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ALMOST SURE LOCAL WELLPOSEDNESS AND SCATTERING
FOR THE ENERGY-CRITICAL CUBIC NONLINEAR
SCHRODINGER EQUATION WITH SUPERCRITICAL DATA

MARTIN SPITZ

ABSTRACT. We study the cubic defocusing nonlinear Schrodinger equation on
R* with supercritical initial data. For randomized initial data in H(R%), we
prove almost sure local wellposedness for % < s < 1 and almost sure scatter-
ing for % < s < 1. The randomization is based on a unit-scale decomposition
in frequency space, a decomposition in the angular variable, and — for the
almost sure scattering result — an additional unit-scale decomposition in phys-
ical space. We employ new probabilistic estimates for the linear Schrodinger
flow with randomized data, where we effectively combine the advantages of
the different decompositions.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

We consider the cubic defocusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation in four space
dimensions, i.e.

i0;u 4+ Au = |u*u on R x R?,
u(0) = f
with f € H*(R*). The equation is called defocusing because of the plus sign in

front of |u|?u. With a minus sign in front of the nonlinearity, the corresponding
equation is called focusing. The energy

E(u(t)) = /]R %|Vu(t,:1c)|2 + i|u(t,x)|4d:c

(1.1)

is conserved for sufficiently regular solutions of ([II]). Since the rescaling
u(t, z) — (N, Ax)

leaves both equation (II) and the energy invariant, problem (I.I)) is called energy-
critical.

The purpose of this article is to investigate the local wellposedness as well as the
long-time behavior of solutions of (LI with initial data below the scaling critical
regularity, i.e. with f € H*(R*) with s < 1. We prove that (L)) is almost surely
locally wellposed for initial data f € H*(R?) with 1 < s < 1 which is randomized
with respect to a certain decomposition both in frequency space and in the angular
variable. Decomposing the initial data f € H*(R*) additionally in physical space,
we show that randomizing with respect to the resulting decomposition leads to
global scattering solutions of (L)) almost surely for % <s< 1.

Key words and phrases. Nonlinear Schrodinger equation, random initial data, almost sure
wellposedness, almost sure scattering.
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The energy-critical defocusing nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS) was subject
of extensive research, which culminated in [33] and [39] in four space dimensions,
building on the fundamental work [17] in R®. In [33] 39)] it was shown that solutions
of (L)) in the energy space exist globally and scatter. More precisely, for every
f € H'(R*) there is a unique global solution u of (II)) which scatters as t — 400
and satisfies

IVullzsrs < L(E(uo)), (1.2)

where L: [0,00) — [0,00) is a non-decreasing function, see Theorem 1.1 and
Lemma 3.6 in [33]. We refer to [17, 33 B9] and the references therein for the
historical development and prior work on the energy-critical defocusing NLS.

Below the scaling-critical exponent s, = 1, problem (L)) is known to be illposed,
see [15]. However, how generic is the ill behavior of ([II]) below the scaling critical
regularity? Can one still identify large sets of initial data for which unique local
solutions, global solutions, and scattering solutions exist? One way to investigate
this question is to use randomization.

1.1. Randomization. Starting from the seminal works [4, B] and [12] [13], large
interest in random dispersive partial differential equations and a vast body of lit-
erature has developed over the last years. Therefore, we restrict our discussion to
results which are closest to this work.

In [, 2] almost sure local wellposedness of the cubic NLS on R? with d > 3 for
suitably randomized initial data f € H*(R?) was shown, where % < s < 1in the
case d = 4. We also refer to [3,[34] for improvements in the case of the cubic NLS on
R3, to [6] for the energy-critical NLS on R?, and to [29] for the energy-critical NLS
on R? with d = 5,6. The regularity threshold for almost sure local wellposedness
of the cubic NLS in R* was lowered in [20] to 1 < s < 1.

As a consequence of the local theory, conditional global results and global results
on sets with positive probability were provided in [I] and [6] for the energy-critical
NLS. Apart from the small data results, the global theory is more delicate. The first
advances in this direction were made for the wave equation. To be more precise,
almost sure global existence for the defocusing energy-critical wave equation was
shown in [31] for d = 4 and d = 5 and in [30] for d = 3.

The first almost sure scattering result for an energy-critical dispersive equation
(besides the small data theory) was given in [2I] for the defocusing energy-critical
wave equation in R* with initial data which is radially symmetric before the ran-
domization. See also [20, Appendix A] for an improvement and [§] for the case
d = 3. Building upon ideas from [21], almost sure scattering for the solutions of the
defocusing energy-critical NLS in R* with randomized radially symmetric initial
data from H*(R*) was proven in [25] for 2 < s < 1 and then improved in [20] to
% < s < 1. Very recently, almost sure scattering for randomized radially symmetric
initial data was also established for the cubic defocusing NLS on R? in [14] and [34].
While the preceding almost sure scattering results all rely on the radial symmetry
of the original data, the assumption of radial symmetry for the initial data before
randomization was removed in [7] for the defocusing energy-critical wave equation
in R%.

The main motivation of this work is to prove almost sure scattering for the
defocusing energy-critical NLS in R* without the radial symmetry assumption for
the original initial data. As a byproduct, we improve the regularity threshold for
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almost sure local wellposedness of (L)) to s > % However, we point out that we
use a different randomization technique than the aforementioned works.

In fact, all the above references cited in the context of almost sure local and
global wellposedness of the energy-critical wave equation and NLS on the full-space
except [7] and [§] employ a Wiener randomization, i.e. a randomization based on
a unit-scale decomposition of frequency space (see Subsection below for de-
tails). Nevertheless, there are other approaches. Considering the wave equation
on compact manifolds with supercritical scaling, a randomization with respect to
the decomposition in an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions of the Laplacian was
used in [I2] 13]. Similar techniques were then also employed on the full-space, see
e.g. [19, [I8, [32] and references therein, before the Wiener randomization was intro-
duced in [I, 2] and [26] and proved to be very successful on RY. The Wiener ran-
domization gives access to a unit-scale Bernstein estimate, improving the Strichartz
estimates from the deterministic setting.

More recently, a randomization with respect to a unit-scale decomposition in
physical space was introduced in [27] (see Subsection below for details) to im-
prove almost surely the known uniqueness results for the final-state problem of the
mass-subcritical NLS in L?. Roughly speaking, this randomization allows to employ
the dispersive estimate for solutions of the linear Schrédinger equation although the
data only belongs to L2. These techniques were further refined in [2§].

In [9] a randomization with respect to a decomposition in the angular variable
was introduced (see Subsection [[4] below for details). It was combined with a ran-
domization in the radial variable and a Wiener randomization to show probabilistic
global wellposedness of a wave maps type nonlinear wave equation for scaling su-
percritical data.

The interplay of the physical-space randomization from [27] and the angular
randomization from [9] was used in [36] to solve the final-state problem for the
Zakharov system in R3 almost surely.

Combinations of different randomization techniques were not only used in [9]
and [36]. In [7], where almost sure scattering for the defocusing energy-critical
wave equation without the radial symmetry assumption was shown, the Wiener
randomization was merged with the physical-space randomization to a microlocal
randomization.

For the defocusing energy-critical nonlinear Schrédinger equation, we further
add the angular randomization to prove almost sure scattering without assuming
that the original data is radially symmetric. To lower the regularity threshold for
the probabilistic local wellposedness theory, it is enough to combine the Wiener
randomization with the angular randomization.

Before we give the precise formulation of our results, we provide the details of
these randomization procedures.

1.2. Unit scale decomposition in frequency space. We fix a non-negative
bump function ¢ € C°(R*) such that ¢(x) = 1 for |z| < 1 and ¢(z) = 0 for
|z| > 2. We set

o —J)
ZmEZ4 (b(g - m)
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for all ¢ € R* and j € Z*, which yields a smooth partition of unity {1;: j € Z*}.
Introducing the operators P; by

Pif = F1 (4 ) (1.3)
for all j € Z*, where f = Ff denotes the Fourier transform of f, we thus obtain
the decomposition

f=>_ Pf (1.4)
jezl
for all f € L?(R*). Randomizing with respect to this unit scale decomposition in
frequency space yields the Wiener randomization, see e.g. [1I 2, 26].

1.3. Unit scale decomposition in physical space. To decompose a function in
physical space, we employ the same partition of unity as above. However, in order
to facilitate the distinction between the decomposition in frequency and in physical
space, we use a different notation. Set

i =1; (1.5)
for all i € Z*. We then get
f=Y woif (1.6)
i€L4
for every f € L?(R*). The physical-space randomization means the randomization
with respect to this decomposition, see [27] 28] [36].

1.4. Decomposition in the angular variable with respect to a good frame.
The last decomposition needs some preparation. We closely follow [0, [36] in our
presentation.

