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The well-posedness of the stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger
equations in H?(R?)

Isamu Doku* Shunya Hashimoto! Shuji Machihara

Abstract

The Cauchy problem for the stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger equation with multiplicative
noise is considered where the nonlinear term is of power type and the noise coefficients are
purely imaginary numbers. The main purpose of this paper is to construct classical solutions in
H?(R?) for the problem. The techniques of Kato [21, 22] work well in overcoming this difficulty
even for the stochastic equations.

1 Introduction and main results

1.1 Stochastic and Deterministic nonlinear Schrodinger equations

We consider the Cauchy problem for the stochastic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (SNLS) with a
multiplicative noise in the general spatial dimension d € N:

idX (t,€) = AX(t,€)dt + A\ X (t,€)|[* ' X (¢, €)dt

—ipu(&)X (¢, €)dt +iX (t,£)dW (t,€), t€ (0,T), £ € RY, (1.1)
X(0,8) = x(¢), £ e RY,

where the constants A = +1, o > 1. The Wiener process W and p are the functions as follows,
where

N
W(t,€) =3 ig;(©)8;(t), t=0, E€RY, (12)
j=1
L
ne) =5 #(€), EeR (1.3)
j=1

Here, N € NU {400}, and the ¢;(&) are real-valued functions. The f3;(t) are real-valued function
independent Brownian motions with respect to a probability space (2, F, P) with natural filtration
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(Ft)e=0, 1 < j < N. This equation was introduced by [6] [7]. In this paper we assume N < 0o as
in 6l [7]. But our techniques easily go over to the case where N = 400 (i.e. infinite dimensional
noise). We refer to [26] Remark 2.3.13] for details.

There are a number of papers with results on the deterministic nonlinear Schrédinger equation
which is given as in the case W = 0 in (1)), (I2)) and (L3). We introduce the typical condition
for the power of nonlinearity,

Il<a<1l+ (1.4)

(d—2s)*t’

for the time local well-posedness in H*(R%), s > 0. Here,

1 |4, k>0,
ht oo, h<0.

This condition is derived from a scaling argument, and actually the time local well-posedness was
shown for s = 1 by Ginible-Velo [I8], for s = 0 by Tsutsumi [25], for s = 2 by Kato [21] 22] and
for the general 0 < s < d/2 by Cazenave-Weissler [16]. We call the case s = 0 charge class, s = 1
energy class respectively since there are the conservation laws for L(R?) and H'(R?) respectively.
We sometimes call the case s = 2 classical solution class since the nonlinear Schrédinger equation
is a second-order partial differential equation with the Laplacian in x.

So a natural question arises. Can we solve the stochastic nonlinear Schrédinger equation under
the condition of (L4)? There are some results. The conservative case (i.e. the special case of
purely imaginary noise ReW = 0) was studied in [I1], 12]. In [II] local existence and uniqueness of
solutions in L2(R?) were proved for a satisfying

l<a<l+i  d=1,2,
{ @<ty (1.5)

l<a<l+Z d>3,

and in [12] local existence and uniqueness of solutions in H'(R%) were proved for « satisfying

l<a< o d=1,2,
l1<a<h d =3, (1.6)
l<a<l+Zo2<a<l+ s d=4,5
l<a<l+ % d > 6.

In the non-conservative case, V. Barbu, M. Réckner and D. Zhang [6, [7] solved the time local
well-posedness in L?(R%) and H'(R?) under the full condition (L) by using the rescaling ap-
proach with an additional condition (see below (H1)s). This transformation reduces the stochastic
nonlinear Schrodinger equation to an equivalent random Schrédinger equation.

See also [8, 13|, 14} [15], 19, 20 24] for further work on the stochastic nonlinear Schrédinger
equation.

In this paper, we study the well-posedness in H?(R?) in the conservation case by making use
of the rescaling approach as a main tool for dealing with the multiplicative noise, where we need
to take advantage of a slight modification of the deterministic Strichartz estimates adapted to the
setting of H2(R?). Unlike the L? and H!-solutions, the difficulties in proving the H?2-solution are
the smoothness argument for the function of the nonlinear terms and the modification of Kato’s
technique |21}, 22] by the modified evolution operator.



1.2 Results by the rescaling approach

In this subsection we introduce the four results on the time local well-posedness for (II]) by using
the rescaling approach. The two results in Theorem for s = 0,1, are already known, and the
other two results for s = 2 with different settings in Theorems and [[.4] are the main results in
this paper. To state those results precisely, we introduce an assumption on {¢; }é\le as follows. We
assume some decay conditions.

(H1)s ¢; € Ce°(R?) such that

lim ¢(£)[07¢;(£)| =0,

§]—o0

where 7 is a multi-index such that |y| <s+2, 1 <j < N and

C(g):{lﬂgy?, if d £ 2;
(1+[€)(log (3 + [€[*))?, ifd=2.

Remark. We remark that the assumption (H1), is the almost same with [0, [7]. We assume |y| < 4
on the derivative of ¢; though it was assumed |y| <2 in [6] and || < 3 in [7].

We define the notion of solvability for the stochastic equation.

Definition 1.1. Let 2 € H* (s =0,1,2) and let @ > 1. Fix 0 < T' < 0c0. A solution of (I.1J) is a pair
(X,7), where 7(< T) is an (F3)-stopping time, and X = (X (t));c(o,r) is an H*-valued continuous
(Fi)-adapted process, such that |X|*~1X € L'(0,7; H*~2), P-a.s., and it satisfies P-a.s.

tAT

X(t)=ax— /0 T(iAX(r) + pX (1) + Xi| X (7)) X (r))dr + ; X(r)ydw(r), te]|0,T], (1.7)

as an equation in H5 2.

We say that uniqueness for (LI]) holds in the function space S, if for any two solutions of (L.TI)
(Xi, 1), X; €8, i=1,2, it holds P-a.s. that X1 = X5 on [0, 71 A 73].

We state the two known results for s = 0 and s = 1 which were shown in [6] Theorem 2.2] and
[T, Theorem 2.1] respectively in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (H® local well-posedness for s = 0,1).

Let s =0 or 1. Assume (H1),. Let « satisfy (I4]). Then, for each x € H® and 0 < T' < oo, there is
a sequence of local solutions (X,,, 7,) of (ILI), n € N, where 7, is a sequence of increasing stopping
times. For every n > 1, it holds P-a.s. that

Xn’[O,Tn] € C([O, Tn]; HS) N L'Y(O7 T Ws’p)7

and uniqueness holds in the function space C([0,7,]; H*) N L7(0,7,; W*?) where (p,~) is any

Strichartz pair. Here, the Strichartz pair for spatial dimension d = 1,2,3,--- , is defined by
2 d d
Dir¢;) € [2,00] X [2,00] : — = =~ — —, ifd#2,
(piv) € 2,00) x [2.00] s = = 5 =2, ifd 2
2 d d
Di, Qi) € [2,00) X (2,00 : — == ——, ifd=2.
(pin ) € [2,00) x (2,00): = = 5= &
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Moreover, defining 7*(z) = li_>m T, and X = li_)m Xnljgre(z)), for n > 1 and P-as. w € €,

the map * — X(-,x,w) is continuous from H*® to L*(0,7,; H*) N LY(0,7,; W*P) where (p,7)
is any Strichartz pair. Furthermore, we have the blowup alternative, that is, for P-a.s. w, if
Tn(w) < 7%(z)(w), Vn € N, then

lim || X(t)(w)| gs = o0.
t—7*(x)(w)

Now we state our main theorems. The main theorem is shown in the range of the following

exponents.

1 <a< oo, 1<d<
l<a<l4+ZGor2<a<l+gl, 5<d<
1<a<l+ 4%, d=>8.

4,
7, (1.8)

Theorem 1.3 (H? local well-posedness).

Assume (H1)y and let o satisfy (L8). Then, for each # € H? and 0 < T < oo, there is a sequence
of local solutions (X,,, 7,) of (1)), n € N, where 7, is a sequence of increasing stopping times. For
every n > 1, it holds P-a.s. that

Xn‘[oﬂ'n] € C([Oa Tn]; Hz),

and uniqueness holds in the function space C([0,7,,]; H?). Moreover, defining 7*(x) = lim 7, and
x?

n— o0
X = li_)rn Xnljgr+(a)), forn > 1, P-as. w € Qand 0 < s < 2, the map z — X(-,7,w) is continuous
n (0.0]

from H? to L>(0,7,; H®).

