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Abstract

In this paper, we study local well-posedness theory of the Cauchy
problem for Schrödinger-KdV system in Sobolev spaces Hs1×Hs2 . We
obtain the local well-posedness when s1 ≥ 0, max{−3/4, s1−3} ≤ s2 ≤
min{4s1, s1+2}. The result is sharp in some sense and improves previ-
ous one by Corcho-Linares [3]. The endpoint case (s1, s2) = (0,−3/4)
has been solved in [5, 16]. We show the necessary and sufficient condi-
tions for related estimates in Bourgain spaces. To solve the borderline
cases, we use the Up − V p spaces introduced by Koch-Tataru [12] and
function spaces constructed by Guo-Wang [5]. We also use normal
form argument to control the nonresonant interaction.

1 Introduction

We study the Cauchy problem for the Schrödinger-KdV system
i∂tu+ ∂xxu = αuv + β|u|2u, t, x ∈ R
∂tv + ∂xxxv + v∂xv = γ∂x(|u|2),
(u, v)|t=0 = (u0, v0) ∈ Hs1 ×Hs2

(S-KdV)

where α, β, γ are real-valued constants, u is complex-valued and v is real-
valued. In fact, for local wellposedness theory, the argument also works for
complex-valued v and α, β, γ. This system arises in fluid mechanics as well
as plasma physics. See [3] and reference therein.

We recall some early results on this system. Tsutsumi [15] obtained
global well-posedness for initial data (u0, v0) ∈ Hs+1/2 × Hs with s ∈ N.
For the case of β = 0, Guo-Miao [4] obtained global well-posedness in Hs ×
Hs, s ∈ N. Bekiranov-Ogawa-Ponce [1] obtained local well-posedness in
Hs × Hs−1/2, s ≥ 0. Corcho-Linares [3] obtained local well-posedness in
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Hs1 ×Hs2 ,

s2 > −3/4, s1 − 1 ≤ s2 ≤ 2s1 − 1/2, s1 ∈ [0, 1/2] or

s1 > 1/2, s1 − 1 ≤ s2 ≤ s1 + 1/2.

Guo-Wang [5] obtained local well-posedness in L2×H−3/4. The same result
was also showed in [16]. There are stronger well-posedness results for KdV
and 1d cubic Schrödinger equation. See [11, 7]. These results rely heavily
on the complete integrability of equations. However, Schrödigner–KdV sys-
tem is not completely integrable. See for example [1]. To approach lower
regularity well-posedness than L2×H−3/4 for (S-KdV) seems to be difficult.

The main results in this paper are as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let α, β, γ ̸= 0. The solution mapping of (S-KdV) from
S ×S to C([0, T ];Hs1 ×Hs2) can not be C3 with Hs1 ×Hs2 topology except

s1 ≥ 0, max{−3/4, s1 − 3} ≤ s2 ≤ min{4s1, s1 + 2}.

If β = 0, αγ ̸= 0, The solution mapping of (S-KdV) from S × S to
C([0, T ];Hs1 ×Hs2) can not be C2 with Hs1 ×Hs2 topology except

s1 ≥ −3/16, max{−3/4, s1 − 3} ≤ s2 ≤ min{4s1, s1 + 2}.

Theorem 1.2. (S-KdV) is local well-posed in Hs1 ×Hs2 for

s1 ≥ 0, max{−3/4, s1 − 3} ≤ s2 ≤ min{4s1, s1 + 2}.

Remark 1.3. We show Theorem 1.1 by disproving some multi-linear es-
timates. One may obtain stronger ill-posedness result. For example, the
solution mapping may be not uniformly continuous. Here, we only concern
the region of (s1, s2) that one can not construct solution by contraction
mapping argument. Thus it is reasonable to say that Theorem 1.2 is sharp.

Remark 1.4. If β = 0, (S-KdV) is also local well-posed in Hs1 ×Hs2 for

s1 ≥ −3/16, max{−3/4, s1 − 3} ≤ s2 ≤ min{4s1, s1 + 2}.

Since the case (s1, s2) = (−3/16,−3/4) needs some extra efforts, we would
study this problem in a forthcoming paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we show the necessary
and sufficient conditions for the boundedness of second Picard iteration in
Sobolev spaces Hs1 × Hs2 . Combining the ill-posedness result for single
equation, we obtain Theorem 1.1. In Section 3, we establish some multi-
linear estimates in Bourgain spaces which implies local well-posedness of
(S-KdV) in s1 ≥ 0, max{−3/4, s1/2− 11/8, s1 − 5/2} < s2 < min{4s1, s1 +
1} (the region B in Figure 1). In Section 4, we first recall the definition
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and some basic properties of Up − V p introduced by Koch-Tataru [12]. In
Subsection 4.2, we consider the case s2 = min{4s1, s1+1}. In Subsection 4.3,
we consider the case s2 = −3/4, 0 ≤ s1 < 5/4 by using the function spaces
constructed by Guo-Wang [5]. We use normal form argument to improve
the estimates for nonresonant interaction in Section 5. In Subsection 5.1, we
consider the case 4/3 < s1+1 < s2 ≤ max{4s1, s1+2} (the regionA in Figure
1). In Subsection 5.2, we consider the case s2 ≥ −3/4, s2+2 < s1 ≤ s2+3 (
containing the region C in Figure 1). Combining all these cases, we obtain
Theorem 1.2.

s1

s2

O

1

1

−3/4

4/3

8/3

4s1

s1 − 5/2

s1 + 1s1 + 2

s1 − 3

1

(9/4,−1/4)

(9/4,−3/4)(5/4,−3/4)

B

A

C

Figure 1
Notations. For a, b ∈ R+, a ≲ b means that there exists C > 0 such

that a ≤ Cb and a ∼ b means a ≲ b ≲ a. C may depends on s1, s2 or some
fixed parameters. We use ⟨ξ⟩ to denote (1+ξ2)1/2. For r ∈ [1,∞], we denote
the conjugate number of r by r′. We use χΩ to denote the indicator of set
Ω.

Let φ be a even, smooth function and φ|[−1,1] = 1, φ|[−5/4,5/4]c = 0. De-
fine φN = φ(·/N), ψN = φN −φN/2. We always use N,L to denote a dyadic
number larger that 1. In this article, we use inhomogeneous decomposition.
Thus we define Littlewood-Paley projections PN by

P1f = F−1φFf, PNf = F−1ψNFf, ∀ N ∈ 2N

where we use F to denote the Fourier transform

Ff(ξ) = f̂(ξ) =
1

(2π)1/2

∫
R
f(x)e−ixξ dξ.

We use J to denote the Fourier multiplier operator F−1⟨ξ⟩F . ∥u∥Hs norm
is defined by ∥Jsu∥L2 .
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We use P>N to denote
∑

M>N PM and P≤N = I − P>N . Sometimes we
use P≪N , P∼N , P≫N to denote P≤N/C , PCN − PN/C , P>CN where C is a
sufficiently large but fixed dyadic number.

In many situations, we will do the Fourier transform for time variable.
Thus we use Fx, Ft, Ft,x and F−1

ξ , F−1
τ , F−1

τ,ξ to distinguish which variable
that we perform Fourier transform on. With a little abuse of notation, we
use f̂ to denote Ft,xf if f is a function on Rt,x, and also use f̂ to denote
Fxf if f is just a function on Rx.

We define Lq
tL

r
x, L

r
xL

q
t by ∥u∥Lq

tL
r
x
:= ∥∥u∥Lr

x
∥Lq

t
, ∥u∥Lr

xL
q
t
:= ∥∥u∥Lq

t
∥Lr

x

respectively. Also we define Lq
TL

r
x by ∥u∥Lq

TLr
x
= ∥∥u∥Lr

x
∥Lq((0,T )) and sim-

ilarly for Lr
xL

q
T . For a general function space on R2, we usually use XT to

denote the space X restricted on [0, T ]× Rx.
Let S(t) := eit∂xx , K(t) := e−t∂xxx and

A (f)(t) =

∫ t

0
S(t− t′)f(t′) dt′, B(g)(t) =

∫ t

0
∂xK(t− t′)g(t′) dt′.

We use the same notation as Corcho-Linares [3] to define Bourgain
spaces.

∥u∥Xs,b := ∥⟨ξ⟩s⟨τ + ξ2⟩bû∥L2
τ,ξ
, ∥v∥Y s,b := ∥⟨ξ⟩s⟨τ − ξ3⟩bv̂∥L2

τ,ξ
.

For the definition of Up − V p and other notations, see Subsection 4.1.
In this paper we focus on local well-posedness. Without loss of generality,

we assume that α = β = γ = 1.

2 Multi-linear estimates

In this section, we consider the boundedness of second Picard iteration.
We evaluate the multi-linear terms on time t = 1.

Lemma 2.1. The inequalities∥∥A (|S(t)u0|2S(t)u0)(1)
∥∥
Hs1

≲ ∥u0∥3Hs1 ; (2.1)

∥A (S(t)u0K(t)v0)(1)∥Hs1 ≲ ∥u0∥Hs1∥v0∥Hs2 ; (2.2)∥∥B((K(t)v0)
2)(1)

∥∥
Hs2

≲ ∥v0∥2Hs2 ; (2.3)∥∥B(|S(t)u0|2)(1)
∥∥
Hs2

≲ ∥u0∥2Hs1 (2.4)

hold if and only if s1 ≥ 0; s2 ≥ −1; s2 ≥ max{−1,−3 + |s1|}; s1 ≥
−1/2, s2 ≤ min{4s1, s1 + 2} respectively.

Proof. By the local well-posedness theory of (S-KdV) in L2 × H−3/4, in-
equalities (2.1)– (2.4) hold if s1 ≥ 0, s2 ≥ −3/4.

4



Necessary part of (2.1). For s < 0 one has∥∥A (|S(t)u0|2S(t)u0)(1)
∥∥
Hs

∼
∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s ∫

R2

∫ 1

0
e2it

′(ξ1−ξ2)(ξ−ξ1)û0(ξ1)û0(ξ2)û0(ξ − ξ1 + ξ2) dξ1dξ2dt
′
∥∥∥∥
L2

.

Let N ≫ 1, 0 < c≪ 1, û0(ξ) = χ[N,N+c](ξ). ∀ ξ ∈ [N,N + c/2], one has∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩s ∫
R2

∫ 1

0
e2it

′(ξ1−ξ2)(ξ−ξ1)û0(ξ1)û0(ξ2)û0(ξ − ξ1 + ξ2) dξ1dξ2dt
′
∣∣∣∣ ∼ N s.

Thus one has
∥∥A (|S(t)u0|2S(t)u0)(1)

∥∥
Hs ≳ N s. Note that ∥u0∥3Hs ∼ N3s.

Then (2.1) can not hold for s < 0.
Let f(ξ) = û0(ξ)⟨ξ⟩s1 , g(ξ) = v̂0(ξ)⟨ξ⟩s2 . (2.2) is equivalent to∥∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s1

∫
R

1− ei(ξ
2−ξ21+(ξ−ξ1)3)

ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)3
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s2
dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2

Necessary part of (2.2). Let N ≫ 1, f = χ[1,2], g = χ[N,N+4]. ∀ ξ ∈
[N + 2, N + 3] one has∣∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩s1

∫
R

1− ei(ξ
2−ξ21+(ξ−ξ1)3)

ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)3
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s2
dξ1

∣∣∣∣∣ ∼ N s1−s2−3.

Note that ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 ∼ 1. Thus, s1−s2−3 ≤ 0 which means s2 ≥ −3+s1.
Let f = χ[N,N+1], g = χ[−N−4,−N+4]. ∀ ξ ∈ [1, 2], one has∣∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩s1

∫
R

1− ei(ξ
2−ξ21+(ξ−ξ1)3)

ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)3
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s2
dξ1

∣∣∣∣∣ ∼ N−3−s1−s2

Thus, −3− s1 − s2 ≤ 0 which means s2 ≥ −3− s1.
For 0 < c≪ 1, let f = χ[−N−cN−1,−N ],

g = χ[a−N−1,a+N−1], a = −1

2
+

√
3

2
N − 1

4
.

Then, ∀ ξ ∈ [a − N, a − N + cN−1], one has |ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)
3| ≪ 1 and

then ∣∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩s1
∫
R

1− ei(ξ
2−ξ21+(ξ−ξ1)3)

ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)3
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s2
dξ1

∣∣∣∣∣ ∼ N−1− s2
2 .

Thus,∥∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s1
∫
R

1− ei(ξ
2−ξ21+(ξ−ξ1)3)

ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)3
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s2
dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≳ N−1− s2
2
− 1

2

5



Note that ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 ∼ N−1. Thus, one has s2 ≥ −1.
Sufficient part of (2.2). We decompose the integration into two parts.
Case 1. Ω1: ⟨ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)

3⟩ ≳ ⟨ξ − ξ1⟩3.
Case 2. Ω2: ⟨ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)

3⟩ ≪ ⟨ξ − ξ1⟩3.
Case 1. By the definition of Ω1, s2 + 3 ≥ max{|s1|, 2} and Cauchy-

Schwarz inequality, one has∥∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s1
∫
R
χΩ1

1− ei(ξ
2−ξ21+(ξ−ξ1)3)

ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)3
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s2
dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∫
R

⟨ξ⟩s1
⟨ξ − ξ1⟩3+s2⟨ξ1⟩s1

|f(ξ1)||g(ξ − ξ1)| dξ1
∥∥∥∥
L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∫
R
(⟨ξ⟩−2 + ⟨ξ1⟩−2)|f(ξ1)||g(ξ − ξ1)| dξ1

∥∥∥∥
L2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥⟨ξ⟩−2∥L2
ξ
+ ∥⟨ξ1⟩−2∥L2

ξ1

∥f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)∥L2
ξ,ξ1

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 .

Case 2. By the definition of Ω2, we have 1 ≪ |ξ − ξ1| ≪ |ξ| ∼ |ξ1|. By
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we only need to control∥∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s1χΩ2

1− ei(ξ
2−ξ21+(ξ−ξ1)3)

ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)3
1

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s2

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ L2

ξ1

Due to s2 ≥ −1 and the support set property of Ω2, one has∥∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s1χΩ2

1− ei(ξ
2−ξ21+(ξ−ξ1)3)

ξ2 − ξ21 + (ξ − ξ1)3
1

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s2

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ L2

ξ1

≲

∥∥∥∥∥χΩ2

1− ei(ξ
2−ξ21+(ξ−ξ1)3)

ξ + ξ1 + (ξ − ξ1)2

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ L2

ξ1

≲

∥∥∥∥∥χ1≪|ξ2|≪|ξ|
1− eiξ2(2ξ−ξ2+ξ22)

2ξ − ξ2 + ξ22

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ L2

ξ2

Let y(ξ2) = 2ξ− ξ2 + ξ22 . Since 1 ≪ |ξ2|, one has |dy| ∼ |ξ2dξ2|. It is easy to
control the integral for |y(ξ2)| ≳ 1. For |y(ξ2)| ≪ 1, one has |dy| ∼ |ξ|1/2|dξ2|,
|1− eiξ2(2ξ−ξ2+ξ22)| ≲ min{1, |ξ|1/2|y(ξ2)|}. Thus, for |ξ| ≫ 1, one has∥∥∥∥∥χ|y(ξ2)|≪1

1− eiξ2(2ξ−ξ2+ξ22)

2ξ − ξ2 + ξ22

∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2
|ξ2|≫1

≲
∫
|y|≪1

min{1, |ξ|y2}
y2

dy

|ξ|1/2
≲ 1.

