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Abstract

The local and global well-posedness for the one dimensional fourth-order nonlinear

Schrödinger equation are established in the modulation space M s

2,q
for s > 1

2
and

2 6 q < ∞. The local result is based on the Up − V p spaces and crucial bilinear

estimates. The key ingredient to obtain the global well-posedness is that we achieve

a-priori estimates of the solution in modulation spaces by utilizing the power series

expansion of the perturbation determinant introduced by Killip-Visan-Zhang for com-

pletely integrable PDEs.

Keywords: Well-posedness; Fourth-order nonlinear Schrödinger equation; Bilin-

ear estimates; Completely integrable structure.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for the fourth order nonlinear Schrödinger

equation (4NLS) on the line R:
{
iut + uxxxx + 8uxx|u|2 + 2uxxu

2 + 6u2xu+ 4u|ux|2 + 6u|u|4 = 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x),
(1.1)

where u is a complex valued function of (x, t) ∈ R × R, and the fixed coefficients in the

nonlinearities could ensure the complete integrable structure. 4NLS (1.1), as a member of

the NLS integrable hierarchy, can be expressed as the compatibility conditions of linear

eigenvalue equations. For a more general class of the 4NLS:

iut + uxx + 2u|u|2 + γ(uxxxx + 8uxx|u|2 + 2uxxu
2 + 6u2xu+ 4u|ux|2 + 6u|u|4) = 0, (1.2)

which can be used to describe the propagation of ultrashort optical pulses in long-distance

high-speed optical fiber transmission systems [1, 8], or the three dimensional motion of
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an isolated vortex filament embedded in an inviscid incompressible fluid [6]. In magnetic

mechanics, it can describe the nonlinear spin excitations in one-dimensional isotropic bi-

quadratic Heisenberg ferromagnetic spin with the octuple-dipole interaction [7].

It is worth noting that 4NLS (1.1) is endowed with two important features. One is

the complete integrability: in the sense that it admits Lax pair formulations, thus one can

show that the solution exists globally in time for any Schwartz initial data. The other

one is the scaling symmetry: for any solution u(x, t) to (1.1) with initial data u0(x), then

the λ-scaled function uλ(x, t) = λu(λx, λ4t) is also a solution to (1.1) with λ-scaled initial

data u0,λ(x) = λu0(λx). The Sobolev space Ḣsc is called the scaling-critical space if it

satisfies ‖u0,λ‖Ḣsc ∼ ‖u0‖Ḣsc . By a simple calculation, one can know that sc = −1/2. We

reasonably predict that (1.1) is ill-posed in Hs when s < −1/2.

The Cauchy problem for the 4NLS has been studied extensively by many researchers.

Segata [31] established the local-wellposedness of (1.2) excluding the nonlinearity uxx|u|2
in the Sobolev space Hs(R) for s > 1/2 under the condition γ < 0. Then Huo and Jia [15]

relaxed the restriction γ < 0 while still not incorporating uxx|u|2. For the complete (1.2)

which includes the nonlinearity uxx|u|2, Segata [32] obtained the the local-wellposedness

in Hs(R) for s > 7/12 under the condition γ < 0. Huo and Jia [16] eliminated the

requirement γ < 0 and improved the regularity to s > 1/2 by employing a crucial maximal

function estimate. In addition, it is known that (1.2) is ill-posed in Hs for s ∈ (−1/2, 1/2)

in the sense that the data-to-solution map fails to be uniformly continuous, see [24, 33].

There are also many studies focusing on the 4NLS with different nonlinearities or in the

probabilistic setting, see, for example, [23, 26, 34] on the torus, [14, 28, 29, 30, 36] on the

real line, [4, 9, 25] in the probabilistic setting.

In this work, we study the sharp global well-posedness of the 4NLS (1.1) in modulation

spaces M s
2,q(R) for s > 1/2 and 2 6 q <∞. The sharpness arises from the ill-posed theory

in [24, 33], which implies that the 4NLS can not be solved in the Sobolev space Hs(R)

with s < 1/2 by a contraction mapping principle. Many researchers have directed their

attention towards solving nonlinear PDEs in modulation spaces, see [11, 12, 17, 27, 35]

and the references therein. We recall the definition of the modulation spaces M s
p,q(R),

which was introduced by Feichtinger [10]. Let ψ ∈ S(R) such that

supp ψ ⊂ [−1, 1], ψn(ξ) := ψ(ξ − n) and
∑

n∈Z

ψn(ξ) ≡ 1,

then the modulation spaces M s
p,q(R) are defined as the collection of all tempered distribu-

tions f ∈ S ′(R) such that ‖f‖Ms
p,q
<∞, where the M s

p,q-norm can be equivalently defined

in the following way (cf. [37, 38]):

‖f‖Ms
p,q(R)

=
∥∥〈n〉s‖✷nf‖Lp(R)

∥∥
ℓqn(Z)

, (1.3)

where ✷n = F−1ψn(ξ)F , F (F−1) denotes the (inverse) Fourier transform on R, and

〈n〉 = (1 + |n|2)1/2.
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By incorporating the Up and V p spaces into modulation spaces, and applying Strichartz-

type estimates, bilinear estimates and L4 estimates, we derive nonlinear estimates and

achieve local well-posedness in modulation spaces. In order to upgrade local well-posedness

to global well-posedness, we need to develop the specific properties of the 4NLS (1.1) and

obtain the global bounds of the solutions. The main idea is from Killip-Visan-Zhang [19]

where they exploited the complete integrable structure and obtained the conservation laws

on the Hs-norm of solutions for KdV, NLS and mKdV equations. The 4NLS (1.1) belongs

to the classical ZS-AKNS system and admits the following Lax pair formulation [39]:

d

dt
L(t;κ) = [P (t;κ), L(t;κ)] with L(t;κ) =

[
−∂x + κ u(x)

−u(x) −∂x − κ

]

and some operator pencil P (t;κ) whose precise form will play no role in this paper. We

define the following perturbation determinant

α(κ;u) := Re

∞∑

ℓ=1

1

ℓ
tr
{[

(κ− ∂x)
−1/2u(κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1/2

]ℓ}
(1.4)

which formally represents

−Re log det

([
(−∂x + κ)−1 0

0 (−∂x − κ)−1

] [
−∂x + κ u(x)

−u(x) −∂x − κ

])
. (1.5)

Here, the trace of an operator A on L2(R) (trA) is defined in Definition 2.1. We will show

that α(κ;u) is conserved under the 4NLS flow (1.1) in Proposition 5.2. TheM s
2,q(R)-norm

of solutions can be related to the size of the leading term in the series α(κ;u(t)), therefore

it is almost conserved and can be controlled by the norm of the initial data. Finally, the

local well-posedness can be extended to global well-posedness.

In this work, we shall prove the following theorems:

Theorem 1.1. Let 2 6 q < ∞, s > 1
2 , and u0 ∈ M s

2,q. Then there exists a time T > 0

such that 4NLS (1.1) is locally well posed in C([0, T ];M s
2,q) ∩Xs

q,S([0, T ]), where X
s
q,S is

defined in Definition 2.6.

Theorem 1.2. Fix parameters s and q conforming to either of the following restrictions:

q = 2 and −1
2 < s < 1, or 2 < q <∞ and 0 6 s < 1− 1

q . Then there exists a nondecreasing

function Cs,q : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that

sup
t∈R

‖u(t)‖Ms
2,q

. Cs,q(‖u0‖Ms
2,q
). (1.6)

for any Schwartz class solution u to (1.1) on R.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, we can establish the subsequent

global well-posedness.
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Theorem 1.3. Let 2 6 q < ∞, s > 1
2 , and u0 ∈ M s

2,q. Then 4NLS (1.1) is globally

well-posed.

Remark 1.4. For q = 2 and 1
2 6 s < 1, or 2 < q < ∞ and 1

2 6 s < 1 − 1
q , Theorem 1.3

is a corollary to Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. For larger s, a persistence of regularity

argument with the global bounds on the M
1/2
2,q -norms of solutions implies the corresponding

global well-posedness.

Remark 1.5. Local well-posedness in Theorem 1.1 is achieved by using PDE techniques

and the contraction principle, without requiring the complete integrable structure. On the

other hand, for the general 4NLS operator i∂t+∆2±∆, we can combine Biharmonic esti-

mates in low frequency with Strichartz estimates to obtain nonlinear estimates. Therefore,

Theorem 1.1 is available for the following general 4NLS equation:

iut + uxx + γuxxxx + a1u|u|2 + a2uxx|u|2 + a3uxxu
2 + a4u

2
xu+ a5u|ux|2 + a6u|u|4 = 0,

which improves the local results in [15, 16, 31, 32].

Remark 1.6. For the spectral parameter κ ∈ C in (1.4), its real part and imaginary part

correspond to dilation and translation transformations, respectively. Therefore, the advan-

tage of the imaginary part of κ can be fully developed in the modulation space. Combining

with the scaling symmetry of the 4NLS equation (1.1) itself, we can obtain Theorem 1.2

for 2 < q < ∞ and 1
2 6 s < 1 − 1

q . If the equation does not enjoy the scaling symme-

try, the result shall need the small initial condition. However, for q = 2 and 1
2 6 s < 1

(M s
2,2 = Bs

2,2 = Hs), we can choose Reκ large enough to remedy the absence of scaling

symmetry and achieve the result for large initial data in Besov space, see [3].

Therefore, we have the following corollary, which is the sharp global well-posedness

via the contraction principle method, since the data-to-solution map fails to be uniformly

continuous when s < 1/2, see [33].

Corollary 1.7. The 4NLS equation (1.2) is globally well-posed in Hs for s > 1/2.

Notations. Let c < 1, C > 1 denote positive universal constants, which can be

different at different places. We use the notation a . b if there is an independently

constant C such that a 6 Cb. Denote a ∼ b if a . b and b . a. a ≈ b means that

|a − b| 6 C. Denote a ∨ b = max{a, b}, a ∧ b = min{a, b}. p′ is the dual number of

p ∈ [1,∞], i.e., 1/p + 1/p′ = 1. The (inverse) Fourier transform (F−1)F in R can be

defined as follows:

(Ff)(ξ) = f̂(ξ) =
1√
2π

∫

R

f(x)e−ixξ dx, (F−1f)(x) = f̌(x) =
1√
2π

∫

R

f(ξ)eixξ dξ.

Let I ⊂ R be an interval of finite length, we denote uλ = ✷λu, uI =
∑

λ∈I∩Z uλ.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some function spaces utilized in establishing the well-posedness

theory for nonlinear dispersive equations. Up and V p spaces were initially introduced by

Koch and Tataru [5, 20, 21, 22] in the study of NLS and mKdV. They have played a

crucial role in establishing the well-posedness of various equations, including the KP-II

equation [13], the cubic NLS equation [11, 21, 22], the DNLS equation [12], and the mKdV

equation [2].

2.1 Function spaces

Definition 2.1. Let A be an operator on L2(R) with continuous integral kernel K(x, y).

The trace of operator A is defined by

tr(A) :=

∫
K(x, x)dx.

If A is a Hilbert-schmidt operator with integral kernel K(x, y) ∈ L2(R ×R), then

tr(A2) =

∫∫

R2

K(x, y)K(y, x)dxdy,

and

‖A‖2
I2

:= tr(AA∗) =

∫∫

R2

|K(x, y)|2 dxdy. (2.1)

Let Z be the set of finite partitions −∞ = t0 < t1 < ... < tK−1 < tK = ∞. In the

following, we consider functions taking values in L2 := L2(Rd;C), but in the general L2

can be replaced by an arbitrary Hilbert space or general Banach space.

Definition 2.2. Let 1 6 p < ∞. For any {tk}Kk=0 ∈ Z and {φk}K−1
k=0 ⊂ L2 with∑K−1

k=0 ‖φk‖p2 = 1, φ0 = 0. A step function a : R → L2 given by

a =

K∑

k=1

χ[tk−1,tk)φk−1

is said to be a Up-atom. The set of all Up atoms is denoted by A(Up). The Up space is

Up :=



u =

∞∑

j=1

cjaj : aj ∈ A(Up), cj ∈ C,

∞∑

j=1

|cj | <∞





for which the norm is given by

‖u‖Up := inf





∞∑

j=1

|cj | : u =
∞∑

j=1

cjaj, aj ∈ A(Up), cj ∈ C



 .

5



Definition 2.3. Let 1 6 p < ∞. We define V p as the normed space of all functions

v : R → L2 such that limt→±∞ v(t) exist and for which the norm

‖v‖V p := sup
{tk}

K
k=0∈Z

(
K∑

k=1

‖v(tk)− v(tk−1)‖pL2

)1/p

is finite, where we use the convention that v(−∞) = limt→∞ v(t) and v(∞) = 0 (here

v(∞) and limt→∞ v(t) are different notations). Likewise, we denote by V p
− the subspace of

all v ∈ V p so that v(−∞) = 0. Moreover, we define the closed subspace V p
rc (V p

−,rc) as all

right continuous functions in V p (V p
−).

Definition 2.4. We define

Up
S := e·i∂

4
xUp, ‖u‖Up

S
= ‖e−it∂4

xu‖Up ,

V p
S := e·i∂

4
xV p, ‖u‖V p

S
= ‖e−it∂4

xu‖V p ,

and similarly for the definition of V p
rc,S, V

p
−,S, V

p
−,rc,S.

