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UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS FOR THE LOGARITHMIC

SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION

MASAYUKI HAYASHI

Abstract. We consider the Cauchy problem for the logarithmic Schrödinger equa-
tion and prove uniqueness of weak Hs(Rd) solutions for s ∈ (0, 1), which improves
on the previous uniqueness result in H1(Rd). The proof is achieved by combining a
nontrivial use of integral equations, local smoothing estimates, and quantitative esti-
mates of the sublinear effect of the nonlinearity, based on the localization argument.
We also study uniqueness on the torus and uniqueness of the equation perturbed by
pure power nonlinearities.

1. Introduction

1.1 Setting of the problem. We consider the logarithmic Schrödinger equation
{
i∂tu+∆u+ λu log(|u|2) = 0,

u|t=0 = u0,
(t, x) ∈ R× R

d, λ ∈ R \ {0}. (1.1)

The charge ‖u‖2L2 and the energy

E(u) =
1

2

∫
|∇u|2 −

λ

2

∫
|u|2

(
log(|u|2)− 1

)

are formally conserved by the flow of (1.1), and the equation is formally rewritten by
the Hamiltonian form i∂tu = E ′(u). This model was first introduced in [5] and later
found to be suitable for describing various physical phenomena [6, 22, 27, 33]. It is
known that the properties of the solution of (1.1) rather differ depending on the sign
of λ. When λ > 0, the equation has a non-dispersive structure and is known to have
explicit standing waves called Gaussons, and multi-Gaussons [13, 2, 16, 4, 17]. On
the other hand, when λ < 0 it was shown in [11] that (1.1) has a universal dispersive
structure. The non-dispersive/dispersive structure of (1.1) is significantly different
from that of power-type nonlinear Schrödinger equations, and it can be seen that
nonlinear effects are strongly evident. More complete references can be found in the
recent survey [10].

The main difficulty in the Cauchy problem for (1.1) is that the nonlinearity breaks
the local Lipschitz continuity. The nonlinearity has a sublinear effect due to the
singularity of the logarithmic function at the origin, which yields the lack of Lipschitz
continuity. To consider solutions to (1.1) in the Sobolev space Hs, it is necessary to
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2 M. HAYASHI

consider the differential equation in a local sense. First, we will give the definition of
Hs solutions of (1.1).

Definition 1.1. Let I ⊂ R be an interval with 0 ∈ I and let s ≥ 0. Given u0 ∈ Hs(Rd).
We say that a function u is a weak Hs solution of (1.1) on I if u ∈ L∞(I,Hs(Rd))
such that (i) u satisfies

i∂tu+∆u+ λu log(|u|2) = 0 in D′(I × R
d), (1.2)

i.e., in the sense of distributions on I ×R
d and (ii) u|t=0 = u0. We say that a function

u is a strong Hs solution of (1.1) on I if u ∈ C(I,Hs(Rd)) such that (i) and (ii) hold.

If u ∈ L∞(I,Hs(Rd)) with s ∈ [0, 1] satisfies (1.2), then u satisfies

i∂tu+∆u+ λu log(|u|2) = 0 in Hs−2(BR), (1.3)

for almost all t ∈ I and any R > 0, where BR is an open ball of radius R with center
at the origin. We note from this fact that u|t=0 = u0 makes sense as an element of
Hs(Rd) (see Lemma 2.2). We also note that the nonlinear term does not belong to
Hs−2(Rd) in general, so BR in (1.3) cannot be replaced by R

d.
Despite the lack of Lipschitz continuity of the nonlinearity, we can expect that the

equation (1.1) has uniqueness properties. Cazenave and Haraux [15] introduced the
inequality

∣∣Im
[
(z − w)(z log |z| − w log |w|)

]∣∣ ≤ |z − w|2 for all z, w ∈ C, (1.4)

and constructed a unique strong solution1 in the energy space
{
f ∈ H1(Rd) : |f |2 log(|f |2) ∈ L1(Rd)

}

for λ > 0. Regarding uniqueness, they proved a stronger claim:

‖u(t)− v(t)‖L2 ≤ e2|λt| ‖u(0)− v(0)‖L2 , t ∈ R (1.5)

for any weak H1 solutions u and v to (1.1). These results were recently revisited in
[21], and strong solutions were constructed in H1 (λ 6= 0), the energy space (λ 6= 0),
and the H2 energy space (λ > 0), respectively. We refer the reader to [19, 11] for
the Cauchy problem in weighted Sobolev spaces, which are however narrower than the
energy space.

