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STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR ORTHONORMAL SYSTEMS ON
COMPACT MANIFOLDS

XING WANG, AN ZHANG AND CHENG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We establish new Strichartz estimates for orthonormal systems on compact
Riemannian manifolds in the case of wave, Klein-Gordon and fractional Schrédinger equa-
tions. Our results generalize the classical (single-function) Strichartz estimates on com-
pact manifolds by Kapitanski [18], Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5], Dinh [II], 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 Schrédinger 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 Schrédinger 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 > 1. Let (M, g) be a d-dimensional smooth compact Riemannian manifold without
boundary. Let A, be the Laplacian-Beltrami operator on M. Let A = —A,. Let et f
denote the solution to the initial value problem

idiu + Pu=0, (z,t)e M xR,
u(+,0) = ug .

A wide class of dispersive equations have this form, such as the Schrodinger equation P = A,
the fractional Schrodinger equation P = A%/2 (a # 0,1), the wave equation P = VA, and
the Klein-Gordon equation P = /1 + A.

In quantum mechanics, a system of IV independent fermions is described by a collection of
N orthonormal functions fi, ..., fy in L?. 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, [§],
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 Schrédinger propagator e™® | they proved a generalization of the well
known Strichartz estimates for systems of orthonormal functions in L?(R?). 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], Burg-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5],
Dinh [11] obtained Strichartz estimates for the wave, the Schrédinger and the fractional
Schrodinger 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 < R be a bounded interval of length |I| > 0. We fix (eg); to be
an orthonormal eigenbasis in L?(M) associated with the eigenvalues () of v/A. Here
0= Xy < A1 < A9 < ... are arranged in increasing order and we account for multiplicity. We
define the Fourier coefficient f(k) = (f, e for f € L2(M). We call ( fj); an orthonormal
system in a Hilbert space H if the functions f; are orthonormal in H. We investigate the
Strichartz estimates of the form

(1) H ZVj|€itPfj\2
J

S N|ves

LPPLY?(Ix M)

for all orthonormal systems (f;); in L?(M) with supp f; < {k : \x < N}, and all sequences
v = (vj)j € #. The estimates are independent of the choice of the eigenbasis (). The
main goal in the line of investigation is to determine the optimal range of § for a fixed
exponent o. A natural choice of o is just the one in the classical (single-function) case.
In this case, trivially holds with 8 = 1 by Minkowski inequality, while the question
is to determine the largest 8 by exploiting the orthogonality between the functions. On
the other hand, it is also interesting to determine the optimal range of § for any fixed o.
Moreover, we shall observe that the the optimal range of 8 will be sensitive to the geometry
of the manifold for (p,q) in certain regime. We shall establish sharp estimates in the form
of 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 to the frequency global
one: for all s > ¢/2

(2) | Dl g2

<
holds for all orthonormal systems (f;); in H*(M) and all sequences v = (v;); € £°. Unlike
the single-function case, it seems difficult to take s = 0/2 in the case of orthonormal data
by Littlewood-Paley theory. Similar difficulties also appear in the Euclidean case. Indeed,
Bez-Hong-Lee-Nakamura-Sawano [I] 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 [I, Prop. 5.2].
Bez-Lee-Nakamura [2] achieved frequency global estimates by establishing delicate weighted
oscillatory integral estimates and the global dispersive estimates in R, see [2, Prop. 6].
Nevertheless, it seems difficult to proceed in this way on compact manifolds.

Notations. Throughout this paper, X <Y means X < CY for some positive constants
C'. If the constant depends on € > 0, we denote X <. Y. If X <Y and Y < X, we denote
X~Y.

1.1. Some observations. Let d > 1, a € (0,00)\{1}, N > 10. Let P = A%? or v/m2 + A
with m > 0. We begin with several crumal observations. These will be used to show the
optimality of our main theorems.

Observation 1. For all p,q > 2, we have the universal bound

3) | Y vsle” gy < N
J

LPPLY?(1x M)

for all orthonormal systems (f;); in L2(M) with supp f;  {k : \x < N} and all sequences
v = (vj); € £°. Indeed, for each t the system {e?F f;}; is also orthonormal in L?(M) with
Fourier coefficients supported in {k : A\ < N}, then we have

(4) DI f@PP < D le(z)P < NY, vtel, VoeM
j k: A, <N

by the pointwise Weyl law. Moreover, the exponent of N in cannot be replaced by any
number less than d, since if we fix v; = 1 for j € {k : Ay < N} then by the Weyl law

(5) H V]\e“fpf] i Z 1~ N%
j

E:Ag<N

Observation 2. The condition

1 o
6 _>1-=
(® 5215
is necessary for the estimate

N itP £ |2 o

(7) !;%Wfﬂw%wmmgNVW

to hold for all orthonormal systems (f;); in L2(M) with suppfJ c {k: A\; < N}, and all
sequences v = (v;); € £°. Indeed, if we fix v; = 1 with j € {k : \y < N} then by we see

that . 7)) implies @

Observation 3. Let M = S? be the standard sphere, and we fix a point 29 € M. Recall
that each eigenvalue of v/A on the sphere has the form pi =+/3(j +d—1) with j € N, and

for each p1; ~ N we can find an L?-normalized zonal function Z; with Z;(z) ~ N “Z" when
dg(x,20) < N71. See e.g. [32]. These Z; form an orthonormal system of size ~ N since
they are associated with distinct eigenvalues. Thus, we have

(8) 12121
J

Then @ implies

LPPLy?(axmy
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which gives another necessary condition for @ on the sphere S¢
1 2d

If the sharp Schrodinger admissible condition % = %(% — %) holds, then @D is equivalent to

(10)
If the sharp wave admissible condition % = %(% - é) holds, then (9) is equivalent to
(11) =2 5= =0