We finish the proof for (2.2).
By polarization (2.3) is equivalent to

∥B((K(t)u0)K(t)v0)(1)∥Hs ≲ ∥u0∥Hs∥v0∥Hs . (2.5)
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By the definition of Hs-norm, one has

∥B((K(t)u0)K(t)v0)(1)∥Hs

∼
∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩sξ ∫

R

∫ 1

0
e−3it′ξξ1(ξ−ξ1)û0(ξ1)v̂0(ξ − ξ1) dt

′dξ1

∥∥∥∥
L2

Necessary part of (2.3). Let N ≫ 1, u0 = χ[N,N+1], v0 = χ[−N−2,−N+2].
∀ ξ ∈ [1, 2], one has∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩sξ ∫

R

∫ 1

0
e−3it′ξξ1(ξ−ξ1)û0(ξ1)v̂0(ξ − ξ1) dt

′dξ1

∣∣∣∣ ∼ 1

N2
.

Thus, ∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0
et

′∂xxx∂x(e
−t′∂xxxu0e

−t′∂xxxv0) dt
′
∥∥∥∥
Hs

≳ N−2.

Since ∥u0∥Hs∥v0∥Hs ∼ N2s, we obtain s ≥ −1.
Sufficient part of (2.3). For s ≥ −1, one has

∥B((K(t)u0)K(t)v0)(1)∥H−1

∼

∥∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s
∫
R

(1− e−3iξξ1(ξ−ξ1))⟨ξ1⟩s⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s

ξ1(ξ − ξ1)

û0(ξ1)v̂0(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s
dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∫
R

min{1, |ξξ1(ξ − ξ1)|}⟨ξ1⟩s⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s

⟨ξ⟩|ξ1(ξ − ξ1)|
|û0(ξ1)v̂0(ξ − ξ1)|
⟨ξ1⟩−1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩−1

dξ1

∥∥∥∥
L2

Let f(ξ) = ⟨ξ⟩sû0(ξ), g(ξ) = ⟨ξ⟩sv̂0(ξ). We only need to prove∥∥∥∥∫
R

min{1, |ξξ1(ξ − ξ1)|}⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ − ξ1⟩
⟨ξ⟩|ξ1(ξ − ξ1)|

f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1) dξ1

∥∥∥∥
L2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2

We decompose the integration into two parts.
Case 1. Ω1: |ξ1| ≳ 1, |ξ − ξ1| ≳ 1 or |ξ1| ≪ 1, |ξ − ξ1| ≲ 1.
Case 2. Ω2: |ξ1| ≪ 1 ≪ |ξ − ξ1| or |ξ1| ≫ 1 ≫ |ξ − ξ1|.

For Case 1, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has∥∥∥∥∫
R

min{1, |ξξ1(ξ − ξ1)|}⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ − ξ1⟩
⟨ξ⟩|ξ1(ξ − ξ1)|

χΩ1f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1) dξ1

∥∥∥∥
L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∫
R

|f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)|
⟨ξ⟩

dξ1

∥∥∥∥
L2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥⟨ξ⟩−1∥L2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 .
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For Case 2, by symmetry, we only consider |ξ1| ≪ 1 ≪ |ξ−ξ1|. By Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we have∥∥∥∥∫

R

min{1, |ξξ1(ξ − ξ1)|}⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ − ξ1⟩
⟨ξ⟩|ξ1(ξ − ξ1)|

χ|ξ1|≪1≪|ξ−ξ1|f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1) dξ1

∥∥∥∥
L2

≲

∥∥∥∥min{1, ξ2ξ1}
ξξ1

∥∥∥∥
L∞
|ξ|≫1

L2
ξ1

∥f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)∥L2
ξ,ξ1

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2

Thus, (2.5) holds for s = −1. By interpolation, (2.5) holds for s ≥ −1. We
finish the proof of (2.3).

Similar to the argument for (2.2)-(2.3), (2.4) is equivalent to∥∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s2
∫
R

1− eiξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)

ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s1
dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 . (2.6)

Necessary part of (2.4). Let 1 ≪ M ≪ N , f = χ[N,N+2M ], g =
χ[−N−2M,−N+2M ]. ∀ ξ ∈ [M, 2M ], one has∣∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩s2

∫
R

1− eiξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)

ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s1
dξ1

∣∣∣∣∣ ∼M s2+1N−2s1+1.

Since ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 ∼M , we obtain s1 ≥ −1/2.
Let f = χ[N,N+1], g = χ[−1,1]. For ξ ∈ [N,N + 1], one has∣∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩s2

∫
R

1− eiξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)

ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s1
dξ1

∣∣∣∣∣ ∼ N s2−s1−2.

Since ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 ∼ 1, we obtain s2 ≤ s1 + 2.
Let f = χ[−N,−N+N−1], a = 1/2 +

√
2N + 1/4, 0 < c ≪ 1. Then, ∀

ξ ∈ [a− cN−1, a+ cN−1], one has |ξ||ξ− 2ξ1 − ξ2| ≪ 1, ∀ ξ1 ∈ supp(f). Let
g = χ[a+N−N−1,a+N+N−1]. Then, ∀ |ξ − a| ≤ cN−1, one has∣∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩s2

∫
R

1− eiξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)

ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s1
dξ1

∣∣∣∣∣ ∼ N
1
2
+

s2
2
−2s1−1.

Since ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 ∼ N−1, we obtain 1/2+ s2/2−2s1−1−1/2 ≤ −1. Thus,
s2 ≤ 4s1.

Sufficient part of (2.4). By interpolation, we only need to show (2.6)
for (s1, s2) = (−1/2,−2) and (s, s + 2), ∀ s ≥ 2/3. If |ξ| ≲ 1, by Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality one has∣∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩s2

∫
R

1− eiξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)

ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s1
dξ1

∣∣∣∣∣
≲

∣∣∣∣∫
R

min{1, |ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2|}
|ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2|⟨ξ1⟩−1/2⟨ξ − ξ1⟩−1/2

|f(ξ1)||g(ξ − ξ1)| dξ1
∣∣∣∣

≲
∫
R
|f(ξ1)||g(ξ − ξ1)| dξ1 ≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 .
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Thus,∥∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s2
∫
R

1− eiξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)

ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s1
dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
|ξ|≲1

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 .

Now, we consider |ξ| ≫ 1. For point (s1, s2) = (−1/2,−2), we decompose
the integration into two parts.
Case 1.1. Ω1: |ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2| ≳ ⟨ξ1⟩1/2⟨ξ − ξ1⟩1/2.
Case 1.2. Ω2: |ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2| ≪ ⟨ξ1⟩1/2⟨ξ − ξ1⟩1/2.

For Case 1.1, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R

χΩ1

⟨ξ⟩2
1− eiξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)

ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩−1/2⟨ξ − ξ1⟩−1/2
dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
|ξ|≫1

≲ ∥⟨ξ⟩−2∥L2
ξ
∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 ≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 .

For Case 1.2, one has |ξ − ξ1| ∼ |ξ1| ∼ |ξ|2. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
one has∣∣∣∣∣

∫
R
χ|ξ|≫1

∫
R

χΩ2

⟨ξ⟩2
1− eiξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)

ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩−1/2⟨ξ − ξ1⟩−1/2
dξ1h(ξ) dξ

∣∣∣∣∣
≲
∫
R
|f(ξ1)|∥g(ξ − ξ1)h(ξ)∥L2

ξ

∥∥∥∥∥χ1≪|ξ|2∼|ξ1|min{1, |ξ(ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2)|}
|ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2|

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

∥∥∥∥∥χ1≪|ξ|2∼|ξ1|min{1, ||ξ1|
1
2 (ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2)|}

|ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2|

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ1

L2
ξ

Let y(ξ) = ξ− 2ξ1− ξ2. For 1 ≪ |ξ|2 ∼ |ξ1|, one has |dy(ξ)| ∼ |(1− 2ξ)dξ| ∼
|ξ1|1/2|dξ|. Thus,∥∥∥∥∥χ1≪|ξ|2∼|ξ1|min{1, ||ξ1|

1
2 (ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2)|}

|ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2|

∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2
ξ

≲
∫
R

min{1, |ξ1|y2}
y2

dy

|ξ1|1/2

≲ 1.

By duality one has∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R

χΩ2

⟨ξ⟩2
1− eiξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)

ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩−1/2⟨ξ − ξ1⟩−1/2
dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
|ξ|≫1

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 .

For points (s, s+ 2), s ≥ 2/3, we decompose the integration into two parts.
Case 2.1. Ω1: |ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2| ≳ |ξ|2.
Case 2.2. Ω2: |ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2| ≪ |ξ|2.
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For Case 2.1, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for s ≥ 2/3, one has∥∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s+2

∫
R
χΩ1

1− eiξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)

ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2
f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩s⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s
dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
|ξ|≫1

≲

∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s ∫
R

|f(ξ1)||g(ξ − ξ1)|
⟨ξ1⟩s⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s

dξ1

∥∥∥∥
L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∫
R
(⟨ξ1⟩−s + ⟨ξ − ξ1⟩−s)|f(ξ1)||g(ξ − ξ1)| dξ1

∥∥∥∥
L2

≲ ∥⟨ξ⟩−s∥L2
ξ
∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 ≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2 .

For Case 2.2, recall that we always assume |ξ| ≫ 1. Thus, |ξ − ξ1| ∼
|ξ1| ∼ |ξ|2. Then,

⟨ξ⟩s+2

⟨ξ1⟩s⟨ξ − ξ1⟩s
∼ ⟨ξ⟩2−3s ≲ 1, ∀ s ≥ 2

3
.

By the same argument for Case 1.2, we obtain the control for this case.
Combining all these cases, we finish the proof of this lemma.

By (2.2)–(2.4) and Theorems 1.1, 1.4 in [10], one has Theorem 1.1.

3 Multi-linear estimates in Bourgain space

In this section, our main result is:

Proposition 3.1. If there exists 1/2 < b1 < b̃1, 1/2 < b2 < b̃2 such that

∥uv̄w∥
Xs1,b̃1−1 ≲ ∥u∥Xs1,b1∥v∥Xs1,b1∥w∥Xs1,b1 , (3.1)

∥uv∥
Xs1,b̃1−1 ≲ ∥u∥Xs1,b1∥v∥Y s2,b2 , (3.2)

∥∂x(uv̄)∥Y s2,b̃2−1 ≲ ∥u∥Xs1,b1∥v∥Xs1,b1 , (3.3)

∥∂x(uv)∥Y s2,b̃2−1 ≲ ∥u∥Y s2,b2∥v∥Y s2,b2 (3.4)

then s1 ≥ 0, max{−3/4, s1/2 − 11/8, s1 − 5/2} < s2 < min{4s1, s1 + 1}.
Conversely, if s1 ≥ 0, max{−3/4, s1/2−11/8, s1−5/2} < s2 < min{4s1, s1+
1}, there exists 1/2 < b1 < b̃1, 1/2 < b2 < b̃2 such that (3.1)–(3.4) hold.

We will show (3.2)–(3.4) in Lemmas 3.2–3.4 respectively.

Lemma 3.2. If there exists b1 > 1/2, b2 ∈ R such that

∥uv∥Xs1,b1−1 ≲ ∥u∥Xs1,b1∥v∥Y s2,b2 , (3.5)

then s2 > s1 − 5/2.
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Let s1 ≥ 0, s2 ≥ −1. If there exists ϵ0(s1, s2) > 0 such that ∀ 0 < ε < ϵ0,

∥uv∥Xs1,−1/2+ε ≲ ∥u∥Xs1,1/2+ε∥v∥Y s2,1/2+ε , (3.6)

then s2 ≥ s1 − 2. Conversely, if s2 ≥ s1 − 2, then there exists ε0(s1, s2) > 0
such that ∀ 0 < ε < ε0, one has

∥uv∥Xs1,−1/2+2ε ≲ ∥u∥Xs1,1/2+ε∥v∥Y s2,1/2+ε . (3.7)

Proof. By the definition of Xs,b, Y s,b and duality, (3.5) is equivalent to∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

⟨ξ⟩s1f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ2⟩s2⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩b1⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩b2⟨τ + ξ2⟩1−b1

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 , ∀ f, g, h ≥ 0.

(3.8)

Let f(τ, ξ) = χ[−2,2]2(τ, ξ), g(τ, ξ) = χ[N,N+1](ξ)χ[0,1](τ − ξ3), and h(τ, ξ) =
χ[N3−10N2,N3+10N2](τ)χ[N−10,N+10](ξ). Then, ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 ∼ N .∫

ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

⟨ξ⟩s1f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ2⟩s2⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩b1⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩b2⟨τ + ξ2⟩1−b1

≳
1

N s2−s1+3(1−b)

∫
R4

f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2) dτ1dτ2dξ1dξ2 ∼ N−s2+s1−3+3b.

Thus, −s2 + s1 − 3 + 3b1 ≤ 1 which means s2 > s1 − 5/2.
For (3.6), it is equivalent to∫

ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

⟨ξ⟩s1f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ2⟩s2⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩1/2+ε⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2−ε

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 , ∀ f, g, h ≥ 0.

(3.9)

Let f(τ, ξ) = χ[−10,10]2(τ, ξ), h(τ, ξ) = χ[N−10,N+10](ξ)χ[−100,100](τ + ξ2),

g(τ, ξ) =

∫
R2

f(τ1, ξ1)h(τ1 + τ, ξ1 + ξ) dτ1dξ1.

∀ ξ ∈ [N − 1, N + 1], |τ + ξ2| ≤ N , one has g(τ, ξ) ≳ N−1. Thus, ∥g∥L2 ≳
N−1/2.∫

ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

⟨ξ⟩s1f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ2⟩s2⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩1/2+ε⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2−ε

≳ N s1−s2−3/2−3ε

∫
R4

f(τ1, ξ2)h(τ1 + τ2, ξ1 + ξ2)g(τ2, ξ2) dτ1dτ2dξ1dξ2

∼ N s1−s2−3/2−3ε∥g∥2L2

≳ N s1−s2−2−3ε∥g∥L2 ∼ N s1−s2−2−3ε∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .
(3.10)
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Thus, s2 ≥ s1 − 2.
(3.7) is equivalent to∫

ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

⟨ξ⟩s1f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ2⟩s2⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩1/2+ε⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2−2ε

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 , ∀ f, g, h ≥ 0.