For low regularity solutions, we have the following result:

Theorem 1.2 ([12]). The flow map Φ : u0 7→ u for (1.1) is uniquely extended from

H1 to L2. If u0 ∈ L2(Rd), Φ(u0) ∈ C(R, L2(Rd)) is a strong solution to (1.1), and Φ
is Lipschitz continuous:

‖Φ(u0)(t)− Φ(v0)(t)‖L2 ≤ e2|λt| ‖u0 − v0‖L2

for any u0, v0 ∈ L2(Rd) and all t ∈ R. If in addition u0 ∈ Hs(Rd) for s ∈ (0, 1), then
Φ(u0) ∈ C(R, Hs(Rd)).

1Although we do not state it explicitly, all of the solutions constructed in previous works have
been global solutions in time.
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For Hs solutions with s ∈ (0, 1), a priori estimates of Hs were uniformly obtained
for approximate equations, but the flow map was extended through H1 solutions.
Therefore, the uniqueness in Theorem 1.2 depends on the method of constructing the
solution. Currently known construction methods for low regularity solutions to (1.1)
can be summarized into the following three:

• Unique extension of the flow map from H1 to Hs for s ∈ [0, 1) [12]

• Maximal monotone theory [15, 8]

• Compactness methods

The first two methods yield uniqueness claims, but as noted above for the first, and
similarly for the second, the uniqueness depends on how the solution is constructed. We
do not know from previous works whether the solutions constructed by each method
coincide. In compactness methods, if we consider different approximation equations,
solutions obtained by limiting procedures may be different. In fact, in previous works
[15, 19, 11, 20, 21], the methods of approximating nonlinearities were slightly different.
Overall, uniqueness of low regularity solutions was left unclear.

1.2 Main results. In this paper we prove strong uniqueness properties to logarith-
mic Schrödinger equations. Our first main result is the following:

Theorem 1.3. Let T > 0 and let s ∈ (0, 1). For any u0 ∈ Hs(Rd), weak Hs solutions

of (1.1) on [0, T ] are unique.

This theorem allows us to strengthen the claim on Hs solutions in Theorem 1.2.

Corollary 1.4. Let s ∈ (0, 1). For any u0 ∈ Hs(Rd), there exists a unique strong

solution u ∈ C(R, Hs(Rd)) to (1.1).

The main theorem corresponds to an unconditional uniqueness claim. This notion
was introduced by Kato [24], where uniqueness of a power-type nonlinear Schrödinger
equation was studied based on Strichartz’s estimates. In the equation (1.1), a simple
application of Strichartz’s estimates does not work well due to the sublinear effect of the
nonlinearity. That may be why the only known way to show unconditional uniqueness
was through a simple combination of the inequality (1.4) and the differential equation,
which requires H1 solutions (see Section 2.1).

For the proof of Theorem 1.3, we take advantage of integral equations based on
the localization argument. By using integral equations and inner products to expand
the L2 norm of the difference between two solutions, we can apply (1.4) to nonlinear
estimates. This use of integral equations is inspired by [29]. It would be of independent
interest that (1.4) still works even in the framework of integral equations. Another
ingredient in the proof is that we use local smoothing estimates in [25] to handle errors
coming from the linear term. In combination with this smoothing, we use the following
quantitative estimate on the nonlinearity:

∣∣u log(|u|2)
∣∣ . 1

δ
|u|1−δ + |u| log+ |u|, δ ∈ (0, 1),
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where the explicit dependence 1/δ on the right-hand side is the key to our argument.
Then, we introduce the relation

δ =
1

logR
(1.6)

for δ and the cutoff parameter2 R, which enables us to eliminate the errors in the limit
R → ∞.

Next, we present the uniqueness result on the torus. In view of the framework
considered in numerical simulations (see, e.g., [3, 4]), it would be important to consider
the Cauchy problem for

{
i∂tu+∆u+ λu log(|u|2) = 0,

u|t=0 = u0,
(t, x) ∈ R× T

d, λ ∈ R \ {0}. (1.7)

Weak solutions of (1.7) can be defined in the same way as in Definition 1.1, and the
same result of Theorem 1.2 holds true on the torus as well. Our uniqueness result is
as follows.

Theorem 1.5. Let T > 0 and let s ∈ (0, 1). For any u0 ∈ Hs(Td), weak Hs solutions

of (1.7) on [0, T ] are unique. When d = 1, for any u0 ∈ L2(T), weak L2 solutions of

(1.7) on [0, T ] are unique.

Since the torus does not require the localization argument, the proof for s > 0 is
easier than Theorem 1.3. Uniqueness of L2 solutions is still a delicate problem even
on the torus, but we can prove it when d = 1. To control the logarithmic growth of
the nonlinearity, we apply the classical estimate by Zygmund [34]:

∥∥∥eit∂2
xu0

∥∥∥
L4([0,T ]×T)

. ‖u0‖L2(T) . (1.8)

When using this estimate, we can no longer use (1.4), but instead we use the inequality

∣∣z log |z| − w log |w|
∣∣ . 1

δ
|z − w|1−δ for all |z|, |w| ≤ 1, δ ∈ (0, 1), (1.9)

to estimate the sublinear effect of the nonlinearity. Combining this with (1.8), we can
reduce the proof to a Gronwall type lemma using δ as a parameter tending to zero.

