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STABILITY OF ENERGYCRITICAL NONLINEAR
SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS IN HIGH DIM ENSION S

TERENCE TAO AND MONICA VISAN

Abstract. W e develop the existence, uniqueness, continuity, stability, and
scattering theory for energy-criticalnonlinear Schrodinger equations in dim en—
sions n 3, for solutions which have large, but nite, energy and large, but
nite, Strichartz nom s. For dim ensions n 6, this theory is a standard ex—
tension ofthe am alldata wellposedness theory based on iteration in Strichartz
spaces. However, in din ensionsn > 6 there is an obstruction to this approach
because ofthe subquadratic nature ofthe nonlinearity (which m akes the deriv—
ative of the nonlinearity non-Lipschitz). W e resolve this by iterating in exotic
Strichartz spaces instead. T he theory developed here w illbe applied in a sub-
sequent paper ofthe second author, [211], to establish globalw ell-posedness and
scattering for the defocusing energy-critical equation for lJarge energy data.

1. Introduction

W e study the Initialvalie problem for the follow Ing nonlinear Schrodinger equation
in spacetineR R'= R, R;,n 3,
(
e+ u= £f@)
utoix) = up (k) 2 B R™)

where u (t;x) is a com plex-valued function in spacetineI R for som e tin e inter-
vall containing ty, and the nonlinearity' £ :C ! C is continuously di erentiable
and obeys the pow ertype estin ates

n+ 2

11

fa)=0 1y 2 ; r2)
nmnn@=?y#7; 1L3)
@) £ O H vf]L2 ; ifn > 6;
= 6 n 6 n (1.4)
f.0) £®) O Jn viday 2+ JF 2) ; if3 n 6;

where f,, £, are the usual com plex derivatives
1 @ef Qf 1 @f @f
; £, = + i

- — i— ; £, —
2 @x Qy 2 @x Qy

1991 M athem atics Subjct C lassi cation. 35J10.

Key words and phrases. Local wellposedness, uniform wellposedness, scattering theory,
Strichartz estim ates.

IThe analysis here also extends to system s where u takes values In som e nite-dim ensional
com plex vector space C™ and £ :C™ ! C™ obeys analogous estim ates to those presented here.
H ow ever, we have elected to only present the scalar case to sin plify the exposition.
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For future reference, we cbserve the chain rule

rfuk))=£f u&)IuE)+ £ UkK)IuK) 15)
aswellas the closely related Integral identity
Z
f ) fw) = f, v+ @ vVu wW+LHv+ @ v)@ua wv)d 1.6)

0
for any u;v 2 C; in particular, from [[3), [[A), and the trangle inequaliy, we
have the estin ate

4 4
fa) f&). 1 vikF Z 4+ o2 o @.7)

Follow ing [@], we shall only consider strong solutions® to [[l), by which we m ean
solutionsu 2 CJHL (I R") to the integral (or D uham el) fom ulation
Z t
u) = % u i &® 9 fue)ds @8)
to
of the equation we willexplain our notation m ore fully in the next section). N ote
that by combining Sobolkv embedding, Bt R™) 7@ 2 R?), and [J) we see
that £ @ (s)) willbe a tem pered distribbution uniform Iy in s. C onsequently, there is
no di culty interpreting ([[L8) in the sense of tem pered distributions at least.

T hem ost In portant exam ples ofnonlnearities of the above type are the defocusing
4

power nonlinearity £ (u) = + 17 2u and the focusing power nonlinearity f (U) =

jle2 u. N ote that in these cases, the problem [[l) is invariant under the scaling

1 t x 1 X
ulx)?7 ———u i— 5 Uox)7 —m =z v~

n 2)=2 -~ 2’ '
and that this scaling also preserves the B! R®) nom of uy. Thus we shall view
) as an B} —critical or energy-critical equation®.

The Cauchy problem [[LJl) hasbeen studied extensively in the literature, especially
In dinensions n = 3;4; see the references below and particularly the books 2],
[, []. O ne can divide the theory into two parts: the \local" theory in which the
solution is either restricted to have sm all energy, or to have a certain spacetim e
nom gmall Which can be achieved for instance by localizing the tim e interval)
and the \global" theory In which there is no size restriction on the solution (other
than nite energy). O ur ocus here w illbe on the localtheory, In which the exact
choice of the nonlnearity £ does not play a m apr role; In particular, there will
be no distinction between the focusing and defocusing cases. H owever, the resuls
here will be applied towards the global theory. Speci cally, they will be used
(together w ith several other tools, notably an interaction M oraw etz inequality and
Bourgain’s induction on energy argum ent) in a fiture paper of the second author,

2 dim ensionsn > 4, the nonlinearity isunlikely to be sm ooth and so we cannot use the usual
trick of working entirely with classical (Schwartz class) solutions rst and then taking lim its,
unless one also perfom s som e regularization of the nonlinearity. If however the nonlinearity is
sm ooth, then it is easy to see that Schwartz initialdata leads to Schw artz solutions and, by using
the wellposedness and stability theory which we w ill develop, one can then express the strong
solutions given here as the unique strong lim it of classical solutions.

3t this paper we shall use energy synonym ously with (the square of) the I-Li nom ; the

2n=(n 2)

potential energy (which is essentially the Ly nom ) willnot play a role in our discussions.
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[211], establishing global wellposedness and scattering for the defocusing energy-—
critical equation for large B! R™) data for dinensions n > 4; the casesn = 3;4
were treated In [Z], [L9] respectively (see also the works [ll], 2], [L3], 20] treating
the radialcase).

For the energy-critical Iocaltheory it is convenient to introduce a num ber of scale—
invariant function spaces. W euse L; R") to denote the Banach space of functions
f :R* ! C whose nom
Z
1=r
kfk, = ¥ &®)F dx
Rn
is nite W ith theusualm odi cationwhen r= 1 ). Sin ilarly, orany spacetin e slab
I R',weuse LELf( (I R") todenote the Banach space of functionsu :R" ! C

whose nom 7
1=q
kukgsp: ¢ rny = Kukgr = ku k3 dt

I
is nite Wih the usualmodi cation when g= 1 ). We will om i m ention of
the shb I R when i is clear from context. In addition to the energy space
CJHL (@ R'),wewillalsoneed the Strichartz spaceW- = W-(I R"), de ned on
I R asthe closure of the test fuinctions under the nom

kukw = krukznq2 .2n (n+ 2) (1.9)

n 2 ' n244

w hich isa convenient nomm that isparticularly welladapted for controlling solutions
to ). Sinilarly, we introduce the nonlinearity space N (I R) de ned on
I R asthe closure of the test functions under the nom

kF k1 :=krFk2;nz+7n2: (1.10)

T his space is usefiil for controlling the forcing term £ ().

A large part of the local theory for these energy-critical equations was worked
out by C azenave and W eissler, [3], (4], building upon earlier work of G hbreVel,
[11]], and K ato, [14], for the energy-subcritical case. In this work, global solutions
were constructed for am all energy data and local solutions were constructed for
large energy data, though, as is to be expected for a critical equation, the tin e of
existence depends on the pro ke of the nitial data and not sin ply on the energy.
Furthem ore, these solutionsu were unique in a certain Strichartz space and in this
space the solution depended continuously? on the initial data in the energy space
H'R").A later argum ent ofC azenave, [6], also dem onstrates that the uniqueness
is in fact unconditional in the category of strong solutions (see also (18], €], [LO], 4]
for som e related argum ents; w e reproduce the argum ent in P roposition 223 below ).

