operators. One last example is that of the Carleson operator

Crf(x) = sup / £(&)e277 g
N |J&<N

for which UMD-valued extensions are already known from the work of Hyt6nen and Lacey [2013].
Demeter and Silva [2015] gave an alternative proof for £2-valued inequalities for the Carleson operator.
In fact, they present a new principle, built around ideas from [Bateman and Thiele 2013], for dealing
with £2-valued inequalities for sublinear operators which are not of Calderén—Zygmund type.
We do not present all the details here, but the essential statement for proving multiple vector-valued
inequalities for the Carleson operator, using the helicoidal method, is the following:

Induction statement (Carleson operator). Under the same assumptions as in the induction statement on
page 1954, the localized bilinear form for the discretized Carleson operator satisfies P(n), given by

AL (O] S (sizery17)' ¢ (sizegy 1) | o).
provided that
I Lriwy =1F(x) and  [[g(X) LR (w ) = 16 (%)

Comparing the main statements of the above three examples, we can see from the exponents of the
sizes that the range of L? estimates for the vector-valued Carleson operator and for the vector-valued
paraproduct IT will coincide with the range of the scalar operator. However, for BHT things are more
complicated.
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3. Multiple vector-valued estimates for BHT

In this section we describe the detailed proof of our Theorems 7 and 8.

3.1. Estimates for localized BHT. Here we assume that F, G and H’ are fixed subsets of R of finite
measure and /¢ is a fixed dyadic interval. We are interested in finding estimates for the bilinear operator

BHT, “7 (f.g)x):= Y

Peply) | P|2

(S 1p.0p ) (g 1G.9p,) dp, (X)Lg/(x).
In doing so, we first study the associated trilinear form

F G,H’
Agimpay (S8 =Y

PeP(Ip) |

S 1p.dp ) (g 16.9,) (h-1h. ¢3.).

| 2

While this operator satisfies the same estimates as the bilinear Hilbert transform, the localization to the
sets F, G and H’, and the restriction to the tiles in P(/g) will bring some extra decay. First we prove a
result in the “local L? case”, when - o % % % In this situation the proof is simpler, because we are
employing “energies”, which are L2 expressions, and they can easily be related to L’ averages when

r > 2.

Proposition 41 (the case ry, 72, ' >2). Let P be a family of tritiles, Iy a dyadic interval and F, G, H' C R
sets of finite measure. Then one can find positive numbers a1, a» and as so that

F.G,H’
|ABHT;[FD(IO)(f’ & h)‘

< (SizeP(lo) 17)% (SiZCp([O) 1) (SizeP(lo) 1) f - Xiollr 1& - Xaollra - Xrollrr- (38)
We can choose aj = 1— % —¢€ > 0 for avery small € > 0.

Proof. In this case we are proving restricted-type estimates by applying directly Proposition 23: let

E1, E>, E3 be sets of finite measure, and | f| <1g,, |g| <1E,, |h| <1g,. We have

Aur(f - 1F.g-16.h-1g) < (sizep(rg) (f - 1) (sizep(10) (8 - 16)) ™ (sizen(zg) (- 1117)) %
-(energy(f - 17))' ™" (energy(g - 16))' % (energy(h - 1)) (39)

for any 0 < 601, 65, 03 < 1 such that 81 + 6, + 63 = 1. Recall that the sizes can be estimated by

sizep(r)(f -1F) < sup L / g, -1p - 71k dx,

Pep(ly) 1P| P
where M can be chosen as large as we wish. Then we observe that if E; is supported away from /o, the
sizes will decay fast, giving the desired || f - ¥1, |-, on the right-hand side. It is similar for £, and E3.
For this reason, we can assume that the sets £y, E», E3 are supported on 5/ and then we will need to
show only that

|Agur:po) (f1F. 816, h-1g)| < (sizep(ry) 17 )™ (sizep(ry) 16) 2 (sizep(ro) V)2 || f lry 1€ 22N
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We are using the energies precisely for estimating the norms of f, g and 4, so the sizes are playing the
role of a constant here. As we have seen in Lemma 24, the energies are bounded by L? norms, so from
(39), we have

1—63

F,G,H’ . . . 1—6; 1—65
Agirigey (& 1) 5 (izep(re) 1r) " (sizepqry) 16)% (sizep(ro) Lu)® |E1 |2 |Ea| 2 |E3| 2.

By varying 67, 6> and 603, we see that these restricted-type estimates are true in a very small neighborhood
of (%, %, %), and the interpolation, Theorem 28, yields strong-type estimates. Note that the constant in
this case is

(sizep(zo) 17)? (sizep(ro) 16)% (sizep(rq) 101)%.

which depends on the functions 1, 1g, 15/, the fixed interval Iy, the values of 61, 6>, and 83, but not
on the functions f, g, h. O

11

TRETE %) is an admissible tuple satisfying

Now we deal with the general Banach triangle case, where (

The proof is going to be more complicated because we will need to use the sizes as well for reconstructing
the norms of f, g, h. In addition, we will also need to use the sizes of 1z, 1g and 1 later on.

Proposition 42. Let F, G and H' be as above and let P(1y) be a family of tritiles localized to the dyadic
interval 1o. Then there exist positive numbers ay, a and as so that

App it (S8l

< (Sizep(1) LF) (sizep(10)16)* (sizepro) La ) f - F1olr I8 - Fro ol Frgllr.  (40)

1 1 1 _
where atnte= 1. In fact, for € > 0 small enough,

1+ 64 1 146, 1 1+63 1 @1
= ———€, ap= ———€, az= —— —¢,
2 r1 2 2 r 3 2 r’

ai

where 01, 05, 03 are so that 0 < 01, 0,,03 < 1, 01 + 6, + 03 = 1, and the expressions in (41) are positive.

Proof. In this case, we will use the interpolation, Theorem 32, and for this reason we cannot obtain directly
the expression in the right-hand side of (40), which represents localized LP norms. However, as we will
see soon, it will be enough to prove that Agyr;p(z,) is of generalized restricted type o = (a1, a2, «3) for
a in a small neighborhood of (% % L). Then the result in (40) will be a consequence of the fast decay
of the wave packets away from /.

We start with sets of finite measure Eq, E», E3 and define Q to be the exceptional set

~ E E
Q:={x: Mg, > Cg} U {x :M(1Eg,) > CM .
|E| |E3|
Let E} := E3\ Q. We want to prove that (40) holds for any functions f, g, hsothat | f| <1g,, |g| <1E,.,
and |h| < lEg- For simplicity, we assume that 1 + dist(Ip, Q€)/|Ip| ~ 22 for every tile P € P(Iy).
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Equivalently, we could decompose the collection of tiles into subcollections for which this property holds
for all d > 0. In the end, however, the estimate (40) will be independent of such a decomposition.
With the above assumption, for every P € P(/y), we have

1 / alE1l alE2|
— | 1g, -1 - )( dx <2 /IE ‘16 - )( dx 52
|Ip| ! e |E3| 1Ip| Jo ™ Ir |Es|’

2

This is important because now we can perform a stopping time which will allow us to estimate the “sizes
of the functions 1 E, - For each of the functions 1 -1g,, 16 -1g, and 15/ -1 E}» We will be looking for
maximal dyadic intervals J which are maximizers for

sup L/‘IEI‘IF')ZZJu dx. (42)
Jclo /] Jr
3PeP(ly), IpCJ

This is the reason we introduced the new size in Definition 21.

The selection of the intervals and tiles is described in more detail in Section 3.2, so here we only sketch
this process.

We start with the largest possible value 2~/ < 29|E||/|E,| and define J;, to be the collection of
maximal dyadic intervals / with the property that it contains some /p € P(/y) which is not contained in
any of the intervals previously selected, and I also has the property that

2_11_15L IEI'IF-)??ldX§2_ll
1] Jw

Then for each I € J;; we find the relevant tiles P with /p C I, and move them into P(/). Afterwards we
restart the algorithm for the collection P(/o) \ Ujeg 3 P(I).

The algorithm continues by decreasmg 211 until all tiles in (/o) are exhausted. In this way, for any
[y and any I € J;,, we have s1ze[p( ng, -1p) ~27 I, Similarly we define the collections of dyadic
intervals J;, associated with the functions 1g, - 1 as long as 2712 < 24| E,| /| E3). ~

For the third component the collections J;, are nonempty as long as 273 < 27Md and in that case,
forany I €J I3, We have s1zep( ng-1 E} 1) ~ 2773, The extra decay is due to the fact that E7 is actually
supported on €.

Given /1, [, [3 as above, we define gl . — J1, NI, NJp,. This is also going to be a collection of
dyadic intervals, and any tile in (/o) will be contained in some P(I), with I € 7/1-/2:3_1n fact, these
collections depend on the parameter d as well, which controls the distance from the exceptional set. We

ra=J U U P,

d 11,12,13 16321’12'13

have

but we suppress the dependency on d in the notation. Thus

AF.G.H' F,G,H'
Apirripg) (f- & 1) = Z Z Agirpcn (- & 1) (43)

11,02,13 T€J1:12:13
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F,G,H’

Every ABHT;P(I)

(f, g, h) is going to be estimated by Lemma 40:

Agiiy (. 8. ) S Gizep(ry (g, - 10)? Sizepr) (12, -16))” (Sizep(ry (g - 117)®

- 11-6 - 1-8 - 11-6
e, -1p-Frlly e, 16 - Frlly 2 11E; - 1a - Xl

For the particular function 1, -1 and an interval / € J h ’12’13, we have

1
2 b1 — 1 1
(/ 1, -1r - 17 dx) <27 2|12 S (sizepry(1g, - 1F)) 2|1 |2.
R

In this way, as long as

1+6 1 1+6, 1 1+6; 1
O oo X2 2L EB 1., (44)
2 r1 2 r 2 r’

F.G,H’
we can estimate A gy P(IO)(f, g, h) as

AFSG.H’
Agpr! [P(Io)(f g.h)

<Y Y Gizepay (1, 1r) " Gizepr) (15,16))* (Sizep() (1 10))

I,15,131€71:12:13

1-6; 1-6 1-63
1 2 1 2 1 2
( [lEl 1F XI dx) ( /IE2 IG XI dx) ( /IE/ IH/ XI dx) |I|
7] 7] 1]
'+9 1 46 1 1+63 1 _,
< Gizepagylr) 2 71 Gizepagle) 2 72 (Sizepggla) 2 7

n b
S Y 2 m Gy @)

11,02,131€7/1:12:13

The quantity

1+91 1 1+9 1 14031 _
7

(sizepr1F) 2 71 (izepagle) 2 72 (izepupla) 2 7

F.G,H’
BHT;P(Io)

F.,G,H

is going to represent the operatorial norm ||A BHT-P(Io)’

seen in (40).
We are left with estimating ) ; c41,.1,.15 |I |, which can be realized in three different ways; for example,

ORUEDBUES DIV

Iegl1-12.13 Ieyy, 1€y,

|| associated to the trilinear form A as

<D 2 mag) -1

IGJ[

< 2" Eq].

1,00

,oo
For this reason, whenever 0 < «; < 1, with a1 + a2 + a3 = 1, we have

> < @ED™ 22 Ea))* (253 ES))*.

Ie7l1:12.13
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This yields

l /
B B ]

1,105,153 Iejl112.13

Z 2—11(ﬁ—al)z—b(%—012)2—13(#4—6—0[1)|E1 |(x1 |E2|OL2 |E3|Ot3

11,012,153
1
Eq l Eal\2"% _iga (e
s(rm) (rE) s m e g
3 3

1 1 1
< 27100 By |70 | Ey| 72 | E5) 7.

Summing over d, this proves (40) in the particular case of characteristic functions. Upon interpolating,
we lose an e-power of sizep(;,)1F and sizep(;,)1G respectively, to get

F,G,H’' St St -~ ~ ~ ~
| A i 7o (1) S 8 M| S (izep(r) L) (sizep(10)16)*? (Sizep(o) L) | f 1o e 18- X0 vz 17 T |l
We note that the “weights” )y, will not affect the interpolation process; once we have an inequality
that holds for characteristic functions of finite sets, interpolation implies a similar result in full generality.
The exponents aj, a, and asz can be described as
1+ 6, 1 1+6, 1 1+ 63 1

- € dad2= —— —€, az=
2 r 2 ra 2 r

ap =

for some sufficiently small €, and for 0 < 61, 65, 03 < 1, satisfying 61 + 6 4+ 03 = 1, that will be chosen
later. O

Corollary 43 (the case r = 1). Let 1 <ry, ry <00 be such that +-++- =1, and 01, 0 satisfy 5 (1+61) > ;-
and %(1 + 6) > % Then

F,G,H’
”BHTP(IO) (£,

1+0 1 1+9 1
< (sizepr)1F) 2 € (sizep(rg)lg) 2 (SlzeP(Io)lH) 2N ol g Fro -

Proof. A careful inspection of (45) shows that one can choose any triple (81, B2, B3) with 81+ 82+ 83 =1,

even with 83 < 0, in the place of (ﬁ’ %, r—) In this case we get

A (f.g. )|

+
< (Fepaplr) 2 P Gzenanle) 2P oepag i) 2 €| Er|P|Ea|P2 | Es )P

The restrictions are that f; < ;(1 + 6;), which works well for very small or negative values of B3.
Interpolating between tuples (81, B2, f3) that lie in a small open neighborhood of ( 00 7 ,0) we get the
conclusion. In this case, the interpolation is used for estimating the L! norm of the operator, and not the

F,G,H'
trilinear form ABHT ‘P(ly)" O
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3.2. Proof of Theorem 7. Recall that the vector-valued BHT is defined by

dt
BHT(/g)(x,w) = [ f(r=twhg(x+ 1.0) - = BHT ) (0.
Then the trilinear form associated with it is
Agi(f.g.h) = f /W BHT(f, ¢)(x. w) h(x. w) du(w) dox.
R

First we prove generalized restricted-type estimates for Agat(f, £, /), and the general result will
follow from the vector-valued interpolation result presented in Proposition 38. Let F, G and H be sets of
finite measure. In what follows, we will construct a major subset H” € H and show

|Asrte (f. 8. W S|F|*G*[H|* (46)

whenever [ £(x.)l|r1 (g < Lr (). (. )llzra ) < 16 () and A, )|y < L/ (x). For
simplicity, assume |H | = 1. The exceptional set is defined as

Q:={x:M(1fr)>C|F|}U{x: M(1g) > C|G|}.

Because of the L! — L1:* boundedness of the maximal operator, for a constant C large enough, we
have Q2] < 1.
We partition the collection of tritiles according to the scaled distance from the exceptional set
dist(/p, 2°)
1P|

and we will prove estimates equivalent to (46) for the family P4, with an extra 27104 decay:

P =)pecp:1+ ~ 24

—10d 1 1 1
|Agiipa (f. g 0| 27| F |7 |Gl7 |H|v. 47)

We suppress the d-dependency for the moment, but all the subcollections er.lj and J"1-"2:"3 wil] actually
depend on this parameter. At the very end we sum in d, and use interpolation, so that the final estimate
depends only on the fixed interval ¢, and the fixed sets F, G, H'.

Now we construct a collection {J{''},, 7, of relevant dyadic intervals, according to the concentration
of 1p:

o Start with 71, such that 271 ~ 29| F| and let [Ij’:-ll_1 = [P (here I]j’;,1 will play the role of stock, or the
collection of available tiles).

¢ Define f]'z‘ to be the collection of maximal dyadic intervals / with the property that there exists at least
one tile P € [P”ﬁ1 with Ip C [ and

1 _
m/lp-;zf,‘ldx~2-”l. (48)

e For every such interval /, let P;, (/) be the collection of tiles P € I]j’%l with the property that Ip C I.
e Set [FD;—“ = P\Ulejfll [FDﬁl(I).
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¢ Repeat the procedure for all n; > ny. Let J ;” denote the collection of maximal dyadic intervals which
contain a time interval /p for some P € [P’;ll_l (which was not selected previously) and such that
1
il < T 1p- M dx <27,
* As before, Py, (1) :={P €P,, :Ip S I}.

* Set P, = Pu;—1 \U;ym1 Pn, (I) and notice that after a finite number of steps, P, = @.
1

¢ Note that we always have 271 < 24|F|.

For d sufficiently large, the intervals /p for P € P4 are going to be essentially disjoint and the intervals
I e J;“ can be selected in an easier way, but this is not the case, for example, when d = 0, which
corresponds to /p N Q¢ # &. However, for every ny, the intervals in J ;“ are going to be disjoint and this
is going to be used later in the proof.

Similarly, J; 2 denotes the collection of maximal dyadic intervals I containing at least some Ip C [
for some P € [P’d, and

1
m/lg-ﬁ” dx ~27"2 <24|G|.

For 1y, let J;’ 3 be the collection of maximal dyadic intervals / containing at least some Ip for some
P € P4 and such that

1
m/m/.z}” dx ~27"3 <o~Md

We define J7 1712513 ;= J@ 752N 7452, and we further partition P as P4 =, ., . Ujegninzans P(I).

For I €17 ;”, we have sizepnl )1F ~27"1. When we consider the intersection /’ of different intervals
in J7", 952 and J3°, all we can say is that STZEP( 1ny1p < 27" This fact is the technical obstruction in
obtaining vector-valued BHT estimates for any p, g, s in the whole range of BHT.

In a similar way, the relation (1/[71) [z 1F - )Z}"I dx ~ 27" for I € IJ;“ becomes for an interval
I' €37 NI32 NI33 an inequality: (1/[1']) [z 1F )E?’,[ dx <27M,

The trilinear form in (47) becomes

Z Z Agutp)(f. g h)

ni,n2,n3 [€Jn1:12.13

= 2 > /R/WBHTP(I)(fw,gw)(X)-hw(X)du(w)dx

ni,n2,n3 J€Jjni-n2-n3
= / ( > 2 / BHTp(r) (fu - 17 80+ 16) (%) Ly (%) - (x) dx) dp(w).
W ni,na,n3 regninz.nz IR
Note that the functions fy, are supported on F, the g, on G and the hy, on H', for a.e. w. We can apply
the localization, Proposition 42, to get

F.G.H
|ABHT;P(I)(fw’ gw’ hw)‘
< (sizep()1F)*! (sizep(r)16)*? (sizep) Lu ) | fw - X1 ey 18w - X1 iy 12w - S Nl

1 1 1 _
where;+g+7—1.
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Recall the expressions for a; from (41):

1+ 64 1 1+ 6, 1 1+63 1
= ———€, daz= —— —€, a4z =
2 r 2 r 2 r’

€,

ai

where the only conditions we have on 60y, 6> and 63 are that 6; + 6> 4+ 63 = 1 and a; > 0. Using Holder’s
inequality, the initial trilinear form can be estimated by

2. > /W‘ABHT;P(I)(fw,gw,hw)\

ni,n2,n3 [€jni-n2.n3

S D) Gizepgylp)® Gizep(r)le)® (sizepy 1a)®?

nih2,n3 [€jni-n2.n3 1
v

(/ - 211 du(w))” (/ IIgw-)?IIIZdM(w))rZ (/ ||hw-zz||:fdu(w))’
W W W

S ) . Gizepylr) (sizep)16)* (sizep(ryLar)™
ni,nz,n3 [€jn1-"2."3

A FE - xr e G - Xallry 11a - Z
1 1 1
(] [1]72 171+

1]

D D S e Gl )

ni,h2,n3 [€jni-n2.1n3

In the last inequality we need to assume % <a;+ % = %(1 + 61) and similarly % < %(1 + 65). We will
be summing |/ | when I € J*1""2:"3 Note that

YooM= Y U= u
1e7}!

