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Abstract. We establish new Strichartz estimates for orthonormal systems on compact
Riemannian manifolds in the case of wave, Klein-Gordon and fractional Schrödinger equa-
tions. Our results generalize the classical (single-function) Strichartz estimates on com-
pact manifolds by Kapitanski [18], Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5], Dinh [11], and extend the
Euclidean orthonormal version by Frank-Lewin-Lieb-Seiringer [12], Frank-Sabin [13], Bez-
Lee-Nakamura [2]. On the flat torus, our new results cover prior work of Nakamura [26]
for the Schrödinger equation, which exploits the dispersive estimate of Kenig-Ponce-Vega
[20]. We achieve sharp results on compact manifolds by combining the frequency localized
dispersive estimates for small time intervals with the duality principle due to Frank-Sabin.
We observe a new phenomenon that the results in the supercritical regime are sensitive to
the geometry of the manifold. Moreover, we establish sharp Strichartz estimates on the
flat torus for the fractional Schrödinger equations by proving a new decoupling inequality
for certain non-smooth hypersurfaces. As applications, we obtain the well-posedness of
infinite systems of dispersive equations with Hartree-type nonlinearity.

1. Introduction

Let d ě 1. Let pM, gq be a d-dimensional smooth compact Riemannian manifold without
boundary. Let ∆g be the Laplacian-Beltrami operator on M . Let ∆ “ ´∆g. Let eitP f
denote the solution to the initial value problem

"

iBtu` Pu “ 0, px, tq P M ˆ R,
up¨, 0q “ u0 .

A wide class of dispersive equations have this form, such as the Schrödinger equation P “ ∆,
the fractional Schrödinger equation P “ ∆α{2 (α ‰ 0, 1), the wave equation P “

?
∆, and

the Klein-Gordon equation P “
?
1 ` ∆.

In quantum mechanics, a system ofN independent fermions is described by a collection of
N orthonormal functions f1, ..., fN in L2. So functional inequalities that incorporate a sig-
nificant number of orthonormal functions are highly valuable for the mathematical analysis
of large-scale quantum systems. The inequalities have applications to the Hartree equation
modeling infinitely many fermions in a quantum system, see Chen–Hong–Pavlovic [7, 8],
Frank–Sabin [13], Lewin–Sabin [22, 21] and Sabin [28]. The idea in this line of investigation
is to generalize the classical inequalities for a single-function input to an orthonormal sys-
tem. In the pioneering work of Lieb-Thirring [25], they first established such an extension
of the Gagliardo–Nirenberg–Sobolev inequality. In the recent work of Frank-Lewin-Lieb-
Seiringer [12] for the Schrödinger propagator eit∆, they proved a generalization of the well
known Strichartz estimates for systems of orthonormal functions in L2pRdq. Later, Frank-
Sabin [13], Bez-Hong-Lee-Nakamura-Sawano [1], Bez-Lee-Nakamura [2] investigated a wide
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class of dispersive equations and established the Strichartz estimates for systems of or-
thonormal functions on the Euclidean space. To our best knowledge, there are only a few
results concerning such generalizations on compact Riemannian manfiolds. Frank-Sabin
[14] established the spectral cluster bounds for orthonormal systems on compact manifolds,
and recently Ren-Zhang [27] obtained some improvements on non-positively curved man-
ifolds. Nakamura [26] studied the Strichartz estimates on the flat torus with orthonormal
system input and obtained sharp estimates in certain sense. In this paper, we provide
substantial progress in this direction, extending the orthonormal Strichartz estimates to
general compact Riemannian manifolds.

The classical (single-function) Strichartz estimates in the Euclidean space date back to
the seminal paper of Strichartz [34]. See also Ginibre-Velo [15], Keel-Tao [19] and references
therein. In the case of compact manifolds, Kapitanski [18], Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5],
Dinh [11] obtained Strichartz estimates for the wave, the Schrödinger and the fractional
Schrödinger equations respectively. See also Cacciafesta-Danesi-Meng [6] for the Dirac
equations. In the case of the torus, see e.g. the celebrated work of Bourgain-Demeter [4].
In this paper, we shall investigate their generalizations to orthonormal systems.

In the following, let I Ă R be a bounded interval of length |I| ą 0. We fix pekqk to be

an orthonormal eigenbasis in L2pMq associated with the eigenvalues pλkqk of
?
∆. Here

0 “ λ0 ă λ1 ď λ2 ď ... are arranged in increasing order and we account for multiplicity. We
define the Fourier coefficient f̂pkq “ xf, eky for f P L2pMq. We call pfjqj an orthonormal
system in a Hilbert space H if the functions fj are orthonormal in H. We investigate the
Strichartz estimates of the form

(1)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
itP fj |

2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

À Nσ}ν}ℓβ

for all orthonormal systems pfjqj in L
2pMq with supp f̂j Ă tk : λk ď Nu, and all sequences

ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ. The estimates are independent of the choice of the eigenbasis pekqk. The
main goal in the line of investigation is to determine the optimal range of β for a fixed
exponent σ. A natural choice of σ is just the one in the classical (single-function) case.
In this case, (1) trivially holds with β “ 1 by Minkowski inequality, while the question
is to determine the largest β by exploiting the orthogonality between the functions. On
the other hand, it is also interesting to determine the optimal range of β for any fixed σ.
Moreover, we shall observe that the the optimal range of β will be sensitive to the geometry
of the manifold for pp, qq in certain regime. We shall establish sharp estimates in the form
of (1) by combining the frequency localized dispersive estimates for small time intervals
with the duality principle due to Frank-Sabin. In comparison, Nakamura [26] and Bez-Lee-
Nakamura [2] exploit stronger frequency global dispersive estimates in the flat case, as in
the prior work of Kenig-Ponce-Vega [20].

By the vector-valued version of the Littlewood-Paley inequality (e.g. [29, Lemma 1]), it
is straightforward to upgrade the frequency localized estimate (1) to the frequency global
one: for all s ą σ{2

(2)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
itP fj |

2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

À }ν}ℓβ

holds for all orthonormal systems pfjqj in HspMq and all sequences ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ. Unlike
the single-function case, it seems difficult to take s “ σ{2 in the case of orthonormal data
by Littlewood-Paley theory. Similar difficulties also appear in the Euclidean case. Indeed,
Bez-Hong-Lee-Nakamura-Sawano [1] observed a crucial fact that on a certain critical line
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the desired estimates without the frequency localization are not true, see [1, Prop. 5.2].
Bez-Lee-Nakamura [2] achieved frequency global estimates by establishing delicate weighted
oscillatory integral estimates and the global dispersive estimates in Rd, see [2, Prop. 6].
Nevertheless, it seems difficult to proceed in this way on compact manifolds.

Notations. Throughout this paper, X À Y means X ď CY for some positive constants
C. If the constant depends on ε ą 0, we denote X Àε Y . If X À Y and Y À X, we denote
X « Y .

1.1. Some observations. Let d ě 1, α P p0,8qzt1u, N ě 10. Let P “ ∆α{2 or
?
m2 ` ∆

with m ě 0. We begin with several crucial observations. These will be used to show the
optimality of our main theorems.
Observation 1. For all p, q ě 2, we have the universal bound

(3)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
itP fj |

2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

À Nd}ν}ℓ8

for all orthonormal systems pfjqj in L2pMq with supp f̂j Ă tk : λk ď Nu and all sequences

ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ. Indeed, for each t the system teitP fjuj is also orthonormal in L2pMq with
Fourier coefficients supported in tk : λk ď Nu, then we have

ÿ

j

|eitP fjpxq|2 ď
ÿ

k:λkďN

|ekpxq|2 À Nd, @t P I, @x P M(4)

by the pointwise Weyl law. Moreover, the exponent of N in (3) cannot be replaced by any
number less than d, since if we fix νj “ 1 for j P tk : λk ď Nu then by the Weyl law

›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
itP fj |

2
›

›

›

L1
t,x

«
ÿ

k:λkďN

1 « Nd.(5)

Observation 2. The condition

(6)
1

β
ě 1 ´

σ

d

is necessary for the estimate

(7)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
itP fj |

2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

À Nσ}ν}ℓβ

to hold for all orthonormal systems pfjqj in L2pMq with supp f̂j Ă tk : λk ď Nu, and all

sequences ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ. Indeed, if we fix νj “ 1 with j P tk : λk ď Nu then by (5) we see
that (7) implies (6).
Observation 3. Let M “ Sd be the standard sphere, and we fix a point x0 P M . Recall
that each eigenvalue of

?
∆ on the sphere has the form µj “

a

jpj ` d´ 1q with j P N, and
for each µj « N we can find an L2-normalized zonal function Zj with Zjpxq « N

d´1
2 when

dgpx, x0q À N´1. See e.g. [32]. These Zj form an orthonormal system of size « N since
they are associated with distinct eigenvalues. Thus, we have

(8)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

|Zj |
2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

Á NdpN´dq
2
q .

