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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS AND POLYNOMIAL BOUNDS FOR THE
DEFOCUSING L2-CRITICAL NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION
IN R

DANIELA DE SILVA, NATASA PAVLOVIC, GIGLIOLA STAFFILANI, AND NIKOLAOS TZIRAKIS

ABSTRACT. We prove global well-posedness for low regularity data for the one dimensional

quintic defocusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation. Precisely we show that a unique and

global solution exists for initial data in the Sobolev space H*(R) for any s > % This

improves the result in [2I], where global well-posedness was established for any s > %. We
use the I-method to take advantage of the conservation laws of the equation. The new
ingredient in our proof is an interaction Morawetz estimate for the smoothed out solution
Tu. As a byproduct of our proof we also obtain that the H® norm of the solution obeys
polynomial-in-time bounds.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the global well-posedness of the following initial value problem
(IVP) for the L?-critical defocusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS):

(1.1) iug + Au — |u|tu =0,
(1.2) u(x,0) =up(z) € H*(R), xR, teR,

where H?® denotes the usual inhomogeneous Sobolev space of order s.

We adopt the standard notion of local well-posedness, that is, we say that the IVP above
is locally well-posed in H?® if for any initial data uy € H? there exists a positive time
T = T(||uo||zrs) depending only on the norm of the initial data, such that a solution to the
initial value problem exists on the time interval [0, 7], is unique in a certain Banach space
of functions X C C([0,T],HZ), and the solution map from H? to C([0,T], H?) depends
continuously on the initial data on the time interval [0,7]. If 7' can be taken arbitrarily
large we say that the IVP is globally well-posed.

Local well-posedness for the initial value problem (LLI)-(L2]) in H?® for any s > 0 was
established in [3], see also [4]. A local solution also exists for L? initial data [4], but the
time of existence depends not only on the H® norm of the initial data, but also on the
profile of ug. For more details on local existence see, for example, [2], [4] and [18].

Local in time solutions of ([LI)-(L2]) enjoy mass conservation

(1.3) luls D)l 2 @ny = lluo () 2@y

Moreover, H! solutions enjoy conservation of the energy

(1.4 B@)(t) = 5 [ 0P+ 5 [ o)l ds = Bw)0)
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which together with (L3]) and the local theory immediately yields global in time well-
posedness for (LI)-(L2) with initial data in H'. On the other hand the L? local well-
posedness and the conservation of the L? norm do not immediately imply global well-
posedness as in the case of the finite energy data since in this case T' = T(ug). It is
conjectured though that (LI)-(T2) is globally well-posed for initial data in H®, s > 0.

Existence of global solutions to (ILI))-([L2]) corresponding to initial data below the energy
treshold was first obtained in [6], [7] by using the method of “almost conservation laws”,
or “I-method” (for a detailed description of this method see section Bl below). The gap
between known local and global well-posedness was further filled out in [2I], where global
well-posedness was obtained in H*(R) with s > 4/9. The question of global well-posedness
below the energy space H!' we described above can also be formulated in R?, where the
equivalent L? critical problem has nonlinearity |u|4/ dy. For d = 2 the I-method was also
partially successful in [§], and in [I3], where global well-posedness was obtained in H*
for s > 1/2 . This last paper is particularly interesting since it combines the [-method
with a local in time Morawetz type estimate. In [12] this idea was then extended to all
dimensions d > 3. Still none of these results reached the space L2. Recently in [20] the
authors proved global well-posedness in L? and scattering for the L?-critical NLS problem
in all dimensions d > 3, assuming spherically symmetric initial data. The proof relies upon
a combination of several sophisticated tools among which compensated compactness and a
frequency-localized Morawetz estimate. These tools seem not to be enough when d = 1,2
or when the data are no longer radial.

In this paper we only consider the case d = 1 and we prove the following result:

Theorem 1.1. The initial value problem ([LI)-(L2) is globally well-posed in H*(R), for
any 1> s> % Moreover the solution satisfies

s(l=s)
sup ||lu(?)[|grsr) < C(1+T)2CD
te[0,7

where the constant C depends only on s and ||ug|| 2.

We prove Theorem [[.I] by combining the I-method with an interaction Morawetz-type
estimate for the smoothed out version [u of the solution. Such a Morawetz estimate for
an almost solution, that below we call “almost Morawetz”, is the main novelty of this
paper. As mentioned above, the approach of combining the I-method with an interaction
Morawetz estimate was described in [I3] where the L?-critical NLS in 2d was treated; see
also [9]. However in order to obtain global well-posedness for (ILI)-(L2]) corresponding to
initial data in H® with s < 4/ d1 it was not enough to obtain an interaction Morawetz
estimate for the solution wu itself (as in the case of [9], [12], [13]).

Before giving an outline of the proof we say a few words about the above mentioned
tools: the I-method and the “almost Morawetz” estimate.

The I-method was first introduced by Colliander et al (see, for example, [6l, 8, 9]). It is
based on the almost conservation of a certain modified energy functional. The idea is to
replace the conserved quantity F(u), which is no longer available for s < 1, with an “almost
conserved” variant F/(Iu), where I is a smoothing operator of order 1— s, which behaves like
the identity for low frequencies and like a fractional integral operator for high frequencies.
However [u is not a solution to (I.I) and hence one expects an energy increment. This
increment is quantifying E(Iu) as an “almost conserved” energy. The key is to prove
that on intervals of fixed length, where local well-posedness is satisfied, the increment of

! Note that global well-posedness for initial data in H® with s > 4/9 was established in [21].
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the modified energy E(Iu) decays with respect to a large parameter N (for the precise
definition of I and N we refer the reader to Section [3)). This requires delicate estimates on
the commutator between I and the nonlinearity. When d = 1, hence the nonlinearity is
algebraic, one can write the commutator explicitly using the Fourier transform, and control
it by multi-linear analysis and bilinear estimates. The analysis above can be carried out
in the X*® spaces setting, where one can use the smoothing bilinear Strichartz estimate
of Bourgain (see e.g. [I]) along with Strichartz estimates, to demonstrate the existence of
global rough solutions (see [6] [7] and [21]).

We now turn to our second tool: the “almost Morawetz estimate”, that is an a priori
interaction Morawetz-type estimate for the “approximate solution” Iu to the initial value
problem

(1.5) iTug + ATu — I(jul*u) = 0,
(1.6) Tu(x,0) = Tup(x) € HY(R), = cR,tcR.

For the original problem (LT]) one can prove that solutions satisfy the following a priori

bound (see [5])
8 < . 7
u sup ||lu wul|f2.
H HLf [O,T]Lg ~ te[O%} H HH1H ||L2
For initial data below H! this estimate is not useful anymore since u is not in H'. We
introduce the I-operator with the aim of getting an a priori estimate of the form

lullys xS sup |2l gllTule + Error,

~ te[0,T]
where the Error terms are negligible in some sense. To achieve this, we work with mixed
Lebesgue spaces that we denote by S7(J) and defind] as

Si(J) ==A{f | sup [€Oa) L f Nl Lo Lr (sxr) < o0},

(¢,r) admissible

where the pair (g, r) is said to be admissible if % + % =2land 2 <q,r < oo.

