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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove new Strichartz estimates for linear Schrédinger equa-
tions posed on d-dimensional irrational tori. Then, we use these estimates to prove sub-
critical and critical local well-posedness results for nonlinear Schrédinger equations (NLS)
on irrational tori.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. The Cauchy problem of the nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS):

. . _ p—1
{Za’*“ Au=Eul™u (x,6) € M xR (1.1)

u‘t:o =ug € H*(M),

has been studied extensively in different settings (for example, M = R? T4 and certain

classes of manifolds) over recent years [16], [39] 28, 13}, [3], [4l @, 10} 30} 211, 221 20l [42]. See
also the following monographs [306, (12, 38] for references therein. In the study of NLS (1.1),

Strichartz estimates of the following type have played a fundamental role

He_imf”L‘gL;(RxM) S llag ) (1.2)
where || fllpoz, = H||f(X,t)||L;||LgH In particular, when M = R, (L) is known to hold
with s = 0, namely

He_itAfHLgL;(Rde) S 122 mays (1.3)

if and only if (¢,r) satisfies % + % = g with 2 < ¢,r < oo and (gq,r,d) # (2,00,2). See
[34] [44], 17, 29]. This was first obtained for the case ¢ = r by Strichartz [34] via the Fourier
restriction method. It was then generalized by a combination of the duality argument and
the following dispersive estimate:

— _d
le™ 2 Fll e ey S 117211 £1|y oy (1.4)

The endpoint case (¢,7) = (2, dQTd2), d # 2, was then proven in [29].

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q55, 42B37.
Key words and phrases. nonlinear Schrédinger equation; irrational torus; Strichartz estimate; well-
posedness.
1 We use 4 < B to denote an estimate of the form A < CB for some C > 0. Similarly, we use A ~ B to
denote A < B and B < A.
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Now, consider f € L*(R?%) with Suppr [N, N]%. Then, as an immediate corollary to
([3), we have the following Strichartz estimate on R¢:

. d_d+2
e Fllp mxray S N2 7 [|fll2eays (1.5)
for 2(d;r2) < p < oo on RY. Indeed, on the one hand, the Strichartz estimate (IL3)) with
q=r= 2(‘2"2) gives '
le™ 2 F|| 2wsn) S ez @e)- (1.6)
t,xd (RXRd)
On the other hand, by Bernstein’s inequality [43 Chapter 5], we have
i d
e ZtAfHLgfx(Rde) SNz HfHL2(Rd)= (1.7)

for all f € L2(R%) with supp f C [-N, N]%. By interpolating (L6) and (I7), we sec that
the estimate (L5]) holds for 2(%@) < p < oo and is sharp in view of sharpness of (LG]) and
(L7). Note that the estimate (L3]) is scaling-invariant in the following sense. Consider the
linear Schrodinger equation:

{z’@tu—Au:O (1.8)
ulyg =1
The solution u to (L&) is given by u(x,t) := e A f(x). Then, the rescaled function

uM(x,t) = uw(Ax,\%t), A > 0, is also a solution to (LC8) but with the rescaled initial
condition f*(x) := f(Ax). Noting that supp f)‘ = X\ -supp f, it is easy to see that the
power of N in (L)) is the only power that is consistent with this scaling. We point out
that the inequalities (I.3]), (I6), and (L7) are also scaling-invariant with respect to this
scaling associated to the linear Schrédinger equation and that the scaling-invariance shows
sharpness of these estimates.

When M is a compact manifold, the Strichartz estimate (L2]) becomes much more dif-
ficult and much less is known. This is partially due to the fact that we do not have the
dispersive estimate (I.4]) on a compact manifold. Moreover, (I.2]) requires deep understand-
ing of the eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions of the Laplacian. In the following, we focus on
the case when M is a standard flat torus T¢ = (R/Z)?, corresponding to the usual periodic
boundary condition. Moreover, we restrict our attention to the diagonal case, i.e. ¢ = r.
Then, one would like to establish the following scahng—lnvarlantlg Strichartz estimate:

1™ Fllp_iemay S N5~ [ Fll ey, (L9)

for all f € L?(T%) with suppf C [N, N]¢, where I is a compact interval. Note that, in
the compact setting, an estimate of the form (9] does not hold with I = R, unless p = oo.

By drawing an analogy to the Euclidean case M = R? one may hope to have (L)

2(d+2)
=

for p > By combining the tools from number theory, such as a divisor counting

argument and the Hardy-Littlewood circle method, and the Tomas-Stein restriction method
from harmonic analysis, Bourgain [3] proved (L9]) for certain ranges of p: (i) p > 2(d+2)

when d = 1,2, (ii) p > 4 when d = 3, and (iii) p > (d+4) for higher dimensions d > 4. It is

2Obviously7 the scaling associated to the linear Schrodinger equation discussed above for R? does not
quite make sense on T¢. We nonetheless call the estimate ([J) scaling-invariant.
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worthwhile to note that, when d = 1,2, (9] is known to fail at the endpoint p = 2(dj2).

See [3,37]. Namely, the situation on T is strictly worse than the Euclidean setting. Indeed,

Bourgain [3| 6] conjectured that
|’€_imf”L§x(1x1rd) < vaNHfHLZ(Td)a (1.10)

for all f € L2(T%) with supp f C [-N, N]%, where K, n satisfies

K, N < cp, if p< ﬂdfjm,
K, n < N¥, if p = 2012), (1.11)
d_ d+2
K,n<c,N2~ v , ifp>2(dfj2),
for any small € > 0. Here, A(N) < B(N) means that limy_, % = 0. More recently,

using multilinear restriction theory after [1, 8], Bourgain [7] improved the result (iii) for
d > 4 and showed that (L9) holds for p > ﬂdfjg). The general conjecture (LII), however,
remains open up to date. In [3| [, 21, [42], these Strichartz estimates were then applied
to prove well-posedness results of NLS (LI on T?. See Subsection 3] for more on the
well-posedness issue of (LI]).

Let us conclude this subsection by stating the result by Herr [20]. He considered the
quintic NLS on a three-dimensional Zoll manifold M, i.e. a compact Riemannian manifold
such that all geodesics are simple and closed with a common minimal period. One simplest
example is the three dimensional sphere S®. By establishing the Strichartz estimate (L.9)
on M (instead of T?) with p > 4, he proved local well-posedness of the quintic NLS on a
three-dimensional Zoll manifold M in the energy space H'(M). As mentioned above, all
geodesics on a Zoll manifold have a common minimal period. Hence, it is natural to ask
if a Strichartz estimate of the form (9] holds on a manifold, where there is no common
minimal period for geodesics. This leads us to the study of Strichartz estimates on an
irrational torus ']I'g, since it is one of the simplest examples of manifolds with no common
minimal period for geodesics.

1.2. Strichartz estimate on irrational tori. In the remaining part of this paper, we
focus on the case when M is an irrational torus T¢:

d
M =Ts:=[[R/(0Z), a;>0,j=1,....,d (1.12)
j=1

As the name suggests, we are mainly interested in the case when at least one o is irrational.
More generally, we are interested in the case when at least one «; is “rationally independent”
of the remaining ones, i.e. there exists a; that can not be written as a linear combination
of the other ay’s with rational coefficients.

First consider the case when all a;’s are rational. Namely, M = ']TZ is a “rational”
torus. In this case, the problem can be reduced to that on the standard torus T? by
a simple geometric consideration. By writing «; = TI:L—JJ for some kj,m; € N, let k£ be
the least common multiple of k;’s. The basic idea is to view the scaled standard torus
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M = kTd = (R/ (k:Z))d as a disjoint union of parallel translates of the original rational
torus M = T¢ with ozj_lk‘ copies in the xj-direction.

Now, consider the linear Schrodinger equation (L&) on M = T<. By periodic extension,
we can view this problem on the scaled standard torus M = kT?. Given an initial condition
f and the solution u(t) = e ™2 f on M, let f and u denote their periodic extensions on
M , respectively. By uniqueness of solutions to the linear Schrodinger equation, we see that
u(t) = e‘imf on M. Clearly, the Strichartz estimates on the standard torus T% also hold
on the scaled standard torus M = kT, where the implicit constants further depend on k.
With & = (o, ..., aq), we have

1fllz g = C@lfllizan and @057 = Clap)u®)l 2.

Moreover, letting f and F [f] denote the Fourier coefficients of f on T¢ and f on kT,
respectively, we have

7 1 —omi Y n
T =gy IO
1 ~ —omyd M ~ .
= ’de’ Td (X)e J=1 o kdx:f[f](a_ln:l”a_dnd)a
where n = (n1,...,nq) € Z% and | - | denotes the Lebesgue measure of a set. Namely, we

have
FIf] = E . . J(k k 74 . z
supp [f]—a supp f = (alnl,...,adnd)e :nesuppf p.
Therefore, we see that the Strichartz estimates of the form (II0) on the standard torus T¢

also hold on our rational torus M = T¢

¢, where the implicit constants further depends on

a = (o1,...,aq). When there is no a; that is rationally independent of the remaining ones,
we can use spatial and temporal dilations to reduce the situation to the case of a rational
torus above. Therefore, in the following, we assume that at least one «; is rationally
independent of the remaining «y’s.

Before proceeding further, let us change the spatial domain M = ']I‘i to the standard torus
T at the expense of modifying the Laplacian. By a change of spatial variables (xj = ajzy),
we see that (L)) is equivalent to the following NLS on the usual torus T¢ = (R/Z)%:

iOpu = Au =l "u g (1.13)
u‘t:():uo € H*(T%), ’ ’
where the Laplace operator A is now defined by
Af(n) = —47*Q(n)f(n), (1.14)
with n = (ny,...,nq) € Z% and
Qm)=6nf+--+0amj, £<0;:=5<C j=1-,d (1.15)

J
We point out that some estimates in the following depend on C' in (ILI5]) but not on the
specific arithmetic nature of 6;’s.
Our main interest is to discuss well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (LI3) by first
studying relevant Strichartz estimates in this setting. As compared to the problem on the
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standard torus T, i.e. with Q(n) = |n|? = Z;l 1 ], it is a lot harder to study Strichartz
estimates on irrational tori. The main reason for this difficulty is that the number theoretic
tools such as a divisor counting argument and the Hardy-Littlewood circle method do not
work well in this setting.

Previously, Bourgain [6] and Catoire-Wang [11] studied the Cauchy problem (LI3)) on
irrational tori and proved some local well-posedness results in subcritical Sobolev spaces.
See Theorem [I.4] below. In the following, we investigate new Strichartz estimates on irra-
tional tori and use them to prove well-posedness results of the Cauchy problem (ILI3]) in
both subcritical and critical Sobolev spaces. In the rest of the paper, we assume that the
Laplacian A is defined by (ILI4]), unless stated otherwise, and define the linear Schrédinger

evolution b

e~ItA £ (x) Z Fm)e2mitmxtQm)) (1.16)

nezd
where Q(n) is as in (LI5). We first summarize the known Strichartz estimates. In the
following, I denotes a compact interval in R.

