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Abstract. We consider the cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with a spatially rough
potential, a key equation in the mathematical setup for nonlinear Anderson localization.
Our study comprises two main parts: new optimal results on the well-posedness analysis
on the PDE level, and subsequently a new efficient numerical method, its convergence
analysis and simulations that illustrate our analytical results. In the analysis part, our
results focus on understanding how the regularity of the solution is influenced by the
regularity of the potential, where we provide quantitative and explicit characterizations.
Ill-posedness results are also established to demonstrate the sharpness of the obtained
regularity characterizations and to indicate the minimum regularity required from the
potential for the NLS to be solvable. Building upon the obtained regularity results, we
design an appropriate numerical discretization for the model and establish its convergence
with an optimal error bound. The numerical experiments in the end not only verify the
theoretical regularity results, but also confirm the established convergence rate of the
proposed scheme. Additionally, a comparison with other existing schemes is conducted to
demonstrate the better accuracy of our new scheme in the case of a rough potential.
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1. Introduction

We deal with the following cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS) with a (“rough”)
spatial potential{

i∂tu(t, x) + ∂xxu(t, x) + ξ(x)u(t, x) = λ|u(t, x)|2u(t, x), for x ∈ T and t > 0,

u(0, x) = u0(x), for x ∈ T.
(1.1)

Here u(t, x) : R+×T → C is the complex-valued unknown “wave function”. We choose the
setup on the one-dimensional torus T = (−π, π), which is an appropriate setting for efficient
numerical methods. ξ(x) : T → R is a given real-valued potential that can “rough” in terms
of regularity. u0(x) is a given initial wave function, and λ ∈ R a given parameter. Here
λ < 0 resp- λ > 0 corresponds to the focusing resp. defocusing nonlinear self-interaction
cases.
The solution of this NLS satisfies the following mass and energy conservation laws:

1

2π

∫
T
|u(t, x)|2 dx =

1

2π

∫
T
|u0(x)|2 dx, for t > 0, (1.2a)∫

T

[
|∂xu(t, x)|2 − ξ(x)|u(t, x)|2 + λ

2
|u(t, x)|4

]
dx =

∫
T

[
|∂xu0|2 − ξ|u0|2 +

λ

2
|u0|4

]
dx.

(1.2b)

When the potential function ξ(x) is considered as a rough/random potential, (1.1) is often
called the disordered NLS, as it arises in the context of the so-called Anderson localization:
In 1958, Philip W. Anderson discovered for the linear and lattice Schrödinger model that the
waves in the solution will be localized when the potential ξ is spatially random/rough enough
[1]. Such phenomenon found important applications, e.g., for semiconductors. Note that the
NLS (1.1) is the continuous version of a discrete/discretized “lattice” model. Nonlinearities
in the Schrödinger equation pose many deep questions for physicists and mathematicians.
E.g., in the defocusing NLS case where the interaction tends to push the wave to the far
field, there is a long-standing debate about whether the localization dominates in the end
or the spreading dominates. There is a wide range of works to address this problem from
different aspects, e.g., [8, 20, 21, 28, 34, 37, 41]. Numerical simulations were done to suggest
answers on the nonlinear lattice model, see e.g., [20, 21, 34].
However, the mathematical and numerical studies of (1.1) are far from done. With this
article we contribute new results to both in a setup on the torus in one space dimension for
(1.1) that serves as a valid truncation of localized wave dynamics up to a finite time.

For applications of the nonlinear localization model (1.1) in physics, we refer to [11, 15,
33, 36]. On the mathematical level, let us briefly review some theoretical results on (1.1)
related to our work. Without the potential function, i.e., ξ ≡ 0, it is known that (1.1) is
globally well-posed in Hs for s ≥ 0; see e.g., [3, 39]. With ξ(x) an L∞-potential, Cazenave
[10] showed the global well-posedness of (1.1) for small initial data in H1. For potentials
that are stochastic in time but rather regular in space, we refer to [9] for the well-posedness
theory of the model. For less regular spatial random potentials, [12, 23, 24] studied the
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spectrum of the linear part of the operator in (1.1), i.e., −∂2
x + ξ, and the results revealed

the mechanism of localization in the continuous level. Rodnianski and Schlag [35] analyzed
the decaying property of the solution for the linear Schrödinger model. For a spatial white
noise potential, the work of [13, 14] shows that (1.1) has a solution almost surely in H1

provided the smallness of the initial data. For a deterministic rough potential or one precise
sample of a spatial noise, the sharp regularity of the solution of (1.1) is not clearly known
from the existing results.

Although the numerical methods for Schrödinger models have been extensively developed
in the literature, see e.g., [2, 6, 18, 27], the existing studies mostly concern a smooth setup
and do not work for the NLS equations with rough potentials. A clear understanding of the
regularities in (1.1) is a basis for optimal numerical methods and convergence analysis, that
allow for reliable simulations of the nonlinear localization or delocalization phenomenon
of waves in the model (1.1). A rough potential ξ is felt in the solution u of (1.1) and will
certainly bring serious numerical difficulties due to the simultaneous low-regularity in ξ and
u. Indeed, the low-regularity not just affects the spatial discretization accuracy but also
affects temporal discretization error, because the truncation error of an approximation usu-
ally involves derivatives of the functions. Popular traditional schemes for NLS models like
the finite difference methods or operator/time splitting methods or exponential integrators
can suffer from severe loss of accuracy when the solution is not smooth enough [7, 17, 32].
In numerical experiments below, we will show their poor performance on approximating
(1.1) in case of rough potential.

In this work, we first address the well-posedness of the NLS equation (1.1). Although
in the original spirit of Anderson, the potential is generated according to some random
distribution, the localization phenomenon as such is not a mere stochastic behaviour. It
occurs for any rough enough potential ξ. Therefore, we consider the deterministic case and
focus on the effect of the roughness. In particular, we aim to understand how the regularity
of the potential affects the regularity of the solution of (1.1). We then continue with the
numerical analysis and propose accurate discretizations for (1.1). Hence, in the second part
of the work, we are going to derive an efficient tailored low-regularity integrator for solving
(1.1) based on the established regularity results from the first part, and then we address
that under a rough potential with certain regularity, what the numerical method could
offer for accuracy. The accurate computational results will in turn verify the theoretical
regularity results of the solution.

The main theoretical results of this paper are given in the following theorems.

1.1. Well-posedness theory. Firstly, let us introduce the following space b̂s,p to charac-
terize the regularity of a function f(x) on T (particularly for the potential function ξ(x))
based on its Fourier coefficients:

b̂s,p = b̂s,p(T) ≜ {f(x) : |f̂0|+ ∥|k|sf̂k∥lp < +∞}, f(x) =
∑
k∈Z

f̂ke
ikx, x ∈ T, (1.3)

where s ≥ 0 describes the differentiability and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ gives the integrability. When
p = 2, it is the usual Sobolev space b̂s,2 = Hs. For simplicity, we denote b̂0,p by l̂p. A
critical characteristic index γp is defined as

γp ≜
3

2
+

1

p
. (1.4)

Before stating the results, we recall the following definition for the well-posedness.
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Definition 1.1 (Well-posedness). The well-posedness of a time dependent PDE can be
defined as follows: Denote by Ct (I;X0) the space of continuous functions from the time
interval I to the topological space X0. We say that the Cauchy problem is locally well-posed
in Ct (I;X0) if the following properties hold:

(1) There is unconditional uniqueness in Ct (I;X0) for the problem.
(2) For every u0 ∈ X0, there exists a strong solution defined on a maximal time interval

I = [0, Tmax), with Tmax ∈ (0,+∞].
(3) The solution map u0 7→ u[u0] is continuous from X0 to X0.

Remark 1.1. The well-posedness defined above is stronger than the common definition,
which can be regarded as the unconditional well-posedness.

Now we state our first well-posedness result for the NLS equation (1.1).

Theorem 1.1 (Well-posedness for b̂s,p-potential). Let ξ ∈ b̂s,p for s ≥ 0, 2 < p ≤ ∞,
so γp ∈ (32 , 2). Then, (1.1) is locally well-posed in Hs+γp−(T) (notation γp− explained in
Section 2.1 (iii), (iv).

Remark 1.2. In Theorem 1.1, the regularity of the solution is essentially determined by
the regularity of the potential. In order to focus on the effect from the potential, we will
not address the impact from rough initial data in this work. On the other hand, requiring
more regularity from the initial data will neither improve the well-posedness result. We will
explain this point in Remark 1.4 and also in Section 6.1 by numerical experiments.

Remark 1.3. Note that L1(T) ↪→ l̂∞. Therefore, Theorem 1.1 with s = 0, p = ∞ covers
particularly the case of δ-potential, i.e., ξ(x) = δ(x) in (1.1). Note that the well-posedness of
NLS under a delta potential is known only in H1 in the literature [19, 22]. Now Theorem 1.1

states that the regularity H
3
2
− can be attained, and this will be shown to be sharp.

Let s ≥ 0, 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞. Denote

Hs,r = Hs,r(T) ≜ {f(x) : ∥f∥Lr(T) +
∥∥(−∂2

x)
s
2 f
∥∥
Lr(T) < +∞}.

Note that by Young’s inequality, we have that b̂s,p ↪→ Hs,p′(T) where 1/p′ + 1/p = 1. If

we replace b̂s,p(T) for s ≥ 0, 2 ≤ p < ∞ by a slightly stronger space Hs,p′(T), then we can
cover the endpoint regularity.

Theorem 1.2 (Well-posedness for Hs,p′-potential). Let ξ ∈ Hs,p′(T) for s ≥ 0, 2 ≤
p < ∞ and so γp ∈ (32 , 2]. Then, (1.1) is locally well-posed in Hs+γp(T).

1.2. Ill-posedness theory. When one of the conditions in Definition 1.1 is violated, the
Cauchy problem (1.1) is said to be ill-posed in space X0. In this work, we refer to the
violation of the third condition (around zero solution), which is especially relevant to valid
numerical approximations. More precisely, the definition is the following.

Definition 1.2 (Ill-posedness). Let ϵ > 0 and denote

B(ϵ) ≜ {u0 ∈ S :
∥∥u0∥∥X0

≤ ϵ}, where S is the Schwartz space. (1.5)

By “ill-posedness” of (1.1) in X0 we mean that for arbitrarily small ϵ > 0, there exists a
u0 ∈ B(ϵ) such that the solution map u0 7→ u[u0] is discontinuous from X0 to C([0, 1];X0).

The following result shows that for general b̂s,p-potential ξ(x), we can only expect the
solution to be in Hs+γp(T) at most. This hence implies the sharpness of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.3 (Ill-posedness for b̂s,p-potential). For s ≥ 0, 2 < p ≤ ∞ and any γ ≥ γp,

there exists some ξ ∈ b̂s,p such that (1.1) is ill-posed in Hs+γ(T).
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Remark 1.4. Note that the case s = 0, p = ∞ is not covered in Theorem 1.2, and indeed
here Theorem 1.3 states that the endpoint regularity does not hold for ξ ∈ l̂∞. As a matter of
fact, for the case of ξ ∈ l̂∞, the counterexample we choose in the proof of Theorem 1.3 later

is exactly ξ(x) = δ(x). Thus, for the δ-potential of (1.1), the regularity C0
t ([0, T ];H

3
2
−(T))

is sharp. Moreover, in the proof we set a smooth initial data

u0(x) = ϵ
(
1 + 2 cos(2x)

)
, ∀ϵ > 0.

This in general means that the smoothness of initial function will not make things better.

For potentials that belong to the usual Sobolev space Hs, i.e., p = p′ = 1/2 in Theo-
rem 1.2, the following result states that Hs+2 is the most regularity that we can expect in
general for the solution.

Theorem 1.4 (Ill-posedness for Hs-potential). For s ≥ 0 and any γ > 2, there exists
some ξ ∈ Hs such that (1.1) is ill-posed in Hs+γ(T).

Last but not least, we show by the following theorem that for the NLS equation (1.1) to

be well-posed, the potential ξ ∈ l̂∞ is the lowest regularity requirement.

Theorem 1.5 (Minimum regularity for potential). For any s < 0 and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

there exists some ξ ∈ b̂s,p \ l∞ such that for any γ ∈ R, (1.1) is ill-posed in Hγ(T).

1.3. Numerical counterpart. We are particularly interested in understanding the nu-
merical issues for solving the NLS equation (1.1) for the rough potential case ξ ∈ b̂s,p.
Traditional numerical methods could be completely inaccurate due to the roughness, and
so the computational results are not reliable. Hence, the first goal would be a correct and
accurate scheme that can work under the roughest case. Here we propose a simple and
effective exponential type integration scheme which will be derived later in the spirit of a
low-regularity integrator (LRI) [32].

Let τ = ∆t > 0 be the time step with the time grid points tn = nτ for n = 0, 1 . . . , and
denote un(x) ≈ u(tn, x) for the numerical solution. Our LRI scheme reads as follows: start
with the exact initial value u0(x) = u0(x) and then update as

un+1(x) = iτDτ [ξ(x)Dτ [u
n(x)]] +Nτ

[
eiτ∂

2
xun(x)

]
, n = 0, 1, . . . , x ∈ T, (1.6)

where the two operators Dτ and Nτ are defined by

Dτ [f ] ≜
(
eiτ∂

2
x − 1

) (
iτ∂2

x

)−1
f, Nτ [f ] ≜ e−iτλ|P≤Nf |2f, (1.7)

with P≤Nf ≜
∑

|k|≤N f̂ke
ikx “cutting off high modes”, and with N = τ−

1
2
+ε0 for any

0 < ε0 ≤ 1
8(s+γp)

. Here f̂k denotes the Fourier coefficient of f = f(x) for x ∈ T, and P≤N is

referred as the filter operator in [25, 26]. The derivation of the scheme (1.6) will be given in
Section 5. Clearly, (1.6) is explicit in time, and thanks to the period boundary conditions
that we chose, it can be efficiently implemented under Fourier spectral discretization [40]
using FFT (fast Fourier transforms). In practice, when the number of spatial grid points
which is also the number of total frequencies is greater than or equal to 2N , the filter
P≤N becomes trivial for the implementation. Moreover, such a filter primarily serves for
theoretical results, and in practice the scheme performs very similarly without it.

For the semi-discretized (in time) LRI scheme (1.6), the following theorem gives its error
estimate up to a fixed time of computation.

Theorem 1.6 (Error estimate for the numerical method). Let ξ ∈ b̂s,p with s ≥
0, 2 ≤ p ≤ +∞ in (1.1). For any u0 ∈ Hs+2(T) and any 0 < T < Tmax, there exist



6 N. MAUSER, Y. WU, AND X. ZHAO

constants C > 0, τ0 > 0 such that for 0 < τ ≤ τ0, the numerical solution given by (1.6)
satisfies

max
0≤tn≤T

∥u(tn)− un∥L2 ≤ Cτ
min

{
s+ 1

p
+ 1

4
−,1

}
, (1.8)

where τ0 and C depend only on T , λ, ∥ξ∥b̂s,p and ∥u0∥Hs+2.

As illustrated in the above result, for the “worst” potential case ξ ∈ l̂∞, the scheme

(1.6) has O(τ
1
4
−) accuracy which is indeed quite low as a convergence rate but at least can

guarantee the convergence and correctness of the computational results. The convergence
order (1.8) will be verified by numerical experiments. In addition, numerical comparisons
will highlight that the accuracy of (1.6) is indeed better than the existing schemes for (1.1).
To achieve a higher order accurate scheme would be an extremely challenging future task.
With the reliable numerical results provided by the LRI scheme (1.6), we will be able to
verify the theoretical results given in Section 1.1. The predicted regularity in the theorems
can be exactly observed in our numerical results (see Figure 1-Figure 3).

The main difficulty and innovation of the mathematical analysis in the work is summa-
rized here. For the well-posedness and ill-posedness theorems, the low regularity of the
considered ξ, for instance for ξ ∈ L1, makes the usual Hölder type estimate for the product
ξu no longer available. Delicate frequency analysis has to be developed here. For the nu-
merical analysis, the roughness limits the measure of error under the L2-norm (1.8), where
the algebraic property is missing. The established L2-estimate here essentially benefits from
the design of the approximation part Dτ [ξ Dτ [u

n]] in the scheme (1.6), which has a crucial
inner product structure.

The rest of our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some preliminar-
ies for the following analysis. In Section 3, we prove the well-posedness results for the NLS
equation (1.1). In Section 4, we prove the ill-posedness results for (1.1). The numerical
scheme and convergence analysis are given in Section 5. Numerical experiments are done
in Section 6 and conclusions are drawn in Section 7.

2. Preliminaries

As a preparation for subsequent PDE and numerical analysis, we give some notations
and lemmas that will be frequently used in the rest of the paper.

2.1. Basic notations. We adopt the following widely used notations from harmonic anal-
ysis and partial differential equations [3, 39]:

(i) For a function f(t, x) which depends on t and x, we simply denote f(t) = f(t, ·).
(ii) Denote ⟨k⟩ = (1 + |k|2)

1
2 for k ∈ Z.

(iii) The notation a+ stands for a+ ϵ with an arbitrary small ϵ > 0, and a− stands for
a− ϵ.

(iv) Denote γp =
3
2 + 1

p for some given p ≥ 1.

(v) For a sequence {aN}N∈N, denote the discrete norm as ∥aN∥lpN = (
∑∞

N=1 |aN |p)
1
p ,

and sometimes we will omit the subscript N in lpN for brevity.
(vi) Denote by C a generic positive constant which may has different values at different

occurrences, possibly depending on the norms of the solution and T but independent
of the step size τ and time level n in numerical analysis.

(vii) Denote by A ≲ B or B ≳ A the statement “A ≤ CB for some constant C > 0”.
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(viii) Denote by A ∼ B the statement “C−1B ≤ A ≤ CB for some constant C > 0”.
Namely, A ∼ B is equivalently to A ≲ B ≲ A. Moreover, denote by A ≪ B or
B ≫ A the statement A ≤ C−1B for some sufficiently large constant C.

With the notations above, we often decompose a subset E ⊂ Z2 = {(k1, k2) : k1, k2 ∈ Z}
into two parts, i.e., E = E1 ∪ E2, with

E1 = {(k1, k2) ∈ E : |k1| ≪ |k2|} and E2 = {(k1, k2) ∈ E : |k1| ≳ |k2|}.

