IOP Publishing | London Mathematical Society Nonlinearity

Nonlinearity 38 (2025) 015021 (20pp) https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6544/ada1bf

Determination of Schrodinger
nonlinearities from the scattering map

Rowan Killip!, Jason Murphy**® and Monica Visan'

1 Department of Mathematics, University of California, Los Angeles, CA, United
States of America

2 Department of Mathematics, University of Oregon, Eugene, OR, United States of
America

E-mail: jamu@uoregon.edu, killip@math.ucla.edu and visan@math.ucla.edu

Received 11 March 2024; revised 11 November 2024
Accepted for publication 19 December 2024
Published 30 December 2024

Recommended by Dr C. Eugene Wayne @

CrossMark
Abstract
We prove that the small-data scattering map uniquely determines the nonlin-
earity for a wide class of gauge-invariant, intercritical nonlinear Schrédinger
equations. We use the Born approximation to reduce the analysis to a decon-
volution problem involving the distribution function for linear Schrédinger
solutions. We then solve this deconvolution problem using the Beurling—Lax
Theorem.

Keywords: NLS, recovery of the nonlinearity, scattering map
1. Introduction

We consider nonlinear Schrodinger equations (NLS) of the form

(i0,+ A)u=F(t,x,u), (1.1
where (#,x) € R x R? withd > 1andu : R x R? — C. We treat a general class of nonlinearities
for which the equation (1.1) admits a ‘small-data scattering theory’ in H'(R¢). By this, we

mean that for any sufficiently small u_ € H', there exists a unique, global-in-time solution u
to (1.1) and a u, € H' such that

. _ alfA _
t_l>1jrtnoo||u(t) euyllm =0,

where e2 denotes the linear Schrodinger propagator; see theorem 3.1 for more details. To
derive small-data scattering in H' for (1.1), it suffices assume that F(t,x,u) decays rapidly
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enough as |u| — 0 and has controlled growth as |u| — oo; see definition 1.1 below for the
specific class of nonlinearities we consider.

The small-data scattering theory for (1.1) allows us to define the scattering map Sr, which
sends the asymptotic state u_ at t = —oo to the asymptotic state u at = 4+-00. The question
we would like to answer in this paper is the following inverse problem: Does the scattering
map Sr uniquely determine the nonlinearity? Our main result (theorem 1.2 below) answers
this question in the affirmative for a general class of nonlinearities.

The precise assumptions we make on the nonlinear term F are as follows:

Definition 1.1. Let F: R x R? x C — C. We call a continuous function F admissible with
parameters (po,p1) if F(t,x,u) = p(t,x,|ul*)u for some real-valued function p: R x R? x
[0,00) — R satisfying the following:

0%p(t,x,0)=0 for |o|<1,
and there exists C > 0 such that

sup [P0 (e, N[ <C Y AT for ol <1, (12)

d
(1,x) ERXR: pelpo}

where py = g and

4 if d>3.

arbitrarily large but finite, if d € {1,2},
Po<p1=
2

Any two admissible nonlinearities admit a common pair of admissibility parameters. This
is clear if d > 3; when d = 1,2 one simply chooses the highest p;.

The hypotheses on the parameters (pg,p;) ensure that (1.1) is ‘intercritical’. Indeed, the
standard power-type NLS

(10 + A)u= L|ulfu (1.3)

is invariant under the rescaling u(t,x) — )\l%u()@t, Ax). The homogeneous L*-based Sobolev
space of initial data that is invariant under this rescaling is H#*®)(R¢), where s(p) := ‘5’ — 1%
A well-established argument (employing Strichartz estimates and contraction mapping) guar-
antees local well-posedness of (1.3) in H*(RY) for s > s(p). The special cases s(p) =0 and
s(p) = 1 correspond to p = % andp = ﬁ (with d > 3) and are known as the mass- and energy-
critical problems, respectively. When s(p) € [0, 1] we call the equation (1.3) ‘intercritical’.

The definition of admissibility ensures that the nonlinearities we consider satisfy the bounds

[P (0, 00) | S [ o [,

with s(pg) = 0 and s(p;) < 1, so that the equation (1.1) may also be described as intercritical.

We have several reasons for restricting our attention to ‘intercritical’ nonlinearities: First,
as s(po) = 0, the exponent py = % is the lowest we can include and still obtain scattering in the
standard Sobolev space framework (without introducing weights, for example). The restriction
s(p1) < 1 is a simple way to guarantee that we never need to differentiate the nonlinearity
more than once. This simplifies the technical aspects of the small-data scattering analysis,
thus allowing us to focus on the main ideas involved in the recovery of the nonlinearity.
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The class of nonlinearities under consideration in this paper is quite general. The key
requirements are that the nonlinearity decays quickly enough as |u| — 0 and does not grow too
quickly as |u| — oo, as quantified by the parameters po and p;. We allow for the behavior of the
nonlinearity to vary over time and space in a continuous fashion. Concrete examples include
linear combinations of a(t,x)F(u) for continuous functions « and F satisfying the hypotheses
of deﬁnitior‘l 1.1. Another class of admissible nonlinearities are the saturated nonlinearities,

u

F(u) = %’ where the material parameters a and » may depend on position (and time).

