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Abstract. This paper investigates the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation

(NLS) in the mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical regime within three spatial dimensions. For

initial data in the critical homogeneous Sobolev space Ḣsc (R3) (where sc = 5
6
), we get a uniform

decay estimate for the long-time dynamics of solutions, which extends the previous results.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we primarily discuss the Hsc -critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS). The
general form of the equation is as follows, where sc =

d
2 − 2

p . The equation takes the form:

iut +∆u± |u|pu = 0, u(0, x) = u0(x) ∈ Ḣsc(Rd). (1.1)

When the sign of the nonlinear term is positive, it is referred to as the focusing case, and when it
is negative, it is referred to as the defocusing case. The solution of equation 1.1 remains invariant
under the scaling

u(t, x) → uλ(t, x) = λ
2
pu(λ2t, λx) for λ > 0, (1.2)

and the initial value transforms into

u(0) → uλ(0) := λ
2
pu0(λx) for λ > 0. (1.3)

Then the scaling leaves Ḣsc norm invariant, that is

∥u∥Ḣsc = ∥uλ∥Ḣsc ,

which is called the critical regularity sc. This is also considered to be the minimal regularity of the
initial data required to guarantee the well-posedness of equation (1.1). In fact, Christ, Colliander,
and Tao[1] have already proved that there exist some initial data belonging to Hs(Rd) with s < sc
that cause (1.1) to be ill-posed.

The H1 solutions of equation 1.1 satisfy the conservation laws of mass, momentum, and energy,
which read

M(u(t)) :=

∫
|u(t, x)|2dx = M(u0),

P (u(t)) := Im

∫
u(t, x)∇u(t, x) dx = P (u0),

E(u(t)) :=

∫
|∇u(t, x)|2dx+

2µ

p+ 2

∫
|u(t, x)|p+2dx = E(u0).

For the Cauchy problem of equation (1.1), the well-posedness and scattering theory (with initial
data in Hs(Rn)) have been extensively studied. Local well-posedness can be derived from stan-
dard fixed-point theorems: for all u0 ∈ Hs(Rd), there exists a T0 > 0 such that its solution
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u ∈ C([0, T0), H
s(Rd)) (strong solution). In fact, this T0 depends on ∥u0∥Hs(Rd) when s > sc.

When s = sc, it also depends on the profile of u0. Some results can be found in Cazenave and
Weissler [2].

These techniques can be directly applied to prove the global well-posedness of equation (1.1) with
small initial data in Hs(Rd) (s ≥ sc). The main theorem is stated as follows, see [3]

Theorem 1.1. (Well-posedness) Let d ≥ 1, and u0(x) ∈ Hsc . Furthermore, assume 0 ≤ sc ≤ 1.
If ∥|∇|scu0∥L2 < δ(d) is sufficiently small, then u(t) does not blow up forward or backward in time
(global existence holds). That is, scattering holds, and

∥|∇|scu∥Lq
t (R)Lr

x(Rd) ≲ ∥|∇|scu0∥L2(Rd), (1.4)

where (q, r) is a Schrödinger admissible pair.

In the mass-supercritical and energy subcritical case 4
d < p < 4

d−2 , when the solution is considered

in the energy space H1(Rd), we can use local theory together with conservation to yield global well-
posedness for any initial data u0 ∈ H1(Rd) in the defocusing case and some special focusing cases.
Furthermore, scattering theory under the same conditions was studied by Ginibre and Velo [4, 5].
However, in the mass-critical and energy-critical case, it is not easy to obtain global well-posedness
because conservation does not imply the global existence of the solutions. The problem was firstly
considered by Bourgain [6], and he considered the radial function under the energy-critical and
defocusing case. After that, many author studied the case, and please read [7, 8, 9, 10]. On the
other hand, the focusing case was also considered by Kenige and Merle[11] when the initial data is
a radial function, and about non-radial case, please refer to [12, 13, 14]. In the mass-critial, Killip,
Tao, Visan [15] first studied the global well-posedeness and scattering with radial data in dimension
two, and Killip, Visan, Zhang[15] consider it in dimension higher than two. About non-radial case,
please read a series of papers of Dodson[13, 16, 17].

When considering the general nonlinear Schrödinger equation in the critical space Ḣsc(Rd), more
complex situations arise. Recently, results on conditional global existence and scattering under the
assumption that u ∈ L∞

t (I, Ḣsc
x (Rd)) (where I denotes the maximal lifespan interval) have also been

studied by many authors. This topic of research began with the papers [18, 19] and was subsequently
refined in works such as [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33]. Specifically, if the

initial data u0 ∈ Ḣsc(Rd) and the solution satisfies an a priori estimate

sup
0<t<Tout(u0)

∥u∥Ḣsc
x (Rd) < +∞, (1.5)

then Tout(u0) = +∞, and the solution scatters in Ḣsc(Rd), where [0, Tout(u0)) is the maximal for-
ward lifespan of the solution. Hence, these results establish a blow-up criterion where the lifespan
depends only on the critical norm ∥u∥L∞

t Ḣsc
x (I×Rd). However, we have limited understanding regard-

ing large initial data problems if we only require u0 ∈ Ḣsc(Rd). Subsequently, many scholars have
approached global solutions with large initial data from a probabilistic perspective. Specifically, they
construct a broad class of initial data sets with supercritical regularity such that global solutions
exist. For more details, refer to[34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50].

