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ALMOST SURE WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE CUBIC NONLINEAR
SCHRODINGER EQUATION IN THE SUPER-CRITICAL REGIME ON T¢,
d>3

HAITIAN YUE

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove almost sure local well-posedness in both atomic spaces
X* and Fourier restriction spaces X*? for the cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation on T¢
(d > 3) in the super-critical regime.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Cauchy initial value problem for the cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation
(NLS) in the d-dimensional tori T¢ (d > 3)

(1.1) iug + Au = pulul?, p==l1, r €T (d>3)
' u(0,z) = ¢* ().

The initial data ¢“(x) in (L)) is defined by randomization.

(1.2) ¢“(x) = Z %em“, where (n) = +/1+ |n|?,

nezd 7”L>

where (gn(w)),eczd¢ is a sequence of complex i.i.d. mean zero Gaussian random variables on a
probability space (2, A, P).

Remark 1.1. Let’s consider a function ¢ € H*~*~¢(T¢) for any € > 0 of the form

(1.3) o(z) = Z W%ei’”.

nezd

If we replace the Fourier coefficients of (L3]) with randomized coefficients &%, then the

randomization of (L3)) becomes the random initial data (L2) of (LI)). It’s easy to see that
¢“(z) is a.s. in H%7*7¢ but not in H*, s > s, — a. Thus randomization does not regularize
the data in the scale of the Sobolev spaces.

In the Euclidean space RY, the scaling symmetry plays an important role on the well-
posedness (existence, uniqueness and continuous dependence of the data to solution map)
theory of the Cauchy initial value problem (IVP) for NLS:

i0u + Au = |ulP~ u, p>1
(1.4) o
u(0,z) = up(z) € H*(R?).

The IVP (4 is scaling invariant in the Sobolev norm H*¢, where s, := %l - p%l is so-called
scaling critical regularity. Initial data in H® with s > s, (sub-critical regime) is the best
possible setting for well-posedness. Indeed, local-in-time well-posedness of (I4]) was proven
by Cazenave-Weissler in [15].

For H*® data with s = s, (critical regime) the well-posedness problem is more difficult than
the one in the sub-critical regime. In fact, the well-posedness in the sub-critical regime can be
obtained from the well-posedness in the critical regime by a persistence of regularity argument.
Bourgain [4] first proved the large data global-in-time well-posedness and scattering for the
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defocusing energy-critical (s, = 1) NLS in R? with radially symmetric initial data in H' by
introducing an induction method on the size of energy and a refined Morawetz inequality.
A different proof of the same result was given by Grillakis in [27]. A breakthrough was
made by Colliander-Keel-Staffilani-Takaoka-Tao in [I8]. Their work extended the results of
Bourgain [4] and Grillakis [27]. They proved global-in-time well-posedness and scattering of
the energy-critical problem in R? for general large data in H'. Similar results were then
proven by Ryckman-Visan [44] on the higher dimension R? spaces. Furthermore, Dodson
proved mass-critical (s, = 0) global-in-time wellposedness results for R? in his series of papers
22 23, 24].

Data in H® with s < s, (super-critical regime) is rougher than the critical regularity data.
Intuitively, in this case, scaling is ’against well-posedness’. This intuition was verified for
example in [I6][I7], where it is shown that super-critical data lead the initial value problem
for NLS in R to ill-posedness. More precisely, they show that the solutions whose H® norms
become arbitrary large in arbitrary small time with arbitrary small initial data can be con-
structed. These solutions, exhibiting -what is called- norm inflation, contradict, in particular,
the continuous dependence on the initial data.

However, ill-posedness in some cases can be circumvented by an appropriate probabilistic
method in some probability space of initial data, in the other words, one may hope to establish
almost sure LWP with respect to certain probability random data space. This random data
approach to well-posedness first appeared in Bourgain’s series of papers [5][6] in the context
of studying the invariance of Gibbs measures associated to NLS on tori (T and T?). Later,
Burg-Tzvetkov [12][I3] obtained similar results in the context of the cubic nonlinear wave
equation (NLW) on a three dimensional compact Riemannian manifold. The random data
approach to wellposedness has also been pursued by many authors and applied to several
nonlinear evolution equations on different manifolds (R%, T* or S? etc.) to obtain almost sure
local -and in some instances almost sure global- well-posedness results. Some references in the
context of NLS include: [38 19, 21}, [7, 8, @ [40, [1I, BT, B3 [41}, B7, 26]; in the context of NLW

include: [12] 13| 49} 14 [35] 36}, 42, [45] 431 25| [11]; and in the context of Navier-Stokes equations
include: [20], 48], [39] [47]. Recently Dodson-Lithrmann-Mendelson [25] first established almost

sure scattering for cubic NLW in R* with randomized radially symmetric initial data in the
super-critical regime. Then Killip-Murphy-Visan [33] and Dodson-Lithrmann-Mendelson [26]
proved similar almost sure scattering results with randomized radial data for cubic NLS on
R4,

In this paper, we study the cubic NLS in the super-critical regime on tori T¢ (d > 3) via
the probabilistic approach. After Bourgain’s first two papers [5][6] on T' and T2, Nahmod-
Staffilani [40] proved an almost sure local-in-time well-posedness result for the periodic 3D
quintic NLS with an appropriate gauge transform in the super-critical regime. This paper
follows the similar spirit and obtain local-in-time well-posedness in high probability in the
adapted atomic spaces X* by introducing a new lemma which modifies the ”transfer principle”
(Prop BI0Q) of atomic spaces up and focuses on the estimates in the small time intervals. In
this paper, we construct a probability measure for the function space of initial data and show
that the solutions exist for high probability of initial data.

Our main result can be stated as following:

Theorem 1.2 (Main Theorem). Suppose d > 3 and

1 d=3
(1.5) sp(d) =< & d=4
T d>b.

Let 0 < a < s,(d), s € [Sc, Sc + sr(d) — «). Then there exists 69 > 0 and r = r(s,a) > 0 such
that for any 0 < § < dg, there exists Q05 € A with

P(Q5) < e,
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and for each w € Qs there exists a unique solution u of (I1) in the space
S(#)6” + X*([0,0]) gist
where S(t)¢* is the linear evolution of the initial data ¢* given by (I.2).

Here we denoted by X*([0, d])qist the metric space (X*([0,4]), dist) where dist is the metric
defined by (L8] and X*([0,4d]) is the adapted atomic space introduced in the Definition

Remark 1.3. We also prove the analog of Main Theorem in X*° (Theorem [I) instead of
the atomic space X® in the Section 7, but we hold the theorem in X*° only when s €
(Sey Se + 8(d) — ] (the proof of Theorem [7.1] fails when s = s.). If we only consider the
statement of theorems, for some s > s, the solution space S(t)¢“ + X ([0, 6])gis; is indeed in
the space S(t)¢¥ + X*°(]0, 8])aist. However, the proof of s = s, case is still important in the
sense that we obtain the nonlinear estimate at the regularity of s.. Especially in the case of
s = 1, the nonlinear estimate at the regularity of s. would be necessary if we try to control
the energy in a long-time term.

To prove Theorem [[.2] first we consider the initial value problem below,

(1.6) vy + Av = N(v), p==+1, r € T?
. U(07x) = ¢w(x)7
where
(1.7) N (v, v2,v3) := p(vivovsy — 201 /d vouszdr) = Ny (v1, va,v3) + Na(vy,v2,v3),
T

and set N'(v) := N (v,7,0).
Suppose By (t) = 2 [1a [v[*dz and define u(t, z) = e~ Pu(s)dsy(t, ). We observe that u solve
IVP (1. Now suppose that one obtains well-posedness for the IVP (L)) in a certain Banach

space (X, || - ||) then one can transfer those results to the IVP (II]) by using a metric space
Xaist := (X, dist) where

(1.8) d(u,v) = ||PPu()asy (¢, z) — PPy (¢ 1)
We define
(1.9) v = S(t)¢* (),

and w(x,t) solves the following the IVP (LI0]), then we know that v = vf + w solves the IVP
(L8) which is the gauged NLS we want to solve.

(1.10) {iwt+Aw:N(w+v8’), r € T¢

’LU(O, l‘) =0,

where NV (-) was defined in (7).
We are now ready to state the almost sure well-posedness result for the IVP (ILI0]) which
implies the main theorem (Theorem [[.2]).

Theorem 1.4. Suppose d > 3 and s.(d) is defined as (ILA). Let 0 < o < s,(d), s €
(S, Se+87(d) — ). Then there exists 69 > 0 and r = r(s,a) > 0 such that for any 0 < § < Jy,
there exists Q5 € A with

P(Q5) < e,

and for each w € Qj there exists a unique solution w of (LI0) in the space X*(]0,4d]) N
C([0,4], H*(TY)).
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Outline of the following paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2,
we state some basic probabilistic properties the proof depends on. In Section 3, we introduce
the adapted atomic spaces X* and Y®, provide some corresponding embedding properties of
the spaces and furthermore obtain a transfer principle proposition (Proposition B.I0) focusing
on the small time intervals. Section 4 contains some Strichartz estimates, lattice counting
lemmata and other lemmata we rely upon. In Section 5, we estimate the nonlinear terms in
the X*-norm case by case. Section 6 contains statements on almost sure local well-posedness
for the gauged Cauchy initial value problem (LI0]) by using the nonlinear estimate in Section
5. In Section 7, we prove an analog result of almost sure local well-posedness in X spaces
of the main theorem (Theorem [[2]).
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past years. The author also would like to thank Prof. Gigliola Staffilani for correcting one
error in an earlier version of the paper and several helpful discussions in MSRI. The author
acknowledges support from the National Science Foundation through his advisor Andrea R.
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2. PROBABILISTIC SET UP

Lemma 2.1. Let {g,(w)},cza be a sequence of complex i.i.d. mean zero Gaussian random
variables on a probability space (2, A,P). Then given €,0 > 0, there exists a subset Q5 C Q

satisfying P(Q5) < e_élf, such that

gn )] < 5 Tos((n) +1).

Proof. For each n and a small € > 0, we have a constant C,

Eelm@) < ¢
Set M = 55, and the we have
|gn (w)|
e 1
< (e 3¢
M| = e

Then we obtain,

Ce 3 > E

> 3" Pl > My = N P(|gs(w)] > (% + dlog(j)).

jeza jezd

Exclude Qf := U;{|g;(w)| > & + dlog(j)} from Q, for all w € s, we have

|gn (w )|<—+d10g< ) < (%1 g((n) + 1), for n € Z%.

with P(Q5) < Ce ™.
O

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 3.1 in [40]). Let {gn(w)}n be a sequence of complex i.i.d. mean zero
Gaussian random variables on a probability space (0, A,P) and (c,) € 2. Define

(2.1) F(w):= chgn(w)

Then there exists C > 0 such that for every A > 0 we have

12
(2.2) P({w: [F(@)] > A}) < exp(r o

P o
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As a consequence there exists C > 0 such that for every ¢ > 2 and every (c,) € ¢,

1

l chgn HLq < CVq( Z |Cn| )2.
Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 3.5 in [I8]). Let f“(z,t) = . cngn(w)e’ (2t nl®) - Then, for p,q > 2,
there exists &g, c,C > 0 such that

w cA?
(2.3) PU N g raxgon > A) < Cexp (= ——
67 [lenll

for & < 6.

Proof. By Lemma [22] there exists C' > 0 such that

H chgn HL’(Q < C\/_ Z ’cn’

MI»—-

for every r > 2. By Minkowski integral inequality, we have
1
E(‘|fw‘|2§’L3(1r4x[o,5}))r < HwaHLT(Q)HLfL%(T‘lx[Oﬁ})
= O\/;HHC"Hl%HLng(’]T‘lx[O,&])
1
< C\/;&E chHl%
for r > p. By Chebyshev’s Inequality, we have

(2.4) PO M 2L (rexjo,67) > A) < CT}‘_TT%;H%H;‘%-

If A< \/]_)Cé_%echHl%, then (2.3) easily holds.
IfA> \/505%e||cn||l%, then we set

r= P (2p)

Ced? eallz
So that (2Z4]) yields [2.3). O

Corollary 2.4. Let p,q > 2, and PvR = Z\n|~N (nngﬁla ei(”'“"”'%'), where N is a dyadic
coordinate. There exists A C Q, C' and ¢ > 0, with P(A) < Ce_é%, such that for each w € A€
and each dyadic coordinate N, we have

. log N
NSe—«a :

1PN Rl Lr L 0,6 xTa) < 0
for 6 < dg.