Theorem 1.1. The Strichartz estimate on a irrational torus is known to hold

le™™ 2 fllp 1wty S Kpn I fllz2(ray (1.17)

for all f € L*(T?) with Suppf C [-N, N]? in the following cases:
) d=2 [ : K,y = N¥,
(i) d =3 [6]: Kyy=N3'e,
(iii) d > 3 [II]: Kyn = N2t when d is odd, and Kyn = NT=3+ when d is
even,
(iv) d>2 [7: Kpn = N° forp= 24l

for any small € > 0.

Note that the implicit constants in ([.I7) depend on C in (LIH) and the length of the
local-in-time interval I. The same comment applies to all the estimates in the remaining
of the paper and we do not mention this dependence explicitly in the following. In [6],
Bourgain also proved

—itA 3_2
€™ fllpprarsrsy S N7 Fll2crs) (1.18)
for p > %
In this paper, we partially improve the known results in Theorem [[LT] and obtain some

critical Strichartz estimates when p is large. We state our main result on the Strichartz
estimates on irrational tori.

3Strictly speaking, there is an extra factor of 27 in front of Q(n) in (LIE). However, such a factor can
be eliminated by time dilation and thus, for simplicity of notations, we drop it in the following.

4 After the completion of this manuscript, we learned that this result in [I1] was recently improved to
Kin = N3zt by Demirbas [15]. While the proof in [11] is based on Jarnik’s argument [27], the proof in [I5]
is based on Huxley’s counting estimate [24]. More recently, this result in [I5] was improved to K4 n = NEt
by Demeter [I4]. See the footnote in Theorem (ii).
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Theorem 1.2. (i) The following scaling-invariant Strichartz estimate holds on an irrational
torus:

&

d_d+2
le” f”LP L(xTd) S N2 g £l z2(ray, (1.19)

for all f € L*(T%) with Suppf C [N, NJ?, provided that d and p are in the following
ranges:

(.i.a) d=2: p>§1é
(ib) d=3:p> 3,
(ic) d=4: p>4,
(id)d>5p>4

(ii) Let € > 0. Then, the Strichartz estimate with an e-loss of reqularity holds on an
irrational torus

Hﬂmﬂhpzwq<ﬁﬁm7'ﬂﬁmmd (1.20)

for all f € L*(T%) with Suppf C [N, NJ)?, provided that d and p are in the following
ranges:

. _ 20
(gwd—2p2%,
(ii.b) d=3: p= 7,
(il.c) d=4: p=4.

When d > 3, we follow a relatively simple argument after Bourgain [6] and prove Theorem
in Subsection I When d = 2, this argument proves (L20) only for p > 8. In
Subsection 2.2, we present a duality argument to prove (ILI9) (when d = 2) for p > 12. In
Section [, we establish certain level set estimates and provide a full proof of Theorem
when d = 2.

By interpolating with Theorems[[.T]and [[.2] we can obtain Strichartz estimates for other
values of p. The following corollary shows a summary of known Strichartz estimates on
irrational tori at this point.

Corollary 1.3. Lete > 0. Then, the following Strichartz estimates hold for all f € L*(T¢)
with supp f C [N, N]%:

5In a very recent preprint, Demeter [14] proved the Strichartz estimates ([20) with an e-loss on the
standard torus T? for p > @‘ His argument is based on incidence geometry, without any number
theory. As a result, the same result holds for irrational tori and hence improves our result in Theorem
(ii) in a significant manner. This also improves the values of so in some subcritical local well-posedness
results below (Theorem [[4] (i.a), (i.b), (ii.a), and (ii.b)). Note that the result in [14] comes with an e-loss
and thus it does not improve the scaling-invariant Strichartz estimate (II9]) in Theorem (i) and critical

local well-posedness results in Theorems and
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(i)d=2
NE|fllz2(r2), for2 <p<3,
2 2
N30 fllpoqrey, for3 <p<A4,
i 1
le ZmfHLp 1x12) S § Nl fllrz(r2), forp=4, (1.21)
tx( )
N5 ey, ford<p< 2,
_4
N' [ fll L2 (T2)s forp> 2.
(i) d = 3:
Nefll Lz (rsys for2<p<3$,
i N5 fll sy, for § <p <4,
le™ = fllze_(rxms) S 5.1, 16 (1.22)
’ Na7 | fllp2ersy, ford <p <,
3_5
27y 16
kN p|’f”L2(T3)7 fOT’p >3-
(iif) d = 4:
Ne[| fllp2(rays Jor2<p<3,
. 1_10
He_ZtAfHLfyx(IXT‘l) SN fll 2y, for § <p<4, (1.23)
_6
N? P (| fll2eray, Jorp>4.
(iv) d > 5:
Ne | fll 2 pay, for 2 < p < 2,
, d_1yc2d _ 4(d+1)
e iy rxray S § N2 ET0E0E o), for 2L < p g, (124)

d_di2
N2 2 | fll L2 ey forp>4.

1.3. Local well-posedness results of NLS on irrational tori. In the following, we
apply these Strichartz estimates in Corollary [[.3] to the Cauchy problem of NLS on an
irrational torus:
Ou — Au = £|ul?*
{“” w=dulu e TR, (1.25)

u‘tzo =g € H*(T?),
where k € N is a positive integer and the Laplacian A is defined by ([L14]). First, recall

the following notion. When M = R%, the Cauchy problem (L) enjoys the dilation sym-
metry. Namely, if u is a solution to (LLI]) with respect to an initial condition ug, then the

2
rescaled function wuy(x,t) := Ar—Tu(Ax,A\?t) is also a solution to (LI)) with the rescaled
2
initial condition wugx(x) := Ar—Tug(Ax). We say that the Sobolev index s. is critical if
the homogeneous Sobolev norm || - || ;.. (RY) is invariant under this dilation symmetry. In

particular, the critical Sobolev index is given by s. = % — 1%‘ When M # R?, we may

not have this natural dilation symmetry. Nonetheless, the notion of the critical Sobolev
index provides us important heuristics. In terms of the Cauchy problem (L25), the critical
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Sobolev index s, is given by

d 1
=a 1.26
Se=5 % (1.26)

First, we state local well-posedness in subcritical Sobolev spaces H S(Td) with s > s..

Theorem 1.4 (Local well-posedness in subcritical spaces). Let d > 2 and k € N. Then,
there exists sy = so(k,d) such that the Cauchy problem (L28) on a d-dimensional irrational
torus T? is locally well-posed in H*(T?) for s > sq in the following cases:
(i) d = 2:
(ia) k=1, so = [11],
(ib) k=2,3,4,5, so = T=3,
(ic) k>5,s0=s.=1— %,
Note that the values of sg in (1.b) and (i.c) coincide when k = 5.
(ii) d = 3:

(iLa) k=1, so = 2 [6],
(ilb) k=2, so = 2,
(ii.c) k>3, s0=5.=13— 1,

NI o~

(i) d>4: k>1, sg= 8. =

=

After Bourgain’s seminal paper [3], the Fourier restriction norm method, involving the
X*b_space, has been applied to study well-posedness of a wide class of equations. In our
proof, we also employ the X*’-spaces and by the standard argument, the proof is reduced
to establishing certain multilinear Strichartz estimates.

Furthermore, by applying the well-posedness theory involving the UP- and VP-spaces
developed by Tataru, Koch, and their collaborators [30, [18], 21}, 22], we prove some critical
local Well—posednessﬁ

Theorem 1.5 (Local well-posedness in critical spaces). Given d > 2 and k € N, let s,
be the critical Sobolev index given by (L26]). Then, the Cauchy problem (L28) on a d-
dimensional irrational torus T% is locally well-posed in the critical Sobolev space H*(T%)
in the following cases:
(i) d=2: k> 6,
(i) d =3: k> 3,
(ifi) d > 4: k> 2.

Once again, the proof is reduced to establishing certain multilinear Strichartz estimates.
See Propositions and 0.7

Lastly, we briefly discuss the case of a partially irrational torus. Namely, we consider
Strichartz estimates on an irrational torus T4, when some of a;’s in (LIZ)) are rationally

6In a very recent paper, Strunk [35] extended Theorem to (i) k > 3 when d = 2 and (ii) kK = 2 when
d = 3. The main idea in [35] is based on considering Strichartz estimates in mixed Lebesgue spaces L] L} to
improve the multilinear Strichartz estimate (Proposition [5.7] below). This clever argument avoids the need
of improving the scaling-invariant Strichartz estimate (I9]).
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dependent. In this case, we may obtain improvements over Theorem [[.2] yielding better
local well-posedness results than those presented in Theorems [I.4] and For simplicity
of presentation, we only consider an example of the three-dimensional torus of the form
T2 x Te;, where two periods are the same. By a change of spatial variables as before, we
consider the Cauchy problem (L.25]), where the multiplier Q(n) in (II5]) is given by

Q(n) = n? 4+ n3 + 6313, 63 >0, (1.27)

i.e. we set 6 = 03 = 1. Then, we have the following local well-posedness result for the
energy-critical quintic NLS on a three-dimensional partially irrational torus.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that Q(n) is given by (LZT). Then, the energy-critical quintic
NLS, (L25) with k =2, on T3 is locally well-posed in the critical Sobolev space H'(T?).

Previously, Herr-Tataru-Tzvetkov [2I] proved local well-posedness in the energy space
H'(T3) of the energy-critical quintic NLS on the three-dimensional standard torus T3.
By combining the results in [7] and [22], we also see that the energy-critical cubic NLS on
the four-dimensional standard torus T* is local well-posedness in the energy space H'(T%).
See also the work by the third author [42] for some other critical local well-posedness results.
The result in [42], however, does not cover an energy-critical setting. As mentioned earlier,
Herr [20] proved local well-posedness in the energy space of the energy-critical quintic NLS
on three-dimensional Zoll manifolds. We point out that Theorem seems to be the first
local well-posedness result of the energy-critical NLS in its energy space H'(T?), where
there is no common minimal period for geodesics.

