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A DECAY ESTIMATE FOR CUBIC DEFOCUSING NON-LINEAR
SCHRODINGER EQUATION IN THREE DIMENSIONS

YI SUN

ABSTRACT. In this short note, we prove a decay estimate for non-linear solutions of 3D cubic
defocusing non-linear Schrédinger equation.

1. INTRODUCTION
1.1. Background and main results. We consider cubic defocusing non-linear Schrodinger equa-
tion in R3,

0 4+ Au = |ul?u, te[0,0), zeR3,
(1.1)

u(0, ) = ug(z) € HY2(R?) n LL(R?).

u(t,z) : [0,00) x R® — C is a complex-valued function. Our particular choice of non-linearity makes
the equation Hy Y2_critical: 1f u(t,x) solves (1.1),

up(t, ) := (N2, \x), A >0,

also solve (1.1) and the HY?norm is invariant under scaling.
Also the equation preserves the mass of solutions

MIu(t)] = f u(t, 2)2 dz.

Dispersive estimates play a fundamental role in the study of non-linear dispersive equations. It
is well known that for the linear propagator 2 of Schrédinger equation in R, one has

[ uglre < ¢ % JuolLy, t> 0. (1.2)

Meanwhile, for defocusing NLS, many scattering type results have been widely studied. Scat-
tering means the solution u(t) to the defocusing non-linear equation asymptotically behaves like a
linear solution. This means one can find uar in certain Sobolev space, such that

Ju(t) — e ud g, — 0, ast — oo. (1.3)

A natural question may be that in what sense one can recover estimate (1.2) for solutions to the
non-linear equations. This problem has been studied in a series works [4] by Fan, Killip, Visan and
Zhao, [5] by Fan, Staffilani and Zhao, [6, 7] by Fan and Zhao, and [12] by Kowalski.

This work is mainly inspired by work [12] of Kowalski. Kowalski put the initial data into scaling
critical Besov space which is stronger than the scaling critical Sobolev space, and recovered the full
dispersive estimate. We find this method also works for our model. (1.1) is H, Y2 critical. If we put
the 1n1t1al data in scaling critical Besov space B212 which is stronger than scaling critical Sobolev
space Hm 2, we can recover estimate (1.2) for solutions to (1.1).

Global well-posedness and scattering results in works [3] by Dodson, and in [14] by Kenig and
Merle are also critical to this work.

We summarize the well-posedness results that are needed:
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Proposition 1.1 (Theorem 1.1 in [14]). Suppose that u(t) solves (1.1) with initial data ug. Assume
that

sup [u(t)] e = A < +o0. (1.4)
te(0,400) v
Then there exists uar such that
tEIJPoc Hu - eltAug HH;N = O, (15)
and
+00
J f lu(t, z)|°> dzdt < g(A), (1.6)
0 R3

where g : [0,00) — [0,00) is an increasing function (c.f. corollary 5.3 in [14]).

Remark 1.1. Property (1.5) is known as scattering, which states that the solution u to the non-linear
equation asymptotically behaves like a linear solution. That the scattering norm (1.6) is finite is
also very important to our analysis. In fact, for (¢,z) € [0, +00) x R3, HuHL§ < +o0 implies that

V12l prg < Clluollgye, lulys )

where (p, q) are Schrodinger admissible pairs. One can prove it for (p,q) = (5,30/11), then gener-
alize the estimates to all Schrodinger admissible pairs by Strichartz estimates

IV ulipeg S Tolgye + Tl 1191%2uly gy som

L7L
and standard bootstrap argument.
Recall the following embedding relations:
B} 1 (R?) — Byf (R) — H2(R?). (L.7)

It turns out that placing the initial data in a stronger space makes it easier to obtain the full
dispersive estimate.
Based on the results by Kenig and Merle, we prove the following;:

Theorem 1.1. Let u(t) solve the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data ug. Assume that

sup |u(t)] e < +o0,
te(0,+0) v

and [uolly1> < Ro. Then there exists a constant C(|lufps , Ro) > 0 such that
2,1 T

Ju(t,@)[Le < Clulys s Ro)t™>?uo|Ly (1.8)
holds for any t > 0.

