
A DECAY ESTIMATE FOR CUBIC DEFOCUSING NON-LINEAR
SCHRÖDINGER 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 Schrödinger equation.

1. Introduction

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

#

iBtu ` ∆u “ |u|2u, t P r0,8q, x P R3,

up0, xq “ u0pxq P 9H1{2
x pR3q X L1

xpR3q.
(1.1)

upt, xq : r0,8qˆR3 Ñ C is a complex-valued function. Our particular choice of non-linearity makes
the equation 9H

1{2
x -critical: If upt, xq solves (1.1),

uλpt, xq :“ λupλ2t, λxq, λ ą 0,

also solve (1.1) and the 9H
1{2
x -norm is invariant under scaling.

Also the equation preserves the mass of solutions

M ruptqs “

ż

R3

|upt, xq|2 dx.

Dispersive estimates play a fundamental role in the study of non-linear dispersive equations. It
is well known that for the linear propagator eit∆ of Schrödinger equation in Rd, one has

}eit∆u0}L8
x

À t´ d
2 }u0}L1

x
, t ą 0. (1.2)

Meanwhile, for defocusing NLS, many scattering type results have been widely studied. Scat-
tering means the solution uptq to the defocusing non-linear equation asymptotically behaves like a
linear solution. This means one can find u`

0 in certain Sobolev space, such that

}uptq ´ eit∆u`
0 } 9Hs

x
Ñ 0, as t Ñ 8. (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 9H

1{2
x -critical. If we put

the initial data in scaling critical Besov space 9B
1{2
2,1 which is stronger than scaling critical Sobolev

space 9H
1{2
x , 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:
1
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Proposition 1.1 (Theorem 1.1 in [14]). Suppose that uptq solves (1.1) with initial data u0. Assume
that

sup
tPp0,`8q

}uptq} 9H
1{2
x

“ A ă `8. (1.4)

Then there exists u`
0 such that

lim
tÑ`8

›

›u ´ eit∆u`
0

›

›

9H
1{2
x

“ 0, (1.5)

and
ż `8

0

ż

R3

|upt, xq|5 dxdt ď gpAq, (1.6)

where g : r0,8q Ñ r0,8q 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 pt, xq P r0,`8q ˆ R3, }u}L5

t,x
ă `8 implies that

}|∇|1{2u}Lp
tL

q
x

ď Cp}u0} 9H
1{2
x

, }u}L5
t,x

q

where pp, qq are Schrödinger admissible pairs. One can prove it for pp, qq “ p5, 30{11q, then gener-
alize the estimates to all Schrödinger admissible pairs by Strichartz estimates

}|∇|1{2u}Lp
tL

q
x

À }u0} 9H
1{2
x

` }u}2L5
t,x

}|∇|1{2u}
L5
tL

30{11
x

and standard bootstrap argument.

Recall the following embedding relations:
9B2
1,1pR3q ãÑ 9B

1{2
2,1 pR3q ãÑ 9H1{2

x pR3q. (1.7)
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 uptq solve the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data u0. Assume that
sup

tPp0,`8q

}uptq} 9H
1{2
x

ă `8,

and }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

ď R0. Then there exists a constant Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0q ą 0 such that

}upt, xq}L8
x

ď Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0qt´3{2}u0}L1

x
(1.8)

holds for any t ą 0.

In [3], Dodson established the global well-posedness and scattering results for radially symmetric
initial data in the homogeneous Besov space 9B2

1,1pR3q:

Proposition 1.2 (Theorem 2 in [3]). If u0 P 9B2
1,1pR3q and u0 is radially symmetric, then (1.1) has

a global solution uptq with initial data u0 and there exists u`
0 P 9H

1{2
x pR3q such that

lim
tÑ`8

›

›u ´ eit∆u`
0

›

›

9H
1{2
x

“ 0. (1.9)

And if }u0} 9B2
1,1

ď R0, there exists a function f : r0,8q Ñ r0,8q such that
ż `8

0

ż

R3

|upt, xq|5 dxdt ď fpR0q. (1.10)

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 u0 P 9B2
1,1pR3q X L1

xpR3q is radially symmetric and }u0} 9B2
1,1

ď R0 and
uptq is the corresponding global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data u0. Then
there exists a constant CpR0q ą 0 such that

}upt, xq}L8
x

ď CpR0qt´3{2}u0}L1
x

(1.11)

holds for any t ą 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 Schrödinger admissible pairs pp, qq,

}|∇|1{2u}Lp
tL

q
xpr0,`8qˆR3q ď CpR0q.

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 Ă R be a time interval, and let t0 P I. Let
u be defined on R3 ˆ I such that suptPI }uptq} 9H

1{2
x

ď A, }u}L5
t,xpIq ď M and }|∇|1{2u}

L5
tL

30{11
x pIq

ă `8

for some constants M,A ą 0. Assume that u solves

iBtu ` ∆u ´ |u|2u “ e, px, tq P R3 ˆ I,

and let v0 P 9H
1{2
x be such that }v0 ´ upt0q} 9H

1{2
x

ď A1.
Then there exists ε0 “ ε0pM,A,A1q ą 0 such that if 0 ă ε ď ε0 and

}|∇|1{2e}
L
5{3
t L

30{23
x pIq

ď ε, }eipt´t0q∆rv0 ´ upt0qs}L5
t,xpIq ď ε,

then there exists a unique solution vptq of (1.1) on R3 ˆ I such that v|t“t0 “ v0 and

}v}L5
t,xpIq ď CpA,A1,Mq, }v ´ u}L5

t,xpIq ď CpA,A1,Mqpε ` ε1q,

sup
tPI

}vptq ´ uptq} 9H
1{2
x

` }|∇|1{2pv ´ uq}
L5
tL

30{11
x pIq

ď CpA,A1,MqpA1 ` ε ` ε1q,

where ε1 “ εβ for some β ą 0.

