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GLOBAL UNIFORM IN N ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS OF A

SYSTEM OF HARTREE–FOCK–BOGOLIUBOV TYPE IN THE

GROSS–PITAVESKII REGIME.

XIAOQI HUANG

Abstract. We extend the recent work of Chong et al., 2022 [7] to the critical case.
More precisely, we prove global in time, uniform in N estimates for the solutions
φ, Λ and Γ of a coupled system of Hartree–Fock–Bogoliubov type with interaction
potential 1

N
VN (x−y) = N2v(N(x−y)). We assume that the potential v is small which

satisfies some technical conditions, and the initial conditions have finite energy. The
main ingredient is a sharp estimate for the linear Schrödinger equation with potential
in 6+1 dimension, which may be of interest in its own right.

1. Introduction.

Consider the N–body linear Schrödinger equation which governs the time-evolution of
N boson systems

(1.1)
(1
i

∂

∂t
−

N∑

j=1

∆xj +
1

N
VN (xi − xj)

)
ψN (t, ·) = 0,

where xi ∈ R3, N is large and VN (x) = N3v(Nx) for some Schwarz class potential v. The
conditions on the potential will be discussed below. A physically appealing case concerns
initial data forming a tensor product of the same one–particle state, in spirit of the
Bose-Einstein condensation. We refer to [20] for extensive background on Bose-Einstein
condensation.

The goal is to find a rigorous, simple approximation to ψN which is consistent with

(1.2) ψapprox(t, x1, . . . , xN ) ∼ φ(t, x1)φ(t, x2) . . . φ(t, xN )

in an appropriate sense, where φ is often called the mean–field limit.

In the stationary case, a survey of results concerning the ground state properties of
the dilute bosonic gases can be found in [20]. In the time dependent case, in the work
of Erdös, Schlein and Yau [10, 11, 12], by using the BBGKY hierarchies and the density
matrix γN,t formalism, the convergence of the exact dynamics to the mean–field limit
is asserted in the trace norm as N → ∞, provided that the the mean–field limit φ(t, x)
satisfies the Gross–Pitaevskii equation

(1.3)
1

i

∂

∂t
φ−∆φ+ 8πa0|φ|2φ = 0.
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2 GLOBAL ESTIMATES FOR HFB

Here a0 is the scattering length of the potential v, physically, the scattering length mea-
sures the effective range of the potential V , see e.g., [12] for a precise definition of scatter-
ing length. Also in the recent work of Pickl [21], the Gross–Pitaevskii equation is derived
using a different method. We refer to reader to [3, 2, 23, 9, 4] for more backgrounds on
the problem of approximating the many-body Schrödinger dynamics and related results
in the Gross–Pitaveskii regime.

The Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov type equations are derived in Fock space, which has been
used in order to get estimates for the rate of convergence of the approximation to the
exact solution. In the mean–field regime, we also refer to the earlier work of Rodnianski

and Schlein [23], which gives the convergence rate for marginal densities γ
(k)
N,t, and the

work of Lewin, Nam and Schlein [19], which gives efficient direct estimates in L2(RN )
using the Hartree state approach. In the Gross–Pitaveskii regime, we refer to the work
of Brennecke and Schlein [6] for explicit rate of condensation.

The ideas behind the use of HFB system is to introduce pair excitations(given by a
Bogoliubov transformation eB) as a second order correction to the mean field approxi-
mation. The exact evolution of (1.1) is approximated by a construction involving two
function: the condensate φ(t, x) and a pair excitation function k(t, x, y), and it is

(1.4) ψapprox := e−
√
NA(φ(t))eB(k(t))Ω

where

(1.5) A(φ) =

∫
dx{φ̄(x)ax − φ(x)a∗x}

with a∗x and ax being the creation and annihilation operator in Fock space, and e−
√
NA(φ)

is a unitary operator on Fock space, the Weyl operator. And

(1.6) B(k) = 1

2

∫
dxdy{k̄(t, x, y)axay − k(t, x, y)a∗xa

∗
y}.

The unitary operator eB(k) is the representation of an real symplectric matrix. Also, Ω
is the vacuum. See for instance [14] for background on this construction.

In order for ψapprox to be an approximation to the exact evolution, φ and k must
satisfy certain PDEs. They were introduced in [14] and independently in a different
context in [1], see also [16], [15] for more details on the argument motivating the use
of Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov type equations. We also mention that in Benedikter, de
Oliveira and Schlein [2], a similar approach is considered, where the authors impose the
Gross–Pitaevskii equation equation for φ and define k by an explicit formula, and give a
rate of convergence result in terms of the marginal density.

In the remaining of this paper, we shall focus on the analysis of the systems of PDEs.
In particular, our main result, which we used in the analysis of nonlinear system, is the
estimate for linear Schrödinger equation stated in the next section. The linear estimate
in section 2 generalizes the recent work of Chong et al., 2022 [7] to the critical case.

The functions described by these equations are: the condensate φ(t, x) and the density
matrices

(1.7) Γ(t, x1, x2) =
1

N

(
sh(k) ◦ sh(k)

)
(t, x1, x2) + φ̄(t, x1)φ(t, x2)



GLOBAL ESTIMATES FOR HFB 3

(1.8) Λ(t, x1, x2) =
1

2N
sh(2k)(t, x1, x2) + φ(t, x1)φ(t, x2)

where

(1.9)
sh(k) = k +

1

3!
k ◦ k̄ ◦ k + . . .

ch(k) = δ(x− y) +
1

2!
k̄ ◦ k + . . .

Here (u ◦ v)(x, y) =
∫
u(x, z)v(z, y)dz, the pair excitation function k is an auxiliary

function, which does not explicitly appear in the system.

There are several equivalent ways of expressing the equations, in this section we shall
use a compact, matrix formulation as in [7]. We separate the condensate part from

the pair interaction part: define Γc = φ̄ ⊗ φ, Λc = φ ⊗ φ, Γp = 1
N sh(k) ◦ sh(k) and

Λp = 1
2N sh(2k). Also denote ρ(t, x) = Γ(t, x, x)

To write the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov equations in matrix notation, denote

VN (x− y) = N3v(N(x − y))

for some Schwarz class potential which will be discussed below. Define

Ω =

(
−Γ −Λ̄
Λ Γ

)
= Ψ+Φ

where

Ψ =

(
−Γp −Λ̄p

Λp Γp

)

Φ =

(
−Γc −Λ̄c

Λc Γc

)

Finally, let

S3 =

(
−I 0
0 I

)

where I is the identity operator.

The evolution equations for Ψ and Φ are

1

i
∂tΦ− [∆xδ(x− y)S3,Φ]

= −[
(
VN ∗ ρ(t, x)

)
δ(x − y)S3,Φ]− [VNΨ∗,Φ](1.10)

1

i
∂tΨ− [∆xδ(x− y)S3,Ψ]

= −[
(
VN ∗ ρ(t, x)

)
δ(x− y)S3,Ψ]− 1

2N
[S3, VNΨ](1.11)

− [VNΩ∗,Ψ]− 1

2N
[S3, VNΦ]
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In addition, the condensate φ satisfies

(1.12)

{1
i
∂t −∆x1

}
φ(x1)

= −
∫
dy{VN (x1 − y)Γ(y, y)}φ(x1)

−
∫
dy{VN (x1 − y)Γp(y, x1)}φ(y)

+

∫
dy{VN (x1 − y)Λp(x1, y)}φ̄(y)

Here A∗(x, y) = Ā(y, x), [A,B] = A ◦B −B ◦A and VN acts as pointwise multiplication
by VN (x− y). See (5.1)-(5.4) for a scalar form of the above equations.

The solutions φ, Λp, Λc Γp and Γc all depend on N . This has been suppressed to
simplify the notation. However, we will always keep track of dependence on N in our
estimates.

Next we review the conserved quantities of these equations, see [14] for more details.
The first conserved quantities is the total number of particles(normalized by division by
N):

(1.13) tr{Γ(t)} = ‖φ(t, ·)‖2L2(dx) +
1

N
‖sh(k)(t, ·, ·)‖2L2(dxdy) = 1

From here we see that

(1.14) ‖Λ(t, ·, ·)‖L2(dxdy) ≤ C

The second conserved quantity is the energy per particle

(1.15)

E(t) =tr{∇x1
· ∇x2

Γ(t)}

+
1

2

∫
dx1dx2

{
VN (x1 − x2)|Λ(t, x1, x2)|2

}

+
1

2

∫
dx1dx2

{
VN (x1 − x2)|Γ(t, x1, x2)|2

}

+
1

2

∫
dx1dx2

{
VN (x1 − x2)Γ(t, x1, x1)Γ(t, x2, x2)

}

−
∫
dx1dx2

{
VN (x1 − x2)|φ(t, x1)|2|φ(t, x2)|2

}

The above holds for any Schwarz potential v. In addition, in order to use the estimates
of [8], we assume

(1.16)

v is spherically symmetric and

v ≥ 0,
∂v

∂r
(r) ≤ 0.

For the initial conditions, we assume that

(1.17)
tr{Γ(0)} ≤ C0

E(0) ≤ C0
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The size of the initial condition C0 is important, as we shall see in the end of section 5,
our assumption on the size of the potential v depends on the size of initial data. Thus,
we keep track of the constant C0 from now on.

Note that the kinetic energy is

(1.18)

tr{∇x1
· ∇x2

Γ(t)} =

∫
dx
{
|∇xφ(t, x)|2

}

+
1

2N

∫
dx1dx2

{
|∇x1

sh(k)(t, x1, x2)|2 + |∇x2
sh(k)(t, x1, x2)|2

}

If we assume E ≤ C0, then we have an H1 estimate for Λ, uniformly in time (and N):

(1.19)

∫
dx1dx2

{
|∇x1

Λ(t, x1, x2)|2 + |∇x2
Λ(t, x1, x2)|2

}
≤ CC0

1

N

∫
dx1dx2

{
|∇x1,x2

sh(2k)(t, x1, x2)|2
}
≤ CC0

Also, Γ satisfies the H2 type estimate

(1.20) ‖|∇x1
||∇x2

|Γ(t)‖L2(dxdy) ≤ CC0

See [15], [14], as well as [1] for these conserved quantities.

By Plancherel theorem, we see that (1.19) implies that for all time t

(1.21) ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λp(t)‖L2(dxdy) ≤ CC0.

as well as

(1.22) ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λc(t)‖L2(dxdy) ≤ CC0.

Here, and also later on, 〈∇x〉
1
2 means (1−∆x)

1
4 , which is a Fourier multiplier with symbol

(1 + |ξ|2) 1
4 , and similarly for 〈∇y〉 1

2 .

Similarly, by (1.18) and Plancherel, we also have

(1.23) ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Γp(t)‖L2(dxdy) ≤ CC0.

as well as

(1.24) ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Γc(t)‖L2(dxdy) ≤ CC0.

In order to state the main result for this paper in the simplest possible form, we define
the following partial Strichartz norms:

(1.25)

‖Λ‖Sx,y

= sup
(p,q) admissible

‖Λ‖Lp(dt)Lq(dx)L2(dy)

+ sup
(p,q) admissible

‖Λ‖Lp(dt)Lq(dy)L2(dx)

Recall (p, q) are admissible in 3 + 1 dimensions if 2
p + 3

q = 3
2 , 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

The main result of this paper is
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Theorem 1.1. Let Λ = Λp + Λc, Γ = Γp + Γc be solutions of (1.10), (1.11), while the
potential satisfies (1.16) and (2.12) below, and the initial conditions satisfy (1.17). Then
we have

(1.26) ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ‖Sx,y + ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Γ‖Sx,y ≤ C

for some constant C independent of N . The above estimate still hold if we replace Λ by
Λc or Λp, or replace Γ by Γc or Γp.

We also have a theorem for sh(2k) (without dividing by N).

Theorem 1.2. Let Λ, Γ, φ be solutions of (1.10), (1.11), while the potential satisfies
(1.16) and (2.12) below, and the initial conditions satisfy (1.17). Assume also that

‖sh(2k)(0, ·, ·)‖L2 + ‖sh(k) ◦ sh(k)(0, ·, ·)‖L2 ≤ C

Then we have

(1.27) ‖sh(2k)‖Sx,y + ‖sh(k) ◦ sh(k)‖Sx,y ≤ C

Remark 1.3. Here (1.27) improves the results in [7], Theorem 1.3 in two ways. First, the
potential N2v(N(x − y)) we considered here represents a stronger interaction between
particles, compared with the N3β−1v(Nβ(x − y)), β < 1 type potentials considered in
[7]. Second, the ‖sh(2k)‖Sx,y norm stays bounded uniformly in N , compared with the
logN growth in [7]. Although our argument is written for the case where the potential
is N2v(N(x − y)), it also works for the N3β−1v(Nβ(x − y)) case. For example, the
uniform in N estimates in (1.27) still hold for the case where the potential is equal to
N3β−1v(Nβ(x− y)).

The above estimates also imply some estimates for sh(k). In particular,

‖sh(k)‖Lp(dx)L2(dy) ≤ C‖sh(2k)‖Lp(dx)L2(dy)

This is because sh(k) = 1
2 sh(2k) ◦ ch(k)−1 and ch(k)−1 has bounded operator norm.

Finally, we also have estimates for φ. Define the standard Strichartz spaces

‖φ‖S = sup
(p,q) admissible

‖φ‖Lp(dt)Lq(dx).

Corollary 1.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, and the additional assumption
‖〈∇〉 1

2φ(0, ·)‖L2 ≤ C , we have

(1.28) ‖〈∇〉 1
2φ‖S ≤ C.

We shall mention the difficulties surrounding equation (1.10) and (1.11). Denote

S =
1

i

∂

∂t
−∆x −∆y

S± =
1

i

∂

∂t
−∆x +∆y
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Schematically, treating VN as δ and ignoring the constants, the equations become

(1.29)

SΛc = Γ(t, x, x)Λc(t, x, y) + Λp(t, x, x)Γc(t, x, y)

S±Γc = Γ(t, x, x)Γc(t, x, y) + Λ̄p(t, x, x)Λc(t, x, y)

SΛp +
VN
N

Λp = Γ(t, x, x)Λp(t, x, y) + Λp(t, x, x)Γp(t, x, y)−
VN
N

Λc

+ Λc(t, x, x)Γp(t, x, y)

S±Γp = Γ(t, x, x)Γp(t, x, y) + Λp(t, x, x)Λp(t, x, y) + Λ̄c(t, x, x)Λp(t, x, y)

Recall that VN (x) = N3v(Nx), and VN

N in the Λp equation satisfies the critical scaling in

the sense that VN

N ∈ L3/2 uniformly in N ≥ 1. In the case of one body problem, there is
a vast amount of literature in the study of Schrödinger operators −∆+ V with critically
singular potentials from different aspects see e.g., [24, 22, 18, 5, 17]. And V ∈ Ln/2 for
dimension n ≥ 3 is almost the minimal condition to ensure the Schrödinger operators
−∆+ V is bounded from below and self-adjoint.