We also allow the logarithmic nonlinearity F(u) = |u[Puln(|u|?) with py < p < p;. However,
our arguments do require locality; specifically, the value of the nonlinearity at a fixed point in
spacetime cannot depend on the field u at other points in spacetime. This excludes nonlinear-
ities of Hartree type.

In theorem 3.1 below, we prove a small-data scattering theory for NLS equations of the
form (1.1) with admissible nonlinearities. Given admissible nonlinearities F; with parameters
(po,pj), we show that we can define the small-data scattering maps S; on sufficiently small

balls B; in H'"), where s(p;) := § — > (see definition 3.3 below). Note that the intersection

B N B, is aneighborhood of zero in 3 (max{pi *PZ}), so that there is a common domain on which
we can compare the scattering behaviors.
Our main result is the following theorem:

Theorem 1.2 (The scattering map determines the nonlinearity). Let F; and F, be admiss-
ible nonlinearities in the sense of definition 1.1. If the corresponding scattering maps, S; : B; —
HW), satisfy S1 = S, on By N\ By, then F) = F.

The problem of recovering unknown parameters (including external potentials, as well as
nonlinearities) from the scattering data is a classical problem that has received significant
interest in the setting of nonlinear dispersive PDE. In what follows, we will review the liter-
ature that is most closely related to our main result, specifically focusing on ‘time-dependent’
scattering problems.

Many previous works on recovering the nonlinearity from the scattering map rely on fairly
strong assumptions on the nonlinearity. This includes assumptions such as analyticity, along
with structural assumptions in which one assumes the nonlinearity has a certain form (e.g.
F(x,u) = o(x)|ulPuor F(x,u) = (]x|~7 * |u|*)u) and seeks to recover unknown parameters (i.e.
p and « in the first example, or «y in the second). We refer the reader to [4, 20] for treatments
of the analytic case, [5, 6, 8, 18, 19, 26, 31-36] for treatments of power-type and related cases,
and [22-25, 30] for treatments of Hartree-type cases. See also [2, 11, 17] for related work.

We were inspired to consider the problem of recovering unknown nonlinearities from the
scattering map by the work [1], which considered this problem in the setting of quintic-type
nonlinear wave equations and studied the problem using microlocal analysis techniques. In
particular, in our previous work [15] we proved a result similar to theorem 1.2, introducing a
new technique that reduces the analysis to a deconvolution problem. In [15], we only treated
the two-dimensional NLS and did not consider nonlinearities that may also depend on the
time and space variables. The techniques introduced in [15] were subsequently extended to
the setting of the nonlinear wave equation in [13], which strengthened the original results of
[1] in several directions.

The role of this paper is to further develop the techniques introduced in [15], thereby
expanding their applicability. In particular, in this work we remove the restriction on spatial
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dimension and broaden the class of nonlinearities under consideration, by allowing depend-
ence on the space and time variables.

For the remainder of the introduction, we outline the strategy of the proof of theorem 1.2.
Using the Duhamel formula, one finds that the scattering map satisfies the following implicit
formula:

Sp(u_)=u_ —i / e AF (1,x,u(r)) dt, (1.4)
R

where u is the solution to (1.1) that scatters to u_ as t — —o0o. Replacing the full solution u(7)
with e’“u_ on the right-hand side of (1.4) constitutes the Born approximation,

SBiprsp— i/ e AF (t,x,e" ) dt,
R

to the scattering map. As we will see, the Born approximation accurately describes the small-
data regime. In this way, we will show that knowledge of the scattering map completely
determines integrals of the form

i<g0, [IfSﬂ ((p)> = //G (t,x, |eitA<p|2) dr dx,

where G(t,x, |z|*) = zF(t,x,z) and € H'; see lemma 4.1.

Next, by choosing linear solutions that concentrate around a single point (#,xp) in space-
time, we will see that knowledge of the scattering map allows one to effectively evaluate integ-
rals of the form

//G(to,xo, "2 o) dr dx (1.5)

for fixed (ty,xp) € R x RY; see lemma 4.2.

Using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and Fubini’s Theorem, integrals of the
form (1.5) may be rewritten in terms of the distribution function 4 of the function (#,x) +—
e p|?(x). Varying the amplitude of the data, one can recognize the resulting integral as a
type of convolution of the nonlinearity with a fixed weight. Thus, the original problem reduces
to one of deconvolution. This reduction is carried out in detail in section 4.

