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Low regularity analysis of the Zakharov–Kuznetsov equation on

R ˆ T

G. Cao-Labora*

Abstract

We consider the Cauchy problem for the Zakharov–Kuznetsov equation in the cylinder. We improve the local

wellposedness to spaces of regularity s ą 1{2. The result is optimal in terms of the corresponding bilinear estimate

or Picard iteration. Our method is based on an improvement of the understanding of the resonant set, identifying and

exploiting its particular geometric properties. We also consider the problem under randomization of the initial data,

in which case we obtain solutions for generic data in Hs for some s ă 0. To do so, we consider a novel approach

based on lower regularity modifications of the classical Xs,b spaces that allow to control concentration of mass in

small sets of frequencies.

1 Introduction

1.1 Historical background

The Zakharov–Kuznetsov equation is the two-dimensional equation given by

#
ut ` Bx1

∆u “ 1
2

Bx1
pu2q,

upx, 0q “ u0 P Hs.
(1.1)

The dispersion relation and the linear propagator are given as follows

φpξ1, ξ2q “ ξ1pξ21 ` ξ22q, and {Sptqu0pξ1, ξ2q “ eitφpξ1,ξ2qpu0pξ1, ξ2q. (1.2)

The equation was introduced by Zakharov and Kuznetsov in [46] as a model for propagation of ion-sound waves.

It was independently derived by Laedke and Spatschek as a two-dimensional model from the equations of motion for

hydrodynamics [26], which was further justified by Lannes - Linares - Saut [27]. We also note that in one dimension

this takes the form of the well-known KdV equation, thus the Zakharov–Kuznetsov can also be seen as an extension

of the KdV equation in two dimensions.

Equation (1.1) has the following conserved quantities:

Mpuq “
ż
u2dx, and Epuq “ 1

2

ż
|∇u|2 ` 1

3

ż
u3. (1.3)

Moreover, assuming u has sufficient regularity and decay in x1, one can also write the following conservation law:

Bt
ż

R

upxqdx1 “ ´
ż

R

Bx1
∆udx1 ` 1

2

ż

R

Bx1
pu2qdx1 “ 0

for any fixed x2. In Fourier space, pup0, ξ2, tq is formally invariant under the flow for any ξ2. That is, the Fourier modes

of u, whose first component vanish, remain constant. One can also observe that the equation admits the following

rescaling uλpx, tq “ λ2upλx, λ3tq. In particular, the critical regularity is sc “ ´1, given that }uλ} 9H´1 “ }u} 9H´1 .

There is extensive mathematical work in understanding the Zakharov–Kuznetsov equation. We will focus our dis-

cussion on the works on the original ZK equation (two dimensions and quadratic nonlinearity). We refer to the works

[1, 14, 15, 18, 22, 29, 42] for a study of the generalized ZK equation, which considers higher order nonlinearities. We

also refer to the works [10, 16, 21, 22, 32, 33, 43] for a discussion of the higher dimensional ZK equation.
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The mathematical analysis of the Zakharov–Kuznetsov equation was initiated by the work of Faminskii [13],

where local-wellposedness is established in H1pR2q, and global-wellposedness follows from conservation of energy.

The local-wellposedness proof is based on the approach developed by Kenig, Ponce and Vega in the context of the

KdV equation [23]. This was later improved to HspR2q with s ą 3{4 by Linares and Pastor [30, Theorem 1.6]. The

range s ą 1{2 was achieved independently in the works of Grünrock and Herr [20], and Molinet and Pilod [35].

Recently, Kinoshita [24] established local wellposedness for s ą ´1{4 and demonstrated that the Picard iteration fails

for s ă ´1{4. In particular, global wellposedness in L2 follows directly from Kinoshita result given the conservation

of mass.

In the case of the periodic setting T2, Linares, Panthee, Robert and Tzvetkov [28] obtained local wellposedness in

HspT2q for s ą 5{3. This was later improved by Schippa [44] to s ą 3{2 and by Kinoshita-Schippa [25] to s ą 1.

Our work is devoted to the case of R ˆ T. The study of (1.1) in that setting was initiated by Linares, Pastor, Saut

[31], where they showed local wellposedness in HspR ˆ Tq for s ě 3
2

. This was later improved to s ě 1 by Molinet

and Pilod [35]. Recently, Osawa [40] was able to cover s ą 9{10. Also, in a joint work with Takaoka [41], they

showed global wellposedness for s ą 29{31.

The first part of this paper gives a new proof of the local wellposedness that allows to reach s ą 3{4 uncondition-

ally, and also s ą 1{2 under the natural low-frequency condition pu0pξ, nq “ Opξq for |ξ| ! 1. The main difficulty is

dealing with the resonant set of frequencies characterized by ∆ “ φpν, kq`φpζ,mq`φpξ, nq where ν`ζ`ξ “ 0 and

k`m`n “ 0. While the direct analysis of the set where ∆ is small is unfeasible, we are able to carry out an analysis

of the set where ∆ and all its directional derivatives are small. As we will see, that resonant contribution corresponds

to frequencies located around the triangle of vertices p0, pq, p´p{2,´p{2q and pp{2,´p{2q, for some p P tk,m, nu.

The low frequency condition |pu0pξ, nq| “ Opξq arises naturally when looking at that resonant contribution.

We also show that both results (s ą 1{2 with low-frequency condition or s ą 3{4 without it) are optimal in

terms of the Picard iteration, except for the possible endpoint case. The optimality contrasts with the criticality of

the problem, given that one usually expects local wellposedness for s ą sc “ ´1. This gap between the Picard

method and criticality was already observed in R2 (given that Kinoshita [24] showed s ą ´1{4 is optimal for Picard),

however, the gap is even larger for the problem in R ˆ T, due to the absence of dispersion in the second variable.

The second part of the paper consists of studying (1.1) under random initial data. We will show that for generic

initial data, we have local existence of solutions in Hs, for any s ą ´1
26

. In particular, we remark that the result is

below L2, and therefore it is the first step towards the construction of a Gibbs measure. The local wellposedness proof

is done by randomizing the initial data with some independent and identically distributed Gaussians, and subtracting

its linear evolution to the equation. Then, we prove that the remainder is smoother so that it can be treated at the

deterministic local wellposedness regularity level.

This type of argument goes back to the pioneering work of Bourgain [2, 4], where he showed probabilistic local

wellposedness for periodic cubic defocusing NLS under Wick reordering for d “ 1, 2, below the critical threshold

in the d “ 2 case. There is a vast literature in PDE where the local wellposedness regularity can be improved by

assuming randomness or generic initial data such as NLS [9, 11, 12, 36, 37, 39], or wave equations [5, 6, 7, 34].

Our approach however differs from the generic approach for probabilistic wellposedness in several points. First

of all, usually randomness is used to obtain results below the criticality threshold, while in our case the probabilistic

wellposedness is still subcritical, due to the gap between criticality and the deterministic wellposedness theory. We

follow the technique initiated by Bourgain [2] by subtracting the linear evolution of the rough initial data and showing

a higher regularity for the remainder. However, the main estimate, which arises from the interaction of the rough linear

evolution and the smoother remainder, is done completely differently. Instead of using Bourgain’s approach, which is

based on the TT ˚ trick, we take advantage of the better control on }pu}L8 due to randomness.

A fundamental part of our work is to combine the L2-based Xs,b norm, which is usual in dispersive equations,

with a lower regularity term which is L8-based in frequency. Such type of modifications of Xs,b have been used in

the dispersive literature before (see [17, 19, 37]), and they basically correspond to measuring the Xs,b norm in Fourier

space in Lp for some other p ‰ 2, being p “ 2 the standard Xs,b norm. However, to the best of our knowledge,

this is the first case where these norms appear as lower regularity auxiliary term combined with a standard Xs,b.

The auxiliary part of the norm is irrelevant for most of the analysis, due to its lower regularity. However, it helps in

very resonant regions, in order to avoid scenarios where |pupξ, nq| concentrates in a set of measure Op1{N2q (being

N « |pξ, nq|). In those scenarios, theL8 control gives a control that isN times better than theL2 control, and this will

be enough to compensate for the fact that the L8 control happens at a lower regularity level. We think that this type

of idea may be widely applicable to other dispersive problems when one needs to rule out very resonant contributions,

both in the deterministic or probabilistic settings.
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1.2 Deterministic result

As usual, for functions upx, tq we define the space Xs,b (cf. [2]) by the norm below. We also define the Y s,b space

identically, but with a singular weight
xξy
|ξ| that enforces vanishing of pupξ, n2, τq around ξ « 0:

}u}2Xs,b “
ż

R

ÿ

n2PZ

ż

R

|pupξ, n2, τq|2xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy2bxpξ, n2qy2sdξdτ,

}u}2Y s,b “
ż

R

ÿ

n2PZ

ż

R

|pupξ, n2, τq|2xτ ´ φpξ, nqy2bxpξ, n2qy2s xξy
|ξ| dξdτ,

where pu is the Fourier Transform in both space and time and xyy :“
a
1 ` |y|2 for any y P Rd.

The intuition behind the Y s,b norm is the following. Recall that pup0, n2, tq is formally conserved along the

flow. Therefore, when u is periodic in the first variable, one can remove its average on the x1 direction and en-

force pup0, n2, tq “ 0 always. In that case, the Y s,b norm and the Xs,b are equivalent. In the case of nonperiodic

data along x1, the spaces Y s,b should be understood as a technique for replacing the average removal procedure for

non-periodic data. We also note that the Xs,b and Y s,b norms are equivalent for data supported on |ξ| ě c, for any

small c.

We define rHspR ˆ Tq to be the corresponding space of initial data, with the norm

}f}2ĂHs
“

ÿ

n2PZ

ż

R

| pfpξ, n2q|2xpξ, n2qy2s xξy
|ξ| dξ. (1.4)

As we see in the following remark, restricting ourselves to rHspR ˆ Tq is not a significant restriction. Hs data with

the corresponding cancellation and with reasonable decay will always be in rHs.

Remark 1.1. Let s ě 0. The space rHspR ˆ Tq contains all functions f P HspR ˆ Tq with the decay condition

x1fpx1, x2q P L2pR ˆ Tq together with the cancellation
ş
fpx1, x2qdx1 “ 0 for all x2 P T.

This is proved from the following argument. Let |ξ| ď 1, and consider some function gpxq with Fourier Transform

pgpξq such that pgp0q “ 0. Then

ż 1

´1

|pgpξq|2
|ξ| dξ ď 2}pgpξq}2

C
1{2
ξ

À }pgpξq}2H1
ξ

“ }xxygpxq}2L2
x

As an interesting particular case, we notice that rHspR ˆ Tq contains all functions f P HspR ˆ Tq that are odd on

x1 and satisfy the decay condition x1fpx1, x2q P L2.

As usual, one can also define the short-time X
s,b
T norm of a function u defined over t P r0, T s by taking the

infimum of the global norm over all possible extensions of u outside r0, T s. We do the same for Y s,b spaces:

}u}
X

s,b
T

“ inf
u1“u

@tPr0,T s

}u1}Xs,b , and }u}
Y

s,b
T

“ inf
u1“u

@tPr0,T s

}u1}Y s,b . (1.5)

Remark 1.2. Let us recall the well-known fact that X
s,b
T are continuously embedded in Cpr0, T s, Hsq for b ą 1{2.

The same is true for Y
s,b
T ãÝÑ Cpr0, T s, rHsq. The proof is standard in the case of Xs,b spaces and can be found in

textbooks such as [45], [8]. The proof in Y s,b spaces is completely analogous to the Xs,b case.

We are now ready to state our theorems regarding the wellposedness of (1.1) in the deterministic setting.

Theorem 1.3. Let s ą 3{4 and fix u0 P HspR ˆ Tq. There exist T and b ą 1{2 such that the Zakharov–Kuznetsov

equation (1.1) is locally wellposed in X
s,b
T . That is, for any u0 P HspR ˆ Tq there exists a unique local solution

u P Xs,b
T and the map u0 Ñ u is continuous fromHs toX

s,b
T . Moreover, Remark 1.2 yields u P Cpr0, T s;HspRˆTqq.

Theorem 1.4. Let s ą 1{2 and fix u0 P rHspR ˆ Tq. There exist T and b ą 1{2 such that the Zakharov–Kuznetsov

equation (1.1) is locally wellposed in Y
s,b
T . That is, for any u0 P rHspR ˆ Tq there exists a unique local solution

u P Y s,b
T , and the map u0 Ñ u is continuous from rHs to Y

s,b
T . Moreover, Remark 1.2 yields u P Cpr0, T s; rHspRˆTqq.
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Using the Duhamel formula to formulate the fixed-point problem

u “ Sptqu0 ` 1

2

ż t

0

Spt ´ sqBx1
pu2qds (1.6)

one can reduce the proof of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 to the bilinear estimates

}Bx1
puvq}Xs,b´1`δ À }u}Xs,b}v}Xs,b , and }Bx1

puvq}Y s,b´1`δ À }u}Y s,b}v}Y s,b (1.7)

for some δ ą 0 that is sufficiently small depending on s. The argument to deduce Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 from (1.7) is

standard in the dispersive literature (see [2, 23, 45]), and in the paper we will focus on proving the estimate (1.7).

Moreover, we also show that our range of s is optimal (except up to possibly the endpoint) for (1.7).

Theorem 1.5. The Xs,b inequality from (1.7) does not hold for any s ă 3{4 and the Y s,b inequality does not hold for

any s ă 1{2.

Remark 1.6. The fact that inequality (1.7) fails for a certain s also has a direct implication in terms of wellposedness.

While the problem (1.1) could be wellposed below the regularity needed to do a Picard iteration, the examples showing

the failing of (1.7) also show that the data-to-solution map will not be C2. This is the same situation as in Kinoshita

result for R2 [24]. See [3, Section 6] for this argument, and a precise definition of the data-to-solution map being C2.

Outline of the obstructions and the proof

For simplicity, when discussing the proof of (1.7) we omit the subindices 2 and simply denote by k,m, n the second

components of the frequency. Let us now do a brief discussion regarding the proof of the above theorems and the

obstructions faced. We recall ∆ :“ φpν, kq ` φpζ,mq ` φpξ, nq, where we have that ξ “ ´ν ´ ζ and n “ ´k ´m.

The function ∆ corresponds to the temporal frequency that one obtains in the Duhamel formula when looking at

the interaction of two waves at frequencies pν, kq and pζ,mq. Thus, when |∆| is large, one expects gains from the

oscillation, and most of our work will consist on obtaining bounds on the measure of the set of frequencies for which

|∆| is small (resonant set).

While the problem of bounding such resonant set is common in dispersive equations, it is extremely equation-

dependent. Some cases, like KdV, the resonant set admits an easy analysis because the corresponding ∆ can be

factorized in first-degree polynomials (and therefore |∆| is small when one factor is small, significantly simplifying

the problem). In other dispersive equations one does not have those factorization properties, and needs to deal with ∆

which are second-degree polynomials. In our case ∆ is a third-degree polynomial of four variables, with no factor-

ization or simplification. Moreover, some of the variables of ∆ are discrete (due to the periodic second component of

the PDE). It is generally much more difficult to bound the resonant set under such conditions. In particular, a direct

analysis of the level sets of ∆ in our case does not seem feasible.

Instead, we will use the analysis of the derivatives of ∆ as an important auxiliary tool. For example, we have that

expressing ∆ in ν, k2, ζ,m2 variables:

Bν∆ “ p3ν2 ` k2q ´ p3p´ν ´ ζq2 ` p´k ´ mq2q “ p3ν2 ` k2q ´ p3ξ2 ` n2q “: θ21 ´ θ23 ,

where we defined θ1 “
?
3ν2 ` k2 and θ3 “

a
3ξ2 ` n2. Roughly speaking, this will tell us that for fixed k, n, ξ, the

condition |∆| ď C happens in a set of ν of measure at most 2C
|θ2

1´θ2
3 |

. While this is not exactly true because θi depend

themselves on the frequencies, the argument can be made rigorous using an appropriate dyadic partition on |θ1 ´ θ3|.
Specifically, we will have a dyadic-type decomposition that at each step compares the size of |∆| with the sizes

of |θi ´ θj | and decides on what bounds should be used based on that comparison. This will be accompanied by a

rigidity result showing that when |∆| ď N2M and all |θi ´θj| ď M (beingN the size of the maximum frequency and

M ď N arbitrary), then the frequencies are within distance OpMq from a triangle of frequencies of the type p0, pq,

p´p{2,´p{2q, pp{2,´p{2q.

We will stop the dyadic decomposition at M “ 1 and call the remaining frequencies ’bad frequencies’ (or Sbad).

That is, Sbad corresponds to configurations of frequencies within Op1q distance from the triangle configuration de-

scribed above. One can see such configuration in Figure 1. Under such precise configuration, we will be able to analyze

explicitly ∆ when the frequencies lie on Sbad. That contribution will be the only one requiring s ą 3{4 (instead of

1{2) in the Xs,b approach, or requiring the
xξy
|ξ| weight in the Y s,b approach. Moreover, that type of configuration will

also generate the examples that we need to prove Theorem 1.5.
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R

Z

p0, kq
Op1q

p´k{2,´k{2q

Op1q

pk{2,´k{2q

Op1q

pν, kq

pζ,mq pξ, nqO

Figure 1: Diagram showing frequencies in Sbad, which corresponds to the main resonance. Each frequency vector

should lie in the corresponding box, and the picture is up to rearrangement of the frequencies. In such configuration,

we have that |∆| “ |φpν, kq ` φpζ,mq ` φpξ, nq| À 1. The resonance occurs around the triple cancellation ∆ “
Bν∆ “ Bζ∆ “ 0.

1.3 Probabilistic result

Now, we look to further improve the deterministic local wellposedness results by considering the case of randomized

initial data. We define a smooth even function χ0 : R Ñ r0, 1s, supported on r´1, 1s, such that χ0pxq`χ0px´1q “ 1

for all x P r0, 1s. Therefore, we have the pointwise equality

1 “
ÿ

nPZ

χ0px` nq.

For any function f : R ˆ Z Ñ C and any k P Z2, we define its projection to frequencies around k “ pk1, k2q as

yPkfpξ, n2q “ χ0pξ ´ k1q1n2“k2
pfpξ, n2q (1.8)

Definition 1.7. We say that u0 is generic in Hpα´1q´ if there exists some C ą 0 such that

} zPku0}L8 ď C

xkyα , @k P Z
2. (1.9)

Now, for a generic u0 we consider its randomization

uω0 pxq “
ÿ

kPZ2

gkpωqPku0 (1.10)

where gkpωq are independent and identically distributed complex Gaussians and ω lives in our probability space. See

[34, 38] for similar randomizations in the fully euclidean setting. In order to enforce real initial data, we take

uω0,r “ Repuω0 q “ 1

2

`
uω0 ` uω0

˘
(1.11)

as initial data. From computing Eωp}uω0,r}2Hsq one can check that uω0,r is almost surely on any Hs with s ă α ´ 1.

Now, we present our probabilistic local wellposedness theorem.
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Theorem 1.8. For any s1 ą ´1
26

, there exist b ą 1{2 and s ą 1{2 such that the following holds for every u0 generic

on Hs1´. We consider the Zakharov–Kuznetsov equation (1.1) with randomized real initial data uω0,r obtained from

(1.10)–(1.11). Then, almost surely, there exists T ą 0 and a solution on r0, T s of the form

u “ Sptquω0,r ` v, with v P Y s,b
T .

In particular, by Remark 1.2, we have v P Cpr0, T s, rHspR ˆ Tqq.

For convenience, we will work with α “ s1 ` 1 ą 25
26

. We stress that the remainder v is in Y
s,b
T , with s ą 1{2,

and in particular it is smoother than the linear evolution of the initial data (which just has the almost sure Hpα´1q´

regularity of the initial data). The uniqueness of v will be guaranteed in a stronger space Z
s,b
T Ă Y

s,b
T , which we define

later in (1.13).

Remark 1.9. Let us justify the assumption of generic initial data. This type of generic initial data is the natural

extension of the random initial data considered in the literature for fully periodic cases to our R ˆ T space. In the

fully periodic case (see [4, 6, 7, 12]) one simply considers puω0 pnq “ gω
n

xnyα where the regularity and α are linked by

α “ d
2

` s` ε (in our case, d “ 2), since that α will generate that uω0 P Hs almost surely.

The analogy to the above works would be to pick xuω0 pξ, n2q “ gω
n

xnyα being n1 some integer with |ξ ´ n1| À 1.

However, in the euclidean setting this avoids distinguishing frequencies that are close to each other, so we have

preferred to keep more generality in the RˆT case and allow for any Pku0 which has the corresponding decay in L8.

This does not make any significant difference in terms of the analysis.

Remark 1.10. The fact that we use Gaussians in our randomization is just a convention in the probabilistic local

wellposedness literature. However, the result would follow for any random variable with exponentially decaying

tails with the same argument. The crucial property is that the random variables gωk randomizing the initial data are

independent.

Outline of the proof and obstructions

Going back to the pioneering works of Bourgain [2, 4], an important idea to show wellposedness of PDE with random

initial data has been to subtract the linear evolution. Then, the remainder will gain some regularity from the randomness

on the initial data, so that one can work at a higher regularity level with the equation for the remainder. We take

v “ u´ Sptquω0,r, which satisfies the equation

#
pBt ` Bx1

∆qv “ 1
2

Bx1
pv2q ` 1

2
Bx1

ppSptquω0,rq2q ` Bx1
pvSptquω0,rq

vpx, 0q “ 0.
(1.12)

Similarly to the deterministic setting, local wellposedness for v would be proved by bounding the right hand side

in Xs,b´1`δ norm in terms of }v}Xs,b (or the same with Y s,b norms). However, that direct approach will not work for

any α ă 1, due to a new problematic high-low type resonance appearing in the term Bx1
pSptquω0,rqv.

