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TWO-DIMENSIONAL PERIODIC NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER
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ON THE PROBABILISTIC WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE

EQUATION WITH THE QUADRATIC NONLINEARITY |u|?

RUOYUAN LIU

ABSTRACT. We study the two-dimensional periodic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS)
with the quadratic nonlinearity |u|2. In particular, we study the quadratic NLS with ran-
dom initial data distributed according to a fractional derivative (of order a > 0) of the
Gaussian free field. After removing the singularity at the zeroth frequency, we prove that
the quadratic NLS is almost surely locally well-posed for a < % and is probabilistically
ill-posed for o > % in a suitable sense. The probabilistic ill-posedness result shows that in
the case of rough random initial data and a quadratic nonlinearity, the standard proba-
bilistic well-posedness theory for NLS breaks down before reaching the critical value o = 1
predicted by the scaling analysis due to Deng, Nahmod, and Yue (2019), and thus this
paper is a continuation of the work by Oh and Okamoto (2021) on stochastic nonlinear
wave and heat equations by building an analogue for NLS.

RESUME. Nous étudions I’équation de Schrodinger non linéaire (NLS) avec la non-linéarité
quadratique |u|2 sur un tore de dimension deux. En particulier, nous étudions NLS quadra-
tique avec une donnée initiale aléatoire distribuée selon une dérivée fractionnaire (d’ordre
a > 0) du champ libre gaussien. Apres suppression de la singularité a la fréquence zéro,
nous prouvons que NLS quadratique est presque sirement localement bien posé pour
a < % et est mal posé pour a > % dans un sens probabiliste approprié. Le fait que NLS
quadratique soit mal posé dans un sens probabiliste montre que dans le cas de données
initiales aléatoires & basse regularité et d’une non-linéarité quadratique, la théorie de Cau-
chy probabiliste standard pour NLS perd sa validité avant d’atteindre le valeur critique
a = 1 prédite par 'analyse due & Deng, Nahmod et Yue (2019). Cet article est donc une
continuation, dans le cas de NLS, des travaux de Oh et Okamoto (2021) sur les équations
stochastiques non linéaires des ondes et du chaleur.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Quadratic NLS with random initial data. We consider the Cauchy problem for
the following quadratic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) on the two-dimensional torus
T? = (R/27Z)?:

. a2 2
{z@tu—i-Au—]u\ £ |ul an

Ulp=0 = uf.

Here, f f(z)dz := ﬁg Jp2 f(z)dz and uf is the following Gaussian random initial data:

ug () =Y g"(fi e, (1.2)
(n)
nez?
where v € R and {gn},ez2 is a set of independent standard complex-valued Gaussian
random variables with Eg, = 0 and E|g,|? = 1. Note that when a = 0, u4 is the Gaussian
random initial data distributed according to the massive Gaussian free field on H®(T?),
s < 0.

Over the past several decades, we have witnessed tremendous progress on well-posedness
issues of NLS with various types of nonlinearities from both deterministic and probabilistic
points of views. Let us first briefly mention the deterministic well-posedness results for NLS
on periodic domains. In [2], Bourgain introduced the Fourier restriction norm method (see
Subsection 2.2]) and proved NLS with a gauge-invariant nonlinearity in the low regularity
setting. In particular, he showed local well-posedness of the cubic NLS (i.e. with nonlin-
earity |u|?u) in H*(T?) for any s > 0 by proving the following L*-Strichartz estimate on T?
(See also Lemma [2.2)):

™A ull pagor g nacr2y) S lullprsrey.s (1.3)
for any s > 0. We now focus on the following quadratic NLS:
i0pu + Au = |ul?. (1.4)

For (I4)), one can easily obtain local well-posedness in H*(T?2) for s > 0 by using the L3-
Strichartz estimate with a derivative loss, which follows from interpolating (L3]) and the
trivial L? bound. In [23], Kishimoto proved ill-posedness of (L4]) in H*(T?) for s < 0. In
a recent preprint [25], the author and Oh proved local well-posedness of (L4]) in H°(T?) =
L?(T?), thus completing the deterministic well-posedness theory of (L4).

We now turn our attention to NLS with rough random initial data. The idea of con-
structing local-in-time solutions of NLS using random initial data was first introduced by
Bourgain in [4], where he proved almost sure local well-posedness of the (renormalized)
cubic NLS on T? with random initial data (L) with a = 0. See also [5, 9, 12} 13} [15]
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for more results on almost sure local well-posedness of NLS with various types of nonlin-
earities on periodic domains with random initial data of the form (L2]). The almost sure
local well-posedness results of NLS with a quadratic nonlinearity, to the best of the au-
thor’s knowledge, have not been explored yet. In this paper, we choose to work with the
quadratic NLS (L) (see Remark below for the necessity of removing the mean of the
nonlinearity). Note that the initial data u& almost surely belongs to H~%~¢(T?)\ H~%(T?)
for any ¢ > 0. See Lemma B.1 in [§]. When o < 0, the initial data ug almost surely
belongs to H*(T?) for sufficiently small s = s(a) > 0, so that we can easily prove almost
sure local well-posedness of (LI) by using the L3-Strichartz estimate mentioned above.
Our goal in this paper is to (i) obtain probabilistic local well-posedness of (ILI]) with o > 0
and (ii) identify bad behaviors of (II)) when « gets too large. Specifically, we show that
(L) is almost surely locally well-posed when 0 < o < % (see Subsection below) and is
probabilistically ill-posed in a suitable sense when o > % (see Subsection [[3] below).

1.2. Almost sure local well-posedness of the quadratic NLS. In this subsection, we
state our almost sure local well-posedness theorem for the quadratic NLS (1)) and describe
our strategy for proving our result. We define

1) = ¥ _ iAW gn(w) —it|n|2+in-x 1.
2(t) = 29(t) = " Bu ZZI et (L5)

as the solution to the linear Schrodinger equation with the random initial data ug':

10z + Az =0
2|i=0 = ug.
The precise statement of our almost sure local well-posedness result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < a < % and s > 0. Then, the quadratic NLS (1)) is almost surely
locally well-posed in the class z + C([-T,T); H*(T?)). More precisely, there exist Ty > 0
and constants C,c,0 > 0 such that for all 0 < T < Ty, there exists a set Qp C Q with the
following properties:
(1) P(Q\ Qr) < Cexp(—77).
(2) For each w € Qr, there exists a unique solution v = u* to (LI) on [-T,T| with
uli—o = uf in the class z + C([-T,T); H*(T?)).

We prove Theorem [[LT] by using the following first order expansion [26], [4l [10]:
u=2z+v, (1.6)
where the residual term v satisfies the following equation:

i0w + Av = |z + v — f |z +v|?
¢ ‘ =11 ‘ (1.7)
’U|t:0 = 0.
The uniqueness statement in Theorem [L.T] refers to the uniqueness of v as a solution to this
perturbed quadratic NLS (IL7)) in an appropriate space (see the X;’b—spaces in Subsection
22).
The well-posedness result of the perturbed quadratic NLS (7)) follows from the corre-
sponding bilinear estimates to the quadratic terms |v|?, vZ, 27, and |z|2. To prove these
bilinear estimates, we use the operator norm approach based on the random tensor theory
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(see Subsection 2.5) developed by Deng, Nahmod, and Yue in [13]. See [13} [6] 32] B1], [7]
for some applications of the random tensor theory in the study of well-posedness of ran-
dom dispersive equations. We present the details of the corresponding bilinear estimates in
Section Bl and the proof of Theorem [I.1]in Section Ml

Remark 1.2. Let us consider the following quadratic NLS:
{ i0pu + Au = |ul?