(3.11)

By Lemma 3.1 in [3], (3.11) holds for (s1, s2) = (0,−1). If (3.11) holds
for (s1, s2), then it also holds for (s1, s̃2), ∀ s̃2 ≥ s2 and (s1 + a, s2 + a),
∀ a > 0. By multi-interpolation, we only need to show the inequality for
(s1, s2) = (1,−1).

We decompose the integration into two parts.
Case 1. Ω1: ⟨ξ⟩ ≲ ⟨ξ1⟩.
Case 2. Ω2: ⟨ξ⟩ ≫ ⟨ξ1⟩.

For Case 1, the inequality reduces to (s1, s2) = (0,−1) which has been
shown in [3]. For Case 2, one has |ξ2| ∼ |ξ| ≫ max{1, |ξ1|}. Then,

⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩+ ⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩+ ⟨τ + ξ2⟩ ≳ |ξ21 − ξ32 − ξ2| ∼ |ξ|3.

If ⟨τ + ξ2⟩ ≳ |ξ|3, one has∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

χ⟨ξ⟩≫⟨ξ1⟩,⟨τ+ξ2⟩≳|ξ|3⟨ξ⟩f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ2⟩−1⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩1/2+ε⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2−2ε

≲
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

χ|ξ|≫⟨ξ1⟩|ξ|1/2+6εf(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)

⟨ξ1⟩⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩1/2+ε

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ χ|ξ|≫⟨ξ1⟩|ξ|1/2+6ε

⟨ξ1⟩⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − τ1 − (ξ − ξ1)3⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
τ,ξL

2
τ1,ξ1

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ χ|ξ|≫⟨ξ1⟩|ξ|1/2+6ε

⟨τ + ξ21 − (ξ − ξ1)3⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
τ,ξL

2
ξ1

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∥χ|ξ|≫⟨ξ1⟩|ξ|1/2+6ε

⟨y⟩1/2+ε|ξ|

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ L2

y

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 ≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .

If ⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩ ≳ max{⟨τ + ξ2⟩, |ξ|3}, then

⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2−2ε ≳ ⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2−2ε⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2+ε.

By the symmetry between ξ1 and ξ, one has the result.
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If ⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩ ≳ |ξ|3, ⟨τ + ξ2⟩ ≳ |ξ|, one has∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

χ⟨ξ⟩≫⟨ξ1⟩,⟨τ+ξ2⟩≳|ξ|,⟨τ2−ξ32⟩≳|ξ|3⟨ξ⟩f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ2⟩−1⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩1/2+ε⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2−2ε

≲
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

⟨ξ⟩−εf(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)

⟨ξ1⟩⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε

≲
∫
R2

f(τ1, ξ1)

⟨ξ1⟩⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε
dτ1dξ1∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .

If ⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩ ≳ |ξ|3, ⟨τ + ξ2⟩ ≪ |ξ|, one has∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

χ⟨ξ⟩≫⟨ξ1⟩,⟨τ+ξ2⟩≪|ξ|,⟨τ2−ξ32⟩≳|ξ|3⟨ξ⟩f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ2⟩−1⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩1/2+ε⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2−2ε

≲
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

χ|ξ|≫⟨ξ1⟩|ξ|1/2f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2+ε

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ χ|ξ|∼|ξ2|≫1|ξ2|1/2

⟨τ − τ2 + (ξ − ξ2)2⟩1/2+ε⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
τ2,ξ2

L2
ξ,τ

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ χ|ξ|∼|ξ2|≫1|ξ2|1/2

⟨−ξ2 − τ2 + (ξ − ξ2)2⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
τ2,ξ2

L2
ξ

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ χ|ξ2|≫1|ξ2|1/2

|ξ2|1/2⟨y⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ2

L2
y

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 ≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .

We finish the proof of this lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let s1 ≥ 0. If there exists b2 > 1/2, b1 ∈ R such that

∥∂x(uv̄)∥Y s2,b2−1 ≲ ∥u∥Xs1,b1∥v∥Xs1,b1 (3.12)

then s2 < min{4s1, s1+1}. Conversely, if s2 < min{4s1, s1+1}, there exists
ε0(s1, s2) > 0 such that ∀ 0 < ε < ε0, one has

∥∂x(uv̄)∥Y s2,−1/2+2ε ≲ ∥u∥Xs1,1/2+ε∥v∥Xs1,1/2+ε . (3.13)

Proof. By the definition of Xs,b, Y s,b and duality, (3.12) is equivalent to∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

|ξ|⟨ξ⟩s2f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ2⟩s1⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩b1⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩b1⟨τ − ξ3⟩1−b2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 , ∀ f, g, h ≥ 0.
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Let f(τ, ξ) = χ[−10,10]2(τ, ξ), g(τ, ξ) = χ[N−10,N+10](ξ)χ[−100,100](τ − ξ2),
h = f ∗ g. Then,∫

ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

|ξ|⟨ξ⟩s2f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ2⟩s1⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩b1⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩b1⟨τ − ξ3⟩1−b2

∼ N1+s2−s1−3(1−b2)

∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)

∼ N s2−s1−2+3b2∥h∥2L2 .

Since ∥h∥L2 ≳ N−1/2 and ∥f∥L2 ∼ ∥g∥L2 ∼ 1, we obtain

N s2−s1−2+3b2∥h∥2L2 ≳ N s2−s1+3b2−5/2∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .

Thus, s2 < s1 + 1.
Let f(τ, ξ) = χ[(−N2+N)/2−10N−1,(−N2+N)/2+10N−1](ξ)χ[−10,10](τ + ξ2),

g(τ, ξ) = χ[−100,100](τ − ξ2)χ[(N2+N)/2−10N−1,(N2+N)/2+10N−1](ξ), h = f ∗ g.
For |ξ −N | ≤ N−1, |τ − ξ2 −N2ξ| ≤ 1, one has

h(τ, ξ) ≳ N−1.

Thus, ∥h∥L2 ≳ N−3/2. On the support of h(τ, ξ), one has⟨τ − ξ3⟩ ≲ N .∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

|ξ|⟨ξ⟩s2f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ2⟩s1⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩b1⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩b1⟨τ − ξ3⟩1−b2

≳ N1+s2−4s1−(1−b2)

∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)

∼ N s2−4s1+b2∥h∥2L2

≳ N s2−4s1−3/2+b2∥h∥L2 ∼ N s2−4s1−1/2+b2∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .

Thus, s2 < 4s1 since b2 > 1/2.
If (3.13) holds for (s1, s2), then it also holds for (s1, s̃2), ∀ s̃2 ≤ s2 and

(s1 + a, s2 + a), ∀ a > 0. By multi-interpolation, we only need to show the
inequality for (s1, s2) = (0,−δ) and (1/3, 4/3− δ) where 0 < δ ≪ 1.

For (s1, s2) = (0,−δ), (3.13) is equivalent to∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

|ξ|f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ⟩δ⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2−2ε

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 , ∀ f, g, h ≥ 0.
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For |ξ| ≲ 1, one has∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

χ|ξ|≲1|ξ|f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ⟩δ⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2−2ε

≲
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)

⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε

≲ ∥F−1(f(τ, ξ)/⟨τ + ξ2⟩1/2+ε)∥L4
t,x
∥F−1(g(τ, ξ)/⟨τ − ξ2⟩1/2+ε)∥L4

t,x
∥h∥L2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .

If |ξ| ≫ 1 and max{⟨τ1+ ξ21⟩, ⟨τ2− ξ22⟩, ⟨τ − ξ3⟩} ≳ |ξ|2, then for ε ≤ δ/4, we
have

|ξ|
⟨ξ⟩δ⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2−2ε

≲
χ|ξ|≫1(⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε + ⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩

1
2
+ε + ⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2+ε)

⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2+ε

By Strichartz estimate, we obtain the result.
If |ξ| ≫ 1 and max{⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩, ⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩, ⟨τ − ξ3⟩} ≪ |ξ|2, one has

|ξ||ξ1 − ξ2 + ξ2| = |ξ21 − ξ22 + ξ3| ≲ max{⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩, ⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩, ⟨τ − ξ3⟩} ≪ |ξ|2.

Thus, |ξ1 − ξ2 + ξ2| ≪ |ξ| which means |ξ1| ∼ |ξ2| ∼ |ξ|2. For ε ≤ δ/6, one
has ∫

ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

χ|ξ|≫1,max{⟨τ1+ξ21⟩,⟨τ2−ξ22⟩,⟨τ−ξ3⟩}≪|ξ|2 |ξ|f(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ⟩δ⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2−2ε

≲
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

χmax{1,|ξ1−ξ2+ξ2|}≪|ξ||ξ|1−δ+6εf(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)

⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2+ε

≲
∫
R2

f(τ1, ξ1)∥g(τ − τ1, ξ − ξ1)h(τ, ξ)∥L2
τ,ξ

dτ1dξ1

·

∥∥∥∥∥ |ξ1|(1−δ+6ε)/2χmax{1,|2ξ1−ξ+ξ2|}≪|ξ|

⟨τ − τ1 − (ξ − ξ1)2⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
τ1,ξ1

L2
τ,ξ

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ |ξ1|(1−δ+6ε)/2χmax{1,|2ξ1−ξ+ξ2|}≪|ξ|

⟨ξ3 − τ1 − (ξ − ξ1)2⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
τ1,ξ1

L2
ξ

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ |ξ1|(1−δ+6ε)/2χ|ξ1|≫1

⟨y⟩1/2+ε|ξ1|1/2

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ1

L2
y

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 ≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .

For (s1, s2) = (1/3, 4/3− δ), if ⟨ξ⟩4 ≲ ⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ2⟩, one can reduce this case
to (s1, s2) = (0,−δ). Thus, we only consider the case ⟨ξ⟩4 ≫ ⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ2⟩. Thus,
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|ξ| ≫ max{1, |ξ1|1/2}.

max{⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩, ⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩, ⟨τ − ξ3⟩} ≳ |ξ||2ξ1 − ξ + ξ2| ∼ |ξ|3.

If ⟨τ − ξ3⟩ = max{⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩, ⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩, ⟨τ − ξ3⟩}, one has

χ⟨ξ⟩4≫⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ2⟩
|ξ|⟨ξ⟩4/3−δ

⟨ξ1⟩1/3⟨ξ2⟩1/3
1

⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2−2ε

≲ χ|ξ|≫max{1,|ξ1|1/2}
|ξ|1/2−δ+6ε

⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε
.

For ε ≤ δ/6, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one can control this part by∥∥∥∥∥ χ|ξ|≫max{1,|ξ1|1/2}|ξ|
1/2−δ+6ε

⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − τ1 − (ξ − ξ1)2⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
τ,ξL

2
ξ1,τ1

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∥χ|ξ|≫max{1,|ξ1|1/2}|ξ|
1/2−δ+6ε

⟨τ + ξ21 − (ξ − ξ1)2⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
τ,ξL

2
ξ1

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∥χ|ξ|≫1|ξ|1/2−δ+6ε

⟨y⟩1/2+ε|ξ|1/2

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ L2

y

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .

If ⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩ = max{⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩, ⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩, ⟨τ − ξ3⟩}, one has

χ⟨ξ⟩4≫⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ2⟩
|ξ|⟨ξ⟩4/3−δ

⟨ξ1⟩1/3⟨ξ2⟩1/3
1

⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩1/2+ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2−2ε

≲ χ⟨ξ⟩4≫⟨ξ1⟩⟨ξ2⟩
|ξ|⟨ξ⟩4/3−δ

⟨ξ1⟩1/3⟨ξ2⟩1/3
1

⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩
1
2
−2ε⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2+ε

≲ χ|ξ|≫max{1,|ξ1|1/2}
|ξ|1/2−δ+6ε

⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2+ε
.

Let y(ξ) = ξ3 − τ1 − (ξ − ξ1)
2. Then, |dy| = |(3ξ2 − 2(ξ − ξ1))dξ| ∼ |ξ|2|dξ|

since |ξ| ≫ max{1, |ξ1|1/2}. Let ξ(y) be the inverse function of y(ξ). By
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one can control this part by∥∥∥∥∥ χ|ξ|≫max{1,|ξ1|1/2}|ξ|

1/2−δ+6ε

⟨τ − τ1 − (ξ − ξ1)2⟩1/2+ε⟨τ − ξ3⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
τ1,ξ1

L2
ξ,τ

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∥χ|ξ|≫max{1,|ξ1|1/2}|ξ|
1/2−δ+6ε

⟨ξ3 − τ1 − (ξ − ξ1)2⟩1/2+ε

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
τ1,ξ1

L2
ξ

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲

∥∥∥∥∥χ|ξ(y)|≫1|ξ(y)|1/2−δ+6ε

⟨y⟩1/2+ε|ξ(y)|

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ L2

y

∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .
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Due to the symmtry between ξ1 and ξ2, the same argument works when
⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩ = max{⟨τ1 + ξ21⟩, ⟨τ2 − ξ22⟩, ⟨τ − ξ3⟩}. We finish the proof.

Lemma 3.4. If there exists 1/2 < b < b̃ such that

∥∂x(uv)∥Y s,b̃−1 ≲ ∥u∥Y s,b∥v∥Y s,b (3.14)

then s > −3/4, b < 3/4 + s/3. Conversely, if s > −3/4, 1/2 < b <
min{3/4 + s/3, 3/4}, then there exists b̃ > b such that (3.14) holds.

Proof. (3.14) is equivalent to∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

|ξ|⟨ξ⟩sf(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩s⟨ξ2⟩s⟨τ1 − ξ31⟩b⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩b⟨τ − ξ3⟩1−b̃

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 , ∀ f, g, h ≥ 0.

Let f(τ, ξ) = χ[N−2N−1/2,N+2N−1/2](ξ)χ[−2,2](τ−ξ3), g(τ, ξ) = χ[−100,100](τ−
ξ3)χ[N−10N−1/2,N+10N−1/2](ξ), h = f ∗ g. For ξ ∈ [2N −N−1/2, 2N +N−1/2],

|τ − ξ3/4| ≤ 1, one has h(τ, ξ) ≳ N−1/2. Thus, ∥h∥L2 ≳ N−3/4. Since∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
τ1+τ2=τ

|ξ|⟨ξ⟩sf(τ1, ξ1)g(τ2, ξ2)h(τ, ξ)
⟨ξ1⟩s⟨ξ2⟩s⟨τ1 − ξ31⟩b⟨τ2 − ξ32⟩b⟨τ − ξ3⟩1−b̃

≳ N1−s−3(1−b̃)∥h∥2L2 ∼ N−9/4−s+3b̃∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 ,

we obtain b < b̃ ≤ 3/4 + s/3.
By multi-linear interpolation, we only need to consider the case s = 0,

1/2 < b < 3/4 and 0 < s+ 3/4 ≪ 1, 1/2 < b < 3/4 + s/3. By Theorem 2.2
in [9], (3.14) holds in such region.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. For (3.1), one needs s1 ≥ 0. For (3.2), by the
proof of Lemma 3.2, one needs s2 > s1 − 5/2, s1 − s2 − 3b2 − 1/2 ≤ 0.
For (3.3), by Lemmas 3.3, 3.4, one needs s2 < max{4s1, s1 + 1}. For (3.4),
one needs s2 > −3/4, b2 < 3/4 + s2/3. Thus, s2 ≥ s1 − 3b2 − 1/2 >
s1 − 3(3/4 + s2/3)− 1/2 which means s2 > s1/2− 11/8.

