arXiv:2406.07713v1 [math.AP] 11 Jun 2024

ALMOST SURELY SMOOTHED SCATTERING FOR CUBIC NLS

N. BURQ, H. KOCH, N. TZVETKOV, AND N. VISCIGLIA

Abstract. We consider cubic NLS in dimensions 2, 3, 4 and we prove that almost surely solutions with randomized initial data at low regularity scatter. Moreover, we establish some smoothing properties of the associated scattering operator and precise the rate of convergence.

1. Introduction and main result

In this paper we consider the cubic NLS

(1.1) # iB_tu ` Δu ´ |u|^2u “ 0, pt, xq P R ^ R^n , up0, xq “ u_0

in dimension n “ 2, 3, 4 and we are interested in the long-time description of the corresponding solutions. The proofs apply to more general situations, but for simplicity we mainly restrict ourselves to those three cases. Notice that cubic NLS, depending on the space dimension n “ 2, 3, 4, is respectively L^2-critical, 9H^{12} critical and 9H^1-critical.

Recall the classical notion of scattering in H^spR^n q. Assume that (1.1) with u_0 P H^spR^n q admits an unique global solution upt, xq belonging in some functional space embedded in CpR; H^s pR^n qq, then we say that upt, xq scatters in H^spR^n q as t Ñ ˘8 provided that:

(1.2) Du^˘_0 P H^spR^n q s.t. }e^{´itΔ}upt, xq ´ u^˘_0 }_Hs_{pR}n_q^{tÑ˘8}ÝÑ 0.

In the context of cubic NLS scattering in H^spR^n q has been proved in [Dod16] for any s ě 0 and n “ 2, in [GV85] for any s ě 1 and n “ 3, in [RV07] for any s ě 1 and n “ 4. It is worth mentioning that in dimension n “ 3 it is proved in [CKS^`04] that scattering occurs also in H^spR^n q for a range of s P ps_0, 1q with 0 ă s_0 ă 1. For a general overview of the scattering issue for NLS we also quote the book [Caz03] and the references therein. In any case we point out that according to (1.2) if the initial datum u_0 belongs to H^spR^n q, then the scattering states u^˘_0 have the same regularity and moreover the convergence of nonlinear waves to free waves occurs in the same topology.

In the last decades a probabilistic approach allowed to give insight into the dynamics of nonlinear PDEs even for Sobolev regularity below the one allowed by the deterministic theory. This point of view started in [LRS88], has been further developed by [Bou94], [Bou96], and then by many authors, we quote [BT14], [BT08], [CO12], [NS15] to mention a few of them. More recently, starting from [BTT13], also the scattering theory has been enhanced thanks to the probabilistic approach. Typically, one can show, a.s. with respect to suitable non-trivial measures on the phase space of initial data, that the scattering operator u_0 Ñ u^˘_0 has a more precise

Date: June 14, 2024. 1

structure, namely u^˘_0 “ u_0 `w^˘, where w^˘ is a smoother perturbation of the initial datum u_0, and moreover the asymptotic convergence in (1.2) occurs on a topology stronger than the one of the initial datum. This point of view has been developed, for example, in [BT24], [BTT13], [Cam23], [DLM19], [PRT15], [SSW23], [Spi23] and [Mar23]. In the sequel we shall follow the approach introduced in [PRT15], whose randomization procedure was in turn inspired by [BL13].

1.1. The randomization procedure and main result. In order to state our result, let us introduce the harmonic Sobolev spaces H^spR^n q associated with the following norm:

(1.3) }u}_Hs_{pR}n_q “ }H^{s2} u}_L2_{pR}n_q,

where H denotes the harmonic oscillator, namely

(1.4) H “ ´Δ ` |x|^2.

Next, following [PRT15], we introduce some probability measures M^s_n supported in the phase space H^spR^n q. Given tλ_k, k ě 1u the family of eigenvalues of ´H, repeated with their multiplicity and ordered in an increasing sequence, we introduce

Ipjq “ tk P N s.t. 2j ď λ_k ă 2pj ` 1qu.

We also introduce the following subset of H^spR^n q (see [PRT15]):

(1.5) A^spR^n q “ ! ÿ jPN ÿ kPIpjq c_kφ_k P H^spR^n q s.t. DC ą 0; @j, @k P Ipjq

|c_k|^2 ď C #I_j ÿ mPIpjq |c_m|^2, @k P Ipjq, j ě 1 )

where tφ_k, k P Nu is an orthonormal basis of L^2pR^n q of eigenfunctions for ´H associated with the eigenvalues λ_k. Next we fix a probability space pΩ, F, Pq and a family g_k : Ω Ñ R of i.i.d. random variables, whose common law ν satisfies ş R e^{cx}dν ď e^{κc2} for every c P R and some fixed κ ą 0. As a consequence the random variables g_k are centered. Then for any γ P A^spR^n q we can define the probability measure μ_γ on H^spR^n q as the push-forward of the measure pΩ, F, Pq via the map Ω Q ω Ñ ÿ jPN ÿ kPIpjq c_kg_kpωqφ_k. Notice that the map above takes value in H^spR^n qP a.s. We can now introduce a family of measures on the phase space H^spR^n q that will be used along the rest of paper:

(1.6) M^s_n “ ď γPA^spR^nq μ_γ We have that a measure in M^s_n depends on the choice of the basis tφ_k, k P Nu. In addition, one can show the following properties about the measures belonging to M^s_n (see [PRT15]):

‚ assume γ P A^spR^n qzH^{s`ε}pR^n q, then

(1.7) μ_γ pH^{s`ε}pR^n qq “ 0;

‚ assume that γ P A^spR^n q, the corresponding Fourier coefficients c_k of γ (see (1.5)) are different from zero and the support of the law of g_k is R, then (1.8) μ_γ pBq ą 0, @B open set in H^spR^n q. We now come to the main result of the paper. Theorem 1.1. Let pn, sq P t2, 3, 4u ^ R satisfy

(1.9) $ & % s ą 0 if n “ 2 s ě ´^1_4 if n “ 3 s ě ´^1_2 if n “ 4 then for every μ_γ P M^s_n there exists a set Σ^s_n Ă H^spR^n q with full measure w.r.t. μ_γ such that for every u_0 P Σ^s_n the corresponding Cauchy problem (1.1) admits a unique global solution with the following structure (1.10) upt, xq “ e^{itΔ}pu_0 ` R_{u0} pt, xqq, R_{u0} pt, xq P CpR; H^1 pR^n qq. Moreover there exist (1.11) lim_{tÑ˘8} R_{u0} ptq “ r^˘_0 P H^1pR^n q

such that (1.12) }e^{´itΔ}upt, xq ´ u_0 ´ r^˘_0 }_H1_{pR}n_q^{tÑ˘8}ÝÑ 0. More precisely we get as t Ñ ˘8 the following behavior:

(1.13) }e^{´itΔ}upt, xq ´ u_0 ´ r^˘_0 }_H1_{pR}n_q “ $ & % Op|t|^{´1`δ} q @δ ą 0 if n “ 2 Op|t|^{´ 32} q if n “ 3 Op|t|^{´2}q if n “ 4.

Remark 1.1. In [FZ23], the authors prove that in a deterministic context, no such polynomial bound as (1.13) can hold for the scattering rate: there exist initial data for which the convergence rate is slower than any time polynomial Remark 1.2. The proof applies to more general situations: iB_tu ` Δu “ ´|u|^{p´2}u for 2 `^2_n ă p ď 4 in dimension d “ 2, 3, 4, the energy critical case p “^{2n}_{n´2} for n ě 5 and the energy subcritical case 2 `^2_n ă p ă 2 `^4_{n´2} for n ě 4. The lower bound for the power p is optimal in view of the results [IW13]. For simplicity we focus on p “ 3 and n “ 2, 3, 4 and indicate the changes for the more general cases in remarks.

Our proof of Theorem 1.1 also shows that our solutions can be obtained as limits of smooth solutions of (1.1) . More precisely, for u_0 P Σ^s_n, if u^N_0 “ P_N u_0 (P_N being a spectral truncation of u_0 based on H) and u^N is the solution of (1.1) with initial data u^N_0 then u^N Ñ u in CpR, H^s q More precisely e^{´itΔ}u^N ptq ´ u^N_0 Ñ e^{´itΔ}uptq ´ u^0 in CpR; H^1 q. The proof of this claim can be done as in [Tzv19] (Theorem 2.7 of Chapter 2) where a similar proof is given in the context of the nonlinear wave equation.

Notice that in dimension n “ 3, 4 we get scattering for data at negative regularity.

