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ALMOST SURE LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE SUPERCRITICAL
QUINTIC NLS

JUSTIN T. BRERETON

ABSTRACT. This paper studies the quintic nonlinear Schrédinger equation on R? with random-
ized initial data below the critical regularity H “3". The main result is a proof of almost sure
local well-posedness given a Wiener Randomization of the data in H*® for s € (d—gz, %) The

argument further develops the techniques introduced in the work of A. Bényi, T. Oh and O.
Pocovnicu on the cubic problem. The paper concludes with a condition for almost sure global
well-posedness.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation. Given initial data
¢ € H*(RY), for (t,x) € R x R? the solution u(t,z) € C satisfies

iy + Au = F|ulPlu
(1) _
uli=0 = ¢

where + and — correspond to the defocusing and focusing cases respectively. This equation
has conserved mass and energy

M(t) = % /R lu(t, ) Pda

1 1
E(t) = §/R\Vu(t,x)|2dx:|:m/R\u(t,x)|p+1daz.

The NLS equation is also invariant under a dilation symmetry. Given u(t, ) that solves (I,
uy(t,r) = A2®P=Hy (X% A\x) is a solution for every A\. Furthermore there is a Sobolev index
d_ 2

S¢ = 5 — 57 such that the homogoneous Sobolev norm ||u,|| zs. is constant under this scaling.
2

This index s. is known as the scaling critical index, and when g — 551 = Sc = 1 the problem is
known as energy critical, since the energy scales like H* = H'. Given initial data ¢ € H* (RY),
the problem is called subcritical when s > s. and supercritical when s < s..

In addition, special pairs of exponents (g, r) satisfying the bounds 2 < ¢, < 0o and
(q,7,d) # (2,00,2) are called Schrédinger-admissible if

2 d d
2 a2
(2) PR
For such a pair we have the well known Strichartz estimate
(3) IS¢l Lazy @xrey < Cll¢ll 2

where S(t) denotes the linear Schrodinger semigroup operator e¢® that corresponds to solving
the linear Schrodinger equation for time ¢, see [§], [L0].
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It is known that the NLS equation is ill-posed in the supercritical case; for such s one can
construct special initial data ¢ € H*(R?) such that for every 7' > 0, (d) has no solution on
(=T, T) that stays in H*(R%), as demonstrated in [I]. Though local well-posedness is not
guaranteed, it is important to determine if there are solutions for most supercritical intial data
¢. This leads one to investigate the problem of almost sure well-posedness for initial data
chosen for supercritical randomized initial data. Pocovnicu, Bényi, and Oh have proven almost
sure local well-posedness for the energy critical R* problem using X*? spaces in [2]. They then
proved a separate result for the cubic equation for all d > 3 using UP and V? spaces and their
adaptations for the Schrédinger equation in [3].

In this paper we adapt the techniques of [2] and [3] in order to prove local well-posedness in
the quintic case for dimension d > 3. Following [2] we apply a Wiener Randomization to the
initial data ¢ € H*(RY). This randomization method takes a function ¢ € H*(R?) and for each
w in a probability space €2 produces a randomized function

(4) ¢ = gn(w)n(D —n)¢

nezd

that is in H*(R?) with probability 1 but gains regularity with probability 0. The g,(w) are
mean zero, i.i.d. complex random variables that are required to satisfy a decay condition, the
Gaussian being such a random variable. The term n(D —n) is a Fourier multiplier whose symbol
approximates the characteristic function of the unit cube centered at n in frequency space.

In section 2 we present several previously known probabilistic bounds on the Wiener ran-
domization ¢* of ¢ € H*(R? as well as its linear Schrodinger evolution S(t)¢“. One of these
is a probabilistic bound on |[(V)*S(t)¢“| Larr(1xre) for arbitrarily large values of ¢,r. For large
enough values of ¢,r this is a norm that scales subcritically, which means we can approach
almost sure local well-posedness as if it is a subcritical problem.

Our main result is the almost sure local well-posedness of (Il) with initial data ¢* chosen via
the Wiener randomization of any ¢ € H*(R?):

Theorem 1.1. Fiz a dimension d > 3 and s € (52,41). Given ¢ € H*(R?) with Wiener
randomization ¢¥, w € €1, the quintic nonlinear Schrodinger equation is almost surely locally
well-posed. More specifically, there exist c¢1,c9,0 > 0, such that for sufficiently small T < 1,
there is a set Qp C Q such that P(Qr) > 1 — 016_02/T6||¢”HS and for each w € Qr, the initial

value problem
iug + Au = +|ul*u
u(0) = ¢*
has a unique solution in the function class C((=T,T) — H*(R?)).

We now provide a brief outline of the proof. In section 3 we define the Littlewood-Paley
projection operator, as well as the U? and V? spaces and their Schrédinger analogues, and in
section 4 we present Strichartz estimates as well as a bilinear estimate for these spaces. The
next step is to split the NLS solution « into it’s linear part z(t) = S(¢)¢* and nonlinear part

(5) o(t) = + /O LiS(t =)o+ 20 + 2)](¢)dt,

the integral term of Duhamel’s formula. Our probabilistic bounds tells us that z almost surely
has the same regularity as the initial data ¢“. Therefore the linear part of the solution is almost
surely in the supercritical space H*(R?), and it remains to prove existence of the nonlinear part
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v(t). As mentioned earlier, z(¢) is bounded in subcritical norms, which means we can treat our
linear solution z(t) as a subcritical perturbative term in the Cauchy problem

v, + Av = £(v+ 2)|v + 2[*
v(0) =0

that is satisfied by the nonlinear part v.

This means almost sure local well-posedness of v(t) is essentially a subcritical problem. We
prove local existence of the nonlinear part v(¢) using a fixed point argument based on doing a
frequency decompostion of v(¢) and bounding it at each frequency.

Global well-posedness is a much harder problem. There is yet to be a proof of almost sure
global well-posedness of any supercritical NLS problem. Pocovnicu, Bényi, and Oh proved
almost sure global well-posedness of v € H'(R?) for the cubic problem under the assumption
that there is a probabilistic bound on |[v| e g1 (rxr4sy in [3]. It seems difficult to prove such a
bound.