The final ingredient in the proof entails specializing to Gaussian data (for which the corres-
ponding linear solutions remain Gaussian for all time). In this case, we can derive sufficient
information about the convolution weight to successfully resolve the deconvolution problem.
Precisely, this requires that we prove that the Laplace transform of the function k — (e =)
is an outer function on a suitable half plane. With this input, we can use the Beurling-Lax
Theorem of analytic function theory to solve the deconvolution problem. This is accomplished
in section 5.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: section 2 collects the technical preliminaries
needed in the remainder of the paper. This includes section 2.2, which provides an introduction
to Hardy spaces and the Beurling—Lax Theorem. Section 3 contains the proof of the small-data
scattering theory for (1.1) with admissible nonlinearities (see theorem 3.1). Section 4 reduces
the proof of the main result (theorem 1.2) to a deconvolution problem (see proposition 4.3 and
corollary 4.4). Finally, section 5 resolves this deconvolution problem and includes the proof
of the main result, theorem 1.2.
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2. Preliminaries

We write A < Bor A = O(B) to denote A < CB for some absolute constant C > 0. We will use
A~Btodenote A <B < A. We write f(0) = 0(c¢) when 0~ f(0) — 0 as o — 0. We indicate
dependencies on additional parameters via subscripts.

We write L{L" (I x R?) for the mixed Lebesgue space on a space-time slab I x R¢, equipped
with the norm

||”||L;’L;(1x1Rd) = ||H“(t) L (R4) ’L7(,)-

We use H*" to denote the inhomogeneous Sobolev space with norm
[l ser = [laallir + 1V [ uall

and we denote the L? inner product by (-, ).

We will make use of the standard Strichartz estimates for the linear Schrodinger equation.
We call a pair (g,7) € [2,00] x [2,00] Schridinger admissible in d dimensions if 2 + 4 = §
and (d,q,r) # (2,2,00). Correspondingly, we call a space LL" Schrodinger admissible if the
pair (g, r) is Schrodinger admissible.

Lemma 2.1. Strichartz estimates, [10, 14, 27 ] For any Schrodinger admissible pair (g, r)
and any ¢ € L*(R?),

e 0l g1y mxrey S llllzz-

Given an interval I containing 0, Schrédinger admissible pairs (q,r),(g,7), and F € L?,Lf{, (I'x
RY), we have

2.1. Choice of function spaces

1
/ UTIAFE () ds

0

N HFH g’ 51 .
LOL (IXR) ~ WL L (1xRd)

We will employ the spaces Y, Y’ defined by

2(d+2) 2+2)
Y=1L,,* and Y' =L . 2.1
We write s(L{L}) = 4 — [% + 4] for the Sobolev regularity associated to the Lebesgue space
LIL" under the Schrodinger scaling and s(p) = % — 1% for the critical regularity associated to

the power-type nonlinearity |u|”u. Note that Y is Schrédinger admissible and so s(Y) = 0.
In what follows, we will choose p € {po,p1}, where (pg,p;) are the parameters of an
admissible nonlinearity (see definition 1.1). We further define the spaces

p(d+2) pld+2)  _2dp(d+2)

X,=L,> and X,=L, > LI (2.2)

Note that X, is Schrodinger admissible and so s(X,,) = 0. By Sobolev embedding,
lellx, S VPP, (2.3)
Moreover, we have the following Holder estimate

[ul"ullyr < []ul

1)7([) MHY
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In dimensions d € {1,2}, all power-type nonlinearities are energy-subcritical; in particu-
lar, s(p1) < 1. Correspondingly, we will need the following fractional chain rule estimate to
establish the small-data scattering theory. If F(z,x,u) were independent of x, then the classical
results described in [7, 28] would suffice.

Proposition 2.2 (Fractional chain rule). Let F: RY x C — C. Suppose that
0°F(x,0)=0 forall xcR? and |a|<1
and that there exists L : C — [0, 00) such that

sup [0 F (x,u) — 07 F (x,v) | < [L(u) + L(v)] [u—v|
xERY

Sforallu,v € Cand|a| < 1.
Then for any s € (0,1], r,ry € (1,00), and r; € (1,00| satisfying L = % + %, we have

[[F (x,u) | 28

e < L ()

e

forany u:RY— C.

Proof. The case s =1 follows from Holder’s inequality and the standard chain rule; thus, it
suffices to consider s € (0,1).
By the Littlewood—Paley square function estimate, we may bound

[1F (x,u) |

o S || F (xu)

, 2.4

L

v+ H > N¥|PyF (x,u)

N>1

where the sum is over dyadic numbers and Py is the standard Littlewood—Paley projection
onto frequencies || ~ N.
By Holder’s inequality and the assumptions on F, we observe that

([ (x,u) e

v SIIL )|

12 [|u

which is acceptable. 5
Writing ¢ for the convolution kernel of Py, we use the fact that [¢) = 0 to obtain

PF (x,u(x)) = / N (N) [F (x =y (x — y)) — F (x,u (x))] dy.
We now write

Fx—y,u(x—y)) = F(x,u(x))
=F(x—yu(x—y))—F(xu(x—y)) (2.5)
+F(x,u(x—y))— F(xu(x)). (2.6)

We first observe that by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and the properties of F, we
have

1
[(2.5)] = /O [y VieF| (x = Oy,u(x —y)) d0| < [y L (u(x—y)) u(x = y)|-
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In this way, we obtain

/Ndlﬁ)(Ny)\\(2~5)IdySN’l/N"\Nylltﬁ(Ny)IL(u(xfy)) |u(x—y)[dy
SN MIL(w)u] (x),

where M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. Thus, using the maximal function estim-
ate and Holder’s inequality, the contribution of (2.5) to the sum in (2.4) can be bounded by

1
2

H > ON*T2 | ML (u)ul

N>1

S L () [l fJu
Ll‘

Ly

which is acceptable.
Next, we use the properties of F to bound

[(2.6) | S [L(u(x =)+ L(u(x))]fu(x—y) —ulx)].

