
ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

18
52

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  2
4 

M
ar

 2
02

5

THE WELL-POSEDNESS AND CONVERGENCE OF HIGHER-ORDER

HARTREE EQUATIONS IN CRITICAL SOBOLEV SPACES ON T3

RYAN L. ACOSTA BABB AND ANDREW ROUT

Abstract. In this article, we consider Hartree equations generalised to 2p + 1 order nonlin-
earities. These equations arise in the study of the mean-field limits of Bose gases with p–body
interactions. We study their well-posedness properties in Hsc(T3), where T3 is the three dimen-
sional torus and sc = 3/2 − 1/p is the scaling-critical regularity. The convergence of solutions
of the Hartree equation to solutions of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation is proved. We also
consider the case of mixed nonlinearities, proving local well-posedness in sc by considering the
problem as a perturbation of the higher-order Hartree equation. In the particular case of the
(defocusing) quintic-cubic Hartree equation, we also prove global well-posedness for all initial
conditions in H1(T3). This is done by viewing it as a perturbation of the local quintic NLS.

1. Introduction

The cubic Hartree equation is given by
{
i∂tu+∆u = (ω ∗ |u|2)u,

u(x, t) = u0(x),
(1.1)

where u : X× I → C, X = Rd or Td and I ⊂ R, and ω ∈ L1(X) is an even, real-valued interaction
potential. Here ∗ denotes convolution in the spatial variable, so

f ∗ g(x) :=

∫

X

f(x− y)g(y) dy.

The Hartree equation arises in the study of mean-field limits of the many-body Schrödinger equa-
tion. Formally taking ω = ±δ, one recovers the cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation, given by

{
i∂tu+∆u = ±|u|2u,

u(x, t) = u0(x),
(1.2)

which arises in the study of Bose–Einstein condensates. We call the case where ω = δ the defocusing
problem, and ω = −δ the focusing problem. In this paper we study the generalisation of (1.1) to
higher-order nonlinearities. Namely, we consider




i∂tu+∆u =

(∫

Xp

V (x− x1, . . . , x− xp)|u(x1)|
2 . . . |u(xp)|

2 dx1 . . . dxp

)
u(x),

u(x, t) = u0(x),

(1.3)

where V ∈ L1(Xp;R) is a symmetric, real-valued interaction potential, and V (x− x1, . . . , x− xp)
is symmetric under permutation of its arguments. Formally setting V = ±δXp , we recover the
nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS) with nonlinearity |u|2pu. Hence, we recover

{
i∂tu+∆u = ±|u|2pu,

u(x, t) = u0(x).
(1.4)

In this paper, our spatial domain is the three dimensional torus, so X = T3, which is the most
physically relevant periodic domain. We prove that the Hartree equation given in (1.3) is globally
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well-posed for small initial data. We also show that the solution of (1.3) converges to the solution
of (1.4) as VN → ±δ.

We take our initial condition u0 ∈ Hsc(T3), where

sc :=
3

2
−

1

p
. (1.5)

This exponent is critical in the Euclidean case, since it is the unique exponent for which the scaling
symmetry

u(t, x) 7→ uλ(t, x) := λ−1/pu(λ−2t, λ−1x), λ > 0

is invariant in the Ḣsc
x (R3) norm.

There are two invariant quantities associated to the Hartree equation:

M(u) := ‖u‖2L2 =

∫

X

|u(x)|2 dx, (1.6)

and

E(u) :=

∫

X

|∇u(x)|2 dx

+
1

p+ 1

∫

Xp+1

V (x − x1, . . . , x− xp)|u(x1)|
2 . . . |u(xp)|

2|u(x)|2 dx1 . . . dxp dx, (1.7)

which are the mass and the energy (or Hamiltonian), respectively.

Remark 1.1. Let us remark that not all choices of V ∈ L1(Xp) give rise to a Hamiltonian struc-
ture. For example, choosing V (x, y) = ω(x)ω(y) for an even function ω : X → R does not. Instead
we need V (x − x1, . . . , x − xp) to be symmetric under permutation of its arguments x, x1 . . . , xp
and that V (x1, . . . , xp) be symmetric. To ensure the energy is finite, for p = 2, we will take V to
be of the form

V (x− y, x− z) :=
1

3
(ω(x− y)ω(y − z) + ω(y − z)ω(z − x) + ω(z − x)ω(x− y)) , (1.8)

where ω : X → R is an even L1 function. We do this to ensure we have a convolution structure,
which is convenient for the application of Young’s inequality. This can be generalised to higher-
order nonlinearities, see (A.5). Interactions of this kind were considered, for example, in [27, 30].
One can also consider other potentials V ; for example, see the alternative potential discussed in
Appendix A. In the case of V as in (1.8), the energy is of the form

E(u) =

∫

X

|∇u(x)|2 dx+
1

3

∫

X

(ω ∗ |u|2)2|u(x)|2 dx. (1.9)

The finiteness of (1.9) is proved in Lemma 3.7.

Remark 1.2. Let us remark on the assumptions on the interaction potential V . In many-body
quantum mechanics, it is standard to assume that the interaction potential V (x, x1, . . . , xp) is sym-
metric under permutation of its arguments. We note that this assumption implies that V ′ defined
via V ′(x − x1, . . . , x − xp) := V (x, x1, . . . , xp) is symmetric under permutation of its arguments
x, x1 . . . , xp and that V ′(x1, . . . , xp) be symmetric. We slightly abuse notation in this paper and
write V ′ = V throughout. We also note that in the two-body case, this implies that the interaction
potential is even.

The well-posedness of (1.4) has been widely studied in critical Sobolev spaces, for example in
[7,12] on R3 and in [15,19,21,22,26,34] and the references therein for periodic settings. The well-
posedness in R3 of (1.1) was studied in [14]. Like (1.1), one can also realise (1.3) as a mean-field
limit of a many-body Schrödinger equation. Namely, consider

{
i∂tΨN = HNΨN ,

ΨN(x, 0) ∼ u⊗N
0 ,
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where

HN :=

N∑

j=1

−∆j +
1

Np

N∑

1≤i0<i1<...<ip≤N

V (xi0 − xi1 , . . . , xi0 − xip). (1.10)

We note that each xi − xj can be written as the difference of xi0 − xj and xi0 − xi. Suppose
that V ∈ L1(Xp) is symmetric, with V (x − x1, . . . , x − xp) symmetric under permutation of its
arguments x, x1 . . . , xp. Then

“ΨN → u” (1.11)

as N → ∞, where u is the solution to (1.3) with initial condition u0. The convergence in (1.11) is
in terms of reduced density matrices. Results of this kind are known as propagation of chaos in the
mathematical physics community. For the cubic Hartree equation, early results of this kind were
proved in [18,32]. We direct the reader to [3] and the references therein for an overview of the topic.
In the case of a three-body interaction, the problem was studied in [10, 11, 30]. For mixed p-body
interactions, the problem in Rd (d = 1, 2) with a potential converging to the delta function was
studied in [35]. Higher-order Gross-Pitaevskii hierarchies were also considered in [9, 20]. In recent
years, the three-body interaction, which corresponds to p = 2 in (1.10), has received much attention
in the mathematical physics community. We direct the reader, for example, to [23, 27, 29–31] and
the references within. In this paper, we only study the problem from the classical perspective.

2. Main results

2.1. Statement of results. We now state our main results.

Proposition 2.1 (Local well-posedness of (1.3)). Fix an integer p ≥ 2. Suppose that u0 ∈ Hsc(X)
with sc as in (1.5) and V ∈ L1(Xp). Then there exist a T > 0 — depending on ‖u‖Hsc , ‖V ‖L1 ,

and p — and a unique u ∈ Ct((−T, T );Hsc(X)) ∩Xsc((−T, T )) such that u solves



i∂tu+∆u =

(∫

Xp

V (x− x1, . . . , x− xp)|u(x1)|
2 . . . |u(xp)|

2 dx1 . . .dxp

)
u(x),

u(x, 0) = u0(x).

In the statement of Proposition 2.1, Xs denotes the atomic space — see Definition 3.4 below.
We also prove the following global well-posedness theorem for small initial data.

Proposition 2.2 (Small data global well-posedness of (1.3) for p = 2). Suppose that p = 2,
let sc = 1, and V is as in (1.8) above. Then there is an ε0 > 0 such that for every u0 with

‖u0‖H1(T3) < ε0 and every T > 0, there is a unique u ∈ Ct((−T, T );Hsc(X)) ∩Xsc((−T, T )) such
that u solves (1.3).

Theorem 2.3 (Convergence of the Hartree equation to the NLS). Fix an integer p ≥ 2. Let

u0 ∈ Hsc with sc as in (1.5) and suppose that VN → δ as N → ∞ with VN ≥ 0 and
∫
VN = 1 for

all N . Consider the equations given by




i∂tu
N +∆uN = ±

(∫

Xp

VN (x− x1, . . . , x− xp)|u
N (x1)|

2 . . .