Remark. The proof of Theorem[[3lis based on Kato’s technique [21],22]. Unlike the H?-solution of
the deterministic Schrodinger equation, the evolution operator modified by the rescaling approach
is not commutative with V and A and is not a semigroup. This causes the gap of exponent « in
(C8). This gap came from the condition of Sobolev’s embedding. And, we note that we do not use
Kato’s technique when the exponent « is greater than or equal to 2.

If we assume that the exponent « is greater than or equal to 2, we obtain the following better
properties for the solution. We can show strictly the space to which the solution belongs and the
continuous dependence of the initial values.

Theorem 1.4 (H? local well-posedness for sufficiently smooth nonlinearities).
Assume d < 7 and (H1)y. Let asatisfy 2 < a < 1+ ﬁ. Then, for each z € H? and 0 < T < o0,
there is a sequence of local solutions (X, 7,) of (LIl), n € N, where 7, is a sequence of increasing

stopping times. For every n > 1, it holds P-a.s. that
Xnljo,7 € C([0,70l; H2) 0 L0, 7,; W2P),

and uniqueness holds in the function space C([0,7,]; H?) where (p, q) is given by

any Strichartz pair d=1,2,3,
(r.0) = (5 at2) d=4,

d(a+1 4(a+1
(P q) = (d—i(-2a—)2’ (d—(él)(all)) d=5,6,T.
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Moreover, defining 7%(x) = li_>m T and X = li_>m Xn1jg,7%(x)), for n > 1 and P-a.s. w € ©, the map

r — X(-,x,w) is continuous from H? to L>(0,7,; H%) N L4(0, 7,,; W?P). Furthermore, we have the
blowup alternative, that is, for P-a.s. w, if 7,(w) < 7*(z)(w), for every n € N, then

lim, HX( )@l 2 = oo

t—T1

It is natural to consider the existence of global solutions. We introduce the known result in H!
which is [8, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 1.5 (H'! global well-posedness).
Assume (H1);. Let o satisfy 1 < a < 1+ ﬁ if \=—1,0or1<a<1+32if =1 Then, for

each v € H' and 0 < T < oo, there exists a unique H'-global solution (X, T') of (L)), such that
X e L7(0,T;Whr), P-as.

where (p,~y) is any Strichartz pair. Moreover, for P-a.s. w, the map z — X(-,z,w) is continuous
from H' to L>(0,T; H') N LY(0,T; W'*) where (p,~) is any Strichartz pair.

The following theorem which corresponds to H?-solutions is new.

Theorem 1.6 (The existence of global solutions in H?).
Assume d < 7 and (H1)3. Let a satisfy 2 < o < 1+ (C=5a ) . In addition, we assume that for

x € H? 0< T < oo, the following holds.

1 X1 oo 0,711y + 1 X Lago, 10y < 00, P-ass.

where (p,q) = (o + 1, dE %) Then, there exists a unique H2-global solution (X, T) of (II)).

So by restricting the range of power to that of H' well-posedness, we may apply Theorem
to have the following H? globally well-posed result, as a corollary. This method is sometimes called
persistence of regularity.

Corollary 1.7. Assume d < 7 and (H1)2. Let a satisfy 2 < a < 1+ @ )+ if A\ = —1, or
2<a<1+ % if A = 1. Then, there exists a unique H?2-global solution (X, T) of ().

2 Rescaling approach

The main tool to prove Theorem and Theorem [[4] is based on the rescaling approach as used
for Theorem in [0, [7]. We apply the rescaling transformation

X(t,€) = eV y(t, ). (2.1)

By an application of It6’s product formula, we see that P-a.s.
dX = eVdy + eV ydw — pe"Vyadt.

We apply (2.1) to (LI) to have

3929 = A(t)y(t, €) — Nily(t, )1 y(t,€), (2:2)



where

A(tyy(t, &) = —ie "V A" y)

= —i(A+b(t,€) - V + clt, €))y(t,€), (2.3)

b(t,f) = 2VW(t,§), (2.4)
d

c(t, ) = > (0W(t,€))* + AW (t,€). (2.5)
j=1

The definition of solutions to (2.2)) are given in the following sense (similar to Definition [L.1]).

Definition 2.1. Let x € H® (s =0,1,2) and let & > 1. Fix 0 < T < co. A H*-solution of ([2.2) is a
pair (y,7), where 7(< T) is an (F;)-stopping time, and y = (y(t))¢c[o,7] is an H*-valued continuous
(Fi)-adapted process, such that |y|*~'y € L'(0,7; H*2), P-a.s., and it satisfies P-a.s.

tAT

y(t) =x+ A(r)y(r)dr — / ’ )\i\y(r)]a_ly(r)dr, te[0,T7], (2.6)
0 0

as an equation in H5 2.

We say that uniqueness holds for (Z2]) in the function space S, if for any two solutions of (2.2)
(yi,7i), yi €S, i =1,2, it holds P-a.s. that y; = y2 on [0, 71 A T2].

The following theorem establishes the equivalence between the two definitions of solutions to
(CI) and ([22) respectively.
Theorem 2.2. For s =0, 1,2, the following holds.

(1) Let (y,7) be a H*-solution of [Z2) in the sense of Definition 21l Set X := e"'y. Then (X, 7)
is a H*-solution of (] in the sense of Definition [[.1]

(2) Let (X,7) be a H*-solution of (II]) in the sense of Definition [LTl Set y := e~V X. Then
(y,7) is a H*-solution of ([Z.2)) in the sense of Definition 211

Proof. The cases of L? and H! were proved in [6] [7]. Therefore, we prove the case of H?. In the
first case (1), since z € H? C H' and y satisfies (28] in L? ¢ H~!, Lemma 2.4 in [7] implies that
(X, 7) is a solution of ((LT)) in the sense of Definition [T} in particular, X solves (7)) in H'. But,
asy € C([0,T7]; H?) and eV € C([0, T]; W?>°), we deduce that X € C([0,7]; H?). Hence, the right
hand side of (I7) is in L2, which implies that (X, 7) is a solution of (L)) in the sense of Definition
[LT] thereby completing the proof of (1). The proof for (2) follows analogously. O

By the equivalence of two expressions of solutions via the rescaling transformation (2.II), The-
orems [[.3] [L.4] and are reformulated below in Theorems 2.3 2.4] and 2.5, respectively.

Theorem 2.3. Assume (H1)y. Let a satisfy (L8]). Then, for each € H? and 0 < T < oo, there is
a sequence of local solutions (yy,, 7,) of [22), n € N, where 7, is a sequence of increasing stopping
times. For every n > 1, it holds P-a.s. that

yn’[o,m] € C([0, 7); H2)7
and uniqueness holds in the function space C([0,7,]; H?). Moreover, defining 7*(z) = nh_)llolo Ty and
y= nli_)rlgoynl[oﬁ(m)), forn > 1, P-as. w e Qand 0 < s < 2, the map z — y(-,z,w) is continuous
from H? to L>(0,7,; H®).



Theorem 2.4. Assume d < 7 and (H1)s. Let a satisfy 2 < a <1+ ﬁ. Then, for each = € H?

and 0 < T' < oo, there is a sequence of local solutions (y,, 7,) of [22]), n € N, where 7, is a sequence
of increasing stopping times. For every n > 1, it holds P-a.s. that

Ynlio,ma) € C10, 7l H?) N LY(0, 73 WP), (2.7)
and uniqueness holds in the function space C([0, 7,,]; H?) where (p,~) is any Strichartz pair. More-
over, defining 7°(z) = lim 7, and y = lim y,1(g;+(»)), for n > 1 and P-as. w € €, the map

n—oo n—o0
x — y(-, z,w) is continuous from H? to L>(0,7,; H?) N LY(0,7,; W??). Furthermore, we have the

blowup alternative, that is, for P-a.s. w, if 7,(w) < 7*(x)(w), for every n € N, then

lim
*

y(t)(w = 00.
im0 e

Theorem 2.5. Assume d < 7 and (H1)y. Let o satisfy 2 < oo < 1+ ﬁ. In addition, we assume
that for z € H?, 0 < T < 0o, the following holds.
1Yll e 0,311 + 1Yl Lago,rywrey < 00, P-ass.

where (p,q) = (a + 1, i‘lggi% ). Then, there exists a unique H?2-global solution (y,T) of (Z.2)).

