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DYNAMICS OF QUINTIC NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS IN
fIQ/SJr (T)

JOACKIM BERNIER, BENOIT GREBERT, AND TRISTAN ROBERT

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we succeed in integrating Strichartz estimates (encoding the dispersive
effects of the equations) in Birkhoff normal form techniques. As a consequence, we deduce a result
on the long time behavior of quintic NLS solutions on the circle for small but very irregular initial
data (in H*(T) for s > 2/5). Note that since 2/5 < 1 we cannot claim conservation of energy and,
more importantly, since 2/5 < 1/2, we must dispense with the algebra property of H®. This is
the first dynamical result where we use the dispersive properties of NLS in a context of Birkhoff
normal form.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Schematically, the Birkhoff normal form method consists of a first algebraic step where we
transform the Hamiltonian of the PDE on a space of functions depending only on the space
variable, and then of a second dynamic step where we deduce a long time behavior of the solutions
of this PDE. In most of the results using this approach, the first step essentially involves multilinear
estimates based on algebraic properties of the function space used, here the Sobolev space on the
d-dimensional torus H*(T%), and in this case a minimal regularity is required, here s > d/2. In
this paper, we develop a new approach: we use dispersion properties already in the first step. The
time oscillatory nature of the solutions, encoded in the Strichartz estimates, allows us to improve
the multilinear estimates (essentially by lowering the regularity) and to propagate them.

As a result, combining normal form techniques and dispersive techniques, we are able to specify
the dynamics of the quintic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) in H*(T) with s < 1/2, i.e.
we can get rid of the algebra property so useful for non-linear equations. The proof is based on
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a normal form result without regularity, i.e. in L2, inspired by [Bou04b] appendix 7 (see also
[CKO12] and section 1.2).

1.1. Main results and comments. To clarify our point we will focus on an example, the quintic
NLS on the circle, but with two different linear perturbations:

e quintic NLS on the circle with a multiplicative potential

(NLS) iOu = —0%u+ Wu + olul*u, z€T:=R/27Z, t €R,
e quintic NLS on the circle with a convolution potential
(NLS*) i0u = —02u+V xu+olulu, €T:=R/21Z, t € R,

where, in both cases, 0 = +1 allows considering both the focusing and the defocusing cases and
the potentials W,V € H?(T) (6 > 0 will be specified later) will be chosen to avoid resonances
issues.

Before considering the long time behavior of the solutions, we recall that according to Bourgain
[Bou93|, (NLS), with W = 0, is locally well posed in H*(T) for s > 0 and according to Li-Wu-
Xu (see [LWX11]) it is globally well posed in H*(T) for s > 2/5. In section 6 we extend these
results for both (NLS) and (NLS*) to obtain the following (the Bourgain spaces X** are defined
in section 6 below).

Proposition 1.1. Let s > . We assume that V € L*(T;R), W € H*(T;R). Then there exists
Bs > 1 such that the following holds. For any initial datum uy € H*(T) with® |lug|gs < 1 there

5,2+ 5,24 . Lo
S Veloc (resp. u € X—§2+W10c) with initial data
u(0) = wp to (NLS*) (resp. to (NLS)) provided that ||ug|gs < 1 in the focusing case o < 0.

Moreover, we have the growth estimate
(1) lu(®)llms Ss () luollms, ¢ €R.

We stress out that although this result is not surprising for specialists, it requires many gener-
alizations of multilinear estimates in the I-method of the first and second generation. Moreover,
due to homogeneity problems, the convolutional and multiplicative cases must be considered dif-
ferently. We refer the reader to the introduction of section 6 for a general presentation of the
method, and to appendices A and B for the technical details.

exists a unique global mild solution u € X

To state our dynamical results, which are the core of this work, we need to define the concept
of strongly-non-resonant frequencies:

Definition 1.2. Being given o > 0 and T C 7, we say that a family of frequencies w € RY
is strongly-non-resonant if there exist a,p > 0 such that for all ¢ > 1, m € (Z*)? satisfying
my+---+my =0, hy, - ,hg €L all distinct, it satisfies

q
’ ]z; mjwhj ‘ Z p(2 11’§Il]1£1q<hj>) - eXp(a|m‘1)

where |m|y = |my| + - -+ |myl.
Here, we only consider small initial data since this is the regime we are interested in to perform a Birkhoff

normal form transformation. But the same global well-posedness result holds for large data in the defocusing case
o> 0.
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The reader used to the non-resonance conditions for PDEs may be surprised by our definition:
the estimate seems quite weak since, in the right-hand side, the exponent decreases exponentially
with the length of the linear combination of frequencies considered. We are more used to a
polynomial decay. However, one must keep in mind that here the control is done with respect to
the smallest index of the frequencies involved whereas, more classically, it is done with respect
to the largest index (weak non-resonance) or with respect to the third largest (condition used in
[BGO6]). This type of condition was already used in [BG21| but quantified in a less precise way.
It is this additional precision in the exponent that will allow us to optimize the procedure and
reach exponential times.

1.1.1. Results with a convolution potential.

Theorem 1.3. Let V € L®(T;C) be a potential whose Fourier coefficients?, Vj, j € Z, are real.
If the frequencies w;j = G2+ (271')_1/21/} are strongly-non-resonant according to Definition 1.2, then
the solutions of (NLS*) enjoy the following property.
For all s > 2/5 and v > 0, there exists g9 € (0;1] and p > 0 such that, if u®) € H*(T) is a
function satisfying

€= Hu(O)HHs < &g,
then the global solution v € C°(R; H*(T)) of (NLS*) with initial condition u(0) = u(®) provided
by Proposition 6.1 satisfies, for all k € Z and all t € R,

lo

[t < e HERCE = [Jug(t)]® — [uk(0)[?] < €57
where uy, = (2m) Y2 [Lu(z)e"*2dz.

The next proposition states that, by randomizing the Fourier coefficient of V', with a reasonable
law (we choose Gaussian law, but other choices are possible), the strong non-resonance condition
is almost surely satisfied.

Proposition 1.4. Let s, > 0 and VINISY) € D/(T; C) be the random potential defined by
(2) VONLS) () — ZXk<k>fs*eikx7
kEZ
where Xy ~ N(0,1) are normalized independent real Gaussian random variables. For k € 7, let
w,(CNLS*) =k + (27r)_1/2Vk(NLS*) be the frequencies of (NLS*).
Then, almost surely, the frequencies w™N2S") of (NLS*) are strongly-non-resonant.

Remark 1.5. The constant p in Theorem 1.3 depends only on the potential V' through the param-
eter a (the exponent in Definition 1.2). Moreover, in Proposition 1.4, the parameter o depends
only on the potential V' though its reqularity s..

We postpone to section 1.1.3 the comments about Theorem 1.3.

1.1.2. Results with a multiplicative potential. Our result concerning (NLS) is a bit more compli-
cated to state, essentially due to spectral complications: —d2 + V* diagonalizes in the Fourier
basis but —02 + W diagonalizes in its own Hilbert basis. To simplify the presentation, we will
focus on the Dirichlet problem, and refer to [BG21] to explain why the result is more compli-
cated (but reachable) in the periodic case. We assume W to be even, so that we can identify the
Dirichlet condition with a symmetry condition on the solution of the periodic problem: we are

2defined by V; := (2m) /2 Jp V(z)e ¥ da
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interested in solutions of (NLS) that satisfy u(z) = —u(—=x) for almost any « € T. This definition
of the Dirichlet problem still makes sense in low regularity, v € H® with s < 1/2. First, we need
some results about the Dirichlet spectrum of the Sturm-Liouville operator. Given a potential
W € L?(T), we still denote by W its restriction on [0, 7].

Proposition 1.6 (Thm 7 page 43 of [PT87]). For all W € L?(0,7;R), there exist an increas-
ing sequence of real numbers (A\n)n>1 and a Hilbertian basis (fy)n>1 of L*(0,m;R), composed of
functions f, € H?> N H}, such that for allm > 1 we have fn(0) = fn(7) =0 and

(3) —0% fu(@) + W(2) fulz) = Aufulz), Vo€ (0,m).
Now we can state our result for (NLS):

Theorem 1.7. Let W € H*(T;R) be a real valued even potential, (A\n)n>1 be the increasing
sequence of eigenvalues of the Sturm-—Liouville operator —02 + Wi(0,x] with homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions and (fy)n>1 be the associated eigenfunctions (see Prop 1.6). If the frequencies
w = (An)n>1 are strongly-non-resonant according to Definition 1.2, then the solutions of (NLS)
enjoy the following property.
For all s > 2/5 and v > 0, there exists g € (0;1] and p > 0 such that, if u'® € H*(T) is an odd
function satisfying

e = u®]gs < eo,
then the global solution v € C°(R; H*(T)) of (NLS) with initial condition u(0) = u9) provided by
Proposition 6.3 satisfies, for all k > 1 and all t € R,

loge ™1
[t < e MBI — | fug ()] — [ur(0)2] < 5
where up = [ u(x) fi(z)dz
Proposition 1.8. Let s, > 3/2 and VNS ¢ LQ(T'R) be the even random potential defined by
(4) Vv (NLS)( ZXk * cos(kx),
k>1
where Xj ~ N(0,1) are normalized independent real Gaussian random variables. For k > 1, let

wliNLS) := M\ be the k-th smallest eigenvalue of the Sturm-Liouville operator —92 + VNLS) yith,

homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions on [0, ] (see Proposition 1.6).
Then there exists a constant n > 0 such that, almost surely, provided that |[VN"S)||g, < n, the
frequencies wNY) are strongly-non-resonant.

Remark 1.9. e Remark 1.5 also holds in the case of Theorem 1.7 and Proposition 1.8.
e The constant n is universal: it does not depend on s..
e In Proposition 1.8, the average of the potential is equal to 0 (i.e. VO(NLS) =0). Neverthe-

less, this assumption is not restrictive. Indeed, due to the condition mq +---+mgz = 0
in Definition 1.2, if the frequencies associated with an even potential V- € L*°(T;R) are
strongly-non-resonant then the frequencies associated with V + v are also strongly-non-
resonant for all v € R.

1.1.3. Comments on both results.

e Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.7 give a control on all the Fourier modes, but the time during
which we have this control depends on the index of the considered mode: the higher this
index is (high mode) the less the time is. The result is mostly interesting for the low
modes: in that case we have a control during exponentially long time in the spirit of some
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Nekhoroshev results recently obtained (see |[BG22, BMP20, FG13]). In fact, for the very
high modes, the time becoming very short, the result is rather the consequence of the
well-posed character of the equation in H® (see section 3.1).

e In fact, if we would focus only on the low modes (concretely 2|k| < e™V*s¥; see section
3.2), we would not have to assume u(0) to be small in H* norm but only in L? norm (i.e.
u(0) € H® with ||u(0)] 72 < 1). The reason being that we develop the normal form in L2

e The Strichartz estimate ([Bou93|)

4 , log N
5 itA (6 dzdt) /¢ < C————
(5) ([ e ttdnan) ® < (exp O 0l
assuming suppp C [—N,---, NJ, is used to initiate the Birkhoff normal form procedure

(see the sketch of proof below). This is actually one of the reasons why we have to truncate
to a finite number of modes from the very beginning.

e As said above, the results are consequences of Birkhoff normal forms in H%" (or more
precisely in L? with a logarithmic loss in terms of the order of the Fourier truncation).
The assumption on the regularity of the initial datum, u(0) € H®, is used to have a control
on the remainder term generated by the truncation to a finite number of modes of the
nonlinear term. Unfortunately, we are not able to control such remainder for solutions
that belong only in L2.

e Once we assume u(0) € H®, we need to control u(t) € H*. This a priori control of u(t) for
t large is a by-product of the argument used to globalize solutions in Li-Wu-Xu [LWX11]:
using the I-method, their argument implies, in the case V =W = 0, that ||u(t)| growths
at most polynomially in time. In section 6 we extend this result to V' # 0 in (NLS*) and
to W # 0 in (NLS).

e It is very likely that we could prove the same result for the cubic NLS

i = —02u+ Vu+ |u’u, €T

which is globally well-posed in L? [Bou93]. Nevertheless, our method would require to
deal with solutions at least in H'/% (to ensure the Sobolev embedding H® C L? used to
control the error term coming from the Fourier truncation). To get a dynamic result even
in L? more work is needed, but it seems conceivable...

e In this paper, we really use the regularizing effect of the integration in time, since we
crucially use the Strichartz estimate (5). But we transform this effect in a structural
property on Ps(u) = % [ |uldz (see (6)). So we do not work in space-time (Fourier-
Lebesgue spaces) but only in space. It is likely that by working on our normal forms
directly in Bourgain spaces, and thus in space-time, the results would improve and in any
case be more intrinsic. Nevertheless, the normal forms as we know them at the moment
do not take into account the time variable, so it would be a non-trivial conceptual jump.

1.1.4. Related literature. Initiated by Bourgain |[Bou96|, and refined by Bambusi [Bam03] and
Bambusi-Grébert [BG06|, the Birkhoff normal form method has been widely used in the last
decades to show, in its non-resonant version, stability over long times [Bou96, BG06, BDGS07,
GIP09, Del12, BD17, BEG20, BMP20, FI121, BFM22, BMM22]. However, all these results have a
major flaw, they only concern very regular solutions (in H® for s > 1). The numerical simulations
of Cohen-Hairer-Lubich (|[CHL08a, CHLO8b|) rather suggest that stability over long times is not
related to the regularity of solutions. On the other hand, and at the same time, the dispersive
PDE community has developed a lot of ingeniousness, based on linear (Strichartz) and multilinear
estimates, to demonstrate the local well-posedness for less and less regular initial data. By working
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in space-time spaces to use the regularizing effect of the integration in time and by working in a
neighborhood of the linear solutions (Bourgain space), one finally succeeds in showing the well-
posedness in Sobolev spaces H® with s very small, even s = 0 [Bou93|, for the cubic 1d-NLS; in
any case below s = d/2 (d being the spatial dimension, which in this paper will always be d = 1).
In this kind of space the nonlinear analysis becomes very delicate since the multiplication of two
functions is not a stable operation anymore. Dispersive properties have been first used in the
context of the whole space R? (see [Klai84, Sha85]) but then extended in the periodic case by
Bourgain [Bou93| and more generally in a compact manifold [BGT04]. For a general overview,
one could consult the book by Tao [Tao06] or the book by Erdogan-Tzirakis [ET16].

Recently (in [BG21, BGR21, Abou22|) we proved Birkhoff normal form results in the energy space
(H! for NLS) leading to a control of the low actions of the equation. In [BG22] we succeeded to
control also the H* norm but only for NLS (in any dimension, s > d/2) with specific convolutional
potentials.

1.2. Sketch of proof.

1.2.1. General strategy. Let us first briefly recall the general strategy of the Birkhoff normal form
(see [Bam07] or [Gré07] for a more detailed introduction to Birkhoff normal forms for Hamiltonian
PDEs). We begin with the Hamiltonian formulation of (NLS*) (in this section we focus on the
convolution version of NLS which is a bit simpler). Identifying a function with the sequence of its
Fourier coefficients L2(T) 3 u = (up)nez where u, := (21)~V/2 [Lu(z)e™@dx, (NLS*) reads

z‘@tuk = VH(u)k
where the Hamiltonian function of (NLS*) is given by

H(u) = Zs(u) + Ps(u),

Zo(u) = ZwklukIQ

keZ
and

1 1
6 -
Ps(u) = 5 |u|®dz = G g Upy Ukoy Ukey Uy Ugy Uy -
T ki1+ko+ks=~£1+£2+£3

To a monomial ug, - - - ug, g, - Tg, (¢ > 3) we associate the small divisor
Ak, L) = wp, + +wp, —wg, — - —we, #0.

Given v > 0, by solving a so-called cohomological equation, we can remove any monomials with
|2k, €)| > v replacing it by a higher order term. So, for a given r > 3, we formally construct a
change a variable 7 such that

Hort=7Z.4+ R,

where Z, contains only monomials for which |Q(k,¢)] < ~ (i.e. 7-resonant monomials in the
sense of (15))and R, is of order r: R,(u) = O(u"). We prove in section 3 that such ~-resonant
polynomial Z, will not modify® the dynamics of the low actions (the precise meaning of "low"
depending on the value of 7). On the other hand, R, is small in the sense that it has a high order,
but the precise meaning of this smallness will depend a lot on the topology in which we perform
the normal form.