For the two-body problem in our case, borrowing ideas in [7], our method for treat-
ing the nonlinear term requires the Strichartz-type estimates for 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉αΛp or c and

〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉αΓp or c with α ≥ 1
2 . However, the 〈∇x〉 1

2 〈∇y〉 1
2 derivative is the threshold

for the linear equation in the sense that if we apply 〈∇x〉α〈∇y〉α with α > 1
2 to the terms

VN

N Λp or VN

N Λc in the Λp equation, we get a singularity which is essentially N2α−1VNΛ.

And since ‖N2α−1VN‖Lp → ∞ as N → ∞ for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, such terms can not be
treated using standard techniques.

The structure of the rest of the paper is the following. In section 2, we list the notations
used in this paper and state our main estimate, Theorem 2.1 for the linear Schrödinger
equation in 6 + 1 dimension. In sections 3 and 4, we prove Theorem 2.1. In section 5,
we prove Theorem 1.1 using the linear estimate Theorem 2.1. In section 6 and section
7, we use prove Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.4. In the last section, we use Theorem 2.1
to prove a “collapsing estimate” for the linear equation, which may be of interest on its
own right.

Acknowledgement. The author is indebted to Manoussos Grillakis and Matei Mache-
don for both suggesting the problem and for many discussions and comments which
improved the exposition. The author would also like to thank Jacky. Chong and Zehua
Zhao for comments on an earlier version of this paper.

2. List of notations and statement of the main linear estimates.

Let us define the partial Strichartz norms

‖Λ‖Sx,y(2.1)

= sup
(p,q) admissible

‖Λ‖Lp(dt)Lq(dx)L2(dy)

+ sup
(p,q) admissible

‖Λ‖Lp(dt)Lq(dy)L2(dx).

where the pair (p, q) is admissible in 3 + 1 dimension if 2
p + 3

q = 3
2 , 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞.
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Define the full Strichartz norm

‖Λ‖S(2.2)

= sup
(p,q) admissible

‖Λ‖Lp(dt)Lq(dx)L2(dy)

+ sup
(p,q) admissible

‖Λ‖Lp(dt)Lq(dy)L2(dx)

+ sup
(p,q) admissible

‖Λ‖Lp(dt)Lq(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)).

And define the restricted dual Strichartz norm, excluding the end-points p′ = 2, p′ = 1:
let p1 large and p0 > 2 but close to 2, for admissible pairs (p, q), define

‖G‖S′

r
= inf

p1≥p≥p0

{‖G‖Lp′(dt)Lq′ (dx)L2(dy), ‖G‖Lp′(dt)Lq′ (dy)L2(dx)}.(2.3)

Let us also recall the standard Littlewood-Paley decomposition. Let φ(x) such that

φ̂ ∈ C∞
0 and φ̂(ξ) = 1 in |ξ| < 1, φ̂(ξ) = 0 in |ξ| > 2. Define the φk for k ≥ 0 by

φ̂k(ξ) = φ̂( ξ
2k
) and denote

(2.4) P|ξ|<2kf = f ∗ φk

so that the inverse Fourier transform of φ̂( ξ
2k
)f̂ is P|ξ|<2kf .

Next let ψ0 = φ and define ψk for k ≥ 1 by ψ̂k(ξ) = φ̂( ξ
2k )− φ̂( ξ

2k−1 ). We also denote

(2.5) P|ξ|∼2kf = f ∗ ψk

For later use, we shall also abuse our notation a bit and define, for an arbitrary positive
constant M ,

(2.6) P|ξ|<Mf = f ∗ φ(Mx),

for any fixed constant M . And define,

(2.7) P|ξ|≥Mf = f − P|ξ|<Mf.

So for any two fixed constants 0 < M < N ,

PN≤|ξ|<Mf = P|ξ|<Mf − P|ξ|<Nf.

Now we can define the following two “collapsing norms”. Let

‖Λ‖collapsing =
∥∥Λ
∥∥
L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

.(2.8)

And define

(2.9)
‖Λ‖low collapsing =

∥∥P|ξ−η|<20NΛ
∥∥
collapsing

+
∥∥P|ξ|<20NΛ

∥∥
collapsing

+
∥∥P|η|<20NΛ

∥∥
collapsing

.

If A . B, there is a constant C such that A ≤ CB, and we use A ∼ B to denote the
case when A . B and B . A.

Define 〈∇x〉 1
2 f = (1−∆x)

1
4 f such that the Fourier transform of 〈∇x〉 1

2 f is (1+|ξ|2) 1
4 f̂ ,

and similarly the Fourier transform of 〈∇y〉
1
2 f is (1 + |η|2) 1

4 f̂ for any f ∈ L2(R6).
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Let x, y ∈ R3, define

(2.10)
S =

1

i

∂

dt
−∆x −∆y

S± =
1

i

∂

∂t
−∆x +∆y

Consider the equation

(2.11)

SΛ(t, x, y) = N2v
(
N(x− y)

)
Λ(t, x, y) +G(t, x, y)

+N2v
(
N(x− y))H(t, x, y)

Λ(0, ·) = Λ0

where we shall assume that

(2.12) v is Schwarz sup
1≤p≤∞

‖v‖p < ε, and supp v̂ ⊂ B1(0).

Here v̂ denotes the Fourier transform and B1(0) denotes the unit ball in R3, and ε is a
fixed small constant to be specified later which depends on C0 in (1.17). The condition
supp v̂ ⊂ B1(0) is essentially not required for our proof, but it can simplify our argument,
see the discussion in the beginning of section 4 for more details.

The simplest form of theorem is

Theorem 2.1. Let Λ satisfy (2.11), and assume v satisfy (2.12), we have

(2.13)

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ‖Sx,y + ‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2Λ‖low collapsing + ‖|∂t|

1
4Λ‖low collapsing

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ε‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2H‖L2(dt)L6(x−y)L2(d(x+y))

+ ε‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2H‖collapsing + ε‖|∂t|

1
4H‖collapsing

+ ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2H‖collapsing + ε‖〈∇y〉

1
2H‖collapsing + ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 .

Remark 2.2. The main difficulty in proving the theorem is the presence of the term
N2v

(
N(x − y)

)
Λ(t, x, y), where N2v

(
N(x − y) ∈ L3/2 satisfies the critical scaling. The

term N2v
(
N(x − y)

)
H(t, x, y) in (2.11) is a technical term which arises from the term

N2v
(
N(x− y)

)
Λ(t, x, y), since in our application, we split Λ = Λp +Λc and take Λ = Λp

and H = Λc in (2.11). And the presence of H(t, x, y) does not lead to any essential
difficulty in the proof of the above theorem.

We also remark that in the case H = 0, by using the above theorem plus an abstract
argument, one can replace the ‖ · ‖low collapsing norm on the left side of (2.13) by the
‖·‖collapsing norm and the same result still holds. See the discussion in section 8 for more
details.

All the implicit constants in . are independent of N and ε, and the choice of the small
constant ε in (2.12) will depend on the implicit constants and C0 in (1.17).

3. Preliminary estimates for solutions to the linear Schrödinger equation.

We will use the following Strichartz estimate. In 6+1 dimensions,

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 2.4, 2.5 of [8]). Let Su = f + g, u(0, ·) = u0. Then

‖u‖S . ‖f‖
L2(dt)L

6
5 (x−y)L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖g‖S′

r
+ ‖u0‖L2 .
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Now we shall present the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.2. Let Su = f u(0, ·) = 0 Then

‖u‖Sx,y .
∥∥〈∇x+y〉

1
2 f
∥∥
L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+
∥∥|∂t|

1
4 f
∥∥
L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

.

Remark 3.3. A frequency localized version of the above Theorem appears in [7], Proposi-
tion 4.7, which is also a motivation of the above theorem. The Sx,y norm is crucial here,
we do not expect the above estimate to be true if we replace it by the full Strichartz
norm S as in (2.2).

Proof. The main ideas is to divide the frequency support of u into several regions, and use
Strichartz estimate for the regions where τ ∼ |ξ|2+|η|2, and use Sobolev for the remaining
regions. As we shall see later, the proof of Theorem 3.4-3.5 below uses essentially the
same idea.

To begin with, we shall use the decomposition u =
∑∞

k=0 P|ξ−η|∼2ku, where for the
case k = 0, we are abusing notations a bit by letting P|ξ−η|∼1u to denote the operator
P|ξ−η|<1u. We have the square function estimate(see e.g., Lemma 3.5 in [7]).

(3.1)

‖u‖Sx,y ∼ ‖
( ∞∑

k=0

|P|ξ−η|∼2ku|2
) 1

2 ‖Sx,y

.
( ∞∑

k=0

‖P|ξ−η|∼2ku‖2Sx,y

) 1
2

.

We shall focus on the dyadic pieces where k ≥ 1, since by the Strichartz estimate and
the Sobolev estimate, one can easily show that

‖P|ξ−η|<1u‖Sx,y .
∥∥〈∇x+y〉

1
2 f
∥∥
L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

.

Now let uk = P|ξ−η|∼2ku, fk = P|ξ−η|∼2kf , and decompose uk = u1k + u2k + u3k, where

(3.2)

Su1k = P
10|τ | 12 ≥2k

fk, with initial conditions 0

F u2k =
F
(
P
10|τ | 12 ≤2k

fk

)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2 , this no longer has initial conditions 0

Su3k = 0, a correction so that u2k + u3k has initial condition 0.

For u1k, by the Strichartz estimate

‖u1k‖S . ‖fk‖
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ‖fk‖
L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

. 2
k
2 ‖fk‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)),

where in the last line we used the fact that fk is frequency supported in |ξ− η| ∼ 2k and
Bernstein’s inequality, which is a (elementary) generalization of the classical Bernstein’s
inequality to L2 valued functions.
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Now we make another dyadic decomposition, write

(3.3) fk =
∑

ℓ≥0

P|τ |∼22k+ℓfk =
∑

ℓ

fk,ℓ.

Note that for each fixed ℓ, k, we have

‖fk,ℓ‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)) ∼2−
ℓ
4
− k

2 ‖|∂t|
1
4 fk,ℓ‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

.2−
ℓ
4
− k

2 ‖|∂t|
1
4P|τ |∼22k+ℓf‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

where in the first line we used Bernstein’s inequality, and in the second line we used the
fact that

(3.4) ‖P|ξ−η|∼2kf‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)) . ‖f‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)),

which can be proved, for example, using the generalized Young’s inequality on the space
of L2 valued functions.

Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality

( ∞∑

k=0

‖u1k‖2Sx,y

) 1
2

.
( ∞∑

k=0

2k‖
∑

ℓ

fk,ℓ‖2L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

.
∑

ℓ

( ∞∑

k=0

2k‖fk,ℓ‖2L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

.
∑

ℓ

2−
ℓ
4

(∑

k

‖|∂t|
1
4P|τ |∼22k+ℓf‖2L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

.
∑

ℓ

2−
ℓ
4

(
‖
(∑

k

||∂t|
1
4P|τ |∼22k+ℓf |2

) 1
2 ‖2L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

. ‖|∂t|
1
4 f‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)),

where in the last line we used the square function estimate in t variable.

For u2k, the denominator is comparable with |ξ − η|2 + |ξ + η|2 ≥ 22k ≥ 100τ . Thus,
by Sobolev’s estimates at an angle, which is Lemma 3.2 in [7], we have

(3.5)

‖u2k‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy) + ‖u2k‖L2(dt)L6(dy)L2(dx)

. ‖〈∇x+y〉u2k‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. ‖
(
〈∇x−y〉+ 〈∇x+y〉

)−2

〈∇x+y〉fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy).

This is also the place where we require the norm on the left side to be Sx,y, since we do
not have Sobolev-type estimates like

‖u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖〈∇x+y〉u2k‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy).

Let us first assume |ξ + η| ≤ |ξ − η|, and make the decomposition

(3.6) fk =

k∑

j=0

P|ξ+η|∼2k−jfk =
∑

j

fk,j .

Then for each fixed k, j, we have
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(3.7)

‖
(
〈∇x−y〉+ 〈∇x+y〉

)−2

〈∇x+y〉fk,j‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

∼ 2−
j
2 ‖〈∇x−y〉−

3
2 〈∇x+y〉

1
2 fk,j‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. 2−
j
2 ‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2 fk,j‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

. 2−
j
2 ‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2P|ξ+η|∼2k−jf‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)),

where in the third line we used Bernstein’s inequality, and in the last line we used the
fact that

‖fk‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)) . ‖f‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)).

Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality

( ∞∑

k=0

‖u2k‖2L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy) + ‖u2k‖2L2(dt)L6(dy)L2(dx)

) 1
2

.
( ∞∑

k=0

‖
∑

j

(
〈∇x−y〉+ 〈∇x+y〉

)−2〈∇x+y〉fk,j‖2L2(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

.
∑

j

(∑

k

‖
(
〈∇x−y〉+ 〈∇x+y〉

)−2〈∇x+y〉fk,ℓ‖2L2(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

.
∑

j

2−
j
2

(∑

k

‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2P|ξ+η|∼2k−jf‖2L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

.
∑

j

2−
j
2

(
‖
(∑

k

|〈∇x+y〉
1
2P|ξ+η|∼2k−jf |2

) 1
2 ‖2L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

. ‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2 f‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

where in the last line we used the square function estimate in x+ y variable.

The case |ξ + η| ≥ |ξ − η| is similar.

For the other endpoint p = ∞, define

(3.8) u2k =
∑

0≤ℓ≤k/2

P|τ |∼22k−ℓu2k =
∑

ℓ

u2k,ℓ

and similarly

(3.9) fk =
∑

0≤ℓ≤k/2

P|τ |∼22k−ℓfk =
∑

ℓ

fk,ℓ.

Note that for each fixed ℓ, k, we have

(3.10)

‖u2k,ℓ‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) .‖
∫ ∣∣∣

F
(
fk,ℓ
)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2
∣∣∣dτ‖L2(dξ)L2(dη)

∼2k/2−ℓ/4‖〈∇x−y〉−2|∂t|
1
4 fk,ℓ‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

∼ 2−ℓ/4‖〈∇x−y〉−
3
2 |∂t|

1
4 fk,ℓ‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. 2−ℓ/4‖|∂t|
1
4 fk,ℓ‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

. 2−ℓ/4‖|∂t|
1
4P|τ |∼22k−ℓf‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)),
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where in the third line we used Bernstein’s inequality, and in the last line we used the
fact that

‖fk‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)) . ‖f‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)).

