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We consider the 3d focusing cubic nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation on a time interval

THRESHOLD SOLUTIONS FOR THE FOCUSING 3D CUBIC
SCHRODINGER EQUATION

THOMAS DUYCKAERTS AND SVETLANA ROUDENKO

ABSTRACT. We study the focusing 3d cubic NLS equation with H' data at the mass-energy
threshold, namely, when M [ug]Fuo] = M[Q]E[Q)]. In [14], [I5] and [7], the behavior of solutions
(i-e., scattering and blow up in finite time) is classified when Muo]E[uo] < M[Q]E[Q]. In this
paper, we first exhibit 3 special solutions: e®Q and Q%, here  is the ground state, and
Q* exponentially approach the ground state solution in the positive time direction and QT
having finite time blow up and @~ scattering in the negative time direction. Secondly, we
classify solutions at this threshold and obtain that up to H'/? symmetries, they behave exactly
as the above three special solutions, or scatter and blow up in both time directions as the
solutions below the mass-energy threshold. These results are obtained by studying the spectral
properties of the linearized Schrodinger operator in this mass-supercritical case, establishing
relevant modulational stability and careful analysis of the exponentially decaying solutions to
the linearized equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

ICR(0e€l)

(1.1)

The Cauchy problem (1)) is locally wellposed in H!, see [12]. We denote the forward lifespan by
[0, 74 ) and the backward by (7—,0]. If Ty (u) < 400 [or T_(u) > —oo], then lim;_,7, ||u(t)| g =
+00, [respectively, limy 7 ||u(t)|| g1 = +o0], and it is said that the solution blows up in finite

time.

i+ Au+ |[ulPu=0, (z,t)eR3x 1T
Upg=0 = Up € Hl(R3).

The solutions of (I.1]) satisfy mass, energy and momentum conservation laws

Blult) = 5 [ Va0 dz ~ § [ Jute.t)]!do = Elul0),
M{ul(t) = [ Ju(e. 0 do = M(u)(0)

Pl(t) = Tm / () Ve, de = Plu)(0).

Furthermore, this NLS equation enjoys several invariances. If u(t,z) is a solution, then

by scaling invariance: so is Au(Az, \%t), A > 0;
by spatial translation: so is u(x + xg,t) for zo € R3;
by time translation: so is u(z,t + tg) for ty € R;
by phase rotation invariance: so is e%u, 0y € R;
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- by time reversal symmetry: so is u(z, —t).

Observe that all these transformations leave the H'/2-norm and the momentum invariant. In
what follows the solutions will be considered up to the (H 1/2_ ) symmetries of this NLS equation
meaning up to the above mentioned invariances.

A transformation of solutions to (II), which does not leave the H'/?-norm nor the momentum
invariant, is the Galilean transformation: if u is a solution, so is

eitéo g~ itléol*y, (z — 2&ot,t), & € R3.
Consider a general focusing NLS equation

iOpu + Au+ [ulP"u =0, (z,t) € RIxR,
2

p—1"
The case when s. = 0 is referred to as mass (or L?)-critical, the case when s, = 1 is called
energy-critical, and in our case, the NLS equation in (I has s, = 1/2, and thus, is referred to
as H'?-critical.

The focusing mass-critical NLS equation (for example, cubic NLS in 2d) with H' initial data
was originally studied by Weinstein [31], who showed that there exists a sharp threshold, which
splits the behavior of solutions: (i) if M[u] < M[Q)], then the solution exists globally in time and
(ii) if M[u] > M[Q)], then the solution may blow up in finite time. Here, @ is the ground state
solution of —Q + AQ + |Q|¥?Q =0, @ = Q(r), r = |z|, z € R%. In the first case the scattering
was known for the initial data in L? and of finite variance (it follows from the pseudoconformal
conservation law, e.g., see [31], [3]). The scattering for radially symmetric solutions with L?
initial data was recently established in [20] for 2d, and in [21] for higher dimensions. For general
L? initial data scattering is still an open question.

Note that the solution u(x,t) = e®Q(z) (it has M[u] = M[Q)]) exists globally in time (in
fact, it is time-periodic), but does not scatter. Under the pseudoconformal transformation this
solution can be mapped into a finite time blow up solution (of the same mass). Merle has shown
that all finite time blow up solutions of minimal mass M [u] = M[Q] are pseudoconformal images
(up to phase, translation, scaling and Galilean invariances) of e*Q(z), see [25] for radial H! data
with finite variance and [26] for general H' data. Furthermore, he characterized all H! solutions
of finite variance with the threshold mass M[u] = M[Q]: a solution can be a scaled version of
the time periodic solution eQ(z), or a blow up solution which is a pseudoconformal image of
e*Q(z) (a “self-similar solution”), or a globally defined solution with quadratically decaying in
time L*9t2 norm which implies scattering as ¢ — +oo.

The focusing energy critical NLS equation (for example, cubic NLS in 4d or quintic NLS in 3d)
was recently studied by Kenig-Merle [16]. They showed that (in dimensions 3,4 and 5) a sharp
splitting takes place for the Cauchy problem with H&ad initial data and an a priori condition
Elug] < E[W]: (i) if ||Vuol|z2 < [[VW]|12, then the solution exists globally in time, moreover, it
scatters; (i) if [|[Vugl/ 2 > [|[VW |2, and ug € L?, then finite time blow up occurdl. Here, W is
the stationary solution of (II)) in H', given explicitly by W (r) =1/ (1 + d(c;—i2)) (d=2)/2

r € R%. A similar result (but not necessarily for radial initial data) is established by the same
authors for the energy-critical focusing nonlinear wave (NLW) equation in [17].

[\][sH

with the nonlinearity p > 1 and the dimension d such that 0 < s, < 1, where s, =

7r:|x|7

LUnder the above a priori condition the gradients of uo and W can not be equal.
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Observe that the above characterization is obtained only if Elug] < E[W]. What happens if
this condition is removed? The case of the critical level of energy, i.e., E[ug] = E[W], was recently
studied by Duyckaerts-Merle in [§]. Richer dynamics for the behavior of solutions as t — +o0 are
exhibited. Besides the stationary solution W which exists globally but does not scatter, there
are two more special solutions W~ and W+ which approach W in H' in one time direction,
but in the opposite time direction W~ scatters and W™ blows up in finite timdd. The deciding
factor is the gradient size: |[VW ™ |2 < [|[VW| 2 and |[VW ™|z > |[VW]| 2. Moreover, the
classification of all (radial) solutions at the energy critical level is given (up to the symmetries
of the equation): if ||Vug|lz2 < ||[VW| 12, then the solution is W~ | if ||Vug|lz2 > [[VW||2
(with the additional technical assumption that wg is in L?), then the solution is W7, and when
IVug||r2 = ||VW]| 2, then the solution is W. A similar result is obtained for the energy-critical
focusing NLW equation for general initial data in Duyckaerts-Merle [9].

The results on global existence or finite time blow up for the mass critical NLS and energy
critical NLS equations can be linked by studying the NLS equation with 0 < s. < 1 considered
in Holmer-Roudenko [14] Section 2], see also [I5, Section 7]. For the purpose of this paper we
will state the result only for (II)), i.e., when s. = 1/2. The scattering result in the following
theorem was established initially for the radial H' data in [I5] and the radiality assumption was
removed in [7].

Let @ be the ground state, that is the unique positive radial solution of the equation —Q) +
AQ + |Q?Q = 0 (see Subsection 1] for the details).

Theorem 1 ([14, (15, [7]). Let u be an H' solution to (LI)). Suppose
(1.2) M [uo] Euo] < M[Q]E[Q].

If [luol|z2[[Vuol[r2 < QU2 IV@QI|L2, then [luollLz[Vu®)lrz < [|QllL2(IVQ|lL2, and thus, the
solution w is globally defined; moreover, it scatters in H'.

If lluoll2[Vuollze > Q2 IV@QIlL2, then [[uollp2[[Vu(t)|z2 > Q2 IVQlL2 and, if either
ug is radial or has a finite variance, i.e., |x|ug € L2, then the solution u blows up in finite time.

As in the preceding cases, the determining quantities M [u]E[u] and |lug||z2]|Vuol/ 2 are in-
variant by the scaling of the equation.

Techniques employed above are based on the approach of Kenig-Merle in [16] and [17]. In
particular, scattering is established by the profile decomposition method by Gérard [10], which
is a refinement of the concentration-compactness method of P.-L. Lions [23| 24]; see previous
applications to NLS by Merle-Vega [28] and Keraani [19], and to NLW equation by Bahouri-
Gérard [I]. For other recent applications of profile decomposition we refer the reader to the
works of Gérard [11] on the 3d cubic wave equation, and of Kenig-Merle [I8], who established
scattering of solutions for the defocusing cubic NLS in 3d (equation (LI) with a minus sign in
front of the nonlinearity) with H'/2 initial data provided H'/2 norm stays bounded globally
in time (see also Colliander-Keel-Staffilani-Takaoka-Tao [6] and references therein for previous
results on the defocusing problem).

Coming back to Theorem [II we would like to describe the behavior of solutions to (L) at
the “critical” mass-energy threshold, i.e., when

(1.3) M[u]Elu} = M[Q]E[Q].

2The blow up is shown for d = 5 and conjectured for other dimensions.
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First, we establish the existence of special solutions (besides ¢Q)) at the critical mass-energy
threshold.

Theorem 2. There exist two radial solutions QT and Q= of ([LI) with initial conditions QB—L
such that QF € Nger H*(R?) and
(a) M[Q'] = M[Q7] = M[Q], E[Q"] = E[Q™] = E[Q], [0,+00) is in the (time) domain of
definition of QF and there exists eg > 0 such that

VE>0, [|QF(t) — e Q| < Cem,

(b) IVQyll2 < [IVQ]l2, Q@ is globally defined and scatters for negative time,
(©) IVQZ ll2 > IVQIl2, and the negative time of existence of QT is finite.

Remark. The best constant —ep in (@) is given by the negative eigenvalue of the linearized
operator associated to (ILT]) around the periodic solution €. Furthermore, the construction of
Q7 gives an asymptotic expansion in all Sobolev spaces for all orders of e~ of Q* as t — +o0.
Such precise information is not available for negative times. In particular, we are not able to
describe the behavior of QT near the blow-up time, except for what is already known for general
blow-up solutions of (1)) (see [27], [14]).

Next, we characterize all solutions at the critical mass-energy level as follows:

Theorem 3. Let u be a solution of (L)) satisfying (L3)).

(@) If [Vuol2lluoll2 < IVQ|l2[|Qll2, then either u scatters or u= Q= up to the symmetries.

(b) If | Vuo|l2l|uollz = IVQIl2||Qll2, then u = €®Q up to the symmetries.

(c) If [[Vupll2|luollz > IVQI2l|@Qll2 and ug is radial or of finite variance, then either the
interval of existence of u is of finite length or w = QT up to the symmetries.

Note that as a consequence of (L3]), the assumptions ||Vu(tg)||2||u(to)|l2 < [|[VQ||2]|@Q]l2 and
IVu(to)|2]|u(to)]le > |IVQ]|2]|@Q]|2 do not depend on the choice of the initial condition (see §2.3]).

Remark. Tt is worth linking the H'/2-critical equation (I.I)) with the corresponding mass-critical
and energy-critical once again. The proofs of Theorems 2l and Bl will show that the behavior of
the solutions of (L)) at the threshold is very close to the one of the energy critical equation
described in the radial case in [8]. In particular, in both cases, the existence of the special
solutions Q* (W¥ in the energy-critical case) derive from the existence of two real nonzero
eigenvalues for the linearized operator around the periodic solution €@ (respectively around
the stationary solution W). On the other hand, in the mass-critical case, the only eigenvalue of
the linearized operator is 0 (see [32]), and the blow-up solution at the threshold is given by the
pseudo-conformal transformation, which is specific to the mass-critical equation.

We next give a formulation of Theorems [Il and [3] that takes the Galilean transformation into
account. Let u be a solution of (II). Applying to u, as in [7, Section 4], the Galilean trans-

formation with parameter &y = —P[u]/M [u], we get a solution v of (LI)) with zero momentum
which is the minimal energy solution among all Galilean transformations of u. Precisely,
1 Plu)? Plug)?