3 Deterministic Strichartz estimate

For the proof of Theorem and Theorem 241 we discuss the evolution operators and the corre-
sponding Strichartz estimate which was shown in [6] and [7].

Lemma 3.1. Assume (H1)y. For P-a.s. w, the operator A(t) defined in (2.3]) generates evolution
operators U(t,s) = U(t,s,w), 0 < s <t < T, in the spaces H*(R?). Moreover, for each = € H?(R%),
the process [s,T] 3 t +— U(t,s)x € H?(R?) is continuous and (F;)-adapted, hence progressively
measurable with respect to the filtration (F3)¢>s.

Proof. The existence of the evolution operator U generated by A(t) is a direct consequence of the
fact that, for (P-a.s.) every w € €2, the Cauchy problem

dy
=L At
7 (t)y,

y(s) =z, s<t<oo,

for each 2 € H%(R?) has a unique solution y € C([s, T]; H*(R?)) for all T > s.
Indeed, by Theorem 1.1 in [I7], under our assumptions on ¢ and b, for each x € H? and
f € L'(s,T; H?), the Cauchy problem

z% =Autcu+b-Vu+f in(s,T)xR%

u(s) ==,

has a unique solution u € C([s, T]; H?). Therefore, an evolution operator U(t,s) € L(H?, H?) is
defined by U(t, s)z = y(t), 0 < s <t <T. For details, see Lemma 3.3 in [0] (see also [26]). O



We give a precise definition of local smoothing spaces introduced in [23] as used in this paper.

Definition 3.2. Set By = {|¢| < 2}, B; = {2/ < |¢| < 2771} j > 1, and B = {|¢] < 27}. Let
A; =10,T] x Bj, j >0, Acj = [0,T] x B<j, j > 1. We consider a dyadic partition of unity of
[ee]

frequency, i.e. 1 = Z Si(D). We say a function f is localized at frequency 2%, if f is supported
k=—o00
in {2F=1 < |¢| < 28*1}. The functions localized at frequency 2* are measured using the norm

1
lull x, 1y = llullz2 (o) +sup 14€) " 2ullL2(a,), k>0,
J

S 1
[ull xo(ry = 22 [|ullL2a_,) + sup (€] +275) " 2ull2(a,), k <0,
i

where (§) = /1 + |£|2. Then the local smoothing space X 0,7] is defined by the norm

||UH2X[O - = ||<£>_1u||2L?([O,T}><]Rd) + Z Qk”SkuH_zxk(T)a d#2,

k=—00

lal, = 16 0o (2 + 16D)  ulZaqo zpsme + D 2" Skullk, )y d =2

k=—o00
We modify the deterministic Strichartz estimate in order to deal with H? solution.

Lemma 3.3. (Deterministic Strichartz estimate)
Assume (H1)y. Then for any T'> 0, ug € H? and f € L%(0,T; W?P2), the solution of

t
u(t) = UL, 0)up + / Ut s)f(s)ds, 0<t<T, (3.1)
0
satisfies the estimates
lullzo 001y < Crlolze + 171 oy 0, (3:2)
ol oty < OrCluollzs + 1171 oty (3.3)
and
Jullzo o2y < Or(luollzs + 1171 sty (3.4)

where (p1,q1) and (p2, g2) are Strichartz pairs, namely

2 d d
Di,qi) € [2,00] X [2,00] : — == — —, ifd#2,
(i) €R.00) x [2.00] s = = 5= 2 ifd
2 d d
i0i) € [2,00) X (2,00]: — =5 — —, ifd=2.
(pis ¢i) € [2,00) x ( ]qz 2o

Furthermore, the process Cy, t > 0, can be taken to be (F;)-progressively measurable, increasing
and continuous.



Proof. The key estimates of the proof are the following known results, for T" > 0,

(3.5)
(3.6)

Vol s o1y < Ol + 171 g o st 00

1900 oy a0, < CrUolans + 151 a5 g oty 570.20)

where X’ is dual space of X. Indeed, [33) is shown in [6] and (38) is shown in [7] by using (33).
B2) and [B3) are direct conclusion from ([B.H) and (B.6]) respectively. So we give a proof of (3.4])
only. The proof is based on Theorem 1.13 and Proposition 2.3(a) in [23]. Let us use the notation

Dy := —i0;, Dj := —i0;, 1 < j <d, to rewrite ([3.I) in the form
Dyu = (D;a’* Dy, + Db/ + ¥ D; + ¢)u —if,

N d

with a?® = 6, b = —i0;W; and €= — > (;W)?, 1< j, k < d.
j=1
Direct computations show
DiAu =(—A + Dt + b D;j + &) Au+ 2(D; VY + Vb D; 4+ V&) Vu
+ (DAY + AV D; + Ad)u — iAf. (3.7)

We regard (B.7) as the equation for the unknown Awu and treat the lower order term (Dngj +
VW D; + Ve)Vu and (DAY + Ab D; + Ac)u as equal terms with Af. This leads to

Au(t) = U(t,0)Aug + /t U(t, s)[2i(D; VU (s) + VI (s)D; + VE(s))Vu
0
+i(D; AV (s) + AV (s)D; + A&(s))u + Af(s)]ds. (3.8)

Hence applying (33),([3:0) to (B8] and then using Theorem 1.13 and Proposition 2.3(a) in [23] to
control the lower order term, we derive that

”AUHLCH (0,T;LP1)NX g 1)
< Or[||Aug|| 2 + ||2i(D; VY + V¥ D; + V&) Vu

+ Z(D]AEJ + ABjD] + Aé)u + Af”Lqé (O,T;Lpl2)+)z’[0 T]]

< Cr[l|Aug| 2 + 12i(D; VY + VbV D; + VéWullem,T]

< Cr [Iauwzz + skl Vullg, .+ lullg, . + Al (3.9)

qu 0,T; L”2)}

< Crll|Auollzz + Crar(luolla + 11 o g gy )

+ Orwip(luoll 2 + |1 £ + 1A

LQé (07T;Lpl2 )) f||L¢Ié (07T;LP/2 )]

= Cr(Crwh + COrwh +1) ol + £y g gy |



here we are faced at the term of the third derivative of b7 which corresponds to the 4th derivative
of W which means the 4th derivative of ¢;. This together with ([3:2]),([3.3]) yields the estimate ([B.4]).
The H? continuity follows from Strichartz estimate ([34)) in the usual way. Now, we set

Cr = sup{[|U(-, 0)uo || n (0,5, W2P1); [wol[g2 < 1}

+ sup ‘/U-,sfsds NN o =10 3.10
{ 0 ( ) ( ) L (04 W2e) || ||Lq2(0,t;W2 P2) ( )
Then it is analogous to the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [6] that the stochastic process Cy, t > 0 is
(Ft)-progressively measurable, increasing, and continuous(see also [20]). O

Remark. The estimate (B3] holds only on the bounded interval [0,7]. See [0, Appendix] for
details. Therefore, the main result statements are that well-posedness is obtained whenever T > 0
is fixed.

4 Proof of Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4

Remark. The proof of Theorem 2.3 is shown for the case 1 < a <1+
Theorem 2.4] yields Theorem

= )+ only. For 3 <d <7,

Proof of Theorem [Z3. Set g(y) = |y|* ly. We solve the weak equation (Z6) in the mild sense,
namely

y(t) =U(t,0)x — )\i/o U(t,s)g(y(s))ds. (4.1)

We consider the following map

F@W%4Wﬁm—MACW£MMW®-

The local solutions {(yn, 7,) }n>1 of (Z2]) will be constructed explicitly below
Step 1. First, we find (y;,71). Choose the Strichartz pair (p,q) = (Ofl—fl, %). Fix w € Q
and consider F' on the set

y]\/ljl - {y € LOO(Ole;L2); Hy”str(ﬁ) + ”8ty”str(ﬁ) + HAy”LC’O(O,ﬁ;L2) < M1}7

where [|y[str () = 1Yl Lo~ 0,6,02) + 1Yl Lao,6,L0), 1 = T1(w) € (0,T] and My = My (w) > 0 are random
variables. The distance is defined by d(y1,v2) = ||ly1 — y2|str- We differentiate with respect to ¢,

</Uts > /(% (t,s)g(y(s))ds +U(t,t)g(y(t))

_ / AWMU, )g(y(s))ds + g(y(2). (4.2)

0

Also, we change variables
¢ t
[ vt sgtends = [ U= sjatute - )

10



and from

wU(t,s)x = At)U(t,s)z, t > s,
OsU(t,s)x = =U(t,s)A(s)x, t > s,

we have

or ([ vttsitutsnas) = ([ vt —ptote - s )

:/ O (Ut — 8)gly(t — 5))) ds + Ut 0)g(y(0)) (4.3)
/ (A1) £, 5)A(s) g (y(s))ds + /0 U(t, 5) () (y(s))ds
+U(t,0)g(z)

. /0 U(t,5)(D9) (y(s))ds + U(t, 0)g ().

