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MAXIMIZERS FOR THE STRICHARTZ NORM FOR SMALL
SOLUTIONS OF MASS-CRITICAL NLS

THOMAS DUYCKAERTS, FRANK MERLE, AND SVETLANA ROUDENKO

ABSTRACT. Consider the mass-critical nonlinear Schrédinger equations in both
focusing and defocusing cases for initial data in L? in space dimension N. By
Strichartz inequality, solutions to the corresponding linear problem belong to
a global L? space in the time and space variables, where p = 2+ %. In 1D and
2D, the best constant for the Strichartz inequality was computed by D. Foschi
who has also shown that the maximizers are the solutions with Gaussian initial
data.

Solutions to the nonlinear problem with small initial data in L? are globally
defined and belong to the same global L? space. In this work we show that
the maximum of the L? norm is attained for a given small mass. In addition,
in 1D and 2D, we show that the maximizer is unique and obtain a precise
estimate of the maximum. In order to prove this we show that the maximum
for the linear problem in 1D and 2D is nondegenerated.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the L2-critical nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation in space dimen-
sion N > 1:

1 4
i+ = Au+y|u/Fu=0, (tz)eRxRY,
) pu+ 5 Autylu (t.2)
up=o = f € L*(RY).

We will consider both focusing (v = +1) and defocusing (v = —1) equations.
Let us first recall some properties of the linear problem:

1
(1.2) i0yu + —Au =0, up= =1/

Denote by u = ¢'22 f the solution to ([C2). The mass [lu(t)||7, of the solution is
conserved. Solutions to the linear problem satisfy the Strichartz inequality (see

[Str77)):

(1.3) vfer? |l 2 S Clf e,

v, \F
flull 4 N+2 = u(t,x |N dtdx
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By standard profile decomposition arguments, one can easily show that the maxi-
mum for the Strichartz inequality is attained. The best constant and maximizers
for the Strichartz estimates were computed by D. Foschi [Fos07] (see also [HZ06]
for another proof) for N = 1,2. Before stating this result, we first recall some
symmetries of the equations (L) and (L2)).

The following group of transformations leaves the solutions invariant under the
nonlinear and linear Schrédinger evolution. If {6y, po, to, &0, x0} € R x (0, +00) X
R x RN x RV then if u is a solution to (LI]) (respectively (L2)), so is

: t
(1.4) g ey <p%t + o, po <”“’ - §€o> + xo) ’

This includes phase invariance, scaling, time-translation, Galilean transformation
and space-translation. Another transformation of (LI and (L2) is the pseudo-
conformal inversion (see [Tal]):

1 i|z|? 1 x
Nz SR\ T U\ T )

4
Note that all the preceding transformations leave the mass and the Lfmﬁ norm
of the solutions invariant. The linear equation is of course also invariant under
the multiplication by a scalar: if u(t,z) is a solution, so is co u(t, z), co € R.
Consider the following normalized Gaussian:

(1.5)

1 |2
Go(z) = N/ e 2, thus, /N |Go|?dz =1,
R
and its linear evolution:
: 1 1 __el?
(1.6) G(t,x) = e%’tAGO — e 2(1+it)

N/ (1 + it)N/2
Theorem A (Foschi). For all f € L>(RY), N = 1,2,

Furthermore, the equality holds if and only if eizd f is, up to the symmetries (L4)
of the equation, one of the solutions coG, ¢o € C.

=

N
N

)
N” < Cs|fl ey Cs= {“F
29

Let us mention that the effect of the pseudo-conformal transformation (L)
on G may be expressed only with the invariances (L4]) and we can omit it from
consideration in Theorem [A]

The Strichartz estimate (L3]) is the key ingredient to prove that the Cauchy
problem (L) is locally wellposed in L? (see [CW90]). For small data, the solution

4
is also globally wellposed and the global Lt’?;c+2 norm is finite, which implies that

the solution scatters in L?. This was extended to large radial data in the defo-
cusing case v = —1, in [TVZ07] for N > 3 and in [KTV09] for N = 2 (in this last
work, the focusing case v = 1 below the mass of the ground-state is also treated).
The proofs are mainly based on technics developed for the energy-critical NLS

(see e.g. [Bou9q], [Bou99|, [TV05], [Tac05] and [KMOG]).
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In all these studies, a global Strichartz norm (in the mass-critical case, the
L2 norm) appears as the relevant norm to control. In this work we consider

I(6) =  sup // u(t, x) NJr2 dt dzx,
||f||L2(RN)_5 RxRN

where ¢ > 0 is small and wu is the solution to (LI]). The results cited above imply
that I(0) is finite for small 4, and, in the defocusing case with N > 2, for large §
if we restrict the maximum to radial solutions. A natural extension to Theorem
[A] would be to show that this maximum is achieved by a unique solution (up to
symmetries) of (LI)) and give a precise estimate of I(J).

Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1. Fiz v € {—1,+1}. There exists a do > 0 such that for all ¢ in
(0,60), the mazimum I(0) is attained: there exists a solution us of (L) with
initial condition fs such that

Ifslle =6, 1(6) = // g () [ 2 dt dr.
RxRN

If N =1 or N =2, the mazimizer us is unique up to the transformations (4],
(LA of the equation. Furthermore, as § — 0,

(1.7) 1(5) = 055%“ 4 ADNSF2 4+ O (5%2) ’

14
where Dy = Z /<;9k k, ~ 0.0867 and Dy = — In < ~ 0.0458.
k>1

Remark 1.1. In particular, in the focusing case in 1D and 2D, the maximum
of the Strichartz norm is, for small data, higher than in the linear case. In the
defocusing case, the effect of the nonlinearity is to lower this maximum.

Remark 1.2. The constant Dy may be expressed as
(1.8)

e o+ ) e [

Remark 1.3. The proof also shows that in 1D and 2D, the initial condition of
any maximizer with small mass ¢ is (after transformations) close to dG¢, where
G is the normalized Gaussian. See Proposition and Remark B4] for a precise
statement.

A (!G(s)ﬁG(s)) dsdt dz.

Estimates of Strichartz norms for critical nonlinear problems are only known
in a few cases. Super-exponential bounds were obtained by T. Tao for radial
defocusing energy-critical equations: Schrodinger equation in space dimension
higher than 3 [Tao05], and wave equation in 3D [Tac06]. An equivalent of the
maximizum is given in [DMQ9] for the energy-critical focusing Schrédinger and
wave equations (in space dimensions 3, 4 and 5), close to the energy threshold
given by the stationary solution.

The fact that the maximum of the Strichartz norm is attained is new for a non-
linear equation. The proof of this result is based on time-dependent adaptation to
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concentration-compactness arguments (see e.g. [Lio85]) and on a super-additivity
property of I(§) which we show by general estimates on small solutions of ([L.I]).
As stated in Proposition 2.12], the proof would extend to larger data provided the
scattering of all solutions and the super-additivity properties are shown for those
data also. This proof is flexible and should also easily adapt to other equations,
e.g. the energy-critical NLS and wave equations for small data and (together with
the methods of [DMQ9]) close to the energy threshold.

On the other hand, the proof of the uniqueness of the maximizer and of the
estimate (7)) is specific to the mass-critical problem, and strongly relies on the
results of [Fos07] and [HZ06]. A key element is the nondegeneracy of the Gaussian
for the nonlinear problem, in the orthogonal space of the null directions related
to the invariances of the equation:

Theorem 2. Assume N = 1,2. There exists ¢ > 0 such that if ¢ € L? satisfies
the following orthogonality properties (v € RY)

(1.9) / o Go = / olel2Go =0, / o 2Go = Ogn,

then
Qo) > ¢l

where Q) is the quadratic form associated to the second derivative of the mapping

1+2
f'_>CS</’f’2dx> -

from L? to [0,00), at the critical point f = Gy.

Af‘ N gt de

We refer to (B3] for an expression of ). This result is an analogue, for the
Strichartz estimate, to the non-degeneracy of the maximizer ——— for the

(+lzl?) "z
Sobolev imbedding H'(RN) « L¥2 (RY) (see [Rey90]).

To show Theorem B, we apply a lens tranform ([Nie74, RVLT00, [Car02]), re-
lated to the pseudo-conformal inversion, to the solutions of (ILIl), which turns the
Laplace operator into the harmonic operator —A + |z|?. The result then follows
from explicit computations and a formula of Wei-Min Wang [Wan08|] on products
of eigenfunctions for the harmonic oscillator.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section [2] we show that the maximizer
is attained and in Section Bl we prove the estimate on I(J). In Section [l we show
the uniqueness of the maximizer. Section [Hlis devoted to the proof of Theorem 21
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out the article [Wan0§].
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Ondes non-linéaires et dispersion (april-july 2009).
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2. EXISTENCE OF A MAXIMIZER

In this section, where there is no restriction on the dimension N > 1, we show
the first part of Theorem [T}

Proposition 2.1. There exists 6y > 0 such that if 6 € (0,00), then there exists a
solution ug of (L)), with initial condition fs such that

4
(2.1) sl ey =8 and // lug| 2 dt dz = 1(5).
RxRN

After some preliminaries (§2.1]) we show in §2Z2]a crucial super-additivity prop-
erty of I(d), which relies on rough estimates of I(d) and its growth rate. In
§2.3] we use this property to prove Proposition 2.1 by concentration-compactness
arguments.

2.1. Profile decomposition. We recall here from [MV9§] a profile decomposi-
tion adapted to the Strichartz estimate for the linear equation (L2)). We start
with a long time perturbation result for the equation ().

Lemma 2.2 (Long time perturbation). Let A > 0. There exists C' = C(A) > 0

and a small &y = do(A) > 0 such that the following holds: Let u € C°(R,L2) and
solves

1
i0pu + EAu + 7|u|%u = 0.
Let i = a(x,t) € CO(R, L2) and define
1
¢ = i0p + 5 A+ i V.