Mv] = Mul,  Elv] = Elu] IVwol|Z2 = [ Vuol72 —

2 M[u]’
Applying Theorems [l and Bl to v, we get

M{ug]



3D CUBIC NLS 5

Theorem 4. Let u be a solution of (L) satisfying
1
Bl M) ~ 5 Plu” < BQIMIQ)

Then

(a) If |[Vuoll3||luoll3 — Plu]* < [VQI3||Ql3, then either u scatters or u = Q= up to the
symmetries.

(b) If [Vuoli3lluolls — Plu]* = |[VQI5IQI3, then u = e"Q up to the symmetries.

(¢) If | Vuol|3]luoll — Plu)? > |VQI3||IQII3 and ug is radial or of finite variance, then either
the interval of existence of u is of finite length or u = Q% up to the symmetries.

In the preceding theorem, up to the symmetries of the equation means up to the H/2
symmetries and the Galilean transformation. If Elu|Mu] < E[Q|M]Q)], our results actually
show that the condition ||Vugl|3]|uol|3 > [[VQ||3]|Q]|3 implies the stronger bound ||Vuo||3][uol3 —

Plu]* > [VQIZIQII3.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we recall the properties of the ground
state @, small data theory for Cauchy problem (IL1]) and the spectral properties of the linearized
(around the ground state solution e”Q) Schrédinger operator. Under the condition (3] we
identify a quadratic form associated to the linearized Schrédinger operator which can measure
closeness to eQ and find subspaces of H' where this form is positive, avoiding thus vanishing
and negative directions. In Section Bl we construct a family of approximate solutions using the
knowledge about the discrete spectrum of the linearized operator and then with a fixed point
argument produce candidates for the special solutions Q~ and Q*, thus, proving Theorem
except for the negative time behavior of Q. In Section d we discuss the modulational stability
near the ground state solution. Here, we identify the spatial and phase parameters which control
the variations from e”(Q (on the subsets where the above mentioned quadratic form is positive)
while the entire variation being small in H' norm. In Sections [ and [ we study solutions
with initial data from Theorem Bl part (@) and (@), respectively. Our main goal is to obtain
exponential convergence for large (positive) time of the gradient variation (4.16]) which then will
imply exponential convergence in (positive) time to €@ (up to spatial translation and phase
rotation), see Lemma .4l We also finish Theorem [2] for negative time behavior. In Section [l
we first analyze exponentially small solutions of the linearized Schrédinger equation and then
establish the uniqueness of special solutions. We finish the section with the classification of
solutions result. Appendix contains the proof of coercivity of the quadratic form introduced in
Section Bl where we follow Weinstein [32] and a useful inequality, the original idea of which is
due to Banica [2].

Notation. Let S denote the space of Schwartz functions, i.e, the topological space of functions
v satisfying
Vo, N, ||v|la,n = sup |(1+ |z )N 0% (z)| < oo,
z€R3
with the topology given by the family of semi-norms || - |[o,N-

By H*® we denote the usual Sobolev space of smoothness s in spatial (on R?) variable. Let
H> = \,cg H®. We denote by || - ||, the LP-norm in spatial variable.
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A couple (g, r) is H-admissible when % —1—% = % —sand 2 < ¢,r < oco. Consider the following

Strichartz norm for functions u of space and time

lullg(gimy = sup lullze zr,
(q,r) H'/2 —admissible
4+ <g<00,3<r<6™
where 6~ < 6 (respectively 4T > 4) is an arbitrary fixed number, close to 6 (respectively, to 4).
We will also write, if I is an interval and x is the characteristic function of I,

lullg(r.irrzy = lxrulls gy -

If a and b are two positive functions of ¢, we will write a = O(b) when there exists a constant
C > 0 (independent of t) such that a(t) < Cb(t), for all t, and @ ~ b when a = O(b) and
b= 0(a).

Throughout the paper, C denotes a large positive constant and ¢ a small positive constant,
that do not depend on the parameters and may change from line to line.

Acknowledgements. T.D. was partially supported by the French ANR Grant ONDNONLIN.
Part of this work was done during S.R. visit to the University of Cergy-Pontoise funded by the
Grant ONDNONLIN. Both authors would like to thank Frank Merle for fruitful discussions on
the subject.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Properties of the ground state. We recall some well-known properties of the ground
state and refer the reader to [0, [31], [22] as well as [4], [30, Appendix B], [I5, §3] for more
details.

Consider the nonlinear elliptic equation

(2.1) - Q+AQ+|QPPQ=0o.

The H'! solutions of this equation can be enumerated by their mass (L? norm) and the minimal
mass solution, @, is called the ground state. The function @ is radial, smooth, positive, exponen-
tially decaying at infinity, and characterized as the unique minimizer for the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality: if u € HY(R3),

(2.2) Jull; < CanlIVul3llullz, Q] = CanlVQIZIQI2,
and
(2.3) Hu||3 = C’GNHVuH%Hqu — JN\g € C, Iz e R3 : u(z) = XQ(x + x0).

The above characterization of @) and the concentration-compactness principle (see [23] The-
orem 1.2]) yield:

Proposition 2.1. There exists a function e(p), defined for small p > 0, such that lim,_,ge(p) =
0 and

vue H', llulls = 1Ql| + [lull2 = QU] + |IVulls — IV Q| < p

— 30 € R, z € R3, Hu —ePQ(- — xo)HH1 <e(p).
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We will make the statement of Proposition 21 more precise in §4l
We will also need the following equalities, consequences of Pohozhaev identities (see e.g [15]

§3]):
(2.4) QI =411Q3 and [[VQ3 = 3]|Q]3.
2.2. The Cauchy problem (.I]). Here, we briefly recall global existence and scattering results

for (L)), for more details see [15]. The small data theory states that there exists a small €59 > 0
such that if

(2.5) ||eitAu0||s([o,+oo),H1/2) < €sd,
then the solution u of (L)) has T (up) = +oo and

Next, if u(t) is a solution which is globally defined for positive time, then it scatters in H' as
t — 400, meaning that for some ¢ € H!, tligl |u(t) — e*®¢|| g1 = 0, if it has a uniformly
—400

bounded H' norm for ¢ > 0 and a finite Strichartz S([0,400); H'/?) norm. Similar statements
hold for negative times.

2.3. Gradient separation.

Lemma 2.2. Consider (I1)) and suppose (L3]) holds.
(a) If [[uoll2]| Vuoll2 = ||Qll2]|VQl2, then u = €®Q up to the invariance of the equation.
(b) If lluoll2lVuoll2 < |QU2[IVQIl2, thenw is globally defined and ||uollz[[Vu(t)]l2 < [|Qll2]IVQl|2
for all t.
(©) If lluoll2[[Vuolla > QU2lIVQIl2, then [luoll2[Vu(®)lla > [Ql2l[V@QIl2 for all t in the do-
main of existence of u.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume M [u] = M[Q] and E[u] = E[Q)] due to scaling:
if Mu] = aM|[Q)] for some o > 0, then define @(z,t) = au(ar, a’t) which is also a solution of
(LI), and observe that M[a] = éM [u] = M[Q] and also E[u] = aF[u] = aM[J\C/QI}[Z[Q} = FE[Q].

Case (@) is given by the variational characterization (2.3)) of @ and the uniqueness of solutions
of (I1J).

For case (b)) we show that if |[Vu(t)]]2 < [[VQ||2 holds for ¢ = 0, then it does for all ¢. To
the contrary, suppose (by continuity) there exists ¢; such that [|[Vu(t;)|2 = [[VQ]|2 . Then by
case (@) with the initial condition at ¢ = ¢1, the equality holds for all times ¢ contradicting the
condition at t = 0. Hence, such ¢; does not exist and the gradient of u(t) is bounded as claimed.
By the finite blow-up criterion w is globally defined.

Case (@) is similar to case (D). O

2.4. Spectral properties of the linearized operator. Consider a solution u of ([LIJ) close
to €@ and write u as

u(z,t) = e (Q(z) + h(x,t)).
Let hy = Reh and hy = Imh. We will often identify C and R? and consider h = h; + ihy € C

h1

as an element <
ha

) of R2. Note that h is a solution of the equation

2.7) Oh+Ch=R(h), L= (LO _L—>,
.0
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where the self-adjoint operators Ly and L_ and the remainder R(h) are defined by
(2.8) Lihy = —Ahy 4+ hi —3Q%hy, L_hy = —Ahy+ hy — Q%ha,
(2.9) R(h) :=iQ (2|h|* + h?) + i|h|*h.

The spectral properties of the operator £ are well known and for the following proposition we
refer to [13, Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.1] and [32], Proposition 2.8].

Proposition 2.3. Let o(L) be the spectrum of the operator L, defined on L*(R3) x L?(R3) and
let oess(L) be its essential spectrum. Then

chs(ﬁ) = {Zé : g € R7 |£| > 1} ) O-(ﬁ) NR= {_60707 +60} with e > 0.

Furthermore, ey and —eqy are simple eigenvalues of L with eigenfunctions Y, and Y_ = Y, in
S, and the null-space of L is spanned by the four vectors 0,,Q, j = 1,2,3 and iQ.

Remark 2.4. Let Y1 =ReY; =Re)Y_ and Yo =Im)Y; = —Im)Y_. Then
LYy =€y, and L_Y; = —ep).

Remark 2.5. Proposition 2.3] implies that the null-space of L, is spanned by 0, @, 0,,Q and
0., @ and the null-space of L_ is spanned by Q.

Remark 2.6. It also follows from Proposition 2.8 of [32] that [(L_f)f > 0 for all real-valued h
in H'. Together with the preceding remark, we get

Vfe H'\ {\Q, X € R}, /(L_f)f>0.

Consider the linearized equation 0;h + Lh = 0. Multiply by i9;h and take the real part to
obtain

(2.10) Oy /(L+h1) h1 + Oy /(L_hg) ha = 0.

Define @, a linearized energy, by

(2.11) O(h) = %/yhm%/yvm? - %/Q2(3h%+h§) _ %/(L+h1)h1+%/(L_h2)h2.

From (2.10)) it follows that ® is conserved for solutions of the linearized equation 0;h + Lh = 0.
By explicit calculation (see the beginning of Appendix [A] for the details),

(212)  E[Q+h] = E[Q] and M[Q + h] = M[Q] — ®(h) = / QIAh + / B,

which shows that |®(h)| < c||h||3 for a threshold solution u = €®(Q + h) of (LI]) which is close
to €?@Q. To take advantage of this, we next study the sign of ®(h).
We denote by B(g, h) the bilinear symmetric form associated to @, i.e., for g,h € H*(R3)

(2.13) B(g,h) = %/(L+91) hi + % /(L—gz) ha.

By Remark 2.5,
(2.14) Vhe H'(R®), B(0,,Q,h) = B(0:,Q,h) = B(0,,Q,h) = B(iQ,h) = 0.
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Furthermore, by (2:4])

(215) oQ) =5 1o+ [Ivar -3 [a' =1 [@ <o
Together with (2.14]) we get
Vh € span{0y, Q, 02,Q, 0,,Q,iQ,Q}, ®(h) < 0.

We next define two subspaces of H! where ® is positive. Consider the following orthogonality
relations:

(2.16) / (0 Qs = [ 0,Q) = [0, = / Qhy = 0,
(2.17) / AQhy = 0,

@1m) /y1h2:/y2hlzo-

Let G be the set of h € H' satisfying the orthogonality relations ([2.16) and (ZI7) and G’
the set of h € H' satisfying (ZI6) and IT). Then

Proposition 2.7 (Coercivity of ®). There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
(2.18) YVhe GL UG, ®(h)>c||hl%:.

Proposition 2.7 is proven in appendix [Al Observe that as a consequence of Proposition [2.7]

(2.19) / AQY; # 0.

Indeed, assume [ AQY; = 0. Then by (21)) and direct computations, [ L1 QY; = 0. By Remark
24 we obtain [ QY> = 0 which shows that @ is in G',, contradicting (2.IH).