By Minkowski’s inequality

( ∞∑

k=0

‖u2k‖2L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

) 1
2

=
( ∞∑

k=0

‖
∑

ℓ

u2k,ℓ‖2L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

) 1
2

.

∞∑

ℓ=0

( ∑

k:k≥2ℓ

‖u2k,ℓ‖2L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

) 1
2

.

∞∑

ℓ=0

2−ℓ/4
( ∑

k:k≥2ℓ

‖|∂t|
1
4P|τ |∼22k−ℓf‖2L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

. ‖|∂t|
1
4 f‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

where in the last line we used the square function estimate in t variable.

To deal with u3k, note that since u3k is solution to free Schrödinger,

(3.11)

‖u3k‖Sx,y . ‖u3k(0, ·, ·)‖L2(dx)L2(dy)

= ‖u2k(0, ·, ·)‖L2(dx)L2(dy)

≤ ‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy).

Thus it can be treated as in the previous case.

�

Theorem 3.4. Let Su = f u(0, ·) = 0. Then

(3.12)
‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2u‖Sx,y .

∥∥〈∇x+y〉
1
2 f
∥∥
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+
∥∥|∂t|

1
4 f
∥∥
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

Proof. We shall use the decomposition u =
∑∞

k=0 P|ξ−η|∼2ku, and the square function
estimate

‖u‖Sx,y ∼ ‖
( ∞∑

k=0

|P|ξ−η|∼2ku|2
) 1

2 ‖Sx,y

.
( ∞∑

k=0

‖P|ξ−η|∼2ku‖2Sx,y

) 1
2

.

Since the right side of (3.12) only involves L
6
5 -norm in the x − y direction, we can add

up the dyadic pieces in the right side using the square function estimate, thus it suffices
to prove the Theorem for a single dyadic piece where |ξ − η| ∼ 2k(which would simplify
our argument compare with the previous theorem). Here again for the case k = 0, we
are abusing notations a bit by letting P|ξ−η|∼1u to denote the operator P|ξ−η|<1u, and
the case k = 0 is easy to handle by just using Strichartz.
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Now let uk = P|ξ−η|∼2ku and fk = P|ξ−η|∼2kf . We shall use the same decomposition

as in (3.2), write uk = u1k + u2k + u3k.

For u1k, by Strichartz and Bernstein’s inequality

(3.13)
‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2 u1k‖S . ‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ‖|∂t|
1
4 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

For u2k, the denominator is comparable with |ξ − η|2 + |ξ + η|2 ≥ 22k ≥ 100τ . Thus,
by Sobolev estimates at an angle, we have

(3.14)

‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2u2k‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy) + ‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2u2k‖L2(dt)L6(dy)L2(dx)

. ‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 〈∇x+y〉u2k‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. ‖
(
〈∇x−y〉+ 〈∇x+y〉

)−1

〈∇x+y〉
1
2 fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. ‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

For the other endpoint p = ∞, since we are in the region 10|τ | 12 ≤ 2k, we have

(3.15)

‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

.2k/2‖
∫ ∣∣∣

F
(
P
10|τ | 12 ≤·2kfk

)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2
∣∣∣dτ‖L2(dξ)L2(dη)

. 2k‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉−2fk‖L2(dt)L2(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ‖|∂t|
1
4 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

To deal with u3k, if we repeat the argument in (3.11), we have

‖u3k‖Sx,y . ‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy).

Thus it can be treated as in the previous case.

�

Theorem 3.5. Let

Su = f, u(0, ·) = u0

We have

(3.16)

‖|∂t|
1
4 u‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. min
{∥∥|∂t|

1
4 f
∥∥
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,
∥∥(〈∇x−y〉

1
2 + 〈∇x+y〉

1
2

)
f
∥∥
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,
∥∥(〈∇x−y〉

1
2 + 〈∇x+y〉

1
2

)
f
∥∥
S′

r

}

+
∥∥(〈∇x−y〉

1
2 + 〈∇x+y〉

1
2

)
u0
∥∥
L2 .
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Proof. For simplicity, we shall only treat the case where |ξ + η| < |ξ − η|, the case
|ξ + η| ≥ |ξ − η| is similar and to some extent simpler. We shall use the decomposition
u =

∑∞
k=0 P|ξ−η|∼2ku, by using the square function estimate, It suffices to prove the

Theorem for a single dyadic piece where |ξ − η| ∼ 2k. The argument below also works
for k < 0.

Now let uk = P|ξ−η|∼2ku and fk = P|ξ−η|∼2kf . We decompose uk = u1k+u
2
k+u

3
k+u

4
k,

where

Su1k = P|τ | 12 ∼2k
fk, with initial conditions 0

F u2k =
F
(
P
10|τ | 12 ≤2k

fk + P|τ | 12 ≥10·2kfk
)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2 , this no longer has initial conditions 0

Su3k = 0, a correction so that u2k + u3k has initial condition 0

Su4k = 0, u4k(0, ·) = P|ξ−η|∼2ku0.

It is easy to handle u4k, since in the case where |ξ + η| < |ξ − η|,

(3.17)

‖|∂t|
1
4u4k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

∼ 2k/2‖eit∆P|ξ−η|∼2ku0‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)).

.
∥∥〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|∼2ku0

∥∥
L2 .

For u1k, since for fk, we have |ξ− η|2 + |ξ+ η| ∼ 22k and τ
1
2 ∼ 2k, it is straightforward

to check that the dual variable τ to t for u1k is also supported where |τ |1/2 ∼ 2k, by
Strichartz estimates

(3.18)

‖|∂t|
1
4u1k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. 2k/2‖u1k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. 2k/2‖P|τ | 12 ∼2k
fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ‖|∂t|
1
4 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

The same argument also gives

‖|∂t|
1
4 u1k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,

as well as

‖|∂t|
1
4u1k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2 fk‖S′

r
.

For u2k, if 10|τ |
1
2 ≤ 2k, the denominator is comparable with |ξ − η|2 + |ξ + η|2 ∼ 22k.

Thus, by Sobolev’s inequality in the x− y direction, we have

‖|∂t|
1
4u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖|∂t|

1
4 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

The same argument also gives

‖|∂t|
1
4 u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.
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It remains to show that, if 10|τ | 12 ≤ 2k,

‖|∂t|
1
4 u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2 fk‖S′

r
.(3.19)

By interpolation, it suffices to show that

‖|∂t|
1
4u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

,(3.20)

‖|∂t|
1
4u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (dy)L2(dx)

,(3.21)

and

‖|∂t|
1
4u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2 fk‖L1(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy),(3.22)

which would be stronger than (3.19) since it includes two endpoint cases.

The estimates (3.20) and (3.21) follow directly by Sobolev’s estimates at an angle. To
prove (3.22), first by Sobolev in the x− y direction, we have

(3.23)
‖|∂t|

1
4 u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) .2−k/2‖fk‖L2(dt)L2(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)).

=2−k/2‖fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

and now by Bernstein’s inequality in the t direction and x− y direction.

(3.24)
2−k/2‖fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) . 2k/2‖fk‖L1(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. ‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖L1(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy).

If |τ | 12 ≥ 10 · 2k, the denominator is comparable with τ . Thus, by Sobolev in the x− y
direction, we have

(3.25)

‖|∂t|
1
4u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ‖|∂t|−
3
4 〈∇x−y〉2fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ‖|∂t|
1
4 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

The same argument also gives,

‖|∂t|
1
4u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖〈∇x−y〉

1
2 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,

when |τ | 12 ≥ 10 · 2k. It remains to show that (3.19) holds if |τ | 12 ≥ 10 · 2k, which would
be a consequence of (3.20)-(3.22). And as before, the estimates (3.20) and (3.21) in this
case follow by Sobolev’s estimates at an angle.

To prove (3.22) when |τ | 12 ≥ 10 · 2k, first by Sobolev in the x− y direction, we have

‖|∂t|
1
4 u2k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . ‖〈∂t〉−

3
4 〈∇x−y〉fk‖L2(dt)L2(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

= ‖〈∂t〉−
3
4 〈∇x−y〉fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy).
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Now by Minkowski’s inequality for dt integral,

(3.26)

‖〈∂t〉−
3
4 〈∇x−y〉fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

= ‖τ− 3
4

∣∣∣
∫
e−itτ 〈∇x−y〉fk(t, ·)dt

∣∣∣‖L2(dτ)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉fk‖L1(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. ‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖L1(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy).

To deal with u3k, note that since u3k is solution to free Schrödinger equation, and since
we are assuming |ξ − η|2 + |ξ + η|2 ∼ 22k

(3.27)

‖|∂t|
1
4u3k‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)) . 2k/2‖u3k(0, ·, ·)‖L2(dx)L2(dy)

= 2k/2‖u2k(0, ·, ·)‖L2(dx)L2(dy)

≤ 2k/2‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy).

Thus, it suffices to control ‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy).

First, if |τ | 12 ≥ 10 · 2k

(3.28)

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) .‖
∫ ∣∣∣

F
(
P|τ | 12 ≥10·2kfk

)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2
∣∣∣dτ‖L2(dξ)L2(dη)

.2−
3k
2 ‖|∂t|

1
4 fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. 2−k/2‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉−1fk‖L2(dt)L2(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. 2−k/2‖|∂t|
1
4 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

Similarly,

(3.29)

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) .‖
∫ ∣∣∣

F
(
P|τ | 12 ≥10·2kfk

)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2
∣∣∣dτ‖L2(dξ)L2(dη)

.2−k‖fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

It remains to show that

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) . 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖S′

r
.(3.30)

In this case, we won’t prove (3.30) by interpolation since we do not know if one can show
that

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) . 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖L1(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy),(3.31)

which is also the reason why we have the restricted norm S ′
r in the statement of the

Theorem.

Instead, we shall prove (3.30) by showing that

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) . 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖Lp′(dt)Lq′(dx)L2(dy),(3.32)
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as well as

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) . 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖Lp′(dt)Lq′ (dy)L2(dx),(3.33)

for all admissible pairs (p, q), with 2
p = 3

2 − 3
q , 2 ≤ p <∞.

To prove (3.32) when |τ | 12 ≥ 10 · 2k, for admissible pair (p, q) with p <∞,

(3.34)

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) .‖
∫ ∣∣∣

F
(
P|τ | 12 ≥10·2kfk

)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2
∣∣∣dτ‖L2(dξ)L2(dη)

.2−
2k
p ‖F

(
P|τ | 12 ≥10·2kfk

)
‖L2(dξ)L2(dη)Lp(dτ)

.2−
2k
p ‖fk‖Lp′(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

.2−
2k
p 2(

3
2
− 3

q )k‖fk‖Lp′(dt)Lq′(dx)L2(dy)

.‖fk‖Lp′(dt)Lq′(dx)L2(dy)

. 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖Lp′(dt)Lq′ (dx)L2(dy),

where we used Hölder’s inequality in the second line, the Hausdorff-Young inequality in
the third line, and Bernstein’s inequality at an angle in the fourth and last line. The
proof of (3.33) is similar.

If 10|τ | 12 ≤ 2k,

(3.35)

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) .‖
∫ ∣∣∣

F
(
P
10|τ | 12 ≤·2kfk

)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2
∣∣∣dτ‖L2(dξ)L2(dη)

.2−
3k
2 ‖|∂t|

1
4 fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. 2−k/2‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉−1fk‖L2(dt)L2(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. 2−k/2‖|∂t|
1
4 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

The same argument also gives,

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) . 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

It remains to show that

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) . 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖S′

r
,(3.36)

for the case 10|τ | 12 ≤ 2k, which would be a consequence of (3.20)-(3.22).

To prove (3.20),

‖u2k‖L∞(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) .‖
∫ ∣∣∣

F
(
P|τ | 12 ≥10·2kfk

)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2
∣∣∣dτ‖L2(dξ)L2(dη)

.2−k‖fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (dx)L2(dy)

.

The proof of (3.21) is similar.
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To prove (3.22), we use Bernstein’s inequality in the t direction

(3.37)
2−k‖fk‖L2(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy) . ‖fk‖L1(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy)

. 2−k/2‖〈∇x−y〉
1
2 fk‖L1(dt)L2(dx)L2(dy).

�

Now we shall present several lemmas that involve the collapsing norm.

Lemma 3.6. If Su = g, u(0, ·) = u0. Then

‖u‖collapsing . min{‖〈∇x〉
1
2 g‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2u0‖L2, ‖〈∇y〉

1
2 g‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇y〉

1
2u0‖L2}.

We record that the above implies

Lemma 3.7. If Su = g, u(0, ·) = u0. Then

‖〈∇x〉
1
2u‖collapsing + ‖〈∇y〉

1
2u‖collapsing

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 g‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2u0‖L2.

We will also need

Lemma 3.8. If Su = g, u(0, ·) = u0. Then

‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2u‖collapsing . ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 g‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2u0‖L2 .(3.38)

The proof of Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.8 are similar, for simplicity, we shall only
present the proof of Lemma 3.8 here. The proof essentially follows from ideas in Lemma
5.1, 5.3 in [15].

Proof. We shall first prove the homogeneous estimate, let Su = 0, with u(0, ·) = u0. Our
goal is to show

sup
x−y

‖|∇x+y|
1
2u‖L2(dt)L2(d(x+y) . ‖|∇x|

1
2 |∇y|

1
2 u0‖L2 .(3.39)

This is stronger than desired, since ‖|∇x|
1
2 |∇y|

1
2u0‖L2 . ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 u0‖L2 , and also

by Lemma 3.6, we have

sup
x−y

‖u‖L2(dt)L2(d(x+y) . ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 u0‖L2 . ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2u0‖L2 .

To prove (3.39) , let Λ̃ denote the space-time Fourier. For fixed x− y, doing Cauchy-
Schwarz with measures,

(3.40)

||∇x+y|
1
2 ˜Λ(t, x− y, x+ y)(τ, ξ + η)|2

.

∫
δ(τ − |ξ|2 − |η|2) |ξ + η|

|ξ||η| d(ξ − η)

.

∫
δ(τ − |ξ|2 − |η|2)| ̂∇

1
2
x∇

1
2
y Λ0(ξ, η)|2d(ξ − η).



20 GLOBAL ESTIMATES FOR HFB

In order to prove the estimate, we must show

sup
τ,ξ

∫
δ(τ − |ξ|2 − |η|2) |ξ + η|

|ξ||η| d(ξ − η) . 1.

