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Abstract

In this paper, we build a Gibbs measure for the cubic defoguSthrodinger equation on
the real line with a decreasing interaction potential, & $ense that the non linearjtyu is
multiplied by a functiony which we assume integrable and smooth enough. We prove that
this equation is globally well-posed in the support of thisasure and that the measure is
invariant under the flow of the equation. What is more, thgsujpof the measure (the set of
initial data) is disjoint from_?.
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A Finite propagation speed B2

1 Introduction

Our aim is to build an invariant measure for the cubic defomuSchrodinger equation on the real
line.
Such issue has been dealt with by Burg-Thomann-Tzvetkod]iwhen the equation presents
a potential. The interest of using a well-chosen potensighat it traps the solution, in the sense
that it forbids it to be too big, or even make 0 on some domaihdfpotential is infinite. In[4] ,
the equation is given by
idu+ Au—Vu+|uPu=0 1)

with V = |x/2. The operator A +V admits a countable number of eigenvalues and eigenfurstion
which is a necessary condition to build an invariant withfilewing method. Namely, a function
onR is considered as an element), of C' by writing

u:ZJUnen
n

with (e,), the eigenfunctions of A +V. The linear or Gaussian part of the measure is then built
as the measurneinduced by the random variable

O O
¢—Zn:men

whereg, are independent complex centred and normalised Gausgiables. This measure can
be interpreted as

i Zn: nen) = l:[ e—amﬁ% _ e Ja gy |

that is, a measure with densigy=\ with regard to the Lebesgue measure, would it existtn
whereE¢(u) = fU(— A +V)uis the kinetic energy of the equatidd (1). This interpretatcquires
a meaning in finite dimension.

In the defocusing cagé:u + au — Vu- |ulu = 0, the invariant measure is

do(u) = De” Py (u)

whereH(u) = 3 [ |ul*is the potential energy arfdl = ||e‘HF'(“)||[l1 is a normalisation factor. Then,
p can be interpreted as "
dp(U) — e—H(u)udL(u)n

with H(u) = Hc(u) +Hp(u) the total energy, invariant under the flow of this equatithis measure
is supported in some Sobolev spadte
In this paper, we deal with the following equation

iU+ Au— yluPu=0 2)

where the potential of interactignis a non negative function smooth and integrable enough (we
require 0< y < (X)"@ and|(1 — 2)%/2y| < ()~ for somea > 1 andsy > 1/4). The absence



of potential prevents us to use a decompositiom of eigenfunctions of-A. Nevertheless, we
can use measures as in the work by McKean-Vaninsky [7] , sweththe Gaussian paitof the
measure is the one induced by the random variable

o= [ e

Vi+n?

wherew is the random event and¥, is a Brownian motion, which makegx) a I1td integral. Note
that 1+ n? does not correspond to the spectrum-afbut of 1— A, which makes the interpretation
of u

du(u) = —Ilulliz—Hc(u)“dL(u)"

with He(u) = f U(-2)u instead ofdu(u) = e H(W*dL(u)”. However, we use the invariance of the
L2 norm under the flow of[{2) to prove the invariance of the finahsmwe. The potential energy
does not present any problem to build the invariance measgie(u) = e e Wdu(u).

The main dificulty with this measure is that it is supportedHi} ., s < 1/2 or in a weighted
HS. In the case of the Klein-Gordon equation, this problem heesnbsolved in[[5] using the
finite propagation speed of the dispersion relation of thisagion,w(k) = V1 + k2. Here, in the
Schrodinger equation case, we cannot use such an argumtiig dispersion relation is given by
w(K) = K and% = 2Kk, which goes teo whenk goes toco. However, we deal with this problem
by applying smooth cutdis, in the spirit of the work by Burq, Gérard and Tzvetkovlih [3Ve
refer the reader to Appendix A.

Another issue is that we need a topology defined on a spacaieing the support of the
measure (a weak enough topology) and for which at least the linear tbe flow ofid:u— Au =
0) is continuous. We build this topology (we call it the topgy of X-1/27) as the one induced by
the family of normg] - ||, defined as

il = IKO20072LOL ~ 2)™2 |2,

withan_————foralln>1
The result is the following

Theorem 1. There exists a measuresuch that
e the support op does not intersect?, that isp(L?) = 0
¢ the equation(?) is globally well-posed on the support @fwe call its flowy(t),

« the measur is invariant on the topologicat-algebra of X'1/2-, that is, for all measurable
set A and all time € R, p(¢()2A) = p(A).

The proof can be sketched in the following way. We build fimiteensional spacds, such
that the closure of J,, E, is X~1/2~. We build measures, on E,, such thajp, converges weakly
towardsp. We introduce approaching equations whose flows are writt€t) such thatg, is
stable undep,(t) andp, is invariant undeg,(t). We prove thaty,(t) is globally well-defined on
the support op. We prove that[(R) is locally well-posed, and tha{t) converges towardg(t)
locally in time. Then, we extend the local properties to gldimes. We deduce the invariance of
the measure undery(t) using these convergences.

For the local analysis, we have to prove local well-poseslioasperiodic settings. Because of
that, we heavily rely on Strichartz estimates on compactifolas of the work of Burg-Gérard-
Tzvetkov [3]. It provides a Strichartz estimate asRShbut with loss of derivative.
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To sum up, we stress on the facts that the maifedince with[[4] is the lack of a trapping
potential, and the main fierence with([5] is the absence of finite speed propagation.

What is more, we mention the paper by Bourgain, [2], whichvpsothe weak convergence
of Schrodinger equation on a periodic setting of pefiiotbwards a solution of the Schrodinger
equation orR whenL goes toco, provided that the initial data are taken in the support et
measures. This problem is close to ours.

Organisation of the paper The next subsection sums up the notations and the assunwgdion
make on the potential of interactign

In Section 2, we defing,, p, prove that §,), converges weakly towargs and discuss their
supports. We also deal with the linear cgse 0, and prove finite dimensional invariance.

In Section 3, we prove all the local in time properties, libedl well-posedness and local
convergence ofy(t) towardsy(t), along with continuity of the flows. In this section, we da no
use the measures.

In Section 4, we extend the local properties to global tintea certain set of initial datA.

In Section 5, we prove thak is of full measure and that the measyrés invariant under the
flow of (2).

Acknowledgements The first author is supported by the FIRB 2012 "Dispersive aiyits,
Fourier analysis and variational methods”.

1.1 Notations

For the rest of the paper, we need a certain amount of nogatiat we fix here.

First of all, we need two real numbess €]1/4, 1/2[ ands. €]1/4, so[. The regularity of the
solutions will be sometaken betweels,, ands.

We also need a real numbere]1, 3[.

We fix somep €]4, =—[. By 7', we denote 1- % and byy, we denoteyl,. The numbersy
andp are needed in the definition of the norms used in the contritieitial data.

The norm||.||x, y, means

IUllx..v, = Il = [lo = u(x, o)llvllx

wherex ando may be replaced by time variablds®), space variables(|, or random eventsy).
The spaceX,, Y, is the space of functions normed fyfx, v, -

We setD the operatoryl — A. What is more, we noté&x) = V1 + X2,
We work on the following spaces, withe R, T < 1 ands € [S., o] andRe R, U {+o0} :

Yio1(8R) =C¥([to — T, to + TL HY(R) N LP([to — T, to + T], L™(R))

with [| - [l4s®) = ID%.ll 2q_rRry @andL*(R) = L*([-R,R]).

By definition Y7(s,R) = Yo1(S R) andYr(s) = Y1(s, +). In particular, we will prove the
local well-posedness of our equationsyi(s, -).

For all s< s, and allty € R, we writeZ,(s) the space corresponding to the norm

I Nz = XD - llLoqrto-1tora1L2y) *+ 1007 - llLp(to-Lto+11.L=(R))

and by definitionzZ(s) = Zy(9).



