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NLS IN THE MODULATION SPACE M, ,(R).

N. PATTAKOS

ABSTRACT. We show the existence of weak solutions in the extended sense of the Cauchy
problem for the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation in the modulation space Ms ,(R),
1§q§2and320.Inaddition,foreithersEOandl§q§%or%<q§2and
s> % — % we show that the Cauchy problem is unconditionally wellposed in M3 ,(R). It
is done with the use of the differentiation by parts technique which had been previously
used in the periodic setting.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS
In this paper we study the one dimensional cubic NLS:

(1) iU — Uy + ulPu=0 , (t,r) € R
u(0,x) = up(z) , veR

with initial data uo in the modulation space Mj (R). We are interested in existence of
solutions and in unconditional wellposedness of the problem. Modulation spaces were
introduced by Feichtinger in [6] and have been used extensively in the study of nonlinear
dispersive equations. See [13] for many of their properties such as embeddings in other
known function spaces and equivalent expressions for their norm. Since their introduction,
they have become canonical for both time-frequency and phase-space analysis since they
provide an excellent substitute in estimates that are known to fail on Lebesgue spaces.
Let us mention some already known results on local wellposedness of NLS () with initial
data in a modulation space. From [6] (Proposition 6.9) it is known that for s > 1/¢' or
s > 0 and ¢ = 1 the modulation space M, (R) is a Banach algebra and therefore an
easy Banach contraction principle argument together with the fact that e’ is a bounded
operator from My  (R) to itself (see [2] and [3]) implies that NLS () is locally wellposed for
ug € M, ,(R) with solution u € C([0, T]; M} ,(R)), T > 0. Also in [8] the case ug € Mz 4(R),
2 < ¢ < oo, was considered which is a space that does not belong to the previous family of
Banach algebras.
The definition of modulation spaces is the following: Set Qg = [—%, %) and Qr = Qo+ k

for all k € Z. Consider a family of functions {oj}rez C C°(R) satisfying

e 3c>0:VkeZ:VneQy: loxn)|>c

o Vk € Z: supp(og) C{EER: €~ k| <1},

® Dkez 0k =1,
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e VYmeNy: 30, >0: VE€Z: VaeN: a<m= || D%yl < Cn
and define the isometric decomposition operators

(2) O := FCVo F, (VkeZ).

Then the norm of a tempered distribution f € S'(R) in the modulation space M  (R),
seR,1<p,g<oo,is

1 1
(3) 1y, = (Dot Ionsig)* = (3o + k) FIoes 1)
k€Z keZ

with the usual interpretation when the index ¢ is equal to infinity. Different choices of
such sequences of functions {0y }rez lead to equivalent norms in M (R). When s = 0
we denote the space ng(R) by M, ,(R). In the special case where p = ¢ = 2 we have
Ms,(R) = H*(R) the usual Sobolev spaces. Here we will use that for s > 1/¢’ and
1 § p,q < 00, the embedding

4) M, (R) = Cy(R) = {f : R — C/ f continuous and bounded},
andfor<1§p1szém,lécnSQ2§00,81282)0r<1§p1§p2§oo,
1<g<q <00, 8 >80+ q% — qil) the embedding

(5) My g (R) = M2, (R),

are both continuous and can be found in [6] (Proposition 6.8 and Proposition 6.5). Also, by
[13] it is known that for any 1 < p < oo we have the embedding M, ;(R) — LP(R)NL>(R)
which together with the fact that Mso(R) = L%(R) and interpolation, imply that for any
p € [2,00] we have the embedding M, ,»(R) < LP(R). Later in Subsection 2.4 we will use
this fact for p = 3, that is

(6) My s (R) < L3(R).

In order to give a meaning to solutions of the NLS in C([0, 7], M2 4(R)) and to the nonlin-
earity N (u) := u|u|? we need the following definitions which first appeared in [4], [5] where

power series solutions to the cubic NLS was studied (see also [7] for similar considerations
on the KdV):

Definition 1. A sequence of Fourier cutoff operators is a sequence of Fourier multiplier
operators {Tn}nen on 8’ (R) with multipliers my : R — C such that

e mpy has compact support on R for every N € N,

o my is uniformly bounded,

e limy_oo my(x) =1, for any z € R.

Definition 2. Let u € C([0,T], M5 ,(R)). We say that N(u) ewists and is equal to a
distribution w € S'((0,T) x R) if for every sequence {Tn}nen of Fourier cutoff operators
we have

(7) lim N(Tyu) = w,

N—oo
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in the sense of distributions on (0,T) x R.

Definition 3. We say that u € C([0,T], M3 ,(R)) is a weak solution in the extended sense
of NLS () if the following are satisfied
o u(0,2) = up(z),
e the nonlinearity N (u) exists in the sense of Definition [,
o u satisfies (1)) in the sense of distributions on (0,T) x R, where the nonlinearity
N (u) = ulu|? is interpreted as above.

Our main result which guarantees existence of weak solutions in the extended sense is
the following:

Theorem 4. Let 1 < g < 2 and s > 0. For uy € Miq(R) there exists a weak solution
in the extended sense u € C([0,T]; M3 (R)) of NLS (1) with initial condition ug, where
the time T of existence depends only on HUOHMiq- Moreover, the solution map is Lipschitz
continuous.

Remark 5. The restriction on the range of ¢ appears by the construction of the solution
of the NLS. That is, we decompose the NLS into countably many parts and at the end we
sum all of them together. In order for the summation to make sense in the appropriate
space we obtain 1 < g < 3 (see remarks after (78) below). Moreover, when estimating the
resonant operator R} in Lemma [I0] the restriction ¢ < 2 appears naturally.

The next theorem is about the unconditional wellposedness of NLS () with initial data
in a modulation space, that is, uniqueness in C([0,77, M3 (R)) without intersecting with
any auxiliary function space (see [I1] where this notion first appeared):

Theorem 6. For ug € Miq(R), with either s > 0 and 1 < g < % or % < qg<2and
s > % — %, the solution uw with initial condition ug constructed in Theorem [ is unique in
C([0,T], M5 ,(R)).

Remark 7. When g = 2 the value s = % is also allowed in the previous theorem since then
1
we have the space My o(R) = Hs (R) — L3(R).

For its proof we are going to use the differentiation by parts technique that was in-
troduced in [I] to attack similar problems for the KdV equation but with periodic initial
data. In [9] this technique was used to prove unconditional wellposedness of the periodic
cubic NLS. In this paper we use this technique to attack an NLS with a continuous Fourier
variable, in the sense that our initial data is far from being periodic. For this reason there
are some major differences and some difficulties that do not occur in the periodic setting.
We follow very closely the ideas of [9] but we have to replace numbers and estimates for
sums of numbers by operators and estimates for sums of suitable operator norms. This
will become clearer in the next section where the proofs of Theorem Ml and Theorem [6] will
be given. Here let us mention that a similar approach was used in [14] to study the cubic
NLS and the mKdV on the real line and obtain unconditional wellposedness results with
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initial data in the Sobolev space H*(R). Finally, similar techniques were used in [12] to
study the quadratic nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation.

Since we are interested in the space M5 (R) there is a more convenient expression for
its norm which is the one we are going to use in our calculations. Let us denote by Oy the
frequency projection operator F (_1)1[k,k+1]]: , where 1 1) is the characteristic function
of the interval [k, k + 1], k € Z. Then it can be proved that

1

(8) 1l ~ (DGR IO 18) "
keZ

or in other words, the two norms are equivalent in M  (R).

To conclude this section, firstly, we need that for S(t) = e®** the Schrédinger semigroup
we have the equality:

(9) 1S@) fll2 = [[f]l2;

and secondly, we need the multiplier estimate (see [13], Proposition 1.9):

Lemma 8. Let 1 < p < oo and 0 € C°(R). Then the multiplier operator T, : S(R) —
S’(R) defined by
(Tof)=F o f), VfeS®)
is bounded on LP(R) and
1T |l r (r)— Lo ®) S 115111 (R)-
A useful consequence is that for 1 < p; < ps < 0o the following holds:

(10) 0% fllp> < 10k lps

where the implicit constant is independent of k and the function f. This is done by con-
sidering a ”fattened” function ¢ which is identically 1 on the support of og and then by
defining 6 (¢) = 6o(& — k), O = F 16, F, for k € Z, we have that

106 Fllps = 100k fllps = 1F 1 (68) 505 fllpe < IF Gl |0k lpy = 1IF 1 G0) e I Twf llp »

where we applied Young’s inequality with indices 1 + piz = % + pil and we used that all &
are translations of &y.

Let us also recall the following number theoretic fact (see [10], Theorem 315) which is
going to be used throughout the proof of Theorem @ Given an integer m, let d(m) denote

the number of divisors of m. Then we have
logm
(11) d(m) < el = o(me),

for all € > 0.

Lastly, before we proceed into the next section let us fix the notation: For a number
1 < p < oo we write p’ for its dual exponent, that is the number that satisfies %—I—I% =1. We
denote by S’(R) the space of tempered distributions and by D’(R) the space of distributions.
For two quantities A, B (they can be functions or numbers) whenever we write A < B we

mean that there is a universal constant C' > 0 such that A < CB.
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Next section consists of four subsections. In Subsection 2.1 the first steps of the iteration
process are presented and in Subsection 2.2 the tree notation and the induction step finish
the infinite iteration procedure. Then, in Subsection 2.3 Theorem Ml is proved where the
solution is constructed through an approximation by smooth solutions and in Subsection
2.4 the unconditional uniqueness of Theorem [A] is presented under the extra assumption
that the solution lies in the space C([0,T], L3(R)).