Moreover, by (1.12) we deduce that the convergence to the asymptotic states occurs in the strong topology H^1pR^n q. Concerning our result for n “ 2 we point out that, although we don’t treat supercritical initial data (recall that the L^2 deterministic scattering theory for 2 ´ d cubic NLS has been achieved in [Dod16]), interestingly we still get the strong convergence provided in (1.12).

Theorem 1.1 extends in several directions, in the specific case of cubic NLS, some results proved in [Poi12, BPT24]). The main differences with respect to [Poi12, BPT24] are the following:

‚ While in these works the measures on the set of initial data are similar to ours, in [Poi12, BPT24], the scattering property was only obtained (using a suitable smallness argument) for a set of initial data of positive measure, while we get it for μ-almost all initial data ‚ The results in [Poi12, BPT24] are proved for L^2 initial data, which is also the case for the present paper in space dimension n “ 2, while in higher dimensions d “ 3; 4, we can treat data at negative regularity.

‚ A notable point in our result is that in dimension 4, we are dealing with an energy critical equation, where most methods for proving almost sure scattering results at supercritical regularities fail. In a similar direction,we refer to [OP16] where the authors are dealing with an H^1-critical non linear wave equation.

‚ Finally, we also believe that our technique is rather robust and can be applied in a variety of situations including the case where the nonlinearity is not analytic.

Let us finally mention that Theorem 1.1 is not easily comparable with the results obtained in [Cam23], [DLM19], [SSW23]. From one hand the regularity assumptions in Theorem 1.1 are weaker compared to [Cam23], [DLM19], [SSW23]. On the other hand the localisation assumptions on the data in Theorem 1.1 are stronger compared to [Cam23], [DLM19], [SSW23].

1.2. Lens transform and strategy of proof. Next we explain our strategy of proof. Following [PRT15], the idea to establish Theorem 1.1 is to reduce the problem, via the lens transform, to the analysis of suitable non autonomous cubic NLS on a finite strip of time. Indeed let us associate with upt, xq solution to (1.1) the lens transform defined as follows:

(1.14) wpτ, yq “ 1 cos^n2 p2τq u ` tpτq, y cosp2τq ˘ e^{´i|y|2tpτ q}, pτ, yq P p´ π 4 , π 4 q ^ R^n

where tpτq “ tanp2τq 2 . One can show that wpτ, yq solves the following nonlinear Cauchy problem:

(1.15) # iB_τ w ´ Hw ´ cos^2p2τq|w|^2w “ 0, pτ, yq P p´^π_4 ,^π_4 q ^ R^n wp0q “ u_0,

where H “ ´Δ ` |y|^2. We shall use also the following relation between u and w connected via (1.14):

(1.16) e^{´itpτ qΔ}uptpτqq “ e^{iτ H} wpτq, @τ.

In order to show this identity first notice that the lens transform of a solution to the linear Schroedinger equation solves the linear Schroedinger equation with harmonic oscillator with the same initial condition (notice that the lens transform is the identity at time 0), and this fact readily implies by the definition (1.14) of lens transform M_{tpτ q} ˝ S 1_{cosptpτ qq} ˝ e^{´itpτ qΔ} “ e^{iτ H} , @τ

where S_λfpxq “ λ^{n2} fpλxq, M_μfpxq “ e^{´iμ|x|2} and by passing to the inverse in we get e^{itpτ qΔ} ˝ S_{cosptpτ qq} ˝ M_{´tpτ q} “ e^{´iτ H} ðñ e^{itpτ qΔ} “ e^{´iτ H} ˝ M_{´tpτ q} ˝ S 1_{cosptpτ qq} .

By applying the previous identity of operators to the function up´tpτqq, by noticing that by definition wp´τq “ M_{´tpτ q} ˝ S 1_{cosptpτ qq} up´tpτqq we get e^{itpτ qΔ}up´tpτqq “ e^{´iτ H} wp´τq, @τ which is equivalent to (1.16).

Next notice that the solution w to (1.15) can be written as follows (1.17) wpτq “ e^{´iτ H} u_0 ` vpτq where v solves the following Cauchy problem

(1.18) # iB_τ v ` Hv “ cos^{n´2}p2τq|e^{´iτ H} u_0 ` v|^2pe^{´iτ H} u_0 ` vq, vp0q “ 0 on the strip pτ, yq P p´^π_4 ,^π_4 q ^ R^n . Moreover we get by (1.16) and (1.17)

(1.19) e^{´itpτ qΔ}uptpτqq “ u_0 ` e^{iτ H} vpτq.

Hence (1.10) follows provided that vpτq P Cpp´^π_4 ,^π_4 q; H^1pR^n qq, indeed in this case we can select R_{u0} ptq “ e^{´iτ ptqH} vpτptqq, where τptq “^{arctanp2tq}_2 . Moreover (1.11), (1.12) follow provided that we prove:

(1.20) vpτ, yq^{τ Ñ˘ π4}ÝÑ v^˘ in H^1pR^n q, in fact in this case we get (1.11) and (1.12) by choosing r^˘_0 “ e^{˘i π4 H} v^˘. Notice also that by (1.19) we get (1.21) e^{´itpτ qΔ}uptpτqq ´ u_0 ´ r^˘_0 “ e^{iτ H} vpτq ´ e^{˘i π4 H} v^˘ and hence we have that if for some μ ą 0

(1.22) }e^{iτ H} vpτq ´ e^{˘i π4 H} v^˘}_H1_{pR}n_q “ Op|˘ π 4 ´ τ|^μq as τ Ñ˘ π 4 ¯ then by (1.21)

}e^{´itΔ}uptq ´ u_0 ´ r^˘_0 }_H1_{pR}n_q “ O `ˇ ˘ π 4 ´ τptq ˇ ˇ^μ˘ “ O `ˇ ˘ π 4 ´ arctan 2t 2 ˇ ˇ^μ˘ “ Op|t|^{´μ}q as t Ñ ˘8

which corresponds to (1.13) for suitable μ depending on the space dimension n “ 2, 3, 4. Hence the rest of the paper is devoted to the analysis of the Cauchy problem (1.18). In particular we aim at proving the existence of an unique solution belonging to the space v P Cpr´^π_4 ,^π_4 s; H^1pR^n qq (notice we require the solution v to exist up to τ “ ˘^π_4 ) which guarantees (1.10), (1.11), (1.12) once we go back from v to w and from w to u via the inverse lens transform. Moreover, based on the discussion above, in order to deduce (1.13) we shall show (1.22) with μ “ 1 ´ δ for n “ 2, μ “^3_2 for n “ 3, μ “ 2 for n “ 4.

In order to deal with (1.18) we shall establish first a uniform energy estimate for the quantity H^1pR^n q. In turn this bound will allow to conclude easily in the case n “ 2, 3 since the corresponding cubic NLS is energy subcritical. However more work is needed in the case n “ 4 since in this case the H^1pR^4 q bound is not sufficient for the globalization up to τ “ ˘^π_4 and suitable Strichartz norms need to be controlled as well.

It is worth mentioning that in order to deal with (1.18) we shall assume suitable smoothing properties of the free waves e^{´iτ H} u_0 which are valid μ_γ -a.s. granted by stochastic bounds established in [PRT15] and extended in section 2 of this paper. At the best of our knowledge the idea to globalize solutions via a Grönwall argument, by taking advantage of stochastic smoothing properties of free waves, has been first introduced in [BT14] for Nonlinear Wave Equation. Compared with [BT14] we have in this paper two difficulties, on one hand the energy estimate is more involved in the context of NLS, on the other hand in dimension n “ 4 we have to deal with an energy critical problem.

We finally recall that Strichartz estimates are available for the propagator e^{itH} , namely we have the bound:

(1.23) }u}_Lp_{pp´} π_{4 ,} π_{4 q;L}q_{pR}n_{qq} ď C}up0q}_L2_{pR}n_q ` C}iB_tu ´ Hu}_Lp̃1_{pp´} π_{4 ,} π_{4 q;L}q̃1_{pR}n_{qq}

provided that

(1.24) 2 p ` n q “ 2 p̃ ` n q̃ “ n 2 , p ě 2, pn, pq ‰ p2, 2q, pn, p̄q ‰ p2, 2q.