We consider I. By B8], we have

{A@U(t,s) — U, s)A(s)}g(y(s))
={—i(A+b(t) -V +c(t)U(t,s) +iU(t,s)(A +b(s) - V + ¢(s)) }g(y(s))
=—i(AU(t,s) = U(t, s)A)g(y(s))

FA{=i(b(t) - V +c()U(t, s) +iU(t, s)(b(s) - V + c(s)) bg(y(s))

— / U, 7)[2i(D;VF (7) + V¥ (1)D; + Vé(r) V(g(y(7)))

+i(D; AV (1) + AV (1) Dj + AE(7))g(y(1))]dr
+{—=i(b(t) - V4 c(t)U(t,s) +iU(t,s)(b(s) - V + c(s)) }g(y(s)).

Therefore, we get

[——i /0 / U, 7)[2i(D; Y (7) + V¥ (1) D; + V() V(g (y(7))
+ (DAY (1) + AV (1) D; + AE(T))g(y(1))|drds
—z/ b(t) - VUL 5)g ))ds—z/ (Ut 9)g(y(s))ds

+z/0 U(t, $)b(s) - Va(y(s ))d8+z/0 U(t, 5)c(s)g(y(s))ds.

Therefore, put this into ([@3)) to have

o ([ vt 9atutas)

_ / / U (t,7)[2i(D; VB (7) + VB (1) D; + Va(r)V(g(y(r)))

11



+ (DAY (1) + AV (1) D; + AE(T))g(y(1))|drds

i / b(t) - VU (t, $)g(y(s))ds — i / (DU, 5)g(y(s))ds
0 0

+i [ UM Valwo)ds +1 [ V(e s)e(au()d

+ / U(t, 5)(0g) (y(s))ds + U (1, 0)g(x).
0

So
OF (y)(t) =A)U(t,0)x — NiU(t,0)g(x)
Y /0 / U (t, 7)[2(D; V¥ () + VB () D; + VE(r)V(g(y(r)))
+i(D; AV (1) + AV (1)Dj + A&(7))g(y(7))]drds

A [ ) VUG a(u)ds =X [ eV a(u()ds
—i—)\/Uts ds—i—)\/Uts c(s)g(y(s))ds
Y /O U(t,5)(0ug) (u(s))ds,

where

At)U(t,0)x
= —i(A+b(t, &) -V +c(t,6)U(t,0)x
= —iAU(t,0)x — ib(t, &) - VU(t,0)x — ic(t, &)U (t,0)x
d
= —iAU(t,0)x — 2i(VW)(t,€) - VU (t,0)x — i Z(@-W(t, €)2U(t,0)z — i(AW)(t, E)U(t,0)z.
j=1

Therefore,
10:E (W) ||str(ryy S INAU(,0)2 | oo 0,71 2)nLa(0,71520) + (VW) - VU (-, 0)2|| oo (0,71 12)n L0 (0,71:27)

d
+1[2_9

1

J L2 (0,71;L2)NLA(0,71;LP)
+[[(AW)U (-, 0)x| oo (0,71 2y L2 (0,71520) + l9(7)][ L2

+ / /S U(t,7)[2i(D; Vb7(7') +Vb’(7‘) i+ Ve(T)Vig(y(r)))

DAY (1) + AP (7)D; + Ae()gly()drds |

)
0
+ /Ot b(t) - VU(t,s)g(y)ds

Lo (0,71;L2)NL2(0,71;LP)
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+ /Oc(t)U(t,s)g(y)ds

Lo (0,71;L2)NLY (0,715 LP)

+ /Ot Ul(t,s)b(s) - Vg(y)ds

Loo(0,71;L2)NLA(0,71;LP)

+ /OU(t,s)c(s)g(y)ds

+ 109 o (0,r1;L7") (4.4)
Lo (0,71;L2)NLY(0,71;LP)

We estimate each term of the right-hand side as follows

AU (-, 0)x[ oo (0,m;12)n L0 (0,m L7y S |2l 12,
[(VW) - VU, 0)x| Los (0,r1;22)nL9(0,m1300) S VW[ Lo0 (0,m1:25) VU (5 0) || oo (0,74522)n L0 (0,7 :L7)
S 2l a2,
d

Z(a W) U(-,0)z L2 (0,71;L2)NLA(0,71;LP) ~ S Nzl a2,
j=1

”(AW)U('vO)x”L°°(0,T1;L2)OL‘1(0771;LP) 5 H‘T”Hza
lg(@)llz2 = 1zl 720 S 2l (4.5)

t
\ / U(t,s)g(y)ds
0 L (0,71;L2)NLY(0,71;LP)
< Hg(y)”Lq’(o;rl;Lp’) + HVQ(y)”Lq’(o;rl;Lp’) S TleMﬁ

t
0
/ (U (t,s)g(y)ds S HCHLOO(OJ'ULOO)Hg(y)”Lq/(Oﬂ-l;LP/) S My,
0 Lo°(0,71;L2)NL(0,71;LP)

5 HbHL‘X’(O,ﬁ;L“’)

/0 “bit) - VU2, 5)g()ds

Lo°(0,71;L2)NLA(0,71;LP)

t
/ U(t, 5)b(s) - Vg(y)ds < 18l oe 0imize
0 Lo (0,71 ;LQ)OLQ(O,Tl ;LP)

t
/ U(t, s)Vg(y)ds
0 L (0,71;L2)NL2(0,71;LP)

0
S ||9(y)||Lq’(o7ﬁ;Lp’) + ||v9(y)||Lq’(o7ﬁ;Lp’) S MY

t
/ U(t7 S)C(S)g(y)ds 5 HCHL‘X’(O,H;L“’) Hg(y)”[,q’ (0771;[,17/) 5 TleMlaa
0 L (0,71;L2)NL3(0,71;LP)

Hatg( )HLQ (0, 7-17LP) <T10Hy”Loo (0,71;L2%) Haty”Lq(O,Tl;LP) 5 TleMla

Here we used Hélder’s inequality with

1 1
+_7 1__:9+_7
P 2 D q q

and ¢ = d( > 2 from the assumption of «, and so 8 > 0. We consider 8th on the right-hand
side of (@4]). By the Strichatrz estimate, we have

U(t,7)[2i(D;VV (1) + V¥ (1)D; 4+ V() Vg (y(r))

(D, AR (7) + A (7)D; + A )g((drs|[
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N

/ Ul(t, T)[Qi(DjVEj(T) + Vp(T)Dj + V(1)) V(y(r))

[

DAY (1) + AP (7)D; + Aem)glyldr|[ s

N

/0 H%(Djv?ﬂ'(r) + VIV (1)D; + VE(T))Vg(y(r))

H(D;AP () + AV (1)D; + Ay, dS\

S IDyVV (7) + V() Dy + VE(T)l| oo 0,155

t
: /O IV e 0ryszeyds

~ . ~ . — t
LD AR (7) + AW ()D; + AZ) | e 0miie) \ /O L) 1 (0 rysz)ds

7'1”9( )HL‘X’(O,Tl;Hl) 5 Tlel-

o0~ w(s)loe = | @)

<|t- SHfatyHLoo(o,n;LZ) S Mt — s,

/ 19 () e @zt ds| <

Since we see

HL2dT

y is Lipschitz continuous. Also, by the interpolation inequality with

1 Q@ 1 2
5—5“1‘@)(5‘3)’

ly(t) = y(s)llz2e < ly(t) = y()F2llyt) — y(s)ll"
< Mt — s|“M{™% = M|t — s|*.

we have

Similarly, by the interpolation inequality with

1 « 1 1
5—5“1‘“)(5‘3)’

