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ALMOST SURE SCATTERING FOR THE ONE DIMENSIONAL NONLINEAR
SCHRODINGER EQUATION

NICOLAS BURQ AND LAURENT THOMANN

ABSTRACT. We consider the one-dimensional nonlinear Schrédinger equation with a nonlinearity of degree
p > 1. We exhibit measures on the space of initial data for which we describe the non trivial evolution by
the linear Schrodinger flow and we show that their nonlinear evolution is absolutely continuous with respect
to this linear evolution. We deduce from this precise description the global well-posedness of the equation for
p > 1 and scattering for p > 3. To the best of our knowledge, it is the first occurence where the description of
quasi-invariant measures allows to get quantitative asymptotics (here scattering properties) for the nonlinear
evolution.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction and results
[.1. General introductioa
> M o il Titiod

1.3.  Scattering result
1.4.  Plan of the pape
[L5.Notationd

[2.  The measures, linear analvsid

[2.1.  Definition of the Gaussian measure ud

2.3, From (NLS,) to (NLSH,)

BL Oni ; |

[3.2.  Some functional analvsid

[3.3.  Radon-Nikodym derivatived

| Evoluti  the G ; |
l4.1.  Hamiltonian structure of the approximate problem
4.2, _Evolution of measures: a first resulf
= Non li - |

6. Functional spaces ¥” and th:,,,l

l6.1.  Spaces for p > 2

[6.2.  Spaces for 2

ngj
16.3.  Spaces for 1 < p < 3|
0

0.4 ne space A
§ irther properties of Y€
arge deviation bounds

New probabilistic smoothing effectd

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35BXX ; 37TKO05 ; 37L50 ; 35Q55.
Key words and phrases. Nonlinear Schrodinger equation, scattering, random initial conditions.
N. Burq is partially supported by the grant "ISDEEC” ANR-16-CE40-0013 and Institut Universitaire de France.
L. Thomann is partially supported by the grants "BEKAM” ANR-15-CE40-0001 and "ISDEEC” ANR-16-CE40-0013.
1

© O© © O UL Ut UL UL = W NN

NN DNDNNDNIDNDINDN = ==
N O DD R R R W WO 0o OO N



2 NICOLAS BURQ AND LAURENT THOMANN

28

i 33

9.1, Uniform estimated 34
9.2. Passing to the limit N — +od 37
[10. Quasi-invariance of the measured 41
10.1. Passing to the limit N — 400 in Proposition W) 41
10.2.  Global existence for (NLS,): proof of Theorem ) 43
[11.  Decay estimates and scattering 44
i 44

11.2.  Proof of Theorem [ 46
11.3.  Nonlinear evolution of measures and proof of Theorem B4 49
[Appendix A. Action of the lens transform on Sobolev spaced 49
|[Appendix B. _Some properties of the Gaussian measures ,uJ 20
BL_A_MWM&WW 50
[B.2.The measures (14 are supported on B3 _| 51
B.3. Singular measures: proof of Proposition B 53
56

IEmmnmxc On_the Liouville theorem 57
ppendix D. Weighted estimates on Hermite functionsd 57
ppendix E.  Proof of the embedding Bh, C Bj 59

[Referenced 59

1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

1.1. General introduction. Let p > 1. In this paper we study long time dynamics for the one-dimensional
nonlinear Schrodinger equation

0,U + 02U = |U|P~1U, ,y) € R x R,

U ’8:8(): U07

where Uy is a random initial condition, with low Sobolev regularity. The distribution of Uy will be given
by a Gaussian measure and we will study its evolution under the nonlinear flow of , denoted by
U(s, sp), and compare it with the evolution under the linear flow Wy;,(s, so) = ei(s—s0)0y

When working on compact manifolds M instead of R,., there exists natural Gaussian measures p supported
in some Sobolev spaces H? (M) which are invariant by the flow X, (s) of the linear equation (Wiener
measures, see Section Bl for more details). At some particular scales of regularity these measures can be
suitably modified (Gibbs measures) to ensure that they are invariant by the nonlinear flow [9], or only
quasi-invariant (renormalized energies) [43, 35, [36, 34]. In our context, and more generally on RZ, the
situation is different, since dispersion prohibits the existence of measures invariant by the flow of the linear
or nonlinear Schrédinger equation (see Proposition B.1] Proposition and Proposition B.3]). The purpose
of the present work is twofold. First we define measures on the space of initial data for which we can
describe precisely the non trivial evolution by the linear flow (notice that even this first step is non trivial).
Second, we prove that the nonlinear evolution of these measures is absolutely continuous with respect to
their (explicit) linear evolutions (we actually prove a precised quantitative version of the absolute continuity,
characterizing the integrability of the Radon-Nikodym derivative, see Theorem 2.4]), and finally we get benefit
from this precise description to prove almost sure scattering of our solutions of (]m for p > 3. Let us
emphasize that these precise quantitative estimates for the quasi-invariance are the key point to the proof
of almost sure scattering. We refer to Section [2] for complete statements. To the best of our knowledge,
the results in the present article are the first ones giving insight, in a non compact setting on the time
evolution of the statistical distribution of solutions of a nonlinear PDE (see also Ammari-Nier [I, 2 3] in a
completely different context). They also are the first ones providing scattering for NLS for large initial data
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without assuming decay at infinity: our solutions are essentially in L? : they actually miss the L? space by
a logarithmic divergence both in space and in frequency, namely they are in the Besov space BS,OO(R) built
on the harmonic oscillator (see Appendix [B.2). Finally, to the best of our knowledge, our results are the
first ones using the existence and description of invariant or quasi-invariant measures to describe the large
time behaviour of solutions to PDE’s going beyond the globalisation argument from Bourgain [8, [9] and the
elementary Poincaré recurence theorem.

1.2. Measures with non trivial linear evolution. We shall define families of measures supported es-
sentially on L?(R) (modulo a logarithmic divergence, see Appendix [B.2) for which one can get a good
description of the (non trivial) linear evolution, and prove that the nonlinear evolution of the measure is
indeed quasi-invariant with respect to this linear evolution.

We denote by

H= -0 +2%,
the harmonic oscillator in one space dimension, and by (e,),>0 the Hermite functions its L?-normalised

eigenfunctions, He, = A\2e,, = (2n + 1)e,,. Recall that the family (e, ),>o forms a Hilbert basis of L?(R).
For o > 0, denote by

(1.1) HO(R) = {u € L*R) : (1 - A)?uec LAR), |z|7u e L*R)},

and for o > 0, H~7(R) is its dual space. We shall denote by X°(R) = (.., H “(R). Notice that L*(R) C
X(R).

We start with a typical Gaussian measure. Consider a probability space (€2, F,p) and let (g5 )n>0 be a
sequence of independent complex standard Gaussian variables. Let € > 0, we define the probability Gaussian
measure po on H~¢(R) as the law of the random variable

Q — H R
(1.2) w1 po=poy .
w — Y= Z )\—gn(w)en,

n=0
The measure g satisfies po(L?(R)) = 0 and pqg (XO(R)) =1.

Remark 1.1. Choosing a measure built of the eigenfunctions of the Harmonic oscillator to study the linear
Schrodinger equation (without harmonic potential) may seen odd. However this choice is explained by a
nice feature of these measures which is that their evolution by this linear Schédinger equation (still without
harmonic potential) can be described explicitly by using the lens transform (see Section 2.2)). The choice
of the normalisation ﬁ in (L2) is motivated by the fact that we obtain the (invariant) Gibbs measure of
the linear Schrodinger equation (with harmonic potential) i0;u — Hu = 0. Such a measure exists since the
operator H has a discrete spectrum and, using an explicit transform (the so-called lens transform) we are
able to link the dynamics of [NLS)| to the dynamics of a nonlinear Schrédinger equation with harmonic
potential, see Section [2.31

The following theorem gives a flavour of our results in this paper.

Theorem 1.2. Let p > 1 and assume that so = 0 in (NLS)). For uo—almost every initial data Uy € XO(R),
there exists a unique, global in time, solution U = W(s,0)Uy to (NLS).
Furthermore, the evolution of the measure 1o by this nonlinear flow, W(s,0)4 o is absolutely continuous
with respect to the evolution by the linear flow, Wiy (s,0)xpo-
Finally, the solution takes the form
U(s,0)Up = Ny +V,
where V' satisfies for some C, K >0 and all s € R

IV () oy < C(s)™,
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p—1 ;

if p>2.

In the sequel, we will see that for all s € R, Wy;,,(s,0)4 0 is given by an explicit time-dependent Gaussian
measure. Moreover, we will see that these measures are supported in the Besov space BS’OO (R) based on the
harmonic oscillator. We refer to Section and Appendix [B] for more details.

The values of g in Theorem will play a key role in the proof of the scattering result (Theorem [L3))
for which we need the embedding H° C LP*! to control the nonlinearity. Let us however mention that the
value of o( obtained in Theorem in the case 1 < p < 2 is not optimal, and a slight modification in the
proof may improve it.

and where o < g can be chosen arbitrarily close to oy = {

D[ —

1.3. Scattering results. Using a quantified version of the absolute continuity, we are able to go beyond
the usual easy consequences (global existence, Poincaré recurrence theorem, logarithmic bounds on the time
evolution of the complezity of solutions...). Namely, we shall use the precise knowledge of the nonlinear
evolution of our measures to prove almost sure scattering properties of solutions of @) for p > 3 (notice
that quasi-invariance without estimates does not even imply Poincaré recurrence).

Theorem 1.3. Assume that p > 1. Then the solutions to (NLSy)) we have constructed in Theorem
disperse: for pg—almost every initial data Uy € X°(R), there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all s € R

C(l-i—logésﬁ)l_{(:*l) ifl<p<b
s +
19(s,0)Uplloney < 4 7 |
Ry === if p>5.
Assume now that p > 3. Then there exist o,C,n > 0 and Wi € H(R) such that for all s € R
(1.3) 1% (s,0)U0 — €% Uy + We) ey < Cls) ",
and
(1.4) e %W (5,000 — (Up + Wt )|lpgo ) < C(s) 7.

In the case p > 5, we can precise the result: for all o < % there exist C,n > 0 such that for all s € R
(1.5) 19 (s,0)Up — €% (Up + W) || oy < C{s) 77,

Notice that since % does not act on 17 (R), the properties (L3]) and (L4) are different. Actually we
prove a more general result. We construct a four-parameter family (uq) of Gaussian measures on X°(R),
for which the previous statement holds true (see Theorem 2.4] and Theorem [IT.4]).

In our previous work [I3] we performed part of the program above, namely we proved the scattering result
in the particular case p > 5. In this case monotonicity properties allow to greatly simplify the proof and
a fine description of the nonlinear evolution of the measures was unnecessary to get scattering properties.
We emphasize that the convergence in (LI]) holds in the usual Sobolev space H? but not in the weighted
space H? (the statement ([L3]) is a corrected version of [I3], Theorem 1.2]). This is due to a lack of continuity
of the lens transform in the H? spaces (see Lemma [AT]).

In the case p < 3, Barab [4] showed that a non trivial solution to (NLS,) never scatters, thus even
with a stochastic approach one can not hope for scattering in this case. Therefore the condition p > 3 in
Theorem is optimal. Notice however that in the case p = 3 a modified scattering result can be proven
for small initial data , see [27, 29]. We believe that the present framework might be a good setting to study
large data modified scattering. In [44], Tsutsumi and Yajima proved a scattering result in L*(R%), d > 2
but assuming additional H!—regularity on the initial conditions.

We refer to [38, Theorem 1.4] for an almost sure scattering result for the two-dimensional NLS. In this
latter case, one could use a probabilistic smoothing property on the Hermite functions which only holds in
dimension d > 2. For other almost sure scattering results for NLS, we refer to [24] 31]. In particular, the
results in this paper were recently generalised by Latocca [33] in the multi-dimensional case, in the radial
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setting. See also Nakanishi [32] for deterministic scattering results for (NLS,)) in Sobolev spaces H for
o> 1.

1.4. Plan of the paper. The plan of the paper is the following. In Chapter 2] we define the measures, state
our main results precisely and prove some properties about the measures (description of the linear evolution,
absolute continuity. .. ). In Chapter[Blwe prove elementary results on the non existence of invariant measures
for the Schrodinger equation on R, recall some tools of functional analysis and give a characterization of
weak LP regularity of Radon-Nikodym derivatives. Chapter@is devoted to the estimate of the time evolution
of the measures under the Galerkin approximations of the nonlinear flow. This is where the key result of
this article (Proposition F2]) is proved. The proof is a careful handling of a differential equation (notice that
in view of the applications of this result in Chapters [0 and [I0] the values of the constants is important).
In Chapter Bl we prove the main nonlinear estimates that we need in the sequel. This part is technical but
follows well established lines. A difficulty is induced by the low regularity of our nonlinearity F(u) = |u[P~1u
which is not C? for p < 2. In Chapter 6] we introduce the spaces in which we are able to prove the local
(and later global) well-posedness. Here, another classical difficulty is that due to a lack of smoothness of our
initial data, the spaces for the initial data (Y#¢), and the solutions (X”) are different. For the initial data,
we exploit some probabilistic smoothness while for the solution we gain some deterministic smoothness. A
main difference with respect to previous works on the topic which exploited the smoothing effect for the
Schrédinger evolution, is a new set of probabilistic smoothing effects, see Section[[.2l These new probabilistic
allow to avoid a large part of the subtle estimates in previous works (see [24] for smoothing effects and [7}, 26]
for multilinear dispersive estimates). Actually, previous versions of the analysis involved also multilinear
estimates which are very well suited to the implementation of a nice local Cauchy theory, but we were
unable to develop in this context the quasi-invariance arguments and had eventually to resort to these new
probabilistic estimates. In Chapter [[l we show that almost surely our initial data are indeed in the spaces
Y?€ and we prove large deviation estimates. In Chapter §] we develop a suitable Cauchy theory for the
nonlinear problem. In Chapter [@ we prove the almost sure global well-posedness. Finally in Chapter
we prove the quasi-invariance properties of our measures (Proposition [[0.J]) which is the extension to NLS
of the family of estimates obtained for the Galerkin approximations in the key Proposition B2, while in
Chapter [II] we use this quasi-invariance to prove decay for p > 1 and scattering for p > 3. We gathered in
an Appendix some technical results, including in Section [Dl some new weighted L? estimates for Hermite
functions which are at the heart of our new probabilistic smoothing effect.

1.5. Notations. In this paper ¢,C' > 0 denote constants the value of which may change from line to line.
These constants will always be universal, or uniformly bounded with respect to the other parameters. We
denote by H = —0%+x? the harmonic oscillator on R, and for o € R we define the Sobolev space H (R) by the
norm ||ullyew) = ”HU/2UHL2(R)- More generally, we define the spaces W?P(R) by the norm ||lu(lyye.r®) =
| H/ 2 u)| r(r) (see also Section for more details and notations). The Fourier transform is defined by
Ff(&) = [gpe ™ f(x)dz, for f € S(R). The Fourier multiplier DY is defined as a tempered distribution
F(Df)(E) = [§1*F(f)(E) for f € L (R).

2. THE MEASURES, LINEAR ANALYSIS

2.1. Definition of the Gaussian measure pg. Consider a system of complex, independent, centered,
L?—normalized Gaussians (g,)o<n<n On a probability space (Q,T,p). Let us first recall that the density

1
distribution of o n ™ Nc(0,0,,2) is given by

22 2 2 A2 N2(2 172 .
Sl gy iy = e R b, = an -+ b

and where du,du, is the Lebesgue measure on C. Denote by py the distribution random variable

N
w— 2_:0 /\ingn(w)en(x) =: v (w, z).



6 NICOLAS BURQ AND LAURENT THOMANN

Let € > 0, then (yy)n>0 is a Cauchy sequence in L2(Q2; H~¢(R)) which defines

as the limit of yx. Now the map w — ~y(w, ) defines a Gaussian measure on H~¢(R) which we shall denote
by po. Notice also that the measure pg can be decomposed into

(2.1) po = pn @ p
+oo 1
where pV is the distribution of the random variable Z x gn(w)en(z) on Ex. In other words
n=N+1""

dlu’N = ® N(C(O7 >‘7_L2)7 d:uN = ®N(C(07/\7_Lz)

0<n<N n>N

and the measure pg can be represented (rather informally) by

A2 )\2 - u
o = @008 - @ e, )= [ TR,

T
n>0 n>0 n>0

where we decompose u = ), une, and hence identify H~* which supports the measure po with CN, and
similarly

A2 LIVH ul)?
2.2 / | | T2 L2®) duy,, iy,
( ) A

0<n<N
Finally we define
= ﬂ He
>0
so that pg is a probability measure on X°(R).

2.2. Evolution of the Gaussian measures . In this section we define a four-parameter family of
Gaussian measures (iq), which relies on the symmetries of the linear Schrodinger group.

The space dilations u — Agu = ﬁl/zu(ﬂ-), time translations u — Wy, (s, sp)u = ei(s_so)agu, space
translations u — 7pu = u(- — @), and homotheties u — Myu = au are invariances of the Schrédinger flow
and their actions on L?(R) define a four-parameter family of measures. Set

Q:=RxC" xR} xR, q=(s,a,8,0) € Q

and define the family of Gaussian measures

(2.3) (Wiin(s,0) 0 My 0 Mg o To)gfi0 = fi(s,0,8,6) = Ha »
given by
t1q(A) = f1(5.0,8.0)(A) = po((V1in(s,0) 0 Mo 0 Ag o 1g) 1 A).
In the particular case ¢ = (0,1,1,0) we have jq = p19. Notice that since in the definition (L2), the law of

complex random variables g, is invariant by the multiplication by any complex number of modulus 1, we
have fi(s.q,8,0) = H(s,|al,3,0)- Notice also that it is a direct consequence of the definition that

52
\Ijlin(sl + so, 50)##(50,04,@9) = (6181(%)#/‘(80,0:,5,9) = H(s1+s0,0,6,0)"

For all ¢ € Q and all € > 0, the measure jq is supported on H~¢(R) while uq(L*(R)) =0. More
precisely, we can prove that pg is supported in the Besov space Bgm(R) based on the harmonic oscillator

(see Proposition [B.4]).
The following result is proved in Section [B.3
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Proposition 2.1. Let j = 1,2 and q; = (s, a5, 3;,0;) € Q, then the measures jiq, and jiq, are absolutely
continuous with respect to each other if and only if

(s1,|eal, B1,61) = (s2,]azl, Ba, 02).

When the measures are not absolutely continuous with respect to each other, they are mutually sin-
gular (supported on disjoint sets of H™¢(R),e > 0). Actually, thanks to the Hajek-Feldman theorem [6],
Theorem 2.7.2], two Gaussian measures on the same space are either equivalent or mutually singular.

We can now state precisely our main results. We assume that sop = 0 in (NLS).

Theorem 2.2. Let p > 1 and qo = (so, ao, Bo,00) € Q. Let qs = (s + So, 0, Po,00). There exists a set
S ¢ X°R) of full gy —measure such that for all Uy € S, there exits a unique, global in time, solution

to (NLS)) in the class
% Uy + CO(R; 1O (R)),
Ll ifl<p<2
if p>2.
Denote by ¥(s,0) the flow such defined on S and denote by Ss = V(s,0)S. Then the set Sy is of full

g, —measure and there exists K, > 0 such that jiq,—almost surely there exists C > 0 such that we have the
estimates

where o < og can be chosen arbitrarily close to oy = {

D=

U(s,0)Up = ¢*%Us +V,  [[V(8)|lpr () < Cls)Moe.

We emphasize that the exponent M, , > 0 which appears in the previous estimate is deterministic, and
depends only on p > 1 and ¢ > 0. Only the constant C' > 0 is probabilistic.

