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Existence of a ground state and scattering for a nonlinear
Schrodinger equation with critical growth

Takafumi Akahori, Slim Ibrahim, Hiroaki Kikuchi and Hayato Nawa

Abstract

We study the energy-critical focusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation with an energy-
subcritical perturbation. We show the existence of a ground state in the four or higher
dimensions. Moreover, we give a sufficient and necessary condition for a solution to
scatter, in the spirit of Kenig-Merle [16].

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the following nonlinear Schrédinger equation.
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where ¢ = 1(x,t) is a complex-valued function on R? x R (d > 3), A is the Laplace
operator on R, 2% := 2 + ﬁ and f: C — C is a continuously differentiable function in

the R%-sense. We specify the nonlinearity f later (see the assumptions (AQ)—(AS]) below);
Especially, we assume the Hamiltonian structure (see (AIl) below), so that there exists a
function F' € C%(C,R) such that the Hamiltonian for (NLI) is given by

1 1 1 .
M) = 5 IVl = 5 [P0 = g el (1)

+AY A+ f(¥) + [ 2 =0, (NLS)

Moreover, we assume that f satisfies the mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical condi-
tion (see ([AD) and (AG])). Hence, the equation (NLS)) is considered to be a perturbed one
0
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Here, the Hamiltonian for (NLSg) is

+ AP+ [9)F "2 = 0. (NLS)

1 *
Ho(u) = 5 IVulfe — o llul7z- - (1.2)
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It is well-known that the equation dose not have an oscillatory standing wave;
In contrast, has the non-oscillatory solution

a—2

W(z) = (%) . zeRL (1.3)

Our first aim is to show that a suitable perturbation f gives rise to an oscillatory
standing wave for d > 4. In other words, we intend to prove that for d > 4 and w > 0,
there exists a solution to the elliptic equation

— Au+wu — f(u) — |ul? "2u=0, uwe HY(RY)\ {0}. (1.4)
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In particular, we show the existence of a ground state for d > 4 (see Theorem [[T] and
Remark [Tl below); A ground state means a solution to (I4]) which minimizes the action
S, among the solutions, where

So(u) = g )22 + H(u). (1.5)

We remark that, in [I], the same authors considered the case f(z) = pu|z|P~'z with
pweERand 2, — 1 <p<2¥—1 (2, :zQ—i—%), and proved that if d > 4, then for any p > 0
and w > 0, there exists a ground state; on the other hand, if d > 3 and u < 0, or d = 3

d—2
1

and p/w 2 =(D) g sufficiently small, then the equation (L)) has no solution.
In this paper, we extend the result in [I] to a wider class of perturbations including

£ =l e e, (16)

where k € N, pq, ..., up >0and 2, — 1 <p; < -+ <pp <2 —1.

Our second aim is to give a necessary and sufficient condition for solutions to scatter, in
the spirit of Kenig-Merle [I6], for d > 5 (see Theorem [[L21 below); Precisely, we introduce a
set A, 4 (see (LI8) below) and prove that any solution starting from A, ; exists globally
in time and asymptotically behaves like a free solution in the distant future and past.
Although we can introduce the set A, 4 for d > 3, the scattering result is open in d = 3,4,
as well as the equation (see [18]).

Now, we state our assumption of the perturbation f. We first assume that
of of
- Yy=2
0z 0z
For the Hamiltonian structure and mass conservation law, we assume that there exists a
real-valued function F' € C%(C,R) such that

f(0) (0) =0. (A0)

OF OF
F(0) = — = S|z | = Al
(0) =0, °E 1, \s[zaz ] 0, (A1)
so that Zf(z) € R for any z € C. Besides, we assume that
F>0. (A2)
This assumption (A2]) rules out the case F(z) = —1!%|z|p+1 (or f(z) = —|z|P~'2) for which

the Pohozaev identity shows that there is no solution to (IL4)).
To ensure the existence of ground state, we further need the monotonicity and convexity
conditions, like in [I3]: Define the operator D by
99 99

Dg(z) := za(z) + 232

Then, we assume that there exists g > 0 such that

(2) for g € C1(C,C). (1.7)

(D — 2, — e)F >0, (A3)
(D —2)(D — 2, —¢g9)F >0. (A4)

The conditions ([A2), (A3) and (Ad]) imply that
D?F > (2, +€0)DF > (24 + £0)*F > 0. (1.8)



Finally, we make an assumption so that f satisfies the mass-supercritical and energy-
subcritical growth, like in [I3]: Fix a cut-off function x € C*°(R) such that x(u) = 1 for
lul] <1 and x(u) =0 for |u| > 2, and put f<i(u) = x(u)f(u) and f>; := f — f<;. Then,
we assume that there exist p; and po such that 2, — 1 < p; < py < 2* — 1, and

/ ‘aggl (u)‘ ‘agél (u) 5 |u|p1—1 lf d _ 3,4’
z z
0 0 0 0
22t - 220+ |2 - SR S Gl el itz nz2
%20 - 220+ (22w - 22| S o 14> 5, pr <2
(A5)
and
||| s e
0 0 0 0
)= 22|+ [P - 20|l bl iz, g2
'8£§1(u)_ 8£§1(U)'+'O£§1(u)_ agél(v) S‘u_v’pzfl ifd257 p2<2.

(A6)
As mentioned above, we prove the existence of a ground state to the equation (I.4])
under the assumptions (AQ)-([AG). To this end, for any w > 0, we introduce a variational

value my,:
my, = inf {Sw(u) uwe H (RY)\ {0}, K(u) = 0} , (1.9)
where
d d
lC(u) = —/H(TAU) = —SN(TAU)
dA a=1 A A=1
(1.10)
d .
—IVulle =5 [ (DF=2F) ()~ Jull
Rd
and Ty is the L?-scaling operator, i.e.,
(Thu)(x) :== )\%u()\x). (1.11)

It is well-known(see, e.g., [4 [19]) that the minimizer of (L9 becomes a ground state to
(T4). Thus, it suffices to show the existence of the minimizer.

In order to find the minimizer of the variational problem (L9]), we need two auxiliary
variational problems; The first one is

A, = inf {Iw(u)

uwe HY(RH\ {0}, K(u) < 0} , (1.12)

where

(1.13)

w 2 d 1 2%
=Sl +§ [ (DF=2F) (0 + 5 el
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and the other one is

o = inf {HVUH%Q

ue HY(RY), [jul| 2 = 1} . (1.14)

An advantage of the problem (LI2]) is that the functional Z, is positive thanks to (A3]),
and the constraint /' < 0 is stable under the Schwarz symmetrization. Moreover, we have;

Proposition 1.1. Assume d > 3, w > 0 and the conditions (AQ)-(AG). Then, it holds
that

(i) my, = My,
(ii) Any minimizer of the variational problem for my, is also a minimizer for my,.

The reason why we need the variational problem (LI4]) is the following relation between
m,, and o:

Lemma 1.2. Assume d > 4, w > 0 and the conditions (AQ)—(AG). Then, we have

1 4a
my < S0k, (1.15)

Here, it is worthwhile noting that the function W given in (L3)) relates to the value o:

i HT;\VWH; = HT&WH?; for any A > 0, (1.16)

where T} denotes the H L_scaling operator, i.e.,
(Tiu)(z) := )\%u()\x). (1.17)

Since the proof of Lemma is similar to the one of Lemma 2.2 in [I], we omit it.
Using Lemma [[L2] we can find:

Theorem 1.1. Assume d > 4, w > 0 and the conditions (AQ)—([A6l). Then, there exists a
minimizer of the variational problem for m,,.

Remark 1.1. (i) We find from Proposition [L1l (i) that m,, = m, > 0.

(ii) It is necessary that d > 4; For, when f(u) = plu[P*~ u with a sufficiently small > 0,
there is no minimizer of the variational problem for m,, (see [1]).

(iii) As mentioned above, a minimizer of the variational problem for m,, becomes a ground

state to (ILA) (see [4) [19]).

In order to state our scattering result, we introduce a set A, 4:

Ay = {u e HY(RY)

Sw(u) <mey, K(u) > O.} . (1.18)

Then, we have:

Theorem 1.2. Assume d > 5, w > 0 and the conditions (AQ)—([AG). Then, any solution )
to (NLS) starting from A, 4 exists globally in time. Furthermore, the solution 1 scatters
in HY(RY), i.e., there exist ¢4, ¢_ € H'(R?) such that

Hm [|¢(t) — ¢y | ;0 = lim |o(t) — e o_]| ;1 = 0. (1.19)

t—+o0 t——o0



This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we summarise basic properties of the
functionals S,,, K and so on. In Section Bl we give proofs of Proposition [[.Tl and Theorem
[LT1l In Section M, we introduce Strichartz type spaces and discuss the well-posedness for
the equation (NLS)). In Section [, we give a long-time perturbation theory which plays an
important role to prove the scattering result(Theorem [[2)). In Section [6] we prove Theo-
rem by showing the existence of the so-called critical element in a reductive absurdity.

Finally, we give several notation used in this paper:

Notation.
1. 4 4
20:=24 -, =24 o (1.20)
2. p )
Sp = 5 p—) for p > 1. (1.21)

3. We denote the Holder conjugate of ¢ € (1,00) by ¢/, i.e, ¢ = q_Ll.

4. Let A and B be two positive quantities. The notation A < B means that there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that A < C'B, where C can depend on d, ¢ in ([A3), p; in

(A7), po in (Af) and a given w.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we give basic properties of functionals S, K and so on.
We first summarize easy fact of calculation, without the proofs:

d d 1
o Se(Du) = = H(Thu) = TK(Thw), (2.1)
d d ,
— | (DF = aF)(Tyu) = -~ | (D*F = (24 a)DF + 2aF)(Thu) for any o € R.
d)\ Rd 2)\ Rd
(2.2)
We also see from ([2.2) together with (A3]) and (A4) that
d
— DF —2F ) (T > 2.
a (DF —2,F ) (Tau) >0 (2.4)
d)\ Rd - ’

L oo}

%{%/}Rd(DF—QF)(TAu)}ZO- (2.6)

Next, we give important properties of the functionals I and Z,:



Lemma 2.1. Assume d > 3 and conditions (AQ)—[A6l). Then, we have:
(i) For any non-trivial function u € H'(RY), there exists a unique \(u) > 0 such that

>0 if 0<\< M),
K(Tu) < =0 if A= Au), (2.7)
<0 if A>A(u).

(i)

d
al'w(TAu) >0 for any A >0, (2.8)

so that Z,(T\u) is monotone increasing with respect to A > 0.
(iii)
d? 1
3= ) < 32

and S,,(Thu) is concave on [A(u),00).

K(T\u) for any A >0 (2.9)

Proof of Lemma 2. We see from (A3]) and ([A4]) that (T\u) > 0 for any sufficiently small
A > 0. We also have

K(Tau) < X2 Vaul3s = A2 Jul[3s — —0c0  as A — oo. (2.10)

Hence, there exists A\g > 0 such that I(T),u) = 0. Since (2.6)) shows )\—IQIC(T)\U) is monotone
decreasing with respect to A, we find that (i) holds.