We present a sketch of the proof in Appendix[Bl More precisely, we revisit the argument
in Section [ and prove the sharp Strichartz estimate (LI9) on T2 for p > % under the
assumption (L27). The rest follows from a slight modification of the argument in Section
Bl Lastly, note that Theorem combined with the conservation of mass and Hamiltonian
yields small data global well-posedness of the quintic NLS, (L25]) with k = 2, in H*(T?), just
as in [21], 20]. Recently, global well-posedness (for large data) of the energy-critical quintic
NLS on the three-dimensional standard torus T® and on the three-dimensional sphere S3
was obtained by Ionescu-Pausader [26] and Pausader-Tzvetkov-Wang [32], respectively. It
would be of interest to investigate if global well-posedness of the energy-critical quintic NLS
holds in the setting of Theorem

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove Theorem when d > 3
and partially when d = 2, via multilinear estimates and a duality argument. In Section
Bl we establish certain level set estimates and prove Theorem when d = 2. In Section
[, we prove local well-posedness results in subcritical Sobolev spaces (Theorem [[4]). In
Section [5] we prove local well-posedness results in critical Sobolev spaces (Theorem [L5]).
In Appendix[Al we present a proof of (Z1]) below, using the Hardy-Littlewood circle method.
In Appendix [B] we sketch a proof of Theorem

T After Strunk’s result [35], it is now of interest to study global well-posedness of the energy-critical quintic
NLS on a general three-dimensional irrational torus in its energy space Hl(TS).
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2. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES: PART 1

In this section, we prove our main result (Theorem [[.2]) for d > 3 and present a partial
proof for d = 2. In [6], Bourgain treated the three-dimensional case. His argument is based
on the following estimate:

"dt ~ N2, (2.1)

.2
/‘ 2: e27r7,nt
T

0<n<N

for r > 4. We first apply this argument and generalize the result in [6] to a general
dimension d > 3. When r = 4, (Z1]) holds with a logarithmic loss (Hua’s inequality). This
yields the endpoint case for d = 3,4. When d = 2, this also proves Theorem (ii) but
only for p > 8. In Subsection 2.2] we present a simple duality argument when d = 2. This
proves Theorem (i) for p > 12. The full proof of Theorem for d = 2, i.e. (IL19) for
D> % and (L20) for p > 23—0, is presented in Section Bl

2.1. Higher dimensional case: d > 3. In this subsection, we prove Theorem when
d > 3. First, we prove the following lemma, which can be viewed as a version of Hausdorff-
Young’s inequality.

Lemma 2.1 (Hausdorff-Young’s inequality). Let d > 2 and a € Z%. Given a sequence
{Cn}neZd: define Fa(t) by
Fa(t) = Z CnCa_ne?T@m)FQ@- (2.2)
neZd

where Q(n) is as in (LIB). Then, for p > 2, we have

[ Fa()llLe—1,17) < [Z < > \Cnca—n\> ] ’ : (2.3)

KEZ N |Q(n)+Q(a—n)—k|

IN

1,1 _
wherep+p, 1.

Lemma 2] was used in [6] for the three-dimensional case. See also Lemma 2 in [II]. A
proof for general dimensions in [I1] relies on Schur’s lemma. In the following, we give a
direct proof for reader’s convenience.
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Proof. When p = oo, (2.3)) follows immediately. Hence, by interpolation, it suffices to prove
23)) for p = 2. Let n(t) be a cutoff function supported on [—2, 2] such that n =1 on [—1, 1].
By Plancherel identity, we have

[Fa()llzz-1,1) < [Fa®n®)l 22w

=Y eacanii(r — [Q(n) + Q(a—n)))

L2

=3 > cncanii(r — (@) + Q(a—n))

keZnely o L2
= Z By (T
kEZ
where Iy ={ne€Z’: Qn)+Qa—n)—k¢€ (—%, 11} and

= ) cncanfi(7 — [Q(n) + Q(a — n))).

IlEIkya

Noting that |Bg(7)| < >_,er, . [enCa—n|{T — k)=2, we have

|>si], = H(ZBWD ML
kEZ T Ll
S Y Y Iencanllewcac! / K2 — K)%dr

kK’ n€ll o n Elk/

Z (k — k’2 Z Z lenca—nl|cn/Ca—n|

k,k’ nelan'ely ,

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (in k) followed by Young inequality, we have

< (23 o ek = ) )]

nely o k " n'ely

§§<kaﬂ>

IlEIk,a

2

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.1 O

Next, we state the main proposition. Theorem then follows this proposition and
Bernstein’s inequality when d > 3.

Proposition 2.2. Let f be a function on T¢ with suppr [-N, N]%.
(i) Let d > 3. Then, for p > max (%—hél), we have

|2 £l 1o s S Ni- prHLZ (2.4)

t,loc
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(ii) Suppose that d and p satisfy (i.a) d = 2, p > 8, (iib) (d,p) = (3,%), or (ii.c)
(d,p) = (4,4). Then, we have

—itA < N3 (log N) 3 25
le™ = fllze, ra < » (log ) Ifllzz, (2.5)

t,loc

where ¢ = p when d = 3,4 and ¢ = 8 when d = 2.

Bourgain proved (2.4]) for d = 3. See Proposition 1.1 in [6]. Our proof follows the ideas
developed in [6]. By setting p =4 when d > 5 and p = 17‘?—1— when d = 3,4, Proposition
yields the L*-Strichartz estimate, which improves the result in [II] for d > 3. Note that
the Strichartz estimate (2.4]) is essentially sharp in higher dimensions (d > 4). Indeed, on
R? with d > 2, by Sobolev inequality and interpolation of (L) and (L)

—itA < Nz% 2) || it < N%_%
e f||L§’Lg(Rde) ~ e f||L4 S(RBRxRI) HfHL?(]Rd)a

for p > 4.
We first use Proposition to prove Theorem when d > 3.

Proof of Theorem [1L.2 for d > 3. Suppose that p > max(lff—l—, 4), satisfying the hypothesis
of Theorem (i). By Bernstein’s inequality and Proposition (i), we have

. d_d . d__d+2
e fllp, S Nl fllprg S N2 £ e

By repeating the same argument with Proposition (ii), we obtain Theorem [[2] (ii) when
d = 3,4. When d = 2, this yields Theorem (ii) only for p > 8. O

We now present the proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition[Z2. (i) Let Q(n) be as in (LI5). Then, we have

(e —ztAf Z f 27ri(n~x+Q(n)t)‘ (2.6)

nezd

With ¢, = f(n), let Fu(t) be as in (2.2]). Then, by Minkowski’s integral inequality with
p > 4, we have

le™™ 2 fllZp s = (e )2

(3 imor)

aczd

< (S 1m0, )/ 2

aczd

L7L2 _‘

For f € Z,let Ay ={n € Z%: |Q(n)—¢| <1}N[-N, N]¢. Noting that Q(n)+Q(a—n) =
1(Q(2n—a) +Q(a)), the condition |Q(n) + Q(a—n) —k| < 3 is equivalent to 2n € a+ 4,
with ¢ = 2k — Q(a). Note that, [{¢ € Z : 2n € a+ A;}| < 1 for all n € Z%. Then, by
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Lemma 2.1l and Cauchy-Schwarz and Holder’s inequalities, we have

”Fa”Lg < Z( Z ’Cnca—n’>
t L /€Z *2nca+A,
_ p—2
p W | P
< Z|AE|2“’2)< Z |cnca_n|2>
L ¢ 2n€a+Ay
p—4 1
D 2p 2
<(Z1t) (S F i)
l { 2nea+Ay
<Z|Ag|p 4> <Z |cnCan| > (2.8)
nezd
From (2.7) and (2.8]), we have
p_74
—itA 2o\ P
I gy < 0 3 14d7) 7 1lue (29)

14

Now, let n(t) be a smooth function with a compact support I C R such that 7 > 0 and
7> 1on [—1,1]. Now we estimate <Z£ |Ag|P—1 4) ' using

| A S/{ Z e27riQ(n)t]n(t)e—27ri£tdt'
neZzd
Inj|<N

If p < 8, then we have 1%4 > 2. Then, by Hausdorff-Young’s inequality, we have

()™ <[ [11] 5 o]
<[l 7] <[], g

n. J|<N 0<n<N

] 1. (2.10)

Note that r = % > 4, since p > %. Then, by an application of the Hardy-Littlewood circle
method (see Appendix [Al), we have

/I S cmintt

0<n<N

~ N"2, (2.11)

d_2
yielding (2.10) < N4~ ». Hence, (2.4) follows from (2.9) in this case.
If p > 8, then by Bernstein’s inequality (in t), we have

. 12 .
HC_ZtAfHLfL;l( <CNt r|e ZtAfHL?L;g (2.12)

Then, (24) follows from (ZI2]) and (24]) for p = 8.



14 Z. GUO, T. OH, AND Y. WANG

(ii) When (d,p) = (2,8), (3,1), or (4,4), we have r = %p = 4. In this case, (Z.I1]) does not
hold. Nonetheless, by Hua’s inequality [40], we have

/ Z 27”“‘ dt < N%(log N)2. (2.13)

I o<n<N
See also [25], (8.13)]. Then, (25]) follows from (2I3) and repeating the computation in (i).
This completes the proof of Proposition O

2.2. Two dimensional case. For d = 2, the sharp estimate (LI9]) is not covered by
Proposition In the following, we use a simple duality argument and prove the sharp
Strichartz estimate (LI9) for p > 12. Without loss of generality, we assume that

Q) =ni+0n3, L<0<C. (2.14)
Then, the local-in-time Strichartz estimate can be expressed as

| 1/2
Z ane27r2(n-x+Q(n)t) < Kp,N( Z |an|2> , (215)
LY (IxT2)

nesSy nesSy

where S denotes the following set:
Sy = {(n1,n2) € Z*: Inj| < N, j =1,2}. (2.16)
Our task is to seek for an optimal constant Kp ~. By duality, (2.15)) is equivalent to

< > [Fn.Qm 2) < KNl remy (2.17)

nesSy

for any f € L¥' (I x T?), Where 14+ L1 — 1. Here, the Fourier transform f is defined by

n T) // —2minx o —2mitty 1(t)f(x,t) dxdt.
TZ

Then, (I19) for p > 12 follows once we prove the next proposition.

4
Proposition 2.3. For p > 12, we have Kp7N < N, Namely, we have

( ) \f<n=Q<n>>\2) Ay ey (2.18)

nesSy

Remark 2.4. Recall that, on the standard torus T?, i.e. with Q(n) = n? + n, Bourgain
4

[B] proved K, n S N =% for p > 4. Hence, Proposition 2.3] states that, on an irrational

torus, the same estimate for K, ; holds, but only for p > 12.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that I is centered at 0. Let R be a kernel defined
by

R(x,t) = » e mimxtQh), (2.19)
neSy
Then, defining Ry by
Ro(z,t) = Y eritna+on’t), (2.20)

In|<N
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we have R(x,t) = Ry(z1,t)Rg(x2,t). From Proposition 3.114 in [3], we have

1-3
[Ry(z, )l e (1xm) < CptN™ 7, (2.21)

for p > 6. Bourgain’s argument is based on an application of the Hardy-Littlewood circle
method. See also Lemma 2.4 in [23] for a simpler proof based on the Poisson summation
formula. Note that (Z.2I]) does not hold for p = 6. See Rogovskaya [33] and [3].

By Hélder’s inequality, (2.21), and Sobolev inequality, we have

1
P
IRlut, ey = [ IRs(o1. 01 Woloa 0l )

< HRl(xlvt)HLf’” [ Ro(22,t) || Lo (1.2,

SN Rt s SN (2:22)
Lo (LHZ, )

By (219), Young’s inequality, and (2.22]), we have

> 7 Q) = (Rt i) < IR g

nesSy

2_,
P12 e

as long as p > 12. g

3. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES: PART 2

3.1. Level set estimates. In this section, we prove Theorem when d = 2. The main
ingredient is the level set estimates on irrational tori in Proposition B below. For level
sets estimates on the usual torus T¢, see [3, 23]. It turns out that these level set estimates
are useful only when d = 2,3 (see Remark B.3]), but we state and prove the results for a
general dimension. In the following, we assume that ¢, = 1 in (LT5]) for simplicity. Namely,
we consider

Q(n) = n? + Oon + - + G40 (3.1)
Also, let Sy ={n€Z: |n;|<N,j=1,...,d}.

