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ABSTRACT. When a solution to the Cauchy problem for nonlinear dispersive equations is ob-
tained by a fixed point argument using auxiliary function spaces, it is non-trivial to ensure
uniqueness of solutions in a natural space such as the class of continuous curves in the data
space. This property is called unconditional uniqueness, and proving it often requires some ad-
ditional work. In the last decade, unconditional uniqueness has been shown for some canonical
nonlinear dispersive equations by an integration-by-parts technique, which can be regarded as
a variant of the (Poincaré-Dulac) normal form reduction.

In this article, we aim to provide an abstract framework for establishing unconditional unique-
ness as well as existence of certain weak solutions via infinite iteration of the normal form re-
duction. In particular, in an abstract setting we find two sets of fundamental estimates, each
of which can be used repeatedly to generate all multilinear estimates of arbitrarily high degrees
required in this scheme. Then, we confirm versatility of the framework by applying it to vari-
ous equations, including the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) in higher dimension,
the cubic NLS with fractional Laplacians, the cubic derivative NLS, and the Zakharov system,
for which new results on unconditional uniqueness are obtained under the periodic boundary
condition.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the present article, we consider unconditional uniqueness (UU) of solutions to the Cauchy
problem for general nonlinear dispersive equations. Here, UU in a Banach space B means
uniqueness of solutions (in the sense of distribution) to the Cauchy problem, with initial data
given in B, in the class of continuous B-valued functions C([0,T]; B). Hereafter, we write CrB
to denote C([0,T]; B).

To begin with, we note that UU is sometimes trivial, especially if the solution is obtained by an
iteration argument in C7B itself. As an example, consider the following nonlinear Schrédinger
equation (NLS) with the cubic nonlinearity:

10+ Au = |ulu, (t,z) € [0,T] x RY,

with initial data in Sobolev space H*(R?). Then, UU in H? is trivial in the case s > g for

which H* is an algebra. The concept of unconditional well-posedness (i.e., well-posedness with
unconditional uniqueness) was introduced by T. Kato [19], and he pointed out that UU becomes
meaningful in the case that the solution is obtained by iteration but using an auxiliary function
space in addition to CpH?®. In the above NLS example, one can still construct solutions for s < %
in a certain range by using the Strichartz estimates, but then uniqueness is obtained initially in
the intersection of CpH*® with some mixed Lebesgue space L%.L? used as an auxiliary space. In
such a case, an additional argument is often required to establish UU. As a notion of uniqueness
which does not depend on how the solution is constructed, UU can be used to identify a solution
obtained by some method (e.g., a compactness argument) with another solution constructed by
a different method (e.g., an iteration argument).

We also remark that two kinds of criticality may be relevant in the problem of UU. To see
this, let us again consider Sobolev space H® as the data space B. First, if the equation is
invariant under the scaling transform, then the scale-invariant Sobolev regularity s = sqq is
initially expected to be the lowest regularity that admits well-posedness of the Cauchy problem.
(However, there are many cases where the Cauchy problem becomes ill-posed at some regularity
higher than the scaling.) Secondly, there may exist the regularity threshold s = Sempq below
which the nonlinear part does not make sense in the distributional framework. Therefore, we
naturally focus on UU in H® for s > max{Ss., Sembd}.- As for the above NLS example, the
equation is invariant under the scaling transform wu(t, ) — Mu(\%t, Az) (A > 0), which preserves
the H*(R?) norm if s = s4 := 4 — 1, whereas the embedding H*(R%) — L?(R?) holds if and
only if s > Sembd = %. Therefore, it is natural to consider UU in H*® only for s > max{% —1, d}.

In the literature, the notion of UU is sometimes used for uniqueness in L>°((0,T"); B) =: L¥ B.
In most of the applications, however, uniqueness in CrB implies that in LB’ for a slightly
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smaller space B', as we see below in the NLS example: Let u € L¥H*(R?) be a solution to
the cubic NLS for some s > Sempa. By the equation and the Sobolev embedding, u belongs to
W%’OOH % for any sg satisfying sg < s — 2 and sp < —%, and in particular (after modifying it on
a set of measure zero) u € CpH?®. By interpolation, we deduce that v € CrH s for any s’ < s.
Therefore, uniqueness of solutions in L H*® follows once we have uniqueness in C7H s' for some
s’ < s. Based on this observation, in the present article we intend to consider uniqueness in the
class CrB rather than L%OBH

There are many results on UU in the non-periodic case (i.e., the Cauchy problem on R?). For
NLS (with general power-type nonlinearities), the first result of T. Kato [19] has been improved
by Furioli and Terraneo [I3], Rogers [36], Win and Tsutsumi [40], Han and Fang [15]. These
results settled the UU problem for most of s > max{Ssc, Sempd}- For other equations, see,
e.g., Zhou [42] (the KdV equation), Win [39] (the cubic derivative NLS), and Masmoudi and
Nakanishi [30] (the Zakharov system).

Compared to the non-periodic case, the study of UU in the periodic setting had been less
developed. However, in the last decade, several results have been obtained by successive appli-
cations of integration by parts (or differentiation by parts) in the time Variableﬂ This technique
has an underlying idea — exploiting nonlinear smoothing effects due to the time oscillation of
the non-resonant interactions — in common with the Fourier restriction method, whereas it
does not need any auxiliary space and thus is suitable for UU. This method can also be regarded
as a variant of the Poincaré-Dulac normal form reduction (NFR); we refer to [I] for details of
the Poincaré-Dulac NFR. For the KdV equation Babin et al. [2] obtained the result by apply-
ing NFR, which was followed by Kwon and Oh [28] (the modified KdV equation), T.K. Kato
and Tsugawa [20] (the fifth order KdV-type equations), and the author [23] (the Benjamin-Ono
equation).

The result of Guo et al. [I4] on one-dimensional periodic cubic NLS was a breakthrough in
this direction. It is worth noticing that they had to invoke NFR infinitely many times to make
all the nonlinear estimates closed in C'7H?®, in contrast to the previous works for the KdV-type
equations in which, despite of the derivative losses in the nonlinearities, the results were obtained
by applying such integration-by-parts procedure finitely many times. Such a difference comes
from the difference of resonance structure between the NLS and the KdV type equations. This
technique of unlimitedly iterating NFR introduced in [I4] has been motivating many studies on
UU; [10] and [34] for instance, and adaptation of the technique to the non-periodic setting was
achieved in [35] and [29]E| which were followed by [5, 4], and [31].

lwe point out that uniqueness in L7 H® would not be obtained in this way at the lowest regularity s =
max{Sscl, Sembd }- In fact, uniqueness in the larger class LF H® at the critical regularity is known to be a delicate
issue; see, e.g., [40, Remark 1.2 (iii)].

2For results on UU in the periodic setting by a different approach, we mention the recent works of Chen,
Holmer [6] and of Herr, Sohinger [I8] on NLS based on the analysis of the Gross-Pitaevskii hierarchy.

3To be precise, an adaptation of infinite NFR technique to the non-periodic setting had appeared first in the
Ph.D. thesis [41] of the third author of [29], which was later refined and announced as [29], while the study in
[35 5] had been started separately from these works. A difference from the periodic case appears in justification
of some formal calculations for rough functions. In particular, they needed to justify the use of the product rule

O [{)(tv €l)ﬁ(t7 €Q)ﬁ(t7 53)] = (atf)) (tv 61)§(t7 52){)@7 €3) + ﬁ(tv 51)(8tﬁ)(t7 52)’[}(t7 53) + ﬁ(t’ fl)é(t’ 52)(8tﬁ)(t7 63)

inside the integral over £;’s for a general function v satisfying 8;v € C;L'(R). (Here, ¥ denotes the spatial Fourier
transform of v.) In their situation, as explained in [41], [29], the above identity holds in the classical sense because
0w € CL*(R) implies o(-,€) € C} for each ¢ € R. We will consider in Appendix [A| how and in what sense the
above calculation can be justified in the situations where O:v € C.L"' does not hold in general.
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We notice that the previous studies mentioned above are restricted to a few specific equations
such as the cubic NLS and the modified KdV equations[] all in one dimension. There are many
potential difficulties in this machinery. Some of them are as follows:

(a) Each application of NFR will produce higher and higher order nonlinear terms. For
instance, in the case of cubic NLS, nonlinear terms of order 2k + 3 will appear after
the k-th application of NFR. Then, one needs to establish multilinear estimates with
higher and higher degrees of nonlinearities.

(b) As the degree of nonlinearities increases, resonance structure becomes different and
more and more complicated. Since NFR can be applied only to the non-resonant part
of nonlinear terms, one cannot neglect keeping track of varying resonance structure.

(c) The number of terms after the k-th NFR grows in a factorial order (k!)¢, which is faster
than an exponential order C*.

(d) One has to justify the limiting procedure of “applying NFR indefinitely”, namely, find
the limit equation and show that any distributional solution of the original equation in
CTH? is also a solution of it.

Guo et al. [14] could deal with the above difficulties for the simplest NLS, i.e., in the one-
dimensional cubic case, by explicitly writing down all the nonlinear terms and making delicate
resonance/non-resonance decompositions of them. Since their proof was highly dependent on
simplicity of the equation, it is by no means easy to adapt their argument to more general
settings, even to the two-dimensional cubic NLS.

In the present article, we aim to generalize the infinite NFR machinery so that it can be
applied to a wide range of nonlinear dispersive equations. Our main result, as stated below,
gives two different criteria for the infinite NFR machinery to work. Each of them consists of
several simple multilinear estimates of the lowest degree, and we can show that these estimates
are actually enough to yield all the required higher-degree multilinear estimates by an induction
on the degree, and also enough to justify the limit equation. Such an idea of reducing all the
matters to several “fundamental estimates” has recently been demonstrated for some specific
equations by Kwon et al. [29], while we realize it in an abstract framework.

To state the main theorem, let us concentrate on the periodic case z € T¢ := (R/27Z)%. By
the Fourier series expansion, we move to the frequency space and consider the following abstract
equation:

Owon(t) = D €"mwn, (Dwn, (t) - - wn, () + Rlwln(t), n € Z7, (1.1)
n=ni+--+np

where p > 2 is the degree of (the principal part of) the nonlinearity, ¢ = ¢(n,n1,...,np) € R
denotes the phase part, m = m(n,ni,...,n,) € C is the multiplier part, and R[w] is the
remainder part. For example, the KdV equation

dpu + Pu = 9, (u?), (t,x) €10, T] x T

is, by setting wy(t) 1= 5 02W[U(—t)u(t)](x)e_mm da with U(t) = e % being the propagator for

the Airy equation, equivalent to

Orwn (t) = in Z eit("tn?*"g)wm (t)wn, (1), (t,n) € [0,T] x Z.

n=nj+nga

4A certain quadratic derivative NLS was studied in [I0] exploiting its special structure. In [31] the cubic
derivative NLS on R was studied; as the authors mentioned, their result was built upon a former version of the
present article concerning the same problem on T.
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This is of the form with p = 2, ¢ = n? — n:{’ - ng, m = i, and R = 0. In such a way,
nonlinear dispersive equations can be represented as if the nonlinearity is a polynomial in
u, u and derivatives of them with constant coefficients. The initial data wy,(0) is now given in
weighted ¢2 spaces, £2(Z%), instead of H*(T4):

Bz = ()@Y, fwllg = 1wle (seR) ()= 1+ ).

UU for the original equation in H? is now replaced with that for in (2.

We say w € Cpf? is a solution to the Cauchy problem associated with if the right-hand
side of is well-defined as a (temporal) distribution and it satisfies in D'((0,7)) for
each n € Z¢, with its value at t = 0 being the same as the given initial datum.

The following is our main theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let s € R and T > 0. Assume that R[w] € Crl? for any w € Crl? and it holds
(R) { HRMHCT@ < C(lwlicre).
[RIw] = RI@]| e < Clwllcpess 1@llope) lw = Ellepe-
Assume further that for some Banach SpaC(ﬂ X of functions on Z* with the property
wal < [@n| (neZ) = |wlx <Cl&|x, (1.2)

we have one of the following [A], [B]:
[A] There exists § € (0, %) such that

m
ay |y e, n,,umoﬂuwup,

n=ni+--+np <¢>1/2 nl

m| : T
2 || 3 el el < ¢ i [l 1T [l
n=ni+--+np - ;;}

d

p
(A3) || > Imlwly) W < OTT |-
j=1

n=ni+---+np

[B] There exist s1,s2 € R satisfying s1 < s < sy such that

P
(B1) sup| Z ‘m’%(zll) o 'W%)Hzgl < CH H""U)H@17
j=1

HEL  p—pytetny
plop<pu+1

BY | Y Imlw -

n=ni+-+np

<C’HHw

.t

5 wpll S el ol = € i, [l TT

n=ni ++np
p<p<p+1 l#]

]

(B2 || Y fmleld - wf) < C min [Hwﬂuxmw
n=ni+--+np l;éj

5In the applications discussed in Sections we always take X to be a suitable weighted ¢P space.
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p
B3) | > Imlel) o w@l <CTT el (same as (A3))
j=1

n=ni+--+np
Then, there is at most one solutiorﬁ for the Cauchy problem associated with (1.1]) in Cpl2.

In the previous works concerning specific equations, the following tasks were carried out to
establish UU in their specific contexts: (a) To find suitable “fundamental estimates”, (b) to prove
them, (c) to deduce required multilinear estimates of higher degrees from these fundamental
estimates, and (d) to operate the infinite NFR machinery using these multilinear estimates.
When adapting this argument to a different equation, these works can be useful guidelines on
one hand, but one still has to verify (a)—(d) in the new context on the other hand.

The point of our result is that it completely automates the processes (a), (c), and (d) in
an abstract settingﬂ In particular, given our theorem, the goal for proving UU is simply to
check these “fundamental estimates” to hold (i.e., the task (b)), and one may forget about the
subsequent NFR procedure (i.e., (¢) and (d)). This reduction will surely make the method of
NFR for establishing UU more accessible to a broad audience.

Our result, which proposes a criterion for UU in an abstract setting, is essentially different
from the previous results, each of which proved UU directly in a specific context. Of course, such
an abstract framework will not be useful to problems for which the criterion is difficult to check
(i.e., the imposed “fundamental estimates” are too strong). However, our framework turns out
to be surprisingly robust and have wide applicability, as can be seen from various applications
to be given in later sections.

Remark 1.2. Here are some comments on the conditions [A], [B].

(i) The condition [B] was originally discovered through refining the idea of [I4] for one-
dimensional cubic NLS, and typically it is effective for equations with nonlinearities in which
derivative loss does not occur. On the other hand, the condition [A] seems new, and it keeps a
certain negative power of the modulation factor ¢ so that it can be used for the nonlinearities
with derivative losses.

(ii) By (A1), we impose the condition that a half power of ¢ should be sufficient to control the
nonlinearity in ¢2. This assumption may seem to be unreasonably restrictive; in fact, nonlinear
terms after the first application of NFR have an entire power of ¢ in the denominator (see,
e.g., Nél) [w] in below), and what we have assumed seems fairly stronger than required for
estimating these terms. However, in order to control every terms arising through the infinite
NFR procedure only by using the fundamental estimates, we need to deal with varying resonance
structures in a unified manner. We will see in the proof that the sets of fundamental estimates
[A], [B] are in fact suitable for this purpose.

(iii) The estimate (A1), which uses half of the modulation factor, has a remarkable similarity
to the standard multilinear estimate in Fourier restriction spaces (Bourgain spaces):

HN[ula"'aup]HXs,—%—O— rSHHulHXS,%-O—’ (13)
=1

6The estimate (43) (or (B3)) ensures that the right-hand side of is well-defined as a bounded function
in t for each n € Z% whenever w € CTZE.

7Precisely, part of (a) still remains under control; there is freedom on how to choose the remainder part R[w]
in the equation , and when necessary one can adjust it so that the “fundamental estimates” may become
easier (or possible) to verify.
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where [|ul oo = ||U(=t)u(t)|| o5, U(t) is the lincar propagator, and NTu,...,u] denotes the
t T

nonlinearity (power type of order p). In fact, if we set w = F[U(—t)u(t)] (where F and F~!

denote the spatial Fourier transformation and its inverse, respectively) and define ¢, m so that

Z e“‘bmwm---wnp = FU(-t)N[u,...,u],
n=nq+-+np

a familiar argument using the elementary inequality

/ dr < 1
R(r—a)t(r—pt T (a0t
reduces the estimate ((1.3)) to the bounds on weights such as

sip 3 [m*(n)* c >

- 2 2 J
" n=ngtetng (@) (n) e <np> i
while (A1) is reduced by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to almost the same statement

2 2s
m|*(n
ap Y o
" pn=ni4etnp <¢> <n1 o <np>

In this respect, it is reasonable to expect that, in the case where conditional well-posedness

is shown by a fixed point argument in Bourgain spaces, one may show (Al) by almost the
same argument, and then (A2) is essentially the only additional condition for wunconditional
uniqueness. (Note that in many cases (A3) follows simply from embedding estimates.) This
will be demonstrated in applications to the cubic derivative NLS and the Zakharov system in
Sections [Bl and [6] below.

Remark 1.3. Let us make some additional remarks on Theorem [I.1]

(i) The remainder part R[w] in basically includes easily controlled terms or the specific
part of the main term which is in itself easily estimated but causes trouble in establishing the
multilinear estimates (A1)—(A3) or (B1)—(B3) if it remains in the main term. It is sometimes
important to detect such a problematic part in the main term and put it in R[w] before carrying
on NFR. We see such an example in Section

(ii) The normal form reduction is effective to extract nonlinear smoothing effect in non-
resonant interactions; while it does not work if there exist resonant interactions with derivative
losses. In such a case, however, one may apply the framework to a certain equivalent equation
in which resonant interactions are removed or become tamer. For example, this is the case for
the cubic derivative NLS equation with a suitable gauge transform applied; see Section

(iii) It is straightforward to extend the result to the problem posed on a rescaled lattice
)\flz X e X )\C;IZ for any Aq,...,A\g > 0, which corresponds to nonlinear dispersive equations
posed on a rescaled torus (R/27A\1Z) x - - - x (R/27wA47Z). One can also easily formulate analogous
statements for systems of equations and in the case of multiple (principal) nonlinear terms (for
which we need to assume the same one of the conditions [A], [B] for all terms). We will see in
Section how the proof should be modified for these cases. See Section [6] for an application
of the framework to a system.

