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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE DERIVATIVE
NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION IN L2(R)
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ABSTRACT. We prove that the derivative nonlinear Schrodinger equation in
one space dimension is globally well-posed on the line in L?(R), which is the
scaling-critical space for this equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION
The derivative nonlinear Schrédinger equation
(DNLS) iog+q" +i(lgl*q) =0

describes the evolution of a complex-valued field ¢ defined on the line R. Here and
below, primes indicate spatial derivatives.

Physical applications of (DNLS) are reviewed briefly in subsection [[L4] below.
There, we also discuss certain well-documented changes of variables that convert
(DNLSI) to other evolutions of interest in the physical sciences.
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One of the most basic questions we should ask of any model is whether it is
well-posed: Do solutions exist? Are they unique? Do they depend continuously
on the initial data? Without such properties, it is unclear whether the model
is capable of making experimentally falsifiable predictions. The well-posedness
question also forms an important benchmark in our understanding of an equation.
Gaps between well- and ill-posedness results leave open the possibility that there
are basic physical processes — instabilities and/or stabilizing mechanisms — that
remain undiscovered.

The principal goal of this paper is to show that (DNLS) is globally well-posed
in L?(R):

Theorem 1.1. The (DNLS) evolution is globally well-posed in L*(R). Precisely,
there is a jointly continuous map ® : R x L?(R) — L2(R) that agrees with the
data-to-solution map when restricted to Schwartz-class initial data.

It is not wanton abstraction to define the data-to-solution map as an extension
from Schwartz-class initial data; indeed, this is the textbook approach to defining
the Fourier transform on L?(R) and is widespread in nonlinear PDE. The heart of
the matter is to prove key metric properties that allow one to extend the mapping
to general elements of L? and then to ensure that the extension retains the many
good properties of its Schwartz-class restriction.

A relatively small fraction of this paper would suffice to show that L2-precompact
sets of Schwartz initial data are mapped under the flow to Cy([-T,T]; L*(R))-
precompact sets of orbits. (Here T' > 0 must be finite, but is otherwise arbitrary.)
This would be a new result and it trivially yields the existence of solutions; however,
it goes no way to justifying uniqueness, nor continuous dependence on the initial
data. This thinking helps us appreciate the uniqueness statement embedded in
Theorem [Tt no matter how we approximate an L? initial data by a sequence of
Schwartz initial data, the corresponding trajectories will converge and they will
converge to the same limit! In particular, our solutions have the group property.

Theorem [LI] implicitly asserts that Schwartz initial data lead to global unique
solutions. This is true. While uniqueness of smooth solutions is easily verified via
the Gronwall inequality, the existence of global solutions for large Schwartz-class
initial data is, in fact, a very recent result! (See the discussion in subsection [[1])
Although the existence of such solutions is not a prerequisite for our methods,
building on this result leads to a much clearer exposition. Moreover, without the
triumphs of these authors, which we celebrate in subsection [[.T] we would not have
had the courage to pursue the results of this paper.

Next, we wish to discuss why Theorem [[LT] considers initial data in L?(RR). There
are several reasons that make L?(R) a natural space in which to study (DNLS]).
First, the L2-norm is conserved by the flow; indeed, we have the microscopic con-
servation law

(1.1) Oelal® + 8:[21m(q'q) + 1gl*] = 0.

Second, it is a scale-invariant space: if ¢(t, ) is a smooth solution to (DNLS]), then
so too is

(1.2) ot z) = VAqg(A\%t, Ax)

for every A > 0. Notice that this transformation does not affect the L? norm of the
initial data (nor indeed at any later time).
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Long-standing physical intuition dictates that dispersive equations will be ill-
posed below the scaling-critical regularity. For the case of (DNLS)), this is justified
by the self-similar solutions constructed in [I0, BI]. Beyond proving that well-
posedness fails in H*(R) with s < 0, these solutions even show that it fails in
weak-L?, which is a scale-invariant space!

It is a matter of some pride for us that we are able to treat (DNLS)) in the
most natural scale-invariant space. It is only quite recently that global-in-time
solutions could be constructed for large data in scaling-critical spaces for any kind of
dispersive PDE. Moreover, we are dealing with a focusing nonlinearity (e.g. soliton
solutions abound). Many focusing dispersive equations do not admit large-data
global solutions; it is typical for wave collapse to occur above a certain threshold
size (as measured in scaling-critical spaces).

There is an obvious scapegoat here: (DNLS) is completely integrable, [25]. How-
ever scaling-critical well-posedness does not seem to be the norm for such models:
it fails for KdV, NLS, and mKdV! The phenomenology of (DNLS]) becomes even
more curious when we endeavor to find a quantitative expression of the continu-
ous dependence of the solution on its initial data. As discussed below, we know
that when s < %, the data-to-solution map cannot be uniformly continuous on any
neighborhood of the origin in H*(R). This is quite different from the behavior of
the mass- or energy-critical NLS, for example, where the data-to-solution map is
real analytic (cf. [28]).

It is perhaps better to compare (DNLS) to other models with derivative nonlin-
earity. For the notoriously difficult two-dimensional wave maps equation, for ex-
ample, Tataru [49] proved that the data-to-solution map (defined on scaling-critical
balls) is Lipschitz in lower regularity norms. We will show in Proposition [[.T2] that
this fails for (DNLS) — again (DNLS]) appears less continuous! Complete integra-
bility, it seems, is not a stern parent that keeps its flows safe and orderly; rather it
is permissive and allows its solutions to become quite wild before issuing the rebuke
of ill-posedness.

Earlier we singled out the H*(R) family of spaces in our discussion of well- and ill-
posedness. Already the natural prerequisite that the linear Schrodinger equation be
well-posed is quite restrictive; this precludes the consideration of LP-based Sobolev
spaces with p # 2. As we will see below, H*(R) spaces are both the most natural
and most studied classes of initial data; indeed, they arise from the consideration
of conservation laws for (DNLS]). Building on Theorem [T} we will prove

Corollary 1.2. (DNLS) is globally well-posed in H*(R) for every s > 0.

Prior work in this direction is discussed at length in the next subsection. It is
evident that Theorem [[LT] guarantees the existence and uniqueness of solutions for
data in H® with s > 0. That such solutions remain bounded in H? is known as
persistence of reqularity and may be deduced as a consequence of conservation laws.
To complete the proof of well-posedness, one must upgrade continuous dependence
from the L? metric to the H® metric. As demonstrated in several prior works of the
authors [5], [18] 27] 29], this is easily done if one can verify that H*-equicontinuous
sets of initial data lead to H®-equicontinuous ensembles of orbits.
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Definition 1.3. A subset @ of H*(R) is H*(R)-equicontinuous if for every € > 0
there is a 0 > 0 so that

sup sup ||g(z +y) — q(2)] . <e.
9€Q |y|<s ’

This definition extends naturally to any translation-invariant Banach space of
functions on any group. For bounded continuous functions on R?, one recovers
the notion of equicontinuity familiar from the Arzela—Ascoli Theorem. Indeed, this
more general notion of equicontinuity was introduced precisely to formulate the
analogous compactness theorem in LP(R?) spaces; see [42].

We will also need the second key requirement for compactness, albeit only in the
L? setting:

Definition 1.4. We say that Q C L*(R) is tight if

limsup sup / lq(z)|? dz = 0.
R—oo q€Q J|z|>R
The transportation of L? norm is expressed by ([LI). As is characteristic of
dispersive equations, we see that the flux of the conserved quantity involves more
derivatives than the conserved quantity itself. While this is an obstacle in our path
to proving tightness, it is also the key property of microscopic conservation laws
that provides for local smoothing estimates.
To formulate local smoothing estimates, we must first agree on how to localize
the solution in space. We will do this through the Schwartz-class function

(1.3) Y(x) := y/sech(gs) and its translates 1, (x) := Y(x — ).

There is nothing terribly special about this choice. The fact that it has slow expo-
nential decay (relative to unit scale) is quite convenient; beyond this, it is merely
the case that this choice has served us well in the prior work [I§].

Theorem 1.5 (Local smoothing). Let Q C S(R) be both L*-bounded and equicon-
tinuous. For each T > 0, solutions q(t) to (DNLS) with initial data q(0) € Q
b
satisfy .
(1.4 swp [ a1, de Sro )]
peR J-T H?2

Corollary 1.6. The solutions constructed in Theorem [I1] are distributional solu-
tions; indeed, the data-to-solution map is continuous as a mapping of L?(R) into

L} (R xR).

loc

The first striking thing about Theorem is the fact that the estimate is only
claimed for equicontinuous sets, not balls. This is of necessity, as we will show in
Proposition [[L.TT] and reiterates the non-perturbative nature of our analysis.

Other than proving Corollary [[L6] Theorem will play no role in the analy-
sis. It is not strong enough! For example, it is not sufficient to prove tightness.
For that purpose, we will need the stronger estimate ([£2]) expressed in terms of
our local smoothing spaces X,l/ % introduced in subsection 23 In essence, these
spaces capture the local smoothing norm living at frequencies |£| > k. In this way,
([#2) expresses that there is little local smoothing norm at high frequencies and
consequently, little transportation of the L? norm by the high frequencies.
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1.1. Prior work. Local well-posedness of (DNLS]) was first proved in H*(R) for
s> % via energy methods in [50, [5I]. Subsequently, this was improved to s > % by
Takaoka in [45] via contraction mapping in X *? spaces. The solution so constructed
is a real-analytic function of the initial data.

As explained in [46] §7], the results of [45] show that the data-to-solution map
cannot be real-analytic (or even C*) on H*(R) for any s < 1. Indeed, by analyzing
the family of solitons reviewed in subsection [[.3] it was shown in [4] that the data-
to-solution map cannot even be uniformly continuous (on bounded sets) in H*(R)
for s < %

Contraction mapping arguments have also been applied in other function spaces.
Local well-posedness of (DNLS)) in certain Fourier-Lebesgue and modulation spaces
was shown in [13] and [14], respectively. In both cases, the spaces are based on
s > & number of derivatives. It is noted in [14] that if fewer derivatives are used,
the data-to-solution map cannot be smooth.

We discussed earlier how this irregularity of the data-to-solution map challenges
the naivest notions of complete integrability. It also has profound implications in
terms of methods. For a generation now, work on well-posedness problems for dis-
persive PDE has been dominated by contraction mapping arguments in increasingly
sophisticated spaces, employing ever subtler harmonic analysis tools. By their very
nature, solutions built by contraction mapping will be real-analytic functions of
their initial data. The poor regularity of the data-to-solution map in the setting of
Theorem [[T]is a strong signal that very different methods will be needed.

Let us turn now to the question of global well-posedness. The standing para-
digm here is to extend local-in-time results by employing exact (or approximate)
conservation laws. As a completely integrable system, (DNLS]) has a multitude of
exact conservation laws. The most basic three are

(15) M@= [ lafe)? ds
(1.6) H(q) =1 / i(a? — a¢) + al* dz,
(1.7) Hs(q) = / Id'|? + 3ilq|* (a7 — qd') + 3|q|® dx.

The functional H(g) will be called the Hamiltonian since it generates the (DNLS))
dynamics in concert with the Poisson structure

(18) (.G} = [3058) + #(39) te

The problem with these conservation laws is that they are not coercive for large
initial data, specifically, when M (q) is large. It was observed in [19] that coercivity
does hold if M(q) < 2w, which was used to obtain global well-posedness in H'(R)
under this restriction. The subsequent works [7), 8 37, [46] ultimately led to H*-
well-posedness for s > 1 under the M(g) < 2 restriction.

Later, Wu showed that the 27 barrier was illusory and that a priori bounds could
be obtained under the weaker restriction M(q) < 4m; see [55], 56] and [II]. Global
H*-well-posedness for s > 1 and M(q) < 47 was then shown in [15].

The 47 barrier is certainly not illusory: Algebraic solitons (see (I20))) are explicit
solutions of (DNLS]) with M (q) = 4x, but for which all other polynomial conserva-
tion laws vanish. Applying the symmetry (L2]) to these algebraic solitons, we see
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that the polynomial conservation laws alone cannot provide the kind of control that
is needed; see the discussion surrounding (L.27). Because of such obstructions, the
behavior of large-data solutions to (DNLS)) was for a long time a terra incognita.

The first definitive evidence that large data do not blow up was provided via
the inverse scattering approach; see [20] 22| 23] [34], [35, 40} [41] 44]. Among these
works, we wish to single out [23] as not only constructing solutions (without any
spectral hypotheses), but also for proving continuous dependence on the initial
data. Concretely, they proved that (DNLS)) is globally well-posed in H*2?(R) =
{f € H? : 22f € L?}. Combined with the local-in-time arguments in [19], this
result shows that (DNLS]) is globally well-posed in Schwartz space.

Strong spatial decay requirements are a prerequisite for the inverse scattering
approach as we understand it today. Currently, there is no satisfactory theory of
forward nor inverse scattering in any H*(R) space (not only for (DNLS)), but also
for KdV, NLS, and mKdV). On the other hand, one of the major strengths of
the inverse scattering method is its ability to describe the long-time behavior of
solutions. Indeed, a soliton resolution result for generic data in H*?(R) was proved
in [21]; see also [22 [36].

The large-data impasse in Sobolev spaces was dramatically broken by Bahouri
and Perelman in the recent paper [3]. By synthesizing the existing well-posedness
theory with an in-depth analysis of the transmission coefficient, they proved that
(DNLSI) is globally well-posed in H'/?(R).

For what follows, it is more convenient to discuss the reciprocal of the trans-
mission coefficient and to define this quantity, a(k; ¢), via a Fredholm determinant.
For k > 0, we first define

(1.9) A(k;q) == (k — 8)_%(](&—1— 5)_% and T'(k;q):= (n—i—@)_%(j(m — 6)_%,

which extend to x < 0 via A(—x;¢q) = —I'(k; §). By Lemma [Z5] below (reproduced
from [30]), both A and T" are Hilbert—Schmidt operators; thus we may define

(1.10) a(ir; q) := det[1 — irAT].

This expression originates from a perturbation determinant based on the Lax
pair for (DNLS)) discovered in [25]. In particular, it is conserved under the (DNLS))
flow; see [32] for a proof of this.

It follows from (II0) that k — a(k; ¢) extends to a holomorphic function in both
the upper and lower half-planes. While this extension was essential for [3] and the
paper [17] that we will discuss shortly, we will not need this here and so restrict
our attention to the case where k = ik is purely imaginary.

The central problem overcome by [3] was the ineffectual nature of the conser-
vation laws attendant to (DNLS)); however, this solution did not provide new con-
servation laws with which to fill the void. In particular, [3] does not provide a
priori control on lower regularity norms, nor the means to address the question of
equicontinuity in such spaces.

Using the ideas of [3] as a jumping-off point, the paper [17] shows that (DNLS])
does preserve L2-equicontinuity. Note that this assertion takes the form of an a
priori bound on Schwartz-class solutions since solutions were not known to exist
for merely L? initial data. In fact (and this will be important for us), the paper
[I7] shows that this equicontinuity property is enjoyed by any flow preserving the
perturbation determinant (I.I0) and so by the entire (DNLS)) hierarchy:
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Theorem 1.7 ([I7]). Let Q C S(R) be L*-bounded and equicontinuous. Then
(1.11) Q« = {q € SR) : a(k; q) = a(k; §) for some G € Q}
is also L%-bounded and equicontinuous.

A key motivation for addressing the equicontinuity question in [17] is that it
unlocks a large number of tools in the study of (DNLS)); it was this realization that
lead [27] to the explicit formulation of this equicontinuity problem.

The first tools unlocked by the equicontinuity property are low-regularity con-
servation laws, specifically conservation laws at the level of H® for 0 < s < % Such
laws were first derived in [32] following the approach of [30]; however, they were
only applicable to small solutions. The realm of applicability was first raised to
M (q) < 4m in [27] by proving equicontinuity in that regime and then to arbitrarily
large solutions in [I7].

Equicontinuity also unlocks higher regularity conservation laws for large data. In
[27], L?-equicontinuity and the conservation of H(q) are shown to provide global
H'(R) bounds. In [2], the result of [17] is used as the base step of an inductive
argument to cover H*(R) spaces for all s > % This brings closure to the question
of coercive conservation laws: we now know that H®-bounded sets of Schwartz-class
initial data lead to H*-bounded solutions for all s > 0.

To prove local smoothing, we need microscopic conservation laws such as (L)),
rather than mere conserved quantities. Note that (L) itself is useless for this
purpose because the current is not coercive. Already for the proof of (L), we
need scaling-critical coercive microscopic conservation laws and the full proof of
well-posedness will require even more subtle estimates.

Just such microscopic conservation laws were worked out in [47] and will be
recapitulated in Proposition The structure of these laws closely resembles
those of the NLS/mKdV hierarchy presented in [I8]. There is a good reason for
this: the Kaup-Newell Lax operator for (DNLS) can be written as

L1 0| [k=0 kg
(1.12) Lin;q) = [o —1] [i\/ﬁq K+ a} :
which closely resembles the AKNS-ZS Lax operator of the NLS/mKdV hierarchy.
We will only discuss this operator for k € R. Throughout this paper,

Vi =1iy/|k| when & <0.

There is one more prior result that we wish to discuss, namely, global well-
posedness in H'/(R). This was first shown in [27] for initial data satisfying M (q) <
4, a restriction that was removed in [I7]. This result was shown using the first-
generation method of commuting flows introduced in [29] and reviewed below.

1.2. Description of the method. The principal problem we must address in or-
der to prove Theorem [[is this: given 7' > 0 and an L2-convergent sequence ¢y, (0)
of Schwartz initial data, show that the corresponding (Schwartz-class) solutions
qn(t) converge in L?(R) uniformly for [¢t| < T.

Given the breakdown of uniform continuity of the data-to-solution map (on
bounded sets) and the further instabilities highlighted in Proposition [[12] it is
difficult to conceive of a method of controlling differences of solutions in terms
of their initial data. It was to address this specific challenge that the method of
commuting flows was introduced in [29].
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To explain the method of commuting flows, let us imagine that we wish to prove
well-posedness of the flow generated by a Hamiltonian H in L?; in our case, H is
given in ([LG]). Central to the method is the construction of a one-parameter family
of Hamiltonians H, whose flows satisfy the following three properties:

(1) they commute with the H flow,

(2) they are well-posed in the target well-posedness space L2, and

(3) they converge to the H flow as k — oo.

Let us temporarily take for granted the existence of the family of Hamiltonians
H,, satisfying these properties. Their construction for (DNLS) is quite involved
and will be discussed shortly. Demonstrating that they satisfy the three properties
requires almost the entire bulk of this paper.

Property (1), namely commutativity of the flows, can be expressed as

etJVH OeSJVH*‘ _ esJVHN ° etJVH _ eJV[tH-l—sHN] for any s, te R,

where we adopt the exponential notation for the flow of a vector field and write JV
for the symplectic gradient. The relevance of this relation to demonstrating that
a sequence of (Schwartz) solutions ¢, (t) is Cauchy in C([-T,T]; L?) may be best
understood via the following identity:

qn(t) - %n(t) = [etJVHNQn(O) - etJVHNQm(O)} + [etJV(H_HN) - Id] o etJVHN Qn(o)
(1.13) — [etVH=HS) _1d] 0 et VHrg,, (0).

Property (2) is well-posedness of the H, flows. This implies that the first term
on the right-hand side of ([.I3]) converges to zero as n,m — oo for each fixed . In
order to prove that the sequence ¢, (t) is Cauchy in C([-T,T]; L?), it remains to
show that
(1.14) limsup sup sup || [etJV(H*H“) - Id} ) etJVHNqn(O)HL2 =0.

K— 00 n |t‘ST
We will refer to the flow generated by the Hamiltonian H — H, as the difference
flow. Relation (II4) embodies the statement that as k — oo, the difference flow
converges to the identity. This is a quantitative interpretation of property (3).

In implementing the method of commuting flows, we have come to regard prop-
erties (1) and (2) as selection criteria for the H, Hamiltonians, leaving property
(3) as the key analytical difficulty that must be faced.

