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ABSTRACT. This is the first part of a two-paper series studying nonlinear Schrödinger equations with quasi-
periodic initial data. In this paper, we consider the standard nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Under the
assumption that the Fourier coefficients of the initial data obey a power-law upper bound, we establish local
existence of a solution that retains quasi-periodicity in space with a slightly weaker Fourier decay. Moreover,
the solution is shown to be unique within this class of quasi-periodic functions. In addition, for the nonlinear
Schrödinger equation with small nonlinearity, within the time scale, as the small parameter of nonlinearity
tends to zero, we prove that the nonlinear solution converges asymptotically to the linear solution with respect
to both the sup-norm ∥ · ∥L∞

x (R) and the Sobolev-norm ∥ · ∥Hs
x(R).

The proof proceeds via a consideration of an associated infinite system of coupled ordinary differential
equations for the Fourier coefficients and a combinatorial analysis of the resulting tree expansion of the
coefficients. For this purpose, we introduce a Feynman diagram for the Picard iteration and ∗[·] to denote
the complex conjugate label.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This is the first part of a two-paper series dedicated to studying nonlinear Schrödinger-type equations
with quasi-periodic initial data, given by the following Fourier series,

u(0, x) = V (x)

=
∑
n∈Zν

c(n)ei⟨n⟩x, x ∈ R. (1.1)

Here, 2 ≤ ν < ∞ is the dimension of a given frequency vector ω = (ωj)1≤j≤ν ∈ Rν , ⟨n⟩ = n · ω =∑ν
j=1 njωj stands for the inner product w.r.t. the given frequency vector ω, and {c(n)}n∈Zν represents

the collection of known initial Fourier coefficients.
Throughout, the frequency vector ω is assumed to be non-resonant, that is, rationally independent,

which means that ⟨n⟩ = 0 implies n = 0 ∈ Zν .
This two-paper series includes the following two parts:
I. The Standard Nonlinear Schrödinger Equation

i∂tu+ ∂xxu± |u|2pu = 0, 1 ≤ p ∈ N. (cNLS)

II. The Derivative Nonlinear Schrödinger Equation

i∂tu+ ∂xxu− i∂x(|u|2u) = 0. (dNLS)

For the sake of convenience, we refer to (cNLS)/(dNLS) together with (1.1) as the associated quasi-
periodic Cauchy problem. What we are interested in is to study the (global) existence and uniqueness
of spatially quasi-periodic solutions with the same frequency vector as the initial data to these equations.
Such a solution is defined by the following spatially quasi-periodic Fourier series

u(t, x) =
∑
n∈Zν

c(t, n)ei⟨n⟩x, (1.2)

where c(0, n) = c(n) for all n ∈ Zν , and c(t, n) is a family of unknown Fourier coefficients for all
n ∈ Zν on a suitable time interval.

This two-paper series has the following three sources of motivation.
The first one is a communication with the late Thomas Kappeler. In 2021, after we submitted our

manuscript on the generalized KdV equation with quasi-periodic initial data [DLXb], we received posi-
tive feedback from him. He asked whether our approach could be applied to other equations such as the
nonlinear Schrödinger equation with higher order non-linearity. Since then, we have discussed it several
times by email. However, he unfortunately passed away on May 30, 2022. With respect and admiration
we dedicate this two-paper series to the memory of Thomas Kappeler, a great mathematician.

The second one is from Klaus’s work [Kla23]. He pointed out that it is still an open problem to un-
derstand the existence, uniqueness and large time behaviour of the solutions to the nonlinear Schrödinger
equation with initial data that do not tend to zero as |x| → ∞, even for the completely integrable, one-
dimensional, cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation

i∂tu+ ∂2
xu− 2|u|2u = 0. (1.3)

The third one is related to the the so-called Deift conjecture for the celebrated KdV equation

∂tu+ ∂3
xu+ u∂xu = 0. (KdV)

Inspired by some global results on the periodic initial data problem for (KdV), see [Lax75, MT76], and
the discovery of quasi-crystals, Percy Deift proposed the following:

Conjecture 1. ([Dei08,Dei17]) If the initial data is almost periodic, the solution of (KdV) evolves almost
periodically in time. That is, the solution u(t, x) to (KdV) with almost periodic initial data is almost
periodic in time t and retains the same spatial almost periodicity as the initial data for all times.

Regarding this conjecture, there are some past and recent results in different categories: the almost
periodicity and quasi-periodicity of initial data, positive and negative answers.

In the 1970s, Lax [Lax75] and McKean and Trubowitz [MT76] considered (KdV) with periodic initial
data and they obtained a global result: the solution is almost periodic in time and it retains the same
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spatial periodicity as the initial data for all times. This is also one of the primary sources of motivation
for the Deift conjecture.

In the quasi-periodic setting, Tsugawa obtained a local result under a polynomial decay condition in
the Fourier space, i.e., |c(n)| ≲ (1 + |n|)−ρ, where ρ is large. The proof method he used is based on
Bourgain’s Fourier restriction norm method.

Later, also in the quasi-periodic setting, under an exponential decay condition in the Fourier space, i.e.,
|c(n)| ≲ e−κ|n|, Damanik and Goldstein proved a global result. They first used an explicit combinatorial
analysis method to obtain a local result, and then applied the complete integrability structure of (KdV),
that is, the Lax pair structure, to get a global result [DG16]. In general, the crucial step in extending
from a local to a global result is to achieve a uniform time extension. How did they succeed in doing
that? First, with the Lax pair at hand, (KdV) can be viewed as an iso-spectral evolution of the associated
dynamically defined Schrödinger operator

Ht = −∂2
x − u

6
,

where u is the solution to (KdV). They then applied a bi-correspondence between the exponential decay
of the spectral gaps of the Schrödinger operator Ht and the exponential decay of the family of the Fourier
coefficients of the solution to (KdV); see [DG14].

In the general setting, that is, with initial data being almost periodic in space, the Deift conjecture has
been partially solved under certain assumptions on the Schrödinger operator H0, i.e., a homogeneous
spectrum along with the so-called reflectionlessness property. Under these assumptions, the resulting
class of potential/operators can then be associated with a torus of dimension given by the number of the
gaps of the spectrum in two different ways: one can either associate (i) Dirichlet data or (ii) pass to the
dual group of the fundamental group of the complement of the spectrum. Then the KdV flow can be
related to (Dubrovin/linear) flows on either of these tori, and one can establish existence of solutions
there and then pull them back. On the first torus, Binder et al obtained a global result [BDGL18] if
the spectrum of H0 has only absolutely continuous part and it is “thick” enough (i.e., it satisfies the
so-call Craig-type condition plus homogeneity). On the second torus, there are existence [EVY19] and
uniqueness [LY20] results for higher-order KdV flows.

The aforementioned results provide positive answers to the Deift conjecture. There are two recent
works regarding a negative answer. In [DLVY21], Damanik, Lukic, Volberg, and Yuditskii put forward
their belief that this conjecture is not true in general and described a program to construct a counterex-
ample to it, that is, an almost periodic function whose evolution under the KdV equation is not almost
periodic in time. Later, in [CKV24], Chapouto, Killip, and Visan constructed a counterexample to dis-
prove this conjecture by choosing a rationally independent combination of square waves as initial data
for (KdV), that is,

V (x) = sq(α1x) + sq(α2x),

where sq is a 2π-periodic square wave, sq(x) = sgn(sinx), and α1, α2 are rationally independent. Then
they used a nonlinear smoothing effect to prove that the solution is not almost periodic in space at some
time.

Though the Deift conjecture has been disproved, in the spirit of this conjecture, it remains an inter-
esting and open problem to study almost periodicity in both time and space for PDEs such as KdV, NLS
and other interesting equations.

We also wish to mention [Bou93,DSS20,KST17,Oh15a,Oh15b] as a partial list of papers containing
related work.

Inspired by Kappeler’s question and the Deift conjecture, we devote this two-paper series to a study
of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with quasi-periodic initial data.

Hypothesis. Throughout this series, we will assume some decay condition on the initial data in the
Fourier space, that is, on the Fourier coefficients w.r.t. the modulus |n| of the dual variable n ∈ Zν , which
will be used in both (cNLS) and (dNLS). In fact, we will use two different kinds of decay conditions.
The first one is the so-called polynomial decay condition: we say that a spatially quasi-periodic function
V is r-polynomially decaying for some positive constant r > 0 if its Fourier coefficients satisfy

|f̂(n)| ≲ (1 + |n|)−r, n ∈ Zν . (1.4)
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The second one is the so-called exponential decay condition, that is, if the above polynomial decay
condition is replaced by the following exponential decay condition

|f̂(n)| ≲ e−κ|n|, n ∈ Zν , (1.5)

we say that such a function is κ-exponentially decaying. Here we call r or κ the decay rate in both
cases.

Main Results. Roughly speaking, under a polynomial/exponential decay condition in the Fourier
space, we can obtain a local result for (cNLS)/(dNLS) respectively. Furthermore, under a certain suitable
condition, we can prove that the former can be up to any assigned time horizon. Also, for both (cNLS)
and (dNLS) in a weak nonlinear setting, within the time scale, the nonlinear solution is asymptotic to the
linear one with respect to both the sup-norm ∥ · ∥L∞

x (R) and the Sobolev-norm ∥ · ∥Hs
x(R). See Theorem

3.1 in this paper and Theorem 1.1 in the second paper in this series, [DLXa], for the detailed statements
of our main results.

Remark 1.1. (a) The existence and uniqueness results were publicly announced in January 2024 in a
talk given by Fei Xu in the Analysis and PDE Seminar at UCLA; see [Xu22]. About a month after
this seminar talk, Hagen Papenburg posted the preprint [Pap24] on the arXiv, in which he develops an
alternative approach to studying dispersive PDEs with quasi-periodic initial data.

(b) For the local results of the standard nonlinear Schrödinger equation (cNLS) in this paper and
the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation (dNLS) in [DLXa], we do not need any other additional
conditions for the frequency vector ω but the non-resonance condition introduced above, as there is
no small divisor problem appearing in the quasi-periodic motion, encompassing time quasi-periodic
solutions to ODEs, PDEs, Hamiltonian systems, and more.

(c) The local analysis of (cNLS) works for arbitrary 2 ≤ p ∈ N, especially including the mass-critical
case (i.e., p = 2); see [MR05] and the references therein.

Outline of Proof We implement the steps in the following diagram to prove our main results.