. . . |uN(xp)|
2 × dx1 . . . dxp

)
uN(x),

uN (x, 0) = u0(x),

(2.1)

and {
i∂tu+∆u = ±|u|2pu,

u(x, 0) = u0(x).
(2.2)

Let T be less than the minimum of the times of existence of the solutions to (2.1) and (2.2). Then

lim
N→∞

‖u− uN‖L∞

[−T,T ]
Hsc (T3) = 0. (2.3)

We make the following remarks about our results.
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Remark 2.4. We note that we can define the time of existence T > 0 in Theorem 2.3 because
the time of existence in Proposition 2.1 depends on ‖V ‖L1 , which is uniform in N in Theorem
2.3. In the particular case where p = 2, equations (2.1) and (2.2) are globally well-posed in the
defocusing case for N sufficiently large. The global well-posedness of (2.1) for a specific sequence
of VN for p = 2 is proved in [30, Appendix A] by viewing it as a small perturbation of the quintic
NLS, which was shown to be well-posed in [22]. The convergence to the local NLS is also proved,
and the proofs of both results easily generalises to any positive sequence of potentials VN → δ.

Remark 2.5. Let us remark that our results would also hold for an irrational torus. Indeed, our
proofs are based on Strichartz estimates, first proved in the periodic setting in [5]. These were
extended to irrational tori in [6]; see also [25]. For simplicity of presentation, we restrict ourselves
to the case of rational tori.

Remark 2.6. We note that the assumption V ∈ L1(X3p) is not a restrictive assumption. Indeed,
if one takes V to be of the form of (1.8), changing variables we find that

V (x, y) =
1

3
(ω(x)ω(y) + ω(x)ω(x− y) + ω(y)ω(x− y).

Applying Hölder’s inequality, one finds that the Coulomb potential ω(x) = 1
|x| is a permitted

interaction potential in three dimensions. We recall that because we work on a torus, we only need
to account for integrability around the origin.

Remark 2.7. We note that the convergence of the Hartree equation to the NLS is of particular
interest from the view of mathematical physics. Indeed, the Hartree equation is often a convenient
intermediate step between the quantum mechanical problem and the NLS. For example, in [30] for
the case p = 2, the authors consider a Hamiltonian of the form

HN :=

N∑

j=1

−∆j +
1

N2

∑

1≤i<j<k≤N

N6βV (Nβ(xi − xj), N
β(xj − xk)),

and then proceed via an intermediate Hartree equation — see [30, Appendix A] for the problem
on T3. Here we note that the Hartree equation corresponds to the effective equation for β = 0,
so corresponds to a mean-field limit. The convergence of the Hartree equation to the local NLS is
then used to obtain convergence of the many-body problem to the local NLS.

It is however, as far as the authors are aware, not possible to obtain an equation which includes
the scattering length using this kind of method. Indeed, if one goes via the Hartree equation, the
best one can obtain is the coupling constant (strength of the nonlinearity)

∫
V (x) dx. We direct

the reader to [30, Section 2] and the references therein for a more detailed discussion.

Remark 2.8. We remark that one can also generalise the notion of the Hartree equation by
considering more singular convolution potentials. Indeed, in the mathematical physics literature,
equations of this form are also called (generalised) Hartree equations. Equations with more singular
convolution potentials were considered in the case X = Rd in [1, 2, 16] and the references within.

For instance, if we take V of the form |x|−b with b > d (so that V just misses being in L1), then
the scaling argument in [2] shows that the critical Sobolev space exponent becomes

sc =
d

2
−
d− b+ 2

2p
,

which is larger than the critical regularity in (1.5) — there for d = 3. (Note that our p is p− 1 in
[2].) Thus, as one might expect, more singular potentials come at a cost in regularity. We leave
consideration of these cases to future work.

2.2. Hartree equation with mixed nonlinearity. We also consider the case of mixed Hartree-
type nonlinearities. For p ∈ N, write

Np(u) :=

(∫

Xp

V (x− x1, . . . , x− xp)|u(x1)|
2 . . . |u(xp)|

2 dx1 . . .dxp

)
u(x). (2.4)

We consider the nonlocal NLS given by

i∂tu+∆u = λ1Np1(u) + λ2Np2(u), (2.5)
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where p1 < p2 and pi ∈ N and λi ∈ R. The λi can be interpreted as coupling constants, determining
the strength of the nonlinearities. We argue that when considering nonlinearities of this form, we
are able to treat (2.5) as a perturbation of the Hartree equation with nonlinearity Np2(u), so we

can consider the local well-posedness in Hsc(p2). Moreover, when p1 = 1, p2 = 2, and Vp=2 ≈ δ2,
we can treat (2.5) as a perturbation of the defocusing (local) quintic NLS. In this way, we can
extract global well-posedness properties for (2.5) in H1 without restriction on the size of the initial
data. Here, δp denotes the δ distribution in p variables. This idea comes from [28], where the
authors consider a local cubic-quintic nonlinear Schrödinger equation, which formally corresponds
to taking

Vp1=1 = δ1, Vp2=2 = δ2.

We have the following local well-posedness result.

Proposition 2.9. Suppose that p2 > p1 and sc = sc(p2) is as in (1.5) with p = p2. Suppose

that Vpi
∈ L1(Xpi ) and λi ∈ R \ {0}. Moreover, suppose u0 ∈ Hsc . Then there exist a T > 0

— depending on ‖u‖Hsc , ‖V ‖L1 , and p — and a unique u ∈ Ct((−T, T );Hsc(X)) ∩Xsc((−T, T ))
which solves (2.5).

We have the corresponding global well-posedness result for small initial data.

Proposition 2.10. Suppose that p1 = 1, p2 = 2, and let sc = 1. Suppose further that λi ∈ R with

V1, V2 as above corresponding to even ω, ω′ ∈ L1(X). Then there is ε0 > 0 such that for every u0
with ‖u0‖H1(T3) < ε0 and every T > 0, there is a unique u ∈ Ct((−T, T );Hsc(X)) ∩Xsc((−T, T ))
such that u solves (2.5).

We prove the following global well-posedness result, which does not require a smallness of initial
condition assumption. It does, however, require that we are a perturbation of the quintic NLS.
The result is similar to the statement of [28, Theorem 1.2], which proves the corresponding result
for local interactions.

In what follows, we will use N2,N to denote a nonlinearity of the form of (2.4) defined with a
potential V2,N . Recall that we denote by δ2 the delta distribution on functions from X2.

Theorem 2.11. Suppose that V2,N → δ2 with respect to continuous functions with V2,N as in

(1.8), and let u0 ∈ H1(X). Let ω′ ∈ L1(X) and λ ∈ R. Moreover, suppose that we have the

estimate

‖∇u‖2L∞

t L2
x
.M(u) + E(u). (2.6)

Then, for N sufficiently large, the Cauchy problem given by




i∂tu+∆u = λ

(∫
|u(y)|2ω′(x− y) dy

)
u(x)

+

(∫
V2,N (x− y, x− z)|u(y)|2|u(z)|2 dy dz

)
u(x),

u0 ∈ H1(X)

(2.7)

is globally well-posed.

Remark 2.12. We remark that we can interpret Theorem 2.11 as saying that adding an arbitrary
small quintic non-linearity allows us to ensure the global well-posedness of (2.5). Indeed, we can
scale the equation accordingly to absorb to get the same result for λ2V2,N for any λ2 > 0.

Remark 2.13. Let us comment that (2.6) gives us a bound on the kinetic energy of the solution
and allows us to build the global well-posedness. Remark 5.5 explores when (2.6) holds, but it can
be heuristically be understood as a condition which ensures the two interaction potentials V1, V2
can be compared. It is the nonlocal analogue of the kinetic energy bound [28, Lemma 2.10], which
holds for all λ1 ∈ R and λ2 > 0 due to the local interactions.

Finally, we prove the following analogue of Theorem 2.3 for (2.5).
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Corollary 2.14. Suppose that p2 > p1 with pi ∈ N. Moreover let sc = sc(p2) is as in (1.5) with

p = p2. Suppose further that u0 ∈ Hsc , Vpi,N → δpi
with ‖Vpi,N‖L1(Xpi ) = 1 for i = 1, 2, and

Vpi,N ≥ 0. Consider the equations given by
{
i∂tu

N +∆uN = ±Np1,N (uN )±Np2,N (uN ),

uN (x, 0) = u0(x)

and {
i∂tu+∆u = ±|u|2p1u± |u|2p2u,

u(x, 0) = u0(x).
(2.8)

Suppose that TN and T are the maximum times of existence of uN and u respectively and suppose

T ′ < minN{TN , T }. Then
lim

N→∞
‖u− uN‖L∞

[−T ′,T ′]
Hsc (T3) = 0. (2.9)

Remark 2.15. Let us remark that the maximum time of existence of uN does not shrink to zero
as N → ∞ by the assumption that ‖Vp2,N‖L1 = 1 for all N .

2.3. Previously known results. The well-posedness of (1.1) in H1(R3) was considered in [14].
The well-posedness of (1.4) was considered in subcritical spaces in [24], and in critical Sobolev
spaces by [7], before global well-posedness was extended to large initial data with critical regularity
in [12]. See also [33] for the well-posedness of the NLS with mixed power-type nonlinearities in Rd.

We now mention the known results in the periodic setting. The global well-posedness of the
local quintic NLS for the energy-critical space for small initial data was established in [19], and for
all initial data in [22]. The local and global well-posedness for small initial data (depending on the
exponent and dimension of the space) was investigated in all dimensions and for various values of
p ∈ N for the local NLS in [34]. We direct the reader to [34, Theorem 1.3] for a precise statement
of the result. The well-posedness of the local NLS for certain choices of p ∈ N (depending on
the dimension) was studied on irrational tori in [15], see [15, Theorems 1.4 and 1.5] for a precise
statement. The well-posedness of the local NLS was also studied for general p ∈ R, p ≥ 1 on T3 in
[26].