(1.8)
u|t:0 = u(f)Jv

where ug is the Gaussian random initial data as defined in (L2). For N € N, we let
ug y be the truncation of ug as defined in (L) to frequencies {|n| < N}, and we define
zy(t) ==e
second iterate

"tAufi ~- One can easily check that the zeroth frequency of the following Picard

t
/ ei(t—t’)A (’ZN (t/)‘2)dt/
0

diverges almost surely when a > 0 (see, for example, Subsection 4.4 in [29]). Thus, in order
to make the almost sure local well-posedness problem non-trivial, we need to remove this
singular behavior of (L8] occurring at the zeroth frequency.

A more natural way of dealing with the above issue is to introduce the following renor-
malized quadratic NLS:

{iat’LLN—I-A’LLN = |’LLN|2 — ON (1 9)

unlt=o0 = uf y,

where on = E[fuf ~|%]. However, due to the lack of the conservation of mass [ |u|?, there
seems to be no easy way to establish the equivalence between (L9) and the quadratic NLS
(CI). One can compare this situation with the cubic NLS on T? in [4], where Bourgain
used a Gauge transform uy = exp(2i(f |un|> — on)t) - v to show the equivalence between

iOun + Auy = ‘UNPUN — 20NUN

and
iy + Avy = <\UN\2 - 2][ ]vN]2>UN.

Here in the case of the cubic NLS, the quantity f lun|? — on is time invariant and one
can easily recover uy from vy by noticing that f|un|?> = f |uy[?. Nevertheless, similar
transforms do not seem to apply to the case of the renormalized quadratic NLS (L9]).

One of the problem with directly proceeding with (I.9)) is that, by using the first order
expansion uy = zy + vy with zy = eitAu‘& y and letting 7 be the Duhamel operator,
the zeroth frequencies of the bilinear terms Z(vnzy), Z(2n0n) , and Z(znyZx) cannot
be shown to converge when « > 0 using our approach. Another problem is that the
remainder term vy is not necessarily of mean zero, which causes a trouble in estimating
the bilinear term Z(znyoUn) when a > 0. See Proposition and Remark B3] for more
details. Therefore, in this paper, we choose to focus on the quadratic NLS (LI (i.e. with
nonlinearity |u|? — f [u|?).
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Remark 1.3. Let n € C(R?[0,1]) be a mollification kernel such that [ndr = 1 and
suppn C (1,12 ~ T2 For 0 < ¢ < 1, we define n.(x) = e 2n(e~'x), so that {n. }o<e<1
forms an approximate identity on T2. With a slight modification of the proof of Theorem
[Tl we can show that when a < %, the solution u. to

10sUe + Aug = ‘%‘2 - f ’%’2
Ueli=0 = N * Ug

converges in probability to some (unique) limiting distribution u in C([~T,,, T,,]; H =% (T?))
with T}, > 0 almost surely. Here, the limiting distribution « is independent of the choice of
the mollification kernel 7.

Remark 1.4. Let us also consider probabilistic well-posedness of NLS with other quadratic
nonlinearities:

. (1.10)
uli=0 = uf

{ O+ Au = N (u)

with A (u) = u? or 72 and ug as defined in (L2)). We first point out that these nonlinearities
have different correspondmg phase functions: —2n - ng for |ul?, —2n; - ny for w2, and
[n|? +|n1|? + |na|? for 2. Here, ny corresponds to the frequency of the first incoming wave,
ngy corresponds to the frequency of the second incoming wave, and n corresponds to the
frequency of the outgoing wave.

For N (u) = u?, we can use a similar argument as 111 the proof of Theorem [L.T] to obtain
almost sure local Well-posedness of (LI0) when a < 5. We point out that in this case, we
do not need to remove any singularities as compared to the case of A'(u) = |ul?.

For NV'(u) = @2, due to the different nature of the corresponding phase function, we expect
that one can go beyond the range o < % established for the almost sure local well-posedness
for NLS with nonlinearities |u|> and u?. However, the method for proving Theorem [L.1]
based on the first order expansion is not enough for this purpose, since the corresponding
bilinear estimate involving the product of two random linear solutions (Proposition (iii))
is still only valid when o < é In this case it may be possible to establish almost sure local
well-posedness for some range of o > 4 5 using higher order expansions as in [I} 30]@

1.3. Probabilistic ill-posedness of the quadratic NLS. In this subsection, we discuss
probabilistic ill-posedness issues of the quadratic NLS (L] for large values of a. Given
N € N, consider the following Picard second iterate:

@) = /Ot ei<t—t’>A<\zN(t/)y2 _ ][ ]zN(t’)]2> i, (1.11)

w . .
0= 5 ol s
nez?
In|<N

where

is the truncation of the random linear solution z as defined in (IL3]) to frequencies {|n| < N}.
We now state the following proposition regarding the non-convergence of every non-zero

(2)

Fourier coefficient of the Picard second iterate zy’.

1. This includes the paracontrolled approach used in [I7} 6], [7]
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Proposition 1.5. Let n # 0 and t # 0. For a > 3, the sequence {E“}}z](\?)(t,n)ﬂ }NEN
goes to infinity as N — oo. Consequently, any subsequence of the sequence of random
variables {]:xz](\?) (t,n)}Nen is not tight.

See Section [ for the proof of Proposition

Proposition implies that when o > %, for every n # 0, any subsequence of

{]:mz](\%) (t,n)}neny does not converge in law. This in particular implies that standard
methods for establishing almost sure local well-posedness such as the first order expan-
sion [26], 4, [10] or its higher order variants [, 30} 17, 6, [7] do not work for o > %.

Bearing in mind the above discussion, we now briefly discuss the probabilistic scaling
and the associated critical regularity introduced by Deng, Nahmod, and Yue in [12]. The
notion of this probabilistic scaling is based on the observation that, if one wants to obtain
local well-posedness, the Picard second iterate should not be rougher than the random
linear solution. In [12], Deng, Nahmod, and Yue provided heuristics for one to compute the
probabilistic scaling critical regularity without too much difficulty, and they conjectured in
the paper that for NLS with nonlinearities |u[P~!u (p € 2N + 1), almost sure local well-
posedness should hold for all subcritical regularities. Indeed, in [13], Deng, Nahmod, and
Yue proved almost sure local well-posedness for NLS with nonlinearity |u[P~lu (p € 2N+1)
on T? (d € N) in the full subcritical range relative to the probabilistic scaling. We point
out that for NLS with the quadratic nonlinearity |u|?, however, the probabilistic scaling
does not seem to provide a useful prediction for probabilistic well-posedness issues, as we
shall see in the following.

Let us compute the probabilistic scaling critical regularity for the quadratic NLS with
nonlinearity |u|?. Let u§ be the random initial data as defined in (IZ). Let N € N be a
dyadic number and consider the initial data u§ supported on frequencies {|n| ~ N}:

o 2 : gn(w) in-
PNUBU = ~, <n>1—o¢em z
S
|Z\~N

Note that || Pyug||g—o(r2) ~ 1. Consider the following Picard second iterate term:f]
t
ug\%) (t) = / ez(t—t’)A(|ezt’APNu8;|2) dt’.
0

whose nth Fourier coefficient can be computed as

t _
. .7 w w
fxuﬁ)(t,n):/ o—itlnf? T e (In|2=|n1[2+n2f?) gnll(_zgnz(l_)a gt
0 ) (n1)!1=*(na)
n1,N2E€ZL
ni—no=n
[n1|~N,|n2|~N

We restrict our attention to the frequency range {|n| ~ N} of ug\z{) (t). Thus, by the
Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma[2.8 below along with Chebyshev’s inequality) and a counting

2. Here, we do not need to subtract the zeroth frequency of the nonlinearity since later on we only focus
on the case when |n| ~ N.
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estimate (see Lemma[Z6l (i) below), we can estimate the H~*(T?)-norm of u%) (t) as follows:

a3y S Y <n>—2a< 3 90, ()7 (@)

2
nez? n1,n2 €72 (In|? = |* + ‘n2’2><n1>1_a<n2>1_a>

[n|~N ni—no=n
[n1|~N,|n2|~N

<o Y ) >

(In> = Ina]? + In2[?)?(n1)?~2* (ng)~2

n,n1,ne€Z?
n1—n2=n
|n‘7‘n1|7|n2‘NN

1
~C N2a—4
N 2 (Inl? = Inal? + [nof?)?

n,nl,nQEZZ
ni—ns=n
|n‘7‘n1|7|n2|NN

< C,N2—2re (1.12)

for some 0 < C,, < oo almost surely and € > 0 arbitrarily small. In order to have
||u5\27)||H7a(’]I‘2) < 1, we need 2ac — 2 + ¢ < 0, which is equivalent to o < 1.