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

Proposition 1.4 (Strichartz estimate for Schrödinger, d “ 3, c.f. [10, 15, 24]). Call a pair pp, qq

of Schrödinger admissible for d “ 3 if 2 ď p, q ď 8 and 2
p ` 3

q “ 3
2 . Then for any admissible pair

pp, qq and pp̃, q̃q, we have homogeneous Strichartz estimate

}eit∆u0}Lp
tL

q
xpRˆR3q Àp,q }u0}L2

xpR3q, (1.12)

the dual homogeneous Strichartz estimate
›

›

›

›

ż

R
e´is∆F psq ds

›

›

›

›

L2
xpR3q

Àp̃,q̃ }F }
Lp̃1

t Lq̃1
x pRˆR3q

, (1.13)

and the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimate
›

›

›

›

ż

săt
eipt´sq∆F psq ds

›

›

›

›

Lp
tL

q
xpRˆR3q

Àp,q,p̃,q̃ }F }
Lp̃1

t Lq̃1
x pRˆR3q

. (1.14)
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1.3. Notations. We use the notation A À B to indicate that A ď CB for some universal constant
C ą 0 that may change from line to line. If both A À B and B À A hold, we denote A „ B.

We abbreviate the maximum and minimum of two numbers a and b as a _ b “ maxpa, bq and
a ^ b “ minpa, bq respectively.

When we mention embeddings, we use ãÑ to denote a continuous embedding, i.e. X ãÑ Y if the
inclusion map X Ñ Y satisfies }f}Y À }f}X .

Our definition for the Fourier transform is

f̂pξq “
1

?
2π

ż

fpxqe´iξ¨x dx and fpxq “
1

?
2π

ż

f̂pξqeiξ¨x dξ.

This Fourier transform is unitary on L2 and yields the standard Plancherel formula. When a
function fpt, xq depends on both time and space, we let f̂pt, ξq denote the Fourier transform of f
in only the spatial variable.

For s ě 0, we define the homogeneous Sobolev space 9Hs as the completion of the Schwartz
function S with respect to the norm

}f}29Hs “

ż

|ξ|2s|f̂pξq|2 dξ. (1.15)

We define the Littlewood-Paley projections as follows: Let φ denote a smooth bump function
supported on t|ξ| ď 2u such that φpξq “ 1 for |ξ| ď 1. For dyadic numbers N P 2Z, we then define
PďN , PąN and PN as

{PďNfpξq “ φ pξ{Nq f̂pξq,

{PąNfpξq “ r1 ´ φ pξ{Nqs f̂pξq,

zPNfpξq “ rφ pξ{Nq ´ φ p2ξ{Nqs f̂pξq.

We denote PNf “ fN , PďNf “ fďN and PąNf “ fąN . If a function fpt, xq depends on both time
and space, we let fN pt, xq 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 Schrödinger. Moreover, they are bounded on Lp for all 1 ď p ď 8 and on
9Hs for all s P R. For 1 ă p ă 8, we have that

ÿ

NP2Z

PNf Ñ f, in Lp. (1.16)

In addition, PN , PďN are bounded pointwise by a constant multiple of the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal function

|PNf | ` |Pďf | À Mf. (1.17)
The Bernstein inequalities state that

}|∇|sPNf}Lp „ N s}PNf}Lp , (1.18)
}|∇|sPďNf}Lp À N s}PNf}Lp , (1.19)

}PNf}Lq , }PďNf}Lq À N
d

´

1
p

´ 1
q

¯

}PNf}Lp , (1.20)

for all s ě 0 and 1 ď p ď q ď 8. Additionally, we have almost orthogonality estimate, which states
›

›

›
}fN pxq}ℓ2N

›

›

›

Lp
„ }f}Lp (1.21)

for 1 ă p ă 8.
We use OpXq 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,

|v ` w|2pv ` wq “

3
ÿ

j“0

Opvjw3´jq and fďN{8 ¨ gN1 ¨ h “ OpfgN1hq.

We use Lp
tL

q
xpT ˆ Xq to denote the mixed Lebesgue spacetime norm

}f}Lp
tL

q
xpTˆXq “

›

›

›
}fpt, xq}Lq

xpXq

›

›

›

Lp
t pT q

“

«

ż

T

ˆ
ż

X
|fpt, xq|q dx

˙p{q

dt

ff1{p

.

When p “ q, denote Lp
t,x “ Lp

tL
q
x. When X “ Rd, we abbreviate Lp

tL
q
xpT q “ Lp

tL
q
xpT ˆ Rdq. Unless

explicitly stated, Lp
tL

q
x stands for Lp

tL
q
xpr0,`8q ˆ R3q.

