arXiv:2306.03668v1 [math.AP] 6 Jun 2023

ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY OF SOLITARY WAVES FOR ONE DIMENSIONAL NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATIONS

CHARLES COLLOT AND PIERRE GERMAIN

Abstract. We show global asymptotic stability of solitary waves of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation in space dimension 1. Furthermore, the radiation is shown to exhibit long range scattering if the nonlinearity is cubic at the origin, or standard scattering if it is higher order. We handle a general nonlinearity without any vanishing condition, requiring that the linearized operator around the solitary wave has neither nonzero eigenvalues, nor threshold resonances. Initial data are chosen in a neighborhood of the solitary waves in the natural space H^1 ∩ L^{2,1} (where the latter is the weighted L^2 space). The proof relies on the analysis of resonances as seen through the distorted Fourier transform, combined for the first time with modulation and renormalization techniques.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 2. Notations 8 3. The spectrum of vector Schrödinger operators 9 4. Scattering Theory 12 5. The distorted Fourier Transform 25 6. Nonlinear spectral distributions 38 7. Linear estimates 42 8. Writing the equations 47 9. The bootstrap argument 55 10. Control of the modulation parameters 64 11. Weighted estimates for the quadratic terms 73 12. Weighted estimates for the remaining terms 83 13. Pointwise estimate on the Fourier side 89 14. Modified scattering for distorted and flat Fourier transforms 100 Appendix A. Cauchy theory 103 References 103

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q55, 35B40, 43A32, 74J35.

Key words and phrases. Nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Solitary waves, Asymptotic stability, Resonances, Modulation. 1

1. Introduction

1.1. 1D nonlinear Schrödinger equations and their solitons. We consider the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation

(NLS) i∂_tv − ∂^2_xv − F^′(|v|^2)v = 0

with prescribed data v(t = 0) = v_0.

It is stemming from the Hamiltonian H(v) = ∫ [|∂_xv|^2 − F (|v|^2)] dx. The interaction potential F will only be assumed to be smooth and to have a non-degenerate local minimum at zero. Stationary waves of the type v(t) = e^{−itω} Φ_ω are given by solutions of

(1.1) ∂^2_xΦ_ω − ωΦ_ω + F^′(Φ^2_ω)Φ_ω = 0.

Under our assumptions on F , there exists a unique solution of the above equation on an interval ω ∈ (0, ω^∗), for some ω^∗ > 0. Furthermore, Φ_ω is even, positive, decreasing on x > 0, and exponentially decreasing at infinity, along with its derivatives (see [2] for these facts and a full characterization of the interval of existence).

For p, γ, y ∈ R, Galilean, phase and translation symmetries v(t, x) → e^{i(px+p2t+γ)}v(t, x + 2pt − y) leave the set of solutions of (NLS) invariant. In particular, this gives the family of traveling waves (1.2) e^{i(px+(p2−ω)t+γ)}Φ_ω(x + 2pt − y). Our aim in this paper is to establish asymptotic stability of this family of solitary waves, under appropriate spectral assumptions on the linearized operator around them.

1.2. Long range scattering for small initial data. If F^{′′}(0) ≠ 0, proving decay or deriving the aymptotics of solutions of (NLS) for small data is already challenging. This is because a cubic nonlinearity is long range in dimension 1; in more technical terms, |u|^2u ∉ L^1_t L^2_x if u is a solution of the linear Schrödinger equation. Small solutions do not scatter, but there is a logarithmic correction in the phase in Fourier, which is refered to as long range, or modified, scattering. More precisely, v(t) ∼ F^{−1} ( e^i(^{ξ2t− L2 | pf|2 ln t}) pf ) as t → ∞, for a profile f, L = F^{′′}(0), and where F and F^{−1} denote the Fourier transform and its inverse.

This was proved first by Hayashi and Naumkin [29], after which other approaches were proposed [32, 46], see the instructive review [51]. In the present paper, we will follow the approach proposed by Kato and Pusateri [34] in the spirit of the space-time resonance method.

Modified scattering for small solutions also holds in the presence of a potential i∂_tv − ∂^2_xv + V v − |v|^2v = 0, but it is more difficult to prove. Over the last few years, a number of proofs appeared [15, 22, 52, 9, 10]; the article by the second author, Pusateri and Rousset [22] proceeds via the distorted Fourier transform, which will also be our approach.

Finally, yet another approach is possible in the case of the cubic (NLS), corresponding to F (z) = z^2. Taking advantage of the integrability of this equation, Deift and Zhou [14] were able to show that modified scattering holds for any data in H^1 ∩ L^{2,1} in the defocusing case.

The nonlinear Schrödinger equation can be linked to the binormal flow of curves. Modified scattering is then related to the self-similar motion of vortex lines, see [56].

1.3. Stability and instability of the solitary waves. The first notion of stability is orbital stability; by the general theory of Grillakis-Shatah-Strauss [26, 27], see also [5, 54, 57, 58], it is completely understood: it holds if and only if

c_ω = d dω ∫ |Φ_ω|^2 dx > 0

(leaving aside the limiting case c_ω = 0). For homogeneous power nonlinearities, more can be said when c_ω < 0: namely, there exists initial states arbitrarily close to Φ_ω which lead to finite-time blow up [1].

Asymptotic stability was first obtained by Buslaev and Perelman [3] for functions F vanishing to order ≥ 5 at the origin, in the absence of a resonance at the edge of the continuous spectrum (see below for a definition), and in the absence of internal modes. Besides modulation, a key idea was to use improved local decay estimates. This restriction on the absence of internal modes was later lifted in [4], where the authors were able to show that radiation damping occurs.

The next important development was due to Krieger and Schlag [42], who were able to construct finite-codimension stable manifolds around the soliton in the monic supercritical case F (x) = |x|^p, p > 3. This improvement relied on the use of Strichartz estimates and sharper dispersive estimates; an additional difficulty occurs because of unstable modes. Furthermore, the authors give a precise description of the spectral resolution of the linearized operator, which is foundational for the present paper.

In the case of small solitons arising from an exterior potential, asymptotic stability was obtained by Mizumachi [50] through dispersion estimates, and more recently by Chen [7] who combined modulation and an analysis of resonances, thus pointing towards the methods applied in the present paper.

The results on asymptotic stability which have been cited so far rely mainly on the dispersive properties of the (linearized) problem, which are exploited through harmonic and spectral analysis. An alternative approach consists in the virial method; it enabled Martel [49] to prove asymptotic stability (on arbitrarily large compact sets) for the cubic-quintic problem in the absence of resonances or internal modes. This method typically only requires data of finite energy, and might give optimal results for slowly decaying perturbations; but it fails to give sharp decay or asymptotics for the radiation and might be difficult to extend to quasilinear problems.

Finally, in the case F (z) = |z|^2, asymptotic stability can be proved by taking advantage of the completely integrable structure: this was achieved by Cuccagna and Pelinovsky [13].

1.4. Spectrum of the linearized operator. Soliton stability is, of course, tightly related to the spectral properties of the linearization. Recasting (NLS) as a vector equation for (v, v̄)^⊤, the linearized operator around the soliton Φ is

H_ω = ( −∂^2_x + ω 0 0 ∂^2_x − ω ) − ( V_+ V_− −V_− −V_+ )

where V_− = F^{′′}(Φ^2)Φ^2 and V_+ = F^′(Φ^2) + V_−. The spectral properties of H_ω have been studied in [25, 57, 3, 17, 12, 6] and references therein.

Under the general assumption that V_± decay exponentially fast, the essential spectrum of H equals (−∞, −ω] ∪ [ω, ∞), and the rest of the spectrum consists of finitely many eigenvalues of finite algebraic multiplicity. If moreover Φ_ω is the ground state with Φ_ω ≥ 0, these eigenvalues can only be located on R ∪ iR. Finally, under the additional condition of orbital stability c_ω > 0, then eigenvalues are in fact necessarily real. For these three facts, one can consult for example [12], Section 2 of [17] and the proof of Proposition 9.2. in [42] and references therein respectively.

In the present case, nonzero eigenvalues are thus real and are known as internal modes. The kernel of H is never null, since the set of solitons (1.2) is of dimension four. Indeed, by differentiating with respect to each parameter, we obtain four functions

(1.3) Ξ_0 = ( Φ −Φ ) , Ξ_1 = ( ∂_ωΦ ∂_ωΦ ) , Ξ_2 = ( ∂_xΦ ∂_xΦ ) , Ξ_3 = ( xΦ −xΦ )

that are always elements of the generalised kernel K = ∪_{n≥1}Ker(H^n) as

(1.4) HΞ_0 = 0, HΞ_1 = −Ξ_0, HΞ_2 = 0, HΞ_3 = −2Ξ_2.

If c_ω > 0, we learn from Proposition 1.2.2 in [3] that the generalized kernel equals the tangent space of the full set of solitons

(1.5) K = Span {Ξ_j}_{j=0,1,2,3} .

Finally, the tip of the continuous spectrum might exhibit edge resonances; they are absent if (1.6) there is no nonzero bounded solution f to Hf = ωf.

1.5. Main result. We introduce the space L^{2,1} associated to the weighted norm ‖u‖_L2,1 = ‖⟨x⟩u‖_L2 . We recall that the interaction potential F is assumed to be smooth, with a non-degenerate local minimum at zero. By [2], there exists then a branch of ground state solitary waves (Φ_ω)_{ω∈(0,ω}∗_).

Theorem 1.1. Assume that for ω ∈ (0, ω^∗):

• The orbital stability condition c_ω =^d_{dω} ∫ |Φ_ω|^2 dx > 0 is satisfied.

• The only eigenvalue of H is 0, i.e. there are no internal modes. • H does not have a resonance in the sense of (1.6).

Then, for each ω_0 ∈ (0, ω^∗), there exists ϵ_0 > 0 such that if the data v_0 = Φ_{ω0} + u_0 are sufficiently close to the soliton: ‖u_0‖_H1 + ‖u_0‖_L2,1 = ϵ < ϵ_0, then the solution to (NLS) is global and

(i) Asymptotic stability. The solution v can be written as v(t, x) = e^{i(px+γ)}Φ_ω(x − y) + u(t, x) where the parameters ω(t), γ(t), p(t), y(t) ∈ R enjoy the asymptotics ω(t) = ω + O(ϵ⟨t⟩^{−1−ν} ), p(t) = p + O(ϵ⟨t⟩^{−1−ν} ) γ(t) = (p^2 − ω)t + γ + O(ϵ⟨t⟩^{−ν} ), y(t) = −2pt + y + O(ϵ⟨t⟩^{−ν} ), for constants ω, γ, p, y and some ν > 0, and where the radiation u satisfies ‖u‖_H1 ≲ ϵ and disperses: ‖u(t, ·)‖_L∞ ≲ ϵ⟨t⟩^{−1/2}. (ii) Modified scattering for the radiation. There exists a profile function f with ‖f‖_H1 + ‖ pf‖_L∞ ≲ ϵ such that u = F^{−1} ( e^i(^{ξ2t− L2 | pf|2 ln t}) pf ) + ~u, with ‖~u(t, ·)‖_L2 → 0 as t → ∞. (iii) Continuity. The dependance of the asymptotic parameters and profile function on the initial data u_0 → (ω, γ, p, y, f) is continuous from H^1 ∩ L^{2,1} into R^4 × H^1 ∩ F^{−1}L^∞.

When are the spectral assumptions of the above theorem satisfied? As explained in Section 3.3, they are satisfied in the case of the cubic-quintic nonlinear Schrödinger equation, corresponding to F (x) = x^3 − x^5, see [53]. The spectral analysis which is needed to understand whether the conditions hold or not is quite involved, which explains that this is the only known case; but the expectation is that many other examples exist. 1.6. Related model: nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation. The stability theory for the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation (NLKG) ∂^2_t u − Δu = G^′(u) set on the line is very close to that of (NLS). Before we review the parallel development of the different results which were recalled above for (NLS), it might be useful to stress first the differences. The first one is that solitary waves of (NLKG) are pinned under appropriate symmetry assumptions (evenness): under such assumptions, it is possible to prove asymptotic stability without modulating, which is the framework of all the papers which will be reviewed below. On the contrary, modulation is necessary for (NLS) irrespective of the symmetries which are imposed. The second difference is that much effort has been devoted to understanding the stability of non-localized solitary waves (known as kinks or topological solitons) while such objects have attracted less attention for (NLS).

We now turn to reviewing the stability theory for solitons of (NLKG), omitting the questions of modified scattering and orbital stability, which are very similar to (NLS). Asymptotic stability for high-power nonlinearities is due to [36, 35], and the supercritical case was the object of [41].

More recently, a remarkable result was the proof by Kowalczyk, Martel and Munoz [37, 39, 40] of the asymptotic stability of solitary waves through the virial method, allowing edge resonances, but not internal modes for the linearized operator.

If one does not rely on the virial approach, but rather on dispersive estimates, the main difficulty when proving asymptotic stability of solitary waves is the following: prove decay for Klein-Gordon equations including a potential and quadratic terms:

∂^2_t u − Δu + u + V u = u^2.

This difficulty was first addressed in [45, 44, 43]. The second author with Pusateri [21], see also [23, 33] resorted to an approach via the distorted Fourier transform to obtain sharp decay and asymptotics, excluding edge resonances and internal modes. In the presence of internal modes, Delort and Masmoudi [16] used a semiclassical approach to obtain long-time existence. In the presence of resonance, an almost global result was obtained by Luhrmann and Schlag [48]

The equation (NLKG) becomes integrable if G = sin: this is the so-called Sine-Gordon equation. Asymptotic stability was obtained using the integrable structure by Chen, Liu and Lu [8]. Noticing a crucial cancellation, Luhrmann and Schlag [47] were able to prove asymptotic stability through PDE means.

Finally, we refer to the surveys [11, 38, 55] for results on the asymptotic stability of solitary waves in different contexts (other equations, higher dimensions).

1.7. Challenges and ideas of the proof. This article is the first to combine two fundamental ideas in nonlinear dispersive equations. On the one hand, the modulation analysis allows to identify the dynamics of the soliton parameters. On the other hand, the analysis of resonances plays a key role in the dynamics of the radiation as well as the soliton parameters.

Here, resonances can be understood in the broad sense of space-time resonances, see [18] for an introduction, and also [19, 20, 28]. Their analysis allows for a more precise understanding of the dynamics, beyond the dispersive and Strichartz estimates, which have classically been used in conjunction with modulation, but which only record decay for the amplitude |u| and do not detect further nonlinear cancellations due to oscillations. This improvement explains that we are able to reach the natural class H^1 ∩ L^{2,1} for the data, and that we do not require any vanishing of the field potential F at the origin.

Let us now discuss how the two techniques, that of modulation and the analysis of resonances, can be brought together - details will be omitted, and approximations made, but we hope to convey the main idea.

Joint renormalization by the symmetries of the equation and the linearized group. The solution v is sought under the form V (t, x) = e^{iσ3(px−γ)}(Φ_ω + U(t))(x + y), where U is the radiation, and (γ, y, p, ω) are the parameters of the soliton. To analyze in an optimal fashion the radiation, we filter it by the group generated by H_ω (the linearization around the soliton) to obtain the profile (1.7) f(t) = e^{−itHω} (e^{iσ3(px−γ)}U(t, x + y)). How should the parameters (γ, y, p, ω) be chosen? Should they be chosen on the spur of the moment, to approximate optimally at each time t the solution v by the soliton? Or should one rather keep the end in mind, set them to their value at +∞, since the formula (1.7) is quite sensitive to changes in the parameters?

To shed some light on this debate, it is useful to introduce the following operators, which correspond to the conjugation of the infinitesimal generators of the soliton symmetries by the group, and are natural in view of (1.7) ∂_ωf = e^{−itHω} ∂_ω(e^{itHω} f), ∂_pf = ie^{−itHω} σ_3xe^{itHω} f, ∂_yf = e^{−itHω} ∂_xe^{itHω} and ∂_γ f = −ie^{−itHω} σ_3e^{itHω} . The operators in the first line turn out to grow linearly in time, while the operators in the second line can be controlled. As a conclusion, we shall set ω and p to their final values (which is technically achieved through a bootstrap argument) while y and γ are left to fluctuate freely. This amounts to linearizing around a soliton that is intermediate between the one at time t and the final one. Due to the very slow decay of the modulation parameters towards their final values, this choice appears to be the only possible one!

Improved modulation equations: The evolution of the modulation parameters (ω, γ, p, y) of the solitary wave is affected by the radiation to leading order by quadratic terms. We estimate these interaction terms carefully by analyzing the space-time resonances that appear, which allows us to obtain a bound that goes beyond the one obtained by the sole use of the improved local decay for the linearized group.

This gives the general idea of the combination of modulation and resonance analysis. However, its implementation requires a very careful analysis since modulation, resonances, and modified scattering are interlocked. At a technical level, this requires to develop further (after [3] and [42]) the theory of the distorted Fourier transform associated to H_ω, and to understand how it acts on various linear and nonlinear expressions. This also requires a functional setup which accomodates our minimal regularity assumptions; it is inspired by [22] and [21], and will not be detailed in this introduction.

1.8. Perspectives. The methods presented in this article seem versatile and powerful, and should apply to a number of problems, in dimension one and higher.

Focusing on the case of dimension one, it would be very interesting to relax the spectral assumptions made in the main theorem. In the case of eigenvalues with nonzero imaginary part, the construction of stable and unstable manifolds seems within reach. However, dealing with edge resonances or internal modes seems much harder, inevitably leading to a singularity in distorted Fourier space whose exact structure remains unclear.

Another interesting open problem would be to deal with the L^2-critical quintic Schrödinger equation, for which c_ω = 0, and the dynamic in a neighborhood of the soliton is much richer, including the possibility of finite time blow up.

Finally, it would also be of interest to extend some classical constructions of the theory of solitary waves to the context considered here: multi-soliton configurations and their stability, interaction between solitons.

1.9. Organization of the article. The first part of the paper is dedicated to the analysis of the linearized problem. Classical facts on the spectrum of vector Schrödinger operators are recalled in Section 3; the scattering theory for the linearized operator of Krieger-Schlag [42] is sharpened in Section 4. Turning to the corresponding distorted Fourier transform, its linear theory (in particular, conjugation of various linear operators) is developed in Section 5, and its nonlinear theory (in particular, action on products of functions) in Section 6. Finally, linear estimates on the group e^{itHω} are established in Section 7.

The heart of the paper consists of Section 8, where the equation is set in the appropriate form to allow for estimates, and of Section 9, where the central bootstrap argument is set up. The rest of the paper is dedicated to the control of the various nonlinear terms through the analysis of resonances: the equation governing modulation parameters is treated in Section 10. The equation controlling the radiation is the object of sections 11, 12 and 13, which address, the weighted L^2 norm for the quadratic terms, the weighted L^2 norm for the remaining terms, and the pointwise bound in Fourier, respectively. Finally, Section 14 shows modified scattering in the classical Fourier sense.

Acknowledgements. When preparing this article, Pierre Germain was supported by the Simons Foundation Collaboration on Wave Turbulence, a start up grant from Imperial College, and a Wolfson fellowship.

Charles Collot was supported by the CY Initiative of Excellence Grant ”Investissements d’Avenir” [ANR-16-IDEX-0008 to Charles Collot], and by the Chaire Professeur Junior grant [ANR-22-CPJ2-0018-01 to Charles Collot].

2. Notations

2.1. Miscellaneous. Given two quantities A and B, the notation A ≲ B means that, for a universal constant C > 0, there holds B ≤ CA. If the constant C is allowed to depend on parameters α_i, the notation becomes A ≲_{αi} B. We will denote A ∼ B if A ≲ B and B ≲ A, . Finally, if A ≤ CB for a sufficiently (depending on the context) small constant C > 0, then we write A ≪ B.

The real scalar product between vectors x and y in R^2 is denoted by x · y = x_1y_1 + x_2y_2, while the Hermitian scalar product on L^2(R, C^2 ) is denoted ⟨f , g⟩ = ∫ f(x) · g(x) dx. The Pauli matrices are

σ_1 = ( 0 1 1 0 ) , σ_2 = ( 0 − i i 0 ) , σ_3 = ( 1 0 0 − 1 ) . (2.1)

We will also write

e_1 = ( 1 0 ) , e_2 = ( 0 1 ) , p = ( 1 0 0 0 ) , q = ( 0 0 0 1 ) . (2.2)

We let ⟨ξ⟩ = √ ξ^2 + 2.

Finally, we adopt the following normalization for the Fourier transform on R

pf(ξ) = 1√ 2π ∫ f(x)e^{−ixξ} dx ⇔ f(x) = 1 √ 2π ∫ pf(ξ)e^{ixξ} dξ. 2.2. Dyadic decomposition. We will work wiht a smooth, inhomogeneous partition of unity (φ_k(x))_{k≥0} such that ∑ k≥0 φ_k(x) = 1 for all x ∈ R

Supp φ_0 = [−1, 1] φ_k(x) = ϕ(2^{−k}|x|), with Supp ϕ ⊂ [^1_2 , 2] We will furthermore denote φ_{<ℓ} = ∑ 0≤k<ℓ φ_k φ_{≤ℓ} = ∑ 0≤k≤ℓ φ_k, with obvious generalizations to φ_{>ℓ}, φ_{≥ℓ}.

Finally, we will denote φ_{∼k} a generic smooth cutoff function that is supported on an annulus |ξ| ∼ 2^k.

3. The spectrum of vector Schrödinger operators

3.1. General properties. In the present section and until Section 7, we take ω = 1 without loss of generality and consider a general vector Schrödinger operator of the form H = H_0 + V, where

H_0 = ( −∂^2_x + 1 0

0 ∂^2_x − 1 ) V = ( V_1 V_2 −V_2 −V_1 ) and the potentials V_1, V_2 are such that:

(H1) V_1 and V_2 are even and (H2) For k ∈ N_0 , | |∂k_x V_1(x) | | + | |∂k_xV_2(x) | | ≲_k e−β|x| for some β ∈ (0, 1). The following symmetries follow from direct computations.

Lemma 3.1 (Symmetries). The operator H satisfies the commutation relations

σ_3H^∗σ_3 = H and σ_1Hσ_1 = −H. (3.1)

Next, we want to discuss the spectrum of this operator, and choose the natural domain

D(H) = H^2(R) × H^2(R),

on which H is closed.

Definition 3.2. • The resolvent set of H is the set of λ for which H − λ admits a bounded inverse L^2 × L^2 → D(H).

• The spectrum σ(H) is the complement of the resolvent set.

• The Schrödinger operator has an eigenvalue at energy E if there exists ϕ ∈ L^2 \ {0} such that Hϕ = Eϕ.

• It is an embedded eigenvalue if E ∈ (−∞, −1] ∪ [1, ∞).

• The Schrödinger operator H has a resonance at energy E if there exists ϕ ∈ L^∞ \L^2 such that Hϕ = Eϕ.

• The discrete spectrum σ_d(H) is the set of isolated points of the spectrum with finite algebraic multiplicity.

• The essential spectrum σ_e(H) equals σ(H) \ σ_d(H).

General results on the spectral analysis of H are as follows.

Lemma 3.3 (Spectrum of H). Assume (H1)-(H2). Then

(i) σ_e(H) = (−∞, −1] ∪ [1, ∞) (ii) The discrete spectrum σ_d(H) consists of eigenvalues with finite algebraic multiplicity. (iii) The set of eigenvalues is finite.

(iv) Embedded eigenvalues and resonances can exist.

Proof. Proofs of (i) and (ii). This is [31], Theorem 1.3.

Proof of (iii). This is proved in [12].

Proof of (iv). To see that embedded eigenvalues can exist, consider the following scenario, already pointed out in [42]: assume V_2 = 0, and V_1 is such that the scalar Schrödinger operator −∂^2_x − V_1 has an eigenfunction φ with a negative eigenvalue. Then the eigenvector ( 0 φ ) is associated to an embedded eigenvalue of H. □

The Riesz projector on the discrete spectrum, when it is made of finitely many points, is defined as P_d = 1 2πi ∮ γ (z Id −H)^{−1} dz, where γ is a simple curve enclosing the whole discrete spectrum, and lying within the resolvent set. Denoting the eigenfunctions by (φ_i)_{i=1...n}, the range of P_d is Im P_d = Span(φ_1, . . . , φ_n).

The projector on the essential spectrum, P_e, is such that P_d + P_e = Id .

The projectors P_d and P_e satisfy the classical properties of spectral projectors (see [30]) P^2_d = P_d, P^2_e = P_e HP_d = P_dH, HP_e = P_eH. 3.2. The linearized operator around a ground state soliton of (NLS). In this case, V_1 = −F^′(Φ^2) + F^{′′}(Φ^2)Φ^2, V_2 = −F^{′′}(Φ^2)Φ^2, where (Φ_ω)_{ω∈(0,ω}∗_) is the branch of ground state solutions to (1.1) with Φ = Φ_ω > 0. Lemma 3.4 (Generalised kernel). The functions Ξ_j for j = 0, 1, 2, 3 given by (1.3) satisfy the relations (1.4). Moreover, if c_ω > 0 and U ∈ L^2 is such that H^jU = (0, 0)^⊤ for some j ≥ 1 then U ∈ Span{Ξ_j }_{j=0,1,2,3}.

For the adjoint operator H^∗ there hold the relations

H^∗σ_3Ξ_0 = (0, 0)^⊤, H^∗σ_3Ξ_1 = −σ_3Ξ_0, H^∗σ_3Ξ_2 = (0, 0)^⊤, H^∗σ_3Ξ_3 = −2σ_3Ξ_2. If c_ω > 0 and U ∈ L^2 is such that (H^∗)^j U = (0, 0)^⊤ for some j ≥ 1 then U ∈ Span{σ_3Ξ_j}_{j=0,1,2,3}. Proof. See Proposition 1.2.2 in [3]. □ Lemma 3.5 (Localisations of eigenvalues). The eigenvalues of H belong to R ∪ iR. Under the additional orbital stability condition c_ω > 0, they are real. Proof. See [57] or the proof of Proposition 9.2. in [42]. □ 3.3. Concrete examples. Our framework does not apply to pure power nonlinearities • Cubic NLS F (x) = x^2, then c_ω =^d_{dω} ‖Φ_ω‖^2_{L2} > 0 but there is a resonance and internal modes, see [6].

• Quintic NLS F (x) = x^3, then c_ω = 0 and the generalized kernel of the linearized operator has dimension 6 - see [57].

• Septic NLS F (x) = x^4 and higher order, then c_ω < 0, hence unstable eigenmodes.

To the best of our knowledge, the only other case where the spectral resolution of the linearized system is well-understood is the cubic-quintic case F (z) = x^2 + σx^3, which was analyzed by [53]. These authors show that an internal mode is present for σ = 1, but that for σ = −1, there is neither internal mode nor resonance, and that furthermore c_ω > 0. 4. Scattering Theory This section is devoted to the scattering theory of an operator H satisfying properties (H1) and (H2). We still take ω = 1 without loss of generality.

We follow closely the construction in Krieger-Schlag [42], but some of its building blocks have to be revisited in order to obtain sharper estimates which suit our needs; for the parts that do not require improvements, we mostly refer to the original article. 4.1. Jost solutions. We will construct functions f_i, i = 1, . . . , 4, which are analogous to the classical Jost solutions in the scalar case. These are generalized eigenfunctions of H Hf_j(·, ξ) = (1 + ξ^2)f_j (·, ξ), j = 1, 2, 3, 4, which, as x → ∞, satisfy f_1(x, ξ) ≈ e^{ixξ}e_1, f_2(x, ξ) ≈ e^{−ixξ}e_1, f_3(x, ξ) ≈ e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}e_2, f_4(x, ξ) ≈ e^{x⟨ξ⟩}e_2. These Jost solutions will provide the basis for the scattering theory and the distorted Fourier transform.

Lemma 4.1. For every ξ ∈ R, there exists a real-valued solution f_3(x, ξ) of the equation (4.1) Hf_3(·, ξ) = (ξ^2 + 1)f_3(·, ξ). with the property that f_3(x, ξ) ≈ e^{−⟨ξ⟩x}e_2 as x → +∞.

More precisely, f_3 can be written f_3(x, ξ) = f_3(x, ξ)e^{−x⟨ξ⟩} with (4.2) |∂^ℓ_ξ ∂^k_x [f_3(x, ξ) − e_2]| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{−βx} for all x ≥ −1, k, ℓ ≥ 0.

Proof. Estimate without derivatives. The eigenfunction equation (4.1) with the condition (4.2) at infinity can be written as a Volterra equation f_3(x, ξ) = e^{−x⟨ξ⟩} ( 0 1 ) + ∫_∞ x (_{sin(ξ(y−x))} ξ 0 0 −^{sinh(⟨ξ⟩(y−x))}_{⟨ξ⟩} ) V (y)f_3(y, ξ)dy For the unknown function f_3(x, ξ) = e^{x⟨ξ⟩}f_3(x, ξ), this becomes (4.3) f_3(x, ξ) = e_2 + ∫_∞ x K(x, y, ξ)V (y)f_3(y, ξ) dy with K(x, y, ξ) = (_{sin(ξ(y−x))} ξ 0 0 −^{sinh(⟨ξ⟩(y−x))}_{⟨ξ⟩} ) e^{(x−y)⟨ξ⟩}.

This kernel is such that (4.4) sup_{y≥x} |K(x, y, ξ)| ≲ 1 ⟨ξ⟩ . Therefore, the operator which to f_3 associates the right-hand side of (4.3) is a contraction in L^∞(x_0, ∞) if ‖V ‖_L1_{(x0,∞)} ≤ c, for a sufficiently small constant c. Choosing x_0 accordingly thanks to (H2), the Banach theorem gives a solution f_3(x, ξ) which is O(1) in L^∞(x_0, ∞).

In order to extend this bound to (−1, ∞), we derive from (4.3) and (4.4) the inequality, valid for x ≤ x_0, |f_3(x, ξ)| ≲ 1 + ∫_{x0} x |f_3(y, ξ)| dy. Combined with Gronwall’s lemma, it implies that ‖f_3(·, ξ)‖_L∞_{(−1,∞)} = O(1).

Finally, using (4.3) and ‖f_3(·, ξ)‖_L∞_{(−1,∞)} ≲ 1, we see that, if x ≥ −1,

|f_3(x, ξ) − e_2| ≲ ∫_∞ x |K(x, y, ξ)V (y)| dy ≲ ∫_∞ x e^{−βy} ⟨ξ⟩ dy ≲ e^{−βx} ⟨ξ⟩ , which is estimate (4.2) if k = ℓ = 0.

Taking derivatives in x. Since ∂_xK(x, y, ξ) = −∂_yK(x, y, ξ), we see that ∂_xf_3 satisfies

∂_xf_3(x, ξ) = ∫_∞ x K(x, y, ξ)∂_yV (y)f_3(y, ξ) dy + ∫_∞ x K(x, y, ξ)V (y)∂_yf_3(y, ξ) dy. The second term on the right-hand side is a contraction in L^∞(x_0, ∞) (as a function of ∂_xf_3). It is then possible to follow the same reasoning as in bounding f_3(x, ξ): first obtain ‖∂_xf_3‖_L∞_{(x0,∞)} ≲ 1 by Banach’s fixed point theorem, then ‖∂_xf_3‖_L∞_{(−1,∞))} ≲ 1 by Gronwall’s lemma, and finally |∂_xf_3(x, ξ)| ≲^{e−βx}_{⟨ξ⟩} .

Following the scheme which has been demonstrated for k = 1, It is then possible to set up an induction procedure to handle more derivatives in x, with the induction hypothesis at rank k being that, for r ≤ k |∂^r_xf_3(x, ξ)| ≲ e^{−βx} ⟨ξ⟩ . To prove the statement at rank k assuming it at rank k − 1, we use the following formula, which can be proved by repeated integration by parts

∂^k_x f_3(x, ξ) = ∫_∞ x k∑ j=0 ( k j ) K(x, y, ξ)∂^j_y V (y)∂^{k−j}_y f_3(y, ξ) dy.

Bound on the kernel K. We claim that (4.5) sup_{y≥x} |∂^ℓ_ξ K(x, y, ξ)| ≲ 1 ⟨ξ⟩^{1+ℓ} . To show it, we define for z = y − x ≥ 0 the function ψ_z(ξ) =^{sin(zξ)}_ξ e^{−z⟨ξ⟩}. It extends to a holomorphic function of the complexified variable ξ on Ω = {|ξ| ≤ δ_1} ∪ {Re ξ ≥ 0 and | Im ξ| ≤ δ_2 Re ξ} for some δ_1, δ_2 > 0. Using that | sin(zξ)| ≲ min(1, z|ξ|)e^{z| Im ξ|} we obtain |ψ_z(ξ)| ≲ min(|ξ|^{−1}, z)e^{−z(⟨ξ⟩−| Im ξ|)}. Hence ψ is uniformly bounded by ⟨ξ⟩^{−1} on Ω (for some possibly smaller δ_1, δ_2 > 0). This implies using the Cauchy integral formula that

|∂^ℓ_ξ ψ| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ} for all ξ ∈ [0, ∞). This shows the desired bound (4.5) for the first component of K. The bound for the other component can be proved with the same argument.

Taking derivatives in ξ. We first claim that sup_{y≥x} |∂^ℓ_ξ K(x, y, ξ)| ≲ 1 ⟨ξ⟩^{1+ℓ} . Indeed, and to use similar estimates to the above, bounding successively ∂^ℓ_ξ∂^k_x f_3(x, ξ), for ℓ = 1, k = 0 . . . ∞, then ℓ = 2, k = 0 . . . ∞, etc...

For instance, in the case k = 0, ℓ = 1, ∂_ξf_3(x, ξ) = ∫_∞ x ∂_ξK(x, y, ξ)V (y)f_3(y, ξ) dy + ∫_∞ x K(x, y, ξ)V (y)∂_ξf_3(y, ξ) dy. The first term on the right-hand side is bounded pointwise by^1_{⟨ξ⟩2} for x ≥ −1, while the second is a contraction on L^∞(x_0, ∞); the usual arguments apply then. □ Lemma 4.2. For every ξ ∈ R, there exists a solution f_1(x, ξ) of the equation Hf_1(·, ξ) = (ξ^2 + 1)f_1(·, ξ) with the property that f_1(x, ξ) ≈ e^{ixξ}e_1 as x → ∞.

More precisely, it is possible to decompose (4.6) f_1(x, ξ) = f_{1,1}(x, ξ)e^{ixξ} + f_{1,2}(x, ξ)e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}, where, for any x > −1, |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ(f_{1,1}(x, ξ) − e_1)| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{− β2 x} (4.7) |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξf_{1,2}(x, ξ)| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ} [ e^{⟨ξ⟩}1_{x>2} + 1 ] . (4.8) Definition 4.3. The function f_2(x, ξ) is defined as f_2(x, ξ) = f_1(x, ξ). Proof. The case ξ = O(1) is covered in [42], Lemma 5.3, we will therefore restrict our investigations to the case |ξ| ≫ 1, for which more precise estimates are needed. Choosing the ansatz and writing the associated equation. We seek a solution of the form (4.9) f_1(x, ξ) = e_1v(x, ξ) + f_3(x, ξ)u(x, ξ) where v(x, ξ) ∼ e^{ixξ} as x → ∞, and f_3(x, ξ) = (f^{(1)}_3 (x, ξ), f^{(2)}_3 (x, ξ))^⊤ is as in Lemma 4.1. In order to have Hf_1(·, ξ) = (ξ^2 + 1)f_1(·, ξ), we must have

0 = (H − (ξ^2 + 1))f_1(·, ξ) = ( (−∂^2_x − ξ^2 + V_1)v(·, ξ) −V_2v(·, ξ) ) + ( −∂^2_xu(·, ξ)f^{(1)}_3 (·, ξ) − 2∂_xu(·, ξ)∂_xf^{(1)}_3 (·, ξ) ∂^2_xu(·, ξ)f^{(2)}_3 (·, ξ) + 2∂_xu(·, ξ)∂_xf^{(2)}_3 (·, ξ) ) . (4.10)

Integrating out the second line of (4.10) in the same way as in Lemma 5.3 of [42], in particular imposing the boundary conditions u^′(∞) = 0 and u(0) = 0, gives (4.11) u(x, ξ) = − ∫ 0<y<x y<z [f^{(2)}_3 (y, ξ)]^{−2}f^{(2)}_3 (z, ξ)V_2(z)v(z, ξ) dz dy.

Note that the formula (4.11) is well defined, as from (4.2) and the fact that |ξ| ≫ 1 we recall that f^{(2)}_3 (y, ξ) does not vanish for y ≥ 0. Setting w(x, ξ) = e^{−ixξ}v(x, ξ), it satisfies

w(x, ξ) = 1 + ∫_∞ x D_ξ(y − x) [ −V_2(y) f^{(1)}_3 (y, ξ) f^{(2)}_3 (y, ξ)

+ V_1(y) ] w(y, ξ) dy

+ 2 ∫ x<y<z D_ξ(y − x)e^{i(z−y)ξ} [ − f^{(2)′}_3 (y, ξ) f^{(2)}_3 (y, ξ) f^{(1)}_3 (y, ξ) + f^{(1)′}_3 (y, ξ) ] f^{(2)}_3 (z, ξ) f^{(2)}_3 (y, ξ)^2 V_2(z)w(z, ξ) dz dy, where we set D_ξ(z) = e^{2iξz} − 1 2iξ . Next, it is useful to replace the occurences of f_3 above by f_3(x) = e^{x⟨ξ⟩}f_3(x, ξ), since this is the quantity estimated in Lemma 4.1. The equation becomes (omitting the ξ dependence for simplicity)

w(x) = 1 + ∫_∞ x D_ξ (y − x) [ −V_2(y) f^{(1)}_3 (y) f^{(2)}_3 (y)

+ V_1(y) ] w(y) dy

+ 2 ∫ x<y<z D_ξ(y − x)e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]} f^{(2)}_3 (y)f^{(1)′}_3 (y) − f^{(2)′}_3 (y)f^{(1)}_3 (y) f^{(2)}_3 (y)^2 f^{(2)}_3 (z) f^{(2)}_3 (y) V_2(z)w(z) dz dy. This can be written in a more compact form as (4.12) w(x) = 1+ ∫_∞ x D_ξ(y−x)A(y, ξ)w(y) dy+2 ∫ x<y<z D_ξ(y−x)e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]}B(y, z, ξ)w(z) dz dy with by (4.2) and (H2) |∂^k_y ∂^ℓ_ξ A(y, ξ)| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ}e^{−βy}, |∂^j_y∂^k_z ∂^ℓ_ξB(y, z, ξ)| ≲_{j,k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ}e^{−βz}. (4.13)

We claim first that (4.14) |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ(w(x, ξ) − 1)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{− β2 x}. The fixed point argument for w. Simply writing the Volterra equation as

(4.15) w(x) = 1 + ∫_∞ x K(x, y, ξ)w(y) dy, the kernel K can be bounded by |K(x, y, ξ)| ≲ 1 |ξ| e^{−βy} + 1 |ξ| ∫ x<y<z e^{(y−z)⟨ξ⟩}e^{−βz} dz ≲ 1 |ξ| e^{−βy}. Since we are assuming |ξ| ≫ 1, it is possible to apply Banach’s fixed point theorem to obtain a solution w of size O(1) in L^∞(−1, ∞). Therefore, |w(x) − 1| ≲ ∫_∞ x 1 |ξ| e^{−βy} dy ≲ e^{−βx} |ξ| .

