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BOOTSTRAPPED MORAWETZ ESTIMATES AND RESONANT
DECOMPOSITION FOR LOW REGULARITY GLOBAL SOLUTIONS OF
CUBIC NLS ON R?

J. COLLIANDER AND T. ROY

ABSTRACT. We prove global well-posedness for the L2-critical cubic defocusing nonlinear Schrédinger
equation on R? with data ug € H*(R?) for s > % The proof combines a priori Morawetz esti-
mates obtained in [4] and the improved almost conservation law obtained in [6]. There are two
technical difficulties. The first one is to estimate the variation of the improved almost conserva-
tion law on intervals given in terms of Strichartz spaces rather than in terms of X*:® spaces. The
second one is to control the error of the a priori Morawetz estimates on an arbitrary large time
interval, which is performed by a bootstrap via a double layer in time decomposition.

1. INTRODUCTION

We shall consider the L?-critical Schrédinger equation on R2

(1.1) iug+ Au = |ul?u

with data u(0) = ug € H*(R?), s > 0. Here H*(R?) denotes the Sobolev space endowed with the
norm

~

(1.2) [fllae@ey =1 <&>" f(E)llr2m2)

with fdenoting the Fourier transform

(1.3) f(f) = fR2 flx)e & dx

and (¢) := (1+ |§|2)%. This problem is known to be locally well-posed [3] for any s > 0. If s > 0
then local well-posedness means that for any data ug € H?®(R?), there exists a time of local existence
Ty = Ti(|luo|| r+ (r2)) depending only on the norm of the initial data and a unique solution u lying in
a Banach space X C C ([0, T}, H*(R?)) such that u(t) satisfies for ¢ € [0,7;] the Duhamel formula

(1.4) u(t) = etBug — i [l it=t)A [|u|2u(t’)] dt’
and the solution depends continuously on the norm of the initial data. Local-in-time H®-solutions

to () satisfy the mass conservation law

(1.5) lu(@)llz2®e) = lluollre

and local-in-time H!-solutions to (L) satisfy the energy conservation law

(1.6) E(u(t)) := %fRZ |Vu(t, z)|? dz + % fR2 lu(t, )|* dz.
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In this paper we are interested in proving that H*-solutions to (LI)) with s > 0 exist for all time
T > 0. If s > 0 then in view of the local well-posedness theory it suffices to find an a priori bound
of the form

(1.7) [w(T) || m=rzy < Q (wollrs(r2), T)

with @ a function depending only on the norm of the initial data and time T". If s = 1 then the energy
conservation law immediately yields the bound (7). No blowup solutions are known for (). It
is conjectured that () is globally well-posed in H*(R?) for 1 > s > 0. The first breakthrough
to establish global well-posedness below the energy threshold, by using what is now referred to as
the Fourier truncation method, appears in [I]. He showed global well-posedness for data in H*(R?)
with s > % A sequence of works ([5] [6] [7, 4]) has lowered the regularity requirements for global
well-posedness for (1)) down to s > % Recently, the conjecture was proved in [§], in the case of
spherically symmetric initial data. The main result of this paper is the following improvement:

Theorem 1.1. The L2-critical Schrédinger equation on R? is globally well-posed in H*(R?), 1 >
5> % Moreover there exists a constant C' depending only on ||uol| g2 such that

RET
(1.8) D)oy < Cllulre o) T35+
for all times T'.

Before sketching the main ideas underpinning this theorem, we set up some notation.

Given A, B two nonnegative numbers, A < B means that there exists a universal nonnegative
constant K such that A < K B. We say that K| is the constant determined by the relation A < B if
Ky is the smallest K such that A < KB is true. We write A ~ Bwhen A < Band BS A A<< B
denotes A < KB for some universal constant K < ﬁ . We also use the notations A4+ = A + ¢,
A++=A+4+2, A—=A—cand A— — = A — 2¢, etc. for some universal constant 0 < ¢ < 1. We
shall abuse the notation and write +, — for 0+, 0— respectively.

Let A € R and let u* denote the following function

(1.9) urt,z) =tu(sz, %).

We recall that if u satisfies (L)) with data uo then u* also satisfies (LT) but with data fug (%£).
If J := [a,b] is an interval then |J| is its size. A partition P, (.J) = (Ji)icqu,...,;} of a finite interval
J is of size u, p > 0 if three conditions are satisfied

(1) Uie[l,..l] Ji=J

(2) JinJ;=0,i#j

(3) |Ji| = pyi e {1,...,1—1}.
If w if a solution of (II]) on J then we can write u as the sum of its linear part and its nonlinear
part; more precisely

.....