We also introduce the spa#é(s) associated to the norm

- Nzt = IKD 27D llp 2 + KD 20 - liep 15 -

The numberp has been chosen such that we have the following Strichantzate on the torus
NkT, with f a 2rNk periodic function belonging téis :

||L(t) f ||YT(S,7rNk) < CH f ||HS(7rNk)

with a constanC independent fronT < 1, k (because Strichartz estimates are scale invariant) and
s (because itis chosen in a compagt[S]). Thanks to al T* argument,

t t
! fo Lt = ) (D) lrllvs sy < fo 1@ s -

We also introduce the Fourier multipli€l such that
— nis -~
i (n) = () F()

with n a non negative eve@i® function with compact support included ir1, 1] and such that
n = 1on[-1/2,1/2] and Mk a sequence going te. In the sequelMg will be k. We write
() = (7 )-

Thanks to the smoothnessf, we have

I flle < Cpll flle

for all p and allk, including p = . The proof is essentially contained I [3], but in this pautar
case, a direct proof results from the smoothnesg ahd consequent estimates on its Fourier
transform.

The operatoily is a smooth cuti for the high frequencies. It allows us to consider the linear
Schrodinger flow as one with finite propagation speed in ¢ievfing sense. Letd be function
eqgual to 1 on{R R] and 0 otherwise, we have far > |t|,

1
IIRLOTTk FllLe < 11RL(Tk(1R+3T M PlILe + Ve supl| fllLeqy-Ry~R]) -
kK Y

Indeed, the Kernel of ()1 is given by
rqa:f@m%plwmm
R My

and if|Z > 3T M, then by a double integration by parts, we get

1

1
Ki(2l < C)—=

1

and hence itd! norm wherez is restricted asg > 3Mlt| is less tharC . This proof is in

TV
Appendix A.
Finally, the mapy(t) is the flow of the equation
idiU + AU — TP (¢ ITUPTLU) = 0, (3)
the mapy(t), the flow of
iU+ AU— y|uPu=0, (4)
and
Y (D) = y(t) = L(O) , ¢/ (1) = w(t) - L(Y) . )



Assumptions ony We assume that for the €]1, %[ and for thesy e]%,r, %[ defined above, there

existsC such that for allx,

X3(x) < C(x~@ and|D2yY3(x)| < C(x 7 .

2 Definitions and properties of measures

In this section, we introduce the Gaussian measure alorgitsigpproximation on finite dimen-
sion. We gives properties of these measures and their sgppde prove the invariance of the
Gaussian measure under the linear flow. Then, we define thaant measurg and a sequence
of approaching measuresJk on finite dimension. We prove that this sequence convergeklye
towardsp and thafoy is invariant under the flow(t).

2.1 Definition and approximation of the linear measure

In this subsection, we define the random varigbleeded to build the measuyrénvariant through
the linear flow and precise into which spaces it belongs.

The random variable is defined as the limit of a sequence of random variables. ket u
describe this sequence.

For the rest of this paper, we calb(F, P) a probability space and\{,)nr the union of two
complex Brownian motions with the same initial value.

The sequence, and random variaplis the same as in [5].

Definition 2.1. Let N, M € N*. We callgn v the random variable defined as :

NM-1 1 -
enm(w, X) = Z () e XN

k2
k=—NM ,/l+m

wherew € Q is an event of the probability spaceg R is the space variable adg x = W%l —W%.

Remark 2.1. This random variable is a Gaussian vector. Indeed, is entirely determined
by 2NM Gaussian variables g, ...,anm-1 With a = dn(l + ﬁ—i)‘l/z. The law of @ is
N(O, m) and the @ are independent from each other. Hence they form a Gaussen v
tor whose (aw is given by the covariance matriXMj such that

1

M(N)i,; = E(&a) =,3ij—j2
whereg! = 1ifi = j and 0 otherwise.

Its law is given by
M-1 dada

N
det M(N))~Y/2 —(aM(N)"1a)
(det M(N) % x

k=—NM
where

NR-1 K2
(a, M(N)tay = Z |ak|2N(1+ W)
k=—NR



can be rewritten as N
1 T
> f_ N V(X)(1 — A)V(X)dx

with v given by
MN-1

V)= > aeomN
k=—MN
Proposition 2.2. Let s< —-1/2. Let L(t) be the flow of the linear Schrodinger equation, that is
idtu = —Au. The sequenced(t)gn v converges ift)(x)L°, LY, L2 when n goes teo, uniformly

in M. We call its limit CPL(t)om. In other words, for alls > 0, there exists ;i€ N such that for
all M and all n > ng,

(60) H(DLWO@M — DLOgnm )l 1502 < & -

Proof. We follow the same argument as in [5] .
We taken > m. We have for allx, t, w, M

2"M-1 2M-1 on-m| ] I
DSL(t)lpzn’M(X, (1)) - DSL(t)lpzm’M(X, (1)) = Z Z 52”,2"*m|+j(w)(ft,X,S(T) — ft,xs(z—m))
|I=—2"M j=0
with o
én temx
fixs(n) =

This is due to the fact that
2n-m_q
amy = W =Wy = D) Wi =Wo )

j=0

The derivative off; y s is given by

, _in2tnxg ANt +ix n(s—1)
fixs(n) = €"'e ((l+ n2)(1-9)/2 * 1+ n2)(3—s)/2)
from which we deduce the bound

(M < 15— L)L + n?)¥2 .

By taking thel.2 norm to the square of the functions we compare, we get

2™"M-1 2n-m_q .
12 \s 1 j2
IDSL()¢znm (% @) = DSL(Ogamm (X W)IIF; < 2|s—1|2(<t><x>)2I > (Mr5m) Y Fom
=—2"M j=0
This is due to the independence of #&on-m, ;.
We remark that
2-m_j 1 2
Z _JT < 2—3m
- <
= 2n 2en
thus, since
1 2L 12 \s
o Z (1+22—m) s2f(1+y2)sdy,
|=—2MM R



we get

IDL(D@znm(X, @) = DEL(gamm(x w)IIf, < 4-27Ms =~ 12(1}X))? f (1+y?)°dy.

The integral converges sinse< —1/2. Finally by dividing by(t)(x) and taking the.{°, L}’ norm,
we get
1<) (D LOg20m(% @) = DLOg2np(% )l 15715 < Cs2 ™

which concludes the proof. m]

Proposition 2.3. The sequencD3L(t)gm)m converges ity L, LY, L2. We call its limit
DSL(1)¢.

Proof. We refer to[[5]. m]

Definition 2.4. We callg¢x = ¢ . The sequencep)x converges towards in the norm
MDD DL “ll e 2 TOr < =1/2.

Remark 2.2. In the rest of the paper, we call M= k and N, = 2K. We use these notations only
when M refers to the cutf in frequency and Nthe period of some functions.

2.2 Properties ofu
We precise the spaces to whigtbelongs.

Proposition 2.5. For all 1 < p < o and s< 1/2 and te R, L(t)y belongs to £, W and for

all € e LY, £L(t)¢ belongs to 2, L. We also have that for all < q < oo, £L(7)¢ belongs to
L. (R, LY) which we write as ||, L} and L()p belongs to f ,L?

c,7’ c,7’> —loc,x"

Proposition 2.6. For P-almost everys € Q, ¢(w) does not belong tog.

Proof. We refer to[[5] for the proofs of those two propositions. ledgethe proofs only rely on the
fact thatL(t) is a Fourier multiplieC(t) T (n) = «;(n) f(n) with e ()| = 1. m]

Remark 2.3. We have that for all k the'], LY of G¢ is bounded independently from k for all G
in LP. This is how we get Propositign 2.5.

Remark 2.4. As¢ and ¢k are Gaussian variables, we have that if N is a norm on funstiand
if N(¢) (resp. N¢k)) is P-almost surely finite then there exist C and a depending oatisly in

IN(@)Il 2 (resp. [IN(¢)ll z) such that
P(N(¢) > A) < Ce®* | P(N(¢y) > A) < Ce@A”

In particular, with s€ [S., S] and N = [(x)"*DS - || 2, a is bounded from below independently
from s and C is bounded independently from s too. This is agidférnique’s theorem| 6] .

Definition 2.7. We callu the measure induced lgyanduy the one induced byy. Theo-algebras
on whichy is defined are the same as the one of the spaces to wlitielongs.

