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THE WELL-POSEDNESS AND SCATTERING THEORY OF
NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS ON LATTICE GRAPHS

JIAJUN WANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we introduce a novel first-order derivative for functions on a
lattice graph, which extends the discrete Laplacian and generalizes the theory of discrete
PDEs on the lattices. First, we establish the well-posedness of generalized quasilinear
Schrodinger equations and give a new proof of the global well-posedness of semilinear
Schrodinger equations. Then we provide explicit expressions of higher order derivatives
of the solution map and prove the analytic dependence between solution and initial
data. At the end, we show the existence of wave operator and prove the asymptotic
completeness for solutions with small data.

1. INTRODUCTION

The discrete nonlinear Schrodinger equation (DNLS) is an important model. In physics,
DNLS has strong connections with amorphous materials [KA00, [KA99] and discrete self-
trapped beams [CJ88, [ADAPT96]. In mathematics, the importance of DNLS is reflected
in two aspects. The first aspect is that it’s a direct analogue of the nonlinear Schrodinger
equation (NLS), which possesses a substantial amount of interesting theories, like the scat-
tering and soliton theories[Bou98, Mur21l, [RSS03, [GHW04], and has wide range
of applications in describing water waves [SWTIl [Per83] and polarized waves in optical
bers [Men87] [Gaz13]. Another aspect is that an increasing number of mathematicians are
engaged in the studies of DNLS. For example, R.Grande studies the continuum limit of
discrete fractional semilinear Schrodinger equations in 1 dimension [Gral9]. B.Choi and
A.Aceves extend it to 2 dimension, with sharp dispersive estimates [CA23].

In this paper, we first introduce the following novel first-order derivative, which we call
the discrete partial derivative.

Definition 1.1. The discrete partial derivative dju for u € Uy p<oo ?P(Z4) is defined by
the convolution operator u * ¢;, where ¢; is given by
—4i

. — m(4a?—1)
(M) : { 0, otherwise,

if m=aej,a€Z,

where {e;}9_, is the standard coordinate basis of Z¢.

For the motivation of this definition, we shall briefly recall the discrete Fourier transform
F and its inverse F 1.

Definition 1.2. For u € (}(Z%) and g € L*(T9), the discrete Fourier transform F and
inverse discrete Fourier transform F 1 are defined as
Flu)(x) = Z u(k)e™ ™ VreT9,
kezZd

—1 L L T eikm $ d
Fa)®) = gy [ s, vk ez,
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where T? is the d-dimensional torus parametrized by [0,27)?. Besides, the discrete Fourier
transform F can be extended to an isometric isomorphism between ¢2(Z¢) and L%(T4).

Then we point out the connection between discrete partial derivative 9; and discrete
Laplacian A, see Proposition 2.1 in [HW24].

Proposition 1.3. For any u € Co(Z%),
oju=F* (2i . sm(%)]—'(u)(m)) , g=1---.d,
where © = (x1,--- ,14), Co(Z?) denotes the set of finitely supported functions on Z*. In
particular, we have A = Z‘;—l:l 0j 0 0;.
Remark 1.4. We recall that the standard difference operator D; is defined as
Dju(m) = u(m +¢;) —u(m), wu:Z*—C, meZ.

However, direct calculation shows that A £ Z?:1 DjoDj, which is one of major reasons for
introducing the discrete partial derivative 9;. Besides, in some sense, the standard difference
operator D; and discrete partial derivative 9; are equivalent. To be more concrete, we have

||3ju||fzp(zd) ~ ||Dju||fzp(zd), ||8U||ep(zd) ~ ||DU||fzp(zd), 1 <p<oo,
where 0 = (01,02, ,04), D = (D1, Da,- -+, Dg). For more details, we refer to Theorem
2.6 in [HW24] or [Rus00, [Dun04].

Remark 1.5. The discrete partial derivative d; has direct connection with the famous frac-
tional discrete Laplacian (—A)2, which is extensively studied, for example, in [CA23|

[CR18].

Before we present our main results, we shall briefly introduce the definition of weighted
(P(Z%) space.

Definition 1.6. For 0 < p < 0o, a € R, the 7 norm is defined as

I fllepezay = || faller(za),

where f,(m) := f(m)(m)®,m € Z%. The definition of (m) refers to the end of this intro-
duction. We write

L) = {f : 2% = C; || fllep.a(zay < 00}

Remark 1.7. In the following, we will mainly focus on the ¢2'¥(Z) space, k = 0 or 1, which
has an isomorphism with Sobolev H*(T?) space, see Theorem 2.10 in .

Now, in the regime of ¢2¥(Z%) space, we prove the local well-posedness of generalized
quasilinear Schrodinger equations and give a new proof of the global well-posedness of
semilinear Schrodinger equations.

Theorem 1.8. _

idru(z,t) + g7 (u, Du) gl 1) = Flu, 0u), 1)

u(z,0) = ug(z), (x,t) € Z¢ x R, .
where we follow the Einstein’s summation convention, with O;; = 0j o . Then if ¢g'% €
C!R x RY), F € CYR x R?), F(0,0) = 0 and initial data ug € (>*(Z%), k = 0
or 1, then there exists T > 0 and the equation (1) has a unique classical solution
u € CH[0,T); ¢3*¥(Z%)). Furthermore, we have the continuation criterion that if mazimal
existence time T™ is finite, then [[u(-,t)||ge zay is unbounded in [0,T).
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Theorem 1.9. For the semilinear Schrodinger equation

1
i0wu(z,t) + EAu(x,t) = plulPru, p=%1, p>1,

(1.2)

u(z,0) = uo(z), (2,t) € 24 xR,
where the case p = —1 is called the focusing case and p = 1 is called the defocus-
ing case, if ug € (**(Z4), k = 0 or 1, then we have a unique classical solution u €

C'([0, +00) ; £27(Z7)).
Besides, we also give an explicit expression of higher order derivatives of the solution
map.
Theorem 1.10. For any T > 0, the map ® : (>™(Z%) — C([0,T); ¢>™(Z%)), m = 0 or
1, is defined as the solution map of the equation ([I2), i.e. for any ug € £>™(Z%), ®(up)
satisfies
1

10y P (uo)(z,t) + gAq’(uo)(I, t) = pl®(uo) P~ ®(uo), p=+1, p>1,

®(ug)(x,0) = up(z), (2,t) € 29 x R.
If p is a positive odd integer, then UF, see Definition [{4), is kth-order Fréchet derivative
of ® and, for any fived ug € (>™(Z%), Wk = W*(ug) is a bounded k-linear map from
022 x - (2 to C([0,TT; 02™(Z)).

k times

In a special form, we can even prove the analytic dependence on parameter ¢.

Theorem 1.11. Let p be a positive odd integer and u'®) € C([0,T); £2"™(Z%)), m = 0 or
1, Ve € R, be the classical solution of the equation (I.2) with initial data eug(x), i.e.
1
i0u'® (x, 1) + §Au(5) (z,t) = plu® P10 p =41, p>1, (1.3)
u® (x,0) = eug(z), (x,t) € Z¢ xR,

where ug € £2™(Z%) is fived. Then u'®) is a real analytic function with respect to e, which
shows the solution will analytically depend on initial data.

Before we state other results, we shall introduce the definitions of scattering, wave op-
erator and asymptotic completeness.