In our experience, (LI4]) has always proved to be a very difficult problem. First,
we must acknowledge that the difference flow inherits all the strong instabilities
of the original flow. As the H, flow is typically a diffeomorphism, it cannot undo
these problems. The one big advance, however, is that we no longer need to control
differences of solutions: ¢, and g,, are now completely decoupled. This is partially
off-set by the fact that the initial data for the difference flow is not ¢, (0), but rather
e!/VHeg, (0) where t varies over [T, T]. As a result, we will need to show that the
difference flow converges to the identity uniformly across sets of initial data about
which we know very little.

As in previous works, we will exploit that {e!/V#=g, (0) : n € N, |t| < T} inherits
equicontinuity from the precompact set {¢,(0)}. This follows from Theorem [[7]and
the fact that the H, flows constructed below conserve a(ix;q). Refracted through
this perspective, property (3) becomes the following assertion:

(1.15) lim sup sup sup [ [e""¥H=H) ~1d](g)]] 1. = 0
K—o0 qeQ |t|<T
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for any L2?-bounded and equicontinuous set Q C S(R).

It is natural to seek to prove (L.IH]) by estimating the difference-flow vector field,
that is, the time derivative under this flow. As a prerequisite, one needs to be able
to make sense of the nonlinearity appearing therein — this includes the nonlinearity
under the H flow, which for (DNLS) is (|¢|%q)’.

The method of commuting flows was applied to (DNLS) in [27], treating initial
data in H'/6. Conservation laws were used to bound the resulting solution in
L°H'Y/6 which allowed the authors to prove (ILI5) with L? replaced by H~*. The
lost derivatives were then recovered using equicontinuity, specifically, the general
statement that if a sequence ¢, converges in H? and is equicontinuous in H* for
s > o, then it converges in H*. The relevance of H/6 is that it embeds into L3
and this allows us to interpret the nonlinearity (|q|?q)’ as an element of L{°H? for
any o < —%.

Already in the first application of the method of commuting flows in [29], which
was for KAV in H~!, it was not possible to estimate the difference-flow vector field
directly. To address this problem, the authors introduced a gauge transformation
(a diffeomorphic change of unknown), whose difference-flow dynamics they could
estimate pointwise in time (albeit with a sizable loss of derivatives, which were then
recovered using equicontinuity).

One advantage of this first-generation method of commuting flows, where the
difference flow (with or without a gauge) is estimated pointwise in time, is that it
works equally well for problems posed both on the line and on the circle. However,
there are models (such as NLS and mKdV) where the threshold regularities for well-
posedness are different in the two geometries. The treatment of these equations in
[18] necessitated the introduction of a second-generation method of commuting
flows, based on new local smoothing and tightness estimates.

The job of local smoothing estimates is to make sense of the vector field as a
spacetime distribution in instances where this cannot be done pointwise in time.
As the central problem is to control the difference flow by estimating the size of
the corresponding vector field, one must develop local smoothing estimates for this
flow. This is almost paradoxical: local smoothing is an expression of high-frequency
transport; however, our ultimate goal is to demonstrate that the difference flow con-
verges to the identity. The demonstration of sufficiently strong smoothing estimates
for the (DNLS)) difference flow (see Proposition[6.1]) requires a vast amount of work;
we will return to this topic after the Hamiltonians H, have been introduced.

Using local smoothing, we will only be able to prove convergence of the difference
flow to the identity locally in space (cf. Theorem [Z1]). The role of the second new
ingredient, tightness, is to overcome this limitation. As both radiation and solitons
move under the (DNLS) flow, establishing tightness is challenging. For (DNLS))
this is accomplished in Proposition (5.1 below and relies on the subtle control of the
high-frequency transportation provided by (£2]).

The H, flows and their properties. To introduce the Hamiltonians H, for
(DNLS]), we return to the perturbation determinant (II0), or rather, to the closely
related quantity

(1.16) A(k; q) == —sgn(k) logla(ir; )] = —sgn(k) log det [1 — ikAT].
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As discussed above, a(ik;q) is conserved by the (DNLS]) flow. This guarantees
that both the real and imaginary parts of the (complex) functional A(x;q) Poisson
commute with the (DNLS) Hamiltonian H(q).

The inclusion of sgn(k) in ([LIG) ensures that A(x;q) has the same asymptotic
expansion as k — Fo0o. This expansion shows that A(k;q) encodes all the polyno-
mial conservation laws of (DNLS)); it begins

(1.17) A(riq) = $M(q) + 1H(q) — 5= H2(q) + O(55)
for ¢ € S(R). Rearranging this formula leads one to believe that
(1.18) H,.(q) =4k Re A(k;q)

is a good approximation for the (DNLS]) Hamiltonian H(q), at least as k — oc.
Moreover, the Poisson commutativity of Re A(k;q) and H(g) noted above guaran-
tees that H, and H also commute. This is the sought-after property (1) from our
overview of the method of commuting flows.

The preceding discussion has been predicated on the non-vanishing of a(ik;q),
so that one may safely take the logarithm in (LI6). This issue is discussed in
[27], where it is shown that A(k;q) is well-defined provided & is sufficiently large;
however, (by necessity) the restriction on x is not dictated solely by the size of ¢,
but also by its frequency distribution.

Informed by the many computations ahead of us, in this paper we adopt the
expedient of using (L2) to rescale solutions ¢ so that we may impose a single
restriction on , namely, || > 1. The goal of the rescaling is to make g(&) small at
frequencies |£] > 1; such smallness is conveniently expressed through the following
notion:

Definition 1.8. Fix 0 < 0 < % Given 0 > 0, we say that Q@ C S(R) is d-good if it
is L?-bounded, L?-equicontinuous, and it satisfies

[€1271a ()| 2
1.19 sup/idggzi.
( ) q€Q (4+&%)°
Although the parameter o could be frozen once and for all, say o = i, we believe

that retaining the symbol ¢ makes it easier to check our computations.

As reviewed in Section [ the series (LI6]) converges uniformly on all §-good sets
(once ¢ is small enough). Local well-posedness of the H, flow for J-good sets of
initial data follows from Picard’s Theorem because the corresponding vector field
is Lipschitz. Moreover, these solutions remain Schwartz-class and conserve A(s¢; q)
for all |»| > 1. These assertions were shown in [27] §5].

In order to construct a global-in-time H,, flow, we must ensure that orbits remain
d-good as time progresses. This is accomplished by combining the fact that the Hy
flow preserves a(is; q) together with the following consequence of Theorem [

Corollary 1.9. Let Q C S(R) be an L?-bounded and equicontinuous set. Given
§ > 0, there exists A = A\(Q, 0) so that the set

Q) = {\/Xq(/\x) € S(R) : a(iz; q) = alise q) for some G € Q}  is 6-good.

Before turning to the difficult topic of analyzing the difference flow, let us pause
to summarize the preceding discussion as a theorem. In particular, this theorem
encapsulates properties (1) and (2) of the H,; flows.
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Theorem 1.10. There exists 5o > 0 sufficiently small so that for any 0 < § < &g
and L*-bounded and equicontinuous set Q C S(R), the H, flow is globally well-posed
on the set Q) in the L? topology, where A\(Q,d) is chosen according to Corollary[I.9.
In particular, solutions remain of Schwartz-class and remain in the set Q7. More-
over, the (DNLS) flow also preserves the set Q2 and commutes with the H,, flow.

All the assertions made here about the H,, flow were proved in [27] contingent on
the question of equicontinuity that was subsequently resolved in [I7]. As discussed
earlier, the existence of global Schwartz-class solutions to (DNLS]) follows from
[19) 23]. That such (DNLS) solutions conserve the transmission coefficients is a
classical result.

Analysis of the difference flow. This occupies the bulk of this paper and re-
quires many new insights.

To understand the difference flow, we must first give the explicit form of this
evolution. This relies on the functional derivatives of H,, which are easily deduced
from those of A(k;q) given in (B3)).

The functions g12(z) and ga1 () appearing in ([B.35]) are the two off-diagonal entries
of the Green’s function corresponding to the Lax operator (L12)) evaluated on the
diagonal = y. Together with a third component ~(z), these functions will be
recurrent characters in our story and Section Blis devoted to a detailed elaboration
of their algebraic and analytic properties.

Combining the functional derivatives with the Poisson structure (L8], we find
an explicit formula for the difference flow evolution:

(1.20) igq=—q" —i(laa)" + 2k [VKgi2 (k) — V=Kgia(=r)].
The goal of this section is to explain how to prove ([LIH) for the difference flow
given by (L20).

Unlike all other terms, the nonlinearity (|q|?q)’ appearing on the right-hand
side of ([20) does not make sense pointwise in time for ¢ € C;L? and so we
are immediately tasked with finding a remedy. Despite strenuous efforts, we were
unable to find a gauge transformation that would allow us to estimate the resulting
difference-flow vector field pointwise in time. Based on previous successes with the
diagonal Green’s function [I8] 29], it is natural to imagine that this might be a
satisfactory gauge. This idea is refuted by (B.:28)), as explained there. Therefore,
we are forced to adopt the second-generation method of commuting flows.

As discussed earlier, the characteristic features of the second-generation method
are the use of local smoothing estimates to control the difference flow and the re-
sulting necessity of showing that compact sets of initial data lead to tight ensembles
of orbits under the (DNLS) flow, over bounded time intervals. The proof of the
tightness statement relies on refined local smoothing estimates for the (DNLS]) flow.

Local smoothing estimates are a direct expression of the dispersive nature of
an equation: high frequencies travel rapidly and so spend little time in any fixed
spacetime region. As such, they originate from the linear/dispersive part of the
equation.

As discussed in [48], there are two standard ways for proving local smoothing
estimates for a linear equation: via spacetime Fourier transforms and via mono-
tonicity identities. When the nonlinearity may be treated perturbatively, local
smoothing estimates can be transferred directly from the underlying linear flow to
the full nonlinear equation. Correspondingly, it matters little what method one uses
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for establishing the linear estimates. In the non-perturbative regime considered in
this paper, we have no choice but to pursue an approach based on monotonicity
identities for the full nonlinear flow.

All monotonicity-type identities we know originate from microscopic conserva-
tion laws of the form

(1.21) Op+ V- 7=0.

In one spatial dimension for example, this implies

(1.22) 8t/tanh(3:)p(t,:1:) dx = /sechQ(:z)j(t,x) dzx.

In the rare event that one can find such a law with j > 0, (L2])) constitutes
true monotonicity. It is more reflective of actual practice however to find a coercive
term j; in the current and then integrate (I.22) to obtain

T
/ /sechQ(az)jl (t,x)dzdt <2 sup ’/tanh(x)p(t, x)dx
-7

[t|<T

(1.23) +/T /sech2(x)[j1 — 4)(t, ) dz dt.
-7

The utility of this inequality rests on finding a suitable microscopic conservation
law. First, one must find a density p whose integral can be controlled uniformly in
time. Second, one must be able to identify a coercive part j; of the current that
controls the sought-after local smoothing norm. Third, one must be able to control
the contribution of j; — j.

For our analysis we need two one-parameter families of microscopic conservation
laws, one for (DNLS) and one for the difference flow (L20). These can be found in
Proposition 35 with the density given in [3:27). Local smoothing for (DNLS)) is
proved in Proposition 4.1] and for the difference flow in Proposition

The first task is to estimate the integral of the density p in (B27) uniformly in
time. This is achieved in Lemma The complicated structure of this density
makes this a nontrivial task. Moreover, to prove tightness of orbits under the
(DNLS) flow we need the refined local smoothing estimate (£2]), which requires us
to prove that the contribution of p converges to zero in the high-frequency regime.
The analysis of p in Lemma 2] relies on the detailed study of the diagonal Green’s
functions carried out in Section

Our second task is to identify a coercive part in the currents appearing in Propo-
sition B0l In our analysis, the quadratic terms j][321]\ILS and jgﬂf of the currents will
play the role of j; in (L23). Although these are not sign definite, we are able to
demonstrate the requisite coercivity up to acceptable errors. For the treatment
of j][;]\ms, see the discussion surrounding (£32). Extracting coercivity from jg]ﬁ
requires considerable regrouping and the estimation of many error terms and com-
mutators; see the treatment of ([G.40).

The third and most difficult part of obtaining local smoothing estimates is con-
trolling the remainder of the current j; — j. In defocusing problems, the most dan-
gerous parts of j; — j typically have a favorable sign. When the problem treated
is subcritical, the second term on RHS(23)) can be controlled by interpolating
between the LHS({L23)) and a priori conservation laws. A small data hypothesis
can also provide the smallness needed to bound the contribution of j; — 7 by a
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small fraction of LHS(IZ3). The problem studied here has none of these favorable
features. In fact, any of these features would yield local smoothing estimates that
depend only on the norm of the initial data; this is ruled out by Proposition [LT11

In our case, the remainder j; — j comprises the quartic and higher order terms
jgﬁis and jgizf?]. There is an enormous number of contributions that need to be
controlled. Moreover, these cannot be estimated directly using the L? norm of ¢
since they involve both derivatives and higher powers of ¢. Instead, we endeavor to
control these contributions using local smoothing and a bootstrap argument.

As we are dealing with a large-data scaling-critical problem, there is no easy
source of smallness for closing the bootstrap. This is one of the key analytical
challenges we must overcome in this article. The subcriticality of the models treated
in [I8] expressed itself through the appearance of negative powers of the large
parameter x, which provided the requisite smallness. For (DNLS]), we are forced to
simultaneously exhibit two copies of the local smoothing norm (to be bootstrapped)
and a third factor encoding equicontinuity (the source of smallness) for every single
error term. To achieve this, we must identify and exploit many subtle hidden
cancellations in the flow — see, for example, the carefully curated decompositions
of jgﬁis and jgizf?] appearing in (£27)) and in the proof of Lemma [6.3] respectively.

The analysis of these error terms relies on a large body of work built up in
the preceding sections of the paper. In Section [2] we introduce the norms used to
quantify both equicontinuity and local smoothing. We also need to introduce and
analyze a Banach algebra B of bounded multiplication operators on our equicon-
tinuity spaces. This section also contains a suite of basic nonlinear estimates used
later in the paper.

Much of Section Blis devoted to proving estimates on the diagonal Green’s func-
tions. These arise in several places in our analysis: not only are they an integral
part of the microscopic conservation laws, but they also appear in ([20) because
they encode the functional derivatives of A(k;¢q). The culmination of Section B is
the estimation of the diagonal Green’s functions and key nonlinear combinations
thereof in the equicontinuity and the local smoothing spaces. We also elucidate the
structure of these functions in terms of a new class of paraproducts introduced in
this section; see, for example, Lemma [3.11] and Proposition [3.12}

A second class of paraproducts which incorporates the localizing weights intrinsic
to local smoothing estimates is introduced in Section[dl A key feature of our analysis
is demonstrating that one may distribute these localizing weights to all entries in
these paraproducts. This is important since any one of the input functions in a
paraproduct may be the highest frequency term and so will need to be estimated
in the local smoothing norm. The culmination of Section Hlis the proof of the local
smoothing estimates for the (DNLS]) flow stated in Proposition {11

Tightness of orbits for solutions to (DNLS)) is proved in Section[fl This argument
is quite short because of the strength of the estimate ([@2]) proved in Section Al

Section [ contains a proof of local smoothing for the difference flow (L20). It is
the most demanding part of the paper and relies on all the analysis that precedes
it. Indeed, the needs of this section dictated much of the prior development.

Section [7] combines all that precedes it to prove convergence of the difference
flow to the identity, locally in space. Finally, a short Section [8 deduces all the main
theorems from these prerequisites.
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1.3. The soliton menace. In this subsection we present the family of soliton so-
lutions to (DNLS)) and use them to exhibit some of the instabilities of this equation.
For each value of 6 € (0, %), the function

[cos(6) cosh(z) — i sin(f) sinh(x)]? o cot(20)

x;0) = sin(26 3 -2 )
9o(236) 2sin(2 )[cos2(6‘) cosh”(x) + sin”(6) sinh”(x)]?

provides initial data for a soliton solution to (DNLS]). In understanding the shape of
this function, it is useful to note that the central factor can be written as Z3/|Z|*
with Z = cos(0) cosh(x) — isin(f) sinh(z) = cosh(x — i6). The soliton with this
initial data takes the form

(124) q(t7 T, 9) = qo (.’I] +2 COt(29)t7 9) eit COsec2(29)'

Further solitons can be obtained by translation, phase rotation, and scaling.
The 6 — 0 limit of this solution exists and is identically zero. Indeed

(1.25) lgoll7> = 86.

In the form we have presented, the  — 7 limit does not exist. However by rescaling
in accordance with (L2), a limit can be recovered, namely, the algebraic soliton:

2(1 —dz) 4, /2
—e'E

(14 ix)?

This solution embodies a key obstruction to coercivity of the polynomial conser-

vation laws. Indeed, while M (g,) = 47 all other polynomial conserved quantities
vanish. These properties also hold for all rescalings (I2) of q,. However,

(1.26) q(t, ) = qo(x — t)e/*  with initial data g, (z) =

(1.27) lgaxllzrs = 00 as A — o0

for any s > 0.

To see that g, also witnesses an obstruction to using the perturbation deter-
minant (ILI0) to prove equicontinuity we note that a(ik;ge,x) = 1 for all A > 0.
However, {gq,» : A > 0} is not an equicontinuous family.

Let us now turn our attention to the soliton with 6 = 7, which simplifies to

2¢it[cosh(x) — isinh(z)]
(1.28) st ) = 2
1 [cosh? (z) + sinh? (2)]

The subscript s appearing here emphasizes that this is a stationary soliton. (While
it does oscillate in time, it does not propagate through space.) This property makes
it the archenemy of local smoothing and Strichartz estimate. In particular, our next
proposition shows that the inequality (I.4)) does not hold for sets @ that are merely
L?-bounded. This further emphasizes the non-perturbative nature of the (DNLS)
flow in the L? topology.

Proposition 1.11. Local smoothing and Strichartz norms cannot be controlled
solely by the L? norm of the initial data. Concretely, there is a sequence of solutions

qn to (DNLS) satisfying M(q,) = 27 but

1 1
/ I sech12(a:)qn(t,x)||§{1/2 dt — oo and / / |gn(t,x)|® dz dt — oo
~1 @ -1Jr

as n — 0.
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Proof. We choose the g, to be rescalings of ¢s according to (L2]) and observe that
M(gs,2) = 27 but

1 1
/ I sechlz(az)qsﬁA(t,3:)||i11/2 dt ~ X and / / lgs A (t,2)|0 dedt =~ N2, O
v —1JR

-1

As the last topic of this section, we demonstrate another instability inherent
to (DNLS). Concretely, we will show that it is not possible to prove uniqueness
of solutions via Gronwall’s inequality in lower regularity spaces. This is a widely
successful uniqueness technique and a key ingredient in constructing solutions via
compactness/uniqueness arguments; the Gronwall inequality yields Lipschitz de-
pendence in H? of the data-to-solution map. However, our next proposition shows
failure of Lipschitz dependence, no matter how negative one chooses s.

Proposition 1.12. Fiz s < 0. There are times t, — 0 and pairs of solutions qy

and G, to (DNLS) so that

ntn _~n tn s
(1.29) lanlle + lanlle 0 but 19nn) = @nlta)la

ll4n(0) = @n (0) | 222

Proof. We choose ¢, and §, to be distinct rescalings of the soliton solution (24
with parameter 6,,. We first choose 8,, — 0 to ensure that their L? norms converge
to zero; see (L23)).

The key idea to exploit is the fact that ¢, and ¢, travel at different speeds. To
ensure that their separation at time ¢,, diverges, we require that

(1.30) An — An|cot(20,)t, — 00 yet t, =0 as n— oo.

In order to compute the overall size of the norms at the times 0 and ¢,, it is
convenient to compute the Fourier transform of a soliton exactly. The key identity
is this:

cosh(z —i0) _, e~ %
1.31 ST e g = [eos(26) — Esin(20)],
(1.31) /coshz(x +i6) cosh(5¢) [c0s(26) — £ 5in(26)]
which follows by a simple residue computation. It follows from this that §o(€) has
a simple zero at the origin, yielding three cases: s < —%, s = —%, and s > —%.