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

1
p
1
2 " )
supercritical regime
_d__
2(d+1)
% subcritical regime
1
. il
d—2 d—1 1 q
20 2(d+D) 2

FicUrE 1. Sharp Schrédinger admissible pairs

1.2. Fractional Schrédinger equation. Suppose p > 2, ¢ < o and ]lg =4l ) We

divide these sharp Schrédinger admissible pairs (p, ¢) into four groups. See ingflre
(i) Subcritical regime: d > 1,2 < ¢q < %
(ii) Critical point: d > 2, ¢ = 2441
(iii) Supercritical regime: d = 2, 2%:11) <g<oword >3, 2(;;1) <qg< dQ—le
(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: d = 3, ¢ = d%dQ.
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Theorem 1. Letd > 1, a € (0,00)\{1}, N > 10. Suppose p =2, q¢ < ®© cmd 1_ %(%—é).
Let

~)2/p, a>1
(12) o0 = {2(2 —a)/p, ae(0,1).

Then
A2
(13) H Z I/j|€ZtA fj|2
J

LP2LY2 (1% M) < N?° ”VHZﬂ
+ T

holds for all orthonormal systems (f;); in L*(M) with supp fj c {k: A\ < N}, and all
sequences v = (Vj); € 08, and the following  with respect to the pairs (p,q) in the four
groups:

(i) Subcritical regime: 8 < ﬁ

(i) Critical point: B < p/2

(iii) Supercritical regime: 5 < p/2

(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: B = 1.

When « > 1, the ranges of § are essentially sharp by the necessary condition @ on any
manifold and on the sphere, since oy = 2/p when o > 1. As we will observe in the
forthcoming Theorem [6] the range of 8 in the supercritical regime can be improved on the
flat torus. This suggests that the optimal range of S in the supercritical regime should be
sensitive to the geometry of the manifold, while the optimal range of 8 in the subcritical
regime is the same on any manifold. It is interesting to determine the optimal range of 3
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 o € (0, 1).

The exponent oy corresponds to the Sobolev exponent in the classical (single-function)
Strichartz estimates by Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5] and Dinh [I1]. The optimality of 8 only
makes sense when the power of N in 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 Schrodinger propagator €2 on the flat torus.

Furthermore, we may expect to raise the power of N to increase the range of 5. By
observing the universal bound , we only need to consider the case where the power of N
is 0 < d. We obtain the following result that is sharp in certain regime.

Theorem 2. Letd > 1, a € (0,00)\{1}, N = 10. Suppose p =2, ¢ < © and s = g(% —
Let og be defined in (12)). Then

Q=
N—

itA/? o
(14) | Dl g < N7l
J

LPPLa?(axmy ~

holds for all orthonormal systems (f;); in L*(M) with supp fj c {k: X\ < N}, and all
sequences v = (vj); € 0%, and the following o and B with respect to the pairs (p,q) in the
four groups:

(i) Subcritical regime: o € [o0g,d], B < 4= 203,

(ii) Critical point: o € [0g,d), B <4 (’0 0By, oro=d, B <

(111) Supercritical regime: o € [00,0*), B < (5 +00—0)"

1

,orae[a*, d], <4 0/3*
d—

B
(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: o € [0¢,04), B < (% +o9—0)7t oroefog,d], B< TP
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Here

(15) g, = —° 2_ 1

a2 TN LA

When a > 1, the ranges of § in (i)(ii) are essentially sharp by the necessary conditions
(6), and the ranges of 3 for o € [00, 0] in (iii)(iv) are also essentially sharp by the necessary
condition ([L0). It is open to show the ranges of 3 for o € [0y, d] in (iii)(iv) are sharp. Since
they are sharp in the extreme cases 0 = 0, and ¢ = d by the necessary condition , we
expect that they are also sharp for the intermediate values. Moreover, it is open to show
the sharpness for a € (0,1).

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

o 2(d+1)
L itAY2 19 < . N*v q > d—1
(16) | 25031 S 5P ey < W eos {Na*uogm, q =20,
J

By the necessary condition , the estimate is sharp when « > 1, in the sense that
B« cannot be replaced by any 5 > B. Moreover, Nakamura [26, Theorem 5.1] obtained
similar estimates for the Schrodinger propagator €2 on the flat torus with an e-loss.

Next, we can obtain new Strichartz estimates on the flat torus for the fractional Schrédinger
equation by establishing a new decoupling inequality for the hypersurface (£, [£]%) e R?.
See the forthcoming Theorem @ We shall exploit Bourgain-Demeter’s 2 decoupling the-

2(d+2)

orem for the functions in L™ a  (R%*!). On the flat torus T¢ = R¢/Z9, it is standard to
define the Fourier coefficients f(k) = (f, e*™ ) associated to the standard orthonormal
basis {e2™* %}, 4.

Theorem 3. Let d > 1, a > 1, N > 10. Let f € L2(T%) with suppf < [-N, N]%. Then
we have for all € > 0,

A2 o
(17) [e’t4 Fflog a1y Se N7 f ] p2ra)
where
2(d+2)
< <
(18) RS S
2T g T d SIs®

The case o = 2 is due to Bourgain-Demeter [4, Theorem 2.4], while the case o # 2 is
new. By Holder inequality and interpolation with the trivial endpoint (p,q) = (o0, 2), this
theorem implies the following Strichartz estimates on the flat torus for the sharp Schrodinger
admissible pairs (p, q).

Theorem 4. Letd > 1, a > 1, N > 10. Let f € L*(T¢) with suppf < [-N, N]?. Suppose

p =2 and % = g(% — %) Then we have for all € > 0,

it A2 o
(19) 127 Fll g erassy Se N7 fl 2 epay
where o1 is given by .