Indeed the proof (1.23) follows since w “ e^{iτ H} φ is the lens transform of the propagator u “ e^{itΔ}φ and by direct computation from (1.17) we get

}wpτq}_L8_{pR}n_q “ 1 cos^n2 p2τq

}uptpτq}_L8_{pR}n_q ď C pcosp2τq|tpτq|q^n2

}φ}_L1_{pR}n_q “ C | sinp2τq|^n2

}φ}_L1_{pR}n_q

where we have used the bound }e^{itΔ}φ}_L8_{pR}n_q ď^C_{|t|} n_2 }φ}_L1_{pR}n_q. Hence we obtain

}e^{iτ H} φ}_L8_{pR}n_q ď C |τ|^n2

}φ}_L1_{pR}n_q, τ P p´ π 4 , π 4 q and the proof of (1.23) follows via classical arguments.

Along the paper we shall work with Strichartz estimates for derivatives:

(1.25) }u}_Lp_{pp´} π_{4 ,} π_{4 q;W} 1,q_{pR}n_{qq} ď C}up0q}_H1_{pR}n_q ` C}iB_tu ` Hu}_Lp̃1_{pp´} π_{4 ,} π_{4 q;W} 1,q̃1_{pR}n_{qq}

where p, q, p̃, q̃ are as in (1.24) and for general s P R we have denoted

}u}_W s,q_{pR}n_q “ }H^{s2} u}_Lq_{pR}n_q, hence in the specific case q “ 2 we get the space H^spR^n q. Notice that (1.25) follows from (1.23) since e^{itH} commutes with p´Hq^{s2} .

We shall make use along the paper of the fact that for every s ě 0, q P p1, 8q there exists C ą 0 such that

(1.26) 1 C ` }xxy^su}_Lq_{pR}n_q ` }D^su}_Lq_{pR}n_q ˘ ď }u}_W s,q_{pR}n_q ď C ` }xxy^su}_Lq_{pR}n_q ` }D^su}_Lq_{pR}n_q ˘ where D^s is defined by the Fourier multiplier xξy^s.

2. Stochastic bounds

We shall need some stochastic bounds associated with the propagator e^{´itH} which are available μ_γ almost surely, where μ_γ P M^s_n is one of the measures given along the introduction. Recall that by Proposition 2.1 in [PRT15] we have μ_γ almost surely the bound

(2.1) › › ›e^{itH} u0 › › ›_{Lq pr´ π4 . π4 s;W s`} n_{2 ´} n_{q ,q pRnqq} ă 8.

More precisely

(2.2) P ´!› ›e^{´itH} u0 › › ›_{Lq pr´ π4 , π4 s;W s`} n_{2 ´} n_{q ,q pRnqq} ą K )¯ ď c exp ´ ´ C K^2 T^{2q} }γ}^2_Hs ¯ . The main result of the section is the following one.

Proposition 2.1. Let η ą 0 and pn, sq P t2, 3, 4u ^ R satisfy

(2.3) $ & % s ą 0 if n “ 2 s ą ´^1_2 if n “ 3 s ą ´1 if n “ 4

then for every μ_γ P M^s_n there exists a Borel set Σ^s_n Ă H^spR^n q such that:

(2.4) μ_γ pΣ^s_nq “ 1;

we have the bound

(2.5) › ›xxy_{s`}^n_{2 ´1´η} ∇e_{itH} u_0 › › L^8pR^R^nq ` › › ›xxy^{s` n2 ´η}e^{itH} u0 › › ›_{L8pR^Rnq} ă 8, @u0 P Σ^s_n.

In order to prove Proposition 2.1 we shall need the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let ρ ě 0, n P N, ε P p0, 8q and q P r1, 8q such that εq ą n. Then there exists C ą 0 such that:

(2.6) }xxy^ρ∇u}_L8_{pR}n_q ` }xxy^{ρ`1}u}_L8_{pR}n_q ď C}u}_W 1`ρ`ε,q_{pR}n_q.

Proof. We denote by Δ_N the classical Littlewood-Paley partition where N runs in the set of dyadic numbers such that N ě 1 and we also fix a cut-off function φ P C^8pR^n ; r0, 1sq such that φpxq “ 1 on^1_2 ă |x| ă 2 and φpxq “ 0 on R^n zt^1_4 ă |x| ă 4u. We first estimate }xxy^{ρ`1}u}_L8_{pR}n_q. By the Minkowski inequality and by the Sobolev embedding W^{δ,q}pR^n q Ă L^8pR^n q for some δ P p0, εq such that δq ą n

(below W^{s,r} denote the usual Sobolev spaces), we get › ›φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{L8pRnq} ď C ÿ N › ›Δ_N pφ` x M ˘ uq › ›_{W δ,q pRnq} ď C ÿ NăM N^δ › ›φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{Lq pRnq} ` C ÿ NěM N^{´1´ε´ρ`δ} › ›Δ_N pφ` x M ˘ uq › ›_{W 1`ρ`ε,q pRnq} ď CM^δ › ›φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{Lq pRnq} ` CM^{´ρ´1} ÿ NěM N^{´ε`δ} › ›φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{W 1`ρ`ε,q pRnq}. Summarizing we get

(2.7) M^{1`ρ} › ›φ` x M ˘ upxq › ›_{L8pRnq} ď CM^{1`ρ`δ} › ›φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{Lq pRnq} ` C › ›φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{W 1`ρ`ε,q pRnq} ď C › ›xxy^{1`ρ`δ} u › ›_{Lq pRnq} ` C}u}_{W 1`ρ`ε,q pRnq} where we used that sup_M › φ `_x M ˘ u › W^{1`ρ`ε,q} pR^nq ď C}u}W^{1`ρ`ε,q} pR^nq. It is now easy

to deduce, by using the localization property of the function φ, the bound:

}xxy^{ρ`1}u}_L8_{pR}n_q ď C}u}_W 1`ρ`ε,q_{pR}n_q.

Next we estimate }xxy^ρ∇u}_L8_{pR}n_q. First we notice that

(2.8) φ ` x M ˘ ∇u “ ∇ “ φ ` x M ˘ u ‰ ´ 1 M ∇φ ` x M ˘ u. Mimicking the proof of the first inequality in (2.7) (with φ replaced by ∇φ) we get

M^{1`ρ} › ›∇φ` x M ˘ upxq › ›_{L8pRnq} ď CM^{1`ρ`δ} › ›∇φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{Lq pRnq} ` C › ›∇φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{W 1`ρ`ε,q pRnq} and hence, by using the localization property of φ, we get the following bound for

the second term in the r.h.s. of (2.8):

(2.9) M^{2`ρ} › › 1 M ∇φ ` x M ˘ upxq › ›_{L8pRnq} ď C › ›xxy^{1`ρ`δ} u › ›_{Lq pRnq} ` C}u}_{W 1`ρ`ε,q pRnq}. We estimate below by the Minkowski inequality and the Sobolev embedding the

first term on the r.h.s. of (2.8): › ›∇“φ` x M ˘ u ‰› L^8pR^nq ď C ÿ N › ›∇Δ_N pφ` x M ˘ uq › ›_{W δ,q pRnq} ď C ÿ NăM N^{1`δ} › φ ` x M ˘ u › L^q pR^nq ` C ÿ NěM N^{´ε´ρ`δ} › Δ_N pφ ` x M ˘ uq › W^{1`ρ`ε,q} pR^nq

ď CM^{1`δ} › ›φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{Lq pRnq} ` CM^{´ρ} ÿ NěM N^{´ε`δ} › ›φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{W 1`ρ`ε,q pRnq}, where 0 ă δ ă ε satisfies δq ą n. In turn this estimate implies M^ρ › ›∇“φ` x M ˘ u ‰› L^8pR^nq ď CM^{1`ρ`δ} › ›φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{Lq pRnq} ` C ÿ NěM N^{´ε`δ} › ›φ` x M ˘ u › ›_{W 1`ρ`ε,q pRnq} ď C › ›xxy^{1`ρ`δ} u › ›_{Lq pRnq} ` C}u}_{W 1`ρ`ε,q pRnq}. By combining this estimate with (2.8) and (2.9), and by recalling the localization property of φ, we get

}xxy^ρ∇u}_L8_{pR}n_q ď C}u}_W 1`ρ`ε,q_{pR}n_q. □ Proof of Prop. 2.1. We fix ε, q and ρ as in Lemma 2.2. Then we get › ›xxy^ρ∇e^{´itH} u_0 › ›_{L8pR^Rnq}` › ›xxy^{ρ`1}e^{´itH} u_0 › ›_{L8pR^Rnq} ď C › ›e^{´itH} u_0 › ›_{L8pR;W 1`ε`ρ,qpRnqq} ď C › ›xHy^{1`ε`ρ}2 e^{´itH} u_0 › ›_{Lq pRn;L8pRqq} where we used (2.6) and the Minkowski inequality at the last step to interchange space and time in the mixed space-time norm. Next we use the Sobolev embedding for functions periodic in time W^{ε,q}_{per}pRq Ă L^8pRq and we can continue the estimate above as follows

¨ ¨ ¨ ď C › › ›xDty^εxHy^{1`ε`ρ2} e^{´itH} u0 › › ›_{Lq pR;LqpRnqq} “ C › › ›xHy^{1`3ε`ρ2} e^{´itH} u0 › › ›_{Lq pR;LqpRnqq} where we used the property

(2.10) xD_ty^εξ “ xHy^εξ.