In the regime where (I30) and |\, — A,| < A, both hold, elementary (but
lengthy) computations show

52257 190(0) = @n(O)llrs ) S Nlan (O) 1y = llgn (tn) = G ()|
With this information it is not difficult to choose the necessary parameters. O

1.4. Equivalent models and their physical origins. Let us begin by noting
that (DNLS) does not admit a focusing/defocusing dichotomy: the sign of the
nonlinearity can be reversed by simply replacing z — —z. Likewise, the relative
coupling of the three terms in (DNLS) can be freely adjusted by rescaling the space
and time variables.

To the best of our knowledge, (DNLS) first appears in the literature as a model
for the propagation of large-wavelength Alfvén waves in plasma. For a further
discussion of this scenario, including how this effective model informs our under-
standing of the stability of such Alfvén waves, see [26 [39] 43 53].



16 B. HARROP-GRIFFITHS, R. KILLIP, M. NTEKOUME, AND M. VISAN

It is easily seen that (DNLS]) does not inherit the Galilean symmetry of the linear
Schrodinger equation. Indeed, if ¢ solves (DNLS), then

(1.32) v(t,x) = eikm*ikth(t, x — 2kt)
solves
(1.33) i0pv + 0" +i(|v|*v) + klv[*v = 0.

Here k € R is fixed but arbitrary.

This computation indicates that the traditional cubic nonlinear Schrodinger
equations (both focusing and defocusing) are ‘embedded’ inside (DNLS)) in the limit
of large modulation. While we know of no mathematical work on this embedding,
we will describe two physical systems which speak to this phenomenology.

The combined nonlinearities of (I.33) arise naturally in nonlinear optics. While
negligible in many experimental scenarios, the derivative nonlinearity becomes
physically important in the propagation of short pulses (cf. [1l 52]).

One early application of the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation was to model-
ing amplitude modulations of Alfvén waves, with the unknown function describing
deviations from a plane wave. (In our earlier discussion of (DNLS) as model of
Alfvén waves, ¢ describes the entire amplitude of the wave, not fluctations.) One of
the key assumptions in deriving this model is that the characteristic length of the
modulations far exceeds the carrier wavelength. As argued in [38], the combined
nonlinearities of (I33]) allow one to extend the realm of applicability of this effective
model to include cases where these two length scales are almost comparable.

As part of a search for completely integrable PDE, a different form of derivative
nonlinear Schrodinger equation was uncovered in [6], namely,

(1.34) i0iq + ¢ +ilg*¢ = 0.

It was subsequently discovered (see, e.g. [54]) that this model can be obtained from
(DNLS) via a change of variables. The change of variables in question takes the
following form:

(135)  wlta) =gt with o) = [ oty dy

and v € R fixed. With a little work, we find that w satisfies

(1.36) iwy +w"” = 2i(v — D]wfw’ +i(2v — Dw*w’ — Lv(2v — 1)|jw|*w.
When v = 3, we recover (34). When v = 1, we obtain the Gerdjikov-Ivanov form

of derivative NLS; see [12].

The more general nonlinearity presented in ([L36]), as well as that arising by
further incorporating the Galilei transformation (L32), appears naturally in the
study of the Benjamin—Feir instability in the theory of water waves; see [9] 24] [33].

It is easy to see that both changes of variables, (L33]) and (I35]), are real-analytic
diffeomorphisms on L?(R); indeed, they are diffeomorphisms on H*(R) for every
s > 0. Thus Theorem [[.1] guarantees the following:

Corollary 1.13. The evolutions (L33) and ([L36) are globally well-posed in L*(R).

When we look at (L36]), it seems all the more surprising that large data GWP
holds, since it fails for the focusing quintic nonlinear Schrédinger equation!



DNLS IS WELL-POSED IN L?(R) 17

1.5. Acknowledgements. R.K. was supported by NSF grant DMS-1856755 and
M.V. by NSF grant DMS-2054194.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout, we will use scaling-homogeneous Littlewood—Paley decompositions
with frequency parameters N € 2%. Concretely, choosing a smooth, non-negative
function ¢ supported on |¢] < 2 with ¢(§) = 1 for |£| < 1, we define P<y as the
Fourier multiplier with symbol ¢(§/N) and then Py = P<y — P<y/2. Observe that

1= ZPN.

Ne2?
Such decompositions will be ubiquitous and we often adopt the more compact
notations fN = PNf y fSN = PSva and f>N = [1 — PgN]f-
As a similar expedient, we often write Fourier multipliers under their arguments.
For example, for k > 0,

T = (4RF =)V and i = (20 £0) g

For s € R and |x| > 1 we define the Sobolev space H? as the completion of S(R)
with respect to the norm

lalfy, = [ (a4 €7la() de.
and write H° = HY.
Associated to the localizing function 1, defined in (I.3)), we have

@1 [da-ptde= S andso f0) =k [ f@iie) de

2.1. Equicontinuity spaces. To quantify the equicontinuity, for o,s € R and
|k] > 1 we define

s—o o k2D g127 ) L
(2.2) lallE, = P10 4l = / I s —1a(€) [ de,

and take EY = EY ;.
We write B for the space of bounded functions that belong to the homogeneous
1

Besov space B; oo We equip this space with the norm
1
£l == lIfllLe + sup NZ||fn] 2.
Ne2?

This space is an algebra; see Lemma 2.3l Moreover, by Lemma 2.4] multiplication
by functions in B defines a bounded operator on our equicontinuity spaces.

Our next lemma shows how the spaces E7 . allow us to track the equicontinuity
properties of orbits.

Lemma 2.1. Let Q C L? be bounded and equicontinuous. For o > 0 we have
(2.3) lim sup ||¢||gs . = 0.

K—>00 qu ’
Proof. The claim follows from the following estimate

lalles . S la<nllzg, +lasvllzg, S (X)) Mgl + lasnllze,

by choosing the frequency N € 2% appropriately. O



18 B. HARROP-GRIFFITHS, R. KILLIP, M. NTEKOUME, AND M. VISAN

Lemma 2.2. Fors >0 >0, 8 €R, and x > 1,

(2.4) | el 2~ a2
Further, if K > 2 and I, = [1, 5] U [2k,00) then
(2.5) / a1 1o 27 42 ~ gl

Proof. Decomposing into Littlewood—Paley pieces,

oo
2(o+8) ,,2(s—0)
[l %Qﬁ—NZ/ N a3
K

2(o+8)
~ > sy llanliie ~ k).
N

In order to integrate in s one considers separately the cases N < k and N > &,
breaking the integral into the regions [k, N] and [N,o0) in the latter case. The

estimate (Z.3]) is proved similarly. ([
Lemma 2.3. For0 <o < % and » > 1 we have the estimates
(2.6) 191z < If1Bllglls,
(2.7) 15 S 52 [l fllmg, .+ £ llmg, ]
(2.8) 118 < 1fllzee + 111
Proof. To verify (2.6]), we employ the basic decomposition
(2.9) Pyn(fg) = Pn [fNNQSN + fangon + Y fMgM]
M>2N

From Bernstein’s and Hélder’s inequalities, we see that

1
1F9)nllze S Ifonlzellgnllim + I fsnllo=llgonlize + 37 N arllzellgnlce
1 M>2N
SN2 flsllglls,

from which (28] then follows easily.

The estimate (217) follows from Bernstein’s inequality:

1 _ 1
Iflls S 57 > N*|lfnllpg,  +27 > N7 fillpg, < RHSED.
N<| 5| N>|x|

Turning now to (2.8)), we recall that the convolution kernel associated to Py is
a Schwartz function which integrates to zero. Indeed, it can be written in the form
NK'(Nz) for some Schwartz function K. Integrating by parts, we find

N fx e < N / K(N(@ =) f(0) dy

<Kzl f e SNz O
L3

Lemma 2.4. Let 0 < 0 < 3, 0< s <o+ 3, and ||,k > 1. Then we have the
estimate

(2.10) lllfll g, + 11 g, ~ 11256 = 0)fll &g,

and the product estimates

(2.11) 1f9lles,, S N lEg, N9lB;
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(2.12) 1fgllss, S 1372 | 1lglles, . +1lg’ ||E2M}

In particular, if ¢’ € S we have the localization estimate
(2.13) loflles, Se llflleg,-
Proof. The estimate (ZI0) follows from
(25— 0)fliBy . = A2 1Zg + 171
For the product estimate (211]), we have

2( —o) pr20
B ~ Y WiNA{SIIPN(fg)IILz
N

Decomposing as in (2.9) and using the Holder and Bernstein inequalities, we esti-
mate

2(s—0) N2
1 £9l%e , <Z S N2 llg<n 2

2( —o) pr20
+Z e[S M fallze] llonl3e

M&KN

(2(s—0) p20 1 2

+Z B ST Nl lgearlzz] -
M>2N

The first summand is easily seen to be acceptable. To estimate the second
summand, we first sum in N and then apply Schur’s test:

2(s—0o) p720 1 2
>SS S M lle] lgwll3s
N

M<KN

11
2(576)N2(TM§M§
Slals D N = sl s | 22
Mi<Ma<KN

1

M2 (k¥ M1)®

Slals > Bl sl fanlleg,
Mi<M, rtMz)e

S IF 1l Nglls.

Arguing similarly, we estimate the remaining summand by

2(s—0o) nr20 1 2
S E S NI leligearlize]
N

M>2N

1 1
2(s—o) N20+1M7§M7§
Sl 3D N T sl sl

N<M; <M
M, + M-
Slals > %nf ez, I fassllmg,
My<M, M2 (nEM

S £, gl

The estimate (2Z12)) follows as a corollary of ([2I1)) and [27). The localization
estimate (2.I3) follows from (2.I1]) and (2.8]). O
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2.2. Operator estimates. We begin with the basic Hilbert-Schmidt bound for
the operators A(g) and I'(¢) introduced in ([9). This estimate appeared already
in [30, Lemma 4.1]:

Lemma 2.5 ([30]). For q € L* and x > 0 we have

4
/41,412 + 52
Using this lemma as our basic tool, we obtain the following basic estimates when
q € L? is frequency localized.

2 p—
(214) A2, = T2, ~ / log(4 + £) de < 1],

Lemma 2.6 (Operator estimates). For |k|>1,0<0 <3, and0<s <o+ 1 we

have
(2.15) [A(gn) 3. = [IT(an) |3, = \/RHN log (4+ )||QN||L2
2

(2.16) [A(gn)llop = IT(gn)llop S |K‘+N\/ (4 o )||qN||L2

(2.17) > IA( (fa)llop S Taftw log? (4 + X7) Sup. M™% far 22,
M<N

218) 3 AU o S B
M<N

2.19 A < NE TA4N)” ..

(2.19) MZS:NII (fa)llop S i =1 fll £

Proof. The estimate (215) follows immediately from Lemma The estimate
@I6) follows from (ZI5) for N > k and the Bernstein inequality:

(2.20) 1A (@) llop S rhllanllzes S Yo llan L2,
for N < k.
Claim (ZTI7) follows from (Z16):
1 2 _1
S IAG o S D iy log? (44 25) MH| far o
M<N M<N
S iy log? (14 25) sup M7H| far e,
Me2Z
as does (2.117):
My 1 "
S AGlor § 3 bl tog? (44 25) farllee £ B2V
M<N M<N (Isl+N)2
and (219):
S 1Al £ 32 METE tog (44 32 | ]y < RES@ID. O
M<N M<N

Corollary 2.7. Forqc€ L? and0< o < l,
(2.21) VE|A(g) Hop Slalles,,  uniformly for x> 1.
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In particular, if Q is a bounded and equicontinuous subset of L?,

(2.22) lim sup v/x[|A(q)|lop = 0.
K— 00 qu

Proof. Using (2.18) and Lemma 2.5 we may bound
VEA@],, S VE S 1A lop + v [Algs),

M<k
Slldlleg, + llaswllze < llalleg,
which settles (Z2I). Lemma 2] then yields (222)). O

Lemma 2.8. For0 <o < l and Kk > 1 we have

(2.23) IAWEa RIS, S 50| o

~

m 3 ||q||E"

Proof. Decomposing into Littlewood—Paley pieces, applying (219) and 2I3) at
low frequency, and (2.I5) at high frequency, we have

LHS[223) = tr{A( iq; 5)8}’

3 3 3
S > IAEw @) [, APy (i), HHA (P, (@)l
Ni~N3>--->Ng
N3 (14N,)% Py, (¢59)
< D eI IOg(4 + )H ey
Ni~N>
< RHS([2:23).
The fact that Ny ~ N must hold is most evident by computing the trace (which
is unitarily invariant) in Fourier variables. (]

PN2 (wi )
4k2—02

o allal

H?2

2.3. Local smoothing spaces. To control the local smoothing property, for s, h €
R and |k| > 1 we define

(224) ||q||%£(h) = /H\/WHH5+16 200‘}7/ I du
(2.25) il = sup [ Ol
heRJ -1

As before, when k = 1 we denote F*(h) = FY(h) and X*® = X7.

We note that as a consequence of Lemma below, we obtain an alternative
characterization of X that is closer to that used in [18]; see Remark 2111 The
additional complexity apparent in ([2:24]) is necessitated by the scaling criticality of
the problem.

Multiplicative commutators are an essential tool for repositioning the spatial
localization factors within the paraproducts appearing in our analysis of local
smoothing estimates. The next lemma, which extends [18, Lemma 2.8], is our
basic workhorse in this task:

Lemma 2.9. For |x|,|k| > 1, s,0 € R, 1 < p < oo, r € Z, and integer |{| < 24,
all fized, we have the following uniformly for p € R and g € S(R) :

(2.26) ||(2+£0)°(2k+ 8)‘71/)2(% —0)qllLe ~ (2£0)°(26 + 0)7 (3 — 8)T1/)f;q||Lp.
If both s,o € Z then ([2.26]) also holds for p € {1,00}.
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Proof. The Mikhlin multiplier theorem shows that the choice of + signs is imma-
terial and we shall restrict attention to the + case.

Both inequalities can be treated simultaneously through a slightly larger family
of estimates involving two parameters 0, v € Z. Specifically, adopting the notation

W=2+0)°2k+09)(3—9)"
it suffices to show that for each pair 0, v € Z,

Wt (se = )"0~ (3 = ) "W gl L < Nlgl o

(In fact, just the two cases (6,v) = (r,0) and (6‘, v) = (—r,r) are truly needed.)

When 1 < p < oo, complex interpolation allows us to restrict attention to the
case where s,0 € Z, which we do in what follows.

The next step is to perform additive commutations, moving each positive power
of a differential operator toward its inverse, one factor at a time. Proceeding in
this fashion until all positive powers of said differential operators are exhausted
leaves a very concrete (but combinatorially very messy) finite linear combination
of products of operators from the following list:

THO™Y), IO YT, 240)7h 26+ 0)7 (- 0)7!, and ¥ (e —9) T,

where m is any integer satisfying 0 < m < |o| + |s| + |v| + |0]. In this way, we see
that the proof will be complete if we can show that any operator on the list is LP
bounded for every 1 < p < oc.

Boundedness of the first two operators in the list is trivial given our choice of .
Boundedness of the remaining operators can be deduced from their explicit kernels.
Indeed, (3 — @)1 ~* has kernel

K(x,y) = (@) (y) e ¥ 1,,, which satisfies |K(z,y)| <¢ e~ 2leyl,
Thus LP boundedness follows from Schur’s test. O

As we are dealing with a nonlinear equation, one needs to understand how to
estimate products in our local smoothing spaces. Due to the low regularity of the
objects we are treating in this paper, each term in the product must itself satisfy

local smoothing estimates in order for the product to be bounded. This dictates
the structure of our basic product estimates below.

Lemma 2.10. If0 < 0 < %, |,k > 1, h € R, 1 < ¢ < 12 is an integer, and
¢’ €S then

(2.27) liall 3 )+ llall g ) ~ 122 = O)all Ly

and we have the product estimates

(2.28)
15913, < 1A 72105, 125 = Dol . + 171z, (2= D)ol 5, |.

(2.29)
s <2 . . .
15913, < 1A {10 g, 125 = Dhgllms, . + 12 = D)flzs, Mol g, |

We also have the localization estimates

(2.30) g e ==l dy < lgl?
FE )

JIE =
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2.31 .
(2:31) I9all 3., Se lal 3,

Proof. For ([227), we first use Lemma 2.9 to obtain
(=0l ~ /H 25— ) mHng dolhnl g

A [ s e [ ) Vs

2
eyl g,

Using space-translation invariance, it suffices to prove (230) for h = 0. If £ = 12,
the claim follows from the definition. Otherwise, define T),,: L?* — L? to have

integral kernel
1
2

@)t T (4x*4+1*)
4n 2+E2)%¢ Yi2(§—n) (2 )_% )

and apply Schur’s test to bound
5 -7 75 B
1T llop S IME)FUEUE2E N S Il S e 2o,
We then apply (2] to obtain

/H\/WHHS el dy
£ .24 2,124
: /// It | Sy 0 s
Yuia 4 lul
| T, [lop | 7V2||OPH \/WHH% H \/WHHZ e~ 30 dvy dvy dp

< ///6 \ulH\uz\ _le= UILJQ‘)H va| H\/ﬁ%mHH% H\/Ai'/;i:]a?HH* dVl dV2 d,u

< 2 .
<l

In the last step we first integrated in p and then used L? boundedness of the

resulting convolution operator.
Turning next to the product estimates (Z28) and ([Z29), we take s € {1,32
€ R, and use ([29) to estimate

2
Hs+1

| o= (4% f9)
2s5+2
<Z e | Pan (WS )32 Pn (59) 13

2s5+2
+Z O Py (W8 )13 | Pon (59) 32

N)2s+2 1 2
+ > SO S NP WSl Pors (V59) 22
M>2N

Recalling (2.7, ([ZEID, and (ZI3), we bound the first summand by

2542
> S 1PN WS )72 Pan (859) 17
N

2
< el | e [0l s, + 159 N,
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B \/WHHSJA 12 = D)gllg,

For (2:29), we bound the second summand in a symmetric fashion, reversing the

roles of f, g. For (Z28), we instead apply Schur’s test with (210, 213)), and (2.26))
to bound

s [Z M Py )2 1Px o)l

2)(¥50) 2 nE MR
S e Y Chmatme P W) g, 1P 5D,
My <M>

o || 22 £

The third summand is again bounded using Schur’s test, [27)), (210), and (ZI3):

2s5+2
Z (1(7:];,1)\/ { Z N? 1P (95, f) ||L2||P~Mg||L2}
N M>2N

So,

1
< gl Z (- My)* T (i M) M2 HPMl(wﬁf) Pary (45 1)

M1<M2 (1+M2)5+1(H+M1)M2% 4r2—02 ||Hs+1 || m ||Hs+l

||~ ! || m HH5+1 (25 — 8)g||2Egg,K
The estimates (2Z.28), (2:29) then follow from (230).

Applying Schur’s test in Fourier variables, we find

9)8/2 6 VIRZ—0?
sup H 1.2 —02 ¢1/) K>3/2 b /qu L.
In this way, we see that
I 2 So Nzl
Tnr—o2 llgs ~¢ 4x2-0211g2’
and consequently, (Z31]) follows from (2Z30). O

Remark 2.11. As a consequence of the proof of Lemma 2,10, we note that

2 a2
(2.32) Il y ~sup | = |2
Indeed, the inequality

lal’ 3 < supHmHLsz

follows immediately from the definition. For the converse inequality, we argue as

in 230): in view of 1),

wl2 12
H Vi 82 HL2H2 ~ / 175 low 1 Tl | \/4;21—(182 HL?H% I \/412/22—(182'”L2H2 dvy dvp
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3. GREEN’S FUNCTIONS AND MICROSCOPIC CONSERVATION LAWS

By the Green’s function, we mean the integral kernel associated to the inverse
of the Lax operator presented in (LI2). It is not a given that this operator is
invertible; we will rely on the subtle interplay between the spectral parameter x and
the equicontinuity properties of g. This same issue was discussed in the introduction
in connection with making sense of A(k;q). Indeed, it formed the central rationale
for introducing the notion of a §-good subset of L?(R); see Definition [[8 Let us
begin our discussion by revisiting the construction of A(k;q).