<

~

1,00

> 2" M) -1; <2M|F|.

n
I€7;

Jegn1.n2.n3 IGJ’;I 1,00

Similarly, Y ;cgninams [I| < 2"2|G| and D ;cgnynpans | 1] < 2"3|H| and interpolating these three in-
equalities we get
> HIS@MFN @76 @™ H )™,

Iegn1n2.n3

where 0 <y; <1 and y1 + y2 + y3 = 1. Finally,

n n 146
Z Z Asiipa (f.8.h)| < Z R S ER (2" |F|)"1 (2"2|G )2 (2"3| H |)"3
n,n2,n3 [€jn-n2-n3 nin2,n3
< Z 2—n1(%—)’1)2—n2($—1’2) 2—713(14_293 —J/3) |F|1’1 |G|J/2_
n,n2,n3

The above series converges if we can pick y; such that

1 1 1+ 65
—>%, —>y2 and
q

4

> Y3.
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This will be possible as long as
1 1 n 1+ 05

P q 2
If the above conditions are satisfied, we get generalized restricted-type estimates

1 1
|Asut(f. g. W S |F|7 |G|,

> 1. (49)

There are four distinct cases:
6) ﬁ, E’ 7 < % In this case, if we pick 81 = 6, ~ 0 and 63 ~ 1, all the conditions hold and the range
of L? estimates for BHT}; is going to be the convex hull of the points

0.0.1), (1,0,0), (L.i,-3). (3.1.—3). (0.10).
1

: . 2 1,1 _
That is, we get the same range as that of the BHT operator: p,g > 1, s > 5 and >t =5
(ii) %, % < % and % > % For the condition %(1 +61)— % > 0 to hold, we have to choose 6; > %—1 and

this will imply that the range of the operator, described as a region in the hyperplane 81+ 2+ 83 =1,
is the convex hull of the points

0.0, (100, (Lh-3) (F3-L-b) 03-1.1-)

(iii) rl l/ <5 and - > 5. Similarly to the previous case, the range of the operator is the convex hull of
001, 010, (L5 G-AAid G-hoi-)
@iv) =— r1 , rz < 2 and L =7 % The range is the convex hull of
000 (+103-D. (+iioh Ga+bob 0+ii-d)

3.3. The cases r = 1or r; = co. The proof is similar to the one in the previous Section 3.2. We first
consider the case r = 1. Because the dual space of L1(W, i) is L% (W, ), the functions appearing in

the trilinear form satisfy
I/ ) eroww <1FX), g )z <16 (x),  [[A(x,)Lew,u) < 1a".

All the details are identical to the case r > 1; the restrictions are given by only two inequalities:

1+6; 1 1+6, 1
> >

2 7‘1’ 2 ry

In the case r; = rp =2 and r = 1, these are automatically satisfied and D;, ,, , = Range(BHT).
When | = oo, we use the fact that the adjoint BHT*! of BHT is a bilinear operator of the same kind,

which is bounded from L” x L™ — L'; more precisely,
Asar(fw, 8w, hw) = f BHT(fw, guw)(x) -hy(x)dx = / fuw(x) -BHT*!(gy, hy)(x) dx.
R R
In proving the boundedness of vector-valued BHT via interpolation, we assume

ILf () eeqw,wy =1F (X)), lgCes ) lLrowy <16 (), 1RG0 < a7
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Then

|AsuTp(r) (S 8w hw)|
< [BHTS, (8w - 16, hw - 10) - 17 |

- 40, — 46 1, — 403 1 ~ ~
< (sizep1p) 2 “C(sizepylg) 2 7 “(sizepnylu) 2 T Igw X llr Mhw - Xl

The rest follows as before. Note that in the case (0o, 2, 2) we have no constraints on p, ¢, and s except
those coming from the original BHT operator itself: indeed, for 6, 83 > 0, we have
146, 1 1465 1

—=>0, ——=>0.
2 2 2 2

3.4. Iterated LP (W, 1) spaces estimates for BHT. Previously, we proved that for any tuple (r1,r2, 1)
With%—l—% = %, l<r<oo,and 1 <rq,ry < oo, we have

BHT : L?(R; L™ (W, 1)) x L9(R; L™ (W, 12)) — L*(R; L" (W, )

whenever p, g, r are in a certain range D, , r, Which can be described in a precise manner. The general
ideas for proving multiple vector-valued estimates for BHT (as presented in Theorem 8) via the helicoidal
method were described in the Introduction. In this section, we present in more detail the proof in the case
of two iterated spaces £°(£") in order to simplify the notation. First, we prove the following localized
vector-valued result:

Proposition 44.

N
H ( Z |BHTp(z0) (fi - 1F. 8k - 1G)|’) g
k=1

’

q

N 1
~ o
< cH(Z |fk|”) o
s k

=1

N 1
rp -
(Z |gk|’2) o
k=1

p

~ P l+91_i_e P l+92_l_e — 1+93—L—6
where C = (sizep(j)1F) 2 7 " (sizeprylg) 2 ¢ (sizep(y)lm’) 2 ~ ¥

Proof. This is going to be a refinement of the proof of Theorem 7 from the previous section. In constructing
the collection of intervals J?j , we note that we only need to select intervals I that are already contained
in 1o, because all the tiles in P(/y) are such that Ip C Ij.

As before, we prove generalized restricted-type estimates, and we assume that the functions have the
properties

1
7

(; |fk|“)’l‘ <1g,. (; |fk|r2) :

The exceptional set is defined by

1
7

<te (Zind) st
k

Q= {M(1E1)> c@} U{M(IEZ) >C

|E2|}
| E3] ’

|E3|

and we assume the tiles to be such that 1 + dist(Ip, Q)/|Ip| ~ 2.
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For intervals [ € 3'1“ , we have

1 ~ ot — |E1|
m/ IE1 -IF-)du dx~51ze|pnl(1)(1El ~1F)~2 1 §2d—.
R

When we consider intervals I € J;” N J;' N J;’ 3, the above approximations become inequalities. We also
need to point out that

- - 1 = o
sizep(ry(1g, -1F) < sizep(j,) (1g, -1F) and m/ 1g, -1f -X}M dx <sizep1,)(1g, - 1F).
R

Now we add the trilinear forms in order to obtain generalized restricted-type estimates:

Z‘ABHT;P(IO)(fk'lF .8k1G hic1a7)
k

= Z Z Z‘ABHT;P(IOHI)(fk‘IF’gk'lG,hle/)

ni,n2,n3 [e€Jn1-12:13

— 1+64 —L—G — 1+92_L_€
N Z Z (sizepry(1g,-1p)) 2 1~ (sizepry(1gy,-lg)) 2 2
ni,n2,n3 [e€Jn-n2.13
631 e LF-J1lln 116 X1 llrs gsLagr e

1 1 1
ue HE 1]

(sizep(r)(1g;-1m7))

1]
Using the modified sizes from Definition 21, this implies

Z!ABHT;P(IO)(fk ‘1, gk 1. hi - 1g7)
K

_— 46 1, — 46 1 — 463 1
< (sizep(ro) (g, -1F)) 2 7 " (sizep(r) (1B, - 16)) 2 4 (sizep(rg)(1gy - 1m7) "2 ¥

Y Y e Py,

ni,n2,n3 [€Jn1-n2.13

The last part adds up to something < )-Md |E1] v |E2|$|E 3|§, which is precisely what we were aiming
in the beginning.

The cases when one of rq, 7, or r’ = oo follow in a similar manner. O

—
The above proposition is an intermediate step in the proof of L? estimates for BHT %> in the case of
two iterated vector spaces, which is presented below.
Proposition 45.

(] ) =l (S| (B(Ear))

Proof. Once again, we use generalized restricted-type interpolation; F, G, H are sets of finite measure,
with | H| = 1. The exceptional set is defined as usual, and H' = H \ Q. The sequences of functions will

p q
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be such that

s/ 1
./

(;(;vku”)x);‘fu, (;(; |gkz|’2)2);2510, (;(; puat”) ) <t

The collections J;j are going to be chosen in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 7, depending
on the sizes and averages of the characteristic functions 1f, 1g, 1g/. Proposition 44 yields the following:

> A St gt et |

k
1+6; 1 1+6> 1 1+63

< (sizepylp) 2 1 “(sizepylg) 2 2 “(sizeprylm) 2 V€ (50)
1 1 1
I 2 N\
H (Z |fkl|rl) XI (Z |gkl|r2) Xr (Z |hki|” ) X1
k k k

Then we sum (51) over [ as well, and apply Holder on the triple (s1, 52, s). In this way, we recover
|17 - yr1lls,, and the corresponding quantities for the second and third entries. We have

D

S1 52 s’

Z Asut(fri> 8ki-hir)
k,l

_— Mo 1 — 46 1 — 14631 _
S YY) Gieppylr) T “Gizepnle) 2 2 < (Sizepylm) 2 Y
ni,nz,n3 Jjn1.n2.n3

N E Xillsi 16 xrlls, e xrlls
1 1 1
1] 1] 7]+

1]

Wi s —i—E Wl ﬂ—l—é Wi m—i,—é
< Z Z (“size”pylp) 2 7 " (Ssize"pylg) 2 @ T (Ssizepyla) T2
ny,nz,n3 Jni-n2.n3

2 o d (T ).
Remark. The “sizes” appearing in the line above are not exactly the ones from Definition 19, but the
modified ones from Definition 21 . Note that

— 1 —
max(sizep(j)lF, m/ 1F- 77 dx) < “size”p()1F.
R

This is the step where we can prove also the localized version of the statement in Proposition 45. Assuming
all the tiles are sitting above an interval /o, we can obtain the same result with operatorial norm

1+64

—_— —_— 146
(izeaplr) 2 7 (izep(y1c) ’

_1_. — _1
@~ (sizep(ro)la) 2 7

1-4—292 e
The rest of the proof is identical to the simpler vector case of Theorem 7; the quantities on the left-hand
1 1
side add up to |F|7 |G|, provided
1+ 91 1 1+ 92 1 1+ 93 1

> —, > —, > —. O
2 p 2 q 2 s’
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4. Similar results for paraproducts: proof of Theorem 9

The paraproduct case is similar to BHT, even though the bilinear Hilbert transform is a much more
complicated object. The extra difficulties are hidden in Proposition 23, but we will see from the proof of
the vector-valued extensions that the complexity of the paraproduct case is comparable to the “local L?”
case for BHT. In both situations, we recover the maximal range for vector-valued estimates.

We will be working with the discretized paraproduct of the functions f and g, which is defined by

M0 = —— (.61 (2, 62) $3(x).

Te 112

Here J is a family of dyadic intervals, and the wave packets {¢{ }1eg are so that two of the families are
lacunary (qﬁ{ is a wave packet on I x [1/|I],2/|I|] ), and the third one is nonlacunary (qﬁ{o is a wave
packeton I x[0,1/|7]]). Again, we present the case of £ spaces for simplicity. The operator we are

interested in is
N 1

M, (f.g):= (Z|H(fk,gk>}’)r.

k=1

Remark. We could alternatively look at operators of the form

1
r
)

N
(f.9)~ (Z\Hk(fk,gk)v)
k=1

where each paraproduct ITj is associated to a family J; of dyadic intervals. The IT; don’t need to be
precisely the same, but they display a similar behavior. Similarly, for BHT we could have a “perturbation”
BHT,, for each w € W, and the method of the proof applies in that case as well.

4.1. A few results about paraproducts. The concepts of sizes and energies are similar to the correspond-
ing ones for the bilinear Hilbert transform; we don’t need to organize the tiles into trees because the
family of tiles is of rank 0. We recall some definitions below.

Definition 46. Let J be a family of dyadic intervals. For any 1 < j < 3, we define

(£, 7))

sizeg((f, ¢{)1€g) = ilgj) W if (¢;)1 is nonlacunary
d
B 1 (LoD )2
sizeg((f, (]5;)]63) = Isuepj E (Z # . 11) 1 if (¢;)1 is lacunary.
0 0 Ieg ,O00
Igelo

Similarly to the BHT case, energy is defined as

energy§ ((f. ¢{ Vres) == SUIZ> 2" s%p(
ne

Zm),

I€D
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where D ranges over all collections of disjoint intervals Iy with the property that

192781 .
—Ilo >2" if (¢7)s is nonlacunary
[10]2
and
j 1
1 ) J 2 2 .
WA (Z W07 11) >2" if (¢7)1 is lacunary.
[lolI\ 75 I 1,00
ICIy

We have estimates similar to Lemmas 20 and 24. However, because we don’t need to use orthogonality
of trees, the energy becomes an L' quantity.

Lemma 47 [Muscalu and Schlag 2013, Lemma 2.13]. If F is an L! functionand 1 < j <3, then

s1zej((F ¢1)]ej <sup — /|F| de
I€] |I|

for M > 0, with implicit constants depending on M.

Lemma 48 [Muscalu and Schlag 2013, Lemma 2.14]. If F is an L' function and 1 < j < 3, then

energyg ((F, ¢;>Iej) S

Proposition 49 [Muscalu and Schlag 2013, Proposition 2.12]. Given a paraproduct I1 associated with a
family J of intervals,

An(fi. f2. f3)| =

S e 82 8))
|

Ied |j

1_[ (size§ (£, 8 )ren) ™" (enerays” (7. ¢ )1en)”

for any 0 < 01, 6, 03 < 1 such that 81 + 0, + 63 = 1, where the implicit constant depends on 01, 65, 03
only.

While the above proposition is the main ingredient, we need “localized” estimates. If ¢ is some fixed
dyadic interval, then we define

M) (fm = Y %(f, o)) (8. 1) 67 ().

rer 12
I1CIy

Here again we need some localization results which play the role of Proposition 42 and Corollary 43
from the BHT case.
The trilinear form associated to the localized paraproduct is given by

G ’
Aga (g h) == Anug(f 1k g1, h-1h).



MULTIPLE VECTOR VALUED INEQUALITIES VIA THE HELICOIDAL METHOD 1973

Proposition 50. Ler Iy be a fixed dyadic interval and F,G, H' C R sets of finite measure. Then there
exist some positive numbers 0 < ay,a,,as < 1 so that

F,G,H’ - - -— ~ ~ ~
Atz (g m)| < Gizegrg) 1LF)® (sizegre)16) ™ (sizeacro) Lt ) | f ~ Kaollry 18 - Xao s I - Fro 1

whenever - + L + 1 = l,and 1 <rq,rp, 1’ < o0. Herea; = l—i,—e.
ri r2 r r;

Proof. The idea of the proof is very similar to that of Proposition 41. Restricted-type estimates are proved
by performing a triple stopping time and then the result follows by interpolation. We leave the routine
details to the reader. O

The case r = 1 is obtained through interpolation of restricted-type estimates only. This comes in
contrast with the r = 1 case for BHT, where generalized restricted-type interpolation is necessary. More
exactly, for the BHT operator, in order to conclude estimates for (%, %, 0), one needs to interpolate
between good (B; > 0) and bad (83 < 0) tuples S = (B1, B2, B3).

Proposition 51. If H' is a fixed set of finite measure,

|Aticro)(f2 8. 187)

whenever%—l—%z l,and 1 < p,q < o0.

< Si/\ZéJ(Io)lH’”f Xiollp g X10llq (52)

Proof. In this case Arz,)(f.g.15/) becomes a bilinear form with respect to the first two entries.
Because of the decay of jy,, it will be sufficient to prove the proposition in the case supp f, g € 5/p. By
Theorem 28, it will be enough to show restricted-type estimates for the bilinear form

(f.8) = Ay (f. & 187).

Let F and G be sets of finite measure and | /| < 1r and |g| < 1g. Using Proposition 49 with 83 =0
and estimating si’\zég(lo)f <1and si’\zég(lo)g <1, we get

| A1) (/- 8. 1H7)

where 01 + 6, = 1 and 0 < 61, 6 < 1. This proves restricted-type estimates in a small neighborhood
of (£, 1). O
D’ q

< sizegry1m | F|%1|G|%,

4.2. Proof of Theorem 8: a particular case. We will be using vector-valued interpolation theorems, as
usual. Hence, we fix sets of finite measure F, G and H and we assume |H|=1. Let f ={fr}r and

1 1
g = {8k} with g | fiI™) ™1 = 1F and (3o 18k 2 = 16.
The exceptional set will be
Q= {x: M1F)(x)>C|F|} U{x: M(g)(x) > C|G|}

1
7

and H' = H \ §. We have a sequence of functions {/; }z with (X" [hg|”")"
For every d > 0,

<1y

dist(7, Q°)

~24%
1]

9. =)1ed: 1+
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When estimating paraproducts associated to the collection 7%, we get an extra 27194 decay and thus the
d-dependency of the paraproducts can be assumed to be implicit. As before, for each of the sets F, G
and H' we define collections of disjoint maximal intervals 7', 7,'> and J5"* respectively. For example,
if 7 € 7", then

1
27mi—l < 0l 1p-jrdx <27" <|F]|.
R

Returning to the operator IT,, we have for the associated multilinear form

< > Yo D A Ui 8k o)

ni,n2,n3 Joegn-12:"3

> An(fi gk hi)
K

Now we use the localization results of Proposition 50 to estimate the above expression by

n
Z Z Z(Sizeg(lo)lp)bl (sizeg(lo)lc;)bz (Sizeg(lo) IH/)b3
ni,n2,n3 Joegn1:"2:13 k=1

Wi Xrollr g - X1olra i - Xao Ml

< ) D Gizegre)Lr) (sizeg(r) 1) (Sizeg(r) 1)

ni,n2,n3 Joe g -12:13

117 - X1ollr 116 - Xiollr 1ME - Kol
[Zo]| [1o| 2 [1o]"

Here we choose some 0 < b; <a;, which we can do because the sizes are subunitary. Whenever 0 <y; <1
are so that y1 +y2 +y3 =1,

> el S@MIFN @G (27| H])P.

IoGJ”l’”Z’”3

Adding all the pieces together we have

< Z 2—n1(b1+%—yl)2—n2(b2+%—y2)2—n3(b3+%—y3)|F|y1|G|y2

> An(fe. gk hi)
k

ni,n2,n3
1 1
<|FI7|G|7.

Of course, the last inequality is true provided we can choose y1, ¥2, ¥3 so that the series converges.
Choosing the 6; and «; carefully, one can prove that the restricted weak-type estimates hold arbitrarily
close to the points

(0,0,1), (1,0,0), (0,1,0), (1,1,-1).
Then the general result follows by interpolation.

Remark. With a few adjustments, the proof is valid in the case r =1 as well.
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5. Tensor products BHT @ IT®"
In this section, we will prove the boundedness of the tensor product

BHT® I®" =BHTQ I ®---Q I1: LP(R*" 1) x LIR" ™) — L7 (R"T1)
Whenever%=%+é,with%<r<oo, 1 <p,g<occ.
If7T): LP(R*") x LI1(R*") — L"(R"!) and T» : L?(R"2) x L4(R"2) — L"(R"2) are two bilinear
operators, then the tensor product

Ti ® Tp : LP(R"T72) x LY (R T72) — L (R"172)

will act as 77 in the first variable and as 75 in the second variable. In our case, the operators are given by
singular multipliers, and in this situation we can give a characterization of the tensor product. Assume

oW = [ FEnaEm g™ g ag,

and similarly

Raf0) = [ Fomeman,ma) e >4 dny d.
Then the multiplier of the tensor product is precisely m (&1, &2) - ma(n1, n2):

T'®T2(f.8)(x,y)
= f F(E1,11) §(E2, ) my (E1, E2) ma(n1, np) e ¥ E1HE) 2TIYMAN) gg) d g, dyy dy,.

The multiplier associated with BHT is sgn(£; — &2), while the multiplier of a paraproduct of two functions
on the real line is a classical Marcinkiewicz—Mikhlin—-Hormander multiplier m(§1, &3), smooth away from
the origin, satisfying the condition |0%m(£)| < |€]7!%! for sufficiently many multi-indices . The decay
in m and a Fourier series decomposition allows one to approximate the multiplier by a finite number of
sums of the form

Y e EDVE +E). D UkEDGED Vi1 +E) or D Yn(ED) Vi (E) Gr (1 + E2).
k k k

Recall that Qy, is the Littlewood—Paley projection onto {|€| ~ 2¥} (which is really the convolution
with ¥ (+)), and Py is the projection onto {|¢€| < 2%}, corresponding to the convolution with ¢j. Then
we can regard paraproducts as being expressions of the form

D 0k(Pief - 0k)x.¥). D O0r(Qif Prg)(x.y) or Y Pr(Qrf Qkg)(x.y). (53)
k k k

It is important in the following proofs that the outermost functions ¢y (§1 + &) and @k (&1 + &) are
identically equal to 1 on the supports of VUi (E1) - Ve (&2) and g (£1) - Ox (£2) respectively. This can always
be achieved with the price of an extra decomposition.
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Proposition 52. Let Ty, : L? (R") x LY(R") — L"(R") be a bilinear operator with smooth symbol m,
and T : LP(R) x L4(R) — L" (R) a paraproduct as described above.

(1) If T is given by 3 3 Ok (Pr f - Qi g)(x. y), then

(T @ (£, 8)(x,y) = Z Qi (Tm(PL £, 070))(x) = Z Tn(P] f. Q7 8)(x).

