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Global well-posedness of dispersive equations

In the past few years two methods have been developed and applied to study
the global in time existence of dispersive equations at regularities which are
right below or in between those corresponding to conserved quantities:

@ High-low method by J. Bourgain.

@ |-method (or method of almost conservation laws) by J. Colliander, M.
Keel, G. S., H. Takaoka and T. Tao

For many dispersive equations and systems there still remains a gap
between the local in time results and those that could be globally achieved.

When these two methods fail, return to one of Bourgain’s early approaches for
periodic dispersive equations (NLS, KdV, mKdV, Zakharov system) through

@ the introduction and use of the Gibbs measure derived from the PDE
viewed as an infinite dimension Hamiltonian system.

where global in time existence was studied in the almost sure sense via the
existence and invariance of the associated Gibbs measure (cf. Lebowitz,
Rose and Speer’s and Zhidkov’s works).
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@ Why is this last method effective?

@ There are two fundamental reasons:

» Because failure to show global existence by Bourgain’s high-low method or
the I-method might come from certain ‘exceptional’ initial data set, and the
virtue of the Gibbs measure is that it does not see that exceptional set.

» The invariance of the Gibbs measure, just like the usual conserved
quantities, can be used to control the growth in time of those solutions in its
support and extend the local in time solutions to global ones almost surely.

The difficulty in this approach lies in the actual construction of the associated
Gibbs measure and in showing its invariance under the flow.

This approach has recently successfully been used by:

e T. Oh (2007- PhD thesis) for the periodic KdV-type coupled systems.

e Tzevkov (2007) for subquintic radial NLW on 2d disc.

e Burg-Tzevtkov (2007-2008) for subcubic & subquartic radial NLW on 3d ball.
e T. Oh (2008-2009) Schrédinger-Benjamin-Ono, KdV on T.

e Thomann -Tzevtkov (2010) for DNLS (only formal construction of the
measure).
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In this talk we describe this approach for the 1D periodic DNLS.

@ Goal 1: Construct an associated invariant weighted Wiener measure and
establish GWP for data living in its support. In particular almost surely for
data living in a Fourier-Lebesgue space (defined later) scaling like
Hz=<(T), for small ¢ > 0. Joint with:

Andrea Nahmod (UMass Amherst)
Tadahiro Oh (Princeton U)
Luc Rey Bellet (UMass Amherst).

@ Goal 2: Show that the ungauged invariant Wiener measure associated to
the periodic derivative NLS obtained above is absolutely continuous with
respect to the weighted Wiener measure constructed by Thomann and
Tzvetkov. We prove a general result on absolute continuity of Gaussian
measures under certain gauge transformations. Joint with:

Andrea Nahmod (UMass Amherst)
Luc Rey Bellet (UMass Amherst)
Scott Sheffield (MIT)
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Derivative NLS Equation

iU — 2
(DNLS) Up — i Uyy A(Julcu)x
U|t:0 = Uo

where either (x,t) e Rx (=T, T)or(x,t) € T x (—T,T) and \isreal.

@ We take )\ = 1 for convenience and note DNLS is a Hamiltonian PDE with
conservation of mass and ‘energy’. In fact, it is completely integrable.

The first three conserved quantities of time are:
e Mass: m(u) =2 [, |u(x,t)?dx

e ‘Energy’:  E(u) = [;|ux[?dx + 3Im [, v?Tdy dx + § [, |ul® dx

o Hamiltonian:  H(u) = Im [, uliy dx + } [ [u]*dx  (at H? level).
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More about the DNLS

@ The equation is scale invariant for data in L2: if u(x, t) is a solution then
us(x, t) = a“u(ax, &t) is also a solution iff o — .. Thus a priori one
expects some form of existence and uniqueness for data in H?, o > 0.

@ Many results are known for the Cauchy problem with smooth data,
including data in H' (Tsutsumi-Fukada 80’s; N.Hayashi, N. Hayashi- T.
Ozawa and T. Ozawa 90’s )

In looking for solutions to (DNLS) we face a derivative loss arising from the
nonlinear term and hence for low regularity data the key is to somehow make
up for this loss.
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The non-periodic case (x € R)

@ Takaoka (1999) proved sharp local well-posedness (LWP) in H%(R) via a
(Hayashi and Ozawa) + sharp multilinear estimates
for the gauged equivalent equation in the Fourier restriction norm spaces
XS,
@ Colliander, Keel, S., Takaoka and Tao (2001-2002) established global
well-posedness (GWP) in H°(R), o > 15 of small L? norm using the
so-called I-Method on the gauge equivalent equation. ( Small in L2 means

< 27”: ‘energy’ to be positive via Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality.).

@ Miao, Wu and Xu recently extended GWP to H?(R), o > 1.

@ The Cauchy initial value problem is ill-posed for data in H’(R) and
o <1/2; i.e. data map fails to be C® or uniformly C°. ( Takaoka,
Biagioni-Linares)
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Periodic (DNLS)

@ S. Herr (2006) showed that the Cauchy problem associated to periodic
DNLS is locally well-posed for initial data u(0) € H*(T), if o > 3.

Proof based on an

+ sharp multilinear estimates for the gauged equivalent
equation in periodic Fourier restriction norm spaces X5°.
By use of conservation laws, the problem is also shown to be globally
well-posed for o > 1 and data which is small in [2-as in [CKSTT].

@ Y. Y. Su Win ( 2009- PhD thesis) applied the I-Method to prove GWP in
H(T) foro > 1/2.