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

2.1. The first steps of the iteration process. In this subsection we present the first
steps of the differentiation by parts technique adapted to the continuous setting, that is
NLS () with initial data that is not periodic. Since it is the first time that this is done,
we try to be detailed for the interested reader. We will also use the same notation as in [9]
so that a direct comparison between the two papers can be made and the differences can
be emphasised.

From here on, we consider only the case s = 0 in Theorem M since for s > 0 similar
considerations apply. See Remark at the end of Subsection 2.2 for a more detailed
argument. Also, as we mentioned before we are going to use expression (8] for the norm
in Ms 4(R) and for convenience we will write [J,, instead of 0,, and o}, instead of Lk kt1)-

For n € Z let us define

(12) un(t,x) = Opult, x),
(13) v(t,x) = eitagu(t,x),
(14) on(t, 2) = €0, (t, ) = Ou[(e"u(t, 2)] = Ouu(t, 2).

Also for (€,£1,&2,£3) € R* we define the function
B, 61,6,6) =€ -+ & - &,

which is equal to

®(§7§17§27§3) = 2(§ - 61)(5 - 53)7
if £ =& — & + &3. Our main equation ({II) implies that

(15) 104ty — (Un)ze £ Op(Jul?u) =0,
and by calculating (v =), Ogu)
Oy (vaw) =0, Z Upyy UpgUng = Z O [tn, Uny Uns ],
ni,n2,n3 n1—n2+nzx<n

where by =~ n we mean =n or = n+ 1 or = n — 1. Later, during the calculations we will
also write £ &~ n where £ is going to be a continuous variable and n an integer. By that we
will mean that £ € [n,n + 1) or more generally that £ is in an interval around n.

Next we do the change of variables uy (t, z) = e "%, (¢, z) and arrive at the expression
(16) Oy, = £1 Z O, <eita£ [e‘itagvm . eita’%f}m . e‘itagvm]).

ni1—ngz+nzxn
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We continue by presenting the first steps of our splitting procedure. Define the 1st gener-
ation operators by

B 02 02 02 a2
(17) ;’t(vm,vng,vm)(:ﬂ) =0l (ena’c e Zta’cvm : elta’cvnz - € Zta””ﬂs])v

and continue with the splitting

(18) Opon =+i Y W Wy Ty Ung) = > Y

ni—ns+nzxn nixn nigngns
or
n3y<n

We define the resonant part

(19)  R@)m) — Bi)n) = (3 QM+ 3 Q) = 3 QN (v T ),

nixn n3x<n nin
and
ny=xn

with R} being equal to the sum of the first two summands and R} being equal with the
last summand, and the non-resonant part

(20) Ni(v)(n) = Z Q%{t(vnu@nzvvna)a

n1Zn#ns
which implies the following expression for our NLS (we drop the factor +i in front of the
sum since they will play no role in our analysis)

(21) Oron = Ry(v)(n) — Ri(v)(n) + Ni(v)(n).

Remark 9. In the following part of the paper a series of lemmata will be presented. Unless
stated otherwise we will always assume that 1 < ¢ < co.

For the resonant part we have the lemma:

Lemma 10. For j =1,2
1R (0)lliar2 < HUH%H’
and
IR (v) = Ry (w)lliazz S (1013s,, + 1wl o — wllag,-

Proof. Let us start with R}. By definition for fixed n, Rf(n) consists of finitely many
summands, since |[n — n|,|n — n3| < 1 and |n — no| < 3. We will handle Q" (vn, U, vn)
and the remaining summands can be treated similarly. Since,

402 -, 02 ., 02 e
QL vy, Ty vn) = Oy <eztaz [e=it02y, . g, - e_”awvn]),

and since the Schrédinger operator is an isometry on L? our claim follows by Bernstein’s
inequality (see Lemma [B). For the difference Rf(v) — R}{(w) we have to estimate terms
of the form |e~ % v, |2|e~i9y, — =192y, | in the 17L2 norm. For the L2 norm we apply
Hoélder’s inequality and obtain the upper bound

—itH? —_itH2 _itH2 _itH2 _i+H92 —_ 152
le™ % vn[lle™ "% vy — e~ wnlla S lle™ = vnl3lle” % vn — e wallz = [oal3on —wall2,
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where we used (I0) and (@), and then proceed with the [? norm as

1 1
(D lenl3llvn — wally)* < (sup lwalld) (3 v = wallg) * = 0l . o = wllase, -
neL nez

neL

From (B we have [|v||as, ., < [|v||as,, which finishes the proof. Similar considerations apply
to all other lemmata of the paper where estimates of the same form appear.
For the R operator, it suffices to estimate the sum

Z Q%(Um s Ungs Un3)

ni1—n2+nzxn
ni<n

which consists of finitely many sums depending on whether ny = n — 1, or n;y = n, or
n1 =n + 1. Let us only treat

- 02 192 192
0, eztax (6 ztaxvn E : |€ ztaxvn2|2)’
no€ZL
since for the remaining sums similar considerations apply. The L? norm equals

80 (e 3 ) |, % e D2 P, < 3 [funtwnal?]], < D lalalos 3
no€Z no€Z

n2€ no€

where we used that the Schrédinger operator is an isometry in L?, Lemma [8 and Holder’s
inequality. With the use of (I0) this last sum is bounded from above by ||u]|2[ul|F,, , and

since 1 < ¢ < 2 we can use the embedding 19 < [? to arrive at [Jup||2]ul|F, ,- Then, the [
norm in the discrete variable implies

IRS(0)lliaz2 S I0llis, -

For the non-resonant part N{ we have to split as
(22) Ni(v)(n) = Nj;(v)(n) + Nip(v)(n),

where

Ni1(v)(n) = Z Q;{t(vnwﬁnz,vns)a
An(n)

and

(23) Anx(n) = {(n1,n2,n3) € Z> : ny — ngy + ng =~ n,ny & n % ns, |®(n,n1,n2,n3)] < N}
We also define the set

(24) An(n)¢ = {(n1,n2,n3) € Z3 :ni—no+ns~n,ng #&nns, |®(n,n1,ne,n3)| > N}.

The number N > 0 is considered to be large and will be fixed at the end of the proof.
With the use of inequality ([I)) we estimate N7, as follows:



8 N. Pattakos

Lemma 11.
1
L4
1Nt () liar2 S N7 0l
and
¢ t < N T2 2
[N11(v) = Ny (w)|liare S N (([ollag,, + lwllae ) Ilo — i,
Proof. Obviously,

HNll HL2 < Z HQ ’Unul_)nmvn?,)HL?a
An(n)

which from (@), Lemma [§ and Holder’s inequality is estimated above by

D A VA [ N 3 o 3 N
An(n) An(n)

Here we make use of (I0) and Holder’s inequality in the discrete variable to obtain the
upper bound

L 1
> Ny 2 lma 2 Nz < (D 17) (032 ot 18 loma |92 s 12 )
An(n)

An(n) Apn(n)

Fix n and p € Z such that |u| < N. From (I} there are at most o(N°") many choices for
n1 and ng, and so for ny from n ~ n; — ne + ng, satisfying

w=2(n—mny)(n—ng).
Therefore, we arrive at
1
L+ q
M@)oz S N7 (3 > bl s 22 )

neZ An(n

and this final summation is estimated by Young’s inequality providing us with the bound
(lullary = llvllas,)

1
14
1Ny (0) a2 S N7 ol , -
O

In order to continue, we have to look at the N{, part more closely keeping in mind that
we are on Ay (n)¢. Our goal is to find a suitable splitting in order to continue our itera-
tion. In the following we perform all formal calculations assuming that v is a sufficiently
smooth solution. Later, in Subsection 2.4 we justify these formal computations also for
v e C([0,T], M3 ,(R)), with 1 < ¢ < 3 s>0or % <qg<2 8> % — %.

