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Abstract

In this paper, we continue the study of the local well-posedness
theory for the Schrödinger-KdV system in the Sobolev space Hs1 ×
Hs2 . We show the local well-posedness in H−3/16 × H−3/4 for β =
0. Combining our work [2], we also have the local well-posedness for
max{−3/4, s1 − 3} ≤ s2 ≤ min{4s1, s1 + 2}. The result is sharp by
using the contraction mapping argument.

1 Introduction

We study the Cauchy problem for Schrödinger-KdV system
i∂tu+ ∂xxu = αuv + β|u|2u,
∂tv + ∂xxxv = ∂x(γ|u|2 − v2/2),

(u, v)|t=0 = (u0, v0) ∈ Hs1 ×Hs2 .

(S-KdV)

In this paper we concern the local well-posedness theory for (S-KdV) with
β = 0. The constants α, γ ̸= 0 in the model is not essential. We would
assume α = γ = 1 for brevity.

This model appears in the study of resonant interaction between solitary
wave of Langmuir and solitary wave of ion-acoustic. See Appert-Vaclavik
[1]. It also appears in plasma physics and a diatomic lattice system. See
[6, 4] and reference therein.

We recall some early results for this model. Tsutsumi showed the well-
posedness in Hs+1/2 ×Hs, s ∈ N in [9]. In [5], Guo–Miao showed the well-
posedness in Hs × Hs, s ∈ N. Guo–Wang [6] obtained the well-posedness
in Hs1 × H−3/4, s1 > −1/16 and Wang–Cui showed the well-posedness in
Hs1 ×H−3/4, s1 > −3/16 in [11] . See also [3, 4, 2] for other results.

In this paper, we obtain the following result.
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Theorem 1.1. (S-KdV) is local well-posed in H−3/16 ×H−3/4.

In fact combining the results in our work [2] we have

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

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

Recall the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [2] one has

Theorem 1.3. The data-to-solution mapping of (S-KdV) can not be C2

except max{−3/4, s1 − 3} ≤ s2 ≤ min{4s1, s1 + 2}.
Thus it is reasonable to say than our local well-posedness result is sharp

by using contraction mapping argument.
To show the local well-posedness in H−3/16 ×H−3/4, there are two dif-

ficulties which come from the terms ∂x(|u|2) and ∂x(v
2). In some sense,

H−3/16×H−3/4 is the “double critical” space for this model. We need some
techniques that are different from before.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we rewrite (S-KdV) into
a new form and construct the workspace. Then we show linear estimates,
bilinear estimates related the Schrödinger equation, and tirlinear estimate
related the KdV equation. In Section 3, we estimate F [u0] (see the definition
(2.1)). In Section 4, we give some refinement for the bilinear estimates
related to the KdV equation and finally conclude the proof.

Notations. . For a, b ∈ R+, a ≲ b means that there exists C > 0 such
that a ≤ Cb and a ∼ b means a ≲ b ≲ a where C is a constant. We use ⟨ξ⟩
to denote (1 + ξ2)1/2. Let φ be an even, smooth function and φ|[−1,1] = 0,
φ|[−2,2]c = 0. φN = φ(·/N), ψN = φN − φN/2. We use inhomogeneous
Littlewood-Paley projection: PN := F−1ψNF , N ≥ 2; P1 = F−1φF ;
P>N =

∑
M>N PM , etc.. We always use N,L to denote a dyadic number

larger than 1.
Let Sλ(t) = eiλt∂xx ,K(t) = e−t∂xxx ,

Aλ(f) := iλ

∫ t

0
Sλ(t− s)f(s) ds, B(f) :=

∫ t

0
K(t− s)∂xf(s) ds.

We always assume 0 < λ ≪ 1 in this paper. We define the modulation
decomposition QSλ

L , QK
L by F−1

τ,ξ ψL(τ + λξ2)Ft,x, F−1
τ,ξ ψL(τ − ξ3)Ft,x re-

spectively. Similarly, we define QSλ
>L, Q

K
>L, Q

Sλ
1 , and QK

1 .

2 Function spaces and multilinear estimates

To show the well-posedness of (S-KdV) with s2 = −3/4, we use the
argument in [6]. By rescaling, we consider the equation

i∂tu+ λ∂xxu = λuv,

∂tv + ∂xxxv = ∂x(|u|2 − v2),

(u, v)|t=0 = (u0,λ, v0,λ) ∈ H−3/16 ×H−3/4
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where 0 < λ ≪ 1, ∥u0,λ∥H−3/16 ≲ λ21/16, ∥v0,λ∥H3/4 ≲ λ3/4. Recall the
definition of Up − V p spaces in [7]. We define

∥u∥Xλ
= ∥N−3/16PNu∥l2NU2

Sλ

, ∥v∥Y = ∥P1v∥L2
xL

∞
t
+ ∥N−3/4PNv∥l2N≥2U

2
K
.

For the brevity, we still denote (u0,λ, v0,λ) by (u0, v0). The corresponding
integral equation is {

u(t) = Sλ(t)u0 − Aλ(uv)(t),

v(t) = K(t)v0 + B(|u|2 − v2)(t).

We replace the function u in second equation with the first one and obtain{
u(t) = Sλ(t)u0 − iAλ(uv)(t),

v(t) = K(t)v0 + B(|Sλ(t)u0 − Aλ(uv)|2 − v2)(t).

Let η, η̃ ∈ C∞
0 with η|[−1,1] = 1, η̃|supp(η) = 1. Define

F [u0](t) := η(t)B(|Sλ(t)u0|2)(t). (2.1)

In fact we can not show F [u0] ∈ Y . Let w(t) = v(t)−F [u0](t). We consider
the equation{

u(t) = ηSλ(t)u0 − ηAλ(u(w + F [u0]))(t),

w(t) = ηK(t)v0 − ηB((w + F [u0])
2)(t) + ηB(Tλ(u,w, u0))(t)

(2.2)

where Tλ(u,w, u0) = 2Im(Aλ(u(w+ F [u0]))Sλ(t)u0)− |Aλ(u(w+ F [u0]))|2.
Define

∥v∥Z := ∥P≲1v∥L2
xL

∞
t
+ ∥N−3/4PNv∥l2N≥2V

2
K
+ ∥N1/4PNv∥l2NL∞

x L2
t
. (2.3)

Note that for v supported on [0, 1]×R, ∥v∥Z ≲ ∥v∥Y by Strichartz, maximal
function, and local smoothing estimates. We would show F [u0] ∈ Z in
Section 3.

Directly, one has the following estimates due to the maximal function
estimate and the definition of U2.

Lemma 2.1. ∥ηSλ(t)u0∥Xλ
≲ ∥u0∥H−3/16, ∥ηK(t)v0∥Y ≲ ∥v0∥H−3/4.

Then, we show the bilinear estimate related to the Schrödinger equation.

Lemma 2.2. ∥ηAλ(uv)∥Xλ
≲ λ1/2∥u∥Xλ

∥v∥Z .

Proof. Firstly, for low frequency part of v we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

PN (uP1v)η̃
2w̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∑
N1∼N

∥η̃PN1u∥L∞
x L2

t
∥P1v∥L2

xL
∞
t
∥η̃w∥L2

t,x

≲ (λN)−1/2
∑

N1∼N

∥PN1u∥U2
Sλ

∥v∥Z∥w∥V 2
Sλ

.
(2.4)
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By duality one has

∥ηAλ(uP1v)∥Xλ
≲ λ

∑
N

N−3/16(λN)−1/2
∑

N1∼N

∥PN1u∥U2
Sλ

∥v∥Z

≲ λ1/2∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z .

Then by triangle inequality,

∥ηAλ(uP>1v)∥Xλ
≤
∑
N

∑
N1

∑
N2≥2

N−3/16∥ηPNAλ(PN1uPN2v)∥U2
Sλ

.

If N2
2 ≁ λN1, for τ1 + τ2 = τ , ξ1 + ξ2 = ξ, |ξ1| ∼ N1, |ξ2| ∼ N2, |ξ| ∼ N we

have

|τ1 + λξ21 |+ |τ2 − ξ32 |+ |τ + λξ2| ≳ N2max{N2
2 , λN1}.

Let L = cN2max{N2
2 , λN1}. Typically we need to estimate

I =

∫
R2

QSλ
>LPN1uPN2vPN w̄ dxdt,

II =

∫
R2

PN1uQ
K
>LPN2vPN w̄ dxdt

where u, v, w are supported on [−1, 1] × R. By the Strichartz estimate one
has

∥u∥L6
t,x

≲ λ−1/6∥u∥U2
Sλ

≲ λ−1/6∥u∥V 2
Sλ

, ∥u∥L2
t,x

≲ ∥u∥L∞
t L2

x
≲ ∥u∥V 2

Sλ

.