As an example, consider that pv is concentrated at frequencies pζ,m2q which are of size Op1q and are at a distance

OpN´2q from the line
?
3ζ “ m2, for some large N . Then, consider its interaction with frequencies pν, k2q of

BxSptquω0,r which are of size OpNq and located at distance Op1q from the line
?
3ν “ ´k2. One can check that in

those cases |∆| À 1, so it is not difficult to show that }Bx1
pSptquω0,rqv}Y s,b is not bounded in terms of }v}Y s,b when

α ă 1.

However, that scenario happens when pvpζ,m2q is concentrated in a very small set of low frequencies. Since the

set has small measure, an L8-based norm on frequency space will give us a better control than the L2-based Y s,b-type

spaces. Moreover, since the example we want to control happens at low frequencies of v, we can still get a better

control even when the L8-based norm is set at a lower regularity.

We thus define

}v}2Zs,b “ }v}2Y s,b `
››››

xξy
|ξ|

››xτ ´ φpξ, n2qybpv
››
L2

τ

››››
2

L8
ξ,n2

(1.13)

and its corresponding localized version as in (1.5). While the first term of the norm has regularity s ą 1{2, the second

one is at the L8 level.
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We note that such type of Lp-based Xs,b has been considered before. First, Grünrock [17] considered them with

the same p on the temporal and spatial frequency, in the context of the KdV equation. Then, Grünrock and Herr [19]

considered the spaces in more generality when studying the derivative NLS equation, allowing for Lp-based spatial

frequencies and Lq-based temporal frequencies, with p ‰ q. In the context of the probabilistic local wellposedness,

they have also been used by Nahmod, Oh, Rey-Bellet and Staffilani [37] to study the probabilistic wellposedness and

Wiener measure of derivative NLS. The novelty of our approach consists on using these norms as a lower regularity

auxiliary terms with a standard L2-based norm at the top regularity level.

Using a standard Duhamel fixed point argument like in the deterministic case, we can reduce the local wellposed-

ness of (1.12) for v P Zs,b
T to the set of estimates:

}Bx1
pvwq}

Z
s,b´1`δ
T

À }v}
Z

s,b
T

}w}
Z

s,b
T
,

››Bx1
pvSptquω0,rq

››
Z

s,b´1`δ
T

À }v}
Z

s,b
T
,

››Bx1
ppSptquω0,rq2q

››
Z

s,b´1`δ
T

À 1, @v, w P Zs,b
T ,

(1.14)

where the implicit constant in À is allowed to depend on the parameters δ, s, b; but not on T , v or w. Thus, the time of

existence of the solution may also depend on δ, s, b, ω.

Therefore, our proof will consist on showing (1.14). That yields the existence and uniqueness for the problem

(1.12) with v P Zs,b
T , and as a consequence v P Y s,b

T and up¨, tq P Sptquω0,r ` rHspR ˆ Tq for all t P r0, T s.
We also remark that Bourgain’s technique of subtracting the linear evolution of the initial data was greatly gener-

alized in the recent works of Deng, Nahmod, and Yue [11, 12]. While the techniques they use differ from the ones

presented here, their method also concerns improving the regularity that Bourgain’s method would yield, specifically

regarding resonant high-low interactions where Sptquω0 is at high frequency. Therefore, it is reasonable to expect that

their set of techniques (possibly combined with Zs,b norms) could allow to lower the regularity. In contrast with the

deterministic case, we do not believe that the regularity s1 ą ´ 1
26

in Theorem 1.8 is optimal.

1.4 Organization of the paper

In Section 2 we prove the inequalities in (1.7), which yield the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. We also include the

proof of Theorem 1.5 in Subsection 2.6.

In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.8. Concretely, in Subsection 3.1 we perform the Y s,b bounds on Bx1
pSptqu0,rq2,

and in Subsection 3.2 the Y s,b bounds corresponding to Bx1
pSptquω0,rvq, while the Y s,b bounds on Bx1

pvwq follow

directly from the deterministic bounds. Lastly, in Subsection 3.3, we perform the auxiliary L8 bounds that allow us

to upgrade the Y s,b estimates to Zs,b.

1.5 Notation

We will always have three frequencies on R ˆ Z. The first frequency is denoted by pν, k2q, the second one by pζ,m2q
and the third one by pξ, n2q and they will satisfy that ν ` ζ ` ξ “ 0 and k2 ` m2 ` n2 “ 0. Thus, a frequency

configuration can be parametrized by 4 parameters. In the probabilistic part, we will also consider rν, rζ, rξ P p´1, 1q
corresponding to arguments of functions like Pku (which we recall from (1.8)), and we will define integer values

k1,m1, n1 so that ξ “ rξ ` n1, ζ “ m1 ` rζ and ν “ k1 ` rν. Thus, k,m, n P Z
2 are integer points within distance 1

from the actual frequency pν, k2q, pζ,m2q or pξ, n2q.

In the deterministic part (Section 2), the notation is slightly different, since we will not need to approximate the

first component of the frequency by an integer. Thus, in that section, k,m, n refers to the second component of

the frequency, so that the frequencies are pν, kq, pζ,mq and pξ, nq in that case. In the probabilistic part, we keep

k,m, n P Z2, with k1 P ttνu, rνsu (analogously for m1, n1).

We will abbreviate

φ1 :“ φpν, k2q, φ2 :“ φpζ,m2q, φ3 :“ φpξ, n2q, ∆ :“ φ1 ` φ2 ` φ3.

We will denote the time-frequencies by µ, η and τ , which also add up to zero. We also define

rµ :“ µ´ φ1, rη :“ η ´ φ2, rτ :“ τ ´ φ3, rµ` rη ` rτ “ ´∆

where the last equation follows from µ ` η ` τ “ 0 and the definition of ∆.
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We will also consider dyadic values of different frequencies. To that purpose, denote dpxq to be the dyadic value

of x (for x P R or x P R
2). That is, dpxq is the integer power of 2 such that dpxq ď |x| ă 2dpxq (or simply |x| ă 2

when dpxq “ 1). We define

N1 “ dpν, k2q, N2 “ dpζ,m2q, N3 “ dpξ, n2q, N˚1 “ dpνq, N˚2 “ dpζq, N˚3 “ dpξq

L1 “ dprµq, L2 “ dprηq, L3 “ dprξq

Lmin “ mintL1, L2, L3u Lmed “ medtL1, L2, L3u Lmax “ maxtL1, L2, L3u
Nmin “ mintN1, N2, N3u Nmed “ medtN1, N2, N3u N :“ Nmax “ maxtN1, N2, N3u

Notice that we also denote Nmax simply by N . Here, the function med of three arguments refers to the one that

is neither the maximum nor the minimum (if some value is repeated, med gives that repeated value). It should be

noted that Nmed ě Nmax{4 from triangular inequality, since the sum of frequencies is zero. In the case of Li, since

rµ` rη ` rτ “ ´∆, one has Lmax À Lmed ` |∆| À Lmed `N3. We also define the projections

zPNupξ, n2, τq “ pupξ, n2, τq1dpξ,n2q“N , and zQLupξ, n2, τq “ pupξ, n2, τq1dpτ´φpξ,n2q“L

We denote

θ1 :“
b
3ν ` k22 , θ2 :“

b
3ζ2 `m2

2, θ3 :“
b
3ξ2 ` n2

2.

We will define the dyadic parametersMi measuring |θj ´θk|. Contrary to the case ofLi,Ni andN˚i, these parameters

Mi may be smaller than 1. We define the smallest possible value of Mi to be:

Mi,min “ mint2q : q P Z, and 2q ě N
1{2
˚i {Nu.

Letting d1pxq be the biggest power of two smaller or equal than |x| (either positive power or negative power), we define

M1 :“ maxtd1pθ2 ´ θ3q,M1,minu, M2 :“ maxtd1pθ1 ´ θ3q,M2,minu, M3 :“ maxtd1pθ1 ´ θ2q,M3,minu.

The reason behind this truncation is that the corresponding estimates will not improve when splitting at smaller scales

than Mi,min.

We will denote by S the set of all possible tuples describing the frequencies:

S “ tpν, ζ, ξ, k2,m2, n2, µ, η, τq s.t. ν ` ζ ` ξ “ 0, k2 `m2 ` n2 “ 0, µ` η ` τ “ 0u.

We denote one of its elements by σ “ pν, ζ, ξ, k,m2, n2, µ2, η, τq, and dσ “ dνdζdk2dm2dµdη, where dk2 and

dm2 are discrete measures over Z. Here, we determine ξ, n2, τ via the other frequencies, but one can parametrize

σ by other 6-dimensional combinations of frequencies. We will use S and σ whenever we are including just the

spatial frequencies. We will also denote tuples of dyadic numbers by ι “ pNi, N˚i, Li,Miq3i“1, and we will denote

by Sι or Sι to the subset of frequencies that satisfy the corresponding restrictions. Moreover, if we want to fix some

of the frequencies, we indicate it with superindices on S, S. For example S
ξ,n2

ι describes the possible frequencies

ν, ζ, k2,m2 satisfying the dyadic restrictions from ι, for some fixed ξ, n2.

We use the bracket notation xky “
a
1 ` |k|2. We will denote ru “ F

´1|pu|, that is, the function that is obtained by

taking absolute value in frequency space. We also use the notationA À B to indicate thatA ď CB for some universal

constant C independent of all the parameters. We use A « B to indicate A À B and B À A. We use A Àβ B to

indicate that the implicit constant may depend on β. We reserve the letter C for constants that may change between

different arguments.
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2 Proof of the Theorems 1.3, 1.4 and 1.5

We recall that the proof of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 follows from the inequalities in (1.7). This section is organized as

follows. The introductory subsection 2.1 separates the frequency space between ’good’ and ’bad’ interactions, and

reduces the proof of (1.7) to Proposition 2.1. Then, subsection 2.2 separates the corresponding integrals dyadically

and deals with the high-low interactions, while leaving the most difficult case where all frequencies are of comparable

sizes. In order to deal with that case, we will introduce new bilinear estimates, an analysis of the resonant set and a

partition of the frequency space in 2.3. Using those tools, we deal with the remaining ’good’ interactions in 2.4. We

treat the ’bad’ interactions in 2.5, and lastly, we prove Theorem 1.5 in 2.6.

2.1 Reduction of the proof of (1.7)

In order to show (1.7), it is useful to use duality and show the estimate by testing against any w in the dual space. Let

us note that the dual space of Y s,b with respect to the L2 inner product xf, gy “
ş
fg is given by Y

´s,´b
˚ , where

}f}2
Y

s1,b1

˚

“
ż

τ

ż

ξ

ÿ

n

| pfpξ, n, τq|2xτ ´ φpξ, nqy2b1 x|pξ, nq|y2s1 |ξ|
xξy .

The dual space of Xs,b with respect to the L2 inner product is just given by X´s,´b. We take b “ 1{2 ` δ, so that we

can reduce to show the estimates

xBx1
puvq, wyL2 À }u}

X
s, 1

2
`δ}v}

X
s, 1

2
`δ}w}

X
´s, 1

2
´2δ , @u, v P Xs, 1

2
`δ, @w P X´s, 1

2
´2δ, s ą 3

4
,

xBx1
puvq, wyL2 À }u}

Y
s, 1

2
`δ}v}

Y
s, 1

2
`δ}w}

Y
´s, 1

2
´2δ

˚

, @u, v P Y s, 1
2

`δ, @w P Y ´s, 1
2

´2δ
˚ , s ą 1

2
.

(2.1)

It is normally more convenient to explicitly extract the weights u, v, w have due to their spaces, and do the estimates

with u, v, w in L2. We can achieve this defining

punewpν, k, µq “ x|pν, kq|y´sxφpν, kq ´ µy´ 1
2

´δ

ˆ |ν|
xνy

˙γ

pupν, k, µq,

pvnewpζ,m, ηq “ x|pζ,mq|y´sxφpζ,mq ´ ηy´ 1
2

´δ

ˆ |ζ|
xζy

˙γ

pvpζ,m, ηq,

pwnewpξ, n, τq “ x|pξ, nq|ysxφpξ, nq ´ τy´ 1
2

`2δ

ˆxξy
|ξ|

˙γ

pwpξ, n, τq,

where γ “ 1
2

if we are working in Y s,b spaces and γ “ 0 for Xs,b spaces. Note also that }unew}L2 “ }u}Xs,1{2`δ

(for γ “ 0) and }unew}L2 “ }u}Y s,1{2`δ (for γ “ 1{2). The same happens with v, and with w we have }wnew}L2 “
}w}X´s,1{2´2δ (for γ “ 0) and }wnew}L2 “ }w}

Y
s,1{2´2δ

˚
(for γ “ 1{2). Note that the normalisation of w is different

because w P Y ´s, 1
2

´2δ
˚ . Then, estimate (2.1) reads

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

S

ˆ xξy|ν||ζ|
|ξ|xζyxνy

˙γ |ξ|xpξ, nqys
xpν, kqysxpζ,mqys

punewpν, k, µqpvnewpζ,m, ηq pwnewpξ, n, τq
xτ ´ φpξ, nqy 1

2
´2δxη ´ φpζ,mqy 1

2
`δxµ´ φpν, kqy 1

2
`δ
dσ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

À }unew}L2}vnew}L2}wnew}L2 ,

(2.2)

where we refer to the notation subsection 1.5 for the definition of the set of frequencies S and the measure dσ.

We moreover partition S with the disjoint union S “ SgoodYSbad. We define Sbad to be the subset of S satisfying:

|ν| ď 1

10
,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ζ ` k

2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ξ ´ k

2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 1

10
, m “ n “ ´k

2
,

and |µ´ φpν, kq|, |η ´ φpζ,mq|, |τ ´ φpξ, nq| ď 2048|k|3
(2.3)

up to rearrangement of the triplets pν, k, µq, pζ,m, ηq and pξ, n, τq. We define Sgood “ SzSbad.

The use of Y s,b spaces is only relevant in the region Sbad, which is very small. Thus, in Sgood, we can use the

bound
´

xξy|ν||ζ|
|ξ|xζyxνy

¯γ

|ξ| À xξy for both γ “ 0 and γ “ 1{2. This reduces the proof of (2.2) (and therefore, the proof of

Theorems 1.3 and 1.4) to proving the following proposition.
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Proposition 2.1. We have that for any s ą 1{2:

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

Sgood

xξy ¨ xpξ, n2qys
xpν, k2qysxpζ,m2qys

pupν, k2, µqpvpζ,m2, ηq pwpξ, n2, τqdσ
xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy 1

2
´2δxη ´ φpζ,m2qy 1

2
`δxµ´ φpν, k2qy 1

2
`δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ À }u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 .

(2.4)

Moreover, we have that for s ą 1{2:

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Sbad

|ξ|1{2|ν|1{2|ζ|1{2

xξy1{2xζy1{2xνy1{2

xξy ¨ xpξ, n2qys
xpν, k2qysxpζ,m2qys

pupν, k2, µqpupζ,m2, ηq pwpξ, n2, τqdσ
xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy 1

2
´2δxη ´ φpζ,m2qy 1

2
`δxµ´ φpν, k2qy 1

2
`δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

À }u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 ,

(2.5)

and for any s ą 3{4:

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Sbad

xξy ¨ xpξ, n2qys
xpν, k2qysxpζ,m2qys

pupν, k2, µqpvpζ,m2, ηq pwpξ, n2, τqdσ
xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy 1

2
´2δxη ´ φpζ,m2qy 1

2
`δxµ´ φpν, k2qy 1

2
`δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ À }u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 (2.6)

The advantage of introducing Y s,b spaces can be seen from the statement of this proposition. Note that in Xs,b

spaces we need the estimates (2.4) and (2.6) (which are actually the same estimate, but in regions Sgood and Sbad).

Thus, the only obstruction to obtain X1{2`,b local wellposedness is the region Sbad. The introduction of Y s,b spaces,

motivated by the standard average removal procedure of the periodic case, gives the extra factor
|ξ|1{2|ν|1{2|ζ|1{2

xξy1{2xζy1{2xνy1{2 , and

since one of the frequencies ν, ζ, ξ will be close to 0 in Sbad (see (2.3)), this will give a gain and allow to conclude the

estimate for s ą 1
2

.

2.2 Reduction to the case of comparable frequencies

We start the proof of Proposition 2.1, where the main part will be showing (2.4). First of all, we formulate a version of

estimate (2.4) projected to dyadic frequencies and we show that such estimate suffices to conclude (2.4). Concretely,

let us show that (2.4) is implied by the estimate

N1`s
3 N´s

1 N´s
2

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

ż

Sgood

ˇ̌
ˇ {PN1

QL1
upν, k, µq {PN2

QL2
vpζ,m, ηq {PN3

QL3
wpξ,m, τq

ˇ̌
ˇ dσ

Às,δ,ε N
´ps´1{2q`ε
min }u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 ,

(2.7)

uniformly on the dyadic numbers Ni, Li, for all s ą 1{2 and for δ, ε ą 0 sufficiently small (depending on s). We will

generally omit s, δ, ε on Às,δ,ε and it should be assumed that implicit constants are allowed to depend on those (but

not on anything else). Morevoer, the order of determining those parameters is δ ! ε ! s´ 1{2.

Let us show how to deduce (2.4) from (2.7). Let us call INi,Li
to the left hand side of (2.7). Clearly, (2.7) implies

that

INi,Li
À N´ε

min}PN1
QL1

u}L2}PN2
QL2

v}L2}PN3
QL3

w}L2 , (2.8)

since substituting u by PN1
QL1

u (and analogously v and w) does not change INi,Li
.

Decomposing the integral in (2.4) over dyadic projections, and using (2.8), we obtain that

I :“
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

Sgood

xξy ¨ xpξ, nqys
xpν, kqys ¨ xpζ,mqys ¨ pupν, k, µqpvpζ,m, ηq pwpξ,m, τqdσ

xµ´ φpν, kqy 1
2

`δ ¨ xη ´ φpζ,mqy 1
2

`δ ¨ xξ ´ φpξ, nqy 1
2

´2δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

À
ÿ

Ni,Li

1

L
δ
2

1 L
δ
2

2 L
δ
3

INi,Li
À

ÿ

Ni

N´ε
min

ÿ

L1

}PN1
QL1

u}L2

L
δ
2

1

ÿ

L2

}PN2
QL2

v}L2

L
δ
2

3

ÿ

L3

}PN3
QL3

w}L2

Lδ
3

À
ÿ

Ni

N´ε
min}PN1

u}L2}PN2
v}L2}PN3

w}L2 . (2.9)

In the last line we used Cauchy-Schwarz together with the fact that
ř

Li

1

L
δ{2
i

À 1.
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Now, since the sum in (2.9) is symmetric with respect to u, v,w, it suffices to bound the sum whenN1 ď N2 ď N3.

From pξ, nq “ ´pζ,mq ´ pν, kq, we obtain N3 P tN2, 2N2, 4N2u. Using Cauchy-Schwarz, we have

I À
ÿ

N1

}PN1
u}L2

Nε
1

ÿ

N2

}PN2
v}L2 p}PN2

w}L2 ` }P2N2
w}L2 ` }P4N2

w}L2q

À }u}L2

˜ÿ

N2

}PN2
v}2L2

¸1{2 ˜ÿ

N2

p}PN2
w}L2 ` }P2N2

w}L2 ` }P4N2
w}L2q2

¸1{2

ď }u}L2}v}L2

˜
3

ÿ

N2

`
}PN2

w}2L2 ` }P2N2
w}2L2 ` }P4N2

w}2L2

˘
¸1{2

À }u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 .

Thus, we have concluded the proof of (2.4) from (2.7) for all the dyadic numbers Ni, Li. From now on, we focus on

showing (2.7). We consider the following cases:

1. All N1, N2, N3 ď 128.

2. Nmax ě 256 and Lmax ě 64N3
max.

3. Nmax ě 256, Lmax ď 32N3
max and Nmax ě 8Nmin.

4. All Ni are between Nmin and 4Nmin. Moreover,Nmin ě 64 and Lmax ď 2048N3
min.

It is clear that those cases cover all the possibilities. The first case is trivial and follow from a standard analysis,

common to any dispersive equation. The second and third cases follows from the techniques of Molinet-Pilod [35].

The more challenging will be the last case, since that it contains the resonances, we will need to introduce new

techniques to conclude our bounds. Let us start showing (2.7) for the three first cases.

Remark 2.2. In the reduction from (2.4) to (2.7) we have not used the properties of Sgood at any moment. Thus, this

reduction is also valid for (2.5) and (2.6). That is, for (2.5) it suffices to show

Ns
3N

´s
1 N´s

2

L
1
2

´3δ

3 L
1
2

`δ{2
1 L

1
2

`δ{2
2

ż

Sbad

ˇ̌
ˇ̌xξy1{2|ν|1{2|ξ|1{2|ζ|1{2

xζy1{2xνy1{2
{PN1
QL1

upν, k, µq {PN2
QL2

vpζ,m, ηq {PN3
QL3

wpξ, n, τqdσ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

(2.10)

À N
´ps´1{2q`ε
min }u}L2}u}L2}w}L2 ,

for s ą 1{2 and δ ą 0 sufficiently small. Similarly, instead of showing (2.6), it suffices to show

Ns
3N

´s
1 N´s

2

L
1
2

´3δ

3 L
1
2

`δ{2
1 L

1
2

`δ{2
2

ż

Sbad

ˇ̌
ˇxξy {PN1

QL1
upν, k, µq {PN2

QL2
vpζ,m, ηq {PN3

QL3
wpξ, n, τqdσ

ˇ̌
ˇ

À N
´ps´1{2q`ε
min }u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 ,

(2.11)

for all s ą 3{4 and δ ą 0 sufficiently small. In both cases, the bounds should be uniform in Ni, Li.

