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GLOBAL DYNAMICS OF SMALL DATA SOLUTIONS TO THE
DERIVATIVE NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION

ALLISON BYARS

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the derivative nonlinear Schrédinger (DNLS) equa-
tion. While the existence theory has been intensely studied, properties like dispersive esti-
mates for the solutions have not yet been investigated. Here we address this question for the
problem with small and localized data, and show that a dispersive estimate for the solution
holds globally in time. For the proof of our result we use vector field methods combined
with the testing by wave packets method, whose implementation in this problem is novel.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Cauchy problem for the derivative nonlinear Schrédinger (DNLS) equation

iU+ Uge = —10,(|ulu)
(DNLS) {u(O, x) = uo(x),

where the unknown is a complex valued function, u : R x R — C. (DNLS) models the
propagation of large-wavelength Alfvén waves in plasma. There are also multiple other
physical phenomena that are modeled by this equation, which makes this problem even
more interesting. The equation was first derived in 1974 by Mjgelhus [16] using the reductive
perturbation method. Though the derivation is not the focus of this paper, it is helpful to
see it in order to understand more about the model and the stability of the Alfvén waves.
We refer the interested reader to the following references as well as the references within
3], 12, (17, 18, 2.

The (DNLS) equation is a dispersive equation, which has the dispersion relation w(§) =
—£2, where the group velocity of waves is given by w/(§) = —2¢. This depends on the
frequency &, which yields the dispersive character.

(DNLS)) also admits the following scaling law: If u is a solution, then for A > 0, so is

ux(t, ) == VAu(A\’t, \z).

This scaling gives the critical Sobolev space as L?*(R), which plays an important role as a
local well-posedness threshold.

Another interesting property of (DNLS) is that it is completely integrable, and has an
associated Lax Pair

L(H;U)==lé _?1]l§;2£% ,3175;]:= Lf{_i% —(Z?f%x)

and
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2ik? — k|ul? Qircu — k2 |ul?u + ikTu,

Mk)=|_ , " ]

2620 + k2 ul? — K2, —2ik? + K|ul?
where
L AT
ae

This Lax Pair was introduced by Kaup and Newell [13] and further explored in [14]. We will
not be using this here, but it is very helpful in many other situations. (DNLS]) also has an
inverse scattering transform [11] and an infinite number of conservation laws, three of which
are the mass,

M(w i~ [ fua)do.
the momentum,
P(u) := flm(ué’xu) - %|u|4 dx,
and the energy,
Blu) — J|ux|2 _ g|u|21m(ﬂum) i %|u|6d:c.

It also has a Hamiltonian structure given by the operator J = d, with P as the Hamil-
tonian. This means we can generate the (DNLS]) equation using the functional derivative of

the momentum:
oP
u=J < (u)) .
ou

While interesting, the complete integrability does not play any role in the present work.

When given a PDE, the first natural question to address is the well-posedness of the system
in suitably chosen Sobolev spaces. As stated above, the critical Sobolev space for (DNLS)
is H°(R) = L?(R). This means that we expect to get well-posedness above this threshold,
so in H® for s > 0 and ill-posedness for s < 0. However, this does not always work out
exactly as we would expect. By looking at the equation, we can see (DNLS)) is technically
a semilinear equation. However, for H® with s < %, we do not have Lipschitz dependence
on the initial data [2], so below that threshold, the problem behaves more like a quasilinear

1

problem. This means that for s > 5, we can most likely prove well-posedness using a fixed

point argument. In fact, well-posedness for s > % has been well studied [20, 21], and the

case s = % was proved in '99 [19] using X*° spaces. The case s = % was studied further in

[1] where they prove global well-posedness in H 3. The ill-posedness for s < 0 can be seen
from the self similar solutions constructed in [4, [15].

The remaining gap s € [0, 1/2) was only recently settled by Harrop-Griffiths, Killip, Ntek-
oume and Visan [5] who proved that (DNLS)) is globally well-posed in L?*(R), and more
generally in H® for 0 < s < % They used the second generation method of commuting flows,
where they take advantage of local smoothing and tightness estimates. This result closes the

gap and finishes the study of well-posedness for (DNLS)).
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Once we have the well-posedness theory, the next natural questions to ask are: What
does the solution look like on long time scales? Does it decay like the solution to the linear
equation? Are there solitons?

In this paper, we prove, under some mild conditions on the initial data, that the solution
to (DNLS]) decays at the same rate as the solution to the linear equation, globally in time.

This result is a contribution to the study of the Soliton Resolution Conjecture, which
roughly states that under some ideal conditions on the initial data, every solution to a
dispersive partial differential equation can be written as the sum of solitons and a dispersive
part. In this result, for the class of initial data we consider, there are no solitons, and hence
it is reasonable to expect that we must have a global in time dispersive estimate for the
solution.

