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WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE DNLS HIERARCHY

JOSEPH ADAMS

Abstract. We prove well-posedness for higher-order equations in the so-
called dNLS hierarchy (also known as part of the Kaup-Newell hierarchy) in
almost critical Fourier-Lebesgue and in modulation spaces. Leaning in on es-
timates proven by the author in a previous instalment [2], where a similar
well-posedness theory was developed for the equations of the NLS hierarchy,
we show the jth equation in the dNLS hierarchy is locally well-posed for initial
data in Ĥs

r (R) for s ≥ 1

2
+ j−1

r′
and 1 < r ≤ 2 and also in Ms

2,p(R) for s ≥
j

2

and 2 ≤ p < ∞. Supplementing our results with corresponding ill-posedness
results in Fourier-Lebesgue and modulation spaces shows optimality.

Our arguments are based on the Fourier restriction norm method in Bour-
gain spaces adapted to our data spaces and the gauge-transformation com-
monly associated with the dNLS equation. For the latter we establish bi-
Lipschitz continuity between appropriate modulation spaces and that even for
higher-order equations ‘bad’ cubic nonlinear terms are lifted from the equation.
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1. Introduction

The derivative nonlinear Schrödinger (dNLS) equation
{

i∂tu+ ∂2
xu = i∂x(|u|

2u)

u(t = 0) = u0

(1.1)

with initial data u0, is a canonical object of study in the field of well-posedness
theory for dispersive PDE. It arises as a model in various branches of physics,
ranging from the propagation of circularly polarized Alfvén waves in magnetized
plasma to the propagation of ultra-short pulses in optical fibers. We direct the
interested reader to [3, 5, 37, 44] for an overview of its origins.

Its analysis, in the sense of low-regularity well-posedness, compared with its
closely related cousin, the (de)focusing cubic nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equation

i∂tu+ ∂2
xu = ±2|u|2u, (1.2)

is considered to be strictly more difficult, because of the additional derivative in
the nonlinearity. In particular, one of the nonlinear terms |u|2∂xu in (1.1) is much
less well behaved than the remaining term u2∂xu.

One way to absolve the equation of this ‘issue’ and still be able to achieve well-
posedness within the framework of the Fourier restriction norm method, or more
generally by fixed-point arguments, is by utilising the gauge-transformation

u(x, t) 7→ v(x, t) := exp

(

−i

∫ x

−∞

|u(y, t)|2 dy

)

u(x, t) (1.3)

which removes the ill-behaved |u|2∂xu by translating (1.1) to the equation

i∂tv + ∂2
xv = −iv2∂xv −

1

2
|v|4v (1.4)

for an unknown function v. (The initial value is also adapted in an appropriate
fashion.) The continuity properties of the gauge-transformation then ensure essen-
tially1 the equivalence of Cauchy problems associated with both (1.1) and (1.4).
See [20, 23, 26, 40] and the references therein, where this approach has successfully
been applied in a variety of function spaces.

Though even after transformation, solely using energy or smoothing estimates
does not suffice to prove (near optimal) local well-posedness results. As was layed
out in [20], for certain frequency constellations one is forced to exploit the resonance
relation to eke out a fraction (in the L2-based setting) of a derivative in order to
close a contraction argument. So there is certainly some added complexity when
dealing with the dNLS equation in comparison to the NLS equation.

Furthermore, the dNLS equation is a completely integrable system, which entails
but is not limited to possessing an infinite hierarchy of conserved quantities and
being induced by (one of) the first of these quantities. Subsequent equations may
be induced in a similar fashion to produce what we refer to in the title of this paper
as the dNLS hierarchy. As the NLS equation is also completely integrable, one can
analogously look at an NLS hierarchy. (How these conserved quantities are derived
for dNLS and what is meant by ‘induce’ will be made more precise in Section 2.)

Grounded in the recently published paper [2] by the author, in which the well-
posedness theory of the NLS hierarchy is studied, the natural question arises what
a similar theory would look like for the dNLS hierarchy, keeping in mind its added
complexities?

Goal of the present paper is to (at least partially) answer this question. More
precisely we will be proving low-regularity well-posedness results for a general class

1Using the gauge-transformation muddies the uniqueness properties of the solution. See Re-
mark 3.4 where this issue is further discussed.
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of PDE, encompassing all equations in the dNLS hierarchy, in classical Sobolev
spaces Hs(R), Fourier-Lebesgue spaces Ĥs

r (R) (sometimes written as FLs,r′(R) in
the literature) and modulation spaces M s

2,p(R) defined by the norms

‖u‖
Ĥs

r
= ‖u‖FLs,r′ = ‖〈ξ〉sû‖Lr′ and ‖u‖Ms

2,p
= ‖〈n〉s‖�nu‖L2‖ℓpn(Z) (1.5)

respectively, with a family of isometric decomposition operators (�n)n∈Z. We refer
to the author’s previous work [2, Section 1.2] for precise definitions and an overview
of properties, i.e. embeddings, interpolation and duality theory of these function
spaces.

While of course we embrace the integrability structure of the dNLS hierarchy
equations for their derivation, we will not be making use of it for proving our well-
posedness results. Rather we welcome the fact that our techniques enable us to
prove well-posedness for a much larger class of PDE (that nevertheless includes the
dNLS hierarchy equations), due to their robustness towards changes in the PDE
that lead to them no longer being completely integrable.

The techniques we will be using to argue well-posedness are the Fourier restric-
tion norm method in appropriate Bourgain spaces Xs,b adapted to our data spaces,
together with bilinear refinements of Strichartz estimates. We will also be heavily
leaning in on the estimates proven for the NLS hierarchy equations in [2] by the
author and general smoothing estimates of Kato type. As a convenience we recall
all necessary estimates in Section 4.

1.1. Notation and function space properties. As the present paper may be
viewed as a continuation or extension of the author’s previous work on the NLS
hierarchy, we will refrain from (re)defining our notational conventions and instead
refer the reader to [2, Section 1.2] for reference on such matters.

In addition, we will be using some estimates for modulation spaces not yet given
in [2] so we will use this opportunity to cite these from the literature. Of particular
use will be a Sobolev-type embedding adapted to modulation spaces, a proof of
which may be found in [11, Prop. 2.31]: Let s1, s2 ∈ R and 1 ≤ p, q1, q2 ≤ ∞ then

‖f‖Ms1
p,q1

(Rn) . ‖f‖Ms2
p,q2

(Rn) if and only if s1 − s2 >
n

q2
−

n

q1
> 0. (1.6)

The other estimates we will be needing are all with regard to multiplication
of modulation space functions. We start by mentioning the well known fact that
M∞,1 is a Banach-Algebra, see [11, Prop. 4.2]. In fact, as is also mentioned after
that Proposition, since M s

p,q(R
n) continuously embeds into M∞,1(R

n), if q = 1 and
s ≥ 0, or if q > 1 and s > n

q′
, we know M s

p,q(R
n) also to be an algebra in those

cases.
More generally we have a form of generalised Leibniz rule for modulation spaces:

Let s ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ p, p1, p2, p̃q, p̃2, q, q1, q2, q̃1, q̃2 ≤ ∞, such that 1
p
= 1

p1
+ 1

p2
=

1
p̃1

+ 1
p̃2

and 1
q′

= 1
q′1

+ 1
q′2

= 1
q̃′1

+ 1
q̃′2

, then

‖fg‖Ms
p,q(R

n) . ‖f‖Ms
p1,q1

(Rn)‖g‖Mp2,q2 (R
n) + ‖f‖Mp̃1,q̃1(R

n)‖g‖Ms
p̃2,q̃2

(Rn). (1.7)

Taking the uniform-decomposition definition of modulation spaces as known, as
simple proof is as follows: We rewrite �m(fg) as

∑

k+ℓ=m(�kf)(�ℓg) using knowl-
edge of the support of convolutions.

‖fg‖Ms
p,q

= ‖‖〈m〉s�m(fg)‖Lp‖ℓqm(Z) . ‖‖〈m〉s
∑

k+ℓ=m

(�kf)(�ℓg)‖Lp‖ℓqm(Z)

. ‖
∑

k+ℓ=m

(〈k〉s + 〈ℓ〉s)‖(�kf)(�ℓg)‖Lp‖ℓqm(Z)
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After applying the triangle inequality 〈m〉s . 〈k〉s+ 〈ℓ〉s we use Hölder’s inequality
depending on which weight is present. Finishing the proof with applications of the
triangle and Young’s inequality we arrive at the desired upper bound.

. ‖
∑

k+ℓ=m

〈k〉s‖�kf‖Lp1‖�ℓg‖Lp
2
‖ℓqm(Z) + ‖〈ℓ〉s‖�kf‖Lp̃1‖�ℓg‖Lp̃2‖ℓqm(Z)

. ‖f‖Ms
p1,q1

‖g‖M0
p2,q2

+ ‖f‖M0
p̃1,q̃1

‖g‖Ms
p̃2,q̃2

.

For further properties of modulation spaces we recommend consulting [6, 11].
In addition we will be using the classic Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality in deriv-

ing a-priori bounds for the dNLS hierarchy equations. We take advantage of the
phrasing from [16]: Let 1 ≤ r, p, q ≤ ∞, ℓ ∈ N0, k ∈ N and ℓ

k
≤ θ ≤ 1 such that

1

r
−

ℓ

n
= θ

(

1

p
−

k

n

)

+ (1− θ)
1

q
(1.8)

holds. Then one has the inequality

‖∇ℓf‖Lr(Rn) . ‖∇kf‖θLp(Rn)‖f‖
1−θ
Lq(Rn) (1.9)

under the additional constraints that θ < 1 if r = ∞ and 1 < p < ∞; or f is
vanishing at infinity if q = ∞, k < n

p
and ℓ = 0.

1.2. Organisation of the paper. In Section 2 we will be deriving and defining
what is referred to in the title of this paper as the dNLS hierarchy. We will also
review what is known about the gauge-transformation associated with the dNLS
equation. In addition we will prove its continuity as a map between appropriate
modulation spaces and argue that applied to the higher-order dNLS hierarchy equa-
tions it also leads to more well-behaved models. We will be referring to these more
well-behaved models as gauged dNLS equations and make reference to them in our
well-posedness theorems.

Then in Section 3 we quickly review prior work associated with (higher-order)
dNLS equations before stating our main results, followed by a discussion of the
latter.

Moving towards proofs of the theorems, in Section 4, we give an overview of
the linear and multilinear estimates from [2] that we will be using to argue well-
posedness for higher-order dNLS hierarchy/gauged dNLS equations, for the reader’s
convenience. In addition we will be making use of an estimate for the resonance
relation which we take from the literature.

The proofs for Theorems 3.5 and 3.6 are contained in Section 5, where first we
deal with estimates regarding well-posedness in Fourier-Lebesgue spaces, followed
by the same for modulation spaces. The Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 regarding well-
posedness of the dNLS hierarchy equations themselves follow from the former and
use of the gauge-transformation.

In Section 6 we give proofs of our ill-posedness results associated with higher-
order dNLS equations. These show that our well-posedness results are optimal
(up to the endpoint) and that within the framework of techniques we are using,
no lower threshold of initial regularity of the data is possible, while still achieving
local well-posedness results.

To wrap up, in Appendix A we list the first few equations of the dNLS hierarchy
together with their gauge-transformed variants where appropriate. This shall serve
as a point of reference and give the interested reader an overview of what typical
nonlinearities in the hierarchy look like.

Acknowledgements. This work is part of the author’s PhD thesis. He would like
to greatly thank his advisor, Axel Grünrock, for suggesting this line of problems
and his continued and ongoing support.
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2. Description of the dNLS hierarchy

Keeping in line with the literature we referenced in [2] describing the derivation
of the NLS hierarchy equations, we stick to [4, 39] for the dNLS hierarchy equa-
tions. For literature dealing more generally with completely integrable systems we
recommend the reader consult [15, 38] and references therein.

In the forthcoming subsections we describe how dNLS and associated higher-
order equations arise as a compatibility condition for a linear scattering problem
and how these equations are amenable to being recast in a more well-behaved class
using the gauge-transformation (1.3). We will also touch on why this transformation
leaves the well-posedness question (mostly) intact, specifically we are referring to
the regularity of the gauge-transformation itself.

2.1. Deriving dNLS hierarchy equations. The general setting we start out in
is a linear scattering problem [4, eq. (1.1)] of the form

dv = Ωv (2.1)

involving an N ×N matrix of differential one-forms Ω depending on a spectral pa-
rameter ζ ∈ C. Its zero-curvature (also called integrability) condition [4, eq. (1.2)][39,
eq. (2.3)] reads

0 = dΩ− Ω ∧Ω (2.2)

and, for appropriate choice of Ω, leads to various well-known nonlinear evolution
equations. Choosing the right Ansatz for Ω decides which particular set of equations
one manages to derive. In [2] and [4] the Ansatz Ω = (ζR0+P ) dx+Q(ζ) dt, where
the dx part of Ω depends only linearly on the spectral parameter ζ ∈ C, was chosen.
One picks the involved matrices as

R0 =

(

−i 0
0 i

)

and P =

(

0 q

r 0

)

, (2.3)

where we leave Q open for the time being. The entries q and r (which are functions
depending on x and t) are referred to as potentials along which the scattering
in (2.1) happens.

This Ansatz leads to (for example) the NLS and (m)KdV hierarchies of equa-
tions2, depending again on the particular choice of relation between the two poten-
tials q and r and matrix Q. In order to derive the dNLS hierarchy equations we
follow [39, eq. (2.4)] and now instead choose Ω = (ζ2R0 + ζP ) dx + Q(ζ) dt with
the same matrices R0 and P as previously, again leaving Q unspecified for now.

A prolonged calculation that we will not reproduce for brevity’s sake then shows
that the compatibility condition (2.2) has an equivalent formulation as a Hamilton-
ian equation for our two potentials q and r

d

dt
u = J

δ

δu
H, (2.4)

see [39, eq. (4.11)]. In this equation u = ( rq ) is a vector containing our potentials and
J = −2i ( 0 1

1 0 ) ∂x is an operator (different from the one involved in the derivation
of the NLS hierarchy, cf. [2, eq. (2.3)]). What is left is to define the Hamiltonian H
that is namesake to (2.4).

The Hamiltonian H has a strikingly similar form as for the NLS hierarchy equa-
tions

H =

∞
∑

n=0

αn(t)In, (2.5)

2The astute reader will note, that both the NLS and mKdV equations are embedded within
the Ablowitz-Kaup-Newell-Segur (AKNS) hierarchy, a name more commonly used in the inverse
scattering community literature, see for example [1, 15].
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see [2, eq. (2.4)] for comparison. The αn(t) are derived from the choice of Q we
left open previously, and the In are conserved quantities of the equations in the
dNLS hierarchy, in particular dNLS itself. Appropriate choices of the αn(t) will
thus yield the dNLS hierarchy equations, for which (individually) the In are the
Hamiltonians.