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 P L2. Then PN pf1f2f3q can be
expressed as

PN pf1f2f3q “ PN

´

f1
ěN{8f

2f3 ` f1
ăN{8f

2
ěN{8f

3 ` f1
ăN{8f

2
ăN{8f

3
ěN{8

¯

“ PN

ÿ

N1ÁN

ÿ

pi,j,kq

O
´

f i
N1

f jfk
¯

,

where pi, j, kq is summed over all permutation of p1, 2, 3q.
In particular,

ˇ

ˇPN pf1f2f3q
ˇ

ˇ À
ÿ

pi,j,kq

ÿ

N1ÁN

M
”

f i
N1

¨ Mf j ¨ Mfk
ı

,

uniformly for N P 2Z where M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function.

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

Proposition 2.1 (Besov spacetime bounds). Let uptq be the global solution to (1.1) with initial data
u0 P 9B

1{2
2,1 pR3q. Let pp, qq be a Schrödinger-admissible pair for d “ 3 i.e. pp, qq satisfies 2

p ` 3
q “ 3

2 .
Suppose that

sup
tPp0,`8q

}uptq} 9H
1{2
x

ă `8.

Then we have
ÿ

NP2Z

N1{2 }uN}Lp
tL

q
x

ď Cp}u}L5
t,x

q}u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

. (2.1)

Proof. We first consider p “ q “ 10{3 before generalizing to all Schrödinger-admissible pairs pp, qq.
We introduce a small parameter η ą 0 which is fixed and chosen later. By Proposition 1.1, we

may decompose r0,`8q into J “ Jpη, }u}L5
t,x

q many intervals Ij “ rtj , tj`1q on which

}u}L5
t,xpIjˆR3q ă η. (2.2)

By the Duhamel formula and Strichartz estimates, for each spacetime slab Ij ˆR3, we may estimate
ÿ

NP2Z

N1{2 }uN}
L
10{3
t,x pIjq

À }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

`
ÿ

NP2Z

N1{2
›

›

`

|u|2u
˘

N

›

›

L
10{7
t,x pIjq

.
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For the second term, we apply the paraproduct decomposition, Hölder’s inequality and the bound-
edness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function, then we obtain

ÿ

NP2Z

N1{2 }uN}
L
10{3
t,x pIjq

À }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

`
ÿ

N,N1:N1ÁN

N1{2
›

›

›
uN1 pMuq

2
›

›

›

L
10{7
t,x pIjq

À }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

` }u}2L5
t,xpIjq

ÿ

N,N1:N1ÁN

N1{2 }uN1}
L
10{3
t,x pIjq

.

Summing over N first, then (2.2) implies that
ÿ

NP2Z

N1{2 }uN}
L
10{3
t,x pIjq

À }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

` η2
ÿ

N1

N
1{2
1 }uN1}

L
10{3
t,x pIjq

. (2.3)

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

ÿ

NP2Z

N1{2 }uN}
L
10{3
t,x pIjq

ď C}u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

.

Summing over j “ 1, . . . , Jp}u}L5
t,x

q, this concludes the proof of the proposition for p “ q “ 10{3
for the initial value problem.

By the Duhamel formula and Strichartz estimates, for any Schrödinger admissible pair pp, qq, we
can similarly obtain that

ÿ

NP2Z

N1{2 }uN}Lp
tL

q
x

À }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

` }u}2L5
t,x

ÿ

N1P2Z

N
1{2
1 }uN1}

L
10{3
t,x

ď Cp}u}L5
t,x

q}u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

.

The proof is complete. □

We also need the following stability result.

Proposition 2.2 ( 9B
1{2
2,1 stability). Let pp, qq be a Schrödinger admissible pair for d “ 3. Suppose

that uptq and vptq are the solutions to (1.1) satisfying
sup

tPp0,`8q

}uptq} 9H
1{2
x

, sup
tPp0,`8q

}vptq} 9H
1{2
x

ă `8

with corresponding initial data u0, v0 respectively obeying the bound
}u0} 9B

1{2
2,1

, }v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

ď R0.

Then
ÿ

NP2Z

N1{2}pu ´ vqN}Lp
tL

q
x

ď CpS,R0q}u0 ´ v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

(2.4)

where S “ }u}L5
t,x

_ }v}L5
t,x

.

Proof. We first consider p “ q “ 10{3 before generalizing to all Schrödinger-admissible pairs pp, qq.
We introduce η ą 0. Decompose r0,`8q into J “ Jpη, Sq many intervals Ij on which

}|u| _ |v|}L5
t,xpIjq ď }u}L5

t,xpIjq ` }v}L5
t,xpIjq ă η. (2.5)

By the Duhamel formula and Strichartz estimates, for each spacetime slab Ij ˆR3, we may estimate
ÿ

N

N1{2 }pu ´ vqN}
L
10{3
t,x

À }u0 ´ v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

`
ÿ

N

N1{2
›

›

`

|u|2u ´ |v|2v
˘

N

›

›

L
10{7
t,x

“ }u0 ´ v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

` II (2.6)

We focus on the second term and decompose the non-linearity as
|u|2u ´ |v|2v “ u2pu ´ vq ` v̄upu ´ vq ` |v|2pu ´ vq.
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Then

II ď
ÿ

N

N1{2

"

}ru2pu ´ vqsN}
L
10{7
t,x

` }rv̄upu ´ vqsN}
L
10{7
t,x

`
›

›r|v|2pu ´ vqsN
›

›

L
10{7
t,x

*

.