Thus ∥u∥L4
t,x

≤ ∥u∥3/4
L6
t,x
∥u∥1/4

L2
t,x

≲ λ−1/8∥u∥V 2
Sλ

. Similarly,

∥PN2v∥L4
t,x

≲ N
−1/8
2 ∥v∥V 2

K
, ∥PNw∥L4

t,x
≲ λ−1/8∥w∥V 2

K
.

By the Hölder inequality we have

|I| ≲ ∥QSλ
>LPN1u∥L2

t,x
∥PN2v∥L4

t,x
∥PNw∥L4

t,x

≲ L−1/2λ−1/8∥u∥V 2
Sλ

N
−1/8
2 ∥v∥V 2

K
∥w∥V 2

K

≲ λ−1/8N
−5/8
2 max{N2

2 , λN1}−1/2∥u∥U2
Sλ

∥v∥V 2
K
∥w∥V 2

K
.

Also,

|II| ≲ λ−1/4N
−1/2
2 max{N2

2 , λN1}−1/2∥u∥U2
Sλ

∥v∥V 2
K
∥w∥V 2

K
.

Thus by the duality one has

∥ηPNAλ(PN1uPN2v)∥U2
Sλ

≲ λλ−1/4N
−1/2
2 max{N2

2 , λN1}−1/2∥PN1u∥U2
Sλ

∥PN2v∥V 2
K

≲ λ3/4N
3/16
1 N

1/4
2 max{N2

2 , λN1}−1/2∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z .

(2.5)
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Let Nmax, Nmed be the maximum, medium of N1, N2, N . Note that∑
Nmax∼Nmed

N−3/16λ3/4N
3/16
1 N

1/4
2 max{N2

2 , λN1}−1/2 ≲ λ3/4 log λ−1.

Thus we obtain∑
N2≥2,N2

2≁λN1,N1,N

N−3/16∥ηPNAλ(PN1uPN2v)∥U2
Sλ

≲
log λ−1

λ−3/4
∥u∥Xλ

∥v∥Z .

If N2
2 ∼ λN1 ∼ λN , by Lemma 4.12, (4.8) in [2], we have∣∣∣∣∫

R2

PN1uPN2vPN w̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ N−1
2 ∥u∥U2

Sλ

∥v∥U2
K
∥w∥U2

Sλ

.

On the other hand, by Hölder’s inequality and Strichartz estimates, one has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

PN1uPN2vPN w̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∥u∥L3
t,x
∥PN2v∥L3

t,x
∥w∥L3

t,x

≲ ∥u∥L12
t L3

x
∥PN2v∥L12

t L3
x
∥w∥L12

t L3
x

≲ λ−1/6N
−1/12
2 ∥u∥U12

Sλ

∥v∥U12
K
∥w∥U12

Sλ

.

Then by the interpolation (cf. Proposition 2.20 in [7]), we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

PN1uPN2vPN w̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ N−1
2 λ−1/6(logN2)

3∥u∥U2
Sλ

∥v∥V 2
K
∥w∥V 2

Sλ

.

By the duality one has

∥ηPNAλ(PN1uPN2v)∥U2
Sλ

≲ λN−1
2 λ−1/6(logN2)

3∥PN1u∥U2
Sλ

∥PN2v∥V 2
K

≲ λ5/6N
−1/4
2 N

3/16
1 (logN2)

3∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z .

(2.6)
Note that ∑

N2
2∼λN1∼λN

N−3/16N
−1/4
2 N

3/16
1 λ5/6(logN2)

3 ≲ λ5/6.

Overall one has∑
N

∑
N1

∑
N2≥2

N−3/16∥ηPNAλ(PN1uPN2v)∥U2
Sλ

≲ λ1/2∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z .

We finish the proof of this lemma.

Next we show the trilinear estimate related to the KdV equation.

Lemma 2.3. ∥ηB(Aλ(uv)w̄)∥Y ≲ λ−1/2∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z∥w∥Xλ

.
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Proof. Without loss of the generality we would assume that u, v, w are
supported on [−1, 1]× R. For the low frequency we have

∥ηP1B(Aλ(uv)w̄)∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲ ∥P1(A (uv)w̄)∥L2
xL

1
t

≲
∑

N1∼N2

∥P1(PN1Aλ(uv)PN2w̄)∥L2
xL

1
t

≲
∑

N1∼N2

∥η̃PN1Aλ(uv)∥L2
t,x
∥PN2w∥L∞

x L2
t

≲
∑

N1∼N2

∥η̃PN1Aλ(uv)∥U2
Sλ

(λN2)
−1/2∥PN2w∥U2

Sλ

≲ λ−1/2
∑

N1∼N2

N
3/16
1 N

−5/16
2 ∥η̃Aλ(uv)∥Xλ

∥w∥Xλ

≲ λ−1/2∥η̃Aλ(uv)∥Xλ
∥w∥Xλ

.

By Lemma 2.2 we obtain

∥ηP1B(Aλ(uv)w̄)∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲ ∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z∥w∥Xλ

. (2.7)

Since ∥PNQ
K
L v∥L∞

x L2
t
≲ N−1L1/2∥PNQ

K
L v∥L2

t,x
, by the interpolation one has

∥PNQ
K
L v∥L2/(1−θ)

x L2
t
≲ (N−1L1/2)θ∥PNQ

K
L v∥L2

t,x
, ∀ 0 < θ < 1.

Thus (v is supported on [−1, 1]× R)

∥PNv∥L2/(1−θ)
x L2

t
≲
∑
L

(N−1L1/2)θ∥PNQ
K
L v∥L2

t,x

≲
∑
L

(N−1L1/2)θL−1/2∥PNv∥V 2
K
≲ N−θ∥PNv∥V 2

K
.

If N2 ≲ N (which implies N1 ≲ N), by the duality, Minkowski, and Bern-
stein inequalities one has∑

N1,N2≲N

∥ηPNB(Aλ(PN1uP1v)PN2w̄)∥U2
K

≲
∑

N1,N2≲N

NN−θ∥PN1Aλ(uP1v)PN2w∥L2/(1+θ)
x L2

t

≲
∑

N1,N2≲N

N1−θ∥η̃PN1Aλ(uP1v)∥L2/θ
x L2

t
∥η̃PN2w∥L2

xL
∞
t

≲ N3/2−θ
∑

N1,N2≲N

(λN1)
(θ−1)/2∥η̃PN1Aλ(uP1v)∥U2

Sλ

∥PN2w∥U2
Sλ

.

By (2.4) one has ∥η̃PN1Aλ(uP1v)∥U2
Sλ

≲ λ(λN1)
−1/2N

3/16
1 ∥u∥Xλ

∥v∥Z . Thus
we can control the former term by

N3/2−θ
∑

N1,N2≲N

(λN1)
(θ−1)/2λ(λN1)

−1/2N
3/16
1 ∥u∥Xλ

∥v∥ZN3/16
2 ∥w∥Xλ

,
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By choosing 15/16 < θ < 1, then

λ
∑
N

N−3/4N3/2−θ
∑

N1,N2≲N

(λN1)
(θ−1)/2(λN1)

−1/2N
3/16
1 N

3/16
2 ≲ λθ/2.

We obtain the desired estimate since we always assume 0 < λ≪ 1.
If N2 ≫ N (which implies N1 ∼ N2) similar to the former argument, we

have ∥PNv∥L30/7
t,x

≲ N−2/15∥v∥V 2
K
. Then by the duality one has∑

N1∼N2≫N

∥ηPNB(Aλ(PN1uP1v)PN2w̄)∥U2
K

≲
∑

N1∼N2≫N

NN−2/15∥Aλ(PN1uP1v)PN2w∥L30/23
t,x

≲
∑

N1∼N3≫N

N13/15∥η̃Aλ(PN1uP1v)∥L2
t,x
∥PN2w∥

3/10

L2
t,x

∥PN2w∥
7/10

L6
t,x

≲ λ53/60
∑

N1∼N2≫N

N13/15∥PN1u∥L∞
x L2

t
∥P1v∥L2

xL
∞
t
∥PN2w∥U2

Sλ

≲ λ53/60N13/15
∑

N1∼N2≫N

N
3/16
2 (λN1)

−1/2N
3/16
1 ∥u∥Xλ

∥v∥Z∥w∥Xλ

≲ λ23/60N89/120∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z∥w∥Xλ

.

Note that 89/120 < 3/4. Thus we have∑
N≥2

N−3/4
∑

N1∼N2≫N

∥ηPNB(Aλ(PN1uP1v)PN2w̄)∥U2
K

≲ λ23/60∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z∥w∥Xλ

.