Finally, we consider the equation perturbed by pure power nonlinearities:
{
i∂tu+∆u+ λu log(|u|2) + µ|u|αu = 0,

u|t=0 = u0,
(t, x) ∈ R× R

d, λ, µ ∈ R \ {0}, (1.10)

with 0 < α < 4
(d−2)+

. In [11] the authors proved that when λ < 0, µ < 0, this equation

has the same universal dispersive structure as (1.1) with λ < 0. They constructed
the solution of (1.10) in the weighted Sobolev space {f ∈ H1(Rd) : |x|f ∈ L2(Rd)},

2We use the cut-off function ϕR with suppϕR ⊂ BR in a localization argument.
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but uniqueness of solutions was shown only for the case d = 1. The following re-
sult covers all cases that were left unproven regarding uniqueness, and contributes to
strengthening their result.

Theorem 1.6. Let T > 0. For any u0 ∈ H1(Rd), weak H1 solutions of (1.10) on

[0, T ] are unique.

For the proof of Theorem 1.6, we estimate the difference of two solutions by com-
bining Strichartz’s estimates and (1.9), based on the localization argument. Similarly
to Theorem 1.3, by setting the relation (1.6) for δ in (1.9) and the cutoff parameter
R, we can eliminate the errors in the limit R→ ∞.

To the best of the author’s knowledge, our arguments in this paper are the first to
effectively apply dispersive/smoothing estimates of the Schrödinger group to logarith-
mic Schrödinger equations. We expect that the strategy is robust and can be applied
to other types of logarithmic evolution equations. We close this introduction by em-
phasizing that we have provided new results on the uniqueness problem for logarithmic
Schrödinger equations, the topic on which no essential progress has been made for a
long time since [15].

1.3 Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In
Section 2.1 we review the previous uniqueness result of weak H1 solutions. Then, we
organize the localization argument for Hs solutions in Section 2.2, and prove Theorem
1.3 in Section 2.3. In Section 3.1 we prepare algebraic inequalities for logarithmic
nonlinearities and recall smoothing estimates of the Schrödinger group. In Section
3.2 we study uniqueness for (1.7) and prove Theorem 1.5. In Section 3.3 we study
uniqueness for (1.10) and prove Theorem 1.6.

Notation. We often use the abbreviated notation such as

L∞
T X = L∞([0, T ], X), T > 0

for a Banach space X . We write the Duhamel term by

Φ[f ](t) =

∫ t

0

U(t− τ)f(τ)dτ, U(t) = eit∆

for a time-dependent function f(t). The Fourier transform on the whole space is
defined by

f̂(ξ) =

∫

Rd

f(x)e−2πiξ·xdx, ξ ∈ R
d.

We define the fractional derivative by

(Dsf)(x) =

∫

Rd

(2π|ξ|)sf̂(ξ)e2πiξ·xdξ, x ∈ R
d, s ∈ R.
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We use A . B to denote the inequality A ≤ CB for some constant C > 0. The
dependence of C is usually clear from the context and we often omit this dependence.
We sometimes use A .∗ B to clarify the dependence of a constant.

2. Uniqueness in Hs(Rd)

In this section we study uniqueness of weak Hs solutions to (1.1).

2.1 Review on the previous result. We first review the uniqueness result in [15].
Let u, v be weak H1 solutions of (1.1) on [0, T ]. Take a function ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rd) satisfying

ϕ(x) =

{
1 if |x| ≤ 1/2,

0 if |x| ≥ 1,
0 ≤ ϕ(x) ≤ 1 for all x ∈ R

d.

We set the cut-off function

ϕR(x) = ϕ(x/R), x ∈ R
d, R > 0. (2.1)

We note that weak H1-solutions u and v satisfy (1.3) with s = 1. Using this fact and
the inequality (1.4), we get

d

dt
‖ϕR(u− v)‖2L2 = 2 Im

〈
i∂t(u− v), ϕ2

R(u− v)
〉
H−1(BR),H1

0
(BR)

= 2 Im
(
∇(u− v),∇(ϕ2

R)(u− v)
)
L2

− 4λ Im
(
u log |u| − v log |v|, ϕ2

R(u− v)
)
L2

≤
C(M)

R
+ 4 |λ| ‖ϕR(u− v)‖2L2 .

Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

‖ϕR(u− v)(t)‖2L2 ≤ e4|λ|t
(
‖(u− v)(0)‖2L2 +

C(M)

R
T

)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Therefore, by applying Fatou’s lemma, we obtain

‖(u− v)(t)‖2L2 ≤ lim inf
R→∞

‖ϕR(u− v)(t)‖2L2 ≤ e4|λ|t ‖(u− v)(0)‖2L2 , (2.2)

which yields the L2 Lipschitz flow on [0, T ]. In particular, this implies that if u(0) =
v(0), then u = v on [0, T ].