Remark 2.8. In [32] Weinstein gives a sharp description of the semi-group e** for the mass-
subcritical and mass-critical focusing NLS equations. In both cases, one may decompose H' as
a direct sum S @ M, where S and M are stable by the flow of e*£, S is finite dimensional and
contains the eigenfunctions of £, and ® is equivalent to the H' norm on M, which implies that
e *£ho is bounded in H! if hg € M. It is not clear whether such a convenient decomposition
exists for the mass-supercritical NLS equation. Note that the vector space G’,, which will
play the roles of M in the sequel, is not invariant by the flow of the semi-group e **. However,
Proposition 2.7lis sufficient for our needs, namely the description of the dynamics of exponentially
decaying solutions of the linearized equation (see Subsection [7.1]).

3. EXISTENCE OF SPECIAL SOLUTIONS

The aim of this section is to construct the solutions Q™ and Q= of Theorem 2l Namely, we
will show:

Proposition 3.1. Let A € R. Ifty = to(A) > 0 is large enough, then there ezists a radial
solution

Ut eC™ ([to, —|—oo),H°°>
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of (LI such that
(31) VbeR,3C>0: Vt>ty we have HUA(t) —elQ — Ae(i_eo)terHHb < Ce2eot,
Remark 3.2. Note that by (B.I]), the conservation of mass and energy, we have
M[U4) = M[Q], and E[U*] = E[Q).
Furthermore, again by (B.II),
IvUA®)5 = IVQI3 + 2Ae‘e°t/VQ VY14 072, t — 400,
By (Z19)), replacing Y1 by —). if necessary, we may assume
[vavyi=o

which shows that || VU At H;— ||VQ||§ has the sign of A for large positive time. Thus, by Lemma
22 HVUA(to)H; — ||[VQ||3 has the sign of A. Letting

QF(x,t) = e U (z,t + 1), Q (x,t) =e U (,t+10),
we get two solutions satisfying

E[Q] = E[Q*), M[Q)=M[Q"], [VQT(0)I3>[VQI3 VR (0)3 < [VQI3

and

1QF — Q| < Ce™, t>0.

To conclude the proof of Theorem [, it remains to specify the behavior of QT and Q~ for
negative t, which we will do in Remark and §6.4]

Remark 3.3. We will see in §7.3] that all solutions U4, A > 0 (respectively A < 0) are equal to
Q" (respectively Q™) up to a translation in time and a multiplication by a complex number of
modulus 1.

The proof of Proposition [3.I]is similar to the one of Proposition 6.1 in [§]. We start with the
construction of a family of approximate solutions to (ILI]) that satisfy (B.1]), and then prove the
existence of U4 by a fixed point argument around an approximate solution.

3.1. A family of approximate solutions.
Proposition 3.4. Let A € R. There exists a sequence (ZJA)]-Z;[ of functions in S such that

Z4 =AY, and, if k> 1 and Vlf = Z?:l e‘jeotZJA, then as t — 400 we have

(3.2) VA + LVA = RWA) +0 (e—<’f+1>eot) in S,
where the linear operator L and the nonlinear term R are defined in (2.7).

Remark 3.5. Let U := e*(Q + V{!). Then U is an approximate solution of (LLI)) for large ¢
and satisfies ([B.]). Indeed, as ¢t — 400, we have

iU + AU + [UA Ut = 0 (e—<k+1>60f) in S.
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Proof of Proposition [3.4] We prove this proposition by induction. For brevity, we omit the
superscript A.
Define Z; := AY, and V; := e~ “!Z;. Then

OV + LV) — R(V1) = —R(V1) = —R (e~*'Zy),

which yields (32) for k = 1.

Let £ > 1 and assume that Zi,..., 2, are known with the corresponding Vj satisfying
(B2). Expand the expression of R(Vy) by using (2.9), and observe that R(Vy) is of the form
Z;’ZQ e~Jtfi with f;r’s being in S. Thus, by B.2), there exists U1 € S such that, as
t — +o0, we have

OV + LVy = R(Vy) + e~ kFDeotyy 40 <e—<’f+2>eot) inS.

By Proposition 23] (k+1)eg is not in the spectrum of £. Define Zpy1 := — (£ — (k4 1)eq) ™ Upp1.
It is classical that 211 € S (e.g., see [8, Appendix 7.2.2] for an elementary proof in a similar
setting). Then we have

(3.3) 8, (vk + e—<k+1>eotzk+1) e (vk + e—<k+1>6otzk+1) = R(Vy) + O (e—<k+2>60t) in S.
Denote Vi11 := Vi + e_(k+1)60tZk+1. By B3), Vii1 satisfies, as t — +o00,
(3.4) OVii1 + LVis1 — R(Vit1) = ROVi) — R(Vig1) + O (e—<k+2>60t) inS.

Since we have, as t — +o00, V; = O (e‘eot) inS for j=k,k+1and V — Vi1 = O(e_(kﬂ)eot)
in S, we obtain (using the explicit expression of R),

R(Vk) = R(Viy1) = O (e"020) in s,

as t — 400 which shows, in view of (8.4]), the desired estimate ([B.2]) for k& + 1. This completes
the proof. 0

3.2. Construction of special solutions. Next we prove Proposition B. Il We will construct a
solution U4 such that there exists ¢ty € R

(3.5) VbeR,3IC>0: Vt>tgandVkeN, |[UA(E) —e™(Q + Vi (1)) ,pp < Ce™FTDet,
Let b > 3/2 and write '

UA — ezt (Q—i—hA) )
First, by a fixed point argument we construct a solution of [Z7) h* € CO([ty, +00), H) for k
and ¢ large and such that

(3.6) Vi >ty [[RAE) — VAD)|| o < e kTa)eot,

Next, we show by uniqueness arguments that h4 does not depend on b and k. Estimate B.5)
will follow from (B.6]). For brevity we again omit the superscript A.

Step 1. Reduction to a fized point problem. The equation (Z7]) may be written as a Schrodinger
equation

(3.7) i0th 4+ Ah —h = —S(h), S(h) :=2Q*h + Q*h + 2Q|h|* + Qh* + |h|*h.
For k € N define
(3.8) Ek(t) =iV + AV, — Vi + S(Vk)
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By Proposition [34] as t — +oo,
(3.9) en(t) = O(e”FHDeoty in §.
Let v := h — V), and subtract (3.8) from (3.7 to obtain
(3.10) 0w+ Av—v==SV,+v)+SVk) — €.
The solution of (3I0) is given by the equation
(3.11) olt) = M()(2),
where M(v)(t) = —i /t T 9@ [S(Vk(s) +u(s)) — S(Vi(s)) + 6k(s)] ds.

Note that ([B.6]) is equivalent to ||v(t)| s < e~ (FFa)eot for ¢ > tr. Thus, we must show that M
is a contraction on B defined by

B=Blty,kb) = {ve B, ol <1},

E = B(ty, k.b) := {v € CO((tr. +00), H'), o]l = sup (T2 u(t) [ < o0}
t

>ty

This is the object of the following step.

Step 2. Contraction argument. We show that M is a contraction on B for b > 3/2, and k and
t; sufficiently largeﬁ

Throughout this proof, we denote by C' a constant depending only on b, and C} a constant
depending on b and k. Both constants may change from line to line. Note that H® is closed
under multiplication and conjugation for b > % In view of the identities

F?—G*=(F-G)(F+@G), |FP—|GP=Re((F-G)(F+Qq)),
|[F|*F — |G?G = FRe ((F - G)(F + Q) + |G(F - G),

we obtain that for F,G € H® there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
(3.12) IS(E) ~ Sl o < CollF — G o (14 |1F ] + |G )

Let v € B. Observe that for all t € R, e®*(2=1) is an isometry of H®. By the definition of M,
and applying the bound ([3.9) on ¢; and the estimate ([3.12]), we get

+00 9
(3.13) Vit [M@®)llm < c/t lo(s)ls (1+ Vi) |5 + [[0()3 ) ds

+o0o
+ Cy, / e~ (k+Deos gg.
t

3Note that the condition b > 3/2 is not restrictive: if (1)) is shown for some by, it follows for all b < b.
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By the construction of Vg, [|[Vi(s)|lgpe < Cre . Furthermore, since v € B, [[v(s)|gr <
¢~ (k+3)eos, Hence,

+o0 9 9
Vet [ el (14 )+ )l ds
< 2/+OO (e—(k-i-%)eos + Cke—(k—i-g)EOS) ds < <
t

Therefore, M(v) € E, and from (3.I3]) we obtain

+C e—2eot e—(k—i—%)eot.
(k+e " >

M)z < + Ce 300,

T k+1i

First, choose k so that kfl < %; next, take t; such that C’ke_%eotk < % Then M maps

B = B(t, k,b) into itself.
It remains to show that M is a contraction. Let v,w € B. By the definition of M and (3:12]),
we have

N

+o0o
[M(@)(E) = M(w)(B)]| 70 S/t [S(Vi(s) + v(s5)) = SVi(s) + w(®))|| yods

+oo
g/’(o+@a%ﬂmw—w@mws
t

C 1
< + Cpe 20tk e_(k+§)t v—w|g.
< (k re el [ 115

Choosing if necessary a larger k, then a larger t;, we may assume that kfl < % and Cje ™20t <
2

%, showing that M is a contraction on B. Hence, Step 2 is complete.

Step 3. End of the proof.
By the preceding step with b = 2, there exists ky and ty such that there exists a unique

solution U4 of () satisfying U4 € C([to, +00), H?) and for all t > t,
(3.14) [UA(#) = 'Q — VL (1)]| o < e~ R0+ 2)eot,
Note that the fixed point argument still holds taking a larger tg, so that the uniqueness remains
valid, for any t{ > to, in the class of solutions of (I1I) in C°([t}, +oc), H?) satisfying (3.14)) for
all t > ).

Next, we show that U4 € C°°([tg, +oc), H®) and that (B3] holds for any b € R.

Since U4 is a solution of (L)), it is sufficient to show that U4 € C([to, +00), H) for any b;
the smoothness in time will follow from ([L.I) and Sobolev embeddings. Let b > 2. By Step 2, if
ky is large enough, there exists ¢t; and U4 € CO([t;, +00), H?) such that

Vit HﬁA et — ety (t)HHb < e~(htg)eot,

Of course, we may choose k1 > kg + 1. Using that by the construction of V,f, ! V,fl — V,?O H m S
C e (hoteot we get

(315) vt 2 tl, HﬁA _ eitQ _ eitV]?o (t)HHb S e_(kl"r%)eot + Ce_(k0+1)€0t S Ce—(k;()—i-l)eot.
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In particular, UA satisfies (BI4) for large t. By the uniqueness in the fixed point argument,
UA = U4, which shows that U4 € CO([t1, +00), H®), b > 2. By the persistence of regularity of
equation (L), U4 € CO([to, +o0), H?), b > 2 (and thus for any b € R). Finally, we note that
BI5) implies B.5]) with ko replaced by k, which concludes the proof of Proposition Bl O

Remark 3.6. The estimate (35 yields an asymptotic expansion of U4 in terms of e~¢0t.

4. MODULATION

st = | [ va2 - [ v
By Proposition 2.1] if

(4.1) M[u] = M[Q], El[u] = E[C],

For u € H! define

and 6(u) is small enough, then there exists § and X such that e “u(- + X) = Q + @ with
@]l < €(6(u)), where £(8) — 0 as § — 0. Recall that any solution such that (L3) holds may
be rescaled to a solution satisfying (4]). The goal of this section is to choose parameters 6 and
X, when u is a solution of (L), in order to obtain linear estimates of these parameters and

their derivatives in terms of d(u). We only sketch the proofs, which are very close to the ones
of [8 §3.2].

Lemma 4.1. There exist 69 > 0 and a positive function £(8) defined for 0 < 6 < &y, which tends
to 0 when § tends to 0, such that for all u in H'(R?) satisfying @) and 6(u) < do, there exists
a couple (o, X) in R x R3 such that v = e "u(- + X) satisfies

(4.2) lv—=Qllm < (9),
(4.3) Im/Qv:O, Re/@kuv:O, k=1,2,3.
The parameters o and X are unique in R/9 7 x R3, and the mapping u — (o, X) is C1.

