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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE GENERALIZED DERIVATIVE

NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION

BEN PINEAU AND MITCHELL A. TAYLOR

Abstract. In this article we study the well-posedness of the generalized derivative nonlinear

Schrödinger equation (gDNLS)

iut + uxx = i|u|2σux,

for small powers σ. We analyze this equation at both low and high regularity, and are able to establish

global well-posedness in Hs when s ∈ [1, 4σ) and σ ∈ (
√

3

2
, 1). Our result when s = 1 is particularly

relevant because it corresponds to the regularity of the energy for this problem. Moreover, a theorem

of Liu, Simpson and Sulem (J. Nonlinear Sci. 2013) establishes the orbital stability of the gDNLS

solitons, provided that there is a suitable H1 well-posedness theory.

To our knowledge, this is the first low regularity well-posedness result for a quasilinear dispersive

model where the nonlinearity is both rough and lacks the decay necessary for global smoothing

type estimates. These two features pose considerable difficulty when trying to apply standard tools

for closing low-regularity estimates. While the tools developed in this article are used to study

gDNLS, we believe that they should be applicable in the study of local well-posedness for other

dispersive equations of a similar character. It should also be noted that the high regularity well-

posedness presents a novel issue, as the roughness of the nonlinearity limits the potential regularity of

solutions. Our high regularity well-posedness threshold s < 4σ is twice as high as one might näıvely

expect, given that the function z 7→ |z|2σ is only C1,2σ−1 Hölder continuous. Moreover, although

we cannot prove H1 well-posedness when σ ≤
√

3

2
, we are able to establish Hs well-posedness in the

high regularity regime s ∈ (2−σ, 4σ) for the full range of σ ∈ (1
2
, 1). This considerably improves the

known local results, which had only been established in either H2 or in weighted Sobolev spaces.
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1. Introduction

In this article we consider the generalized derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation:

(gDNLS)





i∂tu+ ∂2xu = i|u|2σ∂xu,
u(0) = u0,

where u : R × R → C and σ > 0. We will be particularly interested in the case σ < 1, as this

is where Hs local well-posedness is most difficult. We begin with a brief history of this family of

equations, and some of its closely related analogues.

The (gDNLS) equations originate from the study of the so-called derivative nonlinear Schrödinger

equation:

(DNLS)





i∂tu+ ∂2xu = i|u|2∂xu,
u(0) = u0,

which corresponds to (gDNLS) with σ = 1. Physically, (DNLS) derives from the one-dimensional

compressible magneto-hydrodynamic equation in the presence of the Hall effect, and the propa-

gation of circular polarized nonlinear Alfvén waves in magnetized plasmas [50, 51, 58]. It also

appears as a model for ultrashort optical pulses [1, 52], as well as in various other physical scenarios

[8, 36, 61]. Mathematically, (DNLS) also has many interesting features. For example, like the 1D

cubic NLS, it is completely integrable [38]. However, it scales like the 1D quintic NLS, which makes

it L2 critical. Moreover, although at first glance (DNLS) looks to be semilinear, it is known that

uniform continuity of the solution map fails in Hs as long as s < 1
2
(see [4, 65]). Therefore, this

PDE has a clear quasilinear flavour.

In recent years, the (gDNLS) family of equations has seen increasing interest, stemming from the

2013 article of Liu, Simpson and Sulem [48]. One of the original motivations of [48] was to shed

light on the global well-posedness of (DNLS) in the energy space H1, which was an important

open problem. However, in an interesting turn of events, Bahouri and Perelman [3] managed to

prove global well-posedness for the (DNLS) equation before the global well-posedness of (gDNLS)

could be established for any σ 6= 1. In this article we make progress towards resolving one half

of the program of Liu, Simpson and Sulem by proving that (gDNLS) is globally well-posed in H1

for σ ∈ (
√
3
2
, 1). Note that, although completed shortly after each other, our result for σ < 1 and

the σ = 1 result of [3] are completely independent, and the methods used differ quite dramatically.

Indeed, for σ = 1, local well-posedness in H1 has been known for a long time [32], and can be

established by employing a suitable gauge transformation, and standard Strichartz estimates. In

fact, the smoothing properties of the equation are suitable to lower the well-posedness threshold
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to H
1
2 as in [64]. Global well-posedness, however, is considerably harder, as the problem is L2

critical. For this reason, Bahouri and Perelman (as well as Harrop-Griffiths, Killip, Ntekoume and

Vişan [26, 42] in their subsequent work) crucially rely on the complete integrability of (DNLS).

In the case σ < 1, the main difficulties are reversed. Establishing local well-posedness is difficult

because of the lack of decay and roughness of the nonlinearity. On the other hand, one expects

to be able to easily propagate any reasonable H1 local well-posedness theory in time to obtain a

global result. This is because when σ < 1 the problem becomes L2 subcritical, and one expects

to be able to use the conserved energy and mass of the problem to control the H1 norm of a solution.

Another motivation for (gDNLS) is the rich family of soliton solutions, which is actually where the

majority of [48]’s efforts were focused. Assuming a suitable H1 well-posedness theory, the authors

of [48] were able to use the abstract theory of Grillakis, Shatah and Strauss [18, 19] to investigate

the orbital stability of the solitons. However, an H1 well-posedness theory for σ < 1 had not been

known until now.

When σ < 1, one can view (gDNLS) as a prototypical model for a quasilinear dispersive equation

with a rough, low power nonlinearity (see [46] for a KdV analogue). Such nonlinearities in the

context of semilinear NLS type equations are becoming increasingly well-understood [7, 72], and

at modest regularity local well-posedness can usually be proven by a combination of regularization

and perturbative arguments. However, the combination of derivative and low power coefficient in

the nonlinearity of (gDNLS) causes many interesting technical issues, several of which are yet to

be fully understood. One issue for low regularity well-posedness is that the coefficient |u|2σ in the

nonlinearity is less than quadratic in order. Because of this, the smoothing properties of the linear

part of the Schrödinger equation are seemingly not strong enough to directly compensate for the

apparent derivative loss which occurs because of the ux term in the nonlinearity. Another tool to

avoid derivative loss - which has been successfully employed in the case σ > 1 in [25, 31] - is a gauge

transformation. This technique allows one to re-normalize the equation to effectively removes the

worst interactions in the derivative nonlinearity. However, again, it seems one can only directly

apply this method when σ ≥ 1 (i.e. |u|2σ is of quadratic order or higher), as in the case σ < 1

negative powers of |u| eventually appear in the analysis. This is related to the roughness of the

nonlinearity, and will be elaborated on further when we outline the proof of our results.

To contrast, the Benjamin-Ono equation,

(1.1)





ut +Huxx = uux,

u(0) = u0,
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has a similar low power derivative nonlinearity uux, and as with (gDNLS), the linear part of the

equation does not have strong enough smoothing properties to directly compensate for the deriv-

ative loss in the nonlinearity. Nevertheless, H1 well-posedness for this equation was established

several years ago in [68]. One should note, however, that the Benjamin-Ono nonlinearity has a

much nicer algebraic structure than that of (gDNLS) (it is smooth and multilinear), which makes

the equation more amenable to normal form type techniques (such as cubic corrections or a gauge

transformation). Moreover, Christ [11] showed that Schrödinger’s equation with Benjamin-Ono’s

nonlinearity is ill-posed in any reasonable sense, so the analogies between these equations are at

best heuristic. For (gDNLS), our solution to the above difficulties will be to introduce a family of

partial gauge transformation adapted to each dyadic frequency scale and the corresponding paradif-

ferential flow - which removes the portion of the nonlinearity which is large in a pointwise sense, on

a scale which is balanced against the corresponding frequency localization scale of the nonlinearity.

This will then be combined with smoothing and maximal function type arguments to attain the H1
x

well-posedness threshold.

Another novel issue in the study of (gDNLS) is that the nonlinearity has only a finite degree of

Hölder regularity, and so one does not expect to be able to construct smooth solutions from regular

data. In our case, the nonlinearity is only C1,2σ−1 Hölder continuous. We expect therefore to only be

able to differentiate the equation with respect to some parameter “2σ times” to obtain estimates. To

maximize the potential regularity of solutions, we note that the scaling of the Schrödinger equation

suggests that we can convert L2
x based estimates for one time derivative of a solution to estimates

for two spatial derivatives. Therefore, it is advantageous to differentiate (gDNLS) in time rather

than in space, and then convert time derivative estimates into estimates for spatial derivatives of

a solution. After a single time differentiation, we are left with 2σ − 1 degrees of regularity on the

nonlinearity. By working with fractional space derivatives, one expects to be able to prove an energy

estimate for the H1+2σ
x norm of a solution. However, working with fractional time derivatives (after

suitably localizing in time), one expects to improve this further, and prove well-posedness in Hs
x up

to s = 2 · 1 + 2 · (2σ − 1) = 4σ. A similar heuristic argument applies to any dispersion generalized

equation with rough nonlinearity, where one can convert time derivative estimates into estimates on

a certain number of spatial derivatives, perhaps modulo some perturbative terms coming from the

nonlinearity. In general, we expect this heuristic to give rather sharp results, but this is not even

known for semilinear NLS equations with rough nonlinearities [7, 72], and is essentially unexplored

in the quasilinear setting.

Finally, let us recall some basic symmetry properties of (gDNLS) as well as some conservation laws,

which we will use to propagate our local well-posedness result to a global one. First, we have the
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scaling transformation

u(t, x) 7→ uλ(t, x) := λ
1
2σu(λ2t, λx), λ > 0,

which makes the critical Sobolev index sc = 1
2
− 1

2σ
. In particular, the problem is L2 subcritical

when σ < 1. Moreover, (gDNLS) admits the following conserved quantities:

(1.2) M(u) =
1

2

∫

R

|u|2dx,

(1.3) P (u) =
1

2
Re

∫

R

iuuxdx,

(1.4) E(u) =
1

2

∫

R

|ux|2dx+
1

2(σ + 1)
Re

∫

R

i|u|2σuuxdx,

which are the mass, momentum and energy, respectively. Unlike the standard NLS, (DNLS) doesn’t

enjoy the Galilean invariance nor the pseudo-conformal invariance symmetries, the latter being

relevant for avoiding blowup. We also note that a simple change of variables allows us to change

the sign of the nonlinearity in (gDNLS) and arrive at

(1.5) i∂tu+ ∂2xu+ i|u|2σ∂xu = 0.

This latter equation is more common in the study of the solitary waves of (gDNLS).

1.1. Results. The main result of this article is global well-posedness of (gDNLS) in Hs(R) when√
3
2
< σ < 1 and s ∈ [1, 4σ). However, we divide this theorem into a “low-regularity” part and a

“high-regularity” part, to maximize the range of σ. The high-regularity result is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. (High-Regularity) Let 1
2
< σ < 1 and let 2− σ < s < 4σ. Then (gDNLS) is locally

well-posed in Hs(R).

As mentioned, for a restricted range of σ, we can lower the well-posedness threshold down to H1,

where the conserved energy also gives global well-posedness:

Theorem 1.2. Let
√
3
2
< σ < 1 and let 1 ≤ s < 4σ. Then (gDNLS) is globally well-posed in Hs(R).

Remark 1.3. As a special case, Theorem 1.1 shows in particular that we have local well-posedness

in Hs for 3
2
≤ s ≤ 2. Therefore, we recover the only previously known local well-posedness results

for (gDNLS) when σ < 1; namely, we recover the H2 result of [31] and improve the result of [62],

which used weighted Sobolev spaces.

Remark 1.4. In both Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, well-posedness is to be interpreted in the

usual quasilinear fashion, including existence, uniqueness and continuous dependence on the data.

More specifically, given an appropriate Sobolev index s and time T > 0, we first build a function

space Xs
T that continuously embeds into C([−T, T ];Hs

x). We then show that for each u0 ∈ Hs
x there
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exists a unique solution u to (gDNLS) that lies in Xs
T and satisfies u(t = 0) = u0. Finally, we show

that the data to solution map is continuous, even as a map from Hs
x to the stronger topology Xs

T .

Remark 1.5. Since (DNLS) is known to be globally well-posed in H
1
2 , one may wonder why we

only consider Hs well-posedness when s ≥ 1. This is, in fact, not necessary. For each σ ∈ (
√
3
2
, 1),

we expect that technical modifications of our proof should establish Hs well-posedness of (gDNLS)

in a range s ∈ [l(σ), 4σ) with l(σ) < 1 and l(σ) → 1
2
as σ → 1. We avoid doing this for the sake of

simplicity. It remains an open problem to prove well/ill-posedness in H
1
2 for any 1

2
< σ < 1, and to

find the smallest σ ∈ (0, 1) such that (gDNLS) is well-posed in H1.

1.2. History on well-posedness and solitons. There is a vast literature devoted to the well-

posedness of (DNLS), as it took several decades for the regularity to approach current thresholds,

and for global results to emerge. We begin our review with the work of Tsutsumi and Fukuda

[70, 71] who studied the well-posedness in Hs(R) for s > 3
2
by classical energy methods and para-

bolic regularization. The well-posedness in H1(R) was reached by Hayashi [32] by applying a gauge

transformation to overcome the derivative loss, and Strichartz estimates to close a-priori estimates.

The H1(R)-solution was shown to be global by Hayashi and Ozawa [33], as long as the initial data

satisfies ‖u0‖2L2 < 2π. Later, Wu [74] improved this global result by relaxing the smallness condition

to ‖u0‖2L2 < 4π, which is natural in view of the soliton structure.

Below the energy space, there are also many results for (DNLS). Takaoka [64] proved local well-

posedness in Hs(R) when s ≥ 1
2
by the Fourier restriction method. This was complemented by a re-

sult of Biagioni and Linares [4] which notes that the solution map from Hs(R) to C([−T, T ];Hs(R))

cannot be locally uniformly continuous when s < 1
2
. By using the I-method, Colliander, Keel, Staffi-

lani, Takaoka and Tao [13, 14] proved that the Hs(R)-solution is global if s > 1
2
and ‖u0‖2L2 < 2π.

Guo and Wu [23] were later able to strengthen this result by proving that H
1
2 (R)-solutions are

global if ‖u0‖2L2 < 4π. For an incomplete list of well-posedness results for (DNLS) on the torus, see

[28, 54] and references therein.

There are also many works that use the complete integrability of the (DNLS) equation. The break-

through result is [3], which establishes global well-posedness in H
1
2 (R). However, [3] was preceded

by many results - see, e.g., [37, 59, 60] - highlights of which include a global well-posedness result in

the weighted Sobolev space H2,2(R), and progress towards the soliton resolution conjecture. More-

over, although H
1
2 regularity is necessary for uniform continuity of the solution map, it is believed

[42] that complete integrability will help lower the global well-posedness regularity threshold, pos-

sibly all the way to the critical Sobolev space L2. Indeed, the well-posedness threshold has already

been reduced to H
1
6 in [26], substantially improving all previous results. On the other hand, blowup
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for (DNLS) on non-standard domains (for example, the half-line with the Dirichlet boundary con-

dition) is known to be possible [66, 73].

For (gDNLS), the literature on well-posedness is also quite large, though the results are far less

definitive. As mentioned, (gDNLS) was popularized by [48], though well-posedness was not con-

sidered in that article. Possibly the first well-posedness result was by Hao, who in [25] was able

to prove local well-posedness in H
1
2 (R) intersected with an appropriate Strichartz space for σ ≥ 5

2
.

Ambrose and Simpson [2] proved the existence and uniqueness of solutions u ∈ C([0, T );H2(T)) and

the existence of solutions u ∈ L∞([0, T ), H1(T)) for σ ≥ 1. The uniqueness of H1(T)-solutions was

left unresolved, as the proof uses a compactness argument. Existence and uniqueness in H
1
2 (R) was

proved by Santos in [62] for σ > 1, by utilizing global smoothing and maximal function estimates.

A result in weighted Sobolev spaces was also proved in [62] for the case 1
2
< σ < 1, as adding

weights helps compensate for the low power in the nonlinearity. In terms of Hs(R) spaces, [31]

proves local well-posedness in H2 when σ ≥ 1
2
, local well-posedness in H1 when σ ≥ 1, existence of

weak solutions when σ < 1, and certain unconditional uniqueness results at high regularity. See [53]

for more on unconditional uniqueness. The (gDNLS) equation with extremely rough nonlinearities

0 < σ < 1
2
is studied in [45, 47], but not in standard Sobolev spaces Hs.

We now turn to the history on stability of solitons. This is also a vast subject, and (gDNLS) is not

the only generalization of (DNLS) whose solitons have been considered. For the sake of unification,

therefore, let us consider the equation

(1.6) i∂tu+ ∂2xu+ i|u|2σ∂xu+ b|u|4σu = 0, x ∈ R,

which is just a Schrödinger equation with a scale-invariant combination of derivative and power

nonlinearities. Direct calculation verifies that the soliton solutions of (1.6) are given by

uω,c(t, x) = eiωtφω,c(x− ct)

where

φω,c(x) = Φω,c(x)e
iθω,c(x), θω,c(x) =

c

2
x− 1

2σ + 2

∫ x

−∞
Φω,c(y)

2σdy,

and, using the notation γ = 1 + (2σ+2)2

2σ+1
b, the real valued function Φω,c is given by

Φω,c(x)
2σ =





(σ + 1)(4ω − c2)√
c2 + γ(4ω − c2) cosh (σ

√
4ω − c2x)− c

γ > 0, −2
√
ω < c < 2

√
ω,

2(σ + 1)c

(σcx)2 + γ
γ > 0, c = 2

√
ω,

(σ + 1)(4ω − c2)√
c2 + γ(4ω − c2) cosh (σ

√
4ω − c2x)− c

γ ≤ 0, −2
√
ω < c < −2

√
−γ/(1− γ)

√
ω.
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These solitons are, of course, related to the Hamiltonian structure of (1.6), as well as to the con-

servation of mass, energy and momentum, which we leave to the reader to compute.

As expected, the story on soliton stability for (1.6) begins with the (DNLS) equation. Indeed, in

[20], Guo and Wu proved that the soliton solutions of (DNLS) are orbitally stable when ω > c2

4
and

c < 0 by applying the abstract theory of Grillakis, Shatah, and Strauss [18, 19]. Colin and Ohta

[12] removed the condition c < 0 and proved that uω,c is orbitally stable when ω > c2

4
by applying

the variational characterization of solitons as in Shatah [63]. The endpoint case c = 2
√
ω is only

partially resolved; progress was made by Kwon and Wu in [43], but with certain caveats, such as a

non-standard definition of orbital stability. For the study of periodic travelling waves, we refer to

[9, 24, 27, 28] and references therein.

For (gDNLS), the story on soliton stability is much richer. In [48] it was shown that the solitary

waves uω,c are orbitally stable if −2
√
ω < c < 2z0

√
ω, and orbitally unstable if 2z0

√
ω < c < 2

√
ω

when 1 < σ < 2. Here the constant z0 = z0(σ) ∈ (−1, 1) is the solution to

Fσ(z) := (σ − 1)2
(∫ ∞

0

(cosh y − z)−
1
σ dy

)2

−
(∫ ∞

0

(cosh y − z)−
1
σ
−1(z cosh y − 1)dy

)2

= 0.

Moreover, [48] proves that all solitary waves with ω > c2

4
are orbitally unstable when σ ≥ 2 and

orbitally stable when 0 < σ < 1. As mentioned previously, these results are conditional on an

appropriate well-posedness theory; there is also a minor numerical portion to the proof. In the bor-

derline case when c = 2z0
√
ω and 1 < σ < 2, Fukaya ([15], see also [22]) proved orbital instability

of the solitons. This completes the study of orbital stability of the solitons of (gDNLS), except in

the case of the algebraic soliton, which requires special attention [21, 44].

In the case σ = 1, b 6= 0, there are also many works on soliton stability for (1.6), e.g. [12, 16, 28,

29, 30, 55, 56, 57]. On the other hand, there are no results in the case σ 6= 1, b 6= 0, as it seems the

explicit formulas for the solitons were not previously known. We also mention that from the point of

view of low regularity well-posedness, the additional term b|u|4σu in (1.6) is both perturbative and

maintains scaling, so in our usual range
√
3
2
< σ < 1 our proof can easily be modified to establish

global well-posedness in H1, regardless of the size or sign of b. To contrast, recall that the known

proof of global well-posedness in the case σ = 1, b = 0 is somewhat delicate; global well-posedness

could, in principle, fail to persist once the effect of the focusing NLS is added. For state of the art

global results when σ = 1, b 6= 0 we mention [28], which establishes global well-posedness below the

soliton thresholds. In particular, (1.6) in the case σ = 1, b ≤ − 3
16

has been known to be globally

well-posed for some time now, as at this point the energy becomes coercive, after a suitable gauge

transformation.
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1.3. Outline of the proofs. Here, we outline the key ideas in the proof of Theorem 1.1 and

Theorem 1.2. We begin with a discussion of the low-regularity argument. Before describing the

proof, however, it is instructive to discuss why the gauge transformation used in [31] combined with

standard Strichartz estimates will not work. The following discussion is mostly heuristic and for

the purpose of motivation only.

Firstly, by a standard energy estimate, one obtains for (regular enough) solutions to (gDNLS),

(1.7) ‖u‖L∞

T
H1

x
. ‖u0‖H1

x
exp

(∫ T

0

‖u‖2σ−1
L∞
x

‖ux‖L∞
x

)
.

Therefore, one expects to be able to prove suitable H1 bounds for solutions to (gDNLS) as long as

one can estimate the Strichartz norm, ‖ux‖L1
T
L∞
x
. However, applying Strichartz estimates directly

to (gDNLS) leads to a loss of a derivative. Therefore, one might näıvely try to do some sort of

gauge transformation to remove the |u|2σux term in the equation, which is responsible for this loss.

Indeed, if one (formally) defines

Φ(t, x) = −1

2

∫ x

−∞
|u|2σdy(1.8)

and then

(1.9) w = eiΦu,

this leads to an equation for w of the form

(1.10) iwt + ∂2xw = (−∂tΦ+ i∂2xΦ− (∂xΦ)
2)w.

At first glance, it looks like one can prove Strichartz estimates for wx without losing derivatives, to

obtain the corresponding bound for ‖ux‖L1
T
L∞
x
. Unfortunately, if we expand ∂tΦ, we get

∂tΦ = −σ
∫ x

−∞
Re(|u|2σ−2uut)dy

= −σ
∫ x

−∞
Re(|u|2σ−2ui∂2xu)dy − σ

∫ x

−∞
Re(|u|4σ−2uux)dy.

(1.11)

The first term above is problematic. To avoid losing derivatives, we are forced to integrate by parts

off one derivative. However, since |u|2σ−2u is not C1 when σ < 1, this will inevitably introduce

negative powers of u, so this approach will not work.

While the above calculations are not particularly useful for closing low-regularity estimates, they do

clearly identify the main enemies in trying to close Strichartz estimates for the gauge transformed

equation. That is, the portion of u which is small or vanishes will prevent us from closing Strichartz

estimates for w. Therefore, it is natural to try to somehow perform a gauge transformation which

only removes some portion of the derivative nonlinearity |u|2σux, which corresponds to a part of
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u for which u is bounded away from zero. Doing this is somewhat subtle. We can’t simply fix a

universal constant ǫ > 0, and remove the portion of the nonlinearity for which |u| > ǫ. This is

because when the ux factor in |u|2σux is at very high frequency (compared to ǫ), we will still lose

derivatives in the Strichartz estimate. To work around this issue, we perform a paradifferential

expansion of the equation. That is, for each j > 0, we project onto frequencies of size ∼ 2j and

obtain

(1.12) (i∂t + ∂2x)Pju = iP<j−4|u|2σPjux + gj

where gj is a perturbative term. The idea now is to split the coefficient P<j−4|u|2σ = P<j−4|us|2σ +
P<j−4|ul|2σ, where ul corresponds to the portion of u which is bounded away from zero (where the

lower bound depends on the frequency parameter j), and us is the remaining portion of u which is

bounded above by some small j dependent parameter. We then try to do a gauge transformation

by defining

(1.13) Φj = −1

2

∫ x

−∞
P<j−4|ul|2σdy

and

(1.14) wj = eiΦjPju.

This leads to an equation for wj of the form,

(1.15) (i∂t + ∂2x)wj = (−∂tΦj + i∂2xΦj − (∂xΦj)
2)wj + eiΦjgj + ieiΦjP<j−4|us|2σPjux.

The point now is that the negative powers of u that arise in the ∂tΦj term are bounded above

by some parameter depending on the frequency scale 2j. To avoid derivative loss, we would like

this parameter to be as small as possible (i.e. ul should be bounded below by a (j dependent)

constant which is as large as possible). However, we still have to contend with the remainder of

the original derivative nonlinearity, ieiΦjP<j−4|us|2σPjux, which is expected to cause derivative loss

unless us is sufficiently small (depending on j). Therefore, we have to compromise between po-

tential losses incurred by the ∂tΦj term, and the remaining derivative nonlinearity. Unfortunately,

by optimizing the appropriate splitting of u, it turns out that we will still lose 1 − σ derivatives

in estimating the Strichartz norm ‖ux‖L1
T
L∞
x
, and therefore, one only expects to be able to control

‖ux‖L1
T
L∞
x

by ‖u‖L∞

T
H2−σ

x
. As mentioned, while this is certainly an improvement over previous re-

sults [31, 62], this method is not quite robust enough to get well-posedness down to the energy space.