Assume @] 4., <A, and for some € < 0y
LN

t,x

T w(te) — alto)|

lell 2vizy <€ and
L, NFT
t,x

then
=l 4., < Ce.

t,x

We skip the proof of Lemma We refer to [Bou99], [TV05], [CKS*0§],

[KMO6] for similar result for the energy-critical case, [HROS| for a subcritical case
and [TVZ08, Lemma 3.1] for a statement close to Lemma 2.2 in the mass-critical
case.

We next turn to the profile decomposition. If Ty = {po, to, &0, 20} € (0, +00) X
R x RY x RV, and u is a function of space and time, we will denote by I'g(u) the
function

N . t
(22) o) = pf =030y (p%t +to,p0 ( - §€o> " x°> '

As we have seen in the introduction, if u is a solution to the linear equation (2I)
(respectively, to the nonlinear equation (IL1J)), then I'g(u) is also a solution to (2]



6 THOMAS DUYCKAERTS, FRANK MERLE, AND SVETLANA ROUDENKO

(respectively, to (I.I])). We say that two sequences of transformations {F,ll}n and
{I‘?L}n are orthogonal when

P_n P_n ‘g €n| tl gn Sn 1.2
R ER R

We recall from [MV98| Theorem 2] (see [Ker(06] in space dimension 1, [BV07] for

general space dimension) , the following profile decomposition result:

Lemma 2.3. Let {f,} be a bounded sequence in LQ(RN)._ Then there exists
a subsequence of {f,} (still denoted by {fn}), a family {U’};>1 of solutions to

([2), and sequences of parameters {T }n, such that if j # k, {FJ } is orthogonal
to {Fﬁ}n and for all J,

+ |t — 2|+ = +o0.

J
(2.4) ful@) = T4 (U7) (0,2) + hj)(x),
j=1
where ,
St s[5 ]4. =0

t,x

Remark 2.4. As a consequence of the orthogonality of the transformations T,
the following Pythagorean expansions hold for all J > 1:

J
, 2
(2.5) 1fall72 — Z_j [l [
o 149 0 n+2
(2.6) eziAfn N7v+2 Z HUJ {N4 +2 _ enghz N , n_>_+>oo 0.

Let {f,}» be a sequence in L? and assume that the corresponding solution
to (LI) is globally defined and satisfies || f,|| 44, < oo. Consider the profile
Lt T

decomposition given by Lemma 2.3l Let V7 be the nonlinear profile associated to
{U7,t},},, that is the unique solution of (LIJ) such that

i [V () = V7 (8) 2 = 0.

n—oo

Assume also that the V7’s are globally defined and such that ||[V7 ||L2 14 Is finite
for all j. Combining Lemmas and 23] one gets a nonlinear version of the
decomposition (2.4):

Corollary 2.5. Let {fn}n is as above and {uy}, be the sequence of solutions to
([CI) with initial conditions { fn}n. Then

J
(2.7) un(t,x) = T3 (V) (8, ) + hi)(t, ) + r;](t, z)
j=1
with

lim lim <HdHLiH +§2H€H7"7{(t)HLz> =0.

J—+oon—+o0
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Remark 2.6. Using the orthogonality of the sequences of transformations {F%}n,
it is easy to check that

(2.8) hngohmsup Hun| 4+2 ZHXN ‘NN+2 =

,T

2.2. A superadditivity property of the maximum. In this paragraph we give
various estimates on I(d). The main result is the following proposition, which is
one of the steps (along with a concentration-compactness argument) in showing
that the maximizer is attained:

Proposition 2.7. There exists 6o > 0 such that if 0 < \/a2 + (32 < dy, then
I(a) +1(B) < I (\/a2 + 52) .

Remark 2.8. Superadditivity (or subadditivity for minimizers) conditions are clas-
sical in this context (see [Lio84, Subsection I1.2]).

The proof of Proposition 2.1 relies on two estimates on I(d) that we treat in
Lemmas 29 and 2.1T] below.

Lemma 2.9. There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for small 6 > 0,
(2.9) ‘1(5) . 055%”\ < Cpon+2,
where Cg is the best constant for the Strichartz inequality

N—"_2

i
(2.10) ei%Af‘N dtdz < Csl|F| %7

Before proving this lemma, we start by a straightforward consequence of the
small data well-posedness theory for equation ([I]) (see [CW90)]).

Claim 2.10. There exists a constant C > 0 such that if || f|| 72 is small, then
52 | 4 < OIS
Ly,

‘ t,x

where w is the solution of (1) with initial condition f.

Sketch of proof. The Cauchy problem theory for (I1]) implies that for small initial
data

lull 420 < 20l

t,x

Since ,
u(t) = esAf 4 i’y/ e%(t_s)A]u(s)]%u(s)ds,
0

the claim follows from Theorem [A] and the Strichartz estimate

t
/ ezt (5)ds

0

CIIsDII 2042)

4 —
+2
f,
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Proof of Lemma[2.4. Let u be a solution of (IIl) with initial condition f such
that HfHL2(RN) = . Then

J/

. ~+2
eZ%Af(m)‘N dt dz — //\u(t,a:)];tﬂr2 dt dx

4
it 1 ~+1 4.4
<C GZQAHA—’UJA GZQA‘A + ||lu|| ™
> f Lt{\,;z H ||Lt1,\;]v+2 f Lt{\,zm H HLiH
<C ei%Af—uH L, ONTL < oSN T2,
B Ly’ B

where the last line follows from the triangle inequality and then from Claim 2101
Applying the previous inequality to the initial data f = §Fy, where Fjy is the initial
condition of a maximizer for Strichartz estimate (ZI0), and then to a sequence
{fn}, such that || f,|/z2 =6 and [[ |un|%Jr2 — I(0), we obtain (2.9]). O

We next estimate the rate of growth of I(9).
Lemma 2.11. If 6 is small and € < %5, then
(2.11) I(6) + c1 68 e < I(5+2) < I(8) + Cy 67 e,
where ¢1 = %CS and Cp =2 (% + 2) Cg.

Proof. Step 1. We first show that there exist Cy, ¢y > 0 such that if f € L? with
|| fll2 + € < €o, u is the solution of (II]) with the initial condition f, and v, is the
solution of (ILI]) with the initial condition (1 + €)f, then

(1+e)%+2//|u‘%+2_//|Ue|%+2

First, observe that u. = (1 + €)u is a solution to the equation
1
(1+ e)%

We rewrite the above equation as

8
£+2

< Caellflige

. 1 4
10pue + iAue + e 14\1fuE =0, Uep=o=(1+¢€)f.

1 1
i(‘)tue—k—Aue—i—\ue\%ue: l—— \ue\%ue,
2 (1+en

noting that for small €, Strichartz estimate implies

1
H (1 - )\ue\%ue aviz) < Ce \Ue\H%H 2(N+2)
(1+ew L, Wi
1+ I+
= Celluel| J", < Cellfll 2"
Ly’

Since v, is a solution of

. 1 4
10pve + §A'Ue + |Ue| Nove =0, Velt=0 = (1 + E)f7
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by the long time perturbation Lemma 2.2] we get
!
[[ue — UGHL%+2 < Ce”f”i\g

t,x

Hence,

‘/ \ug\%” dtala;—//\ve\f;\l’Jr2 dt dx

which concludes Step 1.

Step 2. Let €, 6 > 0. First, we show the lower bound of I(§ +¢). Let f € L2(RY)
be such that

~+1
< Clue — vell 442 Hngz
Lt,:c

~+2
< Cellflife

(212)  ||fll2 =6 and // lult, 2)| ¥ +2 dt dz > 1(5) — 63+,

where w is the corresponding solution of (I.I]) and we used the supremum property
of I(6). Let uc be the solution of () with the initial condition (1 + %) f. Then
|lus(0)||f2 = 0 + €. By Step 1,

[(0+2)> / e (£, 2) | 342 dt de

4
E W+2 i+2_ E §+2
2(”5) //!U(taw)!N Cos 08 °F2,
By ([212), we get
I(6+¢) > [1 + <% + 2> g] (1(5) _ 5%+1€> Gy,

Lemma 2.9 implies 1(d) > 055%+2 — 005%”, hence,

N

4 4 € 849
<N+2>CO+<1+<N+2>S>+02:|5N E.

N/4
)< L ,
44+ 6CH+ Co

the last term in the expression above will be less than 2Cgd %—HE, and thus, the
right side in 2II]) follows with ¢; = + Cs.

The upper bound on I(é + ¢) follows similarly from Step 1 and Lemma [20]
obtaining the left side in @II]) with C} = 2Cs (% +2). O

I(6+¢) > 1(6)+ Cs (i + 2> gVt
-|

Now if € < %5 and

We next prove Proposition 2.7
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume 0 < o < (3.

Step 1. We first show that there exists a large constant Cs > 0 such that the
conclusion of the proposition holds if

(2.13) CaB3H <0 < 5.
By Lemma 2.9,
I(a) +1(8) < C’S(Jé%—’_2 + CSB%"‘Q + 2C0ﬁ%+2,

and Cs (a2 + )7 <1 <\/O¢2 + ﬁ2> + 20,872,

There is a constant xy > 0 such that 1+z 8!+ xyz < (1+x) N+ for o € 0, 1].