Proof. Let us first show the lemma when w is close to @ in H'. Consider the following functionals
on R x R3 x H!:

Jo: (0, X, u) — Im/e‘igu($+X) Q, Jip:(o,X,u)— Re/e‘igu(x+X) 0,,Q, k=1,2,3.

Denote J = (Jy, J1, J2, J3). The orthogonality conditions (4.3 are equivalent to the condition
J(o, X, u) =0.

Note that J(0,0,Q) = 0. Furthermore, by direct computation and using that since @ is radial,
fakuaij = 0if j # k, one can check that (%, f—)‘(]l, 53—)‘(]2, ;—)‘é) is invertible at (0,0,Q). By
the Implicit Function Theorem there exists eg,79 > 0 such that for u € H'

lu—Qllm <eo = I(0,X), |o|+|X]|<mnoand J(o,X,u)=0.

If u is as in the Lemma, we reduce the proof to the previous case by choosing 6 and X as in
the introduction of this section, so that e~*u(- + X) is close to @ in H'. The assertions on the
uniqueness of (o, X) and the regularity of the mapping u +— (o, X) follows from the Implicit
Functions Theorem. ([l
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Let u be a solution of (ILI)) satisfying (£I]). In the sequel we will write

5(t) = d(ult)).

Let Ds, be the open set of all times ¢ in the domain of existence of u such that §(t) < do.
On Ds,, by Lemma 1] we can define parameters o(t), X (t), which are C! functions of t. In
the forthcoming sections, we show under the additional hypothesis that u is close to e*Q, up

to constant modulation parameters, and thus, we rather work with the parameters X (¢) and
0(t) = o(t) —t. Write

(4.4) o0 =ity (t,x+ X(1)) = (1 + a(t))Q(x) + h(t,z),
) — e o—if—it fVu(t,x + X (1) - VQ(z)da -
n=r JIVQP .

Observe that « is chosen such that h satisfies the orthogonality condition (2I7)). By Lemma
411 h also satisfies the orthogonality conditions (2.10]).
We next obtain a first estimate on the parameters.

Lemma 4.2. Letu be a solution of (L)) satisfying ([@I]). Then, taking a smaller &y if necessary,
the following estimates hold for t € Ds,:

(45) )~ | [ (o] = 1)1 =500

Proof. Let é(t ) = | ()| + 6(t) + ||h(t)|| g1, which is small when §(¢) is small (see ([4.2)). The
equality M[Q + @ + h] = M[u] = M[Q] implies [ |aQ + h> +2a [Q* +2 [ Qhy = 0, and
hence,

(4.6) ] = ‘ / Q| +0 ().

Furthermore, by definition of § and the orthogonality condition ([2.I7]) on h, we obtain

‘/]V Q+aQ +h))?

‘(2a+a2)/\VQ]2 +

which yields
(4.7) ol = greg 0 + 0 (82) -

Note that the orthogonality condition [ VQ-Vh; = 0 implies with equation 2] that [ Q3h; =
[ Qhy. Thus, B(Q,h) = — [ Qhy, where B is as in (213)). By (212,

a?0(Q) + ®(h) — 2a/Qh1

= [®(aQ + h)| = O (® + |n]3n)

(4.8) B() = (@) +2a [ Qh+0 (o + [Aly).

By Proposition 27 and (2.12), ®(h) ~ ||h||3,,. Combining this and @), we get

(4.9) |h|lg = O <|Oé| + ‘/Qlﬂ + 53/2> .
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Substituting (4.6]) into (£9), we get |||z = O (]a\ +53/2), and thus, with @71), 6 = O(|a|),
which shows that (£6]), ([47) and (£9) imply (£.5). O

In the sequel we denote by ’ the derivative with respect to t.

Lemma 4.3 (Bounds on the time-derivatives). Under the assumption of Lemma [[.3, taking a
smaller 0y if necessary, we have fort € Ds,

(4.10) || + | X' +10"] = O(6).

Proof. Let 6*(t) = 6(t) + |/ (t)| + | X'(t)| + |¢'(t)]. The equation (LI]) and Lemma 2] yield for
t e D50

(4.11) i0th + Ah+id'Q —0'Q —iX' - VQ = O( + 66%) in L%

Note that by orthogonality relations (2.16) and (2I7) on h, we have

(412) \V/tED(;O, Re/aijachO, 7=1,2,3, Im/Q@th:Re/AQachO
Multiplying (I1]) by Q, integrating the real part on R3, we get by integration by parts (and
using that by ([2I7) Re [ hAQ = 0),

(4.13) 10'] = O(6 + §6%).

Similarly, multiplying (&I1I) by 0,,Q, j € {1,2,3}, and integrating the imaginary part on R3,
we obtain (using that by Lemma B2 [ Ahd,,Q = O(9)),

(4.14) | X5 = 05 + 65%),

where X = (X3, X9, X3). Multiplying (ZI1]) by AQ and taking the imaginary part we get
(noting that [ 0:;QAQ = 0 and that by Lemma [£.2] f Ahd;Q = O(9)),

(4.15) |/| = O(6 + 65%).
Summing up (£I3), (414]) and ([4.I5), we obtain
0" =0(6+d6%),

which yields the result if §g is chosen small enough. O

We conclude this section by showing the following Lemma, needed in the next two sections.
Lemma 4.4. Let u be a solution of (L)) satisfying [@I]). Assume that u is defined on [0, 400)
and that there exist c¢,C > 0 such that
(4.16) vt >0, /t o §(s)ds < Ce™“,

Then there exist 8y € R, zg € R3, ¢,C > 0 such that

lu = ™+ PQ(- — o) g1 < Ce™.
Proof. First observe that (£.10) implies that there exists {t, }nen with ¢, — 400 such that
(4.17) lim o(t,) = 0.

n—-4o0o

If not, there exists ¢ > 0 such that 6(t) > ¢ for a.e. ¢ > 0, which would contradict (4.I16]).
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Fix such {t,}nen. Next we show that 6(¢) tends to 0 as t tends to +oo. If not, there exists
a sequence {t/ },en which tends to +o0o such that §(¢)) > &1 > 0 for some 1 > 0. Now we
can choose {t/ }, extracting subsequences from {t,} and/or {¢,,} if necessary, with the following
properties:

(4.18) Vn, tn <t
(4.19) 5(t)) =e1,

and

(4.20) Vi€ [tn,t)) () <er.

On [ty,t;] the parameter «(t) is well defined. By Lemma 3] |o/(t)] = O(d(t)), so that by
E14), ﬁ: o (t)|dt < Ce . Hence,

(4.21) lim |a(t,) — a(t))] = 0.

n—-4o0o

By Lemma [4.2] we have |a(t)| =~ §(t). As a consequence, (£17)) implies that |«(¢,)| tends to 0,
however, ([@I9) implies that |«(t),)] is bounded from below as ¢ tends to +oc. This contradicts
(#21) and shows as announced

(4.22) lim §(t) = 0.

t——+o0

To conclude the proof of Lemma [£4] in view of the decomposition (£4) of u, it is sufficient
to show that there exists 0., X such that

(4.23) V>0, 5(t) + |la@)] + |h@)] g + X (E) — Xoo| +10(t) — o] < Ce .

Note that by ([422]) and the estimate |« (t)| ~ d(t), a(t) tends to 0 as ¢ tends to +oo, and
thus, a(t) = — [[7 d/(s)ds. By ([@I0) and the estimate |o/(¢)] = O(6(t)), we get the bound on
a(t) in (£23). Since by Lemma 2] |a(t)| ~ ||h(t)||m1 =~ (t), we deduce the bound on § and
h. From Lemma 3] we get |X'(t)] + [0'(t)] < Ce™“. Thus, there exist X, 0 such that
| X (t) — Xoo| + |0(t) — o] < Ce™, concluding the proof of [H23). O

5. CONVERGENCE TO @) IN THE CASE [|Vugl|2||uoll2 > [[VQ]2]| Q]2

In this section, we show the following proposition, which is the first step in the proof of case
(@) of Theorem [l

Proposition 5.1. Consider a solution u of (LLI]) such that
(5.1) M[u] = M[Q], FElu] = E[Q],
(5.2) IVullz > [VQll2,

which is globally defined for positive times. Assume furthermore that ug is either of finite vari-
ance, i.e.,

(5.3) / (2o )2 i < oo,

or radial. Then there exists 6y € R, o € R3, ¢,C > 0 such that
lu— e"PQ(- — wo)|| g1 < Ce™.

Moreover, the negative time of existence of u is finite.
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Remark 5.2. The last statement of Proposition [5.Ilshows that the radial solution Q" constructed
in Remark has finite negative time of existence.

5.1. Finite variance solutions. In the finite variance case, Proposition [5.1] relies on the fol-
lowing lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let u be a solution of (L) satisfying (B1), (5.2), (5.3) and
(5.4) Ty (ug) = +oo.

Then for all t in the interval of existence of u,

(5.5) Im/w -Vu(x,t)u(z,t)de > 0,

and there exist ¢c,C > 0 such that

(5.6) V>0, / 5(s)ds < Ce=°".
t

Let us first assume Lemma [5.3] and prove Proposition [5.1] in the finite variance case.

By (5.5), Im [ z- Vu(z,t) u(z,t) dz > 0 for all ¢ in the interval of existence of u. Now assume
that w is also globally defined for negative times, and consider the function v(x,t) = u(z, —t).
Then v is a solution of (1) satisfying the assumptions of Lemma [5.3l Thus, by (5.5, for all ¢
in the domain of existence of wu,

0< Im/x -Vou(z,—t)v(x,—t) = — Im/x -Vu(x,t)u(z,t) de,

which contradicts (5.5]). Hence, the negative time of existence of u is finite. The other assertion
of Proposition [5.1] follows from (5.6]) and Lemma .41
To finish Subsection 5.1l we must prove Lemma [5.3]

Proof of Lemmal5.3. Let y(t) := [ |z|*|u(z,t)|* dz. Then by equation (LI) and direct compu-
tations, we have, for all ¢ in the interval of existence of the solution u

(5.7) y'(t) = 4Im/m -Vuudz.

Furthermore, y"(t) = 8 [|Vu|? — 6 [ |u|*. By @4), Q|1 = 5/|VQ|3. Using that E[u] = E[Q)],
we get 8 [ |Vul? — 6 [ |ul* =4 (|VQI3 — [[Vul3), and thus,

(5.8) y'(t) = —44(t) < 0.

Step 1. We first show (5.0, which is equivalent to

(5.9) y'(t) > 0.

If not, there exists ¢; such that y/(t1) < 0. By (E.8), if tp > t; we obtain
(5.10) Vt>ty, () <y(to) <O.

As T (ug) = 400, this shows that y(t) < 0 for large ¢, yielding a contradiction.

Step 2. End of the proof
We first note that
2

(5.11) (' (1)) < Cyt) (" (1)°.
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Indeed this is an immediate consequence of (5.7)), (5.8]) and the following claim, in the spirit
of [2, Lemma 2.1], proven in Appendix [Bl
Claim 5.4. Let p € C*(R?) and f € H'(R?). Assume that [ |f|*|Vp|? is finite and

(5.12) Ifl2=1Qll2, E[f] = E[Q].
Then

2
(5.13) \Im [we-wnz| scew [ivepise

Taking o(x) = |z|? in the above Claim, we obtain (5.11).
Now, for all ¢ in the interval of existence of u we get y/(t) > 0 and y”(t) < 0 (see (5.9) and

(E8)). Thus,
(5.14)

Integrating between 0 and ¢ > 0, we get

Vy(t) = Vy(0) < =C(y'(t) — '(0)) < Cy'(0).
This shows that y(t) is bounded for ¢ > 0. From (5.I4]) we deduce
y'(t) < =Cy"(1),
which shows
y'(t) < Ce .
Now
o] +oo
y'(t) = —/ y"(s)ds = 4/ d(s)ds.
t t
Hence, we obtain (5.0]), concluding the proof of Lemma [5.3] O

5.2. Radial solutions. Assume that u is radial, satisfies (5.1) and (5.2), and that it is globally
defined for positive time. We will show that u has finite variance, which will yield Proposition
Bl in the case of radial solutions also.

Let ¢ be a radial function such that

0<p(r), ¢"(r<2, 0<r<l=o()=r% 2<r= o(r)=0.