Without loss of generality, consider the region |ξ| ≤ |η|. If |ξ| ∼ |η|, |ξ+η|
|ξ||η| . 1

|ξ−η| and

the integral can be evaluated in polar coordinates. If |ξ| << |η| then |ξ + η| ∼ |ξ − η|
Writing |ξ+η|

|ξ||η| . 1
|ξ| . 1

|ξ−η|
√

1−cos(θ)
where θ is the angle between ξ − η and ξ + η, we

estimate

sup
τ

∫ π

0

∫
δ(τ − ρ2)

1

ρ
√
1− cos(θ)

ρ2dρ sin(θ)dθ . 1.(3.41)

�

The inhomogeneous estimate (3.38) just follows from the homogeneous estimate (3.39)
and the Christ–Kiselev lemma. More precisely, let T1 = eit(∆x+∆y), so T1 : L2(R6) →
Lp(dt)Lq(dx)L2(dy) and

T ∗
1 : Lp′

(dt)Wα,q′ (dx)Hα(dy) → Hα(dx)Hα(dy).

Fix x − y and let T2 : Hα(dx)Hα(dy) → L2(dt)Hα(d(x + y)) be the operator f →(
eit(∆x+∆y)f

)
(t, x− y, x+ y). Then the inhomogeneous estimate follows by applying the

Christ–Kiselev lemma to T2T
∗
1 .

Lemma 3.9. If Su = g, u(0, ·) = u0. Then

‖|∂t|
1
4 u‖collapsing . ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 g‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2u0‖L2.(3.42)

Proof. For the homogeneous estimate, it follows from the same argument as above. How-
ever, we can not apply Christ–Kiselev lemma here to get inhomogeneous estimate since
|∂t| 14 does not commute with 1[0,t] when we write out the solution using Duhamel’s for-
mula. Let Su = g, with u(0, ·) = 0, it suffices to prove

‖|∂t|
1
4u‖collapsing . ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 g‖S′

r
.(3.43)

To prove this, we shall decompose the Fourier support τ and |ξ + η| of u into finitely
many regions.

Case 1: τ
1
2 ≤ 10(1 + |ξ + η|).

In this case, we have

‖|∂t|
1
4 u‖collapsing . ‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2 u‖collapsing,

thus the desired estimates follows from Lemma 3.8.

Case 2: If |τ | 12 > 2(|ξ|+ |η|).
Write u = u1 + u2, where

(3.44)
F u1 =

Ff
τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2 , this no longer has initial conditions 0

Su2 = 0, a correction so that u1 + u2 has initial condition 0.
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In this case, it suffices to control u1 since u2 is only supported where |τ | = |ξ|2 + |η|2.
The goodness about u1 is that it has the same Fourier support with f . The strategy is
based on

‖|∂t|
1
4u1‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt) = ‖τ 1

4
Ff

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2 ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dτ)d(ξ+η)

. ‖
∫

|τ | 14
∣∣∣

F
(
f
)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2
∣∣∣d(ξ − η)‖L2(dτd(ξ+η)).

It suffices to show

(3.45)
‖
∫

|τ | 14
∣∣∣

Ff
τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2

∣∣∣d(ξ − η)‖L2(dτd(ξ+η))

. ‖|∇x|
1
2 |∇y|

1
2 f‖Lp′(dt)Lq′(dx)L2(dy),

as well as

(3.46)
‖
∫

|τ | 14
∣∣∣

Ff
τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2

∣∣∣d(ξ − η)‖L2(dτd(ξ+η))

. ‖|∇x|
1
2 |∇y|

1
2 f‖Lp′(dt)Lq′(dy)L2(dx),

for all admissible pairs (p, q), where 2
p = 3

2 − 3
q , 2 ≤ p <∞.

For 2 ≤ p <∞, by Cauchy-Schwarz, we have

(3.47)
LHS(3.45) . ‖ |τ |

1
4

|τ |

∫

|ξ−η|<|τ | 12
|Ff |d(ξ − η)‖L2(dτd(ξ+η))

. A
∥∥|∂t|

1
p− 1

2 |∇y|
1
2 |∇x|

1
2
− 2

p f
∥∥
L2(dt)d(x−y)d(x+y)

where

(3.48) A = sup
τ,ξ+η

|τ | 34− 1
p

|τ |

(∫

|ξ−η|<|τ |12

|ξ| 4p−1

|η| d(ξ − η)

) 1
2

.

Changing variables, this is something like

A = sup
τ,|u|<|τ |12

|τ | 34− 1
p

|τ |

(∫

|v|<|τ | 12

|u+ v| 4p−1

|u− v| dv

) 1
2

.

After a change of variables this is reduced to τ = 1, and A is bounded.

Since by Sobolev,

(3.49)

∥∥|∂t|
1
p− 1

2 |∇y|
1
2 |∇x|

1
2
− 2

p f
∥∥
L2(dt)d(x−y)d(x+y)

=
∥∥|∂t|

1
2
− 1

p |∇x|
3
q− 3

2 |∇y|
1
2 |∇x|

1
2 f
∥∥
L2(dtdxdy)

.‖|∇x|
1
2 |∇y|

1
2 f‖Lp′(dt)Lq′(dx)L2(dy).

Thus the proof of (3.45) is complete, and the proof of (3.46) is similar.

Case 3: |ξ|+ |η| > 2|τ | 12
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In this case, due to Case 1, we can assume additionally that |τ | 12 > 10(1 + |ξ + η|).
Thus |ξ − η| > |ξ + η|, so also |ξ − η| > |τ | 12 . As before, it suffices to show (3.45) and
(3.46).

(3.50)
LHS(3.45) . ‖

∫

2|ξ−η|>|ξ+η|+|τ |12
| |τ |

1
4 |Ff |

|ξ − η|2 d(ξ − η)‖L2(dτd(ξ+η))

. A
∥∥|∂t|

1
p− 1

2 |∇y |
1
2 |∇x|

1
2
− 2

p f
∥∥
L2(dt)d(x−y)d(x+y)

In this case,

A2 = sup
ξ+η,τ

∫

2|ξ−η|>|ξ+η|+|τ | 12

|τ | 32− 2
p

|ξ − η|4
|ξ| 4p−1

|η| d(ξ − η)(3.51)

Again we scale to |τ | 12 + |ξ + η| = 1 and have to estimate

∫

|v|>1

1

|v|4
|u+ v| 4p−1

|u− v| dv

This is bounded uniformly in |u| < 1. As before, the rest of the proof follow from
Sobolev’s inequality, and the proof of (3.46) is similar.

Case 4 : 12 (|ξ| + |η|) < |τ | 12 < 2(|ξ| + |η|), In this case, due to Case 1, we can assume

additionally that |τ | 12 > 10(1 + |ξ + η|) so in this case |τ | 12 ∼ |ξ| ∼ |η| ∼ |ξ − η|.
We shall use the decomposition u =

∑∞
k=0 P|τ |∼2ku, and the square function estimate

(3.52)

‖|∂t|
1
4u‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt)

∼ ‖
( ∞∑

k=0

|P|τ |∼2k |∂t|
1
4 u|2

) 1
2 ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt)

.
( ∞∑

k=0

22k‖P|τ |∼2ku‖2L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt)

) 1
2

.

For each fixed dyadic piece P|τ |∼2ku, in the current case, we have

P|τ |∼2ku = P|τ |∼2kP|ξ|∼2k/2P|η|∼2k/2u,

which implies

‖
∣∣P|τ |∼2ku‖collapsing . ‖〈∇x〉

1
2P|ξ|∼2k/2P|η|∼2k/2u‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. 2−k/2‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|η|∼2k/2u‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

where we used Bernstein’s inequality in rotated coordinates twice, see e.g., Lemma 3.1
in [7] for more details.
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Thus,

(3.53)

‖|∂t|
1
4 u‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt)

.
( ∞∑

k=0

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|η|∼2k/2u‖2L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

.

( ∞∑

k=0

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|η|∼2k/2f‖2S′

) 1
2

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 f‖S′

where we used Strichartz (Theorem 3.1) in the second line, and square function estimates
in y the the last line.

�

4. Proof of Theorem 2.1.

In this section, we shall see how we can apply the theorems in the previous section to
prove Theorem 2.1. Throughout this section, besides (2.12), we shall use extensively the
fact that

supp v̂ ⊂ B1(0)

This assumption implies that, the multiplication operator Tu = vNu can at most enlarge
the Fourier support of u by a set of sizeN , which will greatly simplify our proof, especially
the proof of Theorem 4.1 below. If we assume v satisfies (2.12) without this condition,
one can follow similar steps in this section to get the same conclusion. In that case,
the multiplication operator Tu = vNu can enlarge the Fourier support of u by a set of
arbitrary large size, but with a rapidly decay constant if the new Fourier support deviates
from the Fourier support of u by a large distance. For the sake of simplicity, we do not
present the full details here for this general case.

To begin with, we shall first prove the following theorem involving collapsing norms
at low frequency

Theorem 4.1. Let Λ satisfy (2.11), we have

(4.1)

‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2Λ‖low collapsing + ‖|∂t|

1
4Λ‖low collapsing

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ε‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2H‖collapsing + ε‖|∂t|

1
4H‖collapsing

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2

where the norms ‖ · ‖collapsing and ‖ · ‖low collapsing are defined as in (2.8) and (2.9), and
ε is defined as in (2.12).

Remark 4.2. Due to the criticalness of the potential N2v(N(x − y)) in (2.11), it is still
open to us if one can prove the above theorem without the frequency assumption on Λ,
i.e., to replace on the left side the ‖·‖low collapsing by the full collapsing norm. However, in
the case where Λ satisfy (2.11) with H = 0, we do know how to control the full collapsing
norm

‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2Λ‖collapsing + ‖|∂t|

1
4Λ‖collapsing
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by using a different argument, the details are given in Section 8. Also in [7], a stronger
version of the theorem is proved for the case when one replace N2v(N(x − y)) by
N3β−1v(Nβ(x− y)) for some β < 1.

Proof. We shall focus on ‖|∂t|
1
4Λ‖low collapsing , the proof for the term ‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2Λ‖low collapsing

is similar. And we will first show that

(4.2)

∥∥P|ξ−η|<20N |∂t|
1
4Λ
∥∥
collapsing

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ε‖|∂t|

1
4H‖collapsing + ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 .

Let ρ ∈ C∞
0 (R3) be a smooth partition of unity, which satisfies

∑

j∈Z3

ρ(ξ − j) ≡ 1, ∀ ξ ∈ R3.

We also assume that 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1, ρ ≡ 1 if |ξ| ≤ 1
2 , and supp ρ ∈ B1(0), the unit ball in

R3 centered at origin. Let ψj(x− y) be the inverse Fourier transform of ρ( ξ−η
40N − j). For

each fixed j ∈ Z3, ψj is Fourier supported in a ball of radius 40N centered at 40N · j.
Denote

Pjf = ψj ∗ f
so that the Fourier transform of Pjf = ρ( ξ−η

40N − j)f̂ . In particular, let P0f denote
projection onto ball of radius 40N centered at origin, so that the Fourier transform of

P0f = ρ( ξ−η
40N )f̂ .

Define

(4.3) ‖|∂t|
1
4Λ‖N =

N∑

k=0

2−k
( ∑

k≤|j|<k+1

∥∥Pj |∂t|
1
4Λ
∥∥
collapsing

)
.

It is clear that
∥∥P|ξ−η|<20N |∂t|

1
4Λ
∥∥
collapsing

.
∥∥P0|∂t|

1
4Λ
∥∥
collapsing

. ‖|∂t|
1
4Λ‖N .

Thus it suffices to show that

(4.4)
‖|∂t|

1
4Λ‖N

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ε‖|∂t|

1
4H‖collapsing + ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 .

We shall first deal with the last term in the norm, where k = N . Note that for each
fixed j ∈ Z3, the Fourier transform in x − y direction of Pj |∂t| 14Λ is supported in a ball
of radius 40N , by Bernstein’s inequality,

(4.5)

‖Pj |∂t|
1
4Λ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

.N
1
2 ‖Pj |∂t|

1
4Λ‖L6(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

.N
1
2 ‖|∂t|

1
4Λ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)).

Recall that
SΛ(t, x, y) = N2v

(
N(x− y)

)
Λ(t, x, y) +G(t, x, y)

+N2v
(
N(x− y))H(t, x, y)

Λ(0, ·) = Λ0.
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By Theorem 3.5, we have

(4.6)

‖|∂t|
1
4Λ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ C
∥∥N2v

(
N(x− y)

)
|∂t|

1
4Λ
∥∥
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,

+ C
∥∥N2v

(
N(x− y)

)
|∂t|

1
4H
∥∥
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,

+ C
∥∥(〈∇x−y〉

1
2 + 〈∇x+y〉

1
2

)
G
∥∥
S′

r

+ C
∥∥(〈∇x−y〉

1
2 + 〈∇x+y〉

1
2

)
Λ0

∥∥
L2 ,

≤ Cε
∥∥|∂t|

1
4Λ
∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,

+ CεN−1/2
∥∥|∂t|

1
4H
∥∥
L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

,

+ C
∥∥(〈∇x−y〉

1
2 + 〈∇x+y〉

1
2

)
G
∥∥
S′

r

+ C
∥∥(〈∇x−y〉

1
2 + 〈∇x+y〉

1
2

)
Λ0

∥∥
L2 ,

where we used Hölder in the second inequality. By choosing ε small enough such that
Cε < 1/2, we have

(4.7)

‖|∂t|
1
4Λ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ CεN−1/2
∥∥|∂t|

1
4H
∥∥
L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

,

+ C
∥∥(〈∇x−y〉

1
2 + 〈∇x+y〉

1
2

)
G
∥∥
S′

r

+ C
∥∥(〈∇x−y〉

1
2 + 〈∇x+y〉

1
2

)
u0
∥∥
L2 ,

≤ CεN−1/2
∥∥|∂t|

1
4H
∥∥
L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

,

+ C
∥∥〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G
∥∥
S′

r
+ C

∥∥〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2u0
∥∥
L2 .

If we combine (4.5) and (4.7), we get

(4.8)

‖Pj |∂t|
1
4Λ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

≤ Cε
∥∥|∂t|

1
4H
∥∥
L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

,

+ CN
1
2

∥∥〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G
∥∥
S′

r
+ CN

1
2

∥∥〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 u0
∥∥
L2 .

Since the number of j ∈ Z3 such that N ≤ |j| < N + 1 is bounded by CN2, we have

(4.9)

∑

N≤|j|<N+1

2−N
∥∥Pj |∂t|

1
4Λ
∥∥
collapsing

≤ C2−NN2ε
∥∥|∂t|

1
4H
∥∥
L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

,

+ C2−NN
5
2

∥∥〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G
∥∥
S′

r

+ C2−NN
5
2

∥∥〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 u0
∥∥
L2 .