1.1. The main result. In order to state the main result, we first need to introduce the
vector field L, which is the pushforward of x along the linear Schrodinger flow, and thus it
commutes with the linear flow. This is defined as

(1) L :=x+ 2ito,.

The vector field L is used to measure the initial data localization as well as its effect on the
solution later in time. Our main theorem is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let u be a solution to (DNLS) with small and localized data, i.e. for e < 1,
(2) |zuollan + Juol

Hs S €
for some s = 5. Then we have the following bound on Lu,
(3) |Lulay s )7,
and the dispersive bounds
Jult, )| e + |ualt, )| 2 < €{t)™2 for allt € R.

Here, (-) are the usual Japanese brackets

1
{y:=(1+1%)2.
Remark 1.1. Note that it is not necessary for s to be at least 5. We can take s = 4 + « for

some small o > 0 and the result will still hold. We assume s = 5 only in order to simplify
the exposition.

Remark 1.2. The constant C' in [3)) is a large universal constant, which in particular does
not depend on €.

The proof is completed in several steps. We first prove energy estimates for v and also
for Lu. If these estimates were uniform in time, then dispersive decay for the solutions
would follow from Klainerman-Sobolev type inequalities, as seen below for the linear case.
However, the estimates we obtain for Lu do exhibit a slow growth in time, which prevents
such a direct argument. We address this difficulty by making use of the testing by wave
packets method of Ifrim and Tataru [10]. This method allows us to construct an asymptotic
profile for the solution, which in turn is an approximate solution for an asymptotic equation.

The global dispersive bounds are propagated in time exactly using this asymptotic equation.
3



1.2. Solitons. The solitons provide the simplest obstruction to a global dispersive estimate
for the nonlinear equation so it is natural to consider the following questions:

e Do solitons exist?
e Do solitons exists within our class of initial data?

Broadly speaking, there are two cases to consider when proving dispersive decay bounds
for a nonlinear equation. These two cases will depend on the existence of solitons. Solitons
are stationary waves which do not change shape over time. If the equation admits solitons,
then we have no hope of having a dispersive bound globally in time. The existence of solitons
depends completely on the assumptions we make on the initial data.

1. If solitons exist, we do not expect the nonlinear solution to decay like the linear solution
globally in time. In this case, the best we can hope for is that the solution to the nonlinear
equation decays like the solution to the linear equation up to some time 7', depending on
the initial data. Then we would want to prove that the solitons emerge at that timescale, T,
and therefore the bound is optimal. Some examples of this can be seen in [6] [7, 9] for KdV,
Intermediate Long Wave, and Benjamin-Ono, respectively.

2. If solitons do not exist, then we expect the nonlinear solution to decay like the linear
solution globally in time.

We know that the (DNLS) equation does have solitons. From [5], we know that the family
of solitons for (DNLS]) takes the following form. For 6 € (0, 5), we have the initial data

[cos(0) cosh(x) — isin(f) sinh(x)]? i cot(26)
[cos?(6) cosh?(x) + sin?(f) sinh?(z)]?

cosh?(x —i0) _,
—./2sin(260 —ix cot(20)
sin(26) | cosh(x — i9)|46 ’

with the soliton solution given by

qo(x,0) :=+/2sin(20)

Q(t, xz, 9) = CJO(SK + 2 COt(QQ)t, 9)eitcsc2(29)‘

The solitons can also be rescaled and translated.

Here we choose the conditions on the initial data so that we are in the second case. It
turns out there are no solitons which are small in H! and simultaneously localized in L2. In
[5], they show that the L? norm of this soliton is

laolzz = lal7z = 86,

which can be small in the critical norm L?. The L? norm of xqq is also comparable to §. On
the other hand the L? norm of the derivative of gy has size 1/0, so in particular we have the
scale invariant bound

lzqollz2]aplz2 = 1,

which is true not only for the above gy but also for all of its rescaled versions. This shows
that indeed, it is not possible for the solitons to be localized in L? and small in H*!.

1.3. Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Mihaela Ifrim for proposing
this problem and for many illuminating discussions and helpful insights. The author was

supported partially by NSF grant DMS-1928930 as well as NSF DMS-2037851.
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2. THE LINEAR CASE

We will first recall the analysis of the dispersive decay properties for the linear equation,
which will provide some insight into what we want to look for in the nonlinear case. Here
we work with the linear Schrédinger equation, which is given by

z'ut + Upy = 0
(4) _

u(0, ) = up(x).

One way to phrase the dispersive decay is in the form of an L' to L* bound as follows:
Proposition 2.1. For solutions u to (), we have the following dispersive bound.
_1
Ju(t, z)lle < t77 uolLr

for all t € R.