W e now give an extrem ely oversin pli ed sketch of how these results are obtained.
W e rely heavily on the spacesW- (I R*) and N (I R*) introduced earlier. The

4Str:ictj.y speaking, the continuity in C EH i was only dem onstrated for the defocusing equation;
for the generalequation the continuity was established in L{H } forany nite q. See [@] or further
discussion. In this paper we shall obtain the stronger result of H older continuity for the general
equation in the scale-invariant space C EI—L,} .
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fiindam ental tools are the Strichartz estin ate®
Z t

o+  €© % Fe)ds | . Kuokys ge, + KE Ky 1a11)
to

e1(t to)

w henever the right-hand side is nite (and on any spacetine slab I  R" containing
t= ty), aswellas the Sobolv em bedding

kukzm:+2) 2m+2) . kuky (ra2)

n 2 ' n 2

forallu2 W-(I R').W e also take advantage of the H older inequality

4= 2 4=mn 2)
kv'™® 2 ruk,, o kvK, ot s Kuky G 113)
n 2 ' n 2

n+ 2 _—

which in conjinction with [[C3) and [CIJ) in plies that

KE (k. - kuki, D, 2, kuk, . kuk®TPTE 2 (114)

n 2 ' n 2
Combiing this with [CIl) we see that strong solutions to [H) which lie in
W—- (I R") obey the a priori estin ate

kuk, . kuegk,. + kuk(nJrz):(rl 2);

% W—

which then suggests that u stays smallin W (I R") whenever up is anall n
H!®R"). This can be m ade m ore rigorous by settihg up an iteration scheme to
construct u; the case of large energy can be dealt with by an appropriate trun—
cation of tine (to reduce the W (I R*) nom of e'® %) yy). The continuous
dependence on the data is not di cuk in rough spaces eg. in C JLZ (T R")),
but to obtain continuous dependence In an energy-critical space was previously
only cbtained in the defocusing case by a delicate argum ent, requiring the energy
conservation law and a sharp form ofFatou’s lemm a; see [€] for details.

T he above results (which were obtained by iteration in Strichartz spaces) already
form a quite satisfactory local wellposedness theory In the energy space for the
above equations. However, there are still som e points that need to be resolved.
F irstly, the known argum ents that establish continuous dependence on the data do
not necessarily establish uniform Iy continuous dependence on the data In energy—
critical spaces (though they do apply in m ore supercritical spaces, such as spaces
that scale lke Li R™)). In fact, In the low dim ensional cases, n 6, it is possble
to establish Lipschitz dependence on the data, because then we can di erentiate
equation [[J) using [[C3A) to cbtain
Z t
ru=¢e® % ru i &€ [FuE)ruE) + L uaE)ruE)lds (115)
to
and rely on the Lipschitz bounds [[C4) to controlthe di erence between two solu—
tions w ith slightly di erent data. The n = 3;4 Instances of this argum ent can be
fund in [4], [[4], aswellas Section @ below . H owever, in the high-din ensional case
the derivative m aps f,, £, are m erely Holder continuous instead of Lipschitz. If

SHere and in the sequel, X . Y willdenote an estim ate of the form X CY whereC > 0
depends only on the dim ension n.
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one then triesto analyze di erences oftw o solutions to {I_I3) w ith slightly di erent
initial data, one no longer obtains any usefiilbounds®.

C osely related to the continuous dependence of the data is the stability theory
for the equation [[l). By this we m ean the follow ing type of property: given an

approxin ate solution (

i+ v = f@+e

1 (1.16)
wp;x) = wox)2 H- R")

to [[), wih e smallin a suitable space and g Wy snallin H—i, is it possble to
show that the genuine solution u to [[l) stays very close to v (for instance, in the
W- (I R')mom )? Note that the question of continuous dependence of the data
corresponds to the casee= 0. Agaln, ifn 6, an analysis based on subtracting
[[13) from the analogous equation for w and applying Strichartz estim ates will
yield a satisfactory theory, at least when w has an allW- (T R" )-nom ; the case of
large W--nomm can be obtained by partitioning the tin e interval and iterating the
an allnom theory. See [7], [LI] for Instances of this argum ent (which also appears
Implicitly in [1], 2]). This type of approach does not work directly in dim ensions
n > 6 as the iteration is only Holder continuous instead of Lipschitz and so, one
is unable to close the argum ent e ectively, even when one localizes tin e to m ake
various nom s gn all.

T he purpose of this paper is to com plete the previous analysis of C azenave and
W eissler for the Cauchy problem [, by establishing a Jocalwellposedness and
stability theory which isH older continuous In energy-critical spacesand that applies
even for large energy data, provided that the W- (I R")-nomn is known to be
bounded. This type of result is necessary for induction on energy type argum ents,
and w illbe applied in a subsequent paper ofthe second author, 21l]. Them ain new

tools w illbe an exotic Strichartz estin ate, together w ith an estim ate of fractional
chain rule type; the point ofworking in an exotic Strichartz space is that it becom es
possble to work w ith a sm all fractionalderivative ratherthan a fiilldervative while
still rem aining energy-criticalw ith respect to scaling. A very sim ilar technique was
em ployed by N akanishi [18] for the energy-criticalnon-linearK lein-G ordon equation

In high dim ensions.

W enow presentourm ain results. W ebegin w ith a prelin nary (and standard) local
w elkposedness theoram , which gives existence and unigueness, aswellas Lipschitz
continuity, but In rough (supercritical) topologies. Tt does not require any exotic
Strichartz spaces or nonlinear estin ates, relying instead on ieration in the usual
Strichartz spaces, the Lebnitz rule [[H), and H older’s inequality. It is convenient
to place the mitialdata in the nhom ogeneous Sobolkv space H * ®R™) rather than
the hom ogeneous one H-! R"); once we dbtain the Holder contiuity estin ates on
the solution m ap, we w ill see that we can easily pass to the hom ogeneous space
from the inhom ogeneous one by a lim iting argum ent.

6T his is basically because any estin ate of the form A "+ A ,where0< < 1, does not
in ply a bound on A which goes to zero as " goes to zero, in contrast to the Lipschitz case, = 1,

in which one can obtain a bound of the form A 2" (say) if a continuity argum ent is available
and 1.
2
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Theorem 1.1 (Standard localwellposedness, 3], [4]). Let T be a compact time
interval that contains ty. Letup 2 H ' ®R™) ke such that
ke'® ®) ugky g @17

for some 0 < o where ¢ > 0 is a small constant. Then there exists a unique
solution u to [) in S (I R") (this space willbe de ned in the next section).
M oreover, we have the bounds

kuky ¢ ge) - (1.18)
n+ 2

KuKg: ¢ po) - KUoKgs o)+ 7 2 (1.19)

KuKgo ¢ o) - KUoKpz mn) (1.20)

W e can generalize [[20) as Plows: ifwy 2 H' ®R™) is another initial data ckeying
the hypothesis [[ITl), with associated solution w 2 S2 (I R"), then we have the
1 ipschitz bound

kua 1.1]g_O T mh) kwg Wkr2gn): 121)

Forthe convenience ofthe readerw e give a proofofthis standard result in Section[d;
it does not require the H older continuity hypothesis [[4) . R em arkably, there is no
restriction on the H ! R™ )-nom ofthe mitialdata, though we do require that this
nom is nite. Instead, we have the an allhess condition {_I7). Note from the
Strichartz estin ate [LL) that

ke™® ®) ugky gy - KUokys e, < 1 :
This already gives local existence for all large energy data since, from the above
Strichartz estin ate and m onotone convergence, we can establish the hypothesis
[CTh) for intervals I that are su ciently small (put note that the size of I will
depend on the pro ke of the mitial data ug and not jist on its H-' R™)-nomn ).
Another in m ediate corollary of the above theorem and the Strichartz estim ate is

Corollary 1.2 (G Iobalwellposedness for smallH } data, 3], @]). Letug 2 H} ke
such that

kuOkI.kl R™) 0

122)
for som e sm all absolute constant ¢ > 0 depending only on the dim ension n. Then,
there exists a unique gbbal $* R R") solution u to [[). M oreover,

kuky & geyikuKgi g gey - KUoky: ga

kukgo g gny - Kuokpz gn):

By combining the above standard theory w ith the exotic Strichartz estin ate and
fractional chain rnule, we obtain our rstm ain resul.