Then (7) implies

NdpN´dq
2
q À NσN

1
β ,



4 XING WANG, AN ZHANG AND CHENG ZHANG

which gives another necessary condition for (7) on the sphere Sd

(9)
1

β
ě d´

2d

q
´ σ.

If the sharp Schrödinger admissible condition 1
p “ d

2p12 ´ 1
q q holds, then (9) is equivalent to

(10)
1

β
ě

4

p
´ σ.

If the sharp wave admissible condition 1
p “ d´1

2 p12 ´ 1
q q holds, then (9) is equivalent to

(11)
1

β
ě

d

d´ 1

4

p
´ σ.

Now, we introduce our main new results on the fractional Schrödinger, the wave and the
Klein-Gordon equations on compact manifolds.

supercritical regime

subcritical regime

0

Figure 1. Sharp Schrödinger admissible pairs

1.2. Fractional Schrödinger equation. Suppose p ě 2, q ă 8 and 1
p “ d

2p12 ´ 1
q q. We

divide these sharp Schrödinger admissible pairs pp, qq into four groups. See Figure 1.

(i) Subcritical regime: d ě 1, 2 ď q ă
2pd`1q

d´1

(ii) Critical point: d ě 2, q “
2pd`1q

d´1

(iii) Supercritical regime: d “ 2, 2pd`1q

d´1 ă q ă 8 or d ě 3, 2pd`1q

d´1 ă q ă 2d
d´2

(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: d ě 3, q “ 2d
d´2 .
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Theorem 1. Let d ě 1, α P p0,8qzt1u, N ě 10. Suppose p ě 2, q ă 8 and 1
p “ d

2p12 ´ 1
q q.

Let

σ0 “

#

2{p, α ą 1

2p2 ´ αq{p, α P p0, 1q.
(12)

Then

(13)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

À Nσ0}ν}ℓβ

holds for all orthonormal systems pfjqj in L2pMq with supp f̂j Ă tk : λk ď Nu, and all

sequences ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ, and the following β with respect to the pairs pp, qq in the four
groups:

(i) Subcritical regime: β ď d
d´2{p

(ii) Critical point: β ă p{2
(iii) Supercritical regime: β ă p{2
(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: β “ 1.

When α ą 1, the ranges of β are essentially sharp by the necessary condition (6) on any
manifold and (10) on the sphere, since σ0 “ 2{p when α ą 1. As we will observe in the
forthcoming Theorem 6, the range of β in the supercritical regime can be improved on the
flat torus. This suggests that the optimal range of β in the supercritical regime should be
sensitive to the geometry of the manifold, while the optimal range of β in the subcritical
regime is the same on any manifold. It is interesting to determine the optimal range of β
in the supercritical regime on the manifolds under certain geometric assumptions, such as
the hyperbolic manifolds. Moreover, it is open to show the sharpness for α P p0, 1q.

The exponent σ0 corresponds to the Sobolev exponent in the classical (single-function)
Strichartz estimates by Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5] and Dinh [11]. The optimality of β only
makes sense when the power of N in (13) is fixed, so we take it to be the one in the single-
function case. Moreover, Nakamura [26, Theorem 1.5] obtained the same estimates in the
subcritical regime for the Schrödinger propagator eit∆ on the flat torus.

Furthermore, we may expect to raise the power of N to increase the range of β. By
observing the universal bound (3), we only need to consider the case where the power of N
is σ ď d. We obtain the following result that is sharp in certain regime.

Theorem 2. Let d ě 1, α P p0,8qzt1u, N ě 10. Suppose p ě 2, q ă 8 and 1
p “ d

2p12 ´ 1
q q.

Let σ0 be defined in (12). Then

(14)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

À Nσ}ν}ℓβ

holds for all orthonormal systems pfjqj in L2pMq with supp f̂j Ă tk : λk ď Nu, and all

sequences ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ, and the following σ and β with respect to the pairs pp, qq in the
four groups:

(i) Subcritical regime: σ P rσ0, ds, β ď d´σ0
d´σ β˚

(ii) Critical point: σ P rσ0, dq, β ă d´σ0
d´σ β˚, or σ “ d, β ď 8

(iii) Supercritical regime: σ P rσ0, σ˚q, β ă p2p ` σ0 ´ σq´1, or σ P rσ˚, ds, β ď
d´σ˚

d´σ β˚

(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: σ P rσ0, σ˚q, β ď p2p ` σ0 ´ σq´1, or σ P rσ˚, ds, β ď
d´σ˚

d´σ β˚.



6 XING WANG, AN ZHANG AND CHENG ZHANG

Here

β˚ “
d

d´ 2{p
, σ˚ “ σ0 `

2

p
´

1

β˚

.(15)

When α ą 1, the ranges of β in (i)(ii) are essentially sharp by the necessary conditions
(6), and the ranges of β for σ P rσ0, σ˚s in (iii)(iv) are also essentially sharp by the necessary
condition (10). It is open to show the ranges of β for σ P rσ˚, ds in (iii)(iv) are sharp. Since
they are sharp in the extreme cases σ “ σ˚ and σ “ d by the necessary condition (10), we
expect that they are also sharp for the intermediate values. Moreover, it is open to show
the sharpness for α P p0, 1q.

Theorem 2 can be deduced from interpolation between Theorem 1, the universal bound
(3), and the “kink point” estimate

(16) }
ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2}

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À }ν}ℓβ˚ ¨

#

Nσ˚ , q ą
2pd`1q

d´1

Nσ˚plogNq, q “
2pd`1q

d´1 .

By the necessary condition (10), the estimate (16) is sharp when α ą 1, in the sense that
β˚ cannot be replaced by any β ą β˚. Moreover, Nakamura [26, Theorem 5.1] obtained
similar estimates for the Schrödinger propagator eit∆ on the flat torus with an ε-loss.

Next, we can obtain new Strichartz estimates on the flat torus for the fractional Schrödinger
equation by establishing a new decoupling inequality for the hypersurface pξ, |ξ|αq P Rd.
See the forthcoming Theorem 9. We shall exploit Bourgain-Demeter’s ℓ2 decoupling the-

orem for the functions in L
2pd`2q

d pRd`1q. On the flat torus Td “ Rd{Zd, it is standard to

define the Fourier coefficients f̂pkq “ xf, e2πik¨xy associated to the standard orthonormal
basis te2πik¨xukPZd .

Theorem 3. Let d ě 1, α ą 1, N ě 10. Let f P L2pTdq with suppf̂ Ă r´N,N sd. Then
we have for all ε ą 0,

(17) }eit∆
α{2
f}Lq

t,xpTd`1q Àε N
σ1`ε}f}L2pTdq

where

(18) σ1 “

#

0, 2 ď q ď
2pd`2q

d
d
2 ´ d`2

q , 2pd`2q

d ď q ď 8.

The case α “ 2 is due to Bourgain-Demeter [4, Theorem 2.4], while the case α ‰ 2 is
new. By Hölder inequality and interpolation with the trivial endpoint pp, qq “ p8, 2q, this
theorem implies the following Strichartz estimates on the flat torus for the sharp Schrödinger
admissible pairs pp, qq.