Remark 2.3. In most of the previous works in which almost sure existence results are obtained for nonlinear
dispersive equations, with arguments relying on invariant measures, it is possible to show that the corre-
sponding set S of initial data is invariant by the flow, namely S; = S for all s € R. In our situation we were
not able to prove the invariance of S by the nonlinear flow. In some sense, since S has full pg, measure,
while S, has full 14, —measure and 4, and g, are singular to each other for any s # 0, i.e. supported on
disjoint sets, this non invariance is natural.

We can now state precisely our scattering result.

Theorem 2.4. Let p > 1 and qp € Q. Denote by ¥(s,0) the flow on S defined in Theorem[ZZ2. We have a
fine description of the time evolution of the measures g,

o For all s € R, the measures W(s,0)xfiq, and Win(s,0)xpq, are equivalent (they have the same zero
measure sets);
e For all s # s, the measures V(s,0)4pq, and V(s',0)xpq, are mutually singular.
More precisely, in the particular case qo = (0,1,1,0), denoting by

(14452
pPs = ¢€ p+1

p+1

Lp+1:u'flsa s = (3717170)7

el

we have for all 0 < |s'| < |s| < 400 and all A C S,

ps (¥(s',0)A) if1<p<5
(2.4) ps(¥(s,0)4) < sy B
(po (s, 0)A) ) T s
and L
(oo (w(s,0)4)) ) T 1 <p <
(2.5) ps (U(s',0)A) <

Ps (\IJ(S,O)A) if p>5.
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o There exists jiq,—almost surely a constant C' > 0 such that for all s € R

CUHoNV T ey g o
sV2 p+1
(2.6) (s, 000l oy <4 |
pEe=s e 25

o Assume moreover that p > 3. Then the solutions to (NLS}) constructed above scatter pig,—almost
surely when s — +oo : there exist C,o,n >0, and Wi € H°(R) such that for all s € R

19 (s,0)Up — % (Up + W) |3y < Cs) 7",

and

le™ %W (5,0)Up — (Uo + Wit lpeo () < Cs) -
(Notice that since 5% does not act on H7(R), the two estimates above are different.)
e In the case p > 5, we can precise the result: for all o < % there exist C,n > 0 such that for all s € R

19 (s,0)Uy — % (Uy + W) || oy < Cls)7",

Assume that 1 < p < 5, then the equation (NLS)) is globally well-posed in L?(R), see [I8] Section 4.6].
In the case p = 5, the equation is L?—critical, and global well-posedness and scattering in L?(R) has been
proved by Dodson [23]. Let p > 1, then (NLS,) is globally well-posed in H(R) by [25]. In [45], Visciglia
shows moreover that for any Uy € H'(R), and any 2 < r < +o00, ||¥(s,0)Up]| ;@) — 0, when s — +o0.
Therefore ([2.6]) gives a similar rate of decay for rough but random initial conditions.

For large times |s| > 1, the bound (2.6]) is up to the logarithmic term, the decay of linear solutions.
Namely, recall that for all ¢ € .(R) we have the classical dispersion bound

€% ol oor ) € —e ol iy 570,
’3’2 p+1
therefore, the power decay in s is optimal. With the arguments developed in the present paper one could
show that the logarithm can be removed for some p < 5 close to 5, but we do not now what happens for
general 1 < p < 5. For s = 0, the bound (2.8]) is a consequence of the fact that the measures pq are

supported in ﬂ L"(R), see Section [1

r>2
It is worth mentioning that the powers appearing in (24)) and (23] are optimal. Actually, any improve-

ment in these exponents would imply stronger decay in (2.6]), which is impossible.
Corollary 2.5. Let qp = (0,1,1,0) and denote by

(14452
Ps =€ p+1

p+1

Lerqusv qS = (8717170)‘

[l

Assume that 0 < |s'| < |s| < 400. The measures V(s',s)ups and py are absolutely continuous with respect
to each other and satisfy

, , (1+4(s’)2)i£ .
U(s',8)ups < ps, ps < (U(s', 8)ps) 142 if1<p<5
1+4(s’)2)¥

\I’(S,,S)#ps < (psf) (W Pst < \I/(S/7S)#p5 pr > 5.

As a consequence, from Proposition[33, if one denotes by fy s the Radon-Nikodym derivative of W(s', s)xps
with respect to ps, we have

_ /’ 14/25771’ 3
foseL®, fleltf, o1 ()T f1<p<s

sTs)
/7 1+4 N2, P—5 _ .
fos € LY Ao —1- (MEER)T, flel® ifp>5,

where L, is the weak L9 space.
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Equivalently, the previous result can be stated for the measures ¥(0,s)xps and ¥(0,s")4ps, with 0 <
|’ < |s] < +o0.

2.3. From (NLS,) to (NLSH,). As in [41] [I3], we use the lens transform which allows to work with the
Schrodinger equation with harmonic potential. More precisely, suppose that U(s,y) is a solution of the
problem (NLS))). Then the function u(t,z) defined for |t| < § and # € R by

o L 1 tan(2t) X _ithan(Zt) L
@7) ul,2) = 2V ) = cos? (2t) 2 cos(2t) Joo = AU | e @)
where
1 €T _ixztan(2t)
(28) Z(G)(w) = e

=

(2t) (cos(2t) )

COS

solves the problem

10w — Hu = COSPT{)(2t)|u|p_1u, [t| < %, xr € R,

(NLSH,)
’LL(O, ) = Uo,

where H = —0? + 2. Similarly, if U = €59y Up is a solution of the linear Schriodinger equation, then u =

e~y = £(U) is the solution of the linear harmonic Schrédinger equation with the same initial data.

In other words, if we denote by (s, s’) the map which sends the data at time ¢’ to the solution at time

t of (NLSH,), the family (Z}); <z conjugates the linear and the nonlinear flows: with #(s) = %H(QS)’

S(t) _ tan2(2t)7

(29) ,,%(s) o ei(s—s’)[)ﬁ = e—i(t(s)—t(s’))H o 9%(3’)'
and
(2.10) Zi(s) 0 U(s,8") = B(t(s), 1(s")) 0 Ly

As a consequence, precise description of the time evolutions of our measures on the harmonic oscillator side
(for the functions u(t, ) solutions to (NLSH,))) will imply precise descriptions of the evolution on the NLS
side (for the functions U (s, y) solutions to (NLS)).

Denote by gqs = (s,1,1,0), then for all s € R

(.11 27400 = .
Actually, set Wy, (¢, 1) = e =) then by (Z3) and (BA4), for all measurable set A € H ¢
o (%(S)A) = [0 (q)lzn(t(s)a 0)\1,1;;(37 O)A) = [0 (\I/l_nll(sa O)A) = Mg, (A) )

hence the result.

3. MEASURES AND FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS

3.1. On invariant measures. Assume that M is a compact manifold and denote by Ajs the corresponding
Laplace-Beltrami operator. Then there exists a Hilbert basis of L?(M), denoted by (hn)n>0, composed of
eigenfunctions of Ay and we write —Ayrh, = /\%hn for all n > 0.

Consider a probability space (2, F,p) and let (g,)n>0 be a sequence of independent complex standard
Gaussian variables. Let (a;)n,>0 and define the probability measure p via the map

—+00
w ’7w = Zangn(w)hn-
n=0
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Then, by the invariance of the complex Gaussians (gn)n>0, by multiplication with z, such that |z,| = 1, for
all t € R, the random variable e"*AM A% Z Qapeé Zt’\"tg (w)hy, has the same distribution as 4*. In other

words, the measure p is invariant under the ﬂow of the equation
i0sU + Ay U =0, (s,y) € Rx M.

The same remark holds when M is replaced by R, and Ay, by H = —92 + 22 (in which case, the (hy,)n>0
are the Hermite functions and A2 = 2n + 1).

Without some compactness in phase-space, the situation is dramatically different, as shown by the next
elementary result.

Proposition 3.1. Let 0 € R and consider a probability measure p on H°(R) (endowed with the cylindrical
sigma-algebra). Assume that p is invariant under the flow Xy, of equation

{z‘@sU +0U =0, (s,y) €RxR,
U(0,-) = Up.
Then = dg.

The spacial decay assumption implicit in the choice of the space H? in Proposition Blis crucial, because

without it there are other nontrivial invariant measures under the linear Schrodinger flow. For instance, the
white noise measure g on R can be defined via the map

w o ’yw:Zgn(w)hn

where (g )n>0 is a sequence of independent complex standard Gaussian variables, and (hy,),>0 can be any
Hilbert basis of L?(R). Since €2 is an isometry in L?(R), we deduce that the white noise is invariant under
the linear Schrédinger flow. Actually one can prove that the white noise measure p satisfies p((z)H ' (R)) =
1 (see [30, (2.11)]), but po(H?(R)) = 0 for any o € R.

Proof. Let 0 € R and assume that y is a probability measure on H?(R) which is invariant. Let xy € C°(R).
By invariance of the measure, for all t € R we have

H H

o) 1+ ||ullge o®) 1+ [t (t)ull e

and by unitarity of the linear flow in H?, we get
o E ] t o
ao®) 1+ [|ullae go®) 1+ llullme
We now prove that the right hand side of (B8] tends to 0 when ¢ — +o00. This will in turn imply that
lIxullge = 0, p—almost surely, and therefore we will have, since the cut-off x € C§°(R) is arbitrary, that

u = 0 on the support of u, namely p = dg.
By continuity of the product by x in H? and unitarity of the linear flow in H?, we have

D EBunullae B Qullae o lullae o
L+ [lufl e L+ [lullge L+ [lullg=
Let w € H°(R). For all 6 > 0, there exists us € C§°(R) such that ||u — us||ge < § and we have
(3.2) IXZtin () ull e < Ol (8) (u = us)l| e+ [[xB0in () us| -

The first term in the previous line can be bounded as follows
1Z1in (8) (u — us) || o < Cllu — usllge < CO.
For the second term we distinguish the cases ¢ > 0 and o < 0. If 0 <0,
(3.3) IXZtin (s || 7o < X Ein Ousll Lz < (x4 Xt (Hus 24
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Now we use the classical dispersion inequality ||y, (t)us||2 < Ct~Y*||us||ja/5, which proves, together
with (32) and B3) that ||xZin(t)u|lgge — 0, when ¢ — co. We conclude with the Lebesgue dominated
convergence theorem. Now assume that o > 0. Then by the fractional Leibniz rule
IXZtin (sl o < X llwes [ Siin (E)uslwes,
and the dispersion inequality || Xy, (t)us|lwos < Ct=4|us|lyye.as3, allows to conclude similarly. O
The previous argument can be adapted to the case of a nonlinear equation, provided that one has a

suitable global existence result with scattering on the support of the measure. Let us illustrate this with
the (L?—critical) quintic Schrédinger equation.

Proposition 3.2. Consider a probability measure u on L*(R). Assume that p is invariant under the flow
> of the equation
(3.4 i0,U + 02U = |U|'U,  (s,y) e R xR,

' U(0,-) = U.
Then 1 = dg.

Notice that again the spacial decay assumption implicit in the choice of the spaces H? is important as
the white noise is also (at least formally) invariant by the non linear flow. We also refer to [10] in which

an invariant Gibbs measure on the line is constructed, and to [I6] in which the case of NLS with a spacial
cut-off is considered.

Proof. By [23], the equation (34) is globally well-posed in L?(R), and we denote by ¥ its flow. Moreover,
the solution scatters: for all Uy € L?(R) there exists U~ € L?(R) such that
(3.5) IS()Uo — €% Uy || 2my — 0, when s —s +oo.

We follow the same strategy as in the proof of Proposition B.Il Assume that p is a probability measure on
L?*(R) which is invariant by ¥ and let x € C§°(R). By invariance of the measure, for all s € R we have

ul| g2 Y(s)ul 2 Y(s)ul| 2
OO [ T = [ TR 0 = [y B Pl 0
where we used the conservation of the L?—norm. Since
IxX(s)ull g2 < Cllullre,
we can use the Lebesgue theorem to show that ([B.6) tends to 0, provided that we show a punctual decay.
Actually,
IXE()ullie < Ixe*Sut g + [x(S(s)u — e *%ut)|

1502

P92
< Ixe™ut |2 + xllzeo 1B (s)u — %]z,

where u™ is chosen as in ([B.3]). The first term can be treated as in the proof of Proposition 3] and the
second tends to 0 by (B.5). O

Let us state a third result which shows that in the previous argument scattering can be replaced by the
decay of the nonlinear solution in some L" norm, r > 2.

Proposition 3.3. Consider a probability measure p on H'(R). Let p > 1. Assume that p is invariant

under the flow % of the equation

37 i0,U +0;U = |UP~'U,  (s,y) ER xR,
' U(0,-) = Up.

Then = dg.
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Proof. The equation ([B.7) is globally well-posed in H'(R), by [25], and we denote by ¥ its flow. Under
these assumptions, we do not know whether the solution scatters, but in [45], Visciglia shows that when
u € HY(R), then for all 2 < r < +oo0,

(3.8) E(s)ullprry — 0, when s — +o0.

Assume that y is a probability measure on H!(R) which is invariant by 3 and let x € C§°(R). By invariance
of the measure, as in (B.0)), for all s € R, we get

[xull 2 / IXE(s)ullz2 / [xE(s)ull 2
3.9 / ———=du(u) = ————— = du(u) = —————du(u).
(3.9 m®) 1+ [[ull 2 ) m®) L+ [[2(s)ull g2 ) mmr) 1+ [[ullze )

On the one hand we have the bound
IxE(s)ullre _ [IxllzeIZ(s)ulle _ [Ixllzeeflullze _ c,

Tt flullz = T fJullz 1+ [|ufl 2
and on the other hand, by (B.8])

xE(s)ullzz _ [Ixllzzl3(s)ull L=

< —0

L+ flull 22 L+ Jlull 2 ’
when s — +00. By the Lebesgue theorem, every term in (3.9)) cancels, which implies that p—a.s. ||xul/z2z =
0, hence (since x is arbitrary) the result. O

Remark 3.4. The main ingredient in all these results is the knowledge that locally in space, the solutions
of the PDE (linear or nonlinear) tend to 0 when ¢ — 4o00. It would be an interesting question to know
whether this is true in the simplest case of (NLS)), for 1 < p < 5 and for general initial data in L?.

3.2. Some functional analysis.

3.2.1. The harmonic oscillator. Let us recall some elementary facts concerning H = —92? + 22 (we refer
to [37] for more details). The operator H has a self-adjoint extension on L?(R) (still denoted by H) and
has eigenfunctions (ey),>0, called the Hermite functions, which form a Hilbert basis of L?(R) and satisfy
He, = )\%en with A\, = v/2n + 1. Indeed, e, is given by the explicit formula

dr 1 1 n

en(z) = (—=1)"¢y ex2/2(m—n(e_x2 ), with Pl (n!)222 1.
3.2.2. Projectors. We define the finite dimensional complex vector space En by
Exn = spang(eqg, €1, ...,eN).

Then we introduce the spectral projector Iy on Ex by

+o00 N
HN( E Cnen) = E Cnn ,

and we set IIV = I —TIy. Let x € C§°(—1,1), so that x = 1 on [~3,3] and 0 < y < 1. Let Sy be the
operator

510 SV (3 nen) = S e, = 0l ) (3 nen)
. N n_ocnen —HZOX ON + 1 Cn€n =X ON + 1 nzocnen .

It is clear that ||Sn|zr2r)) = ITINll2(z2m)) = 1 and we have
SyIlIy =lx Sy =Sy, and Sy = Sn.
The smooth cut-off Sy is continuous on all the L? spaces, for 1 < ¢ < +oo (see [13, Proposition 4.1]),
(3.11) SN llczawy) < C,
uniformly with respect to N > 0. Such a property does not hold true for II.
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3.2.3. Usual Sobolev and Besov spaces. The Sobolev spaces on R are defined for ¢ € R, p > 1 by
WP = WoP(R) = {u € #'(R), (1-A)"?uc LP(R)},
and
H° = H°(R) = W72

These spaces are endowed by the natural norms ||ulye.n@) = [[(1 — A)7/?

ul| Lo (w)-
We consider a partition of unity on R

2),

(3.12) =Y @ Wzl GO =x279, xeCF(

and we define the Fourier multiplier Aju = x;(v/1 — A)u. Let 0 € R and 1 < p,q < +o00. Then the Besov
spaces are defined by

Bpg=BpR) = {u € 7'(R), H2JUA ullLe(w) € fq}

and we equip them with the natural norm

1
(3.13) ullBg, = <Z H2JUAJ‘“||%ZJ(R)> E

Jj=0
Moreover, one can check that B, = H?.

Assume that 0 < o < 1 and 1 < p,q < +oo. Then by [42] Theorem 2, p. 242], the spaces By, can be
characterized by

lul- +1) = u()ll7,

’t’1+crq

(3.14) By, = {u € LP(R), |lullzs + (/t dt) < +oo},

<1

and the corresponding norm is equivalent to (3.13).

3.2.4. Sobolev and Besov spaces based on the harmonic oscillator. Similarly we define the Sobolev spaces
associated to H for o € R, p > 1 by

WP = WOP(R) = {u € LP(R), H"?u € LP(R)},

and
H7 = HI(R) = W2
These spaces are endowed by the norms |ullyye.rg) = HHU/QUHLP(R). It turns out (see [46, Lemma 2.4]),
that for 1 < p < 400, and up to equivalence of norms we have
(3.15) lullwer = |H?ul| e = ||(=2)?ull Lo + |[(2)7ul 1o

In particular, we recover the characterization (LI)). Recall that we also have the following description of

+o0 +o0o
the H® norm: if u = chen, then |ju|3 = Z A len)?.
n=0 =
We consider a partition of unity on R as in (312 and we define the Hermite multiplier Aju = x;(V H)u.
Then the Besov spaces based on the harmonic oscillator are defined by

(3.16) Bl =B (R)={uec ' [R), |277Au ) € €1},
and are endowed with the natural norm
Julsg, = (3 127 Bsulf )
7>0

In particular, one can check that B‘z’g = H?. Moreover, for any 1 < p,q < 400, and any p > 0, one has the
continuous embedding By , C B, (see Lemma [ET]).
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3.3. Radon-Nikodym derivatives. In the sequel we shall give quantitative estimates on the quasi-
invariance of measures transported by linear or nonlinear flows. The next result shows that the bounds
on the measures that we will obtain in Proposition are actually equivalent to bounds on the Radon-
Nikodym derivative.

Proposition 3.5. Let p,v be two finite measures on a measurable space (X,T). Assume that

(3.17) n<L v,
and more precisely
(3.18) J0<a<l1, 3C>0, VAT, u(Ad) <Cr(Ad)~

By the Radon-Nikodym theorem, assumption B1T) implies that there exists a f € L'(dv) with f > 0,
such that du = fdv. We cdll f = 2—5 the Radon-Nikodym derivative of the measure p with respect to the
measure v.

(i) The assertion BIR) is satisfied with 0 < a < 1 iff f € L¥,(dv) N LY (dv) with p = 2. In other words,
f e LY (dv) and
v({z: [f(=)| = A}) <C' (NP, VA>O0.
(i7) The assertion [BIR) is satisfied wzth a=1iff f € L®(dv) N L'(dv).
Recall that the weak LP spaces, denoted by L%, satisfy
L2 (dv) N L' (dv) € L(dv), VY1<q<p.
Proof. The first part of the statement is the classical Radon-Nikodym theorem, see e.g. [17, Theorem 10.22]
for a proof.