(1.10) u(t) = ub(t) +un(t)
with
(1.11) uly (t) = et~ D8y (a)
and

(1.12) i (t) = —i [ eilt=t)o [|u|2u(t’)} dt’.
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Let dt denote the standard Lebesgue measure and let dyy [ be the following measure

(1.13) du, = 4(t — a)dt.
If (p,q) € [1, 00] then we define the spaces LP(.J) and LP(J,du')

LP(J)
LP(J,dyl)

fR=C,|fI%, :sz|f|pdt<oo}

{
(0 {f R = C, 11 gy = Jy 1717y < o0

and the mixed spaces

Bpes =R S g0 = Sy (e |27 d)  dt < o0
LT dp) Ly = (iR = Colf Iy guyrs = Sy (fae [F (5 2)[7 d) ™ dpu < OO}

Let f be the spacetime Fourier transform of a function f

(1.15)

(1.16) ft,x) = [oors f(t,2)e”TH78) gt dy

If p is an integer larger or equal to one, o : R?? — C is a smooth symbol and uy,...,us, are Schwartz
functions then we define the 2p-linear functionals

(1'17) AQP(U; ul(t)v e u2p(t)) = f§1+,,,+g2p:0 U(fl, ey 52;0) Hj odd ﬁ\j(tv 5]) Hj even u/\j(tv 5])

and

(1'18) AQ:DJ(U; ULy eee U’?;D) = f] f£1+...+£2p:0 o1 5210) Hj odd @(t’ gﬂ) Hj even ﬁ\J’(t? 5])
If ugy = ... = ug, = u then we abbreviate Agy(o;u) = Agp(o;ua, .., uzp) and Agy y(oyu) =
Aoy g(o;u1, .., up). Let Q,lc_ﬂp denote the set of unordered subsets of size k from the set {0, ..., 2p}.

IfAe Q}1€—>2p then we write Agy g a(o;u) for Agp j(o5v1, ..., vep) With v; = uf] ifie Aandv; = u’}l
if i ¢ A. Let

4
(1.19) L = ni:l {(5j)je[1,..,4]7 |§J| < %}
and
(1.20) U= {(&)jen,.. 4, |cos (612, &14)| > 0}
where 0 < 6/1l1 is a parameter to be determined. Here we use the convention &, := &, + &,

Eabe = &a + & + &, etc.

We constantly use the I- method [5] throughout this paper in order to find a pointwise-in-time
upper bound of the H*-norm of the solution to (L)) with data u(0) = ug € H*(R?). We recall it
now. Let I be the following multiplier

(1.21) If©) =mE)f©

where m(§) :=1n (%), 7 is a smooth, radial, nonincreasing in || such that
1, |§| <1

1.22 =

lm since this measure will be applied to be the linear part ulJ of u
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By plugging the multiplier I into the energy conservation law (L.8) we define the so-called modified
energy

(1.23) E(Iu(t)) =% [ [VIu(t,z)]?dz + L [oo [Tu(t, 2)|* da.

The following proposition [5] shows that it suffices to estimate the modified energy at time 7' in
order to find an upper bound of the pointwise-in-time H®-norm of the solution u to (L.I]) with data
u(0) = ug € H*(R?); more precisely

Proposition 1.2 (H*(R?) norm and modified energy are comparable [5]). For all time T > 0
(1.24) (T3 s(R2) S E(Iu(T)) + |‘u0|‘?{s(R2)'

Since the symbol of I approaches one as [N goes to infinity we expect the variation of the modified
energy to be slower and slower as N increases. Therefore we estimate the modified energy by using
the fundamental theorem of calculus and we use Proposition [L2] to control |[u(T")| s (g2)-

The paper is organized as follows:

In Section [2] we recall the main ideas of [6]. In particular, we explain their construction of a new
almost conservation law E(u(t)) which is close to the modified energy E(Iu(t)) at each time ¢ and
how they estimated the variation of E (u(t)) on an interval of size, roughly speaking, equal to one.
In Section [ we recall the main results of [4] and, in particular, the Morawetz-type estimates. We
would like to combine the ideas from [6] with those from [4]. However there are two non-trivial
difficulties that appear.