To get H1 well-posedness, we combine this modified gauge transformation (and Strichartz esti-

mates) with smoothing and maximal function type estimates, as in Propositions 2.3 and 2.4. How-

ever, we modify these Strichartz and maximal function norms (see the definition of Y s
T below) to

reflect the loss of 1 − σ derivatives compared to the L∞
T H

1
x norm, as mentioned above. That is,

we build this deficiency into the function spaces where we construct solutions. In particular, the



GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE GDNLS 11

Strichartz (L1
TL

∞
x ) component of the norm involves no more than σ derivatives. Therefore, the

energy estimate (1.7) described above is no longer appropriate to close a priori estimates in H1.

Hence, the energy estimate has to be modified accordingly so that the control parameter (i.e. the

Strichartz component) does not lead to a loss of derivatives (in excess of the H1 norm) in the

Strichartz/maximal function component of the estimate. It is actually this part of the argument

that leads to the restriction on σ, which we will elaborate on later.

Next, we outline the proof of the high regularity well-posedness. As mentioned previously, the

C1,2σ−1 Hölder regularity of the function z 7→ |z|2σ effectively limits the number of times one

can differentiate the equation to obtain Hs estimates. A direct energy estimate, which involves

differentiating the equation s times in the spatial variable (i.e. applying Ds
x to the equation) limits

the range for which one can obtain estimates to s ≤ 2σ. In [31], the authors managed to bypass

this issue in the case s = 2 by instead obtaining an L2
x energy estimate for the time derivative ∂tu.

The point is that doing this only requires one to differentiate the nonlinearity a single time. Once

an appropriate L2
x estimate is obtained, H2

x energy estimates for the solution can then be obtained

by observing that up to an error of size O(‖u‖2σ+1
L∞

T
H1

x
), the equation gives,

(1.16) ‖(∂2xu)(t)‖L2
x
∼ ‖(∂tu)(t)‖L2

x
.

In this article, we generalize this approach to derivatives of fractional order. It turns out that (after

suitably localizing a solution in time), one can morally obtain an estimate (up to a suitable error

term) essentially of the form

(1.17) ‖D
s
2
t u‖L∞

T
L2
x
∼ ‖Ds

xu‖L∞

T
L2
x

where 1 < s < 4σ. The main idea for proving this estimate is a modulation type analysis. Namely,

when the space-time Fourier transform of a solution u (after suitably localizing in time) is supported

close to the characteristic hypersurface (or in the low modulation region), τ = −ξ2, one expects

to be able to directly compare D
s
2
t u and Ds

xu. On the other hand, when the space-time Fourier

transform is supported far away from the hypersurface (or in the high modulation region), one

expects to be able to control D
s
2
t u and Ds

xu in L2
x by a lower order error term stemming from the

nonlinearity of the equation. This latter high modulation control can be loosely thought of as a

space-time elliptic estimate.

With a method for suitably comparing space and time derivatives of a solution in hand, it then

essentially suffices to obtain an energy estimate for D
s
2
t u when u is localized near the characteristic

hypersurface (which is precisely where one expects to be able to compare D
s
2
t u to Ds

xu). Therefore,

in light of the C1,2σ−1 regularity of the nonlinearity, we should be able to obtain Hs
x estimates for

a solution as long as s
2
< 2σ. This explains the upper threshold of 4σ for our result. As hinted at
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earlier, the lower threshold of 2− σ is explained by the fact that such an energy estimate closes as

long as one can control ‖ux‖L1
T
L∞
x
. Our low regularity estimates allow us to control this term by

the L∞
T H

s
x norm of u, as long as s > 2 − σ, where σ lies in the full range (1

2
, 1). This should be

contrasted with the H1 case where we employ a more complicated functional setting and only deal

with a restricted range of σ. For clarity, we have chosen to present our high regularity results in the

simplest possible functional setting, which is why the lower bound of 2−σ appears in Theorem 1.1,

as it comes naturally from our previous estimates. Since 2 − σ < 3
2
when σ > 1

2
, this is a reason-

able lower threshold for the high regularity result (as it encompasses the range for which ‖ux‖L1
T
L∞
x

can be controlled by Sobolev embedding). Nonetheless, we emphasize that the main novelty in

Theorem 1.1 is the upper threshold s < 4σ, which may very well be sharp (up to the endpoint).

1.4. Acknowledgements. We thank Daniel Tataru for several useful suggestions. This material

is based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation under Grant No. DMS-1928930

while the authors participated in the program Mathematical problems in fluid dynamics hosted

by the Mathematical Sciences Research Institute in Berkeley, California, during the Spring 2021

semester.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we settle notation and recall some standard tools.

2.1. Littlewood-Paley decomposition. First, we recall the standard Littlewood-Paley decom-

position. For this, let φ0 be a radial function in C∞
0 (R) that satisfies

0 ≤ φ0 ≤ 1, φ0(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≤ 1, φ0(ξ) = 0 for |ξ| ≥ 7

6
.

Let φ(ξ) := φ0(ξ)− φ0(2ξ). For j ∈ Z, define

P̂≤jf(ξ) = φ0(2
−jξ)f̂(ξ),

P̂jf(ξ) = φ(2−jξ)f̂(ξ).

We will denote P>j = I − P≤j, where I is the identity. Similarly, we define P[a,b] =
∑

a≤j≤b Pj .

We will also use the notation P̃j, P̃<j, P̃>j to denote a slightly enlarged or shrunken frequency

localization. For example, we may denote P[j−3,j+3] by P̃j .

Next, we recall a useful bookkeeping device. Following [34, 67], we denote by L(φ1, . . . , φn) a

translation invariant expression of the form

L(φ1, . . . , φn)(x) =

∫
K(y)φ1(x+ y1) · · ·φn(x+ yn)dy,

where K ∈ L1. Of interest is the following Leibniz type rule from [34, 67] which will make certain

commutator expressions simpler to estimate:
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Lemma 2.1. (Leibniz rule for Pj). We have the commutator identity

(2.1) [Pj, f ]g = L(∂xf, 2
−jg).

2.2. Frequency envelopes. One way we will employ the Littlewood-Paley projections is to define

frequency envelopes, which are another nice bookkeeping device introduced by Tao [67]. To define

these, suppose we are given a Sobolev type space X such that

(2.2) ‖P≤0u‖2X +

∞∑

j=1

‖Pju‖2X ∼ ‖u‖2X .

A frequency envelope for u in X is a positive sequence (aj)j∈N0 such that

(2.3) ‖P≤0u‖X . a0‖u‖X , ‖Pju‖X . aj‖u‖X,
∞∑

j=0

a2j . 1.

We say that a frequency envelope is admissible if a0 ≈ 1 and it is slowly varying, meaning that

aj ≤ 2δ|j−k|ak, j, k ≥ 0, 0 < δ ≪ 1.

An admissible frequency envelope always exists, say by

(2.4) aj = 2−δj + ‖u‖−1
X max

k≥0
2−δ|j−k|‖Pku‖X .

In (2.4) - and in the definitions of the Xs
T and Hs

x frequency envelope formulas defined later - there

is a slight notational conflict, and P0u should really be interpreted as P≤0u.

Remark 2.2. Frequency envelopes will be particularly convenient for expediting the proof of con-

tinuous dependence later on.

2.3. Strichartz and maximal function estimates. Next we recall some standard linear esti-

mates for the Schrödinger equation on the line, which will play a key role in our analysis. We begin

with the relevant maximal function and Strichartz estimates for the linear Schrödinger flow:

Proposition 2.3. (Homogeneous Strichartz and maximal function estimates) For v ∈ S(R), θ ∈
[0, 1] and T ∈ (0, 1), we have for j > 0

‖eit∂2
xv‖

L
4
θ
T
L

2
1−θ
x

. ‖v‖L2,

‖eit∂2
xPjv‖

L
2

1−θ
x L

2
θ
T

. 2j(
1
2
−θ)‖v‖L2.

(2.5)

Proof. See [41, Lemma 3.1]. �

We will also need the inhomogeneous versions of these estimates. Here Ds
x := |∂x|s, 〈Dx〉s :=

(1 + |∂x|2)
s
2 , and |∂x| := H∂x where H is the Hilbert transform, Ĥu = −isgn(ξ)û. We further note

that both Propositions 2.3 and 2.4 hold for j = 0, with the interpretation P0 = P≤0.
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Proposition 2.4. (Inhomogeneous Strichartz and maximal function estimates) For f ∈ S(R2),

θ ∈ [0, 1] and T ∈ (0, 1), we have for j > 0
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∂2
xf(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L

4
θ
T
L

2
1−θ
x

. ‖f‖
L
( 4
θ
)′

T
L
( 2
1−θ

)′

x

,

∥∥∥∥〈Dx〉
θ
2

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∂2
xf(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L∞

T
L2
x

. ‖f‖
L
p(θ)
x L

q(θ)
T

,

∥∥∥∥D
1+θ
2

x

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∂2
xf(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L∞
x L2

T

. ‖f‖
L
p(θ)
x L

q(θ)
T

,

∥∥∥∥〈Dx〉
θ
2

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∂2
xPjf(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L2
xL

∞

T

. 2
j
2‖f‖

L
p(θ)
x L

q(θ)
T

,

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∂2
xPjf(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L

2
1−θ
x L

2
θ
T

. 2j(
1
2
−θ)‖f‖L1

T
L2
x
,

(2.6)

where

1

p(θ)
=

3 + θ

4
,

1

q(θ)
=

3− θ

4
.(2.7)

Proof. See [41, Lemma 3.4 and Remark 3.7]. �

The following fractional Leibniz rules will also be useful for some of the following estimates:

Proposition 2.5. Let α ∈ (0, 1), α1, α2 ∈ [0, α], p, p1, p2, q, q1, q2 ∈ (1,∞) satisfy α1 + α2 = α and
1
p
= 1

p1
+ 1

p2
, 1

q
= 1

q1
+ 1

q2
. Then

(2.8) ‖Dα
x (fg)−Dα

xfg − fDα
xg‖Lp

xL
q
T
. ‖Dα1

x f‖Lp1
x L

q1
T
‖Dα2

x g‖Lp2
x L

q2
T
.

The endpoint cases q1 = ∞, α1 = 0 as well as (p, q) = (1, 2) are also allowed.

Proof. See [39, Lemma 2.6] or [41, Lemma 3.8]. �

Another variant of the fractional Leibniz rule for Lp
x spaces is as follows:

Proposition 2.6. Let α ∈ (0, 1), α1, α2 ∈ (0, α) and p ∈ [1,∞), 1 < p1, p2 <∞ satisfy α1+α2 = α

and 1
p
= 1

p1
+ 1

p2
. Then

(2.9) ‖Dα
x (fg)−Dα

xfg − fDα
xg‖Lp

x
. ‖Dα1

x f‖Lp1
x
‖Dα2

x g‖Lp2
x
.

The endpoint case α2 = 0, 1 < p2 ≤ ∞ is also allowed if p > 1.

Proof. See [39, Lemma 2.6]. �

Next, we need a vector-valued Moser type estimate which will be convenient when derivatives fall

on |u|2σ.
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Proposition 2.7. Let F ∈ C1(C). Let α ∈ (0, 1), p, q, p1, p2, q2 ∈ (1,∞) and q1 ∈ (1,∞] with

(2.10)
1

p
=

1

p1
+

1

p2
,

1

q
=

1

q1
+

1

q2
.

Then

(2.11) ‖Dα
xF (u)‖Lp

xL
q
T
. ‖F ′(u)‖Lp1

x L
q1
T
‖Dα

xu‖Lp2
x L

q2
T
.

Proof. See Theorem A.6 of [40]. �

We also recall the scalar version of the above estimate,

Proposition 2.8. Let F ∈ C1(C), u ∈ L∞(R), α ∈ (0, 1), 1 < p, q, r <∞, and 1
r
= 1

p
+ 1

q
. Then

(2.12) ‖Dα
xF (u)‖Lr . ‖F ′(u)‖Lp‖Dα

xu‖Lq .

Proof. See [10], Proposition 3.1. �

We will also make use of not only the standard Bernstein estimates (see, for example, [69, (A.2)-

(A.6), page 333]) but the following vector-valued version:

Proposition 2.9. Let 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞, j > 0 and s ∈ R. Then we have

(2.13) ‖Ds
xPju‖Lp

xL
q
T
∼ 2js‖Pju‖Lp

xL
q
T
.

Proof. Let P̃j have corresponding multiplier φ̃j, where, as in the preliminaries on Littlewood-Paley

theory, we have φ̃j(ξ) = φ̃(2−jξ). Notice that

Ds
x(P̃jPju) = (Ds

xF−1φ̃j) ∗ Pju.

For each x, we have the inequality

‖Ds
xPju‖Lq

T
≤ |Ds

xF−1φ̃j| ∗ ‖Pju‖Lq
T
.

Hence, applying Lp
x and Young’s inequality, we have

‖Ds
xPju‖Lp

xL
q
T
≤ ‖Ds

xF−1φ̃j‖L1
x
‖Pju‖Lp

xL
q
T
. 2js‖Pju‖Lp

xL
q
T
.

On the other hand,

2js‖Pju‖Lp
xL

q
T
= 2js‖D−s

x Ds
xPju‖Lp

xL
q
T
. ‖Ds

xPju‖Lp
xL

q
T
.

�
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2.4. A useful lemma. Finally, we need a Hölder estimate, which we will use to extract all of the

C1,2σ−1-regularity that our nonlinearity offers. We will use this lemma, e.g., when derivatives fall

on |u|2σ−2u, or more generally on terms with regularity C0,α for 0 < α < 1.

To set notation, for α ∈ (0, 1] and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ define the Hölder space Λ̇p
α(R) by

‖u‖Λ̇p
α
:= sup

|h|>0

‖u(·+ h)− u(·)‖Lp

|h|α .(2.14)

This is just the usual homogeneous Hölder space Ċ0,α when p = ∞.

Lemma 2.10. Suppose that F ∈ Ċ0,α(C). Then for every 0 < β < α < 1, p ∈ [1,∞] with αp ≥ 1,

we have

(2.15) ‖F (u)‖Λ̇p
β
. ‖F‖Ċ0,α‖u‖α

W
β
α ,pα

.

Proof. We have

|F (u(x+ h))− F (u(x))|
|h|β =

|F (u(x+ h))− F (u(x))|
|u(x+ h)− u(x)|α

(
|u(x+ h)− u(x)|

|h| βα

)α

≤ ‖F‖Ċ0,α

(
|u(x+ h)− u(x)|

|h| βα

)α

.

(2.16)

Hence,

‖F (u)‖Λ̇p
β
≤ ‖F‖Ċ0,α sup

|h|>0

‖
(
|u(x+ h)− u(x)|

|h| βα

)α

‖Lp

≤ ‖F‖Ċ0,α‖u‖αΛ̇pα
β
α

. ‖F‖Ċ0,α‖u‖α
W

β
α ,pα

(2.17)

where the last line follows from a standard embedding (c.f. [69, Exercise A.21]). �

We also have the following very useful corollary of the above lemma which we will use extensively.

Corollary 2.11. Suppose that F ∈ Ċ0,α(C) with F (0) = 0. Then for every 0 < β < α < 1,

p ∈ [1,∞] with αp ≥ 1 and ǫ ∈ (0, α− β), we have

(2.18) ‖F (u)‖W β,p .ǫ ‖F‖Ċ0,α‖u‖α
W

β
α+ǫ,pα

.

Proof. This follows from the embedding (c.f. [69, Exercise A.21]),

(2.19) ‖F (u)‖W β,p .ǫ ‖F (u)‖Lp + ‖F (u)‖Λ̇p
β+αǫ

and Lemma 2.10 as well as the fact that

(2.20) ‖F (u)‖Lp . ‖F‖Ċ0,α‖u‖αLpα.
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�

Remark 2.12. It is easy to see that F (z) = z|z|2σ−2 meets the hypothesis of the above corollary

(c.f. [17, Lemma 2.4]). The price to pay when using Corollary 2.11 is that there is a sort of “loss of

regularity” when derivatives fall on F (u) in the sense that a derivative of order 0 < s < 2σ− 1 will

be amplified by a factor of 1
2σ−1

.

3. Low regularity estimates

Now, we proceed with the proof of Theorem 1.2. By the scaling symmetry uλ(t, x) := λ
1
2σ u(λ2t, λx),

we see that the L2
x norm is subcritical with respect to scaling. Hence, we will assume without loss

of generality throughout that for some small 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 the initial data satisfies ‖u0‖Hs
x
≤ ǫ. We

then will obtain local well-posedness on the time interval [−T, T ] where T . 1 is fixed.

3.1. Function spaces. We now define the spaces where we seek solutions. To begin, we define our

baseline Strichartz type space Y 0
T via

(3.1)

‖u‖Y 0
T
:=

(∑

j>0

‖PjD
σ−1
x u‖2L4

T
L∞
x

) 1
2

+

(∑

j>0

‖PjD
σ− 1

2
x u‖2L∞

x L2
T

) 1
2

+

(∑

j>0

‖PjD
σ− 3

2
x u‖2L2

xL
∞

T

) 1
2

+‖P≤0u‖L2
xL

∞

T
.

Then we define the space X0
T by:

(3.2) ‖u‖X0
T
:=

(∑

j>0

‖Pju‖2L∞

T
L2
x

) 1
2

+ ‖P≤0u‖L∞

T
L2
x
+ ‖u‖Y 0

T
.

For higher Sobolev indices, s ≥ 0, we define the spaces Xs
T and Y s

T by

(3.3) ‖u‖Y s
T
:= ‖〈Dx〉su‖Y 0

T
, ‖u‖Xs

T
:= ‖〈Dx〉su‖X0

T
.

One should observe that we trivially have ‖u‖C([−T,T ];Hs
x) ≤ ‖u‖Xs

T
.

Remark 3.1. One might wonder why the above Y s
T space is not defined in a more standard way,

where one replaces σ with 1. Indeed, one can see from the proof of the following estimates that by

using this stronger norm, one will incur a loss of 1−σ derivatives in excess of the L∞
T H

s
x norm. The

function spaces defined above account for this loss.

Finally, it will be convenient to define the weaker norm Ss
T which just involves the purely Strichartz

components of the Xs
T norm. Namely,

(3.4) ‖u‖Ss
T
= ‖P≤0u‖L∞

T
L2
x
+

(∑

j>0

‖Pj〈Dx〉su‖2L∞

T
L2
x

) 1
2

+

(∑

j>0

‖Pj〈Dx〉s−1+σu‖2L4
T
L∞
x

) 1
2

.

The behavior of the S1
T norm will be relevant for continuing a local solution to a global one when

σ ∈ (
√
3
2
, 1) in both the low and high regularity regimes.
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3.2. Xs
T frequency envelopes. It is easy to see that for s ≥ 0, we have

(3.5) ‖P≤0u‖2Xs
T
+

∞∑

j=1

‖Pju‖2Xs
T
∼ ‖u‖2Xs

T
.

Hence, for u ∈ Xs
T , we use bj to denote the Xs

T frequency envelope for u defined by

(3.6) bj = 2−δj + ‖u‖−1
Xs

T
max
k≥0

2−δ|j−k|‖Pku‖Xs
T

where δ is some small, but fixed, positive parameter. Similarly, for v ∈ Hs
x, we use aj to denote the

Hs
x frequency envelope for v defined by

(3.7) aj = 2−δj + ‖v‖−1
Hs

x
max
k≥0

2−δ|j−k|‖Pkv‖Hs
x
.

Unless otherwise stated, Xs
T and Hs

x frequency envelopes will always be defined by the above for-

mulae.

Remark 3.2. In an identical fashion, one can also define Ss
T frequency envelopes.

Next, we state a technical lemma which will be useful for tracking the contributions of the rough

part of the nonlinearity in (gDNLS) when derivatives fall on it.

Lemma 3.3. (Moser type estimate) Let s ∈ [1, 3
2
], σ ∈ (1

2
, 1), 0 < T . 1 and let bj be a Xs

T

frequency envelope for u. Write α = s− 1 + σ < 2σ. For j > 0, we have the following Moser type

estimate,

(3.8) ‖Dα
xPj |u|2σ‖L2

T
L∞
x
. bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖u‖Xs
T
.

Proof. There are two cases to consider. First assume α > 1. We have

‖Dα
xPj(|u|2σ)‖L2

T
L∞
x
. ‖PjD

α−1
x (|u|2σ−2uux)‖L2

T
L∞
x

. ‖PjD
α−1
x (P<j−4(|u|2σ−2u)ux)‖L2

T
L∞
x
+ ‖PjD

α−1
x (P≥j−4(|u|2σ−2u)ux)‖L2

T
L∞
x
.

(3.9)

For the first term, we have by Bernstein,

‖PjD
α−1
x (P<j−4(|u|2σ−2u)ux)‖L2

T
L∞
x
= ‖PjD

α−1
x (P<j−4(|u|2σ−2u)P̃jux)‖L2

T
L∞
x

. 2j(α−1)‖u‖2σ−1
L∞

T
L∞
x
‖P̃jux‖L2

T
L∞
x

. ‖u‖2σ−1
S1
T

‖Dα
x P̃ju‖L2

T
L∞
x

. bj‖u‖2σ−1
S1
T

‖u‖Xs
T
.

(3.10)
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For the second term, we have for δ > 0 small (under the additional assumption that 2−δj . bj)

‖PjD
α−1
x (P≥j−4(|u|2σ−2u)ux)‖L2

T
L∞
x
. 2j(α−1)‖P≥j−4(|u|2σ−2u)ux‖L2

T
L∞
x

. 2j(α−1)‖P≥j−4(|u|2σ−2u)‖L4
T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L4

T
L∞
x

. bj‖Dα−1+δ
x (|u|2σ−2u)‖L4

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L4

T
L∞
x

. bj‖Dα−1+δ
x (|u|2σ−2u)‖L4

T
L∞
x
‖u‖Xs

T
.

(3.11)

It now suffices to show that

‖Dα−1+δ
x (|u|2σ−2u)‖L4

T
L∞
x
. ‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

.

For this we fix ǫ > 0 small and invoke Corollary 2.11 and the fact that 2σ − 1 < 1,

‖Dα−1+δ
x (|u|2σ−2u)‖L4

T
L∞
x
.T ‖〈Dx〉

α−1+δ+ǫ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L4
T
L∞
x

. ‖u‖2σ−1
S1
T

(3.12)

where in the last line we take ǫ, δ small enough and used that α−1
2σ−1

< σ when s ∈ [1, 3
2
] and σ ∈ (1

2
, 1).

This handles the case α > 1. Next, we assume 0 < α ≤ 1. For this, we write

(3.13) Pj |u|2σ = Pj|P<ju|2σ + Pj(|u|2σ − |P<ju|2σ).

We have for the first term,

‖Dα
xPj |P<ju|2σ‖L∞

x
. 2j(α−1)‖Pj(|P<ju|2σ−2P<juP<jux)‖L∞

x

. 2j(α−1)‖Pj(P<j−4(|P<ju|2σ−2P<ju)P̃jux)‖L∞
x

+ 2j(α−1)‖Pj(P≥j−4(|P<ju|2σ−2P<ju)P<jux)‖L∞
x

. ‖u‖2σ−1
L∞
x

‖P̃jD
α
xu‖L∞

x
+ 2−jδ‖D2δ

x (|P<ju|2σ−2P<ju)‖L∞
x
‖Dα−1−δ

x ux‖L∞
x
.

(3.14)

Hence, by taking δ small enough, using Corollary 2.11, and the fact that 2−jδ . bj , we obtain

(3.15) ‖Dα
xPj|P<ju|2σ‖L2

T
L∞
x
.T bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖u‖Xs
T
.

Next, we estimate

‖PjD
α
x (|u|2σ − |P<ju|2σ)‖L2

T
L∞
x
. 2jα‖u‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x

∑

k≥j

‖Pku‖L2
T
L∞
x

. ‖u‖2σ−1
S1
T

‖u‖Xs
T

∑

k≥j

2−α|k−j|bk

. bj‖u‖2σ−1
S1
T

‖u‖Xs
T

(3.16)

where in the last line, we used the slowly varying property of bj . This completes the proof. �
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Remark 3.4. By repeating the proof almost verbatim, and taking bj instead to be a Ss
T frequency

envelope for u, we can modify the conclusion of the lemma to

(3.17) ‖Dα
xPj|u|2σ‖L2

T
L∞
x
. bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖u‖Ss
T
.

Remark 3.5. The ‖u‖2σ−1
S1
T

coefficient in the estimate (3.8) could be optimized in terms of the

parameters s and σ. We do not pursue this, for the sake of simplicity and also because it does not

improve any of the later estimates in an important way.

3.3. Uniform bounds. In this subsection, we prove a priori estimates for solutions to (gDNLS).

First, we prove uniform Xs
T bounds:

Proposition 3.6. Let 0 < ǫ ≪ 1, s ∈ [1, 3
2
], σ ∈ (

√
3
2
, 1) and let u0 ∈ Hs

x with ‖u0‖Hs
x
≤ ǫ. Let

T . 1. Suppose u ∈ Xs
T solves the equation,

(3.18)





(i∂t + ∂2x)u = i|u|2σ∂xu,
u(0) = u0.

Furthermore, let aj and bj be a Hs
x and Xs

T frequency envelope for u0 and u (on the time interval

[0, T ]), respectively, as defined in Section 3.2. Then we have the following Xs
T estimates for j > 0,

a) (Frequency localized Xs
T bound)

‖Pju‖Xs
T
.‖u‖

S1
T

aj‖u0‖Hs
x
+ T

1
2 bj(1 + ‖u‖4σS1

T
)‖u‖Xs

T
+ T

1−σ
2 bj‖u‖σX1

T
‖u‖Xs

T
.(3.19)

b) (Uniform Xs
T bound)

(3.20) ‖u‖Xs
T
.‖u‖

X1
T

‖u0‖Hs
x
≤ ǫ.