In [3], Dodson established the global well-posedness and scattering results for radially symmetric
initial data in the homogeneous Besov space B ; (R?):
Proposition 1.2 (Theorem 2 in [3]). Ifug € ].3%1(]1%3) and ug is radially symmetric, then (1.1) has
a global solution u(t) with initial data ug and there exists ug € 12 (R3) such that

lim |u— eitAug HH1/2 =0. (1.9)

t—+00

And if HuoHB% < R, there exists a function f :[0,00) — [0,00) such that

FOOJ lu(t, 2)[F dedt < F(Ry). (1.10)
0 R3

Based on this result, in a same way as we prove the theorem 1.1, we can obtain the following
unconditional result:
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Theorem 1.2. Assume that ug € Bil(RS) N LL(R3) is radially symmetric and HuOHB% S Ry and
u(t) is the corresponding global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data uy. Then
there exists a constant C(Ry) > 0 such that

lu(t, ) |ue < C(Ro)t™*?|uo|Ly (1.11)
holds for any t > 0.

Remark 1.2. Since the global well-posedness and scattering results are established, we do not need
to assume the boundedness of the solutions. In fact by (1.10) and Strichartz estimates, we can
obtain, for Schrodinger admissible pairs (p, q),

|||V|1/2U“Lng([0,+oo)xR3) < C(Ro).
This theorem can be viewed as a parallel version of theorem 1.3 in [12].

1.2. Auxiliary Results. We also summarize some well known results in the theory of dispersive
equations that are crucial to our analysis.

Proposition 1.3 (Perturbation theorem c.f. [14]). Let I < R be a time interval, and let tg € 1. Let
u be defined on R x I such that sup lu@®) g2 < A, Julles @) < M and ||V |24 <+

LfLiO/H(I)
for some constants M, A > 0. Assume that u solves
0 + Au — |ulPu=-e, (z,t)eR®xI,

and let vy € HY? be such that lvo — u(to) g2 < A'.
Then there exists g = eo(M, A, A’") > 0 such that if 0 < e < ey and

\V4 1/2 < i(t—to)A —ult
H| | 6“Lf/3LiO/23(I) & He [UO U( 0)]

L. S &
then there exists a unique solution v(t) of (1.1) on R3 x I such that v|;—, = vo and
lolls oy < CCA AL M), Jo—ulig o < C(A4, A, M)(e +€),
sup [o(6) — u(0) + 1120 = )l y0ms ) < CCA A DA + 2 +2),
where £ = €8 for some 5 > 0.

We may also use the Strichartz estimate for Schrodinger in our analysis:

Proposition 1.4 (Strichartz estimate for Schrodinger, d = 3, c.f. [10, 15, 24]). Call a pair (p,q)

of Schrodinger admissible for d = 3 if 2 < p,q < w0 and % + % = % Then for any admissible pair
(p,q) and (p,q), we have homogeneous Strichartz estimate
itA
le“CuollrrLa rxre) Spa [w0llL2(rs), (1.12)
the dual homogeneous Strichartz estimate
—isA
F(s)d Zs I1F|, 5+ o ) 1.13
Le ) ds| o 500 1Flug omsy (1.13)

and the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimate

J =2 (s) ds
s<t

$p7q7ﬁ7q HFHL?,Lz,(RXRg)' (1.14)

LPLZ(RxR3)
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1.3. Notations. We use the notation A < B to indicate that A < CB for some universal constant
C > 0 that may change from line to line. If both A < B and B < A hold, we denote A ~ B.

We abbreviate the maximum and minimum of two numbers a and b as a v b = max(a,b) and
a A b =min(a,b) respectively.

When we mention embeddings, we use — to denote a continuous embedding, i.e. X — Y if the
inclusion map X — Y satisfies | flly < || f]x-

Our definition for the Fourier transform is

£ 1 —iéx _ 1 £ iz
f©) = o= [ r@e e ar and ga) = <= [ F©d as

This Fourier transform is unitary on L? and yields the standard Plancherel formula. When a
function f(¢,x) depends on both time and space, we let f (t,€) denote the Fourier transform of f
in only the spatial variable.

For s > 0, we define the homogeneous Sobolev space H* as the completion of the Schwartz
function & with respect to the norm

1712, = f P FO de. (1.15)

We define the Littlewood-Paley projections as follows: Let ¢ denote a smooth bump function
supported on {|¢| < 2} such that (&) = 1 for |¢] < 1. For dyadic numbers N € 2%, we then define
P<y, P~y and Py as