One could probably prove a similar result for the 3 dimensional quintic problem, the energy
critical dimension for the quintic problem. Instead we prove almost sure global well-posedness
of v in the subcritical space ST¢(R x R?) assuming the norm ||v|| 10 p10(—7.77xr3) does not blow
up in finite time. This means that a probabilistic a priori estimate for ||v|| 10 10(_7,7xr3) implies
almost sure global well-posedness as expressed in the following result:

(6)

Theorem 1.2. Assume g <s<land0 <c< é. Suppose we have a probabilistic a priori
estimate for ||v||Liop10(—1r)xr3), meaning for every T, R > 0 there is a function oT, R) and a
set Qg such that

o For any w € Uy p, if the solution v(t) to (@) exists on (=T,T) then we have the bound

||UHL10L10([—T,T}><R3) <R

o P(p)>1—a(T,R)

o VT > 0:limp,o (T, R) = 0.
Then given ¢ € H*(R?) with Wiener randomization ¢, the initial value problem

iy + Au = £|ul*u
u(0) = ¢”
is almost surely globally wellposed, meaning there is a set Qo p C Q and constants c1,ca,c3 > 0
such that
P(Qrg)>1-— cre” " — c30(T, R)

and for any w € Qp g the above equation has a unique solution in the function class
C((~=T,T) — H*(R?)) with v(t) € H*¢(R?) for any time t € (=T,T).

2. RANDOMIZATION OF INITIAL DATA AND PROBABILISTIC ESTIMATES

Our method of randomization is the Wiener decomposition of the frequency space that was
used in [2]. Consider a Schwartz class function 1 € S(RY) that approximates the cube of unit
length centered at the origin in RY meaning that 1 is supported on [—1,1]¢ and
Z (£ — n) is identically 1. Then for each n, define the fourier multiplier 1 as

nezd

(7) (D —nju(x) = FH (€ —n)Ful.
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Note that this satisfies Z n(D —n)u(z) = u(z). This provides a decomposition of the function

nezd
u into pieces whose frequencies are localized to cubes.

The idea is then to consider a function ¢ € H*(R?) and for each w from a probability space
) create a randomized function Z gn(w)n(D — n)¢ for some random variables g,. For each

nezd
n € Z% let y, and v, be probability distributions on R, symmetric about 0, such that for some

constant ¢ we have
/ N dji ()
Rd

/ N dv, ()
Rd

for all n € Z%, A € R. A Gaussian random variable would be an example of a random variable
with these properties. Then define each g, to be an independent, mean zero, complex random
variable on € such that Re(g,) and Im(g,) have distributions p,,,. We define the Wiener
randomization ¢* of ¢ € H*(R?) to be

(9) ¢ = galw)n(D —n)o.

< 66)\2

(8)

< 60)\2

The main advantage derived from the Wiener Randomization is improved LP(RY) estimates
on the randomized initial data ¢ off a small set, as a result of a stronger Bernstein’s inequality.
Despite only requiring that ¢ be in H*, the randomized ¢* is in L¥(R?) with probability 1. In
addition we have a probabilistic bound on ||¢*|| g=(re), which implies that ¢* € H (R?) almost
surely.

We have the following key bounds on ¢ and its linear Schrodinger evolution with proofs
from [2]. T omit the proof of the second and third. For all R > 0,5 > 0, and ¢ € H*(R?) we
have:

_ 2 2
) < cre P 9,

P (Jl¢”|

P (HS(t)¢w||L§L;([07T}XRd) > R) < ce
P (¢°ll oy > R) < cre 2 /Mela)

Hs(Rd) > R

—02R2/T2/q”¢”2Lz(Rd) ;

Lemma 2.1. Given ¢ € H® with randomization ¢“, for all R > 0 there exist positive constants
c1, Co such that:

_02R2/”¢”2$(Rd) )

(10) P (quwHHs(Rd) > R) < ce

Proof. The proof is taken from [2]. By Minkowski’s Inequality, we have for p > 2,

p
Bl e eoy] < (1096 Dol o ey )

(11)
‘ 1> 9al){V)*n(D = n)gl| oo

nezd

L2(R9)
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By a well known lemma on sums of random variables, stated as Lemma 2.1 in [2] and proven
in [6], and the fact that Fourier multipliers commute, we have

< O (Valgat)n(D = méllzezn | ogaa )

(12) . )
Elll6°1%sgay)] < C (voll ol ms(ray)” -
So by Markov’s Inequality
Rr°P (||¢w||H5(Rd) > R) <C (\/]3H¢’ HS(Rd))p
(13) Co/Bl6l a0
P (16 oy > B) < (C/AIOen).

2
Now let p = (W) with Cj taken from above. There are two cases.
e p < 2: In this case we cannot use the above work becuase it assumes p > 2 for
Minkowski’s inequality. Letting co = cza we have e~F*/ll9llzs > =2 Now choos-
ing ¢; > €% we have
616—62R2/||¢||§{s > 016_2
(14) cre~ 2B /ol > 1
Cle—csz/IlqﬁII?{s > p (||¢w||H5(Rd) > R),

since every probabilistic outcome has probability less than 1.
e p > 2: From the definition above and equation (I3]), we have

(15) P (Hﬁbw’ Hs(Rd) > R) <eP
P (|6° | sy > R) < e R/ olle.
In both cases the lemma is proven. -

Lemma 2.2. Given ¢ € H® with randomization ¢“, for all R > 0 there exist positive constants
c1, ¢y such that:

(%3] —c 2 2/q 2
(16) P (||S(t>¢ HL?L;([O,T]XRd) > R) < cpe” /TSN

After multiplying R by a small power of T" we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.3. For small 6 € [0, %) and R > 0 there exists co, co such that:

P (HS(t)QSw||L§L;([0,T]de) > TGR) < 016_621'%2”2/(1729”qb”iz

17
(17) < e @RI

In addition, placing derivatives inside and noting that derivatives commute with fourier
multipliers such as S(t) and the map ¢ — ¢“, we have our main bound:

Theorem 2.4. Given small § € |0, é) and ¢“ chosen according to a Wiener randomization, for
all R > 0 there exists co, co such that:

P (||<V>85(t)¢w||L§L;([0,T]de) >T'R) < cre” @RI 0l

18
(18) < e R0l
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This bound will be crucial in the proof of local well-posedness. This gives us as much
integrability as we want in bounding a linear solution, which means the linear solution is
bounded in subcritical norms, allowing us to treat local well-posedness like a subcritical problem.