(iv) As done in the aforementioned works, one can adapt the infinite NFR scheme to the
non-periodic setting, which requires an additional care in justification of formal calculations.
Our result also extends to the non-periodic case; we will see in Appendix [A] the idea on how to
make such justification in the non-periodic case.

(v) In the theorem, we are concerned with UU for in the space £2, which corresponds to
UU for nonlinear dispersive equations in Sobolev space H®. In fact, the same argument works
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if £2 is replaced with any Banach space Y of functions on Z? satisfying the property E| In
particular, our framework can also be used to prove UU for nonlinear dispersive equations in
some different scales such as Fourier-Lebesgue spaces, (L2-based) Besov and modulation spaces.
We note that the NFR method has already been used in these settings different from H?; see,
e.g., [10} [35] [34].

Let us briefly see how the infinite NFR machinery proceeds with the above fundamental
estimates. All of required (infinitely many) multilinear estimates are obtained inductively by
using these fundamental estimates. The estimate (A1) or (B1) + (B1)’ (together with (R)) is
the main tool to obtain £2-control for all the nonlinear terms in each NFR step, except for one
term which is rougher than the others. Then (A2) or (B2) + (B2)" (with (R)) enables us to

“weaker” X-norm in the limit equation. It is essential in the

show that this term vanishes in
proof of unconditional uniqueness to notice that one cannot rely on approximation by smooth
solutions; one needs to justify every formal calculation for a solution in Cp¢? directly without
approximation (by solutions), because a general solution in C7¢? is not necessarily approximated
by smooth solutions. However, this can be done by using (A2) + (A43) or (B2) + (B2) + (B3)

(with (R)).

It was observed in [14] and subsequent works (e.g., [35, 29, 34, 4] ) that the infinite NFR scheme
can be used to construct a certain kind of weak solutions for rough initial data by approximating
with smooth solutions. For this purpose, it is enough to establish various estimates only on
smooth solutions. In particular, one does not need estimates in “weaker” space (prepared to
justify formal calculations for rough solutions). In our abstract setting, assuming (R) 4 (A1) or
(R)+ (B1) + (B1)' is basically sufficient for such a use of NFR. More precisely, we can show the
following result:

Theorem 1.4. Let s € R. Assume that for any s’ > s and T > 0, R[w] € Crl? if w € Cpl?

anﬂ ,
H’R’[W]HC’T@, < C(S ’ HWHC’T@)HWHCTﬁi,’

(RY

IR = RBl g, , < O Il [Blcre ) = By,
Moreover, assume one of the following [A]', [B]’H
[A]" There exists so > s such that

m| TG
Ay | > 1/2‘“7(111) - 'Wg;)Hzg <c]] HW(J)H@’
n=ni+---+np <¢> 7=1

p
A sy < T 0

a2,
n=ni+--+np j=1

[B)" There exist s1 < s and sy > s such that

p
By sl Y ke, <O O]
j=1

HEZ n=ni+---+np

p<p<p+l
p
By > el e, < CTTI g,
n=ni+--+np 7=1

8See Remark below on how the spaces ¢, and ¢2, should be changed in the assumption [B].

9We note that the constant in the first estimate of (R)’ should not depend on the Cr¢2, norm, while it is allowed
for the second estimate. This requirement seems reasonable when R[w] comes from power-type nonlinearities.

10The estimates (A1), (B1), (B1)" are the same as those in Theorem
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Then, for any wo € €2 there exist T > 0 depending on ||wollez and a weak solution w € Crl3
to (1.1) with w(0) = wy. We also have continuous dependence on initial data and persistence of
reqularity for this weak solution.

Definition of weak solutions to (|1.1)) and a precise statement of the above theorem will be
given in Section [7] as Definition [7.2] and Theorem

In the proof of existence of weak solutions w € Cpf?, the fundamental estimates such as [A]’
and [B]" (and multilinear estimates of various degrees obtained from the fundamental ones) are

mainly used to verify that
(a) the limit equation holds in the sense of Cp¢2 for regular solutions in Cpf?2,.

This will yield an a priori Lipschitz bound in C¢2 for regular solutions wy with approximating
initial data wy (0) € £2

2+ lim wy(0) = w(0) in £2, by which we can take the limit w := lim wy
N—o00 N—00
and obtain a weak solution w € Crf2. Here, the length T of the time interval (on which the

limit equation is valid) is determined in terms of [|wn||c,.¢2, so we need to show that

(b) the approximating solutions {wy} C Cpl2, are bounded in Cpl2.
As observed in the previous works, this can also be shown based on the limit equation (combined
with a continuity argument). Now, we notice that the previous works treated such equations as
the one-dimensional cubic NLS and the modified KdV, for which smooth solutions were known
to exist globally in time, both in non-periodic and in periodic settings. In general, however, we
first need to show that

(c) approximating regular solutions {wy } exist on a uniform time interval [0, 7).

This is not trivial at allE Indeed, these solutions should have unbounded initial data; i.e.,
llwn (0)]| 2, = 00,80 that a standard local well-posedness in ¢2, is not sufficient by itself. Further-

more, (especially in Case [A]’) we do not even know local-in-time existence of regular solutionsB
so at the very beginning we have to show that

(d) a solution wy € C, £2, exists on a time interval [0, Ty] for each wy (0) € £2,.

We do not assume any of (d), (c), (b) and (a) in the theorem; instead, we will see that all of
them are consequences of the fundamental estimates assumed in the theorem.

At the end of this section, we give the plan of this article. In Section[2] we prove Theorem [I.1]
After that, we see the convenience and versatility of our framework through various applications:
In Sections we apply Theorem [B] to the problems with no derivative losses; the higher-
dimensional cubic NLS and the one-dimensional cubic fractional NLS, respectively. Applications
of Case [A] are given in Sections [5] [} where we consider the one-dimensional models with
derivative losses; the cubic derivative NLS and the Zakharov system. Finally, Theorem is
restated as Theorem and proved in Section In Appendix [A] we discuss how to adapt
Theorem to the non-periodic setting.

1y [], the one-dimensional cubic NLS was considered in HS/(]R) +H (T), i.e., with initial data given by
sums of decaying and periodic functions. It is not clear in this setting whether smooth solutions exist globally
in time, and thus the claim (c) would be non-trivial. Since one has local existence of regular solutions on a time
interval determined by the 632 norm of initial data, what is needed here is an a priori bound in KEQ on [0, TY], with
T depending only on the £2 norm. Note that the argument showing (a), (b) only yields an a priori estimate in
¢2, and hence is not sufficient. Tt seems that this point was not taken into consideration in [4].

12As mentioned in Remark (iii), in Case [A]’ it is reasonable to expect that the relevant multilinear
estimate in Bourgain spaces would follow from an argument similar to the proof of (Al). If this is the case, we
can construct solutions in the usual distributional sense and show (conditional) local well-posedness in ¢2. In
Theorem however, we do not assume this situation to occur and construct weak solutions via NFR approach.
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2. ABSTRACT THEORY
In this section, we shall prove Theorem

2.1. Notation. Following [I4], we use the notation of ordered tree, which is useful to give precise
definition of infinitely many nonlinear terms created in the NFR procedure.

Definition 2.1 (ordered tree). Let p > 2 be a given integer. For J € N, define T(J) by the set
of all rooted p-ary trees with J nodes in which an ordering is specified for the p children of each
node and the J nodes are also labeled in a manner consistent with the tree order.
More precisely, T € ¥(J) is a partially ordered set (with a partial order <) satisfying the
following properties:
(i) 7 has the (unique) least element r (i.e., r < a for all a € T"), which is called the root.

(ii) For each element a € T \ {root}, there exists a unique element b € T such that b # a,
b < a, and that b < ¢ < a implies ¢ = a or ¢ = b. We say b is the parent of a and a is a
child of b.

(iii) An element of T is called a node if it has a child; otherwise, it is called a leaf. T has
exactly J nodes, which are numbered from 1 to J so that aj, = aj;, implies j; < jo,
denoting the j-th node by a;.

(iv) Each node of T has exactly p children, which are numbered from 1 to p.

We write T, Too to denote the subset of T consisting of all nodes and of all leaves, respectively.
We easily see the following properties:

o For TeX(J), #T =pJ +1, #Tg=J, and #7c = (p — 1)J + 1.
J—1

o #3T(J) = HO{(p—1)j+1} <(p—1)7J.
J:

Definition 2.2.

e Let J € Nand 7 € T(J). We call amap n = {ng}aer : T — Z% an index function if
for each a € T, with its children being denoted by a',a?,...,aP, it holds that
Ng = Ng1 +Ng2 + -+ + Ngp.

We write 9(7) to denote the set of all index functions on 7, and for n € Z? we define

N (T) :={n € NT) | nroot = n}.
e Given 7 € T(J) and n € N(T), we write

¢ = qS(naj,na}, .. ,nag), m = m(naj,na;, e ,nag)

for 1 < j < J, where a; is the j-th node and al,a?

T a? are its children.

2.2. Normal form reduction. Assume the hypotheses in Theorem and let w € C7l? be
a solution of (1.1)). By the above definition, ([1.1)) can be rewritten as

own®)= > 3 @m! T wa,(t) + Rlw(®)]n
TE‘I(l) ney, (T) a€Tso
= NDw®)]n +Rlw®)]n, nezd
First of all, the estimate (A3) (or (B3)) ensures that the series in N’ [w],, is absolutely conver-
gent:

sup > [m!| [T lwa, ) Su sup | >0 im!] [T lwn, 1]l S Nl < o0

t€l0.T] hem,, (T) a€Too LT hem, (T) a€Too
(2.1)
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Thus, ND[w(t)], + Rlw(t)], is well-defined as a bounded function on [0,7] for each n € Z%.
Since wy(+) is a solution of the equation in D’((0,7")) and continuous on [0, 7], it satisfies the
equation in the integral form:

t

= /t (Af(l) [w(T)]n + R[W(T)]n)df, tel0,T], nez (2.2)

wn(’) ‘0 0
We call the equation of the first generation.

Uniqueness of the solutions would follow if we could have an estimate for N’)[w] which is
closed in ¢2; however, the only estimate available is of the X norm in terms of the ¢2 norm.
Thus, we decompose N into slowly oscillating terms (which we call resonant terms) and
rapidly oscillating ones (non-resonant terms), and then apply an integration by parts in ¢ to
the rapidly oscillating part to get a large factor in the denominator. Namely, we first divide the
nonlinearity as

t
Wn

— /O t (Ml + Nl + Rfsln ),

0
where
=YY et [Len A= X ol [ e

TeX(1) neN,(T) €T TeZ(1) neN,(T) a€To%
|¢1| small |¢t|: large

and the precise meaning of ‘small’ or ‘large’ will be specified later. Then, by an integration by
parts, we formally have

[ e, z:z/m”n%

TET(1) neEN,(T) a€Tz0
|61 : large
d)l
e
- Y X ([t T ent)],
TET(1) n€N(T) a€To (2.3)
|¢*| : large
t eiT¢1 1
N / S 3 [ T wnlr } 8twna)(7')d7>
0 aeToo bEToo
b#a

where

t t
+ / N
0
eit¢1

1
Y Y e
TEZ(1) neN,(T) a€Tso
|¢*| : large

eitd! .
N -2 X Gt X [T wnaen.
TeT(1) neNy(T) €T  bET
|pt| - large b#a

Substituting the original equation ([L.1]), we have Nl(l)[w] =RWw] + N [w],

i1
eztd)

1
RUi= = 3 8 Grnt [ T Rl
TeZ(1) neNL (T a€To0  bET
|pt| large b#a
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11
2 o e
NOi== 30 30 St 30| T wn)
TeZ(1) neNy(T) €T bETx
|¢"| : large ba (2.4)
% [ Z ete(nangtnar) (. o CNap )Wy Wy

Na="N,1++Ngp
eit(¢'+¢%) )
= — Z Z il ——m'm H W, - (2.5)
TeX(2) neN,(T) a€Ts0
|pt]:large

We have thus obtained the equation of the second generation:
t

Wn| = N()(l)[w]n

0

g /t (N,‘;)[w]n + R[wln + RO W], + N@ [w]n), t€[0,7], n ezl (2.6)

0 0

Observe that 7 € ¥(1) in the intermediate expression of N®[w], gives exactly p trees of
%(2) in the final expression by developing one of p leaves a € T, into the (second) node
and its p children. NFR means the above reduction procedure including decomposition into
resonant /non-resonant terms, application of an integration by parts to the non-resonant part,
and substitution of the original equation. Note that the last term N()[w],, is of order 2(p—1)+1
in w, which is higher than the others.

As mentioned before, formal calculations in must be justified for a general solution
w € Crl%. The absolute convergence and Fubini’s theorem verify the first equality in .
Also, the estimate (A3) (or (B3)) implies

I3 e (] @) = TT @na®)llx S Il tollo) —w®lle = 0 ¢ =),
neMN, (T) a€To0 a€Ts0
This and , together with the dominated convergence theorem, show that N (1)[w]n €
C([0,T]), and then, by the integral equation, wy(-) € C([0,T]) for each nH This verifies
the second equality in ([2.3)), i.e., integration by parts in ¢ and application of the product rule
for each n and n € M, (7). Similarly to the first one, the third equality is verified once we have
the absolute convergence:

ml
sup - » uI(@twna)(t)\ IT lwn@®)] < 00 (T €Z(1), acTw),

te0.T) hem,, (1) '] bEToo
|pt| : large b#a
which in turn follows from
1
m
sup Y H!R[w]na(t)l IT lwn,®)] < 00 (T €Z(1), a€Ta),
LEOT] pem, (1) ¢ bEToo
|pt|: large b#a

m-|lm
sup Y |’¢|1 |H|w% < oo (Te%(2).
te0.T) hem, (1) a€Too
|pt]:large

BFor any w € Cpf2, it holds that 1Xjn1>1wllcpez = 0 (L — oo). From this property, we see that the series in
ND [w]n converges absolutely and uniformly in ¢, from which continuity of ND [w]n follows. (In fact, we can show
a stronger claim that NP[w] € CrX for w € Crf?; see the argument in Appendix [A] proof of Theorem in
the case (ii).) Similarly, convergence of the series in /\/'1(1) [w]n is shown to be uniform in ¢, which allows termwise
differentiation of the series in Nél) [w]r and hence justifies . We point out that this argument does not work
if the space ¢2 is replaced with an £*°-type space Y, for which IX|n)>rwl|ly — 0 fails to hold.
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These two estimates are consequences of the estimates for R(M [w] and N'?)[w] in Proposition
below. They also show that the new terms Nl(l) [W]ny R [w]p, NP[w], are all well-defined, and
verify rearrangement of the series from to .

Recall that we already have a closed estimate (R) in 2 for R|w]. Furthermore, since the
summation in N I(%l) [w] is restricted and there is a large denominator in J\f()(l) [w] and RM[w], one
can expect that these terms also have closed #2 estimates. The problem is then how to control
the higher-order term N2 [w]. In general, this term requires more regularity and does not admit
a closed £2 estimate for the same s, and one has to repeat NFR for this term. (In some equations,
however, the structure of resonance is good enough and one has a closed ¢? estimate also for
N@|[w]. This is the case, e.g., for the KAV equation and s > 1; see [2].)

After the second NFR, we get the equation of the third generation as

2 ) t 2 . 2 A
Wn, Z = Z_/\[O(J)[w]n ‘|‘/0 (ZN](%])[W}" + ZR(])[w]n —|—_/\[(3) [W}n>7 te [O,T], ne Zd,
Jj=1 j=1 §=0

where R(O[w] := R[w] and

’L 1 2
M=y Y e [
Te%(2) neMN, (T) A€o0
|1 large, |¢'+¢?| : small
cit(d'+¢%)
/\/'(2)[w]n = — L aim? .
0 TE%:@) ne‘ﬁZn(T) ipli(p! + ¢2) agw
|1 ] large, |¢1+¢2\ :large
it(d'+¢%)
R(Q) w n = —m m2 wn n 7
[w] T§2) ne%:(T) iBLi(H1 1 ¢2) a;;m [bg{o bi| “
|| : large, |1 +¢?| : large b#a
it(pr+¢%+¢3)
NG W] = ?.—mlmzm?’ Wy -
Te%%g) ne%:m 06T+ ) ag@

|¢t| : large, |1 +¢2| : large

Similarly, after the (J — 1)-th NFR, we get the equation of the J-th generation as

J-1 J-1
W”Z:ZN(EJ)[W]H);—F/t (ZN(J) +ZR(J _|_N(-][ ] ) tG[O,T], nGZd,
Jj=1 0tz

(2.7)

where

J
. - .
NPWl= 1t S S S [T T @n
TEZ(j) neN(T) Hl¢k k=1 a€To0
(6")hey €% k=1
oitd’ J

N i= (1P S L] T
TeT[) neM(T) ] ka k=1 a€To
(¢F)i_, €@l p k=1

J

. . it
ROl = (=17 3 > —— [Hmk} 3 [ I1 wnb}R[w]na,
TES() neM(T)  [] igk k=1 a€Too  bEToo
(¢F)]_, €®hp k=1 b#a
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J
NOlwi= -0 3 S0 ST T e

TeX(J) neN, (7T) H Z¢k k=1 a€To
(¢k)i:16¢}J{U<I)}]\/R k=1

and we have introduced the notation 5’“ =l + P2+ -+ oF,
@fé = (qﬁk)f;:l cRI | |6F| : large for 1 < k < j —1, and |¢’] : small },
(I)ng = {(qﬁk)i,:l Y | 16¥| : large for 1 < k < j b

Observe that N/)[w],, has been obtained by replacing one of w,, in ./\fO(J_l) W] with =N D [w],,,
and rearranging the series; each three 7 € T(J —1) in the expression of NO(J_l) [w]n gives exactly
#T trees of T(J) in NV[w], by developing each of the leaves into the J-th node and its p
children. The precise definition of @% and CI)gVR will be given in the proof of Propositionbelow;
it depends on the size of solutions and also on which of [A] and [B] we assume in the theorem.
Finally, every formal calculation in deriving can be justified for a general solution w € Cpf?
of in a similar manner to the case (2.6, based on the fact that w,(-) € C*([0,T]) for each
n, and that the series in N, 1%]) [W]n, N()(J) [W]n, R [w]p, N [w], are absolutely convergent (and
bounded in t), which will also be shown in Proposition below.