Ponf(€) = 0 (€/N) f(©),
Ponf(€) =1 — @ (&/N)] f(£),

Pnf(&) = [¢ (§/N) — ¢ (2§/N)] f(£).
We denote Py f = fn, P<nf = f<n and Py f = fon. If a function f(¢,2) depends on both time
and space, we let fy(t,z) denote the Littlewood-Paley projection of f in only spatial variable x.
As Fourier multipliers, the Littlewood-Paley projections are commute with derivative operators
and linear propagator of Schrédinger. Moreover, they are bounded on L? for all 1 < p < o0 and on
He for all s € R. For 1 < p < o0, we have that

> Pyf—f Ll (1.16)
Ne2Z

In addition, Py, P<xy are bounded pointwise by a constant multiple of the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal function

[Pnfl+[P<fl < Mf. (1.17)
The Bernstein inequalities state that

VPPN flle ~ N*[Pw fle, (1.18)
IIVIPP<n flle < N°[Pw flLe, (1.19)

dfi-1
P Flias [Pl < NG5 [Py £l (1.20
forall s > 0and 1 < p < ¢ < . Additionally, we have almost orthogonality estimate, which states
U@l |~ 1f] (1.21)

for 1 < p < o0.
We use O(X) to denote a term that is schematically like X. That is a finite linear combination
of terms that look like X but potentially with some terms replaced by their absolute value, complex
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conjugate or a Littlewood-Paley projection. For example,
lv 4+ w|*(v + w) ZOU] 377 and f<n/s 9Ny -h=O(fgn,h).
We use LYLZ(T x X) to denote the mixed Lebesgue spacetime norm

p/a 1p
q
e [J (f |f(t,x)| d:c) dt] .

When p = ¢, denote L, = LYLZ. When X = R, we abbreviate LYLI(T) = L{L&(T" x R?). Unless
explicitly stated, LYLZ stands for LYLE([0, +00) x R3).

| flLers(rxx) = HHf(tvm)HL%(

2. PRELIMINARIES

It will be important to employ a paraproduct decomposition to the cubic nonlinearity of (1.1).
We recall such a lemma (c.f. lemma 4.2 in [12]):

Lemma 2.1 (Paraproduct decomposition). Suppose that f1, f2, f3 € L2. Then Py (ff2f3) can be
expressed as

Py (f' f2f%) =Py (f;N/8f2f3 + finsslonsl + fiN/SfiN/SfiN/é%)
—Pyn Y, Y O Firr),
N1z N (i,5,k)

where (i, j, k) is summed over all permutation of (1,2,3).
In particular,

Py s Y M[szvl'ij'Mfk],

(i,5,k) N1z N
uniformly for N € 2% where M is the Hardy-Littlewood mazximal function.

Similar to proposition 4.3 and 4.4 in [12], we now prove such kind of estimates which are important
to our proof:

Prop051t10n 2.1 (Besov spacetime bounds). Let u(t) be the global solution to (1.1) with initial data

ug € B2/1 (R3). Let (p,q) be a Schridinger-admissible pair for d = 3 i.e. (p,q) satisfies % + % = %
Suppose that
sup [u(t)] gz < +0.
te(0,+00) ®
Then we have
D1 N Junlpes < Clulis ) uol - (2.1)
) 21

Ne2Z
Proof. We first consider p = ¢ = 10/3 before generalizing to all Schréodinger-admissible pairs (p, q).
We introduce a small parameter 1 > 0 which is fixed and chosen later. By Proposition 1.1, we
may decompose [0, +00) into J = J(n, [ufy; ) many intervals I; = [t;, 1) on which
HUHng(Ijx]RS) <. (2.2)

By the Duhamel formula and Strichartz estimates, for each spacetime slab I; x R3, we may estimate

> N2 o) < ol + 3 N2 | (lul) o
Ne2Z Ne2Z
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For the second term, we apply the paraproduct decomposition, Hélder’s inequality and the bound-
edness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, then we obtain

2
> N funlaoag ) < Jolgye + D) N2 un, (Mu)
Ne2Z * T NNiNi 2N

2 1/2
< ||u0\|]~3§{f +lulis ) NNZN >NN e HL%,‘Z?’(I]-) '
IPASRYAS -

10/7
Lt,ac/ (Ij)

Summing over N first, then (2.2) implies that
1/2
Z N2 HUNHLNB(I.) S HUOHBUQ + 7722]\[1/ HuNl HL10/3(I,) : (23)
NeoZ tx \Lj 2,1 A tae Ly

Choosing 7 sufficiently small relative to the constants in (2.3), a standard bootstrap argument
yields

Z N1/2 HUN“L}?Q:/B(I]‘) < CHUOHB;{?
Ne2Z
Summing over j = 1,...,J(|lufy; ), this concludes the proof of the proposition for p = ¢ = 10/3
for the initial value problem. ’
By the Duhamel formula and Strichartz estimates, for any Schrodinger admissible pair (p, q), we
can similarly obtain that

1/2
> N unlpprs < lwollgy + lulfs > N2, 05 < Clllulleg,)luoll e
Ne2z ’ " Nye2?Z o ’

The proof is complete. ]

We also need the following stability result.