(2.8)

By (2.5), for M2
2 ≁ λM1 we have

∥ηPN1Aλ(PM1uPM2v)∥U2
Sλ

≲
λ3/4M

3/16
1 M

1/4
2

max{M2
2 , λM1}1/2

∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z .

By (2.6), for M2
2 ∼ λM1 we have

∥ηPN1Aλ(PM1uPM2v)∥U2
Sλ

≲ λ5/6M
−1/4
2 M

3/16
1 (log(M2/λ))

3∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z .

Thus,

∥ηPN1(Aλ(uP>1v))∥U2
Sλ

≲
∑

M2
2≁λM1

λ3/4M
3/16
1 M

1/4
2

max{M2
2 , λM1}1/2

∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z

+
∑

M2
2∼λM1∼λN1

λ5/6M
−1/4
2 M

3/16
1 (log(M2/λ))

3∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z

≲ (λ9/16 + λ17/24N
1/16
1 (logN1)

3)∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z .

(2.9)
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Let ũ = ηAλ(uP>1v). Now we estimate ∥ηPNB(PN1 ũPN2w̄)∥U2
K
.

If N2 ≪ λN1 by Lemma 4.12, (4.7) in [2] one has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1 ũPN2w̄)PN
¯̃v dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ λ−1N
−1/2
1 ∥ũ∥U2

Sλ

∥w∥U2
Sλ

∥v∥U2
K
.

On the other hand by the Hölder inequality we also have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1 ũPN2w̄)PN
¯̃v dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ N∥PN (PN1 ũPN2w̄)∥L2
t,x
∥η̃PN ṽ∥L2

t,x

≲ λ−1/2N1/2∥ũ∥U2
Sλ

∥w∥U2
Sλ

∥v∥Up
K
, p > 2.

Then by the interpolation theorem in [7] one has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1 ũPN2w̄)PN
¯̃v dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ λ−1N
−1/2
1 log(N1/λ)∥ũ∥U2

Sλ

∥w∥U2
Sλ

∥v∥V 2
K
.

Combining Lemma 2.2 we have∑
N≥2

N−3/4
∑

N1∼N2≫N2/λ

∥ηPNB(PN1 ũPN2w̄)∥U2
K

≲
∑
N≥2

N−3/4
∑

N1∼N2≫N2/λ

λ−1N
−1/2
1 log(N1/λ)∥PN1 ũ∥U2

Sλ

∥PN2w∥U2
Sλ

≲
∑

N1∼N2≫1/λ

λ−1N
−1/2
1 log(N1/λ)∥PN1 ũ∥U2

Sλ

∥PN2w∥U2
Sλ

≲ λ−7/8∥ũ∥Xλ
∥w∥Xλ

≲ λ−3/8∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z∥w∥Xλ

.
(2.10)

Similarly if N2 ≫ λN1 by Lemma 4.12, (4.6) in [2] and the interpolation
one has

∥ηPNB(PN1 ũPN2w̄)∥U2
K
≲ λ−1/2N−1 log(N/λ)∥ũ∥U2

Sλ

∥w∥U2
Sλ

.

Combining Lemma 2.2 we have∑
N≥2

N−3/4
∑

N1,N2≪N2/λ

∥ηPNB(PN1 ũPN2w̄)∥U2
K

≲
∑
N≥2

N−3/4
∑

N1,N2≪N2/λ

λ−1/2N−1 log(N/λ)∥PN1 ũ∥U2
Sλ

∥PN2w∥U2
Sλ

≲
∑
N≥2

N−3/4
∑

N1,N2≪N2/λ

λ−1/2N−1 log(N/λ)(N1N2)
3/16∥ũ∥Xλ

∥w∥Xλ

≲ λ−7/8 log(1/λ)∥ũ∥Xλ
∥w∥Xλ

≲ λ−3/8 log(1/λ)∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z∥w∥Xλ

.
(2.11)

If N2 ∼ λN1 similar to the former argument by Lemma 4.12, (4.8) one has

∥ηPNB(PN1 ũPN2w̄)∥U2
K
≲ log(N/λ)∥ũ∥U2

Sλ

∥w∥U2
Sλ

.
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Then by (2.9) we have∑
N≥2

N−3/4
∑

N1∼N2∼N2/λ

∥ηPNB(PN1 ũPN2w̄)∥U2
K

≲
∑
N≥2

N−3/4
∑

N1∼N2∼N2/λ

log(N/λ)∥PN1 ũ∥U2
Sλ

∥PN2w∥U2
Sλ

≲
∑
N≥2

N−3/4
∑

N1∼N2∼N2/λ

log(N/λ)N
3/16
2

· (λ9/16 + λ17/24N
1/16
1 (logN1)

3)∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Y ∥w∥Xλ

≲ λ3/8∥u∥Xλ
∥v∥Z∥w∥Xλ

.

(2.12)

Combining (2.10), (2.11), and (2.12) we conclude the proof.

3 The estimates for F [u0]

In this section, we show some estimates for F [u0]. For the nonresonant
case, we show that it belongs to U2 type space. See Lemma 3.1. Also we
show F [u0] ∈ Z.

Lemma 3.1. Recall the definition of F [u0] by (2.1). We have

∥N−3/4PN (F [u0]− F [P∼N2/λu0])∥l2NU2
K
≲ λ−1∥u0∥2H−3/16 .

Proof. If N ≲ 1, we claim that∣∣∣∣∫
R2

Sλ(t)PN1u0Sλ(t)PN2u0PN v̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ N
−3/8
1 ∥u0∥2L2∥v∥V 2

K
(3.1)

where v is supported on [−1/2, 1/2]×R. Let q > 2. By the Hölder inequality,
local smoothing, maximal function, and Strichartz estimates one has∣∣∣∣∫

R2

Sλ(t)PN1u0Sλ(t)PN2u0PN v̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥η̃Sλ(t)PN1u0∥L2q/(q−2)

x L2
t
∥η̃Sλ(t)PN2u0∥L2

t,x
∥PNv∥Lq

xL
∞
t

≲ ∥η̃Sλ(t)PN1u0∥
2/q

L∞
x L2

t
∥u0∥1+(q−2)/q

L2
x

∥v∥V 2
K

≲ (λN1)
−1/q∥u0∥2L2∥v∥V 2

K
.

By choosing q = 8/3 we obtain (3.1). Then by the duality one has∑
N≲1

∑
N1∼N2

N−3/4
∥∥∥ηPNB(Sλ(t)PN1u0Sλ(t)PN2u0)

∥∥∥
U2
K

≲
∑

N1∼N2

(λN1)
−3/8∥PN1u0∥L2∥PN2u0∥L2 ≲ λ−3/8∥u0∥2H3/16 .
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If λN1 ≪ N2, by Lemma 4.12 in [2] one has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1Sλ(t)u0Sλ(t)PN2u0)PN v̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ λ−1/2N−1∥u0∥2L2∥v∥U2
K
.

By the Hölder inequality and the Strichartz estimate one also has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1Sλ(t)u0Sλ(t)PN2u0)PN v̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥η̃PN1Sλ(t)u0∥L3

t,x
∥η̃PN2Sλ(t)u0∥L2

t,x
∥∂xPNv∥L6

t,x

≲ ∥PN1Sλ(t)u0∥
1/2

L6
t,x
∥u0∥3/2L2 N

5/6∥v∥U6
K

≲ λ−1/12N5/6∥u0∥2L2∥v∥U6
K

where v is supported on [−1/2, 1/2] × R. Then by the interpolation in [7]
we have∥∥∥ηPNB(PN1Sλ(t)u0Sλ(t)PN2u0)

∥∥∥
U2
K

≲ λ−1/2N−1 logN∥u0∥2L2 .

Since max{N1, N2, N} ∼ med{N1, N2, N}, thus∑
N≫1

∑
λN1≪N2

N−3/4
∥∥∥ηPNB(PN1Sλ(t)u0Sλ(t)PN2u0)

∥∥∥
U2
K

≲
∑
N≫1

∑
λmax{N1,N2}≪N2

N−3/4λ−1/2N−1 logN∥PN1u0∥L2∥PN2u0∥L2

≲ λ−7/8∥u0∥2H−3/16 .

If λN1 ≫ N2, by Lemma 4.12 in [2] one has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1Sλ(t)u0Sλ(t)PN2u0)PN v̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ λ−1N
−1/2
1 ∥u0∥2L2∥v∥U2

K
.

By similar argument as λN1 ≪ N2 and the interpolation in [7] we have∥∥∥ηPNB(PN1Sλ(t)u0Sλ(t)PN2u0)
∥∥∥
U2
K

≲ λ−1N
−1/2
1 logN1∥u0∥2L2 .

