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INHOMOGENEOUS TURBULENCE FOR

THE WICK NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION

ZAHER HANI, JALAL SHATAH, AND HUI ZHU

Abstract. We introduce a simplified model for wave turbulence theory—the Wick NLS, of which the
main feature is the absence of all self-interactions in the correlation expansions of its solutions. For
this model, we derive several wave kinetic equations that govern the effective statistical behavior of its
solutions in various regimes. In the homogeneous setting, where the initial correlation is translation
invariant, we obtain a wave kinetic equation similar to the one predicted by the formal theory. In the
inhomogeneous setting, we obtain a wave kinetic equation that describes the statistical behavior of the
wavepackets of the solutions, accounting for both the transport of wavepackets and collisions among
them. Another wave kinetic equation, which seems new in the literature, also appears in a certain
scaling regime of this setting and provides a more refined collision picture.
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1. Introduction

Wave turbulence theory is a broad framework aimed at describing the nonequilibrium statistical
mechanics of nonlinear wave systems. At the core of this theory is a kinetic formalism known as the
the wave kinetic theory, whose aim is to describe via a collisional paradigm the mesoscopic evolution of
a microscopic ensemble of waves. Emerging as an extension of Boltzmann’s kinetic theory [2] for dilute
gases, it was first initiated by Peierls [38] for the quantized wave equation, and later independently
formulated by Hasselmann [19–21] for gravity water waves. Since then, the subject evolved into a
systematic framework for the study of statistical physics of nonlinear wave systems, partially due to
works of Zakharov and his collaborators [46] who discovered a close connection to the hydrodynamic
turbulence, whence the name “wave turbulence theory”. See e.g., [37, 40], for a detailed treatment.

The purpose of this paper is to introduce the Wick nonlinear Schrödinger equation (WNLS) and
conduct a self-contained study of its wave turbulence theory. A much simplified collisional behavior
of this model makes it an excellent “mathematical laboratory” for rigorously formulating and testing
theoretical foundations of wave turbulence theory. The WNLS renormalizes the well-known nonlinear
Schrödinger equation (NLS) by eliminating all self-interactions, or normal ordering the terms in the
collisional expansion, as in quantum field theory (QFT). The algebraic connection between WNLS
and the Fock space formalism of QFT enables WNLS to be exactly solvable using Dyson’s perturba-
tion method [12] without any remainder. This leads to two significant simplifications, namely simpler
Feynman diagrams and the absence of technical and conceptual difficulties related to the convergence
of the Dyson series. Leveraging these inherent advantages allows for obtaining the effective statistical
and kinetic behaviors in various regimes rigorously, with reasonable effort, and highlighting the con-
nections between them. Our main results will be presented in Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. They are
also summarized (and advertised) in the diagram shown in Figure 1.1, where the terminologies and
notations will be more comprehensible to the readers after completing this introductory section.
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Figure 1.1. Wave turbulence theory for WNLS

1.1. Wick NLS. Formally, the WNLS is defined by replacing the product in the nonlinearity of NLS
with the Wick product ⊙, which will be defined in §1.1.1. The equation is given by

(WNLS) i∂tu+
1

4π
∆u = −λu⊙ u⊙ u,

where the parameter λ ∈ R\{0} is the strength of nonlinearity. We assume that λ is small so that
we are in the weakly nonlinear setting. This is one of the parameters involved in the thermodynamic
limit that will be taken to obtain the kinetic theory. The sign of λ is unimportant in our analysis and
will henceforth be fixed as positive for concreteness. We should mention here that a quintic version
of this equation has been introduced by De Suzzoni in [42] to investigate other interesting questions
in wave turbulence theory.

1.1.1. Wick product. Following [25], we fix a probability space X and a complex Gaussian Hilbert space
H over X, i.e., H is a complex Hilbert subspace of L2(X) consisting of complex Gaussian random
variables (or Gaussians for simplicity) with zero expected values. For all n ∈ N, let H :n: = P⊥

n−1 ∩Pn

where Pn is the closure in L2(X) of the set of all polynomials in C[H] of degrees ≤ n with the
convention that P−1 = ∅. Elements of H :n: are complex homogeneous Wiener chaos of order n.
Assuming in addition that H generates the same σ-algebra as that of X, there holds the Wiener–
Itô chaos decomposition [24, 44]: L2(X) =

⊕
n≥0H

:n:. Let πn : L2(X) → H :n: be the orthogonal

projection, then the Wick product ⊙ is a commutative and associative bilinear operator on
⋃

n≥0 Pn

such that X⊙Y = πp+q(XY ) when X ∈ H :p: and Y ∈ H :q:. It naturally extends to the direct product
H =

∏
n≥0H

:n:, whose elements are formal sums
∑

n≥0X
n with Xn ∈ H :n:. In fact, it suffices to let

(1.1)
∑

n≥0

Xn ⊙
∑

n≥0

Y n =
∑

n≥0

( ∑

p+q=n

Xp ⊙ Y q
)
.

The WNLS is then an equation for generalized stochastic processes u : R×R
d → H.

Under the name S-product, the Wick product was first used byWick [43] as an algebraic technique to
simplify Dyson’s computation [12] of the Heisenberg S-matrix, and has ever since been widely utilized
in QFT (see e.g., [39]). Its closely related (see §1.1.3) probabilistic counterpart—the Wick product
defined by (1.1)—was introduced by Hida and Ikeda [23] under the white noise framework. Due to
its natural connections with the Itô–Skorohod integral, the Wick product has also been successfully
applied to the study of SPDEs [30, 31].

1.1.2. Perturbative expansion. We aim to study the dynamics of WNLS with well-prepared initial
data (see §1.2). It is usually a highly nontrivial task to prove the long-time existence of solutions with
such initial data for an arbitrary nonlinear wave system but it is not the case for WNLS, as Dyson’s
perturbation method solves the equation exactly. In fact, write u =

∑
n≥0 u

n where un := πnu, then
WNLS is equivalent to the following system:

(WNLS′) i∂tu
n +

1

4π
∆un = −λ

∑

n1+n2+n3=n

un1 ⊙ un2 ⊙ un3 , n ∈ N.
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However, u is a generalized stochastic process that lives in white noise distribution spaces such as
the Hida and Kondratiev distribution spaces [22, 26–28], all of which are much larger than L2(X).
This unfortunate fact is due to the factorial growth, as n → ∞, of the number of possible pairings
among 2n Gaussians, an estimate that is needed when computing the variance E|un|2 via Wick’s
probability theorem (or the complex Isserlis theorem). Note that for NLS:

(NLS) i∂tu+
1

4π
∆u = −λ|u|2u,

the same issue requires truncating the Dyson series and estimating the remainders carefully. This
approach has been consistently employed in recent studies involving Feynman diagram expansions,
beginning with [13, 34] and continuing through more recent works aimed at rigorously justifying wave
turbulence theory, which we will review in greater detail later. In the context of WNLS, we shall
avoid all these technical difficulties by applying a chaos cutoff

Πn =
∑

0≤j≤n

πj : H →
⊕

0≤j≤n

H :j:.

Specifically, we shall study the variance E|Πnu|2 and take the kinetic limit that involves taking n→ ∞.
Truncations like this are a common occurrence in theory. For instance, when studying the kinetic
theory of discrete lattice systems, it is often necessary to take averages after a finite lattice truncation
and then take the full lattice limit afterward.

1.1.3. Wick renormalization. Perhaps the greatest advantage of WNLS over NLS lies in the two
essentially equivalent algebraic properties that can be described as follows:

(1) Absence of self-interactions. Formally, solutions to WNLS are Wick renormalizations of the
Dyson series of NLS. This renormalization is executed by replacing all products of Gaussians
with the corresponding Wick products:

∏
gj 7→

⊙
gj. Equivalently, this amounts to subtract-

ing from
∏

gj all self-interactions, or self-pairings, among its factors of Gaussians (see e.g.,
[25, §3.1] and [33]). Consequently, when computing E|un|2, one only considers pairings that
connect one Gaussian from un and the other from un.

(2) Preservation of normal ordering. Recall that (see e.g., [25]), if g ∈ H :1: and X ∈ H :n:, then

gX = A†
gX + AgX, where A†

gX = g ⊙ X and AgX = πn−1(gX) define respectively the so-
called creation operator and the annihilation operator. The passage from the Wick product to
the Wick ordering, also known the normal ordering (as named in Wick’s original work [43]),

is accomplished through the identity :
∏
(A†

gj +Agj ): =
⊙

gj, where the the double-colon
operation puts the product into normal order by moving all creation operators to the left of
annihilation operators (see e.g., [25, §13.2]). Solutions to WNLS, which are polynomials, are
normal ordered. However, for other models, the normal ordering is usually not preserved in
the perturbative expansion. For more discussions on this topic, see [35].

The normal ordering has a profound effect on the analysis, as it removes self-interactions and helps
avoid major difficulties. In fact, self-interactions can generate divergent terms in the Dyson series,
and one has to find appropriate cancellations or gauge transformations to get rid of them. Recent
rigorous studies of homogeneous turbulence theory for NLS in [7, 8] utilized both techniques, which
constitute a significant portion of the analysis there. It is worth noting that cancellations among
divergent structures is fairly robust while gauge transformations are more delicate and dependent on
the intrinsic symmetries of the model. By working with WNLS as a renormalization of NLS, one
is free from all such divergent interactions and is able to focus on the structural analysis of wave
turbulence theory in various regimes.

1.2. Ensemble of wavepackets. To model an ensemble of wavepackets using WNLS, we focus on
solutions that are superpositions of wavepackets and satisfy the following assumptions:

(1) Discrete wavenumber assumption: This states that these wavepackets have distinct charac-
teristic wavenumbers belonging to a discrete lattice Λ ⊂ Rd. We further assume that the
mesh of Λ is of order L−1 with L > 0 being large. In the homogeneous setting, L is the large
box parameter as it corresponds to the size of the spatial domain Rd/Λ, a large periodic box
of size L. In general L, or more precisely Ld, is the parameter that signifies the number of
wavepackets that are effectively colliding or interacting in the process.
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(2) Narrow wavepacket assumption: This states that these wavepackets have spectral width of
order ǫ with ǫ ≥ 0 being small, i.e., in the momentum space, each wavepacket is supported
within an ǫ-neighborhood of its characteristic wavenumber.
(a) When ǫ = 0, the wavepackets become plane waves and the solution u is Λ-periodic. As

a result, the energy spectrum (defined in §1.3) of the solution is translation invariant in
the position variable or, as we shall call it, homogeneous (see §1.3.2).

(b) When ǫ > 0, this assumption is equivalent to the slow varying envelope approximation
in physics as these wavepackets now have wave lengths of scale ǫ−1. In this setting, the
energy spectrum is no longer homogeneous, and the parameter ǫ measures the degree of
its inhomogeneity (see §1.3.2).

(3) Phase randomization assumption or, following [46], the phase chaotization assumption: This
states that these wavepackets are uncorrelated. This assumption is closely related to the
molecular chaos hypothesis in the classical kinetic theory [2, 15].

It is important to note that, while these assumptions are imposed to the solution u, in reality,
they can only be assumed to hold initially. Demonstrating the propagation of these properties by
the underlying nonlinear wave system is a crucial undertaking, although it is frequently a challenging
technical feat. We will use a typical example of an initial distribution that satisfies the above three
assumptions, which we will refer to as well-prepared initial data, following the terminology in [8].
Setting Λ = Z

d
L := L−1

Z
d
L, well-prepared initial data are of the form:

(1.2) u(0, x) =
1

Ld/2

∑

k∈Zd
L

φ(ǫx, k)e2πik·xgk,

where (gk)k∈Zd
L

is a sequence of independent and standard complex Gaussians in H :1: and φ is a

Schwartz function. We will sometimes assume that φ has a compact spectrum in that its Fourier

transform with respect to the position variable x, denoted by φ̂ = φ̂(ξ, k) is compactly supported in

R
2d. Here and throughout this paper the Fourier transform is defined by f̂(ξ) =

∫
e−2πix·ξf(x) dx.

We have imposed restrictive regularity conditions on the profile function φ. While certain decay and
smoothness assumptions in k are necessary, we refrain from optimizing them within the scope of this
paper. This decision is deliberate, aiming to maintain focus on the novel conceptual aspects of the
problem rather than delving into intricate technical details.

To solve WNLS, we choose the ansatz

(1.3) u(t, x) =
1

Ld/2

∑

k∈Zd
L

Ak(t, ǫx)e
2πi(k·x−|k|2t/2),

and let the profiles (Ak)k∈Zd
L
solve the following system of Cauchy problems:

(1.4) Lǫ
kAk(t) = − λ

Ld

∑

k1−k2+k3=k

e2πitΩ(k)Ak1(t)⊙Ak2(t)⊙Ak3(t), k ∈ Z
d
L,

where the differential operator Lǫ
k = i∂t+ iǫk ·∇+(4π)−1ǫ2∆ applies to the expansion Ak =

∑
n≥0A

n
k

in a chaos-wise manner, and the phase factor is defined by

(1.5) Ω(k) =
1

2

(
|k1 − k2 + k3|2 − |k1|2 + |k2|2 − |k3|2

)
, k = (k1, k2, k3).

Observe that setting ǫ = 0 in (1.4) yields ODEs in t and the profiles Ak become x-independent. In
that case, the ansatz (1.3) gives the Fourier series expansion of u and the initial condition on Ak is
given by Ak(0, x) = φ(0, k)gk . When ǫ > 0, the ansatz (1.3) gives a wavepacket expansion of u and
the initial condition is given by Ak(0, x) = φ(x, k)gk. For all values of ǫ, one can solve (1.4) iteratively
with respect to the chaos order n, following the approach explained in §1.1.2. Moreover, it is not
difficult to see that, because well-prepared initial data live in H :1:, these solutions have vanishing
chaos of even orders. These observations are summarized in our first theorem stated below, which
examines the global existence of solutions to WNLS and verifies the phase randomization assumption.

Theorem 1.1. For all d ≥ 1, λ > 0, L > 0, ǫ ≥ 0, and φ is a Schwartz function on R
2d, there exists

a unique sequence of stochastic processes (Ak : R× Rd → H)k∈Zd
L
such that

(1) For all k ∈ Z
d
L, we have Ak(0, x) = φ(x, k)gk, if ǫ > 0; and Ak(0, x) = φ(0, k)gk , if ǫ = 0;
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(2) For all k ∈ Z
d
L and n ∈ N, the stochastic process An

k : R×R
d → H :n: is infinitely differentiable;

(3) Both sides of (1.4) are equal pointwise as generalized stochastic processes in H.

Moreover A2n
k = 0 for all k ∈ Z

d
L and n ∈ N; if (n, k) 6= (n′, k′), then for all t, t′ ∈ R and x, x′ ∈ R

d,

(1.6) E[An
k(t, x)A

n′

k′ (t
′, x′)] = 0.

Consequently, let u : R×Rd → H be given by (1.3), then u is the unique generalized stochastic process
which satisfies initial condition (1.2) and pointwisely solve WNLS.

1.3. Effective dynamics. In order to gain insight into the statistical behavior of solutions to WNLS,
we examine the effective dynamics of their correlation functions. Although the analysis of temporal
correlation is also an intriguing problem, we will confine ourselves to the study of the spatial correlation
function E{u(t, x+y/2)u(t, x− y/2)} and frequential correlation function E{û(t, ξ+η/2)û(t, ξ − η/2)},
where the Fourier transform û is defined in terms of its chaos expansion. These two correlation
functions are essentially equivalent, as they are related by the formula:

EW[u(t)](x, ξ) =

∫
e−2πiy·ξ

E{u(t, x+ y/2)u(t, x − y/2)}dy

=

∫
e+2πix·η

E{û(t, ξ + η/2)û(t, ξ − η/2)}dη.

The function W[u] is the Wigner distribution of u (see e.g., [16, 32, 45]). It will be specifically defined
in §5.3.2, and its expected value will be called the energy spectrum of u.

If u : R × Rd → H is a generalized stochastic process, then the energy spectrum EW[u] cannot
always be defined. In this case, one needs to implement the chaos cutoff Πn and consider the truncated
energy spectrum EW[Πnu] instead.

1.3.1. Scaling regimes. Wave turbulence theory conjectures that an ensemble of wavepackets whose
evolution is governed by a system with a weak nonlinearity should manifest collisional behaviors at
the kinetic time order Tkin. The linear part of the system, which is the underling linear Hamiltonian
equation, makes wavepackets propagate at their respective group velocities, as manifested by the
second term in equation (1.4) which will become significant at some transport time order Ttrans.
Respectively, these two time orders satisfy

Tkin ∼ λ−2, Ttrans ∼ ǫ−1.

Comparing their scales, we have the trichotomy of regimes:

(1) Tkin ∼ Ttrans, where collisions and transport of wavepackets are simultaneously observable;
(2) Tkin ≪ Ttrans, where only collisions are observable;
(3) Tkin ≫ Ttrans, where wavepackets disperse to infinity before the kinetic time order and therefore

do not effectively collide with each other.

We shall use the name effective dynamics to denote any asymptotic dynamics of the energy spectrum
at the kinetic time order EW[Πnu(t/λ

2)] under a certain thermodynamic limit:

(i) Weak nonlinearity limit: λ→ 0;
(ii) Large box limit: L→ ∞;

(iii) Narrow wavepacket limit: ǫ→ 0;
(iv) Infinite chaos limit: n→ ∞.

Clearly, only the first two scenarios of the trichotomy of time orders correspond to nontrivial
effective dynamics. We shall therefore require that Tkin . Ttrans, or equivalently ǫ . λ2. To simplify
the discussion, we will focus on the limit regimes prescribed by the scaling laws

(1.7) λ−2 = Lα, ǫ−1 = Lβ,

where 0 < α, β ≤ ∞, and state the results in terms of the fixed parameters α, β. At the endpoints,
we use the conventions that α = ∞ corresponds to the linear case λ = 0, and β = ∞ corresponds to
the periodic (or homogeneous) case ǫ = 0. We remark that in the notation of [7, 8, 10], the quantity
γ = α/2 represents the so-called scaling law, which plays a decisive role in the analysis, and is the
analog of the Boltzmann–Grad scaling law in Boltzmann’s kinetic theory [15, 17, 29].

With these notations, the aforementioned trichotomy corresponds respectively to the relations:
(1) α = β, (2) α < β, (3) α > β, and we shall consider only the cases where α ≤ β. In [7, 8, 10],
the case β = ∞ is studied for 0 < α ≤ 2, and the kinetic time order is reached, with an additional
arithmetic genericity assumption of the lattice Λ in the case α = 2. This genericity assumption is
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needed for number theoretic reasons whenever α ≥ 2. To avoid imposing such assumptions, we shall
restrict the regime to 0 < α < 2 for our main results (Theorems 1.2 and 1.3).

1.3.2. Space homogeneity. The phase randomization condition (1.6) implies the computation:

(1.8) EW[Πnu(t)](x, ξ) =





1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

EW
[
ΠnAk(t)

](
ǫx,

ξ − k

ǫ

) 1

ǫd
, ǫ > 0;

1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

E
∣∣ΠnAk(t)

∣∣2δk(ξ), ǫ = 0.

In the periodic case ǫ = 0, the energy spectrum EW[Πnu] is position-independent, leading to an effec-
tive dynamics that we refer to as (space) homogeneous. However, when ǫ > 0, the effective dynamics
may vary with respect to the position variable x, which we refer to as (space) inhomogeneous. In §1.3.3,
we further distinguish the inhomogeneous setting by introducing a (space) semi-homogeneous setting,
where the effective dynamics is inhomogeneous but the transport of wavepackets is not observable.

The homogeneous setting has been extensively investigated in various models, as evidenced by a
number of studies including [4–11, 14, 36, 41]. However, progress in the inhomogeneous setting has
been limited, with the exception of recent work by Ampatzoglou, Collot, and Germain [1] on NLS
with a quadratic nonlinearity, which only reaches subcritical times. In the stochastic setting, where
time-dependent forcing is permitted in the equation, Hannani, Rosenzweig, Staffilani, and Tran [18]
have made contributions to the study of a KdV-type equation, reaching the kinetic time. In an
ongoing project, we aim to extend the results in [7, 10] for NLS to the inhomogeneous setting, thus
contributing to the understanding of effective dynamics in this regime.

1.3.3. Wave kinetic equation. A formal analysis of wave turbulence theory for WNLS leads to the
conjecture that the effective dynamics of the energy spectrum at the kinetic time order is given by
the following wave kinetic equation:

(WK) (∂t + 1α=βk · ∇)Wk = 2

∫

Dk

δ
(
Ω(k)

) ∏

1≤j≤3

Wkj dk, k ∈ R
d,

where Wk are functions of (t, x), the factor Ω(k) is defined in (1.5), and Dk is the set of all k =
(k1, k2, k3) ∈ R

3d such that k1 − k2 + k3 = k. The Kronecker delta 1α=β can be thought of as a
“switch” that toggles the transport effect on and off in the equation, depending on the scaling regimes
that we are working with. As a result, the WK equation provides a combined description of the
effective dynamics in both homogeneous and inhomogeneous settings. It is important to compare
WK with the wave kinetic equation for NLS which, in the homogeneous setting, is given by:

(1.9)
d

dt
Nk = 2

∫

Dk

δ
(
Ω(k)

)
NkNk1Nk2Nk3

( 1

Nk
− 1

Nk1

+
1

Nk2

− 1

Nk3

)
dk, k ∈ R

d.

Within (1.9), there exist four cubic integrands in the collision integral: Nk1Nk2Nk3 , NkNk2Nk3 ,
NkNk1Nk3 , and NkNk1Nk2 . In WK however, there is only one such integrand, specificallyWk1Wk2Wk3 ,
which takes on the same form as the first integrand in (1.9). The reason for this difference, which
will become more evident in our derivation in §6 and §7, is due to the absence of self-interactions in
WNLS, for the last three integrands in (1.9) all arise from self-interactions.

We are now ready to state our first main result on the wave turbulence theory of WNLS:

Theorem 1.2. Let d ≥ 3, α ∈ (0, 2), β ∈ [α,∞], and assume that φ̂ ∈ C∞
c (R2d). Let (Ak)k∈Zd

L

be the global solution to (1.4) given by Theorem 1.1. Then there exists T > 0 and a smooth map
[−T, T ]× R

2d ∋ (t, x, k) 7→ Wk(t, x) ∈ R such that, under the scaling law (1.7), there holds

(1.10) lim
n→∞

lim
L→∞

sup
|t|≤T

sup
k∈Zd

L

∥∥E
∣∣ΠnAk

∣∣2(t/λ2, ·
)
−Wk(t, ·)

∥∥
L∞ = 0.

Moreover (Wk)k∈Rd solves WK with initial condition:

(1.11) Wk(0, x) =
∣∣φ(x, k)

∣∣2, if β <∞; Wk(0, x) =
∣∣φ(0, k)

∣∣2, if β = ∞.

Next, let u be given by (1.3). For all χ ∈ C∞
c (R2d), define

〈n|χ|n〉(t) =
∫∫

χ(x, ξ)EW[Πnu]
(
t/λ2,1ǫ 6=0 · x/ǫ, ξ

)
dxdξ,
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where we shall omit the position variable from the energy spectrum EW[Πnu] when ǫ = 0 as it is
x-independent in that case. Then, under the scaling law (1.7), there holds

(1.12) lim
n→∞

lim
L→∞

sup
|t|≤T

∣∣∣〈n|χ|n〉(t)−
∫∫

χ(x, k)Wk(t, x) dxdk
∣∣∣ = 0.