As a consequence, av+2 + 5N+2 + KN ﬁNoz2 < (a + 52) NH. Combining with
the previous estimates, we get

I(@) +1(B) + Cs rin BN a? — 4CoB¥ 2 < 1 (Va2 + 57) |
which yields the announced result if C3 is chosen large in (2.13]).
Step 2. We next show that the conclusion of the Proposition still holds if

(2.14) 0<a< O8N+,
where C} is the constant defined in Step 1. Choosing dy small enough, g < dg and

(2.14) imply
/2 2 _ < ~
By Lemma ZI1] with § = 8 and € = /a2 + 32 — 83,
I(B) <1 <\/ a? + 52> - 615%4_1 (\/@2 + 3% — ﬁ) <IJ <1 /a2 + 52) _ %5%0[2‘
Combining with Lemma we get, taking a smaller g if necessary,
I(a) +1(B) <1 (\/ a? + 52) ~ %B%oﬂ 1 20gan+2
<I <\/ a? + 52) + 28w (26@0”57 - %) ,
which shows that the conclusion of the proposition holds also in this case, provided
dg > 0 is small enough. O

2.3. Proof of the existence of the maximizer. Let us show Proposition 211
We will prove the following more general result:

Proposition 2.12. Assume that there exists a constant A > 0 such that

(i) Scattering: for all f € L? such that ||f|| 2 < A, the solution u of (L)
with initial condition f is globally defined and

)<A= I(J) < 0.
(il) Superadditivity: if 0 < \/a? + B2 = A, and a, 8 > 0, then
IHa)+I(B) <I(A).
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Then there exists a solution ua of (LI) with initial condition fa € L? such that

Hmm:A,/ﬁmwﬁ:mu

In view of the small data global well-posedness theory and Proposition 2.7]
Proposition 2.12] implies Proposition 2.1l Let us prove Proposition 212
Let {un}n be a sequence of solutions to (II)) with initial data f, such that

. 4
an||L2(RN) _= A7 nh_)I{.lo//]RN |u’n|N+2 — I(A)

We will show that there exist a subsequence of {uy,}, and a sequence {I';,},, of
transformations such that {T',(uy)}, converges strongly in L. Consider, after
extraction, a profile decomposition of the sequence {f, }:

J
(2.15) fo=Y Th(U7) g+ hir
j=1

It is sufficient to show that U7 = 0 except for one j and that lim, .« ||h;}||z2 = 0,
which we will do in two steps.

Step 1: mo dichotomy. First assume that there are at least two nonzero profiles,
say U' # 0 and U? # 0. Let V! be the nonlinear profiles associated to {U*',t.}
and V,, the solution of ([LI]) given by

V=T, (V')
Let W,, be the sequence of solutions to (II) with initial condition
W, (0) = fr, — Vi, (0).

Let r, = u, — Vj, — W,. By assumption (), all the nonlinear profiles V7 scatter.
Thus, one can use Corollary 2.5 showing

nlgngoiupllfn( N2 = 0.

Furthermore, (see (23] and Remark 2.6])

(2.16) J15a8 = [ Wa@P + [ (W00 + on1)
(2.17) Jfrualdez = [[ vtz [[wagie o,

Let € = ||U(0)||z2. Then for all n, ¢ = ||V,,(0)||z2. By &I0),
IWa(0)[[72 = A% — &% + 0n(1).

By our assumptions, ¢ > 0 (otherwise, U' would be zero) and A% — % > 0
(otherwise, U? would be zero). Using that [ || ¥ T2 tends to I(A) as n — oo,

and that by Lemma 2.2} limsup,, [ |I/Vn|%Jr2 < I(VA?2 —£2), we get by (ZI7)
(2.18) I(A) < I(e) + I (\/A2 - 52) .

This contradicts assumption (i), concluding Step 1.
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Step 2: non vanishing and the end of the proof. There must be one nonzero profile

in (ZI5). If not, then

lim // ]unl%” =0,

n—o0
showing that I(A) = 0, a contradiction. It remains to show that the remainder
h, = h? in (ZI5) tends to 0 in L2. Denote by

e = Tim_ Az

then, using again Lemma 22, we get I(A) < I(v A? — ¢2), which shows by as-
sumption (i) that € = 0.

Denoting by U the only nonzero profile in (ZI5]), we have shown that ('} )~ (u,,)
tends to U' in L?, and therefore,

4
U1 = A, / U2 = 1(A),

concluding the proof of the proposition. O

3. ESTIMATE OF THE MAXIMUM OF THE STRICHARTZ NORM

In the remainder of the paper, we restrict ourselves to 1D and 2D. In this
section we prove the second part of Theorem [T

Proposition 3.1. Assume that N =1 or N =2. Then as § — 0,

1= / [us TN = G0N + 4Dy 0> 40 (8775,

1.4
where Dy = Z k:9k k, ~ 0.0867 and Dy = — In < ~ 0.0458.
k>1

Before proving Proposition B, we define the quadratic form associated to the
maximum of the Strichartz estimate that appears in Theorem 2l By Theorem [A]
if G is the Gaussian solution defined by (L8 and ¢ € L?, then

+% 2+ 4
CS</|G0+<,D|2> —//‘G+e ‘ > 0.

FExpanding the above inequality and using that G is a maximizer, we obtain that
the linear part vanishes, i.e.,

(3.1) Vo e L2, CSRe/Gocp:Re/ IG|¥G ezl

The expansion at second order in ¢ yields

(32) C'S</|G0+90|2>1+ ~[[|o+et2e ™ =+ 0 ().
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where @ is a (real) nonnegative symmetric quadratic form on L? defined by

N +2 4(N +2 2
N Jret e 5 (ve [ o)

N +2)? 4] in |2 2(N+2 4_g—2( it 2
_(T)//|G|N 62A¢‘ _%Re//m,ﬂ]v G <62A¢> .

By the transformations of the linear equation (respectively, multiplication by a
real number, phase shift, space translation, Galilean invariance, scaling and time
translation), we have

(34)  Q(Go) = Q(iGy) = Q(xGy) = Q(izGp) = Q(2°Gy) = Q(ix*Gy) = 0,
if N=1and
(35) Q(Go) = Q(iGo) = Q(x;Go) = Q(iz;Go) = Q(|z[*Go) = Q(i|z|*Go) = 0,

(where j = 1,2) if N = 2. Theorem 2, which will be proved in Section [l states
that Q is positive definite in the subspace of functions in L? that are orthogonal
to the directions in ([B4]) or ([3]). This non-degeneracy property is crucial in the
proof of Proposition B.I] which is divided in two parts.

(33) Qp) =Cs

3.1. Choice of the maximizer. We first give a corollary to the linear profile
decomposition that will be needed in the proof. Recall from (L) the definition
of the normalized Gaussian G .

Lemma 3.2. Let {f,}n be a sequence in L*>(RY) such that
(3.6) Jim [| fll2 = 1,

and

(3.7) Tim / /

Then there exist a subsequence of { fy}, (still denoted by {f,}, ), a phase 6y and
a sequence {I'y}, of transformations of the form [22)) such that

. 449
22 VT dtde = Cg.

(3.8) lim H o — eieorn(c)‘

n—oo

2 0
where G is the normalized Gaussian solution defined in (L6]).

Proof. This is an application of Lemma [2.3] and the uniqueness result of Foschi

[FosO7].
After extraction of a subsequence, the sequence {f,}, admits a profile decom-
position of the form (2Z4]). At least one of the profiles is nonzero. Indeed, if it

ezt fn . would tend to 0, a contradiction with ([B.7]). Re-
N

ordering the profiles, we may assume that U' # 0. By the Pythagorean expansion

[28) and by (31

Cs +on(l) = //

was not the case,

4
5 [T dre < 0 (JUE + IR + o)
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Using that by (2.5]), wrleiZ =1- HUlHiz + 0,,(1), we obtain from the previous

expression that

4 4
2 \~t2 2 \ w2
r< ([0H5) ™ + (1= [o5) ™
which shows that [|[U(| 2 = 1 (we already excluded the case ||U!||;2 = 0), and by
[23) again
1fn = T (UH)(O)] 22 = 0.

By our assumptions on f,, we obtain, passing to the limit, that |U(0)||;2 = 1
4
and ||U?| v Cs, which shows by Theorem [A] that U'(0) = Gy up to the

4
L2
symmetries of the equation (i.e., the transformations of the form (22)) and the
multiplication by a phase ¢?%), which completes the proof. O

lim
n—o0

Proposition 3.3. There exists g > 0 such that if {u§}0<5<50 is a family of maxi-
mizers, i.e. us satisfies [2.1)), then for all 6 € (0,6¢) there exists a transformation
us of uy such that fs = us(0,x) satisfies:

s

= a5G Iim — =1
fs = asGo + s, Jm -~ ;

with @s satisfying the orthogonality properties ([L9) and
(39) V6 € (0,60), llsllze < CN.

By “transformation” we mean a symmetry of (II)) which is a combination of
transformations of the form ([4]) and (LI).

Remark 3.4. We will later improve the estimates on s and as and obtain (see

B.22), 329):
V5 € (0,80), sl < COMN and |as — 8| < O8N,

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps.

Step 1. Closeness to Gp. In this step we show that if § is small enough, there
exists a transformation vs of v} which satisfies the maximizer equations (21I) and

(3.10) (%ir% 6 Ylgs — 6Go|l 2 =0, where gs(z) = v5(0, ).
—

Arguing by contradiction, we see that it is sufficient to show that for any sequence
0, — 0 there exists (after extraction of a subsequence) a sequence of solutions
{vs, },, that are obtained as transformations of u3 and satisfy (3.10).

By Claim and Lemma [2.0] there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

. 4
// €52 2 1PN dt da — Csdn ™

By Lemma[3.2], we obtain after extraction of subsequences that there exist 8y € R
and a sequence of transformations {I';,} such that

£, = 0" Tu(G) ol

24+ %
< Cop ™.

= 0.