In our article, we consider the nonlinear Schrödinger equation in the mass-supercritical and
energy-subcritical regime (inter-critical), with initial data belonging to the critical space Ḣsc(Rd).
We study the long-time behavior of solutions to the following equation:{

i∂tu+∆u± |u|3u = 0

u(0, x) = u0(x) ∈ Ḣ
5
6 (Rd).

(1.6)
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Prior to the advent of Strichartz estimates, our understanding of the long-time behavior of solutions
relied on a different expression of dispersion, namely, quantitative decay pointwise in time. For the
linear Schrödinger equation, this is exemplified by the classical dispersive estimate

∥eit∆u0∥Lp
x(Rd) ≲ |t|−d( 1

2−
1
r )∥u0∥Lp′

x
for t ̸= 0 and 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞. (1.7)

The requirement that u0 ∈ Lp′
constitutes a spatial concentration requirement for the initial data.

This is what breaks the time translation symmetry and so makes a quantitative decay estimate
possible. Our main theorem is as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Fix 2 < p < ∞. Given u0 ∈ Ḣ
5
6 (R3) ∩ Lp′

(R3), we denote by u the global solution
generated by Theorem 1.1. Then we have the following estimate:

sup
t̸=0

|t|3(
1
2−

1
p )∥u(t)∥Lp

x
≤ C

(
∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6
x

)
∥u0∥Lp′

x
. (1.8)

Notation. Throughout this paper, C is a postive finite constant which is independent of the essen-
tial variables. A ≲ B mean A ≤ CB for some constant. If both A ≲ B and B ≲ A, then we donate
A ∼ B. We will use X ↪→ Y to mean a continuous embedding, that, for two function spaces X,Y,
there an inclusion map X → Y with ∥f∥Y ≲ ∥f∥X .

Our conventions for the Fourier transform are

f̂(ξ) =
1√
2π

∫
e−iξ·xf(x)dx and f(x) =

1√
2π

∫
e−iξ·xf̂(ξ)dξ.

We get that Fourier transform is a unitary on L2 with ∥f̂∥L2 = ∥f∥L2 . If f(x, t) is defined on both

space and time, we use f̂(ξ, t) to denote the fourier transform on spatial variable.

2. some setting and bascial Lemma

In this section, we will introduce two kind of function space:

2.1. Homogeneous Sobolev Space. Now, we begin to introduce the homogeneous Sobolev space
Ḣs definded by

Ḣs := {f is temped distribution and ∥f∥Ḣs ≤ ∞}

where ∥f∥Ḣs =
∫
|ξ|2s|f̂(ξ)dξ. Now, in order to be convenience, we introduce the Litterwood-Paley

decomposition to study Ḣs. Let ϕ be smooth function supported in B(0, 2) and ϕ ≡ 1 when ξ ≤ 1.
So, for dyadic 2N ∈ 2Z, we then define P≤N , PN and P>N

P̂≤Nf(ξ) = ϕ(ξ/N)f̂(ξ)

P̂Nf(ξ) = (ϕ(ξ/N)− ϕ(2ξ/N))f̂f(ξ)

P̂>Nf(ξ) = (1− ϕ(ξ/N))f̂(ξ)

To be simple, we can also write f≤N = P≤N , fN = PNf and f>N = P>Nf. It is easy to check that

∥∥fN∥ℓ2N ∥Lp ∼ ∥f∥Lp

for 1 < p < ∞. For a function f(x, t) defined on both space and time, we also use PNf(x, t) to
denote Littlewood-Paley projection of f in only the spatial variable x.
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Theorem 2.1 (Bernstein inequality). Let 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞, and P≤N , PN is Littlewood-Paley
operator. For any s ≥ 0, we have

∥|∇|sPNf∥Lp ≈ Ns∥PNf∥Lp

∥|∇|sP≤Nf∥Lp ≲ Ns∥PNf∥Lp

∥PNf∥Lp , ∥P≤Nf∥Lp ≲ Nd( 1
q−

1
p )∥PNf∥Lq .