3see in particular the beginning of the optimization procedure, section 3.5.
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1.2.2. BNF in Fuclidean topology. Here the idea is to perform the normal form step without any
regularity, i.e. in L2. For that purpose, we use a strategy inspired by [Bou04b| appendix 7.
As explained above, we will need to truncate the nonlinear term to a finite number of modes.
So we shall consider polynomials depending only on a finite number of complex variables wu,,
n € M = [-M,M] (i.e. polynomials defined on the space of the trigonometric polynomials of
degree smaller than or equal to M > 1). The principal difficulty lies in the choice of the norm

(let us call it || - ||¢) that we can put on polynomials P homogeneous of degree 2¢ in order to have
an estimate on its gradient of the form

IVP@W)|| < ClIPllellul*~,
with C independent of M or at most with a logarithmic dependency and ||-|| denotes the canonical

Euclidean norm on CM (i.e. the L? norm of the associated trigonometric polynomial up to the
usual Fourier identification). Because we work in Euclidean topology, we have that

IVP(w)| < 24||P||.g, |ul ",

where P € L4 is the 2¢-linear map that we can naturally associate with the homogeneous
polynomials of degree 2¢q. Furthermore, a standard result (due to S. Banach (1937)) says that
I1Pllzey == sup |P(u)] = |[Plloo-
l[ull ,2=1
So the good norm could be || - ||«. But this norm is not controlled from the beginning (for Fs),
and furthermore we cannot propagate such a control by Poisson brackets (which is necessary to
implement a Birkhoff normal form). The idea, inspired by Bourgain, consists in considering the
level sets of P according to Q) (k,£) = k2 +--- + k:g — - - ﬁg, the small divisor associated
to the integer part of wy, = k2 4 V;. We define (see section 2.1 for a more intrinsic definition)

1Pl = ilélz\lﬂalm (u)l[oo, and [[Pllg =: sup(a)|[Tla| P](u)]|oc

a€Z

where, given a polynomial
P(u) = Z Proug, - - - U, g, - - Tg,
it+otkg=01++L,

we define
| P|(u) = > | Pro e|u, - - - uk, e, - - - Ta,
i+ thg=€1++£g
(the so-called modulus of P) and*

HaP(u) = Z Pklukl ce uqu&. . .T&Z.
ki+etkg=L1++Lg
k4 +k2—L3——li=a
It is important to notice that, solving the cohomological equation, we transform a polynomial
controlled by || - ||+ to polynomials controlled by || - || (this is a consequence of Lemma 2.7).
With these two topologies on homogeneous polynomials we prove in Lemma 2.9 that ||Plle <
5log(2gM?)| P||«, which implies the desired estimate on |V P(u)]||, and in Proposition 2.11 that

I{P, Q} ||+ < 40qq’ log(2¢'M?)||P|.#||Q

€

4Take care that in section 2.1 we have a more general definition of this projection, see (11).
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which is perfect to implement the Birkhoff normal form procedure (up to an unessential log M
loss).

Remark 1.10. The use of restrictions to level sets of the resonance function in multilinear esti-
mates is also reminiscent of the estimates used in performing Poincaré-Dulac normal forms; see
e.g. |BIT11, KO12, GKO13| and the abstract framework highlighted in [Kil9]|. These estimates
are essentially just another facet of the multilinear estimates in Bourgain spaces, as was recently
pointed out in [COS23| (in the case of R? instead of T¢).

1.2.3. End of the proof. For the first step of normal form, we have to prove that FPs can be
controlled by || - ||,» and this is a simple consequence of the Strichartz estimate (5) which leads
to (see section 3.3)

(6) 1P| e < (expC

where PG(M) is the restriction of Ps to the modes whose indices are in [—M, M]. At some point
we have to take into account this truncation, i.e. we have to control the remainder term

ITLpr (V Po(u) — VP ()| 2

where ITj; denotes the projection on the modes whose indices are in [—M, M] (note that P6(M) =
Psollps). Unfortunately, we were not able to estimate such quantity for solutions that only belong
to L2. For solutions in H*, s > 2/5, this follows by using the Sobolev embedding H* C L'°, which
leads to (see section 3.4)

1T (V Ps() = VP ()| 2 < M- ul,
with a(s) > 0 for s > 2/5. Then it suffices to control the growth of the H*® norm of the solution,
||u(t)|| mrs, and this follows from the argument in [LWX11| for s > 2/5 when V = 0, a result that

we extend to non-vanishing V' in section 6. The last, but not least, step is to optimize the set of
parameters as a function of € as it is usual to obtain an exponential time (see section 3.5).

1.3. Acknowledgments. During the preparation of this work the authors benefited from the
support of the Centre Henri Lebesgue ANR-11-LABX-0020-0 and J.B. was also supported by the
region "Pays de la Loire" through the project "MasCan". T.R. was partially supported by the
ANR project Smooth ANR-22-CE40-0017. J.B. and B.G. were partially supported by the ANR
project KEN ANR-22-CE40-0016.

2. A BIRKHOFF NORMAL FORM THEOREM IN EUCLIDEAN SPACES

2.1. Functional setting. Let M be a finite set. We endow CM with its canonical Euclidean
structure
Vu,v € CM, (u,v) =R Z w g, |ul)® = (u,u),
keM

and with its canonical symplectic form (i-, -).

Being given two smooth real valued functions P,Q : CM — R, their Poisson bracket is defined
by

{P,Q}(u) = (iVP(u), VQ(u)).

In order to compute the gradients, it is useful to recall the usual formula

Vke M, (VP(u))y =205 P(u) = 2(Opy, P(u) + i0sy, P(u))
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of which we deduce, as usual, the formula

(7) {P.Q}w) =2i Y 9P (1), Q(u) — Dy P(1) Iz Q).
keM
Note that this formula also makes sense if P, Q) are complex-valued.
2.1.1. Polynomials. Being given two real vector spaces, a map P : E — F is called homogeneous
polynomial of degree d if there exists a d-R-linear symmetric map L : (E)? — F such that

P(u) = L(u,--- ,u). Note that L is unique. In order to estimate these polynomials, we recall the
following useful proposition:

Proposition 2.1 (Prop 1 page 61 of [BS71]). Let E be a real Hilbert space, F be a real Banach
space, P : E — F be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d and L be the associated d-linear
symmetric map. Then we have

[Plloc := sup [[P(u)llr = sup L™, )|,
lulls<1 el <1 @ <1

Corollary 2.2. As a consequence, if P is real valued (i.e. F = R) we deduce that for all u,v € E,
IVP )5 < d|Plollullp ' and  [[AVP(u)()l|z < d(d = V)| PlloolullG 0]l -

Being given ¢ > 1, we denote by Pﬁé/gq the set of the K valued homogeneous polynomial of
degree 2¢q which commute with the Euclidean norm, i.e.

Pﬁf‘zq = {P :CM — K | P is a R—homogeneous polynomial of degree 2¢ and {P, | - ||*} = O}.
Note that the polynomials P € 73(/:\/12(1 are exactly those admitting a decomposition of the form
P(u) = Z Preoug, .. Uk, Upy - Ug,
k,tc M4
with Py p € C satisfying the symmetry condition
Vo,0 € &y,  Pykoe = Pre-

Moreover thanks to the symmetry condition, this decomposition is unique. Furthermore, if P €
PH% g 18 real-valued, its coefficients satisfy the reality condition

Pe = Pre-
Of course, as stated in the following lemma, thanks to the Jacobi identity, this class of Hamiltonian
is stable by Poisson bracket.
Lemma 2.3. Let K € {R,C}, q,¢ > 1, P € Pﬂé\éq and @ € Pﬂé/gq, be two R-homogeneous

polynomials commuting with the Euclidean norm, then {P,Q} € PHQAQ(
polynomial commuting with the Euclidean norm.

a+q—1) ¥ also a homogeneous

2.1.2. Hamiltonian flows. We recall that a smooth map ¥ : CM — CM is symplectic if its
derivative preserves the canonical symplectic form, i.e.

Vu,v,w € CM, (GdW(u)(v), dW(u)(w)) = (iv, w).

In the following proposition, we give some of the properties enjoyed by Hamiltonian flows generated
by real valued homogeneous polynomials commuting with the Euclidean norm.
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Proposition 2.4. Let ¢ > 2 and x € 73]{{‘2(1. Then the flow @; of the equation
(8) i0u = Vx(u)
1s smooth and global. Moreover, it enjoys the following properties:
e preservation of the Fuclidean norm:
VteR,Vu e CM, DL (u)]| = [ull.
e it is close to the identity:
2¢—1
vt € R,Vu e CM, || (u) — ul| < 2q[¢][x ool

e it is symplectic: for allt € R, <I>§< s symplectic.
e its differential is under control:

(9) Vi e R, Vu,v € CM, (APl (u)(v)]] < exp(dq®txocllul2) ]

Proof. The local well-posedness of the equation (8) follows directly from the Cauchy—Lipschitz
theorem. The preservation of the Euclidean norm comes directly from the commutation between
x and || -]|?. This conserved quantity provides directly the global well-posedness of (8). Since (8)
is Hamiltonian, it is well-known that its flow is symplectic.

Integrating (8), thanks to Corollary 2.2, we get

t
% 0 —ull = | [ Ix@unar] < 2alle /[ o IECIP 7 = 2gll ol

Differentiating (8), we have
0,40 (u) (1) = AV (P, () (AP, () (0)).
Moreover, thanks to Corollary 2.2, we have
1AV X (@ () (D% (w)(0))]| < 4¢%|[x[loo ]| *721(APS () *(v) |

and so, by Gronwall’s lemma, we get (9). O

2.1.3. Modulus. Following [Nik86, BGO6|, being given P € P(/C\jtgq, we define its modulus |P| €
P&q by
|PI(w) = Y [Prel g, ... uk,Tg ... Tg,.
ke Ma
Of course, thanks to the triangle inequality, it is clear that ||Pllcc < ||[P]]lco. Furthermore, we
have the following useful lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let ¢ > 1 and cxe € C be some coefficients, with k,£ € M4. If P ¢ P(é\,/lzq 1s the
polynomial defined by

P(u) = Z Ch0Uky - - - Uk, Ugy - - - g,
ke M4

then, for all u € CM, we have

ILPI@) < > lenellun, - - un, e - Tz,
ke M4



DYNAMICS OF QUINTIC NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS IN H2/5" (T) 11

Proof. Indeed, since the coefficients of P are given by
Pre=(q)" ) Cokot
¢7J€6q
then, by the triangle inequality, we have

PI@l=| S @) S conoelun, o, -7z,

ke Ma $,0€G,

<@ D cokoeltn, - ur, g - g, |

¢,0€64 k,Le M4

= Z |ck.e|(¢)) 72 Z ’uk¢1—1"'uk¢;1ueal—1"'uea—l‘

k,LeMa $,0€6, ¢

= Z |Ck7g||uk1...ukquigl...uigq.
k. Le M4

Moreover, we also have the following useful bilinear estimate.

Lemma 2.6. Let ¢, > 1, P € P&q and @Q € P&q, be two R-homogeneous polynomials com-
muting with the Euclidean norm, then {P,Q} enjoys the following estimate:

IL{P, @} lloo < 844 || PTlloolI @1 lloo-
Proof. Thanks to the formula (7), setting ¢ = ¢+ ¢’ — 1, the polynomial {P, Q}, writes

{P,Q}(u) = Z Clo,0Uky - - - Uk, Uty - - - U,

k.ecmd”

with
Ckl = 2iq Z Pklv"'ak’qyelv"':gq—la]'lef"7kq—1»j7'elv'”7£q - Pklf"7kq—1»j7£17"'7£qQk17”':kq»‘elv"'7£q—1:j'
JEM
Therefore, thanks to Lemma 2.5, we have
H_{PvQ}—‘ (u)’ < Z ‘Ck,eHukl .- 'ukq//T&"'ueq//"
k,Le Ma"”

From now on, without loss of generality, we only consider vectors u € (R, )™ with real non-
negative components. Then applying the triangle inequality on the expansion of cg ¢, we get (on
(R)™M)
{P,QY <2 95| P10u, Q] + 0u, | P10 Q1.
JEM
Since all these partial derivatives are non-negative, applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we
get (on (R1)™)
{P,Q} <2 ) 9y, [P + 05| P10y, Q1 + 071Q1)
JjeEM
— 29, |LP] + 95 P, 110y Q1 + 9 QU

Finally, noticing that
(V([Pljgm))j = Ou; | P] + 05| P
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and applying Corollary 2.2, we get that, for all u € (R )M,

(P, Q1 (w) < 2] V(LPTm) @)V (LQ pa) ()| < 8¢¢/ul*T [[LP ool QT lloc-
O

2.1.4. Frequencies and spectral projectors. Being given a vector of frequencies with real coefficients
w € RM, we define the quadratic Hamiltonian

1
(10) Zgw = 5 Z wk|uk|2.
keM

The following lemma describes the action of adz, , := {Z2,, -} on P(é‘jé , (it follows from a straight-
forward calculation).

Lemma 2.7. For all ¢ > 1, adg, , is an endomorphism on P&q which is diagonal is the basis of
the monomials, i.e.

{Z2w, Uk, - - - up g, - g} = i(Whey + -+ Wy — Wey — c — We, ) Uy - - Uk, gy - - - Ug,
with u € CM and k, £ € M?.
For all a € R and ¢ > 1, we define
(11) Iy P&q — Ker(adz, , — iald)

as the spectral projector on the eigenspace of adg, , associated with the eigenvalue ia. More
concretely, Il , is also defined through the formula

I, o P(u) := Z Proup, - . . U, g, - .. Ug,.
Wy T Wy —Wey = —We, =0

Thanks to these projectors, as stated in the following, the Poisson bracket can be seen as a kind
of convolution.

Lemma 2.8. Letq,¢ > 1, P € P&q and x € 7;(/:\/12(1/ then for all a € R, we have

Hw,a{P7X} = Z {Hw,bPa Hw,CX}'
b+c=a

Proof. Decomposing P and x as a sum of eigenvectors of adz, , and then expanding the Poisson
bracket, we get

{Px}t = {Tlup P, T ex}-
b,ceR

As a consequence, it is enough to see that {Il, P, Il, X} is an eigenvector of adz, , associated
with the eigenvalue i(b 4 ¢). Applying the Jacobi identity, we have

{ZQ,w’ {Hw,bPa Hw,cX}} = _{Hw,ch {ZQ,me,bP}} - {Hw,bpv {Hw,CX7 Z2,w}}
= _ib{Hw,c)O Hw,bP} + iC{Hw,bPu Hw,CX} - l(b + C){Hw,bp, Hw,cX}'



DYNAMICS OF QUINTIC NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS IN H2/5" (T) 13

2.1.5. Spectral norms. Being given a vector of frequencies with integer coefficients w® € ZM, we
define the two following norms

1Pl (i) = sup || [IL,o) o Plllc  and |
a€Z

@ (W) —SUP< M0 o Ploo

w g

for all P € P& o+ Tirst, we note, in the following lemma, that the norm || -[| ;) is weaker than
the norm |[[-][loc and that the norm | - [, controls the norm |[[-][|oc up to a logarithmic loss

Lemma 2.9. Let P € P&q, q > 1, and w® € ZM\ {0} be a vector of frequencies with integer
coefficients. Then we have

1Py < ILPoo < 5qla@ ol Pllpoy and [Pl < 510g(2g1w |oo) 1Pl ()-
where |w®]o = max;jecpm \wj(z)]

Proof. First, we note that the projectors II )
have

. commute with the modulus [-]. Therefore, we

= 0, P]
a€Z

As a consequence, since, if u € (R; )M, we have II
that [|P|| o) < [LPT]leo-
Then, we note that if |a| > 2¢|w® |, then I, o[ P] = 0. As a consequence, we get directly

| P](u) > 0, for all a € Z, we get directly

w(®) q

that ||| P]]leo < 5q\w(i)\oo||Pij(w<i)). Moreover, in the same way, we have

IPllse S IPlgwiny D, (@)™ < [IPllygum) (3 + 21og(2qlw®|0)).
la|<2¢|w® |0

Finally, since |w(i)|oo > 1 and 2log2 > 1, we get the second estimate. (|

Remark 2.10. The logarithmic loss coming from the control of the || - [oo norm by the || - [l )
norm is different from that coming from the Strichartz estimate (5), and is rather comparable to

the logarithmic difference between X%% and C(R; H®). This loss should be avoided by refining the
choice of topology on P(évéq, in particular the norm controlling the dependence in a for l,u) ,P.

The following proposition provides a very useful refinement of the bilinear estimate given by
Lemma 2.6.

Proposition 2.11. Let w® € ZM\ {0} be a vector of frequencies with integer coefficients, q,q >
1, Pe P&q and x € 73((/:\’/‘2(1,, then {P, x} enjoys the following bilinear estimate :
(12) I{P, X3l e tin) < 40 ¢4’ 108(2¢' |9 [o0) | Pl (o) 1 Xl oty
Proof. First, applying Lemma 2.8, we have
Mo AP XY= > {Tue P T,0 )

b+c=a
le]<2¢’|w®] oo
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the second condition coming from the fact that if |¢| > 2¢'|w? | then I, x = 0. Then applying
the triangle inequality and the bilinear estimate of Lemma (2.6), it comes

|| LHw(i),a{Pv X}-I HOO < Z || I_{Hw(i),bp7 Hw(i),cX}—| ||OO

b+c=a
lc] <2¢'|w(® | oo

<8¢¢ Y Pl Mo Qs

b+c=a
le|<2¢'|w | oo

oo Y, (o7

le]<2¢/|w® |oo

< 84q || Pll sy lIx

Estimating this last sum as in Lemma 2.9, we get the estimate we aimed at proving (12).

2.2. Birkhoff normal form.
Theorem 2.12. Let H : CM — R be a polynomial of the form
H=25,+P,

where w € RM is a vector of frequencies with real coefficients, Za ., € Pﬁ’g 1s the quadratic diagonal
polynomial given by (10), and P € 77]1/{1210 1s a real valued homogeneous polynomial of degree 2p > 4
commuting with the Euclidean norm.
Let w® e ZM\ {0} be a vector of frequencies with integer coefficients and w') € RM be the
vector of frequencies with real coefficients such that
w=w® 4,
For allm>p—1 and all v € (0,1), setting

2p—2

i
Ep 1= _ ,
<A By 5w o) | Pl sy 10g<!w(”!oo>>

where A > 1 is a universal constant and B, > 1 depends only on p, there exists a symplectomor-

phism 7 : CM — CM such that H o7~ is analytic on the ball B(0,&,) with an analytic expansion
of the form

(14) Hor'=Zy,+) QW

Jjzp

(13)

where Q1) ¢ 73]1@42]- s a real-valued homogeneous polynomial of degree 25 commuting with the
Euclidean norm such that:

o for j <r, Q¥ is y-resonant, i.e.