Recall that the spherical harmonics of degree k, i.e. the restriction of the homo-
geneous harmonic polynomials of degree k to the sphere S3, are the eigenfunctions
of the Laplacian on the sphere. The space Ej consisting of these functions has

dimension
k+3 k+1
N, = — =(k+1)>2
= (0 () e
We now fix an orthonormal frame
{bp, € L*(S*): 1€ {1,...,Ni}, k € Ng}

of L?(S3), consisting of eigenfunctions of Ags, such that there is a constant C' > 0
with
Cyq if ¢ < o0,

b <
1681l La(ss) < {O log(k) if ¢ = oo

foralll € {1,..., N}, k € N, and ¢ € [2,00]. The existence of such a frame is a
consequence of Théoreme 6 and Proposition 3.2 in [10], see also [0, Theorem 1.1]
and [11]. Following [9], we call an orthonormal basis {by;: { € {1,..., Ng}, k € No}
as above a good frame.

Now let f € L?(R*). We first rescale the Littlewood-Paley blocks to frequency 1
writing

(1.7)

g™ = (Puf) (M) (1.8)
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for every M € 2%, where Py; denotes the standard Littlewood-Paley projector
defined in Section [2] below. After transition to polar coordinates we expand the
Fourier transform of g™ in the good frame, i.e. we write

oo Ng

A chkl bkl (1.9)

k=0 i=1
where every coefficient é,]cvfl is supported in ( ,2). Theorem 3.10 in [37] thus yields

OONk

=3 > a6 / eh(p) Tk (rp)p? dp,

k=0 I=1

where aj, = i¥(27)~2 and the Bessel function J,, is given by

_ (%)M ! its 2 #
Ju(t)—m/le (1—8) ds

for all ¢ > 0 and p > —%. Moreover, Plancherel’s theorem and (L9) yield

oo Ng

g™ T2y ~ DD Nerhl e ap)- (1.10)

k=0 1=1
Scaling back to frequency M, we obtain the representation

oo Np

Py f(ro) = g™ (Mro) =Y > apM'r 1bk7l(9)/ el (p) 1 (Mrp)p* dp
k=0 I=1 0
(1.11)

of Py f in polar coordinates. Randomizing with respect to this decomposition
yields an angular randomization, see [9} [36].

1.5. Definition of the randomizations. Combining the angular decomposition
in the good frame ([LII)) with the unit-scale decomposition of frequency space
from (L4), we arrive at

OONk

Puf= Z ZZakM 1P [ *1bkl(9)/ ckl( Vi1 (Mrp)p? dp} (1.12)

jez4 k=0 1=1

For every M € 2% let (X )izt le(1,.., Ny} . keN, be a sequence of independent,
real-valued, mean-zero random variables on a probability space (22, A, P) such that
there is a constant ¢ > 0 with

/ I dufhi(w) < e (1.13)
R

forall y € R, 1 € {1,..., Ny}, k € Ny, and j € Z*, where u%w denotes the cor-
responding distributions. A sequence of independent, mean-zero Gaussian random
variables with uniformly bounded variances satisfies these assumptions, another
class of examples is given by random variables whose distributions have compact
support.



In view of (LIZ), we then define the randomization f« of f as

oo Ng

=D 2> D) X@aM 1P[ 1bk7l(9)/ooockl( ) i1 (Mrp)p? dp}

Me2Z jeZ4 k=0 1=1
(1.14)

which is understood as the limit in L2(Q, L?(R*)). As we are interested in the
scaling-supercritical regime of (ILTI), it is important to note that this randomiza-
tion does not lead to higher Sobolev regularity in general. In fact, if (92, 4,P)
is the product space of two probability spaces (21,.41,P1) and (92, .42,P2) and
X%yl(w) = X;(w1) X} (we) for all w = (w1,ws) € Q, where (X;); and (X)) ar..i
are independent and identically distributed Gaussian random variables on 1 and
Qo respectively, then f ¢ H®(R*) implies f* ¢ H*(R*) almost surely for every
s > 0. To show this statement, one first uses the arguments from the proof of [12
Lemma B.1] in wy and then employs an adaption of this proof in wy.

We next combine the randomization with respect to a unit-scale decomposition
in frequency space and a decomposition with respect to a good frame with another
unit-scale decomposition in physical space. To that purpose, we apply the decom-
position (LIZ) to ¢; f for every i € Z* and then sum over i. To fix the notation for
later use, we repeat the details of the construction.

Take f € L*(R*). For each i € Z* and M € 2% we first rescale Py/(p;f) to unit
frequency, i.e. we set

g = (Pa(if))(M1).

Using polar coordinates, we develop g} in the good frame as

oo Np

=2 i (p)bra(6

k=0 1=1

where each éﬁ/‘[ll is supported in (3,2). Applying Theorem 3.10 from [37] again, we
obtain the representation

oo Np

=S ) [ A ) e dy
k=0 I=1
with
oo Ng
~M i
ng HL2 NZZ| (p3dp)-
k=0 Il=1

Rescaling to frequency M, recalling that (¢;);cz« is a partition of unity, and employ-
ing the unit-scale decomposition in frequency space, we obtain in analogy to (L12)

oo Np

= S adt B[ ) [ A o) (o) ap)

jEZ4 k=0 =1
(1.15)

oo Np

Puf= 3 > axM P [ 7151@1(9)/ eni (p) Tur (Mrp) p? dp}

i,j€Z* k=0 [=1
(1.16)



For every M € 27 we take a sequence of independent, real-valued, mean-zero ran-
dom variables (X%,k,z)i,jez4,le{1,...,Nk},keNo on a probability space (2,4, P) such
that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 with

/ e d#%,k,z(@ <t
R

forally e R, 1 € {1,..., N}, k € Ng, and 4,5 € Z*, where u%7k7l is the distribution
of X% k1~ Considering (LI6), we define the second randomization of f as

OONk

=000 0 2 > X @a M

Me2Z 4,574 k=0 [=1
P {r—lbk,l(e)/ e (p) Jrgr (Mrp) p? dp] (1.17)
0

Again, this randomization does not imply higher Sobolev regularity in general:
Assume that (9, A4,P) is the product space of (Q;,4;,P;), ¢ = 1,2,3, and that
XM (@) = Xj(w1) X (w2)X;(ws) for all @ = (w1, wa,w3) € Q, where (X;);,
(X éwl) M.k.1, and (X;); are independent and identically distributed Gaussian random
variables on Q1, Qs, and 3, respectively. One can then show that for s > 0,
>iezs Xi(ws)gif € H¥(R*) for all ws from a subset of Q3 with positive measure
implies that ¢; f belongs to H*(R*) for all i € Z*. Applying adaptions of the proof
of [12, Lemma B.1] successively in w3, wa, and wy, we obtain that if f ¢ H*(R%),
then f< ¢ H*(R*) almost surely for every s > 0.

1.6. Main results. The first main result states that the energy-critical cubic NLS
in four dimensions is almost surely locally wellposed for scaling-supercritical initial
data from H*(R*) with 1 < s < 1. As usual, the sign in front of the nonlinearity
does not affect the local theory and the result applies to both the defocusing and
the focusing equation. We refer to ([2.5]) below for the definition of the function
space X (I) appearing in the theorem, which is a subspace of L?(1, Biz(R‘l)).

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < s < 1. Take f € H*(R) and let f* denote the randomiza-
tion of [ defined in (LI4). Then for almost every w € ) there is an open interval
I containing 0 and a unique solution

u € e fe 4 O(I, HY(RY) N X (1)
of the cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation
i0,u + Au = +|u|?u,
u(0) = f«.
For the proof we set u(t) = "2 f* + v(t) and study the forced cubic NLS
10,0 + Av = +|F +v|*(F +v),
v(0) = vo

(1.18)

(1.19)

for the nonlinear part v. We develop a suitable functional framework in which
we prove local wellposedness for (LI9), which then implies Theorem [ if the
linear evolution e f« almost surely fulfills the assumptions on the forcing F. For
the latter, it is crucial to exploit that the randomization improves the space-time

integrability of '*2 ¢ in various ways.



For example, the Wiener randomization implies a unit-scale Bernstein inequality
which allows to move from high spatial integrability to lower spatial integrability
without losing derivatives. Combined with the standard deterministic Strichartz
estimates, we obtain almost surely much better space-time integrability of the linear
flow. This improvement was combined with the bilinear refinement of Strichartz
estimates in [I} 2] to prove almost sure local wellposedness of (ILI8]) with initial data
from H*(R*) with 2 < s < 1. The regularity threshold was lowered to + < s < 1
in [20] by the use of local smoothing estimates.

In this work, we make use of a new mechanism to gain regularity for the nonlinear
part of the equation. We show that, as in the case of the wave equation [9] [36],
the angular randomization gives access to Strichartz estimates with (almost) the
same range of exponents as for the radial Schrodinger equation. In the Schrédinger
case, however, we can choose space-time norms which gain derivatives by scaling.
In fact, we can gain %— derivatives in that way. Using the optimal norms both
for the homogeneous and the inhomogeneous estimate, we increase the regularity
by $— derivatives. In contrast to [20], where maximal function estimates had to
be employed, the combination of the Wiener and the angular randomization is so
flexible that we do not lose any derivatives when closing the estimates. Although
the local smoothing norms lead to a higher regularity gain, we thus obtain the lower
threshold of % Consequently, a key observation for the proof is the probabilistic
estimate for el*® f with the randomization (I.14)) in Proposition[3.4, where we show
that we can exploit the advantages of the Wiener and the angular randomization
simultaneously.