From (7)) we know that

F(QL (Vny, Ty Ung))(€) = an(€) / e BHEEEE) G, (1), (€ — €1 — E3)Dny (E3) dE1dEs,

R2
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and by the usual product rule for the derivative we can write the previous integral as the
sum of the following expressions

S )
(25) at <O-TL(£) /[R2 —2Z(£ — 61)(6 — 53) Unq (gl)ﬁng (g - 61 - 53)2}113 (53) d£1d£3) -
e~ 2it(§—81)(£—¢3)

On 6 -
© r2 —2i(§ —&)(€— &
Therefore, we have the splitting

)8t (@n1 (gl)inz (f - fl - 53)77713 (53)) d§1d§3-

(26) FQ') =0 F Q") — F(T")

or equivalently

(27) Q#t(vm,@nz’vns) = at((?rl{t(”mﬂ_’nzv”ng)) - Té’t(vnlvﬁnmvn:’)))

which allows us to write

(28) Niy(v)(n) = 8y(Ng; (v)(n)) 4+ Nio(v)(n),

where

(29) N5 ()(n) = D Qp'(vny, Bny, Uny),
Apn(n)

and

(30) Niy(v)(n) = Z T (Uny s U Ung)-
An(n)e

Moreover, we have

'[Lnl (gl)anz (5 - 51 - 53){%3 (53)

"F(QN;’t(Unl?@nZ?UniS))(é) = e_it§20-n(§) /1%2 (5 _ 61)(5 o 53) d§1d§37
and we define
(31) f(erl,t (unl 7 ﬁnz 7 un3))(€) _ O'n(é.) \/]RZ Uny (51)?712_(561_) (fg : g;’)))un3 (63) dfldf?,,
which is the same as the operator
1,t — _ iz€ anl (gl)ﬁ)nz (5 —& - 53)12)% (53)
(32 RY (. 0)(a) = [ e () Pt ITE) g gy

Writing out the Fourier transforms of the functions inside the integral it is not difficult to
see that

(33) R#t(wnuwnzawrw)(x) = 5 Kr(zl)(xaxlayax?:)wru (x)wnz (y)wnB (‘T3) dwldydx?n
R
where
i - in(x—1y)-+i - n +77+£3)
KM (z,21,y,2 :/ g ey tigae—sa) Tnlll dé1dndés =
oy ) = [ 1+ &)y + &) 1%

]:_llogzl)(x — T, =Y, T — 33‘3)
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and
O-n(gl +n+ 53)

(1) -
P (617 m, 53) - :
" (n+ &)+ &)
The important estimate that the operator Q,ll’t satisfies is described in:

Lemma 12.

5 _ [[0n, [[2]lvns [l2[vns 2
(34) ”Q}it(vnuvnzvvnaﬂbg ‘r;;_nlrlz‘zn_;;’ .

Proof. Observing that F(Qr" (vn,, Uny, Uns))(€) = € 8 F(RY (0n,, Ty, vny ) )(€) it suffices
to estimate the L2 norm of the operator Ry". By duality, let g € L2, llgll2 # 0, and consider
the pairing

(35) ’<R#t(vn17@nzvvn3)ag>’ = ‘/R]:(R}{t(vnuUnzvvm))(f)-’r(g)(f) df‘ =

A @m (fl)inz (f — &1 — 53)6713 (53)
‘ /RS 4(8) on©) (€= &) — &)

N on(§1+n+&) . S o —
[ ot ) TR 6 )i, (i () dndndss] =

( /1 /1 /I 9(& 4+ 1+ &) PV (1,1, €3) By (€1)Bny (1) g (€3) dErdndes

where these three intervals are the compact supports of the functions oy, ,Up,, 0n, (See
(I4))). By Holder’s inequality we obtain the upper bound

1
o0l lellnallaliens o [ [ [ later+ e+ e derdndea)”,
Iny JIny J 1y
and the last triple integral is easily estimated by

. 1 1
1912 (Hna s 1)Z = llgll2 ([Tny][Tns]) -
Therefore, the following is true

dgdérdés| =

)

”Q}it(vnu@nzvvm))‘b = ”R}{t(vn17@nzvvn3))u2 S |’p£z1)”oouvn1”2”7]712”2”7]713”27
and since &1 &~ ny, n &~ —ng and &3 &~ n3 we obtain
1
(1) <
”pn HOO ~ ‘n _ anTl _ 713’7
which finishes the proof. O

Remark 13. Notice that Lemma (this observation applies to Lemma 1] too) is true
for any triple of functions f,g,h that lie in M5 4(R) and the only important property is
that they are nicely localised on the Fourier side since we consider their box operators
O, f,Onyg and O, k. Also, the same proof implies that the operator Q%{t(vm,z—}m,vng)
satisfies the estimate

(36) Q%" (Vny s T, Vg2 S Moy l2llvnsll2]|vng -
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These observations will play an important role in Lemma 28] of Subsection 2.3 and Lemma,
of Subsection 2.4.

Here is the estimate for the NI, operator:
Lemma 14.
IN§ (@) laaze S N ol
and
IN3; (v) = Ngy (w)lliarz S N%_H(HUH?\@,Q +lwlig ) v = wllas,-
Proof. From Lemma [12] we have
NG < Y 10N ) S Al ltnalellvnalz

Prrai® A I malln = ns|

and by Holder’s inequality the upper bound

1 - 1
(X Grmmizne) (2 TonElvn Elen 5)
An(n)°

An(n)e
The first sum (for g = |n — nq||n — ng|) is estimated from above by (with the use of (1))

i p

q/
pn=N+1 p

€ 1
v

1
= 1
>q’ ~ (Ne—l—l—q’)q _ N7_1+,

and then with the use of Young’s inequality we arrive at
L 14
N33 (0)lliarz S N7~ Jolliy,,
as claimed. O

To the remaining part N, we have to make use of equality ([2I]) depending on whether
the derivative falls on v, or @nz or Up,. Let us see how we can proceed from here:

Nh(0)(n) = =20 > QK (R () (1) = REW)(m1), B, vng) + Qb (NF(0)(11), Tz vy
AN (n)e

plus the corresponding term for 9,0, (the number 2 that appears in front of the previous
sum is because the expression is symmetric with respect to vy, and vy,,). Therefore, we
can write N, as a sum

(37) Nay(v)(n) = Ny(v)(n) + Ny(v)(n),
where N(v)(n) is the sum with the resonant part R5 — RY. The following Lemma is true:

Lemma 15. )
L1+
IN{() a2 S N7 ol
and X
L1+
INf(v) = Ni(w)llarz S N7~ (Jollig,, + lwllin v — wlias,-
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Proof. Follows by Lemmata [I0] and [[4] in the sense that we repeat the proof of Lemma [I4]
and apply Lemma [I0 to the part RS (v)(n1) — RY(v)(ny). O

To continue, we have to decompose N§ even further. It consists of 3 sums depending on
where the operator N{ acts. One of them is the following (similar considerations apply for
the remaining sums too)

(38) > QNI (v)(11), Bny, ng),
Ap(n)e
where
Nf(v)(nl) = Z }th(vmlavmzavmg)
mi1#n1F#ms

and n1 = m; — my + m3. Here we have to consider new restrictions on the frequen-
cies (mi,mg, ms,na,ng) where the "new” triple of frequencies mj, mo, ms appears as a
"child” of the frequency n;. Thus, we define the set (u1 = ®(n,n1,nge,n3g) and pe =
®(ny,m1, ma, m3))
_1
(39) Or = {lp + po| < 5% |7 708},
and split the sum in (B8]) as
(40) > Z Z Z = N4, (0)(n) + Niy(v)(n).
Ap(n)e

The following holds:
Lemma 16.

¢ < N2 —Ta6a ~ 1,115

[N31(0)[|raze S N4 ? ”U”Mz,qv

and

-1+
|NEy () — Ny (@)lloze < N¢ 997 ™ ((lolldsy, + ol o — wlla,

Proof. From (II]) we know that for fixed n and p1, there are at most o(|u1|*) many choices
for n; and n3 and for fixed n; and po there are at most of] ,u;') many choices for m; and
ms. From (B9]) we can control ps in terms of uq, that is |us| ~ |p1|. In addition, for fixed

|p1]| there are at most O(| ,ul\l_WlO) many choices for ps. Therefore,

[N (0)]l2 < Z Z”Qlt n Umuvmzavma) Vg Ung)ll2 S

An(n)e C1

D [[0ma l[2]|vms l2l[0ms ll2[|vns ll2[lvns 2

R n—milln—ny

00 1—-L 4
M 100
( )> Y Zuvmln o 8l [0 [0y )

An(n)°
and then by taking the [? norm in n and applying Young’s inequality we are led to the
desired estimate. O
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For the Ni, part we have to do the differentiation by parts technique which will create
the 2nd generation operators. Our first 2nd generation operator Q%’t consists of three sums

qln: Z ZQltNl )ﬁnzvvn:;)a

An(n)

quz Z ZQ#t(vnl’Nf(U)(nﬁ’Uns)a
An(n)e Cf

= ZQ“%,%,M( )(n3)).
An(n)

Let us have a look at the first sum q1 " (we treat the other two in a similar manner). Its
Fourier transform is equal to

e~ 2it(§—81)(£—¢3) F(N? N . derd
> Zans e TN € (€~ & ~ &)ona(E) dardss

An(n)e

where

F(Ni(v)(m1))(&1)

equals

DR AN (3 /R 2 ED O, () Dmg (€1 — €] — 1) (€)) dE}dES.

n1~Mm1 —ma-+ms
mi%#ni%ms

Putting everything together and applying differentiation by parts we can write the integrals
inside the sums as

o (7(6) [ owle)

minus

e—it(n1+pz)

m@ml (€1)Urms (6181 —E5) O (§3)Uny (—E1—E3) Uy (53)d§id5§d51d§3>

e~ it(p1+pu2) . L S L A o
7€) [ s (64 (€61 €4 (6 (66160050 (60) i dhdEr
where py = (§ — &1)(§ — &) and pz = (&1 — £1)(&1 — &) Equivalently,
(41) Flaiy) = 0dry) — F(rin).
Thus, by doing the same at the remaining two sums of Q%’ , namely qg fl, q3 s We obtain
the splitting
(42) F(QR") = o F Q') — F(TY).
These new operators q}%’fl, 1 =1,2,3, act on the following ”type” of sequences