(2.1)

2.2. Lorentz Space. In this section, we will offer some basic knowledge about Lorentz space.
About some detail, please read [51]

Definition 2.2 (Lorentz space). Fix d ≥ 1, 1 ≤ p < ∞, and 0 < q ≤ ∞. The Lorentz space Lp,q is
the space of measurable functions f : Rd → C which have finite quasinorm

∥f∥Lp,q(Rd) =

{(
p1/q

∥∥∥λ ∣∣{x ∈ Rd : |f(x)| > λ}
∣∣1/p∥∥∥

Lq((0,∞), dλλ )

)
, (2.2)

where | ∗ | denotes the Lebesgue measure on Rd.

It follows that Lp,q is a quasi-Banach space for any 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 0 < q ≤ ∞. Furthermore,
1 < p < ∞ and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, we find that

∥f∥Lp,q ∼p,q sup
∥g∥

Lp′,q′=1

∣∣∣∣∫ f(x)g(x)dx

∣∣∣∣
where p′, q′ are the respective Hölder conjugates. Therefore for all 1 < p < ∞ and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, it
follows that Lp,q is normable. In the case of p = q, Lp,p(Rd) coincides with the standard Lebesgue
space Lp(Rd). By the Definition 2.2, it is easy to check that∥∥|x|−d/p

∥∥
Lp,∞(Rd)

∼d 1, (2.2)

and hence |x|−d/p ∈ Lp,∞(Rd) for all p ≥ 1. This is the extent to which we will use the exact form
of (2.1).

In the same manner as the sequence spaces ℓq, the Lorentz spaces Lp,q satisfy a nesting property
in the second index q. In particular, we have the continuous embedding Lp,q1 ↪→ Lp,q2 , i.e.

∥ ∗ ∥Lp,q2 ≲p,q1,q2 ∥ ∗ ∥Lp,q1 ,

for all 0 < q1 ≤ q2 ≤ ∞.
Lorentz spaces arise most naturally as real interpolation spaces between the usual Lp spaces.

This is achieved through the Hunt interpolation inequality, otherwise known as the off-diagonal
Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem; see [51]. We recall a specific case of the theorem here:

Lemma 2.3 (Hunt interpolation). Fix 1 ≤ p1, p2, q1, q2 ≤ ∞ such that p1 ̸= p2 and q1 ̸= q2. Let T
be a sublinear operator which satisfies

∥Tf∥Lpi ≲pi,qi ∥f∥Lqi

for i ∈ {1, 2}. Then for all θ ∈ (0, 1) and all 0 < r ≤ ∞,

∥Tf∥Lpθ,r ≲p0,q0,θ ∥f∥Lqθ,r

where 1
pθ

= θ
p1

+ 1−θ
p2

and 1
qθ

= θ
q1

+ 1−θ
q2

.

Lorentz spaces enjoy many of the standard estimates used in the Lebesgue spaces Lp. In partic-
ular, Hölder’s inequality carries over in the following form:
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Lemma 2.4 (Hölder’s inequality). Given 1 ≤ p, p1, p2 ≤ ∞ and 0 < q, q1, q2 ≤ ∞ such that
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
and 1

q = 1
q1

+ 1
q2
,

∥fg∥Lp,q ≲d,p,q ∥f∥Lp1,q1 ∥g∥Lp2,q2 .

In addition, Lorentz spaces satisfy the Young–O’Neil convolutional inequality, see [52, 53, 54], of
which the Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev inequality is a special case:

Lemma 2.5 (Young–O’Neil convolutional inequality). Given 1 < p, p1, p2 < ∞ and 0 < q, q1, q2 ≤
∞ such that 1

p + 1 = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

and 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
,

∥f ∗ g∥Lp,q ≲d,pi,qi ∥f∥Lp1,q1∥g∥Lp2,q2 .

From Hunt interpolation and the usual Sobolev embedding theorems, we also find an analog of
Sobolev embedding in Lorentz spaces,

Lemma 2.6 (Sobolev embedding). Fix 1 < p < ∞, s ≥ 0, and 0 < θ ≤ ∞ such that 1
p + s

d = 1
q .

Then

∥f∥Lp,θ(Rd) ≲p,s,θ ∥∇sf∥Lq,θ(Rd).

Finally, we may show a basic Leibniz rule in Lorentz spaces. We recall that the Schwartz functions
S(Rd) are dense in Lp,q for q ̸= ∞, see [51]. By the classical Leibniz rule and extending by density,
we then find the following lemma:

Lemma 2.7 (Leibniz rule). Given 1 ≤ p, pi < ∞, s¿0, and 0 < q, qi < ∞ for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} such
that 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

= 1
p3

+ 1
p4

and 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
= 1

q3
+ 1

q4
,

∥∇s[fg]∥Lp,q ≲d,p,q,pi,qi ∥∇sf∥Lp1,q1 ∥g∥Lp2,q2 + ∥f∥Lp3,q3 ∥∇sg∥Lp4,q4 .