2.3. Proof of the main theorem. Now, we are interested in the situation where the infimum
of the regularity s for which A/ (j)[w] has a closed /2 estimate is not improved as generation j
proceeds. For instance, in the case of the one-dimensional cubic Schrodinger equation treated
in [14], N [w] always requires s > 3 for closed % estimates, while all the other terms can be
controlled for s > 0. At first glance there seems no hope to obtain any a priori estimate on the
solutions for lower regularities by the NFR method.

The idea in [14] to overcome this difficulty is that one can eliminate the bad term N (/)[w] by
repeating NFR infinitely many times. Specifically, N/)[w] cannot be estimated in 2 but can be
controlled and shown to vanish in a “weaker” topology X E To make it rigorous, we deduce the
following nonlinear estimates from the fundamental p-linear estimates assumed in Theorem [1.1

Proposition 2.3. Let s € R and assume the hypotheses in Theorem . Define 6 := 55218511 >0
if we assume [B] in Theorem[1.1]
Then, for any J € N and w € (2, the series in n in /\/}(%J) [W]n, /\/'O(J) [W]n, RO [w]n, N w],

converge absolutely for each n € Z. Moreover, for any M > 1, (with @% and @gVR suttably
defined depending on M ) we have

—11Y -
VD] - NS @ < OM M (ol + 1B02) ] oo — @l e
NG 1] = N8|, < ClEM (ol + 1802) | oo = @

- _ 1J .
IRV] = RO@,, < C|CM (Jwlle + 1502)" | C' (lwlle, 1E1le2)

w—o?”
| 2

r _q11J-1 _ o _
VO] - V@] < Cloa(llle + 1@1)" ] (lolle + 131a) " o - 3
for any w,w € 2, where C,C'(-,-) > 0 are independent of J and M.

Mhis strategy was not explicitly written in the original work [14], though the required multilinear estimates
in a weaker norm were given there, which hinted such handling of the bad term. It was then made rigorous in
subsequent works [22] [10] B5] [29].
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Proof of Theorem [1.1] assuming Proposition[2.3. Let w,& € Crf? be two solutions of (L.1). Tt
follows from Proposition [2.3] that for any 1 € (0,1) there exist M > 1 and 7" € (0, 7] depending
on 7, §, and the C7¢? norm of w and @, such that we have

atl [ Wl - @]

é2

s

sup ([IAG7 1wl (8) = NGV

t€[0,77]

-+ /Ot [R(J,l)M - R(JJ)[(TJﬂ ng + || /Ot [N(J) w] — N m} HX) (2.8)

< On'llw =&lle,e

for any J > 1. Then, we can take the limit J — oo in the hierarchy, where the sums in j for
NO(J )[w], N, 1(%] )[w], R [w] all converge absolutely in £2 and the bad term fg N[w] vanishes in
the X norm. As a result, we get the limit equation:

00 ] t 00 ) 00 '
; = NP Ll ; +/ (ZN}{)[w]n + ZRU*UM”), tel0,T), nez’ (29)
j=1 0 o1 j=1

By (2.9) and (2.8), we can easily show that if the two solutions share the same initial datum,
then

Wn

0 .
[l — &HCT/@ < Cllw - (’T)HCT/@ 277]’
=1

which implies that w(t) = @(t) for t € [0,T"]. Repeating this argument, we have the coincidence
on the whole interval where both of two solutions are defined. This completes the proof of
Theorem [L.1] O

2.4. Proof of multilinear estimates. All we have to do is to prove Proposition [2.3

We want to establish the [(p — 1)J + 1]-linear estimates for all J. One may expect that these
estimates follow from J times iteration of the p-linear estimates for terms in the equation of the
first generation, such as

I @+ Y e

n=ni+-+np n=ni+-+np |¢|
|$] : small |p] : large

p
2 <O
j=1

However, such reduction seems impossible. The reason is that the structure of resonance gets
more complicated as the generation proceeds; namely, the phase function in the equation of the
J-th generation is not ¢’ but gzNSJ = ¢l + %+ -+ ¢/, in which all variables n, appearing before
are involved. Therefore, to get nonlinear estimates for every generation by an induction on J,
we have to prepare fundamental p-linear estimates which are stronger than just required for the
first generation as above. Actually, the sets of p-linear estimates assumed in Theorem are
examples of such fundamental estimates, as we see below.

Proof of Proposition Case [A]. We begin with giving a precise definition of the resonant /non-
resonant decomposition. Let M > 1. We define the sets ®7, <I>]‘<,R as

Op = {o"|I¢"| <16M}, By :={¢"|[6"]>16M },
Of = { (¢)]_1 | 18" > 16M, |¢7] > 16]¢' | (2<j < T —1), [¢] < 16]¢" |},
Ol = { ()] ] |8'] > 16M, || > 16|61 2<j <))} (J>2).
It is easily verified that
&> 16677 =[]~ |¢),
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@l <1667 = S 1P,
which implies that for ¢' € @},
1z M eh)
for (¢J) €D, (T >2)

E&

HW\ 2 HWI”Q H )2 2 162 DR T ()
7j=1 7j=1
J
o(J=1)(J=2) py(J=2)/ H<¢J>1/2
7j=1
and for (gbj)j 1€ Pyp
J J L J J
[T ~TT 11> H (@) > 16220 R T ()2 = 2702 T (),
Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1 j=1 j=1
J J J , J J
H| H H Z 1627=183 o7 H <¢j>1—5 _ 46J(J+1)M6JH (& 1-6
J=1 =1 J=1 Jj=1 j=1
These inequalities then yield that
WPl ooy 5y A,
R 1/2 Na |
TeX( )nemn(T) H] 1<¢> a€To
1 [m? |
NG [l S 277N % ST J STINPOE [T lwnl
Tex(J nemn(T) <¢j a€To0
J(J+1 J)2 1|
R []’<2 (D) pr =/ Z Z Z ] j1/2 na’H’wnb|
TeZ(J) a€T nemn(T ¢> beToo
b#a
_ ||
A AP VDV DY “Jlgl eohno TT lom
TeT(J) a€Too n€N, (T ] 1 (@) bli’éfoo

Now that there are only ¢/ and no 51 appearing in these expressions, we can iterate the p-
linear estimates to obtain [(p—1)J+1]-linear estimates for every J. To be more precise, we recall
how these terms have been obtained from the terms in the equation of the preceding generation:
For each T € T(J) there exist a tree 7' € T(J — 1) and a, € T2, such that 7 is obtained from
T’ by developing the leaf a, into the J-th node and its p children (denoted by al,...,a%), which
originates from the substitution of a p-linear form N (1)[w]na* for wy,, . Noticing this process,
we see that

TI Im/|
2 [T (#9) H’

I’IG(nn T) aeToo
_ Z Hj:l |m/ | H @] Z M N s Mgty - -5 MgP) ﬁ w al*)|
- T1J-1 /i na | a n |
neN, (T7) H] 1 <¢]>Oé acT! Nay 7na1+..,+na£ <¢(na*7na1’ B naf» =1 al,
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Hence, by an induction on J we can easily deduce the following statement from the assumptions
(A1), (A2): There exists C' > 0 such that for any J € N, we have

1, ] )
H Z = 1/2 H | na‘Hﬁ <c’ H = )Hega (2.10)
ne‘ﬂn(T)H ()7 eT aeT
[, Im] )
I Y =7 T il < ¢ min [lw@ilx T l®lle] (2.11)
neN, (7) Hj:1 <¢]> a€T bliz—oo

for any 7 € T(J). From we have
IV ] e

62

< (0= 17 + 12702 [eM 2 (wl + 3e) ] e - 3.
NG ] = MV 2

S (0= )T + )27z M2 (Jullg + 1lle)” | e =3
while combining with the assumption (R) implies

IRV [w] = ROE]| o < (0= 1) +1)727/ U D5()
< [OM 2 (ol + @) ] el 112)

and from with (A3) that

[N W] = NI S (0 + 1) ((p — 1) + 1)470 Tz ()

[ = &llez

_117 - - ~
x |CM (lwllez + 180)" "] (lollez + 18 02)" ™ oo = ]l

where C,C’ > 0 and the implicit constants are independent of J and M.
Note that ((p — 1)J + 1)22_(J_1)(J_2)#T(J), (pJ +1)((p— 1)J + 1)4_§J(J+1)#‘I(J) are
bounded in J. Therefore, we obtain the desired estimates. O

Proof of Proposition Case [B]. In this case, we set
Of = { (@) ||| > 2M (1<j<T—1),]¢7| <2/M},
Ol = { (@) [16] > 2M (1< <))}

for M > 1. For given p = (,uj)gj:l € 77, we have

J-1
(@)1 € 25N (k+[0,1)7) = IIW”>IDMMWI—$WM}
Jj=1 J=1

J J
(@) € @{pn (p+00,1)) = ]I = [ max{|i’| - j, 2 M},
j=1 j=1

where i/ := p' + --- + 7. Hence, we may consider estimating terms of the form

T(f; (@ Daerss) = D Flw) Y H|mﬂ| IT «&

BEZI neN, (T) a€T
(¢7)]_,en+[0,1)”
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for T € T(J) and an appropriate f : Z7 — R. In fact, the function f will be taken as one of

fr(p) =

X! |<27 M+J 1

= ;o Iar(p) = — :
[[ max{|@7| - j, 27 M} [T max{|p7| — j, 2 M}
=1 j=1

Again, (for each fixed p) the series in n has such a form that an induction on J can be applied.
Note that the above functions fr, fxr do not belong to L'(Z”), but are in LP(Z”) for any
p > 1 and

_1 _g71-1 1 _71-1
| £allwzry Sp 2/ M- [272 /M) I fngllerzry Sp (2727 M)

For the moment, we consider general functions f : Z7 — R. Tterating (B1) or (B1)’ J times (as
we did in Case [A] above), we have the estimates

J
sup | > [T/ IT 1wt

e <c’ H H‘*’(a)

nez’t neN,(T) j=1 a€Too a€Tx Gy
(¢7)7_, ep+{0,1)” (2.12)
J
> T/t I kil < €7 IT e
neN, (T)j=1  a€Tw : €T ’
and hence,
HT(f; (W(a))aeTm)Hggl < HfHLl(ZJ)CJ H Hw(a)H@gl,
a€Ts
70 e, < 1€ TT 1]
€T
By multilinear interpolation, we obtain
IT(F5 @ aer)lle < M lzoenC” T [0l (2.13)
a€Ts%

where p € (1, 00) satisfies s = %31 +(1- %)32 and 1 — % = 552_%811 = 0. Now, taking f = fr and

fNR, we have
HNI(%J) [W]H@ < CQJMQ_gJ(J‘*‘l)#g(J) [CM—JHW‘ ggl]JHw

i 1l

29
e

HNéJ) [W]Hp < CQ_gJ(J+1)#‘I(J) [CM‘5Hw

@

which implies the desired estimates for N 1(3:]) [w] and NO(J) [w] when @ = 0. The same argument
applies to the difference estimates. The estimate of R(/)[w] follows from that of NéJ) [w] and
(R). Finally, NV*D[w] can be estimated in X by using (B2) and (B2)' instead, together with
(B3). O

Remark 2.4. Clearly, the above argument for [B] is still valid if the spaces ¢2, ¢2 , and ¢2, in

the assumption [B] are generalized to Y, Y7, and Y3, Banach spaces with the property ,
such that Y is obtained by complex interpolation between Y7 and Ys.

If Y is a Banach space satisfying and Y7, Yy are defined by the norms ||(n)”"'w|ly and
|(n)"?w||y for some vy, 5 > 0, we can deduce the estimate corresponding to (with a larger
constant C') from those corresponding to by a direct calculation without using multilinear
interpolation. To see this, we first observe that the property of the Y norm implies

’wn| < |‘*~UTL|:| ’|w|1—6|a|(5x|: ’wn| > |‘*~UTL‘:|
[wlly ~ llwlly [wlly ~ llwlly

+
Y

21, < Hrwv—%m[

Y
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H[IIWHY} H[HWHY} .
[wlly lwlly

for any 0 € (0,1) and w,w € Y. On the other hand, by the Holder inequality we have (with
6 —

—5 |1~ 16
= 20||w[y° @15

V1 +V2 )

1 . 1-6
T @ aer) < ()7 D1l Y T/ T () el
® neMN, (T) J a
(¢7)epn+(0,1)”

S CRD WD ¥ () ) KRR Ik

neN,(T) J

Therefore, assuming the estimates corresponding to (2.12)), we obtain

IT(5 @ Daer)ly SIS P> H|mJ|H 2wl
7

neMN, (7)
(¢7)ep+[0,1)7

EDIIN VL VAR

ne‘ﬁn(T) J

1-6 1)
SN st gy €7 TT Iy, | |07 TT )20,

= HfHLP(ZJ)CJH Hw(“)Hy,

Y1

’Yg

as desired.

2.5. Comments on the case of a system and multiple nonlinear terms. It is straight-
forward to adapt the proof of Theorem presented above to the case of a system and multiple
principal nonlinear terms.

As an example, let us consider the following system of two equations:

Iy
— it )
Opwn, = Z |: Z e imy jwh, - ‘W”Pl,iQ"pl,iH . Q"p1,i+‘11,z':| + Rifw, Qn,
=1 =LAy gy
Iz
_ itdoi o
ath - Z |: Z e ’LmQ,zwnl w”PQ,iQTLPQ,frI QnP2,i+42,i:| + RQ [w, Q}Tl?
i=1 n:n1+"'+nP2,i+<12,i

where I, I> are the numbers of nonlinear terms in the equations; non-negative integers p, ;
and g¢.; denote the degree of each term in w and 2 satisfying Pi; := ps«i + @i > 25 v =
Gui(n,N15 - Ny, i 1q,;) € Roand mu; = mui(n,n1, ..., np, ;1q,,) € C are the phase and multi-
plier parts of each term; R.[w, 2] is the remainder part of each equation. We set I := max{I, I2}
and P := max,; P, ;, which is the highest degree of (the principal part of) the nonlinearity.

Then, the fundamental multilinear estimates for unconditional uniqueness of solutions (w, €2)
in Cr (02 x £2) are stated as follows:

[R1fw, Y|, a + || Ralw, € HCng < C(lwllepe, 1920l cpe),
[R1[w, Q] — Ra[@, Q| . o + ||R2lw, Q] — Ra[@, @
Crt?

< C(||W7WHCT£§, 12, Qllopez) (llo = Dllope + 19 = Qo)
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instead of (R),

P1,i

N. KISHIMOTO

q1,i P1,i q1,:

D SR | 0 | G P HW rquHsz% (1<i<h),
n=ni+-+np, <¢17i> Jj=1 k=1

‘m2 ‘ P2i R D2,i 92,
> e e 1T @) HpHm% (1<i<h)

(p20)"* j=1

n=ni+-+np,

instead of (A1),

Iy ik

1-0
n=nit--tnp <¢17i> Jj=1

D1,

P1,i

k=1

q1,i

ng) H Qg?l,ﬂrk HXl

k=1
q1,: q1,i

P1,i

; () (k) b
Smm{lg;gg = HX1HHW HzaHHQ lez, | anin [fok HXQHHQ e TT lw® He2}

— j=1
z;s] l;ék
(1<i<h),
|m | p2,i q2,i
2,1
H Z < U \1-6 H(JJ”] H npg ,LJrkHXQ
TL:n1+"'+77/p2 ¢2 ’L> ] 1 k=1
p2,i q2,i q2,i p2,i
i €) (k) 0
Smin{ min o9 Ll TT 1% gy 1990 TL 10 [T 1 e
l;é] l;ék 7=
(1<i<I)
(for suitable Banach spaces X1, X5 and some §) instead of (A2), and
P1,i q1,i P1,i q1,i
>0l [Twd) TTow) ol S TTIePle [T10WIe 0 <i< ),
n=ni+-4np j=1 k=1 j=1 k=1
P2,i ) q2,i pP2,i q2,i
|5 il I [Tl STl [Tl 02055
n=n1+---+np2,i j=1 k=1

instead of (A3). The estimates (B1)—(B2)" are extended similarly; we omit here to write them
down explicitly.

In what follows, we focus on the case [A] as an example.
first modify the notation of ordered tree: For a partially ordered set 7, denote the subset of
all maximal elements by T (i.e., a € Ts means there is no b € 7 \ {a} satisfying a < b), and
To := T\ Too- An element of Ty or 7o, will be called a node or a leaf. Consider the triplet (7, ¢, )
of a finite partially ordered set 7, amap ¢ : T — {1,2}, and amap s : To — {1,2,...,I}. Then,
T1(J) [resp. Ta(J)] is defined as the set of all (7, ¢, k) satisfying the following properties:

(i) T has the least element r called the root.
(ii) For each a € T \ {r}, there exists a unique element b € T called the parent of a such
that b # a, b < a, and that b < ¢ < a implies ¢ = a or ¢ = b. We say a is a child of b if
b is the parent of a. Note that a € T has a child if and only if a € Ty.
(ili) #7o = J, and these nodes are numbered from 1 to J so that a’' < a’? implies j; < jo,
where we write the j-th node of T as a’.
(iv) For each a € Ty, k(a) € {1,2,..., 1,4} and a has exactly P, x(q) children, denoted by

For the proof of uniqueness, we

a, ... ,apL(a)’H(@.
(v) The map ¢ satisfies that

e ((r) =1 [resp. ¢(r) = 2|, and
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1 (1 <Jj< pL(a),m(a))a

e for each a € Ty, t(a;) = { ‘
2 (pL(a),n(a) +1<j< P(a),x(a) + %(a),/«e(a))'

We observe that an ordered tree (T, ¢, k) can create several ordered trees of the next generation
by developing one of its leaves into the new node and its children. By the property (iv), for
each choice of a leaf a € Ty there are [,(4) choices for the value of x at the new node a, while
the values of ¢ at the P,(4) x(q) new children of a are uniquely determined by the property (v).
Hence, for each (7,¢, k) € T,(J) the number of generated ordered trees in T,.(J + 1) is equal to
Y acTy Li(a) and bounded by (P —1)J + 1)I. Conversely, any ordered tree is obtained from a
specific ordered tree of the previous generation by this procedure. We therefore see that

J—1
#T. ()< [[I(P-vi+0)1]) <@P-1)'T'n (xe{L,2}).
j=0

The following notation is also naturally adapted to the present setting:

o Let J €N, x€{1,2} and (T,t,k) € Ti(J). We write N(T, ¢, k) to denote the set of all
maps n = {ng}ee7 : T — Z% satisfying the following property: For each a € T, with

its children being denoted by a1, as, ... it holds that

1 AP, (4) (a0

Na = Nay + Nay Tt naPL(ll) N(a)'

For each n, we define M, (T, ¢, k) := {n € N(T,¢,K) | Nroot = n}.
e Given (7,t,k) € Tu(J) and n € N(T, ¢, k), we write

¢ = Buanwian) (Mai Mags oM ),
v(ad),k(ad)
MY = 1y (05 () (naj7na]" RRRRLPY: )
1 P (ad),n(ad)
for 1 < j < J, where @’ is the j-th node of 7 and a},d},...,a’ _are its children.