Lemma 2.5. Given ¢ € H® with randomization ¢“, for all R > 0 there exist positive constants
c1, Co such that:

(19) P (|6°l| oy > B) < cre /190

Proof. The proofs can be found in [2]. They utilize the same basic argument as above, with
some extra steps. Each proof exploits an improved Bernstein’s inequality that results from the
Wiener randomization. Note that g, (w)n(D —n)¢ has Fourier transform supported on the unit
cube centered at n. Therefore g, (w)n(D —n)¢ has Fourier transform supported on the unit
cube centered at the origin. Bernstein’s inequality implies that

(20) le™ gu(@)n(D = n)glle S €7 gu(w)n(D — n)o| 12
with no loss of regularity, since multiplying by €* does not affect the LP norm, so we obtain
the bound ||g,(w)n(D —n)é||r < ||gn(w)n(D — n)@||z2. This is the key ingredient in the proof

that allows one to bound the higher L” norm of ¢* with high probability while only assuming
that ¢ € L?. O

3. LITTLEWOOD PALEY THEORY AND FUNCTION SPACES

3.1. Littlewood Paley Theory and Dyadic Decompositions. In the fixed point proof we
will take the linear and non-linear parts of our solution and dyadically decompose each into a
sum of Littlewood Paley projections. Given a smooth bump function v such that (§) =1 for
€] < 1 and ¥(§) = 0 for €] > 2 we have the following definition from the Littlewood Paley
theory:

Definition 3.1. Given dyadic N and a function f € L? we define its projection P<yf to be

the Fourier multiplier such that EN\f(g) = ¢(%)f(§)

Of course the definition applies to a much wider range of distributions, but in this paper we
need only cons/ic_lg functions in L? or H® for some s > 0.

Note that P<xf is supported on the set || < 2N. Now we define the projection Py that
localizes to frequencies in the interval [N/2,2N].

Definition 3.2. We define P, = P<y and for dyadic N > 1, Pyf = P<yf — P<y/of.

This defines the projection Pyf with frequencies between N/2 and 2N. Also we have
>~ Pnf = f,so this is indeed a decomposition.
The above info and other results on Littlewood-Paley theory can be found in the appendix

of [9].

3.2. Strichartz Spaces. In this and the following section we introduce the function spaces
needed to prove well-posedness. We start with the standard Strichartz spaces: S*(I x R?) and
N*(I x RY): Let g,7 be a Schrodinger-admissible pair. Given an interval I = [to,#;] we define
S(I x R?) to be the set of measurable functions bounded in the following norm:

|| Ss(IxRd) = sup ||<V>8U||Lqu(1de)-

(¢,r)—admissible

We also define N=%(I x R?) to be the dual space of S*(I x R?), which satisfies the bound:
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HUHNS(IXRd) = Q,r)—igiissible H <v>su||Lq'U'(1de)‘

The key relation between the Strichartz norms is the Strichartz estimate for solutions to the
non-linear Schrédinger equation. Suppose u is a solution to iu; + Au = F, then

(21) ]

55 (fto,ta]xRD) S (| (to) | s ray + | F 1| ns (fto,t1] xR)

3.3. UP and V? spaces. Now it turns out we will want to use a norm that measures how close
a function is to a linear solution to the Schrodinger equation. We start by defining a UP atom,
and then the UP and VP spaces. Suppose 1 < p<ooand —oco <ty <t; <...,<t,<oxisa
partition of the real line. We will denote the characteristic function of the kth interval of this
partition by X[, .-

Definition 3.3. A U? atom is a step function into some Sobolev space a(t) : R — H*(R?) of
the form

(22) a=> OeX[te i)
k=1

where Z || ol (R = 1.
k=1

The definition applies to any Hilbert space H, but we will only need it for Sobolev spaces in
this paper.

Definition 3.4. The space UP(R; H®) is the set of measurable functions bonuded in the associ-
ated norm:

(23) lullor@s =, inf D INlru=) Aay}.
j j

P atoms a;

For the V? spaces we continue to partition the real line, and take our norm to be the
p-variation of the given function.

Definition 3.5. The space VP(R; H®) is the set of functions bounded under the V? norm:

1/p
p
HS(]Rd)')

In addition, given an interval I, the norms ||ul|yrr;), ||t||ve(rms) and any of the following
norms are defined as the restriction norms, for example:

partitions t,

(24) |ullve®asy =  sup (leu(tk)—u(tk_m
k=1

25 Ul\Ur(I;H5) = inf Wllur(R;H5)-
(25) [ulloe(;me) TR N [wl[ur @ ae)

Now we want to create a norm that measures how close our function is to a linear solution to
the Schrodinger equation, much like in the definition of the X** spaces. If u is a linear solution
then S(—t)u is a function that is constant in time with ||S(—t)u||v2(r,ms) and ||S(—=t)u|v2r;ms)
norms bounded by ||u||g=. We define the UX H*, VX H® norms as

[ullos s @srrsy = (1S (=) ullvem;me)

HUHVA”HS(R;HS) = ||S(—t)u||VP(R;HS)
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and the spaces UR H*, VRH* are defined as the set of measurable functions u : R — H*(R?)
bounded in the UX H® and VAH® norms respectively. These are useful spaces, however, in
our proof we will rely on dyadic decomposition and will need to apply these norms at specific
frequencies, so it is more useful to do computations in a slightly different norm adapted to
dyadic decompositions.

Definition 3.6. We define the X® and Y® norms, and associated spaces, as follows:

[l o) = (Z N2SHPNUH%]2L2)
N

Ys(R) = (Z N2S||PNU||%/§L2>
N

Note that these norms are a little stronger than those above. They bound the closeness of the
function u to a solution to the linear equation at each frequency, not just generally. Note that we
immediately have the embedding X* < Y* as well as the bound ||.S(¢)¢|| xsm.us) < [|¢]
This bound means that these spaces are well suited to studying the linear problem.

In addition we define the following norm for the non-homogeneous term that will allow us to
exploit duality:

1

2

(26)

2

]

HS(Rd)'

(27) Pl = | [ st t)r@yar

to

X=(I)
This is equivalent to the dual norm of Y*, and we have the bound
(28) | Fllasy < sup // (t,x)v(t, z)dxdt
lollys =1 Rd
as Lemma 3.5 in [3]. This is equivalent to
(29) | F || arsry < sup // Jo(z,t)dxdt.
[vllyocry=1 /1 JRd

In addition we have a bound analogous to the Strichartz estimate (2I) for the M*® norm.
Suppose u(t, ) is a solution to equation the Cauchy problem

ul=o = u(0)
on the interval /. Then we have the bound
(31) ullxory S 10 ey + 1 larscr

4. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

Lemma 4.1. Let q,r be a Schridinger-admissible pair.
(1) Given an interval I, for any u € Y°(I) we have:

(32) HUHLng(szd) S ||U||Y0(1)-
(2) Given an interval I and p > 2(d;2), for any v € Y¥?>=@+2/p([) we have:

lull iy zcrsrey S (V1727220 g o

(33)
S ||u||yd/27(d+2)/p(1) :
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Proof. The proof of the first is in [3]
To prove the second note that for % = % — S, Sobolev embedding implies that
(34) [l Loay S [|1V]7ul
Then taking the L (I) norm of both sides we have