(15) Wiy + Wy —wey — e —we | >y = Qgi):O;
o for all j > p, Q) enjoys the estimate

(16) QP |y < &7 2P| Pl spputiry-

Moreover, the symplectomorphism T enjoys the three following properties:

e it preserves the Buclidean norm, i.c. ||7(u)| = ||jul| for all u € CM;
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e it is close to the identity, i.e.

||\ 2p—2
a7) e = e —ul < (P77

r

e its differential enjoys the following estimate

u||\ 2p—2
(18) Ju <& = YoeCM, |dr(u))| < exp ((||6||) P )H?}H
Remark 2.13. Note that the convergence of the entire series (14) on B(0,e,) is ensured by
estimate (16) and Lemma 2.9.

Proof of Theorem 2.12. We proceed by induction on r > p—1. First, we note that the initialization
is trivial. It is enough to choose 7 = Id. Now, we assume that the theorem holds at the step r
and we aim at proving it at the step » + 1. The object we are going to design at the step r + 1
will be identified by a subscript # (e.g. 7% will be the change of variable at the step 7 + 1 while 7
denotes the change of variables at the step r).

> Step 1 : the new variables. Let x € Pﬂ%rﬁ be the polynomial defined by

(2r42)
Xk = W if |Qu(k,8)| >~ and Xke =0 else,
where
Q(k,£) = wp, + -+ Wpyy —Wey, — - — W,y
Thanks to Lemma 2.7, it is clear that
(19) QU2 .= Qr+2) 4 £y Zyw} is v —resonant (see (15)),
because it satisfies
(20) QU =0 if k. 0) >~ and QP =QF else.

According to Proposition 2.4, let <I>§< the Hamiltonian flow generated by x. We define the new
change of variable by

= <I>>1< oT.
Its properties will be studied in the last step of the proof. In order to have Poisson bracket
estimates, for the moment, let us estimate ||x ¢(wtiy- First, we note that if | (K, £)| > v then

g
(21) 9001 2 gy Ot (0 0)

Indeed,
e cither (Q_ i (k,£)) < 8(r + 1)(Jw)|o) and so (21) is trivial
o or (O (k, £)) > 8(r + 1){|w)|) and so®
Q0 (K, )] > 19,0 (k, €)] — [Q) (K, £)] >
1
<Qw<i) (k’e» + Z<Qw(i) (k,E)

.
Q0 (K, £)) = S0 (D) (Q (K, £)).

Q0 (K, £)) = [Q,01) (K, £)]

~ N | —

= 2(r + 1)(jwle0)

Y

IV
N N N

Snote that for the last estimate we have used the assumption v < 1.
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Finally, as a consequence of (21) and the induction hypothesis (16), x enjoys the estimate

i <8+ D7 {0 Plo) QP 0
< 8(r + Dy H(|w o) | Pll s otiner 2177,

(22)
Therefore, defining
8(r + 1)(|w')

(23) Nr4+1 = ([ 7

as a consequence of Proposition 2.11, we get that for all ¢ > 1 and all Q € P, R o)

_ 2
166 @ o < o2 P 1@y
Therefore, noticing that (provided that A is chosen large enough)

’ooq [40(1" + 1) log(2(r + 1)|w(i)|oo)} ||P||<}f(w(i)))2pl?’

—(2p—2 —1 -9 —(2p—
(24) 77r.£1p ) S Bp lr 267’ (2p 2)7
we get
q —p) _—(2p— _
(25) 16 @ oy < w58 T e C2Q| oy = &7 1@l (w0
Byr Bp

> Step 2 : the new expansion (algebra). We recall that by definition of ® t, if K:CM 5 Risa
smooth function then for all ¢ € R and v € CM, we have

0K (D" () = {x, K} (u)).

6

Therefore, doing a Taylor expansion®, we get
o1 N ad” . dN+1 )
— _ X —
Hoo (7)™ (u) = 30 S (H 077 + gy Zaat) + R )

n=0
with

1
RWM) (u) ::/0 (1_Nf)Nad§[H(H or ! — Zg,w)(q);t(u))dt

+ /1 wadfvﬁzw(qrt(u)) dt.
o (N+1)8 X X

Recalling that the analytic expansion of H o 77! is given by (14), if ||u| < &, we have’

N+1 n
ad
Ho ()™ u) =) —*Zau(u +ZZ XQQJ )+ RO (w).
n=0 7>p n=0 n!

Recalling that, by definition, x solves the cohomological equation (19) we have
N+1 adn 1

Ho (Tﬁ>—1(u) _ ZQW + Z 2r+2)7ti - Q(?r—i—? + ZZ XQ(Q] + R(N)( )

j>p n=0

= Z(u +ZZ QP () + R (u)

7>p n=0

6at the order N + 1 >3 for Zz,, 0 (I);t and at the order N for (H o - Z,,) 0 <I>;t.

Tsince the series (14) is analytic, we can permute sums and derivatives (here Poisson brackets) inside the domain

of convergence.
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where Q31 ¢ Pﬂé}jlzr+2 is defined by

1
n+1

Note that, by definition of Q"+ (see (20)), it is clear that

iz 20, 110% pimy < 10 |-

Then, ordering the terms by degrees, we get
Ho () (u) = Zow(u) + 3 K@M(w) + RV (u)

1 Q@r+2):t,

n+1

Q (24,n) Q(?] if ] % r+1 and Q(2r+2,n) _ (1 - )Q(2r+2)

jzp

where K&N) ¢ P{{‘Qj is given by
. qr
(25,N) _ 8% o@kn)
j=nr+k
n<N
Then, as usual, we also define its limit as
@) . pe2300) _ ady (okmn)

(27) QWY = K =y - O

j=nr+k ’

Of course, it can be easily checked that this definition is consistent with (19) if j = r+1 and that
(28) QWM = QR if j<r

As a consequence, Q) is y-resonant for j <7+ 1 (see (15)).
Then, assuming for one instant that the series S Q®/)#(u) converges if ||u|| < €41, we have
proven that

Ho (%) (u) = Zaw(u) + Y QB (u) + ) (KN — QR (u) + RN (u).

Jjzp Jjzp

Therefore, it remains to prove that ||Q(/)f|| Ay < Er__zgj ) (which will imply the convergence

of the series) and that the last two go to zero as N goes to +o00.
> Step 3 : control of ||Q37): ti”]f . First, we note that thanks to the relations (20) and (28),

since &, > €,41, it is enough to estlmate Q%) ’ﬁH%(w@)) when j > r+2.
Recalling that Q29 is given by (27), by the triangle inequality, we have

. ad?
(29) QP sy < D Hﬁ@ak’")ﬂmwm)-

j=nr+k
Applying then the estimate (25) and the induction hypothesis (16), we get

| B(k+1) (G —r -2
QP iy < D )nv ( )(BpTQ) & 1Pl ooy
j=nr+k '

] _ r P _9
< D BT (T+ 1) e 1Pl o).
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Then, using the estimate C~7 ;" < e "n"(log(C))™", C > 1, we get

‘|Q(2j)’ﬁ|’%(w(i>) ro\ 5T n"(eByr)™" N " /p-1\"
. < N St AP | 14+ = £ -
—2j N <7"+1> +; n! <0g( +T)) < 5 >

1 1Pl s winy

Sincer >p>1,7>r+2and n > 1, we use the three following useful estimates:

j r4+1
r < r < 6_17 n"e " < nl, log (1 + 1) log(2 )’
r+1 r+1 r
to get
Q294 ® 5 —1\"
|| ij (w ) <e p—l + ZBp—n(log(Q))—n <p> s e p51 < ].
7 APl o) n>1 g Bpree

and so || Q) ’ﬁ||%;(w(¢>) < ETE{HPH%ﬂ(w(i)) provided that B, is chosen large enough.
> Step 4 : limit N — 4o00. First, we note that by definition of K»Y) (see (26)) if j < Nr then
K@iN) = Q)8 As a consequence, by Lemma 2.9, if ||u| < &,41, we have

SO (REN) - QeI )] < 5Dl 37 FIKCN) = QU o ul¥.
Jjzp j>rN

But applying the triangle inequality, we have
. . ady
k,
1K@ — QR oy < ) HFQ o] )
j=nr+k ’
and so thanks to the estimate proved at the previous step (see (29)), we get
N) i —(
[ D EEN — QU )] < 5w el Pl oty D derit lull¥ — 0.
jzp jzrN

Now, it only remains to prove that RZV) (u) goes to 0 as N goes to +oo. First, we note that
using as previously the cohomological equation, the remainder term rewrites

(™) PN G N 23N gt
RWM)(u) = A > adlt@; (@3 (u))dt,
Tg>p
where Q,g?j ) e PH%T 4o i defined by
1—1t
n

1=t gera,

QM =Q®) i jAr+1, and QT = (1 QP 4

Note that as previously, we have ||Q§2J )

Euclidean norm, we have

2k,N+1 T
B (w) I<ZOS%%HN+1> QN D)o+ 107

|ty < ||Q(2j)||t%p(w(¢>). Then, since @ * preserves the

adN+1 ) )
= > swp A QP EIINED 2
o<t<1 (N + 1)1 *

JZ2(N+1)r+p "='=

(2k, i
< Z Z s ||*@t " oo ]| 2.

i >(N+1)r+pj= m“-i-k
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Then applying Lemma 2.9 to control the || - ||ooc norm and proceeding as we did for the other
remainder term®, we deduce that RN (u) goes to 0 as N goes to +oo.
> Step 5 : properties of 8. First, we note that, by composition, it is clear that 7% is a symplecto-
morphism which preserves the Euclidean norm.

Now, recalling the estimate (22) of [|x||¢ () and the definition (23) of 7,41 and applying the
last estimate of Lemma 2.9, we get

—(2p—2) — _
20 + 1)[|x|lo < 7, (P D201,

Therefore, as previously, provided that A > 1 is large enough (see (24)), we have
(30) 2(r + 1)lxlloc < Byt 26

r

As a consequence, by Proposition 2.4, we have
_ oy, o llully 2
@3 () = ull < B2 ()l
Er
Since @} 1 preserves the Euclidean norm, applying the triangle inequality and the induction hy-
pothesis (17), provided that ||u| < e,, we get
17 () = ]l < (@3 (w) = D ()| + (|3 (u) — u

Juul 22 oy
< (50" Tl + B2 ()l
Ep Er

Y —1,-2 ( Il >2p*2
< 1+ B —_— .
< ()P0 B ()T
Since, provided that B, > 1 is large enough, we have (Hil)s(l + Bp_lr_z) < 1, we deduce that
|78 (u) — u| is close to the identity.

Finally, it only remains to control d7(u). Applying the estimate (9) of Proposition 2.4, for all
v € CM, we have

2

- (30) [l \2
1 < 2 2r < s
42 ) @) < exp (402l ) ol < e (- (2™ ) el

Therefore, thanks to the induction hypothesis (18), if ||ul| < &,, we get

- - 2 luf]\2r
o)) < exp (L1 )
Jar = @)l < esp (07 4 5 (20 ol
" \5 R 1| 2p—2)

< —— ) (1+2B — .

<exp ()"0 +28, ) )l
Again, provided that B, > 1 is large enough, we have (%)5(1 + 2Bp_17‘_1) <1 forall r > p, so
we get the expected estimate on ||d7=!(u)(v)]|. O

2.3. Dynamical corollary.

Definition 2.14 ((k,r,7) non-resonance). Being given k € M, r > 1 and v > 0, a vector of
frequencies w € RM is (k,r,~) non-resonant if for all ¢ < r and all Q € Pﬂ/{‘zq,
Q is y-resonant (see (15)) = Q commutes with |ug|?® (i.e. {Q,|ug|*} =0).

8note that we have the same estimates as for the term in (29) (the bound are uniform with respect to ¢ € [0,1]).



20 JOACKIM BERNIER, BENOIT GREBERT, AND TRISTAN ROBERT

Corollary 2.15. In the setting of the result of Theorem 2.12, if k € M is an index such that the
frequencies w are (k,r,7) non-resonant and v € C1([0,T]; CM) is the solution of an equation of

the form
(31) iOpu(t) = VH (u(t)) + g(t),
with g € CO([0,T); CM), and if it satisfies the bound
Er
§ := |[ul|poc o,y := sup lu(t)|| < o
0<t<T

then we have
k(T = [ur(0)*] S & P26 + || Pl| 1y iy [0 000”2, T + 8| gl Lo (0,19 T

~

Remark 2.16. The first error term, 5;(2p72)52p, is due to the difference between the change of
variable and the identity. The second error term, HPH%(UJ@))\w(i)lood%"“e;%, controls the growth
of the remainder term in the new variables (that is why it is of high order 62" *2). Finally, the
third error term 6l|g|| o, T is just due to the presence of the source term g.

Proof of Corollary 2.15. Let v = 7(u). By composition, since 7 is a symplectomorphism, we have
10w = idr(u)(—iVH (u) —ig(t)) = V(H o 7 1) (v) — id7(u)(ig)
and thus
Oclow|? = {H o 77, [un|*} — 2R(xlidr () (ig(1)]x).

Now, note that since 7 preserves the Euclidean norm, we also have

3
lollzeory =6 < -

Therefore, on the one hand, thanks to the estimate (18) on d7(u), we have
[R(oxlidr () (ig)]k)| < llvlllldr (w)(ig)|| < del|g]].

On the other hand, since the frequencies w are (k,r,7) non-resonant and Q%) is v-resonant for
J < (see (15)), we have

[ o % P} = | S2(QW, el < 20wl Y- IV Q™) ()]
j>r j>r
Applying then Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 2.9, we get
{H o oY < 23 2110l 1%l < 3 21llol Q%o

j>r j>r
<2 2j][v)7551w o | Qs ity
j>r

Next, using (16), we can continue with

< 20|00l Pll gy Y 520776, 2077
j>r
< 200w |0 | Pl yo) 8> 220N 22
j=r+1
At the end, we have proven that
1ok (T)* = [k (0)]*| S 1Pl ety [P |00 2> T + 6l L1 (0,7 -
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Finally, to conclude, it is enough to note that, since 7 is close to the identity (see (17)), we have

\ 2p—2
s = o] < = ol + o) = 2l () o < 2( )72

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

The proof of Theorem 1.3 relies on Corollary 2.15 of our Birkhoff normal form (Theorem 2.12).
Therefore, we are going to provide a decomposition of (NLS*) of the form (31) and to estimate
carefully each of its terms. Finally, Theorem 1.3 will follow from a careful optimization of all the
parameters involved.

In all the proof we consider a potential V' € L?(T;C), whose Fourier coefficients are real numbers
such that the frequencies

wj = j% + (2m) V2

are strongly-non-resonant according to Definition 1.2 (and so we get an exponent o > 0).
Now, thanks to Proposition 1.1, we consider a global solution u € C°(R; H*(T)), s > 2/5, of
(NLS*) such that
1
O s = < —.
(@l =2 <

Since the L? norm is a constant of the motion for (NLS*), we have
(32) VteR, u(®)lrz = [lu(0)]r2 < [u(0)||ms =e.
Moreover thanks to Proposition 1.1, we know that there exists 85 > 1 such that

(33) vt ER, u(t)|ln Ss ()

3.1. Control of the high actions. When £ is large enough, the normal form theorem is not
well suited to prove Theorem 1.3. Nevertheless, in this case the time of stability is not too long
and Theorem 1.3 is just a consequence of the local well-posedness of (NLS*). For simplicity (to
avoid the use of Bourgain spaces), here we propose a simple proof of this point, relying only on
the estimate (33).

Let k € Z be such that

2(k) > g7 Vasw
where vy5, € (0,1) is a positive constant depending only on «, v and s that will be optimized
later. Therefore, by assumption, we have
loge™! 1
———— < .
log(2(k)) — ™"

Consequently, it is enough to prove that there exists a constant y depending on s, and « such
that, provided that ¢ is smaller than a constant g depending only on Vs, v, we have

-1
(34) [t < erloslves) = lug () — [ur(0)%] < €577
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To prove such a property, setting Lu := —0?u + V % u, we control the variation of the actions
uniformly with respect to k as follows:
llur (O = Jur(0) ] = [[ur () — e ur(0)*] = [fur () — (e~ “u @)y

= (Jur ()] + [ur 0) ) [[ur ()] = (e ul)4]]
< ()l g2 + lu(0)l]2) (u(t) — e "“ul)y
< 2ljul| e 2 lJult) — e “ul 2

On the one hand, using the preservation of the L? norm (see (32)), we have |ullpserz = €. On the
other hand, using the Duhamel formula, we have

. t
ot = e~z = | [ ot atrar],
< /[0~t] | [u(T)) () || 2dT < |t|‘|u||zoo([0;t];L%0)-

Then, since s > 2/5, using the Sobolev embedding H?/> ¢ L0 and the a priori estimate (33) on
the growth of the H® norm, we get

lu(t) — e a2 S &2(8) 5P
Finally, plugging these estimates together, we have proven that
lur ()] = [ur(0)7] Ss €%(t)1+55%.

which implies, as we wanted, the estimate (34), provided that

(1+56,)ulog(vh,) < 5

(i.e. that p is small enough) and € is smaller than a constant depending only on s and v.

