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THE WELL-POSEDNESS AND SCATTERING THEORY OF

NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER 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
Schrödinger equations and give a new proof of the global well-posedness of semilinear
Schrödinger 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 Schrödinger equation (DNLS) is an important model. In physics,
DNLS has strong connections with amorphous materials [KA00, KA99] and discrete self-
trapped beams [CJ88, ADAP+96]. In mathematics, the importance of DNLS is reflected
in two aspects. The first aspect is that it’s a direct analogue of the nonlinear Schrödinger
equation (NLS), which possesses a substantial amount of interesting theories, like the scat-
tering and soliton theories[Bou98, DR15a, Mur21, RSS03, GHW04], and has wide range
of applications in describing water waves [SW11, 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 Schrödinger equations in 1 dimension [Gra19]. 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 ∂ju for u ∈
⋃

0<p≤∞ ℓp(Zd) is defined by
the convolution operator u ∗ ϕj , where ϕj is given by

ϕj(m) :=

{ −4i
π(4a2−1) , if m = aej, a ∈ Z,

0, otherwise,

where {ej}
d
j=1 is the standard coordinate basis of Zd.

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 ∈ ℓ1(Zd) and g ∈ L1(Td), the discrete Fourier transform F and
inverse discrete Fourier transform F−1 are defined as

F(u)(x) :=
∑

k∈Zd

u(k)e−ikx, ∀x ∈ T
d,

F−1(g)(k) :=
1

(2π)d

∫

Td

g(x)eikxdx, ∀k ∈ Z
d,

1
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where Td is the d-dimensional torus parametrized by [0, 2π)d. Besides, the discrete Fourier
transform F can be extended to an isometric isomorphism between ℓ2(Zd) and L2(Td).

Then we point out the connection between discrete partial derivative ∂j and discrete
Laplacian ∆, see Proposition 2.1 in [HW24].

Proposition 1.3. For any u ∈ C0(Z
d),

∂ju = F−1
(
2i · sin(

xj

2
)F(u)(x)

)
, j = 1, · · · , d,

where x = (x1, · · · , xd), C0(Z
d) denotes the set of finitely supported functions on Zd. In

particular, we have ∆ =
∑d

j=1 ∂j ◦ ∂j.

Remark 1.4. We recall that the standard difference operator Dj is defined as

Dju(m) = u(m+ ej)− u(m), u : Zd → C, m ∈ Z
d.

However, direct calculation shows that ∆ 6=
∑d

j=1 Dj ◦Dj, which is one of major reasons for
introducing the discrete partial derivative ∂j . Besides, in some sense, the standard difference
operator Dj and discrete partial derivative ∂j are equivalent. To be more concrete, we have

‖∂ju‖ℓp(Zd) ≈ ‖Dju‖ℓp(Zd), ‖∂u‖ℓp(Zd) ≈ ‖Du‖ℓp(Zd), 1 < p < ∞,

where ∂ = (∂1, ∂2, · · · , ∂d), D = (D1, D2, · · · , Dd). For more details, we refer to Theorem
2.6 in [HW24] or [Rus00, Dun04].

Remark 1.5. The discrete partial derivative ∂j has direct connection with the famous frac-
tional discrete Laplacian (−∆)

α
2 , which is extensively studied, for example, in [CA23,

CR18].

Before we present our main results, we shall briefly introduce the definition of weighted
ℓp(Zd) space.

Definition 1.6. For 0 < p ≤ ∞, α ∈ R, the ℓp,α norm is defined as

‖f‖ℓp,α(Zd) := ‖fα‖ℓp(Zd),

where fα(m) := f(m)〈m〉α,m ∈ Zd. The definition of 〈m〉 refers to the end of this intro-
duction. We write

ℓp,α(Zd) := {f : Zd → C; ‖f‖ℓp,α(Zd) < ∞}.

Remark 1.7. In the following, we will mainly focus on the ℓ2,k(Zd) space, k = 0 or 1, which
has an isomorphism with Sobolev Hk(Td) space, see Theorem 2.10 in [HW24].

Now, in the regime of ℓ2,k(Zd) space, we prove the local well-posedness of generalized
quasilinear Schrödinger equations and give a new proof of the global well-posedness of
semilinear Schrödinger equations.

Theorem 1.8. {
i∂tu(x, t) + gjk(u, ∂u)∂jku(x, t) = F (u, ∂u),

u(x, 0) = u0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R,

(1.1)

where we follow the Einstein’s summation convention, with ∂jk = ∂j ◦ ∂k. Then if gjk ∈
C1(R × Rd), F ∈ C1(R × Rd), F (0, 0) = 0 and initial data u0 ∈ ℓ2,k(Zd), k = 0
or 1, then there exists T > 0 and the equation (1.1) has a unique classical solution
u ∈ C1([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)). Furthermore, we have the continuation criterion that if maximal
existence time T ∗ is finite, then ‖u(·, t)‖ℓ∞(Zd) is unbounded in [0, T ∗).
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Theorem 1.9. For the semilinear Schrödinger equation



i∂tu(x, t) +

1

2
∆u(x, t) = µ|u|p−1u, µ = ±1, p > 1,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R,

(1.2)

where the case µ = −1 is called the focusing case and µ = 1 is called the defocus-
ing case, if u0 ∈ ℓ2,k(Zd), k = 0 or 1, then we have a unique classical solution u ∈
C1([0,+∞) ; ℓ2,k(Zd)).

Besides, we also give an explicit expression of higher order derivatives of the solution
map.

Theorem 1.10. For any T > 0, the map Φ : ℓ2,m(Zd) → C([0, T ]; ℓ2,m(Zd)), m = 0 or
1, is defined as the solution map of the equation (1.2), i.e. for any u0 ∈ ℓ2,m(Zd), Φ(u0)
satisfies




i∂tΦ(u0)(x, t) +

1

2
∆Φ(u0)(x, t) = µ|Φ(u0)|

p−1Φ(u0), µ = ±1, p > 1,

Φ(u0)(x, 0) = u0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R.

If p is a positive odd integer, then Ψk, see Definition 4.4, is kth-order Fréchet derivative
of Φ and, for any fixed u0 ∈ ℓ2,m(Zd), Ψk

u0
= Ψk(u0) is a bounded k-linear map from

ℓ2,m(Zd)× · · · × ℓ2,m(Zd)︸ ︷︷ ︸
k times

to C([0, T ]; ℓ2,m(Zd)).

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

Theorem 1.11. Let p be a positive odd integer and u(ε) ∈ C1([0, T ]; ℓ2,m(Zd)), m = 0 or
1, ∀ε ∈ R, be the classical solution of the equation (1.2) with initial data εu0(x), i.e.



i∂tu

(ε)(x, t) +
1

2
∆u(ε)(x, t) = µ|u(ε)|p−1u(ε), µ = ±1, p > 1,

u(ε)(x, 0) = εu0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R,

(1.3)

where u0 ∈ ℓ2,m(Zd) is fixed. Then u(ε) is a real analytic function with respect to ε, 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,+∞) ; ℓ2(Zd)) to the semilin-
ear Schödinger equation (1.2) with initial data u(x, 0) = u0(x) ∈ ℓ2(Zd) scatters in ℓ2(Zd)
to a solution of the free Schödinger equation with initial data u+ ∈ ℓ2(Zd) as t → +∞ if

‖u(·, t)− eit∆/2u+‖ℓ2(Zd) → 0, t → ∞,

or equivalently
‖e−it∆/2u(·, t)− u+‖ℓ2(Zd) → 0, t → ∞.

Definition 1.13. If for every asymptotic state u+ ∈ ℓ2(Zd), there exists a unique initial
data u0 ∈ ℓ2(Zd), whose corresponding global classical solution u ∈ C1([0,+∞) ; ℓ2(Zd))
scatters to eit∆/2u+ as t → +∞. Then the wave operator Ω+ : ℓ2(Zd) → ℓ2(Zd) is defined
by Ω+(u+) := u0.