The contribution of this term can now be estimated exactly as in the proof of the standard frac-
tional chain rule; see for example [28, proposition 5.1]. In particular, the contribution of (2.6)
to the sum in (2.4) is bounded by

1 (u)

|v|vu

L2 L'

which is acceptable. O

2.2. The Beurling-Lax theorem

In this subsection, we are interested in pairs of functions v, € L?([0,00)) that satisfy
/ olk+L)v(k)dk=0 forall £€[0,00). 2.7
0

The specific question that we discuss is this: For which functions v does (2.7) imply that o = 0?
As we will see, the Beurling—Lax Theorem provides a complete solution to this problem in
terms of the Laplace transform of v. For further details on what follows, we recommend the
textbooks [9, 12].

For v, € L?([0,00)),

o (o)
V(z):= / e “y(k)dk and ®(z):= / e Ky (k) dk (2.8)
0 0
define analytic functions in the right half-plane H := {z € C : Rez > 0}. Moreover,
sup/ V(x+iy)|’ dy < oc. 2.9)
x>0JR

The same holds for ®(z), of course, but let us focus on V(z) for the moment.

The space of functions V(z) analytic in H and satisfying (2.9) is known as the Hardy space
H?(H). By the Paley—Wiener Theorem, this space is precisely the image of L?([0,00)) under
the mapping (2.8).
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The standard tools of harmonic analysis guarantee that the limit

V(iy) = limV (x+iy) (2.10)

exists in both L?(IR) and a.e. senses. Moreover, one may recover V(z) from its boundary values
via the Poisson integral formula. Boundary values also provide the simplest definition of the
inner product on the Hilbert space H?(H):

(®,V)gp := /Oo D (iy)V(iy) dy =27 /Ooo@(k)v(k) dk. (2.11)

The last equality here follows from the Plancherel identity.
Except in the case V = 0, the boundary values of a function V € H?(H) cannot vanish on a
set of positive measure; indeed, Szegd proved that

. dy
/|1og|V(1y)|\ Ty < 00. (2.12)
In view of this, if V € H? and V # 0, we may define an analytic function on H by
1 ir | dt
0 S log |V (it ——| = 2.13
vy=ew{ [roelvnl | 25 - 17| T e.13)

This construction ensures that log|Oy(z)| is the Poisson integral of the boundary values
log|V(iy)|. In particular, log|Oy(z)| is harmonic. In general, log|V(z)| is only subharmonic;
for example, V may have zeros in the half-plane H. This thinking leads us naturally to two
important discoveries of Riesz: For all 0 # V € H?(H),

Ov(z) eH*(H) and |V(z)|<|Ov(z)| forallz€H. (2.14)

If |V(z)| = |Ov(2)| for a single z € H, then this holds for all z € H, by the strong maximum
principle. Functions V(z) for which this holds are known as outer functions. The function Oy(z)
is an example of an outer function.

From (2.14), we see that the analytic function Iy(z) := V(z)/Ov(z) satisfies |Iy(z)] < 1
throughout H. Moreover, by construction, the boundary values (which exist a.e.) satisfy
|Iy(iy)| = 1. An analytic function with these two properties is termed an inner function.

Evidently, V(z) = Iv(z)Ov(z). This constitutes an inner/outer factorization of V(z). Such a
factorization is unique up to the multiplication of each factor by (complementary) unimodular
complex numbers.

We require just one more preliminary before we can state the Beurling—Lax Theorem. A
vector-subspace S of H(H) is called shift invariant if

V(z)eS = e ¥V(z) e Sforall £ >0. (2.15)

This name becomes more reasonable when we see how shifting a function v € L*([0,00)) to
the right by an amount £ > 0 affects its Laplace transform V(z):

/ e *[X0,00) V] (k — £) dk = e~ / e *v(k) dk = e V(). (2.16)
0 0
Theorem 2.3 (Beurling-Lax). Any nonzero, closed, shift-invariant subspace S of Hz(H) is
of the form S = JH*(H) for some inner function J(z).

This is the form of the theorem presented (and proved) in [12]. Historically, Beurling [3]
proved the analogue of this theorem for analytic functions on the unit disk with multiplication
by 7", n € N, which corresponds to a shift of the Taylor coefficients. The half-plane form stated
above was subsequently proved by Lax [16]. A proof of the Beurling formulation can be found

8
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in both [9] and [12]. In [12], it is also shown how one may deduce each version of the result
from the other.

We may now demonstrate how the Beurling—Lax Theorem solves the problem stated at the
beginning of this subsection.

Corollary 2.4. Suppose v € L*([0,00)) and V(z), defined by (2.8), is outer. If p € L*([0,00))
satisfies (2.7), then p = 0.

Conversely, if v € L*([0,00)) and V(z) is not outer; then there is a non-zero ¢ € L*([0,0))
so that (2.7) holds.