@ Also in the periodic case the problem is believed to be ill-posed in H?(T)
for o < 1/2in the sense that fixed point theorem cannot be used with
Sobolev spaces.
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Periodic Gauged Derivative NLS Equation

@ Why do we need to gauge? Because the nonlinearity:

(JulPu)x = Uy + 2|ul? uy hard to control.
Periodic Gauge Transformation (S. Herr, 2006):  For f € L?(T)

G(1)(x) = exp(—i(1)) F(x)

2
0= [ [ (100F = Gt ) oy o

is the unique 27-periodic mean zero pr|m|t|ve of the map

where

X OOR — o 11Bege
Then, for u € C([-T, T]; L3(T)) the adapted periodic gauge is defined as
g(u)(t, x) == G(u(t))(x —2tm(u))
We have that
G:C([-T, T H(T)) — C([- T, T]; H7(T))
is a homeomorphism for any ¢ > 0. Moreover,
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G is locally bi-Lipschitz on subsets of functions in C([—T, T]; H°(T)) with
prescribed L2-norm. The same is true if we replace H?(T) by FLS', the
Fourier-Lebesgue spaces (later).

e Local well-posedness for (GDNLS) in H? implies local existence and
uniqueness for (DNLS) in H?; but don’t necessarily have all the auxiliary
estimates coming from the LWP result on (GDNLS).

If uis a solution to (DNLS) and v := G(u) we have that v solves:

(GDNLS) v — ivgy = —V2Vy + é\v|4v—iu>(v)v —im(v)|v|?v

with initial data v(0) = G(u(0)) and where

mw) = m(v) = 5 [ RO o= 5 [ Ivix, 0 (dx

P(v)(t) == —1/Im(vVX) dx + 417/ [v|*dx — m(v)?

™

Note both m(v) and ¥ (v)(t) are real.
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What'’s the energy for GDNLS?

For v the solution to the periodic (GDNLS) define

£(v) ::/T|vx|2dx—%ImAVZWdX+;7</1T|V(t)|2dx> (/T|v(t)4dx>.

H(V) = Im/vvx—l/|v|4 dx + 2rm(v)?
T 2 T

E(v) = E(v) +2m(V)H(v) — 2 m(v)?

We prove:

dt
In fact one can show that E(u) = £(v).
We refer to £(v) from now on as the energy of (GDNLS).
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@ A. Grinrock and S. Herr (2008) showed that the Cauchy problem
associated to DNLS is locally well-posed for initial data uy € FL5'(T) and
2<r<4,s>1/2.

[UollFisr(my = I1{m)°Uo lley(Z)  r=2

These spaces scale like the Sobolev H?(T) ones where ’ c=s+1/r—1/2 ‘

For example for s=2/3—and r=3 o<1/2.
Proof based on Herr's adapted periodic gauge transformation and new sharp
multilinear estimates for the gauged equivalent equation in an appropriate
variant of Fourier restriction norm spaces X,f’f introduced by Grlnrock-Herr.

Ul == (M) {7 = 12)°T(n, 7))l g5

where first take the LI norm and then the ¢}, one.
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For § > 0 fixed, the restriction space Xﬁ’qb(é) is defined as usual
IVlixeogs) = inf{llullyep = ue X7 and v =ul s}
For g = 2 we simply write Xf”zb = X>P. Note X;’é’ = XSb,
Later we will also use the space
Z(6) = X,’;( ) N X0 (0).

In particular,
Z3(6) c C([-4,0], FL>").
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Invariant Gibbs measures for Hamiltonian PDEs
Hamilton’s equations of motion have the antisymmetric form

doH(p,q) - OH(p, q)

(HE) qi = (9,0/ ; pi=—

the Hamiltonian H(p, q) being a first integral:

dH oH . OH OH 8H oH
t‘z,:a_q,-q" opi Zaq,ap, op " 9a) ~

And by defining y := (q1,..., Gk, p1,...,Px)" € R?* (2k = d) we can rewrite

ay o0
ar ~JVHD), J{—/ o}
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Liouville’s Theorem: Let a vector field f : RY — R be divergence free then
the if the flow map ¢; satisfies:

Louy) = fouy))

then it is a volume preserving map (for all 1).

In particular if f is associated to a Hamiltonian system then automatically
div f = 0. Indeed

giyf_ O OH, 0 OH 9 0H 0 0H 0 0H 0 0H _
C0g10p1 0qeOp2 T OGkOpk  Op10qr Op20Ge T Opk DGk
by equality of mixed partial derivatives.

The Lebesgue measure on R?¥ is invariant under the Hamiltonian flow (HE).
Consequently from conservation of Hamiltonian H the Gibbs measures,

d
dp = e~ 1P TT dp; dgi
i=1
with 8 > 0 are invariant under the flow of (HE); ie. for A ¢ RY,
1(®4(A)) = p(A)
December, 2010 16/63



Infinite Dimension Hamiltonian PDEs

In the context of semilinear NLS  ju; + Uy + [u[P~2u = 0 on T (think of u as
the infinite dimension vector given by its Fourier coefficients) we have:

e Lebowitz, Rose and Speer (1988) considered the Gibbs measure formally
given by

‘dp=Z""exp(—pH(u)) [ ] du(x
xeT
where H(u) := 1 [ |ux? ¥ 1 f |ulP and showed that . is a well-defined

probability measure on HS( ) forany s < 3 1 but not (we will see this later) for

_1
S—é.

e In the focusing case the result only holds for p < 6 with the L?-cutoff
X|lu|.<8 forany B> 0 if p < 6 and with small B for p = 6

(recall the L2 norm is conserved for these equations.)

e Bourgain (94’) proved the invariance of this measure and a.s. gwp.
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Bourgain’s Method

We review Bourgain’s idea in a general framework, and discuss how to prove
almost surely GWP and the invariance of a measure from LWP.