PL(aj),n(aJ)

With these extended notions, the system can be written as

Oy, = Z [ Z ettt H W, H an] + Riw, Qn,

(Tyt,k)ET1(1) “neN, (T ,t,k) €T beToo
t(a)=1 v(b)=2

o= Y { S @t I wn ] Q] + Role, U

(Tot,k)ET2(1) “nEMN, (T LK) €T beToo
t(a)=1 1(b)=2

We now proceed to the iteration of NFR with the same rule for resonant/non-resonant de-
composition as before (i.e., we use the same sets ®%, ®%, C R7). Then, after the (J — 1)-th
NFR, we get the system of the J-th generation as

. Il . ¢ J-1 J-1 §
nf, = SNl + [ (Ao, + 3R, + AL, ),
j=1 0 j=1 =0
. Il . ¢ J-1 J-1
Q| = N3 [w, ) +/ ( N, U+ > RY [w, 0 + N [w,Q]n),
0 : -
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where
J _
N*(J%[W’Q]" = (_1)J ! Z Z H Wn, H ana
(T 4,R) €S (J) NEN (T t,5) H Z<Z>J AT beTo
(@)j_e®y =1 va)=1 ¢(b)=2
~J
eitd” I1 m’

R [w, 0, = (-1)7 > > in:i

(T 0,:) €T (J) nemn(T,L,n) 1 i¢7
(d’y) €98 j=1

X{ Z ’Rl[w,Q]na H Wn H an

a€T% a' €T bET o
v(a)=1 u(a')=1,a’#a o(b)=2

+ Y Rolw, U, [ we ]I an,},

bETo a€Too b'€To0

L(b)=2 Ha)=1 L(b')=2, b'£b
and so on (with the same notation ¢/ := ¢! + --- + ¢/). The required estimate of /\/'1(‘2 [w, ],
for instance, is reduced by the same argument as before to evaluating

nefn%m) I, ()7 agoo " bgoo " (2.14)
u(a)=1 «(b)=2
in ¢2 for each (T, ¢, k) € T1(J). Here, we recall that there are unique tree (77,:/, k") € T1(J —1),
a* € Ty, and k(a*) € {1,2,..., [,/(q=)} such that (T, #) is obtained from (77,4, x") by changing
the leaf a* into the J-th node, extending the map x’ to x with the value at a*, adding the
P,/(a*),x(a*) children of a*, and extending the map ¢’ to ¢+ with the values at the children of a*
determined by the property (v). In particular, we have

[T 1|
em- > o T T1 e

1/2
nem, (Tum) Lj=1 (&) aET, beTL,
J(a)=1, a#a* J(b)=2
P1,r(a*) q1,k(a*)
. 3 MLIETTOI Iy W B NC—
1/2 )
Ngx =N gx ++-+ngx <¢1,n(a*)> j=1 pl (o) TR
1 Pl,m(a*)

if J/(a*) = 1, for instance. In view of this representation, we can verify by the fundamental
multilinear estimates and an induction on J that

1@l <’ T 1«9 T 120

€T beToo
t(a)=1 o(b)=2

for any J € N and (7,¢, k) € T1(J). As a consequence, we obtain

J 1
VMR, Qe < M M2 (e + 120) + (e + 19202)7 7} Qlell + 1201e),

and similarly for the estimates on other terms and the corresponding difference estimates.
Once the counterpart of Proposition [2.3]is ready, the rest of the proof of unconditional unique-
ness is analogous to the single equation case.
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3. APPLICATION TO THE CUBIC NLS IN HIGHER DIMENSION

This and the subsequent three sections will be devoted to providing applications of the abstract
framework given in Theorem to various problems.
As the first application, let us consider the cubic NLS on T?:

{ i+ Au = +|ul?u, (t,z) € [0,T] x T?,

u(0,z) = up(z), z € T2 (3.1)

In the context of UU by the NFR approach, only the one-dimensional and cubic case has been
studied before; see |14}, 35, 5], 29] [4] 34]. For higher dimensions or higher degree of nonlinearities,
complicated structure of resonance makes it substantially more involved to estimate the multi-
linear terms of arbitrarily high degrees arising in the infinite NFR machinery. Nevertheless, our
abstract framework yields UU in a wide range of regularity; see [25] for the full result. Here, we
focus on the two-dimensional cubic case to illustrate how easily our framework can be applied.

Theorem 3.1. Unconditional uniqueness of solutions to the Cauchy problem (3.1)) holds in
H*(T?) for s > 2/3.

Recently, Herr and Sohinger [I8] used a different method to prove UU for the cubic NLS on
arbitrary rectangular torus in general dimensions@ See [0] for a related result on the quintic
NLS in dimension three.

3.1. Reduction to the fundamental trilinear estimate. Let u(t) € C7H?/3(T?) be a (dis-
tributional) solution of (3.1)). By the Sobolev embedding, the cubic nonlinearity is well-defined
as an L2 function. Set &, (t) := Fle #Au(t)] = et (Fu(t))n, then 6(t) satisfies

Oon(t)=c > b, ()0 py(H)iny (), n €L

ni,n2,n3EZ> (32)
n=ni+nz2+ns
where c is a suitable constant and
® = ®(n,n1,n9,n3) := |n|? — |n1|> + |na|® — |n3|%
To apply Theorem |1.1) we consider the system for wy,(t) := U, (t) and ¥, (t) := V_,(t):
atwn =C Z eit<1>wn1 ¢n2wn3,
nl,ng,n3€Z2
nem e n e z2. (3.3)

- 2 : —itd
&:% =cC € wm Wny wng »
ni,ne,ns3 €72

n=ni+nz+ns

It then suffices to prove unconditional uniqueness for (3.3)) in 3 /3 (2?) x 03 /3 (7).

We shall apply Theorem [B] with R = 0 and X = ¢2 x ¢2. Note that the equations for
wy, and v, have the common phase function ® up to signs. By this symmetry, it is sufficient to
show the fundamental trilinear estimates (B1)—(B3) only for one component of (wy,¥y,). If we
choose sy > 1, then the estimates (B1)’, (B2)’, and (B3) are easy consequences of the Sobolev

15The regularity assumption in Theoremis more restrictive than that in [I8], where in the two-dimensional
case UU in H® for s > 7/12 was shown for the torus with arbitrary aspect ratio. Note that we can refine the
argument in the proof of Theorem to improve the regularity range to s > 2/5 in the case of rational torus;
see [25].
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embedding. Since (B1) follows from (B2) as long as 0 < s; < s = 2/3, the proof of Theorem
is reduced to only showing

w3l 12“23“””«211”“ le, (3.4)
n1,n2,n3€%Z
n=ni—nz2+n3, P=p l#]

for some 0 < s1 < 2/3. (We have replaced ny with —ng for convenience.)

3.2. Proof of the trilinear estimate. We shall verify the estimate (3.4) for any s; > 0. The
proof is based on the following combinatorial tool.

Lemma 3.2. For any n > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that
#{nEZZHn—nOP:u,nGBR} < CR"
for any ng € Z2, 11 > 0, and any ball B C R? of radius R > 1.

Proof. Although this bound is well-known, we give an outline of proof. When /2 < R3, we
recall the estimate on the number of integer points on a circle. When p'/2 > R3, the estimate
follows from the fact that there are at most two integer points on a (connected) arc of radius R
and length r if R >> r3 (see, e.g., Lemma 4.4 in [I1]). O

The estimate (3.4 will be deduced from the following estimates for localized functions:
Lemma 3.3. Let € > 0. Then, there exists C > 0 such that we have

3
Iz HPN]w |2 € C(NueaNain)® [ [ [P, 2
j=1

n1,n2,n3€L?
n=ni—nzs+n3, = u

for any dyadic N,N; >1 (1 <j< 3) and p € Z, where Nyax, Nmed, Nmin denote the mazimum,
median, minimum of {N1, No, N3}, respectively, and (PNw)n := X N<(n)y<2NWn-

Proof. Fix u € Z. We write “(x)” to denote the condition
n=mni —ng +ns, o =y, N;j < (n;) <2N; (1<j<3).
Note that
P=p <= [2m—(n —I—n2)|2 = [2n3 — (n —|—TL2)‘2 = |n —no|* — 2u (3.5)
= |2ng—(m + ng)‘2 = |n1 —nal® +2u (3.6)

under the condition n = ni; — ny + n3.
Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality several times, we have

3 112y 1/2
(2] 3 T=41)
< (Z (T 1nel2?) (Z] 2wl
no no ni,n3
()

"
SHPNz HZZ(ZA n,mng) Z |w(1) (3) )/

n,n9 ni,n3

(*)

(*)
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where A, (n,ng) := #{ (n1,n3) € (Z*)?| (x) }, and

1/2
< ([P | sup Ay, m2) 72 (3 1Pseof Prcll) P B, )

ni,n3

where B, (n1,n3) : #{ n,ng) € (7Z2)? ! } and

3
< sup Aﬂ(n,ng)l/2 sup BFL(nl,ng)l/2 H HPN].w(J)HZQ.
n,ng n1,n3 i}
It then suffices to show
sup A, (n,ng) - sup By(ni,n3) S (Nmedein)Q’f. (3.7)

n,n2 ni,n3

Case 1: Ny < Npeq. Lemma (with n = 2¢) and ({3.5)) imply that

N2€ if N2 ZNmed7

Ay(n,ng) S M
g N2 if Ny = N,

med

uniformly in n, ne, while using Lemma and we have

2e : >
By(m.ns) S {Ng“d e e
Nmé;n if N2 :Nmin7

uniformly in nq,n3. This implies (3.7)).
Case 2: Ny = Npax > Nped- This time we always have A, (n,n2) < NZ% by Lemmaand

min

(3-5). However, (3.6) yields only B, (n1,n3) < N2 .. Here, we exploit the almost orthogonality
and restrict n, ny onto cubes of side length ~ Ny,oq at the beginning of the estimate. Then, we

can obtain the bound Ni%d for B, (n1,ns3), which implies (3.7]). O

Proof of (3.4) for s;1 > 0. Applying Lemma m the left-hand side of (3.4) is bounded by

wl( £ v T et

N>1 * Ni1,N2,N3>1 n1,n2,n3EZ2

NmaxZ N n=ni—ns+ng, = u
. 3 G \2172
S [Z ( Z (Nimed Niin) H | Prv;w? Hz?) } :
N>1  Ni,N2,N3>1 Jj=1
Nmax2Z N

If Npax ~ N, we take € = $1/2 > 0 and apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in Ny, and
Nied to show (3.4). If Npax > N, then we have Npax ~ Npeq and thus ( medem) <
N~ EngxNgaedem, which enables us to undo the dyadic decompositions and obtain ) for
s1 = 4e. O

4. APPLICATION TO THE CUBIC FRACTIONAL NLS

In this section, we consider the cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation with fractional Laplacian
on T:

(4.1)

i0pu 4 (—02)%u = +|ul*u, (t,x) €[0,T] x T,
u(0,x) = up(z), xeT.

Well-posedness of the above Cauchy problem in Sobolev spaces H*(T) was addressed by Cho
et al. [7] (see also [12]). They showed that if 3 < a < 1, then (£I)) is locally well-posed in
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H? for s > 1_?0‘ and ill-posed in Sobolev spaces of smaller indices in the sense that the data-to
solution map fails to be locally uniformly continuous. Note that the local solution given in [7]
was constructed via the iteration with the Fourier restriction spaces, and UU has been open.
(However, this is trivial if s > %) In order to discuss UU, the solution should belong to L} . in
space so that the cubic nonlinear term can make sense. In view of the embedding H 1/6 y 3,
we are naturally led to restrict the regularity to s > %.

We shall prove the following almost optimal result:

Theorem 4.1. Let % <a<l1. Assume s > % and s > 1_70‘ Then, for any T > 0 there is at
most one solution (in the sense of distribution) to (4.1) in CrH*(T).

4.1. Reduction to the fundamental trilinear estimates. First of all, we introduce an
equivalent problem in the Fourier side. Let u(t) € CrH?*(T) be a solution of (4.1]), and define
w(t) € Cpl? as

1 . j2e )
N = geﬂﬂ"lQ /Tu(t,:z)emx dr, (t,n)€[0,T] x Z.

Then, the Cauchy problem (4.1)) is transformed to

Oy, = Fi Z e_it¢wn1@wn3, (t,n) €10,T] x Z, (4.2)

n1,n2,N3€7Z
n1—n2+nz=n

® = B(n,n1,n2,n3) = |n|** — |01 [** + |no|** — |nz|*®, (4.3)

wp(t) == []:efit(fa-g)au(t, )]

with the initial condition
wn(0) = [Fuo],, neZ (4.4)

We divide the nonlinear part of (4.2]) into two parts,

N(l) [w]n + R[w]n = Fi Z + Z >e_itcpw”1wn2wn3a

(n1,m2,n3)elY  (n1,n2n3)elf

where

Fn = {(nl,n27”3) EZg‘nl —n2+n3 :’I’l},

F,jy = {(nl,ng,ng) el’, ‘ |ng —ny| > |n2]1*°‘ and |ng — ng| > |n2]1*°‘ },

’1—04

k.= {(nl,ng,ng) el, ‘ Ing — n1| < |ng or |ng — ng| < |ng|' }

This particular decomposition is important to prove an almost optimal result.

By Theorem [1.1| [B] with X = ¢°°, Theorem [4.1is obtained if the following trilinear estimates
are established. Similarly as in Section [3, we consider the system for (wy,@;,) and (exploiting
symmetry) prove these trilinear estimates only on the first component.

Proposition 4.2. Let % <a<l1ands> % be such that s > 1_70‘ Then, there exist s1 < s and
s9 > s such that the following estimates hold.

3
su}Z)H Z 7(11)(,07(12) (3 e, H’ (4.5)
He (nl,ng,’ng)GFn j=1
[@—pl<1
3
Y wlelellls, < (4.6)

(n1,n2,n3)ery 7=1
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sup[ Y el S min [l - H o]z -
uez (n1,m2,n3)€Ty l;é
|®—p|<1 J

| Y elefedle S min o9 HHw

ni,n2,n3)erN
(n1,m2,m3)€r] #]

I Y oo~ <

(n1,n2,n3)ery

f Z w7(111)w He? 5

(n1 ;N2 ,77»3)61—‘%2

=

]z

<.
Il
—

[

:]w

.
Il
—
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(4.7)

(4.8)

(4.9)

(4.10)

4.2. Proof of the trilinear estimates. The key lemma to prove Proposition is the follow-

ing estimates on the number of frequencies.

Lemma 4.3. Let K > 1 and py, ki € Z. Then, we have

#{ (k1) € Z2 |k +1 =k, [KP* + [IP* = pa + O(1), [K| <[I], [F| < K } S K7

If we further assume that |k.| 2 K179, then we have

#{ (k) € 2 |k — 1 = ki, |K[*™ —

Here, the implicit constants are independent of K, p, and k.

Proof. Define fi(x) := |z|>** + |z — k.|?* for 2 € R and

It then suffices to show that |1, | <K'= and |I_| < K= provided |k.| > K'~%.

I = {z||fe(@)] = e + O(1), 2] < |2 — ki, 2] < K }.

Since a > %, f € CY(R) and

fi(z) = 204(]3:|2°‘_2;1: + |z — ko222 (z — k).

If [z < §|z — ks| or a(z — ki) > 0, then |fL(z)| 2 |z[**~!. This implies that

(Iim{x}mgmr 2] < Lo — k| or ia:(x—k*)zo}‘gl.

(Note that the set in the left-hand side consists of finite number of intervals.)

From now on, we assume

veJy={az||lz|>1, -k <|z|< |z -k, [2| <K, fa(z — k) <0}

12 = e+ O1), [k < I, [B| <K} S K2

(4.11)

(4.12)

J+ also consists of finite number of intervals. Since z and F(z — k) has the same sign on Ji,

by the mean value theorem, we see that

@) ~ |22 |e £ (@ — k)| > K2 72|z & (2 — k)| on Jy.

Hence, for the + case we have

and

|fi(z)] 2 K on J+ﬂ{:z||2:c—k:*| > Kl_a}

{olle -kl <K} = K

while for the — case

If (x)] 2 K*' on J_
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under the assumption that |k.| > K'~®. Therefore, in both cases, we deduce that [I+ N Ji| <
K= which concludes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition[f.2 It is easy to see that the estimates and hold for any ss > %
by the embedding @2 < ¢'. The estimate is also easily verified whenever s > % by the
Sobolev embedding H*(T) <+ L3(T). (For these estimates, restriction onto frequencies in I'YY is
not necessary. )

Before proving the remaining trilinear estimates, we introduce some notation. The operator
Py for a dyadic number IV > 1 is the same as in Section ie., [PNwln = Xn<n)y<onwn. Given
quadruplets of dyadic numbers {Ng,..., N3}, we write Ny (0 < j < 3) to denote the j-th
largest one among them.