Note that o1 < 1/p for all sharp Schrédinger admissible pairs (p, q) whenever d > 4. So
these improve the estimates by Burg-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5] and Dinh [11] when d > 4.

In particular, at the Keel-Tao endpoint (p, q) = (2, dQsz) we have

: /2 2
(20) 1€ Fllgp g rasry Se Na*e| fl L2 epay-
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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 a = 2. See e.g. [9] for recent related work on the mixed norm ¢? decoupling
inequality. A reasonable conjecture at the Keel-Tao endpoint (p,q) = (2, -2%) is that

» d—2
A Q)2
(21) e Flerrgrarry Se N¥[flL2 e,

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. Letd > 1, a>1, N = 10. Suppose 2 < q < @ and 1% = g(% — %) Then
A2

22 H | itA 12 < N°

(22) ;VJ‘Q fil P2 L8/2(paen) Vg5

holds for all orthonormal systems (f;); < L*(T%) with supp f; < [~N,N]?%, and all se-
quences v = (v;); € €%, and all o € (0,d] and B < 2.

The range of § is essentially sharp by the necessary condition @ A remarkable feature
is that the range o € (0,d] greatly improves the range o € [%, d] in Theorem [2, and it is

essentially optimal by observing the universal bound . When 2(df:2) <qg< Q(ddjll), we can

also obtain for all o € (2071, d] and certain § by interpolation. Moreover, Nakamura [20,
Theorem 1.4] proved a similar result in the case a = 2 for p = ¢ = @ and o € (0, #‘12]

by directly applying Bourgain-Demeter’s ¢? decoupling theorem. This result is covered by
Theorem [l

We may improve the range of 8 in the supercritical regime in Theorem [I| on the flat
torus, by using the refined estimate at the Keel-Tao endpoint .

Theorem 6. Let d > 5, o > 1 and N = 10. Suppose Z(ddjll) <q< dQsz with % = %(% - é)
Then

@) STt
J

2
S N7y

~

2 2
LP2LY?(Td+1)

holds for all orthonormal systems (fj); < L(T%) with suppfj c [N, N]%, and all se-

quences v = (vj); € 0P, and all B < %,
Note that % > p/2 whenever p < Q(djl), which is equivalent to 2%1;1) < q. So the

range of ( is larger than the one in the supercritical regime in Theorem [I] Furthermore, if
the conjecture holds, then the range of 8 in the supercritical regime can be improved
to B < ‘%1, which is exactly the same as the range of 8 at the critical point in Theorem

1.3. Wave and Klein-Gordon equations. It is well-known that the Klein-Gordon prop-
agator eV +A hehaves like the wave propagator ¢*V2 in the high-frequency regime,
while it behaves like the Schrédinger propagator €2 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 (p, q).
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Let d = 2. Suppose p > 2, ¢ < o0 and % = dT(i — é) We divide these sharp wave

admissible pairs (p, ¢) in the following four groups. See Figure

(i) Subcritical regime: d > 2,2 < ¢ < dZTdQ
(ii) Critical point: d > 3, ¢ = 2d
(iii) Supercritical regime: d = 3 TS5 <g<oword> % <q< 2%:31)
: _ 2(d 1)
(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: d > 4, ¢ = ~7—=~.
1
p
1
2 supercritical regime
d—1
2d
i subcritical regime
1
0 d—3 d—2 1 q
2(d-1)  2d 2

FIGURE 2. Sharp wave admissible pairs

Theorem 7. Letd > 2, N > 10. Let m = 0. Suppose p = 2, q¢ < © and = dT(% —
Then

(24) H Z v |eit\/m2+Afj|2
J

Q=
N—

d

2
< No T v s

LPPLY?(Ix M)

holds for all orthonormal systems (f;); in L*(M) with supp fi c {k: A\, < N}, and all
sequences v = (v;); € 05, and the following B with respect to the pairs (p,q) in the four
groups:

(i) Subcritical regime: < dciig/p

(i) Critical point: B < p/2

(#i) Supercritical regime: 5 < p/2

(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: B = 1.
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The ranges of 3 in (ii)(iii)(iv) are essentially sharp by the necessary condition (L1)). It
is open to show the ranges of 5 in (i) is sharp. Since it is essentially sharp in the extreme
cases ¢ = 2 and ¢ = % by the necessary conditions @ and , we expect that it is
sharp for the intermediate values. As before, the exponent oy corresponds to the Sobolev
exponent in the classical (single-function) Strichartz estimates by Kapitanski [I8] (see also
[6]). The optimality of 8 only makes sense when the power of N in 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 5.

We can obtain such estimates that are sharp in certain regime.

Theorem 8. Let d > 2, N > 10. Let m > 0. Suppose p = 2, q < o and % = %(% — é)

Let og = %%. Then

(25) H Z Vj|€it\/m2+Afj|2
J

ag

holds for all orthonormal systems (f;); in L*(M) with supp fj c {k: A\ < N}, and all
sequences v = (v;); € €7, and the following o and B with respect to the pairs (p,q) in the
four groups:

(i) Subcritical regime: o € [0¢,d], B < Cg_‘? By

(ii) Critical point: o € [0g,d), B < Cf;‘;o By, oro=d, f <

(iii) Supercritical regime: o € [0¢,04), f < (% +09—0)"Y, oroe[oyd], B

(iv) Keel-Tao endpoint: o € [0¢,04), 8 < (% +00—0)"L, or o e [o4d], B
Here

(26) B* =

d—1 L2 1
———— Oy=00+—— —.
d—1-2/p> * """ p B

The ranges of 8 in (ii)(iii)(iv) are essentially sharp for o € [0g, 0] by the necessary
conditions . It is open to show other ranges of 3 are sharp. By the necessary conditions
@ and , the range of £ in (i) is sharp in the extreme cases ¢ = 2 and ¢ = d%dQ. By the
necessary condition (11), the ranges of 3 for o € [0y, d] in (iii)(iv) are sharp in the extreme
cases 0 = g, and 0 = d. So we expect that they are also sharp for the intermediate values.

