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Almost sure local well-posedness
for the supercritical quintic NLS

Justin T. Brereton

This paper studies the quintic nonlinear Schrédinger equation on R¢ with ran-
domized initial data below the critical regularity H¢~1/2 for d > 3. The main
result is a proof of almost sure local well-posedness given a Wiener randomiza-
tion of the data in H* for s € (%(d —2), %(d — 1)). The argument further devel-
ops the techniques introduced in the work of A. Bényi, T. Oh and O. Pocovnicu
on the cubic problem. The paper concludes with a condition for almost sure
global well-posedness.

1. Introduction

Consider the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation. Given initial
data ¢ € HS(R?), for (7, x) € R x R? the solution u(z, x) € C satisfies

iy 4+ Au = +[u|?u,
ey
u | t=0 — ¢’
where + and — correspond to the defocusing and focusing cases, respectively. This
equation has conserved mass and energy

M) = %/Rdlu(t,x)de,

E(t) = %/Rd|Vu(t,x)|2dxj:#/Rd ez, x) [P+ dx.

The NLS equation is also invariant under a dilation symmetry. Given u(¢, x) that
solves (1), the function u (7, x) = A2/(P=Dy (12, Ax) is a solution with rescaled
initial data for every A. Furthermore there is a Sobolev index s, = % — % such
that the homogeneous Sobolev norm |[u || ;5. is constant under this scaling. This
index s. is known as the scaling critical index, and when % — % =5, =1
the problem is known as energy critical, since the energy scales like H% = H!.
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Given initial data ¢ € H*(R?), the problem is called subcritical when s > s and
supercritical when s < s.

In addition, special pairs of exponents (¢, r) satisfying the bounds 2 < ¢, r < oo
and (¢q,r,d) # (2, 00,2) are called Schrodinger-admissible if

2 ,.d _d
a'+'7=='5- (2)

For such a pair we have the well known Strichartz estimate

1SO 114 1r gy = CIY 1 2gry 3)
where S(7) denotes the linear Schrodinger semigroup operator /2 that corre-
sponds to solving the linear Schrodinger equation for time ¢; see [Strichartz 1977;
Yajima 1987].

It is known that the NLS equation is ill-posed in the supercritical case; for such s
one can construct special initial data ¢ € H*(R?) such that for every T > 0, (1)
has no solution on (=T, T') that stays in H*(R%), as demonstrated in [Alazard and
Carles 2009; Christ et al. 2003]. Though local well-posedness is not guaranteed, it
is important to determine if there are solutions for most supercritical initial data ¢.
This leads one to investigate the problem of almost sure well-posedness for initial
data chosen for supercritical randomized initial data. Pocovnicu, Bényi and Oh
have proven almost sure local well-posedness for the energy critical R* problem
using X% spaces in [Bényi et al. 2015a]. They then proved a separate result for
the cubic equation for all d > 3 using U? and V? spaces and their adaptations for
the Schrodinger equation in [Bényi et al. 2015b].

In this paper we adapt the techniques of [Bényi et al. 2015a; 2015b] in order
to prove local well-posedness in the quintic case for dimension d > 3. Follow-
ing [Bényi et al. 2015a], we apply a Wiener randomization to the initial data
¢ € HS (R9). This randomization method takes a function ¢ € HS (R9) and for
each w in a probability space €2 produces a randomized function

$° = ga(@)n(D —n)¢ )

nezd

that is in HS(R%) with probability 1 but gains regularity with probability 0. The
gn(w) are mean zero, i.i.d. complex random variables that are required to satisfy a
decay condition, the Gaussian being such a random variable. The term n(D —n)
is a Fourier multiplier whose symbol approximates the characteristic function of
the unit cube centered at n in frequency space.

In Section 2 we present several previously known probabilistic bounds on the
Wiener randomization ¢* of ¢ € H*® (R?) as well as its linear Schrodinger evolu-
tion S(#)¢®. One of these is a probabilistic bound on [[(V)*S()$® | La L (1 xra)
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for arbitrarily large values of g, r. For large enough values of ¢, r this is a norm
that scales subcritically, which means we can approach almost sure local well-
posedness as if it is a subcritical problem.

Our main result is the almost sure local well-posedness of (1) with initial data
$® chosen via the Wiener randomization of any ¢ € H*(R%):

Theorem 1.1. Fix d >3 and s € (3(d —2), (d —1)). Given ¢ € H*(R?) with
Wiener randomization ¢®, w € 2, the quintic nonlinear Schrodinger equation is
almost surely locally well-posed. More specifically, there exist ¢y, ca,0 > 0 such
that for sufficiently small T < 1, there is a set Qr C 2 such that

P(Qr)>1-— Cle—62/T9 ol s
and for each w € Q, the initial value problem
vy + Au = +|ul*u,
u(0) = ¢
has a unique solution in the function class C((—T, T) — H*(R?)).

We now provide a brief outline of the proof. In Section 3 we define the Littlewood—
Paley projection operator, as well as the U? and V2 spaces and their Schrodinger
analogues developed by Koch, Tataru and others in [Hadac et al. 2009; Herr et al.
2011]. In Section 4 we present Strichartz estimates as well as a bilinear estimate
for these spaces. The next step is to split the NLS solution u into its linear part
z(t) = S(¢)¢® and nonlinear part

t
v(t):j;/o—iS(z—t’)[|v+z|4(v+z)](t/) dr'. )

the integral term of Duhamel’s formula. Our probabilistic bounds tells us that z
almost surely has the same regularity as the initial data ¢®. Therefore the linear part
of the solution is almost surely in the supercritical space H* ([R{d ), and it remains to
prove existence of the nonlinear part v(¢). As mentioned earlier, z(¢) is bounded in
subcritical norms, which means we can treat our linear solution z (¢) as a subcritical
perturbative term in the Cauchy problem

vy + Av = j:(v+z)|v+Z|4,

6
v(0)=0 ©

that is satisfied by the nonlinear part v.

This means almost sure local well-posedness of v(z) is essentially a subcritical
problem. We prove local existence of the nonlinear part v(¢) using a fixed point
argument based on doing a frequency decomposition of v(¢) and bounding it at
each frequency.
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Global well-posedness is a much harder problem. There is yet to be a proof
of almost sure global well-posedness of any supercritical NLS problem. Pocov-
nicu, Bényi and Oh proved almost sure global well-posedness of v € H(R*)
for the cubic problem under the assumption that there is a probabilistic bound on
[[v]l oo fr1 (Rxr4y in [Bényi et al. 2015b]. It seems difficult to prove such a bound.