LT (R9) *

(35) HuHLf,z(Ide) S H‘v|kuHLfL;(I><Rd) :

2 . d_d
Then by part 1, we have for £ + £ = 5

k k
(36) V1 ull gy rmey S IV Fullyogp) -

. . . . . d . . 2 d __d 1 1 k
This proves the desired inequality in R* with exponents that satisfy st r=3 and - = & — .
Substituting we get k = g — %. O

ﬂdfjm and p = 2(d + 2), we obtain the following corollaries:

By selecting ¢ = r =
Corollary 4.2. For all uw € Y°(I) one has:

(37) [ul| 2cp2) S lullyoq).
L, % (IxR4)

t,x

Corollary 4.3. For allu € Y 2 (I) one has:

d—1
(33) el zcaso gy S || V15 0

S llull e
YO(I) Y 2 (1)

Lastly, the following is a bilinear projection lemma that gives an L? bound on the bilinear
L? norm of projections at different frequencies from Bourgain in [4], [7]. In addition there is a
version adapted to the Schrodinger equation from [11].

Lemma 4.4. For dyadic Ny < Ny and ¢y, ¢s € L? we have

a1 -1
(39) [P, S(#) 01 Py S () P2l 2 rxmay S Ny 2 Ny || Py d1ll 2may | Py @2l 22wy -
Corollary 4.5. For Ny < Ny and uy,uy € Y°(I) we have

-1 -1
(40) | P Pryttal| oy S Ny * ™ Ny® [Pt lyoqn || P [yoqs:
Proof. The proof is found in [3] as Lemma 3.5. O

This will be a key ingredient in the proof of local well-posedness because it allows us to
gain half a derivative from higher frequency terms. In addition we use the following three
dimensional bilinear estimate that solely consists of Strichartz norms.

Theorem 4.6. For dyadic Ny < Ny and any small 6 > 0 we have:
(41)
| Pt Pt ey S Ni® NG (1Pt () ey + 11604 + ) Patall e s
X (1P, u2(0)]| L2esy + (10 + A) Prvyuall par prsiisrxms) )-
Proof. The proof is found in [I1] as Lemma 2.5. O
This will be a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in section 6.
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5. ALMOST SURE LoCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

We now begin the proof of Theorem [LT Given some ¢ € H*(R?) let ¢* be its Wiener
randomization, and recall that z(¢) = S(t)¢“ denotes the linear part of the NLS solution and
v(t) is the solution to equation ([@).

Even though we do not have long term bounds on the H* norm of v, we know that v(0) = 0.
Exploiting our probabilistic bound on z(¢) in subcritical norms, we show that for p € (d;Ql, s+%)
the norm ||v|| x»((—7,r)) is bounded for small enough time 7'.

Our method will be a fixed point argument. We define

(42) To(t) = + /O LiS(t = )[v + 2 (0 + 2)](¢)dt

and note that v is a solution if and only if ['v = v. We now prove the following proposition,
which is the bulk of our fixed point argument.

Proposition 5.1. Assume s and p satisfies the bounds

d 1 d—1
4 — - —
(43) 2>8+2>p> 5

Given ¢ € H*(R?) with randomization ¢* there exists small > 0 such that for every R > 0
and sufficiently small T' < 1, we have

o [Tvfxr S TQ(HU||E}<,>([0,T)) + R®) off a set of measure cre~ 2B /8l

o [[Tv1 — Tvgllxeor) S T°(R* + ||U1||§(p([o,T)) + ||U2||§(p([o,T)))||Ul — V|| xr(0,)) Off a set of
measure ¢~/ 18l
This stems from Theorem [2.4], which tells us that for 0 < % we have
(44) P(I(V) 2l La Ly o,ryxrey < T'R) > 1 — ¢~/
which allows us to gain a factor of T.

Proof. We only prove the first part, as the proof of the second is similar. For dyadic N > 1
define

PN(’U) = PSNF('U)
=Py (:I:/O —iS(t —t)[|v + 2|*(v + z)](t')dt')
= :t/0 —iS(t — ") Peyl|v + 2| (v + 2)(¢)]dt'.

By [29) we have
ITxvllxe = [ P<nl(v + 2)[0 + 2Tl

T
< sup / / (VA v + 2[*(v + 2) P<yvedadt.
Uﬁ|||U6||YO§1 0 R4

Now noting that

||FU||XP = lim ||FNU||XP
N—oo

T
= sup / / (VA v + 2[*(v + 2)Tgdxdt
vslllvellyoq SO JRY
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it suffices to show that for small § > 0 this integral is < CT?(R® + ||v||%,)||vs|lyo off a set of
measure c;e2%/19llEs  We do this by proving the bound

(45) / / o+ 240+ 2)Tadadt < CT* (R + [v]|%0) vslyo
]Rd

via case by case analysis of terms of the form (V)?[w;wewswsws|vg where each w; is either
v; = v or z; = z (or it’s complex conjugate), and each is dyadically decomposed into
> N;>1,dyadic PN Vis 2o, >1,dyadic PN, 75+ Dyadic decomposition allows us to assume the derivatives
are placed on the highest frequency term, or split them between two comparably high frequency
terms. Also we will just write w; instead of Py,w; as we sum over dyadic integers N; > 1.

We split the cases into four main cases based on whether each w; is a v; or z;, and which two
terms have the highest frequencies:

e Case 1 All five terms are v.

e Case 2 At least one term is a v and it has one of the two highest frequencies.
e Case 3 The two highest frequencies are on z terms.

e Case 4 The two highest frequencies are on a z term and the vg term.

