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GLOBAL DYNAMICS BELOW EXCITED SOLITONS
FOR THE NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION
WITH A POTENTIAL

KENJI NAKANISHI

ABSTRACT. Consider the nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) with a potential
with a single negative eigenvalue. It has solitons with negative small energy, which
are asymptotically stable, and, if the nonlinearity is focusing, then also solitons
with positive large energy, which are unstable. In this paper we classify the global
dynamics below the second lowest energy of solitons under small mass and radial
symmetry constraints.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and motivation. Nonlinear dispersive equations have solutions
with various types of behavior in time, typically scattering (globally dispersive),
blow-up, and solitary waves, i.e., solitons. In the recent years, especially since the
work of Kenig and Merle [12], global dynamics leading to those different types
have been revealed among large general solutions, so that one can partially predict
evolution of each solution from the initial data. Kenig and Merle [12] studied the
energy-critical NLS

it — Au = |u|*u, u(t,r): R = C, (1.1)
and proved that all solutions with energy less than the ground state W

[Vul*  Jul®
E(u):/RS M < B(OW), .

Wi(z):= 1+ |z)?/3)712, —AW =W?,

either scatter or blow-up, and that the two types of behavior are distinguished by
some explicit functionals of the initial data. For example,

K((0) = [ | [Val0)F = fu(0)*ds {

The distinction is essentially the same as that in the classical result for the nonlinear
Klein-Gordon equation by Payne and Sattinger [I§] into global existence vs. blow-
up, but the crucial aspect of Kenig-Merle’s work is to reveal and exploit the global
dispersion in the scattering part. It was extended to the threshold energy E(u) <
E(W) by Duyckaerts and Merle [6], and then slightly above the ground state by
Schlag and the author [15], for the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation

ii—Au+u=u® wu(tz): R R,

> 0 = scattering,

1.3
< 0 = blow-up. (13)

a? + [Vul* + [u®  |ul* 2 (1.4)
E(u) = — de < E
= [ S Viw < BQ +2*
where Q € H?(R?) is the unique positive radial solution or the ground state of
~AQ+Q = Q" (1.5)

The types of behavior in that case are separated into 9 sets of solutions by center-
stable and center-unstable manifolds of the ground state, and the mechanism of
transition between scattering and blow-up is revealed. Furthermore, Duyckaerts,
Kenig and Merle [5] established a complete classification of asymptotic behavior of
solutions, for the energy-critical wave equation

i —Au=1u", u(t,r):R™ =R, (1.6)

in terms of resolution into solitons (i.e. rescaled W), without any size restriction on
the initial data. All of these works have been extended to several equations and
settings including the above examples, except the soliton resolution which is yet
limited to variants of energy-critical wave equations.

General dynamics are, however, far more complicated for more general or physical
equations. In particular, many equations, especially of the NLS type, have many
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solitons, differing in shape, energy, stability, etc. Heuristically, unstable solitons
are expected to collapse into stable solitons, radiating dispersive waves. For small
solitons of the NLS with a decaying potential V' (x), Tsai and Yau [21H24] first proved
such a phenomenon, as well as asymptotic stability of the ground soliton, in the case
—A + V has two well-positioned negative eigenvalues. Since then, there have been
intensive studies (cf. [3,[814,19,20]) on global behavior of small solutions including
many solitons, but very little is rigorously known about dynamical relation between
solitons which are neither close nor similar to each other. It seems hard in such cases
to construct or control solutions in a precise way along some anticipated evolution.
A more natural strategy is to deal altogether with general solutions including or at
least close to those solitons, with less precise information on individual trajectories.
1.2. Setting and the main result. As a first step toward the above problem, we
consider the NLS with a potential

it + Hu = slul*u, H:=-A+V, 5=, Lo
u(t,z) :R'™ = C, V(z):R®—R, (1.7)

in the simplest non-trivial setting, namely the case with the unique eigenvalue

Hoo = ego, €9 <0, 0<¢o€ H* R, |¢olrems =1, (1.8)
with spec(H|,1) = [0, 00) absolutely continuous, and the radial symmetry restriction
u(t, x) = u(t, |z]),  V(z) =V(|z]). (1.9)