Definition 2.5. Besov type Bourgain’s spaces Ẋs,b,q are defined by

‖u‖Ẋs,b,q :=
∥∥∥‖χ|τ−ξ4|∈[2j−1,2j)|ξ|s|τ − ξ4|bû(τ, ξ)‖L2

ξ,τ

∥∥∥
ℓqj∈Z

.

Definition 2.6. The frequency-uniform localized U2-spaces Xs
q (I) and V 2-spaces Y s

q (I)

are defined by

‖u‖Xs
q (I)

=

( ∑

λ∈I∩Z

〈λ〉sq‖✷λu‖qU2

)1/q

, Xs
q := Xs

q (R), (2.2)

‖v‖Y s
q (I) =

( ∑

λ∈I∩Z

〈λ〉sq‖✷λv‖qV 2

)1/q

, Y s
q := Y s

q (R), (2.3)

‖u‖Xs
q,S

: = ‖e−it∂4
xu‖Xs

q
, ‖v‖Y s

q,S
:= ‖e−it∂4

xv‖Y s
q
. (2.4)

2.2 Known results

Proposition 2.7 (Scaling properties). Let s > 0, q > 2, then

‖f(λ·)‖Ms
2,q(R)

. λ−1/q′‖f(·)‖Ms
2,q(R)

, for 0 < λ 6 1; (2.5)

‖f(λ·)‖Ms
2,q(R)

. λs−1/2‖f(·)‖Ms
2,q(R)

, for λ > 1. (2.6)

Proposition 2.8. [3] Suppose that the operator A is given on the Fourier side by

Âf(ξ) =

∫
m(ξ, η)f̂ (η)dη,
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then the following results hold

Â∗f(ξ) =

∫
m(η, ξ)f̂(η)dη, (2.7)

tr(A) =
1

2π

∫
m(ξ, ξ)dξ, ‖A‖2

I2
=

1

2π

∫∫

R2

|m(ξ, η)|2 dξdη.

Moreover, if A1, A2, · · ·An are Hilbert-Schmidt operators with Fourier kernels

m1,m2, · · ·mn, then

tr(A1A2 · · ·An) =
1

2π

∫

Rn

m1(ξ1, ξ2) · · ·mn(ξn, ξ1) dξ1 · · · dξn. (2.8)

The following known results about Up and V p can be found in [11, 13, 20, 22].

Proposition 2.9. (Embedding) Let 1 6 p < q <∞. We have the following results.

(i) Up and V p, V p
rc, V

p
−, V

p
rc,− are Banach spaces.

(ii) Up ⊂ V p
rc,− ⊂ U q ⊂ L∞(R, L2). Every u ∈ Up is right continuous on t ∈ R.

(iii) V p ⊂ V q, V p
− ⊂ V q

−, V
p
rc ⊂ V q

rc, V
p
rc,− ⊂ V q

rc,−.

(iv) Ẋ0,1/2,1 ⊂ U2
S ⊂ V 2

S ⊂ Ẋ0,1/2,∞.

Proposition 2.10. (Interpolation) Let 1 6 p < q < ∞. There exists a positive constant

ǫ(p, q) > 0, such that for any u ∈ V p and M > 1, there exists a decomposition u = u1+u2

satisfying

1

M
‖u1‖Up + eǫM‖u2‖Uq . ‖u‖V p . (2.9)

Proposition 2.11. (Orthogonality in V 2) Take an interval I ⊂ R, then for u ∈ V 2 the

following orthogonality holds:

‖uI‖V 2 6

( ∑

λ∈I∩Z

‖uλ‖2V 2

)1/2

. (2.10)

Proposition 2.12. (Duality) Let 1 6 p < ∞, 1/p + 1/p′ = 1. Then (Up)∗ = V p′ in the

sense that

T : V p′ → (Up)∗; T (v) = B(·, v), (2.11)

is an isometric mapping. The bilinear form B : Up × V p′ is defined as follows: For a

partition t := {tk}Kk=0 ∈ Z, we define

Bt(u, v) =

K∑

k=1

〈u(tk−1), v(tk)− v(tk−1)〉. (2.12)
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Here 〈·, ·〉 denotes the inner product on L2. For any u ∈ Up, v ∈ V p′, there exists a unique

number B(u, v) satisfying the following property. For any ε > 0, there exists a partition t

such that

|B(u, v)−Bt′(u, v)| < ε, ∀ t′ ⊃ t.

Moreover,

|B(u, v)| 6 ‖u‖Up‖v‖V p′ .

In particular, let u ∈ V 1
− be absolutely continuous on compact interval, then for any v ∈

V p′,

B(u, v) =

∫
〈u′(t), v(t)〉dt.

Proposition 2.13. [12] (Duality) Let 1 6 q <∞. Then (Xs
q )

∗ = Y −s
q′ in the sense that

T : Y −s
q′ → (Xs

q )
∗; T (v) = B(·, v), (2.13)

is an isometric mapping, where the bilinear form B(·, ·) is defined in Proposition 2.12.

Moreover, we have

|B(u, v)| 6 ‖u‖Xs
q
‖v‖Y −s

q′
.

3 Basic Estimates

Lemma 3.1. [18](Strichartz-type Estimates) Let 2 6 p, q 6 ∞, a pair (p, q) is called

biharmonic admissible or Strichartz admissible if

4

p
+

1

q
=

1

2
or

2

p
+

1

q
=

1

2
.

(i) Let (p, q) be biharmonic admissible, then

‖eit∂4
xφ‖Lp

tL
q
x
. ‖φ‖L2 . (3.1)

(ii) Let (p, q) be Strichartz admissible, then

‖D2/p
x eit∂

4
xφ‖Lp

tL
q
x
. ‖φ‖L2 . (3.2)

In particular, for N > 1,

‖PNe
it∂4

xφ‖Lp
tL

q
x
. 〈N〉−2/p‖φ‖L2 . (3.3)

By testing atoms in Up
S space, we obtain

‖PNu‖Lp
tL

q
x
. 〈N〉−2/p‖u‖Up

S
. (3.4)

Lemma 3.2 (Bilinear Estimates). Suppose that û0, v̂0 are localized in some compact in-

tervals I1, I2 with dist(I1, I2) & λ > 0. For any ξ1 ∈ supp û0, ξ2 ∈ supp v̂0,

8



(i) if 2|ξ1| 6 |ξ2| ∼ N , then

‖eit∂4
xu0e

it∂4
xv0‖L2

x,t
. N−3/2‖u0‖L2‖v0‖L2 , (3.5)

‖eit∂4
xu0eit∂

4
xv0‖L2

x,t
. N−3/2‖u0‖L2‖v0‖L2 . (3.6)

(ii) if |ξ1| ∼ N1, |ξ2| ∼ N2, then

‖eit∂4
xu0e

it∂4
xv0‖L2

x,t
. (λmax{N2

1 , N
2
2 })−1/2‖u0‖L2‖v0‖L2 , (3.7)

‖eit∂4
xu0eit∂

4
xv0‖L2

x,t
. (λmax{N2

1 , N
2
2 })−1/2‖u0‖L2‖v0‖L2 . (3.8)

Proof. For (3.7), by duality, it suffices to prove that

sup
‖g‖

L2
x,t

=1

∣∣∣∣
∫

R2

eit∂
4
xu0e

it∂4
xv0 · g dxdt

∣∣∣∣ . (λmax{N2
1 , N

2
2 })−1/2‖u0‖L2‖v0‖L2 . (3.9)

From the Plancherel theorem and the definition of Fourier transform, we know that

LHS(3.9) = sup
‖g‖

L2
x,t

=1

∣∣∣∣
∫

R2

∫
eit((ξ−ξ1)4+ξ41)û0(ξ1)v̂0(ξ − ξ1)dξ1 · ĝ(ξ, t)dξdt

∣∣∣∣

= sup
‖g‖

L2
x,t

=1

∣∣∣∣
∫

R2

(Fx,tg)(ξ1 + ξ2, ξ41 + ξ42)û0(ξ1)v̂0(ξ2)dξ1dξ2

∣∣∣∣ (3.10)

Let ξ = ξ1 + ξ2 and τ = ξ41 + ξ42 . A simple calculation shows that dξdτ = |J |dξ1dξ2,|J | =
4|ξ31 − ξ32 | & λ · max{N2

1 , N
2
2 }. Then by using Hölder’s inequality and the change of

variables, we get

LHS(3.9) .

(∫

R2

∣∣û0
(
ξ1(ξ, τ)

)
v̂0
(
ξ2(ξ, τ)

)∣∣2|J |−2dξdτ

)1/2

.

(∫

R2

∣∣û0
(
ξ1
)
v̂0
(
ξ2
)∣∣2|J |−1dξ1dξ2

)1/2

. (λ ·max{N2
1 , N

2
2 })−1/2‖u0‖L2‖v0‖L2 . (3.11)

A similar argument gives (3.5) as long as |J | is replaced by 4|ξ31 − ξ32 | ∼ N3. (3.6) and

(3.8) can be derived through analogous discussions.

Next by testing atoms in the U2 space and applying the interpolation in Proposition

2.10, we get the bilinear estimates as follows.

Corollary 3.3 (Bilinear Estimates). Let 0 < T 6 1. Suppose that û, v̂ are localized

in some compact intervals I1, I2 with dist(I1, I2) & λ > 0. For any 0 < ε ≪ 1, ξ1 ∈
supp û, ξ2 ∈ supp v̂,

9



(i) if 2|ξ1| 6 |ξ2| ∼ N , then

‖uv‖L2
x,t∈[0,T ]

. T ε/4N−3/2+ε‖u‖V 2
S
‖v‖V 2

S
, (3.12)

‖uv̄‖L2
x,t∈[0,T ]

. T ε/4N−3/2+ε‖u‖V 2
S
‖v‖V 2

S
. (3.13)

(ii) if |ξ1| ∼ N1, |ξ2| ∼ N2, then

‖uv‖L2
x,t∈[0,T ]

. T ε/4(λ ·max{N2
1 , N

2
2 })−1/2+ε‖u‖V 2

S
‖v‖V 2

S
, (3.14)

‖uv̄‖L2
x,t∈[0,T ]

. T ε/4(λ ·max{N2
1 , N

2
2 })−1/2+ε‖u‖V 2

S
‖v‖V 2

S
. (3.15)

Lemma 3.4. (L4 Estimates) Let I ⊂ [0,+∞) or (−∞, 0] with |I| <∞. For any θ ∈ (0, 1),

β > 0, we have

‖uI‖2L4
x,t∈[0,T ]

. (T 1/4 + T (1−θ)/4|I|2β+(1−θ)/2)‖u‖2
X

−1/4
4,S (I)

. (3.16)

In particular, if 1 . |I| <∞, 0 < T < 1, then for any 0 < ε≪ 1, 4 6 q 6 ∞

‖uI‖L4
x,t∈[0,T ]

. T ε/4|I|1/4−1/q+ε max
λ∈I

〈λ〉−3/4‖u‖
X

1/2
q,S (I)

. (3.17)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume I ⊂ [0,+∞).

‖uI‖2L4([0,T ]×R) = ‖(uI)2‖L2([0,T ]×R) =

∥∥∥∥
∑

m,n∈I∩Z

umun

∥∥∥∥
L2([0,T ]×R)

6
∑

k∈N

∥∥∥∥
∑

m−n∼2k

umun

∥∥∥∥
L2([0,T ]×R)

.

When k = 0, we utilize the orthogonality in L2 and Strichartz estimates in L8
tL

4
x to derive

the conclusions. When k > 0, by applying the interpolation in Proposition 2.10, bilinear

estimates in Lemma 3.3, and Strichartz estimates, we can complete the proof. The detailed

proof follows a similar approach to the L4 estimates in [2, 11], and is therefore omitted

here.

Lemma 3.5. Let I ⊂ R with 1 . |I| <∞, 2 6 q 6 ∞, we have

‖uI‖L∞
t L2

x∩V
2
S
. |I|1/2−1/q max

λ∈I
〈λ〉−1/2‖u‖

X
1/2
q,S (I)

. (3.18)

Proof. By employing the embedding V 2
S ⊂ L∞

t L
2
x, the orthogonality in V 2 and Hölder’s

inequality, we can derive the following results step by step:

‖uI‖L∞
t L2

x∩V
2
S
.

(∑

λ∈I

‖uλ‖2V 2
S

)1/2

. max
λ∈I

〈λ〉−1/2

(∑

λ∈I

(
〈λ〉1/2‖uλ‖

)2
V 2
S

)1/2

. |I|1/2−1/q max
λ∈I

〈λ〉−1/2‖u‖
X

1/2
q,S (I)

.

10



4 Local well-posedness

It is known that 4NLS (1.1) is equivalent to the following integral equation:

u(x, t) = eit∂
4
xu0 + i

∫ t

0
ei(t−τ)∂4

xF (u(τ))dτ, (4.1)

where

F (u) = 8uxx |u|2 + 2ūxxu
2 + 6u2xū+ 4u |ux|2 + 6u |u|4 .