Theorem 1.3 (Short—tine perturbations). Let I be a com pact tim e interval and
ket v be an approxim ate solution to [[J) on I R" in the sense that

@+ )a= fl+ e
for som e fnction e. Suppose that we also have the energy bound
kukLg BI@ RM) E 123)
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or some constant E > 0. Letty 2 I and Btufp) 2 H' ®R™) ke cbse to v (p) In
the sense that

kuo) wl)kg:gn, E° 1 24)

orsomeE %> 0. M oreover, assum e the an alhess conditions

keky ¢ gn N 125)
X " 5 1=2
kPy et % u)  w@) X o o) " (126)
N
kekg 1 ¢ gn) " @27)
for some 0 < " W, where "y = "y E;E % > 0 is a snall constant. Then there

exists a solution u2 S'@ R') to [ on I R with the speci ed initial data
uf(p) attine t= ty satisfying

7

ku vk g oge, - "4 D7 (128)
ku  wky g ogay - B0+ "+ Me 27 129)
kukg: ¢ gny - B+ E° (1.30)
P
(@ + ) 'd)+eN_1(I Rny - "y e 22 . 131)

W e prove this theorem in Section [3. This theorem allow s the energy of w and u
to be large as Iong as the error e is anall In a suiable nom , the free evolution
ofu w is gn all in another nom , and w iself is anall in a third nom . The
n = 3;4 cases of this theorem are in [/], [L9] respectively, and the argum ent there
extends easily to dinensionsn = 5;6. However, the casesn > 6 require a m ore
delicate argum ent. It isprobably possible to replace the B esov-nom type expression
on the keft-hand side of [[24) by the Scbolkv-nom expression ket® ©) @ (t)
o))k, ¢ gn,s but this would presum ably require the Coifin an-M eyer theory of
paraproducts and we w illnot pursue i here to sin plify the exposition. T he H older
exponent ﬁ can be inproved som ewhat (perhaps to ﬁ) but we will not
seek the optim alexponent here (for applications, all that is in portant is that this
exponent is positive). However, it seem s doubtfil that one can obtain Lipschitz
type boundswhen the dim ension n issu ciently large. Indeed, ifone had Lipschitz
continuous dependence on the initial data then, by taking varations of [[l) in u,
onemust (form ally a(Lt Jeast) have that the linearized equation

et v o= f,0E)VE)+ £ 0E)vVE)

vitix) = v )2 H'RY);
which isa system of linear Schrodinger equations in v and v w ith tim e-dependent,
non-selfad pint potential, keeps the H } nom ofv (t) bounded i tim e. Ifn is large
enough, i is unlikely that f, @) which behaves like 17" ?)) remainsin H} or
even In Hy ; thus, & seem s that solutions to this equation m ay lave H! even
when localan oothing e ects which typically gain halfa derivative of requlariy at
m ost) are exploited’. Tt seem s however to be som ewhat di cult to convert these

"H ow ever, it is stillpossible to iterate the above linearized equation in lower regularity spaces
of the sam e scaling as I-Li and, in particular, using the X and Y spaces introduced in Section @3,
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heuristic argum ents into an explicit and rigorous dem onstration of non-Lipschitz
continuity and we will not pursue this issue here.

By an easy iteration argum ent (@s in [1], [L9]) based on partitioning the tin e inter—
val, we can relax hypothesis [[L28) by allow ing u to be large (but stillbounded in
som e nomm ) :

Theorem 1.4 (Long-tin e perturbations). Let I be a com pact tim e intervaland ket
@ be an approxin ate solution to [[l) on I R® in the sense that

@+ )e= f@+e

for som e function e. A ssum e that

kak 2(n+2) M (1.32)
L 7 @R
Kekyigiq mey B 1.33)

for some constantsM ;E > 0. Lettp 2 I and ktu(y) clse to u(p) in the sense
that

kuo) wlk,; E° (1.34)
orsome E®> 0. Assum e also the sm allhess conditions
X " 5 1=2
kPy e °) u)  w) K, o " (135)
N
kek i1 gn) " 1.36)
for some 0 < " ", where ", = ", €;E%M ) is a anall constant. Then there

exists a solution u to [[l) on I R with the speci ed initial data u () at time
t= ty satisfying

7

ku wk o oge, CEGEGM) "+ "e 27 137)
ku  wk,; g, CEGEGM)E%+ "4 me 27 (1.38)
kukg; ; goy C E;FE%M ): (1 39)

Here, C €;E%M ) > 0 is a non-decreasing finction of E ;E %M , and the dim en—
sion n.

W e prove this theorem in Section[d. A s a corollary of this theorem we also obtain
a satisfactory scattering theory for these equations provided that one assum es a
g]obalLi;(;Jr 2702 pound on solutions; see C orollary [Jl. This globalbound is
not di cul to obtain for an allenergy data (it ollow s directly from T heorem [Ll),
but for large energy data the situation is substantially m ore delicate and requires
further structural nfom ation on the nonlnearity. In 21] the second author w i1l
establish this bound for the defocusing equation; in the focusing case, G lassey’s
virial dentity can be used to establish blowup for certain large data (even if the
data is an ooth, spherically sym m etric, and com pactly supported); see [12].

recover estim ates of Lipschitz type. Indeed, it was this observation for the linearized equation
w hich eventually led to the argum ents here.
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15.N otation. W ew ill often use the notation X . Y whenever there exists som e
constant C so that X CY . Sin ilarly, we will w rite X Y ifX .Y . X.We
say X Y ifX cY for som e am all constant c. T he derivative operator r refers
to the spatial variable only.

W e de ne the Fourier transfom onZR“ to be

f() = e 2™ £ )dx:

RN

W e shalluse of the fractionaldi erentiation operators  J de ned by

YFEO) = 350
T hese de ne the hom ogeneous Sobolev nom s

kfk, . = k¥ Ffkez:

Let e® be the free Schrodinger propagator. In physical space this is given by the
formula

. 1 .

it _ ik yf=at .

e fX)= ——— e f (y)dy;
) @me |, )dy

while In frequency space one can w rite this as
&t £()=e * WIL(): 1 40)

In particular, the propagator preserves the above Sobolev nom s and obeys the
dispersive inequality

ket £ ©Oki: - I Tkf ©)ke: 1.41)
foralltinest6 0.W e also recallD uham els form ula
Z t
u) = e® % yr) 1 T @du+ u)s)ds: 1 .42)
to

W e will also need som e Littlew ood-P aley theory. Speci cally, et ’ ( ) be a an ooth
bum p supported in theballjj 2 and equalling one on theballjj 1.Foreach
dyadicnumberN 2 2* we de ne the Littlew ood-P aley operators

Byf()="(N)E();
Poyf()= @ " ()();
HEf()=r (=) ea)F():

Sin ilarly,wecande neP.y ,P y,andPy <« yxy=P y P v ,wheneverM and
N are dyadic numbers. Sometineswemay write £ y orP y £ and sin ilarly for
the other operators.
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T he Litlew ood-P aley operators com m ute w ith derivative operators, the free prop—
agator, and com plex conjigation. They are selfad pint and bounded on every LP

and B spaceorl p 1 ands

Bemstein estin ates that we w illuse:

KP y fkpv
k¥ FP y fkpe
k¥ j Py fkpo

KP y fkpa .
KPy fkpa .

0. They also cbey the ollow ing Sobolev and

. N °k¥ FP y fkye;
. N°kP y fkpe;

N SkPy fkye;

N® kP yfke;

CIE]

N » TkPy fkpe;

w henever s OQandl p g 1.