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

) NOx* > 2d
VmZ+A £ 12 ’ 9= 3=
(27) I leelt e Fill oz pare S [V ]gss - d
~ s N7 (08 V), 4 = 2
By the necessary condition ((11)), the estimate (27) is sharp in the sense that 3, cannot be
replaced by any 8 > [..

1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we prove Theorem [l| 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 . 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 Theoremby establishing the kink point estimate . 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 [I]

We shall use the duality principle in Frank-Sabin [I3] 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 3 € [1,0), &7 = G#(L?(M)) denotes
the Schatten space based on L?(M) that is the space of all compact operators T on L?(M)

such that Tr|T]? < o0 with |T| = v/TT*, and its norm is defined by |T|gs = (Tt|T|%)7. If
8 = o0, we define

|Tlle> = T2 p2-
Also, &2 is the Hilbert-Schimdt class and the &2 norm is given by

ITle> = K L2(arxan)

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, 3 = 1. Suppose that T is a bounded operator from
L% to LYL%. Then

(28) H ZVj!TfJIQHLf/ng/z < Cvlles
j

holds for all orthonormal system (f;); in L? and all v = (v;); in £° if and only if
(29) HWTT*WHGﬁ’ < CHWHi?(p/Q)/Li(q/Q)/

holds for all W € L?(P/Q)’Li(q/z)/-

Let ¢ € C°(R) satisfy
e S <Az
Let (ex)r be an orthonormal eigenbasis in L?(M) associated with the eigenvalues (\g)j of

VA. For fe L?(M), let
En(t, ) Zw M/N)f(R)e ey ().

To prove , it suffices to show
(30) | Yvilensl

LP/2Lq/2(I x M) < N7vgs.

At the endpoint (p,q) = (0,2) we have f = 1, and by Minkowski inequality and
Plancherel theorem

(31) \lZVj|5ij|2||LgOL; < [vlesup |Enfil7p 2 < [V]a
i J

When d > 3, at the Keel-Tao endpoint (p,q) = (2, d2—_d2), we also have § = 1. By the
Strichartz estimates [11, Theorem 1.2] and Minkowski inequality we have

(32) HEV;\ENJZI H Ltz < [Vl sup |&n £51?

Ly J t

< ” H 1 ! =
=S Vet 2
N , € (O, 1)

2d
d—2
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Fix r € (d+ 1,d + 2). By interpolation, we only need to prove

2
Nr a>1
(33) 1> ENFi Pl o2 o < IWlles -3 2e—a)
;] 7 N7, ae(0,1).

for ' = 2(q/2)" = dp/2 = r. The case d = 1,2 can also be handled similarly. These (p, q)
can be close to the critical point (2(%1)7 %) as 7 — d + 1. There is a correspondence
between r and the range of (p,q): the subcritical regime (r > d + 1), the critical point
(r = d + 1), the supercritical regime (d < r < d + 1), the Keel-Tao endpoint (r = d).

Let >3~ ¢e(s) = 1 be the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, where ¢, € C3° and for each

£ >0, oy is supported in {|s| ~ 25} Let
(34) Enef(a 21/1 M/ N)pe(Ar)e™E f (ke ().

When « > 1, we further split the interval I into ~ 2(@—1)¢

21=2)¢ When o € (0,1), 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

1/2
65 ISPl < (X 15 wlEnatil )
J

2SN

2
1
< 3 9y (= maxHZVJIEszgl HLp/z Lq/2> '

20N

short intervals {Iy,,}, of length

For any small € > 0, we define an analytic family of operators T7; , on the strip
{zeC:—r/2 <Rez <0}
with the kernels

KE (t,,5,9) = 1yjcot-aredjgeat-oedecpms) (t=5) 7 77 Y 0(Ak/N) P00 (M) 2 e e (2)en (y).
P

By the duality principle in Lemma [} we need to estimate |[WT=, ,W|er, which follows

from the Stein interpolation between the bounds of |[WT eWH@Q and |WT; EW“@OO where
21 = —5 +ib and 2z = ib with b e R.

We shall use the frequency localized dispersive estimates in Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [5]
Lemma 2.5] and Dinh [IT], (3.8)].

Lemma 2. Let a € (0,0)\{1}. Let ¢ € CP(R\{0}). There exists top > 0 and C > 0 such
that for any h € (0,1]

itA/2 _ —a\—
(36) €2 (WD) Fllpeary < CH(1+ [#A7) 2| £l
for each t € [—toh®™ 1 toh®~1].
By Lemma [2| we obtain for |t — s| < 2(1_0‘”

(37) K2, ol <
Then

o(2—a)dt/2

[WTE, Wlez = [W(E 2)KE, o(t, 2, 5,9)W (s,9)] 2

t,x,s,y
< CHWH2 . 2(27a)df/2’
L7772

T
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. _2 (L)/
where we use the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality to estimate the L;™* — L, ¢
norm of the convolution operator with the kernel [t|"~972. So we require 1 < % < 2,
namely r € (d + 1,d + 2). The constant C is independent of ¢ and b.

