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ON THE PROBABILISTIC CAUCHY THEORY OF THE CUBIC
NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION ON R4, d >3

ARPAD BENYI, TADAHIRO OH, AND OANA POCOVNICU

ABSTRACT. We consider the Cauchy problem of the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equa-
tion (NLS) : idyu + Au = =£|u|>u on R? d > 3, with random initial data and prove
almost sure well-posedness results below the scaling critical regularity Scrit = %. More
precisely, given a function on R?, we introduce a randomization adapted to the Wiener
decomposition, and, intrinsically, to the so-called modulation spaces. Our goal in this
paper is three-fold. (i) We prove almost sure local well-posedness of the cubic NLS below
the scaling critical regularity along with small data global existence and scattering. (ii)
We implement a probabilistic perturbation argument and prove ‘conditional’ almost sure
global well-posedness for d = 4 in the defocusing case, assuming an a priori energy bound
on the critical Sobolev norm of the nonlinear part of a solution; when d # 4, we show that
conditional almost sure global well-posedness in the defocusing case also holds under an
additional assumption of global well-posedness of solutions to the defocusing cubic NLS
with deterministic initial data in the critical Sobolev regularity. (iii) Lastly, we prove
global well-posedness and scattering with a large probability for initial data randomized
on dilated cubes.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem of the cubic nonlinear
Schrédinger equation (NLS) on R9, d > 3:

i0u 4+ Au = £N (u)
u‘t:o =g € HS(]Rd),

where N (u) := |u/?>u. The cubic NLS (LI has been studied extensively from both the
theoretical and applied points of view. Our main focus is to study well-posedness of (L.T])

(t,z) € R x RY, (1.1)

with random and rough initial data.
It is well known that the cubic NLS (I.I)) enjoys the dilation symmetry. More precisely,
if u(t,x) is a solution to (LI)) on R? with an initial condition ug, then

u(p 2t p ) (1.2)

is also a solution to (LI) with the y-scaled initial condition g, (z) == p~lug(p™'z). As-
sociated to this dilation symmetry, there is the so-called scaling-critical Sobolev index

uy(t,x) =t

Serit 1= % such that the homogeneous H*wit-norm is invariant under this dilation symme-
try. In general, we have

d—2_
||U0,uHHs(Rd) =p2 SHUOHI'{s(Rd)- (1.3)

If an initial condition ug is in H*(R%), we say that the Cauchy problem (I.I)) is subcritical,
critical, or supercritical, depending on s > Scyit, S = Serit, OF S < Scrit, respectively.

Let us first discuss the (sub-)critical regime. In this case, (II]) is known to be locally well-
posed. See Cazenave-Weissler [17] for local well-posedness of (1)) in the critical Sobolev
spaces. As is well known, the conservation laws play an important role in discussing long
time behavior of solutions. There are three known conservation laws for the cubic NLS

(LI):
Mass: M[u](t) := /Rd lu(t, z)|dz,

Momentum: Plul(t) :=Im [ wu(t,z)Vu(t,z)dz,
Rd

Hamiltonian: Hu|(t) := 1/ |Vu(t, z)|*dx + E / lu(t, z)|*dz.
2 Jpa 4 Jpa
The Hamiltonian is also referred to as the energy. In view of the conservation of the energy,
the cubic NLS is called energy-subcritical when d < 3 (s¢it < 1), energy-critical when d = 4
(Sarit = 1), and energy-supercritical when d > 5 (s¢it > 1), respectively.

In the following, let us discuss the known results on the global-in-time behavior of solu-
tions to the defocusing NLS, corresponding to the + sign in (I.1]), in high dimensions d > 3.
When d = 4, the Hamiltonian is invariant under the scaling ([.2]) and plays a crucial role in
the global well-posedness theory. Indeed, Ryckman-Vigan [53] proved global well-posedness
and scattering for the defocusing cubic NLS on R*. See also Vigan [60]. When d # 4, there
is no known scaling invariant positive conservation law for (L) in high dimensions d > 3.
This makes it difficult to study the global-in-time behavior of solutions, in particular, in
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the scaling-critical regularity. There are, however, ‘conditional’ global well-posedness and

scattering results as we describe below. When d = 3 (8¢5t = %), Kenig-Merle [35] applied

the concentration compactness and rigidity method developed in their previous paper [34]
1

and proved that if u € L{°HZ2 (I x R?), where I is a maximal interval of existence, then u
exists globally in time and scatters. For d > 5, the cubic NLS is supercritical with respect
to any known conservation law. Nonetheless, motivated by a similar result of Kenig-Merle
[36] on radial solutions to the energy-supercritical nonlinear wave equation (NLW) on R3,
Killip-Visan [39] proved that if u € L Hzrt(I x R?), where I is a maximal interval of
existence, then u exists globally in time and scatters. Note that the results in [35] and [39]
are conditional in the sense that they assume an a priori control on the critical Sobolev
norm. The question of global well-posedness and scattering without any a priori assumption
remains a challenging open problem for d = 3 and d > 5.

So far, we have discussed well-posedness in the (sub-)critical regularity. In particular,
the cubic NLS (1)) is locally well-posed in the (sub-)critical regularity, i.e. s > Sepit. In
the supercritical regime, i.e. s < Suit, on the contrary, (L) is known to be ill-posed. See
[18, 11, 16l 1]. In the following, however, we consider the Cauchy problem (LI]) with
initial data in H*® (]Rd), $ < Serit In a probabilistic manner. More precisely, given a function
¢ € H3(R?) with s < sqi;, we introduce a randomization ¢* and prove almost sure well-
posedness of ([L.T]).

In studying the Gibbs measure for the defocusing (Wick ordered) cubic NLS on T2
Bourgain [6] considered random initial data of the form:

e, (1.4)
%Z:z V1t lnl2

where {g,}ncz2 is a sequence of independent standard complex-valued Gaussian random
variables. The function (L4]) represents a typical element in the support of the Gibbs
measure, more precisely, in the support of the Gaussian free field on T? associated to
this Gibbs measure, and is critical with respect to the scaling. With a combination of
deterministic PDE techniques and probabilistic arguments, Bourgain showed that the (Wick
ordered) cubic NLS on T? is well-posed almost surely with respect to the random initial
data (L4). In the context of the cubic NLW on a three dimensional compact Riemannian
manifold M, Burq-Tzvetkov [14] considered the Cauchy problem with a more general class
of random initial data. Given an eigenfunction expansion ug(z) = > 7 cpen(z) € H*(M)
of an initial COndlthI]E where {e,,}°°, is an orthonormal basis of L2(M) consisting of the
eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator, they introduced a randomization u§ by

Zgn Cnen ) (15)

Here, {g,}5°, is a sequence of independent mean-zero random variables with a uniform
bound on the fourth moments. Then, they proved almost sure local well-posedness with

IFor NLW, one needs to specify (u,d:u)|t=0 as an initial condition. For simplicity of presentation, we
only discuss u|¢=o.
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random initial data of the form (L)) for s > i. Since the scaling-critical Sobolev index
for this problem is st = %, this result allows us to take initial data below the critical
regularity and still construct solutions upon randomization of the initial data. We point
out that the randomized function v in (5] has the same Sobolev regularity as the original
function ug and is not smoother, almost surely. However, it enjoys a better integrability,
which allows one to prove improvements of Strichartz estimates. (See Lemmata and
2.3 below.) Such an improvement on integrability for random Fourier series is known as
Paley-Zygmund’s theorem [49]. See also Kahane [32] and Ayache-Tzvetkov [2]. There are
several works on Cauchy problems of evolution equations with random data that followed
these results, including some on almost sure global well-posedness: [7), 58 20, 45, 12| 21),
22), 15, 43|, 23], 52] 13, [9] 10} [44], 511 [42].

1.2. Randomization adapted to the Wiener decomposition and modulation
spaces. Many of the results mentioned above are on compact domains, where there is
a countable basis of eigenfunctions of the Laplacian and thus there is a natural way to
introduce a randomization. On R?, there is no countable basis of L?(R%) consisting of
eigenfunctions of the Laplacian. Randomizations have been introduced with respect to
some other countable bases of L?(R%), for example, a countable basis of eigenfunctions of
the Laplacian with a confining potential such as the harmonic oscillator A — |z|?, leading
to a careful study of properties of eigenfunctions. In this paper, our goal is to introduce
a simple and natural randomization for functions on R?. For this purpose, we first review
some basic notions related to the so-called modulation spaces of time-frequency analysis
[28].

The modulation spaces were introduced by Feichtinger [24] in early eighties. The ground-
work theory regarding these spaces of time-frequency analysis was then established in joint
collaboration with Grochenig [25]26]. The modulation spaces arise from a uniform partition
of the frequency space, commonly known as the Wiener decomposition [61]: R? = Unezd @n,
where @, is the unit cube centered at n € Z? The Wiener decomposition of R? induces
a natural uniform decomposition of the frequency space of a signal via the (non-smooth)
frequency-uniform decomposition operators F—! XQ,F- Here, Fu = u denotes the Fourier
transform of a distribution w. The drawback of this approach is the roughness of the
characteristic functions xq,, but this issue can easily be fixed by smoothing them out ap-
propriately. We have the following definition of the (weighted) modulation spaces M.
Let ¢ € S(R?) such that

suppe C [—1,1]¢ and Z Y(E—n)=1 for any € € RY (1.6)
nezd

Let 0 < p,q < oo and s € R; MP consists of all tempered distributions u € S'(R?) for
which the (quasi) norm

HU”Mg"‘I(Rd) = H<n>5”¢(D - ")U”Lg’;(Rd) £2(24) (1.7)

is finite. Note that (D — n)u(z) = [pa (£ — n)u(£)e?™ ¢ d¢ is just a Fourier multiplier
operator with symbol xg, conveniently smoothed.
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It is worthwhile to compare the definition (7)) with that of the Besov spaces. Let
0, € S(R?) such that supppy C {I¢] < 2}, suppy C {5 < [¢] < 2}, and @o(€) +
> ©(277¢) = 1. With ¢;(£) = ¢(277¢), we define the (inhomogeneous) Besov spaces
B?? via the norm

lullsg ey = 1273 (DYl o Lz (1.8)

There are several known embeddings between Besov, Sobolev, and modulation spaces. See,
for example, Okoudjou [47], Toft [59], Sugimoto-Tomita [55], and Kobayashi-Sugimoto [40].
Now, given a function ¢ on R%, we have

¢=>_ v(D-n),

nezd

where (D — n) is defined above. This decomposition leads to a randomization of ¢ that
is very natural from the perspective of time-frequency analysis associated to modulation
spaces. Let {gn},cze be a sequence of independent mean zero complex-valued random
variables on a probability space (2, F, P), where the real and imaginary parts of g, are
independent and endowed with probability distributions usll) and qu’. Then, we can define

the Wiener randomization of ¢ by

¢ = > ga(w)(D —n)s. (1.9)

nezd

Almost simultaneously with our first paper [4], Lithrmann-Mendelson [42] also considered
a randomization of the form (9] (with cubes @,, being substituted by appropriately local-
ized balls) in the study of NLW on R3. See Remark [[.6] below. For a similar randomization
used in the study of the Navier-Stokes equations, see the work of Zhang and Fang [63]. We
would like to stress again, however, that our reason for considering the randomization of
the form (T.9)) comes from its connection to time-frequency analysis. See also our previous
papers [3] and [4].

In the sequel, we make the following assumption on the distributions ,ug ). there exists
¢ > 0 such that

< e (1.10)

[ i@
R

for all vy € R, n € Z%, j = 1,2. Note that ([LI0) is satisfied by standard complex-valued
Gaussian random variables, standard Bernoulli random variables, and any random variables

with compactly supported distributions.

It is easy to see that, if ¢ € H*(R?), then the randomized function ¢* is almost surely
in H*(R%). While there is no smoothing upon randomization in terms of differentiability
in general, this randomization behaves better under integrability; if ¢ € Lz(]Rd), then the
randomized function ¢ is almost surely in LP(R?) for any finite p > 2. As a result of this
enhanced integrability, we have improvements of the Strichartz estimates. See Lemmata [2.2]
and These improved Strichartz estimates play an essential role in proving probabilistic
well-posedness results, which we describe below.
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1.3. Main results. Recall that the scaling critical Sobolev index for the cubic NLS on R¢
IS Serit = %. In the following, we take ¢ € H*(R?)\ H*it(R?) for some range of s < Seit,
that is, below the critical regularity. Then, we consider the well-posedness problem of (I.T])
with respect to the randomized initial data ¢ defined in (L9]).

For d > 3, define s4 by
d—1 d—1 d—2
Sdizm‘scrit:d—H’T
Note that sq < Serit and =4 — 1 as d — oo. Throughout the paper, we use S(t) = e to

Scrit

denote the linear propagator of the Schrédinger group.

(1.11)

We are now ready to state our main results.

Theorem 1.1 (Almost sure local well-posedness). Let d > 3 and s > sq4. Given ¢ €
H3(R?), let ¢* be its Wiener randomization defined in (L9), satisfying (LI0). Then, the
cubic NLS (L)) on R? is almost surely locally well-posed with respect to the randomization
@“ as initial data. More precisely, there exist C,c,y > 0 such that for each 0 < T < 1,
there exists a set Qp C ) with the following properties:

(1) P(Q%) < Cexp ( - T/Y”(;”HS )7
(ii) For each w € Qp, there exists a (unique) solution u to (LI)) with u|i=g = ¢* in the
class

d—2

S(t)¢¥ + C([-T,T) : H = (RY) c C([-T,T) : H¥(RY)).