We next come to our second main result which establishes almost sure scattering
for solutions of (L) with randomized initial data from H*®(R*) with 2 < s < 1,
where the randomization from (LI7) is applied. In particular, we do not assume
that the initial data before the randomization is radially symmetric.

Theorem 1.2. Let % < s < 1. Take f € H*(R*) and let f* denote the ran-
domization of [ from ([LID). Then for almost all @ € Q there is a unique global
solution

u € 2 4 C(R, HY(RY)) N X (R)

which scatters both forward and backward in time, i.e., there exist vo € H' (R%)
such that
. N
i [u(t) — A (2 ) | = 0.

For the proof of this result, we follow the same strategy as [211 [25] 20, [7]. Starting
from the local wellposedness theory of (II9), we develop a perturbation theory
in the corresponding functional framework, which yields a conditional scattering
result: If the energy of v, i.e. E(v), is bounded on its maximal interval of existence,
the solution exists globally and scatters both forward and backward in time. See
Proposition [5.3] for the precise formulation. The proof of Theorem [[.2] thus reduces
to the task of controlling the energy of v. We point out that the energy of v is not
conserved as v is not a solution of the cubic NLS.

To control the energy of v, we then estimate the energy increment 0. F(v(t)).
The most difficult term we get with this approach is [|(VF)(Vv)v?||piz:. If one
only has the energy to estimate the factors involving v, one is led to control VF in
LiL®.



In [25] and [20] this problem is overcome by not only invoking the energy to con-
trol v but also a Morawetz type inequality to avoid this L} L%°-estimate. Both the
energy and the Morawetz term are then controlled by a double bootstrap argument.
However, this approach led to place VF' in spatially weighted spaces which in turn
required to randomize radially symmetric data so that the linear flow satisfied the
assumptions on F' almost surely. This led to almost sure scattering for solutions
of (L) with Wiener-randomized radially symmetric initial data from H*(R*) with
5<s<1in[28] and § < s <1 in [20].

In order to get rid of the radial symmetry assumption, we indeed only use the
energy to estimate the factors involving v in |[(VF)(Vo)v?||1111, assuming that
VF belongs to L}L. Hence, the key ingredient in the proof of Theorem is
to show that Ve'*2 f® belongs to L} L almost surely. In fact, this is the only
condition on F' for which we need the randomization (I.I7) in order that the linear
flow of the randomized data satisfies it almost surely. For all other assumptions the
randomization (ILI4]) would suffice.

To estimate Ve'*2 f< in L} L3°, we exploit that the randomization (LIT) yields
the same improved decay of the linear flow as the pure physical-space randomization
in [28] [36] (see Proposition B.6]). On the other hand, we can still gain regularity for
the linear flow as for the randomization (II4) (see Proposition [B4). However, we
cannot exploit the different advantages simultaneously but we have to interpolate
between the different effects, which leads to the regularity restriction s > %

Remark 1.3. In [7], almost sure scattering for the cubic nonlinear wave equa-
tion in R* without radial symmetry was shown using a randomization based on a
unit-scale decomposition in physical and frequency space, i.e. (LI7)) without the
randomization in the angular variable. In contrast to the nonlinear wave equation,
the energy of (LI) does not control the time derivative of the solution and the
(almost sure) regularizing effect of the linear Schrédinger flow we obtain from the
randomization in the angular variable is an important component in the proof of
the almost sure scattering result. On the other hand, using randomization (II7)
for the cubic defocusing nonlinear wave equation in R*, one can lower the regularity
threshold for almost sure scattering from [7] with a much simpler proof, see [35].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we fix some nota-
tion, introduce the functional framework for the forced equation (LI9]), and collect
several deterministic estimates which will be used in the following. The crucial
probabilistic estimates for the linear Schrodinger flow with data randomized with
the techniques introduced in this work are presented in Section Bl The almost sure
local wellposedness theory is developed in Section @l The perturbation theory and
the conditional scattering result are derived in Section In Section [ we then
prove the almost sure scattering result.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section we fix some notation, collect several deterministic estimates, and
introduce the functional framework for the local wellposedness theory of the forced

cubic NLS ([T9).

2.1. Notation. We write A < B if there is a constant C' > 0 such that A < CB
and A~ Bif A< Band B < A.



Fix an even function ng € C°(R) such that 0 < ny < 1, no(z) = 1 for |z| < 3,
and no(x) = 0 for 2| > £. For every dyadic number N € 2% we define the symbols

X (&) = mo(€l/N) = mo2IEl/N),  x<n(§) =mo(lEl/N)

as well as the standard Littlewood-Paley projectors
Pnf=F"'(xnf),  Penf=F 'xenf)

where f = F f denotes the Fourier transform of f. We always use upper case letters
(which represent a dyadic number) to indicate a Littlewood-Paley projector, while
a lower case letter (representing an element of Z?) refers to the operators introduced
in (I3). We further define the fattened Littlewood-Paley projectors

Py = Z Pys.
| log, (M/N)|<4

Let p, u € [1,00] and set LP(0,00) = LP((0,00),r® dr). We will employ the spaces
LPL*(R*), anisotropic in the radial and the angular variable, which are defined by

the norms
[ele] P 1
= O de) " “r3dr)”
lerns = ([ ([ 17600 a0)" s ar)

with the usual adaptions in the case p = 0o or y = o0.
Let I C R be an interval. If X is a function space over R* with norm || - || x, we
write || - [|Lax for the norm

iz = ([ 17015 )

of LY(1,X) without specifying the underlying interval I if it is clear from the
context. If we want to highlight the time interval, we write || f|| ax.

We use the standard homogeneous Besov space B;z (R*) as well as the Besov-type
spaces B? ))2(R4) and B® (I x R*) defined by the norms

(pse 4,(p,),2
1 1
3 2
1, = (D N*IPvAIE) s sy = (D N IPFs)
Ne2? o Ne2”z
1
2
lolle: = (32 N*IPvglyerey)
Ne2z
for s € R. Finally, we set BS (I x R*) = By o2 % R*) in the case p = p.

2.2. Deterministic estimates. We start by collecting the Strichartz estimates we
will employ later. To that purpose we recall that in dimension d = 4 a pair (g, p)
is Schrodinger admissible if

2 4

2<¢,p< o0, -+-=2

q P
We then have the classical Strichartz estimates, see [24], where we denote the dual
exponent of an integrability exponent p by p’.
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Lemma 2.1. Let I CR be an interval and to € I. Let (q,p), (4,p) be Schridinger

5 ||g||LflL£,'

admissible. Then
ita < H / (=2 () d ’
fe f||L§L£ S fllze, S Lore
Besides the standard Strichartz estimates, we also use the ones in spherically
averaged spaces. Therefore, we also consider the extended range
1 7,1 1 14
< —(— - —), (¢,p) # (2, g) (2.1)

2 < < -

>q,P>00, ¢ -2\

for exponent pairs (g,p). We obtain the following estimate
. ) be Schrodinger

Lemma 2.2. Let I C R be an interval and to € I. Let (
admissible and (q,p) satisfy (1)) with ¢ > ¢'. Then

t
i(t— —2_4
H/ it s)APNg(s)ds’ S N2 Prgll g
to .

LILE

for all N € 22,
(2.2)

Proof. As (G, p) satisfies (21)), Theorem 1.1 in [22] yields
e Pofll gz S IPof 22

for every f € L%(R*). Applying LemmaZlfirst and then the dual estimate of (Z2)

LiLe ~ H/ _1SAP09 dSH < HPOQHLQ ﬁp 2

we infer
H/ei(t_s)APog(s) ds’
I
Employing the Christ-Kiselev lemma (see [16] [38]) and rescaling to frequency N
O

the assertion follows.
We next turn to a square function estimate which will be crucial in the proof of

our probabilistic estimates in Section
Lemma 2.3. Let p,u € [2,00). Then for every p € [2,p] we have

1
2
(> 1P Sl ggs
JEZA

Proof. We first assume that f is a Schwartz function. In the proof of Lemma 2.8

s

in [25] it was shown that
(2.3)

(191|132,

(T psr) <

JEZA
where 1) is the inverse Fourier transform of the function v from Subsection .2l We

define p € [1,00) by
1 1 1
So1- 2(— - —).
p p p

Applying Young’s convolution estimate for spherically averaged spaces, see

Lemma 3.2 in [23], we obtain
S IﬁmeIIIfI IIQg s SISl gzens
L7 Lg

2
ey SWAIPIEg g %

(3 mrr)’
jezs
11




where we used that

sup [$(rf)| = sup [(x)] < (14777 sup (1+ [2*)*[(2)] S (1 +7%)7°

0es3 |z|=r |z|=r

for all r > 0 since 1) is a Schwartz function.
The assertion of the lemma then follows by approximation. (I

2.3. Framework for the forced cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation. In
this subsection we introduce the functional setup in which we develop the local
wellposedness and the perturbation theory for the forced cubic NLS (II9). The
involved norms depend on a fixed small parameter 0 < § < 1. In the proof of
Theorem [[T] it will be chosen in such a way that % + 60 < s, where % <s<lis
the regularity parameter from that theorem. We further set v = 1—76(5.