The convergence of the one dimensional cubic Hartree equation to the nonlocal NLS was proved
in [13] for initial data in Hs(T) for s > 2

3 . The convergence of the quintic Hartree equation in one
spatial dimension was studied in [31]. Convergence to the local quintic NLS was proved for the
local time of existence, and for Gibbsian initial data, this result can be extended almost surely to
arbitrary times of existence. The well-posedness and convergence of the quintic Hartree equation,
corresponding to p = 2, is considered in [30, Appendix A]. More precisely, the authors prove that,
for a particular choice of sequence of VN ’s converging to the δ distribution, one has global well-
posedness of (1.3) for p = 2 if the potential VN is close enough to the δ function. This is done by
considering the Hartree equation as a small perturbation of the quintic NLS. The proof generalises
to the case of any sequence VN converging to the δ function. The ill-posedness of the cubic Hartree
equation was studied in [4].

Finally, the global well-posedness of the local NLS with cubic-quintic nonlinearity was recently
studied on T3 in [28]. In this paper, they proved global well-posedness for a positive quintic
nonlinearity by viewing the equation as a perturbation of the quintic NLS, adapting an argument
in R3 from [36].

2.4. Outline of the paper. To make the fixed-point argument to prove Proposition 2.1, we
need to prove a multilinear estimate, which is done in Section 3. We prove Proposition 2.2 using
conservation of energy — see Section 3.3. Theorem 2.3 is proved in Section 4 by applying the
multilinear estimates. In Section 5, we consider the case of a mixed Hartree nonlinearity, and
extend the results of Proposition 2.2 and Theorem 2.3 to this setting. We also show that, for
perturbations of the defocusing quintic equation, the mixed (quintic-cubic) Hartree equation is
globally well-posed without smallness conditions; see Theorem 2.11 for a precise statement. The
proof relies on multilinear estimates for the subcritical nonlinearities — see Propositions 5.3 and
5.4. Finally, in Appendix A, we consider some specific examples of interaction potentials VN . We
explain how to apply the results of Theorem 2.3 in these particular examples.
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3. Well-posedness of the Hartree equation

In this section, we prove the well-posedness of (1.3). To do this, we state and prove energy
bounds and multilinear estimates which will form the base of our arguments. We first introduce
some notation and functions spaces.

Notation and preliminaries. We write A . B to denote A ≤ CB for some constant C > 0,
and A ∼ B for A . B . A. Where it is clear, we will omit the domain of integration from our
integrals. We define space-time LpLq norms by

‖u‖Lp([0,T ])Lq(X) :=

(∫ T

0

(∫

X

|u(x, t)|q dx

) p

q

dt

) 1
p

,

where the definition is altered accordingly when p or q = ∞. We often omit the domains from the
norm, writing Lp

tL
q
x, and we write Lp

tL
p
x ≡ L

p
t,x.

For k ∈ Z3, the Fourier coefficients of f are

f̂(k) :=
1

(2π)
3
2

∫

X

f(x)e−ik·xdx.

To define a partition of unity, we fix a non-negative function φ ∈ C∞
0 (R) with φ(x) = 1 for

|x| < 1 and φ(x) = 0 for |x| > 2. Let M ∈ 2N be a dyadic number. Set φ1(k) := φ(|k|). For
M ≥ 4, define

φM (k) := φ

(
|k|

M

)
− φ

(
2|k|

M

)
.

For f ∈ L2, we define the Littlewood–Paley operator by

P̂Mf(k) := φM (k)f̂(k).

We also write P≤M :=
∑

1≤M ′≤M PM ′ . More generally, for a set C ⊂ Z3, we will write

P̂Cf(k) := χC f̂(k),

where χC denotes the indicator function on C.
For s ∈ R, we define the Sobolev space Hs as the set of functions for which

‖f‖2Hs :=
∑

k∈Z3

〈k〉2s|f̂(k)|2 ∼
∑

M≥1

M2s‖PMf‖
2
L2 <∞.

Here, when we write M ≥ 1, we mean M ∈ 2N.

Atomic spaces. We now introduce the atomic spaces, first used in the context of dispersive PDEs
in [17, 19]. Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space. Fix a time interval I := [0, T ). Let Z
denote the set of finite partitions 0 = t0 < t1 . . . < tn ≤ T .

Definition 3.1. Fix p ∈ [1,∞). A Up-atom is a function a : [0, T ) → H such that

a =

n−1∑

j=0

χ[tj ,tj+1]ψj ,

where {tj} ∈ Z and {ψk} ⊂ H with
∑n−1

j=0 ‖ψj‖
p
H ≤ 1.

Definition 3.2. The space Up(R;H) is defined as the set of functions u : R → H such that

u =

∞∑

j=1

λjaj ,

where aj are Up-atoms and
∑

j |λj | <∞. We define the norm ‖ · ‖Up by

‖u‖Up := inf





∞∑

j=1

|λj | : u =

∞∑

j=1

λjaj , λj ∈ C, aj are Up-atoms



 .
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Definition 3.3. We define the space V p(R;H) to be the space of functions v : R → H such that

‖v‖V p := sup




n∑

j=1

‖v(tj)− v(tj−1)‖
p
H




1
p

is finite, where the supremum is taken over the set of finite partitions of I. We denote by V p
rc the

closed subspace of V p containing the right continuous functions v such that limt→T v(t) = 0.

We now set the Hilbert space H to be Hs
x.

Definition 3.4. Fix s ∈ R. We denote by Xs([0, T )) and Y s([0, T )) the Banach spaces of all

functions u : [0, T ) → Hs(T3) such that for each k ∈ Z3, the map t 7→ ̂e−it∆u(t)(k) is in U2([0, T ))
or V 2

rc([0, T )) respectively. We define the norms

‖u‖2Xs([0,T )) :=
∑

k∈Z3

〈k〉2s
∥∥∥ ̂e−it∆u(t)(k)

∥∥∥
2

U2
,

‖u‖2Y s([0,T )) :=
∑

k∈Z3

〈k〉2s
∥∥∥ ̂e−it∆u(t)(k)

∥∥∥
2

V 2
.

From [17], we have the following embeddings.

Xs(I) →֒ Y s(I) →֒ L∞
t H

s
x. (3.1)

We also adopt the notation that for s ∈ R,

‖F‖Ns(I) :=

∥∥∥∥
∫

I

ei∆(t−t′)F (t′) dt′
∥∥∥∥
Xs(I)

.

We have the following duality result about Xs and Y s norms, see [19, Proposition 2.11].

Proposition 3.5. Let s ≥ 0 and I be a bounded interval. For F ∈ L1(I;Hs(X)), we have

‖F‖Ns(I) ≤ sup

∣∣∣∣
∫

I

∫

X

F (x, t)v(x, t) dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ,

where the supremum is taken over v ∈ Y −s(I) with ‖v‖Y −s(I) ≤ 1.

From [19, Proposition 2.11], we have

‖F‖Ns(I) . ‖F‖L1
tH

s
x(I×X). (3.2)

We will use the following Strichartz estimates, see [25].

Proposition 3.6. Suppose q > 10
3 and I is a bounded interval. Then

‖eit∆PMu‖Lq
t,x(I×X) .M

3
2−

5
q ‖PMu‖Y 0(I). (3.3)

Finally, we introduce an interpolation norm, which will be needed in the proof of Theorem 2.11;
see [22]. First, we need the norm

‖u‖Z(I) :=
∑

p=4.1,100

sup
J⊂I
|J|≤1


∑

M≥1

M5− p

2 ‖PMu‖
p
Lp

t,x(J)




1
p

.

Note that

‖u‖Z(I) . ‖u‖X1(I).

The interpolation norm ‖ · ‖Z′(I) is defined as follows:

‖u‖Z′(I) := ‖u‖
1
2

Z(I)‖u‖
1
2

X1(X).
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3.1. Energy estimates. We collect some bounds on the energy (1.7).

Lemma 3.7. Suppose p = 2. Moreover, let ω : X → R be an even L1 function and u ∈ H1(X).
Take V as in (1.8). Then

|E(u)| . ‖u‖2H1 + ‖ω‖2L1‖u‖6H1 <∞. (3.4)

Proof. Bounding the first term in (1.9) is simple. For the second term, we apply Young’s inequality
and the Sobolev embedding theorem to get

∣∣∣∣
∫
(ω ∗ |u|2)2|u(x)|2 dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ω‖2L1‖u‖6L6 . ‖ω‖2L1‖u‖6H1 <∞.

�

Remark 3.8. The same proof shows that if u and ω are as in the statement of Lemma 3.7, then
∣∣∣∣
∫

|u(x)|2ω(x− y)|u(y)|2 dxdy

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ω‖L1‖u‖4L4 . ‖ω‖L1‖u‖4H1 <∞.

3.2. Multilinear estimates. We prove an estimate of the following form.

Proposition 3.9. Fix p ≥ 2, let sc be as in (1.5), and suppose I = (a, b) with |I| < 1. Let s ≥ sc
and suppose uj ∈ Xs(I) for j = 1, . . . , 2p+ 1. Then,

∥∥∥∥
∫

Xp

[
V (x− x1, . . . , x− xp)ũ1(x1, t)ũ2(x1, t) . . . ũ2p−1(xp, t)ũ2p(xp, t)

]

× dx1 . . .dxp ũ2p+1(x, t)

∥∥∥∥
Nsc (I)

. ‖V ‖L1

2p+1∏

j=1

‖uj‖Xsc(I). (3.5)

Here ũj denotes either uj or uj.