Proposition 2.2 (Bé/f stability). Let (p,q) be a Schrédinger admissible pair for d = 3. Suppose
that u(t) and v(t) are the solutions to (1.1) satisfying

sup [u(t)[gr2,  sup [v(t)] g2 < +o0
t€(0,+0) “ te(0,+0) ‘

with corresponding initial data ug,vo respectively obeying the bound
HUOHB;{? HUOHB% < Ry.

Then

> N2 (u—v)n e < C(S, Ro)luo — vollpy (2.4)
Ne2Z ’
where § = Julgy_ v oy,

Proof. We first consider p = ¢ = 10/3 before generalizing to all Schrédinger-admissible pairs (p, q).
We introduce n > 0. Decompose [0, +0) into J = J(n,.S) many intervals I; on which

I v Jolllg ) < Tl + ol ) < (2.5)
By the Duhamel formula and Strichartz estimates, for each spacetime slab I; x R3, we may estimate

1/2 1/2 2 2
;N/ H(U—’U)NHLtl,OZ/S < ||U() _U0’|B§{12 +%N / H(|u| U — |v| U)NHLRC”

= ||u0 - 1)0”]-31/2 +1I (2.6)
2,1
We focus on the second term and decompose the non-linearity as

lul?u — |v|*v = u?(u — v) + tu(u —v) + |v|*(u —v).



DECAY ESTIMATE FOR 3D CUBIC NLS 7

Then
m< S N2 27 N - _ 2, .
SV = ol + 1 [outs = o)l + [0 = 0l
Applying paraproduct decomposition, we obtain

ms Y NV [qule[!u\ o [ol) Mt — ), o + Jony M [Ju] v Jof] M(u v>|Lm/7]
N,N1:N1 =N b e
£Y N o) Ml v o) o (2.7)
N,N1:N12N b

Summing over N firstly, we obtain

15 200 s Ml v Jol] M = o) g + oMl v o] M(u = o)l g |
N, , T \T
1/2
+ DN o), Il v ) o (28)
N o

By Hoélder’s inequality, we estimate

1/2 1/2
15 lu] v [ollgg, fu = ol oo (Z N2y gy aons + X5 N2 ow, |L§L§0/n>
N1 Nl

1/2
v ol SN2 ] (= ), o (2.9)
s N1 T
By Bernstein’s inequality,

1/2
lu =l pop 1572 < Dl u = v)n, [FUELERS > N2 (u — ), I oss-
N1 Nl '

By proposition 2.1, it turns out that

I < C(S, Ro)n 3 Ny = 0) o,
N1 *

which implies

SNV~ ) x| 105 < Juo — vollgisz + C(S, Ro)n Y. N2 (u — )y [ ross (2.10)
Lt T B2 1 Lt x
N : : ™ ,

Choosing 7 small enough depending on S, Ry and absolute constants in (2.10), a standard bootstrap
argument yields
ZNl/ZH(u —U)N| 1058,y < C(S, Ro)|uo — vol 172 (2.11)
= Lo (1) By
Summing over j = 1,...,J(S, Ro), this concludes the proof of the proposition for p = ¢ = 10/3 for
the initial value problem.

By the Duhamel formula and Strichartz estimates, for any Schrodinger admissible pair (p, ¢), we
have

DINY2(u—v)wlpprs S Juo = vollge + C(S, Ro)([ullg, + [vllis ) Y N2 (w = o)l 10
N 2,1 [ " N t,x
< C(5, Ro)lluo — voll /2. (2.12)

The proof is complete. U
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3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

Let u(t) be the solution to (1.1) with initial data ug satisfying |uo[ 12 < Ro and
2,1

sup  [u(t)] 2 < +o0.

te(0,+00)
Define
A(t) := sup 8% u(s)||re. (3.1)
O<s<t
Note that A(t) is monotone increasing. Our aim is to prove there is some constant C(| L3 Ry)
such that ’
At) < (HuHLs , Ro)|uorz, holds for any ¢ > 0. (3.2)

By the density of Schwartz functions in B / n L1, it suffices to consider Schwartz solutions. Then
for any given [, one can find Cj such that

A(t) < Cilluglr, 0<t<l (3.3)

Also the solution is continuous in time in L.
Now we start to prove theorem 1.1 by bootstrap argument.