Applying paraproduct decomposition, we obtain

II À
ÿ

N,N1:N1ÁN

N1{2

„

}uN1M r|u| _ |v|sMpu ´ vq}
L
10{7
t,x

` }vN1M r|u| _ |v|sMpu ´ vq}
L
10{7
t,x

ȷ

`
ÿ

N,N1:N1ÁN

N1{2}pu ´ vqN1 rM p|u| _ |v|qs
2

}
L
10{7
t,x

. (2.7)

Summing over N firstly, we obtain

II À
ÿ

N1

N
1{2
1

„

}uN1M r|u| _ |v|sMpu ´ vq}
L
10{7
t,x

` }vN1M r|u| _ |v|sMpu ´ vq}
L
10{7
t,x

ȷ

`
ÿ

N1

N
1{2
1 }pu ´ vqN1 rM p|u| _ |v|qs

2
}
L
10{7
t,x

. (2.8)

By Hölder’s inequality, we estimate

II À }|u| _ |v|}L5
t,x

}u ´ v}
L
10{3
t L

15{2
x

˜

ÿ

N1

N
1{2
1 }uN1}

L5
tL

30{11
x

`
ÿ

N1

N
1{2
1 }vN1}

L5
tL

30{11
x

¸

` }|u| _ |v|}2L5
t,x

ÿ

N1

N
1{2
1 }pu ´ vqN1}

L
10{3
t,x

. (2.9)

By Bernstein’s inequality,

}u ´ v}
L
10{3
t L

15{2
x

ď
ÿ

N1

}pu ´ vqN1}
L
10{3
t L

15{2
x

À
ÿ

N1

N
1{2
1 }pu ´ vqN1}

L
10{3
t,x

.

By proposition 2.1, it turns out that

II À CpS,R0qη
ÿ

N1

N
1{2
1 }pu ´ vqN1}

L
10{3
t,x

,

which implies
ÿ

N

N1{2}pu ´ vqN}
L
10{3
t,x

À }u0 ´ v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

` CpS,R0qη
ÿ

N1

N
1{2
1 }pu ´ vqN1}

L
10{3
t,x

(2.10)

Choosing η small enough depending on S,R0 and absolute constants in (2.10), a standard bootstrap
argument yields

ÿ

N

N1{2}pu ´ vqN}
L
10{3
t,x pIjq

ď CpS,R0q}u0 ´ v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

. (2.11)

Summing over j “ 1, . . . , JpS,R0q, this concludes the proof of the proposition for p “ q “ 10{3 for
the initial value problem.

By the Duhamel formula and Strichartz estimates, for any Schrödinger admissible pair pp, qq, we
have

ÿ

N

N1{2}pu ´ vqN}Lp
tL

q
x

À }u0 ´ v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

` CpS,R0qp}u}L5
t,x

` }v}L5
t,x

q
ÿ

N

N1{2}pu ´ vqN}
L
10{3
t,x

ď CpS,R0q}u0 ´ v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

. (2.12)

The proof is complete. □
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3. Proof of the main theorems

Let uptq be the solution to (1.1) with initial data u0 satisfying }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

ď R0 and

sup
tPp0,`8q

}uptq} 9H
1{2
x

ă `8.

Define
Aptq :“ sup

0ăsďt
s3{2}upsq}L8

x
. (3.1)

Note that Aptq is monotone increasing. Our aim is to prove there is some constant Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0q

such that
Aptq ď Cp}u}L5

t,x
, R0q}u0}L1

x
, holds for any t ą 0. (3.2)

By the density of Schwartz functions in 9B
1{2
2,1 X L1, it suffices to consider Schwartz solutions. Then

for any given l, one can find Cl such that
Aptq ď Cl}u0}L1

x
, 0 ă t ď l. (3.3)

Also the solution is continuous in time in L8.
Now we start to prove theorem 1.1 by bootstrap argument.

3.1. Base case. Theorem 1.1 holds trivially for }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

“ 0. We choose a small data case to be
the base case to do induction. Specifically, we prove the following bootstrap lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Assume suptPp0,`8q }uptq} 9H
1{2
x

ă `8. There exists 0 ă ε ă 1 depending on }u}L5
t,x

and some absolute constants, and there exists C0p}u}L5
t,x

q ą 0 such that if assume }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

ď ε and
assume ApLq ď C0}u0}L1

x
for any L ą 0, then we have ApLq ď C0

2 }u0}L1
x
.

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

upt, xq “ eit∆u0 ´ i

ż t

0
eipt´sq∆p|u|2uqpsq ds “ ul ` unl. (3.4)

We split unl into
unl “ F1ptq ` F2ptq, (3.5)

where
F1ptq “ ´i

ż t{2

0
eipt´sq∆p|u|2uqpsq ds,

F2ptq “ ´i

ż t

t{2
eipt´sq∆p|u|2uqpsq ds.

Estimate for ul. Dispersive estimate gives that for some constant C1, we have
}ulptq}L8

x
ď C1t

´3{2}u0}L1
x
. (3.6)

Estimate for F1ptq. Note that 9H
1{2
x pR3q is embedded into L3

xpR3q. It turns out that u0 P L3
x

and uptq P L8
t L3

x. Since u0 P L1
x and the mass m “

ş

|upx, tq|2 dx is conserved, we know u0 P L2
x

and
}u}2L2

x
“ }u0}2L2

x
ď }u0}

1{2
L1
x

}u0}
3{2
L3
x

ď C
3{2
2 }u0}

1{2
L1
x

}u0}
3{2

9H
1{2
x

ď C
3{2
2 }u0}

1{2
L1
x

(3.7)
by Hölder’s inequality where C2 is from Sobolev embedding.