One could probably prove a similar result for the 3-dimensional quintic problem,
the energy critical dimension for the quintic problem. Instead we prove almost
sure global well-posedness of v in the subcritical space S!*¢(R x R3) assuming
the norm ||v||z107,10((—7,7]xg3) does not blow up in finite time. This means that a
probabilistic a priori estimate for ||v||z,107,10(—7, 77xg3) implies almost sure global
well-posedness as expressed in the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Assume %

a priori estimate for ||v||p1010(—T,T1xRr3)> Mmeaning for every T, R > 0 there is a
function a(T, R) and a set Q7 p such that

<s<land0<c < %. Suppose we have a probabilistic

o for any @ € Q. g, if the solution v(t) to (6) exists on (=T, T) then we have

the bound

||v||L‘0L‘0([—T,T]><R3) <R;

. P(Q’T,R) >1—a(T, R);
e forall T > 0,limg_,o0 @(T, R) = 0.
Then given ¢ € HS(R3) with Wiener randomization ¢©, the initial value problem
iuy + Au = +|ul*u,
u(0) = ¢®
is almost surely globally well-posed, meaning there is a set Q1 gr C 2 and con-
stants c1, ¢, c3 > 0 such that

P(Qrr) = 1—c1e 2R —c30(T, R)

and for any w € Qr,R the above equation has a unique solution in the function
class C((=T,T) — H*(R?%)) with v(t) € H't¢(R3) for any time t € (=T, T).

2. Randomization of initial data and probabilistic estimates

Our method of randomization is the Wiener decomposition of the frequency space
that was used in [Bényi et al. 2015a] and first introduced in [Zhang and Fang 2012].
Consider a Schwartz class function ¥ € S(R?) that approximates the cube of unit
length centered at the origin in R4, meaning that v is supported on [—1, l]d and
Y neza ¥ (& —n) is identically 1. Then for each n, define the Fourier multiplier n

as
(D —nmyu(x) = F~ [y (€ —n)Ful. )
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Note that this satisfies ), c,« 7(D —n)u(x) = u(x). This provides a decomposi-
tion of the function u into pieces whose frequencies are localized to cubes.

The idea is then to consider a function ¢ € H*(R¢) and for each w from a prob-
ability space € create a randomized function ), ;a4 gn(w)n(D —n)¢ for some
random variables g,. For each n € 7% let Un and v, be probability distributions
on R, symmetric about 0, such that for some constant ¢ we have

[ A dji () [ A du ()| <
R4 R4

for all n € 7%, X € R. A Gaussian random variable would be an example of a
random variable with these properties. Then define each g, to be an independent,
mean zero, complex random variable on 2 such that Re(gy) and Im(gy,) have
distributions p, and v,. We define the Wiener randomization ¢® of ¢ € H*(R?)

to be
= > gn(@)n(D —n)p. ©)

nezd

(®)

2
<e*  and

The main advantage derived from the Wiener randomization is improved L? (R?)
estimates on the randomized initial data ¢ off a small set, as a result of a stronger
Bernstein’s inequality. Despite only requiring that ¢ be in H*, the randomized ¢
is in L?(R?) with probability 1. In addition, we have a probabilistic bound on
10 | s ray» which implies that ¢ € H? (R?) almost surely.

We have the following key bounds on ¢® and its linear Schrodinger evolution
with proofs from [Bényi et al. 2015a]. We prove the first estimate while omitting
the proofs of the second and third estimates. For all R > 0,5 > 0 and ¢ € H*® (RY),

we have

2R 01,

P(1¢®llgs@ay > R) < c1e
P(”S(Z)¢w||L;1L§C([0,T]XR”[) > R) <ce

P(ll¢w||Lp(Rd) > R) =

Lemma 2.1. Given ¢ € H® with randomization ¢®, for all R > 0 there exist
positive constants ¢y, ¢ such that

—c2R2/TQ/qH¢”L2md)

—c2R?/ll9ll

L2Rd)

— 2
P(||¢a)||Hs(Rd) > R) <cie c2R /”¢||HT([R¢d) (10)

Proof. The proof is taken from [Bényi et al. 2015a]. By Minkowski’s inequality,
we have for p > 2,

E[16° 1%y ] < (H0TY 02 oyl 2ty

~ (]I er@nwraw-me|
nezd

p
) . (11)
LP(R) L2(R4)
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By a well known lemma on sums of random variables, stated as Lemma 2.1 in
[Bényi et al. 2015a] and proven in [Burq and Tzvetkov 2008], and the fact that
Fourier multipliers commute, we have

E[I16° 1177+ gy ] = C (I VP lgn{V)° (D =) llp2(nezay | 12 gay) -

oup » (12)
B[ 15 oy ] = C(VP ISl a3 y)”
So by Markov’s inequality,
RP P (1 s ey > R) = C (VP15 )"
(Cov/Plgllars ey)” (13

P(llo® Nl gs@ay > R) <

RP
Now let p = (R/(C0e||¢||Hs))2 with Cy taken from above. There are two cases.

e p <2: In this case we cannot use the above work because it assumes p > 2 for
. b . . —¢,R2 _
Minkowski’s inequality. Letting ¢, = 1/(C02e2) we have e ~2R7/¢llns > o=2,

Now choosing ¢; > e? we have

P16 | sy > R) < 1 < cre™® < cem 2R/ W0ls (14)
since every probabilistic outcome has probability less than 1.
e p >2: From the definition of p above and (13), we have
P (16l s ey > R) < €77 < e=2R /100, (15)
In both cases the lemma is proven. O

Lemma 2.2. Given ¢ € H® with randomization ¢, for all R > 0 there exist
positive constants ¢y, ¢ such that

—c2R?/ T2,

P(IS®° Nl L4 1, o, 71xmay > R) S cre (16)

After multiplying R by a small power of 7" we have the following corollary.
Corollary 2.3. For small 0 € [0, é) and R > 0 there exist c1, c» such that
—coR2/T2/4-26 |12
PUISO Ny g rpen > TOR) = a1
—62R2/”¢"iz ] (17)

<cie

Placing derivatives inside the norm and noting that derivatives commute with
Fourier multipliers such as S(¢) and the map ¢ — ¢®, we have our main bound:
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Theorem 2.4. Given small 0 € [0, %) and ¢ chosen according to a Wiener ran-
domization, for all R > 0 there exist c1, cp such that

— 2 2/q—26 2
PV SO L4 17 qo.ray > TOR) < cre™ R /T 000
S C1€_02R2/”¢”%1S- (18)

This bound will be crucial in the proof of local well-posedness. This gives us as
much integrability as we want in bounding a linear solution, which means the linear
solution is bounded in subcritical norms, allowing us to treat local well-posedness
like a subcritical problem.

Lemma 2.5. Given ¢ € H® with randomization ¢, for all R > 0 there exist
positive constants c1, ¢ such that:

_ 2 2
P(16°1l gy > R) < cre” 2K /19012, (19)

Proof. The proofs of Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 2.5 can be found in [Bényi et al.
2015a]. They utilize the same basic argument as above, with some extra steps.
Each proof exploits an improvement of Bernstein’s inequality that results from
the Wiener randomization. Note that g, (w)n(D — n)¢ has Fourier transform sup-
ported on the unit cube centered at n. Therefore, e/* g, (w)n(D — n)¢ has Fourier
transform supported on the unit cube centered at the origin. Bernstein’s inequality
implies that

”einxgn (@)n(D—n)p|lpr < ||ei”xgn (w)n(D _n)¢||L2 (20)

with no loss of regularity, since multiplying by e!”* does not affect the L? norm.
So we obtain the bound || g, (w)n(D —n)¢||Lr < ||gn(w)n(D —n)¢| 2. This is
the key ingredient in the proof that allows one to bound the higher L? norm of ¢
with high probability while only assuming that ¢ € L2. O

3. Littlewood-Paley theory and function spaces

3A. Littlewood—Paley theory and dyadic decompositions. In the fixed point proof
we will take the linear and nonlinear parts of our solution and dyadically decom-
pose each into a sum of Littlewood—Paley projections. Given a smooth bump
function v such that ¢ (§) = 1 for |§] < 1 and ¥ (§) = O for |§] > 2, we have
the following definition from the Littlewood—Paley theory.