Definition 1.12. We say a global classical solution u € C1([0, +00) ; £2(Z%)) to the semilin-

ear Schodinger equation ([2) with initial data u(z,0) = ug(x) € (2(Z%) scatters in £2(Z%)

to a solution of the free Schodinger equation with initial data uy € £2(Z4) as t — 4o if
|u(-,t) — eitA/2’U,+||g2(Zd) -0, t— oo,

or equivalently
||6_ltA/2u(',t) — ’U,+||g2(Zd) —0, t— o0.

Definition 1.13. If for every asymptotic state uy € ¢?(Z%), there exists a unique initial
data ug € ¢?(Z%), whose corresponding global classical solution u € C([0, +00);¢?(Z%))
scatters to e2/?u, as t — 4o00. Then the wave operator Qy : £2(Z4) — (*(Z?) is defined
by Q4 (uyt) := uog.

Definition 1.14. If the wave operator 0 : (2(Z%) — (?(Z?) exists and is surjective i.e. for
any classical solution u € C1([0, +00) ; 2(Z%)) to equation (L2)), there exists uy € £2(Z%)
and u scatters to e**2/2u , then we say that we have the asymptotic completeness for .
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Now, we state our results about the existence of wave operator and the asymptotic
completeness for solutions with small data.

Theorem 1.15. If 6 < (p — 1)d, then the wave operator 0y : (2(Z9) — (*(Z%) exists and
it’s continuous in the (?(Z%)-norm.

Theorem 1.16. If 6 < (p — 1)d, then there exists € = e(d) > 0, such that whenever
luol|r2(z4) < €, we have the asymptotic completeness for u.

We organize the paper as follows. In Section 2, we establish the useful conservation law
and energy estimate, which play a central role in establishing the well-posedness theory
of generalized DNLS. In Section 3, we give the detailed proofs of Theorem and The-
orem In Section 4, we present the explicit expression of ¥* and give the proofs of
Theorem and Theorem [[LTIl In Section 5, we finish the proofs of Theorem and
Theorem [[LT6 Finally, some related results about the long-time well-posedness theory will
be presented.

Notation.
e By u € C*([0,T]; B)(or LP([0,T]; B)) for a Banach space B, we mean u is a
C*(or LP) map from [0,T] to B; see page 301 in [Eva22].

e By u € Cy(Z? x [0,T]), we mean u has compact support on Z? x [0, T).

e By A < B (resp. A =~ B), we mean there is a positive constant C, such that
A < OB (resp. C7'B < A < CB). If the constant C' depends on p, then we write
A <, B (resp. A=), B).

e By T € B(U,V) for normed spaces U, V, we mean T': U — V is a bounded linear
map.

e Set (m) := (1 + |m|?)*/? and |m| := (Z?Zl |m;|2)1/2 for m = (my, -+ ,mq) € Z%.

2. THE CONSERVATION LAW AND ENERGY ESTIMATE

In this section, we establish two conservation laws (mass conservation & energy conser-
vation) and the energy estimates of discrete Schrodinger equations. For conservation law,
the energy conservation follows directly from time translation invariance and Noether theo-
rem, see [Tao06, [Arn13], but the mass conservation may fail to simply correspond with any
usual symmetries of nonrelativistic motions, like space-time translation, space rotation. In
fluid mechanics, the mass conservation may correspond to gauge invariance of some field,

e [Kam20]. For energy estimate, we will establish it on a more general framework and it
will be rather useful in the theories of well-posedness and scattering.

For u € C1([0,T]; £3(Z%)), we define the mass and energy as follows

Maisclt] = Ju(k, t)[%, (2.1)
kezd
Baisclt] ==Y |0u(k, t)]* + |u<k D]laas (2:2)
kezd

Since for any v € £2(Z?), we have the following identity
S 10eh) = 3 Do(k)P
kezd kezd

the energy can be rewritten as

Baisc[t] := > | Du(k, t)]” +
kezd

Iu(k Iians (2.3)
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Theorem 2.1. If ug € (3(Z%) and u € C([0,T);(3(Z%)) is a classical solution to the
equation (I3), then we have the following two conservations,

Mdisc[t] = M[O], Edisc [t] = Edisc[o]-

Proof. We refer to Theorem 1.1 in [HS15] and Proposition 4.1 in [KLS13] for the two
conservations or we can follow the simple calculations below. For the first conservation, we
differentiate My;s.[t] and obtain

d 7 Maisclt] =Y dwulk, tyu(k,t) + u(k, t)Opu(k, t). (2.4)
kezd

Substituting the equation (2] into ([Z4]) and applying integration by part formula for the
discrete partial derivative, see Theorem 2.7 in [HW24], we can derive

=3 Z Au(k, t)u(k,t) — u(k,t)Au(k,t) =0

kezd

For the second conservation, we only deal with the case d = 1, as the general case is parallel.
We first apply the discrete Fourier transform on the equation (L2]) and get

10y F (u) (2, t) — 2sin2(§) - Fu)(z,t) = pF(JulP~ ). (2.5)

Then we differentiate (2.2]) and use the fact that discrete Fourier transform F is an isometric
isomorphism between ¢2(Z) and L?(T?),

Gl = (o [ 1700 0P + 5 (Z — |u<k7t>|P+1> = (1) + (1),

Substituting (2.3]) into (I), we can further obtain

1

(1)_—/0 " dsin? (2) (at (u )(:z,t)F(u)(:z:,t)+F(u)(x,t)8tf(u)(x,t)) dz

2T

92 27 o -
= —2: O F (u)(x,t) - F(lulp=u) + F(ju|P~ u)dF (u)(x, t) d
0
= =20 )" Bl ) - Tl T + Jul?~ - Bl ) = —(11).
keZ

Thus, we proved the mass and energy of the equation (L2) are conserved. O

In the rest of this section, we first develop the energy estimate for the following discrete
inhomogeneous Schrodinger equation

i0pu(x, t) + %Au(m) = F(x, 1), (2.6)

u(z,0) = ug(z), (x,t) € Z% x R.

Theorem 2.2. If ug € (**(Z%), k =0,1,2---, and u € CL([0,T);£>*(Z9)) is a classical
solution to the equation (2.0), then we have the following estimate

t
(s )2 (zay S (14 %) <|U0|e2yk(zd) +/ ||F('7S)||e2wk(zd)d5) :
0
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Proof. Notice that, applying the fact that discrete Fourier transform F is an isomorphism
between (2¥(Z4) and H*(T9), see Remark [.7l We can immediately derive the estimate as

follows
HEHA/QUOH@,k(Zd) S+ tk)”uOHfz‘k(Zd)’

itA)2

where the operator e is defined as

itA/2, . 1 (ez‘tK(£>/2f(u)(§)) . E=(&, -, 6q) €T,

with K (&) = 2?21(2 —2cos(&;)). Then the whole theorem is a direct consequence of the

following Dunamel formula
t
u(x,t) = e 2y — iu/ =D 2P (g 5)ds.
0
g

Next, we will establish the energy estimate, which comes with a price of additional
exponential term, for a more generalized framework as follows

{i@tu(az, t) + g% (z, ) 0jpu(x, t) = F(x,t),

u(z,0) = ug(z), (2,t) € Z% x R. 27

Theorem 2.3. For k = 0 or 1, if ¢* € LY([0,T];¢>(Z%)), F € L'([0,T];¢**(2%)),
ug € L2F(Z) and u € CL([0, T); £2*(Z%)) is a classical solution to equation (2.7), then we
have the following estimate with some constant C' > 0

t t
|u<-,t>|ez,k<2d>s(nuoum(zm / |F<-,s>|ez,k<zd>)-exp c / S 16 8) e ey ds
0 0o -
7,k