Proof. By Lemma [2.3] for each dyadic coordinate N, set A =6 ilog N||[PyR| 2, there exists
Ay C Q, such that for w € A%, with P(Ay) < Cexp(—2X) we obtain that
§5v

1 log N
1PN Rl p L3 f0.01xme) < 0% 375 =5 s

since ||PnR| 2 ~ ﬁ
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Set A=UynApy, and ¢ = l, then we have

when 9§ is small enough. O
Lemma 2.5 (Proposition 3.1 in [40]). For fized n € Z¢, let
D(n) = {(ni,n2,n3) € 7 x 7% x 7% i n = ny —ny + n3, no #ny, ng #ng, Ny #£nst.

Given {Cny ny.ns Ho(D(n))» define Fy by
F = Z Cn1nz,ns 91 (W) (Gng ) (@) gns ().

Then there exists C > 0 such that for every A > 0 we have

—(O)\2/3
P({w : [Fa(w)| > A}) < exp | ——— 5
| ()Pt

3. FUNCTION SPACES

In this section, we introduce X* and Y* spaces which are based on the atomic space UP
and VP which were firstly applied to PDEs in [28][29][30]. H is a separable Hilbert space on
C, and Z denotes the set of finite partitions —oc =ty < t1 < ... < tg = oo of the real line,
with the convention that v(co) := 0 for any function v : R — H.

Definition 3.1 (Definition 2.1 in [29]). Let 1 < p < oo. For {t;x}i, € Z and {¢p}1—g CH

with Zszo |oxll5, =1 and ¢o = 0. A UP-atom is a piecewise defined function a : R —> H of
the form

K
a= Z Lity s ) Pr—1-
k=1
The atomic Banach space UP(R,H) is then defined to be the set of all functions v : R — H
such that

u= Z)\jaj, for UP-atoms aj, (N} et
with the norm
[ullge = inf{z A ru= Z)\jaj, Aj € C and a; an U? atom}.

j=1 J=1
Here 1; denotes the indicator function over the time interval I.

Definition 3.2 (Definition 2.2 in [29]). Let 1 < p < oco. The Banach space VP(R, H) is
defined to be the set of all functions v : R — H with v(00) := 0 and v(—o00) := limy_,_ o v(t)
exists, such that

is finite.

==

[vflve == sup ZHU (tr) — v(te—1)l5,)
{te}i0€2 k=1
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Likewise, let V* denote the closed subspace of all v € VP with lim;, o v(t) = 0. V? . means
all right-continuous V? functions.

Remark 3.3 (Some embeding properties). Note that for 1 < p < ¢ < oo,

(3.1) UP(R,H) = UY(R,H) — L= (R, H),

and functions in UP(R,H) are right continuous, and lim;_,_~ u(t) = 0 for each u € UP(R, H).
Also note that,

(3.2) UP(R,H) — VP re(RH) = UYR,H).

Definition 3.4 (Definition 2.5 in [29]). For s € R, we let UX H®, respectively VX H?, be the
space of all functions u : R — H*(T9) such that ¢ — e~"#2u(t) is in UP(R, H®), respectively
in VP(R, H®) with norm

—itA itA

u(t)|ve® ms)-
Definition 3.5 (Definition 2.6 in [29]). For s € R, we define X*® as the space of all functions
u: R — H*(T?%) such that for every n € Z<, the map t — e"*u(t)(n) is in U2(R,C), and
with the norm

spitn|2 A . :
(3.3) lullxs = (D ()" u(t)(n)l|f2)? s finite.
nezd
Definition 3.6 (Definition 2.7 in [29]). For s € R, we define Y* as the space of all functions
w: R — H*(T?) such that for every n € Z%, the map ¢ — el"’u(t)(n) is in V2(R,C), and
with the norm

(3.4) ully« = (3 () [l u(@)(m)[},2)? s finite.

nezd

HUHUP(R,Hs) = |le u(t)”UP(R,HS)a HUHVP R,HS) * = |le”

Note that
(3.5) URH® < X* < Y*® < VRH®.

Proposition 3.7 (Proposition 2.10 in [28]). Suppose u := e*>¢ which is a free Schrédinger
solution, then we obtain that

lwll xs 0,01 < @l s
Proof. Since u := €2 ¢, then ||uxs = (ZnGZd<n>2sH$(n)”%]t2)% < [|#lm-- O

Definition 3.8 (The corresponding restriction spaces to a time interval I). For p > 1 and a
bounded time interval I. Define UP(I), VP(I), X*(I) and Y*(I) with the restriction norms:

lullyery = nf{[[allvr : u(t) = u(t),t € I} and [Jullye) = nf{|[ullve : u(t) = u(t),t € I};
ull xs(ry = inf{[|ul|xs : u(t) = u(t),t € I} and |[ullysy = inf{||ullys : u(t) = u(t),t € I}.

Proposition 3.9 (Proposition 2.19 in [28]). Let Ty : L2x---x L2 — L}

. lOC(Td) be an m-linear
operator. Assume that for some 1 < p < oo

(3.6) [ To(e" 21, - - ,eitAQSm)HLP(Rde) S H pill L2 (a)-
=1

Then, there exists an extension T : UR x -+ x UR — LP(R x T%) satisfying

m
(3.7) 1T (uss -+ um) || Lo (R H ”UiHUg;
i=1

and such that T(uy, -+ ,um)(t,-) = To(ur(t), - ,um(t))(:), a.e
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Proposition 3.10. Let Ty : L2 x --- x L2 — L! loc(Td) be m-linear operator. Assume that

for some bounded time interval I C R, and 1 < g < o0

(3.8) //°%wﬂ@,~@mwm¢w45uﬁfmammm, for any J C 1.
J JTd

i=1

Then, for 1 < p < oo satisfying % + % =1, there exists an extension T : UZ X e X UZ —
Ll (I x T?) satisfying

x,t,loc

lm
(3.9 [ R T Yy y (e

i=1

and such that T(uq, -+ ,um)(t,-) = To(ur(t), -, um(t))(), a.e.

Remark 3.11. In Hadac-Herr-Koch’s paper [28], they derived a ”transfer principle” as Propo-
sition [3.9] which consider the LP norm of the multilinear operator T" over the whole time space
R, while Proposition focus on the integral in time (or actually L' norm is also fine) on a
finite time interval I. By a stronger assumption (which gives some better estimates on each
small intervals J), Proposition somehow takes advantage of the finite time interval to
improve the bounds from U' norm to UP. In the following proof of Proposition (.1}, the Case
B heavily relies on Proposition

Proof. By multi-linearity of Ty and definition of UP norm, it will suffice to show that ([3.9) is
true for all UZ—atoms u;. Let ay,--- ,a., be UZ—atoms given as

K;
itA ,
i = Z ]]'Iki,ie Gk—14, fori=1,--- m.
k=1

where Iy, ; = [tg,—1,tk, ), and such that

K;
(3.10) D k-l = 1.
k=1

Then, by 8], Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and by induction,

/I/]Td T(ay,--- s am)(t) da:dt‘

A itA
< E / / To(€"™ py—11, €2 b, —1.m) dadt
A Iy, s J T

1<k1<K3

1<km <Km

m
1
(3.11) < Z | M2y Ty i@ H | Pri—1,ill 2

1<k1<K) i=1

1<km<Km

(3.12) < >0 T kvallez | D 10 Il > 1pk—1.1 1172

1<ky<Ks =2 1<k <K 1<k <K

1<km <Km

For fixed ko, k3, -+, kyn, since

Ty 2 0o Nl = Uty <iy Uiy 0 N iy 20 N Iy m)
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we have

Q[

1
(3’13) Z ‘ ﬁznil [kmi’ = ‘ ﬁzn;2 [kmi’q’
1<ki1 <K

Based on B.10) B.13) 312), we obtain that

|/I/TdT(a1,--- 4 (1) dadt]

m 2 v
S T lek-villzz | >0 102y Il > 1pk—1.1 1172
1<k <Ky =2 1<k1<K) 1<k1<Ki
1<k,,;“<Km
< Y ng 2Ik272|qHH¢k —1illzz
1<k <K
1<km<Km
If we iterate B11) (BI2) on ko, ks,- - , kn, finally we obtain that
\// T(ay, -+ ,am)(t) dedt]
1JTd
< > Inz "y Tl H\|¢k —1illz2
1<ko <Ky =2
1<kn‘L”<Km
< > Ink 3Ikl,z!‘IHH¢k_1ZHL2
1<ks <K
1<km<Km
1
<|I|a.
So we obtain (B.9]). O

Proposition 3.12 (Proposition 2.20 in [28]). Let ¢1,....,qm > 2 (m € N), E be a Banach
space and T : Ugl X - X Ug’” — FE be a bounded m-linear operator with

(3.14) IT (a1, um)lle < C,l:[l lwills-

And also assume there exists 0 < Co < C such that we hold,

(3.15) 1T (urs - s um)lle < Co T sl
i=1

Then, T satisfies the estimate

C = :
(3.16) [T (u1, -+ s um)|e < 02(10g52 + D [[luillyz, weVE, i=1,..,m.
i=1
To make the proposition B.12] suitable for the following nonlinear estimates, we also need
to introduce a similar interpolation proposition for the integral of T over a time interval I as
following:
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Proposition 3.13. Let q1,...,qm >2 (M €N), and T : UL x -+ x U™ — L!

d
m’lOC(I x T?) be
a m-linear operator with

(3.17)

/I/T T(uy.- - ,um)dxdt‘ < [ Loy

And also assume there exists 0 < Co < C such that we hold,

[ [ dsat] < Ca Tl

i=1

(3.18)

Then, T satisfies the estimate

(3.19)

C m
T(u, -, up)dedt] < Co(log — + 1 e, w €V2A, i=1,....m.
T 1_cz<ogc2+ Tl € Vg, i= 1o

Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of Proposition 2.20 in [28], since UI Jpa T(ur, -+ ) dxdt‘
is m-sublinear for uy, - ,uy, as [|T(uy, -+ , Uy )| g in Prop BI2] O

Definition 3.14 (Duhamel operator). Let f € L], ([0,00), L?(T*)), and we define the Duhamel
operator 7

(3.20) 1) = [ 20,

0
for t > 0 and Z(f)(t) := 0 otherwise.

Proposition 3.15 (Proposition 2.11 in [29]). Let s > 0, and a time interval I = [0,4]. For
f € LYI, H*(T*)) we have Z(f) € X*(I) and

(3.21) IZ(N)xs(y < sup

||v||y,5(1):1

/6 f(t,z)v(t, z)dzdt]| .
0 Jra

4. AUXILIARY LEMMATA AND NOTATIONS

Definition 4.1 (Littlewood-Paley decomposition). For N > 1 a dyadic number, we denote
by P<n the rectangular Fourier projection operator:

N
ne€Z*:|n;|<N

Then Py = P<y — P<n—1. Moreover, if C' is a subset of Z%, then the Fourier projection
operator onto C' is defined by Pg

Pof = Z f(n)em™e.
neZd:neC
In the Bourgain’s GAFA paper[2], he firstly introduced the following Strichartz estimate of

Schrodinger operator on tori as a conjucture, and proved parts of the conjucture. And then
Bourgain-Demeter[10] proved the following Strichartz estimate.

Proposition 4.2 (Strichartz estimate[2][10]). Let p > p., where p. = 2482 For all N > 1

we have ‘
(4.1) IPye™lls meray S N#7 | Pydlliaray,
(4.2) IPoe®dllp aray S N27% | Podlpacr,
(4.3) |Pvulls rrty S N2 |[Poullyg g2,
(4.4) |Poullie ey S N2 || Poullys 2,

where C is a cube in Z with sides parallel to the axis of side length N.
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Note that the last inequality (@3])(4]) follows ([@I])(£2) and Proposition B.9]

Lemma 4.3 (Integer lattice counting estimates [2]). Denote the number of set {(X1,--- ,Xq) €
7 X4+ X2 = A} by Cya. Then Cya can be bounded by

AT (d=2)
Azte (d=3)
AlTe (d=4)
AT (d>4)

where € 1s an arbitrary small positive number.
By Lemma [4.3] it’s easy to obtain the following lattice counting lemmas.

Lemma 4.4. Let Sg be a sphere of radius R, B, be a ball of radius r, and P be a plane in
R4 ford > 3. Then

(4.5) |Z4 N Sg| < RT2Fe,
(4.6) 1Z4N B, nP| <ri7t
where | - | denotes cardinality and € is an arbitrary small positive number.