Consider a dispersive nonlinear Hamiltonian PDE with a k-linear nonlinearity
possibly with derivative.

(PDE) {ut = Lu+N(u)

Ult—o = Uo

where L is a (spatial) differential operator like iOxx, Oxxx, €1C. (systems). Let
H(u) denote the Hamiltonian of (PDE). Then, (PDE) can also be written as

H . . oH ., .
u=J— ifuisreal-valued, u;=J— if uiscomplex-valued.
adu ou
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Let 1 denote a measure on the distributions on T, whose invariance we’d like
to establish. We assume that p is a weighted Gaussian measure (formally)
given by

"dp=2"e PO ] du(x)"

xeT

where F(u) is conserved! under the flow of (PDE) and the leading term of
F(u) is quadratic and nonnegative.

Now, suppose that there is a good local well-posedness theory:

There exists a Banach space B of distributions on T and a space
Xs € C([-9, ¢]; B) of space-time distributions in which to prove local
well-posedness by a fixed point argument with a time of existence o
depending on ||up||B, say ¢ ~ ||up||g* for some a > 0.

'F(u) could be the Hamiltonian, but not necessarily!
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In addition, suppose that the Dirichlet projections Py — the projection onto the
spatial frequencies < N — act boundedly on these spaces, uniformly in N.

Consider the finite dimensional approximation to (PDE)

{u{\’ = LuN + Py(N(uM))

(FDA) R ,
uN|i—o = U == Pnti(x) = 2 inj<n Uo(m)e™.

Then, for ||ug||s < K one can see (FDA) is LWP on [—¢, §] with § ~ K~
independent of N.
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Two more important assumptions on (FDA):
(1)  (FDA) is Hamiltonian with H(u") i.e.

N
g H)

J"

(2) F(uN) is still conserved under the flow of (FDA)

Note: (1) holds for example when the symplectic form J commutes with the
projection Py. (e.g. J =i or dy.).

In general however (1) and (2) are not guaranteed and may not necessarily
hold! (more later).
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From this point on the argument goes through the following steps:
@ By Liouville’s theorem and (1) above the Lebesgue measure

I1 dandbn,

In|<N

where Eﬁ(n) = ap + iby, is invariant under the flow of (FDA).

@ Then, using (2) - the conservation of F(uN)- we have that the finite
dimensional version iy of u:

dun = Zy'e P T dandbs

In|<N

is also invariant under the flow of (FDA)!

@ One then needs to prove that uy converges weakly to . Assume it for
now.
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@ One also needs the following:

Lemma [Fernique-type tail estimate]
For K suff. large, we have

un({llu s > K1) < e°%* indep of N.

@ This lemma + invariance of uy imply the following estimate controlling the
growth of solution u" to (FDA).

Main Proposition: Bourgain '94
Given T < oo,e > 0, there exists Qn C B s.t.
nn(Qy) <e

for u) € Qu, (FDA) is well-posed on [T, T] with the growth estimate:

T 1
N < 1\2
lu™(Olls < ('09 6) for |t < T.
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Proof.
Let o y(t) = flow map of (FDA), and define

Qy =l on(a)({1ud s < KY).

@ By invariance of uy,

[7/9]
W) = Y unonG){llw'ls > K}) = 2[T/slun({llug s > K3)
J==IT/d]
This implies 1(2%) < Tun({[|u) |5 > K}) ~ TKe~°<*, and by choosing
K ~ (log %)% we have u(Q5) < e.
@ By its construction, ||uM(js)||s < K for j=0,--- ,£[T/d] and by local
theory,
1
IuN(B)ls < 2K ~ (Iog ;) for |t| < T.
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Going back to PDE

Essentially as a corollary of the Main Proposition one can then prove:

Corollary

(a) Givene > 0, there exists Q. C B with u(QE) < e such that for uy € Q.,
(PDE) is globally well-posed with the growth estimate:

1+ |t

1
2
lu®ls S (Iog T) , forallt € R.

(b) The uniform convergence lemma: ||u — uM||c(_7.71.51 — 0 as N — oo
uniformly for uy € Q., where B’ O B.

4

Note (a) implies that (PDE) is a.s. GWP, since Q= U.<o Q2 has probability 1.

e>0

One can prove (a) and (b) by estimating the difference u — u" using the LWP
theory + an Approximation Lemma and applying the Main Proposition above
to uV.

Finally, putting all the ingredients together, we obtain the invariance of p.
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A.S. Global well-posedness for DNLS

Our Goal 1:
@ Establish the a.s GWP for the periodic DNLS in a Fourier Lebesgue
space FLS" scaling below H'/?(T). and the invariance of the associate
Gibbs measure p.