Thus, ∑
N≫1

∑
λN1≫N2

N−3/4
∥∥∥ηPNB(PN1Sλ(t)u0Sλ(t)PN2u0)

∥∥∥
U2
K

≲
∑
N≫1

∑
N1∼N2

N−3/4λ−1N
−1/2
1 logN1∥PN1u0∥L2∥PN2u0∥L2

≲ λ−1∥u0∥2H−3/16 .

We conclude the proof.
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Although we can not show the desired estimate for F [P∼N2/λu0] in U
2
K ,

one has the following estimate.

Lemma 3.2. ∥N−3/4PNF [P∼N2/λu0]∥l2NV 2
K
≲ λ−3/8∥u0∥2H−3/16.

Proof. By Lemma 4.12 in [2] one has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(|Sλ(t)P∼N2/λu0|2)PN v̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∥u0∥2L2∥v∥U2
K

where v is supported on [−1, 1]× R. Then by the duality one has

∥N−3/4PNF [P∼N2/λu0]∥l2NV 2
K
≲ ∥N−3/4∥P∼N2/λu0∥2L2∥l2N
≲ ∥(λM)−3/16PMu0∥2l2ML2

≲ λ−3/8∥u0∥2H−3/16 .

To show the second inequality in the former argument we use that the car-
nality of {N ∈ 2N0 : N2 ∼ λM} is uniformly bounded for M .

We give some refinement for the case λN1 ∼ λN2 ∼ N2 in following two
lemmas.

Lemma 3.3. Let N ≫ 1, 0 < c≪ 1 ≪ C and I1, I2 be intervals included in
[−CN2,−cN2]∪ [cN2, CN2] with length less than cN . We assume J := I1−
I2 ⊂ [−CN, cN ]∪ [cN,CN ] and |ξ3+λξ21 −λξ22 | ≳ N for any ξ ∈ J, ξj ∈ Ij,
ξ1 + ξ2 = ξ. Then we have∥∥∥ηPJB(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2u0)

∥∥∥
U2
K

≲ λ−1/2∥u0∥2L2 .

Proof. Let L = cN . Since |ξ3+λξ21−λξ22 | > L/2 for ξj ∈ Ij , ξ ∈ J, ξ1+ξ2 =
ξ, we have ∫

R2

∂x(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2u0)Q
K
≤LPJ v̄ dxdt = 0.

By the high modulation estimate and Lemma 4.2, (4.2) in [2] one has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2u0)Q
K
>LPJ v̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥PJ(Sλ(s)PI1u0Sλ(s)PI2u0)∥L2

t,x
∥∂xQK

>LPJv∥L2
t,x

≲ (λN)−1/2∥u0∥2L2L
−1/2N∥v∥V 2

K
∼ λ−1/2∥u0∥2L2∥v∥V 2

K
.

By the duality we conclude the proof.
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Lemma 3.4. Let N ≫ 1, 0 < c ≪ 1 ≪ C and I1, I2 be intervals included
in [−CN2,−cN2] ∪ [cN2, CN2] with length 1/N . We assume J included in
[−CN,−cN ] ∪ [cN,CN ] with length 1/N2 and |ξ3 + λξ21 − λξ22 | ≲ 1 for any
ξ ∈ J, ξj ∈ Ij, ξ1 + ξ2 = ξ. Then we have∥∥∥ηPJB(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2u0)

∥∥∥
U2
K

≲ ∥u0∥2L2 .

Proof. Let PI1u0 = u1, PI2u0 = u2. By the definition of U2
K and the Taylor

expansion one has∥∥∥ηPJB(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2u0)
∥∥∥
U2
K

=

∥∥∥∥ηPJ∂x

∫ t

0
K(−s)(Sλ(s)u1Sλ(s)u2) ds

∥∥∥∥
U2
t (L

2
x)

∼
∥∥∥∥η(t)ξχξ∈J

∫ t

0
e−isξ3

∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

e−iλsξ21+iλsξ22 û1(ξ1)û2(−ξ2) ds
∥∥∥∥
U2
t (L

2
ξ)

≲
∞∑
k=0

1

k!

∥∥∥∥η(t)ξχξ∈J

∫ t

0

∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

û1(ξ1)û2(−ξ2)sk(ξ3 + λξ21 − λξ22)
k ds

∥∥∥∥
U2
t L

2
ξ

≲
∞∑
k=0

CkN

k!

∥∥∥∥χξ∈J

∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

|û1(ξ1)û2(−ξ2)| ds
∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

∥∥∥∥η(t) tk+1 − 1

k + 1

∥∥∥∥
U2
t

≲ N∥u1∥L2∥u2∥L2 |J |1/2 ≲ ∥u0∥2L2 .

Here we use ∥η(t)tk+1∥U2
t
≲ ∥η(t)tk+1∥H1 ≲ k.

Lemma 3.5. ∥N1/4PNF [u0]∥l2NL∞
x L2

t
≲ λ−1∥u0∥2H−3/16.

Proof. Firstly by Lemma 3.1 and the local smoothing estimate one has

∥N1/4PN (F [u0]− F [P∼N2/λu0])∥l2NL∞
x L2

t
≲ λ−1∥u0∥2H−3/16

Thus we only need to show

∥N1/4PNF [P∼N2/λu0]∥l2NL∞
x L2

t
≲ λ−1∥u0∥2H−3/16 .

If N ≲ 1, by the Sobolev inequality, then

N1/4∥PNF [P∼N2/λu0]∥L∞
x L2

t
≲ ∥P∼N2/λu0∥2L4

x
≲ λ−7/8∥u0∥2H−3/16 .

If N ≫ 1, we claim∥∥PNF [P∼N2/λu0]
∥∥
L∞
x L2

t
≲ λ−1/2N−1∥u0∥2L2 . (3.2)
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Let Ij , j = 1, 2 be intervals included in [−CN2/λ, cN2/λ]∪ [cN2/λ,CN2/λ]
with length cN . Also we assume for any ξj ∈ Ij , j = 1, 2 one has |η1− η2| ∼
N . We only need to show∥∥∥ηPNB(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2v0)

∥∥∥
L∞
x L2

t

≲ λ−1/2N−1∥u0∥L2∥v0∥L2 .

There exists a interval J included in [−N,−N/2] ∪ [N/2, N ] with length 1
such that |ξ3+λξ21 −λξ22 | ≳ N2 for any ξ ∈ [−N,−N/2]∪ [N/2, N ]\J := Ĵ ,
ξj ∈ Ij , ξ = ξ1+ ξ2. Then by Lemma 3.3, the local smoothing estimate, and
the orthogonality we only need to show∥∥∥ηPJB(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2v0)

∥∥∥
L∞
x L2

t

≲ λ−1/2N−1∥u0∥L2∥v0∥L2

where I1, I2, J are intervals with length 1, |ξj | ∼ N2 for any ξj ∈ Ij , |ξ| ∼ N
for any ξ ∈ J .

There exists a interval J1 included in J with length 1/N such that |ξ3+
λξ21 − λξ22 | ≳ N for any ξ ∈ J \ J1, ξj ∈ Ij , ξ = ξ1 + ξ2. Then again by
Lemma 3.3, the local smoothing estimate, and the orthogonality we only
need to show∥∥∥ηPJ1B(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2v0)

∥∥∥
L∞
x L2

t

≲ λ−1/2N−1∥u0∥L2∥v0∥L2

where I1, I2, J1 are intervals with length 1/N .
There exists a interval J2 included in J1 with length 1/N2 such that one

has |ξ3+λξ21 −λξ22 | ≲ 1 for any ξ ∈ J2, ξj ∈ Ij , ξ = ξ1+ξ2. Then by Lemma
3.4 and the local smoothing estimate one has∥∥∥ηPJ2B(Sλ(t)PIu0Sλ(t)PJv0)

∥∥∥
L∞
x L2

t

≲ N−1
∥∥∥ηPJ2B(Sλ(t)PIu0Sλ(t)PJv0)

∥∥∥
U2
K

≲ N−1∥u0∥L2∥v0∥L2 .

Note that

Fx

(
η(t)PJ1\J2B(Sλ(t)PIu0Sλ(t)PJv0)

)
∼ η(t)ξ

∫ t

0

∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

χ|ξ|∼J1\J2,ξj∈Ije
i(t−s)ξ3e−iλsξ21+iλsξ22 û0(ξ1)v̂0(−ξ2)

∼ η(t)

∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

χ|ξ|∼J1\J2,ξj∈Ij
eitξ

3 − eiλtξ(ξ2−ξ1)

ξ2 + λξ1 − λξ2
û0(ξ1)v̂0(−ξ2)

:= Λ1 + Λ2.
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By the local smoothing estimate we have

∥F−1
ξ Λ1∥L∞

x L2
t
≲ N−1

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

χ|ξ|∼J1\J2,ξj∈Ij
û0(ξ1)v̂0(−ξ2)
ξ2 + λξ1 − λξ2

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲ N−1∥u0∥L2∥v0∥L2

∥∥∥∥χ|ξ|∼J1\J2,ξ1∈I1,ξ−ξ1∈I2
ξ2 + 2λξ1 − λξ

∥∥∥∥
L∞
ξ1

L2
ξ

≲ N−1∥u0∥L2∥v0∥L2 .