Proof. To make our notation more compact and simplify the calculations, we will change variables
in the Xp integral and set

FV (u)(x, t) :=

∫

Xp

V (x)

p∏

j=1

ũ2j−1(x− xj , t
′)ũ2j(x− xj , t

′) dxpũ2p+1(x, t)

for the remainder of the proof. Note that x ∈ X, but x = (x1, . . . , xp) ∈ Xp. We also assume,
without loss of generality, that V ≥ 0.

Using Proposition 3.5 and the convergence of the Littlewood–Paley projections, it suffices to
bound

∣∣∣∣
∫

I×X

(P≤MFV (u)(x, t))v(x, t) dxdt

∣∣∣∣ . ‖P≤Mv‖Y −sc (I)‖V ‖L1

2p+1∏

j=1

‖uj‖Xsc (I), (3.6)

with an implicit constant that does not depend on M , and take M → ∞.
Now, let u0 := P≤Mv and consider the decompositions

uj =
∑

Mj

PMj
uj for all 0 ≤ j ≤ 2p+ 1,

where the Mj ∈ M range over dyadic integers. Applying the triangle inequality in the dxdt
integral and recalling that V ≥ 0. we are left to bound

S :=
∑

M

∫

Xp

V (x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
PM0 ũ0

2p+1∏

j=1

PMj
ũj(· − xj)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L1

t,x(I×X)

dxp.

Since I remains fixed and all spatial integrals are over X, we will omit these domains when writing
our norms for the remaining calculations.

We now consider two cases.
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Case 1: First, consider the situation in which M0 is comparable to the highest frequency of the
remaining Mj (i.e. for 1 ≤ j ≤ 2p+ 1). Without loss of generality, we can sum over the set

M1 := {M0 ∼M2p+1 ≥M1 ≥ · · · ≥M2p} ∩M.

In order to deal with the higher frequencies M0, we use box localisation: cover the scale M0 with
cubes Cm of scale M1. Following [8], we write Cm ∼ Cn if and only if Cm + Cn overlaps the Fourier
support of P2M1 .

Applying Hölder’s inequality, using the translation invariance of the Lq
t,x norms, and applying

the Strichartz estimate (3.3), we obtain

S1 :=
∑

M

∫

Xp

V (x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
PM0 ũ0

2p+1∏

j=1

PMj
ũj(· − xj)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L1

t,x(I×X)

dxp

. ‖V ‖L1

∑

M1

∑

Cm∼Cn

‖PCm
PM0u0‖L4

t,x
‖PCn

PM2p+1u2p+1‖L4
t,x

× ‖PM1u1‖L4
t,x
‖PM2u2‖L4

t,x

2p∏

j=3

‖PMj
uj‖L∞

t,x

.
∑

M1

∑

Cm∼Cn


M

3
4
1 M

1
4
2

2p∏

j=3

M
3
2
j


 ‖PCm

PM0u0‖Y 0‖PCn
PM2p+1u2p+1‖Y 0

2p∏

j=1

‖PMj
uj‖Y 0 .

Note that we have absorbed the norm ‖V ‖L1 into the implicit constant, since it does not depend
on any other parameter.

Next, for 1 ≤ j ≤ 2p, we apply the Bernstein inequalities

‖PMj
uj‖Y 0 .M−sc

j ‖PMj
uj‖Y sc ,

followed by the embeddings Xs →֒ Y s. Using (1.5), we obtain

S1 .
∑

M1

∑

Cm∼Cn

∏2p
j=1M

1
p

j

M
3
4
1 M

5
4
2

‖PCm
PM0u0‖Y 0‖PCn

PM2p+1u2p+1‖Y 0

2p∏

j=1

‖PMj
uj‖Xsc .

The next step is to sum up the various projections PMj
uj to obtain the norms ‖uj‖Xs . To do

this, we iteratively apply Cauchy–Schwarz, beginning with the sum over M2p−1 ≥M2p:

∑

M2p−1≥M2p

M
1
p

2 M
1
p

2p

M
5
4
2

‖PM2pu2p‖Xsc ≤
M

2
p

2

M
5
4
2


 ∑

M2p−1≥M2p

M
2
p

2p

M
2
p

2




1
2

 ∑

M2p−1≥M2p

‖PM2pu2p‖
2
Xsc




1
2

.
M

2
p

2

M
5
4
2

‖u2p‖Xsc ,

and so on until we arrive at

2p∏

j=3

‖uj‖Xsc

∑

M0∼M2p+1≥M1

∑

Cm∼Cn

M
3
4−

2
p

2

M
3
4−

1
p

1

‖PCm
PM0u0‖Y 0‖PCn

PM2p+1u2p+1‖Y 0

× ‖PM1u1‖Xsc‖PM2u2‖Xsc . (3.7)
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Two more applications of Cauchy–Schwarz and summing first over M2p+1 ≥ M1, then over Cm ∼
Cn, leads to

S1 .

2p∏

j=1

‖uj‖Xsc

∑

M0∼M2p+1

‖PM0u0‖Y 0‖PM2p+1u2p+1‖Y 0

.

2p∏

j=1

‖uj‖Xsc

∑

M0∼M2p+1

M sc
0 ‖PM0u0‖Y 0M−sc

2p+1‖PM2p+1u2p+1‖Y 0

.

2p∏

j=1

‖uj‖Xsc


 ∑

M0∼M2p+1

M2sc
0 ‖PM0u0‖

2
Y0




1
2

 ∑

M0∼M2p+1

M−2sc
2p+1‖PM2p+1u2p+1‖

2
Y0




1
2

S1 . ‖V ‖L1‖u0‖Y −sc

2p+1∏

j=1

‖uj‖Xsc . (3.8)

In the final line, we restore the suppressed norm of V .
Case 2: We next consider the situation in which the largest frequencies are M1 ∼ M2p+1, and

so sum over the set

M2 := {M0 ≤M1 ∼M2p+1 ≥M2 ≥ · · · ≥M2p} ∩M.

In this case, we don’t need to use box localisation and we can apply Hölder’s inequality directly
to all the PMj

uj, followed by Strichartz estimates and Bernstein’s inequalities as before:

S2 :=
∑

M

∫

Xp

V (x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
PM0 ũ0

2p+1∏

j=1

PMj
ũj(· − xj)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L1

t,x(I×X)

dxp

.
∑

M2

‖PM0u0‖L4
t,x
‖PM2p+1u2p+1‖L4

t,x
‖PM1u1‖L4

t,x
‖PM2u2‖L4

t,x

2p∏

j=3

‖PMj
uj‖L∞

t,x

.
∑

M2


(M0M2p+1M1M2)

1
4

2p∏

j=3

M
3
2
j




2p+1∏

j=0

‖PMj
uj‖Y 0

.
∑

M2

M
7
4
0

∏2p+1
j=1 M

1
p

j

M
1
p

0 M
5
4
2p+1M

5
4
1 M

5
4
2

‖PM0u0‖Y −sc

2p+1∏

j=1

‖PMj
uj‖Xsc .

Once again, we have absorbed ‖V ‖L1 into the implicit constant.
As in Case 1, we successively apply Cauchy–Schwarz to sum the various projections PMj

uj and
recover the norms of the uj . First, we sum over M0 ≤M2p+1:

∑

M0≤M2p+1

M
7
4−

1
p

0

M
5
4−

1
p

2p+1

‖PM0u0‖Y −sc ≤M
1
2
2p+1‖u0‖Y −sc .

Next, we iteratively apply Cauchy–Schwarz and sum over Mj−1 ≥ Mj in the range 3 ≤ j ≤ 2p to
obtain

S2 . ‖u0‖Y −sc

2p∏

j=3

‖uj‖Xsc

×
∑

M2p+1∼M1≥M2

M
1
2
2p+1

M
1
2
1

M
3
4−

1
p

2

M
3
4−

1
p

1

‖PM2p+1u2p+1‖Xsc‖PM1u1‖Xsc‖PM2u2‖Xsc . (3.9)
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Two more applications of Cauchy–Schwarz, summing first over M1 ≥ M2 and then over M1 ∼
M2p+1, leads us to

S2 . ‖V ‖L1‖u0‖Y −sc

2p∏

j=1

‖uj‖Xsc , (3.10)

where we have restored the suppressed norm of V .
Combining (3.8) and (3.10), and recalling that u0 = P≤Mv, we have shown (3.6), as required. �

Remark 3.10. One can also prove the multilinear estimates (3.5) by using trilinear estimates; see
[21,22,28]. This approach involves the interpolation norm ‖·‖Z′ and assumes p ≥ 2. We follow the
approach in [8], which allows us to work directly with the Xsc norms. However, trilinear estimates
are required for proof of Proposition 5.4 below.

3.3. Well-posedness arguments for (1.3). We are now able to prove Propositions 2.1 and 2.2.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. For completeness, we give the proof of local well-posedness (for small
initial data). We consider the map

L(u) := eit∆u0 − i

∫ t

0

ei(t−t′)∆NV (u)(t
′)dt′, (3.11)

where

NV (u) :=

(∫

Xp

V (x − x1, . . . , x− xp)|u(x1)|
2 . . . |u(xp)|

2 dx1 . . . dxp

)
u(x).