The I-method is based upon an estimate of the variation of an almost conservation law on a
small interval where we have a control of a large number of norms. Then the variation of the
almost conservation law on an arbitrary large time interval [0, 7] is estimated by iteration on each
subinterval of a partition of [0,7] where this local control holds. This total variation must be
controlled at the end of the process. Therefore, if we can establish a local control on a subinterval
as large as possible then the number of iterations is reduced and we have a better control of the
total variation, which implies global well-posedness for rougher data. Unfortunately we cannot use
the result established in [6] (see Proposition22) to estimate the variation of E(u(t)) since the local
control of the solution in X *** spaces is only true for short time intervals (see Proposition 2.4)). This
is due to the nature of these spaces: they describe very well the solution locally in time but not
on long time intervals. Proposition [3.1] shows that we have a local control on intervals .J where the
L{L2 norm of I'u is small. The first idea would be to divide [0, T] into subintervals J where the L} L2
norm of [u is small. Indeed their size is expected to be, roughly speaking, larger than one, because
the Morawetz-type estimates provide good control of the L{L? norm of Tu on [0,7]. In Section
we estimate the variation of E on J. The proof has similarities with that of (ZI0) but there are
differences in the method. We write the variation of E on J in the spacetime Fourier domain, we
decompose u into the sum of its linear part uf] and its nonlinear part u’}l, and after some measure
rearrangements performed via the use of Fubini’s theorem, we use some refined bilinear estimates
[, [6]. These estimates are key estimates to get a slow increase of E. At the end of the process we
can bound the variation of E by some quantities that are estimated by the local control theory in
turn.

Unfortunately, if we use the Morawetz-type estimate on the whole [0,7] then an error term
appears and, as time 7' goes to infinity, it grows at a faster rate than that generated by the variation
of the modified energy on the same interval. The control of the error term is possible if and only
if s > 2 (see [M]). We would like to use the Morawetz-type estimates in a better way. To this end
we perform a double layer in time decomposition. First we divide [0, 7] into subintervals J of size,
roughly speaking, equal to N3~. This enables us to control the error term of the Morawetz estimate
on J by its main term. Then we decompose each J into subintervals J;, where the L L% norm of Tu
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is small. By applying the local control theory and the almost conservation law in L{L” spaces (see
Proposition 1) we can estimate the variation of E on J;, and then on J by iteration. The final
step is to bootstrap the Morawetz estimates. More precisely, we use for every J the corresponding
Morawetz estimate and we iterate to estimate the variation of £ on the whole interval [0,T]. At
the end of the proof we can control the modified energy on [0, T], provided that s > % The whole
process is explained in Section Ml

Acknowledgements : We would like to thank T. Tao and N. Tzirakis for discussions related to
this work.

2. SUMMARY OF [0]

In this section we recall the main ideas and results of [6] since we will often refer to them
throughout this paper.

The variation of the modified energy E(Iu(t)) is not equal to zero, because of the presence of
the commutator Tu® — (Iu)3. The control of this variation is possible if the Sobolev exponent s is
larger than a threshold sg. This control implies global existence for data in H*(R?), s > sg. In
[6] the authors aimed at designing a new almost conservation law E(u(t)) that would satisfy two
properties

(1) Almost conservation law: E(u(t)) would have a slower variation than E(Iu(t))
(2) Proximity to E(Iu(t)) at each time ¢: this property would allow to control E(Iu(t)) via

E(u(t))

To this end they searched for a candidate E that would have the following form

(2.1) E(u(t)) = 3Aa(0a5u(t)) + Ao ult))

with o9 denoting the following multiplier

(2.2) oy = —&m(&).Lm(&2)

and o4 to be determined. Notice that As(o2)(u(t)) is nothing else but the kinetic part of the
modified energy, i.e As(o2)(u(t)) = %HIu(t)Hip The idea is to substitute the potential term V (¢) :=
1 Jae [Tu(t,z)|* dz of the modified energy E(Iu) for a new quadrilinear term A4(o4;u(t)) and to

search for some cancellations in the computation of the derivative 8;F(u(t)). If we compute the
derivative of Aa(o2;u(t)) and Ag(oy;u(t)) then we find, by using (L))

(2.3) O (SAsloziu(t) 1 = Aalpsu(®))

and

(24) 8tA4(U4a4;u(t)) = A4(C¥4U4;U(t)) +A6(Vﬁ;’u(t))

with

(2.5) poo= 5 ([6Pm? (&) — |&PmP (&) + [&Pm3 (&) — [€a]*m® (&)
(2.6) ag =i (|G = &P + &1 - &)

and

(2.7) Vo = =i Y (P04 (Er, oo €+ o+ Gy Gty s 6)
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The authors tried to cancel the quadrilinear terms resulting from the derivative of E(u(t)) by letting

o4 1= —a%. The problem is that the singularity ay = 0 appears. Therefore they had to truncate

optimally o4 away from a4 = 0 so that the truncation does not totally lose the effect of these
cancellations. This requires a detailed study of the singularity. Recall that the corrective term
A4(o4;u(t)) is a quadrilinear integral evaluated on the convolution surface & + ... + &4 = 0. They
observed that ay = 2i€12€14 cos (€12, £14) on this surface and that if |§;| < N, i € {1,..,4} then the
singularity disappears and oy = % . Therefore they truncated —a% in the following way

(2.8) oa(&1, -, 6a) = —Lxoor(&, s a)

With this value for o4, E(u(t)) is well-defined by @I)). They showed that E(u(t)) and E(Iu(t)) are
closed to each other at each time ¢; more precisely

Proposition 2.1 (Proximity to E(Iu(t)) at each time ¢ [0]).

