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SHARP SPHERICALLY AVERAGED STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES
FOR THE SCHRODINGER EQUATION

ZIHUA GUO

ABSTRACT. We prove generalized Strichartz estimates with weaker angular in-
tegrability for the Schrodinger equation. Our estimates are sharp except some
endpoints. Then we apply these new estimates to prove the scattering for the 3D
Zakharov system with small data in the energy space with low angular regularity.
Our results improve the results obtained recently in [T1].
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we continue the previous work [I1] to study the generalized Strichartz
estimates for the following Schrodinger-type dispersive equations

i+ D =0, u(0,z) = f(z) (1.1)

where u(t,z) : Rx R? - C, D = /=A, a > 0. We are mainly concerned with
following estimates

||€itDaP0f||L§L§L5§||f||L§ (1.2)

where F(:f ~ Ligjm1 f (See the end of this section for the precise definition). Here the
norm L{LPL¢, for function u(t, z) on R x R¥(d > 2) is defined as follows

00 p a 1/q
lellocprs = (/ [/ ‘/ |u(t, pa’)|*dw(2’) pd‘ldp] dt) :
R 0 Sd-1

The purpose of this paper is to study the sharp range for (¢, p) such that the estimate

(C2) holds. Then we apply these estimates to the 3D Zakharov system.
1
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Two typical examples are of particular interest, one is the wave equation (a = 1),
the other is the Schrodinger equation (a = 2). The space time estimates which are
called Strichartz estimates address the estimates

e Pofllarn SN Fllze- (1.3)

Strichartz [38] first proved (L3) for the case ¢ = p and then the estimates were
substantially extended by various authors, e.g. [8, 22] for a = 1, and [7, [42] for
a = 2. It is now well-known (see [I8]) that the optimal range for (3] is the
admissible condition: if a = 1,

1 d-11 1

< < <l — (= — = .
2<qpSoo - < oG- (and A 2o03 (WA)
and if a # 1,

1 d 1 1
<qgp<oo —-<—(=—-= .
2 q,p_oo,q_Q(2 p),(q,p,d)%(loo,% (SA)

However, if d > 2 and f is radial, then (IL3]) holds for a wider range of (¢, p) (for
example, see [20, 34, 31]). For the wave equation (a = 1), the optimal range for
(L3) under radial symmetry assumption is (see [20} 34 B7], see also [14])
1 1 1
2§qap§007 - < (d_l)(§__) or (q,p):(OO,2) (RWA)
q p

For the Schrodinger-type equation (a # 1), it was known that (L3) holds under
radial symmetry assumption if the following condition holds:

1 1.1 1 4d — 2
2 < < - <(d-=)(=—- 2, —). RSA
_q,p_oo,q_( 35 p),(q,p)#(,zd_g) (RSA)
The range (RSA) is optimal except the radial endpoint (g, p) = (2, ;‘Z—:g) which still

remains open. (RSA) was first obtained in [I4] except some endpoints improving the
results in [31] and the remaining endpoint estimates were later obtained in [5] [17]
independently.

There are two kinds of analogue results in the non-radial case. The first is to
consider the estimate with additional angular regularity (See the end of this section
for the definition of H%*)

"™ Pofl gz SIF 1l e (1.4)

in which some angular regularity is traded off by the extension of admissible range,
see [37, 16, 5]. The second one is to consider the estimate (L2 that we study
in this paper. From the viewpoint of application, the estimate ([.2) works better
than (L4]), because there is no loss of angular regularity. The spherically averaged
Strichartz norm was used in [40] to obtain the endpoint case of Strichartz estimate
for 2D Schrodinger (see [23] for 3D wave equation). For the wave equation (a = 1),
it was known that (L2]) also holds for (g, p) satisfying (RWA) (see [33], 16l B]). If
a # 1, [11] showed that (I2)) holds for (g, p) satisfying (RWA), improving the results
in [I6]. Moreover, when a > 1, [11] also showed (I.2)) holds for (¢, p) belonging to a
wider range than (RWA), but the sharp range is unknown.
The main result of this paper is
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Theorem 1.1. Let a > 1. Then (L2) holds if (q,p) satisfies
(i) d =2:

2< g < o0, < (A= 3)(G = 3) or (0.p) = (00,2). (1.5

(i) d > 3: (q,p) satisfies (RSAI).

By the theorem above, we see that the optimal range for (L2) is obtained except
the endpoint line % =(d-3(E - %) for d = 2, and the endpoint (¢,p) = (2, 32-2)
for d > 3. The basic ideas of proving Theorem [[.T] are the same as in [I1], namely to
do the space dyadically localized estimates by exploiting the decay and oscillatory
effect of a family of Bessel functions uniformly. The key differences in this paper
are: 1) we prove better uniform estimates for Bessel functions (indeed, we give
a uniform expansion) in the transitive region; 2) we treat the oscillatory integral
operator related to the Bessel function in finer scale so that we can catch more
subtle oscillatory effects; 3) To get the endpoint for d > 3, we exploit some “almost
orthogonality” to overcome some logarithmic summation difficulty.

Besides its own interest, (L2]) plays important roles in the nonlinear problems, e.g.
in [11] where the authors proved scattering for the 3D Zakharov system for small
data in the energy space with one additional angular regularity. In this paper, we
use the new estimates in Theorem [LI] to improve the angular regularity. Consider
the 3D Zakharov system:

]

W — Au = nu
' 1.6
{ﬁ/oﬂ—Anz —Alul?, (1.6)
with the initial data
U(O,ZIZ’) = Uy, TL(O,ZIT) = Ny, n(()?I) =Ny, (17)

where (u,n)(t,z) : RM? — C x R, and o > 0 denotes the ion sound speed. The
system was introduced by Zakharov [43] as a mathematical model for the Langmuir
turbulence in unmagnetized ionized plasma. It preserves ||u(t)||z2 and the energy

|D™'0f?/a? + |nf?