2.2.1 Case 1

We want to show (2.7) for 1 ď N1, N2, N3 ď 128. That is, we want to show

ż

Sgood

ˇ̌
ˇ {PN1

QL1
upν, k, µq {PN2

QL2
vpζ,m, ηq {PN3

QL3
wpξ, n, τq

ˇ̌
ˇ dσ

L
1
2

´2δ

3 L
1
2

`δ

2 L
1
2

`δ

1

À }u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 . (2.12)

First of all, note that this estimate is trilinear, so we can assume without loss of generality that }u}L2 “ }v}L2 “
}w}L2 “ 1. The geometric-arithmetic mean inequality (applied to

a
|ab|,

a
|bc| and

a
|ac|) tells us that |abc| À

|ab|3{2 ` |ac|3{2 ` |bc|3{2. Using that, we get that

ż

Sgood

ˇ̌
ˇ {PN1

QL1
upν, k, µq {PN2

QL2
vpζ,m, ηq {PN3

QL3
wpξ, n, τq

ˇ̌
ˇ dσ

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

(2.13)
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À
ż

Sgood

˜
| {PN1

QL1
upν, k, µq|3{2| {PN2

QL2
vpζ,m, ηq|3{2

L
3
4

p1`δq
1 L

3
4

p1`δq
2

` | {PN1
QL1

upν, k, µq|3{2| {PN3
QL3

wpξ, n, τq|3{2

L
3
4

p1`δq
1 L

3
4

´ 9
2
δ

3

` | {PN3
QL3

wpξ, n, τq|3{2| {PN2
QL2

vpζ,m, ηq|3{2

L
3
4

p1`δq
2 L

3
4

´ 9
2
δ

3

¸
dσ

À AuAv `AuAw `AvAw,

where

Au “
ż 256

´256

256ÿ

k“´256

ż

R

1|µ´φpν,kq|ă2L1

L
3
4

´ 9
2
δ

1

|pupν, k, µq|3{2dµdν,

together with the analogous definitions for Av, Aw. Here we are using that Ni ď 128 (and thus any frequency is

smaller than 256). We also used that

|dσ| “ |dνdζdkdmdµdη| “ |dνdξdkdndµdτ | “ |dζdξdmdndηdτ |.

Finally, we have that

Au ď
ż 256

´256

256ÿ

k“´256

ˆż

R

|pupν, k, µq|2dµ
˙3{4 p4L1q 1

4

L
3
4

´ 9
2
δ

1

À }u}3{2
L2 “ 1,

and plugging this into (2.13) we conclude the proof of (2.12).

2.2.2 Case 2

Before treating this case, let us state the following bilinear estimates from [35].

Proposition 2.3 (Molinet - Pilod, [35]). Let N1, N2, L1, L2 be dyadic numbers. We have

}PN1
QL1

uPN2
QL2

v}L2 À mintN1, N2u ¨ mintL1{2
1 , L

1{2
2 u ¨ }PN1

QL1
u}L2}PN2

QL2
v}L2 . (2.14)

Let us assume N1 ě 4N2. Then, we have that

}PN1
QL1

uPN2
QL2

v}L2 À N
1{2
2

N1

L
1{2
1 L

1{2
2 }PN1

QL1
u}L2}PN2

QL2
v}L2 . (2.15)

We want to show (2.7) for the case Nmax ě 256 and Lmax ě 64N3
max. That is, we want to show

ΞNi,Li
:“

ż

Sgood

N1`s
3

Ns
1N

s
2

¨

ˇ̌
ˇ {PN1

QL1
upν, k, µq {PN2

QL2
vpζ,m, ηq {PN3

QL3
wpξ, n, τq

ˇ̌
ˇ dσ

L
1
2

p1`δq
1 L

1
2

p1`δq
2 L

1
2

´3δ

3

À N
´ps´1{2q`ε
min }u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 .

(2.16)

Recall Lmax ě 64N3
max. Observe that

Nmax ă 2Nmin ` 2Nmed ď 4Nmed

Lmax ď |µ| ` |φpν, kq| ď |τ ´ φpξ, nq| ` |φpξ, nq| ` |η ´ φpζ,mq| ` |φpζ,mq| ` |φpν, kq|
ď 2Lmed ` 2Lmin ` p2Nmaxq3 ` p2Nmedq3 ` p2Nminq3

ď 4Lmed ` 24N3
max,

(2.17)

where in the second line we assumed Lmax “ |µ ´ φpν, kq| but the inequality would follow symmetrically for any

other case. With the second inequality and the assumption Lmax ě 64N3
max, we have

`
1 ´ 24

64

˘
Lmax ď 4Lmed, and

therefore:

Lmax ă 8Lmed. (2.18)

12



We can reexpress (2.16) in physical space as:

ΞNi,Li
“ N1`s

3

Ns
1N

s
2L

1
2

p1`δq
1 L

1
2

p1`δq
2 L

1
2

´3δ

3

ż

R

ż

RˆT

PN1
QL1

rupx, tqPN2
QL2

rvpx, tqPN3
QL3

rwpx, tqdxdt, (2.19)

where we use ru to denote F´1 |pu|. We will apply Cauchy-Schwarz to the integral in (2.19) and then use the bilinear

estimate (2.14). We can choose which pair of functions from ru, rv, rw is estimated with the bilinear estimate, so we take

the one corresponding to PNmin
and the one that corresponds to QLmin

(if they are the same, pick any other second

function). We obtain

ΞNi,Li
À N1`s

max

Ns
medN

s
minL

1
2

p1`δq
min L

1
2

p1`δq

med L
1
2

´3δ
max

´
NminL

1{2
min

¯
}PN1

QL1
ru}L2}PN2

QL2
rv}L2}PN3

QL3
rw}L2

À NmaxN
1´s
min

L1´3δ
max

}ru}L2}rv}L2} rw}L2 ď N
3{2
max

N
s´1{2
min N3´9δ

max

}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 ,

where in the second inequality we used Nmed Á Nmax from (2.17) and Lmed Á Lmax from (2.18). In the third

inequality, we used the assumption Lmax ě 64N3
max and the fact that }ru}L2

“ }|pu|}L2 “ }u}L2 . Since s ą 1{2 and δ

is sufficiently small, we conclude (2.16).

2.2.3 Case 3

We write the integral from (2.7) in physical space as:

ΞNi,Li
:“ N1`s

3 N´s
1 N´s

2

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

ż

Sgood

ˇ̌
ˇ {PN1

QL1
upν, k, µq {PN2

QL2
vpζ,m, ηq {PN3

QL3
wpξ,m, τq

ˇ̌
ˇ dσ

ď N1`s
3 N´s

1 N´s
2

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

ż

R

ż

RˆT

PN1
QL1

rupx, tqPN2
QL2

rvpx, tqPN3
QL3

rwpx, tqdxdt. (2.20)

Recall that Nmax ě Nmin, Nmax ě 256 and Lmax ď 32N3
max in this case. We consider two subcases:

• Subcase A. Here, N1

N2
P t1{2, 1, 2u. Given that Nmax ě 8Nmin, we deduce that either N3 “ Nmax or N3 “

Nmin. However, we know that N3 ď 2N1 ` 2N2 (from pξ, nq “ ´pν, kq ´ pζ,mq), and using that N1{N2 P
t1{2, 1, 2u, we deduce N3 ď 6mintN1, N2u. Thus, it cannot be that N3 “ Nmax, since this would contradict

the assumption Nmax ě 8Nmin. Therefore, in subcase A we have that N3 “ Nmin and N1, N2 ě 1
2
Nmax ě

4N3.

• Subcase B. Here, either N1 ě 4N2 or N2 ě 4N1.

Subcase A.

Given that N1 ě 4N3, we can apply equation (2.15) to }PN1
QL1

ruPN3
QL3

rw}L2 . Using also that N1, N2 ě
1
2
Nmax and Cauchy-Schwarz, from (2.20), we obtain:

ΞNi,Li
À N1´s

max

L
1{2`δ{2
1 L

1{2`δ{2
2 L

1{2´3δ
3

N
1{2
min

Nmax

L
1{2
1 L

1{2
3 }PN1

QL1
ru}L2}PN2

QL2
rv}L2}PN3

QL3
rw}L2

À N
1{2´s
max

L
δ{2
1 L

1{2`δ{2
2 L´3δ

3

}u}L2
}v}L2}w}L2 À Nε

max

N
s´1{2
max

}u}L2
}v}L2}w}L2

In the last inequality, we used the assumptionLmax ď 32N3
max, which implies L3δ

3 À N9δ
max À N

1{2´s
max (since s ą 1{2

and that δ is sufficiently small).

Subcase B.
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In this case, N1 ě 4N2 or N2 ě 4N1, so we are in the hypothesis to apply (2.15) to }PN1
QL1

ruPN2
QL2

rv}L2 .

Using that with Cauchy-Schwarz in (2.20), we get

ΞNi,Li
À N1`s

max

L
1{2`δ{2
1 L

1{2`δ{2
2 L

1{2´3δ
3 Ns

1N
s
2

mintN1, N2u1{2L
1{2
1 L

1{2
2

maxtN1, N2u }PN1
QL1

ru}L2}PN2
QL2

rv}L2}PN3
QL3

rw}L2

À mintN1, N2u1{2´s}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 À 1

N
s´1{2
min

}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 ,

where in the last line we used that Nmax À maxtN1, N2u and s ą 1{2.

2.3 Bilinear estimates and frequency decomposition

2.3.1 New bilinear estimates

Before showing (2.7) for case 4, we will introduce some new tools that will be the bulk of the proof. Let us start

showing new bilinear estimates, which are a refinement of Proposition 2.3. Even though we did not give a proof of

Proposition 2.3 (which can be found in the original paper [35]), it is also straightforward to conclude such proof as a

particular case of the proof below.

R

Z

R1

R2

pν0, k0q

pζ0,m0q

θ1 “
a

3ν2

0
` k2

0
« N

θ2

θ1 ´ θ2 ą M

cM

cM

Figure 2: Frequency space representation of Proposition 2.4.

Proposition 2.4. Let M,N,L1, L2 be dyadic numbers with 1 À M ď N
128

. Let R1 and R2 be some squares of side

smaller than cM (for some small constant c) intersected with R ˆ Z. Let P1 and P2 be projections to R1 and R2.

Moreover, let us assume that for any pν, kq P Ri we have that |pν, kq| is between 9
10
N and 10

9
¨ 8N . Then, we have

}P1QL1
uP2QL2

v}L2 À M mintL1, L2u1{2}P1QL1
u}L2}P2QL2

v}L2 . (2.21)
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Let us suppose there exist pν0, k0q P R1 and pζ0,m0q P R2 such that θ1 “
a
3ν20 ` k20 and θ2 “

a
3ζ20 `m2

0 satisfy

|θ1 ´ θ2| ě M . In that case, we have

}P1QL1
uP2QL2

v}L2 À 1

N1{2
L
1{2
1 L

1{2
2 }P1QL1

u}L2}P2QL2
v}L2 . (2.22)

Proof. We have that

{P1QL1
uP2QL2

vp´ξ,´n,´τq

“
ż

R

ÿ

kPZ

ż

R

1pν,kqPR1
1|φpν,kq´µ|ď2L1

pupν, k, µq1p´ξ´ν,´n´kqPR2
1|φp´ξ´ν,´n´kq´p´τ´µq|ď2L2

pvp´ξ ´ ν, n´ k,´τ ´ µqdνdµ

Using Cauchy-Schwarz, we see that

}P1QL1
uP2QL2

v}L2 À sup
τPR,pξ,nqP´R1´R2

|Aτ,ξ,n|1{2}P1QL1
u}L2}P2QL2

v}L2 ,

where Aτ,ξ,n is the set of pν, k, µq such that all the conditions of the 1 inside the integral are satisfied. The rest of

the proof will consist on estimating |Aτ,ξ,n|1{2. Clearly, µ can range over at most OpmintL1, L2uq values, since

|µ ´ φ1| ď 2L1 and |p´τ ´ µq ´ φ2| ď 2L2. Without loss of generality, assume L1 ď L2, so that |Aτ,ξ,n| À
L1| rAτ,µ,ξ,n| where

rAτ,µ,ξ,n “ tpν, kq P R1 s.t. pξ`ν, n`kq P ´R2, |φpξ`ν, n`kq´pτ`µq| ď 2L2, and |µ´φpν, kq| ď 2L1u.

The trivial estimate | rAτ,µ,ξ,n| ď |R1| ď c2M2 yields (2.21). Let us now show (2.22).

Using that |µ ´ φpν, kq| ď 2L1 ď 2L2, summing the last two conditions of rAτ,µ,ξ,n and applying triangular

inequality, we note that rAτ,µ,ξ,n Ă rBτ,ξ,n where

rBτ,ξ,n “ tpν, kq P R1 s.t. pξ ` ν, n` kq P ´R2 and |φpξ ` ν, n` kq ´ φpν, kq ´ τ | ď 4L2u.

Now, for any fixed pξ, nq, we compute

Dpξ, nq “ inf
pν,kqPR1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ B
Bν pφpξ ` ν, n` kq ´ φpν, kqq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

“ inf
pν,kqPR1

ˇ̌
pn ` kq2 ` 3pξ ` νq2 ´ 3ν2 ´ k2

ˇ̌
“ inf

pν,kqPR1

ˇ̌
n2 ` 2kn` 3ξ2 ` 6ξν

ˇ̌
(2.23)

Let us now study | rBτ,ξ,n|. There are À M possible values for k (recall the hypothesisM Á 1). Let us fix one of them.

We know that the set of ν such that pν, kq P R1 and pξ ` ν, n ` kq P ´R2 is some connected interval Ik because the

regionsR1 and ´R2 are squares. We see that pν, kq P rBτ,ξ,n if and only if ν P Ik and |φpξ`ν, n`kq´φpν, kq´τ | ď
4L2. As the derivative of this quantity with respect to ν is greater than Dpξ, nq, we have that the set of ν such that

pν, kq P rBτ,ξ,n has measure at most 8L2

Dpξ,nq . As there are À M possible values for k, we obtain that

sup
τPR,pξ,nqP´R1´R2

| rBτ,ξ,n| À L2M sup
pξ,nqP´R1´R2

1

Dpξ, nq .

Therefore, if we show that infpξ,nqP´R1´R2
Dpξ, nq Á NM , we are done. Let us do that.

For any pξ, nq P ´R1 ´ R2, we let pζ,mq “ ´pξ, nq ´ pν, kq. We have that pζ,mq is in pR1 ` R2q ´ R1 “
R2 ` r´cM, cM s ˆ rcM,´cM s. We call that region rR2, and note that it is a square of side 3cM centered at the same

center as R2.

Rewriting the expression from (2.23) in terms of ν, ζ, k,m, we have

inf
pξ,nqPR1`R2

Dpξ, nq “ inf
pν,kqPR1

pζ,mqP rR2

ˇ̌
ppk `mq2 ` 3pν ` ζq2 ´ 2kpk `mq ´ 6νpν ` ζq

ˇ̌

“ inf
pν,kqPR1

pζ,mqP rR2

ˇ̌
p3ζ2 `m2q ´ p3ν2 ` k2q

ˇ̌
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Now recall every frequency on R1, R2 is bounded by 10
9

¨ 8N . As rR2 is a box centered at the same place as R2

and of side 3cM ď 3c
128

N and c ď 1, we have that any frequency of rR2 is bounded by 10N . Using that the point

pν0, k0, ζ0,m0q satisfies |θ1 ´ θ2| ě M , and noting that |ν ´ ν0| ď cM (and the same for other variables) we have

inf
pξ,nqPR1`R2

Dpξ, nq ě |θ21 ´ θ22 | ´ sup
pν,kqPR1

ˇ̌
3ν2 ` k2 ´ 3ν20 ´ k20

ˇ̌
´ sup

pζ,mqP rR2

ˇ̌
3ζ2 `m2 ´ 3ζ20 ´m2

0

ˇ̌

ě M ¨ pθ1 ` θ2q ´ cM sup
pν,kqPR1

|3ν ` 3ν0| ´ cM sup
pν,kqPR1

|k ` k0|

´ 3cM sup
pζ,mqPR2

|m`m0| ´ 3cM sup
pζ,mqPR2

|3ζ ` 3ζ0|

ě NM ´ 32cM ¨ 10N ě 1

2
NM,

assuming that c ă 1{640. We also used that θ1 ` θ2 ě N because θi ě
?
ν2 ` k2 ě 9N

10
.

2.3.2 Analysis of the resonant set

Let us recall that since we are in case 4, we have that Nmin ď Ni ď 4Nmin, together with Nmin ě 64 and L ď
2048N3

min. Our objective in this subsection is to subdivide the frequency space corresponding to those restrictions.

We have seen in Proposition 2.4 the quantities |θi ´ θj | are of special relevance, since the bilinear estimates depend

on their size. They arise as directional derivatives of ∆ :“ φpν, kq ` φpζ,mq ` φp´ν ´ ζ,´k ´ mq. A difficult

case is when all the directional derivatives of ∆ are small (one can also see this difficulty from trying to apply the

non-stationary phase principle to the Duhamel formulation of the equation). Another relevant case is when ∆ itself

is small, which limits the gain one expects when integrating the solution due to its time oscilations. We will be able

to divide the frequencies in two cases: one where ∆ Á N2
minM and another one where some |θi ´ θj | Á NminM .

These regions will also depend on the dyadic parameterM Á 1 and will have area À NminM
3 in the frequency

space (ν, k, ζ,m). In one case, we will exploit the fact that we are far from space-like resonances (using our bilinear

estimates), and in the other one, the fact that we are far from time-like resonances.

First of all, let us study the σ of this case under the extra condition |θi ´ θj | ď N
1000

. For all this section, we

consider Nmin ě 64 to be fixed and consider:

S0 “ tσ P Sgood s.t. Nmin ď |pν, kq|, |pζ,mq|, |pξ, nq| ď 8Nminu ,

S1 “
"
σ P Sgood s.t. Nmin ď |pν, kq|, |pζ,mq|, |pξ, nq| ď 8Nmin, |θi ´ θj | ď Nmin

1000
@i, j P t1, 2, 3u

*
.

(2.24)

where we recall θ1pσq “
?
3ν2 ` k2 (and similarly θ2, θ3). We note that N “ Nmax « Nmin, however we will work

mostly with Nmin since it will be more convenient.

Lemma 2.5. Let w1, w2, w3 P R2 such that w1 ` w2 ` w3 “ 0. Moreover, assume they are almost of the same size:

|w1| ´ E ď |wi| ď |w1| ` E

for every i and some |E | ă |w1|{100.

Then, we have that

w2 P R˘2π{3pw1q `B, and w3 P R¯2π{3pw1q `B. (2.25)

where ˘ P t1,´1u, ¯ “ ´p˘q and B “ B0p5Eq is a ball of radius 5E centered at the origin. We have denoted with

Rϕ the rotation of ϕ radians on R
2 centered at the origin.

Proof. From our assumptions, we see that

|w3|2 “ | ´ w1 ´ w2|2 “ |w1|2 ` |w2|2 ` 2w1 ¨ w2

16



w1

w2

w3

R2π{3pw1q `B

R´2π{3pw1q `B

2π
3

´ 2π
3

w1 ` w2 ` w3 “ 0

|w1| ´ E ď |wi| ď |w1| ` E

Figure 3: Illustration of Lemma 2.5. The vectors w1, w2 and w3 (shown in blue, red and green respectively) add up to

zero and have approximately equal lengths. w2 and w3 must lie in the dashed balls centered at R˘2π{3pw1q.

We pass |w1|2 subtracting to the left hand side and use that
ˇ̌
|w1|2 ´ |w3|2

ˇ̌
“ ||w1| ´ |w3|| ¨ p|w1| ` |w3|q ď 5

2
|w1|E .

Dividing by 2|w1||w2|, we obtain that
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ w1 ¨ w2

|w1||w2| ` |w2|
2|w1|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 5

4
¨ E

|w2| ď 3

2

E

|w1|
where in the last inequality we use ||w1| ´ |w2|| ď |w1|{100.