(2.9) E (u(t)) = E (Tu(t)| S gxz=ITu(®)ll}1 (z)-

Then, by using a delicate mutilinear analysis, they proved the following result

Proposition 2.2 (Almost Conservation Law in X spaces [6]).

(2.10) supies Bu©) - Bu@)] 5 (G + wb= + e ) Il

xLEt
The definition of the X12% spaces can be found in [2] for example. The proof of Proposition [Z.2]

extensively relies upon two refined bilinear estimates

Proposition 2.3 (Bilinear estimates [1], [6]). Let f, g be two Schwartz functions. Let Ny, No be
two dyadic numbers such that Ny < Na. Let 0 be a parameter such that 0 < 0 < 1. If

(211) Bé(T’ 5) = f£1+£2:£ Xiey 1oy XiegmNg Xi—e,e] (T - |§1|2 - |§2|2>J/€(§1)§(€2)d€1

and

(2'12) BE,H(Ta 5) = f51+52:5 Xiey 1~ Ny Xigo|~Ng X cos (61.62)1<0 X[—c,e] (T - |€1|2 - |§2|2)f(€1)§(§2)d€1
then

1
- 2
(2.13) T Bliasz S (82) 171z lglee
and
(2.14) miHBe,GHLng SH%HJCHLQHQHLQ-

The same conclusions hold if —|&1|* — |&2]? is substituted for |&1|* + |&2|? in (211) and (212).

Proposition shows that we can estimate the variation of E(u(t)) on an interval J provided
that we can control the X2+ norm of Iu. The next proposition shows that such a control is
possible as long as the size of J is, roughly speaking, bounded by one

2This phenomenon is expected. Indeed if all the frequencies have amplitude smaller than N then the modified
energy is the energy itself and the variation is equal to zero.
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Proposition 2.4 (Modified Local Well-Posedness in X ** spaces [6]). There evists 1 < ¢ < 1 such
that if sup,c ; E(Tu(t)) <1 and |J| < € then
(2.15) In(t—a)lul .y, S1

with n bump function adapted to [—e, €].

Finally, by choosing the optimal parameter § = %, they estimated the variation of the almost
conservation law E on an interval J of size one

(2.16) [supye s B(Tu(t) — E(u(a))] Sy
1

The variation is slower than that of the modified energy. Indeed this O ( N2,) increase is smaller

than the O (NL) increase for the variation of the modified energy [5].
2

3. SUMMARY OF [4]

In this section we recall two results from [4] that we use in the proof of Theorem [Tl The first
one shows that if we the L} L% norm of a solution to (1] ) is small then we control several norms.
This result will be extensively used in establishing the almost conservation law: see Proposition .l

Proposition 3.1 (Modified Local Well-Posedness [4] ). Let u be a solution to ([I1 ). Assume that
(q,7) is admissible, i.e (q,r) € (2,00] X [2,00) and % + 1 = 1. Assume also that

(3.1) sup,c; E (Tu(t)) <2
Then there exists 0 < € < 1 such that if

(32) [Hullpanrs <€

then

(3.3) Z(Ju) <1

with

(34) Z(‘L u) = 8UDP(q,r) admissible H <D>IU’HL§(])L§

The next result is a long-time estimate

Proposition 3.2 (Morawetz-type estimates [4], p9). Let J be an interval and let (Ji) be a partition
of J. Let u be the solution to (1) with data u(0) = ug € H*(R?). Then

1 Z5(Jk,u
(3.5) 1l gyps S 11 (supres 170 g 1Tl + lluollfs + 32, 2 )

This inequality results from the two following estimates

1
(3.6) Hullzsyps S 115 (supges [Tu@)ll gl w2 + uoll7z + Error(u, J))

and

(3.7) Error(u,J) <> %
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4. PROOF OF GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS IN H*(R?), 1> s> 1

In this section we prove the global existence of (LI)) in H*(R?) x H*"*(R?), 1 > s > 1. Our
proof relies on an intermediate result that we prove in the next sections. More precisely we shall
show the following

Proposition 4.1 (Almost Conservation Law in L{L" spaces). Let u be a solution of (I1]). Assume

that (1) and (32) hold. Then

(4.1) sup,es B(u(t) — B(u(@))| S whe+ 2 + pibe

For the remainder of the section we show that Proposition [£.] implies Theorem [I.1]
Let T > 0, N = N(T) > 1 be a parameter to be chosen. There are three steps to prove Theorem
L1