Combining Lemmas 3.2–3.3, we have (3.1)–(3.4) for some 1/2 < b1 < b̃1,
1/2 < b2 < b̃2 when s1 ≥ 0, max{−3/4, s1 − 2} < s2 < min{4s1, s1 + 1}.
For s1 > 0, max{−3/4, s1/2 − 11/8, s1 − 5/2} < s2 ≤ s1 − 2, one has (3.3)
with b̃2 ≤ 1, b1 > 1/2. By choosing b2 = min{3/4 + s/3, 3/4} − δ for some
0 < δ ≪ 1, we have (3.4) by Lemma 3.4 and (3.2) by slightly modifying the
proof of Lemma 3.2. We finish the proof of this lemma.

By Proposition 3.1, we have

Proposition 3.5. (S-KdV) is local well-posed in Hs1 ×Hs2 where

s1 ≥ 0, max{−3/4, s1/2− 11/8, s1 − 5/2} < s2 < min{4s1, s1 + 1}.
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4 Borderline cases by using Up − V p spaces

To manipulate the borderline cases, we need the Up, V p spaces which
were introduced in [12]. Most of the materials can be found in [6]. For
reader’s convenience, we include the definitions and basic properties here.

4.1 Up − V p spaces

Definition 4.1 (Definition 2.1, 2.3 in [6]). Let Z be the set of finite par-
titions −∞ = t0 < t1 < · · · < tK = ∞. 1 ≤ p < ∞. For {tk}Kk=0 ⊂ Z
and {ϕk}K−1

k=0 ⊂ L2 with
∑K−1

k=0 ∥ϕk∥pL2 = 1 and ϕ0 = 0, we call the function

a : R → L2 given by a =
∑K

k=1 χ[tk−1,tk)ϕk−1 a Up-atom. Define the atomic
space

Up :=

u =
∞∑
j=1

λjaj : aj U
p-atom, λj ∈ C such that

∞∑
j=1

|λj | <∞


with norm

∥u∥Up := inf


∞∑
j=1

|λj | : u =
∞∑
j=1

λjaj , λj ∈ C, aj is Up-atom

 . (4.1)

Let 1 ≤ p <∞, the space V p is defined as the normed space of all functions
v : R → L2 such that v(−∞) := limt→−∞ v(t) exists and for which the norm

∥v∥V p := sup
{tk}Kk=0∈Z

(
K∑
k=1

∥v(tk)− v(tk−1)∥pL2

)1/p

is finite, where we use the convention v(∞) = 0. Let V p
−,rc denote all v ∈ V p

which are right-continuous and v(−∞) = 0.

Proposition 4.2 (Basic properties, Proposition 2.2–2.5 and Corollary 2.6
in [6]). Let 1 ≤ p < q <∞.

(i) Up, V p are Banach spaces. V p
−,rc is a closed subspace of V p.

(ii) The embedding Up ⊂ V p
−,rc ⊂ L∞(R, L2) is continuous.

(iii) The embedding V p
−,rc ⊂ U q is continuous.

Proposition 4.3 (Proposition 2.7 in [6]). Let 1 < p <∞. For u ∈ Up and
v ∈ V p′ and a partition t := {tk}Kk=0 ∈ Z, we define

Bt(u, v) :=

K∑
k=1

(u(tk−1), v(tk)− v(tk−1)).
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(·, ·) denotes the L2 inner product. There is a unique number B(u, v) with
the property that for all ε > 0 there exists t ∈ Z such that for every t′ ⊃ t it
holds that

|Bt′(u, v)−B(u, v)| < ε,

and the associated bilinear form

B : Up × V p′ : (u, v) 7→ B(u, v)

satisfies the estimate

|B(u, v)| ≤ ∥u∥Up∥v∥V p′ .

Theorem 4.4 (Theorem 2.8 in [6]). Let 1 < p <∞. We have

(Up)∗ = V p′

in the sense that

T : V p′ → (Up)∗, T (v)(u) = B(u, v)

is an isometric isomorphism.

For a real-valued function h : R → R, we define

∥u∥Up
h
:= ∥e−ith(−i∂x)u(t)∥Up , ∥u∥V p

h
:= ∥e−ith(−i∂x)u(t)∥V p .

Let Qh,≤L := F−1
τ,ξ φ((τ − h(ξ))/L)Ft,x, Qh,>L := I −Qh,≤L.

Lemma 4.5 (Corollary 2.15 in [6]). We have

∥Qh,>Lu∥L2
t,x

≲ L−1/2∥u∥V 2
h
,

∥Qh,≤Lu∥V p
h
≲ ∥u∥V p

h
, ∥Qh,>Lu∥V p

h
≲ ∥u∥V p

h
,

∥Qh,≤Lu∥V p
h
≲ ∥u∥Up

h
, ∥Qh,>Lu∥V p

h
≲ ∥u∥Up

h
.

In this paper, we define

∥f∥Up
S
:= ∥S(−t)f(t)∥Up , ∥f∥Up

K
:= ∥K(−t)f(t)∥Up

and similarly for V p
S , V

p
K . Also, let QS

≤L := F−1
τ,ξ φL((τ + ξ2))Ft,x, Q

S
>L :=

I−QS
≤L, Q

K
≤L := F−1

τ,ξ φL((τ−ξ3))Ft,x, Q
K
>L := I−QK

≤L. In Subsection 4.3,

we also use QS,λ
≤L and QS,λ

>L to denote F−1
τ,ξ φL((τ + λξ2))Ft,x and I − QS,λ

≤L

respectively. Replacing φL with ψL, we define QS
L, Q

K
L , QS,λ

L similarly.
We have the following transversal estimates.
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Lemma 4.6. For N ≫ 1, we have

∥PN (u1ū2)∥L2
t,x

≲ N−1/2∥u1∥U2
S
∥u2∥U2

S
. (4.2)

For N1 ≫ N2
2 , we have

∥PN1uPN2v∥L2
t,x

≲ N
−1/2
1 ∥u∥U2

S
∥v∥U2

K
. (4.3)

For N1 ≪ N2
2 , we have

∥PN1uPN2v∥L2
t,x

≲ N−1
2 ∥u∥U2

S
∥v∥U2

K
. (4.4)

4.2 The case s1 ≥ 0, s2 = min{4s1, s1 + 1}

Let T > 0, ε > 0. We denote the indicator of set [0, T ] ⊂ Rt by χT .
Then We define ∥u∥Xs := ∥Jsu∥U2

S
.

∥u∥Xs
ε,T

:= T−ε∥u∥Xs , ∥v∥Y s
T
:= ∥Jsv∥V 2

K
+ ∥P1v∥L2

xL
∞
T
.

Also, we define ∥u∥M s = ∥Jsu∥V 2
S
, ∥v∥N s = ∥Jsv∥U2

K
. We consider the

linear and multi-linear estimates in Xs
T , Y

s
T .

Lemma 4.7. Let s ∈ R, ε > 0. Then ∀ T > 0, one has

∥χ[0,∞)(t)S(t)u0∥Xs
ε,T

= T−ε∥u0∥Hs , ∥χ[0,∞)(t)K(t)v0∥Y s
T
≲ ⟨T ⟩1/2∥v0∥Hs .

Proof. By maximal function estimate, one has

∥P1χ[0,∞)(t)K(t)v0∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲ ⟨T ⟩1/2∥P1v0∥L2 ≲ ⟨T ⟩1/2∥v0∥Hs .

It is easy to conclude the proof of this lemma by the definition of U2, V 2.

Lemma 4.8. Let s2 ≥ s1 ≥ 0, ε > 0. ∀ T > 0 one has

∥A (χTuv̄w)∥Xs1
ε,T

≲ T 1/2+2ε∥u∥Xs1
ε,T

∥v∥Xs1
ε,T

∥w∥Xs1
ε,T
,

and

∥A (χTuv)∥Xs1
ε,T

≲ T 13/16∥u∥Xs1
ε,T

∥v∥Y s2
T
.

Proof. By duality, we only need to show∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
uv̄wf̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ T 1/2+3ε∥u∥Xs1
ε,T

∥v∥Xs1
ε,T

∥w∥Xs1
ε,T

∥f∥M−s1 ,∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
uvw̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ T 13/16+ε∥u∥Xs1
ε,T

∥v∥Y s2
T
∥w∥M−s1 .
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By Hölder inequality, fractional Leibniz rule, one has∣∣∣∣∫
R
uv̄wf̄ dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥Js1(uv̄w)∥
L
4/3
x

∥J−s1 f̄∥L4
x

≲ ∥Js1u∥L4
x
∥Js1v∥L4

x
∥Js1w∥L4

x
∥J−s1f∥L4

x
.

By Hölder inequality, U2
S ↪→ V 2

S ↪→ U8
S ↪→ L8

tL
4
x, we have∣∣∣∣∫

R

∫ T

0
uv̄wf̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲ T 1/2∥Js1u∥L8

TL4
x
∥Js1v∥L8

TL4
x
∥Js1w∥L8

TL4
x
∥J−s1f∥L8

TL4
x

≲ T 1/2∥Js1u∥U2
S
∥Js1v∥U2

S
∥Js1w∥U2

S
∥J−s1f∥V 2

S

= T 1/2+3ε∥u∥Xs1
ε,T

∥v∥Xs1
ε,T

∥w∥Xs1
ε,T

∥f∥M−s1 .

Similar to the former argument,∣∣∣∣∫
R
u1vū2 dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥Js1(u1v)∥L16/9
x

∥J−s1u2∥L16/7
x

≲ ∥Js1u1∥L16/7
x

∥Js2v∥L8
x
∥J−s1u2∥L16/7

x
.

By Hölder inequality and V 2
K ↪→ U8

K ↪→ L8
t,x, U

2
S ↪→ V 2

S ↪→ U32
S ↪→ L32

t L
16/7
x ,

one has ∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
uvw̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥Js1u∥

L
16/7
x,T

∥Js2v∥L8
x,T

∥J−s1w∥
L
16/7
x,T

≲ T 13/16∥Js1u∥
L32
T L

16/7
x

∥Js2v∥L8
x,T

∥J−s1w∥
L32
T L

16/7
x

≲ T 13/16∥Js1u∥U2
S
∥Js2v∥V 2

K
∥J−s1w∥V 2

S

≲ T 13/16+ε∥u∥Xs1
ε,T

∥v∥Y s2
T
∥w∥M−s1 .

We finish the proof of this lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Let 0 < T < 1, s1 ≥ −1/4, s2 ≥ 0.

∥B(χTP1(uv̄))∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲ T 1/2+2ε∥u∥Xs1
ε,T

∥v∥Xs1
ε,T
,

∥B(χTP1(uv))∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲ T 5/6∥u∥Y s2
T
∥v∥Y s2

T
.

Proof. By maximal function estimate and transversal estimates (lem 4.6) ,
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one has

∥B(χTP1(uv̄))∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲ ∥P≲1uP≲1v̄∥L2
xL

1
T
+
∑
N≫1

∥PNuP∼N v̄∥L2
xL

1
T

≲ T 1/2∥P≲1u∥U2
S
∥P≲1v̄∥U2

S
+
∑
N≫1

T 1/2N−1/2∥PNu∥U2
S
∥P∼N v̄∥U2

S

≲ T 1/2+2ε∥J−s1P≲1u∥Xs1
ϵ,T

∥J−s1P≲1v̄∥Xs1
ϵ,T

+
∑
N≫1

T 1/2+2εN− 1
2 ∥J−s1PNu∥Xs1

ϵ,T
∥J−s1P∼N v̄∥Xs1

ϵ,T

≲ T 1/2+2ε∥u∥Xs1
ϵ,T

∥v∥Xs1
ϵ,T

+ T 1/2+2ε
∑
N≫1

N−1/2−2s1∥PNu∥Xs1
ϵ,T

∥P∼N v̄∥Xs1
ϵ,T

≲ T 1/2+2ε∥u∥Xs1
ε,T

∥v∥Xs1
ε,T
.

Similarly, one has

∥B(χTP1(uv))∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲ ∥u∥L2
TL4

x
∥v∥L2

TL4
x

≲ T 5/6∥u∥2/3
L8
t,x
∥u∥1/3

L∞
T L2

x
∥v∥2/3

L8
t,x
∥v∥1/3

L∞
T L2

x

≲ T 5/6∥u∥Y s2
T
∥v∥Y s2

T
.

We finish the proof of this lemma.

Lemma 4.10. Let 0 < T < 1, N1, N2, N3 ≥ 2, Nmax := max{N1, N2, N3}.
Then for s ≥ 0, we have∣∣∣∣∫

R

∫ T

0
∂x(PN1uPN2v)PN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ T 1/4N−1/16
max ∥u∥Y s

T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s .

Proof. By replacing u, v, w to χ[0,T )(t)u, χ[0,T )(t)v, χ[0,T )(t)w, we can as-
sume that u, v, w are supported on [0, T ]×R. Firstly, by Hölder, Bernstein
inequalities, we have∣∣∣∣∫

R

∫ T

0
∂x(PN1uPN2v)PN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲ T∥PN1u∥L∞

t L3
x
∥PN2v∥L∞

t L3
x
∥PN3w∥L∞

t L3
x

≲ TN1/2
max∥Jsu∥L∞

t L2
x
∥Jsv∥L∞

t L2
x
∥J−sw∥L∞

t L2
x

≲ TN1/2
max∥u∥Y s

T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s .

(4.5)

By Lemma 4.5, we have ∥QK
>Lf∥L2

t,x
≲ L−1/2∥f∥V 2

K
. Since

|ξ31 + ξ32 − ξ3| = | − 3ξ1ξ2ξ| ≥ 3N1N2N3/8,
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by choosing L = N1N2N3/8, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Q
K
≤LPN1uQ

K
≤LPN2v)PN3Q

K
≤Lw dtdx

∣∣∣∣ = 0.

By Lemma 4.5 and Hölder inequality, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Q
K
>LPN1uPN2v)PN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥QK

>LPN1u∥L2
t,x
∥PN2v∥L4

tL
2
x
∥∂xPN3w∥L4

tL
∞
x

≲ (N1N2N3)
−1/2∥PN1u∥V 2

K
T 1/4∥PN2v∥V 2

K
N

3/4
3 ∥PN3w∥U4

K

≲ T 1/4N−1/4
max ∥u∥Y s

T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s

Similarly, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

|PN1uQ
K
>LPN2v∂xPN3w̄|+ |PN1uPN2v∂xPN3Q

K
>Lw| dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲ T 1/4N−1/4

max ∥u∥Y s
T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s .