Proof. Viewed through the lens of (2.11) and (2.16), we see that (2.7) becomes
(®(2),e "V (z))g2 =0 forall£>0. (2.17)

This is equivalent to saying that ® is orthogonal to

Sy :=span{e~%V(z): £ > 0}, (2.18)

where the closure is taken in 7?(H). In this way, the corollary is reduced to the following
assertion:

V (z)isouter <= Sy =H*(H). (2.19)

We note that Sy = {0} if and only if V = 0 (which is not outer) and so may exclude these cases
from further consideration.

As Sy is shift invariant, it admits the representation Sy = J(z)H?(H) for some inner func-
tion J(z). In particular, V(z) admits the representation V(z) = J(z)W(z) for some W(z) €
H?(H). Factoring W(z) yields

V(z) =J(2)Iw(z) Ow(2). (2.20)

This constitutes an inner/outer factorization of V(z); the inner factor is J(z)Iw(z) and the outer
factor is Ow(z).

Suppose now that V(z) is outer. By uniqueness of the factorization, it follows that J(z)Iw(z)
is a unimodular constant and consequently,

Sy =J(2)H?* (H) D J(z) Iy (z) H? (H) = H* (H).

Thus, when V(z) is outer, Sy = H>(H).

To prove the converse, we now suppose that V(z) = Iy(z) Oy(z) is not outer, which is to say,
Iy(z) is not a unimodular constant. Evidently, e~%V/(z) belongs to IyH?*(H) for all £ > 0. As
this space is H2-closed, it follows that Sy C IVHZ(]H[). The uniqueness (modulo unimodular
constants) of the inner/outer factorization together with the maximum modulus principle then
shows that Sy contains no outer functions and consequently, Sy # H>(H).

O

In order to prove theorem 1.2, we will need to show that the convolution equation (2.7)
has a unique solution for a very specific choice of v(k). Although we are able to compute the
Laplace transform V(z) of this function, the expression is quite complicated. With this in mind,
it is convenient to have a simple direct criterion for demonstrating that V(z) is outer:

Proposition 2.5. Suppose V(z) € H*(H) and W(z) := (1 +z)™"/V(z) € H*(H) for some n €
N. Then V(z) is an outer function.
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Proof. We begin by showing that z— (14 z)™" is an outer function. As mentioned earlier,
this means verifying that —nlog|1 + z| is equal to the Poisson integral of its boundary values
at a least one point z € H. This is easily checked at z= 1, noting that

/°° log |1 +1iy|

dy =log (2
 aan® 0g(2),

as may be verified, for example, by the Cauchy integral formula.
Performing an inner/outer factorization of both V(z) and W(z), we find

(14+2)"=V(@)W() =1y (2)Iw(z) - Oy (z) Ow(2) .

By uniqueness of the inner/outer factorization, we deduce that Iy(z)Iy/(z) is a unimodular con-
stant. By the maximum modulus principle, this implies that both Iy(z) and Iw(z) are unimod-
ular constants. Thus, V(z) (and also W(z)) is an outer function. ]

3. Small-data scattering

In this section, we will establish a small-data scattering theory for NLS equations of the
form (1.1) with admissible nonlinearities (in the sense of definition 1.1). We will employ the

function spaces introduced in (2.1) and (2.2), as well as the notation s(p) = % — 1%

Theorem 3.1 (Small data scattering). Let F be admissible with parameters (po,p1) and define

Bn = {fe Hv(l’l) : Hﬂ ) < ’17}, n > 0.
There exists 1> 0 sufficiently small so that for any u_ € By, there exists a unique global
solution u: R x R? — C to (1.1) with
itA

lim ||u(t) —e"u_
t——00

) =0-

This solution satisfies the global space-time bounds

VP ullx,qy < flu-]

ww, P E{po.pi}
and scatters to a unique uy. € H*"") as t — oo, that is,

0.

; itA _
tgg [[u(r) —e MJF‘ ) =

Using theorem 3.1, we can define the small-data scattering map for an admissible nonlin-
earity F:

Definition 3.3. Under the hypotheses of theorem 3.1, we define the scattering map Sr : B, —
H®) by Sp(u_) =u,.

Proof of theorem 3.1. Define the map
D (u) =eu_ — i/ e =IAF (5,x,u(s)) ds.
— 00

10
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We let (Z, d) be the complete metric space given by
Z= {u RxR!—C:|| |V|S(”)M||)‘(pmy < AC||u— || for each p € {po,pl}}

and distance function
d(u,v) = [ju—v|ly.

Here C > 0 is a universal constant dictated by the implicit constants appearing in Strichartz
estimates, Sobolev embedding, and the fractional chain rule. Throughout the proof, space-time
norms are taken over R x R? unless otherwise indicated.