3.2. Setting for the low actions. Now, and until the end of this proof, we aim at controlling
the variations of |uy(t)|? when 2(k) < e~V=». We consider a large parameter M > g~Ve=v that
will be optimized later, and we define

Enr = Spang{e”® | |j| < M}.
As usual, we identify £y; with CM (through the Fourier transform) where
M =[-M, M].
We denote by IIM) the L2-orthogonal projection on £y and we set
wSM) =TI (y (1)),
Note that, L2 norm being a constant of the motion and II(™) being an orthogonal projection, we
have
(35) vieR, [u=M@) < u®)re = [wO)]z2 < [[u(0)]ae = e.
Moreover, u(=M) solves the equation
(36) i0u=M) = VHu M) 4 g(t) with  g(t) := oTT® [Ju(t)|*u(t) — [T u(t) T Du(t)]
where

1
H=Zy,+P with P=—(]- 1%6)1e,, and  Zay, is given by (10).
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3.3. Strichartz estimates. Now we aim at estimating [|P|| ;) where wj(.i) =352 Leta € Z,
by definition, we have

1
Vu € Ey, [0 o Pl(u) = T Z Uy Ukoy Ukey Uy Ugy Uy -

ki+ko+k3z—£€1—£>—£3=0
k2 4k3+k2—02—03—£2=q

As a consequence, following a remark of Bourgain [Bou04b, eq. (7.20)], we have

1 . 52
Mo P10 = 5= [ e ult
and so, we have

1 52
[0 o Pl(u)| < %||eltawu||g6(1rzxm)'

Then, applying the Strichartz estimate (5) to control this L% space-time norm, we get

log M
(37) [Pl sy =sup sup [T, ,Pl(u)] S eTetoent,
a€Z ||ull 2<1
ueE s

where ¢ > 0 is a universal constant.

3.4. Estimate of the remainder term. By definition of the remainder term ¢g(t) (see(36)) and
the mean value inequality, we have

9] < 5(Jul* + [T uf*)u — 1w,
and so, by Holder, we have
l9llz2 < (lullfio + T ul|F10) u — T u| 0.
Since by assumption s > 2/5 and since the Sobolev embedding H?/5 ¢ L0 holds, we have
(38) lgllz2 S Ilullggs lu = T ul| oo
Therefore, by definition of II™) we deduce that
(s—2

lgllz2 < llullfp21~ =5,

Finally, using the a priori bound we proved on ||ul|zs, we get

(39) lgllpe < &5 ()% M=),

3.5. Optimization of the parameters.
> Step 1 : Setting. Now we aim at controlling the variations of |ug| where k € Z satisfies

2(k) < £ Ve,

We recall that we dealt with the case 2(k) > e V»s» at the beginning of the proof. Note that
since M has to satisfy M > e~ V»s» this implies that |k| < M (i.e. k € M).
We introduce an integer r > p = 3 that will be optimized later, and we set

—ear
v = p(2(k)) ,
in such a way that, since, by assumption, the frequencies w are strongly-non-resonant according
to Definition 1.2, w is (k,r,y)-non-resonant according to Definition 2.14.
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Therefore, applying Corollary 2.15 and using the preservation of the L? norm (see (32)), we
know that if ¢ < & then for all £ € R, we have

llur(@)* = ur ()] S e e® + Pl ooy |0 Lo 267 [t + €llg oo o) 8-

First, we aim at establishing a simple lower bound on ¢,. Indeed, using the bound (37) on

1P| s iy (with lw®] s < M? and [w|y < 1), we have
—c log M i
_ ,y > e log log M 2 k _eQr
- <A33 (Dol Pl log<|w<i>|oo>> S ( Siogar G )

Therefore, there exists a constant « € (0, 1), depending only on V', such that we have

NI

c log M

1_ar
267’ 2 ke 2loglog M (2<k>)7§6 =:n,.
As a consequence, provided that € < n,., we have
lur()* = [ur(0)*] S &7 %% + [Pl s i |0 oo™ 21" |t] + €| gl oo (030 |2

Hence, to prove that if [t| < 7. (which will be optimized later), we have ||ug(t)|? —|ug(0)]?] < 577,
it is enough to prove that the following estimates holds

) e <y,

(II) b <,y £57V/2,
(111) 1P sy |0 oo 2072 Ty S €5,
(IV) ellgllpoo (-1 Te Sow €5

> Step 2 : Simplification of the estimates. Now we aim at simplifying these constraints.

First, we note that since, by assumption, without loss of generality, we can assume that v < 2,
we see that provided that € is small enough, the first estimate (I) is a consequence of the second
one (II). Therefore, these estimate reduces to the second one (II) :

(Ib) % <, s .

~

Then plugging this estimate (IIb) in the third one (III) and using the estimate we proved on
| P]l s(wiy (and using that, since r > 3 and v < 2, we have 2r —4 —rv/4 > r/3 ), the constraint
(ITI) can be replaced by

(I1Tb) M3 BT, <, 1.

Finally, using the estimates we proved on ||g|[ (1.7, the last constraint (IV) can be replaced
by

(IVD) TP M1 <, 1.

> Step 3 : Choice of the parameters. In order to satisfy the estimates (IIIb) and (IVb), it is enough
to set

T. = e~B0B)7Ir and M =e"/12
Now the only remaining constraint is (IIb), i.e.

cv/8 <vs 6*%102)1%241% (2<k>)_

ar

e

Wl
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Then, noticing that (since M = e/ 12) provided that ¢ is smaller than a constant depending only
on v and a (i.e. uniform with respect to r > 3), we have

_c_logM 1
e 2loglog M >€V/162_§6QT7

the constraint (IIb) can be replaced by
6l//16 Sy,s (2<k>)—€
and so by
—evT 1 —
(ITt) e Sus (2(K)) where «a, == a+ 3 log(16v71).

Now, we set

1 log(e!
o J0EE™)

200,  log(2(k))

Ty 1=

in such a way that
2T
(2(k))~° =,
and so that if 7 > 3 is an integer in the interval [ry, 2r,] then the constraint (IIt) holds. To be able
to choose such a r, it is enough to prove that r, > 3/2. Fortunately, we recall that we are dealing

with the case 2(k) < e7V»s¥ where v, s, € (0,1) is a constant we have to optimize. Therefore,
we know that

1 —1
Ty > 7% logvg s,
v
and so it is enough to require that v, s, is small enough to have
1

— logv t > =,

2au g sy = 9
That is why we set

v _

(40) Vays 7= 1€ se,

Note that therefore, since v < 2, we have vy 5, < 1/8. Moreover, since r/12 > 1/4, the assumption
|k| < M is satisfied :
’k,‘ S E_Ua’s’y S 8_1/8 S 6_1/4 S 6—1”/12 — M
To conclude this proof, it is enough to note that by construction, we have proven that
[k (6)* — [ur (0) ] < €7,

while

log(e—1)

— _ 1
It < T. = e~ B0B) 7T where T. > ¢~ (308s) e _ 2T 6085y 108 Tog(2(R)) |

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.7

The proof of Theorem 1.7 is very similar to the one of Theorem 1.3. It has the same structure,
but some estimates are more involved.

In all the proof we consider a real valued even potential W € H*(T;R) (i.e. W(z) € R and
W(—x) = W(x)) such that the frequencies w = (A\g)r>1 are strongly-non-resonant according to
Definition 1.2, where (A;)g>1 is the increasing sequence of eigenvalues of the Sturm-Liouville
operator —9?2 + W(0,x) with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. We denote by (fie)k>1
the associated eigenfunctions (see Prop 1.6).
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Now, thanks to Proposition 6.3, we consider a global odd solution u € C°(R; H*(T)), s > 2/5,
of (NLS) such that

1
s = < —_—
Ju(0) e = = < o

Note that the existence of odd solutions is ensured by the assumption that the potential V is
even. Without loss of generality, we assume that s < 1. Since the L? norm is a constant of the
motion for (NLS), we have

VteR, lu(®)llrz = [lu(0)lr2 < [[u(0)l|lms =
Moreover thanks to Proposition 1.1, we know that there exists 85 > 1 such that
(41) vteR, fu(t)l|lns Sse(t).

In this proof, being given an odd function v € L?(T), we denote

w= [ o)),
0
Moreover, since (fx)g>1 is a Hilbertian basis of L?(0,) (see Proposition 1.6), we know that
v(z) = kafk(x)
k>1
where fj, is extended as an odd function on T.
4.1. Control of the high actions. Proceeding exactly as in the proof of Theorem 1.3 (see

subsection 3.1), it can be proven that if (k) > e V*s» (where v4s, is also given by (40)) then
there exists p such that

lo E_l
(42) ] < e B0 = | |up()]? — [ur(0)[2] < 5.

4.2. Setting for the low actions. Now, and until the end of this proof, we aim at controlling
the variations of |uy(t)|> when (k) < e~Y=s». We consider a large parameter M > e Vo= that
will be optimized later, and we define

En = Spanc{fi | k < M}.
As usual, we identify £,y with CM (through the Fourier transform) where
M =[1,M]
We denote by IIM) the L%-orthogonal projection on £y and we set
wSM) =TI (y(2)).

Note that, the L2 norm being a constant of the motion and II*) being an orthogonal projection,
we have

(43) vieR, a0 < ul®)llze = a2 < [u(©)] - = e.

Moreover, u(=M)
(44) 10 =M = VH@EM) 4 g(t) with  g(t) == oTI™) [Ju(t)|*u(t) — [T u(e) T ()],

and

solves the equation

1
H=Zy,+P with P=—(]- 196)1e,, and  Zay, given by (10).

2
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4.3. Strichartz estimates. Now we aim at proving the same estimate on [|Pl| ;) (Where

w,(:) := k?) as in the case of (NLS*). In the paragraph Identification of the Hamiltonian structure
page 737 of [BG21], it is proven that (provided that Zk21<k>2|uk|2 < 00)

Y unfills = D Qi uky ik, T, ey lig,
k>1 k,0c(N*)3
where the coefficients Qg ¢ are symmetric and satisfy
|Qr.el Sywy,o Z (k1 + voka + v3ks + p1 €y + pials + psls) >,
V,ME{—1,1}3

Therefore, for all a € Z, we have

1
Vue &y, |I,m Pl(u) = 0 Z | Qe | Uk, Uy Uty e, gy Upy -
kLc[1,M]?
k2 +k3+k%—02—02—£3=a
and so
Uk Ukey Uz Ug, UgyUps
|£Hw(i),aP1 (U)| S”W”LQ Z Z <]>2
v,ue{—1,1}3 kec1,M]3
kI +k3+k3—02—03—£%=a
(45) viki1+vokotvsks+p1 €1+ polo+pzlz=j
3
i a2 02
= Z //w(:c)e ta He Zwzv(”")(3:)6“587011(“")(J:)drvdt,
vpe{-1,1y3 7 T/T n=1

where v (2) == 30, s [uklet and w(z) = Srezlk) 2™ € HY(T) c L>®(T). As a
consequence, applying Holder’s inequality, we get

3
—itd2, (vn it02 n
Wy o PT)] Sywy o lwllzee D TT e 0o %20 o2y .
V7Me{_171}3 n=1

Finally, noticing that ||v*1)|| ;2 = ||u||;2 and applying the Strichartz estimate (5), we get

log M
”P”%(w(l)) S”WIILQ ecloglog]\/[,

where ¢ > 0 is a universal constant.

4.4. Estimate of the remainder term. As in subsection 3.4 (i.e. for (NLS*)), we aim at
proving that, provided that s < 1, we have

(s—2
(46) lgllze S G =075),
which, using the a priori bound (41) on the growth of the H® norm, provides
(47) lgllze S €°(t)*% =075,

First, we note that for the same reasons as in subsection 3.4, the remainder term enjoys the
estimate

(48) lgllzz S lullrsllu = T ullgrogs o fullfrall D wnfill gross-
k>M
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Then we note that

(49) Vs € [0,1],Y0 € A(NC), | vrfullde =2 D (k) il

k>1 k>1

Indeed, the case s’ = 1 is proven in Proposition 6.2 page 733 of [BG21] while the case s’ = 0 is

just a consequence of the fact that (f;);>1 is a Hilbertian basis. Therefore, the case 0 < s’ < 1

follows directly by interpolation®.

Finally, plugging (49) into (48), it comes (as expected)

1/2
lollze S llulidrell Y wfellzrers == llullf (S (6 )"

k>M k>M

s—% s 1/2 —(s—2
S Nullr MmO (7 (B fun[2) 2 = [ful . M=),
k>M

4.5. Optimization of the parameters. Since the estimates on g and P are the same as for
(NLS*), the rest of the proof is exactly the same as in subsection 3.5. For completeness, it may
be just relevant to mention that the estimates

W] < M? and || <

follow directly from [PT87, Theorem 4 p.35]. We also mention that since |k| > 1 then (k) > v/2 > 1
and so the quantity 2(k) of subsection 3.5 can always be replaced by (k) here.

5. SMALL DIVISOR ESTIMATES

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 1.4 and Proposition 1.8.

5.1. Proof of Proposition 1.4. First, we recall the classical proof stating that, almost surely,
the frequencies of (NLS*) for the random convolution potential V' as in (2) enjoy a weak non-
resonance condition.

Lemma 5.1. Almost surely, there exists v > 0 such that, for allg > 1, m € (Z*)?, hy,--- ,hy € Z
all distinct, we have

q .
(50) Ya € Z, |a + ij (NLS* ’ > 'y<m1n ) H |my;|~ 4
j=1

Proof. Being given a, q, m, h satisfying the assumptions of the lemma, we recall that

Vv > 0, (‘a—i—Zm]w (NLS) ‘ <'y) <’ym1n(h])

9we refer the reader to [Tri78, Thm page 130] and [Agral5, Thm 13.2.2 page 198 and Thm 13.2.1 page 197] for
specific results of interpolation well suited to this setting.
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Therefore, for all v > 0, we have

P(El(a,q,m,h), ’a—l-zmj NLS* yia)~ 2(m1n ) H|m]’ ? )

S > D! 2‘li[|7m-|‘2<hj>‘2

a€Z q>1 me(Z*)1  heZl
hy<- <hq

<12, 2 2. 1Hrmjr2 )2 S0,
q>1 me(Z*)1 hezd

where at the first line (a,q, m,h) have implicitly to satisfy the assumptions of the lemma. It
means that, almost surely, there exists v > 0 such that, for all ¢ > 1, m € (Z*)9, hy,--- ,hy € Z
all distinct, we have

q
(51) Va€Z, |a+ ijw,(ijS )‘ > vy{a)~ 2(mln ) H lm|~%(

J=1

Then, we note that either

q
1, (NLS*)
al 2 14 my w57
j=1
and so the small divisor is larger than or equal to 1 (and so the estimate (50) is satisfied with
~v = 1) or (using that ]wh )| Sivi,e (R )2)

q q q
(NLS*) 25 \2
lal <1+ |myllwn 1S Imylhs)* Spvy, [T Imsl* )
j=1 j=1 j=1
and so, plugging this estimate in (51) we get (50). O

Now, we aim at improving the small divisor estimate (50) in order to prove that almost surely
the frequencies of (NLS*) enjoy a strong non-resonance condition.
Step 1 : Setting. Let B > 0 be a constant such that

VEeZ, |wi) -k < Bk)

We fix ¢ > 1, m € (Z*)9, hy,--- ,hqy € Z all distinct such that |h;| < --- < |hy|. We define
g« € [1,¢q] as the maximal index such that

q p—1
—oe < Vy s _ _
Vpe2,¢], B |myl(h;)~* 2 (k)™ T Il (ny) .
— e
Therefore it is enough to estimate ’a + Z?;l jwhNLS* | where a € Z. Indeed, if ¢x < ¢, by

maximality of g, we have

q
B ) |myl(hy) s*< H\mg|_4 -

J=qx+1
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and so applying the triangle inequality and the non-resonance estimate, we have

‘Zm WNLS"<
J

q

q
B> m]h2+z mywp = 3 myllw ) - B2

>
i=qit1 i=qit1
<52) 1 q qx q
NLS* Y s, _ _ _
=1 mjh?+2mjw£j o i)™ [T Imyl ™ r) ™ = B Y7 mylihy) ™
j:CI*"Fl jfl j:1 jZQ*+1
1, < 2 (NLS*)
25‘2 mjh +ijw ‘
J=qx+1 j=1

(NLS¥)

Now, to estimate |a + Z?*:l mjw, ' ‘ uniformly with respect to a € Z, we are just going to use
the lower bound given by Lemma 5.1, but in order to have a bound depending only on hi, we
have to estimate (h,) for all p € [2, ¢.].

Step 2 : Estimation of (hy,) with respect to (h1). By definition of ¢, we deduce that if p € [2, ¢,
then

p—1
Sx Sx —4(p— -
Bimly(hy) > (k) |m| "7V ] ()"
j=1

Applying the log function to this estimate, we get
p—1

(53) yp < log(C) + 4s; g log(Im[1) +y1 +4s." >y,
j=1

where y; = log(h;) and C := (237_1)‘9;1. Here, we note that this last relation is also valid for
p = 1. Therefore, as a consequence of the discrete Gronwall inequality, we have

4(p—1)

yp < (log(C) + 4s; qulog(|m|1) +yr1)e” =

and so

4
exp(2z)

(hy) < (ClmlE % (o))

Step 3 : Conclusion. Plugging this last estimate in the classical non-resonance condition (50) yield

o (NLS*) s —4q. 4871q* _4Q*6Xp(%)
a3 gl 0| = A (h) = fmf T (Clml 1 () .
j=1

Then, using the rough estimate ¢, < ¢ < |m|; =: r, it comes

(NLS*) —dr—16r2s7t 4r Se— 4ar
’a_'_zm]w ‘> o 47“exp( ) 4r—16r°s; exp(S*)<h1> s 4rexp(5*)'
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As a consequence, a standard asymptotic analysis proves that there exists a constant p > 0 and
a constant « depending only on s, such that we have

ar

qx B
|a + ijw,(ijS )’ > 2p(2<h1>)_e ,
i=1

which plugged in (52) concludes this proof.