≤ Cε
∥∥|∂t|

1
4H
∥∥
L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

,

+ C
∥∥〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G
∥∥
S′

r
+ C

∥∥〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 u0
∥∥
L2 .
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Now we shall control the terms 0 ≤ k ≤ N − 1 using a bootstrap argument. Write
Λ = Λ1 + Λ2 + Λ3, where

SΛ1 = G, Λ1(0, ·) = Λ0

SΛ2 = N2v
(
N(x− y)

)
H(t, x, y), with initial conditions 0

SΛ3 = N2v
(
N(x− y)

)
Λ(t, x, y), with initial conditions 0.

By Lemma 3.9, we have

(4.10)

N−1∑

k=0

2−k
( ∑

k≤|j|<k+1

∥∥Pj |∂t|
1
4Λ1

∥∥
collapsing

)

.

N−1∑

k=0

2−k
( ∑

k≤|j|<k+1

∥∥|∂t|
1
4Λ1

∥∥
collapsing

)

.

N−1∑

k=0

2−k
∑

k≤|j|<k+1

(
‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2

)

.‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 .

And if we repeat the argument in (4.5)-(4.8), for each fixed j, we have

(4.11)
‖Pj |∂t|

1
4Λ2‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

≤ Cε
∥∥|∂t|

1
4H
∥∥
L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

.

Thus,

(4.12)

N−1∑

k=0

2−k
( ∑

k≤|j|<k+1

∥∥Pj |∂t|
1
4Λ2

∥∥
collapsing

)

.

N−1∑

k=0

ε2−k
( ∑

k≤|j|<k+1

∥∥|∂t|
1
4H
∥∥
collapsing

)

.ε
∥∥|∂t|

1
4H
∥∥
collapsing

.

It remains to control the terms involving Λ3, note that since v̂ is supported in the unit
ball centered at origin, we have

SPjΛ3 = PjN
2v
(
N(x− y)

)
Λ(t, x, y)

= PjN
2v
(
N(x− y)

) ∑

j′ :|j′−j|≤1

Pj′Λ(t, x, y).

Thus we have the following analog of (4.11)

(4.13)

‖Pj |∂t|
1
4Λ3‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

≤ C
∑

j′:|j′−j|≤1

ε
∥∥Pj′ |∂t|

1
4Λ
∥∥
L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

,
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Thus,

(4.14)

N−1∑

k=0

2−k
( ∑

k≤|j|<k+1

∥∥Pj |∂t|
1
4Λ3

∥∥
collapsing

)

.

N−1∑

k=0

ε2−k
( ∑

k≤|j|<k+1

∑

j′:|j′−j|≤1

∥∥Pj′ |∂t|
1
4Λ
∥∥
collapsing

)
.

By choosing ε small enough, the right hand side of (4.14) is bounded by 1
2‖|∂t|

1
4Λ‖N ,

thus the proof of (4.4) is complete.

To prove (4.2) when P|ξ−η|<20N is replace by P|ξ|<20N or P|η|<20N , we use a complete
similar argument, the only necessary change is to replace the use of Bernstein’s inequality
in (4.5) by Bernstein’s inequality in rotated coordinates.

�

Proof of Theorem 2.1.

To prove Theorem 2.1, it remains to control ‖Λ‖Sx,y , where ‖ · ‖Sx,y is defined as in
(2.1).

Case 1. Let us first assume |ξ + η| ≥ N
10 , the norms we are going to control are different

for the case |ξ + η| < N
10 , but in both cases the norms contains ‖Λ‖Sx,y . In this case, the

norm with respect to which the potential is a perturbation should be

‖Λ‖N = ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ‖S(4.15)

+ ‖P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10N 〈∇x〉
1
2Λ‖collapsing(4.16)

+ ‖P|ξ|<10NP|η|≥10N 〈∇y〉
1
2Λ‖collapsing(4.17)

where ‖ ·‖S is defined in (2.2) and ‖ ·‖collapsing is defined as in (2.8). Here we are abusing

notations a bit by using Λ to denote P|ξ+η|≥ N
10
Λ. The projection on |ξ + η| ≥ N

10 is

necessary, as we shall see later in the proof, we do not know how to control the collapsing
norms in (4.16) and (4.17) without this assumption.

Let’s first control the low frequency, let P<N = P|ξ|<10NP|η|<10N and P>N = I−P<N .
Note that

(4.18)

S〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P<NΛ

=P<N 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2N2v(N(x − y))P|ξ−η|<20NΛ

+ 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P<NG(t, x, y)

+ P<N 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2N2v(N(x− y))H(t, x, y)

∼P<NN
3v(N(x − y))P|ξ−η|<20NΛ

+ 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P<NG(t, x, y)

+ P<NN
3v(N(x− y))H(t, x, y)

Here we are abusing the notation a bit by writing

P<N 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2N2v(N(x− y))P|ξ−η|<20N ∼ P<NN

3v(N(x− y))P|ξ−η|<20N ,
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since, as a result of Bernstein’s inequality, for all 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞, we have

(4.19)
‖P<N 〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2N2v(N(x− y))P|ξ−η|<20NΛ‖Lp(x−y)Lq(x+y)

.‖P<NN
3v(N(x − y))P|ξ−η|<20NΛ‖Lp(x−y)Lq(x+y),

which is harmless for our purposes. We shall use the same notation ∼ repeatly in the
later arguments. Also, strictly speaking,

P<NN
2v(N(x− y))Λ = P<NN

2v(N(x− y))P|ξ−η|<21NΛ,

instead of P|ξ−η|<20NΛ, due to the fact that convolution with v̂ will shift the frequency
support. But it will not make a essential difference in our argument.

By Strichartz estimate (Theorem 3.1), we have

(4.20)

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P<NΛ‖S

. ‖P|ξ−η|<20NN
3v(N(x − y))Λ‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖P|ξ−η|<20NN
3v(N(x − y))H‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P<NG‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2

. ‖v‖
L

6
5

(
‖P|ξ−η|<20N〈∇x+y〉

1
2Λ‖collapsing + ‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2H‖collapsing

)

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P<NG‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 ,

where in the second inequality we used Bernstein’s inequality and the fact that |ξ+ η| ≥
N
10 .

By Theorem 4.1, we have

(4.21)
‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P<NΛ‖S . ε‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2H‖collapsing

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P<NG‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 .

At high frequency, write

(4.22)

P>NΛ =P|ξ|≥10NP|η|≥10NΛ + P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ

+ P|ξ|<10NP|η|≥10NΛ

=I + II + III.

To handle the first term I, note that

(4.23)

S〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|≥10NΛ

∼N2v(N(x− y))〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥9NP|η|≥9NΛ

+ 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|≥10NG(t, x, y)

+N2v(N(x − y))〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥9NP|η|≥9NH.

The lower bounds on |ξ| and |η| changed slightly due to convolution with v̂N , since v̂N is
compact supported in a set of size N .
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Using Strichartz(Theorem 3.1) and Hölder’s inequality, it is not hard to see that

(4.24)

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|≥10NΛ‖S

. ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ‖S

+ ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2H‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 ,

where the ε comes from ‖v‖L3/2 when applying Hölder’s inequality.

To handle the second term II,

(4.25)

S〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ

∼N 5
2 v(N(x − y))〈∇x〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ

+N2v(N(x− y))〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP10N≤|η|<11NΛ

+N3v(N(x− y))P9N≤|ξ|<10NP|η|<10NΛ

+N
5
2 v(N(x− y))〈∇x〉

1
2P|ξ|≥9NP|η|<11NH

+ 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NG(t, x, y).

Again the bounds on |ξ| and |η| changed slightly due to convolution with v̂N . By using
Strichartz and Hölder’s inequality,

(4.26)

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ‖S

. ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖N3v(N(x − y))P9N≤|ξ|<10NP|η|<10NΛ‖
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2H‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 .

Again, since we are assuming |ξ + η| ≥ N
10 , by Bernstein’s inequality and Hölder’s in-

equality, the third term on the right side can be controlled by

‖N3v(N(x− y))P9N≤|ξ|≤10NP|η|≤10NΛ‖L2(dt)L6/5(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ‖P|ξ−η|<20N 〈∇x+y〉
1
2Λ‖collapsing.

The third term III can be handled in a similar way as the second term.

To finish to discussion for the case |ξ + η| ≥ N
10 , we are reduced to estimate

(4.27)
‖P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10N 〈∇x〉

1
2Λ‖collapsing

+ ‖P|ξ|<10NP|η|≥10N 〈∇y〉
1
2Λ‖collapsing.

We shall focus on the first term, since the other term involving 〈∇y〉 1
2 can be dealt with

similarly.
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Write Λ = Λ1 + Λ2 + Λ3, where

(4.28)

SΛ1 = G, Λ3(0, ·) = Λ0

SΛ2 = N2v
(
N(x− y)

)
H(t, x, y), with initial conditions 0

SΛ3 = N2v
(
N(x− y)

)
Λ(t, x, y), with initial conditions 0.

By Lemma 3.7, we have

(4.29)
‖P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10N 〈∇x〉

1
2Λ1‖collapsing,

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 .

To handle Λ2, since |η| < 10N , by Bernstein’s inequality at an angle, we have,

(4.30) ‖P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10N 〈∇x〉
1
2Λ2‖collapsing

. N1/2‖P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10N 〈∇x〉
1
2Λ2‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)).

Note that

(4.31)
S〈∇x〉

1
2N1/2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ2

∼ N5/2v(N(x− y))〈∇x〉
1
2P|ξ|≥9NP|η|<11NH.

By Strichartz and Hölder’s inequality

(4.32)

N1/2‖P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10N 〈∇x〉
1
2Λ2‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ‖N 5
2 v(N(x− y))P|ξ|≥9NP|η|<11NH‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2H‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)).

To handle Λ3, since |η| < 10N , by Bernstein’s inequality at an angle, we still have,

(4.33) ‖P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10N 〈∇x〉
1
2Λ3‖collapsing

. N1/2‖P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10N 〈∇x〉
1
2Λ3‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)).

Note that

(4.34)

S〈∇x〉
1
2N1/2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ3

∼ N
5
2 v(N(x− y))〈∇x〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ

+N
5
2 v(N(x− y))〈∇x〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP10N≤|η|<11NΛ

+N3v(N(x− y))P9N≤|ξ|<10NP|η|<10NΛ.
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By Strichartz and Hölder’s inequality

(4.35)

N
1
2 ‖〈∇x〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ3‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ εN
1
2 ‖〈∇x〉

1
2Λ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖N3v(N(x− y))P9N≤|ξ|<10NP|η|<10NΛ‖
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,

. ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|<10NΛ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖P|ξ−η|<20N 〈∇x+y〉
1
2Λ‖collapsing,

where for the second term on the right side we used Bernstein’s inequality and the fact
that |η| ≥ 10N , and for the third term in the right side, we used Bernstein’s inequality
and the fact that |ξ + η| ≥ N

10 .

Case 2. |ξ + η| < N
10 , |ξ − η| < 10N .

In this case, we are only able to control ‖Λ‖Sx,y instead of ‖Λ‖S , recall that ‖ · ‖Sx,y

is defined as in (2.1). Note that

(4.36)

S〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ+η|< N

10
P|ξ−η|<10NΛ

∼P|ξ+η|< N
10
P|ξ−η|<10NN

3v(N(x− y))P|ξ−η|<20NΛ

+ 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ+η|< N

10
P|ξ−η|<10NG(t, x, y)

+ P|ξ+η|< N
10
P|ξ−η|<10NN

3v(N(x − y))H(t, x, y)

By using Theorem 3.2 for the first and third term, and the Strichartz estimate (The-
orem 3.1) for the second term on the right side of (4.36), we have

(4.37)

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ+η|< N

10
P|ξ−η|<10NΛ‖Sx,y

. ‖P|ξ−η|<20NN
3v(N(x − y))〈∇x+y〉

1
2Λ‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖P|ξ−η|<20NN
3v(N(x− y))|∂t|

1
4Λ‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖P|ξ−η|<20NN
3v(N(x− y))〈∇x+y〉

1
2H‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖P|ξ−η|<20NN
3v(N(x− y))|∂t|

1
4H‖L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2

. ‖v‖L1

(
‖P|ξ−η|<20N 〈∇x+y〉

1
2Λ‖collapsing + ‖P|ξ−η|<20N |∂t|

1
4Λ‖collapsing

+ ‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2H‖collapsing + ‖|∂t|

1
4H‖collapsing

)

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2,

By Theorem 4.1, we have

(4.38)
‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ+η|< N

10
P|ξ−η|<10NΛ‖S . ε‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2H‖collapsing

+ ε‖|∂t|
1
4H‖collapsing + ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 .
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Case 3. |ξ + η| < N
10 , |ξ − η| ≥ 10N .

In this case, |ξ| ∼ |η| ∼ |ξ − η|, define P>N = P|ξ+η|< N
10
P|ξ−η|≥10N The norm with

respect to which the potential is a perturbation should be

‖Λ‖N =‖|〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P>NΛ‖Sx,y(4.39)

+ ‖||∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 P̃>NΛ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))(4.40)

+ ‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 P̃>NΛ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)),(4.41)

where P̃>N = P|ξ+η|< N
10
P|ξ−η|≥9N .

In this case,

(4.42)

S〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P>NΛ

∼ N2v(N(x− y))〈∇x−y〉P̃>NΛ

+ 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P>NG(t, x, y) +N2v(N(x− y)〈∇x−y〉P̃>NH.

Using Strichartz for the second and third terms on the right side, Theorem 3.4 for the
first term on the RHS, and Hölder’s inequality, we get

(4.43)

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P>NΛ‖Sx,y

. ε‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 P̃>NΛ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ε‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 P̃>NΛ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P>NG‖S′

r

+ ε‖〈∇x−y〉P̃>NH‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ε‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 P̃>NΛ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ε‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 P̃>NΛ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P>NG‖S′

r

+ ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2H‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)).

Thus, it suffice to control

(4.44)

‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 P̃>NΛ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖|〈∇x+y〉
1
2 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 P̃>NΛ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

=I + II.

For simplicity, we shall only give the details for the first term I, the second term is easier
and can be handled in a similar way.
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Note that

(4.45)

S〈∇x−y〉
1
2P|ξ−η|≥9NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λ

∼N2v(N(x− y))〈∇x−y〉
1
2P|ξ−η|≥9NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λ

+N
5
2 v(N(x − y))P8N≤|ξ−η|<9NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λ

+ 〈∇x−y〉
1
2P|ξ−η|≥9NP|ξ+η|< N

10
G(t, x, y)

+N2v(N(x − y))〈∇x−y〉
1
2P|ξ−η|≥8NP|ξ+η|< N

10
H,

where the bounds on |ξ − η| changed slightly due to convolution with v̂N .