For completeness we prove this fact below, first we conclude the proof.

We conclude by (2.1) provided that 1 ` ρ ` 3ε ă s `^n_2 ´^n_q . Recall that we used in the computations above εq ą n, hence we can replace ε by ε_K “^ε_K and q by q_K “ qK and the estimate above is still satisfied. Hence if we choose K large enough we have that the condition 1 ` ρ ` 3ε_K ă s `^n_2 ´^n_{qK} is satisfied for K large enough provided that s, n satisfy ρ ă s `^n_2 ´ 1. On the other hands in the Lemma 2.2 we have the condition ρ ě 0 and hence we have to impose s `^n_2 ´ 1 ą 0, which is equivalent to the conditions imposed on s, n along Proposition 2.1 and the proof is complete.

Next we prove (2.10). Recall that for a generic ψpxq “ ř k ψ_kφ_kpxq, where φ_kpxq is basis of eigenfunctions for H with eigenvalues λ_k, we have

xHy^εψ “ ÿ k ψ_kxλ_ky^εφ_kpxq

and similarly for a function ϕptq “ ř k ϕ_k e^{´ikt} we have

xD_ty^εϕ “ ÿ k ϕ_k xky^εe^{ikt}. On the other hands for u_0 “ ř k c_kφ_kpxq we have

e^{´itH} u_0 “ ÿ k c_kφ_kpxqe^{´itλk} and hence xHy^εe^{´itH} u_0 “ ÿ k c_ke^{´itλk} xλ_ky^εφ_kpxq, xD_ty^εe^{´itH} u_0 “ ÿ k c_kφ_kpxqxλ_k y^εe^{´itλk} which imply (2.10). □

3. Energy estimates In this section we establish a key energy estimate for solutions to # iB_tv ´ Hv “ cos^{n´2}p2tq|e^{´itH} u_0 ` v|^2pe^{´itH} u_0 ` vq, vp0q “ 0 on the strip pt, xq P p´^π_4 ,^π_4 q ^ R^n , n “ 2, 3, 4 which is, as explained along the introduction, the main problem (at least for n “ 2, 3 where the problem is energy subcritical) to be studied in order to get Theorem 1.1. We denote (3.1) ξpt, xq “ pe^{´itH} u_0qpxq.

If n, s satisfy (1.9) then by Proposition 2.1 and (2.1) the following stochastic bounds for every u_0 P Σ^s_n with K depending on u_0 (recall that Σ^s_n is defined along Proposition 2.1) :

(3.2) K :“ }xxyξ}_L8_{pR^R}2_q ` }∇ξ}_L8_{pR^R}2_q ` }ξ}_L2_{pr´} π_{4 ,} π_{4 s^R}2_q ă 8 if n “ 2; and K :“ }xxy^{65} ξ}_L8_{pR^R}3_q ` }xxy^{15} ∇ξ}_L8_{pR^R}3_q ` }ξ}_L 12_{5 pr´ π4 , π4 s^R3q} ` }ξ}_L12_{pr´} π_{4 ,} π_{4 s;W} 1,12_{pR}3_{qq} ă 8 if n “ 3;

(3.3)

K :“ }xxy^{75} ξ}_L8_{pR^R}4_q ` }xxy^{25} ∇ξ}_L8_{pR^R}4_q ` }ξ}_L 8_{3 pr´ π4 , π4 s^R4q} ` }ξ}_L8_{pr´} π_{4 ,} π_{4 s;W} 1,8_{pR}4_{qq} ă 8 if n “ 4.

(3.4)

Notice that the condition (2.3) on pn, sq in Proposition 2.1 is weaker than the condition (1.9) that we are assuming. We write the equation as

(3.5) # iB_tv ´ Hv “ cos^{n´2}p2tq|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq, vp0q “ 0.

We will provide energy estimates for weak solutions v P L^8pr0, T s, H^1q to (3.5), with the obvious modification to t ď 0. By weak solution we mean a distributional solution. Observe that a straightforward calculation gives }Hw ´ |w ` ξ|^2pw ` ξq}_H´1 ď c}w}_H1 ` }w}^3_H1 ` K^3 and hence any weak solution defines a Lipschitz continuous map p0, T q Ñ H^{´1}pR^n q.

In particular the limits of v at the endpoints exist and by a slight abuse of notation we assume v P C_wpr0, T s; H^1q, i.e. v is weakly continuous on the closed interval.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that ξ satisfies (3.2), (3.3), (3.4) respectively in dimension n “ 2, 3, 4 and let v P L^8pr0, T q; H^1pR^n qq be weak solution to (3.5) on the strip r0, T q ^ R^n , with T P r0,^π_4 s. Then (3.6) }v}_L8_{pr0,T q;H}1_{pR}n_{qq} ď K^4e^{2πpK2`1q}.

Remark 3.2. We will provide a formal proof, assuming as much regularity as we need, so that the idea becomes more clear. Working with weak solutions requires more care, but the arguments for this extension are standard. Remark 3.3. The proof below applies to all dimensions with minor changes: If n ě 3, s ě ´^{n´2}_4 , γ P A^s_n then for all ε ą 0 μ_γ a.s.

}xxy^{n`24 ´ε}ξ}_L8_{pR^R}n_q ` }xxy^{n´24 ´ε}∇ξ}_L8_{pR^R}n_q ` }ξ}_L 4n_{n`2 pr´ π4 , π4 s^Rnq} ` }ξ}_{Lpr´ π4 , π4 s;W 1,} 4n_{n´2 q} ă 8.

It also applies to (see Remark 3.4) iB_tu ´ Hu “ cos^{pp´2qn2 ´2}p2tq|u|^{p´2}u for 2 `^2_n ă p ď 4 for s ě ´^n_2 `^{n`2}_p . For notational simplicity and clarity we restrict to p “ 3 and and 2 ď d ď 4. Proof. We introduce the energy Epvq “ 1 2 }v}^2_H1_{pR}n_q` 1 4 ż R^n cosp2tq^{n´2}|ξ ` v|^4dx and compute d dt Epvpt, xqq “ Re ż R^n B_tvHv̄dx ` Re ż R^n cosp2tq^{n´2}B_tpξ ` vqpξ ` vq|ξ ` v|^2dx ´ pn ´ 2q 2 ż R^n sinp2tq cosp2tq^{n´3}|ξ ` v|^4dx.

where Re ż R^n B_tvHv̄dx “ ´ Re ż R^n B_tv ` ´ iB_tv̄ ` cos^{n´2}p2tq|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq ˘ dx. The first term on the right hand side vanishes. Since sinp2tq, cosp2tq ě 0 for every t P r0,^π_4 s, by using the equation solved by v and ξ we get: d dt Epvpt, xqq ď Re ż R^n cosp2tq^{n´2} “ ´ B_tv ` B_tpv ` ξq ‰ |ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq dx

“ Re ż R^n cosp2tq^{n´2}B_tξ|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vqdx

“ Im ż R^n cosp2tq^{n´2}Hξ|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vqdx

and by recalling that H “ ´Δ ` |x|^2 we can continue as follows d dt Epvptqq ď ´ Im ż R^n cosp2tq^{n´2}Δξ|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vqdx

` Im ż R^n cosp2tq^{n´2}|x|^2ξ|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vqdx “ I ` II.

Next we estimate I by integration by parts and the stochastic estimate (3.2), (3.3), (3.4) as follows:

|I| ď 3 cosp2tq^{n´2} ” ż R^n |∇ξ|^2|ξ ` v|^2dx` ż R^n |∇ξ||∇v||ξ ` v|^2dx ı “: 3pI_1 ` I_2q, by Young’s inequality I_2 ď cos^{n´2}p2tq 2 ´ }∇v}^2_L2 ` }v ` ξ}^4_L4 ¯ ď 2Epvptqq and I_1 ď 2 ż |∇ξ|^2|ξ|^2dx ` 2 ż_T 0 ż |∇ξ|^2|v|^2dx ď 2 ż |∇ξ|^2|ξ|^2dx ` 2K^2 ż_T 0 }v}^2_L2 .

hence we get |I| ď p6 ` 6K^2qEpvptqq ` 6 ż R^n |∇ξ|^2|ξ|^2dx.