(3.11) lim ;! ( .

n—oo
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Note that, by (L6,

N
N 2 pia-én lone-+an|?
— 2 iwén — P € T 2(1Fitn)
Fn(G) [t=0 Prn € G (tna P + l‘n) 7-[-N/4(1 4 itn)N/Qe .
: __ PnT+Tn
And thus, by the change of variable y = e’
* 0 2
‘f&n(l’) — 60T (G) rt:O‘ e
2 \J1+t2y—= 2 % 2 -y 2
irpitnlul? VIR o (14 82) 7 L+ thy — an One” 2
e o —x Ja T W
,07% Pn T4

N
; N AN : : e .
where e'™ = < +t"> . Consider the solution wg, of (II]) with initial condition

1+ity,
N
Vitthyan o (1412)" 7 ( 1412y — :En)
On )

s, () = e
Pn

2

Pn

. G . ;inlyl? ,
and the solution vy, of (LI)) with initial condition gs, = €’ 2 hs, . Then wg, is

an image of uj by phase, scaling, space translation and Galilean transformation
(see (L4))). Furthermore, vs, is obtained from ws, with a combination of pseudo-
conformal transformation and time translation. Namely:

N/z itnlo|? t tnt
vs, (t,x) = ety , n .
o () (L2t + t,)N/? o <1 +tnt’ 12t +tn>

All these transformations preserve the L? norm and the global space-time L2+~
norm, which shows that

4
195, |l 12 = O, // y%,ﬁw = I(6,).
By G110,

. 1
tim = lgs, — nGoll 2 =0,
n

n—oo
concluding the first step.

Step 2. Orthogonality conditions. We next show that the statement of the propo-
sition holds if ([B.9)) is replaced by the weaker condition

(3.12) lim 6| s || 2 = 0.
6—0

For this we must show that there exists a transformation ug of vy such that ¢s
satisfies the orthogonality conditions (L9). Consider the unit ball
BL2(GO71) = {f € L27 ||f - G0||L2 < 1}7
and define, for small § > 0, a differentiable mapping
D5 : R x (0,400) x R x RV x RN x Bj2(Gp,1) — RxRxRY xRN xR
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as follows. If p € R, I'g € (0,400) x R x RV x RN, f € B;2(Go,1), @s is the
solution of ([I.]) with initial condition ¢f and
: LN
Us(z) = 6Go — er, (ﬁf;){t:o = 0Gy — e’eopo2 e o gs (to, pox + x0) ,

then ®;5(6p, Lo, f) = (@}, @2, 3, dF, @) is defined by

1 1 N 1
@%:51m/U5G0, @(%ZSRe/U(; (W—5> Go, @3:51111/0'5:5(;0,
1 1 N
@§:5Re/U5a;GO, @(?ZSIm/U(; <\x!2—5> Go.

Denote by I';y = (1,0, 0,0) the identical transformation. Note that ®5(0,T;4, Go) =
0. Then:

Claim 3.5. For small 0, there exist (0,T") close to (0,T;4) such that

1
q)5 <657P57 Sg5> = 07
where gs is the initial condition of the maximizer vs defined in step 1.

We refer to Appendix[Alfor the proof of Claim B.5 which is based on a standard
application of the implicit function theorem.
Let us be the solution of (LIl with initial condition

Jo = eieéré (Ué)[t:O :

Then by (BI10),
(3.13) lim 67" || f5 — 0Gol| - = 0.
d—00

. . 2+ 4

Furthermore, from the invariance of the L? and Lt:;N norms by the transforma-
tions of the equation, ug satisfies the maximizer equations (2.1).

The fact that ®g (95,F5, 5‘195) = 0 means that f5 satisfies the orthogonality

conditions

(3.14) tw [ (£ = 5G0) Go =0, [ (fs ~ 6G0)2Go =0,
(3.15) | s =) <|m|2 - %) Go=0.

Let a5 = Re [ f5Go and @5 = f5 — asGo, so that Re [ p5Go = 0. By BI4) and
BI0), ps satisfies the orthogonality conditions (LA)). By BI3)), lims_g as5/d = 1,
which concludes Step 2.

Step 3. Proof of the estimate ([B9). In this step we conclude the proof of Proposi-
tion B3l using the coercivity of @ (Theorem[Z). To simplify notations, we will omit
the index ¢ and write u, f, ¢ and « instead of ug, fs, s and «ag. All estimates
stated hold for small § > 0.
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By Claim 210,

'/ 2 dtd:n—//

Recalling that é f=Go(x)+ é(p and using the expansion of the Strichartz norm,
we obtain

// \u\2+% dt dz = >N //

? = 245 1 244 1 3 248
=Cg </\f’ da:) — oty Q <a<,0>+a TNO <$ ”(pHLQ>+@<5 +ﬁ>
Using that u satisfies (2.1), we get
//‘u’2+§r dtdr =1(0) = CS52+% o) <52+%) 7

. 2+ 4
eZ%Afdtd:c( N

t

< O+ Hu_ eiEAf‘

8
s < O8N,
4 <
Ltac

2+
€Z2A—f
«

dtdz + O (5”%)

and thus,
Qe =0 (aHells) +0 (#7F) =0 (bl 152 ) 0 (#0F).
By Theorem [2] H‘PH%z < Q(p), and thus, using that é lloll2 = 0asd—0,
o pllfe = O (35).
which shows (3.9). O

3.2. Proof of the estimate on the maximum. The idea of the proof of Propo-

sition B3] is to compare I(d) with the L**~ norm of Hs, the solution to the
nonlinear equation (ILI]) with the Gaussian initial data 60Gy. We have

// g dtdz = 1(5) > //|H5|2+% dt da.

The global L% of Hgs may be estimated as follows:

Lemma 3.6. Let
(3.16)

Dy = — <2+ %) Im//|c:(t)|%6(t) /Otei

Then for small § > 0,
(3.17) // H[2F % dt do = 62+ 4 // (GP*& deda 4 7Dyo*F + O (8275)

A (IG)IFG(s)) ds dt dz.

The exact value of the constant Dy will be computed in Appendix[Bl(dimension
1) and Appendix [C] (dimension 2) .
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Proof of Lemma[34. Since G is the linear evolution of G, we have
. ¢ =) A 4
Hs = 6G +ivy e 2 ’Hg(s)’NHg(S)dS.
0
We approximate Hs by vy:
4
vs(t,) = 8 (G(t,2) +76% r(t,))

where

4

(3.18) r(t,z) = z‘/o ei(t;S)A]G(s)\ﬁG(s) ds,

in other words, vs solves

1
10pvs + §Av5 + 75%+1]G]%G =0, wv5(0,2) =dGo(x),

and r solves )
i + FAr + IGI¥G =0, r(0,2)=0.
Since by Claim

|16l Hs = 5% G R

2(N+2)
“N+4

+ H5GH

2
2

< C1lHs =561 2. (HHcsH

”NZI%
”NZI%

8
R > < CaN—H?
by Strichartz estimates, we have

|Hs — vs]| o < O,

tac

and thus,

// |Hy| 2T~ dt dw —/ |vs |27V dt d

which is exactly the power of higher order terms in (B:I:Zl) It remains to estimate
[ |v5|2+%. Note that if A and B are functions of space and time,

1+
S || Hs — vs| 2+4 [6Goll,2 ™ < P

(3.19) / |A+ B>t

/]A\2+N+<2+ >Re/ \A[NAB+O</ ]A\N]B\2+!B\2+>

By (I9) and the definition of vs we get,

// |2 N dt do = 62T // IG2T dt dx
+ 6N <2+ %) Re//\G\féérdtdﬁo (52+%>,

which concludes the proof of LemmalB.6lin view of the definition (BI6) of Dy. O
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We next prove Proposition Bl Let ug, fs5, ps and ag be as in Proposition 3.3]
We have

4

t —s
(3.20) Us = iz (asGo + ¢s) +i7/ e 2a (|u5(s)|ﬁu5(s)) ds.
0
A

B
By 3) and Strichartz estimate (L3)),

142
vy S Cllosllza < o3,

-t
GZEA()O(;‘

Expanding the B term in ([8.20) and applying Strichartz estimates again to bound

. . . 2+
the terms in @5, we get (the O’s are estimated in the space Lt;N ).

t.
B:z'y/ e’
0

= iy /Ot g3 “a(gG(s) + e’;A%‘% <a5G(s) + e’éAgo(;)] ds+ O <51+%>

272 (Jus(s)] ¥ us(s) ) ds

4 t . (t—s)
= oy N /O 272 (G()|7 G(s)) ds + O (8% sll e + 674 ).

And thus, by (I19) and 320,

. 244
(3.21) // |u5|2+% dtdr = // ‘a5G+eZ%A<p(5‘ N dt da
8 _ s
- <2+ %) a2t Im//|c:(t)|f¢c:(t)/o T8 (IR Gls) ) ds dt da
+0 (5l+%|y%up) +0 (52+%) .

By the equation (B.2])

. 244
//‘a(;G—FeZ%A%‘ Nodt dx

24+

4
1P 1 1
R MY - Ry H%niz)] -
a5 L2 as as
By B3) and (321]), using that

4
(3.22) lasGo + wsl|72 = 6% = af + ||ps|22 =ad + O (52+W) ,

we get, in view of the definition (BI6) of Dy,

(3.23) // g2+ dt da

4 s
= C562*% — ) Q(ps) + 1Dy ¥ +O (5”% ||<,05HL2) +0 (52+%> :
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By Lemma [3.6],
// lug|2H ¥ dt dx > Cg82T + vDNO*H N + O (52+%> .
Combining with ([3.23]), we get
Cs8* ¥ — 0 QUes) +7Dyay ™ + O %) + 0 (54 gl
> Cs62t % + 7Dy o2+,
Using that by (3.22])

8 8 12
Py — otV =0 (52+w> ,

this simplifies to
4 12 3
o Qlps) = 0 (7% ) + 0 (6" F gz ) -

Let X = ||ps]l L25_1_%. By the preceding estimate and Theorem [2] there exists
a constant C' > 0 independent of § such that X? < C(1 + X). This implies that
X is bounded independently of 4, i.e.

(8.24) lsllze = 0 (8%).
By ([B23]) again,
(3.25) 1(6) = // jus| >t ¥ = Cs8** N +4DNO> R + O (52+%> .