This means that we consider the decomposition with

E1 = {(k1, k2) ∈ E : |k1| < c|k2|} and E2 = {(k1, k2) ∈ E : |k1| ≥ c|k2|},

where c > 0 is some sufficiently small constant (independent of τ and n) which can satisfy
the requirement in our analysis.

2.2. Fourier transform. The inner product and the norm of L2(T) are defined by

⟨f, g⟩ ≜ Re

∫
T
f(x)g(x) dx and ∥f∥L2(T) ≜

√
⟨f, f⟩.

The Fourier transform of a function f ∈ L2(T) is defined by

Fk[f ] ≜
1

2π

∫
T
e−ikxf(x) dx, k ∈ Z.

For the simplicity of notation, we also denote f̂k = Fk[f ] and f = F−1
k [f̂k]. The following

standard properties of the Fourier transform are well known:

(Fourier series expansion) f(x) =
∑
k∈Z

f̂ke
ikx;

(Plancherel’s identity) ∥f∥L2(T) =
√
2π
(∑

k∈Z
|f̂k|2

) 1
2
;

(Parseval’s identity) ⟨f, g⟩ = 2πRe
∑
k∈Z

f̂kĝk;

(Conversion of products to convolutions) Fk[fg] =
∑

k1+k2=k

f̂k1 ĝk2 .

The Sobolev space Hs(T) with some s ∈ R, consists of generalized functions f =∑
k∈Z

f̂ke
ikx such that ∥f∥Hs < ∞, where

∥f∥Hs ≜
√
2π

(∑
k∈Z

⟨k⟩2s|f̂k|2
) 1

2

.

The operator Js = (1− ∂2
x)

s
2 : Hs0(T) → Hs0−s(T) with s0, s ∈ R, is defined as

Jsf ≜
∑
k∈Z

⟨k⟩sf̂keikx, ∀ f ∈ Hs0(T),

and so we have ∥f∥Hs(T) = ∥Jsf∥L2(T).

We often use the abbreviations Hs(T) = Hs, Lp(T) = Lp and lpk = lpk∈Z. Moreover, we

use the similar abbreviations for the spacetime norms, like Lq
tH

s
x(I × T) = Lq

tH
s
x(I).
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2.3. Some operators. Some frequently used operators are defined as follows.

(i) Projection: for any real number N ≥ 0, the Littlewood–Paley projections P≤N :
Hs(T) → Hs(T) and P>N : Hs(T) → Hs(T) are defined as

P≤Nf ≜ F−1
k

(
1|k|≤NFk[f ]

)
=
∑
|k|≤N

f̂ke
ikx, P>Nf ≜ F−1

k

(
1|k|>NFk[f ]

)
=
∑
|k|>N

f̂ke
ikx.

(ii) The inversion of differentiation: ∂−1
x : Hs(T) → Hs+1(T) is defined by

Fk[∂
−1
x f ] ≜

{
(ik)−1f̂k, for k ̸= 0,

0, for k = 0.

(iii) Average: define the average of a time-dependent function f(t) in the interval [0, τ ]
by

Mτ (f) ≜
1

τ

∫ τ

0
f(t) dt. (2.1)

2.4. Some tool lemmas.

Lemma 2.1 ([30]). Let α, β ∈ R. If α, β ̸= 0 and s ∈ [0, τ ], then∣∣Mτ

(
eis(α+β)

)
−Mτ

(
eisα

)
Mτ

(
eisβ

)∣∣ ≲ min

{∣∣∣∣αβ
∣∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣∣βα

∣∣∣∣ , τ |α|, τ |β|} .

If α+ β ̸= 0, then ∣∣Mτ

(
eis(α+β)

)
−Mτ

(
eisα

)
Mτ

(
eisβ

)∣∣ ≲ τ−1|α+ β|−1.

Lemma 2.2 (Schur’s test). For any a > 0, let sequences {aN}, {bN} ∈ l2
N∈2N, then we

have ∑
N1≤N

(
N1

N

)a

aN bN1 ≲
∥∥aN∥∥l2N∥∥bN∥∥l2N .

Lemma 2.3 ([5]). Consider a quantitatively well posed abstract equation in spaces D and
S,

u = L(f) +Nk(u, . . . , u),

which means for all f ∈ D, u1, . . . , uk ∈ S and some constant C > 0,

∥L(f)∥S ≤ C∥f∥D, ∥Nk(u1, . . . , uk)∥S ≤ C∥u1∥S . . . ∥uk∥S .
Here (D, ∥∥D) is a Banach space of initial data and (S, ∥∥S) is a Banach space of spacetime
functions. Define

A1(f) ≜ L(f), An(f) ≜
∑

n1,...,nk≥1,n1+...+nk=n

Nk(An1(f), . . . , Ank
(f)), n > 1.

Then for some C1 > 0, all f, g ∈ D and all n ≥ 1,

∥An(f)−An(g)∥S ≤ Cn
1 (∥f∥D + ∥g∥D)n−1 ∥f − g∥D.

3. Proof for well-posedness theory

In this section, we shall give the proofs for the two main well-posednesss results, i.e.,
Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. Without loss of generality, we assume λ = −1 in the NLS
model (1.1) for simplicity of notations.
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3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let T be a fixed time with 0 < T < +∞ which will be
determined later. By Duhamel’s formula, we have that for 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,

u(t) = ei(t−t0)∂2
xu(t0) + i

∫ t

t0

ei(t−ρ)∂2
x

(
ξu(ρ) + |u(ρ)|2u(ρ)

)
dρ.

Denote v(t) = e−it∂2
xu(t) and set t0 = 0, then it reduces to

v(t) = u0 + i

∫ t

0
e−iρ∂2

x

(
ξu(ρ) + |u(ρ)|2u(ρ)

)
dρ. (3.1)

We denote the operator Φ by

Φ(v) ≜ u0 + i

∫ t

0
e−iρ∂2

x

(
ξu(ρ) + |u(ρ)|2u(ρ)

)
dρ, (3.2)

and

R0 ≜ max{2
∥∥u0∥∥Hs+γ

x
, 1}.

Then we aim to show that for any v ∈ L∞
t Hs+γ

x ((0, T )× T) with∥∥v∥∥
L∞
t Hs+γ

x
≤ R0, (3.3)

it holds that ∥∥Φ(v)∥∥
L∞
t Hs+γ

x
≤R0. (3.4)

Here and below, we use the abbreviation for the norms L∞
t Hs+γ

x = L∞
t Hs+γ

x ([0, T ] × T).
Moreover, for any v1, v2 ∈ L∞

t Hs+γ
x ((0, T )× T) with∥∥vj∥∥L∞

t Hs+γ
x

≤ R0, j = 1, 2,

it holds that∥∥Φ(v1)− Φ(v2)
∥∥
L∞
t Hs+γ

x
≤θ
∥∥v1 − v2

∥∥
L∞
t Hs+γ

x
, for some θ ∈ (0, 1). (3.5)

The proof of (3.5) is similar as the proof of (3.4), we only consider the latter. Then it can
be reduced to the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let s ≥ 0, 2 < p ≤ +∞, γ = γp− and denote ε0 = min{1
2(γp − γ), 18}. Then

for any v satisfying (3.3), and any N0 > 0, there exists a function C0(N0) > 0 which is
dependent on ∥ξ∥b̂s,p such that∥∥Φ(v)∥∥

L∞
t Hs+γ

x
≤ 1

2
R0 +

[
C0(N0)T +N

− ε0
2

0

](
R0 +R3

0

)
.

The proof of Lemma 3.1 will be split into several parts. Firstly, we consider the term

Φ1(u) ≜ i

∫ t

0
e−iρ∂2

x

(
ξu(ρ)

)
dρ,

and we have the following estimate for it.

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumption of Lemma 3.1,∥∥Φ1(v)
∥∥
L∞
t Hs+γ

x
≤
[
C0(N0)T +N

− ε0
2

0

](
R0 +R3

0

)
.
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Proof. Taking Fourier transform for Φ1(v), we have that for any k ∈ Z, its Fourier coeffi-
cients denoted by Ik, equal to

Ik ≜ i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=k

eiρϕ(k,k2)ξ̂k1 v̂k2(ρ) dρ.

Here we denote the phase functions ϕ by

ϕ(k, kj) ≜ |k|2 − |kj |2.

Then ∥∥∥∥i∫ t

0
e−iρ∂2

x

(
ξu(ρ)

)
dρ

∥∥∥∥
Hs+γ

=
∥∥⟨k⟩s+γIk

∥∥
l2k
.

Note that s+ γ > 1
2 , then by Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we have∥∥⟨k⟩s+γIk

∥∥
l2k({|k|≤N0}) ≲N s+γ

0

∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k
∫ t

0

∑
k2

|vk| dρ

≲tN s+γ
0

∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k ∥v∥L∞
t Hs+γ

x
. (3.6)

Hence, we only consider the piece
∥∥⟨k⟩s+γIk

∥∥
l2k({|k|>N0}). Now we split I into two parts as

Ik = I1,k + I2,k,

where

I1,k ≜ i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=k
ϕ(k,k2)=0

ξ̂k1 v̂k2(ρ) dρ; I2,k ≜ i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=k
ϕ(k,k2 )̸=0

eiρϕ(k,k2)ξ̂k1 v̂k2(ρ) dρ.

We first estimate I1,k. Note that ϕ(k, k2) = 0 is equivalent to k = k2 or k = −k2, and so

I1,k = i

∫ t

0
ξ̂0v̂k(ρ) dρ+ i

∫ t

0
ξ̂2k v̂−k(ρ) dρ.

Therefore,∥∥⟨k⟩s+γI1,k
∥∥
l2k
≲
∫ t

0

∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ ξ̂0v̂k(ρ)
∥∥
l2k
dρ+

∫ t

0

∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ ξ̂2k v̂−k(ρ)
∥∥
l2k
dρ

≲t
∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k ∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ v̂k

∥∥
L∞
t l2k

≲ t
∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k ∥v∥L∞

t Hs+γ
x

.

Now we start to estimate I2,k. By integration-by-parts and noting that

∂tv(t) = e−it∂2
x
(
ξu+ |u|2u

)
,

we have

I2,k =i
∑

k1+k2=k
ϕ(k,k2 )̸=0

eiρϕ(k,k2)
ξ̂k1 v̂k2(ρ)

iϕ(k, k2)

∣∣∣t
0
− i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2+k3=k
ϕ(k,k2+k3) ̸=0

eiρϕ(k,k3)

iϕ(k, k2 + k3)
ξ̂k1 ξ̂k2 v̂k3(ρ) dρ

− i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=k
ϕ(k,k2) ̸=0

eiρk
2 1

iϕ(k, k2)
ξ̂k1
(̂
|u|2u

)
k2
dρ

≜I21,k + I22,k + I23,k.
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3.1.1. Estimates on I21,k. For this term, by using the dual and Parseval’s identity, we obtain∥∥⟨k⟩s+γI21,k
∥∥
l2(|k|≥N0)

= sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

〈
⟨k⟩s+γI21,k, hk

〉
=2π sup

h:∥h∥l2=1
Re

∑
k1+k2=k

ϕ(k,k2 )̸=0,|k|≥N0

⟨k⟩s+γeρϕ(k,k2)
ξ̂k1 v̂k2(ρ)

iϕ(k, k2)

∣∣∣t
0
hk

≤2π sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑
k1+k2=k

ϕ(k,k2) ̸=0,|k|≥N0,|k1|≲|k2|

⟨k⟩s+γ

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣∣∣v̂k2(ρ)∣∣
|ϕ(k, k2)|

|hk|

+ 2π sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑
k1+k2=k

ϕ(k,k2 )̸=0,|k|≥N0,|k1|≫|k2|

⟨k⟩s+γ

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣∣∣v̂k2(ρ)∣∣
|ϕ(k, k2)|

|hk|

≜I211 + I212. (3.7)

For short, we omit sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

sup
t∈[0,T ]

in the front, and turn to check the estimate hold for any

h such that ∥h∥l2 = 1 and any t ∈ [0, T ] in the proof.
• Estimates on I211. Note that |ϕ(k, k2)| = (k − k2)(k + k2), and ϕ ̸= 0 implies

|k ± k2| ≥ 1. Thus,

|ϕ(k, k2)| = |k − k2||k + k2| ≥ |k| ≥ N0.

Then, combining with the estimate

|ϕ(k, k2)| = |k1(k1 + 2k2)| ∼ ⟨k1⟩⟨k1 + 2k2⟩,

we have

I211 ≲
∑

k1+k2=k
ϕ(k,k2) ̸=0,|k|≥N0,|k1|≲|k2|

⟨k2⟩s+γ 1

|ϕ(k, k2)|
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2 ||hk|

≲N−ε0
0

∑
k1+k2=k

ϕ(k,k2 )̸=0,|k|≥N0,|k1|≲|k2|

⟨k2⟩s+γ 1

|ϕ(k, k2)|1−ε0

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2 ||hk|
≲N−ε0

0

∑
k2

∑
k1

1

⟨k1⟩1−ε0

1

⟨k1 + 2k2⟩1−ε0

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣⟨k2⟩s+γ |v̂k2 ||hk1+k2 |

≲N−ε0
0

∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k ∑
k2

∑
k1

(
1

⟨k1⟩2−2ε0
+

1

⟨k1 + 2k2⟩2−2ε0

)
⟨k2⟩s+γ |v̂k2 ||hk1+k2 |

≲N−ε0
0

∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k ∑
k1

1

⟨k1⟩2−2ε0

∑
k2

⟨k2⟩s+γ |v̂k2 ||hk1+k2 |

+N−ε0
0

∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k ∑
k̃1

1

⟨k̃1⟩2−2ε0

∑
k2

⟨k2⟩s+γ |v̂k2 ||hk̃1−k2
|,

where in the last inequality, we have used the change of the variable k̃1 = k1 +2k2. By the
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain that

|I211| ≲N−ε0
0

∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k ∥v∥Hs+γ∥hk∥l2k ≲ N−ε0
0 ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥Hs+γ . (3.8)
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• Estimates on I212. When |k1| ≫ |k2|, we have

|ϕ(k, k2)| ≳ |k1|2.

Then by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we find

I212 ≲
∑

k1+k2=k
ϕ(k,k2) ̸=0,|k|≥N0,|k1|≫|k2|

⟨k1⟩γ+s−2
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2 ||hk1+k2 |

≲
∑
k2

(∑
k1

(
⟨k1⟩s

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣)p) 1
p
( ∑

k1:|k1|≳N0

(
⟨k1⟩γ−2|hk1+k2 |

)p′) 1
p′ |v̂k2 |.

Then by further using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we get

I212 ≲∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥Hs+γ∥h∥l2
∥∥⟨k1⟩γ−2

∥∥
lr(|k1|≳N0)

∑
k2

|v̂k2 |,

where r satisfies that 1
r = 1

2 − 1
p and so (γ − 2)r < −1. Moreover, r + s > 1

2 and so we get

I212 ≲ N−ε0
0 ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥L∞

t Hs+γ
x

. (3.9)

Collecting the estimates (3.7)-(3.9), we obtain∥∥⟨k⟩s+γI21,k
∥∥
l2(|k|≥N0)

≲ N−ε0
0 ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥Hs+γ .

3.1.2. Estimates on I22,k. For this term, we further split it into the following two parts as

I22,k =− i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2+k3=k

ϕ(k,k2+k3 )̸=0,ϕ(k,k3)=0

eiρϕ(k,k3)

iϕ(k, k2 + k3)
ξ̂k1 ξ̂k2 v̂k3(ρ) dρ

− i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2+k3=k

ϕ(k,k2+k3 )̸=0,ϕ(k,k3 )̸=0

eiρϕ(k,k3)

iϕ(k, k2 + k3)
ξ̂k1 ξ̂k2 v̂k3(ρ) dρ

≜I221,k + I222,k.

• Estimates on I221,k. Note that ϕ(k, k3) = 0 implies that k = k3 or k = −k3.
Therefore,

I221,k =− i

∫ t

0

∑
k1:ϕ(k,−k1+k)̸=0

1

iϕ(k,−k1 + k)
ξ̂k1 ξ̂−k1 v̂k(ρ) dρ

− i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=2k

ϕ(k,k2−k)̸=0

1

iϕ(k, k2 − k)
ξ̂k1 ξ̂k2 v̂−k(ρ) dρ

≜I2211,k + I2212,k.

1) On I2211,k. Since ϕ(k,−k1 + k) = k1(2k − k1), it can be rewritten as

I2211,k =− i

∫ t

0

∑
k1 ̸=0

2k−k1 ̸=0

1

ik1(2k − k1)
ξ̂k1 ξ̂−k1 v̂k(ρ) dρ.
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Therefore, we have that∥∥⟨k⟩s+γI2211,k
∥∥
l2k
=
∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ

∫ t

0

∑
k1 ̸=0

2k−k1 ̸=0

1

|k1||2k − k1|
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|ξ̂−k1 ||v̂k(ρ)| dρ

∥∥∥
l2k

≲
∥∥ξ̂k∥∥2l∞k ∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ

∫ t

0

∑
k1 ̸=0

2k−k1 ̸=0

(
1

|k1|2
+

1

|2k − k1|2

)
|v̂k(ρ)| dρ

∥∥∥
l2k

≲
∥∥ξ̂k∥∥2l∞k

∫ t

0

∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |v̂k(ρ)|
∥∥
l2k
dρ ≲ t

∥∥ξ̂k∥∥2l∞k ∥v∥L∞
t Hs+γ

x
.

2) On I2212,k. Since ϕ(k, k2 − k) = k1k2, it can be rewritten as

I2212,k =− i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=2k
k1 ̸=0,k2 ̸=0

1

ik1k2
ξ̂k1 ξ̂k2 v̂−k(ρ) dρ.

Therefore, we have that∥∥⟨k⟩s+γI2212,k
∥∥
l2k
=
∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=2k
k1 ̸=0,k2 ̸=0

1

|k1||k2|
ξ̂k1 ξ̂k2 v̂−k(ρ) dρ

∥∥∥
l2k

≲
∥∥ξ̂k∥∥2l∞k ∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ

∫ t

0

∑
k1 ̸=0

2k−k1 ̸=0

(
1

|k1|2
+

1

|2k − k1|2

)
|v̂−k(ρ)| dρ

∥∥∥
l2k

≲t
∥∥ξ̂k∥∥2l∞k ∥v∥L∞

t Hs+γ
x

.