5.2. Proof of Proposition 1.8. The scheme of this proof is very similar to the previous one.
First, we recall the classical proof stating that, almost surely, provided that the potential is small
enough, the frequencies of (NLS) for the random multiplicative potential (4) enjoy a weak non-
resonance condition.

Lemma 5.2. There exists n > 0 such that, almost surely, provided that |WNYS)|| 1 < 0, there
exists v > 0 such that, for all ¢ > 1, m € (Z*)?, hy,--- ,hy € N* all distinct, we have

q
(54) Va € Z, ‘a—l—Zm]w (NLS) |>fy<max ) H|mjl -
j=1

Proof. Actually, we just have to prove that there exists n > 0 such that, being given a,q, m,h
satisfying the assumptions of the lemma, we have

q
(55) Yy >0, P<|a+2mj (NLS) ‘ <7 ‘ WS < 77) < ’ymax(hﬁ
j=1

Indeed, the rest of the proof is the same as the one of Lemma 5.1 (the estimate \whNLS | < (h;)?

follows directly from [PT87, Theorem 4 p.35]). Moreover, the existence of n > 0 and the estimate
(55) are proven in [BG21|. More precisely, we refer the reader to the proof of Proposition 1.12 in
[BG21] and in particular to the last estimate page 703 of [BG21]. O

Now, we aim at improving the small divisor estimate (54) in order to prove that almost surely
the frequencies of (NLS) are strongly non-resonant. From now on we condition the potential
WONLS) in (4) to be small enough in H! (in any case |[WNS)|| ;1 < n) in such a way that by
[BG21, Proposition 2.7 p.700| (which is a variation of [PT87, Theorem 4 p.35]), almost surely

wENLS) > 1/2 and there exists B > 0 such that
Yk e N*, w2 < B(k)!

Note that here we have used that [ WNES) (z)dx = 0. We fix ¢ > 1, m € (Z*)9, hy,--- ,h, € N*
all distinct such that hy < --- < hy. We define ¢, € [1, ¢] as the maximal index such that

p—1

(1)~ [ Iy~ *(hy) .

j=1

Vp € [2, 4], BZ [m;|(h

l\D\Q

Therefore it is enough to estimate }a + Zq* 1m]wh )’ where a € Z. Indeed, if ¢, < ¢, by
maximality of g, we have

B Y Iml(h;)

J=qx+1

B2

gx
— [T il )~
7=1
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and so applying the triangle inequality and the non-resonance estimate, we have (as previously,
see (52) for details)
¢ (NLS)| 1 1 & (NLS)
2
‘ijwhj | > 5 Z m;h; +ijwhj k
=1 =1 i=1

Now, as previously, to estimate ‘a + ;1-*:1 mjw,(ijS) ‘ uniformly with respect to a € Z, we are just

going to use the lower bound given by Lemma 5.2, but in order to have a bound depending only
on hi, we have to estimate (hy) for all p € [2, ¢.].
By definition of ¢, we deduce that if p € [2, ¢+]] then

_ Y sl —4(p—1 _
Blmly(hy) ™" 2 2 (hy-1) "> Iml 7 TRy~
j=1
Applying the log function to this estimate, we get
p—1 p—1
Yp < log(C) +4gs log(|ml1) +sxyp—1 ‘1'42%’ < log(C) +(4+ss) g log(|mf1) +y1 + (44 s.) Zij
j=1 j=1

where y; = log(h;) and C := 2By~!. Note that this estimate is the same as (53) except that
45,1 is replaced by 4+ s,. Up to this change of constant, the rest of the proof is exactly the same
as the one of Proposition 1.4.

6. GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE FULL DYNAMICS

In this section, we give the proof of Proposition 1.1. We first review the general strategy of the
I-method and the argument of [LWX11|, and then give the necessary modifications, first in the
case of a convolution potential, and then in the case of a multiplicative potential. The proofs of
the technical lemma will be postponed to Appendix B.

6.1. Strategy of the proofs. We will thus closely follow the argument in [LWX11] which dealt
with the periodic quintic NLS without potentials. This argument relies on the so-called “second
generation I-method”, introduced in [CKSTTO01, CKSTT02, CKSTT03, CKSTTO08] and widely
applied to nonlinear dispersive equations both on tori or on Euclidean spaces; see for example
[Bou04b, dSPSTO07, dSPSTO07b, dSPST08| and references therein. The (classical) I-method ex-
ploits the almost conservation of the modified energy E(Iyu) for some appropriate choice of
parameter N > 1, where E is the standard energy functional associated with the Hamiltonian
structure of NLS, and Iy is a smooth Fourier multiplier which behaves like the identity on fre-
quencies smaller than N and like a smoothing operator of order 1 — s for higher frequencies, s < 1
being a regularity where local well-posedness holds. Indeed, the standard energy F is conserved
but cannot be used at this level of regularity. Then the core of the argument is to prove that
E(Inu) is almost conserved, in the sense that its time derivative decays sufficiently fast with N.
Moreover, a faster decay yields a smaller threshold for the admissible regularity on the initial
data. Interestingly, regarding the case of the periodic quintic NLS without potential, in order to
extend globally the local solutions of [Bou93| when the regularity is s < 1, Bourgain [Bou04b|
combined the I-method with Birkhoff normal form transformations in order to get a better decay
of the time derivative of E(Inyu). This idea was also exploited in [CKO12] where the authors
implemented the upside-down I-method together with Birkhoff normal forms to study the growth
of Sobolev norms H*(T) for s > 1; namely, replacing the fractional integration operator Iy of
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order 1 — s by a fractional derivative Dy of order s — 1. However, in the aforementioned seminal
paper [Bou04b|, the argument could only deal with regularity s* < s < 1 for some s* smaller but
very close to % It was later pointed out in [dSPST07b, LWX11] that one can improve on the
range of s by letting aside the Birkhoff normal form transformation, and by resorting instead to
both rescaling and a “second” modified energy. The former point relies on the observation that in
the Euclidean space R?, one has an improved bilinear estimate for the Schrédinger flow of type

. . _1 d-1
(56) HeZtAfN1eZtAgN2HL§Z S N2 2‘Nl : ”fN1||L2HgN2||L2

for any N1 < Ny and functions fy, (resp. gn,) whose Fourier transform is supported in the
region {|¢| ~ Ny} (resp. {|{] ~ N2}). This in turn provides some gain of negative powers of N
in the context of the I-method when estimating multilinear interactions where one input function
has dominant frequencies. The refined bilinear estimate above is however known to be false on
T?. One of the crucial observation in [CKSTT08, dSPST07b, LWX11] is that, after a proper
rescaling to work on a very large torus, one can still get an estimate which gets closer to (56) and
allows to get some decay in N; see [LWX11, Proposition 2.1] and Lemma B.1 below. The latter
point is the introduction of correcting terms in the modified energy, which cancel the interactions
having less decay in the time derivative of E(Iyu). This actually amounts to performing one
step of a Poincaré-Dulac normal form transformation, but at the level of the energy functional
instead of the equation; see for example the discussion in [GKO13]. Implementing this method in
the context of (NLS*)-(NLS) yields the following results (see (60) below for the definition of the

Bourgain type space XZ’b).
Proposition 6.1. Let V € L*(T). Then for any % <s< % and any ug € H*(T) with ||ug||gs <1,

1
there exists a unique global mild solution u € x>zt with initial data w(0) = ug to (NLS*)

—02+V*,loc
provided that ||ug| s < 1 in the focusing case o < 0. Moreover, we have the growth estimate
(57) [ s Ss O luollas)l[uollms, ¢ € R,
where

1 —
)2, 1t S ol

C(t, [luollzr=) =  luoll Hl(toll;}i S 1S Hluoll g5
2(1

with a(s) = 3 — 21==.
In particular, note that the second regime gives the bound
[u()]lzs S TS [Elluol -
Thus (57) implies the more standard growth estimate!'®
(58) ()= S ()% [[uoll s

with
1—s

a(s)

ORecall that a(s) increases in s, with a(2+) =0+ and a(3) = 1.

Bs = max( ,1).
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Remark 6.2.

(i) Proposition 6.1 only deals with the case s < % This is not restrictive since the point in this
paper is to run the Birkhoff normal form at reqularity s < L, the standard theory covering the case
s> 1.

(ii) We point out again that we only consider initial data satisfying ||uo|lms < 1 since this will
be the case to apply the Birkhoff normal form. But in the defocusing case o > 0, the same
result as in Proposition 6.1 holds for any initial data. Moreover, the above remarks also apply to
Proposition 6.3 below.

We have a similar result in the case of a multiplicative potential.
Proposition 6.3. Let W € H*(T). Then for any 2 < s < 3 and any ug € H*(T) with |uo| g= <

1
i’g;:LWIOC with initial data w(0) = ug to (NLS)

provided that ||ug||ms < 1 in the focusing case o < 0. Moreover, we have the growth estimate

(59) lu()llzs Ss ()% luollm=, ¢t € R.

1, there exists a unique global mild solution u € X

The proof of Propositions 6.1 and 6.3 will occupy the rest of this section. There are some
slight but essential modifications compared to the argument in [LWX11| in order to prove the
results above. First, for the local well-posedness theory, in order to get existence of local solutions
beyond times of order O((||V||z2 + [|[W||z2)~!) for small initial data (the case we are interested
in), we need to remove the linear terms from the nonlinearity by incorporating them in the linear
operator. This requires to prove that the X*? spaces adapted to lower order perturbations of —92
still have the same properties (see Lemma 6.4 and 6.10 below), in particular Strichartz estimates.
This also explains why we deal with (NLS*) and (NLS) separately in Propositions 6.1 and 6.3.

As for the globalization part, the extra linear terms V xu and Wu are also dealt with differently.
The potential term Wu is treated as a perturbation term with respect to the nonlinearity. Indeed,
as detailed below, the rescaling performed in the argument of [LWX11] is very favorable on the
potential and one gains for free a factor O(A~2) when estimating terms with W in the time

variations of the modified energy, where A ~ N 5* is the scaling factor. This is not quite enough
though, as the lower bound s > % in [LWX11]| comes from the use of a modified energy where one
gains a factor N 3. But since the operator Iy at the base of the I-method does not commute
with W, terms with W only appear in commutators where one can gain an extra N~! factor at
the expense of requiring more regularity for W, which we can afford. In comparison, we do not
incorporate it in the linear operator as the eigenfunctions of the Sturm-Liouville operator —92+W,
though localized on complex exponentials (see (91) and (94) below), only satisfy convolution
relations [ fi, fro Sy & Oky+ko—ks Up to error terms. This is good enough to handle trilinear
interactions. However, the argument in [LWX11] is really tailored to the precise restrictions on
frequencies in the multilinear forms, and in particular to the null moment condition ky+---+kg =
0. But this is destroyed when replacing —92 by —92 + W (see e.g. (45) above), and so it is not
clear to us how to implement the second generation I-method for the quintic equation without
treating the term Wu as part of the nonlinearity as we do here.

On the contrary, the convolution potential V scales as W but commutes with Iy. Thus, we need
to view it again as part of the linear operator and use the argument in [LWX11] with —92 + Vx
in place of —92. This brings small changes in all the parts of the argument which rely on the
particular form of the symbol of —92.

6.2. Proof of Proposition 6.1.
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6.2.1. Notations and local well-posedness. We first recall some notations. We will build the solu-
s,b

—02+V
with convolution potential, namely the Banach space defined through the norm

tion u to (NLS*) in the Bourgain type space X adapted to the linear Schrédinger equation

(60) lullxcen = || {wn) 2 (7 = Wk>bﬂk(7')Hngia

—i(tT+kx)

for any s,b € R, where (1) = [, g u(t,z)e dxdt is the space-time Fourier transform of

w: (t,z) € Rx T u(t,z) € C, and
W :k2+(2ﬂ')7%Vk.

In the rest of this section we will drop the subscript —9? 4+ V* in the notation of the Bourgain
type space since there is no risk of confusion. We also define its time-localized version

(61) lull xeagry = inf{Jollxes, = on [~T,T]}.
Next we collect some linear estimates in the space X*°.

Lemma 6.4. The following properties hold:

(i) (X*? as a resolution space) If u € X*° for some s € R and b > %, then u € C(R; H*(T)) and
[ull g rrs S llull s

(ii) (Time localization) For any T € (0;1] and s € R, —3 < b < b < L, it holds Hu”XS»b/(T) <
Tb*b/”“”xs,b(T)- e )

(iii) (Linear estimate) It holds Helt(_aw_‘_v*)UOHXs,b(T) S ATz ||| s uniformly in T > 0, for any
seR and b > %

(iv) (Energy estimate) For any s € R and b > § it holds

t
H/O OV (1) ay! < TV F| o

X5:5(T) ~

uniformly in T > 0.
(v) (L* Strichartz estimate) It holds HuHL;; < HU||X0,%+'

(vi) (Equivalence of norms) For any s,b € R, there exists C(||V|;2) > 1 such that it holds

< CHuHXS,g2 for any u e X*°

Bllullyes, < llullyes v

1z =+ V

The general properties (i), (ii), and (v) of X*® spaces in Lemma 6.4 in the case V = 0 are
standard, and we refer to [Tao06] and [ET16]. See Appendix A for the modifications in the case

V' # 0. Note however that the estimates (iii) and (iv), due to the factors (T)é and (T>%, are
somewhat less standard; see also Remark 6.6 below and Appendix A for the proofs. In the case
V =0, the Strichartz estimate (v) is due to Bourgain [Bou93|. The last estimate (vi) shows that
X norms with respect to V=0 or V # 0 are equivalent, which in particular implies properties
(i), (ii), and (v) for the case V' # 0 from the classical case V' = 0. Let us also emphasize that in
order to close the fixed point argument, one needs to get a small factor of T". In this perspective,
(ii) is used for the large data local theory, whereas (iv) when 7' > 1 is more suited for the small
data theory.

As a consequence of the estimates in Lemma 6.4, we then have the following small'! data local
well-posedness result for (NLS*).

HHere we only treat the case of small initial data as this is the setting for the proof of Theorem 1.3. Of course
a similar local well-posedness result holds for large data, with a different time of existence, and with a proof which
relies on Lemma 6.4 (ii) on top of Lemma 6.4 (iv) to get a small power of T' € (0; 1].
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_s
Lemma 6.5. Let s > 1. Then for any ugp € H*(T) with |Juo|lg= < 1, letting § ~ ||uo|| 2, there
exists a unique mild solution u € Xs’%+(6) to (NLS*) on [—0, ] x T with u(0) = ug, which satisfies

1
(62) lul S (82 |[uol[me

XS5t
forany 0 <t < 6.

Remark 6.6.

(i) The point in the previous lemma is the dependence of the local time 6 on |lug|/zs. Note that
the estimates (iii) and (iv) in Lemma 6.4 are somehow non-standard, since at scaling subcritical
regularity one is usually concerned with local well-posedness for large initial data, for which the
local time in the fixed point argument is taken to be § < 1. Here we have a time of existence

_s
d ~ [Jug|| ;¢ > 1, which is crucial to get the growth estimate (58) needed to control the high modes
in the proof of Theorem 1.3.
(ii) Note also that on the local time of existence, we can only get the local estimate (62) with

a loss of the factor <t>% due to the linear estimate (iii) in Lemma 6.4, which is sharp. This is
different from what happens at higher regularity (s > %) where one can perform a fixed point
argument directly in C([—d;6]; H*(T)) without having to use X*° spaces, which in particular
provides a longer local time & ~ ||lug| 7+ and an estimate lullsemrs < [luoll s In particular, (68)
only provides stability of Fourier modes ||ux(t)|? — |ug(0)|?| < [lug|%;« up to time O(1) instead
of times O(||ug||;+) compared to the local well-posedness theory at regularity s > 4. This loss
of <t>% may be avoided by using refined versions of X% spaces (U?/V? type spaces) used in the
Cauchy theory at scaling critical regularity, but we do not pursue this refinement here, as (59)
suffices for our purpose.

Proof of Lemma 6.5. Note that here we do no try to cover the best possible range for the regularity
of the initial data, namely s > 0, since we will be restricted to the range s > % by the globalization
argument. The proof would follow from a straightforward adaptation of Bourgain’s argument

[Bou93|; see also |[ET16]. Let § > 0 and R ~ <5>%||uOHHs, and let B(R) be the ball of radius R in
Xs’%“'(é). Setting

. t . / P
I':ue B(R)— =0V )y z'a/ et )(_dg+v*)(|u|4u)(t’)dt’,
0

we will prove that I is a contraction on B(R) for § appropriately chosen. Let then u € B(R), and
take v to be an extension of u such that Hv||XS%+ < 2|’uHXSv%+(§)' First, using Cauchy-Schwartz

inequality, we have the Sobolev type estimate
N 2\ —1_ _1_
[ollnge, < k(T Loty < I = k)77 ) 2 (2@, ol 34+ S 0l 3484
Interpolating this estimate with the L*-Strichartz estimate of Lemma 6.4 (v), we get

(63) lollzs, S ol gy, e

Then, we first use Lemma 6.4 (iii) and (vi) to estimate

| < (82 [luoll s + (6)?]|[o[*]]

1 1
X527t (5) ™~ xs—3t
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Next, using the dual version of the L* Strichartz estimate of Lemma 6.4 (v), we can continue with
1
< (8V2 lugl s + (O)2||lv[*o]] 4 :
S @ ol + @2t .