We show that inside the interval where the local solution exists, the error term is very
small. The proof of this fact relies on harmonic analysis estimates of Coifman-Meyer type
and is given in Section Afl. Because of the fact that we work with local-in-time solutions we
restrict the above a priori bounds to local intervals of the form [tg, t1].

Now we give an outline of the proof to show how to combine our two tools. Fix a
large value of time Tp. If u is a solution to (L)) in the time interval [0, 7], then u*(z) =
)%%u(%, 1) is a solution to the same equation in [0, A\*Ty]. We choose the parameter A >
0 so that F(Iu)) = O(1). Using Strichartz estimates we show that if J = [to,#;] and

Hlu)‘H%GLG(JX]Rn) < 1, where p is a small universal constant, then for b close to 1/2
t—x

A A
[ lls; 7y S 1w (to)l mrs
and
A A
”u HX;’b(J) S/ ”[u (tO)HHlv

2See Section 2 for a definition of the operator (9,).

3Here we were not able to use the X*° spaces machinery. However the approach that we pursue creates
no additional difficulties, since we can iterate our solutions in the intersection of the spaces S; and X*°,
see Proposition [3.4] for details.
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where
b
X77(J) = {f] I f Nl xs0(gxm) < 00}
Moreover in this same time interval where the problem is well-posed, we can prove the
following “almost conservation law”, provided thatl s > 1 /4.

L7) B @N)(t) — M) (o) S N0 g ) S N 21000 [ < N2,

where E?(u’) denotes the second modified energy (for the definition see Section 3). Of
course, for the arbitrarily large interval [0, A2Ty] we do not have

A6
a2 g (o, 02 ey < M-
However we can interpolate the a priori information that we have about the L$ L8 norm of
ITu with the following a priori bound

1™ 2

1 A
2 o L2 <Tz|Iu Hng[

1 1 1
2 <71z HUAHL?" 12 =T2ugllze = T2 gl 2,

0,7 €[(0,717]

obtained using Hoélder’s inequality, the definition of the I, mass conservation and the fact
that the problem is L2-critical. Then we get an LYLS bound valid for J = [tg,t1] and we
use this bound to partition the arbitrarily large interval [0, A>Ty] into L intervals where the
local theory uniformly applies. L = L(N,T) is finite and defines the number of the intervals
in the partition that will make the Strichartz LY LS norm of Iu less than x in each interval.
The next step is to prove that the second modified energy E?(u?) is just an approximation
of the first modified energy E'(u*) = E(Iu*) in the sense that

1
(19 () ~ B' () + O(357),
for s > 1/3 and N > 1. Since E(Iu") controls the H' norm of Tu we have by (1)
[TuM|gn S LN2
To maintain the bound |[Tu|| ;1 < 1 we must have that
L(N,T) ~ N?,

and this condition will require s > 1/3. One should notice already that the restriction
s > 1/3 appears in two separate parts of our proof: in (L&) and in the last step recorded
above. So this regularity is a threshold to the method, at least if one wants to use the
second modified energy. For a more detailed proof the reader should check Section

We conclude this introduction by announcing that work in progress of the fourth author
in collaboration with J. Colliander and M. Grillakis, shows that a similar approach can be
used in the L2-critical case when d = 2.

Organization of the paper. In Section 2 we introduce some notation and state important
propositions that we will use throughout the paper. In Section 3 we review the I method,
prove the local well-posedness theory for u and obtain an upper bound on the increment
of the second modified energy. In Section 4 we prove the “almost Morawetz” inequality
which is the heart of our argument. Finally in Section 5 we give the details of the proof of
global well-posedness stated in Theorem [Tl

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Jim Colliander for helpful conversations
and suggestions.

4We use the second modified energy approach as in [7] and [21].
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. In what follows we use A < B to denote an estimate of the form A < CB
for some constant C. If A < B and B < A we say that A ~ B. We write A < B to denote
an estimate of the form A < ¢B for some small constant ¢ > 0. In addition (a) := 1+ |a|
and a+ := a £ € with 0 < ¢ << 1. The reader also has to be alert that we sometimes do
not explicitly write down constants that depend on the L? norm of the solution. This is
justified by the conservation of the L? norm.

2.2. Definition of spaces. We use L!(R) to denote the Lebesgue space of functions f :

R — C whose norm )
1l = ( / If(:v)l’"dw>
Rn

is finite, with the usual modification in the case r = co. We also use the mixed space-time
Lebesgue spaces L{L" which are equipped with the norm

1
q
lullrgry = (/J\IUIIq;dt>

for any space-time slab J x R, with the usual modification when either g or r are infinity.
When g = 7 we abbreviate LjL} by L{ .
As usual, we define the Fourier transform of f(z) € Ll by

f(e) = /IR ¢ £ () dor.

For an appropriate class of functions the following Fourier inversion formula holds:

fla) = [ e feyas.
We define the fractional differentiation operator |0,|% for any real a by

92 "u(€) = l¢Ia(s),
and analogously
@) u(8) = () als).
The inhomogeneous Sobolev space H® is given via
(2.1) el = 110"l 2,
while the homogeneous Sobolev space H* is defined by
el e = N1s Pullzs.
Let U(t) denote the solution operator to the linear Schrodinger equation
ug +Au =0, xR,
that is
Ultyuo(a) = [ 2=~ o i)

We denote by X*% = X**(R x R) the completion of S(R x R) with respect to the following
norm

[ull o0 = MU (=)l g rp = [1K€)° (T +47T2§2>bﬁ(§77')”L3L§a
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where @(&, 7) is the space-time Fourier Transform

u(&, ) :/R/Re‘2m(§m+ﬁ)u(:n,t)dxdt.

Furthermore for a given time interval J, we define

s - i f s,b.
I£xeay = _inf llglleo

Often we will drop J.
2.3. Some known estimates. Now we recall a few known estimates that we shall need.

First, we state the following Strichartz estimate [I5], [I7]. We recall that a pair of exponents
(g,r) is called admissible in R if

2 1 1

-+-=—, 2<gq,r<oo.

qg r 2

Proposition 2.1. Let (q,r) and (q,7) be any two admissible pairs. Suppose that u is a
solution to

iug + Au— G(z,t) =0, xz € J xR,
u(z,0) = ug(x).
Then we have the estimate
(2:2) lullLazrxry S lluollzz) + HGHLg’Lg/(JX]R)
with the prime exponents denoting Holder dual exponents.

Since

—

U (t)uo(&) = e~ ™9 15(¢)
we have that
U @)uol|pserz < lluollze-
Hence

(2.3) [ullLgorz = IUOU(=)ullpgerz S NU(=D)ullpgerz S llull xoar2+,

where in the last inequality we applied the definition of the X*? spaces, the basic estimate
llu||gee < ||a||f1, and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. The estimate (2.3]) combined with
the Sobolev embedding theorem implies that

(2.4) lullseree S llull xr/zease
The Strichartz estimate gives us

(2.5) lullzors < llullxo./z+
If we interpolate equations (2.4]) and (23] we get

(2.6) lullzere < llull xarwire,

with a;(p) = (3 — %)—l— and 6 < p < oc.
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3. THE I-METHOD AND THE LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE [-SYSTEM

3.1. The I-operator and the hierarchy of energies. Let us define the operator I. For
s < 1 and a parameter N >> 1 let m(&) be the following smooth monotone multiplier:

© 1 if |§] < N,
m(§) :=
(Ehys=1 i ¢ > 2N,
We define the multiplier operator I : H® — H' by
Tu(§) = m(§)a(§).
The operator I is smoothing of order 1 — s and we have that:
(3.1) [ull o000 S IHTullxs0 4100 S N5l o000

for any sg, by € R.