(i) Assume that there exist a € (0,1) and C' > 0 such that pu(A) < Cv(A)*. Let A > 0, then with
A= {fZ)\} we get

W(f =) < /{M Fdv = u(f = 2) < Cw(f = N7,

which implies I/(f > )\) < A V(1=9) which was the claim.
Assume now that f = zll—’; € L, (dv) N L' (dv) with p = 1, and let A € T. Then

(3.19) wu(A) :/ fdu+/ fdv S/ fdu—l—)\/ dv.
{fzatnA {f<ainA {f=A} A

Now we claim that for any f € L}, (dv) and any E € T such that v(E) < +o0,

p _
— 1V(E)1 1/p”f”L{’,j(dy),

where || f[| 1z 4, is defined by || f]}, (dv) = SUP {Nv(f=X)}. For A >0, we write
w0

(3.20)

+o0 A +oo
/Efduz/o v(lpf > N\ = /0 y(lEf>>\)d)\+/A v(1pf > \)dA
+o0o

< ()A+HfHLp(dV | aran

= V( ) HfHLP dl/A p+1‘

Finally, we choose A = V(E)_l/p||f||L5J(dV) which implies (B:ZQI)
We apply B20) with £ = {f > A} and together with (B.19) we get

p(A) < Co(f > NP 4 aw(4) < CA P 4w (A).

Now we optimize the previous inequality with A\ = v/(A)~/7,
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(79) Assume that f ¢ L°°(dv). Then for all M > 0, there exists A € T such that f > M on A and
v(A) > 0. Then pu(A) = [, fdv > Mv(A) which is the contraposition of B.I8).
If f € L>(dv), then for all A € T, u(A) < | f|zo(a)v(A), which is (BIS]). O

4. EVOLUTION OF THE (GAUSSIAN MEASURE

4.1. Hamiltonian structure of the approximate problem. Recall the definition (BI0]) of the operator
Sy and that Ey = spanc(ep,e1,...,en). We consider the truncated equation

(41) {M — Hu=cos"s (20)Sx(|Syul Sxw), [ < T 2 e R,

u|t:s G EN‘
For v € Ey, write

N
U= chen = Z ap, + ibp)en, an, b, € R.
n=0

Then we have the following result.
Lemma 4.1. Set

Vul? + |zul?  cos(2t B
JN(t,u):/<| |2 il + p(—l—)l |5Nu|p+1)dx

:JN(t ag, - - -, aN,b(),...,bN)

N

——ZV (@ +12)+ 22T HsN(Zmn+ibn>en)|§ti1®.

n=0
The equation (&Il) is a Hamiltonian ODE of the form

" Oby " day’

Remark that Jy is not conserved by the flow of ([Il), due to the time dependance of the Hamiltonian Jy,
however the mass

0<n<N.

N

lull oy =D (an +b7)

n=0

is conserved under the flow of ([{I]). As a consequence, (A1) has a well-defined global flow ®y because it is
actually an ordinary differential equation for n < N and a linear equation for n > V.
Set

1 cos"T (2t) 11
En(t,u(t)) = §H\/ﬁu(t)‘|i2(m) + pTHSN u(t )||I£p+1
A direct computation shows that along the flow of (AI]) one has

d

(4.2) o (5N(t u(t))) _ (5 — p)sin(2t) cos = (2t)

p+1

ISnu(®)[Fh 5 -

Observe that actually we have
1
En(t,u(t)) = En(t, 1y (u(t))) + g\l\/ﬁﬂN(U(t))H%z,

and the last term is constant along the evolution given by ® .
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4.2. Evolution of measures: a first result. Recall that the measures uy and p¥ are defined in (21)),
then we define the measure vy, on En by

p—>5
cos 2 (2t) II NU ”p

- T T
dvyy =e pHl P ® dyypy, VN >1, ~7 <t<

Z)
and notice that vy has finite total mass but is not a probability measure. In view of ([2.2]), we have
)\2
U o(B) = / e=It) TT 22 g,
B ns0 "

and consequently, vy, is the Gibbs measure associated to the truncated equation ([4.Il). Notice that since
the Hamiltonian Jy is time dependent, this Gibbs measure is not invariant by the flow of (I1]). The key
point in this article is that, despite this time dependance, we are still able to describe quite precisely its
time evolution.

This definition implies that for all measurable set A C En, t € (=5, %),

vNt(A) < pn(A).

Similarly, we define the measures v; and vy ; = vn; ® uN by

cosT cos 2 (2t) II ||p+1 _ cospigi5 (2t) II ” T T
(4.3) dvy = e pFl LPHL®) g, dvy; =e pFl v L”“(R)du ~7 <t< 1
Proposition 4.2. For all s,t € (=75, %),
(4.4) D (t, S)#,UN L pn L Py (t, 3)#MN-
More precisely, for all 0 < |s| < |t| < F,
vN,s(A) if1<p<5
I/N’t (¢N(t, S)A) S ° (cos(2t) ) ?
[Un,s(A)] oo if p>5,
and
—P
(cosgt)))T
[VMt Dy (t,s)A } ot if1<p<5
(4.5) vN,s(A) < ( ) .
VNt (@N(t, S)A) if p> 5.

Another way to state the previous result is :
e For1 <p<5>

P
cos(2t) ) 2

[VN,s(A)] (Cos(25)

< VNt (@N(t, S)A) < I/N7S(A).
e Forp>5

p—>5
cos(2t) ) 2

UNs(A) < v (q)N(t, S)A) < [VN,S(A)] (Cos(2s)

Proof. By definition we have, for all t € (=%, %)
pn <vng o and vz < pw,
and in particular

(4.6) un < v and Vo <K [N -
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This will imply (£4)) thanks to ([@6]). By [@.2]), if we write u(t) = ®n(¢, s)up, we have

(@t 5)A) =

dt
p—>5
_d o~ IVH T2 g e 1S5 31 8y gy
dt vEP N (t,5)A
p—>5
(4.7) _d / oIV U2 ) == IS ) g
(it up€A
-7
(p — 5)sin(2t) cos "z (2t) 1 _enltu
-/, = ISnu(E) L g O
=(p-5) tan(2t)/ a(t,u(t))e_gN(t’“(t))duo,
A
where
cos"7 (21) “ a A%
a(t,u) = pTHsNquW(R v=Y upen(x), dv=]] o ldun],
n—= n=0

and to pass from the first line to the second line we used that according to Liouville Theorem (see Appen-
dix [C) the Jacobian of the change of variables v = ®y (¢, s)ug — ug is equal to 1.
In the following, we assume that 0 < s <t < 1 If 1 <p <5 the rhs. of (A7) is non positive and we
get by monotonicity
UNt ((I)N(t, S)A) < VN78(A).
When p > 5 by the Holder inequality, for any k& > 1,

iVNt((I)N(t s)A) < (p-—5) tan(2t)(/ ak(t,u)e_gN(t’“(t))duo)%(/ e_gN(t’“(t))duo)l_%
A

dt 4
= (- 9an)( [ atewe

1
=3

a(tu) =3 IVHu®IZ2 g 70, 0) E (v (PN (t,5)A))

We use that o (t,u)e=*®%) < kFe=F, then
d k .
EVNJ((I)N(ZZ s)A) < (p—5) tan(2t)g (vna(@n(t, S)A))1 .
We now optimize the inequality above by choosing k = — log (VN,t(<I> ~(t, S)A)), which gives

%I/N’t (®n(t,s)A) < —(p—5) tan(2t) log (VN’t (Pn(t, S)A)>VN7t((I)N(t, s)A).

This in turn implies

—% log ( —log (vn (P (2, s)A))) < (p—>5)tan(2t) = —

and consequently

==

(p ; 5) % log(cos(2t))

(p—5)
—log (I/N,t(q)N(t7 S)A)) > —log (VN’S(A)) (2(())zgg> 2

Therefore, for all 0 < s <t < 7, o5
cos(2t) ) 2

VN,t (@N(t7 S)A) S [VN,S(A)] (COS(ZS))
The reverse inequality is obtained by backward integration of the estimate and reads similarly when p > 5
UN,s(A) < vne(Pn(E, 5)A),

and when 1 < p <5 we get (COS(%))E’_Q_P

cos(2s)

UN,s(A) < [VN,t((I)N(ta S)A)} ;
which concludes the proof. O
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Remark 4.3. We can extend the flow ® 5 to be the flow of
10w — Hu = COS?(Qt)SNOSNUFD_ISNU), |t] < %, xr € R,

U't:s € H_e,

—itH

where the extension on EJJ\-, = Vect{e,,n > N} is given by the linear flow e u. Using that vy = vy, ® ,uN

and in the decomposition

H = Eyn x Ex
the flow takes the form
(4.8) &)N =Py ® e~ tH
Since the measure p is invariant by the flow of e " we get that with this extension, Proposition @2 is
still true with vy replaced by Uy (see definition ([3)).

5. NON LINEAR ESTIMATES

5.1. Strichartz estimates. To begin with, we recall the Strichartz estimates for the harmonic oscillator.
A couple (g,7) € [2,+0oc]? is called admissible if

2 1 1
+

and if one defines

Zf = L (=T, T} H7(R)) 0 L ([=T, T]; W7 (R)),
then for all 7" > 0 there exists Cr > 0 so that for all ug € H?(R) we have
(5.1) le™* M ugl| zg. < Crlluollye @)-

We will also need the inhomogeneous version of the Strichartz estimates: for all T' > 0, there exists Cr > 0
so that for all admissible couple (¢,r) and function F € LY ((T,T); W (R)),

t
—i(t—s)H
(5.2) [ /0 e F(s)ds| gg < CrlFll o ((—rymywor )

where ¢ and 1’ are the Holder conjugate of ¢ and r. We refer to [12] for a proof.
In the sequel, we will also need similar estimates in Besov spaces (recall definition (B.I6])).

Proposition 5.1. Assume that (q,7) is admissible and p > 0. Then there exists Cp > 0 such that

(5.3) He_itHuOHLCI((—T,T);Bffj) < C7|luollae,
and
¢
5 I [ e P el ) < Crl s

Proof. For the inequality (5.3]), we use the Minkowski inequality (because ¢ > 2) and (5.1))
aH e
lle " uO”L(I((—T,T);Bfﬂ) = [[2PAje " UOHLg;zg;L; <
< H2jp€_itH£ju0H£§;L§;L; < CHijzjuon; < Clluo|lne
which was the claim. The inequality (5.4]) follows from (5.3]) and the Minkowski inequality. O

Let
F(u) = |ulPu.
In the following, the analysis of the Cauchy problem will be different according whether p > 2 (the nonlin-
earity is C2) or 1 < p < 2 (the nonlinearity is only C1).
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5.2. Fractional Sobolev estimates. In this section we prove the main estimates allowing to perform a
fixed point to establish the local existence for our nonlinear equations. When p < 2, the lack of smoothness
of the nonlinearity F(u) = |u[P~'u forces us to prove a priori estimates in strong norm (see Proposition [5.4))
and contraction in weak norm (see Proposition EH). As a consequence, in Section [§] we shall in this case
perform a quasi-linear type fixed point.

5.2.1. Basic estimates. The starting point is the following set of results from Christ-Weinstein [20]. In the
sequel, D%u is defined as a tempered distribution using the Fourier transform: F(DSu)(§) = |£|*F (u)(§).

Proposition 5.2 (|20, Proposition 3.1]). Assume that G € C'(C;C), and let 0 < a <1, 1< p,q,7 < +00,
r~t=p~l4 ¢ 1. Assume that u € W9 and G'(u) € LP, then G(u) € W*", and

IDZG@W)l|zr < CIG (w)] e | DS ul| o

Proposition 5.3 ([20, Proposition 3.3]). Let 0 < a <1, 1< r,p;, ¢ < +o0,i=1,2, and r~ = pi_1 + qi_1
Assume that f € LP*, DS f € LP2, and g € L2, D%g € qu. Then D%(fg) € L™ and

1D2(F )l < C (I o DEglzas + D2 flla gl ).

From the previous results we deduce
Proposition 5.4. Let p > 1 and p,o > 0. Then
< p—1
(55) 1P < Cll i om0 Tl ey

Assume moreover that 1 < p < % Then for any 2 < r < %, there exists C' > 0 such that, with

5 — 2(p—1)r (Z 1)

r—2

(5.6) 1 () 300y < Cllullyer ey |l gy -

Proposition 5.5. Let p > 2 and p,o > 0. Then there exists C > 0 such that
(5.7) I1F@) — @)@ < Cllora ( > e ()7 PP+ (@) 7ol P )
+ Cl@) 7T (u = )| o () P Tl P2 + )Tl P 1))(H< = e +H< = lyvea)-

Let 1 < p <2, then for any r > 2, there exists C' > 0 such that, with s = 2(f_é)r

(5.5) 1F(w) = F0)llz2my < Clu — vllie ey (1l + 0l 5.
Proof of Proposition[5.7). Let us first show ([B.5]). We use ([B15) which gives

VF @)l ey ~ 112 F ()| 2y + ID2P ()| 2 gy
The contribution of the first term is bounded by

mwﬂwmgwwﬁ%WMMHWHm<cm>wwwmfmgén

while the contribution of the second term is bounded using Proposition with the choice G(z) = |z|P~ 'z
which is C! because p > 1 (it is clearly C' away from (0,0) and its differential is homogeneous of degree
p— 1in (x,y), hence vanishing at (0,0)). Therefore we obtain

-1 -1
(5.9) IDEF ()|l 2 < CIDRul alllul’™ e < Cllullyealullfag -1
which is the result with ¢ = 0. In order to treat the general case o > 0, we introduce a partition of unity

<l|z| <2},

DO | =

(5.10) 1= ij(x), Vi>1, xj(z) = X(2_jx), supp x C {x;
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and choose x; equal to 1 on the support of x;. Then by (5.9)

IE@Fe < Y I F@l5e = D IGFRuwlie

>0 j>0
~ U o __ 1
< O IRyl ol 15,2 = €D IR mall2» Rul 352
5>0 3>0
Therefore we get
1 1
~ 1 2
IF@)e < (Zuxj e )® (Zum %))
<

||<$> ||WP4H< > HL4(p 1)
which gives (B.5]). To get (5.6), we use Proposition [5.2] to estimate
- -1
IDEF ()2 < ClIDZullr [P 2 < Cllulwer|lulffz"

r—2

which was the claim. O

Proof of Proposition [1. Let us now turn to the proof of (5.7)). By the Taylor formula,
1
(5.11) F(u) — F(v) = (u—v) / 9.F(v+0(u—v),v+0(u—0))do+
0

1
+ (u— v)/ O:F(v+0(u—v),7+0(u—0))db.
0
On the first hand, since |0F(z,%)| < C|z|P~!, we deduce

1 o o1
[{2)? (F(u) = F(v)) 2 < CHW@”(U - U)HL4<||(<E>”*1U\|§4<p71> + [[{z) P Tolb 1))
On the other hand, according to Proposition 5.3 with » = 2, (p1,q1) = (4(p — 1), %), (p2,q2) = (4,4),
we have, using again the same partition of unity (|5:m|)

1E () = F ()l ~ D I (F( e =D I (F(Rsu) = FR) 13-

j=0 §>0

Next, for all j > 0, we compute
1
(512) |D8(%5u ) /0 0.F (%(v + 0(u — ). %7 + 0@ —0)))db) || . <
1
< IR0 = Dlgsoon [ 02 [ 05 (50 + 0 = 0)), %55 + OT=0)) ]| sy
1
+CIDLT (= )| [ 0P (0 + 0tu = 0). 5,7+ 0T=)) o] .
The second term in the r.h.s. of (EIZ) is easily bounded by (recall that |0,F| < C|z[P~1)
1
(5.13) || DE%;(u — )] ]| /0 0.F (X (v +0(u = ), X; (0 + 0(u—=0)))dd| 1. <
1
< || D2 (u = v)]|| .4 /0 10-F (X (v + 0(u = v)), X; (0 + 0(u = 0))) || a6

~ ~ -1 ~ -1
< || D% (= ) (10 + IRl )-
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To bound the first term in the r.h.s. of (5I2]), we apply Proposition with the choice of functions
G(u) = 0.F (u,w) which is C' (because p > 2 and the second derivative which is defined away from (0,0) is

homogeneous of degree p — 2, hence vanishing at (0,0)). We get with the choice (r,p,q) = (42% :il,’), 4(;__21) ,4),

1
p ~ _ ST pyR—
(5.14) HDI/0 9. F(X;(v+0(u—v)),x;(©+0(u v)))d9HL4(§:1) <
1
p ~ _ ST pyR—
§/ | DLO.F (Xj(v + 0(u—v)),x;([@+ 0(u v)))HL4(§:1) do
<C/ IX;jlv+0(u—v)[P~ 2|| s [[DEX; (v + 0w — )]l s

< C(IGulls - + ux]-vum,m) (D2l s + D20 4.

From (G.12), (5I3) and (EI4) we deduce

1
[D2(%s 0 =) [ 0P (R0 + 0 =), %0+ 0T=7)) b <
~ 1 ~ 1
< 1% — )l (150l + K5l )
~ ~ _9 ~ _9 ~ ~
FOIRG—0) o (IK5l232 ) + 150152 ) (D2l e + D201,

Putting the weights (z) and using that these weights are essentially constant on the support of x;, we get
the estimate for the contribution of the first term in the r.h.s. of (5II]). The estimate for the second term
is similar. This concludes the proof of (5.7)). Finally (5.8]) follows from (511I) and the Holder inequality. [

5.2.2. Estimates for the contraction.

Proposition 5.6. Let % <p<2andp,o>0. Then there exists C > 0 such that

(5.15)  [|F(u) = F(v)|l3em) <

< Ol g, (1 Tl + W PToll i) + Ol g 1) 7T (= 0) -

Let1 <p< % and p > 0. Then for any 2 <r < ﬁ, there exists C' > 0 such that, with s = % > 2

(5.16) 1) = F)llry < Cllu—vllgg, (Il + [l35) + Cllollsg gyl — vl

Proof. We first consider the case o = 0. Since 0 < p < 1, we can use the characterization ([3.14]) of the usual
H?(R) norm, namely

x+1t)—g(x)|?
(5.17) IM#®=M@®+41M #M%”ﬁ@.
<

We only prove (5.15)), the proof of (G.I6]) being similar. We have
Fu)(z) — F(u)(y) =

= (u(x) - uly /’aF +0(u(x) — u(y), a() + 0(alz) — u(y)))db
+ (@) —u@»Aem%mm+mmm—u@M@ﬂmwwwuw?Emwﬁ
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We deduce
(5.18) (F(u)(z) — F(u)(y)) — (F(v)(z) — F(v)(y)) =

= ((u—v)(@) = (u—v)(y)) ; 0= F (u(z) + 0(u(z) — u(y)), @(x) + 0(u(z) — u(y)))do
+((@=0)(2) = (w=2)) | 0zF (u(x)+O(u(z) — u(y))(x),7(x) + O(u(z) — u(y)))do

— 0F (u(a) + 0(u(x) — v(y), () + 0(o(x) — v(v)) ) db.