Next, by Plancherel theorem we have
WIS, Wler = [WTE Wiz rz.
< Wi I, 4|

< OO+ )W,

2 2
Lt,z*)Lt,z

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

f(s)

38 HEF(t) = J A/
) FO= ) @
with

(39) B o < O+ 1)

where the constant C' is independent of £ and b. See e.g. Grafakos [16, Theorem 5.4.1],
Vega [36, p. 204]. Using the Stein interpolation with 6 = %, we get

(40) |WTE, Wer < C22& w2,
’ L Ly (M)
since 1 1-6¢ ¢ 1 1-0 0
. B B
1=(1-0)0+6(-=), —=—T1+2 =+
( )0 + 6 2)’ r o0 +2’ —fjd 0 +—rfd

The constant C' is independent of €. Let ¢ — 0 in . Then by the duality principle in
Lemma [I} we have for a > 1

2(2—a)t
(41) HZVj|5N,efj|2HL§/2(%)L3/2 < 20379
J

V)8, Vn.

Plugging this into , we get for a > 1. The case a € (0, 1) is obtained by directly
summing the estimate in over £, since we do not need to split the interval I.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

In Theorem [2] the subcritical regime directly follows from interpolation between Theorem
and the universal bound . This direct interpolation argument is not enough to give
a sharp range of 8 in the supercritical regime. Unlike the proof of Theorem [I| we shall
further decompose the kernel of £ N,gé';’{f’ ¢ to establish the kink point estimate , where
Eny is given by .

Let >,.c7 $m(s) = 1 be the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, where each ¢, € Cg° is
supported in {|s| ~ 2"}. We define the operator Ty, with the kernel

Ko (t, 2, 8,9) = Yycon-arelgeon-me@m ([t = s[) D 0(/N) (M) e ™ ep () ex(y).
k
This comes from the dyadic decomposition of the operator En £y ,. Fix r € [d,d + 1].
Let ' = 2(q/2) = dp/2 = r. As before, we shall estimate |W17},,W|e- by interpolation

between the &2 norm and the &* norm.
We first estimate the G2 norm. By Lemma [2] we obtain for 2™ < 2(1—)¢

(42) | K| < min{274m/29Q=a)dlj2 - odty
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Then we have
43)  [WTmWle2 = Wt @) Kepn(t,w,5,9)W(s,9) 12
< HWH2 . 2m/22(a—1)€(7‘—d—1)/2 . min{2—dm/22(2—o¢)d€/2’ 2d€}_
Lz

Here we require % > 2, namely d < r < d + 1, since we use the inequality

(44) [ | st = s)gts)dsar] < 1 blust lslolur, o2
I1JI

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

Wyl = WL ¥l 1
< HWH%gOI HTe,mHL%7I—>LiI

<2 W

Then interpolation gives

d+1

HWTE,mWHGT < “W”2 2 2%((171)(1"75171) min{2m(177)2%(27a)’ 2m(17%)22d£/r}'
L=y

(1—a)

When o > 1, summing over 2™ < 2 ¢ and by the duality principle, we have for each

small interval I,

4
2 (3d—ad+1-r) reldd+1)
Sy 12 _ : :
(45) [ . Vi En e fil Htho/Q([[yn)Lg/2 < [Vles {(1 +€)2§(3d—ad+1—7’)7 r=d+ 1.

Plugging this into , we get for a > 1

a—1)de 2, 2(d+1)
( Z 2( 27‘) 2%(3d—0¢d+1—7"))2 S NLd:l—l — N5+ pd —1'
26<N

When « € (0,1), we have no need to split the interval and we directly sum the estimates

over £ to obtain

Z 9fBd-adtl-r) < \rO=P1 _ NG A

20N
Thus, if we define

d 2(d+1)
46 =— = =~ 1
( ) ﬁ* d 7 2/p7 Ox g0 + pd )
with og given in , then we have
S NO* reld,d+1)

47 A2 2 < . ) ,
0 Bl i g S W Nortog ), o 81

Note that o, = o is equivalent to p = 2(‘{;1). By interpolation between , and
Theorem [I}, we obtain Theorem
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In particular, when d > 1, at the critical point (p, q) = (2(‘{;1), Q(jjll)), we have r = d+1,

B =% and

it A2
(48) | 25wl fil o2 oz < W les -
; t

When d > 2, at the Keel-Tao endpoint (p, q) = (2, %)’ we have r = d, 8 = % and

2(2—a)

N7(logN), a>1
» (logN), ae(0,1).

2,1
‘ N»Td a>1
49 U 6ztAa/2f, 2 2 a2 S | Vps (2= 7)
( ) |; ]| ]| ”L? LY H HZ N”Ta+é, ac (07 1)

Note that when o > 1 this estimate is sharp by the necessary condition ([10)).
Remark 1. To compare this method with the proof of Theorem [I|, we remark that one

can slightly modify this method to handle the subcritical regime (r > d + 1) up to a log
loss:

2
A2 N7 (logN), a>1
(50) 1Y vl £ o pare S Wles - 26-a)
; £ » (logN), «ae(0,1).
Indeed, for r € (d + 1,d + 2) by Young’s inequality, we can replace by
(51) W Ty W 2 = W (t,2) Kt .5, 9)W (5,0 2
< HWHQA 9ZHe=tm | min{Q—dm/22(2—a)d£/2’ 2(1@}_
L;~L2

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

Remark 2. It is natural to ask whether one can remove log factor in at the critical
. _2(d+1) 2(d+1)
point (p7 Q) = ( 4 d-1 )

see [12, [ 2]. However, surprisingly it can be removed for the Schrédinger propagator e
on the one dimensional flat torus by following the spirit of the Hardy-Littlewood circle
method. See Nakamura [26, Theorem 1.6].