Consider the localized variance
_ 2 (T 2
yr(t) = /R @ <R> lu(z, t)|*dx.

We know that (51)) implies 8 [ [Vul? — 6 [ |u* = 4(||[VQ]3 — ||[Vul|3) (see the computation
before (5.8))). By explicit calculations, (L)), (5.I) and the radiality of v and ¢ we get

(5.15) yr(t) = 2RIm/EV<p (%) - Vu,
(5.16) () = 4 ( / vQP - / |Vu|2) T Ap(u(t) = —48(t) + Ap(u(t)),

where

(5.17) Ap(u(t)) :4/@/’ (%) -2) |vu|2—/<A¢<%) ~6) |u|4—%/A290(%> 2.
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Step 1. Concavity of yr. We first claim

(5.18) JRo > 0, VR > Ry, y4(t) < —26(¢).
By (5I7), we must show that there exists Ry > 0 such that for R > Ry,
(5.19) Ar(u(t)) <24(t).

The proof is close to [8, Claim 4.3] and we will only sketch it.

Using that €@ is a solution of (II)) such that the corresponding yg(t) is constant and the
corresponding () is identically zero, we get Ar(e®Q) = 0.

Recall the parameter dy of Section @l First assume that ¢ € Ds, (i.e., that 6(t) < 1), where
91 € (0,09) will be chosen later. By Lemma [4.2] denoting v = a@ + h, we get

u(t) =@+ (), [v(®)llm < CH(t).
Noting that ¢”(z/R) — 2 = Ap(z/R) — 6 = A?p(x/R) = 0 for |z| < R, we get
|[Ar(u(t))| = |Ar(Q +v) — Ar(Q)| < C/ n (@fv] + [o* + [VQI Vo] + Vo> + Qlo| + [v]) da.
In view of the exponential decay of (), we obtain

|AR(u®)| < C (e7“Fo(t) + 62(t) + 6*(t))

which shows that there exists Ry > 0, 6; > 0 such that (5.I9]) holds for R > Ry, t € Dy, .
We now fix such a §; and assume §(t) > 6;. Note that by our assumptions on ¢, [ |Vu|?(¢” —
2) < 0. It remains to bound the two other terms. We have

cMIQ)

(5.20) 5

1
= / u2A2p(z/R) < %M[Q] <61 <8(t), ifR>Ry—

Recall that by Strauss Lemma [29], u(t) being radial, it is bounded and
c 1/2 1/2
Vo € R0}, Ju(e, )] < ) IVu(d)lly”,
Hence,

/ ul*(Ap(z/R) - 6)

Using that 6(t) > d1, we get that there exists a constant Cjs,, depending only on §; and such
that

C C
< 1< — 3 < =M 3/2 5(t 9
<c /mzR‘“’ < O IlgIvuls < S QP foe) + IV QIR

[t acterm o) < S

IfRZRgz\/C’—(;l,Weget
(5.21) ' [t aetasr) — o)

By (520) and (5.21)), we get (B.19) for R > max{Rs, R3} in the case §(t) > 47 also.

Step 2. Proof of the finite variance of ug. Let us fix R > Ry, where Ry is given by Step 1. We
first show that for all ¢ in the domain of existence of u,

(5.22) yh(t) > 0.

< 6(t).
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If not, using that for all ¢, y”(t) < 0, there exists t;, € > 0 such that for t > ¢, yj(t) < —e,
which contradicts the fact that y is positive and that u is globally defined for positive time.

From the fact that y/, is positive and decreasing, we deduce that it has a finite limit as ¢ goes
+oo 1

to infinity. But then the integral fo Y (t)dt is convergent, which by (B.I8) implies

+00
/ d(s)ds < oo.
0

Thus, there exists a subsequence t,, — 400 such that §(¢,,) — 0. By Proposition 2] extracting
if necessary, there exists fy € R such that u(t,) — €°Q in H'. By (5.22)), yg is increasing, and
thus,

yr(0) = / R/ R)ugl® < / R o(x/R)|QI2.
Letting R go to infinity, we get
/ 2 uof? < oo,

which shows that we are in the finite variance case, already treated in §5.11 O

6. CONVERGENCE TO ) IN THE CASE ||Vugll2|uoll2 < [[VQ|2/|Q||2
The main purpose of this section is to prove
Proposition 6.1. Consider a solution u of (L1l such that
(6.1) Mlu]l = M[Q], Elu] = E[Q], [[Vuoll2 <[VQlf2-
which does not scatter for positive times. Then there exists 6y € R, xg € R3, ¢,C > 0 such that

Hu _ eit-l—i@o@(_ _ xO) ‘Hl < Ce .

We start by proving, in §6.1] that a solution v of (L)) satisfying (6.I)) is compact in H' up
to a translation x(t¢) in space. In §6.2] it is shown by a local virial identity, that the parameter
o) = ‘||Vu||% - HVQH%‘ converges to 0 in mean. In §6.3] combining the results of the earlier

subsections §6.IHG.2] the estimates of Section [ and a localized virial approach with a spatial
control, we conclude the proof of Proposition [6.1l Finally, §6.4] is dedicated to the behavior of
the special solution @~ constructed in Proposition for negative time, concluding the proof
of Theorem 21

6.1. Compactness properties.

Lemma 6.2. Let u be a solution of (1)) satisfying the assumptions of Proposition [61. Then
there exists a continuous function x(t) such that

(6.2) K :={u(x 4+ z(t),t), t € [0,+00)}
has a compact closure in H'.

Sketch of the proof. We only sketch the argument and refer to the proofs of [16, Prop 4.2], [15]
Prop 5.4] and [8, Lemma 2.8] for detailed proofs in similar contexts.

It is sufficient to show that for every time-sequence 7, > 0, there exists (extracting if necessary)
a subsequence z,, such that u(z + x,,7,) has a limit in H' (see e.g. [7, Appendix]).
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By the nonradial profile decomposition [7, Lemma 2.1], there exist families of profiles ¢/ € H*,
and of sequences x}, and t}, such that

M —+oo n——+o0

N .
(63)  u(z,m) =Y e A (@—a)) + Wi (2), lim  lim e A W|g ) =0,
j=1

(6.4) i [af, — o] + |8, — th] = +oo.

The crucial point is to show that there is exactly one nonzero profile. Indeed, if for all j, 1/ = 0,
then u must scatter by the local Cauchy problem theory for (L]).

On the other hand, if at least two profiles are nonzero, then by the Pythagorean expansions
properties of the profile decomposition (see (2.3) and (2.8) in [7]) there exists € > 0 such that
for all 7,

(6.5) M[yi]Ele~ 497 < MIQIEQ) — =, [¥/[1IIVe|l2 < [QIIIVQll2 — <.

Recall that by [15, [7], a solution of (LT]) with initial condition vo € H' such that HUOH2HVUOH2 <
HQH2HVQH2 scatters as t — +oo. By the existence of wave operators for equation (LI]), there

exists for all j a function v} in H! such that the corresponding solution v’ of (L)) satisfies

o v

’ —0.
Hl

Using the arguments of the proof of [I5, Prop 5.4], one can show, as a consequence of ([6.4]) and
the scattering of v/, that for large n, the solution u(z,t+7,) of (II)) is close (for positive times)
to the approximate solution Zj\le v/ (x — a,t + 1)) of (L) (where N is large). Therefore, the
solution u must also scatter for positive time, which yields a contradiction, showing that there
is only one nonzero profile.

As a consequence,

il ) .
w(z, ) = e mAyl(z — zk) + Wi(), nll)]grloo ||e’tAW$||S(H1/2) =0.

Furthermore, lim,, s 4 o [|W.2|| 71 = 0. If not, for some & > 0,
B [emt8yt M e Ayt | < BIQIMIQ) ~ e,

and one can show by the preceding arguments that u scatters.
It remains to show that ¢! is bounded (and thus, converges up to extraction). If not, we may
assume that t1 — +o00 or t} — —oc. In the first case,

H eitA

u(Tn)HS((—OQO};H”z) - ‘ ei(t_t%mwlHS((—oo,O];Hl/z) + onll)

= HeitAwl HS((—oo,—t,ll];Hl/Q) + On(l)a

which goes to 0 as n goes to oo, showing that u scatters for positive time, a contradiction.
Similarly, in the second case

e it 1 +ou(1) —> 0.

U(Tn)HS([O,-l—oo);Hl/Q) = He HS([—t}L,—l—oo);Hlm) n—+o0
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Thus, u(7,) satisfies the analogue of (23] for negative times, which shows that u scatters for
negative and (by the analogue of (2.6])), ”UHs((_oo ralsfi/2) 80€s to 0 as n goes to co. Since

T, > 0, we get that u = 0, contradicting our assumptions. O

Let u be a solution of (L)) satisfying (6.1I). Let x(¢) be the translation parameter of Lemma
Consider dp > 0 as in Section [l The parameters X (), 0(t), a(t) are defined for t € Ds, =
{t|0(t) < do}. By ([@4) and Lemma [£2] there exists a constant Cp > 0 such that

VYt € Ds,, / IVaul® + |ul? > / IVQP? + Q> — Cod(t).
le—X(8)|<1 o<1

Taking a smaller §y if necessary, we can assume that the right hand side of the preceding
inequality is bounded from below by a strictly positive constant eg on Ds,. Thus,

weDs | Vule +2(t)2 + fulz + () > 2 > 0.
|lz4z(t)—X (¢)|<1

By compactness of K, it follows that |z(t) — X(¢)| is bounded on Ds,. As a consequence, we
may modify x(t) so that K defined by (6.2) remains precompact in H! and

(6.6) Vt € Ds,, x(t) = X(1).

It is classical that one may choose the function z to be continuous (see [16, Remark 5.4] and [7,
Lemma A.3]). Therefore, we have shown

Corollary 6.3. Let u be as in Proposition [61. Then there exists a continuous function x(t)
such that ([G.8) holds and the set K defined by ([6.2) has compact closure in H".

We will also need the following;:

Lemma 6.4. Let u be as in Proposition [6.1], and x(t) be defined by Corollary [6.3. Then

(6.7) Plu] = Im/ﬂVu dr = 0.

Furthermore,

(6.8) lim z(t) =0.
t—+oo ¢

Proof. Assume Plu] # 0 and consider, as in [7, Prop. 4.1], the Galilean transformation of wu,
w(z, t) = e™Seitléol*y(z — 2¢0t, ). In order to minimize E[w], we take & = —P[u]/M][u]. Then
M[w] = M[u] = M|[Q)], and by the choice of &, Flw| < E[u] = E[Q]. By the result of [7], u
scatters in H' which contradicts our assumptions, showing (6.7)).

For the proof of (6.8)) see [7, Lemma 5.1]. O

6.2. Convergence in mean.

Lemma 6.5. Let u be a solution of (L) satisfying the assumptions of Proposition [6.1l. Then

1T
(6.9) Tgkféawﬁ_a

where as in Section [, 5(t) = ||VQ||3 — ||Vu(t)||%‘

As an immediate corollary we get
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Corollary 6.6. Under the assumptions of Proposition [6.1], there exists a sequence t, such that
t, = +o0 and

o Olfn) =

In the sequel we will assume, extracting if necessary, that for all n, 1 +t, < t,41.

Proof of LemmalG.3. Let ¢ be a C™ positive radial function on R? such that op(z) = |z|? if
|| <1 and p(z) =0 if |x| > 2. Consider the localized variance

_ 2 (T 2
(6.10) wnlt) = [ R () w0 de.
Then by explicit computations and (L),
(6.11) Yi(t) = 2R Im/UVgo (%) Vu, |ya(t)] < CR.

Furthermore, y}(t) = (8 [ |Vul|? — 6 [ |u*) + Ar(u(t)), where

(6.12) Ap(u _42/8%&% g;‘j 88:11 4;/ (gi;g <%> —2) |0, ul”
I I

Using as in the proof of Lemma [5.3] that Fu] = F[Q] and M[u] = M[Q], we get
(6.13) Yr(t) = 40(t) + Ar(u(t)).
Note that if |y| < 1, (A2%¢)(y) = 0, 8%(,0(@/) =2 and Ayp(y) = 6. Thus,

1
(6.14) |Ar(u(t))] < C [Vaul? + Jul* + =5 |ul?
je|>R R?