5 — n|ul*dx (1.8)

E= [ |Vul*+
R3

The natural energy space for initial data is
(ug, g, n1) € H'(R?) x L*(R?) x HH(R?). (1.9)

The Zakharov system has been extensively studied, see [4], 10 19| 25], 10 [3, 10, 2|
4, 139, 211, B0y, 27, 24, 26] 32], O, 28], 12], 13], and the introduction of [11].

Since global well-posedness for (LLO) with small data in the energy space was
proved by Bourgain-Colliander [4], the long time behavior of the solutions has been
a very interesting problem. For this problem, the first result was obtained in [12] that
scattering holds for small energy data under radial symmetry assumption. Later,
global dynamics below ground state in the radial case was obtained in [13]. In
the non-radial case, for data with sufficient regularity and decay, and with suitable
small norm, scattering was obtained in [I5]. In [1I], the authors proved scattering
for small data in the energy space with one order angular regularity. In this paper
we prove
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Theorem 1.2. Let s > 3/4. Assume |[|(uo, no,n1)|| grs, gos, g1 = € for e >
0 sufficiently small. Then the global solution (u,n) to ([LG) belongs to CPHL® x
CYHY* N CLH Y, and scatters in this space.

Theorem was proved in [II] for s = 1. We improve the angular regularity to
s > 3/4 by using the new estimates of Theorem [Tl To deal with the fractional
derivative on the sphere, we transfer it to the fractional derivative on SO(3) (see the
appendix). We remark that s > 3/4 reaches a limitation of our method. To remove
the angular regularity, new ideas should be developed.

Notations. Finally we close this section by listing the notation.

e We denote N=7Zn10,00), N*=7Zn (0, 00).

e F(f) and f denote the Fourier transform of f, f(£) = Jgn €74 f(z)dx. Fora > 1,
Su(t) = P = Fletlél" F,

e : R — [0,1] is an even, non-negative smooth function which is supported in
{€:16l < 8/5} and =1 for [¢] < 5/4. For k € Z, xx(§) =n(§/2") —n(£/2""") and
x<i(§) = n(&/2"). . -

® Py, P are defined on L*(R7) by Pyu(§) = xx(€])a(§), Pexu(§) = x<r(|€))u(§)-
e A, denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unite sphere S~! endowed with
the standard metric g measure dw and A,, = /1 — A,. Denote LP = LP(S%1) =
LP(S™! s dw), Hy = H3(ST!) = ALY,

e [7(R%) denotes the usual Lebesgue space, and LP(R') = LP(RT : 7@~ 1dr).

o LPLY and LYH; are Banach spaces defined by the following norms

I llezeg = MFCe)lzgll o 1 llezrg = £ (re)llae

yoa

o I, H; (B B;q) are the usual Sobolev (Besov) spaces on R%.

. P,q’
° pr O denotes the Besov-type space given by the norm

. _ ksr r 1/r
17, = (2 1Pl
keZ
e 0 < a <1, Hyg is the space with the norm || f||gs.e = [|ASf]
Hee Bse  Bse and B(SI;O;) ..., are defined similarly.

p’w’ p7q7w7 p’q’w’
e For simplicity, we denote H* = Hy, H3® = Hy, By = By5,, By = By5
BS7OC — BS,O! )

(p.q)w (P.0),2,w

s, and the spaces

e Let X be a Banach space on R% L{X denotes the space-time space on R x R?
with the norm [Jul| ox = [ [lut, ')HXHL;I'

2. UNIFORM ESTIMATES FOR BESSEL FUNCTIONS

To prove Theorem [[LIl we need to deal with a family of Bessel functions which
are defined by

1) = ﬂ %Wl . /_ L=, v > <12
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In this section, we study the uniform properties for the Bessel functions J,(r) with
respect to the order v by some dedicate stationary phase analysis. Consider the
oscillatory integral

I(\) :/ M@a(x)dr, NeER

where ¢ € C*°(R) and a € C{°(R). We are interested in the behavior of I(\) as
A — 00. In order to apply it to the estimate for Bessel function, we need to track
the dependence of ¢, a, since we allow ¢ depends on A. There is a classical useful
Van der Corput lemma (see [36]):

Lemma 2.1 (Van der Corput). Suppose ¢ is real-valued and smooth in (a,b), and
that |p®) (x)| > 1 for all z € (a,b). Then

) b

holds when (i) k > 2, or (ii) k = 1 and ¢'(x) is monotonic. Here ¢y is a constant
depending only on k.