(2) If W is given by 3 i Px(Qk f - Qkg)(x.y), then
(Tm @ TD(f, g)(x, y)_ZPk Tm(Qkf ng) (x) = ZTm(Qkf ng)(x)

Here we need to explain the notation: Q,zC denotes the projection onto |&;| ~ 2K in the second variable,
and Pg f is a function of x only, with the variable y fixed. The exact formulas are

P2 f(x) = /R o) f(x.y—s)ds. P2f(x.y) = /R o (5) f(x.y —5) ds.
0! f(x) = /R V) f(y—s)ds. Q2 f(x.y) = /R V() f(x.y —s5) ds.

Proof. The proof is a series of direct computations, and we only present the case (1):
(T @ IT)(f, 8)(x, y)

_ / £ ) g6 )m(E . £2)
R2n+2

(Z G (1) Vi (12) Y (1 + nz))e”"“&*&)e“"ﬂ"l+"2’ dgdn
k

—Z / SELm)2E, m)mEr ) fr (m) vk (12)
(/ lﬂk(s)e 2mis(n1+n2) ds)eZHzx(Sl—i-Sz) 2wiy(n1+n2) dé d’]

= V() (Tm (P £. 01 2)(x)) ds
> A (TP £, 07 2)(x)) d
k

= 0FTw(PY .01 2) (). O
k

A final ingredient that we will need in the proof of Theorem 6 is the following lemma, which appears
in [Ruan 2010]:

Lemma 53. Let f € S(R?),and 1 <l <n,and {i1,...,i;} C{l,...,n}. Then

||f||LpsH( Z |Q "Qsz’z)%Hm

kla :

forany 0 < p < o0.
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Lemma 53 above states that the L? norm of f is bounded by the L? norm of a square function
associated with the variables x;,, ..., x;,, even when 0 < p < 1. In the case p > 1, it is well known that
the two norms are equivalent. When p < 1, the proof makes use of multiparameter Hardy spaces.

5.1. Proof of Theorem 6. We start with the proof in the case BHT ® I1, in order to make the presentation
clear.

(a) Assume that II( f, g) =) s Ok (Pk f-Qg). Then Proposition 52 implies that BHTQTI( £, g)(x, y) =
Dk Q,%BHT(P]gf, Q]{g)(x). Lemma 53 yields

||BHT &® I1 ||LS(R2) 5

(Llozeurry 1070l )
k

Ls(®2)

For the paraproducts that we are considering, Qr (P f - Org)(y) = Pr f(y)- Org(y), so we need to
estimate

” (ZIBHT(Pkyﬁ Q,{g)\z)z
k

Ls®2)

1
We first estimate the L* norm of x — (Z k |BHT(P]2’ o ]J; g) (x)|2) 2, and Fubini will imply the desired
result for BHT ® I1. Here we use the vector-valued extension for the bilinear Hilbert transform

BHT : L?(£™®) x L1({?) — L*(£?),

which holds whenever (p, ¢, s) € Range(BHT). More exactly,

nmn®nhw@5‘KzﬁmnﬁfQ&mmﬁz
k

A

llsgp 1Py fI L

(Z |Q,{g|2)2

k LYl

‘(Z |Qig|2)2
k

< lIS]gPIszfl\lL,e Lr

S lp gl

To get the conclusion, we are using Fubini again, and the boundedness of the maximal and square function
operators.

(b) The case I1(f. g) = D ; Px(Qk f. Org) is more direct, but the ideas are similar. The functions ¢ in
the paraproduct definition are such that TI(f. g) = > ", (Qk f - Qxg). so we have

BHT ® I1(f. g)(x,y) = Y BHT(Q} f. 0 8)(x).
k
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Now we use the vector-valued extension BHT : L? ({?) x L9 (£?) — L5 (£') (which is well-defined for
any (p, q,s) € Range(BHT)) together with Fubini and the boundedness of the square function to get

”BHT ® IT ”Ls (RZ) ,S

[BHT(Qy /. O 8)
k

A

(s,

1/ 1lp llgllg-

The general case of Theorem 6 is similar, but slightly more technical. We present it below for

(Z |ng|2)

X

Lé

A

completeness. The paraproducts can be of three types, as seen in (53). This generates a partition of
{1,...,n} into three subsets of indices Z1, 7, and Z3 so that if k € Z;, then

T(f,9)(») = Ok (Pif - 0r)(y).
k

and similarly for 7, and Z3.
Because the projections on different coordinates commute, i.e., Q};P/ = PIJ Q}'c and Q}'c QlJ = Qlj Q;'(,
we can assume

Ti={l,...0% D={+1,...0+d), Ty={+d+1,....n}.

Of course, we allow the possibility that one or even two of these sets of indices are empty. With this
assumption, Proposition 52 applied iteratively yields

BHTR M ®: --QII(f. g)(x,y1...., Yn)
Z Q]lcl"'Q]llel_i_l Ql+d l+d+1 "P]?no

kiy1 kita k1+d+1
kiyeokn
1 Y nYVi+1 J’n J’l+d Yi+d+1 Yn
BHT(P]!--- P} ot fQ . Pk]+1 ¥ A ka+d+1“'ang)(x)'

I Hl+1 I+d pl+d+1,
le Qk1+1 le+d kitat+1” )
Expressions of the type P will be associated with £! norms, and the Qj with {2 norms and square

The outer-most expressions Q ]i P]? are extremely important.

functions. Here we want to apply Lemma 53, so we need to deal with the Q. functions first. Once we do
this, we can estimate the L” norm of BHT R [1 ® - -- I1( £, g) by
2)5

>
y

Z Pl+d+1"'P]?”BHT(P]§/II"' le+1 f Q .. yl+1 le-‘rd-'rl .. )

ki+a+1 ki+1 k1+1 ki+a+1
,
Kitd+1s-skn

(S| = mmeyeopsnonr ol

kiyookiva kivati,-kn

ki,.kiva

r

S lp Nl
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For the last part we used the following vector-valued estimates for the BHT:

LP(£5 (P (PR (@) ) < LR (P (2 ()
! d n—l—d I d n—l—d
= LS(({Z(. .. (52(62(' .. (52(31(_ .. (151)) . )
! d n—l—d

together with the boundedness of the maximal operator and square function.

Similarly, we can obtain estimates for M®" @ BHT ® T1®“* within the same range as that of BHT.
Some partial results in mixed norm L? spaces can be obtained too, but the general case, for arbitrary
values of d; and d, remains open. We present a few particular cases that illustrate the main ideas, without
being too technical.

(i) Here, we prove mixed norm L” estimates for I1; ® BHT ® I3, where T} = >, QL(P!- 0}).
M=) Q?(Q? . Pl3)’ and the exponents p;,g; are in [2, 00). We note that
M @ BHT ® 3 (f, g)(x. y.2) = Y 04 OFBHT(PF QF f. QX P/ &)(1).
k,l

and we want to estimate the above expression in the space || - ||, s1 ;52 s3. The key observation is that
X y z
whenever 1 < 55, 53 < 00,

(54)

Y 0LOTF(x.y.2)
k,l

< H (Z!Q;Q?F(X,y,z)\z)z
k,l

which is a Banach-valued equivalent of Lemma 53. This result, for s; > 1, can be found in [Fernandez

b
A s N N s S
LML L3 LIS

1987; Rubio de Francia et al. 1986], and it follows from the boundedness of Calderén—Zygmund operators
(the dual of the square function is such an operator) on L2 spaces with mixed norms. The proof in the
case s1 < 1 is a Banach space adaptation of the proof of Lemma 53. Given the special properties of the
Q,lc and Ql3 operators, we obtain

%
| T @ BHT ® T3 (/. 8)|| 31 152155 S H (Z\BHT(P; 0 1. Ok Pfg)(y)\z) ‘
k.l

L L;ZL?'
The multiple vector-valued estimates
BHT : LI?(LE3(€%°(0%)))) x LI (LT (E2(€%)))) — L (LF (E(€2)))),
which exist in the local L? case at least, together with Holder’s inequality imply

|1, ® BHT ® TT3(f, 9|

LY L)LY
1
2
S‘;P(Z Py fo(y)lz)
!

< ||f“L£1L52Lf3 ”g”Lf,]Cl L32Lg3'

<

~

(Z}mllp IQ;’C‘Pfg(y)I\Z)2
k

LYVLy2LE3 Lo
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The last inequality follows again from Banach-valued extensions of convolution operators. Since our proof
makes use of multiple vector-valued estimates for BHT, we cannot obtain mixed norm L? estimates for
all the exponents in the Banach range. From the above example, one can see that besides the constraints
imposed by the square functions and maximal operators, we also need (p3,¢3,53) € Dp, 45.5-

(i) If d; = 0 and dp = 1, we have
BHT® IT: LY LY? x L' LI? — L5 L?

2
whenever 1 < p2,q2,52 <00, 1 < p1,q1 <00, 5 <s1 <00 and (p2.92.52) € Dp, q1.5:1-

(iii) If d1 = 1 and dp = 0, we have
IT®BHT: L2 LJ{’2 x L1 ng — L3} LJS,2

whenever 1 < p2,¢2,52 <00, 1 < p1,q1 <00, % < 81 < o0. Since the “target” spaces (that is, inner
spaces in the mixed norms) are strictly between 1 and oo, the outer L.°° cases (that is, p; = 0o or g1 = 00)
follow easily from similar estimates on the adjoints.

We note that mixed norm estimates for IT @ BHT appear also in [Di Plinio and Ou 2015], where all the
inner spaces involved are L? spaces with 1 < p < co (in our notation, that means 1 < pj, g2, 52 < 00).

6. Leibniz rules: Theorem 4

Now we present some ideas behind the proof of Theorem 4. Littlewood-Paley projections play an
important role when dealing with derivatives:

DEDY(f-)x.y) = [(f %ok ®¢1)- (g * Vi ® Y1) | % (DSyx ® DYy (x. )
k,l

=Y [(f* o @) (g% Vi ® Y] % Q5 @ 2P (x. ),
k,l

where

|n|#

i aa G =200,

Ska

Vi) =
Then one can move the 25 inside, and couple it with the ¥ because 2Ky (x) = DV (x). Here

2 oke
V() = Wl/fk(é)-

In this way, we obtain D‘I"Dzﬂ (f-g) =N QIS D‘l"Dgg) + eight other similar terms. We can
estimate IT ® IT in L? spaces with mixed norms, as long as the “outside” functions v and @y are
constantly equal to 1 on 282 < |¢] < 2%¥*2 and |¢| < 2K*2 respectively. The operators 11 are slightly
different, but using Fourier series we can write ﬁ(F ,G) as

(F,G) ch Z[F * (ox ® ¢p) - G * (Jk ®$z)] * Yk @ Y (X, y).

nez k1l
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Here the coefficients satisfy |c,| <n ™M, and Vien(x) =Y (x + 27%1). Now notice that the right-hand
side above becomes

S Y 0}I(P,F.07,6) ().
n I

which is a superposition of I ® I1 operators.
The proof of the Leibniz rule follows from

(1) (multiple) vector-valued estimates for the paraproduct
T(fg) =) [(f*e)- (V)] * V.
I
(2) the boundedness of the shifted maximal and square functions:

< log(n) [ fllp-
p

Isup1 g1l S t0g(m) 171 H (Z | * $l,n|2)2
I

Returning to the Leibniz rules, we have for 51,50 > 1,

L;l fZlcn|
n
SZICn|
n

[1D§DE (£ &)l |

> 03I}, 7.5},
l

52 s
L y L_xl

H (Z}ﬁﬂu&(Pl}:n F, Q:ly’nG)]z)2
l

L ||

L]

|(Zi2kor)
l

< D lenl [ lsup 127, F 1l g2
n

P
L 42
x Ly Lzl

SNz g2 1D DE gl a1 oo
Here we used the vector-valued estimates
2 L2 (LY (%) x LY (L (€) — L (LP ().

as well as the boundedness of the square function and maximal operator. We note that the square function
is in the y-variable, and for that reason at first we cannot allow p, = oo or g, = oco. However, this
obstruction can be removed by using duality.

The same proof works in the case % <81 < 1,if 1 < pa, g2 < oo. In this case, we use the subadditivity
of || -|Is!. The case % <51 < 1 and pp = oo requires a slightly different reasoning, and can be deduced
from the corresponding mixed norm estimates for IT ® IT. This will be presented at the end of this section.

A slightly more difficult case of the Leibniz rule is when one of the last components is a ¢-type

function:

DEDY(f-g)(x.y) =Y [(f * ¥k ®p)- (g * Vi ® ¥1)] * (D¥r ® DY) (x. )
k,l

=Y [(f* Ve ®@) - (g% Vi ® Y1) * 2*F @ 2Py (x. y).
k,l
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In this case

|§1*

(€)= g O ©).

but ¢ doesn’t behave as nicely as 1;; since ¢ is not smooth at the origin, the decay in ¢ is much slower:

- 1
lp(x)] < W-

We use a Fourier series decomposition of ¢ on its support

~ 2ming 1 A _ 2ming
(pk(é):ZCne 2k - @r(§), where cnzz—k/R(pk(g)e 2k dE.

nez

In this case we only have |c,| < 1/(1 + |n|)! 1%, but this is enough for the coefficients to sum up, if
s1 > 1/(1 4+ «). Since sp > 1, we will not have a similar issue when doing the decomposition in the
second variable.

Following the same line of ideas, the problem reduces to estimating

D en 3 PHI(O}, F. 0F ,G) ).
n k
and it would imply “mixed square functions” estimates of the form
%
(Zi0z.68)
n

This is bounded as long as 1 < ¢, g2 < 00, and in order to recover the case p; = oo or g; = 0o we want to

Lz

make sure that the square functions are in the innermost variable, which is y. So we need a decomposition
of v, as before. Also, we will need vector-valued estimates for the “generalized paraproduct”

(&) Y (f %V g * i) * i
k

where the last component @ has slow decay. The vector spaces involved are (£2,£%°, £?) or (£2,£2,(1),
and such estimates can be proved using ideas similar to those in Section 4, modulo standard technical
difficulties, as discussed in [Muscalu and Schlag 2013].

We now present the proof of the mixed norm estimates for the biparameter paraproducts:

Proof of Theorem 5. Since the other cases are very similar, we can assume that IT,,, the paraproduct acting
on the variable y, is of the form

() =Y Qu(Prl-). Qi(+)).
k
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( (P, 02)()| )

51

> oy, 0; )
k

Ly

Then we can write IT® IT as ITQ ITI(f, g)(x,y) =D & QiH(P]f, Q};)(x). Then we have
L3}

| (Xk:IQ,ﬁg(X)IZ)Z

In the above inequality we used the multiple vector-valued estimate

< |lIsuel ¢ £l g2

L
X Ly2 Lizcl

Iy : LY (LY2(€%%)) x LI (LI (€2)) — LY (L3 (€%)).

which is a consequence of Theorem 9.
Now we focus on the case p, = 00,1 < g =g < 00, since g = o0 is symmetric. We want to prove
that

O@M:L2LP x LULE — L3 LY,

by using Banach-valued restricted-type interpolation. That is, for any sets of finite measure F, G, H, we
can find a major subset H' C H, and we will prove that

‘ [ e o) e dx | 5 F1 161 ] (55)
R2

for any functions f, g and A satisfying

1f eI lzge = 1r(x), llgCx. )Ly =1g (). lh(x.)ll ¢ = 1ar (),

and (o1, a2, @3) any tuple satisfying o + o + a3 = 1, situated in the neighborhood of (— é pl)
A triple stopping time similar to the one appearing in the proof of Theorem 7 will allow us to recover
any exterior Lf;j norms, while the interior norms are fixed: L°, Lg, Lg.
We will consider localizations of the paraproduct acting on the x-variable. More exactly, the following
estimate, the proof of which is a combination of Proposition 50 and L? estimates for IT ® I, is key:
If I is a fixed dyadic interval, then HZ’G’H QIT: LPLY x LiLY — L%LY with operatorial norm
F,G,H'
(ReFA

® HHL°°L°°XL"L"—>L" g = H(HF G m*! ‘|L§’L§'><LZL3—>L}CL§'

The latter is bounded above by

F.G,H’ *,1 —~ 1_¢ —~ 1 e
| @, e m=t o L9 xpardpipy S (izero L)@ (sizery16) 7 (sizego 1) ™
which is a consequence of the localized multiple vector-valued estimates that always appear in the iterative

step of the helicoidal method.
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1984
More exactly, we have
F.G.H
0, 7% @TI(f, &) (x, y)h(x, y) dx dy|

€ (Si/\ZélolG)i
”Hh(x")HLg"XIOHLg’

¢ (sizeg, 1F) ' E
c)lLgerge-

-_— 1
< (SiZC[O IH’) 4

This implies, after performing the usual stopping times, that

2 Z/ @O @I/, ), y)h(x, y) dx dy

nin2,n3 Io
Z Z(SiZC[OIF)l_E(SiZC[OIG)l_E(SlZC[OIH/)l ||

ni,n2,n3 Iy
O

[ mem e dxdy| <

From here, the desired L? estimates follow almost immediately.

7. Rubio de Francia theorem for iterated Fourier integrals

We end by answering the initial question that motivated the study of vector-valued BHT. More exactly, we
-+ =1

prove Theorem 10, which is a consequence of Theorem 7, with ry, r» chosen carefully so that

Proof of Theorem 10. We start with the case r > 2; this follows from Theorem 7

1
n
H (Z IBHT(P;, /. szg)(x)lz) H (Z Py, f |") (Z |P1kg|’2) (56)
k
forany 1 < p, q<oo,%<s<oo
This is implied by Rubio de Francia’s theorem, if one can find r; and r, w1th + - % and
1 1 1 1

3 which coincides with the condition that we have

_ 1_1,1__3
=rTasHtHT2

This is possible as long as %

for the range of BHT.
The case 1 <r < 2 is similar; for p, g, and s as above, one needs to find r; and r» > 2 so that

Note that % < rl, =1- % + 12 < rl, + % and similarly for g. Because of this restriction, the operator 7,
1
is bounded as long as admissible triple (%, %, %) is in the convex hull of the points

) (A4 b-h),

(z+7.0.5-7)

~
N

(O’Oa 1)’ (%J’_%,%?_%
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Remark. An alternative way of proving the boundedness of 7, within the range mentioned in Theorem 10
is by interpolating between
LP' x L9 — LS1(¢?) with py,q1,s; in the range of the BHT operator, and (57)
LP2x L9 — [2(¢Y)  with pp, g2 > 1, 52 > 1. (58)

7.1. Boundedness of operators M1 and M. In what follows we prove the boundedness of operators M
and M presented in (14) and (15):

Mi(fi. )& =) / ey N1 fa(x2)g (x3) TECTHRI) iy dxy dixcs

X1,X2€W]1, ,X3€EWR
and

Ma(fi f2.8)(6) =) / ey N1 L(x2)g(x3) TECTX) Ay s ds,

(94 X2€W ,X3€EWR

For both operators, we are going to use the triangle inequality in L”, the target space for operators M1
and M,. However, if r < 1, this inequality is not available anymore for the quasinorm || - || and instead
we use the triangle inequality for | - ||%. This is the only difference between the Banach and quasi-Banach
case, and for simplicity we assume r > 1. Also, as previously stated, we assume ||g|[, = 1.

Proposition 54. Let 1 < p <2 and % = % + % = % + é + %. Then

IMi(f1. f2.0) |, S WAl 205 lIg -

Proof. Recall that w € D is the mesh of dyadic intervals contained in [0, 1], and we identify them with
their preimage: w ~ ¢~ ! (w). We rewrite M as

Mi(f1. f2.8)() =Y BHT(Po, f1. Po, /))& Ly (§).

Then

IMi(fi. 2], <3| D BHT(Po, f1. Po, 2) 8 Lan

k>0"|w|=2"*F r
1 1
<> ( > }BHT(Pwal,PwaZ)\P)”( 3 \E-’M\R”)p
k20" " w|=27* |lw|=2"% r

1
— AV
( 3 ||g-1wR||;,’/) |

lo|=2"F

N

52 ( Z }BHT(Pa)LfLPwaZ)’p)p
k>0

lo|=2"F

We estimate ||m|| p S g Loglly = 2_% using the Hausdorff—Young theorem. Also, there are
2k dyadic intervals of length 27 in [0, 1] and because of this

N =

|Mi(f1. f2.9)], S Z y—k(h=)

k>0

N

(X BHTCu, A 1)

jo]=2-%
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If we estimate the last term using the operator 7}, directly, we will not obtain the full range stated above,
as there will appear extra constraints of the type

1 1 3 1 1 3
p1+p<2’ p2+p<2'

Instead, using Holder and the fact that 1 < p < 2, we have
1_1
”BHT(PwL fl» Pa)L fZ)ng(w) =< ”BHT(PwL fl» Pa)L fZ)HgZ(w) 2k(p 27,

k(i1
Using the boundedness of T2, we have | M1(f1, f2, &)llr D k02 k(3 p’)||f1 11 /211 pa - O

Proposition 55. Let 1 < p <2 and % = % + pi = % + é + %. Then

|M2(f1, 2. ), < 1 fillpy N f2llps g .