Magentauction of a nonlinear PDE with spatial Fourier series
to a nonlinear system of infinite coupled ODE

feedback of nonlinearity

��
Picard iteration

��

alternating
higher-dimensional
discrete convolution

pcc
Feynman diagam // Combinatorial tree

��
Cauchy sequence

��

Exp/poly decay
interpolationoo

��
Local existence

?

��

Uniqueness

Global problem

An approach of this nature has been previously applied in other settings in [DG16, DLXb, DLX24].

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we first introduce the concept of (spatially) almost/quasi-periodic functions in subsec-
tion 2.1, which will serve as our initial data/solutions. Next, to deal with the alternating discrete convo-
lution of higher dimensions, we propose the power of ∗[·] for labelling the complex conjugate (pcc for
short) appearing in the nonlinear part of the Picard iteration in subsection 2.2. Furthermore, we combine
the multi-linear operator and the alternating sum condition with some basic concepts in subsection 2.3.
These will be used in the next paper [DLXa] as well.
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2.1. (Spatially) Almost-Periodic Functions. In this subsection we introduce the concept of (spatially)
almost periodic functions, which will be our initial data/solutions.

Definition 2.1. [Oh15b,CL20] We say that a bounded continuous function f : R → C is almost periodic
if it satisfies one of the following statements:

(i) Bohr (1925) defined a uniformly almost periodic function f as an element in the closure of
the trigonometric polynomials w.r.t. uniform norm, or rather, for every ϵ > 0, there exists a
trigonometric polynomial Pϵ (a finite linear combination of sine and cosine waves), such that the
distance w.r.t. between f and Pϵ is less than ϵ, that is,

sup
x∈R

|f(x)− Pϵ(x)| < ϵ.

(ii) Bochner (1926) proved that Bohr’s definition is equivalent to the following: Given a sequence
{xn}n∈N ⊂ R, the collection {f(· + xn)}n∈N is precompact in L∞(R). Namely, there exists a
subsequence {f(·+ xnj

)} uniformly convergent on R.
(iii) There are a frequency vector ω ∈ Tν and a continuous F : Tν → R, where ν ∈ N ∪ {∞}, such

that
f(x) = F ([ωx]),

where [·] : Rν → Tν is a mapping defined by letting [y] ≡ y (mod 2π).

It follows from the torus definition of almost periodic functions that f has the following formal Fourier
expansion:

f(x) =
∑
λ∈Λ

f̂(λ)eiλx, x ∈ R.

Here, we refer to λ as the Fourier index, Λ as the Fourier support set of f , and {f̂(λ)}λ∈Λ as a family of
Fourier coefficients, defined by

f̂(λ) = lim
L→+∞

1

2L

∫ L

−L

f(x)e−iλxdx, λ ∈ Λ.

Here M represents the mean value of a function over the real line R, defined as:

M(f) :=
1

2L

∫ +L

−L

f(x)dx.

And the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩L2(R) is defined as follows:

⟨f, g⟩L2(R) : = M(fg)

= lim
L→+∞

1

2L

∫ +L

−L

f(x)g(x)dx.

The Fourier support set of f categorizes almost periodic functions into different classes based on their
properties. Specifically:

• If Λ ⊂ ωZ, then the functions are periodic.
• if Λ ⊂

∑ν
j=1 ωjZ, where 2 ≤ ν < ∞, they are quasi-periodic;

• if Λ ⊂
∑∞

j=1 ωjZ, they are almost-periodic functions.

We are particularly interested in the nontrivial and finite case, namely quasi-periodic functions, where
functions have multiple periods with frequencies that are rationally independent. For instance,

f(x) = cosx+ cosωx,

where ω is an irrational number and x ∈ R. From this example, we observe that the image of such
a quasi-periodic function can be represented in a higher-dimensional space using the so-called generat-
ing/hull/torus function F (x, y) = cosx + cos y (e.g., from line (x; f) to surface (x, y;F ), i.e., such a
line (x; f) can be embedded into a surface (x, y;F )|y=ωx). Clearly, F (·, ·) is 2π-periodic w.r.t. each
direction, and f(x) = F (x, y)|y=ωx.

Regarding quasi-periodic functions, we assume that ω = (ωj)1≤j≤ν ∈ Rν is assumed to be non-
resonant, implying that {ei⟨n⟩x} is orthonormal; see Proposition 2.2.
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Proposition 2.2. If the frequency vector ω is non-resonant, then

⟨ei⟨n⟩x, ei⟨n
′⟩x⟩L2(R) = δ0,n−n′ , ∀n, n′ ∈ Zν .

Proof. Let n and n′ be two elements in Zν .
If n = n′, then ⟨n− n′⟩ = 0. By the definition of ⟨·, ·⟩L2(R), we have

⟨ei⟨n⟩x, ei⟨n
′⟩x⟩L2(R) = lim

L→∞

1

2L

∫ L

−L

ei⟨n−n′⟩xdx = 1.

If n ̸= n′, it follows from the non-resonance condition on the frequency ω that ⟨n − n′⟩ ̸= 0.
Furthermore, according to the definition of ⟨·, ·⟩L2(R), one can derive that

⟨ei⟨n⟩x, ei⟨n
′⟩x⟩L2(R) = lim

L→∞

1

2L

∫ L

−L

ei⟨n−n′⟩xdx = 0.

This completes the proof of Proposition 2.2. □

To sum up, for a quasi-periodic function f with frequency vector ω, it has the following Fourier series

f(x) =
∑
n∈Zν

f̂(n)ei⟨n⟩x,

where

f̂(n) = lim
L→∞

1

2L

∫ +L

−L

f(x)e−i⟨n⟩x, n ∈ Zν .

It should be pointed out that (i) such functions don’t decay to zero (oscillating at infinity); (ii) they are
not periodic and cannot therefore be studied on a circle. In the decaying/periodic cases, various (finite)
L2
0(R)/L2(T) conserved quantities can help us to analyze the global Cauchy problem, but, in the quasi-

periodic setting, even if averaged, L2(R) conserved quantities do “not” (or rather, we do not know how
to use them); see [Kla23].

By the way, regarding the spatial quasi-periodicity, it is related to the study of quasi-crystals in ma-
terials [Baa02, Dei08, BDG16, Dei17], quasi-patterns in the Faraday wave experiment [BIS17, Ioo19],
rogue waves in oceanography [WZ21a,WZ21b,ST22], Bose-Einstein condensation in quantum mechan-
ics [Wan20], the theory of conductivity [DN05], irrational tori in mathematics [Bou07] and so on and so
forth.

2.2. Power of ∗[·] for the Complex Conjugate. In this subsection we introduce the power of ∗[·] for
labelling the complex conjugate (pcc for short) to deal with the alternating discrete convolution of higher
dimensions appearing in the Picard iteration.

Definition 2.3. The alternating discrete convolution of higher dimensions for complex functions fj :
© → C, where j = 1, · · · , Q ∈ 2 + N, with total distance n ∈ ©, is defined by letting

f1 ⋆ · · · ⋆ fQ(n) :=
∑

nj∈©, j=1,··· ,Q∑Q
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

Q∏
j=1

{fj(nj)}∗
[j−1]

. (2.1)

Here ⋆ stands for the alternating discrete convolution operation of higher dimensions, Q will be 2pσ in
the following sections, © stands for the basic lattice space, i.e., Zν , and ∗[•] denotes the power of the
complex conjugate appearing in the Picard iteration (see subsection 2.2).

Taking the alternating discrete convolution of higher dimensions as a guide, we propose the power of
∗[·] to label the complex conjugate (see subsection 2.2), and some combinatorial concepts and notations
(see subsection 2.3) to deal with the complicated Picard iteration in a combinatorial manner.

The alternating pattern of +−+ · · ·+−+ generating from the complex-valued nonlinearity prompts
us to consider the so-called “power of ∗[·]”, which is defined as follows: for any complex number z ∈ C,
we use z∗

0

and z∗
1

to stand for itself z and its complex conjugate z̄ (here “ ¯ ” denotes the complex
conjugate operation as usual), that is,

z ≜ z∗
0

and z̄ ≜ z∗
1

. (2.2)
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Here ∗ not only can be viewed as a unifier of + and − used in [GHH+23], but also can help us to express
the complex conjugate in a manner of combinatorics during the Picard iteration. Regarding this notation,
we have the following several operation properties:

• For any given m ∈ N,

the result of m-times complex conjugate of z is equal to z∗
[m]

, (2.3)

where [·] ∈ {0, 1} is determined by the congruence equation [m] ≡ m (mod 2).
• For any given m ∈ N, we have

z∗[m] = z∗
[m+1]

. (2.4)

• For any given m,m′ ∈ N, we have(
z∗

[m]
)∗[m′]

= z∗
[m+m′]

. (2.5)

• For any given m ∈ N, complex numbers z1 ∈ C and z2 ∈ C, we have

(z1 + z2)
∗[m]

= z∗
[m]

1 + z∗
[m]

2 (2.6)

and
(z1z2)

∗[m]

= z∗
[m]

1 · z∗
[m]

2 .

Proofs of (2.3)–(2.6) can be given by induction.

2.3. Combinatorial Structure and Some Basic Concepts. In this subsection, we address the combi-
natorial structure of the domain of the multi-linear operator and the summation condition; see (2.1).

Throughout this paper, for any given p ∈ 1 + N, denote by P = 2p+ 1.

Definition 2.4. The branch set Γ(k) is defined by letting

Γ(k) =

{
{0, 1}, k = 1;

{0} ∪ (Γ(k−1))P , k ≥ 2.
(2.7)

Remark 2.5. The function of the branch set is used to label or follow every term w.r.t. the initial data
in the Picard iteration. This is also the beginning of the combinatorial analysis applied to the Cauchy
problem of the nonlinear infinite system of coupled ODEs in a way of the alternating discrete convolution
of higher dimensions.

Some essential concepts and useful notations related to the alternating discrete convolution of higher
dimensions in the Picard iteration will be introduced. On each branch, we will define the first counting
function σ for the numbers of the initial data (see Definition 2.6), the second counting function ℓ for the
times of the alternating discrete convolution of higher dimensions (see Definition 2.7), the combinatorial
lattice space N (see Definition 2.12), the combinatorial alternating sums cas (see Definition 2.13).

First, on each branch, we define the counting functions σ and ℓ.