Now, by the fractional Leibniz rule (see e.g. [ET16, Lemma 1.11]), it holds

4
o2 4 S Iollcgweliolids .

Jolly e y

liet*ell 4,4 5|

where the second step follows from Holder’s inequality. Using now (63), we finally get

1 1
Il oy S 0 uollars + (0201 5. (0 ol + 02l

Therefore, with R ~ ((5>% |[uo| i1+, we get that T maps B(R) to B(R) provided that & ~ [ug||;+ in
case |[ug||gs < 1. The contraction property follows from similar estimate. This proves (62). O

6.2.2. Rescaling. In order to implement the I-method to globalize the local solution provided by
Lemma 6.5, recall that for N > 1 to be chosen later, the I operator is defined as the Fourier
multiplier with symbol m (k) = ms(N~'k) for some smooth even function ms which equals 1 on
[0,1] and behaves like (k)*~! for |k| > 1. In particular, for ug € H*(T), we have Inyug € H'(T)
and it holds

(64) luoll = S I vuolln S N lluoll s

However, as we mentioned above, in order to benefit from the improved bilinear Strichartz
estimate and get a better decay of the modified energy E(Inu), we will use a rescaling procedure.
Indeed, recall that (NLS*) has the following scaling property : u(t, z) solves (NLS*) on [T, T x T
if and only if

ur(t,z) = A" 2u(A "2, A )

is a solution of

(65) 10y, = —83U)\+V)\ *u,\+alu>\\4u>\
on [—A2T, \2T] x Ty, where Ty = R/(27\)Z and
(66) Va(z) = A3V (A ta), x e (—mA ).

Following |[CKSTT03, dSPST07, LWX11]|, let us then recall some properties of A—periodic
functions. Define (dk)y to be the normalized counting measure on %Z:

/ a(k) (dk)y = % S a(k).

kez

We define the Fourier transform of v € L'([0,27\]) by

2T )
u(k) = / e Rty (z)da.
0

Fourier inversion formula reads

and the following identities are true:

(1) ||U”L2([0,27r>\}) = HZALHLQ((dk:),\)a (Plancherel)



38 JOACKIM BERNIER, BENOIT GREBERT, AND TRISTAN ROBERT
(2) 2mA u(z)v(x)dz = [a(k)o(k)(dk),, (Parseval)
(3) T(E) = dxn 6(k) = J 6k — ka)o(kn) (dhn)y,

The Sobolev space of A-periodic functions is H = H*([0, 27 \]) defined by the norm
[ull g = [1CE) @) | L2 ((amy)-

We also denote by Xf\’b = X*%(T) xR) the Bourgain type space of space-time functions A-periodic
in x endowed with

el g = 1064 = 2% 2,

where as above Uy(7) is the space-time Fourier transform. Then (64) implies
(67) lur(0)llzz S Hnvua() gz S N5 llua(O)]lmg € N'5A*|uo |1+
Before starting to get long-time bounds on Inuy, we recast the local estimate (62) in terms of
INU/\.

Lemma 6.7. Let V € L*(T), A > 1, s > % and u,(0) € H*(T)). Then for

5 ~pviye (sl ™,
it holds
(68) Iverll g ) Sivige s O)llay

Proof. Again, we do not try to cover the whole range of regularity s > 0 where local well-posedness
of (NLS*) holds. The proof of (68) relies on the fact that, since uy solves (65), Inuy solves

(69) 10 yuy = —ailjvu)\ + Vi« (Inuy) + UIN(|u,\|4u,\)

with initial data Inyuy(0) € HY(T)). Thus, we will use estimates similar to that in the proof
of Lemma 6.5. Note that the estimates (i)—(iv) of Lemma 6.4 are unchanged for A-periodic
functions, uniformly in A > 1. This is also the case for Lemma 6.4 (v) (see for example [dSPST07]
or Appendix A below), which will be enough for our purpose as mentioned above. Indeed, note
first that we have the Sobolev type inequality

N _1
lullzze, < Nan(m)llosey, < k) T (r — k)7 2+HL2L?dk) [Ju \IX§+,%+-

Interpolating this bound with the L* Strichartz estimate of Lemma 6.4 (v) gives

lualicg, S lluall g+ g+

l

XFTIT(5)

for any 0 > 0. Together with Lemma 6.4, duality, Holder’s inequality and the fractional Leibniz
rule, this yields again (note that § < 1 now)

4 <58 4 < %
uy|*u uy|*u uy|*u
[FunPan .. b [Tl | b S [l fun| 4 Lhwed
1 1
70 <08 |Jupllza ||u SO ||uall . ul|*
(70) ol oty S 05 ol g I
5i-
() SN

X3 (9)
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for s > %.
Now, from the mild formulation of (69) and Lemma 6.4, we have

[Invul . S [Inua(0)] g1 + HIN(luAWA)HXi,f%

l
gt

©)

1
)\

Setting

Ut.) = [ [ e ()1 i (r) ()
R
we can estimate the last term above by

< M) -y

HIN(|U>\|4U>\)HXi—%+ X 3+

(6)
where the multilinear operator is

— (k) ()1~
o=/ stk T G T . N

7=1

But since
_ kYo RSN
k ]{: 1—s ~ < ) ~ ,
m (k) (k) {Nl—S, k| > N

in particular
5
mn(ky+ - ks) (b + o+ k) 70 S mn (k) (k)0

and thus the symbol of Mj is bounded uniformly in A\, N. Together with (70), this yields
I 4 < ||Ms(U < ot
[ 1 (Jun] “A)Hx;*%*(a) < | M) b S liorol| “h

55— 53—
Sy, =0 Ml
NG X727 (6)

All in all, we get
1 5
‘|INU/\HX)1\’%+(6) S Hvua(0)|[ gy + 02 HIJVUAHX;%+

Thus (68) follows from the previous estimate with our choice of  as in the proof of Lemma 6.5. [

6.2.3. Modified energy and globalization. Now we set up the I-method for rescaled functions. Let
T > 1 be a target time of existence, and N = N(T') > 1 to be chosen later. Note that it is
enough to consider the case T > |jug||;+, the other case being dealt with by the local theory
(Lemma 6.5). Then in view of (67), we take

A~ NS

so that |[Iyux(0)| g1 ~ 1, and thus (68) holds with § ~ 1 by Lemma 6.7. From now on, we drop
the subscript A.
The “first generation” I-method then corresponds to the use of the modified energy

1 1 - o
El(u) = E(INU) = §H8wINU||%2 + %”INUH%Q + 2/’]1‘ V)\ * INU . INud:r + EHINUH%G
A
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Here the mass v > 0 is chosen such that v > sup;, |Vi|, which ensures that
Wpi=wp+y2c¢>0

and so that Ey controls || - ||,. To estimate the time variations of the modified energy, let us
recall some notations on multilinear forms from [CKSTT03, dSPST07b, LWX11|. For n € N,
I',, C (A"1Z)™ denotes the space

FTL = {(kl)"'akn)e()\ilz)n7 k1++kn:0}

For a smooth M, : I';, = C, we define the n-linear functional
An(Mpiun, . un) = | My(ky,. . k) [ (k) (dR;)a,

and for n even we simply write

Then
El(u) = E(INU) = AZ(O';/;U) + AG(O'G;’U,),
where, as in [LWX11], ¢ = %mN(k‘l) ---mpy(kg), and

1 - -
oy = v (k)may (k) (Wi, + Wiy )-

Recall that Wy, are the eigenvalues of —92+~+V . In particular, 0y = g2 = —imn (k1)mn (k2)k1ko
as in [LWX11] when V = 0.
Similarly to the computation (3.35) in [LWX11], using (65), we have that for any symbol M,

d —_ = :

AR (M) = An (Mnoy) + wAn+4(j§_:l(—1)3Xj(Mn)),
where in our case
(72) a, =iy (~1)Yu,,

7j=1

and as in [LWX11]
XJ(MTL) = Mn(k‘l, c. ,k‘jfl, k‘j + -+ k‘j+4, ]{Ij+5, ey l{fn+4).

Since iy = 0 on T'y (recall that V is real-valued), this yields

d
%El(u) = AG(Mé/; u) + 0A10(M1‘6; w)
with
1S
; - V1 V,2
(73) MY = G Z(—1)3+1m(kj)2wkj +opay = Mg+ Mg,
j=1
and

6
My =Y (—1) X;(08).
j=1
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To treat the main term Ag(M{), we follow [LWX11] and make the non-resonant,/resonant
decomposition MGV = IQMg/’l + 1TM(§/’2 and Mé/ = Mé/ — Mg/. Here the sets of frequencies
2,7 C I'g are the same as in [LWX11], namely
(74)

T ={(k1,....ke) € U, |k1| > [ks| > |ks|, |ko| > |ka| > |Ke|, [k1] > |ko|, [|KT|~ [k3] > N},

(75) O ={(k1,....ke) €T, |k1| > |kal},

(76) Qo = {(k1,...,ke) € T, [K3| > [K]]},

(77) Q3 = {(k1,....ke) €Y, |ka| ~ |ks|, [|ks| > [kal},
(78)

94:{(k1,...,k6)e’r, k| ~ [ke| > ksl, (k1] — [kal| < Jka| or koks > 0, k2k6>0)},

and

6
(79) 95:{(k1,...,k6)€T, |1 ~ |ka| 2 N > [K3], |%—%I>>\Z(—l)]’“wkj\}
=3

and Q = U?Zle, where |kf| > ... > |k§| denotes the decreasing rearrangement of (ki, ..., ke).

With the decomposition above, the “second generation” I-method consists then in using the
modified energy

MY
By (u) = E(Iyu) — Ag(—>).
g
Indeed, from the conservation of the L2-norm and (67) it holds
1
@)l < NuO)lL2 + 10z null L2 < [u(0)][ms + Er(u(t))>
1
(80) S w0 ms + Ea(u(t))? + N7 Ex(u(?))?,
where the second estimate follows from the positivity of E in the defocusing case and the Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality with the smallness assumption on ||ug||fs in the focusing case, and the last

estimate is a direct consequence of the following lemma, which is the exact analogue of [LWX11,
Lemma 3.3] (see Appendix B for a proof).

Lemma 6.8. The following estimate holds for any % <s<1landt > 0: ‘Aﬁ(f—é/;u(t))‘ <
6
N Lyt

Thus, (80) implies that it is enough to prove the almost conservation of Es in order to globalize
the solution provided by Lemma 6.5.
Now, with the previous computations and the fundamental theorem of calculus we have

1) Balult) = Ba(ul0) + [ {id(0T") + idao(is")
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with

6
Mo Z MG o).

6

Then we can estimate the terms above smnlarly as in [LWX11, Proposition 3.2 & 3.3|.

Lemma 6.9. For any % <s< % and 0 € (0,1), the following estimates hold uniformly in X\, N :

7

0
Y 3,0 6
| [ 8T et £ N vl

d
s Svand —340 10
(ii) \/0 Aro(Mig )dt] S N 72X +HINUHXL%+(5).

We also postpone the proof of Lemma 6.9 to Appendix B and conclude the proof of Proposi-
tion 6.1. Indeed, from (80), and (81) with Lemma 6.14 and 6.9, we get that there exists a constant
C(V) > 0 such that for'? any ¢ € [0, 1],

Evu®)lzn < Ea(u(t)) = Ea(u(0)) + O(NT2XF).

We can iterate this bound for ¢ € [0; \2T] as long as ||[Inu(t)||g1 < 1. Thus, after A2T iterations
we get

”INU(t)H?—Il < Ea(u(t)) = Ea(u(0)) + O(TNT2N*F), [t < X°T

Since A\ ~ N5 by setting

1_
550

a(s) =3 -2

and!?
a(s) sa2( ) _Tis
N = max (T |[ug | ;77 , Juol 7).

we obtain that Iyu can be extended as a solution on [~A2T; A2T| x T, which satisfies
2 <
52) [Tl iy S1
Reversing the scaling, this shows that the local solution u to (NLS*) provided by Lemma 6.5 can
be extended on [—T;T] x T, thus proving global well-posedness and the estimate
lullgors S X uallesy, iy S A IHvuallsy my S A~ N lluollms ~ C(T, [luolla)lluol

with

1 _

(07, |t S lluollgss

C(T, Nuollzs) ~ ||UOHEI£> luollzs S 1t S lluoll g
2(1—s) 2 al(s)

This proves (57).

12Recall that the local time is § ~ 1 by our choice of A and Lemma 6.12, and ||INu|| Lhg

13Recall that the last lower bound on N comes from the need to have A >1 together with the definition

1—s 1
A= N "= ||uo||s;s- This condition is only restrictive when ||uo| s < 1, but this is the case we are interested in.
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6.3. Proof of Proposition 6.3. We now move on to the proof of the global well-posedness
for (NLS). We keep the same notations as for Proposition 6.1, except that now the Bourgain

type space X° b is defined with respect to the eigenvalues A\, and eigenfunctions fj of the

—02+W
Sturm-Liouville operator —d2 + W for an even potential W € L?(T;R) (see Proposition 1.6):

<83) HUHXS’b = H )‘k T_)‘k> <U( f)afk)LQHLQgZa
,3 W 26

where now @ is only the temporal Fourier transform of u, and the coefficients (u, fi) 2 now play
the role of the Fourier coefficients.

In the rest of this subsection, however, we will keep the subscript —92 + W, and simply write
X#b (without subscript) when W = 0. The time-localized version is defined as in (61), and we
have the same linear estimates as in Lemma 6.4.

Lemma 6.10. The following properties hold:

(1) (X822+W as a resolution space) If u € Xi’f;QJFW for some s € R and b > 3, then u €
C(R; H(T)) and u] e S lell =,
Z+w
(i) (Time localization) For any T € (0;1] and s € R, —3 < b < b < %, it holds [ull s 1) <
76 W

Tb b ||UHXS b
,3 +W
(iii) (Linear estimate) It holds Heit(*agﬁw)uoHXs L)

— Yz

w ()
< <T>%Hu0HHS uniformly in T > 0, for

any s €ER and b > L 5-
(iv) (Energy estimate) For any s € R and b > 3 it holds

H/ () (OW) P g
uniformly in T > 0.

4 . .
(v) (L* Strichartz estimate) It holds HUHL?,m < | 2
—924+w
(vi) (Equivalence of norms) If W € H(T), o > 0, then for any s,b, 8 > 0 satisfying b < 1 5 + 5,
2b < 1+B+0 and 2b+s < 3+B+0, there is C(||W | o) > 1 such that 5 ||ul| xo-ss < ”UHXsb <
+

w

SATY(IF | o1

XS, b(T)

Cllullxs+se-

Note that compared to Lemma 6.4 (vi), here we have a loss of derivatives in the embeddings

between X% and X* gg 4w Indeed, in the following we build the local solution to (NLS) in

X® gg W (Lemma 6.11 below) but after rescaling we extend it globally by iterating the local
theory in X*? (Lemma 6.12 below), both with b > . Thus, we need 8 > 0 in Lemma 6.10 (vi).
Again, we refer to Appendix A for the proof of this statement. In particular, as in Lemma 6.5,

the estimates above imply the following local well-posedness result.
Lemma 6.11. Let W € L*(T), and s > +. Then for any o € H5(T) with ||Juo||gs < 1, letting

§ ~ |luol|ys, there exists a unique mild solution u € X ’BQQZW(&) to (NLS) on [—0,0] x T with

u(0) = ug, which satisfies

1
84 < (t)2 s
(34) Jull gy, S 03 ol
—a24w

for any 0 <t <9.
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The proof is exactly the same as for Lemma 6.5, as the latter only relied on the estimates of
Lemma 6.4 (i)—(v), which remain true in this context.

Next, we define again the I operator as the Fourier multiplier (now back to the usual Fourier
basis) with symbol m(k) = ms(N k) for some smooth even function mg which equals 1 on [0, 1]
and behaves like (k)*~1 for |k| > 1. We will then make the same rescaling procedure and set

ux(t,z) = )f%u(Aﬁt, A l)

which now is a solution of

(85) 10u) = *aiu/\ + Whuy + (f|u>\|4u>\
on [-A\2T, A\2T] x Ty, where
(86) Wi(z) = A 2W(A 1), =€ (—mA 7).

Again, we start with a local in time estimate for Inuy.
Lemma 6.12. Let W € H4(T), A > 1, s > 1 and uy(0) € H¥(Ty). Then for

§ ~w (1 [Ivua(0)]| 1) "7,
1t holds

(87) ”INUA”X;’%*@

Proof. Note that this time we work in the standard X space, namely the one corresponding to
W = 0. In particular, the solution u to (NLS) with initial data uy obtained from Lemma 6.11

1
belongs to x>zt (T), T ~ |juo|/z+- By Lemma 6.10 (vi), it thus belongs also to Xs_’%"'(T).