4.1 Trilinear estimates

Lemma 4.1. Let q > 2 and 0 < ε≪ 1, for any u ∈ X
1
2
q,S, we have

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
ei(t−τ)∂4

x

(
uxx |u|2

)
(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
X

1
2
q,S

. T ε ‖u‖3
X

1
2
q,S

; (4.2)

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
ei(t−τ)∂4

x
(
uxxu

2
)
(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
X

1
2
q,S

. T ε ‖u‖3
X

1
2
q,S

; (4.3)

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
ei(t−τ)∂4

x
(
u2xu

)
(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
X

1
2
q,S

. T ε ‖u‖3
X

1
2
q,S

; (4.4)

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
ei(t−τ)∂4

x

(
u |ux|2

)
(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
X

1
2
q,S

. T ε ‖u‖3
X

1
2
q,S

. (4.5)

Proof. The most crucial and challenging estimate is (4.2). The estimates of (4.3), (4.4)

and (4.5) can be deduced in a similar way as (4.2). Therefore, for the sake of brevity, we

only prove (4.2).

By Propositions 2.12 and 2.13, we see that, for supp v ⊂ R× [0, T ],

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
ei(t−τ)∂4

xF (u(τ))dτ

∥∥∥∥
X

1
2
q,S

= sup

{∣∣∣∣B
(∫ t

0
e−iτ∂4

xF (u(τ))dτ, v

)∣∣∣∣ : ‖v‖Y −1/2

q′
6 1

}

6 sup
‖v‖

Y
−1/2

q′

61

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

[0,T ]

〈
F (u(τ)), eiτ∂

4
xv(τ)

〉
dτ

∣∣∣∣∣

6 sup
‖v‖

Y
−1/2

q′,S

61

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

[0,T ]
〈F (u(τ)), v(τ)〉 dτ

∣∣∣∣∣ . (4.6)

Thus it suffices to show that
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

R×[0,T ]
v(∂2xu)uudxdt

∣∣∣∣∣ . T ε ‖u‖3
X

1
2
q,S

‖v‖
Y

− 1
2

q′,S

(4.7)
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We perform a frequency-uniform decomposition with u, v in the left-hand side of (4.7), it

suffices to prove that

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

λ0,...,λ3

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]
vλ0(∂

2
xuλ1)uλ2uλ3dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
. T ε ‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

. (4.8)

In order to keep the left-hand side of (4.8) nonzero, we have the frequency constraint

condition (FCC)

λ1 + λ2 − λ3 − λ0 ≈ 0. (4.9)

We only need to consider the cases that λ0 is minimal or secondly minimal number in

λ0, . . . , λ3 (Otherwise one can replace λ0, . . . , λ3 with −λ0, . . . ,−λ3).
Step 1. λ0 = min

06k63
λk. We separate the proof into two subcases λ0 > 0 and λ0 < 0.

Step 1.1. λ0 > 0. Let us denote I0 = [0, 1), Ij = [2j−1, 2j), j > 1. We decompose

λ0 + [0,∞) by dyadic decomposition, i.e.,

λk ∈ λ0 + [0,∞) =
⋃

jk>0

(λ0 + Ijk), k = 1, 2, 3.

By FCC (4.9), we see that j3 ≈ (j1 ∨ j2). Then λ0, . . . , λ3 have the following two orders:

Order 1 : λ0 6 λ2 6 λ1 6 λ3

Order 2 : λ0 6 λ1 6 λ2 6 λ3

We will take Order 1 for example because Order 2 is similar and even easier (notice that

the derivatives are located in uλ1).

Order 1 : λ0 6 λ2 6 λ1 6 λ3. In view of FCC (4.9), we see that j2 6 j1 ≈ j3. It

turns out that

L
+(u, v) :=

∑

06λ06λ26λ16λ3

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]
vλ0(∂

2
xuλ1)uλ2uλ3dxdt

.


 ∑

λ0>0, 06j26j1≈j3.1

+
∑

λ0,j2>0, j1≈j3≫1




〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]
vλ0(∂

2
xuλ0+Ij1

)uλ0+Ij2
uλ0+Ij3

dxdt

:=L
+
l (u, v) + L

+
h (u, v).

In L
+
l (u, v), we have λ0 ≈ λ1 ≈ λ2 ≈ λ3. So, by Hölder’s inequality, Strichartz

estimate and U2
S ⊂ V 2

S ⊂ U8
S , we have

|L +
l (u, v)| . T 1/2

∑

06λ0≈λ1≈λ2≈λ3

〈λ0〉5/2 ‖vλ0‖L8
tL

4
x
‖uλ1‖L8

tL
4
x
‖uλ2‖L8

tL
4
x
‖uλ3‖L8

tL
4
x

12



. T 1/2
∑

λ0>0

‖vλ0‖V 2
S
·
(
〈λ0〉1/2 ‖uλ0‖U2

S

)3
. T 1/2‖v‖Y 0

q′ ,S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

. (4.10)

In L
+
h (u, v), notice that the frequency of vλ0 and uλ0+Ij1

have transversality. Thus

we can use bilinear estimate (Lemma 3.3), L4 estimate (Lemma 3.4) and V 2
S estimate

(Lemma 3.5) to obtain that

|L +
h (u, v)| .

∑

λ0, j2>0,j1≈j3≫1

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0∂
2
xuλ0+Ij1

‖L2
x,t
‖uλ0+Ij2

‖L4
x,t
‖uλ0+Ij3

‖L4
x,t

.
∑

λ0, j2>0, j1≈j3≫1

〈λ0〉1/2 · 〈λ0 + 2j1〉2T ε/4
[
2j1〈λ0 + 2j1〉2

]−1/2+ε ‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖uλ0+Ij1

‖V 2
S

· T ε/22(j2+j3)(1/4−1/q+ε)〈λ0 + 2j2〉−3/4〈λ0 + 2j3〉−3/4‖u‖2
X

1/2
q,S

. T 3ε/4
∑

λ0, j2>0, j1≫1

〈λ0〉1/2〈λ0 + 2j1〉−1/4+2ε〈λ0 + 2j2〉−3/4

2j1(1/4−2/q+2ε)+j2(1/4−1/q+ε) · ‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖

X
1/2
q,S (λ0+Ij1)

‖u‖2
X

1/2
q,S

. T 3ε/4
∑

λ0, j2>0, j1≫1

2j1(−2/q+4ε)+j2(−1/q+ε)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖

X
1/2
q,S (λ0+Ij1 )

‖u‖2
X

1/2
q,S

.

Making the summation on j2, then applying Hölder’s inequality on λ0, and finally making

the summation on j1, we know for 0 < ε < 1/2q,

|L +
h (u, v)| . T 3ε/4

∑

j1≫1

2j1(−2/q+4ε)‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

. T 3ε/4‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

.

Step 1.2. λ0 < 0. We can assume that λ0 ≪ 0. For short, we use the following

notations: 



λk ∈ h− ⇔ λk ∈ [λ0, 3λ0/4];

λk ∈ h+ ⇔ λk ∈ [−3λ0/4,−λ0];
λk ∈ l− ⇔ λk ∈ [3λ0/4, 0];

λk ∈ l+ ⇔ λk ∈ [0,−3λ0/4].

We need to consider the following three cases λ1 ∈ h−, λ1 ∈ l− and λ1 ∈ [0,∞) separately.

Case A. λ1 ∈ h−. We consider the following four subcases as in Table 1.

Case A λ1 ∈ λ2 ∈ λ3 ∈
h−h−h− [λ0, 3λ0/4) [λ0, 3λ0/4) [λ0, λ0/2 + C)

h−l−lh− [λ0, 3λ0/4) [3λ0/4, 0) [3λ0/4− C, λ0/4)

h−l−ll± [λ0, 3λ0/4) [3λ0/4, 0) [λ0/4,−λ0/4 + C)

h−a+a+ [λ0, 3λ0/4) [0,∞) [−C,∞)

Table 1: λ0 = min
06k63

λk, λ0 ≪ 0, λ1 ∈ h−.
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Case h−h−h−. We decompose λk in the following way:

λk ∈ λ0 + [0,−λ0
4
) =

⋃

jk>0

(λ0 + Ijk), k = 1, 2; λ3 ∈ λ0 + [0,−λ0
2

+ C) =
⋃

j3>0

(λ0 + Ij3),

where we can assume that dyadic interval Ij1 satisfies Ij1 = [2j−1, 2j) ∩ [0,−λ0/4). In the

following, we will all explain it in this way. By FCC (4.9), we see that j3 ≈ (j1 ∨ j2) and
0 6 jk . ln 〈λ0〉 , k = 1, 2, 3, we have

L
−
h−h−h−

(u, v) :=
∑

λ0≪0, 06j3≈(j1∨j2).ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]
vλ0(∂

2
xuλ0+Ij1

)uλ0+Ij2
uλ0+Ij3

dxdt

.


 ∑

λ0≪0, 06j3≈(j1∨j2).1

+
∑

λ0≪0, 1≪j3≈(j1∨j2).ln〈λ0〉




〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]
vλ0(∂

2
xuλ0+Ij1

)uλ0+Ij2
uλ0+Ij3

dxdt

:=L
−,l
h−h−h−

(u, v) + L
−,h
h−h−h−

(u, v).

In L
−,l
h−h−h−

(u, v), we have λ0 ≈ λ1 ≈ λ2 ≈ λ3. Using the same method as in L
+
l (u, v)

(4.10), we can get the result and the details are omitted.

In L
−,h
h−h−h−

(u, v), we have 〈λ0〉 ∼ 〈λ1〉 ∼ 〈λ2〉 ∼ 〈λ3〉. By applying bilinear estimate

(3.14), L4 estimate (3.17), Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 3.5, we obtain that

|L −,h
h−h−h−

(u, v)| .
∑

1≪j3≈(j1∨j2).ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0uλ0+Ij3
‖L2

x,t
‖∂2xuλ0+Ij1

‖L4
x,t
‖uλ0+Ij2

‖L4
x,t

.
∑

1≪j3≈(j1∨j2).ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2〈λ0〉2 · T ε/4
[
2j3〈λ0〉2

]−1/2+ε ‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖uλ0+Ij3

‖V 2
S

· T ε/22(j1+j2)(1/4−1/q+ε)〈λ0〉−3/2‖u‖2
X

1/2
q,S

.T 3ε/4
∑

1≪j3≈(j1∨j2).ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉2ε2(j1+j2)(1/4−1/q+ε)+j3(−1/2+ε)

· 2j3(1/2−1/q)〈λ0〉−1/2‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T 3ε/4
∑

1≪j3≈(j1∨j2).ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉−1/2+2ε2(j1+j2)(1/4−1/q+ε)+j3(−1/q+ε)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T 3ε/4
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−2/q+4ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T 3ε/4‖vλ0‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

. (4.11)

Here we first make the summation on j1, j2, j3 (as long as 0 < ε < 1/q), then apply

Hölder’s inequality on λ0.

Case h−l−lh−. By FCC (4.9), we see that λ2 ∈ [3λ0/4, λ0/4 + C). Then we have

〈λ0〉 ∼ 〈λ1〉 ∼ 〈λ2〉 ∼ 〈λ3〉. Using the same method as in L
−,h
h−h−h−

(u, v), we can get the

result as desired.
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Case h−l−ll±. We decompose λk:

λ1 ∈ λ0+[0,−λ0
4
) =

⋃

j1>0

(λ0+Ij1); λ2 ∈ [
3λ0
4
, 0) =

⋃

j2>0

−Ij2 ; λ3 ∈ [
λ0
4
,−λ0

4
+C) =

⋃

j3>0

±Ij3 .

Noticing that |λ0 − λ2| > 〈λ0〉, |λ1 − λ3| > 〈λ0〉, so we can use twice bilinear estimate

(3.15) and Lemma 3.5 to obtain that

L
−
h−l−ll±

(u, v) :=
∑

λ0≪0, 06j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉
1
2

∫

R×[0,T ]
vλ0∂

2
xuλ0+Ij1

u−Ij2
u±Ij3

dxdt

.
∑

06j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0u−Ij2
‖L2

x,t
‖(∂2xuλ0+Ij1

)u±Ij3
‖L2

x,t

. T ε/2
∑

06j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉5/2
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε
2j2(−1/q)

·
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε
2j1(1/2−1/q)+j3(−1/q)〈λ0〉−1/2‖vλ0‖V 2

S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

. T ε/2
∑

06j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉−1+6ε 2j1(1/2−1/q)+(j2+j3)(−1/q)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

. T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−1/2−1/q+6ε ‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

. T ε/2‖vλ0‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

. (4.12)

Here the summations on j2, j3 are convergent to a constant, the summation on j1 is

controlled by 〈λ0〉1/2−1/q , and we finally use Hölder’s inequality on λ0.

Case h−a+a+. We decompose λk:

λ1 ∈ λ0 + [0,−λ0
4
) =

⋃

j1>0

(λ0 + Ij1); λ2 ∈ [0,∞) =
⋃

j2>0

Ij2 ;

λ3 ∈ [−C,∞) =
⋃

j3>−1

Ij3 , I−1 = [−C, 0).

In this case we have |λ0 − λ2| & 〈λ0〉 , |λ1 − λ3| & 〈λ0〉 and j1 . ln 〈λ0〉. Noticing that

we only use j1 . ln 〈λ0〉 and do not use j2, j3 . ln 〈λ0〉 in (4.12), so we can use the same

method as in (4.12) to estimate this case and the details are omitted.

Case B. λ1 ∈ l−. We need to consider the following subcases as in Table 2.

For Case l−h−lh− and Case l−h−ll±, we can use the same method as for Case h−l−lh−

and Case h−l−ll± in Case A, respectively. In fact, these two cases are easier because the

derivative at low frequency is simpler than at high frequency, so we omit it.