Proof. We only consider the case k = 0, as the general case is similar. We still focus on the
total mass M (t) of the solution u as follows

M) =">" u(k,t).
kezd

Then we differentiate the total mass with respect to time variable ¢ and substitute the

equation (27)

d]\:“l[t(t) = igZ:d (gjk(k, t)0ku(k,t) — F(k,t)) -u(k,t)—u(k, t)-(¢7% (k, t)0jru(k, t) — F(k,t))

i _
SIFC D@ MO+ 1lg™ (0]l @y M (2).
7.k

In the above inequality, we use the estimate [|0jxullp2kzay S 10jullezkzay S |lullerze
from Theorem 2.14 in [HW24]. Then the energy estimate can be directly derived by the
Gronwall inequality. g

3. THE EXISTENCE OF SOLUTION TO GENERALIZED DISCRETE SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS

As the uniqueness part is a direct consequence of previous section’s energy estimates, in
this section, we will focus on establishing the local existence of generalized discrete nonlin-
ear Schrodinger equation (LI) and the global existence of discrete semilinear Schrodinger
equation (2)) i.e. Theorem [[.§ and Theorem [
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Before we establish the local existence of generalized discrete nonlinear Schrodinger
equations, we shall first establish the existence of solution to generalized discrete inhomo-
geneous Schrodinger equation (2.71), which is the foundation of essential iteration argument.
To derive this existence, we need to introduce the concept of weak solution.

Definition 3.1. u is a weak solution to the equation ([27]) with vanishing initial data, if it
satisfies the following identity for any ¢ € C5°((0,T) x Z)

/Z (m, t)p(m, t)dt = / > u(m, t)Le(m, t)dt

meZd mezd
where L¢($, t) = Zat(b(xa t) + 8jk (gjk('rv t)¢($, t))

Theorem 3.2. For k = 0 or 1, if ¢/F € LY([0,T];¢>(2%)) n C([0,T];£>=(2%)), F €
LY([0,T); €2%(Z4)NCO([0, T); £2%(Z4)), ug € £2F(Z), then the equation (2.7) has a classical
solution u € C1([0,T1; ¢**(Z24)).

Proof. We first establish the existence of weak solution and then lift it to classical solution.
Notice that we can assume the initial data is vanishing, otherwise we can consider u = u—uy.
Next, we claim that

66Dl sy S [ 160 )enscands, 6 € GE(O.T) < 2950 € 0.7 (1)

It suffices to prove the following estimate for any v € C*([0, T]; £>~*(Z%))

T
0G5 )lle2.—xza) Sr,gsv (II ( )||é2vk(zd)+/0 IILv(~,S)IIe2,k<zd>dS>-

The proof of this estimate is similar with the proof in Theorem 23] with the consideration
of total mass and differentiation with respect to ¢, so we omitted here.
Then we define the following linear space V' and linear functional £ on it

V= L*C°(Z% x (0,T)) = {Lv;v € C(Z x (0,T))},

r(Lv) / ZFmt v(m, t)dt.

Based on the estimate ([B), we can use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to derive the fol-
lowing boundedness

T T
[€r(Lv)| S/ IEC Ollezx ey 1o ) [lez -k zay dt S ey gon / Lo (-, t)[le2. - (za) dt.
0 0

Since the space V can be naturally embedded in L!([0, T]; ¢>~%(Z%)), then from Hahn-
Banach Theorem, £ can be extended to the whole L*([0,77];¢*~*(Z%)). Notice that, the
dual space of L'([0, T]; ¢>~%(Z%)) is L>°([0, T]; £>*(Z?)), we can obtain the weak solution
u € L>=([0,T]; £%*(Z%)) to the equation (7). Considering the following equation in weak
derivative sense

i0pu(z,t) + ¢/% (z, t)u(z, t) = F(x,t), (3.2)
we can immediately deduce that u € C([0,T];¢**(Z%)). Applying above identity ([@3.2)

again, with the regularity assumptions on g%, F', we can lift the weak solution u to the
classical solution, which belongs to C1([0, T7; £2*(Z%)). O

Next, we will give a proof of Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[I.d. We decompose the whole proof into 4 steps.
Step 1: We first set u—; = 0 and construct iteration as follows to approximate exact
solution to the equation (LT

Z'atuwz(wa t) + gjk(um—lu aum—l)ajkum(xa t) = F(um—h 6um—1)7 (3 3)
U (2,0) = ug(z), (z,t) € Z% x R. '

Based on the existence and uniqueness theory in Theorem B2 the above iteration [B.3)) is
well-defined and each wu,, is a classical solution. Similarly, we introduce the weighted total
mass for each u,, as follows

My (t) = [Jum (- D) 25(z2)-

We will show that there exist T > 0, M > 0 such that M,,(t) < M, ¥Ym,Vt € [0,T].
Step 2: We prove this statement by induction. Taking M large enough that [|ug||¢2.x(z4), 1 <
M, then we can ensure the My(t) < M, Vt € [0,1] from Theorem Then we suppose
that there exists 0 < T < 1, such that for m < n — 1,Vt € [0,T], we have M,,(t) < M.
Then we will prove the case m = n.

Using the energy estimate in Theorem 2.3, we obtain the inequality

t t
Mn(t) S (Mn(o) + / ||F(Un_1, 6un—1)||22vk(Zd)d8> €Xp C/ Z Hg]k(un—lu aun—l)”lm(Zd)dS
0 o Tr

(3.4)
From the assumptions on F, ¢/* and induction hypothesis, the following inequalities hold

|F(un—1, Oup—1)| Sur [tn—1] + [Oun—1], Z 197 (tn—1, Oun 1)l oo 20y Sr 1.
Jik
Then we insert above inequalities into the energy estimate ([B.4]) and derive
M, (t) < Oy (M, (0) + CoMt) - et

where C1 is independent of M and Cy, C5 depend on M. Notice that M, (0) is independent
of n, T, M, thus we can take T' < M, 1, which is also independent of n, such that M, (t) <
M. Thus, we complete the induction and M, (t) < M, Vt € [0,T],Vn.

Step 3: Next, we will show that {u,,} is a Cauchy sequence in C*([0,77];¢**(Z%)). No-
tice that, from the iteration in B3], it suffices to show {uy,} is a Cauchy sequence in
C([0,T]; £2*(Z%)) and iteration gives the following equation

10y (U, — Upn—1) + gjk(umfl, ) + Qg (U, — Upm—1) = (),

(%) = F (-1, Otm—1) = F (Un—2, Ot —2)+ [ 97" (Um—2, Ottm—2) — g7% (tm—1, Ot —1) |- Ojptim—1.

Thus, from the uniform boundedness of ||, (-, t)||¢2.x(z4)y and assumptions on ¢/*, F, we
deduce that

(*) = OM(|um,1 — ’U,m72| —+ |8Um,1 — 8Um,2|).
Then we define C,, (t) as follows to describe the difference of each term in {u,}
Om(t) = ||um(-, t) - umfl(-, t)”p,k(zd).