Applying x-derivatives to w. Applying ∂_x to (4.12) while keeping in mind that D_ξ(0) = 0 leads to ∂_xw(x) = ∫_∞ x ∂_xD_ξ(y − x)A(y, ξ)w(y) dy + 2 ∫ x<y<z ∂_xD_ξ(y − x)e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]}B(y, z, ξ)w(z) dz dy.

Since ∂_xD_ξ(y − x) = −∂_yD_ξ(y − x), we can integrate by parts to obtain

∂_xw(x) = ∫_∞ x D_ξ(y − x)∂_yA(y, ξ)w(y) dy + ∫_∞ x D_ξ(y − x)A(y, ξ)∂_y w(y) dy + 2 ∫ x<y<z D_ξ(y − x)e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]}∂_yB(y, z, ξ)w(z) dz dy + 2 ∫ x<y<z D_ξ(y − x)∂_ye^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]}B(y, z, ξ)w(z) dz dy − 2 ∫ x<z D_ξ(z − x)B(z, z, ξ)w(z) dz.

Once again, we use that ∂_ye^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]} = −∂_ze^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]} to integrate by parts in z, which yields ∂_xw(x) = ∫_∞ x K(x, y, ξ)∂_y w(y) dy + ∫_∞ x D_ξ(y − x)∂_yA(y, ξ)w(y) dy + 2 ∫ x<y<z D_ξ(y − x)e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]}∂_yB(y, z, ξ)w(z) dz dy + 2 ∫ x<y<z D_ξ(y − x)e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]}∂_zB(y, z, ξ)w(z) dz dy

Here, K is the kernel defined in (4.15), so that the first term on the above right-hand side is a contraction. As for other terms on the right-hand side, they are pointwise bounded by O(1). Banach’s fixed point theorem gives a solution of size O(1) in L^∞(−1, ∞). It is then easy to deduce as before that |∂_xw(x)| ≲^1_{|ξ|} e^{−βx}.

Following the same pattern, higher order derivatives in x can be treated inductively.

Applying ξ-derivatives to w. We now apply ∂_ξ to (4.12), and use the identities

∂_ξD_ξ(y − x) = 2i(x − y) e^{2iξ(x−y)} ξ − 1 ξ D_ξ(y − x) ∂_ξe^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]} = (z − y) ( i − ξ ⟨ξ⟩ ) e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]} to obtain

∂_ξw(x) = ∫_∞ x K(x, y, ξ)∂_ξ w(y) dy + W (x) + ∫_∞ x 2i(x − y) e^{2iξ(x−y)} ξ A(y, ξ)w(y) dy + 2 ∫ x<y<z 2i(x − y) e^{2iξ(x−y)} ξ e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]}B(y, z, ξ)w(z) dz dy + 2 ∫ x<y<z D_ξ (y − x)(z − y) ( i − ξ ⟨ξ⟩ ) e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]}B(y, z, ξ)w(z) dz dy.

(4.16)

Here, K is the kernel defined in (4.15) and the ”source” term W is defined by

W (x) = ∫_∞ x D_ξ(y − x)∂_ξ A(y, ξ)w(y) dy + 2 ∫ x<y<z D_ξ(y − x)e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]}∂_ξB(y, z, ξ)w(z) dz dy − ∫_∞ x 1 ξ D_ξ(y − x)A(y, ξ)w(y) dy − 2 ∫ x<y<z 1 ξ D_ξ(y − x)e^{(z−y)[iξ−⟨ξ⟩]}B(y, z, ξ)w(z) dz dy. so that, by (4.13), it can be bounded as follows: if x > −1, |W (x)| ≲ e^{−βx} |ξ|^2 . There remains to show that the third, fourth, and fifth terms on the right-hand side of (4.16) enjoy the same estimate. We will focus on the third term, since the fourth and the fifth can be bounded through the same manipulations, but involve lengthier expressions. Integrating by parts in y, the third term can be written as ∫_∞ x 2i(x − y) e^{2iξ(x−y)} ξ A(y, ξ)w(y) dy = ∫_∞ x y − x ξ^2 ∂_ye^{2iξ(x−y)}A(y, ξ)w(y) dy = 1 ξ^2 ∫_∞ x e^{2iξ(x−y)} [−A(y, ξ)w(y) − (y − x)∂_y(A(y, ξ)w(y))] dy. It is now clear that the above is O(^{e−} β 2 x ξ^2 ) for x > −1. Proceeding similarly for the fourth

and fifth terms on the right-hand side of (4.16) leads to ∂_ξw(x) = ∫_∞ x K(x, y, ξ)∂_ξ w(y) dy + ~W (x), where if x > −1, |~W (x)| ≲ e^{− β}2^x |ξ|^2 . Thus, Banach’s fixed point theorem gives a solution of (4.16) such that |∂_ξw| ≲^1_{ξ2} . One can then go back to the above expression to obtain |∂_ξw(x, ξ)| ≲ e^{− β}2^x ξ^2 . Higher order derivatives in ξ can be handled by the same token.

Estimates on u^′. By (4.11), u can be written u^′(x, ξ) = −e^{x⟨ξ⟩+ixξ} f^{(2)}_3 (x, ξ)^{−2} ∫_∞ x e^{(x−y)⟨ξ⟩+i(y−x)ξ} f^{(2)}_3 (y, ξ)V_2(y)w(y, ξ) dy u(x, ξ) We claim that (4.17) |∂^k_ξ ∂^ℓ_xu(x, ξ)| ≲ e^{−βx}⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ−1} if x > −1. For k = ℓ = 0, this simply follows from the inequality ∫_∞ x e^{(x−y)⟨ξ⟩}e^{−βy} dy ≲ e^{−βx}⟨ξ⟩^{−1}. When applying derivatives in x, we use the identity, valid for any smooth function f, (4.18) ∂_x ∫_∞ x e^{(x−y)⟨ξ⟩+i(y−x)ξ} f(y) dy = ∫_∞ x e^{(x−y)⟨ξ⟩+i(y−x)ξ} f^′(y) dy. When applying derivatives in ξ, it suffices to note that (4.19) if y > x, |∂^k_ξ e^{(x−y)⟨ξ⟩+i(y−x)ξ} | ≲_k ⟨ξ⟩^{−k}e^{(x−y)[⟨ξ⟩−1]} to obtain the desired estimate.

Estimates on uf_3, the case x > 2. In this case, we write u(x, ξ)f_3(x, ξ) = e^{ixξ}f_3(x, ξ) ∫_x 0 (1 − χ(y))e^{(y−x)⟨ξ⟩+i(y−x)ξ} u(y, ξ) dy ~u_1(x, ξ) +e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}f_3(x, ξ) ∫_1 0 χ(y)e^{y⟨ξ⟩+iyξ} u(y, ξ) dy ~u_2(ξ) ,

where χ is a smooth function with compact support in [−1, 1], equal to 1 on [−^1_2 ,^1_2 ].

It follows from (4.17), from an analogue of the identity (4.18), and from (4.19) that |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ~u_1(x, ξ)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ−1}e^{−βx}. Turning to ~u_2(x, ξ), using the identity ∂_ξe^{y⟨ξ⟩+iyξ} = y ( ξ ⟨ξ⟩ + i ) 1 ⟨ξ⟩ + iξ ∂_ye^{y⟨ξ⟩+iyξ} , each derivative in ξ gives a gain of ∼ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1} after integrating by parts in y (notice that the factor y and the support of χ ensures the absence of boundary terms!). This leads to the estimate |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ~u_2(ξ)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ−1}e^{⟨ξ⟩} Therefore, setting u_{1,>}(x, ξ) = f_3(x, ξ)~u_1(ξ) and u_{2,>}(x, ξ) = f_3(x, ξ)~u_2(x, ξ) we have obtained using (4.2) that for |x| > 2: u(x, ξ)f_3(x, ξ) = e^{ixξ}u_{1,>}(x, ξ) + e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}u_{2,>}(x, ξ), with (4.20) |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξu_{1,>}(x, ξ)| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{−βx}, |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξu_{2,>}(x, ξ)| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{⟨ξ⟩}

Estimates on uf_3, the case −3 < x < 3. Expanding u(x, ξ) in Taylor series at the origin gives, using (4.17), u(x, ξ) = M∑ k=0 α_k(ξ)x^k + R_M (x, ξ). Here, the Taylor coefficients and the remainder satisfy |∂^ℓ_ξ α_k(ξ)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ−1}, |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξR_M (x, ξ)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ−1}. Furthermore, the remainder vanishes to order M + 1 at the origin |R_M (y, ξ)| ≲ |y|^{M+1}. The polynomial terms in x in the above expansion contribute to u(x, ξ)f_3(x, ξ) terms of the type e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}f_3(x, ξ)α_k(ξ) ∫_x 0 y^ke^{y⟨ξ⟩+iyξ} dy, which, after repeated integrations by parts using the identity^1_{⟨ξ⟩+iξ} ∂_ye^{y⟨ξ⟩+iyξ} = e^{y⟨ξ⟩+iyξ} , reduces to a linear combination of terms of the type 1 (⟨ξ⟩ + iξ)^{k′} f_3(x, ξ)α_k(ξ)x^{k−k′+1}e^{ixξ}, 1 ≤ k^′ ≤ k+1, and 1 (⟨ξ⟩ + iξ)^{k+1} f_3(x, ξ)α_k(ξ)e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}. The remainder term contributes e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}f_3(x, ξ) ∫_x 0 R_M (y, ξ)e^{y⟨ξ⟩+iyξ} dy, which, after repeated integrations by parts, reduces to a linear combination of terms of the type 1 (⟨ξ⟩ + iξ)^{k′} f_3(x, ξ)R^{(k′−1)}_M (x, ξ)e^{ixξ} , 0 ≤ k^′ ≤ k, and 1 (⟨ξ⟩ + iξ)^{M+1} f_3(x, ξ)R^{(M+1)}_M (0, ξ)e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}, along with the integrated term 1 (⟨ξ⟩ + iξ)^{M+1} e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}f_3(x, ξ) ∫_x 0 R^{(M+2)} M (y, ξ)e^{y⟨ξ⟩+iyξ} dy. Choosing M sufficiently large, we see that uf_3 can be written for −3 < x < 3 under the form u(x, ξ)f_3(x, ξ) = e^{ixξ}u_{2,<}(x, ξ) + e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}u_{1,<}(x, ξ) with (4.21) |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ u_{1,<}(x, ξ)| + |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξu_{2,<}(x, ξ)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ−1}. End of the proof. We take χ̄ a smooth cut-off function with χ̄(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ 2 and χ̄(x) = 0 for |x| > 3. We define u_j = χ̄u_{j,<} +(1−χ̄)u_{j,>} for j = 1, 2. Using (4.20) and (4.21) we have uf_3 = e^{ixξ}u_2 +e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}u_1 with |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξu_1| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ−1}e^{−βx} and |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξu_2| ≲ ⟨⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ} [ e^{⟨ξ⟩}1_{x>2} + 1 ] . Combining with (4.14) this ends the proof of the lemma. □ Lemma 4.4. For every ξ ∈ R, there exists a real-valued solution f^†_4 (x, ξ) of the equation Hf^†_4 (·, ξ) = (ξ^2 + 1)f^†_4 (·, ξ) with the property that f_4(x, ξ) ∼ e^{x⟨ξ⟩}e_2 as x → ∞. More precisely, it can be written f^†_4 (x, ξ) = e^{x⟨ξ⟩}f^†_4(x, ξ) with (4.22) |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ [f^†_4(x, ξ) − e_2]| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ−1}e^{−βx}. for all x > −1, and k, ℓ ≥ 0.

Proof. Let f^†_4(x, ξ) = e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}f^†_4 (x, ξ). From the proof of Lemma 5.5 in [42], we know that f^†_4(x, ξ) satisfies

f^†_4(x, ξ) = e_2 + ∫_{+∞} x ( 0 0 0 −^1_{2⟨ξ⟩} ) V (y)f^†_4(y, ξ)dy

+ ∫_x x_1 (_{sin(ξ(x−y))} ξ e^{−⟨ξ⟩(x−y)} 0 0 −^{e−2⟨ξ⟩(x−y)}_{2⟨ξ⟩} ) V (y)f^†_4(y, ξ)dy

= e_2 + ∫_{+∞} x A(ξ)V (y)f^†_4(y, ξ)dy + ∫_x x_1 B(x, y, ξ)V (y)f^†_4(y, ξ)dy,

(4.23)

where x_1 ∈ [−∞, ∞) remains to be determined depending on ξ.

Step 1. The case |ξ| ≲ 1. We claim that there exists a large enough x_1 > 0 such that, given any R > 0, if |ξ| < R then (4.24) |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ[f^†_4(x, ξ) − e_2]| ≲_{k,ℓ,R} e^{−βx} ∀x > −1. Estimate without derivatives. From the kernel bounds (4.25) |B(x, y, ξ)| ≲ 1 ⟨ξ⟩ e^{( 110 −⟨ξ⟩)(x−y)} if x_1 < y < x and (4.26) |A(ξ)V (y)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1}e^{−βy}, it is easy to see that the right-hand side of (4.23) is a contraction in L^∞(x_1, ∞), if x_1 is chosen large enough (only depending on V ). Banach’s fixed point theorem gives a solution f^†_4 of size O(1) in L^∞(x_1, ∞).

Since |ξ| < R, we have |B(x, y, ξ)| ≲ 1 for −1 < x < y < x_1, which allows to extend the solution f^†_4 all the way to −1, with the same bound O(1), by applying Gronwall’s lemma to if x < x_1, |f^†_4(x, ξ)| ≲ 1 + ∫_{x1} x |f^†_4(y, ξ)| dy. Finally, from the bounds on B(x, y, ξ) and ‖f^†_4‖_L∞_{([−1,∞)} ≲ 1: |f^†_4(x, ξ) − e_2| ≲ ∫_∞ x |A(y, ξ)|e^{−βy} dy + ∫_x x_1 |B(x, y, ξ)|e^{−βy} dy ≲ e^{−βx}. Taking derivatives in x. Applying the identity ∂_x ∫_x x_1 K(x − y)f(y) dy = ∫_x x_1 K(x − y)f^′(y) dy + K(x − x_1)f(x_1), we have

∂_xf^†_4(x, ξ) = −A(ξ)V (x)f^†_4(x, ξ) + ∫_x x_1 B(x, y, ξ)∂_y V (y)f^†_4(y, ξ)dy (4.27) + ∫_x x_1 B(x, y, ξ)V (y)∂_yf^†_4(y, ξ)dy + B(x, x_1, ξ)V (x_1)f^†_4(x_1, ξ). Note that for x > −1 and |ξ| < R there holds |∂^k_x B(x, x_1, ξ)| ≲ 1. Solving again for ∂_xf^†_4 by Banach’s fixed point theorem, we obtain the bound | |∂_xf†_4(x, ξ) | | ≲ e_{−βx} ∀x > −1. One can then prove inductively that |∂^k_x f^†_4(x, ξ)| ≲_k e^{−βx}. Taking derivatives in ξ. It suffices to observe that for |ξ| < R, |∂^ℓ_ξ A(ξ)| ≲ 1, sup_{y≥x} |∂^ℓ_ξB(x, y, ξ)| ≲ e^{( 110 −⟨ξ⟩)(x−y)} if x_1 < y < x, and to use similar estimates to the above, bounding successively ∂^ℓ_ξ∂^k_x f^†_4(x, ξ), for ℓ = 1, k = 0 . . . ∞, then ℓ = 2, k = 0 . . . ∞, etc.. For instance, in the case k = 0, ℓ = 1, ∂_ξf^†_4(x, ξ) = ∫_{+∞} x ∂_ξ A(ξ)V (y)f^†_4(y, ξ)dy + ∫_{+∞} x A(ξ)V (y)∂_ξ f^†_4(y, ξ)dy + ∫_x x_1 ∂_ξB(x, y, ξ)V (y)f^†_4(y, ξ)dy + ∫_x x_1 B(x, y, ξ)V (y)∂_ξ f^†_4(y, ξ)dy. (4.28)

The first and third terms on the right-hand side are bounded pointwise by 1 for x ≥ −1, while the second and last terms are contractions on L^∞(x_0, ∞); the previous arguments apply then.

Step 2. The case |ξ| ≫ 1. We claim that for |ξ| large enough then choosing x_1 = −∞ in (4.23) one has: (4.29) |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ[f^†_4(x, ξ) − e_2]| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{−βx} ∀x > −1. Estimate without derivatives. Recall the kernel bounds (4.25) and (4.26). Then, for x_1 = −∞ if |ξ| large enough the right-hand side of (4.23) is a contraction in L^∞(R). This gives a solution f^†_4 that is O(1) in L^∞. Injecting back this bound in (4.23) shows: |f^†_4(x, ξ) − e_2| ≲ ∫_∞ x |A(y, ξ)|e^{−βy} dy + ∫_x −∞ |B(x, y, ξ)|e^{−βy} dy ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1}e^{−βx} for all x > −1 by the kernel bound (4.25).

Taking derivatives in x. Since x_1 = −∞ the identity (4.27) becomes ∂_xf^†_4(x, ξ) = −A(ξ)V (x)f^†_4(x, ξ) + ∫_x −∞ B(x, y, ξ)∂_yV (y)f^†_4(y, ξ)dy (4.30) + ∫_x −∞ B(x, y, ξ)V (y)∂_yf^†_4(y, ξ)dy.

Solving once more by Banach’s fixed point theorem using (4.25), we obtain the bound | |∂xf^†_4(x, ξ) | | ≲ e^{−βx} ⟨ξ⟩ , and can then prove inductively that |∂^k_x f^†_4(x, ξ)| ≲^{e−βx}_{⟨ξ⟩} . Taking derivatives in ξ. Since for all ℓ ≥ 0, |∂^ℓ_ξA(ξ)| ≲ 1 ⟨ξ⟩^{1+ℓ} , sup_{y≥x} |∂^ℓ_ξB(x, y, ξ)| ≲ 1 ⟨ξ⟩^{1+ℓ} e^{( 110 −⟨ξ⟩)(x−y)} if y < x, one can bound successively ∂^ℓ_ξ∂^k_x f^†_4(x, ξ), for k = 0, ℓ = 0 . . . ∞, then k = 1, ℓ = 0 . . . ∞, etc...

Step 3. Connecting the cases |ξ| < R and |ξ| large. We saw that x_1 can be chosen to be some positive constant, for the case |ξ| ≲ 1, or −∞, for the case |ξ| large. Denoting these two solutions by f^{†,1}_4 and f^{†,2}_4 , respectively, we set f^†_4 (x, ξ) = χ(ξ)f^{†,2}_4 (x, ξ) + [1 − χ(ξ)]f^{†,1}_4 (x, ξ), for an appropriately chosen cutoff function χ. It satisfies the desired estimates. □ The solution f^†_4 which was constructed in the previous lemma needs to be slightly modified in order to achieve independence, in the sense of the Wronskian, from f_1 and f_2. In the present context, the Wronskian is complex valued, and defined by W [f, g](x) = f^′(x) · g(x) − f(x) · g^′(x) (recall that · denotes the real scalar product); it is independent of x if Hf−λf = Hg−λg = 0. We learn from the asymptotic behavior of f_1, f_2 and f_3 that W (f_1, f_2) = 2iξ, and W (f_1, f_3) = W (f_2, f_3) = 0.

Lemma 4.5. There exists a unique pair of complex-valued functions c_1(ξ), c_2(ξ), such that (4.31) f_4(x, ξ) := f^†_4 (x, ξ) − c_1(ξ)f_1(x, ξ) − c_2(ξ)f_2(x, ξ) satisfies the Wronskian identities (4.32) W [f_1(·, ξ), f_4(·, ξ)] = W [f_2(·, ξ), f_4(·, ξ)] = 0. For |ξ| ≥ 1, the coefficients c_1 and c_2 are such that |∂^k_ξ c_1(ξ)| + |∂^k_ξ c_2(ξ)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−k−1}. For |ξ| ≤ 1, there holds |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ f_4(x, ξ)| ≲ 1. Proof. The requirement that W [f_1(·, ξ), f_4(·, ξ)] = W [f_2(·, ξ), f_4(·, ξ)] = 0 gives the formulas

c_1(ξ) = −

W (f_2, f^†_4 ) 2iξ , c_2(ξ) =

W (f_1, f^†_4 ) 2iξ .

The estimates for |ξ| ≥ 1 are then consequences of the estimates on f_1, f_2 and f_4. Finally, setting F (x, ξ) = c_1(ξ)f_1(·, ξ) + c_2(ξ)f_2(·, ξ), it is such that for |ξ| ≤ 1 |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξF (x, ξ)| ≲ 1, from which the desired estimates for |ξ| ≤ 1 follow. □ 4.2. Scattering theory for H. Setting (4.33) g_j (x, ξ) := f_j(−x, ξ), j = 1, 2, 3, 4, we get, since V is even, (4.34) Hg_j (·, ξ) = (1 + ξ^2)g_j (·, ξ), j = 1, 2, 3, 4, and as x → ±∞, g_j has the same asymptotic behavior as f_j when x → ∓∞.

We then let, for each ξ ∈ R, F_1(·, ξ) = (f_1(·, ξ), f_3(·, ξ)), F_2(·, ξ) := (f_2(·, ξ), f_4(·, ξ)), G_1(·, ξ) = (g_2(·, ξ), g_4(·, ξ)), G_2(·, ξ) := (g_1(·, ξ), g_3(·, ξ)).

(4.35)

Finally, given 2 × 2 matrices F (x) and G(x), the matrix Wronskian W(F, G) is given by W(F, G)(x) = (F^′(x))^⊤G(x) − (F (x))^⊤G^′(x).

If F and G are solutions of HF = λF and HG = λG, for λ ∈ C , the value of W(F, G) is independent of x.

Lemma 4.6. (i) For all ξ ∈ R, G_1(x, ξ) = F_2(−x, ξ), G_2(x, ξ) = F_1(−x, ξ), F_1(x, ξ) = F_1(x, −ξ), F_2(x, ξ) = F_2(x, −ξ), G_1(x, ξ) = G_1(x, −ξ), G_2(x, ξ) = G_2(x, −ξ). (4.36)

(ii) For every ξ ∈ R \ {0}, there exist unique constant 2 × 2 matrices A = A(ξ), B = B(ξ) with complex entries so that (4.37) F_1(x, ξ) = G_1(x, ξ)A(ξ) + G_2(x, ξ)B(ξ). Then A(−ξ) = A(ξ), B(−ξ) = B(ξ), and G_2(x, ξ) = F_2(x, ξ)A(ξ) + F_1(x, ξ)B(ξ), W[F_1(·, ξ), G_2(·, ξ)] = A(ξ)^⊤(2iξp − 2⟨ξ⟩q), W[F_1(·, ξ), G_1(·, ξ)] = −B(ξ)^⊤(2iξp − 2⟨ξ⟩q). (4.38)

Moreover, A(ξ) and B(ξ) are smooth for ξ ≠ 0. Furthermore, ξpA(ξ), qA(ξ), ξpB(ξ), qB(ξ) are smooth functions of ξ ∈ R. Finally, if |ξ| ≥ 1, (4.39) ∂^ℓ_ξ(A(ξ) − I) = O(⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}), ∂^ℓ_ξB(ξ) = O(⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}).

Proof. Most of the above statement appears in Lemma 5.13, Lemma 5.14 and Corollary 5.15 of [42]. The only statement which requires a proof is (4.39). By (4.38), A(ξ) is given by the formula A(ξ)^⊤ = W[F_1(·, ξ), G_2(·, ξ)](2iξp − 2⟨ξ⟩q)^{−1}. In order to evaluate W[F_1(·, ξ), G_2(·, ξ)], we note that, as a consequence of lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, for any ξ, and for any ℓ ≥ 0, |∂^ℓ_ξ (f_1(0, ξ) − e_1)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}, |∂^ℓ_ξ (f^′_1(0, ξ) − iξe_1)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ}, |∂^ℓ_ξ (f_3(0, ξ) − e_2)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}, |∂^ℓ_ξ (f^′_3(0, ξ) + ⟨ξ⟩e_2)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ}, |∂^ℓ_ξ (g_1(0, ξ) − e_1)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}, |∂^ℓ_ξ (g^′_1(0, ξ) + iξe_1)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ}, |∂^ℓ_ξ (g_3(0, ξ) − e_2)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}, |∂^ℓ_ξ (g^′_3(0, ξ) − ⟨ξ⟩e_2)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ}. As a consequence, W[F_1(·, ξ), G_2(·, ξ)] = (2iξp − 2⟨ξ⟩q) + R(ξ), where |∂^ℓ_ξ R(ξ)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ}, which leads to the desired statement. The proof of the estimate for B(ξ) is similar. □ The link between the scattering theory of H and its spectral properties will be provided by the matrix Wronskian (4.40) D(ξ) = W[F_1(·, ξ), G_2(·, ξ)]. Lemma 4.7. The following properties are equivalent:

(a) There are no embedded eigenvalues and E = 1 is not a resonance of H. (b) D(ξ) is invertible for all ξ ∈ R. In this case, (4.41) A(ξ)^{−1} = D(ξ)^{−1}(2iξp − 2⟨ξ⟩q)

for all ξ ∈ R.

Proof. This is Corollary 5.21 of [42]. □ The generalized eigenfunctions (f_j)_{j=1,2,3,4} coincide with that of the article [42], as they are solutions of the same fixed point scheme. This allows us to directly apply certain results of [42] in this section and the next one. We shall however use slightly different eigenfunctions at some point in the next section.

Lemma 4.8. For every ξ ∈ R, there exist three solutions f^∗_j for j = 1, 2, 3 of the equation Hf^∗_j = (ξ^2 + 1)f^∗_j that are of the following form

(4.42) f^∗_1 (x, ξ) = f^∗_{1,1}(x, ξ)e^{ixξ} + f^∗_{1,2}(x, ξ)e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}, f^∗_2 = f^∗_1 , f^∗_3 (x, ξ) = f^∗_3(x, ξ)e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}, with, for all x ≥ −10, k, ℓ ≥ 0

(4.43) |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ(f^∗_{1,1}(x, ξ) − e_1)| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{−βx}, |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξf^∗_{1,2}(x, ξ)| ≲_{k,ℓ} e^{−50⟨ξ⟩}, |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ[f^∗_3(x, ξ) − e_2]| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{−βx}.

Proof. Consider the operator with translated potential Ȟ = H_0 + V̌ , V̌ (x) = V (x − 100).

We still have |∂^k_xV̌ | ≲_k e^{−β|x|}. We can thus apply Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 to Ȟ (indeed, only Hypothesis (H2) is used in their proof, and not Hypothesis (H1)). We obtain that there exist two solutions f̌_j for j = 1, 3 of Ȟf̌_j = (ξ^2 + 1)f̌_j of the form f̌_1(x, ξ) = f̌_{1,1}(x, ξ)e^{ixξ} + f̌_{1,2}(x, ξ)e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}, f̌_3(x, ξ) = f̌_3(x, ξ)e^{−x⟨ξ⟩} where, for any x > −1 and k, ℓ ≥ 0, |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ(f̌_{1,1}(x, ξ) − e_1)| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{−βx}, |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξf̌_{1,2}(x, ξ)| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ} [ e^{⟨ξ⟩}1_{x>2} + 1 ] , |∂^ℓ_ξ ∂^k_x[f̌_3(x, ξ) − e_2]| ≲_{k,ℓ} ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{−βx}. We now define f^∗_1 (x) = f̌_1(x + 100), f^∗_2 (x) = f^∗_1 and f^∗_3 (x) = e^{100⟨ξ⟩}f̌_3(x + 100). These are solutions to Hf^∗_j = (ξ^2 + 1)f^∗_j , and the desired identities (4.42), and inequalities (4.43) for x > −10 are direct consequences of the ones above for x > −1. As a side note, notice that we have f^∗_3 = f_3 due to the uniqueness of their asymptotic behaviour as x → ∞, but we shall not need this fact. □

5. The distorted Fourier Transform In this section we assume in addition to (H1) and (H2) that (H3) The operator H does not have embedded eigenvalues or resonances at energy 1.

5.1. The basis of generalized eigenfunctions. By Assumption (H3) and Lemma 4.7, D(ξ) is invertible for all ξ ∈ R. In analogy with the scalar case, we define the transmission and reflection coefficients s(ξ) and r(ξ) by (5.1) s(ξ)e_1 = 2iξpD(ξ)^{−1}e_1 and r(ξ)e_1 = 2iξpB(ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1. (the precise analogy is the following: if V_2 = 0, then the spectral theory of H is equivalent to that of a scalar Schrödinger operator, and s(ξ) and r(ξ) are given by the classical transmission and reflection operators T (ξ) and R(ξ) respectively). Lemma 5.1. The matrix S(ξ) = ( s(ξ) r(ξ) r(ξ) s(ξ) ) is unitary. In fact, S(ξ)^∗ = S(ξ)^{−1} = S(−ξ) for all ξ ∈ R, which can also be written |r(ξ)|^2 + |s(ξ)|^2 = 1 r(ξ)s(ξ) + s(ξ)r(ξ) = 0 r(−ξ) = r(ξ) s(−ξ) = s(ξ). (5.2)

Finally, the values of s and r at 0 are given by (5.3) s(0) = 0, r(0) = −1, and s and r enjoy the estimates (5.4) |∂^k_ξ (s(ξ) − 1)| + |∂^k_ξ r(ξ)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−k−1}. Proof. For the proof that S(ξ) is Hermitian, see the proof of Lemma 6.3 in [42].

Evaluating (5.1) at ξ = 0 shows s(0) = 0. Multiplying on the right (4.37) by 2iξD(ξ)^{−1}e_1, using (4.41) and (5.1), we have

2iξF_1(x, ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 = g_2(x, ξ) + r(ξ)g_1(x, ξ) + 2iξg_3(x, ξ)e^⊤_2 qB(ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1. Letting ξ → 0 yields 0 = g_2(x, 0) + r(0)g_1(x, 0) (we recall that qB(ξ) is continuous at 0 by Lemma 4.6). Equivalently, 0 = f_2(x, 0) + r(0)f_1(x, 0). By our construction of Lemma 4.2, one notices that f_1(·, ξ) is for ξ = 0 a real valued function. Recalling that f_2 = f_1 we obtain for ξ = 0 that Hence r(0) = −1.

As for the estimates (5.4), they follow from (4.39) and (4.41). □ The following lemma collects some properties of the generalized eigenfunctions F_+(x, ξ) = 2iξF_1(x, ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1

(5.5) G_+(x, ξ) = 2iξG_2(x, ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1

(5.6) which will serve as the basic building blocks of the distorted Fourier transform. Note that G_+(x, ξ) = F_+(−x, ξ) and that, under the assumption (H3), F_+(x, 0) = G_+(x, 0) = 0.

Before stating the next lemma, we need a piece of notation: let χ_+ be a smooth, nonnegative function, equal to 0 on [−∞, −^1_2 ], equal to 1 on [^1_2 , ∞], and such that, setting χ_−(x) = χ_+(−x), χ_+(x) + χ_−(x) = 1 for all x.

Lemma 5.2 (Decomposition of generalized eigenfunctions). For all ξ ∈ R, F_+(x, ξ) and G_+(x, ξ) constitute a basis of the space of bounded solutions of Hf = (1 + ξ^2)f.

Furthermore, they can be decomposed as follows F_+(x, ξ) = F^S_+(x, ξ) + F^R_+ (x, ξ),

(5.7) G_+(x, ξ) = G^S_+(x, ξ) + G^R_+ (x, ξ).

Here, the non-decaying singular parts F^S_+, G^S_+ are given by F^S_+(x, ξ) = χ_+(x)s(ξ)e^{ixξ} e_1 + χ_−(x)[e^{ixξ} + r(ξ)e^{−ixξ}]e_1 G^S_+(x, ξ) = χ_+(x)[e^{−ixξ} + r(ξ)e^{ixξ}]e_1 + χ_−(x)s(ξ)e^{−ixξ}e_1, while the decaying regular parts F^R_+ can be decomposed as (5.8) F^R_+ = m^+(x, ξ)e^{ixξ} + m^−(x, ξ)e^{−ixξ} , where the coefficients enjoy the estimates (5.9) |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξm^±(x, ξ)| ≲ e^{−β|x|}⟨ξ⟩^{−ℓ−1}, ∀x ∈ R, and similarly for G^R_+ (x) = F^R_+ (−x).

Proof. The first assertion of this lemma is Lemma 6.4 in [42]; the other statements correspond to Lemma 6.3 in [42], but we provide here a more precise decomposition. Since G_+(x, ξ) = F_+(−x, ξ), it suffices to consider F_+.

Step 1. First formulas for F_+ for x ≥ 0 and x ≤ 0. On the one hand, we can simply use the definition (5.1) of s(ξ) to write F_+(x, ξ) = 2iξF_1(x, ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1

= 2iξF_1(x, ξ)pD(ξ)^{−1}e_1 + 2iξF_1(x, ξ)qD(ξ)^{−1}e_1 = F_1(x, ξ)s(ξ)e_1 + 2iξ(0, f_3(x, ξ))D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 = s(ξ)f_1(x, ξ) + ( 2iξe^⊤_2 D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 ) f_3(x, ξ) (5.10)

which will be useful for x ≥ 0. On the other hand, starting from the definition (5.5) of F_+, and using successively (4.37), (4.41), and the definition of r(ξ), gives

F_+(x, ξ) = 2iξF_1(x, ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1

= 2iξG_1(x, ξ)A(ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 + 2iξG_2(x, ξ)B(ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 = 2iξG_1(x, ξ) ( 1 2iξ p − 1 2⟨ξ⟩ q ) e_1 + 2iξG_2(x, ξ)pB(ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 + 2iξG_2(x, ξ)qB(ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 = G_1(x, ξ)e_1 + r(ξ)G_2(x, ξ)e_1 + 2iξ(0, g_3)B(ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 = g_2(x, ξ) + r(ξ)g_1(x, ξ) + ( 2iξe^⊤_2 B(ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 ) g_3(x, ξ)

(5.11)

which will be useful for x ≤ 0.

Step 2. Bound on F_+ at x = ±5. We now prove that |∂^ℓ_ξ F_+(±5, ξ)| ≲_ℓ 1 is uniformly bounded for ξ ∈ R. The bound |∂^ℓ_ξF_+(5, ξ)| ≲ 1 follows immediately from (5.10), the estimates (5.4) on s and r, (4.39) and (4.41) which imply |∂^ℓ_ξ (ξD(ξ)^{−1})| ≲ 1, and the bounds on f_1 and f_3 stated in lemmas 4.2 and 4.1 respectively.

The bound |∂^ℓ_ξ F_+(−5, ξ)| ≲ 1 follows from (5.11) and the same set of estimates, recalling that g_i(x) = f_i(−x) and f_2 = f_1.

Step 3. Second formula for F_+. To obtain better estimates in the zone |x| ≤ 5, we convert the expressions of Step 1 into expressions involving the eigenfunctions f^∗_1 , f^∗_2 and f^∗_3 of Lemma 4.8. As they form a basis for solutions to Hf = (1 + ξ^2)f that are bounded as x → ∞, F_+ is a linear combination of these three functions. Matching the identity (5.10) with the asymptotics (4.42)-(4.43) shows F_+(x, ξ) = s(ξ)f^∗_1 (x, ξ) + q(ξ)f^∗_3 (x, ξ) for some q(ξ) ∈ C , which will account for F_+ for x ≥ −5. For |ξ| large, f^∗_3 (−5, ξ) does not vanish from (4.43) so that q = (F_+(−5) − sf^∗_1 (−5))/f^∗_3 (−5). Using then that both F_+(−5), f^∗_1 (−5) and all their derivatives in ξ are uniformly bounded in ξ from Step 2 and (4.43), and that f^∗_3 (−10) ∼ e^{5⟨ξ⟩} from (4.43) shows |∂^ℓ_ξ q(ξ)| ≲_ℓ e^{−5⟨ξ⟩}. We now define g^∗_j (x, ξ) = f^∗_j (−x, ξ) for j = 1, 2, 3. Using (5.11), the same argument shows F_+(x, ξ) = g^∗_2 (x, ξ) + r(ξ)g^∗_1 (x, ξ) + ~q(ξ)g^∗_3 (x, ξ), where |∂^ℓ_ξ ~q(ξ)| ≲ e^{−5⟨ξ⟩}, which will account for F_+ for x ≤ 5. We eventually decompose

F_+(x, ξ) = [χ_+(x) + χ_−(x)] F_+(x, ξ) = χ_−(x)g^∗_2 (x, ξ) + r(ξ)χ_−(x)g^∗_1 (x, ξ) + s(ξ)χ_+(x)f^∗_1 (x, ξ) + q(ξ)χ_+(x)f^∗_3 (x, ξ)) + ~q(ξ)χ_−(x)g^∗_3 (x, ξ)

(5.12)

with for all ξ ∈ R (5.13) |∂^ℓ_ξq(ξ)| + |∂^ℓ_ξ ~q(ξ)| ≲_ℓ e^{−5⟨ξ⟩}. Step 4. Decomposition of F_+ into singular and regular parts. We now prove the decomposition (5.7)-(5.8) of F_+ and the corresponding estimates. Injecting the decompositions (4.42) in (5.12), using that g^∗_j (x) = f^∗_j (−x) shows

F_+(x, ξ) = χ_−(x)e^{ixξ} + r(ξ)χ_−(x)e^{−ixξ} e_1 + s(ξ)χ_+(x)e^{ixξ}e_1 + ( χ_−(x)(g^∗_{2,1} − e_1) + s(ξ)χ_+(x)(f^∗_{1,1} − e_1) ) e^{ixξ} + r(ξ)χ_−(x)(g^∗_{1,1}(x, ξ) − e_1)e^{−ixξ} + χ_−(x)(g^∗_{2,2} + r(ξ)g^∗_{1,2} + ~q(ξ)g^∗_3)e^{⟨ξ⟩x} + χ_+(x)(s(ξ)f^∗_{1,2} + q(ξ)f^∗_3)e^{−⟨ξ⟩x},

(5.14)

where the notation for the g^∗’s naturally adapts that for f^∗’s. This shows the identity (5.7) with m^+_1 (x, ξ) = χ_−(x)(g^∗_{2,1} − e_1) + s(ξ)χ_+(x)(f^∗_{1,1} − e_1), m^−_1 (x, ξ) = m^−_{1,1}(x, ξ) + m^−_{1,2}(x, ξ), m^−_{1,1}(x, ξ) = r(ξ)χ_−(x)(g^∗_{1,1}(x, ξ) − e_1), m^−_{1,2}(x, ξ) = χ_−(x)(g^∗_{2,2} + r(ξ)g^∗_{1,2} + ~q(ξ)g^∗_3)e^{(⟨ξ⟩+iξ)x} + χ_+(x)(s(ξ)f^∗_{1,2} + q(ξ)f^∗_3)e^{(−⟨ξ⟩+iξ)x},

The desired bound (5.9) for m^+_1 and m^−_{1,1} is a direct consequence of (4.43) and of the localising properties of χ_±. We now turn to showing the bound (5.9) for m^−_{1,2}. By (4.43) and (5.13) we have | |∂_{kx} ∂_{ℓξ} (g_{∗2,2} + r(ξ)g_{∗1,2} + ~q(ξ)g_{∗3}) | | ≲_{k,ℓ} e_{−5⟨ξ⟩} for all x ≤ 10. For x ≤ 10 we also have |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ(e^{(⟨ξ⟩+iξ)x})| ≲ e^{− 1}2^{x+ 1}2^{⟨ξ⟩+⟨ξ⟩x}. As χ_− is localised for x ≤ 1/2 this implies that for the first term | |∂^k_x∂^ℓ_ξ ( χ_−(x)(g^∗_{2,2} + r(ξ)g^∗_{1,2} + ~q(ξ)g^∗_3)e^{(⟨ξ⟩+iξ)x} )| | ≲ e^{−5⟨ξ⟩− 12 x+ 12 ⟨ξ⟩+⟨ξ⟩x} = e^{− 12 |x|−⟨ξ⟩}e^{(⟨ξ⟩− 12 + 12 sgn(x))x− 32 ⟨ξ⟩} ≤ e^{− 12 |x|−⟨ξ⟩}e^{⟨ξ⟩ 12 − 32 ⟨ξ⟩} ≤ e^{− 12 |x|−⟨ξ⟩} where we used that for each ξ ∈ R, the function x → (⟨ξ⟩ −^1_2 +^1_2 sgn(x))x attains its maximum on (−∞,^1_2 ] at x =^1_2 .