The norms are defined dyadically. Let I C R be an interval. For vy of spatial
frequency N, i.e. having spatial Fourier support in Ay = I x {£ € R*: N/2 <
|€] < 2N}, we set

lvnllxyy = Nllonll 1 2 + Nljnlpzps (2.4)
LS L
for all N € 2Z. We then define
1
2
lollxay = (D2 IPvolleen) (2:5)

Ne2z

For the right-hand sides we introduce the norms

hn Nl (ry = inf (N|IAS |12 + N7 (R )

L 1+2(5 L2 9+45 L2

for all N € 2%, where supp hy C An and the infimum is taken over all h%) and

hs\?) with hy = h(l) + h(z) and supp fL(l) , Supp ﬁ(z) C Ayn. We set

e = (3 1PxblZ, )

Ne2zZ
Note that we obtain

”eitA itA

vollxry S llvoll g (2.6)

from Lemma P-1] as (% %) and (2,4) are Schrodinger admissible. Moreover, since
(1 225a E_ 6) satisfies (m]) and

UO”LgOHl + lle

Lemma 2.J] and Lemma imply

¢ ¢
H / e =2 (s) ds .+ H / e =2 (s) ds
to LyH! to

Finally, we use the norms

4., 4.,
IEN vy = NTT(N >4‘$IIFNII s 4 + NT(N)| Fy|
0

< ||k . 2.7
o SIhllew- @7

4
3
L3075

1
(v >7||FN||L§L5% + (V) Ex 28)

1
5
Ly LZ®

12



for Fiy with supp Fy € Ay and
1
3
IFllvay = (D2 IPNFI )
Ne2z
for the forcing term.

3. PROBABILISTIC ESTIMATES

In this section we derive the improved space-time estimates for the linear
Schrédinger flow with data randomized with respect to the decompositions in fre-
quency space and the angular variable or in frequency space, the angular variable,
and physical space.

A crucial tool is the following large deviation estimate, which we formulate as in
Lemma 3.1 in [12].

Lemma 3.1. Let (Xy)ren be a sequence of independent, real-valued, mean-zero
random variables on a probability space (2, A, P) with distributions (k)i such that
there is a constant ¢ > 0 with

/memwz
R

for all v € R and k € N. Then there is a constant C > 0 such that

[l g, <OVE(S )’
keN kEN

for all (cx)ren € 12(N) and 8 € [2,0).

In the analysis of the randomization (ILIT), we will also need Lemma 3.3 from [36]
since the Littlewood-Paley operators do not commute with the physical-space ran-
domization. In [36], it was formulated in three dimensions, but neither the state-
ment nor the proof depend on the dimension. Similar estimates have previously
appeared in [7], 20].

Lemma 3.2. Let 1 <p < oo, M,N € 2V with |log, %[ > 5, 1,I' € Z*, D > 0, and
(¢1)ieza the partition of unity from (LH). Then

et Par (v )l e + lleiP<oo (v Flle Sp (=) fllze, (3.1)
| Prs (i Py f)lle So MTP NP fllLe, (3.2)
| Par(rPeo-sar f)llee S M2 fllLe, (3.3)

for all f € LP(R*), where the implicit constants are independent of M, N,l and I'.

The estimates from the above lemma imply the following corollary, which is
suitable for our applications. It is analogous to Corollary 3.4 in [36] where the case
s = 1 was treated but we provide the details of the proof as we consider general
regularities s here.

Corollary 3.3. Let p € [2,0), s > 0, and (v1)1eze be the partition of unity
introduced in ([LH). We then have

M) Prr (i)l g2 S 1S e

for all f € H*(R?).
13



Proof. We first consider M € 2% with M < 2% Using Bernstein’s and Hélder’s
inequalities combined with |supp ¢;| < 1 for all [ € Z*, we infer
S S 4 7% S 4
[0)* Par(uf) o S M) M7 oif s € (M) Ml f gz
4
S M) M7 | f] 2 (3.4)

~

Next fix M € 2% with M > 2°. We observe that
||PM(Sle)||ll2L£/ S ||PM((plPMf)||ll2L£' + ”PM(SDlPSOf)Hl%Lg/

> I1Pu@Py Dl (3.5)

Ne2
|logy (M/N)|>5

For the first term on the right-hand side we estimate
1Par (e Par )z < lorPar fllizzz < 11 Parf ez,

where we again used Holder’s inequality combined with | supp ¢;| < 1 for all [ € Z*.
To treat the sum on the right-hand side of [B.5), we first set @ = >, 74 1, _j<1 Pm

so that ¢; = 1 on the support of ¢; for every | € Z*. Applying Lemma 3.2, we
obtain

1Prr(er Py )l < D 1P (P (e )

ezt
1 1
S D 1PulePu (v NI, lePr(er I,
= ’ ’
S Y MIPNTPU=U) G f Ly
ez

for all N € 2" with |log,(M/N)| > 5 and | € Z* with a constant D > s. Exploiting
that (x — 1) < (I —1") for all x € supp @y as well as |supp @ | < 1 for all I € Z2,
we get

1Prr(@rPy )l S > MTPN-P0=1) "0l f 2
ezt
S MTEPNTPA-1) T = )0 f | S MTPNTP e = 1) 70|
ezt

Taking the [>-norm in [ and summing over N € 2N with log,(M/N) > 5, we arrive
at

S PPN gy M Pz

Ne2V
|logy (M/N)|>5

Arguing in the same way for the second term on the right-hand side of ([B3.3]), we
get

1Pas (01 P<of)llz o S M2 F N 22
Inserting these estimates in (B8] and multiplying with (M)*, we conclude

IKM)* Prr (i)l S (M| Parfllcz + (M)* M~ f 2. (3.6)
14



Finally, we take the [>norm in (3.6) over M € 2% with M > 2° and the /2-norm
in 34) over M € 2% with M < 2%, which yields the assertion of the corollary as
D > s. 0

We now turn to the improvements in space-time integrability of the linear
Schrédinger flow with randomized data. We first consider the effect of the ran-
domization with respect to the decomposition in frequency space and the angular
variable. It allows us to move from high integrability spaces to spaces of lower
integrability without losing regularity. Unlike the case of the pure Wiener ran-
domization, the lower integrability threshold is not dictated by the Schrodinger
admissibility condition, but by ([2I) as we can make use of Strichartz estimates in
that range of exponents due to the additional randomization in the angular variable.

In the deterministic setting, Strichartz estimates for the range (2.1]) are obtained
in spherically averaged spaces, i.e. in spaces with weaker angular integrability,
see [22]. Exploiting that one can take an orthonormal basis of L?(S®) consisting
of spherical harmonics, these estimates reduce to uniform estimates for a family of
Bessel functions. In fact, the Strichartz estimates in spherically averaged spaces
are reduced to the estimate

1T (M)l gz < Nbllzz (3.7)

uniformly in k, see (2.7) in [22], where the operators Ty ! are defined by
T (h)(tr) = 7! / 7 Jip1 (rp)xan (0)h(p)o* dp (3.8)
0

for all k € Ny and h € L?(0, 00). Due to the randomization in the angular variable,
we can make use of estimate (3.1)).

In order to optimally exploit the advantages of the randomization in frequency
space and the angular variable as described above, it is crucial that we do not
rely on the unit-scale Bernstein inequality as it is typically done in the case of the
Wiener randomization, but employ the square function estimate from Lemma [2.3]
to move from high to low integrability spaces.

Finally, we note that the additional randomization in physical space does not
undermine the above advantages so that we obtain the same set of estimates for
the linear Schrodinger flow with data randomized with respect to the decomposition
in frequency space, the angular variable, and physical space.

Proposition 3.4. Let ¢,py € [2,00) such that (g, po) satisfies 1) and let s > 0
and s' € R.
(i) Take f € H*(R*) and let ¢ be its randomization from ([LI4)). Then there
is a constant C' > 0 such that
(V) eitAfw” P < C\/BH<V>S Fllge
Lo a,(p,n),2
fOT all B € [15 OO), pe [pOa CZO)7 and JIRS [2700)
(ii) Take f € H*(R*) and let f* be its randomization from (LIT). Then there
is a constant C' > 0 such that
[(V)? eitAfGJH PR T < C\/E||f”HS+S/
Lv?Bq,(p,u)ﬂo
fOT all B € [15 OO), pe [pOa OO), and JURS [2700)
15



Proof. Since () is a probability space, it is enough to show the assertions for g >

max{q, p, p} > 2.
(i) By definition and Minkowski’s inequality, we have

’. A
12 B e

“a,(p,p),2
1
’ 2 +2+i_2 itA 2
NH( Z (M) M2+ at 5672 || Pyrel® fﬂﬁgaug) L
Me2z ¢
1
’ 2 2,4 o : 2
S ( > (M)* M (+itss )||PM€1tAfw||2L£L?L£LS> '
Me2?