From the above estimate, we can apply the energy estimate in Theorem and obtain

Co(t) < c/t Crn_1(s)ds, (3.5)
0
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where C'is a positive constant that only depends on M, T. Then we apply (B3] for m times
and get the following inequality

Cm(t) < Cm/// Co(s1)ds1dsg - dsy, S (Ct% )
0<s1<s2< <5 <t m:

Thus, {u,,} is a Cauchy sequence in C*([0,T7]; ¢**(Z?)) and we denote its limit as u, then
u € CY([0,T]; £2*(Z%)) is a classical solution to the equation (LI)).
Step 4: In the last step, we will show the continuation criterion. From the above argument,
we have seen that if |[u(-,)[/s2.(za) is bounded in [0,7™), then we can extend the solution
over T*. Therefore, we just need to show the weaker assumption ||u(:,t)||ge(za) is bounded
in [0,7*) can imply stronger assumption [u(-,)[|s2.x(zay is bounded in [0, T™).

Letting n — oo in the estimate (B4, we can obtain

t t
M(t) < (M(O) +/ ||F(U75U)||fz2wk(zd)d8> - exp C/ > llg”* (u, 0u) | zayds |
0 0 3.k

where M (t) = ||u(:,t)||s2.%(z4). Notice that the following inequalities
|, 0u)| Sar ful +10ul, Y 119 (w, 0u)lls zay Sar 1,
Jok
only require [[u(-,?)||go(za) is uniformly bounded in ¢ € [0,T]. Therefore, we can further
derive the estimate as follows

M(t) <arp- <M(O) + /OtM(s)ds> .

Then the Gronwall inequality directly ensures the boundedness of [[u(-,1)||s2.x(za), that’s
prove the continuation criterion. O

As a direct corollary of above Theorem [[.8] we can obtain the global existence of discrete
semilinear Schrodinger equation (2.

Proof of Theorem[.3. Based on the continuation criterion in Theorem [[8 it suffices to
show ||u(,t)[[s2(z¢) is bounded. Notice that, we have the mass conservation in Theorem
211 which completes the whole proof. O

Remark 3.3. Notice that, the following backward discrete semilinear Schrodinger equation

1
—idu(z,t) + =Au(z, t) = plufP"tu, p=+1, p>1,
vu(z,t) + S Au(z, t) = plul 1 P (3:6)

u(z,0) = ug(z), (z,t) € Z% x R,

also has a global classical solution with initial data ug € ¢**(Z%). To be more concrete,
the equation (B8] also has the following mass conservation
lu(-st)|le2zay = llwolle2(zay,

which can be similarly derived as in Theorem [2Z.Jl Then based on the continuation criterion
given by Theorem [[L§ we can immediately obtain the existence of global solution to the
backward discrete semilinear Schrodinger equation ([B.6). Furthermore, the global well-
posedness result can be generalized to the following equation

i0u(z,t) + alAu(z, t) = BF([ul*)u, a,3 € R
u(z,0) = up(x), (x,t) € 2% x R,
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where F' € C(R). In particular, the discrete nonlinear Schrodinger equation with saturable
nonlinearity, in which F(u) = ﬁ, has unique and global classical solution. For more

studies on the saturable case, we refer to [HMSK04 [SKHMO04].

4. THE SMOOTH DEPENDENCE AND ANALYTIC DEPENDENCE

In this section, we will show that the solution to the equation ([2]) depends smoothly
on the initial data, when p is odd positive integer, which we call the algebraic case. To
specifically illustrate this idea, we need to briefly recall the definition of Fréchet derivative
and it’s higher order extension, see page 619, 627 in [Suh13].

Definition 4.1. Let U and V be normed spaces and map 7" : U — V is possibly nonlinear.
If there exists a bounded linear operator T"(u) € B(U, V), for some u € U, s.t.

IT(u+ Au) = T(w) = T'(w)Au]|

lim =0,

I1au]—0 [[Aul
for all Au € U, then T"(u) is called the Fréchet derivative of T' at u. The second order
Fréchet derivative of T is defined as the Fréchet derivative of T’ and so on so forth. Equiv-
alently, we can express the higher order Fréchet derivatives as multilinear maps, which
provide a more explicit idea of higher order Fréchet derivatives.

Suppose the Fréchet derivative exists, then we define the second order Fréchet derivative
at u e U as

T"(u)(v1,v2) = lim T(u+ tw)(v1) = T'(u)(v1)
t—0 t
for all vi,ve € U, if the above limit exists and T"(u) € B(U x U, V). For convenience,
we denote T = T and T(®) = T”, then we inductively define higher order derivatives.
Suppose T"1) exists, the n-order Fréchet derivative at u € U is defined by

n71 DY _— n71 DY
T(n) (u)(vl . Un) — lim T (u + tvn)(vlv avn71> T (’UJ)(’Ul, 7'Un71>
’ ’ t—0 t

for all vq,---,v, € U, if the above limit exists and T ¢ B(U™, V), where U" =
Ux---xU.
—_———

n times

)

3

Before we state the definition of ¥, we shall first introduce some useful notations to
simplify their expressions.
Definition 4.2. For n € Z*, T = (e1,€2, -+, €,) is called n-signal, if ¢; € {0,1}, j =
1,2,--+ ,n.
Suppose 1 < ky < ky <--- < kp_1 <k, =n, then we call
T = [(ilu e 7ik71); (i/ﬁ-‘rla e 7i/€2); Tty (ik?pfr‘rla e 7i7€p)] B

the n-partition, if {i1,42, - ,ix, 1,0k, }={1,2,-- ,n}. Additionally, we use |7 := p to
denote the number of groups in this partition.

For example, 7 = [(1, 3); (2); (4)] is 4-partition, with ||7]| = 3 and 7/ = [(1, 5, 6); (3, 2); (4); (7)]

is 7-partition, with |7’|| = 4. It’s noteworthy that we will distinguish the cases with same
group but different arrangements, such as

[(1,3); (2); (] # [(3,1); (2); ()], [(1,5,6);(3,2); (4); (T)] # [(1,5,6); (3,2); (7); (4)] -

We define the set 7, which consists of p elements with the following form

[(7;17"' 7’Lk1)a ;(ikm,lJrl;"' 7’Lkm7n+1)7 ;(ikp,rkl;"' 7ikp)} )
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where 1 < m < p. For example, if 7 = [(1,3);(2); (4)], then 7 is the set
{I(1,3,5); (2); ()], [(1,3);(2,5); (4)], [(1,3); (2); (4, 5)]}-

Definition 4.3. For m = 0 or 1, suppose U = (>™(Z%), V = C([0,T); ¢>™(Z%)), L =
{LF}%e , is a family of multilinear maps, where L* : U¥ — V is k-linear map. Then for
n-partition 7 and ||7]|-signal T

= [(il,... iy ); iyt 0k )5 - - ;(ik%ﬁl,... ,ikp)] ;Y= (e1, e, - ,ep),
we define L™Y : U™ — V, for all vi,va, -, v, € U, as follows,

LT (g, 09, yvp) i= [LF (vy,, - - 7%1)](61) "'[Lkp_kp’l(vikp,ﬁu"' 71,1.%)](61)),
where [A](©) means A, if € = 0, or 4, if e = 1. For example, if 7 = [(1,3); (2); (4)] and
T = (0,1,1), then we have

L™ (01, v9,v3,v4) = L?(v1,v3) - L' (v2) - L (vy). (4.1)

Definition 4.4. Form = 0 or 1, ug € (>™(Z%), the k-linear map ¥ (ug) : £>™(2%) x --- x £>™(2%) —

k times
C([0,T]; £2™(Z%)), for convenience we sometimes denote it as W%  is defined by follow-

ing induction. For k = 1, we define \1171“) as the solution map of the equation ({2, i.e.
Yoy € (2™(Z%), Ul (v1) satisfies

. 1 +1 _ -1 _ —
000, (v1) (1) + S AT, (v1) () = p <pT|‘1>(U0)|p LW (00) + E (o) P () %Om) ,

T (01)(2,0) = vi(z), (z,t) € ZxR.