Let us temporarily x a spacetine slab I R". W e have already introduced two
in portant nom son thisslab, W- (I R*)andN-' (I R").Now we introducea few
m ore. W e say that a pair ofexponents (g;r) is Schrodinger-adm issiblke jf% +2=3
and2 @qr 1 .Wedenethes®(@ R*) Strichartz nom by

X 1=2

kukgo ; e, = Kukgo = sup KPy uk’,, (143)

N

where the suprem um is taken over all adm issble pairs (g;r). This Besov-type
form ulation of the Strichartz nom w illbe convenient for us later when we need to
prove nonlinear estim ates. W e also de ne the st (T R") Strichartz nom to be

kukg, T mh) T kr uk,

S0 ( Rn)*

W e de ne the associated spaces $° (I R"), S (I R") as the closure of the test
functions under these nom s.
W e observe the Inequality

X X

. 1=2 1=2
k e ¥ kg kfy K2, 1 44)
N N

forall2 oq;r 1 and arbitrary functions f , which one proves by interpolating
between the trivialcases (@;r) = (2;2); 2;1 ); A ;2); A ;1 ). In particular, [[Z4)
holds for alladm issble exponents (g;r) . C om bining this w ith the Littlew ood-P aley
nequality, we nd

X 1=2
kuk(lir -k :PN ujz kq;r
<"
1=2
KPy uk?,,
N
. kukgo T RoyF
which in particular im plies
krukpap: @ gny - Kukgi g gay:

From this and Sobolv em bedding, the $*-nom controls the Hllow ng spacetin e
nom s:
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Lemma l.6. ForanyS,—1 finction uon I R, we have

kr uk]_ 2 + kukw_ + kr uk21n+ 2) 2(n+2) + kr ukz; 2n

n 2

+ kukl ;2n2 + kukzm+ 2) 2(m+2) . kukgl

n 2 ' n 2

where all spacstime nommsareon I R'.

By Lemm a4 and the de nition of the Strichartz spaces S0 and $¢, we see that
s? clLZ and sim ilrly, s CJH, by the usual lin ting argum ents. In partic-
ulrs? \ st clH!.

N ext, Jet us recall the Strichartz estim ates:

Lemma 1.7. Let I be a compact tine interval, k = 0;1,and tu :I R* ! C
ke an $¥ solution to the foreed Schrodinger equation

X
jllt‘l' u= Fn
m=1
for som e functions F1;:::;Fu . Thenon I R® we have
X k
kukg, . ku )k, « &)t kr kaqg ;0
m=1

p° denotes the dual exponent to p, that is, 1=p+ 1=p°= 1.

N ote that from this kemm a and Lemm a4, we have

kuk, - kukg: . ku (ks + kine+ uk . (1 .45)
and, in particular, replacihgu withu &¢ %) u),
ku €® %) utg)k, . kine+ uk . : (1.46)
In a sin ilar spirit we have
kukewoo zoen - kKoo go) - Kato)kpy + ket UK zor2 z0ez: (147)

P roof. To prove Lemm a [, et us rst m ake the follow ing reductions. W e note
that it su cestotakeM = 1, sincetheclain PrgeneralM ollow s from D uham el's
form ula and the triangle nequality. W e can also take k to be 0, since the estin ate
fork = 1 ollow s by applying r to both sides of the equation and noting that r
comm utes wih i@ + . As the Littlewood-Paley operators also comm ute w ith
iRy + , wehave
(i@.+ )P yu=PyF;

foralldyadic N . Applying the standard Strichartz estin ates (see [1L6]), we get

KPy ukgr - kPy u(to)kyz + KPy F1kge 0 (1.48)

for all adm issble exponents (g;r) and (g ;r). Squaring [[Z8), summ ing in N,
ushg the de nition of the $%-nom and the Littlew ood-Paley inequality together
w ith the dualof [[C44), we get the claim .
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2.Local wellposedness

T he goalofthis section isto establish the prelim nary localwelbposedness theoram ,
ie., Theorem [[OJl. Them aterialhere is standard but we include it for com pleteness.
M ore precise control on the continuous dependence on the data w ill be given In
later sections. T hroughout this section the hypotheses are as in Theorem [[Jl. A 11
gpacetin e nom swillbe over I R unless otherw ise speci ed.

2.1. Existence. W e consider rst the question of localexistence of ¢ solutions to
) which we address via an iterative procedure. W e de ne the ollow .ng iterates

u@ ) = 0;

u® ) =

I
0]
[

o

and orm 1,

um ) = & )y i & £ ™) (g))ds: 21)
to

Let us rst rem ark that the free evolution being sn all in plies that all the iterates
are small. Thdeed, by [[Z4) and the triangk inequality, llowed by [I4) and
[T, we have

ku®* Pk L ket® ) uok, + k£ @™ ks
n+2

+ ku® k" 2
W—

U sing [[CI7) asthe base case ofan induction hypothesis and choosing o su ciently
an all, we deduce

n+ 2

ku™'k, . ; kf@™ k. . 72 @22)
forallm 1. Applying [[CZ9), we conclude that
n+ 2
ku®™ kg, . kuoky s ge, t T C 23)
forallm 1.
Next, we consider di erences ofthe orm u® * 1)y ), By the recurrence relation
), n orderto estinate u® 1 u™) weneed to controlf @®™’) f@™ V).
By E2), ) withu=u®)andv=u® 1), and [ZD), we estin ate
ku®™ o u™ kL kfE@™)) £a™ kiwes 2eeo
n+4 ' n+4
X 0 4
. ku(m) u(m 1)k2(n+2);2(n+2) ku(m )k:(ni2i.2(n+2i
n n rnO:m;rn 1 n 2 ' n 2
X 0 _4_
. ku®™) u™ Dng ku® )kg(niz)g(mz»
m0=m;m 1 n 2 ' n 2
4
T2 ku (m ) u(lTl 1)ks_0,

Hrallm 1.Alo,asw 2 L? R™) by hypothesis, we have

(1)
ku"'keo . kugkpz gn)
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thanksto Lemm a[[Z]. Choosing su ciently sm all, we conclude that the sequence

fu®lqg, isCauchy m $°@ R*)and hence, thereexistsu2 $°(I R*) such that
u™) convergestou n $° (I R®) (and thus also n Li;if”):n I R)asm ! 1

and fiirthem ore, we have [[20). The above argum ent also shows that £ ™)
;$+2):(n+4) I R). Applying AN agan we conclude
that u solves [[H). Astheu®™’ converge strongly tou n $° (T R*) and rem ahn
bounded n W- (I R")and S (I R*) thanksto P2 and [3), we see that the
u™) convergeweakly tou mnW- (I R*)and $* (I R®) and we obtain the bounds
13, I3 .Asulisinboth$2 T R')ands’@ R'),tismClH}T R
and is thus a strong solution to [l).

converges to £ ) in Li

22.Unigueness. Toprove uniqueness, wew ill in fact prove the follow iIng stronger
(and standard) result:

P roposition 2.3 (Unconditional uniqueness in H TR™), @]). Let I be a tine in—
tervalcontaining ty, and ktu;;u, 2 CJH L (I R®) ke two strong solutions to [T
in the sense of [[8). Then u; = u, al ost everywhere.

Proof. By a standard continuity argum ent we m ay shrink I so that one can con-
struct the solution given by the preceding iteration argum ent. W ithout loss of
generality, wem ay to take u, to be this solution; thus, u, 2 2 (I  R*).

Wrtev=u w2ClHI(I R, andkt I be the set of tines t orwhich
v () = 0 almn ost everywhere. Then isclosed and containstg, so i su cesto show
that isopen in I. Lett; 2 and suppose also that fki;8 + ) I for some
anall > 0. Henceforth, we willwork entirely on the slab f;t4 + ) R". By
shrinking asmuch asnecessary, wem ay use the continuity and vanishing ofv at
t, to assum e

kvkLé Bl
where isa anallabsolute constant to be chosen later; in particular, from Sobolev
em bedding we have

kal ;nz_n2

Sin ilarly, from the hypothesisu, 2 $* (I R') and Lemm a4 and [I9) wemay
take

kU2k2(n+2) 2(n+2) .
n 2 ’'"n 2

From [H) and the hypothesis u; ju, 2 CS;I L, we easily see that
w0 =e® Pluym) i tei‘t 9 £ (uy(s)) ds
t.
for 3= 1;2. Subtracting theZse and recalling 1’chat v(g) = 0, we conclude that
vi= i tei‘t ¥ (fui(s) f(x(s) ds:
t
From [ we have l

f@ ) f@E)=0 FE)TT )+ 0 G Yyve)d:
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Applying Lem m as[[CA and [ ©llow ed by H older’s inequality, we conclude that
kaZ;nz—“z . kj\f](n+2) @ 2 k2 2n2 + k1, j4 @ 2)}7j<2<n+ 2h.2n (n+2)

"n2+4n 4

C RV, (VK e+ Kpkzae s zeen)TO P
n 2

e

4=(n 2) kaZ;zinz

Asv wasalready nie In L Lin o2 (and hence In L Lin o 2)) we conclide
by taking smallenough) that v vanishes aln ost everywhereon fy;5 + ). This
show s that isopen in the forward direction. A sim ilar argum ent establishes the
openness In the backw ards direction, thus concluding the proof.