Last thing is to state the individual Hamiltonian In: In [39, eqns. (3.3) and (3.4)]
we are given explicit expressions for deriving these conserved quantities/Hamilto-
nians recursively

In =

∫

R

qYn dx and Yn+1 =
1

2i

[

∂xYn + q

n
∑

k=0

Yn−kYk

]

with Y0 = −
r

2i
. (2.6)

The resemblance between (2.6) and [2, eq. (2.5)] is undeniable, though the discern-
ing reader will note that the initial condition for this recursion is different, as well
as the sum going up to k = n (rather than k = n− 1).

For later reference we would like to give a lemma describing elementary properties
of the Yn all of which may be verified by a simple inductive argument, so we omit
the proof.

Lemma 2.1. For n ∈ N the terms Yn have the following properties:

(1) Yn is a sum of monomials in q, r and their derivatives.
(2) Yn as a polynomial is of homogeneous order, where we define the order of a

monomial to be sum of twice the total number of derivatives and the number
of factors in it. The order of any monomial in Yn is 2n+ 1.

(3) Every monomial in Yn has a total number of factors r, or its derivatives,
one greater than the total number of factors q, or its derivatives.

(4) The coefficients of the monomials in Yn are a positive integer multiples
of (−1)k(2i)k−2n−1, where k is the total number of derivatives in a given
monomial.

(5) Yn has a single term that consists of just one factor, it is −(2i)−n∂n
x r.

We are now ready to give the definition, i.e. fix a choice of coefficients αn in (2.5),
of what is referred to in the title of this paper as the dNLS hierarchy.

Definition. For j ∈ N we define the jth dNLS hierarchy equation to be the Hamil-
tonian equation for the potential q(x, t) in (2.4), where we choose α2j−1 = 22j−1

and αn = 0 for n 6= 2j − 1 in (2.5). We identify occurrences of the potential r(x, t)
with the complex conjugate of q(x, t), i.e. r = +q.

Having defined what we deem to be the dNLS hierarchy equations we may quickly
establish an equivalent theorem to [2, Theorem 2.3] that describes the general form
of such an equation. We leave its proof to the reader as it differs only in details
from the one in [2].

Note that this is also the point where we switch back to the more common
notation of calling the unknown function u (instead of q or r). This is not to be
confused with the vector of potentials u = ( r

q ) used in (2.4).

Theorem 2.2. For j ∈ N there exist coefficients ck,α ∈ Z+ iZ for every α ∈ N
2k+1
0

with |α| = 2j−k−1, for 1 ≤ k ≤ 2j−1, such that the jth dNLS hierarchy equation
may be written as

i∂tu+ (−1)j+1∂2j
x u =

2j−1
∑

k=1

∑

α∈N
2k+1
0

|α|=2j−k−1

ck,α∂x

(

∂α1
x u

k
∏

ℓ=1

∂α2ℓ
x u∂α2ℓ+1

x u

)

. (2.7)

Remark 2.3. We give some points of interest and remarks:
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(1) Breaking the definitions down in order to better uncover the structure of the
dNLS hierarchy equations, we note that for n = 2j − 1 the jth dNLS equation is
given by

i∂tu = 2αn∂x
δ

δu

∫

R

uYn dx. (2.8)

(2) The main difference between the equations of the NLS and dNLS hierarchies
is that the latter has an additional derivative on each nonlinear term. This is what
makes its analysis more difficult, as the nonlinear term |u|2∂xu and its higher-order
variants (where none of the derivatives fall on the complex conjugated factor u) are
quite ill-behaved. This is the reason we will be using the gauge-transformation, on
which we will give more details in the next subsection.

(3) The first dNLS hierarchy equation (j = 1) corresponds to the classical dNLS
equation (1.1). The higher-order equations, beyond the dNLS and fourth-order (j =
2) equation, do not, to the author’s best knowledge, appear in the literature. We
list the first few equations of the hierarchy in Appendix A. A further (interleaving)
sequence of higher-order PDEs (with odd order of dispersion) can be defined and
corresponds to non-zero choices of αn, for n 6= 2j − 1, j ∈ N. We list these in the
same appendix.

(4) Choosing the opposing sign convention r = −q also leads to a hierarchy of
dNLS-like equations. As, in contrast to NLS, there is no meaningful difference
between a focusing or defocusing case depending on the sign in front of the non-
linearity, our sign choice is of no significant importance. We fix it merely to have
a designated convention for the name and choose to stay in line with the dNLS
equation already present in the literature.

(5) Figuring out a non-recursive description of the coefficients involved in the
dNLS hierarchy (or even determining, beyond (2.7), which nonlinear terms appear
at all) is, to the author’s best knowledge and in general, an unsolved problem. Such
further insight into the nonlinearities may in the future aid phrasing well-posedness
results dependent on a non-resonance condition (only fulfilled by the actual hierarchy
equations).

In the following subsection, where we explore the action of the gauge-transfor-
mation on the dNLS hierarchy equations, we will at least be able to obtain the
coefficients of ‘bad’ cubic nonlinear terms, where no derivatives fall on the complex
conjugated factor u. These ‘bad’ cubic terms are the higher-order generalisations
of |u|2∂xu from the nonlinearity of dNLS.

(6) Choosing non-zero values for the even numbered coefficients α2j (and zero
for all others) leads to a set of equations that have the same linear parts as the
equations in the mKdV hierarchy (see Appendix A). It seems these do not appear
independently in the literature, but would surely also make for an interesting object
of study. Though we do not pursue this in this work.

Remark 2.4. Now is the right place to establish the critical regularity sc(j, r) of the
dNLS hierarchy equations in Sobolev and more generally Fourier-Lebesgue spaces3.

In a similar fashion to dNLS itself, the higher-order dNLS hierarchy equations are

also invariant under the transformation of scale uλ(x, t) = λ
1
2 u(λx, λ2jt), meaning

if u is a solution of a dNLS-like equation with initial data u0, then so is uλ with
initial data u0,λ(x) = λ

1
2 u0(λx).

This leads to the critical regularity being sc(j, r) = 1
r
− 1

2 , i.e. the L2-norm

stays invariant under this transformation on the scale of Sobolev spaces and Ĥ
1
2
1 on

the scale of Fourier-Lebesgue spaces for r → 1. Our determined goal is to establish

3Modulation spaces are not well-behaved under transformations of scale, due to the uniform
frequency decomposition involved, thus there is no proper notion of criticality.
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well-posedness of the dNLS hierarchy equations in spaces that are very close to these
critical spaces.

2.2. The gauge-transformation. As is mentioned above there are certain non-
linear terms that appear in the dNLS hierarchy equations that are gravely less
well-behaved than their fellows. These are terms like |u|2∂xu from (1.1), where all
derivatives that lie on a cubic nonlinear term fall onto one of the factors that is
not the complex conjugate of the unknown solution u. As the reader may verify in
Appendix A these types of nonlinear terms do in fact crop up in the higher-order
equations too.

Before we move on to proving well-posedness results for the dNLS hierarchy
equations we must first absolve ourselves of these ill-behaved nonlinear terms. To
do this we will be making use of the gauge-transformation that is already a well-
known tool in the context of the dNLS equation itself:

G± : u(x, t) 7→ v(x, t) := exp

(

±i

∫ x

−∞

|u(y, t)|2 dy

)

u(x, t). (2.9)

See [20, 23, 26, 40], for example.
For the dNLS equation the gauge-transformation (2.9) is useful in the following

sense: given a function u, it solves the dNLS equation (1.1) if and only if v(x, t) :=
G−(u)(x, t) solves the gauge-transformed dNLS equation (1.4). Vice versa when
you apply the gauge-transformation’s inverse G+.

We want to explore how the gauge-transformation can help us in a similar way
in order to simplify, or even enable, the well-posedness analysis of higher-order
dNLS hierarchy equations. For this we must first find the right notion of ‘simpler’
equation, which is specific enough in order for us to be able to achieve well-posedness
results for and also general enough so that it is a superset of the image of the
dNLS hierarchy equations under the gauge-transformation. We find the following
definition appropriate.

Definition. For j ∈ N we call a PDE a (jth order) gauged dNLS equation, if there

exist coefficients ck,α ∈ C, for 1 ≤ k ≤ 2j, and α ∈ N
2k+1
0 with |α| = 2j − k, such

that c1,α = 0 if α2 = 0 and the PDE may be written as

i∂tv + (−1)j+1∂2j
x v =

2j
∑

k=1

∑

α∈N
2k+1
0

|α|=2j−k

ck,α∂
α1
x u

k
∏

i=1

∂α2i
x u∂α2i+1

x u. (2.10)

The difference between dNLS hierarchy equations and gauged dNLS equations,
in their general form, is evidently rather small. The linear parts of the equations
coincide for one. Regarding the cubic nonlinear terms, the gauged dNLS equations
cannot contain so called ‘bad’ cubic terms that have none of their derivatives fall on
the factor u in the cubic. This is exactly the advantage the gauge-transformation
delivers. With regard to the higher-order nonlinear terms, the small price we have
to pay for the elimination of the ‘bad’ cubic terms is that we incur an additional
term of the form |u|2ju, without any derivatives lying on it.

Remark 2.5. We point out that transitioning from dNLS hierarchy equations to
gauged dNLS equations does not change the notion of criticality, that was investi-
gated in Remark 2.4. This is because we are, at most, leaving a cubic nonlinear
term away and are gaining a term of the form |u|2ju, that is invariant with respect
to the same transformation of scale.

Our goal for the rest of this subsection will be to establish, that the gauge-
transformation does indeed translate between the dNLS hierarchy equations and
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what we are now referring to as gauged dNLS equations. This will then later
allow us, conditioned on the continuity of the gauge-transformation, to prove well-
posedness solely for gauged dNLS equations and pull-back these results to the
actual equations of interest: the dNLS hierarchy equations. In this spirit we will
be proving the following proposition.

Proposition 2.6. Let j ≥ 2, u(x, t) be a function and v(x, t) := G−(u)(x, t) its
gauge-transform. Then u solves the jth order dNLS hierarchy equation if and only
if v solves a (corresponding) gauged dNLS equation. And vice versa for the inverse
transformation G+.

Even though this proposition does not exactly specify which gauged dNLS equa-
tion v would solve, this proposition is sufficient for our purposes, since our well-
posedness theorems are so general as to cover the whole class of gauged dNLS
equations.

Relating to proof strategy, we will be investigating the coefficients of the ‘bad’
cubic nonlinear terms in the dNLS hierarchy equations and show that these coin-
cide with those coefficients of ‘bad’ cubic terms that are lifted when one uses the
gauge-transformation. We point out that this makes the dNLS hierarchy equations
natural, beyond being derived from a completely integrable system, in the sense
that their coefficients for ‘bad’ cubic terms are the unique4 set that are amenable
to use of the gauge-transformation.

As was also the case for the NLS hierarchy equations in [2], there is no spe-
cific understanding of the coefficients or finer structure of nonlinearities for the
higher-order dNLS hierarchy equations present in the literature, to the author’s
best knowledge. So the following proposition, where the coefficients of at least the
‘bad’ cubic terms are uncovered, is a first.

Proposition 2.7. Let n ≥ 1. For 0 ≤ k ≤ n the coefficient of the cubic nonlinear
term (∂n−k

x u)u(∂k
xu) is equal to

4(−1)n+1αn

(2i)n+2

((

n+ 2

k + 1

)

− δ0,k − δn,k

)

, (2.11)

where δa,b is the Kronecker delta.

For n = 1 is an easy and well-known result: the coefficient of |u|2ux in the dNLS
equation is 2i. We note that there is some level of redundancy in the statement as
the terms (∂n−k

x u)u(∂k
xu) and (∂k

xu)u(∂
n−k
x u) are the same by commutativity. This

representation also still contains a choice of coefficients αn. For the dNLS hierarchy
we have made this choice, which seems canonical in relation to the coefficients
appearing in the gauge-transformation, see Lemma 2.9.

Remark 2.8. Figuring out the coefficients of the cubic nonlinear terms in general
or of any of the higher-order terms also seems an interesting problem. Though the
author finds that more delicate methods must be required in order to uncover these,
as there is less of an obvious pattern compared with the ‘bad’ cubics.

Proof of Proposition 2.7. We will prove the claim for n ≥ 2 only, to eliminate some
edge-cases. Referring to (2.8), which we now understand for general n ∈ N, we
must ask ourselves: where do the ‘bad’ cubic terms come from?5

4This uniqueness is only up to scaling of the coefficients. What is actually unique is the
relationship (quotient) between the coefficients.

5Even though we haven’t formally defined what ‘bad’ cubic terms for mKdV-like equations
with an extra derivative are (so where n is even), we will deal with them to be analogues of those
for the dNLS hierarchy equations. That is where none of the derivatives in a cubic term fall on u.
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Working our way backwards, such ‘bad’ terms, say (∂n−k
x u)u(∂k

xu), for 0 ≤ k ≤ n,
originate (before applying the derivative ∂x present in (2.8)) from cubic terms in
δ
δu

∫

R
uYn dx that also have no derivatives lying on u and a single derivative fewer

in total, for example (∂n−1−k
x u)u(∂k

xu), for 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.
Recursing again, past the functional derivative, such cubic terms with n−1 total

derivatives, but none on u, can only originate from quartic terms in the integrand
of the Hamiltonian, where at least one of the two u factors has no derivatives lying
upon it. In turn, since we are multiplying with u in the integral, these come from
cubic terms in Yn where at least one of the two factors u has no derivatives lying
upon it. General form of these terms is then (∂n−1−k

x u)u(∂k
xu), for 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

To ease notation let Kn(k) refer to the coefficient of (∂n−1−k
x u)u(∂k

xu) in Yn, for
0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. From here on out we will also use the convention c = 1

2i , as this
factor will appear often.

Our initial task is now to determine Kn(k), for n ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n−1. Looking
at the recursive definition of Yn+1 in (2.6)

Yn+1 = c

[

∂xYn + u

n
∑

k=0

Yn−kYk

]

with Y0 = −cu, (2.12)

we can determine that cubic terms with coefficients Kn+1(k) appear in Yn+1 in two
ways:

(1) from the first summand in the brackets, if a term in Yn that also has a
factor u with no derivatives gets differentiated, by Leibniz’ rule,

(2) in the sum, since the whole sum is multiplied with u, if for either k = 0 or
k = n a factor Y0 is involved. This is since this is the only Yn that contains
a singular factor u and we would like the result to be cubic. We can be
more specific even: a term we are looking for only appears by the product
of u from Y0 and a term ∂n−1

x u from Yn, resulting in uu∂n−1
x u for both

k = 0 and k = n in the sum.