Hence the initial data set is the radial subspace of the Sobolev space
HNR?) := {u € L*(R*) | Vu € L*(R?), u(z) = u(|z])}. (1.10)
The nonlinearity can be either defocusing s = — or focusing s = +. In the focusing

case 5§ = +, the above equation is one of the simplest equations with both stable and
unstable solitons, where the former is small and the latter is large. The goal of this
study is a complete description of global dynamics in a fairly large solution space,
containing both the stable and the unstable solitons. In this paper, we consider the
region of small mass and an upper energy constraint which eliminates the unstable
solitons. An implication of the main result is that if an unstable (large) soliton with
small mass and the second largest energy is perturbed to decrease its energy and
the mass, then it either blows up or collapses into a (small) ground state soliton,
radiating most of the energy (which is large) into a dispersive wave. The two types of
behavior is distinguished by a functional of the initial data, similarly to Kenig-Merle
or Payne-Sattinger.

In order to state the main result, we need a few more assumptions on V. A simple
sufficient condition is that V' is in the Schwartz class and H has no resonance:

H' R3¢, (-A+V)p=0 = ¢=0. (1.11)

The existence of small solitons is well known in the above setting. The function
u(t, r) = e""™p(x) is a solution of (7)) iff

(H + w)p = slo|*p. (1.12)
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In this paper we call a solution of (LI2]) a soliton, denoting the set of solitons by

S ={p € HY(R?) | Jw € R s.t. (L12)} (1.13)
and the energy (Hamiltonian) and the mass (charge) by
2 2 4 2
E(u) ::/ [Vul+ Viu[® _ sul dr, Mu) ::/ Mdm, (1.14)
R3 2 4 R3 2

which are continuous on H'(IR?) and conserved for (LT). For each fixed mass M(p) =
1> 0, we can define the energy levels of solitons by induction on 7 =0,1,2,...,

&) = nH{E(¢) | ¢ € .7, M) = i, Blg) > G}, (115)
where &_1(u) := —oo and inf () := oo, then classify the solitons
= {p e S| E(p) = &(M(p))}- (1.16)

) is the set of least energy solitons, namely the ground states, while .} is the j-th
excited state for 7 > 1. In this paper, we are concerned only with .#, and .77.

It is easy to observe that the ground states for small mass are bifurcation from
0 generated by the linear ground state ¢y in (L.8). More precisely, there exists
0 <z < 1and a C! map

(®,9Q): Dy :={2€C||z)* <2z} — H(R*) xR (1.17)
such that (¢, w) = (®[z], Q[z]) solves (LI2) for each z € Dy and
®l2] =z¢o+7v, Lo, Ivllm Sz (1.18)

See [9] for a proof in a more general setting. We can prove that ®(Dy) = .#, under
the small mass constraint M < z2, while the first excited energy satisfies

E°(Q)M “H1+o0(1 s =+
) = { (QM(Qu(L+0(1) (s=+) 119)
00 (s = —),
as p — 0, where E° denotes the energy without the potential, namely
2 4
£ () ::/ A N (1.20)
R3 2 4
In fact, in the defocusing case s = —, the soliton (LI2]) is unique for each fixed

M(p) = p > 0 modulo the gauge symmetry e?. In the focusing case § = +, the first
excited states are generated by scaling of @)

F12 ¢ =w(Q+o(1)(w'Pz) (M(p) —0) (1.21)

We do not need the above characterizations of .#7, but the variational property with
respect to the virial-type functional

rVolu? _ 3Juf*
Ko(u) = [ [Vuf = == — s~
R

plays a crucial role as in the case V' = 0. The following is the main result of this
paper.

dzr = Oaei B(a® ?u(ax)) (1.22)
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Theorem 1.1. There exists 0 < ju, < 1 such that for any u(0) € H}(R?) satisfying
M(u(0)) < py and E(u(0)) < & (M(w(0))), the corresponding solution of ([LLT7)) either
blows up in finite time both int > 0 and in t < 0, or scatters as t — Foo to the
ground states 5. More precisely, in the former case, there are Ty € (0,00) such
that the unique solution u € C((—=T-,T4); H}!) exists and

tai%ir“rﬁl:—o) Va2 = oo t—:irz’ﬁf})o) @z e (1.23)

In the latter case, there are a C' function z : R — D, C C and uy € HY(R?) such
that |z(t)| converges as t — +oo and

lim |Ju(t) — ®[z(t)] — €_itAU:|:||H1(R3) =0. (1.24)

t—+oo

Moreover, the blow up occurs if and only if
s=+, [[Vu(0)|r2@s) > 1, and Ky(u(0)) <0, (1.25)
which persists in t as long as the solution u exists.