We set
(3.2) E'(u) = E(Tu),
where

B@() =5 [ lun(®Pdo+ g [ fult)ds = E(uo).

We call E!(u) the first modified energyﬁ. Since we base our approach on the analysis of a
second modified energy, we collect some facts concerning the calculus of multilinear forms
used to define the hierarchy, see, for example [21].

If n > 2 is an even integer we define a spatial multiplier of order n to be the function
Mn(£17£27 s 7£n) on Fn = {(517627 s 7£n) € {Rn : 61 + 62 + ... +£n = 0} which we endow
with the standard measure §(&1 + & + ...+ &,). If M, is a multiplier of order n, 1 < j <n
is an index and [ > 1 is an even integer, the elongation X Jl (M,,) of M, is defined to be the
multiplier of order n + [ given by

XEM) (&, 6 nrt) = Mu(€ry o 61,8 + oo+ &t &t - - Enl)-

Also if M, is a multiplier of order n and f1, fo, ..., fn are functions on R we define

An(Mn;flvf% 7fn) = Mn(£1,£2, s 7£n) Hfj(£])7
=1

I'n

and we adopt the notation A, (My; f) = Ap(My; f, f, ..oy f, f). Observe that A, (M,; f) is
invariant under permutations of the even ¢; indices, or of the odd ; indices.
If f is a solution of (ILI)) the following differentiation law holds for the multilinear forms

Ay (My; f):

n

(3.3) Ohn(My,) = iNg (M, Y (=1Y83) = iNnya (D (-1 X[ (M,)).
j=1

j=1
Observe that in this notation the first modified energy ([B2) can be written as follows:

= 5/ ’aqude + 6/ ’Iu’ﬁdx = —§A2(m1§1m2§2) + éAﬁ(ml...mG)
R R

where m; = m(§;).

E'(u)

50mne can actually informally define a hierarchy of modified energies for different nonlinear dispersive

equations, see [6] 8] 9] .
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Now we define the second modified energy

1 1
E*(u) = —§A2(m1§1m2§2) + EAG(MG(&,&, - 86)),
where Mg(k1, k2, ..., k¢) is the following multiplier:

 Imied — m3&5 + m3€5 — micd + m3EE — mg&d
3 G-G+8-G+8-¢6

We remark that the zero set of the denominator corresponds to the resonant set for a six-
waves interaction. Also Mg contains more “cancellations” than the multiplier mq...mg that
appears in E'.

The differentiation rules (8:3]) together with the fundamental theorem of calculus implies
the following Lemma, which will be used to prove that E? is almost conserved.

(34) M6(£17£27"'7£6) =

Lemma 3.1. Let u be an H' solution to (I1). Then for any T € R and § > 0 we have

T+6
(3.5) E%MT+®%JWWGD=A1 Avo(Mios u(t))dt,

with Ml(] = _# Z{Mﬁ(gabcdeaéfaggaghygiygj) - M6(£a7£bcdef7£g7£h7£i7£j) +
Mﬁ(gav5b7£cdefg7£h7£i7£j) - Mﬁ(gavé.b)ngé.defgh)gi)gj) +

M6(£a7 é.bv 507 gda 56fghj7 gj) - Mﬁ(gay gb) 667 £d7 667 é.fghij)}:

where the summation runs over all permutations {a,c,e,g,i} = {1,3,5,7,9} and {b,d, f,h,j}
={2,4,6,8,10}. Furthermore if |;| < N for all j then the multiplier My vanishes.

As it was observed in [2I] one has
Proposition 3.2. The multiplier Mg defined in ([3.4)) is bounded on its domain of definition.

3.2. Modified Local Well-Posedness. In this subsection we shall prove a local well-
posedness result for the modified solution v and some a priori estimates for it.
Let J = [to,t1] be an interval of time. We denote by Z;(J) the following space:

Z1(J) = S1(7) N X7*(J)
where b = 1/2+ and
Si(J)={f| sup €02 ) L fllLary (rxr) < 00},

(q,r) admissible i
X7y = {F] I Fllxra0xmy < 0o}
Proposition 3.3. Let s > 0. and consider the IVP
(3.6) iTug + ATu — I(Ju|*u) =0,
(3.7) Tu(z,to) = Tug(z) € H'(R), 2 €R, tcR.

Then for any ug € H® there exists a time interval J = [to,to+ 3], § = 6(|[{uo||z1) and there
exists a unique u € Z1(J), solution to B0l and BI). Moreover there is continuity with
respect to the initial data.
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Proof. The proof of this proposition proceeds by the usual fixed point method (see [9] ) on
the space Z7(J). Since the estimates are very similar to the ones we provide in the proof of
Proposition B4 below, in particular (3I8]) and (B:26]), we omit the details. We only remark
that the smallness of § will be used once one compares [BI8) and ([B:26]) with the fact that
for any v € Z;(J)

11v][ Lo Ls (rxr) < S v

O

Proposition 3.4. Let s > 0. If u is a solution to the IVP ([B.0)-B.1) on the interval
J = [to, t1], which satisfies the following a priori bound

6
||Iu||L?Lg(J><R) < W,
where p is a small universal constant, then

(3.8) lullz, () S I[Huoll g

Proof. We start by obtaining a control of the Strichartz norms. Applying (9,) to ([B.6) and
using the Strichartz estimate in Proposition 2] for any pair of admissible exponents (gq, )
we obtain

(3.9) K0 Tl Loy S w0l + 11(02) 1 (ful*u)

6 .
5
z

[ s
L7 L

Now we notice that the multiplier (9,)I has a symbol which is increasing as a function of
|| for any s > 0. Using this fact one can modify the proof of the Leibnitz rule for fractional
derivatives and prove its validity for (9,)I. See also Principle A.5 in the appendix of [18].
This remark combined with (3.9]) implies that

10a) Tull gy S | Tuoll gy + \\<3x>IUI!Lng\\u4|!L§L§
(3.10) S WMuollay + llullz, () llullzs s

where to obtain ([BI0) we used Holder’s inequality and the definition of Z(J).
In order to obtain an upper bound on ||u|| L6 We perform a Littlewood-Paley decompo-

sition along the following lines. We note that a similar approach was used in [9], Lemma
3.1. We write

(o]
(3.11) u=un, + Y un;,
=1

where uy, has spatial frequency support for (§) < N, while up; 1is such that its spatial
Fourier transform is supported for ({) ~ N; = 2" with hj 2 logN and j =1,2,3,.... Let
e > 0. The triangle inequality applied on (B.I1]) gives

o
lullzsre < llunllzsrs + Z llun; Lo
i=1

[e.9]
(3.12) = ungllzgrg + > lun, g o llun; s
j=1
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On the other hand, by using the definition of the operator I, the definition of the uy;’s and
the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem we observe the following:

(3.13) [Lunollzore S IHullpszs,
(3.14) lungllzers S Nj SN Tun, | pope, §=1,2,3, ...
(315) ”uNg”Lng S.z N]'_SNS_1H<81‘>IUNJ'HL?L27 j = 172737

Now we use the estimates (B13]) - (BI5) to obtain the following upper bound on (3.12)

(0. ]
- -1 1-
lullsze S IMullpszs + E le TN Lun; N s 1o 102) Tun; g e
J:

which after noticing that N*~! < 1 implies
o
_ 1—
(3.16) lullpsre S Mullpsgs + D N; TN g o 140) Tun | oo
j=1
Now using the cheap Littlewood-Paley inequality

sup [lun; [[e < [|ullze
J

for 1 < p < oo, and summing (BI6]), we have that for any s > €

(3.17) lullzors < [[Tullpszs + HIUHELngH@xﬂuﬂgzg,

which combined with (BI0) implies

(318) 10 Tullzgzg S ol + lullz, oI Tulldg s + Il ITul

Now we shall obtain a control of the X*® norm. We use Duhamel’s formula and the
theory of X*? spaces (for details, see, [14], [I6]) to obtain

(3.19) 00Tl o3 < Nuoll s + 102 I (Jul )| 4o, 3 -
However interpolating between

lullzszs S ull oy
and

HU”Lng S llullxoo
we obtain

lull oo S el oy

which by duality gives

ol oy el g

Hence ([BI9) implies
(3.20) [l o gv S [Huollmy + ||(5m>1(|u|4u)||Lg+Lg+-
+ T
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As we noticed earlier when obtaining an upper bound on the Strichartz norms, the Leibnitz
rule for fractional derivatives can be proved for (0,)I. Therefore after applying the Leibnitz
rule to (3:20]) we obtain:

4
Hull 1y S Huollgy + 11(02) Tull pg e [l \|L§+L§+

3
(3.21) S Huoll gy + llullz, oy lull o+ o+ llwllze s
where to obtain ([B21I]) we used Holder’s inequality and the definition of Z7(.J). An upper
bound on [[u|[zs s is given by (BIT). In order to obtain an upper bound on ||u||L§+Lg+ we

proceed as follows. First, we perform a dyadic decomposition and write u as in ([B.I1]). The
triangle inequality applied on (BI1]) gives

o0
lull o+ po+ S lluno ll o+ po+ + > lun; [l o+ po+
j=1

[ee]
55 nrS— )
(3:22) = uollgge o+ D2 NE N @) T g
j=1
where in order to obtain ([B:22)) we used the following inequality which can be verified by

recalling the definition of the operator I, the definition of the uy;” and the Marcinkiewicz
multiplier theorem:

o— -1 1-6 .
lun; o+ o+ S NFTENT(02) ~ Tuny || o pors 5= 1,2,3,
In order to further bound the right hand side of ([3.22)), first we notice that N*~! < 1. Then

we apply the cheap Littlewood-Paley inequality as before and sum (3.:22]) to obtain for any
s>0

)
(3.23) ||’LL||L§+L2+ S HIUHL?*LE* + [[{9)* Iu||L?+Lg+.
However
=
(3.24) 1(8x)" IUHLg+Lg+ < ”IUHXL%JH

which follows from interpolating

lullzze < oy
and

lullzgerse < llull g 3+
Now we combine ([.23) and (3:24]) to obtain

(3.25) el o v < w1y

By applying the inequalities obtained in ([BI7) and ([B:25]) to bound the right hand side
of (BZI]), we obtain

(326)  Wullage S Iuollms + Il oyl o + 52 1l %
The desired bound ([B.8) follows from (BI8]) and (B:26]). O

3.3. E2(u) is a small perturbation of E'(u). Now we shall prove that the second energy
E?(u) is a small perturbation of the first energy E'(u).



12 DANIELA DE SILVA, NATASA PAVLOVIC, GIGLIOLA STAFFILANI, AND NIKOLAOS TZIRAKIS

Decomposition remark. Our approach to prove that the second energy is a small per-
turbation of the first energy as well as to prove a decay for the increment of the second
energy is based on obtaining certain multilinear estimates in appropriate functional spaces
which are L?-based. Hence, whenever we perform a Littlewood-Paley decomposition of a
function we shall assume that the Fourier transforms of the Littlewood-Paley pieces are
positive. Moreover, we will ignore the presence of conjugates. At the end we will always
keep a factor of order NN, ., where N, is the largest frequency of the different pieces, in
order to perform the summations. The details for both the Propositions and can be
found in [21I], but we choose to present the main points of the argument to make the paper

as self-contained as possible.

Proposition 3.5. Assume that u solves (1) with s > 1/3. Then
E2(u) = B (u) + O(N~) | Tul%:.

Moreover if || Tul|gr = O(1) then |0, 1ull?, S E*(u).

Proof. By the definition of the first and second modified energy we have

1 6
—AG(MG — Hm,)

(3.27) E2(u) = —%A2(m1§1m2§2) + %AG(MG) = E'u) + ¢
i=1

Hence it suffices to prove the following pointwise in time estimate

(3.28) Moo — [[mol(®) < OV Tulc.)
=1

Combining the Decomposition Remark with the fact that Mg is bounded (by Proposition
B2)) and that m is bounded (by its definition) it is enough to show that

u(&;) S E|fu( )13 -
/stl_ll J N H}

Towards this aim, we use again a dyadic decomposition and one can easily check that it
suffices to show the following:

(3.29) /F HuN (&) S NNE HIIIuN HH1

where we recall that uy; is supported around (§) ~ Nj.

We can rearrange the sizes of the frequencies so that Ny > Ny > N3 > Ny > NF > Ng
and for simplicity set uy, = u; and u Ny = uj

We may assume that Ni > N, otherwise Mg — [[°_; m; = 0 and B28) follows trivially.
We have that

6 1 6
/ [T < e | 115 S i1l ) IT g
j=2

T j—1 j=2
by reversing Plancherel and applying Holder’s inequality. Moreover by Sobolev embedding

VUil o~ S Ml e+
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and thus
1
(&) S —luj]|®
/1“61_[ 3\S3) S pre Il gpass+

In addition for s > 1/3 we have
il v SNPGH 1 grems S M5l
Thus ([3.29) follows. O

Remark. As mentioned in the introduction, we obtain global well-posedness for s > 1/3,
which is exactly the restriction on s of the previous proposition. So this regularity is a
threshold to the method, at least if one wants to use the second modified energy.

3.4. An upper bound on the increment of E2(u). In Lemma B we proved that an
increment of the second energy can be expressed as

T+6
E2(u(T +6)) — B2 (u(T)) = / Avo(Mios u(t))dt.
T

Hence in order to control the increment of the second energy we shall find an upper bound
on the Ajg form, which we do in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. For any Schwartz function u, and any § ~ 1, we have that

5
/ AlO(M10§u(t))‘ S N_2+”[U”_1x01,1/2+=
0

for s > 1/4.

Proof. We observe that Mg is bounded as an elongation of the bounded multiplier Mg. We
perform a dyadic decomposition as in Proposition B.5 and we borrow the same notation.
Since we are integrating over I'1g, we have that N ~ N3, and we may assume that N7 2 N
otherwise Mjo = 0. Thus we consider N ~ N5 2> N.