Rem ark 24. By com bining this unigueness statem ent w ith the existence theorem ,
one can show that forthe Cauchy problem [[l) there is a unique m axin al interval
I containing ty, such thattheslab I R supports a strong solution . Furthem ore,
I is open and the solution has nite W- (J R")-nom for any com pact J I.&is
also true that if T hasa nite endpoint, then the W——nom willblow up near that
endpoint (see Leanm a2 below ).

25. Continuous dependence in rough norm s. W e tum now to the Lipschitz
bound [[Z).Aganhwewrtev = u w.By [[C2), [CZD), and Holder’s inequality,
we have

ka&O . kug t’gkLz + kf ) fa)kon:2 2m+2)

n+4 ' n+4

n 2 n 2
. kug 'C’OkL2 + kukz(m 2) 2mr2) T kukz(mm 2(m+2) kaQf'”Q);Z(“*Z)
I n n

n2’n2 n2’n2

n n
. kug quLZ + kukzm+ 2) 2w+ T kukumz» 2@+ 2) kasJ

“n o2 a2 “h 2 o2

Applying 1) and [I8), we conclude
kvkgo . kup  wkyz + 77 Pkvkg,
By taking  anallenough, we obtain [[2]l) as desired. This concludes the proof
of T heorem [Tl.
W e end this section w ith the fllow ing com panion to T heorem [l.

Lemm a 2.6 (Standard blow up criterion, [3], 14]) . Letug 2 Hi and ktu ke a strong
$! solution to [ on the skb ky;Te] R such that

kuk 2(n+2) <1°: (2.4)
Lo % (koiTol R™)
Then there exists = (ug) > 0 such that the solution u extends to a strong st
solution to [l) on the skb fy;To+ ] R°.

In the contrapositive, this lemm a asserts that if a solution cannot be continued

2(n+2)

strongly beyond a tine T , then the L * -nom mustblow up at that tine. One
can also establish that other scale-invariant nom s (except for those nom s involving
L{ ) also blow up at this tin e, but we w illnot do so here.
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P roof. Let us denote the nom in [ZA) by M . The rst step is to establish an

2(n+2)

S bound on u. In order to do so, we subdivide [y;To] into N 1+ 8 0
subintervals Jy such that

kuk zm+o2 2.5)

L.2 2 (@ RM)

tix

where isa smallpositive constant. By {{LI4) and [[CZ3), we have

kukg, Or R") - ku (G )k o &y T kf @k, T R®)
_a

- ku kg gay T kUK 0L kukg: 5 gn)

Los ? Gk R™)
.
- ku )k, @yt > kukg, g RT)

foreach nterval Jy and any & 2 Jx . If issu ciently sm all, we conclude

Kukg: o gy - KU (K

X

Recallthat the $*-nom controlsthe L} H-l-nom . Thus, wem ay glie thesebounds
together inductively to obtain a bound of the form

kukg: (gm0 vey C Kkg iM 7 );
which by Lemm a[[f in plies

kUkW—([to;To] RY) C (kl;ka_i M ;) 2.0)

Now lett < T.By [[I4) and [[Z4), we have

e )
ku € WO me1 rey - KE @K ngy ey

n+ 2

. kuk® ?
W- ([ ;jTo] R™)

and thus, by the trangle inequaliy,

n+2

it ) n 2 .
ke WO my mry - KUK g gy T RIS iz ey

Let ¢ beasin Theorem [l. By [24), taking su ciently closeto T o, we obtain

it ) _
ke Uoky_ (( 1101 r7) 0=2

(say), while from Strichartz inequality we have

it ) .
ke Uoky @ moy < 1

By the m onotone convergence theoram , we deduce that there exists = (ug) > 0
such that

it ) .
ke ok ([ 1o+ 1 &7 0:

By Theorem [, there exists a unique solution to [[l) with initialdata v( ) at
tihet= which belongsto S* ([ ;To+ ] R"). By Proposition Z3, we see that
u=von [;Tg] R and thusv isan extension ofu to ky;To+ 1 R".



16 TERENCE TAO AND MONICA VISAN

3. Short-tine perturbations

T he goalofthis section is to prove T heorem [[3. By the welkposadness theory that
we have developed in the previous section, it su ces to prove ([[28)-[C31) as a
priori estim ates, that is, we assum e that the solution u already exists and belongs
tost @ RY).

Remark 3.1. By [[43) and P lancherel's theorem we have

X ) 5 1=2
Py e'® *) u)  wl) K o,

X 5 1=2
kPyr () wle) ki,

N
ckr W) vwE) ke
.E°

ontheslab I R®, so the hypothesis [[28) is redundant ifE %= 0 (").

By tine symmetry, we may assume that tp = nfI. We will rst give a sinple
proof of Theorem [[3 in din ensions 3 n 6 (follow ing the argum ents inl1],
[L9] covering the casesn = 3;4 respectively). Let v = u  w. Then v satis es the
follow ing initial value plzob]em:

e+ v=~fw@+tv) fh) e
vipix) = ulpix) wlix):

@31

ForT 2 I de ne
ST) =k@@+ )WVt ek g gyt

W e willnow work entirely on the slab ko;T]1 R*. By [24), 2D, and [ZT3),
we get

kvk, . kel to) vk, + k@@:c+ v+ ek .+ kek, G2)
ST+ "
where we used [[Z4) to estin ate
| X ‘ 1=2
kel® ©) vk, . kPy e ®) u(n) w) k.
. 33)

By [CIJ) and [BJ) we have
kvk%;% .S(@T)+ " 34)
O n the other hand, from [[LH) we have
r ({@+ )Ww+e =r f@t+v) f (&)
=f,eoe+tv)r @+ v)+ £, &+ v)rm

f@re £ @ry;
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s0, by our hypotheses on £, speci cally {I3) and [[C4), we get
r @+ Jw+te . Fueifi+tv) L@+ Fe+v) £@)3
+ ¥V @t v+t @+ V)]
Yol 2+ pvigt vi e 3.5)
Henceby [I3), [23), BA), and ), we estim ate

n 2 n 2
S(T) . kukasz(n+ 2) 2(n+2) + kav\Lkukz(n+2) 2(n+ 2) + kaw,kaZ(nJr 2) ,2(+2) 2)
2 n

S @) T T B @) M @) T

Ifn42 1, ie., 3 n 6, a standard continuity argum ent show s that if we take
=

'v € ;E? su ciently smallwe obtain

S (T) " forallT 2 I; (3.6)

which inplies [31). Using [2) and (@), one easily derives [28). To cbtain
[29), weuse [24), 2D, [CZT), and 39):
ku wk, o ogey - kut)  wmledk + @@t Jvte oLl T kekgi g
.E%+ s+ "
.E%+
By the triangk inequaliy, [CI2), [Z2H), and [E2), we have
kuk z2m+2) . kukV\L(I R ¢ LU "O:

Ly © (@ R")

Another application of [[14) and [49), aswellas [[23), [[24) yields

(I RM) * ku(tO)k-l_Ll + kf (u)kal(I RD)

E + E%+ kuk"* 270 2
) W- (I R™)

ku k&1

n+ 2

LE+EYH (" )iz

which proves [[30), provided "y is su ciently sm alldependingon E and E °.