Theorem 4. Let d ě 1, α ą 1, N ě 10. Let f P L2pTdq with suppf̂ Ă r´N,N sd. Suppose
p ě 2 and 1

p “ d
2p12 ´ 1

q q. Then we have for all ε ą 0,

(19) }eit∆
α{2
f}Lp

tL
q
xpTd`1q Àε N

σ1`ε}f}L2pTdq

where σ1 is given by (18).

Note that σ1 ă 1{p for all sharp Schrödinger admissible pairs pp, qq whenever d ą 4. So
these improve the estimates by Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5] and Dinh [11] when d ą 4.

In particular, at the Keel-Tao endpoint pp, qq “ p2, 2d
d´2q we have

(20) }eit∆
α{2
f}Lp

tL
q
xpTd`1q Àε N

2
d

`ε}f}L2pTdq.
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To our knowledge, these seem to be the best estimates at the Keel-Tao endpoint up to now,
even in the case α “ 2. See e.g. [9] for recent related work on the mixed norm ℓ2 decoupling
inequality. A reasonable conjecture at the Keel-Tao endpoint pp, qq “ p2, 2d

d´2q is that

(21) }eit∆
α{2
f}Lp

tL
q
xpTd`1q Àε N

ε}f}L2pTdq,

but it seems out of reach. See [4, Conjecture 2.6] for the related discrete restriction conjec-
ture on the flat torus.

By Theorem 4 and interpolation we can obtain sharp result in the subcritical regime.

Theorem 5. Let d ě 1, α ą 1, N ě 10. Suppose 2 ď q ď
2pd`2q

d and 1
p “ d

2p12 ´ 1
q q. Then

(22)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pTd`1q

À Nσ}ν}ℓβ

holds for all orthonormal systems pfjqj Ă L2pTdq with supp f̂j Ă r´N,N sd, and all se-

quences ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ, and all σ P p0, ds and β ă d
d´σ .

The range of β is essentially sharp by the necessary condition (6). A remarkable feature
is that the range σ P p0, ds greatly improves the range σ P r2p , ds in Theorem 2, and it is

essentially optimal by observing the universal bound (3). When 2pd`2q

d ă q ă
2pd`1q

d´1 , we can

also obtain (22) for all σ P p2σ1, ds and certain β by interpolation. Moreover, Nakamura [26,

Theorem 1.4] proved a similar result in the case α “ 2 for p “ q “
2pd`2q

d and σ P p0, d
d`2 s

by directly applying Bourgain-Demeter’s ℓ2 decoupling theorem. This result is covered by
Theorem 5.

We may improve the range of β in the supercritical regime in Theorem 1 on the flat
torus, by using the refined estimate at the Keel-Tao endpoint (20).

Theorem 6. Let d ě 5, α ą 1 and N ě 10. Suppose 2pd`1q

d´1 ă q ď 2d
d´2 with 1

p “ d
2p12 ´ 1

q q.

Then

(23)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pTd`1q

À N
2
p }ν}ℓβ

holds for all orthonormal systems pfjqj Ă L2pTdq with supp f̂j Ă r´N,N sd, and all se-

quences ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ, and all β ă
pdpd´3q

8`pdpd´4q
.

Note that pdpd´3q

8`pdpd´4q
ą p{2 whenever p ă

2pd`1q

d , which is equivalent to 2pd`1q

d´1 ă q. So the

range of β is larger than the one in the supercritical regime in Theorem 1. Furthermore, if
the conjecture (21) holds, then the range of β in the supercritical regime can be improved
to β ă d`1

d , which is exactly the same as the range of β at the critical point in Theorem 1.

1.3. Wave and Klein-Gordon equations. It is well-known that the Klein-Gordon prop-

agator eit
?
m2`∆ behaves like the wave propagator eit

?
∆ in the high-frequency regime,

while it behaves like the Schrödinger propagator eit∆ in the low-frequency regime. For the
Strichartz estimates on compact manifolds, the high-frequency regime is more significant.
As in the forthcoming Lemma 4, the wave and the Klein-Gordon equations share the same
dispersive property on compact manifolds. Indeed, they can be handled in a unified way as
pseudodifferential operators, see Sogge [33, Chapter 4]. So we shall only consider the sharp
wave admissible pairs pp, qq.
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Let d ě 2. Suppose p ě 2, q ă 8 and 1
p “ d´1

2 p12 ´ 1
q q. We divide these sharp wave

admissible pairs pp, qq in the following four groups. See Figure 2.
(i) Subcritical regime: d ě 2, 2 ď q ă 2d

d´2

(ii) Critical point: d ě 3, q “ 2d
d´2

(iii) Supercritical regime: d “ 3, 2d
d´2 ă q ă 8 or d ě 4, 2d

d´2 ă q ă
2pd´1q

d´3

(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: d ě 4, q “
2pd´1q

d´3 .

supercritical regime

subcritical regime

0

Figure 2. Sharp wave admissible pairs

Theorem 7. Let d ě 2, N ě 10. Let m ě 0. Suppose p ě 2, q ă 8 and 1
p “ d´1

2 p12 ´ 1
q q.

Then

(24)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
it

?
m2`∆fj |

2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

À N
2
p

d`1
d´1 }ν}ℓβ

holds for all orthonormal systems pfjqj in L2pMq with supp f̂j Ă tk : λk ď Nu, and all

sequences ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ, and the following β with respect to the pairs pp, qq in the four
groups:

(i) Subcritical regime: β ď d´1
d´1´2{p

(ii) Critical point: β ă p{2
(iii) Supercritical regime: β ă p{2
(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: β “ 1.
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The ranges of β in (ii)(iii)(iv) are essentially sharp by the necessary condition (11). It
is open to show the ranges of β in (i) is sharp. Since it is essentially sharp in the extreme
cases q “ 2 and q “ 2d

d´2 by the necessary conditions (6) and (11), we expect that it is
sharp for the intermediate values. As before, the exponent σ0 corresponds to the Sobolev
exponent in the classical (single-function) Strichartz estimates by Kapitanski [18] (see also
[6]). The optimality of β only makes sense when the power of N in (24) is fixed, so we take
it to be the one in the single-function case.

As before, we may reasonably expect to raise the power of N to increase the range of β.
We can obtain such estimates that are sharp in certain regime.

Theorem 8. Let d ě 2, N ě 10. Let m ě 0. Suppose p ě 2, q ă 8 and 1
p “ d´1

2 p12 ´ 1
q q.

Let σ0 “ 2
p
d`1
d´1 . Then

(25)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
it

?
m2`∆fj |

2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

À Nσ}ν}ℓβ

holds for all orthonormal systems pfjqj in L2pMq with supp f̂j Ă tk : λk ď Nu, and all

sequences ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ, and the following σ and β with respect to the pairs pp, qq in the
four groups:

(i) Subcritical regime: σ P rσ0, ds, β ď d´σ0
d´σ β˚

(ii) Critical point: σ P rσ0, dq, β ă d´σ0
d´σ β˚, or σ “ d, β ď 8

(iii) Supercritical regime: σ P rσ0, σ˚q, β ă p2p ` σ0 ´ σq´1, or σ P rσ˚, ds, β ď
d´σ˚

d´σ β˚

(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: σ P rσ0, σ˚q, β ď p2p ` σ0 ´ σq´1, or σ P rσ˚, ds, β ď
d´σ˚

d´σ β˚.

Here

β˚ “
d´ 1

d´ 1 ´ 2{p
, σ˚ “ σ0 `

2

p
´

1

β˚

.(26)

The ranges of β in (ii)(iii)(iv) are essentially sharp for σ P rσ0, σ˚s by the necessary
conditions (11). It is open to show other ranges of β are sharp. By the necessary conditions
(6) and (11), the range of β in (i) is sharp in the extreme cases q “ 2 and q “ 2d

d´2 . By the

necessary condition (11), the ranges of β for σ P rσ˚, ds in (iii)(iv) are sharp in the extreme
cases σ “ σ˚ and σ “ d. So we expect that they are also sharp for the intermediate values.