Case l−lh−lh−. By FCC (4.9), we see that λ1 < 3λ0/8+C. Then we have 〈λk〉 ∼ 〈λ0〉
for k = 1, 2, 3. We decompose λk:

λ1 ∈
3λ0
4

+ [0,−3λ0
8

+C) =
⋃

j1>0

(
3λ0
4

+ Ij1); λ2 ∈
3λ0
4

+ [0,−λ0
2
) =

⋃

j2>0

(
3λ0
4

+ Ij2);
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Case B λ1 ∈ λ2 ∈ λ3 ∈
l−h−lh− [3λ0/4, 0) [λ0, 3λ0/4) [3λ0/4− C, λ0/4)

l−h−ll± [3λ0/4, 0) [λ0, 3λ0/4) [λ0/4,−λ0/4 + C)

l−lh−lh− [3λ0/4, 0) [3λ0/4, λ0/4) [λ0/2− C, λ0/8)

l−lh−ll− [3λ0/4, 0) [3λ0/4, λ0/4) [λ0/8, 0)

l−lh−l+ [3λ0/4, 0) [3λ0/4, λ0/4) [0,−3λ0/4 + C)

l−ll−l+ [3λ0/4, 0) [λ0/4, 0) [−C,−λ0/2)
l−ll−h+ [3λ0/4, 0) [λ0/4, 0) [−λ0/2,−λ0 + C)

l−a+a+ [3λ0/4, 0) [0,∞) [−λ0/4− C,∞)

Table 2: λ0 ≪ 0, λ1 ∈ l−, dividing the range of λ2.

λ3 ∈
λ0
2

+ [−C,−3λ0
8

) =
⋃

j3>−1

(
λ0
2

+ Ij3), I−1 = [−C, 0).

Noticing that |λ0 − λ2| & 〈λ0〉 and j1, j2, j3 . ln〈λ0〉. It follows from the bilinear estimate

(3.15), L4 estimates (3.17) and Lemma 3.5 that

I
−
l−lh−lh−

(u, v) :=
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0u3λ0/4+Ij2
‖L2

x,t
‖∂2xu3λ0/4+Ij1

‖L4
x,t
‖uλ0/2+Ij3

‖L4
x,t

.T 3ε/4
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 ·
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε · 2j2(1/2−1/q)〈λ0〉−1/2

· 〈λ0〉22(j1+j3)(1/4−1/q+ε)〈λ0〉−3/4〈λ0〉−3/4‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T 3ε/4
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−3/q+5ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T 3ε/4‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

.

Case l−lh−ll−. By FCC (4.9), we see that λ1 < λ0/4 + C. We decompose λk:

λ1 ∈
3λ0
4

+ [0,−λ0
2

+ C) =
⋃

j1>0

(
3λ0
4

+ Ij1); λ2 ∈
λ0
4

+ [
λ0
2
, 0) =

⋃

j2>0

(
λ0
4

− Ij2);

λ3 ∈ [
λ0
8
, 0) =

⋃

j3>0

−Ij3 .

Noticing that |λ0 − λ1| , |λ2 − λ3| & 〈λ0〉 and j1, j2, j3 . ln 〈λ0〉. It follows from the

bilinear estimate (3.15) and Lemma 3.5 that

I
−
l−lh−ll−

(u, v) .
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0∂
2
xu3λ0/4+Ij1

‖L2
x,t
‖uλ0/4−Ij2

u−Ij3
‖L2

x,t

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2〈λ0〉2 ·
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε · 2j1(1/2−1/q)〈λ0〉−1/2

16



·
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε
2j2(1/2−1/q)+j3(−1/q)〈λ0〉−1/2‖vλ0‖V 2

S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−1/2−2/q+6ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′ ,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

,

where we use the fact 〈λ1〉 ∼ 〈λ2〉 ∼ 〈λ0〉.
Case l−lh−l+. We collect λk in the following dyadic version:

λ1 ∈ [
3λ0
4
, 0) =

⋃

j1>0

−Ij1 ; λ2 ∈ λ0 + [−λ0
4
,−3λ0

4
) =

⋃

j2.ln〈λ0〉

(λ0 + Ij2);

λ3 ∈ [0,−3λ0
4

+ C) =
⋃

j3>0

Ij3 .

Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ1) and (λ2, λ3) have transversality and j1, j2, j3 . ln 〈λ0〉.
It follows from the bilinear estimate (3.15) and Lemma 3.5 that

I
−
l−lh−l+

(u, v) .
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0∂
2
xu−Ij1

‖L2
x,t
‖uλ0+Ij2

uIj3‖L2
x,t

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 · 22j1
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε
2j1(−1/q)

·
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε
2j2(1/2−1/q)+j3(−1/q)〈λ0〉−1/2‖vλ0‖V 2

S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−1/2−2/q+6ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′ ,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

. (4.13)

Case l−ll−l+. By FCC (4.9), we see that λ1 < λ0/4 + C. We decompose λk:

λ1 ∈ λ0 + [−λ0
4
,−3λ0

4
+ C) =

⋃

j1.ln〈λ0〉

(λ0 + Ij1); λ2 ∈ [
λ0
4
, 0) =

⋃

j2>0

(−Ij2);

λ3 ∈ [−C,−λ0
2
) =

⋃

j3>−1

Ij3 .

Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ2) and (λ1, λ3) have transversality and j1, j2, j3 . ln 〈λ0〉.
It follows from the bilinear estimate (3.15) and Lemma 3.5 that

I
−
l−ll−l+

(u, v) :=
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xuλ0+Ij1

)u−Ij2
uIj3

∣∣∣ dxdt

.
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0u−Ij2
‖L2

x,t
‖(∂2xuλ0+Ij1

)uIj3‖L2
x,t

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 ·
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε
2j2(−1/q)

17



· 〈λ0〉2
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε
2j1(1/2−1/q)+j3(−1/q)〈λ0〉−1/2‖vλ0‖V 2

S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−1/2−1/q+6ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

,

where we use the same summation order as in (4.12).

Case l−ll−h+. We decompose λk in the following way:

λ1 ∈ [
3λ0
4
, 0) =

⋃

j1>0

−Ij1 ; λ2 ∈ [
λ0
4
, 0) =

⋃

j2>0

−Ij2;

λ3 ∈ −λ0 + [
λ0
2
, C) =

⋃

j3>−1

(−λ0 − Ij3), I−1 = [−C, 0).

Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ1) and (λ2, λ3) have transversality, and j1, j2, j3 .

ln 〈λ0〉. Using a similar way as in (4.13), we get that

I
−
l−l−h+

(u, v) :=
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xu−Ij1

)u−Ij2
u−λ0−Ij3

∣∣∣ dxdt

.
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0∂
2
xu−Ij1

‖L2
x,t
‖u−Ij2

u−λ0−Ij3
‖L2

x,t

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j1,j2,j3.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 · 22j1
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε
2j1(−1/q)

·
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε
2j2(−1/q)+j3(1/2−1/q)〈λ0〉−1/2‖vλ0‖V 2

S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−1/2−2/q+6ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

.

Case l−a+a+. We decompose λk in the following way:

λ1 ∈
3λ0
4

+ [0,−3λ0
4

) =
⋃

j1>0

(
3λ0
4

+ Ij1); λ2 ∈ [0,∞) =
⋃

j2>0

Ij2 ;

λ3 ∈ −λ0
4

+ [−C,∞) =
⋃

j3>−1

(−λ0
4

+ Ij3), I−1 = [−C, 0).

Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ2) and (λ1, λ3) have transversality and j1 . ln 〈λ0〉.
Using the embedding ‖u3λ0/4+Ij1

‖V 2
S
. ‖u‖

X
1/2
q,S

for any fixed j1, it follows from the bilinear

estimate (3.15) and Lemma 3.5 that

I
−
l−a+a+

(u, v) :=
∑

j1.ln〈λ0〉,j2,j3

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xu3λ0/4+Ij1

)uIj2u−λ0/4+Ij3

∣∣∣ dxdt
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.
∑

j1.ln〈λ0〉,j2,j3

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0uIj2‖L2
x,t
‖(∂2xu3λ0/4+Ij1

)u−λ0/4+Ij3
‖L2

x,t

.T ε/2
∑

j1.ln〈λ0〉,j2,j3

〈λ0〉5/2 ·
[
〈λ0〉3

]−1/2+ε
2j2(−1/q)

[
〈λ0〉(〈λ0〉+ 2j3

)2
]−1/2+ε

· 2j3(1/2−1/q)(〈λ0〉+ 2j3)−1/2‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2
∑

j1.ln〈λ0〉,j3

〈λ0〉1/2+4ε(〈λ0〉+ 2j3)−3/2+2ε2j3(1/2−1/q)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

,

Here we make the summation on j2. Then one can use the inequalities

(〈λ0〉+ 2j3)−3/2+2ε . 〈λ0〉−1−1/q+3ε2j3(−1/2+1/q−ε),
∑

j1.ln〈λ0〉

1 . 〈λ0〉ε,

and Hölder’s inequality on λ0 to obtain that

I
−
l−a+a+

(u, v) .T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0,j3>−1

〈λ0〉−1/2−1/q+8ε2j3(−ε)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′ ,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

.

Case C. λ1 ∈ [0,∞). We need to consider the following subcases as in Table 3.

Case C λ1 ∈ λ2 ∈ λ3 ∈
a+h−a+ [0,∞) [λ0, λ0/2) [−C,∞)

a+l−a+ [0,∞) [λ0/2, 0) [−λ0/2− C,∞)

l+a+a+ [0,−λ0/2) [0,∞) [−λ0 − C,∞)

a+l+a+ [−λ0/2,∞) [0,−λ0/2) [−3λ0/2− C,∞)

a+a+a+ [−λ0/2,∞) [−λ0/2,∞) [−2λ0 − C,∞)

Table 3: λ0 = min
06k63

λk, λ0 ≪ 0, λ1 ∈ [0,∞).

Case a+h−a+. We decompose λk in the following way:

λ1 ∈ [0,∞) =
⋃

j1>0

Ij1 ; λ2 ∈ λ0 + [0,−λ0
2
) =

⋃

j2>0

(λ0 + Ij2);

λ3 ∈ [−C,∞) =
⋃

j3>−1

Ij3 , I−1 = [−C, 0).

Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ1) and (λ2, λ3) have transversality, j3 ≈ (j1 ∨ j2) by
FCC (4.9) and j2 . ln 〈λ0〉. It follows from the bilinear estimate (3.15) and Lemma 3.5

that

X
−
a+h−a+

(u, v) :=
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2), j2.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xuIj1 )uλ0+Ij2

uIj3

∣∣∣ dxdt
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.
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2), j2.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 ‖vλ0∂
2
xuIj1‖L2

x,t
‖uλ0+Ij2

uIj3‖L2
x,t

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2), j2.ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 · 22j1
[
〈λ0〉 · 22j1

]−1/2+ε
2j1(−1/q)

·
[
〈λ0〉 · 22j3

]−1/2+ε
2j2(1/2−1/q)+j3(−1/q)〈λ0〉−1/2‖vλ0‖V 2

S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j3

〈λ0〉−1/2−1/q+2ε 2j3(−2/q+4ε)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

. (4.14)

Here we first use j1 . j3, j2 . ln 〈λ0〉 to make the summation on j1, j2, then make the

summation on j3 for 0 < ε < 1/2q, finally apply Hölder’s inequality on λ0.

Case a+l−a+. We decompose λk in the following way:

λ1 ∈ [0,∞) =
⋃

j1>0

Ij1 ; λ2 ∈ λ0 + [−λ0
2
,−λ0) =

⋃

j2.ln〈λ0〉

(λ0 + Ij2);

λ3 ∈ [−λ0
2

− C,∞) =
⋃

j3&ln〈λ0〉

Ij3 .

Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ1) and (λ2, λ3) have transversality, j3 ≈ (j1 ∨ j2) by
FCC (4.9) and j2 . ln 〈λ0〉. Using the embedding ‖uλ0+Ij2

‖V 2
S
. ‖u‖

X
1/2
q,S

for any fixed j2,

it follows from the bilinear estimate (3.15) and Lemma 3.5 that

X
−
a+l−a+

(u, v) :=
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xuIj1 )uλ0+Ij2

uIj3

∣∣∣ dxdt

.
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 ‖vλ0∂
2
xuIj1‖L2

x,t
‖uλ0+Ij2

uIj3‖L2
x,t

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 · 22j1
[
(〈λ0〉+ 2j1) · 22j1

]−1/2+ε
2j1(−1/q)

·
[
〈λ0〉 · 22j3

]−1/2+ε
2j3(−1/q)‖vλ0‖V 2

S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j3&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉2ε 2j3(−1/2−2/q+5ε)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

,

where we use the same summation order as in (4.14).

Case l+a+a+. We collect λk in the following dyadic version:

λ1 ∈ [0,−λ0
2
) =

⋃

j1>0

Ij1 ; λ2 ∈ [0,∞) =
⋃

j2>0

Ij2 ;

λ3 ∈ −λ0 + [−C,∞) =
⋃

j3>−1

(−λ0 + Ij3), I−1 = [−C, 0).
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Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ2) and (λ1, λ3) have transversality and j1 . ln 〈λ0〉.
It follows from the bilinear estimate (3.15) and Lemma 3.5 that

X
−
l+a+a+

(u, v) :=
∑

λ0≪0, j1.ln〈λ0〉, j2,j3

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xuIj1 )uIj2u−λ0+Ij3

∣∣∣ dxdt

.
∑

λ0≪0, j1.ln〈λ0〉, j2,j3

〈λ0〉1/2 ‖vλ0uIj2‖L2
x,t
‖(∂2xuIj1 )u−λ0+Ij3

‖L2
x,t

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j1.ln〈λ0〉, j2,j3

〈λ0〉1/2 ·
[
(〈λ0〉+ 2j2) · 〈λ0〉2

]−1/2+ε
2j2(−1/q)

· 22j1
[
(〈λ0〉+ 2j3)3

]−1/2+ε
2j1(−1/q)+j3(−1/q)‖vλ0‖V 2

S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−1/2−1/q+6ε ‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′ ,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

.