Accounting for the coefficients present and any edge-cases, we thus find that our
coefficient function Kn(k) fulfils the following recursion relation

Kn+1(k) = c



















Kn(0) if k = 0,

2Kn(0) +Kn(1) if k = 1,

Kn(k − 1) +Kn(k) if 1 < k < n,

2cn+1 +Kn(n− 1) if k = n,

for n > 1 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. One may easily verify, with the initial condition
K1(0) = c3 being evident, this recursion relation is solved by

Kn(k) = cn+2

(

2

(

n

k

)

− δ0,k

)

, (2.13)

at least for n > 1. Note that the lack of symmetry here is no coincidence, as the
terms whose coefficients are described by Kn(k) shuffle derivatives between u and
u rather than two identical factors u.

Next we must investigate how the functional derivative δ
δu

∫

R
uYn dx transforms

these coefficients of terms in Yn. For the readers convenience we recall the action
of the functional derivative. If

F [φ] =

∫

R

f(φ, ∂xφ, ∂
2
xφ, . . . , ∂

N
x φ) dx one has

δF

δφ
=

N
∑

k=0

(−1)k∂k
x

∂f

∂(∂k
xφ)

.

So we must take care to account for the fact that every ‘bad’ quartic term in
the Hamiltonian

∫

R
uYn dx is counted twice: once for the factor u without any
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derivatives lying upon it and possibly another time if the remaining u factor (that
may carry derivatives). We will use the symbol R to account for terms that are
not ‘bad’ cubics and thus are not of importance for our analysis; it may differ from
line to line. For n > 1 we figure

δ

δu

∫

R

uYn dx =

n−1
∑

k=0

(−1)k∂k
x

∂(uYn)

∂(∂k
xu)

(2.14)

=

n−1
∑

k=0

(−1)k∂k
x(Kn(k) + δ0,k)|u|

2(∂n−1−k
x u) +R (2.15)

Here we must be careful to account for the extra 1 (which we do by introducing
δ0,k), which appears when differentiating the term u(∂n−1

x u)u2 in the functional
derivative. This nicely cancels with the Kronecker delta in the coefficient func-
tion Kn(k). Next we use the classical Leibniz rule and interchange the order of
summation:

=
n−1
∑

k=0

k
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)k2cn+2

(

n

k

)(

k

ℓ

)

u(∂n−1−k+k−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) +R (2.16)

= 2cn+2
n−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n−1
∑

k=ℓ

(−1)k
(

n

k

)(

k

ℓ

)

)

u(∂n−1−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) +R (2.17)

= 2cn+2(−1)n+1
n−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n

ℓ

)

u(∂n−1−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) +R, (2.18)

where in the final step we used a well-known summation identity for binomial
coefficients.

This representation of δ
δu

∫

R
uYn dx we may now use as the right-hand side in

the definition of our evolution equations (2.8) in order to determine the coefficients
we are interested in. Again we denote terms that are not of interest to us by use of
the symbol R, which may change from line to line:

i∂tu = 2αn∂x
δ

δu

∫

R

uYn dx =
4(−1)n+1αn

(2i)n+2
∂x

n−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n

ℓ

)

u(∂n−1−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) +R

=
4(−1)n+1αn

(2i)n+2

n−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n

ℓ

)

u
(

(∂n−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) + (∂n−(ℓ+1)u
x )(∂ℓ+1

x u)
)

+R

=
4(−1)n+1αn

(2i)n+2

(

n−1
∑

ℓ=0

(

n

ℓ

)

u(∂n−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) +

n
∑

ℓ=1

(

n

ℓ − 1

)

u(∂n−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu)

)

+R.

The first and last terms of these sums respectively are both of the form |u|2∂n
xu

so we may combine them. All other ‘bad’ cubics appear in the sums twice by
symmetry so we ‘fold over’ the sum in order to see the actual coefficient. We omit
the leading factor for space reasons.

(n+ 1)|u|2(∂n
xu) +

n−1
∑

ℓ=1

(

n+ 1

ℓ

)

u(∂n−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) +R

= (n+ 1)|u|2(∂n
xu) +

⌊n−1
2 ⌋
∑

ℓ=1

((

n+ 1

ℓ

)

+

(

n+ 1

n− ℓ

))

u(∂n−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) +R
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Using the identity
(

n+1
ℓ

)

+
(

n+1
n−ℓ

)

=
(

n+2
ℓ+1

)

we have now been able to completely
determine the coefficients of the ‘bad’ cubic terms appearing in the hierarchy equa-
tions. Noting that

(

n+2
0+1

)

=
(

n+2
n+1

)

= n + 2 = (n + 1) − 1 one may verify that the

representation given in (2.11) is correct. �

Our next step in preparation of the proof of Proposition 2.6 is figuring out
which cubic nonlinear terms can be lifted by the gauge-transformation (and which
coefficients lead to total cancellation of these terms). For this we will prove the
following lemma in which it is established which ‘bad’ cubic terms are generated
by inserting a gauge-transformed function into the linear part of a dNLS hierarchy
equation.

Lemma 2.9. Let j ∈ N and u be a solution of the jth dNLS hierarchy equation.
We set v := G−(u) to be its gauge-transform. The coefficient of the ‘bad’ cubic term
(∂2j−1−ℓ

x u)u(∂ℓ
xu), in terms of u, appearing in i∂tv + (−1)j+1∂2j

x v is

i(−1)j+1

((

2j + 1

ℓ+ 1

)

− δ0,ℓ − δ2j−1,ℓ

)

. (2.19)

Proof. We begin this proof by simple insertion of v into the proposed linear part of
a dNLS hierarchy equation and elementary calculation:

i∂tv + (−1)j+1∂2j
x v = Gu(i∂tu+ (−1)j+1∂2j

x u (2.20)

+ u

∫ x

−∞

utu+ uut dλ+ i(−1)j
2j−1
∑

k=0

∂2j−1−k
x

(

|u|2∂k
xu
)

+R).

Here we have re-used the symbol R to denote higher-order terms and non-‘bad’

cubics and introduced the notation Gu = exp
(

−i
∫ x

−∞ |u(y)|2 dy
)

to simplify mat-

ters. Further cubic nonlinear terms may be produced by the integral, but only
if the integrand is quadratic in u. Inserting the dNLS hierarchy equation that is
solved by u for the terms ut and ut we see that the integrand is only quadratic for
the linear dispersion term in the equation:

u

∫ x

−∞

utu+ uut dλ = u

∫ x

−∞

(i(−1)j+1∂2j
x u)u− u(i(−1)j+1∂2j

x u) dλ+R (2.21)

= i(−1)j+1u

∫ x

−∞

(∂2j
x u)u− u(∂2j

x u) dλ+R. (2.22)

The reader may now inductively verify the fact that this integral can be rewritten
as

i(−1)j+1u

∫ x

−∞

(∂2j
x u)u− u(∂2j

x u) dλ = i(−1)j+1u

2j−1
∑

k=0

(−1)k(∂2j−1−k
x u)(∂k

xu).

Of the terms in this sum only the first one is a ‘bad’ cubic term, so when we now
return to (2.20) the other terms of the sum may be absorbed into R and we are
left with

(2.20) = Gu(i∂tu+ (−1)j+1∂2j
x u+ i(−1)j+1|u|2(∂2j−1

x u) (2.23)

+ i(−1)j
2j−1
∑

k=0

∂2j−1−k
x

(

|u|2∂k
xu
)

+R)

= Gu(i∂tu+ (−1)j+1∂2j
x u+ i(−1)j+1|u|2(∂2j−1

x u) (2.24)

+ i(−1)j
2j−1
∑

k=0

2j−1−k
∑

ℓ=0

(

2j − 1− k

ℓ

)

u(∂2j−1−k−ℓ
x u)(∂k+ℓ

x u) +R).
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Now interchanging the sums and using a well-known identity
∑2j−1

ℓ=k

(

2j−1−k
ℓ−k

)

=
(

2j
ℓ

)

for binomial coefficients we go on to write

= Gu(i∂tu+ (−1)j+1∂2j
x u− i(−1)j|u|2(∂2j−1

x u) (2.25)

+ i(−1)j
2j−1
∑

ℓ=0

2j

2j − ℓ

(

2j − 1

ℓ

)

u(∂2j−1−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) +R).

To account for the symmetry of the cubic terms with derivatives on the factors u we
again ‘fold-over’ this sum so that we may read off the coefficients more comfortably:

= Gu(i∂tu+ (−1)j+1∂2j
x u− i(−1)j|u|2(∂2j−1

x u) (2.26)

+ i(−1)j
⌊ 2j−1

2 ⌋
∑

ℓ=0

(

2j

2j − ℓ

(

2j − 1

ℓ

)

+
2j

ℓ+ 1

(

2j − 1

2j − 1− ℓ

))

u(∂2j−1−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) +R)

= Gu(i∂tu+ (−1)j+1∂2j
x u (2.27)

+ i(−1)j
⌊ 2j−1

2 ⌋
∑

ℓ=0

((

2j + 1

ℓ+ 1

)

− δ0,ℓ

)

u(∂2j−1−ℓ
x u)(∂ℓ

xu) +R)

These coefficients coincide with the statement of this lemma so the proof is com-
plete. �

Now all ingredients we need for the proof of Proposition 2.6 are set in place.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. There isn’t much left to argue: When applying the gauge-
transformation v = G−(u) and inserting v into the linear part of a dNLS hierarchy
equation, the way one recovers which equation v solves is by using that u solves
a dNLS hierarchy equation and then rewriting all nonlinear terms in v instead of
u by supplementing factors with the exponential function involved in the gauge-
transformation and/or adding correctional higher-order terms.

Since we have now found, between Proposition 2.7 and Lemma 2.9, that the
coefficients of the dNLS hierarchy equations and the gauge-transformation coincide
(we remind the reader that for a dNLS hierarchy equation we set n = 2j − 1
and our choice of α2j−1 = 22j−1), we can be sure of the fact that at least before
rewriting the nonlinear terms in terms of v, all ‘bad’ cubic terms are cancelled
by the gauge-transformation. In supplementing cubic terms with the exponential
function form the gauge-transformation we do not suddenly turn them ‘bad’ and
higher-order terms that may need to be added (in order to account for cases where
the derivative in a gauge-transformed nonlinear terms falls onto the exponential
function) are of no concern to us. �

2.3. Continuity of the gauge-transformation. After having established that
the use of the gauge-transformation absolves us of the most ill-behaved terms in
dNLS hierarchy equations, we must also argue that it is compatible with our goal
of well-posedness. More precisely we must exhibit its continuity, so that the gauge-
transformation may be used to pull-back well-posedness results for gauged dNLS
equations to well-posedness for dNLS hierarchy equations that we are actually in-
terested in.

For well-posedness in Fourier-Lebesgue spaces continuity of the gauge-transfor-
mation had previously been established in the literature.

Lemma 2.10 ([20, Lemma 3.3 and Remark 3.4]). Let s ≥ 1
2 and 1 < r ≤ 2.

Then the gauge-transformation G± : Ĥs
r (R) → Ĥs

r (R) is Lipschitz continuous on
bounded sets. The same holds true if the gauge-transformation is viewed as a map
G± : C(I, Ĥs

r ) → C(I, Ĥs
r ) for an arbitrary interval I ⊂ R.
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Though even with well-posedness results for dNLS in modulation spaces already
appearing in the literature, see [23], where the gauge-transformation aided in sim-
plifying the equation, the issue of its continuity does not seem to have been tackled.
Thus we prove the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.11. Let 2 ≤ p < ∞ and s > 1
2 − 1

p
. Then the gauge-transformation

G± : M s
2,p(R) → M s

2,p(R) is Lipschitz continuous on bounded sets. Moreover it is
also continuous interpreted as a map G± : C(I,M s

2,p) → C(I,M s
2,p) for an arbitrary

interval I ⊂ R.

Remark 2.12. The regularity restriction s > 1
2 − 1

p
is only natural since this is

necessary for the embedding M s
2,p ⊂ L2 to hold, which in turn is necessary for the

gauge-transformation to be well-defined.

Proof of Lemma 2.11. In order to simplify notation we will only make the argument
for G+, the minus-case works the same, and we also introduce the notation

Gu(x) = exp

(

i

∫ x

−∞

|u(y)|2 dy

)

and I(u)(x) =

∫ x

−∞

|u(y)| dy (2.28)

notwithstanding possible t dependence of u, so the gauge-transformation may be
written as G+(u)(x) = Guu(x).

We will be following an argument given in [27, Appendix A], thus we will establish
an estimate

‖(Gv −Gw)u‖Ms
2,p

. e
c‖v‖2

Ms
2,p

+c‖w‖2
Ms

2,p‖v + w‖Ms
2,p

‖v − w‖Ms
2,p

‖u‖Ms
2,p

. (2.29)

With (2.29) we may argue the Lipschitz continuity of G+ for functions u,w ∈
Br(0) ⊂ M s

2,p as follows

‖G+(u)− G+(v)‖Ms
2,p

. ‖(Gu −Gv)u‖Ms
2,p

+ ‖(Gv − 1)(u− v)‖Ms
2,p

+ ‖u− v‖Ms
2,p

. (re2cr
2

+ recr
2

+ 1)‖u− v‖Ms
2,p

.r ‖u− v‖Ms
2,p

.

We are left to argue (2.29). First we use the generalised Leibniz rule for modu-
lation spaces (1.7) which results in

‖(Gv −Gw)u‖Ms
2,p

. ‖Gv −Gw‖Ms
∞,p̃

‖u‖M2,2 + ‖Gv −Gw‖M∞,1‖u‖Ms
2,p

, (2.30)

where 1
p′

= 1
2 + 1

p̃′
. Looking at the second term in the sum we must estimate

Gv − Gw in the M∞,1 norm. We use the algebra property of this space and the
power series expansion of the exponential function to arrive at

‖Gv −Gw‖M∞,1

. ‖I(|v|2 − |w2|)‖M∞,1

∞
∑

k=1

1

k!

k−1
∑

j=0

(c‖I(|v|2)‖M∞,1)
j(c‖I(|w|2)‖M∞,1)

k−j−1

. ‖I(|v + w||v − w|)‖M∞,1 exp(c‖I(|v|
2)‖M∞,1 + c‖I(|w|2)‖M∞,1).

From here, if we are now able to argue the bilinear estimate

‖I(fg)‖M∞,1 . ‖f‖Ms
2,p

‖g‖Ms
2,p

, (2.31)

we arrive at our desired (2.29). We look at two cases depending on the magnitude of
the frequency of I(fg) because of the singularity introduced by I at low frequencies.