We prove Theorem [I.1] by considering the equation satisfied by the nonlinear part of a
solution u. Namely, let z(t) = 2%(t) := S(t)¢* and v(t) := u(t) — S(t)¢* be the linear and
nonlinear parts of u, respectively. Then, (IT)) is equivalent to the following perturbed NLS:
{z’@w—i—Av = +v+2|?(v +2) (1.12)
’U’tzo = 0.
We reduce our analysis to the Cauchy problem (L.12)) for v, viewing z as a random forcing
term. Note that such a point of view is common in the study of stochastic PDEs. As a result,
the uniqueness in Theorem [[ T]refers to uniqueness of the nonlinear part v(t) = u(t)—S(t)p*
of a solution wu.

The proof of Theorem [I.1]is based on the fixed point argument involving the variants of
the X*-spaces adapted to the UP- and VP-spaces introduced by Koch, Tataru, and their
collaborators [41, 29, [30]. See Section [ for the basic definitions and properties of these
function spaces. The main ingredient is the local-in-time improvement of the Strichartz
estimates (Lemma [2.2]) and the refinement of the bilinear Strichartz estimate (Lemma
(ii)). We point out that, although ¢ and its randomization ¢* have a supercritical Sobolev
regularity, the randomization essentially makes the problem subcritical, at least locally in
time, and therefore, one can also prove Theorem [[.1] only with the classical subcritical
X*b_spaces, b > % See [4] for the result when d = 4.

Next, we turn our attention to the global-in-time behavior of the solutions constructed
in Theorem [Tl The key nonlinear estimate in the proof of Theorem [Tl combined with the
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global-in-time improvement of the Strichartz estimates (Lemma 23] yields the following
result on small data global well-posedness and scattering.

Theorem 1.2 (Probabilistic small data global well-posedness and scattering). Let d > 3
and s € (54, Serit], where sq is as in (L1I). Given ¢ € H(R?), let ¢* be its Wiener
randomization defined in (L9)), satisfying (LI0). Then, there exist C,c > 0 such that for
each 0 < & < 1, there exists a set Q. C Q with the following properties:

(i) P(Q¢) < Cexp(— m)
(ii) For each w € )., there exists a (unique) global-in-time solution u to (L)) with

— 0 ase — 0,

U‘t:O = g¢®
in the class
eS(t)¢” + C(R : H'Z (RY)) € O(R : H*(RY)),

(iii) We have scattering for each w € Q.. More precisely, for each w € )., there exists
vy € H%(Rd) such that
Ju(t) = SO + V) a2 ) 0

as t — oo. A similar statement holds for t — —oo.

In general, a local well-posedness result in a critical space is often accompanied by small data
global well-posedness and scattering. In this sense, Theorem [I.2]is an expected consequence
of Theorem [I.1] since, in our construction, the nonlinear part v lies in the critical space
S (RY). The next natural question is probabilistic global well-posedness for large data.
In order to state our result, we need to make several hypotheses. The first hypothesis is on
a probabilistic a priori energy bound on the nonlinear part v.

Hypothesis (A): Given any T, e > 0, there exists R = R(T,¢) and Q. C Q such that
(i) P(QF,) <e, and
(ii) If v = v* is the solution to (L.12) for w € Q7 then the following a priori energy
estimate holds:

< R(T\,e). (1.13)

10N e o131 582 ey

Note that Hypothesis (A) does not refer to existence of a solution v = v* on [0,7] for
given w € Q.. It only hypothesizes the a priori energy bound (L.I3]), just like the usual
conservation laws. It may be possible to prove (I3]) independently from the argument
presented in this paper. Such a probabilistic a priori energy estimate is known, for example,
for the cubic NLW. See Burg-Tzvetkov [I5]. We point out that the upper bound R(T,¢) in
[15] tends to co as T'— oo. See also [50].

The next hypothesis is on global existence and space-time bounds of solutions to the
cubic NLS (L.I)) with deterministic initial data belonging to the critical space H %(Rd).

a—2
2

Hypothesis (B): Given any wy € H 2 (R?), there exists a global solution w to the

defocusing cubic NLS (1)) with w|i—9 = wg. Moreover, there exists a function C : [0, 00) X
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[0,00) — [0,00) which is non-decreasing in each argument such that

”w”Lf;?([o,T}de) < C(HonHd_E_?(Rd),T) (1.14)

for any T > 0.

Note that when d = 4, Hypothesis (B) is known to be true for any 7" > 0 thanks to the
global well-posedness result by Ryckman-Vigan [53] and Visan [60]. For other dimensions
d > 3 with d # 4, it is not known whether Hypothesis (B) holds. Let us compare (L.14]) and
the results in [35] and [39]. Assuming that w € L Hit (I, x RY), where I, is a maximal
interval of existence, it was shown in [35] and [39] that I, = R and

HwHL;{;z(Rde) < C(”w”L?onTz (Rde))- (1.15)
We point out that Hypothesis (B) is not directly comparable to the results in [35, B9] in
the following sense. On the one hand, by assuming that w € L{° Heit (I, x RY), the results
in [35] B9] yield the global-in-time bound (I.I5]), while Hypothesis (B) assumes the bound
(LI4)) only for each finite time 7" > 0 and does not assume a global-in-time bound. On
the other hand, (II4]) is much stronger than (LIH) in the sense that the right-hand side
of (IL14)) depends only on the size of an initial condition wq, while the right-hand side of

(LI5) depends on the global-in-time L?H;Tz -bound of the solution w. Hypothesis (B),
just like Hypothesis (A), is of independent interest from Theorem [[.3] below and is closely
related to the fundamental open problem of global well-posedness and scattering for the
defocusing cubic NLS (IL.I)) for d = 3 and d > 5.

We now state our third theorem on almost sure global well-posedness of the cubic NLS
under Hypotheses (A) and (B). We restrict ourselves to the defocusing NLS in the next
theorem.

Theorem 1.3 (Conditional almost sure global well-posedness). Let d > 3 and s € (84, Scrit),
where sq is as in (LII)). Assume Hypothesis (A). Furthermore, assume Hypothesis (B) if
d# 4. Given ¢ € H*(RY), let ¢* be its Wiener randomization defined in (L9), satisfying
(LI0). Then, the defocusing cubic NLS (ILI)) on R? is almost surely globally well-posed with
respect to the randomization ¢% as initial data. More precisely, there exists a set X C
with P(X) = 1 such that, for each w € X, there exists a (unique) global-in-time solution u
to (L) with uli—o = ¢“ in the class

S(t)¢* + C(R : HT (RY)) ¢ C(R: HY(RY)).

The main tool in the proof of Theorem [[3] is a perturbation lemma for the cubic NLS
(Lemma [7.I)). Assuming a control on the critical norm (Hypothesis (A)), we iteratively
apply the perturbation lemma in the probabilistic setting to show that a solution can be
extended to a time depending only on the critical norm. Such a perturbative approach
was previously used by Tao-Vigan-Zhang [57] and Killip-Visan with the second and third
authors [37]. The novelty of Theorem [[3] is an application of such a technique in the
probabilistic setting. While there is no invariant measure for the nonlinear evolution in our
setting, we exploit the quasi-invariance property of the distribution of the linear solution
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S(t)¢p“. See Remark Our implementation of the proof of Theorem [I.3]is sufficiently
general that it can be easily applied to other equations. See [50] in the context of the
energy-critical NLW on R%, d = 4,5, where both Hypotheses (A) and (B) are satisfied.

When d # 4, the conditional almost sure global well-posedness in Theorem [[3] has
a flavor analogous to the deterministic conditional global well-posedness in the critical
Sobolev spaces by Kenig-Merle [35] and Killip-Visan [39]. In the following, let us discuss
the situation when d = 4. In this case, we only assume Hypothesis (A) for Theorem [L.3]
While it would be interesting to remove this assumption, we do not know how to prove the
validity of Hypothesis (A) at this point. This is mainly due to the lack of conservation of
H{[v|(t), i.e. the Hamiltonian evaluated at the nonlinear part v of a solution. In the context
of the energy-critical defocusing cubic NLW on R*, however, one can prove an analogue
of Hypothesis (A) by establishing a probabilistic a priori bound on the energy £[v] of the
nonlinear part v of a solution, where the energy £[v] is defined by

1 1 1
E](t) = = /R4 |8tv(t,x)|2d:17 + 3 /R4 |Vv(t,x)|2dx + 1 /R4 |v(t,x)|4dx.

2
As a consequence, the third author [50] successfully implemented a probabilistic perturba-
tion argument and proved almost sure global well-posedness of the energy-critical defocusing
cubic NLW on R* with randomized initial data below the scaling critical regularityE We
point out that the first term in the energy £[v] involving the time derivative plays an es-
sential role in establishing a probabilistic a priori bound on the energy for NLW. It seems
substantially harder to verify Hypothesis (A) for NLS, even when d = 4.

While Theorem [[.3] provides only conditional almost sure global existence, our last the-
orem (Theorem [[.4]) below presents a way to construct global-in-time solutions below the
scaling critical regularity with a large probability. The main idea is to use the scaling (L.2])
of the equation for random initial data below the scaling criticality. For example, suppose
that we have a solution u to (II]) on a short time interval with a deterministic initial
condition uy € H3(RY), 5 < Seis. In view of (L2) and (L3), by taking p — 0, we see
that the H*-norm of the scaled initial condition goes to 0. Thus, one might think that the
problem can be reduced to small data theory. This, of course, does not work in the usual
deterministic setting, since we do not know how to construct solutions depending only on
the H%-norm of the initial data, s < s¢it. Even in the probabilistic setting, this naive idea
does not work if we simply apply the scaling to the randomized function ¢ defined in (.9]).
This is due to the fact that we need to use (sub-)critical space-time norms controlling the
random linear term 2% (t) = S(t)¢*, which do not become small even if we take p < 1.

To resolve this issue, we consider a randomization based on a partition of the frequency
space by dilated cubes. Given p > 0, define ¥* by

PHE) = p(uE). (1.16)

2In [50], the third author also proved almost sure global well-posedness of the energy-critical defocusing
NLW on R®. This result was recently extended to the dimension 3 by the second and third authors [48].
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Then, we can write a function ¢ on R¢ as
o= V(D —un)o.
nezd
Now, we introduce the randomization ¢*** of ¢ on dilated cubes of scale u by
¢t =" ga(w)*(D — ), (1.17)
nezd

where {gn },eza 1S a sequence of independent mean zero complex-valued random variables,
satisfying (LI0) as before. Then, we have the following global well-posedness of (IL1) with
a large probability.

Theorem 1.4. Let d > 3 and ¢ € H*(RY), for some s € (84, Serit ), where sq is as in (LI1L).
Then, given the randomization ¢*“* on dilated cubes of scale p < 1 defined in (LIT),
satisfying (LIQ), the cubic NLS (1) on RY is globally well-posed with a large probability.
More precisely, for each 0 < € < 1, there exists a small dilation scale po = po(e, ||@||gs) > 0
such that for each p € (0, po), there exists a set Q, C Q with the following properties:
(i) P(%) <e,
(ii) If ¢“* is the randomization on dilated cubes defined in (LIT), satisfying (LIQ),
then, for each w € €y, there exists a (unique) global-in-time solution u to (LI]) with
uli=g = ¢“* in the class

S(t)¢* + C(R: H= (RY) € C(R: H*(RY).
Moreover, for each w € §1,, scattering holds in the sense that there ewists v5 €

a—2
2

H =z (RY) such that
Ju(t) = S(E) (¢ + 7))

as t — oo. A similar statement holds for t — —oo.

d—2 —0
H 2 (Rd)

We conclude this introduction with several remarks.

Remark 1.5. In probabilistic well-posedness results [6] [7, 20, 44] for NLS on T¢, random
initial data are assumed to be of the following specific form:

ug (x) = Z Mei"'gc, (1.18)

(1t nf?)

where {gn },cz¢ is a sequence of independent complex-valued standard Gaussian random
variables. The expression (I.I8]) has a close connection to the study of invariant measures
and hence it is of importance. At the same time, due to the lack of a full range of Strichartz
estimates on T?, one could not handle a general randomization of a given function as in
(L3). In this paper, we consider NLS on R? and thus we do not encounter this issue thanks
to a full range of the Strichartz estimates. For NLW, finite speed of propagation allows
us to use a full range of Strichartz estimates even on compact domains, at least locally in
time. Thus, one does not encounter such an issue.
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Remark 1.6. In a recent preprint, Lithrmann-Mendelson [42] considered the defocusing
NLW on R? with randomized initial data, essentially given by (I.9)), below the critical regu-
larity and proved almost sure global well-posedness in the energy-subcritical case, following
the method developed in [20], namely an adaptation of Bourgain’s high-low method [8] in
the probabilistic setting. As Bourgain’s high-low method is a subcritical tool, their global
result misses the energy-critical case

The third author [50] recently proved almost sure global well-posedness of the energy-
critical defocusing NLW on R%, d = 4,5, with randomized initial data below the critical
regularity. The argument is based on an application of a perturbation lemma as in Theorem
[[3l along with a probabilistic a priori control on the energy, which is not available for the

cubic NLS (LI)).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we state some probabilistic lemmata. In
Section Bl we go over the basic definitions and properties of function spaces involving the
UP- and VP-spaces. We prove the key nonlinear estimates in Section [4] and then use them
to prove Theorems [I.1] and in Section Bl We divide the proof of Theorem [[.3]into three
sections. In Sections [6] and [7] we discuss the Cauchy theory for the defocusing cubic NLS
with a deterministic perturbation. We implement these results in the probabilistic setting
and prove Theorem [[.3]in Section Bl In Section @, we show how Theorem [I.4] follows from
the arguments in Sections [l and Bl once we consider a randomization on dilated cubes. In
Appendix [Al we state and prove some additional properties of the function spaces defined
in Section [3]

Lastly, note that we present the proofs of these results only for positive times in view of
the time reversibility of (L.