Using (2.4]), we easily obtain (2.8]).
A direct calculation together with ([2.1), 22) and (A4) gives (Z9). Moreover, (2.9)
together with (Z7]) shows the concavity of S, (Thu). O

3 Variational problems

In this section, we give the proofs of Proposition [[LT] and Theorem [L.I1
First, we prove Proposition [Tt

Proof of Proposition [L1l (i) We shall prove m,, = m,,. Let {u,} be a minimizing sequence
of the variational problem for my,, i.e., {u,} is a sequence in H'(R?)\ {0} such that

,}LIEOIW(U") = My, (3.1)
K(un) <0 for any n € N. (3.2)

Then, it follows from (7)) in Lemma [2.1] that for each n € N, there exists A, € (0,1] such
that K(T, un) = 0. This together with (28] leads us to that

My < Sw(Ta, un) = Ly(Ta, un) < Ly(upn) = My + 0n(1). (3.3)

Hence, taking n — oo, we have m,, < m,. On the other hand, since

mey < inf Z,(u)= inf S,(u)=my, (3.4)
ue H1\{0} ue HI\{0}
K(u)=0 K(u)=0

we have m < m. Hence, it holds that m,, = m,,.



(ii) We shall show that any minimizer of the variational problem for m,, is also a one for m,,.
Let Q. be a minimizer for 7, i.e., Q, € H'(R?)\ {0} with £(Q.) < 0 and Z,(Q.,) = 7,
Since 7, = S, — %IC and m,, = my, it is sufficient to show that £(Q,) = 0. Suppose the
contrary that K(Q,) < 0. Then, it follows from (27 that there exists 0 < A\g < 1 such
that K(Tx,Qw.) = 0. Moreover, we see from the definition of m,, and (2.8) that

mw < I(T)\OQw) < Iw(Qw) - Tfﬁun (35)
which is a contradiction. Hence, (@) = 0. O
Next, we give the prove of Theorem [Tt

Proof of Theorem [l In view of Proposition [T (ii), it is sufficient to show the existence
of a minimizer of the variational problem for m,,. Let {u,} be a minimizing sequence for
my,. We denote the Schwarz symmetrization of u, by w). Then, we have

K(uy) <0 forany n € N, (3.6)
Jgrr;olw(un) = My, (3.7)

Besides, extracting some subsequence, we may assume that
To(uy) <14my, for any n € N, (3.8)
which together with (L) gives us the boundedness of {u?} in L?(R%) and L% (R9):

sup flupllr2 S 1, supllugllpe S 1. (3.9)
neN neN

Moreover, using the Sobolev embedding, ([3.8]), the boundedness in L? and the growth
conditions ([A3]) and (A6, we obtain that

d(p1—1)

2 2 +1 2 = 2*
lunllzer S IVunlize S lunllfore + lupllzes S il + luglizes - (3.10)
This together with ([B.9]) shows that
sup L S 1. (3.11)

neN

Now, since {u*} is radially symmetric and bounded in H'(R?), there exists a radially
symmetric function Q € H'(R%) such that

Jlim u) = Q  weakly in HY(RY), (3.12)
lim uf = Q strongly in LI(R?) for 2 < q < 2%, (3.13)
lim_ iy (2) = Q(x)  for almost all x € RY, (3.14)
Lo (uy,) = Lis(uy — Q) — T (Q) = on(1), (3.15)
K(uy) — K(uy, — Q) = K(Q) = 0n(1). (3.16)

This function @ is a candidate for the minimizer.



We shall first show that ) is non-trivial. Suppose the contrary that @) is trivial. Then,
it follows from (B8] and BI3) that

0 > limsup K(u,,) = 2limsup {||Vu;||ig - Hu"H%}} ; (3.17)
so that
. 2 P *(12*
lim sup [|Vu, [z < liminf flu,|[7- - (3.18)

Moreover, this together with the definition of o (see (ILI4])) gives us that

2(d—2)
limsup | Vu? |72 > o liminf |[uf |32+ > o limsup [Vugll 24 (3.19)
n—o00 n—00 n—00

so that
d
2

o - (3.20)

< lim sup [V |25 < liminf
n—00 n—00
Hence, if @ is trivial, then we see from Proposition [T, (A3]) and (3:20) that

~ . * . 1 % 112% 1 4
My = Ty = lm Lo, (up) 2 Uminf = flug |7 > S0z (3.21)

However, Lemma [[2] shows that this is a contradiction. Thus, @ is non-trivial.

Next, we shall show that K£(Q) < 0. Suppose the contrary that K£(Q) > 0. Then, it
follows from (3.6 and (B.16) that C(u), — @) < 0 for any sufficiently large n € N, so that
(270) in Lemma[2Tlshows that there exists a unique A, € (0, 1) such that (T}, (u; —Q)) =
0. Then, we see from (28] in Lemma 2.1 and (3.15) that

My < To(Ty, (u, — Q)
< Iw(u;; - Q) - Iw(u;;) - Iw(Q) + On(l) (3'22)
= My, — Z,(Q) + on(1).

Hence, we conclude that Z,,(Q) = 0. However, this contradicts that @) is non-trivial. Thus,
K@) <0.

Since @ is non-trivial and K(Q) < 0, we see from the definition of m,, that
i < 7,(Q). (3.23)
Moreover, it follows from ([B.I5) and [B.1) that

7,(Q) < liminf 7, (uy) < my,. (3.24)

n— o0

Combining (3:23)) and [B.24]), we obtain that Z,(Q) = m,,. In particular, we have m,, =
my, > 0. Thus, we have completed the proof. O

4 Well-posedness

In this section, we discuss the local well-posedness result in the energy critical case (see

[8) 14} 200).

Let us begin with the notion of admissible pairs: A pair of space-time indices (g,7) €

[2,00] % [2,00] is said to be L?-admissible, if % = %(% - %) In particular, (2,00),



(Q(djz), Z(dJQ)), (Q‘ilgd:f), 2(67_4_22)), (d?éi;)z()}'gz)lzg, (d+2)2(p_1)) and (2*,2) are L2-admissible

pairs. For any L?-admissible pair (g,7), we have

it A
HeZt u| L7(R,L9) S llullze (4.1)
and for any L?-admissible pairs (g1,71) and (g2, 72),
ERTTRTIN
—t/ / /
/t A () g S0l g pony  for amy to € R. (4.2)
0 L1 (R,LA1)
These estimates are called the Strichartz estimates. .
Generally, a pair (g,r) € [2,00] x [2,00] is called H*-admissible, if 2 = d <% - % - 3)

(cf. [12,[17]). In particular, the pair ((d+2)2(p_1), (d+2)2(p_1)) is the diagonal H*-admissible
pair.

In order to mention the local well-posedness result, we need to introduce several space-
time function spaces. Let I be an interval. Then, we introduce Strichartz-type function
spaces:

S(I):=L>®(I,L*) N L*(I,L%), (4.3)
— ( )(p—1)
Vp(I) — L(d+2)2(p 1 (I,Ldfdjl:gf(pfl)178)’ (4.4)
W, (1) == L5552 (1, L, (4.5)
V) =V, (1) = L5 (1, 1 4
[ — — d—2 d 4
() 1+ﬁ() (’ + )’ (6)
2(d+2) 2(d+2)
W(I) =Wy, s (I)= L& (1L, (4.7)
—2
1
T
1A
2

Q=

o 1 2

2% d(p—1)

N[

Figure 1: Strichartz type spaces



It is worthwhile noting that for any 1 + % <p<g<l+ d%? we have

s q—1 < s q—1 _
V1 Gl 0] o s S Ul iy for s =00 (4

and
p—1 p—1

1—
lullw, iy S VP ully, oy < NVl oy ey IVl ) - (4.9)

is L2-admissible.

2d(d+2)(p—1) (d+2)(p—1))
2p

Here, the Holder conjugate of( Ad6) (p—T)=8

Theorem 4.1 (Well-posedness in H'). Assume d > 3 and (AQ)-([A6). Then, we have:
(i) Let 1o € H'(RY), I be an interval, to € I and A > 0. Assume that

Yol < A (4.10)

Then, there exists § > 0 depending on A with the following property; If

it—to)A <4 4.11
[metsy| <6 (4.11)
then there exists a solution 1 € C(I, H'(RY)) to (NLI) such that
P(to) = o, (4.12)
KV)Pllsy < 1ol s (4.13)
t to A
19l < 2 (D)2 | (4.14)

(ii) Let I be an interval. Suppose that 1,1bs € C(I, HY(R?)) are two solutions of (NLJ)
with 11(ty) = Pa(to) for some ty € I. Then, 1y = )a.

Furthermore, let 9 € O(Imax, H'(R?)) be a solution to (NLI), where Iax is the mazi-
mal time interval on which the solution v exists (Note here that by (i), Imax must be open).
Then, we have:

(iii) The following conservation laws hold; For any t,ty € Inax,

M) = [lp ()] 72 = M(3(to)), (4.15)
H((t) = H(¥(to)), (4.16)
Sw((t)) = S, (Y(to)) for any w € R, (4.17)
P((t) =S 9 Vi (z, t)(x,t) dv = P((to)). (4.18)

(iv) If Tiax == sup Imax < +00, then
HTMWPI(E T )W ([T, Tona)) = for any T € Iyax. (4.19)

A similar result holds, when Tyin := inf L, > —o00.

10



(V) If

”wuwpl (Imax)mw(lmax) < OO’ (420)
then Tiax = 400, Thin = —00, and there exist ¢4, p_ € Hl(Rd) such that
. it . it
Jim (e) =B = tim o) — o || =0, (@21)

Proof of Theorem [{-1 We first prove (i). Let ¢ > 0 be a sufficiently small constant speci-
fied later; In particular, we take § < 1 . Suppose that

i(tfto )A
v Yolly,.

<. (4.22)

We see from the Strichartz estimate that there exists C's; > 0 depending only on d such
that '
HeZtAuHS(R) < Cyt ||lull 2 - (4.23)

We define the space Y (I) and the map T by
(V)ully,, (1) < 2[[(V)ell-0)8y,

Pp— u ! d
Y([) = { € C(LH (R )) ”<V>UHS(I) < QCSt ”¢0”H1

val(n ’ } ’ (4.24)

t
T (u) == ')Ay — / AL Flu) 4 [u> "2u ) (¢) dt. (4.25)
to
We can verify that Y'(I) becomes a metric space with the metric p(u,v) := [[u — v|[gp.