These four cases are then divided into smaller subcases:

(1) Case 1: V1V2U3V4V5Vg
In this case all terms are v’s. We do not do dyadic decompositions, instead we cut the
frequency space into 5 pieces based on which frequency is largest, and assume without
loss of generality that & is. We split into two cases, based on the value of p, which
determines which exponents we can use in Holder’s inequality.

d 1
e l.a: 1% < 5 — 1
Noting that p < 2 — 2 we apply Holder’s inequality with ¢ exponents
(d+2) 4(d+2) 2(d+2) 2d+2)  2(d+2) 2(d+2)
(d(2d—4p—1)’ To-did—apy <4 g ) and x exponents ( 7T, Tme X 4, =5 ) and
Lemma [T}
= / / p’U1U2U3’U4’U5U6d5L’dt
R4
<IVYll oz s Nloall s e [lvs]] saen e
AT [ dr2—d(d—2p) I, [ d¥2—d(d—2p) [,7d
X oall stz @iz [Jvs]| __awrz) 2d42) ||U6H 2(d+2)
[ dF2—d(d—2p) [, d—2p [ dr2—d(d—2p) I,

< Hv1HwT9||vzll sarn) 20w V3] 2asn) s [|vall aaen aaea [Jos]l an e [[s]lvo
— [, d—2p [, d=2p [, d—2p [, d=2p [, d—2p L d=2p [, d—2p

< T2 1||U,||yp||U6||YO

for some 6 > 0.
e 1.b: ———<p<8—|——
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Noting that p < 4 — l we apply Holder’s inequality with ¢ exponents
<oo 8ld+2) g 2(d+2)> and x exponents (2,4(d+ 2) x 4, (d+2 ) and Lemma [T

b d+4
I—/ / ) v10203V4V5 Vg ddl
Rd
p
< V) v [l oo 2 |02 8(d+4 L4(d+2)|| 3||L8d+4)L4(d+2>
X ||val| scar2 |vs]] sca+2) [vs]| 2ca+2)
I dFT [A(d+2) L~ d+4 [4(d+2) L d

< Nvrllyo T vzl pacasn vsl| pacaso [[vall pacasa | vs ] acas= v |y

< Tllorllye I llvill gy llvs o

for some 6 > 0.
(2) Case 2: V1W2W3W4Z5Ug Nl Z NQ,Ng, N4,N5
In this case there is at least one v term and the highest frequency term is a v. Therefore
we can assume the derivatives fall on the v; term with the highest frequency.

e 2.a: woy,ws, wy are all z terms, N5 > Ny > N3 > Ny > N1/2(d b
We have assumed that vy has the highest frequency: N1 > Ny, N3, Ny, N5s. Now
we apply Holder’s inequality, Lemma [£.J] and our probabilistic bound on the linear
term, Theorem 2.4] and note that s > %:

I = / / pU122ZgZ4Z5U6d.§L’dt
Rd

< KV vl aararsal| 22| paasa || 23] L2 || 2| p2cava) | 25 || Locasa [ v paare a
< [Jr]lye (NaNs Ny N5 ) “TL_o || (V) 2| paca2 [|ve | yo
< [lvallye (N N3Ny N5) T I, [ (V)24 | pacasay || vl yo
< or]lye (N2) 2T (V) 24| s [ v | yo
(

< [orllys (V)T [ (V) 24l | 2o v v

Noting that N; is the highest frequnecy, the sum over all frequencies is bounded

by [|v]ly»T? R*||vs||yo off a set of measure ¢e~e2f/ 191z

e 2.b: wy, w3, wy are all z terms, Ny < N11/2(d_1)

We apply Holder’s inequality, 2:4] 1] and our bilinear estimate L5 utilizing the
assumption that N, < N1/2(d 1.

I—/ / Y v1 292324 25vgdxdt
R4

< (V) viz2 |2 ||Z3||L3(d+2) [[24][ acara || 25 || Lsara) [|v6 ]| 2carar/a

<N g ||U1||YPN lzallyollzsll Lo | 24l paara || 25 | a2 | v6 ]| p2cara a
< NF ||Ul||YPN11||Z2||Y0TO+R?’||06||Y0

< Ny fonllye T R oo,

which is < [|v]|y»T°" R* off a set of small measure.
e 2.c: wy = 1y is a v term, and the others can be anything
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In this case we still have N7 > N;,i = 2,...,6. Applying Holder’s inequality, 1],
2.4 and [4.5] we have

T
]:/ / <V>pU1U)2’UJ3U)4Z5U6dZL’dt
0 R4

< (V) vrva| 2 lws| oo [lwall paara [ 25| Lacas || V6 | pacarar e
=1 d—1_
< N T forllye Ny ™ foallyo sl o l[wall pacssa |25 | pacan sl vo

-1
< N2 T orllyol[vallya-ne l[wsll pars [[wal g | 25| g 06 vo.

Now if ws is a v term, then ||ws]| 2wr2) < ||vs]ly@-1/2 as required. If ws is a z term,
then ||wsl 2@z < TOTR off a set of small measure. So either way this term is
bounded.

If wy is a z term then, again, ||wyl|;sar> < T°TR off a set of small measure. The
only trouble is if wy is a v term, in which case our inequality only gives us:

o S | 1715,

1/4
< N foallya-vre.
We have an extra quarter derivative, however, since N is the biggest frequency we
—1
have Ni/4 < N11/4, which is absorbed by the N,? " term.
Therefore each term in this case is bounded by T (||v||%, + R%)||ve|lyo off a set of
measure cye~ 2 /19%s
(3) Case 3: W1WoW32425Vg, N4 ~ N5 Z Nl, NQ,Ng,Nﬁ.
In this case the two biggest frequencies are on z terms, 2z, and z5. The first three

terms are denoted w;,i = 1,2,3 and represent either v or z. Assume without loss
of generality that Ny < Ny... < Ny ~ N5 > Ng. Applying Holder’s inequality for

exponents (Q(d +2)x3 Adt2) o 2, 2(dj2)>, 4.1l and 2.4] we have

7 d+1

T
/ / w1w2w3z4<V)pz5v6dxdt S le ||L2(d+2) ||w2 HLz(d+2) ||U)3HL2(d+2)
0 R4

X Y22l s 1(9)2251] g ] s

For £ < s this term is bounded by T%" R*([|v|[3.(4-1),2 +T°" R?)|ve||yo off a set of measure
cre= /1915 Note that p<s+ % < 2s so p satisfies the requirements.
(4) Case 4: wywywswyzsvg, N5 ~ Ng = Ny, No, N3, Ny. This is the biggest case by far and
we divide it into several subcases based on how many v’s there are.
e 4.a 2129232425V, N5 ~ Ng 2 Ni, Ny, N3, Ny. Assume without loss of generality
that Ny < Ny ... N5 ~ Ng. By Holder’s inequality with exponents (2,8, 8,8, 8),
and 2.4 we have

T
I = / / 21222324<V>p251)6d$dt
0 R4

< HZWGHL?HZ2||L8||23HL8HZ4||L8||<V>’)Z5||L8

< (112;1)_8_’_ %1+ s P
SM N5* (V) z1lyollvs|lyoll 22l s || 23l s [ 2l s || (V) P 25 || s