Definition 3.1. Given dyadic N and a function f € L? we define its projection
P-p f to be the Fourier multiplier such that

§

PenT® =v(5)/®.
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Of course the definition applies to a much wider range of distributions, but in
this paper we/rle_:ﬂ only consider functions in L? or H* for some s > 0.

Note that P<y f is supported on the set |§| <2N. Now we define the projection
Py that localizes to frequencies in the interval [N/2,2N].

Definition 3.2. We define P; = P<; and for dyadic N > 1,

Py f=P<nf—Poniaf

This defines the projection Py f with frequencies between N/2 and 2N . Also,
we have )y Py f = f, so this is indeed a decomposition.

The above info and other results on Littlewood—Paley theory can be found in
the appendix of [Tao 2006].

3B. Strichartz spaces. In this and the following section we introduce the func-
tion spaces needed to prove well-posedness. We start with the standard Strichartz
spaces: S¥(I x [R{d) and N5(I x [Rd). Let g, r be a Schrédinger-admissible pair.
Given an interval I = [fg, 71] we define SS(I x R?) to be the set of measurable
functions bounded in the norm

““”SS(IXRd) = sup ||<V>Su”Lqu(1XRd)-
(q,r) admissible
We also define N~ (I x R?) to be the dual space of S°(I x R?), which satisfies

the bound

o1l s (7 ety = inf (V) ul|

/ 4 d .
g.r) admissible La"L™ (IXR4)

The key relation between the Strichartz norms is the Strichartz estimate for solu-
tions to the nonlinear Schrodinger equation. Suppose u is a solution to iu; +Au = F.
Then

2l s (120,011xmey < N @) s @ay + 1F | vs 0,601 m4) - 21)

3C. U? and VP spaces. Our analysis requires a norm that measures how close
a function is to a linear solution to the Schrodinger equation, so we use the U?
and V7 spaces of Koch and Tataru introduced in [Hadac et al. 2009; Herr et al.
2011]. We start by defining a U? atom, and then the U? and V? spaces. Suppose
l<p<ooand —co <ty <t <:-+ <ty <00 is a partition of the real line. We
denote the characteristic function of the k-th interval of this partition by [z, | .7)-

Definition 3.3. A U? atom is a step function into a Sobolev space a(z): R— H S (R%)
of the form

n
4= Ok Alterote)- (22)

k=1

Where Zz:l ”¢k”§1v(Rd) = 1



ALMOST SURE LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE SUPERCRITICAL QUINTIC NLS 435

The definition applies to any Hilbert space H, but we will only need it for
Sobolev spaces in this paper.

Definition 3.4. The space U?(R; H?) is the set of measurable functions bounded
in the associated norm:

For the V2 spaces we continue to partition the real line, and take our norm to
be the p-variation of the given function.

Definition 3.5. The space VP (R; H®) is the set of functions bounded under the
V? norm:

n 1/p
lullvr @y = sup (Z||u<rk>—u(tk_1)||,’;s(w)) ST

partitions #x k=1
In addition, given an interval /, the norms ||u||y» (1. ms). ||l vr 7, m5) and any
of the following norms are defined as the restriction norms. For example,
U\\ur(I:HS) = inf Wlyur(r:HS)- (25)
lullur;ae) PR lwllve ®;a)
w (00)=0=w (—00)

Now we want to create a norm that measures how close our function is to a
linear solution to the Schrodinger equation, much like in the definition of the X* L
spaces. If u is a linear solution then S(—¢)u is a function that is constant in time
with || S(=)ully2(r. sy and || S(=1)ully2(;. sy norms bounded by [u| gs. We
define the UﬁH $ and Vi’H ¥ norms as

lully? s @ msy = IS (=Dullyr @ m5).
llly? s e msy = 1S (Oullve @ ).

and the spaces U ZH 5 and VX H? are defined as the set of measurable functions
u: R — HS(R?) bounded in the U XH $ and VgH $ norms, respectively. These
are useful spaces; however, in our proof we will rely on dyadic decomposition and
will need to apply these norms at specific frequencies, so it is more useful to do
computations in a slightly different norm adapted to dyadic decompositions.

Definition 3.6. We define the X* and Y® norms, and associated spaces, as follows:

1/2
s ) = (Z NZSIIPNuH%]iLZ) ,
N

1/2
Il = (S V1Pt )

N

(26)
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Note that these norms are a little stronger than those above. They bound the
closeness of the function u to a solution to the linear equation at each frequency,
not just generally. Note that we immediately have the embedding X* < Y as
well as the bound [|S()¢|lxsw;as) < l|¢llgrs®a)- This bound means that these
spaces are well suited to studying the linear problem.

In addition, we define the following norm for the nonhomogeneous term that
will allow us to exploit duality:

t
I Fllpascry = ‘ / S@—1t)F@"dt (27)
to Xs(I)
This is equivalent to the dual norm of Y¥, and we have the bound
1Pl = s [ [ Feove ara ©8)
lollys =171 JR?

as Lemma 3.5 in [Bényi et al. 2015b]. This is equivalent to

1l s s [ [ 9 Feovendva. @)
||v"y'0(1)=1 1 JRd

In addition, we have a bound analogous to the Strichartz estimate (21) for the
M norm. Suppose u(¢, x) is a solution to the Cauchy problem

iy + Au=F,
(30)
ulr=0 = u(0)
on the interval /. Then we have the bound
lullxsry < NuO)ll s @ay + 1F a5 1)- (1)
4. Strichartz estimates
Lemma 4.1. Let q,r be a Schrodinger-admissible pair.
() Given an interval I, for any u € Y°(I) we have
”u”L{,{L;C(IXRd) < ”uHYO(I) (32)

(ii) Given an interval I and p > w, for any u € Y4/2=W@d+2)/P([) e have

d/2—(d+2
”””L,”Lﬁ?(IXW)S 4 /2= )/puHYO(I)

< ullyarz—@a+2/0(1y- (33)

Proof. The proof of the first statement is in [Bényi et al. 2015b, Lemma 3.5]. To

prove the second statement note that for % = % — %, Sobolev embedding implies

that
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1l gy S 11V 15| L ay- (34)
Then taking the Lf (1) norm of both sides we have
k
||u||Ltp,x(lXRd) < |Ivi ””L{’LQ([de)' (35)
: 2 d _d
Then by part (i) we have, for >ty =72
k k
” VI u”L”L’(Ide) ~ ” VI ”” YO(I)" (36)
This proves the desired inequality in R4 w1th exponents that satlsfy =4 % = %
and - 1 = %— %. Substituting, we get k = = d;z d
By selecting ¢ = r = @ and p = 2(d + 2), we obtain the following

corollaries:

Corollary 4.2. For allu € Y°(I) we have
||u||L?.(;1+2)/d(Ide) < ”u”YO(I)- (37)

Corollary 4.3. Forallu € Y @=D/2([) we have

< H |v|(d 1)/2

3] 200+ gy S ulyoey < Wllya-vigy.  G8)

Lastly, the following is a bilinear projection lemma that gives an L? bound
on the bilinear L2 norm of projections at different frequencies from [Bourgain
1998; Ozawa and Tsutsumi 1998]. In addition there is a version adapted to the
Schrodinger equation from [Visan 2006].