By Hölder inequality, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Q
K
>LPN1uQ

K
>LPN2v)PN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥QK

>LPN1u∥L2
t,x
∥QK

>LPN2v∥L2
t,x
∥∂xPN3w∥L∞

t,x

≲ (N1N2N3)
−1∥PN1u∥V 2

K
∥PN2v∥V 2

K
N

3/2
3 ∥PN3w∥U2

K

≲ N−1/2
max ∥u∥Y s

T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s .

We can control other terms similarly. Thus,∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(PN1uPN2v)PN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲ (T 1/4N−1/4

max +N−1/2
max )∥u∥Y s

T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s .

By interpolation with (4.5), we have∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(PN1uPN2v)PN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲ (T 1/4N−1/4

max +N−1/2
max )1−δ(TN1/2

max)
δ∥u∥Y s

T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s

≲ T δN−1/4+3δ/4
max ∥u∥Y s

T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s .

By choosing δ = 1/4, we conclude the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 4.11. Let 0 < T < 1, s ≥ 0. Then,

∥B(χTuv)∥Y s
T
≲ T 1/4∥u∥Y s

T
∥v∥Y s

T
.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.9 and duality, we only need to prove∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(uv)w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ T 1/4∥u∥Y s
T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s

By triangle inequality, one has∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(uv)w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲

∑
N1,N2≥2,N3≥1

∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
PN1uPN2v∂xPN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(P1uv)w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x((I − P1)v1P1v2)v̄3 dtdx

∣∣∣∣ .
It is easy to control when N3 = 1. If N1 = 1, we have∣∣∣∣∫

R

∫ T

0
∂x(P1uv)w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥P1u∥L2

xL
∞
T
∥Jsv∥L2

TL2
x
∥J−s∂xw∥L∞

x L2
t

≲ T 1/2∥u∥Y s
T
∥Jsv∥V 2

K
∥J−sw∥U2

K

≲ T 1/2∥u∥Y s
T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s .

It is similar when N2 = 1. Thus, we assume N1, N2, N3 ≥ 2. By Lemma
4.10, we have ∑

N1,N2,N3≥2

∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
PN1uPN2v∂xPN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲

∑
N1,N2,N3≥2

T 1/4N−1/16
max ∥u∥Y s

T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s

≲ T 1/4∥u∥Y s
T
∥v∥Y s

T
∥w∥N −s .

Since we assume T < 1, the proof is completed.

Lemma 4.12. Let 0 < T < 1, N1, N2, N3 ≥ 1. If N3 ≲ 1 or N3 ≫ N
1/2
1 ,

one has∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(PN1uPN2 v̄)PN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ N−1
3 ∥u∥U2

S
∥v∥U2

S
∥w∥U2

K
. (4.6)

If N3 ≪ N
1/2
1 , one has∣∣∣∣∫

R

∫ T

0
∂x(PN1uPN2 v̄)PN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ N
−1/2
1 ∥u∥U2

S
∥v∥U2

S
∥w∥U2

K
. (4.7)

If N3 ∼ N
1/2
1 ≫ 1, one has∣∣∣∣∫

R

∫ T

0
∂x(PN1uPN2 v̄)PN3∼N

1/2
1

w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ T 1/2∥u∥U2
S
∥v∥U2

S
∥w∥U2

K
. (4.8)
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Proof. By replacing u1, u2, v to χ[0,T )(t)u1, χ[0,T )(t)u2, χ[0,T )(t)v, we can
assume that u1, u2, v are supported on [0, T ] × R. It is easy to obtain the
estimate when N3 ≲ 1. Thus, we assume N3 ≫ 1. By Lemma 4.5, we have
∥QK

>Lf∥L2
t,x

≲ L−1/2∥f∥V 2
K
, ∥QS

>Lf∥L2
t,x

≲ L−1/2∥f∥V 2
S
.

If N3 ≫ N
1/2
1 , by choosing L = cN3

3 for some sufficiently small c > 0,
we have ∫

R2

∂x(PN1Q
S
≤LuPN2Q

S
≤Lv)PN3Q

K
≤Lw dtdx = 0.

By Hölder inequality, (4.4), and Lemma 4.5, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Q
S
>LPN1uPN2 v̄)PN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥QS

>LPN1u∥L2
t,x
∥PN2 v̄∂xPN3w̄∥L2

t,x

≲ N
−3/2
3 ∥PN1u∥V 2

S
N−1

3 ∥PN2v∥U2
S
∥∂xPN3w∥U2

K
≲ N

−3/2
3 ∥u∥U2

S
∥v∥U2

S
∥w∥U2

K
.

By Hölder inequality and (4.2), we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1uPN2 v̄)PN3QK,>Lw dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥PN3(PN1uPN2 v̄)∥L2

t,x
∥∂xPN3Q

K
>Lw∥L2

t,x
≲ N−1

3 ∥u∥U2
S
∥v∥U2

S
∥w∥U2

K
.

If N3 ≪ N
1/2
1 , then we have N2 ∼ N1. By choosing L = cN3N1 for some

sufficiently small c > 0, we have∫
R2

∂x(PN1Q
S
≤LuPN2Q

S
≤Lv)PN3Q

K
≤Lw dtdx = 0.

By Lemma 4.5, (4.3) and Hölder inequality, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Q
S
>LPN1uPN2 v̄)PN3w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥QS

>LPN1u∥L2
t,x
∥PN2 v̄∂xPN3w̄∥L2

t,x

≲ N−1
1 N

1/2
3 ∥PN1u∥U2

S
∥PN2v∥U2

S
∥PN3w∥U2

K
.

By Hölder inequality and Lemma 4.5, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1uPN2 v̄)PN3Q
K
>Lw dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥PN3(PN1uPN2 v̄)∥L2

t,x
∥∂xPN3Q

K
>Lw∥L2

t,x
≲ N

−1/2
1 ∥u∥U2

S
∥v∥U2

S
∥w∥U2

K
.

For N1 ∼ N2 ∼ N2
3 , we claim that for any t > 0∣∣∣∣∫

R

∫ t

0
∂x(PN1S(t

′)fPN2S(t
′)g)P

N3∼N
1/2
1

K(t′)h dt′dx

∣∣∣∣
≲ t1/2∥f∥L2

x
∥g∥L2

x
∥h∥L2

x
.

(4.9)
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In fact, following the argument for proving (2.4), proving (4.9) reduces to
proving ∫

R

|1− eitξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)|χ|ξ|2∼|ξ1|∼N1≫1

|ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2|
|f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)h(ξ)| dξ1dξ

≲ t1/2∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has∫
R2

|1− eitξ(ξ−2ξ1−ξ2)|χ|ξ|2∼|ξ1|∼N1≫1

|ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2|
|f(ξ1)g(ξ − ξ1)h(ξ)| dξ1dξ

≲
∫
Rξ1

|f(ξ1)|∥g(ξ − ξ1)h(ξ)∥L2
ξ

∥∥∥∥∥χ1≪|ξ|2∼|ξ1|min{1, t|ξ(ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2)|}
|ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2|

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲ ∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2

∥∥∥∥∥χ1≪|ξ|2∼|ξ1|min{1, t|ξ1|1/2|ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2|}
|ξ − 2ξ1 − ξ2|

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ1

L2
ξ

≲ t1/2∥f∥L2∥g∥L2∥h∥L2 .

Then for u =
∑

j χIj (t)S(t)fj , v =
∑

j χĨj
(t)S(t)gj , w =

∑
j χ ˜̃Ij

(t)K(t)hj ,

by (4.9) we have∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(PN1uPN2 v̄)PN3∼N

1/2
1

w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≤
∑
j,k,l

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
R

∫
Ij∩Ĩk∩ ˜̃Il

∂x(PN1S(t
′)fjPN2S(t

′)gk)PN3∼N
1/2
1

K(t′)hl dt
′dx

∣∣∣∣∣
≲
∑
j,k,l

|Ij ∩ Ĩk ∩ ˜̃Il|1/2∥fj∥L2∥gk∥L2∥hl∥L2 ≲ T 1/2∥fj∥l2jL2∥gj∥l2jL2∥hj∥l2jL2 .

By the definition of U2
K , U2

S , we obtain (4.8).

Lemma 4.13. Let 0 < T < 1, s1 ≥ 0, s2 = min{4s1, s1 + 1}.

∥B(χTuv̄)∥Y s2
T

≲ T 2ε∥u∥Xs1
ε,T

∥v∥Xs1
ε,T
.

Proof. By Lemma 4.9 and duality, we only need to prove∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(J

−s1uJ−s1 v̄)Js2w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∥u∥U2
S
∥v∥U2

S
∥w∥U2

K
.

Let Nmax, Nmed be the maximal, medium among N1, N2, N3. By triangle
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inequality, one has∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(J

−s1uJ−s1 v̄)Js2w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≤

∑
N1,N2≁N3 or N3≲1

∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(PN1J

−s1uPN2J
−s1 v̄)PN3J

s2w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
+

∑
N1∼N2≫1

∣∣∣∣∫
R

∫ T

0
∂x(PN1J

−s1uPN2J
−s1 v̄)P

N3∼N
1/2
1

Js2w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣ .
By Lemma 4.12 and s2 = min{4s1, s1 + 1}, we have∣∣∣∣∫

R

∫ T

0
∂x(J

−s1uJ−s1 v̄)Js2w̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲

∑
N1,N2≁N2

3 or N3≲1,
Nmax∼Nmed

N−1
3 ∥PN1J

−s1u∥U2
S
∥PN2J

−s1v∥U2
S
∥PN3J

s2w∥U2
K

+
∑

N1∼N2≫1

T 1/2∥PN1J
−s1u∥U2

S
∥PN2J

−s1v∥U2
S
∥Js2w∥U2

K

≲
∑

N1,N2≁N2
3 or N3≲1,

Nmax∼Nmed

N−1+s2
3 N−s1

1 N−s1
2 ∥PN1u∥U2

S
∥PN2v∥U2

S
∥PN3w∥U2

K

+
∑

N1∼N2≫1

N−s1
1 N−s1

2 N
s2/2
1 ∥PN1u∥U2

S
∥PN2v∥U2

S
∥w∥U2

K

≲ ∥PNu∥l2NU2
S
∥PNv∥l2NU2

S
∥w∥U2

K

≲ ∥u∥U2
S
∥v∥U2

S
∥w∥U2

K
.

We finish the proof of this lemma.

Combining Lemmas 4.7, 4.8, 4.11, 4.13, we have

Proposition 4.14. (S-KdV) is local well-posed in Hs1×Hs2 for s1 ≥ 0, s2 =
min{4s1, s1 + 1}.

Proof. For T > 0, consider the mapping

T :

(
u
v

)
7→
(
χ[0,∞)(t)S(t)u0 − iA (χT (uv + |u|2u))
χ[0,∞)(t)K(t)v0 + B(χT (|u|2 − v2/2))

)
.

For some sufficiently large C2, C1 > 0 (independent to T ), we define

D := {(u, v) ∈ Xs1
ε,T × Y s2

T : ∥u∥Xs1
ε,T

≤ C1T
−ε, ∥v∥Y s2

T
≤ C2}.

By Lemmas 4.7, 4.8, 4.11, 4.13, we obtain that T is a contraction map-
ping from D to D for sufficiently small T > 0. By standard argument, we
conclude the proof.
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4.3 The case s2 = −3/4, 0 ≤ s1 < 5/4

We need scaling. Following the argument in [5], we consider the system
i∂tu+ λ∂xxu = λuv + λ−1|u|2u,
∂tv + ∂xxxv + v∂xv = ∂x(|u|2),
(u, v)|t=0 = (u0, v0) ∈ Hs1 ×Hs2 .

(4.10)

We assume that ∥v0∥Hs2 ≪ 1, 0 < λ≪ 1. Let

Sλ(t) = eiλt∂xx , Aλ(f)(t) =

∫ t

0
Sλ(t− t′)f(t′) dt′.

Define

∥u∥
X̃s,b

λ
= ∥⟨ξ⟩s⟨τ + λξ2⟩bû(τ, ξ)∥L2

τ,ξ
, ∥v∥Y s,b,q = ∥N sLb∥QK

L PNv∥L2
t,x
∥l2N lqL

and
∥v∥F := ∥P1v∥L2

xL
∞
t
+ ∥P>1v∥Y −3/4,1/2,1 .

Let FT be the space F restricted on [0, T ].

Lemma 4.15. Let 0 ≤ s < 5/4. b > 1/2, 0 < λ < 1, 0 < T < 1.

∥uP>1v∥X̃s,b−1
λ

≲ λ−1/2∥u∥
X̃s,b

λ
∥v∥Y −3/4,1/2,1 .

Proof. By duality, we only need to show∣∣∣∣∫
R2

uP>1vw̄ dtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∥u∥
X̃s,b

λ
∥v∥Y −3/4,1/2,1∥w∥X̃−s,1−b

λ
.

By the argument for Lemma 3.4 (a) in [5], we only need to prove∑
N1≪N2∼N

∣∣∣∣∫
R2

PN1uPN2vPNw dtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∥u∥
X̃s,b

λ
∥v∥Y −3/4,1/2,1∥w∥X̃−s,1−b

λ
.

By modulation decomposition, one has∑
N1≪N2∼N

∣∣∣∣∫
R2

PN1uPN2vPNw dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲

∑
N1≪N2∼N
L1,L2,L

∣∣∣∣∫
R2

QS,λ
L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2vQ

S,λ
L PNw dtdx

∣∣∣∣ .
Let Lmax = max{L1, L2, L}. Note that Lmax ≳ N3. Let 0 < ε ≪ 1. If
L1 = Lmax, we have∣∣∣∣∫

R2

QS,λ
L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2vQ

S,λ
L PNw dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥QS,λ

L1
PN1u∥L2

t,x
∥QK

L2
PN2vQ

S,λ
L PNw∥L2

t,x

≲ N−1
2 (L2L)

1/2∥QS,λ
L1
PN1u∥L2

t,x
∥QK

L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x
∥QS,λ

L PNw∥L2
t,x
.
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Then for −5/2 + ε+ s+ 3/4 < 0 (s < 7/4) one has∑
N1≪N2∼N

L1=Lmax,L2,L3

∣∣∣∣∫
R2

QS,λ
L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2vQ

S,λ
L PNw dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲

∑
N2≥2,L2

N
−1+ϵ−3/2+s
2 ∥u∥

X̃s,b
λ
L
1/2
2 ∥QK

L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x
∥w∥

X̃−s,1−b
λ

≲ ∥u∥
X̃s,b

λ
∥v∥Y −3/4,1/2,1∥w∥X̃−s,1−b

λ
.