Therefore, it is enough to prove
244 : -
Mq+p° 2||PMeltAfw||L§L§££L§ 5 \/B”PMJCHL2 (3-9)

for all M € 2% with an implicit constant independent of M.
We recall from the definition of f in (II4]) that

=00 M

Me2?
where we use the notation
0o Ni
fM’w: ZZZX%@,Z(W)L%J, fg%,zzpjfzﬁv

JEZA k=0 I=1
foi(rg) = akM_lr_lka(G)/ enh(p) Jisr (Mrp) p* dp.
0

Recall from Subsection [[1] that the Fourier transform of f%c,l is supported in the
annulus {4 < |¢| <2M}. In particular, we have

PMeitAfw _ PMeitA(f%,w + fM,w + fQM,w)'
Consequently, for (3.9)) it is enough to prove
2442 itA oM,
M7 »o ||€1t f WHLEL;?LQL'; 5 \/B||PMf||L2 (3-10)
for every M € 2%. Applying Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma 3.1 we obtain

itA itA itA
e fM’w”Lnggng < \/Blle‘t f;%,l”L;?LriLgl;k’l < \/BHPjelt fl??l”li,lLfﬁﬁLg‘l?-

(3.11)
We next employ Lemma with pp on the right-hand side which yields
1P iz aczrme < €™ flille pogro s (3.12)
We thus obtain (BI0) from BII) and (BI2) if we show
244 o
Mt w02 e pgerors S IParf|re. (3.13)

We recall from (L8) that g™ = (Pyf)(M~!-) and we also rescale féwl to unit
frequency by setting g% = f,%(M_l-), ie.

4(r6) = s 0ul0) [ ()i (o) dp. (3.14)
0

16



By scaling, (313)) is equivalent to

1 g8 ez rg < llg™ e (3.15)

Since g} has unit frequency and thus "¢} = Pyoe™®gM it is enough to show

||P2°€itAgl{c\,4l||liylL§£foL’g S g™l (3.16)

in order to prove (BIH). Theorem 3.10 in [37] and ([BI4]) imply that we have the
representation

(Pyoe!™gi)(rf) = ar™"by1(6) / xao (p)e ™7 el (p) T (rp)p* dp
0
= arbi (0)T5 T (eph) (t,7)

with 75 from (B8). Employing property (I7) of the good frame, estimate (B.7)
for T¥+!, and (IZI0), we infer

A k k
||P2061t 91%”12 JLicrork S S bk Ty +1(Ckl)”l2 JLIchorl S S T +1(Ckl)”li,LL§££0
< ”ék,lHliJLf, < ”Ck,lHli’lﬁg < ||9 ||L37

ie. (BI6). In view of our reductions, we conclude the assertion of part (i).
(ii) For the second part we first note that

KV (iDlliz s S Npifllizgorer S NSl goser

by Corollary B3 It is therefore enough to prove

IO e
[(V)* e wa st 2pd 2 O \/_H ||12H )

@ q(pu)2

which follows in the same way as part (i). O

In view of the definition of the Y (I)-norm, we are particularly interested in the
following estimates we obtain from the previous proposition. Note that choosing
L? in time allows us to gain %— derivatives for the linear flow.

Corollary 3.5. Let s >0, s €R, and 0 < § < 1. Take f € H*(R*) and let f*
and f denote its randomization from (LI4)) and (LIT), respectively.

(i) There exists a constant C' > 0 such that
) e 220, g —gs + V)T €21 Lo T CVBINVY fll -

2
LthB(p 0,2 5.(P,1),2

for all p € [, 50), f € [1Z5,00), 1 € [2,00), and B € [1,00).
(i1) There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

BTV TN
I 217 erggo I 27 g < OVBISlgen

@t (p,p),2

forallp€[5 = )pe[l 5,00), pt € [2,00), and 3 € [1,00).

Proof. Note that L2(I, Bf* N " (RY)) = B;JZ; )%2 (I x R*) for any time interval I.

Since (2, &%) and (%, 25) both satisfy (Iﬂ]) the assertions follow from Proposi-
tion B.4] applied with pg = 575 and Py = 175. U
17



We are now ready to provide the improvement in space-time integrability of the
linear flow e'*2 f¢ with data randomized in frequency space, the angular variable
and in physical space which originates in the unit-scale decomposition in physical
space. We obtain the same set of estimates as for the pure physical-space ran-
domization, see [36] [28]. Hence, the additional randomization in frequency space
and the angular variable does not impair the improvements of the physical-space
randomization.

Proposition 3.6. Let s € R with s > 0. Take q € [1,00), p € [2,00), and o > 0
such that

Pick f € H*(R*) and let f* denote its randomization from (LIT). Then there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that
172 o sy, < CVBIS e
for all B € [1,00).
Proof. As Q is a probability space, it is enough to show the assertion for 5 >

max{p,q} > 2.
We first recall from the definition of f* in (II6) that

f&,’: Z fM,G)
Me2z
with

oo Ng

Mo _ M
e = Z ZZ Mk @ s M e =Pif

i,j€74 k=0 1=1
z 1 - * My
flg=aM 1bk,l(9)/ e (0)Tksr(Mrp)p® dp.
0

We further recall from (10 that

oo Np

=> > fe

k=0 l=1

Since the support of the Fourier transform of f* is contained in {4 < |¢| < 2M},

we first observe that
”taeitAwaLﬁL‘[Il B B, < H( Z M?sHtU 1tAwa||L )

B
Lol o0

Applying Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma B, we thus infer
itA £ itA p. FM
[[t7 e JM”L@L% ) Bi < [[E7 M et iji,k,l”L 12 122

c0)'M i,,k,1

< [t M AP kl”L 12,12L212 12" (3.17)

[1,00) MY

We next want to estimate the lf——norm. In order to not lose the summability in [ and
k, we cannot simply apply Minkowski’s inequality in p and Lemma 2.3 Instead,
we note that by ([23) and Young’s inequality we have

. ~ -~ . ~ 1 - . ~ 1
1P, F e S G0« €2 522 g, = 191 « € P2l 11

18



o 1 N 1 N
SIOIE M2 1Py S 1 Rz, (318)

Using the definition of ég/lll, Theorem 3.10 in [37], and rescaling, we further obtain
the representation

MATM 1 (r0) = a7 / eI N () T (M) dp)| - b (6)
0

=: d%c,l(tv 7‘) . ka(@),

oo Ng oo N
APy (if)(r0) = Y A 0) =D D Al (6 7)bra(6).
k=0 I=1 k=0 I=1

In particular, (d%ﬂﬁl(t, 7))k are the coefficients of e* Pys(p; f)(r-) expanded in the
orthonormal basis (bg ) of L?(S?). Parseval’s identity thus yields

%18z, = €™ Pag (i f) ()| -

Applying Minkowski’s inequality, property (7)) of the good frame, and Holder’s
inequality on the sphere, we therefore derive
itA FM M M itA
e fikallize , S Wik - beillerz p S Idigilleze , S e Pareif)ll o
S e Par(pif) | e (3.19)

The dispersive estimate further implies that

4

e Par(if)lee S 27 | Par(pif)ll Ly
for all ¢ > 0. Combining this estimate with (319), B18)), B1T), and Corollary[B.3]

we arrive at

||tgeitAf®||Lleq B 5 ||tgt_2+%MSPM(@if)

[1,00) 7 P2 ”L?l,oo)l?vrl?[’gl
o944
= 1725 g M Py (@il g S 1 e
where we also used the assumption on ¢, p, and ¢ in the last step. O

While the randomization in frequency space and the angular variable worked
together perfectly in Proposition[3.4] the advantages of the physical-space random-
ization cannot be used simultaneously in the same way. In order to make use of all
the advantages, one thus has to interpolate between the different estimates. This
allows us to derive the following estimate, which is the decisive ingredient in the
proof of almost sure scattering in Section

Proposition 3.7. Let s > % Take f € H*(R*) and let f* denote its randomization
from (LIT). Then there is a constant C' > 0 such that

||veitAf&||LgL%L;o < C\/B”f”HS
for all g € [1,00).