By the Van der Corput lemma and the Schlafli’s integral representation of Bessel
function (see p. 176, [41]):

1 o i > .
J,,(T) / ez(r smm—um)dm . SlIl(I/ﬂ') / e—uT—rsthdT
0

T om m

=0y (r) = T (), (2.1)

—Tr

we call prove

Lemma 2.2. Assume r,v > 10. Then we have
| T, ()| + | T ()| <Cr=Y3(1 4 =3 — p))~14, (2.2)

Proof. Tt’s obvious that |JF(r)|<(r+v)~!, then it remains to consider J». We may
assume v<r. If |r — v| > r'/3 see the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [I1]. If |r — v| < r!/3,
it follows from Lemma 2.1l with k£ = 2, 3. 0J

Lemma 2.3. Assume v € N, v > r+ X, and \ > rate for some € > 0. Then for
any K € N

)] + 10| < O ar (23
Proof. We only need to estimate J, (r), since 2J/(r) = J,_1(r)—J,41(r) (see p. 45 (2)
in [41]). If v > 2r, then integrating by part K times we can get |J,(r)| Sy 5 SrmK.
Now we assume v < 2r. Let ¢(z) = rsinz — ve. Then ¢'(x) = rcosz — v. By the
assumption |¢/(z)| > r37<. Define the operator Dy by

Dy(f) = —=0u(¢' ()" f).
Then
1 [~

1 & I I
Jy(’f’) _ % / (b/(x)_l&x [ez(rsmm—um)]dx _ % ez(ranm—um)Dé((l)dx.

It suffices to show
IDE(1)] < Cor™™e. (2.4)
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We prove (2.4]) by induction on K. For K = 0, the bound is trivial. Now we consider
K =1. We have

sin
ax ¢/ T -1 _¢/ 1T
(@le)) = o)
Let g(x) = ’;f,l(‘;;"’ By calculus we see
r r 1
< —)| = ——=5r5. 2.
9(e)] < lglarccos )| = ——L— v} 25)

Thus by assumption the case K = 1 is proved. Now we assume (2.4)) holds for K
by using the bound (). If g is not a factor of D (1), then

DN )| ~ [DF (1) () g ()| SrmHFDe,
If g is a factor of DJ (1), then
DiH(1) = CDF (1) (x)'g(x) + CG
where G is given by D[ (1) but with one factor g replaced by ¢'(x )_”(;f‘()s)m. The
letter has better bound r3*¢ than g. So by induction |G|<r~+Ds We complete
the proof of the lemma. O

We will not only use the decay of I()), but also the oscillation of I(\). Following
the argument of section 3.4 in [44] (see also [36]), we prove

Lemma 2.4. Assume a is supported in {x € R: |x| < 1}, and ¢ satisfies

(1) ¢(0) = ¢'(0) = 0;

(2) ¢"(x) ~ 1, if || < 1;

(3) |¢®) (2)|<S1if 2| <1, 1 <k <6.
Then

eim/4
I(\) = (2m)'/2A712 wﬁf? OE + R(N)

and for some C' independent of ¢,a, \, we have
[R(A)| < CAT32 3 sup |0Fal.
0<k<4
Moreover, if assuming |a® (2)|<1 and [¢®)(2)|<1 for |x| < 1, k € N, then for any
K € N we have

)\ k
R(\) = (2m)/2\ 12 ”/42 e+ RO
k=1
where |ag| < CF and |R(\)| < CxA\"K=3/2 with constants C, Cx independent of ¢, \.
Proof. Since ¢'(z) = x- fol ¢ (tz)dt, then we have ¢'(x) ~ z if 0 < |z| < 1. We write

¢(x) = $¢p(x)z? with ¢(z) = 2f0 t)¢" (tx)dt, then we know ¥ (x) ~ 1 if |z| < 1.
Make a change of varlables
y = (x) 2z,

We see that d,a = ﬁw(x)l/z ~1if|z] <1 and z,(0) =

unique a function x = z(y). Moreover, using the equality

z 1’1/2: ! " T -1 ! . 1 " 1/2
ST = ([ oeaane [ a-ne)

W. So it determines

Oyr =
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and the condition (3) we easily get
08 (x)|<1, 1< k<5, (2.6)

~Y

Thus

10 = / ¢t a(o(y))e, (v)dy.

Let u(y) = a(z(y))x,(y). Using the fact F(e _—) (2rA )2~ T3 | we get

252

I(\) =(2rA )% T / e~ u(€)de

. i 2
) (2mA~ )2 F /e(_zg_x —1)2A
[¢//(0)]1/2 22 _2'52
a(0)
[¢"(0)]/2
Now we estimate R(\). By ([2:6) we get
[ROVSA™2 (2l $A7 37 sup |90l SAT/2 3 sup [9*al.
o<k<2 R 0<k<4
Moreover, if [a® (2)|<1 and [¢®)(2)|<1 for |z| < 1, k € N, then (28] holds for
2

(=i€?/(20)"
k!

=(2rA 2T (—i&?)a(€)d¢

=(2rA ) /2T + R(N).

k € N. Then by the Taylor’s expansion e = Yoo , we can prove the

expansion for R(\) with
ar, = 27%i*0*u(0).
We complete the proof of the lemma. O

Remark 1. (1) If ¢ depends on A, a is independent of A, then = = z(y, \), and

_y@%qﬁ@,\gb
(0:0)%
Then we get
RO + A2 sup 129
ot 2
(2) Lemma 24 applies easily to the general case. If ¢ satisfies ¢/(xy) = 0 for some
xo € supp(a) and ¢'(z) # 0 for g # x € supp(a), then under suitable conditions

I()\) _ (27‘(‘)\_1)1/2|¢”(1’0)|_1/26%Sgn¢u(xo)6M¢(x0)a(l’0) + O()\_3/2).