Proposition 3.1. Let I be a compact interval in R. Given

= Z cpe?™mx (3.2)

nesSy

such that ||cnll2 = 1, define the distribution function Ay by
Ay ={(x,t) € T* x I : [(e7"2f)(x,t)| > A} (3.3)
(i) For any € > 0, we have
45| S NHAD e =0+ riee (3.4)
for A 2 NE-i+e,
(ii) Let ¢ > 6. Then, there exists small € > 0 such that
|Ax] S NBa- (@42 )y (3.5)
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for A 2 NE~e.
In B4) and BE), the implicit constants depend on e > 0, ¢ > 6, and |I|, but are
independent of f.

We present the proof of Proposition 3.1l in Subsections and 3.3 In the following,
we use Proposition B.1] to prove Theorem when d = 2. First, we present the proof of
Theorem (ii.a), i.e. we prove (L20) for p > 2 when d = 2. Recall that Catoire-Wang
[11] proved

le” f”L4 LIXTd) S < Ns HfHLZ(Td (3.6)
for f € T2 with supp f C [-N,N]2. Given f as in 3.2), let F(x,t) = e **f(x,t). By
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have || F||e < N. Then, with Proposition B.1] (i) and (3.6),
we have

/ ]F(x,t)’lf’dxdtg/g+ ’F(th)’dedt+N(%+€)(p_4)/]F(x,t)]‘ldxdt
IXT? Niteg|FISN

12 N 24 3 2
§N2_1+65€/ . )\p_7+1+655d)\+N(1+5)(p—4)+§
Nzt
—4
< NPT

where the last inequality holds as long as p > ?. This proves Theorem (il.a). By
Proposition B (i) and (ii), Theorem [[.2 (i.a) follows in a similar manner. We omit details.

Remark 3.2. When d = 2, Proposition B.] (i) and (ii) basically says that the level set
estimates (3.4]) and (3.35]) are sufficient in proving the Strichartz estimates (I.I9]) and (20
for p > 6 as long as A is large: A > N it Hence, an improvement on Theorem when
d = 2 may be obtained if we can improve the lower bound on A in Proposition 1] (i) or
the Li-Strichartz estimate (3.6]).

Remark 3.3. In [7], Bourgain proved

||€_itAf||Lf’x(1de) S NE fll 2 eray (3.7)

for p = adfjl). See Proposition 8 and the comment afterward in [7]. Combining Proposition

B (i) and (B7), we obtain (L.20) only for p > %jl). When d = 2, the combination of
Proposition B] (i) and (B.6]) yields a better result. When d > 3, Proposition yields
better results. We point out that, when d = 3, combining Proposition 3] (i) with Theorem
[T (ii) yields another proof of Theorem [L.2 (ii.b).

3.2. Proof of Proposition B.1] (i). Let n be a smooth cutoff function supported on
(555 L ] Given ¢ € N, define J; by

200 100
Jg={aeN:1<a<q, (a,q) =1} (3.8)
Then, for given M € N with M > N, we define

o) = > Sa(ae-¢l),

M<q<2M acJy
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where ||z|| = min,cz | — n| denotes the distance of = to the closest integer. Note that & is
periodic with period 1. By taking a Fourier transform, we have

= Y ek algh), (3.9)
M<q<2M

where ¢q(k) denotes Ramanujan’s sum: cq(k) = 3 .c ;. e 2™k Let ®(q) be the Euler’s
totient function defined by ¢(q) = >_,c; 1. Then, by Theorem 330 in [I9], we have

)~ D Hla)~ L

M<q<2M
Namely, (0) is independent of M.

Without loss of generality, assume that I is centered at 0. With @Q(n) in (31]), define
R as in 2I9), where Sy = {n € Z?: |nj| < N, j = 1,...,d}. Then, we have R(x,t) =
Ry(z1,1) H;lzz Ry, (xj,t), where Ry is defined in ([2.20). Now, letting x be a smooth cutoff
function support on 37 such that x(¢) =1 on 21, define Ry and Ry by

Ri(x,t) = wR(x, t)x(t) and Ra(x,t) =R(x,t)x(t) — Ri(x,1). (3.10)

(0)

K

Noting that the intervals Iy 4 o := [E + % + W’ {+ % + ﬁ] are disjoint for distinct values
of £,a, and ¢ ~ M > 1, it follows from Weyl’s inequality [31, Theorem 1 on p. 41] that

| =

|Ry(21,8)| S = + N2 (logq)? + ¢ (log )2 < M3 (log M)? (3.11)

L)
N

for t € Iy 44 since ¢ ~ M > N. Then, along with a trivial bound |Ry,(z;,t)| S N, we
obtain

Rz < min (N2 (log M)z, N9). 3.12
t,x "N

Next, we consider Ry. By expanding ®(¢) in the Fourier series, we have

—_L x FY 627rikt
Ro(x,t) = (T)(O)R( ,t)X(t)g;O<1>(k:) . (3.13)

First, recall the following lemma (Lemma 3.33 in [3]). Given M € N and k € Z, we have

Z |Cq(k7)| S d(k7M)M1+v (314)
M<q<2M
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where d(k, M) denotes the number of divisors of k less than M. Then, by taking a Fourier
transform of (3I3) with (), 3I4), and d(k, M) < k%, we have

Ro(n, 7)) = 115N<n>2 ) o~ Qem) - k)\

k#0 ®(0)
<mY Y la®lfiehRe - Qm) - b
k#0 M<q<2M
1 M?\ 0+ 1
S kZﬂkMMH (T) (T — Q(n) — k)10
< M7 (3.15)
Define O, (x,t) by
Ox(x,t) = exp (iarg(e "2 f(x))) - 14, (x,1). (3.16)

Note that supp ©,(x,-) C I for each x € T?. Then, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with

[B2), we have
2|4, < < /1 . (e—“Af)(Xalt)mdxdt>2 = ( ) Cnm>2

nesSy
< D [6am, Q)" = (R+6,,0,) = (Rx) * 01, 0) (3.17)
nesSy

By (310), B12), and (B3I5]), we have

= (R1%0,,0,) + (R2 % 0,,0,)

< IRl 1Oal7;  + IRall e OAIZ2

< Oy NI A2 4+ M2 A, (3.18)
for small 1,69 > 0.

Now, choose M > N such that
Ne-1ppater )2, (3.19)

The condition ([BI9) with M > N implies that A > N §-1+3. Then, BI8)) yields

N2(d-1) 17? u T 12
AN S ( A ) N2 < N D\ S

by setting €2 = e2(e1) such that 11;25521 = ﬁ This proves (3.4) with ¢ = 5.

3.3. Proof of Proposition [3.7] (ii). In this subsection, we prove the level set estimate
(B3], which is sharp for ¢ > 6. The following argument is inspired by Bourgain’s paper [3].
We first go over some basic setups, restricting our attention to ¢ € T.

Let {0y }nez be the multiplier defined by o, =1 on [-N, N]|, o,, = % forn=N-+3j
andn=—-N—j,7=1,...,N, and o, = 0 for |n| > 2N. Consider

K(x,t) =Y ope?miatn®t) (3.20)
ne”L
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Then, we have the following lemma. Here, ||z|| = min,cz |x — n| denotes the distance of x
to the closest integer as before.

Lemma 3.4 (Lemma 3.18 in [3]). Let 1 <a < ¢ < N and (a,q) =1 such that

a 1
t——| < —. 3.21
H i~ aN (321
Then, we have
N
K (z,1)] S (3.22)

T (L Nfe-g?)

Note that the multiplier o, in ([3.:20) avoids the logarithmic loss (when ¢ ~ N) in Weyl’s
inequality (3.11) on the Weyl sum Wy (z,t) = >, <n e2mi(na+n?t) - ndeed, by writing
K= % Ziiﬁl Wi, we see that this regularizing effect in (3.22]) is analogous to that of the
Féjér kernel over the Dirichlet kernel.

In the following, we fix N > 1, dyadic. For dyadic M < N, let Rjs by

RM:{S:aGJq,M§q<2M},

where J, is as in (38). Let ¢(¢) be a smooth cutoff function supported on 1 + % <

t| < 2 — & such that zjezl/}@_jt) =1fort # 0. For s € N with M < 2% < N let

wn,2s(t) = ¥(2°Nt) and define wy y by

ijlogzN ¢(2th)v t 7& 07

t) =
wn v (t) {1, t=0.

Note that we have supp(wn,2:) C {|t| < 5% } and

R 1 k \ —100
e D (3.23)
Now, let
Quy= Y  wya. (3.24)
M<25<N

Then, it follows that Qv =1 on [—ﬁ, ﬁ] and supp Qpr,n C [—ﬁ, ﬁ]

Let N1 = ﬁN. Note that, for My < My < N7, we have

2 2 2 2
<RM1 * [_ MN’ MlND : <RM2 * [_ MyN’ MQND =0
Recall that by Dirichlet’s theorem [40, Lemma 2.1], (3:21) is satisfied for all ¢t € T = [0, 1].
Then, by letting 7 denote the Dirac delta measure at T', we have

1= Z Z 5T*QM,N+107 (3.25)
M<N1 TeR
M, dyadic

such that p(t) # 0 for some t € T implies that ¢ satisfies [B.2I]) for some ¢ > Nj. In
particular, by Lemma [3.4], we have

p(t) K (2, 8)] S N7 (3.26)
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From (B25) with (B14]), (8:23]), and (3.:24]), we have
S Y ALY afw )

‘ M<N; M<25<N TeERMm

M, dyadic
d(k, M)M'* ; | \—-100 _
Z Z 2s N <25N> 5 N (3'27)
M<N; M<25<N
M, dyadic

for k # 0. Here, we used the fact that d(k, M) < kT and M < 2% < N.
Now, for each M and s, we choose a coefficient aps s such that

}"[ > drx wms} (0) = ar.sp(0). (3.28)
TER M
Then, from [3, (3.56)], we have
M2
s| S . 3.29
sl S oo (3.29)

Now, we focus on our problem. Namely, we do not assume ¢ € T any longer. Given an
interval I C R, assume that I is centered at 0 and let x be a smooth cutoff function support
on 31 such that x(¢) =1 on 2I as before. We define

t) Z O,nle27ri(n-x+Q(n)t)
neSy
d
Ky, ) [T Y erritmmitomid), (3.30)
J=2n;|<N

where Sy = {n € 24 : Injl < N,j=2,...,N} and K(z1,t) is as in (3.20).
Define Ay s by

Ay s(x,t) [ Z Or * wp s (t —on,s,o(t)} (3.31)
TER M

Then, from Lemma B4} (3:26), and [B.:29) with M < 2° < N, we have

N M? 2N\ 3
|Anrs(x,8)] < N1 — 2 Nd < N 1( )2 (3.32)
’ Mz(1+ (275N)2) 2°N M

Hence, from (3.32]), we have

_1(2°N
15 Antallqrez S N () 21l gy (3.33)
Next, we estimate ’KM#‘. Denote the second factor in [B.31)) by @y, i.e. let
(I)Ms Z 5T *WN, gs — 04M78,0(t). (334)

TER M

Note that @)y is periodic. Moreover, by ([B3.28]), we have Oy s(0) = 0. Hence, we have

AMS(II T) —Un1<H1n]|<N>Z(I)M8 (T—Q(n)—k). (335)

j=2 k#0
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By (14), 3:23), B217), and (329) with d(k, M) < kT and M < 2° < N, we have

d(k,M)M1+< k >—100+ M? . M

> <
N 25NZ= ~ 25 N1- (3:36)
for k # 0. By summing |X(7 — Q(n) — k)| < (1 — Q(n) — k)~1% over k # 0, it follows from

B335) and (3306) that

~ M
[Anrs(n,7)] < S NI (3.37)
Hence, from ([3.37), we have
< M 0+
| f * AM78”L2(I><T‘1) ~ 25NN ”f”L2(Ix1rd)- (3.38)
Also, with the trivial bound d(k, M) < M in (B3.36]), we have
M2+
| f * AM,sHLZ(Ide) S v 95 N o 1l (IxTd)- (3.39)

The second estimate (3.39) is useful when M < N°¢.