IV (y(8) = y(s)llzze < IV yE) = y())521V(yE) = y(s) ]
S ly(®) =922y (0) = y(s) 5

< MY |t — s]alMll_o‘l = Mt —s|”, o <a,

we have

(4.6)

(4.7)

where we use Sobolev’s embedding in 1 < o <1+ ﬁ. So, y is Holder continuous. Therefore,

lg(@) = 9@l poe 0r;m1) S (22 + Nyl 0 1,207 = Yl oo 0,120

<
S+ 295" + MMy
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In the end, the following holds,
18:F W) lstr(ry S 2l + el e + 7 MY + 1 MP + (1 + [|2]|3" + M7~ My
Similarly,
IE W) lstrir) Szl + 19 2ot 0.10,207) S N2l 2 + 77 M
Therefore,
IE W) lstrry) + 10F @) lstrra) S lllarz + 2o + 70 MY + 71 M + (14 Gt + MY My

Next, we estimate |AF(y)||ro(0,7;22)- From [@2) and (4.3]), we have

/A $))ds + g(y(®))
/ (A1) $)A($) b (y(s))ds + /0 U(t, 5)(009) (y(s))ds + U(t, 0)g(x),
then
/O U(t, 5)A(s)g(y(s))ds = U(t,0)g(5(0)) — g(u(t)) + /0 U(t, 5)(0g) (y(s))ds.
By
Ut 5)A(3)g(y(s)) = —iU(t, 5)(A + b(s,€) - V + (s, €))g(y(s))
= iU, 5)(b(s,6) -V + e(,€))g(y(s)) — iAT(E, 8)g(y(s))
+i / U (t, 7)[2i(D; V¥ () + VB (1) D; + V&) Vg (y(r))
+i(D; AV (1) + AV (1) Dj + AE(T))g(y(7))]dr,
we have

A [ UGt s)oul)ds = U(0,0)g(0(0) ~ igy(®) +7 [ Ult,5)@ug)lus)ds
0 0

- [ U, Vatu)ds — [ Ult.s)els atul)ds

0 0
- /0 / U(t,7)[2i(D; VB () + VB (1) D; + Va(r) Vly(r))
+i(D; AV (1) + AV (1) Dj + AE(7))g(y(r))]drds.
Therefore,
||AF(11)||L°°(0,71;L2)

Slzllgz + U 0)g(y(0) — g(y(O))ll oo 0,722

/Uts (019)(y

L°°(0,T1;L2)
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+\ [ vsinis.6) - Tatuas [ vsiets. atwas

.

L (0,71;L?) Lo (0,71;L?)
t t . .

/ / U (t, ) [2i(D; V¥ () + VB (1) D; + V(7)) Vg (y(r))
0 s

+i(D; AV (1) + AV (7) D; + AX))g(y(r) ldrds|

.

Lo0(0,71;L2)

< lzllze + T (1 0)g(w(0)) — g(y(e) e (omszey + H [ vesieamas

Lo°(0,71;L2)
1Bl e 0152 IV 9@ a0ty + Nl 0oy 95

t
/

+ / U(t, T)[2i(DjV@(T) + Vfl;j(T)Dj + Ve(r)Vy(y(r))

+i(D; AV (1) + AV (7)D; + AE(T))g(y(T))]dTH ds‘

L0 (0,71;L2)

< llzllzz + U (1 0)g(w(0)) — a(w(E) e (omizey + H | vt

L2°(0,m1;L?)
T IVgW 1o 0,700y + N9 Lot (0,711 y + Tl g @) Lo (0,70 101) -
Therefore, we have the following

0
S ||8t9(y)||Lq’(o,Tl;Lp’) S T MY
Lo (0,71;L2)

/0 U(t, 5)0hg(y)ds

Next, we estimate the second terms of the last line of (LS]).
1U(#,0)9(y(0)) = g(y(t)ll Lo (0,m1:L2)
<|[U(t,0)g(z) — g(x)|| o (0,m1;22) + [l9(x) — g(y(E)l| oo 0,7;22)-

First, we estimate the first terms in the last line of (£9). From (3H]), we have
g(x) € L*>®(0,71; L?). We estimate

|’U(t70)g(‘r) - g(‘r)HLoo(O,Tl;L2) - ”(U(ta 0) - I)g(x)”Lw(O,Tl;L2)

< U 0) = Illlg(x)]l 2
S 9@z S Nzl

Next, we estimate the second terms in the last line of ([A9]). By (4.6l and (LT, we have

lg(@) = gz 022y S (2llfaa + 9l t0 ;120 18 = Yll oo (0,520
S (U |2ll§pt + MY My
So,
IAF W) oo 0,m;22) S Nzl + |2ll5e + 77 M + mMP + (1 + [|2155" + M) My,

Therefore,

”F(y)”str(ﬁ) + HatF(y)Hstr(n) + HAF(?J)HLO"(O,H;Lz)
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< Cr(lzllgz + ll2llfe + 7 ME + 7 M + (L4 ||zt + MP~H M),

where (', is a constant that depends on 7.
We shall choose M; and 71 to obtain F'(V}; ) C Yy such that

Cry (2l g2 + |21 F2 + 77 MY + 1 MT + (1 + ||2]|5" + M7~ Myr) < M.
To this end, we define the real-valued continuous, (F;)-adapted process
2,V = 271 (llallz + )" (17 + ¢4+ 6) + Ct (L + e, ¢ € (0,7,

choose the (F;)-stopping time as
1
71 = inf {t € [O,T];Zt(l) > 5} AT,

and set My = 2C7, (||7| g2 + [|#]|$;2). Then it follows that Zﬁll) <1 and FYi,) € Vi,
Moreover, since [g(y1) — g(y2)| < o(|ya*™" + ly2|*"H)lyr — vl for y1,y2 € Vi,

1E (1) = F(2)llstr(r) < Cnllgyr) = 9(y2)ll Lo 0.7, )
< CT1(||y1| LOO(O 1;L22) + ||y2‘ Loo(() T1;L29) )Hyl - y2||L‘1/(077—1;LP)

< Cr ! MYy — Y2l La(o,m:17)
1
< slly1 — v2llza,m;ze)

which implies that F' is a contraction in L%(0,7y; LP). Since yﬁl is a complete metric subspace
in L°°(0,71; L?), Banach’s fixed point theorem yields a unique y € Yyj with y = F(y) on [0,71].
Consequently, setting y1(t) := y(t A 71), t € [0,T], we deduce that (y;,71) is a local solution of
([22), such that yi(t) = y1(t A71), t € [0,T], and y1]jo.-,) € C([0,71]; H?).

Step 2. We use an induction argument. Suppose that at the nth step we have a local solution
(Yn, ) of 22D, such that 7, > 71, Yn(t) = yu(t A7), t € [0,T], and yn|jo -, € C([0,7,.); H?).
We construct (Yn+1, Tnt1). Set

yM I {Z € LOO(07UN;L2); Hz”str(an) + ”8t2”str(an) + ”AZHLOO(O,crn;LQ) < Mn-i—l}y

and define the map F;, by

t
Fo(2)(t) =U(mn +t,Tn)yn(m) — )\z’/ Uty +t,m + 5)g(2(s))ds. (4.10)
0
Analogous calculations as in Step 1 show that for z € yﬁ;ﬂ
1 En (2)lstr(on) + 10eFn ()| str(0n) + 1AFR(2) || oo (0,00;12)
< Crton lyn (Tl 2 + ||Z/n(7'n)||H2 +op oM nt1 + UnMr?—i-l + (1 + ||yn(7'n)| MS-H VM 107).