We need to deal with .J,(r) on the region r > v + v/ which is usually the main
contribution. The difficulty is that we need to catch both decay and oscillation,
especially in the transitive region v + v'/3 < r < 2v. In the case d = 2, we need a
uniform expansion of the Bessel functions in this region. We prove

Lemma 2.5 (Asymptotical property). Let v > 10 and r > v + v*/3. Then

(1) We have
1 ei@(r) 4 e—ie(r)

where -
0(r) = (r* —v*)Y? — varccos — — 1
,
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and

V2

1 _
|h(v,r)|S o1 T Liqirs ) (r)+r 11[21400)(7“)-
(rz2 —v2)74
et xg = arccos =. For any K € N we have
2) Let = F KeN h

, K 3\—k—1/2
h(v, ) :(%)_1/2629(7«):60 Z (rap) - ar(zo)

k=1
+ (2m) V20 Z (rzg
with functions |0'ay| + |0'ax| <1 for any 1 € N and

s ( (

Moreover, if v € Z, we have better estimate

—k— 1/2ak($0) i il,(l/ ’[")

K1
rzTa 1 .
r— 1/) K47/4 + )1[’””’1/3 2] (r) + 17 o0 (7).

7 rEts —3/2

|h(v, T)‘Sml[uwuagu] (1) + 17 L j2,00) (7).
Proof. Part (1) was given in [I]. Here we give a proof by Lemma 24 If v € Z,
then J7(r) = 0. Thus it suffices to consider J'(r). Denote ¢(z) = sinz — Zz. Let
¢'(x) = cosx — % = 0, then we find two solutions r = £z, = £ arccos Z. Since

7”‘_” < 1. We divide the proof into two cases.

v<r,weget xg~
Case 1. r > 2v.
In this case we have xy ~ 1. Let 3(z) be a cutoff function around 0 and supported

in {|z| < 1}. Let § =1— 8(z — xy) — B(z 4 20). Then

1 /7r ir(z) [B(x — x0) + Bl + x0) + B(x)]d:c =L+ 1+ Is.

T r) = 5

First, we estimate the term I3. Since |¢'(z)| ~ 1 in suppf3, integrating by part we

get that
zr¢(x .
BIS [ 5y A
z7‘¢

If v € Z, we can do better since the boundary term vanishes. Indeed, in this case
from the fact that e™®(™ = (=™ ¢/(7) = ¢/(—7), B(7) = B(—m), we can get

‘]3‘57’_ s if v € Z.
Now we consider the term I;. We have
1 )
I, = o /e”d’(m”‘))ﬁ(x)dx.

It is easy to check that ¢(x + z9) — ¢(xg), f satisfy the conditions in Lemma [2.4]
Thus by Lemma [2.4] we get
1 ei@(r)

h= V2 (r2 — v2)1/4 + B (v, 7)
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with |R;|<r~3/2. Similarly, for I, we have
1 _eie(r)
J2r (2 — p2)1/A

with | Ry|<r~3/2. Therefore, we prove part (1) by setting h = Ry + Ry + I3 + JE.
Case 2. r < 2v.
Let v=1— 5(:”;—:()) — ﬁ(“’xo) Then

]2:

+ R2(V7 T)

[ —
T ) = o / @ [B(E20) 4 BT 4 (@) de = 11 + 11, + I,
™ Zo Zo

First, we estimate the term I;. We have

1 ~ r—z x o83
I, = — irg(z) 0 _ o irxg-ry " p(rox+x0) )
1 27?/6 Bl e =g [ e B(z)dz

By the condition r > v + v/3 we get rz3>1. Let ¢(z) = x5°[p(zox + 20) — H(x0)).
By the mean value formula we can verify the conditions in Lemma 7?7 for qb( ), B.
Thus by Lemma [2.4] we get

1 ei0(r) -
Var GE -
with |Ry|<ao(rad)” 3/2<(21/727/4 Similarly, for 11, we get

I =

o AL L
T VaR (e
with |R2|§x0(7‘l’ ) 3/2<(T2_,,2)7/4
Now we estimate the term I15. We have
1 [ .
= —/ re(@)y (x)dx + o e”‘b(x)(l —n(x))dr =113 + I13.
For the term I3, it’s easy to see that |¢(z)|>22, |0F(—)|<z;> %, Vk € N for
3 0> 192\ g 0
x € supp(ny), then integrating by parts we get that
- 1 V2
1 -K ire(x) K -K
150 [ e 0, @) e Soolrat) S

For the term 172, we have |¢/(x)| ~ 1 for x € supp(1 — 7). Thus we get [I13]|<r™!
using integration by parts. If v € Z, as in case 1, the boundary value vanishes, and
we get |I13|<r~2. Thus we prove part (1) by setting h = Ry + Ry + I3+ JF.

Now we prove part (2). We only need to consider Ry, Ry in case 2. By Lemma
2.4 we have

- —1/2 irg(wo) (....3\—1/2 im/4 = ak(rffg)_k 3\—K—3/2
Ry =x9(27) e (ray)”/“e Z — + 200((rzy) )
k=1 '
—k—1/2

K
:(%)—1/26i9(r)x0 ag(rg)”

I + :EOO((r:zg)_K_?’/z).

k=1

We can obtain the expansion for R, similarly. We complete the proof. 0
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3. SPHERICALLY AVERAGED STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove Theorem [[1] by improving the proof in [11]. First, we
reproduce some proof in [II] for the readers’ convenience. To prove ([L.2), it is
equivalent to show

1Taflgczre SISl ez, (3.1)

where
T.f(tx) = / T o [€1) £ (€)

Now we expand f by the orthonormal basis {Y}'}, ¥ > 0,1 < I < d(k) of spherical
harmonics with d(k) = C’k+k_1 — CF 2 . such that

n n+k—3?
7€) =2 2 alVil
k>0 1<i<d(k)

Using the identities (see [35])
Yl(pr) = carp™ % JAp)Yi ()
where g, = (27T)d/2i_k v= V(k;) = % then we get
ch Wy () () Yi(a/ ),
where
1)) =T [ o) e ()i
Here J,(r) is the Bessel function. Thus (B1]) becomes

1Ty (@i llgemez, SIHak (o) Hlgzez - (3-2)
To prove ([B.2)), it is equivalent to show
175 (W)l g cp SHP 22, (3-3)

with a bound independent of v, since ¢,p > 2.
By the classical Strichartz estimates (see the endpoint estimates in [I8] 23] ), we
can get ||1,<1007y (R)|| oz SRl 2. Thus it remains to show

1151 T3 (A) | Lo c2 SN Al 22, (3.4)
with a bound independent of v. For any R > 1, define

Sg"()(t,r) = XO(%) / e~ T, (rp)xo(p)h(p)dp.