The results of Theorem 1.2 can be summarized as follows and also in Table 1.1. If β = ∞, then
we are in the periodic case and the effective dynamics are homogeneous and independent of x. When
β = α, i.e., Tkin = Ttrans, one sees the transport of wavepackets and the effective dynamics is clearly
inhomogeneous. When α < β, i.e., Tkin < Ttrans, even though one does not observe the transport
of wavepackets, the effective dynamics is not homogeneous. In that case, the trace of Wk at each
position satisfies the homogeneous wave kinetic equation (i.e., the one without the transport term),
but the initial condition depends on the position. We shall therefore refer to this scenario as the
semi-homogeneous setting.

Scaling law β = α α < β <∞ β = ∞
Collision Yes Yes Yes
Transport Yes No No

Space homogeneity Inhomogeneous Semi-homogeneous Homogeneous

Table 1.1. Relation between scaling law and space homogeneity

In the limit (1.10), we take the limit n → ∞ at the very end so as to avoid the infinite chaos
divergence discussed in §1.1.3. In fact, the proof will show that almost all terms in the Dyson series
of E|ΠnAk|2 vanish after letting L → ∞. The remaining terms sum up to the n-th Duhamel iterate
of WK and thus converge to its solution as n → ∞. It is natural to consider the weak convergence
of the energy spectrum EW[Πnu] and it is generally impossible to give the weak convergence (1.12) a
strong sense. Indeed, as ǫ → 0, the support of the wavepacket ensemble shrinks—in the momentum
space—to the lattice Zd

L; equivalently, as per (1.8), one immediately observes that this convergence
involves a measure theoretical approximation of EW[Πnu] by a sum of Dirac masses.

1.3.4. Finer effective dynamics. A major novelty of this work is the discovery of a more sophisticated
effective dynamics of the energy spectrum. This is reflected in a refined version of the WK equation,
which we believe has not been previously discovered or explored in the literature.

The kinetic limit exhibited in Theorem 1.2 involves the following approximation as ǫ→ 0:

EW
[
ΠnAk(t)

](
x,
ξ − k

ǫ

) 1

ǫd
≈ E

∣∣ΠnAk

∣∣2(t, x)δk(ξ),

which results in the loss of all frequential information for the profile Ak. Surprisingly, we have
discovered that it is possible to retain this information when ǫ > 0. To reveal such finer structures,
we need to widen the narrow wavepackets by introducing a subordinate wavenumber

ζ =
ξ − k

ǫ
,

and consider the asymptotic dynamics of the energy spectrum EW[ΠnAk(t)](x, ζ) instead of the
variance E|ΠnAk|2(t, x). Equivalently, this amounts to test the solution u against observables of the
form χ(x, ξ, (ξ− k)/ǫ). It is worth noting that while E|ΠnAk|2 describes the mass distribution of Πnu
in the phase space R2d, the energy spectrum EW[ΠnAk] captures a more detailed mass distribution
in R3d by performing a second microlocalization at the wavenumber k ∈ Zd

L. We shall show that such
second microlocalization can be retained in the kinetic limit, and is reflected in the following WK-2
equation as a refinement to WK:

(WK-2) (∂t + 1α=βk · ∇)Ek,ζ = 2

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
(∫

Dζ

∏

1≤j≤3

Ekj ,ζj dζ
)
dk, (k, ζ) ∈ R

2d,

where Ek,ζ is a function of (t, x). Note that in WK-2, the collision integral describes not only collisions
in terms of the wavenumber variable k, but also in terms of the subordinate wavenumber variable ζ.
As such, it describes a more elaborate energy transfer mechanism among wavepackets. Of course, this
is a phenomena unique to ensembles of wavepackets that are not plane waves.
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Theorem 1.3. Let d ≥ 3, let α ∈ (0, 2), β ∈ [α,∞], and assume that φ̂ ∈ C∞
c (R2d). Let (Ak)k∈Zd

L

be the global solution to (1.4) given by Theorem 1.1. Then there exists T > 0 and a smooth map
[−T, T ]× R3d ∋ (t, x, k, ζ) 7→ Ek,ζ(t, x), such that under the scaling law (1.7), there holds

(1.13) lim
n→∞

lim
L→∞

sup
|t|≤T

sup
k∈Zd

L

sup
ζ∈Rd

∥∥EW
[
ΠnAk

(
t/λ2

)]
(·, ζ)− Ek,ζ(t, ·)

∥∥
L∞ = 0.

Moreover (Ek,ζ)(k,ζ)∈R2d solves WK-2 with initial condition

(1.14) Ek,ζ(0, x) = W[φ(·, k)](x, ζ).
Next, let u be given by (1.3) and assume in addition that β > 1. For all χ ∈ C∞

c (R3d), define

〈n|χ|n〉k(t) =
∫∫

χ
(
x, ξ,

ξ − k

ǫ

)
EW[Πnu]

(
t/λ2, x/ǫ, ξ

)
dxdξ.

Then under the scaling law (1.7), there holds

(1.15) lim
n→∞

lim
L→∞

sup
|t|≤T

sup
k∈Zd

L

∣∣∣Ld〈n|χ|n〉k(t)−
∫∫

χ(x, k, ζ)Ek,ζ(t, x) dxdζ
∣∣∣ = 0.

In the limit (1.15), we require the condition β > 1 so that, after a chaos cutoff, the wavepackets
are essentially disjoint in the momentum space. This allows us to extract the information of any
wavepacket by second microlocalizing u at the corresponding wavenumber. From a physical point of
view, recall that the case when β = ∞ corresponds to the homogeneous periodic limit, so one can
understand the regime β > 1 as being close to homogeneous. This disjointedness condition allows
one to separate the wavepackets from others in the Fourier space and is vital in the second microlocal
procedure that extracts information of u from that of Ak. One can also consider WK-2 as a lift of
WK to R3d, in that WK can be recovered by formally integrating WK-2 in ζ:

Wk =

∫
Ek,ζ dζ.

Let us also remark that the weak convergence (1.15) can be given a strong sense because, by zooming
into the second microlocal regime, the measure theoretical approximation as discussed below Theo-
rem 1.2 can be more finely characterized as a pointwise approximation of profile functions. Indeed,
our proof suggests that, if β > 1, then for some R > 0,

lim
n→∞

lim
L→∞

sup
|t|≤T

sup
k∈Zd

L

sup
x∈Rd

sup
|ζ|≤nR

|(ǫL)dEW[Πnu](t/λ
2, x/ǫ, k + ǫζ)− Ek,ζ(t, x)| = 0.

Let us conclude by revisiting Figure 1.1, which provides a summary and visualization of our main
results. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first attempt to elucidate the connections among
various regimes of the wave turbulence theory. Moreover, our work unveils for the first time the second
microlocal kinetic limit WK-2.

Organization of the paper. In §2, we review some combinatorial preliminaries—trees and couples—
for the diagrammatic expansion of solutions to WNLS and their energy spectra. In §3, we analyze some
oscillatory functionals which arise from iterating WNLS, and estimate their asymptotic behaviors in
the large box limit. In §4, we obtain a lattice counting estimate which is essential in proving that
most of the terms from the iteration give negligible contributions to the effective dynamics. In §5,
we give diagrammatic expansions to solutions of WNLS and their energy spectra. In §6, we prove
Theorem 1.2 in the homogeneous setting. In §7, we prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 in the inhomogeneous
and semi-homogeneous setting. Readers are also advised to refer to a list of symbols provided at the
end of the paper for their convenience.
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2. Trees and couples

In this section, we introduce some combinatorial preliminaries for the Feynman diagrammatic
expansion of solutions to WNLS and their energy spectra. Similar concepts have been used in previous
works such as [7–9, 34, 35]. However, necessary and nontrivial adaptations shall be made to fit the
Wick renormalized equation and the inhomogeneous setting we are working with. After introducing
the notions of trees and couples in §2.1 for this problem, we introduce the new concepts of conjugate
nodes and irreducible couples which are essential in the characterization of decorations on couples
presented in §2.3 and in the study of topological structures of couples presented in §2.4.

2.1. Ternary trees. In §5.2, we will solve the Cauchy problem of WNLS by iteratively apply
Duhamel’s principle. Due to the cubic nature of the nonlinearity, this iterative scheme can be com-
pletely illustrated using ternary trees.

Definition 2.1. A ternary tree τ is a rooted tree where each non-leaf (or branching) node b has three
children which we distinguish as left, middle, and right or (b[1], b[2], b[3]). We say that a node m is
a descendent of another node n (or that n is an ancestor of m) if m belongs to the subtree rooted at
n. This gives a strict partial order ≺ on τ under which there exists a unique maximum element given
by the root node rτ and for every m ∈ τ\{rτ }, the set {n ∈ τ : m ≺ n} admits a unique minimum mp,
which is the parent node mp of m. If n ∈ τ is a minimum node, then n is a leaf node of τ , otherwise it
is a branching node of τ . The set of all leaf nodes of τ is denoted by Lτ and the set of all branching
nodes of τ is denoted by Bτ .

For all n ∈ N, we define T +
n resp. T −

n to be set of all positive resp. negative ternary trees of order
n and set Tn = T +

n ∪ T −
n . We also denote

T
± =

⋃

n∈N

T
±
n , T =

⋃

n∈N

Tn.

Definition 2.2. A sign function on a ternary tree τ is a map ι : τ → {+1,−1} such that ιb[j] =

ιb(−1)j+1 for all b ∈ Bτ and for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 3. A ternary tree equipped with a sign function is a signed
ternary tree. If τ is a signed ternary tree and n ∈ τ , then n is positive resp. negative if ιn = +1 resp.
ιn = −1. The sign of τ is ιτ = ιrτ . The ternary tree τ is positive resp. negative ternary if ιτ = +1
resp. ιτ = −1. In addition, we define the polarity of τ to be the complex number

ςτ =
∏

b∈Bτ

iιb.

In Table 2.1 we list all elements in T ±
n when n = 1, 2, 3. In these figures, we use a solid bullet •

denote a positive node and use a hollow circle ◦ to denote a negative node. For every branching node,
its three children numbered 1, 2, 3 are respectively the left node, the middle node, and the right node
below it that are directly connected to it.

T σ
n n = 0 n = 1 n = 2

σ = +

σ = −

Table 2.1. The set T ±
n when n = 0, 1, 2

Definition 2.3 (New trees from old). If τ, τ ′ ∈ T and l ∈ Lτ such that ιl = ιτ ′ , then by attaching rτ
′
to

l we obtain a new signed ternary tree τ⊗lτ
′. Conversely, if τ ∈ T and n ∈ τ , then τ̌n = {m ∈ τ : m � n}

and τ̂n = {m ∈ τ : m 6≺ n} are both signed ternary trees and we have τ = τ̌n ⊗n τ̂n. See Figure 2.1(A).
For all τ1, τ2, τ3 ∈ T with (ιτ1 , ιτ2 , ιτ3) = (±1,∓1,±1), there exists a unique τ := ⊗(τ1, τ2, τ3) ∈ T ±

such that (τrτ [1], τrτ [2], τrτ [3]) = (τ1, τ2, τ3). Moreover, if τj ∈ Tnj for 1 ≤ j ≤ 3, then τ ∈ T ±
n where

n = n1 + n2 + n3 + 1. See Figure 2.1(B).
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τ

l

τ ′

(a) τ ⊗l τ
′

τ1

τ2

τ3

(b) ⊗(τ1, τ2, τ3)

Figure 2.1. Tree planting

2.2. Couples. When computing the energy spectrum of the solution, we use Wick’s theorem (5.14)
and reduce the calculations to all possible pairings between ternary trees. This leads to the definition
of couples. As a consequence of the Wick renormalization, no self-interactions shall appear in pairings,
in contrast to the non-renormalized model studied in [7, 8].

Definition 2.4. For all n ∈ N, we denote T ∗
n = T +

n × T −
n . We also denote T ∗ =

⋃
n∈N T ∗

n . If

τ∗ = (τ+, τ−) ∈ T ∗, then we denote Lτ∗ = Lτ+ ∪ Lτ− , Bτ∗ = Bτ+ ∪Bτ− and rτ
∗
= {rτ+ , rτ−}. We

also denote ςτ∗ = ςτ+ςτ− . A pairing ℘ of τ∗ ∈ T ∗ is a partition of Lτ∗ into doubletons, which are

called leaf pairs, such that for any p ∈ ℘, there holds that p 6⊂ Lτ± and ι(p) = {+1,−1} for all p ∈ ℘.
The set of all pairings of τ∗ is denoted by Pτ∗ .

Definition 2.5. A couple is an element q = (τ∗, ℘) with τ∗ ∈ T ∗ and ℘ ∈ Pτ∗ . If τ∗ ∈ T ∗
n , then q

has order n. There is a unique couple with order zero and it is called the trivial couple. The set of
all couples with order n is denoted by Kn. We also denote K =

⋃
n∈N Kn. If q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K , then

we shall denote Bq = Bτ∗ , Lq = Lτ∗ and ςq = ςτ∗ . By abusing the notation, we shall also use q to
denote the finite set τ+ ∪ τ− when there is no ambiguity.

In Table 2.2, we list all elements in K0 and K1. In these figures, we use dotted curves to connect
leaf nodes paired to each other.

K0 K1

Table 2.2. The set Kn when n = 0, 1

2.2.1. Conjugate nodes and irreducible couples. There is a factorization structure for the set of all
couples, which allows us to form general couples from irreducible couples. In fact, as we shall see in
Lemma 2.9, by attaching a couple to a leaf pair p of another couple, one obtains a new couple. In this
new couple, elements of p may no longer be leaves but we can still consider them as “paired” in the
sense that they exhibit some behaviors that all leaf pairs have. To make precise of this observation,
we introduce conjugate nodes.

Definition 2.6. Let q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K . For all p = {l+, l−} ∈ ℘, denote by Ap the set of all n ∈ q such
that either n � l+ or n � l−. Two nodes m, n ∈ q are conjugate and we denote m ∼ n if for all p ∈ ℘
we have either {m, n} ⊂ Ap or {m, n} ⊂ q\Ap.

Lemma 2.7. If q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K and m, n ∈ q such that m 6= n and m ∼ n, then m and n belong to
different trees and have opposite signs. Moreover, if h ∈ q such that m ∼ n ∼ h, then h ∈ {m, n}.
Therefore, every conjugate class contains either one or two nodes.

Proof. Because m 6= n, there exists l ∈ Lq such that l ≺ m and l 6≺ n. Let p = {l, l′} ∈ ℘. Because
m ∼ n and m ∈ Ap, we have n ∈ Ap. Since l 6≺ n, we must have l′ ∈ n. Now that l and l′ belong to
different trees, the nodes m and n must also belong to different trees. Therefore the pairing ℘ assigns
every leaf l ≺ m uniquely to a leaf l′ ∈ n with an opposite sign and vice versa. We then deduce that
m and n must have opposite signs. If m ∼ n ∼ h, then at least two nodes among m,n, and h have the
same sign and these two nodes must therefore be equal. �
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Definition 2.8. If q ∈ K , then Cq is the set of all conjugate classes of q with πq : q → Cq being the
canonical quotient map. We decompose Cq = C

q
1 ∪ C

q
2 where C

q
1 consists of singletons and C

q
2 consists

of doubletons.

Lemma 2.9. Let qj = (τ∗j , ℘j) ∈ K with j ∈ {0, 1} and let p = {l+, l−} ∈ ℘0. Let σ± = ± if l± ∈ τ±0

and let σ± = ∓ if l± ∈ τ∓0 . By attaching (and thus identifying) rτ
+
1 with l+ and rτ

−
1 with l−, we obtain

a new couple q0 ⊗p q1 = (τ∗, ℘) with Cq0⊗pq1 = Cq0 ∪ Cq1 by letting

τ± = τ±0 ⊗lσ± τ
σ±

1 , ℘ = ℘0 ∪ ℘1\{p}.
Conversely, let q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K and let c = {n+, n−} ∈ C

q
2. Let σ± = ± if n± ∈ τ± and let σ± = ∓ if

n± ∈ τ∓. Denote τ̂± = τ̂
σ±

n±
and τ̌± = τ̌

σ±

n±
and let

q̂c = (τ̂∗, ℘\2Lτ̂∗ ∪ {c}), q̌c = (τ̌∗, ℘ ∩ 2L
τ̂∗

)

Then q̂c, q̌c ∈ K and q = q̌c ⊗c q̂c.

Proof. The first half of the lemma is self explanatory. To prove the second half, it suffices to observe

that for all p ∈ ℘, we have either p ∈ 2L
τ̂∗

or p ∈ ℘\2Lτ̂∗

. �

Definition 2.10. A couple q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K \K0 is irreducible if Cq
2 = {rτ∗}∪℘. The set of irreducible

subcouples of q ∈ K , denoted by Iq is defined recursively as follows:

(1) If q ∈ K0, then Iq = ∅.
(2) If q is irreducible, then Iq = {q}.
(3) If q = q1 ⊗c q2 for some c ⊂ C

q
2, then Iq = Iq1 ∪ Iq2 .

One verifies that Iq is well-defined because it is independent of the choice of c ∈ C
q
2. In Figure 2.2

we give two examples of couples factorized into irreducible subcouples. In these examples, nodes
connected by dashed lines are attached together and nodes connected by dotted lines are conjugate
to each other.

(a) Conjugate nodes (b) A regular couple

Figure 2.2. Examples of couple factorization

2.2.2. Regular couples. In [7], regular couples were defined as the leading diagrams of the Feynman
diagrammatic expansions, which makes them the only couples that contribute to the wave kinetic
equations. In fact, it is shown that couples that are not regular either have a negligible contribution
or cancel among themselves. For WNLS, only couples that are not self-interactive are taken into
considerations. Therefore, in this paper, regular couples are defined as follows.

Definition 2.11. The regular index of a couple q ∈ K is defined by

ind(q) = card(Iq\K1).

A couple q is regular if ind(q) = 0. The set of all regular couples is denoted by K reg. For all n ∈ N,
we denote K

reg
n = K reg ∩ Kn.

Clearly K
reg
0 = K0 and K

reg
1 = K1. If n ≥ 2, then K

reg
n is a proper subset of Kn. In Figure 2.2b,

we give an example of a regular couple.
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Lemma 2.12. Let q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K . For all σ ∈ {+1,−1} and for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, let cσj =

{r+j , r−2+σ(j−2)}. Then q ∈ K reg if and only if either one of the following statements holds:

(1) {c+1 , c+2 , c+3 } ⊂ Cq and {q̌c+1 , q̌c+2 , q̌c+3 } ⊂ K reg,

(2) {c−1 , c−2 , c−3 } ⊂ Cq and {q̌c−1 , q̌c−2 , q̌c−3 } ⊂ K reg.

Conversely, for all q1, q2, q3 ∈ K reg and for all σ ∈ {+1,−1}, there exists a unique regular couple
q := ⊗σ(q1, q2, q3) such that q̌cσj = qj for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Proof. Suppose that q ∈ K
reg
n . The lemma clearly holds when n = 1. The general case follows by

induction and the definition of the regular couple. �

Remark 2.13. The lemma above describes the structure of regular couples. As a consequence, if
q ∈ K reg, then we can naturally equip Iq with a strict partial order which makes it a tree (in fact
Iq will be a ternary tree with child nodes not ordered). To do this, we first give a strict partial order
on C

q
2 by setting {b+1 , b−1 } ≺ {b+2 , b+2 } if either b±1 ≺ b±2 or b±1 ≺ b∓2 . Then the strict partial order on

Iq is defined via the identification Iq ∋ r 7→ Br ∈ C
q
2.

Lemma 2.14. For all n ∈ N, we have

card(T ±
n ) =

1

2n
card(K reg

n ) =
1

2n+ 1

(
3n

n

)
. 33n/22n.

Proof. Note that card(T ±
0 ) = card(K reg

0 ) = 1. By Definition 2.3 and Lemma 2.12, we have

card(T ±
n ) =

∑

n1+n2+n3=n−1

∏

1≤j≤3

card(T ±
nj
), card(K reg

n ) = 2
∑

n1+n2+n3=n−1

∏

1≤j≤3

card(K reg
nj

).

Therefore, the identity in the lemma follows from the definition of the generalized Catalan number,
and the estimate follows from Stirling’s approximation. �

2.3. Decorations. We introduce two types of decorations, type D and type C . Type D decorations
have been used in [7–9] to describe collisions among Fourier modes. However, type D decorations
are insufficient in describing interactions among wavepackets due to the space inhomogeneity. We
therefore introduce type C decorations as a canonical algebraic complement of D decorations to
complete the picture of interactions, as will be shown in Lemma 5.12.

In the following of this section, we let G be an additive Abelian group.

Definition 2.15. If τ ∈ T , then Dτ (G) and C τ (G) are respectively sets of all maps from τ to G such
that: if ζ ∈ Dτ (G), η ∈ C τ (G), and ι is any sign function on τ , then for all b ∈ Bτ ,

(2.1) ιbζb =
∑

np=b

ιnζn, ηb =
∑

np=b

ηn.

If ζ, η ∈ G, then Dτ
ζ (G) is the set of all ζ ∈ Dτ (G) with ζrτ = ζ, and C τ

η (G) is the set of all η ∈ C τ (G)
with ηrτ = η.

If τ∗ ∈ T ∗, then Dτ∗(G) is the set of all maps ζ : q → G with ζ|τ± ∈ Dτ± and C τ∗(G) is the set

of all maps η : q → G with η|τ± ∈ C τ±(G). If ζ± ∈ G, then Dτ∗

ζ+,ζ−(G) is the set of all ζ ∈ Dτ∗(G)
such that ζ

rτ
± = ζ±. If q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K , then Dq(G) is the set of ζ ∈ Dτ∗(G) with ζl+ = ζl− for

all p = {l+, l−} ∈ ℘, and C q(G) is the set of all η ∈ C τ∗(G) with ηl+ = ηl− for all p = {l+, l−} ∈ ℘.
If ζ, η ∈ G, then D

q
ζ (G) is the set of all ζ ∈ Dq(G) with ζ

rτ
+ = ζ

rτ
− = ζ and C

q
η (G) is the set of all

η ∈ C q(G) with η
rτ

+ = η
rτ

− = η.

Lemma 2.16. If τ ∈ T and ζ ∈ Dτ (G), η ∈ C τ (G), then for all n ∈ τ , we have

(2.2) ιnζn =
∑

l∈Lτ

ιlζl1n�l, ηn =
∑

l∈Lτ

ηl1n�l.

Consequently, if q ∈ K and ζ ∈ Dq(G), η ∈ C q(G), then for all n ∈ q, we have

(2.3) ιnζn =
∑

p={l+,l−}∈℘

(1n�l+ − 1n�l−)ζ
♭
p, ηn =

∑

p={l+,l−}∈℘

(1n�l+ + 1n�l−)η
♭
p,

where for all p = {l+, l−} ∈ ℘, we denote ζ♭p = ζl+ = ζl− and η♭
p = ηl+ = ηl−.
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Proof. The identity (2.2) follows from (2.1) and the mathematical induction on the order of the tree.
To prove (2.2), it suffices to note that if q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K and n ∈ q, then

ιnζn =
∑

l∈Lτ+

ιlζl1n�l +
∑

l∈Lτ−

ιlζl1n�l =
∑

p={l+,l−}∈℘

(ιl+ζl+1n�l+ + ιl−ζl−1n�l−),

ηn =
∑

l∈Lτ+

ηl+ +
∑

l∈Lτ−

ηl− =
∑

p={l+,l−}∈℘

(ηl+1n�l+ + ηl−1n�l−). �

Corollary 2.17. If q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K and m, n ∈ q, then m ∼ n if and only if either one of the
following two statements hold:

(1) ζm = ζn for all additive Abelian group G and for all ζ ∈ Dq(G);
(2) ηm = ηn for all additive Abelian group G and for all η ∈ C q(G).