Recall that it is not removable in the Euclidean version,
itA

4. PROOF OF THE THEOREMS ON THE FLAT TORUS
Let d = 1. For ¢1,...,cq41 > 0, let R = [—c1,c1] X ... X [—¢q41,¢4+1] be a rectangular
box. We shall use two weight functions associated with R

d+1

onle) = 1+ 3 /)

Jj=1

d+1
Dr() = (1+ ] |ayl/e;) 5
j=1

Let o > 1 and S = {(y, |y|®) e R¥! : y e [-1,1]?}. We define the extension operator

Eqg(x) = f ge(xiyr + ... + zaya + xa+1|y|*)dy
Q
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where @ is some subset in R? and e(z) = e2™*. Let Partg 2 ([—1,1]%) denote a partition of
[—1,1]% into cubes of side length §'/2. We first prove the following decoupling inequality
for the hypersurface S.

Theorem 9. Leta>1 and 2 < p < Q(djm. Then we have for all € > 0,

[

(52) IBiitlrmy S 65( Y 1Badle,,))
AEPU/I"tél/Q([fl,l]d)

where B is a ball of radius R > 6 ™ax{le/2}

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 [I7]. Now we use this inequality to obtain the Strichartz estimates,
and postpone its proof to the end of this section.

Theorem [J] immediately implies a discrete restriction estimate.

Theorem 10. Let o > 1 and 2 < p < Q(d%;ﬂ). Let A be a N~ '-separated set in [—1,1]%.
Then we have for all € > 0,

63 (= [ D acetwnts oo+ autat anle®|ao)” <o N3 a?)

’BR’ Bpr geA £eA
where Bp is a ball of radius R > N™ax{2.a}

This discrete restriction estimate together with the trivial endpoint p = oo 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

A2
(54) H Z I/j|€ltA fj|2
J

=

Se N2 v,

Lf/ng/Q (Td+1)

where o7 is given by . Then we obtain by interpolation between , the universal
bound , and the endpoint estimate . To prove Theorem @ by interpolation between
the Keel-Tao endpoint estimate and the kink point estimate , at the Keel-Tao
endpoint (p,q) = (2, d2TCl2) we have

itAS/2 ¢ 12 2 d(d—3)
(55) |;Vj|€l fil HLf/ZLg/Z S Neflyfes, VB < m
And then Theorem |§| follows from interpolation between and the subcritical regime in
Theorem [II

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

Lemma 3. Leta>1and 2 <p < @. Then we have for all € > 0,

N

(56) 1B agedlion) S0 ( Y 1Badlien,)
AEP(ZTtél/Q ([71,1]d)

where Ry is a rectangular box of size 6~ x ... x 61 x §—max{la/2}
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Proof. We dyadically decompose the cube [—1,1]¢ into

K
(1107 = fy e [—1, 1) syl < 025 o | J{y e [~1,1]7 1 257151272 < Jy| < 2Fo1/25),
k=1
Here K ~ log(6~1). The first part can be easily controlled. It suffices to prove that for any
61/27¢ < a < 1/2 and the annulus

Ay ={ye[-1,1]*:a < |y| < 2a}

we have
1

(57) 1Baglisony < 075( Y 1Baglinen) "

AePart§1/2 (Aa)
We claim that for any /2% < a < 1/2,

1

(58) IEasdlison, ) <05 Y 1Bl )

AePart§1/2 (Aa)

where R, s is a rectangular box of size 0 x .. x 071 x a2 L, Since § max{la/2} >
a’~*6~!, we can split Rs into copies of R, s. Note that

(59) Wr, () S ZwRa,s(j)(w)wRa (J) < @ry(z)

where each R, s(j) is a copy of R, s centered at j € §71Z¢ x a>~%§1Z, and the implicit
constants only depend on d. Then implies by and Minkowski inequality. It
is worth to mention that >, wr, ,(j)(%)wr,(j) ~ wr,(2) cannot hold, so we should use two
slightly different rectangular weight functions in , which is different from the forthcom-
ing for the cube weight functions.

Now we prove . Let ¢(y) = |y|*. For yp € Aq, the Taylor expansion

a*"(yo + 2) = a*"*(6(y0) + ¢ (o) + %zTcﬁ”(yO)z) +0(a™ 2l

where .
YoYo

¢" (y0) = alyol**(Ia + (o — 2)yT‘2)‘
Thus, a®>~|27¢" (yo)z| ~ |z|*> whenever a > 1.
When |z| < 5§27 with o = £/3, the error term O(a~'|z|*) = O(J) since a = §/27¢. So
when |y — yo| < 527, the surface S.(y) = (y,a> |y|*) is in the §-neighborhood of the
paraboloid

(60)  Suly) = (5.0 (0ly0) + &' (0)(y — 30) + 3 (5~ 90)" 6" () (y — 30)).

Now we rescale the last variable. Let
Ens,9(z) = f gWe(@iyr + .. + zqya + a® *war|y|*)dy
A

Then
Eng(z) = Ea,5,9(21, . 24, 6* T g41)
and -
IEAg|Lr(R,s5) =@ |Eas,9lLrs)



STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR ORTHONORMAL SYSTEMS 17

where Q; is a cube of side length 6. By the scaling, to prove , it suffices to show

1

(61) 1Basilireoy <0 Y 1Basilreg,)
AePart61/2 (Aa)

It suffices to show that the smallest constant K,(d) that makes the following inequality
holds satisfies K,(0) < 07°

1

(62) 1Baus.0lirway < Ko@) (Y 1Basdli,)
AePart61/2 (Aa)
Note that
(63) D wgay () (@)ws (7) ~ wo, (@)
J

where each Qg1-20(j) is a copy of Qsi-20 centered at j € 6~172°Z4*! and the implicit
constants only depend on d. By and Minkowski inequality, we get

[NIES

B ss.8lirteq) < CEp0 ) (0 3 IBrsitli,)
TePart %70(14@)
8

Applying Bourgain-Demeter’s decoupling inequality [4, Theorem 1.1] to the paraboloid