By Theorem 3.5 and Hölder’s inequality, we have

(4.46)

‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|≥9NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ε‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|≥9NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖|N 5
2 v(N(x − y))P8N≤|ξ−η|<9NP|ξ+η|< N

10
|∂t|

1
4Λ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖〈∇x−y〉P|ξ−η|≥9NP|ξ+η|< N
10
G‖S′

r

+ ε‖〈∇x−y〉P̃|ξ−η|≥8NP|ξ+η|< N
10
H‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖〈∇x−y〉P̃|ξ−η|≥9NP|ξ+η|< N
10
Λ0‖L2

. ε‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 P̃>NΛ‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ε‖|∂t|
1
4P|ξ−η|≤20NΛ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ε‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2H‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2,

where the first two terms on the right side of the first inequality corresponds to the first
term on the right side of (3.16), and the last three terms on the right side of the first
inequality corresponds to the remaining terms on the right side of (3.16).

5. Estimates for the nonlinear equation.

Recall the notation

S± =
1

i

∂

∂t
−∆x +∆y

From now on, VN (x) = N3v(Nx).

Define Γ = Γc+Γp, Λ = Λc+Λp, where Γc = φ̄⊗φ, Λc = φ⊗φ, Γp = 1
N sh(k) ◦ sh(k),

and Λp = 1
2N sh(2k). Let ρ(t, x) = Γ(t, x, x).
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The four relevant equations are

SΛp + {VN ∗ ρ,Λp}+
VN
N

Λp(5.1)

+
(
(VN Γ̄p) ◦ Λp + (VNΛp) ◦ Γp

)
symm

+
(
(VN Γ̄c) ◦ Λp + (VNΛc) ◦ Γp

)
symm

= −VN
N

Λc

S±Γp + [VN ∗ ρ,Γp] +
(
(VNΓp) ◦ Γp + (VN Λ̄p) ◦ Λp

)
skew

(5.2)

+
(
(VNΓc) ◦ Γp + (VN Λ̄c) ◦ Λp

)
skew

= 0

SΛc + {VN ∗ ρ,Λc}+
(
(VN Γ̄p) ◦ Λc + (VNΛp) ◦ Γc

)
symm

= 0(5.3)

S±Γc + [VN ∗ ρ,Γc] +
(
(VNΓp) ◦ Γc + (VN Λ̄p) ◦ Λc

)
skew

= 0.(5.4)

Here
(
A(x, y)

)
symm

= A(x, y) +A(y, x) and
(
A(x, y)

)
skew

= A(x, y) − Ā(y, x)

The norm used for Λp is called N1(Λ) and is

(5.5)

‖Λ‖N1(Λ) = ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ‖Sx,y + ‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2Λ‖low collapsing

+ ‖|∂t|
1
4Λ‖low collapsing

+
∥∥〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|≥10NP|ξ+η|≥ N

10
Λ
∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+
∥∥〈∇x+y〉

1
2 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|≥10NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λ
∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+
∥∥|∂t|

1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|≥10NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λ
∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,

where the norm ‖ · ‖low collapsing is defined as in (2.9). The last three norms in (5.5)
does not appear in the statement of Theorem 2.1, but as one can see from the proof
of Theorem 2.1 in the previous section, they satisfy the same bounds as the first three
norms on the right side of (5.5).

The norm used for Λc is called N2(Λ) and is

(5.6)

‖Λ‖N2(Λ) = ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ‖Sx,y + ‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2Λ‖collapsing

+ ‖|∂t|
1
4Λ‖collapsing + ‖〈∇x〉

1
2Λ‖collapsing

+ ‖〈∇y〉
1
2Λ‖collapsing +

∥∥〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ
∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

We will use the following a priori estimates for Γ(t, x, x) (proved in Lemma 6.2 in [7]).

Lemma 5.1. Let the potential v satisfies (1.16), and the initial conditions satisfy (1.17),
we have for all 0 ≤ α ≤ 1,

(5.7) ‖〈∇x+y〉αΓ‖
L8(dt)L∞(d(x−y))L

4
3 (d(x+y))

. 1.

The above estimates also hold for Γp, Γc and Λc separately.

We need to use a continuity argument, we have to localize our estimates to intervals
[0, T ], where the right end of the interval must be a variable T . Define Λc,T ,Λp,T ,Γp,T ,Γc,T
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to be solutions to the standard equations with the RHS multiplied by χ[0,T ]:

SΛp,T +
VN
N

Λp,T(5.8)

= χ[0,T ]

(
− {VN ∗ ρ,Λp} −

(
(VN Γ̄p) ◦ Λp + (VNΛp) ◦ Γp

)
symm

−
(
(VN Γ̄c) ◦ Λp + (VNΛc) ◦ Γp

)
symm

− VN
N

Λc

)

S±Γp,T = χ[0,T ]

(
− [VN ∗ ρ,Γp]−

(
(VNΓp) ◦ Γp + (VN Λ̄p) ◦ Λp

)
skew

(5.9)

−
(
(VNΓc) ◦ Γp + (VN Λ̄c) ◦ Λp

)
skew

)

SΛc,T = χ[0,T ]

(
− {VN ∗ ρ,Λc} −

(
(VN Γ̄p) ◦ Λc + (VNΛp) ◦ Γc

)
symm

)
(5.10)

S±Γc,T = χ[0,T ]

(
− [VN ∗ ρ,Γc]−

(
(VNΓp) ◦ Γc + (VN Λ̄p) ◦ Λc

)
skew

)
(5.11)

with Λc,T (0, ·) = Λc(0, ·), and similarly for the other three functions. Also, we Λc,T = Λc

in [0, T ] (but not outside this interval), and similarly for the other three functions.

Theorem 5.2. Let [0, T ] be as above, there exist a universal constant C such that

(5.12)
‖Λp,T‖N1(Λ) ≤ C‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λp(0, ·)‖L2 + Cε‖Λp,T ‖N1(Λ)

+ Cε‖Γp,T ‖Sx,y + Cε‖Λp,T ‖N1(Λ)‖Γp,T‖Sx,y + Cε‖Λc,T‖N2(Λ).

The proof is based on Theorem 2.1, there exists a constant C such that

‖Λp,T ‖N1(Λ)

≤ C
(
‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2χ[0,T ]

(
{VN ∗ ρ,Λp}+

(
(VN Γ̄p) ◦ Λp + (VNΛp) ◦ Γp

)
symm

+
(
(VN Γ̄c) ◦ Λp + (VNΛc) ◦ Γp

)
symm

)
‖S′

r

+ ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2χ[0,T ]Λc‖L2(dt)L6(x−y)L2(d(x+y))

+ ε‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2χ[0,T ]Λc‖collapsing + ε‖|∂t|

1
4χ[0,T ]Λc‖collapsing(5.13)

+ ε‖〈∇x〉
1
2χ[0,T ]Λc‖collapsing + ε‖〈∇y〉

1
2χ[0,T ]Λc‖collapsing

+ C‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λp(0, ·)‖L2

)
.

For all terms other than ‖|∂t|
1
4χ[0,T ]Λc‖collapsing , the subscript T can be trivially added

to Λ, Γ on the RHS. And we also have

(5.14)

‖|∂t|
1
4χ[0,T ]Λc‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

= ‖|∂t|
1
4χ[0,T ]Λc,T ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

. ‖|∂t|
1
4Λc,T‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

. ‖Λc,T‖N2(Λ),

where in the third line we used the fact that

‖|∂t|
1
4χ[0,T ]F‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)) . ‖|∂t|

1
4F‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y)),
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for any interval [0, T ]. As remarked in [7], this can be shown by using the equivalent
definition

(5.15) ‖|∂t|
1
4 u‖L2 =

∫ ∫ |u(t)− u(s)|2
|t− s|1+ 1

2

dtds,

and the generalized Hardy’s inequality from [25].

In the lemma that follow, we estimate the norm of the nonlinear terms in suitable dual
Strichartz norms, using the bound (5.1) whenever possible.

Lemma 5.3. Let [0, T ] be as above, there exist a universal constant C such that

(5.16)
‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

(
{VN ∗ ρ,Λp,T }+ (VN Γ̄) ◦ Λp,T

)
‖
L

8
5 ([0,T ])L

4
3 (dx)L2(dy)

.

≤ Cε‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λp,T ‖Sx,y .

Here Γ can be Γp or Γc. The result depends on the a priori bounds for Γ, but is true with
Λp,T replaced with any other function.

Proof. In this case, we essentially view VN as a δ distribution, by Minkowski integral
inequality, and it suffices to show that

(5.17)
sup
z

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

(
Γ(t, x, x+ z)Λp,T (t, x+ z, y)

)
‖
L

8
5 ([0,T ])L

4
3 (dx)L2(dy)

≤ C‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λp,T ‖Sx,y ,

where the extra ε factor in (5.3) can be remedied by the smallness of ‖VN‖L1 .

Using the fractional Leiniz rule from Theorem 5.1 in [7], we have the following estimate,
uniformly in z:

(5.18)

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

(
Γ(t, x, x+ z)Λp,T (t, x+ z, y)

)
‖
L

8
5 ([0,T ])L

4
3 (dx)L2(dy)

≤ C‖〈∇x〉
1
2Γ(t, x, x+ z)‖

L8(dt)L
4
3
+(dx)

‖〈∇y〉
1
2Λp,T ‖L2(dt)L∞−(dx)L2(dy)

+ C‖Γ(t, x, x+ z)‖
L8(dt)L

12
7 (dx)

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λp,T ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy)

≤ C‖〈∇x〉αΓ(t, x, x+ z)‖
L8(dt)L

4
3 (dx)

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λp,T ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy)

≤ C‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λp,T (t, x+ z, y)‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy).

Here α is can be any number in (12 , 1],
4
3+ is a number that is bigger than but can be

arbitrary close to 4
3 , similarly ∞− is any finite number but can be arbitrary large. We

use ∞− since we do not have the sharp Sobolev estimate from L6 to L∞. In the last
inequality we used Lemma 5.1. �

Since Λc satisfies the same a priori estimates as Γ, by the exact same argument we get

Lemma 5.4. Let [0, T ] be as above, there exist a universal constant C such that

(5.19)
‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

(
(VNΛc) ◦ Γp,T

)
‖
L

4
3 ([0,T ])L

3
2 (dx)L2(dy)

≤ Cε‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Γp,T ‖Sx,y .

The result depends on the a priori bounds for Λc, but is true with Γp,T replaced with any
other function.
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We continue estimating nonlinear terms.

Lemma 5.5. Let [0, T ] be as above, there exist a universal constant C such that

(5.20)
‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

(
(VNΛp,T ) ◦ Γp,T

)
‖
L

4
3 ([0,T ])L

3
2 (dx)L2(dy)

≤ Cε‖Λp,T‖N1(Λ)‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Γp,T ‖Sx,y .

The result is still true if we replace Γp,T with any other function.

Proof. In this case, we shall not treat VN as a δ distribution. Recall that

(5.21)

〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

(
(VNΛp,T ) ◦ Γp,T

)

= 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

∫
N3v(N(x− z))Λp,T (x, z)Γp,T (z, y)dz

=

∫
N3v(Nz)〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

(
Λp,T (x, x + z)Γp,T (x + z, y)

)
dz.

For fixed z, the following holds, uniformly in z

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

(
Λp,T (t, x, x+ z)Γp,T (t, x+ z, y)

)
‖
L

4
3 ([0,T ])L

3
2 (dx)L2(dy)

≤ C‖〈∇x〉
1
2Λp,T (t, x, x + z)‖L2(dt)L2(dx)‖〈∇y〉

1
2Γp,T (t, x, y)‖L4(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy)

+ C‖Λp,T (t, x, x + z)‖L2(dt)L3(dx)‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Γp,T (t, x, y)‖L4(dt)L3(dx)L2(dy)

≤ C‖〈∇x〉
1
2Λp,T (t, x, x + z)‖L2(dt)L2(dx)‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Γp,T (t, x, y)‖L4(dt)L3(dx)L2(dy).

Thus, by Minkowski integral inequality it suffices to show that
∫

|N3v(Nz)|‖〈∇x〉
1
2Λp,T (t, x, x+ z)‖L2(dt)L2(dx)dz ≤ Cε‖Λp,T ‖N1(Λ),(5.22)

which is equivalent to

(5.23)

∫
|N3v(N(x− y))|

∥∥〈∇x+y〉
1
2Λp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

d(x− y)

≤ Cε‖Λp,T‖N1(Λ).

To see this, note that if for Λp,T , we have |ξ − η| < 20N , |ξ| < 20N or |η| < 20N , then
the left side of (5.23) is easily controlled by

(5.24)

∫
|N3v(N(x− y))|

∥∥〈∇x+y〉
1
2Λp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

d(x− y)

≤ Cε‖Λp,T‖low collapsing .

Thus if we denote P>N = P|ξ−η|≥20NP|ξ|≥20NP|η|≥20N , we are further reduced to showing
that

(5.25)

∫
|N3v(N(x− y))|

∥∥〈∇x+y〉
1
2P>NΛp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

d(x − y)

≤ Cε‖Λp,T‖N1(Λ).

As in the proof of main theorem for the linear equation, we shall divide our discussion
into two cases.

Case 1: |ξ + η| < N
10 .
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In this case, by Hölder’s inequality,
∫

|N3v(N(x − y))|
∥∥〈∇x+y〉

1
2P>NΛp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

d(x− y)

≤ CεN
1
2

∥∥〈∇x+y〉
1
2P>NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L6(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

≤ CεN
1
2

∥∥〈∇x+y〉
1
2P>NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ Cε
∥∥〈∇x+y〉

1
2 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|≥10NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ Cε‖ΛT
p ‖N1(Λ),

where in the third inequality we used Bernstein’s inequality along with the fact that
|ξ − η| ≥ 20N .

Case 2: |ξ + η| ≥ N
10 .

In this case, by Hölder’s inequality,
∫

|N3v(N(x − y))|
∥∥〈∇x+y〉

1
2P>NΛp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

d(x− y)

≤ CεN
1
2

∥∥〈∇x+y〉
1
2P>NP|ξ+η|≥ N

10
Λp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L6(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

≤ CεN
1
2

∥∥〈∇x〉
1
2P>NP|ξ+η|≥ N

10
Λp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ CεN
1
2

∥∥〈∇y〉
1
2P>NP|ξ+η|≥ N

10
Λp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ Cε
∥∥〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|≥10NP|ξ+η|≥ N

10
Λp,T (t, x, y)

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ Cε‖Λp,T ‖N1(Λ)

where in the third inequality we used Bernstein’s inequality in rotated coordinates along
with the fact that |ξ| ≥ 20N and |η| ≥ 20N .