(ﬁ,’i(vm1 s Uma» Umg Ungs Ung )

with mq — mg + m3 &~ n; and ny —ny +ng =~ n,

~2,t
QQ n(UTL1 9 Uml 9 Umg 9 Umg 9 Ung,)
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with mq — ms + m3 =~ ng and ny — ny + ng = n, and

2t _ _
Q3:n(vn1 Unz 9 Uml 9 Umz 9 Um3)7
with m1 — mo + m3 = ng and n; — ny +ng = n.
In order to proceed we need a similar lemma for the operator @%t as the one we had
for Q' (see Lemma [12]). Here we state it only for cﬁz (remember that we look only at
frequencies on Ay (n)¢ and CY):

Lemma 17.
(43)
[V [120|vms |21 vmsg |21 vns ll2 ]| vng ll2
nilln — n3l[(n —n1)(n —n3z) + (n1 —ma)(n1 — ms)|”

-2 _ _
||q1:Z(Um17Um27Um3,Ung,vn3)||2 S In—

Proof. Writing out the Fourier transforms of the functions inside the integral of F (qf;) it
is not hard to see that

2t _ _ _ite? , _ _
]:(QLn(Urm y Uma )y Umgs Ung ) Ung NE) =e e ]:(Ri,tnl (um1 y Umg )y Umg s Ung ), Ung N(E),
where the operator

Ri’fm (wml s Wing s Wing s Wny , Wng ) (33) =

(44)
/]R’ Ky(fzn (x,x&,y',:ng,y,:ng)wml (xll)wmz (y,)wms (xg)wnz (y)wns (333) dx'ldy'da:gdyda:g

and the Kernel K}%l is given by the formula

(45) K(2) ($7$/17y/7xg7y7x3) =

n,ni

/ [ (@) i (21 ) igh (22 in(w—y)-+iEs (z—25)]
R5

on(& + 10 + &+ 0+ E&)on, (&L + 1 + &)
41+ +&E)M+E)n+n + & +&)n+E&) + (' + &) + &)

(F~1p@, )@ — ahox — o w — 2w — g, — w3),

€| dn' dgydndés =

(2)

and the function py, n, equals

on (& + 10 +E+n+E)on, (6] + 1 +&3)
m+n+&+&)m+&) M+ +& +&)n+E&)+ 0 +E)0 + &)

The operator R,%’fm is estimated in L? as in the proof of Lemma [I2] and the function pg’%l

0512}“ (517 77/7 5{’,7 n, 53) =

plays the same role as the function psll) did for R,ll’t, therefore,

2 - - 2
HRn’,tm(UmuvmszmgvUnzvvn3)”2 S Hpsz,%luoouvm1”2HUmQ”2”7]7713H2”Un2H2”Un3H2=
and since & &~ mqy,n ~ —ma, & ~ mg,n ~ —ng, {3 & ng we obtain
1
nilln —nal|(n —n1)(n —n3) + (n1 — m1)(n1 —ms)|’
which finishes the proof. O

I62hlo S T
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Remark 18. The operator q3 satisfies exactly the same bound as q1 since the only
difference between these operators is a permutation of their variables. On the other hand,

the operator q27n is a bit different, since instead of taking only the permutation we have to
conjugate the 2nd variable too. Thus, a similar argument as the one given in Lemma [I7
leads to the estimate

(46)

[

() 21|V 2l|v 21|V 21|V 2
q2"(Unl’Um17vm271)m3,1)n3)H2 5 |( || ”1” || ml” H mz” H ms” H n3||

n—n1)(n —n3)|[(n —n1)(n —nz) — (n2 —my)(n2 — ms)|

which is not exactly the same as the one we had for the operators qfi,(jgi since in the
denominator instead of having uq + pe we have gy — ps (11 = (n —nq)(n —ng) and in the
first case ps = (n1—my)(ny — us3), my, ms being the ”children” of ny, whereas in the second
case (g = (ng — mi)(ng — ms), my, mg being the ”children” of ng). It is readily checked
that this change in the sign does not really affect the calculations that are to follow.

This Lemma allows us to move forward with our iteration process and show that the
operators

(47) N )m) = Y Y Qn' = Z ZZ@?JZ

An(n)e C¢ e C¢ i=1

and

(48)  NO@m) = Y Y (@ (Ra0) 1) = RE©)(1), g Vs B V) +

An(n)e Cf

(ﬁ:fz(vm1 ) Ré(v)(m2) - Ri (U)(m2)’ Umyﬁnz’vns)""' : ‘+(j§,’i(v”1 Una s Umy > Uma s R% (U)(mi%)_Ri (U)(m3))) )

are bounded on [9L2. The operator N ® appears when we substitute each of the derivatives

by the expression given in (2I)). Notice that the operator N, (3)

)

in the operator 32

zlzn

has three summands and the operator NT( has 3 -5 = 15 summands. Here is the claim:

Lemma 19.

_ 1,2 1
INGY (W) llpagz S N™2F 107 =007 F o5,

and
3 3 _2+L+l_;+
ING () = N () lagz S N2F00 7m0 (lo)ldy, . + llwllis, o — wlla,,-
o4l 42 1y
NS (0)||jagz S N300 9 Toog vl ,
and

o4 L 42 1
HN,(‘%)(U) _ N7§3)(w)‘|qu2 < NFTT00 Y T 1007 (HUH(ZS\/[M + ||w||%/[2,q)“v — WMy
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Proof. Let us start with the operator Nés) and for simplicity of the presentation we will
consider only the sum with the term ‘ﬁ; As in the proof of Lemma [I6] we have from (L))

that for fixed n and p; there are at most o(|u1|*) many choices for ny,ns,ng (such that
(n—mn1)(n—n3) = p1) and for fixed ny and pso there are at most o(|u2|™) many choices for
my,mg, mg (such that (n; —my)(n; — ms) = pz). Thus, from Lemma [I7 we obtain

Z Z qu n Umlvvmzvvmsvvn27vn3)”2

An(n)

3 Z [[0ma ll2]|vms [l21[Vms l[2[1vns l[2]1vns |12

asme o I = mlln —ngfl(n —n1)(n —ng) + (1 —ma)(n1 —ms)|

and the RHS is equal to

D [[0ma ll2]|vms |21 Vms l[2[1vns l[2]1vns |12

Prwnr: |l =+ peal

which by Holder’s inequality is bounded above by

S 1
+ +\7 q q q q q\a
(> EjW,q m el el ) (3 3 e e 8 e e 1)

An(n)e An(n)e CY

By a very crude estimate it is not difficult to see that the first sum behaves like the
1421
210ty 00 Then, by taking the {7 norm and applying Young’s inequality
(3)

for convolutions we are done. For the operator Ny” the proof is the same but in addition
we use Lemma [I0] for the operator RS — RY. O]

number N

The operator that remains to be estimated is defined as

(49) NB)( Z Z<~2t 0)(M1), Uy s Vs Ung s Ung )+

An(n)

@ (Vs NE@)(M2), Vg By V) + -+ G (Vs By O Ty N (0) (m3)) ),

which is the same as N\*) but in the place of the operator RS — R} we have N}. As before,
we write
(50) N® = N® L N,

where N1(3) is the restriction of N4 onto the set of frequencies

- I - _1
(51) Cy = {lis| < 7| fiol '~ 0} U {|fig] < 7%|pua|' " 700},
where fig = p11 + po and fiz = p1 + p2 + p3. The following is true:

Lemma 20.
3 -2+l B2
INE (@) llgage S N2 71007 T o,
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and

1 3 2
1N @) = NP @)z § N0 77007 (ol |+ [, )0 = wllas,,
Proof. Let us only consider the very first summand of the operator IV 1(3)
cﬁi with NY acting on its first variable, since for the other summands similar considerations
apply. For the proof we use again the divisor counting argument. From (III) it follows
that for fixed n and p; there are at most o(|ui|T) many choices for ny,ng,n3 (1 =
(n —n1)(n —ng3), n ~ ny —n2 + ng). For fixed ny and py there are at most o(|u2|™) many
choices for myi,ma,ms (2 = (n1 — mq)(ny — ms), ng = my — me + m3) and for fixed my
and pg there are at most o(|us|™) many choices for ky, ko, k3 (u3 = (m1 — ky1)(m1 — k3),
my &k — ko + k3).