2. PROBABILISTIC LEMMATA

In this section, we summarize the probabilistic lemmata used in this paper. In particular,
the probabilistic Strichartz estimates (Lemmata and [2.3)) play an essential role. First,
we recall the usual Strichartz estimates on R for readers’ convenience. We say that a pair
(g,r) is Schrodinger admissible if it satisfies

2 d d

g + ; = 5 (2'1)
with 2 < ¢,7 < 0o and (q,7,d) # (2,00,2). Then, the following Strichartz estimates are
known to hold.

Lemma 2.1 ([54] 62, 27, 33]). Let (q,7) be Schrédinger admissible. Then, we have

1S9l Ly mxray S 19l L2 (Ra)- (2.2)
In particular, when ¢ = r, we have ¢ = r = %dsz). By applying Sobolev inequality and
([22), we also have
d_dt2
1S@O@lrp  rmey < (19155 6] e (2.3

3 In [46], the second and third authors recently proved almost sure global well-posedness of the energy-
critical defocusing quintic NLW on R3.
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for p > %dsz). Recall that the derivative loss in (2.3) depends only on the size of the

frequency support and not its location. Namely, if a is supported on a cube @ of side
length N, then we have

ol

_di2
HSUWHLQZ(RXW) SN 9l 2 rays (2.4)

regardless of the center of the cube Q.
Next, we present improvements of the Strichartz estimates under the Wiener random-
ization (LI) and where, throughout, we assume (LI0). See [4] for the proofs.

Lemma 2.2 (Improved local-in-time Strichartz estimate). Given ¢ € L?(R%), let ¢ be its
Wiener randomization defined in (IL9)), satisfying (LI0). Then, given finite q,r > 2, there
exist C,c > 0 such that

P<”5(’5)¢ 9Ly (0,71 xRe) > )\> < Cexp < — 0272>
Tal|g]72
for all T >0 and X\ > 0. In particular, with A\ = T?, we have
1S()6* || LaLr (jo,7) xRy S 7 (2.5)
outside a set of probability

1
§C’exp<—cl—>.
Lt P

Note that this probability can be made arbitrarily small by letting T — 0 as long as 8 < %.

The next lemma states an improvement of the Strichartz estimates in the global-in-time
setting.

Lemma 2.3 (Improved global-in-time Strichartz estimate). Given ¢ € L?(R%), let ¢* be its
Wiener randomization defined in ([9), satisfying (ILI0). Given a Schrédinger admissible
pair (q,r) with q,r < 0o, let 7 > r. Then, there exist C,c > 0 such that

—c 2 -2
P(IS(1)6° | a1z sy > A) < Cem N0z,

In particular, given any small € > 0, we have
1

W 1 2
1S |Larr mxray S (log g) ’ 91l £2 (ra)
outside a set of probability < €.

2(d+2)

Recall that the diagonal Strichartz admissible index is given by p = === In the diagonal
case g = T, it is easy to see that the condition of Lemma[2.3]is satisfied if g =7 > p = %dsz).

In the following, we apply Lemma [2.3] in this setting.
We also need the following lemma on the control of the size of H*-norm of ¢“.

Lemma 2.4. Given ¢ € H%(R?), let ¢~ be its Wiener randomization defined in (L9),
satisfying (LIQ). Then, we have

w —cC 2 ’2
P(116° =gy > A) < CemN 1l (2.6)
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We conclude this section by introducing some notations involving Strichartz and space-
time Lebesgue spaces. In the sequel, given an interval I C R, we often use L{L"(I) to
denote LIL%(I x R%). We also define the S*¢(I)-norm in the usual manner by setting

Hu”sscrit(_[) = sup {H ’V‘%UHL;ZLQ(IXR‘O}’

where the supremum is taken over all Schrodinger admissible pairs (g, 7).

3. FUNCTION SPACES AND THEIR PROPERTIES

In this section, we go over the basic definitions and properties of the UP- and VP-spaces,
developed by Tataru, Koch, and their collaborators [41}, 291 30]. These spaces have been very
effective in establishing well-posedness of various dispersive PDEs in critical regularities.
See Hadac-Herr-Koch [29] and Herr-Tataru-Tzvetkov [30] for detailed proofs.

Let H be a separable Hilbert space over C. In particular, it will be either H*(R%) or
C. Let Z be the collection of finite partitions {tk}szo of Ri —co <ty <+ <itg < oo.
If tx = 0o, we use the convention u(tg) := 0 for all functions u : R — H. We use xs to
denote the sharp characteristic function of a set I C R.

Definition 3.1. Let 1 < p < oo.
(i) A UP-atom is defined by a step function a : R — H of the form

K
a=) o1 X[t 1 ta):

k=1

where {t;}, € Z and {qbk}f:_ol C H with ZkK:_Ol ¢kl = 1. Then, we define the atomic
space UP(R; H) to be the collection of functions u : R — H of the form

u= Z Ajaj,  where a;’s are UP-atoms and {\;}jen € ¢! (N; C), (3.1)
j=1

with the norm

lullorv r;my = inf {H)\”gl : (B) holds with XA = {\;}jen and some UP-atoms aj}.

(ii) We define the space VP(R; H) of functions of bounded p-variation to be the collection
of functions u : R — H with |[ully»g;m) < 00, where the VP-norm is defined by

K 1
P
llyogorm == sup (Zuuuk)—u(tk_nuz).

{tk}gzo €2 \p—1

We also define Vi%(R; H) to be the closed subspace of all right-continuous functions in
VP(R; H) such that lim;,_ o u(t) = 0.

(iii) Let s € R. We define UX H® (and VY H®, respectively) to be the spaces of all functions
u : R — H*(T?) such that the following UR H*-norm (and VX H®-norm, respectively) is
finite:

lullyz s = 1S(=)ullup@;s) and |lullyrgs = IS(=)ullvew s,
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where S(t) = €2 denotes the linear propagator for (LI)). We use Vr’é AH? to denote the
subspace of right-continuous functions in VApH s,

Remark 3.2. Note that the spaces UP(R; H), VP(R; H), and Vio(R; H) are Banach spaces.
The closed subspace of continuous functions in UP(R; H) is also a Banach space. Moreover,
we have the following embeddings:

UP(R; H) = V(R; H) — U(R; H) — L™(R; H)
for 1 <p < ¢ < co. Similar embeddings hold for UX H* and V{ H*.

Next, we state a transference principle and an interpolation result.

Lemma 3.3. (i) (Transference principle) Suppose that we have

k
HT (bly cee ’S(t)(bk)HLng(Rde) S.; H ”¢]”Lg

j=1

for some 1 < p,q < oco. Then, we have

k
HT(ul, e ,Uk)HL?Lg(RXRd) S H Huj“UZL%’
j=1

(ii) (Interpolation) Let E be a Banach space. Suppose that T : UP' x --- x UPk — E is a
bounded k-linear operator such that

k
IT (s, - . )2 < C [ slles

j=1
for some p1,...,pr > 2. Moreover, assume that there exists Co € (0,C1] such that
k
T (.. )2 < Co [ Iljllere-
j=1

Then, we have
1T (uyy...,up)||Eg < C2<ln— + 1> H l|lw;lly 2

for u; € V2

rey

7=1,...,k.

A transference principle as above has been commonly used in the Fourier restriction norm
method. See [29, Proposition 2.19] for the proof of Lemma [33] (i). The proof of the
interpolation result follows from extending the trilinear result in [30] to a general k-linear
case. See also [29, Proposition 2.20].

Let n : R — [0,1] be an even, smooth cutoff function supported on [—%, %] such that
n=1on[-2,3]. Given a dyadic number N > 1, we set n;(£) = n(|¢|) and

wo-r(5) (%)
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for N > 2. Then, we define the Littlewood-Paley projection operator Py as the
Fourier multiplier operator with symbol ny. Moreover, we define P<y and P>y by

Poy = ZlgMgN Py and P>y = ZMEN Py

Definition 3.4. (i) Let s € R. We define X*(R) to be the space of all tempered distribu-
tions w : R — H*(RY) such that [|ul|xs®) < oo, where the X*-norm is defined by

1
2
lull o ey = < 3 stHPNuH%im) |

N>1
dyadic

(ii) Let s € R. We define Y*(R) to be the space of all tempered distributions v : R —
H*(R?) such that for every N € N, the map t — Pyu(t) is in VrC AH? and [[ullysg) < oo,
where the Y*-norm is defined by

ol = (30 N*IPxulig

[NIES

N>1
dyadic
Recall the following embeddings:
URH® — X® — Y*® — VRH® — URH*, (3.2)

for p > 2.
Given an interval I C R, we define the local-in-time versions X*(I) and Y*(I) of these
spaces as restriction norms. For example, we define the X*(I)-norm by

l[ull xs(ry = inf {||v]l xs(r) : v|r = u}.

We also define the norm for the nonhomogeneous term:

1 ey H/ (t —¢)F(t)dt' .
to X(1)

In the following, we will perform our analysis in X*(I) N C([; H®), that is, in a Banach

(3.3)

subspace of continuous functions in X*(I). See Appendix [Alfor additional properties of the
X*(I)-spaces.

We conclude this section by presenting some basic estimates involving these function
spaces.

Lemma 3.5. (i) (Linear estimates) Let s > 0 and 0 < T < co. Then, we have
1S(t)9ll x50,y < I¢llms,

1 E || s jo,ry) < sup
veY —([0,T))
lvlly—s=1

/ F(t,z)v(t, z)dzdt
R4

for all ¢ € H¥(RY) and F € L'([0,T); H*(RY)).
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(ii) (Strichartz estimates) Let (q,7) be Schrédinger admissible with ¢ > 2 and p > %dsz).
Then, for 0 <T < oo and N1 < No, we have
lull a2y (0,1 xray S llullyo [0 T)) (3.4)
”uHLf [0,T)xR4) ~> S H’V‘ p tuO (j0,7)) (3’5)

Ny
Py uiPruzllzz or)xrey S Ny = <N2> 1PNy u[lyoqo, ) P Nvau2llyoqory. — (3.6)

Note that there is a slight loss of regularity in (3.6)) since we use the Y%-norm on the right-
hand side instead of the X%-norm. In view of ([3.2]), we may replace the Y-norms on the
right-hand sides of (3:4)), (3.5)), and ([3:6) by the X°-norm in the following.

Proof. In the following, we briefly discuss the proof of (ii). See [29, 30] for the proof of
(). The first estimate (3.4) follows from the Strichartz estimate (2.2]), Lemma 3.3l (i), and
B2):

HUHLZL; S HUHUZLZ S llullyo,
for ¢ > 2. The second estimate (33]) follows from (2Z3]) in a similar manner. It remains to
prove ([3.0). On the one hand, the following bilinear refinement of the Strichartz estimate
by Bourgain [§] and Ozawa-Tsutsumi [48]:

M

P S00Pr.S002liz, SN (5

and Lemma B3] (i) yield

) 1Py 112 [P a2

Ny
IPrurPuls SN (N) [Pyl 2 [P el 1o (3.7)

On the other hand, by Bernstein’s inequality and noting that (4, dl) is Strichartz admis-

sible, we have

d—2 d—2
IPn; Sl S N;* [Pw;S(¢ )%H . SNt PN 2
Then, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma B:{I (i), we obtain
d—2 d—2
Py uiPryusllpz SNy Ny ® [Py ualls 2P uallos 2 (3.8)

Hence, by Lemma [33] (ii), with (3.7)) and (B.8), we have

Ny No 2
[PrurPryuall s, S N7 <N2> (1 (52) +1) IPwrlgialPrataligs. (39

Finally, (3.6) follows from (3:2)) and (3.9). O

Similarly to the usual Strichartz estimate (23]), the derivative loss in ([B.5]) depends only
on the size of the spatial frequency support and not its location. Namely, if the spatial
frequency support of u(t,€) is contained in a cube of side length N for all ¢t € R, then we

have
d

d_d+2
lullze (or)xray S N E l[ullyoo,1y)- (3.10)
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This is a direct consequence of (2.4)).
Lastly, we recall Schur’s test for readers’ convenience.

Lemma 3.6 (Schur’s test). Suppose that we have

sup E | K| + sup E | K| < 00
m n
n m
for some K, , € C, m,n € Z. Then, we have

Z Km,nambn 5 ||am||€?n ||bn||€%
for any ?-sequences {am }mez, and {by }nez.

4. PROBABILISTIC NONLINEAR ESTIMATES
In this section, we prove the key nonlinear estimates in the critical regularity sqit = d;22.
In the next section, we use them to prove Theorems [[I] and Given z(t) = S(t)¢*,

define I' by
t
Tu(t) = Fi / S(t— N (v + 2)()dt, (A1)
0
where N(v + z) = |v + 2|?(v + 2). Then, we have the following nonlinear estimates.

Proposition 4.1. Given d > 3, let s € (Sq, Sait), where sq is defined in (LIIl). Given
¢ € H3(R?), let ¢ be its Wiener randomization defined in (L), satisfying (L10).