Definition 2.6. The first counting function σ (2pσ indeed) acting on the branch set is defined by letting

σ(γ(k)) =


1
2p , γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), k ≥ 1;
P
2p , γ(1) = 1 ∈ Γ(1);∑P

j=1 σ(γ
(k−1)
j ), γ(k) = (γ

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈ (Γ(k−1))P , k ≥ 2.

(2.8)

Definition 2.7. The second counting function ℓ (2pℓ indeed) acting on the branch set is defined by
letting

ℓ(γ(k)) =


0, γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), k ≥ 1;

1, γ(1) = 1 ∈ Γ(1);

1 +
∑P

j=1 ℓ(γ
(k−1)
j ), γ(k) = (γ

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈ (Γ(k−1))P , k ≥ 2.

(2.9)

Remark 2.8. There is an intuition for these two counting functions σ and ℓ. In fact, 2pσ depicts the
degree/multiplicity of nonlinearity in the sense of combinatorics, that is, the number of the initial Fourier
data on each branch in the Picard iteration; and 2pℓ stands for the number of integrations.
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With Remark 2.8 in mind, we can directly obtain the relation between σ and ℓ (see Proposition 2.9),
and the parity of σ and ℓ (see Proposition 2.10).

Proposition 2.9. For all k ≥ 1, we have

σ(γ(k)) = ℓ(γ(k)) +
1

2p
. (2.10)

Proof. It is obvious that (2.10) holds for all 0 = γ(k) ∈ Γ(k), where k ≥ 1, and 1 = γ(1) ∈ Γ(1). This
shows that (2.10) holds for k = 1.

Let k ≥ 2. Assume that (2.10) is true for all 1 < k′ < k.
For (γ

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P = γ(k) ∈ (Γ(k−1))P , it follows from the definitions (2.8) and (2.9), and the

induction hypothesis that

σ(γ
(k−1)
j ) =

P∑
j=1

σ(γ
(k−1)
j )

=

P∑
j=1

(
ℓ(γ

(k−1)
j ) +

1

2p

)
=ℓ(γ(k−1)) +

1

2p
.

This proves that (2.10) holds for k, and hence for all k ≥ 1 by induction. This completes the proof of
Proposition 2.9. □

Proposition 2.10. For all k ≥ 1, 2pσ(γ(k)) is odd and 2pℓ(γ(k)) is even on each branch γ(k) ∈ Γ(k).

Proof. It’s obvious that 2pσ(0) = 1 and 2pσ(1) = P . This shows that this conclusion is true for k = 1.
Let k ≥ 2. Assume that 2pσ(γ(k′)) is odd for all 1 < k′ < k.
For k, we have 2pσ(0) = 1. In addition, for γ(k) = (γ

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P , by the definition (2.8) of σ, one

can derive that

2pσ(γ(k)) = 2pσ(γ
(k−1)
1 ) + · · ·+ 2pσ(γ

(k−1)
P ).

It follows from the induction hypothesis that 2pσ(γ(k−1)
j ) is odd for all j = 1, · · · , P . Hence 2pσ(γ(k))

can be viewed as sums of P odd numbers, this implies that 2pσ(γ(k)) is odd.
By induction, we prove that 2pσ(γ(k)) is odd for all k ≥ 1.
It follows from the above proof and the relation (2.9) between σ and ℓ that 2pℓ is even. This completes

the proof of Proposition 2.10. □

Remark 2.11. It should be emphasized that Proposition 2.10 will play an essential role in the proofs of
Lemma 2.16 and Lemma 3.4.

Next, on each branch, we introduce the domain of the alternating discrete convolution of higher dimen-
sion, that is, the so-called combinatorial lattice space (see Definition 2.12), and the function, associated
with the alternating discrete convolution of higher dimension, defined on the combinatorial lattice space,
that is, the so-called combinatorial alternating sums (see Definition 2.13).

Definition 2.12. The combinatorial lattice space N(k,γ(k)) originated from Zν on each branch is defined
by letting

N(k,γ(k)) =


Zν , γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), k ≥ 1;

(Zν)P , γ(1) = 1 ∈ Γ(1);∏P
j=1 N

(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j ), γ(k) = (γ

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈ (Γ(k−1))P , k ≥ 2.

(2.11)
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Definition 2.13. The combinatorial alternating sums, denoted by cas(n(k)), of n(k) ∈ N(k,γ(k)), is
defined by letting

cas(n(k)) =


n(k), γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), n(k) ∈ N(k,0), k ≥ 1;∑P

j=1(−1)j−1nj , γ(1) = 1 ∈ Γ(1), n(1) = (nj)1≤j≤P ∈ (Zν)P ;∑P
j=1(−1)j−1cas(n

(k−1)
j ), γ(k) = (γ

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈ (Γ(k−1))P ,

n(k) = (n
(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈

∏P
j=1 N

(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j ), k ≥ 2.

(2.12)

As to the combinatorial lattice space and the combinatorial alternating sums, from the point of the
generating lattice space Zν , we know the number of components in N (see Proposition 2.14), and the
shape of cas (see Proposition 2.16).

Proposition 2.14. Let dimZνN(k,γ(k)) be the number of components in N(k,γ(k)) per Zν . Then

dimZν N(k,γ(k)) = 2pσ(γ(k)), ∀k ≥ 1. (2.13)

That is,

N(k,γ(k)) = (Zν)2pσ(γ
(k)).

Proof. For γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), where k ≥ 1, it follows from N(k,0) = Zν , the definition of dimZν N,
and the definition (2.8) of σ that dimZν N(k,0) = 1 = 2pσ(0). This shows that (2.13) holds for all
γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), where k ≥ 1.

For γ(1) = 1 ∈ Γ(1), N(1,1) = (Zν)P implies that dimZν N(1,1) = P = 2pσ(1). Hence (2.13) is true
for γ(1) ∈ Γ(1).

For k ≥ 2. Assume that (2.13) holds for all 1 ≤ k′ < k.
For k and γ(k) = (γ

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈ (Γ(k−1))P , by the definitions of N,dimZν N, σ and induction

hypothesis, one can derive that

dimZν N(k,γ(k)) =

P∑
j=1

dimZν N(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j )

=

P∑
j=1

2pσ(γ
(k−1)
j )

= 2pσ(γ(k)).

This proves that (2.13) is true for k.
By induction, (2.13) holds for all k ≥ 1. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.14. □

Remark 2.15. By Proposition 2.14, for any k ≥ 1, it is reasonable to set n(k) = (mj)1≤j≤2pσ(γ(k)),
where mj ∈ Zν for all j = 1, · · · , P .

Proposition 2.16. For all k ≥ 1, we have

cas(n(k)) =

2pσ(γ(k))∑
j=1

(−1)j−1mj . (2.14)

Proof. For γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), set m1 = n(k) ∈ N(k,0), where k ≥ 1. In this case, by definition (2.8), we
know that 2pσ(0) = 1. Furthermore, it follows from definition (2.12) that

cas(n(k)) = m1

=

2pσ(0)∑
j=1

(−1)j−1mj .

This shows that (2.14) holds for all γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), where k ≥ 1.
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For γ(1) = 1 ∈ Γ(1), set (mj)1≤j≤P = n(1) ∈ (Zν)P . By definition (2.8), we know that 2pσ(1) = P .
It follows from definition (2.12) that

cas(n(1)) =

P∑
j=1

(−1)j−1mj

=

2pσ(1)∑
j=1

(−1)j−1mj .

Hence (2.14) holds true for k = 1.
For k ≥ 2. Assume that (2.14) is true for all 1 < k′ < k.
For k, we consider only the remaining case, that is, γ(k) = (γ

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈ (Γ(k−1))P and n(k) =

(n
(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈

∏P
j=1 N

(k−1,γ(k−1)), where

n
(k−1)
1 = (mj)1≤j≤2pσ(γ

(k−1)
1 )

;

n
(k−1)
j′ = (mj)2p

∑j′−1
j=1 σ(γ

(k−1)
j )+1≤j≤2p

∑j′
j=1 σ(γ

(k−1)
j )

, j′ = 2, · · · , P.

By the definitions of (2.12) and (2.8), and Lemma 2.10, one can derive that

cas(n(k)) =

P∑
j′=1

(−1)j
′−1cas(n

(k−1)
j′ )

= cas(n
(k−1)
1 ) +

P∑
j′=2

(−1)j
′−1cas(n

(k−1)
j′ )

=

2pσ(γ
(k−1)
1 )∑

j=1

(−1)j−1mj +

P∑
j′=2

(−1)j
′−1

2pσ(γ
(k−1)

j′ )∑
j=1

(−1)j−1
(
n
(k−1)
j′

)
j

=

2pσ(γ
(k−1)
1 )∑

j=1

(−1)j−1mj +

P∑
j′=2

(−1)j
′−1

2pσ(γ
(k−1)

j′ )∑
j=1

(−1)j−1m∑j′−1
j0=1 2pσ(γ

(k−1)
j0

)+j

=

2pσ(γ
(k−1)
1 )∑

j=1

(−1)j−1mj +

P∑
j′=2

(−1)j
′−1

∑j′
j0=1 2pσ(γ

(k−1)
j0

)∑
j=

∑j′−1
j0=1 2pσ(γ

(k−1)
j0

)+1

(−1)j−1−
∑j′−1

j0=1 2pσ(γ
(k−1)
j0

)mj

=

2pσ(γ
(k−1)
1 )∑

j=1

(−1)j−1mj +

P∑
j′=2

(−1)j
′−1

∑j′
j0=1 2pσ(γ

(k−1)
j0

)∑
j=

∑j′−1
j0=1 2pσ(γ

(k−1)
j0

)+1

(−1)j−1 · (−1)j
′−1mj

=

2pσ(γ
(k−1)
1 )∑

j=1

(−1)j−1mj +

P∑
j′=2

∑j′
j0=1 2pσ(γ

(k−1)
j0

)∑
j=

∑j′−1
j0=1 2pσ(γ

(k−1)
j0

)+1

(−1)j−1mj

=

2pσ(γ(k))∑
j=1

(−1)j−1mj .

This proves that (2.14) is true for k.
It follows from induction that (2.14) holds for all k ≥ 1. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.16. □

Remark 2.17. The above proof is analytical, which seems complicated. Below we will introduce a
Feynman diagram to better understand it.