Suppose that ‖u0‖Hsc (T3) < ε for ε > 0 sufficiently small to be determined later. We show that L
is a contraction on the ball

B1 := {u ∈ Xsc([0, T )) ∩ Ct([0, T );H
sc(T3)) : ‖u‖Xsc([0,T )) ≤ 2ε}

with respect to the Xsc norm. Proposition 3.9 implies that

‖Lu‖Xsc ≤ ‖u0‖Hsc + C‖V ‖L1‖u‖2p+1
Xsc . (3.12)

For ε sufficiently small, it follows from (3.12) that L maps B1 to itself. It remains to show that L
is a contraction on B1. We have

‖L(u− v)‖Xsc =

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

ei(t−t′)∆ (NV (u)−NV (v))

∥∥∥∥
Xsc

Using Proposition 3.9 again, we have

‖L(u− v)‖Xsc ≤ C‖V ‖L1 (‖u‖Xsc + ‖v‖Xsc )
2p ‖u− v‖Xsc . (3.13)

Picking ε > 0 sufficiently small, (3.13) implies that L is a contraction on B1. By the contraction
mapping theorem, we obtain a local solution u.

For large data, we can argue similarly to the large data case from [19, Theorem 1.1]. For future
reference, we recall the set on which the contraction is performed: setting A := ‖u0‖Hsc , it is

B := {u ∈ Xsc([0, T ]) ∩ C1
tH

sc([0, T ]×X) : ‖u‖Xsc ≤ 2A, ‖P>Mu‖Xsc ≤ 2δ}. (3.14)

�

We can also prove the global well-posedness of (1.3) for small initial data.

Proof of Proposition 2.2. The argument is similar to the proof of [19, Theorem 1.2]. Recall that
we take V as in (1.8) for some two-body interaction potential ω ∈ L1(T). We want to show that
we can iterate the argument in the proof of Proposition 2.1. It suffices to bound ‖u(t)‖H1 . In the
case where ω > 0, we note that

‖u(t)‖H1 ≤ E(u) +M(u) . ‖u(0)‖2H1 + ‖u(0)‖6H1 .

Here we used invariance of the energy and the mass, Remark 3.8, and the Sobolev embedding
theorem. Taking ‖u(0)‖H1 sufficiently small, we can iterate the proof of Proposition 2.1.
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If there are no positivity assumptions on ω, we need to use a continuity argument. Recalling
(1.9), we have that

‖u‖2H1 = E(u) +M(u) +
1

3

∫
(ω ∗ |u|2)2(x)|u(x)|2 dx

≤ ‖u(0)‖2H1 +
c

3
‖ω‖2L1‖u(0)‖6H1 +

c

3
‖ω‖2L1‖u(t)‖6H1 ,

where we have used conservation of energy and mass, Remark 3.8, and the Sobolev embedding
theorem. For notational simplicity, set K := C‖ω‖2L1. We consider the function f(x) = x− 1

3Kx
3.

On the interval I := [0,K−1/2], f is increasing and takes its maximum value at 2
3K

−1/2. We note

that f(x) ≥ 2
3x for all x ∈ I. Let ε be as in the proof of Proposition 2.1 and define

ε20 := min

{
2

3
K−1/2,

2

3
ε2
}
.

Consider initial data with

‖u(0)‖2H1 +
c

3
‖w‖2L1‖u(0)‖6H1 < ε20.

Using the continuity of t 7→ ‖u(t)‖2H1 for t ∈ [0, 2π), we have that ‖u(t)‖2H1 ∈ I for all t ∈ [0, 2π).
Moreover,

‖u(t)‖2H1 ≤
3

2
f(‖u(t)‖2H1) ≤

3

2
ε20 ≤ ε2.

This allows us to iterate the proof of small data well-posedness from Proposition 2.1. �

4. Proof of convergence

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.3. For notational simplicity, we prove the case where p = 2
and then explain how to generalise the proof for larger p.

Proof of Theorem 2.3 for p = 2. The proofs for VN → ±δ are analogous, so without loss of gener-
ality we take VN → δ. Since the proof for negative time is the same, we also work on the interval
[0, T ]. Using Duhamel’s formula, along with the embeddings in (3.1), and changing variables, we
note that (2.3) follows upon showing that

lim
N→∞

∥∥∥∥
(∫

X2

VN (x1, x2)|u
N (x− x1)|

2|uN (x− x2)|
2 dx1dx2

)
uN − |u|4u

∥∥∥∥
Nsc

= 0. (4.1)

We adopt the notation

FVN
(v) :=

∫

X2

VN (x1, x2)|v(x − x1)|
2|v(x − x2)|

2 dx1dx2.

Then, it suffices to show that

‖FVN
(uN )(uN − u)‖Nsc︸ ︷︷ ︸

I

+ ‖
(
FVN

(uN )− FVN
(u)
)
u‖Nsc︸ ︷︷ ︸

II

+ ‖
(
FVN

(u)− |u|4
)
u‖Nsc︸ ︷︷ ︸

III

→ 0 (4.2)

as N → ∞. From the proof of local well-posedness for large initial data, we recall (3.14):

B := {u ∈ Xsc([0, T ]) ∩ C1
tH

sc([0, T ]×X) : ‖u‖Xsc ≤ 2A, ‖P>Mu‖Xsc ≤ 2δ}. (4.3)

Here A = ‖u0‖Hsc , δ = δ(A) is a small constant to be determined later, and M =M(u0, δ) > 1 is
such that ‖P>Mu‖Xsc < δ.
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We will apply the decomposition 1 = P≤M + P>M to each of uN (x − x1), uN (x− x1), and

|uN (x− x2)|2. Note that PMu = PMu = PMu. We can therefore write

|uN(x − x1)|
2|uN (x− x2)|

2 =
(
P>Mu

N(x− x1)
)2

|uN (x− x2)|
2

+
(
P≤Mu

N (x− x1)
)
(P>MuN (x− x1))|u

N (x− x2)|
2

+ (P≤MuN(x− x1))
(
P>Mu

N (x− x1)
)
|uN (x− x2)|

2

+
(
P≤Mu

N (x− x1)
)2 (

P>M |uN (x− x2)|
2
)

+
(
P≤Mu

N (x− x1)
)2 (

P≤M |uN (x− x2)|
2
)

(4.4)

We discuss how to bound the following terms in (4.4).

Ia :=

∫

X2

VN (x1, x2)
(
P>Mu

N (x− x1)
)2

|uN(x − x2)|
2 dx1dx2

Ib :=

∫

X2

VN (x1, x2)
(
P≤Mu

N (x− x1)
)
(P>MuN(x − x1))|u

N(x − x2)|
2 dx1dx2

Ic :=

∫

X2

VN (x1, x2)
(
P≤Mu

N (x− x1)
)2 (

P≤M |uN(x − x2)|
2
)
dx1dx2.

The remaining terms in (4.4) are estimated in the same way as Ib.
The estimate for Ia follows from (3.5). Indeed, we have

‖(Ia)(uN − u)‖Nsc . ‖VN‖L1‖P>Mu
N‖2Xsc‖u

N‖2Xsc‖u
N − u‖Xsc .

Recalling that ‖VN‖L1 = 1, we can pick δ sufficiently small that

‖(Ia)(uN − u)‖Nsc ≤
1

32
‖uN − u‖Xsc . (4.5)

In a similar way, we have

‖(Ib)(uN − u)‖Nsc . ‖P>Mu
N‖Xsc‖P≤Mu

N‖Xsc‖uN‖2Xsc‖u
N − u‖Xsc .

Using the boundedness of P≤M , we obtain

‖(Ib)(uN − u)‖Nsc ≤
1

32
‖uN − u‖Xsc , (4.6)

provided that δ is small enough.
Finally, by Hölder’s inequality, (3.2), and (3.1) we have

‖(Ic)(uN − u)‖Nsc

. T

∫

X2

V (x1, x2)‖P≤M |uN(· − x1)|
2P≤M |uN (· − x2)|

2‖L∞

t,x
dx1 dx2‖(u

N − u)‖L∞

t Hsc
x

. T ‖P≤Mu
N‖4L∞

t,x
‖uN − u‖Xsc .