Here we first choose 〈λ0〉 from
(
〈λ0〉+ 2jk

)
, (k = 2, 3), then handle it like (4.12).

Case a+l+a+. We collect λk in the following dyadic version:

λ1 ∈ [−λ0
2
,∞) =

⋃

j1&ln〈λ0〉

Ij1 ; λ2 ∈ [0,−λ0
2
) =

⋃

j2>0

Ij2 ;

λ3 ∈ −λ0 + [−λ0
2

− C,∞) =
⋃

j3&ln〈λ0〉

(−λ0 + Ij3).

Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ1) and (λ2, λ3) have transversality. In view of FCC

(4.9), we see that j3 ≈ (j1 ∨ j2) & ln 〈λ0〉. It follows from the bilinear estimate (3.15) and

Lemma 3.5 that

X
−
l+a+a+

(u, v) :=
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xuIj1 )uIj2u−λ0+Ij3

∣∣∣ dxdt

.
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 ‖vλ0∂
2
xuIj1‖L2

x,t
‖uIj2u−λ0+Ij3

‖L2
x,t

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 · 22j1 ·
[
(〈λ0〉+ 2j1) · 22j1

]−1/2+ε
2j1(−1/q)

·
[
〈λ0〉(〈λ0〉+ 2j3)2

]−1/2+ε
2j2(−1/q)+j3(1/2−1/q)(〈λ0〉+ 2j3)−1/2‖vλ0‖V 2

S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−1/2−2/q+6ε ‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

. (4.15)

where we choose 2jk from
(
〈λ0〉+ 2jk

)
, k = 2, 3, then perform the summation on j2, j1

and j3 one by one, and finally apply Hölder’s inequality on λ0.
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Case a+a+a+. We collect λk in the following dyadic version:

λk ∈ [−λ0
2
,∞) =

⋃

jk&ln〈λ0〉

Ijk , k = 1, 2; λ3 ∈ −λ0 + [−λ0 − C,∞) =
⋃

j3&ln〈λ0〉

(−λ0 + Ij3).

Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ3) has transversality and j3 ≈ (j1 ∨ j2) & ln 〈λ0〉 by
FCC (4.9). It follows from the bilinear estimate (3.15), L4 estimates (3.17)and Lemma

3.5 that

X
−
a+a+a+(u, v) :=

∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xuIj1 )uIj2u−λ0+Ij3

∣∣∣ dxdt

.
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0u−λ0+Ij3
‖L2

x,t
‖∂2xuIj1‖L4

x,t
‖uIj2‖L4

x,t

. T 3ε/4
∑

λ0≪0, j3≈(j1∨j2)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 ·
[
(〈λ0〉+ 2j3)3

]−1/2+ε · 2j3(1/2−1/q)(〈λ0〉+ 2j3)−1/2

· 22j1 · 2(j1+j2)(−1/2−1/q+ε)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

. T 3ε/4
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−3/q+5ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

. T 3ε/4‖v‖Y 0
q′ ,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

(4.16)

Here we first choose 2j3 from
(
〈λ0〉+ 2j3

)
, then make the summation on j1, j2 and j3 by

j1 6 j3 + 1 and j2, j3 & ln 〈λ0〉, finally apply Hölder’s inequality on λ0.

Step 2. λ0 is the secondly minimal integer in λ0, . . . , λ3.

Step 2.1. We consider the case λ1 = min
06k63

λk and λ0 ≫ 0. We need to consider the

following cases by dividing the range of λ1 as in Table 4.

Case λ1 ∈ λ2 ∈ λ3 ∈
a−a+a+ (−∞, 0) [2λ0 − C,∞) [λ0,∞)

l+a+a+ [0, λ0/2) [3λ0/2− C,∞) [λ0,∞)

h+a+a+ [λ0/2, λ0) [λ0,∞) [λ0,∞)

Table 4: λ1 6 λ0 6 λ3 6 λ2, λ0 ≫ 0.

Case a−a+a+. We decompose λk in the following way:

λ1 ∈ (−∞, 0) =
⋃

j1>0

−Ij1 ; λ2 ∈ λ0 + [λ0 − C,∞) =
⋃

j2&ln〈λ0〉

(λ0 + Ij2);

λ3 ∈ [λ0,∞) =
⋃

j3&ln〈λ0〉

Ij3 .

Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ2) and (λ1, λ3) have transversality. In view of FCC

(4.9), we see that j2 ≈ (j1 ∨ j3). It follows from the bilinear estimate (3.15) and Lemma
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3.5 that

H
+
a−a+a+(u, v) :=

∑

λ0≫0, j2≈(j1∨j3)

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xu−Ij1

)uλ0+Ij2
uIj3

∣∣∣ dxdt

.
∑

λ0≫0, j2≈(j1∨j3)

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0uλ0+Ij2
‖L2

x,t
‖(∂2xu−Ij1

)uIj3‖L2
x,t

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≫0, j2≈(j1∨j3)

〈λ0〉1/2 ·
(
23j2

)−1/2+ε
2j2(1/2−1/q)(〈λ0〉+ 2j2)−1/2

· 22j1
(
23j1

)−1/2+ε · 2(j1+j3)(−1/q)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2
∑

λ0≫0

〈λ0〉−1/2−2/q+6ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

.T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′ ,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

. (4.17)

Here the summations are made on j1, j2 and j3 one by one by j1 6 j2+1 and j2 & ln 〈λ0〉.
Case l+a+a+. We decompose λk in the following way:

λ1 ∈ [0,
λ0
2
) =

⋃

j1>0

Ij1 ; λ2 ∈ λ0 + [
λ0
2

−C,∞) =
⋃

j2&ln〈λ0〉

(λ0 + Ij2);

λ3 ∈ [λ0,∞) =
⋃

j3&ln〈λ0〉

Ij3 .

Notice that the frequency of (λ0, λ2) and (λ1, λ3) have transversality and j1 6 j2 ≈ j3 by

FCC (4.9), thus we can use the same way as in (4.17) to obtain the same estimate and

omit the details.

Case h+a+a+. We decompose λk in the following way:

λ1 ∈ λ0 + [−λ0
2
, 0) =

⋃

j1>0

(λ0 − Ij1); λk ∈ λ0 + [0,∞) =
⋃

jk>0

(λ0 + Ijk), k = 2, 3.

From FCC (4.9) it follows that j2 ≈ (j1 ∨ j3). We need to estimate

H
+
h+a+a+

(u, v) :=
∑

λ0≫0, j2≈(j1∨j3)

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xuλ0−Ij1

)uλ0+Ij2
uλ0+Ij3

∣∣∣ dxdt

.


 ∑

λ0≫0, j2≈(j1∨j3).1

+
∑

λ0≫0, j2≈(j1∨j3)≫1


 〈λ0〉1/2

∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xuλ0−Ij1

)uλ0+Ij2
uλ0+Ij3

∣∣∣ dxdt

=:H +,l
h+a+a+

(u, v) + H
+,h
h+a+a+

(u, v)

In H
+,l
h+a+a+

(u, v), we have λ0 ≈ λ1 ≈ λ2 ≈ λ3. Using the same way as in L
+
l (u, v),

we can get the result as desired.
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In H
+,h
h+a+a+

(u, v), we can use bilinear estimate (3.15), Hölder’s inequality and Lemma

3.5 to obtain that

H
+,h
h+a+a+

(u, v) .
∑

j2≈(j1∨j3)≫1

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0uλ0+Ij2
‖L2

x,t
‖∂2xuλ0−Ij1

‖L4
x,t
‖uλ0+Ij3

‖L4
x,t

. T 3ε/4
∑

j2≈(j1∨j3)≫1

〈λ0〉1/2 ·
[
2j2〈λ0〉2

]−1/2+ε
2j2(1/2−1/q)(〈λ0〉+ 2j2)−1/2

· 〈λ0〉22(j1+j3)(1/4−1/q+ε) · 〈λ0〉−3/4−3/4‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖2

X
1/2
q,S

‖u‖
X

1/2
q,S (λ0+Ij2 )

Here we can made the summation on j1, j3 by j1, j3 6 j2 + 1, and use
(
〈λ0〉+ 2j2

)−1/2

. 2j2(−1/2+2ε) 〈λ0〉−2ε to absorb the positive power of 〈λ0〉. Thus one can apply Hölder’s

inequality on λ0, and then make the summation on j2 for 0 < ε < 3/5q,

H
+,h
h+a+a+

(u, v) . T 3ε/4
∑

λ0≫0, j2≫1

2j2(−3/q+5ε)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖

X
1/2
q,S (λ0+Ij2)

‖u‖2
X

1/2
q,S

. T 3ε/4‖v‖Y 0
q′ ,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

.

Step 2.2. We consider the case λ1 = min
06k63

λk and λ0 ≪ 0. We need to consider the

following cases by dividing the range of λ2 as in Table 5.

Case λ1 ∈ λ2 ∈ λ3 ∈
1 [5λ0/4− C, λ0) [λ0, 3λ0/4) [λ0, 3λ0/4 + C)

2 [2λ0 − C, λ0) [3λ0/4, 0) [λ0, 3λ0/4)

3 [7λ0/4− C, λ0) [3λ0/4, 0) [3λ0/4, C)

4 [11λ0/4 −C, λ0) [0,−3λ0/4) [λ0, 0)

5 [7λ0/4− C, λ0) [0,−3λ0/4) [0,−3λ0/4 + C)

6 (−∞, 7λ0/4 + C) [−3λ0/4,∞) [λ0, 0)

7 (−∞, λ0) [−3λ0/4,∞) [0,∞)

Table 5: λ1 6 λ0 6 λ3 6 λ2, λ0 ≪ 0.

Case 1. In this case, we have 〈λ1〉 ∼ 〈λ2〉 ∼ 〈λ3〉 ∼ 〈λ0〉, so we can use the similar way

as Case h−h−h− in Step 1.2 to obtain the result and omit the details.

Case 3 and Case 5. Similar to Case h−l−ll± as in Step 1.2, so we omit the details.

Case 2 and Case 4. We decompose λk in Case 2 and Case 4 as follows:

{
λ1 ∈ 2λ0 + [−C,−λ0) =

⋃
j1>−1(2λ0 + Ij1); λ2 ∈ [3λ0

4 , 0) =
⋃

j2>0(−Ij2);
λ3 ∈ λ0 + [0,−λ0

4 ) =
⋃

j3>0(λ0 + Ij3).

{
λ1 ∈ λ0 + [7λ0

4 − C, 0) =
⋃

j1>0(λ0 − Ij1); λ2 ∈ [0,−3λ0
4 ) =

⋃
j2>0 Ij2 ;

λ3 ∈ [λ0, 0) =
⋃

j3>0(−Ij3).

24



In these two cases, we have 2j1 ≈ 2j2+2j3 , hence |λ1−λ3| & 〈λ0〉. In fact, j1, j2, j3 . ln 〈λ0〉
and the frequency of (λ0, λ2) and (λ1, λ3) have transversality, so we can also use the similar

way as in h−l−ll± in Step 1.2 to obtain the result.

Case 7. Similar to Case a−a+a+ as in Step 2.1, so we omit the details.

Case 6. We decompose λk in the following way:

λ1 ∈
3λ0
4

+ (−∞, λ0 +C) =
⋃

j1&ln〈λ0〉

(
3λ0
4

− Ij1); λ2 ∈
λ0
4

+ [−λ0,∞) =
⋃

j2&ln〈λ0〉

(
λ0
4

+ Ij2);

λ3 ∈ [λ0, 0) =
⋃

j3>0

(−Ij3).

By FCC (4.9), we have j1 ≈ j2 > j3. We see that the frequency of (λ0, λ2) and (λ1, λ3)

have transversality. We can use bilinear estimate (3.15), Hölder’s inequality and Lemma

3.5 to obtain that

H
−
6 (u, v) :=

∑

λ0≪0, j3.ln〈λ0〉.j1≈j2

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xu3λ0/4−Ij1

)uλ0/4+Ij2
u−Ij3

∣∣∣ dxdt

.
∑

λ0≪0, j3.ln〈λ0〉.j1≈j2

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0uλ0/4+Ij2
‖L2

x,t
‖(∂2xu3λ0/4−Ij1

)u−Ij3
‖L2

x,t

. T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0, j3.ln〈λ0〉.j1≈j2

〈λ0〉1/2 ·
[
(〈λ0〉+ 2j2)3

]−1/2+ε
2j2(1/2−1/q)(〈λ0〉+ 2j2)−1/2

· (〈λ0〉+ 2j1)2
[
(〈λ0〉+ 2j1)3

]−1/2+ε · 2j1(1/2−1/q)+j3(−1/q)(〈λ0〉+ 2j1)−1/2‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

. T ε/2
∑

λ0≪0

〈λ0〉−1/2−2/q+6ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

. T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′ ,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

. (4.18)

Here we choose 2j1 , 2j2 from
(
〈λ0〉+ 2j1

)
and

(
〈λ0〉+ 2j2

)
, then make the summation on

j3, j1, j2 by using j1 ≈ j2 & ln〈λ0〉, and finally apply Hölder’s inequality on λ0.