Using that ||w1| ´ |w2|| ď E , we get that
ˇ̌
ˇ̌cos>pw1, w2q ´ ´1

2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 2

E

|w1|
Now, we take the function arccos : r´1, 1s Ñ r0, πs on both terms of the absolute value above. Note that both

cos>pw1, w2q and ´1{2 are in the interval r´4{10, 6{10s (using the hypothesis E ď |w1|{100). In that interval, we

have | arccos1pxq| ď 2 so taking arccos can only amplify the distance between cos>pw1, w2q and ´1{2 by a factor of

2. Therefore, ˇ̌
ˇ̌>pw1, w2q ´ 2π

3

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 4

E

|w1| (2.26)

Note that this argument assumes >pw1, w2q P r0, πs in order to have arccos well-defined, so does not discriminate if

the angle is clockwise or counterclockwise. For some choice of sign ˘, we have that

ˇ̌
w2 ´R˘2π{3w1

ˇ̌
ď

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ w2

|w2| |w1| ´R˘2π{3w1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ `

ˇ̌
ˇ̌w2 ´ w2

|w2| |w1|
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “ |w1|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌>pw1, w2q ´ 2π

3

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ` ||w2| ´ |w1||

Thus, for the appropriate choice of ˘, and using (2.26), we get
ˇ̌
w2 ´R˘2π{3w1

ˇ̌
ď 5E

The same can be trivially deduced for w3 since the original problem is symmetric. However, note that the choice of

signs in ˘ for w2 and w3 must be different since w1 ` 2R˘2π{3w1 ‰ 0 unless w1 “ 0. This concludes the desired

result.
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Lemma 2.6. Let C “ 212. Assume that σ P S1, and moreover that mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ě Cmaxt|θi ´ θj |u. Then we

have that

|φpν, kq ` φpζ,mq ` φpξ, nq| ě N2
min

100
mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u. (2.27)

Proof. Note that from σ P S1, we can apply Lemma 2.5 with vectors wi given by p
?
3ν, kq, p

?
3ζ,mq and p

?
3ξ, nq

and E “ Nmin

1000
. Therefore, w2 and w3 correspond to rotations of ˘ 2π

3
radians of w1, up to an error smaller than 5E .

In the px, yq plane, the regions x ě |w1|{2 and x ď ´|w1|{2 cover each of them 2π
3

-radians of the circunference

of radius |w1|. Therefore, of the three points w1, R2π{3w1 and R´2π{3w1, at least one of them is on each area.1 Thus,

at most one of those three points is in the region |x| ă |w1|{2. If we now consider the points w1, w2, w3, which may

differ up to an error of 5E ď 5
100

|w1| from the previous set of three points considered, we see that at most one of those

three points is in the region |x| ă 45
100

|w1|. We obtain that

medt|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ě 45

100
?
3

|w1| ě 2Nmin

10
(2.28)

Now, note that

|φpν, kq ` φpζ,mq ` φpξ, nq| “
ˇ̌
νpθ21 ´ 2ν2q ` ζpθ22 ´ 2ζ2q ` ξpθ23 ´ 2ξ2q

ˇ̌
(2.29)

“
ˇ̌
6νζpν ` ζq ` ζpθ22 ´ θ21q ` ξpθ23 ´ θ21q

ˇ̌

ě 6 ¨ 2Nmin

10

2Nmin

10
mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ´ 16Nminmax |θi ` θj |max |θi ´ θj |

“ 6

25
N2

minmint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ´ 512N2
minmax |θi ´ θj |

In the second equality, we used νθ21 “ ´ζθ21 ´ ξθ21 together with ´2ξ3 “ 2pζ ` νq3. In the third line we used (2.28).

Finally, using our assumption on max |θi ´ θj |, we get

|φpν, kq ` φpζ,mq ` φpξ, nq| ě
ˆ

6

25
´ 512

C

˙
N2

minmint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u,

and plugging in C “ 212 we are done.

Remark 2.7. One can see from the second line of (2.29) that we also have |φpν, kq`φpζ,mq`φpξ, nq| À N2
minmint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u.

We will not use that fact, but it may be helpful to the reader noticing that N2 mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u is basically equal (up

to a constant) to ∆ under the assumption that we are far from space-like resonances (assumption mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ě
Cmaxt|θi ´ θj |u).

The objective of the above lemma is the following. It is difficult to directly study the cubic polynomial φpν, kq `
φpζ,mq ` φp´ν ´ ζ,´k ´mq in R2 ˆ Z2. However, we only need to lower-bound the absolute value of that cubic,

in the case where |θi ´ θj | is small. In that case, Lemma 2.6 tells us that we can look at the much simpler quantity

mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u instead.

Now, we split the set of frequencies S0 with the a dyadic partition. The idea is to consider a process where we

divide M by two at every step until one of the following two stopping conditions is met: either |θi ´ θj | ě 2CM or

|θi ´ θj | ě M . We say that a certain frequency is an M -interaction if the process stops at M . If the first stopping

condition is satisfied, we call it interaction of first kind; otherwise, it is of second kind. If no condition is satisfied, we

keep halving M until one of them is satisfied or we reach a certain minimum value β. We give the rigorous definition

below.

Definition 2.8. Let us define an auxiliary constant C2 “ 512C. For some small parameter β to be fixed later and any

dyadic numberM with β ď M ă Nmin

C2
, we say that some element of S1 is an M -interaction if:

• (Halving process did not stop beforeM ) We have that mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ă 4CM and |θi ´θj | ă 2M for all i, j.

• (Halving process stops at M ) We have that either mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ě 2CM or |θi ´ θj | ě M for some i, j.

1There can be two of them if they are on the boundary of the region
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We say the interaction is of first kind if mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ě 2CM and of second kind otherwise.2 In the extremal case

of the biggest possible M , (Nmin

C2
-interactions) we do not require the first item. Moreover, we also define any element

of S0zS1 to be an Nmin

C2
-interaction of second kind.

We let SM Ă S0 denote the set of M -interactions of S0. We let S1
M and S2

M denote the sets of M -interactions of

first and second kind respectively.

As we will see afterwards, these M -interactions cover the whole set S0 since the cases where mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ζ|u ă
2Cβ and |θi ´ θj | ă β will correspond precisely to Sbad (the set of resonant frequencies that is treated differently).

First, let us note the following Remark and Corollary.

Remark 2.9. Note that for interactions of first kind we can apply Lemma 2.6, since mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ě 2CM and

|θi ´ θj | ă 2M . Therefore, we have (2.27). For interactions of second kind we will apply our bilinear estimates from

Proposition 2.4, as a consequence of our next corolalry.

Corollary 2.10. Suppose that σ is a Nmin

C2
-interaction or that it satisfies the first condition of Definition 2.8. In

particular, this assumption covers the case σ P SM for all dyadic M with β ď M ď Nmin

C2
. Then we have

|ν| “ |pν, kq ´ p0, kq| À M, |pζ,mq ´ p´k{2,´k{2q| À M, |pξ, nq ´ pk{2,´k{2q| À M,

up to some rearrangement of the triplets pν, kq, pζ,mq and pξ, nq.

Proof. First, let us note that the result is trivial for Nmin

C2
-interactions, since all the frequencies are bounded by 8Nmin

and M « Nmin in this case. Thus, let us suppose that the first condition in Definition 2.8 is satisfied.

Without loss of generality, assume that |ν| “ mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u À M . Now, note that Lemma 2.5 can be applied

taking wi to be p
?
3ν, kq, p

?
3ζ,mq, p

?
3ξ, nq. We obtain that

|pζ,mq ´ p´k{2,´k{2q| À
ˇ̌
ˇp

?
3ζ,mq ´R´2π{3p0, kq

ˇ̌
ˇ À

ˇ̌
ˇp

?
3ζ,mq ´R´2π{3p

?
3ν, kq

ˇ̌
ˇ ` |ν| À M

where in the last inequality we used the consequence of Lemma 2.5. We also assumed a sign ´ on ´2π{3. We would

obtain the same bound with `2π{3 rearranging p
?
3ζ,mq and p

?
3ξ, nq. An analogous reasoning gives the bound for

pξ, nq.

Now, we fix β sufficiently small so that all S0 is covered by the M -interactions from Definition 2.8. The only case

that is not covered in Definition 2.8, is the case where mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ă 2Cβ and |θi ´ θj | ă β. Those cases are

covered by the hypothesis of Corollary 2.10 with M “ β{2. Therefore, there exists some small constant β such that,

for any σ P S0 that is not an M -interaction, we have:

|ν| ď 1

10
, |ζ ` k{2| ď 1

10
, |ξ ´ k{2| ď 1

10
, and m “ n “ ´k{2, (2.30)

up to rearranging the pairs pν, kq, pζ,mq and pξ, nq. However, this implies that σ P Sbad, so it is not in S0 (which is

defined as a subset of Sgood). From now on, we just fix β so that (2.30) holds and we have that

S0 “
ď

M

SM (2.31)

where M is assumed to run over powers of 2 between β and Nmin

C2

2.3.3 Division of frequency

The purpose of this section is to divide the set of M -interactions, SM , in products of boxes for which ones we can

either apply Proposition 2.4 or every point satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 2.6. From Corollary 2.10, we know that

any σ P SM satisfies that the three elements pν, kq, pζ,mq and pξ, nq are all at distance À M from one of the lines

p0, tq, p´t{2,´t{2q or pt{2,´t{2q (parametrized by t). Those pairs also have norm between Nmin and 8Nmin. Let us

call RM to that neighbourhood of those three lines, restricted to the circular annulus defined by having norm between

Nmin and 8Nmin. Thus, pν, kq, pζ,mq, pξ, nq are all in RM . We depict RM in Figure 4.

2In particular, note that if both stopping conditions are satisfied simultaneously, that is, mint|ν|, |ζ|, |ξ|u ě 2CM and |θi ´ θj | ě M , we

consider the interaction to be of first kind.
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Nmin

8Nmin

OpMq

p0, tq

p´t{2,´t{2q
pt{2,´t{2q

RM

Figure 4: The region RM (shaded) consists of OpMq-neighborhoods of three lines p0, tq, p´t{2,´t{2q, and

pt{2,´t{2q, restricted to the annulus between radii Nmin and 8Nmin. We also have covered RM with squares of

size cM . In order to improve the clarity of the picture, it is not done at scale, and the covering in squares of length cM

is only done for one of the six connected components of RM
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We can cover RM with a family of OpNmin{Mq squares of size cM ˆ cM that we call B organized with a grid-

like structure, so that any point is just in one square (up to a measure-zero set). Here c is the small constant from

Proposition 2.4. We construct a covering of SM as follows. For any triplet Bp1q, Bp2q, Bp3q P B, we check if there is

any σ P SM with pν, kq P Bp1q, pζ,mq P Bp2q and pξ, nq P Bp3q. If that is the case, we include pBp1q, Bp2q, Bp3qq in

our covering, otherwise not. That way we construct the covering:

SM “
ď

αPΥM

Bp1q
α ˆBp2q

α ˆBp3q
α ˆ St. (2.32)

Here St refers to the triples pµ, η, τq with µ`η`τ “ 0, since we recall that the tuples of SM Ă S0 have also temporal

frequencies as their last components. However, the temporal frequencies will play no role in our decomposition.

We claim that for any box B
p1q
α there are finitely many options for B

p2q
α ˆ B

p3q
α so that B

p1q
α ˆ B

p2q
α ˆ B

p3q
α ˆ St

is in the covering. Indeed, let us call C the implicit constant in Corollary 2.10. Once B
p1q
α is fixed we have that k is

in some interval of size cM determined by B
p1q
α . Call that interval Ik. Then, by Corollary 2.10, ζ, ξ,m, n are all on

some interval of size 2CM around ˘k{2, which itself is in Ik{2. Thus, every coordinate of ζ P Iζ , ξ P Iξ , m P Im,

n P In, where Iζ , Iξ, Im, In are intervals of size 2CM ` cM which depend only on B
p1q
α . Therefore, Iζ ˆ Im or

Iξ ˆ In are covered by some r2C{c ` 1s ˆ r2C{c ` 1s square of cM ˆ cM boxes, meaning there is some absolute

constant C3 “ r2C{c ` 1s4 bounding the quantity of pairs of boxes Bp2q ˆ Bp3q that have a non-empty intersection

with Iζ ˆ Im ˆ Iξ ˆ In. Thus, for any box Bp1q P B, the quantity of times Bp1q appears in the covering (2.32) is

bounded by the absolute constant C3. By an analogous reasoning, the same happens with Bp2q or Bp3q.

Lastly, we classify each set of the partition as follows. If there exists some σ P Bp1q
α ˆB

p2q
α ˆB

p3q
α ˆSt XS0 such

that |θi ´ θj | ě M , we say that set is an interaction of second-kind and we will be in the hypothesis of Proposition

2.4. Otherwise, it is an interaction of first kind. Note that for all σ P S0zS1 we have that |θi ´ θj | ě Nmin

1000
for some

i, j, so we see that all the boxes intersecting S0zS1 are of second kind. Thus, for interactions of first kind, we have

that B
p1q
α ˆB

p2q
α ˆB

p3q
α ˆ St X S0 Ă S1, and we can apply Lemma 2.6.

All in all, we have partitioned S0 so that:

• S0 is covered by SM for M being a dyadic number between β “ Op1q and Nmin

C2
“ OpNminq

• SM is covered by OpNmin{Mq sets of the type B
p1q
α ˆB

p2q
α ˆB

p3q
α ˆ St.

• Each of the boxes B
piq
α appears less than C3 times in the M covering.

• Each of the sets B
p1q
α ˆ B

p2q
α ˆ B

p3q
α ˆ St of the partition is either of type 1 or type 2. If it is of type 2 then

it satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 2.4 after possibly rearranging pupν, k, µq, pvpζ,m, ηq, pwpξ, n, τq. In the

type 1 case, it must happen that all the points satisfy ∆ Á N2
minM for every σ P Bp1q

α ˆB
p2q
α ˆB

p3q
α ˆ St X S0

(by Lemma 2.6).

2.4 Case 4

Now let us show that instead of showing (2.7), it suffices to show

N
1{2
min

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

ż

Sgood

ˇ̌
ˇ {P

B
p1q
α
QL1

upν, k, µq {P
B

p2q
α
QL2

vpζ,m, ηq {P
B

p3q
α
QL3

wpξ,m, τq
ˇ̌
ˇ dσ

Às,δ,ε N
ε{2
min}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 ,

(2.33)

for any dyadicM between β and Nmin

C2
and any α P ΥM . Assume (2.33). Clearly, we can put P

B
piq
α

projections also on

the right hand side, since substituting u with P
B

p1q
α
u does not change the left hand side. Using also that SM is covered

by B
p1q
α ˆB

p2q
α ˆB

p3q
α ˆ St for α P ΥM , and adding up we get that

N1´s
min

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

ż

SM

ˇ̌
ˇ{QL1

upν, k, µq zQL2
vpζ,m, ηq{QL3

wpξ,m, τq
ˇ̌
ˇ dσ Às,δ

N
ε{2
min

N
s´1{2
min

ÿ

αPΥM

}P
B

p1q
α
u}L2}P

B
p2q
α
v}L2}P

B
p3q
α
w}L2
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À N
ε{2
min

N
s´1{2
min

}u}L2

˜ ÿ

αPΥM

}P
B

p2q
α
v}2L2

¸1{2 ˜ ÿ

αPΥM

}P
B

p3q
α
w}2L2

¸1{2

À N
ε{2
min

N
s´1{2
min

}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 ,

where in the last inequality we used that B
piq
α covers at most 10C3 times each point, as α P ΥM . Lastly, adding up

over the OplogNminq possibilities for M between β and Nmin

C2
, we obtain that

N1´s
min

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

ż

S0

ˇ̌
ˇ{QL1

upν, k, µq zQL2
vpζ,m, ηq{QL3

wpξ,m, τq
ˇ̌
ˇ dσ Às,δ,ε

Nε
min

N
s´1{2
min

}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 , (2.34)

which implies (2.7) in case 4, since σ corresponding to that case has to be in S0. Thus, we have reduced case 4 to

show (2.33).

2.4.1 Interactions of first kind

Recall that in interactions of first kind we have that any point ofB
p1q
α ˆB

p2q
α ˆB

p3q
α ˆSt XS0 satisfies the hypothesis

of Lemma 2.6 and therefore |∆| Á N2
minM . Note moreover that

|∆| “ |∆ ` µ ` η ` τ | ď |µ´ φpν, kq| ` |η ´ φpζ,mq| ` |τ ´ φpξ, nq| ď 2L1 ` 2L2 ` 2L3 ď 6Lmax,

and we obtain that Lmax Á N2
minM .

Undoing Fourier Transform (recall ru “ F´1|pu|) and using (2.21) from Proposition 2.4, we get

Ξ :“ N
1{2
min

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

ż

Sgood

ˇ̌
ˇ {P

B
p1q
α
QL1

upν, k, µq {P
B

p2q
α
QL2

vpζ,m, ηq {P
B

p3q
α
QL3

wpξ,m, τq
ˇ̌
ˇ dσ

“ N
1{2
min

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

ż

R

ż

RˆT

P 1
αQL1

rupx, tqP 2
αQL2

rvpx, tqP 3
αQL3

rwpx, tqdxdt

À N
1{2
minL

3δ
max

L
1
2

minL
1
2

medL
1
2
max

MmintL1, L2u1{2}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 . (2.35)

Now, in (2.35), we use that Lmax Á N2
minM and that mintL1, L2u ď Lmed, to obtain

Ξ À N
1{2
minL

3δ
max

M1{2Nmin

M}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 À pM{Nminq1{2 ¨ N9δ
min}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2

À N
ε{2
min}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 ,

where used M À Nmin, Lmax À N3
min and δ ! ε. This concludes the proof of (2.33) for interactions of first kind.

2.4.2 Interactions of second kind

For interactions of second kind, we can use (2.22) from Proposition 2.4 for some pair of the frequencies (the one such

that |θi ´ θj | ě M ). Undoing Fourier Transform (recall ru “ F´1|pu|) and using (2.21), we get

Ξ :“ N
1{2
min

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

ż

Sgood

ˇ̌
ˇ {P

B
p1q
α
QL1

upν, k, µq {P
B

p2q
α
QL2

vpζ,m, ηq {P
B

p3q
α
QL3

wpξ,m, τq
ˇ̌
ˇ dσ

“ N
1{2
min

L
1`δ
2

1 L
1`δ
2

2 L
1
2

´3δ

3

ż

R

ż

RˆT

P 1
αQL1

rupx, tqP 2
αQL2

rvpx, tqP 3
αQL3

rwpx, tqdxdt

À N
1{2
minL

3δ
max

L
1
2

1 L
1
2

2 L
1
2

3

L
1{2
i L

1{2
j

N
1{2
min

}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2

À N9δ
min}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 .

This proves (2.33) in the case of interactions of second kind, since δ ! ε. Thus, we the conclude the proof of (2.7) for

case 4, and therefore we have proven (2.4) from Proposition 2.1.
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2.5 Bad interactions

The objective of this section is to deal with the bad interactions, showing (2.5) and (2.6) in Proposition 2.1. Let us

recall that Sbad is the region where

|ν| ď 1

10
, |ζ ` k{2|, |ξ ´ k{2| ď 1

10
, and m “ n “ ´k{2, (2.36)

and |µ´ φpν, k2q|, |η ´ φpζ,m2q|, |τ ´ φpξ, n2q| ď 2048|k|3

up to rearrangement of pν, kq, pζ,mq and pξ, nq.

Instead of showing (2.5)–(2.6), recall that we can show its frequency localized versions (2.10)–(2.11) from Remark

2.2. Let us note that in Sbad we have that
xξy

xνy¨xζy À 1, Ni « Nmin « N and Lmax ď 2048N3
min À N3. Using that,

we see that in order to show (2.10) it suffices to show:

N´s`9δ

L
1
2

1 L
1
2

2 L
1
2

3

ż

Sbad

ˇ̌
ˇ|ν|1{2|ζ|1{2|ξ|1{2 {PN1

QL1
upν, k, µq {PN2

QL2
vpζ,m, ηq {PN3

QL3
wpξ, n, τqdσ

ˇ̌
ˇ (2.37)

À Nε

Ns´1{2
}u}L2}u}L2}w}L2 , (2.38)

for all s ą 1{2 and δ ą 0 sufficiently small. Similarly, instead of showing (2.11), it suffices to show

N1´s`9δ

L
1
2

1 L
1
2

2 L
1
2

3

ż

Sbad

ˇ̌
ˇ {PN1

QL1
upν, k, µq {PN2

QL2
vpζ,m, ηq {PN3

QL3
wpξ, n, τqdσ

ˇ̌
ˇ À Nε

Ns´1{2
}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 , (2.39)

for s ą 3{4 and δ ą 0 sufficiently small.

Now, since both estimates (2.37)–(2.39) are symmetric with respect to rearrangement of u, v, w, and the region

Sbad is also symmetric with respect to rearrangement of pν, kq, pζ,mq and pξ, nq, we can assume without loss of

generality that we are exactly in the situation of (2.36), with no rearrangement needed there. Using that, we can

further reduce (2.37)–(2.39) to show

N1{2

L
1
2

1 L
1
2

2 L
1
2

3

Ii À Nε{2}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 , (2.40)

where

Ii “
ż

R2

dµdη

ż 1
10

´ 1
10

ż 1
10

´ 1
10

dνdω
ÿ

Nminďkă8Nmin

|ν|γi

ˇ̌
ˇ{QL1

upν, k, µq zQL2
vpω ´ k{2,´k{2, ηq{QL3

wp´ν ´ ω ` k{2,´k{2,´µ´ ηq
ˇ̌
ˇ ,

and γi “ 1{2 for i “ 1 (corresponding to (2.37)) and γi “ 0 for i “ 2 (corresponding to (2.39)). Here, we are using

the change of variables ω ´ k{2 “ ζ, so that |ω| ď 1
10

by (2.36). We use Cauchy-Schwarz in the R2 integral and

obtain that

Ii À
ż 1

10

´ 1
10

ż 1
10

´ 1
10

ÿ

Nminďkă8Nmin

« ˆż

R2

| zQL2
vpω ´ k{2,´k{2, ηq|2|{QL3

wp´ν ´ ω ` k{2,´k{2,´µ´ ηq|2dµdη
˙1{2

ˆż

R2

|{QL1
upν, k, µq|21|η´φpω´k{2,´k{2q|ď2L2

1|η`µ`φp´ν´ω`k{2,´k{2q|ď2L3
dµdη

˙1{2

|ν|γidνdω

ff

where we used the restrictions coming from |η ´ φpζ,mq| ď 2L2 and |τ ´ φpξ, nq| ď 2L3. We see that in the

last integral, for every µ P R, we have that η ranges over an interval of size smaller than mint4L2, 4L3u ď 4Lmed.