We subsequently take 0 < o < 1 to be fixed. If Q is a d-good subset of L*(R),
then Corollary 2.7 shows that

(3.1) |/f|%||A(q; n)Hop S lglleg <0 uniformly for [x[ > 1 and ¢ € Q.
As shown in [27, Lemma 5.1], it follows that if ¢ is sufficiently small then
A(k;q) = —sgn(r)log det[1 — ir(k — ) 'q(k + 9)'q]

(3.2) = sgn(k) Y _ 3 tr{(ikAl)"}
1
defines a real-analytic function of x and gq. Moreover, the domain of this function
includes all |k| > 1 and an L?-neigborhood of Q.
It is important to define A(k;q) in such a neighborhood of @ (rather than just
on Q) to ensure that the functional derivatives are well defined. We find that

(33) [ s+ Fde =se(o) Y ef (imA@(@) "KACDT (@) + ML)},
m>0
As Lemma and ([BI) show, this series defines a bounded linear functional on
f € L? and correspondingly the functional derivatives exist as L? functions.
Duality also gives an efficient way to introduce the functions v(k;q), g12(%; q),
and go1(k; q) that will be of central importance in what follows: for a,b,c € L?,

(3.4) /gglb + gi12c+yadz = sgn(k) tr{ [‘cl _Z} [Lfl — Lgl} }

Here L denotes the Lax operator (II2) with ¢ = 0.

Lemma and ([BI) guarantee that a Neumann expansion of the right-hand
side of ([B.4) yields a convergent series for all a,b,c € L?*(R). On comparing these
series with those of (83]), we find

(35) % = Z'\/Eglg and % = —\/Eggl.

It is evident from (B4 that gi2, g21, and 7 are closely connected with the
matrix Green’s function evaluated on the diagonal (i.e. at the coincidence of the
two spatial points). For the continuity needed to make sense of this directly, see
see [18, Prop. 3.1].

For simplicity of exposition, the discussion above only constructed gj2, g21, and
v as L? functions. By estimating more carefully (as was done in [27]), one finds
that the series defining g2, go1, and v converge in H! to real analytic functions of
q; moreover, these functions are Schwartz whenever ¢ € S.

Direct computations also reveal certain basic identities among these functions;
see [18] or [47]. Concretely, we have

(3:6)  gi2(k) = —gn(=k), (k) =7(=r), and A(r) = —-A(=r)
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as well as

(3.7) gz = 2mg12 — K2q(y +1)
(3.8) g51 = —2Kga1 — iK? gvy+1)
(3.9) ¥ = 2k2 (qg21 +iGg12).
Lastly, we have the quadratic identity

(3.10) 2912921 + 37° +7 =0,

which can be proved by differentiating the left-hand side and applying B.1)—(39).
Using these relations, we may write

B R e
. - 5 ; = 2
H2 = oty o+ 4ia (42) ]7 and 2L = =IVE G dgiq (f21)?).

While it is very elementary to check these last two identities, it is much less obvious
that they are key to efficiently treating a lot of what follows.

To prove our theorems, we require bounds for these functions in the B, F, and
F spaces introduced in Section 2l We start with the following:

Lemma 3.1. For ¢ sufficiently small and Q C S a 6-good set, the following esti-
mates hold uniformly for ¢ € Q and |k| > 1:

(3.12) Iv(s:9)lls < llallzg, |, < 6%

(3.13) llg12(%; @)l B + llg21(x; q)IIB S llalleg,
(x1q)

(3.14) 122685 5 + 1 #5565 15 S llal s, .

Proof. To prove [312]), we argue by duality. To this end, we test against functions
f satisfying sup;cqz M~z fas|lz2 < 1 and employ

(F (5 @) =sgn(x) Y (k)" tr{ [(6 = )Ml +0)7'q) (5 — ) 7' T}

£>1
+sgn(m)2(m)g {[(wra) (n—a)—lq}é(wra)—lf’}.
£>1
Let us first observe that by (218) and (LI9), there exists C' > 1 so that
sup. 612 >~ IA(gan)[lop < €5,
M<N
uniformly in |k| > 1. Note also that by Lemma [2Z6] and our assumptions on f,

3
S IAUMllop S il log? (44 27) and [AGN) 5, < /e los(4 + 25).
M<N

Decomposing into Littlewood—Paley pieces, using that the two highest frequen-
cies must be comparable, together with Lemma and the preceding estimates,
we find that

(m)ftr{[(m—a) (5 +0)"'q] (5 — }]

5(06)2(6_1) Z ‘,LTLFJ\][\}I log (4+ )”A(qu)”szA(qu)”jz
Ni~N>
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+(COXD Y sl A (an) o 1A ) 1 A (ana)llop

N1~N3>N3
— k| N 5 N2
S(CopPED 3 el log? (44 ) a2 lla |2
Ni~Ns
1
2(6-1) |K[ZN; 7 NP
F(ORAN 5 e s+ v sl

< (08" Vgl g

20‘&

Choosing ¢ sufficiently small, we may sum in £ > 1 and so deduce (B12).
Further reducing 4, if necessary, the estimates (8.12)) and (2.6 allow us to sum
the geometric series and so obtain

(3.15) =515 =

Regarding (B13), we use [27), ZI0), (311, and [ZII) to obtain
1
lgr2lls < 16172 [(26 — 0)g12llpg, , < [1 + IIvll&]llallmg

20,k
The bound (BI3) then follows from [BI2]) and (B.6)).
The estimate (314 follows directly from BI3), (313), and (2.0)). O

Lemma 3.2. For ¢ sufficiently small and Q C S a 6-good set, the following esti-
mates hold uniformly for ¢ € Q and ||,k > 1:

1
(3.16) lslllgr2(9) ez, + 91239l g . < 1512 Ml g,
(3.17) sellv Gl g, + 17V (s, S 1542 llall ez, Nlall e, ...
! 1
(3.18) |”H|2Ty(x)”}3fr (345) (9 HE;N <l

Moreover, in view of [B4), go1 also satisfies the estimates B10) and BIF)).
Proof. In view of (3.7), 2.I1)) and (312),

1
122 = D)guallme,. S 15417 a1+ )lmg, S |2 lall s, {1 + ||7||B} < |7 lall g, -

The estimate (10 then follows from (ZI0).
Recalling —y = ‘Wﬁ% from (BIT)), the estimates (B.I0) and (3:14) show that

[2][|v ()]

To complete the proof of ([BI1), we complement this with the estimate
1Y ()l g, S 12 lalleg,

for which we employed (33), 212), and (3.14).
Using (ZI1]), the fact that B is an algebra, and the estimates BI4]), (315,

B16), BI7), and (I.I9), we obtain

H (25— 9) anle'yHEf’ S ||(2%_8)912HE0

g21(

¢ llall g

20,5

Sl

Be, S 1#llg12(>)

M5l + 1 les 2252 s
o (T4 llalEg ) Slad?

20,5c

L
S |l

The estimate (BI8) now follows from (2.10)). O
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Lemma 3.3. For ¢ sufficiently small and Q C S a 6-good set, the following esti-
mates hold uniformly for q € Q, ||,k > 1, and h € R:

3.19 < |32

(3.19) |5][|g12(5 )IIFQ(h + llg12(>¢ )IIFQ(h |%|2||q|| 5y’

(3.20) |5y (5 )szm +||7(%)||F§(h N A ||Q||E5M
() ()

B2) LBy, B 5, S bl

Proof. Using the quadratic identity (3I0) together with ([2:27), (Z28), and (2.29)),
followed by (BI6) and (BI7) we get

Al GOlly , + I3

S 7225 = Ovlmg, (22 = )|

20,3¢

1
FZ (h)
+ o max Il grel s, . + lflleg, | max{lodlonsl 5+l g, ]

max||lgral g+ ol g, |

2
S lallss, N2 =00l 3, + Nl o

20,

Using (LI9) we deduce
(3.22) 12 = g, S Nl

) 20,3¢

and so (320) will follow from BI9).
From [322) and [B.1) together with [2.27)), [2.28)), and (BIT), we obtain

max|llon ]y, + ozl g, |

max|[llgsall 4 ol |
< 3 1
A Hla+ DI,
Sl o+ lall g 125 = Ol .+ Dl 2= Ol g
<l lal h><1 +lallhs, ) + lalits,  max |l + ol g )

The estimate (3I9) then follows from (LT9).
It remains to prove [B2I)). As a preliminary, let us pause to observe that

(2%—8)(&)2 — 2012 | (%_3) 912

24+~ 24+~ 24~"
Using (11, BId), and BI8), we get

(323) |2 = 0)(85) Iy, S5l e~ D822 gy S 1ol llall

2+7 24 20,30
while by (Z28) and (BIF),
@5 - 9)(22)° Ig Sl 12— 2 | gy N2 — D)2y
(3.24) < lalles,,||(25 - 9) 2ﬁ2|\F2-

Using (221 together with (BIT]) followed by (228), B.23)), and ([B.24]) we obtain

LHS@ZD) 5 || (2 - ) £ 4

S lblall g+l |2 = 9)(82) g, +lalles, . [[2— 0) (883)°]

1
F2
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H(2% — 0)2

+lal £y

20,3

1
S Al Ly [1+ llallzs

20,;:]

Using (IL.I9]), we may absorb the second term on the right-hand side above into the
left-hand side, thus settling (3:21)). O

A consequence of Lemmas and is the following:

Corollary 3.4. Fiz § sufficiently small and let Q C S be a d-good set. All functions
f from the following list (and so finite linear combinations thereof ) :

4 g
(3.25) 20g1a(), BP9 (5), LD zgﬁ((%%)) , 222 ﬁﬁ(ﬁ)v
2k+0 25+ 2k40 g12(k) 2k40 g21(kK)

ve 912(8), “UEgn(k), SUESEG VR vt

satisfy the estimates

Ifllze S llallez W flles, . S lldlles, . [flleg < llalleg

20,5
3.26
(3:26) Ity S el gy 1713 Slall 5,

uniformly for q € Q, ||, |k| > 1, and h € R.

As discussed in the introduction, multi-parameter local smoothing estimates are
essential for our analysis. As we are in the non-perturbative regime, the only
reasonable approach to proving such estimates is via monotonicity identities. In
all examples that we are aware of, such monotonicity identities stem from a proper
understanding of conserved densities and their corresponding currents. This line of
thinking leads inevitably to the problem of finding a microscopic representation for
the conservation of A(s¢;q).

It is invariably easy to find microscopic representations for conserved quantities
that are polynomial in the underlying field (and its derivatives), such as the mass or
energy. However, even in these simple cases there is no universal algorithm for find-
ing such microscopic laws; indeed, this is an ill-posed problem — the corresponding
cohomology class does not have a unique representative.

When the conserved quantity in question is more complex, discovering a micro-
scopic representation becomes truly challenging. All the more so when we need
our representative to be coercive, if it is to be useful. This is the case for A(3;q),
which is defined as the logarithm of a Fredholm determinant or as an infinite series
of traces; see (32). Structurally, each of these traces is a paraproduct in g. Never-
theless, just such a microscopic representation was presented in [47] based on the
density

(3.27) p(5q) = q ig21 (5 q) _ g12(559)

VA2 +Gan) VAt Ga)

In finding 32T, the authors of [47] were very much guided by the analogous
form for the AKNS-ZS hierarchy discovered in [18]. The analogue for KdV was
found in [29], although this is of little assistance. Indeed, these few examples would
lead one to believe that the answer will always be a rational function of matrix
elements of the diagonal Green’s function; this notion is refuted in [16].

Once these densities have been discovered, it is not fundamentally difficult to
derive the corresponding current (though it may require considerable labour) be-
cause the time derivative of the Green’s function may be deduced from the Lax
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pair representation of the flow. For example, under the (DNLS)) flow,
. . 3 1 1
idg1o = —[458° — 2isdq|*] g1 + [257 g +ise? g g + 527 ¢'| (1 + )

= —gly —i(2lqldhs + i’ gh).
We include this to illustrate the point made in the introduction that (unlike for
NLS and mKdV) this change of variables alone does not allow us to treat ¢ € L?.
Concretely, we note that for ¢ € L? one cannot make sense of the term |q|%q
appearing in the former expression as a distribution. This cannot be remedied by
the other terms because they are distributions!

The following proposition gives the currents associated to the density 327)) and
was proved in [47]:

Proposition 3.5. Let Q C S be 6-good for § sufficiently small. Under the (DNLS)
flow, we have that dip(5¢) + OrjpNLs(3¢) = 0 for all || > 1, where

(3.28)

. . 921 +i0g12 . o
jonts = (|g? = 2ix)p + o5 +ilq]
V(2 +7)

(3.29) = 92 (22 4+ 0 +1|q|*)q — (22 — 0 +1i|q|*)q +i|q|*

1
Ve 2+ \F 2+v
Likewise, for k > 1, 3tp(%) + Oz jair (3¢, k) = 0 under the H — H,;, flow. Here,

(3.30)  jaig(se, k) = \% (éqilv)(%) [(2% + 0 +1i|q|*)g — 23 (—912("‘) — 71'912(*’”"))}

K— K+

_ﬁ(%)( )[(2% 5—|—Z|q| )q_2,$2(02;5r:)+1q21(n))}

KQ

. P
+ilg]* — (k) + E (k).

In our application of the microscopic conservation laws to the proof of local
smoothing, we require a detailed understanding of the structure of the lower order
terms (in powers of ¢) of the currents. To this end, we adopt the notation from [18]
of using square brackets to identify specific terms in power series expansions:

g2 (k) = sen(r)r (ir) (60, [(k — 0) Ya(r + 0) ') (k — ) 'q(r + 8)16,)
so that

o0 o0

(3.31) g5 ) = 37 9B (k) and gua(s Z PRl
m=~{ =0
The terms gigﬂ] and 7129 admit correspondingly simple definitions; however, we

will also use this notation on more complicated analytic functions of ¢ such as

[2041] [2¢
(#2)°", o, and jfs.

Using [B.I1]), we can derive the following explicit expressions:

1 —i\/Kq . q
e R
3 7,53 _ 3 “ _ _
(333) g£2] - 22/< 28[q 2/-@ o 2:{18} and gél] = 22;~g+28 [q 2:~e ] 2/{18]7
as well as

(3.34)

1
G
[>3] - 2
(3.35) ()5 = 5 la(42)7)
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To represent our expansions for higher order terms in a concise form, we in-
troduce a space of paraproducts. We begin by introducing a generating set of
operators:

(3.36) g:i={1afu{Z: x=1}.

One may regard the elements of G as letters in an alphabet. We then define the set
G* to be the set of (finite) words built from the alphabet G. Specifically, elements
in G* are finite products of the form

(337) L1Ls...L, where L; €3.

Note that each factor L; may have a different parameter s;.

Example 3.6. For all |5 > 1, the operator 4%42"_262 = is a word

over the alphabet G.

*
7 62%4—8 €g

We say that the paraproduct m belongs to the class S(1) if it admits a repre-
sentation as a finite linear combination of paraproducts m; satisfying

m;[f] =T;f where T; € G*.

We will frequently consider families of paraproducts depending continuously on
one or more parameters. For example, all the paraproducts in Proposition
depend continuously on the parameter ». When this is the case, we will say such
a family is in S(1) only if the coefficients in this linear combination are uniformly
bounded in the parameter(s).

Example 3.7. For all || > 1, the operators

2 23c—0 __ 2
23¢+0 and 23c+0 2550 23¢+0 —1Id

9 _
2x+0
are elements of S(1).

For n > 2, we inductively define S(n) as linear combinations of paraproducts
that admit the representation

J

(338) m[flv"'afn - H fa (nj—1+1)s -'7f<7 n]} ’

where 0 = ng < --- < ny = n are integers, m; € S(n; —n;—1), T € G*, and
o € 6, is a permutation. The product appearing in (B38) is a pointwise product
of functions (and not a composition of operators). As in the case n = 1, we
require the coefficients in the linear combination to be uniformly bounded in any
parameters.

This definition is clearly symmetric, in the sense that whenever m € S(n) and
o € G, we have

(3.39) M fot)s -+ fom)] € S(n).

Further, by induction on n, our definition is consistent with interior products, in
the sense that if 2 <k <n, m; € S(k), and ma € S(n + 1 — k) then

(3.40) mi[fis. s fe—1,malfrs -, ful] € S(n).

We illustrate our paraproduct classes with an example motivated by ([B.33):
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Example 3.8. For all || > 1, the paraproduct

3
mlfy, fo, fs] = 2255 | fals 5L
is an element of S(3) that can be expressed in the form F38) with o = Id,
T=325 mlhl=FfH, malf) =525  msfs] =525/

While paraproducts are often regarded as multilinear objects, our use of them
here is closer to that of a polynomial in a single variable, namely, q. More accu-
rately, our paraproducts will solely be populated by the objects appearing in the
list presented in Corollary B4l Moreover, in estimating these paraproducts, we will
only be employing the information (328 about these objects. With these consider-
ations in mind, we will frequently employ the expedient of writing paraproducts as
m[f,..., f]. Similarly, if an expression involves paraproducts my,...,my € S(n),
we simply denote each paraproduct by m as in, e.g., (3:47)) below.

We demonstrate this notation with two examples from the proof of Proposi-
tion below:

Example 3.9. If |5| > 1 the paraproduct

mlf1, fa, fs] = 4%22418 2;{iaf3 = ziiafl : 2;318102 - f3

is an element of S(3). We may then write

—/

8is3 q q 2] 2isx q q ]
(3.41) 25—9 [4%2782 ‘4%2782‘ = 9500|2529 22-8) D252

_ _2ix

f ! ) !
- 2%—6m|:2%—6’ 23—0° 43x2—02 |

where each f represents either ¢ or ¢, which are both elements of the list (B:25).

One should observe that using the definition of S(3), the expression ([B:41]) could
be further simplified to read
mi Q%f_av fv 4%—2fi(’92:| or even (2%)7277’1,2 [f, f, f}

with mq, me € S(3). However, we will need the additional structure appearing in
B41) when we apply Proposition [3.12

Example 3.10. If |5] > 1 then, recalling Example B7], the paraproduct
mlf1, fa, fs] = 2i (3255 11) f2fs
is again an element of S(3). From ([3.32), we then have

"

(3.42) ﬁ [7[2](%) 4%3182] = 2iifa [2j+a P 4%3—62]

"
el

— q q
- 2%—6m|:2%—6’ 2—9° 4%2—82:|

_ f f "
- 2%%—8m [2%—6’ 23— 4%2—82:| ’
where each f represents an element of the list (3.23]).
Just as in the case of ([B.4Il), one could further simplify ([B.42) to read
my ﬁ, ﬁ,f} or (2%)_2m2[f5 fi f]

with my, mg € S(3). The additional structure in ([342) will be exploited later.
As a first application of our paraproducts we have the following:
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Lemma 3.11. For { > 1 and || > 1 we have the representations

3.43 IS o O N UUTY JP A A )

(3.43) V=912 () = %5 _f = 25—7 |
£ 41

1 [>2041) e i ;]

(344) ﬁgl2 (%)_mm_fv"'ﬂf7m7"'72%,fg<7
£ ef1

3.45 L (g B Gy e e L ]

( ) \/Z(2+v) ( ) 25c+0 _f f 2—0 25c—0 |
£ 41

[>2¢+41] o [ f f 1

3.46 L (g n)=sZ=m|f,..., [, 5t5,..., 55|,

( ) \/;(2+v) ( ) 25¢+0 _,f f 2:x—0 2%—8_
£ 41

where m € S(20+1) and each f represents an element from the list B.28). Similar

representations hold for g1 and 29jr27

Proof. We prove all four identities simultaneously by strong induction on /.