(1) low frequencies: Since here we only have finitely many terms in the outer
ℓ1 norm we may estimate by L∞, use Hölder’s inequality and a Sobolev-type em-
bedding for modulation spaces (1.6) to arrive at

‖P1I(fg)‖M∞,1 . ‖I(fg)‖L∞ . ‖f‖L2‖g‖L2 . ‖f‖Ms
2,p

‖g‖Ms
2,p

, (2.32)

since s > 1
2 − 1

p
.
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(2) high frequencies: In this situation we may replace I(fg) with a Bessel
potential operator

‖P>1I(fg)‖M∞,1 . ‖J−1(fg)‖M∞,1 . ‖fg‖M∞,r

. ‖f‖M∞,ρ
‖g‖M∞,ρ

. ‖f‖Ms
2,p

‖g‖Ms
2,p

where we then use Hölder’s inequality with r = ∞− in the outer ℓ1 norm and then
Hölder’s inequality again in the outer norm, with 1

r′
= 2

ρ′
⇔ 1

ρ
= 1

2+. Finally

we use a Sobolev-type embedding for modulation spaces (1.6) which requires s >
1
ρ
− 1

p
= 1

2 − 1
p
+.

Now we turn to the first term in the sum in (2.30). The M2,2 = L2 norm of
u may again be estimated by ‖u‖Ms

2,p
due to the Sobolev-type embedding (1.6).

For the other factor we argue similarly to the above, noting that M s
∞,p̃ is also an

algebra since s > 1
2 −

1
q
= 1

p̃′
, though this time we require a bilinear estimate of the

form
‖I(fg)‖Ms

∞,p̃
. ‖f‖Ms

2,p
‖g‖Ms

2,p
. (2.33)

For low frequencies we may reuse our argument from above, since in that case
‖P1I(fg)‖Ms

∞,p̃
. ‖I(fg)‖M∞,1 , whereas for high frequencies we argue

‖P>1I(fg)‖Ms
∞,p̃

. ‖fg‖Ms−1
∞,p̃

. ‖fg‖Hs−1+s′ (2.34)

where s′ > 1
p̃
− 1

2 = 1
p
. Then s−1+s′ = − 1

2+ and we may use a Sobolev embedding

and Hölder’s inequality

. ‖fg‖L1+ . ‖f‖L2+‖g‖L2+ . ‖f‖Ms
2,p

‖g‖Ms
2,p

, (2.35)

where in the final inequality we used a Sobolev-type embedding for modulation
spaces (1.6) again.

The claim of continuity of G± on C(I,M s
2,p) follows by replacing the M s

2,p norms
by L∞

t M s
2,p norms. We omit the details. �

3. Statement of results

3.1. Prior work. Before we state our main results let us quickly review the liter-
ature regarding low regularity well-posedness results for the dNLS equation itself
as well as the fourth order dNLS hierarchy equation (j = 2). To the author’s
knowledge the other, higher-order, equations part of the dNLS hierarchy do not
yet appear in the literature. Giving a complete account of the well-posedness the-
ory (especially concerning results of the inverse scattering community) though is
beyond our scope, so we will focus mostly on comparable results to our own.

As is unsurprising the dNLS equation (and variants of it) were first tackled using
the energy method, see [42,43], achieving local well-posedness for initial data in Hs

(independent of the underlying geometry) for s > 3
2 .

On the line these results were later improved in [26] to cover both local and
global well-posedness (thanks to energy conservation) in H1(R), under the re-
striction that the mass of the initial data be smaller than 2π. Already here the
gauge-transformation was used in order to make the equation approachable using
dispersive PDE techniques.

In parallel it was begun to utilise the dispersive character of the equation6 in [30],
where a variant of Kato smoothing together with a maximal function estimate was
used in order to establish small data local well-posedness in H

7
2 (R).

Using multilinear refinements of smoothing estimates for the Schrödinger prop-
agator together with Xs,b spaces the local well-posedness result could be pushed

6Not just the dNLS equation was considered here, but a rather large class with arbitrary
polynomial nonlinearity involving derivatives.
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down to H
1
2 (R). See [40]. In a subsequent paper [41], for s > 32

33 , these newly
constructed local solutions were extended globally using the splitting-argument,
which was initially developed by Bourgain. It was also recorded that, since the flow
fails to be thrice continuously differentiable for s < 1

2 , there was no hope in further
improving the local result on the line using the contraction mapping theorem alone.

More dire still, after in [7] it had been established using exact soliton solutions
to the dNLS equation, that the flow of the dNLS equation cannot be uniformly
continuous for s < 1

2 .
On the front of improvements to global well-posedness, after a refined version of

the splitting-argument, today usually referred to as the I-method, had been devel-
oped, the global result could be pushed down to almost match the (now known to
be optimal, using fixed-point methods) local result. That is, in [12,13] it was proven
that the dNLS equation is globally well-posed in Hs(R) for s > 1

2 , conditioned on
a mass below 2π.

Global well-posedness in the endpoint s = 1
2 , under the same mass restriction as

previously, was later shown by different authors [36], again using the I-method, but
additionally using a resonant decomposition technique to better control a singularity
arising from resonant interactions.

Trying to push the local result further towards the scaling critical space, Fourier-
Lebesgue spaces were employed in [20], where then local well-posedness was achieved

in Ĥs
r (R) for s ≥ 1

2 and 2 ≥ r > 1. This covers the entire scaling sub-critical con-
figuration of parameters.

As modulation spaces moved into focus of the dispersive PDE community these
spaces were also employed in order to move well-posedness results closer to the scal-

ing critical space. In [23] local well-posedness for initial data in M
1
2
2,q for 4 ≤ q < ∞

was proven. Here M
1
2
2,∞ is understood to be the critical space, even though modula-

tion spaces are not well-behaved under transformations of scale. It is of note, that
in the previously cited work the continuity of the gauge-transform in appropriate
modulation spaces was not discussed. We resolve this issue with Lemma 2.11.

The mass restriction though, that had so far been part of all global results, turned
out to be a mere technically arising restriction. This, over the course of [46, 47],
could be lifted from 2π to 4π using the sharp version of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality for global solutions in H1(R). This result was later then extended to also
cover the full range of possible local results, i.e. in [24] it was shown that, under

the lighter mass restriction of 4π solutions with initial data in H
1
2 (R) extended

globally.
The most recent and extensive results concerning the low-regularity well-posedness

theory of the dNLS equation were achieved with methods stemming from the equa-
tion’s complete integrability. Using those techniques it was possible to prove global
well-posedness held in the scaling critical space L2(R) with no restriction on the
mass of the initial data [25,32]. Moreover, those two papers and references therein
give a nice, general overview of recent well-posedness results for the dNLS equation
achieved with inverse scattering/complete integrability.

Since we are less concerned with results pertaining to periodic initial data we
will stick to headlines only. It was only with [27] that a version of the gauge-
transformation was found, such that the dNLS equation could be attacked using
fixed-point methods on the torus. Here the optimal local well-posedness result
could immediately be paralleled (despite the lack of strong smoothing effects of the

Schrödinger group), i.e. well-posedness for initial data in H
1
2 (T) was achieved. The

argument used the L4 Strichartz estimate extensively. Ill-posedness, in the sense
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of failure of thrice differentiability of the flow below s = 1
2 is contained in the same

work.
Here again, Fourier-Lebesgue spaces (that in the periodic setting coincide with

modulation spaces) could be used in order to push the local well-posedness result
nearer the scaling critical space. Over the course of [20, 22] well-posedness could

be extended to initial data in Ĥs
r (T) for s = 1

2 and 2 ≥ r > 4
3 . Covering local

well-posedness in the remainder of the subcritical range, that is Ĥ
1
2
r (T) for r > 1,

was then achieved in [14].
Much fewer works have so far dealt with any higher-order dNLS hierarchy equa-

tions. We mention [29], where a well-posedness results covering the fourth-order
dNLS equation is proven. Specifically small data local well-posedness for data in
Hs(R), s > 4, is established.

This was later improved in [28] to small data well-posedness for data in H1(R).
The dNLS hierarchy equation is also explicitly mentioned in this work. Further low-
regularity well-posedness results covering the higher-order dNLS hierarchy equa-
tions are not present in the literature, to the author’s best knowledge.

3.2. Main results. First we consider a general Cauchy problem for an evolution
equation of the form

{

i∂tu+ (−1)j+1∂2j
x u = F (u)

u(t = 0) = u0

, (3.1)

where we are able to derive the following well-posedness theorems for data in
Fourier-Lebesgue and modulation spaces regarding the dNLS hierarchy.

Theorem 3.1. Let j ≥ 2 and (3.1) be the jth dNLS hierarchy equation. If 1 < r ≤

2 and s ≥ 1
2 +

j−1
r′

, the Cauchy problem (3.1) with initial data u0 ∈ Ĥs
r (R) is locally

well-posed, with the solution map being Lipschitz continuous on bounded sets.

For j = 1 this theorem corresponds to the well-posedness of the dNLS equation
in Fourier-Lebesgue spaces on the line and is already known in the literature [20].

Remark 3.2. The condition r ≤ 2 appears naturally in this context, because of the
use of the gauge-transformation, the well-definedness of which requires L2 ⊃ Ĥs

r .

Theorem 3.3. Let j ≥ 2 and (3.1) be the jth dNLS hierarchy equation. Then for

2 ≤ p < ∞ and s ≥ j
2 , the Cauchy problem (3.1) with initial data u0 ∈ M s

2,p(R)
is locally well-posed with a solution map that is Lipschitz continuous on bounded
subsets.

Again, for j = 1 (and 4 ≤ p) the well-posedness of the dNLS equation in mod-
ulation spaces on the line can already be found in the literature, see [23], though
there the continuity of the gauge-transformation is not discussed.

Remark 3.4. It was already noted immediately after stating Theorem 3 in [20],
that the uniqueness statement in the preceding well-posedness theorems (and in [20])
was to be carefully interpreted. Due to the gauge-transformation, uniqueness of a
solution u only holds with respect to other solutions v that fulfil the artificial seem-
ing condition that G−v must also solve the associated gauge-transformed equation
(corresponding to a dNLS hierarchy equation).

Most noticeable about these theorems, in comparison with their analogues for
the NLS hierarchy equations [2, Theorems 3.1 and 3.2], is the lower regularity of
the solution map: being merely Lipschitz continuous rather than analytic. This
is due to the fact that Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 are derived from the following well-
posedness theorems concerned with gauged dNLS equations. We remind the reader
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that a gauged dNLS equation contains no ‘bad’ cubic nonlinear terms, i.e. where
no derivatives fall on the complex conjugated term.

Since we only know the gauge-transformation to be a bi-Lipschitz continuous
map on bounded sets, see Lemmas 2.10 and 2.11. Hence the pull-back of the
solution map is not analytic but merely Lipschitz continuous.

Theorem 3.5. Let j ≥ 2 and (3.1) be a gauged dNLS equation. Then

(1) if 1 < r ≤ 2 and s ≥ 1
2 + j−1

r′
, the Cauchy problem (3.1) with initial data

u0 ∈ Ĥs
r (R) is locally well-posed with an analytic solution map,

(2) if additionally (3.1) contains no cubic nonlinear terms, 1 < r ≤ 2 and

s > 1
r
− 1

2 , the Cauchy problem with initial data u0 ∈ Ĥs
r (R) is locally

well-posed with an analytic solution map.

Theorem 3.6. Let j ≥ 2 and (3.1) be a gauged dNLS equation. Then

(1) if 2 ≤ p < ∞ and s ≥ j
2 , the Cauchy problem (3.1) with initial data

u0 ∈ M s
2,p(R) is locally well-posed with an analytic solution map,

(2) if additionally (3.1) contains no cubic nonlinear terms and 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, let
k ≥ 2 be the smallest index for which ck,α 6= 0 (in (2.10)) for a choice of

α ∈ N
2k+1
0 . Then for s > 1

2 + 1
4k − 2k+1

2kp , the Cauchy problem with initial

data u0 ∈ M s
2,p(R) is locally well-posed with an analytic solution map.

Remark 3.7. Theorem 3.6 has further extensions: besides the (also called) gauge-
invariant (with respect to multiplication with a constant phase-factor u 7→ eiθu)
distribution of complex conjugates in the nonlinear terms others are possible. Only
for the cubic term |u|2u is the necessary distribution of complex conjugates with our
arguments, ignoring derivatives. For the higher-order terms an arbitrary distribu-
tion of complex conjugates is possible.

A similar, if weaker, statement regarding the arbitrariness of distribution of com-
plex conjugates in the nonlinear terms is true of Theorem 3.5. For example, the
proof of Proposition 5.2 shows that the statement of the theorem still holds true,
if only as few as two factors are complex conjugates in a quintic or higher-order
nonlinear term.

Though we do not pursue an in-depth showcasing of which distributions of com-
plex conjugates are covered by our arguments, as the gauge-invariant (see above)
nonlinearities are most canonical.

We derive these theorems by means of proving multilinear estimates in X̂r
s,b

and X
p
x,b spaces for the nonlinear terms in the equations. Definitions of their re-

spective norms are given by ‖f‖
X̂r

s,b
= ‖〈τ − ξ2j〉b〈ξ〉sFx,tf‖Lr′

xt
and ‖f‖Xp

s,b
=

‖〈n〉s‖�nf‖X̂2
0,b
‖ℓpn(Z), where (�n)n∈Z is a fixed choice of uniform frequency de-

composition operators. Properties of these function spaces were covered in [2, Sec-
tion 1.2]. Combined with the contraction mapping principle such estimates lead to
local well-posedness in Fourier-Lebesgue and modulation spaces respectively. Us-
ing such estimates to obtain local well-posedness results is a well-known technique
initially investigated in [8, 9]. We omit specific details of the connection between
non- or multilinear estimates and well-posedness, but direct the uninitiated reader
to [18,19] for an overview and necessary adaptations in order to deal with Fourier-
Lebesgue and modulation spaces (rather than just Sobolev spaces).

In contrast with our well-posedness results given in the preceding theorems, we
are also able to derive a number of ill-posedness results regarding the hierarchy
equations in conjunction with the techniques that we are utilising. In particu-
lar the following two theorems show that no direct application of the contraction
mapping theorem can lead to well-posedness for non-periodic initial data below
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the regularities at which we establish local well-posedness, i.e. our well-posedness
results are optimal in this sense.

Theorem 3.8. For any j ≥ 2, 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞ and s < 1
2 + j−1

r′
the flow map

S : Ĥs
r (R) × (−T, T ) → Ĥs

r (R) of the Cauchy problem for the jth dNLS hierarchy
equation cannot be thrice continuously differentiable.

Theorem 3.9. For any j ≥ 2, 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ and s < j
2 the flow map S :

M s
p,q(R) × (−T, T ) → M s

p,q(R) of the Cauchy problem for the jth dNLS hierarchy
equation cannot be thrice continuously differentiable.

Remark 3.10. The preceding two theorems are phrased for the dNLS hierarchy
equations themselves. This turns out to be an unnecessary restriction though. As
the proofs will show we are only concerned with cubic nonlinear terms and with
that we may also ignore the distribution of derivatives within them. The latter
stems from the fact that the ill-posedness result is derived from a high-high-high
interaction between the three factors, so that derivatives may be shifted arbitrarily
between factors anyway.