- 1 1
provided 2T < 1.

Proof. First, we remark that

|Ma(f1, f2. )] < Y ICALE) | Poy, /()| |EDRE)],

w
where C is the Carleson operator, bounded on L? whenever 1 < p < oco. From here on the estimates are

similar to those in Proposition 54, but instead of the bilinear operator 75 ( f, g) we will have to use the
more restrictive Rubio de Francia operator RF,,:

1
7

Cfl( ) |Pwa2|P)’l’( )3 |§-’17R|P/)"

IMahie fo 0], < 3

k=0 |w|=2—k |w|=2—k r
1 1
D o —_— AV
<Y IChilp, ( )3 |Pwa2|P) ( ) ||g-1wR||;,’,)
k>0 lw|=2—k P2 N p|=2—F
1 1
k(L-1 v — _\ 7
<X 26l | T 1w sr) | (T 15Tl
k>0 lw|=2—% P2 N\ p|=2—k
—k(1-2L,
< 3 276G Al I RES ().
k>0

If p» > 2,we can take v = 2 and there are no other restrictions. In the case p, < 2, Rubio de Francia
requires % + i < 1. This and the condition % — % > 0 (so that the geometric series above is finite) can
. 1 1
be summarized as 5 + 27 < 1. O
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Note added in proof

We recently improved Theorems 4 and 5, allowing for the exponent s, to be < 1. This is a consequence
of new multiple quasi-Banach valued inequalities for I1. In [Benea and Muscalu 2016], we also prove
multiple quasi-Banach valued inequalities for the bilinear Hilbert transform operator, extending also
Theorem 7.
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STRUCTURE OF MODULAR INVARIANT SUBALGEBRAS
IN FREE ARAKI-WOODS FACTORS

REMI BOUTONNET AND CYRIL HOUDAYER

We show that any amenable von Neumann subalgebra of any free Araki—Woods factor that is globally
invariant under the modular automorphism group of the free quasifree state is necessarily contained in the
almost periodic free summand.

1. Introduction

Free Araki-Woods factors were introduced in [Shlyakhtenko 1997]. In the framework of Voiculescu’s
free probability theory, they can be regarded as the type III counterparts of free group factors using
the free Gaussian functor [Voiculescu 1985; Voiculescu et al. 1992]. Following Shlyakhtenko, to any
orthogonal representation U : R ~ Hr on a real Hilbert space, one associates the free Araki-Woods von
Neumann algebra I'(Hg, U)”. The von Neumann algebra I'(Hg, U)” comes equipped with a unique free
quasifree state oy which is always normal and faithful (see Section 2 for a detailed construction). We
have I'(Hgr, U)" = L(F4im(Hy)) When U = 1y, and T'(Hg, U)" is a full type III factor when U # 1.

Let U : R ~ Hr be any orthogonal representation. Using Zorn’s lemma, we may decompose
Hi = H[gp S HR" and U =U""@U™, where U : R~ H[gp is the almost periodic, and U"™ : R ~ HZ™
the weakly mixing, subrepresentation of U : R ~ Hg. Write M = I['(Hg, U)", N = I'(Hg", U®)” and
P =T (HR™, U"™)", so that we have the free product splitting

(M’ (PU) = (N7 ¢Uap) * (P’ @me).

Our main result provides a general structural decomposition for any von Neumann subalgebra Q C M
that is globally invariant under the modular automorphism group o %Y and shows that when Q is also
assumed to be amenable then Q sits inside N. It generalizes Theorem C of [Houdayer and Raum 2015]
to arbitrary free Araki—Woods factors.

Main Theorem. Keep the same notation as above. Let Q C M be any unital von Neumann subalgebra
that is globally invariant under the modular automorphism group o %V. Then there exists a unique central
projection 7 € Z(Q) C M¥V = N¥U* such that

e Qzis amenable and Qz C zNz, and

e Qz* has no nonzero amenable direct summand and (Q' N M®)z+ = (Q' N M)z is atomic for any
nonprincipal ultrafilter o € B(N) \ N.

MSC2010: 46L.10, 46L54, 46L.36.

Keywords: free Araki—-Woods factors, Popa’s asymptotic orthogonality property, type III factors, ultraproduct von Neumann
algebras.
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In particular, for any unital amenable von Neumann subalgebra Q C M that is globally invariant under
the modular automorphism group o %V, we have Q C N.

Our main theorem should be compared to [Houdayer 2014b, Theorem D], which provides a similar
result for crossed product II; factors arising from free Bogoljubov actions of amenable groups.

The core of our argument is Theorem 3.1 which generalizes [Houdayer and Raum 2015, Theorem 4.3] to
arbitrary free Araki-Woods factors. Let us point out that Theorem 3.1 is reminiscent of Popa’s asymptotic
orthogonality property in free group factors [Popa 1983] which is based on the study of central sequences
in the ultraproduct framework. Unlike other results on this theme [Houdayer 2014b; 2015; Houdayer
and Ueda 2016], we do not assume here that the subalgebra Q C M has a diffuse intersection with the
free summand N of the free product splitting (M, ¢y) = (N, @yw») * (P, gywm), and so we cannot exploit
commutation relations of Q-central sequences with elements in N. Instead, we use the facts that Q admits
central sequences that are invariant under the modular automorphism group o0 of the ultraproduct state
¢y, and that the modular automorphism group 0%V is weakly mixing on P.

2. Preliminaries

For any von Neumann algebra M, we denote by Z(M) the center of M, by U(M) the group of unitaries
in M, by Ball(M) the unit ball of M with respect to the uniform norm and by (M, L>(M), J,L*(M )+)
the standard form of M. We say that an inclusion of von Neumann algebras P C M is with expectation if
there exists a faithful normal conditional expectation Ep : M — P. All the von Neumann algebras we
consider in this paper are always assumed to be o -finite.

Let M be any o-finite von Neumann algebra with predual M, and ¢ € M, any faithful state. We
write ||x|l, = @(x*x)1/2 for all x € M. Recall that on Ball(M), the topology given by || - ||, coincides
with the o -strong topology. Denote by &, € L2(M), the unique representing vector of ¢. The mapping
M — L*(M) : x — x&, defines an embedding with dense image such that || x|, = IxEpllL2(ar) for all
x € M. We denote by 0¥ the modular automorphism group of the state ¢. The centralizer M¥ of the
state ¢ is by definition the fixed point algebra of (M, ¥).

Recall from [Houdayer 2014a, Section 2.1] that two subspaces E, FF C H of a Hilbert space are said
to be e-orthogonal for some 0 < e < 1 if [(§€, n)| < el||&||lIn|l for all £ € E and all n € F. We then simply
write E 1, F.

Ultraproduct von Neumann algebras. Let M be any o -finite von Neumann algebra and w € 8(N) \ N
any nonprincipal ultrafilter. Define

T (M) = {(xy)n € L°(M) : x,, — 0 x-strongly as n — w},
MO(M) = {(xp)n € L°(M) : (x)n Ly(M) C I,(M) and Z,(M) (x,)n C Zoy(M)}.
The multiplier algebra M®(M) is a C*-algebra and Z,(M) C M“(M) is a norm closed two-sided
ideal. Following [Ocneanu 1985, §5.1], we define the ultraproduct von Neumann algebra M by

M?® := M*(M)/Z,(M), which is indeed known to be a von Neumann algebra. We denote the image of
(Xn)n € M®(M) by (x,)” € M®.
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For every x € M, the constant sequence (x), lies in the multiplier algebra M®(M). We then identify
M with (M +Z,(M))/Z,(M) and regard M C M* as a von Neumann subalgebra. The map

E, : M® — M, (x,)”+— o-weak lim x,
n—w

is a faithful normal conditional expectation. For every faithful state ¢ € M., the formula ¢® := ¢ o E,,
defines a faithful normal state on M®. Observe that ¢ ((x,)*) = lim,_,,, ¢(x,) for all (x,,)® € M®.

Let Q C M be any von Neumann subalgebra with faithful normal conditional expectation Eg : M — Q.
Choose a faithful state ¢ € M, in such a way that 9 = @oEp. We have £°(Q) C £*(M), Z,(Q) CZ,(M)
and M®(Q) C M®(M). We then identify Q“ = M®(Q)/Z,(Q) with (M*(Q) +Z,(M))/Z,(M) and
may regard O C M® as a von Neumann subalgebra. Observe that the norm | - [[(yo)» on O is the
restriction of the norm || - ||, to Q. Observe moreover that (Eg(x,,)), € Z,(Q) for all (x,), € Z,(M)
and (Eg(x,)), € M®(Q) for all (x,), € M®(M). Therefore, the mapping Ego : M® — Q¢ given
by (x,) = (Eg(x,))? is a well-defined conditional expectation satisfying ¢ o Ego = ¢®. Hence,
Ego : M® — Q¢ is a faithful normal conditional expectation. For more on ultraproduct von Neumann
algebras, we refer the reader to [Ando and Haagerup 2014; Ocneanu 1985].

Free Araki-Woods factors. Let Hg be any real Hilbert space and U : R ~ Hr any orthogonal representa-
tion. Denote by H = Hr Qr C = Hi ®iHR the complexified Hilbert space, by I : H — H : £ +in+— & —in
the canonical anti-unitary involution on H and by A the infinitesimal generator of U : R ~ H, that is,
U, = A" for all t € R. Moreover, we have JAI = A~!. Observe that j : Hg — H : ¢+ (2/(A~'+1)/?¢
defines an isometric embedding of Hg into H. Put K := j (HR). It is easy to see that KrNiKg = {0} and
that Kp +iKp is dense in H. Write T = IA~!/2. Then T is a conjugate-linear closed invertible operator
on H satisfying T =T ~" and T*T = A~'. Such an operator is called an involution on H. Moreover, we
have dom(7) = dom(A~!/?) and Kp = {§ € dom(7T) : T = £}. In what follows, we simply write

E4+in:=TE+in)=&—1in, V& neKg.

We introduce the full Fock space of H:

(o.¢]
F(H)=CQae @ H®".
n=1
The unit vector €2 is known as the vacuum vector. For all £ € H, we define the left creation operator
L(E&): F(H) — F(H) by

{5(5)52:5,
LEER - ®E)=ER86Q - ®&,.

We have [|£(&)]lco = lI€]], and £(£) is an isometry if ||£]| = 1. For all £ € Kg, put W (&) := £(§) + £(§)*.
The crucial result of Voiculescu [Voiculescu et al. 1992, Lemma 2.6.3] is that the distribution of the
self-adjoint operator W (§) with respect to the vector state gy = (- €2, ) is the semicircular law of
Wigner supported on the interval [—||& ], ||§]l]-
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Definition 2.1 [Shlyakhtenko 1997]. Let Hg be any real Hilbert space and U : R ~ Hg any orthogonal
representation. The free Araki-Woods von Neumann algebra associated with U : R ~ Hp is defined by
[(Hg, U)":={W(&):& € K},

We denote by I'(Hg, U) the unital C*-algebra generated by 1 and by all the elements W (§) for & € K.

The vector state gy = (- Q, Q) is called the free quasifree state and is faithful on I'(Hg, U)". Let
&, n € Kr and write £ = & +in. Put
W) := W (E) +iW(m) = £(¢) + ()"

Note that the modular automorphism group o # of the free quasifree state ¢y is given by oV = Ad(F(U,)),
where F(U;) = lea ® D, U2". In particular, it satisfies

oV (W) =WUt), YieKr+iKp,VteR.

It is easy to see that for alln > 1 and all ¢1,...,¢, € Kp+iKg, {1 ® - - ® ¢, € I'(Hg, U)’Q2. When
1y ..., &y are all nonzero, we denote by W({1 ® - - ® ¢,) € I'(Hg, U)” the unique element such that

Such an element is called a reduced word. By [Houdayer and Raum 2015, Proposition 2.1(i)] (see also
[Houdayer 2014a, Proposition 2.4]), the reduced word W (¢ ® - - - ® ¢,) satisfies the Wick formula given
by

W@ Q- ®&) =) L) LG(Grs)* - LT

k=0
Note that since inner products are assumed to be linear in the first variable, for all £, n € H we
have £(£)*¢(n) = (£, n)1 = (n, &) 1. In particular, the Wick formula from [Houdayer and Raum 2015,
Proposition 2.1(ii)] is
WE R - @)W ®---®n;)
=WE Q- ®50m@ - @n)+E.mWE® Q& DWme-- ®n,)

for all &,...,&,n1,...,ns € Kr+1Kr. We repeatedly use this fact in the next section. We refer to
[Houdayer and Raum 2015, Section 2] for further details.

3. Asymptotic orthogonality property in free Araki—Woods factors

Let U : R~ Hg be any orthogonal representation. By Zorn’s lemma, we may decompose Hgr = H&p O HR™
and U =UY"@U?, where UP® : R~ Hﬁp is the almost periodic, and U™™ : R ~ HZ™ the weakly mixing,
subrepresentation of U : R ~ Hp. Write M = T'(Hg, U)", N =T'(H, U*)" and P = C(HR™, UM™)",
so that

(M, pu) = (N, py=) * (P, pywm).

For notational convenience, we simply write ¢ := ¢y .
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The main result of this section, Theorem 3.1 below, strengthens and generalizes [Houdayer and Raum
2015, Theorem 4.3].

Theorem 3.1. Keep the same notation as above. Let w € B(N) \ N be any nonprincipal ultrafilter. For
alae M&N,allbe Mandall x, y € (M®)*" N (M® & M), we have

e“(b*y*ax) =0.

Proof. Denote, as usual, by H := Hr ®g C the complexified Hilbert space and by U : R ~ H the
corresponding unitary representation. Put H% := Hﬁp ®r C and H¥™ := HZ"™ Q@ C. Put K := j(Hp),
Kg' = j(Hg') and K™ := j (HY™), where j is the isometric embedding & € Hg > (2/(1+A~")/26 € H.
Denote by H = F(H) the full Fock space of H. For every t € R, put k; = lcq & @, UZ" € U(H).
For every ¢t € R and every x € M, we have o, (x)Q = «;(x2). We implicitly identif_y the full Fock
space F(H) with the standard Hilbert space L?(M) and the vacuum vector € H with the canonical
representing vector &, € L2(M),.

Put Kun =, 151 ,,(A)(Kr+iKg). Observe that K, C Kr+1KR is a dense subspace of elements
n € Kr+1Kp for which the map R — Kr+iKp: t — U;n extends to a (Kg +iKg)-valued entire analytic
function, and that K,, = K,,. For all n € Kan, the element W () is analytic with respect to the modular
automorphism group o¢ and we have o (W (1)) = W (Ai“p) for all z € C.

Denote by W the set of reduced words of the form W (£, ®- - -®§&,) for whichn>1and &y, ..., &, € Ka.
By linearity/density, in order to prove Theorem 3.1, we may assume without loss of generality that a and
b are reduced words in W. Since moreover a € M © N, we can assume that at least one of its letters §;
lies in K™ + iK™, More precisely, we can write

a=dWE Q- ®&yd",
b=b'Wim®- - -®n,b"

with p > 1, ¢ > 0 and for reduced words a’, a”, b’, b” in N with letters in Ko N (Kg +iKg'), and for
&y bpt My Mg—1 € Kan and 1,8, 1, g € Kan N (K™ +1KR™). By convention, when g =0,
W(n ®---®nyg) is the trivial word 1, so that b = b'b".

Denote by L C Kp™ +i1Ky™ the finite dimensional subspace generated by &;, £, n1, n, and such that
L=L.TIf g =0, then L is simply the subspace generated by &1, §,, 51, ép. Denote by

e X(1, r) C H the closed linear subspace generated by all the reduced words of the form e; ® - - - ® e,
withr >0, n>r+1,eq,...,e, eKﬁp—i—iK%p and e, € L;

e X (2, r) C H the closed linear subspace generated by all the reduced words of the form e; ® - - - ® e,
withr >0,n>r+1,e,—r € Land e,_y41,...,€, € K&p+iK&p;

e YV C H the closed linear subspace generated by all the reduced words of the form e; ® - - - ® e, with

n>1ande, e, € L.

When r = 0, we simply write X} := X(1, 0) and X, := X (2, 0). Observe that we have the orthogonal

decomposition
H=CQRe M +X) D).
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Claim 3.2. Let ¢ > 0 and t € R such that U;(L) L./ gimr L. Then foralli € {1, 2} and all r > 0, we have
k(X (i, r)) Le X(i,r).

Proof of Claim 3.2. Choose an orthonormal basis ({1, . .., {dimz) of L. We first prove the claim for i = 1.
We identify X' (1, r) with L ® ((H*)®" ® H) using the unitary defined by

VA,r): HQH® QH) > H: tQuvi> n QL Q.
Observe that «,V(1,r) = V(1,r)(U; ® (U))® ;) for every t € R. Let &1, E; € X (1, r) be such that
B =Y "¢ ®0] and ;=Y (" ¢; ® ©2 with ©], ©2 € (H*)®" @ H. We have

dim L

k(B =Y Ui&) ®k,(8)),
i=1

and hence
dim L

(e (1), B2)l < D) WU, e 1O 111©7].

ij=1

Since [(U;(¢;), ¢j)| <&/ dim L, we obtain |(k;(E1), Ez)| <¢| E1]|||E2|| by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality.
The proof of the claim for i = 2 is entirely analogous. U

Given a closed subspace L C H, we denote by Px : H — K the orthogonal projection onto K.
Claim 3.3. Tuke z = (z,)® € (M®)¥" and let wy, wy € N be any elements of the following forms:
o Eitherwi=1lorwi =W Q- Q&) withr >1and ¢y, ...,¢ € Kipn N (K[%p+iK[§p).

e Eitherwy=1lorwy, =W ® - - Qus)withs >1and uy, ..., us € Kanﬁ(Kﬂ%p—i—iK[%p).
Then for all i € {1, 2}, we have lim,,_, , || Px, (w12, w22) || = 0.
Proof of Claim 3.3. Observe that wz,w;Q2 = wJ afi /z(wg‘)J 7, 2. Firstly, we have
PX(],r)(JO'iDi/Q(UJ;)JZnQ) = Jo'fi/z(w;)JPX(l,r) (22 2),

Px2,5)(w12,82) = w1 Px2,5)(2,2).
Secondly, for all E € H, we have
Py, (w1 E) = Px, (w1 Px(1,n(E)),
Py, (Jo?, h(w3)JE) = Px,(Jo¥, (w3)J Pxe,5) (E)).
This implies that
P, (w12,w2R2) = Py, (w1J 0%, (w3)J Px(1,r) (24 ),
P, (w1z,wr€2) = sz(wlJﬂfi/z(wik)JPX(z,s)(ZnQ)),

and we are left to show that lim,,_,, || Px (1,5 (2, Q) || = lim,— 4 | Px2.5) (22 2) | = 0.
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Leti € {1,2} and k € {r, s}. Fix N > 0. Since the orthogonal representation U : R ~ HZ™ is weakly
mixing and L C H"™ is a finite dimensional subspace, we may choose inductively 71, ..., fy € R such
that Uy, (L) L(n dim(zy)-1 Us;, (L) forall 1 < ji < j» < N. By Claim 3.2, this implies that

i, (XA k) Liyn ke, (X0, k), V1<ji<jp=<N.
For all t € R and all n € N, we have

I Pty a2 1? = (P iy (2a2), 20 2)
= (k: (Px(i k) (20S2)), k1 (2,€2)) (since k; € U(H))
= (P, (x.0) (K1 (22 2)), k1 (2,82)).