Step 2.3. We consider the case λ2 = min
06k63

λk and λ0 ≫ 0. We need to consider the

following cases by dividing the range of λ2 as in Table 6.

Case λ1 ∈ λ2 ∈ λ3 ∈
a+a−a+ [2λ0 − C,∞) [−∞, 0) [λ0,∞)

a+l+a+ [3λ0/2 −C,∞) [0, λ0/2) [λ0,∞)

h+h+h+ [λ0, 2λ0) [λ0/2, λ0) [λ0, 2λ0 + C)

a+h+a+ [2λ0,∞) [λ0/2, λ0) [3λ0/2− C,∞)

Table 6: λ2 6 λ0 6 λ3 6 λ1, λ0 ≫ 0.

Case a+a−a+. We decompose λk in the following way:

λ1 ∈ λ0 + [λ0 − C,∞) =
⋃

j1&ln〈λ0〉

(λ0 + Ij1); λ2 ∈ (−∞, 0) =
⋃

j2>0

(−Ij2);
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λ3 ∈ [λ0,∞) =
⋃

j3&ln〈λ0〉

Ij3 .

From FCC (4.9) it follows that j1 ≈ (j2 ∨ j3). We see that the frequency of (λ0, λ1) and

(λ2, λ3) have transversality. We can use bilinear estimate (3.15), Hölder’s inequality and

Lemma 3.5 to obtain that

T
+
a+a−a+(u, v) :=

∑

λ0≫0, j1≈(j2∨j3)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]

∣∣∣vλ0(∂
2
xuλ0+Ij1

)u−Ij2
uIj3

∣∣∣ dxdt

.
∑

λ0≫0, j1≈(j2∨j3)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2‖vλ0∂
2
xuλ0+Ij1

‖L2
x,t
‖u−Ij2

uIj3‖L2
x,t

. T ε/2
∑

λ0≫0, j1≈(j2∨j3)&ln〈λ0〉

〈λ0〉1/2 · (〈λ0〉+ 2j1)2 ·
(
23j1

)−1/2+ε
2j1(1/2−1/q)

· (〈λ0〉+ 2j1)−1/2 ·
[
23(j2∨j3)

]−1/2+ε
· 2(j2+j3)(−1/q)‖vλ0‖V 2

S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

. T ε/2
∑

λ0≫0

〈λ0〉−1/2−2/q+6ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖3

X
1/2
q,S

. T ε/2‖v‖Y 0
q′ ,S

‖u‖3
X

1/2
q,S

.

Case a+l+a+. We decompose λk in the similar way as in last case, and have j3 ≈ j1 >

j2. Thus using the same way as in last case, we can get the desired result.

Case h+h+h+. In this case, we have 〈λ1〉 ∼ 〈λ2〉 ∼ 〈λ3〉 ∼ 〈λ0〉, so we can use the

similar way as Case h−h−h− in Step 1.2 to obtain the result and omit the details.

Case a+h+a+. Similar to Case a+l+a+, we have j3 ≈ j1 > j2. Thus we could use the

above approach to obtain the estimate as desired.

Step 2.4. We consider the case λ2 = min
06k63

λk and λ0 ≪ 0. The subcases are the same

as in Table 5, except that the positions of λ1 and λ2 need to be exchanged. Case 1–Case

6 are similar to Case 1–Case 6 in Step 2.2, Case 7 is similar to Case a+a−a+ in Step 2.3,

so we omit the details.

Step 2.5. We consider the case λ3 = min
06k63

λk, it follows from FCC (4.9) we have

λ0 ≈ λ1 ≈ λ2 ≈ λ3, which is similar to L
+
l (u, v) in Step 1.1.

Step 3. We consider the case |λ0| . 1. It follows that 〈λ0〉1/2 ∼ 1, which implies

that we now have gained half order derivative. Besides, we can use biharmonic estimates

instead of Strichartz estimates in the low frequency. As a result, this case becomes easier

to manage, and we can skip the details.

4.2 Quintic estimates

Lemma 4.2. Let q > 1 and 0 < ε≪ 1, for any u ∈ X
1
2
q,S, we have

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
ei(t−τ)∂4

x

(
u |u|4

)
(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
X

1
2
q,S

. T ε ‖u‖5
X

1
2
q,S

. (4.19)
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Proof. In view of (4.6), it suffices to show that
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

R×[0,T ]
vu |u|4 dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣ . T ε ‖u‖5
X

1
2
q,S

‖v‖
Y

−1
2

q′,S

. (4.20)

We perform a uniform decomposition with u, v in the left-hand side of (4.20), it suffice to

prove that
∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

λ0,...,λ5

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]
vλ0uλ1uλ2uλ3uλ4uλ5(x, t)dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
. T ε ‖u‖5

X
1/2
q,S

‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

(4.21)

In order to keep the left-hand side of the inequality above nonzero, we have the new

frequency constraint condition (FCC)

λ0 + λ2 + λ4 ≈ λ1 + λ3 + λ5. (4.22)

We can assume that λ0 > 0, because if it is not the case, we can replace λ0, . . . , λ5 with

−λ0, . . . ,−λ5.
Step 1. Let us assume that λ0 = max06k65 |λk|. For short, considering the higher

and lower frequency of λk, we use the following notations:





λk ∈ h⇔ λk ∈ [λ0/8, λ0]

λk ∈ h− ⇔ λk ∈ [−λ0,−λ0/8]
λk ∈ l ⇔ λk ∈ [0, λ0/8]

λk ∈ l− ⇔ λk ∈ [−λ0/8, 0]

Combining FCC (4.22), we know that λ1, ..., λ5 cannot all belong to the frequency intervals

l±.

Step 1.1. We consider the case at least two higher frequency in λ1, ..., λ5. Without

loss of generality, we can assume λ1, λ2 belong to higher frequency intervals h±. We

decompose λ1, ..., λ5 in a dyadic way:

λk ∈
⋃

jk>0

(λ0 − Ijk), k = 1, ..., 5. (4.23)

We can use Hölder’s inequality and L4 estimate in Lemma 3.4 to obtain that

Lh±h±l±l±l± :=
∑

λ0>0,jk.ln〈λ0〉,k=1,...,5

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]
vλ0uλ0−Ij1

uλ0−Ij2
uλ0−Ij3

uλ0−Ij4
uλ0−Ij5

dxdt

.
∑

λ0>0,jk.ln〈λ0〉,k=1,...,5

〈λ0〉1/2 ‖vλ0‖L∞
x,t

∏

k=1,2

‖uλ0−Ijk
‖L4

x,t

∏

k=3,4

‖uλ0−Ijk
‖L4

x,t
‖uλ0−Ij5

‖L∞
x,t

. T ε
∑

λ0>0,jk.ln〈λ0〉,k=1,...,5

〈λ0〉1/2 ‖vλ0‖V 2
S
· 〈λ0〉−3/2 2(j3+j4)ε+(j1+j2)(1/4−1/q+ε)2j5/2‖u‖5

X
1/2
q,S

. T ε
∑

λ0>0

〈λ0〉−2/q+4ε‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖5

X
1/2
q,S
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. T ε ‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖5
X

1/2
q,S

,

where we use ‖vλ0‖L∞
x,t

. ‖vλ0‖L∞
t L2

x
. ‖vλ0‖V 2

S
and the embedding

‖uλ0−Ijk
‖
X

−1/4
4,S

. ‖uλ0−Ijk
‖
X

1/2
q,S

, (k = 3, 4); ‖uλ0−Ijk
‖V 2

S
. ‖uλ0−Ijk

‖
X

1/2
q,S

, (k = 5).

Step 1.2. Now we study the case that there is only one higher frequency in λ1, ..., λ5.

Without loss of generality, we can assume λ1 belong to higher frequency intervals h± and

λ2, ..., λ5 belong to frequency intervals l±. We decompose λ1, ..., λ5 in a dyadic way as

(4.23).

We see that the frequency of (λ0, λ2) has transversality. We can use bilinear estimate

(3.14), L4 estimate (3.17) and Hölder’s inequality to obtain that

Lh±l±l±l±l± :=
∑

λ0>0,jk.ln〈λ0〉,k=1,...,5

〈λ0〉1/2
∫

R×[0,T ]
vλ0uλ0−Ij1

uλ0−Ij2
uλ0−Ij3

uλ0−Ij4
uλ0−Ij5

dxdt

.
∑

λ0>0,jk.ln〈λ0〉,k=1,...,5

〈λ0〉1/2 ‖vλ0uλ0−Ij2
‖L2

x,t
‖uλ0−Ij1

‖L4
x,t
‖uλ0−Ij3

‖L4
x,t

∏

k=4,5

‖uλ0−Ijk
‖L∞

x,t

. T 3ε/4
∑

λ0>0,jk.ln〈λ0〉,k=1,...,5

〈λ0〉1/2 · 〈λ0〉3(−1/2+ε) · 〈λ0〉−3/4 2j1(1/4−1/q+ε)+j3ε · 2(j4+j5)(1/2−1/q)

· ‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖5

X
1/2
q,S

. T 3ε/4
∑

λ0>0

〈λ0〉−1/2−3/q+6ε ‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖5

X
1/2
q,S

. T 3ε/4 ‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖5
X

1/2
q,S

Here we use ‖uλ0−Ij3
‖L4

x,t
. 2j3ε‖u‖

X
1/2
q,S

, ‖uλ0−Ijk
‖L∞

x,t
. 2jk/2−1/q‖u‖

X
1/2
q,S

(k = 4, 5).

Step 2. Let us assume that λ0 is the second largest one in |λ0|, ..., |λ5|. There exists

i ∈ {1, . . . , 5} such that |λi| = max06k65 |λk|. If |λi| is the largest one in |λ0|, ..., |λ5|, we
have from the frequency constraint condition (4.22)

λ0 6 |λi| 6 10λ0.

At this point, we can know that 〈λi〉 ∼ 〈λ0〉. That is to say, there exists a high frequency

in λ1, ..., λ5. We see that this case is quite similar to that of λ0 to be the largest one as in

Step 1. Therefore the details are omitted.

Step 3. We assume that λ0 is the third largest one in |λ0|, ..., |λ5|. Namely, there is a

bijection π : {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} → {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} such that

|λπ(1)| > |λπ(2)| > λ0 > |λπ(3)| > |λπ(4)| > |λπ(5)|

We decompose λπ(1), ..., λπ(5) in a dyadic way:

λπ(k) ∈
⋃

jπ(k)>0

±(λ0 + Ijπ(k)
), k = 1, 2; λπ(k) ∈

⋃

jπ(k).ln〈λ0〉

±Ijπ(k)
, k = 3, 4, 5. (4.24)
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We can use Hölder’s inequality and L4 estimate in Lemma(3.4) to obtain that

L (u, v) .
∑

λ0,jπ(k)>0,k=1,2; jπ(k).ln〈λ0〉,k=3,4,5

〈λ0〉1/2 ‖vλ0‖L∞
x,t

∏

k=1,2

‖u±(λ0+Ijπ(k)
)‖L4

x,t

·
∏

k=3,4

‖u±Ijπ(k)
‖L4

x,t
‖u±Ijπ(5)

‖L∞
x,t

. T ε
∑

λ0,jπ(k)>0,k=1,2; jπ(k).ln〈λ0〉,k=3,4,5

〈λ0〉1/2 ‖vλ0‖V 2
S

·
∏

k=1,2

2jπ(k)(1/4−1/q+ε)
〈
λ0 + 2jπ(k)

〉−3/4 ‖u‖
X

1/2
q,S (±(λ0+Ijπ(1)

))
‖u‖

X
1/2
q,S

·
∏

k=3,4

2jπ(k)(−1/2−1/q+ε) · ‖u‖2
X

1/2
q,S

· 2jπ(5)(1/2−1/q)‖u‖
X

1/2
q,S

. T ε
∑

λ0,jπ(1)>0

2jπ(1)(−1/2−1/q+ε)‖vλ0‖V 2
S
‖u‖

X
1/2
q,S (±(λ0+Ijπ(1)

))
‖u‖4

X
1/2
q,S

. T ε ‖v‖Y 0
q′,S

‖u‖5
X

1/2
q,S

, (4.25)

where we first use

‖u±Ijπ(5)
‖L∞

x,t
. 2jπ(5)/2‖u±Ijπ(5)

‖V 2
S

and
〈
λ0 + 2jπ(2)

〉−3/4
. 〈λ0〉−1/22jπ(2)(−1/4),

then take the summation on jπ(k) (k = 2, . . . , 5) and apply Hölder’s inequality on λ0.

Finally we take the summation on jπ(1) for 0 < ε < 1/q.

Step 4. We assume that λ0 is the fourth, or five largest one, or the minimal one in

|λ0|, ..., |λ5|. We can apply the similar decomposition to (4.24), then take L∞
x,t norms for

vλ0 and the minimal uλπ(5)
, take L4

x,t norms for the remaining four items. It is similar to

Step 3, so we omit the details. Now the proof is completed.

5 Global well-posedness

In this section, we exploit the conservation laws and a priori estimates in modulation

spaces of the equation (1.1) to extend the local well-posedness established in the previous

section to global well-posedness.