• Estimates on I222,k. By integration-by-parts, we obtain that

I222,k

=− i
∑

k1+k2+k3=k
ϕ(k,k2+k3 )̸=0,ϕ(k,k3) ̸=0

eiρϕ(k,k3)

iϕ(k, k2 + k3) · iϕ(k, k3)
ξ̂k1 ξ̂k2 v̂k3(ρ)

∣∣∣t
0

+ i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2+k3+k4=k

ϕ(k,k2+k3+k4 )̸=0,ϕ(k,k3+k4 )̸=0

eiρϕ(k,k4)

iϕ(k, k2 + k3 + k4) · iϕ(k, k3 + k4)
ξ̂k1 ξ̂k2 ξ̂k3 v̂k4(ρ) dρ

+ i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2+k3=k

ϕ(k,k2+k3 )̸=0,ϕ(k,k3 )̸=0

eiρk
2

iϕ(k, k2 + k3) · iϕ(k, k3)
ξ̂k1 ξ̂k2

(̂
|u|2u

)
k3
dρ

≜I2221,k + I2222,k + I2223,k.

1) On I2221,k. Note that

ϕ(k, k2 + k3) = k1(2k − k1); ϕ(k, k3) = (k − k3)(k + k3).

Moreover, we use the formula that when ϕ(k, j) ̸= 0,

1

ϕ(k, j)
=

1

2k

( 1

k − j
+

1

k + j

)
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and obtain that
1

ϕ(k, k3)
=

1

2k

[ 1

k − k3
+

1

k + k3

]
,

1

ϕ(k, k2 + k3)
=

1

2k

[ 1

k − (k2 + k3)
+

1

k + k2 + k3

]
.

Then by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain that when ϕ(k, k2 + k3) ̸= 0,∣∣∣∣ 1

ϕ(k, k2 + k3)

∣∣∣∣ = 1

|k1|
1
2
ε0 |2k − k1|

1
2
ε0

21−
1
2
ε0

|k|1−
1
2
ε0

(
1

|k1|1−
1
2
ε0

+
1

|2k − k1|1−
1
2
ε0

)

≲⟨k⟩−1+ 1
2
ε0

(
1

⟨k1⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨2k − k1⟩1+
1
2
ε0

)
; (3.10)

and similarly, ∣∣∣∣ 1

ϕ(k, k3)

∣∣∣∣ ≲⟨k⟩−1+ 1
2
ε0

(
1

⟨k − k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

)
. (3.11)

Together with (3.10) and (3.11), and using k1 = k − k2 − k3 it gives that

1

|ϕ(k, k2 + k3)||ϕ(k, k3)|
≲⟨k⟩−2+ε0

[
1

⟨k − k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]

·

[
1

⟨k − (k2 + k3)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k2 + k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]
. (3.12)

Now we are ready to estimate I2221,k. By duality, we have that∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I2221,k|
∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

= sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

〈
⟨k⟩s+γ |I2221,k|, hk

〉
= sup

h:∥h∥l2=1
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∑
k1+k2+k3=k

ϕ(k,k2+k3 )̸=0,ϕ(k,k3 )̸=0

⟨k⟩s+γ

|ϕ(k, k2 + k3)||ϕ(k, k3)|

· |ξ̂k1 ||ξ̂k2 ||v̂k3 ||hk|.

As before, we omit sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

sup
t∈[0,T ]

in the front. Then by (3.12), the trivial inequality ⟨k⟩s ≤

⟨k1⟩s⟨k2⟩s⟨k3⟩s, and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I2221,k|
∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

≲
∑

k1+k2+k3=k,|k|≥N0

ϕ(k,k2+k3 )̸=0,ϕ(k,k3) ̸=0

⟨k⟩γ

|ϕ(k, k2 + k3)||ϕ(k, k3)|
⟨k1⟩s|ξ̂k1 |⟨k2⟩s|ξ̂k2 |⟨k3⟩s|v̂k3 ||hk|

≲
∑

k1+k2+k3=k,|k|≥N0

ϕ(k,k2+k3 )̸=0,ϕ(k,k3 )̸=0

⟨k⟩−2+ε0+γ

[
1

⟨k − k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]

·

[
1

⟨k − (k2 + k3)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k2 + k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]
⟨k1⟩s|ξ̂k1 |⟨k2⟩s|ξ̂k2 |⟨k3⟩s|v̂k3 ||hk|.

Denote

ζ1k3,k = ⟨k⟩−2+ε0+γ

[
1

⟨k − k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]
|hk|
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and

ζ2k3,k =
∑
k2

[
1

⟨k − (k2 + k3)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k2 + k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]
⟨k − k2 − k3⟩s|ξ̂k−k2−k3 |⟨k2⟩s

∣∣ξ̂k2∣∣.
Then we have that∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I2221,k|

∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

≲
∑
k,k3

|k|≥N0

ζ1k3,k ζ
2
k3,k |⟨k3⟩

s|v̂k3 |

≲
∑
k3

⟨k3⟩s|v̂k3 | ·

 ∑
k:|k|≥N0

(
ζ1k3,k

)p′ 1
p′

·

 ∑
k:|k|≥N0

(ζ2k3,k)
p

 1
p

.

For convenience, we further denote

Jk3 =
∥∥∥ζ1k3,k∥∥∥lp′k (|k|≥N0)

, J̃k3 =
∥∥∥ζ2k3,k∥∥∥lpk(|k|≥N0)

.

Then it gives that ∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I2221,k|
∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

≲
∑
k3

⟨k3⟩s|v̂k3 | Jk3 J̃k3 , (3.13)

Therefore, it reduces to estimate Jk3 and J̃k3 .
For the term Jk3 ,

Jk3 ≲∥hk∥l2k
∥∥∥⟨k⟩−2+ε0+γ

[
1

⟨k − k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]∥∥∥
lrk(|k|≥N0)

≲ N−ε0
0 ∥h∥l2 , (3.14)

where we have used the relationship that r satisfies that 1
r = 1

2 − 1
p and (γ − 2)r < −1.

For the term J̃k3 , we change the variable and write

J̃k3 =
∥∥∥∑

k2

( 1

⟨k − (k2 + k3)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k2 + k3⟩1+
1
2
ε0

)
⟨k − k2 − k3⟩s|ξ̂k−k2−k3 |⟨k2⟩s

∣∣ξ̂k2∣∣∥∥∥
lpk

≲
∥∥∥∑

k1

1

⟨k1⟩1+
1
2
ε0
⟨k1⟩s|ξ̂k1 |⟨k − k1 − k3⟩s|ξ̂k−k1−k3 |

∥∥∥
lpk

+
∥∥∥∑

k̃1

1

⟨k̃1⟩1+
1
2
ε0
⟨2k − k̃1⟩s|ξ̂2k−k̃1

|⟨k̃1 − k − k3⟩s|ξ̂k̃1−k−k3
|
∥∥∥
lpk

≲∥⟨k⟩sξ̂k∥lpk∥⟨k⟩
sξ̂k∥l∞k ≲ ∥ξ∥2

b̂s,p
. (3.15)

Hence, by the estimates (3.13)-(3.15), we have∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I2221,k|
∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

≲N−ε0
0 ∥h∥l2∥ξ∥2b̂s,p

∑
k3

⟨k3⟩s|v̂k3 | ≲ N−ε0
0 ∥h∥l2∥ξ∥2b̂s,p∥v∥Hs+γ .

2) On I2222,k. Similarly as (3.12), we have that

1

|ϕ(k, k2 + k3 + k4)||ϕ(k, k3 + k4)|
≲⟨k⟩−2+ε0

[
1

⟨k1⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨2k − k1⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]

·

[
1

⟨k − (k3 + k4)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3 + k4⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]
.

(3.16)
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Then by the duality, (3.16) and Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we have that (again, from
the second line we omit sup

h:∥h∥l2=1
in the front)

∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I2222,k|
∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

= sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

〈
⟨k⟩s+γ |I2222,k|, hk

〉
≲

∑
k1+k2+k3+k4=k

ϕ(k,k2+k3+k4 )̸=0,ϕ(k,k3+k4) ̸=0

∫ t

0

⟨k⟩s+γ
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|ξ̂k2 ||ξ̂k3 ||v̂k4(ρ)||hk|

ϕ(k, k2 + k3 + k4) · ϕ(k, k3 + k4)
dρ

≲
∑

k1+k2+k3+k4=k
ϕ(k,k2+k3+k4 )̸=0,ϕ(k,k3+k4 )̸=0

∫ t

0
⟨k⟩−2+ε0+γ

[
1

⟨k − (k3 + k4)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3 + k4⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]

·

[
1

⟨k1⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨2k − k1⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]
⟨k1⟩s|ξ̂k1 |⟨k2⟩s|ξ̂k2 |⟨k3⟩s|ξ̂k3 |⟨k4⟩s|v̂k4 ||hk|dρ,

where in the last step we have used the inequality ⟨k⟩s ≤ ⟨k1⟩s⟨k2⟩s⟨k3⟩s. Then we further
get that

∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I2222,k|
∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

≲
∫ t

0

∑
k4

∑
k

∑
k3

∑
k1

[
1

⟨k1⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

|2k − k1⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]
⟨k1⟩s

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣⟨k − k1 − k3 − k4⟩s|ξ̂k−k1−k3−k4 |

·

[
1

⟨k − (k3 + k4)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3 + k4⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]
⟨k3⟩s|ξ̂k3 |⟨k4⟩s|v̂k4 ||hk|⟨k⟩−2+ε0+γdρ

≲
∥∥⟨k⟩s|ξ̂k|∥∥2l∞k

∫ t

0

∑
k4

∑
k

∑
k3

[
1

⟨k − (k3 + k4)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3 + k4⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]
· ⟨k3⟩s|ξ̂k3 |⟨k4⟩s|v̂k4 ||hk|⟨k⟩−2+ε0+γdρ.

We denote

Mk =
∑
k3

[
1

⟨k − (k3 + k4)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3 + k4⟩1+
1
2
ε0

]
⟨k3⟩s|ξ̂k3 |,

then we have that

∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I2222,k|
∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

≲
∥∥⟨k⟩s|ξ̂k|∥∥2l∞k

∫ t

0

∑
k4

∑
k

Mk⟨k4⟩s|v̂k4 ||hk|⟨k⟩−2+ε0+γdρ. (3.17)
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Now, we estimate the term Mk as follows

Mk ≲

∥∥∥∥∥
[

1

⟨k − (k3 + k4)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3 + k4⟩1+
1
2
ε0

] 1
p′
∥∥∥∥∥
lp

′
k3

·

∥∥∥∥∥
[

1

⟨k − (k3 + k4)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3 + k4⟩1+
1
2
ε0

] 1
p

⟨k3⟩s|ξ̂k3 |

∥∥∥∥∥
lpk3

≲

∥∥∥∥∥
[

1

⟨k − (k3 + k4)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3 + k4⟩1+
1
2
ε0

] 1
p

⟨k3⟩s|ξ̂k3 |

∥∥∥∥∥
lpk3

.

This gives that

∥∥Mk

∥∥
lpk
≲

∥∥∥∥∥
[

1

⟨k − (k3 + k4)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3 + k4⟩1+
1
2
ε0

] 1
p

⟨k3⟩s|ξ̂k3 |

∥∥∥∥∥
lpk,k3

≲

∥∥∥∥∥
∥∥∥∥∥ 1

⟨k − (k3 + k4)⟩1+
1
2
ε0

+
1

⟨k + k3 + k4⟩1+
1
2
ε0

∥∥∥∥∥
1
p

l1k

⟨k3⟩s|ξ̂k3 |

∥∥∥∥∥
lpk3

≲∥ξ∥b̂s,p . (3.18)

Insert the estimate (3.18) into (3.17), we have

∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I2222,k|
∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

≲
∥∥⟨k⟩s|ξ̂k|∥∥2l∞k

∫ t

0

∑
k4

∥∥Mk

∥∥
lpk

∥∥∥⟨k⟩−2+ε0+γ
∥∥∥
lrk

∥h∥l2⟨k4⟩s|v̂k4 |dρ

≲∥ξ∥2
b̂s,∞

∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∫ t

0

∑
k4

⟨k4⟩s|v̂k4 |dρ ≲ t∥ξ∥3
b̂s,p

∥v∥L∞
t Hs+γ

x
,

where in the last step we have used that γ > 1
2 .

3) On I2223,k. Similarly as treating the term I2222,k, we can obtain

∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I2223,k|
∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

≲t∥ξ∥2
b̂s,p

∥|u|2u∥L∞
t Hs+γ

x
≲ t∥ξ∥2

b̂s,p
∥u∥3

L∞
t Hs+γ

x
.

Hence, we obtain the estimate on I22,k as follows

∥∥∥⟨k⟩s+γ |I22,k|
∥∥∥
l2k(|k|≥N0)

≲t
∥∥ξ̂k∥∥2l∞k ∥v∥2

L∞
t Hs+γ

x
+N−ε0

0 ∥ξ∥2
b̂s,p

∥v∥L∞
t Hs+γ

x

+ t∥ξ∥3
b̂s,p

∥v∥L∞
t Hs+γ

x
+ t∥ξ∥2

b̂s,p
∥u∥3

L∞
t Hs+γ

x
.

This completes the estimates of I222 and then finishes Section 3.1.2.
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3.1.3. Estimates on I23,k. The estimation of this term is very similar as the term I21, so we
almost repeat the estimates of the latter. Firstly, we split it into the following two parts:

I23,k =− i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=k

ϕ(k,k2 )̸=0,|k1|≲|k2|

eiρk
2 1

iϕ(k, k2)
ξ̂k1
(̂
|u|2u

)
k2
dρ

− i

∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=k

ϕ(k,k2 )̸=0,|k1|≫|k2|

eiρk
2 1

iϕ(k, k2)
ξ̂k1
(̂
|u|2u

)
k2
dρ

≜I231,k + I232,k.

• Estimates on I231,k. Since

1

|ϕ(k, k2)|
≤ 1

2⟨k1⟩2
+

1

2⟨k1 + 2k2⟩2
.

Hence, we have that

⟨k⟩s+γ |I231,k| ≲
∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=k

ϕ(k,k2) ̸=0,|k1|≲|k2|

⟨k⟩s+γ 1

|ϕ(k, k2)|
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣∣∣∣(̂|u|2u)k2∣∣∣ dρ

≲
∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=k

ϕ(k,k2) ̸=0,|k1|≲|k2|

⟨k2⟩s+γ

[
1

⟨k1⟩2
+

1

⟨k1 + 2k2⟩2

] ∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣∣∣∣(̂|u|2u)k2∣∣∣ dρ.
Then treating similarly as I211,k and by Kato-Ponce’s inequality, we have that∥∥⟨k⟩γI231,k∥∥l2k ≲

∫ t

0

∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k ∥∥|u|2u∥∥L∞
t Hs+γ

x
dρ ≲ t

∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k ∥u∥3
L∞
t Hs+γ

x
.

• Estimates on I232,k. Under the restriction in the summation, it gives that

|ϕ(k, k2)| ≳ ⟨k1⟩2.
Then we have that

⟨k⟩s+γ |I232,k| ≲
∫ t

0

∑
k1+k2=k

ϕ(k,k2 )̸=0,|k1|≫|k2|

⟨k1⟩γ+s−2
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣∣∣∣(̂|u|2u)k2∣∣∣ dρ.

Again, treating similarly as I211 and by Kato-Ponce’s inequality, we have that∥∥⟨k⟩s+γI232,k
∥∥
l2k
≲
∫ t

0

∥∥ξ∥∥
b̂s,p

∥∥|u|2u∥∥
L∞
t Hs+γ

x
dρ ≲ t

∥∥ξ∥∥
b̂s,p

∥u∥3
L∞
t Hs+γ

x
.

Combining with the estimates on I231 and I232, we obtain that∥∥⟨k⟩s+γI23,k
∥∥
l2k
≲t
∥∥ξ∥∥

b̂s,p
∥u∥3

L∞
t Hs+γ

x
.

Collecting the estimates on I1 and I21 − I23 above, we have that there exists a constant
C > 0 which depends on ∥ξ∥b̂s,p such that∥∥⟨k⟩s+γIk

∥∥
L∞
t l2k([0,T ]×{|k|>N0}) ≤C

(
T +N

− ε0
2

0 )
(
∥v∥L∞

t Hs+γ
x

+ ∥v∥3
L∞
t Hs+γ

x

)
.

This together with (3.6) give that∥∥Φ1(u)
∥∥
L∞
t Hs+γ

x ([0,T ])
=
∥∥⟨k⟩s+γIk

∥∥
L∞
t l2k

≤C
(
TN s+γ

0 +N
− ε0

2
0

)(
∥v∥L∞

t Hs+γ
x

+ ∥v∥3
L∞
t Hs+γ

x

)
.
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This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.2. □

Proof of Lemma 3.1. By Kato-Ponce’s inequality, we have∥∥∥∥i∫ t

0
e−it′∂2

x

(
|u(t′)|2u(t′)

)
dt′
∥∥∥∥
L∞
t Hs+γ

x ([0,T ])

≤CT∥u∥3
L∞
t Hs+γ

x
.

This combining with (3.2) and Lemma 3.2 yields that under the assumption (3.3),∥∥Φ(v)∥∥
L∞
t Hs+γ

x ([0,T ])
≤∥u0∥Hs+γ

x
+ C

(
TN s+γ

0 +N
− ε0

2
0 )

(
R0 +R3

0

)
≤1

2
R0 + C

(
TN s+γ

0 +N
− ε0

2
0 )

(
R0 +R3

0

)
.

This proves the lemma. □

Now we choosing N0 and T in Lemma 3.1 such that

N
ε0
2

0 = 8
(
1 +R2

0

)
; T =

[
8C0(N0)

(
1 +R2

0

)]−1
,

then we obtain (3.4) and (3.5) with θ = 3
4 , and thus complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. □

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. In the following, we denote T (using the same notation) to
be a positive constant which is smaller than the lifespan obtained in Theorem 1.1.