Therefore, we have

Ii À
ż 1

10

´ 1
10

ż 1
10

´ 1
10

ÿ

Nminďkă8Nmin

L
1{2
med|ν|γi}pupν, k, µq}L2

µ
}pvpω´k{2,´k{2, ηq}L2

η
} pwp´ν´ω`k{2,´k{2, τq}L2

τ
dνdω

(2.41)
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We compute ∆ in k, ν, ω variables for elements of Sbad:

∆ “ νpν2 ` k2q ` ζpζ2 ` pk{2q2q ` ξpξ2 ` pk{2q2q
“ ν3 ` ζ3 ´ pν ` ζq3 ` νk2 ` ζpk{2q2 ` ξpk{2q2

“ ´3νζpν ` ζq ` 3

4
νk2 “ ´3νp´k{2 ` ωqpν ´ k{2 ` ωq ` 3

4
νk2

“ ´3

4
νk2 ´ 3νωp´k{2q ´ 3νp´k{2qpν ` ωq ` 3

4
νk2 `Op|ν|3 ` |ω|3q

“ 3νωk ` 3

2
kν2 `Op|ν|3 ` |ω|3q.

Given that |ν|, |ω| À 1 and x∆y « x∆ ` 1y, we get that

x∆y « xkν
´
ω ` ν

2

¯
y. (2.42)

Now, we treat Ii in the two cases i “ 1, i “ 2; corresponding to the proof of (2.5) and (2.6).

2.5.1 Bounds on I1

We do dyadic partition of the square r´1{10, 1{10s2 again with respect to pω ` ν
2

q, truncated at Γ “ N´1. Formally,

let Γ be a power of two (of negative exponent) with N´1 ď Γ ď 1 and such that Γ ď
ˇ̌
ω ` ν

2

ˇ̌
ă 2Γ, or in the case

Γ “ N´1 simply
ˇ̌
ω ` ν

2

ˇ̌
ă 2N´1. Let AΓ be the points pν, ωq P r´1{10, 1{10s2 with that associated value of Γ.

From (2.42), we get that

x∆y Á N |ν|Γ. (2.43)

This clearly holds for Γ ą N´1 because Γ «
ˇ̌
ω ` ν

2

ˇ̌
, but note it also holds Γ “ N´1 because the right hand side

above is smaller than 1. Combining (2.43) with

∆ “ ∆ ´ µ ´ η ´ τ ď |φpν, kq ´ µ| ` |φpζ,mq ´ η| ` |φpξ, nq ´ τ | ď 6Lmax (2.44)

we deduce

|ν|1{2 À L
1{2
max

N1{2Γ1{2
. (2.45)

Now, we split the integrals I1 “ ř
Γ

ř
k I

k,Γ
1 according to the values of k and Γ. From (2.45), we have the bound

I
k,Γ
1 À L

1{2
maxL

1{2
med

N1{2Γ1{2

ż

AΓ

}pupν, k, µq}L2
µ

}pvpω ´ k{2,´k{2, ηq}L2
η
} pwp´ν ´ ω ` k{2,´k{2, τq}L2

τ
dνdω

À L
1{2
maxL

1{2
med

N1{2Γ1{2

˜ż ´ 1
10

´ 1
10

}pupν, k, µq}L2
µ

ż ´ 1
10

´ 1
10

1pν,ωqPAΓ
dωdν

¸1{2

(2.46)

¨
ˆż

AΓ

}pvpω ´ k{2,´k{2, ηq}2L2
η
} pwp´ν ´ ω ` k{2,´k{2, τq}2L2

τ
dνdω

˙1{2

Now, observe that for any fixed ν P r´1{10, 1{10s, the set of ω satisfying |ω ` ν{2| ď 2Γ is an interval of size 4Γ.

Therefore, the integral of 1pν,ωqPAΓ
along the dω direction is bounded by 4Γ. Therefore, we obtain

I
k,Γ
1 À L

1{2
maxL

1{2
med

N1{2
}pupν, k, µq}L2

ν,µ
}pvpζ,´k{2, ηq}L2

ζ,η
} pwpξ,´k{2, τq}L2

ξ,τ

Lastly, adding with respect to Γ and k, and noting that there are OplogpNqq possible values of Γ, we get

I1 “
8Nÿ

k“N

ÿ

Γ

I
k,Γ
1 À L

1{2
maxL

1{2
med logpNq
N1{2

8Nminÿ

k“Nmin

}pupν, k, µq}L2
ν,µ

}pvpζ,´k{2, ηq}L2
ζ,η

} pwpξ,´k{2, τq}L2
ξ,τ
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À L
1{2
maxL

1{2
med logpNq
N1{2

˜
8Nminÿ

k“Nmin

}pupν, k, µq}2L2
ν,µ

¸1{2 ˜
8Nminÿ

k“Nmin

}pvpζ,´k{2, ηq}2L2
ζ,η

¸1{2

max
Nminďkď8Nmin

} pwpξ,´k{2, τq}L2
ξ,τ

À L
1{2
maxL

1{2
med logpNq
N1{2

}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2

This shows (2.40) for I1, for s ą 1{2 and δ ą 0 sufficiently small, concluding the proof of (2.5).

2.5.2 Bounds on I2

The procedure is similar to before, but we need to do a different partition of the region. The reason is that we no longer

have the factor |ν|1{2, so the problematic region is the case where νpω`ν{2q is small (rather than ω`ν{2 being small

as before). Thus, we let Θ to be the dyadic value such that Θ ď |νpω ` ν{2q| ď 2Θ truncated at Θ “ N´1 (so we

only ask for |νpω` ν{2q| ď 2N´1 in the case Θ “ N´1). We divide the square r´1{10, 1{10s accordingly in regions

BΘ. We also divide the integral I2 “
ř

k

ř
Θ I

k,Θ
2 according to the values of k and Θ.

Let us also note that the measure of tν s.t. pν, ωq P BΘu is bounded by 10Θ1{2 uniformly in ω. The reason is that,

if |νpω ` ν{2q| ď 2Θ, it must happen that either |ν| ď p2Θq1{2 or that |ω ` ν{2| ď p2Θq1{2. From (2.41), using

Cauchy-Schwarz, we have:

I
k,Θ
2 À

ż

BΘ

L
1{2
med}pupν, k, µq}L2

µ
}pvpω ´ k{2,´k{2, ηq}L2

η
} pwp´ν ´ ω ` k{2,´k{2, τq}L2

τ
dνdω

À L
1{2
med

˜ż 1
10

´ 1
10

ż 1
10

´ 1
10

}pvpω ´ k{2,´k{2, ηq}2L2
η
1BΘ

pν, ωqdνdω
¸1{2

¨
ˆż

BΘ

}pupν, k, µq}2L2
µ

} pwp´ν ´ ω ` k{2,´k{2, τq}2L2
τ
dνdω

˙1{2

À L
1{2
medΘ

1{4}pupν, k, µq}L2
ν,µ

}pvpζ,´k{2, ηq}L2
ζ,η

} pwpξ,´k{2, τq}L2
ξ,τ

(2.47)

Now, from (2.42) that x∆y « NΘ, and using (2.44), we get that Θ À Lmax

N
. Using that in (2.47), together with the

fact that there are OplogpNqq possible values for Θ (takes dyadic values between N´1 and 1) we get

I2 “
8Nminÿ

k“Nmin

ÿ

Θ

I
k,Θ
2 À L

1{2
medL

1{4
max logpNq
N1{4

8Nminÿ

k“Nmin

}pupν, k, µq}L2
ν,µ

}pvpζ,´k{2, ηq}L2
ζ,η

} pwpξ,´k{2, τq}L2
ξ,τ

À L
1{2
medL

1{4
max logpNq
N1{4

˜
8Nminÿ

k“Nmin

}pupν, k, µq}2L2
ν,µ

¸1{2 ˜
8Nminÿ

k“Nmin

}pvpζ,´k{2, ηq}2L2
ζ,η

¸
max

Nminďkď8Nmin

} pwpξ,´k{2, τq}L2
ξ,τ

À L
1{2
medL

1{4
max logpNq
N1{4

}u}L2}v}L2}w}L2 .

We see that (2.40) is satisfied for I2 as long as s ą 3{4 and δ ą 0 is sufficiently small. This concludes the proof of

(2.6)

2.6 Proof of Theorem 1.5

The counterexamples to the inequalities in (1.7) are based on the bad interactions that we have seen in the previous

subsection. We fix some N large. We will work with k “ N , m “ n “ ´N{2. We will also assume functions that

are close to linear solutions, meaning they are supported on |µ ´ φ1| ď C and |η ´ φ ´ 2| ď C for some constant C,

independent of N , to be fixed later. We recall the variable ω “ ζ ` N{2, and define ρ “ ξ ´ N{2. We will work in

the regime |ν|, |ω|,ď 1, so that |ρ| “ | ´ ν ´ ω| ď 2. We define

pupν, k, µq “ 1k“N1R1
pνq1|µ´φ1|ďC , pv

ˆ´N
2

` ω,m, η

˙
“ 1m“´N{21R2

pωq1|η´φ2|ďC .
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From now on, we assume k “ N and m “ ´N{2 and remove those conditions from the definitions of u, v. We take

the regions R1, R2 Ă r´1, 1s to be fixed later.

We have that

´i {Bxpuvq pξ,´n,´τq “ ´ξ
ż

R1

1R2
p´ρ´ νq

ż φ1`1

φ1´1

1|´µ´τ´φ2|ďCdµdν

where ρ “ N{2 ´ ξ. We also notice that the right hand side is positive since ξ “ ´N{2 ´ ρ « ´N{2. It is clear that

when |µ´ φ1| ď C{2 and | ´ φ1 ´ φ2 ´ τ | ď C{2 the condition on the last integral is satisfied. Therefore, we obtain

the lower bound

´i {Bxpuvqp´ρ ´N{2,´n,´τq ě N

4

ż

R1

1R2
p´ρ´ νq1|´τ´φ1´φ2|ďCdν

Now, we focus on evaluating the left hand side for |rτ | ă 1. In that case, the rightmost indicator function in the integral

above is bounded by 1|φ1`φ2`φ3|ďC´1. We also recall (2.42), we have: x∆y « xNνpω ` ν{2qy. We now fix C

sufficiently large so that the last condition inside the integral is implied by N |ν||ω ` ν{2| ď 1. Therefore, we obtain

´i {Bxpuvqp´pN{2 ` ρq,´n2,´τq ě N

4
1|rτ |ď1

ż

R1

1R2
p´ρ´ νq1|ν|¨|ρ`ν{2|ď1{Ndν

In particular, takingR1 “ r´N´1{2, N´1{2s andR2 “ r´N´1{2, N´1{2s, we obtain that the integral above is greater

than N´1{2 for |ρ| ď N´1{2. That yields }Bxpuvq}Xs,b Á N´1{4NsN1{2 “ Ns`1{4, while u, v have norms with

product N2s|R1|1{2|R2|1{2 “ N2s´1{2. We see that the inequality Ns`1{4 À N2s´1{2 breaks for s ă 3{4 by taking

N sufficiently large. That concludes the counterexample for Xs,b spaces

In the case of Y s,b spaces, we take R1 “ 1
2

` r´ 1
2N
, 1
2N

s and R2 “ ´ 1
4

` r´ 1
N
, 1
N

s. That way, }u}Y s,b}v}Y s,b «
N2s´1. We also see that when ρ P 1

4
` r´ 1

2N
, 1
2N

s and ν P R1, we have both that ´ρ´ν P R2 and |ν| ¨ |ρ`ν{2| ď 1.

Therefore, if, we have that

´i {Bxpuvqp´pN{2 ` ρq,´n2,´τq ě 1

4
1|rτ |ď11ρP 1

4
`r´ 1

2N
, 1
2N

s.

This implies }Bxpuvq}Y s,b Á N´1{2`s. Since N´1{2`s À N2s´1 only holds for s ě 1{2, we deduce that second

inequality from (1.7) must fail for s ă 1{2.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.8

Let us recall from the introduction that the proof of Theorem 1.8 follows from the inequalities in (1.14). Before de-

scribing the organization of the section, let us split the inequalities from (1.14) according to the different contributions

to the Zs,b norm.

First, similarly to the deterministic case, we choose b “ 1
2

`δ, and recall that δ will be sufficiently small depending

of α, s. We start by removing some of the time localizations in (1.14). Indeed, notice that the estimates in (1.14) can

be deduced from

}Bx1
pvwq}

Z
s,´ 1

2
`2δ À }v}

Z
s, 1

2
`δ}w}

Z
s, 1

2
`δ ,

››Bx1
pvSptquω0,rq

››
Z

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

T

À }v}
Z

s, 1
2

`δ

T

,

››Bx1
ppSptquω0,rq2q

››
Z

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

T

À 1, @v, w P Zs, 1
2

`δ

T ,
(3.1)

by applying (3.1) to some v1, w1 P Zs, 1
2

`δ , extensions of v, w, such that }v1}
Z

s, 1
2

`δ ď 2}v}
Z

s, 1
2

T

and }w1}
Z

s, 1
2

`δ ď
2}w}

Z
s, 1

2
`δ

T

(such extensions exists by definition of the space, see (1.5)).

First, let us focus on the first inequality in (3.1). Using the definition of Zs,b norm, we see that for s ą 1{2 the

inequality follows from the deterministic estimate (equation (1.7)) combined with the following L8 estimate:

}xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy´ 1
2

`2δ {xBxypuvq}L8
ξ,n2

pL2
τ q À }u}

Z
s, 1

2
`δ}v}

Z
s, 1

2
`δ . (3.2)
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We recall that xBxy is the operator with Fourier multiplier xξy which already includes the weight
xξy
|ξ| (applied to

a derivative Bx). We stress that our notation L8
ξ,n2

pL2
τ q means that the L2

τ norm is performed first, and the L8
ξ,n2

afterwards.

Now, we focus on the other two estimates from (3.1), expressing those estimates in terms of uω0 , before taking the

real part. Using that φpξ, n2q is odd with respect to the first variable, we have that SptqĎuω0 “ ĞSptquω0 . Therefore

Bx1
ppSptquω0,rq2q “ 1

2
Bx1

“
pSptquω0 q2

‰
` Bx1

“
pSptquω0 qp ĞSptquω0 q

‰
` 1

2
Bx1

“
p ĞSptquω0 q2

‰
,

Bx1
pvSptquω0,rq “ Bx1

pvSptquω0 q ` Bx1

`
vSptqĎuω0

˘
.

so that we can reduce the last two estimates in (3.1) to the estimates:

}Bx1
pvSptquω0 q}

Z
s,´ 1

2
`2δ

T

À }v}Zs,b @v P Zs, 1
2

`δ,

››Bx1
ppSptquω0 q2q

››
Z

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

T

À 1,
››Bx1

pSptquω0 ĞSptquω0 q
››
Z

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

T

À 1.
(3.3)

With respect to the first estimate, the main part is the one corresponding to the Y s,b part of the Zs,b norm, which is

proved in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Fix α ă 25
26

and s ą 1{2. There exists δ ą 0 sufficiently small such that

}Bx1
pvSptquω0 q}

Y
s,´ 1

2
`2δ

T

À }v}
Z

s, 1
2

`δ @v P Zs, 1
2

`δ (3.4)

for almost every ω. The implicit constant in À is allowed to depend on our parameters and ω, but not on v.

Combining this Proposition with the L8 estimate:
›››xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy´ 1

2
`2δ

Fx,t rχptqxBx1
ypvSptquω0 qs

›››
L8

ξ,n2
pL2

τ q
À }v}

Z
s, 1

2
`δ @v P Zs, 1

2
`δ, (3.5)

we deduce the first estimate of (3.3). Here, χptq is a cut-off function with value 1 on r0, T s.
With respect to the bounds on the second line of (3.3), we also note by the Fourier definition of the Zs, 1

2
`δ spaces

that:

}BxF }
Z

s, 1
2

`δ À }BxF }
Y

s, 1
2

`δ`}xτ´φpξ, n2qyb {xBxyF }L8
ξ,n2

pL2
τ q À }xBxyF }

X
s, 1

2
`δ`}xτ´φpξ, n2qy 1

2
`δ {xBxyF }L8

ξ,n2
pL2

τ q

Thus, the second line of (3.3) reduces to
››xBx1

yppSptquω0 q2q
››
X

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

T

À 1,
››xBx1

ypSptquω0 ĞSptquω0 q
››
X

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

T

À 1, (3.6)

and ›››xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy´ 1
2

`2δ
Fx,t

“
xBx1

yppχptqSptquω0 q2q
‰›››

L8
ξ,n2

pL2
τ q

À 1,

›››xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy´ 1
2

`2δ
Fx,t

“
xBx1

ypχptqSptquω0 ĞχptqSptquω0 q
‰›››

L8
ξ,n2

pL2
τ q

À 1.
(3.7)

Lastly, we note that (3.6) holds almost surely as long as it holds in L2
ω. The argument is the following one. If

EωpF pωq2q ď C, Markov inequality ensures that F pωq2 ď C
γ

unless in an exceptional set of probability at most γ. In

particular, the probability of the set of ω where F pωq Àω 1 has to be 1, since otherwise we would get contradiction

for some sufficiently small γ.

We now state the needed estimates as Propositions

Proposition 3.2. Fix α ă 25
26

and s ą 1{2. There exists δ ą 0 sufficiently small such that

Eω

ˆ››xBx1
yppSptquω0 q2q

››2
X

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

T

˙
À 1, and Eω

ˆ››xBx1
ypSptquω0 ĞSptquω0 q

››2
X

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

T

˙
À 1. (3.8)

Proposition 3.3. Fix α ă 25
26

and s ą 1{2. There exists δ ą 0 sufficiently small such that. We have the L8 estimates

(3.2), (3.5) and (3.7).

All in all, we have reduced the proof of Theorem 1.8 to show Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3. The organization

of this Section is as follows. Each subsection of this section corresponds to the proof of one of those Propositions,

starting with Proposition 3.2, then Proposition 3.1 and lastly Proposition 3.3.
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3.1 Proof of Proposition 3.2

The objective of this section is to show Proposition 3.2. Recall that the notation here is slightly different from Section

2, since k,m, n, P Z2, where the first component refers to the integer frequency, while we keep ν, ζ, ξ for the real first

component of the frequency. We also recall rν “ ν ´ k1 P r´1, 1s (and analogously rζ, rξ), so that when we are looking

at Pku0 the frequency can be expressed as pν, k2q “ prν, 0q ` k P R ˆ Z. We have

{Sptquω0 pζ,m2, νq “ gmpωq
xmyα zmprζqδpη ´ φ2q

where we recall that tgωmumPZ2 are iid Gaussians, φ2 “ φpζ,m2q and we have defined

zmprζq “ xmyα ¨ {Pmu0pm1 ` rζ,m2q. (3.9)

We also recall that Pm was defined in the introduction as a projection to frequencies on the segment from pm1´1,m2q
to pm1 ` 1,m2q such that f “ ř

mPZ2 Pmf . From our generic assumption on u0, we obtain that }zm}L8 “ cm À 1

uniformly on m.

We have

Fx,t

“
xBx1

yppSptquω0 q2q
‰

p´ξ,´n2,´τq

“ ´ixξy
ż

S
n,ξ

gkpωq
xkyα

gmpωq
xmyα zmprζqzkprνq

ż

R

δp´τ ´ η ´ φ1qδpη ´ φ2qdηdσn,ξ

“ ´ixξy
ż

S
n,ξ

gkpωq
xkyα

gmpωq
xmyα zmprζqzkprνqδp´τ ´ φ1 ´ φ2qdσn,ξ.

We are also denoting φ1 “ φpν, k2q “ φp´ξ ´ ζ,´n2 ´m2q.

Since we will be looking at a norm localised in time, we can multiply by any function which is 1 on r0, T s, as the

smooth cutoff χptq. We take χ to be even and denote as hpτq its Fourier Transform (which is real, even and decays

exponentially fast). We have

Fx,t

“
χptqxBx1

yppSptquω0 q2q
‰

p´ξ,´n2,´τq “ xξy
ż

S
n,ξ

gkpωq
xkyα

gmpωq
xmyα zkprνqzmprζqhp´τ ´ φ1 ´ φ2qdσn,ξ.

The Xs,´ 1
2

`2δ norm squared of xBx1
ypχptqpSptquω0 q2q is given by

}xBx1
ypχptqpSptquω0 q2q}2

X
s,´ 1

2
`2δ

“
ż

τ

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

xny2s ¨ xξy2
x´τ ` φ3y1´4δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

S
n,ξ

gkpωqgmpωq
xkyα ¨ xmyα zkprνqzmprζqhp´τ ´ φ1 ´ φ2qdσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

À
ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

xny2sxn1y2
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

S
n,ξ

gkpωqgmpωq
xkyα ¨ xmyα zkprνqzmprζqhprτ ` ∆qdσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon
I

, (3.10)

where we recall ´∆ “ φ1 ` φ2 ` φ3 and that h is even.