By dispersive estimate, we estimate F1 as
}F1ptq}L8

x
ď 2C1t

´3{2}upsq}3L3
sL

3
xpp0,`8qq. (3.8)

We introduce a parameter M and estimate (3.8) as

}upsq}3L3
sL

3
xpp0,`8qq ď }upsq}3L3

sL
3
xpp0,Mqq `

ż `8

M
}upsq}L8

s
}u}2L2

x
ds. (3.9)
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By remark 1.1, suptPr0,`8q }uptq} 9H
1{2
x

ď A “ Ap}u}L5
t,x

q. By Sobolev embedding,
}upsq}3L3

sL
3
xpp0,Mqq ď MC3

2}upsq}3
L8
s

9H
1{2
x

ď MC3
2A

3. (3.10)

By (3.7) and bootstrap assumption, we obtain
ż `8

M
}upsq}L8

s
}u}2L2

x
ds ď C0C

3{2
2 }u0}

3{2
L1
x

ż `8

M
s´3{2 ds ď 2C0C

3{2
2 M´1{2}u0}

3{2
L1
x
. (3.11)

Taking M “ 1600C2
1C

3
2}u0}L1

x
, we obtain

}F1ptq}L8
x

ď
`

3200C3
1C

6
2A

3 ` 1
10C0

˘

t´3{2}u0}L1
x

(3.12)
Estimate for F2ptq. By paraproduct decomposition, we estimate F2 as

}F2ptq}L8
x

ď
ÿ

N,N1:N1ÁN

ÿ

N2

›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
PN

”

eipt´sq∆O puN1uN2uq

ı

ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

. (3.13)

Fix N,N1, N2 and we introduce B ą 0 which will be chosen later.
›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
PN

”

eipt´sq∆O puN1uN2uq

ı

ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

(3.14)

is bounded by the sum of
›

›

›

›

›

ż pt´Bq_t{2

t{2
PN

”

eipt´sq∆O puN1uN2uq

ı

ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

, (3.15)

›

›

›

›

›

ż t

pt´Bq_t{2
PN

”

eipt´sq∆O puN1uN2uq

ı

ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

. (3.16)

By dispersive estimate and Cauchy-Schwarz,

(3.15) À

ż pt´Bq_t{2

t{2
|t ´ s|´3{2 }uN1psquN2psq}L1

x
}upsq}L8

x
dxds

À C0t
´3{2B´1{2 }uN1}L8

t L2
x

}uN2}L8
t L2

x
}u0}L1

x
. (3.17)

By Bernstein’s inequality,

(3.16) À

ż t

pt´Bq_t{2
N3{2 }uN1psquN2psq}L2

x
}u}L8

x
ds

À C0t
´3{2BN3{2 }uN1}L8

t L2
x

}uN2}L8
t,x

}u0}L1
x

À C0t
´3{2BN3{2N

3{2
2 }uN1}L8

t L2
x

}uN2}L8
t L2

x
}u0}L1

x
. (3.18)

Choosing B “ N´1N´1
2 , we obtain

(3.14) À C0t
´3{2}u0}L1

x

´

N1{2 }uN1}L8
t L2

x

¯ ´

N
1{2
2 }uN2}L8

t L2
x

¯

. (3.19)

Summing over N with N À N1 firstly, then summing over N1, N2 and by (2.1), we obtain
}F2ptq}L8

x
À C0C

2p}u}L5
t,x

qε2t´3{2}u0}L1
x
. (3.20)

Choosing ε small enough depending on }u}L5
t,x

and some absolute constants, we can ensure
}F2ptq}L8

x
ď 1

10C0t
´3{2}u0}L1

x
. (3.21)

By (3.6), (3.12) and (3.21), we can conclude that
}uptq}L8

x
ď

“`

C1 ` 3200C3
1C

6
2A

3
˘

` 1
5C0

‰

t´3{2}u0}L1
x
. (3.22)
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Choosing C0 “ 10pC1 ` 3200C3
1C

6
2A

3q we can close the bootstrap. The proof is complete. □

Since we close the bootstrap argument, we prove:

Corollary 3.1. Let uptq be the solution to (1.1) with initial data u0. Assume suptPp0,`8q }uptq} 9H
1{2
x

ă

`8. There exists 0 ă ε ă 1 depending on }u}L5
t,x

and some absolute constants such that if
}u0} 9B

1{2
2,1

ď ε, then there exists a constant Cp}u}L5
t,x

q such that

}u}L8
x

ď Cp}u}L5
t,x

qt´3{2}u0}L1
x
, holds for any t ą 0.

3.2. Induction. Let uptq be the solution to (1.1) with initial data u0. For the sake of induction,
we assume suptPp0,`8q }uptq} 9H

1{2
x

ă `8, and there exists some R0 ě 0 such that if }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

ď R0,
then

}uptq}L8
x

ď Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0qt´3{2}u0}L1

x
(3.23)

holds for any t ą 0.
It suffices to show that (3.23) extends to all solutions with suptPp0,`8q }uptq} 9H

1{2
x

ă `8 and
}u0} 9B

1{2
2,1

ď R0 ` 1, perhaps with a new constant Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0q.