We shall show that 7 maps Y (I) into itself for sufficiently small 6. The Strichartz

estimate, together with (AH), (Adl), (£S), [E3) and [@22]), gives us that

T @y, 1) < [0

Vi, (I)

_ 2% — 1
LA G e Y e s N A T
(4.26)

< [[(@pete oy,

Vi (1)

+O(1+ APP1 4 A2 = (1)) gpr—] H<v>ei(t_t0)A¢0

)

Vpy (1)

where C' is some universal constant. Hence, taking § sufficiently small depending on A, we
obtain

<2 it—to)A : 4.2
T @)y, 1y < 2][(F)e wl, (4.27)
Similarly, taking § sufficiently small depending on A, we have

VT (W) lls(ry < 2Cst [[¢oll 1 - (4.28)

Next, we shall show that 7 is contraction in (Y (), p) for sufficiently small § > 0. Take
any u,v € Y/(I). Then, we have in a way similar to the estimate ([A26]) that

p(T (w), T () = T () = T )l

) (4.29)
S (L+ 4277 4 ATy, ),

11



which shows that if § is sufficiently small depending on A, then 7 is contraction.
Thus, the claim (i) follows from the contraction mapping principle in (Y (), p).
We omit the proof of (ii) and (iii).
We prove (iv) by contradiction. Assume Ty,ax < 400, and suppose the contrary that

‘WHWPI([To,Tmax))ﬂW([To,Tmax)) < oo for some Ty € Iax. (4.30)

In particular, we have
Pl (7 T Wy (7. Tonas) )W (T, Tona)) = O (4.31)

In view of (i) in this theorem, it suffices to show that hj{n (t) exists strongly in
H max

H'(RY). We further reduce this to proving that for any sequence {t,} in [Ty, Tinax) With
lim t, = Thax, {€ 29 (t,)} is Cauchy sequence in H'(R?). Let us prove this. Put
n—o0

p3 =1+ ﬁ as well as the above. The Strichartz estimate together with (4.8]) yields that

He_it"A¢(tn) _ —Zth¢ HHI
t syl *
< swp | [ A L)+ P e} () af
t€ftmtn] I/ tm H1 (4.32)

3
1
S I, (s T D Hiﬂ\%/pj([tm,me)) :
j=1

We see from ([@31) and @32) that {e~*?4)(t,)} is Cauchy sequence in H'(R%), provided
that
”<V>wHVp1([T,TmaX)) < oo for some T € [Ty, Tynax)- (4.33)

We shall prove ([@33]). By ([@31]), we can take T € [Ty, Tinax) such that

—1
Z Hw‘ pJ leTmax << 1 (434)
Then, an estimate similar to ([32) gives us that

1
HVYlvy 1 ey < CIETD s + 5 1090, 13 7y (4.35)

for some universal constant C' > 0, from which we immediately obtain the desired result

E33).

Next, we prove (v). We see from the contraposition of (iv) that Tiax = +oo and
Tiin = —00. Moreover, an argument similar to the proof of (iv) shows that there exists
b4, ¢ € H(R?) such that (@ZI) holds. O

Proposition 4.1 (see [8]). Assume d > 3. Let ¢ € H'(R?), let to € R U {#00} and let
A > 0. Assume that
Vel 2 < A (4.36)

Then, there exists § > 0 depending on A with the following property; If

||V¢||L2(R) <9, (4.37)

12



then there exists a global solution v € C(R, H'(R%)) to (NLSg) such that

Ib(to) = ¢ if to € R,
) 4.
Jim [[4(6) — 0] 1 =0 if 1y € {00}, 3
IVYllswy S VOl L2 - (4.39)

We can control the Strichartz spaces by a few spaces. Indeed, we have:

Lemma 4.2. Assume d > 3. Let I be an interval, A, B > 0, and let u be a function such
that

HUHLOO(I,HI) <A, HUHWPI(I)OW(I) < B. (4.40)

Let € > 0 and suppose that

H(V) (z%u + Au+ f(u) + |u|2*_2u>

2(d+2) 2(d+2) <e. (4.41)
L d+4 (I,L d+a )

Then, we have

[{(V)ullgy S C(A, B) +e, (4.42)
where C(A, B) is some constant depending on A and B.

Proof of Lemma[{.42 We rewrite the function u by

t
u(t) = 1Ay (1) + Z/ elt=tha (21(?9 + Au) (t)dt for any tg € I, (4.43)

to
where the equality is taken in the weak sense. Then, the Strichartz estimate together with
(4.8)) and ([A.A4I)) gives us that
2 4
1 s
1% Yell sy < utto)lls + S 10TV ully, o Il + PVl sl + <

k=1
(4.44)
: Pr—1 s
<A+ IVl gy B + (V)ully ) BT + e
Here, we see from the Holder inequality that
[{V)ully, oy < ||UI|Loo{l,+§}§” VIV )u Hﬁ(?f’w”
(4.45)
< A" @D = D |{V)u H(‘HQ“}U forany1+§<p§1+ﬁ.
Combining ([£.44) with (£45)), we easily verify that the desired result (€.42]) holds. O
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5 Perturbation Theory

The derivative of our nonlinearity is no longer Lipschitz continuous when d > 5; It is merely
Hoélder continuous of order p —1 > %. Thus, to establish the long-time perturbation theory
(see Propositions (.6, we need some idea. We will employ the exotic Strichartz estimate

(see [11] and [20]).

Assume that d > 5. We define o by s, =1 — spl, ie.,

4d(p1 — 1) 4d 4
=1 14— 1+— . 5.1
A =) =16 S\ T #&_—2d+8  Td—2 (5.1)
Let (p,v) and (p*,~v*) be the pairs such that
1+ 2* 1 1 1
_a+1+4 7 __d ) ’ (5.2)
2 vy 2\2 p d
1 df1 1 s
* L / —=1-= - = ol
P P r* 2 (2 ,0+ d) (5:3)

Note here that « and p are monotone decreasing with respect to p;.
Our exotic Strichartz norms are as follow:

LV(I,Le)’ (5-4)

4
lullpscry = IV

(5.5)

lullpseqr) = |IV17714] .
ES*(I) L (1,10

Since (p,7) are H'~ 71 -admissible (H®*-admissible) with M <y < oo (d>h),
we see that

% %
HUHES(I) < HuHiw "J}SHI ||<V>u||vfls(1) for some 0 < Opg < 1, (5.6)
[l 02 S lullgsry » (5.7)

Ly (I,L % Hde—apspy

where ( 7) is L2-admissible.

2
___ap
d?+dp—4psp,

Lemma 5.1 (Exotic Strichartz estimate). Let I be an interval, ty € I, and let u be a
function on R® x I. Then, we have

lull ggcry < ei(tfto)Au(t H — + Au (5.8)
ES( ) ES*(I)
for some constant C > 0 depending only on d.
Proof of Lemma 51 We can write any function u by
4 b ou
u(t) = 02y (tg) + i / t=t)A <z§ + Au> (') dt, (5.9)
to
where the equality is taken in the weak sense. Then, the claim follows from the inhomo-
geneous Strichartz estimate by Foschi [11]. O
"When d < 4, we take lull gscry = IVully () and [lull gy = HVuHLz(ddrf) (I,LZ((?LZ) -
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In order to treat the fractional differential operator |V|35P1 in the exotic Strichartz
norms, we employ the following estimates:

Lemma 5.2 (see [9]). Let s € (0,1] and let 1 < q,q1,92,q3,q4 < 00 with % = qil + q% =
L+ L Then, we have
a3

Vo)l e S lull o 1IVIP0) Lae + IVl pos (0] s - (5.10)

Lemma 5.3 (see [21]). Let h: C — C be a Hélder continuous function of order a € (0,1).
Then, for any s € (0,a), g € (1,00) and o € (2,1), we have

Oé——

VPR e S Hlull | o sy, 19]7ull? (5.11)

Laa2’

provided that % == + q—2 and (o — 2)q1 > a.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that d > 5. Let hy and hy be Holder continuous functions of order

1—1 and 4

T, respectively. Let I be an interval. Then, we have

1
th(v)w”E'S* < H‘V’SPIUHZZITO ILqO)ﬁLTO(LL‘?O) Hw”ES(I) ) (512)

Hh*(v)wHES* ~ va‘ LTO ILqO)ﬁLTO(I,L%) HwHES(I) ) (513)

< rp, Ty < 00.

where (qo,70) and (qo, 7o) are some L*-admissible pairs with %

Proof of Lemma[57 Using Lemma [5.2] we obtain that

[h1(v)wll g« (ny

< |h1(v w
O P -
4
i) e ol e
24— (d 2)p (1,L4Ud+2)(p1—1)p—8p— 2d2 (p — D) L’Y(]7Ld2_4sl)1p)
. 4 7d2p
Since W a*r1f <y [+¥~%p1r e further obtain that
I @)l psery S NI 50010 o e lwll gs(r)
[,2d—(d— 2p(IL p—2 )
(5.15)

e
+ ||, 2orne  Iwlss

2 (d- 2p (1,1 Ud+2)(p1—1)p—8p—2d2(p1-1))

Here, ((p ;7;)’) , 23(1) E 7 lgg)p) is an H*»1-admissible pair in (

Moreover, it follows from Lemma and the Holder 1nequahty in time that

d(prl) (d+2)(p1*1)) ((d+2)gp1*1)’oo).

Hwﬁs’” hi(v)

20 d2(p1~1)p
Lm(l LAd+2)(p1—1)p—8p—2d%(p1 1))

(5.16)

S loll”, [V},

L(Pl 1‘*)*1([[/(171 -3 )ql Ler(IquQ)
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where

L Ud+2)(p 1) _ d>(d +2)(p1 — 1)p
q1 = 2d(pr —1) — 8 ) q2 ‘= d(pl_1){(d2+2d+4)[)_2(d2+2d)}—16p7 (5.17)
o Ad+2)(p —1) . 2d(d +2)(p1 — 1)p as)
T 2d(p -1 =8 P 16p—d2(py — 1) {dp — 2(d +2)} '

Here, ((pl—l—%)ql, (pl—l—%)rl) = ((d+2)gp1_1), (d+2)gp1_1)) is a diagonal H*r1-admissible
pair, and (5¢s, 3r5) is an L?-admissible pair in (2, (d+2);p1_1)) X ((d+2);p1_1),oo).
Combining the estimates (B.I5]) and (5.I6l), we obtain the desired estimate (G.12]).
Next, we consider the estimate (B.I3]). Since (d%zﬁi%’ ﬁﬁf_z) is H'-admissible, we
see from the same estimate as the above that

_4
I )wll pse 1y S IVONEZ 7 ooy Il s
\ (5.19)
+ |Iv1E R o)

2 d2(p1—1)p HwHES(I)
L2=(d=2)p ([,1, 4d+2)(p1—1)p—8p—2d2(p1 ~1) )

for some L2-admissible pair (g3,73) # (2, 00), (2*,2). Moreover, it follows from Lemma [5.3]
and the Holder inequality in time that

191 h(0)

2 d?(p1—1)p
L2d=(d=2)p ([, [ 4(d+2)(p1~1)p—8p—2d%(p1 1)

(5.20)
< d;iQ_g V‘Spl H%
~ HUHL(ﬁ*%)TT(I,L(ﬁ*%)‘ﬁ) Il v L§T§([,L%q§) ’
where
o4 BT @A+ 4) (- Dp—8(d+2)p—2d2(d+2)(p — 1)) T
d(d+2) 2d(d + 2)p
i=—" 5 = . 5.22
" 1 T oRdr2) —dd-2)[d+2)p—sp (5:22)
Since (745 — %).qf, (25— Drp) = (22?:;2), 22?:;2)) is a diagonal H'-admissible pair and
(4¢3, 4r3) is an H1~*»1-admissible pair in (2,2*) x (2,00), the Sobolev embedding gives us
the desired estimate (5.13]). O