We first prove that for 7 sufficiently small, ® : Z — Z. Given u € Z, Strichartz estimates,
the assumptions on F, and Holder’s inequality show

1 (u) |

v S w22 + [ (2,x,u) ||y

Shu-lz+ Y MuPully

pe{po.p1}
Sl + Y llulf llully-
P

Using (2.3) and the fact that u € Z, we therefore obtain

1 () 5, v S =z + D NIV ullf flu—] 2

P
Slu-l + Z =W N1l 22
P

Stz + [ + 0P w2 < 4C|u—|| 2

for n sufficiently small. Next, we use the fractional chain rule (proposition 2.2), the assump-
tions on F, Holder, and (2.3) to obtain

VDD () 15,
SIVPEu]lp + [V PCOF (10,00 |y

D uf

5 ||u— ||HS(P1) +

d+2 | “” s(p )12(d+2> 2(d+2)
pE{po.p1} L* HEE L
Slulyon+ 3l [lully+ 19 FOul]
pE{po.p1}
Sy + 107 1" =l o) < ACH -] 1)

for 7 sufficiently small. It follows that ® : Z — Z.

1
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Next we prove that ® is a contraction. Using the properties of F and estimating as above,
we have that for u,v € Z,

[l —=vlly S [1F (#x,u) = F (£:x,v) || v

S D I+ Py =)y

pE{po.p1}

S Y |l

pe{po.p1}
S+ u—vlly < 5llu—vlly

&, + vl

X | lu=vly

for 7 sufficiently small.

It follows that ® has a unique fixed point # € Z, which yields the desired solution satisfying
e Au(t) — u_ as t— —oo.

To prove scattering forward in time, we repeat the estimates above to show that {e ™" u(z)}
is Cauchy in H*?") as t — oo. Indeed, writing Y’ (s, ) for the space-time norm over (s,7) x R?
(and similarly for the other norms), we have

lle ™ u () = e ™52 (5) |y S IF (1,,0) [lyr (s + NIV CVF (8,0,0) [y 5.

S 070+ 1) [l + IV ullye] =0

H (P 1

as 5,1 — oo. Letting u,. denote the limit of e~ **u(r) in H*®"), we obtain the last claim in the
theorem. In particular, we obtain the identity (1.4) for the scattering map:

oo

Sr(u_)(x)=us (x) =u_(x) — i/ e A (t,x,u(t,x)) dt.

—00

4. Reduction to an inverse convolution problem

The goal of this section is to prove proposition 4.3 and corollary 4.4 below. These results
reduce the proof of theorem 1.2 to an inverse convolution problem.
We recall the notation

G (t,x,|u*) = uF (t,x,u).

We will call G the potential associated to F. This is not equal to the potential energy density,
but does have the same dimensionality.

In the next lemma, we show that we may approximate the full solution u(¢) in the implicit
formula (1.4) by its first Picard iterate, namely, e“u_, up to acceptable errors. The precise
statement is the following:

Lemma 4.1 (Born approximation). Let F be admissible with parameters (po,p1), potential
G, and scattering map S : B, — H")_ Then for any ¢ € By,

2p

2
Hs(p) SDHL2

(S~ 1) o) = // G (13| pP) drdi+0 | S gl

pe{po.pi}
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Proof. By the Duhamel formula,
(5= Dop = [ (Fltra) €5 o,

where u is the solution to (1.1) with e "2 u(t) — ¢ as t — —ooc. Thus it suffices to prove that

2
o) lellz| - @D

/(F(t,x,u)—F(t,x,ei’Agp),ei’Ago)dt:O S el

pe{po.p1}

To prove this, we first introduce
N(t):=u(t) —e™p = —i / e =IAF (s,x,u(s)) ds

and notice that

IF(tx,u) = F(6x,60) [ S ) [[ul+ "ol ] IN(1) ]
pE{pop1}

uniformly in (¢, x). Using Strichartz estimates, we obtain

NIy SIF (xS D0 Ml luly S D el el

pe{po.p1} pe{po.r1}
Thus
ILHS (4.1) [ Slle"®elly|| D> [lulf +[e"®o’] N
pe{po.p1} v
Slellz Y2 [l + eI, | M)y
pE{po.p1}
S Y el lellz Ny
pE{po.p1}
2,
S Y el lellz:,
pE{po.p1}
as desired. O

Next, we wish to localize the potential to a fixed point in space-time.
Lemma 4.2 (Space-time localization). Let F be admissible, with potential G. Fix (ty,xo) € R?
and v € S(RY). Let

v(t,x) = [e’md)] (x) and v, (t,x) = (" [W(5)])(x)=v(&,%).

alx

Then

//G (t,x,|vo (t—t0,x — x0) |*) dxat
= o’d+2//G(to,xO7 v(t,x) %) dxdt+ 0y (07?) as o —0.

13
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Proof. Introducing the function H,, via
G (to +0%t,x0 + ox, /\) =H, (t,x,\)

and making a change of variables in the integral shows

//G (t,x, [vo (t— tg,x —x0) |*) dxdt = ad“//Ha (t,x, v (t,x) |*) dxdt.