Let z(t) be as in Corollary and K be defined by (6.2). Let € > 0. By compactness of K,
there exists Ry(e) > 0 such that

(6.15) ¥t >0, / IVl + Juf? + [u]* <e.
|x—x(t)|>Ro(e)

Furthermore, by (6.8)), there exists tg(¢) > 0 such that

(6.16) Vit > to(e), |z(t)] < et.

Let

T >to(e), R:=eT+ Ro(e)+1, te€]to(e),T].
Let us bound the terms in (6.14]). Using that |z(t)| < T and Ro(e) + T < R, we get

1
(6.17) |Vu|2 + |u|4 + —|u|2 < |Vu|2 + |u|4 + |u|2
R2
|z|>R |z—z(t)|+|z(t)| >R

g/‘ Vul + fuf* + uf? < e.
|z—z(t)|>Ro(e)
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By (6II) and (6I3), we obtain

T T
/t [40(t) + Ar(u(t))]dt =/ yr(t)dt < lyr(T)| + lyg(to(e))| < CR.

o(e) to(e)
Thus, by (614) and (6I7), we have, for some constant C > 0, independent of T and e,

/T 5(t)dt < C(R+Te) < C(Ro(e) +1+¢T).
to(e)

Hence,
1 (T 1 [to(®) C -
T/o S(t)dt < T /0 o(t)dt + ?(Ro(a) +1) + Ce.
Passing to the limit superior as T" — o0, then letting € tends to 0, we get (6.9)). g

6.3. Exponential convergence. In this section we prove Proposition We refer to [8]
Subsection 3.3] and [9, Subsection 3.3] for similar arguments.

The two ingredients of the proof of Proposition are the localized virial argument (Lemma
[677) and a precise control of the variations of the parameter x(¢) (Lemma [6.8]).

Lemma 6.7. Let u be a solution of (1)) satisfying the assumptions of Proposition [6.1, and
x(t) be as in Corollary[6.3. Then there exists a constant C' such that if 0 < o < T

(6.18) / Syt < ¢ [1 + sup ]w(t)]] (6(c) + 6()).

o<t<t
Proof. Consider the localized variance yr(t) defined by (6.10). By (6.11]) and (€.13)

X

R) Vu, k() = 46(t) + Ar(u(t)),

(6.19) Yh(t) = 2R Im/ﬂ Vo (
where A is defined in (G.12).

Step 1. Bound on Ar. We claim that if € > 0, there exists a constant R. such that
(6.20) Vt >0, |z|> R(1+ |z(t)]) = |[Ar(u(t))| < ed(t).

To prove ([6.20), we distinguish two cases.

In the case when 0(¢) is small, we use the estimates from Section @l Consider §y > 0 as in
Section @ (such that the parameters 6(t), X (t), a(t) are well-defined for ¢ € Ds,). Let d; to be
specified later and such that 0 < §; < dp. Assume that t € Ds,. Let v = h + aQ), then from

(#4) and Lemma [12] we get
(6.21) u(z,t) = O [Q(z — X (1) +v(z — X(t),1)] and  [o(t)]| g < C8(1).

Note that if y and X, are fixed, then ¢?eQ(- + X) is a solution of (L)) such that the
corresponding yx(t) does not depend on ¢ and also §(t) = 0. As a consequence, Ag(e'®e™Q(- +
Xo)) = 0 for any R and ¢t. By the definition (6.12]) of Ar with the change of variables y = z—X(t),
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we obtain

Ar()| = [An(w) - Ag (¢0Q (- X(1))]

<c (rvcxy)\ Vo) + [Vo(y)P?

ly+X(t)|>R
QW) o(w)] + o) + rv<y>r4)dy
< 0[ / e (1Tu(y)] + [o()] + o))
ly+X(t)|>R

+ (Vo) + o) + ") |
ly+X(®)|=R

By Lemma 2] ||v(t)||gn < C6(t), and hence, for some constant C > 0, we get

(6.22) R> Ro+ |X(t)| = |Ar(u(t))| < Co [e7(5(t) + 6(1)*) + 6(t)* + 5(1)*] -
Choosing Ry and ¢; such that Che o < 5 and Cy(e “Rog2 451+ 63) < 5, we get
(6.23) R> Ry+|X(t)] and 6(t) < 61 = |Ag(u(t))] < &d(t).

Finally, by (6.6) z(t) = X (¢) on Ds,, which shows that (6.23]) implies (6.20) for 6(¢) < ;.
Now assume that §(¢) > ;. Then by (6.12)), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

vt>0, [Ag(u(t))] <C (IVu@®)? + [u®)]* + u(®)]?)

lz|>R

<C (IVu@®)P + [u@)* + u®)) .
(0> R—la(0)

By the compactness of K, there exists Ry > 0 such that
(6.24) R > |z(t)| + Ry and 0(t) > 61 = |Ar(u(t))| < edy < ed(t),
hence, ([6.20) for §(¢) > 61, which completes Step 1.

Step 2. End of the proof.
By (6.19) and (6.20), we get that there exists Ry > 0 such that

R = Ro(1+ |2(t)]) = yg(t) = 26(t).
Let R = Ry(1+ sup |z(t)]). Then

o<t<t

(6.25) / 5(t)dt < / Y (B)dt = y(7) — y(0)

Note that if §(¢) < dp, then by (6.19), (6.21)) and the change of variables { =z — X (t), we get
X(t
_2RIm/ (“ 4 )> -VQ(¢)

+2R1m/Q(g)w (L]f(t)> -Vu(§) +2le/v(£)w (L]f(t)> - Vu(§),
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CR6(t). This inequality remains valid

which yields, by Lemma L2, |y} ()| < CR(6(t)+6(t)?) < t
< CR[|Vu(t)|l2]|u(t)||2. In view of (6.25]), we

if 0(t) > dp by the straightforward estimate |yg(¢)|
get
/ §(t)dt < CR(6(0) 4+ 6(1)) < CRy <1 + sup ]a;(t)]) (6(0) + (7)),
a o<t<Tt
which concludes the proof of Lemma [6.7] O

Lemma 6.8 (Control of the variations of x(t)). There exists a constant C > 0 such that
(6.26) Vo,r>0 with o+1<7, |o(r)—2()|<C / 5(t)dt.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the one in [9, Lemma 3.10]. We sketch it for the sake of
completeness. Let dg > 0 be as in Section [l Let us first show that there exist d, > 0 such that

(6.27) V7 >0, inf 6(t) > 9, or sup  40(t) < dp.
te[r, 7+2] te[r, 7+2]

If not, there exist two sequences t, t, > 0 such that

/ /
Otn) —2 0, 6(ty) 2 60, |tn—th <2

Extracting if necessary, we may assume

. /

(6.28) Jim # —t, =7 e [-2.2)

By the compactness of K, u(t,,- + x(t,)) converges in H' to some vy € H!. By assumption
(61) and the fact that §(t,) tends to 0, E[vg] = E[Q], M[vg] = M[Q] and ||[Vugll2 = [|[VQ|2.
By Proposition 2.1}, vy = €/ Q(- — z¢) for some parameters 6y € R, 29 € R3. As a consequence,
the solution of (ILII) with the initial condition vy is e!*t%)Q(. — z4). By continuity of flow and
B28), u(t!,-+x(t,)) tends to eTH00)Q(- —x4) in H', which contradicts the fact that &(¢,,) > &,
completing the proof of (6.27]).

We now show (6.26]) with the additional condition that 7 < o + 2. By (6.27]), we may assume
that sup,ec(,,-0(t) < do or infic(y - d(t) > d2. In the first case, recalling that by the assumption
©4), z(t) = X (t) on Ds,, we get ([6.26) by time-integration of the estimate | X'(t)| < C4(¢) of
Lemma @3l In the second case, we have [T 6(t) > d; and (6.27) follows from

3C >0, ¥s,t >0, |t—s|<2=|X(t)—X(s)| <C,

which is a straightforward consequence of the compactness of K in H' and the continuity of the
flow of equation (I.T]).

To complete the proof of Lemma[6.8] it remains to divide [0, 7] into intervals of length at least
1 and at most 2 and stick together the previous inequalities to get (4.3]) without the assumption
T<o0+2 O

We are now ready to prove Proposition Let us first show that z(t) is bounded.
Consider the sequence {t,}, given by Corollary Recall that t, goes to infinity, that
1+4t, <tp+1, and that §(¢,,) tends to 0. By Lemma[6.7] and Lemma [6.8] there exists a constant

Co > 0 such that

VN <n, 1+4+itny<t<t,= |z(ty)—z@)] < (10(1 +t sup_ ya;(s)y) [6(tn) + 6(tn)].
N3>SSUin
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Choosing t € [tx + 1,1,] such that |z(t)| = supy, 11<s<y, [(5)], we get

sup_ ()] < CN) +Co(1+ sup_ Ja(s)]) [8(t) + 6(ta)],

tn+1<s<ty tn+1<s<ty
where C(N) = |z(tny)|+Co  sup  |z(t)| (we assumed d(tn)+d(t,) < 1). Fix N large enough
tE[tNJ,N-i-l]
such that Cyd(ty) < % Then as soon as t, >ty + 1,

1 1
S s () SO +5+Co(T+ sup [a(s)])(t).
2 tn+1<s<tn 2 EN+1<s<tn

Letting n tend to infinity and using again that d(¢,) tends to 0, we get that |z(¢)| is bounded
on [ty + 1,+00), and thus, by continuity, on [0, +00).
We will now show that

(6.29) Je,C >0, Yo >0, / o(t)dt < Ce ™,

which will yield, together with Lemma [£4], the conclusion of Proposition [6.11
By Lemma [6.7 and the boundedness of x(t),

Vo,7 >0 such that 0 <o <7, / o(t)dt < C(6(o) + (1)) .

Fix o and take 7 = t,,, where the sequence (), given by Corollary is such that lim, §(¢,,) =
0. Letting n tend to oo, we get that ["°°§(t)dt is finite and for o > 0, [ d(t)dt < Cé(0).
Gronwall’s Lemma yields (6.:29]), concluding the proof of Proposition O

6.4. Scattering of ()~ for negative times. In this paragraph, we conclude the proof of
Theorem [2 by showing by contradiction that the special solution ()~ constructed in Proposition
3.1 and Remark scatters as t — —o0.

If not, applying the arguments of §6.1H6.3] to the solutions @~ and t — Q= (x, —t) of (L)), we
get that there exists a parameter z(¢), defined for ¢ € R and such that K = {Q~ (- + z(t),t), t € R}
has compact closure in H'. By the argument at the end of §6.3) x(t) is bounded and §(¢) tends
to 0 as t — 4o00. A simple adjustment of Lemma gives

—00 <0 <7< Fo0o = / o(t)dt < C [1 + sup |:E(t)|] (6(o) +6(1)) < C(6(0) +6(7)).
o o<t<rt
Letting o go to —oo and 7 to +o0, we get [, 6(t)dt = 0, thus, 6(¢) = 0 for all ¢, contradicting
the assumption [|[Vugll2 < |[VQ]|2-
7. UNIQUENESS

In this section, to conclude the proof of Theorem Bl we show the following uniqueness state-
ment:

Proposition 7.1. Let u be a solution of (1)), defined on [ty,+o0), such that Elu] = E[Q],
Mu] = M|[Q] and

(7.1) 36¢,C>0:  |u—etQ|y < Ce ™ Vt>t.

Then there exists A € R such that u = U4, where U2 is the solution of (L) defined in
Proposition [31l.
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The proof of Proposition [T Il relies on a careful analysis of solutions of the linearized equation
(equation (2] below), that decay exponentially as ¢ tends to +o0o. This analysis, carried out
in 711 relies on the spectral properties of £ described in §2.41 In §7.2] we finish the proof of
Proposition [T} and in §7.3] we gather the results of Sections [l [l and [ to show Theorem Bl

7.1. Exponentially small solutions of the linearized equation. Recall the notation of
Section Bl in particular the operator £ and its eigenvalues and eigenfunctions. Consider

ve O ([t0,+oo),H1) and g¢ge C° ([t0,+oo),L2)

such that

(7.2) o+ Lv=g, (z,t)€R>x (tg,+00),
(7.3) o)l < Ce™™, lg(t)ll2 < Ce™™, ¢ > 1o,
where

0< <.