Definition 1.14. If the wave operator Ω+ : ℓ2(Zd) → ℓ2(Zd) exists and is surjective i.e. for
any classical solution u ∈ C1([0,+∞) ; ℓ2(Zd)) to equation (1.2), there exists u+ ∈ ℓ2(Zd)
and u scatters to eit∆/2u+, then we say that we have the asymptotic completeness for u.
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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 Ω+ : ℓ2(Zd) → ℓ2(Zd) exists and
it’s continuous in the ℓ2(Zd)-norm.

Theorem 1.16. If 6 ≤ (p − 1)d, then there exists ε = ε(d) > 0, such that whenever
‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd) ≤ ε, 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 1.8 and The-
orem 1.9. In Section 4, we present the explicit expression of Ψk and give the proofs of
Theorem 1.10 and Theorem 1.11. In Section 5, we finish the proofs of Theorem 1.15 and
Theorem 1.16. Finally, some related results about the long-time well-posedness theory will
be presented.
Notation.

• By u ∈ Ck([0, T ];B)(or Lp([0, T ];B)) for a Banach space B, we mean u is a
Ck(or Lp) map from [0, T ] to B; see page 301 in [Eva22].

• By u ∈ C0(Z
d × [0, T ]), we mean u has compact support on Zd × [0, T ].

• By A . B (resp. A ≈ B), we mean there is a positive constant C, such that
A ≤ CB (resp. C−1B ≤ A ≤ CB). If the constant C depends on p, then we write
A .p B (resp. A ≈p B).

• By T ∈ B(U, V ) for normed spaces U, V , we mean T : U → V is a bounded linear
map.

• Set 〈m〉 := (1 + |m|2)1/2 and |m| := (
∑d

j=1 |mj |
2)1/2 for m = (m1, · · · ,md) ∈ Zd.

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 Schrödinger 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,
see [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 ]; ℓ2(Zd)), we define the mass and energy as follows

Mdisc[t] :=
∑

k∈Zd

|u(k, t)|2, (2.1)

Edisc[t] :=
∑

k∈Zd

|∂u(k, t)|2 +
2µ

p+ 1
|u(k, t)|p+1. (2.2)

Since for any v ∈ ℓ2(Zd), we have the following identity
∑

k∈Zd

|∂v(k)|2 =
∑

k∈Zd

|Dv(k)|2,

the energy can be rewritten as

Edisc[t] :=
∑

k∈Zd

|Du(k, t)|2 +
2µ

p+ 1
|u(k, t)|p+1. (2.3)
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Theorem 2.1. If u0 ∈ ℓ2(Zd) and u ∈ C1([0, T ]; ℓ2(Zd)) is a classical solution to the
equation (1.2), then we have the following two conservations,

Mdisc[t] ≡ M [0], Edisc[t] ≡ Edisc[0].

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 Mdisc[t] and obtain

d

dt
Mdisc[t] =

∑

k∈Zd

∂tu(k, t)u(k, t) + u(k, t)∂tu(k, t). (2.4)

Substituting the equation (1.2) into (2.4) and applying integration by part formula for the
discrete partial derivative, see Theorem 2.7 in [HW24], we can derive

=
i

2

∑

k∈Zd

∆u(k, t)u(k, t)− u(k, t)∆u(k, t) = 0.

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 (1.2) and get

i∂tF(u)(x, t) − 2 sin2(
x

2
) · F(u)(x, t) = µF(|u|p−1u). (2.5)

Then we differentiate (2.2) and use the fact that discrete Fourier transform F is an isometric
isomorphism between ℓ2(Zd) and L2(Td),

d

dt
Edisc[t] =

d

dt

(
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

|F(∂u)(x, t)|2dx

)
+

d

dt

(
∑

k∈Z

2µ

p+ 1
|u(k, t)|p+1

)
≡ (I) + (II).

Substituting (2.5) into (I), we can further obtain

(I) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

4 sin2(
x

2
) ·
(
∂tF(u)(x, t)F(u)(x, t) + F(u)(x, t)∂tF(u)(x, t)

)
dx

=
−2µ

2π

∫ 2π

0

∂tF(u)(x, t) · F(|u|p−1u) + F(|u|p−1u)∂tF(u)(x, t) dx

= −2µ
∑

k∈Z

∂tu(k, t) · |u|p−1u+ |u|p−1u · ∂tu(k, t) = −(II).

Thus, we proved the mass and energy of the equation (1.2) are conserved. �

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




i∂tu(x, t) +

1

2
∆u(x, t) = F (x, t),

u(x, 0) = u0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R.

(2.6)

Theorem 2.2. If u0 ∈ ℓ2,k(Zd), k = 0, 1, 2 · · · , and u ∈ C1([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)) is a classical
solution to the equation (2.6), then we have the following estimate

‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2,k(Zd) . (1 + tk)

(
‖u0‖ℓ2,k(Zd) +

∫ t

0

‖F (·, s)‖ℓ2,k(Zd)ds

)
.
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Proof. Notice that, applying the fact that discrete Fourier transform F is an isomorphism
between ℓ2,k(Zd) and Hk(Td), see Remark 1.7. We can immediately derive the estimate as
follows

‖eit∆/2u0‖ℓ2,k(Zd) . (1 + tk)‖u0‖ℓ2,k(Zd),

where the operator eit∆/2 is defined as

eit∆/2u := F−1
(
eitK(ξ)/2F(u)(ξ)

)
, ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξd) ∈ T

d,

with K(ξ) =
∑d

j=1(2 − 2 cos(ξj)). Then the whole theorem is a direct consequence of the
following Dunamel formula

u(x, t) = eit∆/2u0 − iµ

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆/2F (x, s)ds.

�

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(x, t) + gjk(x, t)∂jku(x, t) = F (x, t),

u(x, 0) = u0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R.

(2.7)

Theorem 2.3. For k = 0 or 1, if gjk ∈ L1([0, T ]; ℓ∞(Zd)), F ∈ L1([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)),
u0 ∈ ℓ2,k(Zd) and u ∈ C1([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)) is a classical solution to equation (2.7), then we
have the following estimate with some constant C > 0

‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2,k(Zd) .

(
‖u0‖ℓ2,k(Zd) +

∫ t

0

‖F (·, s)‖ℓ2,k(Zd)

)
·exp


C

∫ t

0

∑

j,k

‖gjk(·, s)‖ℓ∞(Zd)ds


 .

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(t) =
∑

k∈Zd

|u(k, t)|2.

Then we differentiate the total mass with respect to time variable t and substitute the
equation (2.7)

dM(t)

dt
= i

∑

k∈Zd

(
gjk(k, t)∂jku(k, t)− F (k, t)

)
·u(k, t)−u(k, t) ·(gjk(k, t)∂jku(k, t)− F (k, t))

. ‖F (·, t)‖ℓ2(Zd)M(t)
1
2 +

∑

j,k

‖gjk(·, t)‖ℓ∞(Zd)M(t).

In the above inequality, we use the estimate ‖∂jku‖ℓ2,k(Zd) . ‖∂ju‖ℓ2,k(Zd) . ‖u‖ℓ2,k(Zd)

from Theorem 2.14 in [HW24]. Then the energy estimate can be directly derived by the
Gronwall inequality. �

3. The existence of solution to generalized discrete Schrödinger 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 Schrödinger equation (1.1) and the global existence of discrete semilinear Schrödinger
equation (1.2) i.e. Theorem 1.8 and Theorem 1.9.
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Before we establish the local existence of generalized discrete nonlinear Schrödinger
equations, we shall first establish the existence of solution to generalized discrete inhomo-
geneous Schrödinger equation (2.7), 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 (2.7) with vanishing initial data, if it
satisfies the following identity for any φ ∈ C∞

0 ((0, T )× Zd)
∫ T

0

∑

m∈Zd

F (m, t)φ(m, t)dt =

∫ T

0

∑

m∈Zd

u(m, t)Lφ(m, t)dt,

where Lφ(x, t) := i∂tφ(x, t) + ∂jk(gjk(x, t)φ(x, t)).