Theorem 8 can be deduced from interpolation between Theorem 7, the universal bound
(3), and the “kink point” estimate

(27) }
ÿ

j

νj |e
it

?
m2`∆fj |

2}
L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À }ν}ℓβ˚ ¨

#

Nσ˚ , q ą 2d
d´2

Nσ˚plogNq, q “ 2d
d´2 .

By the necessary condition (11), the estimate (27) is sharp in the sense that β˚ cannot be
replaced by any β ą β˚.

1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1 by combining the
frequency localized dispersive estimates for small time intervals with the duality principle
due to Frank-Sabin. In Section 3, we prove Theorem 2 by establishing the kink point
estimate (16). In Section 4, we prove the theorems on the flat torus by establishing a new
decoupling inequality for certain non-smooth hypersurface. In Section 5, we prove Theorem
7 by using the frequency localized dispersive estimates for the wave and the Klein-Gordon
equations. In Section 6, we prove Theorem 8 by establishing the kink point estimate (27). In
Section 7, we discuss the applications to the well-posedness of infinite systems of dispersive
equations with Hartree-type nonlinearity.
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2. Proof of Thoerem 1

We shall use the duality principle in Frank-Sabin [13] that can transfer the orthonormal
inequalities to Schatten norm estimates, and the frequency localized dispersive estimates
in Dinh [11, (3.8)] and Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5, Lemma 2.5].

We recall the definition of the Schatten norm. For β P r1,8q, Sβ “ SβpL2pMqq denotes
the Schatten space based on L2pMq that is the space of all compact operators T on L2pMq

such that Tr|T |β ă 8 with |T | “
?
TT ˚, and its norm is defined by }T }Sβ “ pTr|T |βq

1
β . If

β “ 8, we define
}T }S8 “ }T }L2ÑL2 .

Also, S2 is the Hilbert-Schimdt class and the S2 norm is given by

}T }S2 “ }K}L2pMˆMq

if K is the integral kernel of T . See Simon [31] for more details on the Schatten classes.
Next, we recall the duality principle in Frank-Sabin [13, Lemma 3].

Lemma 1 (Duality principle). Let p, q, β ě 1. Suppose that T is a bounded operator from
L2 to Lp

tL
q
x. Then

(28) }
ÿ

j

νj |Tfj |
2}

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

ď C}ν}ℓβ

holds for all orthonormal system pfjqj in L2 and all ν “ pνjqj in ℓβ if and only if

(29) }WTT ˚W }Sβ1 ď C}W }2
L
2pp{2q1

t L
2pq{2q1

x

holds for all W P L
2pp{2q1

t L
2pq{2q1

x .

Let ψ P C8
0 pRq satisfy

1r´1,1sd ď ψ ď 1r´2,2sd .

Let pekqk be an orthonormal eigenbasis in L2pMq associated with the eigenvalues pλkqk of?
∆. For f P L2pMq, let

ENfpt, xq “
ÿ

k

ψpλk{Nqf̂pkqeitλ
α
k ekpxq.

To prove (13), it suffices to show

(30)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |ENfj |2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

À Nσ0}ν}ℓβ .

At the endpoint pp, qq “ p8, 2q we have β “ 1, and by Minkowski inequality and
Plancherel theorem

}
ÿ

j

νj |ENfj |2}L8
t L1

x
ď }ν}ℓ1 sup

j
}ENfj}2L8

t L2
x

À }ν}ℓ1 .(31)

When d ě 3, at the Keel-Tao endpoint pp, qq “ p2, 2d
d´2q, we also have β “ 1. By the

Strichartz estimates [11, Theorem 1.2] and Minkowski inequality we have

}
ÿ

j

νj |ENfj |2}
L1
tL

d
d´2
x

ď }ν}ℓ1 sup
j

}ENfj}2
L2
tL

2d
d´2
x

(32)

À }ν}ℓ1 ¨

#

N, α ą 1

N2´α, α P p0, 1q.
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Fix r P pd` 1, d` 2q. By interpolation, we only need to prove

(33) }
ÿ

j

νj |ENfj |2}
L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À }ν}ℓβ ¨

#

N
2
p , α ą 1

N
2p2´αq

p , α P p0, 1q.

for β1 “ 2pq{2q1 “ dp{2 “ r. The case d “ 1, 2 can also be handled similarly. These pp, qq

can be close to the critical point p
2pd`1q

d , 2pd`1q

d´1 q as r Ñ d ` 1. There is a correspondence

between r and the range of pp, qq: the subcritical regime (r ą d ` 1), the critical point
(r “ d` 1), the supercritical regime (d ă r ă d` 1), the Keel-Tao endpoint (r “ d).

Let
ř

ℓě0 φℓpsq “ 1 be the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, where φℓ P C8
0 and for each

ℓ ą 0, φℓ is supported in t|s| « 2ℓu. Let

(34) EN,ℓfpxq “
ÿ

k

ψpλk{Nqφℓpλkqeitλ
α
k f̂pkqekpxq.

When α ą 1, we further split the interval I into « 2pα´1qℓ short intervals tIℓ,nun of length

2p1´αqℓ. When α P p0, 1q, we do not need to split the interval I, as it will be clear from the
forthcoming Lemma 2. Then by Minkowski inequality we have

}
ÿ

j

νj |ENfj |2}
L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

ď

´

ÿ

2ℓÀN

}
ÿ

j

νj |EN,ℓfj |
2}

1{2

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

¯2
(35)

ď

´

ÿ

2ℓÀN

2
1
p

pα´1qℓ
max
n

}
ÿ

j

νj |EN,ℓfj |
2}

1{2

L
p{2
t pIℓ,nqL

q{2
x

¯2
.

For any small ε ą 0, we define an analytic family of operators T ε
z,ℓ on the strip

tz P C : ´r{2 ď Rez ď 0u

with the kernels

Kε
z,ℓpt, x, s, yq “ 1|t|ď2p1´αqℓ1|s|ď2p1´αqℓ1εă|t´s|pt´sq

´1´z
ÿ

k

ψpλk{Nq2φℓpλkq2eipt´sqλα
k ekpxqekpyq.

By the duality principle in Lemma 1, we need to estimate }WT ε
´1,ℓW }Sr , which follows

from the Stein interpolation between the bounds of }WT ε
z1,ℓ

W }S2 and }WT ε
z2,ℓ

W }S8 , where
z1 “ ´ r

2 ` ib and z2 “ ib with b P R.
We shall use the frequency localized dispersive estimates in Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5,

Lemma 2.5] and Dinh [11, (3.8)].

Lemma 2. Let α P p0,8qzt1u. Let φ P C8
0 pRzt0uq. There exists t0 ą 0 and C ą 0 such

that for any h P p0, 1s

(36) }eit∆
α{2
φph

?
∆qf}L8pMq ď Ch´dp1 ` |t|h´αq´d{2}f}L1pMq

for each t P r´t0h
α´1, t0h

α´1s.

By Lemma 2 we obtain for |t´ s| À 2p1´αqℓ

(37) |Kε
z1,ℓ| À |t´ s|

r´d´2
2 2p2´αqdℓ{2.

Then

}WT ε
z1,ℓW }S2 “ }W pt, xqKε

z1,ℓpt, x, s, yqW ps, yq}L2
t,x,s,y

ď C}W }2

L
4

r´d
t L2

x

2p2´αqdℓ{2,
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where we use the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality to estimate the L
2

r´d

t Ñ L
p 2
r´d

q1

t

norm of the convolution operator with the kernel |t|r´d´2. So we require 1 ă 2
r´d ă 2,

namely r P pd` 1, d` 2q. The constant C is independent of ε and b.
Next, by Plancherel theorem we have

}WT ε
z2,ℓW }S8 “ }WT ε

z2,ℓW }L2
t,xÑL2

t,x

ď }W }2L8
t,x

}T ε
z2,ℓ}L2

t,xÑL2
t,x

ď Cp1 ` |b|q}W }2L8
t,x

where we use the uniform L2 Ñ L2 boundedness of the truncated Hilbert transform

(38) Hε
b fptq “

ż

εă|t´s|

fpsq

pt´ sq1´ib
ds

with

(39) }Hε
b }L2ÑL2 ď Cp1 ` |b|q

where the constant C is independent of ε and b. See e.g. Grafakos [16, Theorem 5.4.1],
Vega [36, p. 204]. Using the Stein interpolation with θ “ 2

r , we get

(40) }WT ε
´1,ℓW }Sr ď C2

2
p

p2´αqℓ
}W }2

L
2r
r´d
t Lr

xpMq

,

since

´1 “ p1 ´ θq0 ` θp´
r

2
q ,

1

r
“

1 ´ θ

8
`
θ

2
,

1
2r
r´d

“
1 ´ θ

8
`

θ
4

r´d

.