We shall choose M, and o, to obtain F), (yM +1) C y;{;ﬂ such that

+1

CTn-i-Jn(”yn(Tn)”H2"‘”yn(Tn)”?ﬂ +U§Mﬁ+1+0nM +1+(1+”yn(7'n)| Mg-i-ll)Mn-i-lUs) < Mpy1.
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To this end, we define the real-valued continuous, (F;.

m

+t)-adapted process

2 = 2071 (lyn () 2+ 9m () [ 552) (0 At +£9) 4 Co st (L4 [y (7)), £ € [0, T),

choose the (F;, 1¢)-stopping time as

n

n 1
On :inf{t € [O,T—Tn];Zt( S 5} AT —1p),

and set Myy1 = 207, 40, ([Un(m) |2 + lyn(72)l|$2).  Then it follows that ZC(,ZH) < 3 and
(yM +1) C yMnJrl
Moreover, since |g(z1) — g(22)| < a(|z1|* + |22]* 1) |21 — 22|, for 21,22 € yﬁnﬂ

[Fn(21) = Fu(22)llstr(on) < Cratonllg(z1) = 9(22)l Lot (0,0, 00)
< OT +0n(Hz1||Loo (0,073 L2%) + Hz2||Loo (0,073 L2%) )Hzl - Z2HLQ’(0,U7L;LP)

< Crt0,0 M3+11||Zl - Z2||L‘1(0,crn;LP)
1
< 5”»’31 — 22| £a(0,0;L7)

which implies that F}, is a contraction from L°°(0, 0,,; L?) to the same space.

Set T,+1 = Tn + 0. Then, similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.2 in [6], we can show 7,11 is
an (F¢)¢>o-stopping time. By Banach’s fixed point theorem, there exists a unique z,41 € yMnH
satisfying z,4+1 = Fy(2n+1) on [0,0,]. We define

Znt1((t =) Nop), t € (1n,T].

It follows from the definition of F' and F), that y,+1 = F(yn+1) on [0, Tp+1]-

And, similar to the proof of Lemma 6.2 in [6], y,+1 is an adapted to (F;);>0 in H?. Hence,
(Yn+1, Tns1) is a local solution of ([2.2]), such that y,4+1(t) = ynt1(t A Thy1), t € [0,7], and
Yn+1l0,7ns1] € C([0, Tns1]; H?). Starting from Step 1 and repeating the procedure in Step 2, we
finally construct a sequence of local solutions (y,,7,), n € N, where 7,, are increasing stopping
times and y,+1 = ypn, on [0, 7,].

To prove the uniqueness, for any two local solutions (y;,0;), i = 1,2, define + = sup{t €
[0,01 Aoa] : g1 = y2 on [0,t]}. Suppose that P(v < o1 Aog) > 0. For w € {t < 01 A 02}, we have
y1(w) = ya(w) on [0, (w)] by the continuity in H?, and for ¢t € [0,01 A oa(w) — t(w))

[91(w) = Y2(W)l oo (u(w),e(w)+22) T [191(W) = G2(w) || La (e (w) () +4:L7)
= |[F(y1(w)) — F(y2(w)ll Lo () ,0(w)+£:22) T 1F@1(w)) — F(H2(w) || L (1(w),0 ) +4:L7)
< O+l (@) = 9@l 1o (1 (w0) 0(w0)+1: Lp’)
< Cb(w)+t(H?71 ()] %o_ol(b(w),L(w)th;L?a) + [|y2(w )” (e(w),e(w)+t;L2) Ny (w) — (W)HLq’(L(w)7L(w)+t;Lp)
< Coayr e M) 171 (@) = T2 ()l L () uw) 41510
where M (t) := |7 (w M7= I(L(w) (wyrtm2) T l|72(w )”%;’l(l,(w),b(w)-‘rt;Hz) — 0 as t — 0. Therefore, with ¢

small enough we deduce that 71 (w) = yg(w) [t(w), t(w) 4 t], hence 71 (w) = Ya(w) on [0, t(w) +t],
which contradicts the definition of ¢.
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Finally, we prove the continuous dependence of the initial data. Suppose that z,, — = in H?

and let (Ym, (7" )nen, 7°(2m)) be the unique local solutions of ([2:2) corresponding to the initial

data x,,, m > 1. Since ||z || g2 < ||z||g2 +1 for m > m; with m; large enough, we modify 71 (< T))
in the proof of Proposition by

= inf{t € [0,T] : 2271 C((|z| gz + 1) + (||| g2 + D) + ¢ + )

1
+Ct* (||| g2 +2)* ! > 5} AT,

such that 7 is independent for m > m;. Hence,

R:= sup |[ymllzee(0,r;m2) <00, P-as.
m>m1

We first prove the continuous dependence on initial data on the interval [0, 71].

(i) Claim 1: |y — yllpec(0,7522) — 0, as m — oo.

From

t
=3 = U(00) =) =i [ U(t.5)(0(00()) = ol0(s)))ds.
taking ¢ small and independently of m(> m;), we have
[Ym = yllLe0,22) S Nlom — llLz + [l9(ym) = 9W)l Lo (0,400

S llzm — 2llz2 + (yml§=(0.120) + 19150 4220 19m = Yll 2ot (0 1:10)

S e — @llpz + PRy — YllLa(o,510)-
Therefore,

lym = yllze0.422) < Cry (l@m = 2l 22 + "R ym = yll ago,))-
So, if we choose t satisfy C’Tlt‘gﬁo‘_l < %, we obtain
lym — Yl 02y < 205 |2m — || 2.
Since t is independent of m(> my),
Ym — YllLoo(0,5522) — 0, as m — o0.

By repeating this a finite number of times, we can show Claim 1.

(ii) Claim 2: ||ym — yllpeo(0,r;m5) — 0, asm — 00, 0 < 5 < 2.
From the interpolation inequality,

6 —6
Ym — yHLOO(O,Tl;HS) < lym — yHLoo(O,Tl;LQ)Hym - yHioo(O’Tl;HZ)

0 -0

< Nym — yHLw(o,-rl;LQ)(||ymHL°°(O,ﬁ;H2) + ||Z/HL°°(0,71;H2))1
H1-0 0

é Rl ||ym - y||L°O(0,T1;L2)'

Therefore, if we take m — oo, we can show Claim 2 from Claim 1.
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Now, since 4, (71) — y(71) in H?, similarly we can get the above results on |1, 75] with 75 depending
on |ly(m1)||gz. Therefore, we can show the continuous dependence on [0,72]. Reiterating this
procedure, we then obtain increasing stopping times 7,, depending on ||y(7,—1)|| g2, such that
continuous dependence holds on every [0, 7,]. Therefore, for n > 1, P-a.s. w € Q and 0 < s < 2,
the map x — y(-, z,w) is continuous from H? to L>(0, 7,; H®). O

Proof of Theorem [2.4] First, for any Strichartz pair (p,), we show yylj.7,] € L7(0, 7p; W2P). We
consider maps

y(t) = U(t.0)x — Ai /0 U(t, 5)g(u(s))ds,

and
F(y)(t) =U(t,0)x — )\i/o Ul(t,s)g(y(s))ds, t €[0,T]. (4.11)

Let us first consider the case d = 5,6,7. Choose the Strichartz pair

(p,q) = (ddszl)z, (d4(4°)la1) 0 ). By Strichartz estimates in Lemma [3.3]

”F(y)”Lq(O,T;WZ’P) S | gz + ”g(y)HLq’(o,T;Wlp’)- (4.12)

Also, we have that

gl Lo (0,T;W2p')
S H|y|a_1y||Lq’(o7T;Lp’) + |||y|a_1|Vy|||Lq/(07T;Lp/) + |||y|a_2|Vy|2HLq’(0,T;Lp’)
Y1 AY I Lo 0.1 (4.13)

From Hoélder’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding it follows that

6
H|y|a yHLq (0,7;L2") <T HyHa ! pla—1) ||yHLq(0,T;LP)
(OTL =2 )
0
< r ”y‘ La 0TW2P Hy”L‘I(O,T;W2vp)7 (414)

— 0
1y IVl oy < TOMWIE oy 199 lzaoz:m)
Lq(O,T;L =2 )

0
S Tyl 7, La QTW2P H?J”Lq(O,T;WZ»p)a (4.15)

- 0
121V Pl o oy < TN sy V012 i)
Lq(OT-L d=1") La(0,T;Ld+ta=3)

S Te”y‘ La QTW2p Hy”2L¢I(0 T;W2:P)s (4.16)

— 6
H‘y’a 1‘Ay’”Lq’(o,T;Lp’) <T ”yHa ! p(a 1) ”AyHLq(OTLP)
Lq(O,T,L -2
STyl 0TW2p ||y||Lq(o,T;W2»p)- (4.17)

Thus, inserting (@.14]),(Z15),([@16),[I7) into (ZI3) and @I2) yields that

IEW) La.rwzey S Iz + TPyl Gogomswan)- (4.18)
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Fix w € Q and consider F' on the set
y}\'/l[l = {y € LOO(Ole; H2) N Lq(077—1; W27p); ||yHL°°(O,7'1;H2) + HyHL‘I(O,Tl;WQ’p) < Ml} .