(1) Scaling. We recall (see [B])that there exists Co := Co (||uo|| gr=(r2)) such that if X satisfies

1—s

(4.2) A =CyN=
then

(43 E(10) <%

with u* defined in ().
(2) Bootstrap. Let Frr denote the following set

(4.4)
ol c 0.7] SUPyeo, n2r) E (Tur(t)) §11 and /
LRI s < 2Cmer 1 max (o2, uollba, 1), J € Pas— ([0.X°T])

with A defined in (£2) and C),,, the constant determined by < in (BH). We claim that Fr
is the whole set [0, T'] for N = N(T, |luo| g+ (r2)) > 1 to be chosen later. Indeed

e Fr # () since 0 € Fr by (@3)
e Fr is closed by the dominated convergence theorem.

e Fr is open. Let T € Fr. Then by continuity there exists § > 0 such that for every
T e (T —6,T +6)N|0,T]

(4.5) SUP¢ecio,A27"] E(IUA@)) <2

and

1
(4.6) UM 7apypa < ACmor| |5 max ([luo]| 2z, luoll7:, 1)

for J € Prs—— ([0, A2T"]).
Let Cf;p be the constant determined by < in (2.3]).
Let 6§ = . Then by Proposition 2] [@3) and the triangle inequality we have

|E(ur(0))] +

ININA
olowo—=

Then we divide each J = [a;, b;] into subintervals Ji, k € {1, ...l} such that ||IuA||L§(Jk)Lé =
e, ke {l,..1—1} and ||IuA||L§(Jl)Lé < e with € defined in Proposition Bl By (1)
we have
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(4.8) I SNI=—
By Proposition Bl Proposition 1], (A7), (£8) and by iteration we have

(4.9) supye s E(u?(t)) = E(u* (ay)

AR

AT
N3— -

Now we iterate again to cover [0, A27”]. The number of intervals .J is bounded by
Therefore by this observation, (1) and (£9) we have

(4.10) [supyego vor) B (1))] — 3 S A7

By (@I0) and Proposition 2.1l we have

5 <« AT 1
(4.11) ’Sllpte[o,vT ’ —§S A TN

Let Cyot be the constant determined by < in (I1]). Since s >3 L then for every T > 0

we can always choose N = N(T') > 1 such that Ciu ( ]’},E + %) < % Consequently
SUP¢e(0,A27"] E(u(t)) S 1.

It remains to prove ||IuA||‘i;1( 1 < 4Cmor| |3 max (JJuo)|32. uolltz), J € Pya-- ([0, \2T7)).
We get from PropositionBII, (IZEI) and the elementary inequality || Tu(t)| 2 < |luollz2

1
1 J|3
(4.12) 116X124 10 = Comorl 1 (VEIuol3 + lwollE2) < Comnor B2

Hence

(4.13) ML gys < 2Cmarl 1 max (o ol 1)
(3) Accounting. Following the I- method described in [5]
(4.14) SUP¢elo, 1) E(Iu(?) =< )\z SUP¢elo0, 2T E(IU’\(Tf))
. <A

By Proposition [[L2] we have global well-posedness of the defocusing cubic Schrodinger equa-
tion in H*(R?), 1> s > 1. Let T > 1. Then choosing N = N(T) > 1 such that

(4.15) 00 < Cior (L + ) <4
we have N ~ T'-2F. Plugging this value of N into (Id)) and using (L24)) we obtain (LJ).

5. PROOF OF ALMOST CONSERVATION LAW IN L{L" SPACES

We modify an argument used in [6]. Recall that the derivative of E is given by the following
formula

(5.1) QE(u(t)) = Ag(p+ osa,ult)) + Ag (ve, u(t)) .

Let J = [a, b] be an interval included in [0, 00) and let u be such that (1)), (BI) and (B:2) hold.
The proof of the almost conservation follows from (G.1I), the quadrilinear estimate
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1
(5.2) [Aag(p 4 onas,u)| S L= + =

and the sextilinear estimate

(5.3) |Ag,s(06,w)] < gre=-

Recall that a4, p and o4 are defined in (2.0, (Z3) and (Z8) respectively.

5.1. Proof of the quadrilinear estimate. For convenience let v4 denote the following multiplier

(54) Vg i= [+ 040
so that by ([23) and ([26]) we have

(5.5) vy = 4 (|&Pm? (&) — &P m?(&2) + |€3Pm2 (&) — [€a]*m?(€4)) XLenre.