@ Invariance p: if ®(t) is the flow map associated to the nonlinear equation;
then for reasonable F

/F(d>(t)( 1(dg) /F (do)

Method:

Construct p so that LWP of periodic DNLS in some space B containing
supp(u) holds. Then show a.s. GWP as well as the invariance of x via
Bourgain’s argument (and Zhidkov’s) (for the Gibbs meas of NLS, KdV, mKdV,
Bourgain '94) + some new ingredients |.
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Finite dimensional approximation of (GDNLS)
Recall

(GDNLS) Vi = iVyx — V20 + é|v|4v — ip(v)v — im(v)|v[?v
where

Y(v) = —%/IvaX+41—7T/|V|4 dx — m(v)?

and m(v) = 2 [|v[?dx.

Our finite dimensional approximation is (FGDNLS):
. — ) )
v = v — Pu((VM)?vlY) + 3 Pa(VN V) — i (VM) — im(vN) PV EVY)

with initial data ~ v{¥ = Py w.

@ Note m(vN)(1) := 5= [, [vN(x, t)[2dx is also conserved under the flow of
(FGDNLS).
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Lemma [Local well-posedness]

Let2<r<4ands> % Then for every
W' € Bri={v) € FLY(T)/|I |l Frsry < R}
and § < R~7, for some ~ > 0, there exists a unique solution
vV € Z5(5) ¢ C([-4,9]; FLS'(T))
of (FGDNLS) with initial data v}’ . Moreover the map
(Br, Il Nl zsn(ry) — C([=6,8]: FL(T)) = v — vV

is real analytic.

@ The proof essentially follows from Grunrock-Herr's LWP estimates.

» Py acts on a multilinear nonlinearity and it is a bounded operator on L°(T)
commuting with D®.
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Lemma [Approximation lemma]

Let vo € FLS(T), s > ,r € (2,4) be such that ||vo|| z.s(1) < A, for some
A >0, and let N be a large integer. Assume the solution vN of (FGDNLS) with
initial data v)'(x) = PyVvo satisfies the bound

VNl £sery < A, forall t € [-T, T],

for some given T > 0. Then the IVP (GDNLS) with initial data v; is
well-posed on [T, T] and there exists Cy, C1 > 0, such that its solution v(t)
satisfies the following estimate:

(&) = vN (Ol iz vy S exp[Co(1 + A)S TIN® 2,

forallte [-T,T],0< 51 < s.

Gigliola Staffilani (MIT) a.s. GWP, Gibbs measures and gauge transforms December, 2010 29/63



Construction of the Weighted Wiener Measure

We need to construct probability spaces on which we establish
well-posedness.

To construct these measures we will make use of the conserved quantity:
£(v) as well as the L2-norm, hence weighted Wiener rather than Gibbs.

To construct the measures on infinite dimensional spaces we consider
conserved quantities of the form exp(fgf(v)). But can’t construct a finite
measure directly! using this quantity since:

(a) the nonlinear part of £(v) is not bounded below

(b) the linear part is only non-negative but not positive definite.

To resolve this issue we proceed as follows.
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First we use the conservation of L2-norm and consider instead the quantity

X{Ivl a<By € 2V g= 2 (VP iml?)ax
2=

where \/(v) is the nonlinear part of the energy £(v), i.e.

1 . 1 . :
N = —_I / 2V, d </ v2dx>(/ v4dx>+
(v) = —gim [ vvede— g ( | vPox)( [ 1
1 ) . 1 , . \°
+ - /\v| dx Im/vvxdx + /|v| ax | .
s T T 47r T

and B is a (suitably small) constant.

Then we would like to construct the measure (with v(x) = u(x) + iw(x))

“dus = Z7 X p <y PV e 2 TP RIo TT du(x)aw(x) "
xeT

This is a purely formal, although suggestive, expression since it is impossible
to define the Lebesgue measure on an infinite-dimensional space as
countably additive measure. Moreover as it will turn out that | |Uy|? = o0, 1
almost surely.
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One uses instead a Gaussian measure as reference measure and the
weighted measure p is constructed in two steps:

@ First one constructs a Gaussian measure p as the limit of the
finite-dimensional measures on R*N+2 given by

don =2, Nexp( v Z (1 + [n?) (V| ) I dandbs

\n|<N In|<N
where V, = a, + ib,.

The construction of such Gaussian measures on Hilbert spaces is a
classical subject. As we will see below we need to realize this measure
as a measure supported on a suitable Banach space. This needs some
extra work but it is possible by relying on L. Gross 65’ and H. Kuo 75’
theory of abstract Wiener spaces.

@ Once this measure p has been constructed one constructs the measure
1 as a measure which is absolutely continuous with respect to p and
whose Radon-Nikodym derivative

du 5 _8
ap = A0 = 27 gy N

For this measure to be normalizable one needs. B to.be sufficiently small



More about our Gaussian measure

As mentioned above our Gaussian measure p is the weak limit of the finite
dimensional Gaussian measures

dpn = ONexp( ;Z( 1+ |n?) ) 1 dandbn.

[n|<N [n|<N

Note that the measure py above can be regarded as the induced probability
measure on R*N+2 under the map

9n(w) } = Gn
— and V= ——,
{ NAERTIE e RV
where {gn(w)}n<n are independent standard complex Gaussian random
variables on a probability space (2, F, P).
In a similar manner, we can view p as the induced probability measure under
gn(w)
the map w +— {\/W .
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Gaussian Measure in which space?
Consider the operator Js = (1 — A)S~! then

ST 10R) [Val® = (v, Vi = (T V) e

n

The operator Js : H® — H® has the set of eigenvalues {(1 + [n|?)(s~="},cz and
the corresponding eigenvectors {(1 + |n|?)~$/2€™} ,c; form an orthonormal
basis of H®.