The second term can be dealt with the exact same way. Hence m^−_{1,2} also satisfies (5.9). This ends the proof of the lemma. □ Lemma 5.3 (Vanishing at zero frequency). For any k, ℓ ∈ N_0 , the generalized eigenfunctions F_+ and G_+ satisfy for |ξ| ≤ 1 |F_+(x, ξ)| + |G_+(x, ξ)| ≲ min(⟨x⟩|ξ|, 1) | | |∂^kx ∂^ℓξ [ F_+(x, ξ) ξ ]| | | + | | |∂^kx ∂^ℓξ [ G_+(x, ξ) ξ ]| | | ≲ ⟨x⟩^{1+ℓ}. (5.15)

The singular parts F^S_+ and G^S_+ enjoy the same bounds, and the regular parts F^R_+ and G^R_+ are such that, if |ξ| ≤ 1, |F^R_+ (x, ξ)| + |G^R_+ (x, ξ)| ≲ |ξ|e^{− β2 |x|} | | |∂^kx ∂^ℓξ [ F^R_+ (x, ξ) ξ ]| | | + | | |∂^kx ∂^ℓξ [ G^R_+ (x, ξ) ξ ]| | | ≲ e^− β 2 |x|. (5.16)

Proof. The full functions F_+ and G_+. It suffices to prove the second inequality in (5.15), since it implies the first one. Furthermore, we will prove the second inequality only for F_+, since G_+(x) = F_+(−x). From the identities (5.10) and (5.11) in the proof of Lemma 5.2, we learn that 1 ξ F_+(x, ξ) = χ_+(x) [ s(ξ) ξ f_1(x, ξ) + ( 2ie^⊤_2 D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 ) f_3(x, ξ) ]

+ χ_−(x) [ g_2(x, ξ) − g_1(x, ξ) ξ + r(ξ) + 1 ξ g_1(x, ξ) + ( 2ie^⊤_2 B(ξ)D(ξ)^{−1}e_1 ) g_3(x, ξ) ] . Recalling that s(0) = 0 while r(0) = −1 and that qB(ξ) is smooth (Lemma 4.6), most terms in the above expression are readily seen to satisfy the desired bound (5.15). But the term g_2(x,ξ)−g_1(x,ξ) ξ requires a further argument: it can be written using (4.6) as g_1(−x, ξ) − g_2(−x, ξ) = f_1(x, ξ) − f_1(x, ξ) = f_{1,1}(x, ξ)[e^{ixξ} − e^{−ixξ}] + [f_{1,1}(x, ξ) − f_{1,1}(x, ξ)]e^{−ixξ} + [f_{1,2}(x, ξ) − f_{1,2}(x, ξ)]e^{−x⟨ξ⟩}.

From this expression, the bounds on f_{1,1} and f_{1,2} in Lemma 4.2, and the fact that f_{1,1}(x, 0) and f_{1,2}(x, 0) are real, we get, for x < −1 | |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ [ g_2(x, ξ) − g_1(x, ξ) ξ ]| | ≲ ⟨x⟩^{1+ℓ}, which completes the proof.

The singular parts F^S_+ and G^S_+. They can be dealt with as the full functions F_+ and G_+.

The regular parts F^R_+ and G^+_R . Once again, it suffices to prove the second inequality in (5.16) since it implies the first one. The first step is to observe that

F^R_+ (x, 0) = F_+(x, 0) − F^S_+(x, 0) = 0.

This implies that the coefficients in the decomposition 5.8 satisfy

m_+(x, 0) + m_−(x, 0) = 0.

Therefore, writing^{F R+ (x,ξ)}_ξ as

F^R_+ (x, ξ) ξ = m_+(x, ξ) + m_−(x, ξ) ξ + m^+(x, ξ) [ e^{ixξ} − 1 ξ ] + m^−(x, ξ) [ e^{−ixξ} − 1 ξ ]

leads to the desired estimate for F^R_+ , and then G^R_+ . □

While F_+ and G_+ span the continuous spectrum, their counterparts F_− and G_− will span the negative spectrum. They are defined by

F_−(x, ξ) = σ_1F_+(x, ξ) G_−(x, ξ) = σ_1G_+(x, ξ).

and are bounded solutions of Hf = −(ξ^2 + 1)f.

We can now define the functions ψ_±, through which the operator H will be diagonalized: ψ_±(x, ξ) := { F_±(x, ξ) if ξ ≥ 0 G_±(x, −ξ) if ξ ≤ 0, In a similar way to F_+ and G_+, the functions ψ_± can be decomposed into a singular and a regular part:

(5.17) ψ^S_±(x, ξ) := { F^S_±(x, ξ) if ξ ≥ 0, G^S_±(x, −ξ) if ξ ≤ 0. , ψ^R_±(x, ξ) := { F^R_± (x, ξ) if ξ ≥ 0, G^R_± (x, −ξ) if ξ ≤ 0. Remark 5.4. At this point, it is instructive to examine the case V = 0: then

ψ_+(x, ξ) = ψ^S_+(x, ξ) = e^{ixξ}e_1 ψ_−(x, ξ) = ψ^S_−(x, ξ) = e^{ixξ}e_2.

5.2. Definition and first properties of the distorted Fourier transform. The following proposition describes the spectral resolution of H which can be obtained in terms of ψ_±.

Proposition 5.5. For every f, g ∈ S, (5.18) ⟨P_ef, g⟩ = 1 2π ∑ ϵ=± ϵ ∫ ⟨f, σ_3ψ_ϵ(·, ξ)⟩⟨g, ψ_ϵ(·, ξ)⟩dξ. The integrals on the right-hand side are absolutely convergent, since the integrand is rapidly decaying.

Proof. This is Proposition 6.9 in [42], up to a small misprint: the ϵ factor on the right-hand side was omitted there. To clarify why it should appear, we come back to the formula for the resolvent jump on the real axis: it was proved in Lemma 6.7 of [42] that (5.19) (H − (ξ^2 + 1 + i0))^{−1}(x, y) − (H − (ξ^2 + 1 − i0))^{−1}(x, y) = − 1 2iξ E_+(x, ξ)E_+(y, ξ)^∗σ_3, for ξ ≥ 0, where we used the notation E_±(x, ξ) = [ψ_±(x, ξ) , ψ_±(x, −ξ)] (so that E_±(x, λ) is a 2 × 2 matrix). Using successively (3.1), σ_1σ_1 = Id, formula (5.19) and the anticommutation relation σ_3σ_1 = −σ_1σ_3, we find, for ξ ≥ 0,

(H − (−ξ^2 − 1 + i0))^{−1}(x, y) − (H − (−ξ^2 − 1 − i0))^{−1}(x, y) = (−σ_1Hσ_1 + (ξ^2 + 1 − i0))^{−1}(x, y) − (−σ_1Hσ_1 + (ξ^2 + 1 + i0))^{−1}(x, y) = −σ_1(H − (ξ^2 + 1 − i0))^{−1}σ_1(x, y) + σ_1(H − (ξ^2 + 1 + i0))^{−1}σ_1(x, y) = σ_1(H − (ξ^2 + 1 + i0))^{−1}σ_1(x, y) − σ_1(H − (ξ^2 + 1 − i0))^{−1}σ_1(x, y) = − 1 2iξ σ_1E_+(x, ξ)E_+(y, ξ)^∗σ_3σ_1 = 1 2iξ σ_1E_+(x, ξ)E_+(y, ξ)^∗σ_1σ_3 = 1 2iξ E_−(x, ξ)E_−(y, ξ)^∗σ_3,

(5.20)

where for the last line we used that ψ_− = σ_1ψ_+. Notice the sign difference between (5.19) and (5.20). Using these two formulas and following the argument in the proof of Proposition 6.9 of [42] leads to the desired result. □ Corollary 5.6. For every f, g ∈ S, (5.21) ⟨e^{itH}P_ef, g⟩ = 1 2π ∑ ϵ=± ϵ ∫ e^{iϵt(ξ2+1)}⟨f, σ_3ψ_ϵ(·, ξ)⟩⟨g, ψ_ϵ(·, ξ)⟩dξ. with absolutely convergent integrals.

Proof. This is Corollary 6.10 in [42]. □

The above can be expressed as e^{itH}P_ef = 1 2π ∑ ϵ ϵ ∫ e^{iϵt(ξ2+1)}⟨f, σ_3ψ_ϵ(·, ξ)⟩ψ_ϵ(·, ξ) dξ. We now come to defining the distorted Fourier transform associated to the operator H: ( ~Ff)(ξ) := ( ~f_+(ξ), ~f_−(ξ))^⊤,

where ~f_±(ξ) := ( ~F_±f)(ξ) := 1 √ 2π ⟨f, σ_3ψ_±(·, ξ)⟩. (5.22)

Remark 5.7. The terminology we choose (distorted Fourier transform) can be misleading. On the one hand, the operator we define is in many ways to H what the Fourier transform is to −∂^2_x in the scalar case. Furthermore, in the semi-classical limit ξ → ∞, the distorted Fourier transform approaches the flat Fourier transform. On the other hand, H is not selfadjoint, so that ~F does not enjoy some of the basic properties of the Fourier transform such as being unitary.

For future use, we collect some basic formulas associated to the distorted Fourier transform:

• A function f ∈ S can be reconstructed from its Fourier transform through the formula

(5.23) P_ef(x) = 1 √ 2π ∑ ϵ ϵ ∫ ~f_ϵ(ξ)ψ_ϵ(x, ξ) dξ. Indeed, starting from the identity (5.18) and applying Fubini’s theorem, we get for f, g ∈ S ⟨P_ef, g⟩ = 1 √ 2π ∑ ϵ ϵ ∫ ~f_ϵ(ξ)g(y) · ψ_ϵ(y, ξ) dy dξ = ⟨ 1√ 2π ∑ ϵ ϵ ∫ ~f_ϵ(ξ)ψ_ϵ(y, ξ) dξ , g⟩. • Considering now the action of H, equation 5.2 implies that H = ~F^{−1}(1 + |ξ|^2) ~F • The Schrödinger group is then given in Fourier space by ~F_±(e^{itH}P_ef)(ξ) = e^{±i(1+ξ2)t} ~f_±(ξ), and in physical space by

(5.24) e^{itH}P_ef = 1 √ 2π ∑ ϵ=±1 ϵ ∫ e^{iϵt(1+ξ2 )} ~f_ϵ(ξ)ψ_ϵ(·, ξ)dξ. • The spectral projectors satisfy (5.25) ~FP_e = ~F and ~FP_d = 0.

The last assertion directly follows from (5.22) and (8.23). We introduce the space L^{2,1} with norm ‖( ~f_+, ~f_−)‖^2_{L2,1} = ∑ ± ∫ R | ~f_±(ξ)|^2⟨ξ⟩^2dξ. Proposition 5.8. [Boundedness properties of the distorted Fourier transform and its inverse] The Fourier transform defined in (5.22) and its inverse defined in (5.23) are such that

(i) ~F and ~F^{−1} are bounded on L^2.

(ii) ~F and ~F^{−1} are bounded operators from L^1 to C_0, the set of continuous functions decaying to zero at infinity. Furthermore, ~f(0) = 0 if f ∈ L^1.

(iii) ~F and ~F^{−1} map boundedly L^p to L^{p′} if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2.

(iv) ~F maps boundedly H^1 to L^{2,1}, and L^{2,1} to H^1 ∩ { ~f_±(0) = 0}; and ~F^{−1} maps boundedly H^1 ∩ { ~f_±(0) = 0} to L^{2,1}, and L^{2,1} to H^1.

Remark 5.9. The four above statements are analogous to classical results for the Fourier transform on R^d , namely the Plancherel theorem, Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, Hausdorff- Young inequality, and the fact that the Fourier transform is an isomorphism between H^1 and L^{2,1}.

Proof. (i) can be proved through the decomposition ψ_±(x, ξ) = ψ^S_±(x, ξ)+ψ^R_±(x, ξ). Considering first the map f → ⟨f, ψ^S (x, ξ)⟩, it is bounded on L^2 by Plancherel’s theorem. Turning to f → ⟨f, ψ^R(x, ξ)⟩, it is the sum of two operators with kernels m^±(x, ξ)e^{∓iξx}. The bounds in Lemma 5.2 implies that these operators are Hilbert-Schmidt, hence bounded on L^2. This shows the boundedness in L^2 of ~F. Since the previous bounds remain true if the roles of x and ξ are exchanged, we also get the boundedness in L^2 of ~F^{−1}.

(ii) is a consequence of the facts that ψ_±(x, ξ) is uniformly bounded, depends continuously on x and ξ, and satisfies ψ_±(x, 0) = 0.

(iii) follows by interpolating between the two previous assertions.

(iv) will be proved by decomposing ξ ∫ ψ(x, ξ)f(x) dx according to Lemma 5.2. We aim at bounding this term in L^2 if f belongs to H^1. The contribution of ψ^S (x, ξ) is easily treated, and we skip it. We consider next terms of the type (using the notations of Lemma 5.2 and simplifying it by omitting indexes and complex conjugation) ξ ∫ m(x, ξ)e^{ixξ}f(x) dx where |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξ m| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−ℓ}e^{−β|x|}. They reduce, after integration by parts, to i ∫ m(x, ξ)e^{ixξ}∂_xf(x) dx + i ∫ ∂_xm(x, ξ)e^{ixξ}f(x) dx. These two summands can be treated as in (i), hence belonging to L^2.

The continuity of ~F : L^{2,1} → H^1 ∩ { ~f_±(0) = 0}, and that of ~F^{−1} from H^1 ∩ { ~f_±(0) = 0} to L^{2,1} and from L^{2,1} to H^1 can be proved very similarly, we omit the details. □ Definition 5.10 (Wave operator and distorted Fourier multipliers). The distorted Fourier multiplier a( ~D) is the operator defined by a( ~D) = ~F^{−1}a(ξ) ~F . The wave operator W is the operator defined by

(5.26) W_ρ = pF^{−1} ~F_ρ

(for scalar potentials, this operator is usually denoted W^∗, but in order to avoid a discussion on its invertibility, we simply set the above to be equal to W).

Corollary 5.11. (i) (Boundedness of distorted Fourier multipliers on L^2) If a(ξ) ∈ L^∞, then the distorted Fourier multiplier a( ~D) is bounded on L^2.

(ii) (Boundedness of the wave operator on L^2) The wave operator W is bounded on L^2.

5.3. Linear operations seen on the Fourier side.

Lemma 5.12 (Exact symmetries of the distorted Fourier transform: σ_1 and complex conjugation). If f ∈ S, then for any ξ ∈ R,

(5.27) ( ~Fσ_1f)_±(ξ) = −( ~Ff)_∓(ξ)

and for any ξ ∈ R,

(5.28) ( ( ~Ff)_±(ξ) ( ~Ff)_±(−ξ) ) = S(−|ξ|) ( ~f_±(−ξ) ~f_±(ξ) )

Proof. To prove the first assertion, we use successively that σ_1 is Hermitian, that σ_1 and σ_3 anticommute, and that σ_1ψ_±(x, ξ) = ψ_∓(x, ξ) to obtain √ 2π( ~Fσ_1f)_± = ⟨σ_1f , σ_3ψ_±⟩ = ⟨f , σ_1σ_3ψ_±⟩ = −⟨f , σ_3σ_1ψ_±⟩ = −⟨f , σ_3ψ_∓⟩ = − √ 2π( ~Ff)_∓. To prove the second assertion, it suffices to consider the case ξ > 0. By the first assertion in Lemma 5.2, the functions ψ_±(x, ξ) and ψ_±(x, −ξ) can be expressed as a linear combination of ψ_±(x, ξ) and ψ_±(x, −ξ). The coefficients in this linear combination can be identified thanks to Lemma 5.2, which asserts that F_+(x, ξ) ∼ s(ξ)e^{ixξ}e_1, G_+(x, ξ) ∼ e^{−ixξ}e_1 + r(ξ)e^{ixξ}e_1, as x → ∞. Using this in combination with the identities (5.2), we obtain for ξ > 0 that ( ψ_±(x, ξ) ψ_±(x, −ξ) ) = S(−ξ) ( ψ_±(x, −ξ) ψ_±(x, ξ) ) ;

here, we are slightly abusing notations by denoting S(ξ) the 4×4 matrix ( s(ξ) Id r(ξ) Id r(ξ) Id s(ξ) Id ) . Using the definition (5.22) of the distorted Fourier transform, as well as the convention for the Hermitian scalar product, we infer for ξ > 0 that √ 2π( ~Ff̄)_±(ξ) = ⟨f̄, σ_3ψ_±(·, ξ)⟩ = ⟨f, σ_3ψ_±(·, ξ)⟩ = ⟨f, σ_3(s(−ξ)ψ_±(·, −ξ) + r(−ξ)ψ_±(·, ξ))⟩ = s(−ξ)⟨f, σ_3ψ_±(·, −ξ)⟩ + r(−ξ)⟨f, σ_3ψ_±(·, ξ)⟩ = s(−ξ) √ 2π ~f_±(−ξ) + r(−ξ) √ 2π ~f_±(ξ), and similarly ( ~Ff̄)_±(−ξ) = r(−ξ) ~f_±(−ξ) + s(−ξ) ~f_±(ξ). This shows (5.28). □

Lemma 5.13 (Approximate symmetry of the distorted Fourier transform: σ_3). There holds ~Fσ_3P_ef(ξ) = σ_3 ~f(ξ) + L_R ~f, where L_R is a lower order operator of the form L_R ~f(ξ) = ∑ λ∈{±} ∫ R s_{ρλ}(ξ, η) ~f_λ(η) dη for some smooth symbols (s_{ρλ}) for ρ, λ = ± that satisfy the estimates, for η ≠ 0, | |∂_{aξ} ∂_{bη} s_{ρλ}(ξ, η) | | ≲_{a,b} ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η⟩^2 (5.29) | | |∂^aξ ∂^bη s_{ρλ}(ξ, η) η | | | ≲^{a,b} 1 ⟨η⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η⟩^2 . (5.30)

Proof. The starting point is the identity σ_3ψ^S_ρ (x, ξ) = ρψ^S_ρ (x, ξ) from (5.17)-(5.7). It implies that ~F_ρ(σ_3f) = 1√ 2π ⟨f , σ_3ψ_ρ(ξ)⟩ = 1 √ 2π ⟨f , ρψ^S_ρ (ξ) + σ_3ψ^R_ρ (ξ)⟩ = 1 √ 2π ⟨f , ρψ_ρ(ξ) − ρψ^R_ρ (ξ) + σ_3ψ^R_ρ (ξ)⟩ = ρ ~f_ρ(ξ) + 1 √ 2π ⟨f , σ_3ψ^R_ρ (ξ) − ρψ^R_ρ (ξ)⟩. Expanding f from its distorted Fourier transform, the second term becomes 1 √ 2π ⟨f , σ_3ψ^R_ρ (ξ) − ρψ^R_ρ (ξ)⟩ = 1 √ 2π ∑ λ λ ∫ ~f_λ(η)⟨ψ_λ(η) , σ_3ψ^R_ρ (ξ) − ρψ^R_ρ (ξ)⟩ dη. Therefore, the symbol s_{ρλ} is given by s_{ρλ}(ξ, η) = λ √ 2π ⟨ψ_λ(η) , σ_3ψ^R_ρ (ξ) − ρψ^R_ρ (ξ)⟩ (thanks to the rapid decay of ψ^R_ρ , this inner product is well-defined). Expanding ψ_± as in Lemma 5.2, and dropping unnecessary indices, we obtain a linear combination of terms of the type ⟨ψ^A(η) , ψ^R(ξ)⟩, where A might be S, R.

• If A = S, then we can assume without loss of generality that ψ^R(x, ξ) = e^{±ixξ}θ(x, ξ), where |∂^k_x ∂^ℓ_ξθ(x, ξ)| ≲ e^{−β|x|} ⟨ξ⟩^{1+ℓ} . Then, ⟨ψ^A(η) , ψ^R(ξ)⟩ can be written as a sum of terms of the type

a(η) ∫ e^{ix(±ξ±η)}θ(x, ξ) dx, for a bounded coefficient a. This can be bounded by O(1), or, after two integrations by parts in x: | | | ∫ e^{ix(±ξ±η)}θ(x, η) dx | | | ≲ 1 | ± ξ ± η|^2 | | | ∫ e^{ix(±ξ±η)}∂^2_xθ(x, ξ) dx | | | ≲ 1 | ± ξ ± η|^2 . . • If A = R, a very similar argument applies.

Gathering the two cases above leads to the estimate (5.29). In order to obtain (5.30), we have to bound terms of the form ⟨^{ψλ(η)}_η , ψ^R_ρ (ξ)⟩ for |η| ≤ 1. This is achieved by combining the above considerations and the estimate (5.15). □ Lemma 5.14 (Approximate symmetry of the distorted Fourier transform: ∂_x). There holds ~F(∂_xP_ef)(ξ) = iξ ~Ff(ξ) + L_0 ~f, where L_0 is a lower order operator that can be decomposed as L_0 = L_{0,δ} + L_{0,p.v.} + L^′_R where the Dirac part is L_{0,δ} ~f(ξ) = −iξ|r(ξ)|^2 ~f(ξ) − iξr(|ξ|)s(|ξ|) ~f(−ξ), the principal value part (L_{0,p.v.} ~f)_ρ(ξ) = − √ 2 π |ξ|r(|ξ|) ∑ α=± ∫ ~f_ρ(η)a^{−sgn(ξ)} α (η) pϕ(αη + ξ) αη + ξ dη where ϕ is a Schwartz function with ∫ ϕ = 1, and where

(5.31) for ξ > 0, a^+(ξ) = s(ξ) a^+_−(ξ) = 0 a^−_+(ξ) = 1 a^−(ξ) = r(ξ), while for ξ < 0, a^+(ξ) = 1 a^+_−(ξ) = r(−ξ) a^−_+(ξ) = s(−ξ) a^−(ξ) = 0, and the regular part (L^′_R ~f)_ρ(ξ) = ∑ ϵ=± ∫ ~f_ϵ(η)l_{ϵρ}(ξ, η)dη. for some symbols (l_{ρϵ}) for ρ, ϵ = ± that are smooth outside {ηξ = 0} and satisfy the estimates, for η, ξ ≠ 0, | |∂_{aξ} ∂_{bη}l_{ρϵ}(ξ, η) | | ≲_{a,b} ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η⟩^2 (5.32) | | |∂^aξ ∂^bη l_{ρϵ}(ξ, η) ξη | | | ≲^{a,b} 1 ⟨η⟩⟨ξ⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η⟩^2 . (5.33)

Proof. Integrating by parts, and then using the inverse distorted Fourier transform shows that L_0 ~f(ξ) = 1 2π ∑ ϵ ϵ ∫ ~f_ϵ(η)⟨ψ_ϵ(η), σ_3(iξψ_ρ(ξ) − ∂_xψ_ρ(ξ))⟩dη. We split according to singular and regular parts ψ = ψ^S + ψ^R. We further decompose ψ^S into two pieces localized on the left and right half-lines

ψ^S_λ (x, ξ) = χ_+(x) ∑ α∈{±} r∈{1,2} a^{λ,r,+}_α (ξ)e^{iαxξ} e_r + χ_−(x) ∑ α∈{±} r∈{1,2} a^{λ,r,−}_α (ξ)e^{iαxξ}e_r

= χ_+(x)ψ^{S,+}_λ (x, ξ) + χ_−(x)ψ^{S,−}_λ (x, ξ). (5.34) where (5.35) a^{λ,r,ϵ}_α (ξ) = δ_{λ,r}a^ϵ_α(ξ), δ_{λ,r} = { 1 if r = 1 and λ = +, or r = 2 and λ = − 0 otherwise, and a^ϵ_α(ξ) is given by (5.31). This gives L_0 ~f(ξ) = 1 2π ∑ ϵ ∫ ~f_ϵ(η)l^S_{ρ,ϵ}(ξ, η)dη + 1 2π ∑ ϵ ∫ ~f_ϵ(η)l^R_{ρ,ϵ}(ξ, η)dη where the singular part is l^S_{ρ,ϵ} = ϵ⟨χ_+ψ^{S,+}_ϵ (η), χ_+σ_3(iξψ^{S,+}_ρ (ξ) − ∂_xψ^{S,+}_ρ (ξ))⟩ + ϵ⟨χ_−ψ^{S,−}_ϵ (η), χ_−σ_3(iξψ^{S,−}_ρ (ξ) − ∂_xψ^{S,−}_ρ (ξ))⟩ and the regular part is (omitting the η and ξ dependence in the functions) l^R_{ρ,ϵ} = ϵ⟨ψ^R_ϵ , σ_3(iξψ^S_ρ − ∂_xψ^S_ρ )⟩ + ϵ⟨ψ^S_ϵ , σ_3(iξψ^R_ρ − ∂_xψ^R_ρ )⟩ + ϵ⟨ψ^R_ϵ , σ_3(iξψ^R_ρ − ∂_xψ^R_ρ )⟩ + ϵ⟨χ_+ψ^{S,+}_ϵ , χ_−σ_3(iξψ^{S,−}_ρ − ∂_xψ^{S,−}_ρ )⟩ + ϵ⟨χ_−ψ^{S,−}_ϵ , χ_+σ_3(iξψ^{S,+}_ρ − ∂_xψ^{S,+}_ρ )⟩ + ϵ⟨ψ^S_ϵ , −χ^′_+ψ^{S,+}_ρ − χ^′_−ψ^{S,−}_ρ ⟩. Computation of the regular part l^R_{ρ,ϵ}. We use for the first term the identity (5.36) iξψ^{S,±}_ρ (ξ) − ∂_xψ^{S,±}_ρ (ξ) = 2iξa^±_−(ξ)e^{−ixξ}e_{r(ρ)} with r(ρ) = 1 if ρ = + and r(ρ) = 2 if ρ = −, and where |∂^l_ξa^±_−(ξ)| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1−l}. Appealing in addition to the identities-(5.7)-(5.8) (5.9) and the vanishing at zero frequency as expressed in (5.15) and (5.16) shows that l^R_{ρ,ϵ} is of the form l^R_{ρ,ϵ}(η, ξ) = ∑ λμ ∫ W_{λμ}(η, ξ, x)e^{i(λξ+μη)} dx for some functions W_{λμ} satisfying |∂^k_x ∂^l_η∂^m_ξ (^{Wλμ}_{ηξ} )| ≲ ⟨η⟩^{−1−l}⟨ξ⟩^{−1−m}e^{−β|x|}. Therefore, after integrating parts, one obtains that the symbol l^R_{ρ,ϵ} satisfies the estimates (5.32)-(5.33). Computation of the singular part l^S_{ρ,ϵ}. An examination of the formula for ψ^S shows that l^S_{ρ,ϵ} = 0 if ϵ ≠ ρ. If ϵ = ρ, as σ_3ψ^{S,±}_ρ = ρψ^{S,±}_ρ we get l^S_{ρ,ρ} = ⟨χ_+ψ^{S,+}_ρ (η), χ_+(iξψ^{S,+}_ρ (ξ) − ∂_xψ^{S,+}_ρ (ξ))⟩ + ⟨χ_−ψ^{S,−}_ρ (η), χ_−(iξψ^{S,−}_ρ (ξ) − ∂_xψ^{S,−}_ρ (ξ))⟩ By (5.36), this becomes l^S_{ρ,ρ} = −2iξa^+_−(ξ)⟨χ_+ψ^{S,+}_ρ (η), χ_+e^{−ixξ}e_{r(ρ)}⟩ − 2iξa^−(ξ)⟨χ_−ψ^{S,−}_ρ (η), χ_−e^{−ixξ}e_{r(ρ)}⟩. By the formula (5.31) giving a^±_−, we further get l^S_{ρ,ρ} = −2iξr(|ξ|)⟨χ_{−sgn(ξ)}ψ^{S,−sgn(ξ)}_ρ (η), χ_{−sgn(ξ)}e^{−ixξ}e_{r(ρ)}⟩ To compute the integral, we decompose by (5.34) and (5.35) ψ^{S,−sgn(ξ)} ρ (η) = ∑ α∈{±} a^{−sgn(ξ)} α (η)e^{iαxη} e_{r(ρ)}.

Recalling the identity

(5.37) {(χ_±)^2(ξ) = √ π 2 δ(ξ) ± pϕ(ξ) iξ + pψ(ξ), where ϕ and ψ are even Schwartz functions and ∫ ϕ = 1 (see Section 4 in [21] for a proof), we get l^S_{ρ,ρ} = − ∑ α 2iξr(|ξ|)a^{sgn(ξ)}_α (η) ( πδ(αη + ξ) + √ 2πsgn(ξ) pϕ(αη + ξ) i(αη + ξ) + √ 2π pψ(αη + ξ) ) . The first two terms account for L_{0,δ} and L_{0,p.v.}. As for the last term, it can be integrated into the regular symbol by defining eventually l_{ρ,ϵ}(η, ξ) = l^R_{ρ,ϵ}(η, ξ) − ∑ α 2iξr(|ξ|)a^{sgn(ξ)}_α (η) √ 2π pψ(αη + ξ). Indeed, it is obvious that the second term satisfies (5.32). It also satisfies (5.33) because of the cancellations lim_{η↑0} a^λ_+(η) + lim_{η↑0} a^λ_−(η) = lim_{η↓0} a^λ_+(η) + lim_{η↓0} a^λ_−(η) = 0 for any λ, because of (5.31). □ Lemma 5.15 (Multiplication by a Schwartz function). If V is in the Schwartz class, there exist smooth symbols (s^V_{ρλ}) for ρ, λ = ± such that ~F_ρ(V f)(ξ) = ∑ λ∈{±} ∫ s^V_{ρλ}(ξ, η) ~f_λ(η) dη. These symbols satisfy the estimates (5.29) and (5.30). Proof. Arguing as in the proof of the previous lemma, we find that s^V_{ρλ}(ξ, η) = λ √ 2π ⟨V ψ_λ(η) , ψ_ρ(ξ)⟩. The proof can then proceed similarly; details are omitted. □ 6. Nonlinear spectral distributions 6.1. Quadratic spectral distributions.

Proposition 6.1. For any W ∈ S, there exists functions (m^W_{jkℓ,μνρ})_{j,k,ℓ=1,2μ,ν,ρ=±} such that, if f = (f_1, f_2)^⊤, g = (g_1, g_2)^⊤ ∈ S are such that P_ef = f and P_eg = g, (6.1) ~F_ρ(W f_jg_ke_ℓ)(ξ) = ∑ λ,μ=± ∫ ~f_λ(η)~g_μ(σ)m^W_{jkℓ,λμρ}(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ. The functions (m^W_{jkℓ,μνρ})_{j,k,ℓ=1,2μ,ν,ρ=±} are given by m^W_{jkℓ,λμρ}(ξ, η, σ) = (−1)^{ℓ−1} (2π)^{3/2} λμ ∫ W (x)(ψ_λ(x, η) · e_j )(ψ_μ(x, σ) · e_k)(ψ_ρ(x, ξ) · e_ℓ) dx. (6.2)

The symbol m = m^W_{jkℓ,μνρ} is smooth outside the set {ξησ = 0}. It satisfies | |∂_{aξ} ∂_{bη} ∂_{cξ} m | | ≲ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η ± σ⟩^2 (6.3)

(where it is understood that all combinations of ± signs are allowed above). It vahishes for η = 0 or σ = 0, which can be captured by the following inequality, valid if ξησ ≠ 0, | |∂^a_ξ ∂^b_η∂^c_ξ m ησ | | ≲ 1 ⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η ± σ⟩^2 . (6.4)

Proof. Let f, g, h ∈ S. By definition of the distorted Fourier transform, the formula for the inverse Fourier transform (5.23), and using that σ_3e_ℓ = (−1)^{ℓ−1}e_ℓ,

~F_ρ(W f_jg_ke_ℓ)(ξ) = (−1)^{ℓ−1} (2π)^{3/2} ∑ λ,μ λμ ∫ W (x)(ψ_ρ(x, ξ) · e_ℓ) (∫ ~f_λ(η)ψ_λ(x, η) · e_j dη ) (∫ ~g_μ(σ)ψ_μ(x, σ) · e_k dσ ) dx, which gives (6.2) after switching the order of integration (this is justified since all integrals are absolutely convergent).

Proof of (6.3) We now rely on the decomposition of Proposition 5.2 for ψ_ρ, ψ_λ, ψ_μ, to expand the above formula. This gives a variety of different terms, which can be written ∫ W (x)ψ^A(x, ξ)ψ^B (x, η)ψ^C (x, σ) dx with A, B, C either S, or R (we omit various indices to alleviate notations). Writing ψ^A(x, ξ) = e^{±ixξ}θ^A(x, ξ), the bounds in Proposition 5.2 imply that |∂_xθ^A(x, ξ)| ≲ 1 and |∂^2_xθ^A(x, ξ)| ≲ 1. For |ξ ± η ± σ| ≤ 1, the bound | | ∫ W (x)ψ^A(x, ξ)ψ^B (x, η)ψ^C (x, σ) dx | | ≲ 1 is immediate as W is Schwartz. For |ξ ± η ± σ| ≥ 1, integrating by parts twice, one obtains | | ∫ W (x)e^{ix(ξ±η±σ)}θ^A(x, ξ)θ^B(x, η)θ^C (x, σ) dx | | ≲ 1 |ξ ± η ± σ|^2 ∫ |∂^2_x(W (x)θ^A(x, ξ)θ^B (x, η)θ^C (x, σ))| dx ≲ 1 |ξ ± η ± σ|^2 . Combining, we get the inequality (6.3) when a = b = c = 0; the case where a, b, c are not zero can be treated identically.

Proof of (6.4) In order to prove (6.4), we need to examine carefully the cancellation of the generalized eigenvectors at zero frequency. The quantity that we want to control is ∫ W (x)ψ(x, ξ) ψ(x, η) η ψ(x, σ) σ dx,

(once again dropping indices), and it suffices here to appeal to (5.15) to bound^{ψ(x,η)}_η . With this estimate, the desired bound (6.4) follows by the same argument used to prove (6.3) (notice that powers of ⟨x⟩ are not detrimental, since they can be absorbed by the rapidly decaying factor W (x)). □

We will also need to characterize quadratic spectral distributions for scalar-valued (as opposed to function-valued) bilinear operators. This is the content of the following proposition, which can be proved in an almost identical way to the above.

Proposition 6.2. For any W ∈ S, there exists functions (m^W_{jk,μν})_{j,k=1,2μ,ν=±} such that, if f =

(f_1, f_2)^⊤, g = (g_1, g_2)^⊤ ∈ S are such that P_ef = f and P_eg = g,

(6.5) ∫ W f_jg_k dx = ∑ λ,μ=± ∫ ~f_λ(η)~g_μ(σ)m^W_{jk,λμ}(η, σ) dη dσ. The functions (m^W_{jkℓ,μνρ})_{j,k,ℓ=1,2μ,ν,ρ=±} are given by m^W_{jkℓ,λμρ}(ξ, η, σ) = (−1)^{ℓ−1} (2π)^{3/2} λμ ∫ W (x)(ψ_λ(x, η) · e_j)(ψ_μ(x, σ) · e_k) dx. (6.6)

The symbol m = m^W_{jkℓ,λμρ}(ξ, η, σ) is smooth outside the set {ξη = 0}. It satisfies, for all b, c, and ησ ≠ 0,

(6.7) | |∂^b_η∂^c_ξ m(η, σ) | | ≲ ∑ ± 1 ⟨η ± σ⟩^2 . It vahishes for η = 0 or σ = 0, which can be captured by the following inequality, if ησ ≠ 0, | | |∂^bη ∂^cξ m(η, σ) ησ | | | ≲ 1 ⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨η ± σ⟩^2 . (6.8)

6.2. Cubic spectral distribution.

Proposition 6.3 (Structure of the cubic spectral distribution). Let W (x) be a smooth function, such that W (x) − L and its derivatives decay super-polynomially as x → ±∞ for a constant L. There exist distributions (m^W_{jkℓm,λμνρ})_{j,k,ℓ,m=1,2λ,μ,ν,ρ=±} such that, if f, g, h ∈ S, then

(6.9) ~F_ρ(W f_jg_kh_ℓe_m)(ξ) = ∑ λ,μ,ν=± ∫∫∫ ~f_λ(η)~g_μ(σ)~h_ν (ζ)m^W_{jkℓm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ. Formally, the distribution m^W_{jkℓm,λμνρ} is given by the formula

m^W_{jkℓm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = (−1)^{m−1} 4π^2 λμν ∫ W (x)(ψ_λ(x, η) · e_j )(ψ_μ(x, σ) · e_k)(ψ_ν (x, ζ) · e_ℓ)(ψ_ρ(x, ξ) · e_m) dx.

(6.10)

It can be decomposed into (6.11) m^W_{jkℓm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = m^S_{jkℓm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) + m^R_{jkℓm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) where

(i) The singular part m^S_{jkℓm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) can be written

m^S_{jkℓm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = Lλμν ∑ ϵ=± ∑ α,β,γ,δ=± a^ϵ_{jkℓm,λμνρ} αβγδ (ξ, η, σ, ζ) [ 1 4π δ(p) + 1 (2π)^32 ϵ p. v. pϕ(p) ip ] , p = αξ − βη − γσ − δζ.