2.3. Lorentz–Strichartz estimates.

Definition 2.8 (Schrödinger-admissible). Fix a spatial dimension d ≥ 3. We say that a pair
2 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ is Schrödinger-admissible if

2

p
+

d

q
=

d

2
.

We say that (p, q) is a non-endpoint Schrödinger-admissible pair if 2 < p, q < ∞. Finally, we say
that (p, q) is Schrödinger-admissible with s spatial derivatives if

2

p
+ d

(
1

q
+

s

d

)
=

d

2
.

Proposition 2.9 (Lorentz-Strichartz estimates). Suppose that 2 < p, q < ∞ is Schrödinger-
admissible. Then for all f ∈ L2 and any spacetime slab J × Rd, the linear evolution satisfies∥∥eit∆f∥∥

Lp
tL

q,θ
x (J)

≲p,q ∥f∥L2(Rd). (2.3)

Moreover, for all 0 < θ ≤ ∞; 1 ≤ ϕ ≤ ∞; and any time-dependent interval I(t) ⊂ J ,∥∥∥∥∥
∫
I(t)

ei(t−s)∆F (s, x)ds

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp

tL
q,θ,ϕ
x (J)

≲p,q,θ,ϕ ∥F∥
Lp′

t Lq′,θ′,ϕ′
x (R×Rd)

. (2.4)
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2.4. Lorentz spacetime bounds. We may now prove global bounds in mixed Lorentz spacetime
norms for solutions to (). We present the proof for all spatial dimensions d ≥ 3 and all non-endpoint
Schrödinger-admissible pairs.

Proposition 2.10 (Spacetime bounds). Fix d ≥ 3 and ϕ, θ ≥ 2. Suppose that 2 < p, q < ∞ is a

Schrödinger-admissible pair and suppose that u0 ∈ Ḣ
5
6 (Rd) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1.

Then the corresponding global solution u(t) to (NLS) with initial data u0 satisfies

∥∇ 5
6u∥Lp,θ

t Lq,ϕ
x

≤ C(∥u0∥
Ḣ

5
6
).

Proof. At the beginning of the proof, we first recall the classical Strichartz estimate and we have

∥∇ 5
6u∥Lp

tL
q
x
≤ C(∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6
).

where (p, q) is any Schrödinger-admissible pair. Now, we turn into the Lorentz Space, and we can
write u as

u(t) = eit∆u0 ∓ i

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s)ds

by the Duhamel formula. Furthermore, By Proposition 2.9, it is easy to get the follow estimate

∥∇ 5
6u∥Lp

tL
q,θ,ϕ
x

≲ ∥∇ 5
6u0∥L2 +

∥∥∥∇ 5
6 |u|3u

∥∥∥
Lp′,θ′

t Lq′,ϕ′
x

.

where p′ ≤ θ and q′ ≤ ϕ. Furthermore,

∥∇ 5
6u∥Lp

tL
q,θ,ϕ
x

≲ ∥∇ 5
6u0∥L2 +

∥∥∥∇ 5
6 |u|3u

∥∥∥
Lp′

t Lq′
x

≲ ∥∇ 5
6u0∥L2 + ∥∇ 5

6u∥Lp
tL

q
x
∥u∥3

L
3p

p−2
t L

3q
q−2
x

A quick calculation shows that ( 3p
p−2 ,

3q
q−2 ) is a non-endpoint Schrödinger-admissible pair with 5

6

spatial derivative. With, this concludes the proof of the proposition for the initial-value problem. □

An unfortunate weakness of Proposition 2.10 is the inability to control Lorentz exponents below
2, which will be necessary in the proof of Lemma 3.3; see (3.13). Though this level of control appears
inaccessible for the linear evolution, with (2.4) we can gain additional control over the nonlinear
correction.

Corollary 2.11 (Nonlinear correction bounds). Fix d ≥ 3, θ ≥ 2d−2
d+2 , and ϕ ≥ 2d−2

d+2 ∨ 1. Suppose

that 2 < p, q < ∞ is a Schrödinger-admissible pair, and suppose that u0 ∈ Ḣ
5
6 (Rd) satisfies the

hypotheses of Theorem 1.1. Then the corresponding global solution u(t) to (NLS) with initial data
u0 satisfies ∥∥∥∥∇ 5

6

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
Lp

tL
q,θ,ϕ
x (R×Rd)

≤ C(∥u0∥
Ḣ

5
6
).

Proof. We focus on the initial-value problem.
Applying the Strichartz estimate and the nesting of Lorentz spaces, we find∥∥∥∥∇ 5

6

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
Lρ

tL
q,θ
x (R×Rd)

≲
∥∥∥∇ 5

6

(
u|u|3

)∥∥∥
L

p
p−1

,θ

t L
q

q−1
,ϕ

x

≲ ∥∇ 5
6u∥

L
p,

θ(d+2)
d−1

t L
q,

ϕ(d+2)
d−1

x

∥u∥3
L

3p
(p−2)

,θ(d+2)

t L
3q

q−2
,ϕ(d+2)

x

6



≲ ∥∇ 5
6u∥Lp,2

t Lq,2
x

∥u∥
L

3p
(p−2)

,2

t L
3q

q−2
,2

x

.