Recall that, assuming 1 < p < 2, we have 0,F(z,%z) = 1!%1|z|p_1 and 0:F(2,%Z) = p—;1|z|p_2z which satisfy
(see e.g. [19] (2.26) & (2.27)])

(5.19) “Z1|p_l - |Z2|p_1‘ S C|Z1 —Z2|p_1, “Z1|p_221 — |22|p_2Z2| § C|Z1 —22|p_1.
From (5I8]) and (519) we deduce
|(F(u)(z) = F(u)(y)) — (F(v)(x) = F(v)(y))] <
< C|(w—0)(@) = (u = o) ()] (Jul () + ul(y) + ol(z) + lol())”
+Clo(@) = o) (ju — vl(z) + |u—v|())"".
Plugging this estimate into (5.I7]) we get (notice that the roles of x and y are symetric)
1F(w) = F(0)l[30 ) < [1{@)"(F(u) = F(0) |72+
2
N / [(F(u) = F(v))(z +t) — (F(u) — F(v))(x)|
[t]<1

|t|2p+1

dxdt

< [|{@)? (F () = F(0)|I72 @)+

(u—v)(z+t)— (u
’t’2p+l

v(z +1t) —v(x)]?
ro [ beth vl

+C

—’UII}‘2 -
- JOP (1412) + [ol(e) + ful (@) + [o]())**Vdaat

u—vl(x+1t)+ |u— U\(az))z(p_l)dtdx.
[t]<1

The first term, [|(z)?(F(u) — F(v))||p2(r) is easily bounded by

-1 -1 -1 -1
@) (u = v)ll e (el Fagmsy + 101 amny) < Cllw = vllwea (el agosy + 10l ags))-
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the x integral and ([B.I4]), the contributions of the second and
third term are bounded by
-1 -1
Cllu = vl gz, ([l agsy + 1017 a60) + Cllvllze, lu = vl

This proves (5.15) for o = 0 with B? 1o instead of Bp To conclude (when o = 0) we apply Lemma [E1l
To get the result for any o > 0, We follow the Same method as in Section [B.2] using the partition of unity.
Finally, the proof of (5I6]) is similar. O
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6. FUNCTIONAL SPACES Y€ AND X/ _

In this section we define the spaces required to develop our Cauchy theory. The rule of the game is the
following: the spaces for the initial data must be of full measures, while the spaces for the solutions must be
strong enough to perform fixed points, and to ensure that after solving, the final data is controlled in the
space of the data. Last but not least, to be able to show the decay properties of the LP*! norms, all the
norms involved must control the L>; LP*! norm (and its variation during the fixed point).

In the sequel we will work on the interval

T
In the next sections, we define the spaces Y€ of the initial conditions, and the solution spaces X[;’T.
we define precisely these spaces, let us state the main properties they need to satisfy:

Itoﬂ—:(to—T,to—l-T)C(

Before

e The space Y€ is of full yup—measure and large deviation estimates are available (see Proposition [[3]).

e The space Y€ is invariant by the linear flow: if u € Y, then for all ¢ € R we have ey € Y€
and [l ullyne = [|ufyse.

e The spaces (Y”€),>0,>0 are included in each other, with compact embeddings: if 0 < p < p' and

0 <€ <e then YP'¢ C YPe

We have the continuous embedding H” C Y7 (see Lemma [6.T]).

e There exists § > 0 such that for u € Y”¢ we have He‘itHuHLoo((_mﬂ);wa,pﬂ) < COl|ullyse. This will
be proved in Proposition [Z.1l

e The solution space ng is the usual Strichartz space for the Schrodinger equation with harmonic

potential and data in H”, and including a Besov-norm when F' is not regular enough (1 < p < 2).

The definitions of these spaces depend whether 1 < p < % or % < p<2orp>2 Thisis due to the

regularity of the nonlinearity F' and is a consequence of the results of Section [l
Set

11 p-1
My 1 2+ 1)
then we have the Sobolev embedding H”° C LP*! and for all p > pg
(6.1) HP C WrmroptL

In the following we will also need the notation

35 if2<g<4
(6.2) 00=93, 1 .
6+@ 1fq24,

and we refer to Proposition [Z1] for a justification of this parameter.
6.1. Spaces for p > 2. Let max(0, 3 — 2(Tl_?)),po) < p < 5. Denote by n = min(252, 0,41), where 0,1 is

defined in (62)). For 0 < € < 7, we define the spaces for the initial data Y
Y = {u eHE: ey e Lg(p_l)((—ﬂ',ﬂ'); Wﬁ"lu’_l))’
e~y e CO([—m, m]; Wwi—ertl),

and we equip them with the natural norm

_ —itH
e |V

. 1 .
—itH —itH
+ e UHLw((—m);wv*mHW||<$>p/2€ "l s myea)-

We define X?

t,.~ the spaces for the solutions by

XP = CIiy 7 HP) N LA (I s W),

to,T
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equipped with the natural norm
lullxg | = [l ez ey + el a2 owece)-

6.2. Spaces for % < p < 2. We can check that for all % < p < 2 we have max(0, ﬁg—:;,po) < p—gl and we

consider max(0, %,po) <p< p%l. We denote by 7 = min(£52,0,41). Let 0 < € < ), and define the
spaces for the initial data Y€ by

Y€ = {u eEHE: ey e Ls(p_l)((—ﬂ,w); W%_E"lu’_l))’

. 1 .
—itH O/r_ . n—e,p+1 —itH 8(( . p,4
e "y e CV([-m, Ty W ) 7@)(21”—3)/46 we L ((—m,m); W )},
and the spaces ng by
XP = COILy s HP) N LH (1 rs W) 0 L (I 73 BY ).

All spaces are equipped with their natural norms (recall that the Besov spaces are defined in (3.10])).

6.3. Spaces for 1 < p < % Let po < p < p—gl. Similarly to the previous cases, denote by n =
min(252,0p,41). Then for £ > 0 small enough, we consider the Strichartz-admissible couple (¢,7) =

(lﬁ, Hﬁ) The spaces for the initial data are given by
YPe .= {u EHE e My L>®((—=m,m); H )N LA((—m,m); WP N CO([—F,TF]; W"_e’pﬂ)},
where 0 < € < 7, and the spaces for the solutions Xﬁ) . are given by

XP

to,T

i= C(Ly,rs HP) N L* Ly 7 W) 0 (14, 73 BL).
All spaces are equipped with their natural norms.

Define s = 2(‘2:;)71 = 5(_”1__12 We shall choose p < p—gl arbitrarily close to 7’%1, then chose x > 0 small
enough so that 2 < s < r, and then for € > 0 small enough, since ¢ > 8, we have

(6.3) le™" | 15 (mmpery < e ull pa(mmpwery < llullyoe.
Observe also that by Sobolev embedding, the previous line implies that there exists C' > 0 such that

(6.4) le™ ™ ul o= mysney < Clluflyee.

6.4. The space XtOO’T. In the sequel, we will also need the space

XO

b 7= LIy L*) N LY (I o5 L™).
6.5. Further properties of Y€, As a consequence of the Strichartz inequalities, we have
Lemma 6.1. Let p > 1. Under the above assumptions on p, we have for all € > 0 small enough
(6.5) HP C YPe.
Namely, there exists Coy > 0 such that for all u € Y€

[ullyee < Collulle-
As a consequence,

(6.6) X7

to,T

C LIy, - YP°),
and for all v € Xf _

(6.7) [Vl Loo (1 iyoe) < COHUHXfO

,T
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Proof. e Case p > 2. The bound

”e—itHu”Loo((_ﬂ_ﬂr);wnfé,p‘f’l) S CHUHHP

is a direct consequence of (G.I]). On the other hand, the couple (8,4) is admissible which implies

L —i
| Ty ol ps (e mywety < Clle™™ | g _pmyweay < Cllulpe.
To bound the last term, we use the Strichartz inequality (5.1 and get
. 1 1 1
—itH —
(6.8) lle UHLS(Pfl)((—w,ﬂ);WPvT) < Cllullpe, ;9 Alp—1)
It remains to check that by Sobolev embeddings, we have
Wp,r C WQ(TF:DA(P_D,
which follows from
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 p—2

6.9 1—-— Y>> —_ = > - _ '
(6.9) =) 27 " Tp-1 2 251 P97 22p-3 2p-3

e Case % < p < 2. The proof follows the same lines. To bound the last term, it is enough to check here

the Sobolev embedding

(6.10) wer ¢ wit-n A=
which holds true under the condition
2p—-3 _ 1 1 1 1 e T
Ap—1) —r Alp-1) 2 2(p-1) Alp—1)
We conclude with ([G.8]).
e Case 1 < p < % Recall that (q,r) = (ﬁ, 2_12) —:) is an admissible couple. From the Sobolev
embedding (6.I)) we obtain
lle™ ™ ul| oo (= mpmn-—erity < lle” P ull poe (o mpe-rority < Cllulae.
The bound '
”e_ZtHu”Lq((—ﬂJr);WP’T) < C”uHHpv
is given by the Strichartz estimate (G.1]).
Finally, the embedding (G.6) follows from the fact that Xf = C L>(I;, -;H?) and (G.3). O

As a consequence of (BI1), we can show

Lemma 6.2. Assume that ¢,p > 0 and o > 0. There exists C' > 0 such that for any N > 1, and any

u €Y? and any v € X7 _,

[Snullyee < Cllullyee, — [[Snvllxg < Cllvllxg -
We also have the following statement.
Lemma 6.3. Let p >0 and € > 0. Then for any u € YP€ and N > 1,
11 = Sn)ullyre = o(1) - 1oo:
Assume moreover that 0 < p < p/ and 0 < ¢ < e. Then for any uw € Y?¢ and N > 1,
(6.11) 1 = Sw)ullyns < ON=™0C =0 .

One can easily see that the analysis above implies that Syu is a Cauchy sequence in L?(Q; Y*¢) and thus
we may see the measures uo and 14 as finite Borel measures on Y€,

The property (6.11]) will be used to obtain uniform bounds for the approximate flow (see Lemma [[0.2)),
which is a key ingredient in the proof of the quasi-invariance result (Proposition [[0.1]). Notice in particular
that (GII) implies that, for 0 < p < p’ and 0 < € < ¢, the embedding Y*¢' C Y€ is compact.



26 NICOLAS BURQ AND LAURENT THOMANN

Proof. Notice that the assumptions p < p’ and €’ < € gain some positive power in H (hence positive powers
of N > 1), and consequently compactness in the space variable because powers of H control both powers of
D, and of . On the other hand, since the second and the third term in the definition of Y€ are defined
in terms of the free evolution, we may exchange some saving derivatives in H for some time derivatives and
hence some compactness in time. We omit the details. O

7. LARGE DEVIATION BOUNDS

7.1. Classical large deviation. We start by recalling the following large deviation bound, which is a
variation around results obtained in [41} 13], leading to an improvement in the time variable.

Proposition 7.1. Assume that (o0, q) satisfy o < o, where

55 f2<q<4
%97 V1, 1
6 + 3q Zf q> 4
Then
—q —cR?
(7.1) pio({uo € X°(R) : ||e tHu()HLoo((_W’ﬂ-);WO',q) > R}) < Ce .

Proof. From [41], Theorem 2.1, (00, 2,1)] and [13, Lemma A.§],

1 1 _1

(7.2) lenllze =1, llenllps < Clogi(Ap)An®,  lenllre < CAR°.
We deduce by Holder inequality
9q — 0,

2 ?
We now revisit the proof of [14] Proposition 4.4], see also [I5 Section 3] and [41}, Proposition 6.2], with a
slightly different treatment of the time variable. To begin with, observe that

D?e_itHU() _ Hae_itHUQ,

as can be checked by a decomposition in Hermite series together with a Fourier transform in time.

Next, let s > r > % > q, let x € C*°(R) equal to 1 on [—%, Z]. By the Minkowski inequality we have

272
Xt} (D) FHE (Y en(a) )|
n>0""

(7.3) Vo <o, 3e= |HZen||a = |[XoenllLe < CAE.

Lo (@Q)iLr (Re): Lo (Ry) =

< H Z )\U 1 ) _it)\"en(x)gnHLQ(RI);LT'(Rt);LS(Q)

n>0
1/2
< OV (N2 OPlenl @) pageynr e
n>0
1/2

< V3 (3 2 en @) ace, 1@

n>0
S C\/EZ<)\H>€+2U_2)\?’_L2U_2E < C/\/g

n>0

where we used that for i.i.d normalised Gaussian random variables

1Y BugallLa@) < CVsO_ 182,

n>0 n>0

and in the last line we used (7.3]) and the fact that A\, = +/2n + 1.
The Bienaymé-Tchebychev inequality and an optimisation with respect to the parameter s > 1 (see

e.g. [14, (4.5) & (4.6)]) gives
(7.4) po({uo € XO(R) : [x(t)(D1) i HE e ™ ug| v, spar,) > R}) < Ce .
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Finally, to get (ZI)), we just remark using Sobolev embedding in the time variable (recall that § > %)

—itH —itH

He UOHLO"((—N,W);W"’Q) - Her uO”LOO((—ﬂJr);Lg) <

< Hng_itHUOHLg;Lw(—w,n) < ”X(t)DtZng_itHUOHLg;LT(Rt) ;
which together with (4] yields the result. O
7.2. New probabilistic smoothing effects. We shall also need the following result

Proposition 7.2. Assume that 0 < v < %. Then for any p < % + 7, there exist ¢,C > 0 such that
1 . 2
0 ) —itH —cR
pio({uo € X°(R) : || ik o] o (g myaveay = BY) < Ce™

Proof. The proof follows the same lines as the proof of Proposition [TI] after replacing the bound (2] by
the bound (D) in Appendix [Dl O

We can now proceed to show that pg—almost every function is in Y€,
Proposition 7.3. Assume that p,e > 0 satisfy the assumptions in Sections[6.1, [6.3, [6.3. Then
3¢,C>0; po({ue XOR): |fullyse > R}) < Ce ¥,
Proof. e Case p > 2. Recall that
YP© = {u eH = e My e 81 ((—7T,7T); WQ(TP*UA(p_l)),

1

—itH 0/r_ pN—€p+1
e u € C¥([—m, 7|, W ) <x>p/2

ety ¢ Ls((—ﬂ',ﬂ'); Wp’4)} .

Since p < %, we have p < % + £. Therefore, we can apply Proposition with v = £ < %, which allows to
control the last term in the definition of Y. To control the other terms, it is enough to check

N
2p—1) Y T 6(p— 1)
(7.6) N—€< Opti-

(7.5)

The inequality (Z.6) holds true because we made the choice n = min(452,0,41) > 0 and € > 0 is small
enough. Condition (Z5) follows from the fact that p > 2 and p < 1.

e Case % < p < 2. Recall that

Yyre = {u eH ™ ey e8P ((—=m,m); W%_e’zl(p_l)),
1

—itH (O PR VA e F———
e "u e CF([-m, ;W ), () @r=3)/2

e~y e L3((—m,m); Wp’4)} .

In this case we apply Proposition with v = % < % and p < % + % = p—gl. Then, we have to check
the conditions
2p—3 - 2p —3
Y <oy = ———
4p—1) =D "4 - 1)
nN—€ < Op+1
which both hold true.
e Case 1l <p< % Recall that

YPe = {u eH ™ e ™My e L®((—m,m); H™ ) N LA((—m, w); WPT) N CO([—m, 7); W"_E’pﬂ)},
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4 2

with 0 < p < 3%, and where (¢,7) = (5=, 5o

to check are

) is a Strichartz-admissible couple. Here, the conditions

- 11 p—1—-k
Peor=9 70T 2

77_5<Up+17

and there are both satisfied if €, x > 0 are small enough. g

Remark 7.4. As a consequence of the proof (namely the proof of Proposition [1]), all the results in this
section remain true if we replace H ¢ by Exn and pg by uy, with the same constants (hence uniform with
respect to N > 1).

8. THE LOCAL CAUCHY THEORY

We consider the equation

(8.1) {i@tu — Hu= cosg(%)]u\p_lu, (t,x) € (—z —) xR,

Ult:to = Uup.

Recall that F(u) = [u[P~1u, then BI]) admits the Duhamel formula

t _5 . .
u=e Mty z/ COSPT(28)6_2(t_s)HF(E_Z(s_tO)H’LL(] +v(s))ds,
to

and consequently setting u = e~t"t0)Hy 4 4, the function v must satisfy v = K (v) with

t
(8.2) K(v) = —z'/ cosg(28)e_i(t_s)HF(e_i(s_to)Huo + v(s))ds.
to

For tg,t € (=%, %), thanks to a fixed point argument, we will prove that equation (8I) admits, on the
interval Iy, , = (to — 7,to + 7), a solution of the form u = e~ Ht=to)Hy 4 ) where v € Xgm. The idea of
performing a fixed point on v which is more regular than wg is classical in the field and is known as the
Bourgain trick [9] or the Da Prato-Debussche trick [22].

The main result we shall need to prove for the a.s. global existence is the following.
Proposition 8.1. Let p > 1 and tg € (=5, 7). Let
EL i l<p<2
p <
if p>2

chosen sufficiently close to ’%1 or % respectively so that the assumptions in Section[@ are satisfied. Let € > 0
chosen small enough in the definition of the space Y ¢. There exist ¢ > 0 and k,6 > 1 such that for any
R >0, setting

(8.3) T < {

D=

cR™(Z —to])° ifl<p<5
cR™" ifp>5

for any ug € YP€ such that ||ug||yee < R, there exists a unique solution u = e~ yy 4 v, with v € Xﬁm, to
the equation (81 on the interval

Iy = (to — 1, t0 + 7),
which satisfies

1
||UHX50’T < o [vllzoe (ny - vee) < 1,

where Co > 0 is the constant in ([6.7).
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Furthermore, for two such initial data ug,ug € Y7 such that ||ug||ye.c, ||tollyrec < R, we have
Ju—iilxy . < Cllug—Tllyne i1 <p<2
(8.4) l|lu — aHXfO,T < Cllug — o||%p. for some >0 if 1 <p<2
lu —ullxp < Clluo = dollyee ifp>2
and for any t € (to — 7,t0 + 7),
[u(t) — ) |lyee < Cllug — tol|§pe  for some @ >0 if 1 <p <2
{Hu(t) —u(t)||lyre < Cllug — Uollyre if p> 2.
In addition, after possibly taking smaller ¢ > 0, and larger 6,k > 1, the solution satisfies

(8.6) sup  JJu(t) —uol|pp+r < 1.
tE(to—T,to—l—T)

(8.5)

Finally, let p' > p, € < € and assume in addition that uy € Y*€  then there exists M > 0 such that
—i(t—to)H

(87 Nullpo (o rsosmyerry < Mlunllyp . u=e wtv, ol < ol
Remark 8.2. Proposition B, holds for the equation
{i@tu — Hu = cosp_f(%)SN(]SNu]p_lSNu), (t,x) € (—Z, 2) xR,
Ulg=t, = Up € En,

with uniform estimates with respect to the parameter NV > 1. This is a direct consequence of the proof of
Proposition 8] and the boundedness of Sy on LI(R) spaces for 1 < g < 400 (see [B.II) and Lemma [6.2]).

Proof of Proposition [8l. Consider the constant Cy > 0 in ([67]). We will show that the operator K, defined

in ([82), has a unique fixed point v in the closed ball of radius 1/Cy centered around u(]; ==
in Xf .