Thus there is still a lot of leeway in phrasing the ill-posedness theorems for more
general classes of equations. Since we have not defined a name for this explicit class
we refrain from complicating the theorem by trying to be as general as possible in
its phrasing. Suffice it to say that our ill-posedness theorems still hold, so long as
a cubic nonlinear term (in an equation paralleling (3.1)) with 2j − 1 derivatives
placed upon it is present in the equation. In particular this also includes the class
of gauged dNLS equations.

Moving from the realm of non-periodic initial data to the periodic problem, we
can be sure that no (direct) application of the contraction mapping theorem will lead
to any positive results concerning the fourth-order hierarchy equation. Of course,
this suggests that a similar result also holds for all higher-order equations. This
would mean that merely the dNLS equation itself can be attacked using fixed-point
techniques with periodic initial data.

Theorem 3.11. For any 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞ and s ∈ R the flow map S : Ĥs
r (T)×(−T, T ) →

Ĥs
r (T) of the Cauchy problem for the fourth-order (i.e. j = 2) dNLS hierarchy

equation cannot be thrice continuously differentiable.

Weakening the regularity requirements for the initial data we are able to showcase
that the situation regarding the regularity of the flow map is even worse. This then
also generalises to an arbitrary higher-order hierarchy equation, strengthening our
conviction that low-regularity well-posedness on the torus is out of reach for any of
the hierarchy equations, except for dNLS itself.

Theorem 3.12. For any j ≥ 2, 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞ and s < j−1 there exists a gauged dNLS
equation (i.e. choice of coefficients ck,α) such that for the Cauchy problem (3.1)

the flow map S : Ĥs
r (T) × (−T, T ) → Ĥs

r (T) cannot be uniformly continuous on
bounded subsets.

The corresponding proof for our ill-posedness theorems on the torus consist of
the Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 respectively.

We point out that these ill-posedness results, seemingly only regarding Cauchy
problems in Fourier-Lebesgue spaces, suffice to also rule out well-posedness in mod-
ulation spaces on the torus. As in this periodic geometry the two families of function
spaces coincide.

3.3. Global well-posedness for the dNLS hierarchy. Unfortunately, in con-
trast with the situation for the NLS hierarchy equations, we do not have a family
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of conservation laws equivalent to Hs norms for every s > − 1
2 , as were constructed

in [35], at our disposal. Hence, for the moment, we are only able to upgrade our lo-
cal solution to dNLS hierarchy equations to global ones at integer regularity levels.
This leads to a discrepancy of at most half a derivative (exactly for the odd-indexed
dNLS hierarchy equations) between our local result and the corresponding global
continuation result of the solution.

Theorem 3.13. Let j ≥ 2. If the initial data u0 ∈ H⌈ j
2 ⌉(R) has sufficiently

small L2 norm, the solution of the jth dNLS hierarchy equation, constructed in
Theorem 3.1, extends globally in time. In other words, one has small mass global

well-posedness of the jth hierarchy equation with initial data in H⌈ j
2 ⌉(R). The bound

on the mass depends on j, but not on the size of the H⌈ j
2 ⌉-norm of the initial data.

Proof. We extend the previously constructed local solutions classically by utilising
a-priori estimates that we derive from Hamiltonians In as in (2.6). We remind
the reader, that since we are dealing with a completely integrable hierarchy, the
Hamiltonians of the hierarchy equations pairwise (Poisson) commute and are thus
conserved along the flow of each other. The statement of this theorem holds true
if we manage to derive an a-priori estimate on the Hk norm of a solution (of an
arbitrary dNLS hierarchy equation), for k ∈ N.

Guided by Lemma 2.1, in order to derive an a-priori estimate on the level of
Hk we take a closer look at I2k =

∫

R
uY2k dx, where the ‘leading term’ (up to

constants) is given by u∂2k
x u. By partial integration this term becomes equivalent

to the homogeneous Ḣk norm. That the L2 norm is conserved along the dNLS
hierarchy equations’ flows is well known. So what remains, until we may assert our
desired a-priori bound on the Hk norm, is to argue that the other terms in the
Hamiltonian I2k cannot interfere with/cancel the leading term |∂k

xu|
2. That is, so

far we have argued

|I2k| & ‖u‖2
Ḣk − |higher order terms|

and still need to ensure that the higher order terms can be controlled by a fraction
(less than 1) of ‖u‖2

Ḣk
.

Take such a higher-order term of the Hamiltonian I2k, which in general will be of
the form

∏m
i=0(∂

α2i
x u)(∂

α2i+1
x u), for α ∈ N

2m+2
0 with |α| = 2k−m and 1 ≤ m ≤ 2k.

(In fact, from Lemma 2.1, we know more about the structure: one of the factors u

will always be without a derivative placed upon it. But we ignore this additional bit
of information at this point.) Since there are strictly less than 2k total derivatives,
there will be at most a single factor that has more than k derivatives placed upon
it. Again, with partial integration, we may adjust such terms of the Hamiltonian
so that every term has at most k derivatives lying upon it, with at most a single
one with exactly k derivatives.

Now we may apply Hölder’s inequality to such higher-order terms in the Hamil-
tonian (with at most k derivatives on any term) ensuring that, if there exists a
factor u with k derivatives placed upon it, we put it in L2. For the remaining
factors with strictly fewer than k derivatives it doesn’t matter which Lp they land
in, so long as p ≥ 2 (which is always possible, since we have 2m+ 2 ≥ 4 factors).

We are now prepared to apply a special case of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequal-
ity (1.9). In particular we will be choosing p = q = 2, ℓ corresponds to the order
of derivatives αi placed on our factors and in our situation n = 1 holds. This leads
us to deriving θ = 1

2k + αi

k
− 1

rk
. The inequality then reads

‖∂αi
x u‖Lr . ‖u‖θ

Ḣk‖u‖
1−θ
L2 .

Applying this inequality to every factor in a higher-order term
∏2m+1

i=0 ‖∂αi
x u‖Lpi

we are interested in the resulting exponent for ‖u‖Ḣk . We may calculate this as
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follows
2m+1
∑

i=0

1

2k
+

αi

k
−

1

pik
=

2m+ 2

2k
+

|α|

k
−

1

k
=

m

k
+

2k −m

k
= 2,

where we have used the fact
∑2m+1

i=0
1
pi

= 1 and |α| = 2k − m. For reasons of

homogeneity we know the exponent of ‖u‖L2 must thus be 2m.
Hence at this point we have argued for an a-priori estimate of the form

I2k & ‖u‖2Hk(1− c‖u‖2mL2 ) = ‖u‖2Hk(1− c‖u0‖
2m
L2 ) & ‖u‖2Hk , (3.2)

where c is a fixed constant, depending on the coefficients in the dNLS hierarchy
equation (corresponding to the choice of j ∈ N). The final inequality holds for a
sufficiently small bound on the L2 norm of the initial data. We have thus success-
fully argued for an a-priori estimate on the Hk norm of solutions of dNLS hierarchy
equations, conditioned on a sufficiently small initial mass. �

3.4. Discussion. Before moving on to proving our well- and ill-posedness results
given in the previous subsection, we would like to discuss their merits and how they
fit into the existing literature.

Let us begin by mentioning that our results show, that we have achieved opti-
mal local well-posedness within the realm of our techniques, excluding the respec-
tive scaling critical Fourier-Lebesgue and modulation spaces. Specifically Theo-
rems 3.8 and 3.9 rule out the possibility of using fixed-point methods to improve
upon the well-posedness theory of the dNLS hierarchy equations beyond what we
have achieved. This does not preclude the possibility of using, say, the complete in-
tegrability of those equations to lower the regularity threshold on initial data while
still achieving local well-posedness. As was already implemented for the dNLS
equation itself [25,32] and recently the KdV hierarchy equations [34]. Though this
approach comes with the usual caveat that the flow will be rather irregular, i.e.
merely continuous, rather than Lipschitz as in our Theorems 3.1 and 3.3.

On the front of global well-posedness we were able to exploit the Hamiltonians
that are conserved along the flow of dNLS hierarchy equations in order to extend
our local solutions globally, at least for initial data in Sobolev spaces at integer
regularities. This leaves a gap of at most half a derivative between our local and
global results. It seems likely that with an application of the (first-generation) I-
method it would be possible to close this gap. More generally, extending solutions
globally off the scale of Sobolev spaces (i.e. Fourier-Lebesgue or modulation spaces)
presents an interesting problem for further research.

We mention at this point that our local theory extends the previous best result
concerning the fourth-order dNLS hierarchy equation from [28], lifting the necessity
of small data. With Theorem 3.13 we extend these local solutions globally. One
point of interest is, that the authors of [28] manage to achieve their result without
the use of any gauge-transformation. This seems to stem from their ability to
exploit the special position of one of the derivatives in the nonlinearity ∂x being
in front of every product term. See also (2.7) where we have also mentioned this
fact. Further research into this possible exploitation may lead to subsequent further
improvement of the regularity of the flow (of dNLS hierarchy equations), if one can
do without the gauge-transformation.

The worsening of the lower bound for well-posedness by half a derivative in
Sobolev spaces with every step up in the dNLS hierarchy (j → j + 1) is consistent
with what can be observed for the similar situations of the NLS [2] or mKdV
hierarchy [21].

As is unsurprising, considering the ill-posedness results already for the NLS hier-
archy on the torus [2], the situation for low-regularity well-posedness theory of dNLS



22 JOSEPH ADAMS

hierarchy equations on the torus is dire. One must hope that renormalisation/Wick-
ordering or methods of complete integrability can be used in order to achieve any
kind of result in this setting.

Regarding ill-posedness for the nonperiodic setting it has turned out to be sur-
prisingly more difficult to achieve a general C0

unif
ill-posedness result for the dNLS

hierarchy compared with either the NLS or mKdV hierarchy. Explicit soliton solu-
tions for dNLS, which were used in [7] to show the failure of uniform continuity of
the flow, are already very delicately constructed functions (evident from the com-
plex choice of coefficients involved). Searching the literature for soliton solutions
of higher-order dNLS hierarchy equations yielded only [48], which due to their evi-
dently even more complex structure and little resemblance to the solitons of dNLS
suggest that this is a difficult problem to solve in full generality.

We end this subsection by mentioning that, to the author’s best knowledge,
we are also the first to achieve insight into the structure of coefficients in nonlinear
terms in hierarchy equations stemming from completely integrable systems, beyond
knowledge of a finite number of hierarchy equations. In particular referring to
Proposition 2.7, where we derived a closed form expression for the coefficients of
certain nonlinear terms appearing in the dNLS hierarchy equations. Extending such
results to the rest of the nonlinear terms, or more generally other hierarchies, is of
great interest. This would enable more delicate analysis regarding if the complete
integrability structure of the equations has significant influence on the optimal well-
posedness results that can be achieved with fixed point methods.

4. Known Estimates

In order to derive our well-posedness theorems, see Section 3, we rely on proving
multilinear estimates within the framework of Bourgain spaces that lead to well-
posedness. To aid us in proving these multilinear estimates we will make heavy use
of linear and bilinear smoothing estimates that were derived by the author in the
context of the NLS hierarchy equations [2]. The multilinear X̂r

s,b and X
p
s,b estimates

that lead to well-posedness in [2] will also be of use.
We cite the necessary estimates in the following subsection for the reader’s con-

venience and to keep this work more self-contained.

4.1. Smoothing and multilinear estimates. To keep in line with how the es-
timates are stated in [2] we introduce the following notational convenience in this
subsection: u, v and w will refer to functions in appropriate variants of Bourgain
spaces adapted to a particular (linear part of an) equation and data spaces at hand
so that the right hand side of the respective estimates remain finite. Keeping with
the variable choice of the preceding sections 2j, for j ∈ N, will be the power in the
phase function of the linear equation with which the estimates are associated.

We begin by stating linear estimates based on Kato smoothing and a maximal-
function estimate.

Proposition 4.1 ([2, Proposition 4.1]). Let b > 1
2 , then the following inequalities

hold

(1) for 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and σ > 1
2 − 2j

q

‖u‖L∞

x L
q
t
. ‖u‖Xσ,b

(4.1)

(2) for 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and σ = − 2j−1
2 (1 − 2

p
)

‖u‖Lp
xL

2
t
. ‖u‖Xσ,b

(4.2)

(3) for 4 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and σ > 1
2 − 1

p

‖u‖Lp
xL

∞

t
. ‖u‖Xσ,b

(4.3)
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In addition we will be making use of a Strichartz-type estimate that is more
adapted (and thus more useful) to our Fourier-Lebesgue space setting, referred to
most often in the literature as a Fefferman-Stein estimate. In the L2-based setting
it reduces to the well-known L6-Strichartz estimate for (higher-order) Schrödinger
equations.

Proposition 4.2 ([2, Corollary 4.6]). Let j ≥ 1, 0 ≤ 1
r
< 3

4 and b > 1
r
, then one

has the estimate

‖I
2(j−1)

3r u‖L3r
xt

. ‖u‖
X̂r

0,b
. (4.4)

Moving on, we may now recall the pair of bilinear operators introduced in [2]:
For j ∈ N and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ define I±p,j by its Fourier transform

FxI
±
p,j(f, g)(ξ) = c

∫

∗

k±j (ξ1, ξ2)
1
p f̂(ξ1)ĝ(ξ2) dξ1 (4.5)

where the symbol is given by

k±j (ξ1, ξ2) = |ξ1 ± ξ2|(|ξ1|
2j−2 + |ξ2|

2j−2). (4.6)

We may now state the Xs,b variant of a bilinear estimate involving our bilinear
operator(s). To state the proposition we make use of the Fourier-Lebesgue space

norms ‖f‖
L̂p = ‖f̂‖Lp′ .

Proposition 4.3 ([2, Corollary 4.3]). Let 1 ≤ q ≤ r1,2 ≤ p < ∞ and bi >
1
ri

. Then
we have

‖I±p,j(u, v±)‖L̂q
xL̂

p
t

. ‖u‖
X̂

r1
0,b1

‖v‖
X̂

r2
0,b2

(4.7)

where v+ = v and v− = v.

Interpreting this bilinear operator as a multiplication operator we may find its
adjoint (see [2, Section 4.2] for details) and gain an additional set of bilinear esti-

mates associated with the adjoint. Let I
±,∗
p,j denote this adjoint. It has the symbol

k
+,∗
j (ξ1, ξ2) = |ξ1|(|ξ1|

2j−2 + |ξ2|
2j−2), or (4.8)

k
−,∗
j (ξ1, ξ2) = |ξ1 + 2ξ2|(|ξ1|

2j−2 + |ξ2|
2j−2). (4.9)

We have the following Xs,b estimates regarding I
±,∗
p,j :

Proposition 4.4 ([2, Corollary 4.4]). Let 1 < q ≤ r1,2 ≤ p < ∞ with 1
p
+ 1

q
= 1

r1
+ 1

r2

and bi >
1
ri

. Then the estimate

‖I±,∗
p,j (u, v∓)‖

X̂
r′1
0,−b1

. ‖u‖̂
L

q′

x

̂
L

p′

t

‖v‖
X̂

r2
0,b2

(4.10)

holds. If alternatively 0 ≤ 1
ρ′

≤ 1
r′

and β < − 1
ρ′

we have

‖I±,∗
ρ′,j (u, v∓)‖X̂r

0,β
. ‖u‖

L̂r
xt
‖v‖

X̂
ρ′

0,−β

. (4.11)

In both cases v+ = v and v− = v.