(i) Let 0 < T < 1. Then, there exists 0 < 8 < 1 such that we have

r < 5 +TYR?), 4.2
el iz gy € Collollas  + TR “2)
2 0 152 B
[Pon = Dol a2 o 02(2 03B gz gy TR or = all ae o (43)
for all v,v1,v9 € X% ([0 T)) and R > 0, outside a set of probability < C'exp ( — C—||¢}ﬁ2 )
HS
(ii) Given 0 < e < 1, define r by
To(t :Fz/ St —t"N(v+ez)(t)dt'. (4.4)
Then, we have
= 3 3
HFU”deQ 422 gy < Cg(”?)” QE_Q(R) + R ), (4.5)
[For —Fogl) oz (Z o3P age g + Bl =l iz s (46)

for all v,vi,v9 € X%(R) and R > 0, outside a set of probability < C exp ( - 6752”232 )
HS



18 A. BENYL, T. OH, AND O. POCOVNICU

Proof. (i) Let 0 < T < 1. We only prove ([@2]) since ([@3]) follows in a similar manner.
Given N > 1, define I'y by

¢
Pyo(t) = Fi / S(t— Py N (v + 2) ()t (4.7)
0
By Bernstein’s and Holder’s inequalities, we have

P<nN(v+2)l SNT N+ 2z

d—2
L% ([07T)§H;v_2_)
d—2
< N HUHL3 ()T) LG) + N 2 HZ”%?([QT),LQ) (48)
On the one hand, it follows from Lemma that the second term on the right-hand side

of [@X) is finite almost surely. On the other hand, noting that (3, 3°%;) is Strichartz
admissible, it follows from Sobolev’s inequality and (3.4]) in Lemma [3.5] that

d—2
Iolzzgoryes S (V) UHL?([O,T);L:?gL) Sl 5 oy = (49)

Therefore, by Lemma [3.3] (i), we have

ITNnv(t)| . a2 sup / / R N(v+ 2)(t, z)va(t, m)dazdt‘ (4.10)
Xz v4€YO ([0,T)) Re
l[vally0=1

almost surely, where v4 = P<ywvs. In the following, we estimate the right-hand side of
(4.10)), independently of the cutoff size N > 1, by performing a case-by-case analysis of
expressions of the form:

‘/ / = ’LU1U)2’LU3)U4d$dt' (4.11)
Rd

where [[vsllyoqo,r)) < 1 and wj = v or z, j = 1,2,3. As a result, by taking N — oo, the
same estimates hold for I'v without any cutoff, thus yielding (4.2]).

Before proceeding further, let us simplify some of the notations. In the following, we
drop the complex conjugate sign. We also denote X*([0,7")) and Y*([0,7")) by X*® and Y*
since T is fixed. Similarly, it is understood that the time integration in L?  is over [0, 7).
Lastly, in most of the cases, we dyadically decompose w; = v; or z;, 7 = 1,2,3, and vy

t,x

such that their spatial frequency supports are {|¢;| ~ N;} for some dyadic N; > 1 but
still denote them as w; = v; or 2z, 7 = 1,2,3, and v4. Note that, if we can afford a small
derivative loss in the largest frequency, there is no difficulty in summing over the dyadic
blocks Nj, j =1,...,4.

Case (1): vov case.
In this case, we do not need to perform dyadic decompositions and we divide the fre-

quency spaces into {[{1] = (&, €3]}, {I€| = [&1, |€3|} and {|¢3] > |51)| ,1§2[}. Without loss
+
of generality, assume that |{1] > |£2],]€3]. By L Ld+2Ld+2L -Holder’s inequality,
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B3) in Lemma B0, and [B.2]), we have

T a—2 d—2
(V) 2 vivguzvgdadt| < |[(V) 2 w1l 2w+ [|vall par2 |03l a2 lvall 2eat2)
0 R4 L d t,x t,x L d

t,x t,x

3 3
< TT sl age llvallyo < TT lvsl gz
j=1 j=1

Case (2): zzz case.
Without loss of generality, assume N3 > Ny > Nj.

e Subcase (2.a): Ny ~ Ns.
2(d+2)
By L{t?L}{, L, L

t,x

to" -Holder’s inequality, we have

d—

T
d—2 d—2 2
/ / zlz2<v>2z3v4dxdt\,s\|z1||Ld+zu<v>4z2||L4 109 T 2l ol s -
0 Rd t,x t,x t,T d

t,x

Hence, by Lemmata 2.2l and 3.5, the contribution to (&I0) in this case is at most < T+ R3
outside a set of probability

R? R?
< Cexp(—cf> +Cexp<—c#>
T gl IR o,

as long as s > d%f. Note that s needs to be strictly greater than d%f due to the summations
over dyadic blocks. See [4] for more details. Similar comments apply in the following.

e Subcase (2b) N3 ~ Ny > Ny, No.

1
o Subsubcase (2.b.i): Ny, No < N3 *.
For small o > 0, it follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma that

d—2 d=2 _
122(V) % 2slliz, S Na™ lleallgy ll2sllZ 22zl
3
d=1l_g d-l, d=3_ 41, B
SNT TN T TN IS P65 (412)
j=2

Then, by (£12) and the bilinear estimate (8.6]) in Lemma B.5] we have

T d—2
/ / 2120(V) 2 zgvgdzxdt
0 JRd

d—2
S 1122(V) 7" z3llp2 llz1vallz

< N?—S—Nz%—s—%a—]vg%—s—i-%a—i-
3
< [Py @[l [T (V20125 IPx, 615 lloallyo
j=2 ’
d—2 _d+1 3

-2 _diigy _
SNy ||PN1¢W||HSH(||<V>8zj||%gz||PNj¢w||11L1sa)||U4||Y0-
j=2 ’
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Hence, by Lemmata 2.2l and 2.4}, the contribution to (@I0) in this case is at most < 70+ R3
outside a set of probability

2 2
< Cexp(—c#) +Cexp<—cR—2>
Tz 6|2, 1177

d—1 d-2
S>m'T—Sd (413)

as long as
and o < 1 — %=
d—1°%"

1
o Subsubcase (2.b.ii): No > N4~ > Nj.
By Holder’s inequality and the bilinear estimate (3.6]) in Lemma 35 we have

d—2
\ / [l 2z3v4dxdt1<uzzuL4 1) sl llmroallze
Rd ,T t,x

d—1 d—3 3
SN TN NG PN 6l [T IO9) 5500 ey
j=2
d 2 ls+ 3
SN PN 6 s TTIOY) 250 loallyo-

Jj=2

Hence, by Lemmata 2.2l and 2.4}, the contribution to (&I0) in this case is at most < T+ R3
outside a set of probability

2 2
< Cexp(—c#) +Cexp<—cR—2>
Tz || l12 1177

as long as (A.13)) is satisfied.
1
o Subsubcase (2.b.iii): Ny, No = N5'7".

6(d+2) 6(d+2) 6(d+2) 2(d+2)

By L, ;™ Lt;’“ L3 L;,* -Holder’s inequality and (3.3) in Lemma B.5, we have

3
d d-2_dil
zn122(V) 2 Z3v4dxdt‘ SN;? H ZJH 6d+2) l|lval]yo.

= t:v

R4

Hence, by Lemma 2] the contribution to (@I0) in this case is at most < T R? outside

a set of probability
R2
< Cexp ( — Cd+4—>
T35~ (|13

as long as ([A.I3)) is satisfied.

Case (3): vvz case.
Without loss of generality, assume N1 > Nj.

e Subcase (3.a): N1 2> Ns.
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In the following, we apply dyadic decompositions only to v1, v9, and z3. In this case,
we have Ny ~ max(Na, N3, |£4]), where £, is the spatial frequency of vy4. Then, by Holder’s

inequality, (8.6), and (B.5), we have

T
d—2 d—2
[P ] £ S 19 T PraPranliy, [Pxal selon] s
Rd ) t,x L d

N1ZN2,N3 tw
1,
2
< Dl ( > H‘PNjUjHX#Z”PNBZ?)HL;{;QHUM‘YO
Ni>N; j=1 Ny

By Lemma and summing over N3 with a slight loss of derivative,

2
H\’UJH a2 [[(V)F 23l pasalvallyo.-

Hence, by Lemma [22 the contribution to (@I0) in this case is at most <
2 . o
T0+R [T5=, ||vj||X 2 outside a set of probability

R2
< Cexp < - Cﬁ)
T2 [0+

as long as s > 0.
e Subcase (3b) N3 ~ Ny > Ni > Ns.

1
o Subsubcase (3.b.i): Ny = N5~'.
By Hélder’s inequality followed by (B.5]) and (3.0) in Lemma [3.5] we have

d—
V1V2 V> 2 23?)4dxdt < H’Ul” 2(d+2) H< > 2 ZgHLd+2”112?)4”L2

R4
< NTENINT s
SNy P NG N HUlHX#HUzHX#WW 23l pas2llvallyo
d—3d—2
SN Hvlll acz[|vall a2 [(V) 28| pae2 ualyo.

Hence, by Lemma [22 the contribution to (AI0) in this case is at most <
2 . o
T0+R [T5=, ||vj||X 2 outside a set of probability

R2
< Cexp < — cf>
T#2" (|13

as long as
d—3 d—2
_— 4.14
A1 2 (4.14)

Note that the condition (4.14]) is less restrictive than ([A.I3]).

1
o Subsubcase (3.b.ii): Ny < Ny < N5 7"




22 A. BENYL, T. OH, AND O. POCOVNICU

For small o > 0, it follows from Holder’s inequality and Lemma that

a—
[v1(V >2 23”L2 <N3 H’Ul” 2(d+2) HZ3HLd+2HU123”
L

t, ac
d—1

1
SN

a— s+ a+

NyT R o s (V) 2 [P 1. (4.15)

Then, by (£I5) and (3.6) in Lemma 3.5 we have

T
d—2 d—2
‘ / / (V) Z3v4dmdt‘ S o (V)2 2l oavall
. , |

1 _d-1, 1_ —s+= a—l— -
SN 2Ny N2 [orl] | ag2 l[vall a2 [{V >z3||z¢ti;2||PN3¢w||}{sa||U4||y0-

Hence, by Lemmata and [24] the contribution to (£I0) in this case is at most <
T*R H§:1 ”U]'”X a2 outside a set of probability

2 2
SCexp(—cigR >+Cexp<—c—R2 >
757|612, el

as long as ([@I4) is satisfied and o < 1+

Case (4): vzz case.
Without loss of generality, assume N3 > Nj.

e Subcase (4 a): N1 2 N3
2(d+2)

+
By L, ,* Ld+2Ld+2L -Holder s inequality and (3.5]) in Lemma B.5] we have

d—2
[P esmsvids] $ ol g el gyl g oo

Hence, by Lemma 2.2}, the contribution to (EI0) in this case is at most < 79 R?||v; HX 2

outside a set of probability
R2
T72" (|9l 30+
as long as s > 0. As before, we have ||¢|| o+ instead of ||¢||z2 in (£I6]), allowing us to sum
over Ny and Ns3. If N3 2 max(Ny, Ny), then this also allows us to sum over N7 and Ny.
Otherwise, we have N1 ~ Ny > Nj3. In this case, we can use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to
sum over N1 ~ Ny.

e Subcase (4.b): N3 > Nj.
First, suppose that Ny ~ N3. Note that we must have N3 2 Ny in this case. Then, by

2(d+2)
L;?:;QL;l LiLLy -Hélder’s inequality with ([B.5]) in Lemma 3.5, we have

—d
s

d d—2
Juzn(V) 2 “zyvadadt| < [or]]  a52 [1(V )T 2lls V)T 2l llvallyo
R :
SNyE Pl

a2 V%2l s (V) 23l g lloallyo-
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Hence, by Lemma 2.2}, the contribution to (I0) in this case is at most < 79 R?||v; ||X 2
outside a set of probability
R2
< Cexp < - 07>

1_
T3 [|lolFs
d—2
as long as s > “=.

Hence, it remains to consider the case N3 ~ Ny > N7, No.

1
o Subsubcase (4.b.i): Ny, Ny < N3*.
By (412)) and (3.6]) in Lemma B.5, we have

T s s
n12{V) T zguadadt] S |22(V) 7 2l llorvall s,
0 R ’ ’
3
1 d-l g d-1, d—4 1,4 _
SN Ny ® PNy H’Ulﬂx#H(H(V>SZJ'H%§36HPNJ-¢“’H}JSO‘)HU4HY0-
j=2

Hence, by Lemmata and 2.4] the contribution to (4£I0) in this case is at most <
T0+R2||U1||X a2 outside a set of probability

2 2
< Cexp(—clR7> +C’exp<—cR—2>
T2 || ¢l12 @177

(d—2)? d—2 d—2
2d  d 2
and o < 1 — —2-s. Note that the condition (£IT) is less restrictive than (LI3) and thus

does not add a further constraint.
_1
o Subsubcase (4.b.ii): Ny < N5~" < No.
By Hélder’s inequality and (3.6]) in Lemma B.5] we have

as long as

s >

(4.17)

d—

T
d—2 2
[ o) saondat] S ezl 109 F sl ool
0 R ’ ' ’

3
— =3 st
SNENGNGT ol ez JT IV 2501z lleallyo.
Jj=2

NI

Hence, by Lemma 2.2}, the contribution to (I0) in this case is at most < 79 R?||v; ||X 2
outside a set of probability
R2
< Cexp < - c7>

i
T2 18Il
as long as (A.I7) is satisfied.

1
o Subsubcase (4.b.iii): N < N3™' < Ny.
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By Holder’s inequality and Lemma 3.5 we have

d—2
v129(V = Z3U4dﬂjdt‘ < o | 2d42) (V)= Z3||L?§2||Z2U4||L?x
L ’ ’

tac

R4
d—2

_d=2 d-1
§N1 2N22

—S— %—s—i— w s
Ns 1]l g2 1P 6% |1 1(V) 23l g2 |vallyo.

Hence, by Lemmata 24] and 2.:2] the contribution to (AI0) in this case is at most <
T0+R2||U1||X a2 outside a set of probability

R? R?
< C’exp(—c—2> —|—C’exp<—cf>
[rally® T3 (|¢)|2,.

as long as (A7) is satisfied.
1
o Subsubcase (4.b.iv): Nl,Ng > Nt

2(d+2)

+
By L, ,* Ld+2Ld+2L Holder s inequality and (3.5]) in Lemma B.5] we have

d—
v122(V) 2 stﬂxdt‘ S H’UlH 20442) H22|!Ld+2H< ) ZsHLd+2|!U4H 2042)
L

t:v

R4
a—2 a—2 3
Tz Nyosnyoz ¢ s

SNy 2 Ny*Ng? ol aze [TICV) %0 pare lvallyo.