Step 1: the operator K maps a ball of tioj into itself. We have to distinguish several cases with respect
top > 1.

e Case p > 2. From (5.5 applied with o = p/2, we get

Uup

1
1£(5 + 0o < Ol 57 W wllwes + 7o olbwna) (1@ T T w1700 + 1) P 0l ).
Taking the L} norm and using Holder inequality gives,
11 1
HF(ug + U) HLl(ItO,ﬂHﬂ) é OT2 (||< >p/2 uoHLS([tO ‘rpr + H< >P/2 UHLS(ItO,T§va4))

_p — =L —1
(” <‘T> 2p=1) uO HiS(pfl)(ItoyT;LMpfl)) + H <.Z'> 2(p=1) vHiS(pfl)(ItOVT;LAL(pfl)))
3
(8.8) < o3 (fuollvee + Iollxy )P

— Subcase 2 < p < 5. First, notice that for all [t| < %

0< COSPT{)(Zt) < C’(% - |t|)
Therefore, since 7 < 2(Z — |to]), for all t € I, -, we have Z — |t| > T — [to| — 7 > £(Z — |to|), hence
Wt I, ., cos'T (2) < C(% — o)) T

and together with (88) we deduce

H cos?@s)F(ug + U)HLI(%’T;HP) < Cr: (— — ]tol) (HuoHype + HUHX” )p.
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Thus we get, using the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates (5.2))

(8.9) I W)lxp =< CTS(— ~Jtol) " (uollyee + ollxp )"

5T ,T

As a consequence, in ([83)), taking x,d > 1 large enough and ¢ > 0 small enough shows that the operator K
maps the unit ball of X’ _ into itself.

to,T
— Subcase p > 5. In this case, we simply use that 0 < cosp%d(%) <1 and get
3
(8.10) 1K)l < O (luollvee + ollxy )’

T

and conclude similarly.
e Case % < p < 2. We can proceed as in the previous case, but here we apply (5.5) with o = %. In
particular we get the estimate

p—5

| cos"%* @)@ + ) 1 g iy < O (G = 100l) T (eolyoe + ol )
With the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates (5.2]) we deduce
(8.11) 15 (W)llxp | < Crs (— —Jtol) 7 (lluolyne + ollxp )"

Hence we get, as before, taking in (83]) the parameters x,6 > 1 large enough and ¢ > 0 small enough, that
the operator K maps the ball of radius 1/Cy of tioj into itself.

e Case 1 < p < 3. We now use (G.6), and get

1
1F @+ 0) |0y < C b llwor + [ollwoer) (g llze + loll2s)”
and using the Holder inequality in time, the bounds (3] and (G.4]), we get

(8.12) || cos™T (25)F(uf + v Hu (g - HP(®) S
- _
<Or (_ — |t0|) (||u0HL8 (TLig,rver) T 0l Ls (1 - ower) )(HUOHLS(RO in) T vllzs e, - )" 1
87
<Cr' (T = 1tol) T (uollyee + lollxg )7

With the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates (5.2]) we deduce

8—p
(8.13) 1K @)y, < Crs (— ~ ltol) = (Juollync + ollxg, )",

and conclude similarly.

Step 2: the operator K is a contraction. Let v,w € tio -

contraction argument depends on whether p > 2 or p < 2.
e Case p > 2. We follow the same lines as in Step 1, but using (5.7) instead of (5.6). We get

be such that HUHX” HwHXo < 1/Cy. The

T

p=5

[ cos™2" (28) (F (uf +v) = F(uf +w))|| g, _gur) <

-1
<Cri (Z —[tol) T o - wlxp (luollyee +vllxp )"
which implies according to the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates (5.2)),
-1
15 (v) = K(w)llxp | < CTs(— — [to]) = v —wlxp (luollye + llvllxy )*

and we get the contraction by choosing k,d > 1 large enough and ¢ > 0 small enough in ([83]).

e Case % < p < 2. We shall prove that K it is a contraction in a weaker norm. Recall that X to L =

L>®(I, 5 L?) N LA(Iy, -3 L™). From Proposition 5.5 we get

(8.14) |1F(uf +v) — F(uf +w)|| o < Cllv — w2 (JJuoll oo + o]l + [Jw] )"
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and as previously we get

[ cos™s" 28)(F(uf + ) = Ff +0) |15,z <

3, p—5 -1
<COTR(G = o) = llo = wlixg (lwollyee + lollxg + lwllxg )"

Taking in (B.3) the values ,6 > 1 large enough, ¢ > 0 small enough we get (since [[v[|xp < 1/Co and
0T

lwllx . <1/Co),
1)~ K(wllxg < 5l —wllxp

The map K sending the ball of radius 1/Cj of Xgm into itself and being a contraction for the ng topology
has a unique fixed point in the ball of radius 1/Cy of Xgm.

e Case 1 < p< % The proof is similar to the previous case, but using (5.8]) with the parameter r > 2
appearing in the definition of Y€ instead of (8I4]).

Step 3: Regularity of the fluctuation. To conclude the proof of the first part of Proposition Bl it remains
to prove that

v e C((to— 7.to +7); HP(R)).
Since v = K (v), we get

t2 _ )
v(ta) —v(ty) = —z’/ cospT5(2s)e_’(t_S)HF(u£(s) + v(s))ds.
t1
Then, as in (8] (resp. (8I0), (RII) and (BI3)) we get
s
[o(t2) —v(t1)llne < Clta — tl\%(z = [t (luollye + llvllxe )"

with n = max (%, 0), hence the result.
This concludes the proof of the first part in Proposition [B] (existence, uniqueness, and regularity of the
solution).
Step 4: proof of ([84]) and (BH]). Consider two solutions u = ug +vandu= ﬂg + v of the equation (8T]).
e Case p > 2. To prove (84]), we again use (5.7) and get

H COSprs (2s) (F(ug +v) — F(ﬂg + 5)) HLl(ItO,T;H”) <

3T p=5 o~ .
< O73(7 — [tol) ua +) = (@ +Dxp_(luollyee + [ollyee + [[vllxg

to,T

~ -1
+7lxp )P

which implies, choosing again x,d > 1 large enough and ¢ > 0 small enough,

(8:15) [ Kuo (v) = Ky () xp | <

3T p=5 ~ ~ ~ ~ -1
< CO7s (7 —Itol) 2 (lluo —Tollvee +llo = Bllxg ) (llwollvee + l[aollvee + lvllxg, + IPllxz, )"

< 2 (lto — ollyer + [lo —Filxp)-
Since for the two solutions K, (v) = v, Kz, (v) = v, we get
lv =llxp = [1Kuo(v) = Kay (0)llxp, | < lluo — tollyee.
Coming back to the solutions u = et Hyy 4 4 = e~ (t—t0)Hy) 45 we get
lu—allxp = < Clluo —uollyee.
Finally, to prove (85), we only use that, since v — v = K, (v) — Kg,(v), we have from (815])

[0 =¥l oe 1y i) < o = Tollyoe
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together with

lu(t) = @(®)lyee < [le™ 0 (ug — o) llyee + [[o(t) = 0() 20 < 2]lug —Tolyee.

e Case % <p<2 Letu= u(’; + v and u = ﬂ(’; + v. With the arguments of Step 2, we get the bound

[v—vllxo < Cllug — Upl[yee. Then by interpolation of this bound with [[v][xy ,[[vllxs < 1/Co, we
07 07 0.7
deduce that for all 0 < p” < p

/!
(8.16) ‘@—m&wfﬂww—ﬂﬂ%ﬁ 9:1—%.

We are going to follow a strategy inspired from [19]. According to (B.I3) with o = T3 e get that for all

[uolly e, [[uollyre < R

+7) HLl(ItO,T;w) =

_ -1 ~p—1 i~ v
<O+ ol + 1815 ) (o — Gollyee + o~ Bl )+

1y +0) = F (@

1
+ R+ |lvlxe, Mo —2]"
L8P=1) (I, TW4(P 1) )

< CR(|lug = o llyoe + v —Bllxp ) +CRIw =37 |

A(p—1)

to T
for some 4( ) < p" < p, by ([6I0). Now, we use ([B8I0) together with Proposition 5.1 and get
o~y . <
<0Rp_1 m 25 g ~ ~ (r—1)
< (7 = 1toD)™> 7" (lluo = Bollyre + llv = Vllxp ) + CR(— — [to) "7 7 luo — Tollh V.

Thus, choosing CR(§ — |750|)%7"'C < 3, gives

- ~ ~ 10(p—1
lo=llxp . < lluo = Tollyee + lluo — Tollyh-
which proves (84) when 2 < p < 2.

e Case 1 <p < % The proof in this case is similar to the previous one, by replacing (5.I5]) in Proposi-

tion 5.6 by (5.16]). We do not write the details.
Step 5: proof of ([B7). Finally, to prove ([87), we revisit the first step. We detail for example the case

1l<p< % Starting from (8I2), with p replaced by p’ > p, and the same choice of 7 > 0, we get

17 (uf + U)HLl(ItO,T;HP’(R)) =

8—p -1
< O % (Il st oty + 10l s o) (s s ooy + sy iz

8—p -1
< C7 s ([luollysrer + l[vll g ) (luollyee + lollxg, Dl
07 ’
We deduce with the previous choice of 7 > 0 (possibly choosing a smaller ¢ > 0 in 7),

p

8—p —1
ol < O G~ 1D (lollyw + ol ) (luallvns + ol )"
0 )

< (HUOHYﬂ’,E’ + ”U”ti’T)
0>

| =

which implies
[oll gy < 2ol

Coming back to u gives (81).
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Step 6: proof of (86]). Again, we detail for example the case 1 < p < % We study the contributions of
u=e =ty and v = K (v). Since the Y€ norm controls the L>; W7=¢P*+! norm of =", we have
(8.17) lle= ¢ty — ug|lypn—entr < 2R.

On the other hand, since

t
(8.18) ‘E_KF%MHUO——UOHMMezmH:‘LA‘846_“&%wﬂuoﬁkumm€2m+1§_RH——m]§§RT.
0
Interpolating between (8I7) and (8I8]) gives
—i(t—to)H

He uo—uoHLP+1 < 2RT

for some ¢y > 0, and a suitable choice of ¢, d, xk > 0 ensures that

1

i(t—to)HuO o UOHLp+1 < 5

le”
Let us now turn to the analysis of the contribution of v. Replacing in (8I2) the interval I, - by (¢,t), we
get

lv(t) — v(t')]| e I cos¥(2s)F(e_"(S_t°)Huo + v(s))

IN

HLl((t’,t);Hp)

A

< Oft— ¢35 ~ [to) "= RY,
Now according to the Sobolev embeddings H? C LPT!, which implies
8—p T -5
lo(t) — o()lloes < Clt — 15~ Jto]) = 7

and a suitable choice of ¢, §, k > 0 ensures that

t—t < = Ju®t) —u)|pm <

9

N =

hence the result. O

9. GLOBAL EXISTENCE FOR p > 1

In this section, we assume qo = (0,1,1,0), i.e. pq, = po. We show that the problem (NLS}) is globally
well-posed on a set of full gg—measure (Theorem [[2]). We start with a result on the harmonic oscillator
side.

Proposition 9.1. Let p > 1 and consider
bLifl<p<2
p <
if p>2
-1

chosen sufficiently close to 5= or % respectively so that the assumptions in Section[@ are satisfied. Let € > 0
chosen small enough in the definition of the space YP€. There exists a set X of full po—measure such that
the local solution w of (81 with initial condition ug € X is defined on

oD i1<p<s
R ifp>5

NO[—

and we shall denote it by
u=®(t,tg)up = et Hy iy,
Moreover, for every ug € 3 and for any n > 0, there exists C > 0 such that

C(1+(F-1)T"), Vee(-5.5) #l<p<5

[®(t, to)uollyee < )
C’<1+log§(1—|—|t|)), Vvt e R if p>5.
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Furthermore, we have an additional smoothness property: there exist K,~v > 0 such that for all ug € 3,
there exists C' > 0 such that

C(1+(Z—t)™X), vte(-Z,I) if1<p<b5b
(9.1) [v(@)[le < )
C(L+t))(1+1log2(1+[t])", VteR ifp>5.

We emphasize that the constants K,~ > 0 which appear in the previous statement are deterministic, and
depend only on p > 1 and p > 0. They are obtained by an iteration of the local well-posedness result on
small time intervals (see the proof of Proposition [0.2)).

We proceed in three steps. First we prove bounds (independent of N > 1) on the solution of the
approximate equation (4], then we pass to the limit N — +oo to get well-posedness for (81]) on the
interval I. Finally, we prove the quasi-invariance result. For simplicity, in the proofs, we only address the
existence for positive times.

9.1. Uniform estimates.
Proposition 9.2. Let p > 1 and consider
bLifl<p<2
p <
if p>2

chosen sufficiently close to p%l or % respectively so that the assumptions in Section[d are satisfied. Let € > 0
chosen small enough in the definition of the space YP°. Let n > 0, then for all i, N € N*, there exists a
un—measurable set Eﬁv C En so that there exist ¢, C, ey > 0 with

o (Bx\S) < Ce,

D=

and for all ug € f]’N

-5

P2+ (Z )T, Vie (=L, I) ifl<p<b

(9.2) [®n(t; to)uollyee < t i
i+2+log2(1+[t]), VteR if p>5.

i(t—to )H

Moreover, there exist K,,7y, > 0 such that for all uy € S , setting vy = Py (t,to)ug — e~ ug, there

exists C' > 0 such that
Cli+24 (Z—|t)~ )", vte(-Z,7) ifl<p<5

(9.3) [on (@) [le < , N ., _
CA+t)(i+2+1ogz(1+]t)))™”, VteR ifp>5.

9.1.1. The case 1 < p < 5. It is enough to consider the case tg = 0. We set, for 7,5 > 1 integers,

B = {ue By : |lullyse <i+j}.

Let 0 < a < 5%;)' For any t' € (=% j%, - ]%), thanks to Proposition Bl there exist ig € N and v > 1,

which only depends on p > 0 and p > 1, such that
(9.4) T=c(i+j)"
for every t € (t' — 7, +7), 1 > i,
(9.5) On(t,t)(BY) c{ue By : |Jullyse <i+j+1}.
Namely, the time of existence of Proposition BIlis c(i + 7)"(5 —#')° > c(i + j) ™7 for v = k + da. In the
sequel, [z] stands for the integer part of x € R. Remark that for |k| < [(F — J%) /7], and since for i > i
large enough we have a < «, then
2

(k+2)r < “r2e(iv) < S = kT<%—2T,
j

e
AN
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and similarly

—% + 27 < kT.
Let
[(F—F&)/7]
Byt =aoykr,007 (BY), =¥= () By
k=—[(F—5%)/7]
Notice that thanks to ([@.5]), we obtain that the solution of (@Il with data ug € E?Vj satisfies
S T 2
(9.6) |[®n(t,0)ug |y, <i+j+1, t< i
Indeed, for t < % ] , we can find an integer |k| < [(— — —)/T] and 11 € [—7,7] so that t = k7471 and thus

u(t) = ey (kT —|— T, k‘T)(CI)N(k:T, O)uo). Since ug € ¥}/ implies that @ (k7,0)ug € B , we can apply (@.5])
and get (0.0)).
By Proposition .2, the measure vy, is quasi-invariant by the flow ®x and more precisely from (4.3])
with s =0

ik iik coss_g_p (2kT)
vno(EN\BY") < vngr <<I>N(k770)(EN\Bz’v’ ))
.. 5-p
< VN s (EN\B;\,[])COST@I@T)
5—p
4.7\ COS kT
< un(EN\BY) T
Now, since
T 4
< - ——= > S
kr < 1 , cos(2kT) , a<z e

by the large deviation bound of Proposition [[.3 and Remark [7.4] we have

(p—5)o

,UN(EN\B ,])CosT(QkT) < Ce —c(i+5)%i7 = < Ce° !(i45)<0
where ¢p =2 + Ozp—;r) > 0. We deduce
9.7 uno(EN\E2T) < C(i + j)7e¢ ()0 < ge=e"(i+5)
(0.7) ; ( \ER J

Next, we set

“+oo
99) Y= (5.
j=1
Thanks to (.1,
(9.9) VN,O(EN\iév) <C Z e+ | o Z e~ N < Cpei,
Jj<i j>i

In addition, using (@.6]), we get that for every i > ig, every N > 1, every ug € iﬁv, every 0 <t <7,

[@x(t,0)uolly, < i+2+ (5 — )=

Indeed, for 0 <t < 7 there exists j > 2 such that 7-t< ia and we apply (0.0)) With this j > 2.

G-D~ 1)

Choosing a < 5— but arbitrarily close to 5= proves (EZD To prove ([@3), for uy € E , we apply
Proposition R with Remark [8.2] which 1mphes that on each interval [k, (k + 1)7], we have
w=e TRy | o, lon (8]l < 1

Iterating this estimate between 0 and ¢ leads to (recall that 7 = ¢(i 4+ j)™7)
Oy (t,0)uo = e ug + v, [ox(®)lwe < CG+5)7,
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and for uy € ¢ , choosing again ﬁ <7—t< ]ia gives

; gl
D (1. 0o = g + o, ox®lle < (i + (5 - 7F).
which proves ([@.3]).

9.1.2. The case p > 5. We revisit the proof above, taking benefit from the better estimate in Proposition 8]
and (L5). Thanks to Proposition 8] there exist iy > 1 and v = x > 0 (only depending on p > 0 and p > 5)
such that if we set

T=c(i+7)77, v =K,
for every tg € R and for every t; € (tg — 7,tg + 7), i > i,
(9.10) Dy (t,to)(BY) c{uec By : [Jullyre <i+j+1}.
Let €9 > 0 to be fixed later and

Byt =ay(kr,0071(BY), == () BY"
k=—[2¢03% /7]

where [209° /7] stays for the integer part of 27 * /7. Notice that thanks to (ZI0), we obtain that the solution
of ([I) with data uy € XY}/ satisfies

(9.11) |®n(t 0)uglype <itj+1, t< 9c0s”

Indeed, for ¢ < 2€99° we can find an integer k = t/7] < 2907* /7, and 1 € [~7,7] s0 that ¢ = k747 and thus
u(t) = Py (kT + 71, k) (PN (kT,0)up). Since ug € XY implies that &y (k7,0)ug € By, we can apply (@10)
and get (Q.I1)).

Now we apply Proposition with s = 0, and from (43]) we deduce
vno(EN\BYY) < o (@ (k7. 0) (Ex\BY™))

< UN kr (EN\B]Z\}j)
< un(EN\BY).

Then, by Proposition and Remark [74] we have
v (EN\BY) < e,
which in turn implies
(9.12) uno(Ex\ZY) < Cli + j)r2e08 e+’ < 0= ()7
if €9 < ¢/2. Next, we set

—+00
(9.13) ==V
j=1

Thanks to (0.12)), - R )2
vno(EN\Xy) < CZ e I < e
j=>1

In addition, using (@.I1), for every i > iy, every N > 1, every ug € iﬁv, every t > 0,

| (t,0)uo]|y,. < i+ 2+logz(1+1).

Indeed for ¢ > 1 there exists j > 1 such that 20(i—1* < t < 23” and we apply (@II) with this j > 1. This
proves ([@.2). To prove ([@3)), for ug € X%/, we apply Proposition with Remark which gives that on
each interval [k, (k + 1)7], we have

—i(t—kT

u=e Mo iegr +on, o (®)]le < 1.
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Iterating this estimate between 0 and ¢ on each interval [kT, (k + 1)7] leads to (recall that 7 = c(i + j)™")
Oy (t,0)up = e g + oy, |on(t)|lnge < CO+1)(i + §),
and for ug € i’N, choosing again 260(i—1)* < ¢ < 2c0” gives
O (t,0)ug = e ug + vy, o ()|l < C(1+1)(i +log (1 +1))",
which proves (@.3]).
9.2. Passing to the limit N — +oco. For integers i > ig and N > 1, we define the cylindrical sets
(9.14) vo={ue XOR) : Tyue 2y},
where iﬁv is defined in ([@.8) or in ([@.I3]). Next, for i > iy, we define
.= {u e XO(R): EINk,kETOO Nj = 400, Jun, € Eﬁvk,kli)rfoo |SN un, — ullyee = 0}.
Let us prove that X is a closed subset of Y?¢. The closedness property is clear, it is enough to show that

Y C YP€. Assume that there exists uy, € Eévk such that limy_, . ||Sn,un, — ul|yre = 0. Then for any
P € N, as soon as N, > P, we have

ISP (un, = w)llyee = [[Sp(Snyuny, = u)llyse < CllSn,un, —ulyse = 0.
As a consequence, using ([@.2]) (with ¢ = ¢y = 0) and Lemma [6:2, we deduce

|Spullyee <limsup [|Sp(un,)|yee < C(i+1)
k—+o0

and passing to the limit P — 400, we deduce that v € Y€ and
[ullyee < C(+1).