We will also need the following result:

Proposition 3.7. Let 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 and σ, T and s be as in Proposition 3.6. Suppose v ∈ X0
T is a

solution to the equation,

(3.21)





(i∂t + ∂2x)v = i|w|2σ∂xv + g∂xav + g∂xav,

v(0) = v0,

for some w ∈ X1
T solving (gDNLS) (with possibly different initial data), g ∈ Z := ZT := L

2
2σ−1
x L∞

T ∩
L∞
T W

3
4σ

− 1
2
+ǫ,∞

x ∩ L4
TW

3
2
−σ+ǫ,∞

x and a ∈ X1
T , all with sufficiently small norm ≪ 1. Then v satisfies

the bound

(3.22) ‖v‖X0
T
. ‖v0‖L2 .
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Remark 3.8. In practice g will correspond to terms which are of similar regularity to the term

|u|2σ−1. For such terms to lie in Z (specifically the latter two components of this norm), we will

need σ >
√
3
2
. This will be elaborated on later in the proof.

Remark 3.9. Proposition 3.7 will be useful for establishing difference estimates for solutions in

the weaker topology, X0
T . This will allow us to show uniqueness for X1

T solutions, and to prove a

weak Lipschitz type bound for the solution map.

We begin with the proof of Proposition 3.6. We divide the relevant estimates into two parts. First,

we control the Y s
T component of the norm. Then we do an energy type estimate to control the

L∞
T H

s
x component. For this purpose, we have the following lemmas:

Lemma 3.10. (Y s
T estimate) Let s ∈ [1, 3

2
], σ ∈ (1

2
, 1) and let u, T , aj and bj be as in Proposi-

tion 3.6. Then for j > 0 we have

‖Pju‖Y s
T
.‖u‖

S1
T

aj‖u0‖Hs
x
+ T

1
2 bj(1 + ‖u‖4σS1

T
)‖u‖Xs

T
.(3.23)

Lemma 3.11. (L∞
T H

s
x estimate) Let s, σ, T, aj , bj and u be as in Proposition 3.6. Then for j > 0

we have

‖Pju‖L∞

T
Hs

x
. aj‖u0‖Hs

x
+ T

1−σ
2 bj‖u‖σX1

T
‖u‖Xs

T
.(3.24)

Proof. We begin with the proof of Lemma 3.10. For this purpose, let us apply Pj to (3.18) and

write

(i∂t + ∂2x)uj = iP<j−4|u|2σ∂xuj + gj(3.25)

where

(3.26) gj = iPj(P≥j−4|u|2σ∂xu) + i[Pj , P<j−4|u|2σ]∂xu.

The term

(3.27) iP<j−4|u|2σ∂xuj
which corresponds to the worst interactions between ∂xu and |u|2σ is non-perturbative, and can

lead to loss of derivatives in the Y s
T estimates for uj. It is desirable to remove as much of this

bad interaction as possible. As mentioned earlier, one might try to remove it entirely with a gauge

transformation, but this will not work, because the function z 7→ |z|2σ is not smooth enough. For-

tunately, in some sense, formally, the worst terms introduced by a gauge transformation are only

poorly behaved when u is small (i.e. sufficiently close to 0). On the other hand, if u is sufficiently

small (on a scale depending on j), then we expect to be able to treat the associated part of the

term (3.27) perturbatively. One then expects to be able to remove the other part (in which u is

bounded away from zero) with a gauge transformation, and gain some mileage.
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With this strategy in mind, let ϕ be a smooth compactly supported function on R with ϕ = 1

on the unit interval and zero outside (−2, 2). Likewise, define χ = 1 − ϕ. We want to tailor these

functions to a particular frequency, which we do by defining the rescaled functions ϕj(x) = ϕ(2jx)

and χj(x) = χ(2jx). Next, we further rewrite (3.25) as the following equation,

(i∂t + ∂2x)uj = iP<j−4[χj(|u|2)|u|2σ]∂xuj + iP<j−4[ϕj(|u|2)|u|2σ]∂xuj + gj.(3.28)

Remark 3.12. One might wonder whether one can modify the 2j scale in the definition of ϕj to 2jα

for some α > 0. It turns out that α = 1 is the optimal choice, as one can ascertain from repeating

the estimates below with this new parameter α. This optimization is obtained by balancing the

contributions from the terms I1j and I3j in the below estimates.

Now, we do a partial gauge transformation to remove iP<j−4[χj(|u|2)|u|2σ]∂xuj, which corresponds

to the part of (3.27) for which the coefficient |u|2σ is bounded below by 2−jσ. Indeed, define

(3.29) Φj(t, x) := −1

2
P<j−4∂

−1
x [χj(|u|2)|u|2σ]

where

(3.30) (∂−1
x f)(x) :=

∫ x

−∞
f(y)dy

and then define

(3.31) wj := uje
iΦj .

Before proceeding, we need the following technical estimate which relates uj to wj .

Lemma 3.13. Let S refer to any of the four spaces, L∞
T L

2
x, L

∞
x L

2
T , L

2
xL

∞
T , or L4

TL
∞
x . Let β ∈ (−1, 1)

and 0 < ǫ≪ 1. Then for j > 0, we have

(3.32) ‖〈Dx〉βuj‖S .ǫ (1 + ‖u‖S1
T
)2σ(‖〈Dx〉βP̃jwj‖S + ‖〈Dx〉β−ǫwj‖S).

Remark 3.14. As a brief remark, the range on β accounts for (more than) the greatest range of

derivatives allowed in any component of the X1−σ
T norm, which will correspond to the situation in

which we apply the estimate. Strictly speaking, this is overkill, but it lets us avoid dealing with

several individual cases. Also, the β − ǫ factor in the second term in the above estimate is to

compensate for terms in which wj is not frequency localized. In particular, later when applying

Proposition 2.4, the ǫ will allow us to sum up the individual frequency dyadic contributions of wj .

Proof. We have using the fact that uj is frequency localized to frequency ∼ 2j ,

‖〈Dx〉βuj‖S = ‖〈Dx〉βP̃j(e
−iΦjwj)‖S

. ‖Dβ
xP̃j(P<j−2e

−iΦj P̃jwj)‖S + ‖Dβ
x P̃j(P≥j−2e

−iΦjwj)‖S.
(3.33)
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For the first term, we have by the (vector-valued) Bernstein’s inequality

(3.34) ‖Dβ
x P̃j(P<j−2e

−iΦj P̃jwj)‖S . ‖Dβ
x P̃jwj‖S.

For the second term, we have from Bernstein’s inequality (and since j > 0),

‖Dβ
x P̃j(P≥j−2e

−iΦjwj)‖S . 2jβ‖P̃j(P≥j−2e
−iΦjwj)‖S

. 2jβ‖P≥j−2e
−iΦj‖L∞

T
L∞
x
‖P<j+2wj‖S + 2jβ

∑

k≥j

‖P̃ke
−iΦj‖L∞

T
L∞
x
‖P̃kwj‖S

.ǫ ‖P≥j−2D
|β|+2ǫ
x e−iΦj‖L∞

T
L∞
x
‖〈Dx〉β−ǫwj‖S

(3.35)

where ǫ > 0 is small enough so that for instance, |β|+ 2ǫ < 1. Then we have by Bernstein,

‖P≥j−2D
|β|+2ǫ
x e−iΦj‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. ‖∂xP≥j−2e

−iΦj‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. ‖u‖2σS1

T
.(3.36)

Combining the above estimates completes the proof. �

Given Lemma 3.13, we are in a position to convert estimates for wj into estimates for uj. A direct

computation shows that wj satisfies the following equation:

(3.37)




(i∂t + ∂2x)wj = ieiΦjP<j−4[ϕj(|u|2)|u|2σ]∂xuj + (−∂tΦj + i∂2xΦj − (∂xΦj)

2)wj + eiΦjgj,

wj(0) = eiΦjuj(0).

The goal is to prove a priori estimates for wj - and hence uj - in Y s
T . We observe a couple of

useful facts. First, by Bernstein, we have ‖uj‖Y s
T
. 2j(σ+s−1)‖uj‖Y 1−σ

T
. Secondly, we obviously have

‖gwj‖L1
T
L2
x
= ‖guj‖L1

T
L2
x
for measurable functions, g. Using these observations, Lemma 3.13, the

maximal function estimates and the usual Strichartz estimates from Propositions 2.3 and 2.4 we

have that

‖uj‖Y s
T

(1 + ‖u‖S1
T
)2σ

. ‖uj(0)‖Hs
x
+ 2j(σ+s−1)‖P<j−4[ϕj(|u|2)|u|2σ]∂xuj‖L1

T
L2
x
+ 2j(σ+s−1)‖gj‖L1

T
L2
x

+ 2j(σ+s−1)‖∂tΦjuj‖L1
T
L2
x
+ 2j(σ+s−1)‖∂2xΦjuj‖L1

T
L2
x
+ 2j(σ+s−1)‖(∂xΦj)

2uj‖L1
T
L2
x

:= ‖uj(0)‖Hs
x
+ Ij1 + Ij2 + Ij3 + Ij4 + Ij5 .

(3.38)

We now estimate each of the above terms.

Estimate for Ij1
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By Bernstein and the fact that |u| . 2−
j
2 on the support of ϕj ,

2j(σ+s−1)‖P<j−4[ϕj(|u|2)|u|2σ]∂xuj‖L1
T
L2
x
. 2j(σ+s−1)‖ϕj(|u|2)|u|2σ‖L1

T
L∞
x
‖∂xuj‖L∞

T
L2
x

. T‖uj‖L∞

T
Hs

x

. Tbj‖u‖Xs
T
.

(3.39)

Estimate for Ij2

We have

(3.40) gj = iPj(P≥j−4|u|2σ∂xu) + i[Pj , P<j−4|u|2σ]∂xP̃ju

where P̃j is a “fattened” projection to frequency ∼ 2j . By the standard Littlewood-Paley trichotomy,

we write

Pj(P≥j−4|u|2σ∂xu) = Pj(P̃j|u|2σ∂xP̃<ju) + Pj(P̃j|u|2σP̃j∂xu)

+
∑

k>j

Pj(P̃k|u|2σP̃k∂xu).
(3.41)

For the first term, we have by the Moser estimate (3.8) and Bernstein’s inequality,

2j(σ+s−1)‖Pj(P̃j|u|2σ∂xP̃<ju)‖L1
T
L2
x
. 2j(σ+s−1)‖P̃j |u|2σ‖L1

T
L∞
x
‖∂xu‖L∞

T
L2
x

. ‖P̃jD
σ+s−1
x |u|2σ‖L1

T
L∞
x
‖∂xu‖L∞

T
L2
x

. T
1
2 bj‖u‖2σS1

T
‖u‖Xs

T
.

(3.42)

The second term is dealt with similarly. For the third term, we have by Bernstein’s inequality

2j(σ+s−1)‖
∑

k>j

Pj(P̃k|u|2σP̃k∂xu)‖L1
T
L2
x

. T
3
4

∑

k>j

‖P̃ku‖L4
T
L∞
x
2j(σ+s−1)2k‖P̃k|u|2σ‖L∞

T
L2
x

. T
3
4

∑

k>j

2(j−k)(σ+s−1)‖Dσ+s−1
x P̃ku‖L4

T
L∞
x
‖P̃k∂x|u|2σ‖L∞

T
L2
x

. T
3
4‖u‖2σS1

T
‖u‖Xs

T

∑

k>j

2−(σ+s−1)|k−j|bk

. T
3
4 bj‖u‖Xs

T
‖u‖2σS1

T

∑

k>j

2−(σ+s−1−δ)|k−j|

. T
3
4 bj‖u‖Xs

T
‖u‖2σS1

T
.

(3.43)

For the commutator term, we have by Lemma 2.1

2j(σ+s−1)[Pj, P<j−4|u|2σ]∂xP̃ju = 2j(σ+s−2)L(∂xP<j−4|u|2σ, P̃j∂xu)(3.44)
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for some appropriate translation invariant expression L.

This term is easily estimated by

2j(σ+s−2)‖L(∂xP<j−4|u|2σ, P̃j∂xu)‖L1
T
L2
x
. 2j(σ+s−2)‖∂xP<j−4|u|2σ‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖P̃j∂xu‖L1

T
L∞
x

. ‖u‖2σ−1
L∞

T
L∞
x
‖∂xu‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖P̃jD

σ+s−1
x u‖L1

T
L∞
x

. bjT
3
4‖u‖2σS1

T
‖u‖Xs

T
.

(3.45)

Hence, we have

(3.46) Ij2 . T
1
2 bj‖u‖Xs

T
‖u‖2σS1

T
.

Estimate for Ij3

We expand

∂tΦj = −1

2
P<j−4∂

−1
x [2jχ′(2j |u|2)∂t|u|2|u|2σ]−

1

2
P<j−4∂

−1
x [χj(|u|2)∂t|u|2σ] =: J1 + J2.(3.47)

We have

J1 = −1

2
P<j−4∂

−1
x [2jχ′(2j|u|2)∂t|u|2|u|2σ]

= −P<j−4∂
−1
x [2jχ′(2j|u|2)Re(uut)|u|2σ]

= −P<j−4∂
−1
x [2jχ′(2j|u|2)Re(iuuxx)|u|2σ]− P<j−4∂

−1
x [2jχ′(2j|u|2)Re(u|u|2σux)|u|2σ]

= −P<j−4∂
−1
x [2jχ′(2j|u|2)∂xRe(iuux)|u|2σ]− P<j−4∂

−1
x [2jχ′(2j |u|2)Re(u|u|2σux)|u|2σ]

:= K1 +K2.

(3.48)

For the first term, K1, in (3.48) we write

−P<j−4∂
−1
x [2jχ′(2j |u|2)∂xRe(iuux)|u|2σ] = −P<j−4[2

jχ′(2j|u|2)Re(iuux)|u|2σ]
+ P<j−4∂

−1
x [22jχ′′(2j|u|2)∂x|u|2Re(iuux)|u|2σ]

+ P<j−4∂
−1
x [2jχ′(2j|u|2)Re(iuux)∂x|u|2σ].

(3.49)

We have for the first term in (3.49)

‖P<j−4[2
jχ′(2j|u|2)Re(iuux)|u|2σ]‖L∞

T
L2
x
. 2j‖χ′(2j|u|2)Re(iuux)|u|2σ‖L∞

T
L2
x

. ‖u‖2σ−1
L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x

(3.50)

where we used the fact that

(3.51) ‖χ′(2j|u|2)|u|2σ+1‖L∞

T
L∞
x
= ‖ϕ′(2j|u|2)|u|2σ+1‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. 2−j‖u‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
.
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Now, for the second term in (3.49), we have

22j‖P<j−4∂
−1
x [χ′′(2j|u|2)∂x|u|2Re(iuux)|u|2σ]‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. 22j‖χ′′(2j |u|2)∂x|u|2Re(iuux)|u|2σ‖L∞

T
L1
x

. 22j‖ϕ′′(2j|u|2)Re(uux)Re(iuux)|u|2σ‖L∞

T
L1
x

. 2j(1−σ)‖ux‖2L∞

T
L2
x
.

(3.52)

The third term in (3.49) is estimated similarly to the second term.

Hence, we obtain

2j(σ+s−1)‖K1uj‖L1
T
L2
x
. 2j(σ+s−1)2j(1−σ)T‖ux‖2L∞

T
L2
x
‖uj‖L∞

T
L2
x
+ 2j(σ+s−1)‖u‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
T

3
4‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖uj‖L4

T
L∞
x

. T‖ux‖2L∞

T
L2
x
‖Ds

xuj‖L∞

T
L2
x
+ T

3
4‖u‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖Dσ+s−1

x uj‖L4
T
L∞
x
.

(3.53)

Next, we estimate K2. We have by Cauchy Schwarz, and Sobolev embedding,

‖P<j−4∂
−1
x [2jχ′(2j|u|2)Re(u|u|2σux)|u|2σ]‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. 2j‖ϕ′(2j|u|2)Re(u|u|2σux)|u|2σ‖L∞

T
L1
x

. 2j(
1
2
−σ)‖u‖2σL∞

T
L4σ
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x

. 2j(
1
2
−σ)‖u‖2σS1

T
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x

. ‖u‖2σS1
T
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x

(3.54)

where we used the fact that σ ≥ 1
2
.

Hence, we finally obtain the estimate,

2j(σ+s−1)‖ujJ1‖L1
T
L2
x
. T‖ux‖2L∞

T
L2
x
‖Ds

xuj‖L∞

T
L2
x
+ T

3
4‖u‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖Dσ+s−1

x uj‖L4
T
L∞
x

+ T‖u‖2σS1
T
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖Dσ+s−1

x uj‖L∞

T
L2
x

. T
3
4 (1 + ‖u‖4σS1

T
)‖uj‖Xs

T
.

(3.55)

Next, we turn to the estimate for J2. We have

J2 = −1

2
P<j−4∂

−1
x [χj(|u|2)∂t|u|2σ]

= −σP<j−4∂
−1
x [χj(|u|2)|u|2σ−2Re(uut)]

= −σP<j−4∂
−1
x [χj(|u|2)|u|2σ−2Re(iuuxx)]− σP<j−4∂

−1
x [χj(|u|2)|u|2σ−2Re(u|u|2σux)] := K3 +K4.

(3.56)
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For the first term, we have

K3 = −σP<j−4[χj(|u|2)|u|2σ−2Re(iuux)] + σP<j−4∂
−1
x [χj(|u|2)∂x|u|2σ−2Re(iuux)]

− 2jσP<j−4∂
−1
x [ϕ′(2j|u|2)∂x|u|2|u|2σ−2Re(iuux)]

= K3,1 +K3,2 +K3,3.

(3.57)

We now must estimate each of the above terms. For the first two terms, we have

(3.58) ‖K3,1‖L∞

T
L2
x
. ‖u‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x

and

‖K3,2‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. ‖χj(|u|2)∂x|u|2σ−2Re(iuux)‖L∞

T
L1
x

. ‖χj(|u|2)|u|2σ−4Re(uux)Re(iuux)‖L∞

T
L1
x

. 2j(1−σ)‖ux‖2L∞

T
L2
x

(3.59)

where we used the fact that

(3.60) χj(|u|2)|u|2σ−2 . 2j(1−σ).

Remark 3.15. It should be emphasized that the main point of the partial gauge transformation

is to be able to estimate the term K3,2 above, which involves negative powers of |u|.

Now, we turn to the estimate for K3,3. We have

‖K3,3‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. 2j‖ϕ′(2j|u|2)|u|2σ−2Re(uux)Re(iuux)‖L∞

T
L1
x

. 2j(1−σ)‖ux‖2L∞

T
L2
x
.

(3.61)

Hence, we have

(3.62) 2j(σ+s−1)‖K3uj‖L1
T
L2
x
. T

3
4‖u‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖Dσ+s−1

x uj‖L4
T
L∞
x
+ T‖ux‖2L∞

T
L2
x
‖Ds

xuj‖L∞

T
L2
x
.

Finally, we estimate K4. We have

‖K4‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. ‖P<j−4∂

−1
x [χj(|u|2)|u|2σ−2Re(u|u|2σux)]‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. ‖χj(|u|2)|u|2σ−2Re(u|u|2σux)‖L∞

T
L1
x

. ‖u‖4σ−2
L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖u‖L∞

T
L2
x
.

(3.63)

Hence, combining with the estimate for K3, we obtain

2j(σ+s−1)‖ujJ2‖L1
T
L2
x
. T

3
4‖u‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖Dσ+s−1

x uj‖L4
T
L∞
x
+ T‖ux‖2L∞

T
L2
x
‖Ds

xuj‖L∞

T
L2
x

+ T‖u‖4σ−2
L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖u‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖Dσ+s−1

x uj‖L∞

T
L2
x

.T T
3
4 (1 + ‖u‖4σS1

T
)‖uj‖Xs

T
.

(3.64)
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Now combining this with the estimate for J1 finally yields the desired estimate for Ij3 . Namely, we

have

Ij3 . T
3
4 (1 + ‖u‖4σS1

T
)‖uj‖Xs

T

. T
3
4 bj(1 + ‖u‖4σS1

T
)‖u‖Xs

T
.

(3.65)

Estimate for Ij4

This term is straightforward to deal with. Indeed, after expanding ∂2xΦj we have

‖∂2xΦj‖L∞

T
L2
x
. 2j‖ϕ′(2j|u|2)Re(uux)|u|2σ‖L∞

T
L2
x
+ ‖χj(|u|2)Re(|u|2σ−2uux)‖L∞

T
L2
x

. ‖u‖2σ−1
L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
.

(3.66)

Hence,

Ij4 . T
3
4‖u‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖Dσ+s−1

x uj‖L4
T
L∞
x

. T
3
4‖u‖2σS1

T
‖uj‖Xs

T

. T
3
4 bj‖u‖2σS1

T
‖u‖Xs

T
.

(3.67)

Estimate for Ij5

The estimate for Ij5 is also straightforward as it doesn’t involve any differentiated terms. Indeed,

we have

(3.68) ‖∂xΦj‖2L∞

T
L∞
x
. ‖u‖4σL∞

T
L∞
x
.

Hence, by Sobolev embedding,

Ij5 . T‖u‖4σL∞

T
L∞
x
‖Dσ+s−1

x uj‖L∞

T
L2
x

. T‖u‖4σS1
T
‖uj‖Xs

T

. Tbj‖u‖4σS1
T
‖u‖Xs

T
.

(3.69)

Now, combining all the estimates above completes the proof of Lemma 3.10.

Remark 3.16. By taking bj to instead be a Ss
T frequency envelope for u, and repeating the proof

almost verbatim with Remark 3.4 in place of (3.8), we instead obtain

‖Pju‖Y s
T
.‖u‖

S1
T

aj‖u0‖Hs
x
+ T

1
2 bj(1 + ‖u‖4σS1

T
)‖u‖Ss

T
.(3.70)

This will be relevant for when we later establish local well-posedness in the high regularity regime

2− σ < s < 4σ for the full range of 1
2
< σ < 1. Specifically, this will be important for establishing

a priori bounds in the range 2− σ < s ≤ 3
2
when Sobolev embedding is not suitable for controlling

the term ‖ux‖L4
T
L∞
x
. The reason the proof of (3.70) is almost identical to the current proof is that
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we have not yet used the maximal function part of the norm of Xs
T ; we will begin using this part

of the norm in the proof of Lemma 3.11.

Remark 3.17. As a second important remark, the estimate (3.70) also holds for T . 1 if the nonlin-

earity i|u|2σux is replaced by the spatially regularized and time-truncated nonlinearity iηP<k|u|2σux,
where k ∈ N and η = η(t) is a time-dependent cutoff function supported in (−2, 2) and equal to 1

on [−1, 1]. This fact won’t be relevant for the low regularity construction, but will be important

for the high regularity construction in Sections 5 and 6 where the cutoff η is needed for estimating

(fractional order) time derivatives of a solution u to (gDNLS). Since the proof of this estimate is

nearly identical to Lemma 3.10, we omit the details. Nevertheless, for the sake of completeness, we

state this observation in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.18. Let k ∈ N, σ ∈ (1
2
, 1), s ∈ [1, 3

2
], and T . 1. Let η be a time-dependent cutoff

function supported in (−2, 2) with η = 1 on [−1, 1]. Let v, w ∈ Ss
T with ‖v‖Ss

T
, ‖w‖Ss

T
. 1. Assume

that u, v ∈ Ss
T solve the equations

(3.71)





(i∂t + ∂2x)u = iηP<k|v|2σ∂xu,
u(0) = u0,

and

(3.72)





(i∂t + ∂2x)v = iηP<k|w|2σ∂xv,
v(0) = u0,

respectively. Then u satisfies the estimate

(3.73) ‖u‖Y s
T
. ‖u0‖Hs

x
+ T

1
2‖u‖Ss

T
.

As mentioned, the proof of Lemma 3.18 proceeds in a nearly identical fashion to Lemma 3.10, so

we omit the details. The main difference is that Φj is replaced by

(3.74) Φj = −1

2
η(t)P<j−4P<k∂

−1
x [χj(|v|2)|v|2σ].

The requirement (3.72) that v solves an additional (gDNLS) type equation is merely relevant for

the Ij3 estimate when time derivatives fall on Φj , and hence on v. In practice, Lemma 3.18 will be

used in the construction of solutions at high regularity in Sections 5, 6 and 7.

Next, we turn to proving Lemma 3.11.

Proof. Again, we begin by writing the equation in a paradifferential fashion,

(3.75) i∂tuj + ∂2xuj = iP<j−4|u|2σ∂xuj + iPj(P≥j−4|u|2σ∂xu) + i[Pj , P<j−4|u|2σ]∂xu.
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A simple energy estimate (i.e. multiplying by −i22jsuj, taking real part and integrating), and

Bernstein’s inequality gives

‖uj‖2L∞

T
Hs

x
. ‖uj(0)‖2Hs

x
+ 22js

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

P<j−4|u|2σ∂x|uj|2
∣∣∣∣+ 22js

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

ujPj(P≥j−4|u|2σ∂xu)
∣∣∣∣

+ 22js
∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

uj[Pj , P<j−4|u|2σ]∂xu
∣∣∣∣

:= ‖uj(0)‖2Hs
x
+ Ij1 + Ij2 + Ij3 .