Finally we will later also make use of the trilinear Xs,b estimates that leads to
well-posedness in Fourier-Lebesgue and/or modulation spaces. Recall:

Proposition 4.5 ([2, Proposition 5.1]). Let 1 < r ≤ 2, s = j−1
r′

, α ∈ N
3
0 with

|α| = 2(j − 1). Then there exist b′ < 0 and b′ + 1 > b > 1
r

such that one has

‖∂α1
x u1∂

α2
x u2∂

α3
x u3‖X̂r

s,b′
.

3
∏

i=1

‖ui‖X̂r
s,b
. (4.12)
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Proposition 4.6 ([2, Proposition 5.6]). Let j ≥ 2, 2 ≤ p < ∞, s = j−1
2 , α ∈ N3

0

with |α| = 2(j − 1). Then there exist b′ < 0 and b′ + 1 > b > 1
2 such that one has

‖∂α1
x u1∂

α2
x u2∂

α3
x u3‖Xp

s,b′
.

3
∏

i=1

‖ui‖Xp

s,b
. (4.13)

4.2. Basic estimate on the resonance relation. As mentioned in the introduc-
tion, the additional derivative in the nonlinear terms of dNLS hierarchy equations
adds difficulty (over the NLS hierarchy equations) in their analysis. Additional
arguments are necessary to overcome this difficulty. The first step in this direction
was the introduction and use of the gauge-transformation in order to simplify, or
more precisely, remove ill-behaved terms from, the equations. See Section 2.2.

The second step we take in tackling well-posedness estimates for the dNLS hier-
archy equations is exploiting the resonance relation, the effectiveness of which was
already demonstrated in [20]. In the absence of an analogue of the exact factorisa-
tion for the resonance relation for higher-order dNLS hierarchy equations one may
still recover the essence:

Lemma 4.7 ([17, Lemma 2.3]). Let α > 1, ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 ∈ R and set ξ = ξ1 + ξ2 + ξ3.
Then one has

||ξ|α − |ξ1|
α + |ξ2|

α − |ξ3|
α| & |ξ1 + ξ2||ξ2 + ξ3||ξmax|

α−2, (4.14)

where ξmax = max {|ξ1|, |ξ2|, |ξ3|, |ξ|}.

Using this estimate, in combination with the flexibility Xs,b spaces offer, will
suffice in order to derive the multilinear estimates that lead to well-posedness we
are after.

5. Estimates leading to well-posedness

With all necessary smoothing estimates that we will need recalled, as well as
previous Xs,b estimates that we will want to make use of, we are ready to prove
the propositions that serve as proof of our Theorem 3.5 and 3.6. The discussion of
the gauge-transformation in Section 2.2 combined with these Theorems then also
suffice to argue the validity of Theorem 3.1 and 3.3.

As is the case for the NLS hierarchy equations, cubic nonlinear terms are more
difficult to deal with than their quintic and higher-order counterparts. So we will
be dealing with cubic and higher-order terms separately.

5.1. Multilinear estimates in X̂r
s,b spaces.

Proposition 5.1. Let j ≥ 2, 1 < r ≤ 2, s ≥ 1
2 + j−1

r′
, and

α ∈
{

(α1, α2, α3) ∈ N
3
0 | α1 + α2 + α3 = 2j − 1, α2 6= 0

}

,

then there exist b′ < 0 < 1
r
< b < b′ + 1 such that the following estimate holds:

‖∂α1
x u1∂

α2
x u2∂

α3
x u3‖X̂r

s,b′
.

3
∏

i=1

‖ui‖X̂r
s,b
. (5.1)

Proof. It suffices to prove this estimate for s = 1
2 + j−1

r′
fixed. For the proof we

want to rely, for the most difficult frequency constellations, on the cubic estimate
in Proposition 4.5, which was proven in the author’s previous work on the NLS
hierarchy [2]. Relying on the ‘equivalent’ NLS estimate to prove well-posedness for
dNLS was already a successful technique employed in [20]. Though in addition to
the arguments presented there we have to utilise the full gain of the modulation in
order to close the estimate.
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In particular, one is able to re-use the NLS estimate, if the frequencies ξ, ξ1, ξ2,
ξ3 allow for the following inequality:

〈ξ〉s|ξ1|
α1 |ξ2|

α2 |ξ3|
α3 . 〈ξ〉s−

1
2 〈ξ1〉

α1+
1
2 〈ξ2〉

α2−
1
2 〈ξ3〉

α3+
1
2 . (5.2)

This is also where it becomes relevant that we assume that at least a single derivative
falls on u2. Otherwise α2 −

1
2 may become negative which would in turn require

far more detailed analysis, since the NLS estimate could not be as easily applied.
Furthermore, from here on we will assume, by symmetry, that u1 has larger

frequency than u3 and the largest frequency of |ξ1|, |ξ2|, and |ξ3| shall synonymously
be known as |ξmax|.

(1) (5.2) holds. In this case we may use the inequality (5.2) and ‘reinterpret’
the cubic nonlinearity as one how it would appear in an NLS hierarchy equation:

‖∂α1
x u1∂

α2
x u2∂

α3
x u3‖X̂r

s,b′
. ‖∂α1

x (J
1
2u1)∂

α2−1
x (J

1
2 u2)∂

α3
x (J

1
2 u3)‖X̂r

s− 1
2
,b′

(5.3)

.

3
∏

i=1

‖J
1
2ui‖X̂r

s− 1
2
,b

.

3
∏

i=1

‖ui‖X̂r
s,b
, (5.4)

where we were then immediately able to apply (4.12) and arrive at our desired
upper bound.

But when is (5.2) true, i.e. which other cases do we still have to deal with?
• It certainly holds if |ξ2|〈ξ〉 . 〈ξ1〉〈ξ3〉, as from this (5.2) is quite immediate.
• When |ξ2| . 1 or |ξ| . 1 then (5.2) must also hold. This is because either the

frequency |ξ2| is negligible and can easily be traded against ξ1 or ξ3, or because
there exist at least two high-frequency factors between which derivatives can
be traded painlessly.

So in all other cases that follow this one we may assume, without loss of gener-
ality, that |ξ| ∼ 〈ξ〉, |ξ2| ∼ 〈ξ2〉, and 〈ξ〉〈ξ2〉 ≫ 〈ξ1〉〈ξ3〉, and we will do so without
further mention. Further we will also be showcasing the estimate on condition
that the modulation of the product is maximal 〈σ0〉 = 〈σmax〉. Cases where the
modulations of individual factors are maximal can be proven analogously since the
remaining cases are non- or at most semi-resonant.

(2) |ξ1| = |ξmax|. In this case, because of 〈ξ〉〈ξ2〉 ≫ 〈ξ1〉〈ξ3〉, it must hold that
〈ξ〉 ≫ 〈ξ3〉 which in turn implies 〈ξ〉 . 〈ξ1 + ξ2〉. From this we may also derive

|ξξ2| . |(ξ1 + ξ2)ξ2| . |ξmax||ξ1 + ξ2| = |ξ1(ξ1 + ξ2)|. (5.5)

Further, using our general estimate for the modulation Lemma 4.7 we have

〈σ0〉 & |ξ1 + ξ2||ξ2 + ξ3||ξmax|
2j−2 & |ξξ2||ξ1|

2j−2 (5.6)

at our disposal. With all preparations done we may focus on proving the estimate.
As our first step we shift all derivatives of the product, except for one guaranteed

to lie on u2, to u1 and use our estimate for the modulation (5.6).

‖∂α1
x u1∂

α2
x u2∂

α3
x u3‖X̂r

s,b′
. ‖Λb′Js+ 1

2 ((I |α|−
3
2 u1)(I

3
2u2)(I

− 1
2 u3))‖L̂r

xt
(5.7)

. ‖Js+ 1
2−

1
r′

+((I |α|−
3
2−

2j−2

r′
+u1)(I

3
2−

1
r′

+u2)(I
− 1

2 u3))‖L̂r
xt

(5.8)

Now using (5.5) we may shift derivatives again to arrive at:

. ‖Js+ 1
2−

1
r′

− 1
r
+(I

1
r ((I |α|−

3
2−

2j−2

r′
+ 1

r
+u1)(I

3
2−

1
r′

− 1
r
+u2))(I

− 1
2u3))‖L̂r

xt
, (5.9)
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where we are now ready to upgrade I
1
r to our well-known bilinear operator I+r,j and

then apply its corresponding estimate, after dealing with u3 by Hölder’s inequality.

. ‖Js− 1
2+(I

1
r ((I |α|−

3
2−

2j−2

r′
+ 1

r
+u1)(I

1
2+u2))(I

− 1
2 u3))‖L̂r

xt
(5.10)

. ‖I+r,j(I
|α|+s−2−(2j−2)+ 1

r
+u1, I

1
2+u2)‖L̂r

xt
‖I−

1
2u3‖L̂∞

xt
(5.11)

. ‖Js−1+ 1
r
+u1‖X̂r

0,b
‖I

1
2+u2‖X̂r

0,b
‖I

1
r
− 1

2+u3‖X̂r
0,b

.

3
∏

i=1

‖ui‖X̂r
s,b

(5.12)

The last inequality holds, so long as 1
r
−1 < 0 and s ≥ 1

2 +
j−1
r′

≥ max(12+, 1
r
− 1

2+),
which is the case for r > 1.

(3) |ξ2| = |ξmax|. The argument in this case is quite similar to the preceding
case, only that now we do not have to account for the guaranteed derivative on u2

as this is the high-frequency factor to which we shift all derivatives anyway.
When |ξ2| is maximal it follows that |ξ2| ∼ |ξ| ∼ |ξ1 + ξ2| ∼ |ξ2 + ξ3| and for

the modulation, again using Lemma 4.7, we can estimate 〈σ0〉 & |ξ1 + ξ2||ξ2 +
ξ3||ξmax|

2j−2 & |ξ2|
2j . For proving our estimate this leads us to

‖∂α1
x u1∂

α2
x u2∂

α3
x u3‖X̂r

s,b′
. ‖Λb′(u1(I

|α|+su2)u3)‖L̂r
xt

(5.13)

. ‖(I−
1
2 u1)I

1
r ((I |α|+s+ 1

2−
1
r
− 2j

r′
+u2)u3)‖L̂r

xt
(5.14)

. ‖I−
1
2 u1‖L̂∞

xt
‖I

1
r ((I |α|+s+ 1

2−
1
r
− 2j

r′
+u2)u3)‖L̂r

xt

. ‖I
1
r
− 1

2+u1‖X̂r
0,b
‖I+r,j(I

|α|+s+ 1
2−

1
r
− 2j

r′
− 2j

r
+u2, u3)‖L̂r

xt
(5.15)

. ‖I
1
r
− 1

2+u1‖X̂r
0,b
‖Is−

1
2−

1
r
+u2‖X̂r

0,b
‖u3‖X̂r

0,b
.

3
∏

i=1

‖ui‖X̂r
s,b
, (5.16)

which is the desired upper bound, if r > 1, so the proof is complete.

�

Since in the proof of the necessary quintilinear (and higher-order) estimate to
argue our well-posedness Theorems we rely on the fact s < 1

r
, we will argue the

estimate for the full range of parameter 1 < r ≤ 2 in two parts. First we will
prove Proposition 5.2 below, which for a comparatively higher level of regularity
establishes the multilinear estimate near the endpoint r → 1. This we can then in
turn interpolate with the L2-based estimate that is part of Proposition 5.4 in order
to cover the full parameter range.

Proposition 5.2. Let j ≥ 2, 2 ≤ k ≤ 2j and α ∈ N
2k+1
0 with |α| = 2j − k. Then

there exists an 1 < r0 ≪ 2 such that for all 1 < r < r0 and s > 1
2 + j−k

kr′
there exist

b′ < 0 < 1
r
< b < b′ + 1 such that the following estimate holds

‖

2k+1
∏

i=1

∂αi
x vi‖X̂r

s,b′
.

2k+1
∏

i=1

‖ui‖X̂r
s,b
, (5.17)

where exactly k of the factors v1, v2, . . . , v2k+1 are equal to ui and otherwise just
equal to ui.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that the frequencies of the 2k+1
factors are ordered decreasingly, i.e. |ξ1| ≥ |ξ2| ≥ . . . |ξ2k+1|. We will analyse the
product based on the number of high-frequency factors present.

Throughout the proof we will need to make use of the fact s− 1
r
< 0, which we

may achieve by choosing 1 < r0 ≪ 2 appropriately small.
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(1) |ξ4| & |ξ1|, so we have at least 4 high-frequency factors. In this case ev-
ery factor of the product passes through a norm that is invariant with respect to
complex conjugation, so we may ignore its distribution among the factors in this
case.

The idea of the proof in this case is to use the Fefferman-Stein estimate for the
high-frequency factors (of which we need 4 in order to ensure its applicability) and
a Sobolev-type embedding for the rest. We start by distributing the derivatives
of the norm and those in the product on the high-frequency factors in addition to
leaving a little leeway for embeddings on the remaining factors. Then we use the
Hausdorff-Young inequality to ’remove the hat’ from the space.

‖

2k+1
∏

i=1

∂αi
x vi‖X̂r

s,b′
. ‖(Jσu1)(J

σu2)(J
σu3)(J

σu4)

2k+1
∏

i=5

Js− 1
r
−ui‖Lr

xt
(5.18)

This requires σ ≥ 0, 4σ + (2k − 3)(s − 1
r
) ≥ s + 2j − k as well as s− 1

r
− < 0 the

latter of which is ensured by our choice of r0 at the beginning of this proof. By
now using Hölder’s inequality, Hausdorff-Young again (to put the hat back on L∞)
and a Sobolev-type embedding we arrive at:

.

4
∏

i=1

‖Jσui‖L4r
xt

2k+1
∏

i=5

‖Js− 1
r
−ui‖L̂∞

xt
.

4
∏

i=1

‖Jσui‖L4r
xt

2k+1
∏

i=5

‖ui‖X̂r
s,b

(5.19)

As announced before, we may now use the Fefferman-Stein estimate (4.4) which

grants us a gain of 2(j−1)
4r derivatives on each of the high-frequency factors, but

leaves us in the wrong X̂
4r
3

0, 3
4r+

space. To remedy this we may use a Sobolev-type

inequality for which we have to spend 1
4r+ derivatives.