2.4. Notations of ≪ and | · |. Let “≪” be “≤” in the sense of | · |, that is, Q1 ≪ Q2 means that
|Q1| ≤ Q2.
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Throughout this paper, we will abuse the symbol of | · |, without causing any confusion, to stand for
the modulus of a complex number, the absolute value of a real number, the ℓ1-norm of a vector, or the
length of a multi-index. That is,

• |z| =
√
zz, where z ∈ C;

• |n · ω| stands for the absolute value of n · ω ∈ R;
• |n| =

∑ν
j=1 |nj | and |ω| =

∑ν
j=1 |ωj |, where n = (nj)1≤j≤ν ∈ Zν and ω = (ωj)1≤j≤ν ∈ Rν ;

• |α| =
∑r

j=1 αj , where α = (α1, · · · , αr) ∈ Nr.

As to | · |, we have

n · ω ≪ |n||ω| (2.15)

and the triangle inequality:

v1 + v2 ≪ |v1|+ |v2|, ∀ v1, v2 ∈ Rν . (2.16)

3. CNLS

In this section, we consider the following nonlinear Schrödinger equation with higher order algebraic
power-type nonlinearity (cNLS) with quasi-periodic initial data (1.1) on the real line R, where p ∈ N and
λ = ±1 denotes the focusing case (λ = +1) and defocusing case (λ = −1) respectively, {c(n)}n∈Z is
a sequence of the initial Fourier data, and it is r-polynomially decaying, or rather, there exists a pair of
constants (A, r) ∈ (0,∞)× (0,∞) such that

c(n) ≪ A
1
2p (1 + |n|)−r, ∀n ∈ Zν . (3.1)

For the quasi-periodic Cauchy problem (cNLS)-(1.1), our main result is the following Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.1 (cNLS). If 2 ≤ ν < min
{
r
2 − 2, r4

}
= r

4 , where r > 8, and the initial Fourier data c is
r-polynomially decaying, i.e., it satisfies the polynomial decay condition (3.1), then

(1) (Existence) the quasi-periodic Cauchy problem (cNLS)-(1.1) has a spatially quasi-periodic solu-
tion (1.2) with the same frequency vector as the initial data (i.e., it retains the same spatial quasi-
periodicity) defined on [0, t0]× R, where t0 = A−1 (b(r/2; ν))

−2p
(2p)2pP−P (see (3.16));

(2) (Decay and smoothness) the spatially quasi-periodic solution (1.2) is, uniformly in t, r/2-
polynomially decaying (with a slight worse decay rate), that is,

|c(t, n)| ≲ (1 + |n|)−r/2, ∀(t, n) ∈ [0, t0]× Zν . (3.2)

Hence this solution is in the classical sense;
(3) (Uniqueness) the spatially quasi-periodic solution (1.2) with polynomially decaying Fourier co-

efficients (3.2) is unique on [0, t0]× R;
(4) (Up to the assigned time horizon) for any given T > 0, if the decay rate r, the amplitude A, the

dimension ν and the degree of nonlinearity p satisfy

A−1 (b(r/2; ν))
−2p

(2p)2pP−P ≥ T,

then the unique spatially quasi-periodic solution is well-defined on [0, T ]× R.
(5) (Asymptotic dynamics) Consider the quasi-periodic Cauchy problem for the standard NLS (cNLS)

with small nonlinearity depicted by a small parameter ϵ : 0 < |ϵ| ≪ 1, that is,

i∂tu+ ∂2
xu+ ϵ|u|2pu = 0, 2 ≤ p ∈ N. (ϵ-cNLS)

Let uϵ and ulinear respectively be nonlinear and linear solutions to (ϵ-cNLS). Then for t =

|ϵ|−1+η ≤ |ϵ|−1 ∼ Tϵ with 0 < η ≪ 1, as ϵ → 0, we have

L∞-asymptoticity : ∥uϵ(t)− ulinear(t)∥L∞
x (R) → 0; (3.3)

Sobolev asymptoticity : ∥uϵ(t)− ulinear(t)∥Hs
x(R) → 0, (s < r/4− ν/2), (3.4)

where ∥f∥L∞
x (R) = maxx∈R |f(x)| and ∥f∥Hs

x(R) =
{∑s

m=0 ∥⟨n⟩mf̂(⟨n⟩)∥ℓ2n(Zν)

}1/2

.

We will divide the proof of Theorem 3.1 into the following subsections.
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3.1. Infinite-Dimensional ODEs and Picard Iteration. In this subsection we give an equivalent de-
scription for the quasi-periodic Cauchy problem (cNLS)-(1.1) in the Fourier space.

First we expand the nonlinearity |u|2pu in terms of ei⟨n⟩x, that is,

|u|2pu =
∑
n∈Zν

∑
nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

{c(t, nj)}∗
[j−1]

ei⟨n⟩x. (3.5)

It should be emphasized again that this is the first time we use the power of ∗· to label the complex
conjugate; see subsection 2.2. Note that above result appears in the form of ∗[·] in order to get a unified
result in a manner of combinatorics. Although it seems “simple” here, it will play an essential role in the
Picard iteration; see Lemma 3.3.

Since our method works for both the focusing and the defocusing NLS, we consider only the former
case, that is, λ = +1. Formally (“∂

∑
=

∑
∂”), we know that the quasi-periodic Cauchy problem

(cNLS)-(1.1) is equivalent to the following nonlinear system of infinite coupled ODEs

(∂tc)(t, n) + i⟨n⟩c(t, n) = i
∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

{c(t, nj)}∗
[j−1]

, (3.6)

which has the following integral form

c(t, n) = e−i⟨n⟩2tc(n) + i

∫ t

0

e−i⟨n⟩2(t−s)
∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

{c(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

ds. (3.7)

According to the feedback of nonlinearity, define the Picard iteration {ck(t, n)}k∈N to uniformly
approximate c(t, n) as follows: first we choose the solution

c0(t, n) = e−i⟨n⟩2tc(n)

to the linear equation of (cNLS) as the initial guess and then define ck(t, n) successively by letting

ck(t, n) = c0(t, n) + i

∫ t

0

e−i⟨n⟩2(t−s)
∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

{ck−1(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

ds, ∀k ≥ 1. (3.8)

Remark 3.2. This iteration is complicated. In fact, let Nk be the term number of the initial Fourier
data, where k ≥ 1. Then N1 = 2 and Nk = 1 + NP

k−1 for all k ≥ 2. Exponential growth and
alternating complex conjugate force us to control ck well. To overcome these difficulties, we use an
explicit combinatorial method with pcc and Feynman diagram to analyze the Picard iteration.

3.2. Combinatorial Tree. In this subsection we give a combinatorial tree form of ck(t, n) with the help
of ∗[·]; see subsection 2.2), that is, the following Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.3. For all k ≥ 1 and n ∈ Zν , ck(t, n) has the following combinatorial tree form

ck(t, n) =
∑

γ(k)∈Γ(k)

∑
n(k)∈N(k,γ(k))

cas(n(k))=n

C(k,γ(k))(n(k))I(k,γ
(k))(t, n(k))F(k,γ(k))(n(k)), (3.9)

where C, I and F (here we omit the index (k, γ(k)) in these abstract symbols for simplicity, which will
be used below somewhere without causing any confusions) are iteratively defined as follows: For k ≥
1, γ(k) = 0, n(k) ∈ N(k,0), set

C(k,0)(n(k)) = c
(
cas(n(k))

)
,

I(k,0)(t, n(k)) = e−i⟨ccas(n(k))⟩2t,

F(k,0)(n(k)) = 1;
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For k = 1, γ(1) = 1 ∈ Γ(1), n(1) = (nj)1≤j≤P ∈ N(1,1), set

C(1,1)(n(1)) =

P∏
j=1

{c(nj)}∗
[j−1]

,

I(1,1)(t, n(1)) =

∫ t

0

e−i⟨cas(n(1))⟩2(t−s)
P∏

j=1

{
e−i⟨nj⟩2s

}∗[j−1]

ds,

F(1,1)(n(1)) = i;

For k ≥ 2, γ(k) = (γ
(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈ (Γ(k−1))P , n(k) = (n

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P , set

C(k,γ(k))(n(k)) =

P∏
j=1

{
C(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

,

I(k,γ
(k))(t, n(k)) =

∫ t

0

e−i⟨cas(n(k))⟩2(t−s)
P∏

j=1

{
I(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(s, n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

ds,

F(k,γ(k))(n(1)) = i

P∏
j=1

{
F(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

.

Proof. For the initial guess/the linear part of (3.8), we have

c0(t, n) =
∑

n(k)∈N(k,0)

cas(n(k))=n

C(k,0)(n(k))I(k,0)(t, n(k))F(k,0)(n(k)) 7→ γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), ∀k ≥ 1.

Here we use “ 7→ ” to show that every term in the Picard sequence is labeled by a unique element in the
branch set, which will be used below as well.

For k = 1 and the nonlinear part of (3.8), one can derive that

c1(t, n)− c0(t, n) =
∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

{c(nj)}∗
[j−1]

·
∫ t

0

e−i⟨n⟩2(t−s)
P∏

j=1

{
e−i⟨nj⟩2s

}∗[j−1]

ds · i

=
∑

n(1)∈N(1,1)

cas(n(1))=n

C(1,1)(n(1))I(1,1)(t, n(1))F(1,1)(n(1)) 7→ γ(1) = 1 ∈ Γ(1).

Thus

c1(t, n) =
∑

γ(1)∈Γ(1)

∑
n(1)∈N(1,γ(1))

cas(n(1))=n

C(1,γ(1))(n(1))I(1,γ
(1))(t, n(1))F(1,γ(1))(n(1)).