First, let us assume that our frequencies satisfy |jis| < |fio]*™ Since, fi3 = fl2 + p3
we have |us| ~ |fi2]. Moreover, for fixed |fio] (equlvalently, for ﬁxed ,ul,,ug) there are

, that is the operator

at most O(|ﬂ2|1_ﬁ) many choices for fi3 and hence, for us = fi3 — fiz. In addition,
lpa] < max(|,u1| |ﬂ2|) and we should recall that since we are on C{ we have |fig| = |p1+pa| >

53| g |t % > 53 N1 10 . Then, the expression

~2t _ _
Z ZZH m1 Ukvvkz’vka) Uma s Ums, Ungs Ung) |2

An(n)e C$ Co

with the use of Lemma [I7 and a trivial bound of the operator le in L? (see proof of
Lemma [[1]) we obtain the upper bound

3 ZZ [0y [1211Vks [12]| Va3 |2 [ 0ms 12 [[0ms [l2 [[0ns |2 ][ 0ns 2 _
“ o7 In = nalln = ngl|(n —n1)(n = n3) + (n1 —ma)(n1 —ms)]

D Z 1y 12|V 12| Vs 21|V 2 [|Vms 12 | vng ll2]|vng | 2

|| iz

An(n)e C¢ Co
and by Holder’s inequality we obtain

(52) 3 R e 100)#
|p1|>N |:u1|q |1u2|q
|fi2|>53 N1~ 100
( ST ST o 1 0ks 1800k, 1 0 810 1 0ms 141100 12 )
N CF s
The first sum is bounded above by
L 1

(53) L )7 5 (0o o )

P 71 Kl T

|fi2|>53 N~ 100

and by the use of Young’s inequality at the second sum we are done.
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On the other hand, if |f3| < |p1 ll_ﬁ, then for fixed ji1, puo there are at most O(\,ul\l_WlO)
many choices for jig and hence for ug. After this observation, the calculations are exactly
the same as before but the first sum of (52)) becomes

1 7 32 _gi(a- L\ o
(54) < - - > S <N 100 4 100 ) .
|2 |91 500 |0’

lpi|>N
1
|fi2|>53 N~ T00

Between the two exponents of N in (53]) and (54) we see that (54) is the dominating one
and the proof is complete. O

To the remaining part, namely N2(3), we have to apply the differentiation by parts tech-
nique again. Note that here we only look at frequencies such that

. e e
|fis| = |p1 + po + ps| > 73|pa) 7100 > P3N0,

or equivalently, frequencies that are on the set C5. Instead, we will present the general Jth
step of the iteration procedure and prove the required lemmata. To do this, we need to
use the tree notation as it was introduced in [9].

2.2. The Tree Notation and the Induction Step. A tree T is a finite, partially ordered
set with the following properties:

e For any aq,a9,a3,a4 € T if ag < ag < a1 and a4 < ag < aq then as < ag or ag < as.
e There exists a maximum element r» € T, that is a < r for all a € T" which is called
the root.

We call the elements of T" the nodes of the tree and in this content we will say that b € T’
is a child of @ € T' (or equivalently, that a is the parent of b) if b < a,b # a and for all
¢ € T such that b < ¢ < a we have either b =c or ¢ = a.

A node a € T is called terminal if it has no children. A nonterminal node a € T is a
node with exactly 3 children ap, the left child, as, the middle child, and a3, the right child.
We define the sets

(55) T° = {all nonterminal nodes},
and
(56) T°° = {all terminal nodes}.

Obviously, T = TOU T, TONT>® = () and if |T°| = j € Z; we have |T| = 3j + 1 and
|T°°| = 25 + 1. We denote the collection of trees with j parental nodes by
(57) T(j) ={T is a tree with |T| = 35 + 1}.
Next, we say that a sequence of trees {7} }3-]:1 is a chronicle of J generations if:
o T5€T(j) forall j=1,2,...,J.

e T4, is obtained by changing one of the terminal nodes of T into a nonterminal
node with exactly 3 children, for all j =1,2,...,J — 1.
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Let us also denote by Z(J) the collection of trees of the Jth generation. It is easily checked
by an induction argument that

(58) ()| =1-3-5...(2] —1) = (2J — 1)L

Given a chronicle {Tj}f:1 of J generations we refer to 7Ty as an ordered tree of the Jth
generation. We should keep in mind that the notion of ordered trees comes with associated
chronicles. It includes not only the shape of the tree but also how it ”grew”.

Given an ordered tree T' we define an index function n : T — Z such that

® Ny RNy, — Ngy + Ny for all a € T9, where a1, as,as are the children of a,
e n % ng, and n % ng,, for all a € TY,
o |u1| :=2|n, — ny||ny — npy| > N, where r is the root of T,

and we denote the collection of all such index functions by R(7T).

For the sake of completeness, as it was done in [9], given an ordered tree T with the
chronicle {7} }5]:1 and associated index functions n € R(T'), we need to keep track of the
generations of frequencies. Fix an n € R(T) and consider the very first tree 77. Its nodes
are the root r and its children r1,79,7r3. We define the first generation of frequencies by

(0@, 20, M 0y

ny Ny 7, Ny (nT’vnrunrzanrg)-

From the definition of the index function we have
n® ~ ngl) — ngl) + ngl), ngl) g n® g ngl).

The ordered tree T5 of the second generation is obtained from 7} by changing one of its
terminal nodes a = ry € Ty for some k = 1,2,3 into a nonterminal node. Then, the
second generation of frequencies is defined by

2 2
(n( ) n:(L )7né )7ni(} )) = (na7na17na27na3)’

Thus, we have n(?) = n,(gl) for some k = 1,2, 3 and from the definition of the index function
we have
n? n§2) — nf) + n§2), n§2 g n® g n§2).

This should be compared with what happened in the calculations we presented before when
passing from the first step of the iteration process into the second step. Every time we
apply the differentiation by parts technique we introduce a new set of frequencies.

After j — 1 steps, the ordered tree T; of the jth generation is obtained from 7j_; by
changing one of its terminal nodes a € 172, into a nonterminal node. Then, the jth
generation frequencies are defined as

(n), ng ),né]),ngj)) = (Nas Nay s Nag, Nag )

(m) (

and we have nl) = ny, (= ng) for some m = 1,2,...,5 — 1 and k = 1,2,3, since this
corresponds to the frequency of some terminal node in 7;_;. In addition, from the definition
of the index function we have

n(j)%ngj) ()—i—ng ,nl aén %néj).
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Finally, we use p; to denote the corresponding phase factor introduced at the jth genera-
tion. That is,

(59) 1 = 2(nD — Y@ — n)),

and we also introduce the quantities

J J
(60) ﬂJZZM;’, ﬂJ:Hﬂj'
p j=1

We should keep in mind that everytime we apply differentiation by parts and split the
operators, we need to control the new frequencies that arise from this procedure. For this
reason we need to define the sets (see ([B9) and (&)):

(61) Cy = {|fir1] < (27 +3)|fis|' =10 } U {|fiys1| < (2 + 3)|pa | 700 }.

Let us see how to use this notation and terminology in our calculations. On the very
first step, J = 1, we have only one tree, the root node r and its three children rq, 79,73
(sometimes, when it is clear from the context, we will identify the nodes and the frequencies
assigned to them, that is, we have the root n = n, and its three children n,, = ny,n,, =
na, Ny, = ng) and we have only one operator that needs to be controlled in order to proceed
further, namely (j}{t = Q.

On the second step, J = 2, we have three operators Lj,%’fm = q%:i, Lj,%’fnz = (jngl,q%’% =
(jgfl that play the same role as (j}{t did for the first step. Let us observe that for each one of
these operators we must have estimates on their L? norms in order to be able and continue
the iteration. These estimates were provided by Lemmata [[2] and 7

On the general Jth step we will have |Z(J)| operators of the qN:‘%’n 7type” each one
corresponding to one of the ordered trees of the Jth generation, T' € T'(J), where n is an
arbitrary fixed index function on 7. We have the subindices 7° and n because each one of
these operators has Fourier transform supported on the cubes with centers the frequencies
assigned to the nodes that belong to 7°.

Let us denote by T, all the nodes of the ordered tree T that are descendants of the node
acTie To={BeT:B<a, B+#a}.

We also need to define the principal and final ”signs” of a node a € T which are functions
from the tree T into the set {£1}:

+1, a is not the middle child of his father
(62) psgn(a) = ¢ +1, a = r, the root node
—1, a is the middle child of his father

= +1 and a has an even number of middle predecessors
= +1 and a has an odd number of middle predecessors
(63) fsgn(a) = .
= —1 and a has an even number of middle predecessors

= —1 and a has an odd number of middle predecessors,
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where the root node r € T' is not considered a middle father.
The operators (j:‘% ,, are defined through their Fourier transforms as

(64) F (@ o (wns boer=))(€) = e F(RYL ({e P wn, }ger=))(€),

where the operator R%S,n acts on the functions {wy, }ger~ as

J
(65) R%§7n({wnﬁ}ﬁeT°°)($) = /R2J+1 Kéﬂo)(x,{ZEB}BET"O) ®pers Wny (T } H dxg,
BeT>

and the Kernel K:(F}]))n is defined as

(66) KW (@ {zg}ger=) = F 1 o5 ) ({x — g} ger=).
Here is the formula for the function p%)n with (|T%°| = 2J + 1)-variables, {3, § € T°:
1
(67) P (eshser=) = [ T o D fem(8) &)] -,
a€eTo BET>NT, HT

where we denote by

(68) ﬂT = H ﬂou ,aa = Z Hs,

aeTo BETN\T,
and for 8 € T? we have

(69) s = 2(&p — &p,) (€ — &ps)

where we impose the relation &, = &, — €ay + Eas for every a € TO that appears in the
calculations until we reach the terminal nodes of T°°. This is because in the definition of
the function péé we need the variables ”¢” to be assigned only at the terminal nodes of
the tree 7. We use the notation pg in similarity to p; of equation (BY) because this is the
”continuous” version of the discrete case. In addition, the variables {,,,q,, as that appear
in the expression (67) are supported in such a way that &, = nay,&as = NagsEas = Nas-
This is because the functions o, are supported in such a way. Therefore, |fr| ~ ||

For the induction step of our iteration process it is easy to check that the following
Lemma is true, which should be compared with Lemmata [12] and 17t