Here we recall that VN > 0. Using Strichartz’s and Bernstein’s estimates, we have the bounds

‖P≤Mu
N‖4L∞

t,x
.M4( 3

2−sc)‖P≤Mu
N‖4Xsc .M2(2A)4. (4.7)

Picking T sufficiently small depending on M , A, and δ, we find

‖(Ic)(uN − u)‖Nsc ≤
1

32
‖uN − u‖Xsc . (4.8)

Combining (4.5), (4.6), and (4.8), we have

I ≤
1

8
‖uN − u‖Xsc . (4.9)

For term II in (4.2), we use the identity

|uN (x− x1)|
2|uN (x− x2)|

2 − |u(x− x1)|
2|u(x− x2)|

2

= |uN (x− x1)|
2
(
|uN (x− x2)|

2 − |u(x− x2)|
2
)

+
(
(|uN(x − x1)|

2 − |u(x− x1)|
2)
)
|u(x− x2)|

2. (4.10)
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Combining (4.10) with the identity |u|2 − |v|2 = u(u− v) + (u− v)v, we see that we can estimate
term II by arguing as in (4.9). So

II ≤
1

8
‖uN − u‖Xsc . (4.11)

For term III in (4.2), we have
∫

X2

VN (x1, x2)|u(x− x1)|
2|u(x− x2)|

2 dx1dx2 − |u(x)|4

=

∫

X2

VN (x1, x2)

[(
|u(x− x1)|

2 − |u(x)|2
)
|u(x)|2

+ |u(x− x1)|
2

(
|u(x− x2)|

2 − |u(x)|2
)]

dx1dx2, (4.12)

where we used
∫
X2 VN (x1, x2) = 1. Using (4.12), we split III from (4.2) into two terms. Both

terms are bounded in the same way, so we only detail the first. Namely, we bound
∥∥∥∥
∫
VN (x1, x2)

(
|u(x− x1)|

2 − |u(x)|2
)
dx1dx2|u|

2u

∥∥∥∥
Nsc

. (4.13)

Since VN → δ, we can assume without loss of generality that supp(VN ) ⊂ [− 1
N ,

1
N ]3. Applying

Proposition 3.9, we have

(4.13) . sup
[− 1

N
, 1
N

]3
‖u(·)− u(· − x1)‖Xsc‖u‖4Xsc → 0 (4.14)

by the local well-posedness of the local NLS. Combining (4.9), (4.11), and (4.14), we have proved
(4.1). To get the result on [0, T ], use an inductive argument, similar to the proofs of [31, Lemmas
5.4 and 5.7]. �

Remark 4.1. In the case that (2.2) is globally well-posed, we can use an induction argument to
extend the convergence argument to arbitrary time for each fixed u0. See the proofs of [31, Lemmas
5.4 and 5.7] for a similar argument.

Remark 4.2. We now explain how to generalise the proof of Theorem 2.3 to higher-order nonlin-
earities. We now write

FVN
(u) :=

∫

Xp

VN (x − x1, . . . , x− xp)|u(x1)|
2 . . . |u(xp)|

2 dx1 . . . dxp.

We consider B as in (4.3), although possibly for a different choice of δ and M . As in (4.2), we split
into the three terms I, II, and III. For I, we iterate the decomposition 1 = P>M +P≤M , applying
it to each |uN (x− xj)|2. Every term which features a P>M is estimated as ‖(Ia)(uN − u)‖Nsc was
estimated. The one term featuring only P≤M is estimated as ‖(Ic)(uN − u)‖Nsc was estimated.
Note that, by (4.7) and (1.5), we always get a term of M2, regardless of the value of p ≥ 2. By
picking δ and T sufficiently small, one recovers (4.9). In this case, instead of picking 1

32 , we pick a

small enough constant so that (4.9) still holds with constant 1
8 .

The bounds on II and III follow by applying decompositions analogous to (4.10) and (4.12),
and arguing as in the proofs of (4.11) and (4.14), respectively.

5. Mixed Hartree nonlinearities

In this section, we consider the case of mixed Hartree-type nonlinearities. Recall that for p ∈ N,
we write

Np(u) :=

(∫

Xp

V (x− x1, . . . , x− xp)|u(x1)|
2 . . . |u(xp)|

2 dx1 . . . dxp,

)
u(x).

and consider the mixed-Hartree equation given by

i∂tu+∆u = λ1Np1(u) + λ2Np2(u). (5.1)
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5.1. Energy and multilinear estimates. In this section, we state and prove some estimates we
use to prove the well-posedness of (5.1).

To consider the global well-posedness of (5.1) in the case of a cubic-quintic nonlinearity, we
need estimates on the kinetic energy of the solution. In other words, we need to bound the size of
‖∇u‖2L2

xL
∞

I
. Throughout the remainder of this section, we adopt the convention that V1(x− y) =

ω′(x− y) and V2 is as in (1.8), for some even two-body interaction potentials ω, ω′ ∈ L1(X). Then
the Hamiltonian is given by

E(u) =

∫

X

|∇u(x)|2dx+
λ1

2

∫

X

V1(x− y)|u(x)|2|u(y)|2 dxdy

+
λ2

3

∫

X2

V2(x− y, x− z)|u(x)|2||u(y)|2|u(z)|2 dxdy dz. (5.2)

We note that E(u) is finite for u ∈ H1(X) by Lemma 3.7 and Remark 3.8. We can now prove
the following bound on the kinetic energy.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that w ∈ L1 is even, ω′ = ω, λ1 ∈ R, and λ2 > 0. Then

‖∇u‖2L∞

t L2
x
. E(u) +M(u). (5.3)

Remark 5.2. Let us remark that if λ1, λ2 ≥ 0, we trivially have (5.3) by the definition of E.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. We note that we can write

λ1

2

∫

X2

ω(x− y)|u(x)|2|u(y)|2 dxdy +
λ2

3

∫

X3

V2(x− y, x− z)|u(x)|2|u(y)|2|u(z)|2 dxdy dz

=

∫

X

[
λ2

3
(ω ∗ |u|2)2|u(x)|2 +

λ1

2
(ω ∗ |u|2)|u(x)|2

]
dx.

So there exists a C > 0 such that (5.3) holds. �

We will use the following multilinear estimate to prove local well-posedness for the mixed Hartree
equation.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose p2 > p1, with pi ∈ N. Let sc = sc(p2) be as in (1.5) with p = p2, and

suppose that s > sc. For uj ∈ Xs(I), j ∈ {1, . . . , 2p1 + 1}, the following estimate holds.
∥∥∥∥
∫

Xp1

[
Vp1 (x− x1, . . . , x− xp1)ũ1(x1, t)ũ2(x1, t) . . . ũ2p1−1(xp, t)ũ2p1(xp1 , t)

]

× dx1 . . . dxp1 ũ2p1+1(x, t)

∥∥∥∥
Nsc(p2)(I)

. |I|c‖Vp1‖L1

2p1+1∏

k=1

‖uk‖Xsc(p2)(I). (5.4)

Here ũj denotes either uj or uj and 0 < c < 1.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that of Lemma 3.9; we simply outline how to extract
the power of |I|c.

Suppose that M1 ≥ M2 are dyadic numbers, and let C2 be a cube of size M2. Then, applying
Hölder’s inequality and the Strichartz estimate (3.3), we have

‖PC2PM1u1‖L4
t,x

. |I|
q−4
4q ‖PC2PM1u1‖Lq

t,x

. |I|
q−4
4q M

3
2−

5
q

2 ‖PC2PM1u1‖Y 0

for any q > 10
3 . Summing over cubes C2 we obtain, by orthogonality, the inequality

‖PM1u1‖L4
t,x

. |I|
q−4
4q M

3
2−

5
q

2 ‖PM1u1‖Y 0 , (5.5)

and we choose q to ensure that the factor of M
3
2−

5
q

2 balances the calculations in (3.7) and (3.9).

Note that c = q−4
4q < 1 in any case. �
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When p1 = 1 and p2 = 2 — so that sc(p2) = 1 — we have the following multilinear estimates
involving the interpolation norm ‖ · ‖Z′(I).

Proposition 5.4. If uj ∈ X1(I), j ∈ {1, . . . , 3}, then the following estimate holds:
∥∥∥∥
∫

X2

[
V (x − y, x− z)ũ1(y, t)ũ2(y, t)ũ3(z, t)ũ4(z, t)

]
dy dz ũ5(x, t)

∥∥∥∥
N1(I)

. ‖V ‖L1

5∑

j=1

‖uj‖X1(I)

∏

k 6=j

‖uk‖Z′(I). (5.6)

∥∥∥∥
∫

X

[
V (x − y)ũ1(y, t)ũ2(y, t)

]
dy ũ3(x, t)

∥∥∥∥
N1(I)

. |I|
1
5 ‖V ‖L1

3∏

j=1

‖uj‖X1(I). (5.7)

Here ũj denotes either uj or uj.

Proof. The proof of (5.6) can be found, for example, in [30, Lemma 23], while (5.7) is a special
case of (5.4) with p1 = 1, p2 = 2, and q = 20. �

5.2. Well-posedness of mixed Hartree-equation for general p. We now prove Propositions
2.9 and 2.10.

Proof of Proposition 2.9. We argue similarly to the proof of Proposition 2.1, using the multilinear
estimates from Proposition 5.3 as well as Proposition 3.9. Our contraction is done on the set

B1 := {u ∈ Xsc([0, T )) ∩Ct([0, T );H
sc(T3)) : ‖u‖Xsc([0,T )) ≤ 2ε},

for ε sufficiently small. We omit the details. �

Proof of Proposition 2.10. In the case that λi > 0 and ω, ω′ ≥ 0, the energy is positive, so we
argue as in the defocusing case of the proof of Proposition 2.2. If λ2 > 0, ω = ω′, and there is
no positivity assumption on ω, we can use (5.3) and argue similarly to the proof of the defocusing
case of the proof of Proposition 2.2. We omit the details. In the case that λ2 < 0 or ω 6= ω′, we
explain how to adapt the proof of the focusing case of the proof of Proposition 2.2. We now have

‖u‖2H1 = E(u) +M(u)

+
|λ1|

2

∫

X

(ω′ ∗ |u|2)(x)|u(x)|2 dx+
|λ2|

3

∫

X

(ω ∗ |u|2)2(x)|u(x)|2 dx

≤ ‖u(0)‖2H1 +
c|λ1|

2
‖ω′‖L1‖u(0)‖4H1 +

c|λ2|

3
‖ω‖2L1‖u(0)‖6H1

+
c|λ1|

2
‖ω′‖L1‖u(t)‖4H1 +

c|λ2|

3
‖ω‖2L1‖u(t)‖6H1 .