Let (qo,70) and (7o, @o) be L?-admissible pairs found in Lemma [54l In our proof of the
perturbation theories below, we will need the auxiliary space

X(I) := L'(I, L%) N L'°(I, L%). (5.23)

Proposition 5.5 (Short-time perturbation theory, [20]). Assume d > 5. Let I be an
interval, ¢ € C(I, HY(R?)) be a solution to (NLI), and let u be a function in C(I, H*(R?)).
Put

e:= i% + Au+ f(u) + [ul* u. (5.24)

Let A1, Ay > 0 and ty € I, and assume that
191l poo (7, 1) < A, (5.25)
[(to) — u(to)ll g1 < Aa. (5.26)
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Then, there exists g > 0 depending on A1 and As with the following property: If

H<V>u”vpl(1)mv(1)mx(1) < 4o, (5.27)
and
[(Vell 2wz 20+ <6, (5.28)
L d+% (I, d+4 )
H<Wei(t_t0)A (u(to) — ¥(to)) <5 (5.29)
Vo, (I)
for some 0 < § < dg, then we have
4
V) (v =Dy, (yavinx @y S0+ gales, (5.30)
0
H<V> (2‘5 + A> (u—1) +(V)e e SO a0, (5.31)
L2(I,L3+2)
V) (u = )llg) S A2+ 0+ gaoes, (5.32)
(M) llsry < A1+ Az (5.33)
Proof of Proposition [2.0. Put
w =1 —u. (5.34)

Then, w satisfies that

0
—w+ Aw = — w+u) — flu
o0+ (flw+u) = f(u)) (5.35)

—(|lw+ ul? "Hw +u) — [u)? 2w ) —e.

We can divide

& () + ) = g1 () + 9. ), (5.36)
% (f(u) + \u!”?u) = By () + ha(w), (5.37)

where g1 and hq are Holder continuous functions of order p; — 1, and g, and h, are ones

of order 2* — 2 = ﬁ.

The exotic Strichartz estimate (Lemma (1)) together with (5.6), (5.28), (529) and

Lemma [5.4] shows
1
/ <g1 + h1> (u+ 0w) df w
0

/01 (g* + h*>(u+ buw) do ™

S Ay70megtes 4 (91l + 191 elRa ) lollss

1-0ps 50
lwll gy S Ay 75077 +

ES*(I)

_l’_

+ Vel 212 202
LTaH (L @) (5.38)

ES*(I)

%{(}?) lwll gy + 0.

+ (IVulka} + vy
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We shall derive an estimate for |[(V)4[| (). Using the triangle inequality and (£.29), we
have

V)e!(tt0) A (¢ + 6. 5.39

| G, - (5.9)

Here, the Strichartz estimate together with (L8], (27) and (28] gives us that

< [|(yeit- (i)

(et utg)

Vpr (1)
t > ! *
- H<v> (u i / eilt=t)A { Flu) + [ul?2u + e} (t’)dt’) (5.40)
to Vo (1)
S0+ (0 + 05 +03 ) 4050, provided that & < 1.
Combining (£39) and (&40]), we have
V)ellt=t0) 8 (¢ < &o. 5.41
[metrsi], S (5.41)
Hence, taking dq sufficiently small depending on A;, we find from Theorem ATl that
H(VWJHVPI (n < %o, (5.42)

which together with the Sobolev embedding, the Holder inequality and (5.25]) also yields

||7;Z)prl(1) < o, (5.43)
1wy S IVl < A7 60Y for some 0 < By < 1, (5.44)
V)0l S AL X00X for some 0 < Ox < 1. (5.45)

Returning to (G.38]), we see from (5.27) and (5.45]) that

holl sy S A "756%% +

(5.46)
+ { 56)1—1 + (A1—9X50)p1—1 + 58*—2 + (Al—gx(ng)Q*—Z } ”wHES([)
so that
lwll gs(ry S A5~ 6%, (5.47)
provided that Jg is sufficiently small depending on A; and As.
Now, we shall show (5.30). Note that we have by (A3 and (A6 that
f(w+w) = F)] S ([P + fufP = P2t fufP2 1) fw)| (5.48)
and
IV(f(w+u) = fw)] < |Vflw+u) = Vf(u)
(5.49)

S (P o) [Vl + (o~ + ) [Vl
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It follows from (5.29) and the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimate together with (5.48]),

(E29), (57) and (528) that

1M wlly, (avnnx

S 8+ (Il + IR + 1) 9wl v inx
1 1 2+ 2 (5.50)
(Il gy + Nl + Il ) M9l av e

1 1 2% —2
+ (lleolBlschy + lolB2shy + llolFsd ) 19wl sy -

Here, the Strichartz estimate together with (5:20)), (5.20]), (£8) and (28] yields that

1 ullgqry < Ar+ As + (lullfyp + ulliz + 1l @) 1T uly,, )+ (5:50)

Hence, we see from (.5I]) together with (5.27), and then taking dy sufficiently small de-
pending on A; and As, we have

[{(Mullgy < A1+ Az (5.52)

Taking 0 sufficiently small depending on A; and As, we find from (B.50) together with

E27), (43), (47) and ([B52) that
4
1{Mwlly, (avanxa S0+ gales, (5.53)

which gives (5.30).
Next, we shall show (5.31]). Using (&.35), (548), (5.49) and the Holder inequality, we
verify that

_2d_
L2(I,L3+2)

i) 9wl

9 (5 +8) w=v)+ e

1 —1
S (Il + Il + e

(5.54)
(Il + Il + el ) 9wl
(ol + el + ol ) Il
Moreover, it follows from (5.54]) together with (5.27)), (5.43]) and (5.53]) that
0 Y]
(VY li==+A w4+ (V)e vy S OA4a7ES, (5.55)
ot L2(1,L3+2)

provided that Jq is sufficiently small depending on A; and A,. Hence, we have proved

G.31).
Finally. we prove (5.32) and (5.33]). Combining the Strichartz estimate together with
((20), (528) and (B.55]), we obtain
[(Mwlgy < A2+ 6+ §afes, (5.56)

so that (2.32) holds. Moreover, ([B.33]) follows from (5.52]) and (5.56]). O
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Proposition 5.6 (Long-time perturbation theory). Assumed > 3 and 2,—1 <p < 2*—1.
Let I be an interval, 1 € C(I, H'(R?)) be a solution to (NLJ), and let u be a function in
C(I,H'(R?)). Let Ay, A2, B >0 and t; € I, and assume that

191l poe 1,11y < At (5.57)
[(t1) —u(ts)lgr < Az, (5.58)
HUHWPI([)OW([) < B. (5.59)

Then, there exists § > 0 depending on Ay, As and B such that if

.0 .
9 (g dus f@ 120 )| g s <6 (560
L d+d ([,L d+4)
H<v>ei<t—t1>A (u(t1) — 9 (t1)) <5  forsomet, €1, (5.61)
Vo, (1)
then we have
VYl gy < o0 (5.62)

Remark 5.1. In the long-time perturbation theory above, we assume the uniform bound-
edness of 1 in H'(R?), instead of the one of u (cf. [13,[18]); For, it is easier to obtain the
bound for v than the approxzimate solution wu.

Proof of Proposition[20. We consider the case inf I = t; only. The other cases can be
proven in the same way as this case.

Our first step is to derive a bound of [[(V)ul|gy. Let n > 0 be a universal constant
specified later, and assume § < 7. We see from (.59) that: there exist
(i) a number N’ depending on B (and 7), and

(ii) disjoint intervals I, ..., Iy, of the form I} = [t},#% ) () =t and tiy, := max ),
such that
N/
=1z, (5.63)
j=1
HUHWPI(I;)mW(IJ'.) <n foramnyj=1,...,N" (5.64)

Then, it follows from (5.60) and (5.64]) that

(V) ullsiry < Crllul] g + C20

—1 —1 2*—2
+ G (Iallpy gy + el + el ) Dl

(5.65)
< Cy [Ju(t))]| ;2 + C26
£ (P T e ) [(Vulgyy  forany 1< <V,
where C1, Cy, C3 and C% are some universal constants. We choose 7 so small that
Ch (e P 2) < % (5.66)
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Here, (5.57) and (B.58) shows that
)l < 1 amy + ) = () e < s + Ao, (5.67)
so that, taking ¢ so small that Cyd < Aj + Ag, we see from (5.65]) together with (5.66]) that
1V ullsqrp) < 2(C1+ 1)(Ar + As). (5.68)

In particular, we have

Hence, using (5.65]) again, we obtain
(V)ullgzgy < 22C1(Cr+ 1) (A1 + As) +2(A1 + A2) S A1 + As. (5.70)
Iterating this, we consequently have
[{(V)ull gy < C(A1, Az, B) (5.71)
for some constant C(A;, Ay, B) > 0 depending on Ay, Ay and B. In particular, we have

su? 9(t) — w(t)|| gr < A1+ C(Ay, A2, B) =: A5 (5.72)
te

Now, let dy be the constant found in Theorem which is determined by A; and A
given in (5.57) and (5.71)), and suppose that § < min{dg,n}. Then, we see from (5.71]) that
there exist
(i) a number N depending A;, Ay and B, and

(ii) disjoint intervals Iy,..., Iy of the form I; = [t;, t;41) (tn41 := max ]),
such that
N
1=, (5.73)
j=1

Proposition 5.5 together with (5.60]) and (E.61) shows

4
V) (w =Dy, ynvnx ) < Co {5 + 5d9EX} : (5.75)
0
H<v> <¢§ +A> (u—1p) + (Ve . < co{5+5%9Es}, (5.76)
L2(117Ld+2)
109) (= )y < Co{Ap+ 0+ 3805}, (5.77)
V)¢l s(z,) < Co {41+ Ay}, (5.78)

where Cf is some universal constant. Here, we have the formula

eUTHRIR (ultj41) = lti) = €T (ulty) - v ()

i /, =2 { (i% + A) (u—1) + e} (t') dt'. (579)

J
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Using the Strichartz estimate, the formula (5.79)), (5.61]) and (5.76), we obtain that

(72 (uta) = (t2))

Vi, (I)

< (Ve (utr) = w(n))

+vaQ%+A)( — ) + (Ve

Vpl(l) L2 (]hLT)
<6+Cy {5+5%9Es}.
(5.80)
We choose ¢ so small that
61 1= 0+ Co {6+ 01%7 } < 6y, (5.81)
Then, it follows from Proposition that
40mx
(V) (u— w)”vpl(lg)m/(b)mx(b) < Co 01 + 9f ) (5.82)
0 10ps
H<V> <z— + A> (u—1)+(V)e . < Co {51 + 04 } , (5.83)
ot L2(Io,LT47)
49
) (= D)l < Co {1 4817} (550
V)¢l sy < Co{A1+ A3} (5.85)

Moreover, we see from the formula (5:79) together with (5.80) and (G.76]) that

(72 (uts) - (ta))

Viy ()

< [@et i) v, o) (i 4 8) = v+ @)