Remark 2.1. The final estimate (2.2) is meaningful for L2 solutions, but we need to
use H1 solutions for this derivation. As mentioned in Section 1.1, we need to consider
the differential equation in a local sense, and it can be seen that H1 estimates are used
to control the error that arises from the localization argument.
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2.2 Localization argument. We now study uniqueness of weak Hs solutions of
(1.1) for s ∈ (0, 1). We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let s ∈ [0, 1] and let T > 0. Assume that u ∈ L∞([0, T ], Hs(Rd))
satisfies (1.2) with I = [0, T ]. Then, u ∈ Cw([0, T ], H

s(Rd)) and in particular u(0) has
the meaning as an element of Hs.

Proof. From the assumption one can easily prove that for any R > 0,

u ∈ W 1,∞([0, T ], Hs−2(BR)) (2.3)

and

i∂tu+∆u+ λu log(|u|2) = 0 in Hs−2(BR) (2.4)

for almost all (a.a.) t ∈ [0, T ]. It follows from (2.3) that u ∈ C([0, T ], Hs−2(BR)), and
the interpolation implies that u ∈ C([0, T ], Hs−ε(BR)) for any small ε > 0. Thus, for
any ψ ∈ C∞

c (Rd) it follows from the continuity property of u in time that the function

t 7→

∫

Rd

u(t)ψdx

is continuous. Therefore, from u ∈ L∞([0, T ], Hs(Rd)) and a density argument, we
conclude that u ∈ Cw([0, T ], H

s(Rd)). �

Let u ∈ L∞([0, T ], Hs(Rd)) be a weak Hs solution of (1.1). Since u satisfies (2.4),
we deduce that

i∂t(ϕRu) + ∆(ϕRu)− 2∇u · ∇ϕR − u∆ϕR + λϕRu log(|u|
2) = 0 in Hs−2(Rd)

for a.a. t ∈ [0, T ]. By Duhamel’s formula, we have

ϕRu(t) = U(t)ϕRu0 − i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ) (2∇ϕR · ∇u(τ) + ∆ϕRu(τ)) dτ

+ i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ)ϕRg(u(τ))dτ, t ∈ [0, T ],

(2.5)

where we set

g(u) = λu log(|u|2). (2.6)

To estimate the second term on the right-hand side (RHS) of (2.5), we use the following
local smoothing estimate.

Lemma 2.3 (Local smoothing estimates). Let s ∈ (0, 1]. Then, we have

‖DsΦ[χBR
f ]‖L2([0,T ]×BR) . Rs ‖χBR

f‖L2([0,T ]×Rd)

for all f ∈ L2([0, T ]× Rd).

Proof. When s = 1, this estimate corresponds to the local smoothing effect for the
inhomogeneous case in [25]. Since the estimate is trivial for s = 0, by Stein’s interpo-
lation theorem [30], the result follows for s ∈ (0, 1). �
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Lemma 2.4. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and let u ∈ L∞([0, T ], Hs(Rd)). Then,

‖Φ[∇ϕR · ∇u]‖L2([0,T ]×BR) .
(
R−s + o(R−1)

)
T 1/2 ‖u‖L∞

T Hs(Rd)

as R→ ∞.

Proof. We rewrite the term ∇ϕR · ∇u as

∇ϕR · ∇u = ∇ϕR ·D1−sDsD−1∇u

= D1−s(∇ϕR ·Dsũ)−
[
D1−s (∇ϕR ·Dsũ)−∇ϕR ·D1−sDsũ

]
, (2.7)

where we set

ũ(x) = (D−1∇u)(x) =

∫

Rd

iξ

|ξ|
û(ξ)e2πiξ·xdξ.

Applying the first term on the RHS of (2.7) to Lemma 2.3, we obtain
∥∥Φ[D1−s(∇ϕR ·Dsũ)]

∥∥
L2([0,T ]×BR)

. R1−s ‖∇ϕR ·Dsũ‖L2([0,T ]×Rd)

. R−s ‖Dsu‖L2
TL2(Rd) .

For the second term on the RHS of (2.7), we use the fractional Leibniz rule

‖Dα(fg)− fDαg‖L2(Rd) . ‖Dαf‖L∞(Rd) ‖g‖L2(Rd) , α ∈ (0, 1),

see [26, 28]. Then, we deduce that
∥∥Φ[D1−s(∇ϕR ·Dsũ)−∇ϕR ·D1−sDsũ]

∥∥
L2([0,T ]×BR)

. T 1/2
∥∥D1−s(∇ϕR ·Dsũ)−∇ϕR ·D1−sDsũ

∥∥
L∞

T L2(Rd)

. T 1/2
∥∥D1−s∇ϕR

∥∥
L∞(Rd)

‖Dsu‖L∞

T L2(Rd) . T 1/2R−2+s ‖Dsu‖L∞

T L2(Rd) .