It need to point out that ( 3p
p−2 ,

3q
q−2 ) is a non-endpoint Schrö dinger-admissible pair with 5

6 spatial

derivative. The proof is completed. □

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

We now commence the proof of the main theorem. By time-reversal symmetry, it suffices to prove
the dispersive estimate for time t ∈ (0,∞). Using Schwartz functions in Ḣ

5
6 (R3)∩Lp′

(R3), we only
need to show that equation (1.8) holds for Schwartz solutions of (1.6). For T ∈ (0,∞], we define

∥u∥X(T ) := sup
t∈[0,T )

t3(
1
2−

1
p )∥u∥Lp

x
.

We employ a small parameter 0 < η < 1 that will be chosen later depending only on absolut
constants(such as those in the dispersive and Strichartz estimates) and ||u0||

Ḣ
5
6
x

. Thanks to 2.10,

We can decompose[0,∞) into J = J(||u0||
Ḣ

5
6
x

, η) many intervals Ij = [Tj−1, Tj) such that

∥u∥
L

6p
6−p

,3

s L
3p

p−2
x (Ij)

< η. (3.1)

We will show that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ J , we have

X(Tj) ≲ ||u0||Lp′
x
+ C||u0||

Ḣ
5
6
x

X(Tj−1) + η3X(Tj). (3.2)

Choosing η sufficiently small to defeat the absolute implicit constant in (3.2) and C(||u0||
Ḣ

5
6
x

), we

readily obtain

X(∞) ≤ C(||u0||
Ḣ

5
6
x

)||u0||Lp′
x

This is precisely the estimate (1.8) that we set out to prove.
Now we decompose the proof of Theorem 1.2 into the cases 2 < p ≤ 6 and 6 < p. Following

a similar approach as in [55], for 2 < p ≤ 6, we observe that the linear dispersive decay (1.7) is
integrable near t = 0. Adopting the notation from [55], we refer to 2 < p ≤ 6 as the integrable case
of Theorem 1.2. This integrability leads to a simplified argument that parallels the proof in [56] for
the mass-critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation. We present this proof in Subsection 3.1.

For p > 6, the linear dispersive decay (1.7) is no longer integrable near t = 0, and thus a more
nuanced argument is required. The method we employ also originates from [55]. This will be
completed in Subsection 3.2.

3.1. Integrable case. In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2 in the case where 2 < p ≤ 6. In
addition, the result in this section will be used in the proofs of Lemma 3.1.

Proof. We therefore focus on (3.2). Fix t ∈ [0, Tj) and recall the Duhamel formula (variation of
parameters formula):

u(t) = eit∆u0 ∓ i

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds.

By the linear dispersive decay (1.7), for the linear term we immediately obtain:∥∥eit∆u0

∥∥
X(Tj)

≲ ∥u0∥Lp′
x
. (3.3)
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Thus we only need to focus on the nonlinear term. Using the linear dispersive estimate (1.7) and
Hölder’s inequality, we may estimate∥∥∥∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds

∥∥∥
Lp

x

≲
∫ t

0

|t− s|−3
(

1
2−

1
p

)
∥u(s)∥Lp ∥u(s)∥3

L
3p

p−2
x

ds.

From the earlier definition, |s|3
(

1
2−

1
p

)
∥u(s)∥Lp ≤ ∥u∥X(s). Hence,∥∥∥ ∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds

∥∥∥
Lp

x

≲
∫ t

0

|t− s|−3
(

1
2−

1
p

)
|s|−3

(
1
2−

1
p

)
∥u∥X(s) ∥u(s)∥3

L
3p

p−2
x

ds. (3.4)

Then we decompose [0, t) into [0, t
2 ) and [ t2 , t). For s ∈ [0, t

2 ), we note that |t− s| ≈ |t|, and for

s ∈ [ t2 , t), we note that |s| ≈ |t|. So we find∥∥∥∥∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds

∥∥∥∥
Lp

x

≲ |t|−3( 1
2−

1
p )

∫ t/2

0

|s|−3( 1
2−

1
p )∥u∥X(s)∥u(s)∥3

L
3p

p−2
x

ds

+ |t|−3( 1
2−

1
p )

∫ t

t/2

|t− s|−3( 1
2−

1
p )∥u∥X(s)∥u(s)∥3

L
3p

p−2
x

ds.