The proof then reduces to showing that, as o — 0,

//H(, (1,3, Iv (1,2 [2) dedr = //G (10,0, v (1,) ) dedt + 0, (1).
To this end, we first note that by the continuity of F, we have that

lim H, (t,x,|v(£,%) [*) = G (to,xo,|v(t,x)|*) forall (z,x).
o—0

Next, we observe that

Hy (12, () P) | S > v [P
pE{po.p1}
uniformly in (z, x) and o > 0, and we claim that
peSRY) = > Ex) PP el, (RxRY).
pe{po.p1}

To verify this claim, we observe that by Sobolev embedding and Strichartz estimates,

dp—
g SIVIFFE Y] < o0
041

dp—2
< ap—2
s SUTIE e

for p € {po.p1}.
The assertion (4.2) now follows from the dominated convergence theorem.

Combining lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, we obtain the following:

4.2)

Proposition 4.3 (Pointwise agreement of potentials). Let F; and F, be admissible nonlin-
earities, with corresponding potentials G|, G,. Denote the corresponding scattering maps by

51,55

Suppose that S\ = S, on their common domain. Then for any (ty,xo), A > 0, and 1) € S(R?),

//G1 (to,xo,A|ei’A1/J|2) dxdt = //Gz (l07x0,A|eitA¢|2) dxdt.

Proof. Fix (5,x)) € R x R?, A >0, and ¢ € S(R?), and denote the parameters of Fy, F, by

(Po,P1)> (Po,p2), respectively.
Given 0 < o < 1, we define

oo (x) = [e7(0/) Ay (22).
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Noting that

d
He (RY) Sw 2% for s=0

o

and that s(p;) < 4 for j € {0, 1,2}, it follows that v/A,, belongs to the common domain of
and S, for o sufficiently small.

Assuming that S; and S, agree on their common domain, the Born approximation
(lemma 4.1) implies

// (G2 (1,3, Al6" 00 2 (x)) — G (1,3, Ale" 0, 2 (x))] drds

=0 D el

pe{po.p1.p2}

2o lleslt| =0 (o)

for small 0. Now observe that
[0, ] (x) = [eigiz(kmmiﬁ} (552) = v, (t—to,x — X0)
where we write
vo (6x) = (2 [V (Z)]) () =v (5. 5), with v(ex) =Sy,

Thus, applying space-time localization (lemma 4.2), we obtain

// (G2 (to,x0,Alv (1,x)|*) — G (to,x0,Alv (£,%) [*)] dxdt = O (¢?) +0(1)

as 0 — 0. As the left-hand side does not depend on o, we now obtain the desired equality by
taking the limit as o — 0.
O

Next, we rewrite the result of proposition 4.3 so as to exhibit a hidden convolution structure.
We also take this opportunity to specialize to the case of Gaussian data, which is all that we
shall need to consider in the next section. The specific form of the identity appearing in (4.6)
is related to the fact that neither factor in the convolution (4.4) is individually well-behaved,
and anticipates the analysis of the following section.

Corollary 4.4 (Equality of convolutions). Let F|,F, be admissible nonlinearities, with cor-
responding potentials Gy, G, and scattering maps S1,S,. Suppose that S; = S, on their com-
mon domain. ,

Fix (tg,x0) € R x R? and let 1(x) = exp{—%}. For j € {1,2} we define the functions g; :
[0,00) = R and hj : R — R via

g (N) = \pj (to,x0,\) and hj(k) = e_kgj’ (e7), 4.3)

where g/()\) denotes the derivative of g;(\) with respect to \.
Then g;(|u*) = G;(to,xo, |u|*) and

/oo [y (k) — o (k)] o (e—[k+a]) dk=0 forall acR, (4.4)

—a

15
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where L is the distribution function
n(N) = [{(t,x) eERxR?: e (x) |? > A} 4.5)

In particular, for any a € R and any c € R,

/ Dy (k—a+0) —hy(k—a+0)]e*u(e™) dk=0 forall £>0. (4.6)
0

Proof. Fix a € R. By the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and the change of variables A =

e~*, we may obtain

//gj (e“]e">9[?) drdr = /Oea g (M) p(Xe™) dx
YT
= / a0 () ak

—a

for j € {1,2}. Here we have used the fact that |e"®¢)|? < 1 for all (t,x) € R x RY (cf (5.5)
below) and so u(A\) =0 for A > 1. This support property of u together with the Strichartz
inequality and the admissibility of F; guarantee the absolute convergence of all these integrals.
The identity (4.4) now follows from proposition 4.3.

To obtain (4.6) from (4.4), we first change variables in the integral via k — k — a and then
make the replacement a — a — £. Notice that these changes have brought (4.4) into a form
more closely resembling (2.7).

O

5. Deconvolution

In corollary 4.4, we reduced the proof of theorem 1.2 to a deconvolution problem involving the
distribution function of a Gaussian solution to the linear Schrodinger equation. Specifically, it
remains to show that (4.6) implies h; = h,, since this in turn yields F; = F5. In this section, we
resolve the deconvolution problem using corollary 2.4. The first step is to compute the Laplace
transform of z(e ~¥). Note that this function grows as k — oo; this limits the region of z for
which the integral is convergent. Nevertheless, we find that the Laplace transform admits the
meromorphic continuation (5.3) to the whole complex plane.
Recall that the Gamma function is defined by

I'(z)= / e 'F~'dr whenRez > 0.
0

It can then be extended meromorphically to C via the relation I'(z) =z~ 'T'(z+ 1).