Lemma 4.5. Consider the set
S ={(n1,n2,n3) € ZIxZAIXZ - ny # ny,ns, |ni| ~ N fori=1,2,3, and (ng—ny,ny—ng) = p}.

For a fized ng, |S(ng)| < NIT'NI=  min{Ny, N3}¢, where | - | denotes cardinality and € is an
arbitrary small positive number.

Lemma 4.6 (Bounds of Fourier coefficients of Characteristic function). Consider 1|,y (t) as
a function in L*([0,2x]) where a,b € [0,2x], then the Fourier coefficients | F (1, ) (k)| < 2

||

for all k € 7.
ezkb 'Lka
Proof. “F(]l[a,b})( )‘ = ’ ‘ < \k| O
Lemma 4.7 (Lemma 6.3 in [40]). Let A = (Ai) 1<i<y be an N x M matriz. Then
1Sk M
M 2\ 2
A < ma Z Al (S AuT
] k=1

where || - || is the 2-norm.

5. ESTIMATE FOR NONLINEAR TERM

To estimate [|Z(N (w + v§))llxs(0,5))> by Prop the we just need to bound the integral
f05 Jpa N (w + v )u® dzdt, where § < 1. This section will focus on estimating this integral.
Proposition 5.1. Suppose d > 3 and s.(d) is given in (LJH). Let 0 < a < s.(d), s €

Sy 8¢+ 5p(d) —a), 7>0,0<6 <1, and I =[0,0]. There exist Q5 C Q with P(QF) < e~1/9",
and ¢ > 0, such that we obtain that

/ N(@w® + 08, w® + v w® + o8)u® dxdt‘
Td

Sy -y [ 6™ =5 @ || o gy 1w || xs (0 1w | o1y + 6 Z HHw(j)HXS(I) ,

5;c{1,2,3} jES,
J#{1,2,3}

where vy s deﬁned @3), v € Y=5(I) and w® € X5(I) fori = 1,2,3. (when the subset
=0, Tjes, w9 llxs(r) —1)
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To show Proposition 5.1, it is clear that A (w + v§) can be expressed as
(5.1) > N (WD, u®@, ),
uMef{w,vy},i=1,2,3
We dyadic decompose
u; = Pyu', where i € {0,1,2,3}.

By the symmetry, in the following paper we suppose that Ny > Ny > N3, and we need to
estimate the following integral case by case,

d
(5.2) / ./\/’(ﬂl,ﬂ%ﬂg)ﬂo dxdt,
0o Jrd
where u; = u; or u; and only one of u; can be ;.

Remark 5.2. To make the integral f06 Jpa UWrlipUsTg daxdt (which is the main term of (5.2))
nontrivial, the two highest frequencies must be comparable, which means Ny ~ max{ Ny, Ny}
($N1 < max {No, No} < 4Ny). It is easy to show if 1 N7 > max { Ny, No} or max {No, No} >
4Ny, then the integral f05 de UUoUusUg dxdt is zero. Then the following two cases need to
considered:

e No~ Ny > Ny;

e Ny < Ny ~ Nj.

Now let’s summarize all cases of (u1,ug,us3) we should consider. Denote

(5.3) R; = Py,vg and D; = Py,w for i € {1,2,3}.
The list of all cases of (uj,ug,us) is below:
A. uy = D1:
(a‘) (D17D27D3 5
(b) (D1, D2, R3);
(C) (D17R27D3);
(d) (D1, R, R3);
B. uyp = R12
(a) (R1, R, R3);
(b) (B, Ra, D3);
(C (R17D27R3);

)
(d) (R, Ds, Ds).

5.1. Case A (a). We consider the all deterministic case u; = D; for all i € {1,2,3}. It’s
directly the local well-posed result for the critical data following the strichartz estimates
Proposition [£.2] (the case d = 4 is in [34]).

Proposition 5.3. Assume N;, i = 0,1,2,3, are dyadic numbers and Ny > Ny > N3, and
0<0<1. Fors > s, there exists ¢ > 0, so that we can bound the integral:
N3 min{No,Ng} 1

N2 )CNg—Sc [[uolly == | D1llxs [[ D2l xs | D3]] xs

6 ~ s = .
/ N (Dy, Dy, Ds)tg dadt| < gemintls=sck(
o Jra

where ug, D1, Do, and Ds is defined as (3.

Proof. We decompose R? = U;Cj, where each Cj is a cube of side-length Ns. Let Pg;
denote the family of Fourier projections onto the cube C;. We write C; ~ Cj, if the sum set
{c1 + ¢z : 1 € Cj,ca € Ci} overlaps the Fourier support of P<ay,. Observe that given Cj
there are a bounded number of C; ~ C}. If Ny ~ N1 > N, and we decompose ug and D with
Fourier projections onto the small cubes of size Ny. If Ny < Ny ~ Ny, and we also decompose
ug and D7 with Fourier projections onto the cubes of size Ny, however the frequency of ug has
Fourier support of P<p, which is only in one cube of size Ny. For the case of Ny < Ny ~ Ny,
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the cube decomposition doesn’t help, but for simplicity of notations, we use the same cube
decomposition.

(1) Case: d =3
First, let’s consider N1(Dy, Dy, D3) = +D1D5Ds3. Set %+ satisfying
1 2
(54) %—4_ = ﬁ — (1,

where ¢; = min {Z — ¢, 2(s — sc)}. (In this paper, we always use € as a small positive number

which can be chosen arbitrarily small, and e may be different in the different positions.)
By the cube decomposition, and Holder inequality, we obtain that

6 ~ ~ ~
(5.5) //UOD1D2D3d$dt'
0 T3
5 ~ ~ ~
< Z //(chﬂo)(Pcle)Dngda;dt‘
C.inC 0 JT3
J k
< Y IBcuoll P Dill ylIDall D]
Ci~Cy, t,x t,x tx o
C
(5.6) = 1020 ||chu0||Lt1%HPckD1||Lt%HD2HL:%HD3||L:71+,
i~Cr : : . W

By Strichartz estimates (Lemma [2]) and (5.6]), we obtain that

6 1—3—1—501

3 6
B3) <5 D min {No, No}22 N2 N2 || Po,uollyo || P, Di | xol| D2l xo | Ds | xo

CmCh
min{Ng, No} 3 N3 1 s
Sécl({ioﬂ)zz(—:s)n]\f??(s se) Z HPCjUQHy—sHPCle”XS”DQ”XSC”Dg”XSC
Ny Ny e
J
. B N3 min { Ny, V- 1
<gemint s MominiNo, Naf e 1 0 i Dl [ Ds e,
N2 N2 ¢

— 1
where ¢ = i1

Second, let’s consider Ng(f)l, Ds, l~?3) =+D Jps Dy Dsdx.

6 ~ ~ ~
/ / gD dx DoDsdxdt
0 JT3 T3

6 g ~ ~
< EZ / / (Pe,uo)(Pey, Dy)da Dngdxdt‘
0 T3 T3

Ci~Cy

S 2

S 2 IIchUOIILt%lL%IIPcleHLtl.TlL%IIDzllLtl?lL%IIDsIIL;TlL%
i~YE

< S IPsuoll g 1P, Dill yiDall w2 IDs] -
Ci~C, Litw Ly L% L%,

Then we follow the same approach for AV; term, we can hold the same bound of N>.
(2) Case: d > 4 o o
First, let’s consider Ny (D1, Dy, D3) = £D1DoD3. Set 31 and oo™ satisfying the following
conditions:
1 1 1
(57) ; = C9, 3—+ = g

3
where cg = -2 min{1, s — s.} + = 4> min{s — s, £}
2 = g min{g,s — sc} +c3, 3 = g min{s — s, 5}

C2
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By the cube decomposition, Holder inequality, and Lemma 2] we obtain that

5 ~ ~ ~
/ / gDy Dy D3 d:l?dt'
0 Td

6 ~ ~ o~
/ /d(PCjﬂo)(PCle)Dng da;dt‘
0 T

<

Cj~Cy,

<S> HchuoHLg;|!PCkD1HLg;HD2HL$HD3HL§§
Cj~Ch

p ey 42 ABDE 4 (d49)(ca—cs)
3 N2

<6 3" min{No, No}s 5 T N2
C~Ch
x| Fe;uollyol| Po, D1l xo | Dzl xo | Dsl| xo
min{No,Ng})%_ (N3
N2 N2
x> |Pojuolly—+[1Pe, Dillxs | Dallxsc | Ds|l xsc
Cj~Ch

. 1
Sacg( %—i-i(dtf)cz )max{%,1—2(8—80)}—min{s—sc,%}N;)mn{S_SC@}

N3 min{No,Ng})c 1
N2 NS s

Sgeminthsmsel( [[uolly -« | D1llxs [| D2llxs | D3l

?)(d—1+2) (it’s easy to check that max {3,1 —2(s — s.)} — min{s — s;, 1} > 2 > ¢).

Second, let’s consider /\/’2(51, 132, 153) =+D de 15253dx.

5 ~ ~ ~
/ / oDy dx Dngdazdt‘
0 JTd Td

6 i o~ ~
<) / / (Pc,to)(Pc, Dy)da Dngdﬂ:dt‘
CjNCk 0 Td Td

where ¢ =

S Z ‘|PCju0‘|L?+LQ26HPCkDIHL?JrL%||D2||L§)+L%||D3||L;>o*L%
Ci~C

<> HPCjuoHLg;|!PCkD1HLg;HD2HLg;HD3HLto§;'
Ci~C

Then following the same approach for N7 term, we can hold the bound of N5.

Case A (b). We consider the case (uj,ug,us3) = (D1, D2, R3).

Proposition 5.4. Assume N;, i = 0,1,2,3, are dyadic numbers and Ny > Ny > N3, and
0<s<1. lFor s > S. and 0 < o < s, there exist c,7 > 0 and subset Q5 C Q with
P(Q5) < e~ 19" so that for allw € Qs and all Ny > Ny > N3, we can bound the integral:

5
IR 1
/ N (D1, D2, R3)ugdzdt| S 6°(~—) llwolly—s || D1l xs || Dal x+,
0o Jrd N> N3

where uy, Dy, Do, and Rs is defined as (2-3).

Proof. Let P, denote the family of Fourier projections onto the cube Cj of size No. We write
C; ~ Cy, if the sum set overlaps the Fourier support of Py, .
(1) Case: d =3

First, let’s consider Ni(Dy, Dy, R3) = £D1DyR3.
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By Corollary 24} there exists Qs with P(Q§) < e~'/?" and ¢ > 0, such that for all N3 and

w € Qs, we obtain that

, log N
(5.8) IRs]l 3 <658
L,2,.([0,6]xT3) Ns©

By Lemma 2] Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (5.8]),

5 ~ ~ ~
/ / ﬂoDlDQRgd:Edt'
0 JT3

<Y /0 ' /T B(chao)(Pckﬁl)ﬁgﬁgda;dt‘

Ci~Cy
<
S > 17e;uoll 1P Dull g 102l g 1Bl 3
Cj~Cr ' ’ ' ’
. 3N
S 3 min{N, NaHeNG | Pesuolly o, Dill IDallxo 1ol y.
C;~C) e
J k
logNg 1
<5 > IPe;uolly=+[1Pe, Dillx«[Ds ] x-

Se—Q LJ’_S_S,
N3 N211 € CimCie

1
<6(———)C|| P, —s||D s||.D: s
< (NgNg) | Pc;uolly—s | D1l xs[| Dall xs,

where ¢ = min(c/, s — o — €, &).

Second, /\/2(151,52, ﬁg) =+D [1s Dy Rydx. We can bound ]f05 Jps ./\fg(f?l, ﬁg,gg)ﬂodxdt‘
by ZCjNCk ||chu0||L% HPCleHL% ||D2||L% HRgHL%, using Holder inequality. Then we can
t,x

t,x t,x t,x

bound the second parf via the same way.