If L = Lmax, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

QS,λ
L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2vQ

S,λ
L PNw dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥QS,λ

L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x
∥QS,λ

L PNw∥L2
t,x

≲ N−1
2 (L1L2)

1/2∥QS,λ
L1
PN1u∥L2

t,x
∥QK

L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x
∥QS,λ

L PNw∥L2
t,x
.

Thus for (−1/4 + ε) + 3(b+ ε− 1) + s < 0 (s < 7/4) we have∑
N1≪N2∼N

L=Lmax,L1,L2

∣∣∣∣∫
R2

QS,λ
L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2vQ

S,λ
L PNw dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲
∑
L≳N3

N−1+ε+3/4∥u∥
X̃s,b

λ
∥v∥Y −3/4,1/2,1∥QS,λ

L PNw∥L2
t,x

≲ ∥u∥
X̃s,b

λ
∥v∥Y −3/4,1/2,1∥w∥X̃−s,1−b

λ
.

If L2 = Lmax, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

QS,λ
L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2vQ

S,λ
L PNw dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥QS,λ

L1
PN1uQ

S,λ
L PNw∥L2

t,x
∥QK

L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x

≲ (λN)−1/2(L1L)
1/2∥QS,λ

L1
PN1u∥L2

t,x
∥QK

L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x
∥QS,λ

L PNw∥L2
t,x
.

Thus for −1/2 + ε+ s+ 3(b− 1) < −3/4 one has∑
N1≪N2∼N

L2=Lmax,L1,L

∣∣∣∣∫
R2

QS,λ
L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2vQ

S,λ
L PNw dtdx

∣∣∣∣
≲

∑
L2≳N3

2

(λN2)
−1/2N ε+s

2 L
b−1/2
2 ∥u∥

X̃s,b
λ
∥QK

L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x
∥w∥

X̃−s,1−b
λ

≲ λ−1/2∥u∥
X̃s,b

λ
∥v∥Y −3/4,1/2,1∥w∥X̃−s,1−b

λ
.

Since one can choose ε sufficiently small, thus we can obtain the desired
inequality when s < 5/4.
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For other terms, the estimates in [5] are also effective here. Thus we
obtain

Proposition 4.16. Let s2 = −3/4, 0 ≤ s1 < 5/4. Given (u0, v0) ∈
Hs1 × Hs2 with ∥v0∥Hs2 ≪ 1, then the equation (4.10) has a unique so-

lution (u, v) ∈ X̃s1,b
λ,T × FT .

By rescaling we obtain the local well-posedness of (S-KdV) with 0 ≤
s1 < 5/4, s2 = −3/4.

5 Other regions by using normal form argument

For other regions, the main problem comes from high modulation. Thus
we use normal form argument which is a powerful tool to control the high
modulation cases.

5.1 Upper region

In this subsection, we show the local well-posedness of (S-KdV) in Hs1×
Hs2 , 4/3 < s1 + 1 < s2 ≤ max{4s1, s1 + 2}.

The main problem comes from the term ∂x(|u|2). Thus we use normal
form argument to separate the high modulation part from this term. The
integral equation of v is

v(t) = K(t)v0 + B(|u|2)(t)− B(v2)(t)/2.

Then,

B(|u|2)(t) =
∑

N1,N2,N

B(PN (PN1uPN2 ū))

=
∑

N1∼N2∼N2

B(PN (PN1uPN2 ū)) +
∑

N1≁N2

B(PN (PN1uPN2 ū))

:= R(u)(t) +N(u)(t).

Define bilinear operator TM and B by

TM (f, g)(x) = F−1
ξ

(∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

M(ξ, ξ1)f̂(ξ1)ˆ̄g(ξ2)dξ1

)

BM (u, v)(x) = ∂xF
−1
ξ

(∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

∫ t

0
M(ξ, ξ1)û(t

′, ξ1)ˆ̄v(t
′, ξ2)dt

′dξ1

)
where ξ2 = ξ − ξ1 and (ψ1 = φ)

M(ξ, ξ1) :=
1

(2π)1/2

∑
N1≁N2

ψN1(ξ1)ψN (ξ)

ξ3 − ξ21 + ξ22
.
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Integrating by parts and using the system (S-KdV), we have

N(u)

=
∑

N1≁N2

1

(2π)1/2
F−1

ξ

∫
R

∫ t

0
e−itξ3ξψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

· eit′ξ21 û(t′, ξ1)e−it′(ξ1−ξ)2 ¯̂u(t′, ξ1 − ξ)
deit

′(ξ3−ξ21+(ξ1−ξ)2)

i(ξ3 − ξ21 + (ξ1 − ξ)2)
dξ1

= −∂xTM (u, u) + ∂xTM (u0, u0)− iB(uv + |u|2u, ū) + iB(u, uv + |u|2u).

Let

B(u0) := −∂xTM (u0, u0), C(u, v)(t) := iB(u, uv)− iB(uv, ū),

D(u)(t) := iB(u, |u|2ū)− iB(|u|2u, ū)

and w(t, x) = v(t, x)−B(u(t)) +B(u0). Now system for (u,w) is{
u(t) = S(t)u0 − iA (uv + |u|2u)(t),
w(t) = K(t)v0 +D(u)(t) +R(u)(t) + C(u, v)(t)− B(v2/2)(t).

(5.1)

We use the following work spaces to solve (u,w).

∥u∥Xs1
T

:= ∥Js1u∥U2
S,T
, ∥w∥Y s2

T
:= ∥w∥C([0,T ];Hs2 ) + ∥w∥L2

xL
∞
T

where U2
S,T is the space U2

S restricted on [0, T ]. To establish the local well-
posedness, we need the following classical estimates.

Lemma 5.1 ([8]). ∥S(t)u0∥L2 = ∥u0∥L2. For s > 1/2, we have

∥S(t)u0∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲ ⟨T ⟩1/2∥u0∥Hs .

Also, ∥K(t)v0∥L2 = ∥v0∥L2, ∥∂xK(t)v0∥L∞
x L2

t
≲ ∥v0∥L2. For s > 3/4, we

have

∥K(t)v0∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲ ⟨T ⟩1/2∥v0∥Hs .

By duality and Christ-Kiselev lemma, one has the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2 ([13]). For s > 3/4, T > 0, we have

∥B(f)∥C([0,T ];Hs) ≲ ∥Jsf∥L1
xL

2
T
, ∥B(f)∥L2

xL
∞
T

≲ ⟨T ⟩1/2∥Jsf∥L1
xL

2
T
.

We also need the following Leibniz-type estimate.

Lemma 5.3 (Theorem 4 in [2]). Let Ds := F−1|ξ|sF , Js := F−1⟨ξ⟩sF .
For s ≥ 0, 1 < q1, r1, q2, r2 ≤ ∞, 1/q1 + 1/q2 = 1/q, 1/r1 + 1/r2 = 1/r,
1 ≤ q, r <∞, we have

∥Ds(uv)∥Lr
xL

q
t
≲ ∥Dsu∥Lr1

x L
q1
t
∥v∥Lr2

x L
q2
t

+ ∥Dsv∥Lr1
x L

q1
t
∥u∥Lr2

x L
q2
t
,

∥Js(uv)∥Lr
xL

q
t
≲ ∥Jsu∥Lr1

x L
q1
t
∥v∥Lr2

x L
q2
t

+ ∥Jsv∥Lr1
x L

q1
t
∥u∥Lr2

x L
q2
t
.
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5.1.1 Multi-linear estimates

Firstly, we show the control of boundary term.

Lemma 5.4. Let s1 ≥ 0, s2 ≤ s1 + 2, s2 < 2s1 + 3/2. Then ∥B(u0)∥Hs2 ≲
∥u0∥2Hs1 .

Proof. By the definition of B(u0), we have

∥B(u0)∥Hs2 ∼

∥∥∥∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩s2
∑

N1≁N2

∫
R

ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ1
û0(ξ1)¯̂u0(ξ1 − ξ) dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

.

Since N1 ≁ N2, we have |ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ| ∼ max{N1, N
2} for |ξ|, |ξ1| in the

support of ψN , ψN1 . Thus, we have

∥B(u0)∥Hs2 ≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

N1≁N2

∫
R

N s2ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

max{N2, N1}
|û0(ξ1)||û0(ξ1 − ξ)| dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲

∥∥∥∥∫
R
⟨ξ⟩s2−2|û0(ξ1)||û0(ξ1 − ξ)| dξ1

∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

∼ ∥|F−1(|û0|)|2∥Hs2−2 .

Then, by the Sobolev multiply estimate ([14], page 855), for s1 ≥ 0, s2−2 ≤
s1, s2 − 2 < 2s1 − 1/2, we have ∥B(u0)∥Hs2 ≲ ∥u0∥2Hs1 .

Lemma 5.5. Let s > 3/4, 0 < T ≤ 1. Then,

∥B(v1v2)∥Y s
T
≲ T 1/2∥v1∥Y s

T
∥v2∥Y s

T
.

Lemma 5.6. ∥B(u(t))∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲ ∥u∥2L4
xL

∞
t
.

Proof. By the definition of B(u(t)), we have

|B(u(t))(x)| ∼

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
R2
y,z

u(t, y)ū(t, z)

·
∫
R2
ξ1,ξ

∑
N1≁N2

ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ1
ei(z−y)ξ1+i(x−z)ξ dξ1dξdydz

∣∣∣∣∣.
Denote ∫

R2
ξ1,ξ

∑
N1≁N2

ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ1
ei(z−y)ξ1+i(x−z)ξ dξ1dξ
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by Φ(z − y, x − z). We will show that there exists h1, h2 ∈ L1 such that
|Φ(x, y)| ≲ h1(x)h2(y). Assume this. Then one has

∥B(u(t))∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R2
y,z

∥u(t, y)∥L∞
t
∥u(t, z)∥L∞

t
h1(z − y)h2(x− z) dydz

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
x

≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥u(t, z)∥L∞
t

∫
Ry

∥u(t, y)∥L∞
t
h1(z − y) dy

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
z

∥h2∥L1

≲ ∥u∥L4
xL

∞
t

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
Ry

∥u(t, y)∥L∞
t
h1(z − y) dy

∥∥∥∥∥
L4
z

∥h2∥L1

≲ ∥h1∥L1∥h2∥L1∥u∥2L4
xL

∞
t
.

Now, we estimate Φ(x, y). If |x| ≥ 1, we have

Φ(x, y) =

∫
R2
ξ1,ξ

∑
N1≁N2

ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ1
eixξ1+iyξ dξ1dξ

= − 1

x2

∫
R2
ξ1,ξ

∑
N1≁N2

∂2ξ1

(
ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ1

)
eixξ1+iyξ dξ1dξ.

Thus,

|Φ(x, y)| ≲ x−2

∫
R2

∑
N1,N

φN (ξ)

max{N2, N1}N2
1

χ|ξ1|≲N1
dξ1dξ ≲ x−2.

If |y| ≥ 1, |x| ≤ 1, we only consider the case N1 ≫ N2. The argument for
N1 ≪ N2 is simpler. Integrating by parts, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫
R2
ξ1,ξ

∑
N1≫N2

ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ1
eixξ1+iyξ dξ1dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
= y−2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
R2
ξ1,ξ

∑
N1≫N2

∂2ξ

(
ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ1

)
eixξ1+iyξ dξ1dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲ y−2

∑
N

∫
Rξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
Rξ1

∑
N1≫N2

∂2ξ

(
ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ1

)
eixξ1 dξ1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ dξ
:= y−2M(x).

By Minkowski inequality and Plancherel identity, we have

∥M∥L2
x
≲
∑
N

∫
Rξ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

N1≫N2

∂2ξ

(
ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ1

)∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ1

dξ

≲
∑
N

∫
Rξ

χ|ξ|≲N

N2
dξ ≲ 1.
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By similar argument for |x| ≥ 1, |y| ≥ 1, one has |Φ(x, y)| ≲ |x|−2|y|−2.
For |x| ≤ 1, |y| ≤ 1, we have

|Φ(x, y)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣1x
∫
R2
ξ1,ξ

∑
N1≁N2

∂ξ1

(
ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

ξ2 + ξ − 2ξ1

)
eixξ1+iyξ dξ1dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲ |x|−1

∫
R2

∑
N1,N

ψN (ξ)

max{N2, N1}N1
χ|ξ1|≲N1

dξ1dξ ≲ |x|−1.

Note that by the former argument, we also have |Φ(x, y)| ≤ y−2M(x) where
M ∈ L2. |Φ(x, y)| ≲ |x|−3/4M(x)1/4|y|−1/2. Note that by Hölder inequality,
we have |x|−3/4M(x)1/4χ|x|≤1 ∈ L1. Let

h1(x) = ⟨x⟩−2+(|x|−3/4M(x)1/4+M(x))χ|x|≤1, h2(y) = |y|−1/2χ|y|≤1+⟨y⟩−2.

We have |Φ(x, y)| ≲ h1(x)h2(y), h1, h2 ∈ L1. We finish the proof.

Lemma 5.7. Let 0 < T ≤ 1, s1 > 0, 3/4 < s2 < 2s1 + 3/2, s2 ≤ s1 + 2.
Then,

∥C(u, v)∥Y s2
T

≲ T 3/4∥u∥2
X

s1
T
∥v∥Y s2

T
, ∥D(u)∥Y s2

T
≲ T 1/2∥u∥4

X
s1
T
.

Proof. By Plancherel identity and maximal function estimate, we have
(s2 > 3/4)

∥C(u, v)∥Y s2
T

≲
∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R

∑
N1≁N2

N s2ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

max{N2, N1}
|ûv|(t′, ξ1)|û|(t′, ξ1 − ξ) dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

dt′.

If s1 > 1/2, s2 ≤ s1 + 2, we have∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R

∑
N1≁N2

N s2ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

max{N2, N1}
|ûv|(t′, ξ1)|û|(t′, ξ1 − ξ) dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R

∑
N1,N

N s2−2ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

N s1

· (⟨ξ1⟩s1 + ⟨ξ1 − ξ⟩s1)|ûv|(t′, ξ1)|û|(t′, ξ1 − ξ) dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R
(⟨ξ1⟩s1 + ⟨ξ1 − ξ⟩s1)|ûv|(t′, ξ1)|û|(t′, ξ1 − ξ) dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲ ∥uv∥Hs1∥û∥L1 + ∥ûv∥L1∥u∥Hs1 ≲ ∥u∥2Hs1∥v∥Hs2 .
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If 0 < s1 ≤ 1/2, 1/2 < s2 < 2s1 + 3/2, for N1 ≁ N , we have∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R

∑
N1≁N

N s2ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

max{N2, N1}
|ûv|(t′, ξ1)|û|(t′, ξ1 − ξ) dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R

∑
N1,N

N s2−2ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

N s1
1 N

s1

· ⟨ξ1⟩s1⟨ξ1 − ξ⟩s1 |ûv|(t′, ξ1)|û|(t′, ξ1 − ξ) dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲
∑
N1,N

N s2−2−s1

N s1
1

min{N,N1}1/2∥uv∥Hs1∥u∥Hs1

≲ ∥u∥Hs1∥v∥Hs2 (∥u∥L∞ + ∥u∥Hs1 ).