—024+W
_1 _1
Then by rescaling uy € Xf\ ’2+()\2T) and Inuy € X;\ ’2+()\2T). On the other hand, we can

apply a fixed point argument to the equation solved by Inuy:
(88) 1O I Nuy = —83]N’LL)\ + In(Wyuy) —|—O‘IN(’U,>\|4U>\)

with initial data Iyuy(0) € H'=(T,). We then proceed as in the proof of Lemma 6.7, except that
we have to deal with the extra term In(Wyuy) as part of the nonlinearity. To estimate this term,
we write it as

S nua(0)| -

In(Wyuy) = Wilnuy + [In, Wyluy.
The first term is straightforward to estimate with the fractional Leibniz rule:
1_
< S5 WAL -
< 0 (IWAllw-ee [ Ivuall o

< O IWall gl Ivunll

||W/\INU/\”X1—,—%+(5)

+(5) + HW/\HLOO ”INU’)\Hle,%+(6))

1
2
X154 gy

As for the second term, we exploit that it is a commutator between Iy and W) to gain a factor

N~ at the expense of putting a derivative on Wy. Indeed, for fixed ¢ € R we can write its Fourier
coefficient as

(v, Walua)i(8)| = )/k (m (k) — m (k1)) g, () Wi—k, (dk1)

1
<N e |>N/0 (N7 (k1 + 0(k — k1)))*2d0ug, ()||(k — k1) Wi—g, | (dk1)
115
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where we used that the commutator vanishes if |k| + |k1| < NV, and the mean value theorem to
estimate its symbol. Thus, we can estimate for fixed ¢t € R

|, Walua®)|-

92 2 ! -1 . s—2 _ 2
SN (O 00 ), (11— ) Wi k) (@00

-2 2— B 2
SN (Ol R Wik dkn)s) (@6
(59)

—2 2— _ 2
eN ([ Ol k)W (dh)s) a)

-2 2 -1 5—2 _ 2
e (O (6 k)W (dh)s) )

S N7 [Wallfye- oo lux()lZ2 + N[0 Wil Zoe | Inun(t) 71—

Thus
U Waluall 1, ) S 62 IW s vl oo g
Then we can finish as in the proof of Lemma 6.7 to get
1 o
Tl g1 31 5) S (O I (O) - + 85 A2 W eIl oy

1
52 [ Inuyl® :
+ormInualll gy )

A similar estimate holds for the difference equation, allowing to close a fixed point argument
with our choice of §. This shows local well-posedness of (88) in X 17%*(5) with initial data
Inuy(0), and which thus agrees with Iyuy on [—0;0]. Moreover, similar estimates as above
replacing 1— by 1 show propagation of regularity, namely that since Inuy(0) € H'(T) it actually
holds Inuy € X 1’%+((5). Together with a similar estimate as above shows local well-posedness in
Xl’%J“((S) and (87) by our choice of 4. O

Remark 6.13. Note that the local well-posedness results in Lemmas 6.5, 6.7, 6.11, and 6.12
are conditional, meaning that we cannot claim uniqueness of the solution in C([-T;T]; H*(T))

ié;rv*(T) (respectively X127 (§), Xi’g;rw(T), and X127(5)).
In particular, we can only compare Iyu), where u is provided by Lemma 6.11, to the solution
of (88), if they both belong to Xl’%+(5). But the embeddings of Lemma 6.10 (vi) can only
guarantee that Iyuy € X177%+(5). So we need both local well-posedness of (88) in le’%ﬂé)

and the propagation of regularity to obtain that actually Inuy € X 1’%+(5).

but only in the smaller space X

We can then proceed with the second modified energy as above, by introducing
Mg
Bs(u) = E(Iyu) — Ag(=)
06
_ Mg
= Aa(02) + Az(o3;u,w, W) + Ag(0g) — A6(076)

where o3 = %mN(kl)mN(kQ).
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From (NLS), we thus get

(90) & Bau(t)) = As(o202) + Ao(M5) + Aro(¥ro) + F(u, W)

where
F(u, W) = <—8§INU, iIN(W)\U)>L2 + <W)\IN’U,, —Z'&%INU + iIN(W,\u) + iIN(|u’4u)>L2
+ <|INU‘4INU, iIN(W)\u»Lz + A7(M7; Uy ...y U, W)
:I+II+HI+IV+V+A7(M7;u,...,ﬂ,W),

where
6

M
J:

Again, recall that as = 0 on I'y, and moreover

I14+1I = <(9J;INU, 8x[IN, W)\]U>L2,

I = —(WyInu, ily(Wyu)) 2 = (iWxIyu, Iy, Walu) 2,
and
IV +V = —(iWxInu, In(Ju*w)) 2 — In(Waw), [Iyu|*Inu)) 2
= —(iWxInu — iIy(Wyu), In(Ju|*u)) 2 — (iIn(Waw), In(|Ju|*u) — [Iyu|*Tyu) 2.

The term A7(Mrz;u,...,u, W), and the commutator terms I 4+ II, III, and IV + V, are then
perturbation with respect to the analysis in [LWX11]. Indeed, we have the following lemma,
whose proof is postponed to Appendix B.

Lemma 6.14. The following estimates hold uniformly in A\, N and t € [0;1]:

(i) [T+ 11| SIWilp ATENTY Iyl

(i) [IL| Spwy,e N5 ull72;

—92A7—1 6

(ifi) [TV + V] Sy 0 AN vl

(iv) |Ar (M7, . .., 7, W)’ Siwie N2EDA2 I8,

Since the remaining main terms in (90) are the same as those treated in [LWX11], and s < 1,
we can finally estimate the increments of the modified energy by

Es(u(t)) = E2(u(0)) + O(N7TA™2) + O(N3)\)
for |t| < & ~ 1. Then, iterating AT times yields
Ea(u(t)) = Ea(u(0)) + O(TN™1) + O(TN3)\*).

We can thus conclude as in the proof of Proposition 6.1.

APPENDIX A. ESTIMATES RELATED TO X5 SPACES

In this section, we give a proof of the standard estimates in X*? spaces as stated in Lemma 6.4
and 6.10.
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A.1. Proof of Lemma 6.4. We start by proving the equivalence of norms, i.e. Lemma 6.4 (v).
Similarly, as in (99), we have

Lt |m =k = Vi? < 201+ [VI[F2) 1+ |7 = K2%) <41+ [V[72)° (1 + 7 — wil?),
for any 7 € R and k € Z. This shows that

s, = [ S = w0+ i) e

2
—0%+V* keZ

212 2\2
Sivtye [ S0+ = R+ R ()P = [l
kez o3
Sivitye lull%ess
73%+V*
for any s,b € R. This proves Lemma 6.4 (vi). In particular, it suffices to prove Lemma 6.4 (i),
(ii), and (v) in the case V' = 0, which we now recall for completeness.

To show (v), we will use a dyadic decomposition in the modulation variable. Namely, for
K € 2" running on dyadic integers, let xx be a smooth dyadic partition of unity: xx is a smooth
compactly supported function such that xx(z) =1 on K < |z| < 2K and xx is supported on
3K < |z| < 3K, and Y j; xx = 1. Then for u € X*® define the smooth projector Pxu(r, k) =
xx (T — k?)a(r, k). Then, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

lull2; = ez, < S I PruPrcyul s

Ki1,K3
> (L2

K1,K2

N

e Z PK1 T1,/€1)PK2 (T—Tl,k k‘l dTll dT)
kEeZ k1€Z

1
< 3 (swplaesllPeulity 1Pl )’
Ki,K2 ok
where A, = {(11,k1) E RXZ, (11 —k3) ~ K1, (r—71—(k—k1)?) ~ K2}. In particular, using
that 71 varies in a set of size min(Ky, K) and that for (71,k1) € Ay,
T — k2 — (k—k)?| < |m — K} + |7 — 711 — (k= k1)?| < max(K7, K»),
we get
|Ar | S min(Ky, Ko)#{k1 € Z, |7 — ki — (k — k1)?| < max(K1, Ka)}
k k2
= min(Ky, Ko)#t{ky € Z, (k1 — 5)* = 5 — - + Omax(Ky, Ka))}
< min(K;, K) max(Ky, K»)?.
Since min (K, K9) max (K7, Kg)% < (KlKg)%, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to sum on K1, Ky €
2N and using that 3, K%~ < oo and 3", K2b||PKu||%§I ~ [[u][3,, concludes the proof of (v) in
the case V = 0. Note that the estimate on A;; remains valid if k? is replaced by k? + Vj, for
V € L*(T).
Next, if u € X for some s € R and b > %, we have by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
lu@)lls < 1k (Tl o < 167 = k%) llgge rallull o S lullxe,

uniformly in ¢ € R. This shows (i).
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For (ii), if we take u € X®%(T) and v € X*® be an extension such that ||v|| yss < 2|ull x5 (1),

then for a smooth cut-off function 1 such that n = 1 on [~1;1], n(T~t)v is also an extension of
u. Thus,

el e 7y < 0T ol = 0T g
with

70 = [ €k = ) gar

such that HfHth = ||v||xsb. Thus, the estimate of Lemma 6.4 (ii) is reduced to the general
estimate for functions of time only:

(@) fll g S T F g

for any T € (0; 1], the proof of which is given in [ET16, Lemma 3.11].
It remains to prove (iii) and (iv). Just as for (ii), these estimates follow from

(D)™ g S (1)

and
[ /Otf<t’>dt’ So (D21l o

for any f € H*'(R). The first one follows from a direct computation. As for the second one, we

first compute
t T 1 .
| swrar = [
0 R 1T

= /R (o /R B0 =7 =TIV iy

t 171

Hp

so that

Jotry ) [ scrar

R Im|<1 m A
" /R<T>2b‘ /7-1|>1<T> 77(<T>(T - 7;17')1) - 77(<T>T) f(Tl)dﬁ‘QdT.

As for the first term, using the mean value theorem, that 7 is a Schwartz function, and Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality,

[0 /|n|s1 oy DN =) =)

T
5/R<T>2”]/|T |<1<T>2/01 W(<T>(r—eﬁ))|deyf(ﬁ)|dﬁ)2d7
o f PP @ @n i) i

! /T’IS(T> (/|rl|§1<T>2‘f(71)|d71)2<T>_1d7"
ST+ <T>4)(/ |f(71)|dT1)2 -

|71]<1
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For the second term, we use instead (recall that b > 1) (7)" < (1 — 71)%(m1)" to estimate with
Young and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities together with b > % and that 7 is a Schwartz function:

/R<T>2b’ /|T |>1<T> AT - T.l)) — T f(r)dm “dr

171

S/R(/|7-1|>1<T>(<T_T1>b<7-1>b1‘ﬁ(<T>(T_T1))|+<T>b<T1>1|ﬁ(<T>T)‘)|f(T1)’dTl>2dT

SAD I TUT) TN g1 + (T T T2 ()~ FI17

S DN f -1
This finally shows Lemma 6.4 (iii) and (iv).
A.2. Proof of Lemma 6.10. Contrary to the previous case, in the case of a multiplicative
potential we could only prove the equivalence of norms with a derivative loss, see Lemma 6.10 (vi).
So instead we show the L* Strichartz estimate of Lemma 6.10 (v) directly. Indeed, note that the
other estimates of Lemma 6.10 apart from (vi) are proved exactly as those for Lemma 6.4. Recall
from [BG21, Proposition 2.7] that for an even W e HU(T) small enough, o > 0, the operator
—02 + W has eigenvalues \, = n? + 1 fo x)dx + O( ), n € Z. Its eigenfunctions f,, are odd
(resp even) when n is positive (resp. nonp081t1ve) and satlsfy for any k € Z
(91) | Falk) Lzl | S (Il + KD Inl = (KD W e (L + [W ).
Indeed this follows by writing

Afulk) = ((=0F + W) fus ) 12 = (fu (=05 + W)e*®) 12 = K Fu(k) + (i, We™) 2
for any n,k € Z. This yields

— k
Jrn(B) Lz = I#I l 5 Y Wi, fulk1)
ki1€Z
1n k
= )\‘ Ijé|k|2{Wk:|:nfn (£n) Z Wi— kl)\ — Z Wi, — szn(kg)}
" et [l M ez
from which we indeed infer
| (B) L |
S0 =) = I e+ 0 = R 30 = ) W e

S Inf+ KDl = k)W e + W50 Z<k2>_ (n £ (k= k2))"H(In| + [k — ko)~
ko

S (nl + [K) 7 nl = (KN W |4

W e { = k= > (n = (k = ka)) 2
|ka|~|ntk|>|nt(k—k2)|

+ > k) kT > (h2) " }
|ka|~lnat(k—k2) |2 k] || < nat k|~ (k—k))|
< (Il + V)™ (Il = [K]) ™= WLz (1 + W e)-
This shows (91).
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On top of the estimate (91) on the eigenfunctions, we also have from the expansion of the
eigenvalues that

(92) (An)? Sqw,e (M S (n)?
and
(93) (T = An)? Swil,e) (T =122 S (7= An)?

for any 7 € R and n € Z.
To show Lemma 6.10 (v), we will then proceed as for Lemma 6.4 (v) and use a dyadic decom-
position in the modulation variable:

lull2y = ez, < S0 1 PryuPrul iz,

K1,K3
1
—_— —_— 2 5
Z </ Z ‘/ Z Pre,u(t1,m1) Proyu(to — 71,m2) (fry fros o) 12071 d7'0>2-
Ki,K9 ngEZ n1,nN2€ZL

Now the main difference with the previous subsection is to estimate the coefficient (fn, fn,, frno) 12
Using Plancherel’s theorem and (91) with ¢ = 0, we have

<fn1fn27 fn0>L2
= 3" Far (k1) Foug (k) frg (k1 + K2)

k1,k2

(94) =" (em Ly + OUNT = D)L i) (L i) + O3 = k3) ™) g jka)
k1,ko

X (Cno Ljng =l ko) + O(nd = (k1 + k2)®) ™)L by o)

with [c; | < 1.
Letting an; k; denotes either 1y, |, or <n§ — k?}‘llmj‘ﬂkﬂ, we have

/Z ’/ Z PKI Tl7n1>PK2 ( Tlvn2)<fn1fn2afno>L2d71‘2dTO

’rLoGZ ni,no€ZL

(95) / > / | Prevt(ry, m) Preyi(ry — 0, o)

ni,n2,k1,k2
2
X 1A"’O (7_17 ni, nQ)anl,k’l anz,kz ano,kl +ko dTl) dTO?
where similarly as before
Ary = {(m1,m1,m2) €R X Z?, |1 = Ay | S K1, |10 — 71 — Anp| S Ko}
To end the proof of Lemma 6.10, we do a case-by-case analysis on (95) depending on the value of

the ay, r;’s. We say that a,, ; is of type L'if ap; r, = Ly, 1=k, > and of type II otherwise.
Case 1: I-I-I. In the diagonal case, we have ng = £1n1 £2 ns for some choices of signs £;, so
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that we can estimate (95) as above by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in 71, n;:

—_— —_— 2
/Z(/Z‘PKlu(Tlanl)PKgu(TO_Tla:F2(n0 F1n1))1a,, (11,1, F2(no F1 n1))d71> dro
R

S IPryullzs HPKzuHLz sup {(r1,n1) € RXZ, (71,11, F2(no F1n1)) € Ay }|

T0,M

< (KlKg)ZHPKIU”Lg’xHPKzuHLfﬂ.‘

Case 2: II-I-L If Anokr1+k1 = <n[2) - (kl + k2)2>71 and Anyky = 1\n1|:|/€1|7 Ang,ky = 1\"2|:|/€2|7 we
use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then sum on ng, ns to estimate (95) similarly as above by

2
/Z Z ‘PKl u(r1,n1) Pryu(mo — 711,m2)| 14, (71, n1,n2) (g — (111 i2n2)2>_1d71) dro

ni,n2

<||PK1U||L2 ||PK2U||L2 Sup/ > 1a,, (r1,n1,n2)(no) " (no F1ma F2 ng)~2dm

no,n1,n2

S ||PK1U||2L31HPKQUH%% sup [{(11,m1) € R X Z, (711,11,n2) € Ar}|
’ > To,M2

3
S (K1K>)1 HPKluH%gIHPKz“H%Em'

The cases I-II-I and I-I-IT are dealt with similarly.
Case 3: II-II-1I. In this case we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then sum on ng, ns, k1 to
estimate (95) by

/Z ‘P/KFL(TLTH)P/KZL(TO_TI;”Z)}

n1,m2,k1

2N-1,2  12\—1 2
X 1, (1,n1,m2)(no — (k1 £212)7) " (n] — k1) dﬁ) dro

< sup/ Z 1AT0 (7’1, ni, n2)<n0>*2(n0 — k1 Fo n2>*2<k1>*2<n1 — k1>72d7'1

no,n1,n2,k1
X ||PK1U||iz HPKWHiz

S Pryullzy I1Pyullzz sup [{(r,m) € R X Z, (11,m1,m2) € Ar}|

70,12

< (K K) 8| Pyl 2, [1Pacyull2s

The cases II-I-1T and I-II-IT are dealt with similarly.
Case 4: II-II-II. Finally, in this last case we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then sum on
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no, na, k1, ko to estimate (95) by
—_— —_—
/ Z ‘PKlu(Tl,nl)PKQU(TO—T1,n2)‘
nl,n27k17k2
2
X 1ATO (Tl, ni, n2)<n0 - (lﬁ + k2)2)_1(n% - k%>_1(n§ - k‘%>_1d7'1) dTQ

S 1Pl 1Pl swo [ S0 La (rmma)

no,n1,n2,k1,ke
x (no) (o — k1 — k2) "2 (k1) "2 (n1 — k1) " (ke) % (ng — ko) 2dmy
N \lPK1UHL2 ||PK2U||L2 sup [{(11,m1) €E R X Z, (11,n1,n2) € A}

be 79,02

< (B Ko) 3 | Pryull}s || Pryull}s -

This concludes the proof of Lemma 6.10 (v).
It remains to prove the double estimate of Lemma 6.10 (vi). By duality, we can assume b > 0.