(3.76)

Estimate for Ij1

For the first term, we integrate by parts and estimate using standard interpolation inequalities,

Bernstein’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality and Proposition 2.7

22js
∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

|uj|2P<j−4∂x|u|2σ
∣∣∣∣ . 22js‖P<j−4∂x|u|2σ|uj|2(1−σ)‖

L1
xL

1
1−σ
T

‖uj‖2σL∞
x L2

T

. 22js‖P<j−4∂x|u|2σ‖
L

1
σ
x L

1
ǫ(1−σ)
T

‖uj‖2(1−σ)

L2
xL

2
1−ǫ
T

‖uj‖2σL∞
x L2

T

. ‖P<j−4(D
σ− 1

2
x |u|2σ)‖

L
1
σ
x L

1
ǫ(1−σ)
T

‖Ds−c1ǫ
x uj‖2(1−σ)

L2
xL

2
1−ǫ
T

‖Ds+ 3
4σ

− 1
2
+c2ǫ

x uj‖2σL∞
x L2

T

. T (1−σ)(1−ǫ)‖P<j−4(D
σ− 1

2
−ǫ

x |u|2σ)‖
L

1
σ
x L

1
ǫ(1−σ)
T

‖uj‖2Xs
T

. T 1−σ‖u‖2σ−1
L2
xL

∞

T
‖Dσ− 1

2
−ǫ

x u‖L2
xL

∞

T
‖uj‖2Xs

T

. T 1−σ‖u‖2σY 1
T
‖uj‖2Xs

T

. T 1−σb2j‖u‖2σY 1
T
‖u‖2Xs

T
,

(3.77)

where c1, c2 are fixed positive constants, and ǫ > 0 is sufficiently small. Observe that going from

line 3 to line 4 uses the fact that σ >
√
3
2

since s + 3
4σ

− 1
2
< s+ σ − 1

2
precisely when σ >

√
3
2
.

Estimate for Ij2

We have by the Littlewood-Paley trichotomy

22js
∫

R

Pj(P≥j−4|u|2σ∂xu)uj = 22js
∫

R

P̃j(|u|2σ)P̃<j∂xuuj + 22js
∑

k>j

∫

R

ujPj(P̃k(|u|2σ)P̃k∂xu)(3.78)
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for appropriate “fattened” Littlewood-Paley projections P̃j . For the first term, using Bernstein’s

inequality and Hölder’s inequality, and that 2−δj . bj we have,

22js
∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

P̃j(|u|2σ)P̃<j∂xuuj

∣∣∣∣ . 2j(
5
2
−σ+s)‖P̃j|u|2σ‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

‖P̃ju‖2σ−1
L∞
x L2

T

‖P̃ju‖2(1−σ)

L2
xL

2
T

‖P̃<jD
σ+s− 3

2
x u‖L2

xL
∞

T

. T 1−σ‖D2+σ−2σ2+δ
x P̃j(|u|2σ)‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

‖P̃ju‖Xs
T
‖u‖Xs

T

. T 1−σbj‖D2+σ−2σ2+2δ
x P̃j(|u|2σ)‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

‖P̃ju‖Xs
T
‖u‖Xs

T
.

(3.79)

Note that the first line follows since s ∈ [1, 3
2
]. Now, we estimate ‖D2+σ−2σ2+2δ

x P̃j(|u|2σ)‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L2

T

.

For notational convenience, write 2+σ−2σ2+2δ = α. We employ the Littlewood-Paley trichotomy

and then Hölder’s and Bernstein’s inequality to obtain

‖Dα
x P̃j(|u|2σ)‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

. ‖Dα−1
x P̃j(|u|2σ−2uux)‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

. ‖Dα−1
x P̃j(P̃<j(|u|2σ−2u)P̃jux)‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

+ ‖Dα−1
x P̃j(P̃>j(|u|2σ−2u)ux)‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

. ‖u‖2σ−1
L2
xL

∞

T
‖Dα

x P̃ju‖L∞
x L2

T
+ ‖Dα−1

x (|u|2σ−2u)‖L∞

T
L∞
x
‖ux‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

.

(3.80)

Observe that ‖Dα
xu‖L∞

x L2
T
. ‖u‖Y 1

T
since α < σ + 1

2
when σ >

√
3
2
. Furthermore, by Corollary 2.11

and Sobolev embedding, we have

(3.81) ‖Dα−1
x (|u|2σ−2u)‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. ‖〈Dx〉

α−1+ǫ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
. ‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

where the last inequality again follows because σ >
√
3
2
. Furthermore, by interpolating ‖ux‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

between L2
xL

2
T and L∞

x L
2
T , we see that ‖ux‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

. ‖u‖X1
T
. Hence, we can control (3.79) by

(3.82) T 1−σb2j‖u‖2σX1
T
‖u‖2Xs

T
.
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For the other term in (3.78), we have

22js
∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

k>j

∫

R

ujPj(P̃k(|u|2σ)P̃k∂xu)

∣∣∣∣∣

. 2jsT (1−σ)‖Ds
xuj‖

2(1−σ)
L∞

T
L2
x
‖Ds

xuj‖2σ−1
L∞
x L2

T

∑

k>j

2k‖P̃k(|u|2σ)‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L2

T

‖P̃ku‖L2
xL

∞

T

. 2j(s−
1
2
(1−2σ)2)T (1−σ)‖uj‖Xs

T

∑

k>j

2k‖P̃k(|u|2σ)‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L2

T

‖P̃ku‖L2
xL

∞

T

. 2j(s−
1
2
(1−2σ)2)T (1−σ)‖uj‖Xs

T

∑

k>j

2k(
3
2
−σ−s+1)‖P̃k(|u|2σ)‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

‖P̃kD
s+σ− 3

2
x u‖L2

xL
∞

T

. T (1−σ)‖uj‖Xs
T

∑

k>j

2(j−k)(s− 1
2
(1−2σ)2)‖P̃k(D

2+σ−2σ2

x |u|2σ)‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L2

T

‖P̃kD
s+σ− 3

2
x u‖L2

xL
∞

T

. T (1−σ)b2j‖u‖2Xs
T
‖u‖2σX1

T

∑

k>j

2(j−k)((s− 1
2
(1−2σ)2)−δ)

. T (1−σ)b2j‖u‖2Xs
T
‖u‖2σX1

T

(3.83)

where we estimated ‖P̃k(D
2+σ−2σ2

x |u|2σ)‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L2

T

in essentially the same way as we did with the

previous term.

Estimate for Ij3

We have

[Pj, P<j−4|u|2σ]∂xu = [Pj, P<j−4|u|2σ]∂xP̃ju

= 2−j

∫

R2

K(y)∂xP<j−4|u|2σ(x+ y1)∂xP̃ju(x+ y2)dy
(3.84)

for some kernel K ∈ L1 with ‖K‖L1 . 1 (with a bound independent of j), see Lemma 2.1. Hence,

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

uj[Pj, P<j−4|u|2σ]∂xP̃ju

∣∣∣∣ . 2−j sup
y∈R2

∫ T

0

∫

R

|∂xP<j−4|u|2σ(x+ y1)||∂xP̃ju(x+ y2)||uj|.

(3.85)
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This is estimated analogously to I1j . Indeed, we obtain by Cauchy Schwarz, Bernstein’s inequality

and Proposition 2.7,

22js
∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

uj[Pj, P<j−4|u|2σ]∂xP̃ju

∣∣∣∣ . 22js‖P̃jD
3
4σ

− 1
2
+c1ǫ

x u‖2σL∞
x L2

T
‖P̃ju‖2(1−σ)

L2
T
L2
x
‖u‖2σ−1

L2
xL

∞

T
‖Dσ− 1

2
−c2ǫ

x u‖L2
xL

∞

T

. T (1−σ)‖u‖2σY 1
T
‖P̃ju‖2Xs

T

. T (1−σ)b2j‖u‖2σY 1
T
‖u‖2Xs

T
,

(3.86)

where c1, c2 are positive constants depending on σ, s. The second line follows from the fact that
3
4σ

− 1
2
< σ − 1

2
as long as σ >

√
3
2
.

Hence, we obtain

‖Pju‖L∞

T
Hs

x
. aj‖u0‖Hs

x
+ T

1−σ
2 bj‖u‖σX1

T
‖u‖Xs

T
,(3.87)

thus completing the proof of the L∞
T H

s
x estimate. �

Proof of Proposition 3.6

We combine the energy estimate and the Y s estimate to obtain

‖Pju‖Xs
T
.‖u‖

S1
T

aj‖u0‖Hs
x
+ T

1
2 bj(1 + ‖u‖4σS1

T
)‖u‖Xs

T
+ T

1−σ
2 bj‖u‖σX1

T
‖u‖Xs

T
.(3.88)

This proves part a) of Proposition 3.6.

Now we move to part b). Let us first assume T ≪ 1 (but independent of ǫ). There are two

components to consider. For high frequency, square summing over j > 0 shows

‖P>0u‖Xs
T
.‖u‖

S1
T

‖u0‖Hs
x
+ T

1
2 (1 + ‖u‖4σ

S1
T
)‖u‖Xs

T
+ T

1−σ
2 ‖u‖σ

X1
T
‖u‖Xs

T
.(3.89)

On the other hand, directly applying the maximal function/Strichartz estimates in Proposition 2.3

and Proposition 2.4 and Bernstein’s inequality to P≤0u, we easily obtain

(3.90) ‖P≤0u‖Xs
T
. ‖u0‖L2

x
+ ‖P≤0(|u|2σux)‖L1

T
L2
x
. ‖u0‖L2

x
+ T‖u‖2σ+1

S1
T

.

From the above bounds, we see that the Xs
T norm of u converges to the H1

x norm of the initial data

as T → 0+. Let us now make the bootstrap assumption ‖u‖X1
T
≤ ǫ

1
2 . We then obtain from the

above estimates,

(3.91) ‖u‖Xs
T
.‖u‖

X1
T

‖u0‖Hs
x
≤ ǫ

where T ≪ 1 (but independent of ǫ) and 1 ≤ s ≤ 3
2
. To obtain the estimate for T ∼ 1, we iterate

the above procedure O(T−1) many times (after suitable translating the initial data). This proves
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part b) of Proposition 3.6.

Next, we turn to the proof of Proposition 3.7. We proceed in a similar manner to Proposition 3.6,

and prove separate estimates for the Y 0
T and L∞

T L
2
x components of the X0

T norm. For this purpose,

we have the following two lemmas:

Lemma 3.19. (Y 0
T estimate) Let v, σ, T , w, g and a be as in Proposition 3.7. Then we have the

Y 0
T estimate,

(3.92) ‖v‖Y 0
T
. ‖v0‖L2

x
+ T

1
2 (1 + ‖w‖4σX1

T
)‖v‖X0

T
+ T 1−σ‖g‖Z‖a‖X1

T
‖v‖X0

T
.

Lemma 3.20. (L∞
T L

2
x estimate) Let v, σ, T , w, g and a be as in Proposition 3.7. Then we have

the estimate,

(3.93) ‖Pjv‖2l2jL∞

T
L2
x
. ‖v0‖2L2

x
+ T 1−σ‖g‖Z‖a‖X1

T
‖v‖2X0

T
+ T 1−σ‖w‖2σX1

T
‖v‖2X0

T
.

We begin with Lemma 3.19. The proof is almost the same as Lemma 3.10 with a couple of small

differences. As in (3.28), we consider a similar paradifferential truncation of (3.21),

(i∂t + ∂2x)vj = iP<j−4(χj(|w|2)|w|2σ)∂xvj + iP<j−4(ϕj(|w|2)|w|2σ)∂xvj + fj + gj(3.94)

where ϕj and χj are as in (3.28) and

(3.95) fj := iPj(P≥j−4|w|2σ∂xv) + i[Pj, P<j−4|w|2σ]∂xv,

(3.96) gj := 2Pj(∂xaRe(gv)).

Analogously to the proof of Proposition 3.6, we define

(3.97) Ψj(x) = −1

2
P<j−4∂

−1
x [χj(|w|2)|w|2σ]

and consider the new variable

(3.98) ṽj := vje
iΨj .

By direct computation, ṽj solves the equation,

(3.99)





(i∂t + ∂2x)ṽj = ieiΨjP<j−4[ϕj(|w|2)|w|2σ]∂xvj + (−∂tΨj + i∂2xΨj − (∂xΨj)
2)ṽj

+2eiΨjPj(∂xaRe(gv)) + eiΨjfj ,

ṽj(0) = eiΨjvj(0).

Now, Proposition 2.3, Proposition 2.4 and a similar argument to Proposition 3.6 yields the estimate

‖v‖Y 0
T
.T ‖v0‖L2

x
+ T

1
2 [1 + ‖w‖X1

T
]4σ‖v‖X0

T

+

(∑

j>0

‖〈Dx〉σ−1Pj(g∂xav)‖2L1
T
L2
x

) 1
2

.
(3.100)
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It remains to control the last term. Indeed, we have by Bernstein and Sobolev embedding,

‖〈Dx〉σ−1Pj(g∂xav)‖L1
T
L2
x
. 2j(σ−1)‖Pj(g∂xav)‖L1

T
L2
x

. 2j(σ−1)‖P<j−4(∂xag)P̃jv‖L1
T
L2
x
+ ‖Pj(P≥j−4(∂xag)v)‖

L1
T
L

2
3−2σ
x

.
(3.101)

For the first term, we have by Bernstein’s inequality,

2j(σ−1)‖P<j−4(∂xag)P̃jv‖L1
T
L2
x
. T

3
4‖∂xa‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖g‖L∞

T
L∞
x
‖P̃jD

σ−1
x v‖L4

T
L∞
x

. T
3
4‖a‖X1

T
‖g‖Z‖P̃jD

σ−1
x v‖L4

T
L∞
x
.

(3.102)

For the second term, we have by the usual Littlewood-Paley trichotomy,

‖Pj(P≥j−4(∂xag)v)‖
L1
T
L

2
3−2σ
x

. ‖Pj(P̃j(∂xag)P<jv)‖
L1
T
L

2
3−2σ
x

+
∑

k≥j

‖Pj(P̃k(∂xag)P̃kv)‖
L1
T
L

2
3−2σ
x

:= Kj
1 +Kj

2 .

(3.103)

To estimate Kj
1 , we have

‖Pj(P̃j(∂xag)P<jv)‖
L1
T
L

2
3−2σ
x

. ‖P̃j(∂xag)‖L2
T
L2
x
‖P<jv‖

L2
T
L

1
1−σ
x

. ‖D(1−σ+ǫ)(2σ−1)
x P̃j(g∂xa)‖L2

T
L2
x
‖P<jv‖2(1−σ)

L2
T
L2
x
‖P<jD

σ−1−ǫ
x v‖2σ−1

L2
T
L∞
x

. T 1−σ‖D(1−σ+ǫ)(2σ−1)
x P̃j(g∂xa)‖L2

T
L2
x
‖v‖X0

T

(3.104)

where in the last line we used the fact that by Sobolev embedding,

‖P<jD
σ−1−ǫ
x v‖L2

T
L∞
x
. ‖v‖L∞

T
L2
x
+ ‖P>0v‖X0

T
. ‖v‖X0

T
(3.105)

as well as ‖P<jv‖L2
T
L2
x
. T

1
2‖v‖X0

T
. Now, setting α = (1 − σ + ǫ)(2σ − 1), we have by Bernstein’s

inequality, and a simple application of the Littlewood-Paley trichotomy,

‖Dα
x P̃j(g∂xa)‖L2

T
L2
x
. 2−jǫ‖Dα+ǫ

x P̃j(g∂xa)‖L2
T
L2
x

. 2−jǫ‖Dα+ǫ
x ∂xa‖

L
1

1−σ
x L2

T

‖g‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L∞

T

+ 2−jǫ‖∂xa‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖Dα+ǫ

x g‖L2
T
L∞
x
.

(3.106)

Next, by interpolating ‖Dα+ǫ
x ∂xa‖

L
1

1−σ
x L2

T

between D
α+2ǫ
2σ−1
x a in L∞

x L
2
T and ∂xa in L2

xL
2
T , we see that

for ǫ small enough, ‖Dα+ǫ
x ∂xa‖

L
1

1−σ
x L2

T

. ‖a‖X1
T
as long as σ > 3

4
(because this corresponds to when

α
2σ−1

< σ − 1
2
). Furthermore, clearly ‖Dα+ǫ

x g‖L2
T
L∞
x
. ‖g‖Z . Hence,

(3.107) ‖Dα
x P̃j(g∂xa)‖L2

T
L2
x
. 2−jǫ‖g‖Z‖a‖X1

T
.

It is easy to see that a similar analysis works for Kj
2. Hence, we ultimately deduce that

(3.108) Kj
1 +Kj

2 . 2−jǫT 1−σ‖g‖Z‖a‖X1
T
‖v‖X0

T
.
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Square summing now gives

(3.109)

(∑

j>0

‖〈Dx〉σ−1Pj(g∂xav)‖2L1
T
L2
x

) 1
2

. T 1−σ‖g‖Z‖a‖X1
T
‖v‖X0

T
.

�

Next, we turn to the energy type L∞
T L

2
x estimate in Lemma 3.20. First, it is straightforward to

verify by a simple energy estimate that P≤0v is controlled in L∞
T L

2
x by the right hand side of (3.93).

Hence, let us restrict to controlling P>0v.

Proof. Let j > 0. Projecting (3.21) onto frequency 2j , multiplying by −iPjv, taking real part and

integrating from 0 to T gives

‖Pjv‖2L∞

T
L2
x
. ‖Pjv0‖2L2

x
+

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

Pj(g∂xav)vj + Pj(g∂xav)vj

∣∣∣∣ +
∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

Pj(|w|2σ∂xv)vj
∣∣∣∣

:= ‖Pjv0‖2L2
x
+ Ij1 + Ij2 .

(3.110)

Estimate for Ij1

For simplicity, we show how to deal with the first term,

(3.111)

∫

R

Pj(g∂xav)vj

as the other term (involving the complex conjugate of gv) is essentially identical.

We have by the Littlewood-Paley trichotomy,

∫

R

Pj(g∂xav)vj =

∫

R

Pj(P≥j−4(g∂xa)v)vj +

∫

R

P̃<j(g∂xa)P̃jvP̃jv.(3.112)

We expand the first term as

(3.113) Pj(P≥j−4(g∂xa)v) = Pj(P̃j(g∂xa)P̃<jv) +
∑

k≥j

Pj(P̃k(g∂xa)P̃kv).
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We obtain by Bernstein’s inequality, Hölder and a simple application of the Littlewood-Paley tri-

chotomy,

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

Pj(P̃j(g∂xa)P̃<jv)vj

∣∣∣∣

. ‖P̃jD
3
4σ

− 1
2
+ǫ

x (g∂xa)‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L2

T

‖P̃jD
3
4σ

− 1
2

x v‖2σ−1
L∞
x L2

T

‖P̃jv‖2(1−σ)

L2
xL

2
T

‖P̃<j〈Dx〉σ−
3
2
−ǫv‖L2

xL
∞

T

. 2−jǫT 1−σ‖P̃jD
3
4σ

− 1
2
+2ǫ

x (g∂xa)‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L2

T

‖v‖2X0
T

. 2−jǫT 1−σ(‖D
3
4σ

− 1
2
+3ǫ

x g‖L∞
x L∞

T
‖∂xa‖

L
2

2σ−1
x L2

T

+ ‖g‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L∞

T

‖D
3
4σ

− 1
2
+2ǫ

x ∂xa‖L∞
x L2

T
)‖v‖2X0

T

. 2−jǫT 1−σ‖g‖Z‖a‖X1
T
‖v‖2X0

T

(3.114)

where in the last line, we used the assumption σ >
√
3
2
. The second term in (3.113) is similarly

estimated by 2−jǫT 1−σ‖g‖Z‖a‖X1
T
‖v‖2

X0
T

. Hence,

(3.115) ‖Pj(P≥j−4(g∂xa)v)vj‖L1
T
L1
x
. 2−jǫT 1−σ‖g‖Z‖a‖X1

T
‖v‖2X0

T
.

For the remaining term, we have

−g∂xa = gDxHa

= D
3
2
−σ+ǫ

x (gD
σ− 1

2
−ǫ

x Ha)−D
3
2
−σ+ǫ

x gD
σ− 1

2
−ǫ

x Ha

−D
3
2
−σ+ǫ

x (gD
σ− 1

2
−ǫ

x Ha) +D
3
2
−σ+ǫ

x gD
σ− 1

2
−ǫ

x Ha+ gDxHa.

(3.116)

Now, we estimate each term, thinking of the second line as a single term for which we will apply

fractional Leibniz. For the first term in (3.116), we have by Hölder and Bernstein inequalities,

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

P̃<jD
3
2
−σ+ǫ

x (gD
σ− 1

2
−ǫ

x Ha)P̃jvP̃jv

∣∣∣∣ . ‖P̃<jD
3
2
−σ+ǫ

x (gD
σ− 1

2
−ǫ

x Ha)|P̃jv|2(1−σ)‖
L1
xL

1
1−σ
T

‖P̃jv‖2σL∞
x L2

T

. ‖P̃<jD
3
2
−σ+ǫ

x (gD
σ− 1

2
−ǫ

x Ha)‖
L

1
σ
x L∞

T

‖P̃jv‖2(1−σ)

L2
xL

2
T

‖P̃jv‖2σL∞
x L2

T

. T 1−σ‖P̃<j(gD
σ− 1

2
−ǫ

x Ha)‖
L

1
σ
x L∞

T

‖P̃jv‖2X0
T

. T 1−σ‖g‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L∞

T

‖Dσ− 1
2
−ǫ

x Ha‖L2
xL

∞

T
‖P̃jv‖2X0

T
,

(3.117)

where going from the second to the third line uses the fact that σ >
√
3
2
.
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Next, we estimate the second term in (3.116),
∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

P̃<j(D
3
2
−σ+ǫ

x gD
σ− 1

2
−ǫ

x Ha)P̃jvP̃jv

∣∣∣∣ . ‖P̃jv‖2L∞

T
L2
x
‖D

3
2
−σ+ǫ

x g‖L2
T
L∞
x
‖Dσ− 1

2
−ǫ

x Ha‖L2
T
L∞
x

. T
1
2‖g‖Z‖a‖X1

T
‖P̃jv‖2L∞

T
L2
x
.

(3.118)

Using Sobolev embedding and the fractional Leibniz rule, the third term is estimated analogously

to the second term.

Combining the estimates and square summing then shows

(3.119) ‖Ij1‖l1j (N) . T 1−σ‖g‖Z‖a‖X1
T
‖v‖2X0

T
.

Estimate for Ij2 . A similar argument to Lemma 3.11 shows that

(3.120) ‖Ij2‖l1j (N) . T 1−σ‖|w|2σ−1‖Z‖w‖X1
T
‖v‖2X0

T
.

We now use the fact that for σ >
√
3
2
, we have

(3.121) ‖|w|2σ−1‖Z . ‖w‖2σ−1
X1

T

.

To see (3.121), first note that the L
2

2σ−1
x L∞

T component is controlled by

(3.122) ‖|w|2σ−1‖
L

2
2σ−1
x L∞

T

. ‖w‖2σ−1
L2
T
L∞
x
. ‖w‖2σ−1

X1
T

.

For the L∞
T W

3
4σ

− 1
2
+ǫ,∞

x component, we have by Corollary 2.11, Sobolev embedding, and the fact

that
( 3
4σ

− 1
2
)

2σ−1
< 1

2
,

(3.123) ‖D
3
4σ

− 1
2
+ǫ

x |w|2σ−1‖L∞

T
L∞
x
. ‖w‖2σ−1

L∞

T
H1

x
. ‖w‖2σ−1

X1
T

.

This easily gives

(3.124) ‖|w|2σ−1‖
L∞

T
W

3
4σ−

1
2+ǫ,∞

x

. ‖w‖2σ−1
X1

T

.

Finally, for the L4
TW

3
2
−σ+ǫ,∞

x component, we have by Corollary 2.11 and the fact that
3
2
−σ

2σ−1
< σ,

(3.125) ‖D
3
2
−σ+ǫ

x |w|2σ−1‖L4
T
L∞
x
. ‖w‖2σ−1

L4
T
W

σ,∞
x

. ‖w‖2σ−1
X1

T

which clearly gives

(3.126) ‖|w|2σ−1‖
L4
T
W

3
2−σ+ǫ
x

. ‖w‖2σ−1
X1

T

.

Combining the above three estimates gives (3.121).

Combining (3.121) and (3.120) gives

(3.127) ‖Ij2‖l1j (N) . T 1−σ‖w‖2σX1
T
‖v‖2X0

T
.
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Combining the above estimates for I1j and I2j completes the proof of Lemma 3.20.

Proof of Proposition 3.7. Now we complete the proof of Proposition 3.7.

Proof. Combining Lemma 3.19 and Lemma 3.20 with an argument similar to what was done in

Proposition 3.6 gives for T ∼ 1 and ‖g‖Z , ‖w‖X1
T
, ‖a‖X1

T
≪ 1,

‖v‖X0
T
. ‖v0‖L2

x
.(3.128)

�

4. Well-posedness at low regularity

In this section, we aim to prove local well-posedness in Hs
x for s ∈ [1, 3

2
] and σ >

√
3
2

assuming the

conclusion of Theorem 1.2 when 3
2
< s < 4σ, which will be justified in a later section when we prove

high-regularity estimates. Given the estimates established in the previous section, the scheme to

prove well-posedness is relatively standard. We essentially follow the approach of [49]. See also the

recent preprint [35] for a more detailed overview.