The above theorem contains the asymptotic stability of the ground state .7 for
small H! radial solutions. This part is contained in the asymptotic stability for
small solutions in [9] by Gustafson, Tsai and the author, which does not need the
radial symmetry restriction.

If the potential V' = 0, then there is no small soliton such as .#, but the ground
state @) as in (L4 exists and unstable. In that case, the above result regarding
Z = {0} and .77 = {aQ(ax)}4>0 was obtained by Holmer and Roudenko [10],
extended to the non-radial case by Duyckaerts, Holmer and Roudenko [4], to the
threshold energy by Duyckaerts and Roudenko [7], and slightly above the threshold
(in the radial case) by Schlag and the author [16]. In these works there is no small-
mass constraint as above, but it is not an essential difference, because the scale
invariance in the case V = 0 allows one freely to add or remove such a restriction.

1.3. Difficulties and ideas in the proof. The proof follows the strategy of Kenig
and Merle [12], which consists of a stationary part based on the classical variational
argument for the elliptic equation (LT12]), and a dynamical (or scattering) part based
on the variational argument in space-time: the profile decomposition by Bahouri and
Gérard [1].

The problem caused by the potential in the stationary variational argument can
be read immediately from the virial identity

B, itz - V) = —2Ks(u). (1.26)

In the absence of V', the functional Ky can not vanish under the energy constraint
except at 0, and so sign-definite along each trajectory. This leads to monotonicity
in the virial identity, which has been the crucial starting point for V' = 0, including
the case slightly above the ground state [I5], where possible change of sign Ky was
controlled by using the linearized operator around Q).

In the presence of V', the functional Ky changes the sign around the ground solitons
0. Note that this problem does not arise in the elliptic equation (I.12]) using the
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Nehari functional
Dor (E + wM) (arr) = / IVl + (V + ) [ul? — |u]'da, (1.27)
]R3

because the excited states .#; can be distinguished from the ground states .7, by
the time frequency w. Indeed, w — —ey on %, while w — o0 on . as M — 0.
In contrast, the virial functional K, is independent of w, since it is derived by the
L2-preserving dilation.

The above problem in the virial identity is however easily solved using the fact
that the disturbance of sign Ky occurs only in a small neighborhood of H!(R3), where
we have the asymptotic stability of .7, from [9]. In fact, the region Ko S M <« 1

~

splits into two sets far from each other in H'(R?): one around 0 satisfying
IVl s + lelliams) S Mlp) < 1, (1.28)
and the other with large energy satisfying
min([|Vellz2@s), | @ll1ams) 2 M)~ > 1. (1.29)

See Lemma 23] for a more general statement with a proof. In (L25]), the condition
|Vu||g2 > 1 is imposed only to distinguish the above two cases, so there are many
alternative conditions, such as ||ul|p+ > 1.

The problems in the space-time variational argument, caused by the potential,
or more precisely by the stable solitons .7, appear more fundamental. First, we
should obviously remove the stable soliton part from the solution to apply the profile
decomposition, as it aims at global dispersion or space-time integrability of the
solutions. Second, the linear terms of the dispersive part, namely the interaction
with the small soliton, can not be treated as part of the nonlinear perturbation,
since it would require smallness in L? of the remainder of the profile decomposition,
which is impossible as long as we take the initial data from the L2 Sobolev space.

Therefore, we have to consider the linearized equation around the small soliton
as the reference equation in the profile decomposition for the dispersive compo-
nent. Since the modulation in time, namely z(t) in (I.24]), depends on the solution,
it means that we have to consider a sequence of equations corresponding to the
sequence of solutions to which we apply the concentration compactness.