Theorem 3.2. For k = 0 or 1, if gjk ∈ L1([0, T ]; ℓ∞(Zd)) ∩ C([0, T ]; ℓ∞(Zd)), F ∈
L1([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd))∩C([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)), u0 ∈ ℓ2,k(Zd), then the equation (2.7) has a classical
solution u ∈ C1([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)).

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 ũ = u−u0.
Next, we claim that

‖φ(·, t)‖ℓ2,−k(Zd) .T

∫ T

0

‖Lφ(·, s)‖ℓ2,−k(Zd)ds, ∀φ ∈ C∞
0 ((0, T )× Z

d), ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.1)

It suffices to prove the following estimate for any v ∈ C1([0, T ]; ℓ2,−k(Zd))

‖v(·, t)‖ℓ2,−k(Zd) .T,gjk

(
‖v(·, 0)‖ℓ2,−k(Zd) +

∫ T

0

‖Lv(·, s)‖ℓ2,−k(Zd)ds

)
.

The proof of this estimate is similar with the proof in Theorem 2.3, with the consideration
of total mass and differentiation with respect to t, so we omitted here.

Then we define the following linear space V and linear functional ℓF on it

V := L∗C∞
0 (Zd × (0, T )) = {Lv; v ∈ C∞

0 (Zd × (0, T ))},

ℓF (Lv) :=

∫ T

0

∑

m∈Zd

F (m, t)v(m, t)dt.

Based on the estimate (3.1), we can use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to derive the fol-
lowing boundedness

|ℓF (Lv)| ≤

∫ T

0

‖F (·, t)‖ℓ2,k(Zd)‖v(·, t)‖ℓ2,−k(Zd)dt .T,F,gjk

∫ T

0

‖Lv(·, t)‖ℓ2,−k(Zd)dt.

Since the space V can be naturally embedded in L1([0, T ]; ℓ2,−k(Zd)), then from Hahn-
Banach Theorem, ℓF can be extended to the whole L1([0, T ]; ℓ2,−k(Zd)). Notice that, the
dual space of L1([0, T ]; ℓ2,−k(Zd)) is L∞([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)), we can obtain the weak solution
u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)) to the equation (2.7). Considering the following equation in weak
derivative sense

i∂tu(x, t) + gjk(x, t)u(x, t) = F (x, t), (3.2)

we can immediately deduce that u ∈ C([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)). Applying above identity (3.2)
again, with the regularity assumptions on gjk, F , we can lift the weak solution u to the
classical solution, which belongs to C1([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)). �

Next, we will give a proof of Theorem 1.8.
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Proof of Theorem 1.8. We decompose the whole proof into 4 steps.
Step 1: We first set u−1 ≡ 0 and construct iteration as follows to approximate exact
solution to the equation (1.1)

{
i∂tum(x, t) + gjk(um−1, ∂um−1)∂jkum(x, t) = F (um−1, ∂um−1),

um(x, 0) = u0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R.

(3.3)

Based on the existence and uniqueness theory in Theorem 3.2, the above iteration (3.3) is
well-defined and each um is a classical solution. Similarly, we introduce the weighted total
mass for each um as follows

Mm(t) := ‖um(·, t)‖ℓ2,k(Zd).

We will show that there exist T > 0,M > 0 such that Mm(t) ≤ M , ∀m, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].
Step 2: We prove this statement by induction. TakingM large enough that ‖u0‖ℓ2,k(Zd), 1 ≪
M , then we can ensure the M0(t) ≤ M , ∀t ∈ [0, 1] from Theorem 2.3. Then we suppose
that there exists 0 < T < 1, such that for m ≤ n − 1, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], we have Mm(t) ≤ M .
Then we will prove the case m = n.

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

Mn(t) .

(
Mn(0) +

∫ t

0

‖F (un−1, ∂un−1)‖ℓ2,k(Zd)ds

)
·exp


C

∫ t

0

∑

j,k

‖gjk(un−1, ∂un−1)‖ℓ∞(Zd)ds


 .

(3.4)
From the assumptions on F, gjk and induction hypothesis, the following inequalities hold

|F (un−1, ∂un−1)| .M |un−1|+ |∂un−1|,
∑

j,k

‖gjk(un−1, ∂un−1)‖ℓ∞(Zd) .M 1.

Then we insert above inequalities into the energy estimate (3.4) and derive

Mn(t) ≤ C1(Mn(0) + C2Mt) · eC3t,

where C1 is independent of M and C2, C3 depend on M . Notice that Mn(0) is independent
of n, T,M , thus we can take T ≪ M, 1, which is also independent of n, such that Mn(t) ≤
M . Thus, we complete the induction and Mn(t) ≤ M , ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀n.
Step 3: Next, we will show that {um} is a Cauchy sequence in C1([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)). No-
tice that, from the iteration in (3.3), it suffices to show {um} is a Cauchy sequence in
C([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)) and iteration gives the following equation

i∂t(um − um−1) + gjk(um−1, ∂um) · ∂jk(um − um−1) = (∗),

(∗) = F (um−1, ∂um−1)−F (um−2, ∂um−2)+
[
gjk(um−2, ∂um−2)− gjk(um−1, ∂um−1)

]
·∂jkum−1.

Thus, from the uniform boundedness of ‖um(·, t)‖ℓ2,k(Zd) and assumptions on gjk, F , we
deduce that

(∗) = OM (|um−1 − um−2|+ |∂um−1 − ∂um−2|).

Then we define Cm(t) as follows to describe the difference of each term in {um}

Cm(t) := ‖um(·, t)− um−1(·, t)‖ℓ2,k(Zd).

From the above estimate, we can apply the energy estimate in Theorem 2.3 and obtain

Cm(t) ≤ C

∫ t

0

Cm−1(s)ds, (3.5)
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where C is a positive constant that only depends on M,T . Then we apply (3.5) for m times
and get the following inequality

Cm(t) ≤ Cm

∫ ∫
· · ·

∫

0≤s1≤s2≤···≤sm≤t

C0(s1)ds1ds2 · dsm .
(Ct)m

m!
.

Thus, {um} is a Cauchy sequence in C1([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)) and we denote its limit as u, then
u ∈ C1([0, T ]; ℓ2,k(Zd)) is a classical solution to the equation (1.1).
Step 4: In the last step, we will show the continuation criterion. From the above argument,
we have seen that if ‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2,k(Zd) is bounded in [0, T ∗), then we can extend the solution
over T ∗. Therefore, we just need to show the weaker assumption ‖u(·, t)‖ℓ∞(Zd) is bounded
in [0, T ∗) can imply stronger assumption ‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2,k(Zd) is bounded in [0, T ∗).

Letting n → ∞ in the estimate (3.4), we can obtain

M(t) .

(
M(0) +

∫ t

0

‖F (u, ∂u)‖ℓ2,k(Zd)ds

)
· exp


C

∫ t

0

∑

j,k

‖gjk(u, ∂u)‖ℓ∞(Zd)ds


 ,

where M(t) = ‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2,k(Zd). Notice that the following inequalities

|F (u, ∂u)| .M |u|+ |∂u|,
∑

j,k

‖gjk(u, ∂u)‖ℓ∞(Zd) .M 1,

only require ‖u(·, t)‖ℓ∞(Zd) is uniformly bounded in t ∈ [0, T ]. Therefore, we can further
derive the estimate as follows

M(t) .M,T∗

(
M(0) +

∫ t

0

M(s)ds

)
.