Remark 2.5. The sequencgy converges weakly towargs in the topologicalo- algebra of
1Kty "2(x)"tDSL(t) - |||_t2x. Butu is defined for bigger- algebras as the one ¢fx)~*D% - ||,2 or

O™ - [l



Proposition 2.8. Let p> 1, @ > 1 andg > 1/p. The random variabléx)~(t)#L(t)¢ belongs
almost surely to P, LY.

Proof. We divideR as the union of the,n + 1] to get

0™ LMelimey < Y IO LO@liLsnneay (6)
nez

< Z(m_a”I—(t)90||L“([n,n+1]) (7)
nezZ

Let & aC®™ function such thaf = 1 on [Q 1] andé = 0 on the complementary set of]1, 2|.
Let &n(X) = £(x—n), we have

K0 LO@llo) < Y (M Ml Olien-1ns2) -

nez

We use Sobolev embedding withx 1/2 andg > 1/sto get

llEnL (D) ellwsan-1.n+2))
ID°&nL(D)¢llLagn-1n+2]) -

lEnL (D)l n-1.n+2])

IZANRZAN

Taking thel], norm (in probability) of this quantity witlh = max(@, p), we get thanks to
Minkowski inequality

lEnL el Loqn-1n+2)) < ID3EnL®)¢llLagn-1,n42)) L, -

By definition of ¢, we have that (t)y is the Itd integral
L(t)p = f (my~ LM tdmxgwy,
hence, by multiplying it by, and applyingD® we get
DL (0 = [ () e Dere ™)ty
and itsL], norm is bounded by
ID%L @, < CVR( [ () 2D end™)Pdm)™
Taking itsL% norm gives
D% @la;, < C V([ my2iD%ee™) R

In order to evaluatéD3(¢,€™)||La, we considet, ™ as a 3-periodic function. We write

En(X)EMX = Z 23312

keZ
with
n+1 ) )
ak = f En(X)EM*e 1293 x
n-1

9



Letko(m) be the uniquék € Z such thatm - 27k/3| < 3. We have

lako(my] < 3léllLe
and fork # ko(m), thanks to a double integration by parts,

B> Bl

ol < T k32 = (m— 2nk/3)2 -

We write DS¢,e™ as _
D (2rk/3) aye? ™2

k
and take itd.9 norm to get

IDSEne™)lILa < ) (2k/3) N3P .
k

By inputting the estimate oy, we get

2k o, 2nk
IDS(En€™)lla < C T2 k"(m) 4 )T —m )

k

with a constanC depending of. Since by definition okg(m), we have 2”"0(’“))5 < C¢(m)S, and
becauses > 0, we have(ZX)s < Cy(ZK — m)S + (m)S, we have

IDSE€™)ILa < C(M)S

with C depending ors andé.
Finally, we get

. -1/2
ID°EnL(t)ellLaqn-1n+2),L7) < C( f(m>25 2dm) .

with C depending ors and¢ and the integral converges as< 1/2. By inputting this estimate in
(6) after taking the.] norm, we get

K0~ L®llg, L= < D (™

and the sum converges sinee- 1. We have, as > p,

IKDPOO LAl 1o

IA

KOO~ LW L 15
Kt e

and this norm is finite singé > 1/p. Therefore, thd.! , LP, LY of (1) A(x)~*L(t)¢ is finite which
means that the{’, L norm of (t)#(x)~*L(t)¢ is almost surely finite and concludes the proof

A

Corollary 2.9. Forallp> 1, alla > 1and allg > 1/p, there exists & > 0 such that for allA
B(IKD 0 LWLy > A) < CE™

Proof. The proof is a consequence of Fernique’s theorem, [6]. m|

10



2.3 Invariance ofu under the linear flow

We introduce the family of norms

2, 1 1 .
po(f) 1 £ = (020 2DLOTX| zy,.  SEA= {‘E - Tilen } ®)
Since this family is countableA is countable), the metrid given by

_ N S EVICERY)
dw.v) = |€ZN; 2 1+ pr2-11(U—V) ®)

is equivalent to the topology induced by the norms. We call X~Y2= the functional space
equipped with that metric.

Approximation of u and invariance under the linear flow We here mean to show the invari-
ance of the measureg andu under the linear flow.

Definition 2.10. We denote with.! (resp.uf() the image measures pf(resp. ux) under the flow
L(t), that is for all measurable satc X~1/2-

H(A) = u(LOTA)
1A = (LB TA).
We now prove the invariance of these measures under the fioea
Theorem 2.11. The measuregyk andu are invariant under the flow (t).

Proof. We begin with the approximating measuggs The random variabley can be seen as
a Gaussian vecto{, ..., Xn,) Wherexg, ..., Xy, are independent arigéx;) = 0 (see Remark 0.1).
Applying L(t) to it yields

(ei"ltxl, ei“thxNk)

with @ € R. The Gaussian variabl"i'x; has the same law ofj and is independent from all the
otherx;, hence the law ofy is the same as the law &ft)¢x. In other words, the measurg is
invariant under(t).

We now turn tou: we therefore need to show that for every measurableAset X-1/2-,
u(L(t)7TA) = u(A). We need two preliminary results: first of all we show thédwing approxi-
mating property.

Lemma 2.12. For all open set Uc X~/2- and closed set = X~%/2- we have

uU) < 'Lmi”f uk(U), u(F) = lim supuy(F). (20)

k—+00

Proof. This consists in the weak convergence of the measuréswardsu. To prove the weak
convergence, it is enough to show that

E(P12-1/1(¢ = ) =2 0.

11



In fact we have

E(prjz-11(e —#K) < IP1/2-11(¢ — dW)llL2(q)
< ”(T>_2<X>_2DSL(T)(QD - ¢k)”|_$|_§|_2(g)
< IDPL(r) (¢ — W)l iz()-

Since DSL(t)¢x converges toward®SL(t)y in (X}t)LPLYL2 and thus in(x)%(t)°L°LYL2, the
proof is concluded. m|

Then we need the continuity of the linear flow ®¥n/2-.

Lemma 2.13. The flow L(t) is continuous on X%

Proof. We prove that for every for everye A there exists a consta@t= C(t) such that

ps(L(H)f) < C(H)Ps(F). (11)

By definition [8) and the change of variahle» 7 — t we have, recalling thair) < (t)(r — t),

ps(L(H)f)

1/2
( f <T>_4<X>_4|DSL(t+T)f(X)|2deX)

1/2
( f f (T =14~ 4|DSL(T)f(X)|2deX)

( <t> “aiys 2 )”2
(X)~*DL(7) f (x)|“drdx
(t)ps(f)

IA

and the proof is concluded.
i

We now return to the proof of Theorelm 2111; the argument vailvrfollow closely some
previous works such asl[1, 8], anyway, we include it hereHerdeek of completeness.
Let K c X Y2~ pe a closed set, and

Kei={ue XY :3aveK:duv) < e

where the distancd is given in [9). Sincél, ¢ X2~ is open and_(t) is continuous inX~1/2-
(see Lemm&a 2.13), the seft) 1K, is open, too. LemmaZ.12 then implies

H(K) < p(Ke) < liminf g (Ko).
Using the first part of the Theorem (invarianceugf then yields

w(K) < I|m |nf w(Ke) < lim supu(Ko),

k—+00

whereK_. is the closure oK.. Lemmd2.IPR implies agaifK( is closed)

1K) < u(Ke)

12



which in turns implies .
' (K) < inf u(Ko).
e>0
The dominated convergence theoremder O then implies
1 (K) < u(K).

Since nowL(t) is continuous oX~Y/2~, we use reversibility of the flow to conclude that)1(K)
is closed and hence

p(K) = 1 (LOTK) < pL®)K) = 4'(K).

For all closed set& we have therefore proved that(K) = u(K); since closed sets iX~1/2-
generate its topologicat-algebra, the proof is concluded. m]

2.4 Definition and approximation of the non linear measure

In this subsection, we define the invariant meagyréhe approaching sequenga ), and prove
that the sequence converges weakly towards

Definition 2.14. We set
fi(U) = - ﬁ%ﬂ'ﬂkuﬁ , f(u) = e 2 foxlut

and we define the measureandpy as

1 1
dow(W) = 3 flu)d(u) . do(u) = 3 F(Wdu(v)
with J = [|fill 2, andJ = (I,

The rest of this subsection is dedicated to the proof of thekveenvergence gix towardsp
in the topologicab--algebra ofX~1/2-.