L2(I,[a+2)
20ps
sm+%{&+w }.
(5.86)
Hence, taking further small § such that
20ps
0o :=01+Cp< 01 + 51 < dp, (587)

we can employ Proposition on the interval I3. Repeating this procedure N times, we
find that if § is sufficiently small depending on Ay, Ay and B, then we have

H<V>¢||S(Ij) < Co(A; + AY) forany 1 < j < N. (5.88)
Hence, we have
(@42 -1 (@)1 -1) N ) )
Hw”wp (I Z ”1/} ’Wm Z Al + A < CO(Al + Ay)N (5.89)
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Similarly, we have

2(d+2)
19l < Co(Ar+ A3)N. (5.90)
Then, the desired result (5.62)) follows from Lemma 2] O

6 Scattering result

In this section, we prove Theorem

6.1 Analysis on A4,

We discuss basic properties of the set A, 4.
We first observe a relation between I and H:

Lemma 6.1. Let {u,} be a bounded sequence in H'(R?) with
K(up) >0 for anyn € N. (6.1)

Then, we have
H(upn) >0 for any n € N. (6.2)

Furthermore, if the sequence {uy,} satisfies that

lim inf Vupll ;2 >0, (6.3)
then
lim inf H(w,) > 0. (6.4)
n—o0

Proof of Lemma[61l. Lemma 2] together with (6.1]) shows that
K(Txuyp) >0 forany A € (0,1) and n € N. (6.5)
Hence, we see from the relation (2.)) that
H(wn) > H(Thup) for any A\ € (0,1) and n € N. (6.6)

Here, it follows from (A%]), (A6) and the Sobolev embedding that there exists a constant
C > 0 independent of n and X such that

1 2*
T o ||unHL2*

H(Taun) = N Va2 — F(Tyug(2))

(6.7)

2*
unHHl

2
> A2 ||Vun||i2 -C Z)\%(pj—l) Hun| ?};H n \2
=1

Since {u,} is bounded in H*(R?) and 2 < 4(p; — 1) < %(po — 1) < 2*, we obtain the
conclusions from the estimates (6.6]) and (©.7). O

Next, we show that for each w > 0, A, ; is bounded in H!(R%):
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Lemma 6.2. Let w >0, m > 0 and let u be a function in H'(R?). Assume that

K(u) >0, S,(u) <m (6.8)
Then, we have
2m m
lull3s < = IVl Smt (6.9)
In particular, we have
m
sup HuHip <myg, + —2. (6.10)
UEA“,HF w

Proof of Lemma[62 1t follows from K(u) > 0 that

lull 7o < (1Vull72 (6.11)
To(u) < Sy(u) <m. (6.12)
We see from ([6.12]) that
2 2m
lullze < =, (6.13)

which gives the first claim in (6.9).
Using (AF), (A6) and (G.II]), we obtain that

Lp1+1

1
m 2 Sy(u) 2 H(u) 2 - IVulfz = C l[ull Pty = Ca llull Tt (6.14)

where C7 and Cs are universal positive constants. Moreover, using the Holder inequality,

(611) and ([©I3), we have

1 ) (422 dp )
m> L Ivuls - Ol full
(d+2)—(d—2)py d(p2—1)
— Oy lull. * [[ul 2"

(d+2)—(d—2)py (d—2)(p1 —1) (6.15)

1 ) om i TR
> LIVl - ¢ (22) (Ive@)12:)
(d+2)=(d=2)py (d—2)(pa—1)

—e(e) T (Ivee)

Since (d_z)ipl_l) < (d_Q)Elm_l) < 1, [6I5) together with the Young inequality yields the
second claim in ([G.9)). O

For a function u € H'(R?) with K(u) > 0, we can compare H(u) and || Vu|/3.:

Lemma 6.3. Assume d > 3 and conditions (AQ)-(A6G). Let u € H'(R?) be a function
with K(u) > 0. Then, we have
IVul?s < H(u). (6.16)
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Proof of LemmalG.3. Using the assumption (A3]), we have

4
/ (DF —2F)(u) > (— +50> / F(u) > 0. (6.17)
R4 d Rd
Put Cf) := max{4+‘é€O, d%dz} Clearly, C < 1. Then, it follows from (GIT7) and K(u) > 0
that
1 , 1 1,
Hw) = 5 1Valfs = 5 [ Pl = 5
1 , 1/ d 1, o
> = — = DF —2F)(¥(t)) — — . 6.18
> 51Vl - 5 (5 ) [LOF = 20000 - 5l (619
1
> L= vl
which gives the desired result. U

The following lemma tells us that A, ; is invariant under the flow defined by (NLSJ).
Strongly, K of a solution in A, 4 is positive uniformly in time:

Lemma 6.4. Let v be a solution to (NLS) starting from A+, and let Imax be the mazimal
interval where 1) exists. Then, we have

P(t) € Ap + for any t € Iyay, (6.19)
teilrgax K(y(t)) > 0. (6.20)

Proof of Lemma[6-4} The claim (6.19) easily follows from the action conservation law and
the definition of my,.

We shall prove (6.20). Put

Flu) = Flu) + & 2 (6.21)
Then, we have

(D—2,—&)F >0, (6.22)

(D —2)(D -2, —&)F >0, (6.23)

where £ := min{eg, ﬁ} Let 1 be a solution to (NLI]) starting from A, 4. It is easy to
verify that

d2
L Su(Tyb (1)
(6.24)

1 2 d d, o~ -
= —plc(wa(t)) + 32 IVTAe(t)]|72 — 3V /Rd Z(D?F — ADF + 4F)(Thu).
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Combining (6.24) with (6.23]), we obtain

2
S T(0)

< KT + 5 IVD0IE: - 53 [ (1452 ) (DF ~ 2P Twto)

A2 22 (6.25)
— —kmwo) + 5 {omwo) - § [ D0F - 2R me)
for any A > 0 and t € Ijyax.
Suppose here that
K((t)) — % /R d dio (DF — 2B)((t) > 0 for any £ € L. (6.26)

Then, we have

(1 + %) K((t)) > TO V()32 = H(p(t) 21 for any t € Iyay, (6.27)

where we have used the Hamiltonian conservation law and Lemma to derive the final
inequality. Thus, (6.20) holds in this case.
On the other hand, suppose that there exists ¢ty € Ijnax such that

d dEQ
Klott) - § [ OF - 2P)0t) <. (6.29)
We see from the Sobolev embedding, (628), (Af), (A6l) and the Holder inequality that
dpj— d(p;—1)
41— dpj=D !
lto)ll72 S IV (to)lZe S Z OOl A Hlﬁ(tO)HLg* + [ (to)l 72, (6.29)

7=1

which together with the mass conservation law gives us that

[ (to)l 2+ 2 1. (6.30)
Let A(tp) be a number such that
K(Txgo)¥(to)) = 0. (6.31)
Then, Lemma [6.2] (€31]) and ([6.30) show that
Ato)? Z Mto)? [V (to) |72 = Mto) [(to)l 72 Z Alto)* (6.32)
Hence, we have
Ato) < 1. (6.33)

Now, we see from ([6.28]) and (2.6]) that

k& {’C(TA¢(to)) -4 Laor- 2F><w<to>>}

R4 4
(6.34)

= [V (to))% — g (1 + ng> ;2 / (DF — 2F)(Txt)(ty)) <0 for any A > 1.
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Hence, (6.25]) together with (27) in Lemma 2] and (6.34]) shows

d? 1
WSM(TAQ/J(tO)) < —plC(Tm/)(to)) <0 forany 1 <\ < A(tg). (6.35)

Combining (6.35]) with (6.33]), we obtain that

K (to)) 2 (A1h(to)) — 1)K ((to)) = (A(¥(to)) — 1)%3w(TA¢(to))
=1 (6.36)

= Su(Tite) ¥ (t0)) — Sw(¥(to)) = me — Sw(tb(to)) 2 1.
This completes the proof. O

6.2 Extraction of critical element

In view of Theorem [Z1](v), it suffices for Theorem [[.2lto show that any solution 1 to (NLS))
starting from A, 1 satisfies [[¢[[w, (Inu)nW (Ima) < 00, Where Iyax denotes the maximal
interval where 1 exists. To this end, for m > 0, we put

1 is a solution to (NLS]) such that
(6.37)

Tw(m) = Sup{HwHWpl(Imax)ﬂW(lmax) : b e Ay, and Sy(w) <m

and define

mg, == sup {m > 0: 7,(m) < oo}. (6.38)
These quantities were used in [I3] [I§]. It follows from the existence of a ground state for
(L4 that m}, < m,,.

Our aim is to show that m} = m,. Here, let ¢ be a solution to (NLS)) such that
Y e A, 4 and S,(¢) < m. If m is sufficiently small, then Lemmal6.2] shows || (t)]| ;2 < 1.
Hence, we see from Theorem (] (i) that m} > 0.

Now, we suppose the contrary that m;, < m,. Then, we shall show the existence of
the so-called critical element. To this end, we employ the following result for the equation
(NLSy)) (see Corollary 1.9 in [I8]. See also [16]), which causes the restriction d > 5 in
Theorem

Theorem 6.1. Assume d > 5. Put

Ay = {u S Hl(Rd)

Ho(u) < 20%, |Vul2, < a%}. (6.39)
Then, any solution 1 to starting from Aqg exists globally in time and satisfies

W(t) € Ay for any t € R, ilelﬂg V(1) < ot (6.40)
and

19l @) < o0 (6.41)

Under the hypothesis m* < my,, we can take a sequence {1} of solutions to (NLS])
such that

Pn(t) € Ay + for any t € I,,, (6.42)
nh_fgo Su(¥n) =mg, (6.43)
||¢n||wp1 (L)W (1) = s (6.44)
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where I, denotes the maximal interval where 1, exists (by time-translation, we may assume
that each I, contains 0). We also see from Lemma [6.2] that

m
Sup |9 ()| 700 1,111y S M + —. (6.45)
neN w

We apply the profile decomposition (see Theorem 1.6 in [17]) to the sequence { |V|~1(V)¢,,(0) }
and obtain some subsequence of {1,,(0)} (still denoted by the same symbol) with the fol-
lowing property: there exists

(i) a family {u',u?,...} of functions in H'(R?) (each u/ is called the linear profile),

(i) a family { {2l th A} {22, 62,02}, ... } of sequences in R? x R x (0, 1] with

n’»'nr’'n
lim th =t € RU{#+oo}, (6.46)
n—oo
lim M =M_e{0,1}, M=1 ifA, =1, (6.47)
n—o0
)\ZL' )\% xil — .%'zl/ t% — tzl/
lim { =& + — + : + = 400 for any j' # j, (6.48)

(iil) a family {w}, w2, ...} of functions in H'(R?) with

lim lim H]V\_1<V>eimwm
Jj—00 n—00

=0 for any H'-admissible pair (¢,7), (6.49)

L7 (R,L9)

such that, defining the transformations gfl and G, by

() ) = (A%idfu(‘”’“";f ) (6.50)

, 1 r—ah t—th
J —
we have
¢24,(0) =Y (V) THVIG, (" AV ) +e Pl
j=1
oo Jy—1y) -1 L A
_ Z Ggl ( <()\n) ;> <v> eztA;lZ] ) +€ZtAU)Z (652)

1

<.
Il

—1/V\J ) ; . .
wez(t%m% W +e"™wk  for any k € N.