We denote φ = ∂tu, then in order to prove that u ∈ C0
t ([0, T ];H

s+ 3
2
+ 1

p (T)), it is sufficient

to prove that φ ∈ C0
t ([0, T ];H

s− 1
2
+ 1

p (T)). Indeed, note that

∂xxu = −iφ− ξu+ |u|2u.

This gives that

∥u∥
H

s+3
2+ 1

p
≲ ∥φ∥

H
s− 1

2+ 1
p
+
∥∥ξu∥∥

H
s− 1

2+ 1
p
+
∥∥|u|2u∥∥

H
s− 1

2+ 1
p
.

Note that Hs,p′ ↪→ b̂s,p, then from the proof of Theorem 1.1, we have that

∥u∥
L∞
t H

s+3
2+ 1

p−
x ([0,T ])

≤ 2∥u0∥Hs+2 . (3.19)

By Sobolev embedding Lp′ ↪→ H
− 1

2
+ 1

p and (3.19), we further have that

∥u∥
H

s+3
2+ 1

p
≲ ∥φ∥

H
s− 1

2+ 1
p
+
∥∥Js(ξu)

∥∥
Lp′ +

∥∥Js(|u|2u)
∥∥
Lp′

≲ ∥φ∥
H

s− 1
2+ 1

p
+
∥∥Jsξ

∥∥
Lp′ · ∥u∥L∞

+ ∥ξ∥Lp′ ·
∥∥Jsu

∥∥
L∞ +

∥∥Jsu
∥∥
Lp′∥u∥2L∞

≲ ∥φ∥
H

s− 1
2+ 1

p
+
∥∥Jsξ

∥∥
Lp′ · ∥u∥

H
s+3

2+ 1
p−

+ ∥ξ∥Lp′ ·
∥∥u∥∥

H
s+3

2+ 1
p− + ∥u∥3

H
s+3

2+ 1
p−

≲ ∥φ∥
H

s− 1
2+ 1

p
+
∥∥ξ∥∥

Hs,p′ · ∥u0∥Hs+2 + ∥u0∥3Hs+2 .

(3.20)

This proves the claim that φ ∈ C0
t ([0, T ];H

s− 1
2
+ 1

p (T)) implies u ∈ C0
t ([0, T ];H

s+ 3
2
+ 1

p (T)).
Moreover, from (1.1), φ satisfies the following equation{

i∂tφ+ ∂xxφ+ ξφ = O(u2φ), for x ∈ T and t ∈ (0, T ],

φ(0, x) = i(∂xxu0 + ξu0 − |u0|2u0) ≜ φ0, for x ∈ T.
(3.21)



20 N. MAUSER, Y. WU, AND X. ZHAO

Here we denote O(u2φ) = 2|u|2φ+ u2φ̄. From Duhamel’s formula, we have

φ(t) = eit∂
2
xφ0 + i

∫ t

0
ei(t−ρ)∂2

x

(
ξφ(ρ) +O

(
u2φ(ρ)

))
dρ. (3.22)

Accordingly, we denote that

Ψ(φ) = eit∂
2
xφ0 + i

∫ t

0
ei(t−ρ)∂2

x

(
ξφ(ρ) +O

(
u2φ(ρ)

))
dρ.

In this proof, we denote a = 1
2 − 1

p for short. Firstly, similarly as (3.20), we have

∥φ0∥H−a+s ≲ ∥u0∥Hs−a+2 +
∥∥ξ∥∥

Hs,p′ · ∥u0∥Hs+2 + ∥u0∥3Hs+2 . (3.23)

Hence, we have φ0 ∈ H−a+s. Similar as the proof of Theorem 1.1, the proof of Theorem
1.2 is reduced to the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. There exist a constant ε0 and a positive function C(·) such that for any
N0 > 0, any t ∈ [0, T ],∥∥Ψ(φ)

∥∥
H−a+s ⩽

∥∥φ0

∥∥
H−a+s +

[
tC(N0) +N−ε0

0

]
·
(∥∥φ∥∥

L∞
t H−a+s

x
+
∥∥φ∥∥3

L∞
t H−a+s

x

)
. (3.24)

Proof. We split it into the following two parts.

• Estimate on
∥∥ ∫ t

0 e
i(t−ρ)∂2

x [ξφ(ρ)] dρ
∥∥
H−a+ρ . Denote w = e−it∂2

xφ, then it reduces to

I ≜
∫ t

0
e−iρ∂2

x [ξ · eiρ∂2
xw(ρ)] dρ. (3.25)

Since Hs,p′ ↪→ b̂s,p, arguing similarly as the proof of Lemma 3.2, we have that (for which
the details are omitted here)∥∥I∥∥

H−a+s ≲
[
tC(N0) +N−ε0

]
·
[
∥w∥L∞

t H−a+s
x

+ ∥w∥3
L∞
t H−a+s

x

]
=
[
tC(N0) +N−ε0

]
·
[
∥φ∥L∞

t H−a+s
x

+ ∥φ∥3
L∞
t H−a+s

x

]
. (3.26)

• Estimate on
∥∥ ∫ t

0 e
i(t−ρ)∂2

x [O(u2φ)] dρ
∥∥
H−a+ρ . If −a + s ≥ 0, then by Kato-Ponce’s

Inequality and (3.19),∥∥∥∫ t

0
ei(t−ρ)∂2

x [O(u2φ)] dρ
∥∥∥
H−a+s

≲
∫ t

0

∥∥J−a+s(u2φ)
∥∥
L2 dρ

≲∥φ∥L∞
t H−a+s

x
∥u∥2

L∞
t H2−a+s−

x

≲∥u0∥2Hs+2∥φ∥L∞
t H−a+s

x
. (3.27)

If −a+ s < 0, using dual argument, we note that∥∥J−a+s(u2φ)
∥∥
L2 = sup

h:∥h∥l2=1

〈
J−a+s(u2φ), h

〉
. (3.28)

By Hölder’s inequality, we have〈
J−a+s(u2φ), h

〉
=
∑
N

⟨PNJ−a+s(u2φ), PNh
〉
≲
∑
N

N−a+s
∥∥PN (u2φ)

∥∥
L2 ·

∥∥PNh
∥∥
L2

≲
∑
N≳M

N−a+s
∥∥PN (u2PMφ)

∥∥
L2 ·

∥∥PNh
∥∥
L2 +

∑
N≪M

N−a+s
∥∥PN (u2PMφ)

∥∥
L2 ·

∥∥PNh
∥∥
L2

≜S1 + S2. (3.29)
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For S1, by Schur’s test in Lemma 2.2 and (3.19), we have

S1 =
∑
N≳M

N−a+s
∥∥PN (u2PMφ)

∥∥
L2 ·

∥∥PNh
∥∥
L2

≲
∑
N≳M

N−a+s∥u∥2
H

1
2+

∥∥PMφ
∥∥
L2 ·

∥∥PNh
∥∥
L2

≲ ∥u0∥2Hs+2

∑
N≳M

(
M

N

)−a+s ∥∥PMφ
∥∥
H−a+s

∥∥PNh
∥∥
L2

≲ ∥u0∥2Hs+2

∥∥φ∥∥
H−a+s

∥∥h∥∥
L2 . (3.30)

For S2, note that when N ≪ M , PN (u2PMφ) = PN

(
uP>M

2
uPMφ

)
. Then using Hölder’s

inequality and (3.19), we have

S2 =
∑

N≪M

N−a+s
∥∥PN (u2PMφ)

∥∥
L2 ·

∥∥PNh
∥∥
L2

≲
∑

N≪M

N−a+s∥u∥L∞
∥∥P>M

2
u
∥∥
L∞

∥∥PMφ
∥∥
L2

∥∥PNh
∥∥
L2

≲
∑

N≪M

N−a+s
∥∥u∥∥

H
1
2+

∥∥P>M
2
u
∥∥
H

1
2+

∥∥PMφ
∥∥
L2

∥∥PNh
∥∥
L2

≲
∑

N≪M

M
−2(s+ 1

p
)− 1

2
+
N−a+s

∥∥u∥∥
H

1
2+

∥∥P>M
2
u
∥∥
H

s+1
p+3

2+

∥∥PMφ
∥∥
H−a+s

∥∥PNh
∥∥
L2

≲
∑

N≪M

M
−2(s+ 1

p
)− 1

2
+
N−a+s∥u0∥2Hs+2

∥∥φ∥∥
H−a+s

∥∥h∥∥
L2 .

Note that −2(s+ 1
p)−

1
2 < 0,−a+ s < 0, by Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we obtain that

S2 ≲ ∥u0∥2Hs+2

∥∥φ∥∥
H−a+s

∥∥h∥∥
L2 . (3.31)

Inserting (3.30) and (3.31) into (3.29), and then by (3.28) we have that∥∥J−a+s(u2φ)
∥∥
L2 ≲ ∥u0∥2Hs+2

∥∥φ∥∥
H−a+s .

This implies that∥∥∥∫ t

0
e−i(t−ρ)∂2

x [O(u2φ)] dρ
∥∥∥
H−a+s

≲
∫ t

0

∥∥∥e−i(t−ρ)∂2
x [O(u2φ)]

∥∥∥
H−a+s

dρ

≲t∥u0∥2Hs+2∥φ∥L∞
t H−a+s

x
.

This together with (3.27) and (3.26), yields (3.24). □

4. Proof for ill-posedness theory

In this section, we are going to prove the three ill-posedness results, i.e., Theorem 1.3,
Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5. Again, we assume λ = −1 in (1.1) for simplicity. In order
to apply the tool Lemma 2.3, we consider the following.

Let f = f(x) be a time-independent function. Denote

A2(f) ≜i

∫ t

0
e−iρ∂2

x

(
ξeiρ∂

2
xf +

∣∣eiρ∂2
xf
∣∣2eiρ∂2

xf
)
dρ.
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Taking Fourier transform, we have that for any k ∈ Z,

̂(A2(f)
)
k
=i

∫ t

0

( ∑
k1+k2=k

eiρ(k
2−k22)ξ̂k1 f̂k2 +

∑
k1+k2+k3=k

eiρ(k
2+k21−k22−k23)(̂f)k1 f̂k2 f̂k3

)
dρ

=i
∑

k1+k2=k

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2−k22) dρ ξ̂k1 f̂k2

+ i
∑

k1+k2+k3=k

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2+k21−k22−k23) dρ (̂f)k1 f̂k2 f̂k3 .

The first term is equal to

i
∑

k1+k2=k
k2−k22=0

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2−k22) dρ ξ̂k1 f̂k2 + i
∑

k1+k2=k
k2−k22 ̸=0

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2−k22) dρ ξ̂k1 f̂k2 .

Note that the set

{(k1, k2) : k1 + k2 = k, k2 − k22 = 0}
={(k1, k2) : k1 = 0, k2 = k} ∪ {(k1, k2) : k1 = 2k, k2 = −k} \ {(k1, k2) : k1 = k2 = 0}.

We further get that

i
∑

k1+k2=k

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2−k22) dρ ξ̂k1 f̂k2

=itξ̂0f̂k + itξ̂2kf̂−k − itξ̂0f̂0 + i
∑

k1+k2=k
k2−k22 ̸=0

1

i(k2 − k22)

(
eit(k

2−k22) − 1
)
ξ̂k1 f̂k2 .

This implies that

̂(A2(f)
)
k
=itξ̂0f̂k + itξ̂2kf̂−k − itξ̂0f̂0

+ i
∑

k1+k2=k
k2−k22 ̸=0

1

i(k2 − k22)

(
eit(k

2−k22) − 1
)
ξ̂k1 f̂k2

+ i
∑

k1+k2+k3=k

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2+k21−k22−k23) dρ (̂f)k1 f̂k2 f̂k3 . (4.1)

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3.
• Case 1: p = ∞. We only need to show the ill-posedness in Hs+ 3

2 . To do this, we
define the initial data

u0 ≜ ϵ. (4.2)

Then ∥u0∥H2 = ϵ. Moreover, we define

ξ ≜ 1 +
∑

k∈Z\{0}

|k|−seikx. (4.3)

Then ∥ξ∥b̂s,∞ = 1. In particular, ξ = 2πδ when s = 0.
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Then by (4.1), in which the first three terms vanish, we have that

̂(A2(u0)
)
k
=i

∑
k1+k2=k

1

i(k2 − k22)

(
eit(k

2−k22) − 1
)
ξ̂k1 (̂u0)k2 (4.4a)

+ i
∑

k1+k2+k3=k

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2+k21−k22−k23) dρ (̂u0)k1 (̂u0)k2 (̂u0)k3 . (4.4b)

For (4.4a), according to the definition of u0 and ξ we have

(4.4a) =ϵ
1

k2+s

(
eitk

2 − 1
)
. (4.5)

Now we denote the set

K ≜
{
M0(2j + 1) : j ∈ Z+, 1 ≤ j ≤ M1

}
,

where M0,M1 ≥ 10 are some large constants determined later. Then for k ∈ K, we have

k2 =M2
0 (4j

2 + 4j + 1).

Taking

t ≜
π

2
M−2

0 , (4.6)

then tk2 = 2(j2 + j)π + π
2 . This yields that e

itk2 = i. This further gives (4.5) that for any
k ∈ K,

(4.4a) =ϵ(i− 1)
1

k2+s
. (4.7)

Now we consider the estimate on (4.4a). By (4.7), it reads∥∥(1 + |k|2)
1
2
(s+ 3

2
)(4.4a)

∥∥2
l2k
≥
∥∥(1 + |k|2)

1
2
(s+ 3

2
)(4.4a)

∥∥2
l2k(K)

=ϵ2
∑
k∈K

(1 + |k|2)s+
3
2

∣∣∣(i− 1)
1

k2+s

∣∣∣2
=2ϵ2

∑
k∈K

(1 + |k|2)s+
3
2k−(4+2s).

Note that in K,

(1 + |k|2)s+
3
2k−(4+2s) ≥ |k|−1.

Therefore, we get that

∥∥(1 + |k|2)
1
2
(s+ 3

2
)(4.4a)

∥∥2
l2k
≥2ϵ2

∑
k∈K

|k|−1 = 2ϵ2M−1
0

M1∑
j=1

(2j + 1)−1 ≥ 2ϵ2M−1
0 ln(2M1 + 1).

For (4.4b), by Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we have∥∥(1 + |k|2)
1
2
(s+ 3

2
)(4.4b)

∥∥2
l2k

=
∑
k

(1 + |k|2)s+
3
2

∣∣∣ ∑
k1+k2+k3=k

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2+k21−k22−k23) dρ (̂u0)k1 (̂u0)k2 (̂u0)k3

∣∣∣2
=t2ϵ6. (4.8)
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Together with the estimates on (4.4a) and (4.4b) above, we obtain∥∥A2(u0)
∥∥
Hs+3

2
=
∥∥∥(1 + |k|2)

1
2
(s+ 3

2
) ̂(A2(u0)

)
k

∥∥∥
l2k

≥
√
2ϵM

− 1
2

0

√
ln(2M1 + 1)− tϵ3

=
√
2ϵM

− 1
2

0

√
ln(2M1 + 1)− π

2
M−2

0 ϵ3 → +∞, when M1 → +∞.

Then by Lemma 2.3, we obtain the ill-posedness in Hs+ 3
2 , and thus finish the proof of

Theorem 1.3 in the case of p = ∞.
• Case 2: 2 < p < ∞. As before, we define the initial data

u0 ≜ ϵ.

Now, we define

ξ ≜ 1 +
∑

k∈Z\{0}

1

|k|s+
1
p (ln |k|)α

eikx, (4.9)

where α > 1
p will be decided later. Then

∥ξ∥b̂s,p ≲ 1.

Therefore, the same estimates as (4.7) give that∥∥(1 + |k|2)
1
2
(s+ 3

2
+ 1

p
)
(4.4a)

∥∥2
l2k
≥
∥∥(1 + |k|2)

1
2
(s+ 3

2
+ 1

p
)
(4.4a)

∥∥2
l2k(K)

=2ϵ2
∑
k∈K

(1 + |k|2)s+
3
2
+ 1

pk
−(4+2s+ 2

p
)
(ln |k|)−2α

≥2ϵ2
M1∑
k=1

k−1(ln |k|)−2α.

This together with (4.8) yields that∥∥A2(u0)
∥∥
H

s+3
2+ 1

p
=
∥∥∥(1 + |k|2)

1
2
(s+ 3

2
+ 1

p
) ̂(A2(u0)

)
k

∥∥∥
l2k

≥
√
2ϵ
( M1∑

k=1

k−1(ln k)−2α
) 1

2 − π

2
M−2

0 ϵ3.

Choosing 1
p < α < 1

2 , then

M1∑
k=1

k−1(ln k)−2α → +∞, when M1 → +∞.

Then the estimates above give that∥∥A2(u0)
∥∥
H

s+3
2+ 1

p
→+∞, when M1 → +∞.

The proof is done by applying Lemma 2.3. □
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4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.4. As in the proof of Theorem 1.3, we define the initial data

u0 ≜ ϵ,

and

ξ ≜ 1 +
∑

k∈Z\{0}

1

|k|s+β
eikx, (4.10)

where β > 1
2 will be decided later. Then ∥ξ∥Hs ≲ 1. Given γ > 2, arguing similarly as

above, we have that∥∥(1 + |k|2)
1
2
(s+γ)(4.4a)

∥∥2
l2k
≥
∥∥(1 + |k|2)

1
2
(s+γ)(4.4a)

∥∥2
l2k(K)

=2ϵ2
∑
k∈K

(1 + |k|2)s+γ |k|−(4+2s+2β) ≥ 2ϵ2
M1∑
k=1

|k|2(γ−2)−2β.

Choosing β such that 2β − 1 < 2(γ − 2), then∥∥(1 + |k|2)
1
2
(s+γ)(4.4a)

∥∥2
l2k
≥2ϵ2M

2(γ−2)−2β+1
1 .

This together with (4.8) yields that∥∥A2(u0)
∥∥
H

s+3
2+ 1

p
=
∥∥∥(1 + |k|2)

1
2
(s+ 3

2
+ 1

p
) ̂(A2(u0)

)
k

∥∥∥
l2k

≥
√
2ϵM

γ−2−β+ 1
2

1 − π

2
M−2

0 ϵ3 → +∞, when M1 → +∞.