When ¢ = 1, the identity (343) follows from B33]). Using BII) and (332), we

may write
1 « [3] o 2 q q
ﬁ(zqfw) (>) = 279) {q' 2270 2xq+a}v
which gives (345 when ¢ = 1. Using (311) we may also write
1 [>3] _ 4 1 (2x=9 1 (2340

=912 () = —555 {q- g NE g12) 2%+8( NE 2%7)]7
1 (>3] __ .2 1 (2%40 1 (23408 .
ﬁ(ﬁl’y) (%)__Q%ia{q.Q}rH?( }\;; %)'zmta( Jf/; 2!%7) )

the identities (344) and (3.48) for £ = 1 then follow from Corollary [3.41
Now assume that (B43)—B.40]) are true for all 0 < m < ¢ — 1. Using (311 we
see that

o700 = 3 gt o g o (g2) P
n=0
ﬁg%ﬂJrl](%) _ £-2 23?8 [q ﬁggﬁl] %(%)[22(6—1_@4_1]}
n=0
- oo R (9],
ﬁ(%)[%-i-l](%) _ -1 2}2;8 {q ﬁ(ﬁ;)mnﬂ] ﬁ(%)p(f—l—n)-lrl]jl,
n=0
() P00 = = 3 25 o (85) ) (g3 B
n=0

5 [>20-1]
- 5255 [0z (#5) T L (#)].

and hence (B:43) through [B.46]) follow from the inductive hypothesis, ([3:39), and
(B40). O

As a second application, we have the following;:



34 B. HARROP-GRIFFITHS, R. KILLIP, M. NTEKOUME, AND M. VISAN

Proposition 3.12. Denote u = '5z. Then we have the representations

3 . . "
L0130 = 160 |ulPu + 24|l + 525 m| 5. 5k |

f ! f!
+ 5 m{2x78’ 25—0° 4%2762}
(3.47) = 1602 u)?u + 24i53 u|*u’ + 8is?|ul*u”

.22 S 20 N2 1 f I’ i
+ iz |u |"u + 1203 (u') a + 2%_6m[2%_8, 555 =57
1"

9 f f fé) f I’ i
+ 2.9 m{z;ﬁav 22-8° 4%2782} + 2.5 m|:2%76’ 25—8) 1202 |»

(3.48) AW (50) = 9655 ul* — 9656 |u)? (v'@ — ua')

f f il f’ f f ”
+ m[zxfav 250 Z— 0" 2;(78} + m[f, 25¢—9° 20" 4%2762}7

5 . . v
F0l 00 = =192 ul*u — 480l + gm £, 5t 5l 5 5

(349) + ﬁm[fa fa 2%]165 Q%f,av 4%5762} )

(3:50) () = —12800lul’ + m £, £ 55 55 5 s .

(3.51) ﬁgg(%) = —2560i "% |u|®u +

Further, we have the representations

1 ! f f !
zxfam{fv I 5= 5 5o 2%76]

1 (3] 4y, 12 f ! Vil
7= (325) 7 () = 4o ultu + 2%+8m|:2% 5320 30

(3.52) = 4o u*a — 853 ulu’ — 250 + 2%+6 m[f, 2%]18’ 4%'5762}

1 f ’ !
T 550 m|:2%—8’ L0 2;4—6]

= 4ot |ul?u — 853 ulPa — 2530 + 45 ulPa”

20, 112 2/-1\2 1 f /! i
657 2+ 532 (0)u + ke m | 5 7l
"

v o 4 v o i :
22¢4+0 226—07 22c—0 43c2—-02 22¢4+0 22c—07 23c—0 432—-02 |

1 5] _ 7 '
ﬁ(%) () = 32" |ul*u + 5 +am[f, Toem av2xfa=2%f6=2% 6]

(3.53) = 320" [u|a — 128055 |ul*a’ — 4805 |ul*u’u’

+tmm| f fy gl -
25c+0 7 2:6—07 23— 4322 —0?

1 f f f’ !
+ 2%+8m[~f7 250 25c—0 20" 2%76}’
(3.54)

1 (7] _ 10,6~ 1 f f f f
ﬁ(%) (3) = =320 "Jul"u + 2x+8m[f= 51 5= % o 2%76]

Throughout, the paraproduct m lies in S(n) for an appropriate integer n, each
f represents an element from the list (3.25]), and identical expressions hold with >
replaced by —s«.
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Proof. Using [B32]), we derive the identity

(3.55) A = 8ise |uf? 4 4is (W't — i) — 2isu’|?.
To obtain the first expansion for \/_ 912( ») in B4T), we use (BII) to write
V=12 = Dr [u [2]} 250 [“//7[2]}

= 3225 [|ufu] + 3325 [(w'a — wi')u] — 225 [/ Pu] - 52 [yP].

Recalling Examples B9 and BI0, the last two summands are of the form

2¢i f f! /! f f e
(356) 2%%—18m |:2%—8’ 25c—8" 4%2—82:| + 2%%—8m |:2%—8’ 25—’ 4%2—82:|
and so acceptable.
For the remaining summands we first use that

1 _ 1 10
(3.57) 50 2% | 320
to write
% (vt — v )u] = 8is® (W't — utt)u + gf g [(W'a — ut)u],

where we note that the second summand is of the form ([B.56]) and so acceptable.
Expanding further, we have

(3.58) 1140 41 9

which we apply to get

gi”‘a [| |2 ] = 16i%4|u|2u—|— 16i%3|u|2u/—|—8z%3u2u'—|— 8iz’ 0 [| |2 ]

where the final summand is again of the form (B.56). This completes the proof of
the first expansion recorded in (347).
[3]

We now turn to the second expression for fgu( ») in (B47). We again use

BI11) to write
ﬁgg = gfffg [Jul*u] + éfff; [(W'u — v )u] — % [/ [Pu + Jul*u”]
— 525 [(71? = 8ise®|ul?)u”].
By (B.55), the final summand is seen to be of the form 5-t5m[5L, 2}18, 4%2182 ],
and so acceptable. We then use [B.51) to write

_28:58 [|u’|2u+ |u|2u”] _ —4i%2[|u’|2u+ |u|2u”] . gl:jg [|u’|2u+ |u|2u”]

and note that the final summand is of the form

1"

(3.59) 0 | L L + 2 m| L : :
: 2:c—0 25— 23x—0 432—9? 2x—0 2x—07 2x—07 42—-92 |’

and so acceptable. Applying (3.58), we similarly have

éiifg (v — v )u] = 8is®[(u'n — v )u] + 4is®[(u'u — v )u] "+ 4;:2_%2 [(W't@ — ut)u],
where the final summand is again of the form ([3.59). Expanding even further, we
have
1 _ 1 ) ) 1o
50~ 2% T L2 T 83 T A B
which we apply to the remaining term to get

% [Jul*u] = 16is*|ul*u + 8isx® [|u|2u}/ + 4z [|ul*u] "+ 421';‘—2_6; [ul*u].
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The final term is once again of the form ([B59) and so acceptable. Combining these
expressions, one obtains the second expansion recorded in (B3.47).
Turning next to 1!, we use @I0) to write

2 3] 1 1] 3
Y = —3[P]7 - 2913981 — 291957
For the first summand, we use [3.55]) to express

2 _ _ !’ !’
—3 [”YP]] = 32%6|u|4 + 32%5|u|2(u’u —ua') + m{zxf—av 2%f—a’ 2%f—8’ 2;5—6} .

2
For the second summand, we use (3417) and (332) to write
3] 1 51,12, _ @ 41,12 7
—2gB gl = —32:5u?u sy — 48 ul P’ 5

o/

f f bi f! f f i
+ m|:2%7(97 2x—07 2x—0" 2%*(9} + m|:f’ 23c—0 23x—0° 4%2782} '

Writing
in the first two terms, we obtain

—2013 g — 6458 u)* + 3256 |ulPuii’ — 965 |ul*u'u

f f f’ I f f ”
+ m|:2%—8’ 2:x—07 23— 2%—8} + m|:f’ 25— 23— 4%2—82} :
Thus, using ([B.6]) we also have

—29512] gg)’l] = —6455|u|* — 3254 |ul?un’ + 965°|ul*a'u

f f f f f f I
+ m|:2%—8’ 2—07 23— 2%—8:| + m|:f’ 25— 2:c—9° 4%2—82:| '

Combining these expressions gives us (348).
Next, consider (8.49). Using (B.11)) and then applying (3.48]), we find

Lo = 555 {7[4] q}

=1 {—96%6|u|4q — 965¢°|u|?(u'u — uﬂ/)q}

23c—0
’ ’

1 f f
+ 2x78m[f’ 2x—07 2:x—0 2:x—9? 2x78:|

1 f f 1
+ 2x78m|:f’ f’ 2x—07 2x—0" 4%2782:| :
For the first term, we employ (B58) to write

—;ﬁfﬁa [|u|4q} = =192 [u|*u — 965 (Ju|*u)" — —926;{%2 [|u|4u} + —Qgﬁfz [|u|4u"},

where the third and fourth terms are seen to be acceptable. Similarly, for the
remaining term we apply B.21) to get

—% {|u|2(u’ﬂ — uit) q] = —192:5|u|* (Wi — ud)u — % {|u|2(u/ﬁ — uﬂ/)u}

+ 29)??56 {|u|2(u’a — uﬂ’)u"],

where the second and third summands are similarly acceptable. This completes the

proof of (3.49).

For /%, we again use the quadratic identity (BI0) to write

A = APy — 29 — 2977987 — 207947
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For the first term, we use 348) and 332) followed by (B55) to obtain
AT = 9655wt 412 + m[ I S }

f’f’2% 0 2x—0 23x—9’ 23—

= 76805 |u|® + m{fv f 5l vl wies 2;5—8}'
Next, applying B.49) and ([332) followed by (B60), we have

~2g1%gh) = —384i:ulu

q f f f f!
22¢+0 + m[f’ f’ 22¢—07 23—0 22— 2%*(9}

;91,16 f f f il
= —T68ix |u| + m|:f’ f’ 2:x—07 23x—97 2:x—0? 2%—8:| :

Another application of ([B:6]) then gives us

1] [5 . ’
29081 = 76811l + . f, 5. 5l 5l 5 |-

For the remaining term, we use the first expansion in (347), (36), and B33)) to
express

3] [3 .9 3 9 — 3 !
~29{305] = 1605t [uPugh] — 16564 [uPagld + m|1. 1, 2Ls. 5l s 7

_ - 91,16 f f f I’
= —512is°|u|® + m[f, R romy 18 pomy. TR pomy T 2%78}'

Combining all of these expressions gives us (3.50).

Using (3I1) and (B50), we may write

7 ’
\fggz] =5 {7[6] q} = 55— 1280i"|ul’q) + 5 am[f’ 1 h ol whe vk 2;{—8}

—2560i5¢°|u|Su +

1 f f f '
20 |:f’ f’ f’ 2:—07 2:c—07 2:—0° 2%78:| )
which settles (3.51)).

Using (3110, (8:32)), and (B:60) we may write

1 « [3] o 2 q 2
ﬁ(%) = 20210 {q(zqura) }
25 q 2 P q 2
= 2%+8[ (2%(1+a) } T 2(2t0) {“1/(2;18) ]
2 83c* 2= 253 =12 x q 2
= o lula) — 2 [l + 2255 [w@)?] - s [0 (555)°):
from which the first expansion in [352)) follows easily using that

i __ 1 _ _ 9
23c+0 = 2 25¢(2sc+0) "

To obtain the second expression in ([B52), we expand even further
1 (g2 \B _ 2. 8 2./ 256 =12 2% [-2 1
() = = ] — g [l + 5255 [u@)?] - 25 [

1 f ’ "
+ 2%+8m|:2%—8’ 50 4;4'2—62}

and use that
o1 9 4 97
22¢c+0 ~ 2z 4%2 43¢2(25c+0)

for the first summand and that
11 o
22¢+0 ~ 2« 25¢(25c+0)
for the second summand. The last expression in ([B.52)) is derived by expanding
ﬁ one further degree for each summand.
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r (353) we again use 311, (332), and E60) to obtain

[5] 13
CORES:

q 1 g (3]
— 2x+0 |:q 22¢4+0 ﬁ (2—?—17/)

_ s [, _a L(gm)[:&] _ 2ix [, 1_q L(gm)[:‘}]
2240 2640 /3¢ \ 2+ 22¢+0 2c4+0 /3¢ \ 24+
_ 16ixt 2 1 (.
— 2x+40 |:|’U,| ﬁ(2+'y

2 1 (3]
~ 240 {u// PRy NE (2%) }
We then expand 5 +6 and use (B52) and to obtain [B53)).
Similarly, for (Bﬂ) we use ([B.52) and B53) to write

1 7 _ 2 1 [5] 2 1 3172
T(Qgil’y) = 5210 [q2x+8\/_(29i17) ] ~ 540 [q{ﬁ(%) ] ]
458 q 4- 9 4.2
= 25 [ostslula) — 225 [alul ']
1 f f f f’
+ mm[f, f’ f’ 2x—07 2x—07 2x—0" 2%78:|’

to which we apply (B.60). O

4. LOCAL SMOOTHING FOR THE DNLS
In this section we prove local smoothing for Schwartz solutions of (DNLS):

Proposition 4.1 (Local smoothing for the DNLS). Let Q@ C S be an L? bounded
and equicontinuous set such that

Qs = {etJVHq: [t] <1 andqe Q}
is a d-good set for a sufficiently small 6. Then the local smoothing estimate

(4.1) lall v3 < lg(0)l[ 22

holds uniformly for q(0) € Q.
Further, equicontinuity holds in the local smoothing topology, in the sense that

(4.2) lim sup J[|q|| 1 =0.

1
KR—0Q (O)EQ 3

We remind the reader that Corollary L9 guarantees that for any L? bounded and
equicontinuous set @, there is a uniform rescaling so that the corresponding @, is
0-good. For the remainder of this section, we fix Q). C S satisfying the hypotheses
of Proposition 411

Our proof of Proposition .1l rests on the microscopic conservation law presented
in Proposition Taking

(43) outa) = [ w0 d.
0
and integrating by parts, we obtain
t=1
(4.4) Im/ /;DNLS s q(t) vnt dwdt—Im/ t)) ¢, dx L

To bound the right-hand side of this expression, we use the following:
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Lemma 4.2 (Estimate for p). The following estimates hold uniformly for q € Q,
K,y >1, and peR:

(4.5) Vlmp #;q) b d

(4.6) / / ‘Im Q)¢ dz

Proof. A computation yields

Im/ ¢#dx——/q¢#4%2 82d$—%/q¢#ﬁdaz,

so using (213]) we get

tw [ p206:0) e

S 5 lallgg, 1+ lal3].

1 —
el apdse S g [1+ ol

< Hbudllprzlall g S 5 Hlallsg,

Turning to the higher order terms, we use (3.34) and (3.38) to write
21~ o [ 2
P Gna) = 0 525 a(82)°| +a- 225 |a(4)7].

Thus, by BI4) and the fact that || 5-1lop S 21, We obtain

’Im/p[z‘”(%; q) ¢y da

< o bualeallalles [ 851 + 1225 ]

S 1||Q||L2||Q||Eff

20;{

which completes the proof of (3.
The estimate (L) follows from (L) and Lemma 22 O

Turning to the left-hand side of ([@4]), our main challenge will be to control the
remainder terms j][D_NiS To do so, we need to distribute the exponential weight 1/124
across the arguments of paraproducts in S(n). To accomplish this, we introduce a
modified space of paraproducts, Sjoc(n), which involve a spatial parameter u € R.
While this construction will aid our proof of Proposition[4£.1] its true value will only
become clear when we turn to the significantly more involved problem of obtaining
local smoothing estimates for the difference flow in Section

We define an extended set of generators
(4.7)
Gloc = G U {Silwﬁsﬂ@/};e, @bfLSilw;lsﬂ : |€] <24 is an integer and S € g*},
which are py-dependent operators. Recall that the set G was defined in ([B36) and

generates the set G* of finite words over the alphabet G, as in (3.37). We similarly
take GJ . to be the set of words over the alphabet Giqc.

Example 4.3. If |5 > 1 and |¢] < 24 is an integer then
€ 23 b _ (€ 2 L2340 _2
djﬂ 2%+6¢H - (wﬂ 2%18¢M )2{% )2%18 € glt)c'

Paralleling the construction of S(n), we say that a paraproduct m € Sjoc(1) if it
admits a representation as a finite linear combination of elements of G} .
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For n > 2, we inductively define Sj,c(n) as finite linear combinations of para-
products that admit the representation

(48) m[flu"'ufn = Hm] fa’n] 1+1)s '-7fa'n]] 5
j=1
where 0 = ng < --- < nj = n are integers, m; € Sioc(n; —nj—1), T € G, and

o € 6,. On both sides of ([A8]), all paraproducts are evaluated at a common value
of p. This will be the standing convention whenever we combine paraproducts in
Sloc(n)-

As in the case of S(n), we require all coefficients in these linear combinations to
be uniformly bounded in any parameters.

Example 4.4. Recall from Example B.§ that for |»| > 1, the paraproduct

3
m[fla f27 f3] = Qi}ia fl 2,{2,(9 2,53,8
is in S(3). We may write

Y2l f1, fa, f3] = MYy, f1, 45 fa, 0% f3),

where m € S)oc(3) has representation

~ B3 = v 8 Y %f
m[flvf?af?)]: 242178 1/)#8f1'T,;' 2%+33j|5
which can be expressed as in (L8] with 0 =1d, T' = wi‘lzi—fa@/};%,
milfil = fi,  malfel = S22 (0,5 f2),  malfs] = Uh 5225 (1,0 fa).

Example €4 demonstrates one of the key motivations for the introduction of this
class of paraproducts; this is codified in property (i) of Lemma L8l It is mandated
by the necessity of employing local smoothing estimates on each and every argument
of our paraproducts.

We first record a result which will be used in the proof of Lemma

Lemma 4.5. If T € g;;c, then the conjugated operators

2+0 2-0 2+0 2 2—90
(4.9) T35, 57T w50 and 75157

belong to Sioc(1).

Proof. By definition, any T' € G . may be written as a finite product of the gen-
erators Gioc. As conjugating a product is equivalent to conjugating each factor, it
suffices to verify the claim in the case T' € Gioc.

The elements of G, come in five kinds. The easiest case to deal with is T' € G
because then T commutes with 2 &+ 9 and all four operators in (£9) are all equal
to T. In what follows, we will treat the first two operators in (£9) for each of the
four remaining kinds of generators in Gioc. The remaining two operators in (£9)
may be treated in a parallel manner.

To unify our treatment of the first two operators in ([@.9]), we will show that

2n+6 2K : : : : : *
(4.10) T'5:%% 1s a linear combination of words in Gj,

for any |k| > 1, whenever T = Silwﬁsmw;f orT = wﬁSilw;fsm with § €
G*\{Id} and |¢| < 24.
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If T = S~ LSy,, we write

2648 26 _ 2k "L e 2 —e| |, 2640 ,,—0_2

ST 52 = [(S325) i (Satia) i |V 25520 32 ) € G

Similarly, if T = ¢/,S~ !4, *S we may write

2640 26 _ | 2649 ,0 2 el (a2 71 —b(g 2

ST 2y = |20yt 2yt gt (S5255) T v (S525) | € Gine
Next we consider the case T = Sv,/}fLS’lw;Z. By the definition of G*, we may

write S = 2;%185 or § = ziiag for some || > 1 and S € G*. We present the

details in the case S = S ; the remaining case can be treated analogously.
Using the identity

22
23¢+0

26+0 22 . 23« _|_£ 0
2k 2x+0 ~ 2140 K 22¢+0

and the symmetric identity with s <+ k, we may express

2k+0 go—-1_2k _ L o—1_2k x_ 0 Qo f §—122x40 2k
2K Swus 2k+0 Swus 2k+0 + K 2%+BS/¢#S 22 2Kk+0

_ o—1 2k x 0 Q.0 Qo—-1| 2k Kk 0O
- Swus 2k+0 + ® 2%+BS/¢#S |:2/<+8 + ;2n+8}

_ L o—1 2k 2k+0 2¢ 23c .l a—1 2k
- 51/)#8 2Kk+0 + [ 2k 23x+0 2%+8]S1/1#S 2k+0

8 g, tq-1_20
+ 2%+8SU)MS 2k+0

(4-11) = S‘/’;{S_l 2318 + 22:8 2;%18 Swﬁ‘g_l 2318

2 Q0 O—1 2k 9 o, La—-1_9d
- 2%+85¢u5 2r+0 + 240 S¢us 2640 "

We then apply (1)) to get

2540 2k __ | 2640 L o—1 2k 2640, —4 2k
2K T2/<+8 _[ 2K S¢#S 2R+8:|[ 2K 1% 2Ii+8j|

_ 2k 2% |[2640_2k | _ 23 g2k
_T2n+8 + 2%-1-6[ 2K T2n+6:| 2%+6T2n+8

o m 6] —L 02640 ,,—¢_ 2K
(412) + 2%+8T|: M2%+8¢” :||:qu I 2K+8i|’

where T = §¢ﬁ§’1¢;2 € G}... By using Examples 3.7 and [£.3], we see that

6] _ 2t L 9 —4 ¢ 23 —4 240 2
(4‘13) 22c4+0 Id - 23¢+0 and dju 22¢4+0 dju =1Id— [wu 23¢+0 T 1 22¢ } 23¢+0

are linear combinations of words in G .. As a consequence, ([LI2) shows that if
2’;":8Tvszia is a linear combination of words in G} then so is 2’;":8T23fi8. In this
case, ([{10) follows by induction on the minimal number of letters required to spell
S as in the sense [B.37). The base case corresponds to taking T =1d.