Proof. To prove the proposition we can explicitly find the fundamental solution and use
that to find the decay estimate. Here we are using the following definition of the Fourier
transform:

/\

To solve the linear equation, we first take the Fourier transform to turn the PDE into a
linear ODE:

(&) +i€%u(€) = 0,
which has the solution
a(t,€) = tig(§)e .
Therefore, we get the fundamental solution
2

u(t, ) ~ug * tre i,

Then, we can apply Young’s inequality to obtain
_Lly e 1y _a? _1
Jul e = 72 [le™"5 w ug(z)] Lo < 72l €™" 5 | Lo Juo] L1 < 272 luo] L1,
which gives the needed bound. U

While very simple, the above argument is not very helpful when considering the nonlinear
problem. We now provide a second approach based on energy estimates which will serve as
a guide for the proof of the nonlinear case. Here we will assume that the initial data is small
and localized in L?. We formulate the decay result as follows:

Proposition 2.2. For solutions u to ({l) with ||ug|r2 + ||xuollLz < €, we have the following
dispersive bound:

(5) Ju(t, 2)|zg < et™2.
Proof. We use the operator L, defined in (). This operator has the following properties:

[0.,L] =1, [id,+ 02, L] =0.
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If u solves the linear equation (), then Lu solves it too. This can also be seen by using the
scaling derivative as follows

1 1
—ux(t, ) |r=1 =5U + zUy + 2tiug, = Oy (xu + 2tiu,) — U

d\
This is a solution of (), and therefore Lu = xu + 2tiu, will also be a solution.
Using conservation of mass, we see that |u|z2 < €, and since Lu is also a solution to the
linear equation, we also have ||Lu|z2 = | Lu(0)||r2 = |zuo| 2 < €. So we have

(6) [u(®)]z2 + | Lu(®)]2 < e

The main idea now is to write %|u|2 in terms of the L2 norms of u and Lu, which we can

control. By applying L to u and solving for u,, we get
1
Uy = %[Lu — zu.

Then, we obtain
d 1 —
%|u|2 = Ully + U, = Q—m[ﬂLu —uLu).
Integrating this gives

1 1
ol < 7 | Jullzaldo < F1Lulialul
R

Combining this with the energy bounds ([6) we obtain the pointwise bound

(7) g < etz
O
We remark on an intermediate step in the above proof, which is to establish the estimate
1
(8) [u@®z= < Tl Lu(@®)] 12

This is what we call a vector field bound, or a Klainerman-Sobolev type inequality. It no
longer depends on the fact that u solves the linear Schrodinger equation, which is why in
some cases, it also can be used for the nonlinear problem.

3. NONLINEAR ANALYSIS: AN OUTLINE OF THE PROOF

The vector field L helped us prove the dispersive decay bound for the linear equation, so
we might expect either L or a nonlinear counterpart to L, called L%, will help us with the
nonlinear equation. In the analysis of the cubic NLS flow in [§] the same operator L was
used. On the other hand, in [6, 9] the nonlinear counterpart LVL, defined as the scaling
derivative of a solution u was the key to proving the dispersive estimate. Finally, in [10]
a more systematic approach was introduced in order to construct LY’ where there is no
scaling symmetry. However, in our case, because of the nature of the equation, we revert to
using the linear L which will turn out to suffice. We remark that in our setting one can also
define a nonlinear operator LV as the scaling derivative of the solution but using it does
not give significant progress towards the proof.

The main idea of the proof is to use the testing by wave packets method, which was

introduced by Ifrim and Tataru in [8], and is explained in general in [10]. In both of these
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papers, as well as in several others, this method has been used to prove in tandem both global
well-posedness and dispersive decay estimates. The idea here is to construct well-prepared
approximate solutions, called wave packets, for the linear equation, which are localized in
both space and frequency, and travel along rays. These are then used in order to construct
a good notion of an asymptotic profile as the L? inner product of the wave packet with our
solution. We will prove bounds for the asymptotic profile, via an appropriate asymptotic
equation, and then these bounds will help us get bounds for our solution.
Our proof of Theorem [Tl consists of the following steps:

I. Find the wave packets. In this step we will introduce the wave packets ®, associated
with each ray x = vt, which can be defined in a canonical way. These wave packets are nice
approximate solutions to the linear equation, and will be very useful to help prove bounds
for the nonlinear solution. We will then define the asymptotic profile

Yt ) = f u(t, 2)®,(x) dx

as the L2 inner product with our solution. This will be done in Section E.I]

II. Difference bounds. The next step is to show that the asymptotic profiles provide a
good description of our nonlinear solution u as t — o0. Precisely, we will prove the following
Lemma:

Lemma 3.1. For u a solution to (DNLS), and v as defined above, we have

1
(9) [Vl < t2fulie, Vlez < lulzz, [007]r2 < |Lulze.
Also,
k
(10) KoY lee < Jullas, <02 ye < (1Lullzz + [l ).