Proposition 5.1. Let

2

P (x) = exp{— ‘ﬂh} and  p(N) :=]{(t,x) € R x R?: e (x) > > A}|. 5.1

Then the integral

M(z):= / h e M p(e*) dk, (5.2)
0
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which is absolutely convergent for Rez > 1 + é, is given by
d 1
¢ o g T(5e-1D—3)

M(z) =27 (5.3)
L($-1)
Moreover, this function M(z) obeys the following bounds:
_d43
M (2)| =4 (1 + |z|2) * uniformly for Rez>1+ 2371' (5.4)

Proof. We begin by using the change of variables A = e and the fundamental theorem of
calculus to write

00
/ e—kzﬂ(e—k) dk = / pa l d)\—Z_l//|eHA’LZJ |2zdxdt
0

We now use the fact that

2 5 2
w(x):exp{—%} — "2y (x) = {ﬁ} exp{—%} (5.5)
(see e.g. [29, equation (2.4)]), which yields

. _d 2
€2y (x) = (1+7) “exp {—%} :
Recalling the Gaussian integral
d
/ exp {—wlx[*} dx = (Z)*, validfor Rew >0,
R4

we obtain

_d[,_
‘1//|e”A (x) [ dxdr = 25wz 1/(1—|—t2) gy,
R

This is clearly absolutely convergent if and only Rez > 1 + é.
By making the change of variables s = (1 +#*)~!, we obtain the following special case of
Euler’s Beta integral:

—c ! 1\P(e—1 1
/(1+t2) dt:/ s"_%(l—s)fé ds:F(Z)FF(E) :) :W%F(F(c)z)
R 0

with Rec > 1. This proves (5.3).
We now turn to the bounds in (5.4). The key property of the Gamma function that we will
use is the following inequality (see [21, theorem A, page 68]):

r
’(z—i—a) <l|z]* for a€0,1] and Rez>1(1-a).

I'(z)
This directly implies

d 1

IM(2)| 2207 T |24 (z—1) =4 F for Rez>1+2. (5.6)

Using the identity T'(w) = w~!T'(w + 1), we also obtain
M ()| <28 T 1274 (e - 1) — 47 (2 - D)2

l—

for Rez>1+1. (5.7)

17
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The unified (5.4) follows from (5.6), (5.7), and the restriction on z.

Corollary 5.3. Suppose p(\) is defined by (5.1), c = 1 + Zd’
v(k):=e % (efk) , and V(z) :z/ e 5y (k) dk. (5.3
0

Then V(z) € H*(H) and is an outer function.

Proof. By the restriction on c, the integral defining V(z) is absolutely convergent in the
half-plane Rez > 0; thus, V(z) is analytic there. To show that it belongs to H?(H), we must
verify (2.9). Using (5.4) makes this easy:

sup/|V x+1y) | dy—sup/|M(c+x+iy)|2dy

x>0
o _ @43
5/ (1+y*) 7 dy<oo.

— 00

To prove that V(z) is outer, we use proposition 2.5 in concert with the lower bound
from (5.4): Choosing n € N with n > ‘”4 , we have

d o0 (d+3) _
sup/ ; 2l 5/ (1+y*) 7 dy< oo
S0J% [(14x7 492 Vi) P o

Finally, we are in a position to complete the proof of theorem 1.2.

Proof of theorem 1.2. We suppose that F'|, F; are admissible nonlinearities with parameters
(po,p1)> (po,p2) and scattering maps S;,S,. We suppose further that that S; and S, agree on
their common domain.

Fix (t9,x0) € R x R? and define &, h, as in corollary 4.4. By (4.6) from that corollary, we
know that for any choice of a,c € R, the two functions

v(k)i=e *u(e™*) and @, (k) :=e%[h (k—a) —hy (k—a)] (5.9

satisfy the convolution equation (2.7). Note that , (k) is real-valued.

In order to apply corollary 2.4, we must ensure that v, @, € L*([0,00)) and that the Laplace
transform V(z) of v(k) is an outer function.

By admissibility of the nonlinearities and recalling the definition of 4; from corollary 4.4,
we see that @, (k) € L*([0,00)) forany a € R provided ¢ < 1+ 2. In particular, we may choose
¢ =1+ 3. For this choice, corollary 5.3 shows that V(z) € H*(H) and that it is outer. Using
the Plancherel identity, this proves v(k) € L*([0,00)).

Applying corollary 2.4, we find that ¢, (k) = 0 for all almost every k € [0,00) and all a > 0.
This implies that the continuous functions k; (k) and h, (k) agree for all k € R. By (4.3), this
yields g{ = g5. definition 1.1 implies that p; (¢, x0,0) = p2(,%0,0) and so g;(0) = g2(0) =
0. Thus, we deduce that g, (\) = g2(\) and so p; (f9,x0,A) = p2(o, X0, A) for all A € [0,00).
Consequently, F (to,Xo,u) = Fa(to,xo,u) for all u € C. Finally, (#,xp) was arbitrary and so
F] = Fz. O
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