@ For p to be countable additive we need Js to be of trace class which is
true if and only if s < 3.
Then p is a countably additive measure on H* for any s < 1/2 (but not for
s>1/2 )

Unfortunately, (GDNLS) is locally well-posed in H5(T) only for s > %

Instead, we propose to work in the Fourier-Lebesgue space FL5(T) in view
of the local well-posedness result by Griinrock-Herr . Since FL5" is not a
Hilbert space, we need to construct p as a measure supported on a Banach
space. This can be done thanks to the theory of abstract Wiener spaces
(Gross and Kuo).
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@ In particular, we prove thatfor2 <r < ocand (s — 1)r < —1:

1) (i,H',FLS") is an abstract Wiener space. ( i=inclusion map)

(2) The Wiener measure p can be realized as a countably additive measure
supported on FL%" and

(3) Have an exponential tail estimate : there exists ¢ > 0 (with ¢ = ¢(s, r))
such that ,
IVl Fer > K) < e,

1

Note: For (r,s) as above s+ <5 (recall FL>" scales as H”)

———

=0

N =
N —

Here we assume again that v is of the form

=3 A

where {gn(w)} are independent standard complex Gaussian random variables
as above
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More about the weighted measure
After a nontrivial amount of work, and using also some estimates in Thomann
and Tzvetkov we finally obtain the weighted Wiener measure . Let

R(v) = xqvi<;e 2V, Rn(v) = R(VM)

where \/(v) is the nonlinear part of the energy £. Here vN = Py(v) for some
generic function v in our F-L spaces.
We obtain

du=2Z""R(v)dp,

for sufficiently small B, as is the weak limit of the finite dimensional weighted
Wiener measures jy on R*N+2 given by

dun = Zy'Rn(v)dpn

— _ 18N oN
= 2y xgp<pre €T T dadb,
ini <N

for suitable normalizations Zy, Zy. More precisely we have:
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Lemma [Convergence]
Rn(v) converges in measure to R(v).

Moreover we have

Proposition [Existence of weighted Wiener measure]

(a) For sufficiently small B > 0, we have R(v) € L2(dp). In particular, the
weighted Wiener measure p is a probability measure, absolutely continuous
with respect to the Wiener measure p.

(b) We have the following tail estimate. Let2 < r < ococand (s —1)r < —1;
then there exists a constant ¢ such that

2
u(lIVllzise > K) < 67

for sufficiently large K > 0.
(c) The finite dim. weighted Wiener measure uy converges weakly to p.
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Example of an estimate

Recall that .
Rn(V) = x(wv . <Bye 2 ),

—1Im/v2Wde— i /|v\2 dx /\v|4dx +
2 T 47T T T
1 , _ 1T (2 \°
— /\v| dx Im/vvxdx + -— /|v| ax | .
™ T T 4772 T

Here we concentrate on the term Xy (v) := [ vNVQ’. We have the following

and

=
=
Il

_|_

Lemma

Forany N < M and e > 0 we have
1

[Xm(v) = Xn(V)lle S —+-
Nz
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Proof of the lemma
We start by recalling that vN( X) = ZanN

o) ©) ginX Then by Plancherel

2
=—i Yy nl9 2 and  Xy(v) — iy nl9
<N N<|n|<M >
and
2 2
X))~ Xu(W)E= Y mndlPNORIR e e
(m)?(ng)? ’ ’ "
N<|ng [ || <M
(19, (@)[Z = 1)(|gn, ()P — 1)
YIII,M = Z n{no ! 5 22
N<|na| || <M ()2 (ne)
2= 1)+ (|gn,(w)[? = 1)
v2 o ey U9 ()] ny
N,M N<n22’|;]1<M 1112 <n1>2<n2>2
nn
Y’%,M = Z ;2 2

N<| e[| <M ()= {ne)
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By symmetry .
3 1112 _
Ww= 2 Taeme O

N<|np|,|m <M

hence

2
IXum(v) = Xn(Es < YR mllZe + 1 YRl Eo-

We now proceed as in Thomann and Tzvetkov: denote by
Gn(w) = |gn(w)[? — 1
and note that by the definition of g,(w)
E[Gn(w)Gm(w)] =0 forn# m.

Since

Gn, Gn, Gn, G,

‘Y’I”M‘z - Z e lials (m)2(n2)?(ns)?(na)?’

N<[n|;|nz],[ns|,|nal, <M

when we compute EJ| Y,l,’M|2] the only contributions come from (n; = n3 and

no = ny), (M = noand n3 = ng) or (ne = nz and Ny = ).
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Hence by symmetry we have:

n2n2 1
||Y/1/,M||E2 = E[|Y111,M|2] <C Z W N NE
N<|m [ np<m VA2

On the other hand, since

Gn, + Gr,)(Gp, + Gp,)
Y2 2 _ MNons I"l4( N ] 3 4
| N’M| N<n1|,|n22|;3,n4|,<M <n1>2<n2>2<n3>2<n4>2
by symmetry it is enough to consider a single term of the form

Gr, Gn,

Z Mn2N3ng 2 2 pN2( 2
n n: n: n
N<|ni|,|n2|,|ns],|nal,<M (m)2(n2)%(na)%(na)

with 1 <j # k < 4, which we set without any loss of generality to be
j=1, k=3. We then have

N?nony
IYEmllZe = E[IYAuPl < C > 4 s =0
N el met < (10 (720 (778)
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Analysis of the (FGDNLS): necessary estimates

The key step now is to prove the analogue of Bourgain’s Main Proposition
above controlling the growth of solutions vV to (FGDNLS).