Lemma 4.4. For dyadic Ny < N, and ¢1, ¢> € L? we have

| Py, S(t)d1 Pst(t)¢2||L2(1de)

d— —
S NN Pyl o gy | Pis bl 2 gy (B9)

Corollary 4.5. For N; < Ny and uy,u € Y°(I) we have

”PNlulPNzuZ”Lz(leRd)

d—1)/2— 1 2+
S NN Py o | Ptz oy (40)
Proof. The proof is found in [Bényi et al. 2015b] as Lemma 3.5. O

This will be a key ingredient in the proof of local well-posedness because it
allows us to gain half a derivative from higher frequency terms. In addition, we
use the following 3-dimensional bilinear estimate that solely consists of Strichartz
norms.
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Theorem 4.6. For dyadic N1 < N, and any small § > 0 we have

| PNy u1 PNyuzll 21 xr3)
< NN (1 Py s (0) 2y
+11(0; + A) Pnyuall 32 p18/13(1 xw3))
X (I Payu2(0) |l 2w3)
+ 100 + A) Prnyuzlipszpisnsgxgsy)-  (41)
Proof. The proof is found in [Visan 2006] as Lemma 2.5. O

This will be a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in Section 6.

5. Almost sure local well-posedness

We now begin the proof of Theorem 1.1. Given some ¢ € H® (R%), let d® be its
Wiener randomization, and recall that z (¢) = S(¢)¢® denotes the linear part of the
NLS solution and v(¢) is the solution to (6).

Even though we do not have long term bounds on the H* norm of v, we know
that v(0) = 0. Exploiting our probabilistic bound on z(¢) in subcritical norms,
we show that for p € (% s+ %) the norm |[v|| x»((_7,7y) is bounded for small
enough time 7.

Our method is a fixed point argument. We define

t
Tu(t) = :I:/ —iS(t —t)[lv +z|*(v + 2)] (") dt’ (42)
0
and note that v is a solution if and only if I'v = v. We now prove the following

proposition, which is the bulk of our fixed point argument.

Proposition 5.1. Assume s and p satisfy the bounds

d 1 d—1
E>S+§>p>T. 43)

Given ¢ € H*(R?) with randomization ¢®, there exists small § > 0 such that for
every R > 0 and sufficiently small T < 1 depending on R, we have

* ITvlx* o,y < T° (||U ||§(P([0,T)) —i—RS) off a set of measure cle_CZRz/”‘ﬁ”?N,
e [Tvi =Tzl xe o, 1))
STO(R* + lvill%e qo.ry + ”“2”;}"([01))) lvr —v2llx*(0,7))
off a set of measure cle_csz/”qﬁ”%IS.
This stems from Theorem 2.4, which tells us that for 0 < é we have
_ 2 2
P(||<V)SZ||L;1L§([0,T)de) = TQR) > 1 —cre 2R/ 19l (44)

allowing us to gain a factor of 7.
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Proof. We only prove the bound on [|T'v|| x» o, 7). as the proof of the bound on
ITv; — I‘v2||Xp([0,T)) is similar. For dyadic N > 1 define

Iy (v) = P<nT(v)

t
= Py (:i:/0 —iS(t—t/)[|v +z|4(v—|—z)](t’) dt/)

t
= :I:/ —iS(t —t")P<n[lv +z|*(v + 2)(t")] dt’
0
By (29) we have

ITnvllye = | P<n [0+ 20 +21%]] 40
T
< sup //(Vp)|v+z|4(v+z)P5Nv6dxdt.
lvsllyo<1J0 JRY

Now, noting that

[Tvl]xe = lim ||Tnyv|xe
N—o0

T
= sup //(v0>|v+z|4(v+zmdxdz,
Rd

lvsllyo<1J0

it suffices to show that for small 6 > 0 this integral is < CT?(R% + ||v|° p)||v6||yo
off a set of measure cye —2R/1817;5  We do this by proving the bound

T
/0 [ A9l 204 2 dedr < CTO R+ Polluslyo 49

via case by case analysis of terms of the form (V)?[w;waw3waws]ve, where each
w; is either v; = v or z; = z (or its complex conjugate), and each is dyadically
decomposed into 3y > 1, ayadic PN; Vi and X x> ayadic PN, Zj- Dyadic decom-
position allows us to assume the derivatives are placed on the highest frequency
term, or split them between two comparably high frequency terms. Also, we just
write w; instead of Py, w; as we sum over dyadic integers N; > 1.

We consider four main cases based on whether each w; is a v; or z;, and which
two terms have the highest frequencies:

e Case 1: All five terms are v.
e Case 2: At least one term is a v and it has one of the two highest frequencies.
e Case 3: The two highest frequencies are on z terms.

e Case 4: The two highest frequencies are on a z term and the vg term.

These four cases are then divided into smaller subcases:
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e Case 1: v1v2v3V4V5V6.

In this case all terms are v. We do not do dyadic decompositions; instead we cut
the frequency space into 5 pieces based on which frequency is largest, and assume
without loss of generality that &; is. We split into two cases, based on the value
of p, which determines which exponents we can use in Holder’s inequality.

d _ 1
Noting that p < % — 1 we apply Holder’s inequality with ¢ exponents

)
_ 2(d+2) o 4(d +2) _2(d+2)
U= d@d—4p-1)y BT T BT dx2—dd—2p T 4
and x exponents
_ 2(d+2) . 2d+2) _2(d+2)
Y= 8p+da—3d" T UTST a0 %=y

and Lemma 4.1:

T
I=/ [ (V)Pv1vav3040506 dx di
0 JrR4

< [{V)Pv ”Lfl Lo1 ||v2||Lf2L02 [lvs ||LT3LU3 ||v4||LT4LU4 ”US”LTSLUS [ve ”Lfé
6
<|villye T lv2ll o2 po2 V3l o3 pos 1Vall poa poa V5] Los pos [[vsllyo
5
6
< 79 T i llye Ivellyo
i=1
for some 6 > 0.