I
]~

<.
Il
-

Note here that for any Fourier multiplier (V) and the L2-scaling operator Ty, we have
p(V)Tx = Tap(AV). (6.53)

Besides, putting
: M)V (v
i o (O0) Aj> (v) 650
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for any k € N and s = 0,1, we have the expansions:

k

T IV (0)]32 = 0

Jj=1

2
(=0 (655

i 2
s j 7 —t tJ{LQAfvj s, k
Vg ( ohe ORT@ )| — |1vruh
L2

i 0 - i (i o H(wh) S =0 6.56
i § 0 (0) = S (il (ol 00 ) ) “uiady f —o (6:56)

n—oo

k
tim 4 Z((0) - 3% ( o] ) Tl =0, (6.58)

n—oo

—K(wk) 3 =o0. (6.59)

( )

lim { S, (1 (0)) — Zkzsw ( g (@J(jﬂ%j >> —S,(wF) b =0, (6.57)
( )
)

k Y
. . —2 A
i — J J )2l
nlem K(,(0)) E K <gn <O‘n€ A U >

j=1
Note here that ([6.55]) together with (6.45]) yields

< o0. (6.60)

< sup lim sup Hwﬁ o

sup lim su H V)eltBwk
R P < > "IS@®) ™ keN n—oo

kEN n—oo

Next, we define the nonlinear profile. Let Ui be the solution to (NLI) with U (0) =

We*%Ag%ﬂj, so that e2U3(0) = G (o™ W) (see ©52)). Thus, U satisfies

F2ua ) () dt (6.61)

t
Ui(t) = o) +i [ 08 { 03) + U]
0

Undoing the transformations GY and o, in (65T]), we have the equation
Bilt) = o

t 5 e * Lo~
“/ g el’“’m(aﬁ;)l{ﬂf;)‘lﬁf (w;)%ﬁ;w%) ok vk %M}u'mt',
Tohe

(6.62)

where . ‘ ‘ A

v = (o)) TN G T (6.63)
We define the nonlinear profile ¢/ as a solution to the limit equation of (6.62):
Pl - s

t . , . ) ) 3 o L o
wif e’“‘”ﬂaéo)‘l{uéo)d%f((Aw%gow)+ragow —1%1/,]}@/)%,
ok

(L)2

t . Lo~
= i [l ) NG ()

(6.64)
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where

ol =

oo

1 if Mg =1,
(6.65)

IVI"HV) if Mo =0

and - ,
flu) + ul® 2u if Mo =1,
N (u) = i = (6.66)
lu|> ~2u if Mo =0.
ths
When — L2 € {£o0}, we regard (6.64)) as the final value problem at +oo.
o0
Let IV := (T°. ,Thax) be the maximal interval where the nonlinear profile 1/ exists.
Note that T, = —oo when th/(M)? = +00, and Thax = +0o when 4 /(\)? = —oo.

We see from the construction of the nonlinear profile that ¢/ € C(I7, H'(R%)) and

. + Lithoa
P (— f2>—e 2 )
(An)

Lemma 6.5. There exists § > 0 with the following property: Let j € N and assume that

lim
n—oo

=0. (6.67)
H1

| za | P— (6.68)

Then, we have I’ =R and
) < |57
| @5 < - (6.69)

Proof of Lemmal6.3 This lemma follows from the standard small-data well-posedness the-
ory. ]

Moreover, we can verify the following lemma in a way similar to Lemma

Lemma 6.6. Assume d > 3. Let I be an interval, A, B > 0, and let u be a function such
that

ull oo 1,11y < A, lully,, oyowa) < B- (6.70)
Let € > 0 and suppose that

2(d+2) 2(d+2) <e. (6.71)

at L d+4 (I,L d+4 )

H (V) (igu + Au + aoolj\/j(agou)>

Then, we have
1(D)ullgy S CA,B) +, (6.72)

where C(A, B) is some constant depending on A and B.

Lemma 6.7 (Properties of nonlinear profiles). Let {bvjl be a nonlinear profile, and suppose
that it is non-trivial. Then, we have

. Aoy if Mb=1, |
ol (t) € A for any t € 17" (6.73)
Ao if Ni=0
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Proof of Lemma[6.7 Note first that when Q,Zjl is non-trivial, we see from (6.67) that the
corresponding linear profile u/! is also non-trivial.
We shall show that

. tj
. R e TAY *
7, <gﬂl (Jﬁle REVAE ﬂ]>) < w for any j and sufficiently large n € N, (6.74)

J
n

. tj
. = n_A .
K (gﬁl <0 e Oh)? ﬂj) )> 0 for any j > 1 and sufficiently large n € N, (6.75)

. tj
. P AN *
S, (gﬁl <0¥Le RESAE ﬂj>> < w for any j and sufficiently large n € N.  (6.76)

It follows from ([6.43)), K(¢,,(0)) > 0 and (658 that

me, + on(1) = Su(¥n(0))

.t

> 7,(6n(0)) = Jz;zw <gg; (ﬁema%j) ) i som, O

Hence, ([6.77)) together with m} < m, and the positivity of Z,, shows (6.74). Moreover,

(7)) together with the definition of m,, (see (LI2])) shows (6.73).
Note here that

= |’V0goﬂjHL2 >0, provided that @/ is non-trivial.
L2

lim inf
n—oo

. . 72‘%A~.
Vgl | ole w2 w/

(6.78)
Hence, we see from Lemma [6.1] together with (6.78]) that

. tj
) L A
S, < gl (0‘%6 NESAE ﬂj> >2 0 for any j > 1 and sufficiently large n € N.  (6.79)

Thus, ([6.57)) together with ([6.43]) and ([G.79) gives us (E.10).

We shall prove ([6.73). Suppose that A2 = 1, so that olo = 1. Then, it follows from

(67 that

. t‘“

lim ||(cZ 7)) [ — B\ oite IR =0 (6.80)
n—r00 > ()\%)2 n n o ’
H1
This together with ([G74]) gives us that
lim Z,, | oligdt( — t cMmetmy 5 (6.81)
nosoo o0 (A%)Z - 2 © '
which together with the definition of m,, shows
o )
K ( allyt < — ()\]71)2) )> 0 for any sufficiently large n € N. (6.82)
n
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Moreover, ([6.76) together with (G.80) yields that

o +
S, < oLyt < — ()\j")2> >< my, for any sufficiently large n € N. (6.83)
n
o th
Hence, olly7! < - (}\j)2> € A, 4 for any sufficiently large n € N. Then, ([673) immedi-
n

ately follows from Lemma G4l
On the other hand, suppose A% = 0. Then, we see from (6.76) that

. - ? o g
w 1 Ji | ~J1 _Z(Aj1)2A~j1 1 Ji | ~J1 _Z(Aj1)2A~j1
— 5 >3 Vgl olle On)* 4 — o |90 (on'e Cn u ,  (6.84)
L2 L2*

which together with Lemma and (6.67) shows

Moreover, (6.84]) together with (6.75]) yields that

Nl

1
dO'

- 2
gl
* . iR —A
% > é Vgl <ag;e "o ’zﬁl) . (6.86)
L2
Hence, we see from (6.67]) that
g J a1 t%l i
o2 > ||\Val i —()\jl)2 (6.87)
n L2
Thus, we have shown (G.73]). O

Lemma 6.8. There exists jo € N such that {VJ =R for any j > jo, where I denotes the
mazimal interval where the nonlinear profile 17 exists, and

2

> 1]y S SN < o0 6.58)

J>Jjo

Proof of Lemma[6.8. Tt follows from (6.55]) together with (6.45]) that

00 o
. R N
3 lim |||V (ﬁe o > <my+ 2 fors=0,1. (6.89)
n—00 W
j=1 L2
We see from ([6.89]) that
o0
@[3, < oo (6.90)
j=1
and therefore
lim ||@||,,, = 0. 91
Jim [[@]] 40 =0 (6.91)
Hence, Lemma [6.5 together with (6.67) and (6.91]) shows the desired result. O
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Now, for any j € N, we define the space W7 by

, W, "W if Mo =1,
Wi = ' (6.92)
w if X =0.
Put ' S
Pl = Glol. (6.93)
The maximal interval where 1%, exists is I] 1= (()\J V2T At (M) T o + t])
Lemma 6.9. Let k € N and assume that
H Ooi/JJH < o0 forany 1 < j <k, (6.94)

Wi(I9)
where I7 denotes the mazimal interval where {Ej exists. Then, we have I7 = oo,
Ve

HW1+%(R) + H¢%||WP1(R)HW(R) S H<v>w]HS(R) 5 forany 1 <j <k, (6'95)

and there exists B > 0 with the following property: For any k € N, there exists N € N
such that

sup | [|Vd
n>N,

ZIVE

(6.96)

¥
™
=
A
B

[
j=1 Wy, (R)NW (R)

Furthermore, if ([©94) holds for any k, then we have
lim lim ’1/)%|V|s€imwn 2a+2)p-n =0 foranyj>1andpy <p<2*—1. (6.97)

k—o0 n—00 Td(p—1)+4
Lt,z

Proof of Lemma[B9. Assume that X, = 0. Then, ot/ is a solution to (NLSg)) (see
©54)). Since IV coincides with the maximal interval where ol,7 exists, Theorem [6.T]
together with Lemma [B.7] shows I/ = R. On the other hand, when Mo =1, UOOW is
a solution to (NLS) and therefore Theorem 1] (iv) together with the hypothesis (6.94))
shows I/ = R.

We shall show that

1963w,y ey *+ 11 e < [ 909 (6.98)

The Mihlin multiplier theorem gives us that

N
2wy = oA, = b Mo
(6.99)
< Hago jHW(R) < H T'Z)JHS(R for any j > 1 and n > 1.
Similarly, we have
HVWLHWH%(R) S H<V>WHS(R) for any 7 > 1 and n > 1. (6.100)
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Moreover, using the Holder inequality, the Mihlin multiplier theorem and (6.99]), we obtain

(d+2)(p1 1) P i (d+2) {1 )} i (d+2){dp1 1)-4}
il <o, e HG A
. (d42){dlp 1))
— )\%UJWH v %(R) ]¢]HW(R) (6.101)
NI,
<[ 4

We shall show (6.95]). In view of (6:98]), it suffices to prove that

H<V>{/?J'H <1 forany1<j <k (6.102)
S(R)
When M, = 0, it follows from the Strichartz estimate and ([@X) that

2d

L2(R,LT+2)

HWWstW%¢+v@@@Wﬂ@@@

2% —2

SN || o + VU&WH H (6.103)

d+2 2% -2

L (R,L2)

d+2
L2(R,L2")

<@ g + (V)9

\<W

|

W(R)

Here, (6.40) together with Lemma [6.7] shows that

[void| =[] < (6.101)

L (R,L?) L (R,L?)