Since 2 < p ≤ 6, both |s|−3( 1
2−

1
p ) and |t − s|−3( 1

2−
1
p ) belong to the Lorentz space L

2p
3p−6 ,∞
s . By

Hölder’s inequality, we obtain∥∥∥∥∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds

∥∥∥∥
Lp

x

≲ |t|−3( 1
2−

1
p )
∥∥∥u∥X(s)∥u(s)∥3

L
3p

p−2
x

∥∥
L

2p
6−p

,1

s ([0,t))

∥∥∥s−3( 1
2−

1
p )
∥∥∥
L

2p
3(p−2)

,∞

S

.

≲ |t|−3( 1
2−

1
p )
∥∥∥u∥X(s)∥u(s)∥3

L
3p

p−2
x

∥∥
L

2p
6−p

,1

s ([0,t))

For t ∈ [0, Tj), we now decompose [0, t) into [0, t) ∩ [0, Tj−1) and [0, t) ∩ Ij . Doing so, (3.1) and
proposition 2.10 then imply∥∥∥u∥X(s)∥u(s)∥3

L
3p

p−2
x

∥∥
L

2p
6−p

,1

s ([0,t))

≤ ∥u∥X(Tj−1)∥u∥
3

L
6p

6−p
,3

s L
3p

p−2
x ([0,Tj−1))

+ ∥u∥X(Tj)∥u∥
3

L
6p

6−p
,3

s L
3p

p−2
x (Ij)

≤ C(∥u0∥
Ḣ

5
6
)∥u∥X(Tj−1) + η3∥u∥X(Tj).

Along with the linear term (3.3), this yields the bootstrap statement (3.2) and concludes the proof
of the integrable case of Theorem 1.2. □

3.2. Non-integrable case. Now we consider the case p > 6. We follow the structure of the proof
of the integrable case, taking care now to avoid the non-integrability of the linear dispersive decay
(1.7) near t = 0.

Following the notation in [55], in the non-integrable case, for each t > 0 we will decompose
the integral over [0, t) into an early-time interval [0, t

2 ) and a late-time interval [ t2 , t). Unlike the
integrable case, these intervals must be treated separately.

We first consider the early-time interval [0, t
2 ). On this interval, we carefully apply the integrable

case of Theorem 1.2 to produce a factor of ∥u0∥Lp′ . The purpose of this is to avoid generating a

non-integrable term |s|−3( 1
2−

1
p ), as seen in equation (3.4). Since this argument is independent of the

bootstrap structure, we present this estimate in Lemma 3.1.
8



Lemma 3.1. (Early-time interval). Fix 6 < p < ∞. Suppose that u0 ∈ H
5
6 ∩ Lp′

(R3) satisfies
the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1. Then the corresponding solution u(t) to (NLS) with initial data u0

satisfies ∥∥∥∥∥
∫ t/2

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp

≤ C(∥u0∥
Ḣ

5
6
)|t|−3( 1

2−
1
p )∥u0∥Lp′ .

To prove this lemma, we need the following lemma concerning estimates for the linear term.

Lemma 3.2. Fix 1 ≤ q ≤ 2 and suppose that f ∈ Lq ∩H
5
6 (R3). Then

∥eit∆f∥L4
tL

4q
x

≲ ∥f∥1/4Lq ∥f∥3/4
H

5
6
.

Proof. Consider a Littlewood–Paley piece fN for some N ∈ 2Z. Since (4, 3) is a Schrödinger admis-
sible pair, we may apply Strichartz estimates and Bernstein’s inequality 2.1 to obtain∥∥eit∆fN∥∥

L4
tL

4q
x

≲ N
4q−3
4q

∥∥eit∆fN∥∥
L4

tL
3
x
≲ N

4q−3
4q ∥fN∥L2 .

Applying Bernstein’s inequality 2.1 once more, we obtain two distinct estimates for eit∆fN .∥∥eit∆fN∥∥
L4

tL
4q
x

≲ N
2q−9
12q

∥∥∥∇ 5
6 fN

∥∥∥
L2

, (3.5)∥∥eit∆fN∥∥
L4

tL
4q
x

≲ N
9−2q
4q ∥fN∥Lq . (3.6)

We now decompose f into high-frequency and low-frequency parts based on a frequency cutoff
parameter M ∈ 2Z. We apply (3.5) to the high-frequency part and (3.6) to the low-frequency part.
Consequently, we obtain

∥∥eit∆f∥∥
L4

tL
4q
x

≲
∑

N>M

N
2q−9
12q ∥fN∥

H
5
6
+

∑
N≤M

N
9−2q
4q ∥fN∥Lq

≲ M
2q−9
12q ∥f∥

H
5
6
+M

9−2q
4q ∥f∥Lq .