Consequently, if q ∈ K and c ∈ C
q
2, then for all Abelian group G and for all ζ ∈ Dq(G), η ∈ C q(G),

we have ζ|q̂c ∈ D q̂c(G), ζ|q̌c ∈ D q̌c(G), η|q̂c ∈ C q̂c(G), η|q̌c ∈ C q̌c(G).
Proof. By Lemma 2.7, if m ∼ n and m 6= n, then m and n have opposite signs and belong to opposite
trees. Therefore, for all p = {l+, l−} ∈ ℘, we have

ιm(1m�l+ − 1m�l−) = ιn(1n�l+ − 1n�l−), 1m�l+ + 1m�l− = 1n�l+ + 1m�l− .

We thus obtain (1) and (2) by Lemma 2.16. Conversely, let ζ ∈ Dq(Z℘) resp. η ∈ C q(Z℘) be such

that (ζ♭p)p′ = (η♭
p)p′ = 1p=p′ for all p, p

′ ∈ ℘. If m, n ∈ q is such that ζm = ζn resp. ηm = ηn, then by

Lemma 2.16, for all p = {l+, l−} ∈ ℘, we have

ιm(1m�l+ − 1m�l−) = (ζm)p = (ζn)p = ιn(1n�l+ − 1n�l−),

resp. 1m�l+ + 1m�l− = (ηm)p = (ηn)p = 1n�l+ + 1n�l− .

Therefore 1m�l+ ±1m�l− and 1n�l+ ±1n�l− are either both vanishing, so that {m, n} ⊂ q\Ap, or both
non-vanishing, so that {m, n} ⊂ Ap. We thus obtain m ∼ n from Definition 2.6. �

As a consequence of Corollary 2.17, elements in Dq(G) or C q(G) can be pushed down by the quotient

map πq to maps from Cq to G. In fact, if ζ ∈ Dq(G) and η ∈ C q(G), then these maps extend ζ♭ and η♭

(which are defined in Lemma 2.16) from ℘ to the whole Cq. With an abuse of notation, let us denote

by ζ♭ and η♭ the maps from Cq to G such that

ζ♭ ◦ πq = ζ, η♭ ◦ πq = η.

2.4. Topological structure. We give two topological structures on every couple. They are closely
related to each other and crucial in connecting the linear relations of resonance functions defined §4.1
with the irreducible factorization of couples.

Definition 2.18. If q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K , then Tq is the topology on q generated by {Ap}p∈℘ and Iq is
the topology on Bq generated by {Br}r∈Iq .

Lemma 2.19. If q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K , then (Cq, πqTq) is a Kolmogorov space. In fact, if c, c′ ∈ Cq

and c 6= c′, then there exists p ∈ ℘ such that Ap separates c and c′, i.e., we have either c ⊂ Ap and
c′ ∩ Ap = ∅ or c′ ⊂ Ap and c ∩ Ap = ∅.
Proof. This follows directly from Definition 2.6 and Definition 2.18. �

Lemma 2.20. If q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K , then Uq = {Ap1 ∩ Ap2}p1,p2∈℘ is a base for Tq. In fact, for all
nonempty P ⊂ ℘, we have

⋂
p∈P Ap ∈ Uq.

Proof. By mathematical induction, it suffices prove the lemma when P is a tripleton. Write P =
{a, b, c}. Observe that for any σ ∈ {+,−}, at least two nodes among min{Aa ∩ Ab ∩ τσ}, min{Ab ∩
Ac ∩ τσ} and min{Ac ∩ Aa ∩ τσ} are the same. Therefore, there exists subsets C+ and C− of
{{a, b}, {b, c}, {c, a}} with card(C±) = 2 such that if Q± = {f±, g±} ∈ C±, then

Aa ∩ Ab ∩ Ac ∩ τ± = Af± ∩ Ag± ∩ τ±.
Because C± are subsets of a tripleton and card(C±) = 2, we always have C+ ∩ C− 6= ∅. Let
{p1, p2} ∈ C+∩C−, then Aa ∩Ab∩Ac∩ τ± = Ap1 ∩Ap2 ∩ τ±. Consequently, we have Aa∩Ab ∩Ac =
Ap1 ∩ Ap2 ∈ Uq. �
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Figure 2.3. An example of Ap1 ∩ Ap2

In Figure 2.3 we show an example of Ap1 ∩Ap2 , where p1 and p2 are marked by double dotted lines
and Ap1 ∩ Ap2 consist of square nodes.

Lemma 2.21. Let q ∈ K . For all n ∈ q, let Γq
n be the ℘× ℘ matrix such that

Γq
n(p1, p2) = (1n�l+1

− 1n�l−1
)(1n�l+2

− 1n�l−2
)

for all p1 = {l+1 , l−1 } and p2 = {l+2 , l−2 } in ℘. For all λ : q → C, the following three statements are
equivalent: (1)

∑
n∈c λn = 0 for all c ∈ Cq; (2)

∑
n∈B

λn = 0 for all B ∈ Uq; (3)
∑

n∈q λnΓ
q
n = 0.

Proof. Observe that if p1 = {l+1 , l−1 }, p2 = {l+2 , l−2 } ∈ ℘ and B = Ap1 ∩ Ap2 ∈ Uq, then
∑

n∈q

λnΓ
q
n(p1, p2) =

∑

n∈B

λn(1n�l+1
− 1n�l−1

)(1n�l+2
− 1n�l−2

) = ιp1ιp2
∑

n∈B

λn,

where ιpj = 1l+j ∈τ+ for j ∈ {1, 2}. Consequently, the statements (2) and (3) are equivalent and it

suffices to show that teh statements (1) and (2) are equivalent. By Definition 2.6 and Lemma 2.7,
every B ∈ Uq is a disjoint union of elements in Cq. Therefore (1) implies (2).

Next we show that (2) implies (1). Let S be the set of all B ∈ Uq such that
∑

n∈c λn 6= 0 for some
c ∈ πqB. Suppose that (1) is untrue, then S 6= ∅. In fact, if c ∈ Cq violates (1) and c ∈ Ap for some
p ∈ ℘, then Ap ∩ Ap ∈ S. Now fix any B ∈ S which minimizes card(πqB) and fix any c ∈ πqB
which violates (1). The condition (2) implies the existence of an element c′ ∈ πqB\{c} which also
violates (1). By Lemma 2.19, there exists p ∈ ℘ such that Ap separates c and c′. Assume without
losing generality that c ∈ Ap. Then c ⊂ B ∩ Ap ∈ S. Now that c′ /∈ πq(B ∩ Ap), we thus have

card(πq(B ∩ Ap)) < card(πqB),

which contradicts the minimizing property of B. �

Corollary 2.22. Let q ∈ K and let µ be a map from Bq to C. Then
∑

b∈Bq

µb

(
ιbΓ

q
b −

∑

np=b

ιnΓ
q
n

)
= 0

if and only if µ is locally constant with respect to the topology Iq. This means that for all r ∈ Iq and
for all b1, b2 ∈ Br ⊂ Bq, we have µb1 = µb2 .

Proof. Using the convention that µnp = 0 if n is a root and µn = 0 if n ∈ Lq. Then
∑

b∈Bq

µb

(
ιbΓ

q
b −

∑

np=b

ιnΓ
q
n

)
=

∑

n∈q

ιn(µn − µnq)Γ
q
n.

By Lemma 2.21, the above sum is zero if and only if for all c ∈ Cq we have

(2.4)
∑

n∈c

ιn(µn − µnq) = 0,

or equivalently, if c = {n} ∈ C
q
1, then µn = µnq , and if c = {n+, n−} ∈ C

q
2, then µn+ − µn− =

µ(n+)p −µ(n−)p . When q = (τ∗, ℘) is irreducible, by Definition 2.10, this is equivalent to the conditions

that µ
rτ

+ = µ
rτ

− and µb = µ
rτ

± for all b ∈ Bτ± , which is clearly equivalent to µ being constant
on Bq. The general case follows by mathematical induction on the order of q. Assume that (2.4)
implies that µ is locally constant with respect to Iq when the order of q is < n. Now, let q ∈ Kn be an
irreducible couple and write q = q1⊗cq2 for some c ∈ C

q
2 such that both q1 and q2 are nontrivial and q2 is

irreducible, then by the induction hypothesis, the function µ|Bq1 is locally constant with respect to Iq1 .
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Moreover, writing q2 = (τ∗2 , ℘2), then µb = µ
r
τ±
2

when b ∈ Bτ±2 and µ
r
τ+
2
−µ

r
τ−
2

= µ
(rτ

+
2 )p

−µ
(rτ

−
2 )p

= 0

because the (rτ
±
2 )p ∈ Bq1 . This shows that µ|Bq

2
is constant and therefore µ is locally constant with

respect to Iq. �

3. Oscillatory sums and integrals

The purpose of this section is to analyze the oscillatory functionals defined in Definition 3.1. Esti-
mates and asymptotic behaviors of these functionals are essential in the study of the large box limit
L→ ∞ for regular couples.

Definition 3.1. For n ≥ 1 and d ≥ 1, denote for simplicity Xn,d = Rn × (R2d)n. For all L ∈ (0,∞],
the linear function SL on S (Xn,d) is defined by

SL(Φ) =





1

L2nd

∑

z∈(Z2d
L )n

∫

Rn

e2πis·̟(z)Φ(s,z) ds, L <∞;

∫∫

Xn,d

e2πis·̟(z)Φ(s,z) dsdz, L = ∞,

where the phase factor ̟ = (̟j)1≤j≤n : (R2d)n → Rn is defined by setting ̟j(z) = xj · yj if
z = (xj,yj)1≤j≤n and s ·̟(z) is defined as an inner product in R

n.

In this section, we shall fix α ∈ (0, 2) and write γ = Lα for simplicity. We define the scaling
operator θL on C∞(Xn,d) by setting θLΦ(s,z) = Φ(s/γ,z). We also denote by θ∞ the trace operator
defined by θ∞Φ(z) = Φ(0,z).

3.1. Estimates of upper bounds. We first obtain upper bounds for SL in both the cases L < ∞
and L = ∞. The following lemma will be frequently used.

Lemma 3.2. For all ξ,z ∈ (R2d)n, let ψξ(z) = e2πiξ·z. For Φ ∈ C∞(Xn,d) and χ ∈ C∞
c (Xn,d),

denote Φ̂χ
ξ (s,z) = χ(s,z)Φ̂(s, ξ), where Φ̂(s, ·) is the Fourier transform of Φ(s, ·). Then for all

L ∈ (0,∞], we have the identity

SL(χΦ) =

∫

(R2d)n
SL(ψξΦ̂

χ
ξ ) dξ.

Proof. It suffices to plug the following identity into SL(χΦ):

(χΦ)(s,z) = χ(s,z)

∫

(R2d)n
e2πiξ·zΦ̂(s, ξ) dξ. �

When L < ∞, we estimate the oscillatory sum SL functional by transforming it into expressions
involving Gauss sums. Then we use the following Hua’s lemma borrowed from [7].

Lemma 3.3. For all s, r ∈ R, h ∈ Z and x ≥ 0, we denote by Gh(s, r, x) the Gauss sum

Gh(s, r, x) =
∑

h≤n≤h+⌊x⌋

eπi(sn
2+rn).

Then for all N ∈ N\{0}, we have the uniform estimates

sup
r∈R

sup
h∈Z

‖Gh(·, r,N)‖4L4 . N2 log(1 +N), sup
r∈R

sup
h∈Z

‖Gh(·, r,N)‖6L6 . N4.

Proposition 3.4. Let d ≥ 3, n ≥ 1, δ ∈ (0, 2 − α). If L ≥ 1, then for all (u, ξ) ∈ Xn,d and all
Φ ∈ L∞W 2d,1 ∩ L1L∞ such that suppΦ ⊂ R

n ×B for some bounded B ⊂ (R2d)n, we have

(3.1) sup
(u,ξ)∈Xn,d

|SL(ψξθLΦu)| . Cnℓ(B)2nd(‖Φ‖L∞W 2d,1 + γ‖Φ‖L1
|s|≥LδL

∞)

for some universal constant C > 0. In (3.5), we denote Φu(s,z) = e2πis·uΦ(s,z) and ℓ(B) =
〈1 + diamB〉. Consequently if Φ ∈ S ′(Xn,d) is such that suppΦ ⊂ Q× B for some bounded subsets
Q ⊂ Rn, then for sufficiently large L > 0, we have

(3.2) |SL(θLΦ)| . Cnℓ(B)4nd‖Φ̂‖L∞L1 .
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Proof. To prove (3.1), it suffices to focus on the case n = 1. In fact, the general case follows by
applying the n = 1 estimate n times. Let (u, ξ) ∈ X1,d. Let χ ∈ C∞

c (R) be such that χ(s) = 1 when
|s| ≤ 1 and let χδ(s) = χ(s/Lδ). Then we write SL(ψξθLΦu) = P +Q, where

P = SL

(
(1− χδ)ψξθLΦu

)
, Q = SL(χ

δψξθLΦu),

and estimate these two integrals separately. By the definition of SL and θL, we have

|P | ≤ 1

L2d

∑

z∈Z2d
L

∫ ∣∣(1− χ)(s/(γ/Lδ))Φ(s/γ, z)
∣∣ ds = γ

L2d

∑

z∈Z2d
L

∫
|(1− χ)(s/Lδ)Φ(s, z)|ds

.
γ

L2d

∑

z∈Z2d
L

‖Φ(·, z)‖L1
|s|≥Lδ

. γℓ(B)2d‖Φ‖L1
|s|≥LδL

∞ .

To estimate Q, define the linear transform ϕ : R2d → R2d, (p, q) 7→ (x, y) = (p + q, p − q)/2, and
note that (̟ ◦ ϕ)(p, q) = (|p|2 − |q|2)/2. Let BL = {Lz : z ∈ B}, let τ = (s + γu)/L2 and denote
(p, q) = ϕ(z), (ζ, η) = ϕ†(ξ)/L, where ϕ† is the adjoint of ξ, then

Q =
1

L2d

∑

z∈BL

∫
e2πis(̟(z)/L2+u)e2πiξ·z/Lχ

( s

γLδ

)
Φ
( s
γ
,
z

L

)
ds

=
L2

L2d

∑

z∈BL

∫
e2πiτ(̟(z)+uL2)e2πiξ·(z)/Lχ

(τL2

γLδ

)
Φ
(τL2

γ
,
z + z0
L

)
dτ

=
L2

L2d

∑

(p,q)∈ϕ(BL)

∫
eπiτ(|p|

2−|q|2)e2πi(ζ·p+η·q)e2πiτuL
2
χ
(τL2

γLδ

)
Φ
(τL2

γ
,
ϕ(p, q)

L

)
dτ.

Note that ℓ(ϕ(BL)) ≤ Lℓ(B). We can choose (p0, q0) ∈ Z
d such that

ϕ(BL) ⊂ [(p0, q0)− ℓ(B)L, (p0, q0) + ℓ(B)L]2d.

Let ζ̃ = 2(ζ + τp0), η̃ = 2(η + τq0), ̺ = −τ(|p0|2 − |q0|2) + 2ζ · p0 + 2η · q0 + 2τuL2, and let

(3.3) Φ̃(τ, p, q) = eπi̺χ
(τL2

γLδ

)
Φ
(τL2

γ
,
ϕ(p + p0, q + q0)

L

)

then we can write

Q =
L2

L2d

∑

(p+p0,q+q0)∈ϕ(BL)

∫
eπiτ(|p|

2−|q|2)eπiζ̃·p+η̃·qΦ̃(τ, p, q) dτ.

Let Γ1 = (2Zd)×Zd, Γ2 = Zd × (2Zd), Γ3 = (2Zd)× (2Zd), and let ι1 = 1, ι2 = −1, ι3 = 2. Let h ∈ Z

be such that h < −Lℓ(B). Then we have Q =
∑

1≤m≤3 ιmQm, where

(3.4)

Qm =
L2

L2d

∑

(p,q)∈Γm

∫
eπiτ(|p|

2−|q|2)eπiζ̃·p+η̃·qΦ̃(τ, p, q) dτ

=
L2

L2d

∫∫

R2d

∫
ΛΦ̃(τ, w)

∏

1≤j≤d

Gh(α
2
mτ, αmζ̃j, pj)Gh(−β2mτ, βmη̃j, qj) dp dq dτ,

where αm, βm ∈ {1, 2} and Λ =
∏

1≤j≤d ∂pj∂qj . Note that if (τ, p, q) ∈ supp Φ̃, then |τ | . γLδ−2 . 1

and |p| + |q| . ℓ(B)L. Using the trivial bound ‖Gh(·, ·, N)‖L∞ ≤ N for all N ∈ N, Lemma 3.3,
Hölder’s inequality, and the condition d ≥ 3, we have

|Qm| . ℓ(B)2d−6

L4

∫∫
‖ΛΦ̃(·, w)‖L∞

∫ ∏

1≤j≤3

|Gh(α
2
jσ, αj ζ̃j, pj)Gh(−β2j σ, βj η̃j , qj)|dτ dp dq

. ℓ(B)2d−2‖ΛΦ̃‖L∞L1 . ℓ(B)2d‖Φ‖L∞W 2d,1 .

To prove (3.2), let χ ∈ C∞
c (Xn,d) be such that χΦ = Φ. For all L and all Lδ ≥ 〈ℓ(Q)〉 ξ ∈ (R2d)n,

we have the following estimate and conclude by Lemma (3.2):

|SL(ψξθLΦ̂
χ
ξ )| . Cnℓ(B)2nd‖Φ̂χ

ξ‖L∞W 2d,1 . Cnℓ(B)4nd‖χ‖L∞W 2d,∞‖Φ̂(·, ξ)‖L∞ . �

When L = ∞, we estimate the oscillatory integral S∞ functional via integration by parts.
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Proposition 3.5. Let d ≥ 1 and n ≥ 1. If Φ ∈ L∞W 2n,∞ and suppose that suppΦ ⊂ R
n × B for

some bounded subset B ⊂ (R2d)n, then

(3.5) sup
ξ∈Rnd

|S∞(ψξΦ)| . Cnℓ(B)2nd‖Φ‖L∞W 2n,∞

for some universal constant C > 0. Consequently, if Φ̂ ∈ L∞L1 and suppΦ ⊂ R
n ×B, then

(3.6) |S∞(Φ)| . Cnℓ(B)2nd‖Φ̂‖L∞L1 .

Proof. For all s ∈ Rn\{0} denote s−1 = (s−1
j )1≤j≤n. For all ξ = (ζj ,ηj)1≤j≤n ∈ (R2d)n denote

ξ̃ = (ηj , ζj)1≤j≤n ∈ (R2d)n. Then S∞(ψξΦ) = S∞(Φξ), where

Φξ(s,z) = e2πis
−1·̟(ξ)Φ(s,z − s−1 · ξ̃/2).

Define the differential operator Λ =
∏n

j=1

(
1− ∆zj

4π2

)
, then we have the identity

e−2πis·̟(z)Λe2πis·̟(z) =
∏

1≤j≤n

〈sj |zj |〉2.

Integrate by part with respect to z using the identity above and perform the change of variables
sj 7→ sj/|zj | for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n. We obtain the estimate (3.5)

|S∞(Φξ)| ≤
∫∫ |ΛΦξ(s,z)|∏n

j=1〈sj |zj |〉2
dsdz ≤ ‖ΛΦξ‖L∞L∞

∫∫
1B(z − s−1 · ξ̃/2)∏n

j=1 |zj |〈sj〉2
dsdz

≤ πn‖ΛΦξ‖L∞L∞

∫
1|zj |≤ℓ(B)∏n

j=1 |zj |
dz . πn‖Φ‖L∞W 2n,∞

∏

1≤j≤n

∫

|zj |≤ℓ(B)
|zj |−1 dzj

. πn‖Φ‖L∞W 2n,∞

(∫ ℓ(B)

0
r2d−2 dr

)n
. πnℓ(B)2nd‖Φ‖L∞W 2n,∞ .

To prove (3.6), it suffices to choose χ ∈ C∞
c ((R2d)n) such that χ1B = χ and diam suppχ ≤ ℓ(B).

Therefore χΦ = Φ and we conclude using Lemma 3.2. �

Next we prove the localization property (at s = 0) of the oscillatory integral S∞(θLΦ) as L→ ∞.

Lemma 3.6. Let n ≥ 1 and d ≥ 1. If Φ ∈W 1,∞W 2n,∞ and suppose that suppΦ ⊂ R
n ×B for some

bounded subset B ⊂ (R2d)n and suppose that θ∞Φ = 0. Then there exists ν > 0 such that, for all
L ≥ 1 and all ϕ ∈ L∞(Rn), we have

(3.7) sup
ξ∈(R2d)n

|S∞(ϕψξθLΦ)| . CnL−νℓ(B)2nd‖ϕ‖L∞‖Φ‖W 1,∞W 2n,∞

for some universal constant C > 0. Consequently, if Φ̂ ∈W 1,∞L1 and suppΦ ⊂ R
n ×B, then

(3.8) |S∞(ϕθLΦ)| . CnL−νℓ(B)2nd‖ϕ‖L∞‖Φ̂‖W 1,∞L1 .

Proof. By (3.5), we may restrict ourselves to the case where n = 1 hen estimate (3.7). Following the
proof of Proposition 3.5, it suffices to estimate S∞(ϕθLΦξ). Let ε ∈ (0, α/2) and let Λ be defined as
in the proof Proposition 3.5. Using the finite increment estimate and the assumption θ∞Φ(·) = 0, we
obtain the upper bound

|ΛΦξ(s/γ, z)| ≤
{
‖Φ‖L∞W 2,∞ , |s| ≥ Lε;

γ−1|s|‖∂sΦ‖L∞W 2,∞ , |s| ≤ Lε,

which yields the following estimate as in the proof of Proposition 3.5:

|S∞(ϕθLΦξ)| . ‖ϕ‖L∞

∫∫ |ΛΦξ(s/γ, z)|
1 + s2|z|2 ds dz

. ‖ϕ‖L∞‖Φ‖W 1,∞W 2,∞

∫

|z|≤ℓ(B)

∫
1|s|≥Lε + γ−1|s|1|s|≤Lε

1 + s2|z|2 ds dz

. ‖ϕ‖L∞‖Φ‖W 1,∞W 2,∞

∫ ℓ(B)

0

∫
1|s|≥Lε + γ−1|s|1|s|≤Lε

1 + s2r2
r2d−1 ds dr.
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We split the integral into the sum of two terms and estimate them separately:
∫ ℓ(B)

0

∫
1|s|≥Lε

1 + s2r2
r2d−1 ds dr .

∫ ℓ(B)

0

∫
1|s|≥Lεr

1 + s2
r2d−2 ds dr

.