(1b) 4 -1 <p<s+1

Noting that p > % — % we apply Holder’s inequality with ¢ exponents 77 = oo,
np=--=15=8d+2)/(d+4), 16 =2(d + 2)/d and x exponents o1 = 2,
0y =--=05=4(d +2), 06 =2(d +2)/d and Lemma 4.1:

T
I=/ / (V)Pv1vav304v506 dx dit
0 JRA

< [{V)Pvy ||LT1LG1 ||U2||L72L02 [|vs ||Lf3L03 ||v4||Lf4L04 ||U5||Lf5L05 ve ”Lfe

0
< villyeT7v2ll Loz [vll Los [[VallLos [V5 ]l Los 106l yo
5

< T villye [ [ Ilvilly@a-asm llvsliyo
i=2

for some 6 > 0.
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e Case 2: viwow3wazsve, N1 = No, N3, N4, Ns.

In this case there is at least one v term and the highest frequency term is a v.
Therefore we can assume the derivatives fall on the v; term with the highest fre-
quency.

1/2(d—-1)
(2a) wo, w3, wq are all z terms, N5 > Ng > N3 > N, > Nl .

We have assumed that v; has the highest frequency: N1 > Nj, N3, N4, N5. Now
we apply Holder’s inequality, Lemma 4.1 and our probabilistic bound on the linear
term, Theorem 2.4, and note that s > % Setting T = 2(d +2)/d and 0 =2(d +2),

we have
T
I:/ / (VYPv12p232425V6 dx dit
0 JRrRY

= [VYPvillpelz2llpo Iz3ll Lo 1zall Lo 251 o Vel <

5
< |villy» (N2N3NaNs) > TT 1{V)*zill Lo llvellyo
i=2

5
< [v1llys (N2N3NaNs) ™2 [T 109) 24l o s o
=2

5
< oallyr(N2) 2 T T IV) zill Lo llvell yo
=2
5
< oillyr (N VD TT IV zil o 06 yo.
=2

Noting that N; is the highest frequency, the sum over all grequencies is bounded
by [[v]|ye T9R4||v6||yo off a set of measure ¢1e 2R /19lys

(2b) wa, w3, wy are all z terms, Ny < Nll/z(d_l).

We apply Holder’s inequality, Theorem 2.4, Lemma 4.1 and our bilinear esti-
mate Corollary 4.5, utilizing the assumption that No < N 11/ 2(@=1) This time with
1 =2(d +2)/d and 0 = 3(d + 2), we have

T
1 :/ / (V)'Dl)1222324251)6 dx dt
0 JRY

< [(MYPvizallr2llzslipo lzall o llzsll Lo lvsll e

S+ $(d-1)—

=N;® villyeN; Iz2llyollzzll Lo zall o 125l o llvell =
St i 0+ p3

<N villye N lz2llyo T R [[vg|lyo
2+

<N luillye TOT R* v yo.

which is < [[v]|y» T°F R* off a set of small measure.
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(2¢) wy = vy is a v term, and the others can be anything.

In this case we still have Ny > N;,i =2,...,6. Applying Holder’s inequality,
Lemma 4.1, Theorem 2.4 and Corollary 4.5 with t =2(d +2) and 0 = 4(d + 2),
we have

T
I=/ / (VYPviwow3wazsve dx dt
0 JRY

=< II(V>pv1vz||LzIIW3||Lr lwallLo llzsll Lo Vel c/a

5 (d—1)—

=< N12 Tlollye Ny [v2llyollwsllp« lwallzo |25l Lo lvellyo

S+
=N vy lvally, ya-n lwsllpe lwall o125l Lo l[vs [l yo-

Now if w3 is a v term, then |[w3||zr < ||v3|lyw@-1/2 as required. If ws is a z
term, then ||w3||zr < T R off a set of small measure. So either way this term is
bounded.

If wy is a z term then, again, ||w4||zo < T°F R off a set of small measure. The
only trouble is if wy is a v term, in which case our inequality only gives us

lwallpo < ”|V|(d/2) (1/4)v H

< N4/ lvally @-v/2.

There is an extra quarter derivative; however, since N; is the biggest frequency
we have Nl/4 < Nl/4 which is absorbed by the N_l/2Jr term.

Therefore each term in thls case is bounded by T0+(|| v || + R%)|lvg|lyo off a
set of measure cje —c2R?/l¢ll7,

e Case 3: W1WaW3Z42Z5V¢, N4 ~ N5 Z N1, Nz, N3, N6.

In this case the two biggest frequencies are on z terms, z4 and zs. The first three
terms are denoted w;, i = 1,2, 3 and represent either v or z. Assume without loss
of generality that Ny < N, <-.- < N4 ~ N5 > Ng. Applying Holder’s inequality
for exponents

4 2 2 2
‘[1="'=T3=2(d+2)’ f4=‘[5=%, T6 = (dd+ ),

Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 2.4 we have
T
/ /d wiwow3z4(V)Pz5v6 dx dt
o JR
< Nwillpe lwall e lwsllpes VY2 2all ea (VY ? 25 o5 06 ] o6 -
For % p < s this term is bounded by

T0+R2(”U ||3y<d—1)/2 + T R?) [vellyo
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off a set of measure cle_csz/”"’"%#. Note that p < s + % < 25 so p satisfies the
requirements.
e Case 4: W1WaW3W4zZ5V6, N5 ~ N6 Z Nl, N2, N3, N4.

This is the biggest case by far and we divide it into several subcases based on
how many v terms there are.
(4a) z122232425v6, N5 ~ N 2 N1, N2, N3, N4.

Assume without loss of generality N1 < N> < N3 < N4 < N5 ~ Ng. By Holder’s
inequality with exponents (2, 8, 8, 8, 8), Corollary 4.5 and Theorem 2.4, we have

T
I=/ / 21222324(V)Pz5v¢6 dx dt
0 JRd

< llz1vell g2 lz2ll s lz3ll Lsllzall s (V)P 25l s
L@d-1-s+, 3+
<NY Ns? "IV’ zillyollvsllyollz2ll s llz3ll s llzall s (V)25 s
5
L@-n+ s AP+ S s+
< N2 N N NN N E T T iy o149 22 s vy
i=2
When s + % > pand s > %(d — 1) the powers of the frequencies are negative and
the sum is bounded by 7% R>||vg||yo. We have assumed s + % >p> %(d —1)in
the statement of the theorem, and note that for d > 3, %(d -2) > %(d —1) and
therefore we only require s > %(d —2); however,

s>p—2>1d-2).

Thus, this term is bounded by 7% R> ||ve || yo off a set of measure cle_czR2/||¢||12F15 .
In all following cases, we can assume there is at least one v, at least one z and
that Ns and Ng are the highest frequencies.
(4b) v122232425v6, N5 ~ N X N1, N2, N3, Na.
Assume without loss of generality that No < N3 < Ng < N5 ~ Ng > Nj.
Noting that N < N3, N4, we set T = 6(d + 2)/(d + 1) and apply Holder’s
inequality, Corollary 4.5 and Theorem 2.4 to obtain

T
I:/ / v1222324(V)Pz5v¢ dx dt
0 JRd

= ||22U6||L2||U1||L2<d+2> 23]l x lIzall L= ||<V)p25||Lr

S+

1
Ya-n- s S 3
SNg> Ny I1z2llyollvellyollvill, y i (N3Na) "N R

1 1
p—s—5+ ,, 5(d—1)—s— — 4
SNé 2 N22 (N3Nyg) sTO0+ R ||v1||Y%(d_1)||v6||Yo

1
p—s—5+ led—1—
SNG 2 (N2N3N4)6(d b s”vl||Y%(d—1>TO+R4”U6”Y0-
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When s > %(d — 1) the powers of the frequencies are negative, and the sum is
bounded by [|v|lyw@-1/2T°" R*||vg||lyo. And indeed, s > (d — 1), since we have
5 > %(d—2) and d > 3.
(4c) v1v2232425v6, N5 ~ N6 X N1, N2, N3, Na.