(6.12)

Here, ϕ is a smooth, even, real-valued, compactly supported function with integral 1, and the coefficients are given by (6.13) a^ϵ_{jkℓm,λμνρ} αβγδ (ξ, η, σ, ζ) = (−1)^{m−1}a^{λ,j,ϵ}_β (η)a^{μ,k,ϵ}_γ (σ)a^{ν,ℓ,ϵ}_δ (ζ)a^{ρ,m,ϵ}_α (ξ) where a^{λ,r,ϵ}_α (ξ) is defined in (5.35).

(ii) The symbol of the regular part m = m^R_{jkℓm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) is smooth outside the set {ξησζ = 0} and satisfies the inequality |∂^a_ξ ∂^b_η∂^c_σ∂^d_ζ m(ξ, η, σ, ζ)| + ⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩⟨ζ⟩ | |∂^a_ξ ∂^b_η ∂^c_σ∂^d_ζ 1 ησζ m(ξ, η, σ, ζ) | | ≲ ∑ 1 ⟨ξ ± η ± σ ± ζ⟩^2 where the sum above is over all combinations of {±}.

Proof. By definition of the distorted Fourier transform, the formula for the inverse Fourier transform (5.23), and using that σ_3e_ℓ = (−1)^{ℓ−1}e_ℓ, ~F_ρ(W f_jg_kh_ℓe_m)(ξ) = (−1)^{m−1} 4π^2 ∑ λ,μ,ν ∫ W (x)(ψ_ρ(x, ξ) · e_ℓ) ( λ ∫ ~f_λ(η)ψ_λ(x, η) · e_j dη )

( μ ∫ ~g_μ(σ)ψ_μ(x, σ) · e_k dσ ) ( ν ∫ ~h_ν (ζ)ψ_μ(x, ζ) · e_ℓ dζ ) dx. In order to exchange the order of integration, we add a smooth cutoff in x, making all integrals absolutely convergent: for w a smooth cutoff function, the above is

. . . = lim_{R→∞} (−1)^{m−1} 4π^2 ∑ λ,μ,ν λμν ∫ W (x)w ( x R ) (ψ_ρ(x, ξ) · e_m) (∫ ~f_λ(η)ψ_λ(x, η) · e_j dη )

(∫ ~g_μ(σ)ψ_μ(x, σ) · e_k dσ ) (∫ ~h_ν (ζ)ψ_ν (x, ζ) · e_ℓ dζ ) dx. = lim_{R→∞} (−1)^{m−1} 4π^2 ∑ λ,μ,ν λμν ∫ ~f_λ(η)~g_μ(σ)~h_ν (ζ) [∫ W (x)w ( x R ) (ψ_ρ(x, ξ) · e_m)(ψ_λ(x, η) · e_j )(ψ_μ(x, σ) · e_k)(ψ_ν (x, ζ) · e_ℓ) dx ] dη dσ dζ.

(6.14)

This term between brackets converges in the sense of distributions as R → ∞, giving the formula (6.10). We now split the generalized eigenfunctions ψ into their singular and regular parts ψ^S and ψ^R as in (5.17), and split further ψ^S into two pieces localized on the left and right half-lines according to (5.34) ψ^S_λ (x, ξ) = χ_+(x)ψ^{S,+}_λ (x, ξ) + χ_−(x)ψ^{S,−}_λ (x, ξ).

We can now decompose m^W_{jkℓm,λμνρ} into a singular and a regular part. The singular part consists of interactions between the singular parts of the generalized eigenfunctions, which furthermore are all concentrated either on the left (ψ^{S,−}_λ ), or on the right half-line (ψ^{S,+}_λ ). Finally, when focusing on either of these half-lines, we can replace W by L, the remainder being regular. This leads to the formula m^S_{jkℓm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = (−1)^{m−1} 4π^2 Lλμν ∑ ϵ ∫ (χ_ϵ(x))^4(ψ^{S,ϵ}_ρ (x, ξ) · e_m)(ψ^{S,ϵ}_λ (x, η) · e_j )(ψ^{S,ϵ}_μ (x, σ) · e_k)(ψ^{S,ϵ}_ν (x, ζ) · e_ℓ) dx.

From the formula giving ψ^{S,ϵ}_λ , it follows that

m^S_{jkℓm,λμνρ} = (−1)^{m−1} (2π)^32 Lλμν ∑ ϵ ∑ α,β,γ,δ pF((χ_ϵ)^4)(αξ − βη − γσ − δζ)a^ϵ_{jkℓm,λμνρ} αβγδ (ξ, η, σ, ζ). (6.15)

Finally, formula (6.12) follows from the identity (5.37) (slightly abusing the notation to ease it by still using ϕ and ψ) that gives { (χ_±)^4(ξ) = √ π 2 δ(ξ) ± pϕ(ξ) iξ + pψ(ξ). There remains to discuss the regular part. It consists of all the terms appearing in m^W_{jkℓm,λμνρ} which were not kept in m^S_{jkℓm,λμνρ}, namely λμν(−1)^{m−1}m^R_{jkℓm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = ∑ A,B,C,D∈{S,R} {A,B,C,D}≠{S,S,S,S}

∫ (ψ^A_λ (x, η) · e_j )(ψ^B_μ (x, σ) · e_k)(ψ^C_ν (x, ζ) · e_ℓ)(ψ^D_ρ (x, ξ) · e_m)dx

+ ∑ ϵ_1,ϵ_2,ϵ_3,ϵ_4∈{±} not all ϵ_i equal

∫ χ_{ϵ1} (x)χ_{ϵ2} (x)χ_{ϵ3} (x)χ_{ϵ4} (x)(ψ^A_λ (x, η) · e_j )(ψ^B_μ (x, σ) · e_k)(ψ^C_ν (x, ζ) · e_ℓ)(ψ^D_ρ (x, ξ) · e_m)dx

+ ∑ ϵ ∫ (χ_ϵ(x))^4(W (x) − L)(ψ^{S,ϵ}_ρ (x, ξ) · e_m)(ψ^{S,ϵ}_λ (x, η) · e_j )(ψ^{S,ϵ}_μ (x, σ) · e_k)(ψ^{S,ϵ}_ν (x, ζ) · e_ℓ) dx. This term can be treated like the quadratic spectral distribution; details are omitted. □

7. Linear estimates

We prove here local and global decay estimates for the vector Schrödinger operator H = H_0 + V , and investigate the effect of conjugating symmetry generators by the linear group. This is done under the assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3).

7.1. Global decay estimates. Projecting a linear solution on the continuous spectrum, it enjoys the expected decay t^{−1/2}, as follows from the following proposition, which makes precise which norms of the data have to be controlled.

Lemma 7.1. For a symbol a(ξ) such that | |∂_{kξ} a(ξ) | | ≲_k ⟨ξ⟩_{−k}, and under the assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3), there holds (7.1) ‖e^{itH}P_eh‖_L∞ + ‖W_ρa( ~D)e^{itH}P_eh‖_{L∞} ≲ min ( t^{−1/2}‖~h‖_L∞ + t^{−3/4}‖∂_ξ~h‖_{L2} , ‖~h‖_L1 )

(we recall that the wave operator is defined by W_ρ = pF^{−1} ~F_ρ).

Proof. The expressions for e^{itH}h and W_ρa( ~D)e^{itH}h are similar: e^{itH}h = 1 √ 2π ∫ e^{it(1+ξ2)}~h_+(ξ)ψ_+(x, ξ) dξ − 1 √ 2π ∫ e^{−it(1+ξ2 )}~h_−(ξ)ψ_−(x, ξ) dξ W_ρa( ~D)e^{itH}h = 1 √ 2π ∫ e^{−itρ(1+ξ2 )}a(ξ)~h_ρ(ξ)e^{ixξ} e_1 dξ. It is immediate that these expressions can be bounded pointwise by ‖~h‖_L1 . The other bound in 7.1 follows from Lemma 7.2 below. Indeed, this lemma can be applied to the two expressions above, choosing g = ~f, and then decomposing ψ_±(x, ξ) as in Lemma 5.2, and choosing a(x, ξ) and X for each element of the decomposition appropriately. □

Lemma 7.2. Consider a function a(x, ξ) defined on I × R_+ and such that (7.2) |a(x, ξ)| + ⟨ξ⟩|∂_ξ a(x, ξ)| ≲ 1, ∀x ∈ I, ∀ξ ∈ R_+ , and for every X ∈ R, consider the oscillatory integral (7.3) I(t, X, x) = ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{it(ξ−X)2} a(x, ξ)g(ξ)dξ, t > 0, x ∈ I. It can be bounded uniformly in X, t and x by (7.4) |I(t, X, x)| ≲ t^{−1/2}‖g‖_L∞ + t^{−3/4}‖∂_ξ g‖_{L2} . Proof. The statement is a variant of the van der Corput lemma, which already appeared in [22]; we give the short proof here for completeness. Let us consider the case X ≥ 0. We split I(t, X, x) = (∫ [X−t^{−1/2},X+t^{−1/2}]∩R_+ + ∫ R_+\[X−t^{−1/2},X+t^{−1/2}] ) e^{it(ξ−X)2} a(x, ξ)g(ξ)dξ = I_1(t, X, x) + I_2(t, X, x). The first bound is immediate: (7.5) |I_1| ≲ t^{−1/2}‖g‖_L∞ .

For I_2, we split again (7.6) I_2(t, X, x) = (∫_{+∞} X+t^{−1/2} + ∫_{X−t}−1/2 0 ) e^{it(ξ−X)2} a(x, ξ)g(ξ)dξ = I_3(t, X, x) + I_4(t, X, x), with the convention that I_4 is defined only if X ≥ t^{−1/2}. For I_3, we integrate by parts to obtain |I_3| ≲ t^{−1/2}‖g‖_L∞ + 1 t ∫_{+∞} X+t^{−1/2} 1 |ξ − X| |∂_ξ (a(x, ξ)g(ξ))|dξ + 1 t ∫_{+∞} X+t^{−1/2} 1 |ξ − X|^2 |a(x, ξ)g(ξ)|dξ ≲ t^{−1/2}‖g‖_L∞ + 1 t ∫_{+∞} X+t^{−1/2} 1 |ξ − X|⟨ξ⟩ |g(ξ)|dξ + 1 t ∫_{+∞} X+t^{−1/2} 1 |ξ − X| |∂_ξg(ξ)|dξ + 1 t ∫_{+∞} X+t^{−1/2} 1 |ξ − X|^2 |a(x, ξ)g(ξ)|dξ. By Cauchy-Schwarz, this is ≲ t^{−1/2}‖g‖_L∞ + 1 t (∫_{+∞} X+t^{−1/2} 1 |ξ − X|^2 dξ )_{1/2} (∫_{+∞} X+t^{−1/2} 1 ⟨ξ⟩^2 dξ )_{1/2} ‖g(ξ)‖_L∞ + 1 t (∫_{+∞} X+t^{−1/2} 1 |ξ − X|^2 dξ )_{1/2} ‖∂_ξ g(ξ)‖_L2 + 1 t ∫_{+∞} X+t^{−1/2} 1 |ξ − X|^2 dξ‖g(ξ)‖_L∞ ≲ t^{−1/2}‖g‖_L∞ + t^{−3/4}‖g(ξ)‖_L∞ + t^{−3/4}‖∂_ξg(ξ)‖_L2 + t^{−1/2}‖g(ξ)‖_L∞ . Turning to I_4, if X ≤ 2t^{−1/2}, we have the crude estimate (7.7) |I_4| ≲ t^{−1/2}‖g‖_L∞ . If X ≥ 2t^{−1/2}, we decompose (7.8) |I_4(t, X, x)| = (∫_{t−1/2} 0 + ∫_{X−t}−1/2 t^{−1/2} ) e^{it(ξ−X)2} a(x, ξ) ~f (ξ) dξ = I_5(t, X, x) + I_6(t, X, x). It is easy to see that |I_5| ≲ t^{−1/2}‖ ~f‖_L∞ , and I_6 can be estimated in the same way as I_3. □

7.2. Improved local decay estimates. Since we are assuming that the linearized problem does not exhibit a resonance, the local decay is stronger than t^{−1/2}. Under the assumption that the distorted Fourier transform of the data is in H^1, the local decay rate becomes t^{−1}, as is stated in the following proposition.

Lemma 7.3. If ~h(0) = 0, there holds for any t ≠ 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 ⟨x⟩ e^{itH}P_eh ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞} ≲ 1 t [ ‖~h‖_L2 + ‖∂_ξ~h‖_L2 ] . Proof. Recall that e^{itH}h = 1 √ 2π ∫ R e^{it(1+ξ2 )}~h_+(ξ)ψ_+(x, ξ) dξ − 1 √ 2π ∫ R e^{−it(1+ξ2 )}~h_−(ξ)ψ_−(x, ξ) dξ.

Further splitting the right-hand side between the contributions of ξ > 0 and ξ < 0, there are four summands, which can be treated very similarly. For the sake of concreteness, we will bound 1 ⟨x⟩ ∫_∞ 0 e^{it(1+ξ2)}~h_+(ξ)ψ_+(x, ξ) dξ = 1 ⟨x⟩ ∫_∞ 0 e^{it(1+ξ2 )}~h_+(ξ)F_+(x, ξ) dξ. Integrating by parts in ξ using the identity^1_{2itξ} ∂_ξe^{it(1+ξ2 )} = e^{it(1+ξ2 )}, and using that boundary terms cancel since ~h(0) = 0 and F_+(x, 0) = 0, this becomes − 1 ⟨x⟩ ∫_∞ 0 e^{it(1+ξ2 )} 2itξ [ ∂_ξ~h_+(ξ)F_+(x, ξ) + ~h_+(ξ)∂_ξ F_+(x, ξ) ] dξ. We now bound |F_+(x, ξ)| using (5.15), and |∂_ξF_+(x, ξ)| by ⟨x⟩ (which follows by inspection of the formula (5.7) giving ∂_ξF_+). This gives for the above the bound 1 t ∫_∞ 0 [ |∂_ξ~h_+(ξ)| min(ξ⟨x⟩, 1) ξ⟨x⟩ + |~h_+(ξ)| ξ ] dξ ≲ 1 t [ ‖∂_ξ~h_+‖_L2 + ‖~h_+‖_L2 ] . This is the desired estimate! □

7.3. Conjugating symmetry generators by the linear group. A basic idea of the approach pursued in the present article is to filter the nonlinear equation by the linear evolution group. When modulating along the manifold of solitary waves, this leads naturally to conjugating the generators of the symmetries of the equation by the linear group. The following proposition extracts the leading order contribution for such conjugation operations.

Proposition 7.4. Assume f = P_ef. Then ~Fe^{−itH}σ_3e^{itH}f = σ_3 ~f + e^{−it(ω+ξ2)}L_Re^{it(ω+ξ2 )} ~f and ~Fe^{−itH}∂_xe^{itH}f = iξ ~f + e^{−it(ω+ξ2 )}L_0e^{it(ω+ξ2 )} ~f where the conjugated lower order operators e^{−it(ω+ξ2)}L_Re^{it(ω+ξ2 )} and e^{−it(ω+ξ2)}L_0e^{it(ω+ξ2)} are bounded from L^2 to L^2, from L^{2,1} to L^{2,1} and from H^1 ∩ { ~f(0) = 0} to H^1 ∩ { ~f(0) = 0}, uniformly in t ∈ R.

Proof. We have by Lemma 5.14 e^{−it(ω+ξ2)}L_0e^{it(ω+ξ2 )} ~f = L_{0,δ} ~f + e^{−it(ω+ξ2)}L_{0,p.v.}e^{it(ω+ξ2 )} ~f + e^{−it(ω+ξ2)}L^′_Re^{it(ω+ξ2 )} ~f. The boundedness of L_{0,δ} in the desired spaces is immediate, since ξr is uniformly bounded thanks to (5.4).

Boundedness for the regular part. We have (e^{−it(ω+ξ2 )}L^′_Re^{it(ω+ξ2 )} ~f)_ρ(ξ) = ∑ ϵ=± ∫ e^{it[ϵ(ω+η2 )−ρ(1+ξ2)]} ~f_ϵ(η)l(η, ξ)dη. where we simplified the notation of the symbol to ease notations. As l(η, 0) = 0, the above vanishes at zero frequency ξ = 0. Since |l(ξ, η)| ≲ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ±η⟩^2 , the above is bounded from

L^2 to L^2 and L^{2,1} to L^{2,1} by the Young inequality for convolution. Taking derivatives in ξ gives the expression (7.9) −2iρtξ ∑ ϵ=± ∫ e^{it[ϵ(ω+η2)−ρ(1+ξ2 )]} ~f_ϵ(η)l(η, ξ)dη + {easier terms}. In the easier cases, the derivative hits the symbol l what can be bounded as previously thanks to the Young inequality. The first term can be integrated by parts, equalling ρϵξ ∑ ϵ=± ∫ e^{it[ϵ(ω+η2 )−ρ(1+ξ2)]}∂_η ~f_ϵ(η) l(η, ξ) η dη

+ ρϵξ ∑ ϵ=± ∫ e^{it[ϵ(ω+η2 )−ρ(1+ξ2)]} ~f_ϵ(η)∂_η ( l(η, ξ) η ) dη (notice that there are no boundary terms since ~f(0) = 0). For ~f ∈ H^1 ∩ { ~f(0) = 0}, both terms above can be bounded in L^2 uniformly in t, by using (5.33) and the same arguments used to prove L^2 and L^{2,1} boundedness.

Boundedness for the p. v. part. Again, since ξr is uniformly bounded and vanishes at ξ = 0, to show the desired bounds for this operator it suffices to show them for the expression ∑ α ∫ e^{itρ(η2 −ξ2)} ~f_ρ(η)a^{−sgn(ξ)}_α (η) pϕ(αη + ξ) αη + ξ dη. The coefficient a^{−sgn(ξ)}_α (η) is bounded, and can be ignored as far as L^p estimates are concerned. The convolution kernel^{pϕ(αη+ξ)}_{αη+ξ} corresponds to a truncated Hilbert transform which is bounded on L^2. Due to the rapid decay of pϕ, this operator acts like a local operator, and is thus also bounded on L^{2,1}.

Changing variables to ~η = αη + ξ, the above equals ∑ α ∫ e^{itρ(−2ξ~η+~η2)} ~f_ρ(α(~η − ξ))a^{−sgn(ξ)}_α (α(~η − ξ)) pϕ(~η) ~η d~η, which, differentiated with respect to ξ, equals −2itρ ∑ α ∫ e^{itρ(−2ξ~η+~η2)} ~f_ρ(α(~η − ξ))a^{−sgn(ξ)}_α (α(~η − ξ))pϕ(~η)d~η + {easier terms}. Notice that there are no boundary terms at ξ = η̃ thanks to the cancellation f̃(0) = 0. In the easier terms, the derivative hits ~f_ρ(α(ξ − ~η))a^{−sgn(ξ)}_α (α(ξ − ~η)) which can be treated as previously for the L^2 → L^2 bound. To estimate the main term, we go back to original variables η = α(η̃ − ξ) and sum over α to write it under the form −2itρ ∫ e^{itρ(η2 −ξ2)} ~f_ρ(η)s(η, ξ)dη with symbol s(η, ξ) = a^{−sgn(ξ)}_+ (η)pϕ(η + ξ) + a^{−sgn(ξ)}_− (η)pϕ(−η + ξ). This symbol satisfies |∂^j_η(^s_η )| ≲^1_{⟨η⟩} ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ±η⟩ for j = 0, 1 because of the cancellation limη↑0 a λ +(η) + lim_{η↑0} a^λ_−(η) = lim_{η↓0} a^λ_+(η) + lim_{η↓0} a^λ_−(η) = 0 and as ϕ is Schwartz. One can therefore perform the same integration by parts to bound this term as for the previous term (7.9) appearing in the regular part.

Thus, e^{−it(ω+ξ2 )}L_{0,p.v.}e^{it(ω+ξ2)} is bounded from H^1 ∩ { ~f(0) = 0} to H^1 ∩ { ~f(0) = 0}, uniformly in t ∈ R. Finally, the proof of the boudedness of e^{−it(ω+ξ2)}L_Re^{it(ω+ξ2 )} is exactly as that of e^{−it(ω+ξ2 )}L^′_Re^{it(ω+ξ2)}. □ 8. Writing the equations 8.1. Decomposition into radiation and solitary wave.

8.1.1. Modulation and linearization. For γ, p, y ∈ C^1([0, T ], R) and ω ∈ C^1([0, T ], (0, ω^∗)) we write (8.1) v(t, x) = e^{i(px−γ)}(Φ_ω + u(t))(x + y). Expanding in u, (NLS) becomes (8.2) i∂_tu − ∂^2_xu + ωu − V_+u − V_−u = N(u, u) + mod where

N(u, u) = V_{++}u^2 + V_{−−}u^2 + V_{+−}|u|^2 + V_{++−}|u|^2u + V_{+−−}|u|^2u + V_{+++}u^3 + V_{−−−}u^3

(8.3)

+ {higher order terms} and mod = (ω − p^2 − γ̇)(Φ_ω + u) − iω̇∂_ωΦ_ω + i(2p − ẏ)(∂_xΦ_ω + ∂_xu) + ṗ(xΦ_ω + xu) with the ”linear potentials” (writing Φ = Φ_ω below to ease notations) V_+ = F^′(Φ^2) + F^{′′}(Φ^2)Φ^2 V_− = F^{′′}(Φ^2)Φ^2, the ”quadratic potentials” V_{++} = F^{′′}(Φ^2)Φ + 1 2 F^{′′′}(Φ^2)Φ^3 V_{−−} = 1 2 F^{′′′}(Φ^2)Φ^3 V_{+−} = 2F^{′′}(Φ^2)Φ + F^{′′′}(Φ^2)Φ^3 and the ”cubic potentials” V_{++−} = F^{′′}(Φ^2) + 2F^{′′′}(Φ^2)Φ^2 + 1 2 F^{′′′′}(Φ^2)Φ^4 V_{+−−} = 3 2 F^{′′′}(Φ^2)Φ^2 + 1 2 F^{′′′′}(Φ^2)Φ^4

V_{+++} = 1 2 F^{′′′}(Φ^2)Φ^2 + 1 6 F^{′′′′}(Φ^2)Φ^4 V_{−−−} = 1 6 F^{′′′′}(Φ^2)Φ^4.

All these potentials decay rapidly, except for V_{++−}.

The parameters ω, γ, p, y will be chosen in Subsection 8.3 so as to perform an orthogonal projection onto the family of solitons. These parameters give thus the closest soliton e^{i(px−γ)}Φ_ω(x + y) and are time-dependent. Equation (8.2) is thus the linearization around this closest soliton, and will be used to compute the modulation parameters γ, ω, p, y.

The next problem to deal with is that the linear operator u → −∂^2_xu + ωu − V_+u − V_−u is not complex-linear. In order to handle this difficulty, we turn the equation into a (complex) vector equation by setting

(8.4) U = ( U_1 U_2 ) = ( u u ) . The new unknown U satisfies the reality condition

(8.5) σ_1U = U.

The linearized equation around a time-dependent soliton (8.2) can now be written

(8.6) i∂_tU + H_ωU = N (U) + Mod

Above, the linearised operator is defined as

(8.7) H_ω = H_0 + V_ω, H_0 = ( −∂^2_x + ω 0 0 ∂^2_x − ω ) , where

V_ω = ( V_1 V_2 −V_2 −V_1 ) , ( V_1 V_2 ) = − ( V_+ V_− ) , and the nonlinear term N and the modulation term Mod are given by

N (U) = ( N_1(U) N_2(U) ) = ( N(U_1, U_2) −N(U_2, U_1) ) , (8.8)

Mod = (ω − p^2 − γ̇)(Ξ_0 + σ_3U) − iω̇Ξ_1 + i(2p − ẏ)(Ξ_2 + ∂_xU) + ṗ(Ξ_3 + xσ_3U),

(8.9)

where Ξ_j = Ξ_j[ω].

8.1.2. A second decomposition, linearizing halfway to the final soliton. In order to control the radiation u, we will use the distorted Fourier transform associated to a time-independent soliton Φ_ω, and to a time-independent momentum p in the renormalisation. We thus pick two time-independent parameters (ω, p) ∈ (0, ω^∗) × R and define the change of unknown (8.10) U = e^{i(p−p)σ3x}U. This new unknown still satisfies the reality condition σ_1U = U, and it solves the following equation

(8.11) i∂_tU + H_ωU = N (U ) + Mod_Φ + Mod_U + E

(here and in the remainder of the text, we use the convention that underlined quantities depend on ω while non-underlined quantities depend on ω) where the two modulation terms are Mod_Φ = e^{i(p−p)σ3x} ( (ω − p^2 − γ̇)Ξ_0 − iω̇Ξ_1 + i(2p − ẏ)Ξ_2 + ṗΞ_3 ) , Mod_U = [ (ω − p^2 − γ̇) + (2p − ẏ)(p − p) − (p − p)^2 + ω − ω ] σ_3U + i[2p − ẏ + 2(p − p)]∂_xU, and E contains the error in the linearization of the potential term and in the renormalisation of the nonlinear terms E = (V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U + e^{i(p−p)σ3x}N (e^{i(p−p)σ3x}U) − N (U). (8.12)

The parameters ω and p will correspond to the limits of ω and p as t → ∞. Thus, Equation (8.11) is the linearization halfway to the final soliton. It will be used to control the radiation U.

8.1.3. Projection on the continuous and discrete spectrum of the linearized operator. Following our convention that underlined quantities depend on ω, the spectral projectors associated to H_ω are denoted P_d = P_d[ω] and P_e = P_e[ω]. We decompose the remainder as U = U_d + U_e, (U_d, U_e) = (P_dU, P_eU).

By writing

U_d = 3∑ j=0 a_j Ξ_j

for constants a_0, a_1, a_2, a_3 ∈ R depending on time, we further decompose:

(8.13) U = U_e + 3∑ j=0 a_j Ξ_j.

The profile f can then be defined by projecting the solution on the essential spectrum, and filtering it by the linear group f = e^{−itHω} U_e It is such that σ_1f = f. Indeed, applying successively the identity H_ω = H_ω, the commutation relation (3.1), and the reality condition (8.5) σ_1f = σ_1e^{−itHω} U_e = σ_1e^{itHω} U_e = e^{−itHω} σ_1U_e = e^{−itHω} U_e = f. The profile f satisfies (8.14) i∂_tf = e^{−itHω} P_e ( N + Mod_Φ + Mod_U + E ) . The projected modulation of the soliton can be written as

P_eMod_Φ = P_e ( (ω − p^2 − γ̇)(e^{i(p−p)σ3x}Ξ_0 − Ξ_0) − iω̇(e^{i(p−p)σ3x}Ξ_1 − Ξ_1)

(8.15)

+ i(2p − ẏ))(e^{i(p−p)σ3x}Ξ_2 − Ξ_2) + ṗ(e^{i(p−p)σ3x}Ξ_3 − Ξ_3) ) .

Finally, the nonlinearity can be split into quadratic terms Q in U_e, cubic terms C in U_e, higher order terms T in U_e, and remainder nonlinear terms R which involve the discrete spectrum: P_ee^{−itHω} N = Q + C + T + R. The remainder nonlinear terms can be written e^{itHω} R = ∑ j=0,1 Q(U_e, a_j Ξ_j) + ∑ j,k=0,1 Q(a_j Ξ_j, a_kΞ_k) + ∑ j=0,1 C(U_e, U_e, a_j Ξ_j) + ∑ j,k=0,1 C(U_e, a_j Ξ_j , a_kΞ_k) + ∑ j,k,l=0,1 C(a_j Ξ_j, a_kΞ_k, a_lΞ_l)

+ {higher order terms}.

8.2. Viewing the equation for the radiation on the Fourier side. Taking the distorted Fourier transform with parameter ω, the Fourier transform of f satisfies the following reality condition:

(8.16) ( ~f_±(ξ) ~f_±(−ξ) ) = −S(−|ξ|) ( ~f_∓(−ξ) ~f_∓(ξ) )

Indeed, by Lemma 5.12, ( ~f_±(ξ) ~f_±(−ξ) ) = ( ~F(σ_1f)_±(ξ) ~F(σ_1f)_±(−ξ) ) = − ( ~F(f)_∓(ξ) ~F(f)_∓(−ξ) ) = −S(−|ξ|) ( ~f_∓(−ξ) ~f_∓(ξ) ) . The equation (8.14) for f becomes, on the Fourier side, (8.17) i∂_t ~f_ρ = e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ( ~N + ~ Mod_Φ + ~Mod_U + ~E ) . We shall split the nonlinear terms into e^{−itH}N = Q^R + C^S + C^R + T + R.

where

• The regular quadratic terms Q^R contain smooth quadratic spectral distributions. • The singular cubic terms C^S contain singular cubic spectral distributions. • The regular cubic terms C^R contain smooth cubic spectral distributions. • The remainder terms T are higher order.

• The remainder terms R involve nonlinear interactions with the discrete spectrum. . The regular quadratic terms Q^R. In frequency space, they can be written as

(8.18) ~F_ρQ^R(ξ) = ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦλμρ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f_λ(η) ~f_μ(σ)m^V_{jkl,λμρ}(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ with V localized, and Φ_{λμρ} = ρ(ω + ξ^2) − λ(ω + η^2) − μ(ω + σ^2).

We used a slightly imprecise notation above: the sum is taken over indices λ, μ, j, k, ℓ, with corresponding potentials V .

The singular cubic terms C^S originate in the cubic terms in e^{−itH}N which do not include a rapidly decaying potential, namely e^{−itH}V_{++−}(U^2_1 U_2e_1 − U_1U^2_2 e_2), which, becomes in frequency space e^{−iρt(ω+ξ2)} ~F_ρ[V_{++−}(U^2_1 U_2e_1 − U_1U^2_2 e_2)].

By Proposition 6.3, choosing W = V_{++−},

~F_ρ(V_{++−}U^2_1 U_2e_1)(ξ) = 1 4π^2 ∑ λ,μ,ν=± ∫ ~U_λ(η) ~U_μ(σ) ~U_ν (ζ)m^W_{1121,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ,

~F_ρ(V_{++−}U_1U^2_2 e_2)(ξ) = 1 4π^2 ∑ λ,μ,ν=± ∫ ~U_λ(η) ~U_μ(σ) ~U_ν (ζ)m^W_{2212,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ, which can also be written

~F_ρ(e^{−itH}V_{++−}U^2_1 U_2e_1)(ξ) = 1 4π^2 ∑ λ,μ,ν ∫ e^{−itΦλμνρ(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f_λ(η) ~f_μ(σ) ~f_ν (ζ)m^W_{1121,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ, ~F_ρ(e^{−itH}V_{++−}U_1U^2_2 e_2)(ξ) = 1 4π^2 ∑ λ,μ,ν ∫ e^{−itΦλμνρ(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f_λ(η) ~f_μ(σ) ~f_ν (ζ)m^W_{2212,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ, where (8.19) Φ_{λμνρ} = ρ(ω + ξ^2) − λ(ω + η^2) − μ(ω + σ^2) − ν(ω + ζ^2).

By formula (6.12), the cubic spectral distribution has a nontrivial singular part for specific values of λ, μ, ν: the formula simplifies to become

~F_+(e^{−itH}V_{++−}(U^2_1 U_2e_1 − U^2_2 U_1e_2))(ξ) = 1 4π^2 ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦ++−+(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f_+(η) ~f_+(σ) ~f_−(ζ)m^S_{1121,++−+}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ, + {regular part} ~F_−(e^{−itH}V_{++−}(U^2_1 U_2e_1 − U^2_2 U_1e_2))_ρ(ξ) = − 1 4π^2 ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦ−−+−(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f_−(η) ~f_−(σ) ~f_+(ζ)m^S_{2212,−−+−}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ + {regular part}.

The regular parts appearing in the sum above will be included in the regular cubic terms; as for the singular parts, they make up C^S , which we can finally define as follows:

~F_+(C^S )(ξ) = 1 4π^2 ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦ++−+(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f_+(η) ~f_+(σ) ~f_−(ζ)m^S_{1121,++−+}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ, ~F_−(C^S )(ξ) = − 1 4π^2 ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦ−−+−(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f_−(η) ~f_−(σ) ~f_+(ζ)m^S_{2212,−−+−}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ.

(8.20)

The regular cubic terms C^R can be written in frequency space as ~F_ρC^R(ξ) = ∫ e^{−itΦλμνρ(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f_λ(η) ~f_μ(σ) ~f_ν (ζ)m^V_{jklm,λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ with V localized.

The remainder terms T are order 4 and higher.

8.3. Evolution of the modulation parameters.

8.3.1. Geometrical decomposition. We shall fix the modulation parameters γ and ω by imposing the orthogonality conditions

(8.21) ⟨U, σ_3Ξ_j⟩ = 0, j = 0, 1, 2, 3.

This condition determines γ, ω, p, y and U thanks to the following lemma.

Lemma 8.1. For any ω_0 ∈ (0, ω^∗), for W ∈ L^2 × L^2 with σ_1W = W and ‖W ‖_L2_{×L}2 small enough, there exist unique parameters γ, p, y ∈ R and ω ∈ (0, ω^∗) with |γ| + |p| + |y| + |ω − ω_0| ≲ ‖W ‖_L2_{×L}2 such that

(8.22) ( Φ_{ω0} Φ_{ω0} ) + W = ( e^{i(px+γ)}(Φ_ω + U_1) e^{−i(px+γ)}(Φ_ω + U_2) ) (x + y)

where U satisfies (8.21) and σ_1U = U. Moreover, γ, p, y and ω are C^∞ functions of W in L^2 × L^2.

Proof. Consider the map Θ : (W, γ, p, y, ω) → (⟨U, σ_3Ξ_j⟩)_{j=1,2,3,4} where U is given by (8.22). Denoting (L^2)^2_{real} for the subspace of (L^2)^2 made up of functions U satisfying the reality condition σ_1U = U, this map is C^∞ from (L^2)^2_{real} × R^3 × (0, ω^∗) into R^4 . Moreover, it satisfies, by a direct computation: ∂Θ ∂(γ, p, y, ω) | | |_{0,0,0,0,ω0} = 0 0 0 −c_{ω0} −c_{ω0} 0 0 0 0 ‖Φ_{ω0} ‖^2_{L2} 0 0 0 0 ‖Φ_{ω0} ‖^2_{L2} 0 .

Since c_ω =^d_{dω} ∫ Φ^2_ωdx ≠ 0 by assumption, the result of Lemma 8.1 then follows from the implicit function Theorem. □

Lemma 8.2. Any U ∈ L^2 satisfies the orthogonality conditions (8.21) if and only if U = P_eU. Proof. Assume U = P_eU. Then using (5.18) and (5.22) we have for j = 0, 1, 2, 3,

⟨U, σ_3Ξ_j⟩ = 1 √ 2π ∑ ϵ=± ϵ ∫ ~f(ξ)⟨σ_3Ξ_j, ψ_ϵ(·, ξ)⟩dξ.

Using H^2ψ_ϵ = (ω + ξ^2)^2ψ_ϵ and H^{∗2}σ_3Ξ_j = 0 by Lemma 3.4 we have for all ξ

(8.23) ⟨σ_3Ξ_j, ψ_ϵ(·, ξ)⟩ = (ω + ξ^2)^{−2}⟨H^{∗2}σ_3Ξ_j, ψ_ϵ(·, ξ)⟩ = 0

(the integration by parts being possible thanks to the rapid decay of Ξ_j). Hence ⟨U, σ_3Ξ_j⟩ = 0 so that U satisfies (8.21).

Assume conversely that U satisfies (8.21) and decompose U = P_dU + P_eU. Since P_eU satisfies (8.21) by the above discussion, then ⟨P_dU, σ_3Ξ_j ⟩ = 0 for j = 0, 1. We have P_dU ∈ Span{Ξ_j }_{j=0,1,2,3} by Lemma 3.4. Since the matrix of the projections on the generalized kernel

(8.24) M_0 := (⟨Ξ_j , σ_3Ξ_k⟩)_{0≤j,k≤3} =

0 c_ω 0 0 c_ω 0 0 0 0 0 0 −‖Φ‖^2_{L2} 0 0 −‖Φ‖^2_{L2} 0 is non-degenerate, we infer P_dU = 0. Hence U = P_eU as desired. □ If |p − p| and |ω − ω are small, then on the one hand U is close to U, and on the other hand P_d is close to P_d. Therefore, we infer from P_dU = 0 that P_dU should be small; this is quantified in the following lemma.

Lemma 8.3. For (p, ω) close to (p, ω), for any U ∈ L^2 with U = P_eU, the coefficients (a_j ) in (8.13) satisfy

(8.25) 3∑ j=0 |a_j | ≲ [ |p − p| + |ω − ω| ] ∫ |U_e|e^{−μ|x|} dx, where U is defined in (8.10), and where μ is a positive constant.

Proof. We start from the identity ⟨ ∑ a_j Ξ_j, σ_3Ξ_i⟩ = ⟨U − U_e, σ_3Ξ_i⟩.

On the one hand, the left-hand side can be written ⟨ ∑ a_j Ξ_j, σ_3Ξ_i⟩ = ⟨ ∑ a_jΞ_j, σ_3Ξ_i⟩ + ⟨ ∑ a_j [Ξ_j − Ξ_j ], σ_3Ξ_i⟩

= M_0 (a_0, a_1, a_2, a_3)^⊤ + O(|ω − ω| ∑ |a_j |) since |Ξ_j − Ξ_j| ≲ |ω − ω|. On the other hand, the right-hand side can be written, with the help of the orthogonality conditions ⟨U, σ_3Ξ_j⟩ = 0 and ⟨U_e, σ_3Ξ_j⟩ = 0 following from Lemma 8.2, ⟨U − U_e, σ_3Ξ_i⟩ = ⟨U − U − U_e, σ_3Ξ_i⟩ = ⟨(U_e + U_d)(1 − e^{i(p−p)σ3x}), σ_3Ξ_i⟩ − ⟨U_e, σ_3[Ξ_i − Ξ_i]⟩.

Using that |Ξ_j − Ξ_j| ≲ |ω − ω|e^{−2μ|x|}, this can be bounded as follows ⟨ U − U_e, σ_3Ξ_i⟩ | | ≲ [|p − p| + |ω − ω|] ∫ |U_e|e^{−μ|x|} dx + |p − p| ∑ |a_j|.

Combining the above identities, we obtain the inequality | |M_0 (a_0, a_1, a_2, a_3)⊤ | | ≲ [|ω − ω| + |p − p|] [∑ |a_j| + ∫ |U_e|e^{−μ|x|} dx ] , from which the desired bound follows by invertibility of M_0. □

8.3.2. The modulation equations.

Lemma 8.4. The parameters γ, ω, p, y are differentiable with time and are solutions of the dynamical system

M ω − p^2 − γ̇ −iω̇ i(2p − ẏ) ṗ = N, with N = − ⟨N (U), σ_3Ξ_0⟩ ⟨N (U), σ_3Ξ_1⟩ ⟨N (U), σ_3Ξ_2⟩ ⟨N (U), σ_3Ξ_3⟩

(8.26)

and the matrix M can be decomposed as

M = M_0 + M_1(U), M_1 =

⟨U, Ξ_0⟩ −⟨U, σ_3∂_ωΞ_0⟩ −⟨U, σ_3∂_xΞ_0⟩ ⟨U, Ξ_3⟩ ⟨U, Ξ_1⟩ −⟨U, σ_3∂_ωΞ_1⟩ −⟨U, σ_3∂_xΞ_1⟩ ⟨U, xΞ_1⟩ ⟨U, Ξ_2⟩ −⟨U, σ_3∂_ωΞ_2⟩ −⟨U, σ_3∂_xΞ_2⟩ ⟨U, xΞ_2⟩ ⟨U, Ξ_3⟩ −⟨U, σ_3∂_ωΞ_3⟩ −⟨U, σ_3∂_xΞ_3⟩ ⟨U, xΞ_3⟩ where M_0 is given by (8.24).