This implies that (3.9) is true for k = 1.
Let k ≥ 2. Assume that (3.9) holds for all 1 < k′ < k.
For k, it follows from the definition of ck, i.e., (3.8), and induction that the nonlinear part of (3.8)

reads

ck(t, n)− c0(t, n)

=i

∫ t

0

e−i⟨n⟩2(t−s)
∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

{ ∑
γ
(k−1)
j ∈Γ(k−1)

∑
n
(k−1)
j ∈N

(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j

)

cas(n
(k−1)
j )=nj

C(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j )(n

(k−1)
j )I(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(s, n

(k−1)
j )
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F(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j )(n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

ds

=i

∫ t

0

e−i⟨n⟩2(t−s)
∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

∑
γ
(k−1)
j ∈Γ(k−1)

∑
n
(k−1)
j ∈N

(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j

)

cas(n
(k−1)
j )=nj{

C(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j )(n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1] {
I(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(s, n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1] {
F(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

ds

=
∑

γ
(k−1)
j ∈Γ(k−1)

j=1,··· ,P

∑
nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

∑
n
(k−1)
j ∈N

(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j

)

cas(n
(k−1)
j )=nj

P∏
j=1

{
C(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

·
∫ t

0

e−i⟨n⟩2(t−s)
P∏

j=1

{
I(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(s, n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

ds · i
P∏

j=1

{
F(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

=
∑

γ(k)=(γ
(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P

γ
(k−1)
j ∈Γ(k−1)

j=1,··· ,P

∑
n(k)=(n

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P

n
(k−1)
j ∈N

(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j

)

cas(n
(k−1)
j )=nj

j=1,··· ,P

P∏
j=1

{
C(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

·
∫ t

0

e−i⟨n⟩2(t−s)
P∏

j=1

{
I(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(s, n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

ds · i
P∏

j=1

{
F(k−1,γ

(k−1)
j )(n

(k−1)
j )

}∗[j−1]

=
∑

γ(k)∈(Γ(k−1))P

∑
n(k)∈N(k,γ(k))

cas(n(k))=n

C(k,γ(k))(n(k))I(k,γ
(k))(t, n(k))F(k,γ(k))(n(k)) 7→ γ(k) ∈ (Γ(k−1))P .

As a result, we have

ck(t, n) =
∑

γ(k)∈Γ(k)

∑
n(k)∈N(k,γ(k))

cas(n(k))=n

C(k,γ(k))(n(k))I(k,γ
(k))(t, n(k))F(k,γ(k))(n(k)).

Hence (3.9) is true for k.
It follows from induction that (3.9) holds for all k ∈ N. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.3. □

3.3. Feynman Diagram. In this subsection, we take p = 1 as a typical case to introduce the Feynman
diagram to illustrate the combinatorial tree (3.9).

What (3.9) means is that every term ck can be imagined as a tree. Such a tree is presented by a
Feynman diagram which is named after Γ(k)-family, with the help of the branch set Γ(k), for each k ≥ 1.

For any given Γ(k), a branch of this tree is circled by a rectangular box and it is named after an element
γ(k) ∈ Γ(k).

Let black/red/green lattice points •/•/• be the elements in the combinatorial lattice N(k,γ(k)). They
are equipped with positive and negative signs, or rather, black/red lattice points •/• have positive sign
+, and green lattice points • have negative sign −. What’s more, from the perspective of a multi-linear
operator, black/red lattice points •/• as independent variables correspons to the initial data c, and green
lattice points • as independent variables correspond to the complex conjugate of the initial data c, i.e., c.

For Γ(k), there are k + 1 horizontal lines which are named after level j, where j = 0, 1, · · · , k, from
up to down. On level 0, there is exactly a black point • labelled by n. On level k, there are exactly
2σ(γ(k)) points mj with j = 1, · · · , 2σ(γ(k)), and they are ordered from left to right. If γ(k) = 0, m1 is
presented as a black point •; if γ(k) ∈ Γ(k)\{0}, mj’s are presented as magenta points • if j is odd and
green points • if j is even.

We also put n(k) on the left of level k.
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With such a tree at hand, we can easily write the combinatorial alternating sum as follows:

cas(n(k)) =

2σ(γ(k))∑
j=1

(−1)j−1mj .

Hence (3.9) can be viewed as a sum over all branches of Γ(k)-family, and each branch splits over the
condition cas(n(k)) = n.

The diagrams of Γ(1)-family and Γ(2)-family are given below; see Figure 1 and Figure 2 respectively.

FIGURE 1. Γ(1)-family.

(Description of Figure 1) — This diagram stands for the first iteration, that is, c1 can be viewed as a
sum of these two rectangular in the following sense: the left one depicts the linear part and the right one
depicts the nonlinear part.

— More precisely, in each rectangle, there are two horizontal dotted lines, named after level 0 and
level 1, from up to down.

— In level 0, there is exactly one black point •, named after the initial lattice point n.
— For the left rectangle, the initial lattice point has only one child, put in the next level 1, labeled by

a black point • and named after m1. Hence

cas(n(1)) = m1 and C(1,0)(n(1)) = c(m1).

— For the right rectangle, the initial lattice point has three children, put in the next level 1, labeled by
•, • and •, named after m1,m2 and m3 respectively. In this case, red and green colors (•; •) respectively
stand for (+;−) and (z; z̄) for any complex number z ∈ C. Thus

cas(n(1)) = m1 −m2 +m3 and C(1,1)(n1) = c(m1)c(m2)c(m3).

(Description of Figure 2) — These nine rectangles depict the second iteration, that is, c2 can be viewed
as the summation of all these rectangles in the following sense: the first one depicts the linear part and
the rest depict the nonlinear part.

— In each rectangle there are three horizontal dotted lines, named after level 0, 1, 2, from up to down.
— In level 0, there is exactly one black point •, named after the initial lattice point n.
— The first rectangle is the same as previous one in c1 (notice that there is no point in the next level

1, and a black point •, put in the final level 2, named after m1).
— For the remaining rectangles, the initial lattice points have exactly three children, put in the next

level 1, label by •, • and •, named after n(1)
1 , n

(1)
2 and n

(1)
3 respectively (they consist of n(2)).

— In the second rectangle, each of the lattice point in level 1 has exactly one child, put in the next
level 2, labeled by •, • and •, named after m1,m2 and m3 respectively. Thus

cas(n(2)) = m1 −m2 +m3 and C(2,(0,0,0))(n(2)) = c(m1)c(m2)c(m3).

This corresponds to the nonlinearity uūu when every u takes the linear part.
— In the third rectangle, each of the lattice point in level 1 has three children, put in the next level 2,

labeled by •, • and • or •, • and • (it is determined by the color of the first point, which is the same as its
generator), named after mj with j from 1 to 9 respectively (from left to right). In this case,

cas(n(2)) = m1 −m2 +m3 −m4 +m5 −m6 +m7 −m8 +m9
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FIGURE 2. Γ(2)-family.

and

C(2,(1,1,1))(n(2)) = c(m1)c(m2)c(m3)c(m4)c(m5)c(m6)c(m7)c(m8)c(m9).

This corresponds to the nonlinearity uūu when every u takes the nonlinear part.
— In the second line, each of these diagrams, there is exactly one point in level 1 that has three

children and the rest have only one child. This corresponds to the the nonlinearity uūu when there is
exactly one u taking the nonlinear part and the rest taking the linear part.

— In the third line, there are exactly two points in level 1 respectively having three children and the
rest has only one child. This corresponds to the nonlinearity uūu when there are exactly two u’s taking
the nonlinear part and the rest taking the linear part.

3.4. The Picard Sequence is Polynomially Decaying With a Slightly Worse Decay Rate. In this
subsection we will prove that the Picard sequence is r/2-polynomially decaying.

In order to complete this estimate, we first estimate the size of C, I and F independently; see Lemmas
3.5, 3.6 and 3.7 respectively. Then putting these estimates together, we will be able to estimate the Picard
sequence; see Lemma 3.8.

We first estimate C. To this end, we need to describe C(k,γ(k))(n(k)) in terms of the components (n(k))j
of n(k). Thanks to the label of complex conjugate, see subsection 2.2, C has a good combinatorial
structure w.r.t the initial Fourier data c, that is, the following Lemma 3.4. Note that the result is different
from [DLX24, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 3.4. For all k ≥ 1 and n(k) = (mj)1≤j≤2pσ(γ(k)), we have

C(k,γ(k))(n(k)) =

2pσ(γ(k))∏
j=1

{c(mj)}
∗[j−1]

. (3.10)



NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATIONS WITH QUASI-PERIODIC INITIAL DATA I. 17

Proof. For k = 1, γ(1) = 0, n(1) = m1 ∈ N(1,0), 2pσ(0) = 1 and k = 1, γ(1) = 1, n(1) =

(mj)1≤j≤P ∈ N(1,1), 2pσ(1) = P , it follows from the definition of C that (3.10) is true for k = 1.
Let k ≥ 2. Assume that (3.10) holds for all 1 < k′ < k.
For k, it’s obvious that (3.10) holds for γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k). For γ(k) = (γ

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈ (Γ(k−1))P

and n(k) = (n
(k−1)
j )1≤j≤p∗ ∈

∏P
j=1 N

(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j ), where

n
(k−1)
1 = (mj)1≤j≤2pσ(γ

(k−1)
1 )

and
n
(k−1)
j′ = (mj)2p

∑j′−1
j=1 σ(γ

(k−1)
j )+1≤j≤2p

∑j′
j=1 σ(γ

(k−1)
j )

, j′ = 2, · · · , P.

By the definition of C and induction hypothesis, we have

C(k,γ(k))(n(k))

=

P∏
j′=1

{
C
(k−1,γ

(k−1)

j′ )
(n

(k−1)
j′ )

}∗[j′−1]

= C(k−1,γ
(k−1)
1 )(n

(k−1)
1 )

P∏
j′=2

{
C
(k−1,γ

(k−1)

j′ )
(n

(k−1)
j′ )

}∗[j′−1]

=

2pσ(γ
(k−1)
1 )∏

j=1

{c(mj)}∗
[j−1]

P∏
j′=2


2pσ(γ

(k−1)

j′ )∏
j=1

{
c(m

2p
∑j′−1

j0=1 σ(γ
(k−1)
j0

)+j
)

}∗[j−1]


∗[j′−1]

=

2pσ(γ
(k−1)
1 )∏

j=1

{c(mj)}∗
[j−1]

P∏
j′=2


2p

∑j′
j0=1 σ(γ

(k−1)
j0

)∏
j=2p

∑j′−1
j0=1 σ(γ

(k−1)
j0

)+1

{c(mj)}∗
[j−2p

∑j′−1
j0=1

σ(γ
(k−1)
j0

)−1]


∗[j′−1]

=

2pσ(γ
(k−1)
1 )∏

j=1

{c(mj)}∗
[j−1]

P∏
j′=2

2p
∑j′

j=1 σ(γ
(k−1)
j0

)∏
j=2p

∑j′−1
j0=1 σ(γ

(k−1)
j0

)+1

{c(mj)}∗
[j−1]

=

2pσ(γ(k))∏
j=1

{c(mj)}∗
[j−1]

.