In the following, we establish another estimate on || f * Ar,s||2(7x74), using the following
lemma from Bourgain [3].

Lemma 3.5 (Lemma 3.47 in [3]). Let d(k, M) denote the number of divisors of k less than
M. Then, for any 8,B,D > 0, we have

#{0 <k < N:d(k,M) > D} < cgg(D"BMPN + MP). (3.40)
Note that the constant in [B.40) is independent of D > 0, M, N € N.

From (B35) and (330, we have

Jun

d(k, M 2 \°
1f * Anrsllp2rxmay S 25N (/ZU |f(n, 7 |2[Z< k >100<T(_ Q(L) _k,>100] dT)

k#0 \2°N

M2
+ gana= I le2 e, (3.41)

where Sy is as in (330). Given D > 0 (to be chosen later), separate the first term,
depending on d(k, M) < D or > D. The contribution from d(k, M) < D can be estimated
by

DM1+
S 55N I £1l 22 (1 xa)- (3.42)
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Next, we estimate the contribution from d(k, M) > D. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we
have

d(k, M) 2
[Z< Y1097 — Q(n) — >1°°]

k0 \2
(k’M)2 1
< k;éO k)200(r — Q(n) — >100> <%€) (r — Q(n) — ’;;>100>
d(k, M)?
: <Z (52502901 — Q(n) — >100>’ (3.43)

k#0 \2°N

Now, we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of ([B.41]) after applying (3:43]). By
first integrating in 7, then summing over |n;| < N for j = 1,...,d, applying Lemma
(with 2B and 20 instead of B and (), the trivial bound d(k, M) < M, and Hausdorff-
Young’s inequality, we have

1+ prd oo B 1 R
ST ( Stk Y Yk M () 2°°>2Hf\|Lgoggo

k|<25N J=1 |k|~25+I N

, 1
. 2
(Z 9=200j (=28 \2B9s+i [ 1 M23)> Nl 22 (7 xmay

4 [ D—Bp2t+6+ M2+B+
SN2 : 3.44
~ V2 ( SINL TN >||f||L1(I><’]Td) (3.44)
Hence, from B:41)), (8:42]), and (344) with M < N, we have

DM1+
Hf*AM,sHLZ(Ide) N 25N HfHLZ(Ide

DB pr2+8+ M2+B+
+ N2 < T 1 +
25 N3 25N

)WMWWW (3.45)

Define A by

S Ausxt), (3.46)

M<Ny M<25<N
M, dyadic

where Ay s is as in (3.31]). By ([B.25)), we have

(K —A)(x,t) = [1 + > > aM,S]K(x,t)p(t). (3.47)
M<N, M<25<N
M, dyadic
Then, by B:26), (3:29), and B30) with N; = 155N, we have
_1
1K — Al poo(rxpay S N9z (3.48)

Hence, we have

[(f f* (K — A)| S NP2 ]2, (3.49)
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Let p € (1,2) such that

1 1-6 6
-—=— 4= 3.50
for some 0 € (0,1). Note that p'0 = 2.
Case (i): 0 < 1.
By interpolating (3:33]) and (3.39]), we have
1f % Antsll g grepay S N0 @5 N) 2730034 CD) £ 1y 1070 (3.51)
Then, summing over dyadic M > 1 and s with 2° < N, we have
1 Al o (1 pay S N0 £l g cay, (3.52)
as long as 6 > 0 satisfies —5 + (3+)0 < 0, i.e.
1
o< (3.53)

In the following, we prove the level set estimate (3.5 for ¢ > 10. Given f as in ([B.2)),
let F(x,t) = e " f(x,t). Let ©5(x,t) be as in (B8], where Ay = {(x,t) € T x I :
|F(x,t)] > A}. Then, proceeding as in (3.17)) with (3:49) and ([B8.52]), we have

AR < Y [8am,Qm)° < (K*6,,0,)

neSy
<K = A) x0),0,)| + [(A+0,,0,)]
< N3] Ay + N0 4, |7 (3.54)

For A > N%_i, B54]) reduces to
AN S N2 4, (3.55)
Noting that p'6 = 2 by ([B.50), it follows from (3.55]) that
x| S N2\,

1

where q :=p' = % > 10. Note that we only needed to assume A\ > N 5=1 and did not need

the condition A 2 N 57¢ in this case.

S

Case (ii): + <0< 1.
Let M;, j = 1,2 be dyadic numbers such that

d\ 5
My ~ <%> <N and My ~ N, (3.56)

Here, we choose 1,502 > 0 such that M; <« M,;. We divide A into three pieces: A =

A1 4+ Ao + Az by setting
A= > > Au, (3.57)

Mel; M<25<N
M, dyadic

where I} = [1, My], Io = (My, M|, and Is = (My, N1| with Ny = ﬁN as before.
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Then, summing ([B.51]) over dyadic M < M; and 2° < N, we have

—5+(3+H)0 -
< My 2PN @20 gy (3.58)

1S Axll ot (e

since 0 € [1,1).

Similarly, by interpolating (3.33]) and (3.45)), we have
1A arsll o (1 repay S NV @ N) 2 =20 M2+ GO DO £l 1
1
B B 2SN 5(1_9) d D—BM2+B+ 0
S C M S ) Wfllsssey (359

Now, choose D ~ M® for some small a > 0. Then, set 8 < 1 and B > 1 such that

)
o= —§—ﬁ+0zB—>0. (3.60)

M2+B+

2iNT 2N

Then, summing (359) over dyadic M € (M, Ms] and s with 2° < N, we have

[|f * A2||Lp’(1><']rd) S Nd_(d+2)6||f||LP(I><Td)
1 _1ly(3
i (M1 2700 nrd—(d+1)0 + M, 2+(2+B+)9Nd—(g+2)9)”f”Ll(Ide)’ (3.61)

as long as —% + (2 + a+)0 <0, i.e.
1
(3.62)

< —.
34 20+
Note that ([B.62)) can be satisfied as long as 6 < % by choosing « sufficiently small

Lastly, from (3.33]) and (3.38]), we have

0

(@-1)1-g) [ 2°N 3730 (04)0
1S Ansll ot (rmay S NV SYa N I £l e (1 xTa)- (3.63)

Then, summing over M > M, ~ N% and s with 2° < N, we have
13
o [ N2\ 27 2¢
L k] 75 M Al P

S Nd_(d+2)6||f||m(1x1rd), (3.64)

as long as 6 < %

Putting (358), (B:61)), and (3.64) together with (353]), we obtain

—24+(24H)0 g
1 5 Al remny S My 2T E NS0 £

i, —5+(5
N <M1 3700 a0 4 2+(2+B+)9Nd—(%+2)0)”f”Ll(Ide), (3.65)

Now, we are ready to prove the level set estimate (3.5)) for ¢ > 6. Then, proceeding as
in Case (i) with ([3.49) and (B.65]), we have
AP < (K = A) % ©,,05)| + (A % 6,,0,)|

5

1
S Nd—%|A)\|2 +M1_§+(2+)9Nd—(d+2)0|A)\|%

My NG 4y gy TP (208 4, 11 (3.66)
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Since A\ > N%_i, ([B66]) reduces to
A4, 2 < M;%+(%+)0Nd—(d+2)6|A)\|% +M1_%_06Nd_(%+1)6|14,\|1+%
_|_M;%+(%+B+)9Nd—(g+2)0|A)\|1+%
= T+ 1+ (3.67)

First, suppose that A%|A|> < I holds. Recall from (3.50) that p’§ = 2. Then, with
(B.56), we have

d

4\ (B +24)5
s ()

for ¢ > p’ by choosing §; = d1(q, p’) sufficiently small.
Next, suppose that A2|A,|> < 1T holds. Then, from (3.56]), we have

NP0+ )1 < NFa-(d+2) \~q (3.68)

|Ay| < N2P'—(d+2) \—p' <N%p’)\—p’M1_%—20> < NoP'=(@+2) \ 7', (3.69)

by making o = o(p’,61) in (B.60) (and hence B = B(p’, 1)) sufficiently large.
Lastly, suppose that A%|A,|?> < I holds. By A > N2~ and B:50]), we have

’A)\‘ < ng’—(d+2))\—p’N—2+ap’+(—%l+5+2B+)62 < N%p’—(d+2))\—p’ (370)

as long as we have ep’ < 1 and dy = do(p/, B) is sufficiently small such that (—% +5+
234—)(52 <1.
Finally, given g > 6, we choose 6 < % such that ¢ > p/ = % > 6. Then, from (B.67),

B368), (3.69), and B.70) with A < N%, we obtain
Ay S N2\,

This completes the proof of Proposition 311 (ii).

4. WELL-POSEDNESS IN SUBCRITICAL SPACES

In this section, we prove local well-posedness of NLS (L.25]) on irrational tori in subcritical
Sobolev spaces (Theorem [[4]). It turns out that the well-posed theory of (L25]) is very
similar to that on the standard tours [3} 4} [5, [6].

In the seminal paper [3], Bourgain introduced the X*?-space whose norm is given by

HUHXS’b(RXTd) = [[(n)*(T — ’n‘2>ba(naT)HL?J%(RXZd)a (4.1)

where (-) = (14| - \2)% After establishing Strichartz estimates, he proved several well-
posedness results of NLS on the standard torus T?. In our case, i.e. on an irrational torus,
we need to replace the weight (7 — |n|?)® in @) by (7 — Q(n))?, where Q(n) is defined in
(LI5). Then, by the standard X*°-theory, it is known that certain multilinear Strichartz
estimates imply well-posedness. More precisely, we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. Let sg > max(0,s.) and I C R be a bounded interval. Suppose that the
following multilinear Strichartz estimate holds for s > sg:

Bl k+1
H e R, S Ninax H N il Lz (rey. (4.2)
j=1 L7 (IxTd) j=1

for all ¢; € L*(T%) with Suppéb\j - [—Nj,Nj]d, j = 1,...,k + 1, and Npax =
max(N1,--- , Nyi1). Then, the Cauchy problem (L25) is locally well-posed in H*(T?) for
S > 8.