Notice that |A4,s| is symmetric under swapping &1, {2 with &3, &2 respectively. Therefore we may
assume [£1] > |€3] and |€2] > |€4]. Notice that if we swap &1, & with &2, & then |A4 j| restricted
to the set {(&1,...,&), |&1| > €3], |§2] > |€4]} remains invariant. Therefore we may also assume
|€5] > |€4]- Now we can restrict to |{1] ~ |&2| since if not we cannot have |cos(£12,&14)] < 6.
Eventually it suffices to prove

(5.6) (A ixs,iw)| S 2=+ 5
with
(5.7) Yo ={(61, &), 161l 2 N, €] ~ &2l [€1] > €3] = [€al; [ cos (€12, &14)] < O} .

Then we need the following lemma

Lemma 5.1. Let A € Q} 74 k€ {0,...,4}. Then

1
59 uaabisio] 5 (v ) KO g O TP

Let us postpone the proof of this lemma to later and let us assume that it is true for the moment.
Then we have

2
||<D>I(|u|2u)||L,}(J)L§ S ||<D>IU||L§(J)L3 (||P<<Nu||L§(J)Lg + ||P2NU||L§(J)L5)

2
5.9 [I{D) Tu| 3(1)LS
(5.9) < D) Tull 5 e (||<D>Iu||Lg<J>Lg+7NL )

< Z%(J,u)
by the fractional Leibnitz rule and by Holder inequality. Moreover
(D) ullprrauyre S KD ull Loy L2
< Z(J,u).
Therefore by Proposition B.1] Lemma 51 (5.9) and (G.I0) we have

(5.10)
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1
Mg s (axs,;u)| < ks 2 acai— |Aag.a(vaxs,su)]

1
1 4 _

S (&= + = ) Tico IO ully g gy 2 KDY I (P35 2

(5.11) 1
4 _
S Fei;r,'i_]v?f z:k:OZ12 zk(Jvu)
1
R

This proves the quadrilinear estimate (5.2)).

5.1.1. Proof of Lemma[5dl Given k € {0,...,4} and A € Q}7* let w;, j € {1,...,4} denote the
following functions

ult;), jodd, j € A
lu|?u(t;), jodd, j & A

(5.12) w;(t) = u(t;), jeven, j € A
lu|?u(t;), jeven, j ¢ A
and
NS

(5.13) Qtr,sta) o= fm;%:l[tj,b] Jert o resmo X, Thicjca et D E=1)IG w5 (15, €5 )dt
with
(5.14) (j) = 1, jeven

' D= —1, jodd.
We have
(5.15)

b eie D E—t)I& 1P T3 (¢, € ) dp (¢ )
i a e w ) 1%
sl = [ fo o, § (G Ednlts))

t () (t—t:)|€:12 —~
[Tjga [, e<P0IG] wj(tjaﬁj)dtj)

and by Fubini

(5-16) ‘A4,J,A(V4Xz4;u)| = ’f]4 Q(tlv sty W, "'7w4) (HjeA d/“(tj)> (ngA dtj)

If we could prove

1
(5.17) Q(t1, ooy tas w1, wa)| S (;%2 + N§> ITj—s (D) Tw;(t)]] 22

then (5.8) would follow from (5I6]) and (5I7).

We perform a Paley-Littlewood decomposition to prove (.IT). Let X denote the left-hand side
of (BI7) after decomposition. By Plancherel’s theorem
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(5.18)
Xier 1~y Xiggl~ng X cos (€12.€14)1<0
51+53:5’ , 9 9 —_— —
xo |f o (o) | vix O(r + &) + [&s]F)w(tr) (&) wlts)(Es)
T0+T/+TN:0 ﬁjle[tj,b] 0 51+5N:0 4 3y X\g2\~N2X\g4\~N45 (7_ _ |§2|2 _ |§4|2)
§2+§4:§” — —
w(t2)(€2)w(ta)(€4)
and we want to prove
—— a7+ 03 1 4
(5.19) X NN (G e ) T 1) w0l

Since the L?- norm only depends on the magnitude of the Fourier transform we may assume that
w(t;) >0, j € {1,...,4}. There are two cases:

e Case 1: N3 >> Ny. Recall (see [0]) that

(5.20) Jeos (€1,85)| S 0o + R

and

(521) ||V4Xz4||L°° S m2(N1)N1N39—|—m2(N3)N§

There are two subcases
— Case l.a: 6 2 %
3

We have

(5.22) ?mgl[tj,b] (10)] S< 710>
We introduce the logarithmic weight

(5.23) q(t) =1+1log’(< 1 >).
Notice that ¢( +7) S q(7) +q(r"). Let

(5.24)

—~— ’ ’