Obstacles we have to face:

@ The symplectic form associated to the periodic gauged derivative
nonlinear Schrédinger equation GDNLS does not commute with Fourier
modes truncation and so the truncated finite-dimensional systems are not
necessarily Hamiltonian. This entails two problems:
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Analysis of the (FGDNLS): necessary estimates

The key step now is to prove the analogue of Bourgain’s Main Proposition
above controlling the growth of solutions vV to (FGDNLS).

Obstacles we have to face:

@ The symplectic form associated to the periodic gauged derivative
nonlinear Schrédinger equation GDNLS does not commute with Fourier
modes truncation and so the truncated finite-dimensional systems are not
necessarily Hamiltonian. This entails two problems:

» (1) A mild one: need to show the invariance of Lebesgue measure
associated to (FGDNLS) (‘Liouville’s theorem’) by hand directly .
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Analysis of the (FGDNLS): necessary estimates

The key step now is to prove the analogue of Bourgain’s Main Proposition
above controlling the growth of solutions vV to (FGDNLS).

Obstacles we have to face:

@ The symplectic form associated to the periodic gauged derivative
nonlinear Schrédinger equation GDNLS does not commute with Fourier
modes truncation and so the truncated finite-dimensional systems are not
necessarily Hamiltonian. This entails two problems:

» (1) A mild one: need to show the invariance of Lebesgue measure

associated to (FGDNLS) (‘Liouville’s theorem’) by hand directly .

» (2) A more serious one and at the heart of this work. The energy £(v") is
no longer conserved. In other words, the finite dimensional weighted Wiener
measure uy is not invariant any longer.
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Almost conserved energy

@ Zhidkov faced a similar problem but unlike Zhidkovs work on KdV we do
not have a priori knowledge of global well posedness.

@ We show however that it is almost invariant in the sense that we can
control the growth in time of £(vN)(t).

» This idea is reminiscent of the /-method. However:

In the I-method one needs to estimate the variation of the energy of
solutions to the infinite dimensional equation at time t smoothly projected
onto frequencies of size up to N.

Here one needs to control the variation of the energy & of the solution vV to
the finite dimensional approximation equation.

More precisely we have the following estimate controlling the growth of
E(vM)(1)
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Theorem [Energy Growth Estimate]

Let vV(t) be a solution to (FGDNLS) in [—4, 6], and let K > 0 be such that
||vN||X2 < K. Then there exists 5 > 0 such that

2_1
33 2(5)

1E(VN(6)) — E(vN(0))]| = \ /05 %g(v"’)(t)dt‘ < C(6)N~P max(K®, K®).

Remark This estimate may still hold for a different choice of X,S’12 (&) norm,
with s > 15, 2 < r < 4 so that the local well-posedness holds.

On the other hand the pair (s, r) should also be such that (s—1)-r < —1 since
this regularity is low enough to contain the support of the Wiener measure.

Our choice of s = %— and r = 3 allows us to prove the energy growth
estimate while satisfying both the conditions for local well-posedness and the
support of the measure.
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On the energy estimate

We start by writing

dt( N 72Im/ vNVNVN P (V) V’V)+Re/v VNVN PR (VN AV
2m(vN)Re/v VNVP (VN2

+ 2m(vM)Re / VNURE P (VN2

+m(vN)Im/vNW2Pﬁ(|vN\4vN)

—2
—2m(vN)2Im/vaN P (VNN + . ,

The first term is the worst term since it has two derivatives. Also it looks like
the unfavorable structure of the nonlinearity (v")?v)V) is back!
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The dangerous term

Let’'s now concentrate on the first term coming from the expression above. It is
essentially:

6 — PE—
= / / vNVNVN P (VvV)2VN) dx dt.
We start by dlscussmg how to absorb the rough time cut-off. Assume ¢ is any

function in X3 e such that

Oli—s.5) = VV;
then we write

I = / Xoai() P (V)20 v) vWyNyNaxat
TxR

= / P ((X[0,619)? X[0,61%x) X[0.61® X[0,5]% X[0,5)PxAXCL.
TxR
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By denoting
W = X[0,5]®» hence w = Py(w),

we will in fact show that

h| =

/ Pi; (w)20,w) wwwwydxdlt
TxR

2
3

-8
< C(O)N HW1HX3§<;7HWzHXSW,;f||W3||X3§7,gf

X HW4HX3§7,;7HWSHngf.gf||W6||X3§7,;7

where wy = wo = Wy = wand ws = Ws = W = W.

To go back to vN then one uses the fact that for b < by < 1/2, there exists
C’(8) > 0 such that

/ / N
IIWIIXSg_,b < C'(9) II¢IIXS§_,b1 < C'(9)[lv Hxﬁ"%(é)

where w, ¢ and vN are as above.
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Ingredients for the proof

We now list some of the ingredients for the proof of the estimate:
@ A trilinear refinement of Bourgain's L®(T) Strichartz estimate:

Let u, v, w € X<z~ for some ¢ > 0. Then

W <
vl < llul

v|

4l

A (17 e 177 vy

@ Certain arithmetic identities that relate frequencies to the distance to the
parabola
P={(n7): 7= n2}

where the solution of the linear problem lives.