Gathering these estimates, we get the result. �

2.3 Proof of unconditional uniqueness. We begin with the following simple
lemma, which is the basis for the argument using integral equations in [29].

Lemma 2.5. Let f ∈ L2([0, T ], L2). Then,

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

f(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
2

L2

= 2Re

∫ t

0

(
f(τ),

∫ τ

0

f(τ ′)dτ ′
)

L2

dτ

for a.a. t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. We provide a proof for completeness. We first note that
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

f(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
2

L2

=

∫∫

[0,t]×[0,t]

(f(τ), f(τ ′))L2 dτdτ
′.
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Next, dividing the rectangular [0, t] × [0, t] into two triangles and using the Fubini-
Tonelli Theorem, the RHS can be rewritten as

∫∫

0≤τ≤τ ′≤t

(f(τ), f(τ ′))L2 dτdτ
′ +

∫∫

0≤τ ′≤τ≤t

(f(τ), f(τ ′))L2 dτdτ
′

=

∫ t

0

(∫ τ ′

0

f(τ)dτ, f(τ ′)

)

L2

dτ ′ +

∫ t

0

(
f(τ),

∫ τ

0

f(τ ′)dτ ′
)

L2

dτ

=2Re

∫ t

0

(
f(τ),

∫ τ

0

f(τ ′)dτ ′
)

L2

dτ,

which completes the proof. �

The following result follows from Lemma 3.1, which we will prove in Section 3.

Lemma 2.6. There exist c1, c2 > 0 such that for any δ ∈ (0, 1) and any z ∈ C,

|g(z)| ≤
c1
δ
|z|1−δ + c2|z| log

+ |z|.

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Given initial data u0 ∈ Hs(Rd) for s ∈ (0, 1). Let u, v be two
weak Hs solutions of (1.1) on [0, T ]. Our goal is to prove that u = v on [0, T ].

We set

M := max
{
‖u‖L∞

T Hs , ‖v‖L∞

T Hs

}
.

From the integral equation (2.5), we have

ϕR(u− v)(t) = eR(t) + i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ)ϕR(g(u)− g(v))(τ)dτ, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.8)

where eR(t) is defined by

eR(t) = −i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ)
(
2∇ϕR · ∇(u− v)(τ) + ∆ϕR(u− v)(τ)

)
dτ. (2.9)

We note that by Lemma 2.4,

‖eR‖L2
TL2(BR) .M

T 1/2

Rs
+ o

(
1

R

)
. (2.10)

For the nonlinearity, it follows from Lemma 2.6 that

|g(u)| .
1

δ
|u|1−δ + |u|1+δ0,

where δ ∈ (0, 1) is treated as a parameter and δ0 is fixed as satisfying δ0 ∈ (0, 2s
(d−2s)+

).

By Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev’s embedding, we obtain

‖ϕRg(u)‖L2 .
1

δ
|BR|

δ/2 ‖u‖1−δ
L2 + ‖u‖1+δ0

Hs . (2.11)
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Applying Lemma 2.5, we deduce that
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

U(t− τ)ϕR(g(u)− g(v))(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
2

L2

= 2 Im

∫ t

0

(
ϕR(g(u)− g(v))(τ), i

∫ τ

0

U(τ − τ ′)ϕR(g(u)− g(v))(τ ′)dτ ′
)

L2

dτ

= 2 Im

∫ t

0

(
ϕR(g(u)− g(v))(τ), ϕR(u− v)(τ)

)

L2
dτ

− 2 Im

∫ t

0

(
ϕR(g(u)− g(v))(τ), eR(τ)

)
L2
dτ,

where we used (2.8) in the last equality. Applying the inequality (1.4), we obtain

Im

∫ t

0

(
ϕR(g(u)− g(v))(τ), ϕR(u− v)(τ)

)

L2
dτ ≤ 2 |λ|

∫ t

0

‖ϕR(u− v)(τ)‖2L2 dτ.

By (2.10) and (2.11), we obtain
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(
ϕR(g(u)− g(v))(τ), eR(τ)

)

L2
dτ

∣∣∣∣ .M
T 1/2|BR|

δ/2

δ
‖eR‖L2

TL2(BR) .M
|BR|

δ/2

δRs
T.

Gathering these estimates, we deduce that
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

U(t− τ)ϕR(g(u)− g(v))(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
2

L2

.