The above computation shows that the probabilistic scaling critical regularity is a, = 1.
Proposition [[L5] however, shows that every non-zero Fourier coefficient of the Picard second
iterate zj(\%) (t) diverges when o > % and t # 0, which happens before a reaches the critical
value o, = 1. This shows that the probabilistic scaling introduced in [12] fails in the case
of the quadratic nonlinearity |u|?>. We point out that this discrepancy is mainly due to
the fact that the probabilistic scaling only considers the special case when all frequencies
have comparable sizes, which oversimplifies the situation in the context of a quadratic
nonlinearity. Also, this discrepancy is closely related to the fact that we are considering
very rough random initial data (rougher than the Gaussian free field initial data), which is
in particular relevant in studying NLS with a polynomial nonlinearity of low degree and in
low dimensions. See Remark [I.7] below. Similar phenomena also occur in the contexts of
wave equations and stochastic parabolic equations. See Remark and Remark for
further details.

We finish this subsection by stating several remarks.

Remark 1.6. We would like to point out that there is a gap (% <a< %) between our
almost sure local well-posedness and probabilistic ill-posedness of the quadratic NLS (I1).
We would like to address this issue in a forthcoming work.

If some well-posedness results of the quadratic NLS (ILI) can be achieved in the range
% <a< %, this will imply that NLS behaves better than the nonlinear wave equation
(NLW) in the quadratic case, which will be interesting because usually NLW behaves at
least as well as NLS. See Remark below or [29] for well-posedness issues of NLW with

a quadratic nonlinearity.

Remark 1.7. The proof of Proposition [[.3] the probabilistic ill-poseness result of the

quadratic NLS (L)), can easily be adapted to general dimensions. Specifically, on T? for
d € N, when a > % - % and n # 0, any subsequence of {]:mz](\?) (t,n)}Nen is not tight.

The probabilistic scaling for the quadratic NLS with nonlinearity |u|? can also be easily
d

computed on general T¢, on which the probabilistic scaling critical regularity is a, = 2 — 5
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We note that when d = 1,2, every non-zero Fourier coeflicient of the Picard second iterate
diverges before a reaches the critical value ay.

Remark 1.8. We can also address ill-posedness issues of the quadratic NLS with nonlin-
earity u? or w2 with random initial data (LZ)) using a similar computation as in the case
of |u|?. Specifically, on T¢, with either nonlinearity u? or nonlinearity @2, every Fourier
coefficient of the Picard second iterate diverges (in the same sense of that in Proposition
[LH) when a > 2 — %. The reason for this different range of o from that in the context
of nonlinearity |u|? is mainly due to the different phase functions corresponding to these
nonlinearities (i.e. —2n - ng for |ul?, —2n; - ny for u?, and |n|? + |n1|? + |na|? for @?).

We can also use a similar procedure as in (IL.I2)) to compute the probabilistic scaling

for the quadratic NLS with nonlinearity u? or @2,

d
5-
%2, the non-convergence of the Picard second iterate does not happen before o reaches the
critical regularity.

each of which has the same critical

regularity o, = 2 — It is interesting to note that in the context of nonlinearity u? or

Remark 1.9. In [29], Oh and Okamoto studied well-posedness issues of the stochastic
nonlinear wave equation (NLW) with a quadratic nonlinearity on T2. Let us compare the
situations for the quadratic NLS (II)) and the following quadratic NLW on T?:

{afu—i-(l—A)u:uz

1.13
(1, By eo = (), (1.13)

where

(s, uf) ( > g°” ey <n>agl,n<w>ei"'f).
nez? nez?
Here, a € R and {gon, g1,n}nez2 is a sequence of independent standard complex Gaussian
random variables conditioned that g; _,, = gj,, for all n € 72, j = 0,1. We point out that
the probabilistic well-posedness and ill-posedness results in [29] for the quadratic SNLW also
apply to (LI3]) (with the standard Wick renormalization): (LI3) is almost surely locally
well-posed when a < % and is probabilistically ill-posed in the sense that every Fourier
coefficient of the Picard second iterate diverges almost surely when o > %

We note that both the quadratic NLS (II)) and the quadratic NLW (LI3]) are almost
surely locally well-posed when a < % Regarding the probabilistic ill-posedness, for the
quadratic NLS (ILI]), every non-zero frequency diverges when a > %; whereas for the
quadratic NLW (ILI3]), every frequency of the Picard second iterate diverges when a > %,
which also happens before reaching the critical regularity a, = 1 of (ILI3)). See Proposition
1.6 in [29] for more details. The difference of the pathological behaviors of the two equations

is mainly due to the different structures of the corresponding Duhamel operators.

Remark 1.10. Let us also mention some failures of scaling analysis that happen in the
context of parabolic equations forced by rough noises. In the past decade, there has been a
huge progress in the study of stochastically forced parabolic equations using the theory of
regularity structures introduced by Hairer [18, 19, 20, 21]. In particular, the theory of regu-
larity structures is able to solve a wide range of parabolic equations with a space-time white
noise forcing that are subcritical according to the notion of local subcriticality introduced
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by Hairer [19]. However, when the stochastic forcing is rougher than the space-time white
noise, the scaling analysis may fail to provide a prediction for well-posedness issues. For
example, in [22], Hoshino showed that for the KPZ equation driven by a fractional deriva-
tive of a space-time white noise, the standard solution theory breaks down before reaching
the critical regularity. See also [29] for a similar phenomenon that occurs in the context
of the stochastic nonlinear heat equation forced by a fractional derivative of a space-time
white noise.

1.4. Organization of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we

introduce some notations, definitions, and preliminary lemmas. In Section Bl we establish

bilinear estimates that are crucial for proving our almost sure local well-posedness result

of the quadratic NLS (LIJ). In Section M, we prove Theorem [L.I] the almost sure local
1

well-posedness result of (LI) when o < 5. In Section [3 we prove Proposition [, the

1. . . 3
probabilistic ill-posedness result of (LII) for o > 5.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARY LEMMAS

In this section, we discuss some relevant notations and lemmas.

2.1. Notations. For a space-time distribution u defined on R x T2, we write F,u to denote
the space Fourier transform of v and we write % to denote the space-time Fourier transform
of u. We also define the following twisted space-time Fourier transform:

u(r, k) = a(r — |k, k).

Given a dyadic number N € 2220 we let Py be the frequency projector onto the spatial
frequencies {n € Z? : & < (n) < N}, where (-) = (1 + |- |2)% For any subset Q C Z2, we
let Py be the frequency projector onto Q. Also, we use Py to denote the restriction to
non-zero frequencies.

Let x be a smooth cut-off function such that x = 1 on [—1,1] and x = 0 outside of
[—2,2].

We use A < B to denote A < CB for some constant C' > 0, and we write A ~ B if
A < Band B S A Also, we write A < B if A < ¢B for some sufficiently small ¢ > 0. In
addition, we use a+ and a— to denote a + ¢ and a — ¢, respectively, for sufficiently small
e > 0.