Let ξ0j be the center of Ij respectively. By the Taylor expansion we have

∥F−1
ξ Λ2∥L∞

x L2
t

≲
∞∑
k=0

1

k!

∥∥∥∥∥η(t)F−1
ξ

∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

χ|ξ|∼J1\J2,ξj∈Ij
eiλtξ(ξ

0
2−ξ01)

ξ2 + λξ1 − λξ2
û0(ξ1)v̂0(−ξ2)

· (iλtξ(ξ2 − ξ02 − ξ1 + ξ01))
k

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
x L2

t

≲
∞∑
k=0

1

k!

∥∥∥∥∥F−1
ξ

∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

χ|ξ|∼J1\J2,ξj∈Ij
eiλtξ(ξ

0
2−ξ01)

ξ2 + λξ1 − λξ2
û0(ξ1)v̂0(−ξ2)

· ξk(ξ2 − ξ02 − ξ1 + ξ01)
k

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
x L2

t

.

Note that |ξ02 − ξ01 | ∼ N2. By the local smoothing estimate one has

∥F−1
ξ Λ2∥L∞

x L2
t
≲ N−1

∞∑
k=0

1

k!

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

χ|ξ|∼J1\J2,ξj∈Ij
û0(ξ1)v̂0(−ξ2)
ξ2 + λξ1 − λξ2

· ξk(ξ2 − ξ02 − ξ1 + ξ01)
k

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲
∞∑
k=0

Ck

k!
N−1

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ

χ|ξ|∼J1\J2,ξj∈Ij
û0(ξ1)v̂0(−ξ2)
ξ2 + λξ1 − λξ2

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲ N−1∥u0∥L2∥v0∥L2 .

We conclude the proof of (3.2). Then

∥N1/4PNF [P∼N2/λu0]∥l2N≫1L
∞
x L2

t
≲ λ−1/2∥N1/4N−1∥P∼N2/λu0∥2L2∥l2N
≲ λ−7/8∥u0∥2H−3/16 .

Combining the nonresonant and low frequency cases, we finish the proof.

Recall the definition for the norm Z by (2.3). We have:

Corollary 3.6. Combining Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, and 3.5 then

∥F [u0]∥Z ≲ λ−1∥u0∥2H−3/16 .
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4 Bilinear estimates for KdV equation

We mainly use the argument in [10], §5.3.

Lemma 4.1. Let N1, N2 ≥ 2, N1 ∼ N2. Then

∥ηP≲1B(PN1uPN2v)∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲ N
−3/2
1 ∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
.

Proof. If N1 ≲ 1 we have

∥ηP≲1B(PN1uPN2v)∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲ ∥η̃PN1uPN2v∥L1
tL

2
x

≲ ∥PN1u∥L∞
t L4

x
∥PN2u∥L∞

t L4
x

≲ N
−3/2
1 ∥u∥L∞

t L2
x
∥v∥L∞

t L2
x
.

Thus we consider the case N1 ∼ N2 ≫ 1. Let Lmin = min{L1, L2}, Lmax =
max{L1, L2}. We decompose P≲1 into

∑
K≲1 PK . By maximal function

estimate, Lemma 5.7, (5.37) and (5.38) in [10] one has∑
K≲N

−2/3
1

∥ηPK(B(PN1uPN2v))∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲
∑

K≲N
−2/3
1

∑
L1,L2,L

KL−1/2∥QK
L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x

≲
∑

K≲N
−2/3
1

K
∑

L1,L2,L

L−1/2min{L1/2
minK

1/2, L
1/2
minL

1/2N−1
1 }

· ∥PN1Q
K
L1
u∥L2

t,x
∥PN2Q

K
L2
v∥L2

t,x

≲
∑

K≲N
−2/3
1

K
∑

L1,L2,L

(LLmax)
−1/2min{K1/2, L1/2N−1

1 }∥u∥V 2
K
∥v∥V 2

K

≲
∑

K≲N
−2/3
1

K
∑
L

L−1/2min{K1/2, L1/2N−1
1 }∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K

≲ N
−3/2
1 ∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
.

If K ≥ N
−2/3
1 , we firstly manipulate the case Lmax ≥ N

5/4
1 . Similar to the

former argument one has∑
N

−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax≥N

5/4
1

∥ηPK(B(PN1Q
K
L1
uPN2Q

K
L2
v))∥L2

xL
∞
t

≲
∑

N
−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax≥N

5/4
1 ,L

K(LLmax)
−1/2min{K1/2, L1/2N−1

1 }∥u∥V 2
K
∥v∥V 2

K

≲
∑

Lmax≥N
5/4
1

L−1/2
max N

−1
1 log(N1)∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K

≲ N
−3/2
1 ∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
.

(4.1)
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Thus we only need to estimate Lmax < N
5/4
1 for N

−2/3
1 ≤ K ≲ 1. Let

fN1,L1(τ, ξ) = Ft,x(PN1Q
K
L1
u)(τ + ξ3, ξ),

gN2,L2(τ, ξ) = Ft,x(PN2Q
K
L2
u)(τ + ξ3, ξ).

Then

Fx

 ∑
N

−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

PK(ηB(PN1Q
K
L1
uPN2Q

K
L2
v))


∼

∑
N

−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

η(t)

∫ t

0
ψ(ξ/K)ξei(t−s)ξ3

·
∫
R2
τ1,τ2

∫
ξ=ξ1+ξ2

fN1,L1(τ1, ξ1)gN2,L2(τ2, ξ2)e
it(τ1+ξ31)+it(τ2+ξ32)

∼
∑

N
−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

η(t)ψ(ξ/K)ξ

∫
R2
τ1,τ2

∫
ξ=ξ1+ξ2

· e
it(τ1+τ2+ξ31+ξ32) − eitξ

3

τ1 + τ2 + ξ31 + ξ32 − ξ3
fN1,L1(τ1, ξ1)gN2,L2(τ2, ξ2)

:= FxI − FxII.

Note that on the support set of fN1,L1(τ1, ξ1)gN2,L2(τ2, ξ2) one has |τ1+ τ2+
ξ31 + ξ

3
2 − ξ3| ∼ N2

1 |ξ| since Lmax < N
5/4
1 , |ξ| ∼ K ≥ N

−2/3
1 . By the maximal

function estimate and the Plancherel identity one has

∥II∥L2
xL

∞
t

∼

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∫
ξ=ξ1+ξ2,

τ1,τ2

∑
N

−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

ψ(ξ/K)ξfN1,L1(τ1, ξ1)gN2,L2(τ2, ξ2)

τ1 + τ2 + ξ31 + ξ32 − ξ3

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≲ N−2
1

∫
R2
τ1,τ2

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

∥fN1,L1(τ1, ·)∥L2∥gN2,L2(τ2, ·)∥L2

≲ N−2
1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

L
1/2
1 L

1/2
2 ∥fN1,L1(τ, ξ)∥L2

τ,ξ
∥fN2,L2∥L2

τ,ξ

≲ N−2
1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

∥u∥V 2
K
∥v∥V 2

K
≲ N

−3/2
1 ∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
.
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Define

FxI
′ :=

∑
N

−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

η(t)ψ(ξ/K)ξ

∫
R2
τ1,τ2

∫
ξ=ξ1+ξ2

eit(τ1+τ2+ξ31+ξ32)

ξ31 + ξ32 − ξ3
fN1,L1(τ1, ξ1)gN2,L2(τ2, ξ2)

=
∑

N
−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

η(t)ψ(ξ/K)

∫
ξ=ξ1+ξ2

1

−3ξ1ξ2
Fx(PN1Q

K
L1
u)(t, ξ1)Fx(PN2Q

K
L2
v)(t, ξ2).

Let f :=
∑

L1<N
5/4
1

fN1,L2 , g :=
∑

L2<N
5/4
1

gN2,L2 . Then

FxI − FxI
′ =

∑
N

−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

∞∑
k=1

η(t)ψ(ξ/K)ξ

∫
R2
τ1,τ2

∫
ξ=ξ1+ξ2

(−1)k(τ1 + τ2)
keit(τ1+τ2+ξ31+ξ32)

(ξ31 + ξ32 − ξ3)k+1
fN1,L1(τ1, ξ1)gN2,L2(τ2, ξ2).