Then the Gronwall inequality directly ensures the boundedness of ‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2,k(Zd), that’s
prove the continuation criterion. �

As a direct corollary of above Theorem 1.8, we can obtain the global existence of discrete
semilinear Schrödinger equation (1.2).

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Based on the continuation criterion in Theorem 1.8, it suffices to
show ‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2(Zd) is bounded. Notice that, we have the mass conservation in Theorem
2.1, which completes the whole proof. �

Remark 3.3. Notice that, the following backward discrete semilinear Schrödinger equation




− i∂tu(x, t) +
1

2
∆u(x, t) = µ|u|p−1u, µ = ±1, p > 1,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R,

(3.6)

also has a global classical solution with initial data u0 ∈ ℓ2,k(Zd). To be more concrete,
the equation (3.6) also has the following mass conservation

‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2(Zd) ≡ ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd),

which can be similarly derived as in Theorem 2.1. Then based on the continuation criterion
given by Theorem 1.8, we can immediately obtain the existence of global solution to the
backward discrete semilinear Schrödinger equation (3.6). Furthermore, the global well-
posedness result can be generalized to the following equation

{
i∂tu(x, t) + α∆u(x, t) = βF (|u|2)u, α, β ∈ R

u(x, 0) = u0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R,
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where F ∈ C(R). In particular, the discrete nonlinear Schrödinger equation with saturable
nonlinearity, in which F (u) = 1

1+|u| , has unique and global classical solution. For more

studies on the saturable case, we refer to [HMSK04, CME06, SKHM04].

4. The smooth dependence and analytic dependence

In this section, we will show that the solution to the equation (1.2) 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 T : U → V is possibly nonlinear.
If there exists a bounded linear operator T ′(u) ∈ B(U, V ), for some u ∈ U , s.t.

lim
‖∆u‖→0

‖T (u+∆u)− T (u)− T ′(u)∆u‖

‖∆u‖
= 0,

for all ∆u ∈ 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 ∈ U as

T ′′(u)(v1, v2) = lim
t→0

T ′(u+ tv2)(v1)− T ′(u)(v1)

t
,

for all v1, v2 ∈ U , if the above limit exists and T ′′(u) ∈ B(U × U, V ). For convenience,
we denote T (1) = T ′ and T (2) = T ′′, then we inductively define higher order derivatives.
Suppose T (n−1) exists, the nth-order Fréchet derivative at u ∈ U is defined by

T (n)(u)(v1, · · · , vn) = lim
t→0

T n−1(u+ tvn)(v1, · · · , vn−1)− T n−1(u)(v1, · · · , vn−1)

t
,

for all v1, · · · , vn ∈ U , if the above limit exists and T (n) ∈ B(Un, V ), where Un =
U × · · · × U︸ ︷︷ ︸

n times

.

Before we state the definition of Ψk, we shall first introduce some useful notations to
simplify their expressions.

Definition 4.2. For n ∈ Z+, Υ = (ǫ1, ǫ2, · · · , ǫn) is called n-signal, if ǫj ∈ {0, 1}, j =
1, 2, · · · , n.

Suppose 1 ≤ k1 < k2 < · · · < kp−1 < kp = n, then we call

τ =
[
(i1, · · · , ik1); (ik1+1, · · · , ik2); · · · ; (ikp−1+1, · · · , ikp

)
]
,

the n-partition, if {i1, i2, · · · , ikp−1, ikp
}={1, 2, · · · , n}. Additionally, we use ‖τ‖ := p to

denote the number of groups in this partition.
For example, τ = [(1, 3); (2); (4)] is 4-partition, with ‖τ‖ = 3 and τ ′ = [(1, 5, 6); (3, 2); (4); (7)]

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

[(1, 3); (2); (4)] 6= [(3, 1); (2); (4)] , [(1, 5, 6); (3, 2); (4); (7)] 6= [(1, 5, 6); (3, 2); (7); (4)] .

We define the set τ̃ , which consists of p elements with the following form
[
(i1, · · · , ik1); · · · ; (ikm−1+1, · · · , ikm

, n+ 1); · · · ; (ikp−1+1, · · · , ikp
)
]
,
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where 1 ≤ m ≤ p. For example, if τ = [(1, 3); (2); (4)], then τ̃ is the set

{[(1, 3, 5); (2); (4)] , [(1, 3); (2, 5); (4)] , [(1, 3); (2); (4, 5)]}.

Definition 4.3. For m = 0 or 1, suppose U = ℓ2,m(Zd), V = C([0, T ]; ℓ2,m(Zd)), L =
{Lk}∞k=1 is a family of multilinear maps, where Lk : Uk → V is k-linear map. Then for
n-partition τ and ‖τ‖-signal Υ

τ =
[
(i1, · · · , ik1); (ik1+1, · · · , ik2); · · · ; (ikp−1+1, · · · , ikp

)
]
, Υ = (ǫ1, ǫ2, · · · , ǫp),

we define Lτ,Υ : Un → V , for all v1, v2, · · · , vn ∈ U , as follows,

Lτ,Υ(v1, v2, · · · , vn) := [Lk1(vi1 , · · · , vik1 )]
(ǫ1) · · · [Lkp−kp−1(vikp−1+1

, · · · , vikp )]
(ǫp),

where [A](ǫ) means A, if ǫ = 0, or A, if ǫ = 1. For example, if τ = [(1, 3); (2); (4)] and
Υ = (0, 1, 1), then we have

Lτ,Υ(v1, v2, v3, v4) = L2(v1, v3) · L1(v2) · L1(v4). (4.1)

Definition 4.4. Form = 0 or 1, u0 ∈ ℓ2,m(Zd), the k-linear map Ψk(u0) : ℓ
2,m(Zd)× · · · × ℓ2,m(Zd)︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

→

C([0, T ]; ℓ2,m(Zd)), for convenience we sometimes denote it as Ψk
u0
, is defined by follow-

ing induction. For k = 1, we define Ψ1
u0

as the solution map of the equation (4.2), i.e.

∀v1 ∈ ℓ2,m(Zd), Ψ1
u0
(v1) satisfies



i∂tΨ

1
u0
(v1)(x, t) +

1

2
∆Ψ1

u0
(v1)(x, t) = µ

(
p+ 1

2
|Φ(u0)|

p−1 ·Ψ1
u0
(v1) +

p− 1

2
|Φ(u0)|

p−3Φ(u0)
2 ·Ψ1

u0
(v1)

)
,

Ψ1
u0
(v1)(x, 0) = v1(x), (x, t) ∈ Z

d × R.

(4.2)
Suppose Ψk

u0
is defined and for any v1, · · · , vk−1, vk ∈ ℓ2,m(Zd), ω = Ψk

u0
(v1, · · · , vk−1, vk)

satisfies the following equation (4.3)




i∂tω(x, t) +
1

2
∆ω(x, t) = µ

(
∑

τk

∑

Υ

Fτk,Υ(Φ(u0))Ψ
τk,Υ
u0

)
,

ω(x, 0) = pk(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R,

(4.3)

where we follow the notations in Definition 4.2 and Definition 4.3, with L = Ψu0 , L
k = Ψk

u0
.

The first summation in the equation (4.3) is over all k-partitions and the second summation
is over all ‖τk‖-signals.

Then we define Ψk+1
u0

as the solution map of the equation (4.4), i.e. for any v1, · · · , vk, vk+1 ∈

ℓ2,m(Zd), ω = Ψk+1
u0

(v1, · · · , vk, vk+1) satisfies



i∂tω(x, t) +
1

2
∆ω(x, t) = µ

(
∑

τk

∑

Υ

(
dFτk,Υ

dz
Ψ1

u0
(vk+1) +

dFτk,Υ

dz
Ψ1

u0
(vk+1)

)
Ψτk,Υ

u0
+ (∗)τk,Υ

)
,

ω(x, 0) = 0, (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R.