Proof. We fix 0 < § < 1 such that

5
?+25<S

and set n = 20. Note that
IV £ e S (V)PVEH2 9]
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o o
1A gy + 1€ sy (3.20)

o

where we used Sobolev’s embedding in the first estimate.
We split the time interval into R = (—o0,1] U (—=1,1) U [1,00). Using Holder’s
inequality and Corollary we estimate on (—1,1)
itA pio . < itA pio . < itA e
||€ f ”LgLLm)B;s ~ ||e f ”LgL?,l,l)B;;‘ ~ ||6 f H

SV ae8s S VBIflae. (3.21)

For the estimate on [1,00), we first observe that Holder’s inequality implies

1

|| 1tAfw|| 1+6 _ ( Z N2+25||PNeitAf&;”i%)§
3 z

Ne2?
1
:(Z(N2+25+%(1+2i—”n)”PNeitAf@Hi )2 (N2+25*7||P 1tAfw||2 )L>2
Ne2Z *

16 4254 2 i popz \ O 2426 i oz ) PO\
g((Zuw [Pyt ) (3 NER B A o) )
Ne2Z Lz Ne2Z Lz

_qpitA itA 5o
= AR e T I %,
3 2 52
Applying Holder’s inequality in time, we thus obtain
itA @ o itA itA
€ Ny, G TP s v
i P52
. -~ 2—m .
< e ) 3 i 2
~ 8+5+ '3:1 545
LﬁL[21 o) T8 2 e LgLflvm)Bég
. ~ -~ 14tm
< |leitA f@ = T R ) 3.22
SIEAE T o iyl i, ad (3.22)

Recalling that n = 26 < 1, Corollary now shows that
GA G
||€1t fw” B7 248 6+T’7—+———a N\/—HfH % Qo+ 20— 0 < \/_”f”HS
: %,2

while Proposition gives

#3555 it 52

505 SVBIN 4316 S VBIS 1
8,2

5

L?rz2

f1,00)

as

In view of (B:22]), we conclude that

1S g n, s S VB £l (3.23)
;00 5>
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By time reversal, we also obtain ([B.23]) with [1, c0) replaced by (—o0, 1]. In combi-
nation with [B:21)), we thus arrive at

122 g py s S VB £l
8,
Analogously, we infer
”eitAf&HLgL}BIS ) 5 \/BHfHH*v
8

which finishes the proof in view of B20). O

4. ALMOST SURE LOCAL WELLPOSEDNESS

In this section we prove the local wellposedness of the forced cubic NLS (I.19)
in the functional framework of Subsection 23] for forcing terms F € Y (R). We
obtain €*2 f¢ € Y(R) almost surely from Corollary so that Theorem [[.1]is an
immediate consequence.

For the rest of this section, we fix 0 < § < 1 and set v = 1—765. The key ingredient
in the proof of the local wellposedness theory is the following set of trilinear esti-
mates, which arise from the cubic nonlinearity in the G(I)-norm. After frequency
localizing the inputs and ordering them by the size of the frequency, we then place
those trilinear terms where v appears at highest frequency in the L} L2-component
of the G(I)-norm and estimate them by a combination of deterministic Strichartz
estimates and Bernstein’s inequality. If the forcing F' appears at highest frequency,

we place the corresponding trilinear terms in the L} £2° Lg-component of the
G(I)-norm, which gains %— derivatives. We then estimate the forcing part of high-
est frequency in a space which gains another %— derivatives in the probabilistic
setting.

Lemma 4.1. Let N, Nl,NQ,Ng S 2Z with N S N1 and Ng S N2 S Nl. We then

1

2
11 Iy, V2]l xn, 1 F5 v, > (4-6)

1
|

e
+
X

=

3

A

N%+U||F1’U2F3|| 2 1
L

4
1+25 p9+95 72
t Ly LB

A

44y
N7 ||F1F2UB||L3%S£3IT4SL§

[Py, 1 F2 v, ll0sllx o, > (4.7)

B(ES
+
AN

\it‘l:-

Ne———’ N~ N~

1
7
EL [y, (2l v, [ Fsllya,  (4-8)

A

have
N\ /N3\ 3
Nlvwswslzyez < (57) (72) Tl el sl (41)
N\ / N3\ 1-26
NlowaPlns £ (5) (7)) Ionlbew, ol 1Bl . (42)
N\ /N3\7
NloFooslizz: £ (57) (5) T Torllxs 1B llvag s, (43)
N\ /N3y 2+v
NoFoFsllee < (57) (57) Ioalbew, 1Bl | Bl (44)
4
44y N\ 7tV N3 g
NEFswnl g, S (57) T () I el sl (49
(%)
Ny
(%)
N
(%)
Ny

Nt | P FFs|| o
L

14
1+25 p9+5 72
t l:T LB
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for allv; € Xn,(I x R*), F; € Yn,(I x R*), and time intervals I C R, where all
the space-time norms are taken over I x R*.

Proof. We first note that by interpolation between the individual parts of the Y-
norms and Holder’s inequality on the sphere, we obtain

44v 1
NTUND PNl ceceny S WEjllv,. (NDTIE 5, SIE vy, (49)

for all p € [4:,28], € [1,3], and j € {1,2,3}. Interpolatmg between these two
estimates next and using Holder’s inequality on the sphere again, we get
14y
NPNDPIRN 2 S 1Bl (1.10)
t L)

for all p € [2,28], € [1, 1], and j € {1,2,3}.

All the estimates in the lemma follow from a combination of Holder’s inequal-
ity, Bernstein’s inequality, estimates ([@9) and (£I0), and interpolation between

1 2
L; Ly ° and L?L%. For [ we infer in this way

NHUIU?UBHL,}Lg < N||U1||L$Lg||v2||L§L§ ||U3||L§Lg°

N Ns\ 3
< (%)) N1||v1||L3L3Nz||v2||LngN3||v3||L?L;T2

N\ /N;
< (w)( Nz) ol x, o2l sl -

For ([£2)) we find

NllvrvaFsllprpe S N||U1||L§Lg||v2”LtIT225Li ||F3||L§ .

N3\ 1-26
= 25L1+25 (E)

N
5(N)N1||v1||LzL4N2||v2|| 1Bl y s
LY L

1-25

N\ /N3
S (3r) () ol el [ Fslv,
To prove (L3), we estimate
Nllv1Fovs|lpizz < N||U1||

12l zrzsllosll g 5145
t L

N3\ 7
=% (ﬁz) N3||U3||L§L%

2 L} 1+25

N =4v
5(E)Nlnv1nﬁ%ﬁzv; 170,

N\ /N3\7
< (5) (7)) T, 1Bl sl -
Next we show ([@4]). Here we infer

NllviFeFsliez S Nl [1F2|| I 3||

2 L1+2(5 L2 1 25
N +v N3 7
< (E)NlnvlnLﬁLﬁN? 170, () ||F3||L§Lﬁg
N N3 FHv
() (F)" Tnllw, 1Bsllva, 1 Fsll,
To deduce (@5, we estimate
4
N7 Frogus]| v s §N7+VIIF1|| SRR _|| 2|| v 3|| b,
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NN#+Yag, 405 N3\ 9
s(5) MR ) Melleall 4z,
t

Ll 25£1+115L—5(N1 I

N3\ ¢
: (E) Nollosl 5,2,

< (ﬁ) %Jw(&
~\N; Ny

Next, estimate ([4.0]) follows from

) IF i, ol s -

44y
N7 ”FIUQFSHLH_%Sﬁ#SL?

4
2+
SN vy ot st 2]y oo (54 0
D

N3
Nalleall y o2 (37 REIR

_ 28 28
2 £Z+1G5L3+145

N i,

S (= N7 F

< Nl) 7l
&)

<(w)
~ AN No
Continuing with ([@1), we obtain
N7+V||F1F2’Ug||

) Iy, ol 1B vy

1+2(5 L2 9+5 L2

140
SNPIRN 2 s IF

s sl s
E 3= LSL

1 1
s 1+96 -7
LSL]}

8 |

(32) Mallual

< N% %Jru %
S(x) MR s VTIP3 s (7

5—96 1496
r

1

N ? v N3 %

S(x)" () 1B, Bl sl

Finally, we infer (4.8) via
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The above set of trilinear estimates implies the following estimates for the non-
linearity of the forced cubic NLS in our functional framework. They are a key
ingredient in the proofs of the local wellposedness theorem and the conditional

scattering result for (L19).
Corollary 4.2. There is a constant C' > 0 such that

llo+F*(v+ F)llam < Ol ay + I1FI3r)s (4.11)

o1 + F[*(v1 + F) = [v2 + F|*(v2 + F)lla(r) 4.12)
< Cllor = vallxny(loall Xy + lv2l5 oy + 11 (1))
[lu+w+ F*(u+w+ F) — |[ulullga (4.13)

< CUIPIS 1y + ol + IF Iy lul oy + lwllxnllulli o)
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for all u,v,v1,v9,w € X(I), F € Y(I), and time intervals I C R.

Proof. All three estimates follow by applying dyadic decomposition and LemmalZT]
The exponential gains in ([@I)-(.8) allow us to close the estimates via Cauchy-
Schwarz and Young’s inequality for series. O

We next present the local wellposedness theory for the forced cubic NLS (I19)
in the functional framework from Subsection We show that this problem has
a unique solution provided the profile of the initial value and the forcing are suffi-
ciently small. Moreover, we give a blow-up criterion in the X ([tg, T+ ))-norm, where
T, denotes the maximal time of existence of the solution. In the case Ty = oo, we
also prove that finite X ([to, T ))-norm implies scattering.

Theorem 4.3. Let I C R be a time interval, to € I, vy € H'(R*), and F € Y (R).
There exists € > 0 such that

e 1% v0l x(ry + |1 Flly () < &

implies that there exists a unique solution v € C(I, H*(R*)) N X(I) of (LIW). It
extends to a unique solution on the mazimal interval of existence (T—,T4). More-
over,

(i) if Ty < oo, then ||v|| x(to,1.)) = 00,
(ii) if Ty = oo and ||v|| x((te, 1)) < 00, then the solution v scatters forward in

time, i.e. there exists v, € H'(R*) with

itA

Jim [[o(t) — "0 = 0.