In order to show Proposition 3.2, it suffices to bound (3.10), which we rewrite as:

Eω

´
}xBx1

ypχptqpSptquω0 q2q}2
X

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

¯
À

ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

xny2sxn1y2EωpIn,ξq (3.11)

where

EωpIn,ξq “
ż

S
n,ξ

ż

S
n,ξ

Eωpgkpωqgmpωqgk1 pωqgm1 pωqq
xkyαxmyαxk1yαxm1yα hprτ ` ∆qzkprνqzmprζqhprτ ` ∆1qzk1 prν1qzm1 prζ 1qdσn,ξdσ

1
n,ξ

(3.12)

Here n2, ξ are fixed and ν, ζ,m, k,∆ are obtained from σn,ξ P Sn,ξ
as usual, while ν1, ζ 1,m1, k1,∆1 are obtained from

σ1
n,ξ P Sn,ξ

.
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Now, when studying EωpIn,ξq, there are three possibilities on which the expectation of the product of Gaussians

is not zero, corresponding to the three possible pairings among tk,m, k1,m1u. The three possibilities are pk,mq “
pk1,m1q, pk,mq “ pm1, k1q and pk, k1q “ ´pm,m1q (those are not exclusive, some special cases fall on more than one

possibility).

Remark 3.4. In any case where pk, k1q “ ´pm,m1q, since k ` m ` n “ p´rν ´ rζ ´ rξ, 0q, we have that |n| ď 3,

which allows an easy treatment of this interaction that we show now. Let Υ be the contribution of (3.11) from the case

xny ď C for some universal constant C (in particular, this includes pk, k1q “ ´pm,m1q). We use that }zk}L8 ď 1.

Moreover, since 2 ´ 2pb` δq “ 1 ´ 4δ multiply and divide by xrτy5δ for integrability purposes. We get:

Υ À
ż

R

drτ
xrτy1`δ

Cÿ

n2“´C

ż C

´C

dξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

S
n,ξ

dσn,ξ

xmy2α |hprτ ` ∆q|xrτy5δ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

À
ˆż

R

drτ
xrτy1`δ

˙
sup

rτ

Cÿ

n2“´C

ż C

´C

dξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

S
n,ξ

|hprτ ` ∆q|xrτy5δ
xmy2α dσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

À sup
rτ

˜ ÿ

m2PZ

1

xm2y2α
Cÿ

n2“´C

ż C

´C

dξ

ż

S
n,m2,ξ

|hprτ ` ∆q|xrτy5δdσn,m2,ξ

¸2

À sup
rτ,n2,m2

1

xm2y20δ

˜ż C

´C

dξ

ż

S
n,m2,ξ

1

xrτ ` ∆y2 x∆y5δdσn,m2,ξ

¸2

À sup
rτ,n2,m2

1

xm2y20δ
ˆż

R

dζxmy15δ
ż

S
n2,m2,ζ

1´CďξďC

dσn2,m2,ζ

xrτ ` ∆y2
˙2

,

where we used |hpxq| À xxy´2 (decays fast), α ą 1{2, and |∆| À xmy3 (given that xny À 1, we have that xmy is the

size of the maximum frequency, up to a constant).

Now, we consider two cases. If |ζ| ă 10C, then both integrals above run over regions of size OpCq, and N À
xm2y, so we simply bound Υ À xm2y´5δ À 1.

If |ζ| ě 10C, using that |n2|, |ξ| ď C, we know that

θ1 ´ θ3 “
a
3pξ ` ζq2 ` pn2 `m2q2 ´

b
3ξ2 ` n2

2 « Nmax.

Thus, from the following Corollary 3.6, we see that the double integral is bounded by
ş
dζ 1

N2
max

À 1
Nmax

, and we get

that Υ À N15δ´1 À 1.

Thus, from now on, we may assume implicitly that N3 is sufficiently large (in particular,N is sufficiently large).

We now continue our discussion with the bounds on (3.12) in the case where pk,mq “ pk1,m1q. The case pk,mq “
pm1, k1q is analogous since EωIn,ξ is invariant under the change pm1, rζ 1q Ø pk1, rν1q, so we can consider pk,mq “
pk1,m1q without loss of generality. Thus

Eω

´
}xBx1

yppSptquω0 q2q}2
X

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

¯

À 1 `
ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

xny2sxn1y2
ÿ

m

1

xky2α ¨ xmy2α
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

S
n,m,ξ

hprτ ` ∆qzkprνqzmprζqdσn,m,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

À 1 `
ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

xny2sxn1y2
ÿ

m

1

xky2α ¨ xmy2α
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

S
n,m,ξ

hprτ ` ∆qdσn,m,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

(3.13)

where we used the fact that }zk}L8 À 1 uniformly on k. Now, we will divide the expression above in dyadic

frequencies.

Now, let us recall the dyadic parametersM3,M2, that measure |θ1 ´ θ2| and |θ1 ´ θ3| respectively. We also recall

N
1{2
˚i {N « Mi,min ď Mi À N . In particular, there are OplogpNqq possible values for each Mi. We will consider ι to

be a tuple containing all the Ni, N˚i, Mi. Similarly the Sι sets, (or the restricted versions like S
n,m,ξ

ι ) correspond to

the restriction of the original S set to those tuples that are consistent with the dyadic values dictated by ι.
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Splitting (3.13) in terms of ι:

}xBx1
yppSptquω0 q2q}2

X
s,´ 1

2
`2δ

À 1 `
ÿ

ι

N2
˚3N

2s
3 logpNq

N2α
1 N2α

2

ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

ÿ

n

ż

rξ

ÿ

m

˜ż

S
n,m,ξ

ι

|hprτ ` ∆q|dσn,m,ξ

¸2

.

(3.14)

Note that k,m, n, rξ need to run over the sets described Ni, N˚i,Mi as well (not just rζ, rν) since otherwise we would

have S
n,m,ξ

ι “ H, making the contribution zero.

Lemma 3.5. Fix some dyadic numbers given by the tuple ι “ pNi, N˚i,Miq3i“1, and some λ P R, δ ą 0. Assume that

either M3 ą M3,min or N˚3 ‰ 1. For any fixed ξ, n2,m2, we have:

ż

S
n2,m2,ξ

ι

1

xλ´ ∆qy1`δ
dσn2,m2,ξ Àδ

1

NM3

(3.15)

where the implicit constant inside À is independent of λ. Note that the same bound holds integrating over S
n,m2,ξ

,

given that S
n,m2,ξ Ă S

n2,m2,ξ
.

Proof. We have that n1 P ttξu, rξsu, so let us fix n1 to be one of those two values (which will be treated in the same

way), and show the bound for n1 fixed.

We can write ∆ in terms of n2,m2, ξ, ζ as

∆ “ ζpζ2 `m2
2q ` ξpξ2 ` n2

2q ´ pζ ` ξq
`
pζ ` ξq2 ` pn2 `m2q2

˘
.

Thus, one can write Bζ∆ in terms of ξ, n2,m2 as:

Bζ∆ “ 3ζ2 `m2
2 ´ 3pξ ` ζq2 ´ pn2 `m2q2 “ θ22 ´ θ21.

We can clearly assume S
n,m2,ξ

ι ‰ H, and in such case we must have we have θ1 ` θ2 Á N1 ` N2 Á Nmax. Since

θ1 ` θ2 À N , we get that

|Bζ∆| « N |θ1 ´ θ2|. (3.16)

Now, we use the coordinate ζ to parametrize σn,m2,ξ P Sn,m2,ξ

ι . We can obtain the other frequencies from σn,m2,ξ

noting that k2 “ ´n2 ´m2, ν “ ´ξ ´ ζ, and k1 P ttζu, rζsu. The two options for k1 are treated in the same way, so

let us show the Lemma assuming k1 “ tζu. We define the interval In,m2,ξ
ι to be the interval where ζ ranges as σn,m2,ξ

ranges over S
n,m2,ξ

ι . The proof of (3.15) can be reduced to prove

ż

I
n,m2,ξ
ι

|hpλ´ ∆q|dζ À 1

NM3

(3.17)

Let us start with the caseM3 ą M3,min « N
1{2
˚3 {N , on which (3.16) yields |Bζ∆| « NM3. For any fixed a, b P R,

a ă b, we estimate the measure of the subset of In,m2,ξ
ι where ∆ P pa, bq. Call that set Spa,bq. Moreover, since Bζ∆

will change signs at most two times (it is a second degree polynomial), we can divide R in three intervals I1, I2, I3
such that ∆ is monotone with respect to ζ. Without loss of generality let us assume ∆ is increasing on I1 and let us

estimate |Spa,bq X I1|. We know that ∆ is increasing in I1 and its derivative is Á NM3 in Spa,bq X I1. Thus, letting

ℓ, r be the left and right endpoints of Spa,bq X I1, we have that ∆|ζ“r ´ ∆|ζ“ℓ Á NM3|Spa,bq X I1|. However, that

difference is at most b ´ a, since ∆ P pa, bq when ζ P Spa,bq. Therefore, we conclude that |Spa,bq X I1| À b´a
NM3

.

Reasoning analogously for I2, I3, we conclude

|Spa,bq| À b´ a

NM3

(3.18)

Now, using that |hpxq| À xxy´2 (it decays rapidly), we can write

ż

I
n,m2,ξ
ι

xhpλ´ ∆qy´1´δdζ À
ż

Spλ´1,λ`1q

dζ

xλ´ ∆y1`δ
`

8ÿ

j“0

ż

Spλ`2j ,λ`2j`1q

dζ

xλ´ ∆y1`δ
(3.19)
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`
8ÿ

j“0

ż

Spλ´2j ,λ´2j`1q

dζ

xλ´ ∆y1`δ

À |Spλ´1,λ`1q| `
8ÿ

j“0

|Spλ`2j ,λ`2j`1q|
2p1`δqj

`
8ÿ

j“0

|Spλ´2j`1,λ´2jq|
2p1`δqj

À 1

NM3

`
8ÿ

j“0

2j

NM32p1`δqj
Àδ

1

NM3

where we used (3.18) to get the first expression of the last line.

Now, we need to treat the caseM3 “ M3,min, in which we haveN˚3 ą 1. Let us estimate Spa,bq forN˚3 ą 1, with

the same definition of Spa,bq as in the previous case. Let us work on a region I1 where both ∆ and Bζ∆ are monotonic

(there are À 1 such regions since ∆ is a third degree polynomial). Note that we have|B2
ζ∆| “ |6ζ`6pξ´ ζq| “ |6ξ| ě

6, since N˚3 ą 1.

Now, let ℓ, r be the left and right endpoints of Spa,bq X I1 respectively. In particular, the signs of Bζ∆ and B2
ζ∆ are

constant in pℓ, rq Ă I1. If Bζ∆ has the same sign as B2
ζ∆, we have that for x P I1 X Spa,bq,

ˇ̌
ˇBζ∆|ζ“x

ˇ̌
ˇ ě

ˇ̌
ˇ̌Bζ∆|ζ“ℓ `

ż x

ℓ

B2
ζ∆dζ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ě

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż x

ℓ

B2
ζ∆dζ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ Á N˚3px´ ℓq

If Bζ∆ has different sign from B2
ζ∆, we can bound

ˇ̌
ˇBζ∆|ζ“x

ˇ̌
ˇ ě

ˇ̌
ˇ̌Bζ∆|ζ“r ´

ż r

x

B2
ζ∆dζ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ě

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż r

x

B2
ζ∆dζ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ Á N˚3pr ´ xq

Both the integrals of x ´ ℓ and r ´ x between rℓ, rs are given by
pr´ℓq2

2
. Therefore, independently of the choice of

signs and using that Bζ∆ has constant sign:

ˇ̌
∆|ζ“r ´ ∆|ζ“ℓ

ˇ̌
“

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż r

ℓ

Bζ∆dζ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ě pr ´ ℓq2

2
N˚3 Á |Spa,bq X I1|2N˚3

and using that ∆ P ra, bs for ζ P rℓ, rs, we get the estimate

|Spa,bq X I1| À pb ´ aq1{2N
´1{2
˚3 .

The estimate follows analogously for any other Ii (and recall there are À 1 of them), so we get

|Spa,bq| À pb´ aq1{2N
´1{2
˚3 . (3.20)

Using (3.20) instead of (3.18) in the reasoning performed at (3.19), we conclude the desired bound

ż

INi,Mi

xλ` ∆qy´1´δdζ À N
´1{2
˚3 « 1

NM3

where we are using that M3 “ M3,min « N
1{2
˚3 {N.

Now, we state a modified version of the Lemma where the integral is performed in other variables.

Corollary 3.6. Fix some dyadic numbers given by the tuple ι “ pNi, N˚i,Miq3i“1, and some λ P R. Assume that

either M2 ą M2,min or N˚2 ‰ 1. For any fixed n2,m2, ζ, we have:

ż

S
n2,m2,ζ

ι

dσn2,m2,ζ

xλ´ ∆y1`δ
À 1

NM2

(3.21)

where the implicit constant inside À is independent of λ. Analogously to 3.5, we stress that S
n2,m,ζ Ă S

n2,m2,ζ
so

the bound also holds integrating over that second set.

31



Proof. The proof follows directly from (3.21) after swapping the names of the variables as follows

pn, ξ, rξ,N3, N˚3,M3q Ø pm, ζ, rζ,N2, N˚2,M2q

Now, we state a slightly modified version of Lemma 3.5. In this case, we restrict the interval to a unit interval

(integrating in rζ instead of ζ) and we show that in that case, we can remove the assumption that M3 ą M3,min or

N˚3 ‰ 1.

Corollary 3.7. Fix some dyadic numbers given by the tuple ι “ pNi, N˚i,Miq3i“1, and some λ P R. We have:

ż

S
n,m,ξ

ι

dσn,m,ξ

xλ´ ∆y1`δ
Àδ

1

NM3

(3.22)

and ż

S
n,m,ζ

ι

dσn,m,ζ

xλ´ ∆y1`δ
Àδ

1

NM2

(3.23)

where the implicit constant inside À is independent of λ.

Proof. Let us just show (3.22), being the argument analogous for (3.23). In the case where M3 ą M3,min or N˚3 ą 1

this follows directly from Lemma 3.5, noting that (3.22) corresponds to the integral in (3.21) restricted to the interval

rm2,m2 ` 1q. Otherwise, we haveNM3 “ NM3,min « NN
1{2
˚3 {N “ N

1{2
˚3 “ 1 so the right hand side of (3.22) is 1.

Then (3.22) follows from the fact that ζ P rm2,m2 ` 1q so we are integrating over a Op1q measure set.

Using Corollary 3.7 to estimate the integral on (3.14), we get

Eω

´
}xBx1

yppSptquω0 q2q}2
X

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

¯
À 1 `

ÿ

ι

N2
˚3N

2s
3 logpNq

N2α
1 N2α

2

ż

rτ

ÿ

n

ż

rξ

ÿ

m

ż

S
n,m,ξ

ι

|hprτ ` ∆q|dσn,m,ξ

xrτy1´4δ

1

NM3

À 1 `
ÿ

Ni

ÿ

M3,M2

N2s
3 N2

˚3 logpNq
N2α

1 N2α
2

¨ 1

NM3

ż

Sι

ż

rτ

|hprτ ` ∆q|
xrτy1´4δ

dσ

Using the rapid decay of h, we have that

ż

rτ

|hprτ ` ∆q|
xrτy1´4δ

À
ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δxrτ ` ∆y100 À 1

x∆y1´4δ
.

Thus, it suffices to bound
ÿ

ι

N2s
3 N2

˚3 logpNq
N2α

1 N2α
2

¨ 1

NM3

ż

Sι

dσ

x∆y1´4δ
.

Using that x∆y À N3 and, it suffices to show

Ξι :“
N2s

3 N2
˚3

N2α
1 N2α

2

¨ 1

NM3

ż

Sι

dσ

x∆y1`δ
À N´ε (3.24)

for every ι and some ε that will be as small as we want, but with δ ! ε. The tuple ι will encode dyadic numbers

Ni, N˚i, Mi. We will now study this quantity according to different cases. We denote by c some small constant

independent of the frequencies to be fixed later.

1. Case C1: M3 ě N{1000 (large derivative in ζ direction)

2. Case C2: M3 ă N{1000 and M2 ě N{1000 (large derivative in ξ direction)

3. Case C3: c ď maxtM2,M3u À N{1000 (some derivative is Á 1)

4. Case C4: M2,M3 ă c and |∆| ě N2 (very small derivatives but large ∆)

5. Case C5: M2,M3 ă c, |∆| ď N2 (equillateral triangle configuration).
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3.1.1 C1. Case M3 ě N{1000
Given that N3 À N and maxtN1, N2u Á N , we have

Ξι À N2sN2
˚3

N2α mintN1, N2u2αN2

ÿ

n2,m2

ż

ξ

ż

S
n2,m2,ξ

ι

dσn2,m2,ξ

x∆y1`δ
À N2s`2

N2α mintN1, N2u2αN2

ÿ

n2

ÿ

m2

ż

ξ

1

S
n2,m2,ξ

ι ‰H

N2
.

where we applied Lemma 3.5 and used that M3 Á N . Now, the condition 1
S

n2,m2,ξ

ι ‰H
implies that |m2| À N2 and

| ´ m2 ´ n2| “ |k2| À N1. Once n2 is fixed, those conditions define an interval of size smaller than 2mintN1, N2u
where m2 needs to lie. Both n2 and ξ range over intervals of length À N . From the previous estimate, we obtain

Ξι À N2sN2
˚3

N2α

mintN1, N2u
mintN1, N2u2α

N2

N4
À N2ps´αq mintN1, N2u2p1{2´αq À N´ε

using that α ą s (recall s “ p1{2q`).

3.1.2 Remark for all remaining cases

For all the rest of subcases, we will have that M3 ď N{1000. In particular, this means that |θ1 ´ θ2| ď N{500. Given

that θ1 ` θ2 ą |pν, k2q| ` |pζ,m2q| is bigger than the maximum frequency, we have that θ1 ` θ2 ą N . Combining

this with |θ1 ´ θ2| ď N{500, we get

θ1 ě 4N{10, and θ2 ě 4N{10. (3.25)

Finally, since Nj ą θj{
?
3, we have that

N1, N2 Á N.

We will use this for all the remaining subcases. Thus, we will have to show

Ξι “ N2s
3 N2

˚3

N4α
¨ 1

NM3

ż

Sι

dσ

x∆y1`δ
À N´ε. (3.26)

3.1.3 C2. Case M3 ă N{1000 but M2 ě N{1000
Using Corollary 3.6 and M2 Á N , we get that

Ξι À N2sN2
˚3

N4α

1

NM3

ÿ

n2,m2

ż

ζ

ż

S
n2,m2,ζ

dσn2,m2,ζ

x∆y1`δ
À N2s´4α N

2
˚3

N
1{2
˚3

ÿ

m2,n2

ż

ζ

1

S
n2,m2,ζ

‰H

N2
,

where we used that M3 ě M3,min “ N
1{2
˚3 {N . Given that m2, n2, ζ all range over intervals of length À N , we

conclude that Ξι À N2s`5{2´4α which is smaller thanN´ε as long as α ą 7
8

, for s´1{2 sufficiently small depending

on α.

3.1.4 Remark for all remaining cases

Let us recall Lemma 2.5 from the deterministic part, and take wi to be p
?
3ν, k2q,

?
3ζ,m2q and p

?
3ξ, n2q respec-

tively. All our following cases will satisfy that M2,M3 ď N{1000 and therefore, we are under the hypothesis of

Lemma 2.5 for E “ 2pM2 `M3q. As a consequence

p
?
3ν, k2q P R˘2π{3p

?
3ξ, n2q `B and p

?
3ζ,m2q P R¯2π{3p

?
3ξ, n2q `B, (3.27)

where we recall that Rϕ refers to the rotation of angle ϕ and B is a ball of radius OpEq “ OpM2 `M3q.
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3.1.5 C3. Case c ď maxtM2,M3u ď N{1000 .

We have

Ξι À N2sN2
3˚

N4α

1

M3N

ż

Sι

1

x∆y1`δ
. (3.28)

We consider two subcases depending if M3 ě M2 or not. If M3 ě M2, we use Lemma 3.5 and obtain:

ż

Sι

dσ

x∆y1`δ
À

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ÿ

m2

ż

S
n2,m2,ξ

ι

dσn2,m2,ξ

x∆y1`δ
À

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ÿ

m2

1

S
n2,m2,ξ

ι ‰H

NM3

À N2M3

NM3

“ N

In the last inequality we used (3.27) to justify that m is in some box of side À maxtM3,M2u “ M3 ě c for fixed

pξ, n2q.

Let us now consider the case where M3 ă M2 (in particular, M2 ą c). A similar reasoning using Corollary 3.6

and (3.27) yields

ż

Sι

1

x∆y1`δ
À

ÿ

m2

ż

ζ

ÿ

n2

ż

S
n2,m2,ζ

ι

1

x∆y1`δ
À

ÿ

m2

ż

ζ

ÿ

n2

1

S
n2,m2,ζ

ι ‰H

NM2

À N2M2

NM2

“ N

All in all, we get from (3.28) that

Ξι À N2sN2
˚3

N4α

1

M3N
N À N2s`1´4αN2

˚3

1

N
1{2
˚3

À N2s`5{2´4α,

using that M3 ě M3,min « N
1{2
3˚ {N . We get Ξι À N´ε as long as α ą 7

8
.

3.1.6 C4. Case M2,M3 ă c and |∆| ě N2

Under M2,M3 ă c, we have that (3.27) implies |Sι| À N2, since once pξ, n2q is fixed, we know that pζ,m2q is in a

circle of measure Op1q from (3.27).