Here we use the property of operation ∗[·] (see subsection 2.2) and Lemma 2.10. This shows that (3.10)
is true for k.

It follows from induction that (3.10) holds for all k ≥ 1. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.4. □

Thanks to Lemma 3.4, we can directly estimate the size of C; see the following Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 3.5. If the initial Fourier data c is r-polynomially decaying, i.e., it satisfies (3.1), then

|C(k,γ(k))(n(k))| ≤ Aσ(γ(k))

2pσ(γ(k))∏
j=1

(
1 + |(n(k))j |

)−r

, ∀k ≥ 1. (3.11)

Proof. For all k ≥ 1, γ(k) ∈ Γ(k) and n(k) = (mj)1≤j≤2pσ(γ(k)), it follows from Lemma 3.4 and (3.1)
that

|C(k,γ(k))(n(k))| =
2pσ(γ(k))∏

j=1

| {c(mj)}
∗[j−1]

|

≤
2pσ(γ(k))∏

j=1

A
1
2p (1 + |mj |)−r
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=Aσ(γ(k))

2pσ(γ(k))∏
j=1

(
1 + |(n(k))j |

)−r

.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.5. □

Next we estimate I and obtain the following Lemma 3.6.

Lemma 3.6. For all k ≥ 1, we have

|I(k,γ
(k))(t, n(k))| ≤ tℓ(γ

(k))

D(γ(k))
, (3.12)

where

D(γ(k)) =


1, γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), k ≥ 1;

1, γ(1) = 1 ∈ Γ(1);

ℓ(γ(k))
∏P

j=1 D(γ
(k−1)
j ), γ(k) = (γ

(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈ (Γ(k−1))P , k ≥ 2.

(3.13)

Proof. For all k ≥ 1, γ(k) = 0 ∈ Γ(k), ℓ(0) = σ(0)− 1
2p = 0 and D(0) = 1 it follows from the definition

of I that

|I(k,0)(t, n(k))| = tℓ(0)

D(0)
.

For k = 1, γ(1) = 1 ∈ Γ(1), ℓ(1) = σ(1)− 1
2p = 1 and D(1) = 1, by the definition of I, we have

|I(1,1)(t, n(1))| ≤
∫ t

0

|e−i⟨cas(n(1))⟩2(t−s)|
P∏

j=1

|
{
e−i⟨nj⟩2s

}∗[j−1]

|ds = tℓ(1)

D(1)
.

This proves that (3.12) is true for k = 1.
Let k ≥ 2. Assume that (3.12) holds for all 1 < k′ < k.
For k, (γ(k−1)

j )1≤j≤P = γ(k) ∈ (Γ(k−1))P and (n
(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P ∈

∏P
j=1 N

(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j ), according to

the definition of I and the induction hypothesis, one can derive that

|I(k,γ
(k))(t, n(k))| =

∫ t

0

P∏
j=1

|I(k−1,γ
(k−1)
j )(s, n

(k−1)
j )|ds

≤
∫ t

0

P∏
j=1

sℓ(γ
(k−1)
j )

D(γ
(k−1)
j )

ds

=
tℓ(γ

(k))

D(γ(k))
.

Here we use 2.9. This shows that (3.12) is true for k.
By induction, (3.12) is true for all k ∈ N. The completes the proof of Lemma 3.6. □

Finally, an estimate of F is the following Lemma 3.7.

Lemma 3.7. For all k ≥ 1, we have

|F(k,γ(k))(n(k))| ≤ 1. (3.14)

Proof. This is easily obtained by induction. □

Putting Lemmas 3.5, 3.6 and 3.7 together yields an estimate on the size of ck; see the following
Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 3.8. For all k ≥ 1, the Picard sequence ck(t, n) is r/2-polynomially decaying. To be more
precise, for all k ≥ 1, we have

|ck(t, n)| ≤ B(1 + |n|)− r
2 , (3.15)

where B = max{A
1
2p , A

1
2pP (2p)−1b(r/2; ν)}.
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Proof. First, it follows from Lemma 3.3, Lemmas 3.5-3.7 and Proposition 2.9 that

|ck(t, n)|

≤
∑

γ(k)∈Γ(k)

∑
n(k)∈N(k,γ(k))

cas(n(k))=n

Aσ(γ(k))

2pσ(γ(k))∏
j=1

(
1 + |(n(k))j |

)−r

· tℓ(γ
(k))

D(γ(k))

=A
1
2p

∑
γ(k)∈Γ(k)

(At)ℓ(γ
(k))

D(γ(k))

∑
n(k)∈N(k,γ(k))

cas(n(k))=n

2pσ(γ(k))∏
j=1

(
1 + |(n(k))j |

)−r/2

·
2pσ(γ(k))∏

j=1

(
1 + |(n(k))j |

)−r/2

.

On the one hand, under the splitting condition cas(n(k)) = n, applying the generalized Bernoulli
inequality (4.1) and the triangle inequality of ℓ1-norm (2.16) yields that

2pσ(γ(k))∏
j=1

(
1 + |(n(k))j |

)−r/2

≤

1 +

2pσ(γ(k))∑
j=1

|(n(k))j |

−r/2

=

1 +

2pσ(γ(k))∑
j=1

|(−1)j−1(n(k))j |

−r/2

≤

1 +

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2pσ(γ(k))∑

j=1

(−1)j−1(n(k))j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
−r/2

=
(
1 + |cas(n(k))|

)−r/2

=(1 + |n|)−r/2.

On the other hand, it follows from (2.13), (4.4), (4.6) and Lemma 4.2 that

∑
n(k)∈N(k,γ(k))

cas(n(k))=n

2pσ(γ(k))∏
j=1

(
1 + |(n(k))j |

)−r/2

≤
∑

n(k)∈(Zν)2pσ(γ(k))

2pσ(γ(k))∏
j=1

(
1 + |(n(k))j |

)−r/2

=

2pσ(γ(k))∏
j=1

H (r/2; ν)

≤ (b(r/2; ν))
2pσ(γ(k))

.

Furthermore, one can derive that

|ck(t, n)| ≤(1 + |n|)−r/2 ·A
1
2p b(r/2; ν) ·

∑
γ(k)∈Γ(k)

(
A (b(r/2; ν))

2p
t
)ℓ(γ(k))

D(γ(k))
.

Finally, it follows from Lemma 4.4 that if 0 < A (b(r/2; ν))
2p

t ≤ (2p)2p

PP , that is,

0 < t ≤ (2p)2p

A (b(r/2; ν))
2p

PP
≜ t0, (3.16)

then

|ck(t, n)| ≤ B(1 + |n|)−r/2, ∀n ∈ Zν , (3.17)

where B = A
1
2p P

2pb(r/2; ν). This shows that the Picard sequence ck(t, n) is r/2-polynomially decaying
on a suitable time interval (0, t0]. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.8. □
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3.5. The Picard Sequence is a Cauchy Sequence. In this subsection, we will use the original form
(3.8) of the Picard sequence and its polynomial decay property to prove that it is a Cauchy sequence.

We first estimate the difference between consecutive terms of the Picard sequence {ck(t, n)} and
obtain the following Lemma 3.9.

Lemma 3.9. For all t ∈ (0, t0], n ∈ Zν , and k ≥ 1, we have

|ck(t, n)− ck−1(t, n)| ≤
P k−1B(P−1)k+1tk

k!

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,(P−1)k+1∑(P−1)k+1

j=1 (−1)j−1nj=n


(P−1)k+1∏

j=1

(1 + |nj |)


−r/2

(3.18)

≤Bb(r/4; ν)

P
·

{
P (Bb(r/4; ν))

P−1
t
}k

k!
· (1 + |n|)−r/4. (3.19)

This implies that {ck(t, n)}k∈N is a Cauchy sequence.

Proof. For k = 1, it follows from the definition of (3.8) and the polynomial decay condition (3.15) for
the initial Fourier data c that

|c1(t, n)− c0(t, n)| ≤
∫ t

0

∑
nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

|c0(s, nj)|ds

= BP t
∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n


P∏

j=1

(1 + |nj |)


−r/2

.

This shows that (3.18) is true for k = 1.
Let k ≥ 2. Assume that (3.18) holds for all 1 < k′ < k.
By the definition of (3.8) and the polynomial decay property (3.15) along with the following decom-

position

|
j0∏
j=1

aj −
j0∏
j=1

bj | ≤
j0∑

J=1

J−1∏
j=1

|bj | · |aJ − bJ | ·
j0∏

j=J+1

|aj |, (3.20)

where
0∏

j=1

|bj | := 1 and
j0∏

j=j0+1

|aj | := 1, (3.21)

one can derive that

|ck(t, n)− ck−1(t, n)|

≤
∫ t

0

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

|
P∏

j=1

{ck−1(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

−
P∏

j=1

{ck−2(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

|ds

≤
P∑

J=1

∫ t

0

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

J−1∏
j=1

|{ck−2(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

| ·
P∏

j=J+1

|{ck−1(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

|

· |{ck−1(s, nJ)}∗
[J−1]

− {ck−2(s, nJ)}∗
[J−1]

|ds

≤
P∑

J=1

∫ t

0

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

J−1∏
j=1

B(1 + |nj |)−r/2 ·
P∏

j=J+1

B(1 + |nj |)−r/2
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· P
k−2B(P−1)(k−1)+1sk−1

(k − 1)!

∑
mj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,(P−1)(k−1)+1∑(P−1)(k−1)+1

j=1 (−1)j−1mj=nJ


(P−1)(k−1)+1∏

j=1

(1 + |mj |)


−r/2

ds

=

P∑
J=1

P k−2B(P−1)k+1tk

k!

∑
qj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,(P−1)k+1∑(P−1)k+1

j=1 (−1)j−1qj=n

J−1∏
j=1

(1 + |qj |)−r/2

·
(P−1)k+1∏

j=J+1+(P−1)(k−1)

(1 + |qj |)−r/2 ·
(J−1)+(P−1)(k−1)+1∏

j=(J−1)+1

(1 + |qj |)−r/2

=
P k−1B(P−1)k+1tk

k!

∑
qj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,(P−1)k+1∑(P−1)k+1

j=1 (−1)j−1qj=n


(P−1)k+1∏

j=1

(1 + |qj |)


−r/2

.