(4.2)
Suppose \I!u0 is defined and for any vy, -+ ,vp_1, v € £2™(Z%), w = \Ifﬁo (U1, Vk—1,Vk)
satisfies the following equation ([3)
1
i0w(w,t) + 5 Aw(, 1) = p <Z ZFTMT((I)(uO))\IJZ:’T> , 43)
P :

w(z,0) =pr(z), (z,t) € Z xR,

where we follow the notations in Definition L2 and Definition 3] with L = W, LF = ¥% .
The first summation in the equation (£3) is over all k-partitions and the second summation

is over all ||7"|-signals.
Then we define \Ilﬁjl as the solution map of the equation [@4)), i.e. for any vq,- -, vk, Vg1 €
02m(74), w = \I/ffl(vl, e+ Uk, Ugy1) satisfies
dF, . dFpey— N\ .
Do, 1) + £ Aol 1) = p (ZZ (et o) + T ) W T+ <*>m> ,
Tk

w(z,0) =0, (z,t)€ZxR.
(4.4)
The last term ()& y is given by (x),» y = ZT,G;; FTk7'r(¢(u0))\IJ;;’T, where the meaning
of notation 7% follows from Definition =2).

Remark 4.5. To better illustrate the above notations in definition, we will calculate \I!io (v1,v2),
for any vy, vy € £2™(Z%), with p big enough to avoid trivialty. First, we notice that, in this
case, there are only one partition 71 and two signals T as follows

=[] T =(0)or (1)
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The corresponding Fr1 v (®(ug)) and \IIZ;T are given by

_ 1 _ - -
| (uo) [P ®(ug)?, T =Wl (v1) or WL (07).

+1 _
Fra 1 (®(u0)) = F5=|@(up)P~ or £

Thus, from the definition and calculation, we have the following correspondences

dFk'r dFk'r p2—1 _a——— p2—1
= (D = D(ug) [P0
= (@ (u0)) = | (uo) P ®(uo) or

. dF ... . . ~
The calculation of —=* is similar, we omitted. For the term in (*),1 v, we have 7! =

{[(1,2)]} and the following correspondences

(D (uo) [P~ @ (up).

_pt1

_ptl pt1l
- T2

(*)TI,T )

()2 (0, 12) (= 25 ()

or
-1 B — -1 - _
= 2 o) 00 W (o) (= 25 (o) )

Then substituting the above calculation into the equation ([@4]), we derive the solution map
given by U2 .

Then we state the relationship between ® and ¥, which will lead to the result of smooth
dependence on initial data.

Proof of Theorem [ 10 We just check the case k = 1,m = 0, as the rest of case is similar
and even simpler. From the definition of Fréchet derivative, we just need to prove for
vo,uo € 3(Z%) and |[vo — uo | ¢2(ze) — 0, we have

[@(vo) — (uo) — ¥y, (vo — o)l o, 1e2(z4y) = 0l[vo — wollez(za))- (4.5)

For convenience, we denote w := ®(vg) — ®(uo) — ¥}, (vo — uo).
From the Duhamel formula and definition of ®, we have the following identity

[@(v0) = P(uo)] (2,t) = 6”A/2(vo—uO)—w/O e!mB2 (1@ (ug) [P~ B (ug) — | (vo)[P~ @ (v0)) ds.

Similarly, using the Duhamel formula of \1171“) (vo — up) and the following first order Taylor
expansion of [z|P71z

1 —1 —
|2+ Az[P (2 + Az) = |27z + f%w—l Azt pT|,z|P-3z2 A7+ of|Az]),

we can obtain the identity as follows
' eesays (PEL p—1 S
oot = =i [ 302 (P2 @) (o) + PG BP0 un)? 5] + o) — ) ) s
0

Applying ¢2(Z%)-norm on both side and using the Minkowski inequality, we can deduce
that

t
lw(s Dlle2ze) Suo /0 [w (s 8)[le2(zayds + or([[vo = wolle2ze)), (4.6)

where the last term or(||vo — uol|s2(z4)) comes from the energy estimate in Theorem
and Gronwall inequality. Then we apply the Gronwall inequality again to (6]), we can
immediately deduce (3.
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Next, we will obtain the boundedness of W} . Still using the Duhamel formula of the
equation ([Z2) and applying ¢?(Z%)-norm on both side, with the Minkowski inequality, we
can similarly get

t
105 (W) 5 Dl @) Suo 012 za) +/O 190 (01) (-, 8) |l 62 2y ds.
Thus, the Gronwall inequality will directly yield the boundedness of \117110. 0

Based on the above smooth dependence result, we can actually establish the analytic
dependence result in some sense. Before we formally state this result, we shall briefly recall
the famous Cauchy-Kovalevskaya Theorem, see Theorem 1 in [KZ21].

Lemma 4.6. Suppose T,0 > 0 and F : (a — §,a + §) — R is real analytic near a and
y = y(x) is the unique solution to the following ordinary differential equation (ODE)

dy

R

& = Fly()) )
y(0) =a, xe€[-T,T],

then y = y(x) is also real analytic near zero.

Proof of Theorem [[.11. For simplicity, we only show the analyticity of u() in the case
p=3,m=0,u =1, the general case is parallel. From the definition of k"-order Fréchet
derivative, we can immediately obtain the following simple identity

dk
—u® (2,1 = U*(Aug)(uo, -+, ug), k=0,1,---
de =)\

Therefore Theorem [I0 directly implies that u(®) is a smooth function with respect to €.
Next, we will use Taylor expansion to express every order derivative of u(¥). Suppose that
we have the Taylor expansion as follows, for convenience we require 0 < € < 1,

) (2, 8) = uM (2, 1) + eulM (@, 1) + 2N (2,8) + -+ e"ulD (x,t) + 0o(e™).  (4.8)

Inserting ([@8) into equation (3] and comparing coefficients, we can obtain the following
equations (for simplicity we just state first three equations, which are representative enough)

i0u™ (x,t) + %Au(’\) (2,t) = (u™)?u™),
uMN (x,0) = Mug(z), (z,t) € 24 x R,

(4.9)

; (N) 1 (N) — (M))2 (>‘) ()\) A ( )
18 u €, t) + Au €, t) = (u + 2u ’LL( )

()‘)(:v 0) = ug(z), (z,t)€Z? xR,
i@tug‘)(x, t) + §Au§>‘)(x, t) = (u()‘))QE + QU(A)WUQ) + (u?‘))QW + 2u(>‘) O‘) u™,