Proof. We will prove this claim assuming v_0 ∈ C^∞_c (R) what will justify all computations below, and the result for general v_0 then follows from a standard approximation argument. By smoothness of the flow of (NLS), and using Lemma 8.1, one obtains that γ, ω, p, y ∈ C^1([0, T ), R). Let j ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. Differentiating the orthogonality condition (8.21) gives ⟨i∂_tU, σ_3Ξ_j⟩ + iω̇⟨U, σ_3∂_ωΞ_j⟩ = 0. By using (8.6) this shows that

(8.27) 0 = −⟨H_ωU, σ_3Ξ_j⟩ + ⟨N (U), σ_3Ξ_j⟩ + ⟨Mod, σ_3Ξ_j⟩ + iω̇⟨U, σ_3∂_ωΞ_j⟩.

Using Lemma 3.4 and (8.21) we have

(8.28) ⟨H_ωU, σ_3Ξ_j⟩ = 0 for j = 0, 1.

By (8.9), it follows that

⟨Mod, σ_3Ξ_j⟩_{j=1,2,3,4} = [M_0 + M_1(U)] ω − p^2 − γ̇ −iω̇ i(2p − ẏ) ṗ ,

which implies immediately the desired statement. □

9. The bootstrap argument 9.1. The trapped regime. We pick two parameters 0 < α ≪ ν ≪ 1, and for T ∈ [0, ∞] we consider the function space X_{T,ω} of functions U with U = P_eU associated to the norm ‖U‖_{XT,ω} = ‖ ~f‖_L∞_{t ([0,T );L}∞_{ξ )} + ‖⟨t⟩^{−α} ~f‖_L∞_{t ([0,T );H}1_{ξ )} (the dependence of the norm on ω is through the distorted Fourier transform, which is associated to the operator H_ω).

Definition 9.1 (Trapped solutions). Let ω_0, ω ∈ (0, ω^∗), T ∈ [0, ∞], C_1 ≫ 1 and ϵ_1 = C_1ϵ ≫ ϵ > 0 and 1 ≫ ν ≫ α > 0. We say that a solution v of (NLS) with data v_0 = Φ_{ω0} + u_0, is trapped around e^{ipx}Φ_ω on [0, T ) if (9.1) ‖u_0‖_H1 + ‖⟨x⟩u_0‖_L2 ≤ ϵ, and v satisfies the following. It is defined on [0, T ) and there exists (γ, p, y, ω) ∈ C([0, T ), R^3 × (0, ω^∗)) satisfying (9.2) |p(t) − p| + |ω(t) − ω| ≤ ϵ_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν} , ∀t ∈ [0, T ), such that U defined by (8.4) satisfies the orthogonality conditions (8.21) and the estimate (9.3) ‖U‖_{XT,ω} < ϵ_1. Note that by Lemma 8.1 we can always assume that u_0 = u(0) and ω_0 = ω(0). We now record immediate consequences of the bootstrap assumption. Lemma 9.2. Assume that v is trapped on [0, T ). Then for all t ∈ [0, T ):

(i) (Cancellation at zero frequency) (9.4) ~f_+(t, 0) = ~f_−(t, 0) = 0.

(ii) (Decay of the discrete parameters a_j ) (9.5) if j = 0, 1, 2, 3, |a_j (t)| ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−2−ν+α}

(iii) (Global decay of the solution) (9.6) ‖u(t, ·)‖_L∞ ≲ ϵ_1⟨t⟩^{−1/2} (iv) (Local decay of the solution) (9.7) ‖⟨x⟩^{−1}u(t, ·)‖_L∞ ≲ ϵ_1⟨t⟩^{−1+α} (v) (Uniform weighted L^2 norm on the Fourier side) (9.8) ‖u(t, ·)‖_H1_x + ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~f(t, ξ)‖_L2_ξ ≲ ϵ_1.

Proof. Proof of (i). We have v_0 ∈ H^1 ∩ L^{2,1} by (9.1), and we know from Proposition A.1 that solutions to (NLS) exist locally in H^1 ∩ L^{2,1}. The weighted energy estimate d dt (∫ ⟨x⟩^2|v|^2dx ) 1_2 = Im ∫ ∂_x(⟨x⟩^2)v∂_xv (∫ ⟨x⟩^2|v|^2dx ) 1_2 ≲ (∫ |∂_xv|^2dx ) 1_2 , (where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality) and the boundedness of the kinetic energy ∫ |∂_xv|^2dx ≲ 1 (by (9.8), which is showed below to hold true as long as v ∈ L^{2,1}) then imply the bound ‖⟨x⟩v‖_L2 ≲ ⟨t⟩. Hence v ∈ L^1, so that u ∈ L^1 which implies (9.4) by (ii) in Proposition 5.8.

Proof of (ii), (iii) and (iv). For the second assertion, we have u = U_1 with U = P_eU + ∑_3

j=0 a_jΞ_j and P_eU = e^{itH}f. The local decay Lemma 7.3 and (9.3) give (9.9) ‖⟨x⟩^{−1}P_eU‖_L∞ ≲ ϵ_1⟨t⟩^{−1+α}. Injecting this estimate and (9.2) in (8.25) proves (9.5).

In turn, injecting (9.5) and (9.9) in (8.13) shows the fourth assertion (9.7). The third assertion follows similarly, using the global decay Lemma 7.1.

Proof of (v). We first use the mass conservation ∫ |v|^2 = ∫ |v(0)|^2 for (NLS). The orthogonality (8.21) implies the Pythagorean expansion ∫ |v|^2 = ∫ Φ^2_ω + ∫ |u|^2, so that

(9.10) ∫ |u|^2 dx = ∫ |u(0)|^2 dx + ∫ Φ^2_{ω(0)} dx − ∫ Φ^2_ω dx.

Next, we use the conservation of the Hamiltonian H(v) = H(v(0)) for (NLS). Integrating by parts and using the Taylor expansion F (|v|^2) = F (Φ^2_ω) + F^′(Φ^2_ω)Φ_ω(u + ū) + O(|u|^2),

H(v) = H(Φ_ω) + ∫ |∂_xu|^2 dx − ∫ (∂^2_xΦ_ω + F^′(Φ^2_ω)Φ_ω)(u + ū) dx + O (∫ |u|^2 ) . The second term vanishes by the soliton equation (1.1) and the orthogonality (8.21) ∫ (∂^2_xΦ_ω + F^′(Φ^2_ω)Φ_ω)(u + ū) dx = ω ∫ Φ_ω(u + ū) dx = 0.

Therefore,

(9.11) ∫ |∂_xu|^2 dx = ∫ |∂_xu(0)|^2 dx + H(Φ_{ω(0)}) − H(Φ_ω) + O (∫ |u(0)|^2 + |u|^2 ) . Combining (9.10) and (9.11) one obtains

‖u‖^2_H1 ≲ ‖u_0‖^2_H1 + |ω − ω(0)|.

By (9.1) this implies ‖u‖^2_{H1} ≲ ϵ^2 + |ω − ω(0)|. By (9.18) (whose proof is done shortly after, but does not use the bound (9.8) we are currently proving) we have |ω − ω(0)| ≲ ϵ^2_1. Hence ‖u‖_H1 ≲ ϵ_1. Using (iv) in Proposition 5.8 and (9.2), this shows (9.8). □

9.2. Bootstrap. The heart of the present article will be to show the following.

Proposition 9.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, there exists ν > 0 such that, for any 0 < α ≪ 1 and ω_0 ∈ (0, ω^∗), there exist ϵ_1 ≫ ϵ_0 > 0 such that the following holds true. Assume v solves (NLS) and is trapped around e^{ipx}Φ_ω on [0, T ) for some (p, ω) ∈ R × (0, ω^∗ ) and T ∈ (0, ∞). Then the maximal time of existence of v is strictly greater than T , and there exists (p^′, ω^′) ∈ R × (0, ω^∗) such that v is trapped around e^{ip′x}Φ_ω′ on [0, T ) with: |p(t) − p^′| + |ω(t) − ω^′| ≤ ϵ_1 2 ⟨t⟩^{−1−ν} , ∀t ∈ [0, T ], (9.12) ‖U‖_{Xω′,T} < ϵ_1 2 . (9.13)

Proof of Proposition 9.3. The proof of Proposition 9.3 will occupy the rest of this article. We will explain here how the results of sections 10, 11, 12 and 13 can be put together to prove Proposition 9.3.

Control of the modulation parameters Consider (p, ω, γ, p, y, ω, U) as in the statement of Proposition 9.3. The first step is to set (p^′, ω^′) = (p(T ), ω(T )), and to use Proposition 10.1 to show that (9.12) is satisfied.

Control of the radiation: the bootstrap within the bootstrap. The second step is to show that (9.13) is satisfied, but it cannot follow immediately from Propositions 11.1, 12.1, 13.1 for the following reason: the function U must be measured in X_ω′_{,T} , while these propositions would give a bound in X_{ω,T} .

For the rest of this proof, we use the distorted Fourier transform associated to the linearization around the soliton Φ_ω′ . We then introduce a new bootstrap argument: consider

T^′ = sup { t ∈ [0, T ], ‖U‖_{Xt,ω′} < ϵ_1 2 } . By the local well-posedness result in Appendix A and Lemma 8.1, the set on the right-hand side is not empty, and thus T^′ > 0 is well defined.

We claim that T^′ = T ; arguing by contradiction, assume that T^′ < T . Duhamel’s formula for the profile f is given by (8.17), but an attentive examination of the right-hand side there reveals a loss of deriatives (or weight, in Fourier) in the term e^{−itH}Mod_U , preventing a naive time integration of the right-hand side.

Absorbing the derivative loss in the phase. Anticipating on Proposition 9.5, we split e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ~Mod_U = τ(t)ξ ~f + ~M(ξ). After setting θ(t) = ∫_t 0 τ(s) ds, Duhamel’s formula for the profile (8.17) can now be written i∂_t [ e^{iθ(t)ξ} ~f_ρ(ξ) ] = e^{i[θ(t)ξ−itρ(ω+ξ2)]} [ ~N + ~ Mod_Φ + ~E ] + e^{iθ(t)ξ} ~M, which becomes, after expanding the nonlinear term N , (9.14) i∂_t [ e^{iθ(t)ξ} ~f_ρ(ξ) ] = e^{iθ(t)ξ} [ ~QR + ~CS + ~CR + ~T + ~R + ~M ] + e^{i[θ(t)ξ−itρ(ω+ξ2)]} [ ~ Mod_Φ + ~E ] . Control of the H^1_ξ norm of the radiation We will now combine the proofs given by propositions 11.1 and 12.1:

• Proposition 11.1 gives the bound ‖ ‖ ‖∂^ξ ∫_t 0 e^{iθ(s)ξ} ~Q^R ds ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞[0,T ′]L2ξ} ≲ ϵ^21. • Proposition 12.1 shows that ‖ ‖∂_ξ ∫_t 0 e^{iθ(s)ξ} [ ~C + ~T + ~R + ~M] ds ‖ ‖ L^∞_{[0,T ′]}L^2_ξ + ‖ ‖ ‖∂^ξ ∫_t 0 e^{i[θ(t)ξ−itρ(ω+ξ2)]}[ ~Mod_Φ + ~E] ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞[0,T ′]L2ξ} ≲ ϵ^21⟨t⟩^α. After applying ∂_ξ to (9.14) and integrating in time, the two estimates above show that ‖ ‖∂_ξ [e_{iθ(t)ξ} ~f(t)] ‖ ‖ L^2

≲ ‖∂_ξ ~f_0‖_L2 + ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^α ≲ ϵ + ϵ_1⟨t⟩^α.

Using in addition (9.8) and the fact that |θ| ≲ ϵ_1 from Proposition 9.5, this implies that ‖ ~f‖_H1 ≲ ‖ ~f‖_L2 + ‖ ‖∂_ξ ~f(t) ‖ ‖ L^2 ≲ ‖ ~f‖_L2 + ‖ ‖∂_ξ[e_{iθ(t)ξ} ~f(t)] ‖ ‖ L^2 + |θ(t)|‖ξ ~f(t)‖_L2 ≲ ϵ + ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^α. Pointwise control of the radiation in Fourier and conclusion. Proposition 13.1 gives the bound ‖ ~f‖_L∞_{[0,T ′ ]L}∞_ξ ≲ ϵ + ϵ^2_1. Combining this with the H^1_ξ bound, we obtain ‖U‖_{Xω′,T ′} ≲ ϵ + ϵ^2_1 =⇒ ‖U‖_{Xω′,T ′} < ϵ_1 4 since we chose ϵ < ϵ_0 ≪ 1 and^{ϵ1}_ϵ = C_1 ≪ 1. Thus, it is possible to prolong the solution up to some time T^′ + δ, with δ > 0, in such a way that ‖U‖_{Xω′,T ′+δ} <^{ϵ1}_2 . This contradicts the definition of T^′, and thus proves the claim. □ 9.3. How Proposition 9.3 implies Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof relies on a standard continuous induction argument. Keeping the notations of Proposition 9.3, we define

T_∞ = sup {T > 0 such that v is trapped on [0, T )}

(we say that v is trapped on [0, T ) if there exists (p, ω) such that v is trapped on [0, T ) around e^{ipx}Φ_ω). First observe that the set {T > 0 such that v is trapped on [0, T )} is not empty, by the local well-posedness result recalled in Appendix A.

Propagation of the trap until T_∞. We claim that there exists (p_∞, ω_∞) such that v is trapped around e^{p∞x}Φ_{ω∞} on [0, T_∞). To prove this claim, let T_n ≥ 0 be a strictly increasing sequence of times converging to T_∞. Then for each n, v is trapped on [0, T_n) and we let (p_n, ω_n), γ_n, p_n, y_n, ω_n and U_n be the corresponding parameters and radiation given by Definition 9.1. Up to extraction, by (9.2), we can assume that there exists (p_∞, ω_∞) ∈ R × (0, ω^∗) with

(9.15) |p_∞| + |ω_∞ − ω_0| ≤ ϵ_1

such that ω_n → ω_∞ as n → ∞. Fix now any 0 ≤ T < T_∞, and let n, m large enough so that T_m, T_n > T . By the uniqueness of (γ, p, y, ω) given by Lemma 8.1 and the estimate (9.8), we have that (γ_m, p_m, y_m, ω_m) = (γ_n, p_n, y_n, ω_n) and U_m = U_n coincide on [0, T ].

Hence there exists (γ_∞, p_∞, y_∞, ω_∞) ∈ C([0, T_∞), R^3 × (0, ω_∗)), and U_∞ given by (8.4) satisfying (8.21) such that for any 0 ≤ T < T_∞, (γ_n, p_∞, y_∞, ω_∞) = (γ_∞, p_∞, y_∞, ω_∞) and U_n = U_∞ on [0, T ] for all n large enough. By (9.2) with ω = ω_n and ω = ω_n, taking n → ∞ we obtain: (9.16) |p_∞(t) − p_∞| + |ω_∞(t) − ω_∞| ≤ ϵ_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν} , ∀t ∈ [0, T_∞). Let 0 ≤ T < T_∞. Then by (9.3) with ω = ω_n and U = U_n = U_∞ we obtain ‖U_∞‖_{XT,ωn} ≤ ϵ_1. We have ‖U_∞‖_{XT,ωn} → ‖U_∞‖_{XT,ω∞} since ω_n → ω_∞ so that ‖U_∞‖_{XT,ω∞} ≤ ϵ_1. This implies (9.17) ‖U_∞‖_{XT∞,ω∞} ≤ ϵ_1. Combining (9.15), (9.16) and (9.17) shows the claim of Step 1.

Trapped for all times. We claim that T_∞ = ∞. By contradiction, assume that T_∞ < ∞. Then by the result of Step 1, v is trapped around some e^{ip∞x}Φ_{ω∞} on [0, T_∞). Applying Proposition 9.3, we obtain that the maximal time of existence of v is strictly greater than T_∞, and that there exist ω^′_∞, p^′_∞ such that v is trapped around e^{ip∞′x}Φ_ω′_∞ on [0, T_∞), and that (9.12) and (9.13) are satisfied. These norms are strict improvements of (9.2) and (9.3). By the local well-posedness result recalled in Appendix A, the solution can be prolonged locally in time, and by Lemma 8.1, it can be decomposed into the sum of the soliton and the radiation (renormalized by the symmetries). Therefore, v is trapped around e^{ip∞′x}Φ_ω′_∞ on [0, T_∞ + δ] for some δ > 0. This contradicts the definition of T_∞! Hence T_∞ = ∞ as claimed.

End of the proof. Combining the first two steps, the solution is global and there exist ω, p such that it is trapped around e^{ipx}Φ_ω on [0, ∞). Item (i) of Theorem 1.1 then follows from Lemmas 9.4 and 10.1 for the modulation parameters, and (9.6) for the radiation. Item (ii) follows from Proposition 14.1, the identity (8.1) and the asymptotics of item (i) for ω, γ, p, y. Item (iii) follows from combining the continuity of the flow, see Proposition A.1, and the various convergence estimates as t → ∞ for ω, γ, p, y, ~f that are uniform in the initial data. □

9.4. First consequences of the bootstrap assumption. In this subsection, we prove some rather immediate consequences of the bootstrap hypothesis, first on the convergence of the modulation parameters, and then on the decay of nonlinear terms.

Lemma 9.4. If the solution is trapped on [0, T ), |ω − γ̇ − p^2| + |ω̇| + |ẏ − 2p| + |ṗ| ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−2+2α}. (9.18) Proof. The right-hand side of (8.26) is O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−2+2α}) due to the improved local decay of solutions (9.7) and the decay of the discrete parameters (9.5) under the bootstrap assumption. Since c_ω ≥ c^∗ for some c^∗ > 0 for ω near ω_0, the matrix M appearing in (8.26) is invertible with M^{−1} bounded by some universal constant. This leads to the desired bounds. □ Proposition 9.5. If the solution is trapped on [0, T ), e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ~Mod_U = τ(t)ξ ~f(ξ) + ~M(ξ) where |τ(t)| ≲ ϵ_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν} ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~M‖_L2 + ‖∂_ξ ~M‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν+α}. Proof. Recall that Mod_U = [ (ω − p^2 − γ̇) + (2p − ẏ)(p − p) − (p − p)^2 + ω − ω ] σ_3U + i[2p − ẏ + 2(p − p)]∂_xU. By Proposition 7.4, e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ~F_ρσ_3U = O_L2,1_{∩H}1 (ϵ_1t^α) e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ~F_ρ∂_xU = iξ ~f + O_L2,1_{∩H}1 (ϵ_1t^α) Using in addition Lemma 9.4 and the fact that v is trapped, and finally setting τ(t) = ẏ − 2p + 2(p − p) gives the desired statement. □ Proposition 9.6. Define D by D = P_e [ Q^R + C^R + T + R + e^{−itH}Mod_Φ + e^{−itH}E ] , so that the equation satisfied by f is i∂_tf = D + P_e [ C^S + e^{−itH}Mod_U ] . Then, if the solution is trapped on [0, T ], the term D enjoys the decay (9.19) ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~D(ξ)‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−3/2}. Remark 9.7. The terms which were left out of D do not decay sufficiently fast. For C^S , it decays like ⟨t⟩^{−1}, wich is not even integrable. By the previous proposition, the term ~Mod_U decays at an integrable rate, but only like ⟨t⟩^{−1−ν} . Proof. We will examine each term in the definition of D.

Bound for ~Q^R, the case |t| < 1. By Proposition 6.1, one can write (dropping all indices for ease of reading) (9.20) ⟨ξ⟩~Q^R(t, ξ) = ⟨ξ⟩ ∫ e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ)m(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ

We claim that for any g, h,

(9.21) ‖ ‖ ‖⟨ξ⟩ ∫ g(η)h(σ)|m(ξ, η, σ)| dη dσ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ≲ ‖ξg‖L^2_ξ ‖ξh‖L^2_ξ . Indeed, the bound on m in Proposition 6.1 implies that

(9.22) | |⟨ξ⟩m(ξ, η, σ) ησ | | ≲ ⟨ξ⟩ ⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η ± σ⟩^2 where in the above sum the signs ± take all possible values. We treat the^1_{⟨ξ−η−σ⟩} case for concreteness. Assuming g, h ≥ 0 and introducing ǧ(ξ) =^{|ξ|}_{⟨ξ⟩} g(ξ) we have to bound ∫ ǧ(η)ȟ(σ) ⟨ξ⟩ ⟨ξ − η − σ⟩^2 dη dσ = ∫ ǧ(ξ − σ + ζ)ȟ(σ) ⟨ξ⟩ ⟨ζ⟩^2 dζ dσ ≤ ∫ ǧ(ξ − σ + ζ)ȟ(σ) ( ⟨ξ − σ + ζ⟩ ⟨ζ⟩^2 + ⟨σ⟩ ⟨ζ⟩^2 + 1 ⟨ξ⟩ ) dζ dσ where we used the inequality^{⟨ξ⟩}_{⟨ζ⟩2} ≲^{⟨ξ−σ+ζ⟩}_{⟨ζ⟩2} +^{⟨σ⟩}_{⟨ζ⟩2} +^1_{⟨ξ⟩} . The first term in the right-hand side is bounded by the Minkowski, Young and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ ǧ(ξ − σ + ζ)ȟ(σ) ⟨ξ − σ + ζ⟩ ⟨ζ⟩^2 dζ dσ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ≲ ∫ ζ dζ ⟨ζ⟩^2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ σ ⟨ξ − σ + ζ⟩ǧ(ξ − σ + ζ)ȟ(σ)dσ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ≲ ‖⟨ξ⟩ǧ‖_L2 ‖ȟ‖_L1 ≲ ‖ξg‖_L2 ‖ξh‖_L2 . The second term is symmetric to the first one and so is bounded similarly, and the third term is bounded by ‖ǧ‖_L1 ‖ȟ‖_L1 ≲ ‖ξg‖_L2 ‖ξh‖_L2 . This shows (9.21), which, injected in (9.20), gives ‖⟨ξ⟩~Q^R(t, ξ)‖_L2 ≲ ‖ ‖ξ ~f ‖ ‖^2 L^2

≲ ϵ^2_1

for any t (even though this bound will only be used for |t| < 1).

Bound for ~Q^R, the case t > 1. At this point, it is helpful to observe here that the case |t| > 1 can be dealt with similarly to the case |t| < 1. Indeed, integrating by parts in η and σ in (9.20) yields ⟨ξ⟩ ∫ e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ)m(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ = ± ⟨ξ⟩ 4t^2 ∫ e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ∂_ξ ~f(η) |η| ∂_ξ ~f(σ) |σ| m(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ + {simpler terms}. Using (9.21), we see that ‖ ‖ ‖ ⟨ξ⟩ t^2 ∫ e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ∂_ξ ~f(η) |η| ∂_ξ ~f(σ) |σ| m dη dσ ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2

≲ t^{−2}‖∂_ξ ~f‖^2_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{2α−2}.

Combining the cases |t| < 1 and |t| > 1 gives the bound ‖ ‖ξ~Q_R ‖ ‖ L^2 ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{2α−2}.

Bound for ~C^R. By Proposition 6.3, we can write ⟨ξ⟩~C^R as a linear combination of terms of the type ⟨ξ⟩ ∫ e^{itΦ(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f(η) ~f (σ) ~f(ζ)m(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ, up to simpler terms which we disregard.

Just like in the estimate for ~Q^R in Section 11.4, the cases |t| < 1 and |t| > 1 can be dealt with in a nearly identical fashion, and we shall focus on the case |t| > 1. Integrating by parts in η, σ and ζ, the above becomes 1 t^3 ∫ e^{itΦ(ξ,η,σ,ζ)}∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ)∂_ξ ~f(ζ) ⟨ξ⟩m(ξ, η, σ, ζ) ησζ dη dσ dζ + {easier terms}. By Proposition 6.3, | | | ⟨ξ⟩m(ξ, η, σ, ζ) ησζ | | | ≲ ⟨ξ⟩ ⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩⟨ζ⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η ± σ ± ζ⟩ (where it is understood that the above sum is performed on all combination of signs).

With this bound in hand, it is possible to argue just like in the estimate of ⟨ξ⟩~Q^R to show that ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 t^3 ∫ e^{itΦ(ξ,η,σ,ζ)}∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ)∂_ξ ~f(ζ) ⟨ξ⟩m(ξ, η, σ, ζ) ησζ dη dσ dζ ‖ ‖ ‖_2 ≲ 1 t^3

‖∂_ξ ~f‖^3_2 ≲ ϵ^3_1t^{3α−3},

from which the desired bound follows easily.

Bound for ~T . The term T can be written under the form e^{−itH}G(x, U), where G is a smooth function such that G(x, 0) = G^′(x, 0) = G^{′′}(x, 0) = G^{′′′}(x, 0) = 0, and G enjoys uniform (in x) bounds. Therefore, by Proposition 5.8, and Lemma 9.2 ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~F [e^{−itH}G(x, U)]‖_L2 = ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~F G(x, U)‖_L2 ≲ ‖G(x, U)‖_H1 ≲ ‖U‖^3_∞‖U‖_H1 ≲ ϵ^4_1t^{−3/2}. Bound for ~R. This term is easily to bound, but is made up of summands with different behaviors. For the sake of illustration, we treat the one that decays the slowest, namely Q(U_e, a_j Ξ_j). Taking the distorted Fourier transform and applying the inequalities (9.21) and (9.5) gives

(9.23) ‖ ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~FQ(U_e, a_j Ξ_j) ‖ ‖ L^2 ≲ |a_j| ‖ ‖ξ ~f ‖ ‖ L^2 ‖ ‖ξ~Ξ_j ‖ ‖ L^2 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−2−ν+α}.

Bound for ~Mod. By definition of Mod_Φ and Lemma 9.4, ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~Mod_Φ‖_L2 ≲ |ω − p^2 − γ̇| + |ω̇| + |2p − ẏ| + |ṗ| ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−2+2α}. Bound for ~E. This error term consists of two summands E = (V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3 x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U + e^{i(p−p)σ3x}N (e^{i(p−p)σ3x}U) − N (U) = E_1 + E_2.

With the help of (5.25) and Lemma 5.15, the distorted Fourier transform of the first part of E can be written as ~F_ρE_1 = ~F_ρP_e ( (V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3 x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U )

= ~F_ρP_e ( (V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U_d ) + ~F_ρP_e ( (V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U_e )

= ~F_ρP_e ( (V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U_d ) + ∑ λ∈{±} ∫ e^{itλ(ω+η2 )}s^{ω,ω}_{ρλ} (ξ, η) ~f_λ(η) dη with s = s^{ω,ω}_{ρλ} satisfying

(9.24) | |∂^a_ξ ∂^b_η s(ξ, η) η | | ≲_{a,b} |ω − ω| + |p − p| ⟨η⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η⟩^2 . The bound for the term involving U_d is easily obtained, and we focus now on the integral term accounting for U_e. Integrating by parts in η, ∫ e^{itλ(ω+η2)}s(ξ, η) ~f_λ(η) dη = − 1 2it ∫ R e^{itλ(ω+η2)}∂_η ( s η ) ~f(η) dη − 1 2it ∫ R e^{itλ(ω+η2)} s(ξ, η) η ∂_η ~f(η) dη (the boundary terms vanish since ~f(0) = 0). If t ≥ 1, we then bound using (9.24), then ⟨ξ⟩ ≲ ⟨η⟩ + ⟨η ± ξ⟩, (9.2) and the Young inequality for convolution: ‖ ‖ ‖⟨ξ⟩ ∫ e^{itλ(ω+η2 )}s(ξ, η) ~f_λ(η) dη ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ |ω − ω| + |p − p| t ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ ± ∫ R | ~f(η)| + |∂_ξ ~f(η)| ⟨η⟩ ⟨ξ⟩ ⟨η ± ξ⟩^2 dη ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ}

≲ ϵ_1t^{−2−ν} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ ± ∫ R | ~f(η)| + |∂_ξ ~f(η)| ⟨η ± ξ⟩^2 + | ~f(η)| + |∂_ξ ~f(η)| ⟨η⟩⟨η ± ξ⟩ dη ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ}

≲ ϵ_1t^{−2−ν} ( ‖| ~f| + |∂_ξ ~f|‖_L2 + ‖ ‖ ‖ | ~f| + |∂_ξ ~f| ⟨ξ⟩ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1} ) ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{−2−ν+α};

the estimate for |t| ≤ 1 is similar. Overall, we proved that

(9.25) ‖ ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~E1 ‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−2−ν+α}. To bound the second part of E, we use Proposition 5.8 to obtain ‖ ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~E2 ‖ ‖_{L2} = ‖ ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~F [ e^{i(p−p)σ3x}N (e^{i(p−p)σ3x}U) − N (U) ]‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ ‖ ‖e^{i(p−p)σ3x}N (e^{i(p−p)σ3x}U) − N (U) ‖ ‖_{H1} ≲ |p − p| ‖N (U)‖_H1 + {similar term}

≲ ϵ_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν} ϵ^2_1t^{−1} = ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−2−ν} ;

(9.26)

here, we used that the slowest decaying term in H^1 in N (U) is C^S , which decays like ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−1}. □

10. Control of the modulation parameters The aim of this section will be to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 10.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 9.3, ω and p can be continued up to time T , and furthermore (10.1) |ω(t) − ω(T )| + |p(t) − p(T )| ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν} if t ∈ [0, T ].

The proof of this proposition will occupy the rest of this section.

10.1. Refined equation. With the notations of Lemma 8.4, we have, since v is trapped and by Lemma 9.2, M = M_0 + O(ϵ_1⟨t⟩^{−1+α}), where M_0 stands for the matrix M_0 evaluated at the parameter ω. As for the nonlinear term, it can be bounded by N = −(⟨N (U), σ_3Ξ_j⟩)_{j=0,1,2,3} = O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−2+2α}) since v is trapped and by Lemma 9.2. The leading order term in N can be isolated as follows:

N = −(⟨N (U), σ_3Ξ_j⟩) = −(⟨N (U), σ_3Ξ_j⟩) + O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−3}) = −(⟨N (U_e), σ_3Ξ_j⟩) + O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−3}) = −(⟨B(U_e), σ_3Ξ_j⟩) + O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−3+3α}), where B stands for the quadratic terms in N : B(U) = ( V_{++}U^2_1 + V_{−−}U^2_2 + V_{+−}U_1U_2 −V_{++}U^2_2 − V_{−−}U^2_1 − V_{+−}U_1U_2 ) . Using these estimates on M and N, it follows from inverting the equation M(ω − p^2 − γ̇, −iω̇, i(2p − ẏ), ṗ)^⊤ = N that ω̇ = −c^{−1}_ω ⟨B(U_e), σ_3Ξ_0⟩ + O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−3+3α}) ṗ = −‖Φ_ω‖^{−2}_2 ⟨B(U_e), σ_3Ξ_2⟩ + O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−3+3α}).

10.2. Decomposition of the quadratic term. Integrating the above ODE between the times t and T , we infer that ω(t) − ω(T ) as well as p(t) − p(T ) can be written as linear combinations of terms of the type ∫_T 0 ∫_∞ −∞ V_{ij}(U_e)_i(U_e)_j dx dt where the V_{ij} are Schwartz functions and i, j = 1, 2. Changing to the Fourier space description, Proposition 6.2 translates the above into terms of the type ∫_T t M(s) ds, with M(s) = ∫ e^{−isΦλμ(η,σ)} ~f_λ(η) ~f_μ(σ)m_{λμ}(η, σ) dη dσ.

where

Φ_{λμ}(η, σ) = λ(ω + η^2) + μ(ω + σ^2).

Thus, for such terms, it will suffice to prove the bound

(10.2) | | | ∫_T t M(s) ds | | | ≲ ϵ^21⟨t⟩^{−1−ν} . Before delving into the estimates, let us count powers of time to understand where the difficulty lies. We see that integrations by parts in η and σ would gain a factor t^{−2}, but would lead to using the bound for ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 twice, which loses t^{2α}. Overall, the powers of t become t^{−2+2α}, which, after integrating in time, decays like t^{−1+2α}, which is not enough. A small integrability gain (in t) is needed, which will be achieved by considering resonances.

First of all, the boundedness of m(η, σ) combined to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives |M(t)| ≲ ‖ ~f‖^2_L1 ≲ ‖f‖^2_H1 ≲ ϵ^2_1. Therefore, it suffices to prove (10.2) for t > 1, which will be assumed henceforth. Cutoff functions will be used to split M(t, ξ) into three different terms, which will be estimated separately. First, we localize time on the scale 2^m, and introduce the high-frequency cutoff for a fixed small but universal constant κ > 0 φ^h(t, η, σ) = ∑ m≥0 φ_m(t)φ_{>−mκ}(η)φ_{>−mκ}(σ),

which restricts to the region where |η| and |σ| are ≳ t^{−κ}. Note that we are using here the inhomogeneous dyadic decomposition of Section 2.2, for which indices such as m run over N_0 . On the support of the low-frequency cutoff, φ^l(t, η, σ) = 1 − φ^h(t, η, σ), either η or σ is small: min(|η|, |σ|) ≲ t^{−κ}.

We will also distinguish between a resonant and a non-resonant part, by localizing, in addition to time, the frequencies ξ, η, σ on the scales 2^j , 2^{k1} and 2^{k2} respectively, and finally the phase Φ on a scale 2^J , with

J = max(k_1, k_2) − κm.

The resonant and non-resonant cutoff functions are then given by φ^r(t, ξ, η, σ) = ∑ k_1,k_2,m φ_m(t)φ_{k1} (η)φ_{k2} (σ)φ_0(2^{−J} Φ) and φ^{nr}(t, ξ, η, σ) = 1 − φ^r(t, ξ, η, σ).

On the support of the resonant cut-off φ^r we have |Φ| ≲ (|η| + |σ|)t^{−κ}.

We can now split M into a low frequency, a resonant, and a non-resonant term as follows (from this point on, we will systematically omit the dependence of all functions and symbols on the time variable, in order to make notations lighter) M(t) = ∫ e^{−itΦ(η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ)m(η, σ) dη dσ = ∫ e^{−itΦ(η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ)φ^l(η, σ)m(η, σ) dη dσ + ∫ e^{−itΦ(η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ)φ^h(η, σ)φ^r (η, σ)m(η, σ) dη dσ + ∫ e^{−itΦ(η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ)φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ)m(η, σ) dη dσ = M^l(t) + M^r(t) + M^{nr}(t).

We will show in (10.3) that for all κ > 0 we have |M^l(t)|| ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{−2−κ/4}, in (10.4) that for κ small enough |M^r(t)| ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{−2−κ/4}, and in (10.5) that for κ small enough | ∫_T t M^{nr}(s)ds| ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{−5/4}, provided α is small enough depending on κ. This will prove (10.2) if ν is chosen smaller than κ/4.

10.3. The low frequency term M^l. We claim that

(10.3) |M^l(t)| ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{−2− κ4} .

Indeed, integrating by parts in η and σ gives

M^l(t) = ± 1 4t^2 ∫ e^{−itΦ(η,σ)}∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) m(η, σ) ησ φ^l(η, σ) dη dσ ± 1 4t^2 ∫ e^{−itΦ(η,σ)} ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) m(η, σ) ησ ∂_ηφ^l(η, σ) dη dσ + {similar or simpler terms}

= M^{l,1}(t) + M^{l,2}(t) + {similar or simpler terms}.

Notice that the symbol^{m(η,σ)}_{ησ} is bounded, but not necessarily smooth at η = 0 or σ = 0; however, the integrations by parts above do not produce boundary terms since ~f(0) = 0.

By proposition 6.2, | | m(η,σ)_{ησ} | | ≲_{1⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩} . On the support of the low frequency cutoff φ_l, either

η or σ is ≲ t^{−κ}. Hence by Cauchy-Schwarz and (9.3): |M^{l,1}| ≲ 1 t^2 ‖∂_ξ ~f‖^2_L2 ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 ⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(min(|η|,|σ|)≲t−κ)} ≲ ϵ^21t^{−2−} κ 2 +2α.

The term M^{l,2} can be dealt with identically, after noting that | |∂η φ^ℓ(η, σ) | | ≲ φ_{∼−κm}(η) |η| ,

and using the Hardy inequality and the fact that ~f(0) = 0 to bound ‖ ‖^~f(η)_η ‖ ‖ L^2

by ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 .

This shows (10.3) up to choosing α small enough.

10.4. The resonant term M^r. We claim that

(10.4) |M^r(t)| ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{−2− κ4} .

To show it, we integrate

M^r(t) = ± 1 4t^2 ∫ e^{−itΦ(η,σ)}∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ)φ^hφ^r m(η, σ) ησ dη dσ ± 1 4t^2 ∫ e^{−itΦ(η,σ)} ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ)∂_η [φ^hφ^r] m(η, σ) ησ dη dσ + {similar and simpler terms} = M^{r,1}(t) + M^{r,2}(t) + {similar and simpler terms}.

To bound M^{r,1}, we start by estimating the L^2 norm of φ^r(η, σ)φ_{k1} (η)φ_{k2} (σ), which is the square root of the measure of the set {|Φ| ≲ 2^{max(k1,k2)}t^{−κ}, |η| ∼ 2^{k1} , |σ| ∼ 2^{k2} }:

‖φ^r(η, σ)φ_{k1} (η)φ_{k2} (σ)‖_L2_{η,σ} ≲ 0 if 2^{k1} ≁ 2^{k2} 2^{k1/2}t^{− κ}2 if 2^{k1} ∼ 2^{k2} ≫ 1 t^{− κ}3 if 2^{k1} ∼ 2^{k2} ≲ 1.

Therefore, ‖ ‖ ‖ φ^r(η, σ) ⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2η,σ} ≲ ∑ k_1,k_2 2^{−k1−k2} ‖φ^r(η, σ)φ_{k1} (η)φ_{k2} (σ)‖_L2_{η,σ} ≲ t^{− κ3} .

Using the bound | | m(η,σ)_{ησ} | | ≲_{1⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩} and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

|M^{r,1}(t)| ≲ t^{−2} ‖ ‖∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) ‖ ‖ L^2_{η,σ} ‖ ‖ ‖ φ^r(η, σ) ⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2η,σ} ≲ ϵ^21t^{−2−} κ 3 −2α

To deal with M^{r,2}, it suffices to notice that |∂_η φ^h(η, σ)| ≲ 1 |η| and |∂_η φ^r(η, σ)| ≲ ⟨t⟩^κ. Therefore, the term involving ∂_η φ^h can be treated with the help of Hardy’s inequality, while the term including ∂_η φ^r can be bounded through a further integration by parts in η. This further integration will gain a factor^1_t ; it will also give factors such as^{φh(η,σ)}_η and ∂_η^{φh(η,σ)}_η , which only lose small powers of time | | | φ^h(η, σ) η | | | ≲ t^κ, | | |∂^η φ^h(η, σ) η | | | ≲ t^{2κ}, and are therefore harmless. Notice that the singularities of^{m(η,σ)}_{ησ} at η = 0 or σ = 0 are cancelled by the cutoff function φ^h. This shows (10.4).