∫ t

0

‖ϕR(u− v)(τ)‖2L2 dτ +
|BR|

δ/2

δRs
T. (2.12)

So far, we have two independent parameters δ and R, but here we set δ = 1
logR

. We

note that this yields that |BR|
δ/2 . 1. Here we set

yR(t) = ‖ϕR(u− v)(t)‖2L2 , zR(t) =

∫ t

0

yR(τ)dτ for t ∈ [0, T ], R > 0.

Taking the L2(BR) norm on both sides of (2.8), we obtain from (2.10) and (2.12) that

yR(t) = ‖ϕR(u− v)(t)‖2L2(BR)

. ‖eR(t)‖
2
L2(BR) +

logR

Rs
T + zR(t).

By integrating both sides over [0, t] and using (2.10), we get

zR(t) .
logR

Rs
T 2 +

∫ t

0

zR(τ)dτ

for large R > 0 and t ∈ [0, T ]. Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

zR(T ) =

∫ T

0

‖ϕR(u− v)(τ)‖2L2 ≤
logR

Rs
CT 2 exp(CT ),

where C > 0 is a constant independent of R. Therefore, passing to the limit R → ∞,
we conclude that u = v on [0, T ]. �
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Remark 2.7. When s = 0, it follows from Lemma 2.3 that

‖eR‖L2([0,T ]×BR) = o(1) as R → ∞,

however which is not enough to conclude uniqueness in L∞([0, T ], L2(Rd)) in our proof.
Unconditional uniqueness of L2 solutions to (1.1) has been an open problem since [15]
(see [14, Remark 9.3.7]).

3. Further results

In this section we study uniqueness for (1.7) and uniqueness for (1.10).

3.1 Preliminaries. We take a function θ ∈ C1
c (C,R) satisfying

θ(z) =

{
1 if |z| ≤ 1/2,

0 if |z| ≥ 1,
0 ≤ θ(z) ≤ 1 for all z ∈ C.

We decompose the nonlinearity (2.6) as

g1(u) = θ(u)g(u), g2(u) = (1− θ(u))g(u).

Then, we have the following.

Lemma 3.1. There exist c1, c2 > 0 such that for any δ ∈ (0, 1) and any z, w ∈ C,

|g1(z)− g1(w)| ≤
c1
δ
|z − w|1−δ, (3.1)

|g2(z)− g2(w)| ≤ c2
(
1 + log+ |z|+ log+ |w|

)
|z − w|. (3.2)

Proof. Since (3.2) follows immediately, we only prove (3.1). To prove this, it is suffi-
cient to show the inequality

|g(z)− g(w)| ≤
c

δ
|z − w|1−δ for |z|, |w| ≤ 1, (3.3)

where c > 0 is some constant independent of δ ∈ (0, 1) and z, w ∈ C with |z|, |w| ≤ 1.
We may assume |z| ≤ |w|. We note that

|z log |z| − w log |w|| = |z (log |z| − log |w|) + (z − w) log |w||

≤ |z − w|+ |z − w|1−δ|z − w|δ |log |w|| .

If we set |w| = e−s for some s ∈ [0,∞), then we have

|z − w|δ |log |w|| . |w|δ |log |w|| =
s

esδ
≤

s

1 + sδ
≤

1

δ
.

Therefore, we get

|z log |z| − w log |w|| . |z − w|+
1

δ
|z − w|1−δ .

1

δ
|z − w|1−δ,

which implies (3.3). �
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The inequality (3.1) with some constant c(δ) > 0 instead of c1/δ has been used
in [1, 21, 12], but no attention was paid to the explicit dependence of c(δ) in those
studies. The key to our proof is that the constant in (3.1) can be taken as 1/δ.

For smoothing estimates on the one-dimensional torus, the following estimate is
proved by Zygmund [34]:

∥∥∥eit∂2
xu0

∥∥∥
L4([0,T ]×T)

. ‖u0‖L2(T) .

Combined with a duality argument [18], this yields the following result.

Lemma 3.2. Let (q, r) and (γ, ρ) be (∞, 2) or (4, 4). Let I be a bounded interval. If

f ∈ Lγ′

(I, Lρ′(T)), then

‖Φ[f ]‖Lq(I,Lr(T)) . ‖f‖Lγ′ (I,Lρ′(T)) .

For the proof of Theorem 1.6, we use Strichartz’s estimates (see, e.g., [31, 32, 14]).
We say that a pair (q, r) is admissible if

2

q
= d

(
1

2
−

1

r

)
, 2 ≤ r ≤

2d

(d− 2)+
,

with the exception (d, q, r) = (2, 2,∞).

Lemma 3.3. Let (q, r) and (γ, ρ) be admissible and let I be an interval. If f ∈
Lγ′

(I, Lρ′(Rd)), then

‖Φ[f ]‖Lq(I,Lr(Rd)) . ‖f‖Lγ′ (I,Lρ′(Rd)) .