Assume without loss of generality that Ny > N,, N3 < N4 < N5 ~ Ng. With
7 =06(d +2)/(d + 1), by Holder’s inequality, Corollary 4.5 and Theorem 2.4 we
have

T
I=/ / V122324(V)Pz5v6 dx dt,
0 JrR4

< vivsll g2 lvall oo 123l e 1zall L2 (V)25 <

ll‘f‘ l(d—l)— _ 0 3
5N62 N12 ||U1”YO||U6||Y0||U2||Y%(d71)(N3N4) S(NS)pT R
< NO= (N3N NET 72 oy | lva | T R3||ve|
~ 1 344 5 Uy t@-nlib2lly, L@-n 6llyo
1
_ _ _ p—S—~+
SNIO NZO (N3Nyg) SN5 8 ||U1||Y%(d_1)||U2||Y%(d_1)T0+R3”U6”Y0-

Since s + % > p, all powers of the frequencies are negative and the sum is bounded
2 0+ p3
by ||Ully(d—1)/2T *R sl yo.

(4d) V1V2V3Z4Z5V¢, N5 ~ N6 Z N1, Nz, N3, N4.

Assume without loss of generality that Ny > N, > N3, Ny < N5. Setting
T =2(d +2) and 0 = 4(d + 2)/d, by Holder’s inequality, Corollary 4.5 and
Theorem 2.4 we have

T
I=/ / v1v20324(V)Pz506 dx dt,
0 JRd
< llvivell 2 llvallp e vl e 1zl o V)P 25l o
<y tpyz@-D- —5 ATP—S 10+ p2
< Ne Ny ||v1||Y0||v6||Y0”v2||Y%(d—l)||v3||Y%(d—l)N4 Ns "T""R
p—s—%+

0— A7—S 0+ p2
SNy Ny Ns ||v1||Y%(d—l)||v2”Y%(d—l)||v3||Y%(d—l)T R*|Jve | yo.

Since s + % > p, all powers of the frequencies are negative and the sum is bounded
3 0+ p2
by ||U||Y(d—1)/2T *R ||U6||Y0-

(46) V1V2V3V42Z5V¢, N5 ~ N6 Z Nl, Nz, N3, N4.

Assume without loss of generality that Ny < N < N3 < N4 < Ns5. Again with
7 =2(d +2) and 0 = 4(d + 2)/d, by Holder’s inequality, Corollary 4.5 and
Theorem 2.4 we have
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T
I=/ / V1v203V4(V)Pz506 dx dit,
0 JRrd

< llvrvsll 2 vl llvall e lvall o (V)P 25l Lo
=1 Ld—1—
<N T
- 0
X ||Ul||Y0||U6||Y0||v2||Y%(d—1)||U3||Y%(d—1)||v4”Y%dN5p *TOTR

_ —ld-2), p-s—1+
< NN PN

0+
X [Jvg ”Y%(d—l) ”UZ”Y%(d—l) ||U3||Y%<d—1) ”v4“Y%(d—l)T R||vs]lyo.
Since s + % > p, all powers of the frequencies are negative and the sum is bounded
by ||U||4);(d_1)/2TO+R||U6||Y0 off a set of small measure.
In each case the term is bounded by CT?(R® + ||v ||§,p)||1)6||Yo, for some 6 > 0.
This completes the proof of the first part of the proposition. The proof of

ITvr —Twall gr < CTO(R* + l[v1 %0 + 02140 lvr — 2]l o

— o R2 2 L. . .
off a set of measure cqe 2R*/161s i similar and is omitted. O

Using this key proposition we can close the fixed point argument in the final
theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let B, denote the ball of radius r in X”([0,T)) with
%d > 5+ % > p > %(d — 1) as in the previous proposition. We claim that for
small enough 7" and small but fixed r the map I is a contraction on B, outside a
set of measure cle_CZRz/ ||¢”%1S. See Section 1.6 of [Tao 2006] for an overview of
contraction based fixed point arguments.

To apply the theory for fix point arguments we require, off a small set, the
contraction conditions

* [ITvllxe o,y =7 forv € By,

o ||FU1 - 1—11)2”X"O([(),T)) E %”vl - U2||Xp([0,T))'
By the bounds from the proposition, we have, for all R and some fixed constant C,
ITv| ye < CTO(R> 4 r°) and |Tvy — Tva ye < Cllvg — val xo T? 2r* + R*)
off a set of measure cle_CZR2/||¢||HS,

The contraction conditions are satisfied if we select r, R, T such that

r <R,

CTPR® < % (46)

We can fix a value of r to satisfy the first bound. Selecting T such that T ~ R~5/¢
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the second bound of a contraction is satisfied, and we conclude that the map I'" has
a fixed point in B;.

Therefore, for sufficiently small 7', the equatlon I'v = v has a solution in B
for every ¢® off this set of measure cje —c2R /8175 Setting « = —26/5, there
exists a set Q7 C  of measure > 1 —c¢je 2/ T" ”¢”H? such that for ¢ € [0, T') the
Duhamel equation

t
v(t) = :I:/O —iS(t —t)[lv+z|*(v + 2)] (") dt’ (47)

has a unique solution in X” ([0, 7)). The same argument proves the existence of a
solution in X”((—T,0]) on a set of the same measure. Taking u(z) = S(t)¢ + v(t)
we have a solution on the interval (—7, T') in the class

HS(RY) + C((-T,T) - H?(R%)) C H*(R?). O

6. A condition for global well-posedness

We now present the proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof relies upon the following
proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose 0 < ¢ < %, % <s < land ||¢®| gs w3y < R. There exists

a small positive constant € K % such that for any interval [t1, t5] satisfying

It —0f <1, ||v||L1°L10([t1,t2]xR3) <e€ and ”(V>SZ”Lqu([tl’t2]xR3) <e€

for the pairs (q,r) € {(10, 10), (% %) (3—70 15)}, we have

ol s14¢ (1t 121xm3) T N0ED 1+ @3) + C(€).