The proof is done by applying Lemma 2.3.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Note that the ill-posedness in Hγ for γ ≥ 3
2 has been

essentially presented in Theorem 1.3, so here we only need to further consider γ < 3
2 .

Define the initial data

u0 ≜ ϵ
∑

k:|k−N |≤10

N−γeikx, (4.11)

then

∥u0∥Hγ ∼ ϵ.

Define the potential

ξ ≜
∑

k:|k|>10

ln(|k|) eikx, (4.12)

then for any ϵ > 0, ∥∥ξ̂k∥∥b̂−ϵ,∞ < +∞, and
∥∥ξ̂k∥∥l∞k = +∞.

By (4.1), we have that

̂(A2(u0)
)
k
=itξ̂0(̂u0)k + itξ̂2k (̂u0)−k − itξ̂0(̂u0)0

+ i
∑

k1+k2=k
k2−k22 ̸=0

1

i(k2 − k22)

(
eit(k

2−k22) − 1
)
ξ̂k1 (̂u0)k2

+ i
∑

k1+k2+k3=k

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2+k21−k22−k23) dρ (̂u0)k1 (̂u0)k2 (̂u0)k3 .
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According to the definition of ξ in (4.12), we have ξ̂0 = 0 and so

̂(A2(u0)
)
k
=itξ̂2k (̂u0)−k (4.13a)

+ i
∑

k1+k2=k
k2−k22 ̸=0

1

i(k2 − k22)

(
eit(k

2−k22) − 1
)
ξ̂k1 (̂u0)k2 (4.13b)

+ i
∑

k1+k2+k3=k

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2+k21−k22−k23) dρ (̂u0)k1 (̂u0)k2 (̂u0)k3 . (4.13c)

• Lower and upper bounds on (4.13a). By (4.11) and (4.12), we have that

û0k = N−γ , for |k −N | ≤ 10; û0k = 0, for |k −N | > 10;

and

ξ̂k = ln(|k|), for |k| > 10.

This gives ∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.13a)∥∥2
l2k
=t2

∑
k

⟨k⟩2γ
∣∣ξ̂2k∣∣2∣∣(̂u0)−k

∣∣2
=t2

∑
k:|k−N |≤10

⟨k⟩2γ ln(|k|)2N−2γ .

By choosing N large enough, we further get that

1

2
t2(lnN)2 ≤

∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.13a)∥∥2
l2k
≤20t2(lnN)2. (4.14)

• Upper bound on (4.13b). We split (4.13b) into the following two parts:

(4.13b) =i
∑

k1+k2=k
k2−k22 ̸=0,|k2|≳|k|

1

i(k2 − k22)

(
eit(k

2−k22) − 1
)
ξ̂k1 (̂u0)k2 (4.15a)

+ i
∑

k1+k2=k
k2−k22 ̸=0,|k2|≪|k|

1

i(k2 − k22)

(
eit(k

2−k22) − 1
)
ξ̂k1 (̂u0)k2 . (4.15b)

For (4.15a), we first note that if k2 − k22 ̸= 0, then∣∣k2 − k22
∣∣ ≥ |k|. (4.16)

Indeed,
∣∣k2 − k22

∣∣ = |k + k2||k − k2|. If k · k2 ≥ 0, then |k + k2| ≥ |k| and |k − k2| ≥ 1, thus
we have (4.16). If k · k2 < 0, then |k − k2| ≥ |k| and |k + k2| ≥ 1, thus we also have (4.16).
Moreover, (4.16) combining with the trivial bound∣∣k2 − k22

∣∣ = |k + k2||k − k2| ≥ |k − k2|,

give ∣∣k2 − k22
∣∣ ≥ |k|

3
4 |k − k2|

1
4 . (4.17)
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Therefore, by (4.11), (4.12) and (4.17), we have that

⟨k⟩γ
∣∣(4.15a)∣∣ =∣∣∣∣∣⟨k⟩γ ∑

k1+k2=k
k2−k22 ̸=0,|k2|≳|k|

|k2−N |≤10

1

i(k2 − k22)

(
eit(k

2−k22) − 1
)
ln(|k1|)N−γ

∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
k1+k2=k

k2−k22 ̸=0,|k2|≳|k|
|k2−N |≤10

1

i(k2 − k22)

(
eit(k

2−k22) − 1
)
ln(|k1|)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤|k|−

3
4

∑
k2:|k2−N |≤10

ln(|k − k2|)|k − k2|−
1
4 ≲ |k|−

3
4 .

This implies ∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.15a)∥∥
l2k
≲
∥∥|k|− 3

4

∥∥
l2k
≲ 1. (4.18)

For (4.15b), under the restriction in the summation, we have |k2−k22| ≳ |k|2 and |k| ∼ |k1|.
Therefore,

⟨k⟩γ
∣∣(4.15b)∣∣ =∣∣∣∣∣⟨k⟩γ ∑

k1+k2=k
k2−k22 ̸=0,|k2|≪|k|

|k2−N |≤10

1

i(k2 − k22)

(
eit(k

2−k22) − 1
)
ln(|k1|)N−γ

∣∣∣∣∣
≲N−γ |k|γ−2 ln(|k|)

∑
k2:|k2−N |≤10

1 ≲ N−γ |k|γ−2 ln(|k|).

Since γ < 3
2 , it yields∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.15b)∥∥

l2k
≲ N−γ

∥∥|k|γ−2 ln(|k|)
∥∥
l2k{k ̸=0} ≲ N−γ . (4.19)

Together with the estimates on (4.18) and (4.19), we obtain∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.13b)∥∥
l2k
≲ max

{
1, N−γ

}
. (4.20)

• Lower and upper bounds on (4.13c). By the definition (4.11), we have

(4.13c) =iN−3γ
∑

k1+k2+k3=k
|k1+N |≤10,|kj−N |≤10,j=2,3

∫ t

0
eiρ(k

2+k21−k22−k23) dρ.

Note that in the restriction: k1+k2+k3 = k, |k1+N | ≤ 10, |kj −N | ≤ 10, j = 2, 3, we have∣∣k2 + k21 − k22 − k23
∣∣ = ∣∣k1 + k2

∣∣∣∣k1 + k3
∣∣ ≤ 100.

Setting t ∈ (0, 10−3), then for any ρ ∈ (0, t),∣∣∣eiρ(k2+k21−k22−k23) − 1
∣∣∣ ≤ 1

2
.

This gives that

1

2
tN−3γ

∑
k1+k2+k3=k

|k1+N |≤10,|kj−N |≤10,j=2,3

1 ≤
∣∣(4.13c)∣∣ ≤ 2tN−3γ

∑
k1+k2+k3=k

|k1+N |≤10,|kj−N |≤10,j=2,3

1.
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For the lower bound, we use the embedding l2 ↪→ l∞ and obtain that∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.13c)∥∥
l2k
≥
∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.13c)∥∥

l∞k

≥1

2
tN−3γ

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥⟨k⟩
γ

∑
k1+k2+k3=k

|k1+N |≤10,|kj−N |≤10,j=2,3

1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
l∞k

.

Note that{
k : k = k1 + k2 + k3, |k1 +N | ≤ 10, |kj −N | ≤ 10, j = 2, 3

}
⊂
{
k : |k −N | ≤ 30

}
.

Choosing N large enough, we further have

∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.13c)∥∥
l2k
≥1

4
tN−2γ

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k1+k2+k3=k
|k1+N |≤10,|kj−N |≤10,j=2,3

1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
l∞k

≥5tN−2γ . (4.21)

For the upper bound, we use the embedding l1 ↪→ l2 and obtain that∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.13c)∥∥
l2k
≤
∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.13c)∥∥

l1k

≤2tN−3γ

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥⟨k⟩
γ

∑
k1+k2+k3=k

|k1+N |≤10,|kj−N |≤10,j=2,3

1

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
l2k({|k−N |≤30})

≤4tN−2γ
∑

k1,k2,k3
|k1+N |≤10,|kj−N |≤10,j=2,3

1

≤120tN−2γ . (4.22)

Together with (4.21) and (4.22), we obtain

5tN−2γ ≤
∥∥⟨k⟩γ(4.13c)∥∥

l2k
≤120tN−2γ . (4.23)

Now we collect the estimates in (4.14), (4.20) and (4.23), and choose N large enough to
obtain that for γ ≥ 0,∥∥A2(u0)

∥∥
Hγ =

∥∥∥⟨k⟩γ ̂(A2(u0)
)
k

∥∥∥
l2k

≥
√
2

2
t lnN − C

(
tN−2γ + 1

)
≥ 1

2
t lnN − C;

for γ < 0,∥∥A2(u0)
∥∥
Hγ =

∥∥∥⟨k⟩γ ̂(A2(u0)
)
k

∥∥∥
l2k

≥ 5tN−2γ − C
(
t lnN +N−γ

)
≥ tN−2γ −N−γ .

By choosing t = 10−3, for either γ ≥ 0 or γ < 0, we can have∥∥A2(u0)
∥∥
Hγ →+∞, when N → +∞.

The proof is done by again applying Lemma 2.3. □
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5. Numerical method and convergence analysis

In this section, we shall first give the derivation of the presented LRI scheme (1.6), and
then we shall prove its convergence result, i.e., Theorem 1.6.

5.1. Construction of numerical scheme. By the Duhamel formula of (1.1) and the

variable v(t) = e−it∂2
xu(t), we have that for any n ≥ 0,

v(tn+1) = v(tn) + i

∫ tn+1

tn

e−iρ∂2
x

(
ξu(ρ)− λ|u(ρ)|2u(ρ)

)
dρ. (5.1)

Then we write

v(tn+1) =i

∫ tn+1

tn

e−iρ∂2
x

(
ξ eiρ∂

2
xv(tn)

)
dρ (5.2)

+ v(tn)− iλ

∫ tn+1

tn

e−iρ∂2
x

(
|u(ρ)|2u(ρ)

)
dρ (5.3)

+Rn
1 ,

where

Rn
1 ≜ i

∫ tn+1

tn

e−iρ∂2
x

[
ξ eiρ∂

2
x
(
v(ρ)− v(tn)

)]
dρ n ≥ 0.

We first consider the integral term (5.2) involving the potential. By taking the Fourier
transform, we have

(̂5.2)k =i

∫ tn+1

tn

∑
k1+k2=k

eiρ(k
2−k22)ξ̂k1 v̂k2(tn) dρ

=iτeitnk
2
∑

k1+k2=k

Mτ

(
eiρ(k

2−k22)
)
ξ̂k1e

−itnk22 v̂k2(tn),

where Mτ is the average operator given in (2.1). Then we consider the approximation

Mτ

(
eiρ(k

2−k22)
)
≈ Mτ

(
eiρk

2
)
Mτ

(
e−iρk22

)
, and note that∑

k

eikxeitnk
2
∑

k1+k2=k

Mτ

(
eiρk

2
)
Mτ

(
e−iρk22

)
ξ̂k1e

−itnk22 v̂k2(tn)

=e−itn∂2
xD−τ

[
ξ Dτ [e

itn∂2
xv(tn)]

]
= e−itn∂2

xD−τ

[
ξ Dτ [u(tn)]

]
.

So we can write the integral term (5.2) as

(5.2) = iτe−itn∂2
xD−τ

[
ξ Dτ [u(tn)]

]
+Rn

2 , (5.4)

where Rn
2 is the truncation term defined by

(̂Rn
2 )k ≜ iτeitnk

2
∑

k1+k2=k

[
Mτ

(
eiρ(k

2−k22)
)
−Mτ

(
eiρk

2
)
Mτ

(
e−iρk22

)]
ξ̂k1e

−itnk22 v̂k2(tn),

for n ≥ 0. For the term (5.3), we simply use the Lie-Trotter splitting method and we denote
the remainder as

Rn
3 ≜ (5.3)− e−itn+1∂2

xNτ

[
eiτ∂

2
xu(tn)

]
, n ≥ 0. (5.5)

Plugging (5.4), (5.5) back to (5.2) and (5.3) without the remainder terms Rn
2 , R

n
3 , and

denoting vn ≈ v(tn) yield:

vn+1 = iτe−itn∂2
xD−τ

[
ξ Dτ

[
eitn∂

2
xvn
]]

+ e−itn+1∂2
xNτ

[
eiτ∂

2
xeitn∂

2
xvn
]
. (5.6)
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Therefore, by letting u(tn) ≈ un = eitn∂
2
xvn with u0 = v0 = u0 and noting eiτ∂

2
xD−τ = Dτ ,

we obtain our LRI scheme presented in (1.6):

un+1 = iτDτ

[
ξ Dτ [u

n]
]
+Nτ

[
eiτ∂

2
xun
]
, n ≥ 0.

Note that the filter P≤N is an additional approximation applied in Nτ to cut off the high
frequencies. We remark that such approximation is mainly used for the technical analysis of
the convergence under L2-norm [25, 26, 31]. It will not essentially affect the computational
results in practice, and it could be omitted which will be addressed in a future work.

5.2. Convergence analysis. In the rest of this section, we assume λ = −1 in (1.1) for
simplicity of notations, and we aim to prove the error estimate given in Theorem 1.6.

Denote the part of the scheme (5.6) involving the integration of the potential as

Φ(f) ≜ f + iτe−itn∂2
xD−τ

[
ξ Dτ [e

itn∂2
xf ]
]
,

and denote the splitting part involving the nonlinearity as

Ψ(f) ≜ e−itn+1∂2
x

(
Nτ

[
eiτ∂

2
xeitn∂

2
xf
]
− eiτ∂

2
xeitn∂

2
xf
)
.

Then (5.6) reads

vn+1 = Φ
(
vn
)
+Ψ

(
vn
)
.

Denote the error function as

hn ≜ vn − v(tn), n ≥ 0,

so h0 ≡ 0 and we have

hn+1 = Φ
(
vn
)
− Φ

(
v(tn)

)
+Ψ

(
vn
)
−Ψ

(
v(tn)

)
+Rn

1 +Rn
2 +Rn

3 .

We shall first analyze to give the stability result of the scheme (5.6) by working on the Φ
part and the Ψ part in a sequel. Afterwards, we shall estimate the local truncation errors
Rn

1 , R
n
2 , R

n
3 .

Lemma 5.1 (Stability of potential part). Let ξ ∈ l̂∞, then for any f ∈ H
1
2
+(T) and

h = f − g ∈ L2(T), ∥∥Φ(f)− Φ(g)
∥∥
L2 ≤ (1 + Cτ)∥h∥L2 , (5.7)

where the constant C > 0 depends only on ∥ξ∥l̂∞.

Proof. Denote h̃ = eitn∂
2
xh, then ∥h̃∥L2 = ∥h∥L2 . Note that

Φ(f)− Φ(g) = e−itn∂2
x

(
h̃+ iτD−τ

[
ξ Dτ h̃

])
.

Therefore,∥∥Φ(f)− Φ(g)
∥∥2
L2 =

∥∥∥h̃+ iτD−τ

[
ξ Dτ h̃

]∥∥∥2
L2

=∥h∥2L2 + 2
〈
h̃, iτD−τ

[
ξ Dτ h̃

]〉
+ τ2

∥∥∥Dτ

[
ξ Dτ h̃

]∥∥∥2
L2
.

where in the last step we have used the relationship: eiτ∂
2
xD−τ = Dτ .

A key observation (for real-valued ξ) is that〈
h̃, iτD−τ

[
ξ Dτ h̃

]〉
=
〈
Dτ h̃, iτ ξ Dτ h̃

〉
= τ Im

∫
T
ξ|Dτ h̃|2 dx = 0, (5.8)

where in the second step we have used the relationship D−τ = Dτ .
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Moreover, we claim that

τ
∥∥∥Dτ

[
ξ Dτ h̃

]∥∥∥
L2

≲
√
τ
∥∥ξ∥∥

l̂∞
∥h∥L2 . (5.9)

To prove this claim, we take the Fourier transform and write

Fk

[
Dτ

(
ξ Dτ h̃

)]
=

∑
k1+k2=k

Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)
ξ̂k1

ˆ̃
hk2 .

Now by duality and Plancherel’s identity we have∥∥∥Dτ

[
ξ Dτ h̃

]∥∥∥
L2

= sup
w:∥w∥l2=1

〈 ∑
k1+k2=k

Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)
ξ̂k1

ˆ̃
hk2 , w

〉
.

As before, we omit sup
w:∥w∥l2=1

in the front. Then we split it into the following three cases

and further write∥∥∥Dτ

[
ξ Dτ h̃

]∥∥∥
L2

=
∑

k1+k2=k
|k|≤N0,|k2|≤N0

Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)
ξ̂k1

ˆ̃
hk2 wk

+
∑

k1+k2=k
|k|≤N0,|k2|≥N0

Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)
ξ̂k1

ˆ̃
hk2 wk

+
∑

k1+k2=k
|k|≥N0,|k2|≥N0

Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)
ξ̂k1

ˆ̃
hk2 wk,

where N0 > 0 will be determined later. Note that∣∣Mτ

(
eisk

2)∣∣ ≲ min{1, τ−1|k|−2},

therefore,∥∥∥Dτ

[
ξ Dτ h̃

]∥∥∥
L2

≲∥ξ∥l̂∞
( ∑

k,k2
|k|≤N0,|k2|≤N0

∣∣ˆ̃hk2∣∣ |wk|+
∑
k,k2

|k|≤N0,|k2|≥N0

τ−1|k2|−2
∣∣ˆ̃hk2∣∣ |wk|

+
∑
k,k2

|k|≥N0,|k2|≥N0

τ−2|k|−2|k2|−2
∣∣ˆ̃hk2∣∣) |wk|.

This gives that∥∥∥Dτ

[
ξ Dτ h̃

]∥∥∥
L2

≲∥ξ∥l̂∞
(
N0 + τ−1N−1

0 + τ−2N−3
0

)∥∥ĥk∥∥l2k∥wk∥l2k

≲∥ξ∥l̂∞
(
N0 + τ−1N−1

0 + τ−2N−3
0

)∥∥h∥∥
L2 .

Choosing N0 = τ−
1
2 , we obtain (5.9).