Next, we prove we have the following inclusions

. +m +m . .
(9.15) limsup XY = ﬂ U Y, C X
N—roo N=1Ni=N

Indeed, if u € limsup XY, there exists Nj, — +oo such that
N—+o0

HNku c 22Nk’
and the same proof as above shows that
ue Y lullyee < CO(i+1).
Now, we clearly have
[Snu = ullyre = 0(1)n— oo,
and since S, (II,,u) = S, u, the sequence uy, := Iy, u is the one ensuring that u € »i. This proves (@.15)).
. 1 1
Consider Gy (u) = exp(— ]SNuH’;H(R)), G(u) = exp(—ﬁHuH’ﬂfﬂ(R)) and recall that
dvy = G(u)dpo, dvn,o = Gy (u)dpo.

As a consequence of ([@I5]), we get the inequality

L|
p+1

(9.16) 1o (2') > vo(limsup XYy).
N—+o0
Using Fatou’s lemma, we get
(9.17) vo(lim sup XY) > limsup vo(XYy) .
N—+o0 N—o00

We have (because the set XY is cylindrical),

w(Sy) = g G(u)dpo(u),
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and
vNo(EN) = [ Gr(u)dun(u) = | Gn(u)dpo(u).
v Xy
We deduce
(E5) ~ roEh)| £ [ 1600 = G w)ldha(w) = o),
N
where we used the dominated convergence theorem and the fact that pg—a.s. v € LPT! and consequently
Ho—a.s

N1—1>I—ri-loo Gn(u) = G(u).

Therefore, using Proposition [@.2], we obtain

lim sup vo(Xy) = limsup VN,O(%V)

N—o00 N—o00
> limsup (vxo(Ew) = Ce™") = vy(X"(R)) = Ce™ ™.
N—o00
Collecting the last estimate, (@.I6]), and ([@.I7]), we obtain that
(9-18) n(2) 2 vo(X°(R)) - Ce™".

Now, we set
>=
i=io
Then, by (@I8)), the set X is of full yy—measure (and hence also of full yg—measure). It turns out that one

has global existence for any initial condition ug € 3. Recall that ® ~ stands for the extension of the flow ®p
on H™¢(R), see ([L8). We now state the global existence results.

Proposition 9.3. Let p > 1 and consider
ELifl<p<2
p <
5 ifp>2
p—1

chosen sufficiently close to 5= or % respectively so that the assumptions in Section[@ are satisfied. Let € > 0
chosen small enough in the definition of the space Y¢. For any initial condition ug € X, there exists a
unique global solution u of (&I in the class

u=e My 4 (I, HP(R)),

where

7= (-5, %) ifl<p<b
R if p>5.

We shall denote this solution by u = <I?(t,0)u0. Moreover, every integer © > ig and for any n > 0, there
exists C' > 0 such that for every ug € X°
Cli+2+ (Z—t)" ), Ve (-Z,T) ifl<p<b5,

(9.19) o0, tohuolyse < { " ' ) v
Ci+2+1logz(1+t))), VteR if p =5,
and if ®(t,to)ug = e~ "¢t Hyy 44 we have the bounds

Cli+(Z—t)) "), vte(-Z,%) ifl<p<5b
(9.20) ol < | , ) |
CA+t)(i+2+log2(1+]t)))”, VteR ifp>5.

Furthermore, if (uo,n, k>0 € 23\@7 N — +o00 are so that

i |[Sn,vo.n, — tollyee =0,
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then for allt € I

(9.21) Yo < p, |, (¢, 0o,y — u(®)|yoe = 0.

lim ‘
k—+o00

The key point in the proof of Proposition is the following lemma. Recall the notation I, , = (to —
7,to + 7) and recall that the set ¥%; is defined in (@14, (@.8), and (@.13).

Lemma 9.4. There exist k,6 > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that the following holds true. Let p satisfying the
assumptions of Proposition[9.3. For any R > 1, consider a sequence ug n, € Zﬁvk and ug € Y such that

(922) HUO,Nk||Yp'€ < R, H’LL(]Hyp,e < R, Vo < P lim ||u0,Nk - ’LL(]Hyo,s =0.
k—+o0
Then if we set

(9.23) T < {

cRTN(Z —|to])° ifl<p<5
cR™F ifp>5

the quantities &)Nk (t,t0)uo,N, and (t,to)ug exist for |t —to| < 7 and satisfy

@, (¢, to)uo, | Loo (1, vy < B +1, [|@(E to)uol|Leo (1, ,ivee) < R+ 1.
Furthermore,
(9.24) Vo <p, lim [ ®n, (£ to)uon, — Bt to)toll ooz, iy = 0.
k——o00 ’

Proof of Lemma[9.4 The first part of this lemma is a direct consequence of our local well-posedness results
of Proposition Rl and Remark It remains to prove ([@.24]). For that, let us write

—i(t—to)H

D(t,to)ug = u = ety 4o D, (t,to)uo,n, = up = € Uo,N;, + Vk-

Let us now remark that from the first part in the lemma,

||q>Nk (tv tO)UO,Nk - (I)(t7 to)uo||L°°((to—'r,t0+'r);YPv€) <2R+2,
and consequently it is enough to prove ([@.24) for some o > 0. We have

U —up = e_i(t_tO)H(uo —uo,n,,) + (v — o).
By assumption, for any 0 < o < p

—i(t—to)H(

[le ug — uo,N, ) |lyee = |luo — uo,n, lyee = o(1)k— 400

Therefore it remains to show that some o > 0 we have

(9.25) v = vkl Lo (1 ivee) = 0(Dks 400,
for 7 > 0 chosen as in the statement of the lemma. Set wy = v — Sy, v and let us prove that
(9.26) Wkl zoe (1, 7o) = 0(1) k400,
which will imply ([@.25) by Lemma and ([87). Observe that wy solves the problem
(i0h — Hywy = cos'= (2t)(julPu - S (1SN P~ S i)
(9.27) — cos"2 (2)(1 — 8%, )(|ufP " u) + cos™> (20)S%, (JulP " u — | Sy uglP~ Sn )

with initial condition wy, |¢=¢,= 0. Standard estimates now show

| cos ™" (21) uf ! < Orlullyy < O (R4 1)
tO,T

uHLl(ItO,T;H)
and consequently, by dominated convergence,

(9.28) | cos™ (26)(1 — % ) (JulP~" 0 as k— +oo.

u)HLl(ItO,T;Lz)

Thus from the Strichartz estimates (5.2) in Z°, we deduce that the contribution of this term to wy, is bounded
by o(1) in L>;L?. We estimate the second term in the r.h.s. of (@Z7) by using a direct manipulation
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on the expression |z1[P~'z1 — [22/P~'22. Recall that X = = L>(Iy ,; L?) N L*(I4,7; L°°) and denote by
XP . = L¥Iy ,: L*) N LA (L 7; L). Then by Proposition

(9.29) || cos¥(2t)SN,c <]u\p_lu - \SNkuk\p_lstuk> HLI(ItOYT;Lz) <

—1
< O u = Snunllgy (lullxp |+ ISneuxllxe )"

< O (R+ 1P (e 0 (up — Snyuo.m) e (1 rivoey + lwllxo )
< CT(R+ 1P (Jlug — Sy o, ny|[vee + HwkHX,?O,T)
< 0(1)ksto0 + CT(R + 1)”_1||wk||xgo,T

We deduce from (@.28)) and (@.29]),
lukllxy < O (R+ 17 ullxg + 0(Ljrsoo.
By taking O7%(R+1)P~! < 1/2, we infer that lwellxo = 0(1)k—+oc- Next, by interpolation with (8.1), we
0T
deduce that for any 0 < o < p, we have H"wk”X% _ = 0(1)r—4o00- Finally we choose o < p large enough such

that we can apply (6.6]) which implies ([@.26]). This completes the proof of Lemma O

Proof of Proposition[9.3. The local existence result follows from Proposition 8.1l Here the main points are
the globalisation and the limit ([@2I]). We only consider the case 1 < p <5, the case p > 5 being similar. We
assume in the sequel that ¢p = 0 in [RI). Let up € X*. By assumption, we know that there exist sequences
Ni € N, o, n, € Xy, such that
li S — e =0.
Jm S 0w, — uollye

Consequently, by Proposition [0.2] we know that for any n > 0
(9'30) H$Nk (tv 0)(HNku07Nk)HYP cSt+2+ (Z - t)i_n

The strategy of proof consists in proving that as long as the solution to (8]) exists, we can pass to the limit
in (@30) and there exists a constant C’ > 0 independent of i > iy such that

(9:31) |92, 0)uolly,. < C'(i 42+ (5 0% )

which (taking into account that the norm in Y”¢ controls the local existence time), implies that the solution
is global and satisﬁes (@31) for all times.
Let us fix T' € (=7, §). We assume

(9.32) @, (£, 0)(Tn uo.n, ) ||ype <A, for [t < T
and we want to show
(9.33) |®(t, 0)uo ||y, <C'A,  for [t| <T.

As a first step, let us fix t = 0. For @ € N, if N, > @, IIn, Sg = Sg and consequently, using Lemma
and the definition of ¥, we obtain

ISquollyre = lim [So[x,uon,)llyee < C'A
k—+o00
and passing to the limit () — +o00, we deduce
”u()Hyp,e = hm ”SQU()”ype < C’'A.
This implies that the sequences Iy, ug n, and wug satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 0.4 (with R = C'A).
As a consequence, we know that

Vo <p,  lim 1@, (£, 0) (v o, ) — P(t, 0)to]| oo ((0.1)yc) = O
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for 7 = ¢pA™" given in (Iﬂ{l) Now we show that this convergence allows to pass to the limit in ([@.32]) for
t = 7, using Lemma [6.2] again. Indeed, fix @, then for Nj > 2Q), the sequence Sg (<I>Nk (7,0) (I N, uo Nk))
is bounded in Y”€ by C'A, and converges to SQ( (T,O)uo) in Y%¢ for all 0 < 0 < p. Here, the constant
C’ > 0 is given by Lemma 62l We deduce that So(®(7,0)ug) € Y and

1Sq (®(7,0)ug) lyee < C'A.
Next, passing to the limit ) — +oo, we deduce that ®(7,0)uy € Y7 and
|D (7, 0)ugl|yee < C'A.

Now, we can apply the results in Lemma [0.4] with the same A as in the previous step (remark that the
assumption ([@.22)) is now true for any o < p) which implies that (@.33]) holds for ¢ € [0, 27], and so on and
so forth.

Notice here that at each step the a priori bound does not get worse, because we only use the results in
Lemma to obtain the convergence of ||®y, (t,0)(TIy,uo,n,) — (2, O)UOHYP,é to 0, and then obtain the
estimates on the norm ||®(¢,0)ug||ye by passing to the limit in ([@32) (applying first Sg, passing to the
limit & — +o0o, then to the limit @ — +o00). A completely analogous argument holds for the negative
times t. g

10. QUASI-INVARIANCE OF THE MEASURES
10.1. Passing to the limit N — 400 in Proposition Recall that the measure v, is defined in (£3))
by

cos_2_ cos 2 (2t) ” ||p+1
th =€ G LPH(R) d,u().

In particular
vy < o and o K V.
The purpose of this section is to show the following result.

Proposition 10.1. For all t,t" € (=5, %),

B, ") ppo < po < P, ) 0.
More precisely, for all 0 < |t'| < [t| < § and all AC X,

vy (®(t',0)A) s f1<p<5
(10.1) v (®(t,0)A (s22) %

[ut,(cp(t',om)} cos(2¢") ifp>5
and W

[Vt(<1>(t o)A)] (&) ™ if1<p<5
(10.2) v (®(t,0)4) < ’ T

v (®(t,0)A) ifp>5.

We will need the following statement comparing ® (¢, to) and @y (¢, to) for small [t — o

Lemma 10.2. Let to,t € (=5, 5). Let p' > p and 0 < € < e which satisfy the assumptions of Proposi-
tion[9.3. There exists k,d > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that if we set

—K(T § .
;< cR™" (% — |to]) fl<p<b
cR™F ifp>5,

the following holds true: there exist C,8 > 0 such that for every R > 0, every R' > 0, every ug € Y7 such
that ||uollyee < R and ||ug|lypo < R, if [t —to] < 7, then

D (¢, to)uo — P (t, to)uo|lyee < CR'N™Y.
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Proof of Lemma[10.2 Recall the notation ug = e~ it=to)Hy ) First, we write

(I)(t, tQ)UQ = U(J; + v, &)N(t, t())UQ = U(J; + unN
with
v=K(), UN:SN(K(UN)),
where the operator K is defined in (8.2]). We deduce

(I)(t,tQ)UQ — &)N(t,t())UQ =V —UN = WN,

where
(10.3) (i0; + H)ywy = (1 — Sy) (F(ul) + ) + S (F(ul) +v) — F(ul + Syon)).
From (87), we know
/
(10.4) ”U”tiol,f + ”UN”tio/,r <2R
HF(U(J; + U)HLI((tmt);Hp’) <R.
We get

lwnllxp = < CRNTY +|[F(uf +v) = F(ug + Svon) 1 (.0:22)

From the Holder inequality we get easily
& po—
|F (ug +0) = F (ug + Snow )l @02 < O R Hlo —onlxo

where XtOO’T = L®(Iyy.+; L*) N LA(I}, ; L*). Then taking ¢ > 0 small enough and s > 0 large enough in the
definition of 7, and using the Strichartz estimate (5.2)) in (I0.3]) gives

lowlxg < CRN™ 4 Culxy . = lunllyy  <20RN.
Interpolation between this bound and ([[0.4]), we get that for all 0 < p < p’
lonllxg, < 2CR'N~'7)
which implies Lemma O

Proof of Proposition [I01l Let us prove for example (I0.2]) in the case 1 < p < 5. By the regularity properties
of the measures 14, it is enough to prove this result if the set A is closed. Now we assume that 0 <’ <t < .
Recall that our measures vy are seen as finite Borel measures on Y. Let ¥ (resp. ¢ = ®(¢,0)%) be the
set of full vy (resp. v¢) measure constructed in the previous section. Clearly, for all 0 <#' <t < Z,

+o00 “+oo
=003,  Ne=0tt)Ny, =), D=3 ==kt
=1 =1

and by Fatou’s Lemma, '
VB € ¥, I/t(B) = hm Vt(B N 2;)

1—+00
s

As a consequence, we can replace A by AN Y¢ (which is also closed). Let T < 7. From Section @.2]
we know that X% are closed in Y, and from Proposition the set X! is bounded in Y uniformly with

respect to ¢t € [0,7T] by
Cli+2+ (% — )",
Let p' > p, €’ < e sufficiently close to each other. Now from the large deviation bounds in Section [, if B, is
the ball of radius n in Y*¢', we have, for B € 3,
po(B) = po(BNY?) = lim puo(B N By),
k—+o00

and the same relation holds with pg replaced by 4. As a consequence, we can replace A by AN YN By,.
Dividing the interval [0,7] by a finite number P of intervals of size 7, applying (87]) we get that for any
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te[0,T7], (ID(t,O)(A n¥in Bk) is bounded in Y*¢ by MPik = Ci k. Hence we can assume that ®(t,0)A is
closed in Y?¢ and bounded in Y* ¢ uniformly with respect to t € [0,7]. Now, let 0 <t <t <T < 7. For
A €Y' we have

vy ((I)(t/, O)A) = Vt/( Ug @(t/, 0) (AN Bk)) = lim vy ((I)(t/, 0)(A N Bk)),

k——~4o00

thus
v (@(t,0)A) = vy (D(¢, 1)@, 0)A) >
>y < Ui @(t, ) ((2(t',0)A) N Bk)) > lim sup Vt<<I>(t, Y ((@(t,0)A) N Bk)).

k——+o00

As a consequence, it is enough to prove (I02) with A = ®(#,0)A replaced by Ay, = (®(t,0)A) N By, and
®(t, ')A replaced by ®(t,t')A. Notice that according to (87), since Ay, is bounded by k in Y*¢'| we know
that ®(t,t') A}, is bounded uniformly with respect to t € [0,7] in Y*¢ by the constant C; > 0.

We now proceed and prove ([I0.2]) by time increments |t — ¢/| < 7 as defined in Lemma [[0.2l Let ¢y > 0
and N > 1 large enough such that

CR'N™Y < .
From Lemma[l0. 2 between ¢’ and t'+7 we have, B, being the ball of radius ¢y in Y€, with A’,Z = d(t/, O)gk,
v (@t + 7, AL + Be,) = lim Dy (@ + 7, AL + Be,) > limsup ﬁNvt(CiN(t/ + 7, t')A}i),
N—+o0 N—+o00

where the first limit above is simply obtained by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. From (Z4.5])
combined with Remark [£3] we have

<fVVN7t(&)N(t/ + T, t/)Ag))
gN,t(&)N(t/ + 7, t,)Ag) ifp>5

/ 5-p
(cos(2(t +7)) ) 2
cos(2t’)

if1<p<5h

U (AL) < {

which implies , 5—p
(cos(2(t +T))) 2
cos(2t’)

(ut(q>(t’ +7,t)AY + Beo)> if1<p<5

(10.5) v(Af) = lim yp(Af) < ,
Vi (q)(t, + T, t/)AA?€ + Beo) if p 2 5.

N—+o0
We have
e{)iglo v (Ot +7,t) A}, + Bey) = (@t +7,t)AY),
and since ®(t' 4 7,t') A} is closed in Y, passing to the limit € — 0 in (I0.E) gives
(Cos(?(t/+7')) ) e

cos(2t’)

, v (B +7,t) AL )
vy (Ap) < ( ( k)
(@t + 7,t)AL) if p>5.
Applying this estimate between ¢’ and ¢ by increments smaller than 7 gives [I0.2]) for all 0 < |[¢/| < |t| < T.

Since T' < 7 is arbitrary, this proves (I0.2). The proof of (I0.I]) is similar. The proof of Proposition I0.1]is
therefore completed. O

if1<p<5h

10.2. Global existence for (INLS),): proof of Theorem [2.2. We are now ready to prove Theorem [22] in
the particular case qo = (0,1,1,0) (pq, = o). For this we use the inverse of the lens transform (Z7)-2.3).
From Proposition and Proposition [[0.J] we know that we can solve (8I]) for every initial data in the
set 3, the solution takes the form u = ®(¢,0)ug, and we have full pg—measure sets 3; = ®(¢,0)X. Applying
the inverse lens transform and (ZI0), we define the sets

Ss = U(s,0)8 = .2, (Sys))-

We now check that these sets are of full iy, —measure with qs = (s,1,1,0). Actually by (211l we have
tas (Ss) = to (D%t(s)b%(_sl)zt(s)) = po(Sys)) = 1.
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The first part of Theorem is just the fact that the lens transform conjugates the flows of (NLS)
and (NLSH,)), and the second part follows from Proposition and Lemma [A 1]

11. DECAY ESTIMATES AND SCATTERING

In this section we are going to exploit the quasi-invariance properties of the measures ®(t,0)4.1p to get
almost sure estimates for the evolution of the LP*! norms, and prove the scattering results in Theorem

11.1. Decay estimates. The first step is to prove the following estimates on our solutions on the harmonic
oscillator side, obtained in Proposition

Proposition 11.1. There exists a set 5 of full ug—measure such that for all ug € i there exists C' > 0
such that the global solution of (NLSHY)), given by ®(t,0)uo, satisfies

CllogrT (5 —[t])], Vte(-%.5), ifl<p<5

1 (¢, 0)uo|[Lr+r < ) o
C(1+1logz(1+1t])), VteR, ifp=5.
By applying the inverse lens transform @2.1), t € (=%, %) — s(t) € R using that
11
(1L.1) [£:(G)l|La = cosa 2 (20)|| G| L,

we can translate this result into

Corollary 11.2. There exists a set 5 of full po—measure such that for all ug € i, there exists C' > 0 such
that the global solution of (NLSy)), given by ¥(s,0)uo, satisfies for all s € R

O Utlog) VBT e 5
W (s, 0)uol|Lp+r < S .
Cﬁ pr 2 5.