Hence, by Lemma 2.2] the contribution to (I0) in this case is at most < T R?|jvy HX 2
outside a set of probability

2
< Cexp < — c%)
Ta2" (g3

as long as (A7) is satisfied.
Putting together Cases (1) - (4) above, the conclusion of Part (i) follows, provided that

(4.13)) is satisfied.
(i) First, define I'y by

_ ¢
Cyo(t) = :Fi/ St —t"P<yN(v+ez)(t)dt,
0
for N > 1. As before, we have
d—2 d—2
IP<nN(v+ez) - SN = olgss) +€°N 2 27310 (4.18)
6d

 3d-1)
is Strichartz admissible and 6 > d 1> it follows from Lemma 2.3 that the second term on
the right-hand side of (AI8]) is finite almost surely. Hence, we can apply Lemma (i) to
I'yv for each finite N > 1, almost surely.

By a computation similar to (£9), we see that the first term is finite. Noting that (3

The rest of the proof for this part follows in a similar manner to the proof of Part (i)
by changing the time interval from [0,7") to R and replacing z by €z. By applying Lemma
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23l instead of Lemma [2.2]in the above computation, we see that the contribution to (4.10),
where [0, 7)) is replaced by R, is given by

2
. 3 . ) . P2
Case (2): R°, Case (3): le;[l HU]HXﬁ(R)’ Case (4): R*||vy]|

R2
< Cexp < — 07>
e2||l|%.

in all cases as long as s > sg. O

d—2
X 7 (R)

outside a set of probability

5. PROOFS OF THEOREMS [I.1] AND

In this section, we establish the almost sure local well-posedness (Theorem [[T]) and prob-
abilistic small data global theory (Theorem [[.2)). First, we present the proof of Theorems
LIl Given C; and Cy as in (d.2]) and ([43]), let n; > 0 be sufficiently small such that

1
O < 3 and 20,77 <
Also, given R > 1, choose T'= T'(R) such that

. M 1
79 = N/
i (20133’ 4C2R2>

Then, it follows from Proposition .1l that I' is a contraction on the ball B,, defined by

<7 (5.1)

a—2 d—2
By = {ue X'T(0.T)NCO.T)HT): Jull oz <)

outside a set of probability

< Cexp < c R* > Cexp < c L >
<Cexp| —¢c—%— | ~Cexp| —¢c——5—
16117+ T¢Il

for some v > 0. This proves Theorem [Tl
Next, we prove Theorem Let 12 > 0 be sufficiently small such that

1
2C3m3 <1 and 30477355, (5.2)

where C5 and Cy are as in (4.3]) and (4.0). Then, by Proposition 1] with R = 1, and ¢
replaced by ¢, we have

”PUHX%Q(R) < 20315 < 1, (5.3)
S 1
_ B < _ B - . .
[Tv1 = Toaf| a2 2 g 3Cum3 |lvr — va| xEm = 2||U1 val| g x5 m) (5.4)

outside a set of probability < C'exp ( — 02”7#) Noting that 72 is an absolute constant,

we conclude that there exists a set ). C Q such that (i) I' = I'¥ is a contraction on the ball
B,, defined by

By, ={uc XT(R)NCR;HT): lull a2 <o}

T (R)
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for w € Q, and (ii) P(Q¢) < Cexp (—
initial data e¢¥ if w € (..
Fixw € Q. and let v = v(e, w) be the global-in-time solution with v|;—¢ = 6(;5“ constructed

82”(;” ) This proves global existence for (I1) with
HS

above. In order to prove scattering, we need to show that there exists v{ € S (Rd) such
that

S(—t)v(t) = Fi /Ot S(—t" )N (v+ez)(t)dt" — v (5.5)
in H'" (Rd) as t — oo. With w(t) = S(—t)v(t), define I(t,t5) and I(t1,t2) by

I(tl,tg) = S(tg)(’w(tQ) — w(tl)),

I(ti,te) == Fi [ S(ta —t)Xjty.00) )N (v +e2) ()t
0

Then, for 0 < t1 < t3 < 0o, we have

12) -
I(t1,t2) = FiS(t2) [ S(—t )N (v +ez)(t')dt' = I(t1,t2).
t1
Also, note that f(tl,tg) = 0 if t; > to. In the following, we view f(tl,tg) as a function of
to and estimate its X %([0, o0))-norm. We now revisit the computation in the proof of
Proposition ATl for I(t1,t2). In Case (1), we proceed slightly differently. By Lemma 3.5 (i),
Holder’s inequality, and (3.3]), we have
T vvoadedt
(R+) U46Y0(R+ / / X[th > 4
lvallyo=1

< VYo aapa

t,x ([tlv

(¢, M 4 sup

HUHif’;z([tl,oo))' (56)

By (35) in Lemma [3.5] we have

d—2
z <
)50 e+ Dol & Il gy <
Then, by the monotone convergence theorem, (5.6]) tends to 0 as t; — oo.

In Cases (2), (3), and (4), we had at least one factor of z. We multiply the cutoff func-
tion X[, 00) Only on the (ez)-factors but not on the v-factors. Note that ”U” d— Z(R) < .
As in the proof of Proposition [, we estimate at least a small portlon of these z-
factors in ||<V>86zw||L¢tz’z tho0)) 4 =4 %, or d 4+ 2, in each case. Recall that we have
[{V)?ez”|[La ®) < m2 for w € Q.. See Lemma 23] Hence, again by the monotone con-
vergence theorem, we have [[(V)*ez*|| L¢ ([t1.00)) — 0 as t1 — 00 and thus the contribution

from Cases (2), (3), and (4) tends to 0 as t; — co. Therefore, we have

Jim [Tt )] g =0



PROBABILISTIC CAUCHY THEORY FOR THE CUBIC NLS ON R¢ 27

In conclusion, we obtain

L hid lw(tz) —w(ts)l  az2 = lim sup 1t t2)l a2
— 1 T o < i T _ -
tllgnoo ”[(th tz)”L?;’([O,oo);H%) ~ tllgnoo HI(tl’ t2)HX%([O,oo)) 0

This proves (5.5]) and scattering of u*(t) = eS(t)¢* + v¥(t), which completes the proof of
Theorem

6. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF NLS WITH A DETERMINISTIC PERTURBATION

In this and the next sections, we consider the following Cauchy problem of the defocusing
NLS with a perturbation:

{z’@tv +Av=|v+ f?(v+ f) (6.1)

U|t=t0 = Vo
where [ is a given deterministic function. Assuming some suitable conditions on f, we
prove local well-posedness of (6.I]) in this section (Proposition [6.3]) and long time existence
under further assumptions in Section [7] (Proposition [(.2]). Then, we show, in Section [§ that
the conditions imposed on f for long time existence are satisfied with a large probability
by setting f(t) = z(t) = S(t)¢*. This yields Theorem [[.3]

Our main goal is to prove long time existence of solutions to the perturbed NLS (6.1]) by
iteratively applying a perturbation lemma (Lemma [(T]). For this purpose, we first prove a
“variant” local well-posedness of (G.I]). As in the usual critical regularity theory, we first
introduce an auxiliary scaling-invariant norm which is weaker than the X “2* norm. Given
an interval I C R, we introduce the Z-norm by

1
1
oz = (3 NPl ) (62

N>1
dyadic

By the Littlewood-Paley theory and (3.3]) in Lemma [3.5] we have
d—2
Julztry S 10TV T g rumy S iz,
Given 6 € (0,1), we define the Zg-norm by
0 1-6
u = ||u ull 7, .
lullzg (1) = llullZ(pll HX%_Q(I)
Note that the Zp-norm is weaker than the X %—norm:
lull 2y (1) < Co||u||X¥(I)- (6.3)
for some Cjy > 0 independent of I.
First, we present the bilinear Strichartz estimate adapted to the Zg-norm.

Lemma 6.1. Let Ny < No. Then, we have

N

1(1_9)_
2
IPruiPryuzllpz (rxray S <F2> 1P Ny vt ||z (1) [P No w2 lyo 1y (6.4)
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Proof. Given a cube R of side length N; centered at & € N1Z%, let P = zﬁ(D%fO) denote
a smooth projection onto R on the frequency side. Here, 1 denotes the smooth projection
onto the unit cube defined in (L6). By (3.10), we have

IPrurPrP Nyl () < HPN1U1HL4 NPrRP N, sl
<N1 HPN1U1HL4 ) [IPRP N, uslyo(r)

Then, by almost orthogonality, we have

NI

IPxuiPyuzlizz ) ~ (ZHPNlulPRPMWHLz )

N ”PN1U1HZ(I)<Z ”PRPN2u2”§/O(I)> : S PN utll 2P Ny uzllyo(ry.-
R

Then, (6.4]) follows from interpolating this with (3.0]). O

Next, we state the key nonlinear estimate. Given I C R, we define the W*-norm by
1 llwecry = max (K90 Fllgg oy, N9 Fll gz IOV ANl sasns ). (65)
: L (D)

As in the proof of Proposition[4.1], different space-time norms of f appear in the estimate but
they are all controlled by this W¥®-norm. The following lemma is analogous to Proposition
4.1 but with one important difference. All the terms on the right-hand side have (i) two
factors of the Zp-norm of v;, which is weaker than the X*-norm, or (ii) the W¥*-norm of f,
which can be made small by shrinking the interval I.

Lemma 6.2. Let d > 3 and 0 € (0,1). Suppose that s, € R satisfy

s € (84, Serit] and 0<a< (6.6)

s
d—1"
where sq s as in (LII). Then, gz’ven any interval I = [to,t1] C R, we have

3
[T+ ., NZHUJH HHkazg
i=1 N

k#]

I o3l a2 0tz o (U lwscty = 11830 1 )
k=1
]J#k
+ZquHXT(, (Ll 1wy + LIS 1138y + 1))

1 lhys (L sy + IFISER I Iy + 1 e
forall f e WH(I)NY*(I) and v; € X 2" (I), j = 1,2,3, where (v;+ f)* = v;+ f orT; + f.

We first state and prove the following local well-posedness result for the perturbed NLS
(61)), assuming Lemmal[6.2l The proof of Lemma[6.2is presented at the end of this section.
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Proposition 6.3 (Local well-posedness of the perturbed NLS). Given d > 3, let s €
(Sds Serit], where sq is defined in (LII). Let 6 € (3,1) and o € R satisfy (6.6). Suppose
that

[oll jaz2 < B and |[fllysqy < M,
for some R,M > 1. Then, there exists small ng = no(R, M) > 0 such that if

15t = to)vollzyy <m and  |[fllwsa) <

for some n < mny and some time interval I = [to,t1] C R, then there exists a unique solution
ve X551 (I)yNnC(I; 0 (Rd)) to (6.1]) with v(ty) = vg. Moreover, we have

lo—S(t - to)UOHX%(I) St (6.7)

Proof. For 0 € (3,1), we show that the map I' defined by

To(t) := S(t —to)vo — i t St —t N+ f)t)dt (6.8)

to

is a contraction on

d—2 d—2
Bryg={veX 2 (I)NC(I;H 2 ): ”U”dez 2R vl zy(ry < 20}

NGRS
where R := max(R, M). Now, choose
no < R™7-1. (6.9)

In particular, we have ny < R™! < 1. Fix 1 < 1o in the following. Noting that 4770‘ > 3,
Lemma [6.2] with Lemma [3.5] yields

vl az2 () < 1S —to)voll gz ) + 00 = S(E = toJuoll a2
< [lvoll 42 + anR é 2R, (6.10)

and

1
vy =Tl age () < Sllvr —vall e o

for v,v1,v2 € Bg . Moreover, we have
IT]l 2,1y < (1St = to)voll z() +C?72R) (HS(t—to)UoH +C?723)

<n-+ aneR + CUQ_GRl_e + C772R <2

(1)

for v € Br . Hence, I is a contraction on Bg . The estimate (6.7) follows from (6.9)

and (610]). O

We conclude this section by presenting the proof of Lemma Some cases follow
directly from the proof of Proposition .1l However, due to the use of the Zy-norm, we
need to make modifications in several cases.
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Proof of Lemmal6.2. As in the proof of Proposition 4.1}, we need to estimate the right-hand
side of (4.10]) by performing a case-by-case analysis of expressions of the form:

d—2

' //I ) (e ondo (6.11)

where [[vg]lyoy <1 and w; = v or f, j = 1,2,3. Before proceeding further, let us simplify
some of the notations. In the following, as before, we drop the complex conjugate sign and
denote X*(I) and Y*(I) by X® and Y. Lastly, we dyadically decompose w;, j = 1,2,3,
and vyg such that their spatial frequency supports are {|{;| ~ N;} for some dyadic N; > 1
but still denote them as w; = v; or f;, j = 1,2,3, and vy if there is no confusion.

Case (1): vvv case.
Without loss of generality, assume that N; > No, Ns.

e Subcase (1.a): Nj ~ Ny.
By Lemma [6.1] we have

d—2 a=2
‘// d<v>T’U1U2U3’U4dl‘dt‘ S Z le ||PN1'U1PN3U3HL§JC||PN2'U2PN4'U4HL§JC
IxR N1~N4ZN2,Ns

1
N3\ 30-0)-
<X (F2)" IPwunl aalIPracalz Pl 2P oilyo
JRREREEAS

By first summing over No, N3 < N7 and then applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in sum-
ming over N1 ~ Ny, we have

S ||Ul\|X%(I)H1)2||Zg(1)\|vs||zg(1)-

e Subcase (1.b): Ny ~ Ny > Ny.
By Lemma 6.1 and (3.35]) in Lemma B35, we have

d—2 a-2
'// <V>T’U1’U2U3U4dxdt‘ 5 Z Nl 2 ”PN1U1PN3U3Hsz”PN2U2PN4U4Hsz
IxR4 N1~N2>N3,N4 » »

A 1(1-0)-
S X (F) IPwuil e IPasvall [Pavalg 1Pl
N1~N2>N3,Ny !