∫ ℓ(B)

0

(π
2
− arctan(Lεr)

)
r2d−2 dr . L−ε

∫ ℓ(B)

0
r2d−3 dr . L−εℓ(B)2d−2,

∫ ℓ(B)

0

∫ |s|1|s|≤Lε

1 + s2r2
r2d−1 ds dr .

∫ ℓ(B)

0

∫ |s|1|s|≤Lεr

1 + s2
r2d−3 ds dr

.

∫ ℓ(B)

0
log(1 + L2εr2)r2d−3 dr . L2ε

∫ ℓ(B)

0
r2d−1 dr . L2εℓ(B)2d.

Therefore, choosing ν = min{ε, α − 2ε} > 0, we conclude with the estimate

|S∞(θLϕΦξ)| . ‖ϕ‖L∞‖Φ‖W 1,∞W 2,∞(L−ε + γ−1L2ε)ℓ(B)2d.

The estimate (3.8) follows from Lemma 3.2 similarly as for the proof of (3.6). �

3.2. Integral approximation. We now prove the convergence of the Riemann sum functional SL ◦

θL to the integral functional S∞ ◦ θ∞ as L → ∞. As Proposition 3.4 implies, the integral S∞(θ∞Φ)

is well-defined if Φ̂(0, ·) ∈ L1. To prove the convergence, we adapt the number theoretical ideas used
in [7] to our situation where general scaling laws are considered. In the following proposition, the

weighted Sobolev space L1
1 = W 0,1

1 will be used. Generally, if m, ℓ ≥ 0, p ∈ (1,∞] and N ∈ N, then
the weighted Sobolev space Wm,p

ℓ (RN ) is the completion of C∞
c (RN ) under the norm

‖ϕ‖Wm,p
ℓ

= ‖〈x〉ℓϕ(x)‖Wm,p .

Proposition 3.7. Let d ≥ 3 and n ≥ 1, and let Φ ∈ S ′(Xn,d) be such suppΦ ⊂ R
n ×B where B is

a bounded subset of (R2d)n and Φ̂ ∈W 1,∞L1
1, then there exists C > 0 and ν > 0 such that

|SL(θLΦ)− S∞(θ∞Φ)| . Cn〈n〉dℓ(B)4ndL−ν‖Φ̂‖W 1,∞L1
1
.

Proof. Let χ ∈ C∞
c (Xn,d) be such that χΦ = Φ. Let ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rn) be such that ϕ(s) = 1 for
|s| ≤ 1/2 and ϕ(s) = 0 for |s| ≥ 1. Let δ ∈ (0, 2 − α). Let χ0, χ∞ be given respectively by
χ0(s, ·) = ϕ(Lα+δ−1s/γ)χ(s/γ, ·) and χ∞(s, ·) = (1− ϕ)(Lα+δ−1s/γ)χ(s/γ, ·). Write

SL(θLΦ)− S∞(θ∞Φ) = SL(χ
∞θLΦ)

+ [SL(χ
0θLΦ)− S∞(χ0θLΦ)] + [S∞(χ0θLΦ)− S∞(θ∞Φ)].

We conclude by estimating these three terms on the right hand side separately. In fact, by the minor
arc estimate (Lemma 3.8), the major arc estimate (Lemma 3.9) and Lemma 3.6, there exists ν > 0
such that the following estimates hold:

|SL(χ
∞θLΦ)| . Cn〈n〉dℓ(B)4ndL−ν‖Φ̂‖L∞L1 ,

|SL(χ
0θLΦ)− S∞(χ0θLΦ)| . Cnℓ(B)2ndL−ν‖Φ̂‖L∞L1

1
,

|S∞(χ0θLΦ)− S∞(θ∞Φ)| . Cnℓ(B)2ndL−ν‖Φ̂‖W 1,∞L1 . �

Lemma 3.8. Let d ≥ 3, n ≥ 1, and let Φ ∈ C∞(Xn,d) be such that suppΦ ⊂ {1 ≥ |s| ≥ L1−α−δ}×B
for some δ ∈ (0, 2 − α) where B is bounded, then there exists ν > 0 such that for some universal
constant C > 0 and sufficiently large L > 0, we have

sup
ξ∈(R2d)n

|SL(ψξθLΦ)| . Cn〈n〉dℓ(B)4ndL−ν‖Φ‖L∞W 2n,∞ .

Consequently, if suppΦ ⊂ {1 ≥ |s| ≥ L1−α−δ} ×B and Φ̂ ∈ L∞L1, then

|S(θLΦ)| . Cn〈n〉dℓ(B)4ndL−ν‖Φ̂‖L∞L1 .

Proof. Note that if |s| ≥ L1−α−δ then there exists j ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that |sj | & L1−α−δ/n. Therefore,
by Proposition 3.4, it suffices to prove the lemma when n = 1, which will follow by showing that the
integral Qm given by (3.4) satisfies the estimate |I| . L−ν for some ν > 0.

Observe that by the support condition of Φ, if (τ, p, q) ∈ supp Φ̃ where Φ̃ is defined by (3.3), then
Lα−2 ≥ |τ | ≥ L−1−δ/n and |p|+ |q| . ℓ(B)L. By the Dirichlet approximation lemma, for such τ and
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all N ∈ N\{0}, there exists u, v ∈ N with 0 ≤ u < v ≤ N such that either u = 0 or gcd(u, v) = 1 and
|τ − u/v| < 1/|nv|. We borrow the estimate from [3, Lemma 3.18],

(3.9) sup
r∈R

sup
h∈Z

|Gh(τ, r,N)| ≤ N√
v(1 +N |(τ − u/v)|1/2) .

If u = 0, then we use |τ | ≥ L−1−δ/n, v ≥ 1, and (3.9) to estimate

|Gh(τ, r,N)| ≤ |τ |−1/2 ≤ √
nL1/2+δ/2.

If u 6= 0, then N ≥ v ≥ 2. By the triangular inequality, we have

1/v ≤ u/v ≤ |τ |+ |τ − u/v| < Lα−2 + 1/(Nv),

which implies v > L2−α(1− 1/N) & L2−α. In this case, if N . ℓ(B)L, then

|Gh(τ, r,N)| ≤ N/
√
v . ℓ(B)L/L1−α/2 = ℓ(B)Lα/2.

Therefore, in both cases, if N . ℓ(B)L, then

|Gh(τ, r,N)| . 〈n〉1/2ℓ(B)Lmax{1+δ,α}/2 = 〈n〉1/2ℓ(B)L1−ε,

where ε = min{2− α, 1 − δ}/2 > 0. By Lemma 3.3 and Hölder’s inequality, we have

|Qm| . (〈n〉1/2ℓ(B)L1−ε)2d−2 L
2

L2d

∫∫
‖ΛΦ̃(·, p, q)‖L∞

∫ ∏

1≤j≤2

|Gh(α
2
j τ, αj ζ̃j, pj)Gh(−β2j τ, βj η̃j , qj)|dτ dp dq

. 〈n〉d−1ℓ(B)2d−2L2+(2d−4)(1−ε)+2−2d(1 + log ℓ(B) + logL)‖ΛΦ̃‖L∞L1

. 〈n〉dℓ(B)4dL−2(d−2)ε(1 + log ℓ(B) + logL)‖Φ‖L∞W 2,∞ ,

which concludes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 3.9. Let d ≥ 3, n ≥ 1, and let Φ ∈ C∞(Xn,d) be such that suppΦ ⊂ {|s| ≤ L1−δ}×B where
B is bounded. Let N ∈ N with N > max{d, (1− δ)/(1 − δ/2)} and set ν = (1− δ/2)N − (1− δ) > 0.

Then for all ξ ∈ (R2d)n and for all L≫ ℓ(B)δ/2, we have the uniform estimate

(3.10) |SL(ψξΦ)− S∞(ψξΦ)| . Cnℓ(B)2nd‖Φ‖L∞Wmax{2n,N},∞(L−ν + 1|ξ|≥L/2).

Consequently, if suppΦ ⊂ {|s| ≤ L1−α−δ} ×B, then

|SL(θLΦ)− S∞(θLΦ)| . Cnℓ(B)2ndL−min{ν,1}‖Φ̂‖L∞L1
1
.

Proof. For ξ ∈ (R2d)n, q ∈ (Z2d)n, denote ω = ξ + Lq. By the Poisson summation formula,

(3.11) SL(ψξΦ) =
∑

q∈(Z2d)n

S∞(ψωΦ) =
∑

q∈(Z2d)n

∫∫
e2πiϕω(z)Φ(s,z) dsdz,

where ϕω(z) = ̟(z) + z · ω. Note that the term with q = 0 in the summation (3.11) is equal to the
integral S∞(ψξΦ). Therefore, it suffices to estimate the terms with q 6= 0.

By the translation invariance of the norm on the right hand side of (3.10), we may assume that
suppΦ ⊂ R

n × {z ∈ (R2d)n : |z| ≤ 2ℓ(B)}. Let χ ∈ C∞
c ((R2d)n) be such that 1 − χ vanishes near

the origin, and let χL(ω) = χ(ω/L1−δ/2). We shall estimate the two integrals (1 − χL)(ω)S∞(ψωΦ)
and χL(ω)S∞(ψωΦ) separately. Note that if q 6= 0, ω ∈ suppχL, and (s,z) ∈ suppψξΦ, then for

L≫ ℓ(B)δ/2, we have

|∇zϕω| & 2|ω| − |s||z| & |ω|+ L1−δ/2 − L1−δℓ(B) & |ω|+ L1−δ/2

and |∇2
zϕω| . |s| . L1−δ ≤ |∇zϕω|. By the stationary phase method, for all N ∈ N, we have

|(1− χL)(ω)S∞(ψωΦ)| . L1−δ(|ω| + L1−δ/2)−N‖Φ‖L∞WN,1

. L1−δ−(1−δ/2)N (Lδ/2|q + ξ/L|+ 1)−N‖Φ‖L∞WN,1 .
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Let N > max{d, (1 − δ)/(1 − δ/2)}, then ν = (1 − δ/2)N − (1 − δ) > 0. Summing up in q 6= 0, we
have the following estimate which is uniform in ξ ∈ (R2d)n:

∑

q∈(Z2d)n\{0}

|(1− χL)(ω)SL(ψωΦ)| . L−ν
( ∑

q∈(Z2d)n\{0}

(Lδ/2|q + ξ/L|+ 1)−N
)
‖Φ‖L∞WN,1

. L−ν
( ∑

q∈(Z2d)n

(|q| + 1)−N
)
‖Φ‖L∞WN,1 . L−νℓ(B)2nd‖Φ‖L∞WN,∞ .

On the other hand, by Proposition 3.5, we have

|χL(ω)SL(ψωΦ)| . Cnℓ(B)2nd|χL(ω)|‖Φ‖L∞W 2n,∞ . Cnℓ(B)2nd1|q+ξ/L|.L−δ/2‖Φ‖L∞W 2n,∞ .

If q 6= 0 and 1|q+ξ/L|.L−δ/2 6= 0, then |ξ|/L ≥ |q| − L−δ/2 ≥ 1/2. Moreover, for all ξ ∈ (R2d)n, the

number of q ∈ (Z2d)n such that |q + ξ/L| . L−δ/2 is at most O(1). Consequently,
∑

q∈(Z2d)n\{0}

|χL(ω)SL(ψωΦ)| . Cnℓ(B)2nd1|ξ|≥L/2‖Φ‖L∞W 2n,∞ .

The last estimate follows by Lemma 3.2 and 1|ξ|≥L/2 ≤ 2|ξ|/L. �

4. Lattice counting estimates

The purpose of this section is to obtain a lattice counting estimate (Proposition 4.5) for resonance
functions (Definition 4.1) on couples. Resonance functions are phase factors that appear in the
diagrammatic expansions (see §5.2) for solutions to WNLS. We will use their counting estimate to
obtain upper bounds for couples and show that non-regular couples give negligible contributions to
the effective dynamics of WNLS.

4.1. Resonance functions. We now define resonance functions on trees and couples. Using the
topological structure introduced in §2.4, we characterize linear relations among resonance functions on
couples. We shall henceforth adopt the following shorthand notations, which will be used throughout
§4, §5, §6, and §7: If τ ∈ T , τ∗ ∈ T ∗, q ∈ K and L ∈ (0,∞), then we denote Dτ = Dτ (Rd), Dτ,L =
Dτ (Zd

L), Dτ∗ = Dτ∗(Rd), Dτ∗,L = Dτ∗(Zd
L), Dq = Dq(Rd), Dq,L = Dq(Zd

L). In this convention, for

all k ∈ R
d, we denote Dτ

k = Dτ
k (R

d), Dτ∗

k = Dτ∗

k (Rd) and D
q
k = D

q
k(R

d); for all k ∈ Z
d
L, we denote

D
τ,L
k = Dτ

k (Z
d
L), D

τ∗,L
k = Dτ∗

k (Zd
L) and D

q,L
k = D

q
k(Z

d
L).

Definition 4.1. If τ ∈ T \T0, then the resonance function on τ is the bilinear map Ωτ = (Ωτ
b)b∈Bτ :

Dτ × Dτ → R
Bτ

defined as follows: if b ∈ Bτ and ζ,η ∈ Dτ , then

Ωτ
b(ζ,η) =

1

2

(
ιbζb · ηb −

∑

np=b

ιnζn · ηn

)
.

If τ∗ ∈ T ∗, then the resonance function on τ∗ is the bilinear map Ωτ∗ = (Ωτ∗
b )b∈Bτ∗ : Dτ∗ × Dτ∗ →

RBτ∗

such that Ωτ∗

b (ζ,η) = Ωτ±

b (ζ|τ± ,η|τ±) for all b ∈ τ± and for all ζ,η ∈ Dτ∗ . If q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K ,

then the resonance function on q is the bilinear map Ωq = (Ωq
b)b∈Bq : Dq × Dq → RBq

defined by

setting Ωq = Ωτ∗ |Dq×Dq .

We shall always use the convention Ω(ζ) = Ω(ζ, ζ) if Ω is a bilinear map.

Lemma 4.2. Let q ∈ K \K0. Then for all map µ : Bq → C, we have µ · Ωq = 0 if and only if µ is
locally constant with respect to the topology Iq given in Definition 2.18.

Proof. By Lemma 2.16, if ζ,η ∈ Dq and b ∈ Bq, then

Ωq
b(ζ,η) =

1

2

(
ιb

∑

p1,p2∈℘

Γq
b(p1, p2)ζ

♭
p1 · η♭

p2 −
∑

np=b

ιn
∑

p1,p2∈℘

Γq
n(p1, p2)ζ

♭
p1 · η♭

p2

)

=
1

2

∑

p1,p2∈℘

(
ιbΓ

q
b −

∑

np=b

ιnΓ
q
n

)
(p2, p2)ζ

♭
p1 · η♭

p2 ,

where (Γq
n)n∈q is defined in Lemma 2.21. Therefore µ · Ωq = 0 if and only if

∑

b∈Bq

µb

(
ιbΓ

q
b −

∑

np=b

Γq
n

)
(p2, p2) = 0
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for all p1, p2 ∈ ℘. We conclude by Corollary 2.22. �

Definition 4.3. If τ ∈ T \T0, then the linear map Λτ : Dτ → (R2d)B
τ
is defined by letting Λτζ =

z = (xb,yb)b∈Bτ where ιbxb = ζb− ζb[1] and ιbyb = ζb− ζb[3]. If q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K \K0, then the linear

maps Λq,± : Dq → (R2d)B
τ±

are defined by setting Λq,±ζ = Λτ±(ζ|τ±). We also denote Λτ
ζ = Λτ |Dτ

ζ

and Λq,±
ζ = Λq,±|Dq

ζ
for all ζ ∈ R

d.

Note that if ζ ∈ Dτ and Λτζ = (xb,yb)b∈Bτ , then for all b ∈ Bτ , we have

(4.1) Ωτ
b(ζ) = ιbxb · yb.

Lemma 4.4. Let q ∈ K reg\K0 and let ϑq,± : Iq → Bτ± be such that Bf ∩ Bτ± = {ϑq,±f } for all

f ∈ Iq. There exists a linear map Λq : Dq → (R2d)Iq which makes the diagram commute:

0 Rd Dq (R2d)B
τ±

0

0 Rd Dq (R2d)Iq 0

Λq,±

Λq

ϑq,±

where we identify the space of constant D-decorations on q with Rd. Moreover the horizontal lines in
the diagram are short exact sequences. In other words, we have Λq = Λq,± ◦ ϑq,± and ker Λq = Λq,± =
Rd. We shall also denote Λq

ζ = Λq|Dq
ζ
for all ζ ∈ Rd.

Proof. It suffices to show that if τ ∈ T \T0, then we have a short exact sequence

0 R
d Dτ (R2d)B

τ
0Λτ

The commutative diagram follows from Corollary 2.17. In fact, if ζ ∈ Rd and z = (xb,yb)b∈Bτ ∈
(R2d)B

τ
, then the unique ζ ∈ Dτ

ζ such that Λτζ = z is given by

�(4.2) ζn = ζ +
∑

n�m 6=rτ

ιnhn, where hn =





xnp , n = np[1];

−xnp − ynp , n = np[2];

ynp , n = np[3].

We now state, in the following Proposition 4.5, the counting estimate for decorations on couples.
This estimate (4.3) follows directly from [10, Proposition 8.6] (by setting nsub = ρsub = 2n, ∆sub =
qsub = 0) and holds true for d ≥ 3 and α ∈ (0, 2). However, as this Proposition is an overkill for our
purposes, and for the sake of completeness, we shall present in §4.3 a much simpler proof (4.3) that is
sufficient for us here and covers a narrower range of parameters where d ≥ 3 and 0 < α < 2/(1+4/d∗)
with d∗ = d if d is even and d∗ = d+ 1 if d is odd.

Proposition 4.5. Assume that d ≥ 3 and 0 < α < 2/(1 + 4/d∗). Let q ∈ Kn with n ∈ N\{0}. Let
B ⊂ Dq and let Q ⊂ R

Bq
be bounded sets. Assume furthermore that B is bounded by nR for some

R ≥ 1 and Q is bounded by 1. For k ∈ Z
d
L, let G

q,L
k (B,Q) be the set of all k ∈ D

q,L
k ∩ B such that

γΩq(k) ∈ Q, then for some C > 0, ν > 0, and δ > 0, the following estimate holds when Lδ > n:

(4.3) sup
k∈Zd

L

cardGq,L
k (B,Q) . Cn(nR)4ndLn(2d−α)L−ν ind(q).

4.2. Geometric counting methods. We now prove lattice counting results required in the proof
of Proposition 4.5.

Definition 4.6. If f : Rm → R
n is a map between Euclidean spaces of finite dimensions and δ ≥ 0,

r ≥ 0, then we denote by Zδ
r (f) the set of all x ∈ Rm such that |f(x)| ≤ rL−δ. We also denote

Zδ(f) = Zδ
1(f) for simplicity.

Lemma 4.7. Let u ∈W 1,∞(R2,R2) be such that

N(u) := sup
z∈R2,Ju(z)6=0

cardu−1(z) <∞,
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where Ju is the Jacobian determinant of u. Let α > 0, δ ∈ (0, 1), let B ⊂ R
2 be a bounded set, let B̃

be the L−1-neighborhood of B, and assume that L1−δ ≥ ‖∇Ju‖L∞(B̃), then

(4.4) card(Zα(u)\Zδ(Ju) ∩ Z
2
L ∩B) . L2+δ−2min{α,1}〈‖∇u‖L∞(B̃)〉2N(u).

Consequently, if f, g are polynomials of at most second degree whose coefficients for second order terms
are bounded by n ∈ N and whose coefficients for first order terms are bounded by nR where R ≥ 1,
and assume that B is also bounded by nR, then when L1−δ ≫ n2R we have

card(Zα(f) ∩ Zα(g)\Zδ(∇f ×∇g) ∩ Z
2
L ∩B) . (nR)4L2+δ−2min{α,1}.

Proof. For all z ∈ Z2
L ∩B, let Qz ⊂ R2 ∩ B̃ be the closed square centered at z, with edges parallel to

the axes and with edge length L−1. By the finite increment theorem, if in addition z ∈ Zα(u)\Zδ(Ju)
and L1−δ ≥ ‖∇Ju‖L∞(B̃), then

Qz ⊂M = Z
min{α,1}
〈‖∇u‖L∞(B̃)〉

(u)\Zδ
1/2(Ju) ∩ B̃.

Therefore, observing that u(M) ⊂ {z ∈ R
2 : |z| ≤ 〈‖∇u‖L∞(B̃)〉L−min{α,1}}, we conclude (4.4) using

the area method and the coarea formula:

L−2 card
(
Zα(u)\Zδ(Ju) ∩ Z

2
L ∩B

)
≤ |M | . Lδ

∫
1M (x)|∇Ju(x)|dx

= Lδ

∫

R2

card{x ∈M : u(x) = z}dz ≤ Lδ

∫

R2

1u(M)(z) card u
−1(z) dz

≤ Lδ|u(M)|N(u) . Lδ−2min{α,1}〈‖∇u‖L∞〉2N(u). �

Lemma 4.8. Let δ ≥ ε > 0. Let f : R2 → R be a polynomial for at most second degree such that the
coefficients of its second degree monomials are integers bounded by n ∈ N. Suppose in addition that if
Hf = 0, then |∇f(0)| ≥ L−ε. Then for all B ∈ R

2 bounded by nR where R ≥ 1, we have

card(Z2δ(f) ∩B ∩ Z
d
L) . (nR)2L2−min{2ε,2δ−ε,1}.

Proof. If ϕ is an invertible linear transform of R2, then

card(Z2δ(f) ∩B ∩ Z
2
L) = card(Zδ(f ◦ ϕ) ∩Bϕ ∩ Γϕ),

where Bϕ = ϕ−1(B) and Γϕ = ϕ−1(Zd
L). Choose ϕ such that |Jϕ| & n−2 if Hf 6= 0 and |Jϕ| ≃ 1 if

Hf = 0, and which makes g = f ◦ ϕ fall into one of the following categories:

(1) g(x, y) = x2 ± y2 + r,
(2) g(x, y) = px+ y2 + r,
(3) g(x, y) = px+ r;

where |p| & L−ε and r ∈ R. Let Dε be the set of all (x, y) ∈ R2 such that max{|x|, |y|} ≤ 2L−ε. Then
we decompose

(4.5) Z2δ(g) ∩Bϕ ⊂
(
Bϕ ∩Dε

)
∪
(
Z2δ(g) ∩Bϕ\Dε

)
.

By the area method, we have the estimate

card(Bϕ ∩Dε ∩ Γϕ) . n2Lmax{2−2ε,0} = n2L2−2min{ε,1}.

To estimate the second term on the right hand side of (4.5), we discuss the three categories. First
assume that g(x, y) = x2 ± y2 + r. Let (x, y) ∈ Z2δ(g)\Dε and assume without losing generality that
|x| ≥ 2L−ε. Write h(y) = ∓y2 − r. Then h(y) = x2 − g(x, y) ≥ x2 − L−2δ ≥ 3L−2ε. Therefore,

|x| =
√
h(y)

√
1 + g(x, y)/h(y) =

√
h(y)

(
1 +O(L−2δ/h(y))

)

=
√
h(y) +O(L−2δ/

√
h(y)) =

√
h(y) +O(Lε−2δ).