We first give the proof of Theorem 1.2 given that Proposition 6.1 is true. The
rest of the paper is devoted to proving Proposition 6.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume Proposition 6.1 and the hypothesis of Theorem 1.2,
that there exists such a function «. Fix values T, R and a set Q/T g satisfying the
properties outlined in Theorem 1.2. By Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 2.1 there is a set
Qrr C SZ T.R of measure at least 1 —cie™ 2R?/ TNl s — (T, R) such that for

any o € Qr.g and (¢.r) € {(00,2), (10,10), (12, £2), (22,15)} we have

TCZIE P — 3 (48)

and for any solution v to (6) we have

||v||L10L10([—T,T]x[R<3) <R. (49)

Now assume that w is indeed in the set 27, g. Note that by the local well-
posedness theory a solution exists on some short time interval (—¢, ¢). Suppose for
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sake of contradiction there is a pair of times —7 < Tin < 0 < Thhax < T such that
the solution v(¢) cannot be extended in H ¢ past (Tinin, Timax)-
We know that [[v]|z10710((7,,,, Thu) x&?) < R and we have

(V)°z ||Lqu([—T,T]><R3) <R

for each necessary pair (¢q, ). Therefore, we can split [Tinin, Tmax] into a finite num-
ber of subintervals / on which [[v|z10710(7xg3) < € and [[{(V)*z||papr(1xg3) <€
for (¢.r) € {(10,10), (2, 22), (3. 15)}.

This means that on each subinterval [¢;, #; +1], the conditions of Proposition 6.1
are met, and therefore the [|v|[g1+c (14 11x
exists a solution in the space S'T¢([t;,#;+1] x R®) on each successive interval
[, i +1], which implies that the ||v]|; 00 g1+ norm is bounded at each endpoint.
This means the S!*¢ norm is bounded on the next interval. Iterating this argument
over each subinterval, this implies the S 1+¢ norm of the nonlinear solution v(?)
is bounded on the whole interval [Tiin, Tmax]. In addition, ||v(Twmin)||g1+c and
|lv(Tmax) || g1+c are both finite. Therefore, one can apply the local well-posedness
theory to extend the solution beyond [7iin, Tmax], Which is a contradiction. O

g3y norm is finite. Therefore, there

This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2. It remains to prove Proposition 6.1.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. The nonlinear part of the solution v satisfies the differen-
tial equation

ivi+Av=w+2)v+z|*=vv|*+ f(v,2) (50)
for the function f(v,z) = (v+2)|v+z|* —v|v|* < |z)° + 2] - |v|*.
By the Strichartz estimates (21), we have the bound
vl s1+e(e),12]xR3)
< Mol aree + (V101 |y ey oy + 1F @D Inien iaems . 6D
So we need to bound the two remaining terms.

Lemma 6.2. If v is a solution to (50), then
[1o 1 e ey ooy S € M0 N st @1y 21x3) -
Proof. Note that the pair (% %) is Schrodinger-admissible and has Holder con-
jugate (12, 12). Therefore, by (21) we have
1+c

[0 101 e e ey S IOV 0 101 102 Laor oy aspensy

1+ 4
< V) cv||L10/3L10/3([t1’,2]x[@3)||U||L10L10([,1’,2]XR3)
4
< ||U||S1+C([t1,t2]xR3)”v”LloLlo([tl,tz]Xm)

4
Se ||U||Sl+"([t1,t2]x[R{3)- U
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Proposition 6.3. Assume 0 < ¢ < %, f(v,z) =+ 2)|v+z|* —v|v|* and that z
and v satisfy the R and € bounds in the proposition, where z is the linear solution
and v is the solution to (6). Then we have

I f vy ea]xm3) < ||(V)1+cf||L3/zL18/13([,]Jz]st)
S VETR(VeR + |1 (1)l g1 g3
+”<V)u5||L3/2L18/13([t1,tz]XR3))' (52)

Proof. Observing that (3, 18) is Schrodinger-admissible, we have

||f||N1+C([t1,t2]x[R{3) = ||f||L3/2W1+c,18/13([,1’tz]st)

t
< sup / ’ / (VY flws dw.  (53)
1J4 Jx

”w6||L3L18/5([11,t2]><[Rk3)S

The function f(v,z) is a sum of terms of the form w;wyw3w4z5, where each
w; is either a v or z term. We dyadically decompose these first five terms (not wg),
refer to Py, w; as w;, and sum over all frequencies N1—N5 and combinations of
v, z in integrals of the form

(V) e f 2372 L1813 (2, 1]xR3)

153
< sup //(V)1+C[w1w2w3w4v5]w6dw. (54)
1Jt X

<
”w6”L3L18/5([t1,IZ]XR?’)_ 1

We can assume that the 1 + ¢ derivatives fall on the term with highest frequency.
Before going through cases, we prove the following lemmas that combine interpo-
lation with the bilinear estimate, Theorem 4.6.

Lemma 6.4. If N1 < N, then for any pair of dyadic components vi = Py, v,
zp = P,z we have the bound

[vizs ||L30/1 LL15/8([t),£2]XR3)

< N2—1/4—s+8/2 1/2

llv1 “LIOLIO([t] 2] XR3)

1/2 ——
X (||Ul(t1)||H1([R<3) + “<V)u5”L3/2L13/‘3([t1,tz]xR3)) €R. (55)

Proof. First note that for N1 < N, we have the bilinear estimate Theorem 4.6:

lviza ||L2L2([t1 J2]XR3)

—1/246 —
<N, / Nll 8(||Ul(t1)||L2(R3) + ”us||L3/2L13/13([t1,tz]xR3))”Z(II)HLZ(W)’



ALMOST SURE LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE SUPERCRITICAL QUINTIC NLS 449

||UIZZ||L2L2([t1,t2]xR3)
—1/2—s+6
SN, [2mst (||v1(f1)||H1([RE3) + ”(V>u5||L3/2L18/13([t1,tz]xR3))R‘ (56)

Also, by Holder’s inequality

[viz2 ||L30/7L30/17([t1 H]xR3) = [[v1 ||L10L10([t| 12]XR3) 122 ||L30/4L30/14([t1 12]XR3)

= Nz_s”Ul||L10L10([t1,t2]xR3)5- (57)
Now note that
Lotz 2o 11z, 2 (58)
30/11 2 30/7° 15/8 2 30/17°

Interpolating with exponents %, % yields

v1zs ||L30/11L15/8([t1 2] XR3)

—1/4—s+8/2 1/2
SN, ”v1”L10L10([t1,t2]><R3)

1/2
X (||v1(t1)||H1(R3) + ”<V>u5||L3/2Ll8/l3([tl!tz]XR:i)) €R. (59)
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.5. If N> < N, then for any pair of dyadic components vi = Py, v,
Zy = Py,z we have the bound

||UIZZ||L30/11L15/5;([,1 12]xR3)
—3/4+8/2 A,1/2—
§N1 3/4+8/ Nz/ s

X (||U1(t1)||H1([R3) + |l (VWS||L3/2L18/13([,1’,2]XR3)) vVeR. (60)
Proof. The bilinear estimate Theorem 4.6 tells us that

V1220l 272, ro1xm2)
< N1—1/2+8N21—8

X (||vl(ll)||L2(R3) + ||(V)us||L3/2L18/‘3([11,t2]XR3))||Z(t1)"L2(R3)
V1220l 272, r1xr2)

—3/246 —
=N /2 Nzl S(||U1||H‘([R3)+||(V)us||L3/2L18/13([t1,tz]st))R- (61)