N3 %(1_9)_ N4 %
) o () s s
N1~N2>N3,Ny ! 2

d—2
X Ny [Pryvall s [P vallyo

Summing over N3 and taking a supremum in Na,
N 42
4 4
Slealzlnlzy 3 (3) * 1Pxconl oz IPrioalys
N1>Ny
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By Lemma [3.6, we have

S villy, azz o2l 2y [lvsll zg l[vallyo < flod] vallzonllvsllzen)-

d—2
XTI

In the following, the desired estimates follow from the corresponding cases in the proof
of Proposition 4.1l Hence, we just state the results.

Case (2): fff case.
Without loss of generality, assume N3 > Ny > Nj.

e Subcase (2.a): Ny ~ Ns.
The contribution to (6.I1]) in this case is at most

d—2
S0 T f U < Wiy

as long as s > %.
e Subcase (2b) N3 ~ Ny > Ny, No.

1
o Subsubcase (2.b.i): N1, Ny < N3 *.
The contribution to (6.I1]) in this case is at most

S V) FIZE, < IAIR=EIF sy

as long as ([@I3) is satisfied and v < 1 — 227s.

1
o Subsubcase (2.b.ii): N 2 N4~ > Nj.
The contribution to (6.11I)) in this case is at most

Sy Flizs . < IFlvs@lF sy
as long as ([A.I3)) is satisfied.

1
o Subsubcase (2.b.iii): Ny, Ny 2 N3 ".
The contribution to (6.I1]) in this case is at most

SIS s < vy
L d+4

t,x

as long as (A.13)) is satisfied.

Case (3): vuf case.
Without loss of generality, assume Ny > Ns.

e Subcase (3.a): N1 2> Ns.
The contribution to (6.I1]) in this case is at most

2 2
Sl a2 KV Fll g2 < ”U”X%Q(I)HfHWS(I)
as long as s > 0.
e Subcase (3b) N3~ Ny > Ny > No.
1
o Subsubcase (3.b.i): Ny =2 Ny '.
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The contribution to (6.I1]) in this case is at most
2 2
Sl a2 KV)* Fll gz < N0l a2 HfHWs(I
as long as (A.14)) is satisfied.

1
o Subsubcase (3.b.ii): No < Ny < N3 '.
The contribution to (G.I1)) in this case is at most

S ||U||i#||f||xly_sa\|<v>sf|| ar2 < ||v||2 ||f|| I v )
as long as ([4.I4) is satisfied.

Case (4): vff case.
Without loss of generality, assume N3 > Ns.

e Subcase (4.a): N1 2> Ns.
The contribution to (6.I1I)) in this case is at most

S ol a2 I£117, a2 < [vll aze HfHWS(I

as long as s > 0.

e Subcase (4.b): N3 > Nj.
First, suppose that Ny ~ N3. Then, the contribution to (6.11]) in this case is at most

S ol a2 V) fllZs < ol e HfHWé(I

as long as s > 4=2
Hence, it remains to consider the case N3 ~ Ny > N7, No.

1
o Subsubcase (4.b.i): Ny, Ny < N3 *.
The contribution to (6.I1]) in this case is at most

S Mol gz IRV AU, < 0l oz IR LA IR

as long as ([@I7) is satisfied and o < 1 — 725s.

1
o Subsubcase (4.b.ii): Ny < N5~" < No.
The contribution to (6.I1]) in this case is at most

S ol a2 V) flTs < vl s

as long as (A.I7) is satisfied.

izt o 19

1
o Subsubcase (4.b.iii): Ny < N3~ < Ny
The contribution to (6.I1I)) in this case is at most

Sl g2 1y IV Fll gz < lloll oz L llys Il
as long as (A7) is satisfied.

o Subsubcase (4.b.iv): Ny, Ny > Nd !
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The contribution to (6.I1]) in this case is at most
< s 12 2
S ol a2 49" 1o < Ml e 1Ry
as long as (A.I7) is satisfied. O

7. LONG TIME EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS TO THE PERTURBED NLS

The main goal of this section is to establish long time existence of solutions to the
perturbed NLS (G.I) under some assumptions. See Proposition We achieve this goal
by iteratively applying the perturbation lemma (Lemma [71]) for the energy-critical NLS.

We first state the perturbation lemma for the energy-critical cubic NLS involving the
X*“7*- and the Z-norms. See [191 [56], 57, B8] for perturbation and stability results on usual
Strichartz and Lebesgue spaces. In the context of the cubic NLS on R x T3, Ionescu-
Pausader [31] proved a perturbation lemma involving the critical X ®eit-norm. Our proof
essentially follows their argument and is included for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 7.1 (Perturbation lemma). Let d > 3 and I be a compact interval with |I| < 1.
a—2

Suppose that v € C(I; H 2 (R%)) satisfies the following perturbed NLS:

i + Av = [v*v + e, (7.1)
satisfying
Iollzt0y + 101 252 gy < (72)
for some R > 1. Then, there exists £g = £o(R) > 0 such that if we have
- _ _ < .
o = w60}l 452 g + el a2 ) <2 (7.3

for some ug € H%(Rd), some tyg € I, and some € < €q, then there exists a solution
u € X%(I) NC(I; H%(Rd)) to the defocusing cubic NLS (LIl) with u(ty) = ug such that

lell a5z ) M0l a2 () < C(R), (7.4)
[lu— vng(I) < C(R)e, (7.5)

where C(R) is a non-decreasing function of R.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume ¢ty = min I. Given small 1 = ¢1(R) > 0 (to be
chosen later), we divide the interval I into subintervals I; = [t;, ;1] such that I = UJL:() I;.

By choosing L ~ (%)4, we can guarantee that
[vllzz;) < e (7.6)
for 7 =0,...,L. By assumption, we also have
_ < .
H6HN¥(IJ_) <e<eo (7.7)

for j=0,...,L.
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e Step 1: Let § € (1,1). We first claim that there exist ng = no(R) > 0 and g9 = g9(R) > 0
such that if

15 = t)vE)llzpry <mo and  lef] a2 €0 (7.8)
for some t, in a subinterval J C I, then there exists a unique solutlon v to (1) on J,
satisfying
3—20
o= S(t = t)o(t)l age < CISE =)ot )G +2lell g2 . (79)
We choose 19 = ng(R) and gy = £¢(R) such that

o K R w1 and g0 K R w1, (7.10)

In the following, we set

D= 180 = )z S and 2= el L < e

Then, proceeding as in the proof of Proposition [6.3] we show that the map I" defined by
t

To(t) := St —t)v(ty) —i [ St —t N (@) )dt' —i tS(t —te(t)dt'. (7.11)

t ta

1s a contraction on
d—2 d—2
Bige = {ve X T ()NCUHT) ol a2, < 2R, [olz0) < 2n+287).

Indeed, by Lemma [6.2] (with f = 0), we have

0,1,9
IToll gz ) < 0] ap2 +Cln+570)2R + 2
< o)l aze + Cn’R+ 2¢ < 2R, (7.12)
and
41 1
_ _ < 1 _ Z _
vy = Poal aze < C(n+e21)R|u vall aze ) S gl —vall e s

for v,v1,v2 € Bg .. Moreover, we have
0z, < (ISt = t)o(t) | 20s) + CPR +€)’
x (ISt —t*)v(t*)llxg( 7
<n+CnPR+Cn* PRV + OnPet=0 + CPRYY < 2(n + 5%‘%),

+Cn*R +¢) 1=

for v € Bry.. Hence, I' is a contraction on Bg,,. The estimate (Z9) follows from (Z.I0)
and (T12]).

e Step 2: Next, we claim that, given €5 > 0, we can choose €; = ¢j(R,¢e2), j = 0,1, in
(C7) and (7.6]) sufficiently small such that we have

1S = t)vt)z,r;) < €2 and  |vllz,0;) < 2. (7.13)

Without loss of generality, assume g9 < 7720, where 19 = no(R) is as in Step 1. Let

h(T) = |S(t — t;)v(t;)| zy(t;,;+-))- Note that h is continuous and h(0) = 0. Thus, we have
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h(7) < 2e9 < g for small 7 > 0. Then, from the Duhamel formula (ZIT]) with (Z.6]), (Z7),
and (7.9), we have

R(T) < |[S(t — t ()|
(7) < IIS( ”)U(])|x¥([tj,tj+ﬂ>

_ — 0
<CR"(e1+e57% + HeHN%_g(I‘))
J

1S(t —t5)v(t;) ||ez([tj i+7])

< ORI L CR(e) + ”e”N#(m)a (7.14)
From (ZI0) with e; < 2, we have
CRl_aag(g_ze) < C(Rn(()ze—1))1—9€2 < 9. (7.15)
Hence, it follows from (C.14)) and (Z.I5]) that
h(t) < 32+ CR'Y(e1 +&0)? < &9 (7.16)

by choosing €; = €;(R,e2) > 0 sufficiently small, j = 0,1. Then, by the continuity argu-
ment, we see that (ZI6]) holds for all 7 < t; 1 —t;. From Step 1 and (Z6]), we have

TN 1-0 0 p1—06
ozt = Il ol 2 < ORI (7.17)
Therefore, (ZI3]) follows from (ZI6) and (ZI7), by choosing £1 = &1(R,e2) smaller if

necessary.

e Step 3: Given g2 = £2(R) > 0 (to be chosen later), it follows from Step 2 that (7.13)
holds as long as €; = ¢;(R) > 0 j = 0,1, are sufficiently small. From Step 1 with (Z.1),

(713), and (T.12), we have

ol a2  <2R (7.18)

as long as ¢; = ¢;(R) > 0, j =0, 1,2, are sufficiently small.
Let u be a solution to the defocusing cubic NLS (II]) with initial data u(t;) given at
t = t; such that

[u(t;) = o(E)]l a5z <& < eo. (7.19)
Let J; = [tj,t; + 7] C I; be the maximal time interval such that
[u = || zy(1;) < 6Coe, (7.20)

where Cj is as in (6.3]). Such an interval exists and is non-empty, since 7 +— [[u—vl| z,(t;.1,+r)
is finite and continuous (see Lemma [A[g]), at least on the interval of local existence of u,
and vanishes for 7 = 0.
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Let w := u—wv. By Lemmal[6.2] (with f = 0) with (7.7), (Z13]), (ZI8), (Z.19), and (7.20)),

we have
ol gz, < hutt) = o(t)] g2+ Cofllol sz, ol olel age
ol agz ol agz ) ellzyc
ol gz ) Tl + el oz,

< 2+ 02(60 + 62)R||w|| (J )’

Taking €; = ¢;(R) > 0 sufficiently small, j = 0,2, such that (g9 + e2)R < 1, we obtain

lwll sz ) < 4e. (7.21)

Hence, from ([6.3]), we have
lwllzy(s) < COHwHX#(Jj) < 4Coe. (7.22)
From (7I8) and (7.2I]), we have HuHX%_z(Jj) < 3R < oo. Then, from (3.4]), we have
||u|| 452 5 < 0. In particular, this implies that u can be extended to some larger interval

J' > J;. Therefore, in view of (Z20) and (7.22]), we can apply the continuity argument and
conclude that J; = I;.

e Step 4: By (7.3)), we have |Ju(ty) — U(tO)HH% < ¢ for some ¢ < gg. Then, by Step 3, we

have Hw”X#(Io) < 4e on Iy = [tg,t1]. In particular, this yields

[u(ts) = v(t2)ll a2 < A4Ce.

Then, we can apply Step 3 on the interval I; by choosing £y (and hence ) even smaller.
We argue recursively for each interval I, j = 2,..., L. Note that, at each step, we make ¢
smaller by a factor of (4C)~1. Since L ~ (%)4 and €1 = €1(R), there are a finite number

of iterative steps depending only on R. This allows us to choose new gy = €¢(R) > 0 such
that, by Lemma [A.4] we have
Jullagz , + ol a2, S LR S COR)
lu—vl| a2 = < LeSC(R,
X2 (I)
This completes the proof of Lemma [Z.1] O

In the remaining part of this section, we consider long time existence of solutions to the
perturbed NLS (6.1) under several assumptions. Given T > 0, we assume that there exist
B,C, M > 0 such that

fllwsry < CHP - and | fllysqoay < M (7.23)

for any interval I C [0,T]. Then, Proposition guarantees existence of a solution to the
perturbed NLS (6.1]), at least for a short time.

Proposition 7.2. Letd > 3. Let s € (Sq, Scrit], where sq is defined in (LII)). Given T > 0,
assume the following conditions (i) - (iii):
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(i) Hypothesis (B) holds if d # 4,
(i) feYs([0,T)) N Ws3([0,T]) satisfies (T.23)),
(i) Given a solution v to (6.1)), the following a priori bound holds:

(7.24)

1ol o,y %22 ey
for some R > 0.

Then, there exists T = 7(R, M, T, s,3) > 0 such that, given any tg € [0,T), the solution v
to (6.1)) exists on [to,to + 7] N[0, T]. In particular, the condition (iii) guarantees existence
of v on the entire interval [0,T].

Remark 7.3. We point out that the first condition in (7.23)) can be weakened as follows.
Let 7 = 7(R,M,T,s,3) > 0 be as in Proposition Then, it follows from the proof of
Proposition [Z.2] (see (Z.27)) and (Z.28]) below) that if we assume that

I lws(to,totm)) < Crl?

for some 7, < 7 instead of the first condition in (Z23]), then the conclusion of Proposition
[[2still holds on [tg,to+ 7] N[0, T]. Indeed, we use this version of Proposition[[.2]in Section
B

Proof. By setting e = |v + f|?(v + f) — |v[*v, (EI) reduces to (ZI). In the fol-
lowing, we iteratively apply Lemma [7.I] on short intervals and show that there exists
T=7(R,M,T,s,) > 0such that (7.1]) is well-posed on [ty, to+7]|N[0,T] for any to € [0,T).