, we get

[NIES

1B s.0liay < DO Y 1Bss0lg)
AEPart61/2 (Aa),AcT

where the decoupling constant Dj,(J) < C.672" for all £ > 0. Thus,
Ky (6) < CD,(0) Ky (5'27).
Recall 0 = /3. We iterate to get
Ky (8) < CFDy(8) Dy(8'~7)... Dy (8127 i, (81127
< Ckcrkd—%22(1—&-(1—20)24-...+(1—20)k’1)Kp(5(1—20)k)
== 3
_ Ckcéf(sf%5(17(1720)’“)Kp(5(172o’)k).
Recall that 627 < a < 1/2. We choose k such that §0-200" & 42 < 1/4, then
K,(6072") ~ 1 and k < loglog(6—1). Thus
K,(5) < ChCrs—3e0-0-20)") <5<

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

The proof of Theorem [7] is similar to that of Theorem The main difference is that
the frequency localized dispersive estimates of the wave and the Klein-Gordon equations in
Lemma [4] hold for all |¢| < 1, which is much better than that of the fractional Schrédinger
equations in Lemmal[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 ¢ € C{(R)
satisfy

I g e < <Tp_p9)a.
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Let (ex)r be an orthonormal eigenbasis in L?(M) associated with the eigenvalues (\j)s of

VA. For fe L?(M), let
Enf(t,) Zw A/ N) f(R)e™Vm* ey ().

To prove , it suffices to show

(64) \;uﬂ&vm g S NP Wl
At the endpoint (p,q) = (00,2) we have 8 = 1, and
(65) | 2 vilenfilPliers < IvlesupEn fil7e < [v]e-
j J
When d > 4, at the Keel-Tao endpoint (p,q) = (2, 2%__31)), we also have 8 = 1. By the
Strichartz estimates [6, Theorem 1] for single functions, we have
(66) | ZVJ|ng]| | gy < vlasupllEnfil® e
Lg ] Lsz d—3

d+1
< N o],
Fix r € (d,d + 1). By interpolation, we only need to prove
2d+1
(67) [ Z Vj|5ij|2HLf/ng/2 S Nra-tygs
J

for 8’ = 2(q/2) = (d — 1)p/2 = r. These (p,q) can be close to (dQpo d%dz) as r — d. The

case d = 2,3 can also be handled similarly. There is a correspondence between r and the
range of (p,q): the subcritical regime (r > d), the critical point (r = d), the supercritical
regime (d — 1 < r < d), the Keel-Tao endpoint (r = d — 1).

Let D=0 ¢e(s) = 1 be the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, where ¢, € Ci° and for each
¢ >0, ¢, is supported in {|s| ~ 2¢}. Let

(68) Enef = Y 0 O/N) e M) f (k)™ ™ ey ().
k

For any small € > 0, we define an analytic family of operators T;e on the strip
{zeC:—r/2 <Rez <0}
with the kernels
2
K2t 5,9) = Tecgmst (0= )77 D00/ N eV e ()en(y)

By the duality principle in Lemma (1, we need to estimate |[WT<, eWHGT by the Stein
interpolation between the bounds of |[WT% KWHG2 and |[WT¢ KWHGOO where z; = —§ +1b
and z9 = ib with b e 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
. m, m>0
m =
1, m=0.



STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR ORTHONORMAL SYSTEMS 19

Lemma 4. Let ¢ € CF(R\[—m,m]). There ezists to > 0 and C > 0 such that for any
h e (0,1]

(69) [V B (VA fllpoeary < CR™H L+ [t /R) ™2 ] aag
for each t € [—to, to].
By Lemma 4] we obtain for |t —s| <1

(70) KCE, o S [t — s 72 20102,
Then
IWTZ Wles = [W(t,2)KZ, o(t. 2 5,9)W (s.9) |z
< C|w? 2(d+ 2,
’V‘ d+1L2

2 2 /

where we use the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality to estimate the L[’m — Lim)

norm of the convolution operator with the kernel [¢|"~9~!. So we require 1 < ﬁ <2,
namely r € (d,d + 1). The constant C' is independent of ¢ and b.

Next, by Plancherel theorem and the uniform L? — L? boundedness of the truncated

Hilbert transform we have
IWTE, Wle= = [WTZ, Wz 12,

HWlle ITZ,
C(L+ [P IW e, -

2 2
Lt,qut,z

The constant C' is independent of £ and b. Using the Stein interpolation we get
(71) IWTe, Wer < C22ET W2 -
’ L'r d+1 Lr (M)

The constant C' is independent of . Let € — 0 in . Then by the duality principle in
Lemma [I} we have

zdi
(72) |2Vj|5N,€fj|2HLf/2Lg/2 <20 v lgs.
J
So summing over 26 < N we get .

6. PROOF OF THEOREM []|

The subcritical regime in Theorem 8| directly follows from interpolation between Theorem
and the universal bound . 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 , which dyadically decomposes the kernel of £ N,gé’]”{u with respect to |t — s].