(4.4)

The last term (∗)τk,Υ is given by (∗)τk,Υ =
∑

τ ′∈τ̃k
Fτk,Υ(Φ(u0))Ψ

τ ′,Υ
u0

, where the meaning

of notation τ̃k follows from Definition (4.2).

Remark 4.5. To better illustrate the above notations in definition, we will calculate Ψ2
u0
(v1, v2),

for any v1, v2 ∈ ℓ2,m(Zd), with p big enough to avoid trivialty. First, we notice that, in this
case, there are only one partition τ1 and two signals Υ as follows

τ1 = [(1)], Υ = (0) or (1).
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The corresponding Fτ1,Υ(Φ(u0)) and Ψτ1,Υ
u0

are given by

Fτ1,Υ(Φ(u0)) =
p+ 1

2
|Φ(u0)|

p−1 or
p− 1

2
|Φ(u0)|

p−3Φ(u0)
2, Ψτ1,Υ

u0
= Ψ1

u0
(v1) or Ψ1

u0
(v1).

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

dFτk,Υ

dz
=

dFτk,Υ

dz
(Φ(u0)) =

p2 − 1

4
|Φ(u0)|

p−3Φ(u0) or
p2 − 1

4
|Φ(u0)|

p−3Φ(u0).

The calculation of
dF

τk,Υ

dz is similar, we omitted. For the term in (∗)τ1,Υ, we have τ̃1 =
{[(1, 2)]} and the following correspondences

(∗)τ1,Υ =
p+ 1

2
|Φ(u0)|

p−1Ψ2
u0
(v1, v2)

(
=

p+ 1

2
|Φ(u0)|

p−1ω

)

or

=
p− 1

2
|Φ(u0)|

p−3Φ(u0)
2Ψ2

u0
(v1, v2)

(
=

p− 1

2
|Φ(u0)|

p−3Φ(u0)
2ω

)
.

Then substituting the above calculation into the equation (4.4), we derive the solution map
given by Ψ2

u0
.

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

Proof of Theorem 1.10. 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
v0, u0 ∈ ℓ2(Zd) and ‖v0 − u0‖ℓ2(Zd) → 0, we have

‖Φ(v0)− Φ(u0)−Ψ1
u0
(v0 − u0)‖C([0,T ];ℓ2(Zd)) = o(‖v0 − u0‖ℓ2(Zd)). (4.5)

For convenience, we denote ω := Φ(v0)− Φ(u0)−Ψ1
u0
(v0 − u0).

From the Duhamel formula and definition of Φ, we have the following identity

[Φ(v0)− Φ(u0)] (x, t) = eit∆/2(v0−u0)−iµ

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆/2
(
|Φ(u0)|

p−1Φ(u0)− |Φ(v0)|
p−1Φ(v0)

)
ds.

Similarly, using the Duhamel formula of Ψ1
u0
(v0 − u0) and the following first order Taylor

expansion of |z|p−1z

|z +∆z|p−1(z +∆z) = |z|p−1z +
p+ 1

2
|z|p−1 ·∆z +

p− 1

2
|z|p−3z2 ·∆z + o(|∆z|),

we can obtain the identity as follows

ω(x, t) = −iµ

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆/2

(
p+ 1

2
|Φ(u0)|

p−1 · ω(x, s) +
p− 1

2
|Φ(u0)|

p−3Φ(u0)
2 · ω(x, s) + o(Φ(v0)− Φ(u0))

)
ds.

Applying ℓ2(Zd)-norm on both side and using the Minkowski inequality, we can deduce
that

‖ω(·, t)‖ℓ2(Zd) .u0

∫ t

0

‖ω(·, s)‖ℓ2(Zd)ds+ oT (‖v0 − u0‖ℓ2(Zd)), (4.6)

where the last term oT (‖v0 − u0‖ℓ2(Zd)) comes from the energy estimate in Theorem 2.2
and Gronwall inequality. Then we apply the Gronwall inequality again to (4.6), we can
immediately deduce (4.5).
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Next, we will obtain the boundedness of Ψ1
u0
. Still using the Duhamel formula of the

equation (4.2) and applying ℓ2(Zd)-norm on both side, with the Minkowski inequality, we
can similarly get

‖Ψ1
u0
(v1)(·, t)‖ℓ2(Zd) .u0 ‖v1‖ℓ2(Zd) +

∫ t

0

‖Ψ1
u0
(v1)(·, s)‖ℓ2(Zd)ds.

Thus, the Gronwall inequality will directly yield the boundedness of Ψ1
u0
. �

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, δ > 0 and F : (a − δ, a + δ) → R is real analytic near a and
y = y(x) is the unique solution to the following ordinary differential equation (ODE)





dy

dx
= F (y(x)),

y(0) = a, x ∈ [−T, T ],
(4.7)

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

Proof of Theorem 1.11. For simplicity, we only show the analyticity of u(ε) in the case
p = 3,m = 0, µ = 1, the general case is parallel. From the definition of kth-order Fréchet
derivative, we can immediately obtain the following simple identity

dk

dεk
u(ε)(x, t)

∣∣∣∣
ε=λ

= Ψk(λu0)(u0, · · · , u0), k = 0, 1, · · ·

Therefore Theorem 1.10 directly implies that u(ε) is a smooth function with respect to ε.
Next, we will use Taylor expansion to express every order derivative of u(ε). Suppose that
we have the Taylor expansion as follows, for convenience we require 0 < ε < 1,

u(λ+ε)(x, t) = u(λ)(x, t) + εu
(λ)
1 (x, t) + ε2u

(λ)
2 (x, t) + · · ·+ εnu(λ)

n (x, t) + o(εn). (4.8)

Inserting (4.8) into equation (1.3) and comparing coefficients, we can obtain the following
equations (for simplicity we just state first three equations, which are representative enough)




i∂tu

(λ)(x, t) +
1

2
∆u(λ)(x, t) = (u(λ))2u(λ),

u(λ)(x, 0) = λu0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R,

(4.9)




i∂tu

(λ)
1 (x, t) +

1

2
∆u

(λ)
1 (x, t) = (u(λ))2u

(λ)
1 + 2u(λ)u(λ)u

(λ)
1 ,

u
(λ)
1 (x, 0) = u0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z

d × R,

(4.10)




i∂tu

(λ)
2 (x, t) +

1

2
∆u

(λ)
2 (x, t) = (u(λ))2u

(λ)
2 + 2u(λ)u(λ)u

(λ)
2 + (u

(λ)
1 )2u(λ) + 2u

(λ)
1 u

(λ)
1 u(λ),

u
(λ)
2 (x, 0) = 0, (x, t) ∈ Z

d × R.

(4.11)
Next, we inductively control the ℓ2(Zd)-norm of each uk. ChoosingR > 0, s.t. λ, ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd) ≪
R. First, applying the mass conservation in Theorem 1.1 into the above equation (4.9),
we notice that ‖u(λ)‖C([0,T ];ℓ2(Zd)) = λ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd) ≤ C0, where C0 is some constant only
depends on R. Using the Duhamel formula of the equation (4.10), we can obtain

u
(λ)
1 (x, t) = eit∆/2u0 − iµ

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆/2
[
(u(λ))2u

(λ)
1 + 2u(λ)u(λ)u

(λ)
1

]
ds. (4.12)
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Then we take ℓ2(Zd)-norm on both side of (4.12) and use the Minkowski inequality, we
obtain the inequality as follows,

‖u
(λ)
1 (·, t)‖ℓ2(Zd) .R ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd) +

∫ t

0

‖u
(λ)
1 (·, s)‖ℓ2(Zd)ds. (4.13)

Applying the Gronwall inequality on (4.13), we can immediately conclude that there exists

some constant C1, s.t. ‖u
(λ)
1 ‖C([0,T ];ℓ2(Zd)) ≤ C1‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd), where C1 only depends on R, T .