We have the following spatial difference bounds,

(11) lu(t, vt) — t @G0y (8, 0) | o <ET| Lu| 12
(12) lu(t, vt) — t=2eGDy (¢ 0)| 2 <t L 13,

spatial bounds for the derivative of our solution,

(13) g (t, vt) — gtaewwa,w . <t7 [|Zuf 2 + | L(us)] 2]
and Fourier bounds,

(14) alt, &) — e y(t, 2€) | 1= <t | L 12

(15) Ja(t, €) — e (1, 2€) 12 S Lt 2.

Remark 3.1. Note that the Fourier difference bounds and the spatial L* bounds are not
essential to the proof of the main theorem. However, they help to show that the solution is

approximated well by the asymptotic profile v, both on the physical side and the Fourier side.
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This lemma will allow us to transfer uniform bounds between the solution w and its
asymptotic profile . The proof is given in Section

III. The asymptotic equation. The key to proving uniform bounds for v as the time
goes to infinity is to establish approximate ODE dynamics for , which we call the asymptotic
equation. The precise result is given by the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2. Let u be a solution to (DNLS)). Then ~y satisfies

. v, _
(16) () = 57 () = Rt v),
where the remainder R satisfies the bounds
5 1
an | Rl < ¢ 5 Lulzz + [ulze + ¢ 7o (| Ll 2z + )
1
+ 78 ul Zoo | Lt 2 (| Lt 2 + [l 2)
13 5
as8) [oR| 1= < ¢732 (| Lulzz + [ulme) + 75 ful 2o Lul rz + lulZe fus] 2

_3 _3
+ 7 [l (| Lul 2z + [ulmg) + ¢ 5wl o | Lul 2 (| Lul 2 + Julas)-

The proof of this Lemma is given in Section [£.4]

IV. The bootstrap setup. In order to complete the proof of our main result, it will
be necessary to use a bootstrap argument. We will make the bootstrap assumptions

(19) lul| L= < Dect) 2, lug| e < De(t) 2,

where D is a large universal constant to be be chosen later. Then our task will be to
improve this constant, under the assumption that e is small enough. This can be done on
an arbitrarily large time interval [0, 7] where the solution u exists, where at the end we can
let 7' — oo via a continuity argument.

V. Energy bounds for v and Lu. These energy bounds are critical in order to both
estimate the approximation errors in Lemma and the asymptotic equation errors in
Lemma [3Il They are as follows:

Lemma 3.3. Let u be a solution to the DNLS equation with small initial data, |uollge <
€ < 1, for some k = 0. Then the solution satisfies the global energy bounds

(20) lull e < e

Lemma 3.4. Let L be the operator defined in ({l). Then, for any solution u to (DNLS)
satisfying (2) and ([[9), we have

62
Y

2
|Lule < et)™

D22
| L(us)lL2 < €)=

We remark here that while the energy bounds for w are uniform in time, a slight loss in
the energy bounds for Lu is necessary. The proof of this lemma is given in Section

VI. Closing the bootstrap argument and the conclusion of the proof. The
final step in our analysis is to improve the bootstrap bound. We state this in the following

lemma, whose proof uses all of the previous lemmas.
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Lemma 3.5. Let u be a solution to (DNLS) satisfying @) and [I9). Then we have
Julze < Bet)™®,  Jus|e < Fety™,
where B, F < D.
This closes the bootstrap argument, completing the proof of Theorem [l

4. THE ASYMPTOTIC PROFILE AND THE ASYMPTOTIC EQUATION

This section contains our implementation of the wave packet testing method. In particular,
we construct the wave packets, define the asymptotic profile v, prove the approximation
Lemma [3.I] and establish the asymptotic equation in Lemma [3.2]

4.1. Finding the wave packets. Recall that the dispersion relation for (DNLI) is a(&) =

—&2, with group velocity v = —2¢. We will consider, for each v, wave packets traveling along
the ray « = vt, which corresponds to the frequency &, = —v/2. We consider wave packets of
the form

. — ot
21 d, = 0t (m - > :
(21) X\ =7

where x is a Schwartz function with

and the phase ¢(t, ) = Z—j is the same as the phase of the fundamental solution for the linear
Schrodinger flow. In particular this guarantees that

1
We can see by a direct computation that we get

(22) (i6; + 0%)®, =gax lz’(m — vt)x (I_Tt”) + 2ty (x;;t)] .

We note that the v/t spatial scale for the wave packet is chosen because it is exactly the
localization needed in order for the wave packets to stay coherent on dyadic time scales. For
more information on how to find this coherence time, see [10].

We will think of ®, as a good approximation of the solution to the linear Schrodinger
equation. We then define the asymptotic profile as follows:

y(t,v) = Ju(t, 7)®,(t, 7) dz.

4.2. Preliminary facts about . Before we begin the proof of Lemmal[3.1] let us make some
useful observations about 7. First, we can write v as a convolution. Define w := e~ *u(t, ).