The proof is complete, except for the computation of Dy which is given in ap-
pendices [B] and Note that as announced in Remark B.4], the estimate (3.24])
improves the preceding estimate ([3.9) on ;. O

4. UNIQUENESS
In this section we show the uniqueness part of Theorem [II We assume again
N e {1,2}.

By Proposition [ZT] there exists, for small 6 > 0, a maximizer for 1(J), i.e. a
solution us of (L)) such that

(4.1) 1ol = 6. / / s [+ = 1(6)

(as usual f5(z) = us(0,2)). By Proposition B3] and Remark B4] assuming again
that 0 is small, any maximizer for I(4) satisfies, after transformation, the following
properties:

(4.2) fs = asGo + s,
where s € L?(RY) and a5 > 0 are such that
(1.3 [e6o=[elaPco=0. [os6o=0s.

(44) lpallzz < C§'N, as>0 and las — 0] < CoHN.
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We must show that if C' > 0, there exists 9 > 0 such that if 6 € (0,dp), there is
at most one solution us of (L)) satisfying (A1), (£2), (£3) and @4).

Let us fix a small § > 0 and a maximizer us satisfying ([@1]), (£2), [@3]) and
([@4). The strategy of the proof is to expand [ |v|2+%, where v is a solution of
() which is close to us. In §Ilwe expand v and | ]v[2+% at first order, in §4.2]
we obtain a second order expansion involving the quadratic form Q. Assuming
that v is another maximizer, the conclusion will follow from Theorem [21

4.1. Linearization.

, : 2+ % 24+
Lemma 4.1. There exists a linear operator Ls : Lt;N — Lt;—N such that

244 4
(4.5) Vhe L™, |(Ls— 1)hHLfﬁ < Cév Hh”Liﬁ’

with the following property: if v is a solution of (L) with the initial condition
fs + 1, where

(4.6) [z <6,
then
it 4 _
(47) o= =2 (520)] g = COF

Proof. Let w = v — us. Then by Lemma 2.2]
(45) full 2 < Ol

Writing Duhamel’s formula for us and v = us + w, we get
it A . ¢ BGDWN 4 4
w= 8y [ (Jug(o) + ) s(s) +w0(s)) ~ fusls) Fus(s)) d.
0

Expanding |us(s) + w(s)|% (ug(s) +w(s)), one can write the preceding equality as

(4.9) w = €22y + Lyw + Rs(w),

2+
t,x

4

. - ~ 25 .
where the linear operator Ls : L, .V — Lt:,;N satisfies

(4.10) Hfgw(

4
Lf;% < Cow ”w”Lf;% )
and E; satisfies

Y 49 2 14+
(4.11) |Bs(w)|| < («w ol 4 + ”‘””g%) -

Letting for small §
-1
Ls= (1 - La) ;
we obtain by (£I0) that Ls satisfies ([{.5]). The estimate (4.1 follows from (4.0]),
@.8), @.9) and EII). O
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Lemma 4.2. Let Ls be as in Lemma[{.1. Then for small 6 > 0,

(4.12) Re/ \u(;]%u_gL(; (ei%Aw) =[5 Re/%w,
where ps > 0, which depends only on ug, satisfies
(4.13) (w - 055%‘ < oW,

Proof. Indeed, by definition
(4.14) 1(5) :max/ 2,

where the maximum is taken over all solutions v of ([LI]) with initial condition
fs +1, such that [|fs+ |2 = 62. For such a solution v, write, as in the proof of
Lemma [Tl v = us + w. Then

1% = [+ wprd
/ ]u5‘2+N + <2+ )Re/ \u5]Nu5w+(’)<5N|]¢HLz>
/ lug 2N + <2+ N> Re/ ]u(;\Nu(;Lg( %) +o(5w|y¢u§2>.

The existence of ugs then follows from the Lagrange multiplier equation for the
maximizing problem (£I4]).
We next estimate ps. By (£2) and (4.4)

fs=38Go + O (5”%) in L2,
Thus by Claim 2,10,
(4.15) w5 =0G+0 (6747 ) in L2
As a consequence, we obtain (assuming || > < )
Re/ jugl ¥ 755 (520 :Re/ jugl ¥ 524 + O (5% ] 12
="t Re [[ 1618 G + 0 (5 ¥ w1 )
On the other hand,
Re [ Fyo = Re [ asGow+ 0 (54 ul2) =oRe [ Gov+ 0 (57 ¥ w12
Combining with (Z12]), we get
54 e [ [ 1617Ge 86 = dusRe [ Gow+ O (508w + psd™ #6112
By @B.1),
Ct' ¥ Re [ G = sus Re [ Go + O (st [0l + 8 0]12).
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This holds for all small ¢ € L?, yielding (ZI3)). O
4.2. Second order expansion.

Lemma 4.3. Let v be a solution of (L) with initial condition fs+1, and assume

/\fa + ] = 6%
Then

o) | wﬂ%:f(é)—aﬁczw)w(azvuwup+6N—1uwup+uwu2”

Proof. Using that [ |fs]? = §2, we get

v

(4.17) /WF=—N%/EM
and thus by ([42) and (44,
2
(4.18) 5 |Re / Goy| < C (632 pl2, + 91112

. 4 . .
Expanding |us +w|?*T~ at second order in w, we obtain

1% = [[ s+ wprd
/|WWN+@+ >m/|wwww
3 ot 3 (3]

+ 4
+0 (s ul) + (nwum ot
By Lemma [Tl Lemma 2] and (£I7]),

Re [ [ Jusltasw =Re [ [ fusl¥ oLy (c420) + 0 (57wl
— s [ Frw+0 (6% i) =22 / 9P +0 (5% i)

=Gt [+ o (s} 1ul:).
By (4I5)), then Lemma [A.T]

J[1stt10 =% [ 161410 + 0 (5% w1

- / / G|~
and similarly

o/ 2
Re // |u5|%_2ﬂ§w2 =™ Re/ |G|%_2G2 (eZ%ATZJ) +0 <5%||111H%2> )

ei%%r +0 <5% |!¢H%2> ,
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Combining the preceding estimates, we obtain

Jfweer= | |u6|2+N—Cs<N+2> * [

+<1+%> 5%/ G |58y +o <1+N> 5 Re/ Te b

£A¢)2

8 4 _ 2+ 4
e (M 12 + 5% ol + ol N) ,

which yields (£10) in view of ([AI8]) and the definition B3] of Q.

O

We can now conclude the proof of the uniqueness of the maximizer. Assume
that 6 > 0 is small and consider a solution s of (ILI]) with initial condition

fs = asGo + p5. Assume that g, fs, @5 and @s also satisfy @), (@2), @3) and

[#E4). We must show that a5 = us. Let
¥ = (&5 — as)Go + @5 — Ps-
By @), |[¢];2 < C6~ .. By Lemma I3 with v = i,

= [[ b = 10) - 5%Quw) + 0 (63wl + 53w+ 1Y)

and thus,

4
(419)  sRQW)<C <6fvuwuiz A e N) < OO |62

Since Gy is in the kernel of Q, Q(v) = Q(ps — s5). Using that s and @ satisfy

the orthogonality conditions ([I.9]), we deduce from Theorem

(4.20) clles —wsl® < Q).

Using that
a§+/\m2 =0 =&§+/\¢512,
we obtain, in view of (IE)
_5'/\905! —/\905’

(4.21) 9|72 = (&5 — @s)® + llps — Bsll72 < 2ll5 — Bsll 72
Combining (£19]), (£20) and (@21]), we get
4 s
SN ||¢][72 < CON|[|)|72,

~2
A5 —

_0o "0 < C(SN _
a5+a5 llos — @52,

las — as| =

and thus for small 6,

a contradiction if § > 0 is small and ¥ # 0. Thus, ¥ = 0 and us = Ug, which

completes the proof.
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5. COERCIVITY OF THE QUADRATIC FORM

In this section we show Theorem
Let F' be the N + 2-dimensional space of the null directions for ) that are
generated by the continuous symmetries of the linear Schrodinger equation:
F = spanc{Go, 7;Go, |z|*Go}

(j=1orj=1,2in dimension 1 and 2 respectively).
We must show that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

p € Fr = Q(p) > cllg|2..

It turns out that F' is generated by eigenfunctions for the harmonic oscillator
defined in §5.T.01 Indeed, in dimension 1, F' is spanned by hg, h1 and hy and in
dimension 2 by hgg, h1g, ho1 and hog + ho2.

The outline of this section is as follows. In §5.1] we recall some properties of the
harmonic oscillator H = —A + |z|> and of a lens transform that will be used in
the proof. In §5.2] we show that the proof of Theorem [ reduces to the proof that
Q(p) > 0 for any eigenfunction ¢ of the harmonic oscillator H that is orthogonal
to F. In §5.3 and §5.4] we treat the reduced problem in 1D and 2D respectively
by estimating the values taken by the quadratic form on the eigenfunctions of .

5.1. Preliminaries.

5.1.1. Harmonic oscillator. Consider the linear Schrédinger equation with the
harmonic potential:

1
(5.1) 10ru — §Hu =0, (r,9) e RxRY,

where H = —A + |y|°.

In what follows we briefly recall spectral property of H. We refer to [Car09] and
references therein for more details.