Since our division according to ι does not contemplate the value of ∆, we call Ξ
p1q
ι to the contribution to Ξι that

comes from the region where |∆| ě N2. Using that lower bound on ∆, together with |Sι| À N2 and M3 ě M3,min,

we have:

Ξp1q
ι À N2sN2

˚3

N4α

1

M3N

ż

Sι

1|∆|ěN2dσ

x∆y À N2sN2
˚3

N4α

1

N
1{2
˚3

|Sι|
N2

À N3{2`2s´4α, (3.29)

which is smaller than N´ε for any α ą 5
8

provided s´ 1{2, ε are sufficiently small.

3.1.7 C5. Case M3,M2 ď 1, and |∆| ď N2

We refer to Ξ
p2q
ι as the contribution to Ξι coming from |∆| ă N2. We also note that M2,M3 ă c implies |θ3 ´

θ1|, |θ2 ´ θ1| À 1. Taking c sufficiently small to beat the implicit constants on Lemma 2.6 (but c “ Op1q), we see

that Lemma 2.6 yields contradiction with |∆| ď N2 if mint|ξ|, |ζ|, |ν|u " 1, because we would be satisfying the

hypothesis of Lemma 2.6 but not the conclusion. Thus, we fix such value of c, and we have that

mint|ξ|, |ζ|, |ν|u À 1.

Now, by (3.27), we have that
ş
Sι
1|∆|ěN2dσ À N . For example, if ζ attains the minimum, it runs over an Op1q

interval,m2 runs over a OpNq set; and after fixing those, (3.27) gives us balls of measureOp1q for the other variables.

The same argument is clearly also valid if ν or ξ attain the minimum.

Thus, we can simply bound:

Ξp2q
ι À N2sN2

˚3

N4α

1

NM3

ż

Sι

1|∆|ďN2 À N2s´4αN2
˚3

1

N
1{2
˚3

N ď N2s`5{2´4α

which is smaller than N´ε for α ą 7
8

as long as s ´ 1{2 and ε are sufficiently small.
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3.2 Proof of Proposition 3.1

The objective of this section is to show Proposition 3.1. Let us recall from (3.9) that

{Sptquω0 pν, k2, µq “
rνsÿ

k1“tνu

gωk zkprνq
xkyα δpµ ´ φ1q.

Moreover if we apply the time localization χptq whose Fourier Transform h decays rapidly, we obtain

F rχptqSptquω0 s pν, k2, µq “
rνsÿ

k1“tνu

gωk
xkyαhpµ ´ φ1q. (3.30)

For any v P Zs, 1
2

`δ, we may write

pvpζ,m2, ηq “ 1

xmys
1

xη ´ φ2y 1
2

`δ
pvrenpζ,m2, ηq (3.31)

so that vren is a renormalized version of pv satisfying

}v}
Z

s, 1
2

`δ ě }v}
Y

s, 1
2

`δ “
››››

xζy
|ζ| pvren

››››
L2

ě }pvren}L2

}v}
Z

s, 1
2

`δ “
››››

xζy
|ζ| pvpζ,m2, ηq ¨ xη ´ φpζ,m2qy 1

2
`δ

››››
L8

ζ,m2
pL2

ηq

“
››››

xζy
|ζ| pvrenpζ,m2, ηqxmy´s

››››
L8

ζ,m2
pL2

ηq

(3.32)

Then, we write

pvrenpζ,m2, ηq “ ψpη ´ φ2qbη´φ2
pζ,m2q

where }brη}L2 “ 1 for all rη and therefore }pvren}L2 “ }ψ}L2 . That is, we are decomposing vren as a sum of linear

solutions localized at each curve η ´ φ2 “ λ, each with amplitude ψpλq. The decomposition in terms of the original

v is written as

ψprηq “ xrηy 1
2

`δ

˜ÿ

m2

ż

ζ

xmy2s|pvpζ,m2, rη ` φ2q|2
¸1{2

and brηpζ,m2q “ xmyspvpζ,m2, rη ` φpζ,m2qq
`ř

k2

ş
ν

xky2s|pvpν, k2, rη ` φpν, k2q|2
˘1{2

.

With such decomposition }brη}L2 “ 1 for all rη P R and }ψprηq}2L2 “ }v}2
Y s,b .

Just as in Subsection 3.1, we will work with the S, S sets and their restrictions like Sn,ξ, S
n,ξ

describing the

possible tuples of frequencies. Now, from equations (3.30)–(3.31):

F rpχptqSptquω0 vqs p´ξ,´n2,´τq “ iξ

ż

S
n,ξ

1

xkyαxmys
ż

η

gωk zkprνqhp´τ ´ η ´ φ1q ψpη ´ φ2q
xη ´ φ2y 1

2
`δ
bη´φ2

pζ,m2q

Now, if we look at the Y s,´ 1
2

`2δ norm, we have

}BxpχptqSptquω0 vq}2
Y

s,´ 1
2

`2δ À
ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

xny2s|ξ|2
ż

τ

1

xτ ´ φ3y1´4δ

¨
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

S
n,ξ

ż

η

gωk zkprνq
xky2αxmy2shp´τ ´ η ´ φ1q ψpη ´ φ2q

xη ´ φ2y 1
2

`δ
bη´φ2

pζ,m2qdσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

Doing the changes of variables rη “ η ´ φ2 “ η ´ φpζ,m2q and rτ “ τ ´ φ3 “ τ ´ φpξ, n2q, we have that:

}BxpχptqSptquω0 vq}2
Y

s,´ 1
2

`2δ

À
ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

rτ

ż

τ

xny2s|ξ|2
xrτy1´4δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

S
n,ξ

ż

rη
gωk zkprνqhp´rτ ´ rη ´ ∆q ψprηq

xrηy 1
2

`δ
brηpζ,m2q

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

(3.33)
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where we used ∆ “ φ1 ` φ2 ` φ3. Now, we decompose according to our dyadic partition ι, where ι includes all the

dyadic numbers Ni, N˚i, Mi but in this case we do not include M1. We obtain that

Eω }BxpχptqSptquω0 vq}2
Y

s,´ 1
2

`2δ ď
ÿ

ι

logpNq10EωΘι (3.34)

where

Θι “ N2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

ż

rη
gωk zkprνqhp´rτ ´ rη ´ ∆q ψprηq

xrηy 1
2

`δ
brηpζ,m2qdσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

(3.35)

The factor logpNq10 accounts for all the dyadic partitions with respect to Ni, N˚i and Mi

Therefore, in order to show our Proposition 3.1, it suffices to show that

EωΘι À N´ε}v}
Z

s, 1
2

`δ , @v P Y s, 1
2

`δ (3.36)

with a constant that is independent of v.

Using that xrτ ` rηy À x∆y ¨ xrτ ` rη ` ∆y, we have

Θι À N2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

ż

rη
gωk zkprνqhp´rτ ´ rη ´ ∆qxrτ ` rη ` ∆y3δ ψprηq ¨ x∆y3δ

xrηy1{2`δxrη ` rτy3δ brηpζ,m2qdσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

.

Now, recall that h decays arbitrarily fast, so the term xrτ ` rη`∆y3δ is superfluous. One can define rhpxq “ hpxqxxy3δ
and it would satisfy the same properties as h (real, even, and exponential decay), and use it as h. With an abuse of

notation, we denote the new h by h as well. With respect to x∆y3δ we simply bound it byN9δ, since |∆| À N3. Thus,

we have

Θι À N9δ
max

N2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

ż

rη
gωk zkprνqhp´rτ ´ rη ´ ∆q ψprηq

xrηy1{2`δxrη ` rτy3δ brηpζ,m2qdσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

(3.37)

We take expectation and do Cauchy-Schwarz in rη:

EωpΘιq À }ψ}2L2 ¨ N9δ
max

N2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

ż

rη

ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ ¨ xrτ ` rηy6δ ¨ xrηy2b ¨

Eω

»
–ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n2,ξ

ι

gωk zkprνqhp´rτ ´ rη ´ ∆qbrηpζ,m2qdσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2
fi
fl

Now recall }ψ}L2 « }v}Y s,b À }v}Zs,b . Moreover, since the integral in rτ , rη converges to some value depending on δ,

we have:

EωΘι À }v}2Zs,bN
9δ
max

N2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

sup
λ,rη

Eω

»
–ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

gωk zkprνqhpλ´ ∆qbrηpζ,m2qdσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2
fi
fl (3.38)

We note that the exponential decay of the Gaussians guarantees that |gk| ď N δ
1 for all k P Z2 with N1 ď |k| ď

2N1, except for a set of probabilityOp1{N1q. Since
ř

N1
1{N1 ă 8 (given that N1 is dyadic), Borel-Cantelli allows

us to assume |gk| À N δ
1 except in a measure-zero set, that we remove. Therefore, putting absolute values on the inner

integral, we see that

EωΘι À }v}2Zs,bN
10δ
max

N2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

sup
λ,rη

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆qbrηpζ,m2qdσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

(3.39)

In particular, from (3.36), it suffices to show

Θ1
ι :“

N2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

sup
λ,rη

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆qbrηpζ,m2qdσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

À N´ε, (3.40)
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for some ε sufficiently small (that is allowed to depend on s ´ 1{2 and α, but will be much larger than δ). We recall

N :“ Nmax and }brη}L2 “ 1 for every rη P R.

Now, we divide in four cases:

• Case Cbad that contains the cases M2,M3 ď 1{2.

• Case Chigh where N1 ě 1
8
Nmax and maxtM2,M3u ě 1. The subcase Cres (see below) is dealt separately.

• Case Cres. A resonant subcase of Chigh where we have that M2 ď N´12{13 and N2 ď 100N2{13. This is the

specific contribution that needs the L8-based norms.

• Case Clow, where N1 ď 1
16
Nmax (which implies N1 “ Nmin and M2,M3 « N ).

3.2.1 Case Cbad

Let us recall that we include here all cases where M2,M3 ă 1{2. In particular, we are under the situation where

|θi ´ θj | À 1 for all i, j. Moreover, using the same argument as in Chigh, we just need to show (3.42), which we recall

below:

Θ1
ι :“

N2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

sup
λ,rη

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆q|brηpζ,m2q|dσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

À N
´ε{2
1 (3.41)

Now, since M2,M3 ď 1, Lemma 2.5 gives us that p
?
3ξ, n2q and p

?
3ζ,m2q live in circles of radius Op1q deter-

mined by each other (by rotations). In particular, |Sn,ξ| ď 1, so we have that

Θ1
ι À N2s

3 N2
˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

sup
λ,rη

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆q|brηpζ,m2q|2dσn,ξ

À N2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

sup
λ,rη

ÿ

m2

ż

ζ

|brηpζ,m2q|2
ż

S
m,ζ

ι

hpλ´ ∆qdσn,ξ

À N2
˚3

N2α
sup
λ,m,ζ

ż

S
m,ζ

ι

hpλ´ ∆qdσn,ξ,

where in the last line we also used N1 « N2 « N3 « N given that M2,M3 ă 1.

Now, if N˚3 “ 1, we can simply bound the later integral by 1 using that |Sm,ζ | À 1 since p
?
3ξ, n2q lives in a

Op1q-sized ball determined by ζ,m. Thus, we conclude (3.41) easily in that case.

Thus, we can assume N˚3 ‰ 1 and therefore we can apply Lemma 3.5. We have that

ż

S
m,ζ

ι

hpλ´ ∆qdσn,ξ À
ÿ

n2

ż

S
m,ζ,n2
ι

hpλ´ ∆qdσn,ξ À
ÿ

n2

1

S
m,ζ,n2
ι ‰H

NM3

ď 1

N
1{2
˚3

,

where in the last inequality we used M3 Á M3,min « N
1{2
˚3 {N and that n2 runs over at most Op1q possible values

given that ζ,m2 are fixed.

Thus, we get that

Θ1
ι À N3{2´2α

which satisfies (3.41) given that α ą 3
4

.

3.2.2 Case Chigh

Here, we study the case where N1 ě 1
8
Nmax. In this case, we can use deterministic bounds. From (3.40), (3.36), it

suffices to show:

Θ1
ι :“

N2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1 N2s

2

sup
λ,rη

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆q|brηpζ,m2q|dσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

À N´ε (3.42)

Generic case: pM3, N˚3q ‰ pM3,min, 1q and M2 ě N´12{13.
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We note thatN1 « N due to the hypothesis of Chigh. Moreover, we note by Lemma 2.5 that pζ,m2q lies on a certain

box of sizes CmaxtM3,M2u ˆ CmaxtM3,M2u once pξ, n2q are fixed. Due to Chigh, we have maxtM2,M3u ě 1,

since cases with maxtM2,M3u ă 1 are included in Cbad

Since pM3, N˚,3q ‰ pM3,min, 1q, we can apply Lemma 3.5, and we have:

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆q|brηpζ,m2q|dσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

À
ż

S
n,ξ

ι

|brηpζ,m2q|2hpλ´ ∆qdσn,ξ ¨
ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆qdσn,ξ

À
ż

S
n,ξ

ι

|brηpζ,m2q|2hpλ´ ∆qdσn,ξ

ÿ

m2

1

S
n,ξ

ι ‰H

NM3

À
ż

S
n,ξ

ι

|brηpζ,m2q|2hpλ´ ∆qdσn,ξ min

"
maxtM2,M3u

NM3

,
N2

NM3

*
, (3.43)

where we use thatm2 ranges over at mostOpN2q values (as well as over at most maxtM2,M3u values). Interchanging

the integrals and using the same argument (but with Corollary 3.6 this time), we also have

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆q|brηpζ,m2q|2dσn,ξ À min

"
maxtM2,M3u

NM2

,
N3

NM2

*
(3.44)

where we also used that }brη}L2 “ 1 for all rη. Corollary 3.6 also requires pM2, N˚2q ‰ pM2,min, 1q but this is ensured

by M2 ě N´23{24 (since M2,min “ N
1{2
˚2 {N )

Now, from (3.43)–(3.44), picking the terms N2

NM3
and

maxtM2,M3u
NM2

in the minima, we deduce

Θ1
ι À N2sN2

˚3

N2α
N1´2s

2 ¨ 1

N2mintM2,M3u “ N1´2s
2

N2s´2αN˚3

N mintM2,M3u . (3.45)

In the case M3 ď M2, we use that NM3 ě N
1{2
˚3 , and since α ą 3

4
, we obtain the desired inequality.

In the case M2 ď M3, we use that NM2 ě N1{13, and provided that α ą 25{26, we obtain the desired bound for

s´ 1{2, ε sufficiently small.

Singular case: pM3, N˚3q “ pM3,min, 1q

The treatment is similar as in the previous case, but instead of using (3.43), we use

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆q|brηpζ,m2q|dσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

À N2
2

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

|brηpζ,m2q|2hpλ´ ∆qdσn,ξ

which follows trivially since |Sn,ξ

ι | À N2
2 . Now, we continue using (3.44) with the bound

maxtM2,M3u
NM2

. SinceM3 ! 1,

we must have that M2 ě 1 (from Chigh hypothesis), so that
maxtM2,M3u

NM2
“ 1

N
. Thus,

Θ1
ι À N2s

3

N2α
1 N2s

2

1

N
¨ N2

2 À N´2α`2sN1´2s
2

which concludes the case since α ą s and s´ 1{2 is sufficiently small.

Case M2 ď N´12{13 and N2 ě 100N2{13.

It only remains to treat the case of Chigh where M2 ď N´12{13. Here, we can assume that N2 ě N2{13, since

otherwise the case is included in Cres.

We start noting that M2 ě M2,min “ N
1{2
˚2 {N so that the restriction M2 ě N´12{13 implies that N˚2 ď N2{13.

Since xζy ď 2N˚2 ď 2N2{13 but N2 ě 100N2{13, we have that xm2y « N2. That is, the frequency pζ,m2q is

approximately vertical.

We also note that since θ21 ´ θ23 « NM2:

OpNM2q “ 3pξ ` ζq2 ` pn2 `m2q2 ´ 3ξ2 ´ n2
2 “ OpNN˚2q `m2pm2 ` 2n2q (3.46)
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In particular, since N˚2 ě 1 " M2, the error that domintaes is OpNN˚2q and we have that m2pm2 ` 2n2q “
OpNN˚2q.

Now, we combine that with the fact that xm2y « N2. We also assume m2 ‰ 0 here, deferring m2 “ 0 to the end

of the subsection. Since m2 ‰ 0:

m2 ` 2n2 “ O

ˆ
NN˚2

N2

˙
(3.47)

In particular, we see that once m2 is fixed, n2 only ranges over an interval of size
NN˚2

N2
. We will use this to improve

our bounds.

We start using (3.43) without any modification. However, we note that we can improve (3.44) using the bound

above for the quantity of possible values n2 can take (when m2 is fixed). We have

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆q|brηpζ,m2q|2dσn,ξ À NN˚2

N2

¨ 1

NM2

À NN
1{2
˚2

N2

(3.48)

where in the last inequality we used that NM2 ě N
1{2
˚2 . Now, combining this with (3.43), we see

Θ1
ι À

ˆ
N3

N2

˙2s
N2

˚3

N2α

NN
1{2
˚2

N2

min

"
1

N
,
N2

NM3

*
À N2s`2´2α

N2s
2

N
1{2
˚2 min

"
1

N2

,
1

M3

*

Now, we note that maxtN2,M3u “ N . The reason is that if N2 ! Nmax, then N1 ě 8N2 and we have M3 Á N .

Combining that with N2 Á N2{13, we get that

Θ1
ι À N2s`1´2α

Ns
2

À N2s`1´2α´2{13

so we see that the desired bound (3.42) is satisfied for α ą 12{13 provided that s ´ 1{2 and ε are sufficiently small

depending on α.

Lastly, it remains to deal with the possibility of m2 “ 0. In that case, (3.46) yields OpNM2q “ pξ ` 2ζqξ. Thus,

one of the factors needs to be smaller than pNM2q1{2 ď N1{26. Since |ζ| ď N2{13, we obtain N˚3 « xξy ď N2{13

independently of which |ξ| or |ξ ` 2ζ| is smaller. Using N˚3 ď N2{13 in (3.45), we conclude our bound since

α ą 1
2

` 1
13

, and s´ 1{2, ε are sufficiently small.

3.2.3 Case Cres

Since we have that maxtM2,M3u ě 1 and M2 ď N´12{13, we note that M3 ě 1.

We also notice that M2 ě M2,min “ N
1{2
˚2 {N , which implies that N˚2 ď N2{13.

Here, we use theL8 part of ourZs,b norm. The reason why this is helpful is twofold. First of all, sinceN2 ď N2{13

is small, we do not lose much from considering the L8 part of the norm, even though it has the disadvantage of being

in a lower regularity (yields worse control in terms of N2). Secondly, we are in a situation whereM2 ď N´12{13 ! 1.

This imposes a very small interval where ζ has to live (fixed ξ, n,m2), in order to satisfy that condition. In particular,

it is not difficult to show that ζ needs to live on an interval of size ε “ OpN´9{13q. Therefore, we expect L8 control

to be much better than L2 control, since a function with L2-mass equal to 1 could still be of size ε´1{2 on that interval,

if it is exactly concentrated there, while a function with L8 norm equal to 1 is simply bounded by 1.

Instead of bounding the simplified quantity Θ1
ι, we will bound Θι directly (which we recall from (3.35)). We start

by using L8 bound on z and pvren and the fact that |gωk | À N
ε{2
1 for all k almost surely (due to the Borel-Cantelli

argument given just before (3.39)). Recalling pvren “ ψprηqbrηpζ,m2q, we can bound:

Θι À N2s
3 N2

˚3

N
2α´ε{2
1 N2s

2

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

ˆż

rη

hp´rτ ´ rη ´ ∆q
xrηy2b

˙1{2

}pvrenpζ,m2, ηq}L2
η
dσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

(3.49)

Now, recall that estimate (3.32), coming from L8 part of the Zs,b. Using it, we have

Θι À Nε{2N
2s
3 N2

˚3

N2α
1

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

1

xrτ ` ∆yb ¨ |ζ|
xζy

}pvrenpζ,m2, ηq}L2
η

¨ xζy
Ns

2 |ζ| dσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2
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À }v}2Zs,bN
ε{2 ¨ N2s`2´2α

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

ż

rτ

1

xrτy1´4δ

1

xrτ ` ∆y2b ¨ |ζ|2
xζy2 dσn,ξ ¨ |Sn,ξ|

À }v}2Zs,bN
ε{2 ¨ N2s`2´2α

ÿ

n2,j

ż

ξ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι,j

1

x∆y1´4δ
¨ |ζ|2

xζy2 dσn,ξ ¨ |Sn,ξ

ι,j | (3.50)

We have used that N1 « N3 « N , given that N2 ď N2{13. We have also introduced the variable j P t1, 2u and split

S
ξ,n

ι “ S
ξ,n

ι,1 Y S
ξ,n

ι,2 regarding the value of ζ. We will specify this division later.

Note that

OpNM2q “ 3pξ ` ζq2 ` pn2 `m2q2 ´ 3ξ2 ´ n2
2 “ p

?
3ξ, n2q ¨ p

?
3ζ,m2q `OpN2

2 q

A first consequence of this is that

|Sn,ξ

ι | À M2N2 ` N3
2

N
(3.51)

since p
?
3ζ,m2q is inside a box of size CN2 ˆ CN2 and moreover in the line of width

NM2`N2
2

N
determined by the

perpendicularity condition with p
?
3ξ, n2q.