3.1. Base case. Theorem 1.1 holds trivially for [uol 2 = 0. We choose a small data case to be
the base case to do induction. Specifically, we prove thé *following bootstrap lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Assume Supye (o o0 [|u(t )||H1/2 < +o0. There exists 0 < ¢ < 1 depending on HuHLs
and some absolute constants, and there exists Co(ulls ) > 0 such that if assume |uo|y 1/2 e and
assume A(L) < Colluo[ry for any L >0, then we have’ A(L) < CO |luollz -

Proof. For any 0 <t < L, by Duhamel’s formula, write

¢
u(t, z) = elPug — iJ =B (Jufu)(s) ds = uy + upy. (3.4)
0
We split uy; into
Uy = F1 (t) + FQ(t), (35)
where
t/2
Fift) = =i | e (ufu)(s) ds,
0
¢
Fy(t) = 1f A (JuPu)(s) ds
t/2
Estimate for u;. Dispersive estimate gives that for some constant C7, we have

Jun(®) e < Crt™*2ug]y, . (3.6)

Estimate for F(¢). Note that 1y 2(R3) is embedded into L3(R3). It turns out that ug € L3
and u(t) € LPL2. Since up € L! and the mass m = §|u(x,t)|? dz is conserved, we know ug € L2

and
1/2 3/2 3/2

1/2
uols < €3 uol;

3/2 3/2” H1/2 (37)

lullgs = lluolZs < fuols luollgi/2 <

by Hoélder’s inequality where Cs is from Sobolev embedding.
By dispersive estimate, we estimate Fj as

[F )Lz < 200 uls)[Fars (0,400 (3-8)

We introduce a parameter M and estimate (3.8) as

+00
() 2313 0,400y < 10(8) L322 (0,00)) +JM [u(s) Lz [ullt; ds. (3.9)
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By remark 1.1, supyo. o) [4(!) |2 < 4 = A(July ). By Sobolev cmbedding,
HU(S)Hing((o,M)) S MC;”“(S)H;CH% < MC3A%. (3.10)
By (3.7) and bootstrap assumption, we obtain
e 2 3/2 3/2 +o 2 3/2 1/2 3/2
j |u(s)|Le ||u||L% ds < CoCy' " |luoll J s32 4s < 2C0Cy "M~ / luoll{- (3.11)
M * Jm @

Taking M = 16006’1203\@0“%, we obtain
| FL(t) e < (3200C5CTA* + £Co) 2| ug |11 (3.12)

Estimate for F,(t). By paraproduct decomposition, we estimate Fy as

t
[F2(t)Le < Z Z f Py [el(t_sm(’) (uNluNQU)] ds (3.13)
N,N1:N1=N Ny ||Vt/2 Lo
Fix N, N1, Ny and we introduce B > 0 which will be chosen later.
t .
J Py [el(t_s)AO (uNluN2u)] ds (3.14)
t/2 Lo
is bounded by the sum of
(t—B)vt/2 .
J Py [el(t_S)A(’)(uNluNQU)] ds| (3.15)
t/2 Lo
t .
f Py [el(H)AO (uNluNQU)] ds| . (3.16)
(t—B)vt/2 Lo
By dispersive estimate and Cauchy-Schwarz,
(t—B)vt/2
319 | s s 5y (o) des
< Cot *?B~2 u, lLeere luns [pers luolly- (3.17)
By Bernstein’s inequality,
t
Gao)s [ N (o)l s ds
(t—B)vt/2 N
< Cot ™ BN Jun, lyorg g, ol
_ 3/2
< Cot™2BNY2NG lun, | orz [uns ez Juolles- (3.18)
Choosing B = N_1N2_1, we obtain
(3.14) 5 Cot 2 Juolly (N2 Juny ez ) (N3 sl ) - (3.19)
Summing over N with N < N; firstly, then summing over N1, Ny and by (2.1), we obtain
|F2()lz < CoC(Jully, )e*t uol; (3.20)
Choosing € small enough depending on [ufys ~and some absolute constants, we can ensure
| F2(t) e < £5C0ot ™ |uolps - (3.21)

By (3.6), (3.12) and (3.21), we can conclude that
Ju(t) e < [(Cr+ 3200C5C5 A%) + LCo]t%2ug| 11 (3.22)
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Choosing Cy = 10(C} + 3200C3CS A%) we can close the bootstrap. The proof is complete. O
Since we close the bootstrap argument, we prove:

Corollary 3.1. Let u(t) be the solution to (1.1) with initial data ug. Assume Supe(o o0 [w(t)lly 2 <
+o0.  There exists 0 < € < 1 depending on |ulys and some absolute constants such that if
|uollgi2 < e, then there exists a constant C([ulys ) ‘Such that

2,1 s T

Julie < Cluleg, )t Juoley, holds for any ¢ > 0.