Finally, we consider the case T' = wf;S@/J;éS —1. Arguing as in the previous case
and using (I]) (with ¢ replaced by —¢), we get

2k+0 2k _ | 2k+0,.4 2k 2k4+0 —Lgo—1 2k
RT3 = | J[B5esuits ok

2k+0 2K M 2k+0 2k+0

_ | 26+9,,,6 2k —L 2K 2k+0 10 23c —0 2K 2k+0 7 2k
- |: wﬂ :|T2n+8 + |: :| T

2K M 2k+0 2K H2x+0 7T 2k4+0 2K 2k+0

| 2640, 2k w—f {23« ¢—42%+a 2s¢ T 2K
2K K 2k+0 T 1 H22¢4+0 7 1 23¢ 22¢+0 7 2k+0

26+0 1€ 2K —/ L 0 A
+ |: 2K #2R+8¢# }[ #2%+8w# }T2n+87
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where T = wﬁgi/);eg*l € G}.... Using (I3)) and observing that

2&—1—8 C 23 L 2k 23 2540 2%+6 0 2 L 2k+0,),—¢ 2k
YE 2 o = oy | B0 Byl o2 2y (vl Bty o2
is a word over the alphabet Gj,., we again see that whenever 2"+8T23fﬁ 5 is a linear

2n+6 2K
combination of words in Gj, so is T35 The proof of ([.I0) in this case is

completed by inducting on the mlnlmal number of letters required to spell S. O

Lemma 4.6 (Properties of Sipc(n)).

(i) (Distribution of exponential weights) If m € S(n) then for any non-negative
o+ -+ 4, =24 we have

m[flu B fn] ¢Z4 = wﬁoml[wﬁlfla s 7¢ﬁnfn]u
mlfi o fa it = Gemald fry W fal,
where mj € Sioe(n).
(ii) (Symmetry) If m € Sipe(n) and o € &,, then
m[fo1),-- > fom)] € Sioc(n).
(iii) (Interior products) If 2 < k < n, my € Sipe(k), and ma € Sioc(n +1 — k)
then
my [fl, cos o1, malfry - - an € Sioc(n).
(iv) (Leibniz rule) If n > 2 and m € Sioc(n) then
(4.14)  m[fl, .. famrs fu] = 0mulfur, o ol £ malfi, (2= 0) f2, fos- o, fal
oot malfireees foots 2= o),
where my, ..., My € Sioc(n).
(v) (Holder’s inequality) If m € Sioc(n) and 1 < p,p; < oo are so that 1—17 =
p% + 4 p% then

n
(4.15) Iml s fallle S Tl zes
j=1
uniformly in .
Proof. Part (ii) is an immediate consequence of the definition. Part (iii) follows
from an easy induction in k.
We turn now to the proof of part (i), which we prove by induction on n. We will

prove the very slightly stronger statement that for all m € S(n), and non-negative
integers g + - - - + £, = £ < 24 we may find m € Sjoc(n) so that

(416) m[flw"afn]wé wzo [wélflu"'udjﬁnfn]'

For the base case of ([@I0) we write m € S(1) as a linear combination

= z": ciTif,
i=1

where ¢; € C and T; € G*. In this case, [@I6]) follows from writing

n

= 0y (Wi T, Y £ = v mly f]

=1
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and noting that ¢ Tyh 0 = [ Tynp AT YT € G-

For the inductive step, we fix N > 2 and assume that ([@I6) is true for all
1 <n < N—1. We recall that elements of S(N) are linear combinations of
paraproducts with the representation

Hm] fa’ (nj—141)s =+ fd(nj)]]a

Jj=1
where 0 =ng <---<ny=N,m; € S(n; —n,;_1), T € G*, and 0 € Sn. Without
loss of generality, we assume o = Id. Applying the inductive hypothesis we write

m[flu"'7fN

J
mif, . IN = O (T ™) lwﬁ—% T milfn, i1y oo fnj]]

= ¢£0T

fibtr ]

where T = z/;ﬁ‘éOTdJﬁO_g € G and m; € Sige(n; —nj—1). From @8], it is then
clear that m € Sjoc(N). The proof of the inductive step is completed by considering
linear combinations of paraproducts of this form.

We now turn to part (iv), which is also proved by induction on n. All the
requisite ideas can be understood most transparently from the treatment of the
base case n = 2.

Given a word T' € G} _, we express

2 _ 2 9 22—
(4.17) 52510 = g TH2 355 — 7551552,
13) OT 52y — HOT 2,30 - 20T 2
By Example 37 (with 5 = —1) the operator 2+8 is a linear combination of words

in G*. Combining this with Lemma L5 we see that both LHS.TT) and LHS(ZIS)
are linear combinations of words in G .

For the base step n = 2, it suffices to consider m € Sj,.(2) that can be expressed
as

mlf1, f2] = T [ha[f1] - ho[f2]],
where T' € G . and hq, ha € Sioc(1). We define the paraproducts ki, ko via
kilf] = si5half’], kolf] = 0ha[5L5].
By [@I7) and [@I8) we see that k1, ks € Sioc(1). We also define
(f] = ha[525f]

and have £ € Sj(1) by definition.
We then compute

m[fi, fal = T[(2 = D)k1[f1] - ha[fo]]
=T (2= 0)[kilf1] - halfol] + T[ki[f1] - Oha[fo]]
[f] [f1] -

2
)S [k1[f1] - halfe]] + [kl f] - k2[(2 - 0)f]]
— _as [kl [f1] - halfo]]+S [k1lf1] - €[(2 = O) fo] |+ T [ka [ f1] - k2[(2 — 8) f2]],
=0ma[f1,f2] =m2[f1,(2-0) f2]

where S = 23—8T¥ € G . by @I0) and my,ma € Sioc(2) by definition.
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To prove part (v), we first apply Lemma to see that every element of G .
is bounded on LP whenever 1 < p < oco. The claim follows from a final induction
on n. [l

To state our paraproduct estimates for (DNLS]), it will once again be convenient

to employ the convention that if m € Sioc(n) and fi,..., f, satisfy the estimates
B20), then we denote the expression m[fi,..., fn] by m[f,..., f]. Moreover, if
an expression involves several paraproducts my, ..., myg € Sioe(n), then we denote

each paraproduct by m.
With this convention in hand, we turn to our paraproduct estimates for (DNLS]):

Lemma 4.7. Let m € Sioc(4) and f satisfy B26). Then, the following estimates
hold uniformly for h € R and |»| > 1:

(4.19) /‘/ U, 2525, 22200 e
/'/ ¢6f,¢6f7¢6f7 pponn az(lbﬁf)} dzr

S A7 Nl g, Nl

Further, if m € Sioc(6) then uniformly for h € R and |s| > 1:

1 |p=
e 2oo|h l du

e_ﬁlh_ﬂ‘ dM

2(7'%

6_2_(1)0 |h—pul dM

a2 [|[mluinuin ot vis s, 5]

SNl

!l llqll%s

2(7'%

Proof. To prove these estimates, we decompose each f into Littlewood—Paley pieces
and estimate the two highest frequencies in L? with a view to employ (Z.30). To
estimate the remaining lower frequency pieces, we rely on the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. For any f satisfying B.28), we have

(4.21) I@hNwllz= S NZ77(1+ N)"al e,
(4.22) I(@p )Nl S 1277 N 277 (|3 + N)* gl g

20,5’

uniformly for 0 < £ <12 and N € 2%. In particular,

N)
(4.23) > @i Hulles S mnqm ,
M<N
(4.24) > el @l Al S ann%
=N 2|2 (|3¢ +) 2

Proof. The bounds [@21]) and [@22) follow easily from Bernstein’s inequality, (2.13)),
and ([3:28). To obtain the last two bounds, one considers separately the contribution
from M < |s| and M > ||. O

We start by considering ([@20). Decomposing into Littlewood—Paley pieces and
employing Lemma .8 we find

/ {Wlf 7’[14][ ¢4f ¢4f’ 23— 872liifa dx
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Y WI_IHPNJ%bf”L?l_[HPz\r,%bf)HLoo

N1>--->Ng j=3
1N2 40 1+N
< >0 TG Py, (4 D)l 2 | Pr (W) Lz llal B lall g,
N1>No
S 1A IR 12, 3 lalE lallg, -

In view of ([230) and ([B:26), this contribution is acceptable.
Next we consider the first term on LHSEIJ). Decomposing once again into
Littlewood—Paley pieces, we have

m Vi f i 3t 225 (00 )]
= Y m[Pu ), P i), B 2 P ).

My, M2, Mz, My

To continue, we split the sum into two pieces: the first where My < max{M;} and
the second where My = max{M,}.

For the first summand, we apply (EIH) to estimate the terms with the two
highest frequencies in L? and the remaining terms in L. We then apply Bernstein’s
inequality followed by ([@.24) to the Ns-term and ([@.22) to the N3-term to estimate

D

My, M2, M3,My

[l Pan 00). Pa(00), D 22 P, )] do

My <max{M;}
s N1>N;V3>N4% H 1P, (V5 f) ||L2J1_[3||PN] (WS )| e
Sle%ZN |"|2+U(‘Ll\i]1\\zfz))1(\|[%|+N)‘*2“ I Nl(¢6 )||L2||PN2(¢6 )||L2||Q||EU B
: N§N2 T | P (W ) 2P, (05 ) e Nl
. NgN ‘%‘%SJZ?E\;%,% (%I%?)%”PNI (T/JEJC)HH% 1P Wﬁf)lIH% ||Q||%Egm%

ST A1, 4 lall g

20,3c
Note that the frequency parameters N; represent a permutation of the parameters

M; so as to account for the largest contribution. Integrating with respect to the

measure e~ 20" #l gy and applying @30) and ([320), we obtain an acceptable
contribution.
For the second summand, we first use [@.I4)) to redistribute the derivative:

>

My> My, Mz,M3

< D

Ma> My, M2,Ms

m[ P, (U8F), P (051), P 228 P, ()| do

6 6
[ ml(2= 0P 050), Pas (051), P, Pl \
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>

My> My, M2, M3z

D

My> My, M2,Msz

P 6 P 6
[m[Pu i), 2 - o) Pan i), L, ?ﬁf%’”’]d\

[ Paty (W1), P (WE), 2255 Pary (), 280

3

where each m; € Sioc(4). We then proceed as in the first case to estimate each
term by

N-
> %Hnm (o f ||L2H||PN] V5 )| e

N1>N2>N3>Ny j=3
14+N2)"™
s> ‘%‘ﬁ%(‘}f‘:N;g%HN)T% 1P, e P, (05 )l
N1>Na2

S 1A RS2, 4 lall e

2(7'%

which is seen to be acceptable after an application of ([230) and (B.26]).
Applying a parallel argument, the second term on LHS(M) can be bounded by

> %HHPM (Wnf ||L2H||PN, (W)l Lo,

N1>N2>N3>Ny j=3

which is acceptable, as demonstrated above. This completes the proof of (£19). O
Combining Proposition B.12] and Lemma 7] we have the following:

Lemma 4.9. The following estimate holds uniformly for ¢ € Q«, h € R, and
w>1:

(4.25) / Im / Gt () Y2 do

In particular, in view of LemmalZ2Z,

(4.26) / / Im / / s (56) 24 da dt

Proof. Using 3:29) and (B8], we may write

Im jist s () = Im{ 2 Vo (#2) 5 o0) + v (425) =) g

e 200\}1 ul du < |%| 1||q||2Fz(h ||Q||E

T2

e~ 2ol =1l gy dse < lall?, 3 Nl 2., -

_|_

+ [ £() 700 + A= (82) =) d
(4.27) i 2 (#5) ) + A5 (3) ()] |q|2q}.
Using ([B.46]), we may integrate by parts to obtain

[ HE) Feaq vt = [mluirons 22 22000 d
where m € Sjoc(4). We then apply (£I9) to obtain

(4.28) /’ fgfv— %) q Vit da

_ 1l p= —
e 705 |h—Hl du5|%| 1||Q||2 ||q||E”

20,5
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Similarly, from (m we have
/ (#2950 G0) lg2q 02t do = / UL, LS VLS LT ol o
where m € Sjoc(6). Recalling (3:32)) and (3.60) we obtain
[ [0 60 + A (82) 0] et as
=i [WlaPavitds = [ m[ugr i s ot 2] do

where m € Sioc(4) and we recall that u = ;—1—z. Applying (@IJ) and 20) then
gives us

(4.29) /‘/ 72 (824) (= f(ﬁ%)(—%ﬂ lql*q vt da

S A7 Nl g, el

20,5

L |h—
e zoo‘h l"'du

Another application of ([B.40) gives us
5 Yaf  uf
[V B qutdo = [ mubsutrois.vit. 220, 5] da,
where m € Sjoc(6). Further, from ([3.52) we have
3 _
[ [vr#) P60 - alua] quztde = [m{uss.uts 225, 225 000 do
where m € Sjpc(4). Once again we use ([EI19) and [@.20) to bound

1]V B0 - w2 upa) quit i

In particular,

/{\/;(2,%7)[23](%) n \/:{(25%7)[23](_%)} Q¢i4 de

— L |h— -
e 300 |—#l du§|%| 1||q||2 HQHE

2(7';4

e~ 20—kl gy,

< 1 2
(4.30) o a2y, Dl
The estimate (£25) then follows from combining (X28) through (@30]). O

We are now in a position to complete the:

Proof of Proposition [{.1. Combining the identity (£4) with Lemmas and

we obtain
/ /Im/ /]1[32%\&8 1/)24 dx dt

(4.31) Sl o, [L+ laliders + gl ]

It remains to consider the quadratic terms in jpnps. A computation yields

’ ’ 4
(4.32) Im jfls = 2Re{4%2q—732‘7} - Re{ug—faz‘?} :

e~ 200 |h—nl dp ds
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We may then integrate by parts to obtain
[2 24 12 /)12 12 12
Im/.]][:)l]\TLS(%) 7/)# dr = 2||(¢,u q)/”H;l + 2Re/[ o A2 — 82] (1/} ) €z

To estimate the error, we use that

[0 ) = —mae (D) + 2(4,.%) 0] e — mmr (V2)
together with (213) to bound

i ity

<ol -
Thus,

leal, < o gl

Im / G20 02 da

Integrating in s over [k, 00), using (Z4) and then ([3T)) we get

_ 1 |\
& [ 162y e B S Nl g, [+ s+l ).
20k

Estimating
L 5 P<i(¥,29) + P>1(,°9) |2 5
H\/4,1La2 HL%H? ~ H V4r2—52 HL2H H V4r2—02 HL?H‘E
Sk 2||‘J||Lt°°Lg + ’QHT/);LQ‘JH%E{ ’
L
we then get
(4.33) ||Q||i(% Sllalliempy Naly +llaliepy, [+ laliers] + 572 llall7 2

To prove (L)) we first take x = 1 and use (I.I9) to absorb the first term on the
right-hand side of ([@33)) into the left-hand side, and then invoke the conservation
of the L? norm. The estimate (£2) follows from using @I in (#33) and then

applying ([23). O
5. TIGHTNESS

The goal of this section is to show that the family of orbits emanating from
an L2-precompact set of Schwartz initial data remains tight, at least for times

€ [-1,1]. We begin by constructing a suitable function ¢ for localizing to the
spatial region |z| > R for given R > 100. For such R, we first define

xale) =% [ smnneie)du
R<|u|<2R
Note that xr is odd and vanishes at z = 0. We then define
Pr(z) = / xr(y) dy,
0
which is even and everywhere positive. Indeed

¢r(x) 21 uniformly for |z| > 2R > 200.
In view of this property of ¢r, a bounded subset @ C L? is tight in L? if

/¢R(x)|q(:1c)|2 dx — 0 as R — oo, uniformly for ¢ € Q.
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Proposition 5.1 (Tightness for (DNLS))). Suppose Q C S is an L? bounded and

equicontinuous set for which
Q. = {etJVHq: [t] <1 andqe Q}
is d-good for some sufficiently small 5. If Q) is also tight, then so too is Q..

Proof. From the microscopic conservation law (I.I]) we obtain

d i
(5.1) E/¢R|Q|2d$ = %/ sgn(u)/[21m(fJ’Q)+ Slal*] vt d dp.
R<|u|<2R

Our goal is to deduce the tightness of @, from that of @) by estimating the right-
hand side above in L!([—1,1]; dt) and showing that it converges to zero as R — co.
For the first term on RHS(EI) we have

[ |froce

where the second inequality follows from decomposing into frequencies < x and > k.
For the second term on RHS(E]), we apply the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality to
bound

[08alts, S 1082, 4 10halEers S [sl0Sals, + | 7mbam Tt 100l

dt S IIdleqII;m < sllvallz; |+ Hm”m;%

In this way we deduce that

||RHS(|5:D)||L1 S [R||¢12Q||L2L2L2 + H mHLmLsz} [1 + ||Q||L°°L2]
By Fubini, (21)), and [232)) we then have

IRHSEDI cy S [$lalEesz + Il y |1+ lallzerz].
which can be made arbitrarily small by first choosing « large and applying (@.2]),
and then choosing R large. (I
6. LOCAL SMOOTHING FOR THE DIFFERENCE FLOW

In this section we prove local smoothing for Schwartz solutions of the difference
flow.

Proposition 6.1 (Local smoothing for the difference flow). Let Q C S be an L?
bounded and equicontinuous set such that

Q. = {q(t; k) = VH-H) gt e R geQ, and k> 2}
is a 6-good set for a sufficiently small § > 0. Then the local smoothing estimate
(6.1) lall 3 < lg(0)l] 2.
holds uniformly for k > 2 and ¢(0) € Q.