Lemma 21.
(70) s w{vnsdpere)llz S ( TT omallz ) ot
BET°
for every tree T € T(J) and index function n € R(T).
Given an index function n and 2J + 1 functions {v,, }ger>~ and a € T° we define the
action of the operator N{ (see (20)) on the set {v,,}ger~ to be the same set as before

but with the difference that we have substituted the function v,, by the new function
Ni(v)(ng). We will denote this new set of functions Nf’a({vnﬁ }geree). Similarly, the
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action of the operator R) — R{ (see (I9)) on the set of functions {v,, }ger~ will be denoted

t, t,
by (R2a - Rla)({’”ng }66T°°)-
The operator of the Jth step, J > 2, that we want to estimate is given by the formula:

(71) N () (n) = SN Y @I (g Y per)).
TET(J—1) a€T> neR(T)
n,=n

Applying differentiation by parts on the Fourier side (keep in mind that from the splitting

procedure we are on the sets Ay (n)¢, CY,...,C5_;) we obtain the expression
J J
(72) Ny ()(n) = 2N (0)(m)) + N0 (0) (n) + N0 (0) (),
where
(73) N )m) = 3N @ ({onshser=),
TET(J) nER(T)
and
(1) NI = Y D> Y G (B~ BY)({vay }per=)),
TeT(J) aeT> nER(T
and

(75) N w)m) == Y > Z}#éwﬁ&mmgw>

TET(J) a€T> neR(T

We also split the operator N/ as the sum
N D

where N} is the restriction of N1 onto C'; and N2(J+1) onto C9. First, we generalise

Lemma [19 by estimating the operators NéJH) and NT(JH):

Lemma 22.

_@-1 (@=1 7
NG ) lage S N7 7w mUF 2

and

J+1 J+1 (G ARUES g R
ING" P (0) = N @)z S N7 7000 U7 (ol 3, w3, o — wlla,,-

( )J+(q )Jl
INGFD () gz S N7 7w m0F ) 273,

and

(¢'=1) (¢'—1
J J J+E==2(J-1)+ 2J+2 2J+2
INH () = NI () [jage SN 7 71007 . TUPIREE + [l 352 o = wllas,,
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Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 9 for fixed n) and p; there are at most o(|u;|*) many

choices for ngj ), ngj ) , n:(,) ) n addition, let us observe that p; is determined by i1, ..., fi; and

|| S max(|fj—1], |fi5]), since pj = fi;—fij—1. Then, for a fixed tree T' € T'(J), by Lemma 2]
the estimate for the operator q%é , is as follows (remember that |jr| ~ |fi] = ngl |fx|):

S Ikl s Y (11 anall)(HW)

neR(T) neR(T) BeT

n,=n n,=n

and by Holder’s inequality this is bounded from above by

() (X H L) (S T e l)

q
| >N 7 1] neR(T) BET>
i[> (2j+1)° N~ 100 e
J
J=2,....J

. (@D gy @D oy .
The first sum behaves like N~ ¢ 100q and for the remaining part we take the

{9 norm in n and by the use of Young’s inequality we are done.

We have to make two observations for this lemma. Note that there is an extra fac-
tor ~ J when we estimate the differences NéJH)(v) - N(SJH)(w) since |a?/! — p2/F1| <
(Z?f{l a?/*1=ipi=1)|a — b| has O(J) many terms. Also, we have c; = |Z(J)| many sum-
(J+1)

mands in the operator N since there are ¢y many trees of the Jth generation and c;
behaves like a double factorial in J (see (58))). However, these observations do not cause
any problem since the constant that we obtain from estimating the first sum of (7)) decays
like a fractional power of a double factorial in J, or to be more precise we have

CJ
(78) J . 3.‘1/;1_
[Ti@j+1)"
3
This fraction for large values of .J behaves like J7/.J (8- =1/ J% 77 and in order to

maintain the decay in the denominator we use the assumptlon of Theorem [ namely that
1 < ¢ < 2. For the operator ngJH) the proof is the same but in addition we use Lemma
[0 for the operator Ry — R}. O

+1)

The estimate for the operator N1(J , which generalises Lemma 20] is the following:

Lemma 23.

HN1(J+1 ( )”qu2 < N 1+ 7 100‘1/+( 1()())( (J 1 ” ”?‘212-‘;37

and

J+1) J+1 142 =156 T (1= 150) (g =D (I =D+ 1 12T+2 2J+2
NS (0) =N (@) a2 S N0 1000 300 G mDUZDR () 2742 4| 27525 g —ap |y, ,.
Proof. As before, for fixed n) and p1; there are at most o(|p1;|+) many choices for ng ), ngl), :(,) )
and note that p; is determined by fiq, ..., fi;.
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Let us assume that |fiy1| = iy + ps1] < (27 + 3)3as|"" 10 holds in (BI). Then,
lws+1] < |fg] and for fixed fiy there are at most 0(\/1J\1_WIO) many choices for fiy;1 and
therefore, for i1 = fij+1 — fuy. For a fixed tree T' € T(J) and o € T°°, by Lemma 2T]
and a trivial bound of the operator Q,lli in L? (see proof of Lemma [II)) the estimate for
the operator q"{,’g’n is as follows (remember that |fir| ~ || = ngl |k |):

Y ldgs W (N7 (fong boere))ll2 S

neR(T)
o
> (o laltvmny Ioliongy 2 T lomsllz) (TT 727)-
neR(T) BeT=\{a} fe1 1HE

n,=n

and by Holder’s inequality we obtain the upper bound

(79) (X wo+H|~1|q )

S
Py

lpa|>N
|iij|>(25+1)3N'~ 100
J=2,...,J
1
(D N T T S O A
neR(T) BeET>\{a}

n,=n

A leulati . 14 5 = g50a (1= 100) (i =D (I =)+
n easy calculation shows that the first sum behaves like N "'« a
and then by taking the [¢ norm by the use of Young’s inequality we are done.

If |gg] < (2J +3)3 |,u1|1_ﬁ holds in (GII), then for fixed pj, j =1,...,J, there are at
most O(|u1|'~ 100) many choices for p1741. The same argument as above leads us to exactly
the same expressions as in ([79) but with the first sum replaced by the following:

1 J 1 3
(> 7100 T =l *) ™
| L | gl
p1|>N k=1
iy |>(2j+1)3 N~ T80
j:27"'7J

2 1 1
which again is bounded from above by Ny o077 T (1= 105) (7 =D (T =1)+ and the proof is
complete. O

Remark 24. As it was done in [9], for s > 0 we have to observe that all previous lemmata
hold true if we replace the 17L? norm by the [{L? norm and the My 4(R) norm by the M3 (R)

norm. To see this, consider n?) large. Then, there exists at least one of ngj ), ngj ), ngj ) such

that |n,(€j)| > %|n(j)|, k € {1,2,3}, since we have the relation nl) ~ ngj) - g) ngj).
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(4)

Therefore, in the estimates of the Jth generation, there exists at least one frequency n;
for some j € {1,...,J} with the property

< > <3]s< (J)> §3Js<nlgj)>s‘

This exponential growth does not affect our calculations due to the double factorial decay
in the denominator of (78]).

2.3. Existence of Weak Solutions in the Extended Sense. In this subsection we
prove Theorem [ The calculations are the same as in [9] where we just need to replace
their L2 norm by the Ms ,(R) norm. We will present them for the sake of completion.

Let us start by defining the partial sum operator F%) as

J

J
(80) To(t) = vo+ > N (0)(n) = Y N (vo) (n)
j=2

=2

t J J )
+/0 RI()(n) + RE(0)(n) + 3" NO@)(n) + 3" NP (w)(n) dr,
j=1

j=2

<.

where we have Nl(l) := N}, from [22), Né2) := Ni; from (23), Nl(z) := N%, from (0) and
NP = N} from B7) and vg € Ms 4(R) is a fixed function.
In the following we will denote by X7 = C([0,T], M24(R)). Our goal is to show that

the series appearing on the RHS of (80) converge absolutely in X for sufficiently small
T >0, if ve Xp, even for J = co. Indeed, by Lemmata [I0 I1] 22] and 23] we obtain

J

1)4+2=% 2j—1 2j—1

81) TV 0]y < Joollas, +C S NO7)0" i =2+ (| B+ ol )
=2

1—7 1)+ (—2)+ 27+1
+CT[HvHXT+ZN< Vg =2 2
=2

J
N7 ol + 30 N7 oGO g,
j=2

Let us assume that |[vo|an, < R and |v]|x, < R, with R > R > 1. From (81 we have
(82)

||FU0 UHXT < R + CNq 1+R3 Z 100q R2) —|— CNfI 1+R3 Z +100q R2)
Jj=0 7=0
+CT[(1—|—N‘1'+)R3—|—CNQ 1+R5Z +100’R2)

7=0
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_|_N?_1 100q’ +R5 Z 100q’ RQ)
~ 1 . 1—¢q
We choose N = N(R) large enough, such that N?_l+f07WR2 = 99100q’ R? < %, or
equivalently,
(83) N > (2R2)99(q’*1>

so that the geometric series on the RHS of (82]) converge and are bounded by 2. Therefore,
we arrive at

1 ~
(84) IP]x, < R+20NT RS 4 2oNT ™ R
~ ~ 199—100

+(JT[(1 L NTRR £ oN T R on e +R4}R

and we choose T > 0 sufficiently small such that
199—100 ~
(85) OT[(1+Nq'+)R2+2Nq 1t o e +R4] <
1 - 1—¢ | .