By [Ando and Haagerup 2014, Theorem 4.1], for all ¢ € R, we have (z,)* =z = G;pw (2) = (0 (z2)®.
This implies that lim,_ ||o,‘0(z,,) —Znlly =0, and hence lim,,_,, ||k;(2,€2) — z,€2|| =0 for all € R. In
particular, since the sequence (z,€2), is bounded in H, we deduce that for all r € R,

lim [| Prga) (2o 1> = Gm (P, x50 (20 R), 2092).
n—-w n—w

Applying this equality to our well chosen reals (7;)1<;<y, taking a convex combination and applying
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we obtain

n—w

N
. . 1
lim || P @)1 = lim > (P, () (n ). 2n )
1 N
= lim N<Z PKlj(X(i,k))(ZnQ)’ ZHQ>

1Znllp-

N
1
N Z P, (.1 (2n€2)

Then for all n € N, we have

2 N
= <PK,I.1 (X(i.k)) (2n€2), PK,jz(X(i,k))(ZnQ)>
J1. 2=l

N
> P, (2.1 (2n€2)
j=1

N 2
Iz
I P, ein GNP+ D —
1 J1# )2
lzn

< Nllzlly + N2 =

-

J

2N ||zall3-

Altogether, we have obtained the inequality lim,,_, , || Px (i k) (2,€2) % < ﬁ”z“ém /v/N. As N is arbitrarily
large, this finishes the proof of Claim 3.3. The above argument is inspired by [Wen 2016, Lemma 10].
Alternatively, we could have used [Houdayer 2014a, Proposition 2.3]. ]
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Claim 3.4. The subspaces W(§1 ® ---®£,)Y and Jafi/z(W(ﬁq ® ---®n1))JY are orthogonal in H.
Here, in the case q = 0, the vector space Jafi/z(W(ﬁq ®---®n1))JY is nothing but ).

Proof of Claim 3.4. Let m,n> 1 and ey, ..., en, f1,..., fu € H with e, e, f1, fu € L+, so that the
vectors 1 ®@ - - Qe and f1 ® - - - ® f, belong to V. Since ép 1 ey, fn 1 nand & L f1, we have

(WE®---®8) (e ® - ®en), Jo¥ L (Wi ®--- @) (fi®---® fn))
=(WE® - @)W e ® - ®en)RQ, Jo! (Wi, ® - @1 IW(/i® - ® f,)Q)
=(WE® - Q)WEr® @) W i® Q)W ®- - ®ny)R)
=(WE® Q0 ®en)QW(fi® QLM - Qny)Q)
=(61® QLR Rew, iI® R fL @M ®ny)
=0.
Note that in the case ¢ = 0, the above calculation still makes sense. Indeed, we have

(WEI® @) (1@ ®en). (/1® - f))=(61® - Q& Qe1® Qe 1Q® fr)=0.

Since the linear span of all such reduced words ¢; ® - - - ® e,,, generate )’ (and likewise the span of the
words f1 ®---® f,), we obtain that the subspaces W(§; ®---®§,)) and Ja‘_oiﬂ(W(ﬁq Q---@mNJY
are orthogonal in H. O

Let x, y € (M®)*" N (M® S M). We have
@ (b*y*ax) = (ax&ye, ybEyw)
= r}l_r)rcll)(axngtp, ynbé:w)
= I}E}(a/W(gl - ®§p)a”xng2’ Yn b/W(nl - ﬂq)b”Q)
= }gg)(W(sl ®---®&p)a"x, 0 ()R, Jo¥ ,(W(ily ® - ®11))J (@) yub' Q).
Put z, = a"x,0%,((b")*) and z], = (a’)*y,b’. By Claim 3.3, we have that
lim || Py, (z, Q)| = lim || Px. (z,Q)| =0, Vie{l,2}.
n—w n—w

Since moreover E,,(x) = E,(y) =0, we see that lim,,_,, || Pcq(z,2) || = lim,_,, || Pca(z, )| = 0. Since
H=CQD (X + X)) ®)Y, we obtain

. _ : o ’ —
nlgri) 12,2 — Py(z,2)|| =0 and r}gm@ Iz, 2 — Py(z, )| =0.
By Claim 3.4, we finally obtain
P by ax) = lim (W(E ® - ®8,) 2,2, Jo¥, ,(W(i, ® - @ 711)) Iz, 2)
n—-w
= nh—r>rzlu<W(§1 Q- ®$p)Py(ZnQ), Jo'fi/z(W(ﬁq - ﬁl))]Py(Z;zQ)) =0.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 3.1. ]
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4. Proof of the Main Theorem

We start by proving the following intermediate result.

Theorem 4.1. Let (M, ¢) = (I'(Hg, U)”, puy) be any free Araki-Woods factor endowed with its free
quasifree state. Keep the same notation as in the introduction. Let g € M? = N¥U*™ be any nonzero
projection. Write o, = ¢(q -q)/©(q). Then for any amenable von Neumann subalgebra Q C qMq that is
globally invariant under the modular automorphism group o %1, we have Q C gqNgq.

Proof. We may assume that Q has separable predual. Indeed, let x € Q be any element and denote by
Qo C Q the von Neumann subalgebra generated by x € Q that is globally invariant under the modular
automorphism group o%. Then Qg is amenable and has separable predual. Therefore, we may assume
without loss of generality that Q¢ = Q, that is, O has separable predual.

Special case. We first prove the result when Q C g Mg is globally invariant under 0% and is an irreducible
subfactor, meaning that Q' NgMq = Cgq.

Let a € Q be any element. Since Q is amenable and has separable predual, Q' N (gMq)® is diffuse
and sois O'N((gM q)‘”)‘pqw by [Houdayer and Raum 2015, Theorem 2.3]. In particular, there exists a
unitary u € U(Q' N ((qu)“’)‘”Z)) such that ¢¢ (u) = 0. Note that E,,(u) € Q' NgMgq = Cq, and hence
E,u) = (pg’(u) =0, so that u € (M®)¥" N (M® & M). Theorem 3.1 yields ¢®(a*u*(a — Ey(a))u) = 0.
Since moreover au = ua and u € L{((qu)wftu), we have

lall} = lauljo = ¢° W*a*au) = ¢ (a*u*au)
= ¢”(a*u* Ey(@)u) = ¢”(ua*u*Ey(a)) = ¢(a* Ey(a)) = | Ex (@[},
This shows that a = Ey(a) € N.

General case. We next prove the result when Q C g Mg is any amenable subalgebra globally invariant
under o %.

Denote by z € Z(Q) C N¥ the unique central projection such that Qz is atomic and Q(1 —z) is diffuse.
Since Qz is atomic and globally invariant under the modular automorphism group o %, we have that
®;] 0 1s almost periodic and hence Qz C N. It remains to prove that Q(1 —z) C N. Cutting down by
1 — z if necessary, we may assume that Q itself is diffuse.

Since Q C gMgq is diffuse and with expectation and since M is solid (see [Houdayer and Raum 2015,
Theorem A] and [Houdayer and Isono 2016, Theorem 7.1], which does not require separability of the
predual), the relative commutant Q' N g Mg is amenable. Up to replacing Q by Q vV Q' NgMgq, which is
still amenable and globally invariant under the modular automorphism group o%?, we may assume that
Q'NgMg = Z(Q). Denote by (z,), a sequence of central projections in Z(Q) such that ), z, =g¢,
(Qz0) NzoMzo = Z(Q)zy is diffuse and (Qz,) Nz, Mz, = Cz, for every n > 1.

By the special case above, we know that Oz, C N foralln > 1.

e Since Z(Q)zo® (1 —z9) N (1 —zp) is diffuse and with expectation in N, its relative commutant inside
M is contained in N by [Houdayer and Ueda 2016, Proposition 2.7(1)]. In particular, Qzo C N.

Therefore, we have Q C N. U
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Proof of the main theorem. Put ¢ := ¢y. Denote by z € Z(Q) C M¥ = N the unique central projection
such that Qz is amenable and Qz" has no nonzero amenable direct summand. By Theorem 4.1, we have
Qz C zNz. Fix any nonprincipal ultrafilter o € B(N) \ N. Then (Q' N\ M®)z+ = (Q' N M)z* is atomic,
by [Houdayer and Raum 2015, Theorem A] (see also [Houdayer and Isono 2016, Theorem 7.1]). O
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FINITE-TIME BLOWUP FOR
A SUPERCRITICAL DEFOCUSING NONLINEAR WAVE SYSTEM

TERENCE TAO

We consider the global regularity problem for defocusing nonlinear wave systems

Ou = (Vgm F)(u)

on Minkowski spacetime R! ¢ with d’ Alembertian [:= —92+Y%_ 92, where the field u : R +7 — R™

is vector-valued, and F : R” — R is a smooth potential which is positive and homogeneous of order p + 1
outside of the unit ball for some p > 1. This generalises the scalar defocusing nonlinear wave (NLW)
equation, in which m = 1 and F(v) = 1/(p + 1)|v|?*!. It is well known that in the energy-subcritical
and energy-critical cases whend <2 ord >3 and p <1+44/(d —2), one has global existence of smooth
solutions from arbitrary smooth initial data u(0), d;u(0), at least for dimensions d < 7. We study the
supercritical case where d = 3 and p > 5. We show that in this case, there exists a smooth potential F
for some sufficiently large m (in fact we can take m = 40), positive and homogeneous of order p + 1
outside of the unit ball, and a smooth choice of initial data #(0), d;u(0) for which the solution develops a
finite-time singularity. In fact the solution is discretely self-similar in a backwards light cone. The basic
strategy is to first select the mass and energy densities of u, then u itself, and then finally design the
potential F in order to solve the required equation. The Nash embedding theorem is used in the second
step, explaining the need to take m relatively large.

1. Introduction

Let R™ be a Euclidean space, with the usual Euclidean norm v — ||v||grm and Euclidean inner product
v, w > (v, w)rm. A function F : R™ — R" is said to be homogeneous of order o for some real o if
we have

F(lv) =A%*F(v) (1-1)

for all A > 0 and v € R™. In particular, differentiating this at A = 1 we obtain Euler’s identity
(v, (Vem F)(0))pm = aF(v), (1-2)

where Vgm denotes the gradient in R, assuming of course that the gradient Vgm F of F exists at v.
When « is not an integer, it is not possible for such homogeneous functions to be smooth at the origin
unless they are identically zero (this can be seen by performing a Taylor expansion of F' around the
origin). To avoid this technical issue, we also introduce the notion of F being homogeneous of order o
outside of the unit ball, by which we mean that (1-1) holds for A > 1 and v € R™ with ||v||gm > 1.

MSC2010: primary 35Q30, 35L71; secondary 35L67.
Keywords: nonlinear wave equation, Nash embedding theorem.
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Define a potential to be a function F : R™ — R that is smooth away from the origin; if F is also
smooth at the origin, we call it a smooth potential. We say that the potential is defocusing if F' is positive
away from the origin, and focusing if F is negative away from the origin. In this paper we consider
nonlinear wave systems of the form

Ou = (Vrm F)(u), (1-3)

where the unknown field u : R'*¢ — R is assumed to be smooth, (I = 3% 3, = —07 + Zf-lzl 93, is the
d’ Alembertian operator on Minkowski spacetime

R = {(t,x1.....xg):t.x1,....xg €ER} ={(t,x) : t € R, x € RY}
with the usual Minkowski metric
Napx®xP = =12 £ x2 44 2

and the usual Einstein summation, raising, and lowering conventions, 1, d > 1 are integers, and F:R” — R
is a smooth potential. This is a Lagrangian field equation, in the sense that (1-3) is (formally, at least) the
Euler-Lagrange equations for the Lagrangian

/1+d (0%, dqu)gm + F(u) dn.
R

We will restrict attention to potentials F' which are homogeneous outside of the unit ball of order p + 1
for some exponent p > 1. The well-studied nonlinear wave equation (NLW) corresponds to the case
when m = 1 and F(v) = |v|?t1/(p + 1) (for the defocusing NLW) or F(v) = —|v|?T'/(p + 1) (for
the focusing NLW), with the caveat that one needs to restrict p to be an odd integer if one wants these
potentials to be smooth. Later in the paper we will restrict attention to the physical case d = 3, basically
to take advantage of a form of the sharp Huygens’ principle.

The natural initial value problem to study here is the Cauchy initial value problem, in which one
specifies a smooth initial position u¢ : R? — R™ and initial velocity uy : R? — R™ and asks for a
smooth solution u to (1-3) with #(0, x) = uy(x) and d;u(0, x) = u(x). Standard energy methods (see,
e.g., [Shatah and Struwe 1998]) show that for any choice of smooth initial data u, u#; : RY — R™,
one can construct a solution u to (1-3) in an open neighbourhood €2 in R+ of the initial time slice
{(0,x):x € Rd} with this initial data. Furthermore, either such a solution can be extended to be globally
defined in R'*¢, or else there is a solution u defined on some open neighbourhood €2 of {(0, x) : x € R¥}
that “blows up” in the sense that it cannot be smoothly continued to some boundary point (Z, x«) of Q.
The global regularity problem for a given choice of potential F asks if the latter situation does not occur,
that is to say that for every choice of smooth initial data there is a smooth global solution. Note that as
the equation (1-3) enjoys finite speed of propagation, there is no need to specify any decay hypotheses on
the initial data as this will not affect the answer to the global regularity problem.

For focusing potentials F, there are well-known blowup examples that show that global regularity fails.
For instance, if m = 1 and F' : R — R is given by

F(v) :=— e (1-4)

(p—1)?



FINITE-TIME BLOWUP FOR A SUPERCRITICAL DEFOCUSING NONLINEAR WAVE SYSTEM 2001

for all |v| > 1 (and extended arbitrarily in some smooth fashion to the region |v| < 1 while remaining
negative away from the origin), then F' is a focusing potential that is homogeneous of order p + 1 outside
of the unit ball, and the function u : {(¢, x) € R'T? :0 <¢ < 1} — R defined by

u(t, x) = 7T (1-5)

solves (1-3) but blows up at the boundary ¢ = 0; applying the time reversal symmetry (¢, x) — (1 —t¢, x),
we obtain a counterexample to global regularity for this choice of F. We will thus henceforth restrict
attention to defocusing potentials F, which excludes ODE-type blowup examples (1-5) in which u(z, x)
depends only on 7.

The energy (or Hamiltonian)

Elu(0)]:= /R 300 o+ SVt ) g + Fu(2, ) dx (1-6)

is (formally, at least) conserved by the flow (1-3). A dimensional analysis of this quantity then naturally
splits the range of parameters (d, p) into three cases:

o The energy-subcritical case when d <2, orwhend >3 and p <1+ ﬁ.
e The energy-critical case whend >3 and p =1+ ﬁ.
e The energy-supercritical case whend >3 and p > 1 + ﬁ

In the energy-subcritical and energy-critical cases one has global regularity for any defocusing NLW
system, at least when d < 7; see!l [Jorgens 1961] for the subcritical case, and [Grillakis 1990; 1992; Struwe
1988; Shatah and Struwe 1998] for the critical case. These results were also extended to the logarithmically
supercritical case (in which the potential F' grows faster than the energy-critical potential by a logarithmic
factor) in [Tao 2007; Roy 2009]. A major ingredient in the proof of global regularity in these cases is
the conservation of the energy (1-6), which is nonnegative in the defocusing case. In the energy-critical
(and logarithmically supercritical) case, one also takes advantage of Morawetz inequalities such as

/ / F@@.) 4 dr < CEwo)] (1-7)
R4 |x|

for any time interval [0, 7] on which the solution exists. These bounds can be deduced from the properties
of the stress-energy tensor

Typ = (Oqu, 0gu) — %naﬂ((ayu, dyu)pm + F(u))

and in particular in the divergence-free nature 9% Typ = 0 of this tensor.

It thus remains to address the energy-supercritical case for defocusing smooth potentials F'. In this
case it is known that the Cauchy problem is ill-posed in various technical senses at low regularities
[Lebeau 2001; 2005; Christ et al. 2003; Brenner and Kumlin 2000; Burq et al. 2007; Ibrahim et al. 2011],

I'Several of these references restrict attention to the scalar NLW or to three spatial dimensions, but the arguments extend
without difficulty to the energy-critical NLW systems considered here in the range 3 < d < 7. There are technical difficulties
establishing global regularity in extremely high dimension, even when the potential F and all of its derivatives are bounded,; see,
e.g., [Brenner and von Wahl 1981].
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despite the existence of global weak solutions [Segal 1963; Strauss 1989], as well as global smooth
solutions from sufficiently small initial data [Lindblad and Sogge 1996] (assuming that F vanishes to
sufficiently high order at the origin); see also [Zheng 1991] for a partial regularity result. However, to the
author’s knowledge, finite-time blowup of smooth solutions has not actually been demonstrated for such
equations. The main result of this paper is to establish such a finite-time blowup for at least some choices
of defocusing potential F' and parameters d, p, m:

Theorem 1.1 (finite-time blowup). Letd = 3,let p > 1 + ﬁ, and let

d+1D(d+6) (d+1)(d+4)
2 ’ 2

m=>2 max( + 5) +2

be an integer. Then there exists a defocusing smooth potential F : R™ — R that is homogeneous of
order p + 1 outside of the unit ball, and a smooth choice of initial data ugy,u1 : R? — R™ such that
there is no global smooth solution u : R4 — R™ 1o the nonlinear wave system (1-3) with initial data
u(0) = uo, 9ru(0) = u;.

Of course, since d is set equal to 3, the conditions on p and m reduce to p > 5 and m > 40 respectively.
However, our restriction to the d = 3 case is largely for technical reasons (basically in order to exploit the
strong Huygens principle), and we believe the results should extend to higher values of ¢, with the indicated
constraints on d and p, though we will not pursue this matter here. The rather large value of m is due
to our use of the Nash embedding theorem (!) at one stage of the argument. It would of course be greatly
desirable to lower the number m of degrees of freedom down to 1, in order to establish blowup for the
scalar defocusing supercritical NLW, but our methods crucially need a large value of m in order to ensure
that a certain map from a (1+d)-dimensional space into the sphere S~ is embedded, which is where
the Nash embedding theorem comes in. Nevertheless, even though Theorem 1.1 does not directly show
that the scalar defocusing supercritical NLW exhibits finite-time blowup, it does demonstrate a significant
barrier to any attempt to prove global regularity for this equation, as such an attempt must necessarily
use some special property of the scalar equation that is not shared by the more general system (1-3).

We briefly discuss the methods used to prove Theorem 1.1. The singularity constructed is a discretely
self-similar blowup in a backwards light cone; see the reduction to Theorem 2.1 below. In particular, the
blowup is “locally of type II”” in the sense that scale-invariant norms inside the light cone stay bounded,
but not “globally of type II”, as a significant amount of energy (as measured using scale-invariant norms)
radiates out of the backwards light cone at all scales. This is compatible with the results in [Kenig and
Merle 2008; Killip and Visan 2011a; 2011b], which rule out “global” type II blowup, but not “local”
type II blowup. It would be natural to seek a continuously self-similar smooth blowup solution, but it
turns out? that these are ruled out; see Proposition 2.2 below. Hence we will not restrict attention to

20n the other hand, it is possible to use perturbative methods to create rough solutions to (1-3) that are continuously
self-similar: see [Planchon 2000; Ribaud and Youssfi 2002]. However, these methods do not seem to be adaptable to generate
smooth solutions, and indeed Proposition 2.2 suggests that there are strong obstacles in trying to create such an adaptation. The
negative result here also stands in contrast to the situation of high-dimensional wave maps into negatively curved targets, where
ODE methods were used in [Cazenave et al. 1998] to construct continuously self-similar blowup examples in seven and higher
spatial dimensions.
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continuously self-similar solutions. It also turns out to be convenient not to initially restrict attention to
spherically symmetric solutions, although we will eventually do so later in the argument.

Traditionally, one thinks of the potential F as being prescribed in advance, and the field u as the
unknown to be solved for. However, as we have the freedom to select F' in Theorem 1.1, it turns out to
be more convenient to prescribe u first, and only then design an F for which the equation (1-3) is obeyed.
This turns out to be possible as long as the map

u(t, x)
lu(t, x)|rm

has certain nondegeneracy properties, and if the stress-energy tensor 7,8 (which can be defined purely in

0:(t,x)—~

terms of u) is divergence-free; see the reduction to Theorem 3.2 below. The stress-energy tensor 7 (or
more precisely, some related fields which we call the mass density M and the energy tensor Eyg) can
be viewed as prescribing the metric geometry of the map 6, and the Nash embedding theorem can then
be used to locate a choice of 6 with the desired nondegeneracy properties and the prescribed metric, so
long as the fields M and E,g obey a number of conditions (one of which relates to the divergence-free
nature of the stress-energy tensor, and another to the positive definiteness of the Gram matrix of ). This
reduces the problem to a certain “semidefinite program” (see Theorem 4.1), in which one now only needs
to specify the fields M and E,g, rather than the original field u or the potential F.