Let us prove . By an easy argument with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and duality, it
suffices to show that

I:= oY Pyl Prw) Prw) Prw)
nez (nl,ng,ng)efﬁl
d=p+0(1)

51
<N1N2N3)

3
5 XN(I)NN(Q)N(_S;; H HPNjw(]) Hﬂ

for some § > 0. Note that there is no contribution if N(;) > Ng). If Na S N(3), which implies
No < max{Ny, N3}, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality followed by two applications of (4.11]) implies
that

< 1 . L2 v
IN (NQmin{Nl,Ng}) |: Z ’PNO PN2 ‘ Z 1:|

n,no€Z n1,n3E€Z>
(nj)?_y €T, @=ptO(1)

1/2
IO LD DR

ni,n3€”Z n,no€Z2
(ny)3_, €TN, =p+0(1)

1 _%a ()
5 (Ngmin{Nl,Ng}) jI;[Oij Hﬁ'

This implies the desired estimate if s1 > 1Ny > Ny, then Ny < N and we have
1 s ) 1/2
15 ()| S im0 ]
n,ni1€Z no,n3 €22

(nj)3_, €T, @=p+0(1)

1/2
[ 8 mtreir ¥ ]

ng,n3€Z n,ni€Z?
(nj)3_, €T, 2=p+0(1)

< (N1N3> HHW HZZ’

where we have used (4.12]) twice. This is again a proper bound if s; > La
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Proof of (4.7) proceeds in a similar manner. Let us show, for instance, the estimate

I >0 wedeldlle S ol wll

(nl 7”27”3)€Fn
[P—pl<1

which is reduced to showing, for fixed n, u € Z, that

1 s
()| X el Pue Pl

(n1,n2,n3)€F,1Y
o=p+0(1)

S (NaNg) | o [ Pz | o[ Povge™ |
for some § > 0. By the Cauchy-Schwarz, and , we have

1/2
IT< <N2N3> W [ S [Pvw? > 1]

no€Z n1,n3€”Z
(nj)3_, €DN, @=p+0(1)

1/2
y [Z Py’ 3 1}

n3€Z ni,n2€Z
(nj)3_, €TN, &=p+0(1)

1 51152
S(om) 7 1ol s ol P @)

which yields the desired estimate if s; > 152
Finally, (4.10f) is shown once the following block estimate is verified:

17 = (L)
N1NaN3

3
Z PNOU%(@O) - Py, w(3) ~ XN(1)NN(2)N(E};s H HPNjw(j)HEQ

ng,...,N3EL =0
ni—ns=ng—mns
In1—nz|<[na|l =

for some § > 0. Note that |n; — na| < |no/'™® implies (n1) ~ (n2). If Ny > N3, namely
Ing| > |n3|, then |ng| ~ |ng — n3| = |n1 — na| < |na|'~2, which allows us to assume N3 < Ny <
Nll_o‘ ~ N%_a. By the Young inequality, it follows that

N, s
HI= (NITZNS) 1P, ] 2 | Py o™ | 2 | P o [ Povo o [

—S

N N2

S H HPN w He?

< Nlll_a_2SHj=UHPN]'w(j)HZ2’ if0<s<g,

T
which is proper if s > 152, Therefore, let us focus on the case Ny < N3. Then, applying the
Cauchy-Schwarz 1nequahty,

HI'S N25HPN3 HPHPNO("’(O)HF Z | Py, 7(11)PN2 n)|
ni,n2€ZL

‘nl—n2|<N170‘ Nzlia

1-a 1-a
stHPJ\fa (3)He2HPN0 (0)He2 ”PNl H42N12 HPNzW(Q)HeZ’

which is again proper if s > 159 The proof is completed. O
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5. APPLICATION TO THE CUBIC DERIVATIVE NLS

In this section, we consider the one-dimensional cubic derivative NLS (DNLS):

Opu = i0%u + 9, (|ul?u), (t,z) € [0,T] x T,
{u(O,x) = up(x), zeT. (5:1)

The Cauchy problem was shown to be locally well-posed in H/2 in the non-periodic case
by Takaoka [37] and in the periodic case by Herr [I7]. Both of them used the Fourier restriction
norm method to prove well-posedness for an equivalent Cauchy problem obtained via a gauge
transform which converts the derivative nonlinearity 9, (|u|*u) into milder one u?d,u. In the
non-periodic case it was also shown by Biagioni and Linares [3] that the regularity s > 1/2 is
sharp in the sense that the flow map loses the uniform continuity in the H* topology for s < 1/2,
while the critical Sobolev space with respect to scaling is L?.

UU of solutions to was proved by Win [39] in the energy space H' for the non-periodic
case. Note that any distributional solution of the (gauge-equivalent) DNLS in CrH! lies in
Bourgain space X/21/2 because u € CrH' — LZH' = X%’O and u ~ (i0; — 33>_1N(u) € X%l
whenever the nonlinear terms N (u) belong to L2TL2. Then, the problem is reduced to showing
uniqueness of solutions to the gauge-equivalent DNLS in X1/21/2  which was proved in [39)]
by slightly modifying the multilinear estimates obtained in [37]. The same strategy can be
applied to the periodic problem, since we already have enough multilinear estimates; a slight
modification of Corollary 4.6 in [I7] is sufficient for the fixed point argument in X/%1/2,

Here, we prove UU of solutions to DNLS on T in weaker spaces than H' via the abstract
theory. Our result reads as follows:

Theorem 5.1. For the Cauchy problem (5.1)), unconditional uniqueness of solutions holds in
CrH?® for s >1/2.

Our result is optimal in the sense that the derivative term u?0,% in the gauge-equivalent
DNLS does not make sense for u € H® in the framework of distribution if s < 1/2. However,
the original DNLS makes sense if u € L? < H'/6, Unconditional uniqueness for 1/6 < s < 1/2,
as well as (conditional) well-posedness for 0 < s < 1/2, is a challenging open problemm

We apply the abstract framework after transforming the equation into an equivalent but milder
one by a gauge transform, as in the previous results mentioned above. Recently, Mosincat and
Yoon [31] followed our ideas to establish UU for in the same regularity range in the non-
periodic setting. A similar approach can be used to show UU for the modified Benjamin-Ono
equation; see [26].

5.1. Gauge transform. In this section, we (continue to) use the following definition of the
Fourier coefficients of a function on T = R/27Z:

1 .
(Fi=5e [ e ds, nel.
and use in addition the following operators:

PSNf = -F_1X|n|§N]:fa Ponfi=f— PSNf (fOI‘ N > 0),

Pof = (FPo= - [ f@)de. (Pref)la) = f@) =P = 3 (FPue™.

neZ\{0}

16Recently7 the non-periodic problem was shown to be globally well-posed in H/¢ (R) using the integrable
structure of the equation. For the recent progress in the well-posedness theory of (5.1) based on its complete
integrability, we refer to [16] and references therein.
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O 1)) = 7 [LI] @y = L /T /9 f)dyde  (for f st Puf =0).

n
Note that 9,1 f is also 2m-periodic.

We focus on the case of the + sign in , while the sign is not important in our argument.
Let w € CrH® (s > 0) be a solution of DNLS in the sense of distribution (the nonlinear
term O, (|ul>u) makes sense if s > 1/6). For N > 0, the function P<yu(t,z) belongs to C:H;
In fact, we have

atPSNU = inNé?gu + PgNaz(]uFu) € CTHOO,

and this equality is interpreted in the classical sense.
The gauge transform for the periodic DNLS was introduced in [17]:

u(t) = o) = e Oue), I(f) = 0 Prel| ).

If u has sufficient smoothness, a formal calculation shows that v satisfies the equation
' 1
v = i0%v — (vgﬁmﬁ - 2Pc(v6x6)v) + 2p0,v + %]v|4v —iplvPo + i(p? - §PC(|’U|4))U, (5.2)

where pu(t) := Pu(Jo()[2) = Pu(|u(t)[?). Set

t
w(t,x) = (7u0)(t, x) := v(t, x — 2/ u(t) dt/)
0
to eliminate the linear term 2u0,v, then w satisfies
' 1
Opw = 102w — (wanw - 2P0(wam)w) + %|w‘4w — ipw]?w + Z’(u2 _ §pc(\w,4))w. (5.3)

Note that p(t) = P.(Jw(t)|?), and hence we have a closed equation for w (in contrast to the
case of the modified Benjamin-Ono equation [26], where one has a system of equations for the
original unknown function and its gauge transform).

The equation is the one for which in the next subsection we will apply the abstract
theory and prove UU in H®, s > 1/2. Let us see here that this actually implies UU for ,
which is ensured by the next two lemmas:

Lemma 5.2 ([I7, Lemma 2.3]). For s > 0 the map u — 72,(e ™"/ (Wu) is a homeomorphism on
CrH*.

Remark 5.3. This was proved in [17] assuming the L? conservation (i.e., Pe(|u(t)|?) = Pe(Ju(0)[?)
for any t), but the same argument works; we only need the fact that uy — v in CrH?® (s > 0)
implies fg P.(|up(t)?) dt! — fg P.(Ju(t')|?) dt’ uniformly in ¢ € [0,7]. Conservation of the L?
norm for general solutions (in the sense of distribution) to is a non-trivial problem, and we
can show that at least for solutions in CpH?® with s > 1/2; see the argument in [27, Lemma 2.5],
for instance. However, we will not rely on the L? conservation law in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 5.4. Let s > 1/2, and let w € CrH*(T) satisfy the equation (5.1) in the sense of
distribution. Then, w = T2,(e ™" (Wu) satisfies the equation (5.3)) in the sense of distribution.

Proof. Since we have
0¢(T2,v) = T2, (04v) — 272, (02v) in D'((0,T) x T)

for v € CpH?, it suffices to show that v = e~/ Wy satisfies the equation (5.2) in the sense of
distribution.
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We first set uy := P<yu, vy := e~ (un)yn for N > 0 and derive an equation for vy. For
the gauge part we have

0 T(ux) = Pacllunl?) = Pollonl?), 627 (uw) = B ([onf?)
and thus
dpoy = e NG un — iPso(jon]?)on,
Doy = e_iJ(“N)BzuN — iP¢c(|vN|2) [e_“(”N)axuN + (9va] — iy (lon|?)vn
= e NP2uy — 2P (jun)pun + (Peellon|?)) o — i0s(jun*)on
= e N2y N — Bilun|2pon — X0, TN + 2ipnOpvN + (P#(\UN]Q))%N,
0z(|vnPow) = e N0, (Jun|Pun) — iPro(lun[?)|on*ow,
where py (t) := P.(Jun(t)]?) = Pe(Jun(t)|?). Similarly, we see that
O J(un) = 9, ' Ps.2Re [W(i@%u;v + PSNﬁx(|u|2u))]
= 2P, .Re[iun0,un] + 28;1P750Re [WPSN&(MQU)].
Now, since 2P.Im[ivNy0,vn] = P.0z(Jun|?) = 0, we have
QP#Re[iW@wuN] = 2P¢C{Re [iW@va] — P¢C(|UN|2)|UN’2}
= WNOyUN — IWNOLUN + 2iPe(vnO0N) — 2Pse(Pac(Jun|?)|un]?),
and also

20, ' P4.Re [WPSNOI(MQU)]

_ S 3
= 2(936 1P¢CR6 [uN{PSNamﬂu’Qu) - am(|uN\2uN)}} + §P¢C(‘UN’4).

With these identities, we have
OoN — i@ivN = ¢~/ (un) (@uN — i8§uN)
- wN{imam — iUN DTN + 2iPa(vN0sTN) — 2Pse(Pro(un|2)on[?)
B _ 3
+ 207 ' PucRe [ { P<n s (Jul*u) — O (JunPun)}] + 5137£(;(|UN|4)}

. ) . . 2
— z{ — 3ilon|?0puN — 030, TN + 2ipnOuN + (P¢c(|vN]2)) UN}

= e ) (P, ([ufPu) — 9, (lunPun)) (5.4)
— 2ivN8;1P7gcRe[W{PSNax(\uFu) — 8x(\uN]2uN)}] (5.5)
- U?V@xﬁ + 2P.(vNOyUN)UN + 2uNOrvN (5.6)

. 3. .
+ 2iPse(Prc(|on|*)|on]?) vy — 51P¢C(IUNI4)UN +ipnPze(lonP)on.  (5.7)

Note that, since un,vy € CLH™® and P<n0,(|u>u) € C7H®™, all the equalities above can be
verified in the classical sense.

Now, we take the limit N — oo. Recall the following estimate ([I7, (A.1)]): For all s > 0
there exists C' > 0 such that for f,g,h € H*(T) we have

H(e—z‘J(f) — 6_“(9))hHHs < CeC(HfII%,s+Hg||%Is)(||f||HS +lglla=) 1 f = gll =

i
In particular, we have (with f = uy, g = u, and h = 1)

ei7mn) _ efiJ(U)HCTHS < C(llullepms)llun —ullcpms =0 (N — o0)
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if w € CpH?. This implies that
lon — vllcens < Olllllorss)luy — ullegm: =0 (N = o)
if s >1/2 and uw € CprH?®. From this and the fact that px(t) — w(¢) uniformly in ¢, we have
ooN — i@ng —2unOzvNy  — O — iagv — 2u0v in D'((0,T) x T).
The terms are easily dealt with by the Sobolev inequality:
ED 2P PrcooP)e — SiPrcof o + inPr(loP o
= %]v|4v —iplvv + i(uQ - %Pc(|v|4)>v in CrH?,
and similarly,
2P.(vNyO,ON)vNy —  2P.(v0,0)v in CrH®.
For the remaining terms, we will exploit the product estimate
1fgllms— S I fllesllgllms-r, (5.8)
which is valid when s > 1/2. This verifies
—v?vﬁxm - —%9,v in CpH*™!
and

1ED ey ires < e e (

< Clullorm)lPsnysullopms =0 (N = o0),

[P )| s + 192 (P — Py )| s

by which (5.6) and (5.4)) can be treated. Similarly, we have

1EB) ey 00 < ol s [|10;  PrcRe i { Pendn(ul?u) — By (fun Pun) }] | o, 1

S lowllopmsllunllopms | P<n s (ful?u) — s (lun*un) || o, o

< Clullorm)llPsnysullopms =0 (N = 00).

As a result, we obtain the equation (5.2)) for v, which is satisfied in the sense of distribution. O

5.2. Main trilinear estimates and proof. In what follows, we consider solutions of (5.3)) in
the sense of distribution. We restate the equation as

Ow = i@iw — (w285,;@ — 2P, (w@xw) w) + Nlw],
Nl = ol w — Pl P ol + i ((Pef)? = 5 Pelful) o
Let w € CrH* be such a solution and define w € Cpf? as
w(t) = " (Fw(t))n.
We see that w satisfies the equation of the form :
Ouwon(t) = Y M mm2m)inaw, (Hwn, (Bwn, () + Rlw ()], (5.9)

n=ni—nz+n3s
na#ni,ng

d(n,n1,n9,n3) := n* —nt +n3 —n3 =2(ny —ny)(ny —nz) € Z\ {0} in the summation,

Rlw(®)]p = —in|wn (t)Pwn () + € (FN % F~w(t)])n.
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More precisely, we consider the system of equations for w, () and w, (t), but again there is no sub-
stantial difference (see the argument in Section. Here, we set the multiplier m(n,nq, ne,n3) =

in2Xn275n1,n3 (nla na, 713).
We estimate harmless terms R[w] as the first step:

Lemma 5.5. Let s > 1/2. Then, we have
IRz S (1+ ol ) wllez,
IRI] = R S (14 lollls + 1812 ) Il — Sl
for any w,w € £2.

Proof. We only consider the first estimate, because the second one can be shown by a similar
argument. By the embedding ¢? < 5 we see that

H”|W’2WH£§ = H<n>(1+s)/3wH?6 = HWH?(QHs)/i%’

which evaluates the first term in R[w] since (1 + s)/3 < s if s > 1/2. The other terms can be
easily handled with the Sobolev inequality. O

In view of Theorem [1.1{[A] (with X = ¢2_,), UU for (5.9) in ¢2, s > 1/2 (and thus Theorem 5.1
by the argument in the preceding subsection) follows once we establish the following:

Lemma 5.6. Let 1/2 < s < 1. There exists 6 > 0 such that we have

[ Z Jf/gwé?wé?wé? e S etV 2 w® o w 2 (5.10)
i
n
2 @fgwa?wa?wa?\ug_l Sl IT 1Pl 11
n=ni—no+ns 1€{1,2,3}\{k}

na#ni,ng

for any k =1,2,3.
Note that the assumption (A3) in Theorem is easily deduced from the estimate ([5.8]).
Proof of (5.10). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality it suffices to prove

2 2s
A=Y el S
e —mpins 112 — nal[n2 — n3|(n1)™ (n2) ™ (n3)
n2#ni,ng

uniformly for n € Z. By symmetry we may assume that |ni| > |n3|. We consider several cases
separately.
Case 1: |na| > |n1|. We have |ng — ni| ~ |na — n3| ~ |na| 2 |n|, so
1
A S Y m S
s (1) (n3) ™
Case 2: |na| ~ |ni| ~ |n3|. In this case we have

1
An S — — <1
nlz% In —ng|ln — ny|(ny) > (ng) > !

Case 3: |ng| ~ |n1| 2 |n| > |ns|. In this case we have |ng — ni| = |n — n3| ~ |n| and
[ng — n3| ~ |na|, which imply |ng|2(n)?* < |ng — ni||ng — ns|(ng)* and

1
A, < ——— S
2 (n1)*(ns)?

ni,m3
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Case 4: |na| ~ |n1| > |ng| 2 |n|. We have

1
nNZ 252 25—151'

[n2 — n1l{nz)

Case 5: |n2| < |n1| ~ |ng|. It holds that |ny — ni| ~ |n2 — n3| ~ |ny|, which implies
[n2[2(n)** < |n2 — na|[n2 — ny|(n2)* and

1
An S — o S L
2 (n1)* (n3)”

ni,n3

Case 6: |ng| < |ng| < |n1|. In this case |n2|? < (ng)(ng) implies

nNZ 25 12 - >25—1 51

[n2 — na|(n2
Case 7: |n3| < |n2| < |nq]. It holds ]n2|2 < |n2 —ni||ne — nsl in this case. Therefore, we have

1
A, S ———— S L
2 T

Now, we have seen all the cases. O

n3]

Proof of (5.11)). In the proof, € denotes various positive small constants. Similarly to the proof
of ((5.10) it suffices to show that

2 2s 2
ns|*{n n
Bn = Z 2 ‘ | §,> 2s 2s 2s < ma);> S—/ 1
ey s 72 — 1278 N2 — ng27E(n1) 7 (n2) " (ng) ™ (n)
n2#ni,n3
uniformly for n € Z, where |nmax| := max{|ni|, |na|, |n3|}. Alternatively, we take £ > 0 such
Yy ) ) Y.

that s’ := s —e > 1/2, then we have

> ur maf(n)* ()’
e <n1>2€ <n2>26<n3>26 |n2 o n1|2|n2 _ n3‘2<n1>25’ <7’L2>2S/ <n3>251 <n>2—2€

na2#ni,ng

B, <

~

> 22 (n)* (Tnax)

/ !/ / 2—2e
nenimgns 12 = 1122 = na[2(n1)* (n2)* (ng)** (n)* ™
na#N1,ng
since it holds || < |nmax|?. Therefore, it also suffices to show
|n2|2<n>28 <nmaX>2
Cn = Z 2—2¢ 5 1

2 2 2
e T ng M2 = 11?2 — n3[2(n1) ™ (n2)** (n3)** (n)

n2#n1,n3

uniformly for n € Z. By symmetry we may assume that |[nq| > |n3|. We will take a similar
decomposition of analysis.