2.2. Fourier restriction norm method. In this subsection, we introduce definitions and
lemmas of X*P-spaces, also called the Bourgain spaces, due to Klainerman-Machedon [24]
and Bourgain [2]. Given s,b € R, we define the X** = X**(R x T?) norm as

[ull x50 == H<”>S<T + ’"’2>ba(77")Hng%(RxZQ)'

The space X* is then defined by the completion of functions that are C* in space and
Schwartz in time with respect to this norm. For T' > 0, we define the space X;’b by the
restriction of distributions in X*® onto the time interval [~T,T] via the norm

”UHXs,b = inf {HUHXS’I’(RXTQ) . U’[—T,T} = U}
T

For any s € Rand b > 1, we have X;’b C C([-T,T]; H*(T?)), where H*(T?) is the L?-based
Sobolev space on T? with regularity s.
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We define the truncated Duhamel operator as

t
T, F(t) = x(t) / ()RR dt’ (2.1)
0
We first recall the following linear estimates. See [2] 16, [34].

Lemma 2.1. Let s € R and b > % Then, we have
IZxFll oo o [[Fllxso--
Next, we recall the following L*-Strichartz estimate. See [2 [3].
Lemma 2.2. Let Q be a spatial frequency ball of radius N (not necessarily centered at the

origin). Then, we have

1Poull s —1,1xm2) S N llull o3

We also recall the following time localization estimate. For a proof, see Proposition 2.7

in [12].

Lemma 2.3. Let ¢ be a Schwartz function, and let op(t) = @(t/T) for 0 < T < 1. Let
s € R and % < b< by <1. Then, for any space-time function u that satisfies u(0,x) = 0
for all x € T?, we have

ler - ullxsr S TPl ons
Finally, we record the following lemma. For a proof, see Lemma 3.1 in [I1].

Lemma 2.4. For all 7 € R and n € Z2, we have the formula

I, F(r,n) = / K(r,7)F(7',n)dr,
R
where the kernel K satisfies
1 1 1 1
K NS — < —_—
K15 (G + =) 77 5 =9
2.3. Counting estimates and a convolution lemma. In this subsection, we recall some

counting estimates and a convolution lemma. We first record the following fact from number
theory. For a proof, see Lemma 4.3 in [12].

Lemma 2.5. Let ag, by € C. Let m € Z[i] be such that m # 0. Let My, My > 0. Then, the
number of tuples (a,b) € (Z[i])? that satisfies

ab:m,]a—aol §M17’b_b0’ SMQ
is O(M5MS) for any small € > 0, where the constant depends only on €.

We now show the following counting estimates.

Lemma 2.6. Let N,Ni, Ny > 1 be dyadic numbers. Let n,ni,ne € Z> be such that n
lies in a ball of radius N, ny lies in a ball of radius Ny, ng lies in a ball of radius Na,
n—ny1+ng =0, and |n|* — |n1|? + |na|? = m for some fized m € Z.

(i) The number of tuples (n,ni,ng) € (Z2)3 that satisfy the above conditions is
O(N1Nomax{N7, N5}) for any small € > 0, where the constant depends only on .
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(ii) If nq is fized, then the number of tuples (n,na) € (Z*)? that satisfy the above conditions
is O(max{N¢, N5}) for any small € > 0, where the constant depends only on .

(iii) If ng is fived and ny # 0, then the number of tuples (n,n1) € (Z*)? that satisfy the
above conditions is O(min{N, N1 }).

(iv) If n is fived and n # 0, then the number of tuples (ny,ng) € (Z%)? that satisfy the above
conditions is O(min{ Ny, Na}).

Proof. (i) See Lemma 4.3 in [12] for the proof of this part.

(ii) Since n; is fixed, we know that n + ng = ny is fixed. Let k = (k1,k2) = n — ng, so that
we have that

(ky 4 iko) (k1 — ik2) = |k|* = 2|n|> + 2na|® — |n + na|? = 2m + |ny |2

is fixed. Since k = n — ny lies in a ball of radius < N + Ny, by Lemma 2.5 we know that
the number of choices for k is O(max{N¢, N5}) for any small ¢ > 0. Thus, the number of
choices for (n,n2) is O(max{N¢, N5}) for any small € > 0.

(iii) Note that since n = nj — ng, we have
m = |n; —nal* — |n1)? + |na|? = —2n1 - no + 2|na|?.
This shows that nq - ng is fixed, which means that n is restricted to a line. Also, we have
m = |n|? — |n 4 ng|® + |na|* = —2n - ny.

This shows that n-no is fixed, which means that n is restricted to a line. Thus, the number
of choices for (n,n;) is O(min{N, N1 }).

(iv) The proof of this part is the same as that in part (iii). Thus, we omit details. O

We end this subsection by recording the following convolution inequality. For a proof,
see Lemma 4.2 in [16].

Lemma 2.7. Let 0 < 8 <~ with v > 1. Then, for any a € R, we have

1 < 1
/R (@)f(z —a)7 ~ (a)?

2.4. Tools from stochastic analysis. In this subsection, we recall the Wiener chaos
estimate. Let (H, B, u) be an abstract Wiener space, where u is a Gaussian measure on a
separable Banach space B and H C B is its Cameron-Martin space. Let {e;}jen C B be
an orthonormal system of H* = H. We define a polynomial chaos of order k as an element
of the form [[;Z, Hy;((z,e;)). Here, x € B, k; # 0 for finitely many j’s, k = > 22, k;, Hy,
is the Hermite polynomial of degree k;, and (-,-) = p(-,-)p- denotes the B — B* duality
pairing. We denote the closure of all polynomial chaoses of order k under L?(B, u) by Hg,
whose elements are called homogeneous Wiener chaoses of order k. We also denote

k
Hep = EB’H]' (2:2)
j=0

for k € N.
Let L be the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator. It is known that any element in #j is an
eigenfunction of L with eigenvalue —k. Then, we have the following Wiener chaos estimate
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[33, Theorem 1.22] as a consequence of the hypercontractivity of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
semigroup U(t) = e'* due to Nelson [27].

Lemma 2.8. Let k € N. Then, for any p > 2 and X € H<y, we have
1 k 1
E[|XP]? < (p— 1IE[X]?)?,

2.5. Random tensor and deterministic tensor estimates. In this subsection, we re-
call some useful results of random tensor estimates developed in [13] and also prove some
deterministic tensor estimates.

Let us first recall the definition of (random) tensors. Let A be a finite index set. We
denote n 4 as the tuple (n; : j € A). A tensor h = h,,, is a function from (Z?)4 to C with
n4 being the input variables. The support of h is the set of ny such that h,, # 0. Note
that h may also depend on w € €2, in which case h is called a random tensor.

Given a finite index set A, we define the norm | - ||,,, by
1/2
Il =T, = (3 Wha?)
na€(Z2)4A

For any partition (B, C) of A, i.e. BUC = A and BNC = &, we define the norm ||+ ||, ;—ne
by

2
Z Py - frg|

TLBE(ZZ)B

0 e =sup{ 3

nc€(Z2)¢

S Ul =1}

nBE(Z2)B

For any tensor h, by duality, we have ||k|lnz—ne = |Bllne—sng = [Pllng—ne- If either B = &
or C =@, we have ||h|lngz—ne = [|Rllny-

We also need the following definitions to state the random tensor estimate. For a complex
number a, we define a™ = a and e~ = @. Let A be a finite index set. For each j € A,
we associate j with a sign ¢; € {£}. For ji,jo € A, we say that (nj,n;,) is a pairing
if nj, = nj, and (j, = —(j,. Also, recall that {g,},cz2 is a set of independent standard
complex-valued Gaussian random variables. For each n € Z2, we can write

gn(w) = pn(w)nn(w)y

where p,, = |gn| and 1, = p,, ' g, are independent. Note that each 7, is uniformly distributed
on the unit circle of C.

We now record the following random tensor estimate. For the proof, see Proposition 4.14
in [13).

Lemma 2.9. Let 0 < T < 1. Let hgya9n, = haragn, (W) be a random tensor, where each
n; € Z* and (a1, az2) € (Z*)? for some integer ¢ > 2. Given a dyadic number M > 1, we
assume that (a1), (a2) S M and (n;) S M forall j € A. We also assume that in the support
of hayagn 4 there is no pairing in na. Moreover, we assume that {ha, aon,} is independent
with {nn }nez2. Define the tensor

Halag = Z halagnA H 77%]]
na

JjeEA
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Then, there exists constants C,c > 0 such that outside an exceptional set of probability
< Cexp(—cT—]\g) with 8 > 0, we have

[Hayaz lar—as S 7'M - (majc ”hHalnAl—mznAz’
1,42

where (A1, A2) runs over all partitions of A.