(2) Case: d > 4
First, let’s consider N (51, 152,]%3) = + DDy Rs.
Set 37" and oo™~ as following:

5.9) 11 1 1 __1
' 3t 3 6(d+2) oo  2(d+2)

By Corollary 24} there exists Qs with P(§) < e /%" and ¢ > 0, such that for all Ny and

w € Qs, we obtain that

- log N3

(5.10) HR?»HL%" ([0,6] xTd) = N?fc—oc'
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By Lemma 2] Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (.10,

ﬂoﬁlﬁgﬁgdxdt‘
Td

é - o~ o~
< / /d(PCjﬂo)(Pcle)DQRgdl‘dt‘
T

Cj~Cy,

SCE:C |!PCjU0|!L§;+\\PCkD1|!L§;+HD2HL§;+HR3HL§3~
i~ Uk

<S> min{No, N2} 5~ 2N3 P, uollyo|[Pe, Dill xoll D2l xol| Rl oo
CimCy
/lOgN3 1
St ——— Y |1Poyuolly <[Py, Dallxs || Dallxs
N§e™® phtese
g CimC

<0

1

<O(——)°|| P, —s||D s||D s
< (Nst) | Pc;uolly—s | D1l xs | D2l xs,

where ¢ = min(c,s. — a — €, 3).
Second, /\/’2(51,52,&3) + Dy f ., Dy Rsdz. We can bound |f06 de N 51,ﬁ2,§3)ﬂod:pdt|
by > ¢, I1Pc; u0||L3++ | Pc, D1HL3++ ||D2||L3++ ||R3||LOO” using Holder inequality. Then we

can bound the second part via the same way.
0

Case A (c). We consider the case (uy,us,us) = (D1, R, D3).

Proposition 5.5. Assume N;, i = 0,1,2,3, are dyadic numbers and Ny > Ny > N3, and

0<d<s.. Fors>s.and 0 < a < %l, there exists c,v > 0 and subset Q5 C Q with

P(QS) < e~ 19" so that for allw € Qs and all Ny > Ny > N3, we can bound the integral:

./\/ Dl,RQ,Dg)uOd:Edt <5C(

—s||D1]|xs|| D3l xs
3 o) Tally—< [ DrlLc 1D -

where ug, 51, ﬁg, and l~?3 is defined as [Z.3).

Proof. Let Pc; denote the family of Fourier projections onto the cube Cj of size Ny. We write
Cj ~ Ck if the sum set overlaps the Fourier support of P, .
(1) Case: d =3

First, let’s consider N (51, Eg,ﬁg) = +D,RyDs.

By Corollary 2.4], there exists 25 with P(£2§) < e~ Y% and ¢ > 0, such that for all Ny and
w € s, we obtain that

5 log No

5.11 < -2,
(5.11) IRell 2 () < 5
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By Lemma 2] Holder inequality and (51T)),

Uoﬁlégﬁ:;dl‘dt‘
T3
6 ~ ~ ~
< //(chﬂo)(PCle)Rngdxdt‘
Cj~C 0 JT3
Z [pe u0|| u ||PckD1H u ||Rz|| L 1Dsl oy
CNCk tz t,x

<mln{No=N2}22N222N22 Z N3 P UOHY‘)HPCle”XO”D3”XOHR2H u
Ci~Cy,

, log (V-

<8N S gy [P, Dl [ Dl
N2C 11N 22 CNCk

<O(—C|| P, _s||D s||.D s

<8 1P ol s Dl

where ¢ = min(d, s, —a — % — €,8c — 232)

Second, Ng(ﬁl,ﬁfg,ﬁg) if)lf s RoDsdx. We can bound ’fo Ja Na( Dl,Rg,Dg)uodazdt\
by Zc ~c, |1 Pe; uOH 1y |]PckD1H u HDgH u HRzH 11, using Holder inequality. Then we can

tac tac tac ac

bound the second part via the same way.
(2) Case: d >4

First, let’s consider N (51, Eg,ﬁg) = +D,RyDs.

Set 37+ and oo™ as (B0). By Corollary 24 there exists Qs with P(Q§) < e~ /9" and
c >0, such that for all Ny and w € Qg, we obtain that

- log No

(5.12) HR2HL?3**([075}X11‘¢1) = Ngc—a'

By Lemma [I.2] Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (5.12]),

ﬂoﬁlﬁgﬁgdxdt‘
Td

< / / PC ’LL(])(PCk Dl)Rngdl‘dt‘
Td

Cj~Ch

SCE:C |!PCjU0|!L§;+|!PCkD1HLg;+HD3HL§;+HR2HL§§;
i~Uk

1 d

d__ _1
<S> min{No, No}s 2 N§ 2N$ || P, uollyo [ Po, D1l xoll D3l xo | Ral oo
CimCy
/IOgNQ 1
<6° e w— > lIPeyuolly—<|1Po, D1l x| Dsllx
N2 N3 Cj~Ch

1
<O(——)C|| P, —s||D s||D s
< (Nst) | Pc;uolly—s || D1l xs | D3| xs,

d d 1
5 ma—65—3)
Second, NQ(Dl,DQ,R3) +D, f Dy R3dxz. We can bound |f06 de N2(Dy, Do, R3)ugdxdt|

by ZC ~c, IPc; U()”L3++ |’PCkD1HL3++ HD2|]L3++ HRgHLw” using Holder inequality. Then we

where ¢ = min(d

can bound the second part via the same way.
0
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Case A (d). We consider the case (uy,ug,us3) = (D1, Ra, R3).

Proposition 5.6. Assume N;, i = 0,1,2,3, are dyadic numbers and Ny > Ny > N3, and
0<s<1. lFor s > S. and 0 < o < s, there exist c,7 > 0 and subset Q5 C Q with
P(5) < e~ 19" so that for allw € Qs and all Ny > Ny > N3, we can bound the integral:

6
~ ~ ~ 1
/ N(Dr, Ry, Rg)ugdadt| S 6= ) lluolly [ D1l xs,
0 T4 N2N3

where uy, Dy, Ro, and Ry is defined as (23).

Proof. Let Pc;, denote the family of Fourier projections onto the cube Cj of size No. We write
Cj ~ Ck if the sum set overlaps the Fourier support of P, .

First, let’s consider N (51, EQ,Eg) = + DRy Rs.
Set pf, q as

1 d 1 1

pe 2(d+2) q 2 p&
By Corollary 2.4] there exists 25 with P(Q§) < e~ Y% and ¢ > 0, such that for all N and
w € g, we obtain that

(5.13)

o log N
NSe—a :
By Lemma [I.2] Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (5.14]),

6 ~ ~ ~
/ / ﬂoDleRgd:Edt‘
0 T4

<y /0 ' /T 4(chﬂo)(Pckl51)§2§3d:ndt'

Cj~Cy

< Y IPouoll L+ 1Pe, Dall o+ lIRoll s IR s
Cy~C, L i ’ ’
J k

S D NE|Po;uollyo|[Po Dallxol| Balle |1 Bsllsg
Ci~C,
2%/ 10gN2 logN3 N2E

(5.14) 1PN g ((o,81xT1) < 0

<0 Ne—a NSe—« 2 Z ”PCjUOHY*SHPCle”XS
2 3 Ci~Cy,
<O (N, ) e volly—+lluallxe,

where ¢ = min(2c, s, — a — €).
Second, N5(D1, Rg, R3) = +D1 fT4 RoR3dx. We can bound |f06 fT4 Na(Dq, Ry, R3)updxdt|
by chwck HPCJ'UOHL@ HPCleﬂij |Rallze [[RsllLs . using Hélder inequality. Then we can
t,x t,x ’ ’

bound the second parf via the same way. O
In Case B, the top frequency is random term, so that the approach in Case A fails. In the
following proofs of subcases of Case B, it will suffice to focus on the frequencies satisfying

Ny ~ N7 > No, since if Ny < Ny ~ Np, then Case B can be treated as Case A which the
top frequency is deterministic term.

Case B (a). We consider the all random case (uq,us,us) = (R, Ra, R3).

Proposition 5.7. Assume N;, i = 0,1,2,3, are dyadic numbers and for any Ny, No, N3,
satisfying Ny > No > N3, and 0 < § <1 . For a < % and s, < s < S. + % — «, there exist
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¢, > 0 and subset Q25 C Q with P(Q5) < e 19" so that for allw € Qs and all Ny > Ny > Nj,
we can bound the integral:

~ o~ o~ 1
N (s, B, Ry Yiodedt| S 0°(<) Juolly—+,
Td 1

where ]Sq, ﬁg, and ﬁg is defined as [13) and only one of ]Aéz can be R;.

Proof. Let’s suppose that R, = Ry, Ry = Ry and Eg = Rj3, and the other cases are similar
(we will also explain how to prove in the others in the following proof).

Define S(n,m) := {(ny,n9,n3) € Z¢ x Z¢ x Z¢ : —ny +ny+n3 = n, —|ni|?>+ |na|? +|ns|? =
m, ni # na, nz, and n; ~ N;} (For example, if we consider N'(R1, Ry, R3) case, then the
corresponding S(n,m) := {(ny1,n2,n3) € ZIxZIxZ : ny—no+nz = n, |n1|>—|nal?+|ns|*> =
m, ng # ni, ns, and n; ~ N;}), where m € Z and n € Z%. Then we have

N(Ry,Re, R3) == J1 + Jo
zn:c 1tm gnl gn2 (w) gn (w)
- Z o Z - 1 —a (pg)yd—1-0 <n3>il—1—a

n€Zd mez

+ Z ’gn( )’ gn( )ein-m+it|n\2
(n)3d-3-30
n€zd n~N;, i=1,2,3

Step 1 a) First, let’s consider 73 term. By Prop[BI0l to estimate | f(f Jpa W T (R1, Ry, R3)dxdt|,
we can first consider ug as a linear solution 17e*?¢ in any small interval J C [0,6] and

get the bound of ‘fJde Prnye 20 J1(R1, Ro, R3) dmdt‘. Suppose ¢(z) = >, cza an€™? and
L5(t) = Ypez bre™.

/ dPNoeitA(ﬁjl(Rl,RQ,Rg) dl‘dt‘
JXT

— Z Z bk_ Gny (W ( ) Ins (w) Ins (w)
d—1—-«a d—1—«a d—1l—«

nezd, [n|~Ng S(n,|n\2+k) < > <n2> <n3>

keZ, \k\SN%

then by Lemma 4.6, we have that E\kI<N12 |bk| < log Ny. So

S Y um )
d—1l—« d—1—«a d—1—-«

nezd, |n|~Ny S(n,|n|24+k) (n1) (n2) (n3)

kEZ, |k SN

SIoliz 2 I 2 2 (nglr;i(j)_“ <n927;l(_ai)_°‘ <n937;z(_ai)_a

|k| SN2 n€Z,|n|~Ng | S(n,|n|2+k)
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1
By Lemma 23] after choosing a subset Q% with ]P’(Q%) < e ¢2, and by Lattice counting
lemma (Lemma F4)), we obtain that

2\ 3
Pvdl: S el [ 3 | S ) o) gnl)
K| <N2 neZd, [n|~No SOMnP+k)<n1> (n2) (ns)
NE
SIPwodlire Y bkl :

d—1—a prd—1—a prd—1—«
wew NN

1

X ‘{(n,nl,ng,ng) € 2% x 2% x 74 x 7% : (ny,na,n3) € S(n,|n|* + k)}|’
<M

NN N

Step 1 b) Second, let’s consider J5, By Lemmal[ZT] there exists a set 3 with P(Q2°) < e 1/
(W) < 10g((;>+1)‘

1Py @llzz -

for all w € Qg, we have |gy,

2 _
PP

neZ* n~N;, i=1,2,3

1

2
|90 (@) P gn(w)
N15d—60c—66 :

< 5—65
<n>3d—3—3a ~

If we choose Q5 = Q}; N Qg, then we obtain that

/ PNO eitA¢N(E1, Rg, R3) d:l?dt'
JxTd

N

SC"‘%_Q Sc— O NTSc— Q1
Ny Ny« " N3*

<5—€

~

1Py ®llzz

(For simplicity, we use € vaguely as a constant which we can choose arbitrary small and €'s
in the different inequalities don’t have to be the exactly same.)
Step 2 If we set 17 and oo™ satisfying 1% =1—¢and % = 5, by Holder inequality and

Lemma 2.4] after excluding a subset of probability e_%, we have

/ dPNoeitA¢N1(E1,R2,R3) dl‘dt‘
JXT

/ ., PNO eitAqb EleRg d:l?dt‘
JXT

itA
é||PNert ¢‘|L%+L§(J><']Td)||R1||L§°7Lg ||R2||L§°7Lg HR3HL§°7L2

NE
. 1PNo ¢l 2

1—
§|J| 6]\Tsc—ag]\fsc—(:\z]\fsc—(lll
1 2 3

And also we have

/ dPNoeitAqug(El,RQ,Rg) d:l?dt‘
JXT

/ </ PNoeitA¢ R_lda:> </ R2R3dx> dt‘
J Td Td

itA
S”PNOeZt ¢HL%+L%(J><']1“1) ”Rl”L?O’ L2 ”R2”L§°7L% HR?’HL,&‘XFL%

<

~

_ N
5“]‘1 e”PNert (b”LE’OL%(JXTd)”Rl”LS;O’L%”R2”L§O’L%HR?)HLtoo*L%
Ni
Nfc_OfN;c_aNifc_a

S 1PNo ¢l 2
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So we obtain that

A J— NE
P, e ¢N (Ry, Ro, Ry dmdt‘ S e |1 Pro &l 12
| P o] W1 sl Pl
Step 3 Average the estimates in Step 1 and Step 2, we obtain that
(5.15) / PNoeitA(ﬁ./\/’(Rl, Rs, R3) dxdt
JxTd
1o Ny
(5.16) W26 — e — 1P &l 2
NN
By the estimate (5.I6]) in Step 3 and Lemma B0l we hold that
J— NE
N(Rl,RQ, Rg)ﬂodxdt‘ S (5% I 1 HUOHUZ
d ScTZ =X Ars.— NTSc—O
r Ny % Ny "Ny

Step 4 Set p7, ¢ as (513) and % = e. Using Strichartz estimate (£.4]), we have

/[ | d’LL_QN(El, Rs, R3) dxdt
0,6] xT

Slluoll

LngRlH +\|R2HL;ZIIR3IIL3@

G HuoHLgHRlHLgf;HRzHng;HRsHLw

1
NSC O!NSC O!NSC O!H OHUPC

d+4
55 2(d+2)

By the interpolation lemma (Lemma B.I3]) and the embedding property ([B.3), we obtain
that
_ B ' N¢
N(By, Ry, Rs)uodwdt| < 07 — R —
g Ny g e
Since s < s, + % — «, we hold the proposition. ]
Case B (b). We consider the all case (uy,us,us) = (R, Re, D3).