Then, suggested to the proof of Theorem[Z3l We can conclude F is a contraction from L>(0, 71; L?)N
L9(0,71; LP) to the same space, which yields a unique y € Yy with y = F(y) on [0,71]. We also
have y1jo,,] € L7(0,71; W%P) by using Strichartz estimate ([3.4]). The same is true for n > 2.
Therefore, we have proved the case d = 5,6, 7.

If d = 4, choose the Strichartz pair (p,q) =
Sobolev’s imbedding give

(2(5:12),04 + 2). Then Holder’s inequality and

0
|*~ 1yHLq (0,T;L7") < Tyl ! p(1—a) ||yHLq(O,T;LP)
Lq(OTL T2-p )

Te”y\ La QTW2P 1Yl La (0,T;W2P), (4.19)

Iy

- )
”’?J‘a 1’vy‘HLq’(o,T;Lp’) <T ”yHa (1 p(1- a) ”VyHLq (0,T;LP)
La(0,T;L

9
STyl G, (]TW2P ||yHLq(O,T;W2vP), (4.20)

a—2 2 6 2
\Y4 . <T ) \Y a
1y[*~=Vyl HLq’(o,T7Lp ) ”yHLq 0,71 [ y”LfI(O,T; 4( +2))

L oFf

6
S Tl 7, La QTW2p ”yH%q(O,T;WlP)v (4.21)

- )
1y1*HAY[ Lo 0. rerey S TNUI™ ey 1AYlLaorse)
Lq(o,T;L‘r )

Te”y\ La 0 T;W2p) ”yHLq(O,T;Wsz)- (4.22)
Hence, the estimate ([AI8]) is accordingly modified by

IF W)l o.riw2r) S Iz + TP N9l Gago.zw2)- (4.23)
Thereafter, the same as in the case of d = 5,6, 7.
If d = 1,2,3, we can use Sobolev’s embedding theorem ||y||ze < ||y|/zz. Then, we have
IE W) oo 0,m;m2) S N2l 2 + 1IAg@W) L2 0,712
Szl g2 + (H|y|a_1y”L1(0,T;L2) + |||y|a_1|Vy|||L1(o,T;L2)
+ 1yl Vy Pl (0,1;L2) + H|y|a_1|Ay|||L1(O,T;L2))
< Nl + TYlG= 0.7 poey 19l oo 0.1:02)
Szl + Tyl T 0,712y
Thereafter, the same as in the case of d = 5,6, 7.

Next, prove the continuous dependence of the initial data. Suppose that z,, — x in H?
and let (Ym, (7" )nen, 7°(z)) be the unique local solutions of ([2:2) corresponding to the initial

data x,,, m > 1. Choose the Strichartz pair (p,q) = (jg:i)z, (df%z;lll)), if d=5,6,7, (p,q) =

(2(5:12),04 +2), if d =4. If d = 1,2,3, take any Strichartz pair. Since |zp| g2 < ||z| g2z + 1 for

m > mj with m large enough, we modify 71 (< T') in the proof of Theorem by

1
71 = inf {t €0,7]:2-3% (||| gz + 1) 10 > g} AT,
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such that 7 is independent for m > m;. Hence,

R:= sup ||ymllree(0,m;m2) <00, P-as..
m>m1

We first prove the continuous dependence of the initial data on the interval [0,71]. From proof
of Theorem 1.2 of [7], taking ¢ small and independent of m(> m1), we have
[ym = yll oo 0,21) + [19m = YllLao sy = 0, as m — oo, (4.24)

Then, to obtain that

lym — yllLoo 0,6:2) + 1Ym — Yl Lo, w20y — 0, (4.25)

we use ([B.8) to derive that for m > my

Ay —y) = U(t,0)A(xy, — ) + /0 U(t,s){2i(D; V¥ (s) + V¥ (s)Dj + VE(s))

XV (ym — y) + (DAY (s) + AY (s)D; + AE($)) (ym — ¥)
— NiA(g(ym(s)) — g(y(s)))}ds, (4.26)

where g(y) = |y|*~'y. We note that, by Proposition 2.3(a) in [23], (3.5) and (B8], we obtain

[i(D; AV + AV D; + A (ym — w5, | S lvm = vz,

0,t]
Slam = 2lzz + 19(ym) — 9 L (0.0.10)
S llem = llp2 + llym — vl Lao.sLr), (4.27)

120D, VE + VB D; + Vo)V (ym — vz, <19 — v, ,

[0,2]
Slem = 2llm + l9(m) — 9@ e (0 1.0
S lam = @llan + 8 ym — yllLooawrey,  (428)

where X 0,4 is the local smoothing space (see Definition B.2)). Applying (3.5]), (3.6 to ([£26]), we
derive by (£27) and (£.28]),

[AYm — Ayl oo 0,4;22) + [[AYm — Ayl La(0,L0)
< Az, — Azl 2 + ||2i(D;VE + VU Dj + V)N (Y — y)ugf

0,4]
4D, AF + AFD; + A — )l -+ INAGm) 90 g
Sem — x| g2 + te”ym - yHLq(O,t;WLP) + | Ag(ym) — Ag(y)”Lq’(o,t;Lp’)- (4.29)

As regards the last term on the right hand side of (£.29)), we note that Vg(y) = Fi(y)Vy+ Fa(y) V7,
where Fi(y) = 25 |y[*~! and Fy(y) = %51[y|*3y?. Then

Ag(Ym) — Ag(y) = VEL(Ym)VYm + FL(Ym) AYm + VE2(Yi) Vi + F2(Yim) AT
— VFi(y)Vy — Fi(y)Ay — VFy(y)Vy — Fa(y) Ay
= F1(Ym)[Dym — AY] + [F1(ym) — F1(y)]AY + Fo(Ym) [ATm — AT]
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+ [F2(ym) — F2(9)]AT + VEUYm) [VYm — Vyl + [VFi(ym) — VEF1(y)]Vy
+ VF2(ym)[Vy_m - V@] + [VF2(ym) - VFQ(?J)]V@

8
=: Z 1.
k=1

Since [I1| + 13| < |ym|* ' |Aym — Ayl, we have

— 0
11+ I3||Lq’(07t;Lp’) S HymH%ool(Qt;Lr)t | Ay — AZJHL‘Z(O,t;Ll’)
S B lym — yllpa - (4.30)
Here we used Holder’s inequality with
1 —1 1 1 -1 1 —1
1--=2"" 44, 1--=2"" 17 poblezb
q q p r p p—2
Also, since |I5]| + |I7] < |ym|* 2| Vym — Vy|, we have
- 6
15 + I7||Lq’(o7t;Lp’) S Yl %ooz(qt;y)t IVym — VZJHLCI(O,t;Lf’)
S Ra_2t9”ym - y”Lq(O,t;WQvP)' (4.31)
Here we used Holder’s inequality with
1 —2 1 1 -2 1 —2
poloa=z2 1 =210 plaz2)
q 00 q p r p p—2

Therefore, by ([€.29),(@30) and @31)),

Yym = Yll oo 0,6,52) + Ym — YllLago,sw20)
Sz — 2l gz + ) ym — YllLago,ewrmy + RO |y, — Yl La (0,6 w20p)
+ Rt lym — yllLauwrey + 2 + Lo+ Is + I8 Lo 0.1y (4.32)

Also, similar to the proof of Theorem 1.2 of [7], it follows that
HI2”L¢1’(0¢;LP’) + ”[4HLq’(0,f,;LP’) + ”IGHLq’((],f,;LP’) + ”ISHLq’((],f,;LP’) — 0, as m — oo. (4'33)

Thus, [@24), E32), (E33) through [@25) follow. Reiterating this procedure in finite steps we
obtain (£25)) on [0, 71].

Now, since y,,(11) — y(m1) in H?, similarly we can get the above results to [r1, 7] with 7
depending on ||y(71)|| 2. Therefore, we can show the continuous dependence on [0, 73]. Reiterating
this procedure, we then obtain increasing stopping times 7,,, depending on ||y(7,—1)|| g2, such that
continuous dependence holds on every [0,7,]. Therefore, for n > 1 and P-a.s. w € Q, the map
r — y(-,z,w) is continuous from H? to L>(0,7,; H?) N LI(0,7,; W*P). The same is true for any
Strichartz pair (p, ).