We first review the spectral properties of H in one space dimension. The
spectrum of H consists of positive eigenvalues A\, =2n + 1, n = 0,1,..., and the
corresponding eigenfunctions are

(5.2) () = (—1)" e P20V, e = ——

~ Vnl2n/?’
here the coefficients ¢, are chosen so that |[[h,||%. ®) = /7. Equivalently, these
are the Hermite functions

(5.3) hnly) = %e—m,

with H,(y) being the n*” Hermite polynomial:

Haly) = (~1)" " (™).
Thus, Ho(y) = 1, Hi(y) = 2y, Ha(y) = 4y — 2, Hs(y) = 8y> — 12y, Hu(y) =
16y* — 48y? + 12, etc. These eigenfunctions are orthogonal

(5.4) /R hi(y) hi(y) dy = eV dy = /7w,

1
NOTINCEE /RHJ'(?J) Hy(y)
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and they span L?(R).
In the 2D set up, ¥ = (y1,92) € R2, the spectrum of H consists as well of a
discrete set of positive eigenvalues {\, }nen and, for n € N, one has
Ap = 2n + 2.
To each eigenvalue ), there corresponds a set of eigenfunctions hji(y) with the
property that j + k = n and hji(y) = h;(y1)hi(y2), where the hy,’s are the one-

dimensional eigenfunctions. For example, hoo(y) = e~ W1 is the only eigenfunction
corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue A\ = 2. For \; = 4, the eigenfunctions
are

Io(y) = V2y1e W% and  hoi(y) = V2yp e /2,
for Ay = 6, they are

haoy) = 272(2yf = e M2, hoa(y) = 2712248 — D) W2
and hll(y) = 2y1y26_|y‘2/2‘

5.1.2. The Lens transform. For a function u(t,z) : I x RNV — C, define the lens
tmnsforﬂEl Lu of u by

1 y —q 2 tanT

Lu(ry) = cosNZ 7 " <tan7', COST) e
The new variables (7,y) are defined by t =tan7 and z = -, 7 € (=5, %), and
thus, Lu : tan ' (1) N (=%, %) xRN —» C. If I =R, then Lu: (=%, 2) xRY — C:

the lens transform compactifies the time. For more details see for example [Car(2],
[Tao09] and reference therein.
If u(t, x) solves (LI (for some v € R), then v = Lu(7,y) solves

1
(5.5) 1070 — 57—[11 = —7|v|%v,

and vice versa.
The lens transform preserves the initial data (Lu)(0) = u(0), and thus, the

mass of the solution:
[(Eu)(0)[|g2 = [|u(0)]| 2.

Furthermore, all Strichartz norms are also preserved, in particular:

(R e

N+2 = Jlul| 4 N+2

((=m/2,m/2)xRN) LN ®RxRY)

Example. Let Gy = me"“"f' /2. The solution to the linear Schrodinger
equation (2] is given by (L@). The definition of L shows that the solution
e '3 MGy of (B)) is given by

1

Glry) = e 37 e W2 = (LG (my),

which is consistent with the fact that G is an eigenfunction for the eigenvalue
Ao = N of H (in dimension N = 1,2).

IWe use the name ’lens transform’ as in [Tac09] but it should not be confused with the
pseudo-conformal inversion (5] of Talanov which is sometimes also called the lens transform.
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For later use we note that using the invariance of the initial condition and the
4
L~N*2 norm by the lens transform L, we can rewrite the definition (B3] of the

quadratic form as
N +2 4(N +2) 2
T/"PP"‘ Nz <Re/G090>

N+2)2 [z 40 a2 2(N 42 2 4 o \2
S [ e [ [ abo g
2 2

5.2. Reduction of the problem. We prove here the following proposition:

(5.6) Q(p) =Cs

Proposition 5.1. Assume that the conclusion of Theorem[Z does not hold. Then
there exists an eigenfunction ¢ of H, satisfying the orthogonality relations (9]
and such that Q(y) =

We define
E={pelL? Qp)=0}

Since @ is a real positive quadratic form, we know that E is a real vector space.
Before proving Proposition 5.l we need a few preliminary results.

Lemma 5.2. Let {¢,} be a bounded sequence in L? such that
(5.7) Jim Q(pn) = 0.

Then there exists a subsequence of {@,} that converges strongly in L? to an ele-
ment of E.

Proof. Assume after extraction,

©on — ¢ weakly in L? as n — oo.
Write

(5.8) Q) = g / o + B(o.0).

N+2

where cg = Cs~x= and the symmetric bilinear form B is defined by

Bg,v) = Cg 2 £2) N+2 <Re/Go<p> <Re/Gow>
S ) ()
N+2 / RNGN e’ Ag@) (eiéﬁw).

We will use the following standard property of the Schrédinger linear flow:

Claim 5.3.
b — 0 weakly in L = 2%, — 0 strongly in L3 (R x RM).
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Indeed, by the local smoothing effect [Sjo87! [(CS8&9l, e'22 defines a con-
tinuous map from L?(RV) to L? (R, Hlt/cz (RN )) Using the equation (2]), we see

that it also defines a continuous map from L2(RY) to Hllo/c4 (]RN +1). The claim

follows from the local compactness of the embedding of H'/* in L2
Combining Claim with the decay of G at infinity, we get

(5.9) ¥y, — 0 weakly in L? = B(vp,1,) — 0.

We will show by contradiction that {¢,} is a Cauchy sequence in L2. If not, there
exist sequences of integer {j,}, {k,} that go to oo such that

(5.10) vn, |k, — @jullLz = €0 > 0.
The weak convergence of {¢,} in L? implies
(5.11) Ok, — i, — 0 weakly in L2
Furthermore, (5.7) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (@ is positive) implies

0 < Q@) — ¥r,) < 2(Q(w),) + Q(¥k,)) — 0 as n — oo.
Combining with (5.9]) and (5.I1) one gets

Jim {|pj, = @r, 2 = 0,

contradicting (B.I0). The proof is complete. O
Lemma 5.4. The space E is a finite dimensional vector space over C.

Proof. The space F is a vector space over R. To show that it is a vector space
over C, it is sufficient to show that it is stable by multiplication by i. Let p € F.
Write ¢ = aGy + ¢, with a = [ pGp, so that

(5.12) / 5Gy = 0.

The function iaG is in E and F is stable by addition. To show that i@ € E we
must show that i¢ € E. By (5.0,

Qip) = Q(g) - "N+ D <Re / Go<,5>2

N2
4(N +2) /2 L iy 2
—R Gye ' ! .
ce L et ()

We know that ¢ € E, so Q(¢) = 0 and it suffices to show:

(5.13) <Re/G0¢>>2 =0

7I'/2 4 o 2
(5.14) Re/ / GY eNT (e_Z§H¢) =0.
RN

—7/2
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The first equality follows immediately from (5.12]). Let us show the second equality
in the case N = 2. By (B.12]), ¢ is orthogonal to the first eigenfunction hgy of H.
Thus, e "2} is of the form

_17'7-[()5 o Z anlnze_iT(n1+n2+l)hn1n2 (y)7

(n1,n2)eN?
ni+na>1

where by definition o, n, = [go @(¥)hnyn, (y)dy. It follows from the definition of
hnin, that it is even if ny + ny is even and odd if n; + ng is odd. Expanding

Ty )2 ]
(e‘zf cp> , wWe can write

w/2

/2 . . 2 .

Re/ G(2)e2m- (6—157-[@) — Re/ G2 it Z e ZTm dy dr,
—7/2 JR2 —7/2 m>4

where m > 4 and g, € C* (}RN ) is exponentially decaying. Again, g,, is even if

m is even and odd if m is odd. Then (B.14]) will follow from

/2

(5.15) Re/ / G2(x)e e Mg, (y) dy dr = 0.
—7/2 JR?

We distinguish two cases. If m is odd, then [z, Go(y)*gm(y)dy = 0 (it is the

integral of an odd function on R?), and (5.I5]) follows. If m is even, using that m >

4, we get that f "/ 2 e2T=™m dr = 0, which implies also (5I5). This completes

the proof of (I5:IZI) in the case N = 2. To prove (I5:IZI) in the case N =1 write

_zTH Za e —iT n+ (y)7

n>1

and argue as above. We leave the details to the reader.
It follows immediately from Lemma that the unit ball of (E,| - ||z2) is
compact, concluding the proof of Lemma [5.41 O

We next prove Proposition Bl Let E =FLNE. By definition, E is the
subspace of functions ¢ € L? satisfying Q(¢) = 0 and the orthogonality relations
(C9). By Lemma[54lit is a complex, finite dimensional vector space.

We argue by contradiction, assuming that the conclusion of Theorem [2] does
not hold.

Step 1. Ewmistence of a nontrivial null-space for (). In this step we show that the
negation of Theorem 2limplies that E is not reduced to {0}. Indeed, in this case,
there exists a sequence ¢, in L? such that

(5.16) Vn, g€ FYand nQ(pa) < loull2 = 1.

By Lemma [5.2] a subsequence of {¢,}, converges strongly in L? to some 1) € E.
The condition [|¢y||;2 = 1 implies that |42 = 1 and, in particular, that ¢ # 0.
Furthermore, ¢, € F* for all n and F* is closed, thus, ¥ € F*, which shows as
announced that dim E > 1.

Step 2. Stability by the harmonic evolution.
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In this step we show that E is invariant by e~z H for any 79 € R. As E is
a complex vector space, it is equivalent to show that F is invariant by S(tg) =

_iH—

e~i*5 0 The space F' admits a basis of eigenfunctions of H, thus F is stable
by S(19). To prove that E is stable by S(7p), we rewrite the equation (3.2]) using
the lens transform of §5.1.2]

145 /2 Nt . 2+
(5.17) Cs </ |G0 + (,0|2> / ) /RN ‘E_ZNTGO + 6_157{(’0‘ N dy dr
/2

=Qp) + O (llelz2) -
We will show that the two terms in the first line of (BI7)) do not change when
replacing ¢ by S(79)¢, which will imply that
(5.18) Q(S(r0)¢p) = Q(y);

and thus, that E and E = E N F are stable by S(m)).
By mass conservation

2 —z— i ’H 2
(519) | [Go+S)el = | e G+ e Ry
RN RN

/\ " (Go+ ) :/!Go+cp!2-
Similarly,

/2 N . 2+4
/ ) /N e_ZNTGo +e_Z5HS(TO)cp‘ N
w/2 JR

/2470 2+ w/2 2_’_%
/ / Go + (,0)‘ / / GO + ) :
w/2+70 JRN w/2 RN

The last equality is consequence of the following known identity (see e.g. equality
(2.5) in [Car09]), which can be easily checked by expanding ¢ in the Hilbert basis
of L? given by the eigenfunctions of #:

e—i“;”?-t(’p(y) _ e—iN%e—i%H

This concludes the proof of (G.IS]).

Step 3. End of the proof.

We have shown that e *2% is a a strongly continuous group of operators on the
finite dimensional vector space E. As a consequence, e 27 = ™ for some
A € L(E) (see for example [ENO0, Theorem 2.9 p.11]).