T his concludes the proofof T heorem [[3 in din ensions3 n 6. In orderto prove
the theorem in higher dim ensions, we are forced to avoid taking a full derivative
since this is what tums the nonlineariy from Ljpschji:z nto just H older continuous
oforder— Instead, wem ust take fwer than —— derivatives. A swe stillneed to

iterate In spaces that scale ke S, we etther have to Increase the space orthe time
Integrability of the usual Strichartz nom s. The option of increasing the spatial
Integrability is suggested by the exotic Strichartz estim ates of Foschi, 8], but i
tums out to be som ewhat easier to increase the tin e integrability instead; this
idea was used in the closely related context of the energy—critical non-linear K lein—
G ordon equation by Nakanishi [18]. W e will choose the nomm X = X (I R%)

de ned by
X 1=2

8=(n+ 2 2
kuky = N &0 Dyppy ukl s
4 n
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W e cbserve that this nom is controlled by the $*-nom . Thdeed, by Sobolev em —
bedding, the boundedness of the R iesz transform s on every LY, 1 < p < 1 , the
dualof [[C44), and the de nition ofthe $%-nom , we get

X
kuky = NSOy ukl s

Xz

ky $=0F2py uki+2

.2+ 2)

4 n

N

X 5 1=2
kr Py ukn+ 5,20 (% 2)

'n2+2n+4

N

. kukg, T R")

.2n @+ 2)
'n2+2n+ 4

sihce @ + 2 ) is a Schrodinger-adm issble pair.

Now we need an inhom ogeneous estin ate. W e use the nom

X 8=+ 2) 2 =2
kEFky = N kKPy FKiis 2t 2) :

3 7 n+4

N

Just as the X -nom is a variant of the $*nom , one should think of the Y -nom
as a variant of the N'-nom . The reason we use these nom s instead of the usual
$! and N-! nom s is that they require roughly 4=m + 2) < 4=@  2) degrees
of di erentiability only, while still having the sam e scaling as the full-derivative
spaces S and N-!. This willbecom e relevant when we have to address the lim ited
regularity available for £, and £, .
Lemm a 3.2 (Exotic Strichartz estim ate). Forany F 2 Y, we have
Z t
e® 8 F (s)ds . kFky B.7)
t X

P roof. Interpolating between [[CZIl) and the conservation ofm ass, we get the Bl
Jow Ing dispersive nequality
ke'® ) F (8)kimez - £ ST IKE (S)Koae o

n+ 4

whenever t 6 s. By fractional integration, this mpliesthat on the skb I R* we
have 7
t

e® % F (s)ds e s KFKais 20en
t n+2;282) = iThra
A s the Littlew ood-P aley operators com m ute w ith the free evolution, we get
Z ¢ ‘
PN el(t s) F (S) ds B R kPN Fkn+2.21n+2) .
to n+2;202 T3 iTara

n+ 2

Squarhg the above inequality, multiplying by N &®*2) and summ ing over all

dyadic N ’s, we obtain [Z0).

To com plete the set of tools needed to prove T heorem [[3 in high din ensions, we
need the fllow ing fractional variant of [[L13J).
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Lemm a 3.3 Nonlinearestin ate). On any skb I R%, we have
_4

2 .
kf; v)uky . kvkvL « Rn)kUkX : (3.8)

whenever the right-hand side m akes sense. A sim ilar statem ent holds with f, re—
plhaod by £, .

Proof. W e Just prove the clain for f,, asthe corresponding clain for f, is identical.
Them ain estim ate is

Lemm a 3.4 (Frequency-localized nonlinear estim ate). For any dyadic M , we have

s X 4
: N
kPM fz (v)u kn+2;2(n+2) . ka;L2 m n l; M »o2 kPN ukn+2;2(n+2); (3.9)
3 n+ 4 n

N

where all spacetime nomsareon I R'.

Proof. W em ay rescak® such that M = 1. Splitting u into Littlew ood-P aley com —
ponents, we estin ate

X
kP, f, W)u ku_2(n+ 2) . kP, f, )Py u ku_zuw 2) * (3.10)
ER ER

n+ 4 n+ 4

N
Letus rst consider the com ponentswhere N 1=4; weuse [[3), H older's inequal-
iy, and [[I7) to bound the contribution of these com ponents to the right-hand
side of [Z10) by

X X
4=mn 2)
kfz (V)kn+2,n+2kPN uk 40,20 %2) kazm+2) 2m+2)kPN uk +0:20+2)
72 ar eI =z i nE TS
N 1=4 N 1=4

4 X
n 2 .

. kaT/L kPy ukn+2;2(nn+ 2) o

N 1=4

N ext, we consider the com ponents w here N 1=8. W e can freely replace f; (v) by
P ,.,f, (v) and then drop the proction P1, leaving usw ith the task of estin ating
X
kP 1-2f, (v))Py UKns2 2ms2) ¢
3

!"n+4

N 1=8

W e use Holder to estin ate this contribution by

X
kP 1=2fz (V)kn;_2,.kaN ukn+ 2;r
N 1=8
where £ = 2 — 4 andp = 28 202 " prom Bemsten, we have
r 2n+2) nn 2) p: 2n?%+ 4) ’

4
kPy ukn+2;r . N 2kPy ukn+2'2(n+2);
4 n

8N ote that while the nonlinearity £ is not necessarily invariant under the scaling f (z) 7
(+2)=( 2)f (z= ), the hypotheses on the nonlinearity are invariant under this scaling and so,
the scaling argum ent rem ains Justi ed in such cases.
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so the clain follow s if we can establish that
4
n 2,
kP 1of, Wkosz o vkl 7 341)

Th order to prove B1l), we split v into vi, = P<1vand vy; = P 1v, and use [[4)
to write

£, 0= £, )+ O Gmsd™ @ ?):
To dealw ith the contribution of the error tetmm O (4 =@ ?), we discard P 1,
and use Holder and Bemstein to estim ate

4

kP 1,0 (Gmif ™ @ 2))}(%@ . thikgT

+2) 2n(n+2)
n 2 ' nZ44

4
n 2
. krvhik2<n+2;_2n1n+2)
n 2 ' n2494

4= 2
L kvk® 2,
W

W e are thus left with them ain term . W e need to show
4
n 2,
kP 1pf, (o)keaz, o kEKY 7 (312)

Th orderto prove [317), wem ake a faw ram arks. F irst, observe that for any spatial
function F we have the bound
kP 1:2F kp . Sup k nE F }%
hi1l
where F X) = F X h) is the translation operator. Indeed, from the triangk
hequality we have
k JF Fk hyi supk nF Fk
Hhil
for any y 2 R"; Integrating this against the convolution kemelofP. -, Wwhich is
rapidly decreasing and has totalm ass one) we obtain the clain . N ext, observe from
[[2) that we have the pointw ise estin ate

4
niz Vi) £ 0o)= £ (nhve) £6&)=0Fnve WF ?2)
and thus, forany t2 I,
4
P oiof (@) . sioknvie® Wb®kla.o :
1 Py

But from the fundam ental theorem of calculis and M inkow ski’s inequality, for
hj 1wehave

k h Vio (t) Vo (t)an (n+ 2) kr Vo (t)kzn (n+2) «

n2+4 nZ+4
T hus,
_4
P oaof, V() | - krvi Ok, g,

nZ+4
and hence, by Holder’s inequality in the tim e variable, 1) Hlow s:

4
2
P 1=2fz (Vlo) nt2,., krlekZ(n+2).2n(n+2)
5 zin*t2) .2nn+2)

n 2 ' n244

a4
. kvk® e
W
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W e now retum to the proofof [38), and rew rite [339) as

M TPy f, ()U)Kas o zwe2)
3 7 n+4
X

_4 16
2 . M \—2— (N 4=+ 2) .
. kvk;_ m n (N—)“*Z,(M—)“Z 4 N kPN ukn+2;2(n+2b.

n

N

The clain [ZH) then ©llows from Schur’s test.