()‘)(x 0)=0, (z,t)€2xR.
(4.11)
Next, we inductively control the £2(Z%)-norm of each u,. Choosing R > 0, s.t. ), luolle2(z4) <
R. First, applying the mass conservation in Theorem 1.1 into the above equation (£9),
we notice that |‘U(A)||C([O)T];g2(zd)) = Auoll2z+) < Co, where Cp is some constant only
depends on R. Using the Duhamel formula of the equation ([{I0), we can obtain

t
Y ) = e g i [ I (@O 4 2V ds. (412)
0
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Then we take ¢2(Z?)-norm on both side of [@IZ) and use the Minkowski inequality, we
obtain the inequality as follows,

t
A A
1™ ()l zay S luollerze + / [u$™ (-, 8) ]2 (z0) ds. (4.13)
0

Applying the Gronwall inequality on ([@I3]), we can immediately conclude that there exists
some constant C1, s.t. ||Ug>\)||c([07T];gz(Zd)) < C1l|uo||¢2(zay, where Cy only depends on R, T

Next, we suppose that ||u,(:‘) lleo,1)5e2(24)) < Ck||u0||§2(zd), k < n, where we regard u}) as
u™. Then we need to estimate ||U53:,21||C([01T];22(Zd)) by Chi1 ||u0||7;('%d), with some suitable

constant Cj41.
From the similar estimates as in ([@I2)-(I3) and simple product estimate as follows

I H Fillezey < H I fill 2 24y
=1 =1

we can derive the estimate ||u,(z)ﬁ1 o132z < Cna ||U0||?2JE%¢) by appearance law of the
inhomogeneous terms in the equations (£9)-([@I) and induction, where constant C), 41 is
defined as follows

Cop1 =K > Chy CryChy 1> 1, (4.14)
ki+ko+ks=n+1, 0<k;<n+1

for some constant K > 0 only depends on R,T. Then we just need to show that the
following series, given by the identity (£14)),

T) = Z Crz”, (4.15)
k=0

will converge in € (—4,4), for some § > 0. Indeed, to show the Taylor expansion of u(*+)
is equal to u*e) itself, it suffices to prove the Lagrange remainder

En—i-l dn+1

(n+1)! dent? u 1)

=M (2,8), A< N < Ate,

e=\

will converge to zero as n — oo. Notice that the above estimate is uniformly hold for any

u™), as the choice of {C}} only depends on R, T and is consistent for A < X < A +e.
Therefore, if we can show the convergence of ([{I3]), then by d’Alembert criterion, we

can immediately derive

\)

1 1
|un+l($7t)|n+1 < ||un+1||C(QT w2(zd)) = < (Crgr) ™+ - ||U0||52(Zd) < ||u0||62(Zd)~

SO

Thus for any € < W the Lagrange remainder will converge to zero as n — oo, which
02 (zd)

ensure the analyticity of u® at point A.
Notice that y = f(x) is the implicit function of the following equation
Ay — By® = Cx + D, (4.16)
where the constant A, B,C, D are given by

A::?,KCS_FL B =K, 01201, D = QKCS—FOO
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Differentiating the equation ([£I0) with respect to x, we can immediately show that y
satisfies the following ODE
dy C
dr ~ A—3By?*’ (4.17)
y(0) =7, z€R,
where 7 satisfies Ay — By®> = D. To ensure that A — 3By? > 0 in some neighborhood
of x = 0, it suffices to check D < %\/323 , which is a direct result of calculation. Thus
we can apply Lemma to ODE (@IT) and derive the analyticity of solution y in some
neighborhood of z = 0.
We now finish the whole proof of analyticity of u®, for all fixed ug € £2(Z%). O

Remark 4.7. From the proof of Theorem[L.TTl we can further conclude that the lower bound
of convergence radius of u®(z,t) is uniform in z € Z% and ¢ in any compact time interval.
5. THE SCATTERING THEORY OF DISCRETE SEMILINEAR SCHODINGER EQUATIONS

In this section, we will use the Strichartz estimates to establish the existence of wave
operator and asymptotic completeness in the energy space £2(Z4).

We first state the following useful Strichartz estimates, see Theorem 1.2 in [KT98|, which
is induced by the decay estimate of propagator e***/2 in Theorem 1 from [SK03].

Theorem 5.1. For the discrete free Schiodinger equation
1
10y + §Au =0,
u(z,0) = up(x), (x,t) € Z2¢ xR,
there exist two estimates as follows
1
u(s oo (zey S W”uoull(zd)u lu(-, O)lle2za) = lluolle2(za)-

Corollary 5.2. We call the exponent pair (q,r) is admissible, if the pair satisfies

1 d d
>2 d 2 3 -+ — < -
q,7 = 2, (quru )#(7007 )7 q+37"_6

If the equality holds in the last inequalily above, we say exponent pair (q,r) is sharp admis-
sible. Then there exist the following three Strichartz estimates

||6itA/2fHLff2(R><Zd) S flle2zay,
wéeﬂAﬂFuSMﬂpmaSHFhquwww

I ISR s)dslages ez S WL ey
s<t t “a

where (q,7),(q,7) are admissible exponent pairs.

For convenience, we introduce the Strichartz space and its dual space, which can state
the above Strichartz estimates in a uniform manner.

Definition 5.3. For some time interval I, the Strichartz space S(I x Z?) is defined as the
closure of Schwartz function with the following norm

”UHS(IXZd) = sup ||U|\L§z;(1x2d)-
q,r) admissible
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And we define N(I x Z%) as the dual space of Strichartz space S(I x Z%). By definition,
we see that

||F||N(I><Zd) < ||F||Lg/g;’(]><zd)'
Thus, the Strichartz estimates in Corollary 52] can be rewritten as the following uniform
estimates, with some positive constant Cy,

122 f | smxzty < Col fllez(zay,

|| / B2 F( 5)dsll 2z < Coll Fll vz,

|| / =982 5)dsl|sqgnzty < CollFlln ).
s<t

Next, we use above Strichartz estimates to give a proof of the existence and continuity
of wave operator.

Proof of Theorem[L.14 From the Duhamel formula and definition of the scattering, it suf-
fices to solve the following equation

u(z,t) = e 2y + iu/ elt=s)A/2 (Ju(-, )P~ u(-,s)) ds, t€[0,400). (5.2)
t
To solve the above equation (5.2]), we decompose the whole question into two parts. Fixing
T large enough, we first solve the equation (B.2)) in time interval [T, +00) and then extend
it to the whole time interval [0, +00).

With the assumption 6 < (p — 1)d, it’s not hard to verify the existence of exponents
0 < qir; <oo,i=1,2,3,4,5 satisfying the following conditions

1 1 1 1 1 1

, _ R

-7 R
q4 as q3 T4 5 T3

q={p-1aq, rn=@p-1r,
and (q1,71), (q2,72), (g3,73), (¢5,75), (Pgh, pry) are admissible exponent pairs. Indeed, we
can take

)

2(d+3) p+1
Q=r=qg=r3=q=r5=p+l1, QZ=7“2:Ta Q4=7”4:p—1-

Then we introduce the following norm, which is obviously controlled by the Strichartz norm
||U||So(1xzd) = ||U||L21e;1 (IxZ4) + ||v||qu'2e§T'2(1xzd)’
where [ is time interval. Then from the Strichartz estimates in Corollary 0.2 we can fix T'
large enough that
itA
e /2u+||50([T,+oo)xzd) <g,

where £ will be determined later. Then we will use the iteration below to construct a
solution to the equation (5.2

Un(z,t) = e ?uy + z',u/ elt=s)A/2 (Jun—1(,8)[P  up—1(,8)) ds, n>0, (5.3)
t

where we set u_; = 0. For convenience, we introduce the following maps D, N to simplify
our next discussion -
D: F(x,t) — iu/ A2 (L 5)ds,
t
N vz, t) = vz, t) [P oz, t).
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Then the equation (B3] can be equivalently written as

Un (2, 1) = e ?uy + DN (u,_1). (5.4)
Next, we claim that if £ small enough, then the following propositions are true

(Pn) + Nunllso(,4+00)xz2) < 4e,

__ c

. / / / / < —
(B = INCund ot sy nll b1t (17, ooy ey < Gy
where Cj is the constant in Strichartz estimates, see Definition [£.4]

First, from the choice of T', we see that (Fy) is true, then we just need to prove the above
propositions by induction, with the following chain

(Pa) = (Pa) = (Pas1)-

= [[lunf"~!