Let Y,z @n(s) = 1 be the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, where each @, € C§° is
supported in {|s| ~ 2"}. We define the operator Ty, with the kernel

Ken(t,5,y) = Gallt — s) Y0/ N)20eA) eV ey (@)er ().
k

This comes from the dyadic decomposition of the operator 5N,€gzﬂ\</,£ with €y given by
(68). Fix r € [d —1,d]. Let 8/ = 2(q/2) = (d —1)p/2 = r. As before, we shall estimate
|WT;,W|er by interpolation between the &2 norm and the &* norm.
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We first estimate the &2 norm. By Lemma 4| we obtain for 2™ < 1
(73) 1Ky | < min{2~ (@ Dn/29(d+1t/2 - 9dty,

Then we have

(74) HWTE,HWH62 = HW(t, x)KK,n (ta Zz,s, y)W('S? y) HL?,I,S,y
< HWH2 . 2”/2 . min{Q—(d—l)nﬂQ(d""l)éﬂ de}_
~ Ltr—d+1 L% ’

Here we require ﬁ > 2, namely d — 1 < r < d, by using the inequality .
Next, we estimate the &* norm. Then by Plancherel theorem we have

IWTenWlew = [WTeuWle 12,
2
< Wleg 1Tenlez ,— 1z,

< 2| W3

Then interpolation gives

HWTE,TLWHGT < HWH2 . 1 2n(1—%) min{Q—(d—l)n/r2(d+1)Z/r’ 22d€/r}‘
L

r—d+ Lr
t x
Summing over 2" < 1 and by the duality principle in Lemma [I} we have

{2“‘3“1)@, reld-1,d)

. |2 < .
(75) HZV;IgN,efﬂ | pprzpaz < [Vles (1402C%8 -0 _ g

J
Recall that r = 8’ = (d — 1)p/2. Thus, if we define

d—1 C2(d+1) 2d

76 = - = -1
(76) =iy T pd-n) - "
then summing over ¢ we have
No* reld—1,d)
2 9 )

(77) H ; VJISNyﬁfJ’ ”Lf/QLg/Q S HVHZB* ’ {Ng-* (log N), r = d
This proves . Note that o, = %% is equivalent to p = dQle' By interpolation between
, and Theorem (7], we obtain Theorem .

In particular, when d > 2, at the critical point (p,q) = (dQlev dz—_dé), we have r = d,
B =% and

- 2d+1

(78) |20l A fi Pl e g2 S N7 (log N) s

J

When d > 3, at the Keel-Tao endpoint (p,q) = (2, 2(0;1__31)), we haver =d—1, 8 = % and

[\

; 2 2d+1, 1
(79) | 22wl ™ R L e pge S N o= T T 0o,

J

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



STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES FOR ORTHONORMAL SYSTEMS 21

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

i0iu; = Puj + (Wp)us, jeN
(80) tty J ( p) J J
where p = 23021 lu;|? and Wp is a real-valued function on M. We focus on P = A%? or

vVm2 4+ A with m > 0. In the flat case, it is standard to take the convolution operator
Wp = w * p, where w is the interaction potential function on M.

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

(81) | Smlet gl
J

<

holds for all orthonormal systems (f;); in H*(M) and all sequences v = (v;); € £°. As we
have seen in the introduction, these frequency global estimates can be deduced from the

frequency localized estimates in Theorems @ Moreover, implies for any
T >0,

(52) H;vﬂe“fjf TR S ad
Let D = 4/1 + A. We also assume the control of the Hartree-type nonlinearity
(83) |D**(Wp)DF* e < Csqw ol Larian
or equivalently
(84) | W) flar oy < Coqwlplpazan | flar o, VFe H' (M), r=ts.
In the flat case with Wp = w * p, the assumption is true with Cs g w = Cs 5|w| gs+s

(¢/2)",00

for all § > 0 (see [26] 2]). Indeed, it follows from the inequality for the Besov norm
(35) loflie < Cralglppiss |, e R, ¥ >0,
and by Holder inequality
(36) Jw % pll s < wllpers ol
’ (q/2)",0

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
|z| =%+ with a < d on compact manifolds is the spectral multiplier D~4*e We have
D=l g3, . = sup 27°|;(D)D~ ]| =
j=0
< sup 26| 35(D) || o
§=0

(s—d+a+2d/q

< sup?2! Yol Lo,

j=0
where ¢; shares essentially the same property as the Littlewood-Paley bump function ¢;.
So we require that s — d + a + 2d/q < 0, which is equivalent to a < d — % — s. For the
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sharp Schrédinger admissible pairs (p, ¢), it is equivalent to a < 2 — s. For the sharp wave

4
P
admissible pairs (p, q), it is equivalent to a < p(;lifl) —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 v on L*(M), by
the spectral theorem we can write

vh =Y vilh, fi)f5, Vhe LX(M).
i

We formally denote the diagonal of the integral kernel of v by
py(@) = D vl fi(@).

J
By the assumption (81), pp-s,p-s is well-defined in L$/2Lg/2, where v(t) = e ryge P,
and satisfies

(87) HPD*SW(t)D*S ”Lf/ngn < Cilloles
whenever v € &7, We define the Sobolev-type Schatten norm by

IYlgs.s = ID*D*|es-
It is standard to transform the infinite system into the operator formalism

) i0ry = [P+ Wpyal, (t2)eRx M,
7(0,+) = 0.

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 hold. Then for any vy €
&P, there exist T = T(|yo]es.s» Cs.qw) > 0 and a unique solution v € CP([0,T]; &%) to

(88) on [0,T) x M with p, € L¥/*LY?.

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 and hold. Then each
T > 0, there exists o7 = d7(Cs qw) such that for any for any ||yo|gs.s < 07, there exists a

unique solution v € CY([0,T]; &5%) to on [0,T] x M with p € LfgﬂL%ﬂ.

Consequently, we obtain the well-posedness of for the pairs (p, q), §, and s in ,
whenever the control of the Hartree-type nonlinearity in is valid.

Corollary 1. Let d > 1 and a > 1. Suppose (p,q) and 5 are as in Theorem . Let
s > % and a < % —s. Let P = AY2 and Wp = D=4, Then the system has local

well-posedness and almost global well-posedness as in Propositions[1] and [3.

Corollary 2. Let d > 2. Suppose (p,q) and B are as in Theorem @ Let s > %% and

a < p(éifl) — 5. Let P =+m2+ A withm =0 and Wp = D=4, Then the system
has local well-posedness and almost global well-posedness as in Propositions [1] and [3.
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