Our proof will mirror that of Proposition IZ:l'_l Once again, we take 0 < 0 < l
and @, as in the hypothesis of Proposition 6.1l Taking ¢, to be defined as in (IZ{I)
and using Propostion [3.5] we integrate by parts to obtain

1
(6.2) Im/_l/jdiff(q; 7, K) wffl dx dt = Im/p(q; )¢, dx

t=1

t=—1
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Once again, our main challenge will be to estimate the remainder terms ][— ]

To this end, we start with the following collection of paraproduct estimates:

Lemma 6.2. The following paraproduct estimates hold uniformly for q € Q«, h €
R, ||, |k| > 1, and functions f that are admissible in the sense of ([B.20):
i) Quartic paraproducts. Let m € Sioc(4). Then we have the estimates

(6.3) / / m[¢ﬁf7 rﬁfa,ﬂ B W), T 82(w6f)} dx

e_ﬁ |h—pul d,lL

1 \h=
e zoo‘h | d‘LL

o [|[ ). 2500, )] o

1 |p=
e 2oo|h Bl d/'L

b [| [mloervis 222 . )] ao

+/ /m ¢6fv o avzﬁ fa=4i2632(¢6f)} dx

< I%I_l%IIQIIQ IIqIIE

m

6_2_(1)0|h_ﬂ‘ dM

20;{

e_ﬁ |h—pul dM

(6.4) / }/ UL UL G W), 25 W) da

e_ﬁlh_”‘ d‘u

/‘/ wa’d)Gf Uk g az(l/fﬁf)} dx

< llal®

FZ (h)

||Q||Egu

6_27(1)0 [h—pl d‘u

/‘/ [, st 8(¢6f),4,<2 2 ()] do
//m 1/}6f 1/}6 72% 87 (23c— (82)(4?&2 ?) (7/16f)} 67200|h7'u“ d,lL
[ mlusr 200, 22500, 2w do

+ e*ﬁm*#‘ du

+

[ st it 52 000, 22 i) daf e o dy

6_27(1)0 [h—pl d‘u

+ [ [ muss ver 00t it i) do

S
e 200‘}7' | d‘LL

o f Yo f —
+/ “4/m{4n2u—a2v g e (Unf): T (wﬁf)} dx

S I%I”IIqII2 HQHE

20;{

u) Sezxtic pamproducts Ifm € Sioc(6) then we have the estimates

e_ﬁ‘h_lﬂ du

/V ¢4f YLt ¢4f,2% o 874;4;2522(%][)} i

w [\ mlbrvin 22 220 22w, 225010 do

S S
e 2oo|h Bl d‘LL
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= IIQIIEaIIqIIEo

1
2 25;(
Fy

1l |p=
e 2oo|h l du

61 [| [ mlutnvinin i 225 0]

< el al %(h)nang,

1 |ph—
e 2oo|h l d'u

/‘/ 1/14f,1/)4f,1/)4f, Suls Dl 6’4;‘22822(1/1ﬁf)} de

+ [ [ mluis bs, i 5, = %w 7). 225wk 1) do

1l |p=
e 2oo|h l du

/ (VA1 VAT VAT VAT, 7, ey (W) da| et v ay

_|_
\\\\

* 2/m[1/)ﬁf, 1/)ﬁf7 1/)ﬁf, 1/}4f’ 4;/}2 f82’ (4%27512_)?:ﬁ2732)(1/’ﬁf)} da| ¢~ 700 !h =+l du
+ [ |5 /m {4nﬁﬁ—fa2’ 4:;;*:]0827 4;@?:%27 4Hﬁﬁ_jé2’ 4:;ﬁ_fa2’ 4;44;?262 (Z/Jﬁf)} da| ezl gy
S bl ol ol
(6.9)
/ [¢ f’w f, 2n 872;-; 8’22;'1 a@(d’ = 62(¢ f)} dz| e~ zmlh—rl gy,
+ {Wl oy 6’ — aa (l/fﬁf)v ziﬁ_fav Q’ﬁﬁ_fav 22,;_66 (Uﬁf)} dz| e zolh—ul gy

S ™ 1||Q||2% HQHEUHQHE"

20,5

iii) Octic paraproducts. Ifm € Sioc(8) then we have the estimates
(6.10)

3 3 3, YSF WS f  WSf W f 9y 3
/‘”/m[¢uf’¢uf’¢ S o 5T 5t T 5 uﬂ] dx

S |l 71 5 g2

e_ﬁlh_”‘ d‘u

Nl lals,

1
P2 (h
(6.11)

/ / [¢3f7¢3f,¢3 ’2; GE 21 fB’ 21i fav 21i J;w o 86(@[’210)} dx

6_2_(1)0|h_ﬂ‘ dM

+ e—ﬁ\h—lﬂ dﬂ

3¢ .3 3y YSS wnf waf vf
/ [d] f d] f’ 2% 8’2% a(d’ f)’2n18’2n18’2nia’2/<’:8} dx

+

Yor  waf vt S S
/ [Wf 1/’3fv‘/’3f7 Py 6’2& 5 D T T ‘5’62(1/)31“)} dz| e~ 20"y,

< I%I’lllqll2 ”q”E lali%;

2(7'%
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iv) Decic paraproducts. If m € S]OC(IO) then we have the estimates

(6.12) /%2/m[¢ﬁf,...,¢ 1, 2% 8,...,2% 8} Ut dz|e —molh—nl gy,
4 6
< [ T ||q||2§ lall g llallEs,
(6.13) / /m 1/)2]",...,1/)2 N 6,;1%,% jé, ,% a 1/14da: e~ oo lh —#ldy
_7[_’ X
S I%I’lllqll2 IIqIIE lallZg, -

Proof. For all of the ensuing estimates, we follow the argument of Lemma [£.7}

(1) Decompose into Littlewood—Paley pieces.
(2) If derivatives fall at high frequency, integrate by parts using (£.14).
(3) Estimate the two highest frequency terms in L? and the remaining terms
in L*° using ([@.I5).
(4) Estimate the low frequency terms using Lemma .8
(5) Bound the highest two frequency terms using (230).
We illustrate this in detail with the first term on LHS(G3]). Decomposing into
Littlewood—Paley pieces, we consider

Py, _ _92
3 / P, (05f), Pl 20 g6 p) 4202 py (6 )] da

My, M2, Ms,My

We now decompose the sum into three parts.
The first summand is where M3, My < max{M;}. Here, we apply ([@.I5), Bern-
stein’s inequality, and Lemma to estimate

‘/ PM1 wﬁ )7M72% aPMs(wﬁf)74%2 62PM4(¢ f)}

M17M2,M27M4
M3, Ms<max{M;}

(1+N2)*(1+Ns) 6 f 6 f
S Z T N2 2 (e Na) (AT ) H”PNJ Yuf ||L2H||PN: Yuf)llz=

N12:->Ny 7=
1Nl 20 1+N
<y ""u%\%)g 2| P, (6 >||Lz||PN2<w‘“‘ DllzzlalEs,
N1>No
S | |7 \/4%2_ o2 || ”q”Ezaﬂ S |%|71K e Hm 3 ||q”E2"”

where we note that the M, have been permuted in the first inequality to account
fo the largest contribution. This is acceptable after integrating with respect to
e~z "=1l dyy and applying 230).

The second summand is where M3 < My = max{M;}. Here, we use [@I4) to
integrate by parts and then proceed as for the first summand to obtain

[P0 B 2 P (0, P (0] o

M17M27M3,M4
Ms<My=max{M;}
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(14+N2)? 6 f 6 f
S Y. TATETCD \%\+N4>H||PNJ Yl ||L2H||PNJ Wpf)llze

Nyp2>-->Ny j=3
N ~*7(14N2)° 6 6
S 3 it P G P R s,
1Z4V2
< —1 1//'2]‘ 2 < 711{ 2
S |y ey, . S 1A 25 | | Ml

which is again acceptable.
The final summand, where My < Ms = max{M;}, is estimated in a similar way,

using ([@I4) to obtain a contribution of

>

My, Mz, M3z, M,
M4 <Ms=max{M;}

(14+N)3 6 6
S Y AR H”PN (VS ||L2H||PN (YuH)lLes,
Ni>--->Ny j 7=3

[ [P ), B 2 (05, 2 P ()]

which is again acceptable, as before.
The remaining terms on LHS(G.3]) are estimated similarly. In each case, their

contribution is bounded by

(1+N>) 6 f 6 f
> T R H”PN (Wuf ||L2H||PN (W)l
N> >Ns =3

which is acceptable after summation.
For (6.4]), we proceed similarly, to obtain a bound of

> AR HIIPN] (Wpf IIL2HIIPN1 V)l

N12>--->Ny j=3
N1729(14Ny)2H2
< > %nmwﬁmm||PN2<wzf>||Lz||q||%g
N1>Na
~ H m = HQHEM

which is acceptable.
For the estimate (@3] we argue as before to obtain a bound of

(14+N2)3 6 6
> <|~\+N2>2<\%\+N3><|x|+zv4>H”PN (W f ||L2H||PN Corpl i

N1>-->Ny Jj=3

Py lNl 20 1+N
S Y e P (WS ) 2 P, (S D22l

N1>N>
Cu|| s
5 |%| 1 \/#7782 H%||q||2E20m%7

which is once again acceptable.
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The sextic terms are estimated similarly. For (6.0), after integrating by parts we
obtain a bound of

6
(14+N>) 4 4
Z ([[+N2)? (\%\+2JV5)(|%|+N6 H A H 128, (5 )l e

(™)

N1>-->Ng j=1 =3
71N2 4o 1+N
<Y MG b ol P (0 el By,
N12>Nj
e N
< s 1”:2% T 2||Q||EU||Q||E§U%

which is acceptable.
Similarly, we may bound LHS(G.1) by

14+Ns) 4 4
> <\n|+N2><Tn\+z@><|n\+Ne>H”PNJ¢ ||L2H||PNJ¢ Ple=

N1>--->Ng j=3
N2747 (14 Np) 4
<> WHPNW Mz Py, W2 1) | 2l
N1>N>
_ vir |12
Slel™! W vepe H%HQH%E;;’

which is acceptable.
For (6.8]), after integrating by parts we may bound each term by

(14N> 4 4
> <|~\+N2>2<\%\+N5><|x|+zv6>H”PN1/’ ||L2H||PN Conpl i

N1>-->Ng j=3
1N2 40 1+N 242
SN;V ey || P (6 D) L2 P, (0 ) 22l lall g,
1Z4V2
- oo f
S [ ! Virz—o2 %HQHEU”q”Egd%

which is again acceptable.
Turning to (@), our basic technique gives us a bound of

> S
(I&[+N2) (|5 +N7(3)) (|&]4+Nr4)) (12¢]+ N7 (5)) (| 2¢[+Nr(6))
T7ES N1>--->Ng

2 6
1112w, Pl TT 1PN, (0 f)llee,
=1 i3

where & is the set of permutations of {3,4,5,6}. Estimating the N7 (3), N7(4) terms
in E7 using (A2I) and the N (), N;() terms in EF,  using ([£22), we obtain a
bound of

1N2 40 1+N
N e HHPN] (n)llzzllalEs lallks,
N1>Nj

which is acceptable.
Turning next to the octic estimates, we may bound LHS(IIEIII) by

> 'zﬂfﬁL@”HWHMHHPN W) ananv W)l

Ni>--->Ng
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1N3 60 1+N
< > <|%|+Ni>3 S T, s s
N12N2 ‘7 1

111,3f
4k2—92

20,3¢

< |}f —1 n2+%2

~ 22

L lalEgllalEs

2(7'%

which is acceptable.
or ([EI1]), we argue as in (69) so that after estimating the low frequency terms
in EZ or ES, . (depending on the associated denominator) we obtain a bound of

\%\71N376°(1+N )1+4o I%I———oNe 2”(1+N 3
Y { e + E G HHPN WD) 2o g lalZ,
N1>N»

which is acceptable.
Again applying our basic technique to ([612), we obtain a bound of

S H,,M HHPN w2 )l T] 1P, (62

Ni12>-->Nio Jj=5 Jj=3
1N4 80 1+N
S X e T by, Gl
Ni1>N» J=1
1Rl Wi
<ol | |l s,

which is acceptable.
Finally, (6I3]) again follows the argument of (€9, (GI1)), estimating the low
frequency terms in E7 or EF, . to obtain an acceptable bound of

1N4 8o 1+N
Z (|‘:\‘+N2) \%\+N2)21) 25 H [P, (¥ ”LZHQHEUHQHE% B
N1>Ny
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Combining Propositions .12 and Lemma [6.2] we obtain the following:

Lemma 6.3. Let g € Q., h € R, k > 1, and » € I,, = [1, 5] U[2k,00). Then we
have the estimate

(6.14) / 'Im / i de

S
e zoo‘h l"'du

Slal2y [ alitg, . + ol |

Proof. From ([332)), we have

Lg— [ Lol (m) - gl (—r)] = —Luw)”,
xd = [Vagl (5) - V=rRgl (=n)] = —ulw)”.
We may then use (B30) and [B.6]) to decompose

Imjgizf?] = Im{

(6.15) - 5 [Vo(425) P60 + vVo(435) Y (-0
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(6.16) - [ ) + A () )
(617) - A [ B 00+ A () ()] laPa
(6.15) - 25 [Va(#5) 60 + v (825) T 0 )
(6.19) - [ (85) 7700 + A (825) 5 (00wl
(6.20) — L (VR () + VR (425) ()]
x | =057 (0) - A= g57(-n)]

(6.21) - L[S ()6 + A (#2)(-#)

x [VEgls" () = v=rglz" (=) — 5lald]
(6.22) S :7[24](,{) _ 7[241(_,,”)}

}.

We now proceed to use Proposition [3.12] and Lemma to remove the leading
order terms from each line as follows:

or [6.I5), we first use (B.40) to write
>9 w2 f
/\/;(ng‘l’)’)[ ](}f)qwi4d$:%2/m|:¢if7,¢ f7 2% 87"'72%“—8 ¢:lbd$7

4 6
where m € Sjoc(10), to which we apply (612). Next, we use (3.54) to write

[0 + F(fi;) (o0)] gt da
— s [ m[uit bt bt 5 s, s SR 2 k) de
where m € Sjoc(8), which we bound using (G.10). Similarly, we use (3.53)) to write
J VR T60 + v 25) 7 (20 - otisuta)a) | g v da
— [ mlvir vt vt i i, A k) do
+ [mluts.vis 55 2, 228 wie), 25w d.

where each m € Sjoc(6), which can be estimated using (G.6)). Finally, we use the
second expression on RHS([B52) to obtain

[ [V 60+ vs(42) P -
+ 165" [u(36) [Pu(3e) + 4ot u(30)*u(3) | g d

= [m[uis, 5 200, (i) da
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Yo f —
b [ 25w, 5 ). 2] d
where each m € Sjoc(4) and then apply ([G.3]). Combining these estimates and using

([TI9) gives us

i

(6.23) - 64i%8|u(%)|4a(%)} ] ¢24 dx

[16%4|u( W2 () + Asea(se)2u(s0)

e ==l gy < 3o 71 |12 IIqIIE

So

1
FZ(h
We estimate the contribution of (618) similarly. From (340]), we have

7

T
/ [w3f UL LS, gy, gL, AL, S 22 )] da
where m € S)oc(8), whereas from (3.53]) we have
21 [5] g21 [5]
It st o
Y f
= [m[utsovir i, s 2 wis), 2L do
where each m € S),.(6). Using the second expression on RHS([B.52) we get
3 3 -
J36)560 + (3P0 - 8 uGoPato)] o 03 da
= [m[uis, 5 200, (i) da
YSFf o _ _
+ [, 2 ), S ), ) da

where each m € Sjoc(4). Again applying ([€10), (66), ([63)), respectively, and using
([CI9) we have the estimate

020 [| ][0T - o [-soluPaGo] | w3 do

< 7 lal
or ([617) we first write
lalPq = 165" [u(4) 2 + m [ £, f, )
where m € S(3). From (B.46), we then have
3
/ = (#2) 260l - 16%4|u<%>|2}qwi4 dr
Yl 2
/ [T h 0 el o 0 )]
where m € S)oc(6), to which we can apply (6.8). Next, we use (3.40) to write

/\/_ ngl,y = )16%4|u(%)|2q¢i4d;v

L1 |h—
e zoo‘h | du

IIqIIE

1 .
2 20,3¢
n
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_ 2 2 2 b f
= x /m{d)uf,ﬂ/) ,2% 8""’2;8

4 6
where m € Sioc(10), which can be estimated using (612). Similarly, using (3.53)

we have
/ [ (3769 + A= (32) (=) 165 a0 Pa vt de
= o [ U v S S R L 28]
where m € Sjoc(6), which we estimate using (6.0). From (352)) we have
/{ﬁ(%)m () + ﬁ(%)[g](—%) - 8%4|u(%)|2ﬂ(%)} 16%4|u(%)|2q¢34 dx
= [m[uttovirois, 5 2 e i) da
+ /m{d’ﬁf’ 1/’3 ; 2?—](6’ 215—]067 22;:—88 (T/Jﬁf), 22;;—86 (Uﬁf)} dx

where m € Sjoc(4), and can then apply (6.6). Finally, using that

vt da,

(1] (1] -
7= (335) 6 + A (E) (29 = dul)
and (L.I9), we obtain the estimate
J| [T — [ intey — a0 1656 2g] 02 e e

(6.25) < 1A lall?

IIqIIE

1
2 25;(
K/

or [EI8), we use (BA0) to write
/ VA E e utn) 02t da = [m[vhf 0t s, vis. 5, S i i) do
where m € Sjo¢(6), and [B52) to write
[Vo(25) 7 60) + v=(825) (=9 ) 2 da
— [m[ups, 2t A 000, 52 0] o
where m € Sioc(4). Similarly, for (6.19) we use (m) to write
()6 w0 vt de = [ v vt 5 i ()] da
Applying @5) and @3) gives us
(6.26) /}/ |(CI9) + @I9)| v2 dx

Turning to ([6.22)), we first take a test function w € L* and use (m, (223),
@210, and (CI9) to bound

‘/vas (£k) ¢24 dx

e~ 200 il < Jae ™ 1||Q||2 ||Q||E

20;{

Zkf*nA Mopl A5, (CVEIA@) [op)*
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L lallEg el

o2
H \/4n2 02
By duality, this yields

2 ) e < | | Nl

For the remaining terms, first use (B.50) to write
/{7[6] (k) — v (—k) + 2560i/§9|u(n)|6} 1/)24 dx

=t [ m[uir vt vt 3k 355 5L do
which we bound using 6.7). Second, apply @A8) to obtain
J [0 = 1)+ 292 ) [ a0) = oy ]| o
=5 (S f)| da
+u [ m[upr ot s vt S i) da,

which we estimate by (G4]). Together, these give us

e )]

= [m[vbrus 5000, 2

2 (1928 () ) () — u(r)a(x)']

+ 2560if<59|u(f<a)|6H ¢Z4 dz| e zmlh—rl g,

S ﬁIIQII;( %, -

or ([6:20), we take h = /%3¢ ( J21 )(:I:%) and again apply (2.26), [2.23), (2.21)),
(CI9), and Corollary B4 to estimate

‘/ \/Egl i“) 1/)24 dz| S

ZfﬁllA (R a5 1A (@) II5, (CVRIA@)lop) ™

—2
Hm 3||Q||E<77

which is acceptable. For the lower order terms, we use ([B:47) and [B.49) to write
[ 1o = o) - asisdlutoPutey | 02 da

=5 (S f)| da

17 [ U vt b, e W) da,

where each m € Sioc(4), and
[ [ Felben) - Follom + 384T ulol u(e)] w3 do

= / [7/14f Z/J4fﬂ/)4 » Dp— avzﬁ f6722n aa(wﬁf)} du

= [ m[uer s 5000, 2
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where each m € S),.(6). As a consequence, if we introduce
(6.28)
3
= L [Va(#) () + V() ()

X [—48im3|u(f<a)|2u(f<a)’ + 384m7|u(f$)|4u(f<a)},
we may apply ([64) and ([@7) to obtain
(6.29) /‘/[(M) —~ (lmﬂ R

To estimate (6.2])), we first use (B46) to write
vt Ee) 3|u<n>|2u<n>'wi4 da
Yol Wnf  Yaf o
/ [ s o, et el T s ) d
where m € Sjoc(8), to which we apply (@IT)). Similarly,

21 5
/ 2g+,y[ ] )fi7|u(f<a)|4u(f<a)¢i4d;v

_ 2 2 wf wf 4
“/m[d]uf""’d] f72x 5 550 2ne ’2;@8 ¥, dr,
N ———

4 4

where m € Sioc(10), which can be bounded using (GI3). Further, from B.52) we
have

L |h—
e S s laly

21 3 21
[ VA P60 + v (2) S 0] ) Pute) 63 d
YR YR ol

/ |:¢4f7 2% 8’ 2% 8(¢4f)’ 2k—0 2k—0" 225788 (d]ﬁf)} dx

where m € Sjoc(6) to which we apply (6.9), and
/[\/Z(Z,ﬂ) () + V- (2937) - %)} KT (k)| u(k) 92 da
o f Yolf  waf  waf S

/ |:¢3f’ ¢3 ’ 23— 2% 8(¢3f)7 2k—07 2k—07 2k—0" 2&—8:| d!E,

which we estimate with (GIT]). Observing that

Vor(£2) o) 4 v (25) N (—50) = —2isPa(s0),

and once again using ([ZI9)), these bounds combine to give us the estimate

/‘/[mﬂﬂ_ﬂ[ 2isu(2)|

(6.30) [48m3|u( )Pu(k) — 384n7|u(/$)|4u(f<a)H P2t da

e_ﬁlh_ﬂ‘ dM

Sl%l_lllqll2 IIqIIEaIIQIIE

20;{
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It remains to extract the leading order terms from (G21I)). We first use ([B.I1))
and ([340) to write

[1] [1] .
(6.31) ﬁ(;ﬁ%{y) (») + \/+—%(2’%y) (=) = iti(5)

(3] (3] s
(6.32) %(29%7) (3) + \/i_(g«%y) (=) = 5o [ 2;18’ 2;4]:8}7
where m € S(3). From (B:44), we then have