4.1. Frequency envelope bounds.

Proposition 4.1. Let
√
3
2
< σ < 1 and let u be as in Proposition 3.6. If aj is an admissible

frequency envelope for u0 in Hs
x, then aj is an admissible frequency envelope for u in Xs

T .

Indeed, let bj be a Xs
T frequency envelope for the solution u. Obviously b0 . a0, so let us consider

j > 0. By Proposition 3.6 a), we have

‖Pju‖Xs
T
.T aj‖u0‖Hs

x
+ T

1
2 bj(1 + ‖u‖4σS1

T
)‖u‖Xs

T
+ T

1−σ
2 bj‖u‖σX1

T
‖u‖Xs

T
.(4.1)

Hence, by definition we have

bj . aj(1 + ‖u0‖Hs
x
‖u‖−1

Xs
T
) + T

1−σ
2 bj‖u‖σX1

T
+ T

1
2 bj(1 + ‖u‖4σX1

T
).(4.2)

For T small enough, it follows from Proposition 3.6 that

(4.3) bj . aj.

Iterating this procedure O(T−1) many times shows that this is true for T . 1. This completes the

proof.
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4.2. Existence of Hs solutions. Now, we construct local Hs solutions to (gDNLS) for 1 ≤ s ≤ 3
2

as limits of more regular solutions.

Indeed, let u0 ∈ Hs. Let u(n) be the globally well-posed Cloc(R;H
3
x) solution (to be constructed in

a later section) to the equation,

(4.4)





(i∂t + ∂2x)u
(n) = i|u(n)|2σ∂xu(n),

u
(n)
0 = P<nu0.

Let n > m. We see that v(m,n) := u(n) − u(m) satisfies the equation

(4.5)





(i∂t + ∂2x)v
(m,n) = i|u(n)|2σ∂xv(m,n) + iG(n,m)∂xu

(m)v(m,n),

v(m,n)(0) = Pm≤·<nu0,

where

(4.6) G(n,m) :=
(|u(n)|2σ − |u(m)|2σ)

u(n) − u(m)
.

Using Corollary 2.11, Sobolev embedding, the fact that σ >
√
3
2

and Proposition 3.6, one easily

verifies that G(n,m) satisfies the conditions of Proposition 3.7 with ‖G(n,m)‖Z .‖u0‖Hs
x
1 (with the

implicit constant independent of n and m). One likewise checks using Proposition 3.6 that u(n)

satisfies ‖u(n)‖X1
T

.‖u0‖Hs
x
1 uniformly in n. Hence, by Proposition 3.7, we obtain for T small

enough (depending on the size of the Hs
x norm of u0),

(4.7) ‖v(m,n)‖X0
T
. ‖Pm≤·<nu0‖L2

x
.

Hence, u(n) is Cauchy in X0
T and thus converges to some u ∈ X0

T . We show that in fact u(n) → u in

Xs
T .

To see this, we let anj and aj be admissable frequency envelopes for P<nu0 and u0 respectively,

in Hs
x. Clearly (anj ) → (aj) in l

2
j (N0) as n → ∞. Now let ǫ > 0. Then thanks to Proposition 4.1,

we have

(4.8) ‖P>ju
(n)‖Xs

T
. ‖(anj )N>j‖l2

N
(N)‖u0‖Hs

x
.

Hence, for n ≥ n0(ǫ) large enough, we obtain the bound,

(4.9) ‖P>ju
(n)‖Xs

T
. (ǫ+ ‖(aj)N>j‖l2

N
(N))‖u0‖Hs

x

where the implicit constant is independent of j and n. Hence, there is j = j(ǫ) such that for every

n > n0, we have

(4.10) ‖P>ju
(n)‖Xs

T
. ǫ.
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On the other hand, since u(n) converges in X0
T , it follows that for m,n > n0 large enough that

(4.11) ‖u(n) − u(m)‖Xs
T
. 2js‖u(n) − u(m)‖X0

T
+ ‖P≥ju

(n)‖Xs
T
+ ‖P≥ju

(m)‖Xs
T
. ǫ.

Hence, u(n) is Cauchy in Xs
T and thus converges to u. It is clear at this regularity that u solves the

equation (gDNLS) in the sense of distributions. This shows existence.

4.3. Uniqueness and Lipschitz dependence in X0. Here, we aim to show that solutions in X1
T

(and thus, also in Xs
T for s > 1) are unique and that they satisfy a weak Lipschitz type bound in

X0
T . For this, consider the difference of two solutions u1 and u2, v := u1 − u2. We see that v solves

the equation,

(4.12)





(i∂t + ∂2x)v = i|u1|2σ∂xv + iG∂xu
2v,

v(0) = u1(0)− u2(0),

where

(4.13) G =
|u1|2σ − |u2|2σ

u1 − u2
.

We see that Proposition 3.7 applies, and we obtain the weak Lipschitz bound

(4.14) ‖u1 − u2‖X0
T
. ‖u1(0)− u2(0)‖L2

x
.

In particular, this shows uniqueness.

4.4. Continuous dependence in Hs. Here, we aim to show that the solution map is continuous

in Hs. Specifically, we show that for each R > 0, there is T = T (R) > 0 such that the solution map

from {u0 : ‖u0‖Hs < R} to the corresponding Xs
T space is continuous. By rescaling the data and

restricting to small enough time, we may assume without loss of generality that the conditions of

Proposition 4.1 are satisfied.

Now, let u
(n)
0 be a sequence in Hs

x converging to u0 in Hs
x. Let aj and a

(n)
j be the associated

frequency envelopes for u0 and u
(n)
0 given by (3.7). We have (a

(n)
j ) → (aj) in l

2. Now, let ǫ > 0. Let

N = N(ǫ) be such that ‖a(n)j>N‖l2j . ǫ. Using Proposition 4.1, we have ‖P>Nu
(n)‖Xs

T
. ǫ for all n.

On the other hand, using the Lipschitz dependence at low frequency, we have

(4.15) ‖P<N(u
(n) − u)‖Xs

T
. 2sN‖u(n)0 − u0‖L2 .

Now, for n(N) large enough, we have

(4.16) ‖P<Nu
(n) − P<Nu‖Xs

T
. ǫ.

Hence, for such n, we have

(4.17) ‖u(n) − u‖Xs
T
. ‖P<N(u

(n) − u)‖Xs
T
+ ‖P≥Nu

(n)‖Xs
T
+ ‖P≥Nu‖Xs

T
. ǫ.
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It follows that

(4.18) lim sup
n→∞

‖u(n) − u‖Xs
T
. ǫ.

Taking ǫ→ 0 then yields

(4.19) lim
n→∞

‖u(n) − u‖Xs
T
= 0

as desired. This completes the proof of continuous dependence and also concludes the local well-

posedness portion of the proof of Theorem 1.2 when s ≤ 3
2
. �

4.5. Further discussion of the proofs. We now provide a brief discussion on how one can, in

principle, go below the H1
x well-posedness threshold, as well as justify some of the choices made in

the proof.

It is instructive to discuss a version of this gauge transformation method which was successfully

implemented in Tao’s article [68] which established local well-posedness of the Benjamin-Ono equa-

tion,

(4.20)





ut +Huxx = uux,

u(0) = u0,

in H1
x. The idea in Tao’s paper was to do a type of gauge transformation by defining essentially,

(4.21) w = P+hi(e
−iF )

where F (t, x) is a suitable spatial primitive of u(t, x) and P+hi is a projection onto large positive

frequencies. Then one proves a priori H2
x estimates for w (which can be translated into H1

x estimates

for u). While the coefficient u in the nonlinearity in Benjamin-Ono is only of linear order (and so

one might at first näıvely suspect that this equation behaves similarly to (gDNLS) when σ = 1
2
),

the spatial primitive F still essentially solves a linear Schrödinger equation (up to a perturbative

error). A refinement of this gauge transformation idea appeared in [34] in which L2
x well-posedness

(among other results) for Benjamin-Ono was proven. Loosely speaking, in this latter paper, the

authors performed a gauge transformation on each frequency scale to remove the leading order

paradifferential part of the nonlinearity and then performed a quadratic normal form correction to

remove the milder terms in the nonlinearity. Our so-called partial gauge transformation is more

analogous to what was done in that paper. Specifically, the analogue of F in our proof is essentially

the family of functions Φj as defined in (3.29), which in addition to the frequency localization scale,

takes into account the pointwise size of u relative to the frequency scale. However, in our case,

there is no obvious cancellation arising in the term (i∂tΦj + ∂2xΦj), which forces us to estimate each

term ∂tΦj and ∂
2
xΦj separately. This is one of the major sources for the losses in our low regularity

estimates.



GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE GDNLS 43

This issue actually also adds technical difficulty when trying to lower the local well-posedness

threshold below H1
x. For instance, when estimating ∂tΦj in Proposition 3.6, there are expressions

essentially of the form

(4.22) P<j∂
−1
x (gv1v2)

that we bound in L1
TL

∞
x , where g is some bounded function and v1 and v2 are linear expressions in

ux or ux. Unfortunately, in these expressions, it doesn’t seem that typically the output frequency

of the product gv1v2 is comparable to the frequencies of the individual terms v1 and v2, and so the

∂−1
x can’t be “distributed” amongst these factors to obtain expressions with lower order derivatives

in place of ux. One workaround to this issue could be to place any factors of ux arising in such an

expression in an appropriate maximal function/smoothing space as in Proposition 2.4. Proceeding

this way will likely lead to losses worse than the 1−σ derivatives already observed in the current low

regularity estimates. However, this should work in principle to lower the well-posedness threshold

belowH1
x when σ is close to 1. We decided not to do this for the sake of simplicity, as our preliminary

calculations suggested that the dependence of the well-posedness threshold on σ would be rather

complicated when s < 1, at least without introducing some new tools.

5. High regularity estimates

In this section, we aim to prove a priori H2s
x -type bounds for a global solution u to a family of

regularizations of (gDNLS),

(5.1)





i∂tu+ ∂2xu = iηP<k|v|2σux,
u(0) = P<ku0,

where k ∈ N, v ∈ C2(R;H∞
x ), 2s is in the range 2 − σ < 2s < 4σ, η is a suitable time-dependent

cutoff function which is equal to 1 on the unit time interval [−1, 1] and supported within (−2, 2),

and u0 ∈ H2s
x has sufficiently small norm. The key difficulty here is to obtain estimates independent

of the regularization parameter k. As mentioned earlier, this is somewhat subtle because the non-

linearity is too rough to directly obtain an energy estimate by simply applying D2s
x to the equation.

Our overarching idea, morally, is to instead obtain suitable estimates for time derivatives, Ds
tu,

of order s < 2σ for solutions to (5.1). This is one of the key technical reasons for truncating the

nonlinearity with the time-dependent cutoff η and working with global in-time solutions to (5.1).

For small enough data, one expects to be able to construct a solution u to this equation on the time

interval [−2, 2], and then extend it to a global solution using the fact that u should solve the linear

Schrödinger equation for |t| > 2. The idea of truncating the nonlinearity with a time-dependent

cutoff in order to obtain global in time solutions (to facilitate use of Fourier analysis in the time

variable) is not a new idea. See for instance, [5] and [6].
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Before outlining our strategy in more detail, we give an overview of the functional setting and

relevant notation for this problem.

5.1. Function spaces and notation. Here, we fix some basic notation and describe the function

spaces used in our construction of solutions at high regularity.

We will use Sk, S<k and S≥k to denote the temporal variants of the spatial Littlewood-Paley pro-

jections Pk, P<k and P≥k as defined in Section 2.1. We write φ(2−jξ) to denote the spatial Fourier

multiplier for Pj and ψ(2
−kτ) to denote the temporal Fourier multiplier for Sk.

We will also need to sometimes distinguish between a compact time interval and the whole space

in our estimates. For this purpose, let us denote for a Banach space X , Lp
tX := Lp(R;X) (that

is, we use a lowercase t to emphasize when the underlying time interval is R). For T > 0, we use

Lp
TX := Lp([−T, T ];X) when we want to emphasize that the time interval is compact.

Next, for the range of 2s ∈ (2 − σ, 4σ) we are considering, the smoothing and maximal func-

tion type norms from the low regularity estimates are not needed. We modify our function spaces

accordingly and only use standard L2
x based Sobolev spaces and standard Strichartz spaces (see

below). Since both spatial and temporal regularity will be relevant in our analysis, we make the

convention from here on that a real number s will correspond to the Sobolev regularity of a function

in the time variable. In light of the scaling of the linear Schrödinger equation, it is natural to use

2s to denote the corresponding spatial regularity. With this in mind, for s ≥ 0 and T > 0, we

denote the relevant Strichartz type space by S2s
T := L4

TW
2s,∞
x ∩ L∞

T H
2s
x . We also define the energy

type space X 2s
T by the norm,

(5.2) ‖u‖X 2s
T

:= ‖P≤0u‖L∞

T
H2s

x
+

(∑

j>0

‖Pju‖2L∞

T
H2s

x

) 1
2

.

Clearly this controls the C([−T, T ];H2s
x ) norm. The reason we opt for this slightly stronger norm

(as opposed to just ‖u‖L∞

T
H2s

x
) is because it will be slightly more convenient for proving frequency

envelope bounds. Furthermore, we have the trivial embedding

(5.3) X2s
T ⊆ X 2s

T .

Finally, since estimates for time derivatives will play a key role in our analysis, it will also be

convenient to introduce the auxiliary norm

(5.4) ‖u‖Zs
p,q

:= ‖〈Dt〉su‖Lp
tL

q
x
+ ‖〈Dx〉2su‖Lp

tL
q
x
.
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When q = 2, we will simply abbreviate this by Zs
p .

The reader should keep in mind that although we will often time-localize u (or the nonlinearity)

to be compactly supported in time, some mild care must be taken in the estimates when nonlocal

operators such as Ds
t are involved. This is especially relevant when comparing LtX and LTX type

norms.

5.2. A frequency localized H2s
x bound. The key result for this section is the following frequency

localized H2s
x a priori bound for (5.1).

Proposition 5.1. Let 2− σ < 2s < 4σ, T = 2 and u0 ∈ H2s
x . Suppose that u ∈ C2(R;H∞

x ) solves

(5.1). Furthermore, let aj be a H2s
x frequency envelope for u0 and let b1j and b2j be X 2s

T frequency

envelopes for u and v, respectively. Let bj := max{b1j , b2j}. Furthermore, let 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 and assume

that for each 0 < δ ≪ 1

(5.5) ‖v‖S1+δ
T

+ ‖(i∂t + ∂2x)v‖Zs−1+δ
∞ ∩Sδ

T
.δ ǫ.

Then Pju satisfies the estimate,

(5.6)

‖Pju‖2X 2s
T

. a2j‖u0‖2H2s
x
+ b2jǫ

2σ(‖u‖2X 2s
T
+ ‖u‖2S1

T
) + b2jǫ

2σ−1‖u‖S1
T
‖u‖X 2s

T
‖v‖X 2s

T
+ b2jǫ

4σ−2‖u‖2S1
T
‖v‖2X 2s

T
.

Furthermore, by square summing, we also have

(5.7) ‖u‖2X 2s
T

. ‖u0‖2H2s
x
+ ǫ2σ(‖u‖2X 2s

T
+ ‖u‖2S1

T
) + ǫ2σ−1‖u‖S1

T
‖u‖X 2s

T
‖v‖X 2s

T
+ ǫ4σ−2‖u‖2S1

T
‖v‖2X 2s

T
.

Remark 5.2. Crucially, it should be noted that the implied constant in the bound above does not

depend on the regularization parameter k.

Remark 5.3. The reader should carefully observe the restriction T = 2 and not T ≤ 2 in Proposi-

tion 5.1. This is because η is localized in time to a unit scale. More work is required to show that

we have suitable bounds for T ≤ 2. This will be studied further in Section 6.

Next, we give a brief outline for how we will obtain such an estimate. As mentioned above, to

minimize the number of derivatives which fall on the rough part of the inhomogeneous term, |v|2σ,
we will prove what is essentially an energy type estimate for Ds

tu instead of D2s
x u and use the

bounds for Ds
tu to estimate D2s

x u. This is consistent with the scaling symmetry of (gDNLS). There

is one technical caveat however. Namely, one expects to be able to convert estimates for Ds
tu to

estimates for D2s
x u when the time frequency τ of a solution u to (5.1) is close to −ξ2 where ξ is

the spatial frequency (i.e. in the so-called low modulation region). However, this is not guaranteed

due to the presence of the inhomogeneous term in the equation. Therefore, we need a suitable way

of controlling D2s
x u for the portion of u which has space-time Fourier support far away from the

characteristic hypersurface τ = −ξ2. In other words, we also need an estimate for u in the so-called
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high modulation region.

With this in mind, we split our analysis into two parts. First, we prove an elliptic type estimate

in the high modulation region for solutions to (5.1) which will allow us to suitably control D2s
x u in

terms of the portion of D2s
x u localized near the characteristic hypersurface, as well as a lower order

term stemming from the nonlinearity. To control D2s
x u in the low modulation region, we essentially

obtain an energy type estimate for Ds
tu (the benefit being that we only have to differentiate the

nonlinearity s times in the time variable as opposed to 2s times in the spatial variable). When u is

localized near the characteristic hypersurface, this is precisely the regime in which we expect to be

able to suitably control D2s
x u by Ds

tu. Proposition 5.1 will then follow from combining the low and

high modulation analysis.

5.3. The high modulation estimate. We begin with the high modulation estimate, Lemma 5.4.

This will be useful for estimating the portion of a (time-localized) solution to (5.1) which has space-

time Fourier support away from the characteristic hypersurface. This can also be thought of as an

elliptic space-time estimate.

Lemma 5.4. Let u0 ∈ H∞
x and suppose u ∈ C1(R;H∞

x ) solves the equation,

(5.8)





(i∂t + ∂2x)u = f,

u(0) = u0.

Let 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, j, k > 0, p, q ∈ [1,∞] and suppose |k − 2j| > 4. Then PjSku satisfies the estimate,

(5.9) ‖PjSk〈Dx〉2su‖Lp
tL

q
x
+ ‖PjSk〈Dt〉su‖Lp

tL
q
x
. ‖P̃jS̃k〈Dt〉s−1f‖Lp

tL
q
x
.

The result also holds for k = 0, when S0 is replaced by S≤0.

Proof. We prove the estimate for 〈Dx〉2su. The estimate for 〈Dt〉su is similar. Notice that

[Ft,x(〈Dx〉2sSkPju)](τ, ξ) = 〈ξ〉2sψ(2−kτ)φ(2−jξ)[Ft,x(S̃kP̃ju)](τ, ξ)

= − 〈ξ〉2s
τ + ξ2

ψ(2−kτ)φ(2−jξ)[Ft,xS̃kP̃j(i∂t + ∂2x)u](τ, ξ).
(5.10)

Hence, by Young’s inequality and (5.8), we have (using that ψ(2−kτ)φ(2−jξ) is supported away from

τ + ξ2 = 0),

‖〈Dx〉2sSkPju‖Lp
tL

q
x
. ‖F−1

t,x [
〈ξ〉2s
τ + ξ2

ψ(2−kτ)φ(2−jξ)]‖L1
tL

1
x
‖(i∂t + ∂2x)S̃kP̃ju‖Lp

tL
q
x

. ‖F−1
t,x [

〈ξ〉2s
τ + ξ2

ψ(2−kτ)φ(2−jξ)]‖L1
tL

1
x
‖S̃kP̃jf‖Lp

tL
q
x
.

(5.11)
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It remains then to show that

(5.12) ‖F−1
t,x [

〈ξ〉2s
τ + ξ2

ψ(2−kτ)φ(2−jξ)]‖L1
tL

1
x
. 2−k(1−s).

A simple change of variables shows that

‖F−1
t,x [

〈ξ〉2s
τ + ξ2

ψ(2−kτ)φ(2−jξ)]‖L1
tL

1
x
= ‖F−1

t,x [
〈2jξ〉2s

2kτ + 22jξ2
ψ(τ)φ(ξ)]‖L1

tL
1
x
.(5.13)

Then we have

(5.14)
〈2jξ〉2s

2kτ + 22jξ2
ψ(τ)φ(ξ) = 2k(s−1) (2

−k + 22j−kξ2)s

τ + 22j−kξ2
ψ(τ)φ(ξ) := 2k(s−1)Fj,k(τ, ξ).

It is easy to see that for multi-indices 0 ≤ |α| ≤ 3,

(5.15) |∂ατ,ξFj,k| . 1

so that (since φψ is supported on [−2, 2]× [−2, 2])

(5.16) ‖∂ατ,ξFj,k‖L1
τ,ξ

. 1

with bound independent of j and k. It follows that

(5.17) ‖F−1
t,x [

〈2jξ〉2s
2kτ + 22jξ2

ψ(τ)φ(ξ)]‖L1
tL

1
x
. 2k(s−1)‖(1 + |x|+ |t|)−3‖L1

tL
1
x
. 2k(s−1)

which is what we wanted to show. The case for 〈Dt〉su is similar. �

From this lemma, we obtain a very useful corollary which will allow us to control derivatives of

u in the high modulation region with convenience and reduce matters to proving a suitable low

modulation bound.

Corollary 5.5. Let u ∈ C2(R;H∞
x ), and let the notation be as in Lemma 5.4. Then for every δ > 0

and j > 0, we have

a) If 0 ≤ s < 1,

(5.18) ‖Pj〈Dx〉2su‖Lp
tL

q
x
+ ‖Pj〈Dt〉su‖Lp

tL
q
x
.δ ‖S̃2jPj〈Dx〉2su‖Lp

tL
q
x
+ ‖P̃j〈Dt〉s−1+δf‖Lp

tL
q
x

and

b) If 1 ≤ s < 2σ,

(5.19) ‖Pj〈Dx〉2su‖Lp
tL

2
x
+ ‖Pj∂t〈Dt〉s−1u‖Lp

tL
2
x
.δ ‖S̃2jPj〈Dx〉2su‖Lp

tL
2
x
+ ‖P̃jf‖Zs−1+δ

p,2

where S̃2j = S[2j−4,2j+4].
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Proof. For a), this follows from the Bernstein type estimate ‖D2s
x S̃2jPju‖Lp

tL
q
x
∼ ‖Ds

t S̃2jPju‖Lp
tL

q
x

and from Lemma 5.4 by summing over k > 0, |k−2j| > 4 (which is where the requirement of having

δ > 0 comes in to play). Then b) follows from part a) with u replaced by ∂tu and s replaced by

s− 1, and then by expanding ∂tD
2s−2
x Pju = i∂2xD

2s−2
x Pju− iD2s−2

x Pjf . �

Remark 5.6. We remark that in part b), if f takes the form of f = iηP<k|u|2σux as in (5.1)

then if δ is sufficiently small, we expect to be able to control the last term on the right as long as

2s− 2 < 2σ which is satisfied automatically, because 2s < 4σ < 2σ + 2 in the range 1
2
< σ < 1. If

we were looking at the case σ > 1, this would present a new limiting threshold for which we expect

to obtain estimates for u, c.f. [72].

In light of the above remark, one should observe at this point that the high modulation estimate

above essentially reduces proving Proposition 5.1 to obtaining an estimate for the L∞
T H

2s
x norm of

a solution u to (5.1) in the low modulation region, as well as controlling an essentially perturbative

source term stemming from the nonlinearity in (5.1). With this in mind, we now turn to the low

modulation estimate, which is essentially the heart of the matter.

5.4. Low modulation estimates. Next we prove suitable bounds for the L∞
T H

2s
x norm of a solu-

tion u to (5.1) in the low modulation region. Specifically, we prove the following energy type bound

to control the portion of u which is localized near the characteristic hypersurface.

Lemma 5.7. Let u0 ∈ H2s
x and suppose that u ∈ C2(R;H∞

x ) solves (5.1). Let T = 2, 2− σ < 2s <

4σ, aj be an admissible H2s
x frequency envelope for u0, and b

1
j , b

2
j be X 2s

T frequency envelopes for u

and v, respectively. Take bj := max{b1j , b2j}. Let 0 < ǫ≪ 1 and suppose v satisfies the estimates,

(5.20) ‖v‖S1+δ
T

+ ‖(i∂t + ∂2x)v‖Zs−1+δ
∞ ∩Sδ

T
.δ ǫ

for each 0 < δ ≪ 1. Then for every j ≥ 0, we have

‖S̃2jPjD
2s
x u‖2L∞

T
L2
x
.δ a

2
j‖u0‖2H2s

x
+ b2jǫ

2σ(‖u‖2X 2s
T
+ ‖u‖2S1

T
) + b2jǫ

2σ−1‖u‖S1
T
‖u‖X 2s

T
‖v‖X 2s

T

+ b2jǫ
4σ−2‖u‖2S1

T
‖v‖2X 2s

T
.

(5.21)

Remark 5.8. As a brief but important remark, it should be noted that for α ≥ 0 there is no need

to distinguish between ‖u‖L∞
t Hα

x
and ‖u‖L∞

T
Hα

x
. This is because outside of [−2, 2], u solves a linear

Schrödinger equation, and so the Hα
x norms are constant on both (−∞,−2] and [2,∞).