A second consequence is that the computation of ∆ yields

∆ “ ξ3 ` ξn2
2 ` ζ3 ` ζm2

2 ´ pζ ` ξq3 ´ pζ ` ξqpn2 `m2q2

“ ´3ξ2ζ ´ 2n2m2ξ ´ ζn2
2 `OpNN2

2 q “ ´3ξ2ζ ` 6ξ2ζ ´ ζn2
2 `OpNN2

2 `N2M2q
“ ζp

?
3ξ ´ n2qp

?
3ξ ` n2q `OpNN2

2 `N2M2q. (3.52)

where we also used that 3ξζ ` n2m2 “ OpN2
2 ` NM2q from the previous computation. For simplicity, we define

E “ N2
2 `NM2, so that (3.51)–(3.52) simply read

|Sn,ξ

ι | À EN2

N
, and ∆ “ ζp

?
3ξ ´ n2qp

?
3ξ ` n2q `OpNEq. (3.53)

Now, we specify the cases j “ 1 and j “ 2. Let C the implicit constant on OpNEq in (3.53).

• The case j “ 1 corresponds to |ζ| ¨ |
?
3ξ ´ n2| ¨ |

?
3ξ `n2| ě 2CNE, so that we have |∆| « |ζ| ¨ |

?
3ξ ´ n2| ¨

|
?
3ξ ` n2|.

• The case j “ 2 corresponds to have that |ζ| ¨ |
?
3ξ ´ n2| ¨ |

?
3ξ ` n2| ă 2CNE.

Case j “ 1

Going back to (3.50) and using (3.53) we see that

Θι,1 À }v}2Zs,bN
ε{2 ¨N2s`2´2α

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

|ζ|2{xζy2
|ζ|1´4δ ¨ |

?
3ξ ` n2|1´4δ ¨ |

?
3ξ ´ n2|1´4δ

|Sn,ξ

ι |

À }v}2Zs,bN
ε{2 ¨N2s`2´2α

ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

1|ξ|,|n2|ÀN

|
?
3ξ ` n2|1´4δ ¨ |

?
3ξ ´ n2|1´4δ

|Sn,ξ

ι |2

Àδ }v}2Zs,bN
ε{2 ¨ N2s`2´2α ¨N10δ ¨ N

2
2E

2

N2
À }v}2Zs,bN

ε{2`10δN2s´2αE2N2
2

Since E “ N2
2 ` NM2 À N4{13, we have E2N2

2 À N12{13, and we conclude the desired bound as long as α ą 25
26

,

for δ, ε, s´ 1{2 sufficiently small.

Case j “ 2

Let Γ ď 1 denote the dyadic value of |ζ|. That is, if |ζ| ď 1 we denote Γ to be the (negative) power of 2 closest to |ζ|,
while for |ζ| ě 1 we simply let Γ “ 1.

In this case, we have |
?
3ξ ´n2| ¨ |

?
3ξ`n2| À EN{Γ. Since pξ, n2q is of size N , one of those two factors needs

to be Á N . Thus, let us assume without loss of generality |
?
3ξ ´ n2| À E{Γ. We note that the measure of the set of
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pξ, n2q satisfying that condition is OpEN{Γq. Therefore, going back to (3.50) and using (3.53) and x∆y À N3, we

see that

Θι,2 À }v}2Zs,bN
ε{2`15δ ¨N2s`2´2α

ÿ

n2,Γ

ż

ξ

Γ2

ż

S
n,ξ

ι,j

1

x∆y1`δ
dσn,ξ ¨ EN2

N

Noting that M3 « N (due to N2 ď N2{13), Lemma 3.5 yields

ÿ

n2,Γ

ż

ξ

Γ2
ÿ

m2

ż

S
n,ξ,m2
ι,j

1

x∆y1`δ
dσn,ξ À

ÿ

n2,Γ

ż

ξ

Γ2N2

N2
À

ÿ

Γ

EN

Γ
Γ2N2

N2
À EN2

N
.

Therefore, we get that

Θι,2 À }v}2Zs,bN
ε{2`15δ ¨N2s´2αE2N2

2

Since E “ N2
2 ` NM2 À N4{13, we have E2N2

2 À N12{13, and we conclude the desired bound as long as

α ą 25
26

, for δ, ε, s´ 1{2 sufficiently small.

3.2.4 Case Clow

Let us recall that this case corresponds to N1 ď 1
8
N . In such case, we have that θ2, θ3 ě 2θ1 and thereforeM2,M3 Á

N . We proceed analogously as in (3.43)–(3.44), but in this case we have that m2 ranges over OpN1q values when n2

is fixed, since |k2| “ |m2 ` n2| À N1. Reciprocally, n2 ranges over OpN1q values for m2 fixed. Thus, (3.43)–(3.44),

in this case become

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆q|brηpζ,m2q|dσn,ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

À
ż

S
n,ξ

ι

|brηpζ,m2q|2hpλ´ ∆qdσn,ξ ¨ N1

N2

and ÿ

n2

ż

ξ

ż

S
n,ξ

ι

hpλ´ ∆q|brηpζ,m2q|2dσn,ξ À N1

N2
.

Therefore, we obtain

Θ1
ι À N2sN2

˚3

N2sN2α
1

¨ N
2
1

N4
ď N´2α`1

1

N
,

concluding this case since α ą 1{2.

3.3 Proof of Proposition 3.3

In order to prove the L8 estimates it will be useful to have some estimates on Aξ,n2,τ , which was introduced in the

proof of Proposition 2.4. The setting here has some minor modifications, so we give a short proof of the bound again,

at the risk of some small repetition. We fix some dyadic numbers Ni, Li,M3, and recall the set Aξ,n2,τ is defined as

the set of pν, k2, µq such that, for those ξ, n2, τ , the conditions imposed byNi, Li andM3 are satisfied. Then, we have

the following bound

Lemma 3.8. We have that

|An,ξ,τ | ď L1L2

mintN1, N2u
NmaxM3

, (3.54)

which simplifies to

|An,ξ,τ | ď L1L2

mintN1, N2u
N2

max

(3.55)

in the case N1 ě 4N2 or viceversa.

We also have the trivial bound

|An,ξ,τ | ď mintL1, L2umintN1, N2u2, (3.56)
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and the following alternative bound

|An,ξ,τ | ď mintL1, L2uM3

N3

N2
max (3.57)

Moreover, in this last bound, we can include in An,ξ,τ all the pν, k2, µq such that |θ1 ´ θ2| ď M3, instead of just the

ones such that |θ1 ´ θ2| « M3.

Proof. Since the proof of (3.54) is very similar to Proposition 2.4, we just perform the main steps (see that Proposition

for a detailed treatment). First, |An,ξ,τ | ď mintL1, L2u| rAn,ξ,τ,µ|, where now we have also fixed µ and rA is just

the set of the possible pν, k2q. Then, we observe k2 ranges over mintN1, N2u possible values due to the restrictions

|k2| ď N1 and | ´ n2 ´ k2| “ |m2| ď N2. Then, one looks at the size of the interval of possible ν, when n2, ξ, k2

are fixed, taking into account that r∆ :“ ∆ ´ φpξ, n2q “ ´rη ´ rµ ´ τ ranges over an interval of size 4maxtL1, L2u
(because τ is fixed and rµ, rη are smaller than L1, L2 respectively). A computation (done in Proposition 2.4) shows that

|Bν r∆| Á NM3, so therefore the measure of the set of possible ν is at most
maxtL1,L2u

NM3
.

The bound (3.55) follows from (3.54) noting that if N1 ě 4N2 or viceversa, then M3 « Nmax.

The bound (3.56) follows from | rAn,ξ,τ,µ| ď mintN1, N2u2, which itself follows ν and k2 ranging over at most

OpmintN1, N2uq values. To see that, notice |ν| ď N1 and |ν ` ξ| ď N2, and similarly for k2.

Lastly, we show (3.57). Here, we note

OpNmaxM3q “ p3ν2 ` k22q ´ p3p´ξ ´ νq2 ` p´n2 ´ k2q2q “ p6ξ, 2n2q ¨ pν, k2q ´ p3ξ2 ` n2
2q.

Thus, dividing by 2θ3 “ 2
a
3ξ2 ` n2

2 « N3, we have that

~d ¨ pζ,m2q “ θ3

2
`O

ˆ
NmaxM3

N3

˙

where ~d is a unitary vector in the direction of p3ξ, n2q. For ξ, n2 fixed, we see that pζ,m2q lies in some line per-

pendicular to ~d of width M3Nmax

N3
. Since pζ,m2q also lies on a big box of size Nmax ˆ Nmax, we can bound

| rAξ,n2,τ,µ| À N2
max

M3

N3
just because the intersection of a box of size ℓˆ ℓ with a line of width w has area Opwℓq. We

also remark that the proof just used |θ1 ´ θ2| À M3, so this bound works when bounding all such frequencies, and not

just |θ1 ´ θ2| « M3.

3.3.1 Proof of (3.2)

Let us recall estimate (3.2):

Λ1 “ }xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy´ 1
2

`2δ {xBxypuvq}L8
ξ,n2

pL2
τ q À }u}

Z
s, 1

2
`δ}v}

Z
s, 1

2
`δ .

We partition the left term with respect to dyadic frequencies Ni, N˚i, Li at the cost of at most introducing factors

of logpNmaxq (see the discussion after (2.7) for a precise description of this procedure). We decompose in two cases:

1. The case where we either have comparable frequencies (N1 ď 4N2 ď 16N1) or Lmax ě 1000N3.

2. The case where Lmax À N3, and without loss of generality,N1 ě 4N2.

In the first case, we renormalize

purenpν, k2, µq “ xpν, k2qy´s ¨ xµ´ φpν, k2qy´ 1
2

´δpupν, k2, µq

and analogously pvren. In particular, we have }puren}L2 “ }u}Xs,b ď }u}Zs,b . Letting Λ
p1q
1,ι be the contribution to Λ1

from this first case, with dyadic numbers ι “ pNi, N˚i, Liq3i“1 we have:

Λ
p1q
1,ι À N3˚

L
1
2

´2δ

3 Ns
1N

s
2L

1
2

`δ

1 L
1
2

`δ

2

sup
n,ξ

›››››

ż

µ

ÿ

k2

ż

ν

|purenpν, k2, µqpvrenp´ξ ´ ν,´n2 ´ k2,´τ ´ µq|
›››››
L2

τ
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We note that τ ranges over an interval of size OpL3q since |τ ´ φpξ, n2q| « L3. Therefore, doing Cauchy-Schwarz,

we see that

Lδ
maxΛ

p1q
1,ι À N3˚

Ns
1N

s
2L

1{2
1 L

1{2
2 L

1{2´3δ
3

L
1{2
3 }puren ˚ pvren}L8

n,ξ,τ
À N3˚

Ns
1N

s
2L

1{2
1 L

1{2
2

L3δ
3 }puren}L2}pvren}L2

Moreover, we notice that |rτ ` rη ` rµ| “ |∆| À N3, so if L1 " N3, then maxtL2, L3u Á L1. Therefore, we always

have that
L3δ
3

L
1{2
2 L

1{2
1

À N9δ

L
1{2´3δ

med

.

In the subcase N1 « N2 we can bound

Lδ
maxΛ

p1q
1,ι À N1`9δ

N2s
À N´δ}u}Zs,b}v}Zs,b

taking δ sufficiently small depending on s ´ 1{2 ą 0. With respect to the case Lmax ě 1000N3, we note that

|rµ ` rν ` rτ | “ |∆| ď 100N2implies Lmed « Lmax. Therefore, we have

Lδ
maxΛ

p1q
1,ι À N˚3

Ns
1N

s
2

N9δ

L
1{2´3δ
max

}u}Zs,b}v}Zs,b À N˚3

Ns

N18δ

N3{2
}u}Zs,b}v}Zs,b À N´δ}u}Zs,b}v}Zs,b

for δ sufficiently small.

Now, we deal with the second case where N1 ě 4N2 and Lmax À N3. We renormalize u in the same way as

in the previous case, but now we renormalize v according to the L8 part of the Zs,b norm, that is vrenpζ,m2, ηq “
xη ´ φpζ,m2qy´ 1

2
´δpvpζ,m2, ηq. In particular, we have that }pvren}L8

ζ,m2
pL2

ηq À }v}Zs,b .

We recall Aξ,n2,τ is the set of pζ,m2, ηq described by ξ, n2, τ and our dyadic numbers Ni, Mi, Li, N˚i. Letting

Λ
p2q
1,ι correspond to the contribution of our second case to Λ1, we have:

Lδ
maxΛ

p2q
1,ι À N3˚

L
1{2´3δ
3 Ns

1L
1{2
1 L

1{2
2

sup
n,ξ

¨
˝

ż

τ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

k2

ż

ν

ż

µ

|purenpν, k2, µqpvrenp´ξ ´ ν,´n2 ´ k2,´τ ´ µq|
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2
˛
‚
1{2

À sup
n,ξ,τ 1

N3˚

L
1{2´3δ
3

|Aξ,n2,τ 1 |1{2

Ns
1L

1{2
1 L

1{2
2

˜ÿ

k2

ż

ν

ż

τ

ż

µ

|purenpν, k2, µq|2|pvrenp´ξ ´ ν,´n2 ´ k2,´τ ´ µq|2
¸1{2

À sup
n,ξ,τ 1

N1´s
3˚ L3δ

3

|Aξ,n2,τ 1 |1{2

L
1{2
1 L

1{2
2 L

1{2
3

}pvren}L8
ζ,m2

pL2
ηq}puren}L2

Now, we bound |Aξ,n2,τ 1 | using (3.55). Combining that with N1 Á Nmax from N1 ě 4N2, we get that

Lδ
maxΛ

p2q
1,ι À sup

ξ,n2

N1´s
3˚

L
1{2
1 L

1{2
2 L

1{2
3

L3δ
max

L
1{2
1 L

1{2
2

N1{2
}u}Zs,b}v}Zs,b

À N9δ ¨N1{2´s}u}Zs,b}v}Zs,b À N´δ}u}Zs,b}v}Zs,b

where we used that Lmax À N3 and that δ is sufficiently small with respect to s ´ 1{2 ą 0.

Thus, we have shown that for all dyadic partitions ι, we have Λ1,ι À N´δL´δ
max}u}Zs,b}v}Zs,b . Summing over all

the partitions, this concludes the proof of (3.2), since
ř

Ni,Li
L´δ
maxN

´δ À 1.

3.3.2 Proof of (3.5)

Let us recall the estimate (3.5):

Λ2 :“
›››xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy´ 1

2
`2δ

Fx,t rxBx1
ypvχptqSptquω0 qs

›››
L8

À }v}Zs,b @v P Zs,b.

Let us start noticing that Fx,trχptqSptquω0 spν, k2, µq “ puω0 pν, k2qpχpµ ´ φpν, k2qq.
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We follow a similar approach to the one in (3.2). In particular, we define

pvrenpζ,m2, ηq “ xmy´sxη ´ φpζ,m2qy´ 1
2

´δpvpζ,m2, ηq

and

purenpν, k2, µq “ xky´αpχpµ ´ φpν, k2qqpuω0 pν, k2q.
We notice

}pvren}L2 À }v}Xs,b, and }xµ´ φpν, k2qyapurenpν, k2, µq}L8
ν,k2

pL2
µq « }xky´αpuω0 }L8 À 1,

for any exponent a, given that pχ decays exponentially fast. The fact that we can choose any a ą 0 corresponds to the

fact that linear solutions with initial data on Hs remain unaffected by the b exponent on Xs,b spaces. In other words,

the weight xµ´ φpν, k2qy is inocuous, since they are concentrated precisely on the set µ ´ φpν, k2q “ 0.

We start the bounds very exactly in the same way as (3.2), case 2: we do a dyadic decomposition in frequencies

and a L8 ´ L2 Hölder type approach. We have

Lδ
maxΛ2,ι À sup

n,ξ,τ 1

N3˚
L3δ
3

L
1{2
3

|Aξ,n2,τ 1 |1{2

Nα
1 N

s
2L

1{2
1 L

1{2
2

}xµ´ φpν, k2qy1{2`δpuren}L8
ν,k2

pL2
µq}pvren}L2

(3.58)

where the only difference with respect to (3.2) case 2 is the different exponents in N1 and N2 due to the different

renormalizations of u, v.

We first consider the case Lmax ě N2
max, where we use (3.56) |Aξ,n2,τ 1 | ď LmedmintN1, N2u2. Defining Λ

p1q
2,ι

to be this contribution to Λ2, we conclude that

Lδ
maxΛ

p1q
2,ι À N3˚

L
1{2´3δ
max

mintN1, N2u
Nα

1 N
s
2

L
1{2
med

L
1{2
minL

1{2
med

}puren}L8}pv}L2
À }puren}L8}pv}L2

,

since α, s ą 1{2 and δ is sufficiently small depending on α, s.

The main case is Lmax ď N2, which we divide again in two cases. If N1 ě 4N2 or viceversa, we can use (3.55)

to estimate |Aξ,n2,τ 1 |, and together with Lmax ď N2
max, (3.58) yields:

Lδ
maxΛ

p2q
2,ι À sup

n,ξ,τ 1

N3˚N
6δ
max

mintN1, N2u1{2

NmaxN
α
1 N

s
2

}v}Zs,b À N3˚N
6δ
max

1

N
3{2
max

}v}Zs,b À N´δ}v}Zs,b

using again α, s ą 1{2.

Lastly, we have the case Lmax ď N2 with N1 ď 4N2 ď 16N1. In this case, we will combine (3.54) with

(3.57). In particular, we need to split the estimate further with respect to the dyadic number M3, and we use (3.54)

if M3 ě N
´1{2
max and (3.57) for M3 “ N

´1{2
max and lower. Using N1 « N2 « Nmax we can see that both bounds for

M3 ď N
´1{2
max and M3 ě N

´1{2
max imply:

|Aξ,n2,τ 1 | ď LmaxLmed

N
3{2
max

N3˚
.

Thus, denoting by Λ
p3q
2,ι this last contribution to Λ2, we have

Lδ
maxΛ

p3q
2,ι À sup

n,ξ,τ 1

N3˚N
6δ
max

1

Nα
1 N

s
2

N
3{4
max

N
1{2
3˚

}v}Zs,b ď N5{4`6δ´α´s
max }v}Zs,b ,

so we conclude Λ2,ι À N´δL´δ
max}v}Zs,b for α ą 3{4, using that s ą 1{2 and δ is sufficiently small. Thus and (3.5)

follows by summing the Λ2,ι and noting that
ř

ιN
´δL´δ

max À 1.
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3.3.3 Proof of (3.7)

Let us recall estimate (3.7):

Λ3 :“
›››xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy´ 1

2
`2δ

Fx,t

“
xBx1

yppχptqSptquω0 q2q
‰›››

L8
À 1,

›››xτ ´ φpξ, n2qy´ 1
2

`2δ
Fx,t

“
xBx1

ypχptqSptquω0 ĞχptqχptqSptquω0 q
‰›››

L8
À 1.

We show the first estimate, since the second follows in an identical way. To that end, we define the renormalized u

as in the proof of (3.5) by purenpν, k2, µq “ xky´αpχpµ ´ φpν, k2qqpu0pν, k2q. We recall that this guarantees }xµ ´
φpν, k2qyapuren}L8 À 1 for all a. In particular, we take a “ 3{2 ` δ here.

We proceed analogously to the proofs of (3.2) and (3.5), doing a dyadic partition in frequency and using Hölder,

but this time with a L8 ´ L8 type of bound on the spatial frequencies. We have

Lδ
maxΛ3,ι À sup

ξ,n2,τ 1

N3˚

Nα
1 N

α
2

L3δ
3

L
1{2
1 L

1{2
2 L

1{2
3

¨ |Aξ,n2,τ |
Lmed

}xµ´ φpν, k2qy3{2`δpurenpν, k2, µq}2L8
ν,k2

pL2
µq (3.59)

where we used that L1L2 ě Lmed in the fraction |Aξ,n2,τ |{pL1L2q.

First, note from (3.59) that the trivial bound |Aξ,n2,τ | À N2
minLmed already works if Lmax ě N5 just by assuming

α ą 1{2, using that Lmed is bounded by L1L2. Therefore, we can assume Lmax ď N5 in the following discussion.

We start with the case with the case of N1 ě 4N2 (analogously, N2 ě 4N1). Here we bound |Aξ,n2,τ | as

|Aξ,n2,τ |1{2|Aξ,n2,τ |1{2. The first square root is bounded with (3.56) and the second one via (3.55). Denoting Λ
p1q
3,ι to

this contribution, we have:

Lδ
maxΛ

p1q
3,ι À sup

ξ,n2,τ 1

N3˚

Nα
minN

α
max

N15δ
max

L
1{2
1 L

1{2
2 L

1{2
3

LmedN
3{2
minL

1{2
max

L1L2Nmax

À N´2α`9δ
max N

3{2
min À 1

assuming α ą 3{4.

Now, we treat the contribution Λ
p2q
3,ι coming from the case N1 « N2 « Nmax. In such case we bound |An,ξ,τ 1 | by

the geometric average of (3.54) and (3.57). Performing that average, we obtain

|Aξ,n2,τ | À LmedL
1{2
max

Nmax

N
1{2
3

Plugging this into (3.59), we obtain

Λ
p2q
3,ι À sup

ξ,n2,τ 1

N3˚

Nα
1 N

α
2

N15δ
max

Nmax

N
1{2
3

À N3{2`9δ´2α
max À 1

using again α ą 3{4.
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