Let w be the global solution to the defocusing cubic NLS (1)) with w(to) = v(to) = vo.
By ([C24), we have Hw(to)HH%_z < R. Then, by Hypothesis (B), we have

HwHL?;Q([O,T}) < C(R,T) < 0.
By the standard argument, this implies that H|V|%wHL(IU.([O ) < C'(R,T) < o for all
tHx )

Schrodinger admissible pairs (¢,7). In particular, we have |lw||z(o.7)) < C"(R,T) < 0o and

[[]]

< V|5 2
)= ||U0HHi5_2 + H| | wHLZ(dsz) 0 T})||ZU||L?’J;2([O’T])

t,x )

d—2
X2 ([0,1]

< C"(R,T) < . (7.25)

Let 6 € (3,1). Given small n > 0 (to be chosen later), we divide the interval [to, 7] into
J = J(R,T,n) many subintervals I; = [t;, ;1] such that

||w||29(1j) ~ 1.

In the following, we fix the value of # and suppress dependence of various constants such
as 7 and n on 6.

Fix 7 > 0 (to be chosen later in terms of R, M, T, s, and () and write [to,to + 7| =
U}],:o ([to, to + 7] N I;) for some J' < J — 1, where [to,to + 7] N 1; # 0 for 0 < j < J" and
[to,to+ 7] NI =0 for j > J.
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Since the nonlinear evolution w is small on each I;, it follows that the linear evolution
S(t —t;)w(t;) is also small on each I;. Indeed, from the Duhamel formula, we have

S(t —tj)w(ty) +Z/St—t )wPw(t')dt
Then, from Case (1) in the proof of Lemma [6.2] with (Z.25]), we have
15t = t)w(t)l zo(1y) < llwllzo(ay) + Cllwl | a2 Hsz@(I <n+C(R,T)ny’

By taking n = n(R,T) > 0 sufficiently small, we have
[S(t = t)wtj) zy;) < 2n (7.26)

forall j =0,...,J — 1.
Now, we estimate v on the first interval Iy. Let 79 = no(R, M) be as in Proposition
Then, by Lemma (1), (C24), and Proposition [6.3] we have

Ioll ase ) < 1S —to)utoll az2 | 4 v =St —to)v(to)l] 4

< R+Cn* % <2R,

X2 (Io)

as long as 2n < ng and 7 = 7(n, o, B) = 7(R, M, T, o, ) > 0 is sufficiently small so that

d—a
1 flws (to,t0+)) < crf <y, (7.27)
where o = a(s) satisfy (G.6)).
Next, we estimate the error term. By Lemma [6.2] with (7.23]), we have

aB
lell a2, < O, M) (7.28)
Given ¢ > 0, we can choose 7 = 7(R, M, T, ¢, a, 5) > 0 sufficiently small so that

lellyaz2 ) <€

In particular, for € < gg with g9 = g9(R) > 0 dictated by Lemma [7.1] the condition (7.3]) is
satisfied on Ij.

Therefore, all the conditions of Lemma [7.1] are satisfied on the first interval I, provided
that 7 = 7(R, M, T,e,a, ) > 0 is chosen sufficiently small. Hence, we obtain

||lw — v||X%_2(IO) < Co(R)e. (7.29)
In particular, we have
||w(t1) — U(tl)Hdez < Cl(R)€. (7.30)

Then, from (7.26]) and Lemma [B.5] (i) with (7.30), we have
15 = t)o(t)ll 2, (1) < 1S = t)w(tr)llzy(ry) + 1S = ta)(wltr) — v(E))llzy )
<2n+ Ci(R)e < 3n

by choosing ¢ = (R, n) > 0 sufficiently small.
Proceeding as before, it follows from Proposition [6.3] with (Z.24)) and (7.26]) that

lv]| . a2 <R+ 0773_29 < 2R,
X7 ()
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as long as 3n < ny and 7 > 0 is sufficiently small so that (7.27)) is satisfied. Similarly, it
follows from Lemma [6.2 with (7.23)) that

lell 252, ) < C (R, M) < e (7.31)

by choosing 7 = 7(R, M, T,e,a, ) > 0 sufficiently small. Therefore, all the conditions of
Lemma [T.]] are satisfied on the second interval Iy, provided that 7 = 7(R, M, T,e,a, 3) is
chosen sufficiently small and that (C1(R) + 1)e < g9. Hence, by Lemma [T.T], we obtain

Jo =l a2 < Co(R)Ci(R)+De.

"z ()

In particular, we have
[w(t2) = v(t2)||  az2 < Co(R)e.

By choosing n = n(R,M,T) > 0 and 7 = 7(R, M, T,e,a, ) > 0 sufficiently small, we
can argue inductively and obtain

lw(ty) = vl a5z < Cj(R)e. (7.32)

for all 0 < j < J', as long as (i) (J' +2)n < np and (ii) € = e(R,n,J) is sufficiently small
such that (C;(R) 4+ 1)e < €9, j = 1,...,J". Recalling that J' +1 < J = J(R,T,n), we
see that this can be achieved by choosing n = n(R, M,T) > 0, ¢ = e(R,M,T) > 0, and
T=7(R,M,T,a,8) =7(R,M,T,s,3) > 0 sufficiently small. This guarantees existence of
the solution v to (T1l) on [to,to + 7).

Under the conditions (i) - (iii), we can apply the above local argument on time intervals
of length 7 = 7(R, M, T,s,() > 0, thus extending the solution v to (GI]) on the entire
interval [0, 7). O

8. PrROOF OoF THEOREM [[.3]

In this section, we prove the following “almost” almost sure global existence result.

Proposition 8.1. Let d > 3 and s € (Sq, Sait]. Assume Hypothesis (A). Furthermore,
assume Hypothesis (B) if d # 4. Given ¢ € H*(R?), let ¢* be its Wiener randomization
defined in (L9), satisfying (LI0). Then, given any T,e > 0, there exists a set Qr. C
such that

(i) P(O5.) <e,
(ii) For each w € QT@ there exists a (unique) solution u to (LI]) on [0,T] with u|i—¢ =

P

It is easy to see that “almost” almost sure global existence implies almost sure global exis-
tence. See [20]. For completeness, we first show how Theorem [[3] follows as an immediate
consequence of Proposition [B11

Given small € > 0, let T; = 27 and gj = 27Je, j € N. For each j, we apply Proposition
[8.1] and construct S~)Tj,€j. Then, let Q. =72, SNITj,aj. Note that (i) P(2%) < ¢, and (ii) for
each w € €2, we have a global solution u to (L)) with ul;—g = ¢*. Now, let ¥ = (J,- Q.
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Then, we have P(X€) = 0. Moreover, for each w € X, we have a global solution u to (L)
with u|i=¢g = ¢“. This proves Theorem [I.3]
The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition [B.11

Proof of Proposition [81l Given T,e > 0, set

1\3
M = M(T,2) ~ [|¢]+ (los - ) (8.1
Defining ©; = Q1(T, ¢) by
Q= {weQ: [|St)¢*lysqo < M},

it follows from Lemma (i) and Lemma 2.4] that
P(QS) < % (8.2)
Given T,e > 0, let R = R(T,§) and M be as in (LI3) and (BT, respectively. With
7 =7(R,M,T) as in Proposition write
EN
[OvT] = U [jT*a (] + 1)7—*] N [OvTL
§=0

for some 7, < 7 (to be chosen later). Now, define 5 by

1
Qg = {” € Q: IS lws (i, 41y < O 5 =0, [T] }
where C'is as in (7.23])). Then, by Lemma [2.2] we have

(]

c w 2(d1+2) < T C
P(5) <> PIS®6° lws(iir. Go1ymp = O ) S —exp | = —————
- T d+2 2
7=0 9l

A=

By making 7, = 7.(||¢]| =) smaller, if necessary, we have

1
S —-aexp(—%) :Texp<—17>.
-
" 272 || gl 272 |81

Hence, by choosing 7. = 7 (T ¢, ||¢|| =) sufficiently small, we have
€

P(05) < 5. (8.3)

Finally, set ﬁTﬁ = QT,% N Q1 N Qq, where QT% is as in Hypothesis (A) with e replaced
by §. Then, from (8.2) and (8.3, we have

P(ﬁ%a) <e.
Moreover, for w € ﬁT,g, we can iteratively apply Proposition and Remark [7.3] and
construct the solution v = v* on each [jr., (j + 1)7], j =0,...,[£ ] — 1, and [[L ], T].

This completes the proof of Proposition Rl d
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Remark 8.2. It is worthwhile to mention that the proof of PropositionR.I]strongly depends
on the quasi-invariance property of the distribution of the linear solution S(t)¢*. More pre-
cisely, in the proof above, we exploited the fact that the distribution of [|S(t)¢“ [lws((to,t0+7.])
depends basically only on the length 7, of the interval, but is independent of ;.

9. PROBABILISTIC GLOBAL EXISTENCE VIA RANDOMIZATION ON DILATED CUBES

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem [[.4l The main idea is to exploit the
dilation symmetry of the cubic NLS (LLI]). For a function ¢ = ¢(x), we define its scaling

¢u by
bu(e) = p~o(u ),
while for a function f = f(t,x), we define its scaling f,, by

fult,x) = p= f(u™2t p ).
Then, given ¢ € H*(R?), we have

=2 g
||¢u||Hs(Rd) = Qo2 ||¢||Hs(Rd)- (9.1)

If s < serit = %, that is, if ¢ is supercritical with respect to the scaling symmetry, then we
can make the H*-norm of the scaled function ¢, small by taking ;4 < 1. The issue is that
the Strichartz estimates we employ in proving probabilistic well-posedness are (sub-)critical
and do not become small even if we take p < 1. It is for this reason that we consider the
randomization ¢“** on dilated cubes.

Fix ¢ € H*(R?) with s € (54, Serit), Where s = % and sg is as in (LIT]). Let ¢“** be
its randomization on dilated cubes of scale p as in (IL.I7)). Instead of considering (L)) with

up = ¢, we consider the scaled Cauchy problem:
i0puy, + Auy, = £|uy,*uy, 9.2)
uu‘tzo = uo,u = (¢")p,

where u,, is as in (L2) and (¢*),(z) := p~1¢*#(p"'z) is the scaled randomization. For
notational simplicity, we denote (¢**#), by ¢;;* in the following. Denoting the linear and
nonlinear part of u, by 2,(t) = 2(t) := S(t)¢;7" and v,(t) == w,(t) — S(t)¢;" as before,
we reduce ([@.2)) to

(9.3)

10y + Avy = vy + 2u* (v + 24)
Uu’t:O =0.

Note that if u satisfies (ILT]) with initial data u(0) = ¢**# then u,, 2,, and v, are indeed the
scalings of u, z := S(t)¢*"*, and v := u — %z, respectively. For u, this simply follows from
the scaling symmetry of (LIl). For z, and v, this follows from the following observation:

E[(sweom), ] (@ = utte T2 Gon(ue) = P G (€) = 5u1,6). (94)
Define T, by
t
T0,(t) = Fi / S(t— YN (v, + 2,)(F) . (9.5)
0
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In the following, we show that there exists g = po(e, |[|@]|gs) > 0 such that, for u € (0, o),
the estimates (A.5) and (4.6) in Proposition A1l (with I' replaced by I',) hold with R = n
outside a set of probability < e, where 13 be as in (5.2)). In view of (LI6), it is easy to see
that

W(D —n)py = (Y"(D — pn)$)u-
Hence, we have

Gt = (M) =Y gn(w)(D = n)oy. (9.6)
neza

Given 7y as in (5.2)) and p > 0, define €y, by

Ql,u = {w eN: HS(t)(b;j’”HLngs,Q(RXRd) < 1mo, q =4, Ggl:f),d—i- 2}.
We also define €5, by

QZM = {w eN: H(bﬁ’”HHs(Rd) < 772}.

_ . 6(d+2)

Now, let €2, = €y, N ,. Noting that 4, =",

Strichartz admissible index ﬂdfjm, it follows from Lemma 23] and Lemma 2.4 with (9.6)
and (@.I) that

U s
P(QC)SCexp<—c )SCexp<—c—>
! [y T 1572

and d + 2 are larger than the diagonal

for 4 < 1. Then, by setting

2 ¢
Ho ~ <—11> ) (9.7)
191+ (log 2) 2
we have
P(y,) <e (9.8)
for € (0, po). Note that pg — 0 as e — 0. Recall that ¢ = 4, 6%[__:—42)’ and d+ 2 are the only

relevant values of the space-time Lebesgue indices controlling the random forcing term in
the proof of Proposition 4.1l Hence, the estimates (4.5]) and (46]) in Proposition A1l (with
r replaced by I';) hold with R = ny for each w € §,. Then, by repeating the proof of
Theorem in Section [0, we see that, for each w € ), there exists a global solution wu, to
@.2) with u|i—0 = ¢p" which scatters both forward and backward in time. By undoing
the scaling, we obtain a global solution v to (ILI) with ul;—g = ¢** for each w € Q.
Moreover, scattering for w, implies scattering for u. Indeed, as in Theorem [[.2] there exists
Uy € H%(Rd) such that
Jim ([, (8) = @) (65" + vip) || ag2 = 0.
Then, a computation analogous to (9.4]) yields

SE(G" +vep) = (SO +v4))
where vy = (vy )1 € H%(Rd). Then, by (@), it follows that
tliglo |lu—S@)(¢“H + vy) HHQEE =0.
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This proves that u scatters forward in time. Scattering of u as ¢t — —oo can be proved
analogously. This completes the proof of Theorem [I.41

APPENDIX A. ON THE PROPERTIES OF THE UP- AND X°®-SPACES

In this appendix, we prove some additional properties of the UP- and X®-spaces. In the
following, all intervals are half open intervals of the form [a,b) and p denotes a number
such that 1 < p < co.