For any v € R, denote by v~ a positive number arbitrary close to v and such that 0 < vy~ < 7.
We now prove the following self-improving estimate.

Lemma 7.2. Under the above assumptions,

(a) if v2 < eq, then |[v(t)|| g < Ce 2t
(b) if y2 > eq, then there exists A € R such that v(t) = Ae™'Y, + w(t) with |w(t)||m; <
Ce 2t

Proof. In this proof we work with the real L?-scalar product, denoted by (-, -),
(u,v) :Re/uﬁz /ReuRev+/ImuImv.

We first normalize the eigenfunctions of £. Denote

Q- R
P =1L YT el

From 424 recall the quadratic form on H', ®, and its associated bilinear form B. From (2.I4)
we have

9:,Q

Vji=0,...3, Yhe H' B(Qjh)=0, [Qjll2=1.

Recall that ®()y) = ®(Y-) =0 and B(Y4+,Y-) # 0. Normalize the eigenfunctions ), J_ such
that B(Y4,Y-) =1. We have

heG| < Vi, (Qjh)=0and B(YVs,h) = B(V_,h)=0.
Indeed, if hy = Reh, hg = Im h, in view of (Z.I3) and Remark 2.4]
Bs.h) = Z| D2ch) = Do) |, BOZR) = 2| Do) + . h2) |

which shows that the orthogonality condition (2I7) is equivalent to the condition B(Vy,h) =
B(Y_,h) =0.



30 THOMAS DUYCKAERTS AND SVETLANA ROUDENKO

Next, write

3
(7.4) o(t) = ap (Vs + a- (V- + 3 Bi(0Q; +vi(t), vi €G
j=0
(7.5) where oy (t) = Bo(t),Y_), a—(t) = B(o(t), V)
(7.6) Vi {03} Bi(0) = (v(t), Q) — ar (N (D4, Q) — a— (V- Q).

By the radiality of V4 and @, we have (V4,Q;) = (V-,Q;) = 0 for j = 1,2, 3, but we will not
need this property in the sequel.

Step 1. Differential equations on the coefficients. Let us show

(7.7) |o/_ (t) — eooz_(t)| < Ce 2, ‘O/Jr(t) + eoour(t)‘ < Ce 2,
(7.8) Vi€ {0,....3% 1B < C (llui(®)ll2 +e7)
(7.9) %@(U(t)) < e~(mtm2)t

First note that £ is antisymmetric for the bilinear form B. Indeed, for g,h € H?
1 1
B(g, £h) = 5(L+g1, —L-ha) + 5 (L-g2, L+h1) = —B(Lg, h).

By (Z2)) and (ZH), we have
O/—(t) = B(@t’[),y+) = B(_EU +g7y+) = B(Uvﬁy-i-) + B(g7y+) = 6004—(75) + B(g7y+)

In view of assumption (7.3]) on g, we get the inequality on a_(t) in (7). The inequality on
a4 (t) follows from the same argument.

By (7.6)), we obtain
Bi=(Ow—a Yy —a YV ,Q5) = (—Lv—\ Yy —a V_,Q;5) + (9,Q;)
= (— 04 LYy —a LY —a Vi —a YV, Q;) — (Lv1,Q)) + (9,Q5)
Applying (1), the first term above is estimated as
‘( —a LY —a LY — o/+y+ —ad Y, Qj)‘ < Ce 2,
The assumption (7.3]) implies |(g, Qj)| < Ce 2t Furthermore, (Lvy,Q;) = (vi,L*Q,), where

* L 0 L+
L= I 0
completing the proof of (.g]).

It remains to prove (.9). We have

is the L%-adjoint of £, which shows the estimate |(Lvy,Q;)| < Cllvy|ls,

%@(v(t)) = 2B(Bu(t), v(t)) = —2B(Lv,v) + 2B(g,v).

As B(Lv,v) = —B(Lv,v), we get that B(Lv,v) = 0, which yields (7.9]), using again the assump-
tion (7.3]) on g, and hence, completing Step 1.

Step 2. Let us show
(7.10) lap ()] < Ce 2t if 49 < e,
(7.11) JAER, |ag(t) — Ae @ < Ce™ ™ if 4y > e.
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Indeed, by the second inequality in (Z.7]), we obtain

(7.12)

d
a0y < Ceeo
First assume that 2 < eg. Then by (Z12), for t > to,
|etay (t)] < e (tg) + Cel0o 1)t if gy > v,
* etoa, (tg) + Ot —to)  ifeg =12,
which gives (Z10).

Now assume 72 > ep. Then [, eleo=12)ldt < oo, By (T12)), we get that e’ (t) has a limit
A ast — oo and
le“ay (t) — A] < Celeo=2)t,
implying (7Z.1T]).

Step 3. Conclusion of the proof in a reduced case. Let us conclude the proof when 5 < ¢q, or
when 2 > ep and A = 0. In both cases we have, in view of (7.7), (Z10) and (7.11),

(7.13) V> to,  Jag(t)|+ o/ (B)] < Ce 2t
By the first inequality in (Z.7),
'i(e—eota_ (t))‘ < C«e—(eo—i-“{z)t‘
dt
Integrating between t and +oo, we get |a_(t)] < Ce™2!, and by (7)), it follows that
(7.14) Vt > to, |a_(t)| + o (t)] < Ce 72t

By the decomposition (4] of v, and recalling that asv, € G'|, we have B(Y+,v,) = B(Y_,v1) =
0, and that B(V4+,Y-) =1, B(V+,Y+) = B(Y-,Y-) =0, we get

®(v) = B(v,v) = B(vy,v1) 4+ 204a_.
By [9), [13) and (Z14),

d
aB(ULM)

Noting that B(v,,v;) — 0 as t — +00, and integrating the previous inequality between ¢ and
+00, we get |B(vy,v,)| < Ce~(H712)t By Proposition 2.3, we obtain

Y1+72
£2)1

<C(e2mt 4 e—(71+~/2)t) < Ce~mtm2)t,

(7.15) Vt > to, oL@l < C'e_<
Let j € {0,...,3}. By (Z8), and (7.I5]),

11+72 11+72 )t

WWNSOG* 2ﬁ+aw>gog(z

Integrating again between t and 400, we get

_<W1+Wz>t
(7.16) Vtzto, ‘ﬂ](t)‘ SCG 2 .
In view of the decomposition (7.4]) of v, the inequalities (T.13)), (Z14), (Z.15) and (Z.I6]) imply

_(W1+Wz)t
Vit >ty, [v@)|m < Ce 2 )
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Thus, v and g satisfy the assumptions (73]), with 7, replaced by v = 71572. An iteration
argument yields
(7.17) [o(®)|l g < Ce™ 2",

which concludes the proof when v < ey or A = 0.

Step 4. Conclusion of the proof in the case o > ey, A # 0. Note that if v13 > ey, we must have
A =0, so that we may assume v; < ¢p. Let
o(t) = v(t) — Ae” 'Y, .
Then
0d(t) + Lo(t) = g(t), [0t < Ce™ ™,
and by (Z.11),

L, a6 =0,

where a4 (t) = B(0(t),Y-) is the coefficient of Y in the decomposition of o(¢) analogous to
([T4). Thus, v(t) and g satisfy all the assumptions of Step 3. Hence,

o(e) — Aot | < Ce 5,
which concludes the proof of Lemma in this case also. O

7.2. Uniqueness. Let us prove Proposition [[.Il Let u satisfy the hypothesis and write u =
e (Q +h).

Step 1. Improvement of the decay at infinity. We start with showing that if e, is any positive
number such that e; < eq,

(7.18) Vt > tg, ||h(t)||g < Ce %t

Indeed, we have d:h + Lh = R(h), where the remainder term R(h), defined in (29, is a
sum of quadratic and cubic terms in h. By the assumption (7)) and Sobolev embeddings,
|h(t)]l, < Ce™ for every p € [2, 6], which yields the bound || R(h)||2 < Ce™2¢!. Thus, h satisfies
the assumptions of Lemmal[l.2 with g = R(h), 71 = ¢, y2 = 2¢. If 2¢ > eq, the proof is complete.
If not, we get ||h(t)||z1 < Ce™2¢ ! and the result follows from an iteration argument.

Step 2. Consider the special solutions U# constructed in Proposition B, and write U4 =
e (Q 4 h*). Let us show that there exists A € R such that for all v > 0,

(7.19) 3C >0, Yt >ty, |h(t) — A < Ce™

According to Step 1, h fulfills the assumptions of Lemma with v = ey, 72 = 2¢,. Thus,
there exists A € R such that

(7.20) |A(t) — Ae™ " Yy || ;1 < Ce™ 0"
By the asymptotic development of h* obtained in Section 3,
R4 () — Ae™ Yy < Ce 2,

Thus, (7.20) yields (Z19) for any v < 2ep. We next show that if (ZI9]) holds for some v > ey,
it also holds for 7/ = v + %eo. Note that h — h* is a solution to the equation

Ay (h —h™) + L(h — ™) = R(h) — R(h™).
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By the explicit expression of R, and Sobolev inequalities, we get
1R = Ry < Cllb = 04 s ([0l + 10 s+ (Bl + 924 )-
If (T19) holds for some v > ep, then
[R(h) = R(WM)|, < Cem (o,
which shows that h— k4 fulfills the assumptions of Lemma [.2 with v; = 7, 72 = 7+ €, yielding
([720) with v + %eo instead of . Step 2 is complete.

Step 8. Uniqueness argument.
We are now ready to finish the proof of Proposition [7-Il Let v := h —h*. We must show that
v = 0. We will use that v is a solution to the following Schrodinger equation

(7.21) i + Av — v = —2Q% — iQ*T + M,

where M(t) = iR(h(t))—iR(hA(t)). By Holder’s inequality and the decay of h and h* at infinity,
there exists a constant C; > 0 such that

(7.22) vt >to, [|M(t)lless < Cre™[lu(t)]l2-
Let t; > tg, 7 > 0 and I = (t1,t; + 7). By Strichartz estimates, there exists K > 0 such that

ol iz < K {lott + 1)l + 1Q%l a2y + M) 2z g } -

Integrating in time on I the square of (Z.22), we get |[M(t)||12(; ro/5) < \/6;1706_60“ vl Loo (1,2)-

Furthermore, [|Q?vl|11 (s 12) < T|Q*|lcol|vl| oo (1,12)- Hence,
Cl —ent

e || pee .
\/E || ||L (I1,L2)

3K||(52||007 choose T' > to such that \/CTlTOe—eoT < 3LK Then for t > T,

lo(t)ll2 < [[vllpee (1502) < 3K vty + 7)]l2-

[0l poe (1522) < K {Ilv(tl + 1)z + 7@ oo 10l oo 1,2) +

Let 7 =

By induction we get
BE)"[[v(T)ll2 < [[v(T" + n7))ll2,
which contradicts (ZI9) if v is large enough, unless v(T) = 0. Thus, h(T) = h*(T) and by
uniqueness in (L), h = 4, and thus, u = U4, concluding the proof of Proposition [7.1l O
7.3. Proof of the classification result. In this subsection we prove Theorem [3l
We first show that if A # 0, U4 is equal to QT (if A > 0) or Q~ (if A < 0) up to a translation

in time and a multiplication by a complex number of modulus 1. Indeed, by (BJ) and the
definition of Q* in Remark 3.2, we have

(7.23) QE(t) = e'Q £ e~ im0y, 1 O (e720!) in H'.