It will also be convenient to introduce the notation ṽ := η̃v where η̃ is a time-dependent cutoff

supported in (−2, 2) which is equal to 1 on the support of η. For notational convenience, we

also write |v|2σ<k to denote P<k|v|2σ. Now, we begin with the proof of the energy type bound in

Lemma 5.7.
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Proof. Note that we can write η|v|2σ<k = η|ṽ|2σ<k. Next, we apply S̃2jPj := S[2j−4,2j+4]Pj to the

equation and see that S̃2jPju solves the equation,

(5.22) (i∂t + ∂2x)S̃2jPju = iS̃2jPj(η|ṽ|2σ<kux),

with initial data (S̃2jPju)(0). Next, we do a paradifferential expansion of the “nonlinear” term

iS̃2jPj(η|ṽ|2σ<kux), in both the space and time variable, which splits this term into five interactions.

Indeed, first by commuting the spatial projection Pj , we have

S̃2jPj(iη|ṽ|2σ<kux) = S̃2j(iηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k∂xPju) + S̃2j(iη[Pj, P<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k]∂xu) + S̃2jPj(iηP≥j−4|ṽ|2σ<k∂xu).

(5.23)

Then by commuting the temporal projection S̃2j in the first term, we obtain

S̃2jPj(iη|ṽ|2σ<kux) = S<2j−8(iηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)∂xPjS̃2ju+ [S̃2j, S<2j−8(iηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)]∂xPju

+ S̃2j(S≥2j−8(iηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)∂xPju) + S̃2j(iη[Pj , P<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k]∂xu)

+ iS̃2jPj(ηP≥j−4|ṽ|2σ<k∂xu).

(5.24)

We label these terms in the order they appear above as A1, . . . , A5.

We make a brief remark about each of the above interactions before proceeding with the estimates.

The first term, A1, which corresponds to the low-high interaction (in spatial frequency) between the

coefficient iη|ṽ|2σ<k and ∂xu reacts well to a standard energy type estimate for PjS̃2ju since the single

spatial derivative ∂x on PjS̃2ju can be integrated by parts onto the coefficient iη|ṽ|2σ<k. The terms

A2, A3 and A4 are expected to be treated perturbatively. These in a very loose sense correspond

to more balanced frequency interactions for which (space or time) derivatives can be distributed

somewhat evenly between the terms ∂xu and iη|ṽ|2σ<k. The most serious issue comes from A5, which

is the situation in which the coefficient iη|ṽ|2σ<k is at high spatial frequency compared to ∂xu. Some

care must be taken here to ensure that this term is not “differentiated” 2s times in the spatial

variable, but instead “differentiated” at most only s times in the time variable.

Now, we continue with the proof. We begin with a standard energy type estimate. Indeed, multi-

plying (5.22) by −i24jsS̃2jPju, taking real part and integrating over R in the spatial variable and

from 0 to T with |T | ≤ 2 gives,

‖D2s
x S̃2jPju‖2L∞

T
L2
x
. 24js‖(S̃2jPju)(0)‖2L2

x
+

5∑

k=1

Ikj(5.25)

where

(5.26) Ikj := 24js
∫ T

−T

∣∣Re
∫

R

−iAkS̃2jPju
∣∣.
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Now, we estimate each term. We need to deal with both the initial data term 24js‖(S̃2jPju)(0)‖2L2
x

and the Ikj terms for k = 1, ..., 5. First we deal with the latter terms.

Estimate for I1j

We integrate by parts and use Bernstein’s inequality to obtain

I1j = 24js
∫ T

−T

∣∣Re
∫

R

S<2j−8(ηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)∂xS̃2jPjuS̃2jPju
∣∣

. 24js
∫ T

−T

∣∣Re
∫

R

S<2j−8∂x(ηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)|S̃2jPju|2
∣∣

. 24js‖v‖2σ−1
L∞

T
L∞
x
‖vx‖L1

T
L∞
x
‖Pju‖2L∞

T
L2
x

. ‖v‖2σS1
T
‖D2s

x Pju‖2L∞

T
L2
x

. b2j‖v‖2σS1
T
‖u‖2X 2s

T

. b2jǫ
2σ‖u‖2X 2s

T
.

(5.27)

Estimate for I2j

As mentioned above, this term can be treated perturbatively. For simplicity, we denote g :=

iηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k. Then Lemma 2.1 gives

(5.28) [S̃2j , S<2j−8(iηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)]∂xPju = 2−2j

∫

R2

K(s)[∂tS<2j−8g](t+ s1, x)[∂xPju](t+ s2, x)ds

for some K ∈ L1(R2). Hölder’s inequality, Minkowski’s inequality, Bernstein’s inequality and the

fact that ‖Pju‖L∞
t L2

x
= ‖Pju‖L∞

T
L2
x
then gives

I2j . 2−2j24js
∫

R2

|K(s)|
∫ T

−T

∫

R

|[∂tS<2j−8g](t+ s1, x)[∂xPju](t+ s2, x)||(S̃2jPju)(t, x)|dxdtds

. 2−j24js‖∂tS<2j−8g‖L2
tL

∞
x
‖Pju‖2L∞

T
L2
x

. 2(ǫ0−1)j24js‖∂tS<2j−8g‖
L2
tL

1
ǫ0
x

‖Pju‖2L∞

T
L2
x

. ‖D
1
2
+

ǫ0
2

t (ηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)‖
L2
tL

1
ǫ0
x

‖PjD
2s
x u‖2L∞

T
L2
x
,

(5.29)

where ǫ0 < δ is some small positive constant. From the fractional Leibniz rule and then the vector

valued Moser bound Proposition 2.7, Sobolev embedding and then Corollary 5.5, we obtain

‖D
1
2
+

ǫ0
2

t (ηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)‖
L2
tL

1
ǫ0
x

. ‖ṽ‖2σS1
T
+ ‖ṽ‖2σ−1

L∞
t L∞

x
‖D

1
2
+

ǫ0
2

t ṽ‖
L4
tL

1
ǫ0
x

. ǫ2σ.
(5.30)
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Hence,

(5.31) I2j . b2jǫ
2σ‖u‖2X 2s

T
.

Estimate for I3j

This term can also be dealt with perturbatively. Indeed, we can use Hölder and then Bernstein’s

inequality to shift a factor of D
1
2
t onto the rough part of the nonlinearity,

I3j . 24js‖S̃2j(S≥2j−8(ηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)∂xPju)‖L2
tL

2
x
‖Pju‖L2

T
L2
x

. 2j‖S≥2j−8(ηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)‖L2
tL

∞
x
‖PjD

2s
x u‖2L∞

T
L2
x

. ‖S≥2j−8D
1
2
t (ηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)‖L2

tL
∞
x
‖PjD

2s
x u‖2L∞

T
L2
x

. b2j‖D
1
2
+

ǫ0
2

t (ηP<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k)‖
L2
tL

1
ǫ0
x

‖u‖2X 2s
T
.

(5.32)

By a similar argument to the estimate for I2j , we then obtain,

(5.33) I3j . b2jǫ
2σ‖u‖2X 2s

T
.

Estimate for I4j

This term is also straightforward to deal with directly. The estimate is somewhat analogous to

I2j . We have by Lemma 2.1,

(5.34) [Pj , P<j−4|ṽ|2σ<k]∂xu = 2−j

∫

R2

K(y)[P<j−4∂x|ṽ|2σ<k](x+ y1)[P̃j∂xu](x+ y2)dy

for some integrable kernel K ∈ L1(R2). Hence, by Minkowski’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality and

Bernstein’s inequality,

I4j . ‖∂x|ṽ|2σ<k‖L1
T
L∞
x
‖D2s

x P̃ju‖2L∞

T
L2
x

. b2jǫ
2σ‖u‖2X 2s

T
.

(5.35)

Estimate for I5j

As remarked on earlier, this is the most troublesome term to deal with since the rough coeffi-

cient |ṽ|2σ<k is at high spatial frequency. To deal with this, first write w = ηu. We expand using the

Littlewood-Paley trichotomy,

(5.36) S̃2jPj(ηP≥j−4|ṽ|2σ<k∂xu) =
∑

m≥j

S̃2jPj(P̃m|ṽ|2σ<k∂xP̃mw) + S̃2jPj(P̃j |ṽ|2σ<k∂xP̃<jw).
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The first term above, where the frequency interactions between ∂xw and |ṽ|2σ<k are balanced, is

relatively straightforward to estimate. Indeed,

24js
∫ T

−T

|
∫

R

S̃2jPju
∑

m≥j

S̃2jPj(P̃m|ṽ|2σ<k∂xP̃mw)| . ‖D2s
x S̃2jPju‖L∞

T
L2
x
22js‖

∑

m≥j

S̃2jPj(P̃m|ṽ|2σ<k∂xP̃mw)‖L1
T
L2
x

. ‖D2s
x S̃2jPju‖L∞

T
L2
x

∑

m≥j

22js‖P̃m|ṽ|2σ<k∂xP̃mw‖L1
tL

2
x

. bj‖u‖X 2s
T

∑

m≥j

22js‖P̃m|ṽ|2σ<k∂xP̃mw‖L1
tL

2
x

. bj‖∂x|ṽ|2σ<k‖L1
T
L∞
x
‖u‖X 2s

T

∑

m≥j

22(j−m)s‖P̃mD
2s
x u‖L∞

T
L2
x

. bjǫ
2σ‖u‖2X 2s

T

∑

m≥j

22(j−m)sbm

. b2jǫ
2σ‖u‖2X 2s

T

(5.37)

where in the last line we used the slowly varying property of bj .

For the second term in (5.36), we distribute the temporal projection to obtain

S̃2jPj(P̃j |ṽ|2σ<k∂xP̃<jw) = S̃2jPj(P̃j|ṽ|2σ<k∂xP̃<jS≥2j−8w) + S̃2jPj(P̃jS̃2j |ṽ|2σ<k∂xP<jS<2j−8w).(5.38)

For the first term in (5.38), we use Bernstein’s inequality and then Corollary 5.5, which yields

22js‖S̃2jPj(P̃j |ṽ|2σ<k∂xP̃<jS≥2j−8w)‖L1
T
L2
x
. 2−jǫ0‖D1+ǫ0

x |v|2σ‖L1
T
L∞
x
‖S≥2j−8D

s
tw‖L∞

t L2
x

. 2−jǫ0‖D1+ǫ0
x |v|2σ‖L1

T
L∞
x
‖P≤0S≥2j−8D

s
tw‖L∞

t L2
x

+ 2−jǫ0‖D1+ǫ0
x |v|2σ‖L1

T
L∞
x

(∑

m>0

‖PmD
s
tw‖2L∞

t L2
x

) 1
2

. 2−jǫ0‖D1+ǫ0
x |v|2σ‖L1

T
L∞
x
(‖u‖X 2s

T
+ ‖g‖Zs−1+δ

∞
)

(5.39)

where g := (i∂t + ∂2x)w and 0 < ǫ0 ≪ δ is some small positive constant. If ǫ0 is small enough, then

Corollary 2.11 gives ‖D1+ǫ0
x |v|2σ‖L1

T
L∞
x
. ‖v‖2σS1+δ

T

. ǫ2σ. Then finally by taking 2−jǫ0 . bj , it follows

that

22js‖S̃2jPj(P̃j |ṽ|2σ<k∂xP̃<jS≥2j−8w)‖L1
T
L2
x
. bjǫ

2σ(‖u‖X 2s
T
+ ‖g‖Zs−1+δ

∞
).(5.40)

Now we look at controlling the second term in (5.38). We use Bernstein’s inequality and the fact

that w = ηu is time-localized to obtain

22js‖S̃2jPj(P̃jS̃2j|ṽ|2σ<k∂xP<jS<2j−8w)‖L1
T
L2
x
. 22js‖P̃jS̃2j|ṽ|2σ<k∂xP<jS<2j−8w‖L1

tL
2
x

. ‖u‖S1
T
‖Ds

t P̃jS̃2j|ṽ|2σ‖L2
tL

2
x
.

(5.41)
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Here we crucially ensured that the time derivative Ds
t , rather than the spatial derivative D2s

x fell on

the rough part of the nonlinearity.

To control ‖Ds
t P̃jS̃2j |ṽ|2σ‖L2

tL
2
x
we will need the following low modulation Moser type estimate.

Lemma 5.9. Given the conditions of Lemma 5.7, the following estimate holds:

(5.42) ‖P̃jS̃2jD
s
t |ṽ|2σ‖L2

tL
2
x
. bjǫ

2σ−1(ǫ+ ‖v‖X 2s
T
).

We will postpone the proof of this technical lemma until the end of the section.

Combining Lemma 5.9 and the estimate (5.37) allows us to estimate I5j by

(5.43) I5j . b2jǫ
2σ(‖u‖2X 2s

T
+ ‖u‖2S1

T
+ ‖g‖2

Zs−1+δ
∞

) + b2jǫ
2σ−1‖u‖S1

T
‖u‖X 2s

T
‖v‖X 2s

T
.

Finally, combining the estimates for I1j , . . . , I
5
j now yields

‖D2s
x S̃2jPju‖2L∞

T
L2
x
. 24js‖(S̃2jPju)(0)‖2L2

x
+ b2jǫ

2σ(‖u‖2X 2s
T
+ ‖u‖2S1

T
+ ‖g‖2

Zs−1+δ
∞

)

+ b2jǫ
2σ−1‖u‖S1

T
‖u‖X 2s

T
‖v‖X 2s

T
.

(5.44)

Next, we need to control (S̃2jPju)(0) in terms of Pju0. To accomplish this, we use the high modu-

lation estimate Lemma 5.4. Namely,

22js‖(S̃2jPju)(0)‖L2
x
. ‖D2s

x Pju0‖L2
x
+ ‖(1− S̃2j)PjD

2s
x u‖L∞

t L2
x

. ‖D2s
x Pju0‖L2

x
+ ‖S≤0PjD

2s
x u‖L∞

t L2
x
+

∑

m>0,|m−2j|>4

‖PjSmD
2s
x u‖L∞

t L2
x

. ‖D2s
x Pju0‖L2

x
+ ‖〈Dt〉s−1+δP̃j(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖L∞

t L2
x
.

(5.45)

In light of (5.44) and (5.45), to complete the proof of Lemma 5.7 it remains to estimate the latter

term on the right hand side of (5.45) as well as ‖g‖Zs−1+δ
∞

. This is done in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.10. Let s, σ, T, u0, u, aj and bj be as in Proposition 5.1. Let v also be as in Proposi-

tion 5.1, but with (5.5) replaced by the weaker assumption that for all 0 < ǫ≪ 1 and 0 < δ ≪ 1,

(5.46) ‖v‖S1+δ
T

+ ‖(i∂t + ∂2x)v‖
Z

s−3
2+δ

∞

.δ ǫ.

Then we have

(5.47) ‖P̃j(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖Zs−1+δ
∞

. bjǫ
2σ(‖u‖S1

T
+ ‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ

T
) + bjǫ

2σ−1‖u‖S1
T
‖v‖X 2s−1+cδ

T

and

(5.48) ‖(i∂t + ∂2x)w‖Zs−1+δ
∞

:= ‖g‖Zs−1+δ
∞

. ‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

+ ‖u‖S1
T
+ ‖u‖S1

T
‖v‖X 2s−1+cδ

T
,

for some constant c > 0.
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Remark 5.11. The reader may wonder why we estimate the full Zs−1+δ
∞ norm in the above lemma.

Although the argument up until this point only requires us to estimate the component of the Zs−1+δ
∞

norm involving the time derivative, we will need to also estimate the component involving spatial

derivatives in the next section when we establish well-posedness for the full equation in X 2s
T .

Proof. We begin with (5.47). For the purpose of not having to track all the factors of δ that appear

throughout the proof, we will denote by c > 0 some positive constant which is allowed to grow from

line to line. First we study the component of the Zs−1+δ
∞ norm which involves the time derivative.

By considering separately temporal frequencies larger than 22j and smaller than 22j, we obtain

(using the vector valued Bernstein inequality),

‖P̃j〈Dt〉s−1+δ(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖L∞
t L2

x
. 2−2jδ‖P̃j〈Dx〉2s−2+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖L∞

t L2
x

+ 2−2jδ‖P̃jS>2j〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖L∞
t L2

x
.

(5.49)

Hence,

‖P̃j(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖Zs−1+δ
∞

. 2−2jδ‖P̃j〈Dx〉2s−2+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖L∞
t L2

x

+ 2−2jδ‖P̃jS>2j〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖L∞
t L2

x
.

(5.50)

We now look at the first term in (5.50). The bound

(5.51) 2−2jδ‖P̃j〈Dx〉2s−2+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖L∞
t L2

x
. bjǫ

2σ‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

+ bjǫ
2σ−1‖u‖S1

T
‖v‖X 2s−1+cδ

T

is a straightforward consequence of 2−2jδ . bj and the fractional Leibniz rule if 2s − 2 < 1. If

2s− 2 ≥ 1, then for the homogeneous component, we have

‖D2s−2+cδ
x (iηP<k|v|2σux)‖L∞

t L2
x
. ‖D2s−3+cδ

x (iηP<k|v|2σuxx)‖L∞
t L2

x

+ ‖ηD2s−3+cδ
x (ReP<k(|v|2σ−2vvx)ux)‖L∞

t L2
x
.

(5.52)

By the fractional Leibniz rule and Sobolev embedding, clearly the first term above can be controlled

by ǫ2σ‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

. Using the fact that 2s − 3 < 2σ − 1 and applying the fractional Leibniz rule,

Corollary 2.11 (when D2s−3+cδ
x falls on |v|2σ−2v) and interpolation, we can control the second term

by

(5.53) ǫ2σ‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

+ ǫ2σ−1‖u‖S1
T
‖v‖X 2s−1+cδ

T

to obtain the desired bound (5.51).

Now, to estimate the second term on the right hand side of (5.50), we use that 2−2jδ . bj and
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estimate

2−2jδ‖P̃jS>2j〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖L∞
t L2

x
. bj‖P̃jS>2j〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖L∞

t L2
x

. bj
∑

m≥2j

‖P̃jSm〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖L∞
t L2

x

. bj
∑

m≥2j

‖P̃jSm〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(S<m−4(η|ṽ|2σ<k)S̃mux)‖L∞
t L2

x

+ bj
∑

m≥2j

‖P̃jSm〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(S≥m−4(η|ṽ|2σ<k)ux)‖L∞
t L2

x
.

(5.54)

For the first term in (5.54), we have by Bernstein’s inequality,

bj
∑

m≥2j

‖P̃jSm〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(S<m−4(η|ṽ|2σ<k)S̃mux)‖L∞
t L2

x

. bj
∑

m≥2j

‖P̃jSm〈Dt〉s−
1
2
+cδ(S<m−4(η|ṽ|2σ<k)S̃mu)‖L∞

t L2
x

+ bj
∑

m≥2j

‖P̃jSm〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(S<m−4(η∂x|ṽ|2σ<k)S̃mu)‖L∞
t L2

x
.

(5.55)

Using Bernstein’s inequality and Corollary 5.5, we may control the first term by

bj
∑

m≥2j

‖P̃jSm〈Dt〉s−
1
2
+cδ(S<m−4(η|ṽ|2σ<k)S̃mu)‖L∞

t L2
x
. bj‖v‖2σS1

T
‖〈Dt〉s−

1
2
+cδu‖L∞

t L2
x

. bjǫ
2σ‖〈Dt〉s−

1
2
+cδu‖L∞

t L2
x

. bjǫ
2σ(‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ

T
+ ‖η|v|2σ<kux‖

Z
s− 3

2+cδ
∞

).

(5.56)

For the second term in (5.55), we obtain also

bj
∑

m≥2j

‖P̃jSm〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(S<m−4(η∂x|ṽ|2σ<k)S̃mu)‖L∞
t L2

x
. bj‖|ṽ|2σ‖L∞

t H1
x
‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδu‖L∞

t L∞
x

. bj‖|ṽ|2σ‖L∞
t H1

x
‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδ〈Dx〉

1
2
+δu‖L∞

t L2
x

. bjǫ
2σ(‖〈Dt〉s−

1
2
+cδu‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖〈Dx〉s−

1
2
+cδu‖L∞

t L2
x
)

. bjǫ
2σ(‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ

T
+ ‖η|v|2σ<kux‖

Z
s−3

2+cδ
∞

).

(5.57)

For the second term in (5.54), we obtain

bj
∑

m≥2j

‖P̃jSm〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(S≥m−4(η|ṽ|2σ<k)ux)‖L∞
t L2

x
. bj‖ux‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<k)‖L∞

t L∞
x

. bj‖u‖S1
T
‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<k)‖L∞

t L∞
x
.

(5.58)
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We have by Sobolev embedding, the fractional Leibniz rule and the Moser bound Proposition 2.8,

‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<k)‖L∞
t L∞

x
. ‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδ(η|ṽ|2σ<k)‖

L∞
x L

1
δ
t

. ‖|ṽ|2σ‖
L∞
x L

2
δ
t

+ ‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδ|ṽ|2σ<k‖
L∞
x L

2
δ
t

. ‖|ṽ|2σ‖
L

2
δ
t L∞

x

+ ‖|ṽ|2σ−1‖
L∞
x L

4
δ
t

‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδṽ‖
L∞
x L

4
δ
t

. ǫ2σ + ‖|ṽ|2σ−1‖
L

4
δ
t L∞

x

‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδṽ‖
L

4
δ
t L∞

x

. ǫ2σ + ‖v‖2σ−1
S1
T

‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδṽ‖
L

4
δ
t L∞

x

.

(5.59)

Now, notice that by Corollary 5.5,

‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδṽ‖
L

4
δ
t L∞

x

.
∑

j≥0

‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδPj ṽ‖
L

4
δ
t L∞

x

.
∑

j≥0

‖〈Dt〉s−1+cδ〈Dx〉
1
2Pj ṽ‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

.
∑

j≥0

‖〈Dx〉s−
1
2
+cδPj ṽ‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

+
∑

j≥0

‖〈Dt〉s−
1
2
+cδPj ṽ‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

. ‖ṽ‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

+
∑

j≥0

(
‖〈Dx〉2s−1+cδPj ṽ‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

+ ‖P̃j〈Dt〉s−
3
2
+cδ(i∂t + ∂2x)ṽ‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

)

. ‖v‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

+
∑

j≥0

‖P̃j〈Dt〉s−
3
2
+cδ(i∂t + ∂2x)ṽ‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

.

(5.60)

To control the latter term above, there are two cases. If s − 3
2
< 0, then this term can be easily

controlled by ǫ by commuting (i∂t + ∂2x) with η̃ and applying Hölder’s inequality. If s− 3
2
≥ 0, then

we have (after possibly enlarging cδ)

∑

j≥0

‖P̃j〈Dt〉s−
3
2
+cδ(i∂t + ∂2x)ṽ‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

. ‖〈Dt〉s−
3
2
+cδ(η(i∂t + ∂2x)v)‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

+ ‖〈Dt〉s−
3
2
+cδ(∂tη̃v)‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

.
∑

k≥0

‖〈Dt〉s−
3
2
+cδSk(η(i∂t + ∂2x)v)‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

+ ‖〈Dt〉s−
3
2
+cδSk(∂tη̃v)‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

.

(5.61)

By doing a paraproduct expansion of Sk(η(i∂t+∂
2
x)v) = Sk(S<k−4η(i∂t+∂

2
x)S̃kv)+Sk(S≥k−4η(i∂t+

∂2x)v), using Bernstein and Hölder’s inequality, summing over k, and possibly enlarging the factor

of cδ, we obtain

(5.62)
∑

k≥0

‖〈Dt〉s−
3
2
+cδSk(η(i∂t + ∂2x)v)‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

. ‖(i∂t + ∂2x)v‖
Z

s−3
2+cδ

∞

. ǫ.
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A similar argument involving a paraproduct expansion of Sk(∂tηv) can be used to show

(5.63) ‖〈Dt〉s−
3
2
+cδSk(∂tηv)‖

L
4
δ
t L2

x

. ǫ.

Therefore, the second term in (5.54) can be controlled by

(5.64) bjǫ
2σ‖u‖S1

T
+ bjǫ

2σ−1‖u‖S1
T
‖v‖X 2s−1+cδ

T
.

Combining this and (5.55) with (5.51) yields the estimate,

(5.65)

‖P̃j(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖Zs−1+δ
∞

. bjǫ
2σ(‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ

T
+ ‖u‖S1

T
+ ‖η|v|2σ<kux‖

Z
s− 3

2+cδ
∞

) + bjǫ
2σ−1‖u‖S1

T
‖v‖X 2s−1+cδ

T
.

By square summing (5.65) and applying (5.65) with s− 1 replaced by s− 3
2
, we obtain

(5.66) ‖η|v|2σ<kux‖
Z

s−3
2+cδ

∞

. ǫ2σ(‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

+ ‖u‖S1
T
+ ‖η|v|2σ<kux‖Zs−2+cδ

∞
) + ǫ2σ−1‖u‖S1

T
‖v‖X 2s−1+cδ

T

and since s < 2, it follows that if δ is small enough, then

(5.67) ‖η|v|2σ<kux‖Zs−2+cδ
∞

. ǫ2σ‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

.

Therefore, the bound

(5.68) ‖P̃j(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖Zs−1+δ
∞

. bjǫ
2σ(‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ

T
+ ‖u‖S1

T
) + bjǫ

2σ−1‖u‖S1
T
‖v‖X 2s−1+cδ

T

follows.

For the estimate (5.48), we have

(5.69) ‖g‖Zs−1+δ
∞

. ‖∂tηu‖Zs−1+δ
∞

+ ‖ηP<k|v|2σux‖Zs−1+δ
∞

.