Lemma 2.15. For all k and all j, we have

1 1/2
21 - el 2 2 < M2 ——= . IY?(@ - T)jll2 2 < InMP— .
e ( )¢ L2,12 L\,/Ll N e ( )P L2,L2 L\,/Ll N

Proof. For g, we have

b2 - gl z 1z < I - gl g2

As (1-IIy)¢ is given by

(1~ Te(x) = f (1= ()= V()
we have 1
13- T109091E; = [ 1L mIP—eln

and given the definition afy

1
2
lI(1 - Hk)SD(X)”LEJ < Vk .

13



For ¢j, we use the same argument with a sum instead of an integral

NjM;-1 _ gix/N;
(L-Tei() = D (= mli/Nj)——=0,
I==Nj M, 1+ (i/Nj)?
hence
NjM;j-1 1 1 1
_ . , = o (i/NW e~~~
(2= )¢5z l_%ﬂ}(l WINPT RN S W
—— VY

Lemma 2.16. The sequenciy (¢ — ¢)ll.2, 2 goes tod when k goes teo.
Remark 2.6. The loss of regularity in the convergence in d is due to théudien in time.
Proof. Due to [5], we know thaiy converges tg in (x)LY, L?. We have

2 = Bl z 12 < IO 212l 00 ™ (@ = Bl 12 -

As y is less than(x)~3® with @ > 1, we have thatx)y¥/2 is less than(x)~3*/2-1) and since
3a/2-1> 1/2,(x)x*/? belongs td_2. O

Lemma 2.17. The sequencgd — fk”L;k and||f — fk|||_% go to0 when k goes too.

Proof. We use that

(U - fi(w)] < f XUl + 2 = Tl 2 (b0l 2 + 2l ) -

|X|>7Nk

For the first term, we use Holder inequality,

4 1/2 1/2), 44
f XU < e Pllizgsenig e 210
|X|=>7r Nk

and the fact that
210, 1

is finite and bounded uniformly ik. The sequencty /2l zxsxn,) 90€s to 0 whelk goes toso.
For the second one, we use that

(b 2uPllz, 1z + e TPl 2 2)
is finite and uniformly bounded ik, that

1/2), 13 1/2 3
(b 210z 2 + e 2ITull 2 2)

satisfies the same properties and that
2= Thlz 12+ 2 - Wil z 2

converge towards 0 thanks to Lemma 2.15. i

14



Lemma 2.18. The sequence 4 ¢k converges towards § ¢ in LL.

Proof. This is due to the fact that

(W) — FVI < Y2 = Vi1l + e 2vEe)
that [y *2lelll, 2 2 + Il2léwl3ll 2 12 is uniformly bounded itk and Lemma2.16. O
Proposition 2.19. The sequencey converges weakly towargs

Proof. Let F be a bounded Lipschitz continuous functionXn”2-. We have

|f|:(u)dp(u) —fF(u)dpk(u)| <+ +1l
with

| = (‘”)F( )dP —

n = (‘p)F(¢ )dP —

(so) e 4 )dP|

(¢k) UG )dP|

n = f @F@sk)dp— f k(¢k)F(¢ )dP|

For I, we use thatf is bounded is Lipschitz-continuous and th&p(d(¢, ¢x)) converges
towards O as was proved in Subsection 2.1 sindg: < |- || 2.

ForIl, we use thaF is bounded and Lemn@TlS. !

For 11, we use Lemmals 2.1[5 2]16 to prove tlat— J, thatF is bounded and thakf —
f|(|||_l11k — 0. m|

2.5 Invariance of px under the finite dimensional non linear flow

In this subsection, we prove that the flgy(t) is Hamiltonian orEy and thatpy is invariant under
().

Lemma 2.20. The flomy(t) is a a flow of a Hamiltonian equation onc&vith Hamiltonian

1 nNk_ 1 7t Nk
Hk:—(— UAU+§f X|Hku|4).

2n —Nk 7Nk
Proof. Let
Hc(u) 1fﬂNUAU NZ|U|2J
= —— = k .
¢ 2n —Nk : E
We have
dHc(u) N 2
= k—= j-
du; le
Let

Ho = - [P =5 3" (Pu)y, (0o () 10 (T

jit..+j5=0

15



We have

dH,(u) .
—dz- = N ) (P (M) (M) o (k)
) ju+la==]
= N(PrrIiuTiu)_
= Ne(Piy|TIul2ITiu);

By summing these two identities, we get

dH(u)

= N(i0gW); = —iNKT?
du; k(10tU); INKU;

which gives
otu = J v, Hi(u)

with J = . O
Lemma 2.21. The L2 norm is invariant undeg(t).

Proof. The proof follows from the dierentiation of
1 2
> f|U|

at% f u? = Re( - i f T(AU — (Piy)ITUPTIku)) = 0.

which gives

Proposition 2.22. The measurgy is invariant under the flow(t).

Proof. The measurey is such that
dor(U) = deez JP=HWg L () |

The Lebesgue measukg is invariant under the flows of Hamiltonian equations, arelthnorm
andHy are invariant undep(t). Hencepy is invariant undegy(t). m]

3 Local analysis
In this section, we prove all the local in time propertiesha flowsy (t) andy(t) that we extend

in the next section to prove the invariance of the measure pi¥ee local well-posedness, local
uniform convergence af(t) towardsy(t), and local continuity.
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3.1 Local well-posedness

In this subsection, we prove the local well-posedness]ofiid)(3) with a time of existence inde-
pendent from the regularity € [s., S] in which we solve the Cauchy problem and independent
from k, the index of the approaching sequence.

Proposition 3.1. Let fy € R. There exists C such that for allss[s.,, S], all A > 1, all k e N, all
Ug such that

IL(Uollz (s < A
and all \p € Ex such thaf|Vo|lsxn,) < A, the Cauchy problem

0wV + v — kP (Yo + V)P (T(L(H)Uo + V) = O
Vit=ty = Vo

1

caz and

has a unique solution ingT(s 7Nk) N Ex with T =

”V”\GO,T(SJrNk) <CA.

Proof. Following the proof of([8], we rely on Strichartz estimatesrove that the map

t
AW)(®) = L(t - to)vo + f L(t - P)P(xIT(L (7)o + V) PT(L (7)o + V(7))

fo

is contracting over some closed set. The solutiamthe fixed point ofA.
Thanks to Strichartz estimates, we have

t
1AMl 7 (s < CllVollsgeniy + ft TPk ITTie(L(r)uo + V)P (ML (7)o + V) ssenyy -

We have that

TP (1L (@) + V()AL (T)Uo + V(D) |ysgeny <
1T L () Uo [ PTIkL (t) Uolls() + 11(Piox) TV TV sy, -
We have by definitiory € L* n HS and
[T f P Flls < COIMT Flls + [T Flle)®

Besides,Ily is a smooth cutd, hence|[llkf|| .~ < C||f||.~. What is more, by definition of,
X3 < (07 and|D%y 3| < (X7, hence

t
AT L (7) U PTTL (t) Uollsydr < T IL(H)Uollz(s) -

fo

Finally, we get
IAM) Iy (st < CliVolliasgany + CT7 (ILOUoIE, (g + IWlIenmsMIY,  (sany)
and with the hypothesis gn uy andvg

IAMl (s < CA +CTY (A3 + IV, (onn) -
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Therefore, fofT = ley the ball of radiuCA is stable undeA.