The proof of Lemma ] is standard and we refer the readers to [3], 4, [6, [I1] for details.

Proof of Theorem [1.4] In view of Lemma[4.]], it suffices to prove the (k4 1)-linear estimate
([Z2]) for s > sg. Without loss of generality, assume that Ny > No > --+ > Npiq.

Case (i): d =2. When k = 1, the well-posedness result was already obtain in [I1]. In the
following, we first consider the case k = 2,3, 4, 5. First, assume that supp ¢; C [~ Nz, No?.
Then, by Hoélder’s inequality and (L2I) with ATh+5) ¢ (4, 2], we have

3(k+3)
k+1 k+1
H e_imqb- < e_itAQSl ( e—itAqu ( H e_itAQS' -
ILe s, <ol g 1o, sgag T 10l o
300 E+1 o o Th—3 |
S N7k+5 Iprllreldalize [T N5 N6l
7j=3
k+1
<Nm§XHN;|’¢i|’L§7 (43)

for s > sg = ;’g—jrg’ In general, if supp (51 C [~ N1, N1]?, then we can write ¢1 = Z\J‘KM b1js
~ Ny

where supp (le C Noj+ [—Na, NoJ?. Letting t5(x) = e‘sz?j'xqﬁlj (x), we have supp 1/b\1j -
[~ Ns, NaJ2. Then, by a change of variables and (L2ZI)) (see [5]), we obtain

Th—3
+
lle _ZtA¢1JH 4(7k+5)) = He_ZtAT/JlJ” 4(7k++—5) S NZ(WHO) H(Zle'HLi’ (4.4)
L

t,x

Then, by almost orthogonality with (43]) and ([d4]), we have

k41 2 k+1 2 k41

—itA o—itA LA -2 2 2
3 ) D W PN § T ey § R
j=1 ix il j=2 L7 j=1

Remark 4.2. In view of the reduction above, we only prove ([A2]), assuming supp <$1 -
[—N3, No]¢ in the following.



STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES ON IRRATIONAL TORI 27

Next, we consider the case k > 5. By Holder’s inequality and (L2I)) with k8—f:1 € [2,10),
we have

1 k+1
[[e™) < He_’mfﬁlHLk%lee "B Lk IT e 25l
j=1 L « j=3
1-142¢ el
SNy * ||¢1HL2H¢2IIL2HN ’“H%HLz
7j=3

Hence, ([42]) holds for s > s =1 — %

Case (ii): d = 3. When k = 1, the well-posedness result was obtained in [6]. When k = 2,
by Hoélder’s inequality and (I.22]), we have

< llem™2enl aga lle g2l 1ga lle™* 2 g5
2 L2T
t,x

—itA¢ .
J

52
L5

< 02+2€ % &
Ny Ny | | il zz-
e}

Hence, ([Z2) holds for s > so = 23. When k > 3, by Hélder’s inequality and (L22), we have

k+1 k+1
—itA o —itA —itA —itA o
1_1 i), STeT 0l g le @HLS%QHe 65ll ok
= ,X =
31 Rl 5
N3 Fllnllzzlléalle TT N7 Fllosllz-
7j=3

Hence, (4.2]) holds s > s¢ = % _

=

Case (iii): d > 4 and k > 1. By Holder’s inequality with (23] or (I.24)), we have

k+1 ‘ ' k1
[T "¢ < Nle ™2l s lle™dall aarzpe [T lle 25l pearar
) T dkT2 [ dktz 4
7j=1 t,x j=
01y, B,
SNG T | bullzallgzlre [T N2 F 622
7=3
Hence, (42]) holds for s > sg = %l -7 O

5. WELL-POSEDNESS IN CRITICAL SPACES

5.1. Function spaces. In this section, we prove local well-posedness of NLS (L.25) on
irrational tori in critical Sobolev spaces H®(T¢) (Theorem [L3)). In the following, we use
the UP- and VP-spaces, developed by Tataru, Koch, and their collaborators [30, [18] 2], 22].
These spaces have been very effective in establishing well-posedness of various dispersive
PDEs in critical spaces. We briefly go over the basic definitions of function spaces and their
properties. See Hadac-Herr-Koch [I8] and Herr-Tataru-Tzvetkov [21] for detailed proofs.
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Let H be a separable Hilbert space over C. In particular, it will be either H*(T¢) or
C. Let Z be the collection of finite partitions {tx}5_ , of R: —co < ) < -+ < tg < o0.
If tx = oo, we use the convention u(tg) := 0 for all functions v : R — H. We use 11 to
denote the sharp characteristic function of a set I C R.

Definition 5.1. Let 1 < p < o0.
(i) A UP-atom is defined by a step function a : R — H of the form

K
a= Ly, 1)Pk-1,

k=1

where {t;} , € Z and {qbk}kK:_Ol C H with 252_01 llék|l%; = 1. Then, we define the atomic
space UP(R; H) to be the collection of functions u : R — H of the form

u= Z Ajaj,  where a;’s are UP-atoms and {\;};en € ¢(N;C), (5.1)
j=1

with the norm

lullerv (;mry = inf {H)\Hp : (51) holds with A = {\;}jen and some UP-atoms aj}.

(ii) We define VP(R; H) by the collection of functions u : R — H with [Jully»w.m) < 0o,
where the VP-norm is defined by

K 1
P
T I — (Zuuw—u(m_l)uz).

{ts}o€2 =1
We also define Vi%(R; H) to be the closed subspace of all right-continuous functions in
VP(R; H) such that lim;,_ - u(t) = 0.
(iii) Let s € R. We define UX H® (and V{ H®, respectively) to be the spaces of all functions

u : R — H*(T%) such that the following UX H*-norm (and VX H®-norm, respectively) is

finite:

itA itA

ullys s o= €™ ullyp@sps)  and ullyzgs = €2 ullvem;ms).-

Here, the Laplacian A is defined in terms of Q(n) as in (L14).

Remark 5.2. Note that the spaces UP(R; H), VP(R; H), and Vi%(R; H) are Banach spaces.
Moreover, we have the following embeddings:

UP(R;H) = VE(R;H) - UYR; H) — L™®(R; H)
for 1 < p < ¢ < oco. Similar embeddings hold for UR H® and V{ H*.
Next, we state a transference principle and an interpolation result.

Lemma 5.3. (i) (transference principle) Suppose that we have

k
T2, e™ 20| g may S TT 1950122
j=1
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for some 1 < p,q < oco. Then, we have

k
HT(ula e ,Uk)|‘Lng(Rde) S H HUJ‘HUZL,%-
j=1

(ii) (interpolation) Let E be a Banach space. Suppose that T : UP* x --- x UPk — E is a
bounded k-linear operator such that

k
IT (s, we) e < Oy LT gl
j=1

for some p1,...,pr > 2. Moreover, assume that there exists Co € (0,C1] such that

k
1T (..., u) |2 < Co [T lusllore-
j=1

Then, we have
k
C k
ITCn )l < Co gt +1) Tl v
j=1

forquVr%,jzl,...,k‘.

A transference principle as above has been commonly used in the Fourier restriction norm
method. See [I8, Proposition 2.19] for the proof of Lemma [53] (). The proof of the
interpolation result follows from extending the trilinear result in [21] to a general k-linear
case. See also [18, Proposition 2.20].

Let n : R — [0,1] be an even smooth cutoff function supported on [—2, 2] such that
n=1on[-2,2]. Given a dyadic number N > 1, we set 11 (£) = n(|¢]) and

v (§) = n(%) - n(%)

for N > 2. Then, we define the Littlewood-Paley projection operator Py as the Fourier
multiplier operator with symbol ny. Moreover, we define P<y by P<y = > i<y Pu-
More generally, given a set R C Z%, we define Py to be the Fourier multiplier Ope}atgr with
symbol 1g.

Definition 5.4. (i) Let s € R. We define X* to be the space of all functionsu : R — H*(T%)
such that ||u||xs < oo, where the X*-norm is defined by

b = (3 @2 e 0,0 )

ncZzd

(ii) Let s € R. We define Y* to be the space of all functions u : R — H*(T?) such that
for every n € Z9, the map t — e~ "M G(n,t) is in V2(Ry; C) and ||lullys < oo, where the
Y?%-norm is defined by

e = (3 0 e 000 e

ncZzd

(NI

1
2
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Recall the following embeddings:
UZH® < X® — Y* < VR (5.2)
Given a time interval I C R, we define the restrictions X*(I) and Y*(I) of these spaces in

the usual manner.
We now state the linear estimates. Given f € Ll ([0,00); L2(T9)), define Z(f) by

loc
I(f)(t) = /0 LB p(ay

Lemma 5.5 (Linear estimates). Let s > 0 and T > 0. Then, the following linear estimates
hold:

le™ 28|l xs(o,7)) < Nl Bl s

IZ(H)llxsory < sup
vey =5([0,T))
||U||st:1

for all ¢ € H*(T?) and f € L'([0,T); H*(T4)).

/ ' f(x,t)v(x, t)dxdt|,
0 Td

Next, we present the crucial multilinear estimate.

Proposition 5.6. Let d and k satisfy
(i)d=2, k>6, (ii)d=3, k>3, or (ii)d>4, k>2. (5.3)
Then, the following multilinear estimate holds for all T € (0,1]:

2%k+1 2U+1 2U%+1
HI< 11 U;) <N <”uj”X5([0,T)) 11 ”uf”XSC([O,T))>7 (5.4)

i=1 Xse([0,T)) i=1 (=1
! ! )

for s > s. = % — % > 0, where u;‘ denotes either u; or u;.

Once we prove Proposition [(.6] one can prove Theorem by the fixed point argument
as in [21], 42]. We omit details. The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of
Proposition Indeed, the multilinear estimate (5.4]) follows once we prove the following
multilinear Strichartz estimate.

Proposition 5.7. Let d and k satisfy (53). Then, there exists 6 > 0 such that the following
multilinear Strichartz estimate holds:

k+1 N 1 ) k+1

_q k+1 c
11 Pvye 20, N <—++—> 1Py éll 2 ey [T N3l Pw; 851l 2 rays (5.5)
j=1 L7 (IxT?) Ny Ny =2

for any interval I C [0,1] and for all ¢; € L*(TY), j=1,...,k+1, and Ny > Ny > --. >
Niy1 > 1.