It is at this point (after some additional technical reductions in which certain fields are allowed to
degenerate to zero) that it finally becomes convenient to make symmetry reductions, working with fields
M, E,p that are both continuously self-similar and spherically symmetric, and assuming that there are
no angular components to the energy tensor. In three spatial dimensions, this reduces the divergence-free
nature of the stress-energy tensor to a single transport equation for the null energy e (which, in terms
of the original field u, is given in polar coordinates by e = %H (0 + 0,)(ru) ||§1), in terms of a certain
“potential energy density” V' (which, in terms of the original data u and F, is given by V = rF(u)); see
Theorem 5.4 for a precise statement. The strategy is then to solve for these fields e,V first, and then
choose all the remaining unknown fields in such a way that the remaining requirements of the semidefinite
program are satisfied. This turns out to be possible if the fields e,V are chosen to concentrate close to
the boundary of the light cone.

2. Reduction to discretely self-similar solution

We begin the proof of Theorem 1.1.

We first observe that from finite speed of propagation and the symmetries of the equation, Theorem 1.1
follows from the claim below, in which the solution is restricted to a truncated light cone and is discretely
self-similar and the potential is now homogeneous everywhere (not just outside of the unit ball), but no
longer required to be smooth. This reduction does not use any of the hypotheses on m, d, p.

Theorem 2.1 (first reduction). Letd =3, let p > 1+ ﬁ, and let

(d+1)2(d+6)’(d+1)2(d+4)+5)+2

m > 2max(
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be an integer. Then there exists a defocusing potential F : R"™ — R which is homogeneous of order p + 1
and a smooth function u : Ty — R™\{0} on the light cone Ty := {(t,x) € R'"*4 : ¢ > 0; |x| <t} that
solves (1-3) on its domain and is nowhere vanishing, and also discretely self-similar in the sense that
there exists S > 0 such that
S, S\ — ,— 5218
uet,e®x)=e¢ r1°u(t,x) 2-1)

forall (t,x) € I'y.

A key point here is that u is smooth all the way up to the boundary of the light cone I'y, rather
2

than merely being smooth in the interior. The exponent —7=1 is mandated by dimensional analysis
considerations. It would be natural to consider solutions that are continuously self-similar in the sense
that (2-1) holds for all S € R, but as we shall shortly see, it will not be possible to generate such solutions
in the three-dimensional defocusing setting.

Let us assume Theorem 2.1 for the moment, and show how it implies Theorem 1.1. Let F', S, u be as
in Theorem 2.1. Since u is smooth and nonzero on the compact region {(¢,x) € Tz : e~ <t <1}, itis
bounded from below in this region. By replacing u with Cu and F with v+ C? F(v/C) for some large
constant C, we may thus assume that

”u(t’x)“[Rm >1

whenever (¢, x) € I'; with e S<r<l1. Using the discrete self-similarity property (2-1), we then have
this bound for all 0 < ¢ < 1; in fact we have a lower bound on |[u(¢, x)||gr= that goes to infinity as ¢ — 0,
ensuring in particular that # has no smooth extension to (0, 0).

Using a smooth cutoff function, one can find a smooth defocusing potential F:R™ — R that agrees with
F in the region {v € R” : ||v||gm > 1}. Then u solves (1-3) with this potential in the truncated light cone
{(t,x) e R4 .0 <1 <1;|x| <t} with F replaced by F. Choose smooth initial data vg, vy : RY — R™
such that

vo(x) =u(l,x)
and
v1(x) = —0:u(l, x)

for all |x| < 1 (where we use |x|:= ||x||gs to denote the magnitude of x € R4); such data exists from
standard smooth extension theorems (see, e.g., [Seeley 1964]) since the functions u(1, x), d;u(1, x) are
smooth on the closed ball {x : |x| < 1}. Suppose for contradiction that Theorem 1.1 failed (with F
replaced by F ); then we have a global smooth solution v : Rt 5 R™ o (1-3) (for F ) with initial data
v(0) = vy, d;v(0) = vy. The function # : (¢, x) — v(1 —¢, x) is then another global smooth solution
to (1-3) (for F) such that u(l,x) =u(l,x) and 9;u(1,x) = d;u(1,x) for all |x| < 1. Finite speed
of propagation (see, e.g., [Tao 2006, Proposition 3.3]) then shows that # and u agree in the region
{(t,x) e R4 .0 <1 < 1;|x| <t}; as @ is smoothly extendible to (0, 0), we know u is also, giving the
desired contradiction. This concludes the derivation of Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 2.1.

It remains to prove Theorem 2.1. This will be the focus of the remaining sections of the paper. For
now, let us show why continuously self-similar solutions are not available in the defocusing case, at
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least for some choices of parameters d, p. The point will be that continuous self-similarity gives a new
monotonicity formula for a certain quantity f (¢, r) (measuring a sort of “equipartition of energy”) that
can be used to derive a contradiction.

Proposition 2.2 (no self-similar defocusing solutions). Let d > 3 and p > 1 be such that 5= d— p —=7 <0,
let m be a natural number, and let F : R™ — R be a defocusing potential that is homogeneous of
order p + 1. Then there does not exist a smooth solution u : 'y — R™\{0} to (1-3) that is homogeneous
of order —%.

Note in particular that in the physical case d = 3, the condition % — % < 0 is automatic, and so

no self-similar defocusing solutions exist in this case. We do not know if this condition is necessary in
the above proposition.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that such a u exists. Equation (1-3) in polar coordinates (¢, r, w) reads

g+ Opru+ L0+ LA = (V) W),

where A, is the Laplace—Beltrami operator on the sphere S¢~1. Making the substitution
o, r,w):= rd%lu(t, r,w), (2-2)
this becomes
016+ 0rr 9 — 5 (— 0o + LI NG = 5 () 23

for r > 0.
We introduce the scaling vector field S := td; + rd, and the Lorentz boost L := rd; + ¢d,. Observe
that L and S commute with

~8*+ L% = (1> = r?) (=311 + drr) (2-4)
and thus

—(S%¢p, L)pm + (L*¢, Lp)gm = (1> = 1) (—01:¢ + drrp, L) m.

As u is assumed homogeneous of order — !

we know ¢ is homogeneous of order d-1_ _2_ From

2
p—1’ 2 p—1

Euler’s identity (1-2) we thus have ¢ an eigenfunction of S,
1 2
and thus (by the commutativity of L and .S)
(L$. S>p)rm = (LS$. S¢)um = L[ S$llfm-
We also have
(L¢. L2¢)am = 7 LI L ||fm.

Putting all of these facts together, we conclude that

L(=315l&m + 31 LlEm) = (2 =r*)(=D1p + 37 . L )rm.
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A computation similar to (2-4) shows that

—[1S¢fom + 1 Lpllgm = (1% = r>)(=[13:¢ | om + 1197 | om)-

2

Since #2 — r? is annihilated by L, we conclude that

L(=518:9llzm + 319,¢Im) = (—B26 + 377, d)om.

By (2-3), the right-hand side is equal to

(d—1)(d-3)

(@ Lhen 1T (V)T 9). Loy

1
(Do, Lp)rm +
r
To deal with the angular Laplacian, we integrate over S 4=1 and then integrate by parts to conclude that

L Al + 110 1) do

1 (d—1)(d —3) =1 i
= [ 5ot g + g LIl +r T (V)G 9), L o,

where we use the fact that the Lorentz boost L. commutes with angular derivatives, and where dw denotes
surface measure on S¢~1.

From the chain and product rules, noting that Lr = ¢, we have
d—1

d—1 _d—1 t
Lo=r"2 LG~ T 9)+ 0
2 r

and thus (using (1-2))

(VE)r~ T ), L)m

d—1 d—1 d—1 d—1 d—1
rz (LF(V_2¢) + T;(r‘Trp, (VF)(r‘2¢))Rm)

d-D(p+11

d—1 _d—1
=r 2 (LF(r 2 @)+
2 r

o).
Putting all this together, we see that if we introduce the quantity

1 1 1
faryi= [ =310+ 5101 = 351 g

(d-=1)(d-3) _ _d—1
— gz NPl —r T T 9 do
then we have the formula
(d—1)(d —3)t
43

(d—-D(p—

- t ; 2 Dt g1, —ds1
Lf= /S Ve g + ol + LD it 4,

for any r > 0. In particular, f(cosh y, sinh y) is a strictly function of y for y > 0, since

dd—yf(cosh v, sinh y) = (Lf)(cosh y, sinh y) > 0
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with the strict positivity coming from the defocusing nature of F. On the other hand, when y — 0T, we
see from (2-2) that all the negative integrands in the definition of f(cosh y, sinh y) go to zero, and thus

lim f(cosh y,sinh y) > 0.
y—0+t

Combining these two facts, we conclude in particular that

lim f(cosh y,sinh y) > 0. (2-5)

y—>+o0
On the other hand, as ¢ is homogeneous of order % — % and F is homogeneous of order p + 1, we see
that the integrand in the definition of f(¢, r) is homogeneous of order 2(% — %) which is negative

by hypothesis. This implies that f(cosh y, sinh y) goes to zero as y — 400, contradicting (2-5). O

3. Eliminating the potential

We now exploit the freedom to select the defocusing potential F by eliminating it from the equations
of motion. To motivate this elimination, let us temporarily make the a priori assumption that we have a
solution u to (1-3) in the light cone I'y from Theorem 2.1 that is nowhere vanishing. Taking the inner
product of (1-3) with u and using (1-2) then gives an equation for F(u):

Fu) = u, du)gm. 3-1
(u) P ( )R (3-1
In particular, since F is defocusing and u is nowhere vanishing, we have the defocusing property
(u, Du)Rm >0 (3-2)
throughout I';. Next, if ¢ denotes one of the d + 1 derivative operators d;, dx,, . .., dx,, we have from

the chain rule that
o F(u) = (0qu, (VF)(u))gm

and hence from (1-3) and (3-1) we have the equation
o (u, Ou)pm = (p + 1)(gu, Ou)gm. (3-3)
Remark 3.1. One can rewrite the equation (3-3) in the more familiar form
P T =0,

where T, is the stress-energy tensor
1
Top = (Dt Dgu)m — naﬂ(%(ayu, Dy + Du)).

Now assume that u obeys the discrete self-similarity hypothesis (2-1). Let 6 := u/||u||gm denote the
direction vector of u; then  is smooth map from I'y to the unit sphere S~ ! := {v € R” : ||v||gm = 1}
of R™. From the discrete self-similarity (2-1) we see that 6 is invariant under the dilation action of the
multiplicative group eS% := {¢”S :n € Z} on Tz. Thus # descends to a smooth map 6: Iy/es? — sm—1
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on the compact quotient I'y /eSZ, which is a smooth surface with boundary (diffeomorphic to the product
of a d-dimensional closed ball and a circle). Under some nondegeneracy hypotheses on this map, we can
now eliminate the potential F, reducing Theorem 2.1 to the following claim:

Theorem 3.2 (second reduction). Letd = 3,let p > 1 + ﬁ, and let

d+1)(d+6) (d+1)d+4)
2 ' 2

m>2 max( + 5) +2

be an integer. Then there exists S > 0 and a smooth nowhere vanishing function u : T g — R"™\{0} which is
discretely self-similar in the sense of (2-1) and obeys the defocusing property (3-2) and the equations (3-3)
throughout T 3. Furthermore, the map 0 : Tz /A% — S™1 defined as above is injective, and immersed in
the sense that the d + 1 derivatives 0,0(t, x) fora =0, ..., d are linearly independent in R™ for each
(t,x)eTly,.

Let us assume Theorem 3.2 for now and see how it implies Theorem 2.1. As in the previous section,
our arguments here will not depend on our hypotheses on m,d, p.

Since the map 6: Iy/eS% — S$™1 is assumed to be injective and immersed, it is a smooth embedding
of the set 'y /eS% to S, so that 6 (Tz/e5%) = 6(T'y) is a smooth manifold with boundary contained
in S™~1. We define a function Fy : 6(I';) — R by the formula

At o) = e D0
’ (p + Dllue(t, x) I gm
for any (¢, x) € I';. As 6 is injective and u is nowhere vanishing and discretely self-similar, one verifies
that Fy is well-defined. As the map 6 is immersed, we also see that Fj is smooth. From (3-2) we see
that Fy is positive on 8(T";). Intuitively, Fy is going to be our choice for F on the set 8(T";) (this choice
is forced upon us by (3-1) and homogeneity).

We define an auxiliary function 7" : 6(T";) — R™ by the formula

u(t,x) . 1 B 1 )
r, )= e ) gz 1 B D) G

() o

for all (¢, x) € I';; geometrically, this is the orthogonal projection of (1/ ||u||§m)Du to the tangent plane
of ™ at u/||u||rm, and will be our choice for the S~ gradient

)i - )
Vs F)(nun Ve ) Gt )\l C* Nl ) o Tt

of Fatu/|u|gm.
As 0 is injective and u is nowhere vanishing and discretely self-similar, one verifies as before that

T is well-defined, and from the immersed nature of 8 we see that 7" is smooth. Clearly 7' (w) is also
orthogonal to w for any @ € 6(I'y). We also claim that 7" is an extension of the gradient Vg(r,) Fo of Fo
on #(I'y;), in the sense that

(v, Vo) Fo(w))rm = (v, T (®))gm (3-6)
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for any w € 8(T";) and tangent vectors v € T, 0(I'y) to 8(I'y) at w. To verify (3-6), we write

u(t,x)  u

lu@ ) Jjm ul

for some (¢, x) € I';; henceforth we suppress the explicit dependence on (¢, x) for brevity. The tangent
space to 6(I'y) at w is spanned by 94 (/| u]|) for 9o = 0¢, 0, ..., 0x,, so it suffices to show that

< @l oT Fol@ )> :< Tl T(“’)>

for each d,. But from the chain and product rules and (3-4), (3-3) and (3-5) we have

u
Vo F (a))> = 0y F, (—)
< af? T ™ O ]

1 1
= d M,DM m
Pl “(n i )

8 (M Du)Rm
|P+1

(u, O ut)gm
— —%(u, Du)Rm —+
|22 | gy (p+ Dllul
0 m Ogtt, Ju)pm
{u, datt)gem “;‘l"j (1, Oty + L0 D p_l:zR
[l || g [l || g

1 u
= (e (i)
|24 || g lullgm ] [gm
)
A llullgm /) [ gm

as desired, where in the final line comes from the orthogonality of 7"(u/||u||rm) with scalar multiples of u.
We now claim that we may find an open neighbourhood U of 6(I';) in S™~! and a smooth extension
F1:U — R of Fy, with the property that

Vsmfl Fl (a)) = T(C()) (3-7)
for all w € 8(I';). Indeed, we can define
Fi(ow+v) 1= Fo(o) + (v, T'(@))rm

for all w € 8(T'y) and sufficiently small v € R” orthogonal to the tangent space 7,6(I'y/eS%) with
w +v € S™~1; one can verify that this is well-defined as a smooth extension of Fy to a sufficiently small
normal neighbourhood of 8(T";) with the desired gradient property (3-7) (here we use (3-6) to deal with
tangential components of the gradient), and one may smoothly extend this to an open neighbourhood of
0(T'y) by Seeley’s theorem [1964].

Next, if we extend F; by zero to all of S”~! and define F, : S”~! — R to be the function F, :=
Y Fy +(1—) for some smooth function v : S™~! — [0, 1] supported in U that equals 1 on a neighbourhood
of §(I'y), then F, is a smooth extension of Fy to S™~! that is strictly positive, and which also obeys



2010 TERENCE TAO

(3-7). If we then set F : R™ — R to be the function

F(Aw) := AP Fy(0)

forall A > 0 and @ € S™1, then F is a defocusing potential, homogeneous of order p + 1, which

extends Fy, and such that
Vsm—l F(a)) = T(a))

for w € 6(T';). By homogeneity (1-1), the radial derivative (@, Vgm F(®))grm is
(p+DF(@)=(p+1)Fo(w)
for such w, and hence for v = u/|u|| by (3-5) and (3-4) we have
Ven F(w) =T () + (p + 1) Fo(w)w

1 .0 1
= Du_<” fzu+ b +1(u,l:|u)i
leel? leel] 2 (p+ Dlul? ]
—_— 1 .
lull?

since Vgm F' is homogeneous of order p, this gives (1-3) as required.

It remains to establish Theorem 3.2. This will be the focus of the remaining sections of the paper.

4. Eliminating the field

Having eliminated the potential F from the problem, the next step is (perhaps surprisingly) to eliminate

the unknown field u, replacing it with quadratic data such as the mass density
M(t,x) = Jut.x)|fm

and the energy tensor
Eqp(t.x) := (0qu(t, x), dgu(t, x)).

(4-1)

(4-2)

If u has the discrete self-similarity property (2-1), then M and E similarly obey the discrete self-similarity

properties
M(eSl, eSx) = e_ﬁSM(l, X)
and

_20+D)
Eaﬂ(est, eSx) =e p1 SEa,g(t,x).

Next, observe from the product rule that
(u, Qu)gm = %DM — nﬂ”Eﬂy,
where 7 is the Minkowski metric. Thus, the defocusing property (3-2) can be rewritten as

1OM —nPEug > 0.

(4-3)

(4-4)

(4-5)

(4-6)
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In a similar spirit, we have
(dgu, Ou) = 3P Eyp— L0, (nPY Ep,)

and hence the equation (3-3) can be expressed in terms of M and E as

8o (30M — 0P Eg,) = (p + 1)(3 Eqp — 50" Egy)). @-7)
Finally, observe that the (2 + d) x (2 4+ d) Gram matrix
(M(Z,X),M(l,x))Rm (u(t,x),B,u([,x))Rm (u(t,x)’axdu(l"x))ﬂ%m
(et ), ut, g (et ), Dult, ) -+ (Deut, x), dgue(t, X)) m (4-8)
(axdu(t’x)a M(I,X»Rm (axdu(t,X), 3,u(t,x))Rm cee (axdu(t,x)’ axdu(lyx»[Rm

can be expressed in terms of E, M as

M(t, x) %8,M(l,x) %ade(t,x)
20 M(.x)  Eoolt.x) - Eoalt.x) +9)

$0x,M(t.X) Eqo(t,x) -+ Eqq(t,x)

In particular, the matrix (4-9) is positive semidefinite for every ¢, x.

It turns out that with the aid of the Nash embedding theorem and our hypothesis that m is large, we
can largely reverse the above observations, reducing Theorem 3.2 to the following claim that no longer
directly involves the field u (or the range dimension ).

Theorem 4.1 (third reduction). Let d = 3, and let p > 1 + ﬁ. Then there exists S > 0 and smooth
functions M : Ty —Rand Eqg:T'q — R fora, =0, ..., d which are discretely self-similar in the sense
of (4-3) and (4-4), obey the defocusing property (4-6) and the equation (4-7) on 'y foralla =0, ...,d,
and such that the matrix (4-9) is strictly positive definite on Iy (in particular, this forces M to be strictly
positive).

Let us assume Theorem 4.1 for the moment and show Theorem 3.2. Let d, p, S, M, E,g be as in
Theorem 4.1, and let m be as in Theorem 3.2. Our task is to obtain a function « : I'; — R™\{0} obeying
all the properties claimed in Theorem 3.2.

The idea is to build u in such a fashion that (4-1) and (4-2) are obeyed. Accordingly, we will use an

ansatz
u(t, x) := M(t, x)20(t, x) (4-10)

for some smooth 6 : I'; — S™! to be constructed shortly. As M is strictly positive, such a function u
will be smooth on I" and obey (4-1); differentiating, we see that

(U, dqu)rm = 3o M (4-11)
fora =0,...,d. If 8 obeys the discrete self-similarity property

0(eSt,eSx) = 0(t,x) (4-12)
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then u will obey (2-1). Thus we shall impose (4-12); that is to say we assume that 6 is lifted from a
smooth map 6 : [y /eS% — §™1,
From the product rule, (4-1) and (4-11) we have (after some calculation)

(000, 0g0)pm = M~ dqu, dgu)rm —M_z(ao,M)aﬂM.
Thus, if we wish for (4-2) to be obeyed, then the (1 + d) x (1 + d) Gram matrix

({000, 0g0)rm) o p=0,....d

must be equal to

M(Eqp—@uM)M ™ M), 4 4 (4-13)

The matrix in (4-13) is a Schur complement of the matrix in (4-9). Since the matrix in (4-9) is assumed
to be strictly positive definite, we conclude that (4-13) is also.
If we denote the matrix in (4-13) by g(¢, x), then from (4-3) and (4-4) we have the discrete self-similarity
property
g(eSt,eSx) = e_zsg(l,x). (4-14)

As g is a positive definite and symmetric (14 d) x (1 +d) matrix, we can view g as a smooth Riemannian
metric on ;. Given that the dilation operator (¢, x) — (eS¢, eSx) dilates tangent vectors to 'y by a
factor of e, we see that the metric g is lifted from a smooth Riemannian metric g on the quotient space
Iy/eS%.