For N1 ∼ N , s2 < 2s1 + 3/2, we have∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R

∑
N1∼N

N s2ψN (ξ)ψN1(ξ1)

max{N2, N1}
|ûv|(t′, ξ1)|û|(t′, ξ1 − ξ) dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ ∑
N1∼N

N s2−2
∑
M≲N

M−s1+1/2ψN (ξ)∥ψN1(ξ1)|ûv|(t′, ξ1)∥L2∥u∥Hs1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲

∥∥∥∥∥ ∑
N1∼N

ψN (ξ)∥⟨ξ1⟩s1ψN1(ξ1)|ûv|(t′, ξ1)∥L2∥u∥Hs1

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≲ ∥uv∥Hs1∥u∥Hs1 ≲ ∥u∥Hs1∥v∥Hs2 (∥u∥L∞ + ∥u∥Hs1 ).

Overall, we obtain

∥C(u, v)∥Y s2
T

≲
∫ T

0
∥u(t′)∥Hs1∥v(t′)∥Hs2 (∥u(t′)∥L∞ + ∥u(t′)∥Hs1 ) dt′

≲ T∥u∥2
X

s1
T
∥v∥Y s2

T
+ T 3/4∥u∥Xs1

T
∥u∥L4

TL∞
x
∥v∥Y s2

T

≲ T 3/4∥u∥2
X

s1
T
∥v∥Y s2

T
.

By the same argument, we have

∥D(u)∥Y s2
T

≲
∫ T

0
∥|u|2u(t′)∥Hs1∥u(t′)∥Hs1 dt′

≲
∫ T

0
∥u(t′)∥2Hs1∥u(t′)∥2L∞ dt′ ≲ T 1/2∥u∥4

X
s1
T
.

We finish the proof of this lemma.
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Lemma 5.8. Let 0 < T < 1, 5/4 < s2 ≤ 4s1. Then we have

∥R(u)∥Y s2
T

≲ T 1/2∥u∥2
X

s1
T
.

Proof. By Lemma 4.12, we have

∥R(u)∥C([0,T ];Hs2 ) ≲ ∥Js2R(u)∥V 2
K,T

≲ T 1/2∥Js1u∥2U2
S,T

≲ T 1/2∥u∥2
X

s1
T
.

By general extension result Proposition 2.16 in [6], we only need to show

∥R(S(t)J−s1u0)∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲ T 1/2∥u0∥2L2 .

Since ∥v∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲ ∥J s̃v∥U2
K,T

, ∀ s̃ > 3/4, 0 < T < 1, then for any ϵ > 0 we

have

∥R(S(t)J−su0)∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲
∑
N∼1

∥PNR(S(t)J
−s1u0)∥L2

xL
∞
T

+
∑

N1∼N2∼N2≫1

N3/4+ϵ∥B(PN (PN1S(t)J
−s1u0PN2S(t)J

−s1 ū0))∥U2
K,T

.

For the first term, it is easy to obtain∑
N∼1

∥PNR(S(t)J
−su0)∥L2

xL
∞
T

≲ T∥u0∥2L2 .

For the second term, by duality we need to estimate∫ T

0

∫
R
∂x(PN1S(t)J

−s1u0PN2S(t)J
−s1 ū0)PNv dxdt.

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.2), the upper term is controlled by

∥P̃N (PN1S(t)J
−s1u0PN2S(t)J

−s1 ū0)∥L2
x,T

∥∂xPNv∥L2
x,T

≲ N−1/2∥J−s1PN1u0∥L2∥J−s1PN2u0∥L2N∥PNv∥L2
x,T

≲ N−4s1+1/2T 1/2∥PN1u0∥L2∥PN2u0∥L2∥v∥V 2
K
.

Thus one has

∥RS(t)J−su0∥L2
xL

∞
T

≲
∑

N1∼N2

N−4s1+5/4+ϵT 1/2∥PN1u0∥L2∥PN2u0∥L2 + T∥u0∥2L2 ≲ T 1/2∥u0∥2L2 .

The last inequality we use the condition 4s1 > 5/4.

Lemma 5.9. Let 0 < T < 1, s2 ≥ s1 ≥ 1/4. We have

∥A (uv)∥Xs1
T

≲ T 3/4∥u∥Xs1
T
∥v∥Y s2

T
, ∥A (|u|2u)∥Xs1

T
≲ T 1/2∥u∥3

X
s1
T
.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.8, one has ∥A (|u|2u)∥Xs1
T

≲ T 1/2∥u∥3
X

s1
T

. We also have

∥A (uv)∥Xs1
T

≲ T 3/4∥Js1u∥L8
TL4

x
∥Js1v∥L∞

T L2
x

≲ T 3/4∥Js1u∥U2
S,T

∥v∥Y s1
T

≲ T 3/4∥u∥Xs1
T
∥v∥Y s1

T
.

We conclude the proof.

Proposition 5.10. Let s1 > 5/16, s1+1 < s2 ≤ max{4s1, s1+2}. (S-KdV)
is local well-posed in Hs1 ×Hs2.

Proof. Consider the mapping T . Let v(t) = w(t)+B(u(t))−B(u0). Define

T :

(
u
w

)
7→
(

S(t)u0 − iA (uv + |u|2u)(t)
K(t)v0 +D(u)(t) +R(u)(t) + C(u, v)(t)− B(v2/2)(t)

)
.

Let 0 < T < 1. By Lemmas 5.4–5.9, we have

∥T (u,w)∥Xs1
T ×Y

s2
T

≲ ∥u0∥Hs1 + ∥v0∥Hs2 + T 3/4(∥u∥Xs1
T

+ ∥u∥2
X

s1
T
)(∥w∥Y s2

T
+ ∥u∥2

X
s1
T
)

+ T 1/2(∥u∥2
X

s1
T

+ ∥u∥3
X

s1
T

+ ∥u∥4
X

s1
T

+ ∥w∥2
X

s1
T
).

Similarly one has

∥T (u1, w1)− T (u2, w2)∥Xs1
T ×Y

s2
T

≲ T 1/2∥(u1 − u2, w1 − w2)∥Xs1
T ×Y

s2
T

·
(
1 + ∥(u1, w1)∥4Xs1

T ×Y
s2
T

+ ∥(u2, w2)∥4Xs1
T ×Y

s2
T

)
Thus, for sufficiently small T , we obtain a solution of (5.1). Then, (u,w +
B(u) − B(u0)) ∈ C([0, T ];Hs1) × C([0, T ];Hs2) is the solution of initial
equation (S-KdV) with initial data (u0, v0).

5.2 Lower region

In this subsection, we show the local well-posedness of (S-KdV) with
5/4 < s1 ≤ 9/4, s2 = −3/4. Consider the equation (4.10) with ∥v0∥H−3/4 ≪
1, 0 < λ≪ 1.

By Lemma 4.15, Proposition 4.16, we have a solution of (4.10) (u, v) ∈
X̃1,b

λ,T × FT with initial data (u0, v0) ∈ Hs1 ×H−3/4.
The main problem comes from the term uv. We should gain 3-order

derivative for high modulation cases. To achieve this, we use norm form
argument.
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Define bilinear operator TMλ
by

TMλ
(f, g)(x) = F−1

ξ

(∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

Mλ(ξ, ξ1)f̂(ξ1)ĝ(ξ2)

)
where ξ2 = ξ − ξ1 and

Mλ(ξ, ξ1) :=
1

(2π)1/2

∑
N≫1

φN/8(ξ1)ψN (ξ)

λξ2 − λξ21 − ξ32
.

Recall some notations in Subsection 4.3. Integration by parts we have

Lemma 5.11. Let (u, v) ∈ X̃1,b
λ,T × FT be a solution of (4.10). Then for

0 ≤ t ≤ T , one has

Aλ(uv) = B(u(t), v(t))−B(u0, v0) + λC1(u, v)

+ λ−1D1(u, v) + C2(u) + C3(u, v) +R(u, v)

where

B(u0, v0) = −iTMλ
(u0, v0),

C1(u, v) = Aλ(TMλ
(uv, v)), C2(u) = −Aλ(u, ∂x(|u|2)),

C3(u, v) = −Aλ(u, v∂xv), D1(u, v) = Aλ(TMλ
(|u|2u, v)),

R(u, v) = Aλ

(∑
N

PN (P>N/8uv)

)
.

Let ũ(t) = u(t)− λB(u(t), v(t)). Then ũ satisfies the integral equation

ũ(t) = u(0)− λB(u(0), v(0)) + λR(ũ+ λB(u, v), v)

+ λ2C1(u, v) +D1(u, v) + λC2(u) + λC3(u, v)

+ λ−1

∫ t

0
Sλ(t− t′)(|ũ+ λB(u, v)|2(ũ+ λB(u, v))) dt′.

(5.2)

We will solve ũ by using Bourgain space X̃s1,b̃
λ,T for some b̃ > 1/2.

Lemma 5.12. Let s0 > 1/2. Then ∥B(u0, v0)∥Hs ≲ ∥u0∥Hs0∥v0∥Hs−3.

Proof. By the definition of Mλ we have

∥B(u0, v0)∥Hs ≲

∥∥∥∥∥N s−3

∫
Rξ1

φN (ξ1)|û0(ξ1)|ψN (ξ)|v̂0(ξ − ξ1)| dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
l2N≫1

≲ ∥u0∥FL1∥v0∥Hs−3 ≲ ∥u0∥Hs0∥v0∥Hs−3 .

We finish the proof.
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Lemma 5.13. Let (u, v) ∈ X̃1,b
λ,T × FT be a solution of (4.10). Then there

exists b̃ > 1/2 such that

C1(u, v), D1(u, v), C2(u), C3(u, v), R(B(u, v), v) ∈ X̃
9/4,b̃
λ,T .

Proof. We only need to prove

∥TMλ
(uv, v)∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

≲ λ−1/6∥u∥
X̃1,b

λ
∥v∥2F , (5.3)

∥TMλ
(|u|2u, v)∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

≲ ∥u∥3
X̃1,b

λ

∥v∥F , (5.4)

∥TMλ
(u, ∂x(|u|2))∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

≲ ∥u∥3
X̃1,b

λ

, (5.5)

∥TMλ
(u, v∂xv)∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

≲ ∥u∥
X̃1,b

λ
∥v∥2F (5.6)

and ∥∥∥∥∥∑
N

PN (P>N/8B(u, v)v)

∥∥∥∥∥
X̃

9/4,b̃−1
λ

≲ ∥u∥
X̃1,b

λ
∥v∥2F . (5.7)

For (5.3), due to the definition of Mλ, one has

∥TMλ
(uv, v)∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

∼ ∥N9/4∥P̃NTMλ
(uv, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

∥l2N≫1
.

For the term TMλ
(uP1v, PNv), we have

∥P̃NTMλ
(uP1v, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

≲ sup
∥w∥

L2
τ,ξ

≤1

∫
R4

|Mλ(ξ, ξ1)ûP1v(τ1, ξ1)||P̂Nv(τ − τ1, ξ − ξ1)w(τ, ξ)|
⟨τ + λξ2⟩1−b̃

≲ N−3 sup
∥w∥

L2
τ,ξ

≤1

∥uP1v∥L2
t,x
∥F−1(|P̂Nv|)∥L6

t,x
∥F−1(|w|⟨τ + λξ2⟩b̃−1)∥L3

t,x

By refined Strichartz estimate for Schrödinger equation, for b̃ ≤ 3/4 one has

∥P̃NTMλ
(uP1v, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

≲ N−19/6λ−1/12∥u∥L∞
x L2

t
∥P1v∥L2

xL
∞
t
∥PNv∥X0,1/2,1

≲ N−29/12λ−1/12∥u∥
X̃1,b

λ
∥v∥2F .

Thus we obtain

∥N9/4∥P̃NTMλ
(uP1v, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

∥l2N≫1
≲ λ−1/12∥u∥

X̃1,b
λ
∥v∥2F .

For the term TMλ
(uPKv, PNv), K ≥ 2, in fact we would estimate∥∥∥∥F−1

τ,ξ

∫
R2

|Mλ(ξ, ξ1)ûPKv(τ1, ξ1)||P̂Nv(τ − τ1, ξ − ξ1)| dξ1dτ1
∥∥∥∥
X̃0,b̃−1

λ

.
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Since ∥PNu∥X̃s,b
λ

= ∥F−1(|P̂Nu|)∥X̃s,b
λ
, ∥PNv∥Y s,b,q = ∥F−1(|P̂Nv|)∥Y s,b,q ,

without of loss of generality we would assume that û, v̂ ≥ 0. Thus for
0 < ϵ < 4 one has∫

R4

|Mλ(ξ, ξ1)ûPKv(τ1, ξ1)||P̂Nv(τ − τ1, ξ − ξ1)w(τ, ξ)|
⟨τ + λξ2⟩1−b̃

≲ N−3∥P≪N (uPKv)∥L(6−ϵ)/(5−ϵ)
x L

2(6−ϵ)/(4−ϵ)
t

∥PNv∥L∞
x L2

t

· ∥F−1(|w|⟨τ + λξ2⟩b̃−1)∥L6−ϵ
t,x
.

For b̃ ≤ (12− ϵ)/(24− 4ϵ), one has

∥F−1(|w|⟨τ + λξ2⟩b̃−1)∥L6−ϵ
t,x

≲ λ−1/6∥w∥L2
t,x
.

Thus for K ≲ N we obtain (ϵ≪ 1)

∥TMλ
(uPKv, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

≲ N−3λ−1/6∥P≪N (uPKv)∥L(6−ϵ)/(5−ϵ)
x L

2(6−ϵ)/(4−ϵ)
t

∥PNv∥L∞
x L2

t

≲ N−4λ−1/6∥u∥L2
xL

∞
t
∥PKv∥L2(6−ϵ)/(4−ϵ)

t,x
∥PNv∥X0,1/2,1

≲ N−4λ−1/6K3/4∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥2F .

For K ≫ N one has

∥TMλ
(uPKv, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

= ∥TMλ
(P∼KuPKv, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

≲ N−3λ−1/6∥P≪N (P∼KuPKv)∥L8(6−ϵ)/(34−7ϵ)
x L

2(6−ϵ)/(4−ϵ)
t

∥PNv∥L8
xL

2
t

≲ N−3λ−1/6∥P∼Ku∥L2
xL

∞
t
∥PKv∥L8(6−ϵ)/(10−3ϵ)

x L
2(6−ϵ)/(4−ϵ)
t

∥PNv∥X−3/4,1/2,1 .

By scaling argument and ∥PKu∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲ K1/2∥u∥
X0,b̃ , we have

∥P∼Ku∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲ ⟨λ1/2K⟩1/2∥P∼Ku∥
X0,b̃

λ

≲ K−1/2∥P∼Ku∥
X1,b̃

λ

.