W e are now ready to resum e the proof of T heorem [[3 in dim ensionsn > 6. Recall
thatv = u u satis esthe initial value problem [l and hence,

Z t Z t
v = & %) ve) i &Y fre+v) f@) G)ds i e 3 e(s)ds:
to to
W e estin ate
Z t
kvky . ket® %) v )kg + g9 fwu+v) f@) (s)ds
X
Z € 0
+ et % e@g)ds  ;
t X

which by [E) becom es
Z t

kvky . kef® ©) vi)ky + kf @+ v) f@k + & %) e@g)ds : (313)
t X

W e consider rst the free evolution term in {3.13) . U sing Sobolv em bedding and
the boundedness of the Riesz transform son LY, for1 < p< 1 , we estin ate

X 1=2
i(t £ i (t 2
kel( to) Vit )ky = N »+2 kPy el( to) V(tO)kn+2.2(n+2)
N .
% : i€ o) 2 =2
. —— i
k 7+2Py e v )k 420+ 2)
N T
X 1=2
i(t 2
kPN rel( ) V(to)kn+2_2n(n+2)

'n2+2n 4

2n (n+2) 2(m+2) 2n(n+2)

Now, we observe that L‘Q+2L§2*2“ * interpolates between L," ° L,""* and
L{ L2 and hence,

it to)
kPN re V(to)err 2;n22n+‘l12;2)4

2 n_ 4
i(t n 2 i(t
. kPy rel( to) v(to)k;(niz)_Zn(n+2)kPN rel( to) V(to)kf ;;3

n 2 ' nZ4g

The rst factor is jist the W (I R®) nom of Py e!® ®) v(). Squaring the
above nequality, summ ing over all dyadic N ’s, and applying H older’s inequality
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for sequences, we obtain

X e o) 5 1=2
1
kPy re V(to)er_Z; 22n (n+2)
N né+ 2n 4
X 2
it to) 2 2(n 2)
kPy € v (%) @ R
N
X it t) 2 Z?n 42)
kPy re vk
N
By [24), we have
X it to) 2 2(r12—2) 2
i "o .
kPNe V(tO)kW_(I R") . 2!
N
w hile by the usual Strichartz estin ates and [[24), we get
X ) nn 4 X nn 4
KPy ret® ®) vk, 7 Kby rvi)k:
N N
n_4 n 4
. krviks . €90 2:
Hence,
X i (t ) 2 1=2 _2 Ou
Ky ret® % vk | iz LT E) (3.14)
'n?+2n 4
N

W e consider next the error term in [3213) which we estin ate via Sobolv em bed—
ding and the usual Strichartz estin ates, recalling that r comm utes w ith the free
propagator and that the R iesz transform s are bounded on LY, forevery 1< p< 1 .

2 . X . Z ¢ , 2 1=2
e ¥ e)as F37 €2 Pyewds
to X N to nt 2= —
X 2 ¢ ) 2 1=2
r et 9 pLe(s)ds .
N to nt 2 e 4
X 5 1=2
kP e]g\p (T R")
N
By [N and the dualof [TZ3),
X 5 1=2
kPy ekN_l(I R7) . kekN_l(I Rn) - ",
N
0
Z
t
et %) e@)ds .o (3.15)
to X

W e tum now to the rem aining tem on the right-hand side of [EZ13). From [[4)

we have 7
1

f+ v) f @)= f,@+ viv+ £, e+ v)vd
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and so, by using M inkow ski's nequality, [3), and [E8), we get

_a_ _a_
n 2 n 2 .
kf @+ v) f o)k . ktszkvL T R + kukvL T R kvky :

In order to bound kuk, @ moyr W€ will wst estim ate the free evolution of u (&),
ie, el® %) y(). By the trianglke nequality and [E3), we have

ke %) utto)ky ¢ gey - k&P Vio)ky ¢ ogey T ke P wlodky 1 g
"+ ke!® ) wto)ky ¢ goyt

On the other hand, by [LI4), I29), 2D, and [Z4), we get

it to)
ke* wlto)ky ¢ gny - Koky @ ogay t KE@Kg ¢ ogey T kKoo

n+ 2

"o + kuk® ? +"
W- (I R")
"o;
for "y su ciently small. Hence
i(t
kel( to) u(tO)kW_(I - LS "0 . "O:

Assum ing "y is su ciently small depending on E and E °, the hypotheses of The—
orem [[J] hold and hence is conclusions hold as well; in particular, [[I8) holds,
ie.,

kuk, ; ey - "o (3.16)

Retuming to our previous com putations, by [28) and [BI8), we get

kf @+ v) fe)k . ") “kvky : 3417)

Considering [ZI4), EI3), and BIM), BI3) becom es
2 _gn_ 4 4
kvky . "T 2 @OTZ 4 "4 T T kyky :

A ssum g that "y is su ciently sn alldepending on E 9, a standard contihuiy ar-
gum ent yields

_2 o4
kvky . " 2 E ) 2 (3.18)

By Sobolv embedding and [[CZ4), we conclide

4
kvkn+2;2n(2n+2) . T rtev n+2;20%2)
n 8 n
X . . ° 5 1=2

X r**Pyv 2(m+2)

n+ 2;———
N n (3.19)
. kvkyx

n

2 0 4
LLFY ZCE',)n 2 s
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W e are now ready to upgrade our bounds on v; rst, we willshow (L28). Indeed,
by Strichartz’s inequality, [[20), and B3), we have

kvky ¢ wny - k&0 vk ¢ g
+kft+v) £k geyt kekgig g,
"tkE@t V) £k gey: (320)

By [E3), we have

rf@+v) £@)]. ey 7+ rvipg ?

and hence
a4
kf(@+v)  £@Kaq o) - KO ukapkvk” ° 00
" n2 g
a4
n 2
tkvky 1 ore ) KUK 6t o) 2wee
n 2 ' n 2
1. 1 4 1 _ n+2 2m* 8) . R
where; = 3 et and £ T Sn eI a) - Note that the pair @;b) is a

Schrodinger adm issible pair and hence

kr okap . kokg: ¢ goy

However, by [CI4), [C4H), and our hypotheses [[23), [23), and [210), we have
ketkg: 1 gay - kut (tO)kH_)} + kE @k ¢ goy t kKo g ga

n+2

. E + kak® ? + "
W (I R")

n+ 2

n 2
.E+ "

+ "O
and hence, for "y su ciently an alldepending on E ,

kuk E: (321)

sl ( Rn) °

Retuming to our previous com putations and using [E18) (combined wih [IX))
and [B21l), we have

4

kf @+ v) f(u)]%L1 @ Ry * kr 'dka;kakn 2.2n (n+2)

n
+
2’n28

_4
n 2

+ kaW— a Rn)kUk2<n+2;;2<n+2;
n 2 n 2

4

_4
. Eka;+22;2n(2n+2; + "8 2kaTI\L(I R") 7
n 8
which by BI9) yields

8 4 4)

4
Kf@+ V) £@Kaq o). "0 7 BN DTE 4 " Tkvk, ¢ opey: B22)

Retuming to [E20), we nd

4(n_ 4) 4

n

8
n n 2 0 2 w2 .
kvky @ goy - "HE M 2T @D PTE 4+ Mg Tkvky ogayt
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Assum ing " is su clently small depending on E and E °, a standard continuity
argum ent yields [[29), ie.,

7

kvky ¢ gny - "7t mea?
By [28) and [B22), we get [3). Indeed,

@+ J)u w+te ckf@+v) £k goy

N-l (I RM)
8 4 4) 4 7
W 2)2 CE‘,O) o 2?2 F + "6‘ 2 oMy wn 2)2
7 _
"y We o 2)? ;

provided "o = ", € ;E?) is su ciently small

To prove [[29), we use Strichartz’s inequaliy, [24), 20 and [23):
Kk @ rey - KVG0)Ky, + @@+ @ w+ e
+ kek , T R%)

7
CEOy vy v 27,

N1 (I R™)

By triangk mnequality, [[29) and B2]) inply [30), provided ", is chosen su —
clently sm alldepending on E and E °.