Case 0a: |nmax| ~ |n|. In this case B,, < A, and the proof is reduced to .

Case Ob: || ~ |nmax|?. Since |ng — ni||ng — n3| ~ |[nmax|? we have C,, < A,,, from which this
is also reduced to .

Case 1: |na| > |n1|. This case is reduced to Case 0Oa, since |n| ~ |na| = |nmax|-

Case 2: |ng| ~ |n1| ~ |n3|. If |u| ~ |n — ni||n — n3| ~ [Pmax|?, the proof is reduced to Case
Ob. Otherwise, we have either [n| ~ |n1| or [n| ~ |ns|, and the proof is reduced to Case 0Oa.

Case 3&4: |na| ~ |n1| > |ng|. In this case both B,, and C,, may be unbounded and we have
to modify the proof. We may assume |n| < |n;|, otherwise the proof is reduced to Case 0a. We
restrict n and ny (I = 1,2, 3) into dyadic intervals R := {N < (n) < 2N} and R; := {N; < (n;) <
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2N}, and furthermore restrict ny, ny onto intervals Q1, Q2 of length ~ N, := max{N, N3}. Since

|ng — ns| ~ Na, we have

[na () (Pmax)
2 — m1[2fnz — naf2(n1)* (n2)* (ng)* (n)*~>

Cn(R,Q1, Q2, R3) == >

n=ni—ng+nz;n27#n1,n3
nERNIEQ1,N2EQ2,n3ER3

NAN2s 3 1 N, ,2
< 13

<
~Y ~Y —_ ~Y 1
NS N2s N2-2¢ In —ng|> ~ N}$T2NZ N2-25-2
n1€Q1,n3

if s —2¢ > 1/2, which implies

n2
I > el (m2)wsxa )]z g
n=ni—nz+ns s
na#n1,ng; |p|>M

S M7€/2N1_8leueg_l(gl)HW2

e l@sllem,):
We note that ()2 is determined almost uniquely for given @; if the contribution is non-zero.

Therefore, after summing up over (01, @2 with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

n
I Y Zenm))waxr,)no)wsxa)(ns)] 2 ()
ILL s—1
n=ni—nz+ns
na#n1,ng; |p|>M

S MZEN ]l oyl

EE(RQ)HW?’ 2(R3)"

The factor N; © allows summation over N, N1, Ny, N3 such that N ~ Ny > N, N3, which implies
the desired estimate.
Case 5: |ng| < |n1| ~ |ng|. This is reduced to Case Ob, because |na —ni| ~ [n2 —ng| ~ |[Pmax|-
Case 6&7: |nal, |n3| < |n1|. This is reduced to Case Oa. O

6. APPLICATION TO THE ZAKHAROV SYSTEM

As an application of the abstract theory to a system, we consider the Zakharov system on T:
{i@tu 4+ 0%u = Nu, 0?N —9*N = 0*(|u?), (u, N)(t,z) : [0,T] x T — C x R,

6.1
(u, N, 9N)|,_, = (uo, No, N1) € H*(T) := H*(T;C) x H(T;R) x H'(T; R). (6.1)

For (/6.1]), we will prove uniqueness of solution (u, V) in the class
CrH*!(T) := C([0, T); H*(T; €)) x [C((0, T} H'(T;R)) N C*((0, T); HH(T; R))].

Concerning the local well-posedness in the periodic setting, Takaoka [38] obtained a sharp result
in the case of d = 1, and the author treated higher dimensional cases in [21]. For UU, Masmoudi
and Nakanishi [30] obtained the results in the energy space for R? with d = 1,2,3, while there
is no result in the periodic case.

We shall prove the following:

Theorem 6.1. The solution (in the sense of distribution) to the Cauchy problem (6.1)) is unique
in CrHY20(T).

Remark 6.2. A similar argument with nonlinear estimates established in [2I] yields some UU
results in two and higher dimensions; see [24]. We remark that the energy space (s,1) = (1,0)
is included in one and two dimensional cases with arbitrary spatial period and aspect ratio.
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6.1. Reduction to a first order system. Let (u, N) € CrH*! be a solution (in the sense of
distribution) to (6.1)). We introduce a new complex-valued function

w(t) :== N(t) 4+ i(d,) '9;N(t) € CrH (T;C).

It is easily checked that (u,w) € Cr(H*(T;C) x H|(T;C)) is a solution (in the sense of distri-
bution) to

1 2 w

O + Pu = S(w+ D, 0w — (o)w = - g; (|ul?) — 1;’5;;’,

(u, w)‘tzo = (ug,wg) € H*(T;C) x HY(T;C),

(t,z) € [0,T] x T,

(6.2)
where wq := Ng + i<8m>_1N1.

Hereafter, we assume s,! > 0. Under this assumption, all the nonlinear terms in can be
considered as continuous functions in ¢ with values in some Sobolev spaces with respect to x.
In particular, @, := (Fu), and 0, := (Fw), belong to C1([0,T]) for each n € Z and they solve
the following system in the classical sense:

. .
Oyl = —in*y, — % > (st + Dl ), (t,n) € [0,T] x Z,
n'€Z

in? . = (2N -
Oy, = —i(n)Wy, — I} n/ZeZun/un/n + Tn)(wn + W_p), (t,n) €[0,T] X Z,
(’[Ln, wn)|t:0 = ((fuo)m (]:wo)n), n € 7.

Note that the sum on the right-hand side of each equation converges absolutely. Set new

(6.3)

functions

Yl (8) == e (), v () = e, (1),
wi(t) == M, (1),  wy (t) = e Mo, (1).

Then, these function lie in the space ¥* € Crl2(Z), wt € Crl?(Z), continuously differentiable
on [0,T] for each n, and satisfy the system

b =F5 D (v, + L), (t,m) € 0,T] x Z,

no,n2€Z

ni=ng+nz

in? - i(wE + eF2inolt T 6.4

ust, = F b D0 ey & SRl () e 1]z, (Y

0 ni1,n2€Z 0

no=ni+nz

(Wf, ¢E,w$7w5)‘t:0 = ((]:u(])nv (f%)na (.F’U)())n, (F%)n)a ne Z7

where @4 1= n} — n3 + (ng).
6.2. Main bilinear estimates and proof. To prove unconditional uniqueness for the system
(6.4) in (¢2)% x (¢2)2, we apply Theorem [A] with X = (£2_,)? x (¢7_,)? and
i(wfh + 2w, +62i<”>twj{))
2(n) ’ 2(n)
The assumption (R) trivially holds, and (A1)-(A3) can be interpreted into the following esti-

RI(w*, 47w w ) = (0,0,

mates with some € > 0:

nhn
|y el Sl

1/2
ni1=no+n2 <¢i> /
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hy
ol o < llgllellnl
H 0 no:g;m <(I)i>1/2H€2(Zno) ez]|M]e2,

H Z <n0>+< > fno n2 H@(Zn < ”fHﬂHhHZQ

n1=np+n2 <n1> <(I)i

(n1) + (n2) gn,h
no—%: no <n0> <(I)j:>

1f %Rl S ANl llg*hlle < llgllellble

for any real-valued non-negative sequences f € EIQ(Z), g,h € (2(Z), where * denotes the convolu-

170l el < lglleliblle,

tion (and in the second and the fourth inequalities we have replaced ng with —ns for convenience).

The Sobolev inequality shows the last two estimates if (s,1) = (3,0). The first four estimates

are equivalent by duality to the trilinear estimates:

Y Wilno,ni,no) faggn by S Ifllelgllelblle, j=1,....4

no,n1,n2EZ
no=ni—n2

(6.5)

for real-valued non-negative sequences f, g, h € ¢?(Z), where

_ (n1)” Wy — ()" [nol
(@) (ng)! (na)*’ (@4)"/(n1)* (ng)"
_ (n1)* "' ((no) + (n2)) W, = (no) ol ((n1) + (n2))
@) o) (na)* (@) () ()

For our purpose, it suffices to show the following:
Proposition 6.3. The estimate (6.5) holds if (s,1) = (3,0) and e = 1.

Proof. Since W; < 1 if ng = 0, (6.5) holds when the left-hand side is restricted to {no = 0}.

Assuming ng # 0, we observe that (®1) ~ (n? —n3 £ |ng|) = (no(n1 + na & sgn(ng))) under the

relation ng = ny — no. Although it is still possible that &1 = 0, we have
<(I):t> ~ (n0><n1 +no £ sgn(n0)> ~ <n0> <7”L1 + 712) (6 6)
whenever ng # 0 and n; + ng + sgn(ng) # 0. .

In the case where the factorization is valid, a simple case-by-case analysis yields that
(no) + (n1) + (n2)
<n0>1/2<n1+n2>1/2<n1>1/2<n2>1/2
X|n1[>[n| X|ni|~|nz| X|n1|<|n2|
<n0>1/2<n2>1/2 <n0>1/2<n1 +n2>1/2 <n0>1/2<n1>1/2‘

under the assumption (s,1) = (%, 0), € = 3. This estimate and the Holder inequality easily show

Wi+ Wy S Wi+ Wy~

N

(6.5)); for instance, when the middle term is dominant, we can argue as

fno gno-l-nz n2 fno Ino+na Ino+na hn2
hn 74— ez T A\
S el o5, St 5, 5

no,n2€Z
1/2 1/2
S (Y S Gens) D o (D Gt ) S Il gl
n2 o no no

It remains to consider the case nj + na £ sgn(ng) = 0. Since there are at most two possible

pairs of (ng,n2) for each ny, it suffices to show W; < 1 under the assumption (s,1) = (3,0).

When |n1] < 1, it holds that |ngl|,|n2| < 1, and trivially W; < 1. When |ni| > 1, we see that
(ng) ~ (n1) ~ (n2), and hence Wy ~ Wy ~ W3 ~ Wy ~ 1. O
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7. EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTIONS

As seen in the previous sections, the infinite NFR machinery is useful to establish a priori
estimates for a rough solution and difference of two rough solutions. This method has also
been used to obtain a priori (difference) estimates for regular solutions, which yield existence of
certain weak solutions at low regularity such that the nonlinearity may not be well-defined in
the distributional framework; see [14] and subsequent works. In this section, we discuss such a
use of NFR for the abstract equation ((1.1)).

7.1. Statement of the result. We rewrite the equation as
Orwn = Nwln + Rlwla,  (t,n) € (0,T) x 2%, (7.1)
N[w]n = Z eit¢mwn1 (t)wng (t) T Wy, (t)7

n=ni+--+np
where the notations are the same as before.
Let us first recall the definition of weak solutions in the extended sense due to Christ [8] [9].
Consider the following nonlinear dispersive equation:

dyu = ip(Dy)u+ N[u] + R[u],  (t,x) € (0,T) x T¢, (7.2)

where (D,) = F, 11(n)F, is a spatial Fourier multiplier with a real-valued symbol 1, and
NJu] is the principal part of the nonlinearity which may not be well-defined at the level of
regularity under consideration, whereas R[u] denotes the other nonlinear part which is basically
assumed to be well-defined.

Definition 7.1. (i) We define a sequence of Fourier cutoff operators as a sequence of Fourier
multipliers {Ty = F~'mpF }ren with symbols my : Z4 — C such that

my, is compactly supported for each k € N|

sup [|myl[geo(zay < 0o, lim my(n) =1 for each n € A (7.3)
kEN k—ro0

(ii) Let u € CrH~°°(T?), and suppose there exists a distribution w € D'((0,T) x T¢) such
that for any sequence of Fourier cutoff operators {7} }xen, N|[Txu] is a well-defined distribution
for each k and the sequence {N[Tyu]}ren converges to w in D'((0,T) x T?). Then, we say N|u]
exists and is equal to w.

(iii) Let u € CoH~>°(T%), and suppose that R[u] is a well-defined distribution on (0, T") x T¢.
We say u is a weak solution of in the extended sense if the nonlinearity N[u] exists in the
sense of (ii) and holds in D'((0,T) x T%).

Based on the above definition, we define the weak solutions of (7.1]) as follows. Let D(Z%) :=
FO>®(T9) = £2_(Z%), and define D’((0,T) x Z%) as the dual space of C2°((0,T); D(Z%)).

Definition 7.2. (i) For w € Cpf% __(Z4), we say N[w] exists and is equal to ¢ € D'((0,T) x Z%)
if for any sequence {my, }ren of functions on Z¢ satisfying (7.3), Nmyw] is well-defined and the
sequence {N[myw]}ren converges to ¢ in D'((0,T) x Z%).

(ii) Let w € Cpf% _(Z%), and suppose that R[w] is a well-defined distribution on (0,7) x Z.
We say w is a weak solution of if the nonlinearity N[w] exists in the sense of (i) and
holds in D/((0,T) x Z4).

The goal of this section is to show the following;:
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Theorem 7.3. Let s € R. Assume that for any s’ > s and T > 0, Rlw] € Crl? if w € Cpl?
and ,
Rl gz, < C (5 Iwllere) lollepes,

(R) ~ ) _ N
HR[W] - R[W]HCT@, < C(S ) HWHCTeg,a HWHCTZ§,)HW - WHCT@,-
Moreover, assume one of the following [A]', [B]':

[A]" There exists sy > s such that

m| TG
(A1) f Z 1/2“£L11) " 'W%)Hzg < CH H“O)HZ?
n=ni+--+np <¢> 7=1

p
@Ay’ | 3 imlelwl < CTT W]l -

n=ni+---+np j=1

[B]) There exist s1 < s and s2 > s such that

p
B) sl Y el <OT] w9
j=1

HEL " p—p)fetny
plp<p+1
p
(B1) [ Z ‘m’%(lll) . ~w£f;) o) < CH Hw(J) o
n=ni+--+np j=1

Then, for any r > 0 there exists T = T(r) > 0 such that the following holds. For any wy € £2
with |lwollgz < 7, there exists a weak solution w € Crl? of on (0,T) x T in the sense of
Definition with initial condition w(0) = wy, satisfying the following properties:

(i) Ifwo € €% for some s’ > s, then the solution w belongs to Crl?,.

(ii) If wo € €2,, then w, which is in Cpl2, and satisfies the equation in the sense of distri-
butz’onm 18 the unique solution in CTEEQ ;i.e., unconditional uniqueness holds in @2.

(iii) Let T" > 0, and let ¢ € Cpd? be any function which is the Cp:02-limit of some sequence
of regular solutions of in Cpil3, and satisfies ||((0)|le < r. Then, ¢ coincides
with the weak solution w € Cp(\€2 constructed above with initial condition w(0) = ¢(0)
on the time interval [O,min{T’,T(r)}]m

(iv) The solution map wo — w from {wg € £2 : lwollz < 7} into Crt? is Lipschitz continuous,
with the bounds

lwllepe < 2[|lwollez, |w = @l < 2|lwo — woll 2

Remark 7.4. (i) Consider the situation that the equation ([7.1]) comes from ([7.2]) by the trans-
form u — w(t) := Fe D)y (t), with

Nw] = e_itw(")}_N[}"_leiW(”)w], Rlw] = e_itw(n)fR[f_leiw(”)w]_

Then, existence of weak solutions for the equation can be recovered from that for ; ie.,
the weak solution w € Crf2 of constructed in Theorem gives a weak solution v € CrH?®
of in the extended sense by wv(t) := F-le™(My(t). In fact, for any sequence {T} =
F'my, F ez of Fourier cutoff operators, we have the convergence V(N [myw] — N [w]
in D'((0,T) x Z%), where N'[w] is the unique distributional limit as in Definition which exists
since w is a weak solution of in the sense of Definition This implies that N[Tjv] —

1T\ore precisely, w satisfies the equation in Crf? for Case [A]’ and in CT£§2 for Case [B]’, by the estimates
(R)" and (A1) or (B1)".

18 [34], this kind of uniqueness assertion was referred to as enhanced uniqueness. Note that this does not
claim uniqueness in the class of all weak solutions in the sense of Definition
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FleM N w] in D'((0,T) x T¢), and hence N[v] exists and is equal to F~ e A[w]. On
the other hand, we have N|w] = Ow — R[w] by the equation and

(F~Le™ ™ (0w — Rlw]), ¢) = (Biw, ¥ F~1g) — (F~Le™ MR W), ¢)
= —(" M, FT0,0) — (ig(n)e™Mw, F1) — (R[], ¢)
= (O — ip(Dy)v — Rlv],9), ¢ €D((0,T) x T?.

Hence, N[v] = v — ith(Dy)v — R[v] in D'((0,T) x T?), and v is a weak solution of in the
extended sense.

(i) One may consider changing the space of initial data ¢2 similarly to Theorem [1.1] (see
Remark (v)). When the condition [B]" holds, one can replace £2 with any Banach space Y
satisfying the property and embedded into ¢2 __(Z%) (so that the definition of the weak

2[2

solution makes sense for w € CrY’). Then, the spaces /5 , /5, and Kg, appearing in the statement

may be replaced with (-)~C179)y ()7(279)y and ()7 ")Y | respectively. Regarding the case
[A]', the same is true if existence of local-in-time regular solutions (Lemma [7.6| below) still holds
in the new space <->_(52_5)Y. We note, however, that our proof of Lemm to be given in
Section relies on energy estimates based on the Hilbert space structure of £2.

7.2. A priori estimates on regular solutions. A basic tool to prove Theorem is the
following a priori estimates for regular solutions.