We finish the induction by showing this increment.

Proof of theorem 1.1. Fix ε ą 0 sufficiently small to be chosen later. Suppose that if vptq is the
solution to (1.1) with initial data v0 with suptPp0,`8q }vptq} ă `8 and }v0} 9B

1{2
2,1

ď R0 ` kε, then it
holds

}vptq}L8
x

ď Cp}v}L5
t,x
, R0, k, εqt´3{2}v0}L1

x
. (3.24)

We aim to show that for all solutions uptq to (1.1) with initial data u0, if suptPp0,`8q }uptq} ă `8

and }u0} 9B
1{2
2,1

ď R0 ` pk ` 1qε, then it holds

}uptq}L8
x

ď Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0, k, εqt´3{2}u0}L1

x
, (3.25)

perhaps with a new constant Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0, k, εq. Provided ε “ εp}u}L5

t,x
, R0q is chosen, iterating

over k “ 0, . . . , ε´1 ´ 1 will extend (3.23) to all solutions with suptPp0,`8q }uptq} 9H
1{2
x

ă `8 and
}u0} 9B

1{2
2,1

ď R0 ` 1. Note that R0 “ 0 corresponds to the base case.
Let uptq be the solution to (1.1) with initial data u0 with suptPp0,`8q }uptq} 9H

1{2
x

ă `8 and
}u0} 9B

1{2
2,1

ď R0 ` pk ` 1qε. We aim to prove (3.25) holds for any t ą 0.
We decompose u0 as

u0 “
R0 ` kε

R0 ` pk ` 1qε
u0 `

ε

R0 ` pk ` 1qε
u0 “: v0 ` w0. (3.26)

Then }v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

ď R0 ` kε, }w0} 9B
1{2
2,1

ď ε and }v0}L1
x
, }w0}L1

x
ď }u0}L1

x
.

By Sobolev embedding and Strichartz estimate (1.12),

}eit∆ru0 ´ v0s}L5
t,xpr0,`8qq À }eit∆|∇|1{2ru0 ´ v0s}

L5
tL

30{11
x pr0,`8qq

À }u0 ´ v0} 9H
1{2
x

À ε. (3.27)

We introduce a small parameter η ą 0 which is fixed and chosen later and decompose r0,`8q into
J “ Jpη, }u}L5

t,x
q many intervals Ij “ rtj , tj`1q on which

}u}L5
t,xpIjˆR3q ă η.

By Strichartz estimate, fractional Leibniz and Hölder’s inequality,

}|∇|1{2u}
L5
tL

30{11
x pIjq

À pR0 ` 1q ` }u}2L5
t,xpIjq

}|∇|1{2u}
L5
tL

30{11
x pIjq

À pR0 ` 1q ` η2}|∇|1{2u}
L5
tL

30{11
x pIjq

. (3.28)
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Choosing η small enough depending on R0 and absolute constants in (3.28), a standard bootstrap
argument yields

}|∇|1{2u}
L5
tL

30{11
x pIjq

ď CpR0q.

Summing over j “ 1, . . . , JpA,R0q, we obtain

}|∇|1{2u}
L5
tL

30{11
x pr0,`8qq

ď Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0q. (3.29)

Also we have
}u0 ´ v0} 9H

1{2
x

ď ε ď 1. (3.30)
By proposition 1.3, (3.27), (3.29) and (3.30), choosing ε small enough depending on }u}L5

t,x
, R0 and

absolute constants ensures that there exists a unique solution vptq to (1.1) on r0,`8q such that
v|t“0 “ v0 and }v}L5

t,x
` sup

tPr0,`8q

}vptq} 9H
1{2
x

ď Cv “ Cvp}u}L5
t,x
, R0q.

Since }v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

ď R0 ` kε, by induction assumption (3.24), we have

}vptq}L8
x

ď Cp}v}L5
t,x
, R0, k, εqt´3{2}v0}L1

x
ď Cp}u}L5

t,x
, R0, k, εqt´3{2}u0}L1

x
. (3.31)

Let wptq :“ uptq ´ vptq. Then wptq solves
iBtw ` ∆w “ |u|2u ´ |v|2v, (3.32)

and by proposition 1.3,
}w}L5

t,x
` sup

tPr0,`8q

}wptq} 9H
1{2
x

ď Cw “ Cwp}u}L5
t,x
, R0q. (3.33)

Since
}uptq}L8

x
ď }vptq}L8

x
` }wptq}L8

x
ď Cp}u}L5

t,x
, R0, k, εqt´3{2}u0}L1

x
` }wptq}L8

x
, (3.34)

it remains to prove
}wptq}L8

x
ď Cp}u}L5

t,x
, R0, k, εqt´3{2}u0}L1

x
(3.35)

holds for any t ą 0.
Define

W ptq :“ sup
0ăsďt

s3{2}wpsq}L8
x
.

As the analysis in the beginning of this section, it remains to prove the following bootstrap lemma:
There exists C0 “ C0p}u}L5

t,x
, R0, k, εq such that if we assume W pLq ď C0}u0}L1

x
for any L ą 0,

then we have W pLq ď C0
2 }u0}L1

x
.