We also record the following variant of Lemma 2.9l For the proof, see Proposition 4.15
in [13].

Lemma 2.10. Consider the same setting as in Lemma [2.9 with the following differences:
(1) We only restrict (n;) S M for all j € A but do not impose any condition on (ai) or
<CL2>.
(2) We assume that ay,as € 72 and that in the support of the random tensor hayasn, we
have |a1 — Cag| S M where ¢ € {£}.
(3) The random tensor hq,aon, only depends on a; — Cas, la1|? — Claz|?, and na, and is
supported in the set where ||a1]* — (lag|?| < M.
Then, there exists constants C,c > 0 such that outside an exceptional set of probability
< Cexp(—cT—]\e/[) with 6 > 0, we have

[Hayaz lar—as < 7'M - Xnax ||hHa1nA1—>a2nA2,
1,42

where (A1, A2) runs over all partitions of A.

We now turn our attention to some deterministic tensor estimates. Given m € Z, we

define the base tensor A"

nning as

m —
Poning = In—ni+na=0Ljn2—|ns |24 na[2=m- (2.3)

m

We now show the following estimates regarding the base tensor Ay, ..

Lemma 2.11. Let N, N1, No > 1 be dyadic numbers and let € > 0 be arbitrarily close to 0.
Let J be a ball of radius ~ N, J1 be a ball of radius ~ N1, and Jo be a ball of radius ~ Ns.
We define

S = {(n,nl,ng) € (Z2)3 neJng € J,ng € Jg}.

Thus, we have the following estimates:

11
1rning * Lsllnnine S Ny Ny max{Ny, N5}, (2.4)
||hrnnn1n2 : ]-S||n1—>nn2 S HlaX{NE,NS}, (25)
. 1 1
||h:7;n1n2 1g- 1n27é0||n2—>nn1 S min {N2 ) ]Vl2 }7 (26)
1 1
iy - 18+ Lnzollnsnine S min {NZ, N3 }. (2.7)

Proof. For (2.4)), we use Lemma [20] (i) to obtain

1 1
| Ay “1sllnning S N{ Ny max{ Ny, N3 }.

nning
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For (2.5)), we use Schur’s test and Lemma [2.0] (ii) to obtain

1/2 1/2
”hnnlnz 1SHn1—>nn2 — <Sup Z hnnlng ) <Sup Z h’zlnlng : 1S>

n,mo ’ ni

< max{N°®, N5}.
For (2.6)), we use Schur’s test and Lemma [2.0] (iii) to obtain

1/2 1/2
| Pmnins - 15 Lnoz0llng—snny < < sup Z P 1S> <Supz A s 1S>
nz;ﬁOn 1

< min {NE,NE}.

For (21), we use Schur’s test and Lemma 2.6] (iv) to obtain

1/2 1/2
||hnn1n2 ]-S . 1n7é0||n—>n1n2 é <Sup Z h:’;’nlnz . 15) ( sup thln1n2 . 15)

70 1 ng
11
< min {N?, N3 }.
We thus finish our proof. d

Remark 2.12. The condition ns # 0 in the estimate (Z0]) is necessary in view of the
restriction ng # 0 in Lemma 2.6 (iii). Similarly, the condition n # 0 in the estimate (2.7))
is necessary in view of the restriction n # 0 in Lemma [2.0] (iv).

3. BILINEAR ESTIMATES

In this section, we establish several bilinear estimates that are crucial for proving Theo-
rem [T, the almost sure local well-posedness result of the quadratic NLS (I.]). Specifically,
we need to estimate the following term

ler - T (@ o@) || 1o g

where s,0 > 0 are sufficiently small, pr(t) = ¢(t/T') with ¢ being a Schwartz function and
0 < T <1, and Z,, is the truncated Duhamel operator as defined in ([2.I) with x being a
smooth cut-off function such that x = 1 on [—1, 1] and x = 0 outside of [—2,2]. Here, each
of v and v? is either an arbitrary space-time function on R x T? or the random linear
solution with a time cut-off y - z, where z is as defined in (L3]).

We first consider the case when neither v() nor v is y - z. Specifically, we show the
following bilinear estimate.

Proposition 3.1. Let s > 0 and let § > 0 be sufficiently small. Let 0 <T < 1. Then, we
have

lor T @U@y S TNy slo® g
Proof. By Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 1] we have
H‘PT Ty (v (1)1)(2 H

XS5+~ T5HI ( T) HXS,%+26 5 T5HU(1)WHXS,—%+25' (3-1)
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By duality and dyadic decomposition, we have

//1TZ )wdmdt‘

[

X542 T
IIwII 01 05 <
S sup // PN1 )PNZU@))PNwdxdt. (3.2)
llwll o,3- 25<1NN1N>1

dyadic

Let nyi,n9,n be the frequencies corresponding to the three terms Pva(l),Psz(z),PNw,
respectively. In order for the above integral on T? to be non-zero, we must have n; —ns—n =
0. This leads us to the following three cases.

Case 1: N; ~ Ns.
In this case, we have N < Nj ~ N,. By Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2 we have

/ / PN1 )PN2U(2))PN’LU dxdt
T2

< NP, ol [ Pryo® s 1Pz

S N1O_HN1%+PN1U(1)HLgyzHNzgpNzU@) HL;&@HPNWHLEJ
S NP7 Pyt
< N[t

%JNSHPNQU@) %HHPNwHXOvO

I ™
2

Xs,%+6HU( )”Xs,%Jré”w”XO,%fZé' (3.3)

Combining (31), (3:2), (33) and summing over N3 ~ Ny = N, we obtain the desired

estimate.

Case 2: N1 > Ns.

In this case, we have N ~ Nj > Ny. We partition the annulus {|n1| ~ N;} into balls of

radius ~ Ny and denote the set of these balls as 77, and we partition the annulus {|n| ~ N}

into balls of radius ~ N9 and denote the set of these balls as 7. Note that for each fixed

J1 € Ji, the product 17 (n1) - 1;(n) is non-zero for at most a fixed constant number of

J € J, and we denote the set of these J’s as J(J1). Thus, by Holder’s inequality, Lemma

22l and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in J;, we have

/ / PN1 )PN2U(2))PN’LU dxdt
T2

S D D NP PyoWl 1Pvv® s | PrPywl gz
JIET JET ()

S MNP PO o g Pu0@ gl PPl o g a
J1ed JeT (J1)

gleNg_”PM ”X01+5HPN2 ()”
~ Ny~ || Py, 0tV @

X %H”PNw”Xo 125

”Xs, x5 7+6”PNU)H —25° (3.4)
Combining (31)), (32), (34), applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in N7 ~ N, and
summing over N1 ~ N > Ny, we obtain the desired estimate.

Case 3: N1 < Ns.

%+6”PN2U
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The steps in this case are the same as those in Case 2 by switching the roles of v(!) and
v@ | so that we omit details. O

We now consider the case when at least one of v(*) and v® is the random linear solution
with a time cut-off x - z. Our goal is to prove the following estimates. The idea of the
computations in the proof comes from [36].

Proposition 3.2. Let a < % Let 5,0 > 0 be sufficiently small. Let 0 <T < 1.
(i) We have
1Pso(or - Te(o- T2 | gogos S T2l g (3.5)

outside an exceptional set of probability < Cexp(—ﬁ) with C,c > 0 being constants and
0<0<<d.

(i1) If v has mean zero (i.e. has no zeroth frequency term), we have
[Peo(er Te(x 2 0)) || ees ST N0l pogis (3.6)

outside an exceptional set of probability < Cexp(—ﬁ) with C,c > 0 being constants and
0<0<<d.