.

4
∏

i=1

‖Jσ−
2(j−1)

4r + 1
4r+ui‖X̂r

0,b

2k+1
∏

i=5

‖ui‖X̂r
s,b

.

2k+1
∏

i=1

‖ui‖X̂r
s,b

(5.20)

The reader my verify that for s > 1
2 + j−k

kr′
and the choice σ = s + 2(j−1)

4r − 1
4r−

the requirements gathered involving σ can be fulfilled and we may justify the final
inequality to arrive at the desired upper bound.

(2) |ξ| ∼ |ξ1| ≫ |ξ2|, so we have only a single high-frequency factor.
One needs to take care as to what the distribution of complex conjugates in

the product is. We will showcase a proof of the estimate in the instance that the

product we are dealing with is equal to u1(
∏2k−3

i=2 vi)u2k−2u2k−1u2ku2k+1 (ignoring
derivatives). This aligns with the requirement, that k of the factors are complex
conjugates. The other cases, for different distributions of complex conjugates can
be dealt with in a similar fashion and we omit the details.

With only a single large frequency we have immediate control over the symbols
of the bilinear operators I+r,j and I

−,∗
ρ′,j . We proceed by shifting all derivatives of the

norm and in the product onto the high-frequency factor in addition to some extra
derivatives we will later need for Sobolev-type embeddings.

‖
2k+1
∏

i=1

∂αi
x vi‖X̂r

s,b′
. ‖Jσu1(

2k−1
∏

i=2

Js− 1
r
−vi)J

su2kJ
s− 1

r
+ 1

ρ′
−
u2k+1‖X̂r

0,b′
(5.21)

Here we have introduced σ ≥ 0 and this inequality holds so long as σ+(2k−2)(s−
1
r
)+ s+(s− 1

r
+ 1

ρ′
) > s+2j−k. Furthermore s− 1

r
− < 0 is ensured by our choice

of r0 at the beginning of this proof.
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Next we introduce the bilinear operator I+r,j which grants us a gain of 2j−1
r

derivatives on the high-frequency factor:

. ‖I+r,j(J
σ− 2j−1

r u1, J
su2k)(

2k−1
∏

i=2

Js− 1
r
−vi)J

s− 1
r
+ 1

ρ′
−
u2k+1‖X̂r

0,b′
(5.22)

. ‖I−,∗
ρ′,j (I

+
r,j(J

σ− 2j−1
r

− 2j−1

ρ′ u1, J
su2k)

2k−1
∏

i=2

Js− 1
r
−vi, J

s− 1
r
+ 1

ρ′
−
u2k+1)‖X̂r

0,b′
(5.23)

Choosing 1
ρ′

≤ 1
r

with 2(j−k)
r

< 2j
ρ′

we now also introduce its dual I
−,∗
ρ′,j , which

grants us 2j−1
ρ′

on the high-frequency factor. Now applying the continuity of the

dual bilinear operator (4.10) and Hölder’s inequality we may derive

. ‖I+r,j(J
σ− 2j−1

r
− 2j−1

ρ′ u1, J
su2k)

2k−1
∏

i=2

Js− 1
r
−vi‖L̂r

xt
‖J

s− 1
r
+ 1

ρ′
−
u2k+1‖X̂ρ′

0,−b′

(5.24)

. ‖I+r,j(J
σ− 2j−1

r
− 2j−1

ρ′ u1, J
su2k)‖L̂r

xt

2k−1
∏

i=2

‖Js− 1
r
−ui‖L̂∞

xt
‖J

s− 1
r
+ 1

ρ′
−
u2k+1‖X̂ρ′

0,−b′

For the first factor we apply the continutiy of the bilinear operator (4.7), for the
factors in the product we use a Sobolev-type embedding and for the final factor
Young’s inequality:

. ‖J
σ− 2j−1

r
− 2j−1

ρ′ u1‖X̂r
0,b
‖Jsu2k‖X̂r

0,b

2k−1
∏

i=2

‖Jsui‖X̂r
0,b
‖Jsu2k+1‖X̂r

0,b
(5.25)

By choosing σ = 2k−1
r

+ 2j − k − (2k − 1)s − 1
ρ′
+ > 0 and our choice of ρ′ the

reader may verify that σ − 2j−1
r

− 2j−1
ρ′

< s and that the other requirements with

respect to σ are fulfilled. Hence we have accomplished the proof of the estimate in
this case.

(3) |ξ2| & |ξ1| ≫ |ξ3| or |ξ3| & |ξ1| ≫ |ξ4|, so we have two or three high-frequency
factors. In this case, also depending on which factors are complex conjugates, we
may parenthesise differently in use of the bilinear operator to the preceding case.
Different distributions of complex conjugates may be dealt with by using either I+r,j
or I−r,j (and their duals) appropriately. The arguments are similar to case we have
already dealt with, so we choose to omit the details.

�

5.2. Multilinear estimates in X
p
s,b spaces. The proof of the cubic estimate in

modulation space-based Xs,b spaces is very similar to the proof of Proposition 5.1
(in the r = 2 case), where the equivalent estimate for Fourier-Lebesgue-based spaces
is showcased. We choose to omit the details that are analogous and only show the
necessary additional arguments.

Proposition 5.3. Let j ≥ 2, 2 ≤ p < ∞, s ≥ j
2 , and

α ∈
{

(α1, α2, α3) ∈ N
3
0 | α1 + α2 + α3 = 2j − 1, α2 6= 0

}

,

then there exist b′ < 0 < 1
r
< b < b′ + 1 such that one has the estimate

‖∂α1
x u1∂

α2
x u2∂

α3
x u3‖Xp

s,b′
.

3
∏

i=1

‖ui‖Xp

s,b
. (5.26)
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Proof. Main idea of the proof is again to reuse the corresponding NLS estimate
for cubic terms (that is Proposition 4.6 in this case) in the most difficult resonant
cases. We argue along the lines of the first case in the proof of Proposition 5.1,
replacing any mention of an X̂r

s,b space with the appropriate X
p
s,b space.

What is left is to argue the remaining two cases where either ξ1 or ξ2 is the
maximal frequency (here we have also adopted the convention that the frequency
of u1 is greater than that of u3, without loss).

For both cases we begin by using the trivial embedding X
p
s,b′ ⊃ Xs,b′ , so that we

may reuse what was argued in the r = 2 case in Proposition 5.1. Following along
the lines of the proof one arrives at a bound

‖∂α1
x u1∂

α2
x u2∂

α3
x u3‖Xp

s,b′
. ‖∂α1

x u1∂
α2
x u2∂

α3
x u3‖Xs,b′

(5.27)

. ‖Js− 1
2+u1‖X̂0,b

‖u2‖X̂0+,b
‖u3‖X̂ 1

2
+,b

, (5.28)

where possibly the roles of u1, u2 and u3 are interchanged depending on the exact
case (i.e. |ξ1| = |ξmax| or |ξ2| = |ξmax|). Now, using the Sobolev-type embedding
for modulation spaces (1.6), we may bound this by our desired right-hand side so
long as s − 1

2 + 1
2 − 1

p
< s and 1

2 + 1
2 − 1

p
< s, which can be achieved for p < ∞,

j ≥ 2 and s ≥ j
2 as claimed. �

Proposition 5.4. Let j ≥ 2, 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, 2 ≤ k ≤ 2j, s > 1
2 + 1

4k − 2k+1
2kp and

α ∈ N
2k+1
0 with |α| = 2j − k, then there exist b′ < 0 < 1

2 < b < b′ + 1 such that the
following estimate holds:

‖

2k+1
∏

i=1

∂αi
x ui‖Xp

s,b′
.

2k+1
∏

i=1

‖ui‖Xp

s,b
. (5.29)

Additionally, the distribution of complex conjugates on the factors ui may be chosen
arbitrarily.

Proof. We will assume, without loss of generality by symmetry, that the frequencies
of the factors in the product are order decreasingly, i.e. |ξ1| ≥ |ξ2| ≥ . . . ≥ |ξ2k+1|.
Depending on if the largest frequency of one of the factors is comparable (or not)
to the frequency of the product we differentiate between two cases.

The reader may note that in both cases each factor passes through a mixed Lp
xL

q
t

which is invariant with respect to complex conjugation. This justifies the addition to
the theorem, that the distribution of complex conjugates may be chosen arbitrarily.

Idea of the proof is to use reduce the proof to the L2 case, where Kato smoothing
for two of the ‘factors’ and the maximal function estimate for the rest is used, and
to then use a Sobolev-type embedding to get back to the correct modulation space.
The latter is what leads to the restriction on s, i.e. in the L2 case we reach scaling
up to an epsilon.

(1) |ξ| ∼ |ξ1|. Since u1 is the factor with the largest frequency, comparable with
the product itself, we may redistribute all derivatives in the product accordingly. In
the same step we use the trivial embedding X

p
s,b′ ⊃ X2

s,b′ , for p ≥ 2, and introduce
σ ≥ 0 to be choosen later as well as r = ∞−.

‖
2k+1
∏

i=1

∂αi
x ui‖Xp

s,b′
. ‖(Js+2j−k− 2j−1

2 (1− 2
r
)+σu1)

2k+1
∏

i=2

J− σ
2k ui‖X 2j−1

2
(1− 2

r
),b′

(5.30)
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Now we may use the modulation with exponent b′ = − 1
2+ by applying the dual

version of Kato’s smoothing estimate (4.2), followed by an application of Hölder’s
inequality.

. ‖(Js+2j−k− 2j−1
2 (1− 2

r
)+σu1)

2k+1
∏

i=2

J− σ
2k ui‖Lr′

x L2
t

(5.31)

. ‖Js+2j−k− 2j−1
2 (1− 2

r
)+σu1‖L∞

x L2
t

2k+1
∏

i=2

‖J− σ
2k ui‖L2kr′

x L∞

t
(5.32)

Another application of Kato’s smoothing inequality (4.2) for the first factor and
the maximal function estimate (4.3) leads us to:

. ‖Js+2j−k− 2j−1
2 (2− 2

r
)+σu1‖X0,b

2k+1
∏

i=2

‖J− σ
2k+ 1

2−
1

2kr′
+ui‖X0,b

(5.33)

. ‖Js+2j−k− 2j−1
2 (2− 2

r
)+σ+ 1

2−
1
p
+u1‖Xp

0,b

2k+1
∏

i=2

‖J− σ
2k+ 1

2−
1

2kr′
+ 1

2−
1
p
+ui‖Xp

0,b
(5.34)

where we have applied the Sobolev-type embedding (1.6) to each of the factors.
This product as a whole may be bounded by our desired right hand side in (5.29)
on condition that

2j − k −
2j − 1

2
(2−

2

r
) + σ +

1

2
−

1

p
< 0 and (5.35)

−
σ

2k
+

1

2
−

1

2kr′
+

1

2
−

1

p
< s. (5.36)

We leave it to the reader to verify that, so long as s > 1
2 + 1

4k − 2k+1
2kp , these

inequalities hold, if one chooses σ = k − 3
2 + 1

p
− which clearly also fulfils σ ≥ 0.

(2) |ξ| ≪ |ξ1| so that we must have |ξ1| ∼ |ξ2|. The proof in this case is similar in
spirit to the preceding case, only that, since the frequency of the product is small,
it is more beneficial to apply Kato’s smoothing inequality to the first two factors.

After redistributing derivatives beneficially and moving to L2-based Bourgain
spaces as above, we use the modulation of the product (with exponent b′ = − 1

2+)
for a Sobolev embedding in time. In the space variable we also sacrifice a total of
1
2− derivatives for a Sobolev embedding to L1+.

‖

2k+1
∏

i=1

∂αi
x ui‖Xp

s,b′
. ‖(J

s
2+σ1+

1
4−u1)(J

s
2+σ1+

1
4−u2)

2k+1
∏

i=3

Jσ2ui‖L1+
xt

(5.37)

Here we have introduced σ1 ≥ 0 and σ2 ≤ 0 which are to be chosen later under
the constraint 2σ1 + (2k − 1)σ2 = 2j − k. Next we may apply Hölder’s inequality
in preparation for applications of Kato smoothing (4.1) for the first two factors.
For the remaining factors one has to be careful: Either one can apply the maximal
function estimate (4.3) if one has enough factors, that is k > 3, or one resorts to
using a Sobolev embedding which works just as well for k = 2 or k = 3.

. ‖J
s
2+σ1+

1
4−u1‖L∞

x L
2+
t
‖J

s
2+σ1+

1
4−u2‖L∞

x L
2+
t

2k+1
∏

i=3

‖Jσ2ui‖Lr
xL

∞

t
(5.38)

. ‖J
s
2+σ1+

1
4+

1
2−

2j
2+−u1‖X0,b

‖J
s
2+σ1+

1
4+

1
2−

2j
2+−u2‖X0,b

2k+1
∏

i=3

‖Jσ2+
1
2−

1
r
+ui‖X0,b

Here we have introduced r such that 2k
r

= 1
1+ = 1− in an intermediate step. This

final product may again be bounded by our desired right hand side in (5.29) after
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an application of the Sobolev-type embedding for modulation spaces (1.6), if the
following conditions are met:

σ1 +
1

4
+

1

2
−

2j

2
+

1

2
−

1

p
<

s

2
and σ2 +

1

2
−

1

r
+

1

2
−

1

p
< s. (5.39)

By choosing

σ1 = j −
3

4
−

2k − 1

8k
+

2k − 1

4kp
and σ2 = −

1

2
+

1

4k
−

1

2kp
+

1

2k − 1
(5.40)

one may verify that these conditions (and those placed upon σ1 and σ2) are met so
long as s > 1

2 + 1
4k − 2k+1

2kp and thus the proof is complete.

�

From Propositions 5.3 and 5.4, possibly also using the gauge-transformation, the
well-posedness Theorems we mentioned at the beginning of this section are now
immediate from general theory on X

p
s,b spaces. See [2, Section 1.2] for references

on this matter.

Moving back to estimates in Fourier-Lebesgue-based spaces, we may now use the
L2-based (that is p = 2) estimate that is contained in Proposition 5.4 and inter-
polate (by the complex multilinear interpolation method) with the near-endpoint
estimate from Proposition 5.2 in order to cover the full parameter range 1 < r ≤ 2
that is necessary to argue our well-posedness Theorems in such spaces.

Corollary 5.5. Let j ≥ 2, 1 < r ≤ 2, 2 ≤ k ≤ 2j, s > 1
r
− 1

2 and α ∈ N
2k+1
0 with

|α| = 2j − k. Then there exist b′ < 0 < 1
r
< b < b′ + 1 such that the following

estimate holds

‖∂α1
x u1

k
∏

i=1

∂α2i
x u2i∂

α2i+1
x u2i+1‖X̂r

s,b′
.