Then we have
_ . — ot
v = Juq)v dr = Jueld’(t)x <x\/¥v ) dz,
which leads to

(23) 72y = w(t, vt) « 2y (vt?).
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This will be helpful for the spatial difference bounds. For the Fourier bounds, we will need
the following, using Plancherel’s identity:

At v) = fw,g)@v(t,o d.

In order to write the right hand side as a convolution, we will need to consider ®, evaluated

at %
. g) 1 f vt ix? (a:—vt)
P, (t,2 ) =—= |2 e dx
( 2) or ANV

1
11 —ae? inew? —it2u(¢=v) 2
=t2 e 1 e 4 e 2z et x(u)du.

Then define y;(€) = e [e"yz//’?)(\(y)](@, where by Plancherel’s identity we have the property
that

@i~ [xway-1.

Then we can write

which implies that
. 26 — )tz
o) = [ i oty (%) de.

By making a change of variables 26 — &, we get

I 1 >
(24) v(t,€) =5e T4 (t, g) xe 12X (%) :

4.3. Difference bounds. Next, we will use these convolutions to prove Lemma 311

Proof of Lemmal[31. This proof is split up into three parts: The  bounds (equations ({)
and (I0)), the spatial difference bounds ((II]), (I2), and (I3])), and the Fourier difference

bounds ((I4) and (I3)).

(i) Bounds for v: We can use Young’s convolution inequality applied to (23]) to obtain
uniform pointwise and L? bounds:

1 1 1 1

v (t, v)| e <tz [w(t, vt)|pe|t2 x(vt2) | < t2]ufr-

1

Iv(t v)| ez stz |w(t, vt)] e = |ulrz.

Here we used the fact that the Lfc and the L?) norms are related as follows:
1
1fll2 = t2|f] 2

For the third inequality in (@), we use the fact that the derivative of the convolution is

0ot ™2y = Oyw(t, vt) = t2x(vt?).
10



Also, by chain rule

ﬁw ow 0x

— —i¢
v 0z ov t0a(e™ ),

and so we get

t0,(e7"u) = te [ —idpu + uy] = —%e“ﬂxu + 2tiu, | = %iewLu.
Then by Young’s inequality, we have
(25) 00725 < £2 00t v8) |13 = | Ll zz.

This finishes the proof of ([@). Now we will prove (I0). For the first part, we use Young’s
convolution inequality to get

1 1 1
[0z <tz <o) w(t, vt) |z [£2 x (022 1
<o ult, 2)es ~ 1K€ a(€) |z = lul mp-

For the second part, we consider

d k _

K02 = 2Re () y7) + ko @) P
Then,

& d &
[z ]7e < J@I@ﬁvlz < 0y 22 <o) ] 2 + 1o)™Y |72 < [ Loz el mg + e

Then using Young’s product inequality we get

k
IKv) 2yl e S| Lullzz + [u]mx
as needed.

(ii) Spatial difference bounds: Consider
[u(t, vt) — =20 (8, 0)| =|w(t, vt) — w(t, vt) *téx(yt%ﬂ

| [ttt = 30 - wit. et
< [[lutt, (0 =)0 = wit o0

By the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus,

w(t, vt) — wit, (v — y)t)| =f ow(t, tu) du < [y|}|ovw] 2.
v—y

x(t%y)) dy.

So putting it back together, we have

fu(t, o) — t-5Ey (¢, 0)] < [yl a f W

By a change of variables equation (25]), we have

x(t%y)‘ dy.

[u(t, vt) — t=2e (¢, v)| < 77 Lu 2.
11



This completes the proof of the L* bound (III). Now for the L? bound in (I2)), we consider
the expression

fmwxv—ww—w@w@u;

and use the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus to get

x(t%y)) dy

wwxv—mw—wawm=:Ly@wwwv—mmdh,

so that
jwwxv—mw—wawwu%nﬁmwwsjﬁﬁmwmwiw—hwnha@>

Then, taking the L? norm, we have

t2 dhdy.

t2 dy

—1 Sbtw 1
Ju(t, vt) — #7209 (t, )|y < (t, )]z f vl [x(ty)

<t 2| dw(t, to) |z < ¢ Lu 2.