—1
=z st

d-1)
SN T (NN NNy NS I (V) zillyo | (V) 2ill s [ e | o
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When s+ > pand s > %L the powers of the frequen(nes are negative and the sum
is bounded by TO+R5||U6||y0. We have assumed s+ 1 > p > %1 in the statement
of the theorem and note that for d > 3, ﬁ > d_l and therefore we only require
s > ©2 however, s > p—1 > ©2 Therefore this term is bounded by T°" R?||vg |yo
off a set of measure c;e C2R /||¢|| .
In all following cases, we can assume there is at least one v, at least one z, and that
N5 and Ng are the highest frequencies.

e 4.b V12223242506, N5 ~ N6 Z Nl, Ng, Ng, N4.
Assume without loss of generality that No < N3... < N5 ~ Ng > Nj.
Noting that Ny < N3, N, we apply Holder’s inequality, and 2.4 to obtain

T
I = / / U1222324<v>025’06d117dt
0 R4

< |lz2v6]| 2 ||Ul | L2t || 23| ot/ || 24l Loy s@en | (V) 25 || pocara) /s

Lt d-
SN TN, T lz2llvollvsllyollvnll, 4z (N3 NaN5) = R

—§—

=1 d—1
NG TN T T (N NuN3) T R o] aca [Juglyo

=+ d-1_
S Ng»  (NoNsNyNs) s [lonll, az T R g lyo.

When s > 9=1 the powers of the frequencies are negative, and the sum 1s bounded
by ||UHyd_2_1 T0+R4H’U6Hy0. As demonstrated in the previous case, s > 41

e 4.c V1V2232425V¢, N5 ~ N6 z Nl, Ng, Ng, N4.
Assume without loss of generality that N; > Ny, N3 < Ny < N5 ~ Ng. By Holder’s
Inequality, 5] and [24] we have

T
I:/ / v1V92324 (V)P z5vdadt
0o Jre

s Itllalicnllol s, s 75l

< Ng? +N Nvdllyollvsllvollvall, apr (NsNy) ™ *(N5)PT*T R?
< NPT (NsNy)“*NE~ 8_§+H01H as1 [|va] 4 T0+R3HU6||Y0

< NYTNJ™(N3Ny) Ny~ at [oall a51 [lva] |« 1T0+R3||U6||Y0

Since s + % < p, all powers of the frequencies are negative and the sum is bounded
by [v[|? ay T R?||vg]|yo.
Y 2
o 4.d vivav3zaz5v6, N5 ~ Ng 2 N1, Na, N3, Ny.
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Assume without loss of generality that N; > Ny > N3, Ny < Ns. By Holder’s
Inequality, 25 and [2Z4] we have

[—/ / V109U324( V)P zsvgdxdt
Rd

I< ||v1v6||L2||v2||L2<d+z>||v3||L2<d+z>||Z4|| e [[(V)25]] e

S NN [wllvolleglivollval, e sl g N7 NETTO R
S NN T ol el sl T B2 o o,

Since s + % < p, all powers of the frequencies are negative and the sum is bounded
by [0lI7 s T vl vo.

e 4.e V1V2V3V4 2506, N5 ~ NG Z Nl, Ng, Ng, N4.
Assume without loss of generality that Ny < Ny < N3 < Ny < N5. By Holder’s
Inequality, and 24 we have

T
I:/ / 01090304 (V)P z5v6dxdt
0 Jrd

1 < Yoreel o lfval s sl s onl) o 169925 | oz
<N TN nllyo lusllyolloall s sl s floall 4 N2 T R

—(d-2) 1y
SNUTNG T NG ol g el aga sl g lvall, ags T Rlvg .

Since s —I— < p, all powers of the frequencies are negative and the sum is bounded
by ||v||4 T0+R||'U6||y0 off a set of small measure.

In each case the term is bounded by, for some 6 > 0, CTY(R>+||v||5,)||v6||yo. This completes
the proof of the first part of the proposition.
The proof of ||Tvy — Tvgllxe < CT(R* + ||v1||%s + |lvall%0)]|v1 — valxr off a set of measure
cre~ 2B /I4lEs i similar and is omitted. O

Using this key proposition we can close the fixed point argument in the final theorem.
Proof of Theorem [I 1]
Let B, be the ball of radius 7 in X?([0,7)) with £ > s+ 1 > p > £ as in the previous
proposition. I claim that for small enough 7" and small but fixed r the map I is a contraction
on B, outside a set of measure ¢;e~® /1917 See section 1.6 of [9] for an overview of contraction
based fixed point arguments.
To apply the theory for fix point arguments we require, off a small set, the contraction
conditions
o |[I'v||xo(ory) <7 forve B,
o |ITvy — Tl xe(ory) < 3101 — vallxe (o))
By the bounds from the proposition, we have for all R and some fixed constant C,

ITv]|x» < CT(R5 4 r®) and ||Tv; — Twg||xr < Cllvy — va||x»T?(2r* + R*) off a set of measure
016_52R2/”¢”H5.

The contraction conditions are satisfied if we select r, R, T" such that
r<R

4
(46) CT°R®> <r/8
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We can fix a value of r to satisfy the first bound. Selecting T" such that T ~ R7% the second

bound of a contraction is satisfied, and we conclude that the map I' has a fixed point in B,.
Therefore for sufficiently small T, the equation ['v = v has a solution in B for every ¢“

off this set of measure ¢;e~ 2B /I19llEs Setting o = _TQG there exists a set Qp C  of measure

> 1 — e~ /T I9ls such that for ¢t € [0,T) the Duhamel equation
t
(47) o(t) = + / LS — ) [[o + 2|'w + 2))(¢)d
0

has a unique solution in X”(][0,7)). The same argument proves the existence of a solution in
XP((=T,0]) on a set of the same measure. Taking u(t) = S(t)¢ + v(t) we have a solution on
the interval (=T, 7T) in the class H*(R?) + C((=T,T) — H*(R3)) C H*(R?).

6. A CONDITION FOR GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS

We now present the proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof relies upon the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose 0 < ¢ < %, £ < s < 1 and ||¢”||gs@rsy < R. There exists a
1

small positive constant ¢ < 4 such that for any interval [ty ts] satisfying, |t, —to| < 1,
|v]| 10 10((2, to)x 3y < € and ||[(V)*2|| Larr(t, to)xr3) < € for the pairs

(g,7) € {(10,10),(15/2,15/7),(30/7,15)}, we have ||v||gie(e, t)xrs) S [|0(E1)]| mrtems) + C(€).

We first give the proof of Theorem 1.2 given that Proposition 6.1 is true. The rest of the
paper is devoted to proving Proposition 6.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 Assume Proposition [6.1] and the hypothesis of Theorem 1.2, that there
exists such a function a. Fix values T, R and a set ()  satisfying the properties outlined in
Theorem 1.2. By Theorem 2.4l and Theorem 2.1l there is a set Qp p C Q7 ; of measure at least
1 — cje=2R/Tlellns a(T, R) such that for any w € Q p and
(q,7) € {(00,2),(10,10), (15/2,15/7),(30/7,15) } we have

(48) (V) 2| parr (- xr3) < R,
and for any solution v to (@) we have

(49) ||U||L10L10([—T,T}><R3) < R.