The space (I'y/eSZ, §) is a smooth compact (14d)-dimensional Riemannian manifold with boundary;
it is easy to embed it in a smooth compact (1+d)-dimensional Riemannian manifold without boundary (for
instance by using the theorems in [Seeley 1964]). Applying the Nash embedding theorem (for instance in
the form in [Giinther 1991]), we can thus isometrically embed (I'y/ e57, %) in a Euclidean space RP? with

d+1)d+6) (d+1)d+4) +5)

D:= max( ,
2 2
The embedded copy of (I'y/eS%, §) is compact and is thus contained in a cube [-R, R]? for some
finite R. We use a generic® linear isometry from R? to RP*! to embed [-R, R]P to some com-
pact subset of RP+1. The image of this isometry is a generic hyperplane, which can be chosen to
avoid the lattice (1/+/2D +2)ZP+1, and thus we can embed [—R, R]? isometrically into the torus
RP+1/((1/+/D + 1)ZP*1), which is isometric to (1/+/D + 1)(S')P*1. But from Pythagoras’ theo-
rem, (1/+/D+1)(S")P+! is contained in S22+, which is in turn contained in S”~! by the largeness
hypothesis on m. Thus we have an isometric embedding 6:Ty /eS? — §™m=1 from (T'y/eS%, §) into
the round sphere S”~!. In particular, 0 is injective and immersed, and lifting 6 back to T'z, we obtain a
smoothmap 0 : 'y — S m=1 with Gram matrix (4-13) that is discretely self-similar in the sense of (4-12),
so that the function u defined by (4-10) obeys (2-1). Reversing the calculations that led to (4-13), we

3We thank Marc Nardmann for this argument, which improved the value of m from our previous argument by a factor of
approximately two.
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see that the Gram matrix (4-8) of u is given by (4-9). In particular, (4-2) holds. Reversing the derivation
of (4-6), we now obtain (3-2), while from reversing the derivation of (4-7), we obtain (3-3). We have
now obtained all the required properties claimed by Theorem 3.2, as desired.

It remains to establish Theorem 4.1. This will be the focus of the remaining sections of the paper.

5. Reduction to a self-similar (141)-dimensional problem

In reducing Theorem 1.1 to Theorem 4.1, we have achieved the somewhat remarkable feat of converting a
nonlinear PDE problem to a convex (or positive semidefinite) PDE problem, in that all of the constraints*
on the remaining unknowns M, E,g are linear equalities and inequalities, or assertions that certain
matrices are positive definite. Among other things, this shows that if one has a given solution M, Eyg to
Theorem 4.1, and then one averages that solution over some compact symmetry group that acts on the space
of such solutions, then the average will also be a solution to Theorem 4.1. In particular, one can then reduce
without any loss of generality to considering solutions that are invariant with respect to that symmetry.

For instance, given that M, E,g are already discretely self-similar by (4-3) and (4-4), the space of
solutions has an action of the compact dilation group R /eSZ, with (the quotient representative of) any
real number A > 0 acting on M, E,g by the action

1
(h-M)(t,x):= M_LM(%)XC)

1 t x
(- Eap)(t.%) 1= WEaﬂ(X, =):
EIVEED)

and

this is initially an action of the multiplicative group R, but descends to an action of RT /eSZ thanks

to (4-3) and (4-4). By the preceding discussion, we may restrict without loss of generality to the case

when M, Eyg are invariant with respect to this R* /eSZ, or equivalently that M, Eyp are homogeneous
4 2(p+1)

p—1 p—1

may be discarded.

of order — and respectively. With this restriction, the parameter S' no longer plays a role and

Remark 5.1. This reduction may seem at first glance to be in conflict with the negative result in
Proposition 2.2. However, the requirement that the mass density M and the energy tensor Eyg be
homogeneous is strictly weaker than the hypothesis that the field u itself is homogeneous. For instance,
one could imagine a “twisted self-similar” solution in which the homogeneity condition (1-1) on u is
replaced with a more general condition of the form

u(ht, hx) = A~ 7T exp(J log M)u(z, x)

for all (¢,x) € I'; and A > 0, where J : R™ — R is a fixed skew-adjoint linear transformation. (To be
compatible with (1-3), one would also wish to require that the potential F is invariant with respect to the
orthogonal transformations exp(sJ) for s € R.) Such solutions # would not be homogeneous, but the
associated densities M, Eg would still be homogeneous of the order specified above.

4Compare with the “kernel trick” in machine learning, or with semidefinite relaxation in optimization.
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We may similarly apply the above reductions to the orthogonal group O(d), which acts on the scalar
field M and on the 2-tensor Eyg in the usual fashion; thus
(UM)(t,x):= M(t,U ')
and

(UE)qp(t, X)(Uv)*(Uv)? = Eqpt, U~ x)v%f

for all (t,x) € Ty, U € O(d), and v € R'+9, where U acts on R T4 by (7, x) — (¢, Ux). This allows us
to reduce to fields M, E,g which are O(d)-invariant; thus M is spherically symmetric, and E,g takes

the form?
Eoo = E, -1
Xi
Eoi = Eio=—"Eur. (5-2)
XiXj
Eij = %(Err — Evw) +6ij Evw (5-3)
fori, j =1,...,d and some spherically symmetric scalar functions E;;, E¢r, Err, Eqe, Where r := | x|

is the radial variable and J;; is the Kronecker delta. Observe that if E;;, £y, Ege : I't — R are smooth
even functions and E;, : I'{ — R is a smooth odd function on the (141)-dimensional light cone

M= {0reRT i r>0—r<r<n}

with E;, — Ey e vanishing to second order at r = 0, then the above equations define a smooth field Eyg
on I';, which will be homogeneous of order —% if E¢t, Ety, Err, Egpe are.
Using polar coordinates, we have

1 1 d—1
EDM - n'ByEﬂy = 5(_8ttM + 0, M + TM> —(Eu+E+(d—-1)Epw):

thus the condition (4-6) is now

1 d—1
S (<0 M + 0, M+ M) = (= Eve + Epr +(d = DEow) > 0, (5-4)
By rotating x to be of the form x = re;, we see that the matrix (4-9) is conjugate to
M 39M 3,M 0 - 0 \
10¢M Ey  Ey 0 0
30,M Ey Ep 0 oo 0
0 O O Ea)a) e 0
\ 0 0 0 0 - Epo )
3To see that E g must be of this form, rotate the spatial variable x to equal x = req, then use the orthogonal transformation
(X1, X2, Xg) > (X1, —X2,..., —X,), which preserves rey, to see that Ey; = Eq; =0foralli =2,..., d; further use of
orthogonal transformations preserving re; can be then used to show that E;; = 0 and E;; = Ej;j for2 <i < j < d (basically

because the only matrices that commute with all orthogonal transformations are scalar multiples of the identity). This places
Eyp in the desired form in the x = req case, and the general case follows from rotation.
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so the positive definiteness of (4-9) is equivalent to the positive definiteness of the 3 x 3 matrix

M oM 19,.M
%%M Eyu  Egr (5-5)
30-M  Eir  Epy

together with the positivity of E,,,. It will be convenient to isolate the r = 0 case of this condition (in order
to degenerate E,, to zero at r = 0 later in the argument). In this case, the odd functions d, M and E;,
vanish, and E,, is equal to E, so the condition reduces to the positive definiteness of the 2 x 2 matrix

M oM
) (5-6)
10:M  Ey

together with the aforementioned positivity of E .

Finally, we turn to the condition (4-7). Again, we can rotate the position x to be of the form x =rey. In
the angular cases « =2, ..., d, both sides of (4-7) automatically vanish, basically because dy f(re1) =0
for any spherically symmetric f (and because E,g vanishes to second order for any B # o). So the only
nontrivial cases of (4-7) are « = 0 and o = 1. Applying (5-1), (5-2), and (5-3), we can write these cases
of (4-7) as

B[ 3 (=0 M + 00 M+ TN )~ (Eui + Ery + (0= D Eo) |

d—1

1
=(p+ 1)[_81Ett + 0, Etr + ——Etr — 531(—E1t + Err+(d— I)Eww)] (5-7)

and
e[ 3 (<00eM 00 M+ LU ) — (<B4 Epy 4+ (d = ) Eo) |
r 2 tt rr r tt rr ww
= (0 D[ <0 Eur + 0 Ery + N Ery — Euw) = 200 (~Eui+ Erp + (d = DEow)| (58)
respectively.

To summarise, we have reduced Theorem 4.1 to

Theorem 5.2 (fourth reduction). Let d = 3, and let p > 1 + ﬁ. Then there exist smooth even functions
M, E¢s, Evy, Ege - 't = R and a smooth odd function E;p : T'y — R, with M homogeneous of
order —% and E¢¢, E¢r, Evr, Epew homogeneous of order —%, and with E,, — E 4 vanishes to
second order at r = 0, obeying the defocusing property (5-4) and the equations (5-7) and (5-8) on I'y,

such that
Epw >0 (5-9)

and the 3 x 3 matrix (5-5) is strictly positive definite on Ty with r # 0, and the 2 x 2 matrix (5-6) is
positive definite when r = 0.
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It remains to prove Theorem 5.2. To do so, we make a few technical relaxations. Firstly, we claim that
we may relax the strict conditions (5-4) and (5-9) to their nonstrict counterparts

1 d—1
E(_attM + 0, M + TM) —(—Eu+E+(d—-1)Epw) =0 (5-10)
and
Epw > 0. (5-11)

To see this, suppose that M, E;;, E¢y, E,r, Eype obey the conclusions of Theorem 5.2 with the conditions
(5-4), (5-9) replaced by (5-10), (5-11). We let € > 0 be a small quantity to be chosen later, and define new
fields M€, E¢,, EX,, EE,, ES by the formulae®

tr>

. __4
M®:=M —cst T,

2(p41)
Ef, = E;—(d+ Det™ 1,
Efr = Etr,
_2(p+D
E;, :=E, +et” » T,
_2(p+1D)
E;, =Epw+et™ =T
where c is the constant such that
4 3 1
¢ 4 pts —Qd+1)= r+l
2p—1p—1 2

ES

rr>

Clearly these new fields M?, Ef;, E7

tr>
and E7, odd, with M ® homogeneous of order —

E¢ , are still smooth, with M¢, Ef,, E?,,
>47 and Ef,, Ef,, E5,,

2(;'"1) with E¢, — E , vanishing to second order at ¥ = 0. A calculation using the definition of ¢
shows that the equatlons (5-7) and (5-8) continue to be obeyed when the fields M, Es, E¢r, Err, Egpo
are replaced by M¢, E¢,, Ef,, Ef,, Ef ,. With this replacement, the left-hand side of (5-10) increases by

p+1 gt_Z(ppj_ll)’
2
and so (5-4) now holds. The remaining task is to show that with these new fields M?, E},, Ef,, Ef,,

&
E; , even

s E{ , homogeneous of order

E¢ ., (5-5) is positive definite when r # 0 and (5-6) is positive definite when r = 0. By the scale
invariance it suffices to verify these latter properties when ¢ = 1. The positive definiteness of (5-6) when
r = 0 then follows by continuity for ¢ small enough. For (5-5), we have to take a little care because the

condition 7 # 0 is noncompact. We need to ensure the positive definiteness of

M—cs 8M+p € %a,M
18 M+ 8 Ett—(d+1)8 Etr
éarM Eyr Eyr+e

6The ability to freely manipulate the fields M, Ess, E¢r, Err, Eg in this fashion is a major advantage of the formulation of
Theorem 5.2. It would be very difficult to perform analogous manipulations if the original field « or the potential F were still
present.
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when ¢ = 1 and r # 0 for & small enough. Continuity will ensure this if |r| is bounded away from zero
(independently of ¢), so we may assume that r is in a small neighbourhood of the origin (independent
of ). Given that the above matrix is already positive definite when ¢ = 0, it suffices by a continuity
argument to show that the above matrix has positive determinant for sufficiently small ¢; by the hypothesis
(5-5) and the fundamental theorem of calculus, it thus suffices to show that

J M —ce 8 M + 518 %8,M
%det %8;M+%8 Ett—(d—l-])é‘ E:r >0
%arM Eyy Eyr+e

for r near zero and sufficiently small e. But since d, M, E;,, E,, vanish at » = 0, we can use cofactor
expansion to write the left-hand side as

( M(1,0) 1o, M(1,0)

19,M(1,0)  E;(1,0) ) +0(r) + 0C)

and the claim then follows from the hypothesis (5-5). This concludes the relaxation of the conditions
(5-4), (5-9) to (5-10), (5-11).

Now that we allow equality in (5-11), we sacrifice some generality by restricting to the special case
E, o = 0 (which basically corresponds to considering spherically symmetric blowup solutions). While
this gives up some flexibility, this will simplify our calculations a bit as we now only have four fields M,
E, E4r, E,y to deal with, rather than five.

Until now we have avoided using the hypothesis d = 3. Now we will embrace this hypothesis. In
Proposition 2.2 it was convenient to make the change of variables ¢ =r 54 = ru to eliminate lower-order
terms such as (d 1 )Bru; this change of variables is particularly pleasant in the three-dimensional case
as the lower-order term involving the coefficient %(d — 1)(d — 3) vanishes completely (this vanishing is
closely tied to the strong Huygens principle in three dimensions). The corresponding change of variables
in this setting, aimed at eliminating the lower-order terms (d 1)E +r and ( )E rr 10 (5-7) and (5-8), is
to replace the fields M, Es;, Esy, E, by the fields M Ett, Etr, Er, I'y - R™ defined by

M :=r*M,
Ett::rzEtt»

2 1 _ .2 1. =~
Etr.—l" Etr+§r8tM—r Etr—J’-ZatM,

Err:=r2Err+rarM+M=r2Err+%arM_L2M‘
r

Observe that if M , E tt E rr are smooth and even, and E ¢r 18 0dd, with M , E ¢+ vanishing to second
order at r = 0,
Epp— i, i
2r

vanishing to third order, and
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to fourth order, then these fields determine smooth fields M, E;;, E;y, E,, with M, E;;, E,, even E;:r

odd, and E rr vanishing to second order at r = 0 Furthermore, if M is homogeneous of order 2 p 6 and
E tts E trs E rr are homogeneous of order — p —=71- then we know M will be homogeneous of order —ﬁ

and E;s, Esy, E,r will be homogeneous of order _2(;__—1—11).
If we introduce the quantity
1 1 ~ ~ ~ ~
= 7 (3l iy 1) + By~ ) (5-12)
then a brief calculation shows that
r? 2
= m((_attM + 0 M + ;M) —(—Eu + Err))
and so the condition (5-10) is equivalent to
vV =0. (5-13)

The equations (5-7) and (5-8) can now be expressed as

1 2 1
a’[,,_zv] =—0/Ey +0,E¢r + ;Etr - zat(_Ett +E;)

and

1 2 1
81’ [r_zv] = _81‘Etr + 8rErr + ;Err - zar(_Ett + Err)’

which rearrange as an energy conservation law

1 2
3t( Ett+2Err+ V) :arEtr+;Etr

and a momentum conservation law
1 1 1 2
8tEtr = 8r(_Ett + S En— _2V) +=E;
2 2 r r
multiplying these equations by r2 and writing Eys, E¢y, Eyp in terms of E,,, Etr, Err and M one
obtains (after some calculation, as well as (5-12) in the case of (5-15)) the slightly simpler equations

3(SEw+iE, +V)=0,E, (5-14)

and

0 Eyy=0,(LE+LE., —V)- V. (5-15)

The expressions in (5-14) are even, while the expressions in (5-15) are odd. Thus we may combine these

equations into a single equation by adding them together, which after some rearranging becomes the
transport-type equation

p—

v

1
(0r —0r)eq + (3 +0,)V =— v, (5-16)

where e is the null energy density

= %Et'i‘%grr'i‘gtr- (5-17)
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Remark 5.3. It may be instructive to derive these equations in the specific context of a solution # : I'3 — R
to the scalar defocusing NLW

Ou = |u|?u,
which in polar coordinates becomes
2 _
—0pt 4+ 0ppu + U= lu|?u.

Making the change of variables ¢p = ru, this becomes

p—1
_att¢+arr¢ - |¢| ¢

Introducing the null energy
et = 119.¢ + 0,9
and the potential energy

_ 1 gpt!
p+1opp-l

as well as the additional densities
M :=|¢|*, Eu:=10:¢>. Err:=10,¢. Eir:=03:40r9.

one can readily verify the identities (5-12), (5-16), and (5-17). It is similar for the other properties of M ,
E tts E rre E ¢r 1dentified in this section.

Finally, we translate the posmve definiteness of (5-5) (when r # 0) and (5-6) (when r = 0) into
conditions involving the fields M E tts E rr E ¢r. From the identity

M Lo.m la,m 1ooy [ M 39M 39,M\ 191
1M En En |=r*|l010])|L0:M En En ||010].
~ 1
3M Ey  Ep VAN )9 P A
we see (for r # 0) that (5-5) is strictly positive definite if and only if the matrix
M Lo.m la,m
300M  Ey Ey (5-18)
30-M  Eiy Epy

is strictly positive definite. Now we turn to (5-6) when r = 0. By homogeneity, it suffices to verify
this condition when (¢,7) = (1,0). From (1-1), we have d; M (1,0) = —%M(l,O), so the positive
definiteness of (5-6) is equivalent to the condition

2

EMOPKPI)MO®>O
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which in terms of £ tt M becomes

~ 2 ~
8,y E1r(1,0) > (%) 3,y M (1,0) > 0. (5-19)
Summarising the above discussion, we now see that Theorem 5.2 is a consequence of the following:

Theorem 5.4 (fifth reduction). Let p > 5. Then there exist smooth even functions M , E tts E e 1 =R
and a smooth odd function E;, : I'y — R, with M homogeneous of order 2;__16 and E¢, E¢r, Eyy
homogeneous of order —%, with M, E; vanishing to second order atr = 0,

Eop— -0,

vanishing to third order, and . .
Err - _arM + _2M

r r

to fourth order. Furthermore, if one defines the fields V,e4 : I'y — R by (5-12) and (5-17), we have the
weak defocusing property (5-13) and the null transport equation (5-16). Finally, the matrix (5-18) is
strictly positive definite for r # 0, and for r = 0 one has the condition (5-19).

It remains to establish Theorem 5.4. This will be the focus of the final section of the paper.

6. Constructing the mass and energy fields

Fix p > 5. We will need a large constant A > 1 depending only on p, and then sufficiently small parameter
8 > 0 (depending on p, A) to be chosen later. We use the notation X <Y, Y = X,or X = O(Y) to
denote an estimate of the form |X| < CY, where C can depend on p but is independent of §, 4.

We need to construct smooth fields M. , E tts E e E tr - I't = R which generate some further fields
V, e+ : 't = R, which are all required to obey a certain number of constraints. The problem is rather
underdetermined, and so there will be some flexibility in selecting these fields; most of these fields will
end up being concentrated in the region {(¢,7) € I’y : r = (+1 4 O(8))t} near the boundary of the light
cone. Given that the constraint (5-16) only involves the two fields V' and e, it is natural to proceed by
constructing V' and e first. In fact we will proceed as follows.

Selection of e 4 in the left half of the cone. We begin by making a choice for the function e : I'y - R
in the left half Fll :={(t,r) €I'1 : r <0} of the cone. When ¢ = 1, we choose ¢4 (1, r) to be a smooth
function with the following properties:

e One has .
ex(1,ry=>0+4r)y r1 (6-1)
for—14+6 <r <0.
¢ One has .
er(1,r) = (1471)77T (6-2)

for —1 + %8 <r < —1+§. Furthermore, one has

—148 .
/ er(1,r)dr > A8V 7T, (6-3)
—1+46
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¢ One has
57T <ey(l,r) < ASTT (6-4)
and
d _bp+3
'—e_,_(l, r)| < As p1 (6-5)
dr

for—1 <r <-—1+46.