3.2. Induction. Let u(t) be the solution to (1.1) with initial data ug. For the sake of induction,
We assume SUPge(o, +o0) | U(t) 12 < +00, and there exists some Ry > 0 such that if [lug| 12 < Ro,
then e 21

lu)lLe < Cllulyy,, Ro)t™*?|uo|Ly (3.23)
holds for any ¢t > 0.

It suffices to show that (3.23) extends to all solutions with supy(g, 4o [u(t)[2 < +00 and
luoll 1> < Ry + 1, perhaps with a new constant C(HUHL5 , Ro). ’

We ﬁmsh the induction by showing this increment.
Proof of theorem 1.1. Fix ¢ > 0 sufficiently small to be chosen later. Suppose that if v(t) is the
solution to (1.1) with initial data vo With sup;e(g 4+00) [0(t)] < 400 and || 12 < Ro + ke, then it
’ 2,1
holds
lo®)lz < Clvlws,, Ro, k. &)t vos. (3.24)

We aim to show that for all solutions u(t) to (1.1) with initial data wuo, if supeg 4o [u(t)] < +00
and |ug 12 < Ro + (k + 1)e, then it holds
2,1

lu(t) e < Cllulys ., Ros k, &)t |uo|s, (3.25)

perhaps with a new constant C(|ul;s , Ro,k,e). Provided ¢ = e(HuHL5 , Ro) is chosen, iterating
over k = 0,...,e7! — 1 will extend (3.23) to all solutions with SUDye (0,400 [u(t) ] 12 < 400 and
ol 12 S Ro + 1. Note that Ry = 0 corresponds to the base case.

Let u( ) be the solution to (1.1) with initial data ug with supye(g 4o |u(t)]2 < +o0 and
|uolgrz < Ro + (k + 1)e. We aim to prove (3.25) holds for any ¢ > 0. ’
2,1

We decompose ug as

Ry + ke €
— + = + . 3.26
O Ror (k1) T Ryt (ky1)e 0 0T (3.26)
Then H'UOHB;/Q < Ry + k‘E Hw()H 1/2 € and ”UoHLl HonL1 HUOHL;
By Sobolév embedding and Strmhartz estimate (1.12),
|2 [ug — vo] 5 ([0,4+0) S |2V [V2 [ug — ”O]HL;')Lio/“([o,Jroo)) < Jluo — UOHH;/z SeE. (3.27)

We introduce a small parameter > 0 which is fixed and chosen later and decompose [0, +0) into
J =J(n, |ulps ) many intervals I; = [t;,¢;11) on which

HUHLgx(Iij) <.
By Strichartz estimate, fractional Leibniz and Hélder’s inequality,

19120l gy, S (Ro+ 1) + [l IV Y20l ppsons

< (Ro+1) + 7°[|V[2u] (3.28)

LyLe” M (1)
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Choosing 7 small enough depending on Ry and absolute constants in (3.28), a standard bootstrap
argument yields

H‘v|1/2uHL?L20/H(I]~) < O(RO)
Summing over j = 1,...,J(A, Ry), we obtain
19120l gy 01 4y < Clulyg, . Fo). (3.29)
Also we have
lup — vof e << 1. (3.30)
Hy

By proposition 1.3, (3.27), (3.29) and (3.30), choosing € small enough depending on HUHL;‘E , Rp and
absolute constants ensures that there exists a unique solution v(¢) to (1.1) on [0, 400) such that

V=0 =wvo and [vfps + Sup )”U(t)HHV? < Cy = Cy([Julys , Ro).
’ €[0,+00 * ’

Since [[vo[ z1/2 < Ro + ke, by induction assumption (3.24), we have
2,1

lo®)lLz < C(lvls,, Ro, k. &)t vollLy < Cllullpg . Ro, ks )t uollus (3.31)
Let w(t) := u(t) — v(t). Then w(t) solves
0w + Aw = |ul?u — |v[*o, (3.32)
and by proposition 1.3,
lwlps, + sup Jw(t)|yre < Co = Cuw(luly; , Ro)- (3.33)
’ te[0,+00) v ’
Since
[u@®) Lz < lo®) Lz + lw®)le < Clulys . Ro.k, )t uolLy + Jw(t) Lz, (3.34)
it remains to prove
lw®)le < Cluls . Ro, k. &)t uo|is (3.35)

holds for any ¢ > 0.
Define
W(t) = sup s¥2|w(s)|re.