Let f € E. Then

(~y).

—iZH p TA L
hmw _ hmu _Af
7—0 T—=0
This shows that f is in the domain of H and that A f = '”H f. As a conse-

quence, H = 2iA is a continuous linear operator on E. Usmg that E is finite
dimensional, we deduce that H admits an eigenfunction in £, concluding the
proof of Proposition .11 O
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From now on we treat each dimension separately.

5.3. 1D case. In this case, the quadratic form is

65200 Qo) =5 [ lofdy+ 4—\/“; (Re [ 2ot dy)2

9 (3 a2 6 3 . . 2
— %/i /6_23’2 ‘e_lﬁﬂgp‘ dy dr — %Re/i /6_2y2€ZT (e_Z§H<p> dy dr.
-3 -3
Recall that hg is the Oth Hermite function (the eigenfunction corresponding to
Ao =1), and e '3 Hpy =72 e~v/2, Similarly,
hi(y) = V2ye ™2 s e (y) = V23T y eV,
and

holy) = —= (2% — De ¥ /2 s e 5 py(y) = —— 377 (292 — 1) e ¥/2,

V2

then it is easy to check that
Q(ho) = Q(iho) = Q(h1) = Q(ih1) = Q(h2) = Q(ih2) = 0.

Note that for the rest of hj, j > 3, we have e_i%th = e_i(2j+1)%hj, and when
computing the quadratic form Q(h;), we obtain that by orthogonality of {h;} the
second term in (5.20)) is zero. Integration in ¢ over the full circle makes the fourth
term vanish, therefore producing

5,2
Qh) =3 [ ) dy =9 [ 2 s dy.
Since e~ is dominated by e_yz, we estimate the second term by

[y = 25 2

(see [Wan08, Lemma 2.1]). Then, using the following estimate for the central
binomial coefficient

2 4
(5.21) ( m> <—— m>1,

m 3m+ 1

zx/3_w<1—i>>o,

we obtain

V237 + 1
for j > 4. Explicit computation shows that
2/ 1 2
hs) = —~—= for h — (23 — 3y)e Y /2
Q(hs) 3V3 3() \/g( y* —3y)
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and

Sﬁ 1 4 2 _22
Q(hs) = Y2 for ha(y) = —=(dy* — 1242 + 3)e /2,
(h) =575 for haly) = =2y’ —12y" + 3)e

concluding the proof that Q(h;) > 0 for all j > 3.

5.4. 2D case. Recall from §5.1.T]the definitions of the basis h ;. of eigenfunctions
of #. By definition h;j(y) = hj(y1)hi(y2), where {h;} ;>0 is the orthogonal system
in L*(R) of eigenfunctions of the 1D harmonic oscillator. The function hj corre-
sponds to the eigenvalue A, with m = j+k, and \,,, = 2m+2 = 2(j + k) +2. For
a fixed m there are m + 1 independent eigenfunctions hji = hj;m—j, 0 < j < m,
corresponding to \,,. The space F' is exactly

F = spanc { hoo, hot, P10, hoz + hao }-
By Proposition B1] the proof of Theorem 2lin 2D is reduced to the following:

Proposition 5.5. Assume that N = 2. Then

(5.22) Ifa#pBory#0, Q (ahog + Bhog + ’yhll) > 0.

m m
(5.23) If m >3 and Z laj|> #0, then Q Zajhj,m—j > 0.
j=0 5=0

Proof. Let ¢ € L?. By (5.6) with N = 2, we have

52 Q)= [ 1o +2 (ke [ o)

/2 . 2 /2 . . 2
- 4/ / G ‘e_lfﬂcp‘ - 2Re/ G3e™™ (e_Z§H<p> .
w/2 JR2 w/2 JR2

It is easy to check that Q(hgo) = 0.
Let m > 1. Any eigenfunction of H for the eigenvalue 2m + 2 is of the form

m
(525) »Y = Zajhj,m—j'
7=0

If ¢ is of this form, then the second integral in Q(p) vanishes because of the
orthogonality of the h;;’s and so does the last term, since fl/r 32 e2mtdt = 0 as
m € N\ {0}.

Recall that the first eigenfunction for H is hoo(y) = e~ 3lvl?, Using that Gy =

1

. P} 1
=e , we obtain

626 Q) =Blew) Blew) =Re [ gi—iRe [ i
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In particular, if j +k > 1,

</h?(y1)dyl></hﬁ(y2)dyz>
_4</6_y% hz@l)d“)(/e_yg hi(yz)dyz)

(2))!(2K)!
:W(l_ 22G+R)=1 ()2 (k)2 )

33

where in the last line we used the product of Hermite functions from [Wan0O8|

Lemma 2.1]. As expected we get Q(ho1) = Q(h19) = 0.

Define
V) for j+ k —even
Gj k) = § BTOTRVGIVR(EE O ST
0 for j+k —odd.

For a product of two G functions, write
F(m,j, k) = G(j,k)G(m — j,m — k).
Observe that F' is symmetric, i.e.,
F(m,j,k) = F(m,k,j) = F(m,m — j,m —k) = F(m,m — k,m — j).
Note as well that

Q(h],m—]) = 7T(1 - F(m7]7])) ) ] 75 k= B(hj,m—j7hk,m—k) = ﬂ-F(mvj7 k)v

and that for o, 8,y € C

1 1 1
;Q(Oxth + Bhao + vhi1) = Z|Oé - B+ §|7|27

which is equal to zero if and only if « = 8 and 4 = 0. This shows (5:22]).

Let us show ([G.23]).
We have

1 m
—Q > ahjm-;
=0

‘aj‘2 (1 - F(m7,77])) —2|Re Z OéjakF(m,j, k)
]<k7
jt+k—even

<
Il
o

I

> oyl - Z\o@\ Fm.j,j)+ > (o + o)) F(m, j, k)
7=0 7=0

J<k,
jt+k—even

22|a]|2 1- Z F(m7]7k) )

J=0 kel0,m],
jt+k—even
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where we used the symmetry of F' in the last line. By Cauchy-Schwarz, for any
j € [0,m] we obtain

F(m,j):= Y F(m,jk)

kel0,m],
jt+k—even
2% (J + F)2m — (G + k))!
T 92m - : '
2 ke[o,m], VK (m — §){(m — k)! (#)l (m N #)'
j+k—even
1/2
2 Jj+k\ (2m—(j+k)
<
S D SN i [ Gk
ke[0,m],
j+k—even
1/2
JHk\ (2m =+ k)
aps ( itk ) < m — Itk
kG[O,m], 2 2
jt+k—even
2
< — IxIL
= ym X

By elementary combinatorial arguments (see Appendix [Dl) and (Z21), we esti-

mate the term I
2m+1 + 2m\| 1| m+1 (2m+2 n 2m
m+1 m 2 2m4+2\m+1 m
1

4m+1 qm
[2 3(m+1)+ \/

1 1
—4m + .
<\/3m+4 2\/3m+1>

For the term II we use (5.21]), then decompose into fractions:

1% < 4™

1 1
kE[Om \/3 itky 41 \/3(m—#)+1

jt+k—even

1/2
4m
= s 2\ e '
weom, \B(HE) +1 0 3(m— L) 41

Jjt+k—even
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Using the inequality va + b < y/a+ /b, reindexing the summation and estimating
the sum we obtain

gm /2 1 1
M < — +
_\/3m+2§ <\/3l+1 \/B(m—l)—|—1>

g i”: L1
= 737;1 ) 2 \/3l 1 \/3% 1 X{m—even}
amo (2 1
D Y o 3 —"_ 1 - 1 —"_ 1 + e m—even )
3m 1 2 (3( " ) Viom 1 }>

where X {m—cven) = 1 if m is even, 0 if m is odd. Hence,

1 1
Fm,j) <2
(m. ) < [<\/3m+4 - 2v/3m + 1>
1 <2\/3m—|-1—|—1 . 1 ﬂl/?
3m 1 2 3 JIom g 1 Clmeven} ’

which is less than 1 for m > 7. For m = 3,4, 5,6 we provide the values of F(m, j)
in Table [l (which are all smaller than 1). O

m=3F3,0) ] F3,1) [ F(3,2) | F(3,3)
0.841 [0.591 | 0591 |0.841
m =4 F4,0) | FA,1) | F(4,2) | F(4,3) | F(4,4)
0.785 |05 0.664 |05 0.785
m=>5 | F(5,0) | F(5,1) | F(5,2) | F(5,3) | F(5,4) | F(5,5)
0.718 | 0.492 |0573 |0573 |0.492 |0.718
m =6 F(6,0) | F(6,1) [ F(6,2) [ F(6,3) | F(6,4) | F(6,5) | F(6,6)
0.673 |0.454 | 0563 |0.495 |0.563 |0.454 |0.673

TABLE 1. Values of F(m,j) for 3 <m <6.

APPENDIX A. IMPLICIT FUNCTION THEOREM AND ORTHOGONALITY
CONDITIONS

In this appendix we prove Claim By explicit computation,

(Al) VGO = —wGo, AGO = (]w\2 — N)Go
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The preceding identities imply that at the point (0,14, Go):

G = 000, Gt = =5 0G0y —dr VG = —59C + ol G,
(9U5 . 8U5 o _
a—é_o = Zél’GQ, 8x0 = VG() = 6.Z'G0
oUs )

E—:—ym%—wﬁﬁWM%%zgaN—mWwaw%ﬂ%ﬁG@
0

Using the equalities

w2 @ [ura-F. e T2

which follow from the normalization of Gy and ([AJl), we get that the Jacobian
oDk o®k o2k o2k ok . .
<Wf)§v 8_p37 Tg’ T W{f)kﬂ . of @5 with respect to the variables (6o, po, o, To, to)

at the point (0,T;q, Go) is of the form

-1 0 0 0 00 i+0(8
-1 0 0 0 ;+0(8 01 0 0 00 0
0 2 0 0 0 00 -3 0 00 0
0 0 -2 0 0 , 00 0 —3 00 0
o 0 o0 1 0 000 0 30 0
00 0 0 —3+0(8 0o 0 0 0 0 3 0
00 0 0 00 —2+0(

in dimensions N = 1 or 2 respectively. Using that these matrices are invertible,
and that their inverses may be estimated uniformly with respect to d € (0,dp)
(6o small), we deduce from the implicit functions theorem that there exists € > 0
and a constant C' > 0 such that for small ¢, if ||f — Go|l;2 < e, there exists
(9(57 P65 557 Ls, t(S) = (057 F(S) such that

05| + [ps — 1] + [&s| + |z5] + [ts| < C||f — Goll g2 and ®5(05, s, f) = 0.