The constant C is independent of ε. Let ε Ñ 0 in (40). Then by the duality principle in
Lemma 1, we have for α ą 1

(41) }
ÿ

j

νj |EN,ℓfj |
2}

L
p{2
t pIℓ,nqL

q{2
x

À 2
2
p

p2´αqℓ
}ν}ℓβ , @n.

Plugging this into (35), we get (33) for α ą 1. The case α P p0, 1q is obtained by directly
summing the estimate in (41) over ℓ, since we do not need to split the interval I.

3. Proof of Theorem 2

In Theorem 2, the subcritical regime directly follows from interpolation between Theorem
1 and the universal bound (3). This direct interpolation argument is not enough to give
a sharp range of β in the supercritical regime. Unlike the proof of Theorem 1, we shall
further decompose the kernel of EN,ℓE˚

N,ℓ to establish the kink point estimate (16), where

EN,ℓ is given by (34).
Let

ř

mPZ φ̃mpsq “ 1 be the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, where each φ̃m P C8
0 is

supported in t|s| « 2mu. We define the operator Tℓ,m with the kernel

Kℓ,mpt, x, s, yq “ 1|t|ď2p1´αqℓ1|s|ď2p1´αqℓφ̃mp|t´ s|q
ÿ

k

ψpλk{Nq2φℓpλkq2eipt´sqλα
k ekpxqekpyq.

This comes from the dyadic decomposition of the operator EN,ℓE˚
N,ℓ. Fix r P rd, d ` 1s.

Let β1 “ 2pq{2q1 “ dp{2 “ r. As before, we shall estimate }WTℓ,mW }Sr by interpolation
between the S2 norm and the S8 norm.

We first estimate the S2 norm. By Lemma 2 we obtain for 2m À 2p1´αqℓ

(42) |Kℓ,m| À mint2´dm{22p2´αqdℓ{2, 2dℓu.
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Then we have

}WTℓ,mW }S2 “ }W pt, xqKℓ,mpt, x, s, yqW ps, yq}L2
t,x,s,y

(43)

À }W }2

L
4

r´d
t L2

x

2m{22pα´1qℓpr´d´1q{2 ¨ mint2´dm{22p2´αqdℓ{2, 2dℓu.

Here we require 2
r´d ě 2, namely d ď r ď d` 1, since we use the inequality

(44)
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

I

ż

I
fptqhpt´ sqgpsqdsdt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď |I|

1´ 2
p }h}L1}f}Lp}g}Lp , @p ě 2.

It simply follows from Hölder inequality.
Next, we estimate the S8 norm. Then by Plancherel theorem we have

}WTℓ,mW }S8 “ }WTℓ,mW }L2
t,xÑL2

t,x

ď }W }2L8
t,x

}Tℓ,m}L2
t,xÑL2

t,x

À 2m}W }2L8
t,x
.

Then interpolation gives

}WTℓ,mW }Sr À }W }2

L
2r
r´d
t Lr

x

2
ℓ
r

pα´1qpr´d´1q mint2mp1´ d`1
r

q2
dℓ
r

p2´αq, 2mp1´ 1
r

q22dℓ{ru.

When α ą 1, summing over 2m À 2p1´αqℓ and by the duality principle, we have for each
small interval Iℓ,n

(45) }
ÿ

j

νj |EN,ℓfj |
2}

L
p{2
t pIℓ,nqL

q{2
x

À }ν}ℓβ ¨

#

2
ℓ
r

p3d´αd`1´rq, r P rd, d` 1q

p1 ` ℓq2
ℓ
r

p3d´αd`1´rq, r “ d` 1.

Plugging this into (35), we get for α ą 1

p
ÿ

2ℓÀN

2
pα´1qdℓ

2r 2
ℓ
2r

p3d´αd`1´rqq2 À N
2d`1

r
´1 “ N

2
p

`
2pd`1q

pd
´1
.

When α P p0, 1q, we have no need to split the interval and we directly sum the estimates
(45) over ℓ to obtain

ÿ

2ℓÀN

2
ℓ
r

p3d´αd`1´rq À N
p3´αqd`1

r
´1 “ N

2p2´αq

p
`

2pd`1q

pd
´1
.

Thus, if we define

β˚ “
d

d´ 2{p
, σ˚ “ σ0 `

2pd` 1q

pd
´ 1,(46)

with σ0 given in (12), then we have

(47) }
ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2}

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À }ν}ℓβ˚ ¨

#

Nσ˚ , r P rd, d` 1q

Nσ˚plogNq, r “ d` 1.

Note that σ˚ “ σ0 is equivalent to p “
2pd`1q

d . By interpolation between (47), (3) and
Theorem 1, we obtain Theorem 2.
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In particular, when d ě 1, at the critical point pp, qq “ p
2pd`1q

d , 2pd`1q

d´1 q, we have r “ d`1,

β “ d`1
d and

(48) }
ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2}

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À }ν}ℓβ ¨

#

N
2
p plogNq, α ą 1

N
2p2´αq

p plogNq, α P p0, 1q.

When d ě 2, at the Keel-Tao endpoint pp, qq “ p2, 2d
d´2q, we have r “ d, β “ d

d´1 and

(49) }
ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2}

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À }ν}ℓβ ¨

#

N
2
p

` 1
d , α ą 1

N
2p2´αq

p
` 1

d , α P p0, 1q.

Note that when α ą 1 this estimate is sharp by the necessary condition (10).

Remark 1. To compare this method with the proof of Theorem 1, we remark that one
can slightly modify this method to handle the subcritical regime (r ą d ` 1) up to a log
loss:

(50) }
ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2}

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À }ν}ℓβ ¨

#

N
2
p plogNq, α ą 1

N
2p2´αq

p plogNq, α P p0, 1q.

Indeed, for r P pd` 1, d` 2q by Young’s inequality, we can replace (43) by

}WTℓ,mW }S2 “ }W pt, xqKℓ,mpt, x, s, yqW ps, yq}L2
t,x,s,y

(51)

À }W }2

L
4

r´d
t L2

x

2
2`d´r

2
m ¨ mint2´dm{22p2´αqdℓ{2, 2dℓu.

Then repeating the interpolation argument above we can obtain (50). So we expect that
this method essentially gives sharp bounds for all admissible pp, qq.

Remark 2. It is natural to ask whether one can remove log factor in (48) at the critical

point pp, qq “ p
2pd`1q

d , 2pd`1q

d´1 q. Recall that it is not removable in the Euclidean version,

see [12, 1, 2]. However, surprisingly it can be removed for the Schrödinger propagator eit∆

on the one dimensional flat torus by following the spirit of the Hardy-Littlewood circle
method. See Nakamura [26, Theorem 1.6].

4. Proof of the theorems on the flat torus

Let d ě 1. For c1, ..., cd`1 ą 0, let R “ r´c1, c1s ˆ ... ˆ r´cd`1, cd`1s be a rectangular
box. We shall use two weight functions associated with R

ωRpxq “ p1 `

d`1
ÿ

j“1

|xj |{cjq
´10d

ω̃Rpxq “ p1 `

d`1
ÿ

j“1

|xj |{cjq
´8d.

Let α ą 1 and S “ tpy, |y|αq P Rd`1 : y P r´1, 1sdu. We define the extension operator

EQgpxq “

ż

Q
gpyqepx1y1 ` ...` xdyd ` xd`1|y|αqdy
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where Q is some subset in Rd and epzq “ e2πiz. Let Partδ1{2pr´1, 1sdq denote a partition of

r´1, 1sd into cubes of side length δ1{2. We first prove the following decoupling inequality
for the hypersurface S.