. 1 1

Since N )m(NE ) (NFNE)T™ S xz= we have
10

[ MmHu]\ < 0, Tl g 00 Tl s T 1 g
j=3
- ()
(330) ~  N2- ”Iu”Xl 1/2+ ”UH ,77)+ 1/2+
(3.31) S (Nl*) 2+”[U”X1 1/2+

where in order to obtain ([330) we use (Z.3]) and to obtain ([331]) we use the fact that for
5> % the following inequality holds

HUH (3-Haer = Hu”X1/4+ 124+ ”Iu”lel/“'
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4. THE ALMOST MORAWETZ ESTIMATE

In this section we shall prove an interaction Morawetz estimate for the smoothed out
solution Iu, hence the name “almost Morawetz” estimate. Our estimate reads as follows:

Theorem 4.1. Let u € S be a solution to the NLS

(4.1) iug + Au = |u|tu, (2,t) € R x [0,T].

Then, there exists a conver function a : R* — R with Va € L™ (R*), such that
(4.2)

HIuH%ng([Q,T]XR N [Soujli)] ”IUHH; HIUHEg

T
+ / Va(zy, 2, x3,24) - {Npad, Tur TugTugTuy }pdaydesdrsdrydt]
0 Jr4

where
4

4
Noaa =Y (IWNi(w) = Ne(Tw)) ] 1wy,

k=1 j=1,j#k

N =1£12f, fe = f(xr,t), Ne(f) = N(fr), and {-}, is the momentum bracket defined by
{f.9}p = R(fVg—gVF).

Moreover in a time interval J = [to,t1] where the solution u belongs to the space Zi(J) we
have that
(4.3)

t1 1
/ , Va(zy, 2, x3,24) - {Npad, Tur TugTugTuy }pday desdrgdrydt] <S FHuHIZzI(J)
to R

Remark 4.2. In all of our arguments we will work with smooth (Schwartz) solutions. This
will simplify the calculations and will enable us to justify the steps in the subsequent
proofs. Then the local well-posedness theory and the perturbation theory that have been
established (see, for example, [4]) for this problem can be applied to approximate the H*
solutions by smooth solutions.

We prove the above almost Morawetz estimate inspired by the idea of the proof of the
interaction Morawetz estimate for the defocusing nonlinear cubic Schrodinger equation
on R3, [9] and the one that recently appeared in [5]. However we establish a Morawetz
estimate for the almost solution, i.e for Iw itself, which is the main novelty of our approach.
In order to make our presentation complete, first we recall a general approach of obtaining
interaction Morawetz estimates [I0]. Then we present our derivation of the interaction
Morawetz estimate for the almost solution Iu.

4.1. Towards interaction Morawetz estimates. In this subsection we follow [10]. Note
that here we work in general dimension d.
Let u € S be a solution to the NLS

(4.4) i + Au=N(u), (z,t)eREx[0,T).
We say that N corresponds to a defocusing potential G (meaning G positive) if
{N, u}p = GJG



GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR DEFOCUSING L2-CRITICAL NLS IN 1D 15

Here we are denoting by {f, g}, the vector whose components are given by
{f.9Y, = R(f0;9 — 99, f).

For example, in the case when A (u) = |ul*u we have that {N,u}), = —0;G, where G =
3lul®.
Now let us define the momentum density via

(4.5) To; = 23(udju)

and the linearized momentum current

(4.6) Ly, = —0;0k([u]*) + 4R(D;udu).
An easy computation shows that

(4.7) Oy Toj + Ok Lji, = 2{N,u}},

where we adopt Einstein’s summation convention. Thus by integrating in space we have
that in the case when A corresponds to a potential, then the total momentum is conserved
in time,

/ To;(z, t)dx = C.
R

Finally, if a : R? — R is convex then we define the Morawetz action associated to u by the
formula

(4.8) Mq(t) = 2 » Va(z) - S(u(z)Vu(z))de.

We now recall a classical result. The first step in the proof of the estimate (£2) is
obtained by a slight modification of the argument in the following Proposition, in the case
when the forcing term N does not correspond to a defocusing potential. We will state this
result in the form of a corollary.

Proposition 4.3. Let a : RY — R be a convex function and u be a smooth solution to
equation @A) on R x [0,T] with a defocusing potential G. Then, the following inequality
holds

(4.9) / / —AAa)|u(z, t)Pdedt < sup | M,(t)).
R4 t€[0,7)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that a is smooth. Then, a standard
approximation argument concludes the proof for the general case.
According to ([43]) the Morawetz action can be written as

t):/ 8]'(1 TOj-
Rd
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Then thanks to (1),

(4.10) O Mq(t) = /Rd dja 0y To;
— /Rd dja (=0 Lji, + 2{N,u}))
_ /R 9ja (=0 Ly — 20,G)

(4.11) :/ (0;0ka)Ljidr + 2/ Aa G dz,
R4 Rd

where in the last equality we used integration by parts. Now (II]) combined with the
definition of Lj; [6) implies

My (1) :/ (=0,000)0;0(ul?) da:+4/ (9;00)R (Dyudyu) dx+2/ Aa G da
R4 R4

Rd
S /Rd(AAa)\u]de + 2/]Rd Aa G dx + 4/Rd(8j8ka)§R (9;udku) du.
Since 0;0ya is weakly convex we have that
4(8;0ra)R (0udpu) >0
and the trace of the Hessian of 0;0,a, which is Aa, is positive. Thus

_ /Rd(AAa)\uy?dx < O My(t).

Hence by the fundamental theorem of calculus we have that

(4.12) / / —AAa)|u(z, t)Pdedt < sup | M,(t)).
R t€[0,7)

O

In the case of a solution to an equation with a nonlinearity which is not associated to a
defocusing potential, we immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Let a : R* = R be convex and v be a smooth solution to the equation
(4.13) v+ Av=N, (z,t)eRx[0,T].
Then, the following inequality holds

(4.14) / / —AAa)|v(z,t)| dmdt—l—Z/ / Va - {N,v}pdedt < sup [ My(t)],

te[0,T]

where Mg (t) is the Morawetz action corresponding to v.

Now we are ready to derive the main inequality in obtaining interaction Morawetz esti-
mates. Let ug, k = 1,2, be solutions to ([€4]) with nonlinearity /\ka in di—spatial dimensions.
Assume N, has a defocusing potential Gy. Define the tensor product u := (u1 @ ug)(x,t)
for z in R% x R% by the formula

(u1 @ ug)(x,t) = ur(z1,t) uz(xe,t).



GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR DEFOCUSING L2-CRITICAL NLS IN 1D 17

Then, it can be easily verified that u; ® ug solves ([£4]) with forcing term N = /\71 ® ug +
Ny ® uy. Since

{/\Nfl ® ug +/\~/2 ® U, up @ugly = ({/\717U1}p ® |u2|2, {ﬁ27u2}p ® |u1|2)

we have the important fact that the tensor product of defocusing semilinear Schoédinger
equations is also defocusing in the sense that

(M @ ug + No @ ur,u1 @ ug}y = —VG,

where V = (V,,, Vy,) and G = G1 ® Jug |2 +Ga®]u1|?, thus G > 0. Since uj ®usz solves (@A)
and obeys momentum conservation with a defocusing potential, we can apply Proposition
to obtain

T
(4.15) / / (—AAa)|uy @ ug|*(z,t)dxdt < sup |ME2(t)],
R%1 xR%2 t€[0,T]

where A = A, + A,, is the d; + do Laplacian, a is any real-valued convex function on
R% x R% and M22(t) is the Morawetz action that corresponds to u; ® us.