For (P,) = (P,), we just need to let ¢ < CLD and observe that

< (4e)P < =

— P
IV Gl s 25 ey zay = Wt s sy Co

For (P,) = (Pn11), we apply So([T, +00) x Z%)-norm on iteration (5.4) and obtain

) < ||eitA/2

||u7l||50([T,+oo)><Zd u+||50([T,+oo)><Zd) + ||DN(Un)||SO([T,+oo)de) (5.5)

<£+2Co-i<4£.

<e+ 2CO||N(un)||Lféé;/2([T,+oo)><Zd) < o

Thus, we complete the induction and, from the propositions (P,,) and (P,), control the
norms of u, and |u,|P"1u, in a very small scale, which will be essential in our following
contraction argument.

From the Hélder inequality and proposition (P, ), we also notice that

1N Cun) = N (un-1)ll (i voe)xzty) <IN (un) = NCun-a)ll o 0 )

S e~ = + lltn—1 [P~ un — ]

! 7,/ ’ ,,,/
L{3 033 ([T, +00) x Z) L3073 ([T, +00) xZ)

—1 -1
S (||un||1£21@;1([T,+oo)><Zd) * ”“"*1||Z£Zlé;1<[cr,+oo>xzd>) et = -1l Lgo 473 (7 400) x2)
S Ep_l ' ||un - UnflnS([T,Jroo)XZd)'
Then if € < 1, we can have
1
[N (un) — N(un—l)”N([T,Jroo)XZd) < 2—00 g — Un—1||s([T,+oo)de)-

Based on above estimate, we can immediately have the following contraction

Unt1 = tnlls(r,4+00) xz4) < DN () = DN (un—1)|ls([1,400) x 24)

1
< Col[N(un) = N(un—1)lln (7,400 xz0) < 5 - [un = tn-1lls((r, +00) <z

Thus, {u,} is a Cauchy sequence in S([T,+oc0) x Z%) C C([T, +o0);¢%(Z%)). We denote
its limit as u, which solve the equation (5.2]). Then we shall show that w solves the original
equation ([2)). From the expression of identity (B.2]), we see that

e_itA/2u(-,t) = uy + z',u/ e~ isA/2 (|u(, S)|p—1u(.75)) ds,
t

uy(x) = e TR 24 (., T) —ip /°° e isA/2 (Ju(-, s)[P~ u(-, s)) ds.
T
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Then we combine the above two identities and obtain
t
u(z,t) = DA 2y (. T) - iu/ eit=8)A/2 (Ju(-, )P~ u(-, s)) ds, (5.6)
T

which directly shows u satisfies the equation ([2]).

Finally, we just need to use the global existence theory of backward discrete semilinear
Schrodinger equation in Remark and extend the solution u to the whole time interval
[0,400). Then we can take ug(xz) = u(0) and the above proof shows the solution u, with
initial data ug, scatters to e**4/2y .

The uniqueness of such initial data uy comes immediately from the conservation of total
mass. Besides, the continuity of wave operator {24 can be similarly deduced from above
iteration procedure. O

Remark 5.4. Notice that, in the discrete setting Z<¢, if u € C([T, +00); £2(Z%)) and satisfies
the equation like (5.8]), then it’s actually a classical solution, as |u(wz,t)[P~ u(x,t) in left
hand side also belongs to C([T, +00); £2(Z%)).

Before we give the proof of asymptotic completeness for solutions with small initial data,
we shall introduce several key lemmas.

Lemma 5.5. If the exponent pair (py,qo) satisfies one of the following conditions

6+d 1 d

6— < — 4+ 5, pSpO;qOSZP; (p05q07d)¢(2p5p73)5

P Po o 3o
1 1 d 1 d p-1
p—1<qo,po <00, ——<—+—, <+ ;o 6<(p—1)d,
o p=17"p 3¢ 276  po ( )

and u, the classical solution to the equation (IL3), with initial data ug € (*(Z%), has bound-
edness in the norm below

(5.7)

llwll 2o g0 (0,400 x 24y < 0, (5.8)

then we have the asymptotic completeness for w.

Proof. If the exponent pair (pg,qo) satisfies the first condition, then it’s not difficult to
check the existence of admissible exponent pair (¢, r) s.t. (po,qo0) = (pq’, pr’).

From the Duhamel formula, solution u scatters to some asymptotic state v is equivalent
to conditional convergence of the integral [ e™®/2(|u(-,¢)[P~ u(-,t))dt in €2(Z%)-norm.
Thus, from the Strichartz estimates, it suffices to show |u[P~tu € N(]0, +oc0) x Z%). Then
we have following estimate

el ull o, 400y <2ty < MulP™ull g 10 ooy zty = Nl Er0 g0 0,0y sy < 0

Thus, we complete the proof of first part.
If exponent pair (pg,qo) satisfies the second condition, then there exist p;,q; > 0,1 =
1,2, 3 satisfying the following requirements
1 1 1 1 1
+ +

—t =, — 5.9
P2 p3 Q'1 g2 g3 (59)

1
rh’
po=(p—1p2, o= (p—1ao, (5.10)

with the admissible exponent pairs (¢1,71), (p3,g3). Indeed, the second condition is equiv-
alent to

1<QQap2<ooa 1<_+_a ’ GS(p_l)dv (511)
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and, to prove the requirements (59]) and (&I0), it’s suffice to show the existence of p1,q1 > 0
satisfying the following requirements

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
max{- — —,0} < — <min{=,1 — —}, max{- — —,0} < — <min{-,1— —},
2 p T 2 P2 2 @ 1 2 q2

d 1 d 1 d d
<—+-—<-

6 ‘p2 3¢ ¢ 3~ 6
Based on condition ([.I1]), we can use the intermediate value theorem to show the existence
of such p1,q1.

From the assumption 6 < (p—1)d in the second condition, we can obtain some admissible
exponent pair (g, r), such that (pq’, pr’) is also admissible. Then, just like the proof in first
part, we can derive that

P~ el v o, 400y xzty < Null o 1 o) xza)-

Therefore, it suffices to show the boundedness of ||ul|s(jo,+00)xz¢). From the assumption
po < 00, we can decompose the whole positive real axis [0, +00) into finite number of
sub-intervals, s.t. for each sub-interval I, we have

HUHLfOng(Ide) <,

where € > 0 to be determined later. Fixing one of above sub-intervals I and applying the
Strichartz estimates and Holder inequality, we can obtain the following estimate

—1
lulls(rxzay < llwolle2zay + [[|ul? u||ngé;g (Ixz)
-1 —
S ||U0||z2(zd) + ||U||ifolg0(1xzd)||U||Lf3423(1xzd) < ||U0||152(Zd) + P 1||“||S(I><Zd)-

Then we can take ¢ < 1 and deduce that

lulls(rxza<.,, 1-

~UQ

Summing over all sub-intervals, we can obtain the boundedness of ||ul| g0, +o0)xz4)- O

Remark 5.6. Obviously, the exponent pair (pg, qo) satisfies one of two conditions in (5.7])
exists. For example, when d = p = 3, exponent pairs (po, o) = (4,4), (3,5) can satisfy the
second condition. Another immediate but important fact is that the second condition is
stronger than the first condition, when 3 < d and 6 < (p — 1)d.