For 0 ă t ď L, since wptq solves (3.32), by Duhamel formula, we can write

wptq “ eit∆w0 ´ i

ż t

0
eipt´sq∆r|u|2u ´ |v|2vspsq ds (3.36)

Substituting u “ v ` w, we write

wptq “ eit∆w0 ´ i

ż t{2

0
eipt´sq∆

“

Opw3q ` Opw2vq ` Opwv2q
‰

psq ds

´ i

ż t

t{2
eipt´sq∆

“

Opw3q ` Opw2vq ` Opwv2q
‰

psq ds

“: wlptq ` G1ptq ` G2ptq.

(3.37)

Estimate for wl. By dispersive estimate,
}wlptq}L8

x
ď C1t

´3{2}w0}L1
x

ď C1t
´3{2}u0}L1

x
. (3.38)
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Estimate for G1ptq. Similar to (3.8) to (3.12), we can obtain
›

›

›

›

›

ż t{2

0
eipt´sq∆Opw3qpsq ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

ď
`

12800C3
1C

6
2C

3
3C

6
w ` 1

20C0

˘

t´3{2}u0}L1
x

(3.39)

where C3 is from O.
›

›

›

›

›

ż t{2

0
eipt´sq∆Opw2vqpsq ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

ď 2C1C4t
´3{2}w2v}L1

sL
1
xpp0,`8qq (3.40)

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

}w2v}L1
sL

1
xpp0,`8qq ď }w2v}L1

sL
1
xpp0,Mqq `

ż `8

M
}w2v}L1

x
ds. (3.41)

By Hölder and Sobolev embedding,
}w2v}L1

sL
1
xpp0,Mqq ď M}w}2L8

s L3
x
}v}L8

s L3
x

ď MC3
2C

2
wCv. (3.42)

Similar to (3.7), by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding, we have

}v}L2
x

ď C
3{4
2 }u0}

1{4
L1
x
C3{4
v and }w}L2

x
ď C

3{4
2 }u0}

1{4
L1
x
C3{4
w .

Therefore by bootstrap assumption,
ż `8

M
}w2v}L1

x
ds ď

ż `8

M
}w}L2

x
}v}L2

x
}w}L8

x
ds ď C0C

3{2
2 C3{4

v C3{4
w }u0}

3{2
L1
x

ż `8

M
s´3{2 ds

ď 2C0C
3{2
2 C3{4

v C3{4
w M´1{2}u0}

3{2
L1
x
. (3.43)

Choosing M “ 6400C2
1C

2
4C

3
2C

3{2
v C

3{2
w }u0}L1

x
, by (3.40) to (3.43), we obtain

›

›

›

›

›

ż t{2

0
eipt´sq∆Opw2vqpsq ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

ď

´

12800C3
1C

6
2C

3
4C

5{2
v C7{2

w ` 1
20C0

¯

t´3{2}u0}L1
x
. (3.44)

Similarly,
›

›

›

›

›

ż t{2

0
eipt´sq∆Opwv2qpsq ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

ď 2C1C5t
´3{2}wv2}L1

sL
1
xpp0,`8qq (3.45)

We introduce M and do estimate

}wv2}L1
sL

1
xpp0,`8qq ď }wv2}L1

sL
1
xpp0,Mqq `

ż `8

M
}wv2}L1

x
ds. (3.46)

By Hölder and Sobolev embedding,
}wv2}L1

sL
1
xpp0,Mqq ď M}w}L8

s L3
x
}v}2L8

s L3
x

ď MC3
2CwC

2
v . (3.47)

By bootstrap assumption,
ż `8

M
}wv2}L1

x
ds ď

ż `8

M
}v}2L2

x
}w}L8

x
ds ď C0C

3{2
2 C3{2

v }u0}
3{2
L1
x

ż `8

M
s´3{2 ds

ď 2C0C
3{2
2 C3{2

v M´1{2}u0}
3{2
L1
x
. (3.48)

Choosing M “ 6400C2
1C

2
5C

3
2C

3
v }u0}L1

x
, by (3.45) to (3.48), we obtain

›

›

›

›

›

ż t{2

0
eipt´sq∆Opw2vqpsq ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

ď
`

12800C3
1C

6
2C

3
5C

5
vCw ` 1

20C0

˘

t´3{2}u0}L1
x
. (3.49)
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In conclusion, we obtain

}G1ptq}L8
x

ď

”

12800C3
1C

6
2

´

C3
3C

6
w ` C3

4C
5{2
v C7{2

w ` C3
5C

5
vCw

¯

` 3
20C0

ı

t´3{2}u0}L1
x

(3.50)

Estimate for G2ptq. We start to estimate G2ptq. As the estimates we do in the base case, we
have

›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
eipt´sq∆Opw3qpsq ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

ď
ÿ

N,N1:N1ÁN

ÿ

N2

›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
PN

”

eipt´sq∆O pwN1wN2wq

ı

ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

. (3.51)

Similar to (3.17) to (3.19), we obtain
›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
PN

”

eipt´sq∆O pwN1wN2wq

ı

ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

À C0t
´3{2}u0}L1

x

´

N1{2 }wN1}L8
t L2

x

¯ ´

N
1{2
2 }wN2}L8

t L2
x

¯

.

(3.52)
Summing over N with N À N1 firstly, then summing over N1, N2 and by proposition 2.2, we obtain

›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
eipt´sq∆Opw3qpsq ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

À C0Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0q2ε2t´3{2}u0}L1

x
ď 1

20C0t
´3{2}u0}L1

x
(3.53)

for ε chosen small enough depending on }u}L5
t,x
, R0 and some absolute constants.