Then o
H 1r>>1T;||L2—>L§££’.5 Z QJ(T_T) HSQVJ’-GHLz_,Lng.
J=5
Then to prove ([B.4), it suffices to show for some 6 > 0
d—1_d-=2 v,a —0
R =2 |ISg (Al gre < CR™°(|R]| e, (3.5)

where C' is independent of v. By interpolation, we only need to show (3.1 for
(q,p) = (2,p). The difficulty in (B.5) is to obtain a uniform bound as v — co. We
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need to exploit the uniform properties of the Bessel function with respect to v. By
the uniform decay of Bessel function presented in Lemma [2.2], one can show

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 2.4, [I1]). Assume a > 0. Forv > 10, R21,2 <p < oo
ISR (M 2z SIllze, 1SR (M) ez SI A 22 (3.6)

This lemma gives the sharp estimates for the wave equation a = 1. For the
Schrodinger case a > 1, there is some more oscillatory effect to exploit. To do so, in
[11], Si* is decomposed into three operators S¥(h) = ij:l St j(h) where

r rp—v

2,0 = x0(5) [ ¢ Lol

with yi(z) = n(z), y2(x) = (1 = n(z))le<o, and y3(z) = (1 —n(x))le>0. By some
uniform stationary phase analysis, the following lemma was proved in [11]

Lemma 3.2 (Lemma 2.5, [T1]). Assume R>1,\ > 100RY3, 2 < p < 0co. Then
1571 ()| 2o SNV RV 12,
1855 (W) 2e S (A RYY' "2 + R772)|h| 2,
1855 (M 2p ST 4+ (AHARYAP 4 RV) | o

3.1. The improvement: non-endpoint. To prove Theorem [T we will refine
the estimates for Sp 3 and S§,. We prove

Lemma 3.3. Assume R>1,\ > 100R'Y3, 2 < p < co. Then for any K € N
_2 _ _ _ -
1% () 2 p S (B7TCO70) 4 (RTV2N32)72K/0 (NSRRI 4 R=UR)|[B 2. (3.7)
Moreover, if v € Z we have
1% ()l 2 rp S (B30  (RTV2N32)“2KIp(\-SARVNP 4 R=20)|[h 2. (3.8)

Proof. By interpolation, we only need to show the estimates for p = 2, 00. By the
support of 73, we have 7p > v + A > v + v'/3 in the support of V(5 ") Thus we
use the Lemma 2.5, and decompose

Shs(h) == Mp5(h) + Ep 5(h)

where

v r itpa eie(T’P) + e—i@(rp) rp—v
MR,?,(h) :XO(E) /e tp TR —1/2)1/473( \ Yxo(p)h(p)dp,

T -V

B =xal) [ e oL o (o).

with 6(r), h(v,r) given in Lemma 2.5
Step 1. The estimate for M, ;.
We only estimate

~ r it ez@(rp) rp—v
W) = x0(F) [ i eho)dr.
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since the other term is similar. It is easy to see ]|]T4/}'§,3(h)||L§L$§||h||2 by Plancherel’s
equality in ¢. It suffices to

1M ()| 2o SRV 2.

Let v(x) = x(x) - 1,50. We decompose further ]\7,%73(h) = D hRUS<ok <R Jf\\/[/l'fz,&k(h)
where

M) = x0l5) [ oo (Bt pahip)ds.  (39)

It suffices to prove
1M 55 (P 120 25 R ]l (3.10)
By T'T* argument, it suffices to prove
||ME73,k(M},/%,3,k)*(f)||L§L$°S2k/4R_3/4HfHLfL}- (3-11)

The kernel for ]\71%73’]6(]/\\/[/}%’3&)* is

K(t—t,rr) = e—i[(t—t')pa—9(m>+9(r’p>]XO( ) C52) xo ()7 (“5) Xo(p)dp
o7 (r2p? _V2)1/4( 2p2 — 12)1/470 '

Obviously, we have a trivial bound
|K|<2—k/2R—1/2.
Recall 0(r) = (r* — v*)/? — varccos ¥ — Z, then direct computation shows
el(r) :(7“2 _ 1/2)1/2’/“_1,
9//(’/“) :( 2 1/2)_1/2 . (fr,2 . 1/2)1/2’/“_2 _ (7“2 — v ) 1/21/27, 2’

2
6" (r) =(r* =123 (3 4+ ).
r r

%) (5) a
DenOtlng G = r( p)ji2)1>4 XO(S/20)13V2)1/4 X0 (p> ¢2 = tp o G(Tp) + H(T,p). Then
p(r? — 1)

\/r’2p2 — 124 \/7“2p2 — 12

ap(¢2) :at/)a_1 - 9/(7”/))7‘ + 9/(7”/p)7‘/ = 2tp —

(o) =ala — L)tp*> = 0" (rp)r® + 0" (r' p)r”

(r? — r?) 2
\/7,/2p2 2 \/7"2p2 — 12 \/r’2p2 — 12 \/r2p2 — 12
0p(d2) = — 0" (rp)r” + 0" (r'p)r".