Here we use the following decomposition and permutation:

n =

P∑
j=1

(−1)j−1nj

=

J−1∑
j=1

(−1)j−1nj + (−1)J−1nJ +

P∑
j=J+1

(−1)j−1nj

=

J−1∑
j=1

(−1)j−1nj + (−1)J−1

(P−1)(k−1)+1∑
j=1

(−1)j−1mj +

P∑
j=J+1

(−1)j−1nj

=

J−1∑
j=1

(−1)j−1nj + (−1)J−1

(P−1)(k−1)+1∑
j=1

(−1)j−1mj +

P∑
j=J+1

(−1)j−1nj

=

J−1∑
j=1

(−1)j−1qj +

(J−1)+(P−1)(k−1)+1∑
j=(J−1)+1

(−1)j−1qj +

(P−1)k+1∑
j=J+1+(P−1)(k−1)

(−1)j−1qj

=

(P−1)k+1∑
j=1

(−1)j−1qj , (3.22)

where

qj =


nj , 1 ≤ j ≤ J − 1;

m−(J−1)+j , (J − 1) + 1 ≤ j ≤ (J − 1) + (P − 1)(k − 1) + 1;

n−(P−1)(k−1)+j , (J − 1) + (P − 1)(k − 1) + 1 + 1 ≤ j ≤ (P − 1)k + 1.

(3.23)

This shows that (3.18) holds for k.
By induction, (3.18) is true for all k ∈ N. This completes the proof of (3.18).
Furthermore, it follows from (3.18) and the generalized Bernoulli inequality (4.7) that

∑
qj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,(P−1)k+1∑(P−1)k+1

j=1 (−1)j−1qj=n


(P−1)k+1∏

j=1

(1 + |qj |)


−r/2

≤
∑

qj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,(P−1)k+1∑(P−1)k+1
j=1 (−1)j−1qj=n

(P−1)k+1∏
j=1

(1 + |qj |)−r/4 ·

1 +

(P−1)k+1∑
j=1

|(−1)j−1qj |


−r/4
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≤(1 + |n|)−r/4
∑

qj∈Zν

j=1,··· ,(P−1)k+1

(P−1)k+1∏
j=1

(1 + |qj |)−r/4

= {b(r/4; ν)}(P−1)k+1
(1 + |n|)−r/4.

Hence we have

|ck(t, n)− ck−1(t, n)| ≤
Bb(r/4; ν)

P
·

{
P (Bb(r/4; ν))

P−1
t
}k

k!
· (1 + |n|)−r/4, ∀k ≥ 1.

This completes the proof of (3.19) and hence the proof of Lemma 3.9. □

Next we estimate the distance between any two terms of the Picard sequence and obtain the following
Lemma 3.10.

Lemma 3.10. For any n ∈ Zν , t ∈ (0, t0], and all k, k′ ∈ N, we have

|ck+k′(t, n)− ck(t, n)| ≤
Bb(r/4; ν)

P

∞∑
j=1

{
P (Bb(r/4; ν))

P−1
t
}k+j

(k + j)!
· (1 + |n|)−r/4.

Hence {ck(t, n)} is a Cauchy sequence on (t, n) ∈ (0, t0]× Zν .

Proof. It follows from the triangle inequality and Lemma 3.9 that

|ck+k′(t, n)− ck(t, n)| ≤
k′∑
j=1

|ck+j(t, n)− ck+j−1(t, n)|

≤ Bb(r/4; ν)

P

∞∑
j=1

{
P (Bb(r/4; ν))

P−1
t
}k+j

(k + j)!
· (1 + |n|)−r/4.

Notice that
∞∑
j=1

{
P (Bb(r/4; ν))

P−1
t
}k+j

(k + j)!

can be viewed as the k + 1-th remainder of exp
(
P (Bb(r/4; ν))

P−1
t
)

. Hence |ck+k′(t, n)− ck(t, n)|
tends to 0 uniformly with respect to k′, t ∈ (0, t0] and n ∈ Zν by letting k → ∞. This shows that
{ck(t, n)}k∈N is a Cauchy sequence on (t, n) ∈ (0, t0] × Zν . This completes the proof of Lemma
3.10. □

Remark 3.11. It should be emphasized that the above estimates are different from those in [DLX24]
because we have to deal with the complicated alternating effect generated by the power law nonlinearity
|u|2pu in a combinatorial manner. To this end, we introduce the power of ∗[·](see subsection 2.2),
the combinatorial alternating sums cas(·)(see Definition 2.13), and with these come a series of more
complex operations, such as (3.5), (3.8), (3.9), (3.10), (3.22), (3.23), subsection 3.3, Lemmas 3.3-3.9
and so on and so forth. Without these, it seems that there is no bridge to arrive at the end of proof;
compare [DLX24].

3.6. Existence and Convergence. Since the Picard sequence {ck(t, n)} is a Cauchy sequence, there is
a limit function, denoted by c(t, n), such that c is a solution to (3.8) and it satisfies the initial Fourier
data c(0, n) = c(n) for all n ∈ Zν .

Define

u(t, x) =
∑
n∈Zν

c(t, n)ei⟨n⟩x,

(∂#
x u)(t, x) =

∑
n∈Zν

(i⟨n⟩)#c(t, n)ei⟨n⟩x, # = 1, 2,
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and

(∂tu)(t, x) = i
∑
n∈Zν

(i⟨n⟩)2c(t, n) +
∑

nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

{c(t, nj)}∗
[j−1]

 ei⟨n⟩x.

These spatially quasi-periodic functions are well-defined. In fact, it follows from the polynomial decay
(3.15) and Lemma 4.2 that ∑

n∈Zν

|n|2|c(t, n)| ≲B

∑
n∈Zν

|n|2(1 + |n|)−r/2

≤
∑
n∈Zν

(1 + |n|)2− r
2

≤ b
(r
2
− 2; ν

)
and ∑

n∈Zν

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

|c(t, nj)| ≲B,P

∑
n∈Zν

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

(1 + |nj |)−r/2

≤
∑
n∈Zν

(1 + |n|)−r/4
∑

nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P

P∏
j=1

(1 + |nj |)−r/4

≤ {b(r/4; ν)}P+1
,

provided that

2 ≤ ν < min
{r

2
− 2,

r

4

}
=

r

4
. (3.24)

As a result, u is a classical solution to the quasi-periodic Cauchy problem (cNLS)-(1.1).

3.7. Uniqueness. In this subsection, we prove the uniqueness result, with arbitrary p ∈ N, in the case of
a polynomial decay condition.

Let

u1(t, x) =
∑
n∈Zν

c1(t, n)ei⟨n⟩x and u2(t, x) =
∑
n∈Zν

c2(t, n)ei⟨n⟩x (3.25)

be two solutions to (cNLS) defined on (t, x) ∈ [0, t0]× R. Assume that
• (with the same initial data) c1(0, n) = c2(0, n) = c(n) for all n ∈ Zν ;
• (polynomial decay condition)

max{|c1(t, n)|, |c2(t, n)|} ≤ B(1 + |n|)− r
2 , n ∈ Zν and 0 ≤ t ≤ t0.

Our goal is to estimate the difference |c1(t, n)− c2(t, n)|.
In the Fourier space, c1 and c2 respectively satisfy the following integral equations,

c1(t, n) = e−i⟨n⟩2tc(n) + i

∫ t

0

e−i⟨n⟩2(t−s)
∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

{
c1(s, nj)

}∗[j−1]

ds,

c2(t, n) = e−i⟨n⟩2tc(n) + i

∫ t

0

e−i⟨n⟩2(t−s)
∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

{
c2(s, nj)

}∗[j−1]

ds.

For all 1 ≤ k ∈ N, by induction and the polynomial decay condition, one can obtain that

|c1(t, n)− c2(t, n)| ≤ 2B(P−1)k+1P k · t
k

k!

∑
n∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,(P−1)k+1∑(P−1)k+1

j=1 (−1)j−1nj=n

(P−1)k+1∏
j=1

(1 + |nj |)−
r
2 (3.26)
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≤ 2Bb(r/2; ν) ·
{
(Bb(r/2; ν))P−1Pt

}k

k!
. (3.27)

The proof here is similar to the one in the proof of Cauchy sequence.
We first prove (3.26). For k = 1, it follows from decomposition (3.20)-(3.21) and the polynomial

decay property (3.17) that

|c1(t, n)− c2(t, n)| ≤
P∑

J=1

∫ t

0

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

J−1∏
j=1

|{c1(s, nj)}∗
j−1

| ·
P∏

j=J+1

|{c2(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

|

|{c1(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

− {c2(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

|ds

≤
P∑

J=1

∫ t

0

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1,j ̸=J

B(1 + |nj |)−r/2 · 2B(1 + |nJ |)−r/2ds

=2BPPt
∑

nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)jnj=n

P∏
j=1

(1 + |nj |)−r/2.

This shows that (3.26) is true for k = 1.
Let k ≥ 2. Assume that (3.26) holds for all 1 < k′ < k.
For k, by the same analysis, one can derive that

|c1(t, n)− c2(t, n)|

≤
P∑

J=1

∫ t

0

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

J−1∏
j=1

|{c1(s, nj)}∗
j−1

| ·
P∏

j=J+1

|{c2(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

|

|{c1(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

− {c2(s, nj)}∗
[j−1]

|ds

≤
P∑

J=1

∫ t

0

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1,j ̸=J

B(1 + |nj |)−r/2 · 2B(P−1)(k−1)+1P k−1 · sk−1

(k − 1)!

∑
mj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,(P−1)(k−1)+1∑(P−1)(k−1)+1

j=1 (−1)j−1mj=nJ

(P−1)(k−1)+1∏
j=1

(1 + |nj |)−
r
2 ds

≤2B(P−1)k+1P k · t
k

k!

∑
nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,(P−1)k+1∑(P−1)k+1

j=1 (−1)j−1nj=n

(P−1)k+1∏
j=1

(1 + |nj |)−r/2.

Here we use again the permutation (3.22)-(3.23). This shows that (3.26) is true for k.
By induction, we know that (3.26) holds for all k ∈ N.
Furthermore, by Lemma 4.2, one can derive that

|c1(t, n)− c2(t, n)| ≤ 2Bb(r/2; ν) ·

{
(Bb(r/2; ν))

P−1
Pt

}k

k!
.