Finally, we prove the blowup alternative. Suppose that

P(M* < o051, < 7%(x), Yn € N) > 0,
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where
M*:=  sup |ly(t)| ne-
tel0,7*(x))
Define
Z; =2-3°7 e (M40t e [0,T).

1
J::inf{te [0,T]: Z > g}/\T.

For w € {M* < oc0; 7, < 7*(x), ¥Yn € N}, since 7,(w) < T, ¥n € N, by the definition of o, in Step
2, we have

on(w) = inf {t €0, T —71,(w)]:2-3% 100‘ elly(ma)l ?I—the > %} A (T —1p).

Notice that, for every n > 1, [ly(7,(w))|lgz < M*, Cr, (w)y++ < Cryq. It follows that Z;(w) >

Zt(nﬂ)(w), therefore o, (w) > o(w) > 0. Hence 7,41(w) = m(w) + op(w) > 7 (w) + o(w), which
implies 7,41(w) > 71(w) + no(w) for every n > 1, contradicting the fact that 7, (w) < T. This

completes the proof. O

5 Proof of Theorem 2.5

We prove the time global well-posedness in H? for the equation with power condition 2 < a <
1+ ﬁ which correspond to the condition for H! well-posedness. This is so called persistence
argument.

Proof of Theorem [2.3. From Theorem 4] for any z € H? and 0 < T < oo, there exists a local
solution (y,7*(z)) where 7*(x) is the maximum existence time of y. Assume that 7%(z) < T.
Then, there exists € such that 7*(z) —e < 7*(x) + e < T. Set I = [7"(ug,v0) — &, 7*(up,v0) + €.
Fix w € Q. Set (p,q) = (v + 1, i%gﬂ%) We estimate the map in (£I1]). From the deterministic
Strichartz estimate, we have

’a—l

HF(?J)HLOO(I;HQ)OL‘I(I;WZ’P) < |lz|lg + [lly yHLq/(I;Wz,p/)-

Thus, by Sobolev’s embedding theorem, we have

H|y|a_1y”Lq’(1;W2,p’)
S IHy\‘J“lyHLq/ ooy F Y e ey + 192 VYR o oy + 11910 HAYI o 1,y
S Myl g rom Wl Lacrszry + 22)° 1Yot 1oy IV Yl o (1:0)
+ (2¢)? Hyum.mkuiqagm (2¢)° uyum 1 18 o)
(25) [yl17 Loo (I;HY) H?J”Lq(];wlz’) (25) [yl17 Loo (I;HY) H?J”Lq(];wlz’)
(25) ”y‘Loo(];Hl)”yHLq(I;WLP)”yHLq(I;WQvP) (2€)€”y‘%o_ol(];Hl)”yHLq(I;Wsz)

< (26)°Iyll za(r;wza).-
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In the similar way, we estimate the difference to obtain

1F'(y1) — F(y2)HLOO(I;HZ)OL‘I(I;WZ’P) IS (25)90(T)\|y1 - y2HLq(I;W2vP)-

Thus, if € is sufficiently small, F' is a contraction map. Therefore, it contradicts the definition of
the maximal existence time 7*(x). O

Acknowledgement

The third author was supported by JSPS Kakenhi Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C) 20K03671.

Declarations

Conflicts of interests

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interests regarding the publication of this paper.

Data Availability Statements

Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analysed during the
current study.

References

[1] O. Bang, P. L. Christiansen, F. If, K. O. Rasmussen, Y. B. Gaididei, Temperature effects in a
nonlinear model of monolayer Scheibe aggregates, Phys. Rev. E., 49 (1994) 4627-4636.

[2] O. Bang, P. L. Christiansen, F. If, K. O. Rasmussen, Y. B. Gaididei, White noise in the
two-dimensional nonlinear Schrodinger equation, Appl. Anal., 57 (1995) 3-15.

[3] V. Barbu, G. Da Prato, M. Réckner, Stochastic porous media equations and self-organized
criticality, Comm. Math. Phys., 285 (3) (2009) 901-923.

[4] V. Barbu, M. Rockner, On a random scaled porous media equation, J. Differential Equations,
251 (9) (2011) 2494-2514.

[5] V. Barbu, M. Rockner, Stochastic variational inequalities and applications to the total varia-
tion flow perturbed by linear multiplicative noise, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 209 (3) (2013)
797-834.

[6] V. Barbu, M. Rockner, D. Zhang, Stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger equations with linear mul-
tiplicative noise: rescaling approach, J. Nonlinear Sci., 24 (3) (2014) 383-409.

[7] V. Barbu, M. Rockner, D. Zhang, Stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger equations, Nonlinear Anal.,
136 (2016) 168-194.

[8] V. Barbu, M. Rockner, D. Zhang, Optimal bilinear control of nonlinear stochastic Schrodinger
equations driven by linear multiplicative noise, Ann. Probab., 46 (4) (2018) 1957-1999.

25



[9]

[10]

[11]

[14]

[15]

A. Barchielli, M. Gregoratti, Quantum Trajectories and Measurements in Continuous Time:
The Diffusive Case, Lecture Notes Physics, 782 Springer, Berlin (2009).

A. Barchielli, C. Pellegrini, F. Petruccione, Stochastic Schrodinger equations with coloured
noise, Lett. J. Explor. Front. Phys. EPL., 91 (2010).

A. de Bouard, A. Debussche, A stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger equation with multiplicative
noise, Comm. Math. Phys., 205 (1999) 161-181.

A. de Bouard, A. Debussche, The stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger equation in H', Stoch.
Anal. Appl., 21 (2003) 97-126.

Z. Brzezniak, F. Hornung, U. Manna, Weak martingale solutions for the stochastic nonlinear
Schrodinger equation driven by pure jump noise, Stoch. Partial Differ. Equ.: Anal. Comput.,
8 (1) (2020) 1-53.

Z. Brzezniak, F. Hornung, L. Weis, Martingale solutions for the stochastic nonlinear
Schrodinger equation in the energy space, Probab. Theory Related Fields, 174 (3-4) (2019)
1273-1338.

7. Brzezniak, F. Hornung, L. Weis, Uniqueness of martingale solutions for the stochastic non-
linear Schrodinger equation on 3d compact manifolds, Stoch. Partial Differ. Equ.: Anal. Com-
put., (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s40072-022-00238-w

T. Cazenave, F. B. Weissler, The Cauchy problem for the critical nonlinear Schrédinger equa-
tion in H®, Nonlinear Anal., 14 (1990) 807-836.

S. Doi, Remarks on the Cauchy problem for Schrodinger-type equations, Comm. PDE., 21
(1996) 163-178.

J. Ginibre, G. Velo, On a class of nonlinear Schrodinger equations, J. Funct. Anal., 32 (1979)
1-71.

S. Herr, M. Rockner, D. Zhang, Scattering for stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger equations,
Comm. Math. Phys., 368 (2) (2019) 843-884.

F. Hornung, The stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger equation in unbounded domains and non-
compact manifolds, Nonlinear Differ. Equ. Appl., 27 40 (2020).

T. Kato, On nonlinear Schrodinger equations, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Phys. Théor., 46 (1987)
113-129.

T. Kato, Nonlinear Schrodinger Equations, Schrodinger Operators, (Spnderberg, 1988), Lec-
ture Notes in Physics, 345 Springer, Berlin (1989) 218-263.

J. Marzuola, J. Metcalfe, D. Tataru, Strichartz estimates and local smoothing estimates for
asymptotically flat Schrodinger equations, J. Funct. Anal., 255 (6) (2008) 1497-1553.

Y. Su, D. Zhang Construction of minimal mass blow-up solutions to rough mnonlinear
Schrodinger equations, J. Funct. Anal., 284 (5) (2023) 109796.

26



[25] Y. Tsutsumi, L2-solutions for nonlinear Schrodinger equations and nonlinear groups, Funkcial.
Ekvac., 30 (1987) 115-125.

[26] D. Zhang, Stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger equation, (Ph.D. thesis), Universitdt Bielefeld,
(2014).

27



	Introduction and main results
	Stochastic and Deterministic nonlinear Schrödinger equations
	Results by the rescaling approach

	Rescaling approach
	Deterministic Strichartz estimate
	Proof of Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4
	Proof of Theorem 2.5