A similar holds if |y| ≥ 2L−ε. Therefore, by the area method, we have

card(Zδ
g ∩Bϕ\Dǫ ∩ Γϕ) . card{(x, y) ∈ Bϕ ∩ Γϕ : ||x| − h(y)| . Lε−2δ}

. n2RL1+max{1−(2δ−ε),0} ≤ (nR)2L2−min{2δ−ε,1}.
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Assume now that g(x, y) = px + r or g(x, y) = px + y2 + r and also write g(x, y) = px − h(y). If
|px − h(y)| ≤ L−2δ, then by the hypothesis that p & L−ε, we have |x − h(y)/p| ≤ L−2δ/|p| . Lε−2δ.
Therefore, by the area method, we obtain a similar estimate

card(Zδ
g ∩Bϕ ∩ Γϕ) ≤ card{(x, y) ∈ Bϕ ∩ Γϕ : |x− h(y)| . L−δ} . (nR)2L2−min{2δ−ε,1}. �

4.3. Counting estimates for decorations. In this section we prove Proposition 4.5.
Step 1: Reduction to irreducible couples. By Corollary 2.17, we may restrict ourselves to the case

where q is irreducible. In fact, let c ∈ C
q
2 and let B1 ⊂ D q̌c , B2 ⊂ D q̂c , Q1 ⊂ R

Bq̌c
, and Q2 ⊂ R

Bq̂c
be

bounded sets such that ℓ(Qj) . 1 and Bj are bounded by nR for j = 1, 2, and moreover B ⊂ B1×B2

and Q ⊂ Q1 ×Q2. Then

Gq,L
k ⊂ {k ∈ D

q : k|q̌c ∈ D
q̌c
k ,k|q̂c ∈ D

q̂c
k♭
c
},

which yields the estimate

cardGq,L
k (B,Q) ≤ cardGq̌c,L

k (B1, Q1) sup
k′∈Zd

L

cardGq̂c,L
k′ (B2, Q2).

Therefore, if (4.3) is obtained for all irreducible couples, then we can use mathematical induction to
prove (4.3) for all couples.

Step 2: Change of variables. Assume that q = (τ∗, ℘) is irreducible and suppose that

Q ⊂
∏

b∈Bτ+

Q+
b ×

∏

b∈Bτ−

Q−
b , Λq,+B ∪ Λq,−B ⊂

∏

b∈Bτ+

B+
b ×

∏

b∈Bτ−

B−
b ,

where Q±
b ⊂ R and B±

b ⊂ R
2d are bounded sets such that ℓ(Q±

b ) . 1 and B±
b is bounded by nR. For

all b ∈ Bq, define

M±
b = {(x±

b ,y
±
b ) ∈ B±

b ∩ (Zd
L)

2 : γ(x±
b · y±

b ) ∈ Q±
b }.

Let G± be the set of all k ∈ D
q
k such that Λq,±k ∈M±

b for all b ∈ Bτ± . By (4.1), we have

Gq,L
k ⊂ G+ ∩G−.

Step 3: Regular mini couple. Fix any b ∈ Bτ± and let ϕ = ϕ(ω, z) ∈ C∞
c (R × R

2d) be such that
ϕ ≥ 0. For all u ∈ R, let ϕn

u(ω, z) = ϕ(ω − u, z/(nR)) and suppose that ϕn
u|Q±

b
×B±

b
≡ 1 for some

u ∈ R. Let ϕ̂n
u(s, z) = Fω→sϕu(ω, z). By Proposition 3.4, for all N > 0 and sufficiently large L:

(4.6)

γ

L2d
card(M±

b ) ≤ γ

L2d

∑

z=(x,y)∈(Zd
L)

2

ϕn
u(γx · y, z) = SL(θLϕ̂

n
u)

. (nR)2d(‖ϕ̂n
u‖L∞W 2d,1 + Lα‖ϕ̂n

u‖L1
|s|≥LδL∞

) . (nR)2d((nR)2d + Lα−N ) . (nR)4d.

Consequently, this also concludes the proof of (4.3) when n = 1:

(4.7) cardGq,L
k (B,Q) ≤ card(G+) ≤ card(M±

b ) . (nR)4dL2d−α.

Step 4: General irreducible couple. Now assume that n ≥ 2. Fix b ∈ Bτ− . By Lemma 4.4, the

vectors x−
b and y−

b are linear combinations of the vectors {x+
n ,y

+
n : n ∈ Bτ+} with integer coefficients.

We claim that there exists n ∈ Bτ+ such that

(4.8) x−
b · y−

b = a|x+
n |2 + b|y+

n |2 + cx+
n · y+

n + p(z′) · x+
n + q(z′) · y+

n + u(z′) · v(z′),

where a, b, c ∈ Z and p, q, u, v are linear combinations with integer coefficients of the components of
the vector z′ = (x+

m ,y
+
m )m 6=n, and moreover we have either (a, b) 6= (0, 0) or (p, q) 6= (0, 0). In fact, if

this not true, then for all n ∈ Bτ+ , quadratic terms such as |x+
n |2, |y+

n |2, x+
n · x+

m , y
+
n · y+

m , x
+
n · y+

m ,
y+
n · x+

m where m 6= n do not appear in x−
b · y−

b , which leaves x−
b · y−

b as a linear combination of

{x+
n · y+

n : n ∈ Bτ+} and contradicts Lemma 4.2. We shall now fix such n as well.

Now let us omit the + sign for simplicity and thus write x+
m = xm, y

+
m = ym for all m ∈ Bτ+ .

Let δ ∈ (0, 1/2), which will be determined later. Write p = (pj)1≤j≤d, q = (qj)1≤j≤d, u = (uj)1≤j≤d,
and v = (vj)1≤j≤d, which are given by (4.8). Write zn = (xn,yn). For all j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, write

z
j
n = (xj

n,y
j
n). Write the right hand side of (4.8) as

a|xn|2 + b|yn|2 + cxn · yn + p(z′) · xn + q(z′) · yn + u(z′) · v(z′) =
∑

1≤j≤d

f j(z′,zj),
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where the polynomials f j are given by

f j(z′,zj) = a(xj
n)

2 + b(yj
n)

2 + cxj
ny

j
n + pj(z

′)xj
n + qj(z

′)yj
n + uj(z

′)vj(z
′).

Let gj = ∇
z
j
n
f j ×∇

z
j
n
(xj

ny
j
n), so that gj(z′, ·) is, for every fixed z′, the Jacobian determinant of the

map (xj
n,y

j
n) 7→ (f j(z′,zj),xj

ny
j
n). Then decompose

(4.9) G := Λq,+Gq,L
k (B,Q) =

( ⋃

1≤j≤d

Xj
)
∪
( ⋂

1≤j≤d

N j
)
,

where Xj , N j are subsets of G defined by

Xj = {z ∈ G : |gj(z′,zn)| ≥ L−2δ}, N j = {z ∈ G : |gj(z′,zn)| ≤ L−2δ}.
To estimate card(∪d

j=1X
j) ≤ ∑d

j=1 card(X
j), it suffices to separately estimate card(Xj) for all j.

For any fixed j, we first count z′ = (xm,ym)m 6=n using (4.6). Next we count zn by freely assigning

values to (zj′
n )j′ 6=j and applying Lemma 4.7 to count zj

n. This yields the estimate

card(Xj) . Cn(nR)4ndL(n−1)(2d−α)L2d+2δ−2min{α,1}.

To estimate card(∩d
j=1N

j), we shall consider separately the non-degenerate case where (a, b) 6= (0, 0)

and the degenerate case where (a, b) = (0, 0) (so that (p, q) 6= (0, 0)). In the degenerate case, we simply

use (4.6) to count (zm)m 6=n and use Lemma 4.8 to count zj
n for all j, yielding the estimate

card
( ⋂

1≤j≤d

N j
)
. Cn(nR)4ndL(n−1)(2d−α)L(2−δ)d = Cn(nR)4ndLn(2d−α)Lα−dδ.

In the degenerate case, we further decompose N j = Dj ∪ (N j\Dj), where Dj the set of all z ∈ N j

such that |pj(z′)|+ |qj(z′)| ≤ L−δ. Then write
⋂

1≤j≤d

N j =
⋃

J∈2{1,...,d}

ZJ , where ZJ =
(⋂

j∈J

Dj
)
∩
(⋂

j /∈J

N j\Dj
)
.

Fix any J ∈ 2{1,...,d} and let ℓ = card(J). To estimate card(ZJ), we first count (zb)b∈Bτ+\{m,n}

using (4.6), then count (zb)b∈{m,n} by writing (xb,yb) = (x′
b,x

′′
b ,y

′
b,y

′′
b ), where x′

b and y′
b are re-

spectively the coordinates of xb and xb in the directions of J , while x′′
b and y′′

b are respectively the
coordinates of xb and xb in the remaining directions. To count (xm,ym), we first freely choose the
2(d − ℓ) coordinates of (x′′

m,y
′′
m), then count (x′

m,y
′
m) by observing that if j ∈ J , then the point

(xj
m,y

j
m) lies within a rectangle of scale L−δ × nR. Therefore, together with (4.6), we see that the

number of possible choices for (xm,ym) is bounded by

(nR)2d min{L2(d−ℓ)(L2−δ)ℓ, L2d−α} . (nR)2dLmin{2d−ℓδ,2d−α}.

To count (xn,yn), we first freely choose the 2ℓ coordinates of (x′
n,y

′
n) and then use Lemma 4.8 to

count (x′′
n ,y

′′
n ). Together with (4.6), this shows that the number of possible choices is bounded by

(nR)2dmin{L2ℓ(L2−δ)d−ℓ, L2d−α} . (nR)2dLmin{2d−(d−ℓ)δ,2d−α}.

Denote µ(ℓ) = max{ℓδ − α, 0} +max{(d− ℓ)δ − α, 0} for ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}. Then, we have

card(ZJ) . Cn(nR)4ndL(n−2)(2d−α)Lmin{2d−ℓδ,2d−α}Lmin{2d−(d−ℓ)δ,2d−α}

. Cn(nR)4ndLn(2d−α)L−µ(ℓ) . Cn(nR)4ndLn(2d−α)L−minµ.

This yields, in the degenerate case, the estimate

card
( ⋂

1≤j≤d

N j
)
≤

∑

J∈2{1,...,d}

card(ZJ) . Cn(nR)4ndLn(2d−α)L−minµ.

Combining the estimates above, for all d ≥ 3 and δ ∈ (0, 1/2), we have

card(G) . Cn(nR)4ndLn(2d−α)(Lα+2δ−2min{α,1} + Lα−dδ + L−minµ)

In order to obtain the smallness of the estimate, we need to prove the existence of δ such that
α + 2δ − 2min{α, 1} < 0, α − dδ < 0, and −minµ < 0. Our idea is to fix d and α, and obtain the
range of δ by solving these three inequalities. Note that, in order for such a δ to exist, this range
must have a nonempty intersection with the interval (0, 1/2).
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First, the inequality α − dδ < 0 implies δ > α/d. Next, we separately treat the cases where
α ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ [1, 2). If α ∈ (0, 1), then the inequality α + 2δ − 2min{α, 1} < 0 gives δ > α/2.
Let us further divide our discussion into the subcases where δ ≥ α and α/2 < δ ≤ α

(1) Assume that δ ≥ α. Then minµ = dδ − 2α. The inequality −minµ < 0 gives δ > 2α/d.
Therefore, the range of δ given by all three inequalities is δ ≥ α. In order for [α,+∞) ∩
(0, 1/2) = ∅, one needs α ∈ (0, 1/2).

(2) Assume that α/2 < δ ≤ α. Then minµ = 2δ − α if d = 3 and minµ = dδ − 2α if d ≥ 4.
(a) If d = 3, then −minµ < 0 gives δ > α/2. The range given by all three inequalities is

α/2 < δ ≤ α. In order for [α/2, α) ∩ (0, 1/2) 6= ∅, one needs α/2 < 1/2, i.e, α ∈ (0, 1).
(b) If d ≥ 4, then −minµ < 0 gives δ > 2α/d. The range given by all three inequalities is

still α/2 < δ ≤ α. Therefore, one still needs α ∈ (0, 1) for a nonempty intersection.

If α ∈ [1, 2), then α+2δ−2min{α, 1} < 0 implies δ < 1−α/2. Note that, by the triangular inequality

µ(ℓ) = dδ/2 − α+ (|ℓδ − α|+ |(d− ℓ)δ − α|)/2 ≥ dδ/2 − α+ |d− 2ℓ|δ/2 ≥ d∗δ/2 − α.

The inequality −minµ ≤ α − d∗δ/2 < 0 then implies δ > 2α/d∗. The range given by all three
inequalities is then 2α/d∗ < δ < 1 − α/2. To ensure a nonempty intersection, we need 2α/d∗ < δ <
min{1− α/2, 1/2}, which gives 1 ≤ α < min{2/(1 + 4/d∗), d∗/4}. This range for α is nonempty only
when d ≥ 5, in which case we always have 2/(1 + 4/d∗) < d∗/4.

Observing that d∗ = 4 (and thus 2/(1 + 4/d∗) = 1) when d ∈ {3, 4}, the above analysis can be
summarized as follows: if d ≥ 3 and 0 < α < 2/(1 + 4/d∗), then there exists δ ∈ (0, 1/2) such that
α+ 2δ − 2min{α, 1} < 0, α− dδ < 0, and −minµ < 0. This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.5.

5. Diagrammatic expansions

The method of diagrammatic expansion was first used by Dyson [12] to study asymptotics of
scattering operators in the context of QFT and bares the name of “perturbation method”. In this
section, we give diagrammatic expansions to solutions of WNLS and their energy spectra.

5.1. Time ordering. The diagrammatic expansions of solution to WNLS is obtained by iteratively
applying Duhamel’s principle, and relies on tree structures to encode this process so that ordering
of tree nodes give that of the time variables in the iterated Duhamel integrations. The purpose of
this section is to define time orderings on trees and unions of trees and obtain a decay estimate of
time ordered sets (Proposition 5.4). We have seen this decay estimate in [8, Proposition 2.3] and [7,
Lemma 10.2]. However, we shall give a completely new, extremely short, and self-contained proof
which exploits the time ordering structures. Even though our result hold true for both positive and
negative times, we shall only write the proof when the time is positive as the situation is similar in
the negative case.

Definition 5.1. Let G be the set of all finite graphs formed by disjoint unions of trees. If G ∈ G , then
G canonically inherits a strict partial ordering ≺ from the trees that form G. We denote respectively
by R(G), L(G) and B(G) the sets of all roots, all leaves and all branching nodes in G. If l ∈ L(G),

then we define the subgraph G\l := G\{l} and the quotient graph G∼l := G/{l ∼ lp}. Clearly they
both belong to G by canonically inheriting the strict partial ordering ≺ from G.

Definition 5.2. If G ∈ G , then O(G) is the set of all t ∈ R
G such that n ≺ m implies tn < tm for all

n,m ∈ G. For all t > 0, we let It = (0, t) and denote Ot(G) = O(G) ∩ IGt . We also denote by Θt[G]
the inverse Fourier transform of 1Ot(G).

If τ ∈ T and q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K , then we denote Oτ = O(Bτ ), Oq = O(Bq) = O(Bτ+)×O(Bτ−), and
Oτ

t = Ot(B
τ ), O

q
t = Ot(B

q) = Ot(B
τ+) × Ot(B

τ−). We also denote Θτ
t = Θt[B

τ ] and Θq
t = Θt[B

q].

Clearly Θq
t = Θt[B

τ+ ]⊗Θt[B
τ− ] = Θτ+

t ⊗Θτ−
t . We also use the convention that Θτ

t = 1 and Θq
t = 1

when τ ∈ T0 and q ∈ K0.

Lemma 5.3. Let G ∈ G and l ∈ L(G)\R(G). Then

(5.1) ∂tl1O(G) = −̺∗l 1O(G∼l),

where ̺∗l is the pullback of the map ̺l : R
G → R

G∼l
defined as the composition of the restriction

R
G → ΓG

l := {t ∈ R
G : tl = tlp} and the identification ΓG

l → R
G∼l

canonically induced from the
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quotient map G→ G∼l. Consequently, if t > 0, then

(5.2) ∂tl1Ot(G) = −̺∗l 1Ot(G∼l) + 1Ot(G\l) ⊗ δl0,

where δl denotes the Dirac math for the variable tl.

Proof. For all t ∈ R
G denote by t\l its projection in R

G\l
, then 1O(G)(t) = 1tl<tlp1O(G\l)(t

\l).

Therefore ∂tl1O(G)(t) = −δ(tl − tlp)1O(G\l)(t
\l) which is exactly (5.1). To prove (5.2), we denote

1⊗G
It

(t) =
∏

n∈G 1It(tn) and write

∂tl1Ot(G) = ∂tl
(
1O(G)1

⊗G
It

)
= 1⊗G

It
∂tl1O(G) + 1O(G)∂tl1

⊗G
It
.

Using (5.1), we calculate the first term as follows:

1⊗G
It
∂tl1O(G) = −1⊗G

It
̺∗l 1O(G∼l) = −̺∗l 1Ot(G∼l).

As for the second term, note that ∂tl1
⊗G
It

= −1⊗G\l

It
⊗ (δlt − δl0). Also note that since l 6∈ R(G), we

have supp1O(G)(1
G\l

It
⊗ δlt) = ∅. Therefore,

1O(G)∂tl1
⊗G
It

= 1O(G)

(
1⊗G\l

It
⊗ δl0

)
= 1Ot(G\l) ⊗ δl0. �

Proposition 5.4. Let G ∈ G with card(G) = n ≥ 1 and denote Q(G) = {0, 1}G\R(G). Every
µ ∈ Q(G) defines a linear map on R

G by setting µ(ω)g = ωg +
∑

n≺g µnωn for all g ∈ G. Then for

some universal constant C > 0, for all t > 0 and all ω ∈ R
G, we have

(5.3) |Θt[G](ω)| . Cntn sup
µ∈Q(G)

∏

g∈G

1

〈tµ(ω)g〉
.

Proof. Clearly it suffices to prove (5.3) when cardR(G) = 1, that is, when G is a tree. We will
prove (5.3) using mathematical induction on card(G). Observe that Θt[G](ω) = tnΘ1[G](ω), therefore
it suffices to prove (5.3), when t = 1.

If card(G) = 1, then 1O1(G) = 1I1 and Θ1[G](ω) =
e2πiω−1
2πiω , which yields (5.3). Now assume that

card(G) ≥ 2. Let r be the root of G. For all g ∈ G, let Gg = {n ∈ G : n � g} be the subtree rooted
at g and let mg = card(Gg). Note that n− 1 =

∑
gp=rmg and we have

(5.4) Θt[G](ω) =

∫ t

0
e2πisωr

∏

gp=r

Θs[Gg](ω
g) ds,

where ωg is the projection of ω in RGg

. By (5.4) and the induction hypothesis, we have

|Θ1[G](ω)| ≤
∫ 1

0

∏

gp=r

|Θs[Gg](ω
g)|ds .

∫ 1

0

∏

gp=r

(Cs)mg sup
µg∈Q(Gg)

∏

n∈Gg

1

〈sµg(ωg)n〉
ds

. Cn−1 sup
µ∈Q(G)

sup
s∈[0,1]

∏

g∈G\{r}

s

〈sµ(ω)g〉
. Cn−1 sup

µ∈Q(G)

∏

g∈G\{r}

1

〈µ(ω)g〉
.

Next, let ϕω(t) = e2πit·ω for all t,ω ∈ R
G. Choose any l ∈ L(G)\R(G). Let ω\l be the projection of

ω in R
G\l

and let ω∼l ∈ R
G\l

be such that ω∼l
lp = ωl + ωlp and ω∼l

g = ωg for all g ∈ G\{l, lp}. As
1O1(G) is compactly supported, we integrate by part using (5.2) to obtain

|ωlΘ1[G](ω)| = |〈1O1(G),ωlϕω〉RG | . |〈∂tl1O1(G), ϕω〉RG |
. |〈̺∗l 1O1(G∼l), ϕω〉RG |+ |〈1O1(G\l) ⊗ δl0, ϕω〉RG | . |Θ[G\l]1(ω

∼l)|+ |Θ[G\l]1(ω
\l)|

. Cn−1 sup
µ∈Q(G\l)

( ∏

g∈G\l

1

〈µ(ω∼l)g〉
+

∏

g∈G\l

1

〈µ(ω\l)g〉
)
. Cn−1 sup

µ∈Q(G)

∏

g∈G\l

1

〈µ(ω)g〉
.

We conclude by combining the two estimates:

〈ωl〉|Θ1[G](ω)| . Cn−1 sup
µ∈Q(G)

( ∏

g∈G\{r}

1

〈µ(ω)g〉
+

∏

g∈G\l

1

〈µ(ω)g〉
)
. �
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5.2. Cauchy problem. In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 with the exception of the phase ran-
domization condition (1.6), which will be established in §5.3. Due to technical nuances, we will study
the periodic case ǫ = 0 and the non-periodic case ǫ 6= 0 separately.

5.2.1. Periodic setting. Recall that WNLS is equivalent to the system WNLS′ for (un)n≥0. Particu-
larly u0 satisfies NLS with null initial data, and we therefore have u0 = 0. If n1 + n2 + n3 = n and
n ≥ 1, then max{n1, n2, n3} ≤ n with most one number among n1, n2, n3 is equal to n. If n ≥ 1, then
un satisfies a linear Schrödinger equation. If in addition n is even, then at least one element among
n1, n2, n3 is even. We use induction to deduce that u2n = 0 for all n ∈ N. Next write

(5.5) u2n+1(t, x) =
1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

Jn
t,ke

2πi(k·x−|k|2t/2).

Then WNLS′ is equivalent to the following system for (Jn
t,k)n≥0,k∈Zd

L
:

(5.6) i
d

dt
Jn
t,k = − λ

Ld

∑

n1+n2+n3=n−1

∑

k∈DL
k

e2πitΩ(k)Jn1
t,k1

⊙ Jn2
t,k2

⊙ Jn3
t,k3

.

Let ψ ∈ S (Rd) be the trace of φ at x = 0, i.e., we have ψ(k) = φ(0, k) for all k ∈ R
d. Then, using

the initial condition Jn
t,k = 1n=1ψ(k)gk, we give explicit formulas for Jn

t,k when t > 0 in the following.
The formulas when t < 0 can be derived similarly.

For all τ ∈ T , set Ψτ
t = Θτ

t ◦ Ωτ , and set ψτ (k) =
∏

l∈Lτ ψιl(kl) for all k ∈ Dτ , using the convention

that f+1 = f and f−1 = f . Next, define the discrete stochastic process gτ : Dτ,L → H :2n+1:, where n
is the order of τ , by setting gτk =

⊙
l∈Lτ g

ιl
kl
. Finally, for all n ∈ N, all k ∈ Z

d
L, and all t > 0, define

Jn,±
t,k =

∑

τ∈T
±
n

Jτ
t,k, Jτ

t,k = ςτ

( λ

Ld

)n ∑

k∈D
τ,L
k

Ψτ
t (k)ψ

τ (k)gτk.

Clearly Jn,±
t,k and Jτ

t,k are almost surely well-defined since ψ ∈ S (Rd). Note that Jn,±
t,k = Jn,∓

t,k . We

claim that Jn
t,k = Jn,+

t,k , which follows by observing that the t-derivative of (5.8) in the following lemma

yields the equation (5.6).