(iii) We have
[P2oer - T (x

outside an exceptional set of probability < Cexp(— %) with C,c > 0 being constants and
0<0<o.

N

Ty ST 37

2+t

Proof. We first do the following general setup. Let v()) and v(2 be two space-time functions.
By Lemma 2.3, Lemma 2.4} duality, and dyadic decomposition, we have

[P0 (er - T (vV0@)) | 0 gvs
S T°|[Po(Zy (’U(l)’v—)) [

P

= 79|\ 1,40 n)* ()29 / K(r, 7 0wWo@ (r', n) dr’
EQLQ
— 7% up ///K a4 (71— [ f?) — (r2— [na]?))
”w”&%LE—Sl n,ni, ’I’LQEZZ

n1—n2=n#0

3 (1) 329D (71, 11 )0 (19, 10) T (7, 1) drdri dry

< T° sup g E (n)®
I10lle2 L2 <1 N Ny No21 ! g moez2
dyadlc n1—n2=n#0

///K nf? + (1 — [ ?) = (12 — [n2f?)) (1) 742

) (3-8)

X Pn,v ( )(Tl,nl)PN2 (2 )(Tg,ng)PNw(T,n) drdridr
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where the kernel K satisfies
1

We now separately discuss the three situations (i), (ii), and (iii).

[K(r, 7 S

(i) We consider the following two cases.

Case 1: (1) > NjY
In this case, by Holder’s inequality in ng, [B9]), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities in 71, 7
and n, and Lemma 27, we have
(BE) S T5 sup Z NsN 5+205N2N 14+

912 L2 <1 N Ny, No>1
dyadlc

< s Y [ ] [ =Py = = )+ (2 =l

2
(ng)~ Ng GZ

X |PN1’U(T1,H + ng)Hgnz (w)i(Tg)HPN’w(T, n)| dridmodr

<T°  sup Z N8N2_4+205+°‘ Sup | gn, (w)]
”m”Z%ngl N,Ni,No>1 n2€ZZ
dyadic {n2)~N2
1, g
X H<Tl>2+5PN1”(717"1)Hz% HPNw T, H£2L2
ST sup Y NNy 5N2 FREOTE Sup gy ()]
”w”LQ <1NN1 No>1 no €72
dyadic (n2)~N2
X |[Pryoll o3l Prwlipz - (3.10)

Note that we have the following Gaussian tail bound:

NS
Y Pllgn,| > TONg) < Cexp ( - cT—§> (3.11)
na €72
(n2)~Nz

for some constants C,c¢ > 0 and 0 < 6 < 4, so that (3.I0]) gives

(BE) S T5—9 sup § : NSNI_SN2_4+215+O‘||PN1U||XS,%+6HPNwHL?x (3.12)
lwlizz <1 NNy No>1 ’
dyadic

outside an exceptional set of probability < Cexp(—cNJ/T?). Recall that § and s can be
made sufficiently small and a < % If N > N, we have N ~ Ny, so that we can use
N* ~ NO_Ng+ and sum up dyadic N, Ny, Ny in (8.12)) to obtain (3.5). If N < Ny, we have
Ni ~ Na, so that we can use N* < N~ N5t and sum up dyadic N, Ny, N2 in (3I2) to
obtain [BA). If N ~ Nj, we can use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in N ~ N; and sum

up dyadic N, N1, No > 1 in [B.12]) to obtain (B.5]).

Case 2: (1) < N9
We further split this case into two subcases.

Subcase 2.1: N < No.
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In this case, we have N7 < Ny. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities in 7 and n, (3.9,

~

and Minkowski’s inequality, we have

<T°  sup Z N*N3%

1]z .2 <1 NNy No>1
dyadic

2. ///K 2+ (11— ) = (12 = naf?)) ()2~

n,ni,no€Z>
n1—n2=n#0

X ]5];1/1)(7'1, ny) <9n2>(1¢i)a ?(TQ)E\VQ/U(T, n) drdrdr,
no
S_, T(S Z NSN§>0(5 |:/<T>—1—26
N,N1,N2>1
dyadic
1_s=
(Z// =7+ = m) ) TE R ()
meZ
Gz (@) |\ Leop n
Z B noLsy - (np) 4 (11)27° Pnyv(T1,m1) 2d7'1d7'2 dr ,  (3.13)
ni,ns €72 15
where hyy . is the base tensor as defined in (2Z.3) and S is a set defined by
Sy 1= S1(N, N1, N2)
= {(n,n1,n2) € (Z*)? : n # 0,[n| ~ N, [n1| ~ Nu, [nz| ~ No}. (3.14)

Note that for (n,n1,ns) restricted in S, we have < N2 choices for the value
= |nf? — [m|* + [n2?,
which implies that

S r—mt+m-m) Slog(l+N3) S N3 (3.15)
meZ

Thus, continuing with (3I3), by Holder’s inequality in m, BI5]), the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality in 71, we obtain

B ST > N°NSYsup
N,N1,Na>1 meZ
dyadic

By Lemma [2.9] the Gaussian tail bound (B.11), and Lemma 2Tl we have

Z B  na(w)

no €72 st (ng)t—e
[4 1

< T2 N l2ota maX{thmng 151 Han—mlv ||hnn1n2 151 ||n—>n1n2}

Tz (W)
Z hnnmz ’ n22>1—a

no €72

1P, ol oges (3.16)

n—sni

n—sni

5 T—29N2_§+25+a (317)

outside an exceptional set of probability < C eXp(—cNg /T?) for some universal constants
C,c > 0. Thus, combining (3I6) and (BI7), using the fact that o < 3, N < Na, N1 S No,
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0,8 > 0 are sufficiently small, and summing over dyadic N, N1, No > 1, we obtain the
desired inequality (3.5]).

Subcase 2.2: N > Ns.

In this subcase, note that due to ([3.9]), we can assume that (7 —|n|?) — (71 — |n1|?) + (12 —
Ina|?)) < NJO, since otherwise we can conclude by using similar steps as in Case 1. Similarly,
we can assume that (71) < N3% and also (r2) < N3%. Thus, we have ||n|? — |nq|? + |no|?| <
N3°, so that ||n|? — |ni | < N3°.

We now perform an orthogonality argument. Note that we have Ny ~ N > Ns in this
subcase. We decompose the set {|n| ~ N} into balls of radius ~ Ny and denote the set of
these balls as 7, and we decompose the set {|ni| ~ Ny} into balls of radius ~ N and denote
the set of these balls as J;. Note that for each fixed J € 7, the product 1;(n) -1z (n1) is
non-zero for at most a fixed constant number of J; € J7, and we denote the set of these
Ji’s as J1(J). Thus, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities in 7 and n, ([8.9]), and Minkowski’s
inequality, we have

DT s Y Y Y NN

1@llez L2 <1 N N1 No>1 TET Jeqi ()
dyadic

g ‘ Z ///K(Tv In|? + (11 — | |*) — (12 — |n2|2))(7—>%—5

n,ni,n2 EZ2
n1—n2=n7#0

—~—— g_ W) =
X Ple(lenl)mn;%X

ST’ sup S0 Y NNPPswllee e

l@ll2 2= N Ny No>1J€T e ()
dyadic

<[ o ([ [o-ntn-m 7w

(7'2)13;0(7', n) drdridry

meZ

Gz (W) i+6p
x Z h;nnlnzlsz ’ m@ﬁ@—ﬁz—‘_ Ple(Thnl)

2 11/2
d71d7'2> dT:| ,  (3.18)

2
ni,n2 €72 Zn

m
where hy;, o

is the base tensor as defined in ([2.3) and Sy is a set defined by

Sy := S2(No, J, J1)
= {(n,n1,n2) € (Z*)® :n #0,n|* — |m|* S N3°,n € J,ny € Ji, |na| ~ No}.