Hence, ([G.I03]) together with (G104 and the hypothesis ([6.94]) shows

H WHS(R 0o forany 1< j <k with Mo = 0. (6.105)

When M, = 1, Lemma A2 together with Lemma 6.7 and (634) shows

H(VMZJHS(R) < 0o for any 1 < j < k with M, = 1. (6.106)

Suppose here that k& < jo; jo is the number found in Lemma[6.8 Then, (6105 and (G.106])
implies (@.I02)). On the other hand, when k > jy, we see from Lemma [6.§] that

D L L S >

Thus, we have shown (6.102]).
We shall prove ([696). It is sufficient to consider the case k > jo. Using the elementary
inequality

Sowdl - S i <o Yo Y Jwl l<g<oo,  (6.108)
1<j<k 1<j<k 1< <k 1<5/<k;
J'#3
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where C}, , is some constant depends only on k and ¢, we have

(d+)
d—
+2)
> v < > |l du§ +Ce Y Y // i | 93] (6.100)
1<j<k wm —1<isk 1<j<k 1< ;<k
.7 J

where C}, > 0 is some constant depending only on k and d. We see from Lemma and

(©395) that

d+
d

S(R)

> il 2 e )

s ZH i

1<5<k <j<jo
(6.110)
2(d+2)
d—2
$ X @)y + Sl <
1<5<j0
Moreover, we see from (GI52)) that there exists N, € N such that
=R 1
/]R/]Rd | 2 | | < Coi2 for any n > Nj . (6.111)

Combining (6109) with (6I110) and (6.111]), we can take By > 0 with the property that
for any k € N, there exists N, € N such that

k
sup ||> ¢ < By. (6.112)

>Ny, ||4
e

Next, we consider the estimate in W), (R). Using the elementary inequality (G.I08]) again,
we have

(d+2)(2P1—1)
. (d+2)( P1 1)
> v <> ¥, @
1<j<k W, (R) 1<j<k 6.113)

d+2)(p -2 |
w]
n

xS [

1<5<k 1<J/<k
3’ #i

where C), is some constant depending only on k, d and p;. We see from ([6.95) and Lemma

that

(d+2)( Pl 1) (d+2)(p1—1)

> W, 2 < 2 H WHS(R) + 3 @] < . (6.114)

1<j<k 1<j<jo J>Jo

Next, we consider the second term on the right-hand side of (6.113]). Using the condition
([6.I52), we can take Nj, € N such that

(d+2)(1)1 -2
2

1

v C’ k2

for any n > N7,. (6.115)
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Combining (6113 with (6I14]) and (€I15]), we can take B; with the property that for
any k € N, there exists N, € N such that

sup Zz/ﬂ < Bi. (6.116)
7'L>]V]C _
Wy, (R)
Similarly, we have
k

sup (Y Vi < B. (6.117)
n>N, ;

2Nk |21 W, 4 (R)

Thus, we have proved (6.96]). ‘
Finally, we shall prove (637). For each 1 < j < k, let {v},} be a sequence in C.(RY x R)

such that B
; J_J
i [[o9) (97 = +3,)

Then, using the Holder inequality, the Strichartz estimate and (6.60]), we have

= 0. 6.118
Vp(R) ( )

2V e Sy

‘ 2(d+2)(p—1)
L dp-1)a
t,x
. dp=D+4 5 L~ . .
— (A) S —@2) H(ﬁlw) (G YV k|| s
L, M0
(6.119)
. dp=D+4 5 L~ . . .
< () I o (- )| @IV k| s
Wp(R) Lt,zd
. d(P*1)+4_d 2 S .
+ (M) 2D ( )H O.JUJ (G%) 1|V|seltAwa 2((;?2)1()17741).
Ltzp_ +

Using the Strichartz estimate, the Mihlin multiplier theorem and (GI18]), we estimate the
first term on the right-hand side of (G.I19) as follows:

) D44 ) . )
o (5 - )] [0
P L, .
PR N S B s itA k
= ()\n) 2(p—1) ‘Un <¢ - vm) HWP(R) H|V| (& wy, Ljid;2) (6.120)

PRI %
S () 7@ n

e om(1).

oo |

) (¥ =)
2d+2)(p-1)

We consider the second term on the right-hand side of (€.119]). Note here that qp—1)+1
% < 2 for d > 4. When s = 0, we have by the Holder inequality and (6.49]) that

. dp=1)+4 . .
()\%) 2(p—1) (d—2) H O.jvj (G%)_1|V|86”Awﬁ Sda)(p1
L f
’ (6.121)
<N ‘ Ak -0 - d k — oo.
<N, |loh mHL% e "l ) as n — 0o an 00

t,x
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Next, we consider the case where s = 1. Let K, = {|z| < R} x[~T%, T4 be the rectangle
containing the support of v7,. Using the Holder inequality and employing Lemma 2.5 in

[18] (see also [17]), we have £

. P D+ g 2) S .
ORCE H (03v],) (GI) ' Ve wh || awizp-
L, d(p—1)+4

LoD (g 9) 41
< () o T ody

itA -1 k
c =D+ g9y q 32 A,k % k %
< (9 e T 6] M!ﬂﬂ&LawHNW>wm twnwwu | e
(6.123)
Hence, we see from (6.49]) that
P 1+4 . .
lim lim (M) 26D (@-2) H O'JUJ (G%)_1V6”Awﬁ 2(d+2)(p—1) = 0. (6.124)
k—o0 n—r00 Td(p—1)+4

d(p—1)+4 j
Lt,z(p ) (Kgn)

Combining (6.119) with (6120), (G121)) and (6.124])), we obtain ([6.97]). O

Lemma 6.10 (cf. Lemma 5.6 in [13]). Let jo be the number found in Lemmal[6.8. Then,
there exists 1 < j < jo such that

H OOWHWJ w0 (6.125)

where I denotes the mazimal interval where the nonlinear profile Jj exists.

Proof of Lemmal6.10. We see from Lemma that

oi o <|l¢w NJH <oo f > jo. 6.126
oit?] sy = [ 70, <00 for any 5> o (6.126)
Suppose the contrary that
J i .
Haoow HWJ ) < 00 for any 1 < j < jo, (6.127)
so that
H OOWHWJ(U 0o foranyj > 1. (6.128)

Let k be a sufficiently large number to be specified later. Then, we define the function
k-a,
Un ¥ by

k
YE-arp (g 1) qugl z,t) + Pk (z). (6.129)
2 When d = 3 and 2 < % (hence p > 3), we estimate as follows:
H (O’nvm) VeitA’wﬁ 2(d+2)(p—1)
L, g(P*1)+4
(6.122)
SY (  \CaCO R PN \C s aga
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It follows from Lemma [6.9 together with the hypothesis (G.I28]) that 1% exists globally
in time for any j > 1 and hence so does ¢,’2_ap P,
We see from Lemma[6.91and (6.60) that there exists B > 0 with the following property:

there exists N1 € N such that

ng‘WH < B. (6.130)

su
p Wy, (R)NW(R) —

n>Ny g

Moreover, it follows from (6.52) that

|

6a(0) = v (0) |

H1
7j=1
m (6.131)
LithoA ~ t
<Z e Ol — i [ -2
4 (N))2
Jj=1 n H
Hence, (6.67)) shows that for any k € N, there exists Ny € N such that
sup (|9, (0) — ¢f§'“pp(0)H <1 (6.132)
n>No, H1

Now, let 4 be the constant found in Proposition which is determined by the bound

(645) and B.
We see from the estimate (6.131]) together with the Strichartz estimate and (6.67)) that

for any k € N, there exists N3 € N such that

<. 6.133
. (6:133)

sup [[(V)e™ (a(0) — v 7(0))

n>N3

We shall show that there exist kg € N and Ny € N such that

252 ko-
wno app)

2(d+2)

L, &1 (6.134)

t,

8¢ko-app
(V) (i + AP o [y ") + |7

<0 for any n > Njy.

Before proving this, we remark that (GI34]) together with the long-time perturbation theory
leads to an absurd conclusion; Indeed, we see from (6130), (6132]) and ([E.I33]) that

¥n(0) — 1/}2“’“””“ b SL (6.135)
fi”ppH < B, (6.136)
Wpy (R)YNW (R)
(V) (a0) = (@) | . (6.137)
P1

for any n > max{Ny k,, N2.k,, N3.ko, No}. Hence, employing Proposition (Long-time
perturbation theory), we conclude that

[ llw, ®yowm < oo  for any n > max{Nix,, Nakg, N3,ko, No}t, (6.138)
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which contradicts (6.44]): hence, Lemma [6.10] holds.
It remains to prove (6134)). Note that

(%/)k “wp .
= A () £ g2yl
(6.139)
:N( 113—app) _N( ﬁ—app ztA k: +Z +N <Z¢] >
7j=1
where
Nw) = f(u) + |ul* 2u, (6.140)
Flu) + [u¥ 20 if M =1,
Nj(u) = . . . (6.141)
lu|> ~2u it Mo =0.
Hence, it suffices for (6134]) to show that
. . k-app\ __ k-app _ itA, k —
khﬁrgo Jim (V) {./\/(1/1” )N < n e wn>} Ltg(jﬁ) 0, (6.142)
awi , LI
lim li J = 0. 14
k1—>H;o nl—g)lo (V) at " +N ( Z Vi > 2(d+2) 0 (6.143)
J=1 Jj=1 L, &7

First, we prove (6.142]). Using the growth conditions (A3]) and (A6]), we verify that

|01 {atutom) ¢ (vom - o))

2
k- pi—1 itA, K
SY et

J=1

Mw

_l’_

2(d+2)p

itk ‘
d+4

<.
Il
-

‘wz-app ‘Prlvez

+
M

<.
Il
-

+
M

<.
Il
-

+
M)

<.
Il
-

itA

4 .
2(d+2) + H Wffapp‘ d’QGZtAwa‘
L d+4
t,x

‘ ‘eitAwZ {Pj_lvwg—app‘

HeitAw,’ﬂpj_lVeim

w),

it k‘

n

2(d+2) + H ‘ |€
t

2(d+2)
d+4
Lt,x

2% —1
d+2)(2* 1)

sz 4 HHB“AWZ{Q*_ZVQ%_GW‘

t,x

itA k
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- 2% —2
2(d+2) + H{lﬂg app{ Ve
Lt

2" — zveitA k

2(d+2)
d+4
t,x

ztAwa

,T

t,x

w

n
L

t,x

2(d+2)
[+

2(d+2)
A=

2(d+2)
d+4

(6.144)



where we must add the terms

H e e e ] T (6.145)
£, 0
6-d .
HM‘WV2elmwﬁvwi§‘“pp 2(d+2) if d <5 (6.146)
1

to the right-hand side of .