O<s<t
As the analysis in the beginning of this section, it remains to prove the following bootstrap lemma:
There exists Co = Co(||lu[ys , Ro,k,€) such that if we assume W(L) < Coluo|rs for any L > 0,
then we have W (L) < %HUOHL}D
For 0 < t < L, since w(t) solves (3.32), by Duhamel formula, we can write

t
w(t) = e"Pwy — if A uPu — vf?v](s) ds (3.36)
0
Substituting v = v + w, we write
. /2
w(t) = e Pwy — if ellt=9)a [O(wg) + O(wv) + O(va)] (s) ds
0
¢
- if ellt=9)A [O(w?) + O(w?v) + O(wv?)] (s) ds (3.37)
t/2

=: wl(t) + Gl(t) + Gz(t).
Estimate for w,. By dispersive estimate,

Jwi(®)|Le < C1t™*2|wolly < Crt ™ |ug|p, - (3.38)
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Estimate for G(t). Similar to (3.8) to (3.12), we can obtain

< (12800CCSCHCE + 55C0) %2 | 1.1 (3.39)
Ly

12
f =20 (w?)(s) ds
0

where ('3 is from O.

< 2C1Cat ™ |wv 1111 (0,400)) (3.40)

2
J =20 (w)(s) ds
Ly

0

Similar to (3.9), we introduce M and do estimate

|wollLins ((0,400)) < [w?vlnins 0.0 + L‘:w |w?vlp ds. (3.41)
By Holder and Sobolev embedding,
lw*vllLiLs o,y < Mlw|feps vz < MC3CEC,. (3.42)
Similar to (3.7), by Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding, we have
[vlee < €5 uol '3 and  Jwlps < €5 fuolfh'C3™.

Therefore by bootstrap assumption,
+00 +00 +00
3/2 3/2 —
|ty ds < [ el ols el ds < G e ulf | s as
< 20032 CYACH A MY ug . (3.43)

Choosing M = 64006’12026’5’03/203/2\@0HL%, by (3.40) to (3.43), we obtain

t/2
f =20 () (s) ds| < (128000§030205/QC;/2 + %co) 32 g1 (3.44)
0
Ly
Similarly,
t2
L D80 (wv?)(s) ds| < 20105t [wv?|pira (0, 400)) (3.45)
Ly
We introduce M and do estimate
+00
lwv® Lt 0,400)) < w0 |LiL1 0,00 + fM lwv?[y ds. (3.46)
By Holder and Sobolev embedding,
v Ly 0,0 < MHwHLgOLgHUHigoLg < MC3C,Cy. (3.47)

By bootstrap assumption,
+00 +00 32 s [T
f HwU2HL; ds < J HUHigHMHL;‘) ds < CyCy) CS/QHUOHLl J s73/2 45
M M = Jm

< 2C0C3 2O M2 ug |2, (3.48)
Choosing M = 6400CFC3C5C3|ug||r,1, by (3.45) to (3.48), we obtain

< (12800C3CSCECECY + 55C0) t* ug| 1. (3.49)
Ly

t2
J =20 (w?0)(s) ds
0
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In conclusion, we obtain
1G1 ()| < [128000%026 (cgcg + 305207 ¢ Cgc;?c*w) + 2%00] £ g1 (3.50)

Estimate for Gy(t). We start to estimate Ga(t). As the estimates we do in the base case, we
have

(3.51)

t
f =2 0(w?)(s) ds
t/2

¢
< Z J Py [el(t_s)AO (lewNzw)] ds
Lo  NN:NiZN Ny |[V8/2

L®
Similar to (3.17) to (3.19), we obtain

t
f Py [e0-020 (wyywnyw) | ds| < Cot™ 2 Juoluy (NY2 hww lerz ) (N3 fowal oz ) -
t

(3.52)
Summing over N with N < N; firstly, then summing over Ny, No and by proposition 2.2, we obtain
t
j =920 (s) ds| < CoCl(lully , Ro)e2 2 fugly < SCot ™ 2luoly,  (3.53)
t/2 Lo "

for £ chosen small enough depending on [ufps , Ry and some absolute constants.
By paraproduct decomposition, ’