By paraproduct decomposition,
›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
eipt´sq∆Opw2vqpsq ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

(3.54)

is bounded by

ÿ

N,N1:N1ÁN

ÿ

N2

$

&

%

›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
PN

”

eipt´sq∆ pwN1vN2wq

ı

ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

`

›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
PN

”

eipt´sq∆ pvN1wN2wq

ı

ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

,

.

-

.

(3.55)
Similar to (3.17) to (3.19), by proposition 2.1 and proposition 2.2, we obtain

(3.54) À }w}L8
x

˜

ÿ

N

N1{2 }wN}L8
t L2

x

¸ ˜

ÿ

N

N1{2 }vN}L8
t L2

x

¸

À εCp}u}L5
t,x
, R0qC0t

´3{2}u0}L1
x

ď 1
20C0t

´3{2}u0}L1
x

(3.56)

for ε chosen small enough depending on }u}L5
t,x
, R0 and some absolute constants.

Similarly,
›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
eipt´sq∆Opwv2qpsq ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

(3.57)

is bounded by

ÿ

N,N1:N1ÁN

ÿ

N2

$

&

%

›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
PN

”

eipt´sq∆ pwN1vN2vq

ı

ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

`

›

›

›

›

›

ż t

t{2
PN

”

eipt´sq∆ pvN1wN2vq

ı

ds

›

›

›

›

›

L8
x

,

.

-

.

(3.58)
and

(3.57) À }v}L8
x

˜

ÿ

N

N1{2 }wN}L8
t L2

x

¸ ˜

ÿ

N

N1{2 }vN}L8
t L2

x

¸

ď Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0, k, εqt´3{2}u0}L1

x

(3.59)
by the induction assumption.



14 YI SUN

By (3.38), (3.50), (3.53), (3.56) and (3.59), we obtain

}wptq}L8
x

ď

”

C1 ` 12800C3
1C

6
2

´

C3
3C

6
w ` C3

4C
5{2
v C7{2

w ` C3
5C

5
vCw

¯

` Cp}u}L5
t,x
, R0, k, εq ` 1

4C0

ı

¨ t´3{2}u0}L1
x
. (3.60)

Choosing C0 “ 20rC1 ` 12800C3
1C

6
2 pC3

3C
6
w ` C3

4C
5{2
v C

7{2
w ` C3

5C
5
vCwq ` Cp}u}L5

t,x
, R0, k, εqs, then

we close the bootstrap and the proof the complete. □
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 u0 P 9B2
1,1pR3q X L1

xpR3q be radially symmetric and }u0} 9B2
1,1

ď R0. Let uptq be the corre-
sponding global solution to (1.1) with initial data u0. Firstly we point out that it holds

}|∇|1{2u}Lp
tL

q
xpr0,`8qq ď CpR0q (3.61)

for any Schrödinger admissible pairs pp, qq. By (1.10), we introduce η ą 0 and decompose r0,`8q

into J “ Jpη,R0q many intervals Ij “ rtj , tj`1q such that
}u}L5

t,xpIjq ď η.

By Strichartz estimate and fractional Leibniz rules,
}|∇|1{2u}

L5
tL

30{11
x pIjq

À }u0} 9H
1{2
x

` }u}2L5
t,xpIjq

}|∇|1{2u}
L5
tL

30{11
x pIjq

À R0 ` η2}|∇|1{2u}
L5
tL

30{11
x pIjq

.

Choosing η small enough depending on some absolute constants, a standard bootstrap argument
yields

}|∇|1{2u}
L5
tL

30{11
x pIjq

À R0.

Summing over j “ 1, . . . , JpR0q, we obtain
}|∇|1{2u}

L5
tL

30{11
x pr0,`8qq

ď CpR0q.

By Strichartz estimate, it follows that
}|∇|1{2u}Lp

tL
q
xpr0,`8qq À }u0} 9H

1{2
x

` }u}2L5
t,x

}|∇|1{2u}
L5
tL

30{11
x pr0,`8qq

ď CpR0q,

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

Proposition 3.1. Assume that u0 P 9B2
1,1pR3q is radially symmetric and }u0} 9B2

1,1
ď R0 and uptq is

the corresponding global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data u0. Let pp, qq be a
Schrödinger-admissible pair for d “ 3. Then we have

ÿ

NP2Z

N1{2 }uN}Lp
tL

q
x

ď CpR0q. (3.62)

Proposition 3.2. Let pp, qq be a Schrödinger admissible pair for d “ 3. Suppose that uptq and vptq
are the global solutions to (1.1) with corresponding radially symmetric initial data u0, v0 respectively
obeying the bound

}u0} 9B2
1,1
, }v0} 9B2

1,1
ď R0.

Then
ÿ

NP2Z

N1{2}pu ´ vqN}Lp
tL

q
x

ď CpR0q}u0 ´ v0} 9B
1{2
2,1

. (3.63)

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), }v0} 9B2

1,1
ď R0 ` kε ď R0 ` 1 ensures

the existence of global solution vptq to the equation with v|t“0 “ v0 and
}v}L5

t,xpr0,`8qq ` }|∇|1{2v}Lp
tL

q
xpr0,`8qq ď CpR0q
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for Schrödinger admissible pp, qq, 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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