Next, we suppose that ‖u
(λ)
k ‖C([0,T ];ℓ2(Zd)) ≤ Ck‖u0‖

k
ℓ2(Zd), k ≤ n, where we regard uλ

0 as

u(λ). Then we need to estimate ‖u
(λ)
n+1‖C([0,T ];ℓ2(Zd)) by Cn+1‖u0‖

n+1
ℓ2(Zd)

, with some suitable

constant Cn+1.
From the similar estimates as in (4.12)-(4.13) and simple product estimate as follows

‖

m∏

i=1

fj‖ℓ2(Zd) ≤

m∏

i=1

‖fj‖ℓ2(Zd),

we can derive the estimate ‖u
(λ)
n+1‖C([0,T ];ℓ2(Zd)) ≤ Cn+1‖u0‖

n+1
ℓ2(Zd)

by appearance law of the

inhomogeneous terms in the equations (4.9)-(4.11) and induction, where constant Cn+1 is
defined as follows

Cn+1 = K
∑

k1+k2+k3=n+1, 0≤ki<n+1

Ck1Ck2Ck3 , n ≥ 1, (4.14)

for some constant K > 0 only depends on R, T . Then we just need to show that the
following series, given by the identity (4.14),

f(x) ≡

∞∑

k=0

Ckx
k, (4.15)

will converge in x ∈ (−δ, δ), for some δ > 0. Indeed, to show the Taylor expansion of u(λ+ε)

is equal to u(λ+ε) itself, it suffices to prove the Lagrange remainder

εn+1

(n+ 1)!

dn+1

dεn+1
u(ε)(x, t)

∣∣∣∣
ε=λ′

= εn+1u
(λ′)
n+1(x, t), λ < λ′ < λ+ ε,

will converge to zero as n → ∞. Notice that the above estimate is uniformly hold for any
u(λ′), as the choice of {Ck} only depends on R, T and is consistent for λ < λ′ < λ+ ε.

Therefore, if we can show the convergence of (4.15), then by d’Alembert criterion, we
can immediately derive

|u
(λ′)
n+1(x, t)|

1
n+1 ≤ ‖u

(λ′)
n+1‖

1
n+1

C([0,T ];ℓ2(Zd))
≤ (Cn+1)

1
n+1 · ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd) ≤

1

δ
‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd).

Thus for any ε < δ
‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd)

, the Lagrange remainder will converge to zero as n → ∞, which

ensure the analyticity of uε at point λ.
Notice that y = f(x) is the implicit function of the following equation

Ay −By3 = Cx+D, (4.16)

where the constant A,B,C,D are given by

A := 3KC2
0 + 1, B := K, C := C1, D := 2KC3

0 + C0.
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Differentiating the equation (4.16) with respect to x, we can immediately show that y

satisfies the following ODE 



dy

dx
=

C

A− 3By2
,

y(0) = γ, x ∈ R,

(4.17)

where γ satisfies Aγ − Bγ3 = D. To ensure that A − 3By2 > 0 in some neighborhood

of x = 0, it suffices to check D ≤ 2A
3

√
A
3B , which is a direct result of calculation. Thus

we can apply Lemma 4.6 to ODE (4.17) and derive the analyticity of solution y in some
neighborhood of x = 0.

We now finish the whole proof of analyticity of uε, for all fixed u0 ∈ ℓ2(Zd). �

Remark 4.7. From the proof of Theorem 1.11, we can further conclude that the lower bound
of convergence radius of uε(x, t) is uniform in x ∈ Zd and t in any compact time interval.

5. The Scattering theory of discrete semilinear Schödinger equations

In this section, we will use the Strichartz estimates to establish the existence of wave
operator and asymptotic completeness in the energy space ℓ2(Zd).

We first state the following useful Strichartz estimates, see Theorem 1.2 in [KT98], which
is induced by the decay estimate of propagator eit∆/2 in Theorem 1 from [SK05].

Theorem 5.1. For the discrete free Schödinger equation



i∂tu+

1

2
∆u = 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R,

(5.1)

there exist two estimates as follows

‖u(·, t)‖ℓ∞(Zd) .
1

|t|d/3
‖u0‖ℓ1(Zd), ‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2(Zd) = ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd).

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

q, r ≥ 2, (q, r, d) 6= (2,∞, 3),
1

q
+

d

3r
≤

d

6
.

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

‖eit∆/2f‖Lq
tℓ

r
x(R×Zd) . ‖f‖ℓ2(Zd),

‖

∫

R

e−s∆/2F (·, s)ds‖ℓ2(Zd) . ‖F‖
Lq′

t ℓr′x (R×Zd)
,

‖

∫

s<t

ei(t−s)∆/2F (·, s)ds‖Lq
t ℓ

r
x(R×Zd) . ‖F‖

Lq̃′

t ℓr̃′x (R×Zd)
,

where (q, r), (q̃, r̃) 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 ×Zd) is defined as the
closure of Schwartz function with the following norm

‖v‖S(I×Zd) := sup
(q,r) admissible

‖v‖Lq
tℓ

r
x(I×Zd).
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And we define N(I × Zd) as the dual space of Strichartz space S(I × Zd). By definition,
we see that

‖F‖N(I×Zd) ≤ ‖F‖
Lq′

t ℓr′x (I×Zd)
.

Thus, the Strichartz estimates in Corollary 5.2 can be rewritten as the following uniform
estimates, with some positive constant C0,

‖eit∆/2f‖S(R×Zd) ≤ C0‖f‖ℓ2(Zd),

‖

∫

R

e−s∆/2F (·, s)ds‖ℓ2(Zd) ≤ C0‖F‖N(R×Zd),

‖

∫

s<t

ei(t−s)∆/2F (·, s)ds‖S(R×Zd) ≤ C0‖F‖N(R×Zd).

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

Proof of Theorem 1.15. From the Duhamel formula and definition of the scattering, it suf-
fices to solve the following equation

u(x, t) = eit∆/2u+ + iµ

∫ ∞

t

ei(t−s)∆/2
(
|u(·, s)|p−1u(·, s)

)
ds, t ∈ [0,+∞) . (5.2)

To solve the above equation (5.2), we decompose the whole question into two parts. Fixing
T large enough, we first solve the equation (5.2) in time interval [T,+∞) and then extend
it to the whole time interval [0,+∞).

With the assumption 6 ≤ (p − 1)d, it’s not hard to verify the existence of exponents
0 < qi, ri < ∞, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 satisfying the following conditions

1

q4
+

1

q5
=

1

q′3
,

1

r4
+

1

r5
=

1

r′3
,

q1 = (p− 1)q4, r1 = (p− 1)r4,

and (q1, r1), (q2, r2), (q3, r3), (q5, r5), (pq
′
2, pr

′
2) are admissible exponent pairs. Indeed, we

can take

q1 = r1 = q3 = r3 = q5 = r5 = p+ 1, q2 = r2 =
2(d+ 3)

d
, q4 = r4 =

p+ 1

p− 1
.

Then we introduce the following norm, which is obviously controlled by the Strichartz norm

‖v‖S0(I×Zd) := ‖v‖Lq1
t ℓ

r1
x (I×Zd) + ‖v‖

L
pq′

2
t ℓ

pr′
2

x (I×Zd)
,

where I is time interval. Then from the Strichartz estimates in Corollary 5.2, we can fix T

large enough that

‖eit∆/2u+‖S0([T,+∞)×Zd) ≤ ε,

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

un(x, t) = eit∆/2u+ + iµ

∫ ∞

t

ei(t−s)∆/2
(
|un−1(·, s)|

p−1un−1(·, s)
)
ds, n ≥ 0, (5.3)

where we set u−1 ≡ 0. For convenience, we introduce the following maps D,N to simplify
our next discussion

D : F (x, t) 7→ iµ

∫ ∞

t

ei(t−s)∆/2F (·, s)ds,

N : v(x, t) 7→ |v(x, t)|p−1v(x, t).
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Then the equation (5.3) can be equivalently written as

un(x, t) = eit∆/2u+ +DN(un−1). (5.4)

Next, we claim that if ε small enough, then the following propositions are true

(Pn) : ‖un‖S0([T,+∞)×Zd) ≤ 4ε,

(̃Pn) : ‖N(un)‖
L

q′2
t ℓ

r′2
x ([T,+∞)×Zd)

= ‖|un|
p−1un‖

L
q′2
t ℓ

r′2
x ([T,+∞)×Zd)

≤
ε

C0
,

where C0 is the constant in Strichartz estimates, see Definition 5.4.
First, from the choice of T , we see that (P0) is true, then we just need to prove the above

propositions by induction, with the following chain

(Pn) ⇒ (̃Pn) ⇒ (Pn+1).