Clearly we can find a smooth function r — e4 (1, 7) on [—1, 0] with these properties. We then extend e
to the entire left half Fll of the cone by requiring it to be homogeneous of order —ﬁ; thus
4

e (t,r) = z‘Fe+(1, ?) (6-6)

In particular, e is smooth on this half of the cone, and we have
er(t,r)=(0+ r)_ﬁ
for —(1=96)t <r <0.

The properties (6-1)—(6-5) are largely used to ensure that the potential energy V' that we will construct
below is nonnegative.

Selection of V in the left half of the cone. Once e has been selected on '/, we construct V on Fll by
solving (5-16), or more explicitly by the formula

0
Vi) = = [ 1517 (@ = e )t — 1 +5.5) ds 67)
Ao ),

for —¢t <r < 0. Note that as (d; — 9, )e+ vanishes for —(1 —§)t < r < 0, the potential energy V vanishes
on this region also, and so one can smoothly extend V' to all of I‘ll. It is easy to see that V' is homogeneous
of order —ﬁ. From the fundamental theorem of calculus and the chain rule, we have

0 +0-)(Ir[P~'V) = [r|P71 (0, — 9y et

for —t <r < 0, and hence by the product rule we see that (5-16) is obeyed for —¢ < r < 0, and hence to
all of Fll by smoothness. We have already seen that V' vanishes in the region —(1 —§)¢t <r < 0. In the
region —¢ <r < —(1—§)t, we have the following estimate and nonnegativity property:

Proposition 6.1. For —t <r <—(1—46)t, we have
__4_p=S
0<V(t,r) S At p=15pT,
We remark that to get the lower bound V (¢, r), the supercriticality hypothesis p > 5 will be crucial.

Proof. By homogeneity we may assume that f —r = 2, so that = 1 — O(8) and r = —1 4+ O(§), and it
will suffice to show that

0<V(t,r)< ASH. (6-8)
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Write e (¢,r) = (t + r)_ﬁ + f(¢, r); then from (6-7) we have

1 0
Vit,r)= — / Is|P~1((0; — 3,) f)(2 + 5. 5) ds. (6-9)
2r|p=1 J;
The function f is homogeneous of order —ﬁ; hence by (1-2)
4
(td; +10y) f =—— f.
p—1

From the identity
t+r 2
8; - 8,« = ——(8; + 8r) + —(Iat + lar)
t—r t—r

and the chain rule, we thus have
d 4
(@i=0) N +5.5) = =(1+5) [ Q4 5.5) == [ +5.9).

Inserting this into (6-9) and integrating by parts, we conclude that

1 1 0 g , 4
Vitr) = S+ 5oy [ ) @ ) sl 2 @ s d,

2|r|
which by the product rule is equal to

0
V(t,r)=l%f(t,r)+2lr|%/ |s|P~! f(2+s,5)ds. (6-10)

-5 -+
[p L =1 S)]
-1 S
Note that (2 + s,s) is only nonzero when s = —1 4+ O(6), in which case it is of size O(Aé_ﬁ)
thanks to (6-2) and (6-4). This gives the upper bound in (6-8). Now we turn to the lower bound. First
suppose that —(1 — %5)1 <r;then f is nonnegative in all of its appearances in (6-10). As we are in the

supercritical case p > 5, the factor
p—5 (p—D(+5)
_|_
p—1 N

is positive (indeed it is = 1) for § small enough, and the claim follows in this case.
It remains to consider the case when — <r < —( — %8)[. In this case we can use the lower bound

ft.r)=—(t+r)7s

-5
and conclude that the term %(1 +r)f(t,r) is at least —0(8%). A similar argument shows that the
contribution to (6-10) coming from those s with

—(2+4s5)<s<—(1-38)2+5)
-5
is at least —0(85:71). On the other hand, from (6-3), the contribution of those s with
s>—(1-18)2+s)

-5
is 2 (4A— 0(1))8%. As A is assumed to be large, the claim follows. O
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On the support of V in r! , we see from (6-5) and (6-6) that
(3 —dr)es = (A7 1677°T)
and hence by (5-16) and Proposition 6.1,
B, +9,)V = O(Ar— 7187 7T), 6-11)

Selection of V in the right half of the cone. Once V has been constructed in the left half F{ of the light
cone, we extend it to the right half I' := {(z,r) € 'y : r = 0} by even extension; thus

Vit r)y=V({,—r)

for all (z,r) € I'[. Since V' vanished for —(1 —§)t < r <0, we see that V' is smooth on all of I';, and
vanishing in the interior cone {(¢,r) € I'y : |r| < (1 —5)¢}. It also obeys the nonnegativity property (5-13).
From reflecting (6-11) and Proposition 6.1 we have the bounds

V = O(Ar 7-185-1) (6-12)
and
B, —3,)V = O(A1~h1 87 7°T) (6-13)
when (1=68)t <r <t.

Selection of e + in the right half of the cone. Thus far, V' has been defined on all of I';, and e+ defined
on Fll . We now extend e to I'{ by solving (5-16), or more precisely by setting

eq(t,r):= e+(t+r,0)—|—/ ((Bt—{—8,)V)(t+r—s,s)—|—pT_lV(t+r—s,s)ds (6-14)
0

for 0 < <1t; note that the integral is well-defined since V' vanishes near the time axis. One easily checks
that ey (¢,7) = (¢ + r)_ﬁ for 0 <r < (1 —40)t, and so e4 extends smoothly to all of I'; and is equal
to (£ +r) »—1 in the interior cone {(¢,7) € 'y : |[r| =< (1 —§)¢}. It is also clear from construction that
e+ is homogeneous of order —ﬁ. From the fundamental theorem of calculus we see that e and V
obey (5-16) on I'7, and hence on all of T'y. From (6-12) and (6-13) we see that the integrand is of size
O(At_%S_ﬁ) when r = (1 — O(8))t, and vanishes otherwise, which leads (for § small enough) to

the crude upper and lower bounds

_Dp+3 _pT>
1t Seq(t,r) St rm (6-15)

=

throughout I'T.

Selection of e— and E, tr- We reflect the function e around the time axis to create a new function
e—: ' = R:
e_(t,r):=ey(t,r).
__4 .
Like e, the function e_ is smooth and homogeneous of order —ﬁ. It equals (¢t —r)™ »—T in the interior

cone {(t,r) €'y : |r| < (1—=48)t}. On 1"11 it obeys the crude upper and lower bounds

_p+3 _bpt3
t T <e_(t,r) St p1 (6-16)
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and in the region (1 — )¢ <r <t we have the bounds
(6)7 7T Se (t.r) S AG) T (6-17)

thanks to (6-4).
Recall from (5-17) that the field ey is intended to ultimately be of the form %E i+ %E rr+ E¢r.
Similarly, e— is intended to be of the form

e-=3Eu+3E; —Eir. (6-18)

Esp = 7 (6-19)

This is clearly smooth, odd, and homogeneous of order —ﬁ. We also see that the quantity E i+ E rr
is now specified:

En+E;p=eq+e_. (6-20)

We are left with two remaining unknown scalar fields to specify: the mass density M and the energy
equipartition —E i+ E rr, which determines the fields E ¢+ and E rr by (6-20). The requirements needed
for Theorem 5.4 that have not already been verified are as follows:

2p—6

T and —E;; + E,, is smooth, even, and

e M is smooth, even, and homogeneous of order

_4
p—1

. Z\Z, Ett vanish to second order at = 0, Et, — %8,]\2 vanishes to third order, and Er, — %8,1\2 +
rLzM to fourth order.

¢ One has the equations (5-12) and (5-17) (and hence also (6-18)).

homogeneous of order —

e The matrix (5-18) is strictly positive definite for  # 0, and for r = 0 one has the condition (5-19).

As there is only one equation (beyond homogeneity and reflection symmetry) constraining M and
—E i+ E rr —namely, (5-12) —the problem of selecting these two fields is underdetermined, and thus
subject to a certain amount of arbitrary choices. We will select these fields first in the exterior region
{(l, ryel:|r|> %}, and then fill in the interior using a different method.

Selection of M, —E4 + E,y away from the time axis. In the exterior region {(t, ryel:|r|> %}, we
shall simply select the field M to be a small but otherwise rather arbitrary field, and then use (5-12) to
determine —Ett + Err.

More precisely, let M (1, r) be a smooth even function on the region {r : % <|r| < 1} obeying the
following properties:

e For % < |}"| < %, one has
~ 2p—=6 2p—6
M(1r)=8((1+r) =0 +(1=r)7T). 6-2)

(This condition will not be used directly in this part of the construction, but is needed for compatibility
with the next part.)
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¢ For % <|r| <1, one has the bounds

§<M(1,r)<$ (6-22)
and
d d?
d—M(l r) M(l r) = 0($). (6-23)
It is clear that one can select such a functlon We then extend M to {(t ryely:|rl> 2} by requiring
that M be homogeneous of order 2 p 6 . Then M is smooth and even, and one has the bounds
St < M (t,r) <8671, (6-24)
d d
d—M(z r), M(t r)= 0(5tv 1) (6-25)
d? d
o 2M(z r) M(l r) = O(8t r- 1) (6-26)
in the region {(l, ryely: |r ;}

We then define —E;; + E,, on this region by enforcing (5-12); thus
—Et+ Epr = 5(=0uM + 3, M) — (p+ DV. (6-27)

Combining this with (6-20), this defines E ¢+t and E rr- It is easy to see that these fields are smooth, even
and homogeneous of order —ﬁ on{(r,r)ely:|r|=%}.
We now claim that the matrix (5-18) is strictly positive definite in the region {(Z, ryel’y:|r| = %}

By homogeneity and reflection symmetry, it suffices to verify this when # = 1 and % <r = 1. Using the

identity
M 1@erd)M L0081 1 o0\ ( M YoM 30,8\ /19
1@ +0)M ey —Eu+E, |=|0 11||i0,M E. E. 01 —1]1,
2@0:—9)M —Eu+E,,  2e- 011/ \lom E, E,)\01 1
it suffices to show that the matrix
M 3@ +0,)M 33, —0,)M
%(8; +9,)M 2eq —Eu+ Eyy
1@ —8,)M —E;+E,, e_

is strictly positive definite.

If r < 1—4, then all off-diagonal terms are O(8) thanks to (6-23) and (6-27), while the diagonal terms
are 2 8, = 1, and = 1 respectively, and the positive definiteness is easily verified, since the associated
quadratic form is at least

2 8x7 453 + x5 — O@|x1l1x2]) — OGlx1llx3]) — OB lxallx3),

which is easily seen to be positive for § small enough. If » < 1 —§, then the off-diagonal terms are O(§)
p—5
in the top row and left column, and O(A§7=1) in the bottom right minor by (6-12), while the diagonal



2026 TERENCE TAO

terms are > §, > 1, and > S_ﬁ by (6-22), (6-15) and (6-17), so the associated quadratic form is

__4 p—5
> 8x2 4 x2 487 7-Tx2 — O(8|x;|x2]) — O(8|x1||x3]) — O(A8 7= |x3]|x3]),

p=5s .
which is again positive definite (note that A5 »—1T can be chosen to be much smaller than the geometric
_ 4
mean of § and §~ »—T).

Selection of M, E, tts E rr Near the time axis. Now we restrict attention to the interior region F{ =
{(t, ryel:|r|< %}, all identities and estimates here are understood to be on this region unless otherwise
specified.

We will now reverse the Gram matrix reduction from previous sections, and construct M , E tts E rrin
F{ from an (infinite-dimensional) vector-valued solution to the (free, (14 1)-dimensional) wave equation.
Let H be a Hilbert space and let # — f(¢) be a family of vectors f(¢) in H smoothly parmeterised by a
parameter ¢ € (0, +00) (so that all derivatives in ¢ exist in the strong sense and are continuous); we will
select this family more precisely later. We introduce the smooth vector-valued field ¢ : F{ — H by the
formula

¢ r):=ft+r)—ft—r)
and we will define M, E,,, Err : F{ — R by the formulae

M (t,r) = (p(t,r), (6, ) m,
Ett(t’r) = (0:p(t,7),0:9(t. 7)) A,
Err(t,r) = (0,¢(t.7),0,¢(t,7))H.

Since ¢ is smooth and odd in r, these functions are smooth and even in r. If we impose the additional
hypothesis that the Gram matrix ( f(s), f(¢)) g has the scaling symmetry

2p—6
(fs), JAO)) g =221 (f(s), f(D)) (6-28)
for s,¢,A > 0, then M will be homogeneous of order 215’__16; furthermore, by differentiating (6-28) with
respect to both s and ¢ we see that
__4
(f' ), ff O i =277 (f'(s), [/ () 1 (6-29)
(where f” denotes the derivative of /') and so E t E rr Will be homogeneous of order —%.

Observe that _ _
YE(+ Er +(0:4.0,¢)m = 3103 +09,)0l %

=2/l /"t + 1)l
and similarly

YEu+1E —(0:4,0,0) 1 =2]11(t —1)||%-

Thus, if we impose the additional normalisation

I e = (6-30)

1
V2
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and hence by (6-29),

|
If' Ol = Et P, (6-31)

we see from the identities ey (¢,7) = (¢ + r)_ﬁ in F{ that
%Ett =+ %Err +(0:4,0,) g = e+.
In particular, (6-20) holds, and from (6-19) one has
Eip=(0:9.9,9)n-

We also obtain the equations (5-17) and (6-18).
Next, it is clear that ¢ solves the wave equation

_8tt¢ + 8rr¢ = 0,
so in particular
(¢, _att¢ + arr¢>H =0,
which implies in particular (cf. (4-5)) that
%(—8,;1\2 + arrﬂ) + Ett - Err =0.

Since V vanishes on I'y, we conclude that (5-12) holds.
Next, from differentiating the formula for M , one has

10, M =($,3:9) 1
and
10, M = (¢, 0:¢)

and so the quadratic form associated with (5-18) factorises as
X1 + X200 + X309, 913

This is clearly positive semidefinite at least; to make it positive definite for  # 0, it will suffice to enforce
the condition

f(s), £(@), f'(s), f'(¢t) linearly independent (6-32)

for all distinct s, ¢ > 0.
Suppose we assume the long-range orthogonality condition

(f(), f@O))r =0 (6-33)

whenever £ > 1.1 or $ > 1.1. Then in the region {(¢,r) € 'l : |r| = £} away from the time axis, we have
from Pythagoras’ theorem that

M@, r) = £+ )5+ 1, =r)-
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In particular, if we also impose the normalisation
/Dl =8 (6-34)
then (from (6-28)) we have
M) =8((+1) 7T +(—r)rt)

in the region {(l r) e F’ [r| > } In particular from (6-21) and homogeneity we see that M on I"
joins up smoothly with its counterpart in the exterior region {(z ryel|r| = 2} by (5 12) we see
that Et, + Er, does too. By (6-20) and (6-19) we now see that all of the fields M, E;,, E,r, Etr are
smooth on all of I'y.

Now we study the vanishing properties of the various fields constructed at r = 0 for a fixed value of 7.
From Taylor expansion we have

¢(t,r)=2rf"(t)+ 3> " () + O(r[’)

as r — 0 (where the error term denotes a quantity in / of norm O(|r|®), and the implied constant can
depend on ¢ and ¢). Furthermore, these asymptotics behave in the expected fashion with respect to
differentiation in time or space; thus for instance

0 p(t,r) =21"() +r2 f" (1) + O(r|*),
dip(t.r) =20 f"(0) + 37 Y0 + O(Ir ).
Taking inner products, we conclude the asymptotics
M(t,r) =4r2 /' O3 + 54O, £ O)m + O(r|®),
E(t,r) =4r2| /" 03 + 0(Ir|4),
Eve.r)=4r(f'@). f"O)ir + O(r ),
Err =411/ Ol + 47>/, S @) + O(Ir ().
The asymptotic for M behaves well with respect to derivatives; thus for instance
3, M (1,r) =8 (f' (1), 1" O) i + O(r|*),
0 M (c.r) =8¢l SO + 53 @O SO+ O(r ).
Among other things, this shows (using (6-30)) that the condition (5-19) reduces to
N PE—— (6-35)
pP—1v2

It is also clear from these asymptotics that Eand E ¢+ vanish to second order, and E r— %8 ,1\2 vanishes
to third order; a brief calculation also shows that E rr— %B,M + rizM vanishes to fourth order.

To summarise: in order to conclude all the required properties for Theorem 5.4, it suffices to locate a
smooth curve ¢ — f(¢) in a Hilbert space H which obeys the hypotheses (6-28), (6-30), (6-32), (6-33),
(6-34) and (6-35).
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We take the Hilbert space H to be the space L?(R) of square-integrable real-valued functions on R
with Lebesgue measure. The functions f(¢) € H will take the form

FOx) = 15Ty (x —log?),

where ¥ : R — R is a bump function whose (closed) support is precisely [0, 0.01] (that is to say, the
set {1/ # 0} is a dense subset of [0,0.01]) depending on § and p to be chosen shortly. It is clear from
construction that (6-28) and (6-33) hold. The condition (6-34) becomes

/ v(x)*dx =36,
R
while the condition (6-30) becomes

/Rl///(x)z dx =1

It is easy to see that we can select ¥ with closed support precisely [0, 0.01] with both of these normalisations,
basically because the Dirichlet form (¢, ') is unbounded on L2 ([0, 0.01]).
Now we verify the linear independence claim (6-32). We may assume without loss of generality that
s =1and7 > 1. Then we have a linear dependence between v and ¥’ in a neighbourhood of 0; since ¥, ¥’
vanish to the left of 0, the Picard uniqueness theorem for ODEs then implies that i vanishes a little to
the right of 0 also, contradicting the hypothesis that ¥ has closed support containing 0. This gives (6-32).
A similar argument shows that f’(1) and f”(1) are linearly independent. Squaring and differentiating
(6-31) att =1 gives 5
/ 1
(/D). ) = |
and (6-35) then follows from (6-30) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, using the linear independence

N —

to get the strict inequality. This (finally) completes the proof of Theorem 5.4 and hence Theorem 1.1.
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A LONG C? WITHOUT HOLOMORPHIC FUNCTIONS

LUKA BOC THALER AND FRANC FORSTNERIC

Dedicated to John Erik Fornceess

We construct for every integer n > 1 a complex manifold of dimension n» which is exhausted by an
increasing sequence of biholomorphic images of C” (i.e., a long C"), but does not admit any nonconstant
holomorphic or plurisubharmonic functions. Furthermore, we introduce new holomorphic invariants of
a complex manifold X, the stable core and the strongly stable core, which are based on the long-term
behavior of hulls of compact sets with respect to an exhaustion of X. We show that every compact
polynomially convex set B C C" such that B = B° is the strongly stable core of a long C"; in particular,
holomorphically nonequivalent sets give rise to nonequivalent long C"’s. Furthermore, for every open set
U C C" there exists a long C" whose stable core is dense in U. It follows that for any n > 1 there is a
continuum of pairwise nonequivalent long C"’s with no nonconstant plurisubharmonic functions and no
nontrivial holomorphic automorphisms. These results answer several long-standing open problems.

1. Introduction

A complex manifold X of dimension 7 is said to be a long C" if it is the union of an increasing sequence
of domains X{ C X, C X3 C--- C U;’il X; = X such that each X; is biholomorphic to the complex
Euclidean space C”. It is immediate that any long C is biholomorphic to C. However, for n > 1, this
class of complex manifolds is still very mysterious. The long-standing question, whether there exists a
long C" which is not biholomorphic to C", was answered in 2010 by E. F. Wold [2010], who constructed
a long C" that is not holomorphically convex, hence not a Stein manifold. Wold’s construction is based
on his examples of non-Runge Fatou—Bieberbach domains in C" (see [Wold 2008]; an exposition of both
results can be found in [Forstneri¢ 2011, Section 4.20]). In spite of these interesting examples, the theory
has not been developed since. In particular, it remained unknown whether there exist long C2’s without
nonconstant holomorphic functions, and whether there exist at least two nonequivalent non-Stein long C2’s.
We begin with the following result, which answers the first question affirmatively.

Theorem 1.1. For every integer n > 1 there exists a long C" without any nonconstant holomor