Clearly, this argument can be generalized to an arbitrary number of solutions wuy to (£.4)
with nonlinearity /\N/'k with a defocusing potential GGi. Indeed one obtains

T
(4.16) / / (—AAQ)V]2(z, )dadt < sup [ME(2)],
R1 x... xR te[0,T)
with @ := (21, ..., 21),0(z) == QF_, ui(z), N == Zleﬁi & ;i uj, and M (t) the Morawetz
action corresponding to v. B
Moreover, in the case when A, does not have a defocusing potential, then according to

Corollary 4] we get,
(4.17)

T T _
/ / (—AAa)]fu]Q(x,t)da:dt—FQ/ / Va{N,v}pdrdt S sup |[MEPk(t)].
0 JRIx.. . xR% 0 JRIx.. . xR% te[0,T)
We will use (£I7)) in the proof of Theorem E.Tl

4.2. Interaction Morawetz estimates. Estimate (£I6]) turns out to be very useful, as
a careful choice of the function a allows one to obtain bounds on a particular Lebesgue
norm of a solution to equation (€4 with defocusing potential. For example, let u be a
solution to (A4l with a defocusing potential, in dimension d = 3. Let k = 2, dy = dy = 3,
u1 = ug = u, and choose

a(x) = a(xy,x2) = |x1 — x32|.
Then an easy calculation shows that —AAa = C(|z1 — x2|), and equation ([ZI6]) gives

/ / u(z,t)[*de < sup |[ME2(t)].
R3 t€[0,T]

It can be shown using Hardy’s inequality (for details see [9]) that when d = 3
sup [Mg2()] S sup [[u(®)]?
te[0,7) te[0,7) H2
and thus

u(x,t < sup |lu(®)|?
e Ol 00 5 st O,
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which is the interaction Morawetz estimate that appears in [9].
Analogously, in the case d = 1, let u be a solution to (@4 with a defocusing potential,

andlet k=4,dy=...=dy =1, and u; = ... = ugy = u. Then ([{I0) reads
T 4

(4.18) / / (—AAa)H lu(as, t)Pdeydeodesdrydt < sup |[ME4(t)].
0 JRr4 Pl te[0,T]

In order to proceed as in the case d = 3 and obtain a bound on a Lebesgue norm of u, we
need to choose an appropriate function a, and get an upper bound on the right hand side.
An elegant idea to obtain the desired bound can be found in [5]. Precisely, one performs
an orthonormal change of variables z = Az with A orthonormal matrix, and writes ([IS])
with respect to the z-variable. Notice that A, = A, and also the orthonormal change of
variables leaves invariant the inner product which appears in the Morawetz action on the
right hand side of (@I8]). Choosing the convex function a(z) to be a(z) = (23 + 23 + 23)1/?
(hence —A,A,a(z) = 47d(22, 23, 24)), it is possible to estimate quickly the right hand side,
and then going back to the xz-variable one obtains the following estimate

8 7
(4.19) lalls os S Sup [[wll g [ull z2-

)

For the details we refer the reader to [5]. We will use the same orthonormal transformation
and the same choice of function a in the proof of our almost Morawetz estimate.

4.3. Almost Morawetz estimate. Proof of Theorem [4.Il Recall that v € S is a
solution to the NLS

(4.20) iug + Au=N(u), (z,t) € R x[0,T],

with NV (u) = |u|*u. Let us set
4
IU(z,t) = I @I Q1R I(u(z,t) ®u(xe,t) @ u(zs, t) @ u(xg,t)) = Hfu(xj,t).
j=1

If u solves ([@20) for d = 1, then IU solves ([E20) on R* x [0, 7], with right hand side N7
given by
4

4
NIZZ(I(Nk) H Tu;).

k=1 j=1,j#k

Here and henceforth we set uj, = u(xy,t), and N, = N (uy). Hence, according to (LIT), we
have the following estimate:

T T
(4.21) / / (—AAQ) TV (x, t)dwdt + 2 / Va. (N, U}, dadt < sup | M (),
0 R4 0 R4 (0,7

with M/ (t) the Morawetz action associated to IU, and a : R* — R convex function.
Now let us decompose,

NI :Ngood +Nbad7
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where
4
Ngoodzz (Tug) H IuJ
k=1 J=1,j#k
4
Noaa =Y (I(Ng) = N(Tuy)) H Tuy.
k=1 J=1,j#k

The first summand Nyeeq creates a defocusing potential and thus

T
/ Va - {Nyood, IU }pdxdt > 0.
0 R4

Therefore, [@21)) yields,

T
(4.92) l/ (—AA)TUP(z, t)dzdt < sup |ML(0)]
0 Jra [0,7]

/ Va - {Nbad,IU}pdﬂjdt

After performing a change of variables as in Subsection 4.2, and using the same weight
function a we obtain the following estimate:

Hul7s s < o [re P ven

T
(4.23) + / Va - {Nbada IulIUQIU3IU4}pd$1dxgdx3d$4dt.
0 R4

Notice that the dot product on the right hand side is left invariant under the change of
variables. Also, |V a(z)| = 1 and hence, since the matrix A is orthonormal, |V a(z)| = 1.
Thus we immediately obtain the L* bound on 0y,a, |0,a(z)| < 1, i = 1,2,3,4, that we
strongly use in the following calculations.

This concludes the proof of the first part of our Theorem. We now proceed to prove the
estimate (£3)), which is the core of this theorem.

We restrict on a time interval J = [to,¢1] on which the solution u belongs to the space
Z1(J). We wish to compute the dot product under the sign of integral in (£.23)). First we
observe that Va is real valued, thus

Va-R(fVg—gVf)=R(Va-(fVg—-gVYf)).

Hence, the desired dot product equals

4 4
(4.24) R\ D 0n,a | Nyag O, (TuaTup TusTug) — (] | 115)02,Nyad
i=1 j=1



20 DANIELA DE SILVA, NATASA PAVLOVIC, GIGLIOLA STAFFILANI, AND NIKOLAOS TZIRAKIS

We start by computing the first summand. Using the definition of Nj,4, and the fact that
0z, acts only on Tu; we obtain the following,

Noad Oz, (Tug TugTugTug) — (H Iu]) Oy Npad

4
= (Z(I(Nk N (Tuy)) H Iuh) (8, Tuy) (TugTuzTug)
k=1

h=1,h+#k

_ (Hluj) Oz, (24:( (Ng) = N (Tug)) H Iuh)

h=1,hk

4
= (Z(I(Nk I’LLk H Iuh) azllul)(luﬂuglm)

k=1 h=1,h=k

h=1,h=k

4

— Hfuj (Z Oy (I(Ng) — N (Tuy)) H Iuh)
k=1

- Hluj (Z(I(Nk) N (Tuyg)) H Tuy, )

j=1 k=1 h 1h#k
4
= (Z(I(Nk N (Tuy)) H Iuh) (Opy Tur) (TugTugTuy)
k=1 h=1,h#k
4 4
— I 1w (arl (I(NY) — N (Tuy)) H Iuh>
j=1 h=2
4 4
—Hluj (Z(I(Nk)./\f([uk 1) (Oy Tur )( H Tuy, )
j=1 k=2 h=2,hk