Theorem 9. Let α ą 1 and 2 ď p ď
2pd`2q

d . Then we have for all ε ą 0,

(52) }Er´1,1sdg}LppBRq Àε δ
´ε

´

ÿ

∆PPart
δ1{2 pr´1,1sdq

}E∆g}2LppωBR
q

¯
1
2

where BR is a ball of radius R ě δ´maxt1,α{2u.

The proof extends the strategy of the one dimensional case in [3], which used a piece of
parabola to locally approximate the curve and then apply Bourgain-Demeter’s decoupling
theorem. For recent works on decoupling inequalities for smooth hypersurfaces with van-
ishing Gaussian curvature, see e.g. Demeter [10, Section 12.6], Yang [37], Li-Yang [23, 24]
and Guth-Maldague-Oh [17]. Now we use this inequality to obtain the Strichartz estimates,
and postpone its proof to the end of this section.

Theorem 9 immediately implies a discrete restriction estimate.

Theorem 10. Let α ą 1 and 2 ď p ď
2pd`2q

d . Let Λ be a N´1-separated set in r´1, 1sd.
Then we have for all ε ą 0,

(53)
´ 1

|BR|

ż

BR

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

ξPΛ

aξepx1ξ1 ` ...` xdξd ` xd`1|ξ|αq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p
dx

¯
1
p

Àε N
ε
´

ÿ

ξPΛ

|aξ|2
¯

1
2

where BR is a ball of radius R ě Nmaxt2,αu.

This discrete restriction estimate together with the trivial endpoint p “ 8 estimate
directly implies the Strichartz estimate on the flat torus in Theorem 3. This argument is
standard, see e.g. [4, Proof of Theorem 2.4]. To prove Theorem 5, we use Theorem 4 and
Minkowski inequality to get

(54)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pTd`1q

Àε N
2σ1`ε}ν}ℓ1 ,

where σ1 is given by (18). Then we obtain (22) by interpolation between (54), the universal
bound (3), and the endpoint estimate (31). To prove Theorem 6, by interpolation between
the Keel-Tao endpoint estimate (20) and the kink point estimate (49), at the Keel-Tao
endpoint pp, qq “ p2, 2d

d´2q we have

(55) }
ÿ

j

νj |e
it∆α{2

fj |
2}

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À N
2
p }ν}ℓβ , @β ă

dpd´ 3q

pd´ 2q2
.

And then Theorem 6 follows from interpolation between (55) and the subcritical regime in
Theorem 1.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 9. Theorem 9 can be deduced from the following Lemma 3 and
Minkowski inequality.

Lemma 3. Let α ą 1 and 2 ď p ď
2pd`2q

d . Then we have for all ε ą 0,

(56) }Er´1,1sdg}LppωRδ
q Àε δ

´ε
´

ÿ

∆PPart
δ1{2 pr´1,1sdq

}E∆g}2Lppω̃Rδ
q

¯
1
2

where Rδ is a rectangular box of size δ´1 ˆ ...ˆ δ´1 ˆ δ´maxt1,α{2u.
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Proof. We dyadically decompose the cube r´1, 1sd into

r´1, 1sd “ ty P r´1, 1sd : |y| ď δ1{2´εu Y

K
ď

k“1

ty P r´1, 1sd : 2k´1δ1{2´ε ď |y| ď 2kδ1{2´εu.

Here K « logpδ´1q. The first part can be easily controlled. It suffices to prove that for any

δ1{2´ε ď a ď 1{2 and the annulus

Aa “ ty P r´1, 1sd : a ď |y| ď 2au

we have

(57) }EAag}LppωRδ
q Àε δ

´ε
´

ÿ

∆PPart
δ1{2 pAaq

}E∆g}2Lppω̃Rδ
q

¯
1
2
.

We claim that for any δ1{2´ε ď a ď 1{2,

(58) }EAag}LppωRa,δ
q Àε δ

´ε
´

ÿ

∆PPart
δ1{2 pAaq

}E∆g}2LppωRa,δ
q

¯
1
2
.

where Ra,δ is a rectangular box of size δ´1 ˆ ... ˆ δ´1 ˆ a2´αδ´1. Since δ´maxt1,α{2u Á

a2´αδ´1, we can split Rδ into copies of Ra,δ. Note that

(59) ωRδ
pxq À

ÿ

j

ωRa,δpjqpxqωRδ
pjq À ω̃Rδ

pxq

where each Ra,δpjq is a copy of Ra,δ centered at j P δ´1Zd ˆ a2´αδ´1Z, and the implicit
constants only depend on d. Then (58) implies (57) by (59) and Minkowski inequality. It
is worth to mention that

ř

j ωRa,δpjqpxqωRδ
pjq « ωRδ

pxq cannot hold, so we should use two

slightly different rectangular weight functions in (59), which is different from the forthcom-
ing (63) for the cube weight functions.

Now we prove (58). Let ϕpyq “ |y|α. For y0 P Aa, the Taylor expansion

a2´αϕpy0 ` zq “ a2´αpϕpy0q ` ϕ1py0qz `
1

2
zTϕ2py0qzq `Opa´1|z|3q

where

ϕ2py0q “ α|y0|α´2pId ` pα ´ 2q
y0y

T
0

|y0|2
q.

Thus, a2´α|zTϕ2py0qz| « |z|2 whenever α ą 1.

When |z| ď δ
1
2

´σ with σ “ ε{3, the error term Opa´1|z|3q “ Opδq since a ě δ1{2´ε. So

when |y ´ y0| ď δ
1
2

´σ, the surface Sapyq “ py, a2´α|y|αq is in the δ-neighborhood of the
paraboloid

(60) S̃apyq “ py, a2´αpϕpy0q ` ϕ1py0qpy ´ y0q `
1

2
py ´ y0qTϕ2py0qpy ´ y0qqq.

Now we rescale the last variable. Let

E∆,Sagpxq “

ż

∆
gpyqepx1y1 ` ...` xdyd ` a2´αxd`1|y|αqdy

Then
E∆gpxq “ E∆,Sagpx1, ..., xd, a

2´αxd`1q

and

}E∆g}LppRa.δq “ a
2´α
p }E∆,Sag}LppQδq
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where Qδ is a cube of side length δ´1. By the scaling, to prove (58), it suffices to show

(61) }EAa,Sag}LppωQδ
q Àε δ

´ε
´

ÿ

∆PPart
δ1{2 pAaq

}E∆,Sag}2LppωQδ
q

¯
1
2
.

It suffices to show that the smallest constant Kppδq that makes the following inequality
holds satisfies Kppδq Àε δ

´ε

(62) }EAa,Sag}LppωQδ
q ď Kppδq

´

ÿ

∆PPart
δ1{2 pAaq

}E∆,Sag}2LppωQδ
q

¯
1
2

Note that

(63)
ÿ

j

ωQδ1´2σ pjqpxqωQδ
pjq « ωQδ

pxq

where each Qδ1´2σpjq is a copy of Qδ1´2σ centered at j P δ´1`2σZd`1, and the implicit
constants only depend on d. By (62) and Minkowski inequality, we get

}EAa,Sag}LppωQδ
q ď CKppδ1´2σq

´

ÿ

τPPart
δ
1
2 ´σ

pAaq

}Eτ,Sag}2LppωQδ
q

¯
1
2

Applying Bourgain-Demeter’s decoupling inequality [4, Theorem 1.1] to the paraboloid
(60), we get

}Eτ,Sag}LppωQδ
q ď Dppδq

´

ÿ

∆PPart
δ1{2 pAaq,∆Ăτ

}E∆,Sag}2LppωQδ
q

¯
1
2

where the decoupling constant Dppδq ď Cεδ
´ 1

2
ε2 for all ε ą 0. Thus,

Kppδq ď CDppδqKppδ1´2σq.

Recall σ “ ε{3. We iterate to get

Kppδq ď CkDppδqDppδ1´2σq...Dppδp1´2σqk´1
qKppδp1´2σqkq

ď CkCk
ε δ

´ 1
2
ε2p1`p1´2σq2`...`p1´2σqk´1qKppδp1´2σqkq

“ CkCk
ε δ

´ 3
4
εp1´p1´2σqkqKppδp1´2σqkq.