Note that for (n,n1,n2) restricted in Sz, we have < NJO choices for the value
m = [nf* — 1| + [naf?,
which implies that

Sttt -m) T Slog(l+ Ny%) S N3, (3.19)
MmEZ
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Thus, continuing with (3.18]), by using N1 ~ N, Holder’s inequalities in m, J, and Ji,
(BI9), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities in 71, J, and N1 ~ N, we obtain

BR) ST sup o> Y NPwle e

10ll2 12=1 NNy No>1 J€T e Ti(T)
dyadlc

Inz (W)
Slél% Z hnn1n2 ' mzﬁ ||PJ1U||XS,%+6
LT]”J 7 na €72 n—mni
J1€J1(J)
3 316 Inz (w)
ST > N sup || D i lss <n"2>1_a ol goes- (3:20)
é\’zzl Jej no€Z2 2 n—mni
yadic Jieq(J)
By Lemma 210, the Gaussian tail bound (3.I1]), and Lemma 2.1l we have
Z B  Imy(w)
no €72 nnmz <n2>l—o¢ n—ni
—20 A7—1426
< T N 2ot max {”hnnlnz 132 ”nn2—>n17 ”hnnlnz 132 HN—ﬂllnz}
< 7y, T (3.21)

outside an exceptional set of probability < C'exp(—cNg/T?) for some universal constants
C,c > 0. Thus, combining ([3:20) and (B:2I), using the fact that o < % and d,s > 0 are
sufficiently small, and summing over dyadic Ny > 1, we obtain the desired inequality (B.5]).

(ii) This part follows similarly from part (i), so that we will be brief here. Using similar
steps as in Case 1 of part (i), we can assume that (r) < N{°.

When N < Ny, we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities in 7 and n, (89]), Minkowski’s
inequality, and Holder’s inequality in m to obtain

@3) 5T(SN,N;V@NSNWUm_l_%<//<Tz>_;_6£(ﬁ)

dyadic
S O ke
X sup Pomans 185 * 70 (T1) 27O Pnyv(T2,n2)|| dmidre | dr|, (3.22)
mEZ <Tl1>

n1,noEZ2 43
where Ay, . is the base tensor as defined in ([2.3]) and S3 is a set defined by

S3 1= S3(N, N1, Na)
= {(n,n1,m2) € (Z*)® : n % 0,n3 # 0, |n| ~ N, |n1| ~ N1, |na| ~ Na}.
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Then, by ([3:22]), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in 75, Lemma[2.9] the Gaussian tail bound,
and Lemma 2Tl we obtain

s ) gni (W)
(BE) 5 T Z NSN31 sup Z hnnlng ) % HPNZUHXS,%+6
N,N; No>1 meZ n €72 <’I’L1> n—nso
dyadic
< 0= Z NSN 1330t SUP max { thnlnz 1g, Hnm—mz’ thnlnz]‘ss Hn—mmz}
N,N1,N2>1
dyadic
< o260 Z N N1—%+335+a
N,Ni,N2>1
dyadic

outside an exceptional set of probability < C'exp(—cN{/T?) for some universal constants
C,c > 0. Thus, since a < %, N < Ny, Ny < Ny, and §,s > 0 are sufficiently small, we can
sum over dyadic N, N1, Ny > 1 to obtain the desired inequality (3.0]).

When N > Ny, as in Subcase 2.2 in part (i), we can assume that (7 — |n|?) — (71 —
In1|?) + (12 — [n2]?)) < N{°, (m) < N{°, and () < Ni9 so that |n|? + |nal? < N{0. We
perform an orthogonality argument as in Subcase 2.2 in part (i) to decompose {|n| ~ N}
into a set of balls (denoted as J) of radius ~ N7 and decompose {|nz| ~ Ny} into a set of
balls (denoted as J2) of radius ~ Nj. For each J € J, 17(n)-1;,(n2) is non-zero for at most
a fixed constant number of Jo € 75, and we denote the set of these Jo’s as Ja(J). By the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities in 7 and n, ([8.9]), Minkowski’s inequality, Holder’s inequalities
in m, J, and J5, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities in 7o, J, and Ny ~ N, we have

B3) <T° sup > Y NNPwlere

10ll2 L2 <1 NNy \No>1 JET JoeTa(T)

dyadlc
X [/ —1= 26(2//7’—7'1—1—7'2— m) = )~ %_655(7'1)
mez
g ( ) 2 1/2
Z Pnins s ,<nn11>1 (r1)7 %0 PJg v(T2,n2) d71d72> dr]
n1,m2€Z? n
gni (W)
SN N sup || ST AL el Pl (329
N1>1 me? nq €72 ny n—nso
dyadic 7
2eJ2(J)
where Ay}, . is the base tensor as defined in ([2.3]) and Sy is a set defined by

Sy := S4(Ny, J, Jo)
={(n,n1,n2) € (Z*)® :n# 0,n2 # 0, |n]> + [n2> S NI n € J,|n1| ~ Ny,ny € Jo}.
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By Lemma 210, the Gaussian tail bound, and Lemma 211l we have

S A
nn1n2 l1—a

g (n1)

—260 1+26
< T2 N 2% max {”hnnlnglsz;”nm—mzv thmnmgl&”n—mm}

n—sng

< PN (3.24)

outside an exceptional set of probability < C eXp(—cN{; /T?) for some universal constants
C,c > 0. Thus, since a < % and 0, s > 0 are sufficiently small, we can combine (3.23]) and
(B24) and sum over dyadic N7 > 1 to obtain the desired inequality (3.0]).

(iii) We consider the following two cases.

Case 1: (1) > N{ONJO.
In this case, by Holder’s inequalities in nqy and ng, ([3.9]), and the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality in 7, we have

(@)ST(S Sup E NSN 10N 10N1N2N 1+OCN 1+Oc
1912 L2 <1 NNy Np>1
dyadic

!PNw niy —ng,7)|

dr
— 1 —n2|? + [n1|? — [n2)?)

X sup sup |9n1 ||9m )| /
n1€Z2 TLQGZ
(n1)~N1 (n2)~Na

ST NNTTONGT sup sup g, ()] ()]

2 2
N,N1,No>1 meZ?  no€l
dyadic (n1)~Ny (n2)~N2

Without loss of generality, we can assume that N7 < No. By using the following Gaussian
tail bounds:

N5
Z P(‘gm‘ > T_GNS) < Cexp < - Cﬁ) (3.25)
ny €72
(n1)~N1
N5
Z P(|gn,| > T_GNS) < Cexp < - Cﬁ) (3.26)
’I’LQEZZ
(n2)~N2

we obtain

(m) S TCS—G Z NSN1_9+QN2_9+26+Q.

N,N1,N2>1
dyadic

outside an exceptional set of probability < Cexp(—cNJ/T?). Note that we have N < No.
Thus, since a < % and d, s > 0 are sufficiently small, we can sum over dyadic N, Ny, Ny > 1

to obtain (B.7).
Case 2: (1) < N{ONJO.
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In this case, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities in 7 and n, (3.9), and Minkowski’s
inequality, we have

(BE) 5 T5 sup Z N5N305N305

19ll2 .2 <1 NNy No>1
dyadic

O Y e e R R P b

n,ni,ng€L?
n1—no2=n7#0

Iny (W) A(T ) %(w)

?(Tg)f;]\\[ﬂ)(T, n) drdr dr,

X ()= X\ TV ) =a
S T5 Z NSN%06N2306 |:/<T>—1—26
N,N1,N2>1
dyadic
(Z// e+ — M) R)R ()

mMEZ

S g, () T

ez (ny)1=¢ (ny)i—

where hy, .. is the base tensor as defined in (2.3]) and S is as defined in (3.14). Note that
for (n,n1,ng) restricted in Sy, we have < max{NZ, N3} choices for the value

2 q1/2
dm dT2> dT:| , (3.27)

&

= [n|* = [ * + |na?,
which implies that
S (r—m 7 -m)! Slog(l+ NEN3) < NJNS. (3.28)
meZ
Again, we can assume without loss of generality that Ny < N,. Thus, continuing with