Using (91) together with (92)-(93) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we then find

~ 2
s = [ Sotr = B @ an(r)dr < [ 30— R0 | S fahg )]

keZ kEZ nez
2
Sl / St = k20 (3 1 Szl — k)70 (] + k) 1) dr
~OR+W kez Inl#[k|
<T—k2>2b (k)> —2-20 -2
Sl {1+§g§nkzez e LR R IR KV
][

To estimate the last sum, we treat separately different contributions. We have

sup Z el — by (] + k)2 S 3 (e ) 2ot <
sup — n2)2 ()2(+B) A -
Il k<l

provided that 2b + s < % 4+ o0 and 2b < 1+ 8+ 0. Next,
(T — k2>2b <k’>28 —2-2¢ -2
D g et I~ D7+ )
[~ | k|2 k]
< Z <k>2b_2_2’8<n 4 k>2b—2—2a 5 1

~Y
n,k

[n|~[k|Z[ntk]

provided that b < l + B and 2b < 1+ 8 + 0. Finally,

T—kQ (k)*® k)220 ENV2 < 4b—25—20—4-20 (1\25 < |
Sup Z ty2Geemy Il = kDT el - TR() < D m (k)™ S
T n,k
\n|>>|k| [n|>|k|

provided again that 2b + s < % + o0+ f and 2b < 1+ 8+ o. This proves Lemma 6.10 (vi).
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Remark A.1.
(i) In the case V = 0, the Strichartz estimate of Lemma 6.4 (v) is due to Bourgain, and is an
improvement on the corresponding L*-Strichartz estimates proved in [Z74]:

52
(96) e “uollzs rxry S lluollze-

Indeed, for u space-time periodic expanding the space-time Fourier series and making a change
of variables we can write u(t, z) Z e”]eZtazU ) with Uj(z) = 3z €0z (j + k?). Together

with (96) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

82
lullgs, <D lle™™Us@)llza, S > 1Usllea S I16)2 +Uj||e§Lg = [lullxo,1 4
JEZ JEZ

Thus Lemma 6.4 (v) gains almost 1 g regularity in modulation. On the contrary, (96) does not
hold directly anymore for lower order perturbations of —92, since the Schrédinger semigroup is
no longer time periodic. However, the estimate of Lemma 6.4 (v) remains true, as we have seen
above.

(ii) As a consequence of the equivalence of norms in Lemma 6.4 (vi), we also have the L Strichartz

type estimate in Xt Zoe space for 0 < T < 1

+V*

0+, 5+
—924Vx

<
(97) lllgs., < llul "

since it holds for the case V = 0 from the L% estimate (5) and the argument in (i) above. Note
however that the corresponding L% Strichartz estimate for linear solutions

it(—02+V*)

le uollrg. , S lluoll o+

cannot be proved directly with the original proof of Bourgain [Bou93| since it relied crucially on
the fact that the symbol of the linear operator is integer valued. In particular, it is not clear if
these estimates hold in the case of a multiplicative potential.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF SOME TECHNICAL LEMMAS

In this section we give the proofs of Lemmas 6.8, 6.9, and 6.14.

B.1. Multilinear estimates in case of a convolution potential. We start with the proof of
Lemmas 6.8 and 6.9. These are straightforward adaptations of [LWX11, Lemma 3.3, Propositions
3.2 & 3.3|, that we detail here for completeness.

Proof of Lemma 6.8. We start with the proof of the equivalence of the modified energy F; and
E, in the sense of (80), which is the analogue to [LWX11, Lemma 3.3]. The latter relied mainly

on the bound on the symbol |[Mg| < |ag|. Thus, we start by showing
~V

(98) M5 | S leg |

where the symbols are defined in (72) and (73). In particular,

6
]_Q - - V
- ;(—1)ﬂ+1m(kj)2wkj + 1yoeoy

~V
M =1loMg" + 1My =
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where the sets of frequencies have been defined in (74)-(79). Since o = %H?:l m(k;), we have
directly

‘1T060425/‘ S ‘Ozé/’,

so that we only need to estimate 1q Z?Zl(—l)jﬂm(l{:j)%bkj. We then follow the proof of Lemma
3.2 in [LWX11]. We will frequently make use of the equivalence between k? and @j. Indeed,
recalling that the eigenvalues of —02 + v + V* are & = k? + v + V4, it holds for any V € L?(T)
(99) L+ [@x]? < 201+ [VII72) (1 + &) < 6(L + [[V][72)2(L + |@n]).
Then (99) implies the bound
[ToMg™"| S ma(|i, )

In particular in € (75), we have |af | ~ max;(|ay, |), which is enough for (98).
Next, in €y \ 1, since |af | = |ag| + O(1) we have from [LWX11, (3.44)—(3.48)] and the mean
value theorem that
6
1,000 M| S [mik)2n, — mika) @y + > Jaow, | S [k — k3] + [Ks|* ~ kaks < Jog |
j=3

in case k3 = kg and k3 = ks, while | | = |ag| + O(1) ~ koky 2> |192\91Mé/’1| similarly as above
in case k3 = ko and k3 = k. In the last case k} = k3 and k} = ko it holds |a | = |ag| + O(1) ~
k3 ~ max; (|G, |) 2 [1oMg ™.

To treat the contribution 23\ ©4, as in [LWX11] it holds

g | = (K = k5 + k3 + ks)* + o(k]) + Ov (1) 2 k5 + K ~ ki ~ max(|y,|) 2 [1oMg ).
J

For the case Q4 \ 1, [LWX11, (3.49)-(3.50)] are replaced by
o | > (k3 + k8) — |kT — K3 — [k + k3| + Ov (1) = (kf + K§) + o(kT) ~ k¥ ~ max(|@, |)
J

> 1My

)

and

g | = (kF = 5 — k3 — k) + o(k) + Ov (1) ~ ki ~ max(|, |) 2 [Lo Mg

At last, in Q5, || ~ |0k, — @k, |, and by the mean value theorem

6
M| < I 2, — mlk2) 2| + | D0 (=1)7+a,
=3

6
= N2(1—S)Hk1|2s + |k1|2$—2f/k1 . |k22|25 . |k2|2s_2‘7k2} + ‘ Z(il)j-ﬂ‘:)kj‘
=3

Jj=3 J=3
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This proves (98). Recalling that || ~ |k3| > N in Y and m(k}) (ki) ~ N'=%|k%|*, we can then
use (98) with Holder and Sobolev inequalities and (67) to finally bound for s > %:

6

MV
‘_‘ (1, ..., H (t, k;) (dk;) )</H|utk \(dk;)

I aﬁ j=
SIF L sl e, KDl o | F 1{1\k§\>>N’u(ta k)Ml ze IF It k) e
S H</ﬁ‘>sﬂ(t,ki‘)!”szI H<k2>sﬁ(t7k;)!Helzk;‘»NHU(t)H%{s

S N Invu(t) 1%,

o

where F~Hag} = [ are*®(dk), is the inverse spatial Fourier transform. This concludes the proof
of Lemma 6.8. O

Proof of Lemma 6.9. Let us start with the multilinear estimate on Ag (ﬁgv). First, we decompose
dyadically

Z /1T\Q )]+1m(k,)2d’)k.ﬁm.(t)(dk’)A
; j j kg J7A

Ni,...,Ng J= 1 7=1

where the N; run over dyadic integers, and Py, is the projector on frequencies N; < [k;| < 2N;.
Writing similarly as for the k;’s Ni > Ny > ... > Ng the decreasing rearrangement of the IV;’s,

1
by definition of Y it holds Nj ~ NJ 2 N. Moreover, we can replace u € X§’2+(5) above by an

1
extension v € X)S\’5+ satisfying HUHXS’%+ < 2Hu||XS b+ is) To simplify notations, we still write u
in place of v.
Then, to deal with the sharp time truncation restricting the time integral to [0;d], since multi-
plication by an indicator function is not bounded on X*® when b > %, we proceed as in [CKSTTO01]

and decompose
Loy = F(8) + 9(t) = o5 (V) P x (VD)) + [Lis5) — Ljosg) * (NT) P x(N7) 7))

for some smooth cut-off x satisfying x =1 on [—1;1]. To estimate the contribution of the second

term to the integral, since we can bound crudely |H6V| < (N7)?2, we have by Holder and Sobolev
inequalities

6 6
7‘/ — %
| [ oty [ 3" ] P, )(aks)act| < (N9)2lglaz 1Pl s [T 1P vl
=1 =2

6
< (NDPlgllze T IPwul oy
j=1
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for s > % This is enough to sum on N;’s since by the mean value theorem

1—e iT - e~ — 2
lolf = [ [ (1= 7)) [ar
200 ! 100 2 2
< | iy =0 ([ IR (o) n)| o) ar + 7| 2dr
|| S(NT)100 0 |7[>(N7)100
SO0 [ e (V)T ()
ISy o0

To estimate the contribution of the first term, since H %JF(R) is an algebra, we have

—itd?
1Full oge = IF @l % u(t)l|m

Ht2+ ~ HfHH2+HuHXs 5+

and, since ¥ is a Schwartz function,

1+ 1— e N*)—100 2d
912,40 = [ o | (VD) 70
St [ ) ) )
|7 S(NT)00 |72 (NF)O0
S (VD).
Then, we define
Uny (8, k1) = 901 vy o) (B)m(ky) (R [, ko)

Un; (75, k5) = 1 n;on;) (ki) m(k;) (ki) [a(Ty, kj)l,
j=2,...,6, and seek to prove

=]

(100)
‘Z]— ]+1 ( (.Uk’ |
UN (15, kj)drj(dkj)y SN~ 3+ N* U, 1.
/FG/T\Q I 1m(kj)<kj> jH1 i ki) (ki) H\ o3

In order to prove estimate (100), we will need the refined bilinear estimates for A-periodic
functions that we alluded to before.

Lemma B.1. The bilinear map
Ty Gy [ [ k)5 (@) (),
k1+ko=k

1
is bounded from (X2’2+)2 to L2(R x Ty), with
_ 1 \-1\3
o)z, S (V4 A Eal gy ol o e

The same property holds for

J; : (u,v) — /ezkx/ 1|k1+k2|zNﬂ<k1)%(k2)(dkl))\(dk))\.
k1+ko=k
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We postpone the proof of Lemma B.1 to the end of this subsection and continue with the
proof of Lemma 6.9. With the same arguments as for the proof of (98), it is straightforward to
check that [LWX11, Lemma 3.4] remains true with MY in place of Mg. Then, since the proof of
|[LWX11, Proposition 3.2| only relies on the bound on the symbol, Lemma B.1, Sobolev inequality
and (97), the exact same arguments prove (100) and thus Lemma 6.9 (i).

The same argument holds for the proof of [LWX11, Proposition 3.3] which relied again on
Lemma B.1, Sobolev inequality, (97), and (98), and thus remains true when replacing Mo by
M. This concludes the proof of Lemma 6.9 (ii).

Il

Finally, we give the proof of Lemma B.1.

Proof of Lemma B.1. We proceed as in the proof of Lemma 6.4 (v) given in Appendix A above
and decompose dyadically

H / 1|k1ik2\ZNa(k¢1)5(’62)(0”4?1),\‘
k1+ko=k

Lt,(dk)A

<> H / 1\k1ik2|ZNPK1U(k?1)Png(kzg)(dkl),\‘
Ky ,Ko k1+ko=k

)
Lt,(dk)A

where Py is the smooth projector on the modulation |7; — ij| ~ K. Then proceeding as in the
proof of Lemma 6.4 (v),

— — 2
//‘/ / 1|k1,k2‘ZNPK1u(T1,k‘l)PKQ’U(TQ,kQ)dTl(dkl))\‘ dT(dk))\
R T1+7m2=7 Jk1+ko=k

9

S IPwyulty | Proliy, sup 3ldva s
where
Anpre = {(m1,k1) € R x %Z, ki — (k= k)| 2 N, |11 —wp,| ~ K1, |7—71 —wpp,| ~ K2}
In case max (K7, Ko) > N2, we proceed as in the proof of Lemma 6.4 (v) to get

. 1
‘AN,A,T,]C} 5 mln(Kl,Kg)#{kl < *Z, ‘kl — (k — k’l)‘ Z N, ’7‘ — Wk, — wk,kl\ S maX(Kl,KQ)}

A
< min(Ky, Ko)#{ki € %Z, 2k% + 2kky = 7 — k* = O(max(K1, K»))}
< min(Kq, K2)Amax(K7, K3)? < %KlKQ.
In case max (K1, K2) < N2, noting that
(101) (k1 — (k—k1))? =27 —k* = 2(11 —wpy) — 2((7 — T1) — Wi, ) + Ov (1),
we get
| AN r k|

1
< min(Ky, Ko)#{k1 € XZ, k1 — (k— k1) 2 N, |(k1 — (k — k1))? — 47 + k*| < max(K1, K2)}

1 ko1
32 k= (k= k)| 2 N, k:1:5ii\/QT—kQ—FO(max(Kl,Kg))}.

5 min(Kl, KQ)#{kl S
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But for ki, k1 in the above set, we have from (101) and the lower bound on |k1 — (k — k1)| that
k1 — k1| < }\/27' — k2 + O(max(K1, K»)) — /27 — k2 4+ O(max (K7, K))|

< O(max(K1, K») < max (K1, Ko)
- \/27—*]{324“0(111&}((}(1,[{2)) ~ N :
Thlb ﬁnally gives
K, K
[ A ri| S min(Ky, Ko) (1 + Amng)_

All in all, this yields

— — 2
//‘/ / 1|k1,k2‘ZNPK1’U,(T1,kl)PKQ’U(TQ,kQ)dTl(dkl))\‘ dT(dk))\
R T1+10=7 J k1+ko=k

1 1
S 5 (L AS) K K| Prulg, (| Prsyvll

This is enough to prove Lemma B.1 after summing on K7, Ks.
When v is replaced by v, we have similarly

_— — 2
/ / | / / ity sz Pre (1, k) P (s, ko) (k)| dr (k)
R T1+12=7 Jk1+ko=k

-1/

1 -
5XSUP|AN,/\,T,k|||PK1UH%2 | Pryvll3s
7’7k‘ t,x t,x

— — 2
/ / 1|k|ZNPK1'LL(7'1,kl)PKQU(TQ,kQ)dTl(dkl))\‘ dT(dk))\
T1—T2=T J k1 —ko=k

with
~ 1
AN,)\,TJC = {(Tl,kl) eR x XZ, |k2| 2 ]\f7 |7’1 —wk1| ~ Kl, |7'1 — T—wkl_k| ~ Kg}.

Proceeding as above,
~ ] 1
AN k] S mln(Kl,Kg)#{kl c XZ’ k| 2 N, |7 —wpy, +wiy—k| S max(Kl,Kg)}

1
< min(Ky, Ko)#{k € XZ, k| = N, ki — (k1 —k)* =7+ O(max(Ky, K2))}

7+ k? + O(max(K1, K3)) !
2k

1
< min(K7y, Ko)#{k1 € XZ, k| > N, k=
max(Kl, KQ))
—xN )
This finishes the proof of Lemma B.1. O

S min(Kl, KQ)(l + A

B.2. Estimates in the case of a multiplicative potential. We finish this section by giving
the proof of Lemma 6.14.
First, from similar computations as for (89) we have for any t € R
[(OuInu, Do [In, Walu) 2| < [ Inull g 182 [T, Walul| 2
S (NTHWAllzallull g2 + N7H 0 Wil oo [ Ivull g ) [ vl e

S N7 W g Ivull

This proves (i).
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Similarly,
|(WaInu, [In, Walu) 2| S Wl e [ Inull g2 | [T, Walul| g2
S N WAl oo [0: Wil oo [Nl g2 [l L2
SN WAl llullZ-.

This proves (ii).
With Sobolev embedding and similar computations, we also have

(v, Wilu, In(Jul*u)) 2] S N7H0Wall oo llull g2l ull 2 < N7HWAL grallul s
S NHWll gl Invul|a

since s > . Moreover,

6
(In(Waw), In([ul*u) — [Inul*Inu)pe = [ me(k1,. .. ke) (Waw)k, (dk1)a [ [ Uk, (dk;)x,
T i

where the symbol is given by

m(ky)(m(ka + - - + k) — [Ty m(k;)
me = G

Hj:2 m(k;)(k;)

and Uy, (t) = m(k;)(k;)|dx, (t)|. In particular, if |kj-| = max(|k;|, j > 2), then mg vanishes unless

|kj<| 2 N, and since
N1-5|k|s >N
(k), [k] <N,

we have the rough bound
mel < N7 (ky)~
J#T*
Together with Holder and Sobolev inequalities, we get
|[(In (W), In(lu| ) — [Inu[*Inu) 2] S N7HWallzsolfull o] [ () U 110 U]l 2
SN2 Wl | U 2
S NN W gl Ivull 3

This proves (iii).
Finally, it remains to estimate

A7(M7; Uy oy U W)\)

Z ( )]M (kla"wk‘—l,k‘+k7,k‘+1,...,k) 6
j=1 . J J 7 W)\ k7 dk7 R H Ukj
L7 [;=1 m(k;)(k;) =

with Uy, = m(k;)(kj)|uk,|.- Recall from [LWX11, Lemma 3.2| that |]/\Zﬁ| < |ag|, and thus the
symbol above is bounded by

‘Z kl,...,k‘j_l,k‘j+]€7,k‘j+1,...,k‘6)|51,
7j=1
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thus proceeding as in [LWX11, Lemma 3.3| or equivalently as in the proof of Lemma 6.8, we get

}A7(M7; Uy ooy Uy W)\)(t)‘ S NQ(S_l))‘_2HWHH4||INU||?{1‘

This shows (iv). This concludes the proof of Lemma 6.14.
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