The first term above is controlled using Corollary 5.5 by

‖∂tηu‖Zs−1+δ
∞

. ‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

+ ‖〈Dt〉s−1+δ(∂tηu)‖L∞
t L2

x

. ‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

+ ‖∂2t ηu‖Zs−2+cδ
∞

+ ‖∂tη(ηP<k|v|2σux)‖Zs−2+cδ
∞

. ‖u‖X 2s−1+cδ
T

(5.70)

where in the last line, we used that s < 2. The second term in (5.69) can be estimated by square

summing (5.68). This completes the proof of Lemma 5.10. �

Finally, we complete the proof of Lemma 5.7. This simply follows by combining Lemma 5.10 with

the estimates (5.44) and (5.45). �
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5.5. Proof of Proposition 5.1. Finally, we prove the main estimate of the section, Proposition 5.1.

Proof. Let 0 < δ ≪ 1. From Corollary 5.5, we have

(5.71) ‖Pju‖2L∞

T
H2s

x
.δ ‖S̃2jPju‖2L∞

T
H2s

x
+ ‖P̃j(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖2Zs−1+δ

∞

.

By Lemma 5.7, we have

‖S̃2jPju‖2L∞

T
H2s

x
.δ a

2
j‖u0‖2H2s

x
+ b2jǫ

2σ(‖u‖2X 2s
T
+ ‖u‖2S1

T
) + b2jǫ

2σ−1‖u‖S1
T
‖u‖X 2s

T
‖v‖X 2s

T

+ b2jǫ
4σ−2‖u‖2S1

T
‖v‖2X 2s

T
.

(5.72)

Furthermore, by Lemma 5.10, we have

‖P̃j(η|ṽ|2σ<kux)‖2Zs−1+δ
∞

. b2jǫ
4σ(‖u‖2X 2s

T
+ ‖u‖2S1

T
) + b2jǫ

4σ−2‖u‖2S1
T
‖v‖2X 2s

T

. b2jǫ
2σ(‖u‖2X 2s

T
+ ‖u‖2S1

T
) + b2jǫ

4σ−2‖u‖2S1
T
‖v‖2X 2s

T
.

(5.73)

This completes the proof. �

5.6. Proof of Lemma 5.9. It remains to prove the technical estimate Lemma 5.9. This will follow

from the slightly more general estimate:

Lemma 5.12. Let T = 2, 1
2
< σ < 1 and u be a C2(R;H∞

x ) solution to the inhomogeneous

Schrödinger equation,

(5.74) (i∂t + ∂2x)u = f

supported in the time interval [−2, 2]. Furthermore, let bj be an admissible X 2s
T frequency envelope

for u (here we don’t assume that the formula is necessarily given explicitly by (2.4)). Then for j > 0

we have,

a) If 0 < s < 1, then

(5.75) ‖P̃jS̃2jD
s
t (|u|2σ)‖L2

tL
2
x
. bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

(‖u‖X 2s
T
+ ‖f‖S0

T
).

b) If 1 ≤ s < 2σ and 0 < δ ≪ 1, then

(5.76) ‖P̃jS̃2jD
s
t (|u|2σ)‖L2

tL
2
x
.δ bjΛ(‖u‖X 2s

T
+ ‖f‖S0

T
+ ‖f‖Zs−1+δ

∞
)

where

(5.77) Λ := (‖u‖S1+δ
T

+ ‖f‖Sδ
T
)2σ−1Λ0

and Λ0 is some polynomial in ‖u‖S1+δ
T

+ ‖f‖Sδ
T
.
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Remark 5.13. We only prove the above estimate for P̃jS̃2jD
s
t (|u|2σ) in L2

tL
2
x. Although the estimate

is almost certainly true for a suitable range of p ≥ 1 in Lp
tL

2
x, we do not pursue this here, so as not

to further complicate the argument (specifically, the proof of b)).

Remark 5.14. We do not claim that the factors of ‖f‖S0
T
, ‖f‖Zs−1+δ

∞
and Λ that appear in the

estimate are in any way optimal (in fact, in many instances in the below estimates, they arise in

relatively crude ways). We opted not to carefully optimize the inequality because it will not affect

the range of s for which Lemma 5.7 holds, and also because the current form of Lemma 5.12 can

be more easily applied to establish Proposition 5.1.

Proof. a) For notational convenience, we will sometimes write F (z) = |z|2σ−2z and P<ju = u<j.

Now, for each j > 0, we write

Ds
t S̃2jPj|u|2σ = Ds

t S̃2jPj|P<ju|2σ −Ds
t S̃2jPj(|P<ju|2σ − |u|2σ)

= Ds
t S̃2jPj|P<ju|2σ + 2σRe

∫ 1

0

PjS̃2jD
s
t (F (y(θ))P≥ju)dθ

(5.78)

where

(5.79) y(θ) := θu+ (1− θ)P<ju.

For the first term, interpolating gives

‖Ds
t S̃2jPj|P<ju|2σ‖L2

tL
2
x
. ‖S̃2jPj|P<ju|2σ‖1−s

L2
tL

2
x
‖S̃2jPj(F (u<j)P<jut)‖sL2

tL
2
x
.(5.80)

By expanding ut in the second factor, we obtain

‖S̃2jPj(F (u<j)P<jut)‖L2
tL

2
x
. ‖S̃2jPj(F (u<j)P<juxx)‖L2

tL
2
x

+ ‖S̃2jPj(F (u<j)P<jf)‖L2
tL

2
x
.

(5.81)

We expand the first term in (5.81) using the Littlewood-Paley trichotomy. Then Bernstein’s in-

equality and Corollary 2.11 yields

‖S̃2jPj(F (u<j)P<juxx)‖L2
tL

2
x

. ‖P<j−4F (u<j)P̃juxx‖L2
tL

2
x
+ ‖P≥j−4F (u<j)P<juxx‖L2

tL
2
x

. bj2
2j(1−s)‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖u‖X 2s
T
+ 22j(1−s)2−δj‖Dδ

xF (u<j)‖L∞
t L∞

x
‖D2s

x u‖L∞
t L2

x

. bj2
2j(1−s)‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖u‖X 2s
T
.

(5.82)

For the second term in (5.81), we obtain (by taking 22j(s−1) . bj)

‖S̃2jPj(F (u<j)P<jf)‖L2
tL

2
x
. bj2

2j(1−s)‖u‖2σ−1
S1
T

‖f‖L∞
t L2

x
(5.83)
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and so by Bernstein, the estimate (5.80) becomes

‖Ds
t S̃2jPj |P<ju|2σ‖L2

tL
2
x
. 22js(1−s)[bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖u‖X 2s
T
+ bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖f‖L∞
t L2

x
]s‖S̃2jPj|P<ju|2σ‖1−s

L2
tL

2
x

. [bj‖u‖2σ−1
S1
T

‖u‖X 2s
T
+ bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖f‖L∞
t L2

x
]s‖Ds

t S̃2jPj|P<ju|2σ‖1−s

L2
tL

2
x
.

(5.84)

Hence,

‖Ds
t S̃2jPj |P<ju|2σ‖L2

tL
2
x
. bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖u‖X 2s
T
+ bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖f‖L∞
t L2

x
.(5.85)

For the second term in (5.78), using that 22js‖P≥ju‖L2
tL

2
x
. ‖D2s

x P≥ju‖L2
tL

2
x
and Corollary 2.11 leads

to the estimate,

‖PjS̃2jD
s
t (F (y(θ))P≥ju)‖L2

tL
2
x

. 22js‖Pj(F (y(θ))P≥ju)‖L2
tL

2
x

. bj‖〈Dx〉δF (y(θ))‖L∞
t L∞

x
‖u‖X 2s

T

. bj‖u‖2σ−1
S1
T

‖u‖X 2s
T
.

(5.86)

Hence, by Minkowski’s inequality,

(5.87) 2σ‖Re
∫ 1

0

PjS̃2jD
s
t (F (y(θ))P≥ju)dθ‖L2

tL
2
x
. bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖u‖X 2s
T
.

Combining everything shows that

(5.88) ‖Ds
t S̃2jPj|u|2σ‖L2

tL
2
x
. bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖u‖X 2s
T
+ bj‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖f‖L∞
t L2

x
.

This proves part a).

Next, we prove part b). By commuting through the temporal projection, we obtain

‖S̃2jPjD
s
t (|u|2σ)‖L2

tL
2
x
. ‖S̃2jD

s−1
t (S̃<2j(|u|2σ−2u)∂tS̃2ju)‖L2

tL
2
x

+ ‖S̃2jD
s−1
t (S̃≥2j(|u|2σ−2u)∂tu)‖L2

tL
2
x
.

(5.89)

The first term in (5.89) can be estimated by Bernstein’s inequality to obtain

‖S̃2jD
s−1
t (S̃<2j(|u|2σ−2u)∂tS̃2ju)‖L2

tL
2
x
. ‖u‖2σ−1

S1
T

‖Ds−1
t ∂tS̃2ju‖L2

tL
2
x
.(5.90)

Then writing

(5.91) ‖Ds−1
t ∂tS̃2ju‖L2

tL
2
x
∼ ‖Ds−1

t ∂tS̃2jP≤0u‖L2
tL

2
x
+

(∑

k>0

‖Ds−1
t ∂tS̃2jPku‖2L2

tL
2
x

) 1
2
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and requiring bj ≥ 2−jδ, applying Lemma 5.4 and then square summing over k yields

‖Ds−1
t ∂tS̃2ju‖L2

tL
2
x
. ‖D2s

x S̃2jPju‖L2
tL

2
x
+ 2−jδ‖〈Dt〉s−1+δS̃2jf‖L2

tL
2
x

. bj‖u‖X 2s
T
+ bj‖f‖Zs−1+δ

∞
.

(5.92)

To estimate the second term in (5.89), we have two cases:

If 1 ≤ s ≤ σ + 1
2
, we obtain from the equation,

‖S̃2jD
s−1
t (S̃≥2j(|u|2σ−2u)∂tu)‖L2

tL
2
x

. ‖S̃2jD
s−1
t (S̃≥2j(|u|2σ−2u)∂2xu)‖L2

tL
2
x
+ ‖S̃2jD

s−1
t (S̃≥2j(|u|2σ−2u)f)‖L2

tL
2
x
.

(5.93)

By Hölder and Bernstein’s inequality, Sobolev embedding and Corollary 2.11, the first term can be

estimated by

‖S̃2jD
s−1
t (S̃≥2j(|u|2σ−2u)∂2xu)‖L2

tL
2
x
. 2−jδ‖Ds−1+ δ

2
t (|u|2σ−2u)‖

L
1

s−1
t L

1
s−1
x

‖∂2xu‖
L∞
t L

2
3−2s
x

. 2−jδ‖〈Dt〉
s−1+δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L
2σ−1
s−1

t L
2σ−1
s−1

x

‖∂2xu‖
L∞
t L

2
3−2s
x

. 2−jδ‖〈Dt〉
s−1+δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L
2σ−1
s−1

t L
2σ−1
s−1

x

‖u‖L∞
t Hs+1

x
.

(5.94)

Applying Corollary 5.5 gives

(5.95) ‖〈Dt〉
s−1+δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L
2σ−1
s−1

t L
2σ−1
s−1

x

. ‖〈Dx〉
2s−2+4δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L
2σ−1
s−1

t L
2σ−1
s−1

x

+ ‖〈Dt〉
s−1+2δ
2σ−1

−1f‖2σ−1

L
2σ−1
s−1

t L
2σ−1
s−1

x

.

Since 2s−2
2σ−1

≤ 1− (1
2
− s−1

2σ−1
), when s ≤ σ+ 1

2
, we have by Sobolev embedding in the spatial variable,

(5.96) ‖〈Dx〉
2s−2+4δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L
2σ−1
s−1

t L
2σ−1
s−1

x

‖u‖L∞
t Hs+1

x
. ‖u‖2σ−1

S1+cδ
T

‖u‖L∞
t H2s

x

for some fixed constant c > 0.

Next, applying Sobolev embedding in the time variable, and using the inequality ‖g‖Lp
xL

q
t
. ‖g‖Lq

tL
p
x

when p ≥ q, we also obtain

‖〈Dt〉
s−1+2δ
2σ−1

−1f‖
L

2σ−1
s−1

t L
2σ−1
s−1

x

. ‖f‖
L

2σ−1
s−1

x L2
t

. ‖f‖
L2
tL

2σ−1
s−1

x

. ‖f‖S0
T

(5.97)

and so, the first term in (5.93) can be controlled by (after possibly relabelling δ),

(5.98) 2−jδ(‖u‖S1+cδ
T

+ ‖f‖S0
T
)2σ−1‖u‖L∞

t H2s
x

. bjΛ‖u‖L∞
t H2s

x
. bjΛ‖u‖X 2s

T
.
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For the second term in (5.93), we simply have by Bernstein, and Corollary 2.11 and Corollary 5.5,

‖S̃2jD
s−1
t (S̃≥2j(|u|2σ−2u)f)‖L2

tL
2
x
. 2−jδ‖Ds−1+ δ

2
t (|u|2σ−2u)‖

L
4

2σ−1
t L

4
2σ−1
x

‖f‖
L4
tL

4
3−2σ
x

. 2−jδ‖〈Dt〉
1
2
+ δ

2u‖2σ−1
L4
tL

4
x
‖f‖S0

T

. 2−jδ(‖u‖2σ−1

S1+δ
T

+ ‖f‖2σ−1
S0
T

)‖f‖S0
T

. bjΛ‖f‖S0
T
.

(5.99)

This handles the case 1 ≤ s ≤ σ + 1
2
.

Next, suppose σ + 1
2
< s < 2σ. By Bernstein’s inequality,

‖S̃2jD
s−1
t (S̃≥2j(|u|2σ−2u)∂tu)‖L2

tL
2
x
. 2−jδ‖Ds−1+ δ

2
t (|u|2σ−2u)‖

L
2

2σ−1
t L

2
2σ−1
x

‖∂tu‖
L

1
1−σ
t L

1
1−σ
x

. bj‖D
s−1+ δ

2
t (|u|2σ−2u)‖

L
2

2σ−1
t L

2
2σ−1
x

‖∂tu‖
L

1
1−σ
t L

1
1−σ
x

.
(5.100)

Using Corollary 2.11 and then Corollary 5.5, we estimate,

‖Ds−1+ δ
2

t (|u|2σ−2u)‖
L

2
2σ−1
t L

2
2σ−1
x

. ‖〈Dt〉
s−1+δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L2
tL

2
x

. ‖P≤0〈Dt〉
s−1+δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L2
tL

2
x
+

(∑

j>0

‖〈Dt〉
s−1+δ
2σ−1 Pju‖2L2

tL
2
x

) 1
2
(2σ−1)

. ‖〈Dx〉
2s−2+2δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L2
tL

2
x
+ ‖f‖2σ−1

S0
T

.

(5.101)

Furthermore, we have by Sobolev embedding and the equation,

‖∂tu‖
L

1
1−σ
t L

1
1−σ
x

. ‖〈Dx〉σ+
3
2u‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖〈Dx〉σ−

1
2f‖L∞

t L2
x
.(5.102)

Hence, we obtain

bj‖D
s−1+ δ

2
t (|u|2σ−2u)‖

L
2

2σ−1
t L

2
2σ−1
x

‖∂tu‖
L

1
1−σ
t L

1
1−σ
x

. bj(‖〈Dx〉σ+
3
2u‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖〈Dx〉σ−

1
2f‖L∞

t L2
x
)‖〈Dx〉

2s−2+2δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L2
tL

2
x
+ Λbj(‖u‖L∞

t H2s
x
+ ‖f‖Zs−1+δ

∞
).

(5.103)

To control the first term, interpolating each factor between L∞
t H

2s
x and L∞

t H
1
x shows that

(5.104) ‖〈Dx〉
2s−2+2δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L2
tL

2
x
‖〈Dx〉σ+

3
2u‖L∞

t L2
x
. ‖u‖2σ−1

S1+δ
T

‖u‖L∞
t H2s

x
.
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For the second term, interpolating the 〈Dx〉
2s−2+2δ
2σ−1 u factor between L∞

t H
1
x and L∞

t H
2s
x and the

〈Dx〉σ−
1
2f factor between L∞

t L
2
x and L∞

t H
2s−2+δ
x and using that s > σ + 1

2
leads to

(5.105) ‖〈Dx〉
2s−2+2δ
2σ−1 u‖2σ−1

L2
tL

2
x
‖〈Dx〉σ−

1
2 f‖L∞

t L2
x
. Λ(‖u‖L∞

t H2s
x
+ ‖f‖Zs−1+δ

∞
).

Now, collecting all of the estimates and using that ‖u‖L∞
t H2s

x
. ‖u‖X 2s

T
completes the proof. �

Finally, we use Lemma 5.12 to establish Lemma 5.9.

Proof. First, it is straightforward to verify that b2j is a X 2s
T frequency envelope for ṽ in the sense

that b2j satisfies property (2.3) and is slowly varying. Next, we expand

(5.106) (i∂t + ∂2x)ṽ = i∂tη̃v + η̃(i∂t + ∂2x)v := f.

Using an argument similar to what was done to estimate (5.61) and applying Corollary 5.5, it is

straightforward to verify ‖f‖Sδ
T
+‖f‖Zs−1+δ

∞
. ǫ+‖v‖X 2s

T
, and so the conclusion immediately follows

from Lemma 5.12. �

6. Well-posedness at high regularity

In this section, we aim to prove Theorem 1.1. We begin by studying a suitable regularized equation.

6.1. Well-posedness of a regularized equation. Since there is an apparent limit to the possible

regularity of solutions to (gDNLS), we construct H2s
x solutions as limits of smooth solutions to an

appropriate regularized approximate equation. Like in the previous section η will denote a time-

dependent cutoff with η = 1 on [−1, 1] with support in (−2, 2). To construct the requisite solutions,

we need the following lemma:

Lemma 6.1. Let 2− σ < 2s < 4σ. Let 2s ≥ α > max{2− σ, 2s− 1}. Then there is an ǫ > 0 such

that for every u0 ∈ H2s
x with ‖u0‖Hα

x
≤ ǫ and for all j > 0, the regularized equation

(6.1)





(i∂t + ∂2x)u = iηP<j|u|2σ∂xu,
u(0) = P<ju0,

admits a global solution u ∈ C2(R;H∞
x ). Moreover, we have the following bounds for T = 2,

‖u‖Xα
T
∩S1+δ

T
. ǫ,

‖(i∂t + ∂2x)u‖Sδ
T
∩Zs−1+δ

∞
. ǫ,

(6.2)

where the implicit constant in the above inequality is independent of the parameter j and where

0 < δ ≪ 1 is any small positive constant.

Remark 6.2. The smallness assumption on the Hα
x norm of u0 will turn out to be inconsequential

(by L2
x subcriticality for (gDNLS)). This assumption is made for convenience to guarantee (6.2).
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Let us now construct solutions to (6.1). The first step is to construct solutions to an appropriate

linear equation. For this, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Let η = η(t) be a smooth time-dependent cutoff with η = 1 on [−1, 1] and with support

in (−2, 2). Let T > 0 and v ∈ L2σ
T L

∞
x . Let u0 ∈ H2s

x . Then for each j > 0, there exists a unique

solution w ∈ C([−T, T ];H∞
x ) solving the equation

(6.3)





∂tw = i∂2xw + ηP<j|v|2σ∂xw,
w(0) = P<ju0.

Proof. First, observe that for each n > j a simple (iterated) application of the contraction mapping

theorem in the closed subspace of C([−T, T ];L2
x) consisting of functions whose spatial Fourier

transform is supported on [−2n, 2n] gives rise to a solution w(n) ∈ C([−T, T ];H∞
x ) to the following

regularized linear equation,

(6.4)





∂tw
(n) = i∂2xw

(n) + ηP≤n(P<j|v|2σ∂xw(n)),

w(n)(0) = P<ju0.

We show that the sequence w(n) converges as n → ∞ to some w ∈ C([−T, T ];H∞
x ) which solves

(6.3). This follows in two stages, but is standard. First, for each integer k ≥ 0, a standard energy

estimate and Bernstein’s inequality shows that w(n) satisfies the bound

(6.5) ‖w(n)‖C([−T,T ];Hk
x)

. exp(2j(k+1)‖v‖2σL2σ
T

L∞
x
)‖P<ju0‖Hk

x

where importantly, the bound is independent of n (but can depend on j). Furthermore, a simple

energy estimate in L2
x for differences of solutions w(n) −w(m) to (6.4) shows that the sequence w(n)

is Cauchy in C([−T, T ];L2
x) and thus converges to some w ∈ C([−T, T ];L2

x). Interpolating against

(6.5) shows that in fact w(n) converges to some w in C([−T, T ];H∞
x ) and that w solves (6.3) in the

sense of distributions, and furthermore that w satisfies the bound (6.5) for each k ≥ 0. �

The next step in the proof of Lemma 6.1 is to construct the corresponding C2(R;H∞
x ) solution to

(6.1). For this purpose, consider the following iteration scheme,

(6.6)





(i∂t + ∂2x)u
(n+1) = iηP<j|u(n)|2σ∂xu(n+1),

u(n+1)(0) = P<ju0,

with the initialization u(0) = 0. Thanks to Lemma 6.3 it follows that for each n, there is a solution

u(n+1) ∈ C([−2, 2];H∞
x ) to the above equation. In particular, u(n+1) can be extended globally in

time because for |t| > 2, u(n+1) solves the linear Schrödinger equation.

Next, we have the following lemma concerning the convergence of this iteration scheme, from which

Lemma 6.1 is immediate.
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Lemma 6.4. Let 2− σ < 2s < 4σ. Let 2s ≥ α > max{2− σ, 2s− 1}. Let u0 ∈ H2s
x and let u(n+1)

be the corresponding C(R;H∞
x ) solution to (6.6). Then there is ǫ > 0 independent of j such that

if ‖u0‖Hα
x
≤ ǫ, then u(n) converges to some u ∈ C(R;H∞

x ) solving (6.1). Furthermore, we have

u ∈ C2(R;H∞
x ) and the bounds

‖u‖Xα
T
∩S1+δ

T
. ǫ,

‖(i∂t + ∂2x)u‖Sδ
T
∩Zs−1+δ

∞
. ǫ.

(6.7)

Proof. We begin by showing that u(n+1) satisfies the bounds

‖u(n+1)‖Xα
T
∩S1+δ

T
. ǫ,

‖(i∂t + ∂2x)u
(n+1)‖Sδ

T
∩Zs−1+δ

∞
. ǫ,

(6.8)

for T = 2 uniformly in n. Given the initialization u(0) = 0, we may make the inductive hypothesis

that (6.8) holds with n + 1 replaced by n. Now, we prove the above two bounds for u(n+1).

We begin by showing ‖u(n+1)‖Xα
T
∩S1+δ

T
. ǫ. Indeed, it follows from the modification of the low

regularity bounds outlined in Lemma 3.18 that for 2s ≥ α > 2− σ,

(6.9) ‖u(n+1)‖Xα
T
∩S1+δ

T
. ‖u(n+1)‖Xα

T
.

Then Proposition 5.1 and the inductive hypothesis gives

‖u(n+1)‖2Xα
T
. ‖u0‖2Hα

x
+ ǫ2σ(‖u(n+1)‖2Xα

T
+ ‖u(n+1)‖2S1

T
) + ǫ2σ−1‖u(n+1)‖S1

T
‖u(n+1)‖Xα

T
‖u(n)‖Xα

T

+ ǫ4σ−2‖u(n+1)‖2S1
T
‖u(n)‖2Xα

T
,

(6.10)

and so,

(6.11) ‖u(n+1)‖2Xα
T
. ‖u0‖2Hα

x
+ ǫ2σ‖u(n+1)‖2Xα

T
.

From this, we deduce

(6.12) ‖u(n+1)‖Xα
T
. ǫ.

Next, we aim to verify the bound,

(6.13) ‖(i∂t + ∂2x)u
(n+1)‖Sδ

T
∩Zs−1+δ

∞
. ǫ.

For this, we use the equation,

(6.14) (i∂t + ∂2x)u
(n+1) = iηP<j |u(n)|2σ∂xu(n+1).

From Lemma 5.10 and (6.9), we have

(6.15) ‖iηP<j|u(n)|2σ∂xu(n+1)‖Sδ
T
∩Zs−1+δ

∞
. ǫ2σ‖u(n+1)‖Xα

T
. ǫ.

This verifies the uniform in n bound (6.8).
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Next, we show that that u(n) converges to u ∈ C(R;L2
x). Clearly it suffices to show (by the

localization properties of η) that u(n) converges to u ∈ C([−2, 2];L2
x).

We begin by estimating the L2
x norm of u(n+1)(t)−u(n)(t) for |t| ≤ 2. Indeed, we see that u(n+1)−u(n)

satisfies the equation,

(6.16)



(i∂t + ∂2x)(u
(n+1) − u(n)) = iηP<j|u(n)|2σ∂x(u(n+1) − u(n)) + iηP<j(|u(n)|2σ − |u(n−1)|2σ)∂xu(n),

(u(n+1) − u(n))(0) = 0.