By a similar argument we get |II| ď p2 ` 2K^2qEpvptqq` ż R^n xxy^2|ξ|^4dx.

We apply Grönwall’s Lemma and obtain for 0 ď T ď^π_4 (using the L^p bounds in (3.2)-(3.4)) sup 0ďtďT Epvptqq ď e^{2πpK2`1q} ż_T 0 ż |∇ξ|^2|ξ|^2dx dt ď K^4e^{πpK2`2q}. □ Remark 3.4. Let 2 ă p ă 4. Then u satisfies iB_tu ` Δu “ |u|^{p´2}u if and only if its lens transform w satisfies iB_τ w ´ Hw ´ cos^{pp´2qn2 ´2}p2τq|w|^{p´2}w “ 0.

p “ 2 `^4_n is the mass critical exponent, for which the exponent of n vanishes. p “ 2 `^4_{n´2} (for n ě 3) is the energy critical case when the exponent is 2. Let p_0 “ 2 `^2_n when the exponent is ´1.

The main difference in the case 2 `^2_n ă p ă 4 is in the estimate

I :“ ż R^n |∇ξ| |∇v| |v ` ξ|^{p´2}dx ď }∇ξ}_L 2p_{4´p} }∇v}_L2 }v ` ξ}^{p´2}_Lp .

Since }∇ξ}_L^{np}_{n`2´p pr´ π4 , π4 s^Rnq} ` }∇ξ}_L8_{pR^Rq} ď K and^{np}_{n`2´p} ď^{2p}_{4´p} for 2 ă p ď 4 we obtain by Young’s inequality

I ď Kptq}∇v}_L2 }v ` ξ}^{p´2}_Lp ď Kptq ´ }∇v}^2_L2 ` }v ´ ξ}^p_Lp

¯ 3p´4_{2p}

where Kptq :“ }∇ξptq}_L 2p_{p´2 pRnq} P L^{2pp´2} pr´ π 4 , π 4 sq. For 2 ă p ă 4 we obtain a polynomial bound }vptq}_H1 ď cp1 ` Kq^M for some positive c and M.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for n “ 2, 3

We are interested in solving the following Cauchy problems

(4.1) # iB_tv ´ Hv “ cos^{n´2}_` p2tq|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq, vpτq “ ϕ P H^1pR^n q

where n “ 2, 3, τ P R and pt, xq P R ^ R^n and cos_` “ | cos |.

Proposition 4.1. Assume ξ satisfies (3.2), (3.3) respectively for n “ 2, 3. Let K be the constant defined there. Then for every R ą 0 there exists δ ą 0 (a function of R and K) such that for every ϕ P B_RpH^1pR^n qq and for every τ P R there exists a unique solution v P Cprτ ´ δ, τ ` δs; H^1pR^n qq to (4.1).

The globalization of the solution v to (3.5) on the full interval r´^π_4 ,^π_4 s readily comes by combining the local existence for (4.1) along with the uniform bound provided by Proposition 3.1, which of course can be extended to negative times as well. As a consequence the Cauchy problem (3.5) admits one unique global solution v P Cpr´^π_4 ,^π_4 s; H^1pR^n qq defined on the time interval r´^π_4 ,^π_4 s.

We claim that the solution v to (3.5) has the following behaviour

(4.2) }vptq ´ e^{´ipt¯ π4 qH} vp˘ π 4 q}_H1_{pR}n_q “ " Op| ˘^π_4 ´ t|^{1´δ}q @δ ą 0 if n “ 2 Op| ˘^π_4 ´ t|^{32} q if n “ 3

as t Ñ ˘^π_4^¯.

Notice also that if u_0 belongs to the μ_γ full measure sets Σ^s_n introduced along Proposition 2.1 for n “ 2, 3 and s, n as in (1.9), then the corresponding free waves ξ “ e^{itH} u_0 satisfy (3.2), (3.3). Hence, based on the discussion done along the introduction, we get that Proposition 4.1 and estimate (4.2) imply Theorem 1.1 in the cases n “ 2, 3. In particular recall that (4.2) implies (1.13) for n “ 2, 3 as discussed in the introduction. To shorten the notation we denote I “ rτ ´ δ, τ ` δs. We have to prove Proposition 4.1 and inequality (4.2).

The numerology that we shall use will depend on the space dimension, hence we shall split the proof in two cases, n “ 2 and n “ 3. We rely on the standard contraction argument and Duhamel formulation, hence we shall not provide all the details. For simplicity we shall work for t ą 0, the argument for t ă 0 is the same.

4.1. Proof of Prop. 4.1 for n “ 3.

Proof. We define the map Ξ by

(4.3) pΞpvqqptq “ ż_t τ e^{´ipt´sqH} cosp2sq|ξpsq ` vpsq|^2pξpsq ` vpsqqds.

By Strichartz estimates associated with the propagator e^{itH} (see (1.25)) we get

}Ξvpt, xq}_L8_{pI;H}1_{pR}3_{qq} ď C} cosp2sq|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq}_{L2pI;W 1,} 6_{5 pR3qq}.

Next we estimate the nonlinear term for fixed time as follows:

}|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq}_{W 1,} 6_{5 pR3qq} ď C}∇|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq}_L 6_{5 pR3q} ` C}xxy|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq}_L 6_{5 pR3q} hence we get (since it does not matter of which term one takes the complex conjugate)

}∇|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq}_L 6_{5 pR3q} ď 3}p|v| ` |ξ|q^2p|∇v| ` |∇ξ|q}_L 6_{5 pR3q} ď 6 ” }∇v}_L2_{pR}3_qp}v}^2_L6_{pR}3_q ` K^2q ` K}v}^2_L 12_5 ` CK^3 ı ď CpK^3 ` }v}^3_H1_{pR}3_qq where we have used (3.3) and the Sobolev embedding H^1pR^3 q Ă L^2pR^3 q X L^6pR^3 q. Similarly one can prove }|xxypv ` ξq||v ` ξ|^2}_L 6_{5 pR3q} ď CpK^3 ` }v}^3_H1_{pR}3_qq and hence summarizing we get }Ξvpt, xq}_L8_{pI;H}1_{pR}3_{qq} ď Cδ^{12} pK^3 ` }v}^3_L8_{pI;H}1_{pR}3_{qq}q.

We search a fixed point of the map v “ e^{´ipt´sqH} ϕ ` Ξpvq. Let R “ 2p}ϕ}_H1 ` Kq and δ “ 1 9C^2R^4 . Then, if }v}_L8_{pI;H}1_q ă R }e^{´ipt´sqH} ϕ ` Ξpvq}_L8_{pI;H}1 ă R 2 ` 3Cδ^{12} R^3 ď R.

Decreasing δ is necessary we obtain a strict contraction, and hence a unique solution. □ Finally notice that by fixing the initial condition at τ “^π_4 as φ “ vp^π_4 q, by recalling that v is a fixed point of the operator (4.3) and by using the nonlinear estimate above we get with I “ pT,^π_4 q › › ›vpt, xq ´ e^{´ipt´ π4 qH} vp π 4 q › › ›_{L8pI;H1pR3qq} ď Cp1 ` }v}^3_L8_{pI;H}1_{pR}3_{qq}q

` ż^π4 T cos^2p2sqds

˘ 1_2

and we conclude, since by Section 3 max_{tPr0, π4 s} }vptq}_H1 ă 8, the bound }vpt, xq ´ e^{´ipt´ π4 qH} vp π 4 q}_L8_{pp} π_{4 ´T,} π_{4 q;H}1_{pR}3_{qq} ď C|T´ π 4 |^{32} and hence we obtain (4.2) for n “ 3. 4.2. Proof of Prop. 4.1 for n “ 2.

Proof. The proof is similar to the case n “ 3 except that we have to adapt the Strichartz numerology. We shall use the following Strichartz estimate with any dual Strichartz pair such that^2_p `^2_q “ 3, 1 ă p ă 2 in order to perform a fixed point argument: (recall the definition of Ξ in (4.3)) (4.4) }Ξpvq}_L8_{pI;H}1_{pR}2_{qq} ď C}|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq}_Lp_{pI;W} 1,q_{pR}2_{qq}.