Be,1,3 (T 75 ) = fgl+53:5’ X\§1\~N1 X\§3\~N3X[76,e] (7-/ - |§1|2 - |§3|2)X|Cos (51,53)\Seow(tl)(gl)w(t3)(§3)

and

(5'25) é:,;;(T“vgﬁ) = f52+g4:g” X\gQ\NNZX\gQ\NA@X[*e,e](T” - |§2|2 - |§4|2)@(§2)@(§4)'

Then by Hausdorff-Young, (Z13), 2I4) and (G22)




BOOTSTRAPPED MORAWETZ ESTIMATES AND RESONANT DECOMPOSITIONS FOR NLS 13

X SN, e imeso e o 2wy (év *E;(TO,O)) dro
S EO) s, Tt B B gy g
S QQ(N1)||’/4XE4 ||L°°hm(25)2 ||Be 3B ||L1L1
(5.26) S @) laxs, =T 1B, ol zez |1 B ez
S V) SRR 0 () Lo D) w6l
S NN B T (D) e (1) e

— Case 1.b: I K &
In this case | cos ({1,53)| < N;‘ and

X 3 q2(N1)||V4X24||L°°mﬁ”Be,1,3Be,2,4||L%L;

1 1
m?(N1)N1N304+m?(N3)N2 2 2 4
(5.27) S (N S O (82) T (82) T T (D) Ty (8) s

1
SNTNE (G e ) T D))

with

(5.28)

— , ,

Be,l,s (T 75 ) = Q(Tl) f§1+§3:§’ X\gl\NNIX\ES\NA%X[—e,e] (T/ - |€1|2 |€3| )X\cos &1, 53)|<N4w(t1>(§1) (t3)(€3)
and B_, , defined in (5:25).
e Case 2: N3 ~ Ny. Recall (see [0]) that

(5.29) [vaxs, |l < m?(N1)NiN3.
We have

X /S q2(N1)||V4X24HL“’mﬁHBe,LSB

m?2(N1) N1 N. N.
(5.30) < qQ(Nl)<N1>m(z\§1),1.).<§v43>m(zv4) (Ni)

— 4
SN NI Né— Hj:l ||<D>ij(tj)||Lg

iz

(32) T 1D T 1) 2

l\)l»—‘ ES

with
(5.31)
Be 1, 3(7—/75/) - q fglJrgg ¢ Xigy 1oy Xjeginmng X[—¢,€] (T + |€1|2 + |§3| )wl (tl)(gl)w3(t3)(§3)
and B , defined in (B25]).

5.2. Proof of the sextilinear estimate. Notice that vs = 0 if max(|¢1],...,[&6]) < N. Let
|1+ > ... > |&6+| be the six amplitudes in order. The convolution constraint & + ... + & = 0
imposes |£1+| ~ |&2+|. Tt suffices to prove

(5.32) |6, (V6Xsg, 0| S gme=
with
(533) E6 = {(617 "'756)7 |§l* 2 N7 |§1*| ~ |§2* }

We will prove the following lemma
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Lemma 5.2. Let A€ Q} 7% k€ {0,...,6}. Then

(5.34) |[A6,7.4(v6Xs, 3 w)| S ge= DM ulF g gy <D>I(|“|2“)||(E(]€J)Lg

Assuming that it is true then by (&.9), (5I0) and Proposition Bl we have

Ei:o EAeQ;% |A6,J,A(V6Xz6 ; U)}

g S D)l 2 DM (P03 o
W}’% 22:0 21872k(‘], )

N3 =

which proves the sextilinear estimates.

|As, 7 (V6 X565 )]
(5.35)

AN AN INA

5.2.1. Proof of Lemma[5.2. Given k € {0,...,6} and A € Q7% let w;, j € {1,...,6} denote the
following functions

u(t;), jodd, j € A
|uu(t;), jeven, j ¢ A
u(t;), jeven, j € A
lu|?u(t;), jeven, j ¢ A

(536) wj(tj) =

and

ie(i . 12~
(5.37)  Q(t1,....te;w1,...,ws) := fm§:1[tj7b] f£1+...+£s:0 V6 X5, HlSjSG eic() (t—t;)1&] w;(t;, &) dt
with €(j) defined in (5I4]). We have

[ea [, €O w5, fj)dul(tj))

dt
t ie(i)(t—t. 2 o~
[Ljga Ji @t wj(tj,gj)dtj)

(5.38)  |As,sa(ve;u)| = fJf51+...+£e:0V6

and by Fubini

(5.39) ‘AG,J,A(VGXES;U)’ = ‘f]ﬁ Q(t1, ..., te, w1, ..., we) (HjeA dMl@j)) (ngzA dtj)