Lemma 7.5. Let s € R, and assume the hypotheses in Theorem[7.3. Then, for any R > 0 there
exists Ty = Ty(R) > 0 such that any solution w € Cpl2, of (7)) on (0,T) x Z% with T € (0,T}]
satisfying ||wllce2 < R solves the limit equation (2.9) in Crl%. Moreover, the following estimates
hold:

[wlicre <2[wO0)lle, o —llcpe < 2[w(0) —@(0)]|e, (7.4)

where & € Cpl2, is another solution of (7.1)) with |Gllopez < R. Furthermore, for any s’ > s
there exists Ty = Ty (R) € (0,Ts(R)] (which is decreasing in s') such that if in addition T €
(0, T¢] and w € CT@,, then the limit equation (2.9)) is satisfied in CT@, and

[wllerpe, < 2[w0)]e, (7.5)

Proof. To verify (2.9)), we follow the argument in Section [2} In fact, with the assumptions (R)’
and (A1) + (A1) or (B1) + (B1)’, the same argument as in the proof of Proposition [2.3| derives
the multilinear estimates

117 »
NS ] - N Bl < CM[OM (ol + 1@l)” ] o = Bz,

s

_11J -
VG ] = NGl < C|CMT (Jwllz + 18 1)" ] o = Bl

s

117 - -
[RD] - RO, < C[OM (ol +13le)” "] C Il 15l oo — e

for any w,w € ¢ and
J
_ -1
IVl < oMl | el

for any w € 2, where § =  in Case [A] and § = - in Case [B]". These estimates
(with @ = 0) suffice to justify, for any regular solution w € CT€§2 of (7.1]), the derivation of

the equations (2.7) for any J > llﬂ as well as convergence of the sums over j and the limit

19By a similar argument as for Theorem [1.1] we can show w, € C*([0,T]) for each n and a solution w € Crt3,
of (7.1). Here, the estimate (A1)’ or (B1)’ plays the same role as (A3) (or (B3)) in the proof of Theorem
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ND[w] = 0 in Cpl? as J — oo, whenever [wllepe < R and 7 = CT°RP~! <« 1 (after taking
M =T71). Letting J — oo we have (2.9).
From (2.9)) and the above estimates on N, é‘]), NO(J) and R(Y), we obtain

lwlere < lw@le + (3w +CRITS 0 )lwlicpe,
7j=1 7=0

o = lleye < w(0) ~3O) g + C( 37 + CRT S 1 ) |lw - Bllcye.
j=1 j=0

By possibly choosing smaller T' so that C(R)T < 1 (still depending only on the ¢2-norm of the
solution), we have the desired a priori estimates ([7.4]).
Using the above estimates on N/ 1(%‘]), /\/'é‘]), R and the inequality

« « \&
(n+ng+-+nn)* <N Dax, (nj) (N=1, a>0), (7.6)

we see that for any s’ > s
NGl o, < eM[orr ol ol
NS el < Clorlliy "] ol
IR, < Clemloly ] Cllolle) lolle,

where we have applied the first inequality in (R)" in the estimate on R() and the constants C
are now depending also on s’. Then, the same argument as above shows that the right-hand side
of converges in C’T@, and the estimate holds, if we take possibly smaller T" depending
also on s’ but still independent of the @,—norm of the solution. O

To construct weak solutions at the ¢2 level, we need regular solutions with approximating
initial data. The next lemma, which we will prove at the end of this section, ensures existence
of regular solutions.

Lemma 7.6. Let s € R, and assume the hypotheses in Theorem . Then, for any wy € 6?2
there exist T = T(Hw0||g§2) > 0 and a solution w € Crl2, of (7.1) on (0,T) x Z satisfying
w(0) = wy.

Assuming Lemmal[7.6|for the moment, we can prove Theorem[7.3| by almost the same argument
as in [14, Section 4]. We give a proof for completeness.

Proof of Theorem[7.3, Let wy € €3, and set R := 2|wy||,2 + 1. Take a sequence {wn o} nen C £2,
such that wyo — wp in ¢? as N — oo. (For instance, we can take WN,0 = X{[n|<N}w0-) We may
assume that [[wyollez < [lwollgz +1/3 for any N.

First of all, we need to show existence of solutions for approximating regular initial data {wn o}
with a uniform existence time. Set T' := T§,(R) (< T5(R)), with Ty (R) given in Lemma
For N > 1, let wy € CTIEEQ be the solution of with wy(0) = wno given in Lemma
with the existence time 7" corresponding to the size 2”&)]\[@”[?2, and suppose 7" < T. Let
T" = sup{t € [0,T"] : [wn|c,e2 < R}. Since [lwnollez < [lwollez +1/3 < R/2 and the map
t = [lwn|lc,e is continuous, we see 7" > 0. For any ¢ € (0,7"] N (0,7"), the a priori estimate
shows [lwn |, < 2[lwnolle < 2[lwollz+2/3 < R. This implies ¢ < 7", and hence 7" = T".
Therefore, we see that [|wn|lc,,2 < R, and by (7.5), that HwN(T’)H@2 < 2”0.)]\[70”(%2. Applying
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Lemma with initial datum wy(T”), we can extend the solution up to time 2T’m With a
uniform time increment 7", this procedure can be iterated until the existence time exceeds T,
giving a solution wy € C7pf2, on the time interval [0, T] which is uniform in N.

From the above argument we observe that [|wy|lc,e < 2[|won|z < R for any N. The
difference estimate then shows that {wy}nen is a Cauchy sequence in C’Tﬁg. Let w be the
limit of {wy}x in C7f2. Note that

lwllepe <2lwlle, v —wnllere < 2lwo —wnolle- (7.7)

We next prove that w is a weak solution of in the sense of Definition Since Rlwn] —
Rw] in Cpf2 by (R)’ and (7.7)), we see from the equation that the sequence {N[wy]}n = {Orwn —
Rlwn]}n has the limit ¢ € D'((0,T) x Z%) which satisfies 9w = ¢ + R[w] in D'((0,T) x Z%). It
then suffices to show that, for any sequence {my, }ren of functions on 7% satisfying the conditions
(7.3), the limit kli)n;O N[mgw] exists in D'((0,T) x Z%) and coincides with ¢. To this end, fix a

test function ¢ € C°((0,T); (2, (Z%)), and evaluate
(¢ = Nmpe], 6)]
< (¢ = Nwn], ¢)] + [(Nwn] = Nmypwn], )| + [(N[mpwn] — N[myw], ¢)]
= I(N) + II(N, k) + IU(N, k).
By definition, we have I(N) — 0 as N — oo. Next, the assumption (A1) or (B1)" implies
II(N, k) < C(llwnllope, + !\mkWN!\cTe§2)p_1||(1 —mp)wnllepe [19lrLe

which tends to 0 as & — oo for any fixed N € N by the assumption and the dominated
convergence theorem@ Therefore, we have only to show that III(N,k) — 0 as N — o0
uniformly in k.

Now, we apply the NFR procedure as in Section [2| to the nonlinear term N [mywy] for each
k,N € N. (Recall that wy € Crf3,, |wnllcpee < R and T < Ty(R) which is defined in
Lemma ) We obtain the equations

J—1 ¢ J-1 -1
/ Nimgwnln = Y N lwnln Z+ / (ZNg)’k[wN]n+ZR(J)’k[wN]n+J\/(")’k[wN]n>
J=1 0 =1 j=1

for J > 1, where NR] ™ stands for the [(j — 1)p + 1]-linear form N}(%j) with m!(n,n,...,ny)
replaced by mg(ny) -+ my(ny)m!(n,ny,...,ny), and similarly for /\/’éj)’k, RUVK  and Nk,
Since my’s are uniformly bounded, these multilinear forms obey the same bounds as those
without my’s, and the same argument as in the proof of Lemma verifies the limit equation

/NmkwNn—ZN [wN]n /Z K lwon]n + ROH[w ]n)

20More precisely, we apply Lemma with initial datum wy (7T'/2) and obtain a solution @ € CT/ZEZ with
@(0) = wn(T'/2). Then, it follows from the difference estimate (7.4) and a continuity argument that &(t) =
wn(t+T'/2) for t € [0,T"/2]. Therefore, we have a solution on [0,37"/2] with initial condition wn,o at ¢ = 0.

21l This argument has to be modified if we consider an £°°-type space Y instead of £2 (and then Y = (~>_(‘92_S)Y
instead of £2,). Noticing that the estimate (A1)’ or (B1)’ still holds if Y is changed to a stronger norm (-)~*Y
with any « > 0 (in view of the property of the Y norm and the inequality ), we may initially choose Y
so that the estimate (A1)’ or (B1)’ is valid in a slightly weaker norm (-)°Y". Then, we have

INwn] = Nmkwn]lly S (lowllg + Imrwnlly)? 10 = mi) ) 2onlly S 10 = mi)n) =l g llon 12

Since ||(1 —myg)(n) " ¢|leec — 0 (k — o) by the assumption (7.3)), it follows that N|wy] — N[mgwn] — 0 in LFY,
and that II(N,k) — 0, as k — oo (for each fixed N).
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as well as the difference estimate
t
‘ / (N[mkwN] —N[mkwN/])
0
This in particular implies

|(Nmpwn] = Nmgwne], ¢)| = ’</Ot (N[mszv] _N[mkWN’]>a at¢>‘

< C((sup gl ) lwn = wwrlloye-
L2 k

< C(sup il ) fow = wnvllegez 0oy e,

and hence the sequence {(N[miwn], ¢)}n converges uniformly in k. On the other hand, (A1)’
or (B1) and the assumptions (7.3) on my’s imply

—1
ITI(N, k) < C(lmpwnllope, + Ilmiwlleqe,)”™ lmewy —o)lere, [6llcie .

—1
< C(HmkHeoo, \Supp(mk)o (lonllepe + lwllope)”™ oy — wlerelldllre

which shows that {(N[mxrwn], ¢)} N converges to (N[mgw], ¢) (for each fixed k). We therefore
see that [II(N,k) — 0 as N — oo uniformly in k.

It remains to show the properties (i)—(iv). In view of Lemma the bounds in (iv) are

2

5> and (ii) is a consequence of the difference

already verified in the case of regular data wy € ¢
bound. It also shows that the map wp +— w is well-defined in wy € ¢ with lwollz < 75 iee.,
the limit w is independent of the approximating sequence of the initial datum wy. This fact is
in turn combined with uniqueness of regular solutions to imply (iii). Approximation by regular
solutions also verifies the bounds in (iv) for general wy € £2 with ||wo| ¢z < 1. To show (i), we
first consider the case s’ > sy. Since the estimates (A1), (B1)’ still hold if £2, is replaced by
Eg,, we deduce from Lemma and uniqueness of regular solutions that w € C’T/Eg, for possibly
smaller 77, and then w € C’ng, by a continuity argument. When s’ € (s, s2), we approximate
the initial datum wy € 2 (not only in ¢2, but) in ¢%. Then, [wonollgz, is bounded, and so
shows that HWNHCT, 2, is bounded for possibly smaller 77. Now, we can take the difference of

the limit equation (2.9) and estimate in C7/¢2 as in the proof of (7.4), where the smallness of
T" is determined (not by [wn|c,, ¢z, but) by [lwn|lc,, e, This implies the convergence of the

approximating solution in CT/@,, and therefore, that w € C’Tzﬁg,. Again, a continuity argument
shows w € C’T@,. O

7.3. Construction of local-in-time regular solutions. Finally, we prove Lemma [7.6]

Proof of Lemma[7.0. In Case [B]’ the claim follows from a standard fixed point argument with
the estimates (B1) and (R)’, so we concentrate on Case [A]’. We shall construct the solution by
regularizing the equation and the initial data and then taking the limit on the basis of a priori
energy estimates@ First of all, the assumptions (A1), (A1)" and the inequality imply

p
4. | Y m| W) ) . <] |w"
j=1

e T <¢>1/2 ni Qw
p

A, | Y ey <OTT I,
n=nt by j=1

22past use of the method of infinite NFR for the purpose of deriving energy estimates can be found in [32] [33],
where the differential equality of an energy quantity (i.e., an inner product of two copies of a solution) was
transformed and the notion of ordered bi-trees was introduced to represent the transformed equation. We do not
have to argue with bi-trees in our proof, however.
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where o := sy — s > 0.
For ¢ € (0, 1), consider the equation

Aywn = —e(n)**wy + Nwly + R[w]n, (t,n) € (0,T) x Z°. (7.8)

We can solve the Cauchy problem associated with (|7.8]) in @2 by applying a fixed point argument
to the integral equation

t

w(t) = e==m ™ 0 4 / e s (t=t) <N[w] + R[w]) (') dt’,
0

with an existence time 7 = 7 (e, HWOHEEQ) > 0. In fact, noticing that

sup e_5<">2a(t_t/)<n>3278 < e V2 —t)TV2, t>t >0,

n

we deduce from (A1) and (R)’ that

2a —
H / (t— t)(/\f[w] + R[w])(t/) dt’HL?O832 <e 1/27-1/2||¢‘)HZT£22 + TC(||w||CTg§2),

as well as the corresponding difference estimate. Note that by a standard argument we also
have uniqueness in CJEQ and persistence of regularity (i.e., wp € f?, for some s’ > so implies
w € CL2).

The main ingredient of the proof is the following;:

Lemma 7.7. Let s € R, and assume the hypotheses (R)', [A]' in Theorem[7.5. Then, for any
R > 0 there exists Ts, = Ts,(R) > 0 independent of € such that any solution w® € C’T£§2+2a of
[78) on (0,7) x Z% with ¢ € (0,1), 7 € (0,7s,] satisfying ||wa||c7_ggz < R solves the limit equation

o - >N ) =~ + Z (WP - POL)) + LRI, (79)
j=1 Jj=0

in C 682, where PU)w] is the [(p—1)j + 1]-linear form obtained by replacing one of wy, in J\/O(j)[w]
by (n > Wy
Pl (0 Y Y [T (X ) T
TEZ(3) neN.(T) ﬁ Z¢k k=1 a€To ’ €T h

(%) _ edl) k=1
Moreover, the following estimates hold:
[wllc, ez, < 6llw (0)lez, (7.10)
and

o — ez, < 61w (0) — w2 (0) g, + 11l o

2 e T 2w e

(7.11)

so+2a

for any 0 < e1,e2 < 1 and any solutions w® € CT€§2+2a of (7.8)) withe =¢; (j =1,2) satisfying
||(,u‘€J'||Cng2 < R. Furthermore, for any s’ > sy there exists 7y = 79 (R) € (0,7s,(R)] (which is
decreasing in s') such that if in addition T € (0,7y] and W& € C 1,

([7-9) is satisfied in C-4? and

v40qs then the limit equation

[wllc,e, < 6l (0)le2, - (7.12)
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Proof. Proof is similar to that of Lemma It is easy to formally derive the equations in the
hierarchy;

J—1
Aywn = —e(n)**wy, + 0, ( Z/\/’éj) [w]n>

7j=1
J—1 ) ) J—1
+ 3 (Wl = ePOLeln) + DRy + N, T 21,
j=1 Jj=0

and we need the multilinear estimates for the terms in the above equations. The fundamental
estimates (R)’, (Al)4, (A1), and the argument in Section 2| or in the proof of Lemma yield:

J
INE g, < Cod [Coht ™2 ol ] el
— 17
NG s, < G [Cot ™2l ] el
— 17
IR, < Co[Codt™ 2l ] C(s' Il ) Il

_ 1J
pr[w]”@ <c, _CS/M—1/2|yw||§§;1_ lwlle2

/ 9y
s'+2a

_ 1J
_ -1 -1
HN(JH)[W]HZQ, < Cy |Co M2 |w|B w5 flwlle,
5 L so so+a s'ta

for any s’ > so and w € E?,Ha, and

17 N
NS [w] - N @) SCM[CM*/Q(IIszgQ +I@le,)” 1} lw = @llez,,

e,
177 N
NG ) = A @, < ClOMT (llg, + 1 le,)" | o = @l

_114 - -
IRD] - ROE|,, < C[oM 2 (lwlig, +15le,)" ] Cllwlla,, I13le,) o - e,
52

for any w,w € 622. In particular, the sums over j in converge in CT@, (and all formal
computations are justified) if w € C-£2, ., , ”WHCT@Q < R and Cy7'/2RP™1 < 1 (after setting
M =771,

Note that the sum of P requires additional decay of w. To prove and , we need
to absorb it into the “negative” part —5<n>2awn, which forces us to consider an energy quantity
instead of the solution itself. For fixed € € (0,1) and s’ > s9, let w € CJ?,_F%C be a solution of

(7.8]) satisfying ||w|]cfg§2 < R with Cy7'/2RP~1 < 1. Set ¢ :=w — P Néj)[w}, and observe

1 3
Slo@®le, <IC@le, < 5lw®lle,  te ). (7.13)
Taking the ¢ -inner product of (7.9) with ¢,
1 . ) S o p ) LS pU)
SHCOIE = —ell®l, +ed () w), m N w®]), —e> (PORO] W),
j=1 s j=1 s’
+ 3 (W), <o), + 3 (RO <) ,
j=1 s j=0 s!
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where (¢, ¥),2 :=Re}_, <n>251¢n@. Using the multilinear estimates obtained above and (7.13)),
we see that

BCI, < —2ellwdls, + os/,ae{z (Coar Pttty ) IOl

+ o[ S (Cr el ) lotol,

j=1
O Ielo.a) | X (Corlultd, ) | loto.
=0
Here, we have estimated <P(j)[w], §>42 by moving a half of (n)?® on one of w’s in P onto

either ¢ or another w, as

‘<P(j) ] C>z2

s/

S SY lwlle ..
S (Cor Pl ) ol (Kl + 2= 1<le,)
52

together with an interpolation inequality ||w]|2 ) w2 < ||<.u||@22 lwll;z . By integrating on
sota s’ S s/t

(0, 7) with possibly smaller 7 depending only on ', a and R, we obtain
1
<O, < IO, +glolb e, e,
and by (7.13),
1 1
HWH?;T@, < 2||C||%goggl < 2||C(0)||§§, + 5||W||20,g§, < 3||w(0)||§§, + §||w|!2@g§,7

which yields (7.10) and ([7.12).
We next set s’ = so and prove the difference estimate (7.11]). For (% := w® — Z;L NO(] ) [wei],

j = 1,2, the difference estimate for No(j ) mentioned above shows

%ngl(t) — w2 (B)lle, < N¢H(E) = @), < gHwEl(t) —w?()e,, telo7],  (T.14)

if [|w® HCT@2 < R and C,,7'/2RP~! < 1. From (7.9)), we have

5t(<21—9612):—€1( 2a EI—I-ZP >+52< 20‘ 52+Z7)(J 2] )
+ i ( €] N}(zj) [wsz]n) + ]z; (R(j) (W] — R ) [wé‘g]n>‘

J=1

We integrate it in ¢, apply the estimates on multilinear forms, and take the CT@Q—norm, possibly
choosing smaller 7, to obtain

SOOI
<1167 (0) = ¢2(O) g, +Cr 3 e (1+ 3 (CT2RY Yt e

so+2a
k=1,2 j=1
[ee]
1/2 pp— 1 1/2 pp— 1 €1 _ €2
{CTMZ; (CT'°R +C’ Tz;) (CT'*R }Hw w ”CJ§2
j Jj=

1
<10 = O, + 3 3 e, ,, + ot —le, el
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Finally, we use ([7.14)) so that

lw™ = wP[lcez <207 = ¢l pgerz,

1 1
< 2¢1(0) = 2 (O)lls, + 5 kz eulo ey, . + 519 —wloe,
=1,2

1 1
< 3w (0) —w(0) g, + 5 kz erllw™llo,e ,, + 5o —w®lc.e,,
=1,2

which implies (7.11)). O
Proof of Lemma (continued). Let wy € €2, and set R := GHWOHZEQ + 1. We shall construct

827
a solution w € Cpf?, of (7.1) with existence time T = Ty, 4124(R), where 7y(-) is given in
Lemma [7.71
We define an approximating family of initial data {wg}.c(0,1) by

1

WS = X{{n)<NIW0, NE =€ da,
so that w§ € (%, ||w8||g§2 < ||w0||532, ||w8||e§2+2a < 6_1/2||w0||£§27 and w§ — wo in (2, ase — 0. Let

w® be the local-in-time solution of the perturbed equation with w®(0) = w§, which belongs
to C’t€§2 190 and is unique. Then, similarly as in the proof of Theorem above, a continuity
argument with the help of a priori estimate shows that we can extend the solution w® up
to (uniform-in-e) time 7' = Ty, 424(R) (< 7o, (R)) keeping its ¢2 -norm less than R. Moreover,
(7.12)) implies that

[ llepez ., <Ol ,, <6 lolle,, €€ (01).