A simple energy estimate shows that for each −2 ≤ T ≤ 2

‖u(n+1) − u(n)‖2L∞

T
L2
x
. ‖u(n)‖S1

T
‖u(n)‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
‖u(n+1) − u(n)‖2L∞

T
L2
x

+ ‖u(n)‖S1
T
(‖u(n)‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
+ ‖u(n−1)‖2σ−1

L∞

T
L∞
x
)‖u(n) − u(n−1)‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖u(n+1) − u(n)‖L∞

T
L2
x

(6.17)

where all the implicit constants are independent of j. Using (6.8) and Cauchy Schwarz, we obtain

‖u(n+1) − u(n)‖2L∞

T
L2
x
≤ 1

4
‖u(n+1) − u(n)‖2L∞

T
L2
x
+

1

4
‖u(n) − u(n−1)‖2L∞

T
L2
x
.(6.18)

From this, one obtains

‖u(n+1) − u(n)‖2L∞

T
L2
x
≤ 1

2
‖u(n) − u(n−1)‖2L∞

T
L2
x
.(6.19)

Hence, we see that u(n) converges to u in C([−2, 2];L2
x). By a simple energy estimate, and Bernstein’s

inequality, it is straightforward to verify that for each integer k ≥ 0, we have the uniform (in n)

bound

(6.20) ‖u(n+1)‖C([−2,2];Hk
x )

. exp(2j(k+1)‖u(n)‖2σL2σ
T

L∞
x
)‖P<ju0‖Hk

x
.j ‖u0‖H2s

x
.

Hence, by interpolating against (6.20), we see that u(n) converges to u in C([−2, 2];H∞
x ). By dif-

ferentiating the equation in time, we find u ∈ C2([−2, 2];H∞
x ).

It remains to show (6.7). Since u(n) → u in C([−2, 2];H∞
x ), the X α

T ∩ S1+δ
T bound follows im-

mediately from (6.8). For the remaining estimate, we may clearly control

(6.21) (i∂t + ∂2x)u = iηP<j|u|2σ∂xu

in Sδ
T ∩ Zs−1+δ

∞ by (after possibly slightly enlarging δ)

(6.22) ‖u‖2σXα
T
∩S1+δ

T

+ ‖iηP<j|u|2σ∂xu‖Zs−1+δ
∞

. ǫ+ ‖iP<jη|u|2σ∂xu‖Zs−1+δ
∞

.

From Lemma 5.10, we have

(6.23) ‖iηP<j|u|2σ∂xu‖
Z

s−3
2+δ

∞

. ǫ.
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Then applying Lemma 5.10 again, using (6.23) then gives

(6.24) ‖iηP<j|u|2σ∂xu‖Zs−1+δ
∞

. ǫ.

This completes the proof. �

Remark 6.5. Note that at this point, we haven’t said anything about the behavior of (6.1) as

j → ∞. For this, we will again need the uniform bounds from Proposition 5.1.

6.2. Well-posedness for the full equation. In this section, we prove the local well-posedness of

(gDNLS) in H2s
x for 2− σ < 2s < 4σ.

Indeed, let u0 ∈ H2s
x and let 2− σ < α ≤ 2s. By rescaling (recalling the problem is L2

x subcritical),

we may assume without loss of generality that ‖u0‖Hα
x
≤ ǫ for some ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, and

construct the corresponding H2s
x solution on the time interval [−1, 1]. For 2 − σ < 2s ≤ 3

2
, we

construct the solution in the Strichartz type space X 2s
T ∩ S1+δ

T , where 0 < δ ≪ 1 is any sufficiently

small positive constant. When s > 3
2
, the extra S1+δ

T component is, of course, redundant, thanks to

Sobolev embedding.

We will realize H2s
x well-posed solutions as (restrictions to the interval [−1, 1] of) limits of smooth

solutions to the regularized equation (6.1). To establish this, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.6. Let 2− σ < 2s < 4σ. Let 2s ≥ α > max{2− σ, 2s− 1}. Then there is an ǫ > 0 such

that for every u0 ∈ H2s
x with ‖u0‖Hα

x
≤ ǫ, the time-truncated equation,

(6.25)





(i∂t + ∂2x)u = iη|u|2σ∂xu,
u(0) = u0,

admits a global solution u ∈ C2(R;H∞
x ). Moreover, we have the following bounds for T = 2,

‖u‖Xα
T
∩S1+δ

T
. ǫ,

‖(i∂t + ∂2x)u‖Sδ
T
∩Zs−1+δ

∞
. ǫ,

(6.26)

and also

(6.27) ‖u‖2X 2s
T

.
1

1− Cǫ2σ
‖u0‖2H2s

x
,

where C > 0 is some universal constant.

Proof. If ǫ is small enough, thanks to Lemma 6.1, for each j > 0, there is a smooth solution

u(j) ∈ C2(R;H∞
x ) to the equation,

(6.28)





(i∂t + ∂2x)u
(j) = iηP<j|u(j)|2σu(j)x ,

u(j)(0) = P<ju0,
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satisfying

(6.29) ‖u(j)‖Xα
T
∩S1+δ

T
+ ‖(i∂t + ∂2x)u

(j)‖Sδ
T
∩Zs−1+δ

∞
. ǫ

uniformly in j. Now, define for k > j, v(k,j) := u(k) − u(j). Then v(k,j) satisfies the equation,

(6.30)



(i∂t + ∂2x)v
(k,j) = iηP<k|u(k)|2σ∂xv(k,j) + iηP<k(|u(k)|2σ − |u(j)|2σ)∂xu(j) + iηPj≤·<k|u(j)|2σ∂xu(j),

v(k,j)(0) = Pj≤·<ku0.

Multiplying by −iv(k,j) taking real part and integrating over R and from 0 to t with |t| ≤ T leads

to the simple energy estimate

‖v(k,j)‖2L∞

T
L2
x
. ‖Pj≤·<ku0‖2L2

x
+ (‖u(j)‖2σ−1

S1
T

+ ‖u(k)‖2σ−1
S1
T

)‖u(j)‖S1
T
‖v(k,j)‖2L∞

T
L2
x

+ ‖u(k)‖2σS1
T
‖v(k,j)‖2L∞

T
L2
x
+ ‖Pj≤·<k|u(j)|2σ‖L∞

T
L2
x
‖u(j)‖S1

T
‖v(k,j)‖L∞

T
L2
x
.

(6.31)

Using the uniform in j bound

(6.32) ‖u(j)‖S1+δ
T

. ǫ

from Lemma 6.1 and Cauchy Schwarz gives

(6.33) ‖v(k,j)‖2L∞

T
L2
x
. ‖Pj≤·<ku0‖2L2

x
+ ‖Pj≤·<k|u(j)|2σ‖2L∞

T
L2
x
‖u(j)‖2S1

T
.

Furthermore,

‖Pj≤·<k|u(j)|2σ‖L∞

T
L2
x
. 2−j‖u(j)‖2σS1

T
.(6.34)

Hence, the right hand side of (6.33) goes to zero as j, k → ∞. Therefore, u(j) converges to some u

in C([−2, 2];L2
x). On the other hand, thanks to the uniform (in k) bounds from the energy estimate

Proposition 5.1, we obtain

‖Pju
(k)‖2X 2s

T
. a2j‖u0‖2H2s

x
+ [b

(k)
j ]2ǫ2σ‖u(k)‖2X 2s

T
,(6.35)

where b
(k)
j is a X 2s

T frequency envelope for u(k). Using that ‖u(k)‖S1+δ
T

. ǫ, an argument similar to

the low regularity well-posedness shows that for ǫ small enough, aj is a X 2s
T frequency envelope for

u(k). Analogously to the low regularity argument, this can be used to show that u(k) → u in X 2s
T

and that aj is a X 2s
T frequency envelope for u and that u solves the time truncated equation,

(6.36)





i∂tu+ uxx = iη|u|2σux,
u(0) = u0,

in the sense of distributions. Moreover, by square summing over j and passing to the limit in (6.35),

we obtain the uniform bound

(6.37) ‖u‖2X 2s
T

.
1

1− Cǫ2σ
‖u0‖2H2s

x
.
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�

Next, we establish local well-posedness for the full equation (gDNLS).

For existence, we may rescale (using the L2
x subcriticality of the equation) to assume u0 ∈ H2s

x

has sufficiently small data. Then we may construct a X 2s
T solution to (gDNLS) on the time interval

[−1, 1] by applying Lemma 6.6 and restricting to |t| ≤ 1.

For uniqueness, we consider the difference of two H2s
x solutions u1, u2 to (gDNLS) and obtain,

by a standard energy estimate, the weak Lipschitz bound,

(6.38) ‖u1 − u2‖L∞

T
L2
x
.‖u1‖S1

T
,‖u2‖S1

T

‖u1(0)− u2(0)‖L2
x
.

for T > 0. Among other things, this shows uniqueness in C([−1, 1];H2s
x ) ∩ S1

T .

For continuous dependence, again assume without loss of generality that u0 has sufficiently small

H2s
x norm. To show continuous dependence for the full equation (gDNLS), it clearly suffices (by

restricting to T ≤ 1) to show that the data to solution map u0 ∈ H2s
x 7→ u ∈ X 2s

T=2 ∩ S1+δ
T=2 for the

time-truncated equation (6.36) is continuous. For this, let un0 ∈ H2s
x be a sequence of initial data

converging to some u0 in H2s
x . Let un and u denote the corresponding X 2s

T=2 ∩ S1+δ
T=2 solutions to

the time-truncated equation (6.36), respectively. From the frequency envelope bound (6.35) and an

argument almost identical to the proof of continuous dependence at low regularity, it follows that

(6.39) lim
n→∞

‖un − u‖X 2s
T=2∩S

1+δ
T=2

= 0.

We omit the details. This finally completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

7. Global well-posedness

Here, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. That is, we show that for
√
3
2
< σ < 1 and 1 ≤ 2s < 4σ,

(gDNLS) is globally well-posed in H2s
x . The proof of local well-posedness in H2s

x for 1 ≤ 2s ≤ 3
2
and

σ >
√
3
2

established in Section 4 relied on having global well-posedness when 3
2
< 2s < 4σ, so we

establish this first. Ultimately, global well-posedness will follow from the conservation laws, which

we use in the next lemma to establish uniform control of the H1
x norm of solutions:

Lemma 7.1. (H1
x norm remains bounded) Let u0 ∈ H2s

x , 1 ≤ 2s < 4σ and
√
3
2
< σ < 1. Let T > 0

be sufficiently small. If 2s ≤ 3
2
, suppose that there is a corresponding well-posed solution u ∈ X2s

T

to (gDNLS). Likewise, if 4σ > 2s > 3
2
, let u ∈ X 2s

T be the corresponding well-posed solution to

(gDNLS). Then for 0 ≤ |t| ≤ T , we have

(7.1) ‖u(t)‖H1
x
.‖u0‖H1

x
1
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where the implied constant depends only on the size of ‖u0‖H1
x
. In particular, the H1

x norm of u

cannot blow up in finite time.

Remark 7.2. There is one small technical caveat to be aware of. Namely, in Lemma 7.1, it is

assumed for 1 ≤ 2s ≤ 3
2
that the equation (gDNLS) is locally well-posed X2s

T . As mentioned above,

this will follow from the results proven in Section 4 once we have established global well-posedness

in the range 3
2
< 2s < 4σ (where we already have local well-posedness from Section 6).

Proof. Recall that we have the conserved mass and energy, respectively

(7.2) M(u) :=
1

2

∫

R

|u|2dx =M(u0),

(7.3) E(u) :=
1

2

∫

R

|ux|2dx+
1

2(1 + σ)
Re

∫

R

i|u|2σuuxdx = E(u0).

It is also straightforward to verify that any well-posed solution in X 2s
T (when 3

2
< 2s < 4σ) or X2s

T

(when 1 ≤ 2s ≤ 3
2
) satisfies these conservation laws. By interpolation, we have the following lower

bound for the energy (where C is some constant that may change from line to line)

E(u) ≥ 1

2
‖ux‖2L2

x
− C‖u‖2σ+1

L4σ+2
x

‖ux‖L2
x

≥ 1

4
‖ux‖2L2

x
− C‖u‖

1+σ
1−σ

L2
x

≥ 1

4
‖ux‖2L2

x
− CM(u)

1+σ
2(1−σ) .

(7.4)

Hence, for 0 ≤ |t| ≤ T , we have

(7.5) ‖u(t)‖2H1
x
. E(u0) +M(u0) +M(u0)

1+σ
2(1−σ) .‖u0‖H1

x
1.

�

Corollary 7.3. Let u0 ∈ H2s
x , 0 < T ∗ < ∞, 3

2
< 2s < 4σ and

√
3
2
< σ < 1. Suppose that for each

T < T ∗, there is a corresponding well-posed solution u ∈ X 2s
T with initial data u0. Then for each

0 < δ ≪ 1, we have

(7.6) lim sup
TրT ∗

‖u‖S1+δ
T

∩X2−σ+2δ
T

<∞.

In particular, the S1+δ
T ∩X2−σ+2δ

T norm of a solution cannot blow up in finite time.

Proof. Lemma 7.1 shows that for all 0 < T < T ∗, the norm ‖u‖L∞

T
H1

x
is bounded by a constant

depending on the initial data ‖u0‖H1
x
. Therefore, iterating (after appropriately translating and

rescaling the initial data) Proposition 3.6 shows that

(7.7) lim sup
TրT ∗

‖u‖X1
T
.‖u0‖H1

x
1.
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By virtue of (7.7) and iterating Proposition 3.6, we find that

(7.8) lim sup
TրT ∗

‖u‖X2−σ+2δ
T

<∞.

It follows that

(7.9) lim sup
TրT ∗

‖u‖S1+δ
T

≤ lim sup
TրT ∗

‖u‖X2−σ+2δ
T

<∞.

�

Next, we use Corollary 7.3 and Lemma 6.6 to establish global well-posedness in the high regularity

regime 3
2
< 2s < 4σ. Indeed, for u0 ∈ H2s

x let T ∗ > 0 be the maximal time for which there is a

corresponding well-posed solution u ∈ X 2s
T for each T < T ∗. If T ∗ = ∞, then we are done. We can

therefore assume for the sake of contradiction that T ∗ <∞. Then we have

(7.10) lim sup
TրT ∗

‖u‖X 2s
T

= ∞.

We show that this is impossible. By rescaling and translation, we may without loss of generality

take T ∗ = 1.

We begin with the case 3
2
< 2s < 2. Set α = 2 − σ + 2δ where δ is some small positive con-

stant.

Let 0 < ǫ ≪ 1. Define now the rescaled solution uλ(t, x) = λ
1
2σu(λ2t, λx) to (gDNLS), where

λ satisfies k := λ−2 ∈ N and where λ is small enough so that for each T < λ−2,

(7.11) ‖uλ‖L∞

T<λ−2H
α
x
. λ

1
2σ

− 1
2‖u‖L∞

T<1H
α
x
. ǫ.

By assumption uλ is a X 2s
T solution to (gDNLS) for T < λ−2 with

(7.12) lim sup
Tրλ−2

‖uλ‖X 2s
T

= ∞.

Now, we iterate Lemma 6.6. We consider the initial value problem for each natural number n < k,

(7.13)





(i∂t + ∂2x)wn = iη|wn|2σ∂xwn,

wn(0) = uλ(n).

By Lemma 6.6 by taking α = 2−σ+2δ, and (7.11) there is a global solution w ∈ C(R;H2s
x ) to the

above equation satisfying

(7.14) ‖wn‖2X 2s
T=2

.
1

1− Cǫ2σ
‖uλ(n)‖2H2s

x

from which we deduce (by restricting w to times in [−1, 1]),

(7.15) ‖uλ(n+ ·)‖2X 2s
T=1

.
1

1− Cǫ2σ
‖uλ(n)‖2H2s

x
.
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Iterating this k times gives the bound

(7.16) ‖uλ‖2X 2s
T<λ−2

.

(
1

1− Cǫ2σ

)k

‖uλ(0)‖2H2s
x
.

This contradicts (7.12). Therefore T ∗ = ∞ and the X 2s
T norm cannot blow up in finite time when

3
2
< 2s < 2.

Next, we proceed with the case 2 ≤ 2s < 4σ. If 2 ≤ 2s < 3, then if we assume a maximal

time of existence T ∗ <∞ for a X 2s
T solution, then the previous case shows that for δ > 0 sufficiently

small,

(7.17) lim sup
TրT∗

‖u‖X 2s−1+δ
T

<∞.

Replacing α in the previous case with max{2s−1+ δ, 2−σ+2δ} and repeating the proof verbatim

shows once again that T ∗ = ∞. Iterating once more shows that in the case 3 ≤ 2s < 4σ, we also

have the same conclusion. Thus, (gDNLS) is globally well-posed in H2s
x when 3

2
< 2s < 4σ.

We finally turn to the last case. Namely, we show that (gDNLS) is globally well-posed when

1 ≤ 2s ≤ 3
2
.

Indeed, at this point, we know from Section 4 and the previous two cases that we have a locally well-

posed X2s
T solution. Iterating the low regularity bounds Proposition 3.6 and using Lemma 7.1 shows

that such a solution can be continued for all time. This finally completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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[22] Zihua Guo, Cui Ning, and Yifei Wu. Instability of the solitary wave solutions for the generalized derivative

nonlinear Schrödinger equation in the critical frequency case. Math. Res. Lett., 27(2):339–375, 2020.

[23] Zihua Guo and Yifei Wu. Global well-posedness for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation in H
1

2 (R).

Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 37(1):257–264, 2017.

[24] Sevdzhan Hakkaev, Milena Stanislavova, and Atanas Stefanov. All non-vanishing bell-shaped solitons for the

cubic derivative nls are stable. arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.13658, 2020.

[25] Chengchun Hao. Well-posedness for one-dimensional derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Commun. Pure

Appl. Anal., 6(4):997–1021, 2007.

[26] Benjamin Harrop-griffiths, Rowan Killip, and Monica Visan. Large-data equicontinuity for the derivative NLS.

arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.13333, 2021.

[27] Masayuki Hayashi. Long-period limit of exact periodic traveling wave solutions for the derivative nonlinear

Schrödinger equation. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 36(5):1331–1360, 2019.
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Ono equation. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4), 52(2):297–335, 2019.

[35] Mihaela Ifrim and Daniel Tataru. Local well-posedness for quasilinear problems: a primer. arXiv preprint

arXiv:2008.05684, 2020.

[36] Robert Jenkins, Jiaqi Liu, Peter Perry, and Catherine Sulem. The derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation:

global well-posedness and soliton resolution. Quart. Appl. Math., 78(1):33–73, 2020.

[37] Robert Jenkins, Jiaqi Liu, Peter Perry, and Catherine Sulem. Global existence for the derivative nonlinear

Schrödinger equation with arbitrary spectral singularities. Anal. PDE, 13(5):1539–1578, 2020.

[38] David J. Kaup and Alan C. Newell. An exact solution for a derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation. J.

Mathematical Phys., 19(4):798–801, 1978.

[39] Carlos E. Kenig and Kenneth D. Koenig. On the local well-posedness of the Benjamin-Ono and modified

Benjamin-Ono equations. Math. Res. Lett., 10(5-6):879–895, 2003.

[40] Carlos E. Kenig, Gustavo Ponce, and Luis Vega. Well-posedness and scattering results for the generalized

Korteweg-de Vries equation via the contraction principle. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 46(4):527–620, 1993.

[41] Carlos E. Kenig and Hideo Takaoka. Global wellposedness of the modified Benjamin-Ono equation with initial

data in H1/2. Int. Math. Res. Not., pages Art. ID 95702, 44, 2006.

[42] Rowan Killip, Maria Ntekoume, and Monica Visan. On the well-posedness problem for the derivative nonlinear

Schrödinger equation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.12274, 2021.

[43] Soonsik Kwon and Yifei Wu. Orbital stability of solitary waves for derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation.

J. Anal. Math., 135(2):473–486, 2018.

[44] Bing Li and Cui Ning. Instability of the solitary wave solutions for the generalized derivative nonlinear

Schrödinger equation in the endpoint case. arXiv preprint arXiv:1804.02738, 2018.

[45] F. Linares, G. Ponce, and G. N. Santos. On a class of solutions to the generalized derivative Schrödinger equations

II. J. Differential Equations, 267(1):97–118, 2019.

[46] Felipe Linares, Hayato Miyazaki, and Gustavo Ponce. On a class of solutions to the generalized KdV type

equation. Commun. Contemp. Math., 21(7):1850056, 21, 2019.

[47] Felipe Linares, Gustavo Ponce, and Gleison N. Santos. On a class of solutions to the generalized derivative

Schrödinger equations. Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.), 35(6):1057–1073, 2019.

[48] Xiao Liu, Gideon Simpson, and Catherine Sulem. Stability of solitary waves for a generalized derivative nonlinear

Schrödinger equation. J. Nonlinear Sci., 23(4):557–583, 2013.

[49] Jeremy L. Marzuola, Jason Metcalfe, and Daniel Tataru. Quasilinear Schrödinger equations I: Small data and

quadratic interactions. Adv. Math., 231(2):1151–1172, 2012.

[50] Koji Mio, Tatsuki Ogino, Kazuo Minami, and Susumu Takeda. Modified nonlinear Schrödinger equation for

Alfvén waves propagating along the magnetic field in cold plasmas. Journal of the Physical Society of Japan,

41(1):265–271, 1976.

[51] Einar Mjølhus. On the modulational instability of hydromagnetic waves parallel to the magnetic field. Journal

of Plasma Physics, 16(3):321–334, 1976.



GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE GDNLS 75

[52] Jeffrey Moses, Boris A Malomed, and Frank W Wise. Self-steepening of ultrashort optical pulses without self-

phase-modulation. Physical Review A, 76(2):021802, 2007.

[53] Razvan Mosincat and Haewon Yoon. Unconditional uniqueness for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation

on the real line. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 40(1):47–80, 2020.

[54] Andrea R. Nahmod, Tadahiro Oh, Luc Rey-Bellet, and Gigliola Staffilani. Invariant weighted Wiener measures

and almost sure global well-posedness for the periodic derivative NLS. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 14(4):1275–

1330, 2012.

[55] Cui Ning. Instability of solitary wave solutions for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation of derivative type in

degenerate case. Nonlinear Anal., 192:111665, 23, 2020.

[56] Cui Ning, Masahito Ohta, and Yifei Wu. Instability of solitary wave solutions for derivative nonlinear Schrödinger

equation in endpoint case. J. Differential Equations, 262(3):1671–1689, 2017.

[57] Masahito Ohta. Instability of solitary waves for nonlinear Schrödinger equations of derivative type. SUT J.

Math., 50(2):399–415, 2014.

[58] Thierry Passot and Pierre-Louis Sulem. Multidimensional modulation of Alfvén waves. Physical Review E,

48(4):2966, 1993.

[59] Dmitry E. Pelinovsky, Aaron Saalmann, and Yusuke Shimabukuro. The derivative NLS equation: global exis-

tence with solitons. Dyn. Partial Differ. Equ., 14(3):271–294, 2017.

[60] Dmitry E. Pelinovsky and Yusuke Shimabukuro. Existence of global solutions to the derivative NLS equation

with the inverse scattering transform method. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (18):5663–5728, 2018.

[61] G Sánchez-Arriaga, D Laveder, T Passot, and PL Sulem. Quasicollapse of oblique solitons of the weakly dissi-

pative derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Physical Review E, 82(1):016406, 2010.

[62] Gleison do N. Santos. Existence and uniqueness of solution for a generalized nonlinear derivative Schrödinger

equation. J. Differential Equations, 259(5):2030–2060, 2015.

[63] Jalal Shatah. Stable standing waves of nonlinear Klein-Gordon equations. Comm. Math. Phys., 91(3):313–327,

1983.

[64] Hideo Takaoka. Well-posedness for the one-dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger equation with the derivative

nonlinearity. Adv. Differential Equations, 4(4):561–580, 1999.

[65] Hideo Takaoka. Global well-posedness for Schrödinger equations with derivative in a nonlinear term and data

in low-order Sobolev spaces. Electron. J. Differential Equations, pages No. 42, 23, 2001.

[66] Shao Bin Tan. Blow-up solutions for mixed nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.),

20(1):115–124, 2004.

[67] Terence Tao. Global regularity of wave maps. II. Small energy in two dimensions. Comm. Math. Phys.,

224(2):443–544, 2001.

[68] Terence Tao. Global well-posedness of the Benjamin-Ono equation in H1(R). J. Hyperbolic Differ. Equ., 1(1):27–

49, 2004.

[69] Terence Tao. Nonlinear dispersive equations: local and global analysis. Number 106. American Mathematical

Soc., 2006.

[70] Masayoshi Tsutsumi and Isamu Fukuda. On solutions of the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Existence

and uniqueness theorem. Funkcial. Ekvac., 23(3):259–277, 1980.

[71] Masayoshi Tsutsumi and Isamu Fukuda. On solutions of the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation. II.

Funkcial. Ekvac., 24(1):85–94, 1981.

[72] Harunori Uchizono and Takeshi Wada. On well-posedness for nonlinear Schrödinger equations with power non-

linearity in fractional order Sobolev spaces. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 395(1):56–62, 2012.



76 BEN PINEAU AND MITCHELL A. TAYLOR

[73] Yifei Wu. Global well-posedness for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with derivative in energy space. Anal.

PDE, 6(8):1989–2002, 2013.

[74] Yifei Wu. Global well-posedness on the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Anal. PDE, 8(5):1101–1112,

2015.

Department of Mathematics, University of California at Berkeley

Email address : bpineau@berkeley.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of California at Berkeley

Email address : mitchelltaylor@berkeley.edu


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Low regularity estimates
	4. Well-posedness at low regularity
	5. High regularity estimates
	6. Well-posedness at high regularity
	7. Global well-posedness
	References