Recall that δ1{2´ε ď a ď 1{2. We choose k such that δp1´2σqk « a2 ď 1{4, then

Kppδp1´2σqkq « 1 and k À log logpδ´1q. Thus

Kppδq À CkCk
ε δ

´ 3
4
εp1´p1´2σqkq Àε δ

´ε.

5. Proof of Theorem 7

The proof of Theorem 7 is similar to that of Theorem 1. The main difference is that
the frequency localized dispersive estimates of the wave and the Klein-Gordon equations in
Lemma 4 hold for all |t| À 1, which is much better than that of the fractional Schrödinger
equations in Lemma 2. So there is no need to decompose the time interval and the Strichartz
estimate has no loss of derivatives compared to the Euclidean version. Let ψ P C8

0 pRq

satisfy

1r´1,1sd ď ψ ď 1r´2,2sd .
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Let pekqk be an orthonormal eigenbasis in L2pMq associated with the eigenvalues pλkqk of?
∆. For f P L2pMq, let

ENfpt, xq “
ÿ

k

ψpλk{Nqf̂pkqeit
?

m2`λ2
kekpxq.

To prove (24), it suffices to show

(64)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |ENfj |2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pIˆMq

À N
2
p

d`1
d´1 }ν}ℓβ .

At the endpoint pp, qq “ p8, 2q we have β “ 1, and

}
ÿ

j

νj |ENfj |2}L8
t L1

x
ď }ν}ℓ1 sup

j
}ENfj}2L2

x
À }ν}ℓ1 .(65)

When d ě 4, at the Keel-Tao endpoint pp, qq “ p2, 2pd´1q

d´3 q, we also have β “ 1. By the

Strichartz estimates [6, Theorem 1] for single functions, we have

}
ÿ

j

νj |ENfj |2}
L1
tL

d´1
d´3
x

ď }ν}ℓ1 sup
j

}ENfj}2
L2
tL

2pd´1q
d´3

x

(66)

À N
d`1
d´1 }ν}ℓ1 .

Fix r P pd, d` 1q. By interpolation, we only need to prove

(67) }
ÿ

j

νj |ENfj |2}
L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À N
2
p

d`1
d´1 }ν}ℓβ

for β1 “ 2pq{2q1 “ pd ´ 1qp{2 “ r. These pp, qq can be close to p 2d
d´1 ,

2d
d´2q as r Ñ d. The

case d “ 2, 3 can also be handled similarly. There is a correspondence between r and the
range of pp, qq: the subcritical regime (r ą d), the critical point (r “ d), the supercritical
regime (d´ 1 ă r ă d), the Keel-Tao endpoint (r “ d´ 1).

Let
ř

ℓě0 φℓpsq “ 1 be the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, where φℓ P C8
0 and for each

ℓ ą 0, φℓ is supported in t|s| « 2ℓu. Let

(68) EN,ℓf “
ÿ

k

ψpλk{Nqφℓpλkqf̂pkqeit
?

m2`λ2
kekpxq.

For any small ε ą 0, we define an analytic family of operators T ε
z,ℓ on the strip

tz P C : ´r{2 ď Rez ď 0u

with the kernels

Kε
z,ℓpt, x, s, yq “ 1εă|t´s|pt´ sq´1´z

ÿ

k

ψpλk{Nq2φℓpλkq2eipt´sq
?

m2`λ2
kekpxqekpyq.

By the duality principle in Lemma 1, we need to estimate }WT ε
´1,ℓW }Sr by the Stein

interpolation between the bounds of }WT ε
z1,ℓ

W }S2 and }WT ε
z2,ℓ

W }S8 , where z1 “ ´ r
2 ` ib

and z2 “ ib with b P R.
We shall use the frequency localized dispersive estimates for the wave and the Klein-

Gordon equations on compact manifolds. See e.g. Cacciafesta-Danesi-Meng [6, Prop. 3],
Sogge [33, Chapter 4]. Let

m̃ “

#

m, m ą 0

1, m “ 0.
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Lemma 4. Let φ P C8
0 pRzr´m̃, m̃sq. There exists t0 ą 0 and C ą 0 such that for any

h P p0, 1s

(69) }eit
?
m2`∆φph

?
∆qf}L8pMq ď Ch´dp1 ` |t|{hq´pd´1q{2}f}L1pMq

for each t P r´t0, t0s.

By Lemma 4 we obtain for |t´ s| À 1

(70) |Kε
z1,ℓ| À |t´ s|

r´d´1
2 2pd`1qℓ{2.

Then

}WT ε
z1,ℓW }S2 “ }W pt, xqKε

z1,ℓpt, x, s, yqW ps, yq}L2
t,x,s,y

ď C}W }2

L
4

r´d`1
t L2

x

2pd`1qℓ{2,

where we use the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality to estimate the L
2

r´d`1

t Ñ L
p 2
r´d`1

q1

t

norm of the convolution operator with the kernel |t|r´d´1. So we require 1 ă 2
r´d`1 ă 2,

namely r P pd, d` 1q. The constant C is independent of ε and b.
Next, by Plancherel theorem and the uniform L2 Ñ L2 boundedness of the truncated

Hilbert transform (38) we have

}WT ε
z2,ℓW }S8 “ }WT ε

z2,ℓW }L2
t,xÑL2

t,x

ď }W }2L8
t,x

}T ε
z2,ℓ}L2

t,xÑL2
t,x

ď Cp1 ` |b|q}W }2L8
t,x
.

The constant C is independent of ε and b. Using the Stein interpolation we get

(71) }WT ε
´1,ℓW }Sr ď C2

2
p

d`1
d´1

ℓ
}W }2

L
2r

r´d`1
t Lr

xpMq

.

The constant C is independent of ε. Let ε Ñ 0 in (71). Then by the duality principle in
Lemma 1, we have

(72) |
ÿ

j

νj |EN,ℓfj |
2}

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À 2
2
p

d`1
d´1

ℓ
}ν}ℓβ .

So summing over 2ℓ À N we get (67).

6. Proof of Theorem 8

The subcritical regime in Theorem 8 directly follows from interpolation between Theorem
7 and the universal bound (3). To handle the supercritical regime, we shall modify the proof
of Theorem 2 to establish the kink point estimate (27). The argument is similar to the
proof of (16), which dyadically decomposes the kernel of EN,ℓE˚

N,ℓ with respect to |t´ s|.

Let
ř

nPZ φ̃npsq “ 1 be the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, where each φ̃n P C8
0 is

supported in t|s| « 2nu. We define the operator Tℓ,n with the kernel

Kℓ,npt, x, s, yq “ φ̃np|t´ s|q
ÿ

k

ψpλk{Nq2φℓpλkq2eipt´sq
?

m2`λ2
kekpxqekpyq.

This comes from the dyadic decomposition of the operator EN,ℓE˚
N,ℓ with EN,ℓ given by

(68). Fix r P rd ´ 1, ds. Let β1 “ 2pq{2q1 “ pd ´ 1qp{2 “ r. As before, we shall estimate
}WTℓ,nW }Sr by interpolation between the S2 norm and the S8 norm.
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We first estimate the S2 norm. By Lemma 4 we obtain for 2m À 1

(73) |Kℓ,n| À mint2´pd´1qn{22pd`1qℓ{2, 2dℓu.

Then we have

}WTℓ,nW }S2 “ }W pt, xqKℓ,npt, x, s, yqW ps, yq}L2
t,x,s,y

(74)

À }W }2

L
4

r´d`1
t L2

x

2n{2 ¨ mint2´pd´1qn{22pd`1qℓ{2, 2dℓu.

Here we require 2
r´d`1 ě 2, namely d´ 1 ď r ď d, by using the inequality (44).

Next, we estimate the S8 norm. Then by Plancherel theorem we have

}WTℓ,nW }S8 “ }WTℓ,nW }L2
t,xÑL2

t,x

ď }W }2L8
t,x

}Tℓ,n}L2
t,xÑL2

t,x

À 2n}W }2L8
t,x
.