Hence, ([7.11)) shows that
1/2 1/2
o = w?llope, < 6llwft —wille, +6(er + 25/ lwolez,

for any e1,e2 € (0,1), and therefore {w®}.¢(g,1) is Cauchy in Crl?, as e — 0. It is then easy to
see from the assumptions (R)’, (A1)’ that the limit w := hH(l) w® € Cpl2, is a solution of (7.1)
e—

with initial condition w(0) = wo. O

APPENDIX A. NORMAL FORM REDUCTION IN THE NON-PERIODIC CASE

In this section, we see how to extend Theorem [I.1] to the non-periodic case.
We consider the following abstract equation:

8tw(t7 5) = /Mp eit¢mw(t7 fl)w(t, 52) T W(t, Sp) + R[w] (ta 5)7 <t7 g) S (07 T) X M7 (A].)
¢
where M is an arbitrary product of Euclidean space and integer lattice equipped with Lebesgue

and counting measures, and [ e means the integration over MP with respect to the measure
€

(& + -+ & —§)dEy - - - d€p. Here, the phase part ¢ = ¢(£,&1,...,§,) € R and the multiplier
part m = m(§,&1,...,&) € C are measurable functions on MPHL with finite values almost
everywhere. We use weighted L spaces: LE(M) := () *LP(M) for s € R and 1 < p < cc.

We say w € LL ((0,T) x M) is a solution of if the right-hand side of is well-

loc

defined as a function in L ((0,7) x M) and w satisfies (A1) in the sense of distribution. In the

following, we mainly consider the situation where both w and the right-hand side of (A.1]) belong
to C([0,T); X) for some Banach space X which is continuously embedded into L{ .(M). In this
case, a solution w is in C1([0,T]; X) and satisfies the equation (A.1]) in X for each t € [0, 7.
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Let us focus on the case [A] in Theorem [1.1] for simplicity. We shall prove the following result:

Theorem A.1. Let s € R, T > 0. Assume that Rlw] € CrL? := C([0,T); L3(M)) if w € CrL?,
and that the following estimates hold;

(R) { HR[W]HCTLg < O(llwllerr2)

[RIw] = R@| o 12 < Cllwlleprs, 1@lloprz)llw = Blloprs,
i ml o) ®) Tk
(A ] (&) w? ()] 2 < C T o™ 2

Mz (9)'% s =€ TL

P
@) [ e a6 < [l T )
3 -= —

Al

=1
£k
. p
(43) | /Mp mlw® (&) -]y < CTT lw®]] 12
13 k=1

for some § € (0, %) and some Banach space X which is continuously embedded into Llloc(./\/i)

and satisfies
w@ <w(@)] (ae £eM) = wllx < Cllwl|x-
In addition, assume one of the following conditions:

(i) If {Mp}nen is an increasing sequence of measurable subsets of M such that |, ey Mn
is of full measure, then for w € X it holds that ||x s, @l x — Oﬁ
(i) ¢(O-k_q &k &1,---, &) is locally bounded on MP.
(iil) ¢ = P(&)—>_%_; ¥(&) for some function p on M taking finite values almost everywhere.

Then, there is at most one solution to the Cauchy problem associated with (A1) in CrL2.

Remark A.2. The strategy is basically the same as the periodic case, and the only essential
difference appears in justification of formal calculations including (a) exchange of time differen-
tiation and integration in (&;), (b) application of the product rule in time differentiation. The
additional assumption (i)—(iii) in the theorem will be used for this purpose.

In the existing results for specific equations in the non-periodic setting (see, for instance, [29,
Section 4]), justification of (b) relied on the fact that the nonlinear part of the equation belongs
to CrLL for solutions in CpHZ, which ensures that the function ¢ — w(t,¢) is differentiable in
the classical sense for each fixed £. In our setting , this situation corresponds to the case
where one can take the space X so that it is embedded in C'(M).

We will justify these operations (a), (b) in an abstract setting, assuming one of the conditions
(i)—(iii). This assumption is quite general and it may be verified in many problems that have not
been considered in the literature. For instance, (ii) or (iii) is a condition on ¢ only and it allows
us to take X which may not be embedded in C'(M). The condition (iii) seems naturally satisfied
in applications to unconditional uniqueness problems for semilinear dispersive equations, and it
also admits singular dispersion relations such as the KP-type equations.

23This condition is fulfilled if X is a weighted LP space with p < oo, for instance. We see that the condition
(i) implies the following property of X (and the converse is trivial), which we will use in the proof: If a sequence
{wn }nen C X satisfies |wn| < @ and w, — 0 almost everywhere for some non-negative @ € X, then ||wy,||x — 0.
To show this, for given & > 0 we set My, = {£ : sup,,, [wi(§)] < ew(£)}. The condition implies ||x A\, wWnllx <
Cllxamm, @] x — 0, so that limsup |Jwn||x < sup [|xm,wnl|x < Ce||0]|x. Taking e — 0, we have lim ||w,||x = 0.



50 N. KISHIMOTO

Proof of Theorem[A1] Following the argument in Section [2] for the periodic case, define various
multilinear terms as follows:

NOEILO = [ m][u(t6). RO =Rl
3

k=1
and for J > 1,
I eit(;] J )
NP6 = 0 Y [ ern o [[Tm] T] w6,
TeT(J) (¢j)}_f:1€q>g) Hiﬁbj Jj=1 a€Ts0
j=1
J—1 eit(p ! j
Nl (t,€) = (1)~ > /5ex§m ﬁ[Hm]} IT w(.).
Tex(J) (¢j)}!:1€q>%% []ig7 7=t a€Tso
j=1
eit(’;‘] J ]
ROWIED = (-0 3 [ ecrry - [11w] X [ IT wt.8)]RIIt),
Tex(J) (d,j)]J:leq)S\}]F)c jl;[1¢¢j Jj=1 a€Ts bf;ﬁ’;’
’Ltd)JJrl J+1
N E) = (-1)7 3 cex(m) ] 1T w0
TEIJ+) " (7)1 el T Pua Y HZW j=t €l
j=1

where the integration over X¢(7) :={£§: T 2 a— & € M : &oor = £} is made with respect to

the measure [[,cr 6(6a — Yoh_q &g )déqr ... déar (a',...,aP denote the children of a € Tp). We

use the same notation as before: ¢/ := 3(Eay5€q1s -+ Er) with the j-th node a;j of T and its
J J

children al, ... a”, ¢/ 1= ¢! + ¢ + -+ + ¢, and for M > 1,
Cpe= {0 [0 S16M},  Pppi= {0 [0 > 16M },
O = { (¢7)_1 |16 > 16M, || > 16| (2<j < J —1), [¢7] < 16]¢" [},
Ol = { (@) | 18" > 16M, || > 166/ 2<i< )} (J>2).

By the same argument as in the periodic case, we formally derive the equation of the J-th
generation after the (J — 1)-th NFR:

(@) ZN‘” | /(zw >+§R<j>[w1<s>+N“”M<s>), (A.2)

which is satisfied by any solution w € CrL? of . Verification of the following multilinear
estimates using the hypotheses (R)—(A3) is also the same:

Proposition A.3. For any J € N and w € L2, the integrals in € appearing in Ng) [w](§),

/\/é‘]) [W](€), RD[w](€), N[w](€) converge absolutely for almost every € € M. Moreover, for
M > 1, (with ®% and ®4p defined according to M) we have

11/ "
IV 1 = N8 2 < OM O (folag + 1@12)" "]l = Bl

VG ] = NGl < | OM (lollgz + 1322)"

i o N
IRV ] = RG], < €| CM 7 (wllzz + 18122)" | C" (Il 2, 13 22)

r _11J-1 _ _ _
VO] = NOE] | < CleM (ol + @11z (lllzz + 18122)" oo = @l
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for any w,w € L%, where C,C'(-,-) > 0 are independent of J and M.

Using these estimates and choosing M appropriately, we see that N ) [w] vanishes in LP X as
J — oo and the limit equation is satisfied in L$°L?. Estimating the difference of two solutions
in L35L? with T" = min{M 1, T} (with larger M if necessary), we conclude the uniqueness on
[0,7"], as in the periodic case.

Now, we have only to justify formal calculations in the derivation of . Let w € CpL?
be a solution of (A.1)); we notice that the right-hand side of (A1), Flw] := NOw] + Rw], is
locally integrable in (0,7) x M for any w € CrL?, by (fT?)) Let us first focus on the simplest
case to see the idea: Consider justification of the following equality for each ¢ € [0, T fixed,

t p
/ dt'/ P eit/‘bme(t',fk)
0 |¢tﬂ%kf k=1
et L 1 u
:/ Mg me (t, &) — / ME ﬁme(o,gk) (A.3)
|p|>16M |p|>16M k=1
eit’d) b
—Z/ dt/ a2 W w(t', &) [T o, &) (a.e. £ € M),
|¢|>16M ;i

which is required in the derivation of the equation with J = 2. Note that the last line
of is equal to N®@[w] + R [w] by Fubini’s theorem. Since the assumptions (A1)—(A3)
show that each term in isin X = L? + X, it turns out that the equality actually holds as
functions in X.

We set

W(t, gk’)a

1~

ft,€) = Xig(e)|>16mm(E)

B
Il
—

F[W](tagk‘) H w(t,fl),
7k

M@

9(t, &) == X|pe)>160m(E)

b
Il
—

then (A.3) is rewritten as

/ * / " f(t) [ /Mp e;d) } /tt dt /Mp 59 (ae. £€M), (A4

and we shall prove it for any 0 < t; < to <T. We first assume 0 < t; < to < T, and prove (A.4)
by taking the limit A — 0 of the following identity:

/tht/ ,, ;Z)f EDE0

67' (t—h)p __ eit¢ to+h ’L(t h)¢ 1 t1+h
ﬁ/ ——f———jt+f ﬁ/ ORS ﬁ/
/tl—‘rh Mlg Zh¢ ( ) MP Z MP Z¢

First, by (A3) we have

T
I [ 15 £ Tl g <
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which implies that f € LY((0,T) x Mif) for almost every & € M. Hence,

pit—h)p _ it t2 ‘
/ dt/ —ft) » — dt/ ft)y  (h—0)
t1+h M:E Zh¢ t1 Mg

for a.e. £ by the dominated convergence theorem.

Next, we prove

ta+h t1+h eitd t=ta )
— dt/ t—— dt/ [/ - ft] in Lg,
M? ng M? qu M2 10 ®) =t

which implies almost everywhere convergence along some sequence h = h, — 0 (n — o). In

fact, the L? convergence follows once we prove that the map

ezt¢>

t o f(t) € L? (A.5)

7
M§¢

is continuous on [0, 7]. It then suffices to show
oit'®
| fD),. = 0
1, T O [, v o)l

eit'e
I1],.° 0l 0

The first limit is verified from (A1) and the continuity of ¢ — w(¢) in L2. The second one also
follows from (A1) and the estimate

eit's —eiw‘ < min1, ¢ —tllg]} _ [t~ ]2

(' — ).

i 17 ) T (e
Finally, we shall prove, along some subsequence h = h,; — 0 of {h,}, that
2 e f(t+h) — f(t)
/ dt/ p Z¢ 3 — dt/MT’ “Z’ (a.e. §). (A.6)

It is only this part that we need the additional assumption (i)—(iii). We begin by showing that
NW[w] € CrX (and hence Flw] € CrX) for w € CpL?, under the assumption (i) or (ii). As we
have just done, it is enough to verify that

P

P
H eit/‘z’m(Hw(t/,fk H (t, &k )HX - 0
Mg k=1

» (t" —t).

I (0 =e) H (&)l — 0

The first one follows from (A3) and continuity of ¢ — w(t). To verify the second limit in the

case (i), we see from (A3) and the dominated convergence theorem that the integral is bounded

by 2 [ e [m| ], [w(t, &)] € X and converges to 0 for a.e. £&. This is enough to obtain the result;
¢

see the footnote to the condition (i) in Theorem For (ii), we divide the integral over M‘g
into two regions {|¢| < L} and {|¢| > L}. On one hand, the integral over {|¢| < L} converges
for any fixed L > 0, by using |e?¥'¢ — ¢"¢| < |t — #|L. On the other hand, we can show

i | ., sl H it &)l =0, (A7)
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In fact, the relation { = > 7 _; & and local boundedness of ¢ imply that Xjg|>L < >y X|éx|>C(L)
for some increasing function C(-) with C'(L) — oo as L — oo. Then, follows from the
estimate (g3) and the fact that Hxlﬁ\ZCwHLg — 0 as C — oo whenever w € L2, Therefore, we
obtain the continuity of the map ¢ +— NV [w](t) in X.

As a consequence, under the assumption (i) or (ii), the solution w € CpL? of belongs
to C%)A(; , and in particular,
H w(t+h) —w(t)

h

Note that both of the above convergence are uniform in ¢ € [0,7]. On the other hand, we have

Jw(t + 1) = w(®)]| ; = 0, — Fl]®)||[g =0  (h—0).

P
sl (@) wP()] 5 £ min |[w®]|g ll_[l 1] o] (A.8)
I#k

from (A1) and (A2). Using these estimates, we can show the convergence in X. Since
X is continuously embedded into Llloc, this implies almost everywhere convergence along some
subsequence {h,} C {h,}.

It remains to consider the case (iii). Since 1 is finite almost everywhere, we have ||x|y> w2 —
0 as L — oo whenever w € L2. Also, when ¢(&) = (&) — Y0 _, (&) and L > 2L, it holds that
X[ (©)|<L' X|é(&)|>L < SE X|o(¢)|>L/(2p)- Then, a similar argument as for the case (ii) above
shows that, for each L' > 0 and w € CpL2, the map t — x|y () <z F[w](t,-) is continuous from
[0,7] to X. Therefore, we have

e [LEE =0 ] lg 0 -0) (A9)

uniformly in ¢, for each fixed L’ > 0. This will in turn imply

to zt¢f t+ h
i< / dt/Mp S le /t dt/Mp o D)lx =0 (k=0 (a10)

for each fixed L” > 0, which is sufficient for proving almost everywhere convergence (A.6]) along
a subsequence. To show ([A.10)), it suffices to verify the limits of

ztd) k—1 P
HXw<L”/ dt/w —m|

H w(t+h, fl)} [w(t + h, fk})b —w(t, &) —Flw](t, gk)} [ H w(t, fl’)] H;(

|¢|>16M =1 V=k+1

for k=1,2,...,p and

9 k—1
||/t dtfd)gzMeZ_(:m[l];[l w(t+h,&) - Hwt&] t&)[l,]ilﬂw(t,&/)]}lg

for kK = 2,...,p. The latter norm can be treated by the estimate and (uniform) continuity
of t = w(t). To estimate the former, let L > L” and divide the integral into three regions: (a)
(6 = (p-+ D () 1) > L, () WA > - DL and [60)] < L. 1n () we o
and the convergence ( for each fixed L, while in (b) we exploit the power ¢ in the
estimate to evaluate the norm as O(L~?) uniformly in h. In the region (c) it follows from
the restriction |1 (£)] < L” that [1(&)| > L for at least one [ # k. Then, after applying (A.8])
we have the term ||X|y|> ||, 2, Which is of o(1) as L — co by uniform continuity of ¢ — w(t).
Therefore, we obtain by taking L > L” large to make the contribution from (b), (¢) small
and then letting h — 0.
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So far, we have shown the equality for 0 < t; <ty < T. It is now easy to extend the
equality to the case t; = 0 or to = T by using continuity of the map and the dominated
convergence theorem. This establishes the desired equality for each t € [0, 7.

At the end, we see that formal calculations in the J-th generation can be justified in the same
manner. We need to establish, for each 7 € T(J), the equality

[ eeg-[[ el [a] e o
t e’ t, &) = — t, — t ——q(t',€), .
0 Xe(T) Xe(T) i =0 Jo Xe(T) i

where

1 J
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Similarly to Proposition we can deduce from (A1)—(A3) that
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These estimates substitute for (43), (A1) and (A.8), respectively. The condition (ii) implies
that Xigre)>r < > acT Xlea|>c(r) for some increasing function C(-) satisfying C'(L) — oo
(L — 00), since & is determined from its values on 75, by the relation & = Y -7_; & (a € To)
imposed in the integral over X¢(7). In the case (iii), we have ¢J(£) ZJ 1 9(6a; {a ey &) =
V(&) = D uer., ¥(6a) for & € X¢(T). Noticing these facts, we can justify the equahty
analogously to . O

Remark A.4. We can also restate Theorem [7.3] on existence of weak solutions in the non-
periodic setting. A note at technical level is that we consider the equation and Deﬁnition
in [C2°((0,T); S(M))] rather than in [C°((0,T); L2, (M))] or [C((0,T) x M)]’, where S(M)
is the Schwartz class on M (only imposing the decay in the discrete directions), so that we
can recover existence of weak solutions in the extended sense for by the inverse Fourier
transform. Since we do not use the space X for this purpose, the proof is a straightforward
adaptation of the argument for the periodic case and we omit it.
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