Thus by the Strichartz estimate [8] one has

∥I − I ′∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲
∫
R2
τ1,τ2

∞∑
k=1

∑
N

−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

|τ1 + τ2|kK−k

·

∥∥∥∥∥η(t)F−1
ξ

∫
ξ=ξ1+ξ2

(
eit(ξ

3
1+ξ32)

ξk+1
1 ξk+1

2

fN1,L1(τ1, ξ1)gN2,L2(τ2, ξ2)

)∥∥∥∥∥
L2
xL

∞
t

≲
∫
R2
τ1,τ2

∞∑
k=1

∑
N

−2/3
1 ≤K≲1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

N
5k/4
1 K−k

· ∥F−1
ξ (eitξ

3
fN1,L1(τ1, ξ)/ξ

k+1)∥L4
xL

∞
t
∥F−1

ξ (eitξ
3
fN2,L2(τ2, ξ)/ξ

k+1)∥L4
xL

∞
t

≲
∫
R2
τ1,τ2

∞∑
k=1

∑
Lmax<N

5/4
1

N
23k/12−2(k+1)+1/2
1 ∥fN1,L1(τ1, ·)∥L2∥fN2,L2(τ2, ·)∥L2

≲
∑

Lmax<N
5/4
1

N
−37/12
1 (L1L2)

1/2∥QK
L1
PN1u∥L2

t,x
∥QK

L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x

≲
∑

Lmax<N
5/4
1

N
−37/12
1 ∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
≲ N−3/2∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
.

Note that there exists constant c̃ such that

I ′ = c̃η(t)PN−2/3≤·≲1((∂
−1
x PN1Q

K

<N
5/4
1

u)(∂−1
x PN1Q

K

<N
5/4
1

v)).
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By the Hölder inequality we have

∥I ′∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲ ∥∂−1
x PN1Q

K

<N
5/4
1

u∥L4
xL

∞
t
∥∂−1

x PN1Q
K

<N
5/4
1

v∥L4
xL

∞
t

≲ N−2∥PN1Q
K

<N
5/4
1

u∥L4
xL

∞
t
∥PN2Q

K

<N
5/4
1

v∥L4
xL

∞
t

≲ N−3/2∥QK

<N
5/4
1

u∥U4
K
∥QK

<N
5/4
1

v∥U4
K

≲ N−3/2∥QK

<N
5/4
1

u∥V 2
K
∥QK

<N
5/4
1

v∥V 2
K
≲ N−3/2∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
.

We conclude the proof.

Proposition 4.2. ∥ηB(uv)∥Y ≲ ∥u∥Y ∥v∥Y .

Proof. By Lemma 4.1 we have

∥ηP1B(uv)∥L2
xL

∞
t

≤ ∥ηP1B(P≲1uP≲1v)∥L2
xL

∞
t
+

∑
N1∼N2≫1

∥ηP1B(PN1uPN2v)∥L2
xL

∞
t

≲ ∥η̃P≲1uP≲1v∥L1
tL

2
x
+

∑
N1∼N2≫1

N
−3/2
1 ∥PN1u∥V 2

K
∥PN2v∥V 2

K

≲ ∥P≲1u∥L∞
t L4

x
∥P≲1v∥L∞

t L4
x
+ ∥u∥Z∥v∥Z

≲ ∥u∥Z∥v∥Z .

Let N ≥ 2. By the triangle inequality we have

∥ηPNB(uv)∥U2
K

≲
∑

N1∼N

∥ηPNB(PN1uP≲1v)∥U2
K
+
∑

N2∼N

∥ηPNB(P≲1uPN2v)∥U2
K

+
∑

N1,N2≫1

∥ηPNB(PN1uPN2v)∥U2
K
:= IN + I ′N + IIN .

For the term I we use Proposition 5.12 in [10].

∥IN∥U2
K
≲
∑

N1∼N

∥η̃2∂x(PN1uP≲1v)∥L2
t,x

≲
∑

N1∼N

N∥η̃PN1u∥L∞
x L2

t
∥η̃P≲1v∥L2

xL
∞
t
.

Then by the local smoothing estimate one has

∥N−3/4IN∥l2N≥2U
2
K
≲ ∥η̃N1/4PNu∥l2NL∞

x L2
t
∥η̃P≲1v∥L2

xL
∞
t

≲ ∥u∥Z∥v∥Z

By symmetry we control I ′N similarly.
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For IIN we decompose the summation into four parts.

IIN =
∑

N1∼N2∼N≫1

+
∑

N1∼N≫N2≫1

+
∑

N2∼N≫N1≫1

+
∑

N1∼N2≫N

· · ·

:= II
(1)
N + II

(2)
N + II

(3)
N + II

(4)
N .

For N1 ∼ N2 ∼ N ≫ 1 we show∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1uPN2v)PN w̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ N−3/4∥u∥V 2
K
∥v∥V 2

K
∥w∥V 2

K

where u, v, w are supported on [−1, 1] × R. Let Lmin, Lmed, Lmax be the
maximum, medium and minimum among L1, L2, L. By Lemma 5.7 in [10]
we have∣∣∣∣∫

R2

∂x(PN1uPN2v)PN w̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≤

∑
Lmax≳cN3

∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Q
K
L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2v)PNQK

L w dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲

∑
Lmax≳cN3

NL
1/2
minL

1/4
medN

−1/4∥QK
L1
PN1u∥L2

t,x
∥QK

L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x
∥QK

L PNw∥L2
t,x

≲
∑

Lmax≳cN3

L
1/2
minL

1/4
medN

3/4(L1L2L)
−1/2∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
∥w∥V 2

K

≲ N−3/4∥u∥V 2
K
∥v∥V 2

K
∥w∥V 2

K

Then by the duality we have

∥N−3/4II
(1)
N ∥l2N≥2U

2
K
≲

∥∥∥∥∥∥N−3/2
∑

N1∼N2∼N≫1

∥PN1u∥V 2
K
∥PN2v∥V 2

K

∥∥∥∥∥∥
l2N≥2

≲ ∥N−3/4PNu∥l2N≥2V
2
K
∥N−3/4PNv∥l2N≥2V

2
K

≲ ∥u∥Z∥v∥Z .

For N1 ∼ N ≫ N2 ≫ 1 we show∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1uPN2v)PN w̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ N−1/2N
1/4
2 ∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
∥w∥V 2

K
.
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In fact by Lemma 5.7 (5.38) in [10] we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1uPN2v)PN w̄ dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≤

∑
L1,L2,L

∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Q
K
L1
PN1uQ

K
L2
PN2v)PNQK

L w dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲

∑
L1,L2,L

N(L1L2L)
1/3N−1/2(N2N2)

−1/2

· ∥QK
L1
PN1u∥L2

t,x
∥QK

L2
PN2v∥L2

t,x
∥QK

L PNw∥L2
t,x

≲
∑

L1,L2,L

(L1L2L)
1/3N−1/2N

−1/2
2 (L1L2L)

−1/2∥u∥V 2
K
∥v∥V 2

K
∥w∥V 2

K

≲ N−1/2N
−1/2
2 ∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
∥w∥V 2

K
.

Then by the duality we have

∥N−3/4II
(2)
N ∥l2N≥2U

2
K
≲

∑
N1∼N≫N2≫1

N−5/4N
−1/2
2 ∥PN1u∥V 2

K
∥PN2v∥V 2

K

≲ ∥N−3/4PNu∥l2N≥2V
2
K
∥N−3/4PNv∥l2N≥2V

2
K

≲ ∥u∥Z∥v∥Z .

By the symmetry we can control II
(3)
N similarly.

Now, we estimate the term II
(4)
N . Let N1 ∼ N2 ≫ N ≥ 2, L = cN2

1N .
Firstly we estimate

∥ηPNB(QK
≤L(PN1uPN2v))∥U2

K
.

Typically we control∫
R2

∂x(Q
K
>LPN1uPN2v)Q

K
≤LPNw dxdt.

By high modulation and transversal estimates, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Q
K
>LPN1uPN2v)Q≤LPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥QK

>LPN1u∥L2
t,x
∥PN2v∂xQ

K
≤LPNw∥L2

t,x

≲ L−1/2∥u∥V 2
K
N−1

2 N∥v∥U2
K
∥w∥U2

K

∼ N−2
1 N1/2∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥U2

K
∥w∥U2

K
.
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On the other hand by the Strichartz estimate we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Q
K
>LPN1uPN2v)Q

K
≤LPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥QK

>LPN1u∥L4
t,x
∥PN2v∥L4

t,x
∥∂xQK

≤LPNw∥L2
t,x

≲ ∥QK
>LPN1u∥

1/4

L2
t,x
∥QK

>LPN1u∥
3/4

L6
t,x
∥PN2v∥

1/4

L2
t,x
∥PN2v∥

3/4

L6
t,x
N∥w∥U6

K

∼ N
−1/4
1 N∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥U6

K
∥w∥U6

K
.