Applying this to the family {5_1 g(;} 5 of Step 1 in the proof of Proposition B3], we
get as announced that there exists (05, 's) = (05, ps, &s, x5, ts) such that

Jm |05 + |ps — 1 + |&] + [as| + [ts| = 0 and @ (65,T5,0 " g5) =0,

concluding the proof.

APPENDIX B. CONSTANT IN 1D AND THE GENERATING FUNCTION TRICK

By (3.10),
Dy = 6Re/ |G()[*G(t)r(t) dt dx,
where r is the solution to

1
i0pr + éAr +|GI*G =0, r(0,x)=0.
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Let L be the lens transform defined in §5.1.21 By the change of variable t = tan T,
x=-"L 1€ (-7/2,7/2), we get

cos T’

w/2 _
Dy :6Re// ILG|* TG Lr dr dy.
RJ—7/2

By the example at the end of §5.1.2] LG = —L e_”/ze_yzm, and thus,

Yy
6 /2 5y2/2 it /2
(B.1) D; = ——Re eV 2T 2 dr dy.
/4 RJ—7/2
Denote 7 = Lr. An explicit computation shows that 7 solves
1 1 i 5
0,7 — SHT + —e e =0, #(0,y) = 0.
Tl
By Duhamel’s formula
i iT T io iaH 5,2
(B.2) r(T,y) = ¢ 2 / e 2e2 (e‘iy > do.
™ 0

Decompose

_ 5,2
e 2¥ = E akhk

k>0

with {hy}’s as in (52]) or (B3], and
Hhk = )\khk = (Qk + 1) hk.
Then the coefficients «a4’s are given by
1 [t
(B.3) o == /_ T ) dy.
Note that for k odd, the eigenfunction hj is odd, and thus, the corresponding

coefficient aj, = 0. In the end of this appendix we compute the rest of (even)
coefficients using a generating function trick of Wang [Wan08| and obtain

(25)!

B.4 agj = (—1) X :
( ) 25 ( ) 3]\/§j'
Since
ezioH <e‘gy2) = ape?hg + Z apeF T,
k>1
by (B.2) we have
~ ;- . Qg —ikT
(B.5) F(1,y) = me 2| T ho(y)—12?(l—e Vhi(y)

k>1
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Substituting 7 back into (B.I]), we obtain that the zeroth term from (B.3]) vanishes
when integrating in 7, and thus,

D1=%Re// e~ 3Y Zak — e * Ny (y) dr dy
w2 2 E>1
6
=— EI%Re/2 (1—6_”‘”) dT/e 2Y" hy(y) dy
T2 g>1 3
6 «
= 5 Z ?k =T \/7_Tak,
T2 p>1

where we have used fw/% e T dr = 0if k is even, and a4 = 0 if k is odd. By

(B.4) and keeping only even terms (k = 2j), we have

6 (ag)? 1 (2)!
(B.6) Dy=—-3" Tl ; 75

Jj=1

and since szI jg(f{)'iﬁ ~ 0.2724, we get

1

—0.2724 ~ 0.0867.
Z k 9’“ k" T
T

Proof of (BA4).

Here we compute coeflicients of decomposition of ¢~2%" in Hermite basis, adapt-
ing a method from [Wan0g|. Recall the k-th Hermite polynomial Hy,

Hk(x) _z?

) = e
We have
1 teo 2
(B.7) ap = Hy(z) e 3" da.

Vok kl

Using the generating function representation

2 —t2 B "
(B'8) et :ZmHn($)y

n=0
we observe that it is equivalent to
2 —+00
2.t /3y (-L 2 t"
e V3V <\/§) x e"31° = ZmHn(:E),
n=0 "

on the other hand, using (B.8]) again on the left side

o0

S () ()« Sk (2) = 5

J=0
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Expanding the product on the left-hand side and identifying the powers of ¢, we
get

_ ! (=2)*
_(\/g)"]vg;:n k . <\/§$)

€T

Integrating both sides against e~ 2, we obtain

%/Hn(a;) e 3 dy = (\/%)n Z:: (]_'i)'k /RHj( 3x) e 3 dy
1

Thus by (5.4
1 / a2 1 (—2)F  —
— | Hy(z)e ™" de = ——— —= /27 jldo;\/m
n! (v/3)n+l j+§;:n jl k! J
0 if n is odd;
- % if n is even, n = 2k.

Thus,

= 322 (2k)! (=2)* v
/_oo Hy(w) €™ dr = k! (y/3)2k+17

which by (B.1) implies that

KV (2K)!
age = (1) PONCTTh
APPENDIX C. CONSTANT IN 2D
Claim C.1.
Dy = i In %
2r 3
Proof. Recall from (B8] the definition of r. By ([B.10) we must show

1 4
2

:—l —.

Re//|G| Grdtdr=cIng

We will prove this result by direct computation of the integral, which is essentially
an integral of a Gaussian function (in x) and rational functions (in s and t).

By (L8],

[ (R,
= 2 s .
r(t, x) 7T3/2/0 (1—1—2’3)(1—1—32)6 e s
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Noting that

2
itA —a\xP) _ 1 e
¢ (e A5 20y ¢ T Rea>0,
we get
i t 1 _@ 3—is ; d
t = 1+s24(s+31)(t—s )
rte) = 55 /0 i)+ A3 —s)° ’
Let
1 2 1 3—1is
_ 2 : _ ~ _
A = 145"+ (s+3i)(t—s) = 1+st+3i(t—s), B = 5 (1 P ti—7t > .
Thus
2 i [ 1 2p
IGI*Gr=— e~ 1P B g,

™ Jo (1+82)(1—it)(1+1is)A
Integrating in space we obtain
1

. t
1
— d
w2/0 A+2)(1—i)1+is)AB "
. .

(C.1) |GG rde =
R2

t
i
o2 /0 (1 —at)(1+1is)(3(1 + st) + 5i(t — s))
By fraction decomposition with respect to the variable s,

ds.

Re [(1 T i) (B30 T 5t) £ 5i(t = s))}

_ Re [ 1 ( i n 51 — 3t ﬂ
8(1+t2) \1+is 3+ 5it+ (3t —5i)s
1 s 25(t —s) — 9t(1 + ts)
8(1 + t2) <1 +s2  9(1+ts)?+25(t — s)2> '
Integrating with respect to the variable s and coming back to (CIl) we get:

_ 1 In(l1+t3)+2In3—1 2512
Re< |G|2Grdx>: n(l+#) +2In3 — In(9 + 25¢7)
RZ

1672 14 2

Finally, we compute the space-time norm:

/ Re (/ |G|2@rd:p> dt
—00 R2
1  In(1 + t?) > dt  In(9 + 25t2)
=— — 21 — — = ).
1672 </_OO e O n3/_001+t2 /_OO are ¢

We have
/OO b
I IEE=) R

By the change of variable ¢ = tan7, 7 € (—7/2,7/2) and the classical formulas

at VEF
# 7a>‘b‘7

/2 In(cos 7) dr = —g In2, / In(a+bcosT)dr = wln (
0 0
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one gets

o 2 % In (1 + £2
/ mO+258) _ o 1o / W (4) o
o (1+17) o (1+1%)

We leave the details of the computations to the reader. Combining the preceding
equalities, we obtain as announced

/ Re < ]G!zérda:> dt = i(ln4 —1In3).
R2 8w

—00

APPENDIX D. BOUND OF A SUM OF BINOMIAL COEFFICIENTS

Let m > 1 and j € {0,...,m}. In this appendix we sketch the proof of the
following inequality

(D.1) Z (] —|— k:> <2m - (;7 —|— k‘)> < %<2m:—11> n %<2m>‘
ke{0,...,m} J m=J m m
j+k even

Forn € N*, let I,, = {1,...,n}. Let P(I2,,+1) be the set of all subsets of I, 1.
Define Oy, j C P(Iam+1) and Eyp, j C P(Iam+1) as follows: a subset of Iy, is in
Om,; (respectively, E, ;) if it has m 4 1 elements a1 < a2 < ... < @py1 and if
aj+1 is odd (respectively, even). Then for fixed j € {0,...,m},

ke{0,...,m}

Jj+k even
Let us construct a one-to-one map ®; from O,,; to the disjoint union of E,, ;
and the set of m-elements subsets of I5,,. Let S be a set which is in O, ;, and
a1 < ag < ... < ap41 its m + 1 elements. Then if j > 1 and a; < aj41 — 1, or
j = 0 and a; > 1, we denote by ®;(S) the element of E,,; {ai,...,a;,aj41 —

1,aj42,...,amy1} (i.e obtained from S by shifting only the element a;; to the
left). If a; = aj41 — 1, or j = 0 and a; = 1, we denote by ®;(S) the subset
{a1,...,a;,a542,...,am} of Is,. The mapping ®; is clearly one-to-one: in the

first case one can recover S by shifting the j+ 1 element of ®;(S) to the right. In
the second case, by adding to the set ®;(.5) the element b; 4+ 1 (1 if j = 0), where
b; is the jth element of ®;(5). Finally we obtain:

2m 2m +1 2m
Onsl < 1Ensl 4 (20) < (30 1) = 10wl + (21).

which yields (D).
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