By Hölder inequality one has

∥PKv∥L8(6−ϵ)/(10−3ϵ)
x L

2(6−ϵ)/(4−ϵ)
t

≲ ∥PKv∥8/(3(6−ϵ))

L2
t,x

∥PKv∥(22−9ϵ)/(12(6−ϵ))

L8
t,x

∥PKv∥1/4L∞
x L2

t

≲ K−1/4∥PKv∥X0,1/2,1 .
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Thus we have

∥TMλ
(uPKv, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

≲ N−3λ−1/6∥P∼Ku∥
X1,b̃

λ

∥PKv∥X−3/4,1/2,1∥PNv∥X−3/4,1/2,1 .

Thus we obtain

∥TMλ
(uP>1v, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

≤
∑
K≥2

∥TMλ
(uPKv, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

≲
∑
K≲N

N−4λ−1/6K3/4∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥F

+
∑

K≫N

N−3λ−1/6∥P∼Ku∥
X1,b̃

λ

∥PKv∥X−3/4,1/2,1∥PNv∥X−3/4,1/2,1

≲ N−13/4∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥2F +N−3λ−1/6∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥F ∥PNv∥X−3/4,1/2,1 .

Overall one has

∥TMλ
(uv, v)∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

≲ λ−1/6∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥2F .

For (5.4) we have

∥TMλ
(|u|2u, v)∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

∼ ∥N9/4∥TMλ
(|u|2u, PNv)∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

∥l2N≫1

≲ ∥N9/4N−3∥û∥3L1
τ,ξ
∥PNv∥L2

t,x
∥l2N≫1

≲ ∥u∥3
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥F .

For (5.5) we have

∥TMλ
(u, ∂x(|u|2))∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

∼ ∥N9/4∥TMλ
(u, PN∂x(|u|2))∥

X̃0,b̃−1
λ

∥l2N≫1

≲ ∥N9/4N−3N∥û∥L1
τ,ξ
∥PN (|u|2)∥L2

t,x
∥l2N≫1

≲ ∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥|u|2∥
X̃1,0

λ

≲ ∥u∥3
X̃1,b̃

λ

.

For (5.6) we have

∥TMλ
(u, v∂xv)∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

≲ ∥TMλ
(u, ∂x(P1vP∼Nv))∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

+ ∥TMλ
(u, ∂x(P>1vP>1v))∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

.
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For the first term one has

∥TMλ
(u, ∂x(P1vP∼Nv))∥

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

≲ ∥N9/4N−3∥P1vP∼Nv∥L2
t,x
∥û∥L1

τ,ξ
∥l2N≫1

≲ ∥N−3/4∥P1v∥L2
xL

∞
t
∥P∼Nv∥L∞

x L2
t
∥l2N≫1

∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

≲ ∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥2F .

For the second term one has

∥TMλ
(u, ∂x(P>1vP>1v))∥2

X̃
9/4,b̃−1
λ

≲
∑
N≫1

N1/2

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R2
τ1,ξ1

φN (ξ1)ψN (ξ)|û(τ1, ξ1)|| ̂(P>1v)2|(τ − τ1, ξ − ξ1)

⟨τ + λξ2⟩1−b̃

∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2
τ,ξ

.

Without loss of generality we would assume that û, v̂ ≥ 0. Let λ1 = ⟨τ1 +
λξ21⟩, λ2 = ⟨τ2−ξ32⟩, λ3 = ⟨λτ3−ξ33⟩, λ = ⟨τ+λξ2⟩. Note that for ξ1+ξ2+ξ3 =
ξ, τ1 + τ2 + τ3 = τ , |ξ1| ≪ N , |ξ| ∼ N one has

λ1 + λ2 + λ3 + λ ≳ |ξ32 + ξ33 + λξ21 − λξ2| ∼ N max{|ξ2|, |ξ3|}2.

By symmetry we can assume |ξ2| ≳ |ξ3|. Let f1, f2, g1, g2 ≥ 0, Ω be the set
|ξ1| ≪ |ξ| ∼ N,λj ∼ Lj , λ ∼ L, |ξ2| ∼ N2 ≳ |ξ3| ∼ N3. We claim: There
exists ϵ > 0 such that

∫
ξ1+ξ2+ξ3=ξ,
τ1+τ2+τ3=τ

⟨ξ1⟩−1χΩf1(τ1, ξ1)g1(τ2, ξ2)g2(τ3, ξ3)f2(τ, ξ)

≲ (L1L2L3)
1
2L1−b̃−ϵN− 1

4
−ϵ(N2N3)

− 3
4 ∥f1∥L2∥g1∥L2∥g2∥L2∥f2∥L2 .

(5.8)

Using this one has∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R2
τ1,ξ1

φN (ξ1)ψN (ξ)|û(τ1, ξ1)|| ̂(P>1v)2|(τ − τ1, ξ − ξ1)

⟨τ + λξ2⟩1−b̃

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
τ,ξ

≲ N−1/4−ϵ/2∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥2F

and then concludes the proof of (5.6). To show (5.8) we divide the integral
into several parts. Let Lmax = max{L1, L2, L3, L}.
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If L = Lmax ≳ NN2
2 , 0 < ϵ≪ 1, b̃ ≤ 5/8− ϵ, then one has∫

ξ1+ξ2+ξ3=ξ,
τ1+τ2+τ3=τ

⟨ξ1⟩−1χΩ,L=Lmaxf1(τ1, ξ1)g1(τ2, ξ2)g2(τ3, ξ3)f2(τ, ξ)

≲ ∥F−1(⟨ξ1⟩−1χλ1∼L1f1)∥L4
xL

∞
t
∥F−1(g1χλ2∼L2,|ξ2|∼N2

)∥L∞
x L2

t

· ∥F−1(g2χλ2∼L3,|ξ2|∼N3
)∥L4

xL
∞
t
∥f2∥L2

≲ L
1/2
1 ∥f1∥L2N−1

2 L
1/2
2 ∥g1∥L2N

1/4
3 L

1/2
3 ∥g2∥L2∥f2∥L2

≲ (L1L2L3)
1/2L1−b̃−ϵN−1/4−ϵ(N2N3)

−3/4∥f1∥L2∥g1∥L2∥g2∥L2∥f2∥L2 .

If L2 = Lmax ≳ NN2
2 , b̃ ≤ 7/12− 4ϵ/3, one has∫

ξ1+ξ2+ξ3=ξ,
τ1+τ2+τ3=τ

⟨ξ1⟩−1χΩ,L=Lmaxf1(τ1, ξ1)g1(τ2, ξ2)g2(τ3, ξ3)f2(τ, ξ)

≲ ∥F−1(⟨ξ1⟩−1χλ1∼L1f1)∥L4
xL

∞
t
∥g1∥L2

· ∥F−1(g2χλ2∼L3,|ξ2|∼N3
)∥L∞

x L2
t
∥F−1(f2χλ∼L,|ξ|∼N )∥L4

xL
∞
t

≲ (L1L3L)
1/2N−1

3 N1/4∥f1∥L2∥g1∥L2∥g2∥L2∥f2∥L2

≲ (L1L2L3)
1/2L1−b̃−ϵN−1/4−ϵ(N2N3)

−3/4∥f1∥L2∥g1∥L2∥g2∥L2∥f2∥L2 .

The argument for L3 = Lmax is similar. If L1 = Lmax, b̃ ≤ 7/12− 4ϵ/3 one
has ∫

ξ1+ξ2+ξ3=ξ,
τ1+τ2+τ3=τ

⟨ξ1⟩−1χΩ,L=Lmaxf1(τ1, ξ1)g1(τ2, ξ2)g2(τ3, ξ3)f2(τ, ξ)

≲ ∥f1∥L2∥F−1(g1χλ2∼L2,|ξ3|∼N2
)∥L∞

x L2
t

· ∥F−1(g2χλ3∼L3,|ξ3|∼N3
)∥L4

xL
∞
t
∥F−1(f2χλ∼L,|ξ|∼N )∥L4

xL
∞
t

≲ (L2L3L)
1/2N−1

2 N
1/4
3 N1/4∥f1∥L2∥g1∥L2∥g2∥L2∥f2∥L2

≲ (L1L2L3)
1/2L1−b̃−ϵN−1/4−ϵ(N2N3)

−3/4∥f1∥L2∥g1∥L2∥g2∥L2∥f2∥L2 .

Thus we obtain (5.8) and then (5.3).
(5.7) is equivalent to

∥N9/4∥PN (P>N/8B(u, v)v)∥
X̃0,b̃−1

λ

∥l2N ≲ ∥u∥
X̃1,b

λ
∥v∥2F .

For the term PN (P≳NB(u, v)P1v) = PN (B(u, P∼Nv)P1v) we have

∥PN (P≳NB(u, v)P1v)∥
X̃0,b̃−1

λ

≤ ∥(P≳NB(u, P∼Nv))P1v∥L2
t,x

≲ N−3∥(Fxu)(t, ξ)∥L1
ξL

∞
t
∥P∼Nv∥L2

t,x
∥v∥F .
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Thus

∥N9/4(P>N/8B(u, v)P1v)∥
X̃0,b̃−1

λ

∥l2N≫1
≲ ∥û∥L1

τ,ξ
∥N−3/4P∼Nv∥l2N≫1L

2
t,x
∥v∥F

≲ ∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥2F .

For other cases, we would assume that û, v̂ ≥ 0. Let K ≥ 2.

∥PN (P>N/8B(u, v)PKv)∥2
X̃0,b̃−1

λ

≲

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
R2

ψ(ξ/N)φ>N/8(ξ1)B̂(u, v)(τ1, ξ1)P̂Kv(τ − τ1, ξ − ξ1)

⟨τ + λξ2⟩2−2b̃
dτ1dξ1

∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2
τ,ξ

.

If K ≲ N we only need to consider PN (B(P≪Nu, P∼Nv)PKv). This case
can reduce to (5.8). We have

∥PN (B(P≪Nu, P∼Nv)PKv)∥
X̃0,b̃−1

λ

≲ N−13/4−ϵ∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥2F .

Thus ∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
K≲N

N9/4∥PN (B(u, v)PKv)∥
X̃0,b̃−1

λ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
l2N≫1

≲ ∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥2F .

If K ≫ N we only need to consider PN (B(P≪Ku, P∼Kv)PKv). Following
the argument for (5.8) one has

∥PN (B(P≪Ku, P∼Kv)PKv)∥
X̃0,b̃−1

λ

≲ N−13/4−ϵ∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

K−3/2∥P∼Kv∥Y 0,1/2,1∥PKv∥Y 0,1/2,1 .

Thus we obtain∥∥∥∥∥ ∑
K≫N

N9/4∥PN (B(u, v)PKv)∥
X̃0,b̃−1

λ

∥∥∥∥∥
l2N≫1

≲ ∥u∥
X̃1,b̃

λ

∥v∥2F .

We finish the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 5.14. Let s > 0, 0 < T < 1. There exists ϵ0 > 0 such that for any
0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ0 one has∥∥∥∥∥∑

N

PN (P>N/8ũv)

∥∥∥∥∥
X̃

s,−1/2+2ϵ
λ,T

≲ λ−1/2∥ũ∥
X̃

s,1/2+ϵ
λ,T

∥v∥FT
.
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Proof. For low frequency of v we have∥∥∥∥∥∑
N

PN (P>N/8ũP1v)

∥∥∥∥∥
X̃

s,−1/2+2ϵ
λ,T

≲ ∥N sP>N/8ũP1v∥L2
T l2NL2

x

≲ T 1/2∥ũ∥L∞
t Hs

x
∥P1v∥L∞

x,T

≲ T 1/2∥ũ∥
X̃

s,1/2+ϵ
λ,T

∥v∥FT
.

For other parts we only need to show

∥PN (P>N/8ũP>1v)∥X̃0,−1/2+2ϵ
λ

≲ λ−1/2∥P>N/8ũ∥X̃0,1/2+ϵ
λ

∥v∥Y −3/4,1/2,1 .

In fact one has

∥ũP>1v∥X̃0,−1/2+2ϵ
λ

≲ λ−1/2∥ũ∥
X̃

0,1/2+ϵ
λ

∥v∥Y −3/4,1/2,1 .

See for example Lemma 3.4 (a) in [5].

Lemma 5.15. Let s > 1/2, T > 0. u, v, w ∈ CTH
s
x. Then

∥uv̄w∥
X̃s,0

λ,T
≲ T 1/2∥u∥CTHs

x
∥v∥CTHs

x
∥w∥CTHs

x
.

Proof. By algebraic property of Hs, s > 1/2 we have

∥uv̄w∥
X̃s,0

λ,T
= ∥Js(uv̄w)∥L2

x,T
≲ T 1/2∥Jsu∥L∞

T L2
x
∥Jsv∥L∞

T L2
x
∥Jsw∥L∞

T L2
x
.

We conclude the proof.

By Lemmas 5.12–5.15 and standard argument, we obtain

Proposition 5.16. Let (u, v) ∈ X̃1,b
λ,T × FT be a solution of (4.10) with

initial data u0 ∈ Hs1, 5/4 < s ≤ 9/4. Then (u, v) ∈ C([0, T ];Hs ×H−3/4).
Also the mapping Hs ×H−3/4 −→ C([0, T ];Hs ×H−3/4), (u0, v0) 7→ (u, v)
is continuous.

Proof. (u, v) ∈ X̃1,b
λ,T ×FT be the solution of (4.10). Then by Lemmas 5.13–

5.15, we obtain the unique solution ũ ∈ X̃s,b̃
λ,T of equation (5.2) by standard

contraction mapping argument. Then by Lemma 5.12, u = ũ + λB(u, v) ∈
C([0, T ];Hs). Since the mapping (u0, v0) 7→ B(u, v) and (u0, v0) 7→ ũ are
continuous fromHs×H−3/4 to C([0, T ];Hs×H−3/4), we finish the proof.

Remark 5.17. For the region s2 > −3/4, s2+2 < s1 ≤ s2+3, the argument
is simpler than the case s2 = −3/4. In fact, for s2 > −3/4, let λ = 1 in the

former argument and we substitute X̃1,b
λ , F by Xs2+2,b1 , Y s2,b2 respectively.

Let (u, v) ∈ Xs2+2,b1
T × Y s2,b2

T be the solution of (S-KdV) with initial data
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(u0, v0) ∈ Hs1×Hs2 , s2+2 < s1 ≤ s2+3. Then we have B(u, v) ∈ CTH
s2+3
x

and

C1(u, v), D1(u, v), C2(u), C3(u, v), R(B(u, v), v) ∈ Xs2+3,b̃
T

for some b̃ > 1/2. Combining with Lemmas 5.14–5.15, we obtain the unique

solution ũ ∈ Xs1,b̃
T of equation (5.2). Then by the same argument as the

case s2 = −3/4, we know that (u, v) is in C([0, T ];Hs1 ×Hs2) and relies on
(u0, v0) ∈ Hs1 ×Hs2 continuously.
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