This finishes the proof of the spatial difference bounds (I2)) for u. It remains to prove the
bound in (I3]). For this we consider the following computation

r

_ I Ut) d
vy = | uve x| =—=—| dx
J ( Vit

r L ) . t
= lTU — QZUx] €_Z¢(t7x))z <L \/ZU ) dx
J
r‘ - JR—
tapy = &e—mu,x)t,%)z <x vt) dx+f2t%umei¢(t’m)y <:c vt) i

t NG i NG

( <

We define j := e *u,. Then,

2
20y = Zj(t,vt) « try(t2o) + I,
(3

v <x \—/th)

<1, vt) — j(t, vt) « £2x(¢70)] + 7| Lu) 2.

where

< ¢4 Lul e
L2

1
1 < SlLulye

Then,

e’i‘i’uac — %t’%zw
For the first term, we can argue as in the proof of (Il to obtain
(8, vt) = j(t,vt) = 2 X(E20)] S 1[0z
Now we have
dj

Y45 (3) = oo _ _Lpis
7o t0:(7) = te [ —ippty + Uy ] 7€ L(uyg),

12



and so
el = 2 L(ue) |z,
completing the proof of (I3]).
(iii) Fourier difference bounds: First we will prove some initial bounds for (¢, ¢)

1
which are similar to (9)), using (24]). For convenience let h(t,£) := t2y1 <%§) Using
Young’s inequality we can get the following bounds:

(e Ol | a) Il < It Ol
9(t,€)l5z < T VAl < €l
Also, since E
0 (1,2€) =0¢ (" alt,€) ) b,
where
0 (" a(t,€)) = [2tiga(t,€) + dea(t, §)] = —ie" Lu(),
we get

[0e7(t, )l 12 ~ [ Lull2.
Now we can start the proof of the difference bounds (I4]), (I5]). Recall that
E26) = €L, €) v tha (t3¢)

First define g(t, &) := e a(t, &), which is the Fourier version of w from before. Then,

26) i1, — e *2(0,26)] = lo(1, ) ~1(4,29) = | [ a9 o6, ~ ) dy'.

Now, using Holder’s inequality, we can write
€

l9(t, &) —g(t,§ —y)| = Oeg(t,€) d§

§—y

1
< lyl2 | Lul 2.

Now,

. _ite? 1 1 1
falt,€) — € (2, 26) | 1 < Ut2xl<yt2>|y|2|Lu|Lg

<t | Lul 2.

For the L? bound, we will use (26]) and

la(t, &) — €™ (L, 26)| <

where we can write

Jt%xl(t%y)[g(t,é) —g(t, & —y)]dy

Y

1
9(t,&) —g(t, & —y) = L Oeg(t, & — hy)ly| dh

13



to get
1
lo(t,€) = (8,207 <1eo(t. Ol | It (ehy) dy
1 1
<t 41296612 = £ | Lulzz
This completes the proof of (I4]) and (IH). O

4.4. The asymptotic equation. The aim of this subsection is to prove the result of
Lemma which asserts that the asymptotic profile 7 solves the asymptotic equation (6.

Proof of Lemmal[3.2. By a direct computation, we get

Y = f@'utév + ud,y; dx

= J —ulid;®, + 2®,] — i0,(Jul*u)®, dx.
Now, using (22)), we get

iy = f—e Z(bLu ilx —ot)x(-) + Qt%X/(-)] +i(|ufu)0,®, du.

4¢2
2 r — vt
b, =¢e'w ,
X( NG )

0, B, =t 3V, + —p,,
9%

where U, := ¢y/() is very similar to ®,. We can write

inlt) = 175 () = R(t,v)

Recall that

so then

where
L g _ a2 = —1Y /2
R(t,v) = e Lu |—i(x — vt)x(:) + 2t2 ") dx i(Jul*u)0, @, dx +t 2(|7| v).
We can split the reminder term further and estimate each piece

R(t,v) = R1 +R2 +R3 +R4
with

Ry = — fz'(|u|2u)t_5\ifv

Ry = —Jgui)v[|u|2 — [u(t, vt)*] dz
v -

Ry =53t ) = fu(t, vt) ]



We will first prove (IT). Ry can be bounded as follows. We can write it as a convolution:

Ri—~ [(z’t%x’(t%v) + tvx(t%v)) s+, Oyw(t, vt)]

e
Then we can get the bound using Holder’s inequality:
(27) [Ri| < t3|2,w(t, vt) g = ¢ 1) Lu 2.

R, can be bounded as follows:
1=
Ral % Julfot [ 100]do < Julfe
For R4, we can write

— _1 1 1
£ = Jult, o) ] = [lut, ot) P = £ 39l (t, ot) « 3 x (0t)

|

Sl [lu(t, v)] = fu(t,vt) « (vt
Combining this with the difference bound (I1]), we have
3 3
|Ra| < Joyulpet 3| Lul g2 < 75| Lul e |ul e (| Lulzs + Julmz) -

Now we estimate R3 by proving two separate bounds and then interpolating between them.
First we have

(28)  |Rs| < Juli~ Jvu@v dr = |lulfeo vyl e < Julze(0)' ™" (|Lulz + [ul mz) -
For the second bound we use the same strategy as for the difference bounds:

|Ry| = Jvuff)v[|u(t,x)|2 — Ju(t, vt)[?] do

<lulZes J<v>x (x\_/;t) [lut, 2)] = |u(t, vt)|| dz.