The analogous statements are true for T_.
Proof. Set
Be = {w e X(I): ||wl[x ) < 2}
equipped with the metric d(wi,ws2) = ||wi — wal|x(r), where ¢ > 0 will be fixed

below. We define the fixed point operator

t
d(w)(t) = et Ay, i/ e E=IB P 4w (F 4+ w)(s) ds

to

for all w € B.. Using ([2.7) and Corollary 4.2l we infer
[@(w)| x(r) < €% || x (1) + ||F + w*(F +w)llam
<e+ C(IFIS ) + ol ) < e+ Ce? (4.14)
and
[®(w1) — ®(w2)l|lx(ry < CI|F + wil*(F +w1) — |F + wa|*(F + wa) |l ary

< Cllwy —wallxny ([ 3y + w2l gy + 1E13 () < Ce?llwr —wallx1)
(4.15)

for all w,wi,ws € B.. Fixing the maximum C of the generic constants on the
right-hand sides of (@14) and (£I3), we set € = (%)% Consequently,

1
1e(llx(ry <26 [ @(w) = 2(wa)llx(ry < 5 llwr —wallx

for all w,wy,ws € Bg, i.e. ® is a contractive self-mapping on the complete met-
ric space B.. The Banach Fixed Point theorem thus yields a unique solution v
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of (LIY) in B.. Since ®(v) € C(I, H'(R*)) by Strichartz estimates, we also have
v € C(I, H'(R*)). Uniqueness without size restriction follows from standard argu-

ments and (@IH]).

We define the maximal existence times

Ty = sup{T > to: (II9) has a solution on [ty,T]},

T_ = inf{T < to: ([.I9) has a solution on [T, o]}.
By standard arguments we can extend v to a unique maximal solution on (7—,T% ).
We now turn to the proof of the blow-up condition. Let T} < co. Assume that

vl x (jto,7,)) < o0. Take a sequence (tn)nen in [to, T4) with t,, — Ty as n — oo.
Note that

tn .
By (t,) = ey F i / IR F 4 o (F + v)(s) ds

to

t
:v(t)j:i/ =98P 4 (F 4 v)(s) ds.
t

n

We thus obtain from (27]), Corollary 2] and the dominated convergence theorem

120t | x () < W (enry) + I + 0P (F +0)ll (.70
< ollx(ttn.re)) + CUFIS o1y + 1015 10,709)) — O

as n — 0o. In particular, we find a time ¢ € [to, T} ) such that

(DA = €
120D x @y + IFlly @m0y < 3

The dominated convergence theorem therefore yields n > 0 with

||6i(t7E)AU(f)||X([E,T++n)) + ||F||Y([E,T++n)) <e

Consequently, we can extend v to a solution on [tg, T + 1), which contradicts the
definition of T'y. We conclude that [|v||x((z,7,)) = oo

It remains to prove the scattering part. Let Ty = oo and ||v||x(,1,)) < 00
Employing Lemma 2.J] Lemma 2.2] and Corollary 2] we infer that

vy = e 08y, :Fi/ e A F + o2(F 4 v)(s) ds

to

belongs to H'(R*). Then

_itA ) > i(t—s)A 2
[o(t) = "oy | g < H/t e |7+ ol (F+U)(S)dSHL°°((t,oo),Hl)

SIFI (1,00 + 19115 (1,00 — O

as t — oo by the dominated convergence theorem.
The assertions concerning 7 are proven analogously. O

Theorem [[L.T] now immediately follows from the local wellposedness theory of the
forced cubic NLS.
Proof of Theorem[I1l: Fix 0 < § < 1 such that % + 70 < s andset v= 1—76(5. Note
that u is a solution of (LI8) if and only if the nonlinear part v(t) := u(t) — el*2 f¢
is a solution of (LI9) with F(t) = €' f and v = 0.
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‘We next observe that
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Applying Corollary with regularity parameters 1+ + 124 and 44, we obtain
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while the same corollary with regularity parameters 0 and % yields

1 w 1 w 1
) P2 e P2l S VBIND)F fllze € VBNl
3:5-52 5282

Consequently, e*2f“ belongs to Y (R) for almost all w € . The assertion of
Theorem [IT] thus follows from Theorem 3] O

5. CONDITIONAL SCATTERING

We now turn our attention to the long time behavior. Contrary to the local
theory, the long time behavior of the cubic NLS depends on the sign in front of the
nonlinearity. From now on, we only consider the defocusing cubic NLS

i0;u + Au = |ul*u on R x R, (5.1)
’U,(to) = Uq, '

and correspondingly
00+ Av=|F+v*(F+v) onRxR*
(5.2)
’U(fo) = V0.

We now proceed as in [25] and [20] and develop a perturbation theory for (52,
which eventually yields the conditional scattering result. We start with a lemma
on short-time perturbations.

Lemma 5.1. Let I C R be a time intervql andtg € I. Then there exist g, (o,mo > 0
with the following property. If ug,vo € H*(R?*) satisfy

o — voll 1 (rsy < €0,
if w is a solution of @) on I with u(ty) = up and
lull x < ¢
for some ¢ € (0,(y), and if F € Y(I) satisfies
[Fllyry <

for some n € (0,m0), then there is a unique solution v € C(I, H'(R*)) N X(I)
of B2)) and a constant C' > 1 such that

lu = vl e gy + [lu = vllx (1) < C(lluo = voll g1 +n)- (5:3)
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Proof. Due to the local wellposedness theory, it is enough to establish (53]) as an
a priori estimate. Set w = v — u. Then the function w satisfies

0w + Aw = |F + v|*(F +v) — |ul*u,

’w(to) = Vo — Ug-

Hence, (2.0), 27), and Corollary [4.2] imply
lwll e s+ llwllxry S llvo = woll o + I1F + w4+ w(F + u +w) = [uulla

(5.4)

S llvo — woll g + ||F||§f(1) + ||w||§((1) + ||F||Y(1)||U||§((1) + ||w||X(1)||U||§((I)
S llvo = woll g + 1% + lwll% ) + 6% + Cllwllx 1)
For (p > 0 small enough, we thus obtain
wll e grr + Il x 1) S llvo = woll g + 14177 + lwl5py.

If g > 0 and 79 > 0 are chosen small enough, a standard continuity argument
yields the assertion. ([

Due to the time divisibility of the X (I)-norm, we can derive a long-time pertur-
bation result from the previous lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let I CR be a time interval, to € I, and vy € H*(R*). Take A > 0.
Suppose that the solution u of (&) with u(ty) = vo satisfies
[ullxa) < A.
Then there exists n = n(A) > 0 and C = C(A) > 0 such that for every F € Y (I)
satisfying
[Fllyry <
there is a unique solution v € C(I, H*(R*)) N X (I) of (5.2) with
[vllx ) < C(A). (5.5)
Proof. Tt is again enough to prove (B.0)) as an a priori estimate because of the local
wellposedness theory. We further assume without loss of generality that ¢y = inf I.
Let (o, €0, 1m0 and Cy be the parameters and the constant from Lemmal[5.1l respec-

tively, and fix ¢ € (0,(p). Then there exist n = n(A4) and to <t1 < ... <t, =T4
such that

llullx ;) < ¢ (5.6)
for all j € {1,...,n}, where I; = (t;_1,t;). We define n = n(A) by
n = min{eo(2Co) ™", Mo}
We show inductively that
o= wll o g, iy + 10— wll () < (2Co) (5.7)
for all j € {1,...,n}.

For j = 1 this is an immediate consequence of Lemma [5.Jl Now assume that we
have shown (5.7)) for a number j € {1,...,n—1}. Since (2C5)n < &g, we can apply
Lemma [5Ion I, which yields

10 = wllpoo g,y i) + 10 = llx(z40) < Colllo(ty) — wt)ll g +m)
< Co((2C0)n +1) < (2Co)" 1,
ie. (@) for j + 1. Setting C = (2Cy)"n + A thus finishes the proof. O
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We now come to the conditional scattering result for (B.2)). It states that given
F € Y(R), if the energy of the solution v remains bounded on the maximal interval
of existence, then v exists globally and scatters. The key ingredient in the proof
is that the deterministic theory for (5.I)) with initial values in H'(R*) provides a
bound of a global scattering norm in terms of the energy of the initial value. In
view of our perturbation theory, we can derive the conditional scattering result by
comparing solutions of the forced equation with the global scattering ones of (5.1))
with A'(R*)-initial data.

Proposition 5.3. Let vg € H'(R*) and F € Y ([ty,00)). Let v denote the solution
of @&2)) on its mazimal interval of existence [to, T4). Assume that
A= sup E(v(t)) < cc.
t€[to,T4)
We then have ||[v]| x(jt,,1,)) < 00. In particular, Ty = oo and the solution scatters
forward in time, i.e. there is vy € H'(R*) such that
itA

Jim [[o(t) = €S0 = 0.