Then for every fixed time t P I we get:

}∇|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq}_Lq_{pR}2_q ď }p|ξ| ` |v|q^2p|∇ξ| ` |∇v|q}_Lq_{pR}2_q ď }∇v}_L2 }v}^2_L 4q_{2´q pR2q} ` K^3 ` 3K^2}∇v}_L2_{pR}2_q ` 3K}v}^2_L2q_{pR}2_q

ď CpK ` }v}_H1_{pR}2_qq^3 where we have used the Sobolev embedding H^1pR^2 q Ă L^rpR^2 q for every r P r2, 8q and the stochastic bound (3.2). Similarly we get }xxy|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq}_Lq_{pR}2_q ď CpK ` }v}_H1_{pR}2_qq^3 and hence by (4.4) }Ξpvq}_L8_{pI;H}1_{pR}2_{qq} ď Cδ^{1p} }v}^3_L8_{pI;H}1_{pR}2_{qq} where p P p1, 2q. We argue as in the case n “ 3 with a fixed point argument to obtain existence of a unique solutions by choosing δ small as a function of K and }ϕ}_H1 . □ Moreover by fixing, as in the case n “ 3 the initial condition at time τ “^π_4 and φ “ vp^π_4 q we get }vpt, xq ´ e^{´ipt´ π4 qH} vp π 4 q}_L8_{ppT,} π_{4 q;H}1_{pR}2_{qq} “ Op|T´ π 4 |^{1p} q and hence we conclude (4.2) for n “ 2 since p can be choosen arbitrary close to 1. 5. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for n “ 4 We are interested in solving the following Cauchy problems

(5.1) # iB_tv ´ Hv “ cos^2p2tq|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq, vpτq “ ϕ P H^1pR^4 q where τ P R_` and pt, xq P R_` ^ R^4 .

Proposition 5.1. Assume ξ satisfies (3.4) and let K be the constant defined there. Then for every R ą 0 there exists δ ą 0 (a function of R and K ) such that for every ϕ P B_RpH^1pR^4 qq, and for every τ P r0,^π_4 q there exists a unique solution v P Cprτ, mint^π_4 , τ `δus; H^1pR^4 qqXL^4prτ, mint^π_4 , τ `δus; L^8pR^4 qq to (5.1). Moreover there exists a function M : r0, 8q Ñ r0, 8q so that

}v}_L8_{ppτ,mint} π_{4 ,τ `δuq;H}1_q ` }v}_L4_{ppτ,mint} π_{4 ,τ `δuq;L}8_q ď Mp}ϕ}_H1 q. As in the subcritical case we deduce that the Cauchy problem (3.5) admits one unique global solution v P Cpr´^π_4 ,^π_4 s; H^1pR^4 qq defined on the strip r´^π_4 ,^π_4 s ^ R^4 . We claim that the solution v to (3.5) has the following behaviour (5.2) }vptq ´ e^{´ipt¯ π4 qH} vp˘ π 4 q}_H1_{pR}4_q “ Op|˘ π 4 ´ t|^2q as t Ñ ˘^π_4 . As in the subcritical case Theorem 1.1 follows from Proposition 5.1 and estimate (5.2). Our approach will be based on the estimate for I “ rτ, τ ` δs (5.3) }u}_L8_{pI;H}1_{pR}4_{qq} ` }u}_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} À }upτq}_H1_{pR}4_q ` }iB_tu ´ Hu}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq}, which is a consequence of the Strichartz estimates combined with the Sobolev inequality }uptq}_L8_{pR}4_q ď C}∇uptq}_L 8_{3 pR4q}. We assume that ξ “ e^{itH} u_0 satisfies (3.4) and K will be the quantity defined therein. Due to Proposition 2.1 this property is true almost surely w.r.t. μ_γ by assuming the condition (1.9) for n “ 4. We shall split the proof into several subsections.

5.1. The global existence and bounds by Ryckman and Visan. The crucial ingredient is the result of Ryckman and Visan [RV07] about global existence and bounds for the equation without noise. The following lemma is a consequence. Lemma 5.2. For every τ P p0,^π_4 q and ϕ P H^1pR^4 q there exists a solution w P Cprτ, π 4 q; H^1pR^4 qq X L^4ppτ, π 4 q; L^8pR^4 qq, to the Cauchy problem

(5.4) # iB_tw ´ Hw “ cos^2p2tqw|w|^2, pt, xq P rτ,^π_4 q ^ R^4 wpτq “ ϕ. Moreover there exists a monotone function M : r0, 8q Ñ r0, 8q so that (5.5) }w}_L4_{ppτ,} π_{4 q;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ď Mp}ϕ}_H1 q and (5.6) }w}_L8_{ppτ,} π_{4 q;H}1_{pR}4_{qq} ď Mp}ϕ}_H1 q.

Proof. Let u “ e^{´ipt´τ qH} ϕ P L^8pR; H^1 q X L^4pI; L^8pR^4 qq. We make the Ansatz w “ v ` u where vpτq “ 0, iB_tv ´ Hv “ cos^2p2tq|v ` u|^2pv ` uq. and Ξpvq “ ż_t τ e^{´ipt´sqH} cosp2sq|v ` u|^2pv ´ uqds.

We define ~f~ “ }f}_L8_{pI;H}1_q ` }f}_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq}.

For δ ą 0 and I “ rτ, τ ` δs we obtain with absolut implicit constants ~Ξpvq~ À }|v ` u|^2pv ` uq}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q} À p}v}^2_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ` }u}^2_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq}qp}v}_L8_{pI;H}1_q ` }u}^2_L8_{pI;H}1_qq. À p~v~ ` }u}_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq}q^2p~v~ ` }ϕ}_H1 q.

We may choose δ small so that }u}_L4_{prτ,T s;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} becomes small. It is now easy to construct a solution by a fixed point argument. This time δ depends on ϕ, and not only its norm.

We next establish (5.6) on the interval rτ, T q, assuming that w P L^8prτ, T s; H^1pR^4 qq is a weak solution. Hence we multiply (5.4) by B_tw̄ and take the real part and we get 1 2 d dt }wptq}^2_H1_{pR}4_q` cos^2p2tq 4 d dt }wptq}^4_L4_{pR}4_q “ 0, which implies for all t P rτ, T q d dt ` 1 2 }wptq}^2_H1_{pR}4_q` cos^2p2tq 4 }wptq}^4_L4_{pR}4_q ˘ “ ´ sinp2tq cosp2tq}wptq}^4_L4_{pR}4_q and then we get by the monotonicity of the energy on the l.h.s. the bound (5.7) }wptq}^2_H1_{pR}n_q` cos^2p2tq 4 }wptq}^4_L4_{pR}n_q ď }ϕ}^2_H1_{pR}n_q` cos^2p2tq 4 }ϕ}^4_L4_{pR}n_q, which implies (5.6) for t P rτ, T s.

Next we consider the solution to the following classical NLS on R^4 (which corresponds to (5.4) up to inverse lens transform):

(5.8) # iB_tu ` Δu “ u|u|^2, pt, yq P R ^ R^4 up^{tanp2τ q}_2 , yq “ e^{i sinp2τ q cosp2τ q2 |y|2} cos^2p2τqϕpcosp2τqyq and observe › ›∇up tanp2τq 2 q › ›^2

L^2pR^4q

ď 2 cos^2p2τq}∇ϕ}^2_L2 ` 2 sin^2p2τq}yϕ}^2_L2_{pR}4_q ď 2}ϕ}^2_H1 where we used (5.6) at the last step. Then by the analysis in [RV07] (more precisely see Lemma 3.6 in [RV07]) of the cubic NLS on R^4 we get that (5.8) admits one unique global solution with the following uniform bound for some montone function M̃ (5.9) }u}_L4_{pR;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ď M̃p}∇ϕ}_L2 q. Moreover we have by direct computation (5.10) }u}_{L4p} tanp2τ q_{2 ,} tanp2T q_{2 q;L8pR4qq} “ } cosp2tqw}_L4_{ppτ,T q;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} and by an application of Strichartz estimates to (5.4) we get

}w}_L4_{ppτ,T q;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ď C}ϕ}_H1_{pR}4_{qq} ` C} cos^2p2tqw|w|^2}_{L2ppτ,T q;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq}. Hence by using (5.7), (5.9) and (5.10) it implies with an implicit absolute constant (5.11) }w}_L4_{ppτ,T q;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} À }ϕ}_H1 ` }w}_L8_{ppτ,T q;H}1_{pR}4_{qq}} cosp2tqw_τ }^2_L4_{pτ,T q;L}8_{pR}4_{qq}. Let T P pτ,^π_4 s be the maximal times of existence so that w P Cprτ, T q; H^1q X č SăT L^4prτ, Sq; L^8pR^4 qq.