Here we have used Lemma 3.7 and Remark 3.8. We set K1 := c|λ1|‖ω
′‖L1 , K2 := c|λ2|‖ω‖

2
L1. We

now consider the function f(x) = x− 1
2K1x

2 − 1
3K2x

3. Let

x∗ :=
−K1 +

√
K2

1 + 4K2

2K2
> 0.

Then f increases on the the interval I := [0, x∗] up to its maximum value f(x∗). We also note
that f(x) ≥ 1

2x on [0, x∗]. Let ε be as in the proof of Proposition 2.9. We set

ε0 := min

{
f(x∗),

1

2
ε2
}
.

Consider initial data with

‖u(0)‖2H1 +
c|λ1|

2
‖ω′‖L1‖u(0)‖4H1 +

c|λ2|

3
‖ω‖2L1‖u(0)‖6H1 < ε20.

Using the continuity of t 7→ ‖u(t)‖2H1 for t ∈ [0, 2π), we have ‖u(t)‖2H1 ∈ I for all t ∈ [0, 2π).
Moreover

‖u(t)‖2H1 ≤ 2f(‖u(t)‖2H1) ≤ 2ε20 ≤ ε2.
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This allows us to iterate the proof of small data well-posedness from Proposition 2.9. �

5.3. Global well-posedness for all data for perturbations of the quintic NLS. In this
section, we prove Theorem 2.11 and consider the cases where (2.6) holds.

Proof of Theorem 2.11. The proof is similar to the proof of [28, Theorem 1.2]. We explain the
differences in our case. Fix u0 ∈ H1(X) and consider a subinterval J = (a, b) ⊂ (−T, T ) =: I.
Let us assume for now that |J | ≤ 1 and is sufficiently small — to be determined later. As in the
proof of [28, Theorem 1.2], we use the well-posedness of the energy-critical quintic NLS from [21].
Specifically, on any interval I ′ = (−T ′, T ′) with |I ′| ≤ 1, the problem

{
i∂tv +∆v = |v|4v,

v0 ∈ H1(X),
(5.8)

has a unique solution v ∈ X1(I ′) satisfying the following energy estimates:

‖v‖X1(I′) + ‖v‖Z′(I′) ≤ C(M(v0), E(v0)) <∞. (5.9)

Consider the difference equation given by

i∂tw +∆w = N1(w + v) +N2,N (w + v)− |v|4v. (5.10)

We now follow the construction in [28], partitioning I into m+1 subintervals Ij = [tj , tj+1] ⊂ I of
length at most 1 and such that

‖v‖Z′(Ij) ≤ η,

where η > 0 will be specified later. We restrict our attention to those Ij which intersect J = (a, b),
and assume that the solution w to (5.10) (started at tj−1) satisfies the bound

max{‖w‖L∞

t (Ij−1)H1
x
, ‖w‖X1(Ij−1)} ≤ (2C)j−1|J |

1
20 , (5.11)

for some absolute constant C > 0 independent of j and η. In particular,

‖w(tj)‖H1
x
≤ ‖w‖L∞

t (Ij−1)H1
x
≤ (2C)j−1|J |

1
20 . (5.12)

We now construct a solution on Ij with initial condition w(tj). Define

Sj := {w ∈ X1(Ij) : max{‖w‖L∞

t (Ij)H1
x
, ‖w‖X1(Ij)} ≤ (2C)j |J |

1
20 }.

We show that the operator

Ljw := ei(t−tj)∆w(tj)− i

∫ t

tj

ei(t−s)∆
(
N1(v + w) +N2,N (w + v)− |v|4v

)
(s) ds

is a contraction on Sj .
We now show that Lj maps Sj to itself, using the assumption that V2,N → δ2. Indeed, arguing

similarly to (4.14), we can choose N = N(‖u(a)‖H1) large enough and the support of V2,N small
enough that

∫

X2

V2,N (x1, x2)
[
|v(x − x1)|

2|v(x− x2)|
2v(x)− |v|4v(x)

]
dx1 dx2 <

1

20
(2C)j |J |

1
20 . (5.13)
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This controls the highest-order terms in v in the nonlinearity. For w ∈ Sj , by (5.11), we have

max{‖Ljw‖L∞

t (Ij)H1
x
, ‖Ljw‖X1(Ij)}

≤ ‖w(tj)‖H1
x
+

1

20
(2C)j |J |

1
20 + C0‖w‖

5
X1(Ij)

+ C0

4∑

k=1

(
‖w‖5−k

X1(Ij)
‖v‖kZ′(Ij)

+ ‖v‖X1(Ij)‖w‖
5−k
X1(Ij)

‖v‖k−1
Z′(Ij)

)

+ C0|J |
1/5
(
‖w‖X1(Ij) + ‖v‖X1(Ij)

)3

≤ (2C)j−1|J |
1
20 +

1

20
(2C)j |J |

1
20 + C0

[
(2C)j |J |

1
20

]5
(5.14)

+ C0

4∑

k=1

[
(2C)j |J |

1
20

]5−k

ηk + C0‖v‖X1(Ij)

4∑

k=1

[
(2C)j |J |

1
20

]5−k

ηk−1 (5.15)

+ C0|J |
1/5
(
‖w‖X1(Ij) + ‖v‖X1(Ij)

)3
. (5.16)

The first two terms in (5.14) come from (5.11), (5.12), and the estimate (5.13). The remaining terms
arise by an application of the multilinear estimates in Proposition 5.4, the embedding Z ′ →֒ X1

and (5.11).
We now make η < 1

20C0
, which ensures that all terms in (5.15) are small enough. Provided that

(2C)j |J |
1
20 ≤ 1 (shrinking J = J(m, ‖v‖X1(Ij)) if necessary), we can make all the terms in (5.14)

and (5.15) bounded by 1
20 (2C)

j |J |
1
20 . (Recall that |J | ≤ 1 and j ≤ m = m(‖v‖Z′(I)) and that

‖v‖Z′(I) is controlled by the initial data ‖u(a)‖H1
x
. For the terms in (5.16), we again shrink J if

necessary, recalling that ‖v‖X1(Ij) is controlled by ‖u(a)‖H1
x(I)

, independently of J . So

max{‖Ljw‖L∞

t (Ij)H1
x
, ‖Ljw‖X1(Ij)} ≤ (2C)j |J |

1
20 .

This proves Lj maps Sj to itself. A similar argument shows that Lj is a contraction with respect
to the X1(Ij) norm, and the smallness assumption that |J | ≤ 1 can be removed as in the proof of
[28, Theorem 1.2]. �

For the remainder of this subsection, take V2,N of the form of (1.8), so

V2,N (x− y, x− z) =
1

3
(ωN (x− y)ωN(x − z) + ωN(x− y)ωN (y − z) + ωN(x− z)ωN (y − z)).

Here we define ωN in the following way. Let Ψ: R3 → R be a positive continuous even function
with compact support and

∫
R3 Ψ(x) dx = 1. For N ∈ N, we define

ωN(x) := N3Ψ(N [x]) ,

where [x] denotes the unique element in x + Z3 ∩ T3. Then, the function ωN lies in L∞ and is
even. Moreover, one has that ωN → δ with respect to continuous functions. We note the following
properties of ωN :

|ω̂N(k)− 1| < C, (5.17)

for any k ∈ Z and for any N ∈ N; and moreover

|ω̂N(k)− 1| → 0 (5.18)

as N → ∞ for all k ∈ Z. We make the following remark about the application of Theorem 2.11.

Remark 5.5. It is not immediately clear when (2.6) is satisfied. We record the following special
cases.

(1) Suppose that, in the statement of Theorem 2.11, one takes ω′ = ωN . Then it follows from
Lemma 5.1 that (2.6) is true.

(2) When ω′ ≥ 0, (2.6) is trivially satisfied.
(3) Suppose that we restrict our initial data in the statement of Theorem 2.11 to a ball of

finite radius around zero in H1. Then, there exists an N ′ > 0 such that for any N > N ′,
we have (2.6). This is proved in Lemma 5.6 below.



20 RYAN L. ACOSTA BABB AND ANDREW ROUT

Lemma 5.6. Consider the ball BC(0) := {u ∈ H1(X) : ‖u‖H1 < C}. Then there is some N ′ > 0
such that for all N > N ′, (2.6) is true for E(u) ≡ EN (u).

Proof. Let u ∈ BC(0). By considering a density argument, we assume without loss of generality
that u and ωN are smooth. Consider

GN (x) :=
∣∣ωN ∗ |u|2 − |u|2

∣∣ (x) =
∣∣ ∑

k∈Z

k1+k2=k

(ω̂N(k)− 1)û(k1)ˆ̄u(k2)e
ikx
∣∣.

By (5.17), it follows that |GN (x)| ≤ C‖u‖2L2 . ‖u‖2H1 . Applying the dominated convergence
theorem and (5.18), and taking N sufficiently large, for some η > 0 sufficiently small, we have

|GN (x)| . η‖u‖2H1 ≤
1

4
. (5.19)

It follows from (5.19), Hölder’s inequality, and (3.8) (as well as ‖ωN‖L1 =
∫
ωN (x − y) dy = 1)

that for N sufficiently large, we have∣∣∣∣
1

3

∫
(ωN ∗ |u|2)2|u(x)|2 − |u(x)|6 dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

2
‖u‖4L4.