B27), by Holder’s inequality in m, ([3.28), Lemma 2.9, the Gaussian tail bounds ([3.25]) and
B:26]), and Lemma 21Tl we have

(BE) S T5 Z NsN315N315 Sup
N,N1,N2>1
dyadic
6—260 14316+ 14346+
S” T Z NSN aN “ Sup ”hnn1n2 151 ”nnlng
N,N1,N2>1
dyadic
_1
S T5—2€ Z NSN 2+315+aN 2+355+a

2
N,N1,N2>1
dyadic

S a1 ) Tmw

<n1>1—a <n2>1—a

ni,no€Z2 n

outside an exceptional set of probability < C eXp(—cNg /T?) for some universal constants
C,c > 0. Note that we have N < Ns. Thus, since a < % and 6, s > 0 are sufficiently small,
we can sum over dyadic N, N1, No > 1 to obtain the desired inequality (B.7]). O

Remark 3.3. The frequency projections Pq in all three parts of Proposition are
necessary in our approach. For ([B.5) and (B.6), we need to avoid the zeroth frequencies
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due to the necessity of the condition n # 0 in the base tensor ([2.3]) (see also Remark 2.12]).
For (B1), without the frequency projection Pg, one can show that the zeroth frequency
diverges almost surely when o > 0 using the argument as in the proof of Proposition 1.6
in [29], so that we need to remove the zeroth frequency.

Furthermore, in part (ii) of Proposition B2l the assumption that v has mean zero is
important for us to obtain the desired estimate. Without this assumption, i.e. when v is
allowed to be a non-zero constant, the LHS of (B.0)) essentially becomes Hx-z||X 1.5, which

83
is equal to infinity almost surely when a > 0.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [ 1]

In this section, we prove Theorem [T the almost sure local well-posedness result of the
quadratic NLS (II). We fix a < & throughout this section.
We recall from (I.6]) the following first order expansion:

u==z+w.

Here, z is the random linear solution as in (LT) and v is the remainder term that satisfies
(L), which we can write in the following Duhamel formulation:

o(t) = To](t) = —iT, <|z +of2 - ][ 2+ v|2> ), (A1)

where 0 < ¢t <1 and Z,, is the Duhamel operator as defined in (2ZI]) with x being a smooth
cut-off function such that y =1 on [—1,1] and x = 0 outside of [—2,2]. We note from (4.1l
that v has mean zero (i.e. has no zeroth frequency term). We show that I is a contraction
map on a ball of the space X;’b C C([-T,T); H*(T?)) for some s > 0 and b > % outside an
exceptional set of exponentially small probability.

Let 5,0 > 0 be sufficiently small. Let ¢ be an arbitrary smooth function with ¢ = 1
on [—1,1] and ¢ = 0 outside of [—2,2], and let pp(t) = ¢(¢t/T) for 0 < T < 1. By the
definition of X:sp’b-norm, (410), Proposition Bl and Proposition [3.2] we have that for every
0<T<1,

Tl

X&%+5§§HFQO(wT‘ja(kX‘Z4‘”P))HXa%+6

T

< ler - T (W) | gorgos + P20 (or - T - X72) [ oo
+ [ Peo(pr - T (x - 2 0) || yogos + P20 (07 - T (1x - 2) | g o
ST (ol 405 + 200l s +1),

outside an exceptional set of probability < C' exp(—%) with C, ¢ > 0 being constants and
0 < # < 4. Taking the infimum over all extensions of v outside the time interval [-T", 7],
we obtain

5 2
P cges S TR0 .yas +1)
x5zt x5zt
Similarly, we obtain the following difference estimate outside an exceptional set of proba-
bility < Cexp(—+7):

< S
I0fa) = Dloal]| .gs S T3or = vall _ogus (Ioall oogs + Il ogs +1).
T T T

S,
T
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Therefore, for a fixed R > 0, by choosing 7' = T'(R) > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain
1
that I" is a contraction on the ball Br C X;’QM of radius R outside an exceptional set of

probability < C'exp(—=7). This finishes the proof of Theorem [L.l

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

In this section, we prove Proposition[L.5] the non-convergence of the Picard second iterate
z](\?) as defined in (LIT)).

We fix n # 0, t # 0, and o > 3. Let us first show that limNﬁooEfoz](\?) (t,n)*] = oc.
A direct computation yields

t _
r 2 _ —i(t—t')|n|? Z — it |ntk|2+it’ |k|? In+k(W)Tk (W) /
w2 () /0 ‘ ’ Tt ke fkyie

kez?
|k|<N
[n+k|<N
_ Z In+k(W) gk (W) it 1 - ffﬂm'k (5.1)
= (n+ k)l=o(k)l—« 2in - k
|k|<N
[n+k|<N
By independence, we can compute that
1 2sin(tn - k)?
E[|F 22t n)] = . (5.2)
[ N ] kgz:z <n + k>2—2a<k>2—2a ‘Tl . k’2
|k|<N
In+k|<N

We focus on the case when n -k = 0, so that (5.2]) is bounded from below (up to some
constant depending only on n and t) by

1
Z T (5.3)

kez?
n-k=0
k<N

We write n = (n1,n2). Note that if either ny = 0 or ny = 0, then we can easily see that
(B3) diverges as N — oo when a > %. If n1 # 0 and ne # 0, we note that all £’s that
satisfy n - k = 0 are of the form k& = ak’/, where a € Z and
L — ( . n2 ni >
ged(ng, o)’ ged(ny,ne)/”
Thus, (53] is bounded from below by

1
Z 1—4 1—da
2o o)
0<|a|<N/|K']
which increases to infinity as N — oo when a > %. This shows that
E[|F. 2 (8, n)]?] — oo (5.4)

as N — oo.
We now show that, for any sequence {N;}seny C N, the sequence of random variables

{fxz](\?e) (t,n)}een is not tight. Assume for the sake of contradiction that {fxz](\?e) (t,n)}een is
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tight. Using the explicit formula of ]:wz](\?e) (t,n) in (510), we can write ]:mz](\z) (t,n) = Xyp+1iYy,
where Xy,Y; € H<o are real-valued. Here, we recall that the space H<s is as defined in
22). By Lemma 2.8 we have

1 1 1
E[|F25 (t,n)[*] T < E[|X([]* +E[|Y;*]?
1
SE[|X,[2] 2 + 3E[|Y?]2
9 1
< 3V2E[|F, 2 (t,n) ) 2. (5.5)
By the Paley-Zygmund inequality and (5.5]), we have

IN

(2) 2 (2) 21)2
E||Fezn/ (t,n 1 (E||Fezn (t,n 1
P<|fxzz(v22(t,n)|2 > ! Né( ) ]> > Z( L Jfg)( ) > 506" (5.6)
IE[|]-}ZNZ (t,n)|4]
By tightness, we know that there exists a constant A > 0 such that for all £ € N,
2 1
P(|Fa2) (t,0)] > A) < T396- (5.7)

Due to (5.6) and (5.7), we must have E[[fxz](\?z(t,n)ﬂ < 2A2 for all £ € N, which is a

contradiction to (5.4]). Therefore, the sequence {‘szl(\?e) (t,n)}een is not tight. This finishes
the proof of Proposition

Remark 5.1. In the proof above, although we only considered the case when n -k = 0,
we point out that the range oo > % for the divergence of E[\fxz](\?) (t,n)]z] is sharp. More
precisely, suppose that we have a < %. Note that the RHS of (5.2)) converges as N — oo if
and only if the following integral converges:

1 sin(tn-x)?

/{x6R2:|x|<N} (z)t=de |n - zf?

By using a change of variable, we note that the convergence of (5.8]) is equivalent to the

da. (5.8)

convergence of the following term:

/N/N 1 sin(ty;)? dy1dy
1 29
o Jo (T4 |yal? +y2l?)?72>  |yu]?

which can easily be seen to converge when a < %.
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