Lemma 5.5. If τ ∈ T \T0 with r being its root, then for all t > 0 and all k ∈ Zd
L, we have

(5.7) Jτ
t,k =

iιτλ

Ld

∑

k∈DL
k

∫ t

0
e2πisΩ(k)

⊙

1≤j≤3

J
τr[j]
s,kj

ds,

where DL
k = Dk ∩ Z

3d
L , the factor Ω(k) is defined by (1.5), and τr[j] is the subtree of τ rooted at r[j].

Consequently, for all n ≥ 1, we have the induction formula

(5.8) Jn,±
t,k =

±iλ
Ld

∑

n1+n2+n3=n−1

∑

k∈DL
k

∫ t

0
e2πisΩ(k)Jn1,±

s,k1
⊙ Jn2,∓

s,k2
⊙ Jn3,±

s,k3
ds.

Proof. We shall only prove (5.7) as (5.8) follows directly. For 1 ≤ j ≤ 3, write τj = τr[j] and let nj be

the order of τj. For all k ∈ Dτ , write k = (kr[1],kr[2],kr[3]) ∈ R
3d and kj = k|τj . Note that k ∈ D

τ,L
k

if and only if k ∈ DL
k . Therefore (5.7) follows from n− 1 = n1 + n2 + n3,

ςτ = iιτ
∏

1≤j≤3

ςτj , ψτ (k) =
∏

1≤j≤3

ψτj (kj), gτ
k
=

⊙

1≤j≤3

g
τj
kj ,

and the following induction formula which is a result of (5.4):

Ψτ
t (k) =

∫ t

0
e2πisΩ(k)

∏

1≤j≤3

Ψ
τj
s (kj) ds. �
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5.2.2. Non-periodic setting. As shown in §5.2.1, we have u2n ≡ 0. Then we write

(5.9) u2n+1(t, x) =
1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

(e−ǫtk·∇+ǫ2it∆/4πJ n
t,k)(ǫx)e

2πi(k·x−|k|2t/2).

To solve WNLS, it suffices for the Fourier transforms (Ĵ n
t,k)n≥0,k∈Zd

L
to solve system:

(5.10) i∂tĴ n
t,k(ξ) +

λ

Ld

∑

n1+n2+n3=n−1

∑

k∈DL
k

∫

Dξ

e2πitΩ(k+ǫξ)Ĵ n1
t,k1

(ξ1)⊙ Ĵ n2
t,k2

(ξ2)⊙ Ĵ n3
t,k3

(ξ3) dξ,

with initial data J n
0,k(x) = 1n=1φ̂(ξ, k). We give explicit formulas for J n

t,k when t > 0 in the following.
The formulas when t < 0 can be derived similarly.

For all τ ∈ T , ϕ ∈ S (Dτ ), and ξ ∈ R
d, define

(5.11)

∫

Dτ
ξ

ϕ(ξ) dξ =

∫

(Rd)Lτ
δξ

(
ιτ

∑

l∈Lτ

ιlfl

)
ϕ(f̆) df ,

where f̆ is the unique element in Dτ
ξ such that f̆ |Lτ = f . Define φ̂τ ∈ S (Dτ × Dτ ) by setting

φ̂τ (k, ξ) =
∏

l∈Lτ φ̂ιl(kl, ξl). For all n ∈ N, all t > 0 and all k ∈ Z
d
L, define

J n,±
t,k =

∑

τ∈T
±
n

J τ
t,k, Ĵ τ,L

t,k (ξ) = ςτ

( λ

Ld

)n ∑

k∈D
τ,L
k

(∫

Dτ
ξ

Ψτ
t (k + ǫξ)φ̂τ (k, ξ) dξ

)
gτk,

where Ĵ τ,L
t,k (ξ) = Fx→η{J τ,L

t,k (x)}. Clearly J n,±
t,k (x) and J τ

t,k(x) are almost surely well-defined since

φ ∈ S (Rd × Rd). Note that J n,±
t,k = J n,∓

t,k . We claim that J n
t,k = J n,+

t,k , which follows by observing

that the t-derivative of (5.13) in the following lemma yields the equation (5.10).

Lemma 5.6. If τ ∈ T \T0 with r being its root, then for all t > 0 and all k ∈ Z
d
L, we have

(5.12) Ĵ τ
t,k(ξ) =

iιτλ

Ld

∑

k∈DL
k

∫

Dξ

dξ

∫ t

0
e2πisΩ(k+ǫξ)

⊙

1≤j≤3

Ĵ τr[j]
t,k (ξj) ds.

Consequently, for all n ≥ 1, we have the induction formula

(5.13) Ĵ n,±
t,k (ξ) =

±iλ
Ld

∑

n1+n2+n3=n−1

∑

k∈DL
k

∫

Dξ

dξ

∫ t

0
e2πisΩ(k+ǫξ)Ĵ n1,±

s,k1
(ξ1)⊙Ĵ n2,∓

s,k2
(ξ2)⊙Ĵ n3,±

s,k3
(ξ3) ds.

Proof. The proof is similar to, and will use notations from, that of Lemma 5.5. In fact (5.12) follows
as in Lemma 5.5 with an addition ingredient: for all ξ ∈ Dτ , write ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3) = (ξr[1], ξr[2], ξr[3])

and ξj = ξ|τj , then for all ϕ ∈ S (Dτ ), we have
∫

Dξ

( ∏

1≤j≤3

∫

D
τj
ξj

dξj
)
ϕ̃(ξ) dξ =

∫

Dξ

{ ∏

1≤j≤3

∫
δkj

(
ιτj

∑

l∈Lτj

ιlf
j
l

)
df j

}
ϕ̃(f̆) dξ =

∫

Dτ
ξ

ϕ(ξ) dξ,

where ϕ̃ ∈ S (Dτ1 × Dτ2 × Dτ3) is such that ϕ̃(ξ|τ1 , ξ|τ2 , ξ|τ3) = ϕ(ξ) and f ∈ (Rd)L
τ
is such that

f |Lτj = f j for 1 ≤ j ≤ 3. The formula (5.13) follows from (5.12). �

5.3. Energy spectrum. Now we use Wick’s probability theorem to give diagrammatic expansions
for the energy spectrum EW[Πnu]. In our Wick renormalized setting, Wick’s theorem has the form
as stated in the following lemma, which follows directly from [25, Theorem 3.9, p. 26].

Lemma 5.7. Let τ± ∈ T ± and k± ∈ Dτ±. If τ+ and τ− have different orders, then E
(
gτ

+

k+g
τ−

k−

)
= 0.

Otherwise, let k ∈ Dτ∗,L, where τ∗ = (τ+, τ−) ∈ T ∗, be such that k± = k|τ±, then

(5.14) E
(
gτ

+

k+g
τ−

k−

)
=

∑

℘∈Pτ∗

∏

p={l+,l−}∈℘

1k
l+=k

l−
=

∑

q=(τ∗,℘)∈K

1k∈Dq .

As a consequence, we have EW[Πnu] =
∑

0≤j≤n EW[uj ].



INHOMOGENEOUS TURBULENCE FOR THE WICK NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION 29

5.3.1. Periodic setting. For all q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K , define ψq ∈ S (Dq) by

ψq(k) = ψτ+(k|τ+)ψτ−(k|τ−) =
∏

p∈℘

|ψ(k♭
p)|2,

and set Ψq
t = Θq ◦ Ωq. For all n ∈ N, all k ∈ Z

d
L, and all t > 0, we define

(5.15) Nn
t,k =

∑

q∈Kn

N q
t,k, N q

t,k = ςq

( λ

Ld

)2n ∑

k∈D
q,L
k

Ψq
t (k)ψ

q(k).

Remark 5.8. We can extend k 7→ N q
t,k to a function on R

d. In fact, for all k ∈ R
d, we define

N q
t,k = ςq

( λ

Ld

)2n ∑

k∈D
q,L
0

Ψq
t (k)ψ

q(k + k).

This coincides with the definition (5.15) when k ∈ Z
d
L because Ψq

t (·+ k) = Ψq
t (·).

Proposition 5.9. For all n, n′ ∈ N, all k, k′ ∈ Z
d
L, and all t > 0, we have

(5.16) E
(
Jn
t,kJ

n′

t,k′

)
= 1(n,k)=(n′,k′)N

n
t,k.

Particularly, the phase randomization condition (1.6) holds.

Proof. If n 6= n′, then E
(
Jn
t,kJ

n′

t,k′

)
= 0 by Lemma 5.7. If n = n′ and let τ∗ = (τ+, τ−) ∈ T ∗. Then

Lemma 5.7 implies that

E
(
Jn
t,kJ

n
t,k′

)
= ςq

( λ

Ld

)2n ∑

k+∈Dτ+
k

∑

k−∈Dτ+

k′

Ψτ+

t (k+)Ψτ−

t (k−)ψτ+(k+)ψτ−(k−)E
(
gτ

+

k+g
τ−

k−

)

= ςq

( λ

Ld

)2n ∑

k∈D
τ∗,L

k,k′

∑

q=(τ∗,℘)∈K

Ψτ+

t (k|τ+)Ψτ−

t (k|τ−)ψτ+(k|τ+)ψτ−(k|τ−)1k∈Dq .

By Lemma 2.16, if k 6= k′, then D
τ∗,L
k,k′ ∩ Dq = ∅ and therefore E

(
Jn
t,kJ

n
t,k′

)
= 0. If k = k′, then (5.16)

follows by observing that for all k ∈ Dq,L, we have

Ψq
t (k) = Ψτ+

t (k|τ+)Ψτ−

t (k|τ−), ψq(k) = ψτ+(k|τ+)ψτ−(k|τ−). �

Proposition 5.10. Let the solution u to WNLS be given as in §5.2.1, then for all n ∈ N, we have

(5.17) EW[u2n+1(t)](x, ξ) =
1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

Nn
t,kδk(ξ).

Proof. By Proposition 5.9, we have

EW[u2n+1(t)] =
1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

EW[Jn
t,ke

2πik·x−|k|2t/2] =
1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

Nn
t,kW[e2πik·x].

The identity (5.17) follows from W[e2πik·x](x, ζ) = δk(ζ). �

5.3.2. Non-periodic setting. Recall that, the Wigner transform of f, g ∈ L2(Rd) is defined by

W[f, g](x, ξ) =

∫
e−2πiy·ξf(x+ y/2)g(x − y/2) dy =

∫
e2πix·ηf̂(ξ + η/2)ĝ(ξ − η/2) dη,

and we also write W[f ] = W[f, f ] for simplicity. Let us denote

V[φ](k, x, ζ) = W[φ(·, k)](x, ζ), V̂[φ](k, η, ζ) = Ŵ[φ(·, k)](η, ξ).
For all q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K , define V̂q[φ] ∈ D(Dq × C q × Dq) by

V̂q[φ](k,η, ζ) =
∏

p∈℘

V̂(k♭
p,η

♭
p, ζ

♭
p) =

∏

p∈℘

φ̂(k♭
p, ζ

♭
p + η♭

p/2)φ̂(k
♭
p, ζ

♭
p − η♭

p/2).

For all ζ, η ∈ R
d, and all ϕ ∈ S (Dq), ψ ∈ S (C q), define∫

D
q
ζ

ϕ(ζ) dζ =

∫

(Rd)℘
δζ

(∑

p∈℘

ιpfp

)
ϕ(f̆) df ,

∫

C
q
η

ψ(η) dη =

∫

(Rd)℘
δη

(∑

p∈℘

gp

)
ϕ(g̃) dg,
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where ιp := ιl with τ
+ ∩ p = {l}, and f̆ and g̃ are respectively unique elements in Dq and C q such

that f̆ ♭ = f and g̃♭ = g. For all n ≥ 0, k ∈ R
d (following Remark 5.8) and t > 0, define

En
t,k(x, ζ) =

∑

q∈Kn

Eq
t,k(x, ζ), N n

t,k(x) =
∑

q∈Kn

N q
t,k(x)

as follows: the Fourier transform Êq
t,k(η, ζ) = Fx→η{Eq

t,k(x, ζ)} is given by

Êq
t,k(η, ζ) = ςq

( λ

Ld

)2n ∑

k∈D
q,L
k

∫

C
q
η

∫

D
q
ζ

Ψτ∗

t

(
k + ǫ(ζ + ιη/2)

)
V̂q[φ](k, ζ,η) dη dζ,

where Ψτ∗
t = Θq

t ◦ Ωτ∗ , and N q
t,k(x) is given by the integration

N q
t,k(x) =

∫
Eq
t,k(x, ζ) dζ.

As in Remark 5.8, we shall also extend the definitions of Eq
t,k and N q

t,k, and thus the definitions of En
t,k

and N n
t,k, to all k ∈ R

d.

Proposition 5.11. For all n, n′ ∈ N, all k, k′ ∈ Z
d
L, and all t > 0, we have

(5.18) EW[J n
t,k,J n′

t,k′ ] = 1(n,k)=(n′,k′)En
t,k.

Particularly, the phase randomization condition (1.6) holds.

Proof. Similarly as for Proposition 5.9, it suffices to establish (5.18) when (n, k) = (n′, k′):

EŴ[J n
t,k,J n

t,k](η, ζ) =
∑

τ∗∈T ∗
n

E
(
J τ+

t,k (ζ + η/2)J τ−

t,k (ζ − η/2)
)

=
∑

q=(τ∗,℘)∈Kn

ςq

( λ

Ld

)2n ∑

k∈D
q
k

∏

σ∈{+,−}

∫

Dτσ

ζ+ση/2

Ψτσ

t (k|τσ + ǫξσ)φ̂τ
σ
(k|τσ + ξσ) dξσ.

To conclude, we use the Following Lemma 5.12. In fact, the Jacobian of the map C q ×Dq ∋ (η, ζ) 7→
ξ ∈ Dτ∗ is equal to one, and we have

∏

σ∈{+,−}

Ψτσ

t (k|τσ + ǫξ|τσ) = Ψq
t

(
k + ǫ(ζ + ιη/2)

)
,

∏

σ∈{+,−}

φ̂τ
σ
(k|τσ + ξ|τσ) = V̂q[φ](k,η, ζ). �

Lemma 5.12. For all q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K , we have the linear space isomorphism

(5.19) C
q × D

q ≃ D
τ∗ (η, ζ) 7→ ξ 7→ ζ + ιη/2.

Moreover (5.19) induces for all η, ζ ∈ Rd a bijection C
q
η × D

q
ζ → Dτ∗

ζ+η/2,ζ−η/2.

Proof. Clearly (5.19) is a linear space homomorphism. To show that it is also an isomorphism, it
suffices to construct its inverse. Let ξ ∈ Dτ∗ and let f ,g : ℘ → Rd be defined by

fp = (ξl+ + ξl−)/2, gp = ξl+ − ξl− , ∀p = {l+, l−} ∈ ℘.

Let η ∈ C q and ζ ∈ Dq be such that η♭ = g and ζ♭ = f . Then the relation ξ = ζ + ιη/2 hold on Lq

and therefore, by Lemma 2.16, also holds on q. If ζ
rτ

± = ζ and η
rτ

± = η, then

ξ
rτ

± = ζ
rτ

± ± η
rτ

±/2 = ζ ± η/2.

Conversely, if ξ
rτ

± = ζ ± η/2, then

ζ
rτ

± = (ξ
rτ

+ + ξ
rτ

− )/2 = ζ, η
rτ

± = ξ
rτ

+ − ξ
rτ

− = η. �

Proposition 5.13. Let the solution u to WNLS be given as in §5.2.2, then for all n ∈ N, we have

(5.20) EW
[
u2n+1(t)

]
(x/ǫ, ξ) =

1

ǫdLd

∑

k∈Zd
L

En
t,k

(
x− ǫtξ,

ξ − k

ǫ

)
.
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If in addition supp φ̂ ⊂ {|ζ| ≤ R} × R
d for some R > 0, then for all t > 0 and x ∈ R

d, we have

(5.21) suppEW
[
u2n+1(t)

]
(x, ·) ⊂ {ξ ∈ R

d : dist(ξ,Zd
L) ≤ (2n + 1)Rǫ}.

Consequently, when (2n+ 1)Rǫ < 1/(2L), for all k ∈ Zd
L, we have

(5.22) Ld

∫

|ξ−k|≤(2n+1)Rǫ
E
[
u2n+1(t)

]
(x/ǫ, ξ) dξ =

∫
En
t,k(x− ǫt(k + ǫζ), ζ) dζ.

Proof. Note that A2n+1
k (t, ·) = e−ǫtk·∇+ǫ2it∆/4πJ n

t,k. A direct computation shows that

Fx→ξ

{
A2n+1

k (t, ǫx)e2πik·x−|k|2t/2
}
=
e−πit|ξ|2

ǫd
Ĵ n
t,k

(ξ − k

ǫ

)
.

Therefore, by Proposition 5.11, we have

EŴ
[
u2n+1(t)

]
(η, ξ) =

1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

EŴ
[
A2n+1

k (t, ǫx)e2πik·x−|k|2t/2
]
(η, ξ)

=
1

ǫ2dLd

∑

k∈Zd
L

e−2πitξ·η
EŴ

[
J n
t,k

](η
ǫ
,
ξ − k

ǫ

)
=

1

ǫ2dLd

∑

k∈Zd
L

e−2πitξ·ηÊn
t,k

(η
ǫ
,
ξ − k

ǫ

)
.

We conclude (5.20) by taking the inverse Fourier transform of both sides. The support condition (5.21)
follows directly from Lemma 2.16 and readily implies the integral identity (5.22). �

6. Effective dynamics: homogeneous setting

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2 in the homogeneous setting. Recall that this corresponds to
the periodic case with the scaling laws λ−2 = Lα where 0 < α < 2/(1 + 4/d∗) and β = ∞.

6.1. General couple. We first give an upper bound of N q
t,k, defined by (5.15), for all q ∈ K , which

shows that couples which are not regular have negligible contributions to the effective dynamics.

Lemma 6.1. Let q ∈ Kn, and let V ∈ C∞(RBq × Dq) be such that suppV ⊂ R
Bq × B where B is

bounded by nR for some R ≥ 1. For all t > 0 and k ∈ R
d set

Iq
t,kV =

( λ

Ld

)2n ∑

k∈D
q,L
k

∫

O
q
t

e2πit·Ω
q(k)V (λ2t,k) dt.

For all m ∈ N
d, and uniformly for all (t, k) ∈ [0, 1] × R

d, we have the estimate

(6.1) |Iq
t/λ2,k

V | . Cnt2n(nR)4nd ln(1 + nR2Lα)2nL−ν ind(q)‖V ‖L∞(Oq
t ,L

∞).

Proof. Because the norm on the right hand side of (6.1) is invariant under translation in k, we may

therefore assume that k = 0 without losing generality. Let F̃ denote the inverse temporal Fourier
transform, i.e., with the variable t, and denote Ṽt(ω,k) = F̃(1O

q
t
V )(ω,k). Performing the change of

variable t → t/λ2, observing that

(6.2) 1O
q

t/λ2
(t) = 1O

q
t
(λ2t),

and setting ̺ = λ−2Ωq(k)− ω, we then obtain

Iq
t/λ2,k

V =
1

(λLd)2n

∑

k∈D
q,L
0

∫

O
q
t

e2πiλ
−2t·Ωq(k)

(∫
e−2πit·ωṼt(ω,k) dω

)
dt

=
1

(λLd)2n

∑

k∈D
q,L
0

∫
Θq

t (̺)Ṽt(ω,k) dω.

Because t/〈tω〉 . 1/〈ω〉 when 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, by Proposition 5.4, we have

|Iq
t/λ2,k

V | . Cn

(λLd)2n
sup

µ∈O(Bq)

∫ ∑

k∈D
q,L
0

( ∏

b∈Bq

1

〈µ(̺)b〉
)
|Ṽt(ω,k)|dω.
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For all z ∈ Z
Bq

, let Qz be the cube centered at z with edge length equal to one and with faces parallel
to coordinate planes. For all µ ∈ O(Bq), all ω ∈ RBq

and all z ∈ ZBq
let

Gµ
ω,z = {k ∈ D

q,L
0 ∩B : µ(̺) ∈ Qz}.

For any ω, we have the decomposition:

D
q,L
0 ⊂

⋃

z∈RBq

(Dq,L
0 ∩Gµ

ω,z).

Uniformly in ω and z, we have the estimate

∑

k∈D
q,L
0 ∩Gµ

ω,z

( ∏

b∈Bq

1

〈µ(̺)b〉
)
|Ṽt(ω,k)| . Cn card(Gω,z)

( ∏

b∈Bq

1

〈z〉b

)
‖Ṽt(ω, ·)‖L∞ .

Note that if k ∈ B, then |Ωq(k)| . nR2, so the set Uω = {z ∈ Z
d : Gω,z 6= ∅} has a diameter

. nR2λ−2 = nR2Lα for all ω. We therefore have

∑

k∈D
q,L
0

( ∏

b∈Bq

1

〈µ(̺)b〉
)
|Ṽt(ω,k)| . Cn

∑

z∈Uω

card(Gω,z)
( ∏

b∈Bq

1

〈z〉b

)
‖Ṽt(ω, ·)‖L∞

. Cn ln(1 + nR2Lα)2n sup
z∈ZBq

card(Gω,z)‖Ṽt(ω, ·)‖L∞

To conclude, we first use Proposition 4.5 to bound

card(Gω,z) . Cn(nR)4nd(λ2L2d)nL−ν ind(q),

then we integrate in ω and use the estimate

‖Ṽt‖L1L∞ = ‖Θq
t ∗ Ṽt‖L1L∞ . ‖Θq

t‖L1‖Ṽt‖L∞L∞ . ‖1OtV ‖L1L∞ . t2n‖V ‖L∞(Oq
t ,L

∞). �

Proposition 6.2. For all q ∈ K , all t > 0 and all k ∈ Z
d
L, we have

(6.3) N q
t,k = ςqIq

t,kψ
q.

Consequently, supposing that ψ̂ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) with suppψ bounded by R ≥ 1, if q ∈ K

reg
n with n ≥ 0,

then for all m ∈ N
d and uniformly for all (t, k) ∈ [0, t]× R

d, we have

|kmN q
t/λ2,k

| . Cnt2n(nR)4nd ln(1 + nR2Lα)2nL−ν ind(q)n|m|‖|ψ|2‖4n+2
L∞
|m|/2

.

Particularly, if q /∈ K reg, then

(6.4) lim
L→∞

sup
(t,k)∈[0,1]×Rd

kmN q
t/λ2,k

= 0.

Proof. The identity follows from (5.15). Write q = (τ∗, ℘). For all k ∈ Dq, denote kq = k
rτ

± for

simplicity. Note that kmN q
t,k = ςqIq

t,k(k
m
q ψ

q) and suppψq is bounded by (2n + 1)R. Therefore, by
Lemma 6.1, we have

|kmN q
t/λ2,k

| . Cnt2n(nR)4nd ln(1 + nR2Lα)2nL−ν ind(q)‖km
q ψ

q‖L∞ .