Proposition 5.8. Assume N;, i = 0,1,2,3, are dyadic numbers and N1 > Ny > N3, and
0<o6<1. Forsc§s<sc+%—a and 0 < a < %, there exist ¢,r > 0 and subset Q5 C Q
with P(25) < e~ V%" 5o that for allw € Q5 and all Ny > Ny > N3, we can bound the integral:

[uolly

o 1
N (B, Rp, Ds)yaodzdt] S 0°(5=) [luolly — || Dsl x+
T4 1

where El, ﬁg, and Dy is defined as (2.3) and only one of {El,ﬁg,ﬁg} can be the conjugate.

Proof. Let’s suppose that Ry = Ry, Ry = Ry and 53 = D3, and the other cases are similar.
Define S3(n,n3,m) := {(n1,n9) € Z¢ x Z¢ : —ny +ng +nz = n, —|n1|> + [na|® + |n3|> =
m, ni # ng, ns, and n; ~ N;}. Then we have

N(E17R27D3) = jl + j2
znm itm gnl Ina (w) =
= Z o Z d 1 « ( 2>d—1—a D3(’I’L3)

n€Zd meZ

+ § : ’gn(w;ll €3§n3) ein~x+it|n\2
—2—2«
nezZd n~Ny;, i=1,2,3 <n>
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Step 1 a) First, let’s consider J; term. By PropBI0l to estimate | f05 Jpa T Tt (R, Ry, D3)dxdt|,
we can first consider ug as a linear solution 1 7e"*¢ in any small interval J C [0,6] and get

the bound of ‘fJx']l‘d PNOeitA¢j1 (Elv Ry, PNgeitA(b(g)) dmdt" Suppose ¢($) = Znezd anein-m7
o) (x) = > ez a1(13)ein~:c and 1(t) = Yz bre kt

/ Py 20 J1(R1, R, Prye'®¢3)) dxdt‘
JxTd

_ Z Z byl gni (W) Iny (W) a®
(nq)d—1=a (py)d—1-a"ns

nezd, [n|~Ng ( \n|2+k

keEZ, |k| SN

then by Lemma (.Gl we have that Z\k|<N12 |be| < log Ny. So

R I IR CO R
()41 )t

nezd, In|~No S(n,|n|?+k)

kEZ, K| SN?

[\
ol

S”PNO(bHL%HPN3¢(3)|’L% Z |bx| Z Z <ni7;1d(_ai)_a (ng;;il(_bj)_a

k| SNT nezd,|nl~Noy | S3(n,n3,|n|?+k)
nSEZd,\nS\NNS

1
By Lemma 28] after choosing a subset Q% with ]P’(Q%) < e ¢2, and by Lattice counting
lemma (Lemma [A.4)), we obtain that

[\
[N

PrdliPro®ly 3 el | Y| Y el el

|k|SNT nezd,|n|~Ny | S3(n,n3,|n|>+k)
nginZd,\ng\NNg

1
Nld—l—aNgl—l—a

SIPNo 02 1P Nz > (il
k|SN?

D=

x |{(n,n1,n9,n3) € Z¢ x 2% x Z¢ x 7% : (n1,n2,n3) € S(n,|n|> + k)}

da
NiNg

1
Sct5—«a

Ny RN

1Py Bl 22 [| Povs ) 2.

Step 1 b) Second, consider J5.

(5.17) /J N Pn,e2¢Jo(Ry, Ry, Py, e ¢3)) dadt
X
@) gnw)
(5.18) = Z bkan " pyd-1- a<n>d—1—aa£t)
nEZd,\n\NNO
kEZ, |k|<N?
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By Lemma 1] there exists a set Q2 with P(Q2°) < e~1/% for all w € Q2, we have |g,(w)| <

log((n)-+1) -
e -

N2e o
(5.19) EID) < NzTg_za S baal)

1 nEZd,\n\NNO

kez, k| <N
N7log(N1)

(5.20) S W”PNo(bHL%HPNa(b(g)”L%

1

If we choose Q5 = Q% N Qg, then we obtain that

/ P, e 2N (R1, Ry, Py, e ¢®) dadt
JxTd

d
NiNg 3
by glsl Py 1z
cT2 c—
Ny N,
Step 2 If we set 27, co™, 17 and ¢ satisfying 2% =1—¢ % + 2% =1, 1% + % =1,

and % + 2% = %. By Hélder inequality and Lemma [2Z4] after excluding a subset of probability

_L
e, we have

/ P, e 2 pN1(R1, Ry, Py, e ¢3) da;dt‘
JxTd

/ Py eitA ¢ Ry Ry Py, e ¢ da;dt‘
JxT

itA itA
S”PNOeZt (bHLt‘X’Li(JX']Td) ”Rl”L?o; ”R2”L§°; HPN:;eZt ¢(3) HLFLL?L
N§

1—
SWI Ssmayoea
1 2

1Py &l 2 [l Povy ) 2.

And also we have

/ P, e 2 pNo(Ry, Ry, Py, e ¢3) dmdt‘
JxTd

/ ( / Py, eitA ¢ R_lda;> ( / Ry P, e ¢ dm) dt
J Td Td

itA itA
é||PNert ¢‘|L§°L§(J><']Td) ||R1||L§°7L§ ||R2HLt°°7L§ HPNseZt ¢(3) HL%+L%

1
Nie O Nge—@ 1Py &l 2 [l Povy ) 2.

<

~

Sl

So we obtain that
Ng

3
W||PNO¢HL3HPN3¢( Nz

/ Pr, A ON (Ry, Ry, Py, e ¢) dxdt‘ < |J)e
JxTd

Step 3 Average the estimates in Step 1 and Step 2, we obtain that

(5.21) / P, e 2N (R1, Ry, Py, e ¢®) dadt
JxTd
) 1
1 NiN.
(5.22) S22 l1Pwo @Il 2 | Py 6l 2.
¢ty

N, Ny
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By the estimate (5.22]) in Step 3 and Lemma [3.10] we hold that

d
EN 4
NEN;
sc—l—i—a Se—o
Nl N2

§
/ ./\/’(Rl, Rs, Dg)Uod:Edt‘ < 5%
0 JTd

[uollyz (|1 D3z

Step 4 Set pf, ¢ as (5.13) and % = € Replacing Py, e*®¢ by Tg, following the similar idea,
and using Strichartz estimate ([.4]), we have

< HUOHLZ{HRlHL;{xHRzllL;{xHDSHLPj

t,x

/[5} du_oN(El,Rg,Dg)dxdt
0,6]xT

4 —€
<§2@r) HUOHLf§ HRlHLgy; ”R2”L;’f’; 1Dsll
_4 . 1
<20+ WHUOHUZiHDgnUZi‘

By Lemma B.I3] and the embedding property (B8.5]), we obtain that
d
NiNg

sc-i-%—a—s Se—Q TS
Nl N2 N3

o=

0
| [ N, R, Dajradeat] < 5 Juolly—1Ds -
0 JT

Since s < s. + % — «, we hold the proposition. ]

Case B (c). We consider the all case (uj,us,us) = (R1, D2, R3). By the similar approach
with Case B (b), we can hold following property:

Proposition 5.9. Assume N;, i = 0,1,2,3, are dyadic numbers and N1 > Ny > N3, and
0<6d<1. Forsc§s<sc+%—a and 0 < o < %, there exist ¢, > 0 and subset Q5 C Q

with P(25) < e Y% 5o that for allw € Q5 and all Ny > Ny > N3, we can bound the integral:

6
~ o~ o~ 1
| [ N, B, Bayidoat] £ 8° () uolly— 1 Dal
0 JT4 1

where Ry, Do, and R is defined as (2-3) and only one of {El,ﬁQ,E:g} can be the conjugate.

Proof. For d > 4.
Following the Case B (b), by choosing a subset Q5 C Q with P(Q§) < e~ 10" for w € Qs,
we have similar estimate:

d
NiNy

sc—l—i—a—s Se—Q ATS
Ny N3 " N3

6 ~ ~ ~
/0 o N(Rl, Dg,Rg)Uod%dt‘ S (5% HUOHY7.SHD2HXS7

since s < S. + % — «, the proposition holds.
For d = 3. Following the Case B (b), in Step 3, we average the estimates in Step 1 and
Step 2 with different weights, we have that

1
4 EN2
~ o~ o~ 1 NEN.
/ N(Rl,Dg,Rg)uOdl‘dt‘ <02 s.+l—al—s 2 ||UOHY*S||D2||X57
0 JT3 ]\[1c 6 Nésc—aNés
since s, < s < S, + % —a, and s. = 5, the proposition holds.



a.s. LWP for the cubic NLS on tori 25

Case B (d). We consider the case (u1, ug,u3) = (R1, D2, D3).

Proposition 5.10. Assume N;, i = 0,1,2,3, are dyadic numbers and N1 > No > N3, and
0<6<1. Ford >3,

1 d=3
sp(d) = 1% d=4
1 d>5

For s < s < sc+s:(d) —a and 0 < o < s,(d), there exist c,r > 0 and subset Q5 C  with
P(5) < e~ 19" so that for allw € Qs and all Ny > Ny > N3, we can bound the integral:

- 1
dN(Rth,Ds)ﬂodmdt S 50(—N1 ) lluolly = | D2l xs | D3l xs,
T

where El, 152, and Dy is defined as (23) and only one of {ﬁl,ﬁg, l~?3} can be the conjugate.