¢
f =20 (w?v)(s) ds (3.54)
t/2 Lo
is bounded by
t . t .
Z f Py [el(t*s)A (levNQw)] ds| + f Py [el(t*S)A (lewNQw)] ds
N,N1:N1 =N No t/2 L t/2 Ly
(3.55)
Similar to (3.17) to (3.19), by proposition 2.1 and proposition 2.2, we obtain
(3.54) < |wlLe (Z N2 |wN\Lg0Lg> (Z N2 vN”LfL%)
N N
< €C(HUHLgm,RO)COFQS/ZHUOHL;C < 5 Cot ™ ug| s (3.56)
for £ chosen small enough depending on [ufps , Ry and some absolute constants.
Similarly, ’
¢
j G- () (s) ds (3.57)
t/2 Lo
is bounded by
¢ ' t '
Z f Py [el(t_s)A (leszv)] ds + J Py [el(t_s)A (UleNQU)] ds
N,N1:N1=N N t/2 Lz /2 L
(3.58)
and
(3.57) < vy (Z N'/2 IIwNIILgoLg> (Z N2 |vNy|Lm> < C(Jullz ,, Ro, by )t~ ugl|u
N N
(3.59)

by the induction assumption.
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By (3.38), (3.50), (3.53), (3.56) and (3.59), we obtain
Jw(t) e <|C1+1280003C8 (CHCG + CICHCY? + CECSC, ) + Clulyy . Ro.k.2) + 1Co

2ol (3.60)
Choosing Cyp = 20[C} + 12800C3CS(CHCS + CHCY2CU* + C3C5Cw) + C(|ulys , Ro, k)], then
we close the bootstrap and the proof the complete. ’ O

3.3. Remark on the proof of theorem 1.2. Since the proof of theorem 1.2 is almost identical
to theorem 1.1, we only give a remark here.
Let ug € B%71(R3) N LL(R?) be radially symmetric and |ug|z2 < Ro. Let u(t) be the corre-
sponding global solution to (1.1) with initial data ug. Firstly we 11’)1oint out that it holds
V120l e o, 100y < C(Ro) (3.61)

for any Schrodinger admissible pairs (p, ¢). By (1.10), we introduce n > 0 and decompose [0, +o0)
into J = J(n, Ry) many intervals I; = [t;,t;4+1) such that

lulug ) <
By Strichartz estimate and fractional Leibniz rules,

912l o g  Btolgys + kg ) IV1Y2ul gpsoms ) < Ro + 72V Y20l gy s g
Choosing 1 small enough depending on some absolute constants, a standard bootstrap argument
yields

[1V[*2u]

Summing over j = 1,...,J(Rp), we obtain
V2]

By Strichartz estimate, it follows that

<
L) < fo

L?Lio/n([o,—&-oo)) < C(Ro).

1/2 30/11 < C(Ry),

st ([0, 400y S

V12l g0, o0y < Iolgue + [l 1V

which gives (3.61).
We also have Besov estimates:

Proposition 3.1. Assume that ug € Bil(Riz’) is radially symmetric and HuOHB% < Ry and u(t) is
the corresponding global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data’ug. Let (p,q) be a
Schridinger-admissible pair for d = 3. Then we have

Y N unlpprs < C(Ro). (3.62)
Ne2z

Proposition 3.2. Let (p,q) be a Schrodinger admissible pair for d = 3. Suppose that u(t) and v(t)
are the global solutions to (1.1) with corresponding radially symmetric initial data ug, vy respectively
obeying the bound
Juolls > [volss , < Ro.
Then
D1 N2 (u = v)n ez < C(Ro)|uo — voll e (3.63)
Ne2Z ’

The proofs are almost identical to the proposition 2.1 and 2.2. Actually proposition 3.1 and 3.2
are parallel versions of proposition 4.3 and 4.4 in [12].

Finally, we remark that the proof of theorem 1.2 does not require any perturbation theorem.
When we do induction and decompose the solution as (3.26), |vg[z2 < Ro + ke < Ro + 1 ensures
the existence of global solution v(t) to the equation with v|;—g = vol’flmd

lvlles (0, +00)) + VY20l Lrra o, 4+00y) < C(Ro)
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for Schrodinger admissible (p, ¢), which is enough to perform the induction.

With these observations, Theorem 1.2 can be proved in the same manner as Theorem 1.1.
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