Together with (5.8) and (5.9), we have∥∥Φ(f)− Φ(g)
∥∥2
L2 ≤(1 + Cτ)∥h∥2L2 ,

and thus ∥∥Φ(f)− Φ(g)
∥∥
L2 ≤(1 + Cτ)∥h∥L2 .

This finishes the proof of the lemma. □
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Lemma 5.2 (Stability of splitting part). Let f ∈ L2(T) and g ∈ H
1
2
+(T), then

∥Ψ(f)−Ψ(g)∥L2 ≤ Cτ
(
1 +N∥f − g∥2L2

)
∥f − g∥L2 , (5.10)

for some constant C > 0 that depends on ∥g∥
H

1
2+.

Proof. For simplicity, we denote

f̃ = eiτ∂
2
xeitn∂

2
xf, g̃ = eiτ∂

2
xeitn∂

2
xg, h̃ = eiτ∂

2
xeitn∂

2
xh, h = f − g.

Then

Ψ(f)−Ψ(g) = e−itn+1∂2
x

(
Nτ

[
f̃
]
−Nτ

[
g̃
]
− h̃
)
.

We rewrite

Nτ [f̃ ]−Nτ [g̃] =eiτ |P≤N f̃ |2 f̃ − eiτ |P≤N g̃|2 g̃

=eiτ |P≤Nf |2 h̃+
[
eiτ |P≤N f̃ |2 − eiτ |P≤N g̃|2

]
g̃.

Therefore,

Ψ(f)−Ψ(g) = e−itn+1∂2
x

[(
eiτ |P≤N f̃ |2 − 1

)
h̃+

(
eiτ |P≤N f̃ |2 − eiτ |P≤N g̃|2

)
g̃
]
.

Then by the Sobolev and Bernstein inequalities, we have

∥Ψ(f)−Ψ(g)∥L2 ≲
∥∥∥[eiτ |P≤N f̃ |2 − 1

]
h̃
∥∥∥
L2

+
∥∥∥[eiτ |P≤N f̃ |2 − eiτ |P≤N g̃|2

]
g̃
∥∥∥
L2

≲
∥∥∥eiτ |P≤N f̃ |2 − 1

∥∥∥
L∞

∥∥h̃∥∥
L2 +

∥∥∥eiτ |P≤N f̃ |2 − eiτ |P≤N g̃|2
∥∥∥
L2

∥∥g̃∥∥
L∞ .

Note that∥∥∥eiτ |P≤N f̃ |2 − 1
∥∥∥
L∞

≲
∥∥∥iτ |P≤N f̃ |2

∥∥∥
L∞

=τ
∥∥P≤N f̃

∥∥2
L∞ ≲ τN

∥∥h∥∥2
L2 + τ

∥∥g∥∥2
H

1
2+ .

Similarly, we have∥∥∥eiτ |P≤N f̃ |2 − eiτ |P≤N g̃|2
∥∥∥
L2

≲τ
∥∥|P≤N f̃ |2 − |P≤N g̃|2

∥∥
L2

≲τ
∥∥P≤N h̃

∥∥
L2

(∥∥P≤N f̃
∥∥
L∞ +

∥∥P≤N g̃
∥∥
L∞

)
≲τN

1
2

∥∥h∥∥2
L2 + τ

∥∥g∥∥
H

1
2+

∥∥h∥∥
L2 .

Applying these two estimates, we further have

∥Ψ(f)−Ψ(g)∥L2 ≤Cτ
∥∥h∥∥

L2 + CτN
1
2

∥∥h∥∥2
L2 + CτN

∥∥h∥∥3
L2

≤Cτ
∥∥h∥∥

L2 + CτN
∥∥h∥∥3

L2 ,

where the constant C > 0 depends on ∥g∥
H

1
2+ . Hence, we obtain the desired assertion. □

Now, we move on to estimating the local truncation errors Rn
1 , R

n
2 , R

n
3 one by one. To

estimate Rn
1 , we need the following result.

Lemma 5.3. Let ξ ∈ b̂s,p with the conditions of Theorem 1.6 satisfied, so u ∈ L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

([0, T ]× T) with γp =
3
2 + 1

p . Then, for any 0 ≤ β < s+ 1
p + 3

2 we have∥∥v(t)− v(tn)
∥∥
L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T) ≤ Cτ max
{
τ
− 1

2
(β−s− 1

p
)− 1

4
−
, 1
}
, (5.11)

where the constant C > 0 depends only on ∥ξ∥b̂s,p and ∥u∥
L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

.
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Proof. By ∥v(t)− v(tn)∥Hs+γp− ≤ 2∥v∥
L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

, we can deduce that for any β < s+ γp,

∥v(t)− v(tn)∥Hβ = ∥P≤N0(v(t)− v(tn))∥Hβ + ∥P>N0(v(t)− v(tn))∥Hβ

≲ ∥P≤N0(v(t)− v(tn))∥Hβ +N
−s−γp+β+
0 ∥v∥

L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

, (5.12)

where N0 > 0 will be determined later. Hence, in the following we only need to estimate
∥P≤N0(v(t)− v(tn))∥Hβ .

By (3.1), we have that

v(t)− v(tn) =i

∫ t

tn

e−iρ∂2
x

[
ξ eiρ∂

2
xv(ρ)

]
dρ+ i

∫ t

tn

e−iρ∂2
x |u(ρ)|2u(ρ) dρ

≜I1 + I2.

Since s+ γp >
1
2 , we can directly have

∥I2∥L∞
t H

s+γp−
x ([tn,tn+1])

≲ τ∥u∥3
Hs+γp− . (5.13)

Then it remains to estimate P≤N0I1. For I1, we take the Fourier transform to have

(̂I1)k = i

∫ t

tn

∑
k=k1+k2

eiρ(k
2−k22)ξ̂k1 v̂k2(ρ)dρ

= i

∫ t

tn

∑
k1+k2=k
|k1|≲|k2|

eiρ(k
2−k22)ξ̂k1 v̂k2(ρ)dρ+ i

∫ t

tn

∑
k1+k2=k
|k1|≫|k2|

eiρ(k
2−k22)ξ̂k1 v̂k2(ρ)dρ

≜ (̂I11)k + (̂I12)k.

We shall estimate P≤N0I11 and P≤N0I12 in a sequel.
For P≤N0I11, by duality and Plancherel’s identity we have

∥P≤N0I11∥L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T)

≲τ
∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
|k1|≲|k2|

|k1+k2|≤N0

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(t)||hk1+k2 | · ⟨k1 + k2⟩β
∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

≲τ
∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
|k1|≲|k2|

|k1+k2|≤N0

⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣ ⟨k2⟩s+γp−|v̂k2(t)| |hk1+k2 |⟨k1⟩−s

· ⟨k1 + k2⟩β⟨k2⟩−s−γp+
∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

≲τ
∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
|k1|≲|k2|

|k1+k2|≤N0

⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣ ⟨k2⟩s+γp−|v̂k2(t)| |hk1+k2 |⟨k1⟩−s

·min{Nβ
0 , ⟨k2⟩

β}⟨k2⟩−s−γp+
∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

.

Denote 1
r = 1

2 − 1
p .
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If s ≤ 1
r , then our strategy is to first sum up k1 and then sum up k2, and by Cauchy-

Schwartz’s inequality, we further have∥∥P≤N0I11
∥∥
L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T)

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∥∥∥∑

k2

∥∥⟨k1⟩−s
∥∥
lr({k1:|k1|≲|k2|})min

{
Nβ

0 , ⟨k2⟩
β
}
⟨k2⟩−s−γp+

· ⟨k2⟩s+γp−|v̂k2(t)|
∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∥∥∥∑

k2

⟨k2⟩−2s−γp+
1
r
+min

{
Nβ

0 , ⟨k2⟩
β
}
⟨k2⟩s+γp−|v̂k2(t)|

∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

∥∥∥⟨k2⟩−2s−γp+
1
r
+min

{
Nβ

0 , ⟨k2⟩
β
}∥∥∥

l2k2

.

Noticing that∥∥∥⟨k2⟩−2s−γp+
1
r
+min

{
Nβ

0 , ⟨k2⟩
β
}∥∥∥

l2k2

≲ max

{
N

−2s− 2
p
+β− 1

2
+

0 , 1

}
,

we have∥∥P≤N0I11
∥∥
L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T) ≲ τ max

{
N

−2s− 2
p
+β− 1

2
+

0 , 1

}
∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥L∞

t H
s+γp−
x

. (5.14)

If s > 1
r , then our strategy is to first sum up k2 and then sum up k1, and by Cauchy-

Schwartz’s inequality, we have∥∥P≤N0I11
∥∥
L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T)

≲τ∥v∥
L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

∑
k1

⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣⟨k1⟩−s

∥∥∥min
{
Nβ

0 , ⟨k2⟩
β
}
⟨k2⟩−s−γp+

∥∥∥
l∞{k2:|k1|≲|k2|}

.

Furthermore if s+ 1
p < 1, we can apply the following estimate:∥∥∥min

{
Nβ

0 , ⟨k2⟩
β
}
⟨k2⟩−s−γp+

∥∥∥
l∞{k2:|k1|≲|k2|}

≲ 1,

where we have used the relation: β < s+ γp, and then we can obtain∥∥P≤N0I11
∥∥
L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T) ≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

∥∥⟨k1⟩−s
∥∥
lp

′
k1

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

.

Otherwise for s+ 1
p ≥ 1, we have∥∥min{Nβ

0 , ⟨k2⟩
β}⟨k2⟩−s−γp+

∥∥
l∞{k2:|k1|≲|k2|}

≲ ⟨k1⟩
s+ 1

p′−1−
max

{
N

−2s− 2
p
+β− 1

2
+

0 , 1

}
,

and we can find ∥∥P≤N0I11
∥∥
L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T)

≲τ max

{
N

−2s− 2
p
+β− 1

2
+

0 , 1

}
∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥L∞

t H
s+γp−
x

∥∥⟨k1⟩−1−∥∥
lp

′
k1

≲τ max

{
N

−2s− 2
p
+β− 1

2
+

0 , 1

}
∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥L∞

t H
s+γp−
x

.
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Therefore, we obtain that for s > 1
r ,∥∥P≤N0I11

∥∥
L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T) ≲ τ max

{
N

−2s− 2
p
+β− 1

2
+

0 , 1

}
∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥L∞

t H
s+γp−
x

.

This combining with (5.14) gives that for either s ≤ 1
r or s > 1

r ,∥∥P≤N0I11
∥∥
L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T) ≲ τ max

{
N

−2s− 2
p
+β− 1

2
+

0 , 1

}
∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥L∞

t H
s+γp−
x

. (5.15)

For P≤N0I12, we have

∥P≤N0I12∥L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T)

≲τ
∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
|k1|≫|k2|

|k1+k2|≤N0

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(t)||hk1+k2 |⟨k1 + k2⟩β
∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

≲τ
∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
|k1|≫|k2|

|k1+k2|≤N0

⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(t)||hk1+k2 | · ⟨k1⟩β−s

∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

≤τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∥∥∥∑

k2

∥∥⟨k1⟩β−s
∥∥
lr{k1:|k1|≲N0}

|v̂k2(t)|
∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

. (5.16)

Noticing ∥∥⟨k1⟩β−s
∥∥
lr{k1:|k1|≲N0}

≲

{
N

β−s+1/r+
0 , β − s+ 1/r ≥ 0,

1, β − s+ 1/r < 0,

(5.16) further gives

∥P≤N0I12∥L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T) ≲τ max{Nβ−s+ 1
r
+,1

0 , 1}∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∥∥∥∑

k2

|v̂k2(t)|
∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

≲τ max
{
N

−s− 1
p
+β+ 1

2
+

0 , 1
}
∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v∥L∞

t H
s+γp−
x

, (5.17)

where we have used s+ γp >
1
2 in the last step.

Now (5.13) together with (5.15) and (5.17) lead us to

∥P≤N0(v(t)− v(tn))∥L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T) ≤ Cτ max

{
N

−2s− 2
p
+β− 1

2
+

0 , N
−s− 1

p
+β+ 1

2
+

0 , 1

}
.

Noting that −2s− 2
p + β − 1

2 < −s− 1
p + β + 1

2 , we have

∥P≤N0(v(t)− v(tn))∥L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T) ≤ Cτ max

{
N

−s− 1
p
+β+ 1

2
+

0 , 1

}
.

This combining with (5.12) give

∥v(t)− v(tn)∥L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T) ≤ C

(
τ max

{
N

−s− 1
p
+β+ 1

2
+

0 , 1

}
+N

−s− 1
p
+β− 3

2
+

0

)
.

For simplicity, we denote A = −s− 1
p + β and set N0 = τ−

1
2 , then it follows that

∥v(t)− v(tn)∥L∞
t Hβ

x ([tn,tn+1]×T) ≤ Cτ max
{
τ−

A
2
− 1

4 , 1
}
,

which finishes the proof of the lemma. □
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Lemma 5.4 (Local error from Rn
1 ). Let ξ ∈ b̂s,p with the conditions of Theorem 1.6 satisfied,

so u, v ∈ L∞
t H

s+γp−
x ([0, T ]). Then, we have∥∥Rn

1

∥∥
L2 ≤ Cτ

1+min
{
s+ 1

p
+ 1

4
−,1

}
, (5.18)

where the constant C > 0 only depends on ∥ξ∥b̂s,p and ∥u∥
L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

.

Proof. The analysis goes separately for the case s+ 1
p > 1 and the case s+ 1

p ≤ 1.

Case I: s + 1
p > 1. Firstly, we consider the simpler case: s + 1

p > 1. In this case, by

Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we have∥∥ξ∥∥
L∞ ≤

∥∥ξ̂∥∥
l1
≤
∥∥⟨k⟩−s

∥∥
lp′
∥ξ∥b̂s,p ≲ ∥ξ∥b̂s,p .

By this inequality, we find that∥∥Rn
1

∥∥
L2 ≲

∫ tn+1

tn

∥∥∥e−iρ∂2
x

[
ξ eiρ∂

2
x
(
v(ρ)− v(tn)

)]∥∥∥
L2

dρ

≲
∫ tn+1

tn

∥∥∥ξ eiρ∂2
x
(
v(ρ)− v(tn)

)∥∥∥
L2

dρ

≲τ∥ξ∥L∞∥v(ρ)− v(tn)∥L∞
t L2

x([tn,tn+1])

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(ρ)− v(tn)∥L∞
t L2

x([tn,tn+1]).

By Lemma 5.3, it infers that

∥v(ρ)− v(tn)∥L∞
t L2

x([tn,tn+1]×T) ≤ Cτ,

and this further yields ∥∥Rn
1

∥∥
L2 ≤ Cτ2.

This gives the desired estimate of the lemma.
Case II: s+ 1

p ≤ 1. Now, we turn to consider the case: s+ 1
p ≤ 1. By taking the Fourier

transform, we write

(̂Rn
1 )k =i

∫ tn+1

tn

∑
k1+k2=k

eiρ(k
2−k22)ξ̂k1

(
v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)

)
dρ

=i

∫ tn+1

tn

∑
k1+k2=k
|k1|≲|k2|

eiρ(k
2−k22)ξ̂k1

(
v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)

)
dρ

+ i

∫ tn+1

tn

∑
k1+k2=k
|k1|≫|k2|

eiρ(k
2−k22)ξ̂k1

(
v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)

)
dρ

≜(̂R11)k + (̂R12)k.

For R11, by duality and Plancherel’s identity we have

∥R11∥L2 ≲τ

∥∥∥∥∥ ∑
k=k1+k2
|k1|≲|k2|

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣∣∣v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)
∣∣∥∥∥∥∥

L∞
t l2k([tn,tn+1])

≲τ

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k=k1+k2
|k1|≲|k2|

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)||hk1+k2 |

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

.
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As before, we denote 1
r = 1

2 −
1
p and a = −s+ 1

r +
1
2+ = −s− 1

p +1+. If s ≤ 1
r , the strategy

here is to first sum up k1 and then sum up k2. This gives

∥R11∥L2 ≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∥∥∥∑

k2

∥∥⟨k1⟩−s
∥∥
lr({k1:|k1|≲|k2|})|v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)|

∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∥∥∥∑

k2

⟨k2⟩−s+ 1
r
+|v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)|

∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(t)− v(tn)∥L∞
t Ha

x([tn,tn+1]). (5.19)

If s > 1
r , now our strategy is to first sum up k2 and then sum up k1. This gives

∥R11∥L2 ≲τ

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k=k1+k2
|k1|≲|k2|

⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣ ⟨k2⟩a|v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)||hk1+k2 |⟨k1⟩−s⟨k2⟩−a

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
t

≲τ∥v(t)− v(tn)∥L∞
t Ha

x([tn,tn+1]×T)
∑
k1

⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣ ⟨k1⟩−s−a

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(t)− v(tn)∥L∞
t Ha

x([tn,tn+1]×T)

∥∥∥⟨k1⟩−s−a
∥∥∥
lp

′
k1

.

Since s > 1
r , we have that s+ a > 1

p′ , and thus it gives

∥R11∥L2 ≲ τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(t)− v(tn)∥L∞
t Ha

x([tn,tn+1]×T).

Combining with (5.19), we have that for either s ≤ 1
r or s > 1

r ,

∥R11∥L2 ≲ τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(t)− v(tn)∥L∞
t Ha

x([tn,tn+1]×T). (5.20)

For R12, we first consider the low-frequency part to have

∥P≤N0R12∥L2 ≲τ

∥∥∥∥∥ ∑
k=k1+k2
|k1|≫|k2|

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)|

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
t l2k([tn,tn+1]×{k:|k|≤N0})

≲τ

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
|k1|≫|k2|

|k1+k2|≤N0

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)||hk1+k2 |

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
t ([tn,tn+1])

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∥∥∥∑

k2

∥∥⟨k1⟩−s
∥∥
lrk1

({k1:|k2|≪|k1|≲N0})|v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)|
∥∥∥
L∞
t

.

Notice that ∥∥⟨k1⟩−s
∥∥
lrk1

({k1:|k2|≪|k1|≲N0}) ≲

{
N

−s+1/r+
0 , −s+ 1/r ≥ 0,

⟨k2⟩−s+1/r, −s+ 1/r < 0.