For the same reasons,
IAW) = AWIly;, 7(si) < CT7 AZIV = Wit 1 (s7n)

which makes it contracting foF = =5 with C big enough. Therefore, we have the existence,
uniqueness of the solution as well as the bound on it. m]

Remark 3.1. This involves in particular that the solutioms(t)ug exist and are unique. Indeed,
Y (uo = ¥ (t)uo — L(t)Uo is the solution of the equation lof 8.1 when=t 0 and \» = 0. Besides,
the proposition is still true if we solve

IOV + AV — (XlL(t)uo + VI2(L(H)uo + v)) =0
Vit=ty = V0

in Y, 7(S +c0) as the Strichartz are even more allowing in terms of regtyaim non-compact
manifolds. Hence, the solutiaf(t)ug is locally well-defined.

3.2 Local uniform convergence

In this subsection, we prove thai(t) converges uniformly in the initial datum, locally in timerf
several metrics.

Definition 3.2. Let Y7 (s) be the space associated to the norm
Il - ||Y+(s) = |(x~“D*- ”L;"’([—T,T],LE) + ()7 - ”L{’([—T,T],LT) .
It is a weighted version of(9).

Lemma 3.3. Let w such that
IL(7)uollz < A .

We have for all R, and all’'s< s,
Yy (huo — Yi(®Uollvz(s) < Ca(R) + Cliy(t)uo — Yi(Uollv (s.R)
with C,(R) = C((R™ + (R ?(7Nx)™1) — 0 when R goes teo.

Proof. We focus on
ILx>r (YKo — ¥ (OUO)lv: (s) -
We bound it by
I Lx=r¥®Uollvz sy + ILx=Rr¥(Oollv: () -
We divide{|x| > R} in a union of intervals) Jn(R) U J/,(R) with Jn(R) = [R+ 2rmN,, R+ 27(m+
1)Ny] and J,(R) = [-R— 27(m + 1)Nk, R+ 2rmN]. We get

Ix=rYK(Uollv; (s) < CZ<R+ 2N~ 22Nkl (O ollvy sy < CR)A
m

with C(R) = C(R)™ + (R (7N ™).
For the second one, we have

ILx>r¥ (HUolly: (s) < C(R™A .
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Proposition 3.4. There exists C such that for alls[s., S], all § < s, allA > 1, all ¢ > 0, all
Up such that
IL{®uollzg < A

and all k,

Proof. Becausey(t) is the solution of[(4), we have
Y(t)uo = L(t)uo +1 fo t L(t — 7)xly(T)uol*y () uodr .
Similarly, we have
Yi(t)uo = L(t)uo + i fot L(t — TPy ITiie(7) ol Tiei(7) o)l .
Therefore, we can write
Y(B)Uo — k(o =i fot L(t - ) (ol () ol (7)o — TPy (I Mieic(7) ol Te(7) o) )l .

We set
F = (xly()uol’y(7)uo — TPy (/i) o Te(7) o)) -

We divideF into three part$ = F1 + F» + F3 where

Fi = (- Tyl (muoly(r)uo ,
Fo = TIk(1 - Pxly(r)uolu(r)uo
Fa = TPuy(ly(r)uolPy(r)uo — IMig(r)Uol Tiag(r) o) -

Let R = 7N (1 - §).
Fori=1,2 3, let

t
i< fo L(t - D)Fi(r)drllvr (s Ry

such thatly(t)ug — Yx(t)uollvr(s,ry < 1.1+ 1.2+ 1.3.
We estimatd.1. We have

t t
|.1s||fO L(t—r)Fl(r)dTnYT(g)sfo||F1(T)||Hs«(+oo)dr

As Il is a smooth cutld over the frequencyiy, we have

M s-s pt ~ ,
12550 [ woPuuolhe < CMEST e vy ey -

We have thai/(t)ug = L(t)ug + ¢’ (t)up with

v 3Ltz < A

by hypothesis and
12— 13 Wollzg) < Cll’ Duollvr < A
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thanks to local well-posedness. Therefore,
1.1 < CTYASME ™S,

Forl.2, we use the finite propagation speed. We hHa2e< A + B with

t
A= ||j(; L(t — T)[Tdre+27 M (1 = P (D) uol2w (1) Uollv (s

and .
=—— | sup|DS(1-P Uol2u(7)u ,

™ Jo yp|| (1 = Pl ()uol “y(7)uollL2(ry-R,y+R4)

e \ve can choos& < C = min 3”k—',\\',|kk This

T that isT < o,

We chooseTl such that 3 Mk < =%,

makesA = 0.
For B, we have
ID¥ [y (7)ol (1) UollL2y-Rey+ra) < (D)UY Uollys (g

and
ID% Pl (1) uo Py (r)UollL2ty-Reyer) < (U020 () Uolle eny

asRy is less thamrNy and Py T is 27Ny periodic for all f. Finally,

For .3, we sety such that; — qi =s- 5 andq= 1_% We have
q/

(I (7)ol (7)o — T (7) Ul Tk (T)Uoll s ey
< ILv(Iw(r)Uolzw(T)Uo — [T (7)UolPTIiel (7) Uol iy g+
(T (7)Uo Tt (7)o — M) U PTTkafie(T) ol ey -

We have
I (19 (7) oy (x) o — T () Uo T (7)ol gy < 1™ (L= TTiur () ol I (1P (7)uol*+

(7)ol + I3 = Ty (r)uollLaly® 2 (IPk (v)uol? + 1 (x)uol)lhys o

SinceHs is embedded WS we have
I 3IPe () uol? + 1(T)uollllys & < (I (T)Uollks + Il (r)UollLs)?

We also have
I3 - TY(DUollys < CMES ()~ D (7)uoll 2

and
32 = Ty ()uollLa < ™31 = M)y ()uoll ™3 (1 - Ty (r)uoll =
< Cy My (7)ol Iyl (7)ol 1
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with 6 = % which makessy > s— <. Finally, we get
1.3< CT” A2l 2y (t)uo — Yk(®Uollvy(s 2y + CT" Mg ~5A®

1.3 < CTY Al (t)uo — va(t)Uolly: (s -
In the end, we have
Iy (o — Y(Uollv; () < C(R) + CME ™

andC(Ry) = CR™ + (RF(xNi) ™) < C(xNi)™ < CMF S asN = 2€ and My = k. O

Further convergences We need further convergence to be able to extend the locpepies to
global times and to prove the invariance of the measure.

Proposition 3.5. Assume thatglis such that
IL®Uollzy < A .

Then, for all te [-T, T] with T = =&, the sequencgy(t)uo converges towardg(t)uo in X~/

with a rate of convergence independent frognnamely

A0, u() < CMPAZ

for somes > 0.

Proof. Leto < —1/2. We estimate

1K) ™2(T)"2L(z)D” (¥ (t)Uo — Y(O)Uo)ly 2, -

We fix 7.
LetR = M{. AboveR, we have

IILxsr(02LE)DT @(1)uo — viUo)ll 2 < (R HIL()D” (W (t)uo — wi(®Uo)lis -

We use thap(t)uo — yk(t)uo = ¥’ (t)uo — ¥, (t)Uo) and that with the choice ak, [l (t)uollHs < CA,
Iy’ (t)uollns < CA. We have

IL(T)D7 (¥ (t)uo — ¢()uo)liy < IIL(x)D7 (W ()uo)ligy + lIL(T)D7 (i (Uo)llLg -
Thanks to Sobolev embedding & —1/2), we have
IL(T)D7 (Y (t)uo — ¢()uo)liLy < CILE)( (Ouo)lins + IL(T) (@i (Duo)llns < CA .
UnderR, we fix e < s/a. Write y/(t)ug — y(t)ug as
Y(t)uo — Yo = (1 - ITi)y" (H)uo + I (W ()uo — Yi(t)uo) — (1 - Iy (tuo
wherell| is the Fourier multiplier by](Mlﬁ). We have

ID7L(7)(L = Ty (UollL~ < ClIL(T)(L ~ Iz < M=y (O)llns
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and with the norm over time

IKT)"?D7L(@)(L ~ Ty (OUoll 2 < CAME .
For the same reasons,

I<T)?D7L()(L — TR (VoI 2« < CM¥A
For the last term, we use the finite speed propagation

ID7 L(0)IT (¥ (t)uo — Y (t)Uo)llL=x<r) < A+ B

with
A = ID7 L) Lix<reaoyme (@ (D) Uo — () Uo)llLe
and

1 - o7’
B = Ik 3 suplID7 T (¥(H)Uo — Yk(OUo)llL=(y-ry+R)ll 2 <
K y
1

2¢e
MET

(KDY *0 Ol 2 L2y + IO 0Ol L2y

(we can assumR < 7N). HenceB < —L- A3T?".
k
By Sobolev embedding

A < ILx<rearmg (@ (U0 — Yi(t)uo)lli2
We use the convergence of(t)up towardsy(t) in L2 with the weight(x)~®, we have
<7~ 2D L(x)I} (¢ (t)uo — Y()Uo)lli 2 Lo(x<r) < C(R+ rIM)* M T,
We useB = £ andp’ = min(B, se, s— a¢), we have
IK3)~2(2)"2L(T)D” (W (D)o — Yr(®Uo)ll 2, < CIKTY* AUl M
We had chosen such that 2 a > 1/2. Hence,

dWi(t)uo. ¥ (B)o) < CMF T

Proposition 3.6. Assume thatglis such that
IL®Uollzy < A .