Next, we introduce a key lemma from Theorem 3 in [SK05|, which shows the stability
of global classical solutions with small data.

Lemma 5.7. If 6 < (p — 1)d, there exists ¢ = £(d) > 0 and constant C' = C(d), such that
whenever ||UQ||£2(Zd) < g, the corresponding global solution u satisfies the following bounds

1wl agr (j0,4-00)x 24y < C,
for all admissible pairs (q,).

Proof of Theorem [.16. From Lemma and Lemma [B.7 it suffices to find admissible
pairs (po, qo) satisfying the second condition in Lemma
For the case d < 3, we can take the ternary pairs (d, pg, qo) as follows

(@rorao) = (1, 2 o 1)) @061, ) (3,000 - 1),20 - 1)
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For the remaining case d > 4, we let the ternary pairs (d, po, qo) be
2d+3) 2(d+ ),
d ' d

%) if p<3.

From direct calculation, we see that the above ternary pairs are admissible and satisfy the
second condition in Lemma [5.5] O

6
(d, ifl+5<p<3
(d7p07 QO) =

(d7 2(]7 - 1)7

Remark 5.8. In the focusing case = —1, for any p > 1, there is no asymptotic complete-
ness. To be more concrete, we can construct the following soliton solution for focusing
Schrédinger equation,

u(z,t) = Q(z)e™, 7 > 0,

where @ is called ground state, satisfying the ground state equation as follows

~AQ(x) +27Q(x) = ~24 QPP Q. (5.12)

From Theorem 1.2 in [HX23], we see that the above ground state equation has a solution
Q € (?(Z%), which implies the soliton solution u € C([0,0);¢*(Z%)) is a classical solu-
tion. Applying the discrete Fourier transform, we can immediately show that there is no
asymptotic state uy. € £2(Z%) for the soliton solution u. Combined with the Theorem [16)
we directly show that, for 6 < (p — 1)d, the mass of soliton solution u or the £2(Z%)-norm
of ground state have strict lower bound as follows

[u, Ollezza) = 1Qlle2(za) = € = £(d) >0,

where the lower bound ¢ is independent of nonlinearity order p. Particularly, it also serves
as a complementary statement of [Wei99], in which M. Weinstein has proved that for
(p — 1)d < 4, there is no energy excitation threshold for every standing wave solution to
discrete nonlinear Schrodinger equation ([L2). To be more concrete, [Wei99] shows that
for any v > 0, there exists ground state @, such that ||Q||,2(ze) = v. In conclusion, for
the focusing case, it’s necessary to pose an upper bound for ¢2(Z%)-norm of initial data wuo,
ensuring the asymptotic completeness for corresponding u. Naturally, there is a problem of
finding the threshold of scattering for the focusing case, which was solved in the continuous
background, see [DRI5D], but is still unsolved for discrete background.

Remark 5.9. There still remains a tough problem of establishing scattering theory for
solutions with large initial data in defocusing case. The challenge stems from two inade-
quacies. The first is absence of the strong decay estimate, like the Morawetz estimate in
[LS78| [CKST04], to remove the requirement of norm boundedness (5.8)). The second is in-
sufficiency of the distinction between focusing and defocusing. For instance, in continuous
background, the positivity of conserved energy for defocusing case can control the H*(R%)-
norm of the global solution u, which surpasses the L?(R?%)-norm control provided by mass
conservation. However, in discrete background, H*(Z%)-norm is equivalent to £?(Z%)-norm,
meaning that the positivity of conserved discrete energy ([22) fails to provide more control
than conserved discrete mass (2.

6. SOME RELATED RESULT

In this section, we will establish the long-time well-posedness of the following discrete
nonlinear Schrédinger equation (G.I) with small initial data, as a direct consequence of the
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continuation criterion given in Theorem

{i@tu(x,t) + ¢7* (u, Ou)djpu(z, t) = F(u, Ou),

u(z,0) = cup(x), (z,t) € Z¢ x R. (6.1)

Theorem 6.1. For k=0 or 1, if ug € ¢**(Z%), then there exist 6 > 0 and constant K =
K (g%, F,uo,d) > 0 such that Y0 < & < §, the mazimal existence time T* > K log(log(1)).

Proof. For simplicity, we just deal with the case when ¢7*(u, 9u) = ¢7*(u) and F(u,du) =
F(u), as the general case is parallel. Based on the continuation criterion, it suffices to show
the total mass M(t) = [lu(-,t)| s2(z4) is bounded in time interval [0, K log(log(1))].

Notice that, with the continuity method, if for time interval [0,T], there exists R > 0
s.t. M(0) < & and the property(P) that V¢ € [0, 7], M(t) < R would imply M(t) < &,
then we can obtain M (t) < R,Vt € [0, T]. Therefore, the energy M (¢) is bounded in [0, 7],
which will ensure the existence of classical solution in [0,7]. Thus, in the following, we
choose A satisfying [|ug||¢2(ze) < A(to ensure M(0) < 42) and R = Ae = 2 (this can be
done if € is small enough). The whole theorem comes to show that for T < log(log(1)), the
property(P) is true on [0, T1.

For convenience, we introduce the following constant

M:_max{ max |gjk(x)|,m22)§|VF(x)|,1,d}.

Jokslw|<1

Then from the hypothesis M (t) < Ae = we immediately have the estimates below

10’
lg7* (Dl S M. NF @, )llexgzny < Ml 0)lae) = M- M(D).  (6.2)

Besides, applying the energy estimate in Theorem 23] we obtain

M@ <€ (o) + [[1PaeMlagb) o @ [ Sl e o

(6.3)
Combining (62) and (63), we can further get

M(t) < CeC'MT (M(O) + /O A M(s)ds) < CMOMT (M(O) + /0 t M(s)ds) .

We denote F := CMeC™M T then the Gronwall inequality directly implies
M(t) < Fe* M (0) < FefTM(0).

Notice that we have the following equivalences

A A 1
FefTM(0) < 75 — Fef'T < 3 = T < log(log(A)) ~ log(log(g)).

Thus, we complete the proof of property(P), which ensure the existence of classical solution
in time interval [0, K log(log(1))]. O

If we consider the traditional case with g/* = 14;;,, then we can derive better lower
bound of the maximal existence time.

Theorem 6.2. If g% = 16,1, then we have T* > K log(L), where K = K (F,ug,d) > 0.
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Proof. We still follow the continuity method in Theorem [l with the energy estimate in
Theorem instead of the energy estimate in Theorem Then we similarly choose A
such that Ae = & to ensure the ([G.2) and can obtain

M(t) < M (M(O) + /Ot M(s)ds) .

Applying the Gronwall inequality, we can immediately derive the lower bound T* >
Klog(1). O
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