10.5. The non-resonant term M^{nr}. We claim that

(10.5) |M^{nr}| ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{− 54} .

We treat this term through integration by parts in time, which using Proposition 9.6 yields ∫_T t M^{nr}(s) ds = i ∫ e^{−iT Φ(η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) dη dσ − i ∫ e^{−itΦ(η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) dη dσ + ∫_T t ∫ e^{−isΦ(η,σ)} ~D(η) ~f (σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) dη dσ ds + ∫_T t ∫ e^{−isΦ(η,σ)} ~C^S (η) ~f (σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) dη dσ ds + ∫_T t ∫ e^{−isΦ(η,σ)} ~F[e^{−itH}Mod_U ](η) ~f (σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) dη dσ ds + {similar and simpler terms} = N^1 + N^2 + N^3 + N^4 + N^5 + {similar and simpler terms}.

The term N^1. To deal with this term, we integrate by parts in η and σ to obtain

N^1 = 1 T^2 ∫ e^{−iT Φ(η,σ)}∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) ησ dη dσ + 1 T^2 ∫ e^{−iT Φ(η,σ)} ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ)∂_η φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) ησ dη dσ + {similar and simpler terms} = N^{1,1} + N^{1,2} + {similar and simpler terms}

To treat N^{1,1}, we use that^{φh(η,σ)φnr (η,σ)}_{Φ(η,σ)} ≲ ⟨t⟩^κ as well as | | m(η,σ)_{ησ} | | ≲_{1⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩} to obtain, thanks

to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, |N^{1,1}| ≲ 1 T^2

‖∂_ξ ~f‖^2_L2 T^κ ≲ ϵ^2_1T^{κ−2}.

To bound N^{1,2}, we use the inequalities |∂_ηφ^h(η, σ)| ≲ t^κ and | | |∂^η φ^{nr}(η, σ) Φ(η, σ) | | | ≲ t^{2κ}. to obtain |N^{1,2}| ≲ 1 T^2 T^{2κ}‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ‖ ~f‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1T^{2κ+α−2} The term N_2. It can be treated identically.

The term N_3. To treat this term, we integrate by parts in σ, which yields

N^3 = ± 1 2 ∫_T t 1 s ∫ e^{−isΦ(η,σ)} ~D(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) σ dη dσ ± 1 2 ∫_T t 1 s ∫ e^{−isΦ(η,σ)} ~D(η) ~f (σ)∂_σ φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) σ dη dσ + { simpler terms} = N^{3,1} + N^{3,2} + {similar and simpler terms}

In order to estimate N^{3,1} we use the bounds | | m(η,σ)_{ησ} | | ≲_{1⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩} , the bound | | φ^{nr} (η,σ) Φ(η,σ) | | ≲ t_κ and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to write

N^{3,1} ≲ ∫_T t 1 s ‖ ~D‖_L2 ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 t^κ ds. By (9.19), this can further be bounded by

N^{3,1} ≲ ϵ^3_1 ∫_T t s^{−1− 32 +α+κ} ds ≲ ϵ^3_1t^{− 32 +α+κ}.

The term N^{3,2} can be bounded similarly, using this time that | |∂_σ φ^h(η,σ)φ^{nr} (η,σ) Φ(η,σ) | | ≲ s_{2κ}. The term N_4: terms of δ type The singular cubic term is made up of terms whose kernel involves a δ function, and terms whose kernel involves a principal value. We start with the former kind, and will turn to the latter in the next paragraph. The contribution of terms involving a δ function is a sum of terms of the type

N_δ = ∫_T t ∫ e^{−isΨ(σ,η′ ,σ′,ζ′)} ~f(η^′) ~f(σ^′) ~f(ζ^′) ~f(σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) n(η, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′)m(η, σ) dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ ds, where

Ψ(σ, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′) = ±(ω + σ^2) ± (ω + (η^′)^2) ± (ω + (σ^′)^2) ± (ω + (ζ^′)^2),

and where it is understood that η = η^′ +σ^′ +ζ^′; though other sign combinations are possible, they will be ignored to simplify notations. Notice the new factor n(η, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′) stemming from the cubic spectral distribution; it has all its derivatives bounded, except when one of the frequencies η, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′ vanishes, in which case it might be discontinuous.

We now introduce new cutoff functions, φ^H and φ^L, which are defined by

φ^L(t, ξ) = φ_{<0}(t^{1/2}ξ) and φ^H (t, ξ) = φ_{≥0}(t^{1/2}ξ),

and use them to split the contributions of the functions ~f(η^′), ~f(σ^′), and ~f(ζ^′): we will denote

(10.6) ~f(ξ) = ~f^L(ξ) + ~f^H (ξ) = φ^L(t, ξ) ~f(ξ) + φ^H (t, ξ) ~f(ξ).

Note that

‖~f^L‖_L1 ≲ ϵ_1t^{− 34 +α}, ‖~f^L‖_L2 ≲ ϵ_1t^{−1/2+α},

‖∂_ξ ~f^H ‖_L2 ≲ ϵ_1t^α, ‖ ‖|ξ|_{−1}∂_ξ ~f_H ‖ ‖ L^1

≲ ϵ_1t^{14 +α}, ‖ ‖⟨ξ⟩ |ξ| ∂_ξ ~f^H ‖ ‖ L^2

≲ ϵ_1t^{12 +α};

(10.7)

this follows from the bootstrap hypothesis and the fact that ~f(0) = 0.

Abandoning, for the sake of clarity in the notation, the dependence of the phase and symbols on the variables, the above becomes

N_δ = ∫_T t ∫ e^{−isΨ} ~f^L(η^′)~f^L(σ^′)~f^L(ζ^′) ~f(σ) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ nm dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ ds + ∫_T t ∫ e^{−isΨ} ~f^H (η^′) ~f^H (σ^′) ~f^H (ζ^′) ~f(σ) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ nm dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ ds + {cross terms} = N^L_δ + N^H_δ + {cross terms},

where the cross terms involve both high- and low-frequency contributions, and can be dealt with following the pattern established below for N^L_δ and N^H_δ .

In order to bound N^L_δ , we integrate by parts in σ to obtain

N^L_δ = ± 1 2 ∫_T t 1 s ∫ e^{−isΨ} ~f^L(η^′)~f^L(σ^′)~f^L(ζ^′)∂_ξ ~f(σ) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ nm σ dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ ds+{easier terms}, Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the support condition on ~f^L and the bounds | |^{nm}_σ | | ≲ 1 ⟨σ⟩ and | |^{φhφnr}_Φ | | ≲ t^κ, the leading term in N^L_δ can be bounded by ∫_T t s^{−1}s^κ‖~f^L‖^3_L1 ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 dσ ≲ ϵ^4_1 ∫_T t s^{− 134 +4α+κ} ds ≲ ϵ^4_1t^{− 94 +4α+κ}.

The ”easier term” in N^L_δ corresponds to the case where the derivative ∂_σ hits the symbol; it is easily estimated thanks to the bound | |∂_σ φ^hφ^{nr}_{Φ nmσ} | | ≲ t_{2κ}. In order to bound N^H_δ , we integrate by parts in all the integration frequency variables, which yields

N^H_δ = ± 1 2 ∫_T t 1 s^4 ∫ e^{−isΨ}∂_ξ ~f^H (η^′)∂_ξ ~f^H (σ^′)∂_ξ ~f^H (ζ^′)∂_ξ ~f(σ) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ nm ση^′σ^′ζ^′ dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ ds + {easier terms},

By the arguments employed to bound N^L_δ , the leading term in N^H_δ can be bounded by ∫_T t s^{−4}s^κ‖|ξ|^{−1}∂_ξ ~f^H ‖^3_L1 ‖⟨ξ⟩^{−1}∂_ξ ~f‖_L1 ds ≲ ϵ^4_1 ∫_T t s^{− 134 +4α} ds ≲ ϵ^4_1t^{− 94 +4α+κ}.

The ”easier terms” in N^H_δ once again correspond to the case where the derivatives hit the symbol, and they are easily estimated.

The term N_4: terms of p. v. type. Such terms are given by expressions of the type

N_{p.v.} = ∫_T t ∫ e^{−isΨ(σ,η′ ,σ′,ζ′)} ~f(η^′) ~f(σ^′) ~f(ζ^′) ~f(σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) n(η, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′)m(η, σ) pϕ(η − η′ − σ′ − ζ′) η − η^′ − σ^′ − ζ^′ dη dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ ds. We observe first that n is given by a tensor product: it consists of multipliers which can be absorbed by the input functions ~f without modifying the estimates they satisfy; therefore, we will consider in the following that n ≡ 1. Proceeding as in the previous paragraph, this can be split into

N_{p.v.} = ∫_T t ∫ e^{−isΨ} ~f^L(η^′)~f^L(σ^′)~f^L(ζ^′) ~f(σ) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ m pϕ(η − η′ − σ′ − ζ′) η − η^′ − σ^′ − ζ^′ dη dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ ds + ∫_T t ∫ e^{−isΨ} ~f^H (η^′) ~f^H (σ^′) ~f^H (ζ^′) ~f(σ) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ m pϕ(η − η′ − σ′ − ζ′) η − η^′ − σ^′ − ζ^′ dη dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ ds + {cross terms} = N^L_{p.v.} + N^H_{p.v.} + {cross terms}.

To estimate N^L_{p.v.}, we need to introduce some further notation: let H denote the truncated Hilbert transform with kernel^{pϕ(ξ)}_ξ (which is bounded on L^2), and let furthermore Θ denote the phase Ψ from which the summand |η^′|^2 is removed. Integrating by parts in σ, the term N^L_{p.v.} can be written

N^L_{p.v.} = ± 1 2 ∫_T t 1 s ∫ e^{−isΘ}[He^{±it|·|2} ~f^L](η − σ^′ − ζ^′)~f^L(σ^′)~f^L(ζ^′)∂_ξ ~f(σ) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ m σ dη dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ ds + {easier terms}.

By the same arguments as in the previous paragraph, and using furthermore that, since ~f^L has compact support and pϕ decays rapidly,

(10.8) ‖ ‖He_{±it|·|}^2 ~f_L ‖ ‖ L^1 ≲ ‖ ‖~f_L ‖ ‖ L^2 , the leading term in the above right-hand side can be estimated by ∫_T t s^{−1}s^κ‖He^{±it|·|2} ~f^L‖_L1 ‖~f^L‖^2_L1 ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ds ≲ ∫_T t s^{−1+κ}‖~f^L‖_L2 ‖~f^L‖^2_L1 ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ds ≲ ϵ^4_1 ∫_T t s^{−3+4α+κ} ds ≲ ϵ^4_1t^{−2+4α+κ},

while the details for the ”easier terms” are omitted. To estimate N^H_{p.v.}, we integrate by parts in σ, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′, which leads to

N^H_{p.v.} = ± 1 8 ∫_T t 1 s^4 ∫ e^{−isΘ}[H(·)^{−1}e^{±it|·|2} ∂_ξ ~f^H ](η − σ^′ − ζ^′)∂_ξ ~f^H (σ^′)∂_ξ ~f^H (ζ^′)∂_ξ ~f(σ) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ m σ^′ζ^′σ dη dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ ds + {easier terms}.

By the same arguments as in the previous paragraph and (10.7), the leading term in the above right-hand side can be estimate by ∫_T t s^{−4}s^κ‖H(·)^{−1}e^{±it|·|2} ∂_ξ ~f^H ‖_L1 ‖|ξ|^{−1}∂_ξ ~f^H ‖^2_L1 ‖⟨ξ⟩^{−1}∂_ξ ~f‖_L1 ds. The truncated Hilbert transform is not bounded on L^1, but, since its integration kernel is rapidly decaying, it is bounded on weighted L^2 spaces, which allows to estimate, by (10.7), ‖H(·)^{−1}e^{±it|·|2} ∂_ξ ~f^H ‖_L1 ≲ ‖H(·)^{−1}e^{±it|·|2} ∂_ξ ~f^H ‖_L2_{(⟨·⟩}2_{dx)} ≲ ‖(·)^{−1}e^{±it|·|2} ∂_ξ ~f^H ‖_L2_{(⟨·⟩}2_{dx)} ≲ ϵ_1t^{12 +α}.

(10.9)

Coming back to the expression above, we get ∫_T t s^{κ−4}‖H(·)^{−1}e^{±it|·|2} ∂_ξ ~f^H ‖_L1 ‖|ξ|^{−1}∂_ξ ~f^H ‖^2_L1 ‖⟨ξ⟩^{−1}∂_ξ ~f‖_L1 ds ≲ ϵ^4_1t^{−2+κ}. The term N_5. This term is very similar to N_1. By Proposition 9.5, e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ~Mod_U = τ(t)ξ ~f(ξ) + ~M(ξ). Inserting this formula in the expression for N_5 and integrating by parts in η and σ gives

N^5 = ∫_T t ds s^2 ∫ e^{−isΦ(η,σ)}iτ∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) σ dη dσ + ∫_T t ds s^2 ∫ e^{−isΦ(η,σ)} [ ∂_ξ ~M(η) + τ ~f(η) ] ∂_ξ ~f(σ) φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) ησ dη dσ + ∫_T t ds s^2 ∫ e^{−isΦ(η,σ)} [ ~M(η) + τ ~f(η) ] ∂_ξ ~f(σ)∂_η φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (η, σ) Φ(η, σ) m(η, σ) ησ dη dσ + {similar and simpler terms} = N^{5,1} + N^{5,2} + N^{5,3} + {similar and simpler terms}

To treat N^{5,1}, we use that^{φh(η,σ)φnr (η,σ)}_{Φ(η,σ)} ≲ ⟨t⟩^κ as well as | |^{m(η,σ)}_σ | | ≲^1_{⟨σ⟩⟨η−σ⟩}2 and the decay of τ(s) to obtain, thanks to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, |N^{5,1}| ≲ ∫_T t ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 s^κs^{−1−ν} ds s^2 ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{κ+2α−2−ν} . The term N^{5,2} can be treated almost identically, using the decay of ∂_ξ ~M instead of that of τ, and the bound | | m(η,σ)_{ησ} | | ≲_1 ⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩⟨η−σ⟩^2 . Finally, the term N

5,3 is once again of the same type, the difference being an additional loss of t^κ stemming from the bound |∂_η^{φnr}_Φ | ≲ t^{2κ}. This gives |N^{5,3}| ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{2κ+2α−2−ν} , and we find overall |N^5| ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{2κ+2α−2−ν} .

11. Weighted estimates for the quadratic terms

The aim of this section will be to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 11.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 9.3, the regular quadratic interaction term Q^R can be bounded by

(11.1) ‖ ‖∂_ξ ∫_t 0 e^{iθ(s)ξ}~Q^R(ξ) ds ‖ ‖ L^2

≲ ϵ^2_1.

if 0 ≤ t < T .

11.1. Preliminary steps. Expanding the expression in the right-hand side of (11.1) through Leibniz’ rule, the term where ∂_ξ hits e^{iθ(s)ξ} is much easier to control than the term where ~QR is differentiated. Therefore, we will simply prove ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 e^{iθ(s)ξ}∂_ξ ~Q^R(ξ) ds ‖ ‖ L^2

≲ ϵ^2_1.

From the definition (8.18) of Q_R, we have to estimate ∂_ξ~Q^R_ρ(ξ) = −it2ρξ ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦλμρ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f_λ(η) ~f_μ(σ)m^V_{jkl,λμρ}(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ (11.2) + ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦλμρ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f_λ(η) ~f_μ(σ)∂_ξ m^V_{jkl,λμρ}(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ where Φ_{λμρ} = ρ(ω + ξ^2) − λ(ω + η^2) − μ(ω + σ^2) and where we recall (6.4)

(11.3) | | |∂^aξ ∂^bη∂^cξ m ησ | | | ≲ 1 ⟨η⟩⟨σ⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η ± σ⟩^2 . We start by estimating the first term in the right-hand side of (11.2), which is the worst due to the ξt prefactor and as the symbol is smooth. The second term is much easier to deal with and will be considered after. Omitting indices, we shall simply write I(t, ξ) = tξ ∫ e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ)m(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ and aim at proving ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 I(s, ξ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2

≲ ϵ^2_1.

For |t| < 1, this bound follows from Proposition 9.6 (or, more precisely, its proof). Therefore, it will suffice to prove that

(11.4) ‖ ‖ ∫_t 1 I(s, ξ) ds ‖ ‖ L^2

≲ ϵ^2_1.

Before delving into the estimates, let us quickly count powers to understand where the difficulty lies.

• The prefactor ξ gives a derivative loss, which will have to be recovered, either through integration by parts (in η, σ, t), or by showing that an analog of the Leibniz rule applies (due to the localization properties of the quadratic spectral distribution).

• Counting powers of t, we see that integrations by parts in η and σ would gain a factor t^{−2}, but would lead to using the bound for ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 twice, which loses t^{2α}. Overall, the powers of t become t^{1−2+2α}, which, after integrating in time, fails to recover t^α. A small integrability gain (in t) is needed, which will be achieved by considering resonances.

Just like we did for M_0 above, we will split I(t, ξ) into three different pieces thanks to various cutoff functions. First, the low and high frequency cutoff functions are given by φ^h(η, σ) = ∑ m≥0 φ_m(t)φ_{>−κm}(η)φ_{>−κm}(σ), and φ^l(η, σ) = 1 − φ^h(η, σ),

where κ > 0 is a small universal constant. On the support of φ^l, either |η| ≲ t^{−κ} or |σ| ≲ t^{−κ} is small.

The resonant and non-resonant cutoff functions are defined by φ^r(ξ, η, σ) = ∑ j,m φ_m(t)φ_j (ξ)φ_{k1} (η)φ_{k2} (σ)φ_0(2^{−J} Φ) and φ^{nr}(ξ, η, σ) = 1 − φ^r(ξ, η, σ).

with J = max(j, k_1, k_2) − κm.

On the support of φ^r the phase is small |Φ| ≲ (⟨ξ⟩ + ⟨η⟩ + ⟨σ⟩)t^{−κ}.

This gives a decomposition of I into a low-frequency part I^l, a resonant part I^r, and a non-resonant part I^{nr} I(t, ξ) = tξ ∫ φ^l(η, σ)e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ)m(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ + tξ ∫ φ^h(η, σ)φ^r (ξ, η, σ)e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ)m(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ + tξ ∫ φ^h(η, σ)φ^{nr} (ξ, η, σ)e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f (σ)m(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ = I^l(t, ξ) + I^r(t, ξ) + I^{nr}(t, ξ). We will show in (11.5) that for all κ > 0, ‖I^l(t, ·)‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{−1−κ/4}, in (11.6) that for κ small enough ‖I^r(t, ·)‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{−1−κ/4}, and in (11.11) that for all κ small enough, ‖ ∫_t 1 ‖I^{nr}(s, ·)ds‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1 provided α is small enough. This will prove (11.4). Note that our cut-off parameter κ in this section is different, and can be chosen independently, from the one of Section 10. Here, we shall choose 0 < κ ≪ ν.

11.2. The low-frequency term. We claim that

(11.5) ‖ ‖I_l(t, ·) ‖ ‖ L^2

≲ ϵ^2_1t^{−1− κ4} .

To prove this estimate, we integrate by parts in η and σ to obtain I^l(t, ξ) = ± 1 4t ∫ e^{−itΦ}∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) ξm ησ φ^l dη dσ ± 1 4t ∫ e^{−itΦ} ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) ξm ησ ∂_ηφ^l dη dσ + {similar or simpler terms}

= I^{l,1}(t, ξ) + I^{l,2}(t, ξ) + {similar or simpler terms}.

Notice that the symbol^{ξm}_{ησ} is bounded, but not necessarily smooth at η = 0 or σ = 0; however, the integrations by parts above do not produce boundary terms since ~f(0) = 0.

Considering I^{l,1} first, it is the sum of two terms, for which |η| and |σ| respectively are ≲ t^{−κ}. Since both terms are symmetric, we only treat the former case, namely |η| ≲ t^{−κ}. On the integrand of this term, by (11.3) | | | ξm ησ | | | ≲ |ξ| ⟨σ⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± σ⟩^2 ≲ 1 ⟨σ⟩⟨ξ⟩ + 1 ⟨ξ ± σ⟩^2 . Therefore, it can be bounded by ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 4t ∫ φ_{≲−κm}(η)φ^le^{−itΦ}∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) ξm ησ dη dσ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ 1 t ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ |φ_{≲−κm}(η)| |∂_ξ ~f(η)| |∂_ξ ~f(σ)| [ 1 ⟨σ⟩⟨ξ⟩ + 1 ⟨ξ ± σ⟩^2 ] dη dσ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ≲ 1 t ‖φ_{≲−κm}∂_ξ ~f‖_L1 ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ≲ 1 t t^{− κ2} ‖∂_ξ ~f‖^2_L2 ≲ t^{−1− κ2 +2α}ϵ^2_1.

The second inequality above can be justified by the Minkowski, Young and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities.

The term I^{l,2} can be treated just like I^{l,1} after noting that, thanks to Hardy’s inequality, ‖[∂_η φ_{>−κm}(η) ~f (η)‖_L2 ≲ ‖ ‖ ‖φ_{∼−κm}(η) 1 |η| ~f(η) ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2 ≲ ‖∂_ξ ~f(η)‖_L2 . 11.3. The resonant term. We claim that

(11.6) ‖I^r(t, ξ)‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1t^{−1− κ4} .

To obtain this bound, it will be convenient to split I^r via a dyadic decompositon into I^r(t, ξ) = ∑ jk_1k_2m I^r_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) with I^r_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) = tξ ∫ e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f (σ)m(ξ, η, σ)φ_{<J} (Φ(ξ, η, σ))φ^h(η, σ)p_{jk1 k2} (ξ, η, σ) dη dσ p_{jk1k2} (ξ, η, σ) = φ_j (ξ)φ_{k1} (η)φ_{k2} (σ)

Without loss of generality, we can assume that 2^{k1} ≥ 2^{k2} ; we will distinguish two cases depending on the relative sizes of 2^j and 2^{k1} .

Case 1: 2^j ≳ 2^{k1} . This condition can immediately be improved to 2^j ∼ 2^{k1} ≥ 2^{k2} , since otherwise Φ ≫ 2^J . After integrating by parts in η and σ, I^r_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) can be written

I^r_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) = ± 1 t ∫ e^{−itΦ}∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) ξmp ησ φ_{<J} (Φ)φ^h dη dσ ± 1 t ∫ e^{−itΦ} ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) ξmp ησ ∂_η[φ_{<J} (Φ)]φ^h dη dσ + {similar or simpler terms}

= I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) + I^{r,2}_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) + {similar or simpler terms}.

(11.7)

(where we omitted the dependence of m, p, and Φ on ξ, η, σ for simplicity). In order to bound I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} in L^2, we apply Schur’s test to the kernel K(ξ, η) = ∫ e^{−itΦ}∂_ξ ~f(σ) ξmp ησ φ_{<J} (Φ)φ^h dσ. By Proposition 6.1, and since ⟨ξ⟩ ∼ ⟨η⟩, there holds | | ξmp_{ησ} | | ≲ 2_{−k2} . Furthermore, we can

make use of the following estimate, uniform in r, R ∈ R and k ∈ N:

(11.8) | |{x ∈ R, |x^2 − R| < r, |x| ∼ 2^k} | | ≲ min ( 2^{−k}r, √ r )

to bound the size of the set of η of size ∼ 2^{k1} such that |Φ| < 2^J (for fixed ξ and σ) by O ( min ( 2^{J−k1} , 2^{J/2} )) = O(t^{−κ/2}). Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwarz in the σ variable gives ∫ |K(ξ, η)| dη ≲ 2^{−k2} t^{−κ}‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 2^{k22} ≲ 2^{− k22} t^{− κ2 +α}ϵ_1. Similarly, ∫ |K(ξ, η)| dξ ≲ 2^{− k22} t^{− κ2 +α}ϵ_1. By Schur’s test, this gives the bound ‖I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} (t, ξ)‖_L2 ≲ 2^{− k22} t^{−1− κ2 +α}ϵ_1‖φ_{∼j} ∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 . Using almost orthogonality to sum over j ∼ k_1, we get ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ jk_1 I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ 2^{− k22} t^{−1− κ2 +α}ϵ_1‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ≲ 2^{− k22} t^{−1− κ2 +2α}ϵ^2_1.

Summing over k_2 gives the desired result ∑ k_2

‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ jk_1 I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2 ds ≲ ∑ k_2

2^{− k22} t^{−1− κ2 +2α}ϵ^2_1 ≲ t^{−1− κ2 +2α}ϵ^2_1.

Turning to I^{r,2}_{jk1k2} , the derivative of φ_{<J} (Φ) can be bounded by

|∂_η φ_{<J} (Φ)| = |∂_ηΦφ^′_{<J} (Φ)| ≲ 2^{k1} 2^{−J} ≲ t^κ.

One can then follow the same estimates as for I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} , but the sum over m does not converge; this problem is solved by an additional integration by parts in η, after which the estimates go through, following the same estimates as for I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} . Notice that, thanks to the localization φ^h, a further integration by parts in time does not lead to a singularity at η = 0; rather, it produces a factor^{φh}_{ηt} , which can be bounded by ≲ t^{−1+κ}.

Case 2: 2^{k1} ≫ 2^j . In order for Φ to be O(2^J ), this implies that 2^{k1} ∼ 2^{k2} ≫ 2^j . We proceed just like in Case 1, writing

I^r_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) = I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) + I^{r,2}_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) + {similar or simpler terms},

(11.9)

and estimate I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} in the same way as above. Some estimates have to be adapted to this new situation, though: first, the bound on | |^{ξmp}_{ησ} | | is now 2^{j−2k1} . Second, using the bound (11.8), we get the estimates |{η, |Φ(ξ, η, σ)| < 2^J , |η| ∼ 2^{k1} }| ≲ 2^{J−k1} ∼ t^{−κ}, |{ξ, |Φ(ξ, η, σ)| < 2^J , |ξ| ∼ 2^j }| ≲ min ( 2^{J−j}, 2^{J2} ) ≲ 2^{k1−j}t^{− κ2} . Overall, we obtain ∫ |K(ξ, η)| dη ≲ 2^{j−2k1} t^{−κ}‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 2^{k1/2} ≲ 2^{j− 3k12} t^{−κ+α}ϵ_1 ∫ |K(ξ, η)| dξ ≲ 2^{j−2k1} 2^{k1−j}t^{−κ}‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 2^{k1/2}ϵ_1 ≲ 2^{− k12} t^{−κ+α}ϵ_1, and thus, as j ≪ k_1, by Schur’s test,

(11.10) ‖I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} ‖_L2 ≲ t^{−1}2^{− k12} t^{−κ+α}ϵ_1‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ≲ 2^{− k12} t^{−1−κ+2α}ϵ^2_1.

Summing over k_2 ∼ k_1, j < k_1 and k_1, this gives the desired estimate, namely ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ jk_1k_2 I^{r,1}_{jk1k2} (t, ξ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ds ≲ t^{−1−κ+2α}ϵ^2_1.

There remains to estimate I^{r,2}_{jk1k2} ; once again,

|∂_η φ_{<J} (Φ)| = | ∂_ηΦφ^′_{<J} (Φ) | = 2^{k1−J} ≲ t^κ. Just like for I^{r,1}, this is not quite enough to sum, but an additional integration by parts in η suffices to close the estimates.

11.4. The non-resonant term. We claim that

(11.11) ‖ ‖ ∫_t 1 e^{iθ(s)ξ} I^{nr}(s, ξ)ds ‖ ‖ L^2

≲ ϵ^2_1.

Integrating by parts in time and using the decompositions in Propositions 9.5 and Proposition 9.6, we get that ∫_t 1 e^{iθ(s)ξ}I^{nr}(s, ξ) ds = − ∫ e^{iθ(t)ξ−itΦ} ~f(η) ~f (σ)tξm φ^hφ^{nr} iΦ dη dσ − ∫_t 1 s ∫ e^{iθ(s)ξ−isΦ} [ ~D(η) + ~M(η) ] ~f(σ)ξmφ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ ds − ∫_t 1 s ∫ e^{iθ(s)ξ−isΦ} ~C^S (η) ~f (σ)ξm φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ ds − ∫_t 1 sτ(s) ∫ e^{iθ(s)ξ−isΦ} ~f(η) ~f (σ)ηξm φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ ds − ∫_t 1 ∫ e^{iθ(s)ξ−isΦ} ~f(η) ~f(σ)ξ∂_s[sφ^hφ^{nr}] m Φ dη dσ ds − ∫_t 1 sτ(s) ∫ e^{iθ(s)ξ−isΦ} ~f(η) ~f (σ)ξ^2m φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ ds + {similar or simpler terms} =J^0 + J^1 + J^2 + J^3 + J^4 + J^5 + {similar or simpler terms}.

Estimate of J^0. We claim that ‖J^0‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1.

For t > 1 this will follow as a consequence of the following estimate:

(11.12) ‖ ‖ ‖tξ ∫ e^{−itΦ}g(η)h(σ)m φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ≲ t^{−1+3κ} (‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ g ⟨ξ⟩ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂_ξg ⟨ξ⟩ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ) ‖h‖_H1_ξ for general functions g, h, and of (9.3). For t ≤ 1 the estimate is much easier to prove, so that we skip it. We now show (11.12); integrating by parts, tξ ∫ e^{−itΦ}g(η)h(σ)m φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ = ιξ 4t ∫ e^{−itΦ} ∂_ξg(η) η ∂_ξh(σ) σ m φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dηdσ + ιξ 4t ∫ e^{−itΦ} g(η) η h(σ) σ m∂_η∂_σ ( φ^hφ^{nr} Φ ) dηdσ + {easier} = I + II + {easier}

for some sign ι ∈ {±1}. The easier term contains the remaining cases: when a derivative hits^m_{ησ} , and the mixed cases. It can be estimated exactly as I and II so that we skip it.

To estimate I we use that |^{φnr}_Φ | ≲^{tκ}_{⟨ξ⟩+⟨η⟩+⟨σ⟩} by the definition of φ^{nr}. Hence |I| ≲ |ξ|t^{−1+κ} ∫ |∂_ξg(η)| |η|⟨η⟩ |∂_ξh(σ)| |σ| |m|dηdσ Applying (9.21) then shows ‖I‖_L2_ξ ≲ t^{−1+κ} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂_ξg ⟨ξ⟩ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ‖∂^ξh‖L^2_ξ .

To estimate II, we use that | |∂_η∂_σ(φ^hφ^{nr} Φ ) | | ≲ t^{3κ} ⟨ξ⟩ + ⟨η⟩ + ⟨σ⟩ . To justify this bound, observe that, if ⟨ξ⟩ ∼ 2^j , ⟨η⟩ ∼ 2^{k1} and ⟨σ⟩ ∼ 2^{k2} and |Φ| ∼ 2^J , then on the support of φ^{nr} one has 2^J ≳ 2^{j+k1+k2} t^{−κ} and therefore | |∂_η φ^{nr} Φ | | ≲ 2^{−2J} 2^k1 ≲ 2^{−2j−k}1^{−2k}2 t^{2κ} ≲ t^{2κ} ⟨η⟩ + ⟨σ⟩ + ⟨ξ⟩ (and similarly for the ∂_σ derivative). Hence |II| ≲ t^{−1+3κ}|ξ| ∫ |g(η)| |η|⟨η⟩ |h(σ)| |σ| |m|dηdσ. Applying again (9.21) shows ‖II‖_L2_ξ ≲ t^{−1+3κ} ‖ ‖ ‖ g ⟨ξ⟩ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ‖h‖L^2_ξ . Combining, we obtain (11.12) as desired. Estimate of J^1. Denoting

J^1 = s ∫ e^{−isΦ} [ ~D(η) + ~M(η) ] ~f(σ)ξmφ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ, for the integrand in s in the definition of J^1 (so that J^1 = ∫_t 1 J^1 ds), we claim that ‖J^1‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨s⟩^{−1−ν+2κ+α}, from which the desired estimate follows by time integration. The estimate will follow the pattern that was established for ξ~Q^R in Proposition 9.6.

We integrate by parts in σ to obtain

J^1 = ± 1 2 ∫ e^{−isΦ} [ ~D(η) + ~M(η) ] ∂_ξ ~f(σ) ξm σ φ^hφ^{nr} iΦ dη dσ ± 1 2 ∫ e^{−isΦ} [ ~D(η) + ~M(η) ] ~f(σ)ξm σ ∂_σ [ φ^hφ^{nr} iΦ ] dη dσ + {easier terms}

=J^{1,1} + J^{1,2} + {easier terms}.

We estimate J^{1,1} with the help of inequality (9.21), of the bound^{φhφnr}_Φ ≲ ⟨t⟩^κ, of Proposition 9.5 and of Proposition 9.6. This gives ‖ J^{1,1} ‖ L^2 ≲ ⟨s⟩ κ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ‖ ‖ ‖ξ[ ~D + ~M] ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨s⟩^{−1−ν+κ+α}. Turning to J^{1,2}, we can once again follow the same argument, using that | | |∂^σ [ φ_{≥J} (Φ) Φ ]| | | ≲ ⟨t⟩^κ |σ| + ⟨t⟩^{2κ}. to obtain ‖J^{1,2}‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨s⟩^{−1−ν+2κ+α}.

Estimate of J^2: the δ term. We write J^2 for the integrand (in s) of J^2, in other words

J^2 = ∫ e^{−isΦ} ~C^S (η) ~f(σ)ξm φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ The singular cubic terms fall into two categories: those involving δ(p) and those involving p. v.^1_p . We call η^′, σ^′ and ζ^′ the input frequencies in the cubic term, and η the output frequency. Focusing first on the δ term, we are facing

J^2_δ = ∫ sξe^{−isΨ(ξ,σ,η′,σ′,ζ′)}m(ξ, η, σ)n(η, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′) ~f(σ) ~f(η^′) ~f(σ^′) ~f(ζ^′) φ^hφ^{nr}(ξ, η, σ) Φ(ξ, η, σ) δ(η ± η^′ ± σ^′ ± ζ^′) dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dη dσ, where we denoted n for the factor such that m^S(η, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′) = δ(p)n(η, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′), and where the four-linear phase is given by with

Ψ(ξ, σ, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′) = (ω + |ξ|^2) ± (ω + |σ|^2) ± (ω + |η^′|^2) ± (ω + |σ^′|^2) ± (ω + |ζ^′|^2).

In the above expression, all variables all spelled out for clarity, but in the following, we will omit them as is our customary convention, which results in the formula

J^2_δ = ∫ sξe^{−isΨ}mn ~f(σ) ~f(η^′) ~f(σ^′) ~f(ζ^′) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ. We claim that ‖J^2_δ (s, ·)‖_L2 ≲ s^{− 94 +κ+4α}, which gives the desired bound on J^2 after time integration. Proceeding as in the previous section, we will now split f into low and high frequencies, see (10.6) and (10.7), which gives the decomposition

J^2_δ = ∫ sξe^{−isΨ}mn ~f(σ)~f^L(η^′)~f^L(σ^′)~f^L(ζ^′) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ + ∫ sξe^{−isΨ}mn ~f(σ) ~f^H (η^′) ~f^H (σ^′) ~f^H (ζ^′) φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ + {cross terms}

= J^{2,L}_δ + J^{2,H}_δ + {cross terms}.

Here, the cross terms involve both high- and low-frequency contributions, and they can be bounded in a similar way to J^{2,L}_δ and J^{2,H}_δ , which will be treated below.

In order to bound J^{2,L}_δ , we integrate by parts in σ, which yields

J^{2,L}_δ = ± 1 2 ∫ e^{−isΨ}∂_ξ ~f(σ)~f^L(η^′)~f^L(σ^′)~f^L(ζ^′) ξmnφ^hφ^{nr} σΦ dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ + {easier terms}.

Since |η| ≲ 1 and |Φ| ≳ (⟨ξ⟩ + ⟨η⟩ + ⟨σ⟩)t^{−κ} there holds using (11.3) that | | ξmnφ^hφ^{nr} σΦ | | ≲ t^κ ⟨σ⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ±η±σ⟩^2 . Using in addition (10.7), this leads to the following bound for the leading

term in J^{2,L}_δ ‖J^{2,L}_δ ‖_L2 ≲ s^κ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ‖~f^L‖^3_L1 ≲ ϵ^4_1s^{− 94 +κ+4α}.

Turning to J^{2,H}_δ , we integrate by parts in all the Fourier variables to obtain

J^{2,H}_δ = ± 1 16s^3 ∫ e^{−isΨ}∂_ξ ~f(σ)∂_ξ ~f^H (η^′)∂_ξ ~f^H (σ^′)∂_ξ ~f^H (ζ^′) ξmnφ^hφ^{nr} ση^′σ^′ζ^′Φ dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ + {easier term}.

Once again, the key point is to bound the symbol; by |Φ| ≳ (⟨ξ⟩ + ⟨η⟩ + ⟨σ⟩)t^{−κ}, (11.3) and Proposition 6.2, we see that | | | ξmnφ^hφ^{nr} ση^′σ^′ζ^′Φ | | | ≲ t^κ |η^′||σ^′||ζ^′|⟨σ⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η ± σ⟩^2 . Therefore, we can estimate the leading term in J^{2,H}_δ with the help of (10.7) by

‖J^{2,H}_δ ‖_L2 ≲ s^{−3+κ}‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ‖|ξ|^{−1}∂_ξ ~f^H ‖^3_L1 ≲ ϵ^4_1s^{− 94 +κ+4α}, which is the desired bound.

Estimate of J^2: the p.v. term. In that case, the time integrand becomes J^2_{p.v.} = ∫ sξe^{−isΨ(ξ,σ,η′,σ′,ζ′)}m(ξ, η, σ)n(η, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′) ~f(σ) ~f(η^′) ~f(σ^′) ~f(ζ^′) φ^hφ^{nr}(ξ, η, σ) Φ(ξ, η, σ) pϕ(η − η′ − σ′ − ζ′) η − η^′ − σ^′ − ζ^′ dη^′ dσ^′ dζ^′ dη dσ. We will prove that ‖ ‖J^2_{p.v.}(s, ·) ‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ ϵ^4_1s^{−2+κ+4α}.