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 5.1, we obtain (2.6). �

5.4. Convergence of the mixed Hartree equation to the mixed NLS. We now prove
Corollary 2.14.

Proof of Corollary 2.14. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.3. Now, in (4.2) we will
have three extra terms, corresponding to the lower order nonlinearity. These three extra terms
are treated analogously to the higher order terms, except that we use Proposition 5.3 instead of
Proposition 3.9. We make the argument on a small interval I, so that |I|c < 1. We then make an
inductive argument similar to the proofs of [31, Lemmas 5.4 and 5.7] to build up all the way to
T ′. �

Appendix A. Specific interaction potentials

In this appendix, we comment on particular forms of the interaction potential V , which can be
useful when exploiting the Hamiltonian structure of (2.1).

A.1. Quintic nonlinearity. We first discuss the case of the quintic nonlinearity. In this case,
the quintic Hartree equation arises as the mean-field limit of the many-body Schrödinger equation
with Hamiltonian given by

HN =

N∑

j=1

−∆j +
µ

N2

N∑

i<j<k

V (xi − xj , xi − xk),

see for example [11, 30, 35]. Here µ = ±1. Let ω : X → R be an even, real-valued interaction
potential. Then two natural choices of V are

V1 :=
1

3
(ω(xi − xj)ω(xi − xk) + ω(xi − xj)ω(xj − xk) + ω(xi − xk)ω(xj − xk)) , (A.1)

or
V2 := ω(xi − xj)ω(xj − xk)ω(xk − xi). (A.2)

Interaction potentials of the form V1 were considered in for example [27, 30], and of the form V2
in [31]. We direct the reader to [31, Section 1 and Appendix A] for the Hamiltonian structure of
(2.1) corresponding to the choices V1 and V2. In the case of V2, the energy is given by

E(u) =

∫
|∇u(x)|2 dx+

1

3

∫
ω(x− y)ω(y − z)ω(z − x)|u(x)|2|u(y)|2|u(z)|2 dxdy dz. (A.3)

The finiteness of the energy in this case for u ∈ H1(X) and ω even and in L
3
2 can be proved

similarly to [31, Lemma A.9]. The only difference to the proof of [31, Lemma A.9] is we embed
into H1 when using the Sobolev embedding theorem, since we are working in three dimensions
instead of one.
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We now consider the problem of convergence for these particular choices of interaction potential.
Fix

ω∗
n(x) := n3χ[− 1

2n , 1
2n ]

3(x), (A.4)

where χA denotes the indicator function on a set A. We note that ω∗
n converges to the delta

distribution with respect to continuous functions as n → ∞. For (A.1), we set ωn := ω∗
n, and by

direct computation, we have

‖V1,n‖L1 = 1, V1,n → δ,

Here we write Vi,n for Vi defined using ωn. Then we are able to apply Theorem 2.3 for the sequence
V1,n.

In the case of (A.2), we note that we cannot take ωn = cω∗
n for any constant c > 0. Indeed, if

we do this, a simple computation shows

‖V2,n‖L1 & n3 → ∞.

Instead, we take ωn := (ω∗
n)

2
3 . In this case, a computation shows that

‖V2,n‖L1 =
1

512
.

Rescaling V2,n appropriately, one can show V2,n → δ and ‖V2,n‖L1 = 1, so we can apply Theorem
2.3.

A.2. Higher order nonlinearities. In the case of a higher-order nonlinearity, one can again split
into two different cases.

Generalising V1. The case of V1 is generalised by taking the sums of products of p–two body
interactions as follows:

V1,p(x− x1, . . . , x− xp) :=
1

p+ 1

p∑

i=0

p∏

j=0
j 6=i

ω(xi − xj), (A.5)

where again we write x ≡ x0. We interpret this as every particle interacting with each other
particle by means of a two-particle interaction potential. Recall we take µ ∈ {±1}. The mean-field
NLS one expects to be associated to

HN =

N∑

j=1

−∆j +
µ

Np

N∑

1≤i0<i1<...<ip≤N

V1,p(xi0 − xi1 , . . . , xi0 − xip)

is

i∂tu+∆u =
µ

p+ 1



∫

Xp




p∑

i=0

p∏

j=0
j 6=i

ω(xi − xj)


 |u(x1)|

2 . . . |u(xp)|
2 dx1 . . . dxp


u(x)

=
µ

p+ 1



∫

Xp




p∏

j=1

ω(x− xj)


 |u(x1)|

2 . . . |u(xp)|
2 dx1 . . .dxp


u(x)

+
µ p

p+ 1



∫

Xp




p−1∏

j=0

ω(xj − xp)


 |u(x1)|

2 . . . |u(xp)|
2 dx1 . . . dxp


u(x). (A.6)

Here we used the evenness of the interaction potential ω. The corresponding energy is given by

E(u) :=

∫

X

|∇u(x)|2dx+
µ

p+ 1

∫

X

(ω ∗ |u|2)p|u(x)|2 dx. (A.7)

We have the following bound on the energy.

Lemma A.1. Let p ≥ 3. Suppose ω : X → R is an even L1 function and u ∈ Hsc for sc as in

(1.5). Then the Hamiltonian defined in (A.7) is finite.
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Proof. The first term in (A.7) is bounded as in the proof Lemma 3.7. The second term is given by

1

p+ 1

∫
(ω ∗ |u|2)p|u(x)|2 dx.

This is bounded by applying Hölder’s and Young’s inequality, followed by the Sobolev embedding
theorem. Here we use that for p ≥ 2,

sc(p) ≥
3

2

(
1−

1

p+ 1

)
,

which implies ‖u‖L2p+2 . ‖u‖Hsc �

We can also write down the Hamiltonian structure for (A.10). Namely, we define a Poisson
structure on the space of fields u : X → C by the following relation:

{u(x), u(y)} = iδ(x− y), {u(x), u(y)} = {u(x), u(y)} = 0. (A.8)

We have the following lemma.

Lemma A.2. With the Poisson structure given in (A.8), the Hartree equation given in (A.6) is

the Hamiltonian equation of motion associated with the Hamiltonian given in (A.7).

Proof. Proved by direct computation of {H,u}(x) using (A.8). We direct the reader to the proof
of [31, Lemma 1.3] for a similar computation. �

Up to a normalisation constant, one can apply the result of Theorem 2.3 by directly setting
ωn := ω∗

n.

Generalising V2. To generalise V2 we consider

V2,p =
∏

i∼j

ω(xi − xj), (A.9)

where our product is taken over all pairings of {0, 1, . . . , p} with i < j, where we write x ≡ x0.
The mean-field NLS one expects to be associated to

HN =

N∑

j=1

−∆j +
µ

Np

N∑

1≤i0<i1<...<ip≤N

V2,p(xi0 − xi1 , . . . , xi0 − xip)

is

i∂tu+∆u = µ



∫

Xp

∏

i∼j

ω(xi − xj)|u(x1)|
2 . . . |u(xp)|

2 dx1 . . .dxp


 u(x). (A.10)

Here the corresponding energy is given by

E(u) :=

∫

X

|∇u(x)|2dx

+
µ

p+ 1

∫

Xp

V2,p(x− x1, . . . , x− xp)|u(x1)|
2 . . . |u(xp)|

2|u(x)|2 dx1 . . . dxp dx. (A.11)

We have the following bound on the energy.

Lemma A.3. Suppose p ≥ 3. Suppose that ω : X → R is an even Lp+1 function and u ∈ Hsc for

sc as in (1.5). Then the Hamiltonian defined in (A.11) is finite.

Proof. We only bound the second term in (A.11), which we denote Ep(u). We apply Hölder’s
inequality in the x0 ≡ x variable. There are p ω’s containing an x, and the |u(x)|2. So we obtain
a ‖ω‖pLp+1 and a ‖u‖2

L2(p+1). We now apply Hölder’s inequality in the x1 variable. There are p− 1

remaining ω’s containing an x1 and the |u(x)|2. We repeat this for all of the xi variables. We thus
get the following bound.

|Ep(u)| ≤

p∏

j=0

‖ω‖p−j
Lp+1−j‖u‖

2
L2(p+1−j) .

The assumption on ω and the Sobolev embedding theorem imply that this is finite. �
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Remark A.4. We remark that ω ∈ Lp+1 is sufficient for the energy to be finite, but is probably
not necessary. Indeed, in the case p = 2, one can do better; see the discussion after (A.3). We do
not comment further.

We can also write down the Hamiltonian structure for (A.10).

Lemma A.5. With the Poisson structure given in (A.8), the Hartree equation given in (A.10) is
the Hamiltonian equation of motion associated with the Hamiltonian given in (A.11).

Proof. See the proof of Lemma A.2. �

To apply the result of Theorem 2.3, one notices that there are p(p+1)
2 terms in the product

in (A.9). So, arguing as in the previous case, we take ω∗
n → δ, and set ωn := (ω∗

n)
2

p+1 . Here,

the exponent comes from p
p(p+1)

2

– i.e. we want the product of p many δ’s, and we have p(p+1)
2

interaction potentials in the products. Adding an appropriate normalisation constant, which will
depend on the choice of p, one can conclude that V2,p,n → δp, and so one can apply the results of
Theorem 2.3.
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