Then, forallte [-T,T]with T = ley and all S < s, the sequence(b)y(t)ug converges towards

L(n)y(Hup in Z’(8") with a rate of convergence independent frognnamely

5.1
IL(T) W (o — Yk(t)Uollz(s) < C MkﬂA?

for somes > 0.
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Proof. We proceed in the same way as for Propositioh 3.5. We can épplpcal uniform propo-
sition (3.4) withs'. LetR = Mg. We divide the norm between what is included above and under
R. AboveR, we have,

ILx=rL(T)Y O)Uollz () < (RIL(T)Y ()Uollz (s
and then we use Strichartz estimates
11x>RrL(T)Y (Duollz(s) < C(RY™IIW (Huollys < C(RY™A .

and for the norm ofy, (t) we divide{|x| > R} in Up[2rmNc + R, 27Ng(m + 1) + RJ U [-R— (m +
1)27Nk, —R — m27Ni] to get as in Lemmpa 313

I2=RLY Oollz (s) < CURY™ + (R (TNY™) .
UnderR, we writey/(t)ug — y(t)ug as
Y(t)uo — Y(t)uo = (1 = Iy’ (o + I (¥ (D)uo — Y(t)uo) — (1 — [T (H)uo
wherell| is the Fourier multiplier by;(MlE). We have, by Strichartz
IL(r)(L = Ty @ollz-(s) < CII(L = TW Oolhse < MyE ™/ (Quiolls < CAMLE ™.
By dividing R into intervals of size 2Nk, we get

IL(T)(1 = Ty (Duollz:(s) < Z(ZﬂNkm>_a||1|x|57rNk L(0)(1 - Iy (D ollz (s)

and by using Strichartz estimates
ILE)(L — T (OUollzs) < CaN " ME %A
For the last term, we use the finite speed propagation
I Lx<rLEOIT (W (Uo — ¥ (OUo)llz(s) < A+ B
with
A = ILOI Lx<reamme (' (OUo = YiOUo)llz(s)
and

l - ’ ’ ’ /
B= —Io) 3sup(Ii’ (t)uo — vi(UollLs(ry-ry+R) + ¥ (OUo = Wi OUolls gy_rysrp )ll2 -
K y

For A, we use again Strichartz estimates

A < [K7) ? Lix<rs airmg (0 (Do — Y (OUO)ILo s -
For B, we use the local bounds to get

1
A

B< MES .

Thanks to Proposition 3.4, we have
A< KD 2R+ 3OME liLpll(0™ D% (¢ (o — vi(Yuo)llz < CME*ME AT
We choose < (s—8)/a andB = min(e, s— S —ae, (S—5)¢) and alsar such that 2 a > 1/p

to be able to integrate in time and conclude. m|
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3.3 local continuity

In this subsection, we prove that the floysare locally continuous in the initial datum.
Proposition 3.7. Let w1 and w2 such that
IL®Uoillz < A .

Then,
I (D)Uo.1 — Y (DUo2llys (sahg < CIL(E)(Uo1 — Uo2)llz(s)
with C independent from 4, k.

Proof. Letv; = ¢/ (t)upi. We have

Vi—Vp =i fot TP 3(IL(r)Uo.1 + valP(L(T)uo1 + V1) = IL(2)Uo2 + Val*(L(r)Uo2 + V2) )T
and using Strichartz estimates
[IVL = Vollyy (sani) < CTV’AZ(Ib(l/ 3L(1)(uo1 — Uo2)llz/(s) + Ve — V2||YT(S,7rNk)) .
AsT = ﬁ with C big enough, we get the result. m]

Proposition 3.8. For all u, v such that
ILullz < A .

and
IL{OVIz < A .
and all te [T, T] with T = =1, we have
d(k(®u, yk(t)v) < ClIL(T)(U = V)liz (¢ + d(u, V)
and
IL(D) k(U = (@Ol < CIIL(T)(U = W)lIz/(s) -

Proof. We start withZ’(s). We writey(t)u — y(t)v = ¢ (U — ¢ (v + L(t)(u - v). We use that
Y’ (Hu andy/(t)v are inEx and we divide the space line into intervals of sizé\R and the time
line into intervals of size 1 and Strichartz estimates to get

IL@) U = YOIz (9 < TNt = g @VIs < CILE)U = V)liz/s) -
We use a change of variable on time and the fact@&tt + 7)~2 is bounded to get
IL(T)(L(t)u = L)z (9 < CONLT)(U = W)lIz/(s) -
Ford, we use the same arguments, replacing Strichartz estifgaigsbolev embeddings
100 72(0) D7 LE) W)U = ¢i(tW)lle < CEN)HIDTLOWOU = YOVl
< ClIL@) (U =Wz (s -
and a change of variable to get
1007202 DILE)(LM)U ~ LEW)lIz < SO0 () 2D L()(u - V)lI.2
as in the proof of the continuity df(t) to get
d(k(®)u, Y()v) < CAOIILT)(U = V)llz (g + d(U, V) .
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4 Global analysis

In this section, we extend results of the previous sectiogldbal times, assuming that we take
the initial data in a given sek. In this way, we prove the global well-posedness[of (2), tst a
the global uniform convergence of the flaw(t) of our approaching equations] (3) towards the
flow y(t) of (Z). We do this by propagating these properties from timéme. The global well-
posedness of the approaching equations are due to energgtestand the fact that the non linear
part is inEy, a finite dimensional space.

4.1 Global well-posedness of approaching equations

Proposition 4.1. The Cauchy problem

0tV + AV = TPy (xIM(L(OUo + V)A(T(L (Do + V) = 0 12)
v(x,0) = 0.
is globally well posed in {t)ug + Ex.
Proof. We define the energy of the system to be
R | 4
&v) = 5 f (|VV| + 5Px ((IR(uo. V)| )) (13)
—Nk
where we are denoting witRg(up, v) = ITx(L(t)up + Vv). Differentiating in time gives
7Nk 7Nk -
o) = —Re [ “aanv+Re [ R0 Rt VIR
— Nk —m Nk

SincediR«(up, v) = TIk(d:L(t)up + dyv) andTly is a self-adjoint operator we can rewrite it as

OrEx(V)

7t Nk
Re( j: AV (~AV + Py (Xle(Uo, V)I2(Re(Uo, V))))

Nk

7t Nk
+ Re( f atL(t)uo(PmRk(Uo,V)IZRk(Uo,V)))

—Nk
I +11.