5.1 Conservation laws

To guarantee the convergence of the series α(κ;u(t)) and so that we can differentiate it

term by term, we estimate its leading term and generator in the following lemma, which

was mentioned in paper [27] (Lemma A.7) without a proof.

Lemma 5.1. For κ ∈ C with Reκ > 0 and u ∈ S (R), we have

Re tr
{
(κ− ∂x)

−1 u (κ+ ∂x)
−1 u

}
=

∫
2 (Reκ) |û (ξ + 2Imκ)|2

4 (Reκ)2 + ξ2
dξ; (5.1)
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∥∥∥(κ− ∂x)
− 1

2 u (κ+ ∂x)
− 1

2

∥∥∥
2

I2(R)
∼
∫

log

(
4 +

ξ2

(Reκ)2

) |û (ξ + 2Imκ)|2√
4 (Reκ)2 + ξ2

dξ. (5.2)

Proof. From Proposition 2.8, we know that

tr
{
(κ− ∂x)

−1 u (κ+ ∂x)
−1 u

}
=

1

2π

∫∫ |û(ξ − η)|2
(κ− iξ)(κ + iη)

dξdη (5.3)

=
1

2π

∫∫ |û(ξ − η)|2 dξdη
[Reκ− i (ξ − Imκ)] · [Reκ+ i (η + Imκ)]

.

Multiplying the numerator and denominator by the conjugate of the denominator, we can

obtain that

LHS (5.1) =
1

2π

∫∫
[
(Reκ)2 + (ξ − Imκ)(η + Imκ)

]
· |û(ξ − η)|2

[
(Reκ)2 + (ξ − Imκ)2

]
·
[
(Reκ)2 + (η + Imκ)2

]dξdη, (5.4)

then by choosing ξ − Imκ = (Reκ)(x + y) and η + Imκ = (Reκ)(x− y), we have

LHS (5.1) =
1

π

∫∫
(1 + x2 − y2) |û (2Imκ+ 2(Reκ)y)|2

[1 + (x+ y)2] · [1 + (x− y)2]
dxdy (5.5)

=

∫ |û (2Imκ+ 2(Reκ)y)|2
1 + y2

dy,

here we used the fact that
∫

R

1 + x2 − y2

[1 + (x+ y)2] · [1 + (x− y)2]
dx =

π

1 + y2
, (5.6)

which can be calculated by using the residue theorem. Finally, we make the change of

variables 2(Reκ)y = ξ and get the conclusion (5.1).

For (5.2), by applying (2.1) and cycling the trace, we have

LHS (5.2) =tr
{
(κ− ∂x)

− 1
2 u (κ+ ∂x)

− 1
2 (κ− ∂x)

− 1
2 u (κ+ ∂x)

− 1
2

}

=tr

{[
|κ|2 − ∂2x + 2i(Imκ)∂x

]− 1
2
u
[
|κ|2 − ∂2x − 2i(Imκ)∂x

]− 1
2
u

}
,

Therefore, from Proposition 2.8 and taking the same change of variables as before, it

follows that

LHS (5.2) =
1

2π

∫∫ |û(ξ − η)|2 dξdη√[
(Reκ)2 + (ξ − Imκ)2

]
·
[
(Reκ)2 + (η + Imκ)2

]

=
1

π

∫∫ |û(2(Reκ)y + 2Imκ)|2√
(1 + (x+ y)2)(1 + (x− y)2)

dxdy

∼
∫

|û(2(Reκ)y + 2Imκ)|2 log(4 + 4y2)√
1 + y2

dy
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=

∫
log

(
4 +

ξ2

(Reκ)2

) |û (ξ + 2Imκ)|2√
4 (Reκ)2 + ξ2

dξ,

where we used the fact that
∫

1√
(1 + (x+ y)2)(1 + (x− y)2)

dx ∼ log(4 + 4y2)√
1 + y2

,

which can be obtained by breaking the region of integration into the pieces |x| > 3|y|/2,
|x| 6 |y|/2, |x− y| 6 |y|/2 and |x+ y| 6 |y|/2.

We are now ready to give the conservation of the perturbation determinant α(κ;u(t)).

Proposition 5.2 (Conservation of α(κ;u)). Let u(t) be a Schwartz solution to 4NLS

(1.1). Then
d

dt
α(κ;u(t)) = 0

as soon as Reκ > 0 is sufficiently large such that

∫

R

log

(
4 +

ξ2

(Reκ)2

) |û (ξ + 2Imκ)|2 dξ√
4 (Reκ)2 + ξ2

≤ c (5.7)

holds for some absolute constant c > 0.

Proof. Since (5.2) and the condition (5.7) hold, the series of α(κ;u(t)) converges and can

be differenetiated term by term, so from (1.1) we have

d

dt
α(κ;u(t)) = Re

∞∑

ℓ=1

tr
{[

(κ+ ∂x)
−1u(κ− ∂x)

−1u
]ℓ−1

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1 ut (κ− ∂x)
−1 u+ (κ+ ∂x)

−1 u (κ− ∂x)
−1 ut

]}

= Im

∞∑

ℓ=1

tr
{[

(κ+ ∂x)
−1u(κ− ∂x)

−1u
]ℓ−1

(κ+ ∂x)
−1

(uxxxx + 8uxx |u|2 + 2uxxu
2 + 6u2xu+ 4u |ux|2 + 6u |u|4)(κ− ∂x)

−1u

−
[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1u

]ℓ−1
(κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1

(uxxxx + 8uxx |u|2 + 2uxxu
2 + 6u2xu+ 4u |ux|2 + 6u |u|4)

}
.

For convenience, denote A(u) := (κ+ ∂x)
−1u(κ− ∂x)

−1u, it suffices to show that

tr
{
(κ+ ∂x)

−1uxxxx(κ− ∂x)
−1u− (κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1uxxxx

}
= 0, (5.8)

tr
{
A(u)

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1uxxxx(κ− ∂x)
−1u− (κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1uxxxx

]}

+tr
{
(κ+ ∂x)

−1(8uxx |u|2 + 2uxxu
2 + 6u2xu+ 4u |ux|2)(κ − ∂x)

−1u
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− (κ+ ∂x)
−1u(κ− ∂x)

−1(8uxx |u|2 + 2uxxu
2 + 6u2xu+ 4u |ux|2)

}
= 0, (5.9)

and

tr
{
A(u)ℓ

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1uxxxx(κ− ∂x)
−1u− (κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1uxxxx

]}

+tr
{
A(u)ℓ−1

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1(8uxx |u|2 + 2uxxu
2 + 6u2xu+ 4u |ux|2)(κ− ∂x)

−1u

− (κ+ ∂x)
−1u(κ− ∂x)

−1(8uxx |u|2 + 2uxxu
2 + 6u2xu+ 4u |ux|2)

]}

+6tr
{
A(u)ℓ−2

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1u |u|4 (κ− ∂x)
−1u− (κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1u |u|4

]}
= 0 (5.10)

for all ℓ > 2.

For (5.8), we use Lemma 2.8 and obtain that

LHS of (5.8) =

∫∫ (
(ξ1 − ξ2)

4 − (ξ2 − ξ1)
4
)
|û(ξ1 − ξ2)|2

(κ+ iξ1)(κ− iξ2)
dξ1dξ2 = 0.

To demonstrate the validity of (5.10) and absorb (κ+∂x)
−1 and (κ−∂x)−1 from either

side, we rewrite

uxxxx = ∂4xu− 4∂3xu∂x + 6∂2xu∂
2
x − 4∂xu∂

3
x + u∂4x

= (∂4x + 4κ∂3x + 6κ2∂2x + 4κ3∂x − 7κ4)u+ u(∂4x − 4κ∂3x + 6κ2∂2x − 4κ3∂x − 7κ4)

+ (κ− ∂x)[4∂
2
xu− 6∂xu∂x + 4u∂2x + 10κux + 14κ2u](κ+ ∂x),

uxxxx = ∂4xu− 4∂3xu∂x + 6∂2xu∂
2
x − 4∂xu∂

3
x + u∂4x

= u(∂4x + 4κ∂3x + 6κ2∂2x + 4κ3∂x − 7κ4) + (∂4x − 4κ∂3x + 6κ2∂2x − 4κ3∂x − 7κ4)u

+ (κ+ ∂x)[4∂
2
xu− 6∂xu∂x + 4u∂2x − 10κux + 14κ2u](κ− ∂x).

The second identity here follows from the first by replacing u with u and κ with −κ. When

the first two terms from each identity are inserted into (5.10), their contributions cancel

each other out, then we have

tr
{
A(u)ℓ

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1uxxxx(κ− ∂x)
−1u− (κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1uxxxx

]}

=tr
{
A(u)ℓ−1

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1T1(u)− (κ+ ∂x)

−1T2(u)(κ − ∂x)
−1u

]}
, (5.11)

where

T1(u) = 4u∂2x|u|2 − 6u∂xu∂xu+ 4|u|2∂2xu− 10κu2ux + 14κ2|u|2u,
T2(u) = 4u∂2x|u|2 − 6u∂xu∂xu+ 4|u|2∂2xu+ 10κu2ux + 14κ2|u|2u.

Notice that

u∂2x|u|2 = ∂2xu|u|2 − 2∂xux|u|2 + uxx|u|2,
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|u|2∂2xu = |u|2uxx + 2|u|2ux∂x + |u|2u∂2x,
u∂xu∂xu = (∂xu− ux)u(ux + u∂x) = ∂x|u|2u∂x + (|u|2ux)x − u2xu,

hence we obtain

T1(u) = 8uxx|u|2 + 6u2xu+ 4∂2x|u|2u+ 4|u|2u∂2x − 14(|u|2ux)x − 6∂x|u|2u∂x
− 10κu2ux + 14κ2|u|2u. (5.12)

Similarly,

T2(u) = 8uxx|u|2 + 6u2xu+ 4∂2x|u|2u+ 4|u|2u∂2x − 14(|u|2ux)x − 6∂x|u|2u∂x
+ 10κu2ux + 14κ2|u|2u. (5.13)

The first two terms in (5.12) and (5.13) are exactly the second derivative terms that appear

in (5.10). For the remaining two second derivative terms in (5.10), note that

2uxxu
2 + 4u|ux|2 = 2(u2ux)x, 2uxxu

2 + 4u|ux|2 = 2(u2ux)x, (5.14)

we rewrite

2(|u|2ux)x = (|u|2u)xx − (u2ux)x,

and (|u|2u)xx = ∂2x|u|2u− 2∂x|u|2u∂x + |u|2u∂2x,

then we have

T1(u) = 8uxx|u|2 + 6u2xu+ 6(u2ux)x − 2∂2x|u|2u− 2|u|2u∂2x − 2(|u|2ux)x + 6∂x|u|2u∂x
− 10κu2ux + 14κ2|u|2u. (5.15)

Similarly,

T2(u) = 8uxx|u|2 + 6u2xu+ 6(u2ux)x − 2∂2x|u|2u− 2|u|2u∂2x − 2(|u|2ux)x + 6∂x|u|2u∂x
+ 10κu2ux + 14κ2|u|2u. (5.16)

In order to absorb (κ+ ∂x)
−1 and (κ− ∂x)

−1 from either side again, we rewrite

∂x|u|2u∂x = −(κ− ∂x)|u|2u(κ+ ∂x) + κ2|u|2u− κ(|u|2u)x, (5.17)

∂x|u|2u∂x = −(κ+ ∂x)|u|2u(κ− ∂x) + κ2|u|2u+ κ(|u|2u)x. (5.18)

Therefore, inserting (5.14)-(5.18) into (5.10) and (5.11), we can obtain that

tr
{
A(u)ℓ−1

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1T1(u)− (κ+ ∂x)

−1T2(u)(κ − ∂x)
−1u

]}
,

+tr
{
A(u)ℓ−1

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1(8uxx |u|2 + 2uxxu
2 + 6u2xu+ 4u |ux|2)(κ − ∂x)

−1u

− (κ+ ∂x)
−1u(κ− ∂x)

−1(8uxx |u|2 + 2uxxu
2 + 6u2xu+ 4u |ux|2)

]}
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+6tr
{
A(u)ℓ−2

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1u |u|4 (κ− ∂x)
−1u− (κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1u |u|4

]}

=2tr
{
A(u)ℓ−1

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1H1(u)− (κ+ ∂x)

−1H2(u)(κ− ∂x)
−1u

]}
, (5.19)

where

H1(u) = 2(u2ux)x − ∂2x|u|2u− |u|2u∂2x − (|u|2ux)x − 5κu2ux + 10κ2|u|2u− 3κ(|u|2u)x,
H2(u) = 2(u2ux)x − ∂2x|u|2u− |u|2u∂2x − (|u|2ux)x + 5κu2ux + 10κ2|u|2u+ 3κ(|u|2u)x.