Choosing

M
9−2q
3q ≈

∥f∥
H

5
6

∥f∥Lq

,

we thus complete the proof of the lemma. □

To prove Lemma 3.1, we similarly follow the approach in [55] by decomposing u into a linear
term and a nonlinear correction:

u(t) = eit∆u0 ∓ i

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds = eit∆u0 + unl. (3.7)

We may now proceed with the proof of Lemma 3.1.

Proof. As previously noted, we observe that |t− s| ≈ |t| for s ∈ [0, t
2 ). Then by the linear dispersive

decay,

∥∥∥∫ t/2

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds

∥∥∥
Lp

≲ |t|−3
(

1
2−

1
p

) ∫ t/2

0

∥∥[|u|3u](s)∥∥
Lp′ ds.

9



Substituting the decomposition of u and applying Lemma 3.2, we obtain∥∥∥∥∥
∫ t/2

0

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s)ds

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp

≲ |t|−3( 1
2−

1
p )

[∥∥eis∆u0

∥∥3
L4

sL
4p′
x

+

3∑
α=0

∫ t/2

0

∥∥∥(eis∆u0

)α
u4−α
nl

∥∥∥
L

p
p−1

ds

]

≤ C(∥u0∥
Ḣ

5
6
)|t|−3( 1

2−
1
p )

[
∥u0∥Lp′ +

2∑
α=0

∫ t/2

0

∥∥∥(eis∆u0

)α
u4−α
nl

∥∥∥
L

p
p−1

ds

]

= C(∥u0∥
Ḣ

5
6
)|t|−3( 1

2−
1
p )

[
∥u0∥Lp′ +

3∑
α=0

Iα

]
.

(3.8)
For notational convenience, we define β = 29p−18

14p . By Hölder’s inequality, we may estimate Iα as

Iα ≲
∥∥∥∥∥eis∆u0

∥∥α∨β

L
87p−54

35p
x

∥∥unl(s)
∥∥β−α∨β

L
87p−54

35p
x

∥∥(eis∆u0

)α−α∧β
u3−α∧β
nl (s)

∥∥
L

6p
p−6
x

∥∥∥
L1

s

, (3.9)

where the nonlinear term unl satisfies

∥unl(s)∥
L

87p−54
35p

x

≤ ∥eis△u0∥
L

87p−54
35p

x

+ ∥u(s)∥
L

87p−54
35p

x

≤ C(∥u0∥
Ḣ

5
6
)|s|−3( 1

2−
35p

87p−54 )∥u0∥
L

87p−54
52p−54

.

(3.10)
A direct computation combined with the Sobolev embedding yields

∥u0∥β
L

87p−54
52p−54
x

≲ ∥u0∥Lp′
x
∥u0∥β−1

L
9
2
x

≤ C
(
∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6

)
∥u0∥Lp′

x
. (3.11)

Substituting (3.10) and (3.11) into (3.9), we obtain

Iα ≲

∥∥∥∥∥|s|− 17p−54
28p ∥u0∥β

L
87p−54
52p−54
x

∥∥∥(eis∆u0

)α−α∨β
u3−α∧β
nl (s)

∥∥∥
L

6p
p−6
x

∥∥∥∥∥
L1

s

≲ C(∥u0∥
Ḣ

5
6
)∥u0∥Lp′

x

∥∥∥∥|s|− 17p−54
28p

∥∥∥(eis∆u0

)α−α∨β
u3−α∧β
nl (s)

∥∥∥
L

6p
p−6
x

∥∥∥∥
L1

s

.

Since for p > 6 we have 0 < 17p−54
28p < 1, it follows that |s|−

17p−54
28p ∈ L

28p
17p−54 ,∞. Applying Hölder’s

inequality, we obtain

Iα ≲ C
(
∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6

)
∥u0∥Lp′

x

∥∥∥(eis∆u0

)α−α∨β
u3−α∧β
nl (s)

∥∥∥
L

28p
11p+54

,1

s L
6p

p−6
x

.

Noting that α−α∨β+4−α∧β = 4−β, and applying Hölder’s inequality once again, we derive
the estimate

Iα ≲ C
(
∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6

)
∥u0∥Lp′

x

∥∥eis∆u0

∥∥α−α∨β

L

28p(4−β)
11p+54

,∞
s L

6p(4−β)
p−6

x

∥unl∥4−α∧β

L

28p(4−β)
11p+54

,4−α∧β

s L

6p(4−β)
p−6

x

= C
(
∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6

)
∥u0∥Lp′

x

∥∥eis∆u0

∥∥α−α∨β

L
54p+36
11p+54

,∞
s L

81p+54
7p−42

x

∥unl∥4−α∧β

L
54p+36
11p+54

,4−α∧β

s L
81p+54
7p−42

x

.