In Subsection B£.2] we first present the proof of Proposition 5.7 In Subsection B3] we
then use the multilinear Strichartz estimate (5.5]) to prove Proposition (5.6, thus yielding
Theorem
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5.2. Multilinear Strichartz estimate. In this subsection, we use the sharp LP-Strichartz
estimates (LI9]) in Theorem to prove the multilinear Strichartz estimate (5.5]). The
main idea is to refine the Strichartz estimate by considering frequency scales finer than the
standard dyadic Littlewood-Paley localizations as in [2I]. See Lemma [B.T0L

Definition 5.8. We say that (d,p) € N x R is an admissible pair if
. 20 . 16
(i) d =2, p>§, (i) d = 3, p>§, or (ili)d>4, p>4. (5.6)

Note that, by Theorem [[.2] the Strichartz estimates with (d,p) in this range are sharp.

Given dyadic N > 1, let Ciy denote the collection of cubes C' C Z% of side length ~ N
with arbitrary center and orientation. Then, we can rewrite Theorem in the following
form.

Lemma 5.9. Let (d,p) be admissible and I C R be a bounded interval. Then, for all dyadic
N > 1, we have

_Z. d_d+2
| Pre tACbHLf,x(led) SN2 v ||Proll 2 ey (5.7)
More generally, for all C € Cxn, we have
s d_d+2
| Pce tACbHLf’x(led) SN2 || Podl 2 ey (5.8)

The Strichartz estimate (0.8]) shows that the loss in (5.8) depends only on the size of the
frequency support, not the position. See [5l 21].

In order to exploit further orthogonality between different frequency pieces under the
linear Schrodinger evolution, we need to decompose the frequency cubes Cy. Let Ry (V)
be the collection of all sets in Z¢ which are given as the intersection of a cube of side length
2N with a strip of “width” 2M, i.e. the collection of all sets of the form

(no+[-N,N]")n{neZ: lagn— A < M} (5.9)

with some ng € Z%, a € RY, |a| = 1, A € R. Here, the dot product a - n is given by

d
a-gn= Z 0ja;n;, (5.10)
j=1

where 8 = (61,...,04) is as in (ILI5)). Then, we have the following refinement of the
Strichartz estimate.

Lemma 5.10. Let (d,p) be admissible and I C R be a bounded interval. Then, for all
1< M <N and R € Ry(N), we have

d

)
» d_dt2 (M
I1Pe 0l rrn 885 () IPa0lszcon, (5.11)

whereO<5<%—é—2whend:2,0<5<%—%whend:3,and0<5<%—%when

d>4.
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Proof. By Bernstein’s inequality, we have
| Pre” e ¢HL°° > (IXT4) S SMiNT HPR¢HL2 (T4)- (5.12)

Given admissible (d,p), write 5 = % + %ﬂ for some 0 € [0,1), where ¢ < p is given by
q= %—i— whend =2, ¢ = 1—36+ when d = 3, and ¢ = 44+ when d > 4. Then, (G.11]) follows

from interpolating (B.8) (with p = ¢) and (G12)). O

Now, we are ready to prove the main multilinear Strichartz estimates (5.5)).

Proof of Proposition [5.7 Let u; = e_itA(bj. Then, by almost orthogonality in spatial fre-
quencies, it suffices to prove that there exists § > 0 such that

k+1 N, 1 k+1
k+1
| PP [T Payus|, s(Tj+N) |PePrybllog [T N3 1 Px,05lz, (5.13)
J=2 b =2

for all cubes C' € Cn,. Fix a cube C' € Cpn, and let ny be the center of C. Partition
C = |J Ry into disjoint strips Ry with width M = max(NZ /N7, 1), which are all orthogonal
to ng with respect to the dot product -¢ in (5.10), i.e. Ry is given by

N
={neC:ngng€ [|ng| Ml |ng|M(+1))},  |f] ~ Ml
Note that we have Ry € Rps(N2). By writing
k+1 k+1
Pcleul HPNJU’J ZPRePNlul HPNJU’J? (5.14)
=2

we show that the sum is almost orthogonal in Lt,x. Since N22 < M?(, we have

Q) = = |y -g ol + Q(my — ng) — ﬁum o) g mof? = M2 1 O(M20),

1
Q(no)
for n; € Ry,. Note that the multiplication by the factor H?Ll Py,uj in ([@.14) changes the
time frequency at most by O(N3). Hence, Pr,Pn,u1 H?Ll Pyjuj in (B.14) is localized at
time frequency M2(?2 + O(M?2() = O(M?¢?) for each £. Therefore, the sum in (5.14) is
almost orthogonal and we have

k+1 k+1 2
HPCPNlul H Py, uj Z ' Pr, Py, us H Py, (5.15)
2
t,x
With d and k as in (IBI{I), let pgr = (d+ 2)k. Then, by Lemmall')_:‘ﬂ we have
HPNG_M¢||L§d,k S N*|| Pyl Lz (5.16)
Now, choose p such that
20 8k
i Do,< hen d — 3 (5.17)
i) — when d = )
3 P 32 M ’
4k(d + 2
(i) 4 < A+ 2) e d > 4.

dk + 2
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The existence of such p is implied by (5.3]). Moreover, the lower bound on p guarantees
that each (d,p) is admissible, while the upper bound on p guarantees that

2(d + 2
d— % — 5. <0. (5.18)

Let ¢ such that

2 k-2 1 1
— +-==. 5.19
P pak g 2 (5.19)
Then, it follows from (B.I7) that (d,q) is also admissible. By Hélder’s inequality and
Lemmata and 510 we have

k k
' P, Pryuy [ ] Pr,u; S 1P, Py uall oo | Pvyuall oo T 1P, wsll prae | Povey s i | o
j=2 L3 x j=3
42+ o %—M—sc M 0 k+1
SN N () PPl TT N IRy ol (520
j=2
for some ¢ > 0. In view of (B.I7) and (5.I8)), choose p such that
2(d + 2
B Chb) o Se = 6.
Moreover, from (5.I8]) and (5.19]), we have
d d+2 2(d + 2
d_d+2 5,24+ 5o (5.21)
2 q
Then, noting % ~ % + Niz’ it follows from (5.20)) that
k1 N 1\? k+1
kt1 .
‘ Pr, Py, u; ]1;[2 Py u; t < < N, + E) | Pr, Pny b1l 22 EN; 1PN, 5l 2

Finally, by summing up the squares in (5.I5) with respect to ¢, we obtain (5.13) and hence
(55). This completes the proof of Proposition (.71 O

5.3. Proof of Proposition First, we state and prove an auxiliary lemma (Lemma
B.11), using Proposition 57l Let Cy, N > 1, be the collection of cubes C C Z% of side
length ~ N as before. Let (d,p) be admissible in the sense of Definition 5.8l Then, it
follows from Lemma with Lemma [5.3] (i) that

. d_d+2
HPCB“AWLQX(IXW) SN2 v | Pedllys 2 (5.22)
for all C' € Cy.

Lemma 5.11. Let d and k satisfy (5.3). Then, there exists &' > 0 such that

k+1 N 1 & k+1

k+1
H Py, uj S ( N + F) || Py wt |lyo H HPNjuijsc, (5.23)
j=1 L7 (IxTd) 1 2 j=2

for any interval I C [0,1] and for all Ny > Ny > -+ > Ngy1 > 1.
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Proof. By almost orthogonality in spatial frequencies, it suffices to prove that there exists
0" > 0 such that

k+1 N, 1 k+1
k
Jrepvn TP 5 (%4 2) hronvte T 1Pl G20
j=2 L7 j=2

for all cubes C' € Cy,. Moreover, by the embedding (5.2]), it suffices to prove (5.24]), where
the Y% norm is replaced by the VAQLQ—norm. Furthermore, it suffices to prove that there
exists A > 0 such that the following two estimates hold:

k+1
N 1 .
LHS of (5:21) 5( j;,jwﬁz) |PePrnllya e [ N IPs il e (5:25)
j=2
and
N, k+1
LS of G2 5 ( ’fj) 1Po P urllug 2 [T V31, g o (5.26)
7j=2

for some p > 2. Indeed, if (5.25) and (5.26]) hold, then it follows from Lemma [5.3] (ii) that
(524) holds with §" < 4.

The first estimate (5.25]) directly follows from Proposition 5.7 and Lemma[5.3] (i). Hence,
it remains to prove the second estimate (5.26]). Let p, pgr, and ¢ be as in the proof of
Proposition 5.7 Then, by Hélder’s inequality with (5.22]), we have

k k
' PoPyyur [ [ Pvyugl| S IIPoPavyualloe | Payuslice [T 11PNl o | Py st |l o
j=2 L « j=3
4204+ o d M s k+1
2 ¢ c
SNy, TN CIPePywllpg e [T NG 125,53 12 (5.27)
j=2

where ¢2 = p, ¢j = pay for j = 3,...,k, and g1 = ¢. From (EI7) and (5I9) with
Pak = (d + 2)k, we have ¢ > pgi > p > 2. Therefore, (5:26]) follows from (5.27) with
Remark 5.2 and (5.21)). O

We conclude this section by presenting the proof of Proposition (.6l

Proof of Proposition [5.0. Let I = [0,T). In the following, we prove
2k+1 2%k+1 2k+1
I(E@( 11 u)) < (Il H ol
J=1 Xse(I)  Jg=1
for all N > 1, where the implicit constant is independent of N. By Lemma [5.5] we have

)

7j=1

< sup
Xse(I) UEXU/ 5([0,T))
y—s=1

2%k+1
‘/ H uji(x,t)P<yv(x, t)dxdt‘ (5.28)
IxTd
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Hence, with ug = P<yw, it suffices to show that
2k-+1 2k+1 2k+1
[ TL et < ol 3 (sl TT el ). 629
IxT¢ 525 =1

=1 =1
t#j

Now, dyadically decompose uj = > Ny>1 Py,uj. Without loss of generality, assume

Ny > Ny > --- > Nopi1. Then, in order to have a non-trivial contribution on the left-hand
side of (5.29), we must have N ~ max(Ny, Na).
Case (i): Ny ~ N.

By Lemma [5.11] we have

2k+1 k k
/ H PNju;-(x,t)dxdt' < HPszuzj HPszﬂu;j_i_l
IxTd 55 320 2, 52 L7
£ 8 2k+1
Ny 1 Nopy1 | 1
< o R R P S|P s Pr.ows; sc. 5.30
G L I ity G0

Summing ([5.30) over dyadic blocks Ny ~ N1 > Ny > --- > Ngi11 and by Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, we have

2k+1
LHS of B29) < > [IPwotolly—[Pyyurllys [T lwillys
No~Ny j=2
2k+1
S lluolly—slluallys TT Ilugllyse,
j=2
yielding (5.29) in view of (5.2).
Case (ii): Ny ~ N; > Nj.
By Lemma [5.11] with N7 ~ No, we have
2k+1
/ H PNju;f(x,t)dxdt'
IxTd
7=0
4 k+1
No\*"* (Nogps | 1)’ ?
< | —= — 4+ — P P s Pn usllyse 5.31
S(3) (B g) invulvelPvly L 1y Gan)

Summing (5.31]) over dyadic blocks Nyo(< Ni) and N; ~ Ny > N3 > --- > Nyt and by
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

2k+1
LHS of B29) < [uolly-« Y [IPxullys|[Pryusllyse T llugllyse
Ni~Na 7j=3
2k+1
S luolly—slluallys TT llugllyse.
j=2

This completes the proof of Proposition O
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APPENDIX A. ON THE WEYL SUM ESTIMATE (217

In this appendix, we present a proof of (2.I1]). We decided to include the proof for the
convenience of readers, in particular for those in PDEs. Since I = I(n) is a compact interval
and the integrand is periodic with period 1, it suffices to show

/01 (PO dt ~ N™2, (A1)

for r > 4, where F'(t) is the Weyl sum defined by

.2
2 : e27rzn t‘

0<n<N
For a,q € Nwith 1 <a < ¢ <N and (a,q) = 1, define a major arc M(q,a) by
a 1
w=frewy: -2 1) v
where ||z|| = min,cz | — n| denotes the distance of x to the closest integer as before. Let

M = Ua’q M(q,a). Note that we have Ht — %H < 515 for t € M. Then, by Weyl’s inequality
we have N
1
[F(t)] S =5 + N2(logq)? + g3 (log q)=. (A.3)
q2
Hence, the contribution from the major arc 91 is estimated by
N q

/ Forasy S A
m q:l a:

1
a)=1

< N 2Zq1——+<Nr 2
q=1

(log q)’

1
N2

N3

q

since r > 4.