These estimates are important since one would like to trade derivatives,
e.i. powers of frequencies like [n|*, with powers of |7 — n?|.
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Ingredient for the proof

We notice that we can write

= / Pi; (w20, W) w Wy dxalt
TxR

:/ Z (/T Z W(m77'1)W(ng,Tg)(—in3)W(n377-3)d7-1d7.2>

|n|>N =TT =78 n=ny+np—ng

x </ > W(n4,74)W(n5,T5)(/ne)W(nG,Tﬁ)ddes) dr
—T=T4—T5—Te

—N=nN4—N5—"nNg
and from here one has
T — (11— M) — (o — 1) — (m+ ) =—2(n—n)(n— o),
T— 1P+ (14 — M) + (15 4+ N2) + (16 + N&) = —2(n+ ns)(n + ng).

This is the kind of relationships that we want to exploit!
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Ingredient for the proof

More precisely, if we let 5; := 7; 4+ n? we have

6
Z n(m + e + Ns + Ng) — NNz + Nsne )

This in turn can also be rewritten using ny + n> + Nz + Ny + ns + ng = 0 or
n=ny+n,+nsand —n = ng + nNs + Ng as:

6
Z&j:2(n(n3+n4)+n1n27n5n6).

In addition, since 7 + 72 + 73 + 74 + 75 + 76 = 0, adding and subtracting
”/'2’ j=1,...,6in the appropriate fashion, we obtain:

6
Z (M5 + n§ + ng) — (n% + N5 + nf)
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Ingredient of the proof
@ It is fundamental the following lemma

Lemma
If0 < B <2, then

|Jswwllxe.r < Cr A(S, M)E M ||| o,y
3

where
(1) suppwm(,x)C[-T,T] (x eT).
(il)  JsWaa(, 1) = X{inity X{1r—r2| <ty | Wan(T, M), ]
Here, if

S(r,M,3):={neZ: |n~Mand |r —r?| <M’}

and |S| represents the counting measure of the set S, then one can
show that
A(M, 3) := sup |S(, M, B)| < 1+ M~
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The estimate of A(M, j3)
If S:= S(r, M, 3) # 0, then there exists np € S and hence
S < 1+{I€Z/mo+1|~M, |r—(no+ )| < M7}
< 1+ {lez /|l <M, [2nol + P| < M7}
Now we note that |2/ + 2| = |(/ + no)? — nz| < N if and only if
—~CMP +n§ < (I+ ng)® < nj + CMP.

Hence we need | /| < M to satisfy

—\/M+ CMP < (I+ny) < \/ng+ CM5,

(I+no) > y/me—CMP and (/4 ng) < —y/ns — CMP.

In other words we need to know the size of

[*\/n§+ CM», f\/ng — CMP U [\/ng — CM5, \/ng+ CM?]

which is of the order of % Hence since |ny| ~ M, we have that

S| <1+ M7~ as claimed.
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Growth of solutions to (FGDNLYS)

Armed with the Energy Growth Estimate we count on the almost invariance of
the finite-dimensional measure py under the flow of (FGDNLS) to control the
growth of its solutions (our analogue of Bourgain’s Main Proposition)

Proposition [Growth of solutions to FGDNLS]

Eor any given T > 0 and £ > 0 there exists an integer No = No(T,¢) and sets
Qn = Qn(e, T) € R?V+2 sych that for N > N

(@) v () = 1-e.

(b) For any initial condition v}’ € Qn, (FGDNLS) is well-posed on [T, T] and
its solution vN(t) satisfies the bound

T\ 3
N

t <(log—]) .
|§|L;pr||v Ol ;,3-0 S < og 5)
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A.S GWP of solution to (GDNLS)

Combining the Approximation Lemma of v by vV with the previous Proposition
on the growth of solutions to (FGDNLS) we can prove a similar result for
solutions v to (GDNLS):

Proposition [‘Almost almost ’ sure GWP for (GDNLS)]
For any given T > 0 and ¢ > 0 there exists a set Q(e, T) such that
@) p(2eT)) 2 1-e¢.

(b) For any initial condition vy € Q(e, T) the IVP (GDNLS) is well-posed on
[T, T] with the bound

i
sup V(D)3 S <Iog ;) |

[tI<T
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All in all we now have:

Theorem 1 [Almost sure global well-posedness of (GDNLS)]

There exists a set Q, u(Q2°) = 0 such that for every vy € Q the IVP (GDNLS)
with initial data vy is globally well-posed.

Theorem 2 [Invariance of ]
The measure p is invariant under the flow ®(t) of (GDNLS)

Finally: The last step is going back to the ungauged (DNLS) equation. By
pulling back the gauge, it follows easily from Theorems 1 and 2 that we have:
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The ungauged DNLS equation

Theorem 3 [Almost sure global well-posedness of (DNLS)]

There exists a subset ¥ of the space FL5—3 with v(x°) = 0 such that for
every up € X the IVP (DNLS) with initial data vy is globally well-posed.

Recall that for 11 is a measure on Q and G~' : Q — Q measurable, the
measure v = p o G is defined

v(A) = u(G(A) = u({v : G (V) € A}).

for all measurable sets A or equivalently - for integrable F- by

/qu:/Fogod,u

Finally we show that the measure v is invariant under the flow map of DNLS.

Theorem 4 [Invariance of measure under (DNLS) flow]
The measure v = o G is invariant under the (DNLS) flow. J
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Our Goal 2

What is v = o G really? Is this absolutely continuous with respect to the
measure that can be naturally constructed for DNLS by using its energy E,

E(u) = /\ux\zdx+§lm/uzmdx+l/|u\6dx
T 2 T 2 T
_. /\ux\zdx—s—lC(u)
T

as done by Thomann-Tzevtkov?