By the change of variables = = t(z + v), we can get

J|U|X (x \_/;t> llu(t, z)| — |u(t,vt)|| dz = JUX (ﬁz) llu(t, t(z + v))| — |u(t, vt)|| d=.

Then, by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus,

Z+v
[ut, t(z + v))| = [u(t, v1)]] éj |[Ow(t, tu)| du < |2[2]|dpw] 2.

v

Combining these estimates we get
3
|Rs] < vt |ul 7 | Qo] 2.
Choosing k = 2 in (28), we have
1
|Rs| <[ulzv™2 (| Lulzs + Julm)
_3
|Rs| <[ulfot™To(| Lul e + |ulm).
Interpolating the two bounds above leads to

_1 _3 _1
|Rs| < =) (v™2)2t 50(| Lul e + [ullms) = JulZt™ 3 (| Lul 2z + Jul ).

15



Overall this gives us the bound
_5 _1
|Rllz= < ¢ % Lull s + |z + ¢l 7o (| Ll 2 + [u]s)
_1
+ 74 ul Foo | Lt 2 (| Lt 2 + ] 2).-

Next we will prove (I8). We will consider two cases, when |v| < 1 and when |v| > 1. First,
for the case when |v| < 1, we already have a bound, using (27]):

R | < |Ri| S 77| Lula.

For the case |v| > 1, we prove a bound with a (v)* weight and interpolate between it and
27). We have

(29) R, = Ju%&x [z(:c —vt)x(-) + 2téx’(-)] dr.

Now define I := [—+/t + vt, v/t + vt]. Notice that for y supported on [—1,1], x (x\_/%)t) 18

supported on /. Then assuming that |v| > 1 we will have || ~ |v||t| in I, and so we can
write

(30) R =% " (%a)k 2, [i(e —vt)x() + 263X ()] da
1

(31) (—&g%)k [uewﬁ&ac [z(m —vt)x(-) + Qt%x’(-)“ dr.

Next we want to distribute the derivatives using Leibniz rule, and use the H* bound for u
combined with Holder’s inequality in I. After some straightforward computations this gives

T2t

E T
[Ri| < 7o) ™ .
Now we gather the two bounds we have on R,
g3
[Ri] < (o)™ 7 uf
[Ra| < 75| L 2.
Choosing k = 3 and interpolating we get

13

[Ra| ()72 (| Lz + ] s).

[f( )

_3
S Rl [ Lul g2 [ 9 e,

Next, we have

|[vRs| = Uz’vu|u|2t_%\ifv

- |[ ez,

Then the first term is

U t’%Lu|u|2\I/v dx

where |¥,],2 ~ ti. The second term is

qu|u|2t_%\ffv dx

_1=
S [ Lo IUI%th 20, do ~ Jug| o |ul 7.

16



For vR3, by multiplying the previous R3 bounds by v, we get

_3
o Rs| < W)™t ul7oo ([ Luf 22 + Jull mz)

[vRs| < 0)* Mt (| Lullz + Julmze)-
We will choose k = 5/2 and then interpolate to get
_3
[0Rs| <75 |[ul 2o ([| Lt 22 + ] m)-
Similarly for R, we can get
Rl < [v*yul =t 5| Luf o € 7% L o] o= (| L 2 + [l zs)-

This complets the proof of (I8]). O

5. THE BOOTSTRAP ARGUMENT AND THE CONCLUSION OF THE PROOF

In this section we use a bootstrap argument in order to complete the proof of Theorem [I.1l
Recall that we make two bootstrap assumptions, on u and its derivative as follows, see ([I9]):

lul| = < Dect) 2, lug| e < De(t)™ 2,

where D is a sufficiently large universal constant to be chosen later. These bootstrap as-
sumptions are assumed to hold for a solution uw to the DNLS equation in a time interval
[0, T] with T" arbitrary large. Then our objective will be to improve the constant D in these
bounds under the assumption that e is sufficiently small. Once this is achieved, a standard
continuity argument shows that the solution u is global in time and satisfies these bounds,
thereby concluding the proof of the theorem.

5.1. Energy bounds for u . The energy bounds for u are given in Lemma B.3] These are
relatively standard and also follow from the well-posedness, since the data-to-solution map
is continuous.

Proof of Lemmal3.3. For k > %, we have Lipschitz continuity of the data-to-solution map
[19], so in particular, we have

lul e < Clluolzx < e

The case when 0 < k < 3 also follows from the global well-posedness of (DNLS) as seen in
[5] and the references within.

O

Remark 5.1. The conservation laws for (DNLS|) are a consequence of the complete inte-
grability. However having these conservation laws, strictly speaking, are not necessary for
our arquments. A simple, robust, and more direct energy estimate using Gronwall’s inequal-
ity and the above bootstrap bounds would give an estimate of the following form, which will
suffice for the arguments below

2.2
[u(®)] e < e(t)
17




5.2. Energy bounds for Lu. In this subsection, we prove energy bounds on Lu and L(u,)
given in Lemma 3.4l We can verify the following identities.