If we could prove

(5.40) Q(t1, o te,wi, ooy we)| S gt [omy (DY Tw; ()] 2
then (.34]) would follow from (539) and (540). It remains to show (G40). By decomposition we

may assume w;(t;) > 0.
We perform a Paley-Littlewood decomposition to prove (540). Let X be the left-hand side of
(E40). By Plancherel we have

(5.41)

(f [ Xigywimnyn Xiggn |~ Ve })
Getege=t’ | O(T |61+ |? £ €3+ [P)W1 (t1+, &1- )W (E3+, E3+)

— X g 1~ Nopse X g |~ g
X = T Z " _ .
f*fi“ X“?:ﬂt:‘"’]( ) f*ﬁzo ‘ <f§2*+§4* =" | 6 (7' + 62 £ |§4*|2) W3 (Lo, Eox )Wa(tar, Eav)
X\ss* |~Ngx 4 (T5* + |§5* |2) @(t&* ) 55*)
| Xigge InNg o (TG* + |§6* |2) I/Ug(tti*afﬁ*)
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where Ny« > ... > Ng« are the dyadic numbers in order, 1*,..., 6* are the corresponding subscripts,
kr i=To+T +T 4 Toe + Tory k¢ =& +& + & + &6+, £[&;|* denotes +|¢;]? if j is odd and —|¢;[?
if 5 is even. We would like to prove

N NJ 116
(5.42) X S INEES Hj:l ||<D>ij(tj)||L§

~

Again we can assume the w;(t;) > 0. Notice that

(5.43) Xoo () S{m)7h

Jj=1

Recall also (see [6]) that |v4 (&1, ..., &) < 22 (m(Nl)e’""m(N4))2. Therefore

4 |min(m?(&),....,m*(Ee+. +Ert2)...,m? (&)
wel <5, ARSEE

(5.44) < v

Before continuing we define M ; and Py, such that

(545) vaj(Tj’gj) = X[—E;E] (Tj + |€j|2)X\5j\~Nj @(tj’gj)
and
(5.46) P, (F)(&) = xi¢, 1o, F (&)

for j € [1,...,6]. Also let B be such that

e k¥ 1*

e~
’

(5.47) B (1 ,¢€

e, k*,1*

2 £ &%)

Xka* X\ﬁl* W/J_VJ*\X[_QG] (T :l: |§k*

)= fgk* &= =€ W (g ) (E Ywps (1) (§1+).

Then we prove the following claim.
Claim: If N« < N« then

1
I * 2
(5.48) T B e llizee S () e () 2 e (t0e)

|-

Proof. If k* and I* are of the same parity then then the claim follows from Proposition 2214l Tt
remains to study the case where k* and {* are of different parity. Let By 1 ;, B_ i, be such that

(5.49) B .. (T/ e/) = |, , X‘g/k*‘\NNk*Xm*‘N/NJ*\X[—@e](T + 1€ 12 + &%)
e G ZE e (e ) (o YT (1) (€00

and
! 2 2
(5.50) B .= e T L
— e k%1 Epx +E+=¢ Wi (tk*)(gk*)w_[*(tl*)(fl*)

Observe that
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ma||B, . lr2z2 = [Py (€32 wpe (t5e)) Py (€72 wp (42)) |12
= || Py, (¢t B 0wy (tye)) Pa,. (eite(l*)Awl*(tl*))HLgLi
(5 51) < hm_ (||B+ e, k* 1% L?_Lg + ||B7,5,k*,l* L?_Lg)
° 1
L\ 2 __
S ()7 e (o2 N () 2
1
L\ 2
S () o (o2 e (1) 2
This ends the proof of the claim. O

(5.

Observe also that

limgo || Mejllnere S ||€”j[A (P, w;(t))) |l nseree
52) N3
S myenys (D) Tw; (t5)]| 2

by Plancherel and Bernstein inequalities.

(5.

By (A3), &44), (E52), the claim and Haussdorf-Young we have

53)
2 - —_— —~— —~— e~
X S wq‘l(]\]l*)hmﬁHBe’l*’g* *B5>2*>4* ES M€15* * Mé,ﬁ* L7°_°Lg°
2 _
< AN . )lim#HBe 13+ Be g s Me 5= Me g | 11 11
< q4(N1*)Mhm @or 1 Beass-llr2rz | Be,2x asllp212 ||Me 5|l Lze oo [[Me6+ || Lgo Lo
1
4 2 (Nygx) Nax \ 2 [ Ny«
S 0 g s () (32) " NANETIL, 1D, 412
N, 1 N 6
S Hj:l ||<D>ij(tj)||Lg

with ¢ being the logarithmic weight introduced in (5.23).

1
2
3
[4
5

6
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