4. Long-time perturbations

T he goal ofthis section is to prove T heorem [[4 and to derdve scattering resuls as
corollaries. W e w ill prove T heorem [[C4 under the additional assum ption

ku o)k < 1 @l)

T his additional assum ption can be rem oved by the usual lin ting argum ent: ap—
proxin atihgu () in B by fu, to)gn  H) and applying T heorem [ (under nite
m ass assum ptions) with = u, ,e= 0, and u = u,, we obtain that the sequence
of solutions fu, g, to [) with initialdata fu, ¢)g, is Cauchy in st R") and
thus convergent to an S* solution u to [[l) with initialdata u () attinet= to.

W e w illderive T heorem [[C4 from Theorem [[3 by an iterative procedure. F irst, we
w ill assum e w ithout loss of generality that ty = nfI. Let "o = "y € ;2E % be as
in Theorem [[3. Note that we need to replace E © by the slightly larger 2E © as the
Hlmnom ofu) w() may possbly grow in tine.

The st step is to establish an $! bound on w. In order to do o0, we subdivide I

2(n+2)

into N 1+bf—O " 2 gubintervals Jx such that

kek z2m+o2 e 42)
n 2

L Jx RT)

tix
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By [I3), [Z3), [33), I34d), and E3), we estin ate

kakgs 5, gy - ku(tO)kH_)g + kf @k g, rey T KKy g, g
4
n 2
. E + kuk”, .., k‘de_(Jk Rn) +
LD % (@ R")

tix

4
nno 2 w.
.E+ T k'dk&l @r R + "

A standard continuity argum ent yields

kuksfl(J Rn) - E;

x
provided "y is su ciently sm alldepending on E . Summ ing these bounds over all
the intervals Jy, we obtain

kakg: 1 gay  C EM ;%);
which by Lemm a[[C8 in plies

keky ¢ gny CEM ;)
W enow subdivide I ntoN; = C € ;M ;") subintervals I5 = [;;t5: 1] such that

keky @ gy “423)

Choosing "; su clently smalldependingon N ;,E, and E °, we apply T heorem I3
to obtain oreach jand allO< "< ",

7
Ku o wk g, O T
7
. 0 —_—
ki Wkig ey CQVECH T "

kukg: @, zny C G E + EO)

7

@+ Ju w+te CE"+ e 22

N1 (I; RT)

provided we can show that [[34) and [[3H) hold with ty replaced by t;. W e verify
this using an inductive argum ent. By [[34), [[CZ3), and the inductive hypothesis,
ku 1) ek - kulo) ek + kekgs o0 g ge
+ ({@:+ )u w+e N (Eostss 1] RP)
X3 ;
.EO+"+ C(]()"*’"W
k=0

A s the Litlew ood-P aley operators com m ute w ith derivative operators and the free
propagator, by Strichartz, we estin ate
kPy & ) ufhi1)  wle1) Ky g oge)

. kPyet® ™ utn)  w) ky g gyt KPy kg ge,

t+ Py @@+ )@ wte i gyt
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Squaring the above inequality, summ ing over all dyadic N ’s, and using [33),
[[39), the dualof [[Z4), and the inductive hypothesis, we estin ate
X it t 2 1=2
kPy e® &) ugy ) wr) K o oge,

X " 5 1=2
kPye'® *) u)  wle) K g o,

+ Py @@+ )@ w) + e
N
"+kekN_1(I Rn)+k(i@t+ yu u)+ ek

N1 (I RM)

N-1 (I RD)

X7 7

" C k) "+ "o 2)2

k=0
Here, C k) dependsonly on k, E , E 0 and ",. Choosing "; su clently an all de—
pending on N1, E, and E %, we can contihue the mductive argum ent. Note that
the nalconstants can easily be chosen to depend In a non-decreasing m anner on
E;E%M (which is quite plausble, given that increasing those param eters can only
serve to worsen the situation).

T his concludes the proof of Theorem [[C4. A s a consequence of this theorem , we
w il derive scattering resuls. Let us start by proving that a nite bound of the

2(n+2)

L.2 ? -nom ofthe solution to [[l) i plies scattering. Indeed, we have

tix

Corollary 4.1 (L}, bounds inply scattering). Let up 2 Hy and ktu be a global
solution to [[l) such that
kuk 2(n+2) M (4.4)
Lex & ® R?)
for some constantM > 0. Then there exist nite energy solutions u (t;x) to the
free Schrodinger equation (i@. + )u = 0 such that

ku () uik. ! O

ast! 1 . Furthemore, themapswy 7 u (0) are continuous from H—i to itself.

Proof. W e will only prove the statem ent for u, , since the proof for u fOllows
sim flarly. Let us rst construct the scattering state u; (0). Fort> 0de nev() =
e it uf). Wewill show that v(t) oonvergesjnH—;iL ast! 1 ,and de neu; (0) to
be the lim i. Indeed, from D uham el's omula [[CZJ) we have
Z t
vi=u@0 i e * fs)ds: @5)

Therefore, Oor0< < t,

v (t) v()= i e f (u(s))ds:
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By [I4), [[C48), and Lemm a[[Cd, we have
kv(t) V( )]%_1 . kf (u)kN_l([ ;t] Rn)

X

_4
n 2

» KK e g kuke (170 =)
Lo ([ 7£] R™)
4
n 2

. kuk®, .., kuky([;t] Rn)*
Lo % ([ Re)

However, [L4) inplies kuKgi g go) C (£ ;M ) by the sam e argum ent as in the

proof of Theorem [[[4, where E denotes the kinetic energy of the mitial data ug.
Alsoby ), drany > 0thereexistst 2 R; such that

kuk 2m+2)
L n 2

tix

(71 ) R™)

whenevert> t . Hence,

Th particular, this in plies that u; () is well de ned. A lso, nspecting {£H) one
easily sees that

Z 1
ur O)=u, i e *™ fu()ds 4 .6)
0
and thus
Z 1
u @=¢e u 1 &® 9 f£fu))ds: @)

0

By the sam e argum ents as above, [@) and D uham el's ormula [ZJ) mply that
kus (©) u@®k., ! Oast! 1 .

Sin ilar estim ates prove that the Inverse wave operator ug 7 u: (0) is continuous
from H to itself subject to the assimption () (h fact, we obtain a Holder
continuity estin ate w ith this assum ption). W e skip the details.

Remark 42. If we assume Uy 2 H! in Corollary [, then sim ilar argum ents
yield scattering in H i, ie., there exist nite energy solutionsu (t;x) to the fiee
Schrodinger equation (@ + )u = 0 such that

ku ®© u®k:! 0 ast! 1:

Reamark 4.3. Ifwe knew that the problem [[l) were globally wellposed for arbi-
trary B} (respectively H !) initial data, then standard argum ents would also give
asym ptotic com pleteness, ie., themapsuy 7 u (0) would be hom eom orphisn s
from H (respectively H !) to itself. See for instance [@] fr this argum ent in the
energy-subcritical case.

A s a consequence of C orollary [l and the global wellposedness theory for sm all
initial data (see Corollary [[J), we obtain scattering for solutions of [[l) wih
initialdata sm all in the energy-nom H-} :
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Corollary 4.4. Letug 2 H! be such that

kuokH_i . 0
with ( asin Theorem [l and ktu be the unique gbbalsolution to [[l) . Then there
exist nite energy solutionsu (t;x) to the free Schrodinger equation (i@c+ )u = 0
such that

ku () u@®k;:! O

ast! 1 .Moreover, themapswy 7 u (0) are continuous from Hitojtself(jn
fact, we have a Holder continuity estin ate) .
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