Proof. Let’s suppose that Ry = Ry, Dy = Dy and 133 = D3, and the other cases are similar.
Define Sy 3(n,ng,nz,m) := {n1 € Z% : ny —ngy +nz = n, |n1|®> — |naf?> + 3> = m, ng #
ny, ns, and ny ~ Ni}. Then we have

N(R17ﬁ2yD3) = ‘71 + j2
_ Z pin-a+itm Z gmd = aDz(n2)D\3(n3)

n€Zd mez

3 ( )D2(n2)D3(n3) gin-etitln|2

+ <>d1a

neZ4n~N;, i=1,2,3

Step 1 a) First, let’s consider [J; term. By PropositionB.I0] to estimate | f06 Jpa UoJ1(R1, Do, D3)dzdt|,
we can first consider ug as a linear solution 17e*?¢ in any small interval J C [0,6] and

get the bound of ‘fJde PNOGitA¢j1(R1,PNQQitA(;ﬁ@),PN36itA¢(3))dxdt‘. Suppose ¢(z) =
> nezd An€ T, @) =3, cpa aldem for i = 2,3 and 1,(t) = 3",y bre™

/ P, 2071 (R1, Py, et2¢2), Py, e® ) )dxdt‘
JxTd

g (W) () (3
=l X > Ty =l ayy)

nezd, [n|~Ng ( \n|2+k
kEZ, |k| SN

1
2\ 2

In (W) " (2)
<Pl Prad@ s Sl | S ) w%“

k| SNT n€zd,|n|~Nog | S3(n,n3,|n|>+k)
ng€zd|ng|~N3

Next, fix k. Let’s focus on
2
g (W) ")
(5.23) Z Z Wanz
nezd,|n|~Ng |S3(n,ns,|n|2+k)
nz€Zd|nz|~N3

To bound (5.23]), we use the matrix 4*% argument in Bourgain’s paper [6] as follows.
Fix ng and |ng| ~ N3. Define

94 = gw = (Un,ng) [n]<Ng,|n2|<Na,

n#ng
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where

{7]@11& Ontng—ns (W) 1if 2(n —nz,ng —ns3) =k
o = 1
n,mo

0 otherwise
Then (5.23) is bounded by N?le{fjng% and by Lemma [I7] we obtain that

1
2\ 2

§ On,n20n’ no

n2

(5.24) 99| < max <Z ]an,n2]2) + Z
n2

n#n/

Using Lemma 2] the first term in (5.24)) is bounded as follows,

2
1

d—1—a
Nl

Ng Ny
- 2(d—1—a)—e — 25c+1—-2a—€"
Nl( a) € Nl Se a—€

(5.25) >

Intng—nz (W)

Then we will show that the second term in (5.24)) is bounded as follows

1
2\ 2
a1

(526) Z S N1—2Sc—1+2a+EN2 p)

n#n’

E On,n20n’ no

n2

Indeed, write

2

= dlaz

Nl n#n’

2
Z In+no— n3 gn +no—n3 (w)

n2

(5.27) >

n#n’

§ On,no0n/ ng

n2

Then we use Lemma 25 there exists a set Q} with P(QL°) < e/ for all w € Q}, (E27)
can be bounded by

1
(5.28) W’{(n,n',nz)in#n'72<”—”3="2_”3> =k
. 1

2(n’ —n3,ny —n3) = k}|

To bound the number of the elements in {(n,n',n2) : n # n’,2(n —n3,n2 —n3) = k, 2(n’ —
n3,na — n3) = k}, first we can count the number of pair (n,ng) and by Lemma [L5] it is
bounded by N{i_HEN 9=1 And then the number of possible n’ is bounded Nld_1 by Lemma

B4l So the size of the upper lattice set is bounded by N; 2(d- 1)JFEN d= ! and hence we hold

By the estimates (5.20]) and (5.26]), we obtain that

/ Py eitA )T (R, P, e ¢, Py, e ¢B)) dadt
JXT

(5.29) N Nd41N
Nilsi NP0l 2 1P, 0 N 2z | g | 2,
Ny 2
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Step 1 b) Second, let’s consider J>. By Lemma 2] there exists a set Q% with P(Q3%) <

eV for all w € O3, we have |g,(w)| < <§Z€-

/J N P, e80T (R, Py, e ¢, Py, e ) da;dt‘
X

IN

2e
_ gn(w) 2) (3 Ny — 2.3
> bnargalal)| < —hr | Y. imaPa)
(n) Ny
nezd, |n|~Ny nezd, |n|~Ng
kEZ, |k SN kez, k| <N

NWHPNMI@ 1Py 6 [l 2 1Py 6 11

<N12610g(N1)
~ d—1—«
Nt

If we choose Q5 = Q% N Qg, then we obtain that

1Po )l 2 || Py 6 [l 22 1Py 0P [ 22y -

/J » Py, e ¢N (Ry, Py, etA g2, Pn, et p(3) ) dxdt
X

(5.30) NEN%Ng
5%”13%‘15”@HPN2¢(2)||L§||PN3¢(3)HL3,,
N2
Step 2 If + -1t isfvine - — 1L ¢ 2 . L 1 1 , 2 _
P we set 27, 00”7, 17 and ¢ satisfying 5+ = 5 —€, =+ 57 = 3, 1+ + == = 1,
and % + 2% = %. By Holder inequality and Lemma [Z4] after excluding a subset of probability

_L
e, we have

/ P, 2N (R, Pr,e®¢2), Py, e ¢3) da;dt‘
JxTd

/ Py eitA g R Py, e ¢ Py, 2 ) d:pdt'
JxT

it A it A it A
<P e 13t | R e 1P, 0P |y ot | Py 260

d
_GNENE_E
<[ ﬁ”PNmHLgHPN2¢(2)”L%HPN3<Z5(3)HL3-
1

And also we have

/ P, B oNo(Ry, Pr,e™® o), Py, e® ) dmdt‘
JxTd

/ < Pn, it R_ldx> </ Py, eitA¢(2)PN3 eitA¢(3) dm) dt
J Td Td

itA itA itA
é||PNert ¢HL?°L%(J><']T‘1) ||R1||Lf°7L% ||PN2€Zt ¢(2)HL§°7L§ HPNseZt ¢(3) HL%+L§
1
Np—a

So we obtain that

<

~

S 1P & 22 11Pwa 0P 211 Py 6™ 2.

/J y P, e 2N (Ry, Py, e ¢ | Py, e ¢®) da;dt‘
X

(5.31)

d
_EN€N§_€
<[ ﬁ”PNmHLgHPN2¢(2)|’L3HPN3¢(3)HL3-
1
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Step 3 Average the estimates (5.30) (5.3I)) in Step 1 and Step 2, we obtain that

/J y P, €GN (Ry, Py, e ), Py, e ¢®) dadt
X

(5.32) N
1
S22 1Py 02 | Py 0] 2 | Py 2.
Nlc 4
By (532]) and Lemma B.I0] we hold that
-1 d
EN 8 N32
(5.33) N Rl,DQ,Dg)quxdt < 52 THUOHUZHDQHUXHD?’HUi'
Td lec i1«
_ 1 _ _d 1_ 3 . : .
Step 4 (only for d = 3,4) If we set oF = 2y € and s=1- oF By Hélder inequality

and Lemma [2.4] after excluding a subset of probability e_é%, we have

/ U_oNl(El,Dg,Dg) dxdt| = / u_oﬁngDg da;dt‘
JxTd JxTd

<ol o VBl 1021 15y
N{
Sgaecalvoll 122l 1051 -
And also we have
/ u_oNg(El,Dg,D;;)d:Edt‘ S / (/ u_oR_ldl‘> ( D2D3d$> dt‘
JxTd J \JTd Td
<u oHL,,C O L PPN P -
Nfc aH OHUijDzllUngDSHUpC

So we obtain that

/ U_ON(El, Dy, D3) dxdt‘
JxTd

5
sc «
Nl

Step 5 Finally, when d = 3,4, by the embedding properties Remark [3 and BE), we
average (5:33) and (5:34) with weights: (84718 1223d). when d > 5, we directly use (B.33)).
Summarizing these two cases, we obtain that

(5.34)

luoll +HD2H +HD3H

J
/ N(El, Do, Dg)ﬂodxdt‘
Td

(5.35) sems nSe—s
. NgeSNEe
Soter L gy D[ Dl
M

where

1 _

= d=3

sp(d) =4 d=4

1 d>5

Since s < s, + $-(d) — «, we have the proposition. O

Remark 5.11. The proofs when the conjugate is on the different position are similar, for
example, N'(R1, D2, D3) in the case B(d). The only difference between N'(R1, D2, D3) and
N (R, Dy, D3) in B(d) is (5.28)). In the N'(Ry, Do, D3), the set in (5.28]) should be {(n,n’, ny) :
n #n',2(ng —n,n +ny) =k, 2(ng —n’,n’ +n9) = k}. First, we can count the number of
pair (n,n2) and by Lemmald.4] it is bounded by N7 d= 2+EN 4. And then the number of possible
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n/ is bounded Nld_2+6 by Lemma So the size of the upper lattice set is bounded by
le (d_2)+EN§1, which is better than the corresponding bound in N(Ry, D, D3).

Proof of Proposition [5.11

Proof. Suppose dyadic coordinates N1 > Ny > Nj, consider arbitrary wl(i) and ul(o) satisfying
wl(l) (t) = w®(t) and ul(o) (t) =uO(t), for t € I and i = 1,2, 3. Then we have

N (w +%ﬂﬂme(”+%ﬁ@mﬂ
T4

N + o w me@)+%)@mﬂ
T4

N (Pn, (w, ) +vg), Pn, (wl(z) + ), P, (wl(3) + vg))PNoul(O)dxdt

T4
N0<N1 >N2>N3

There are only two cases: Ny ~ N1 > No > N3 and Ny < Ny ~ Ny > Njs.
By Proposition 5.3 - 5.11, we can always sum up for these two cases to obtain the following
estimate:

N(w® + o8, w® + 08, w® + 08)u® dxdt‘
Td

0 cmin{l,s—s. 1 2 3 c ]
gy - | gtV ol s o +6¢ ST T e x|

JC{1,2,3} jeJ
J#{1,2,3}

by the definition of X*(I) and Y ~*(I) in Definition B.8 we obtain Proposition G11 O

6. PROOF OF THE THEOREM [[4]

To prove Theorem [[4] (especially the case s = s.), we should introduce two weaker norms
Z5(I) and Z'$(I)-norm than X*(I)-norm.

Definition 6.1.

1
—d T
lollzony = sup | S N2 Pyoltainayy | and ol g = loll i 0] e oy
Ne2Z

The following property show us that Z5(I) is a weaker norm than X*(I).

Proposition 6.2.

[0llzs(ry < llvllx=n)

Proof. By the definition of Z°(I) and the following Strichartz type estimates (Proposition
[2]), we obtain that

NI
=

—d
sip | Y N Pwlhnn | S{E NPl | Sl
Jcr N dydic number N dydic number
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Lemma 6.3 (Bilinear estimates in [30]). Assuming |I| <1 and Ny > Na, for any v; € Y(I)
and vy € Y*¢(I), where s, = % — 1, there holds that

No 1

(6.1) HPN1U1PN2U2||L§¢(’]Td><I) S (Fl + E)HHPNWIHYO(I)HPN2U2HYSc(I)

for some Kk > 0.

Remark 6.4. This Bilinear estimate is a simple d-dimension generalization of Proposition 2.8
in [30]. The proof of Lemma is almost the same as the d = 4 case in [30] and heavily
rely on LP estimates in Proposition (for some p < 4). In the proof not only we need the
decoupling properties for spatial frequency, but also we need further trip partitions to apply
the decoupling properties for time frequency.

Let’s introduce an refined nonlinear estimate for s = s. case, which is a d-dimension
generalization of Lemma 3.2 in [32].

Proposition 6.5 (Refined nonlinear estimate). For vy € X*¢(I), k =1,2,3, |I| <1, we hold
the estimate

(6.2) IZN (01,02, 33) Ixeen S > Nillxsenl0jllzrse (p vkl zse (1)
{i7j7k}:{17273}

where v = v or v, = Ug for k=1,2,3.
Proof. By Proposition B.15], we suppose Ny, N1, No, N3 are dyadic, and by the symmetry, we

assume N7 > N > N3. Since it’s easy to check that N5 is simple to bound, we just need to
show the case Nj.