For p > 5, Proposition M1 follows from (@.19) and the fact that the Y€ norm controls the LP*! norm.
For 1 < p < 5, the starting point is the following observation.

Lemma 11.3. Assume that 1 <p < 5. Let A >0 and
Ka={ueX°R) : |jullpps > A}
For any 0 < [t| <
p+1

1 _aptl
vo(®(t,0)"H(Kp)) < Ce™ w31,
Proof. The proof is straightforward. According to (I0.2)) with ¢ = 0 and A = ®(¢,0)~!(Ks) we have

p—5 5—p
_cos(2t) 2 p+1 > cos 2 (2t)
<

5-p
VO(A) < (Vt(ICA))COST(zt) _ (/ e ?”ullm’ﬂduo
Ka

p—5 5—p
_cos 2 (2t) Ap+1 cos(2t) 72 APt 5—p _ APt
< <€ T AP / du0> — ¢ pil (NO(ICA))cosT@t) <e pFL
Ka

which was the claim. O

Proof of Proposition [I1.1l We detail the case 1 < p <5 (the case p > 5 is similar). It is enough to consider
the case t > 0. Let M > 0 large enough, to be fixed later, and
.. L . .
AY ={u € En; [|Snullppr1 < Mlogr+(i+j)}.
As in the proof of Lemma [I1.3] we get

M+l

(11.2) vno(@n(t0) ™ (EN\AY)) < (4 ) 77T
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Then with 7 = (i + 7)™ as in (@4), define
AP =en(hr 07 AY), sy = () AR

and from (II2]), we get

ik _ ampt+1
v, N(EN\AR™) < (i +7) »i
therefore
i c Mt ROV Vi A
v N (EN\SY) < —(i+5)" 77T <C(i+j) 7.
T
Now let
Sk =1[)5¥,
j=1
and choose M > 0 large enough such that if v — Aﬁ: < —1, so that
“+oo
~. ampt1 mptl
vov(En\Sk) < C Y (i+4)" it < Ci e
j=0

Then from ([@9) we deduce
+1

o P y
von (Ex\(Siy N i) < CiH7™ it 4 Cemi®
We now claim that for any u € iﬁv N g}\,, we have
1

(11.3) 1@ (t, 0)ufl o < Mlogitt (i + 1+ (% 1)) 41
Indeed, for 0 <t < 7, let j > 2 be such that

T ™

te|——2(j—-1)7,——=2"7

[7-26-D77-2"],
which implies j < 1+ (Z —)7Y/7. With 7 = ¢(i + j)~7, we can find an integer [k| < [(3 — %)/T], and
71 € [0, 7] so that ¢t = kT 4+ 7 and thus since from the definition of vaj we have

1PN (T, 0)ul| fp+1 < Mlogﬁ(i +7) < Mlogﬁ (i+1+ (% - t)_l/y).

As a consequence ([[L3)) follows from (86l in Proposition
For integers ¢ > ig and N > 1, we now define the cylindrical sets

Sy = {ue X°(R) : Tx(u) € Si}.
Next, for i > ig, we set

: . . B : . ) B
S'={ue X"(R): EINk,kETOO Ny = +00,Juy, € Xy, N S}vk,kgrfoo SN un, — ullyee =0},

so that, as in (O.I8]),
L Pt .
vo(XOR)\(S' N D7) < i 4 e,
Therefore, combining the a priori bound (IL3) with (I2I) we get for all v € S N X

1 . 1, ™ —1/y
(¢, 0)ullzon < Mlog(i-+5) < Mlog#h (i+1+ (% — )71/,

Finally, define
+0o0o

= ®nsy,

i=1



46 NICOLAS BURQ AND LAURENT THOMANN

which is a set of full yg—measure (since vy and py have the same 0 measure sets), and this concludes the
proof of Proposition I1.11 O

11.2. Proof of Theorem We are now able to prove the following result which will imply Theorem 3]

Theorem 11.4. Assume that p > 3. Then the solutions to (NLSy)) constructed above scatter almost
surely when s — £oo. There exist €g,€1,m0,m > 0 and for pg—almost every initial data Uy, there exist
Wi € H?(R) such that

(11.4) |9 (s,0)Up — €% (Uy + Wi)llpeom < C(s)™™, s — oo,
and
(11.5) e~ %W (s,0)Up — (U + W) |lgeer @y < Cls)™™, 5 —> o0,

When p > 5, we can precise the result: for all § < %,
(11.6) 1% (5,0)U — €% Uy + W) || gs(my < Cls) ™™, s —> oo

p+1
For all 6 < m,

(11.7) ”\I/(S, O)Uo — eisag(Uo + W:I:)”’H‘S(]R) < C<S>_n0, § — Fo0.

Remark 11.5. Remark that since ”*% does not act on H, hence ([II4) and (ITE) are different.

Remark 11.6. Recall that Up is essentially L? (actually B ., see Section [B:2). Theorem IT.Al shows that
the scattering operators,

GiZUQI—)U()—i-Wi,

which associate to the initial data Uy the asymptotic profiles, are the sum of the identity and smoothing
operators, almost surely defined from 15’8700 to Ho.

In the following we give the argument in the particular case qo = (0,1,1,0), and thus g, = po. We refer
to Section [B.4l where we explain how to treat the case of a general Gaussian measure fiq, as it is stated in
Theorem [[T.4l We only treat the case s — 400 (the case s — —oo is similar). The first step is

Lemma 11.7. Let 3 < p < 5. There exist €g,n1 > 0 such that for po—almost every initial data ug, there
exists an asymptotic state vy € H such that the solution to (NLSH,|) satisfies

u= ®(t,0)uy = e Huyy 4 v,

where for all 0 <t < 7%

™ €
(11.8) [0(8) = o oy < O (5 — 1) o

f

Proof. In the sequel, we use the notation uy = e tH

ug. The function v satisfies

5

u(t) = —z'/o cosp%(28)e_i(t_s)HF(ug(s) + v(s))ds.

Let 0 = % — < % Let us show that there exists § > 0 such that

1
p+1
s

(11.9) /tZ cos¥(2s)HF(u£(s) + v(s)) HH,(,ds < C(% — 1),

this will imply that there exists v, € H~7(R) such that v — v; in H7?(R) when ¢t — 7, with the rate

m
[o(t) = vill,, -y < llo() —villar < C(5 =)
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By Sobolev, H?(R) C LPTL(R) and therefore by duality L%(R) C H™?(R). Thanks to Proposition [[T.1]
we compute for 0 <t < 7

jus

/t4 Cosg@s)HF(ug(s) +0(s)) ||,,—ods

IN

C/ cos’T (2s) Huo +v(s HLP+1

IN

C/ cos™T (2s) ‘logp+1 (Z —s)‘ds

< C/7r (= —s 7|log(z—s)|ds

(11.10) < (J(Z — )2 | log (Z — 1)),

where we used that p > 3. As a consequence we get (IL9]). Let us prove that for all k > 0, there exists
€ > 0 such that

(11.11) [o@) ler < C(% —t) "

By Sobolev, for § = p + p+1 - % > 0 if we choose p sufficiently close to %, we get, using (9.20]),

™ —
(11.12) [o@ s < Clo@lle < C(7 ~8) 7"

The estimate (ITII) then follows from an interpolation between (ITI2]) and Proposition [Tl
Now let € > 0 to be fixed later, and compute

C%/|Hg/2v(s)|2 = 2Jm/18 vHe
R

— 2cos’T (2s) Jm/ v(s))Hev

= 2cos’? 23Jm/H€/2 F(u (s) + (s )))M

< CcosT 2s) HF(uO s) +v(s) HWQ(,,H)/;,HUHWQPH-

From Proposition [(.2] we get that for any 1 < ¢1,¢2 < +00 such that 1/¢; + 1/g2 = 1/q,

H|u|p_1uHW6q < CHuHL(p a1 Hu||W€’q27

_p+

=1 4 p+1, andq—p—ﬂweget

hence, with the choices ¢ =

d . ™
- /R H /2v<s>|2§0(1— 5)F (||u0||m1+|| 40 ) (Il e + lollwerss ) [0lhwea.

By time integration, for 0 < t < /4, thanks to (ILII]), we get

t
s pP—o_g3
(11.13) lo()2e < [[vollZ +C’R/ (E -9 s < 0
0

provided k£ > 0 (and hence ¢ > 0) is small enough (depending only on p > 3).
The estimate (ILI3]) shows indeed that v; € H(R). Now, let 0 < 0 < 1, and set o(0) = —0/3+ (1 — 0)e,
then by interpolation

—0 0 LN
[o(®) = villzeo < o) = vellge’l0(t) = villys < C(5 = 1)

Next, choosing 6 = 0y — 01, with 0y = % and 0; < 6y. Then we set ¢y := o(f) = (% +¢€)0; > 0 and
1 :=06 — ey > 0 for 6; > 0 small enough, which implies (TT.8]). O
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Proof of Theorem[11.7] Now we need to come back to the NLS side. Denote by Uf(s,y) the solution
to (NLSy)), and by u = Z(U) the solution to (NLSH,). By Lemma I, there exists v; € H such
that v(t) = u(t) — e " ug — v, in H when t — /4, with the rate (ILS]). Observe that from (29
(11.14) .,Zg(s)( ZSB’J’U()) (& it(S)H’Uo.

Denote b}(f2I;V+ =iy, € H and let 0 < €; < €. By Lemma [A1] (ILI4) and (ZI0) we have, with
t(S) _ arcta2n s )

1U(s) = €% (wo + Wa) [wer - < C(F =)™ i) Us) = 2 (5% o + W) e
(11.15) < 0(% —1(5)) "o (t(s)) — e T/ DH ey
Then by (ILS)
(11.16) (% —1(5)) " o(t(s)) — vl < c(% —1(s))™ ~ ()™M, s — +oo.

Using the equation we have

H (1 o e—i(t(s)—ﬂ/4)H)U+|

i .
Hel==!\/2 e O ity < (7 = 6 ol

while on the other hand,

H (1 o e—i(ﬂ/4—t(s))H)U+|

per <2 [vgllpger
By interpolation this implies, choosing €; <

(11.17) (1 — e =/ DH Y, |

0—c1 ™ €1+
o < O —t(6) T el < (% = t(5) ™ o o,
for some 1y > 0. Putting the estimates (ILI6]) and (IT.I7) together with (IT.I5), we deduce that
1U(s) — % (Up + Wy )|l < Cls)™™, s = 400,

which is (IT4).
It remains to prove (ILH). According to Lemma [A ] and (II.14]), we have

||€_i88§110||’}-[77 < C<S>n||$—t(s)( ZSBE'UO)H’H’? = C<S>n||eit(8)HU0||Hw = C<S>n||UO||’H77-
Applying this estimate to vg = U(s) — ¢ (uo + W) gives (using ([I14)), with n = %min(eo, )
C(s)T|U (s) — €% (ug + Wy |Ja4n

“(
C/(s)"|U (s) = €% (g + W) [
C(s)"(s)™™ < C(8> ol

e~ % (s) — (ug + W) ||3n

IN NN

which proves Theorem when 3 < p < 5.
Let us now revisit the proof above when p > 5. From Proposition 0.3, ([@.20), with vy = v(%),
1 .
Vp< =, lim ||u(t) —e ™ uy—wv = lim ||v(¢) —
P 92’ e H ( ) 0 +H’Hp P H ( )

(Pl =0

which proves (ILG). On the other hand, as in (ITI0), and using Proposition [T1], we get

jus

o — vy llgo < /t cos"7" (25)|[[uf () + v(s) P (uf (5) + 0(5)) |50 ds < C(5 — n'e.

Interpolating between these two estimates gives

(p—3)6

|u(t) — e ™ ug — vy ||lys < C(% —t) 7, d=—00+(1-0)p,
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Taking p arbitrarily close to % and using o = % — gives

1

p+1
: ptlel

lu(t) — e Hug — vy [l < C(E —1)"% (2 —6)+e

where € > 0 can be taken arbitrarily small. We deduce that for any § < there exist n > 0 and C > 0

2(2p+1)
such that ' . 5
lu(t) — e Hug — vy |y < C(Z — )"
Applying the inverse of the lens transform and using Lemma [AT] gives (TI.7). O

11.3. Nonlinear evolution of measures and proof of Theorem [2.4l We first consider the particular
case qo = (0,1,1,0). Estimates (24]) and (23] are just consequences of (I0.I) and (I0.2)), and Lemma [A]
Let us prove for instance (2.0) in the case 1 < p < 5. The bound ([I0.2]) gives

( cos(2t(s)) ) 5

(11.18) Vi (B(H(s)), 0)A) < [ut(s) (@(t(s),O)A)} =3
Then, since t(s) = %11(25)7 we have

1
(11.19) cos(2t(s)) = cos(arctan(2s)) =

V14452
Next, by (Z.I0), we have %5 o ¥(s,0) = ®(t(s),0), therefore if we denote by ps = .,iﬂt(_sl)#l/t(s), from (TT.I8])
we obtain
(1+4(s’)2 ) 5"
po (U(s,0)4) < [p,(0(s5,0)4) | T
It remains to compute the measure p; = 9?;(_81)#’4&(5)- Let F : H¢(R) — R be a measurable function. We
compute

—@Iléﬁt o|Pt
/ F(v)dps(v) = / Fo)e 7 0w g (g2 0)
H(R) H<(R)
ggj+17p‘§i(2t( )
o D o2}

_ / F(v)e_ 1 v LPH(R)d(%(_Sl)#MO(U))
H<(R)

(1+45 )II ||p+1
— / F(U)e p+1 Lp+1(R)dluqs (U)7
H=(R)
where we used (ITI), (ITI9), and (ZII). Therefore
) ot

ps = Lyt =€ P Mt

hence the result.

The bound (2.0 is the result of Corollary [1.2] and the scattering results follow from Theorem [[T.4l In
order to treat the general case qg € Q, we refer to Section[B.4l The first part of Corollary 2.5 follows directly
from Theorem [2.4] while the second part is an application of Proposition

APPENDIX A. ACTION OF THE LENS TRANSFORM ON SOBOLEV SPACES
The next result shows that the mapping ., (defined in ([Z8)) is not continuous in H’ spaces.

Lemma A.1. Let 0 < |t| < w/4 and let u and U be related by
1 X izcztan(2t)
u(z) = 4U)(x) = U e 2
t cos%(2t) (COS(2t))
(1) There exists C > 0 such that for any 0 <o <1 and 0 < |t| < 7/4,
1T o my < Cllullye w), [(x)7ull 2@y < CIU |lge w)-
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(13) There exists C > 0 such that for any 0 < o <1 and 0 < |t| < 7/4,
o m —o
(A.1) 97Ul 2y < C(— =) Nulle @y, lullae@ < O = #)™7NU e @)-

The dependence in t of the constant in (A.I]) is optimal, hence when ¢ > 0 the term [|u|y ®) does not
control ||U /|30 ), uniformly in ¢ € [~ /4, /4].
This lemma is a corrected version of [I3] Lemma 10.2].

Proof. Firstly, we write

iy2 cos(2t) sin(2t)
2

Uly) = %(215) (ycos(2t))e
(i) We compute

iy2 cos(2t) sin(2t)

o,U(y) = cos? (2t) (&cu(y cos(2t)) + iy sin(2t)u(y COS(Zt))) ez

with a change of variables, we get
/ 0,U (y)|°dy < Ccos®(2t) / |0yu(y cos(2t))|*dy + C cos™(2t) sin®(2t) / y2|u(y cos(2t)) [*dy
R R R

~ Ceos(21) / 0u(x)2de + C sin?(2) / 22|u(z)2dz
R R
< Ol

which together with the relation ||U|| 2 = |lu||p2 yields the result for o = 1. The general result follows by
interpolation.
(74) A direct computation gives for t — /4

/|y|2"|U o) 2dy = cos=27 (21) /|<L~|20|u o)Pde ~ Ot~ T /|<L~|20|u )[2d,

and the estimate for U follows (including the optimality). The proof of the estimates for w is similar. [

APPENDIX B. SOME PROPERTIES OF THE GAUSSIAN MEASURES /g

B.1. A more precise description of the measures ;. In this Section, we prove a result which charac-
terizes the g as image measures by an explicit map.

Lemma B.1. For q=(s,a,[3,0) € Q, we define
» = (Yn(s,0) 0 My 0 Ag o 1p)e,.

Then the family (e})n>0 is the L?—eigenbasis of a twisted harmonic oscillator

Hy: = (Wn(s,0) o My o Agog)H (W (s,0) 0 My oAgo 7'9)_1
1448, o oo
(B.1) = Tz —————0; +4iBs(Bx — 0)0, + (Bx — 0)° + 2if°s

associated to the eigenvalues 2n + 1 (we have |le}||r2 = |af).

Proof. First we have TgHT_g = —02 + (x — 6)?, then

(B.Q) ABTQHT_QA% == —Fﬁg (ﬁ$ — 9)2
Next, in order to show that
_1+4p%?

(B.3) eis0z (AngHT_gA%)e_isag = " 9?4+ 4if?s20, + B (x2 + 21'3),

52
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we use the Fourier transform. Define Ff(£) = [, e7¢ f(z)dx. Then for f € .7(R),

. 02 . 02 s 2 2 So 2 4
f{ewaz (AﬁTeHT—eA%)e_waz }(5) =% (% — (i — 0)*) e f(€)
- [%2548252 — 2if%s — 4if%s€0; — B20F — 2iBO0; + 4B0sE + 92} 7(6)

1 4 4.2
— }‘[( _ +T§8
which implies (B.3), since the conjugaison by M, is trivial. O

02 + 4if?sa0, + (P — 0)° — 4ifiBs0, +2i6%5) £ (€),

Proposition B.2. For q = (s,a,3,0) € Q, the measure g defined in (Z3)) is the image of the probability
measure p on €2 by the map

Q — HR)
00 1

W — fya’:z)\—gn(w)eﬂl.
n=0""

Proof. Let q = (s,,3,0) € Q, and F : H ¢(R) — R be a measurable function. We compute

| Pdiaso® = [ PO (Win(s.0)0 Mo o Ag 0 m) ) 0)
H—<(R) He(R)
= / ) F((\I/lm(s, 0)oMyoAgo Tg)(v))d,uo(v)
H=E(R)

= /QF((\I/lm(s, 0) o MyoAgo Te)(’YW))dP(w)a

then using
(Wiin(s,0) 0 Mo 0 Ag o 10) (V) = Y3 ap0) = Vo »
we get the result. U

Remark B.3. Denote by '<I>lm(t, t') = e it—t)H the linear flow of the harmonic oscillator. Then using that
for all 7 € R, the r.v. e~ gn and g, have the same Gaussian distribution N¢(0,1)

(B.4) Dyin (L, ") # 110 = pio-
See also Section B.11

B.2. The measures /i, are supported on B . Recall that Hy is the twisted harmonic defined in (BI).