[L,0,] =1, [i0, + 02, L] = 0, L(|u*u) = 2u|*Lu — u*Lu.
Therefore, by applying L to (DNLS) and using the identities, we get
L(iug + tye) =(i0; + 02)Lu = —iL(0,(Jul*u)) = —i[0,(2Jul*Lu — w?Lu) + |u|*u],

which gives us an equation for Lu. This is similar to the linearization of (DNLS) so we
expect it to have well-posedness and good bounds on the solution. For convenience, we will
rewrite this in terms of the variable z := Lu as

(i0; + 02)z = —i[0.(2Jul*z — uZ) + |ul*u].

By doing energy estimates in the usual way, we get
d

SNt =2J|u|2(?x(|z|2)d:c+Refu20m(22)d:c—2Ref|u|2uZ

=—2 J O (|ul?)(|2]?) dx — Refé’gc(uz)z2 dr — 2 Ref u|?uz da.

Then,
d o 2 2
S22 | Slulleusl = l2lze + Julze ulzz]2] 22
<Dty 2]z + (DeCty™)%e] 2] =
Then by letting y := ||z[3., we can solve the following Bernoulli equation:

Y +p(t)y < B(t)y?,
where p(t) = —D2e2(t)"!, B(t) = D%3(¢)~. By making the substitution w = y2, we get
plt) _ B()

w + —2w < —=,
2 2
which is a linear equation, so solving this and using the initial condition, i.e. the localization

|Lu(0)| 2 = [zuo|r2 < €, we get

2.2
|22 S ety

In terms of Lu, this is

D22

|Zulz < et

We can prove the bound for ||L(u,)|r2 similarly since z; := L(u,) satisfies the following
equation:

(i0; + 02)20 = — i0y [2|ul’ 22 + 20, (|ul*) Lu — 2uu, Lu — v’z | — i(2ug|ul? + u?4,).

Then, by similar computations of the energy estimate, we end up with the same bound:

2.2
|L(u) |12 < edt)2 .
18



5.3. Completing the proof. Now we will prove Lemma 3.5 i.e. the bounds with better
constants, in order to close the bootstrap argument and thus complete the proof of the main
theorem, Theorem [Tl First, we will close the bootstrap on u. Using Lemma 3.1 and Lemma
B4 we get

—i¢ 1 _3 D223
(32) le™u —t7 2y e St Lufz S ety 2 1, tz 1.
Using the pointwise part of (I0) and the energy estimates for u and Lu, we have

[v(1,0)L> S €.

By applying the bootstrap assumptions (I9) to (I7), we get

D22 D22

IR St dedt) 2 + D3 (#) 2 + 2D2E (1) 1e(t) 2 + 2De(¢) 12 (HHP.

By doing an energy estimate on our asymptotic equation

At 0) = 75 (AP 0) - (L)

we get

t t
J %h(s,vﬂz ds =2 Ref iR(s,v)y(s,v)ds,

1 1
which leads to

t
(33) o)l < (o) + [ RG] ds.
1
The integral can be bounded by
t
f |R(s)|ds < € + D3¢ + 2D% + 2Dé?,
1

where we need D?¢? < i so that the terms are all integrable, i.e., De < % Then, we have
V(t,v)] Se+ e+ D3 + 2D + 2D < e,

for small enough e.
Combining this bound with (B82), by the triangle inequality we obtain

ul <EE|y] + e U — 73|
< et*%[l + D + €.
Then we need

1
l+e< D« —,
€

which is possible if we choose € small enough. This closes the first part of the bootstrap
argument. To close the u, bootstrap bound, we will do the same argument as for u. By
triangle inequality, we can write

(34) | < 73 [0y] + Jug(t, 0t) — 72 PED 0y (8, 0)].

For the first term, we have from (B3) that
t

oy (t,0)] < Joy(L,0)| +f R (s,v)| ds.
1
19



From (I0), we have

070,z (1E(D)] s + s |z) < e

From (I8) and using the bootstrap assumption (I9)), we have

2¢2 2.2
vR| se(ty 3 # + D2 4 SDN) T 4 Dy H

Note that in order to integrate this in time we need to assume 2 ;Ez < % Then,

t
f lvR(s,v)|ds S €+ D3 + D*3 + Dé?,
1

and so

loy(t,v)] < 26+ e+ D + D*¢ + De’ < e

for € small enough. Now, putting this all back into (34]), we have

luy| S elt)™2 [5+ D + D2 + Dé?].

Just as before, if € is small enough then we have 1 + ¢ « D « %, which suffices. Now that
we have closed both bootstrap assumptions, we have completed the proof of Theorem [I.1]
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