With the use of (83]) we see that 20N RS < CN1o7* R and by further imposing N
to be sufficiently large such that

1
86 C’Nloo s _
we have
R R 11 1 ~
) < o Ryl

Thus, for sufficiently large N and sufficiently small 7" > 0 the partial sum operators F( )

are well defined in X7, for every J € NU {co}. We will write I', for 1“,(,30).

Our next step is given an initial data vg € M 4(R) to construct a solution v € Xr in the
sense of Definition Bl To this direction, let s > max{%, s+ %} (so that M3 (R) is a Banach
Algebra that embeds in L?(R)) and consider a sequence {v(()m)}meN € M3 ,(R) C Mz 4(R)
whose Fourier transforms are all compactly supported (thus, all U(()m) are smooth functions)
and such that U(()m) — vo in Mz 4(R) as m — oo. Let R = |lvo||as,,, + 1 and we can assume
that Hv((]m) lan, < R, for all m € N. Denote by v(™) the local in time solution of NLS ()

(m)

in M3 (R) with initial condition vy . It satisfies the Duhamel formulation:

(88) o™ (1) = o™ +z/ NT(W™) — RT(0™) 1+ RI(v™) dr =

"N ) — 3Nl
j=2 j=2
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/RT n) + R (v +§:N +ZN dT—P(m)?}( m),
=2

To see this it suffices to prove that the remainder term NQ(J )(v) given by (1) goes to
zero in the 1922 norm as J goes to infinity for the smooth solutions v(™). Indeed, we have
the following lemma:

Lemma 25. Let w be one of the smooth solutions v™). Then
Jim (N7 @)z = 0.
—00

Proof. Obviously,

ING )l < ST ST ST 1@ (N ({wny Ypers))l2,

TeT(J) aeT> neR(T)
n,=n

which by Lemma 21] is bounded by

TET(J) a€T* neR(T) BT \{a} [Ti=1 |2

By the definition of the operator Nf(w) (see 20)) and Remark [[3] we arrive at the upper
bound

1
S Y I twl( X el lalwnls) =]
TeT(J) aeT> neR(T) BeT>\{a} na/n1—ny+nsg Hk:l ’Nk‘
n1EnaF#ns

Holder’s inequality for the sum inside the brackets with indices 1/¢ +1/¢' = 1 implies the
estimate (which is basically the same as in the proof of Lemma [22))

g 2 2 (X T et elalenlslenl) )

=

T TeT(J) aeT>* neR(T) BET>\{a} naAni—n2+ng
n,=n n1#Ena®ns
Now we take the [? norm to bound HN(JH)(w)quLz by

Q=

7 > D <Z > 11 ||wn,3\|§({||wmHz}*{\lwnzHz}*{Hwnglb})q(na)),

K TeT(J )yaeT> ne€Z neR(T) eT>\{a}

n,=n

and by applying Young’s inequality in {! for 2J 4 1 sequences we see that

J+1 1
NS () a2 S FrY w37, 11wy N2} {lwny ll2}  {llwns ll2}ia-

In general, we do not know if the [ norm of this convolution is finite but since w is
sufficiently smooth we may assume that w € My which is a space (actually a Banach
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algebra) with bigger norm than M5, and we obtain

IVl £ g IR
from which the claim follows and the proof is complete. O
Next we will show that (88]) holds in X7 for the same time 7" = T'(R) > 0 independent
of m € N. Indeed, fix m € N and observe that the norm |||y, = ||v(m)||c([07t},M2)q) is
continuous in ¢. Since Hfuém)H My, < R there is a time 71 > 0 such that || Xr, <A4AR.

Then, by repeating the previous calculations with R = 4R and keeping one of the factors
as ||v(m)||XT1 we get

(59) 0™, = 10 o™y, < ToR+ 30y
if N and T} satisfy (83]), (85) and (IEI) Therefore, we have
19
—R < 2R.

Thus, from the continuity of ¢ — [v(™) th, there is € > 0 such that [|[v(™|| Xz, 4. < 4R,
Then again, from (89) and (@0) with T} + ¢ in place of T} we derive that ||o(™)|| Xr e S2R
as long as N and T; + € satisfy (83]), (85) and (86). By observing that these conditions
are independent of m € N we obtain a time interval [0, 7] such that [[v(™ | x,. < 2R for all
m € N.

A similar computation on the difference, by possibly taking larger N and smaller T leads
to the estimate

(91) ot — o2y, = IIFUg’nnv(’” VT o2 o) |, <

1 m m m m
1+ 2™ = o gy, + 5 1™ = o2,

which implies

(92) [0 — 2|y < e [lo™ — 0" usy .

for some ¢ > 0 and therefore, the sequence {v(m)}meN is Cauchy in the Banach space Xp.
Let us denote by v*° its limit in X7 and by u®> = S(t)v>°. We will show that u> satisfies
NLS () in the interval [0,7] in the sense of Definition [8l For convenience, we drop the
superscript oo and write u,v. In addition, let u(™) = § (t)v(m), where v("™) is the smooth

solution to (2I]) with smooth initial data fuém) as described above and note that «(™ is the
smooth solution to (II) with smooth initial data u(()m) = fuém). Furthermore, u(™ — u in
X7 because v™) — v in X and since convergence in the modulation space Ms 4(R) implies

convergence in the sense of distributions we conclude that 9,u(™ — 9,u and du™ — du
in D'((0,T) x R). Since u(™ satisfies NLS () for every m € N we have that

N (@™ = 0™ |2 = —ig,u™ + §2u™),
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also converges to some distribution w € §’((0,7") x R). Our claim is the following:

Proposition 26. Let w be the limit of A'(u(™) in the sense of distributions as m — oo.
Then, w = N (u), where N'(u) is to be interpreted in the sense of Definition [2

Proof. Consider a sequence of Fourier cutoff multipliers {Tn }yen as in Definition I We
will prove that

lim N (Tnu) = w,
N—o0

in the sense of distributions. Let ¢ be a test function and € > 0 a fixed given number. Our
goal is to find Ny € N such that for all N > Ny we have

(93) [(w—N(Tyu),¢)| <e.
The LHS can be estimated as
[(w = N(Tnu), ¢)] < [(w =N (@l™), $)] + [N (u™) = N (Tnul™), 8)]
HN(Tvu™) = N(Tnu), ¢)|.
The first term is estimated very easily since by the definition of w we have that

(99) o = N (™), 8)] < 5 €

for sufficiently large m € N.
To continue, let us consider the second summand for fixed m. By writing the difference
N (™) — N (Tyul™) as a telescoping sum we have to estimate terms of the form

(//([ T )™ [ ™2 ¢ da dtl,

where I denotes the identity operator. By Hoélder’s inequality and (d]) we obtain that this
integral is bounded by

ollza, ™ 35 I = To)ut™ g S Collu™ 2055, I = Too)u™ |l

< Counll(T = Tw)u™ 5|
where L%’x = L%((0,T) x R). By definition of the Fourier cutoff operators, the function
F <(I — TN)u(m)(',t)) (&) converges pointwise in ¢ and £ and by an application of the
Dominated Convergence Theorem, there is Ny = Ny(m) with the property
1
(95) Comll(I =Tw)u™ |1z < 36
for all N > Ny.

For the last term, we need to observe two things. Firstly, let us consider the sequence
{N(Tnu")}men, for each fixed N. By applying the iteration process that we described
in the previous subsection to {S(—t)N(Tnyu(™)},en, which is basically the nonlinear-
ity in equation (ZI) up to the operator T, we see that {N(Tnu(™)},en is Cauchy in
S'((0,T) x R), as m — oo for each fixed N € N since the sequence u{™ is Cauchy in
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C((0,T), M34(R)). Since the multipliers my of T are uniformly bounded in N we con-
clude that this convergence is uniform in N.

Secondly, let us observe that for fixed N, Tu is in C((0,T), H*(R)) since u € M5 4(R)
and the multiplier my of Ty is compactly supported. Hence, N'(Tyu) = Tyu|Tnu|? makes
sense as a function. Therefore, for fixed N by Holder’s inequality we get

N (Tvu™) — N (Tya), 6)] < 18l (ITwu™ )3, + [ Twulldy ITwu™ — Tyl

3,3 1
< Co g MITH[u™ —ullxp < 3

where the number M = M(N) > 0 is chosen so that supp(my) C [-M, M]. Here we
used Holder’s inequality in the interval (0,7) to pass from the L* norm to the L norm
and in the space variable an application of Parseval’s identity together with the fact that
the multiplier operators T have compactly supported symbols my. Hence, N (T Nu(m))
converges to N (Tyu) in 8'((0,7) x R) as m — oo for each fixed N.