Also, by Holder’s inequality we have

”vlzZ”L30/7L30/‘7([t1,tz]x[R{3) < ”vl ||L°°L2([t1,t2]x[R3)“22”L30/7L‘5([t1,t2]><[R3)
—1 A7 —
SNy NP i llst(qy n]xR3)€- (62)
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So with exponents %, % we interpolate between the L2L? and L30/7],30/17
bounds, and apply the Strichartz estimate to get

||UlZZ||L3»0/11Lls/s([tl 12]xR3)
—3/4 2a71/2—
le 3/4+8/ Nz/ s

X (||U1(f1)||H1(R3) + ”(V>u5||L3/2L18/13([t1,tz]XR3)) VeR, (63)
completing the proof. O

Lemma 6.6. If N1 < N> then for z1 = Pn,z, z2 = Py,z we have
—1/4—s548/2 3, 1/2—
”2122”L30/11L15/8([t1,t2]x[R3) <N, /4—s+8/ Nl/ *Re. (64)

Proof. The proof is identical to that of Lemma 6.4 except that v has been replaced
with z1, which is put in an L!°L1% norm. O

In analyzing terms of the form w;w;w3w4vs, there are two cases for where the
highest frequencies occur:

e Case 1: The highest frequency is on a z term.

e Case 2: The highest frequency is on a v term.

Throughout these cases we utilize the facts that ||v|zerr < ||| g1 for % + % = %
and ||v||Larr < ||v]so for (¢, r) Schrodinger admissible. We also use the above

three lemmas. Now we begin the analysis of cases.

Case 1: In this case the highest frequency is on zs. We have all the derivatives
falling on zs.

(1a) viwaw3w4zs case.
Applying Holder’s inequality, Lemma 6.4 and our assumptions about € we have

153
1 :/ /v1w2w3w4(V)1+025w6 dw
1 Jx

1
= N5 e ” w2 ”LIOLIO([,] 1 ]XR3) ” w3 HLIOLIO([t] ,1]XR3) ” W4 HLIOLIO([[] ,]XR3)

X ”0125”L30/11L15/8([t1,t2]xR3)”w6”L3L18/5
3/44c—s+6/2
< Ng ”w2||L10L‘0([t1,t2]><R3)”w3”L10L‘0([t1,t2]><R3)
1/2
X ”w4“L10L10([11,t2]xR3)”vl ||L10L‘0([t1,t2]xR3)
5 1/2
s (lon () a1 @) + U L L1513 gy sy

X VeR|wsll 3, 18/5- (65)
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For ¢ < %, s> % and § = 0+, the power of N5 is negative, and the sum converges.

The w; terms are all bounded by [[vi|[z10710(¢, £,]xr3) OF €. So this is bounded by
€4R1/2(||U1(t1)||H1(R3) + ”<V>u5”L3/2L18/13([t1,t2]XR3)) 2.
(1b) z1zpz3z425 case.

Applying Holder’s inequality, Lemma 6.6, and our € bounds we have

15
1 :/ /21222324(V)1+025w6 dw
1 Jx

1
= N5 +C”ZZHLIOLIO([,]JZ]X[Rp)||Z3||L10L10([t1 ,]xR3)
x ||Z4||L10L10([t1,t2]xR3) ||ZIZS||L30/1 1L15/8([,1’,2]XR3)||w6||L3L18/5

< Nl/z—sNS?a/4—s+c+8 |

1 |22||L10L10||23||L10L10

X ||Z4||L10L10€R||w6||L3L18/5- (66)
For s > % and ¢ < % and § = 04, both powers are negative and this is bounded
by €*R.
Case 2: In this case the highest frequency falls on v, meaning N1 > Na, ..., Ns.

Applying Holder’s inequality, Lemma 6.5, and our € bounds, for N5 < N; we have

15}
1 2/ /(V)l+cv1w2w3w425w6dw
1 JXx

1+
= N1 C”wZHLlOLlO([t] ,tz]X[R3)”w3||L10L10([t1 J]XR3)
X ||w4||L10L10([t1,t2]xR3)”v125“L30/11L15/8([t1,t2]XR3)||w6||L3L18/5

—1/4+c+8/2 5;1/2—s
=< N1 N5 ||w2||L10L10([t1,t2]XR3)||w3||L10L10([t1,t2]xR3)

X ||w4||L10L10([,1,,2]XR3)(||UI(11)”H1(R3) + | (V>u5||L3/2L18/13([t1,tz]XR3))
X VER||w6||L3L18/5. (67)

As in case (1a), the |[wi|[g10p10(, 1,]xr3) terms are all bounded by either €
or [lv][L10g10(, £5]xr3)- Thus, for ¢ < g the sum over frequencies is bounded by

VETR(lvr ()l g @3y + IV | 32 18713 (1, 0]xw3)) -
So in all cases the integral is bounded by
VER(VER + 010 ) + KV 372 1513 1)
This completes the proof of Proposition 6.3. O

So combining Lemma 6.2, Proposition 6.3 and the fact that € < 1 we arrive at
the following pair of inequalities:
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vl s1+e () ,12]xR3)
S ||l)(t1)||H1+c + ||(v>1+cf||L3/2L18/13([t1,tz]xR3)’

”(V>1+cf||L3/2L18/13([t1,t2]xR3)
S VeTR(VeR + |vi(t) | giwey + (V)| ).
~ TG HI(R3) L3/2L18/13([¢ 1] xR3)
So all that remains is to bound
||(VWS||L3/2L18/13([t1’t2]xR3)
= ”(v>v5||L3/2L18/13([t1,t2]><R3) + ”<V>f||L3/2L18/13([t1,tz]x[R3)' (68)

First observe that

”(v>v5||L3/2L18/13([t1,t2]le3)
< VY v* 1l L3 sy apxms)
< ”(V)U||L15/4L90/29([t1,t2]x[R{3)||v||iloL10([l1:lz]XR3)
= 0llst @ 1xe3) 19117 10 101y 01xm2)
< ||(V)US||L3/2L18/13([t1,t2]><R3)”U”szw([n,Iz]Xm)
+ (@Dl @) + 1. In ey eaxe) VI 10 L10 e, opxms)
and for [|v{|z107,10(¢, 1,]xr3) less than € we have
Y a5 sy S € 01y + 1 v ) (69

Noting that ||v||z107,10(f, 1,]xg?) is small and combining Proposition 6.3, (68)
and (69), we have

” (V> 1+cf ||L3/2L18/13([t1,t2]xR3)
S 57R(V €R + ||U(t1)||H1(R3) + ”<V)f||L3/2L18/13([11,tz]xR3))
< VTR (VeR + [v(t)l i @ + VY F L asa prss g opesy)- - (T0)

For e K« % this implies that
V)l 153 g sy < Ve R(VER + [0 1 ss))-

This gives us the necessary bound on f.
Combining this result with Lemma 6.2, we have

[vlls1+e (1 e21xr3) S (VDI 1+ @3y + C(€) (71)

for sufficiently small € < %, which completes the proof of Proposition 6.1. [
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