Remark A.1. Indeed, the contribution from the major arc 9t provides the lower bound
in (AI). We only need to consider the contribution from M(q,a) for odd ¢ < N2. Let
S(g,a) be the Gauss sum given by S(g,a) = > 1 2™ 5 We have S(q,a) = \/q for odd

n=1
q. Now, suppose that ¢ is odd such that 1 < g < N 3. Then, by Van der Corput’s method
[41] with S(q,a) = /g, one can show that |F(t)| 2 for t € M(q,a). Noting that M(q, a)
are disjoint, we have
NI g
F(t)|"dt > T—_NT’2 g2~ N2
|1 T S oo -
g=1 a=1 q=1
g,0dd (a,9)=1 g,0odd

where ¢(q) denotes Euler’s function. This shows the lower bound in (A.J).

Next, we estimate the contribution from the minor arc m := [0, 1] \ 9. Fix small £ > 0.
Then, Dirichlet’s theorem [40, Lemma 2.1] states that given t € [0 1], there exist integers
a,q with 1 <a < ¢ < N?7¢ and (a,q) = 1 such that Ht— —H < Define I(q) by

U (@
o1

a
(a,q

qN2 €
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where I(g,a) = {t € [0,1] : ||t — —H <3 ——=}. Now, in view of (A.2)), divide the minor arc
m into two pieces: m = my; U my, Where

m; =mn U I(q) and mg=mn U I(q).
1<g<N© N<q<N2—¢

Let t € my. From (A.3), we have |F(t)| < N1=3 2%(log N) . Then, by Hua’s inequality
[40, Lemma 2.5], we have
T 4 )| le Lir—4 o4
\F(8)[Tdt < (Sup 1F () |F )|tdt < [N'25(log N)2]" ' N
ma teEmo
< N'f‘—2‘

Let t € my, i.e. we have Ht— —H <
2.8 in [40] with |S(q,a)| < g2, we have

N2 — for some ¢ < N¢. Then, by Lemmata 2.7 and
F®)] = ¢ S(g.a)v(t - £) + O(N o) £ N5,
where v is defined in [40] (2.9)]. Applying Hua’s inequality as before, we have

/ Pt < ((sup (1) / F(8)*dt < N3N < N2
mp

temy

This completes the proof of (A.T).

APPENDIX B. ON A PARTIALLY IRRATIONAL TORUS T? x T,,

In this appendix, we present a sketch of the proof of Theorem Thus, we set d = 3
and assume that (I.27) holds in the following. The main ingredient is an improvement of
the Strichartz estimate on a partially irrational torus.

Proposition B.1. Let d = 3 and I be a compact interval in R. Suppose that (L27) holds.
Then, the scaling-invariant Strichartz estimate (LI9) holds for p > 1—51

The proof of Proposition [B.1l is based on the following level set estimates under the as-

sumption (L.27).

Lemma B.2. Suppose that (L27) holds. Given a compact interval I C R and f as in
B2), let Ay = Ax(f) be the distribution function defined by (B.3).
(i) For any e > 0, we have

|A4) S NTF= A e (B.1)
for A > N1+,
(ii) Let ¢ > 4. Then, there exists small € > 0 such that
Ay S N3I7227 (B.2)

for A= N3
In (BI) and ([B2), the implicit constants depend on € > 0, ¢ > 4, and |I|, but are
independent of f.
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We first prove Proposition [B.1] assuming Lemma [B.2l Then, we sketch the proof of
Theorem We present the proof of Lemma [B.2] at the end of this appendix.

Given f as in (3.2), let F(x,t) = e "2 f(x,t). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
HFHL,??X < N3. Given D> 1—;, let ¢ € (4,p). Then, by Lemma [B:2] and Theorem [IT] (ii), we

have

/ |F(x, t)[Pdxdt
IxT3

< < / o+ / , , >\F(x,t)\dedHN<1+51><p—4> / |F(x,t)[*dxdt
N SIFISNT T2 INETE2IPISN S

) NE-e . , %2 \
< NS / NPT TR T g\ 4 N2eP / . ATimagy 4 NOFe)p=htat
N1te1 N2

3
3p—5
< N2P72,

for sufficiently small 1,9 > 0. Here, the condition p > % is needed in the last inequality.
This proves Proposition [B.1l
Next, we briefly discuss how Theorem follows from Proposition [B.Il As in Section

B the goal is to prove the multilinear estimate (5.4]) in Proposition for d = 3 and
k =2 (with s, = 1) under the assumption (L27). In view of the argument in Subsection
(.3 (which holds without any change even in this case), it suffices to prove the multilinear
Strichartz estimate (5.3]) in Proposition 5.7 for d = 3 and k£ = 2 (with s, = 1). By repeating
the proof of Lemma [5.10] with Proposition [B.Il we see that (5.11]) holds for p > % with
0 € (0, % - 3—7p) In the proof of Proposition [5.7], the only change appears in (5.17) and we
can choose p such that

14 20k

3 P 352

14

in this case. In particular, we can set k = 2 by choosing p € (5,5). The rest of the

argument follows exactly as in Section [l
In the remaining part of the paper, we present the proof of Lemma [B.2l

Proof of Lemma[B.2. The proof follows the proof of Proposition B.I] with small modifica-
tions. In the following, we only point out these modifications. Given an interval I C R,
assume that I is centered at 0.

(i) With Q(n) in (I27), define R as in ([2.19). Then, we have R(x,t) = H?:l Ri(xj,t) -
Ry, (x3,t), where Ry is defined in (2.20]). We also define Ry and Ry as in (8.10). Then, by
(BI1), we have
R4l e, S min (NM log M, N®). (B.3)
Proceeding as in (3.I8]) with (B3) and (B.I5), we have
N A < Rl 0312, + IRl 012

< ClNM1+€1‘A)\’2 +M_1+62’A)\‘ (B.4)
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for small €1,e9 > 0. Choose M > N such that NM'e1 ~ A2, This condition with M > N
implies that A > N'*2. Then, (B4) yields

1—¢
N 2

A\ 5 (55) TN g N T
by setting e = e2(e1) such that ;Z = ﬁ This proves (B.Il) with ¢ = .
(ii) Define K by
K(x,t) = x(t)K(z1,t) K (x2,t) Z 627”(”313”3”%’5), (B.5)
Ina|<N

where K (z,t) is as in (3.20). Let Aps s be as in (B.31]). Then, from Lemma B.4] (3.26]), and
(329) with M < 2% < N, we have

N 2 M2 25 N2
Aara)] £ — =) FER s S (5.6)
Mz (1+ (27°N)2) 2°N M
Hence, from (B.6]), we have
25 N2
If *AM,sHLw(Ide) S M ||f||L1(I><’]Td)' (B.7)

Also, with A as in (3.46) and K as in (B3], it follows from [326) and 329) with Ny = 155N
that
1K — All oo (r7ay S N2 (B8)
Let p be as in (350). In the following, we consider the case § > +. With M; and M, as
in (3.56), write A = Ay + Ay + A3 as before. See (3.57]).
By interpolating (B.7) and (3.39) and summing over dyadic M < M; and 2° < N, we
have
—1+(3+)0 _
Hf*AluLP’(IX'JI‘d) S M, HEIN 50HfHLP(I><Td)7 (B.9)
since 0 € [, 1).
Next, choose D ~ M® for some small & = «(f) > 0, and set § < 1 and B > 1 such that
oc:=-3—-FB+aB—>0.

Then, by interpolating (B.7) and ([B:45) and summing over dyadic M € (Mj, Ms] and
2% < N, we have

1 * Aol o (ppay S N*) fll po(rra)
+ <M1—1—06N3—%6 + M2—1+(3+B+)9N3—%6> ”f”Ll(IXTd)7 (BlO)
as long as 0 < ﬁ This can be guaranteed by choosing o = «(6) > 0 sufficiently small
for given 6 < %

Lastly, by interpolating (B.7) and ([3:38) and summing over M > My ~ N% and s with
2% < N, we have

1 % Aall o rezay S N2 L pogrneys (B.11)

as long as 6 < %
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Now, we are ready to prove the level set estimate (B.2) for ¢ > 4. Then, proceeding as

before with (B.8)), (B.9), (B.10), and (B.11]), we have
MANE < (K = A) x0,,0,)] + [(A*0,,0,)|
< N2ALP + Ml_1+(3+)9N3_59|A)\|%
+ M1—1—09N3_39|A/\|1+% 4 M2—1+(3+B+)0N3_%9|A)\|1+%‘ (B.12)
Since A > N, (B12) reduces to
N2 Ay2 < My OO NS5 A |5 4 MO0 N33O A, e
—|—M2_1+(3+B+)€N3_%9|A>\|1+%
=: I+ 14 I (B.13)
First, suppose that A\?|4,|2 < T holds. With p'0 = 2 and (3.56)), we have

3 i

NE (—7+3+)61
A< (22
! A\N< 3 )

for ¢ > p’ by choosing 6, = 61(q, p’) sufficiently small. Next, suppose that A\2[A,|>? < 1O
holds. Then, from (B.50), we have

N2/ =5\ < N2I-5)\~d (B.14)

1Ay < N3P =5 (N%P’A—P’M;p"%) < NEP'=5 )P, (B.15)

by making ¢ = o(p’,01) in [B:60) (and hence B = B(p', 1)) sufficiently large. Lastly,
suppose that A\2|A4y|? < I holds. By A > N3¢ and B56]), we have

|A,] < N 5P/ =5 )\—p N—2+ep/+(—p +6+2B+)52 < NP =5\~ (B.16)

as long as we have ep’ < 1 and d9 = do(p/, B) is sufficiently small.
Finally, given ¢ > 4, we choose § < 3 such that ¢ > p’ = 2 > 4. Then, (B2)) follows

from (B.13), (B14), (B15), and (BI6) with A < N2. 0
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