3

20N @) e S s | [ a ] o dde
lwolly—se =1 |JTaxT 125
3
< sup Z / Pnyuo H Py, vi, dzdt
lwolly—se=1 Ny Ny >Ny >Ny |/ TEXT k=1

Then we know Nj ~ max{Ny, No} by the spatial frequency orthogonality. There are two
cases:

(1) Ng ~ Ny > Ny > Na;
(2) No < No ~ N; > Ny,

Case 1: NO ~ N1 > N2 > N3
By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Lemma [6.3] we have that

'/PNOuoPNlﬁPNﬁéPNsﬁé dxdt| < || PnyuoPnyvall 2 [|Pnyv1Pgvsl|pz

(6.3)
Ny 1. Ne 1.
5(F1 + Fg) (Fo + E) [1Pno w0 [y oy | Py v llyo ([ PNz vall xse (1) | Ps sl xcse (1)

Assume {C}} us a cube partition of size Ny, and {C}} is a cube partition of size N3. By
{Pc; PnouoPnyva}; and {Pe, Pn,v1Pngvs}i are both almost orthogonality, Proposition



a.s. LWP for the cubic NLS on tori 31

and definition of Z% norm, we obtain that
(6.4)

‘/PNOUOPNIGPM@PN@ dxdt‘ < [ PnouoPry 2|2, 1Py 01 P vs| 2

1 1
<O HPCJ»PNOUOPszzH%g) 2 () |1Po, Py o1 Pryus|*) 2
c; Ch

1 1
SO P, Py 22 1Paali2e )3 (D I Pe, Praon 2 I Paavs 24 )3
Cj Ck

2 o 2y3 2 52 2y1
SO e, Prguollyo( (Ny 1 Pryvzll )2 (D I1Pey Pry v 3oy (N3 © | Pagvslla)?)2
Cj Ck:
SIPNouolly oy 1 Pay villyony |1 Pnyvall zse () 1PNy vall zse (1)
Interpolate (€3] and (64]), and Ny ~ Ny, we have
(6.5)

‘/ PNOUOPNll}VlPNz?}VQPN3?}E, dmdt‘

N3 1 Ny 1
S(E + E)’“(ﬁo + E)’“ [ Prgtolly—se iy | Py vill xse (1) 1PN v2ll zose (1) [ P v2 | zrse (1) -
Sum (G5 over all Ny ~ N3 > Ny > Nj,
Ng 1 Ny 1
> (E + E)’“(ﬁo + E)”l | Pro oy —se (1) | Py V1 || xse (1) | Po v2 | zose () | Pa V2| zose (1)
No~N12>N2>N3
Slluolly—sepyllvrll xse rl[vall zrse (ry vsl] zrse (1)

Case 2: N(] < N2 ~ N1 > N3

Similar, we have

/PNOUOPNl’UNlPNQ’LBPNSZ% dl‘dt‘
N 1 N, 1

Syt ety
Ny N3’ "Ny Ny

Similar with ([G.4]), we obtain that:

(6.6)
) 1PNo o[y o(ry [Py vy oy | Py v2 | xse () 1PNs s | xse (1) -

(6.7) ' / Pr, o Py, 01 PN, U P, U3 dxdt‘

SN uolly o [1Pxy vrllyo [ Pas val zse (1) [|PNg 03]l z5e (1) -
Interpolating ([€.0) and (6.7]), and summing over Ny < Ny ~ Ny > N3, we have

>

/ PNOUOPNl,[)\iPNQ’I;éPNS,[)\é dl‘dt‘
No<N2~N1>N3

SIPNotolly —se (0 1PNy v1 | x5e (1) 1PN V2l z7se (1) | PNs 03| zvse (1) -

Summarize these two cases, and similarly consider N7 > N3 > No, Ny > N; > Ng,
No > N3 > Ny, N3 > N1 > No, and N3 > Ny > Ny, then we can get the desired estimate
©.2).

O
Proof of Theorem [17] Suppose d > 3, s,(d) is defined as (LH) and 0 < a < s,(d).
Consider the mapping
®(w) = TN (w +5)),
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and then the fixed point w = ®(w) of the mapping ® is the solution of IVP (L).
Case 1: s, < s < s.+ 8(d) — «
Consider the set
S=A{we X°(I) : [w|xs <1}
where I = [0,0] and ¢ is to be determined.
To show ® is a contraction mapping in S. Using Proposition B.I5] Proposition 5.1 and
choosing § small enough, we obtain that

[P(w)llxs(r) S geminthe=sel (1 4 lwllxsr + ||w||§<s(1) + Hng(S(I)) <1

For any w,v € S, using Proposition B.I5] Proposition 5.1 and choosing § small enough, there
exists 0 < k < 1 such that

1@(w) = @(v) || xa (1) S 6™ ™51+ [wl| o1y + N0l (1) + 1wl (1) + 0lFes (1) 1w = ollxs(r)
< kllw — vl xsr)-

So ® is a contraction mapping.
Case 2: s = s,
Consider the set

S=A{we X*() :flwllxem <1, [lwllzeey < aj.

where I = [0,6]. a and § is to be determined.
To show @ is a contraction mapping in S. By Proposition B.I5], Proposition 5.1l Proposition
[65] choosing § small enough, we obtain that

1 (W)l x5 (1) S 8L + l[wllx0e (1) + [wl5ese (ry) + N0l Zse (1wl x5 (1)
< 64 a?.
and also
1@ (W) zrse 1y S 0L+ lwllxse (1) + 1wl Xse (1)) + w155 (1) 10l x5e (1
<64 a’

For any w,v € S, by Proposition BI5, Proposition 5.1l and Proposition [6.5] choosing §
small enough, there exists 0 < k£ < 1 such that

||q>(w) - q)('U)HXSc(I) 5 (HwHZ’sc([) + ||U||Z’SC(I))(||w||XSC(I)(I) + ||U||X56(I))||w — UHXSC(I)
+ 6 ([lwll xse 1y + vl xse(ry + Dllw — vl xse(n
S (a4 0w = vl xse(n)-

Set a = ¢ and let 0 small enough, then we obtain that & is a contraction mapping.

7. THE ANALOG RESULT IN X5° SPACE

Xsb spaces (also known as Fourier restriction spaces or Bourgain spaces) were firstly intro-
duced by Bourgain [2][3] in the context of Schrodinger and KAV equations. A nice summary
is give by Tao (Section 2.6 in [460]).

Theorem 7.1 (Analog of Theorem [[2in X*?). Suppose d > 3 and s,(d) is defined by (I.5)
Let 0 < a < s.(d), s € (s¢,8c + s(d) — ). Then there exist some b > &, 6o > 0 and
r=r(s,a) > 0 such that for any 0 < § < &g, there exists Q5 € A with

P(Q5) < e,
and for each w € Qs there exists a unique solution u of (I1) in the space
S()6* + X>°([0,6]) aist;
where S(t)¢* is the linear evolution of the initial data ¢* given by (L2).
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Remark 7.2. The proof of Theorem 7.1 follows the analog nonlinear estimate in X*° space
(Proposition [7.9]). In the proof of Proposition [(.9] we can see the reason why s = s. case fails
in X*° space.

7.1. X*" space and some properties. Let’s recall the definition and some properties of
X%t spaces.

Definition 7.3. Suppose d € Z* and s,b € R, for any v : R x T¢ = C, u € X*4(R x T%)
(short for X*P) if

[ull xsp = [[(n)*(A + ’”’2>b u(n, )\)Hl%(zd)Li(R) < +00,

where u(n,\) is the space-time Fourier transformation of u. Note that |ul/xss can be also
defined as |[e™" Ull g 1 (R xT) -

Definition 7.4 (The corresponding restriction spaces to a time interval I). Suppose d € Z*,
s,b € R and I is a time interval in R, for any u : I x T? — C, then u € X*®(I x T%) (short
for X*b(I)) if

[ull xs(ry = Ueiﬁfs,b{HvHXS’b cu(t) = u(t) for all t € I} < 4o0.

Remark 7.5 (Some embedding properties). For s < s’ and b < ¥, we obtain that
X5 e X
Furthermore, if b > %, then
X0 L2(R, H*(TY)).

Proposition 7.6 (Analog of Proposition B9lin X*b). Let Ty : L2 x --- x L2 — L1, (T%) be
an m-linear operator. Assume that for some 1 < p < oo

m
it A it A
(7.1) ITo(e"¢1, -+, €2 bm) |l Lo@ura) S HH@HLZ(W)'
i=1
Then, for any b > %, there exists an extension T : X0V x ... x X00 — LP(R x T%) satisfying

m

(7.2) T (us, - aum)”Lp(Rde) S H [Jwill xo.0;
i=1

and such that T(uy, - ,um)(t, ") = To(ui(t), - ,um(t))(-), a-e.

Proof. Suppose that foralli=1,--- ,m,

(7.3) u(z,t) = /]R dhi Y d(ng, A)e A = /]R "o dp;,

niEZd

where qﬁ,(fi) = ez Wilng, i — |ng|?)ette™ T and py = A + ngl?.
Then, by (Z3]), Minkowski integral inequality and (Z.I]), we obtain that

||T(’LL1, e 7um)HLP(R><']Td) = HT(/]R eitAQS;(}l)d,ula e 7/ReitA¢,(:Z)dﬂm)HLp(Rde)

(7.4) S/Rm [T duillTo(™ @), - e o) o (rsra)
i=1

S H /]R H‘ls,(fz) HL%(W)d,ui,
=1
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For a fixed ¢ and any b > 2, by Holder inequality and fR 2b dp < 400, we have that

/RHQS(Z-)HLg(Td)dM:/R<Mi>b\|<Mz’>b¢£¢i)\|L2(Td)duz

(7.5) : </R <u1>2b ’“") (/ )05 2z dm)l
= </[R;<)\i + ‘"i‘2>2b’@("z’7)\i)\2d}\> 2

= il xo0-
By (74) and (73]), we obtain the proposition. O

Following Proposition and Proposition [.6] we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 7.7 (Analog of Proposition [4.2)). Let b > % and p > p., where p. = 2(d+2) . For all
N > 1 we have

d_d+2
(7.6) IPxullir oxray S N5 [ Poullxoo.

d_di2
(7.7) [Poullrr rxrey S N2 77 |[Poullxos,

~

where C'is a cube in Z¢ with sides parallel to the azxis of side length N.

Proposition 7.8 (X*? norm of Duhamel’s formula). For any s > %, s €R, and I is a time
interval [0, 9], we obtain that

(7.8) IZ(H) | xs(ry <

”U”X s5,1— b(I)—l

/ ft,z)v(t, z)dxdt| .
Td

_ ”ez‘tA

where HUHX,SJ,b(I) =

UHH,}’Z’H;S(IX’]W)
7.2. Nonlinear estimate in X0,

Proposition 7.9 (Analog of Proposition B.1] in X*°). Suppose d > 3 and s,(d) is given in
(L3). Let 0 < a < s.(d), s € (S¢ySc+ 8h(d) —a), r>0,0<d <1, and I =[0,6]. There
exist some b > %, Qs € Q with P(Q5) < e/ and ¢ > 0, such that we obtain that

N(w® + 0§, w@ + 08 w® + o) u® dedt
Td

ngU(O) H)Zfs,lfb([)

S;C{1,2.3} jES,
J#{1,2,3}

where v§ is defined (L3), u®) € X—10(]) and w® € XsP(I) for i = 1,2,3. (when the
subset Sj =0, [[;cs, ||w(‘7)HXs,b(I) =1.)

Proof. The proof of Proposition is similar with the proof of Proposition b1} we first
dyadically decompose the terms in each position of the nonlinear term N (uq,us,us), and
then we have the same cases: Denote

(7.9) R; = Py,vg and D; = Py,w for i € {1,2,3}.
The list of all cases of (u1,ug,us) is below:
A. uy = D1:

(a‘) (D17D27D3);
(b) (D1, D2, R3);

o 1=} ) s 0 ey [0 ey + 05 D TT 10D ey
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(c) (D1, Rz, D3);
(d) (D1, Rz, R3);

B. uy = Rli
(a‘) (R17R27 R3)7
(b) (R17R27D3);
(C) (R17D27R3);

(d) (Ri,Ds,Ds3).

For the Case A, we can control the nonlinear terms as Proposition 5.3 - 5.6 in a similar
approach. For simplicity, let me just show the Case A (a) as an example.

Choose b = %—F which is close to % enough. We follow the proof of Proposition 5.3 almost
identically, but Proposition [I.7] take place of Proposition Then we obtain that

6 ~ ~ ~
/ N(Dl, Dy, D3)ug dxdt
0 JTd

7.10
( ) NgmiH{No,NQ} 1

fsécmin{l,s—sc}( N22 )CNs—sC
2

[uollx—so [ D1l xso [ Dall x| D3l xs0-

To get the ||ug||x—s,1-» instead of ||ug| x-s», we need another nonlinear estimate. By the
same cube decomposition, Holder inequality, and Proposition [[.7] we obtain that (here we

only consider the main part of A'(Dy, Da, D3), and the remaining part is easily bounded)

6 ~ ~ ~
/ / g D1 Dy D3 da;dt‘
0 JTd

<> [

Cj
(7.11) S D IPcuollze 1P, Dillzs 1D2ls I Dsllgs,
C;~Cy,
< Y N3eN5TY| Pl xoo || Po, Di [l xo. | D xos | D] xou
C;~Cy,

1—(s—sc
SNy
Ny~

(chﬂo) (Pck 51)52153 ‘ dxdt

[[uollx -0l D1ll sl D2l xcse o | D3| xs.0

Using complex interpolation method from X and X*° to X*!'~* and interpolating (ZI0)
and (ZITI)) (actually we don’t interpolate (ZI0) and (ZIT]) directly but interpolate two esti-
mates in the process of (ZI0) and (ZII)), we obtain that

6 ~ ~ ~
/ N(Dl, Do, Dg)ﬂo dxdt
0 JTd

N3 min {NQ, NQ}
N3

(7.12)

)C—G N§

cmin{1l,s—s.
55 { }( N2S—Sc

[uollx—s1-0[[ D1l xso [ Dall s [ Dsl -

Observe the bound in (7.I12), to sum up over Ny and N3, we need s > s. + €, which is the
reason why we can’t obtain s = s, case in X*? space.