When s+ 1
p ≤ 1

2 ⇔ s ≤ 1
r , we can then have

∥P≤N0R12∥L2 ≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∥∥∥∑

k2

|v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)|
∥∥∥
L∞
t

≲τN
−s+ 1

r
+

0 ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(ρ)− v(tn)∥
L∞
t H

1
2+
x

. (5.21)
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When s+ 1
p > 1

2 ⇔ s > 1
r , noting that a = −s+ 1

r +
1
2+, we then find

∥P≤N0R12∥L2 ≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∥∥∥∑

k2

⟨k2⟩−s+ 1
r |v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)|

∥∥∥
L∞
t

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(ρ)− v(tn)∥L∞
t Ha

x
. (5.22)

Now we consider the high-frequency part of R12. By integration-by-parts we have

(̂R12)k =i
∑

k=k1+k2
|k1|≫|k2|

eitn+1(k2−k22)

i(k2 − k22)
ξ̂k1 [v̂k2(tn+1)− v̂k2(tn)]

− i

∫ tn+1

tn

∑
k1+k2=k
|k1|≫|k2|

eiρ(k
2−k22)

i(k2 − k22)
ξ̂k1∂ρ

[
v̂k2(ρ)− v̂k2(tn)

]
dρ

≜(̂R121)k + (̂R122)k.

For R121, by duality and Plancherel’s identity we have∥∥P>N0R121

∥∥
L2 ≲ sup

h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
|k1|≫|k2|

|k1+k2|>N0

1

k21

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(tn+1)− v̂k2(tn)||hk1+k2 |

= sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
|k1|≫|k2|

|k1+k2|>N0

⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(tn+1)− v̂k2(tn)||hk1+k2 |⟨k1⟩−s−2

≲∥v(tn+1)− v(tn)∥L2
x

∑
k1:|k1|≳N0

⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣ ⟨k1⟩−s−2

≲∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(tn+1)− v(tn)∥L2
x

∥∥⟨k1⟩−s−2
∥∥
lp′ ({k1:|k1|≳N0}).

Note that −s− 2 + 1
p′ = −s− 1

p − 1 < 0. Then we further have∥∥P>N0R121

∥∥
L2 ≲ N

−s− 1
p
−1

0 ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(tn+1)− v(tn)∥L2
x
. (5.23)

For R122, by noting ∂tv = ie−it∂2
x [ξu+ |u|2u], we have

(̂R122)k =

∫ tn+1

tn

∑
k2+k3=k̃2
|k1|≫|k̃2|

eiρ(k
2−k̃22)

i(k2 − k̃22)
ξ̂k1 ξ̂k2 v̂k3(ρ)dρ

+

∫ tn+1

tn

∑
|k1|≫|k2|

eiρk
2
1

i(k2 − k22)
ξ̂k1 (̂|u|2u)k2(ρ)dρ

≜ ̂(R1221)k +
̂(R1222)k,

and we shall estimate the two separately.
For R1221, similarly as before we have

∥P>N0R1221∥L2

≲τ

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k1,k2,k3

|k1|≫|k2+k3|,|k1+k2+k3|>N0

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣∣∣ξ̂k2∣∣
(k1 + k2 + k3)2

|v̂k3(t)||hk1+k2+k3 |

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
t ([0,T ])

.
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Now we change the variables and use the relationship |k1 + k2 + k3| ∼ |k1| to obtain that

∥P>N0R1221∥L2

≲τ

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k1,k̃2,k3

|k1|≫|k̃2|,|k1|≳N0

⟨k1⟩−2
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣∣∣ξ̂k̃2−k3

∣∣|v̂k3 |∣∣hk1+k̃2

∣∣∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
t ([0,T ])

=τ

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k1,k̃2,k3

|k1|≫|k̃2|,|k1|≳N0

⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣ ⟨k̃2 − k3⟩s

∣∣ξ̂k̃2−k3

∣∣ |v̂k3 | ∣∣hk1+k̃2

∣∣

· ⟨k1⟩−2−s⟨k̃2 − k3⟩−s

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
t ([0,T ])

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∑
k̃2,k3

∥∥⟨k1⟩−2−s
∥∥
lr({k1:|k1|≳max{|k̃2|,N0}})⟨k̃2 − k3⟩−s⟨k1⟩s

∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣ |v̂k3(t)|.
Note that ∥∥⟨k1⟩−2−s

∥∥
lr({k1:|k1|≳max{|k̃2|,N0}}) ≲ N

−2s− 2
p
− 1

2
+

0

∣∣k̃2∣∣s+ 1
p
−1−

.

This gives

∥P>N0R1221∥L2 ≲τN
−2s− 2

p
− 1

2
+

0 ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∑
k̃2,k3

〈
k̃2
〉s+ 1

p
−1−〈

k̃2 − k3
〉−s⟨k̃2 − k3⟩s

∣∣ξ̂k̃2−k3

∣∣ |v̂k3(t)|
≲τN

−2s− 2
p
− 1

2
+

0 ∥ξ∥2
b̂s,p

∥∥∥〈k̃2〉s+ 1
p
−1−〈

k̃2 − k3
〉−s
∥∥∥
lp

′
k̃2

∑
k3

|v̂k3(t)|.

Since now s+ 1
p ≤ 1, we have∥∥∥〈k̃2〉s+ 1

p
−1−〈

k̃2 − k3
〉−s
∥∥∥
lp

′
k̃2

≲ 1.

This further implies

∥P>N0R1221∥L2 ≲τN
−2s− 2

p
− 1

2
+

0 ∥ξ∥2
b̂s,p

∑
k3

|v̂k3(t)|

≲τN
−2s− 2

p
− 1

2
+

0 ∥ξ∥2
b̂s,p

∥v∥
L∞
t H

1
2+
x ([0,T ])

.

For R1222, we have similarly

∥P>N0R1222∥L2 ≲τ

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
|k1|≫|k2|,|k1|≳N0

1

(k1 + k2)2
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣(̂|u|2u)k2 ||hk1+k2 |

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
t ([0,T ])

≲τ

∥∥∥∥∥ sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
|k1|≫|k2|,|k1|≳N0

⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣ ∣∣(̂|u|2u)k2∣∣|hk1+k2 |⟨k1⟩−2−s

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞
t ([0,T ])

≲τ∥ξ∥b̂s,p
∥∥|k|−2−s

∥∥
lr(|k|≳N0)

∑
k2

∣∣(̂|u|2u)k2∣∣
≲τN

−2−s+ 1
r

0 ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥u
3∥

L∞
t H

1
2+
x

≲ τN
−s− 1

p
− 3

2

0 ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥u∥
3

L∞
t H

1
2+
x

.
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Since s+ 1
p ≤ 1, we have that −s− 1

p − 3
2 ≤ −2s− 2

p − 1
2 , which implies that

∥P>N0R1222∥L2 ≲τN
−2s− 2

p
− 1

2
+

0 ∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥u∥
3

L∞
t H

1
2+
x

.

Collecting the estimates on R1221 and R1222, we have

∥P>N0R122∥L2 ≤ CτN
−2s− 2

p
− 1

2
+

0 . (5.24)

Together with (5.20), (5.21), (5.22), (5.23) and (5.24), we find in total for s+ 1
p ≤ 1

2 that

∥Rn
1∥ ≤Cτ∥v(t)− v(tn)∥L∞

t Ha
x([tn,tn+1]×T) + CτN

−s− 1
p
+ 1

2
+

0 ∥v(t)− v(tn)∥
L∞
t H

1
2+
x ([tn,tn+1]×T)

+ CN
−s− 1

p
−1

0 ∥v(tn+1)− v(tn)∥L2 + CτN
−2s− 2

p
− 1

2
+

0 ,

with a = −s− 1
p + 1+. For 1

2 < s+ 1
p ≤ 1,

∥Rn
1∥ ≤Cτ∥v(t)− v(tn)∥L∞

t Ha
x([tn,tn+1]×T) + CN

−s− 1
p
−1

0 ∥v(tn+1)− v(tn)∥L2

+ CτN
−2s− 2

p
− 1

2
+

0 .

Now we can apply Lemma 5.3 to the above findings to get

∥v(t)− v(tn)∥L∞
t Ha

x([tn,tn+1]×T) ≤ Cmin
{
τ

1
4
+s+ 1

p
−
, τ
}
,

∥v(t)− v(tn)∥
L∞
t H

1
2+
x ([tn,tn+1]×T)

≤ Cmin
{
τ

1
2
(s+ 1

p
)−
, τ
}
,

∥v(tn+1)− v(tn)∥L2 ≤ Cmin
{
τ

3
4
+ 1

2
(s+ 1

p
)−
, τ
}
.

Therefore, by choosing N0 = τ−
1
2 , we find that for s+ 1

p ≤ 1
2 ,

∥Rn
1∥L2 ≤Cττ

1
4
+(s+ 1

p
)−

+ Cττ
1
2
(s+ 1

p
)+ 1

4
−
τ

1
2
(s+ 1

p
)−

+ Cτ
1
2
(s+ 1

p
)+ 1

2 τ
3
4
+ 1

2
(s+ 1

p
)−

+ Cττ
s+ 1

p
+ 1

4
−

≤Cττ
s+ 1

p
+ 1

4
−
.

For 1
2 < s+ 1

p ≤ 1,

∥Rn
1∥L2 ≤Cτ min

{
τ
s+ 1

p
+ 1

4
−
, τ
}
+ Cτ

1
2
(s+ 1

p
)+ 1

2 min
{
τ

3
4
+ 1

2
(s+ 1

p
)−
, τ
}
+ Cττ

s+ 1
p
+ 1

4
−

≤Cτ min
{
τ
s+ 1

p
+ 1

4
−
, τ
}
.

Together with the two estimates above, we obtain that for 0 ≤ s+ 1
p ≤ 1,

∥Rn
1∥L2 ≤Cτ min

{
τ

1
4
+s+ 1

p
−
, τ
}
.

This finishes the proof of the lemma. □

Lemma 5.5 (Local error from Rn
2 ). Let ξ ∈ b̂s,p with the conditions of Theorem 1.6 satisfied,

and u ∈ L∞
t H

s+γp−
x ([0, T ]× T). Then,∥∥Rn

2

∥∥
L2 ≤ Cτ

1+min{ 1
4
+ 1

p
+s−,1}

, (5.25)

where the constant C > 0 only depends on ∥ξ∥b̂s,p and ∥u∥
L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

.
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Proof. Note that∣∣(̂Rn
2 )k
∣∣ ≲ τ

∑
k1+k2=k

∣∣∣Mτ

(
eis(k

2−k22)
)
−Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)∣∣∣∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(tn)|.
If k = 0 or k2 = 0, then

Mτ

(
eis(k

2−k22)
)
−Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)
= 0,

and thus Rn
2 = 0. Therefore, we may assume that k ̸= 0 and k2 ̸= 0 in the following. By

Lemma 2.1, we have that for any 0 ≤ a ≤ 1,∣∣∣Mτ

(
eis(k

2−k22)
)
−Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)∣∣∣ ≲τamin{|k|2|k2|2a−2, |k2|2|k|2a−2}.

In the following, we set

a = min

{
1

4
+

1

p
+ s−, 1

}
.

Accordingly, we write∣∣(̂Rn
2 )k
∣∣ ≲τ

∑
k1+k2=k
|k|≲|k2|

∣∣∣Mτ

(
eis(k

2−k22)
)
−Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)∣∣∣∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(tn)| (5.26a)

+ τ
∑

k1+k2=k
|k|≫|k2|

∣∣∣Mτ

(
eis(k

2−k22)
)
−Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)∣∣∣∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(tn)|. (5.26b)

For (5.26a), we apply the estimate:∣∣∣Mτ

(
eis(k

2−k22)
)
−Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)∣∣∣ ≲τa⟨k⟩2|k2|2a−2,

and then by duality, we have

∥(5.26a)∥l2k ≲τ1+a

∥∥∥∥∥ ∑
k1+k2=k
|k|≲|k2|

⟨k⟩2⟨k2⟩2a−2
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(tn)|

∥∥∥∥∥
l2k

≲τ1+a sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k1+k2=k
|k1|≲|k2|

⟨k⟩2⟨k2⟩2a−2
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(tn)||hk|

≲τ1+a sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k1,k2

|k|≲|k2|

⟨k1⟩−s⟨k1 + k2⟩2⟨k2⟩2a−2−s−γp−

· ⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣ ⟨k2⟩s+γp−|v̂k2(tn)||hk1+k2 |.

(5.27)

In the case when s+ 1
p ≤ 1

2 , by Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we further get

∥(5.26a)∥l2k ≲τ1+a sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k2

∑
k1:|k1|≲|k2|

⟨k1⟩−s⟨k2⟩2a−s−γp−

· ⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣ ⟨k2⟩s+γp−|v̂k2(tn)||hk1+k2 |

≲τ1+a
∥∥ξ∥∥

b̂s,p

∑
k2

∥∥⟨k1⟩−s
∥∥
lr{k1:|k1|≲|k2|}⟨k2⟩

2a−s−γp−⟨k2⟩s+γp−|v̂k2(tn)|

≲τ1+a
∥∥ξ∥∥

b̂s,p

∑
k2

⟨k2⟩2a−2s−γp+
1
r
−⟨k2⟩s+γp−|v̂k2(tn)|,
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where 1
r = 1

2 − 1
p . Note that

2a− 2s− γp +
1

r
< −1

2
,

we further find

∥(5.26a)∥l2k ≲τ1+a∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(tn)∥Hs+γp−
x

.

In the case when s+ 1
p > 1

2 , noting that

2a− s− γp < 0 and 2a− 2s− γp +
1

p′
< 0,

by (5.27) and Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we get

∥(5.26a)∥l2k ≲τ1+a sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k1

∑
k2:|k2|≳|k1|

⟨k1⟩2a−2s−γp−⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣

· ⟨k2⟩s+γp−|v̂k2(tn)||hk1+k2 |

≲τ1+a∥v(tn)∥Hs+γp−
x

∑
k1

⟨k1⟩2a−2s−γp−
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣

≲τ1+a∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(tn)∥Hs+γp−
x

∥∥⟨k1⟩2a−2s−γp−
∥∥
lp

′
k1

≲τ1+a∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(tn)∥Hs+γp−
x

.

Therefore, together with the estimates in the above two cases, we finally get that

∥(5.26a)∥l2k ≲ τ1+a∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(tn)∥Hs+γp−
x

.

For (5.26b), we apply the estimate:∣∣∣Mτ

(
eis(k

2−k22)
)
−Mτ

(
eisk

2)Mτ

(
e−isk22

)∣∣∣ ≲τa|k|2a−2|k2|2.

Again, by duality and noting that |ξ1| ∼ |ξ2|, we have

∥(5.26b)∥l2k ≲τ1+a

∥∥∥∥∥ ∑
k1+k2=k
|k|≫|k2|

⟨k1⟩2a−2⟨k2⟩2
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(tn)|

∥∥∥∥∥
l2k

≲τ1+a sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k1+k2=k
|k1|≫|k2|

⟨k1⟩2a−2⟨k2⟩2
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣|v̂k2(tn)||hk|

≲τ1+a sup
h:∥h∥l2=1

∑
k1,k2

|k|≫|k2|

⟨k1⟩−s+2a−2⟨k2⟩−s−γp−⟨k1⟩s
∣∣ξ̂k1∣∣

· ⟨k2⟩s+γp−|v̂k2(tn)||hk1+k2 |.

Note that

−s+ 2a− 2 +
1

r
< 0 and − s− γp +

1

2
< 0,

then by Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we have

∥(5.26b)∥l2k ≲τ1+a
∥∥⟨k1⟩−s+2a−2

∥∥
lrk1

∥∥⟨k2⟩−s−γp+
∥∥
l2k2

∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(tn)∥Hs+γp−
x

≲τ1+a∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(tn)∥Hs+γp−
x

.
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Therefore, combining with two estimates on (5.26), we obtain∥∥∥(̂Rn
2 )k

∥∥∥
l2k

≲ τ1+a∥ξ∥b̂s,p∥v(tn)∥Hs+γp−
x

.

This together with Plancherel’s identity give the proof of the lemma. □

Lemma 5.6 (Local error of splitting part). Under assumptions of Theorem 1.6, for the
truncation term Rn

3 defined in (5.5), we have∥∥Rn
3

∥∥
L2 ≤ Cτ

(
τmin{1, 12 (s+γp)−} +N−s−γp+

)
, (5.28)

where the constant C > 0 only depends on ∥u∥
L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

.

Proof. First of all, we rewrite (5.5) into five parts Rn
3 = Rn

31 + · · ·+Rn
35 with

Rn
31 ≜ i

∫ tn+1

tn

e−iρ∂2
x

[
|u(ρ)|2u(ρ)− |eiτ∂2

xu(ρ)|2eiτ∂2
xu(ρ)

]
dρ,

Rn
32 ≜ i

∫ tn+1

tn

(e−iρ∂2
x − e−itn+1∂2

x)
(
|eiτ∂2

xu(ρ)|2eiτ∂2
xu(ρ)

)
dρ,

Rn
33 ≜ i

∫ tn+1

tn

e−itn+1∂2
x

[
|eiτ∂2

xu(ρ)|2eiτ∂2
xu(ρ)− |eiτ∂2

xu(tn)|2eiτ∂
2
xu(tn)

]
dρ,

and

Rn
34 ≜ iτe−itn+1∂2

x

[
|eiτ∂2

xu(tn)|2 − |P≤Neiτ∂
2
xu(tn)|2

]
eiτ∂

2
xu(tn),

Rn
35 ≜ e−itn+1∂2

x

[
eiτ∂

2
xu(tn) + iτ |P≤Neiτ∂

2
xu(tn)|2eiτ∂

2
xu(tn)−Nτ [e

iτ∂2
xu(tn)]

]
.

For Rn
31, note that the inequality |eix − 1| ≤ 22−a|x|a holds for any x ∈ R and 0 ≤ a ≤ 1,

and s+ γp− > 1
2 . Then, by the triangle inequality and Sobolev inequality we have

∥Rn
31∥L2 ≲ τ

∥∥(eiτ∂2
x − 1)u

∥∥
L∞
t L2

x
∥u∥2

L∞
t H

1
2+
x

≤ Cτ1+α,

for

α =


1, s+ γp > 2,

s+ γp−
2

, s+ γp ≤ 2.