By the energy estimate sup τ ďtăT }wptq}^2_H1 ď }ϕ}^2_H1` cos 2τ 2 }ϕ}^4_L4

and by the (5.11) }w}_L4_{prτ,T q;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ď Mp}ϕ}_H1 q.

As discussed in Section 3 the weak limit lim_{tÑT} wptq “: ψ P H^1 exists. If T ď^π_4 we can solve by the first step on a larger time interval, which contradicts the assumption of maximality. Thus T “^π_4 and the proof is complete. □

5.2. A linearized problem. We shall need the following lemma as well. Lemma 5.3. Let 0 ď τ ă τ ` δ ď^π_4 , let I “ pτ, τ ` δq, ϕ P H^1, F P L^2pI; W^{1, 43} q, }w}_L8_{prτ,τ `δs;H}1_q ď L and }w}_L4_{prτ,τ `δs;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ď M.

Then the following problem # iB_th ´ Hh ´ pcosp2tqq^2p2h|w ` ξ|^2 ` h̄pw ` ξq^2q “ F hpτq “ ϕ P H^1pR^4 q has a unique solution h P CpI; H^1q X L^4pI; L^8pR^4 q. In addition (5.12) }h}_L8_{pI;H}1_q ` }h}_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ď CpK, L, Mq ` }ϕ}_H1_{pR}4_q ` }F }_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq} ˘ . Proof. It suffices to prove this lemma for some small τ depending on K, L and M, since we then simply iterate the estimate. We will choose τ below.

By the Strichartz estimate, with an absolute implicit constant, and using that complex conjugates do not affect the estimate, using again ~.~, (5.13) ~h~ À }ϕ}_H1_{pR}4_q ` }|w ` ξ|^2h}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq} ` }F }_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq}.

We estimate the terms on the right hand side one by one

}xxyp|w ` ξ|^2hq}_{L2pI;L} 4_{3 pR4q} ` }∇p|w ` ξ|^2hq}_{L2pI;L} 4_{3 pR4qq} ď C ´ δ^{12} K^2 ` pδ^{1{4}K ` Lq}w}_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_q ` }w}^2_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ¯ ~h~. (5.14)

Hence going back to (5.13) we get

(5.15) ~h~ À }ϕ}_H1 ` }F }_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq} ` ´ δ^{12} K^2 ` pδ^{14} pK ` Lq ` }w}_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq}q}w}_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ¯ ~h~ We fix δ ą 0 so small that we can absorb all terms with the power δ^{14} and δ^{12} (as a function of K and Φ}_H1 ) on the left hand side. Then

(5.16) ~h~ ď C ´ }ϕ}_H1_{pR}4_q ` }w}_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq}~h~ ` }F }_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq} ¯ . As discussed above it suffices to prove the statement under this additional restriction. If }w}_L4_{pI;L}8_q ď^1_{2C} we can absorb the middle term on the left hand side and arrive at ~h~ ď Cp}ϕ}_H1 ` }F }_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q}q.

In this case it is easy to turn this estimate into an iteration procedure to construct a unique solution.

We know from Lemma 5.2 that }w}_L4_{prτ,} π_{4 q} ď M̃pϕq, hence we can split I into at most N “ p2CM̃p}ϕ}_H1 qq^{14} intervals I_j “ rτ_j , τ_{j`1}s, τ “ τ_0 ă τ_1 ă . . . τ_N “ τ ` δ so that }w}_L4_{pIj q} ď 1 2C .

We repeat the previous estimate N times on these small intervals (and also the construction of the solution)

}h}_L8_{pIj ;H}1_q ` }h}_L4_{pIj ;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ď C ` }hpτ_{j´1}q}_H1 ` }F }_{L2pIj ;W 1,} 4_{3 q} ˘ and obtain }h}_L8_{pI;H}1_q ď C^N ` }ϕ}_H1 ` N^{12} }F }_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q} ˘ . □ 5.3. Proof of Proposition 5.1. We consider ξ so that (see (3.4)) (5.17) }xxy^{75} ξ}_L8_{pr0,} π_{4 s^R}4_q ` }xxy^{25} ∇ξ}_L8_{pr0,} π_{4 s^R}4_q “ K. Here we do not need to assume that ξ satisfies the linear harmonic Schrödinger equation.

We consider

(5.18) # iB_tv ´ Hv “ cos^2p2tq|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq, vpτq “ ϕ P H^1pR^4 q Proposition 5.1 states that there exists δ ą 0 depending only on K and }ϕ}_H1 so that there is unique weak solution v P Cprτ, τ ` δs; H^1q X L^4prτ, τ ` δs; L^8pR^4 qq, which is the statement we prove in this subsection.

Proof. Let w P Cprτ,^π_4 s; H^1pR^4 qq X L^4prτ,^π_4 s; L^8pR^4 qq be the solution considered in Lemma 5.2. It satisfies a bound }w}_L8_{prτ,} π_{4 s;H}1_q ` }w}_L4_{prτ,} π_{4 s;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ď M̃p}ϕ}_H1 q.

We look for the equation solved by v ´ w “ R, # iB_tR ´ HR “ cos^2p2tq “ pR ` w ` ξq|R ` w ` ξ|^2 ´ w|w|^2 ‰ Rpτq “ 0. We expand the nonlinearity and we get (5.19) iB_tR ´ HR ´ cos^2p2tq `¯ Rpw ` ξq^2 ` 2R|w ` ξ|^2 ˘ “ F with (5.20) F pRq “ cos^2p2tq ” R^2R̄`R^2pw ` ξq`2|R|^2pw`ξq` ` |w`ξ|^2pw`ξq´w|w|^2 ˘ı . The important feature are

(1) The left hand side is a linear equation for R considered in the previous subsection.

(2) The term |w|^2w cancels on the right hand side. We will construct the solution by a standard fix point argument R “ ΞpRq where r “ ΞpRq is the unique solution to the linear equation (5.21) iB_tr ´ Hr ´ cos^2p2tq ` r̄pw ` ξq^2 ` 2r|w ` ξ|^2 ˘ “ F pRq with initial data rp0q “ 0.

We aim to apply Lemma 5.3 on the time interval rτ, τ `δs. Notice that the forcing term in (5.19) involves terms quadratic and cubic in R as well as a remainder independent of R. We first compute the terms quadratic in R by neglecting as usual the bounded factor cos^2p2tq, in particular we shall estimate }R^2w̄}_{L2prτ,τ `δs;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq} and }R^2ξ}_{L2prτ,τ `δs;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq}. To shorten the notation we denote I “ rτ, τ ` δs. In the same fashion as above (5.22) }|R|^2w}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq} ` }R^2w̄}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq} ď C~w~~R~^2. Next notice that (5.23) }∇pR^2ξq}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q} ` }∇p|R|^2ξq}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q} ď Cδ^{14} K~R~^2. where we used (5.17). Next we estimate the term cubic in R: (5.24) }R̄R^2}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq} ď C}R}_L8_{pI;H}1_{pR}4_{qq}}R}^2_L4_{pI;L}8_{pR}4_{qq} ď C~R~^3. Finally we compute the last term that appears in the forcing term of (5.19). It is crucial that there is no cubic term of w. We obtain (using that the position of complex conjugates does not matter)

}|w ` ξ|^2pw ` ξq ´ w|w|^2}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q} ď }ξ|^2ξ}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q} ` 3}|ξ|^2w}_{L2 pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q} ` 3}|w|^2ξ}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q}

(5.25)

and, estimating the terms on the right hand side one by one (5.26) }|ξ|^2ξ}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q} ď Cδ^{1{2}K^3,

(5.27) }|ξ|^2w}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q} ď cK^2δ^{12} }w}_L8_{pI;H}1_q

(5.28) }|w|^2ξ}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 q} ď cδ^{14} K}w}_L4_{pI;L}8_q}w}_L8_{pI;H}1_q.

By combining (3.4) with the bounds (5.5) and (5.6) we get: (5.29) }|w ` ξ|^2pw ` ξq ´ w|w|^2}_{L2pI;W 1,} 4_{3 pR4qq} ď CpK, }ϕ}_H1 qδ^{14} . Gathering together the estimates proved above, we apply Lemma 5.3 and we get (with implicit constants depending only on K and }ϕ}_H1 ) (5.30) ~ΞpRq~ À ~R~^2 ` ~R~^3 ` δ^{14} . and, by polarization

~ΞpR_2q ´ ΞpR_1q ~ À ´ ~R_2~ ` ~R_1~ ` ~R_2~^2 ` ~R_1~^2 ¯ ~R_2 ´ R_1~.