Finally, we prepare the following Gronwall type lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let T > 0, a, b ≥ 0, δ ∈ (0, 1), and let f ∈ L1([0, T ]) be a nonnegative

function. If

f(t) ≤ a+
b

δ

∫ t

0

f(τ)1−δdτ, a.a. t ∈ [0, T ], (3.4)

then we have

f(t) ≤ (aδ + bt)1/δ, a.a. t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.5)

Proof. Let the function on the RHS of (3.4) be F (t). It follows from (3.4) that

(F (t)δ)′ = δF (t)δ−1 ·
b

δ
f(t)1−δ ≤ b

for a.a. t ∈ [0, T ], and this implies (3.5) after integration. �
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3.2 Uniqueness on the torus. In this subsection, we study uniqueness for (1.7).
If u ∈ L∞([0, T ], Hs(Td)) is a weak Hs solution of (1.7), then

i∂tu+∆u+ g(u) = 0 in Hs−2(Td)

for a.a. t ∈ [0, T ]. By Duhamel’s formula, u satisfies the integral equation

u(t) = U(t)u0 + i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ)g(u(τ))dτ, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.6)

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. For a given initial data u0 ∈ Hs(Td), let u, v be two weak Hs

solutions of (1.7) on [0, T ]. We set the constant

M = max
{
‖u‖L∞

T Hs , ‖v‖L∞

T Hs

}
.

It follows from (3.6) that u− v satisfies the integral equation

(u− v)(t) = i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ)(g(u)− g(v))(τ)dτ, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.7)

When s > 0, uniqueness can be easily shown by following a similar procedure to
the proof of Theorem 1. We first note that g(u) ∈ L∞

T L
2 by Lemma 2.6 and Sobolev’s

embedding. Then, applying Lemma 2.5 and (1.4), we deduce that

‖(u− v)(t)‖2L2 =

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

U(t− τ)(g(u)− g(v))(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
2

L2

= 2 Im

∫ t

0

(
(g(u)− g(v))(τ), (u− v)(τ)

)

L2
dτ

≤ 4 |λ|

∫ t

0

‖(u− v)(τ)‖2L2 dτ

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we conclude that u = v on [0, T ].
We now consider the case of s = 0 and d = 1. We introduce the function space

X (I) = L∞(I, L2(T)) ∩ L4(I, L4(T)),

where I is a subinterval of [0, T ], and its norm

‖u‖
X (I) = ‖u‖L∞(I,L2) + ‖u‖L4(I,L4) .

It follows from (3.1) and Lemma 3.2 that

‖Φ[g1(u)− g1(v)]‖X ([0,t]) .
1

δ

∫ t

0

‖(u− v)(τ)‖1−δ
L2 dτ (3.8)

for δ ∈ (0, 1) and t ∈ [0, T ]. By (3.2), we have

|g2(u)− g2(v)| . (|u|+ |v|) |u− v|.
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Then, applying Lemma 3.2 and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

‖Φ[g2(u)− g2(v)]‖X ([0,t]) . (‖u‖L∞

t L2 + ‖u‖L∞

t L2) ‖u− v‖L4/3([0,t],L4)

.Mt1/2 ‖u− v‖L4([0,t],L4) .

From (3.7) and these estimates, we obtain

‖u− v‖
X ([0,t]) .

1

δ

∫ t

0

‖(u− v)(τ)‖1−δ
L2 dτ +Mt1/2 ‖u− v‖L4([0,t],L4) .

If we choose T0 ∈ (0, T ) small enough, the second term on the RHS can be absorbed
into the left hand side (LHS), so that

‖(u− v)(t)‖L2 ≤
C

δ

∫ t

0

‖(u− v)(τ)‖1−δ
L2 dτ, t ∈ [0, T0],

where C > 0 is a constant independent of δ ∈ (0, 1). Applying Lemma 3.4, we obtain

‖(u− v)(t)‖L2 ≤ (CT0)
1/δ , t ∈ [0, T0].

We rechoose T0 so that CT0 < 1, and take the limit δ → 0 to obtain u = v on [0, T0].
We note that T0 depends only onM , and therefore by repeating this argument a finite
number of times, we conclude that u = v on [0, T ]. �

Remark 3.5. We note that Lemma 3.4 was also used for the proof of uniqueness of
cubic NLS on compact manifolds in [9], and the whole argument reducing to this
Lemma was cited as Yudovitch’s argument [23]. Although the source of the parameter
δ is different, it would be of independent interest to note the similarity in the proof of
uniqueness.

Remark 3.6. Bourgain [7] conjectured that

2 < p < 2 +
4

d
=⇒ ‖U(t)u0‖Lp([0,T ]×Td) . ‖u0‖L2(Td) .

If this estimate is proven for some p ∈ (2, 2 + 4/d), then our proof also applies to the
case of d ≥ 2, and it follows that weak L2 solutions of (1.7) are unique.