�

We continue with estimates for ‖Λc,T‖N2(Λ). This is an easy version of the previous
theorem. Using Lemma 3.7-Lemma 3.9 and Strichartz estimates (Theorem 3.1), and then
applying Lemma 5.3-5.5 in this section to handle the nonlinear terms, we get

Theorem 5.6. Let [0, T ] be as above, there exist a universal constant C such that

(5.26)
‖Λc,T‖N2(Λ) ≤ C‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λc(0, ·)‖L2 + Cε‖Λc,T‖N2(Λ)

+ Cε‖Λp,T‖N1(Λ)‖Γc,T‖Sx,y .

Using Strichartz estimates for S± and Lemma 5.3-5.5, we get

Theorem 5.7. Let [0, T ] be as above, there exist a universal constant C such that

(5.27)
‖Γc,T‖Sx,y ≤ C‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Γc(0, ·)‖L2 + Cε‖Γc,T‖Sx,y

+ Cε‖Λp,T ‖N1(Λ)‖Λc,T‖N2(Λ)

(5.28)
‖Γp,T ‖Sx,y ≤ C‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Γp(0, ·)‖L2 + Cε‖Γp,T ‖Sx,y

+ Cε‖Λp,T‖N1(Λ) + Cε‖Λp,T ‖N1(Λ)‖Λp,T ‖N1(Λ).
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For later use, let us denote

(5.29)
X(T ) =‖Λc,T‖N2(Λ) + ‖Γc,T‖Sx,y

Y (T ) =‖Λp,T‖N1(Λ) + ‖Γp,T ‖Sx,y .

We want to show that X(T ), Y (T ) depends continuously on T . To see this, for any fixed
T ≥ 0, we have

∣∣∣‖Λc,T‖N2(Λ) − ‖Λc,T+δ‖N2(Λ)

∣∣∣ . ‖Λc,T+δ − Λc,T ‖N2(Λ).

And note that Λc,T+δ − Λc,T satisfy

S(Λc,T+δ − Λc,T ) = χ[T,T+δ]

(
− {VN ∗ ρ,Λc} −

(
(VN Γ̄p) ◦ Λc + (VNΛp) ◦ Γc

)
symm

)
,

with 0 initial condition. It is not hard to see that, by crude energy estimates

(5.30) ‖Λc,T+δ − Λc,T‖N2(Λ) ≤ δ C(T,N)

for some constant C(T,N) that depend on T,N , which implies the continuity of ‖Λc,T‖N2(Λ).
The continuity of other norms in X(T ) and Y (T ) can be proved similarly.

We can now state and prove the main theorem of this section

Theorem 5.8. Assume Λ, Γ and φ are smooth solutions to the HFB system, with finite
energy per particle, uniformly in N (see (1.17)), which implies (1.21)-(1.24), we have

(5.31)
‖Λc‖N2(Λ) + ‖Γc‖Sx,y ≤ C

‖Λp‖N1(Λ) + ‖Γp‖Sx,y ≤ C.

Proof. By Theorem 5.2, 5.6, 5.7, and the size of initial conditions (1.21)-(1.24), we have

(5.32)
X(T ) ≤CC0 + CεX(T )Y (T )

Y (T ) ≤CC0 + CεY (T )2 + CεX(T ).

At this stage, we will need to assume ε is small, where the smallness may depend on
C0. Without loss of generality, let’s assume CC0 = 1 and Cε ≤ 1

10 , then we have the
following simplified version of (5.32)

(5.33)
X(T ) ≤1 +

1

10
X(T )Y (T )

Y (T ) ≤1 +
1

10
Y (T )2 +

1

10
X(T ).

If Y (T ) ≤ 4, by the first line, we have X(T ) ≤ 2, and if we plug this into the second line,
we get Y (T ) ≤ 3. By continuity, since Y (0) ≤ 1, we always have Y (T ) ≤ 3, and thus
X(T ) ≤ 2, for all T ≥ 0, which concludes our proof. �

6. Estimates for sh(2k), p2 = sh(k) ◦ sh(k) and sh(k).

The equations for sh(2k) = NΛp and p2 = NΓp are

S sh(2k) + {VN ∗ ρ, sh(2k)}+
(
(VN Γ̄) ◦ sh(2k) + (VNΛ) ◦ p2

)
symm

= −VN
2

Λ

S± p2 + [VN ∗ ρ, p2] +
(
(VNΓ) ◦ p2 + (VN Λ̄) ◦ sh(2k)

)
skew

= 0.

To handle the inhomogeneous term −VN

2 Λ, we shall need the following lemma.
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Lemma 6.1. Let Su = −VN

2 Λp with u(0, ·) = 0, we have

‖u‖Sx,y . ‖Λp‖N1

where ‖ · ‖N1
is defined as in (5.5).

Note that the above result also hold if one replace Λp by Λc and replace ‖Λp‖N1
by

‖Λc‖N2
, which is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.2 and Hölder’s inequality.

Proof. First note that if for Λ, we have |ξ − η| < 20N , |ξ| < 20N or |η| < 20N , then by
Theorem 3.2 and Hölder’s inequality, we have

‖u‖Sx,y ≤ Cε‖Λp‖low collapsing .

Thus if we denote P>N = P|ξ−η|≥20NP|ξ|≥20NP|η|≥20N , if suffices to prove Lemma 6.1
with Λ replaced by P>NΛ. As in the proof of main theorem for the linear equation, we
shall divide our discussion into two cases.

Case 1: |ξ + η| < N
10 .

In this case, by Theorem 3.2 and Hölder’s inequality, we have

(6.1)

‖u‖Sx,y

≤ C
∥∥VN 〈∇x+y〉

1
2P>NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp

∥∥
L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ C
∥∥VN |∂t|

1
4P>NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp

∥∥
L1(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

≤ CεN
1
2

∥∥〈∇x+y〉
1
2P>NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp

∥∥
L6(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

+ CεN
1
2

∥∥|∂t|
1
4P>NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp

∥∥
L6(d(x−y))L2(dt)L2(d(x+y))

≤ CεN
1
2

∥∥〈∇x+y〉
1
2P>NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ CεN
1
2

∥∥|∂t|
1
4P>NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ Cε
∥∥|∂t|

1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|≥10NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ Cε
∥∥〈∇x+y〉

1
2 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|≥10NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ Cε‖Λp‖N1(Λ)

where in the fourth inequality we used Bernstein’s inequality along with the fact that
|ξ − η| ≥ 20N .

Case 2: |ξ + η| ≥ N
10 .

In this case, by Strichartz (Theorem 3.1) and Hölder’s inequality,

(6.2)

‖u‖Sx,y

≤ C
∥∥VNP>NP|ξ+η|> N

10
Λp

∥∥
L2(dt)L

6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ CεN
∥∥P>NP|ξ+η|≥ N

10
Λp

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ Cε
∥∥〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥10NP|η|≥10NP|ξ+η|< N

10
Λp

∥∥
L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

≤ Cε‖Λp‖N1(Λ)

where in the third inequality we used Bernstein’s inequality in rotated coordinates along
with the fact that |ξ| ≥ 20N and |η| ≥ 20N . �
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Now we shall estimate the other nonlinear terms in dual Strichartz norms

(6.3)

‖
(
VN ∗ ρ(t, x)

)
sh(2k)(t, x, y)‖

L
8
5 (dt)L

4
3 (dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖
(
(VN Γ̄) ◦ sh(2k)‖

L
8
5 (dt)L

4
3 (dx)L2(dy)

≤ Cε sup
z

‖Γ(t, x+ z, x)‖
L8(dt)L

12
7 (dx)

‖sh(2k)‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy)

≤ Cε‖sh(2k)‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy),

where we used Sobolev and Lemma 5.1 in the last inequality. The above estimate still
hold if we replace Γ̄ by Λ̄c. Similarly

(6.4)

‖
(
VN ∗ ρ(t, x)

)
p2(t, x, y)‖

L
8
5 (dt)L

4
3 (dx)L2(dy)

+ ‖
(
(VNΓ) ◦ p2‖

L
8
5 (dt)L

4
3 (dx)L2(dy)

≤ Cε‖p2‖L2(dt)L6(dx)L2(dy).

And the above estimate still hold if we replace Γ by Λc. Also, since for fixed z, the
following holds, uniformly in z

(6.5)

‖Λ(t, x, x+ z)p2(t, x+ z, y)‖
L

4
3 (dt)L

3
2 (dx)L2(dy)

≤ ‖Λ(t, x, x+ z)‖L2(dt)L3(dx)‖p2(t, x, y)‖L4(dt)L3(dx)L2(dy)

≤ C‖〈∇x〉
1
2Λ(t, x, x+ z)‖L2(dt)L2(dx)‖p2(t, x, y)‖L4(dt)L3(dx)L2(dy).

If we repeat the argument in the proof of Lemma 5.5 and using (5.23), we have

‖
(
VNΛp

)
◦ p2‖

L
8
5 (dt)L

4
3 (dx)L2(dy)

≤ C

∫
|N3v(Nz)|‖〈∇x〉

1
2Λp(t, x, x + z)‖L2(dt)L2(dx)‖p2‖L4(dt)L3(dx)L2(dy)dz

≤ Cε‖Λ‖N1(Λ)‖p2‖L4(dt)L3(dx)L2(dy).

Similarly, we also have

‖
(
VN Λ̄p

)
◦ sh(2k)‖

L
8
5 (dt)L

4
3 (dx)L2(dy)

≤ C

∫
|N3v(Nz)|‖〈∇x〉

1
2Λp(t, x, x + z)‖L2(dt)L2(dx)‖sh(2k)‖L4(dt)L3(dx)L2(dy)dz

≤ Cε‖Λ‖N1(Λ)‖sh(2k)‖L4(dt)L3(dx)L2(dy).

If we choose ε small enough such that εC ≤ 1
10 , combing the above estimates, and using

the fact that ‖Λp‖N1(Λ) + ‖Λc‖N2(Λ) . 1 from the main theorem of the last section, we
get, by Strichartz

(6.6)
‖sh(2k)‖Sx,y + ‖p2‖Sx,y

≤ C
(
‖sh(2k)(0, ·)‖L2 + ‖p2(0, ·)‖L2

)
+ C.

7. Estimates for the condensate φ.
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The non-linear equation for φ can be regarded as a linear equation on a background
given by Γ and Λ, for which we already have estimates:

(7.1)

{1
i
∂t −∆x1

}
φ(x1)

= −
∫
dy{VN(x1 − y)Γ(y, y)}φ(x1)

−
∫
dy{VN (x1 − y)Γp(y, x1)}φ(y)

+

∫
dy{VN (x1 − y)Λp(x1, y)}φ̄(y).

Define the standard Strichartz spaces

‖φ‖S = sup
(p,q) admissible

‖φ‖Lp(dt)Lq(dx).

Proof. We shall estimate the right hand side of the equation for φ in dual Strichartz
norms, if we repeat the proof of Lemma 5.3-5.5, it is not hard to show

(7.2)

‖〈∇〉 1
2

∫
dy{VN(x1 − y)Γ(y, y)}φ(x1)‖

L
8
5 (dt)L

4
3 (dx)

≤ Cε‖〈∇〉 1
2φ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)

‖〈∇〉 1
2

∫
dy{VN (x1 − y)Γp(y, x1)}φ(y)‖

L
8
5 (dt)L

4
3 (dx)

≤ Cε‖〈∇〉 1
2φ‖L2(dt)L6(dx)

‖〈∇〉 1
2

∫
dy{VN (x1 − y)Λp(x1, y)}φ̄(y)‖

L
4
3 (dt)L

3
2 (dx)

≤ Cε‖〈∇〉 1
2φ‖L4(dt)L3(dx).

Thus,

‖〈∇〉 1
2φ‖S ≤ C‖〈∇〉 1

2φ(0, ·)‖L2 + 3Cε‖〈∇〉 1
2φ‖S .

This gives us desired result by taking εC ≤ 1
10 . �

8. Remarks on the collapsing norm of Λ.

In this section, we shall see how we can use Theorem 2.1 to prove the following

Theorem 8.1. Let Λ satisfy

(8.1) SΛ(t, x, y) +N2v
(
N(x− y)

)
Λ(t, x, y) = G(t, x, y), Λ(0, ·) = Λ0

where we assume v satisfy (2.12), we have

(8.2)
‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2Λ‖collapsing + ‖|∂t|

1
4Λ‖collapsing

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
+ ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 .

Recall that we already have desired estimates if we replace ‖·‖collapsing by ‖·‖low collapsing ,
by using the results in Theorem 2.1.

Proof. We shall first treat the homogeneous equation, let

(8.3)
SΛ(t, x, y) +N2v

(
N(x− y)

)
Λ(t, x, y) = 0

Λ(0, ·) = Λ0.

Let H = −∆x − ∆y + N2v(N(x − y)), H0 = −∆x − ∆y. If we let W denote the wave
operator in Yajima’s paper [24], acting in x − y direction, we have eitH = WeitH0W ∗,
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where ∗ denotes the dual operator. We also have, for the potential v satisfying (2.12), W
is a bounded operator from Lp → Lp for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, with bound independent of N
(see [11] Proposition 5.1). Moreover, by calculating the integral kernel of W explicitly,
the Lp → Lp boundness of W extends to the space of L2 valued function, ). Thus,

sup
x−y

‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2 e−itHΛ0‖L2(dtd(x+y)) + sup

x−y
‖|| ∂
∂t

|1/4e−itHΛ0‖L2(dtd(x+y))

= sup
x−y

‖W 〈∇x+y〉
1
2 eitH0W ∗Λ0‖L2(dtd(x+y)) + sup

x−y
‖W | ∂

∂t
|1/4eitH0W ∗Λ0‖L2(dtd(x+y))

. sup
x−y

‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2 eitH0W ∗Λ0‖L2(dtd(x+y)) + sup

x−y
‖| ∂
∂t

|1/4eitH0W ∗Λ0‖L2(dtd(x+y))

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2W ∗Λ0‖L2(dxdy),

where we used Lemma 3.8-3.9 in the last inequality.

RecallW ∗ = limt→∞ eitH0e−itH , where the limit exists in the strong operator topology,
see e.g., Proposition 5.1 in [11] and also [13] for a proof of the existence of strong limit
when v satisfy (2.12). Thus, for each fixed g ∈ C∞

0 (R6) with ‖g‖2 = 1

(8.4)

〈〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2W ∗Λ0, g〉

= 〈W ∗Λ0, 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 g〉

= lim
t→∞

〈eitH0e−itHΛ0, 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 g〉

= lim
t→∞

〈e−itHΛ0, 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 e−itH0g〉

= lim
t→∞

〈〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 e−itHΛ0, e

−itH0g〉

≤ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 e−itHΛ0‖L∞(dt)L2(dxdy)

≤ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 e−itHΛ0‖Sx,y

≤ ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2

where the second equality is a consequence of the existence of strong limit, and in the
last inequality we used the special case of Theorem 2.1 with G = H = 0. By taking
supremum among all choices of g, we have

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2W ∗Λ0‖L2(dxdy) . ‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2Λ0‖L2 .