If δ is sufficiently small (depending only on K and }ϕ}_H1 standard fixpoint argument yield a unique solution. □

5.4. Inequality (5.2). We complete the proof by verifying (5.2) and recall that we have constructed a solution v to iB_tv ´ Hv “ cos^2p2tq|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq where ξ satisfies iB_tξ ´ Hξ “ 0 and the bounds (3.4). Moreover, by Proposition 5.1 }v}_{Cpr0,} π_{4 s;H}1_q ` }v}_L4_{pp0,} π_{4 q;L}8_{pR}4_q ď CpKq.

Thus

vptq ´ e^{´ipt´ π4 qH} vpπ{4q “´ ż π_4 t e^{´ipt´sqH} cos^2p2sq|ξpsq ` vpsq|^2pξpsq ` vpsqqds

By the Strichartz estimate › › › ż π_4 t e^{´ipt´sqH} cos^2p2sq|ξpsq ` vpsq|^2pξpsq ` vpsqqds › › ›_{L8pr π4 ´δ, π4 s;H1q}

ď C cos^2 ` π 2 ´ 2δ ˘› ›|ξ ` v|^2pξ ` vq › › ›_{L2pr π4 ´δ, π4 s;H1q}

ď 4Cδ^2pK^3 ` ~v~^3q.

6. Higher dimensions 6.1. The energy critical case for n ě 5. There are only minor changes in the energy critical case n ě 5 and p “^{2n}_{n´2} .

(1) The energy bound has been discussed in Remark 3.3. (2) The Strichartz estimate is

}v}_L8_{pr´} π_{4 ,} π_{4 s;H}1_{pR}n_q ` }v}_{L2pr´ π4 , π4 s;W 1,} 2n_{n´2 pRnqq} ď c ” }vp0q}_H1 ` }iB_tv ´ Hv}_{L2pr´ π4 , π4 s;W 1,} 2n_{n`2 pRnqq} ı . and we use the Sobolev estimate }vptq}_L 2n_{n´2 pR}n_q ď c}vptq}_H1_{pR}n_q.

(3) For the deterministic equation wellposedness and uniform bounds for }w}_{L2} n`2_{n´2 pR^Rnq}

have been proven in [Vis07] (and hence for all Strichartz norms) replacing the L^4L^8 bound.

(4) We now complete the proof in the same fashion as above.

6.2. The energy subcritical case 2 `^2_n ă p ď 2 `^4_{n´2} . This follows from the energy estimate and easier local existence results.

Acknowledgements H.K. was partially supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) through the Hausdorff Center for Mathematics under Germany’s Excellence Strategy - EXC-2047/1 - 390685813 and through CRC 1060 - project number 211504053. N.T. was partially supported by the ANR project Smooth ANR-22-CE40-0017. N.V. is supported by the PRIN project 2020XB3EFL by MIUR and PRA-2022-11 by the University of Pisa.

References

[BL13] Nicolas Burq and Gilles Lebeau. Injections de Sobolev probabilistes et applications. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4), 46(6):917–962, 2013.

[Bou94] J. Bourgain. Periodic nonlinear Schrödinger equation and invariant measures. Comm. Math. Phys., 166(1):1–26, 1994.

[Bou96] Jean Bourgain. Invariant measures for the 2d-defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Comm. Math. Phys., 176(2):421–445, 1996.

[BPT24] Nicolas Burq, Aurélien Poiret, and Laurent Thomann. Bilinear strichartz estimates and almost sure global solutions for the nonlinear schrödinger equation. To appear Mémoires de la Société Mathématique de France arXiv:2304.10979, 2024.

[BT08] Nicolas Burq and Nikolay Tzvetkov. Random data Cauchy theory for supercritical wave equations. I. Local theory. Invent. Math., 173(3):449–475, 2008.

[BT14] Nicolas Burq and Nikolay Tzvetkov. Probabilistic well-posedness for the cubic wave equation. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 16(1):1–30, 2014.

[BT24] Nicolas Burq and Laurent Thomann. Almost Sure Scattering for the One Dimensional Nonlinear Schrödinger Equation. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 296(1480), 2024.

[BTT13] Nicolas Burq, Laurent Thomann, and Nikolay Tzvetkov. Long time dynamics for the one dimensional non linear Schrödinger equation. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 63(6):2137–2198, 2013.

[Cam23] Nicolas Camps. Scattering for the cubic Schrödinger equation in 3D with randomized radial initial data. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 376(1):285–333, 2023.

[Caz03] Thierry Cazenave. Semilinear Schrödinger equations, volume 10 of Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics. New York University, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York; American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.

[CKS^`04] J. Colliander, M. Keel, G. Staffilani, H. Takaoka, and T. Tao. Global existence and scattering for rough solutions of a nonlinear Schrödinger equation on R^3. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 57(8):987–1014, 2004.

[CO12] James Colliander and Tadahiro Oh. Almost sure well-posedness of the cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation below L^2pTq. Duke Math. J., 161(3):367–414, 2012.

[DLM19] Benjamin Dodson, Jonas Lührmann, and Dana Mendelson. Almost sure local wellposedness and scattering for the 4D cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Adv. Math., 347:619–676, 2019.

[Dod16] Benjamin Dodson. Global well-posedness and scattering for the defocusing, L^2-critical, nonlinear Schrödinger equation when d “ 2. Duke Math. J., 165(18):3435–3516, 2016.

[FZ23] Chenjie Fan and Zehua Zhao. A note on decay property of nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 151(6):2527–2542, 2023.

[GV85] J. Ginibre and G. Velo. Scattering theory in the energy space for a class of nonlinear Schrödinger equations. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9), 64(4):363–401, 1985.

[IW13] Masahiro Ikeda and Yuta Wakasugi. Small-data blow-up of L^2-solution for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation without gauge invariance. Differential Integral Equations, 26(11-12):1275–1285, 2013.

[LRS88] Joel L. Lebowitz, Harvey A. Rose, and Eugene R. Speer. Statistical mechanics of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation. J. Statist. Phys., 50(3-4):657–687, 1988.

[Mar23] Katie Marsden. Almost sure scattering of the energy-critical NLS in d ą 6. Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 22(10):3165–3199, 2023.

[NS15] Andrea R. Nahmod and Gigliola Staffilani. Almost sure well-posedness for the periodic 3D quintic nonlinear Schrödinger equation below the energy space. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 17(7):1687–1759, 2015.

[OP16] Tadahiro Oh and Oana Pocovnicu. Probabilistic global well-posedness of the energycritical defocusing quintic nonlinear wave equation on R^3 . J. Math. Pures Appl. (9), 105(3):342–366, 2016.

[Poi12] Aurélien Poiret. Solutions globales pour des équations de schrödinger sur-critiques en toutes dimensions, 2012.

[PRT15] Aurélien Poiret, Didier Robert, and Laurent Thomann. Random-weighted Sobolev inequalities on R^d and application to Hermite functions. Ann. Henri Poincaré, 16(2):651– 689, 2015.

[RV07] E. Ryckman and M. Visan. Global well-posedness and scattering for the defocusing energy-critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation in R^{1`4} . Amer. J. Math., 129(1):1–60, 2007.

[Spi23] Martin Spitz. Almost sure local wellposedness and scattering for the energy-critical cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with supercritical data. Nonlinear Anal., 229:Paper No. 113204, 33, 2023.

[SSW23] Jia Shen, Avy Soffer, and Yifei Wu. Almost sure well-posedness and scattering of the 3D cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Comm. Math. Phys., 397(2):547–605, 2023.

[Tzv19] Nikolay Tzvetkov. Random data wave equations. In Singular random dynamics, volume 2253 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 221–313. Springer, Cham, 2019.

[Vis07] Monica Visan. The defocusing energy-critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation in higher dimensions. Duke Math. J., 138(2):281–374, 2007.

Départment de Mathématiques Université Paris-Saclay, Bat. 307, 91405 Orsay Cedex France

Email address: nicolas.burq@universite-paris-saclay.fr

Mathematisches Institut, Endenicher Allee 60, Bonn University, Germany Email address: koch@math.uni-bonn.de

ENS Lyon, 46, Allée d’Italie, 69 007 Lyon, France Email address: nikolay.tzvetkov@ens-lyon.fr

Dipartimento di Matematica, Largo B. Pontecorvo 5, 56124, Università di Pisa, Italy Email address: nicola.visciglia@unipi.it