Lemma A.1. Letu =} 22, \ja;, where {\;}52, € (Y(N; C) and a;j’s are UP-atoms. Given
an interval I C R, we can write - x7 as u - x5 = ijl )\jaj for some {)‘j}jzl € ' and
some sequence {a;}52, of UP-atoms such that

SN I (A1)
j=1 j=1

As a consequence, we have
lu - x1llurw) < llullyew) (A.2)
for any u € UP(R) and any I C R.

Proof. With a; = Zk 1 (ﬁk X[y We have
-1k

o0
u-XIZZAjanI ZA Zﬁbk X[ )nr
Jj=1 k=1

j=1
Then, setting Xj and a; by

= (3 )N (A3)

k‘EAj( )

- 1
aj = Z ¢k WX D
(Xrea,m ||¢k||H) A;(D)

where A;(I) is defined by
A ={ke{l,....K;}:[t,_,,thnI#0},

B =

we have u - x5 = Z]O’;l Xj?ij. Moreover, noting that

1 K 1
> lekly)” < (Do lehly)” =1
k=1

k)EAj (I
we obtain (A.]) from (A.3). Finally, by (A.l), we have

o0
lu-xrllur@ <Y I
j=1

for any representation u = » 22, Aja; with {);}52, € ¢Y(N; C) and UP-atoms a;’s. Hence,
by taking an infimum over all such representations of u, we obtain (A2)). O
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Given an interval I C R, we define the local-in-time UP-norm in the usual manner as a

restriction norm:

lullew(ry = igf{HUHUP(R) vl =u}.

Remark A.2. The infimum is achieved by v = u - x; in view of Lemma [A.Tl In the
following, however, we may use other extensions, depending on our purpose.

The next lemma states the subadditivity of the local-in-time UP-norm over intervals.
Lemma A.3. Given an interval I C R, let I = U;’il I; be a partition of I. Then, we have
[e.e]
ullgw(ry < Z [ullge(r;)- (A4)

j=1

Proof. Given € > 0, it follows from the definition of the local-in-time UP-norm that there
exists v; € UP(R) such that v;|;, = u and

5

villor @y < llulluer;) + TR (A.5)

for each j € N. Then, by (A.2]) and (A.5]), we have

ullve(ry < H Zvj “XI; UPR) < Z vj - xr; lor®) < Z v lloe )
j=1 j=1 j=1
< Z [ulloe ;) + € (A.6)
j=1

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, (A.4]) follows from (A.G). O

As a corollary, we immediately obtain the following subadditivity property of the local-
in-time X®-norm over intervals.

Lemma A.4. Let s € R. Given an interval I C R, let I = U]Oi1 I; be a partition of I.
Then, we have

lull xs(ry < Z [ullxsz;)-
j=1

We say that u on [a,b) is a regulated function if both left and right limits exist at every
point (including one-sided limits at the endpoints@). Given a regulated function u on [a,b)
and a partition P = {7y,...,7,} of [a,b): a <711 <--- <7, < b, we defined a step function

up by
(t) u(t), ift= Tj,
U =
P U(Tj-l-), iij <t <Tjyq,

where we set 79 = a and 7,11 = b. In particular, if u is right-continuous, we have up(t) =
u(rj) for 7; <t < 7j11. Note that the mapping P : u +— up is linear.

We allow a = —o0 and/or b = cc.
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Lemma A.5. Let u € UP(R).
(i) For any partition P of R, we have

lupllur@) < llullue - (A7)
(ii) Given e > 0, there exists a partition P of R such that
lu —upllur®) < e (A.8)

Proof. (i) We first claim that, given a UP-atom a, we have |lap||y»g) < 1 for any partition
P. Given a UP-atom a = Zszl Pk—1X[t),_, 1) and a partition P = {71,...,7,} of R, we
have

n

ap = Z a‘(Tj)X[Tj,Tj+1)7 (A.9)
=1

where 7,41 = 0o. Note that we have

a(r5) ¢r—1, if 7j € [ty_1,t;) for some k,
T5 =
/ 0, otherwise.

We can simplify the expression in (A.9) by concatenating neighboring intervals [7;,7j41)
and [7j41, Tj+2) if a(7j) = a(7j4+1) and obtain

Mh

]Z X[TJ[ 7T3e+1)
/=1

for some subpartition {7;,}2, of P, where a(7},) = ¢x_1 for some k or a(rj,) = 0. Note
that, given k € {1,..., K}, there exists at most one ¢ € {1,..., L} such that a(7;,) = ¢r_1
(unless ¢p_1 = ¢p—1 for some k' # k). In particular, we have

A= (EL: latm)li) < (fj Jealy)” =1
=1 k=1

If A =0, then ap = 0. Otherwise, we have ap = Ab, where b is a UP-atom given by

L
b o § a(TjZ)
- . )\ X[TjZ’TjZJrl)‘
=1

Hence, ||ap||yr@) < 1.
Given u € UP(R), write u = 372, Aja; for some {\;}32, € ¢' and some sequence of
{a;}32, of UP-atoms. Then, we have

|up|loe @) =

< INlla)pllor@ <IN (A.10)
j=1

UP(R) j=1

Therefore, we obtain (A7), since (A.I0) holds for any {\;}32; € ¢* and any sequence of
{a;}52, of UP-atoms such that u =372, \;a;.
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(i) Fix a representation u = 22, Aja; for some {)\;}22, € ¢! and some sequence {a; )

of UP-atoms. Then, by setting uy = ijl Aja; for sufficiently large J, we have

= €
o= wslloeey < D2 Nl < 5 (A.11)
J=J+1

Note that uy is a step function with finitely many jump discontinuities. Now, we define a
partition P by setting P = {t € R: uy is discontinuous at t}. Then, by right-continuity of
uy, we have uy — (uy)p = 0. Hence, from (AI]]) and part (i), we obtain
lu —upllor®) < llu—wsllr@) + llus — (w)pllor@) + (v — wr)pllve®)
‘4o + ‘e
< 2 * 2
Note that any refinement P’ of the partition P also yields (A.S]). O

Lemma A.6. Let I = [a,b) C R be an interval. Given v € UP(I) N C(I; H), the mapping
t € 1w |lullyr(az) is continuous.

Remark A.7. It follows from the proof that we need the (left-)continuity of u only in
proving left-continuity of the mapping ¢t € I+ |[ullyr([q,¢))-

Proof. e Part 1: Left-continuity.
Suppose that the mapping ¢ + ||ul|yp([q,)) is DOt left-continuous at ¢ = t. € (a,b). Then,
there exist £ > 0 and a sequence 6,, € (0,t. — a), §, — 0 as n — oo, such that

ulloe((a,t.—80)) < lullve(at.)) — € (A12)
By definition, for any d € [0,t. —a), there exists vs € UP(R) such that vs|q, —5) = u and

€
lvsllor) < llwllos (ot —o) + 7 (A.13)
Moreover, in view of Lemma [A.]], we can assume that vs = vs - X[q,,—s)- In particular, we
have
o) e Kg('s
_ 6,0 § d9,j ) )
vs =D Xja5 =D A D 0 X ey (A14)
j=1 j=1 k=1
where t(;g; < t, —9d. Now, we define an extension v5 of vs onto R by setting ti’g;; = 00 in
j j

Y - -

(A14) if tKJ(_; = t. — d. By continuity of u and vs|(, 4, —5) = u, we have U5(t) = u(t. — 9) for
t € [ty — 0,00). By construction, we have

lvsllor )y = 105l w)- (A.15)

Let v be the extension of u - X[q,) constructed as above with § = 0. Then, by definition

of the UP-norm and Lemma (i), there exists a partition P of R such that

- - €
HUHUP([a,t*)) < H’U”UP(R) < ”UPHUP(R) + ] (A.16)

Since (AI6]) holds for any refinement P’ of P, we can assume that t. € P.
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By uniform continuity of u, there exists dg > 0 such that

luts) —u(t2)lm < & ( (A.17)

€

#P+1)
for any t1,t € (tx — do,ts]. Since U5 = ¥ on (—o0,t. — 0], V(t) = wu(ts) for t > t., and
Us(t) = u(ts — 9) for t > t, — J, we have

vp — (Vs)p = Z (u(ry) — ults — 5))X[Tj77j+1)
TjEP
Tj>tx—0d

= E (u(Tj) — u(t* — 5))X[Tj77_j+1) + (u(t*) — u(t* — (5)))([15*’00).
TjGP
TjE(tx—06,t4)

Then, from (A7), we have

1op — @s)plueey < Y llul(y) = ulte = 8)llm + [[u(t) = ults = 8)l|u
TjGP
TiE(tx—0,tx)
<< (A.18)
3 .

for any ¢ € (0, o).
Finally, from (A.16]), (A.18)), Lemma [A.5] (i), (A.15), (A.13), and (A.12)), we have

~ g ~ g g
lullor ((a,)) < 115, )P lloer) + 15 19s,, loe(r) + 1S lwllte (ja,t,—s,)) + B

< lullor oty = 5
for sufficiently large n such that §,, < dg. This is a contradiction. Therefore, the mapping
t = |lullge(fa,p) is left-continuous at t = ..
e Part 2: Right-continuity.

Fix t, € I and small ¢ > 0. As in Part 1, let vy be the extension of vg = vg - Xlat.)

satisfying (A13). In particular, from (AI3) and (AT5]), we have

~ g
[ollor@) < lullura,ey + 7 (A.19)

Note that vp = 0 on (—o0, a).

Let w = w — vg, where u € UP(R) is an extension of v from I onto R such that w =0 on
(=00, a). Since w € UP(R), we can write w = 3 72, Aja; for some {);}32, € ¢ and some
sequence {a;}32; of UP-atoms. Since w = u — g = 0 on (—00,%], we can assume that
supp(a;j) C (t«,00) for all j. Then, we can choose large J = J(¢) € N such that

3 i< Z (A.20)
j=J+1

Noting that wy := Z}-Izl Aja; is a finite linear combination of characteristic functions, there
exists dp > 0 such that wy is constant on [t,,t. + dp) C I. Define Ay, ¢, and ag by

)\0 = ”wj(t*)”H, (25 = )\al’wj(t*), and ag - — X[t*,oo)(ﬁ-
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Then, define w by w(t) := w(tx) X1, ,00) T 2o jeyr1 Ai@ = Aoao + D5 711 Ajaj. Note that
w =0 on (—o0,t,]. it follows from (A.20]) that

o

@llorry < Aol + D 1N <
j=J+1

9
— A21
: (A.21)

since we have

Ao = HW(t*) - i Aja(ts)

j=J+1

R €
H  j=jt1

> Nag(ts)

j=J+1

H

Here, we used the fact that ||a;||g < 1 for a UP-atom a. By construction, we have supp(w) C
[ts,00). Then, noting that u — vg = @ on (—o0,t, + dy) C I, it follows from (A.I9]) and

(A21)) that
lullrs (gt t8)) < Nollue(atars)) + 1@ue(aters)) < Iollve®) + 10l )

3
< lullye(a,t.)) + 1°

for any ¢ € (0, dg]. Therefore, the mapping ¢ = [|u||y»((q,¢)) is right-continuous at ¢ = t.. [

Lemma A.8. Let s € R and I = [a,b) C R. Givenu € X*(I)NC(I; H*(RY)), the mapping
t € I = [Jul|xs((a,) @5 continuous.

Proof. First, we claim that the infimum in the definition of the local-in-time X®-norm on
an interval [a,t) is achieved by u - X(a,t) for any ¢ < b. Namely, we have
1wl x5 (fa,)) = 111 Xja)llxs (®)- (A.22)
On the one hand, given any extension v on R of u restricted to [a, 1), i.e. v|jay = u, we
have
l[ullxs (@) < 10l @®)- (A.23)
On the other hand, by Lemma [A 1] we have

1w - Xjanllxs @) = 1V Xjapllxs @) < vl xsm)- (A.24)
Hence, (A.22)) follows, since (A.23]) and (A24)) hold for any extension v. Moreover, we have

1

2
lull x5 (fa,0) = 1% - Xja,)llxs®) = ( Z N2S”PNU’X[aﬂf)”?]i(R;Lz))

N>1
dyadic
3
= < Z N28||PNU||%]Z([a,t);L2)> , (A.25)
N>1
dyadic

where the last equality follows from Remark
Let v be an extension of u onto R such that [|v|[xs®) < oo. Given € > 0, we can choose
J € N such that

o] 1

. 2 I
(2222]8”]?2]"[)“2(]2(]&[/2)) < Z

Jj=J
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Then, we have

(A.26)

=] M

= ;
27 2
(ZZ jsHPquHUi([a,t);LQ)) <

i=J
for any ¢ € I. Fix t, € I. By Lemma [A6] for each j = 0,1,...,J — 1, there exists d; > 0
such that

: £
22| IPosullyz (a,ta):22) — P2 ulluz (0t +8):02) | < =3 (A.27)
A([ ) )7 ) A([ ) )7 ) 2J§
for [0] < d;. Then, by Minkowski’s inequality with (A.25]), (A.26)), and (A.27), we have
00 1
. A
1wl xs (fa,t,)) — HUHXS([a,t*—i-&))‘ < <ZQ2J (1P ullyz (a,6.);22) = IPoitulloz (ae+s):L2)) )
=0
1 s 3
< J2 j:&??ﬁ’}_lw ‘||P2juHU2([a,t*);L2) — IPosvllz (o tatsyr| + 5
<e€
for 0 < |0] < min(dy,...,d07—1). This proves the lemma. O
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