By Lemma Bl Hqep, = A2e; with A, = v/2n + 1.
For 57 > 0 denote by

I(j)={neN, 27 <\, <27t}

We have #1(j) ~ 2% when j — +o0o. Since the family (e}}),>0 forms a Hilbert basis of L?(R) (but with
ledllz2 = |a]), for o € R, any u € H?(R) can be decomposed

+00
(B.5) u= Z uj, with wu; = Z cned.
Jj=0 nel(j)

Then, following (B.IG), we can define the Besov space B3 . (R), using the dyadic decomposition (B.E), by
the norm

lullg ) = sup [|lull2r) < +oo.
’ j=0
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Observe that for every o € R, the norm ||u||y0 (g) is equivalent to the norm

“+oo

(372297 |20 y) .

j=0
Therefore, for € > 0, we have the embeddings
L*(R) C BY (R) C X°(R) C H“(R).
Proposition B.4. Let q € Q. The measure piq is supported on 5’8700(]1%), namely
11q (B3 o (R)) = 1.
Moreover, there exist ¢, Koy > 0 such that for all K > Ky,
na(u € X°R) : Jlullgg > K) < e~ K?

Proof. For j >0, we set & = span{e;,, n € I(j)}. We define the probability measure v; on &; via the map
Q — (“:j
w 1
w — 9= Z )\—gn(w)eﬁl.
nel(j) "
Let K > 0 and denote by
Bf ={u; €& : |lujllr2w) < K},
and
BY = {ue X°(R): [lullzg <K}
Then BX = ®;r:°8 BJf, so that

+o0o
(B.6) pq(B") = [ vi(Bf).
j=0

We now show that there exists ¢y > 0 such that
(B.7) vi(BE) > 1 — gm0 K7,

By definition
vi(uj € & llwjll 2wy > K)=p(weq: 1vill L2y > K).

2 g ’2 1 2
”’YJHLZ(R) = E : ;2 < 92j § gn s
nel(j) " nel(j)

We have

then by the Markov inequality (recall that the law of a complex normalised Gaussian r.v. is %e"x'zdaﬁ,
where dz is the 2—dimensional Lebesgue measure on C), for all ¢ > 0

p(weQ: Iyllee >K) < plwe: Y |gf >2YK?)
nel(f)
< e—t22jK2 H E[eﬂgn‘Q] — e—t22jK2(1 _ t)_#I(J)
nel(j)
< o= 2% (tK?+clog(1—t)) < e—co22jK2’

with the choice t = 1/2 and K > 0 large enough. This implies (B.7)). Finally, from (B.6) we get
+oo _
,uq(u S XO(R) : HUHBS > K) <1- H (1 _ 6—002231{2) < e—c1K27

J=0

which was the claim. O
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B.3. Singular measures: proof of Proposition 2.1l Let qo,q1 € Q. In the sequel, for simplicity
we shall assume that qo = (0,1,1,0) in such a way that Hy, = H (the general case is similar). Let
q1 = (s,a,3,6). Consider two sequences (g )n>0 and (¢,)n>0 of independent standard complex Gaussian
random variables N¢(0,1) and define the random variables

Voo (W, ) = Zgn en(z), g (w Z )\ el

Since (en)n>0 and (e /a),>o are Hilbert bases of L? (]R) the random series

+oo
D gn(@en Zf Jel (@
n=0

both define the same measure called the white noise measure. Recall the definition (Bl of Hy, then by
N ~1/2
application of aHy, '~ we deduce that

+00
Xqp (W, ) = aZgn(w)Hq_ll/zen(x) and g, (w, x) Z )\ el (z),
both define the same measure, which we denote by jiq,. Define
T = éH—WH;{?.
Then we have T'xq, = 7q,, Which in turn implies T g, = ftq,- Actually, for all measurable set A,
Ty pq,(A) = pq, (T7H(A)) = p(xg,' 0 T7H(A)) = P((T'xq,) ™ (A)) = p1g(A)-
By [6l, Theorem 6.3.2] the measures fiq, and j, are equivalent if and only if the map
K=TT* - I:H'R) - H'(R)
is Hilbert-Schmidt (here the adjoint is taken with respect to the H! scalar product). We compute Hq*1 =
H~'Hy, H, thus T* = %H*quf 2H'? s0 that
K=TT" 1=, 1’2H—1/2H;{2H—1H;{2H1/2 ~ I

The operator K : H!(R) — H!(R) is Hilbert-Schmidt if and only if ||K||gs < +oo where

+oo
IK|}s = |HPKHY?
n=0

2
e"HL2(R)
(recall that this norm does not depend on the choice of the Hilbert basis (e,)n>0 in L?(R)). We observe

that HY2KH1/? = WHWH VHy/? — I, then

1Klhs = o ZH (Ho2H Hyl*  aP)en| famy

1/2 1/2
(B.8) - \0442 (HPHVHy? — |0)?)2en, €n),

using that the operator qu/ *H- 'H, 1/ is self-adjoint on L?(R). We now claim that

(B.9) (<H3{2H—1H§{2 — |0*)2n, €n) g2 gy g2y —nosboe Ca1),

with C'(q1) > 0 for (|a|,s, 8) # (1,0,1). This will imply in this case that || K| gs = 400, and the measures 14,
and g, are mutually singular, reducing the study to qo = (0,1,1,0) and q; = (0,1, 1,6).
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We set h, = (2n 4+ 1)7!, 2 = 2/h,, and fh(z) = hy e 2 (z/v/hy). Then by Lemma Bl
(1+4p8%s%)
G
—1/4

Similarly, we define €,(z) = hy, '~ e,(2/v/hn), which is an L?—normalised solution of
(B.11) (=h20? 4+ 2% —1)e, = 0.

(B.10) h202 + 4iBs(Bz — /hnb)hn0: + (B2 — V/he8)? + w%hn] fim(2) = fi(2).

Let us now recall a little of semi-classical symbolic calculus adapted to the harmonic oscillator (we refer
o [39, 28] or to [37, Chapter 3] for a review of this theory). For k € R we define the symbol class

I'" = {a € C®(R*C); Vj,£ € N,3C > 0; [0fa(x,&)| < C(L+ ||+ |77

For a symbol a € T* and 0 < h < 1, we consider the semi-classical quantification

AMu(z) = Opp(a)u(z) := ﬁ -

e a2, )uly)dyde,
which, for any o € R, defines a family of uniformly bounded operators £(H*+7; H7),
Va €T%, 3C > 0; VA >0,  [|Opn(a)l piagrto ey < C-
For a € T'*', b € T*2, we have the symbolic calculus
Opp(a)Opp(b) = Opp(ab) + hOpp(c) + R, 3C > 0; VR >0, ||R|gprtopot2) < Ch?

with ¢ € T*1+k2=1 given by
C(Z7 g) = _iaﬁa(zv 5)8,2{)('27 g)

As a consequence we get

+0pn(a), Opn (8)

Opi(a)Opp(b) — Opp(b)Opp(a)
= Oph (65(1(2, g)azb(zv 5) - 85()(2, g)aza(z, f))
(B.12) = Opn({a,b}),

where
{a,b}(2,€) = Dcalz, €)0:b(2,€) — Oeb(z,§)za(z,§) € T
is the Poisson bracket of a and b. Coming back to (B10) we have M ‘ﬁ"hn = Opp,, (Mg, b, ) and
Ophn (mq17hn)fhn = fhn’
with
(14 484s?)
(2, = L)

Similarly, we define m(z,¢) := €2+ 22 and M" := Opy,, (m) = —h20? + 22. By a change of variables we have

€2 — 4Bs(Bz — VhO)E + (Bz — VhO)? + 2ish.

1/2 _ 1/2
(B13) ((Hol"H Hy[* = |0*)en, €n) 2z r2m) =

2~ ~
(((MC];;T: )1/2(Mhn) (M;Ll’j )1/2 o |Oz|2) &, en

= (OPn((may p/m = 1) "0, 8n) Ly o) + On)nostoo

) 12 (R)x L2(R)

where we used the symbolic calculus. To understand the limit when n — +oco of

(Opn((mgy h /0 — !a\2))25m5n)L2(R)xL2(R>’

let us recall (see e.g. [11])
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Lemma B.5 (Semi-classical measures). For any bounded sequence u, € L*(R), and any sequence (h,) such
that h, > 0 and h, — 0, there exist subsequences (up, ,hyn,) and a Radon measure p on R? such that for
any a € T, compactly supported in (z,€)

kEI-ir-loo (Ophnk (a)unk ) unk)Lz (R)xL2(R) — (1, a).

Let us apply this procedure to the couples (€,,hy). Using (BII)) which implies that for |z| > 1, €, is
exponentially decaying and for [¢| > 1, its Fourier transform F(€,) is also exponentially decaying. It is easy
to check that the following properties hold true:

e The convergence actually holds for any a € T'* (dropping the compact support assumption and
allowing polynomial growth of a).
e The measure i has total mass 1.

We will now prove that the measure p is the Liouville measure on the circle {(z,&); 22 4+ ¢2 = 1}. We have

0— <Ophkn (@)@, , (—h2 0%+ 22 — 1)57%) - ((—h%n@f +22 = 1)Opy,, (a)Enk,Enk) .

L2(R)x L2(R) L2(R)x L2(R)

Then, a direct computation gives
(—hin@f + 22— 1)Ophkn (a) = Op,,, ((52 + 22— 1)(1) — 2ih, Opp,, , (£0,a) — hinOphkn (afa),
and therefore by (B.IIl), we deduce that
((_hinaz + 22 - 1)Ophkn (a)gnk7€nk)L2(R)XL2(R) — <:u’7 (52 + 22 - 1)a>'
As a consequence, the measure p is supported in the circle {(z,€); 2%+ &2 = 1}. On the other hand, by
(B12) and Lemma B
1

O:h_k

32 92, 2 ~ =
([( hio, 0% + 2% = 1), Opn, (@) e, enk>L2(R)><L2(R)
_ 2 2 5~ 5 2 2
= (0P (2 + € al)enstnn) o+ O] — ({2 4 €,0)).
Denoting by
Im = 280, — 220
the Hamiltonian vector field of the symbol m(z, &) = 22 + €2 — 1, we get

Va €T, (Jmp,a) = {p, In(a)) =, {p,a}) =0,

which implies that the measure satisfies J,,u = 0. Summarizing, we proved

e The measure i has total mass 1.

e The measure y is supported on the circle {m(z,&) = 1} = {(z,£); 22 + & =1}

e The measure p is invariant by the flow of the vector field .J,,.
We deduce that the measure p is the (uniform) Liouville measure on the circle, which we denote by dL.
Remark finally that since the limit measure p is unique (the Liouville measure), the extraction process in
the construction of the measure was unnecessary (if it is possible to extract converging subsequences and if
for all such converging subsequences the limit is the same, then the initial sequence was already converging
to the unique possible limit measure).

From the previous considerations, we deduce

(B.14) (Oph((mqhhn/m - ‘0"2))2gn=gn)L2(R)xL2(R)
2

(1+4B4s2)£2 — 482526 + 3222
& —|a?| dL == C(q1) >0

7 224¢£2=1 [ m(zaé)

Notice that C(qq1) > 0 for any (s, ||, ) # (0,1, 1), simply because we integrate on (0,27) a continuous non
negative function which is not identically 0. This proves (B.9)).
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We now study the action of the translations. We still assume that qo = (0,1,1,0) and we set q; =
(0,1,1,0). We will prove that

hn hn hn 2~ ~
(B.15) (g, )2 (M, )Y = al) 8, E0) a2y ~ 2hn0
which by (BI3) (recall that h, = (2n + 1)~!) will imply
1/2 1/2 0*
(B.lﬁ) ((qu/ H™ lH / ’a‘2) 6"76")L2(R)XL2(R) ~ z’
By the semi-classical calculus, we have
(M VY2 = Opn, (my)3, ) + O(hn) = Op, (mY/? = \/hyfzm™2) + O(h,)

thus

(M, Y20 (M Y21 = —23/1, 80y, (zm ") + O(hy),
hence )

(Mg, )27y, )2 = 1)7 = 48 62Opy, (22m™%) + O()?).

As a consequence, when n — +o0o
22dL

hn  \1/2( 7 rhn ha —
(Mg, )2 (M)~ (M, —1y m?(2,§)

1/2 2\2>  ~ 2
a1 b ql,hn) /2 - |af ) emen)LZ(R)XLZ(R) ~  Ahyt /{m(zg)

~  2h,0?,

which implies (B.15). As a consequence, the series (B.8)) diverges, which implies that the measures qq and q;
are singular.

B.4. From pg to pg. In this section we show how Theorem and Theorem [2.4] for u imply the same
results for pq the set of all parameters g € Q. The proof is in two steps. First we pass from qo = (0,1,1,0)
(i.e. piqo = po) to q1 = (0,a,3,0). This first step is harmless as the parameter 6 is just a translation
in space, the parameter « is just an homothety, and [ is a scaling parameter. Hence this transformation
amounts just to perform the following changes

e We change the harmonic oscillator H = —§2 + x2, for another harmonic oscillator (see (B.2))
1
Hy=—%5 07 + (Br —0)*.

e We change the lens transform from (Z7)), [2.8) to another lens transform
u(t,z) == L (U)(t,x).

e We change the law of our random variables (L.2) to
1 —
QBwH’Yf{’zZA—gn(w)e%, g =Pog
n=0""

where now (e}}),>0 is the L?—eigenbasis of eigenfunctions (with ||e}||z2 = |a|) of our new harmonic
oscillator Hy, see Lemma [B.1]
This first step is harmless as modulo these simple changes, the proof is the same word by word. Once this
step is achieved, it remains to study the action of the time translation €509 and pass from qo = (0, «, 3, 6)

to q = (s0,,3,6). We are going to take benefit from the time translation invariance of (NLS) and use that
. . e .. . 5002 ~
if U solves (NLS) with initial data distributed according to jiq = e;io Y 110,0,8,0, then U(s,y) = U(s — s9,y)

; 2
solves also (]NE;_D with data at so distributed according to pq = e;ioay Ho,q,8,0- However, from Step 1, we
know that for all data in Sy (which is of full pg,—measure), we can solve globally (NLS)|), and the set
Sso = ¥(50,0)(Sp) is of full ug—measure. As a consequence, we can solve globally for all data at s = sg in
the set Sg,. The estimates in Theorem and Theorem 24 for sy # 0 follow from this argument and the
estimates for sg = 0.
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APPENDIX C. ON THE LIOUVILLE THEOREM

Let us recall that the flow of a vector field with vanishing divergence preserves the Lebesgue measure.
Though it is often tought in the context of time independent vector fields (mis)leading to believe that it
only true in this context, this assumption is unnecessary and we can allow time dependent vector fields as
shown by the classical proof. See e.g. also [5, Theorem 9.9 p. 529].

Let us denote by ¢(t, o) the solution of the ODE

&= X(t,z(t)), z(0) = zp.

Let us denote by ¥(t) the map zg — ¢(t, z¢). It is well known that (for small time, and we shall see for all
times) this map is a O diffeomorphism and that the family of differentials dW¥(t) satisfies the ODE

a
dt

and consequently using the chain trule and the fact that the differential of the determinant at A is

dqj(t)go(t,mo) = dX(t, (,D(t, JEO))d\II(t)ap(t,xo)a

B +— det(A)Tr(A™!B),

we get
d 4 d
a(det(dxlf(t)@(m))) = det (AW (t) (1 z0) Tr(dW(t) (mo)ad‘l’(t)w(tvxo)))
= det (AW (1) (1) TH(AP(t) )dX(t o(t,20))dY (t) p(t.20)))
= det (dV(t)p(t,20)Tr(dX (£, 0(t, 20))))
= det(d\P(t)@(t,xo)dlv(X)(t,cp(t,xo))) =0.

Hence the Jacobian of the change of variables is constant along the integral curves. At time ¢t = 0 the change
of variable is the identity. Hence the Jacobian is identically equal to 1.

APPENDIX D. WEIGHTED ESTIMATES ON HERMITE FUNCTIONS

Recall that the family (e, ),>0 denotes the Hermite functions. The purpose of this section is to prove the
following result.

Proposition D.1. Let v < i. Then there exists C' > 0 such that for any eigenfunction of the harmonic
oscillator satisfies

_1_
(D.1) < ClogT(A)An .

€n
R
In order to prove Proposition[D.1] we first need some technical results. Define the function E for (z,y, «) €

R x R x [0, 1] by
xy, Za en
n>0

Then we have an explicit formula for F.

Lemma D.2 ([I3] Lemma A.5]). For all (x,y,a) € R x R x [0, 1]

—«a (x 2 a (x—y)?
1 o 1 (z+y)? 1+al y)).

D.2 E = - —

We will also need the following expansions
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Lemma D.3. Let 0 < e < 1/2, then we have

1

(1—2?) —3 = Zan 0 with |an| < C(14n)"2

n>0
(1—z)” anzn with |b,| < C(1 +n)?
n>0
(1+4x) Z ™, with |c,| < C(1 +n)~0F9),
n>0
Proof of Lemma[D.3 Indeed,
11 3 on — 1 (2n)!
=G X T ) g
1 I'(n+e)
bn:ﬁﬁx(e—"l)xx(e—i—n—l)zm
-1 n—1 —1) 11" _
cn:%ex(1—e)><~'><(n—1—e):e( n)' FET—:
and the estimates follow from the Stirling formula.
We are now able to prove Proposition [D.1l
Proof of Proposition [D.1. Denote by
Ha80) = [ Blawa)Bee f)el " ds
R
= Y @ [ e @l
n,m>0 R
Then using (D.2)), we get with € = % — 27,
1—ap —e
as8,) = fo(1 — ) 31— )3 (290 )™
(,8,9) = do(1 = )21 = ) (=)

with dp =7~ [ e™2" ly| =7 dy. We deduce

(1—a?)~ %14—:17 Zdna: dy, = Z apCq,

n>0 pF+q=n
with
|dn| < Z apCp—p + Z apCp—p < Cn~2

n n
1<p< b 5 <p<n
which implies

/efl(:n)egn(:n)|$|_47d:n:50 Z dpbyd,.
R

pt+q=n
r+q=m

Therefore,

/R en(@)|a| e =00 > dbg+60 D> diby < Clog(n)n!

ptg=n ptg=n
0<p<3 F<p<n

which (recall that A2 = (2n + 1)) is Proposition [D.11
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APPENDIX E. PROOF OF THE EMBEDDING By, C Bl
Recall the definitions of Section In this section we prove

Lemma E.1. Then for any 1 < p,q < 400, and any p > 0,
p p
B4 C By
with continuous injection.

Proof. Recall that the Fourier multiplier D, is defined by the formula F(D,u)(§) = [{|F(u)(§) for f €
Z'(R). Let x; € C§°(R) be as in BI2) and set A; = x(27/D,) and Ay = x(27*VH). We write

00 "
Ajf = AjAf.

k=0
In this sum, we distinguish two contributions from {k < j — 3} and {k > j — 2} respectively. To study
the first contribution, let us just recall that for any x € C§°(R), the operator x(hvH) is an h—pseudo-
differential operator with symbol in I' (recall the notations of Section [B.3), and its (formal) symbol a is
supported in {(x,&); Va2 + &2 € supp x}. As a consequence, if x € 080(5,2), then x(277D,)x(27*VH)
is, for k < j — 3, a pseudo-differential operator with vanishing (formal) symbol, hence gaining any number
of derivatives and any power of |z|. We deduce

VN >0, 3C > 0; Vj, Yk <j =3, [[x(27Do)x(2 VH)|| 51y < C277F.

As a consequence,
j—3
1> AALf]| o < N2 £ o
k=0
To study the contribution of the second term, we just use that x(277D,) is bounded on LP with uniform
bound with respect to j, and

(E.1) 127P A Z Apfllr < C Z 2= (=002 A f | 1o

k>j—2 k>j—2

According to Schur lemma, the convolution by 21 ¢<—2 is bounded on ¢, and ¢°, and hence by interpolation
on ¢4. This implies

1127285 > At < CH|’2kp5kaLPHzg ;
E>j—2 !
which together with (E.I]) enables to complete the proof. O
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