Fix A > 0 (the proof is similar when A < 0). Let t; = —tg — % log A, so that e~co(tott) = 4,
By 1) and (Z.23]), we obtain

(7.24) e MQt(t+ 1) = €tQ + e lott)meoteity 4O (e_2e°t) = U4 +0(e7 20 in H'.
As a consequence e~ Q% (t + t1) — €Q tends to 0 exponentially in H! as t — +oo. By

Proposition [ZI, there exists A such that e Q*(t+;) = UA. By (Z24) we have A = A, which
shows that U4 = e™ Q¥ (t + 11).
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Let u be a solution of (L) satisfying the assumptions of Theorem Bl Then Mu]E[u] =
MIQ]F[Q]. Rescaling u we may assume

If [|[Vugll2 = [|[VQ|l2 (case (b)), then by the variational characterization of @Q (see §2.T)
ug(z) = €Q(x — x¢) for some parameters 6y, x, and thus, by uniqueness of the Cauchy
problem (L), u(z,t) = e Q(x — xq). Thus, u is equal to e®*Q up to the symmetries of the
equation, yielding case

Assume next || Vugl|2 < ||VQ||2 (case (@)). By assumption, u does not scatter for both positive
and negative times. Replacing u(z,t) by w(z, —t) if necessary, we may assume that v does not
scatter for positive times. By Proposition [6.1] there exists 8y € R, zg € R3, and ¢, C > 0 such
that

Hu(t) — Q. — xo)HHl <Ce ' t>0.

Hence, v(z,t) = e~ u(z 4 x0,t) satisfies the assumptions of Proposition [ZI], which shows that
v = U4 for some A. As |[Vugll2 < |[VQ||2, the parameter A must be negative proving that v
(and thus u) is equal to @~ up to the symmetries of the equation. Therefore, case (@) of the
theorem follows.

The proof of case (@), combining Proposition 5.1 and Proposition [T, is similar to the proof
of case (@) and left to the reader. O

APPENDIX A. COERCIVITY PROPERTIES OF THE QUADRATIC FORM

This appendix is dedicated to the proof of the results of §2.4l Before proving Proposition
27 we show (2IZ). Consider h € H' and assume E[Q + h] = E[Q] and M[Q + h] = M[Q].
Expanding E[Q + h] in terms of @ and h, we get

E[Q+h] = E[Q]+ /VQ Vhl—/Q3h1+ /\VW /Q2 3h3+h3) /th\2h1——/\hy4

Since E[Q + h] = E[Q] and [VQ - Vh — [ @Q3h = — [(AQ + Q*)hy = — [ Qhy by (&T)), we
obtain

0= [Qh+g [1vnP - [ @+ /QWhl 3w
Furthermore, M[Q + h] = M[Q)] implies 2 [ Qhy + [ |h|> = 0, yielding

(A1) o) = [ QhPr+ ;[ Ihl

which gives ([2.12]).

The remainder of the Appendix is dedicated to the proof of Proposition 2.7

A.1. Coercivity of ® on G . Let us prove (2.I8) when h € G (see [32,33], [30, ex. B11-B14]
for similar proofs for mass-subcritical NLS). We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. Nonnegativity. We show, as a consequence of Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.2]), that
if h € H! satisfies (Z17)), then

(A.2) o(h) > 0.
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For u € H', let

IValBllefla — Jlulli
IVelBiQl: el

By @22)), I(u) > 0. Take h € H', o € R and compute the expansion of I(Q + ah) in « of order
2. By (2I1), we have [ VQ-Vhy =0, and thus,

(Jmasant)’ « (o) 1+ 326582 o),

Furthermore,

(o) "= (J &) (1w el + 3ol 3o vote)

/\Q+ah\4 </Q4> <1+4afo;ZL1 f6Q2h2fg4f2Q2h2> +0(a?).

Substituting above quantities into (A.3]), we obtain

3 f‘VhP) J@m 1 2f’h‘2 1 a2 thl
I —|—ah:<1—|——2 1+ a + 50
(@t ol JIVQP? /@ TQ7 2" (@)
[4Q°m 5 [ 6Q%hi+ 2Q2h3> 5
— |1+« +a +O0(a?).
(1ot J@ ()
Since I(Q) = 0 and I(Q + ah) > 0 for all real a, the linear term in « in the previous estimate
is zero, and the quadratic term is nonnegative. Applying [|VQ[]? =3 [Q? and [Q* =4 [ Q?,
we get

(A.3) I(u) ==

and

3[IVA2  [In? 6@ 2/@*3 (JQm)® &mh)  (fQh)®

2[IVQP " 2/@>  [Q! JU  2(r@2)? J@ 2(f@2)?
which implies (A.2).
Step 2. Coercivity. We show that if h fulfils (2I6]) and (2I7]), then for some c,,
(A4) B(h) > . 3.
Note that ®(h) = ®1(h1) + P2(he), where

/|Vh1|2 /h2 — —/Q2h2 / Lihy)hy,
/\VhQP /h2— —/Q2h2 /L hy) ha.

By Step 1, Ly is nonnegative on {AQ}* and L_ is nonnegative. We will deduce (A4) from
Remark 2.5 and a classical argument (see the proof of Proposition 2.9 in [32]).
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We claim that under assumptions (216 and ([2I7), there exists ¢ > 0 such that ®;(h;) >
¢|lh1]|3,. For this we first show that there exists ¢; > 0 such that

(A5) l/@xw”=/6@Qm:i/@gmy:/AQm=m=:@wm>zqmm%

Following the proof of [32, Proposition 2.9], assume that ([A.3]) does not hold. Then there exists
a sequence of real-valued H'-functions {f,}, such that

(A.6) nll)lfoo @1(fn) =0, |fall2=1 and
(A7) [ 28 = [@.@f = [0nQ, = [@n10 =0

In particular,
1 1 3 1 3
a9 5 [ar=—3 [inred [@rem=-3+3 [@ o)
2 2 2 2 2
Thus, [|Vfal?> < C|/fnllz2 = C, and hence, {f,}» is bounded in H'. Extracting, if necessary, a

subsequence from {f,},, we get that there exists f, € H' such that
(A.9) fn — f. weakly in H'.

n—-+00

Since @ is decreasing at infinity, we have

3 2 42 3 2 2
(4.10) S [@n s [ern
By (A.8), it follows that

(A1) [@z3,

and, in particular, f. # 0. Furthermore, limsup,, || fullgt < || f«ll g1, and thus, limsup,, ®1(fx) <

lim sup,, ®1(f,,). By (A.6), limsup,, ®1(f.) < 0. By the weak convergence, [ AQf. = [(04,Q)f« =
[(02,Q) f+ = [(02,Q) f« = 0. In particular, by Step 1, ®1(f,) > 0. Therefore,

1
(A.12) 5 [(Lef) s = (s =0
and f, is the solution to the following minimization problem
0= M = min f(L+f)f f+« € E, where

Il remfoy  [Ifll2
pie{rem, [aar= [0.01= [@.0f = [@.01 =0},
Hence, for some Lagrange multipliers Ag, ..., A3, we can write

(A.13) L fi=XMAQ + A102,Q + A202,Q + A30:,Q.
By the symmetry of @,

lﬂm@mﬁwwm¢i /m@m@:o
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By Remark 2.5, we have L;9,,Q = 0 for i € {1,2,3}, which from (AI3) gives
— [ 12200 = [arion@ = [l QP

showing that Ay = Ao = A3 = 0. Hence,

(A.14) Lifo=2AQ =X (-Q° + Q).
Denote @ =Q+z-VQ. Let us show that
(A.15) L. (%(Q - @)) M@ Q) = Ly fe

Indeed, L Q = —2Q3. Furthermore, if Qy(z) = AQ(\z), then Q= (% (@Qx) ia—1- Differentiating
the equality —A\2Q» + AQy + Qi’ = 0 with respect to A at A = 1, we obtain L+C§ = —2@), which

produces (A.15).
By Remark and (A.13]), there exist 1, o, us such that

Fo= 2@ Q)4 i 00,Q 12 02, @ + 113 00,0

Next, note that [ @(%CJQ = 0 (indeed, [ Q0,,Q = 0 by integration by parts, and [ z;0,,Q0,,Q =
0 by the symmetry of (). Using that ff*a ,Q =0, we get uy = pz = pz = 0. Hence,

(A.16) =@ - Q)= e v,

By straightforward calculation, (LA..JAI) and ([A.I6]), we obtain

w50 = 3 [wesas. =20 [aqe-ve)= -3 [1var

By (Ad2), Ao = 0, and therefore, f. = 0, which contradicts (A1) and concludes the proof of
A.5).

By the explicit expression of ®1, we have that for € > 0 small enough, e®1(h1) > 5 [ |[Vh[* -

& [ h} for any hy € H', where ¢; is the constant in (AF). Adding to (AXL), we get that for
some constant ¢ > 0,

/ (0, Q)1 = / D0y Q)1 = / (D Q)1 = / AQhy =0 = By (hy) > cl[hu 2.

To conclude the proof of Proposition 2.7], it remains to show that for some constant ¢ > 0,

/th = 0= ®y(ha) > c|haZp.

The proof is similar to the previous and we omit it.

A.2. Coercivity of ® on G’|. We first show
(A.17) Vh e G\ {0}, ®(h)>0.
If not, there exists h € H' \ {0} such that

(A.18) /(%Q)El =0, j=1,2,3, /Qﬁg = /me = /3@}11 =0 and @(h) <O0.
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Recall that by Remark 2.5]
VheH', B(9,,Q,h) = B(0,,Q,h) = B(9,,Q, h) = B(iQ,h) = 0.
Furthermore, by (A.IS))

(A.19)  B(Yy,h) =

~ 1 ~ 1 ~ 1 -
/(L+y1)h1+§ /(L—yz)h2=§eo/y2h1—§€0/y1h2=0,

N =

so we have that 0,,Q, j = 1,2,3, iQ, Y+ and h are orthogonal in the bilinear symmetric form

B. Noting that ®(iQ) = ®(9,,Q) = ®(V+) = 0 and that ®(h) <0, we get

Vh € E = span{dy, Q, 9:,Q, 0,,Q,iQ, Y, , h}, ®(h) <O0.

We claim that dimg E = 6.
Assume that for some real numbers «;, 3, v, d, we have

3
(A.20) > 0:,Q + BiQ + vV + 6h = 0.
j=1

By Remark 2.6, B(Y+,Y-) = —eg (L-Y2,Y2) # 0. Furthermore, the same computation as in
(A19) shows that B(h,Y_) = 0. From (A20) we get that v B(Y,,Y_) = 0, which implies
v = 0. Since 0,,Q, iQ and h are orthogonal in L2, we also get that aj = =20 =0. Thus,
dim F = 6.

We know that @ is definite positive on G (a subspace of codimension 5 of H'), hence, cannot
be non-positive on E, yielding a contradiction. The proof of (AIT) is complete.

It remains to show that if h € G'|, ®(h) > ¢||h||3,1. Let us sketch the proof. As before, it is
sufficient to show

(A.21) Je>0,Yhe G, ®h)>c||h|3.
If not, there exists a sequence h,, € G| such that

. _ 2 _
(A.22) nllg—looq)(h") =0, and Vn, ||hy|3 = 1.

Extracting a subsequence from (h,,) if necessary, we may assume h,, — h* weakly in H'. The
weak convergence of h, implies h* € G',. By (A22) it is easy to check that h* # 0 and
®(h*) = 0, which contradicts (A7), showing as announced (A.2T)). O

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF A CAUCHY-SCHWARZ TYPE INEQUALITY

Let us prove Claim 5.4 Let d(f) = [|VQ[* — [|Vf]* (so that 6(f) = |d(f)|) and X € R.
Then He“‘p f H2 = ||@||2- By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

. 3
[v(n) 1eit = vang s
Raising the previous inequality to the power 2/3, and expanding HV (ei)‘ﬁo f ) Hg, we get

8 2
3 [19el19 1P+ 23t [ v T+ [1vs -1 0
QI3
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Using elementary properties of quadratic inequalities (in A), we obtain

2 vl
< ( |W|2|Vf|2> v — 3 V@l
/ / "

I

‘Im/(%-vm

We have ||V f[|3 = [VQ||3 — d(f) and, by assumption (5.12), we have | f[|3 = [|Q||3 — 2d(f), so
that

\V4 2 V0|2
IVl _ g0z - dis) - (1)t - 2d())F VGl

/ VR - 1A !
QI QI

4.d(f
= IVQIE —d) ~ IV QI + DIV QIS + 0 (1)

Recalling that ||Q||1 = 2(|VQ|13, we obtain

\Y%

[ -1 Y2 — o ey,

Qll§

concluding the proof of the claim. O
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