Now we shall consider the inhomogeneous equation, let

(8.5) SΛ(t, x, y) +N2v
(
N(x− y)

)
Λ(t, x, y) = G(t, x, y), Λ(0, ·) = 0.

If we let H be defined as above, we have by Duhamel’s formula

Λ =

∫ t

0

e−i(t−s)HG(s, ·)ds.

We shall first show that

sup
x−y

‖〈∇x+y〉
1
2

∫ t

0

e−i(t−s)HG(s, ·)ds‖L2(dtd(x+y))

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
.(8.6)
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To prove (8.6), it suffices to show that, for any fixed x− y and fixed T > 0,

‖χ[0,T ](t)〈∇x+y〉
1
2

∫ t

0

e−i(t−s)HG(s, ·)ds‖L2(dtd(x+y))

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r

which, by the Christ–Kiselev lemma, is a consequence of

(8.7)
‖〈∇x+y〉

1
2

∫ T

0

e−i(t−s)HG(s, ·)ds‖L2(dtd(x+y))

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
.

If we apply the homogeneous estimates proved above, the left side of (8.7) is bounded by

(8.8)

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

∫ T

0

eisHG(s, ·)ds‖L2(dxdy)

= ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 eiTH

∫ T

0

e−i(T−s)HG(s, ·)ds‖L2(dxdy)

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

∫ T

0

e−i(T−s)HG(s, ·)ds‖L2(dxdy)

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2G‖S′

r
,

where in the third line we used the special case of Theorem 2.1 with G = H = 0
(estimates for the homogeneous equation), and in the last line we used the special case
of Theorem 2.1 with Λ0 = H = 0(inhomogeneous equation with zero initial data).

To prove inhomogeneous estimate for |∂t| 14 derivative, as before we can not use the
Christ–Kiselev lemma, we shall follow the ideas in the prove of Lemma 3.9. Write Λ =
Λ1 + Λ2, where

SΛ1 = G(t, x, y), with initial conditions 0

SΛ2 = −N2v
(
N(x− y)

)
Λ(t, x, y), with initial conditions 0.

For both Λ1 and Λ2, it suffices to consider the region where

(8.9) τ
1
2 ≥ 10(1 + |ξ + η|), |ξ| ≥ 20N, |η| ≥ 20N and |ξ − η| ≥ 20N,

since otherwise we have ‖|∂t| 14Λ‖collapsing . ‖〈∇x+y〉 1
2Λ‖collapsing, or we already know

how to control collapsing norm when |ξ| < 20N , |η| < 20N , or |ξ − η| < 20N .

The estimate for Λ1 just follows from Lemma 3.9 directly, and for Λ2, we claim that
it suffices to show

Proposition 8.2. Let Su = f with u(0, ·) = 0, then if the Fourier support τ, ξ, η of u
satisfy (8.9), we have

(8.10)
‖|∂t|

1
4 u‖collapsing . min

{
‖〈∇x〉

1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 f‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,

‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 f‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+N− 1
2 ‖|∂t|

1
4 f‖L2(dtdxdy)

}
.

Remark 8.3. Note that the τ support of u may be different from f , so τ support of f
may not satisfy (8.9) , but the ξ, η support of f does satisfy (8.9).
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We shall first see how we can apply the Proposition to get desired results.

Case 1: |ξ + η| ≥ N
10 .

In this case,

SP|ξ|≥20NP|η|≥20NΛ2 ∼ −N2v
(
N(x− y)

)
P|ξ|≥19NP|η|≥19NΛ(t, x, y).

Thus, by Proposition 8.2

‖|∂t|
1
4Λ2‖collapsing

.‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2N2v

(
N(x− y)

)
P|ξ|≥19NP|η|≥19NΛ(t, x, y)‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|ξ|≥19NP|η|≥19NΛ(t, x, y)‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)),

where in the last inequality we used the fact that when |ξ| ≥ 19N , |η| ≥ 19N , 〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2

essentially only fall on Λ, as well as Hölder’s inequality. Recall that when |ξ + η| > N
10 ,

the last line appears as part of the norm for Λ in the proof of Theorem 2.1 (see (4.15)),

thus it is bounded by ‖〈∇x〉 1
2 〈∇y〉 1

2G‖S′

r
for Λ satisfying (8.5).

Case 2: |ξ + η| < N
10 .

In this case,

SP|ξ+η|< N
10
P|ξ−η|≥20NΛ2 ∼ −N2v

(
N(x− y)

)
P|ξ+η|< N

10
P|ξ−η|≥19NΛ(t, x, y).

Thus, by Proposition 8.2

‖|∂t|
1
4Λ2‖collapsing

.‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2N2v

(
N(x− y)

)
P|ξ+η|< N

10
P|ξ−η|≥19NΛ(t, x, y)‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+ ‖|∂t|
1
4N

3
2 v
(
N(x− y)

)
P|ξ+η|< N

10
P|ξ−η|≥19NΛ(t, x, y)‖L2(dtdxdy)

.‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ+η|< N

10
P|ξ−η|≥19NΛ(t, x, y)‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

+N
1
2 ‖|∂t|

1
4P|ξ+η|< N

10
P|ξ−η|≥19NΛ(t, x, y)‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ+η|< N

10
P|ξ−η|≥19NΛ(t, x, y)‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

where in the second inequality we used the fact that when |ξ − η| ≥ 19N , 〈∇x−y〉
1
2

essentially only fall on Λ, as well as Hölder’s inequality. And in the last inequality we
used Bernstein’s inequality and the fact that |ξ − η| ≥ 20N .

Recall that when |ξ + η| < N
10 , the last line appears as part of the norm for Λ in

the proof of Theorem 2.1 (see (4.40) ), thus it is bounded by ‖〈∇x〉 1
2 〈∇y〉 1

2G‖S′

r
for Λ

satisfying (8.5).

Thus it remains to prove Proposition 8.2, to see this, we shall follow the ideas in the
proof of Lemma 3.9.

Proof of Proposition 8.2:

Case 1: If |τ | 12 > 2(|ξ|+ |η|).
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Write u = u1 + u2, where

(8.11)
F u1 =

Ff
τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2 , this no longer has initial conditions 0

Su2 = 0, a correction so that u1 + u2 has initial condition 0.

In this case, it suffices to control u1 since u2 is only supported where |τ | = |ξ|2 + |η|2.
The goodness about u1 is that it has the same Fourier support with f . The strategy is
based on

‖|∂t|
1
4u1‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt) = ‖τ 1

4
Ff

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2 ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(dτd(ξ+η))

. ‖
∫

|τ | 14
∣∣∣

F
(
f
)

τ + |ξ|2 + |η|2
∣∣∣d(ξ − η)‖L2(dτd(ξ+η)).(8.12)

By Cauchy-Schwarz, we have

(8.13)
RHS(8.12) . ‖ |τ |

1
4

|τ |

∫

|ξ−η|<|τ | 12
|Ff |d(ξ − η)‖L2(dτd(ξ+η))

. A
∥∥|∇y |

1
2 |∇x|−

1
2 f
∥∥
L2(dtd(x−y)d(x+y))

where

(8.14) A = sup
τ,ξ+η

|τ | 14
|τ |

(∫

|ξ−η|<|τ |12

|ξ|
|η|d(ξ − η)

) 1
2

.

Changing variables, this is something like

A = sup
τ,|u|<|τ |12

|τ | 14
|τ |

(∫

|v|<|τ | 12

|u+ v|
|u− v|dv

) 1
2

.

After a change of variables this is reduced to τ = 1, and A is bounded. By Sobolev’s
estimate at an angle, we have

∥∥|∇y|
1
2 |∇x|−

1
2 f
∥∥
L2(dtd(x−y)d(x+y))

. ‖|∇x|
1
2 |∇y|

1
2 f‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.

Similarly, by Cauchy-Schwarz, we have

(8.15)
RHS(8.12) . ‖ |τ |

1
4

|τ |

∫

|ξ−η|<|τ | 12
|Ff |d(ξ − η)‖L2(dτd(ξ+η))

. A
∥∥|∂t|

1
4 |∇x−y|−

1
2 f
∥∥
L2(dt)d(x−y)d(x+y)

where

(8.16) A = sup
τ,ξ+η

1

|τ |

(∫

|ξ−η|<|τ |12
|ξ − η| d(ξ − η)

) 1
2

,

which is bounded. By Sobolev’s inequality, we have
∥∥|∂t|

1
4 |∇x−y|−

1
2 f
∥∥
L2(dt)d(x−y)d(x+y)

. ‖|∂t|
1
4 |∇x−y|

1
2 f‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

.
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Case 2: |ξ|+ |η| > 2|τ | 12
In this case, since we are assuming that |τ | 12 > 10(1+ |ξ+η|). we have |ξ−η| > |ξ+η|,

and also |ξ − η| > |τ | 12 . As before, it suffices to bound the right hand side of (8.12). By
Cauchy-Schwarz

(8.17)

RHS(8.12) . ‖
∫

2|ξ−η|>|ξ+η|+|τ |12
| |τ |

1
4 |Ff |

|ξ − η|2 d(ξ − η)‖L2(dτd(ξ+η))

. A
∥∥|∇y|

1
2 |∇x|−

1
2 f
∥∥
L2(dtd(x−y)d(x+y))

. A‖|∇x|
1
2 |∇y|

1
2 f‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

where we used Sobolev’s estimate at an angle in the last inequality. In this case,

(8.18) A2 = sup
ξ+η,τ

∫

2|ξ−η|>|ξ+η|+|τ |12

|τ | 12
|ξ − η|4

|ξ|
|η|d(ξ − η).

Again we scale to |τ | 12 + |ξ + η| = 1 and have to estimate
∫

|v|>1

1

|v|4
|u+ v|
|u− v|dv.

This is bounded uniformly in |u| < 1.

Similarly, since we are assuming |ξ − η| ≥ 20N , by Cauchy-Schwarz

RHS(8.12) . ‖
∫

|ξ−η|≥20N

|τ | 14 |Ff |
|ξ − η|2 d(ξ − η)‖L2(dτd(ξ+η))

. N− 1
2

∥∥|∂t|
1
4 f
∥∥
L2(dtd(x−y)d(x+y))

.

Case 4 : 12 (|ξ| + |η|) < |τ | 12 < 2(|ξ| + |η|), In this case, since we are assuming that

|τ | 12 > 10(1 + |ξ + η|), this implies |τ | 12 ∼ |ξ| ∼ |η| ∼ |ξ − η|.
We shall use the decomposition u =

∑∞
k=0 P|τ |∼2ku, and the square function estimate

(8.19)

‖|∂t|
1
4 u‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt)

∼ ‖
( ∞∑

k=0

|P|τ |∼2k |∂t|
1
4u|2

) 1
2 ‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt)

.
( ∞∑

k=0

22k‖P|τ |∼2ku‖2L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt)

) 1
2

.

For each fixed dyadic piece P|τ |∼2ku, in the current case, we have

P|τ |∼2ku = P|τ |∼2kP|ξ|∼2k/2P|η|∼2k/2u,

which implies

‖
∣∣P|τ |∼2ku‖collapsing . ‖〈∇x〉

1
2P|ξ|∼2k/2P|η|∼2k/2u‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. 2−k/2‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|η|∼2k/2u‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))
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where we used Bernstein’s inequality in rotated coordinates twice, see e.g., Lemma 3.1
in [7]. Thus,

(8.20)

‖|∂t|
1
4u‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt)

.
( ∞∑

k=0

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|η|∼2k/2u‖2L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

.

( ∞∑

k=0

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2P|η|∼2k/2f‖2

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

. ‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈∇y〉

1
2 f‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

where we used Strichartz (Theorem 3.1) in the second line, and square function estimates
in y the the last line.

Similarly, for each fixed dyadic piece P|τ |∼2k |∂t|
1
4 u, in this case since |ξ − η| ∼ 2

k
2 , by

Bernstein’s inequality, we have

(8.21)

‖
∣∣P|τ |∼2k |∂t|

1
4u‖collapsing

. ‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|∼2

k
2
u‖L2(dt)L6(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

. ‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|∼2

k
2
f‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

,

where in the last inequality we used Theorem 3.5. Thus,

(8.22)

‖|∂t|
1
4 u‖L∞(d(x−y))L2(d(x+y)dt)

.

( ∞∑

k=0

‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2P|ξ−η|∼2

k
2
f‖2

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

) 1
2

. ‖|∂t|
1
4 〈∇x−y〉

1
2 f‖

L2(dt)L
6
5 (d(x−y))L2(d(x+y))

where we used square function estimates in x− y the the last line. �
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[18] J.-L. Journé, A. Soffer, and C. D. Sogge. Decay estimates for Schrödinger operators. Communications

on Pure and Applied mathematics, 44(5):573–604, 1991.
[19] M. Lewin, P. T. Nam, and B. Schlein. Fluctuations around Hartree states in the mean-field regime.

American Journal of Mathematics, 137(6):1613–1650, 2015.
[20] E. H. Lieb, R. Seiringer, J. P. Solovej, and J. Yngvason. The mathematics of the Bose gas and its

condensation, volume 34. Springer Science & Business Media, 2005.
[21] P. Pickl. Derivation of the time dependent Gross–Pitaevskii equation with external fields. Reviews

in Mathematical Physics, 27(01):1550003, 2015.
[22] I. Rodnianski and W. Schlag. Time decay for solutions of Schrödinger equations with rough and

time dependent potentials. Inventiones mathematicae, 155(3):451–513, 2004.
[23] I. Rodnianski and B. Schlein. Quantum fluctuations and rate of convergence towards mean field

dynamics. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 291(1):31–61, 2009.

[24] K. Yajima. The Wk,p-continuity of wave operators for Schrödinger operators. Journal of the Math-

ematical Society of Japan, 47(3):551–581, 1995.
[25] J. Zhang and J. Zheng. Scattering theory for nonlinear Schrödinger equations with inverse-square

potential. Journal of Functional Analysis, 267(8):2907–2932, 2014.

(X.H.) Department of Mathematics, University of Maryland, College Park. MD 20742

Email address: xhuang49@umd.edu


	1. Introduction
	2. List of notations and statement of the main linear estimates.
	3. Preliminary estimates for solutions to the linear Schrödinger equation
	4. Proof of Theorem 2.1
	5. Estimates for the nonlinear equation
	6. Estimates for sh (2k), p2=sh (k)sh (k) and sh (k)
	7. Estimates for the condensate 
	8. Remarks on the collapsing norm of .
	References