= (I Nl) —N(Iul))(axllul)(lu21u3[u4)2

4 4
+ (Z([(Nk) —N([uk)) H Iuh> (lelul)(1u21u3[u4)
k=2 h=1,h#k

j=1
4 4

—Hluj (Z(I(Nk)N(Iuk (Oy Tur)( H Iuh)
=1 o h=2,hstk

Now notice that the 2nd and 4th term in the last expression cancel each other, hence

Nbad( 1 (IU1]UQIU3IU4 (H Iu]) amlead
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= (I(Nl) —./\/'(Iul))(amllul)(IU2Iu3[U4)2
4 4
— 17w (axl (TN = N(run) T fuk>
j=1 k=2
= [([(Nl) —N([ul))c“?xl[ul — 8951([(./\/1) —N(Iul))ful] (IUQIU3IU4)2.

Hence the first summand in (£.24)) is given by,
R (Op,a[(I(N1) = N (Tu1)) 0, Tty — Oy (I(N7) — N (Tur)) us] (Iu21u3[U4)2) )

Analogously one can see that the ith summand, i = 1,2, 3,4 is given by:
j=4
R\ O, [(TNG) = N (1)) D, Tui = D (THNG) = N (Tug)) Tws] ([ Twy)* | -
Thus, our error term

t1 4
&= / Va - (Nbad(V(Iu1]u21u3[U4)) — H IujVNbad)
to R4

i=1

reduces to

t1 4
£ = R /t /R S {000 [(T(NR) — N (1)) T, — 0y (I(NG) — N (Ts)) T

=1

4
< (] Iw)?}derdeodrsdadt).

J=Lj#k
Hence, by symmetry,
(4.25) €< |E],
where
E = /t:l R4{0x1a [(I(N7) = N (Tuy))8, Tug — 0y, (I(N1) — N (Tug)) Tuy
4
x (I ] Tuy)*}da1dzwodusde,dt.
j=2
We have,

(4.26) |E| < By + E»
where

t1 4
El:/ /4|8x1a||1(,/\/’1)—,/\/’(Iul)||8m1]u1|H|Iuj|2dx1dx2d:n3dx4dt
to R j=2
and
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t1 4
By = / /4 10, /|0y (TI(NY) — N (Tuy)) [ Tus | [ | T day dvydasdasdt.
to R

Jj=2

Since |0y, a| < 1, after applying Fubini’s theorem we have

(/ / |I ./\/1 IU1)||am1]’LL1|d$1dt> ||I’LL||%;>OL%,

and

t1
B, < ( [ [oauon) —N(Iul))llfmldwldt> T,
to R

Since the pair (00, 2) is admissible, we then obtain (rename z; = x ):

</ /u N (1)), Tuldz dt> S, o

and
t1 6
Brs ([ [10a) = Nrupliralds at) Jul
0
Therefore,
By < [IN) = Nl 13 2 10 Tull oo 2 ull%, ()
and

By < 0.(IN) = N (Tu)) |y 2 I Tull e 12 ]S, -

Again, since (00, 2) is admissible we obtain:

By < HWN) = N(Iu) g2 2 ullz,

and
By < (|0:(I(N) = N(Iw))l| 1 22 HuH?Z](J)
Therefore, from (£26) and the bounds above, we deduce that
(4.27) |E] < (llI(N) =Nz 2 + 10:(INV) —N(IU))lngLg> el %, (-

We proceed to estimate [0y (I(N) — N (Iu))| 112, which is the hardest of the two terms.

Toward this aim, let us observe that since N'(u) = |u[Pu with p = 4, we will be able to work
on the Fourier side to estimate the commutator I(N) — N (Iu).
We computeE

—

O (IN) — N () (€) = /§ o O =) mlEaler) i) . s

6we ignore complex conjugates, since our computations are not effected by conjugation.
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We decompose v into a sum of dyadic pieces localized around N; in the usual way. In all
the estimates that follow we obtain a factor of order N5, in order to be able to perform

the summations at the end. We omit this technical detail. Then,

(4.28) 119 (IN) = N ()l 12 = 102 (TIN) = N (Tw)ll .2

<

Nl, N5

I/ Elm(€) —m(&2) - m(E )T ... T . ds | 11
E=E1+...+E55] 8|~y

/ [m(§) —m(&) - m(&s)]
Nl, RIS S S e S S H IS NG m(&1)---m (55)

Without loss of generality, we can assume that the N;’s are rearranged so that

Tuy ... Tusdé: ... dés||p; -

Ny >...> Ns.
Set,
61 85) = (614 )M B e )],
Then,
6
617"'765 :Z 61,...,65
with -

0 (15 &) = x5(&, -5 65)o (s, &),

where x;(&1,...,&) are smooth characteristic functions of the sets Q; defined as follows:
O ={|&| ~ Niyi=1,...,5; Ny < N}.
QQZ{’&’N Z,Z—l,...,5;N1 ZN>>N2}.
Q3 ={|&| ~ Ny,i=1,...,5;N; > Ny > N > N3.}
Q4—{’§Z’NNZ,i—1,...,5;N1 2N22N32N>>N4}.

Q5 = {|&| ~ Niyi=1,...,5;N; > Ny > N3 > Ny 2 N > Ns}.
Qﬁ—{’&’NNZ,Z—1,...,5;N1,...,N5ZN}.
Hence, from ([A28]) we get,
(4.29)

10:(IN) = N(Tu))ll Ly 12

6 6
Z ZH/ Uj(fl,---,Es)m---md&---d&HLng: Z ZLJ-

Ni,..,Ns j=1 J&=81t 48 N1,..,N5 j=1

We proceed to analyze the contribution of each of the integrals L.

Contribution of Lq. Since o7 is identically zero, L gives no contribution to the sum
above.

Contribution of Ly. We have,

H/ 02(61+ oo+ &) Tur .. Tusdéy ... dEs| 12
=61+ +&5
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1 N 0 —
= — 51, ..,55 Iu1 am I’LLQI’LL5d£1d£5 172
! et e 66 aa( ){0x) Tu1(0z) sz
5
||< o) Tual| s a0 [1(00) Tz | 3 o T T 1120l 110
j=3

where in the last line we used the Coifman-Meyer multiplier theorem, and Hélder in time.
The application of the multiplier theorem is justified by the fact that the symbol

(12(51, s 755) = %02(517 s 765)

is of order zero. The L* bound follows after an application of the mean value theorem.
Indeed,

Ve,m(§1) (&2 + ... + &) <N N N <1
m(&1) "NINy Ny ™

laz (&1, .- ,55)|_ N |§1+ A+ &5

Contribution of L3. We have,

I/ o€+ .+ )T . T de .. d€sl| 1 2
§=&1+...4Es

—

1 N —

= — —o03(&1,...,¢ Tui(Oz)Tusy ... Tusdé; ... d€

N|| s e 06 3(&1 5)(0x) Tu1 (Op) Tuz 5d&y 5||Lt1Lg
5

@) T g0 1402 Tl oo TT W gz
j=3
where in the last line we used the Coifman-Meyer multiplier theorem, and Holder in time.
The application of the multiplier theorem is justified by the fact that the symbol

az(&1,...,8) = %0’3(&, s Es5)

is of order zero. The L*° bound follows from the following chain of inequalities,

m(& + ...+ &)

laz(&1, .-, 85) S N, 161+ +&5]( m(§ Y (&) +1)
N N1
NlNQ(m(Ng) +N1)

We have used the fact that |{|m(§) is monotone increasing and thus

(G 4.+ &Im& + ...+ &) S Nim(&).
It is now evident what is the contribution of the remaining cases.