For (Pn) ⇒ (̃Pn), we just need to let ε ≪ 1
C0

and observe that

‖N(un)‖
L

q′
2

t ℓ
r′
2

x ([T,+∞)×Zd)
= ‖un‖

p

L
pq′

2
t ℓ

pr′
2

x ([T,+∞)×Zd)
≤ (4ε)p ≤

ε

C0
.

For (̃Pn) ⇒ (Pn+1), we apply S0([T,+∞)× Z
d)-norm on iteration (5.4) and obtain

‖un‖S0([T,+∞)×Zd) ≤ ‖eit∆/2u+‖S0([T,+∞)×Zd) + ‖DN(un)‖S0([T,+∞)×Zd) (5.5)

≤ ε+ 2C0‖N(un)‖
L

q′
2

t ℓ
r′
2

x ([T,+∞)×Zd)
≤ ε+ 2C0 ·

ε

C0
< 4ε.

Thus, we complete the induction and, from the propositions (Pn) and (̃Pn), control the
norms of un and |un|

p−1un in a very small scale, which will be essential in our following
contraction argument.

From the Hölder inequality and proposition (Pn), we also notice that

‖N(un)−N(un−1)‖N([T,+∞)×Zd)) ≤ ‖N(un)−N(un−1)‖
L

q′
3

t ℓ
r′
3

x ([T,+∞)×Zd)

. ‖|un|
p−1|un − un−1|‖

L
q′
3

t ℓ
r′
3

x ([T,+∞)×Zd)
+ ‖|un−1|

p−1|un − un−1|‖
L

q′
3

t ℓ
r′
3

x ([T,+∞)×Zd)

.
(
‖un‖

p−1

L
q1
t ℓ

r1
x ([T,+∞)×Zd)

+ ‖un−1‖
p−1

L
q1
t ℓ

r1
x ([T,+∞)×Zd)

)
· ‖un − un−1‖Lq5

t ℓ
r5
x ([T,+∞)×Zd)

. εp−1 · ‖un − un−1‖S([T,+∞)×Zd).

Then if ε ≪ 1, we can have

‖N(un)−N(un−1)‖N([T,+∞)×Zd) ≤
1

2C0
· ‖un − un−1‖S([T,+∞)×Zd).

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

‖un+1 − un‖S([T,+∞)×Zd) ≤ ‖DN(un)−DN(un−1)‖S([T,+∞)×Zd)

≤ C0‖N(un)−N(un−1)‖N([T,+∞)×Zd) ≤
1

2
· ‖un − un−1‖S([T,+∞)×Zd).

Thus, {un} is a Cauchy sequence in S([T,+∞) × Zd) ⊆ C([T,+∞) ; ℓ2(Zd)). We denote
its limit as u, which solve the equation (5.2). Then we shall show that u solves the original
equation (1.2). From the expression of identity (5.2), we see that

e−it∆/2u(·, t) = u+ + iµ

∫ ∞

t

e−is∆/2
(
|u(·, s)|p−1u(·, s)

)
ds,

u+(x) = e−iT∆/2u(·, T )− iµ

∫ ∞

T

e−is∆/2
(
|u(·, s)|p−1u(·, s)

)
ds.
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Then we combine the above two identities and obtain

u(x, t) = ei(t−T )∆/2u(·, T )− iµ

∫ t

T

ei(t−s)∆/2
(
|u(·, s)|p−1u(·, s)

)
ds, (5.6)

which directly shows u satisfies the equation (1.2).
Finally, we just need to use the global existence theory of backward discrete semilinear

Schrödinger equation in Remark 3.3 and extend the solution u to the whole time interval
[0,+∞). Then we can take u0(x) = u(0) and the above proof shows the solution u, with
initial data u0, scatters to eit∆/2u+.

The uniqueness of such initial data u0 comes immediately from the conservation of total
mass. Besides, the continuity of wave operator Ω+ can be similarly deduced from above
iteration procedure. �

Remark 5.4. Notice that, in the discrete setting Z
d, if u ∈ C([T,+∞) ; ℓ2(Zd)) and satisfies

the equation like (5.6), then it’s actually a classical solution, as |u(x, t)|p−1u(x, t) in left
hand side also belongs to C([T,+∞) ; ℓ2(Zd)).

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 (p0, q0) satisfies one of the following conditions




6 + d

6p
≤

1

p0
+

d

3q0
, p ≤ p0, q0 ≤ 2p, (p0, q0, d) 6= (2p, p, 3),

p− 1 < q0, p0 < ∞,
1

p− 1
≤

1

p0
+

d

3q0
,

1

2
≤

d

6
+

p− 1

p0
, 6 ≤ (p− 1)d,

(5.7)

and u, the classical solution to the equation (1.2), with initial data u0 ∈ ℓ2(Zd), has bound-
edness in the norm below

‖u‖Lp0
t ℓ

q0
x ([0,+∞)×Zd) < ∞, (5.8)

then we have the asymptotic completeness for u.

Proof. If the exponent pair (p0, q0) satisfies the first condition, then it’s not difficult to
check the existence of admissible exponent pair (q, r) s.t. (p0, q0) = (pq′, pr′).

From the Duhamel formula, solution u scatters to some asymptotic state u+ is equivalent
to conditional convergence of the integral

∫∞

0
eit∆/2(|u(·, t)|p−1u(·, t))dt in ℓ2(Zd)-norm.

Thus, from the Strichartz estimates, it suffices to show |u|p−1u ∈ N([0,+∞)× Z
d). Then

we have following estimate

‖|u|p−1u‖N([0,+∞)×Zd) ≤ ‖|u|p−1u‖
Lq′

t ℓr′x ([0,+∞)×Zd)
= ‖u‖p

L
p0
t ℓ

q0
x ([0,+∞)×Zd)

< ∞.

Thus, we complete the proof of first part.
If exponent pair (p0, q0) satisfies the second condition, then there exist pi, qi > 0, i =

1, 2, 3 satisfying the following requirements

1

p2
+

1

p3
=

1

q′1
,

1

q2
+

1

q3
=

1

r′1
, (5.9)

p0 = (p− 1)p2, q0 = (p− 1)q2, (5.10)

with the admissible exponent pairs (q1, r1), (p3, q3). Indeed, the second condition is equiv-
alent to

1 < q2, p2 < ∞, 1 ≤
1

p2
+

d

3q2
,

1

2
≤

d

6
+

1

p2
, 6 ≤ (p− 1)d, (5.11)
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and, to prove the requirements (5.9) and (5.10), it’s suffice to show the existence of p1, q1 > 0
satisfying the following requirements

max{
1

2
−

1

p2
, 0} ≤

1

q1
≤ min{

1

2
, 1−

1

p2
}, max{

1

2
−

1

q2
, 0} ≤

1

r1
≤ min{

1

2
, 1−

1

q2
},

1 +
d

6
− (

1

p2
+

d

3q2
) ≤

1

q1
+

d

3r1
≤

d

6
.