From these two observations we derive that N (Tyu(™) — N (Tyu) in S’((0,T) x R) as
m — oo uniformly in N. Equivalently,

(96) [N (Twa™) = N (T, )] < 5 e,

€,

for all large m, uniformly in N. Therefore, (Q3]) follows by choosing m sufficiently large so
that ([@4) and (@@) hold, and then choosing Ny = Ny(m) such that (@5]) holds. O

Finally, we have shown that the function u = u™ is a solution to the NLS (1)) in the
sense of Definition [3

2.4. Unconditional Uniqueness. In Subsections 2.1 and 2.2 we switched the order of
space integration with time differentiation and summation in the discrete variable with
time differentiation too. In the following we justify these formal computations and obtain
the unconditional wellposedness of Theorem [6l

In this subsection we assume that ug € Miq(R) with either s > 0 and 1 < ¢ < % or
3<g<2ands>2- % (see also Remark [7 for the case ¢ = 2 and s = 1/6) which by (&)
and (@) implies that

(97) M3, (R) = Mj 3 (R) < L3(R).
By [@7) we know that if u is a solution of NLS () in the space C([0,77], M5 ,(R)) then

u and hence v = €%y are elements of X7 < C([0,T], L3(R)). Thus, the nonlinearity
of NLS (1) makes sense as an element of C([0,T],L'(R)) and by (I6) we obtain that
Oyvn € C([0,T), L' (R)). Next, let us state a lemma:

Lemma 27. Let f(t,z),0,f(t,z) € C([0,T], L' (R?)) and define the distribution [g, f(-, z)dz

by
([ feanoy= [ [ st.opotdod
R4 R JRA
with ¢ € CE(R). Then, & [pa f(-,x)dx = [pa Orf (-, z)d.
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Proof. By definition

<8t/Rdf(-,:1:)d:1: /f dxqb /Rdftx (t)dadt,

and since f € C(]0,T], L*(R%)) we can change the order of integration by Fubini’s Theorem
and obtain

/Rd / f(t,x)¢ (t)dtdr = /R ) / Ouf (t,2)p(t)dtdz = /R O (t2)o(t)dudt,

where in the first equality we used the definition of the weak derivative of f and in the
second equality Fubini’s Theorem with the fact that d;f € C([0,T], L'(R%)). The last

integral is equal to
</ atf('7x)dx7¢>7
Rd

and the proof is complete. O

Consider now (25)) for fixed n and £. We want to apply Lemma [27] to the function

o~ 2it(§—61)(6—E3)
f(t,61,&3) = on(§) —2i(§ = &1)(§ — &3)

where { ~ n,& & ny,{ & ng,§ — & — & & —ng and (n,n1,n2,n3) € An(n)¢ given
by @4). Notice that f,d;f € C([0,T], L' (R?)) since v € C([0,T], M; ,(R)) and dv, €
C([0,T), L*(R)) for all integers n. Thus,

ﬁnl (gl)énz (5 & — 53){%3 (63)7

e 2t(E—E1)(E~&) . .
at |:/ Un(f) —22(§ 51)(5 f ) Uny (fl)vnz (5 - gl - 53)Un3(§3)d§1d§3] =

e~ 2E—E1)(E~E) N X
/R (€0 [ gy P ()€ — & — )0 (&) derds =

cEEENEE) 1 )
|, (€00 gy o (€0a (€ — 1 — )y (€a)rd+

e~ 2it(§—61)(§—¢3) . .
/R2 (5)_21(S 0 — |:Un1(§1)vn2(§_§1_53)Un3(§3)}d§1d§3'

In the second equality we used the product rule which is applicable since v € C([0, T, L3(R))
implies that d;v, € C([0,T], L}(R)).

Finally it remains to justify the interchange of differentiation in time and summation in
the discrete variable but this is done in exactly the same way as in [9] (Lemma 5.1). Similar
arguments justify the interchange on the Jth step of the infinite iteration procedure.

Thus, for v € C([0,T], M3 ,(R)) with M5 (R) — L3(R) we can repeat the calculations
of Subsections 2.1 and 2.2 and 2.3 to obtain the following expression in Xr for the solution
u of NLS ([Il) with initial data ug

¢
(98) u="Tyu+ hm NQ(JH)(u)dT,

—)OOO
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where the limit is an element of Xp. Its existence follows from the fact that the operators
F%)u converge to I'y u in the norm of X7 as J — co. The important estimate about the

(/)

remainder operator N,"’ is the following:

Lemma 28.

: () _
Jim [| Ny (0) oo g2 = 0.

Proof. By (2] we can write the remainder operator as the following sum

99) NP @)n) =N @@+ Y ST ST G (01 (o, baer=)),

TeT(J) a€T> neR(T)

n,=n

where we define the action of afa) onto the set of functions {v,, }ser= to be the same set
of functions except for the a node where we replace v, by the function 0v,,,.

We control the first summand 8t(N(§J+1)(v)(n)) by Lemma For the last summand
of the RHS of (@) we estimate its L? norm in exactly the same way as in the proof of
Lemma (25) and arrive at the upper bound

Orvp,
SO Y L ol 10l

TET(J) a€T> neR(T) BET=\{a} [Ty |72k ]
n,=n

which by Hoélder’s inequality with exponents % + % = 1 implies

1

— > > (X I lenldlow.ls)”

J(g_q TEeT(J) aT> neR( ) BeET>\{a}

Then for the sum inside the parenthesis we apply Young’s inequality in the discrete variable
where for the first 2J functions we take the {! norm and for the last the [° norm we arrive
at the estimate

o3, sup 10vnll2 = 101137, 1Bevn i 2.
Since by (I6) we have v, = e“aw O, (Ju|?u) it is straightforward to obtain
0cvnllie 2 S 1vl3s, -
Indeed, from (@) and since O, (|Ju|?u) is nicely localised it suffices to estimate
IS (a2 S 1Ba(lulu)ll S lufully = ulld $ lullis, = 10,

where we used (I0) and (). Therefore, putting everything together we have
J 1 2743
”NQ( )(U)Hloom S W”U”M:q )

which finishes the proof. O
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This lemma implies that lim j_,~ fg N2(J+1) (u)dr is equal to 0 in X7. From this we obtain
the unconditional uniqueness of NLS () since if there are two solutions u; and wus with
the same initial datum wg we obtain by (02])

lur = uzlxy = [[Pugur — Tuguzllxy S lluo — uollazg,, = 0.

Acknowledgments: The author gratefully acknowledge financial support by the Deu-
tsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) through CRC 1173. He would also like to thank Peer
Kunstmann from KIT for his helpful comments and fruitful discussions. Finally, he would
like to thank the referees of the paper for their constructive criticism.

REFERENCES

[1] A. BaBIN, A. ILYIN AND E. TITI, On the regularization mechanism for the periodic Korteweg-de Vries
equation. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 64(5), 591-648 (2011).

[2] A. BENyI, K. GROCHENIG, K.A. OkouDJOU AND L.G. ROGERS, Unimodular Fourier multipliers for
modulation spaces. J. Funct. Anal., 246 (2007), 366-384.

[3] A. BENYT AND K.A. OKOUDJOU, Local well-posedness of nonlinear dispersive equations on modulation
spaces. Bulletin of the London Mathematical Society, 41(3):549-558, (2009), ISSN 0024-6093.

[4] M. CHRIST, Nonuniqueness of weak solutions of the mnonlinear Schriodinger equation. arXiv:
math /0503366

[6] M. CHRIST, Power series solution of a monlinear Schriodinger equation. ”Mathematical aspects of
nonlinear dispersive equations”, Ann. of Math. Stud., 163, Princeton, NJ: Princeton Univ. Press, 2007,
pp. 131-155.

[6] H.G. FEICHTINGER, Modulation spaces on locally compact Abelian groups. Technical Report, Univer-
sity of Vienna, 1983, in: Proc. Internat. Conf. on Wavelet and applications, 2002, New Delhi Allied
Publishers, India (2003), 99-140.

[7] M. GUBINELLI, Rough solutions for the periodic Korteweg-de Vries equation. Commun. Pure Appli.
Anal. 11 (2012), no. 2, 709-733.

[8] S. Guo, On the 1D Cubic Nonlinear Schrédinger Equation in an Almost Critical Space. J. Fourier
Anal. Appl. 23 (2017), no. 1, 91-124.

[9] Z. Guo, S. KwoN AND T. OH, Poincaré-Dulac normal form reduction for unconditional well-posedness
of the periodic cubic NLS. Comm. Math. Phys. August 2013, Volume 322, Issue 1, 19-48.

[10] G.H. HARDY, E.M. WRIGHT, An introduction to the theory of numbers. Fifth edition. The Clarendon
Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 1979, xvi4+426pp.

[11] T. KaTO, On nonlinear Schrodinger equations. II. H®-solutions and unconditional well-posedness. J.
Anal. Math. 67 (1995), 281-306.

[12] J. SHATAH, Normal forms and quadratic nonlinear Klein-Gordon equations. Comm. Pure Appl. Math.
38 (1985), 685-696.

[13] B. X. WaNG AND H. Hupzik, The global Cauchy problem for the NLS and NLKG with small rough
data. J. Differ. Equations 232 (2007), 36-73.

[14] H. YOON, Normal Form Approach to Well-posedness of Nonlinear Dispersive Partial Differential Equa-
tions. Ph.D. thesis (2017), Korea Advanced Institute of Science and Technology.

NIKOLAOS PATTAKOS, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, INSTITUTE FOR ANALYSIS, KARLSRUHE INSTITUTE
OF TECHNOLOGY, 76128 KARLSRUHE, GERMANY
E-mail address: nikolaos.pattakos@kit.edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0503366

	1. introduction and main results
	2. proof of the main theorems
	2.1. The first steps of the iteration process
	2.2. The Tree Notation and the Induction Step
	2.3. Existence of Weak Solutions in the Extended Sense
	2.4. Unconditional Uniqueness

	References