We divide the proof into two cases.
Case 1. R<v
The key observation here is that if [0,(¢2)| < |t], then [02(¢,)|Z[t|R27* on the

7“/2 2

support of G. Indeed, if |0,(¢2)| < [t|, then ¢ and \/r/2p2—u2:r:/r2p2—u2 have same

=a(a — 1)tp* % +
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sign and comparable size. This observation is not true if a < 1, in which case d,(¢2)
and d,(¢2) can both be small. Note that on the support of G, one has

|7’ — 72| <ok/2R1/2.
\/r’2p2 — 2 \/r2p2 — 2™
If |t|<2F/2RY2 | we divide K

K = /e_i"hGno(%’)(@))alpjL /e‘i@G[l - UO(M)MP =1 + L.

By Lemma 2.1l we obtain

1000 1000 10092
R e N e

5|t‘—1/22k/2R—1/22—k/2R—1/27

where for the first term, we estimate 1t as K3, while for the second term, we only

need to observe that 776(10035(@) ) 1008

For I, without loss of generahty, we assume 7

part, we get
0, (00611 - () gy

<[l j’ - (D g

) 10003
w1 1,Glap+ [ 1oy "0 D) g

|02 ¢ 1000 N—1/2 e

S [ 5Ol = ey ¢ a2
D

<|t|_12_k/2R_1/2,

) has fixed 81gn dependmg only on .
2 — 92 > (. Then integrating by

12|

where we used the fact that 83@ changes the sign at most once.
If [t| > 2K/2RY2 we have |0,(¢2)| ~ [t|. Thus integrating by part, we get

KIS [ 10,0062 10,((9,6) )] | o
S [ V06220206 do+ [ 0,00) 2526 o

+ [ 10,02 020:0,G| o+ [ (0602026 dy
Z:I]1 +I[2 +I[3 +I]4
As for I, we can obtain

II, + I+ T, <|t| 7227 */2R-Y2 R29- 2k <|¢|~22—%k/2 R3/2
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For 11, we have
I]1§‘t|—3>\—1/2R—1/2 /(_elll(rp)r?, . Hlll(rlp)rl?,),yg(rp

<[t EAYRRL2 81>1p+)\ 0" (rp)r* <t 227" R.
pirp>v

—v r'p—v

3 )73 ( S )dp

Thus, eventually we get
|K|§|t|_1/2R_11|t\§R1/22k/2 + (|t|_22_5k/2R3/2 + |t|_32_kR)1|t‘>>R1/22k/2

which implies ||K||L%L:OT/§2’“/4R_3/4 as desired, if 28> R/3,

Case 2. R>v.

In this case, we may assume 2* ~ R. We also observe that if |9,(¢2)| < |¢|, then
02(¢2)| 2 |t] on the support of G The rest of proof is the same as Case 1.

Step 2. The estimate for EY ;.

First, we have for any f € L?

1ER s (Nl zzree SISR s (Nl zzzee + 1Mz 5 ()l zpee Sl 22
On the other hand, using the decay estimate of h(v,r), we get

1B (Nl 202 SRV + RT2)| £l 2 (3.12)
In the case d = 2, v € Z, thus by the better decay of h(v,r) given by [|, we can get
1B ()l g2 SR+ BT £ 2. (3.13)

Thus, the lemma with K = 0 is proved by interpolation.
To show the case K > 1, we need to analyze E7 5 more carefully. Using the
expansion in Lemma [2.5] we can divide

K
Eps(f) = Z Efsn(f) + Erg i
k=1

where Epsy is the term Eg sy with h replaced by h. Arguing as before, we see
E% 5, has the same bound as M}, 5. For Eg3 e, we can obtain the bound similarly
as B} 3. We complete the proof O

For the case d = 2, we also need to refine the estimate for S} ,. By Lemma
and Sobolev embedding we get

Lemma 3.4. Let v € Z, R>1, 2 < p < co. If A\ > 100R3"* for some e > 0, then
for any N > 0 there exists Cn. such that

1552 (M) |22 <CneR™Y6(|B]) 2. (3.14)

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [[LI] for the non-endpoint range, namely

assuming
1.1 1

2<qp < o0, < (A= 3)(G = 2) or (0.0) = (.2) (3.15)

It suffices to show (B.5). First, we consider d > 3. From Lemma 3.2l and Lemma B.3]
by taking A = Rz* and K = 0, we get

R 2S5 0 zp SR % RO Rl SRl
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for some 0 > 0 1f < p < 2. For d = 2, we can prove Theorem [[.1] similarly

by using Lemma 3.2 , Lemma and Lemma B4 by taking A = R'/3*¢ for ¢ > 0
sufficiently small and K sufficiently large.