Then interpolation gives

}WTℓ,nW }Sr À }W }2

L
2r

r´d`1
t Lr

x

2np1´ 1
r

q mint2´pd´1qn{r2pd`1qℓ{r, 22dℓ{ru.

Summing over 2n À 1 and by the duality principle in Lemma 1, we have

(75) }
ÿ

j

νj |EN,ℓfj |
2}

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À }ν}ℓβ ¨

#

2p 2d`1
r

´1qℓ, r P rd´ 1, dq

p1 ` ℓq2p 2d`1
r

´1qℓ, r “ d.

Recall that r “ β1 “ pd´ 1qp{2. Thus, if we define

β˚ “
d´ 1

d´ 1 ´ 2{p
, σ˚ “

2pd` 1q

ppd´ 1q
`

2d

ppd´ 1q
´ 1,(76)

then summing over ℓ we have

(77) }
ÿ

j

νj |EN,ℓfj |
2}

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À }ν}ℓβ˚ ¨

#

Nσ˚ , r P rd´ 1, dq

Nσ˚plogNq, r “ d.

This proves (27). Note that σ˚ “ 2
p
d`1
d´1 is equivalent to p “ 2d

d´1 . By interpolation between

(27), (3) and Theorem 7, we obtain Theorem 8.
In particular, when d ě 2, at the critical point pp, qq “ p 2d

d´1 ,
2d
d´2q, we have r “ d,

β “ d
d´1 and

(78) }
ÿ

j

νj |e
it

?
m2`∆fj |

2}
L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À N
2
p

d`1
d´1 plogNq}ν}ℓβ .

When d ě 3, at the Keel-Tao endpoint pp, qq “ p2, 2pd´1q

d´3 q, we have r “ d´ 1, β “ d´1
d´2 and

(79) }
ÿ

j

νj |e
it

?
m2`∆fj |

2}
L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

À N
2
p

d`1
d´1

` 1
d´1 }ν}ℓβ .

Note that this estimate is sharp by the necessary condition (11).
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7. Applications

As in the works by Frank–Sabin [13], Lewin–Sabin [22, 21], Nakamura [26], Bez-Lee-
Nakamura [2], we can exploit the Strichartz estimates to prove the well-posedness of the
infinite systems of dispersive equations with Hartree-type nonlinearity on compact mani-
folds

(80)

#

iBtuj “ Puj ` pWρquj , j P N
ujp0, ¨q “ fj

where ρ “
ř8

j“1 |uj |
2 and Wρ is a real-valued function on M . We focus on P “ ∆α{2 or

?
m2 ` ∆ with m ě 0. In the flat case, it is standard to take the convolution operator

Wρ “ w ˚ ρ, where w is the interaction potential function on M .

7.1. Assumptions. Let s ě 0. We first assume the Strichartz estimate

(81)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
itP fj |

2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pr0,1sˆMq

À }ν}ℓβ

holds for all orthonormal systems pfjqj in HspMq and all sequences ν “ pνjqj P ℓβ. As we
have seen in the introduction, these frequency global estimates can be deduced from the
frequency localized estimates in Theorems 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8. Moreover, (81) implies for any
T ą 0,

(82)
›

›

›

ÿ

j

νj |e
itP fj |

2
›

›

›

L
p{2
t L

q{2
x pr0,T sˆMq

À T
2
p }ν}ℓβ .

Let D “
?
1 ` ∆. We also assume the control of the Hartree-type nonlinearity

(83) }D˘spWρqD¯s}S8 ď Cs,q,W }ρ}Lq{2pMq

or equivalently

(84) }pWρqf}HrpMq ď Cs,q,W }ρ}Lq{2pMq}f}HrpMq, @f P HrpMq, r “ ˘s.

In the flat case with Wρ “ w ˚ ρ, the assumption (83) is true with Cs,q,W “ Cs,δ}w}Bs`δ
pq{2q1,8

for all δ ą 0 (see [26, 2]). Indeed, it follows from the inequality for the Besov norm

(85) }gf}Hr ď Cr,δ}g}
B

|r|`δ
8,8

}f}Hr , @r P R, @δ ą 0,

and by Hölder inequality

(86) }w ˚ ρ}Bs`δ
8,8

ď }w}Bs`δ
pq{2q1,8

}ρ}Lq{2 .

See Triebel [35, p. 29 & p. 205] and Seeger-Sogge [30, Theorem 4.1] for characterizations
of Besov space on compact manifolds. A natural generalization of the convolution operator
|x|´a˚ with a ă d on compact manifolds is the spectral multiplier D´d`a. We have

}D´d`aρ}Bs
8,8

“ sup
jě0

2js}φjpDqD´d`aρ}L8

À sup
jě0

2jps´d`aq}φ̃jpDqρ}L8

À sup
jě0

2jps´d`a`2d{qq}ρ}Lq{2 ,

where φ̃j shares essentially the same property as the Littlewood-Paley bump function φj .

So we require that s ´ d ` a ` 2d{q ď 0, which is equivalent to a ď d ´ 2d
q ´ s. For the
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sharp Schrödinger admissible pairs pp, qq, it is equivalent to a ď 4
p ´ s. For the sharp wave

admissible pairs pp, qq, it is equivalent to a ď 4d
ppd´1q

´ s.

7.2. Well-posedness results. For applications, it is useful to state the assumption (81)
in an operator-theoretic version. Given a compact self-adjoint operator γ on L2pMq, by
the spectral theorem we can write

γh “
ÿ

j

νjxh, fjyfj , @h P L2pMq.

We formally denote the diagonal of the integral kernel of γ by

ργpxq “
ÿ

j

νj |fjpxq|2.

By the assumption (81), ρD´sγptqD´s is well-defined in L
p{2
t L

q{2
x , where γptq “ eitPγ0e

´itP ,
and satisfies

(87) }ρD´sγptqD´s}
L
p{2
t L

q{2
x

ď C˚}γ0}Sβ

whenever γ0 P Sβ. We define the Sobolev-type Schatten norm by

}γ}Sβ,s “ }DsγDs}Sβ .

It is standard to transform the infinite system (80) into the operator formalism

(88)

#

iBtγ “ rP `Wργ , γs, pt, xq P R ˆM,

γp0, ¨q “ γ0.

The following local well-posedness was proved in the abstract form in [2, Prop. 10], and it
still holds on compact manifolds.

Proposition 1 (Local well-posedness). Suppose (81) and (83) hold. Then for any γ0 P

Sβ,s, there exist T “ T p}γ0}Sβ,s , Cs,q,W q ą 0 and a unique solution γ P C0
t pr0, T s;Sβ,sq to

(88) on r0, T s ˆM with ργ P L
p{2
t L

q{2
x .

We also have the following global well-posedness for small data. The argument is similar,
see [26, Prop. 4.1].

Proposition 2 (Almost global well-posedness). Suppose (81) and (83) hold. Then each
T ą 0, there exists δT “ δT pCs,q,W q such that for any for any }γ0}Sβ,s ă δT , there exists a

unique solution γ P C0
t pr0, T s;Sβ,sq to (88) on r0, T s ˆM with ργ P L

p{2
t L

q{2
x .

Consequently, we obtain the well-posedness of (88) for the pairs pp, qq, β, and s in (81),
whenever the control of the Hartree-type nonlinearity in (83) is valid.

Corollary 1. Let d ě 1 and α ą 1. Suppose pp, qq and β are as in Theorem 1. Let

s ą 1
p and a ď 4

p ´ s. Let P “ ∆α{2 and Wρ “ D´d`aρ. Then the system (88) has local

well-posedness and almost global well-posedness as in Propositions 1 and 2.

Corollary 2. Let d ě 2. Suppose pp, qq and β are as in Theorem 7. Let s ą 1
p
d`1
d´1 and

a ď 4d
ppd´1q

´ s. Let P “
?
m2 ` ∆ with m ě 0 and Wρ “ D´d`aρ. Then the system (88)

has local well-posedness and almost global well-posedness as in Propositions 1 and 2.
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