This completes the proof of (3.27).
As a result, |c1(t, n) − c2(t, n)| tends to zero uniformly in (t, n) ∈ [0, t0] × Zν by letting k → ∞

provided that 2 ≤ ν < r/2, this is guaranteed by (3.24). This shows that u1(t, x) ≡ u2(t, x) for all
(t, x) ∈ [0, t0]× R.
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3.8. Asymptotic Dynamics. In this subsection, we prove that, for the weakly NLS equation (ϵ-cNLS),
within the given time scale, the nonlinear solution will be asymptotic to the associated linear solution in
the sense of both the sup-norm ∥ · ∥L∞

x (R) and the Sobolev-norm ∥ · ∥Hs
x(R).

Clearly the linear solution is given by the following Fourier series

ulinear(t, x) =
∑
n∈Zν

e−i⟨n⟩2tc(n)ei⟨n⟩x. (3.28)

For the asymptotic dynamics in the sense of the sup-norm ∥ · ∥L∞
x (R), it follows from (1.2), (3.7),

(3.28), the definition of the L∞
x (R)-norm, and the uniform-in-time decay of the Fourier coefficients that

∥(u− ulinear)(t)∥L∞
x (R) ≤ |ϵ|

∑
n∈Zν

∫ t

0

∑
nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

|c(τ, nj)|dτ

≤ |ϵ|t
∑

nj∈Zν ,j=1,··· ,P

P∏
j=1

(1 + |nj |)−
r
2

≲ |ϵ|η,

where t = ϵ−1+η with 0 < η ≪ 1. This implies that

∥(u− ulinear)(t)∥L∞
x (R) → 0, as ϵ → 0.

For the asymptotic dynamics in the sense of the Sobolev-norm ∥ · ∥Hs
x(R), it follows from (1.2), (3.7),

(3.28), the definition of the Hs
x(R)-norm, and the uniform-in-time decay of the Fourier coefficients that

∥(u− ulinear)(t)∥2Hs
x(R) =

s∑
m=0

∥⟨n⟩m(û− ûlinear)(t)∥2ℓ2n(Zν)

=

s∑
m=0

∑
n∈Zν

⟨n⟩2m|iϵ
∫ t

0

e−i⟨n⟩2(t−τ)
∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

{c(τ, nj)}∗
[j−1]

dτ |2

≤ ϵ2
s∑

m=0

|ω|2m
∑
n∈Zν

|n|2m


∫ t

0

∑
nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

|c(τ, nj)|dτ


2

≲ (ϵt)2
s∑

m=0

|ω|2m
∑
n∈Zν

|n|2m


∑

nj∈Zν , j=1,··· ,P∑P
j=1(−1)j−1nj=n

P∏
j=1

(1 + |nj |)−r/2


2

≤ (ϵt)2
s∑

m=0

|ω|2m


P∏

j=1

∑
nj∈Zν

(1 + |nj |)−r/4

︸ ︷︷ ︸
H (r/4;ν)



2

∑
n∈Zν

(1 + |n|)2m− r
2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
H (r/2−2m;ν)

≲ (ϵt)2
s∑

m=0

|ω|2mb(r/2− 2m; ν)

≲ |ϵ|2η,

provided that r/2− 2m > ν for all m = 0, 1, · · · , s, that is, s < r/4− ν/2. This shows that

∥(u− ulinear)(t)∥Hs
x(R) → 0, as ϵ → 0.

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.
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3.9. Corollary and Remark. This subsection gives a corollary and a remark.

Corollary 3.12. If the initial Fourier data is exponentially decaying, that is, there exist A > 0 and
0 < κ ≤ 1 such that |c(n)| ≤ A1/2pe−κ|n| for all n ∈ Zν , then the quasi-periodic Cauchy problem has
a unique solution which is local in time and retains the same spatial quasi-periodicity. Furthermore, the
solution has a uniform (in time) κ/2-decay rate, and hence it is in the classical sense. In addition, it is
analytic in space variable by Lemma 4.5.

Remark 3.13. From the proof for the quasi-periodic Cauchy problem (cNLS)-(1.1), one can see that the
following nonlinear Schrödinger equation1

i∂tu+ ∂xxu+ λ|u|2p = 0, 1 ≤ p ∈ N and λ = ±1,

with quasi-periodic initial data (1.1) which satisfies the polynomial decay condition (3.1), repalcing A
1
2p

by A
1

2p−1 , has a unique locally in time spatially quasi-periodic solution with the same frequency vector
as the initial data in the classical sense. What’s more, this result is true for the exponential decay case
and the obtained solution is analytic in the space variable; see Lemma 4.5.

4. APPENDIX

Lemma 4.1. (Geometric-arithmetic mean inequality) Let a1, · · · , an be positive numbers, where n ∈ N.
Then we have the following mean value inequality n∏

j=1

aj

1/n

≤ 1

n

n∑
j=1

aj . (4.1)

The left and the right are called the geometric mean and the arithmetic mean of a1, · · · , an respectively.

Lemma 4.2. (Bound on the Riemann zeta function) Consider the Riemann zeta function

ζ(s) =

∞∑
n=1

1

ns
, s ∈ C. (4.2)

If s ∈ R and s > 1, then we have the following upper bound estimate

ζ(s) ≤ 1 +
1

s− 1
. (4.3)

Furthermore, for 1 < s ∈ R and 1 ≤ ν ∈ N, where s > ν, set

H (s; ν) =
∑
n∈Zν

1

(1 + |n|)s
(4.4)

and

b(s; ν) = 1 +

ν∑
j0=1

(
ν

j0

)
2j0j−s

0

{
ζ

(
s

j0

)}j0

. (4.5)

Then we have

H (s; ν) ≤ b(s; ν), 1 < s ∈ R and 1 ≤ ν ∈ N. (4.6)

Lemma 4.3. (Generalized Bernoulli inequality) Let x1, · · · , xm be real numbers, all greater than −1,
and all with the same sign2. Then we have the following generalized Bernoulli inequality

m∏
j=1

(1 + xj) ≥ 1 +

m∑
j=1

xj . (4.7)

1This type of nonlinear Schrödinger equation doesn’t enjoy the so-called gauge invariance compared with (cNLS).
2If x1, · · · , xm don’t have the same sign, then the generalized Bernoulli inequality is not true. For example, let n = 2, x1 =

1/2 and x2 = −1/2, then (1 + x1)(1 + x2) = 3/4 and 1 + x1 + x2 = 1. In this case, the generalized Bernoulli inequality is
exactly opposite. Hence the condition of the same sign for x1, · · · , xn is necessary.
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Lemma 4.4. If 0 < ♢ ≤ (2p)2p

PP , then for all k ≥ 1, we have∑
γ(k)∈Γ(k)

♢ℓ(γ(k))

D(γ(k))
≤ P

2p
. (4.8)

Proof. By the definition of the branch set Γ(k), we first have the following decomposition,∑
γ(k)∈Γ(k)

♢ℓ(γ(k))

D(γ(k))
=

∑
γ(k)=0∈Γ(k)

♢ℓ(γ(k))

D(γ(k))
+

∑
γ(k)∈Γ(k)\{0}

♢ℓ(γ(k))

D(γ(k))

≜(I)k + (II)k.

For all k ≥ 1, 0 = γ(k) ∈ Γ(k), ℓ(0) = 0,D(0) = 1, it is obvious that

(I)k =
♢ℓ(0)

D(0)
=

♢0

1
= 1.

For k = 1, 1 = γ(1) ∈ Γ(1), σ(1) = 1,D(1) = 1, we have

(II)1 =
♢ℓ(1)

D(1)
=

♢1

1
= ♢.

Hence

the left-hand side of (4.8) for k = 1 is 1 + ♢ ≤ 1 +
(2p)2p

PP
≤ P

2p
.

This shows that (4.8) holds for k = 1.
Let k ≥ 2. Assume that (4.8) is true for all 1 < k′ < k. For k, it follows from the definitions of ℓ and

D that

(II)k =
∑

γ(k)∈Γ(k)\{0}

♢ℓ(γ(k))

D(γ(k))

=
∑

(γ
(k−1)
j )1≤j≤P∈(Γ(k−1))P

♢1+
∑P

j=1 ℓ(γ
(k−1)
j )(

1 +
∑P

j=1 ℓ(γ
(k−1)
j )

)∏P
j=1 D(γ

(k−1)
j )

≤♢ ·
P∏

j=1

∑
γ
(k−1)
j ∈Γ(k−1)

♢ℓ(γ
(k−1)
j )

D(γ
(k−1)
j )

≤
(
P

2p

)P

♢.

Thus

the left-hand side of (4.8) for k is (I)k + (II)k ≤ 1 +

(
P

2p

)P

· (2p)
2p

PP
=

P

2p
.

This shows that (4.8) holds for k.
By induction, we know that (4.8) is true for all k ∈ N. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.4 . □

Lemma 4.5. (Analyticity in space) Let f : R → R be a quasi-periodic function defined by the Fourier
series

f(x) =
∑
n∈Zν

f̂(n)ei(n·ω)x, x ∈ R,

where ω ∈ Rν is rationally independent. If the Fourier coefficients f̂(n) decay exponentially, that is,
there exist A > 0 and 0 < ρ ≤ 1 such that

f̂(n) ≪ Ae−ρ|n|, ∀n ∈ Zν ,

then f is analytic.
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Proof. It is sufficient to prove that f is a member of the Gevrey class of order 1; see [MS02].
First, for any m ∈ N, we have

(∂m
x f)(x) =

∑
n∈Zν

(i(n · ω))mf̂(n)ei⟨n⟩x.

It follows from (2.15), the exponential decay of f̂(n), yme−Ky ≤ (K−1)mm! for all 1 ≤ m ∈ N, where
K > 0, and [DLX24, Lemma 2.4(2)] that

(∂m
x f)(x) ≪ A|ω|m

∑
n∈Zν

|n|me−ρ|n|

= A|ω|m
∑
n∈Zν

|n|me−
ρ
2 |n|︸ ︷︷ ︸

bounded by (2ρ−1)mm!

e−
ρ
2 |n|

≪ A(2ρ−1|ω|)mm!
∑
n∈Zν

e−
ρ
2 |n|

= A(2ρ−1|ω|)mm!

ν∏
j=1

∑
nj∈Z

e−
ρ
2 |nj |

≪ A(6ρ−1)ν(2ρ−1|ω|)mm!

≪
(
max{A(6ρ−1)ν , 2ρ−1|ω|}

)m+1
m!.

This implies that f is a member of the Gevrey class of order 1, that is, f is analytic. This completes the
proof of Lemma 4.5. □
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