Thus, it is enough to prove that the right-hand side of (5.19) equals zero. This is based

on the following identities:

(u2ux)x − ∂2x|u|2u− |u|2u∂2x = ∂xuxu
2 − u2ux∂x − ∂2xuu

2 − u2u∂2x = −∂xu∂xu2 − u2∂xu∂x

= (κ− ∂x)u∂xu
2 − u2∂xu(κ+ ∂x)− κ(|u|2u)x + 2κu2ux,

(u2ux)x − ∂2x|u|2u− |u|2u∂2x = u2∂xu(κ− ∂x)− (κ+ ∂x)u∂xu
2 + κ(|u|2u)x − 2κu2ux,

(u2ux)x − (|u|2ux)x = −(κ− ∂x)
(
u2ux − |u|2ux

)
−
(
u2ux − |u|2ux

)
(κ+ ∂x)

+ 2κ
(
u2ux − |u|2ux

)
,

(u2ux)x − (|u|2ux)x =
(
u2ux − |u|2ux

)
(κ− ∂x) + (κ+ ∂x)

(
u2ux − |u|2ux

)

− 2κ
(
u2ux − |u|2ux

)
.

By substituting these identities into the right-hand side of equation (5.19), we observe

that the combined effect of the first four terms is zero, as well as that of the pair of second

terms. Therefore, notice that u2ux + 2|u|2ux = (|u|2u)x, we have

RHS of (5.19) = 10tr
{
A(u)ℓ−1

[
(κ+ ∂x)

−1u(κ− ∂x)
−1
(
2κ2|u|2u− κ(|u|2u)x

)

− (κ+ ∂x)
−1
(
2κ2|u|2u+ κ(|u|2u)x

)
(κ− ∂x)

−1u
]}

= 0.

This is because the net contribution of the following two terms is zero:

2κ2|u|2u− κ(|u|2u)x = κ|u|2u(κ+ ∂x) + κ(κ− ∂x)|u|2u,
2κ2|u|2u+ κ(|u|2u)x = κ(κ+ ∂x)|u|2u+ κ|u|2u(κ− ∂x).

The proof of (5.10) is now finished. For (5.9), let ℓ = 1 in the preceding calculation, and

we only need to observe that when plugging (5.17) and (5.18) into (5.9), the contribution

of the two first terms is zero. The proof of Proposition 5.2 is concluded.

5.2 Global bounds in Modulation spaces

The size of the leading term in the series α(κ;u(t)) can be related to the norm of modu-

lation space, as stated in the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.3. (Equivalent norms) Fix 0 6 s < 1− 1
q , 2 6 q <∞, and κ0 > 1, define

‖f‖Zs
κ0,q

:=

(∑

n∈Z

〈n〉sq
(∫

κ20|f̂(ξ + n)|2
4κ20 + ξ2

dξ

)q/2)1/q

, (5.20)

Then, we have

‖f‖Ms
2,q

. ‖f‖Zs
κ0,q

. κ0‖f‖Ms
2,q
.

Proof. By a simple calculation, we know that

∥∥ 〈n〉s ‖ 〈ξ − n〉−1 f̂‖L2
ξ

∥∥
ℓqn

. ‖f‖Zs
κ0,q

. κ0
∥∥ 〈n〉s ‖ 〈ξ − n〉−1 f̂‖L2

ξ

∥∥
ℓqn
.

Since ψ ∈ S(R), it follows that ψ(ξ − n) . 〈ξ − n〉−1, which yields that

‖f‖Ms
2,q

.
∥∥ 〈n〉s ‖ 〈ξ − n〉−1 f̂‖L2

ξ

∥∥
ℓqn

. ‖f‖Zs
κ0,q

.

In the opposite direction, it follows from s > 0 that 〈n〉2s . 〈k − n〉2s + 〈k〉2s,
∥∥ 〈n〉s ‖ 〈ξ − n〉−1 f̂‖L2

ξ

∥∥2
ℓqn

.

∥∥∥∥∥〈n〉
2s
∑

k∈Z

〈k − n〉−2‖f̂‖2L2
ξ(Ik)

∥∥∥∥∥
ℓ
q
2
n

.

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k∈Z

〈k − n〉2s−2‖f̂‖2L2
ξ(Ik)

∥∥∥∥∥
ℓ
q
2
n

+

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k∈Z

〈k − n〉−2〈k〉2s‖f̂‖2L2
ξ(Ik)

∥∥∥∥∥
ℓ
q
2
n

:= I1 + I2.

By applying Young’s inequality, we obtain that

I2 .

(∑

n∈Z

〈n〉−2

)
·
∥∥〈n〉s‖f̂‖L2

ξ(In)

∥∥2
ℓqn

. ‖f‖2Ms
2,q
.

When s = 0, I1 is the same as I2. When s > 0, from Young’s and Hölder’s inequalities,

1 + 2
q = 1

r +
(
1
r′ +

2
q

)
, it turns out that

I1 . ‖〈n〉2s−2‖ℓrn · ‖〈n〉−2s‖ℓr′n ·
∥∥〈n〉s‖f̂‖L2

ξ(In)

∥∥2
ℓqn

. ‖f‖2Ms
2,q

(5.21)

on the conditions that 2 − 2s > 1
r ,2s > 1

r′ , and 1
r′ +

2
q 6 1. In order to obtain the

upper bound of s, we choose r = q
2 , and obtain that the conditions are satisfied for

1
2 − 1

q < s < 1 − 1
q . For 0 < s 6 1

2 − 1
q , the conditions are satisfied as long as r is chosen

to satisfy 1
r′ < 2s (indeed we can choose r = 1). Therefore, we conclude that the estimate

(5.21) holds for s < 1− 1
q . Thus the required conclusion follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. It is well known that M s
2,2 = Bs

2,2 = Hs, so the results in (1.6)

for the case q = 2 and −1
2 < s < 1 can be obtained in the same way as for the NLS and

5th-mKdV equations. We refer the readers to [3, 19] for details and omit the proof here.
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Next we consider the case 2 < q <∞ and 0 6 s < 1− 1
q . In the conserved perturbation

determinant α(κ;u(t)), we choose κ = κn := κ0 + in2 (κ0 > 1), then from Lemma 5.1 and

∥∥∥(κ− ∂x)
− 1

2u(κ+ ∂x)
− 1

2

∥∥∥
I2(R)

=
∥∥∥(κ+ ∂x)

− 1
2u(κ− ∂x)

− 1
2

∥∥∥
I2(R)

,

we have for any δ > 0 that

∣∣∣∣α(κ;u(t)) −
∫

R

2κ0|û(ξ + n, t)|2
4κ20 + ξ2

dξ

∣∣∣∣ 6
∞∑

l=2

1

l

∥∥∥(κ− ∂x)
− 1

2u(κ+ ∂x)
− 1

2

∥∥∥
2l

I2

(5.22)

.

∞∑

l=2

(∫

R

|û(ξ, t)|2
(
4κ20 + (ξ − n)2

) 1
2
−δ
dξ

)l

.

In order to ensure the convergence of the infinite sum above, we make the following

estimate from Young’s inequality that

∫

R

|û(ξ, t)|2
(
4κ20 + (ξ − n)2

) 1
2
−δ
dξ . κ−2δ

0

∑

k∈Z

1

〈k − n〉1−4δ
‖û(t, ξ)‖2L2

ξ(Ik)
(5.23)

. κ−2δ
0 ‖〈k〉4δ−1‖

ℓ
q

q−2
k

‖u‖2Ms
2,q

. κ−2δ
0 ‖u‖2Ms

2,q

provided that δ = δ(q) > 0 is sufficiently small(here we need δ < 1/2q). Therefore, we can

choose

κ0 > max{1, C‖u(0)‖
1
δ
Ms

2,q
} (5.24)

with some large absolute constant C, such that the series of α(κ;u(t)) converges and

Proposition 5.2 holds uniformly for any t ∈ I, where I is a small closed interval containing

0. Therefore, for any t ∈ I

∣∣∣∣α(κ;u(t)) −
∫

R

2κ0|û(ξ + n, t)|2
4κ20 + ξ2

dξ

∣∣∣∣ . κ−4δ
0

(∑

k∈Z

1

〈k − n〉1−4δ
‖û(t, ξ)‖2L2

ξ(Ik)

)2

. (5.25)

Multiply by 〈n〉2s and compute the ℓ
q
2
n -norm, we have

∥∥∥∥〈n〉2sα(κ;u(t)) − 〈n〉2s
∫

R

2κ0|û(ξ + n, t)|2
4κ20 + ξ2

dξ

∥∥∥∥
ℓ
q
2
n

.κ−4δ
0

∥∥∥∥
∑

k∈Z

〈n〉s
〈k − n〉1−4δ

‖û(t, ξ)‖2L2
ξ(Ik)

∥∥∥∥
2

ℓqn

.κ−4δ
0

∥∥∥∥
∑

k∈Z

1

〈k − n〉1−4δ−s
‖û(t, ξ)‖2L2

ξ(Ik)

∥∥∥∥
2

ℓqn

+ κ−4δ
0

∥∥∥∥
∑

k∈Z

〈k〉s
〈k − n〉1−4δ

‖û(t, ξ)‖2L2
ξ(Ik)

∥∥∥∥
2

ℓqn

.

By choosing δ = δ(q) > 0 sufficiently small (indeed δ < 1/4q) and applying Young’s

inequality, we can get the second term above is controlled by κ−4δ
0 ‖u‖4Ms

2,q
. For the first
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term, when s = 0 it is the same as the second term. When s > 0, proceeding as in Lemma

5.3, from Young’s and Hölder’s inequalities, 1 + 1
q = 1

l +
(
1
r +

2
q

)
, we have

∥∥∥∥
∑

k∈Z

1

〈k − n〉1−4δ−s
‖û(t, ξ)‖2L2

ξ(Ik)

∥∥∥∥
ℓqn

.‖〈n〉s−1+4δ‖ℓln · ‖〈n〉−2s‖ℓrn ·
∥∥〈n〉s‖û‖L2

ξ(In)

∥∥2
ℓqn

. ‖u‖2Ms
2,q

(5.26)

on the conditions that 1 − 4δ − s > 1
l , 2s >

1
r , and

1
r + 2

q 6 1. When s 6 1
2 − 1

q , we

can choose 1
r = 2s − ǫ (as long as 0 < ǫ < 1

q − 4δ) to satisfy the conditions. When
1
2 − 1

q < s < 1 − 1
q , we can choose l = q, 1

r = 1 − 2
q and δ > 0 sufficiently small (indeed

δ < 1−s
4 − 1

4q ) to satisfy the conditions. Therefore, we conclude that

∥∥∥∥〈n〉2sα(κn;u(t))− 〈n〉2s
∫

R

2κ0|û(ξ + n, t)|2
4κ20 + ξ2

dξ

∥∥∥∥
ℓ
q
2
n

. κ−4δ
0 ‖u‖4Ms

2,q

for any t ∈ I. Then from Lemma 5.3 and the conservation of α(κ;u(t)), we have

‖u(t)‖2Zs
κ0,q

. κ20
(
‖α(κn;u(t))‖

l
q
2
n

+ κ−4δ
0 ‖u(t)‖4Ms

2,q

)

. κ20
(
κ−2
0 ‖u(0)‖2Zs

κ0 ,q
+ κ−4δ

0 ‖u(0)‖4Ms
2,q

+ κ−4δ
0 ‖u(t)‖4Ms

2,q

)

. ‖u(0)‖2Zs
κ0 ,q

+ κ2−4δ
0 ‖u(0)‖4Zs

κ0 ,q
+ κ2−4δ

0 ‖u(t)‖4Zs
κ0,q

,

it follows that for any t ∈ I,

κ2−4δ
0 ‖u(t)‖2Zs

κ0,q
. κ2−4δ

0 ‖u(0)‖2Zs
κ0 ,q

+ (κ2−4δ
0 ‖u(0)‖2Zs

κ0,q
)2 + (κ2−4δ

0 ‖u(t)‖2Zs
κ0,q

)2,

Since the power of κ0 is positive, we can not obtain smallness by choosing κ0 sufficiently

large, so the smallness of ‖u(0)‖Zs
κ0,q

is needed. Thus, without loss of generality, we fix

κ0 = C. Suppose that

‖u(0)‖Zs
κ0 ,q

. ‖u(0)‖Ms
2,q

6 ε≪ 1, (5.27)

by a standard continuity argument, we can get

‖u(t)‖Zs
κ0,q

. ‖u(0)‖Zs
κ0 ,q

for all t ∈ R, which implies that

‖u(t)‖Ms
2,q

. ‖u(t)‖Zs
κ0,q

. ‖u(0)‖Zs
κ0 ,q

. ‖u(0)‖Ms
2,q
.

This completes the proof for initial data with small M s
2,q norm. For the general case,

we use the scaling symmetry. For any solution u(x, t) to (1.1) with initial data u(x, 0),

uλ(x, t) = λu(λx, λ4t) with initial data uλ(x, 0) is also a solution to (1.1). From (2.5), we

can choose sufficiently small λ > 0 such that

‖uλ(0)‖Ms
2,q

≤ Cλ
1
q ‖u(0)‖Ms

2,q
≤ ε≪ 1, (5.28)
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which implies that we can obtain

‖uλ(x, t)‖Ms
2,q

. ‖uλ(0)‖Ms
2,q

(5.29)

for all t ∈ R by the small initial data results above. Indeed, we may choose

λ ∼ ‖u(0)‖−q

M2,q
s
. (5.30)

Therefore, from (2.6), and (5.28)-(5.30), we have

‖u(t)‖Ms
2,q

. λ−s− 1
2 ‖uλ(λ−4t)‖Ms

2,q
. λ−s− 1

2
+ 1

q ‖u(0)‖Ms
2,q

. Cs,q(‖u(0)‖Ms
2,q
). (5.31)

The theorem is now proved. ✷
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