We conclude with the estimate

‖km
q ψ

q‖L∞ . n|m|‖|ψ|2‖2n+1
L∞
|m|

. n|m|‖|ψ|2‖4n+2
L∞
|m|/2

�

6.2. Regular couples. Now we give finer estimates and asymptotic analysis for N q
t,k when q ∈ K reg,

using the structure of regular couples and results from §3.
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6.2.1. Algebraic structures. Let q ∈ K reg and let r ∈ Iq. Note that r ∈ K
reg
1 , so we can write

Br = {b+, b−} with ιb± = ±1. By Lemma 2.16 and Definition 4.1, we ave Ωq
b+

+Ωq
b−

= 0. Therefore,

we define the bilinear map ℧
q = (℧q

r)r∈Iq : Dq × Dq → R
Iq by setting ℧

q
r = ±Ωq

b±
, where b± ∈

Br ∩ ι−1(±1). Next, define the linear isomorphism κq : R
Iq ×RIq → RBq

by setting

κq(µ, s)b = µr + ιbsr/2

if b ∈ Br and r ∈ Iq. Let κ∗q denote the pullback induced by κq. For all t > 0, define the linear

integral operator Φq
t : L

∞(RBq × (R2d)B
q
) → L∞(RIq × (R2d)B

q
) by

Φq
tU(s,z) =

∫

R
Iq

κ∗q(1O
q
t
U)(µ, s,z) dµ.

Define ̟q = (̟q
r)r∈Iq by setting ̟q

r(z) = xr · yr if z = (xr,yr)r∈Iq . Suppose that q ∈ K
reg
n with

n ∈ N. As in §3, for all L ∈ (0,∞], define the linear functional Sq
L on C∞

c (RIq × (R2d)Iq) by

Sq
L(Φ) =





1

L2nd

∑

z∈(Z2d
L )Iq

∫

R
Iq

e2πis·̟
q(z)Φ(s,z) ds, L ∈ (0,∞);

∫

(R2d)Iq

∫

R
Iq

e2πis·̟
q(z)Φ(s,z) dsdz, L = ∞.

Lemma 6.3. If q ∈ K reg, then for all t > 0, all k ∈ R
d and all V ∈ C∞(RBq × Dq) such that

V (t, ·) ∈ C∞
c (Dτ ) for all t ∈ R

Bq
, we have

(6.5) Iq
t,kV = Sq

L

(
θLΦ

q
t

(
V |Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

))
.

Particularly, observing that ιq = 1 when q ∈ K reg, we have

(6.6) N q
t,k = Sq

L

(
θLΦ

q
t

(
ψq|Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

))
.

Proof. Suppose that q ∈ K
reg
n with n ∈ N. By Lemma 4.4, the identities (4.1) and (6.2), we have the

following direct computation which establishes (6.5) using the scaling law λ−2 = Lα:

Iq
t/λ2,k

V =
( λ

Ld

)2n ∑

k∈D
q
k

∫∫
e2πis·℧

q(k)κ∗q(1O
q
t
V )(λ2µ, λ2s,k) dµds

=
1

L2nd

∑

z∈(Z2d
L )Iq

∫∫
e2πis·̟

q(z)κ∗q(1O
q
t
V )(µ, λ2s, (Λq

k)
−1z) dµds

=
1

L2nd

∑

z∈(Z2d
L )Iq

∫
e2πis·̟

q(z)Φq
tV (λ2s, (Λq

k)
−1z) ds. �

Because of the identity (6.6), we can use Proposition 3.7 to study the limit limL→∞N q
t/λ2,k

when

q ∈ K reg. For all n ≥ 0, all t > 0 and all k ∈ Rd, define

(6.7) Nn,∞
t,k =

∑

q∈K
reg
n

N q,∞
t,k , where N q,∞

t,k = Sq
∞

(
θ∞Φq

t

(
ψq|Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

))
.

Lemma 6.4. For all q ∈ K reg, we have the identity:

N q,∞
t,k = Θt[Iq](0)

∫

D
q
k

δ(℧q(k))ψq(k) dk.

Particularly, if q ∈ K0, then N
q,∞
t,k = |ψ(k)|2.

Proof. Note that κ∗q1O
q
t
(µ, 0) = 1Ot(Iq)(µ). We therefore have:

N q,∞
t,k =

∫

(R2d)Iq

(∫

R
Iq

e2πis·̟
q(z) ds

)(∫

R
Iq

κ∗q1O
q
t
(µ, 0) dµ

)
ψq((Λq

k)
−1z) dz

=

∫

Ot(Iq)
dµ

∫

(R2d)Iq

δ(̟q(z))ψq((Λq
k)

−1z) dz.

We conclude using Definition 5.2 and the fact that the Jacobian of Λq
k

◦ (πq|℘)∗|πq
∗D

q
k |℘

is equal to one,

which follows from the definition of Λq
k in Lemma 4.4. �
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Lemma 6.5. If q = ⊗σ(q1, q2, q3) ∈ K reg where σ ∈ {+,−} and q1, q2, q3 ∈ K reg, then for all t > 0
and all k ∈ R

d, we have the identity

(6.8) N q,∞
t,k =

∫ t

0

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
∏

1≤j≤3

N
qj ,∞
s,kj

dk ds.

Consequently, for all n ≥ 1, we have the induction formula

(6.9) Nn,∞
t,k = 2

∑

n1+n2+n3=n−1

∫ t

0

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
∏

1≤j≤3

N
nj ,∞
s,kj

dk ds.

Proof. By Lemma 6.4, we have

N q,∞
t,k = Θt[Iq](0)

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
( ∏

1≤j≤3

∫

D
qj
kj

δ(℧qj (kj)) dkj
)
ψq(k) dk,

where k is the unique element in Dq such that k|qj = kj for 1 ≤ j ≤ 3. We conclude (6.8) with (5.4)

and the identity ψq(k) =
∏

1≤j≤3 ψ
qj(kj). The identity (6.9) follows from (6.8) and Lemma 2.12. In

fact, the factor 2 in (6.9) is due to the dichotomy of σ ∈ {+,−}. �

6.2.2. Asymptotic estimates. Now we establish the limit limL→∞N q
t/λ2,k

= N q,∞
t,k .

Lemma 6.6. If q ∈ K
reg
n with n ≥ 1, then for all t > 0, all U ∈ C∞

c (RBq × (R2d)B
q
) any any

weighted Sobolev norm B on (R2d)B
q
, we have

‖FΦq
tU‖W 1,∞B . (n2n−1tn−1 + tn)‖FU‖W 1,∞B.

Proof. For all s ∈ R, set I(t, s) = (−s/2, t− s/2) ∩ (s/2, t+ s/2). For all s ∈ R
Bq

, we have

suppκ∗1O
q
t
(·, s) ⊂

∏

r∈Iq

I(t, sr).

Therefore, for all s, s′ ∈ R
Bq

, we have

‖κ∗1O
q
t
(·, s) − κ∗1O

q
t
(·, s′)‖L1 .

∣∣∣
{ ∏

r∈Iq

I(t, sr)
}
∆
{ ∏

r∈Iq

I(t, s′r)
}∣∣∣

.
∑

r∈Iq

|Ir(t, sr)∆Ir(t, s′r)|
∏

h∈Iq\{r}

|I(t, sr) ∪ I(t, s′r)| . 2n−1tn−1
∑

r∈Iq

|sr − s′r|,

where ∆ denotes the symmetric difference. Therefore,

‖FΦq
tU‖W 1,∞B . ‖κ∗q1O

q
t
‖L1W 1,∞‖FU‖W 1,∞B . (n2n−1tn−1 + tn)‖FU‖W 1,∞B . �

Lemma 6.7. Let q ∈ K
reg
n with n ≥ 1. Let m ∈ Nd and let ℓ ∈ N. Then uniformly for all k ∈ Rd,
∥∥F

(
(kγ

qψ
q)|Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

)∥∥
L1
ℓ
. Cnn2ℓ+|m|‖ψ̂‖4n+2

W
|m|,1
ℓ

.

Proof. Let X = (R2d)B
q
and let Y = Rd × X. By Lemma 4.4, we have a canonical isomorphism

Λ
q
: Dτ → Y , k 7→ (k,Λqk), where k = k

rτ
± if q = (τ∗, ℘). Let Λq = ((Λ

q
)†)−1 = ((Λ

q
)−1)†, where †

gives the adjoint operator. By Lemma 4.4, we have the norm estimate ‖Λq‖ . ‖(Λq
)−1‖ . n‖Λq‖ . n.

Let f = (km
q ψ

q) ◦ (Λ
q
)−1, i.e., f(k,z) = (km

q ψ
q)|Dq

k

(
(Λq

k)
−1z

)
. By Lemma 6.8 below, (4.2), and

Young’s convolution inequality, we have

sup
k∈Rd

‖FXf(k, ·)‖L1
ℓ (X) . ‖FY f‖L1

ℓ (Y ) . nℓ‖Fq(k
m
q ψ

q)‖L1
ℓ (D

q) . n2ℓ‖F℘π
q
∗(k

m
q ψ

q)|(Rd)℘‖L1
ℓ

. n2ℓ+|m|‖F|ψ|2‖2n+1

W
|m|,1
ℓ

. Cnn2ℓ+|m|‖ψ̂‖4n+2

W
|m|,1
ℓ

. �

Lemma 6.8. Let X and Y be subspaces of finite dimensional Euclidean spaces. Let FX and FY

be Fourier transforms on X and Y respectively. If Λ : Y → X is a linear space isomorphism and
Λ† : X → Y is its adjoint operator, then for all f ∈ C∞

c (Y ) and ϕ ∈ L∞
loc(Y ), we have

‖(ϕ ◦ Λ†)FX (f ◦ Λ−1)‖L1
X
= ‖ϕFY f‖L1

Y
.
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Proof. Let 〈·, ·〉 denote the inner product in respective spaces. We have

FX(f ◦ Λ−1)(ζ) =

∫

X
e−2πi〈ζ,x〉Xf(Λ−1x) dx = |det(Λ)|

∫

Y
e−2πi〈ζ,Λy〉Xf(y) dy

= |det(Λ)|
∫

Y
e−2πi〈Λ†ζ,y〉Y f(y) dy = |det(Λ)|(FY f)(Λ

†ζ).

Therefore, using the change of variable η = Λ†ζ and |det(Λ†)| = |det(Λ)|, we have

‖(ϕ ◦ Λ†)FX(f ◦ Λ−1)‖L1
X
= |det(Λ†)|−1|det(Λ)|

∫

Y
|ϕ(η)FY f(η)|dη = ‖ϕFY f‖L1

Y
. �

Proposition 6.9. Let d ≥ 3, n ≥ 1. Let suppψ be bounded by R ≥ 1, let q ∈ K
reg
n , and let m ∈ Nd.

There exists C > 0 and ν > 0 such that uniformly for all (t, k) ∈ [0, 1] × R
d, we have

|km(N q
t/λ2,k

−N q,∞
t,k )| . Cnnd+2(nR)4nd(n2n−1tn−1 + tn)L−ν‖ψ̂‖4n+2

L1
1

.

Consequently, there holds the limit:

lim
L→∞

sup
(t,k)∈[0,1]×Rd

|km(N q
t/λ2,k

−N q,∞
t,k )| = 0.

Proof. By (6.6), (6.7), Proposition 3.7, and the fact that suppψq is bounded by nR, we have

|km(N q
t/λ2,k

−N q,∞
t,k )| . Cnnd(nR)4ndL−ν

∥∥FΦq
t

(
(km

q ψ
q)|Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

)∥∥
W 1,∞L1

1
.

We conclude with Lemmas 6.6 and 6.7. �

Proposition 6.10. Let q ∈ K
reg
n with n ≥ 1, then for all m, ℓ ∈ Nd and uniformly for all (t, k) ∈

[0, 1] × Rd, we have the estimate for some universal constant C > 0,

|km∂ℓkN q,∞
t,k | . Cntnn|m|‖ψ‖4n+2

W
|ℓ|+d,∞
|m|+d/2

.

Proof. Let (χz)z∈Zd be a partition of unity of Rd such that χz(·) = χ(·+ z) for some χ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) and

for all z ∈ Zd. For all γ ∈ (Zd)℘ and k ∈ Dq, set χγ(k) =
∏

p∈℘ χγp(k
♭
p). Then

∑
γ∈(Zd)℘ χγ = 1. Let

̺k be the translation operator on C∞(Dq) defined by ̺kf(·) = f(·+ k). Denote Dℓ
k = ̺−1

k ∂ℓk̺k. By
Lemma 6.4, we have the decomposition

∂ℓkN
q,∞
t,k =

∑

γ∈(Zd)℘

Iγ(t, k), where Iγ(t, k) = Θt[Iq](0)

∫

D
q
k

δ(℧q(k))(χγDℓ
kψ

q)(k) dk.

For each term in the summation, we use Proposition 3.5 and (6.7) for the estimate

|kmIγ(t, k)| . Cntn
∥∥F℘

{
πq∗(χγk

m
q Dℓ

kψ
q)|(Rd)℘

}∥∥
L1 . C̃ntnn|m|

∏

p∈℘

‖F(χγp |ψ|2)‖W |m|,1
ℓ

.

By Cauchy’s inequality and Plancherel’s theorem, we have

‖F(χγp |ψ|2)‖W |m|,1
ℓ

. ‖F(χγp |ψ|2)‖W |m|,2
|ℓ|+d

. ‖χγp |ψ|2‖W |ℓ|+d,2
|m|

. ‖χγp‖W |ℓ|+d,2
−d

‖ψ‖2
W d,∞

|m|+d/2

.

Summing up in γ, we conclude with the estimate:

|km∂ℓkN q,∞
t,k | .

(∑

z∈Zd

‖χz‖W |ℓ|+d,2
−d

)2n+1
‖ψ‖4n+2

W
|ℓ|+d,∞
|m|+d/2

.
(∑

z∈Zd

〈z〉−d
)2n+1

‖ψ‖4n+2

W
|ℓ|+d,∞
|m|+d/2

. �

6.3. Wave kinetic equation. Now we derive the wave kinetic equation WK and prove the conver-
gence results in Theorem 1.2 when β = ∞. By Proposition 6.10 and Lemma 2.14, if t ∈ [0, T ] and T
is sufficiently small, then for all k ∈ R

d, we have a absolutely convergent sum

Nk(t) =
∑

n≥0

Nn,∞
t,k .

We will prove that (Nk)k∈Rd solves the wave kinetic equation WK with initial data Nk(0) = |ψ(k)|2,
by establishing the following Duhamel’s formula (6.10). Once it is proved, the estimate (1.10) follows
as a consequence of Proposition 6.10 and (5.5).
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Proposition 6.11. If T is sufficiently small, then for all (t, k) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d, we have

(6.10) Nk(t) = |ψ(k)|2 + 2

∫ t

0

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
∏

1≤j≤3

Nkj(s) dk ds.

Proof. The formula (6.9) implies that

∑

0≤ℓ≤n

N ℓ,∞
t,k = |ψ(k)|2 + 2

∑

1≤ℓ≤n

∑

n1+n2+n3=ℓ−1

∫ t

0

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
∏

1≤j≤3

N
nj ,∞
s,kj

dk ds.

By Proposition 6.10, we have the absolute convergence of the series, which allows us to pass to the
limit n→ ∞ and obtain the formula (6.10). �

Next, let χ ∈ C∞
c (Rd). By Proposition 5.10, for all n ∈ N, all t ∈ [0, T ], and all x ∈ R

d, write

(6.11)

∫
χ(ξ)EW

[
u2n+1

( t

λ2

)]
(x, ξ) dξ =

1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

χ(k)Nn
t/λ2,k =

1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

χ(k)Nn,∞
t,k +RL(t)

where the remainder RL(t) has the exact expression

RL(t) =
1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

χ(k)
( ∑

q∈Kn\K
reg
n

N q
t/λ2,k

+
1

Ld

∑

q∈K
reg
n

(N q
t/λ2,k

−N q,∞
t,k )

)
.

By Propositions 6.2 and 6.9, we have limL→∞RL(t) = 0, uniformly for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Furthermore,
using Proposition 6.10, we can pass to the limit L→ ∞ for the Riemann sum on the right hand side
of (6.11) to converge to an integral, which yields

lim
L→∞

∫
χ(ξ)EW

[
u2n+1

( t

λ2

)]
(x, ξ) dξ =

∫
χ(k)Nn,∞

t,k dk.

Finally, we conclude (1.12) by summing up in n.

7. Effective dynamics: inhomogeneous and semi-homogeneous setting

In this section we prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 in the inhomogeneous and semi-homogeneous setting.
Recall that we have λ−2 = Lα and ǫ−1 = Lβ where 0 < α < 2/(1 + 4/d∗) and α ≤ β <∞.

7.1. General couples. In the inhomogeneous setting, the identity (6.3) needs a fine tuning via an
operator that describes the transport of wavepackets. Let q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K . For all x, ζ ∈ Rd we

define T q
x,ζφ = F−1

η→xT̂ q
η,ζφ as a function on RBq × Dq by setting

(7.1) T̂ q
η,ζφ(t,k) =

∫∫

C
q
η×D

q
ζ

e2πiǫλ
−2t·(2Ωτ∗(k;ζ+ιη/2)+ǫΩτ∗(ζ+ιη/2))Ŵq[φ](k,η, ζ) dζ dη.

Proposition 7.1. Then for all t > 0 and all k ∈ R
d, we have the identity

(7.2) Eq
t,k(x, ζ) = ςqIq

t,kT
q
x,ζφ.

Suppose that q ∈ Kn with n ≥ 1. Let supp φ̂ be bounded by R ≥ 1 and let m ∈ Nd. Then uniformly in
(t, k) ∈ [0, 1] × R

d, we have the estimates

‖kmEq
t/λ2,k

‖L∞ . Cnt2nn|m|(nR)4nd ln(1 + nR2Lα)L−ν ind(q)‖φ̂‖4n+2
W d,1L∞

|m|

(7.3)

‖kmN q
t/λ2,k

‖L∞ . Cnt2nn|m|(nR)4nd ln(1 + nR2Lα)L−ν ind(q)‖φ̂‖4n+2
L1L∞

|m|
.(7.4)

Particularly, if q /∈ K reg, then we have

lim
L→∞

sup
(t,k)∈[0,1]×Rd

‖kmEq
t/λ2,k

‖L∞ = lim
L→∞

sup
(t,k)∈[0,1]×Rd

‖kmN q
t/λ2,k

‖L∞ = 0.

Proof. Set ξ = ζ + ιη/2. Then (7.2) is a direct consequence of the quadratic expansion:

Ωτ∗(k + ǫξ) = Ωq(k) + 2ǫΩτ∗(k; ξ) + ǫ2Ωτ∗(ξ).

The proof for the estimate (7.3) is similar to that of Proposition 6.2. In fact, by Lemma 6.1,

|kmEq
t/λ2,k

(x, ζ)| . Cnt2n(nR)4nd ln(1 + nR2Lα)L−ν ind(q)‖km
q T q

x,ζφ‖L∞L∞ .



INHOMOGENEOUS TURBULENCE FOR THE WICK NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION 37

We conclude with Lemma 7.2 below and the Sobolev embedding theorem. The identity (7.4) follows
by Lemma 7.2 and integrating the above estimate directly in ζ. �

Lemma 7.2. If q ∈ Kn with n ≥ 0, then for all m, ℓ ∈ N
d, we have

sup
x,ζ∈Rd

∫
‖km

q ∂
ℓ
ζT q

x,ζφ‖L∞ dζ . Cnn|m|
∏

p∈℘

‖φ̂‖4n+2
W |ℓ|,1L∞

|m|

.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 6.10:∫∫
|km

q ∂
ℓ
ζ T̂ q

η,ζφ(t,k)|dη dζ ≤
∫ (∫∫

C
q
η×D

q
ζ

∣∣km
q Dℓ

ζ V̂q[φ](k,η, ζ)
∣∣ dζ dη

)
dη dζ

. Cnn|m|‖V̂ [φ]‖2n+1
L∞
|m|

L1W |ℓ|,1 . . C̃nn|m|
∏

p∈℘

‖φ̂‖4n+2
W |ℓ|,1L∞

|m|

. �

7.2. Regular couples. Now we study the asymptotic behaviors of the energy spectra Eq
t,k and N q

t,k,

defined in §5.3.2, when q ∈ K reg. The analysis is similar to that of the homogeneous setting §6.2,
but we need to take into account of the estimates for the operator T q

x,ζ .

7.2.1. Algebraic structures. Let us first give the limit without proof:

T q,∞
x,ζ φ = lim

L→∞
T q
x,ζφ,

which clearly depends on the scaling parameters α and β. Precisely, if q = (τ∗, ℘) ∈ K , then for all

x, ζ ∈ Rd, all t ∈ RBq
, and all k ∈ Dq, we define T q,∞

x,ζ = F−1
η→xT̂ q,∞

η,ζ by setting

(7.5) T̂ q,∞
η,ζ φ(t,k) =

∫∫

C
q
η×D

q
ζ

e1α=β4πit·Ω
τ∗(k;ζ+ιη/2)V̂q(k,η, ζ) dη dζ.

We shall give an explicit expression of κ∗qT q,∞
η,ζ φ(µ, s,k). Note that, by Lemma 2.7, if m ∼ n, then

Ωτ∗
m (k, ιη) = Ωτ∗

n (k, ιη) for all k ∈ Dq and all η ∈ C q. Particularly, if q ∈ K reg, then we can define
Υq = (Υq

r)r∈Iq : Dq × C q → R
Iq by setting Υq

r(·, ·) = Ωτ∗

b±
(·, ι·), where Br = {b+, b−}. Note that

by (7.5) and the definitions of ℧q and Υq, if t = κq(µ, s), then

t · Ωτ∗(k, ζ + ιζ/2) = t · (Ωq(k, ζ) + Ωτ∗(k, ιη)/2) = s · ℧q(k, ζ)/2 + µ ·Υq(k,η)/2,

which yields the identity

(7.6) κ∗q T̂ q,∞
η,ζ φ(µ, s,k) =

∫∫

C
q
η×D

q
ζ

e1α=β2πi(s·℧
q(k,ζ)+µ·Υq(k,η))V̂q(k,η, ζ) dη dζ

Using Lemma 2.7, we can give an explicit expression to Υq, which reveals the transport structure of
the phase factor µ ·Υq(k,η) in (7.6).

Lemma 7.3. Let q ∈ K reg. For all µ ∈ R
Iq , all k ∈ Dq, and all η ∈ C q, we have

(7.7) µ ·Υq(k,η) =
∑

p∈℘

Zq
p (µ,k) · η♭

p, where Zq
p (µ,k) =

1

2

∑

r∈Iq

µr

∑

c∈℘(r)

1p�c(k
♭
Br − k♭

c).