2k+1
∏

i=1

‖ui‖X̂r
s,b
. (5.41)

The Theorems mentioned at the beginning of this section regarding well-pos-
edness in Fourier-Lebesgue spaces may now be derived from Proposition 5.1 and
Corollary 5.5, possibly in combination with use of the gauge-transformation, with
standard theory on X̂r

s,b spaces. See [2, Section 1.2] for references on this matter.

6. Proofs of ill-posedness results

With our well-posedness results established, we now proceed to demonstrate
that these results are, in a certain sense, optimal. Specifically, the following ar-
guments will prove Theorems 3.8 and 3.9, showing that it is impossible to achieve
well-posedness for the equations of interest below the regularity threshold we have
already identified using the direct application of the contraction mapping theorem.
Additionally, we will show that for periodic initial data, achieving analogous results
to those in the nonperiodic case from the previous sections is also unfeasible with
the contraction mapping principle.

The argument we use was initially investigated in [10] and then later refined
in [45]. By now it has found widespread use to show ill-posedness results for power-
type nonlinearities appearing in a wide variety of dispersive equations.

Proof of Theorem 3.8. Let us assume that the flow S : Ĥs
r (R)×(−T, T ) → Ĥs

r (R) of
the Cauchy problem (3.1) for a general nonlinearity N(u) containing a cubic term
with 2j − 1 derivatives is thrice continuously differentiable. (See the discussion
in Remark 3.10 for what ‘general nonlinearity’ means.) We will as a necessary

condition on the regularity of the initial data that s ≥ 1
2 + j−1

r′
.
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For initial datum u0(x) = δφ(x), where δ > 0 and φ ∈ Ĥs
r (R) for any 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞

and s ∈ R are to be chosen later, we calculate the third derivative of the flow at
the origin. Let u denote the solution corresponding to u0 as initial data, then

∂3u

∂δ3

∣

∣

∣

∣

δ=0

∼

∫ t

0

U(t− t′)N3(U(t′)u0) dt
′, (6.1)

where we use U(t) to denote the linear propagator of our equation and N3(u) to refer
only to the cubic nonlinear terms in the nonlinearity of our equation. The higher-
order nonlinear terms disappear from the third derivative of the flow, because we
are evaluating it at δ = 0.

For our choice of initial data we now introduce parameters N ≫ 1 and γ ≪ 1

that are to be chosen later. With these in hand we may set φ̂(ξ) = γ− 1
r′ N−sχ(ξ),

where χ(ξ) is the characteristic function of the interval [N,N + γ]. The factors in
the definition of φ are chosen such that we have ‖φ‖

Ĥs
r
∼ 1.

Our next step is inserting our initial datum u0 into (6.1):

Fx

(

∂3u

∂δ3

∣

∣

∣

∣

δ=0

)

(ξ, t) ∼ ξ2j−1

∫

∗

∫ t

0

eit(−ξ2j+ξ
2j
1 −ξ

2j
2 +ξ

2j
3 )φ̂(ξ1)φ̂(ξ2)φ̂(ξ3) dt dξ1 dξ2

In order to properly bound the inner t-integral we must have control of the resonance
relation Φ = −ξ2j + ξ

2j
1 − ξ

2j
2 + ξ

2j
3 of which Lemma 4.7 tells us that we may bound

it by Φ ∼ γ2N2j−2. Hence we see a choice of γ ∼ N−(j−1) is sensible. We continue
working on a lower bound:

& tN−3sγ− 3
r′ N2j−1 χ ∗ χ ∗ χ(ξ)

& tN−3sγ− 3
r′ N2j−1γ2 χ(ξ)

∼ tN−2s+2j−1γ2− 2
r′ (γ− 1

r′ N−2χ(ξ)) = tN−2s+ 2j−2

r′
+1φ̂(ξ).

Here we may now take the the Ĥs
r (R) norm of both sides, keeping in mind our choice

of φ leading to ‖φ‖
Ĥs

r
∼ 1. Thus we have a lower bound on the third derivative of

the flow

‖
∂3u

∂δ3

∣

∣

∣

∣

δ=0

‖
Ĥs

r
& tN−2s+ 2j−2

r′
+1. (6.2)

In order for this quantity to stay bounded (a necessity, if the flow shall be thrice

continuously differentiable) we must have −2s+ 2j−2
r′

+ 1 ≤ 0 ⇐⇒ s ≥ 1
2 + j−1

r′
,

since otherwise we can let N → ∞ and thus produce a contradiction. �

We will omit the proof of Theorem 3.9 as it follows along the same lines as the
r = 2 case in the preceding proof. The key insight to be had is, because it suffices the
look at the high-high-high interaction, with frequencies located on a single interval
of length o(1), the exact choice of Hölder exponents p, q in the modulation spaces is
irrelevant. This argument was also given in [33]. Hence the C3 ill-posedness result
in modulation spaces parallels the r = 2 case in Fourier-Lebesgue spaces in terms
of regularity (s < j

2 ), but with arbitrary exponents p, q.
Having addressed the non-periodic setting, we now present two propositions that

establish our ill-posedness results for gauged dNLS equations on the torus. Their
proofs follow arguments well-known to the relevant literature and correspond to
Theorems 3.11 and 3.12, respectively.

Proposition 6.1. The flow S : Ĥs
r (T)× (−T, T ) → Ĥs

r (T) of the Cauchy problem
for the fourth-order dNLS hierarchy equation (which corresponds to j = 2)

i∂tu− ∂4
xu = ∂x(−iu2uxx − 4i|u|2uxx − 2i|ux|

2u− 3iu2
xu−

15

2
|u|4ux +

5i

2
|u|6u)
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cannot be thrice continuously differentiable for any 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞ and s ∈ R.

Proof. The proof of this proposition works similarly to the one given by the author
in [2, Proposition 6.3], which in turn was based on an argument by Bourgain [10].

In the present setting we may observe, that the symbol of the cubic nonlinearity
in the fourth-order hierarchy equation can be written as

n3(k1, k2, k3) = (k1 + k2 + k3)(2k
2
1 + k22 + 2k23 + k1k2 + k2k3 + 3k1k3). (6.3)

Following along the details of [2, Proposition 6.3], i.e. differentiating the flow thrice

(with respect to δ) with initial data δφ(x), where δ > 0 and φ̂(k) = k−s(δk,N+δk,N0)
and looking for a lower bound on the Hs(T) norm of this third derivative, one
arrives at the same conclusion. Only for (N,N0, N0) and (N,−N,−N) (or appro-
priate permutations thereof) an overall frequency of N is achieved. Inserting these
constellations into (6.3) one may derive a lower bound of NstN3−s(1+N−2s) & tN3

for the Hs(T) norm of the derivative. For N → ∞ this diverges, so we know the
flow cannot be thrice continuously differentiable. We leave working out further
details to the reader. �

If one lowers the assumption on the regularity of the initial data, one is able to
strengthen the form of ill-posedness that is derived to failure of uniform continuity
using an argument originally developed in [31].

Proposition 6.2. Let j ∈ N, 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞ and s < j − 1
2 . The flow S : Ĥs

r (T) ×

(−T, T ) → Ĥs
r (T) of the Cauchy problem

i∂tu+ (−1)j+1∂2j
x u = iu2∂2j−1

x u (6.4)

cannot be uniformly continuous on bounded sets.

Proof. The proof of this proposition follows the same argument already given by
the author for [2, Proposition 6.4], so we will not repeat the details here. The
only difference is that one must choose a different particular solution of (6.4),
which is a slightly modified (i.e. adapted to the dNLS hierarchy setting) version
of [2, eq. (6.5)]. In particular it suffices to use the family of solutions

uN,a(x, t) = N−sa exp(i(Nx−N2jt+N2j−1−2s|a|2t)) (6.5)

in this case.
Note that as all derivatives in this equation fall on u this is in fact a gauged dNLS

equation. Changing the sign in front of the nonlinearity allows one to solve (using
the same family uN,a) the equation where all derivatives fall on u instead. �

Appendix A. The first few dNLS hierarchy equations

For future reference and the interested reader we would like to list the first few
equations of the dNLS hierarchy and the resulting equations after they have been
gauge transformed for the Schrödinger-like ones. A similar listing concerning the
NLS hierarchy equations may be found in [2, Appendix A].

We will give the equations in terms of the potentials q and r as in the description
of the hierarchy with a specific choice of αn left to the reader (except for all other
αn being zero), as in Section 2. The usual identification r = ±q leads to the well-
known equations found elsewhere in the literature. For the non-gauge transformed
equations we give them once with the nonlinearity as a total derivative, as in the
representation (2.7), and again but with the derivative applied.

For the equations which have been adjusted with the gauge transform we use
the convention α2j−1 = αn = 22j−1 which has been in use throughout the rest of
the text as well.
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(1) n = 0. transport equation qt = α0qx
(2) n = 1. classic dNLS equation

qt =
iα1

2
(qxx + ∂x(−iq2r)) =

iα1

2
(qxx − 2iqqxr − iq2rx)

After gauge transformation:

iqt + qxx = −iq2rx −
1

2
q3r2

(3) n = 2.

qt = −
α2

4
(qxxx + ∂x(−3iqqxr −

3

2
q3r2))

= −
α2

4
(qxxx − 3iq2xr − 3iqqxrx − 3iqqxxr − 3q3rrx −

9

2
q2qxr

2)

(4) n = 3. fourth order dNLS equation

qt = −
iα3

8
(qxxxx + ∂x(−iq2rxx − 4iqqxxr − 2iqqxrx − 3iq2xr

−
15

2
q2qxr

2 +
5i

2
q4r3))

= −
iα3

8
(qxxxx − iq2rxxx − 4iqqxxxr − 4iqqxrxx − 6iqqxxrx

− 10iqxqxxr − 5iq2xrx −
15

2
q2qxxr

2 − 15q2qxrrx

− 15qq2xr
2 +

15i

2
q4r2rx + 10iq3qxr

3)

After gauge transformation:

iqt − qxxxx = iq2rxxx + 2iqqxrxx + 4iqqxxrx + 3iq2xrx + q3rrxx

+
5

2
q2qxxr

2 −
1

2
q3r2x + 4q2qxrrx +

5

2
qq2xr

2 +
3i

2
q4r2rx +

3

8
q5r4

(5) n = 4.

qt =
α4

16
(qxxxxx + ∂x(−5iqqxxxr − 5iqqxrxx − 5iqqxxrx − 10iqxqxxr

− 5iq2xrx − 5q3rrxx −
25

2
q2qxxr

2 −
5

2
q3r2x − 15q2qxrrx −

35

2
qq2xr

2

+
35i

2
q3qxr

3 +
35

8
q5r4))

=
α4

16
(qxxxxx − 5iqqxxxxr − 5iqqxrxxx − 10iqqxxxrx − 10iqqxxrxx − 10iq2xrxx

− 10iq2xxr − 25iqxqxxrx − 15qxqxxxr − 5q3rrxxx −
25

2
q2qxxxr

2 − 10q3rxrxx

− 30q2qxrrxx − 40q2qxxrrx − 60qqxqxxr
2 −

45

2
q2qxr

2
x − 65qq2xrrx −

35

2
q3xr

2

+
35i

2
q3qxxr

3 +
105i

2
q3qxr

2rx +
35

2
q5r3rx +

105i

2
q2q2xr

3 +
175

8
q4qxr

4)
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(6) n = 5. sixth order dNLS equation

qt =
iα5

32
(qxxxxxx + ∂x(−iq2rxxxx − 6iqqxxxxr − 4iqqxrxxx − 9iqqxxxrx

− 15iqxqxxxr − 11iqqxxrxx − 10iq2xrxx − 10iq2xxr − 25qxqxxrx −
35

2
q2qxxxr

2

− 35q2qxrrxx − 35q2qxxrrx − 70qqxqxxr
2 −

35

2
q2qxr

2
x − 70qq2xrrx −

35

2
q3xr

2

+
35i

2
q4r2rxx + 35iq3qxxr

3 +
35i

2
q4rr2x + 70iq3qxr

2rx + 70iq2q2xr
3 315

8
q4qxr

4

−
63i

8
q6r5))

=
iα5

32
(qxxxxxx − iq2rxxxxx − 6iqqxxxxxr − 6iqqxrxxxx − 15iqqxxxxrx

− 21iqxqxxxxr − 15iqqxxrxxx − 14iq2xrxxx − 20iqqxxxrxx − 35iqxxqxxxr

− 49iqxqxxxrx − 56iqxqxxrxx − 35iq2xxrx −
35

2
q2qxxxxr

2 − 35q2qxrxxxr

− 70q2qxxxrrx − 105qqxqxxxr
2 − 70q2qxxrrxx − 70q2qxrxrxx − 140qq2xrrxx

− 70qq2xxr
2 −

105

2
q2qxxr

2
x − 350qqxqxxrrx −

245

2
q2xqxxr

2 − 105qq2xr
2
x

− 105q3xrrx +
35i

2
q4r2rxxx + 35iq3qxxxr

3 + 70iq4rrxrxx + 140iq3qxr
2rxx

+ 175iq3qxxr
2rx + 245iq2qxqxxr

3 +
35i

2
q4r3x + 210iq3qxrr

2
x + 420iq2q2xr

2rx

+ 140iqq3xr
3 +

315

8
q4qxxr

4 +
315

2
q4qxr

3rx
315

2
q3q2xr

4 −
315i

8
q6r4rx

−
189i

4
q5qxr

5)

After gauge transformation:

iqt + ∂6
xq = −iq2rxxxxx − 4iqqxrxxxx − 6iqqxxxxrx − 11iqqxxrxxx − 10iq2xrxxx

− 9iqqxxxrxx − 15iqxqxxxrx − 25iqxqxxrxx − 10iq2xxrx − q3rrxxxx

−
7

2
q2qxxxxr

2 + q3rxrxxx − 8q2qxrrxxx − 13q2qxxxrrx − 14qqxqxxxr
2

−
1

2
q3r2xx − 17q2qxxrrxx − 9q2qxrxrxx − 22qq2xrrxx −

21

2
qq2xxr

2

−
9

2
q2qxxr

2
x − 59qqxqxxrrx −

35

2
q2xqxxr

2 −
9

2
qq2xr

2
x − 20q3xrrx

−
5i

2
q4r2rxxx − 10iq4rrxrxx − 10iq3qxr

2rxx − 15iq3qxxr
2rx −

5i

2
q4r3x

− 25iq3yxrr
2
x − 25iq2q2xr

2rx −
5

2
q5r3rxx −

35

8
q4qxxr

4 −
5

4
q5r2r2x

− 15q4qxr
3rx −

35

4
q3q2xr

4 −
5

16
q7r6 −

15i

8
q6r4rx

Note the sign difference of the term +q3rxrxxx to all others with four derivatives
lying upon them in the gauge transformed equation. This does not seem to be a
mistake originating from the derivation of the equation.
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