3.2. The improvement: endpoint. It remains to prove Theorem [[1] for (g, p)

lying on the endpoint line for d > 3, namely % =(d—3)(5— —) From the proof in

the previous subsection, assuming A > R>" we know the logarithmic difficulty only
appears in the summation ), Mp 5(h) (This is not true for d = 2). We will exploit
some orthogonality to overcome this logarithmic difficulty. Similar technique was
also used in [5] and [I7]. It suffices to show

I r T Mo () oz < 10l (3.16)
R

with a uniform bound with respect to v. By TT* argument, we see that (B.10) is
equivalent to

d—1_d—2 o, gd=1_d=2
I My (M) (7 Dzgee < N9l o - (3.17)

R'\R
The key ingredient to prove ([BI7) is the following observation:

Lemma 3.5. Assume d > 2, R > R' > 1 and (q,p) satisfies 2 < q,p < o0, % =

(d—=3)(5 = 3), (@:p) # (2,5373). Then 32 > 0 such that

Jd— 1_d7

[ = My (M ) (' DeseSE /R gl g - (3.18)

Proof. By interpolation, it suffices to show Lemma forqg=p=qy = 4d+2 We
may assume R > R'Zv. Then we decompose

ME,?)(M}V%',?))*Q = Z lefz,?,(ME',?,,k)*g

k:R’%+<2k5RI

where Mp, 5, is given by ([B.9). We can write

My 5 (M 1) g = /f((t —t' g ") dt dr’

where

r r'p—v
2P RN —i[(t—t')pP—B(rp)+0(r" p)] xo(%) Xo ()7 ("55) s
Kt —t,rr)= /6 g . g (r2p2 — v2)1/4 (r2p2 — 12)1/4 (p)dp.

By the stationary phase method as for K in the proof of Lemma B3] we obtain

R/3/2
L

|I~(|§(R _1/2R_1/2R’_1/42_k/4§R_1R’_1/2.

Thus we get

d—

d—2 —~ —~
[r™ "2 Mp (M 55)"(r™ 2 )HLooL$° (RR)™ T R'R~ Y2llgl Lyrr-
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Interpolating with the following bound
1 g * 1 Y2 * 1
172 M 5 (Mpy 50)"(r'29) || L20e SR (MR 5)" (r"2 g) | 22
SRER22VRT gl 1z
we obtain
Y Y vy 19t
|70 MR,3(MR',3,k) (r a0 9)||L§0LZO
<((RR/)_%R_IRFIM)I_%’O(R%R'%Qk/‘lR/_l/‘l)wqo||gH b
~ LOL,
1 14y 24=1
S(R//R) 1d+2 (2k/4R/ 1/4) 2dF1 HgHLféLf.(l)'
Therefore, summing over k we complete the proof of Lemma O

Now we prove (Bﬂ:ﬂ) We have

d—1_d=2 d-1_d-2
| ZT v MR3(MR’ ) (' )HLqu

R,R!

— T 5 v v * d-1_d=2
Z || M (M, ) (77 X(r/R)g)|7ap2)"?
Z ||X T/R gHLq Lp )1/25’”9”[/3/[/5/'

where we used Lemma (3.3)) in the second inequality.
Interpolating Theorem [L.I] with the classical Strichartz estimates we get

Corollary 3.6. Assume a > 1,d > 2, 24 > p > ;“;—j. Let B(p) = %.
Then

e Pof || 3 - SISl e,

where a— denotes a — € for any € > 0.

3.3. Counter-example. Finally, we use the Knapp example to obtain some neces-
sary conditions for the Strichartz estimates with mixed angular-radius integrability,
namely

e Pofllacnrs SNz (3.19)

Proposition 3.7. Assume 1 # a > 0 and BI9) holds. Then % <4- % + &1
As a consequence, B(p) in Corollary[38 is sharp.

Proof. Take

D={¢=(&,&)eR: & — 1], €] < 6}
Let f=1p(€). Then ||f||2 ~ 642, and

/d ezt\ﬁ\"ezxgno(é-)f(é-)dg _ ei(t—i—:m) / eit(\ﬁ\“—ﬁf)eit(ﬁf—l—a(ﬁl—1))ei(m+m1)(ﬁl—l)eix’ﬁ’dg'
R D

Since in D we have

1€]* = ESIETP <%, €7 — 1 — a(& — 1)[<]& — 1 $07%,
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then for (t,2) € B = {|t|<072, |[ta + x1|<67Y, |2/|<671}, we have

[ e ferae| ~ bl ~ o
By simple geometric observation we see that
EDE ={|t|~62pec (620246110 <6}
where 6 is the central angle. Therefore, (3.19) implies
5d5(d—1)/s(5—2)%5—1/p5—§Séd/z’
<

d _ 2d—1 | d-1 ;
5 — ==+ %= by taking / < 1. O

which implies immediately that % 5

4. 3D ZAKHAROV SYSTEM

This section is devoted to proving Theorem We follow the ideas in [12] and
[11]. The new difficulty is to handle the fractional derivatives on the sphere in
accordance with Fourier multiplier, we will transfer it to SO(3). After normal form
reduction (see [12]), the Zakharov system ([LO) is equivalent to

(i0; + D*)(u — QUN,u)) = (Nu) i miyor + QD|ul? uw) + Q(N, Nu),

- - - 4.1
(i0; + aD)(N — DQ(u,u)) = Dl|ul} s arrira + DNu, w) + DQ(u, Nu). (4.1)

where N = n—iD™'n/a, Q, Q) are bilinear Fourier multiplier operators with symbols
w, w respectively, where

w(En) :ZkGZ:‘k—logQ a>1 Xk (§)x<k—s5(n)
’ —[§ +nl* + alg] + n]?

() :ZkeZ:\k—logza|>1(Xk(£)XSk—5(n) + Xk(ﬁ)XSk—f)(g)).
’ €17 = In* — o€ + |

Here the bilinear Fourier multiplier operator with a symbol m on R is the bilinear
operator Ty, defined by T, (f, 9)(2) = [y m(&, ) f(€)G(n)e™E M dedn.