Contribution of L,.

H/ 0'4(51+---+£5)I/1H---I/1Edfl---d£5”LtlL2
E=trt..+65 ¢

5
S N2 (0 >IU1HL°L10”< >Iu2HL°L10”< >IU3HL°L10 H HIUJHL°‘L10
=4
where in this case the symbol to which we apply the multiplier theorem is:
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2

(14(51,---,65) égé-

(517 .- 755)'
Contribution of Ls.

||/ 0'5(61—l—...—|—£5)I’LL1...I’LL5d£1...d£5HL%L2
E=t1+..+Es ¢

< N3 H €02 ) Tus| 3 1o [ Tus || L3 1o
where in this case the symbol to Wthh we apply the multiplier theorem is:

N3

05(51,...,65) 61526364

o(&15---585)-

Contribution of Lg.

| o6(&u+ .o &) ur e Tusdéy . sl S [V4:[I|| Mugllps 0,
E=E1+...+E5

where in this case the symbol to which we apply the multiplier theorem is:
N4
E16oEs8as”

In all the cases above, we proved the L* bound for the symbols a;({1,...,&5),i = 2,...,6.
We proceed here to determine the bound on J¢ az. The remaining bounds are left to the
reader. Recall that

CL6(§1,...,§5) (61,...,65).

a2(€17"' 755) = —g (517"' 765)X2(§17"'7§5)'

Hence,

’a§1a2‘ S‘afl( (617’-’765)))(2(517"'765)‘—’_

182
‘afl(XZ(fla"'7§5))§ g (517"'755)"

The bound on the second summand, follows as the L* bound on as. We proceed to
bound the first summand, that in turn is bounded by the sum of the following two terms:

§1& —&&+ ...+ &)
363

S+ 48 Omt...+8&)
o e m&+ . +85) g

Again, an application of the mean value theorem gives that

m(& + ...+ &) —m(&)
m(&1)

(4.30) IN

[ I

afl (él)
m2(&1)

(4.31) N II-

NN2

NNﬂth
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As for (£31)), it is easy to see that

aflm(gl + ...+ 55)

while, using also the monotonicity of |£|m() in the form

[(E14+ ...+ &)m& + ...+ &) S Nym(&)

one gets

|1+ ... +&)m(& +~-+§5)W\ N

Thus,
@3 <1,

and we obtain the desired bound on ¢, as.

Finally, since the pair (5,10) is admissible, we obtain that in all of the cases above

H/ 0i(€1+ o+ &) Tur .. Tusdéy ... dés| 2
§=61+...+&5

1
S <l o

Therefore, we deduce from (£.29]) that

1
10(TN) = N(TuD gy 2 S =l -
Analogously,
1
[HN) =N{u)|pip2 S FHUH%I(J)'

Hence, in view of (£27) we obtain the following estimate for the error term,

1
1B S o= el
Thus, (4.25)) implies

t1 4 1
/ / Noaa(V(Tur TugTugTug)) — T [ Tu; VNwea | | S <= IlullZ s

j=1

which concludes the proof.

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM [.1]

Suppose that u(z,t) is a global in time solution to (I.I)) with initial data ug € C§°(R™).
Set ut(z) = )\—ﬂ—u(%, ). We choose the parameter A so that [|[Iug|| g1 = O(1), that is
2

1—s
A~ N5 .
Next, let us pick a time Ty arbitrarily large, and let us define

S={0 <t < NTp + [ TuM| 1o 16 (0,1 x) < KtisNs},
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with K a constant to be chosen later. We claim that S is the whole interval [0, \2Tp)].
Indeed, assume by contradiction that it is not so, then since

A
1| 26 8 ([0, xR)
is a continuous function of time, there exists a time 7" € [0, \>Tp] such that
L1
(5.1) 176 Lo 28 (o,17xm) > KT BN
(5.2) 176 s 28 o, 17xm) < 2K TN,
We now split the interval [0, 7] into subintervals Jy, k = 1, ..., L in such a way that

A6
1Tz 2y my < Ho

with p as in Proposition B4l This is possible because of (.2]). Then, the number L of
possible subintervals must satisfy

53 . (2KTwN5)S  (2K)T5N3
. ’ p .

From Proposition B4 and Propositions and we know that, for any 1/3 < s <1

L
sup E(Iu(t)) < E(Tuy) + ~5
[0.7] N

and by our choice of A, E(Iu}) < 1. Note that if we restrict to s > 1/3 we can apply the
previous Propositions. Hence, in order to guarantee that

E(Iu) <1
holds for all ¢ € [0,7] we need to require that
L < N2

Since T < A?Tp, according to (5.3)), this is fulfilled as long as
(2K)5(\2Tp)sN5

~ N<.

]

From our choice of A, the expression (5.4]) implies that

1 6 s s
quo§ (2f) ~ N%_Q(gs - = N2(335 - .

Thus if s > 1/3, we have that N is a large number for Tj large.

(5.4)

Now recall the a priori estimate (23]

Hul7s s < Sol’lszIUHmHIUHEer

T
/ Va - {Npag, Iur TugTugluy }pdzy deodrsdr,dt) .
0 JRr4

Set

Error(t) := Va - {Npaq, Iur TugTugIuy }pday drodrsdey.
R4
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By Theorem 1] and Proposition B.4] on each interval J, we have that

1 12 1 A 12 1
[ Brrortyar < Ll £ g ImA ol S 5

Summing all the J;’s we have that

T 1
/ Error(t)dt‘ SL—~—~N.
0

Therefore,
T
1y % sup 1l 1 + | [ Brror(od] S 145 ~ .
T7E  tel0,T) 0

which implies
(5.5) 17y ps S N5
On the other hand Holder inequality in time together with the definition of the I operator

and conservation of mass gives

1 1 1 1
66 I, e < THRlge o2 S THW g = THuolz ~ T3

Interpolation between (G.A]) and (B.G]) gives that
A 1 1
10y, o < CTHNE.

This estimate contradicts (5] for an appropriate choice of K. Hence S = [0, \2Tp), and
Ty can be chosen arbitrarily large. In addition, we have also proved that for s > 1/3

17u*(N*To) 11 = O(1).
Then,
[u(To)lrs S lu(To)ll 2 + lu(To)ll s = lluollz2 + A (NTo)l| 4

s(1—s)
SANA V)l SN SN STV,

Since Ty is arbitrarily large, the a priori bound on the H® norm concludes the global well-
posedness of the the Cauchy problem (LII)-(L2).
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