563
/ oo R e

Yi o Yl Yl f
|:¢3f7¢3f ¢3f, 2& 8’2& 8’2& 07 2k— 8’4:«?2 aaz(wif)} dx
where m € Sjoc(8) and
[>3] [>3] >7
[ 382 500 + S (82) 200 VR ) i o
2 2, Ynf Wnf Wif 4
:H/m{wﬂf""’wﬂ ’ 23x—07 2x—07 26—07 """ 2k— 8:|1/} dI
N —— | S ———
4 4

where m € Sjoc(10). These terms can be estimated using (G.I1) and (613, respec-
tively. Applying (3:49) we have

[ oy [Viglln) - vRaf(-0] it do
= [mlutrvis 225, 255, 2 A, 2 i) da,
where m € Sjoc(6), which we bound using (6.9). Similarly, we have
/ &30+ ﬁ(%)[zgk—%)} (Vg () = V=Rl ()| 02t do
= [mluprvss vis i, s, b, SR, 2280 )] o
where m € Sjoc(8), which is bounded using (G.I1)). Using (3:47) we have
[ atoy [Vigl (n) = vRgl-w) = 3206l Put) | 02 de
=t [ w00, B L), (i) da
rt U1 bt e ), 2 01 do
where m € Sjoc(4). This is estimated using ([G.5). Also using [B.47) we have
[ﬁg@( ) = V=gl (=) = 320k u(m)Pu(k)| 2! do
=t [ m[uprvis. s fa, 20 (4 1), 25 (A )] do
ert [mlutr. vttt 255, 280, Ao wip)] do
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where m € m,,(6). A final application of ([6.8) and (II9) gives us the estimate

(6.33) /‘/ 620 - ©30)| 3 da
where we define
(6:34) = 25| L (#5) 60 + 75 (385) ()] [ g lal®a — 82is () Pu(s) .
However, by writing

axlal®a = 32ik°|u(k)Pu(k) = —55lalPu(k)” — 2iku(k)a(k)"q — 8ir®|u(k)*u(x)",
and using (6.31]), ([6.32]), we obtain

|2 (32169 + A (32) (=59 [k lala — 32infu(k) Pu(x)]

e~ 20" dpy S 3o 7 g ”q”E

1
F2( 20,5
N

= m|: ’f’ yprp 82’4n2f”82:|’
[ﬁ(%) U 0) + A= (425) 0 (0] [ lal*a — 320k () ()
'm|f, 5.1, 555 i

for m € S(4) and S(6), respectively. As a consequence, we may apply (6.3) and

([68) to obtain
(6.35) /‘/(IEZI)W“ da

We now collect the leading order terms from our above estimates into quartic
and sextic contributions, as folllows

J1= %{ — 485 u ()| 2 qu(se)’ + 85 qui(0) u(52)" — 85°|u ()| *u ()¢’

— 1926° 5% |u(k)|*a(2)u(r) + 384ﬁ8|u(m)|2a(m)u(m)’},

=K

e — 00 [h—nl d'u<|%| 1||q||2 ”qHE

1
F2( 20,5
K/

Jy = ﬁ{ — 256050 |u(5e) |*i(5¢)q — 15360k 56 |u(k) [ u(k)u( )
+ 2560i/§12|u(/{)|6}.
Combining the estimates (623)-(@.27), (629), ©30), 633), ([©35) gives us
(6.36) / }Im Jc[ff?] AR A

Slal2y [l el
F2 (h)

20,3

e_ﬁ‘h_lﬂ du

+ il |
To estimate J;, we write
— 485 u(50)Pqu(s) = =35%|q* qu(>)’ = 35|q*u(52) "u(>¢) — 125*u(50)" qu(se)u(>)’
= =352 qu() + 5m|f. f. A, g |

where m € S(4). Similarly, we have

’ 1"

850qu(x)*u(>) = §5°|q|*qu(=)" + %27”[]07 8 4,{;—_82, 4%'5—_82},

—85u(30)Pu(s)q’ = —33|ql*qu(se) + 3 m[f, i, 5l o 62}
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+%2m[f,f,éwg‘—_82,4%{—_82},
—192655% |u (k) Pa()u(k) = —48K°|u(k) |Pqu(k)’ — 48K°|u(k)|? ()" u(k)’

= —35%lalPqus) + wm 1. £, . 5k |

6 f f i "
+KrTm [4&2—82 ? 4k2—027 4k2-02) 4%2—82} ’
384k u(r) Pa(R)u(k)’ = 65la*qu(r) + wm|f. £, f, 785 .

where each m € S(4). Applying (@3), (€4)), and (G.35) we then have

/‘/ gy - el Pq| vt da

< llal?

1
F2(h)

e 200‘ —ul d/'L

[ el + st

For the remaining term in Ji, we compute that

Qu(/{),fxzu(%)/ _ q///
K2 — 32 T (4k2-09?)(4x2-02)"

and applying ([Gh]) gives us

| eyt

Collecting these bounds gives us

(6.37) / ‘ / Jiptde

Finally, we consider J>. Arguing as for J; we have
92561 (0| () = ~4is GO + m] f. . f. o v e

— 15361952 () *u(w)a(e) = —6inlal [u()? + w21, 1. f. 5 5k 5]

1l |p= -
e 700 [h—# du5|%| 1”(]”2 ”an

20%

1
2
Fi

+ il |

20,3¢

__1 —
em ol dp < gl ["4' oz

0 f f f f f i
+ KM {4&2—82’ AR —02 Ar2—02° Ir2—02 An2—02 4%2—82} )
2560in'Ju(x)[* = 10w al*|u(x)* + 5 m| 1. f. . 5. 35l 35

where each m € S(6). Applying (€0), (€7), and (E8) gives us

4’U4K427%4u%2
/‘/ Jy — M G 4] 24 gy

< lalls lall 4 [I%I Hlallzg
FZ(h)

1 |p=
e 2oo|h Bl d/'L

2
S s =+ ,#:%2 ||Q||Eg} :
For the remaining term we compute that

R () 2= Gt _ o g’ > g’
r—— = —K U(r) = ma oy — ¥ () e me oy

and can then apply (6.8]) to conclude that

11{471’{27%4'“.%2
[ | et g

S e
e mmlhmrl gy, < |—,1{|||q||2 ||Q||Eo||Q||E"

20,5
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Together these, yield
(6.38)

/‘/wafdx

The estimate (6.14) now follows from comblnlng ©39), ©31), and G38). O
Proof of Proposition[6.1l Recall (6.2). Using Lemma A2 and ([2.4]), we estimate

)| [ peao], < gl g [1 4+ ol 2]

Turning to LHS(6.2)) and recalling that u(k) = =gz, we use ([3.30) and (3.32))
to write

S S —
e MM dy S lallg ol [|%| UaliEs, | + s llaliE |

20,

t=1

(6.39) ¢~ zuolh—pl duds»x

’

Imjc[h}-f(% ’i) Re {16&2%@,(5)” + 2%@(%)”/}

1" 1" /
— Re{8r? 200 a(n) + 2925 a(0)" |
"
(6.40) — 8k? Re{(—)azu(n)’} + 452 Re{ 4%2“)62 ﬁ(n)} .

Integrating by parts and then applying (ZI3) we may bound the contribution of
the last three summands as follows:

!/
/{8%241(2’{)8271( ) + 4%(2’{)82@( )”} 'lbf;l d(E
SRS aw)l| oy @R )|y + s Hul)"| oy (@) (k)]
El,% El,% El,%

E?

1

<o Malg,

1
[{see eatnr ) it as

SEtHu)l g 1@ uw) |y S w7 allEg, s
1,5c 1,3

() " 04
/{4/4, mﬁ(/ﬁ})} 1/}# d.f
S H2%_1||U(H)||El% 13t u(w)]|
For the remaining term, we write
J {160 2 + 2282t 3
2 (wlz q)// (1/124 lj)// (w12 q)/// (w12 7)///
= /{16“ G20 (r7=07) 1n2—07 T 2 =07 (4n7—07) 1n7—07 }dw
Py (w24 )N
+/{16” [v,2 » [@o2= 828)(4n2 82)]‘1 P }dw
12 83 ("1"12 q)///
+/{2[¢u N O v | R v }dw

e " _ e " 3 _
" /{16'{24%(2—)82‘1' [, 4n2a ] Uiy 24%(2282 [ 4n2a—a2}q} W) da.
Using that
[ =] = — e (200.2)0 + (02"} e

gb SRl

1
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12 o _ 452 12 9 12\ 1
[ © ’41{2782] - _452’% 02 {2 w (w,u ) }ma

(012, 5] = — 7 {2012) 0 + (12)"} 1o — migr (V12

Mo 4k2—02
we may again use (ZI3)) to bound

92 (W2t q)
‘/ 16” u7(4%2 92) (dr2— 82)]‘1 gy a?}dx‘

< .2 12 _ 1 1 —1|7,,12 W' )
~ kR <3 [ B 42— 82} (H) E% + [ w ’4&2 82 q % 4Kk2—02
—1,3c 1
< % aly,
192 ("/}12 q)///
'/{2[ s [@2m 32)(452 82)} Py }dx'
< 12 1 " -1 12 (W2 g
S#| 0 e lu)” | g+ [42, 2 la k=
—1,3c 1

< o Hlallg,

u(k)"” 2 _
}/ﬁwﬁézw[i%ﬁ%ﬂﬁwfm

_ 2 —
S ), (|27 memla g S Nl
" 3 _
‘/{241(?162 [, 4’#8—_62](]} %2 dz
S )y [ 08 il o S el
1,3c

Combining these estimates gives us

T/J‘lf 2 . B
(6.41) %2H\/T—jaz 2 < Im/]diﬂ(%u k)2t dir| + 3¢ Hlgllg,
Collecting ([6.39)), (IQ.A_'IJ), (614), and using (2.H), we have
w12 T
/H\/ k2 —02 L2E2 e~ ol dp

Tm j it (o4, 1) 2 dwe™ 20 "4 dpdse dt] + g3 g

= ||q||%,<,»Eg [+ gl ors + llal? 4 ]

Estimating
Hzﬁjﬁqﬁ:w%%%%mméﬂﬁéﬁgmw%
S lallers + [ e
we then get 2

2 2 2 2 —2 2
||Q||Xé < HQHL;?OEquHXé + (gl mg +57%) (L4 llal e 2)-
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Using (LI9) to absorb the first term on the right-hand side into the left-hand side,
(6.I) then follows from the conservation of the L? norm. O

7. CONVERGENCE OF THE DIFFERENCE FLOW

Our main goal in this section is to prove that as x — oo, the flow determined by
the difference of the Hamiltonians HY = H — H,, converges to the identity, locally
in spacetime, uniformly over L?-bounded and equicontinuous sets.

Theorem 7.1 (Difference flow converges to the identity). Let Q@ C S(R) be an
L2-bounded and equicontinuous set such that

Q. = {etJVH:i“q g€, |t| <1, and k > 2}
is a 6-good set for a sufficiently small 6 > 0. Then

. 12 tJVHHE 12
lim sup sup sup ||¢)%e g =94, =0
K0 geQ peR [t)<1 ‘

Proof. The L?-boundedness and equicontinuity of the set Q. extends readily to the
set

{Vlq:q€ Q. 1<]j| <12, p e R},
In view of this equicontinuity property and employing the fundamental theorem of
calculus, the proof of the theorem reduces to showing that

diff
w}lﬁetJVHﬁ 0.

(7.1) lim sup sup || (

K= geQ peRr Q) HL%([flyl];H;s) =

A quick computation reveals that
. diff diff !/
Z%(wiQetJVHﬁ q) _ 1/’,13 [Fﬁ(etJVHN_ q)}
where
Folq) = =4 —ilgq + 2x [VEgi2(r) — V=Kgi2(—r)].
Thus, (1) will follow from

(7.2) lim sup susz/;}fFK
R0 qeQ. neR

Employing (32) and (341), we decompose
3 4 ’ 2
Fiu(q) = g=gza + mf. |, id=gz] + mlf 555 555)
+ 26[Vrgiz " (5) — V=rgs” (<)),

where f satisfies [8.26]) and each paraproduct m lies in S(3).
The contribution of the linear term is easily estimated via

(q)HLg([—Ll];H;“) =0

3 —
H@[’pl?zm?——quL%H;‘* Sk 2||¢;?”H§HQHL§°L§

which converges to 0 as k — oo, uniformly for all ¢ € Q. and all p € R, in view of
the conservation of the L? norm.

To estimate the contribution of the cubic and higher order terms in F,;(q), we
rely on the consequences of the local smoothing estimates proved in Proposition[G.11
To simplify our bounds, we introduce

lgllionws, = llallzezz +lall 4



DNLS IS WELL-POSED IN L?(R) 67

and note that L2?-conservation and Proposition [G.1] yield

diff
(7.3) """ gllpnws,. < llgll 22

uniformly for £k > 2 and ¢q € Q.

Lemma 7.2 (Local smoothing estimates). For f satisfying 3.28), we have

8<w4 1
4 H 2r+0 ‘L2L4 < k7 5qllpNs,.
t x
1
(75) SupH%me < k8 |lgllowes, -
HER t,x

Moreover, the following estimate holds uniformly for k > 2, q € Qx, and p € R :

1
@0 [ IA@alE S [ ales + 6, 4] lalbas,

Proof. Decomposing into low and high frequencies and using Bernstein’s inequality
for frequencies < k3, and Proposition 6.1 for frequencies > £3, we may bound

1 1 1
(7.7) H'/’ﬁfHLgH% S eS| fllrgere + 53 H\/%HLEHE < w%|qllpNes,, -
A parallel argument yields
(i f) _1
H 5nED ‘ < K llglpaws, -

ta

Using this latter bound, Sobolev embedding, and interpolation, we obtain

Haw ) < H' o|% oy, f)’ (ut)
2k+0 2k+0 2k+0

vl f
2k+0

3

L2H?

_1
S

|Q||%)NLS
L3, "

LfL4 L?E ’

which settles (T4)).
Arguing similarly and using (7)), we may bound

1 1
[ okl des [ ot win]],, des i,z i, S c¥lalbsus,

We now turn to the proof of (.0). By the Bernstein inequality and Lemma 26|

L2H2

Yo |1 g| 2 for Ny < k3
> IAN@llop S § 5 llalle + @HQM; |22 for kK5 < No < K
N=No ﬁllqllm for Ny > k.

Employing this estimate and Lemma 2.5 we may bound

4
IA@lS = 3 AW ]Il 1A @], | 3 [alea)n]l,,]

NlNNQ N'§<N2
N2
SIS [ COM I PR [Py P P
K/%ZNlNNQ
_10 N2 4
Y Mm@l [ el + 5 @)l

1 2
K3 <N1~N2<kK3

W
+ Z 1\'/{3 H \/4:g Nal2

2
K3 <N1~N2<k

(d"uq)Nz
\/4&2—62 H%

[ llallte + 3 (wua)_ 3 I7]

Q
H?2
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(Yu (Yua)
Y ayton (44 i) |t g [V et

Ni~No>k

2 :|
3| -
H?2

The estimate (Z.6) now follows by interpolation between this bound and

.
IA(u@)llz, S K72 gl L2
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

_ 12 _ 11 2
S [ ¥l + xS | wua), 4 17 el [nqu%z + || A%

Returning to the contribution of the cubic terms in Fy(q) to LHS(Z2), we employ
Lemmas and as well as (2.32) to estimate

Hw}fm[f, f, ﬁ]“y (—11H;

Sllwemls £l S onsli, |l
Hw;lfm[f’%——avzk——amy [-1,1;H; %)

S H7/’12 [fv 2k—0' 2K— 8]||L1 < ||1/)4f||L°°L H py HL2L4 S ’(‘%“q”%NLSn'

In view of ([Z3]), the contribution of these cubic terms is acceptable.
To estimate the contribution of the quintic and higher order terms in Fy(q), we
argue by duality. To this end, fix w € H}. Using Lemma[Z9 and (7.6)), we estimate

1
/ / Y1262 957 (k) w da
—1

where we used Corollary [Z7] combined with the fact that Q. is d-good in order
to sum in ¢ > 2. By (Z3) and equicontinuity, the contribution of these terms to
LHS(2)) is also acceptable. O

1 _1
; SKER 2||q||?],3NLSN’

dt <3 KAL), (VEIA@)lop) A @S lop

0>2

_1
S lwllz [ lallzs + | ua). 4 || Nallbnes,

8. PROOFS OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

All the main difficulties have already been addressed in previous sections, albeit
under the assumption that the solutions remain in a d-good set for some universally
small 4 and only for the time interval [—1, 1]. In this section, we put all the pieces
together and show how to circumvent these illusory restrictions.

Proof of Theorem [l The fundamental question to settle is this: Given an L2-
Cauchy sequence of initial data ¢,(0) € S and a Cauchy sequence of times t,, € R,
show that their evolutions g, (t,) under (DNLS) form an L2-Cauchy sequence.

Evidently, the set {g,(0)} is L%-precompact. Thus by Corollary L9} there is a
uniform rescaling parameter A so that not only are the rescaled initial data d-good,
but so are their evolutions under (DNLS) as well as any other dynamics preserving
A(5¢;q). This rescaling does not meaningfully alter our original ambition — we just
replace the original sequences of solutions and times by their rescaled values (for
which we reuse the original names).

It suffices to treat the case where [t,| < 1, because larger values can be treated
by iterating the argument. For example, if ¢, — %, then we first run the argument
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with ¢, = 1 and then use ¢,(1), which we now know to be convergent, as initial
data to extend up to the chosen t,, — %

Assuming now that |t,| < 1, Theorem [[L7] guarantees that {g,(t,)} is equicon-
tinuous and Proposition Bl guarantees that it is tight. Thus every subsequence has
an L2-convergent subsequence; we just need to verify that all such subsequential
limits agree. For this purpose, it suffices to test against some fixed w € C°(R).

It is at this moment that we employ the commutativity of (DNLS) and the H,
flows. Using (I3), our task is reduced to verifying the following two claims:

(8.1) sup limsup ’<w,et"JVH“qn(O) — et’"']VH“qm(O)>‘ =0

k>1 m,n—o0

(8.2) limsup sup sup |(w, [etJV(H*H“) —1d](qo))| =0
Koo goEQ. |t|<1
where Q. is defined via (ILII) with the choice @ = {¢,(0) : n € N}.

The first of these two claims follows from the L2-wellposedness of the H,. flow
shown already in [27, Cor. 5.4]. The second was addressed by Theorem [7.11 O
Proof of Corollary[I.2. Recall that local well-posedness for s > % was proved al-
ready by Takaoka in [45]. This result is rendered global by the a priori bounds
shown in [2] 3].

Consider now 0 < s < % Evidently, the existence of solutions follows immedi-
ately from Theorem [[I] as does continuous dependence in the L? metric. Contin-
uous dependence in the H® metric follows from this and H®-equicontinuity, which
was shown in [27, Th. 5.6] contingent on the equicontinuity conjecture that was
subsequently resolved in [17]. O

Proof of Theorem[1.3. By Corollary [[L9, there is a uniform rescaling of the set of
initial data @ so that not only are the rescaled initial data é-good, but so are their
entire (DNLS) evolutions. This allows us to invoke (&Il from Proposition E1] to
obtain the local smoothing estimate (over any unit time interval) for the rescaled
solutions. The estimate ([4]) for the unrescaled solutions follows by a simple cover-
ing argument. Naturally the resulting constant depends on the rescaling parameter;
however, this is dictated solely by Q. (|

Proof of Corollary[L.4. Given initial data ¢(0) € L?, we choose Schwartz-class ini-
tial data ¢,(0) that converge to it in L?. By Theorem [T} the solutions g (t)
converge to q(t) in O([-T,T]; L*(R)). To deduce that ¢(t) is a distributional solu-
tion, we need another form of convergence to handle the nonlinearity. This can be
obtained with the aid of Theorem and a Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality:

||1/)8[Qn - Q]Higm S llgn — q||Lf°L§{||¢12qn||i?Hl/2 + ||1/)12Q||2L?H1/2} — 0 asn — oo.

Here all norms are taken over the spacetime slab [T, 7] x R. O
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