A direct computation shows that
(

54p+36
11p+54 ,

81p+54
7p−42

)
is Schrödinger-admissible with 5

6 spatial deriva-

tives, and that

4− α ∧ β ≥ 4− β =
27p+ 18

14p
≥ 4

5
10



holds for p > 6. Using Corollary 2.11 and Proposition 2.10, we obtain

Iα ≤ C
(
∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6

)
∥u0∥Lp′ ,

for α = 0, 1, 2, 3. Together with (3.8), this completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. □

We now turn to the proof for the late-time interval [ t2 , t). On this interval, we employ a Sobolev
embedding before applying the linear dispersive decay (1.7). This reduces the Lebesgue exponent
below the integrability threshold 6. This part of the proof will be incorporated directly into the
proof of Theorem 1.2.
Proof of Theorem 1.2. Next, we consider the case 6 < p < ∞. As before, it suffices to treat
t > 0. By the density of Schwartz functions in Ḣ

5
6 ∩ Lp′

, we may restrict attention to Schwartz
solutions of (NLS). By proposition 2.10, we decompose [0,∞) into J = J(η, ∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6
) many intervals

Ij = [Tj−1, Tj) on which

∥∇ 5
6u∥

L
6p

p+6
,3

t L
18p

7p−12
x (Ij)

< η. (3.12)

Again, we only need to prove (3.2). Combining the linear dispersive decay (1.7) with Lemma 3.1,
the Duhamel formula implies that for all j,

∥u∥X(Tj) ≲ C
(
∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6

)
∥u0∥Lp′ +

∥∥∥∫ t

t
2

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds

∥∥∥
X(Tj)

. (3.13)

Thus it remains only to treat the late-time interval [t/2, t). Applying the Sobolev embedding together
with the linear dispersive decay (1.7), we find that∥∥∥∥∥

∫ t

t
2

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s)ds

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp

≲
∫ t

t
2

∥∥∥ei(t−s)∆|∇|
[
|u|3u

]
(s)

∥∥∥
L

3p
p+3
x

ds (3.14)

≲
∫ t

t
2

|t− s|−
p−6
2p

∥∥|∇|
[
|u|3u

]
(s)

∥∥
L

3p
2p−3
x

ds. (3.15)

Applying the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain∥∥∥∫ t

t
2

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds

∥∥∥
Lp

≲
∫ t

t
2

|t− s|−
p−6
2p ∥u(s)∥Lp

x

∥∥∇ 5
6u(s)

∥∥3
L

18p
7p−12
x

ds.

We note that |s| ≈ |t| for s ∈ [t/2, t). Using Hölder’s inequality, we then obtain∥∥∥∥∥
∫ t

t
2

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s)ds

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp

≲ |t|−3( 1
2−

1
p )

∫ t

t
2

|t− s|−
p−6
2p ∥u∥X(s)∥∇

5
6u(s)∥3

L
18p

7p−12
x

ds

≈ |t|−3( 1
2−

1
p )

∥∥∥∥∥u(s)∥X(s)∥∇
5
6u(s)∥3

L
18p

7p−12
x

∥∥∥∥
L

2p
p+6

,1

s ([0,t))

.

(3.16)

Taking the supremum over t ∈ [0, Tj) and decomposing [t/2, t) into [t/2, t)∩Ij and [t/2, t)∩[0, Tj−1),

we obtain the following. Since
(

6p
p+6 ,

18p
7p−12

)
is a non-endpoint Schrödinger-admissible pair, Propo-

sitions 2.10 and (3.12) imply
11



∥∥∥∫ t

t
2

ei(t−s)∆
[
|u|3u

]
(s) ds

∥∥∥
X(Tj)

≲ ∥u∥X(Tj−1)

∥∥∇ 5
6u

∥∥3
L

6p
p+6

,3

t L
18p

7p−12
x

+ ∥u∥X(Tj)

∥∥∇ 5
6u

∥∥3
L

6p
p+6

,3

t L
18p

7p−12
x (Ij)

≲ C
(
∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6

)(
∥u∥X(Tj−1) + η3∥u∥X(Tj)

)
.

(3.17)
Combining (3.17) with (3.13) yields the bootstrap statement (3.2). Together with the earlier

considerations, choosing η sufficiently small and iterating over j = 1, . . . , J
(
∥u0∥

Ḣ
5
6

)
completes the

proof of Theorem 1.2.
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Differential Equations, 35(6):945–987, 2010.

[28] Rowan Killip and Monica Visan. The radial defocusing energy-supercritical nonlinear wave equation in all space

dimensions. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 139(5):1805–1817, 2011.
[29] Rowan Killip and Monica Visan. The focusing energy-critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation in dimensions five

and higher. Amer. J. Math., 132(2):361–424, 2010.

[30] Changxing Miao, Jason Murphy, and Jiqiang Zheng. The defocusing energy-supercritical NLS in four space
dimensions. J. Funct. Anal., 267(6):1662–1724, 2014.
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