Here and after C > 0 is some constant dependent on ∥u∥
L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

.

For Rn
32, we have

∥Rn
32∥L2 ≤

∫ tn+1

tn

∥∥∥(e−i(ρ−tn+1)∂2
x − 1)

(
|eiτ∂2

xu(ρ)|2eiτ∂2
xu(ρ)

)∥∥∥
L2

dρ

≲
∫ tn+1

tn

(ρ− tn+1)
α ∥u(ρ)∥3Hs+γp− dρ ≤ Cτ1+α.

For Rn
33, by the triangle inequality and Sobolev inequality we have∥∥Rn

33

∥∥
L2 ≲

∫ tn+1

tn

∥u(ρ)− u(tn)∥L2∥u∥2
H

1
2+
x

dρ. (5.29)
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Noting that∥∥u(ρ)− u(tn)
∥∥
L∞
t L2

x([tn,tn+1]×T)

≲
∥∥P≤N

(
u(ρ)− u(tn)

)∥∥
L∞
t L2

x([tn,tn+1]×T) +
∥∥P>N

(
u(ρ)− u(tn)

)∥∥
L∞
t L2

x([tn,tn+1]×T)

≲τ
∥∥P≤N∂tu

∥∥
L∞
t L2

x([tn,tn+1]×T) +N−s−γp+∥u∥
L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

≲τ
∥∥P≤N (∂xxu+ ξu− λ|u|2u)

∥∥
L∞
t L2

x([tn,tn+1]×T) +N−s−γp+∥u∥
L∞
t H

s+γp−
x

≤C
(
τN2−2α +N−s−γp+

)
.

Hence, by Young’s inequality,∥∥u(ρ)− u(tn)
∥∥
L∞
t L2

x([tn,tn+1]×T) ≤ C
(
τα +N−s−γp+

)
.

Inserting this inequality into (5.29), we have∥∥Rn
33

∥∥
L2 ≤ Cτ

(
τα +N−s−γp+

)
.

For Rn
34, we have

∥Rn
34∥L2 ≤ Cτ∥u(tn)− P≤Nu(tn)∥L2 ≤ CτN−s−γp+.

For Rn
35, we have

∥Rn
35∥L2 ≲

∥∥∥1 + iτ |P≤Neiτ∂
2
xu(tn)|2 − exp

(
iτ |P≤Neiτ∂

2
xu(tn)|2

)∥∥∥
L2

≲ τ2
∥∥∥|P≤Neiτ∂

2
xu(tn)|4

∥∥∥
L2

≤ Cτ2.

Combining the estimates above, we obtain the assertion (5.28) and the proof is done. □

With the established stability results and the local error estimates, we are now ready to
give the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof. By Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, we have u ∈ L∞((0, T );Hs+γp−). Moreover, from
the proof of Theorem 1.1, we have in fact

∥u∥
L∞
t H

s+3
2+ 1

p−
x ([0,T ]×T)

≤ 2∥u0∥Hs+2 .

Therefore, from Lemmas 5.1, 5.2 and 5.4 to 5.6, we have that

∥hn+1∥L2 ≤
∥∥Φ(vn)− Φ

(
v(tn)

)∥∥
L2 +

∥∥Ψ(vn)−Ψ
(
v(tn)

)∥∥
L2 +

∥∥Rn
1

∥∥
L2 +

∥∥Rn
2

∥∥
L2 +

∥∥Rn
3

∥∥
L2

≤(1 + Cτ)∥hn∥L2 + CτN∥hn∥3L2 + Cτ
1+min

{
1
4
+ 1

p
+s−,1

}
+ Cτ

(
τmin{1, 12 (s+γp)−} +N−s−γp+

)
,

where the constant C > 0 depends only on ∥ξ∥b̂s,p , T and ∥u0∥Hs+2 . Noting that

1

2
(s+ γp)−min

{
1

4
+

1

p
+ s−, 1

}
≥ 1

8
,

and so by taking N = τ−
1
2
+ε0 for any fixed 0 < ε0 ≤ 1

8(s+γp)
, we can further get∥∥hn+1

∥∥
L2 ≤ C1τ

1+α + (1 + C2τ)∥hn∥L2 + C3τ
1
2
+ε0∥hn∥3L2 , 0 ≤ n <

T

τ
, (5.30)

where the constants Cj > 0, j = 1, 2, 3 depend only on ∥ξ∥b̂s,p , T and ∥u0∥Hs+2 . Here and

after, we denote α = min{1
4 + 1

p + s−, 1} for short.
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Now we claim that there exists some τ0 > 0 (to be determined) such that for any
τ ∈ (0, τ0],

∥hn∥Hγ ≤ C1τ
1+α

n∑
j=0

(1 + 2C2τ)
j , n = 0, 1, . . . ,

T

τ
. (5.31)

We prove it by induction, see [42] for a similar process. Firstly, since h0 ≡ 0, (5.31) trivially
holds for n = 0. Now we assume that it holds till some 0 ≤ n0 ≤ T

τ − 1, i.e.,

∥hn∥Hγ ≤ C1τ
1+α

n∑
j=0

(1 + 2C2τ)
j , ∀0 ≤ n ≤ n0. (5.32)

From (5.32), we have that for any 0 ≤ n ≤ n0,

∥hn∥Hγ ≤ C4τ
α, (5.33)

where C4 = C1C
−1
2 e2C2T . Then by (5.30), we find

∥∥hn0+1
∥∥
Hγ ≤C1τ

1+α +
(
1 + C2τ + C3C

2
4τ

1
2
+ε0+2α

)
· C1τ

1+α
n0∑
j=0

(1 + 2C2τ)
j .

Note that 1
2+ε0+2α ≥ 1+ 1

2ε0, then by choosing some τ0 ∈ (0, 1] such that C3C
2
4τ

1
2
ε0

0 ≤ C2,
we can further have that for any τ ∈ (0, τ0],

∥∥hn0+1
∥∥
Hγ ≤C1τ

1+α +
(
1 + C2τ + C3C

2
4τ

1+ 1
2
ε0
)
· C1τ

1+α
n0∑
j=0

(1 + 2C2τ)
j

=C1τ
1+α + C1τ

1+α
n0∑
j=0

(1 + 2C2τ)
j+1

=C1τ
1+α

n0+1∑
j=0

(1 + 2C2τ)
j .

This finishes the induction and proves the claim (5.31).
Then by iteration, we have ∥∥hn∥∥

L2 ≤ Cτ
min

{
1
4
+ 1

p
+s−,1

}
,

which finishes the proof of the theorem. □

6. Numerical experiments

In this section, we will carry out some numerical tests to verify the given theoretical
results on the regularity of the solution of (1.1) and on the accuracy of the proposed
numerical scheme (1.6). The spatial discretization of (1.6) will be implemented here by the
Fourier pseudo-spectral method [40]. In the end, some accuracy comparisons will be made
between (1.6) and the existing schemes from the literature.
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6.1. On regularity of solution. Firstly, we verify the regularity results on the solution
of the PDE, i.e., Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. To do so, we solve the NLS model (1.1)
by the numerical scheme (1.6) with very fine mesh so that the computations are accurate.
We fix

λ = 1, u0(x) =
cos(x)

2 + sin(2x)
, x ∈ (−π, π), (6.1)

for (1.1) in this subsection, and we solve the equation till t = 2 for the solution u(t, x). The
potential function in the following will be constructed as

ξ(x) = Re

N/2−1∑
k=−N/2

ζke
ik(x+π), (6.2)

by choosing ζk to determine its regularity and by taking an even integer N as the total
number of Fourier frequencies which is also the number of spatial grid points.
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Figure 1. Test of Theorem 1.1 for s = 0, p = ∞: modulus of Fourier
coefficient of the solution (left) and the generated potential ξ ∈ l̂∞ (right).

Example 6.1. (Test of Theorem 1.1 for s = 0, p = ∞) We begin with Theorem 1.1.

Construct a ξ(x) ∈ l̂∞ through (6.2) by randomly generating ζk ∈ [−2, 2] based on the
uniform distribution. To test the regularity result, we compute the Fourier coefficient of
the solution: ûk(t) at t = 2. If u ∈ H3/2− as predicted by Theorem 1.1 for s = 0, p = ∞,
then

∑
k |k|3−|ûk|2 < ∞, and so |k|3−|ûk|2 ≲ k−1−. This implies that we expect to observe

|ûk| ≲ k−2 in this case. With N = 1024, the modulus of Fourier coefficient of the solution
together with that of the generated potential are plotted against the frequency in Figure 1.

Example 6.2. (Test of Theorem 1.1 for s = 0, p = 4) To further test Theorem 1.1, we then

consider a ξ(x) ∈ b̂0,4 through (6.2) by choosing

ζk =

{
(η1,k + iη2,k)|k|−0.26, if k ̸= 0,

1, if k = 0,

with η1,k, η2,k ∈ [−4, 4] randomly generated by the uniform distribution. Theorem 1.1 in this

case predicts u ∈ H7/4−, which means
∑

k |k|7/2−|ûk|2 < ∞. If so, then |k|7/2−|ûk|2 ≲ k−1−

and we are expecting |ûk| ≲ k−2.25 for this example. To verify it, again we compute ûk(t)
at t = 2 and check its decaying rate with respect to k. With N = 1024, the corresponding
numerical results are shown in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Test of Theorem 1.1 for s = 0, p = 4: modulus of Fourier coeffi-
cient of the solution (left) and the generated potential ξ ∈ l̂∞ (right).
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Figure 3. Test of Theorem 1.2 for s = 0, p = 2: modulus of Fourier coeffi-
cient of the solution (left) and the generated potential ξ ∈ L2 (right).

Example 6.3. (Test of Theorem 1.2 for s = 0, p = 2) To test Theorem 1.2, we construct
a ξ(x) ∈ L2 through (6.2) by choosing

ζk =

{
(η1,k + iη2,k)|k|−0.6, if k ̸= 0,

1, if k = 0,

with η1,k, η2,k ∈ [−5, 5] randomly generated by the uniform distribution. Now Theorem 1.2
tells that u ∈ H2, i.e.,

∑
k |k|4|ûk|2 < ∞, and so |ûk| ≲ k−2.5− is expected here. The Fourier

coefficient at t = 2 is computed to verify the decaying rate. With N = 1024, the numerical
results are shown in Figure 3.

All the numerical examples in this subsection illustrate that the decaying rate of the
Fourier coefficient of the solution matches well with the expected value from the theorems.
Thus, the theoretical results i.e., Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, on the regularity of the
solution of (1.1), are valid and sharp. Note in addition that, the smoothness of the used
initial data (6.1) in the tests did not provide more regularity for the solution than expected,
and this illustrates Remark 1.2.

6.2. On accuracy of scheme. Next, we test the theoretical result on the convergence
order of the numerical scheme, i.e., Theorem 1.6 for LRI (1.6). We construct an initial data
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u0 ∈ H2 for (1.1) in this subsection as

u0(x) =

N/2−1∑
k=−N/2

(̂u0)ke
ik(x+π), (̂u0)k =

{
ηk|k|−2.55, if k ̸= 0,

0, if k = 0,
(6.3)

with ηk randomly sampled from the interval [0, 1] by the uniform distribution. We shall
compute the numerical solution of (1.1) at t = tn = 1, and we shall measure the relative
error

error = ∥u(tn)− un∥L2/∥u(tn)∥L2 (6.4)

of the scheme. The reference solution here is obtained by using very fine mesh size.
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Figure 4. Results of Example 6.4: profiles of the potential ξ(x) and the
solution |u0(x)|, |u(t = 1, x)| (1st row); error (6.4) of LRI (1.6) (2nd row).

Example 6.4. (Lowest order in Theorem 1.6) We take λ = −2 and the initial data (6.3)

for (1.1). A potential function ξ ∈ l̂∞ is taken as

ξ(x) = −1

5

N/2∑
k=−N/2

eikx.

The profiles of the potential and the solution at t = 1 are displayed in Figure 4. Theorem 1.6
in this case predicts the lowest convergence order for the LRI scheme (1.6) as O(τ1/4−).
With the number of spatial grids N = 2048 fixed, the discretization error (6.4) of (1.6)
at t = 1 is shown in Figure 4 under different time steps. As shown by the error curve in
Figure 4, the averaged decreasing rate is about 1/4.
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Figure 5. Results of Example 6.5 under ξ ∈ b̂0,2: profiles of ξ(x), |u0(x)|
and |u(t = 1, x)| (1st row); error (6.4) of LRI (1.6) (2nd row).

Example 6.5. (Other orders in Theorem 1.6) Generate a H2-initial data as (6.3) for (1.1)

and fix λ = 4. We construct the potential ξ ∈ b̂s,p via

ξ(x) = Re

N/2−1∑
k=−N/2

ζke
ik(x+π), ζk =

{
(η1,k + iη2,k)|k|−δ, if k ̸= 0,

1, if k = 0,

with η1,k, η2,k ∈ [−5, 5] randomly generated by the uniform distribution. We consider

δ =

{
0.51, for ξ(x) ∈ b̂0,2,

0.76, for ξ(x) ∈ b̂1/4,2,

and Theorem 1.6 respectively predicts the accuracy of LRI (1.6) as O(τ3/4−) and O(τ1−).
The number of spatial grids N = 2048 is again used and fixed for computations. For
δ = 0.51, the discretization error (6.4) of (1.6) at t = 1 together with the profiles of the
potential and solution in this case are shown in Figure 5. The corresponding results of
δ = 0.76 are shown in Figure 6. The two error curves in Figure 5 and Figure 6 clearly
decrease at the expected rates.

In total, the observed convergence results in this subsection all match well with Theo-
rem 1.6. This verifies its validity and indicates the sharpness of the error estimate (1.8).

6.3. Accuracy comparison. At last, we conduct some numerical tests to compare the
convergence/accuracy of the proposed LRI (1.6) with the existing schemes in the literature
for (1.1). The concerned numerical schemes from the literature are listed below.

• The most traditional finite difference scheme: i 1τ (u
n+1 − un) + ∂2

xu
n+1 + ξun+1 =

λ|un|2un.
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Figure 6. Results of Example 6.5 under ξ ∈ b̂1/4,2 : profiles of ξ(x), |u0(x)|
and |u(t = 1, x)| (1st row); error (6.4) of LRI (1.6) (2nd row).

• The commonly used Lie-Trotter splitting scheme: un+1 = ei∂
2
xτe−iτ(−ξ+λ|un|2)un.

• The recently analyzed exponential wave integrator (EWI) [7]: un+1 = ei∂
2
xτun −

iτDτ [(−ξ + λ|un|2)un].
• The recently proposed LRI from [4]: un+1 = ei∂

2
xτ [un+iτunD−τξ−iτλ(un)2D−2τun].

Note that the schemes presented above all have higher order versions, but their high order
accuracy is achieved only when the setup of the NLS model is smooth enough. Here what
we would like to address is the performance of schemes under the rough setup, so we choose
to focus on the first order schemes for tests and comparisons. The reference solution and
the measure of error are set the same as before.
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Figure 7. Accuracy comparison of schemes for Example 6.6: with the set
of data (6.5) (left); with the set of data (6.6) (right).
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Example 6.6. We first perform comparisons of schemes within the setup of Theorem 1.6:
u0 ∈ H2, s = 0, p = ∞. Generate an initial data u0 ∈ H2 for (1.1) as

u0(x) =

N/2−1∑
k=−N/2

(̂u0)ke
ik(x+π), (̂u0)k =

{
ηk|k|−2.51, if k ̸= 0,

0, if k = 0.

The coefficients ηk, λ and the potential ξ ∈ l̂∞ for (1.1) are taken as the following two sets
of data. The first set considers the δ-type potential function:

ηk ∈ [0, 1/3], λ = −2, ξ(x) = −
N/2∑

k=−N/2

(
eikx + eik(x+2) + eik(x−2)

)
. (6.5)

The second set considers more general rough potential:

Re(ηk) ∈ [0, 1/3], Im(ηk) ∈ [0, 1/5], λ = −0.05, ξ(x) = Re

N/2−1∑
k=−N/2

ζke
ik(x+π), (6.6)

with ζk ∈ [0, 4] sampled by the uniform distribution. Under (6.5) or (6.6) with N = 2048
fixed, the error of each concerned numerical scheme at t = 1 is given in Figure 7.

It can be seen from the plots in Figure 7 that the proposed LRI (1.6) is more accurate
than all the other considered schemes. In contrast, the LRI [4] and the EWI [7] converge
slowly and the accuracy order is unclear, while the Lie-Trotter splitting scheme is not
working at all.
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Figure 8. Accuracy comparison of schemes for Example 6.7.

Example 6.7. We then test the performance of the schemes under rougher initial data for
(1.1) by generating a u0 ∈ L2 as

u0(x) =

N/2−1∑
k=−N/2

(̂u0)ke
ik(x+π), (̂u0)k =

{
ηk|k|−1.1, if k ̸= 0,

0, if k = 0,

with the other parameters set as (6.5). With the number of spatial grid points fixed as
N = 2048, the error of each scheme at t = 1 is given in Figure 8. Although the tested
setup is not covered by Theorem 1.6, we can see that the proposed LRI scheme (1.6) is still
working well in this case, and its accuracy is much better than the others. This illustrates
that (1.6) can have more advantages for solving the NLS equation (1.1) under rough setup.
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7. Conclusion

We present new, sharp results of the cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS) with
a spatially rough potential, posed on a one-dimensional torus which is the mathemati-
cal model for nonlinear Anderson localization. We deal both with the well/ill-posedness
analysis on the PDE level and its application for numerical discretization and convergence
analysis. In the PDE analysis, we provide insights into how the regularity of the solution
is impacted by the regularity of the potential, offering quantitative and explicit charac-
terizations. Additionally, we establish ill-posedness results to demonstrate the sharpness
of our regularity characterizations and to identify the minimum required regularity of the
potential for the solvability of the NLS model. Based on our regularity results, we design
a suitable numerical discretization for the model and demonstrate its convergence with an
optimal error bound. The numerical experiments demonstrate the theoretical regularity
results on the PDE level and also validate the established convergence rate of the proposed
scheme. Furthermore, some comparisons with existing schemes are given, showcasing the
superior accuracy of our scheme in the case of a rough potential.
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