In (7.7), the strict partial order on C
q
2 is defined as in Remark 2.13 and ℘(r) is the pairing that

defines r. Consequently, for all x, ζ ∈ R
d we have the identities

κ∗qT q,∞
x,ζ φ(µ, 0,k) =

∫

D
q
ζ

∏

p∈℘

V[φ](k♭
p, x+ 1α=βZ

q
p (µ,k), ζ

♭
p) dζ;(7.8)

∫
κ∗qT q,∞

x,ζ φ(µ, 0,k) dζ =
∏

p∈℘

|φ(x+ 1α=βZ
q
p (µ,k),k

♭
p)|2.(7.9)

Proof. In fact, by Lemmas 2.7 and 2.16, we have η♭
Br =

∑
c∈℘(r) η

♭
c and

2Υq
r(k,η) = k♭

Br · η♭
Br −

∑

c∈℘(r)

k♭
c · η♭

c =
∑

c∈℘(r)

(k♭
Br − k♭

c) · η♭
c

=
∑

c∈℘(r)

(k♭
Br − k♭

c) ·
(∑

p∈℘

1p�cη
♭
p

)
=

∑

p∈℘

( ∑

c∈℘(r)

1p�c(k
♭
Br − k♭

c)
)
· η♭

p.
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We obtain (7.7) by summing up in r ∈ Iq. To prove (7.8), we use (7.7) and Lemma 2.16. Taking the
inverse Fourier transform on both sides of (7.6), we have

κ∗qT q,∞
x,ζ φ(µ, 0,k) =

∫
e2πix·η

(∫∫

C
q
η×D

q
ζ

∏

p∈℘

e1α=β2πiZ
q
p (µ,k)·η♭

pV̂[φ](k♭
p,η

♭
p, ζ

♭
p) dη dζ

)
dη

=

∫

D
q
η

(∏

p∈℘

∫
e2πi(x+1α=βZ

q
p (µ,k))·ζ♭

p V̂[φ](k♭
p,η

♭
p, ζ

♭
p) dζ

♭
p

)
dζ,

which proves (7.8). The identity (7.9) follows by integrating in ζ. �

By Lemma 6.3, for all q ∈ K reg, all t > 0 and all k ∈ R
d, we have

(7.10) Eq
t,k(x, ζ) = Sq

L

(
θLΦ

q
t

(
T q
x,ζφ|Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

))
.

It suggests that, for all n ≥ 0, we define En,∞
t,k = En,∞

t,k (x, ζ) by setting

(7.11) En,∞
t,k =

∑

q∈K
reg
n

Eq,∞
t,k , where Eq,∞

t,k (x, ζ) = Sq
∞

(
θ∞Φq

t

(
T q,∞
x,ζ φ|Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

))
.

Then we define N n,∞
t,k = N n,∞

t,k (x) by integrating En,∞
t,k in ζ:

(7.12) N n,∞
t,k =

∑

q∈K
reg
n

N q,∞
t,k , where N q,∞

t,k (x) =

∫
Eq,∞
t,k (x, ζ) dζ.

By a direct computation using (7.11), (7.12), and Lemma 7.3, we have expressions for Eq,∞
t,k and

N q,∞
t,k which are similar to that of N q,∞

t,k given in Lemma 6.4, particularly when α < β, in which case

κ∗qT q,∞
x,ζ φ(µ, 0,k) is independent of the variable µ.

Lemma 7.4. Let q ∈ K reg. For all t > 0, x, ζ ∈ Rd, and all k ∈ Dq, let

(7.13) Uq
t,x,ζφ(k) =

∫

Ot(Iq)
κ∗qT q,∞

x,ζ φ(µ, 0,k) dµ.

Then for all k ∈ Rd, we have the identities:

Eq,∞
t,k (x, ζ) =

∫

D
q
k

δ(℧q(k))Uq
t,x,ζφ(k) dk.

Consequently, we have inductive formulas similar to the ones stated in Lemma 6.5.

Lemma 7.5. If q = ⊗σ(q1, q2, q3) ∈ K reg where σ ∈ {+,−} and q1, q2, q3 ∈ K reg , then for all t > 0
and all k, x, ζ ∈ R

d, we have the identity

Eq,∞
t,k (x, ζ) =

∫ t

0

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
(∫

Dζ

∏

1≤j≤3

Eqj ,∞
s,kj

(x+ s(k − kj)1α=β , ζj) dζ
)
dk ds.

Consequently, for all n ≥ 1, there holds the inductive formula:

En,∞
t,k (x, ζ) = 2

∑

n1+n2+n3=n−1

∫ t

0

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
(∫

Dζ

∏

1≤j≤3

Enj ,∞
s,kj

(x+ s(k − kj)1α=β , ζj) dζ
)
dk ds.

Integrating in ζ then yields the identity

N q,∞
t,k (x) =

∫ t

0

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
∏

1≤j≤3

N qj ,∞
s,kj

(x+ s(k − kj)1α=β) dk ds,

as well as the inductive formula:

N n,∞
t,k (x) = 2

∑

n1+n2+n3=n−1

∫ t

0

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
∏

1≤j≤3

N nj ,∞
s,kj

(x+ s(k − kj)1α=β) dk ds.
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Proof. We shall only prove the formula for Eq,∞
t,k as the others are direct consequences. By Lemma 7.4,

Eq,∞
t,k (x, ζ) =

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
( ∏

1≤j≤3

∫

D
qj
kj

δ(℧qj (kj)) dkj
)
Uq
t,x,ζφ(k) dk,

where k is the unique element in Dq such that k|qj = kj for 1 ≤ j ≤ 3. Therefore, it remains to

establish the identity that, if kj ∈ D
qj
kj
, then

(7.14) Uq
t,x,ζφ(k) =

∫ t

0

∫

Dζ

∏

1≤j≤3

Uqj
s,x+s(k−kj)1α=β ,ζj

dζ ds.

In fact, by (7.8) and (7.13), we have

Uq
t,x,ζφ(k) =

∫

Ot(Iq)

(∫

D
q
ζ

∏

p∈℘

W[φ(·,k♭
p)](x+ 1α=βZ

q
p (µ,k), ζp) dζ

)
dµ.

Next write µ = (s,µ1,µ2,µ3) with µj = µ|Iqj
. Then Ot(Iq) is the set of all µ ∈ RIq such that

0 < s < t and µj ∈ Os(Iqj) for 1 ≤ j ≤ 3. Write kj = k|qj and ζj = ζ|qj . Observe that if
p ∈ ℘(qj) ⊂ ℘, then we have

Zq
p (µ,k) = s(k − kj) + Z

qj
p (µj ,kj).

We therefore conclude (7.14) with the identity
∏

p∈℘

W[φ(·,k♭
p)](x + 1α=βZ

q
p (µ,k), ζp)

=
∏

1≤j≤3

∏

p∈℘(qj)

W[φ(·, (kj)♭p)](x+ 1α=βs(k − kj) + 1α=βZ
q
p (µ

j ,kj), ζjp). �

7.2.2. Asymptotic estimates. Now we establish the limits

lim
L→∞

Eq
t/λ2,k

= Eq,∞
t,k , lim

L→∞
N q

t/λ2,k
= N q,∞

t,k .

Proposition 7.6. Let q ∈ K
reg
n with n ∈ N and let m ∈ Nd. Then there exists ν > 0 which is

independent of n such that uniformly for all t > 0 and all x, k ∈ R
d, we have the estimate

sup
x,k∈Rd

∫
|km∂ℓζ(Eq

t/λ2,k
− Eq,∞

t,k )(x, ζ)|dζ . Cnnd+4(nR)4ndtn−1L−ν‖F φ̂‖4n+2

W
|ℓ|,1
2 W 2,1

1

.

Consequently, there hold the limits:

lim
L→∞

sup
(t,k)∈[0,1]×Rd

‖km(Eq
t/λ2,k

− Eq,∞
t,k )‖L∞ = lim

L→∞
sup

(t,k)∈[0,1]×Rd

‖km(N q
t/λ2,k

−N q,∞
t,k )‖L∞ = 0.

Proof. By (7.10) and (7.11), we write

∂ℓζ(Eq
t/λ2,k

− Eq,∞
t,k ) = Sq

L

(
θLΦ

q
t

(
∂ℓζT q

x,ζφ|Dq
k

◦ (Λq
k)

−1
))

− Sq
∞

(
θ∞Φq

t

(
∂ℓζT q,∞

x,ζ φ|Dq
k

◦ (Λq
k)

−1
))

= (Sq
L − Sq

∞)
(
θLΦ

q
t

(
∂ℓζT q

x,ζφ|Dq
k

◦ (Λq
k)

−1
))

+ Sq
∞

(
θ∞Φq

t

(
∂ℓζ(T q

x,ζ − T q,∞
x,ζ )φ|Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

))
.

Let us denote the two terms on the right hand side respectively by R1 and R2, and estimate them
separately. By Propositions 3.7 and 3.5, we respectively have

|kmR1(t, k, x, ζ)| . Cnnd(nR)4ndL−ν‖FΦq
t

(
∂ℓζT q

x,ζ(k
m
q φ)|Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

)
‖W 1,∞L1

1
,

|kmRt(t, k, x, ζ)| . Cn(nR)2nd‖FΦq
t

(
∂ℓζ(T q

x,ζ − T q,∞
x,ζ )(km

q φ)|Dq
k

◦ (Λq
k)

−1
)
‖L∞L1 .

We conclude with Lemma 7.7 below and the Sobolev embedding theorem. �

Lemma 7.7. Let q ∈ K
reg
n with n ≥ 1 and let m ∈ Nd. Then there exists ν > 0 such that uniformly

for all t > 0 and all x, k ∈ R
d, there following estimates hold:

∫ ∥∥FΦq
t

(
∂ℓζT q

x,ζ(k
m
q φ)|Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

)∥∥
W 1,∞L1

1
dζ . Cnn4+|m|tn−1‖F φ̂‖4n+2

W |ℓ|,1W
|m|,1
1

;

∫
‖FΦq

t

(
∂ℓζ(T q

x,ζ − T q,∞
x,ζ )(km

q φ)|Dq
k

◦ (Λq
k)

−1
)
‖L∞L1 dζ . Cnn4+|m|tn−1L−ν‖F φ̂‖4n+2

W
|ℓ|,1
2 W

|m|,1
1

.
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Proof. Note that, since α ≤ β, the t-derivative of the oscillatory kernel in the definition (7.1) produces
the factor ǫλ−2(2Ωτ∗(k; ζ+ ιη/2)+ ǫΩτ∗(ζ+ ιη/2)) = O(|k|2+ |ζ|2+ |η|2). Therefore, by Lemma 6.6
and the proof of Lemma 6.7, using the notations therein, we have∫ ∥∥FΦq

t

(
∂ℓζT q

x,ζ(k
m
q φ)|Dq

k
◦ (Λq

k)
−1

)∥∥
W 1,∞L1

1
dζ

. 2nn2tn−1

∫∫ ∥∥F℘π
q
∗∂

ℓ
ζ T̂ q

η,ζ(k
m
q φ)|(Rd)℘

∥∥
W 1,∞L1

1
dη dζ

. 2nn4+|m|tn−1‖FV̂‖2n+1

W
|m|,1
1 L1W |ℓ|,1

. Cnn4+|m|tn−1‖F φ̂‖4n+2

W |ℓ|,1W
|m|,1
1

,

which yields the first estimate. The proof for the second estimate is similar. In fact, it suffices to use
the following estimate of the difference of the oscillatory integral kernels:

∣∣e2πiǫλ−2t·(2Ωτ∗(k;ξ)+ǫΩτ∗(ξ)) − e1α=β4πit·Ω
τ∗(k;ξ)

∣∣ .
{
ǫ|ξ|2, α = β;

ǫλ−2(|k|2 + |ξ|2), α < β.
�

Proposition 7.8. Let q ∈ K
reg
n with n ≥ 1, then for all m = (m1,m2), ℓ = (ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ N

d × N
d, and

uniformly for all (t, k, x, ζ) ∈ [0, 1] ×R
3d, we have the estimate

(7.15)

∫
|km1ζm2∂ℓ1k ∂

ℓ2
ζ Eq,∞

t,k (x, ζ)|dζ . C̃ntn〈t〉|ℓ|n|m|+|ℓ|‖φ̂‖4n+2

W
|ℓ2|,1

|m2|+|ℓ1|
W

|ℓ1|+d,∞

|m1|+d/2

.

Proof. Adopting the notations in the proof of Proposition 6.10, we let (χγ)γ∈(Zd)℘ be the partition

of unity of (Rd)℘, and let ̺1k and ̺2ζ denote respectively the translation operator with respect to

the variables k and ζ, in the direction of k and ζ. The we define the differential operators Dℓ1
k =

(̺1k)
−1∂ℓ1k ̺

1
k and Dℓ2

ζ = (̺2ζ)
−1∂ℓ2k ̺

2
ζ . Decompose

∂ℓ1k ∂
ℓ2
ζ Eq,∞

t,k (x, ζ) =
∑

γ∈(Zd)℘

Iγ(t, k, x, ζ),

where, by Lemma 7.4, we have

Iγ(t, k, x, ζ) =

∫

Dq

δ(℧q(k))Dℓ1
k Dℓ2

ζ χγUq
t,x,ζφ(k) dk.

Let Îγ(t, k, η, ζ) = Fx→ηIγ(t, k, x, ζ) and let Ûq
t,η,ζ = Fx→ηUq

t,x,ζ . By (7.8), we have

(χγ Ûq
t,η,ζφ)(k) =

∫

Ot(Iq)

(∫∫

C
q
η×D

q
ζ

e1α=β2πiη
♭|℘·Zq(µ,k)

∏

p∈℘

V̂[χγpφ](k
♭
p,η

♭
p, ζ

♭
p) dη dζ

)
dµ.

Note that Zq(µ,k) is linear in k, therefore, we can write η♭|℘ · Zq(µ,k) = k♭|℘ · Xq(µ,η) for some
bilinear map V . Therefore we have the identity

F℘π
∗
q (χγÛq

t,η,ζφ)|(Rd)℘(k̂ +Xq(µ,η))

=

∫

Ot(Iq)

{∫∫

C
q
η×D

q
ζ

F℘

(∏

p∈℘

V̂[χγpφ](k
♭
p,η

♭
p, ζ

♭
p)
)(

k̂
)
dη dζ

}
dµ.

Following the proof of Proposition 6.10, using Proposition 3.5, we obtain∫
|km1ζm2Iγ(t, k, x, ζ)|dζ ≤

∫∫
|km1ζm2 Îγ(t, k, η, ζ)|dζ dη

. Cn

∫∫ ∥∥F℘

{
ζm2π∗q(k

m1
q Dℓ1

k Dℓ2
ζ χγÛq

t,η,ζφ)|(Rd)℘
}∥∥

L1 dη dζ

. Cntn
∫∫

((Rd)℘)2

∥∥∥
∏

p∈℘

|ẑp||ℓ1|F℘

{
km1
q ζm2

q Dℓ2
ζ

∏

p∈℘

V̂[χγpφ](k̂p,η
♭
p, ζ

♭
p)
}∥∥∥

L1
dη♭ dζ♭

. (C ′)ntn〈t〉|ℓ|n|m|+|ℓ|
∏

p∈℘

‖FV̂ [χγpφ]‖W |m1|,1

|ℓ1|
L1
|ℓ1|

W
|ℓ2|,1

|m2|

. (C ′′)ntn〈t〉|ℓ|n|m|+|ℓ|
(∏

p∈℘

‖χγp‖W |ℓ1|+d,2
−d

)
‖φ̂‖4n+2

W
|ℓ2|,1

|m2|+|ℓ1|
W

|ℓ1|+d,∞

|m1|+d/2

,

where ẑp = k̂♭
p −Xq

p (µ,η) We conclude (7.15) by summing up in γ. �
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7.3. Wave kinetic equations. Now we derive the wave kinetic equation WK when β < ∞ as well
as the second microlocal version WK-2 and prove the convergence results in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3.

7.3.1. Derivation of the wave kinetic equations. By Proposition 7.8 and Lemma 2.14, if t ∈ [0, T ]
where T > 0 is sufficiently small, then for all k, x, ζ ∈ Rd, we have finite sums

Wk(t, x) =
∑

n≥0

N n,∞
t,k (x− 1α=βtk), Ek,ζ(t, x) =

∑

n≥0

En,∞
t,k (x− 1α=βtk, ζ).

We will show that (Wk)k∈Rd and (Ek,ζ)k,ζ∈Rd respectively solves the wave kinetic equations WK and

WK-2, with initial data Wk(0, x) = |φ(x, k)|2 and Ek,ζ(0, x) = W[φ(·, k)](x, ζ), by establishing the
Duhamel’s formulas stated in Proposition 7.9. Once it is proven, the estimates (1.10) and (1.13) follow
from Proposition 7.8 and (5.9). In fact, the proof of (5.9) yields the identity

EW[A2n+1
k (t)]

(
x,
ξ − k

ǫ

)
= En

t,k

(
x− ǫtξ,

ξ − k

ǫ

)
.

Proposition 7.9. If T > 0 is sufficiently small, then for all t ∈ [0, T ] and k, x, ζ ∈ R
d, we have

Wk(t, x) = |φ(x, k)|2 + 2

∫ t

0

∫

Dk

δ(Ω(k))
∏

1≤j≤3

Wkj(s, x− 1α=β(t− s)k) dk ds,

Ek,ζ(t, x) = V[φ](k, x, ζ) + 2

∫ t

0

∫∫

Dk×Dζ

δ(Ω(k))
∏

1≤j≤3

Ekj ,ζj(s, x− 1α=β(t− s)k) dk dζ ds.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Proposition 6.11. In fact, by Proposition 7.8, we can pass
n→ ∞ in the inductive formulas in Lemma 7.5 and obtain these Duhamel’s formulas. �

7.3.2. Microlocalization. Let χ ∈ C∞
c (R2d). By (5.20), we write∫∫

χ(x, ξ)EW
[
u2n+1

(
t/λ2

)](
x/ǫ, ξ

)
dxdξ

=
1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

∫∫
χ
(
x+

ǫ

λ2
t(k + ǫζ), k + ǫζ

)
En
t/λ2,k(x, ζ) dxdζ

=
1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd
L

∫∫
χ(x+ tk1α=β , k)En,∞

t,k (x, ζ) dxdζ +
1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd

∑

1≤j≤3

Rj
L(t, k).

The remainders have the explicit expressions, where we write ξ = k + ǫζ for short:

R1
L(t, k) =

∑

q∈Kn\K
reg
n

∫∫
χ
(
x+

ǫ

λ2
tξ, ξ

)
Eq
t/λ2,k

(x, ζ) dxdζ,

R2
L(t, k) =

∑

q∈K
reg
n

∫∫
χ
(
x+

ǫ

λ2
tξ, ξ

)(
Eq
t/λ2,k

(x, ζ)− Eq,∞
t,k (x, ζ)

)
dxdζ,

R3
L(t, k) =

∑

q∈K
reg
n

∫∫ (
χ
(
x+

ǫ

λ2
tξ, ξ

)
− χ(x+ 1α=βtk, k)

)
Eq,∞
t,k (x, ζ) dxdζ.

By Propositions 7.1, 7.6, and 7.8, we have

lim
L→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

1

Ld

∑

k∈Zd

∑

1≤j≤3

|Rj
L(t, k)| = 0.

Finally by Proposition 7.8, we can let L → ∞ in the first term and make it converge to an integral,
which establishes the limit (1.10).

7.3.3. Second microlocalization. Let χ ∈ C∞
c (R3d), for all (t, k) ∈ R× Z

d
L, set:

Gn
k (t) = ǫd

∫∫
χ
(
ǫx, ξ,

ξ − k

ǫ

)
En
t/λ2,k(t/λ

2, x, ξ) dxdξ.

By (5.20), when β > 1 and if L > 0 is sufficiently large, then for all k ∈ Zd
L, we have

LdGn
k (t) =

∫∫
χ
(
x+

ǫ

λ2
t(k + ǫζ), k + ǫζ, ζ

)
En
t/λ2,k(x, ζ) dxdζ
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=

∫∫
χ(x+ tk1α=β , k, ζ)En,∞

t,k (x, ζ) dxdζ +
∑

1≤j≤3

Rj
L(t, k).

The remainders have the explicit expressions, where we write ξ = k + ǫζ for short:

R1
L(t, k) =

∑

q∈Kn\K
reg
n

∫∫
χ
(
x+

ǫ

λ2
tξ, ξ, ζ

)
Eq
t/λ2,k

(x, ζ) dxdζ,

R2
L(t, k) =

∑

q∈K
reg
n

∫∫
χ
(
x+

ǫ

λ2
tξ, ξ, ζ

)(
Eq
t/λ2,k

(x, ζ)− Eq,∞
t,k (x, ζ)

)
dxdζ,

R3
L(t, k) =

∑

q∈K
reg
n

∫∫ {
χ
(
x+

ǫ

λ2
tξ, ξ, ζ

)
− χ

(
x+ 1α=βtk, k, ζ

)}
Eq,∞
t,k (x, ζ) dxdζ.

By Propositions 7.1, 7.6, and 7.8, for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3} we have

lim
L→∞

1

Ld
sup

t∈[0,T ]
sup
k∈Zd

|Rj
L(t, k)| = 0,

which establishes the limits (1.15) by summing up in n.
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[41] Gigliola Staffilani and Minh-Binh Tran. “On the wave turbulence theory for a stochastic KdV
type equation”. In: (June 2021). arXiv: 2106.09819 [math.AP].

[42] Anne-Sophie de Suzzoni. “Singularities in the weak turbulence regime for the quintic Schrödinger
equation”. In: Documenta Mathematica 27 (2022), pp. 2491–2561.

[43] G. C. Wick. “The evaluation of the collision matrix”. In: Physical Review. Series II 80 (1950),
pp. 268–272.

[44] Norbert Wiener. “The Homogeneous Chaos”. In: American Journal of Mathematics 60.4 (1938),
pp. 897–936.

[45] Eugene P. Wigner. “On the quantum correction for thermodynamic equilibrium”. English. In:
Physical Review, II. Series 40 (1932), pp. 749–759.

[46] V. E. Zakharov, V. S. L’vov, and G. Falkovich. Kolmogorov spectra of turbulence I. Wave tur-
bulence. English. Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1992.

(Zaher Hani) University of Michigan Department of Mathematics
Email address: zhani@umich.edu

(Jalal Shatah) New York University Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences
Email address: shatah@cims.nyu.edu

(Hui Zhu) University of Michigan Department of Mathematics
Current address: Imperial College London Department of Mathematics
Email address: zhuhui@umich.edu; hui.zhu@imperial.ac.uk

https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.09819

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Wick NLS
	1.1.1. Wick product
	1.1.2. Perturbative expansion
	1.1.3. Wick renormalization

	1.2. Ensemble of wavepackets
	1.3. Effective dynamics
	1.3.1. Scaling regimes
	1.3.2. Space homogeneity
	1.3.3. Wave kinetic equation
	1.3.4. Finer effective dynamics

	Organization of the paper

	Acknowledgement
	2. Trees and couples
	2.1. Ternary trees
	2.2. Couples
	2.2.1. Conjugate nodes and irreducible couples
	2.2.2. Regular couples

	2.3. Decorations
	2.4. Topological structure

	3. Oscillatory sums and integrals
	3.1. Estimates of upper bounds
	3.2. Integral approximation

	4. Lattice counting estimates
	4.1. Resonance functions
	4.2. Geometric counting methods
	4.3. Counting estimates for decorations

	5. Diagrammatic expansions
	5.1. Time ordering
	5.2. Cauchy problem
	5.2.1. Periodic setting
	5.2.2. Non-periodic setting

	5.3. Energy spectrum
	5.3.1. Periodic setting
	5.3.2. Non-periodic setting


	6. Effective dynamics: homogeneous setting
	6.1. General couple
	6.2. Regular couples
	6.2.1. Algebraic structures
	6.2.2. Asymptotic estimates

	6.3. Wave kinetic equation

	7. Effective dynamics: inhomogeneous and semi-homogeneous setting
	7.1. General couples
	7.2. Regular couples
	7.2.1. Algebraic structures
	7.2.2. Asymptotic estimates

	7.3. Wave kinetic equations
	7.3.1. Derivation of the wave kinetic equations
	7.3.2. Microlocalization
	7.3.3. Second microlocalization


	References