It is immediate to verify, sinc& solves equatiori (12), that

7t Nk

| = Re((—i) K/atv) =0,

- Nk

so that we are left withl . We estimate it as follows

Tt (£) Vol 4engey 1Pt 1Rk (Lo, VIPR(Uo, V)l Le/3gan
ITTRAL () Uoll ey IPrx I 1P *Re(uo, VIIE,
< IMAL ) Uoll apeng Ex(W) ¥

IA

IA

sincey € L. Let us now consider the quantiffk(v) = Ex(V)Y4: we have

1 _
HHK(Y) = 7 (OE(V)) ExV) ¥4 < IMAL () Uoll 2y
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which then gives by integration in time (the initial datun®js
t
He(V) < fo ITTKAL(7)Uoll4(zn, AT

The boundedness gf(f ITIAL () Uoll 4z d7 (TIk is @ smooth cutid thus the presence of the Lapla-
cian is not a problem) then guarantees th&{v) = Ec(v)Y/* is bounded for every time As a
consequence, alst(v)¥/? is bounded for every time We now exploit the fact that belongs to
Ex which is of finite dimension, and which can be equipped witthorm for everys > 0; we can
therefore estimate, for evepfe [S., S,

IMIHs(ng < CilMIgengy -

Since&x(V)/2 controls|[Vil (), and theZy,(s) norm of L(t)ug is uniform bounded, the proof is
concluded.
O

4.2 Global continuity of approaching flows

In this subsection, we prove that for a certain set of ind&th, the flowy(t) is globally continuous
with respect to the initial datum.

Proposition 4.2. Lette R, and R> 0. Let B(R) be the set of u such that
”L(T)u||L4([O,t],H5(7rNk)) <R, ||<X>_aL(T)U|||_4([o’t]’|_oo) <R, ||<X>_aDSL(T)U”LA([OJ]’LZ) <R
with s€]1/3,1/2[ For all t’ € [0, t] the mapy/(t’) is continuous in BR) for the X1/2~ topology.

Proof. LetT be such thal = m with Cy a big enough constant aridt, R) defined as follows.

Thanks to the proof of Propositidn 4.1, we know that tRenorm ofy/(t')u is bounded by some
function ofRandt, g(t, R) for all u € By(R) andt’ € [0, t], we setf(t, R) = maxR, g(t, R))*. Lett, =
nT, we prove by induction on thaty/(t’) is continuous fot’ € [tn_1, ta] in L*([tn-1, tn], L2(7Ny)).
Forn = 0, we havdg = 0 andy’(0) = Id.
For the inductiom — n+ 1, we consider that = y/(t")up andv = ¢’ (t")vp with ug, vo € Bi(R)
are the fixed points

u(t’) = Lt — to)uty) + i ft t TPy (Ju(r) + L(T)uolA(u(r) + L(r)uo) )dr

V(') = Lt = th)V(ty) + i ft t Py (IV(7) + L()Vo2(M(r) + L(x)Vo) )diT .

Hence we get that, sindd® is embedded in.®, and sinceu, v belong toEy which is of finite
dimension and hence every norm is equivalentgn

(") = V(t)ll2 < [lu(tn) = V(ta)llL2 + CHIL(T)(Uo — Vo)lliz(gg, tr.a1,L6) It R)*+
CTY29(t, RYIU = Vil oo gt 1,.17.02) -

With our definition of T, C, T?g(t, R)? < 1. Therefore,

lJu(t’) — v(t')ll 2 < Cllu(tn) — V(tn)llL2 + ClIL()(Uo — Vo)llL2((t, .11, L6GN) 9L R)?.

26



We focus on
IL(7)(Uo = Vo)l e(eny) = IPkL(7)(Uo = Vo)ll 6y -
By Sobolev embedding, we have

IL(7)(Uo = Vo)llLs(eny) < IPkL(T)(Uo = Vo)llnz/ageny) -
We introduce the smooth frequency cu-O,, we have
IL(7)(Uo = Vo)llLsgeniyy < 11(X = T ) PL(7)(Uo — Vo)llz/ageny + Tk Pkl (7)(Uo — Vo)llHa(eny) -

We have
(1 = ) PeL(7)(Uo — VO)llHvapeng) < Cr/3sR

and sincekEy is of finite dimension
TP L(T)(Uo — VollL2 (it 1] H1 20ty < Cr(DIKTY 2D TIPycL(7) (Uo — Vo)ll z,x < Ci(t. r)d(uo, Vo) .

We use that(t,) is continuous by induction hypothesis and that/® goes to 0 whem — co to
conclude. m]

4.3 Global uniform convergence

Definition 4.3. For alln € N, let

An = (1 + n)y,/4A, Tn =

1 1 " 1
= =) T~ Vs = S+ ~(S0— S -
CAZ?  CAZVI+n | é n

Let
Ain(A) = {uol 1LYk (th)Uollz(sy) < Ant1} s

AA) = () Akn(A) andA(A) = lim SUPAK(A) .
n k

Proposition 4.4. For all n € N, we have
1. forallt€[0,t], all ug € A(A), ¥(t)ug is well-defined,

2. forallt €[0,t,], € > 0, there exists ke N such that for all k> kg and all y € A(A),
d(¥(t)uo, Yk(t)uo) < & and||L(7)(¥(D)uo — vk(B)Uo)llz(s) < &>

3. IL®)y(tn)uollz(sy) < Anta,
4. there exists ke N such that for all k> k; and all wp € A(A),
IL@)wk(ta)Uollz(s,) < 2An41.
Proof. We assumé > 0 and proceed by induction to prove the propé?g). The inductive base,

that is P(n = 0)), is easily done: properties 1, 2 and 3 are trivial indesds property 4 (which is
just|IL(t)Uollz(s,) < 2A1) once noticed thaty € A, o(A) for somek big enough.
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Let us now prove the inductive step, thabig) = P(n+ 1); we taker = t, +t € [t,, thr1]. We
start with property 1. We use 3 at theth step to write

IL@)y (tn)uollz(s)) < Ans1 (14)

We now rely on our local well-posedness theory: assumpfidh implies indeed thag(t, +
T)Up is well defined folr] < Ty, 1 and so thaty(t)ug is well defined in [Qt, + Th.1] = [0, thy1] (Se€€
Propositior 3.11).

To prove property 2 we make use of both our local continuity lxcal uniform convergence
results. We start writing

Y(t)uo — Yk(®)Uo = [W ()¢ (tn)uo — Yi(T)¥(th)uo] + [Yk(T)¥(tn)Uo — Yk (T)¥k(tn)Uo]
= |1 + |2

to deal separately withy andl,. In order to boundi, we use the local uniform convergence,
namely Propositiors 3.5 and B.6 to have that, for eves\ft, — Tni1,th + The1] and somes > 0,

(@ () (tn)Uo, Yi(D)(tn)Uo) < MPALZ

and foralls, . ; < sh1

ILEY @ () (t) o — w(D)r(ta) o)z < MPALT.
Therefore, providedk > kg is big enough, we can make both the right hand sides abovdesmal
than anye > 0.
Turning tol,, we rely on local continuity ofs: properties 3 and 4 at theth step guaran-
tee again the dficient bounds on the initial datum, which here a(#,) andy(tn), and so the
application of Proposition 3.7 yields, for alle [t, — Thy1, th + Theal,

d(¥ ()i (tn) Uo, Yi(T)¥k(tn) o)

< CIIL(®) (¥ (th)Uo — ¥k (tn)uo)llz:(s,) + d(¥(tn)uo, Yi(tn)uo),
and
IL() Wk (7)Y (th)Uo — YTk (tn)Uo)lz: (s, < CILE) W (th)uo — ¥(tn)Uo)llz:(sy)-

SinceP(n) is supposed to be true, in particular 2 holdstfer t,; we can therefore estimate both
the right hand sides above (andlgpwith e.

Property 3 immediately follows from the fact that for an easing sequendeg, — +co we
have from the assumptiam € A, n+1(A)

IL() Yk (thr1)Uollz(sns1) < Ane2;

weak convergence ofi(t)ug towardsy(t)ug then yields 3.

Finally, to prove property 4 it is enough to notice that cageace inZ(s) norm is implied
by convergence iZ’(s) norm, which is guaranteed by Proposition 3.5; the estiratéhe limit
provided by property 3 then guarantees the desired boung @) for k > k; for somek; big
enough. m|

28



5 Conclusion : Invariance ofp under y(t)

In this section, we prove the final part of Theorem 1. We begiptoving that the set of initial
data is of fullp-measuref(A) = 1), and then, we prove the invariancecafindery(t).
5.1 Measure ofA

Lemmab5.1. For allk and allA > 1, we have

PALAY) < =

m .
Proof. We have
AN = [ J(An(A)%)

thus
PRACAY) < D p(Akn(A)?)