First, we need to manipulate this formula to make it more amenable to estimates. First, the symbol n is a tensor product in the variables η, η^′, σ^′, ζ^′, which can be distributed on the functions ~f without altering the estimates they satisfy. For this reason, we shall assume that n = 1. Second, we denote, as in the previous section H for the truncated Hilbert transform with kernel^{pϕ(ξ)}_ξ , and Θ for the phase Ψ from which the summand 1 + |η^′|^2 is removed. Then, the above can be written J^2_{p.v.} = ∫ sξe^{−isΘ} ~f(σ) [ He^{±is(1+|·|2)} ~f ] (η − σ^′ − ζ^′) ~f(σ^′) ~f(ζ^′) mφ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ The next step is to split between high- and low-frequency contributions J^2_{p.v.} = ∫ sξe^{−isΘ} ~f(σ) [ He^{±is(1+|·|2)} ~f^L ] (η − σ^′ − ζ^′)~f^L(σ^′)~f^L(ζ^′) mφ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ + ∫ sξe^{−isΘ} ~f(σ) [ He^{±is(1+|·|2)} ~f^H ] (η − σ^′ − ζ^′) ~f^H (σ^′) ~f^H (ζ^′) mφ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ + {cross terms} = J^{2,L}_{p.v.} + J^{2,H}_{p.v.} + {cross terms} The low-frequency part can be estimated after an integration by parts in σ: J^{2,L}_{p.v.} = ± i 2 ∫ e^{−isΘ}∂_ξ ~f(σ) [ He^{±is(1+|·|2)} ~f^L ] (η − σ^′ − ζ^′)~f^L(σ^′)~f^L(ζ^′) ξmφ^hφ^{nr} σΦ dη dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ + {easier terms}

Proceeding similarly to the case of the δ term J^2_δ , using (10.7), (10.8) and the fact that pϕ is Schwartz class we can estimate ‖J^{2,L}_{p.v.} ‖_L2 ≲ s^κ‖He^{±is(1+|·|2)} ~f^L‖_L1 ‖~f^L‖^2_L1 ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ≲ ‖~f^L‖_L2 ‖~f^L‖^2_L1 ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^4_1s^{−2+κ+4α}. Finally, in order to estimate the high frequeny contribution, we integrate by parts in η^′, σ^′, ζ^′ and σ to obtain J^{2,H}_{p.v.} = ± 1 16s^3 ∫ e^{−isΘ}∂_ξ ~f(σ) [ H(·)^{−1}e^{±is(1+|·|2)}∂_ξ ~f^H ] (η − σ^′ − ζ^′)∂_ξ ~f^H (σ^′)∂_ξ ~f^H (ζ^′) ξmφ^hφ^{nr} σζ^′σ^′Φ dη dσ^′ dζ^′ dσ + {easier terms}. Proceeding similarly to the case of the δ term J^2_δ , we can estimate, with the help of (10.7) and (10.9) ‖J^{2,H}_{p.v.} ‖_L2 ≲ s^κ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_L2 ‖ ‖| · |^{−1}∂ξ ~f^H ‖ ‖^2_{L1} [‖ ‖H(·)^{−1}e^{±is(1+|·|2)}∂ξ ~f^H ‖ ‖_{L1} + ‖ ‖He^{±is(1+|·|2)}∂ξ ~f^H ‖ ‖_{L2} ] ≲ ϵ^4_1s^{−2+κ+4α},

which is the desired estimate!

Estimate of J^3. It can be estimated in a very similar way to J^0. Indeed, thanks to (11.12) and Proposition 9.5 ∫_t 1 s|τ(s)| ‖ ‖ ∫ e^{−isΦ} ~f(η) ~f(σ)ηξm φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ ‖ ‖ L^2_ξ ds ≲ ϵ_1 ∫_t 1 s^{−2−ν+3κ}‖ ~f‖^2_H1_ξ ds ≲ ϵ^3_1.

Estimate of J^4. For this term, it suffices to integrate by parts in η and σ, using that | | | 1 Φ ∂_s[sφ^hφ^{nr}] | | | ≲ s^κ. Estimate of J^5 It follows from the following variant of (11.12): ‖ ‖ ‖tξ^2 ∫ e^{−itΦ}g(η)h(σ)m φ^hφ^{nr} Φ dη dσ ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2_ξ ≲ t^{−1+3κ} (‖ ‖ ‖ g ⟨ξ⟩ ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2_ξ + ‖ ‖ ‖∂^ξg ⟨ξ⟩ ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2_ξ ) ‖h‖_H1_ξ Its proof is nearly identical to that of (11.12); the only difference being that we use the inequality |^{φnr}_Φ | ≲^{tκ}_{⟨ξ⟩+⟨η⟩+⟨σ⟩} ≲^{tκ}_{⟨ξ⟩} instead of^{tκ}_{⟨η⟩} , and similarly for derivatives of^{φnr}_Φ .

11.5. End of the proof. In view of (11.4) which has been proven in the previous subsections, there only remains to estimate the second term in the right-hand side of (11.2). It is actually much simpler to estimate. Indeed, integrating by parts and omitting indices we get ∫ e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f (σ)∂_ξ m dη dσ = − λμ 4t^2 ∫ e^{−itΦ}∂_η∂_σ ( ~f(η) ~f (σ)∂^ξ m ησ ) dη dσ

(note that there are no boundary terms as ~f(0) = 0). By (11.3) we have |∂_η ∂_σ( ~f(η) ~f (σ) ∂_ξ m ησ )| ≲ | ~f(η)| + |∂_ξ ~f(η)| ⟨η⟩ | ~f(σ)| + |∂_ξ ~f(σ)| ⟨σ⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η ± σ⟩^2 so that the Minkowski and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities give ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ e^{−itΦ}∂_η∂_σ ( ~f(η) ~f (σ)∂^ξ m ησ ) dη dσ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ≲ ‖| ~f| + |∂_ξ ~f|‖^2_{L2} ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{2α}. Hence the second term in the right-hand side of (11.2) satisfies ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 dt ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦλμρ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f_λ(η) ~f_μ(σ)∂_ξ m^V_{jkl,λμρ}(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2ξ} ≲ ∫_t 0 ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{2α−2}dt ≲ ϵ^2_1.

Injecting (11.4) and the above inequality in (11.2) shows the desired estimate (11.1).

12. Weighted estimates for the remaining terms

The aim of this section is to prove the following estimate.

Proposition 12.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 9.3, there holds ‖ ‖ ‖∂^ξ ∫_t 0 e^{iθ(s)ξ} [ ~C + ~T + ~R + ~M] ds ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞[0,t]L2ξ} + ‖ ‖∂_ξ ∫_t 0 e^{i[θ(s)ξ−isρ(ω+ξ2)]}[ ~Mod_Φ + ~E] ds ‖ ‖ L^∞_{[0,t]}L^2_ξ ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^α. (12.1)

for 0 ≤ t < T .

12.1. First reduction. Considering the left-hand side of (12.1), and expanding the terms there through Leibniz’ rule, we examine first the terms for which ∂_ξ hits e^{iθ(s)ξ}, namely ∫_t 0 iθ(s)e^{iθ(s)ξ}[ ~C + ~T + ~R + ~M] ds + ∫_t 0 iθ(s)e^{i[θ(s)ξ−isρ(ω+ξ2)]}[ ~Mod_Φ + ~E] ds. These terms are easily estimated in L^2 by ∫_t 0 [ ‖ ~C‖_L2 + ‖ ~T ‖_L2 + ‖ ~R‖_L2 + ‖ ~M‖_L2 + ‖ ~Mod_Φ‖_L2 + ‖ ~E‖_L2 ] ds ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨log t⟩. Therefore, it will suffice to prove that ∫_t 0 [ ‖∂_ξ ~C‖_L2 + ‖∂_ξ ~T ‖_L2 + ‖∂_ξ ~R‖_L2 + ‖∂_ξ ~M‖_L2 ] ds + ∫_t 0 ‖ ‖∂ξ [ e^{−isρ(ω+ξ2)} ~Mod_Φ ]‖ ‖_{L2} ds + ∫_t 0 ‖ ‖∂ξ [ e^{−isρ(ω+ξ2)} ~E) ]‖ ‖_{L2} ds ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^α, which will be our aim in this section. For the term involving ~M, this is a direct consequence of (9.5), we now turn to the other terms.

12.2. The commutation lemma. The following lemma is a variant of lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 in [13]. The aim of this lemma is to commute ∂_ξ with the following trilinear operator

T_{b(p)}(f_1, f_2, f_3)(ξ) = ∫ e^{−itΦλμνρ} f_1(η)f_2(σ)f_3(ζ)b(p) dη dσ dζ, where Φ_{λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) was defined in (8.19), b is a distribution, and p = αξ − βη − γσ − δζ. As is always our convention, the parameters α, β, γ, δ, λ, μ, ν, ρ belong to {±1}. Lemma 12.2. If λ + μ + ν = ρ, then for f_j ∈ S,

α∂_ξ T_{b(p)}(f_1, f_2, f_3)(ξ) = ρλβT_{b(p)}(∂_ξf_1, f_2, f_3)(ξ) + ρμγT_{b(p)}(f_1, ∂_ξ f_2, f_3)(ξ) + ρνδT_{b(p)}(f_1, f_2, ∂_ξf_3)(ξ) − 2itρT_{pb(p)}(f_1, f_2, f_3)(ξ). Proof. Differentiating T_b(f_1, f_2, f_3) with respect to ξ gives (12.2) ∂_ξT_{b(p)}(f_1, f_2, f_3)(ξ) = T_{∂ξ b}(f_1, f_2, f_3)(ξ) − 2itρT_{ξb(p)}(f_1, f_2, f_3)(ξ). Since α∂_ξb(p) = −β∂_ηb(p) = −γ∂_σb(p) = −δ∂_ζ b(p), there holds α∂_ξ b(p) = αρ(λ + μ + ν)∂_ξb(p) = −ρ(λβ∂_η b(p) + μγ∂_σb(p) + νδ∂_ζ b(p)). Substituting the above right-hand side for ∂_ξb(p) in (12.2), and integrating by parts in η, σ or ζ as appropriate gives α∂_ξT_{b(p)}(f_1, f_2, f_3) = ρλβT_{b(p)}(∂_ξf_1, f_2, f_3) + ρμγT_{b(p)}(f_1, ∂_ξf_2, f_3) + ρνδT_{b(p)}(f_1, f_2, ∂_ξ f_3) − 2itραT_{ξb(p)}(f_1, f_2, f_3)(ξ) + 2itρβT_{ηb(p)}(f_1, f_2, f_3) + 2itργT_{σb(p)}(f_1, f_2, f_3) + 2itρδT_{ζb(p)}(f_1, f_2, f_3).

Gathering the terms in the last two lines into 2itρT_{pb(p)} gives the desired result. □

12.3. The singular cubic terms. In this subsection we prove

(12.3) ‖ ‖∂_ξ ~C_S (t) ‖ ‖ L^2 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−1+α}. Deriving the relevant expressions to be estimated. Out of the two components of C^S in (8.20), we will only estimate (12.4)

~F_+(C^S )(ξ) = 1 4π^2 ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦ++−+(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f_+(η) ~f_+(σ) ~f_−(ζ)m^S_{1121,++−+}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ since the other component can be treated identically. Recall that, by Lemma 6.3, m^S_{1121,++−+}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = Lλμν ∑ αβγδϵ a^ϵ_{1121,+++−} αβγδ (ξ, η, σ, ζ) [ πδ(p) + √ 2πϵp.v. pϕ(p) ip ]

= ∑ αβγδϵ a^{+,1,ϵ}_β (η)a^{+,1,ϵ}_γ (σ)a^{−,2,ϵ}_δ (ζ)a^{+,1,ϵ}_α (ξ) [ πδ(p) + √ 2πϵp.v. pϕ(p) ip ] , where p = αξ − βη − γσ − δζ. Therefore, (12.4) can be written as a linear combination of terms of the type T_{b(p)}(a(ξ) ~f(ξ), a(ξ) ~f(ξ), a(ξ) ~f (ξ)), with b(p) = δ(p) or p.v. pϕ(p) ip , where we dropped all indices for simplicity. By Lemma 12.2, ∂_ξT_{b(p)}(a(ξ) ~f(ξ), a(ξ) ~f(ξ), a(ξ) ~f (ξ)) = ρλαβT_{b(p)}(∂_ξ[a(ξ) ~f (ξ)], a(ξ) ~f(ξ), a(ξ) ~f (ξ)) − 2itραT_{pb(p)}(a(ξ) ~f (ξ), a(ξ) ~f (ξ), a(ξ) ~f (ξ)) + {similar terms}. The second term on the right-hand side is actually a regular cubic term, and as such it will be bounded in the next subsection. We turn to the first term on the right-hand side, for which we will assume that ∂_ξ hits ~f(ξ) rather than a(ξ), since this is the harder case. Multilinear operators. A simplifying feature which we encounter here is the following: the integrand of ~F_+(C^S ) tensorizes, as a function of ξ, η, σ, ζ. Therefore, after switching from the distorted to the flat Fourier transform (which can be achieved through the wave operator), ~F_+(CS ) can be expressed in terms of the operators

U(f_1, f_2, f_3)(x) = pF^{−1}_{ξ→x} ∫ pf_1(η) pf_2(σ) pf_3(ζ)δ(p) dη dσ dζ

V (f_1, f_2, f_3)(x) = pF^{−1}_{ξ→x} ∫ pf_1(η) pf_2(σ) pf_3(ζ) p. v. pϕ(p) p dη dσ dζ, where p = αξ − βη − γσ − δζ. Since these operators correspond to convolution in frequency space, they are given by multiplication opeartors in physical space:

U(f_1, f_2, f_3)(x) = 2πf_1(αβx)f_2(αγx)f_3(αδx)

V (f_1, f_2, f_3)(x) = (2π)^{3/2}Z(αx)f_1(αβx)f_2(αγx)f_3(αδx), with pZ(ξ) = pϕ(ξ) ξ . Since Z ∈ L^∞, the operators U and V enjoy Hölder bounds ‖U(f_1, f_2, f_3)‖_q + ‖V (f_1, f_2, f_3)‖_q ≲ ‖f_1‖_{p1} ‖f_2‖_{p2} ‖f_3‖_{p3} .

whenever 1 ≤ q, p_1, p_2, p_3 ≤ ∞ satisfy^1_q =^1_{p1} +^1_{p2} +^1_{p3} .

The estimates. Using the wave operator defined in (5.26) and the notations defined in the previous paragraph, we can write T_b(∂_ξ [a(ξ) ~f (ξ)], a(ξ) ~f(ξ), a(ξ) ~f(ξ)) as a linear combination of terms of the type e^{it(1+ξ2 )}a(ξ) pF U(We^{itH}a( ~D) ~F^{−1}∂_ξ ~f(ξ), We^{itH}a( ~D)f, We^{itH}a( ~D)f), and the same expression with V replacing U. Since both can be estimated identically, we focus on the expression involving U above. Applying successively Plancherel’s theorem, the Hölder estimate, Lemma 7.1 and Corollary 5.11, ‖ ‖e^{it(1+ξ2)}a(ξ) pF U(We^{itH}a( ~D) ~F^{−1}∂ξ ~f(ξ), We^{itH}a( ~D)f, We^{itH}a( ~D)f) ‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ ‖ ‖We^{itH}a( ~D) ~F^{−1}∂ξ ~f(ξ) ‖ ‖_2 ‖ ‖We^{itH}a( ~D)f ‖ ‖_∞ ‖ ‖We^{itH}a( ~D)f) ‖ ‖_∞ ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^α⟨t⟩^{− 12} ⟨t⟩^{− 12} = ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−1+α}.

12.4. The regular cubic terms. We want to bound here the contribution of the regular cubic terms by

(12.5) ‖∂_ξ ~C^R‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^3_1t^{3α−2}.

We can write ∂_ξ ~C^R as a linear combination of terms of the type tξ ∫ e^{itΦ(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f(η) ~f (σ) ~f(ζ)m(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ, up to simpler terms which we disregard. The above expression was already estimated in L^2 in Lemma 9.6, or rather its proof. There, it was proved that it enjoys the bound ϵ^3_1t^{3α−2}, from which the desired estimate follows!

12.5. The higher order and remainder terms. We claim that

(12.6) ‖∂_ξ ~T ‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^4_1⟨t⟩^{−1} and ‖∂_ξ ~R‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν+α}.

To prove these bounds, we do not need to handle carefully resonances on the Fourier side as rough estimates on the physical side suffice.

Recall (8.3), the definition of the nonlinear terms N(u, ū). Recall u = U_1, ū = U_2 and U = U_e + U_d. We introduce

T (u, ū) = N(U_{e,1}, U_{e,2}) − V_{++}U^2_{e,1} − V_{−−}U^2_{e,2} − V_{+−}U_{e,1}U_{e,2}

− V_{++−}U^2_{e,1}U_{e,2} − V_{+−−}U_{e,1}U^2_{e,2} − V_{+++}U^3_{e,1} + V_{−−−}U^3_{e,2}, R(u, ū) = N(u, ū) − N(U_{e,1}, U_{e,2}), so that T = e^{−itH} (T (u, ū), T (ū, u))^⊤ and R = e^{−itH} (R(u, ū), R(ū, u))^⊤ . Now for a general function g, we have by applying (iv) in Proposition 5.8 ‖ ‖ ‖∂ξ ( e^{−itρ(1+ξ2 )} ~F_ρg )‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ ‖ ‖ ‖tξ ~Fρg ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} + ‖ ‖ ‖∂ξ ~Fρg ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≲ t‖g‖_H1 + ‖⟨x⟩g‖_L2 .

Therefore ‖∂_ξ ~T ‖_L2 ≲ t‖T (u, ū)‖_H1 + ‖⟨x⟩T (u, ū)‖_L2 , (12.7) ‖∂_ξ ~R‖_L2 ≲ t‖R(u, ū)‖_H1 + ‖⟨x⟩R(u, ū)‖_L2 . (12.8) Applying (iv) in Proposition 5.8 again, then using ~F_ρU_e = e^{itρ(1+ξ2)} ~f_ρ we have (12.9) ‖⟨x⟩U_e‖_L2 ≲ ‖ ~FU_e‖_H1 ≲ ‖tξ ~f‖_L2 + ‖ ~f‖_H1 ≲ ϵ_1⟨t⟩ where we used (9.3) and (9.8) for the last inequality.

From the very definition of T (u, ū) and R(u, ū) we have the pointwise estimates |T (u, ū)| ≲ |U_e|^5 + V |U_e|^4, |∂_xT (u, ū)| ≲ |∂_xU_e||U_e|^4 + V^′|∂_xU_e||U_e|^3, |R(u, ū)| ≲ |U_d|(|U_d| + |U_e|), |∂_xR(u, ū)| ≲ |∂_xU_d|(|U_d| + |U_e|) + |∂_xU_e||U_d| for V and V^′ two exponentially decreasing functions. Hence ‖T (u, ū)‖_H1 ≲ ‖U_e‖_H1 ‖U_e‖^4_L∞ + ‖U_e‖_H1 ‖⟨x⟩^{−1}U_e‖^3_L∞ ≲ ϵ_1ϵ^4_1⟨t⟩^{−2} + ϵ_1ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−3+3α} ≲ ϵ^4_1⟨t⟩^{−2},

(12.10) where we used (9.8), (9.6), (9.5) and (9.7), and ‖⟨x⟩T (u, ū)‖_L2 ≲ ‖⟨x⟩U_e‖_L2 ‖U_e‖^4_L∞ + ‖⟨x⟩^{−1}U_e‖^4_L∞ ≲ ϵ_1⟨t⟩ϵ^4_1⟨t⟩^{−2} + ϵ^4_1⟨t⟩^{−4+4α} ≲ ϵ^4_1⟨t⟩^{−1},

(12.11) where we used in addition (12.9). Similarly, using U_d = a_0Ξ_0 + a_1Ξ_1, (9.5) and (9.8) ‖R(u, ū)‖_H1 + ‖⟨x⟩R‖_L2 ≲ (|a_0| + |a_1|)(|a_0| + |a_1| + ‖U_e‖_H1 ) ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−2−ν+α} ( ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−2−ν+α} + ϵ_1 ) ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−2−ν+α}. (12.12) Injecting (12.10) and (12.11) in (12.7), and (12.12) in (12.7), we obtain the desired estimate (12.6).

12.6. The modulation term. In this subsection, we prove that (12.13) ‖ ‖∂_ξ [e_{−iρt(ω+ξ}^2_) ~Mod_Φ] ‖ ‖ L^2 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−2+2α−ν} . We now use (5.25) and then the fourth assertion in Lemma 5.8 to obtain ‖ ‖∂ξ [ e^{−iρt(ω+ξ2)} ~Mod_Φ ]‖ ‖_{L2} = ‖ ‖∂ξ [ e^{−iρt(ω+ξ2)} ~FP_eMod_Φ ]‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ t ‖ ‖ξ ~FP_eMod_Φ ‖ ‖ L^2 + ‖ ‖∂_ξ ~FP_eMod_Φ ‖ ‖ L^2

≲ t‖P_eMod_Φ‖_H1 + ‖P_eMod_Φ‖_L2,1 .

Using now (8.15) which gives the projection of Mod_Φ, followed by Lemma 9.4 and the boostrap hypothesis (9.2) which control the modulation parameters, ‖P_eMod_Φ‖_H1 + ‖P_eMod_Φ‖_L2,1 ≲ [ |ω − p^2 − γ̇| + |ω̇| + |2p − ẏ| + |ṗ| ]^3∑ j=0 [‖ ‖e^{i(p−p)σ3x}Ξ2 − Ξ2 ‖ ‖ H^1 + ‖ ‖e_{i(p−p)σ3x}Ξ_2 − Ξ_2 ‖ ‖ L^{2,1} ]

≲ [ |ω − p^2 − γ̇| + |ω̇| + |2p − ẏ| + |ṗ| ] |p − p| ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−3+2α−ν} .

Combining the above estimates gives the desired bound (12.13). 12.7. The error term. In this subsection, we prove that (12.14) ‖∂_ξ(e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ~E)‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν+α}. Recall the decomposition E = (V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3 x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U + e^{i(p−p)σ3x}N (e^{i(p−p)σ3x}U) − N (U) = E_1 + E_2.

Estimates for E_1. Using first U = U_d + U_e and ~FP_d = 0, then applying Lemma 5.15 we have for ρ = ± ~F_ρE_1 = ~F_ρ ( (V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U_d ) + ~F_ρ ( (V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3 x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U_e )

= ~F_ρ ( (V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U_d ) + ∑ λ∈{±} ∫ e^{itλ(1+η2 )}s^{ω,ω}_{ρλ} (ξ, η) ~f_λ(η) dη = ~F_ρE^′_1 + ~F_ρE^{′′}_1 with s = s^{ω,ω}_{ρλ} satisfying | | |∂^aξ ∂^bη s(ξ, η) η | | | ≲^{a,b} |ω − ω| ⟨η⟩ ∑ ± 1 ⟨ξ ± η⟩^2 . Differentiating with respect to ξ, we obtain ∂_ξ ( e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ~F_ρE_1 )

= −2itρξe^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ~F_ρE_1 + e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)}∂_ξ ~F_ρE^′_1 + e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ∑ λ∈{±} ∫ e^{itλ(ω+η2 )}∂_ξs(ξ, η) ~f_λ(η) dη = −2itρξe^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ~F_ρE_1 + I + II. The first term is bounded thanks to (9.25), which yields t‖ξ ~E_1‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν+α}. To bound the second term, we use item (iv) of Proposition 5.8, the decay of the discrete parameters (9.5) and the bootstrap hypothesis (9.2) to obtain ‖I‖_L2 ≲ ‖(V_ω − e^{i(p−p)σ3x}V_ωe^{i(p−p)σ3x})U_d‖_L2,1 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−3−2ν+α}. Finally, the term II can be bounded exactly as E_1 in the estimates leading to (9.25), giving ‖II‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−2−ν+α}. Overall, we find that (12.15) ‖∂_ξ(e^{−itρ(1+ξ2 )} ~E_1)‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν+α}.

Estimates for E_2. We recall by (8.8) that N (U) = (N_1(U), N_2(U)) where N_1(U) = N(U_1, U_2). An explicit computation gives E_{2,1} = e^{i(p−p)x}N_1(e^{i(p−p)σ3x}U) − N_1(U) = F^′ ( Φ^2 + e^{i(p−p)x}ΦU_1 + e^{i(p−p)x}ΦU_2 + U_1U_2 ) (e^{i(p−p)x}Φ + U_1) − F^′ ( Φ^2 + ΦU_1 + ΦU_2 + U_1U_2 ) (Φ + U_1) − e^{2i(p−p)x}F^{′′}(Φ^2)Φ^2U_2 + F^{′′}(Φ^2)Φ^2U_2 + F^′(Φ^2)Φ − e^{i(p−p)x}F^′(Φ^2)Φ.

The formula for E_{2,2} is similar since N_2(U) = −N(U_2, U_1). Performing a Taylor expansion in the above formula, using the exponential localization of Φ, it follows that (since |U| ≲ 1) |E_2| ≲ |p − p||U|^2e^{−μx} and |∂_xE_2| ≲ |p − p||U|(|U| + |∂_xU|)e^{−μx} for some μ > 0. Therefore, the improved local decay (9.7), (9.2) and (9.8) imply ‖⟨x⟩E_2‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−3−ν+2α} and ‖∂_xE_2‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−2−ν+α} Using item (iv) of Proposition 5.8, these bounds imply (12.16) ‖ ~FE_2‖_H1 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−3−ν+2α} and ‖⟨ξ⟩ ~FE_2‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−2−ν+α} Using |∂_ξ(e^{itρ(ω+ξ2)t} ~FE_2)| ≤ 2t|ξ|| ~FE_2| + |∂_ξ ~FE_2| these bounds imply (12.17) ‖∂_ξ (e^{−itρ(ω+ξ2)} ~E_2)‖_L2 ≲ ϵ^3_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν+α}, which was the desired bound.

13. Pointwise estimate on the Fourier side The aim of this section is to prove the following estimate.

Proposition 13.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 9.3, there holds if t ∈ (0, T ) ‖ ~f(t)‖_L∞ ≲ ϵ + ϵ^2_1. Furthermore, there exists W^∞_ρ (ξ) = O(ϵ + ϵ^2_1) such that | | ~fρ(t, ξ) − W^∞_ρ (ξ)e^{−i L2 |W ∞ρ |2 log t} | | ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−α} if t > |ξ|^{(2α− 12 )−1} . 13.1. Heuristic Asymptotics.

13.1.1. The oscillatory integrals and their phases. We consider the asymptotics as t → ∞ for the following model operators (13.1) I_δ(t, ξ) := ∫ e^{−itΦλμνρ(ξ,η,σ,ζ)}F (ξ, η, σ, ζ)δ(p) dη dσ dζ,

(13.2) I_{p.v.}(t, ξ) := ∫ e^{−itΦλμνρ(ξ,η,σ,ζ)}F (ξ, η, σ, ζ) pϕ(p) p dη dσ dζ, where (13.3) p = αξ − βη − γσ − δζ

(recall that λ, μ, ν, ρ, α, β, γ, δ ∈ {±1}). The signs λ, μ, ν, ρ are furthermore restricted to satisfy λ = −μ = ν = ρ. Under this condition, the phase can be written Φ_{λμνρ}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = ρ(ω + ξ^2) − λ(ω + η^2) − μ(ω + σ^2) − ν(ω + ζ^2) = ρ [ ξ^2 − η^2 + σ^2 − (p − αξ + βη + γσ)^2 ] , (13.4)

which we sometimes simply denote Φ = Φ(ξ, η, σ, ζ), keeping the dependence on the various parameters implicit.

The gradient of the phase with respect to η and σ is ∇_{η,σ}Φ(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = −2ρ ( η + β(p − αξ + βη + γσ) −σ + γ(p − αξ + βη + γσ) ) . It vanishes if η = −β(p − αξ + βη + γσ), σ = γ(p − αξ + βη + γσ). Multiplying the first equation by γ and the second by β, and then comparing the resulting equations gives η = −βγσ, which implies η = −β(p − αξ), (13.5)

and hence σ = −βγη = γ(p − αξ), ζ = −δ(p − αξ + βη + γσ) = −δ(p − αξ). (13.6)

Therefore, the stationary point with respect to η, σ is given by η_S = −β(p − αξ), σ_S = γ(p − αξ), ζ_S = −δ(p − αξ). (13.7)

Moreover, for any ξ, η, σ, ζ, Hess_{η,σ}Φ(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = −2ρ ( 2 βγ βγ 0 ) . (13.8)

Hence det Hess_{η,σ} Φ(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = −4 sign Hess_{η,σ}Φ(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = 0 (denoting signM the number of positive minus the number of negative eigenvalues of a matrix M).

13.1.2. Asymptotics for I_δ. In this case, p = 0 and the stationary point is given by η_{S0} = αβξ, σ_{S0} = −αγξ, ζ_{S0} = αδξ, and Φ(ξ, η_{S0}, σ_{S0}, ζ_{S0}) = 0.

By the stationary phase lemma, I_δ(t, ξ) ∼ 2π t e^{i π}4^{sign Hessη,σ Φ} | det Hess_{η,σ} Φ|^{1/2} e^{−itΦ}F (ξ, η_{S0}, σ_{S0}, ζ_{S0}) as t → +∞ = π t F (ξ, η_{S0}, σ_{S0}, ζ_{S0}). 13.1.3. Asymptotics for I_{p.v.}. In this case we need to consider p ≠ 0. Then Φ(ξ, η_S , σ_S , ζ_S ) = −2αρξp + O(p^2). We apply the stationary phase lemma for fixed p, which yields I_{p.v.}(t, ξ) ∼ π t F (ξ, η_{S0}, σ_{S0}, ζ_{S0}) ∫ e^{−it2αρξp} pϕ(p) p dp as t → ∞. Since pF (_{pϕ(p)} p ) =^{1√}_{2π} pF(1/x) ∗ ϕ = −^i_2 sign ∗ ϕ, I_{p.v.}(t, ξ) ∼ − π t ( i √ π 2 ) F (ξ, η_{S0}, σ_{S0}, ζ_{S0})sign(ραξ) as t → ∞. 13.1.4. Derivation of the asymptotic ODE. We focus here on the algebra, and argue heuristically that singular cubic terms are the only ones to affect the large-time behavior of the solution. More precisely, we claim that, to leading order (13.9) i∂_t ~f_ρ(ξ) ∼ ~F_ρ(e^{−itH}V_{++−}(U^2_1 U_2e_1 − U^2_2 U_1e_2))(ξ). We derive first (again, heuristically) an asymptotic formula for the above right-hand side, starting from formula (8.20) which gives the Fourier space representation of the cubic term. By formula (6.12), the cubic spectral distribution has a nontrivial singular part for specific values of λ, μ, ν. Thus, the formula simplifies to become

~F_+(e^{−itH}V_{++−}(U^2_1 U_2e_1 − U^2_2 U_1e_2))(ξ) = 1 4π^2 ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦ+−++(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f_+(η) ~f_−(σ) ~f_+(ζ)μ^S_{1211,+−++}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ, + {regular part} ~F_−(e^{−itH}V_{++−}(U^2_1 U_2e_1 − U^2_2 U_1e_2))(ξ) = − 1 4π^2 ∑ ∫ e^{−itΦ−+−−(ξ,η,σ,ζ)} ~f_−(η) ~f_+(σ) ~f_−(ζ)μ^S_{2122,−+−−}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) dη dσ dζ + {regular part}.

Formula (6.12) yields the expression μ^S_{1211,+−++}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = μ^S_{2122,−+−−}(ξ, η, σ, ζ) = −L ∑ ϵαβγδ a^ϵ_α(ξ)a^ϵ_β (η)a^ϵ_γ (σ)a^ϵ_δ (ζ) [ πδ(p) + ϵ √ 2π p. v. pϕ(p) ip ]

where the constant L is the limit at infinity of V_{+−+}, namely L = F^{′′}(0).

If (λ, μ, ν, ρ) = (+, +, −, +) or (−, −, +, −), then the asymptotic formulas for I_δ and I_{p.v.} give

~F_ρ(e^{itH}V_{++−}(U^2_1 U_2e_1 − U^2_2 U_1e_2))(ξ) ∼ − L 4t ∑ ϵαβγδ a^ϵ_α(ξ)a^ϵ_β(αβξ)a^ϵ_γ (−αγξ)a^ϵ_δ (αδξ) ~f_ρ(αβξ) ~f_{−ρ}(−αγξ) ~f_ρ(αδξ) [1 − ϵαρ sign ξ] . The factor [1 − ϵαρ sign ξ] vanishes unless α = −ϵρ for ξ > 0, and α = ϵρ for ξ < 0, so that the above becomes, as t → ∞, ~F_ρ(e^{itH}V_{++−}(−U^2_1 U_2e_1 + U^2_2 U_1e_2))(ξ) ∼ − L 2t Θ_ρ(ξ) where Θ_ρ(ξ) = { if ξ > 0, ∑ a^ϵ_{−ϵρ}(ξ)a^ϵ_β (−ϵρβξ)a^ϵ_γ (ϵργξ)a^ϵ_δ (−ϵρδξ) ~f_ρ(−ϵρβξ) ~f_{−ρ}(ϵργξ) ~f_ρ(−ϵρδξ), if ξ < 0, ∑ a^ϵ_ρ(ξ)a^ϵ_β(ϵρβξ)a^ϵ_γ (−ϵργξ)a^ϵ_δ (ϵρδξ) ~f_ρ(ϵρβξ) ~f_{−ρ}(−ϵργξ) ~f_ρ(ϵρδξ). We claim that (13.10) Θ_ρ(ξ) = −| ~f_ρ(ξ)|^2 ~f_ρ(ξ) which we prove by investigating the different cases below.

Computation in the case ξ > 0 and ρ = +. Using (5.31), the factor a^ϵ_{−ϵ}(ξ)a^ϵ_β(−ϵβξ)a^ϵ_δ (−ϵδξ) vanishes unless (ε, β, γ) = (−, +, +) in which case it equals 1. Therefore, using once again (5.31), followed by (8.16), Θ_+(ξ) = ~f_+(ξ)^2 ∑ γ=± a^−_γ (−γξ) ~f_−(−γξ) = ~f_+(ξ)^2 ( s(ξ) ~f_−(−ξ) + r(ξ) ~f_−(ξ) ) = −| ~f_+(ξ)|^2 ~f_+(ξ).

Computation in the case ξ < 0 and ρ = +. The factor a^ϵ_ρ(ξ)a^ϵ_β (ϵρβξ)a^ϵ_δ (ϵρδξ) vanishes unless (ε, β, γ) = (+, +, +) in which case it equals 1. Thus

Θ_+(ξ) = ~f_+(ξ)^2 ∑ γ=± a^+_γ (−γξ) ~f_−(−γξ) = ~f_+(ξ)^2 ( s(−ξ) ~f_−(−ξ) + r(−ξ) ~f_−(ξ) )

= −| ~f_+(ξ)|^2 ~f_+(ξ).

Computation in the case ρ = −. Changing the sign of ρ in the formula giving Θ_ρ essentially corresponds to switching the cases ξ > 0 and ξ < 0. This observation gives the desired result in the case ρ = −.

13.2. A stationary phase lemma. The following lemma makes rigorous the heuristic arguments used in the previous section to compute the asymptotic behavior of I_δ and I_{p.v.}.

Proposition 13.2. Recall that I_δ and I_{p.v.} are defined in (13.1) and (13.2). Assume that ρ = λ = −μ = ν. If F (ξ, η, σ, ζ) = g_1(η)g_2(σ)g_3(ζ), with ‖g_j (t)‖_L∞ + ‖⟨ξ⟩g_j (t)‖_L2 + ⟨t⟩^{−α}‖∂_ξg_j (t)‖_L2 ≲ 1, j = 1, 2, 3, then, for t ∈ [0, 1] and for any ξ, |I_δ (t, ξ)| + |I_{p.v.}(t, ξ)| ≲ 1 while if t > 1 and κ > 0, I_δ(t, ξ) = π t g_1(αβξ)g_2(−αγξ)g_3(αδζ) + O ( t^{−15/14} )

I_{p.v.}(t, ξ) = − π t i √ π 2 g_1(αβξ)g_2(−αγξ)g_3(αδζ) sign(ραξ) + O ( t^{−15/14} + t^{κ−1}⟨ √ tξ⟩^{−1} + t^{α−1}⟨ √ tξ⟩^{−3/2} ) . Proof. The case 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. It is easily dealt with, thanks to the following formulas (for which we assume α = β = γ = δ = ρ = 1 for simplicity)

I_δ(t, ξ) = (2π)^2e^{−itξ2} pF [ e^{−it∂2x} qg_1 e^{it∂2x} qg_2 e^{−it∂2x} qg_3 ] (ξ) I_{p.v.}(t, ξ) = (2π)^{5/2}e^{−itξ2} pF [ Z e^{−it∂2x} qg_1 e^{it∂2x} qg_2 e^{−it∂2x} qg_3 ] (ξ), Z = pF pϕ(p) p . Since Z ∈ L^∞, we can bound, under the assumptions of the proposition, |I_δ (t, ξ)| + |I_{p.v.}(t, ξ)| ≲ ‖ ‖e^{−it∂2x} qg1 e^{it∂2x} qg2 e^{−it∂2x} qg3 ‖ ‖_{L1} ≲ ‖e^{−it∂2x} qg_1‖_L2 ‖e^{it∂2x} qg_2‖_L2 ‖e^{−it∂2x} qg_3‖_L∞ ≲ ‖g_1‖_L2 ‖g_2‖_L2 ‖g_3‖_H1 ≲ 1. The case t ≥ 1. In this case, we shall rely on the auxiliary lemmas (13.3) and 13.4, which are stated and proved below. Lemma 13.3 with p = 0 immediately gives the desired estimate for I_δ.

As far as I_{p.v.} is concerned, a more careful treatment is necessary. The first step is to split I_{p.v.}(t, ξ) = ∫ . . . φ_0(t^{10}p) dη dσ dζ + ∫ . . . φ_{≥1}(t^{10}p) dη dσ dζ = I^1_{p.v.}(t, ξ) + I^2_{p.v.}(t, ξ). To bound I^1_{p.v.}(t, ξ), we observe that it can be written

I^1_{p.v.}(t, ξ) = ∫ e^{−iρt[ξ2−σ2−ζ2]} [ e^{−iρtη2} g_1(η) − e^{−iρtη20} g_1(η_0) ] g_2(σ)g_3(ζ)φ_0(t^{10}p) pϕ(p) p dp dσ dζ, where we view p, σ, ζ as the independent integration variables while η = β[αξ − γσ − δζ − p] and η_0 = η(p = 0) = β[αξ − γσ − δζ].

Since |e^{−iρtη2} g_1(η) − e^{−iρtη20} g_1(η_0)| ≲ t⟨η⟩|g_1(η)||p| + ‖g_1‖_H1 |p|^{1/2} on the support of the integrand, we can use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to bound

|I^1_{p.v.}(t, ξ)| ≲ t‖g_1‖_L2,1 t^{−5} + ‖g_1‖_H1 t^{−5} ≲ t^{−4+α}.