Then, by the interpolation [7], one has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(Q
K
>LPN1uPN2v)Q

K
≤LPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ N−2

1 N1/2(logN1)
2∥u∥V 2

K
∥v∥V 2

K
∥w∥V 2

K
.

Thus, ∑
N1∼N2≫N≥2

N−3/4∥ηPNB(QK
≤L(PN1uPN2v))∥U2

K

≲
∑

N1∼N2≫N≥2

N−3/4N−2
1 N1/2(logN1)

2∥PN1u∥V 2
K
∥PN2v∥V 2

K

≲ ∥u∥Z∥v∥Z .

Secondly we estimate ∥ηPNB(QK
≤L(PN1uPN2v))∥U2

K
. By high modulation

and transversal estimates, we have∣∣∣∣∫
R2

∂x(PN1uPN2v)Q
K
>LPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥PN (PN1uPN2v)∥L2

t,x
∥∂xQK

>LPNw∥L2
t,x

≲ (NN1)
−1/2∥u∥U2

K
∥v∥U2

K
L−1/2N∥w∥V 2

K

∼ N
−3/2
1 ∥u∥U2

K
∥v∥U2

K
∥w∥V 2

K
.

Then by the duality one has∑
N1∼N2≫N≥2

∥N−3/4ηPNB(QK
≤L(PN1uPN2v))∥U2

K

≲
∑

N1∼N2≫N≥2

N−3/4N
−3/2
1 ∥PN1u∥U2

K
∥PN2v∥U2

K

≲ ∥u∥Y ∥v∥Y .

We finish the proof of this proposition.

In the proof of Proposition 4.2, we control many parts by ∥u∥Z∥v∥Z
except II

(4)
N . Fortunately, we have the following lemma which can help us

to control this case when v = F [u0].
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Lemma 4.3. 2 ≤ N ≪ N1 ∼ N2.

∥ηPNB(PN1vPN2F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0])∥U2
K
≲ (λN3

1 /N)−1/2∥v∥U2
K
∥u0∥2L2 ,

∥ηPNB(PN1(F [P∼N2
1 /λ

u0])PN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0]))∥U2
K
≲ (λ2N3

1 /N)−1/2∥u0∥4L2 .

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

PN1vPN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0])∂xPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ (λN3

1 /N)−1/2∥v∥U2
K
∥u0∥2L2∥w∥V 2

K

and ∣∣∣∣∫
R2

PN1(F [P∼N2
1 /λ

u0])PN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0])∂xPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ (λ2N3

1 /N)−1/2∥u0∥4L2∥w∥V 2
K

where v, w are supported on [−1, 1] × R. Let L = cNN1N2. Firstly, we
control ∣∣∣∣∫

R2

PN1vPN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0])Q
K
≤L∂xPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣ .
Since for |ξ1| ∼ N1, |ξ1| ∼ N2, |ξ| ∼ N , ξ1 + ξ2 = ξ, one has |ξ31 + ξ32 − (ξ1 +
ξ2)

3| ≳ L. Typically, we need to control∣∣∣∣∫
R2

PN1vQ
K
>LPN2(F [P∼N2

2 /λ
u0])Q

K
≤L∂xPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣ .
By transversal and high modulation estimates we can control this term by

∥PN1vQ
K
≤L∂xPNw∥L2

t,x
∥QK

>LPN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0])∥L2
t,x

≲ N−1
1 N∥v∥U2

K
∥w∥U2

K
L−1/2∥PN2(F [P∼N2

2 /λ
u0])∥V 2

K

∼ N−2
1 N1/2∥v∥U2

K
∥w∥U2

K
∥PN2(F [P∼N2

2 /λ
u0])∥V 2

K
.

Recall that v is supported on [−1, 1] × R. Thus for any p ≥ 1, one has
∥v∥L2

t,x
≲ ∥v∥L∞

t L2
x
≲ ∥v∥Up . By the Hölder inequality and Strichartz esti-

mates, we can also control this term by

∥PN1v∥L3
t,x
∥QK

≤L∂xPNw∥L6
t,x
∥QK

>LPN2(F [P∼N2
2
u0])∥L2

t,x

≲ ∥PN1v∥
1/2

L2
t,x
∥PN1v∥

1/2

L6
t,x
N∥PNw∥U6

K
L−1/2∥PN2(F [P∼N2

2
u0])∥V 2

K

∼ N
−13/12
1 N1/2∥v∥U6

K
∥w∥U6

K
∥PN2(F [P∼N2

2
u0])∥V 2

K
.
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Then, by the interpolation [7] and Lemma 3.2, one has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

PN1vPN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0])Q
K
≤L∂xPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ N−2

1 N1/2(logN1)
2∥v∥V 2

K
∥w∥V 2

K
∥PN2(F [P∼N2

2
u0])∥V 2

K

≲ λ−3/8N−2
1 N1/2(logN1)

2∥v∥V 2
K
∥w∥V 2

K
∥PN2(F [P∼N2

2
u0])∥V 2

K
.

Similarly, one has∣∣∣∣∫
R2

PN1(F [P∼N2
1 /λ

u0])PN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0])Q
K
≤L∂xPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ N−2

1 N1/2(logN1)
2∥PN1(F [P∼N2

1 /λ
u0])∥V 2

K
∥PN2(F [P∼N2

1 /λ
u0])∥V 2

K
∥w∥V 2

K

≲ λ−3/4N−2
1 N1/2(logN1)

2∥u0∥4L2∥w∥V 2
K
.

For the other part, by the Hölder inequality,∣∣∣∣∫
R2

PN1vPN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0])Q
K
>L∂xPNw dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥PN (PN1vPN2(F [P∼N2

2 /λ
u0]))∥L2

t,x
∥QK

>L∂xPNw∥L2
t,x

≲ NL−1/2∥PN (PN1vPN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0]))∥L2
t,x
∥w∥V 2

K
.

To conclude the proof of this lemma, we show

∥PN (PN1vPN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0]))∥L2
t,x

≲ (λNN1)
−1/2∥v∥U2

K
∥u0∥2L2 ,

∥PN (PN1(F [P∼N2
1 /λ

u0])PN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0]))∥L2
t,x

≲ (NN1)
−1/2∥u0∥4L2 .

To show the first one, we only need to show

∥PN (PN1K(t)v0PN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0]))∥L2
t,x

≲ (λNN1)
−1/2∥v0∥L2∥u0∥2L2 .

Let I1, I2 be intervals included in [−CN2
2 /λ,−cN2

2 /λ] ∪ [cN2
2 /λ,CN

2
2 /λ]

with length cN2. Also, we can assume that for any η1 ∈ I1, η2 ∈ I2 one has
|η1 − η2| ∼ N2. It is equivalent to∥∥∥PN

(
PN1K(t)v0η̃PN2B(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2u0)

)∥∥∥
L2
t,x

≲ (λNN1)
−1/2∥v0∥L2∥u0∥2L2 .

There exists a interval J included in [−CN2,−cN2]∪ [cN2, CN2] with length
1 such that one has |ξ32 + λη21 − λη22| ≳ N2

2 for any ξ2 ∈ [−CN2,−cN2] ∪
[cN2, CN2] \ J := Ĵ , η1 ∈ I1, η2 ∈ I2, η1 + η2 = ξ2. Then by Lemma 3.3 and

∥PN (PN1K(t)v0PN2K(t)v1)∥L2
t,x

≲ (NN1)
−1/2∥v0∥L2∥v1∥L2 , (4.2)
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we can control this part. Thus we only need to show∥∥∥PN

(
PN1K(t)v0η̃PJB(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2u0)

)∥∥∥
L2
t,x

≲ (λNN1)
−1/2∥v0∥L2∥u0∥2L2 .