Now assume that w is indeed in the set Qr r. Note that by the local well-posedness theory
a solution exists on some short time interval (—¢,t). Suppose for sake of contradiction there is
a pair of times =T < Ty < 0 < Thax < T such that the solution v(¢) cannot be extended in
H'Y past (Thin, Tinax)-

We know that ||v]| 100107 T xk3) < R and we have ||(V)*z|| apr(—71xr8) < R for each
necessary pair (g, ), therefore we can split [Tinin, Timax] into a finite number of subintervals I on
which ||UHL10L10(I><R3) < ¢ and ||<V>SZ||LqLT'([XR3) < ¢ for
(q,r) € {(10,10),(15/2,15/7),(30/7,15) }.

This means that on each subinterval [t;, ;1] the conditions of Proposition 6.1 are met, and
therefore the ||v||si+e(, 1, 1)xr3) norm is finite. Therefore there exists a solution in the space
Se([t;, tir1] x R3) on each succesive interval [t;, t;41] which implies that the ||v|| e g1+e norm is
bounded at each endpoint. This means the S'™¢ norm is bounded on the next interval. Iterating
this argument over each subinterval this implies the ST norm of the nonlinear solution v(¢)
is bounded on the whole interval [Tiin, Tmax]- In addition ||v(Tmim)||gi+e and ||v(Timax) || mi+e
are both finite. Therefore one can apply the local wellposedness theory to extend the solution
beyond [Tinin, Timax), Which is a contradiction.
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This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2. It remains to prove Proposition 6.1
Proof of Proposition[6.1: The nonlinear part of the solution v satisfies the differential equation
v, + Av = (v 4+ 2)|v + 2|*
v, + Av = v|v[* + f(v, 2)

for the function f(v,2) = (v + 2)|v + z|* — vt < |2)° + |2] - [v|L
By the Strichartz estimates, (21]), we have the bound

(50)

(51) 0] s1e(ier ta)xrey S [[0(E0) [+ + [[0]o]* || vrve(ien ta)xrey + 1 (v, 2) | Nrre(ien o) xr)-

So we need to bound the two remaining terms.
Lemma 6.2. If v is a solution to (B0) then |[vv]*]| Nite(e ta)xr3) S €|0]|s1+¢ (1] xR -

Proof: Note that the pair (%, %) is Schrodinger-admissible and has Holder conjugate (1—70, 1—70)

Therefore by equation (2I]) we have
v |U\4||N1+C([t1,t2]xR3) S ||<V>1+CU : ‘U|4||L10/7L10/7([t1,t2]><R3)
S ||<V>1+CU||L10/3L10/3([t1,t2]xR3)||U||Ai10L10([t1,t2]xR3)
S ||U||sl+c([t1,t2]xR3)||U||Ai10L10([t1,t2]xR3)
S € llllsreeq e xze)-

Proposition 6.3. Assume 0 < c¢ < g, f(v,2) = (v+z)|v+ z[* —v|v|* and that z and v satisfy
the R and € bounds in the proposition, where z is the linear solution and v is the solution to
(@). Then we have

||fHN1+C([t1,tz]xR3 5 H<V> fHL3/2L18/13([t1 o] xR3)

S VER(VeR + ||U1(751)||H1(R3) + ||<V>u5||L3/2L18/13([t1,t2}><]R3))'

Proof: Observing that (3, 1—58) is Schrodinger-admissible, we have

(52)

(53)
1 voeonsacrty < L Lo ses/isgen o) < / / el fludw.
<1

||w6||L3L18/5( [t1,to] xR3) =

The function f(v,z) is a sum of terms of the form wywswsw,zs where each wj is either a v
or z term. We dyadicaly decompose these first five terms (not wg), refer to Py,w; as w;, and
sum over all frequencies N7 — N5, and combinations of v, z in integrals of the form

(54) ||<v>1+cf’|L3/2L18/13([t1,t2}><R3) < <1/ / 1+c w1w2w3w4v5]w6dw
t1

”w6”L3L18/5( [t1,t0] xR3) =

We can assume that the 1+ ¢ derivatives fall on the term with highest frequency. Before going
through cases, we prove the following lemmas that combine interpolation with the bilinear
estimate, Lemma .6l

Lemma 6.4. If Ny < Ny, then for any pair of dyadic components vy = Py,v, 29 = P,z we
have the bound:

—1/4—s5+5/2 1/2
||U1Z5HL30/11L15/8([t1,t2]><R3) SN, / / ||U1HL/10L10([1§1¢2}><R3)

(55)
X ([[or(t0) [ 1 (es) + H<v>“5’|L3/2L18/13([t1,t2}xR3)>1/2\/ eR
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Proof:
First note that for N; < N, we have the bilinear estimate .Gk
—1/246 nr1—
HU122HL2L2([t1,t2}xR3) ,S Nz /2 Nll 5(||U1(t1)’|L2(R3) + Hu5||L3/2L18/13([t1,t2]><R3))||Z(t1)||L2(R3)

(56)

lvrzall 2zt oy S No /27 (Jor (80) e oy + (V)67 | v s/ gy ) cms)) R-
Also, by Holder’s inequality

(57) HUIZ?||L30/7L30/17([t1,tz]xRS) < HUlHLloLlo([tl,tz}xRS)HZ2HL30/4L30/14([t1,t2]xR3)

< Ny ¥l|vr|| o pio (e, 2] xR3)€-
Now note that

L p

30/11 2 30/7

58
(58) o 1/2 1/2
15/8 2 30/17°
Interpolating with exponents %, % yields
—1/4—s+6/2 1/2
or25 | g 1s/s ey gy S Va2 011158 o g gy

(59)
x (loa (12) L sy + (VY07 | garss ) V2VeR:

Lemma 6.5. If Ny < N; then for any pair of dyadic components vi = Py,v, 20 = P,,z we
have the bound
(60)
—3/446/2 A-1/2—5
or2al aorm passs g g sy S Vi NG 20 (fon(60) i ey + (VDU 72 1813 1y sy ) VE R
Proof: The bilinear estimate tells us:
(61)
—1/248 Ar1—
1 22| 2221t ) xe) S Ny PPN ([lon (8) | p2rsy + 10V)0 || vz prssns (s oy )12 (1) | 229y
—3/246 Arl—s
||Ulz2||L2L2([t1,t2]><R3) S Nl / * N21 (||U1||H1(R3) —|— ||<V>u5||L3/2L18/13([t17t2}XRS))R.
Also, by Hélder’s inequality we have:

||U122HL30/7L30/17([t1,t2]><R3) S ||Ul||L°°L2([t1,t2]xR3)||Z2||L30/7L15([t1,t2]xR3)