Following [12, 1], for v and N, we use the Strichartz norms with angular regu-
larity:

Y

— o0 S 51/4 £,8 - 075
we X =(D) NLFEHS N LIBIGS ) 0 LB, (4.2)
__ 700 170,8 2 H—1/4—¢,s
N €Y =LFH N LB /U5 (4.3)

for fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, where

L 1 _3 5 (4.4)
qle) 4 3 ~ye) 8 6 '

The condition 0 < € < 1 ensures that
10
3 < q(e) <4 < q(—¢) < o0, (4.5)

such that the norms in (4.2)-(4.3)) satisfy the condition in Theorem [Tl
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Lemma 4.1. Let 1 < p,p1,p2 < 00 and 1/p = 1/p1 + 1/ps. Assume m(&,n) is a
symbol on RS, m(AE, An) = m(&,n) for any A € SO(3), m is bounded and satisfies
for all o, 8

|08 Ogm (&, M < Caglé™Inl™", &,n # 0.
Then fOTq > 1; Q17€71 S (1700)? 61762 S (1700]7 and 1/q = 1/q1+1/q2 = 1/@1—’_1/62

T (Prs £y Pra )| czmg SWFll eprvag N9 copaz +11F N v a2 1911 22900
holds for any ky, ky € Z, with an uniform constant C'.

Proof. We can write
1 (Pf. Pog)a) = [ K=y =) 1 )g(o )y

where the kernel is given by K (z,y) = [ m(&, 1) Xk (€)X, (n)e™T¥1dEdn. From the
assumption on m, and integration by parts, we get a pointwise bound of the kernel:

K (2, )52 (1 + |2 ) 7122 (1 + 272y ) (4.6)
Since m(AE, An) = m(&,n), then K(Az, Ay) = K(z,y) for any A € SO(3). Then

we have

||Tm(Pk1f7 szg)HﬁfﬂggHTm(thv szg)Hﬁf’.Lg + HDng(thv szQ)Hﬁng,
=I+11.

We only consider the term I since term [ can be handled in an easier way. By the
fractional derivative on SO(3) (see the appendix) we get

1T =[[A(DZTo(Prs f, Prog)) 1z, = IDAA(Tn (P, f5 Prog))ll 121,

- H / K(z —y,x —y)D3[f(Ay)g(Ay')]dydy’

oL,
SIAllerrag N9l crzra + 1Al 2o g3z 19l 22900
where we used Lemma [5.1] in the last step. O

Now we follow the proof with slight modifications in [I2] to prove Theorem
It suffices to prove the nonlinear estimates. Fix s > 3/4. The following two lemmas
can be proved similarly as Lemma 3.2-3.3 in [I2]. The main difference is that we
use Lemma [.]] for every bilinear dyadic piece.

Lemma 4.2 (Bilinear terms I). (1) For any N and u, we have

< ) .
1Nl SN sz, MOV iesyeyer,

s< o— —e,8 > s .
NNl SN g e, WPM Mg,

(Q)Ifogﬁgl,%: — 4 i=14%4= then for any N and u

1
2

< . . . ,
H(NU)OCLHw)* L”’B%f%%’s ~ HNHL?B@XSZ’LMHu||L50H3’1”L33(1q/g3<1)—),w'



STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR SCHRODINGER EQUATION 19

Lemma 4.3 (Bilinear terms II). (1) For any u, we have

i < i
D@ ml gy S lell e - IKD)ull pguases . (4.7)
(2)If0<O<1,t=1—0 +=71+5—5, then
D(ui < .
[ (uu)aLJrLocHLt/B(%r Jbe S I{D >UI|LmHOsnLngq/gzgs) " (4.8)

Remark 2. In application, we will use Lemma (2) and Lemma (2) by fixing
a 0 < 0y < 1 such that by this choice (g, ) is admissible to apply Corollary B.6l

For the boundary terms and cubic terms, we can use Lemma [4.1] to prove the
estimates similarly as Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.7 obtained in [12].

5. APPENDIX: SOBOLEV SPACES ON SO(3)

In the appendix, we collect some facts about the Sobolev spaces on SO(3). It
is well-known that G = SO(3) is a compact Lie group, with a Haar measure pu.
Let Xi(t), Xo(t), X3(t) denote the subgroups with z,y, z-axis as axis of rotations,
namely

1 0 0 cost 0 —sint cost —sint 0
0 cost —sint |, 0 1 0 , | sint cost O ,teR.
0 sint cost sint 0 cost 0 0 1
Let X be the vector fields induced by X;(t), j = 1,2, 3, namely for f € C*(G)
d
X(f) =S FAX; (1))
t=0

Define the Laplacian operator Ay on G by Ay =3, X7 and Dy = (—=A4)Y2. Then
we define the Sobolev space Hy(G) by the norm || f | ms) = [ fllzz@) + P4 fllez @)

A, denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unite sphere S? endowed with
the standard metric g and measure dw and D,, = (—A,)"/2. Let X; = 90y, — 30,
Xy = 230, — 1104,, X3 = 210y, — 220,,. It is well-known that for f € C?(R?)

=) X))
1<5<3

For f € C*(R3), A € SO(3), define the action A(f) = f(Az). It is easy to see

that Xj[f(A:c)] = A(X;(f)), and hence (—A4)°[f(Az)] = A((—AL)*f). Moreover,
we have [, f(z)dw = [, f(Az)dp. Therefore, we can transfer freely the fractional

derivatives between S? and SO(3). We will use the fractional Leibniz rule on SO(3)
which was proved in [].

Lemma 5.1 (Theorem 4, [6]). Let o > 0, p1,q2 € (1,00] and r,ps, 1 € (1,00) such
that 1/r = 1/p; +1/q;,i = 1,2. Then

DA Dz SIS i 1D llar + 119112 1 DG S s -
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