The setA n((A)°) is given by
Uitn) (U | IL()Ullz(s;) > Anea))
and aso is invariant unde(ty),
P(AS,) < CeMin = Cerdm )
and summing gives the desired bound. m]
Lemma 5.2. We have for allA
PAN) < o
Proof. First, we use thaf\(A)° = liminfy Ac(A)° to get, thanks to Fatou’s lemma,
P(A(A)) < liminf p(A(A)) -

We have that

Acnaye) S (U LTt Ullzes) > Ansa} U {u | IL(T + th)Ullz(s) > Ans1)

thus we get

Akn(A)) € [ Ul ILEW ) Ullzisy > Anet/21 U [ JUTIL(E + t)ullzisy > Anea/2)-

n

Thanks to the definition gi andp we have that

C
p( U{u HIL(T + t)ullz(s,) > An+1/2}) < h

n

We reuse the seB8(R) defined in Proposition 41.2. As the supporieak included inURB(R) we
have

(T LW lzes) > Anva/21) = supo r(_tU HILEWWUzs) > Ana/2)
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wherepy, r(A) = p(AN By, (R)).
Since for allF bounded and Lipschitz continuous Xf/2-,

f|Fo¢—Fo¢k|1an(R)dPsf|Fo¢—Fo¢k|dP o O

we get that the sequenpg rk = pk(- - - N By, (R)) converges weakly towards, r.
As y/(t,) is continuous orB, (R) from X~1/2~ to E, with any norm, we get that

{ul L@ (t)ullzes,) > Ans1/2}

is open and hence
(i@ iz > Ana/2)
n

is open too for the trace topology ¥f*/2~ over B (R). Therefore
pror(_U T IL@Wt)Ulzs) > Ana/2) <
n
liminf or, g Lnj{u | IL@W ) llzes) > Anea/2) -
Asliminfjrjk < liminfyrex andpy, rj < pj We get
PoR(AA)) < CA™ + liminf pi |_J{ul L (tn)ulzts) > Anea/2)
n

Finally, we use the previous lemma, the fact that

U HILEW Ul > Anea/2) © ACA/AE U Ul IEL(T + ta)ullzisy > Anca/4)

n

and we take the supremum oWRto get

P(A(A)Y)

IA

lim inf (o(AA/4)%) + pi U {UlleL(r + t)uilzs) > Ania/4}))

< CA¥ .

Proposition 5.3. The set A is of fulb-measure.

5.2 Invariance of the measure
Proposition 5.4. For every Ac X~1/2~ measurable and all time t we have
P A) = p(A). (15)

Proof. The proof will make use of all the results we have proved ingéyger. It will be enough to
show the invariance of the measure for eviéryg X-1/2- closed set, since closed sets generate the
topologicalo-algebra ofX /2.

For a fixedK c X~1/2~ closed set, let us define for every 0 the open set

Ke={ue XY 3ve K : duV) < &}.

30



Continuity ofy(t) on X2~ (see Lemmfa2.13 and Proposition]3.7) imply thé)~1(K.) is open.
We decompos&, = (K, N A(A) U (K. N A(A)°) so thatK, c (K, N A(A)) U A(A)¢, and use weak
convergence gk towardsp (Propositiori 2.19) to write

PO HK.)
lim inf (o () "(K2) 1 AR)) +pAA)°). (16)

P (1) (K))

IN A

By constructionA(A)° = liminf Aj(A) and sqok(A(A))° < liminf p(Aj(A)°); this yields
j—=+o0 ]+

PU®HK) = liminf liminf (ou (K2 0 AW + p(AIA))

lim inf (Pk@®) (K<) N AA)) + p(AA)))

IA

where in the last step we have used that linfimfinf Pj < ILm inf Pxx. We deal separately with
—+00

k—+00 jo+oo

the two terms above. First of all, we use Lemma 5.1 to estimate

PALAY) < =

c a7)

(notice that the bound is independentidnFor the other term, we rely on the uniform convergence
of ¥ towardsy in A(A), namely on point 2 of Propositidn_4.4 which we recall to esthtat for
everye > 0 there exist®y € N such that for alk > ky and allug € A(A), d(¥(t)ug, Yk (t)up) < &.
Using this fact, we have that for alle y/(t) (K, N A(A)) and allk > ko there exista1e K such
thatd(y(t)u, {) < £ and

d(k(t)u, @) < d@k(®u, y(tu) + d(u, 0) < 2,
which means that, for akt > ko,
Y H(Ke) N AA) € () (Kae)-
This provides for the second term [A{16) the estimate
P (1) (Ke) N AA)) < pr((®) ™ (Kze)).- (18)

Plugging [17) and(18) intd_(16) and using invarianceypfinder the flowy (Propositior{ 2.22)
yields

- _ c . c
PO (K) < iminf pun®™(Ke) + 157 < liminf pKa:) + 75

We now use that lim ink lim sup and thaK,, c K, to estimate further with

00K = i suppu(z) + =

SinceKy, = {u e X"Y27|d(u, K) < 2¢} is closed we have again, by weak convergenceypthat

lim suppk(K2;) < p(K2.). Lettinge — 0, dominated convergence theorem gives

k—+00

PUO70) <p(K) + <=
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letting alsoA — +oo finally gives

P K)) < p(K).

On the other hand, the continuity and reversibility of thevfla(t) on X=1/2~ imply

P(K) < p (=) (t)(K)) < ply () (K))

which concludes the invariance for the measpren closed sets oK~Y/2~. Since closed sets
generate the topologicai-algebra ofX~1/?~ the proof is concluded. O

A Finite propagation speed

In this appendix, we prove the property related to finite pgation speed that we used throughout
the paper. It gives estimates on the influence that hatereint parts of the initial datuny on the
restricted }y<rL(t)up(X) at some fixed time.

Proposition A.1. LetR>0,te R*and T > |t| and p> 1, for all f we have
1
11x<rLOk fllLe < l11x<rLOMLy<reame T FY)lILe + VT supll fllLe(y-Ry+R]) -
K y

Proof. First, we prove that fojlZ > 3MyT with T > |t|, we have

11
Ke(2)l < ang .

By definition, we have

2int + iz

Ki(2) = f &ty (n)dn = f (zint + igmtime _1M_ g,
R R

wheren(n) = (). Sincelz > 3M,T, we havei2int + iz| > 32 > 3M,T > 0. Let f(n) = 20
the functionf is C* with compact support hence by integration by part

K(2) = — f dntinz ¢y |
R
With a second integration by parts, we have

Kt(Z):femZH—inzg/(n)dn
R

f'(n)
=2int+iz "

with g(n) = Hence as the support gfis included in F My, My],
IKe(2)| < 2Mlld [l -
By definition ofg, we have

() . Bitn, 3(ait)2
T (@2nt+iz)2  (@nt+iz)3  (2int +iz)4

g'(n)
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therefore . ,
Il Impllestl (il t2

lg'(N) < + +
IOI= —e B Z
By definitiony;, = -7’ andly < -, which yields
I < Cp—— .
Ig'll < Cy VR
We get
Ki(2 < C .
(@ = Crg 2

By definition, we have
Ly<rL(1) F(X) = Lx<rK¢ * f(X)

that we divide in two parts
1|X|SRL(t)f(X) =1 +1l

with

| = 1|x|stKt(Y)llx—ylgR+3Mka(X_Y)dy
and

I = lIXISRfKt(Y)llx—ylzR+3MkTf(X—y)dy~
We have

IMlLe = 11x<rLMOMTkLy<r+am,T F(W)lILe

which is the first part of the estimate.
Forll, we use that ifx] < Rand|x —Yy| > R+ 3MT, thenly] > 3M\T. Hence,

I = 1|x|<Rf1|y|>3MkT Ke(Y) Lix-yi=ream, T F(X = y)dy .
By taking itsLP norm, we get
IMHILe < 1y=ame T KeWIIL2 SUPlLx-yisr+3mT F (X = VIILP(xe[-RR]) -
y

Using the estimates dr;(z) we finally get

1
Il $ —5= supll fllLeqy-Rry+R) -
M2T "y *
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