Turning to I^2_{p.v.}(t, ξ), we use Lemma 13.3 to obtain the equality |I^2_{p.v.}(t, ξ)| = π t ∫ e^{−iρt(2αξp−p2)}g_1(η_S )g_2(σ_S )g_3(ζ_S )φ_{≥1}(t^{10}p) pϕ(p) p dp + O ( t^{−14/13} ∫ φ_{≥1}(t^{10}p) | | | pϕ(p) p | | | dp )

= π t ∫ e^{−iρt(2αξp−p2)}g_1(η_S )g_2(σ_S )g_3(ζ_S )φ_{≥1}(t^{10}p) pϕ(p) p dp + O(t^{−15/14}). In the leading term in the above right-hand side, it is possible to remove the cutoff function φ_{≥1}(t^{10}p), with a justification similar to the bound for I^1_{p.v.}. This gives |I^2_{p.v.}(t, ξ)| = π t ∫ e^{−iρt(2αξp−p2)}g_1(η_S )g_2(σ_S )g_3(ζ_S ) pϕ(p) p dp + O(t^{−15/14}). There remains to apply Lemma 13.4 to obtain the desired statement for I_{p.v.}(t, ξ). □

Lemma 13.3. Consider the expression

J_p(t) = ∫ e^{−it(ξ2−η2+σ2 −ζ2)}g_1(η)g_2(σ)g_3(ζ)δ(αξ − βη − γσ − δζ − p) dη dσ dζ. Under the assumptions of Proposition 13.2 and if t ≥ 1, J_p(t) = e^{−it(2αξp−p2)} π t g_1(η_S )g_2(σ_S )g_3(ζ_S ) + O ( t^{−1− 13 ( 14 −α)} )

where η_S = β(αξ − p), σ_S = −γ(αξ − p) and ζ_S = δ(αξ − p). Proof. On the support of the integrand of J_p, the phase can be expressed as

ξ^2 − η^2 + σ^2 − ζ^2 = 2αξp − p^2 − 2AB with { A = δζ − (αξ − p) B = δζ + γσ. Therefore, J_p can be written J_p(t) = e^{−it(2αξp−p2)}H_p(t) where

H_p(t) = ∫ e^{2itAB} g_1(η)g_2(σ)g_3(ζ) dA dB and η = β(αξ − p − B) σ = γ(B − A − (αξ − p)) ζ = δ(A + αξ − p).

We now split H_p into three pieces, by localizing A and B around 0 on a scale ∼ t^{δ− 1}2 , where δ > 0 will be chosen subsequently:

H_p(t) = ∫ φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)φ_0(t^{12 −δ}B) . . . dA dB + ∫ φ_{≥1}(t^{12 −δ}A) . . . dA dB + ∫ φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)φ_{≥1}(t^{12 −δ}B) . . . dA dB = H^1_p (t) + H^2_p (t) + H^3_p (t).

The leading contribution in H^1_p is given by setting η, σ, ζ to be η_S , σ_S , ζ_S , which is the value they assume when A = B = 0, which yields

g_1(η_S )g_2(σ_S )g_3(ζ_S ) ∫ e^{2itAB} φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)φ_0(t^{12 −δ}B) dA dB = √ 2πg_1(η_S )g_2(σ_S )g_3(ζ_S )t^{δ− 12} ∫ xφ_0(−2t^{12 +δ}B)φ_0(t^{12 −δ}B) dB = √ 2πg_1(η_S )g_2(σ_S )g_3(ζ_S )t^{δ− 12} ∫ xφ_0(−2t^{12 +δ}B) dB + O(t^{−2})

= g_1(η_S )g_2(σ_S )g_3(ζ_S ) π t + O(t^{−2}).

When subtracting this leading order contribution, the error term in H^1_p is ∫ e^{2itAB} φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)φ_0(t^{12 −δ}B) [g_1(η)g_2(σ)g_3(ζ) − g_1(η_S )g_2(σ_S )g_3(ζ_S )] dA dB = ∫ e^{2itAB} φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)φ_0(t^{12 −δ}B) [g_1(η) − g_1(η_S )] g_2(σ)g_3(ζ) dA dB + {similar terms}.

With the help of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the term in the right-hand side can be estimated by ∫ φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)φ_0(t^{12 −δ}B)|η − η_S |^{12} ‖∂_ξ g_1‖_L2 ‖g_2‖_∞‖g_3‖_∞ dA dB

≲ t^{δ− 12} · t^{3δ2 − 34} · t^α = t^{5δ2 +α− 54} .

To estimate H^2_p , we integrate by parts in B to obtain

H^2_p (t) = − ∫ e^{2itAB} 2itA φ_{≥1}(t^{12 −δ}A)∂_B g_1(η)g_2(σ)g_3(ζ) dA dB + {similar term}.

Applying successively the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the Plancherel theorem, and Lemma 7.1 giving dispersive estimates, |H^2_p (t)| ≲ 1 t ‖g_3‖_∞ ‖ ‖ ‖ φ_{≥1}(t^12^{−δ}A) A ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2A} ‖ ‖ ∫ e^{it(η2 +σ2)}∂_B g_1(η)g_2(σ) dB ‖ ‖ L^2_A ≲ 1 t ‖g_3‖_∞t^{14 − δ2} ‖∂_ξ g_1‖_L2 ‖e^{it∂2x} pg_2‖_L∞

≲ t^{−1} · t^{14 − δ2} · t^α · t^{− 12} = t^{− 54 +α− δ2} ,

under the assumptions made on g_1, g_2, g_3.

Turning to H^3_p , one can proceed similarly, integrating by parts in A rather than B, which leads to

H^3_p (t) = − ∫ e^{2itAB} 2itB φ_{≥1}(t^{12 −δ}B)g_1(η)∂_A [ φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)g_2(σ)g_3(ζ) ] dA dB. The same arguments lead to the bound

|H^3_p (t)| ≲ t^{−1} · t^{14 − δ2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ e^{it(σ2 +ζ2)}∂_A [ φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)g_2(σ)g_3(ζ) ] dB ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2B} . Focusing on the last factor in the line above, it can be expanded as ‖ ‖ ∫ e^{it(σ2 +ζ2)} [ t^{12 −δ}φ^′_0(t^{12 −δ}A)g_2g_3 + φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)∂_Ag_2g_3 + φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)g_2∂_Ag_3 ] dB ‖ ‖ L^2_B

≲ t^{12 −δ}‖e^{it∂2x} pg_2‖_L∞ ‖φ^′_0(t^{12 −δ}A)g_3‖_L2 + ‖∂_Ag_2‖_L2 ‖e^{it∂2x} pF[φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)g_3‖_L∞

+ ‖e^{it∂2x} pg_2‖_L∞ ‖∂_Ag_3‖_L2

≲ t^{12 −δ} · t^{− 12} · t^{δ2 − 14} + t^α [ t^{− 34} ‖φ_0(t^{12 −δ}A)g_3‖_H1 + t^{− 12} ‖g_3‖_L∞ ] + t^{− 12} · t^α. ≲ t^{− 14 − δ2} , which implies that |H^3_p (t)| ≲ t^{−1−δ}. Combining all the previous estimates, we find | |J_p(t) − e_{−it(2αξp−p}^2_) π t g_1(η_S )g_2(σ_S )g_3(ζ_S ) | | ≲ t_{−1−δ} + t_−^5_{4 +α+}^{5δ}_2 .

Optimizing over δ gives the desired result. □

Lemma 13.4. Assuming that

F (ξ) = 0 and ‖F ‖_L∞ + t^{−α}‖F ‖_H1 ≲ 1,

consider the expression K(t, ξ) = ∫ e^{−iρt(2ξp−p2)} pϕ(p) p F (p) dp. Then if t ≥ 1 and κ > 0, K(t, ξ) = − i 2 F (0) sign[ρξ] + O(⟨ √ tξ⟩^{κ−1} + t^{α− 12} + t^α⟨ √ tξ⟩^{−3/2}). Proof. Changing variables to X = √ tξ and P = √ tp, the formula for K_p becomes K(t, ξ) = ∫ e^{−iρ2XP +iρP 2} pϕ(t−1/2P ) P F (t^{−1/2}P ) dP. We now apply a dyadic decomposition in P and write K as K(t, ξ) = ∞∑ j=0 ∫ φ_j (P )e^{−iρ2XP +iρP 2} pϕ(t−1/2P ) P F (t^{−1/2}P ) dP = ∞∑ j=0 K_j (t, ξ).

Estimate of K_0. The term K_0 will provide the leading order contribution. To separate this leading order contribution, it is convenient to split K_0 as follows (recalling pϕ(0) =^{1√}_{2π} )

K_0(t, ξ) =

F (0) √ 2π ∫ φ_0(P )e^{−iρ2XP} 1 P dP + ∫ φ_0(P )e^{−iρ2XP} [ e^{iρP 2} − 1 ] pϕ(t−1/2P ) P F (t^{−1/2}P ) dP + ∫ φ_0(P )e^{−iρ2XP} 1 P [ pϕ(t^{−1/2}P )F (t^{−1/2}P ) − pϕ(0)F (0) ] dP = K^0_0 (t, ξ) + K^1_0 (t, ξ) + K^2_0 (t, ξ).

The first term, K^0_0 , will provide the asymptotics: with the help of the formula pF

[_{φ0(P )} P ] = −^i_2 xφ_0 ∗ sign,

K^0_0 (t, ξ) = F (0) pF [ φ_0(P ) P ] (2ρX) = − i 2 F (0) [sign ∗xφ_0] (2ρX) = −i √ π 2 F (0) sign(ρX) + O(⟨X⟩^{−1}).

The second term, K^1_0 , is obviously O(1) for |X| < 1; for |X| > 1 it can be bounded by integration by parts: |K^1_0 (t, ξ)| ≲ 1 |X| | | | ∫ e^{−2iρXP} ∂_P [ φ_0(P )(e^{iP 2} − 1) pϕ(t−1/2P ) P F (t^{−1/2}P ) ] dP | | | ≲ 1 |X| . As for the third term, K^2_0 , we rely on the regularity of F to obtain |K^2_0 (t, ξ)| ≲ t^{−1/2}‖ϕF ‖_H1 ∫ φ_0(P )|P |^{−1/2} dP ≲ t^{α− 12} .

Estimate of K_j , j ≥ 1. Two cases need to be distinguished. If |X| ≁ 2^j , then the phase Φ_X (P ) = −2XP + P^2 is not stationary, with derivative |Φ^′_X (P )| ∼ |X| + 2^j on the support of K_j. Therefore, an integration by parts in P leads to the estimate |K_j (t, ξ)| ≲ (|X| + 2^j )^{−1} If |X| ∼ 2^j with j ≥ 1, then the stationary point of the phase Φ_X (P ), namely P = X might belongs to the support of the integrand of K_j. Then it is convenient to rescale by 2^j by setting P^′ = 2^{−j} P and X^′ = 2^{−j} X, which yields K_j (t, ξ) = ∫ φ_1(P^′)e^{−i22j ΦX′ (P ′)}G(P^′) dP^′, G(P^′) = pϕ(t−1/22j P ′) P^′ F (t^{−1/2}2^jP^′)φ_{∼1}(P^′);

notice here that G(X^′) = 0 and ‖G‖_L∞ + t^{−α}‖G‖_H1 ≲ 1. We now introduce a scale R, which will be fixed later, and split K_j into K_j (t, ξ) = ∫ . . . φ_0(R^{−1}(X^′ − P^′)) dP^′ + ∫ . . . φ_{≥1}(R^{−1}(X^′ − P^′)) dP^′ = K^1_j (t, ξ) + K^2_j (t, ξ).

The term K^1_j (t, ξ) can be estimated by taking advantage of the cancellation of the integrand at X^′: |K^1_j (t, ξ)| ≲ ‖G‖_H1 ∫ φ_0(R^{−1}(X^′ − P^′))|X^′ − P^′|^{1/2} dP^′ ≲ t^αR^{3/2}.

An integration by parts allows to write K^2_j as K^2_j (t, ξ) = −i2^{−2j} ∫ e^{−i22j ΦX′ (P ′)}φ_1(P^′)∂_P ′ G(P^′) φ_{≥1}(R^{−1}(X^′ − P^′)) 2X^′ − 2P^′ dP^′ − i2^{−2j} ∫ e^{−i22j ΦX′ (P ′)}φ_1(P^′)G(P^′)∂_P ′ φ_{≥1}(R^{−1}(X^′ − P^′)) 2X^′ − 2P^′ dP^′ + {easier term}

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Hardy inequality, both terms on the right-hand side can be bounded by 2^{−2j} ‖G‖_H1 ‖ ‖φ^{≥1}(R^{−1}(X^′ − P^′))

2X^′ − 2P^′ ‖ ‖ L^2 ≲ 2^{−2j} R^{−1/2}t^α. There remains to to optimize over R to obtain |K_j (t, ξ)| ≲ t^αR^{3/2} + 2^{−2j} R^{−1/2}t^α ≲ t^α2^{−3j/2} ∼ t^α|X|^{−3/2}1_{|X|>1}. □ 13.3. Proof of the pointwise bound in distorted Fourier space. Applying the stationary phase lemma 13.2 to the singular cubic terms, and following the algebra leads to the following statement.

Lemma 13.5 (Asymptotics for the singular cubic term). If the solution is trapped up to time T , then there holds for any time t ∈ (0, T )T that

(i) The distorted Fourier transform of the singular cubic term is bounded

| pF_ρC^S(t, ξ)| ≲ ϵ^3_1 if t ∈ [0, 1],

(ii) If |ξ| > t^{− 1}2^{+2α}, the Fourier transform of the singular cubic term enjoys the asymptotics pF_ρC^S (t, ξ) = L 2t | ~f_ρ(t, ξ)|^2 ~f_ρ(t, ξ) + ϵ^3_1O ( t^{−1−α} ) . Proof. On the one hand, the stationary phase lemma 13.2 gives a formula for the leading order term in pF_ρC^S (t, ξ) as t → ∞ as well as error estimates. On the other hand, the computations in Section 13.1.4 show that this formula reduces to −| ~f_ρ(t, ξ)|^2 ~f_ρ(t, ξ). □

Lemma 13.6 (Integrable bound pointwise). If the solution is trapped up to time T , all the nonlinear terms except C^S enjoy integrable bounds in FL^∞. More precisely, if t ∈ (0, T ),

(13.11) ‖ ‖~Q_R ‖ ‖ L^∞ + ‖ ‖~C_R ‖ ‖ L^∞ + ‖ ‖ ~T ‖ ‖ L^∞ + ‖ ‖ ~R ‖ ‖ L^∞ + ‖ ‖ ~E ‖ ‖ L^∞ + ‖ ‖ ~Mod_Φ ‖ ‖ L^∞ ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1− ν2} .

Proof. The terms involving only the continuous spectrum are Q^R, C^R and T . Out of these terms, Q^R is the term that decays the slowest, and it is the term we will focus on. As usual, we drop indices and write it as a sum of terms of the type ∫ e^{−itΦ(ξ,η,σ)} ~f(η) ~f(σ)m(ξ, η, σ) dη dσ. The case |t| < 1 is obvious, and we will only consider the case |t| > 1. Integrating by parts in η and σ turns the above into 1 t^2 ∫ e^{−itΦ}∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) m(ξ, η, σ) ησ dη dσ + {easier terms}.

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in η and σ gives ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 t^2 ∫ e^{−itΦ}∂_ξ ~f(η)∂_ξ ~f(σ) m(ξ, η, σ) ησ dη dσ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞} ≲ 1 t^2

‖∂_ξ ~f‖^2_L2 ≲ t^{2α−2}ϵ^2_1.

There remains to treat the terms stemming from the modulation. Using (9.5) to bound ~R, (9.25), (9.26) and (12.14) and the Sobolev embedding for Ẽ, and (9.18) for ~Mod_Φ: ‖ ‖ ~R ‖ ‖ L^∞ + ‖ ‖ ~E ‖ ‖ L^∞ + ‖ ‖ ~Mod_Φ ‖ ‖ L^∞ ≲ ϵ_1|a_0| + ϵ_1|a_1| + |ω̇| + |ω − p^2 − γ̇| + |2p − ẏ| + |ṗ| + ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1−ν+α} ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1− ν2} . □ With the help of the above results, we are now able to prove the uniform bound on ~f.

13.4. Proof of Proposition 13.1. If |ξ| < ⟨t⟩^{− 1}2^{+α}, the L^∞ bound of ~f can be bounded using that ~f(0) = 0 together with the bound on ‖ ~f‖_H1 : (13.12) | ~f(ξ)| ≲ | | ∫_ξ 0 ∂_ξ ~f dξ | | ≲ ⟨t⟩^{− 1}_4^{+ α}_2 ‖∂_ξ ~f‖_{L2} ≲ ⟨t⟩^{− 1}_4^{+ 3α}_2 (ϵ + ϵ^2_1).

By Proposition 9.5 and the Sobolev embedding we have

e^{−itρ(1+ξ2 )} ~Mod_U = τ(t)ξ ~f(ξ) + O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1− ν2} ).

Based on this identity and on lemmas 13.5 and 13.6 the evolution (8.17) of f̃ becomes

i∂_tf̃_ρ = L 2t |f̃_ρ|^2f̃_ρ + τ(t)ξf̃_ρ + O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1−α})

for |ξ| > t^{−1/2+2α}, and for |ξ| ≤ 1 there holds ∂_tf̃_ρ = ϵ^2_1 for all t. The scalar Y = ~f_ρ(t, ξ) (with ρ ∈ {±}) satisfies the differential inequalities { Ẏ = O(ϵ2_1) if |ξ| ≤ 1 for any t, iẎ =^L_{2t} |Y |^2Y + τ(t)ξY + O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1−α}) if |ξ| > ⟨t⟩^{− 1}2^{+2α}, which implies that {_d dt |Y | = O(ϵ^2_1) if |ξ| ≤ 1 for any t, d dt |Y | = O(ϵ^2_1t^{−1−α}) if |ξ| > t^{− 1}2^{+2α}.

If |ξ| > 1, this implies immediately the existence of Z_∞ = O(ϵ + ϵ^2_1) such that ||Y | − Z_∞| ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−α} for any t.

If |ξ| < 1, we use (13.12) to bound Y on as long as t < |ξ|^{(α− 1}2^{)−1} , and then integrate the differential inequality to obtain the existence of Z_∞ = O(ϵ + ϵ^2_1) such that

|Y (t)| = O(ϵ + ϵ^2_1) for any t and ||Y | − Z_∞| ≲ ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−α} if t > |ξ|^{(2α− 1}2^{)−1} .

Based on these bounds, we can now write the differential inequality satisfied by Y as { Ẏ = O(ϵ2_1) for any t iẎ =^L_{2t} Z^2_∞Y + τ(t)ξY + O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1−α}) if t > 1 and |ξ| > ⟨t⟩^{− 1}2^{+2α},

For the unknown W = Y e^{i L}2^{Z2∞ log t+iξθ(t)}, this implies that iẆ = O(ϵ^2_1⟨t⟩^{−1−α}), from which the desired statement follows by integration.

14. Modified scattering for distorted and flat Fourier transforms

Proposition 14.1. Assume that v is trapped for all times t ≥ 0 in the sense of Definition 9.1, and that there exists ~g ∈ L^2 such that

(14.1) ~f_ρ = e^{i L2 |~gρ|2 ln t}~g_ρ + o_L2 (1) as t → ∞

for ρ = ±. Then

(14.2) u(t) = F^{−1} ( e^i(^{(ω+ξ2)t+ L2 |~g+|2 ln t})~g_+ ) + o_L2 (1) as t → ∞.

Proof. We have u = U_1. We decompose U = U_e + U_d, where ‖U_d(t)‖_L2 → 0 as t → ∞ because of (9.5). In addition, ~FU_e = e^{iρ(ω+ξ2)t} ~f. Hence we have as t → ∞ u(t, x) = ~F^{−1} ( e^{iρ(ω+ξ2)t} ~f_ρ ) 1 (x) + o_L2 (1).

For ~χ a smooth cut-off function such that ~χ(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≥ 2 and ~χ(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≤ 1 we let ~χ_δ(ξ) = ~χ(ξ/δ). We decompose ~f = ~χ_δ ~f + (1 − ~χ_δ) ~f and apply item (i) of Proposition 5.8 to obtain as δ → 0 ~F^{−1} ( e^{iρ(ω+ξ2)t} ~f_ρ ) = ~F^{−1} ( e^{iρ(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ ~f_ρ ) + o_L2 (1)

uniformly for t ∈ [1, ∞). Similarly, by Parseval, as δ → 0, F^{−1} ( e^i(^{(ω+ξ2)t+ L2 |~g+|2 ln t})χ_δ ~g_+ ) = F^{−1} ( e^i(^{(ω+ξ2)t+ L2 |~g+|2 ln t})~g_+ ) + o_L2 (1)

uniformly for t ∈ [1, ∞). Combining, we obtain that in order to show (14.2) it is sufficient to show that for any δ > 0,

(14.3) ~F^{−1} ( e^{iρ(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ ~f_ρ ) 1 = F^{−1} ( e^i(^{(ω+ξ2)t+ L2 |~g+|2 ln t})χ_δ~g_+ ) + o_L2 (1)

as t → ∞. The remaining part of the proof is devoted to showing (14.3).

Applying successively the formula (5.23) for the inverse Fourier transform, then (5.17) and the fact that ψ^S_{−,1} = 0 to decompose the eigenfunctions, we get ~F^{−1} ( e^{iρ(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ ~f_ρ ) 1 (x) = 1 √ 2π ∑ ρ ρ ∫ e^{iρ(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ ~f_ρψ_{ρ,1}(x, ξ) dξ = 1 √ 2π ∫ e^{i(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ ~f_+ψ^S_{+,1}(x, ξ) dξ + 1 √ 2π ∫ e^{i(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ ~f_+ψ^R_{+,1}(x, ξ) dξ + 1 √ 2π ∫ e^{−i(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ ~f_−ψ^R_{−,1}(x, ξ) dξ = u^S_+(t, x) + u^R_+(t, x) + u^R_−(t, x).

(14.4)

The singular terms. We claim that

(14.5) u^S_+(t, x) = F^{−1} ( e^i(^{(ω+ξ2)t+ L2 |~g+|2 ln t}) ~χ_δ ~g_+ ) + o_L2 (1)

as t → ∞. We now prove this claim. We have by (5.17) and Lemma 5.2

ψ^S_{+,1}(x, ξ) = e^{iξx} + r(|ξ|)χ_{− sgn ξ}(x)e^{−iξx} + [(s(|ξ|) − 1)χ_{sgn ξ}(x) + χ_+(x) + χ_−(x) − 1)] e^{iξx}.

Hence

u^S_+(t, x) = F^{−1} ( e^{i(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ ~f_+ ) (x) + 1 √ 2π ∫ e^{i((ω+ξ2)t−xξ)} ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+(ξ)r(|ξ|)χ_{− sgn ξ}(x) dξ + 1 √ 2π ∫ e^{i((ω+ξ2)t+xξ)} ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+(ξ)(s(|ξ|) − 1)χ_{sgn ξ}(x) dξ + 1 √ 2π (χ_+(x) + χ_−(x) − 1) ∫ e^{i((ω+ξ2)t+xξ)} ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+(ξ) dξ = F^{−1} ( e^{i(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+ ) (x) + I + II + III. (14.6)

We have by (14.1) and Plancherel as t → ∞

(14.7) F^{−1} ( e^{i(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+ ) = F^{−1} ( e^i(^{(ω+ξ2)t+ L2 |~g+|2 ln t}) ~χ_δ~g_+ ) + o_H1 (1).

To estimate I we split I = (2π)^{−1/2}(I_− + I_+) where

I_−(t, x) = χ_+(x)

∫_0 −∞ e^{i((ω+ξ2)t−xξ)} ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+(ξ)r(ξ) dξ, I_+(t, x) = χ_−(x) ∫_∞ 0 ... Let x ∈ R. If x ≤ −2 then I_−(t, x) = 0 because of the support of χ_+, so we now assume x ≥ −2. The integrand in I_− is zero unless ξ ≤ −δ so we can write e^{i((ω+ξ2)t−xξ} = 1 2iξt−x ∂ξe i((ω+ξ^2)t−xξ and the denominator does not vanish for t large. We integrate by

parts and find

I_−(t, x) = χ_+(x)

∫_0 −∞ e^{i((ω+ξ2)t−xξ)} i 2ξt − x ∂_ξ ( ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+(ξ)r(ξ) ) dξ + {easier}.

By (5.4) we have | |∂ξ ( ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+(ξ)r(ξ) )| | ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1} ~χ_{δ/2}(ξ)(| ~f | + |∂ξ ~f|). Therefore, the first term is estimated by the Minkowski inequality ‖ ‖χ_+(x) ∫_0 −∞ e^{i((ω+ξ2)t−xξ)} i 2ξt − x ∂_ξ ( ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+(ξ)r(ξ) ) dξ ‖ ‖ L^2 ≲ ∫_0 −∞ | |∂ξ ( ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+(ξ)r(ξ) )| | ‖ χ_+(x) 2ξt − x ‖_L2_x dξ ≲ ∫_0 −∞ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1} ~χ_{δ/2}(ξ)(| ~f| + |∂_x ~f|) 1 √ δt − 2 dξ ≲ ‖ ~f‖_H1 √ δt − 2 → 0 as t → ∞. The easier term, when the ∂_ξ derivative hits^1_{2tξ−x} , is easier to estimate and we skip it. Therefore ‖I_−‖_L2 → 0 as t → ∞. The term I_+ can be dealt with the exact same way, using that ξ ≥ δ in the integrand and that χ_− localises on the set x ≤ 2. Hence ‖I‖_L2 → 0 as t → ∞. The term II is analogous to I, since |s(|ξ|)−1| ≲ ⟨ξ⟩^{−1}, so that, again by the same reasoning ‖II‖_L2 → 0 as t → ∞. The third term III has support within [−2, 2] as χ_+ + χ_− − 1 vanishes for |x| ≥ 2. For |x| < 2 by the improved local decay of Lemma 7.3 |III| ≲ 1 t ‖~χ_δ (ξ) ~f_+(ξ)‖_H1_ξ ≲ ϵ_1t^{α−1}.

Hence ‖III‖_L2 → 0 as t → ∞. Injecting that both I, II and III converge to 0 in L^2 in (14.6) shows (14.5). The remainder terms. We claim that (14.8) ‖u^R_+(t, ·) + u^R_−(t, ·)‖_L2 → 0 as t → ∞. To show it, we first recall that ψ^R_{+,1} is given by (5.17). Using (5.8) and (5.9), one obtains that u^R_+(t, ·) is of the form ∫ e^{i(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ(ξ) ~f_+(ξ) ( m_1(x, ξ)e^{iξx} + m_2(x, ξ)e^{−iξx} ) dξ where |∂^k_x ∂^l_ξm_j| ≲ e^{−β|x|}⟨ξ⟩^{−l−1} for j = 1, 2. By the decay of Lemma 7.1, this term is bounded by a multiple of ϵ_1t^{α−1}e^{−β|x|}, so that ‖ ∫ e^{i(ω+ξ2)t} ~χ_δ ~f_+ ( ~m_1(x, ξ)e^{iξx} + ~m_2(x, ξ)e^{−iξx} ) dξ‖_L2 ≲ ϵ_1t^{α−1} → 0. The term u^R_−(t, ·) can be bounded exactly as u^R_+(t, ·). Hence (14.8). End of the proof. Injecting (14.5) and (14.8) in (14.4) shows the desired identity (14.3).

□ Appendix A. Cauchy theory

We here briefly give a local well-posedness result for (NLS) in the space H^1 ∩ L^{2,1} for the sake of completeness. This is a standard result by Ginibre and Velo [24]. Solutions satisfy equation (NLS) in an integral sense, see [24] for details.

Proposition A.1. Assume F ∈ C^3(R). Then given any M > 0, there exists T (M) > 0 such that for any v_0 ∈ H^1 ∩ L^{2,1} with ‖v_0‖_H1_{∩L}2,1 ≤ M, there exists a unique solution v ∈ C([0, T (M)], H^1 ∩ L^{2,1}) to (NLS). Moreover, the map v_0 → v is continuous from the ball of H^1 ∩ L^{2,1} of radius M into C([0, T (M)], H^1 ∩ L^{2,1}).

Proof. It follows [24], Section 2. The desired solution is a fixed point of the integral equation

(A.1) u(t) = e^{−it∂2x} u_0 − i ∫_t 0 e^{−i(t−s)∂2x} F^′(|u(s)|^2)u(s)ds. The linear Schrödinger group satisfies the following continuity bound on H^1 ∩ L^{2,1} ‖e^{−it∂2x} u‖_H1 + ‖e^{−it∂2x} u‖_L2,1 ≲ ⟨t⟩ (‖u‖_H1 + ‖u‖_L2,1 ) which can be proved by standard Fourier analysis. Moreover, by a standard application of the Sobolev embedding, the application u → F^′(|u|^2)u maps continuously H^1 ∩ L^{2,1} into itself, and is uniformly Lipschitz on bounded sets. One can then solve (A.1) by appealing to the Banach-Picard fixed point Theorem. We refer to [24] for details. □

References

[1] H. Berestycki and T. Cazenave. On the instability of stationary states in nonlinear Schrödinger or Klein- Gordon equations. Comptes Rendus des Seances de l’Academie des Sciences. Serie 1, 293(9):489–492, 1981.

[2] H. Berestycki and P.-L. Lions. Nonlinear scalar field equations, i existence of a ground state. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 82:313–345, 1983.

[3] V. Buslaev and G. Perelman. Scattering for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation: states close to a soliton.

Saint Petersburg Mathematics Journal, 4:1111–1142, 1993.

[4] V. S. Buslaev and C. Sulem. On asymptotic stability of solitary waves for nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincaré C, 20(3):419–475, 2003.

[5] T. Cazenave and P.-L. Lions. Orbital stability of standing waves for some nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 85:549–561, 1982.

[6] S.-M. Chang, S. Gustafson, K. Nakanishi, and T.-P. Tsai. Spectra of linearized operators for NLS solitary waves. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 39(4):1070–1111, 2008.

[7] G. Chen. Long-time dynamics of small solutions to 1d cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equations with a trapping potential. arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.10106, 2021.

[8] G. Chen, J. Liu, and B. Lu. Long-time asymptotics and stability for the sine-Gordon equation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2009.04260, 2020.

[9] G. Chen and F. Pusateri. The 1-dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger equation with a weighted l1 potential.

Analysis & PDE, 15(4):937–982, 2022.

[10] G. Chen and F. Pusateri. On the 1 d cubic NLS with a non-generic potential. arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.01487, 2022.

[11] S. Cuccagna and M. Maeda. A survey on asymptotic stability of ground states of nonlinear Schrodinger equations ii. arXiv preprint arXiv:2009.00573, 2020.

[12] S. Cuccagna, D. Pelinovsky, and V. Vougalter. Spectra of positive and negative energies in the linearized NLS problem. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics: A Journal Issued by the Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, 58(1):1–29, 2005.

[13] S. Cuccagna and D. E. Pelinovsky. The asymptotic stability of solitons in the cubic NLS equation on the line. Applicable Analysis, 93(4):791–822, 2014.

[14] P. Deift and X. Zhou. Long-time asymptotics for solutions of the NLS equation with initial data in a weighted Sobolev space. dedicated to the memory of Jürgen K. Moser. Communications in Pure and Applied Mathematics, 56:1029–1077.

[15] J.-M. Delort. Modified scattering for odd solutions of cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equations with potential in dimension one. 2016.

[16] J.-M. Delort and N. Masmoudi. Long-time dispersive estimates for perturbations of a kink solution of one- dimensional cubic wave equations. 1, 2022.

[17] M. B. Erdoğan and W. Schlag. Dispersive estimates for Schrödinger operators in the presence of a resonance and/or an eigenvalue at zero energy in dimension three: I. Dynamics of Partial Differential Equations, 1(4):359–379, 2004.

[18] P. Germain. Space-time resonances. Journées équations aux dérivées partielles, pages 1–10, 2010. [19] P. Germain, N. Masmoudi, and J. Shatah. Global solutions for 3d quadratic Schrödinger equations.

International Mathematics Research Notices, 2009(3):414–432, 2009.

[20] P. Germain, N. Masmoudi, and J. Shatah. Global solutions for the gravity water waves equation in dimension 3. Annals of Mathematics, pages 691–754, 2012.

[21] P. Germain and F. Pusateri. Quadratic Klein-Gordon equations with a potential in one dimension. In Forum of Mathematics, Pi, volume 10, page e17. Cambridge University Press, 2022.

[22] P. Germain, F. Pusateri, and F. Rousset. The nonlinear Schrödinger equation with a potential. In Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincaré C, Analyse non linéaire, volume 35, pages 1477–1530. Elsevier, 2018.

[23] P. Germain, F. Pusateri, and K. Z. Zhang. On 1d quadratic Klein–Gordon equations with a potential and symmetries. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 247(2):17, 2023.

[24] J. Ginibre and G. Velo. On a class of non linear Schrödinger equations. iii. special theories in dimensions 1, 2 and 3. In Annales de l’institut Henri Poincaré. Section A, Physique Théorique, volume 28, pages 287–316, 1978.

[25] M. Grillakis. Analysis of the linearization around a critical point of an infinite dimensional hamiltonian system. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 43(3):299–333, 1990.

[26] M. Grillakis, J. Shatah, and W. Strauss. Stability theory of solitary waves in the presence of symmetry, i. Journal of functional analysis, 74(1):160–197, 1987.

[27] M. Grillakis, J. Shatah, and W. Strauss. Stability theory of solitary waves in the presence of symmetry, ii. Journal of functional analysis, 94(2):308–348, 1990.

[28] S. Gustafson, K. Nakanishi, and T.-P. Tsai. Scattering theory for the gross–pitaevskii equation in three dimensions. Communications in Contemporary Mathematics, 11(04):657–707, 2009.

[29] N. Hayashi and P. I. Naumkin. Asymptotics for large time of solutions to the nonlinear Schrödinger and hartree equations. American Journal of Mathematics, 120(2):369–389, 1998.

[30] P. D. Hislop and I. M. Sigal. Introduction to spectral theory: With applications to Schrödinger operators, volume 113. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[31] D. Hundertmark and Y.-R. Lee. Exponential decay of eigenfunctions and generalized eigenfunctions of a non-self-adjoint matrix Schrödinger operator related to NLS. Bulletin of the London Mathematical Society, 39(5):709–720, 2007.

[32] M. Ifrim and D. Tataru. Global bounds for the cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS) in one space dimension. Nonlinearity, 28(8):2661, 2015.

[33] A. Kairzhan and F. Pusateri. Asymptotic stability near the soliton for quartic Klein-Gordon in 1d.

arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.15008, 2022.

[34] J. Kato and F. Pusateri. A new proof of long-range scattering for critical nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Differential Integral Equations, 24:923–940, 2011.

[35] E. Kopylova and A. Komech. On asymptotic stability of kink for relativistic Ginzburg-Landau equations.

Archive for rational mechanics and analysis, 202:213–245, 2011.

[36] E. Kopylova and A. Komech. On asymptotic stability of moving kink for relativistic Ginzburg-Landau equation. Communications in mathematical physics, 302:225–252, 2011.

[37] M. Kowalczyk, Y. Martel, and C. Muñoz. Kink dynamics in the ϕ^4 model: asymptotic stability for odd perturbations in the energy space. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 30(3):769–798, 2017.

[38] M. Kowalczyk, Y. Martel, and C. Muñoz. On asymptotic stability of nonlinear waves. Séminaire Laurent Schwartz—EDP et applications, pages 1–27, 2017.

[39] M. Kowalczyk, Y. Martel, and C. Muñoz. Soliton dynamics for the 1d NLKG equation with symmetry and in the absence of internal modes. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 24(6):2133–2167, 2021.

[40] M. Kowalczyk, Y. Martel, C. Muñoz, and H. Van Den Bosch. A sufficient condition for asymptotic stability of kinks in general (1+ 1)-scalar field models. Annals of PDE, 7:1–98, 2021.

[41] J. Krieger, K. Nakanishi, and W. Schlag. Global dynamics above the ground state energy for the onedimensional nlkg equation. Mathematische ZeitSchrift, 272:297–316, 2012.

[42] J. Krieger and W. Schlag. Stable manifolds for all monic supercritical focusing nonlinear Schrödinger equations in one dimension. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 19(4):815–920, 2006.

[43] H. Lindblad, J. Lührmann, W. Schlag, and A. Soffer. On modified scattering for 1d quadratic klein–gordon equations with non-generic potentials. International Mathematics Research Notices, 2023(6):5118–5208, 2023.

[44] H. Lindblad, J. Lührmann, and A. Soffer. Decay and asymptotics for the one-dimensional klein– gordon equation with variable coefficient cubic nonlinearities. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 52(6):6379–6411, 2020.

[45] H. Lindblad, J. Lührmann, and A. Soffer. Asymptotics for 1d Klein-Gordon equations with variable coefficient quadratic nonlinearities. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 241(3):1459–1527, 2021.

[46] H. Lindblad and A. Soffer. Scattering and small data completeness for the critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Nonlinearity, 19:345–353, 2006.

[47] J. Luhrmann and W. Schlag. Asymptotic stability of the sine-Gordon kink under odd perturbations.

arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.09605, 2021.

[48] J. Luhrmann and W. Schlag. On codimension one stability of the soliton for the 1d focusing cubic Klein-Gordon equation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.05273, 2023.

[49] Y. Martel. Asymptotic stability of solitary waves for the 1d cubic-quintic Schrödinger equation with no internal mode. Probability and Mathematical Physics, 3(4):839–867, 2023.

[50] T. Mizumachi. Asymptotic stability of small solitary waves to 1d nonlinear Schrödinger equations with potential. Journal of Mathematics of Kyoto University, 48(3):471–497, 2008.

[51] J. Murphy. A review of modified scattering for the 1d cubic NLS. RIMS Kokyuroku Bessatsu, 2021. [52] I. Naumkin. Sharp asymptotic behavior of solutions for cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equations with a potential. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 57(5):051501, 2016.

[53] D. E. Pelinovsky, Y. S. Kivshar, and V. V. Afanasjev. Internal modes of envelope solitons. Physica D:

Nonlinear Phenomena, 116(1-2):121–142, 1998.

[54] J. Shatah and W. Strauss. Instability of nonlinear bound states. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 100(2):173–190, 1985.

[55] A. Soffer. Soliton dynamics and scattering. In International congress of mathematicians, volume 3, pages 459–471, 2006.

[56] L. Vega and V. Banica. Scattering for 1d cubic NLS and singular vortex dynamics. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 14(1):209–253, 2011.

[57] M. I. Weinstein. Modulational stability of ground states of nonlinear Schrödinger equations. SIAM journal on mathematical analysis, 16(3):472–491, 1985.

[58] M. I. Weinstein. Lyapunov stability of ground states of nonlinear dispersive evolution equations. Communicatoins in Pure and Applied Mathematics, 39(3):51–68, 1986.

Charles Collot, Laboratoire AGM, CY Cergy Paris Université, 2 avenue Adolphe Chauvin, 95300 Pontoise, France

Email address: ccollot@cyu.fr

Pierre Germain, Department of Mathematics, Huxley Building, South Kensington Campus, Imperial College London, London SW7 2AZ, United Kingdom

Email address: pgermain@ic.ac.uk