Since Z(d;&) < (giz)p < Slj;) for p; < p < 2* — 1, we easily see from the Holder
inequality, (6.49) and (6.53) that the 3rd, 4th, the final and the 2nd final terms on the
right-hand side of ([6.J44]) vanish as & — oo and n — oo. Using Lemma [6.9, we also

estimate the 7th and 8th terms as follows:

lim lim Huemwmp*wzwﬁp

2(d+2)

k—oco n—o0 . d+4
’ (6.147)

< lim lim [k va’“ ‘"’PH —0.
k—o0mn—00 "lwy(r) Wiys (R)
We consider the terms of the form
H\w,’z‘“pﬂp’l\vysem Il saeny s 1+3<p<2*—lands=0,1, (6.148)
L™

which corresponds to the 1st, 2nd, 5th, 6th terms on the right-hand side of (6.144]). Using
the Holder inequality, (6.96) and (G.60), we have

H ‘wz—app‘lo—l |v|seitAw

n|| 20d+2)
d+4
t,x
3( p —1
< fl—app‘ |s ztAwﬁ 2(d+2) ‘¢k app|v|s itA fz 2(d+2)(p 3
1)+4
Wp(R) Lt’z L, : d(p—
(6.149)
p—1
k 4 p—1
. . 4
S ngz ‘V’seztAwﬁ + eztA k’v‘s itA k S(d42)(p—1)
- 2(d+2)(p—1) 7, dp=1+4
Jj=1 1, dle=1)+4 tx
t,x

for any sufficiently large n.

We consider the first term on the right-hand side of (6.149]). It follows from Lemmata
and [6.9] that for any 1 > 0, there exists J(n) € N such that

1

2

12
Z Hw%HWpl(R)mW(R) <. (6.150)

J>J(n)

Using the triangle inequality and the Holder inequality, we have

k
i s _itA, k
(& w
(St )roreut)

Lt d(p—1)+4
’ (6.151)
< Z ‘ ﬁ\V!SeitAwa (d+2)§ y + Z ) HVeitAwa .
- 1)+ 144 (R
J<J(n) J>J(n) Wy (R) d
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Lemma shows the first term on the right-hand side of (G.I5I]) vanishes when k tends
to oo and then n tends to co. Moreover, we see from the elementary inequality (G.I0S]),

(6152), (6.60) and (6I50) that

N

Jm STl Vet wlly S| Wl | e, S0 ©152)
J>J(n) W, (R) d i>J(n)
Thus, we find that
p—1
k 1
1 : 7 s itk o
Jm lim, (an)lvl Cunll oy = O (6.153)
g=1 L, d-DF

On the other hand, it follows form the Hélder inequality and (6.49]) that

ztA k’v‘s ztA

2(d+2)(p—1)
7, d-1)+4
t,x
- d_ 2
; =1z || 27 p1 ; 6.154
< eztAwﬁ P ZtAwa P ‘v’seztAwa ( )
W1+% (R) W(R) W1+%

—0 as k — oo and n — oo.

Combining (6.149) with (6.I53) and (6.I54]), we obtain

lim lim H |phare [P g |tk
k—o0 n—00

sar =0, 1+3<p<2*—1lands=0,1 (6.155)
I, d+a

t,x

Hence, we have proved (G.142]).
Finally, we prove (6I43]). Noting that

3¢] 1 oo o oo~
ey = —WG%U%[(U&) W (od7)]
~N (@) it Mo =1 (6.156)
a —<v>—1|V|{|G$;ag'oq,Zj 2*—2(G$;ag'o¢“ﬂ‘)} it M, =0,
we can verify that
k 8 7 k
J J
(V) Z_: t AL+ N (an> "
Jj=1 Jj=1 L, &
’ (6.157)
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We see from the growth conditions (A3]) and (A6]) that

J J
VAN (X ) - N ]
j=1 j=1

Lt d+4
7 (6.158)
3.0 1P —1 )
SO D0 > W VP
k=1j=1 1<j'<J L%La‘vHQ
i’ #i
pYs
where p3 ;== 1+ d%42' Suppose here that lim — = co. Then, we have
et .
(S
L2rg+?
O @=2)(p-D)
j 2
— )t P e e} (A’j
)\J
n
. , . . , . p—1 (6.159)
¥ ( Mo — (wh — ) Ot = (th — 1) ) e
X, ’ (M2 2
L2Lg+?
RN CE T
. d—2f 4 2\ ~.|1P1
< (MYt -1} _”/ H \VAYTY — 1).
< () y @[, = onld)
J
When lim —% = oo, we instead have
n—00 A\
1P, —1 .
[ R T
L2r4+?
L d
2
_ ()\j/)l—s-k% -1} (&)
n
, . , , . , (6.160)
< ,ox— (:U% — :c%)’ (M))2t —‘(ﬁ1 —t,) ) ‘{Ej/ p,—1 |V|S1Zj
t Lz

., d—2f 4 )\j, % ~.
S e Evl I (T

X,

D1
= o, (1).
s on(1)

n n

NN
On the other hand, if lim { Doy —n} < 00, then we deduce from the dichotomy condi-

n—oo | N\
tion ([6I52]) that

Py

= 0, (1). (6.161)

O

Lip —1 ,
(G IV[*yy, 20

L2(1,1+2)

Thus, we have shown (G.134]).
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Proposition 6.11. Assume d > 5 and suppose that m?, < my,. Then, there exists a global
solution ¥ € C(R, H'(R?%)) to (NLI) such that

U(t) € Ay + for anyt € R, (6.162)
Su(T(t)) =m, for any t € R, (6.163)
”‘I’HWP(R)OW(R) = 0. (6.164)

The function ¥ in Proposition [6.11] is called the critical element. We further give an
important properties of the critical element:

Proposition 6.12. Let ¥ be the solution found in Proposition[6.11. Then, for any e > 0,
there exist R. > 0 and . € C([0,00),R?) with -(0) = 0 such that
/ U (z, ) >+ |V (2, ) de > (1—e) | T ()] 5 for any t € [0,00). (6.165)
|[z—ve(t)|<Re
Furthermore, the momentum of V is zero:
%/ U (2, t)VU(z,t)dx =0 for any t € R. (6.166)
Rd
We can prove Proposition in a way similar to [3, [I0]. Hence, we omit it.

Now, we give a proof of Proposition [6.11]

Proof of Proposition [6.11. Using Lemmata and [6.I0 and reordering indices, we can
take a number J < j; such that

J o) — f 1<i<J
i g o255

(6.167)
J ol < f P> J.
8] < o
We see from Lemma that
o Aoy if Mo =1, ,
al W (t) € , forany 1 <j<Jandte I (6.168)
Ap if Mo=0

Since aé'oij is a solution to (NLSg|) when Mg = 0, Theorem [6.T] together with (G.IG8]) shows
that

A ey = %7

Hence, we find that

<o,  ifMe=0. (6.169)
W;(17)

)%o =1, ggo =1 for any 1 < j < J. (6.170)
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Then, we also have by ([6.55]), (6.57)—([6.59) that

k
: s s~j 12 s 2
Jm IO = 32191 P S N (R LY
J:
lim Su(thn(0)) = > S, (Nﬂi%j) —S,(wl) ¥ =0, (6.172)
j=1
J J
: _ —ity, A~7j _ J _
Tim_q Zo(ta(0)) ZI“’ (e U > T,(wl) p =0. (6.173)

=1

<

We shall show that J = 1. Note that since K(¢,,(0)) > 0, we have Z,(¢,(0)) <
Sw(¥n(0)). It follows from ([G.I73]) together with (€.43]) that

T <e_it%Aﬂj ), Iw(w;{)
(6.174)
My, + m,

< Su(¥n(0)) < ——

for any 1 < j < J and sufficiently large n.

Since m,, = m,, (see Proposition [[I]), we see from the the definition of m,, that

n

K < eI )> 0, Kwl)>o0 for any 1 < j < J and sufficiently large n. (6.175)
Moreover, we have by Lemma [6.1] together with (G.I75]) that

liminf S, (e_itglAﬂj >> 0 forany 1<j<.J, lirri)infSw(w;{) > 0. (6.176)
n—00

n—oo

Now, suppose the contrary that J > 2. Then, it follows from (6.43]), (6.172]) and (6.176])
that

lim sup S, < eIt )< my, for any 1 < j < J, (6.177)
n—oo
which together with (G.67]) and the action-conservation law yields that
Sw (1;3(75) )< m, forany 1 <j < .Jand t € I. (6.178)
Since 17 is a solution to (NLS), it follows from the definition of m} that

“Jj“wpl(lﬂ')ﬂw([i) <oco  foranyl<j<J. (6.179)

This contradicts (6I67). Thus, we have J = 1.
: o1 _
Since H¢ HWPI(Il)mW(Il) = 00, we have

Su ( DL (1) )>m, for any t € I'. (6.180)
On the other hand, we see from a proof similar to the one of (GIT8]) that

Su ( 0 )< mi for any t € I*. (6.181)
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Combining (6.I80) and (GI8]]), we obtain
Su ( DL (t) )=m, for any t € I'. (6.182)

Since we have by (6.67) that

Su (U1(t) )= 8. (e““ﬂl > (6.183)
(6172) together with (6.43]) and (G.I82]) shows
lim. So(wh) = 0. (6.184)

Hence, Lemma [6.1] together with (G.I75) with J = 1 and (€I84]) shows

lim [fw| ;=0 (6.185)

n—o0

We see from ([6.52) together with (G.I85]) that

Un(0) — e it AF (. — )| =0, (6.186)

lim ‘
n—oo

Now, we shall show that I' = R. Suppose the contrary that T' := sup I < c0. Let {t,}

be a sequence in I' such that lim ¢, 1 T, , and put 1, () := ¥ (t+1t,) and I,, := I' — 7.
n—oo

m.

We easily verify that the sequence {{/;n} satisfies that

Un(t) € Ay + for any ¢ € I, (6.187)
lim_ S, (vn) = m, (6.188)
Un| - =00 6.189

‘ Wy, (I)W (I, ( )

Then, we can apply the above argument to this sequence, and find as well as (6.I86]) that
there exists a non-trivial function v € H(R%), a sequence {7, } with 7, := lim 7, € RU {£o0},
n—oo

and a sequence {&,}, such that

. il iAo N o iAo _
11151010 HT/J (tn) —e v(-— &) - 11151010 P (0) —e v(-— &) m 0. (6.190)
This together with the Strichartz estimate also yields that
lim ||e®At(t,) — Ay (- — g, = 0. 6.191

When 7, = 400, it follows from the decay estimate for the free solution that, for any
compact interval I, we have

lim ||e(t=)5y =0, (6.192)
n— o0 Vpy (1)
which, with the help of ([6I97]), also yields that
lim ||yt (¢, = 0. 6.193
Jm e de], (6.193)
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On the other hand, when 7, € R, we have

ei(t—’roo )A

lim || (t,) =
n—o0

v < 1 for any interval I with |[I| < 1. (6.194)

Voo (1)

Vo (1)

Then, Theorem BTl together with (6.193]) and (6194 implies that 1;1 exists beyond T,

which is a contradiction. Thus, supI' = +o0c. Similarly, we have inf I’ = —oco; Hence,
I'=R. B
Put W := 4!, Then, this ¥ is what we want. U

6.3 Completion of the proof of Theorem

Since our critical element ¥ belongs to C(R, H'(R%)) (see Proposition [E1T)), we can derive
a contradiction in the same way as the energy subcritical case (see [3] [I0]). Thus, we have
m}, = my,, which together with Theorem 1] (v) completes the proof of Theorem
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