Based on condition (5.11), 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 (q, r), such that (pq′, pr′) is also admissible. Then, just like the proof in first
part, we can derive that

‖|u|p−1u‖N([0,+∞)×Zd) ≤ ‖u‖p
S([0,+∞)×Zd)

.

Therefore, it suffices to show the boundedness of ‖u‖S([0,+∞)×Zd). From the assumption
p0 < ∞, we can decompose the whole positive real axis [0,+∞) into finite number of
sub-intervals, s.t. for each sub-interval I, we have

‖u‖Lp0
t ℓ

q0
x (I×Zd) ≤ ε,

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

‖u‖S(I×Zd) . ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd) + ‖|u|p−1u‖
L

q′1
t ℓ

r′1
x (I×Zd)

. ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd) + ‖u‖p−1

L
p0
t ℓ

q0
x (I×Zd)

‖u‖Lp3
t ℓ

q3
x (I×Zd) . ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd) + εp−1‖u‖S(I×Zd).

Then we can take ε ≪ 1 and deduce that

‖u‖S(I×Zd).u0
1.

Summing over all sub-intervals, we can obtain the boundedness of ‖u‖S([0,+∞)×Zd). �

Remark 5.6. Obviously, the exponent pair (p0, q0) satisfies one of two conditions in (5.7)
exists. For example, when d = p = 3, exponent pairs (p0, q0) = (4, 4), (52 , 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 ε = ε(d) > 0 and constant C = C(d), such that
whenever ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd) ≤ ε, the corresponding global solution u satisfies the following bounds

‖u‖Lq
tℓ

r
x([0,+∞)×Zd) ≤ Cε,

for all admissible pairs (q, r).

Proof of Theorem 1.16. From Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.7, it suffices to find admissible
pairs (p0, q0) satisfying the second condition in Lemma 5.5.

For the case d ≤ 3, we can take the ternary pairs (d, p0, q0) as follows

(d, p0, q0) = (1,
6(p− 1)

5
, 2(p− 1)), (2, 2(p− 1),

4(p− 1)

3
), (3, 2(p− 1), 2(p− 1)).
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For the remaining case d ≥ 4, we let the ternary pairs (d, p0, q0) be

(d, p0, q0) =





(d,
2(d+ 3)

d
,
2(d+ 3)

d
) if 1 +

6

d
≤ p < 3

(d, 2(p− 1),
2d(p− 1)

3
) if p ≤ 3.

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

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

u(x, t) = Q(x)eitτ , τ > 0,

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

−∆Q(x) + 2τQ(x) = −2µ|Q|p−1Q. (5.12)

From Theorem 1.2 in [HX23], we see that the above ground state equation has a solution
Q ∈ ℓ2(Zd), which implies the soliton solution u ∈ C1([0,∞) ; ℓ2(Zd)) is a classical solu-
tion. Applying the discrete Fourier transform, we can immediately show that there is no
asymptotic state u+ ∈ ℓ2(Zd) for the soliton solution u. Combined with the Theorem 1.16,
we directly show that, for 6 ≤ (p− 1)d, the mass of soliton solution u or the ℓ2(Zd)-norm
of ground state have strict lower bound as follows

‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2(Zd) = ‖Q‖ℓ2(Zd) ≥ ε = ε(d) > 0,

where the lower bound ε 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 Schrödinger equation (1.2). To be more concrete, [Wei99] shows that
for any v > 0, there exists ground state Q, such that ‖Q‖ℓ2(Zd) = v. In conclusion, for

the focusing case, it’s necessary to pose an upper bound for ℓ2(Zd)-norm of initial data u0,
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 [DR15b], 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, CKS+04], 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 H1(Rd)-
norm of the global solution u, which surpasses the L2(Rd)-norm control provided by mass
conservation. However, in discrete background, H1(Zd)-norm is equivalent to ℓ2(Zd)-norm,
meaning that the positivity of conserved discrete energy (2.2) fails to provide more control
than conserved discrete mass (2.1).

6. Some related result

In this section, we will establish the long-time well-posedness of the following discrete
nonlinear Schrödinger equation (6.1) with small initial data, as a direct consequence of the
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continuation criterion given in Theorem 1.8
{
i∂tu(x, t) + gjk(u, ∂u)∂jku(x, t) = F (u, ∂u),

u(x, 0) = εu0(x), (x, t) ∈ Z
d × R.

(6.1)

.

Theorem 6.1. For k = 0 or 1, if u0 ∈ ℓ2,k(Zd), then there exist δ > 0 and constant K =
K(gjk, F, u0, d) > 0 such that ∀0 < ε < δ, the maximal existence time T ∗ ≥ K log(log(1ε )).

Proof. For simplicity, we just deal with the case when gjk(u, ∂u) = gjk(u) and F (u, ∂u) =
F (u), as the general case is parallel. Based on the continuation criterion, it suffices to show
the total mass M(t) = ‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2(Zd) is bounded in time interval

[
0,K log(log(1ε ))

]
.

Notice that, with the continuity method, if for time interval [0, T ], there exists R > 0
s.t. M(0) < R

2 and the property(P) that ∀t ∈ [0, T ], M(t) ≤ R would imply M(t) ≤ R
2 ,

then we can obtain M(t) ≤ R, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. Therefore, the energy M(t) is bounded in [0, T ],
which will ensure the existence of classical solution in [0, T ]. Thus, in the following, we
choose A satisfying ‖u0‖ℓ2(Zd) ≪ A(to ensure M(0) < Aε

2 ) and R = Aε = 1
10 (this can be

done if ε is small enough). The whole theorem comes to show that for T . log(log(1ε )), the
property(P) is true on [0, T ].

For convenience, we introduce the following constant

M := max

{
max

j,k;|x|≤1
|gjk(x)|,max

|x|≤1
|∇F (x)|, 1, d

}
.

Then from the hypothesis M(t) ≤ Aε = 1
10 , we immediately have the estimates below

‖gjk(u(·, t))‖ℓ∞(Zd) . M, ‖F (u(·, t))‖ℓ2(Zd) ≤ M‖u(·, t)‖ℓ2(Zd) = M ·M(t). (6.2)

Besides, applying the energy estimate in Theorem 2.3, we obtain

M(t) ≤ C

(
M(0) +

∫ t

0

‖F (u(·, t))‖ℓ2(Zd)ds

)
· exp


C′

∫ t

0

∑

j,k

‖gjk(u(·, s))‖ℓ∞(Zd)ds


 .

(6.3)
Combining (6.2) and (6.3), we can further get

M(t) ≤ CeC
′MT

(
M(0) +

∫ t

0

M ·M(s)ds

)
≤ CMeC

′MT

(
M(0) +

∫ t

0

M(s)ds

)
.

We denote F := CMeC
′MT , then the Gronwall inequality directly implies

M(t) ≤ FeFtM(0) ≤ FeFTM(0).

Notice that we have the following equivalences

FeFTM(0) ≤
Aε

2
⇐⇒ FeFT .

A

2
⇐⇒ T . log(log(A)) ≈ log(log(

1

ε
)).

Thus, we complete the proof of property(P), which ensure the existence of classical solution
in time interval

[
0,K log(log(1ε ))

]
. �

If we consider the traditional case with gjk ≡ 1
2δjk, then we can derive better lower

bound of the maximal existence time.

Theorem 6.2. If gjk ≡ 1
2δjk, then we have T ∗ ≥ K log(1ε ), where K = K(F, u0, d) > 0.



22 JIAJUN WANG

Proof. We still follow the continuity method in Theorem 6.1, with the energy estimate in
Theorem 2.2 instead of the energy estimate in Theorem 2.3. Then we similarly choose A

such that Aε = 1
10 to ensure the (6.2) and can obtain

M(t) ≤ M

(
M(0) +

∫ t

0

M(s)ds

)
.

Applying the Gronwall inequality, we can immediately derive the lower bound T ∗ ≥
K log(1ε ). �
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