In backward time the analogous statement is true.
Proof. Recall that by the deterministic theory, see [33, 89], for every ug € H'(R*)
the solution u of (BJI) with initial data ug exists on R and scatters. We claim that

there is a non-decreasing function K : [0,00) — [0,00) such that for every initial
data up € H'(R*) the global solution u of (5.)) satisfies

lull x @) < K(E(uo))- (5.8)

To prove this claim, we note that by Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 3.6 in [33] there
exists a non-decreasing function L: [0,00) — [0, 00) such that

[Vullpsps < L(E(uo)).
Applying [2.6), 2.7)), and Sobolev’s inequality, we thus obtain

1
lullxe) S luolln + llulPullam S Bwo)t + (32 NPy (ulPu)l3s,s )
Ne2z

1 1
S B(uo)® + [V(|ulu)|l iz S E(uo)? + |Vl pspslull7spae
< E(uo

(w0)? + IVullFsps S Eluo)? + L(E(uo))?,

~

implying ().

Now take n = n(K(A)) > 0 from Lemma 5.2 Pick tg < t; < ... <t, = T4 such
that

IENy @,y <m
for all j € {1,...,n}, where I; = (t;_1,t;). Let u; be the unique global solution
of (B.I) with initial data u(tj—1) = v(tj—1) for every j € {1,...,n}. In particular,
u exists on I; and satisfies
lujllx ;) < llusllx @ < K(E(u(t;-1)) < K(A)

for every j, where we used (5.8) and the assumption. Since || F'||y ;) < n(K(4)),
Lemma yields

lvllx ;) < CK(A)).
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Hence,
ollx ity < D 0]l (1) < nC(K(A)) < 0.
J=1

The other assertions of the proposition now follow from Theorem O

6. ALMOST SURE SCATTERING

We finally prove the almost sure scattering result for data randomized in fre-
quency space, the angular variable, and physical space. We first formulate condi-
tions on the forcing F which imply scattering for the forced equation

Proposition 6.1. Let 0 < § < 1, tg € R, vy € H'(R*), and let F € Y(R) be a
solution of the linear Schriodinger equation with

IVFI, as +IVFI L ga +IVFI o sy + VPl + | Flluers < oo,
tHzT t x

2
2120

where all the space-time norms are taken over R x R*. Let v denote the unique
solution of [B.2l) with initial data vo on its mazimal interval of existence (T—, T ).
Then

sup  E(v(t)) < oc.
te(T-,T4)

In particular, (T—,T}) = R and the solution v scatters both forward and backward
in time, i.e. there exist vy € H'(R*) such that

: AL _
i Jo(t) = "o g gy = 0.

Proof. We only show Ty = oo and the scattering forward in time as the proof in
the negative time direction works analogously.
A computation as in [25] and [20] yields

HEv(t)) = Re/ 0y0(—Av + |[v]*v) dx
R4
= —Re/ O (|F 4 v*(F 4 v) — |v|*v) dz,
R4

where we integrated by parts and used (5.2)) after taking the time derivative. We
can reformulate this identity as

1
OB((®) =301 [ (F -+l = |FI! = o) do
]R4
4 Re/ 0, F(F + v2(F +v) — |[F°F) do
]R4
1
— =30 [ (F 4ol = Pt~ i do
R4
- Im/ VE - V[|F +o]2(F +v) — |[F[F] da,
R4
where we used that F' satisfies 0;F = iAF and integrated by parts again. Setting

A, (T) =1+ sup E(v(t)),
tE[T(),T]
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we thus obtain
A7 (T) <14 E(u(To)) + ||F + of* = [FI* = ol zes_, 12

(T, T) =

+|VE-V[IF+v(F+v) = [FPFlll, o (6.1)

(To.T)

for all Ty, T € (T-,T4) with T > Ty. We fix such Ty and T for a moment.

Estimating the boundary terms first, we derive via Holder’s and Young’s inequal-
ities

I1F +ol* = |FI* = [ol*|pors < CullFllzzora + lloll 7o a
< Cn”FHi;ng + kAT (T) (6.2)

for every x> 0, where all the space-time norms are taken over (Tp, T) x R*%.

It remains to estimate the last summand on the right-hand side of (6]). In the
terms appearing there, we can estimate each factor in the same way as its complex

conjugate so that we drop the complex conjugation for convenience. Consequently,
the last summand on the right-hand side of [@.2)) is controlled by

I(VE)?Fullpaps < HVFH;—ESL%HF” 1 s llvlloers
Ll
< ||VF||1%L% IElly o,y Az (T),
t

x

IOVFPePlpny < IVFN L,  IVFIL e ol e
SUVEI, 5 IVFI o An (D)

I(TFNTF a0 < IV, s 1V0llemc2 P oy s I

1 14
3y, 1+95

2 F v m)An (T)

t 14
3 02

SIVEL 7 IENS (2, oy Az (T),

SIVEl | o [IF]
L2L}

[(VE)(Vo)Follpy, < ||VF|| IVollzcz 1F1 lollgers

2 5+166| 1 86

L,

)||F|IY<T0 AT, (T),

I(VE)(Vo)v? | pips < ||VF||L,}L,;°”vv”L,‘?oLﬁ”vHLf’L‘; < |IVF| L1z Ay (T),
(6.3)

2
L‘

< (IIVFIIL 2 HIVEL

where all space-time norms are taken over (Tp,T) x R*. In the derivation of the
above estimates, we only used Holder’s inequality, the embedding Bj ,(R*) <
Li(R*) (¢ > 2) in combination with Minkowski’s inequality, and {3) to estimate

[ ”Lf;:;ﬁ‘s + ”FHL%L“%‘E S Fly (10,15
as well as ||PNF|| hS N7+”||PNF|| 1 forall N € 22 by Bernstein’s inequality
combined with (IIQI) and #I10) to 1nfer
17, it +IFN, oty S 1F
and interpolation and Young’s inequality to get
IVFI,, it SIVFI s 191
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We now fix the maximum C of the implicit constants appearing on the right-hand
sides of (6.3) and pick € (0, 1) such that

1
8C -k < <.
S
The assumptions and the dominated convergence theorem imply that there exist
times tg < t; < ... <t, <tn+1 = T4 such that
Pl ) IV e +IVFI e +I9FL o +I9P gy 1 <
7, i i F
for all j € {0,1,...,n}, where I; = (t;,t;+1) for j € {0,...,n}. Combining (G.I))
with (62)) and ([@3]), we thus arrive at
A, (tjs1) <1+ E(u(ty)) + Cn||F||L;;?Lg +8C - KA, (t41),
Atn (T) < 1+ E(’U(tn)) + CHHF”L?O L4 + 8C' - KAtn (T),

implying
Ay (tir1) <2+ 2E(v(ty)) + ZCRHF”L?;?L‘;v
Atn (T) S 2 + 2E(’U(tn)) + 2CK|IF||L?2L4;

forall j € {0,...,n—1} and T € (Tp,T+) by our choice of k. Letting T — T4, we
conclude

Ap, (tny1) = At (T4) <24 2E(0(tn)) + 20k Fl 5o L2
By induction, we get
Ap(tjpr) < (277 = 2)(1+ CullFllpsors) + 27T E(u(to))
for all j € {0,...,n}. We thus arrive at
te(stlol,%’+) E(v(t)) = max{A, (tj41): j € {0,...,n}}
= (2" = 2)(1 + Cy||F|| o ra) + 2" E(v(to)) < oc.

Arguing analogously on (T-,ty), we obtain

sup  E(v(t)) < c0.
te(T-,T4)

The remaining assertions of the proposition now follow from Proposition O

Similar to the proof of Theorem [Tl Theorem now immediately follows once
we check that e'*® f¢ satisfies the assumptions on the forcing from Proposition .11
almost surely.

Proof of Theorem [[Z: Fix 0 < § < 1 such that % + 26 < s. Recall that u is
a solution of (5.1 if and only if v(t) := u(t) — e f< solves (5.2)) with forcing
F(t) = '* f¢ and initial data vy = 0.

To check the assumptions of Propositionm we first note that analogous to the
proof of Theorem [[T] Corollary (ii)] implies e*4 f ¢ Y( ) for almost all @ € Q.

Since (2, £45) and (135, &%) sat1sfy 1) and 21;15 > =5, we can apply Propo-
sition BEIH with (¢, po) = (2, 575) and (q,pp) = (1757 5175), respectively, to infer

IV 12 e SIS VB 30 S VBl

ot Hx
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A (o < ([ itA p& _
IV, e S 16

x

14

S VBl y343s S VBISlue,
wH_av

A A
[Ve' f“||L5L1735L% SIS lpep S VBIFI av2s S VBIFllae
@ T1-6'5-5
(6.4)

h @ =5'5-0"

for all § € [1,00). Proposition 31 yields
IVE“ f2N s pa e S VBIF N2 (6.5)

for all 3 € [1,00). For the remaining L{°L2-estimate, we exploit that el'” f¢
is a solution of the linear Schrodinger equation so that we obtain after applying
Sobolev’s embedding

itA pa 5 itA ¢ 5 itA £ itA G
€2 f@l pgera S (1(D) 22 F2| (V)P 2120 gy S 1™ 2y -
Combined with ([6.4) and (6.5), we conclude that for almost every @ € €, e'*A f@
belongs to Y (R) and satisfies the assumptions on the forcing F' from Proposition[6.11
The assertion of Theorem thus follows from Proposition [G.11 O

pips S|
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