For the Case B, we could obtain analogs of Proposition 5.7-5.10 by modifying the proofs a
little bit. Let me show the Case B (d) as an example. Similar with the proof of Proposition
5.10, we only focus Ny ~ N1 > Ny > N3. Then

4
(7.13) / N (1, Dy, DyYaiodedt| < | allzzs IDell g, IDsllze, ol
0 T ’ ’ ’
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By Hausdorff-Young inequality w.r.p.t the time ¢t and Holder inequality, we obtain that for
a general function u and dyadic number N,

1Pwallzy, € 3 et [ an, Ve Ay,
[n|~N
(7.14)

2
3
< Y ([ronEa) s il

[n|~N
By Corollary 24 and (7.14]), we obtain that

logN1
LHS Of (IEED 5 Nsc—a HD2HX6,%+6”D3HX6,%+E”UOHX6,%+6
1
(7.15) Np-state
S W”D2”Xs,%+e|’D3HXS,%+5HUOHst,%ﬁ

Thus the estimate (Z.I3]) is conclusive provided for some deterministic term, we consider

the contribution %]<A+‘n|2>>N4(3750+Q). Thus in this case, LHS of (ZI3]) mab be estimated
1

assuming

A+ [nf?) < N,

For s — s, +a < 3, replacing Proposition 391 and B0l by Proposition [Z.6] we could recover
the proof of Proposition 5.10 and obtain an analog of (5.35l),

é
/ N(El, D>, Dg)ﬂodxdt
0 Td

Se—8 ATSc—S
Ny °Ny°

Sgter(@e [uoll g« 1 D2l xcs | Dl =

(716) Nfc—s-i—sr(d)-‘r%—oc—s
4(s—sc+a)(2b—l)Nsc—stc—s
4s,(d)—e £V1 2 3
Sgter(@= oo @rioaze Mol g—eal1Dallx-e[ Dsllxa.
Ny
where s,(d) is defined by (LT, since s < s. + s,(d) — «, we have the proposition.
In a similar idea, we can also recover the other cases in X*°. ]
REFERENCES

1. Arpéd Bényi, Tadahiro Oh, and Oana Pocovnicu, On the probabilistic Cauchy theory of the cubic nonlinear
Schrédinger equation on R, d > 3, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. Ser. B 2 (2015), 1-50. MR. 3350022

2. J. Bourgain, Fourier transform restriction phenomena for certain lattice subsets and applications to
nonlinear evolution equations. I. Schrodinger equations, Geom. Funct. Anal. 3 (1993), no. 2, 107-156.
MR 1209299

3. , Fourier transform restriction phenomena for certain lattice subsets and applications to nonlinear
evolution equations. II. The KdV-equation, Geom. Funct. Anal. 3 (1993), no. 3, 209-262. MR 1215780
4. , Global wellposedness of defocusing critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation in the radial case, J.

Amer. Math. Soc. 12 (1999), no. 1, 145-171. MR 1626257

5. Jean Bourgain, Periodic nonlinear Schrédinger equation and invariant measures, Comm. Math. Phys. 166
(1994), no. 1, 1-26.

, Invariant measures for the 2D-defocusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation, Comm. Math. Phys.
176 (1996), no. 2, 421-445. MR, 1374420

7. Jean Bourgain and Aynur Bulut, Almost sure global well posedness for the radial nonlinear Schrodinger
equation on the unit ball I: the 2D case, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 31 (2014), no. 6,
1267-1288. MR 3280067

8. , Almost sure global well-posedness for the radial nonlinear Schrédinger equation on the unit ball
II: the 3d case, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 16 (2014), no. 6, 1289-1325. MR 3226743
9. , Invariant Gibbs measure evolution for the radial nonlinear wave equation on the 3d ball, J. Funct.

Anal. 266 (2014), no. 4, 2319-2340. MR 3150162



a.s. LWP for the cubic NLS on tori 37

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

Jean Bourgain and Ciprian Demeter, The proof of the I* decoupling conjecture, Ann. of Math. (2) 182
(2015), no. 1, 351-389. MR, 3374964

Bjoern Bringmann, Almost sure scattering for the radial energy critical nonlinear wave equation in three
dimensions, arXiv preprint arXiv:1804.09268 (2018).

Nicolas Burq and Nikolay Tzvetkov, Random data Cauchy theory for supercritical wave equations. I. Local
theory, Invent. Math. 173 (2008), no. 3, 449-475. MR 2425133

, Random data Cauchy theory for supercritical wave equations. II. A global existence result, Invent.
Math. 173 (2008), no. 3, 477-496. MR, 2425134

, Probabilistic well-posedness for the cubic wave equation, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 16 (2014),
no. 1, 1-30. MR 3141727

Thierry Cazenave and Fred B. Weissler, Some remarks on the nonlinear Schrédinger equation in the
subcritical case, New methods and results in nonlinear field equations (Bielefeld, 1987), Lecture Notes in
Phys., vol. 347, Springer, Berlin, 1989, pp. 59-69. MR 1030060

Michael Christ, James Colliander, and Terence Tao, Ill-posedness for nonlinear schrodinger and wave
equations, arXiv preprint math/0311048 (2003).

Michael Christ, James Colliander, and Terrence Tao, Asymptotics, frequency modulation, and low
regularity ill-posedness for canonical defocusing equations, Amer. J. Math. 125 (2003), no. 6, 1235-1293.
MR 2018661

J. Colliander, M. Keel, G. Staffilani, H. Takaoka, and T. Tao, Global well-posedness and scattering for
the energy-critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation in R*, Ann. of Math. (2) 167 (2008), no. 3, 767-865.
MR 2415387

James Colliander and Tadahiro Oh, Almost sure well-posedness of the cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation
below L2 T), Duke Math. J. 161 (2012), no. 3, 367-414. MR 2881226

Chao Deng and Shangbin Cui, Random-data Cauchy problem for the Navier-Stokes equations on T, J.
Differential Equations 251 (2011), no. 4-5, 902-917. MR 2812576

Yu Deng, Two-dimensional nonlinear Schrédinger equation with random radial data, Anal. PDE 5 (2012),
no. 5, 913-960. MR 3022846

Benjamin Dodson, Global well-posedness and scattering for the defocusing, L2-critical nonlinear
Schrodinger equation when d > 3, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 25 (2012), no. 2, 429-463. MR 2869023

, Global well-posedness and scattering for the defocusing, L? critical, nonlinear Schrédinger equation
when d = 1, Amer. J. Math. 138 (2016), no. 2, 531-569. MR, 3483476

, Global well-posedness and scattering for the defocusing, L?-critical, nonlinear Schrédinger equation
when d = 2, Duke Math. J. 165 (2016), no. 18, 3435-3516. MR 3577369

Benjamin Dodson, Jonas Luhrmann, and Dana Mendelson, Almost sure scattering for the 4D energy-critical
defocusing nonlinear wave equation with radial data, arXiv preprint arXiv:1703.09655 (2017).

, Almost sure local well-posedness and scattering for the 4d cubic nonlinear schrédinger equation,
arXiv preprint arXiv:1802.03795 (2018).

Manoussos G. Grillakis, On nonlinear Schrodinger equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 25
(2000), no. 9-10, 1827-1844. MR 1778782

Martin Hadac, Sebastian Herr, and Herbert Koch, Well-posedness and scattering for the KP-II equation
in a critical space, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 26 (2009), no. 3, 917-941. MR 2526409
Sebastian Herr, Daniel Tataru, and Nikolay Tzvetkov, Global well-posedness of the energy-critical nonlinear
Schrédinger equation with small initial data in H'(T®), Duke Math. J. 159 (2011), no. 2, 329-349.
MR 2824485

, Strichartz estimates for partially periodic solutions to Schrodinger equations in 4d and applications,
J. Reine Angew. Math. 690 (2014), 65-78. MR 3200335

Hiroyuki Hirayama and Mamoru Okamoto, Random data Cauchy problem for the nonlinear Schrédinger
equation with derivative nonlinearity, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 36 (2016), no. 12, 6943-6974.
MR 3567827

Alexandru D. Ionescu and Benoit Pausader, Global well-posedness of the energy-critical defocusing NLS
on R x T?, Comm. Math. Phys. 312 (2012), no. 3, 781-831. MR 2925134

Rowan Killip, Jason Murphy, and Monica Visan, Almost sure scattering for the energy-critical NLS with
radial data below H'(R"), arXiv preprint arXiv:1707.09051 (2017).

Rowan Killip and Monica Vian, Scale invariant Strichartz estimates on tori and applications, Math. Res.
Lett. 23 (2016), no. 2, 445-472. MR 3512894

Jonas Lithrmann and Dana Mendelson, Random data Cauchy theory for nonlinear wave equations of
power-type on R®, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 39 (2014), no. 12, 2262-2283. MR 3259556

, On the almost sure global well-posedness of energy sub-critical nonlinear wave equations on R?,
New York J. Math. 22 (2016), 209-227. MR, 3484682

Jason Murphy, Random data final-state problem for the mass-subcritical nls in 12, arXiv preprint
arXiv:1703.09849 (2017).




a.s. LWP for the cubic NLS on tori 38

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

Andrea R. Nahmod, Tadahiro Oh, Luc Rey-Bellet, and Gigliola Staffilani, Invariant weighted Wiener

measures and almost sure global well-posedness for the periodic derivative NLS, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS)
14 (2012), no. 4, 1275-1330. MR 2928851
Andrea R. Nahmod, Nataga Pavlovié¢, and Gigliola Staffilani, Almost sure existence of global weak solutions

for supercritical Navier-Stokes equations, STAM J. Math. Anal. 45 (2013), no. 6, 3431-3452. MR 3131480
Andrea R. Nahmod and Gigliola Staffilani, Almost sure well-posedness for the periodic 3D quintic nonlinear

Schrodinger equation below the energy space, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 17 (2015), no. 7, 1687-1759.
MR 3361727
Tadahiro Oh, Mamoru Okamoto, and Oana Pocovnicu, On the probabilistic well-posedness of the nonlinear

Schrodinger equations with non-algebraic nonlinearities, arXiv preprint arXiv:1708.01568 (2017).
Tadahiro Oh and Oana Pocovnicu, Probabilistic global well-posedness of the energy-critical defocusing

quintic nonlinear wave equation on R?, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 105 (2016), no. 3, 342-366. MR 3465807
Oana Pocovnicu, Almost sure global well-posedness for the energy-critical defocusing nonlinear wave

equation on R, d = 4 and 5, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 19 (2017), no. 8, 2521-2575. MR 3668066
E. Ryckman and M. Visan, Global well-posedness and scattering for the defocusing energy-critical nonlinear

Schrédinger equation in R, Amer. J. Math. 129 (2007), no. 1, 1-60. MR 2288737
Chenmin Sun and Bo Xia, Probabilistic well-posedness for supercritical wave equations with periodic

boundary condition on dimension three, Illinois J. Math. 60 (2016), no. 2, 481-503. MR 3680544
Terence Tao, Nonlinear dispersive equations, CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics, vol. 106,
Published for the Conference Board of the Mathematical Sciences, Washington, DC; by the American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2006, Local and global analysis. MR 2233925

Jingrui Wang and Keyan Wang, Almost sure existence of global weak solutions to the 3d incompressible

navier-stokes equation, Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems - A 37 (2017), 5003.
Ting Zhang and Daoyuan Fang, Random data Cauchy theory for the generalized incompressible

Navier-Stokes equations, J. Math. Fluid Mech. 14 (2012), no. 2, 311-324. MR 2925111
Sijia Zhong, The Cauchy problem of null form wave equation on T¢ with random initial data, Funkcial.
Ekvac. 55 (2012), no. 3, 367-403. MR 3052716

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS AMHERST
FE-mail address: hyue@math.umass.edu



	1. Introduction
	Outline of the following paper
	Acknowledgments

	2. Probabilistic set up
	3. Function spaces
	4. Auxiliary lemmata and notations
	5. Estimate for nonlinear term
	5.1. Case A (a)
	Case A (b)
	Case A (c)
	Case A (d)
	Case B (a)
	Case B (b)
	Case B (c)
	Case B (d)
	Proof of Proposition 5.1

	6. Proof of the Theorem 1.4
	7. The analog result in Xs,b space
	7.1. Xs,b space and some properties
	7.2. Nonlinear estimate in Xs, b

	References