(62) 1 s
S NN P [on[s1(i o] <) €.
So with exponents 1,1 we interpolate between the L2L? and L3%/7L3/17 bounds, and apply
the Strichartz estimate to get:
(63)

—3/44+6/2 1/2—s
o122l oo s/ (s aagrsy S N3 2 NG 27 oy (80) e oy + (V)65 | o/ 115715 0] 5y ) VER-

Lemma 6.6. If Ny < Ny then for zy = Py, z, 20 = P,z we have

(64) ||Z1Z2 HL30/11L15/8([t17t2]><R3) < N2_1/4_s+5/2N11/2_SR6.

Proof: The proof is identical to that of Lemma [6.4] except that v; has been replaced with zq,
which is put in a L'° L% norm.

In analyzing terms of the form wywswsw,vs there are two cases for where the highest
frequencies occur:

e Case 1: The highest frequency is on a z term.
e Case 2: The highest frequency is on a v term.
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Throughout these cases we will utilize the facts that ||v||par < |Jv]|s for % + 32 = 2 and

|vl|parr < ||vllso for (g,r) Schrodinger admissible. We will also use the three above lemmas.
Now we begin the analysis of cases.

(1) Case 1: In this case the highest frequency is on z;. We have all the derivatives falling
on zs.
e l.a vjwywswyzs case:
Applying Holder’s inequality, Lemma 6.4, and our assumptions about ¢ we have:

to
I :/ /v1w2w3w4(v>1+cz5w6dw
t1 T

< N30\ wa| 10 £10 4y 101 xR3) || W3] 10 10 (11 0] xR

(65) s flwall 1o 1oy agscmsy 1251 aorss 15 oy gy 10| 157
c—s+9
< NI g | 1o 210 1ty 1)) |03 ]| 110 £10 (11 1] ) ||| 10 £10 (11 1) )
1/2 5
X ||U1||L/10L1°([t1,t2}xR3)(||U1(t1)||H1(R3) + ”<v>u5||L3/2L18/13([t1,tz]xR3))1/2 eR||wg|| s L1s/5-
For ¢ < %, s > % and 0 = 0+ the power of Nj is negative, and the sum converges.
The w; terms are all bounded by ||v;|| 10110, 1«3y OF €. So this is bounded by
e RY2(Jon (12) gy + 107D 03 sy 2
e 1.b 2129232425 case:
Applying Holder’s inequality, Lemma 6.6, and our € bounds we have:
t2
I :/ /21222324<v>1+625w6dw
t1 T
(66) < N51+CHZ2 ||L10L10([t1,t2} xR3) HZ3 ||L10L10([t1,t2} X R3)
X ||zall 1o Loty o)) | 2125 || Loors pas/s gy o) s 1w || L3 s/
< NNy o o]l 2| o 1o | 24| pro o €Rwg | o sy
For s > g and ¢ < é and 0 = 0+ both powers are negative and this is bounded by
e*R.
(2) Case 2:
In this case the highest frequency falls on v, meaning N; > N,,..., N5. We have,
applying Holder’s inequality, Lemma 6.5, and our € bounds, for N5 < Ni:
to
1 :/ /<V>1+CU1U)2’UJ3U)4Z5U)6CZUJ
t1 x
< N11+C||'w2||L10L10([t1,t2]><R3)||w3||L10L10([t1,t2]><R3)
67) s Juwnll o zioqen ez |[02 25l 3o 115y gy |l s

_1/44et )2 p1/2—
< Ny VAR Nl “Nwa || 10 10ty 1) xr) | W3] L10 L10 ([t 101 xR3) [ Wa | L10 L10 ([t 0] xRS

X (H'Ul (tl) ||H1(R3) + || <V>U5||L3/2L18/13([t1,t2}XRS)) V €R||w6||L3L18/5.

As in case la, the ||w;|| 10 £10([, 1) xr3) terms are all bounded by € or ||v|| L1041, 45)xR3)-
Therefore for ¢ < é the sum over frequencies is bounded by

Ve R([vr ()l @) + V)60 | a2 prs/ns ey o) xm9) )
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So in all cases the integral is bounded by
VER(VeR + [vi(ty)ll ey + V)0 | o2 19/19 1ty 1) 085 )-

This completes the proof of Proposition 6.3.
So combining Lemma [6.2] Proposition [6.3] and the fact that e < 1 we arrive at the following
pair of inequalities:

HUHSHC([m,tz]xRS) S lo(t) | gre + ||<V>1+Cf||L3/2L18/13([t1,tz]xRS)
H(2) 5 sy S VEROVER + s ()l + (T v )
So all that remains is to bound
(68) (VU || arzpasis ey uayxey < IO pare prsins oy o sy + (V) Fllparzpisiis ey ) xro) -
First observe that
H<V>05’|L3/2L18/13([t1,t21xR3) < (V)v- U4’|L3/2L18/13([t1,t2]><R3)
< ||<V>U||L15/4L90/29([t1,t2]xRS)||U||Ai10L10([t1,t2]xR3)
< [ollsr(ttr 2] 2 10 L1010 1 1)
S ||<V>U5’|L3/2L18/13([t1,t2}x[@3)HU||%10L10([t1,t2}xR3)
+ (lo) ey + 1IN o e 101170 pro(gey ) x2)
and for [[v|| 10010, 1,]xrs) less than € we have
(69) (V)02 v p1srms ey gy S € (10 (E0) L@y + 1F v o] <E9))-
Noting that [[v||L10z10¢, 1)xrs) is small and combining Proposition 6.3, (G8), and (69) we
have:
(70)
(V) Fll arzpasis i gy

SVERWVeR + |[o(t) || mrwsy + (V) f Il L3rzp1s15 (1 10 xr3))
SVER(VeR + [[v(t)] ars) + H<v>1+Cf||L3/2L18/13([t1,t2}><R3))’
For e < 1—1% this implies that

(V)Y Fll arapasis i tajxmey S VETR(VER + () || es))-

This gives us the necessary bound on f.
Combining this result with Lemma 6.2, we have

(71) [0l 51+ (it1 02)xme) S [[0(E0) | 1oy + Ce)

for sufficiently small ¢ < }%, which completes the proof of Proposition 6.1.
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