By the orthogonality, we can assume that I1, I2 are intervals with length 1.
There exists a interval J1 included in J with length at most 1/N2 such

that one has |ξ32+λη21−λη22| ≳ N2 for any η ∈ J\J1, η1 ∈ I1, η2 ∈ I2, η1+η2 =
η. By Lemma 3.3 and the former argument we only need to show∥∥∥PN

(
PN1K(t)v0η̃PJ1B(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2u0)

)∥∥∥
L2
t,x

≲ (λNN1)
−1/2∥v0∥L2∥u0∥2L2

where I1, I2 are intervals with length 1/N2.
There exists a interval J2 included in J1 with length 1/N2

2 such that one
has |ξ32 + λη21 − λη22| ≲ 1 for any ξ2 ∈ J2, η1 ∈ I1, η2 ∈ I2, η1 + η2 = ξ2. By
Lemma 3.4 and following the former argument we only need to show∥∥∥PN

(
PN1K(t)v0η̃PJ1\J2B(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2u0)

)∥∥∥
L2
t,x

≲ (λNN1)
−1/2∥v0∥L2∥u0∥2L2

where I1, I2 are intervals with length 1/N2. Note that

Fx

(
PN

(
PN1K(t)v0η̃PJ1\J2B(Sλ(t)PI1u0Sλ(t)PI2u0)

))
∼
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
η1+η2=ξ2

M(ξ, ξ1, η1)v̂0(ξ1)û0(η1)û0(−η2)η̃(eit(ξ
3
1+ξ32) − eit(ξ

3
1+λξ2(η2−η1)))

:= Λ1 + Λ2.

whereM(ξ, ξ1, η1) = χ|ξ|∼N,|ξ1|∼N1,ξ2∈J1\J2,η1∈I1,η2∈I2/(ξ
2
2 +λη1−λη2). Note

thatM(ξ, ξ2, η1) ≲ N2. For Λ1, by (4.2) and the Plancherel identity we have

∥Λ1∥L2
tL

2
ξ
≲ (NN1)

−1/2∥v0∥L2

·

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
η1+η2=ξ2

û0(η1)û0(−η2)
ξ22 + λη1 − λη2

χξ2∈J1\J2,η1∈I1,η2∈I2

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ2

≲ (NN1)
−1/2∥v0∥L2∥u0∥2L2

∥∥∥∥χξ2∈J1\J2,η1∈I1,η2∈I2
ξ22 + 2λη1 − λξ2

∥∥∥∥
L∞
η1

L2
ξ2

≲ (NN1)
−1/2∥v0∥L2∥u0∥2L2 .
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Let η0j be the center of Ij , j = 1, 2. Note that

∂ξ1(ξ
3
1 + λ(ξ − ξ1)(η

0
2 − η01)) = 3ξ21 − λ(η02 − η01)

= 3ξ21 − ξ22 + ξ22 − λ(η02 − η01)

= 2ξ21 + ξ(ξ1 − ξ2) + ξ22 − λ(η02 − η01) ∼ N2
1 .

Thus by the Taylor expansion and the transversal estimate one has

∥Λ2∥L2
tL

2
ξ

≲
∞∑
k=0

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
η1+η2=ξ2

M(ξ, ξ1, η1)v̂0(ξ1)û0(η1)û0(−η2)eit(ξ
3
1+λξ2(η02−η01))

· η̃ (iλtξ2(η2 − η02 − η1 + η01))
k

k!

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
tL

2
ξ

≲
∞∑
k=0

1

k!

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
ξ1+ξ2=ξ,
η1+η2=ξ2

M(ξ, ξ1, η1)v̂0(ξ1)û0(η1)û0(−η2)eit(ξ
3
1+λξ2(η02−η01))

· (ξ2(η2 − η02 − η1 + η01))
k

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
tL

2
ξ

≲
∞∑
k=0

1

k!
N−1

1 ∥v0∥L2

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
η1+η2=ξ2

û0(η1)û0(−η2)
ξ22 + λη1 − λη2

· χξ2∈J1\J2,η1∈I1,η2∈I2(ξ2(η2 − η02 − η1 + η01))
k

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ2

≲
∞∑
k=0

Ck

k!
N−1

1 ∥v0∥L2

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
η1+η2=ξ2

|û0(η1)û0(−η2)|
ξ22 + λη1 − λη2

χξ2∈J1\J2,η1∈I1,η2∈I2

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
ξ2

≲ N−1
1 ∥v0∥L2∥u0∥2L2 .

Thus we conclude the proof of the first inequality.
For the second one, similar to the former argument, we reduce it to∥∥∥∥∥
∫
ζ1+ζ2+η1+η2=ξ

η̃χ|ξ|∼NM1(ζ1, ζ2)M2(η1, η2)û0(ζ1)û0(ζ2)û0(η1)û0(η2)

((ζ1 + ζ2)2 + λζ1 − λζ2)((η1 + η2)2 + λη1 − λη2)

· (eit(ζ1+ζ2)2 − eiλt(ζ1+ζ2)(ζ2−ζ1))(eit(η1+η2)2 − eiλt(η1+η2)(η2−η1))

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
tL

2
ξ

≲ (NN1)
−1/2∥u0∥4L2

where M1(ζ1, ζ2) = χζ1+ζ2∈J,ζ1∈I1,ζ2∈I2 ,M2(η1, η2) = χη1+η2∈J̃ ,η1∈Ĩ1,η2∈Ĩ2 ,

I1, I2, Ĩ1, Ĩ2 are intervals included in [−CN2
1 ,−cN2

1 ] ∪ [cN2
1 , CN

2
1 ], J, J̃ are
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intervals included in [−CN1, cN1] ∪ [cN1, CN1] and

N−1
1 ≤ |(ζ1 + ζ2)

2 + λζ1 − λζ2|, |(η1 + η2)
2 + λη1 − λη2| ≪ N1. (4.3)

Recall the former argument. Let ζ1 + ζ2 = ζ, η1 + η2 = η, we only need to
show ∥∥∥∥∥

∫
ζ+η=ξ

η̃χ|ξ|∼NM1(ζ1, ζ2)M2(η1, η2)û0(ζ1)û0(ζ2)û0(η1)û0(η2)

(ζ2 + λζ1 − λζ2)(η2 + λη1 − λη2)

· eiλt(ζ(ζ2−ζ1)+η(η2−η1))

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
tL

2
ξ

≲ (NN1)
−1/2∥u0∥4L2

Let ζ0j , η
0
j be the center of Ij , Ĩj respectively. Note that

∂ζ(λζ(ζ
0
2 − ζ01 ) + λ(ξ − ζ)(η02 − η01))

= λζ02 − λζ01 − λ(η02 − η01)

= ζ2 − η2 + λζ02 − λζ01 − ζ2 + η2 − λ(η02 − η01)

= ξ(ζ − η)− (ζ2 + λζ01 − λζ02 ) + (η2 − λη02 + η01).

By (4.3), |ξ| ∼ N, |ζ − η| ∼ N1, we obtain

|∂ζ(λζ(ζ02 − ζ01 ) + λ(ξ − ζ)(η02 − η01))| ∼ NN1.

Following the same argument for the first inequality, by the Taylor expansion
and the transversal estimate, we conclude the proof.

Proposition 4.4. ∥ηB(uF [u0])∥Y ≲ λ−1∥u∥Y ∥u0∥2H−3/16.

Proof. By the proof of Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 3.6, we only need to
control the following term∑

N1∼N2≫N≥2

∥ηPNB(PN1uPN2F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0])∥U2
K
.

By Lemma 4.3, we can control it by∑
N1∼N2≫N≥2

N−3/4N
−3/2
1 N1/2λ−1/2∥PN1u∥U2

K
∥P∼N2

2 /λ
u0∥2L2

≲ λ−7/8∥u∥Y ∥u0∥2H−3/16 .

Combining Corollary 3.6 and Proposition 4.2, we conclude the proof.

Proposition 4.5. ∥ηB(F [u0]
2)∥Y ≲ λ−2∥u0∥4H−3/16.
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Proof. Similar to the argument for Proposition 4.4, we only need to control
the term∑

N1∼N2≫N≥2

N−3/4∥ηPNB(PN1(F [P∼N2
1 /λ

u0])PN2(F [P∼N2
2 /λ

u0]))∥U2
K
.

By Lemma 4.3 we can control it by∑
N1∼N2≫N≥2

N−3/4N
−3/2
1 N1/2λ−1∥P∼N2

2 /λ
u0∥4L2 ≲ λ−7/4∥u0∥4H−3/16 .

By Corollary 3.6 and Proposition 4.2, we conclude the proof.

Combining Lemmas 2.1–2.3, Corollary 3.6, Propositions 4.2, 4.4, and
4.5, one can construct the solution (u,w) of (2.2). Let v = w + F [u0]. By
rescaling we obtain the local solution (u, v) ∈ C([0, T ];H−3/16 ×H−3/4) of
initial system (S-KdV) with (s1, s2) = (−3/16,−3/4). For general (s1, s2),
see the argument in [2]. One can use the method in this paper to manipulate
the case s1, s2 < 0 with some modification. However there exists easier
argument. For example if s2 > −3/4, we do not need rescaling. One can
use the norms

∥u∥Xs1
λ

:= ∥N s1PNu∥l2NU2
Sλ

, ∥v∥Y s2 := ∥P1v∥L2
xL

∞
t
+ ∥N s2PNv∥l2N≥2V

2
K
.

Then we can show the contraction for the iteration of the initial integral
equation. If s2 = −3/4, s1 > −3/16, we can show ∥ηB(∂x|u|2)∥Y ≲ ∥u∥Xs1

λ
.

The argument is also much easier than the case (s1, s2) = (−3/16,−3/4).
See also [11]. We omit the details.
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