We know v is invariant and that the ungauged (DNLS) equation is GWP a.s
with respect to v. Treating the weight is easy. The problem is ungauging the
Gaussian measure p.

Question: What is g := p o G? Is (its restriction to a sufficiently small ball in
L?) absolutely continuous with respect to p? If so, what is its Radon-Nikodym
derivative?

We would like to compute j explicitly.
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The ungauged measure: absolute continuity

In order to finish this step one should stop thinking about the solution v as a
infinite dimension vector of Fourier modes and start thinking instead about v

as a (periodic) complex Brownian path in T (Brownian bridge) solving a
certain stochastic process.

We recall that to ungauge we need to define

G 1(v)(x) := exp(iJ(v)) v(x)

where )
) =5 [ / VP~ g 1VIfegey oy 6
It will be important later that J(v = J(|v])(x ) Then, if v satisfies
dv(x) = dB(x) + b(x)dx
N—— N——

Brownian motion  drift terms
by Ito’s calculus and since exp(iJ(v)) is differentiable we have:

dG~"v(x) = exp(iJ(v)) dv + ivexp(iJ(v)) (|v(x)2 - 2177”‘/%2) ax + ...
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What one may think it saves the day...
Substituting above one has

dGv(x) = exp(iJ(v)) [dB(x) + a(v, x,w)) dx] + ...

where ]
alv.x) = v (V0P - gl
What could help?

@ The fact that exp(iJ(v)) is a unitary operator
@ The fact that one can prove Novikov’s condition:

E {exp (;/az(v,x,w)dxﬂ < o0.

In fact this last condition looks exactly like what we need for the following

theorem:
“Theorem” [Girsanov]

If we change the drift coefficient of a given Ito process in an appropriate way,
then the law of the process will not change dramatically. In fact the new
process law will be absolutely continuous with respect to the law of the
original process and we can compute explicitly the Radon-Nikodym derivative.
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Why Girsanov’s theorem doesn’t save the day

If one reads the theorem carefully one realizes that an important condition is
that a(v, x,w) is non anticipative; in the sense that it only depends on the BM
v up to “time” x and not further. This unfortunately is not true in our case! The
new drift term a(v, x, w) involves the L2 norm of v(x) (periodic case!) and
hence it is anticipative. A different strategy is needed ...

Conformal invariance of complex BM comes to the rescue!

We use the well known fact that if W(t) = Wi (t) + iWa(t) is a complex
Brownian motion, and ¢ is an analytic function then Z = ¢(W) is, after a
suitable time change, again a complex Brownian motion.

(In what follows one should think of Z(t) to play the role of our complex BM

v(x))
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For Z(t) = exp(W(s)) the time change is given by

0 ) dS b)

equivalently

t ar ds 1
0= [ ZoE &= Zor

We are interested in Z(t) for the interval 0 < t < 1 and thus we introduce the

stopping time
mf{ / 1e™(2gr = }

and remark the important fact that the stopping time S depends only on the
real part Wi (s) of W(s) (or equivalently only |Z]). If we write Z(t) in polar
coordinate Z(t) = |Z(t)|e®() we have

W(s) = Wi(s) + iWa(s) = log |Z(t(s)| + iO(t(s))

and Wi and W, are real independent Brownian motions.
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If we define

(in our case, essentially h(1Z))(-) = 1Z() 2 = || Z|12.)

we then have

@ Interms of W, the gauge transformation is now easy to understand: it
gives a complex process such that:

» The real part is left unchanged.

» The imaginary part is translated by the function J(Z)(t(s)) which depends
only on the real part (ie. on |Z|, which has been fixed) and in that sense is
deterministic.

» It is now possible to use Cameron-Martin-Girsanov’s theorem only for the
law of the imaginary part and conclude the proof.
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Conclusion )
Then if » denotes the probability distribution of W and 7j the distribution of W
we have the absolute continuity of 7j and  whence the absolute continuity
between g and p follows with the same Radon-Nikodym derivative
(re-expressed back in terms of t).

All'in all then we prove that our ungauged measure v is in fact essentially (up
to normalizing constants) of the form

dv(u) = X . <88 ““dp,

the weighted Wiener measure associated to DNLS (constructed by
Thomann-Tzvetkov). In particular we prove its invariance.

@ The above needs to be done carefully for complex Brownian bridges
(periodic BM) by conditioning properly.
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Conclusion )
Then if » denotes the probability distribution of W and 7j the distribution of W
we have the absolute continuity of 7j and  whence the absolute continuity
between g and p follows with the same Radon-Nikodym derivative
(re-expressed back in terms of t).

All'in all then we prove that our ungauged measure v is in fact essentially (up
to normalizing constants) of the form

dv(u) = X . <88 ““dp,

the weighted Wiener measure associated to DNLS (constructed by
Thomann-Tzvetkov). In particular we prove its invariance.

@ The above needs to be done carefully for complex Brownian bridges
(periodic BM) by conditioning properly.

» W(s) is a BM conditioned to end up at the same place when the total
variation time t = t(s) reaches 2=. The time when this occurs is our S.

» Conditioned on ReW we have that ImW is just a regular real-valued BM
conditioned to end at the same place (up to multiple of 2x) where it started
attime S

» Conditioned on ReW and the total winding (multiple of 27 above) ImW is
regular real-valued BM bridge on [0, S].
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