3.3 Perturbation of pure power nonlinearities. In this subsection, we consider
the equation (1.10). Let u ∈ L∞([0, T ], H1(Rd)) be a weak H1 solution of (1.10). By
using the cut-off function defined by (2.1), we deduce that

i∂t(ϕRu) + ∆(ϕRu)− 2∇u · ∇ϕR − u∆ϕR + ϕR (g(u) + h(u)) = 0 in H−1(Rd)

for a.a. t ∈ R, where we set

h(u) = µ|u|αu.
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It follows from Duhamel’s formula that u satisfies the integral equation

ϕRu(t) = U(t)ϕRu0 − i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ) (2∇ϕR · ∇u(τ) + ∆ϕRu(τ)) dτ

+ i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ)ϕRg(u(τ))dτ + i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ)ϕRh(u(τ))dτ, t ∈ [0, T ].

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. For a given initial data u0 ∈ H1(Rd), let u, v be two weak H1

solutions of (1.10) on [0, T ]. We set

M = max
{
‖u‖L∞

T H1 , ‖v‖L∞

T H1

}
. (3.9)

It follows from the integral equation above that

ϕR(u− v)(t) = eR(t) + i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ)ϕR(g(u)− g(v))(τ)dτ

+ i

∫ t

0

U(t− τ)ϕR(h(u)− h(v))(τ)dτ

(3.10)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], where we recall that eR(t) is defined by (2.9). We obtain from (3.9)
that

‖eR‖L∞

T L2 .
M

R
. (3.11)

We will estimate the second and third terms on the RHS of (3.10). Let r = α + 2
and let q be such that (q, r) is admissible. We introduce the function space

Y (I) = L∞(I, L2(Rd)) ∩ Lq(I, Lr(Rd)),

where I is a subinterval of [0, T ], and its norm

‖u‖
Y (I) = ‖u‖L∞(I,L2) + ‖u‖Lq(I,Lr) .

Noting that

|h(u)− h(v)| . (|u|α + |v|α) |u− v| ,

we obtain from Hölder’s inequality that

‖h(u)− h(v)‖Lq′(I,Lr′) . |I|
1

q′
− 1

q (‖u‖αL∞(I,Lr) + ‖v‖αL∞(I,Lr)) ‖u− v‖Lq(I,Lr) .

Therefore, applying Lemma 3.3, we obtain

‖Φ[ϕR(h(u)− h(v))]‖
Y ([0,t]) . t

1

q′
− 1

qMα ‖u− v‖Lq([0,t],Lr) . (3.12)

From (3.2) we obtain

|g2(u)− g2(v)| . (|u|α + |v|α) |u− v|,

and therefore, as in (3.12), we obtain

‖Φ[ϕR(g2(u)− g2(v))]‖Y ([0,t]) . t
1

q′
− 1

qMα ‖u− v‖Lq([0,t],Lr) . (3.13)
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Regarding the estimate of g1(u)− g1(v), we obtain from Hölder’s inequality that
∥∥ϕR|u− v|1−δ

∥∥
L2

. |BR|
δ/2 ‖ϕR(u− v)‖1−δ

L2 .

Combined with Lemma 3.3, this yields that

‖Φ[g1(u)− g1(v)]‖Y ([0,t]) .
|BR|

δ/2

δ

∫ t

0

‖ϕR(u− v)(τ)‖1−δ
L2 dτ. (3.14)

Now we deduce from (3.11)–(3.14) that

‖ϕR(u− v)‖
Y ([0,t]) .M

1

R
+

|BR|
δ/2

δ

∫ t

0

‖ϕR(u− v)(τ)‖1−δ
L2 dτ + t

1

q′
− 1

q ‖ϕR(u− v)‖Lq([0,t],Lr)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. If we choose T0 ∈ (0, T ) small enough, the third term on the RHS
can be absorbed into the LHS, so that

‖ϕR(u− v)(t)‖L2 ≤
C1

R
+
C2|BR|

δ/2

δ

∫ t

0

‖ϕR(u− v)(τ)‖1−δ
L2 dτ (3.15)

for all t ∈ [0, T0], where the positive constants C1, C2 are independent of parameters
δ ∈ (0, 1) and R > 0. We now set δ = 1

logR
. Then we deduce that |BR|

δ/2 . 1 and

lim
R→∞

(
C1

R

)δ

= lim
R→∞

(
C1

R

)1/ logR

=
1

e
.

Applying Lemma 3.4 to (3.15), we obtain

‖ϕR(u− v)(t)‖L2 ≤

((
C1

R

)1/ logR

+ C3T0

)logR

, t ∈ [0, T0].

We rechoose T0 so that C3T0 < 1 − e−1, and by taking the limit R → ∞, the RHS
converges to 0. This yields that u = v on [0, T0]. Since T0 depends only on M , we get
the conclusion. �
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