Another problem is that we have very poor control on the global or asymptotic
behavior of z(t). For example, the convergence of |z(t)| as t — oo becomes arbitrarily
slow by choosing small H' data, see [9, Theorem 1.9]. This causes difficulties at least
in the following two places.

First, the nonlinear profile decomposition is a method to approximate solutions
globally in time, but we can not do it for the soliton part z(¢). Therefore we have to
distinguish time into two regimes: around and away from the profiles, approximating
z only in the former, while relying on the smallness of the dispersive component in
the latter.

Second, the nonlinear profiles moving to ¢ — oo were defined in Kenig-Merle [12]
by the wave operator, i.e., solving the final state problem with the linear profile as
the scattering state. The existence of solution to the final state problem in the
current setting, namely around the ground states .#, was proved in [9], but we do
not even know the uniqueness, while we would need some continuity estimate. Hence
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we have to define the nonlinear profiles in another way, that is the weak limit along
a time sequence, proving afterward that the linear profile is the scattering state.
The drawback of this definition is that we can not construct global approximation
at one stroke as in Kenig-Merle, but have to proceed step by step over each profile.
The approach in this paper can be roughly regarded as a hybrid between Bahouri-
Gérard [I] and Kenig-Merle [12]. The former used the scattering to describe the
limit of sequence of solutions, while the latter used the limit of sequence to obtain
the scattering. We need to proceed from both the sides.

Yet another complication in the estimates is due to the quadratic nonlinearity in
the equation after linearization, to which we can not directly apply the Strichartz
estimate to obtain Lipschitz estimate in the energy space for global perturbation,
together with the smallness of the remainder in the profile decomposition. To solve
this problem, we follow the idea in [13], using non-admissible Strichartz norms and
measuring the initial data by the Strichartz norm.

1.4. Notation. L, B; ,and H* = Bj, denote respectively the standard Lebesgue,
inhomogeneous Besov, and inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces on R3. The LP norm is
often denoted by || - ||, For any function space X on R?, the subspace of radial
functions is denoted by X,, and the L space in ¢t € R with values in X is denoted
by LY X . For any function space Z on R'™3 and I C R, Z(I) denotes the restriction

onto I x R3. The L? inner products on R? are denoted by
(o) = [ 1@i@de, (fls) = Rellg) (1.30)
R

1.5. Assumptions on V. Let L (R?) = {p € L™(R?) | Jim el zoe(jej>r) = 0}
—00
The precise assumption on V' is as follows.
(i) V : R® — R is radially symmetric.
(ii) V, 2VV, 22V?V € (L* 4+ L)(R?) and V/|x| € L'(R?).
(iii) —A +V on L%(R?) has a unique and negative eigenvalue.
)

(iv) The wave operator W = Jim e eA and its adjoint W* are bounded on
—00

the Sobolev space W#*(R?) for some p > 6 and k = 0, 1.
The above assumption (ii) implies that

‘ml‘iinoo [V (z)] +[2VV(z)| =0 (1.31)

by the radial Sobolev inequalities, cf. Appendix [Al By Beceanu [2, Corollary 1.5,
the assumption (iv) is fulfilled if 0 is neither an eigenvalue nor resonance of H, and
Ve (IP N FByY)(RY).

For example, if 1 € S(R?) is a radial positive function, the above assumptions
(i)-(iv) are satisfied by V' = —ay) for a € (1/ay,1/as), where a; > ay > 0 are
the largest and the second largest eigenvalues of the compact self-adjoint operator
(—=A)"2(=A)72 on L (R?).
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2. STANDING WAVES

This section collects some properties of the solutions of (I.I2]), namely solitons.
It is easy to see w > 0 for p € H(R?), using the asymptotic behavior of the ODE
as r = |z| — oco. We will see that in the defocusing case s = —, there is a unique
soliton ¢ for each w € (0, —eg) and nothing else. In the focusing case s = +, there is
a soliton for each w € (—eg, 00), among which we can specify the ground state and
the first excited state for each fixed small mass under the radial constraint.

2.1. Energy functionals. For any ¢ € H*(R?), and V : R?* — R, we define the
following functionals on H'(R3).

[V](e) = (Vele) /2, M(p) = [1](¢) = ll¢ll3/2, Gly) = sllell1/4,
H(p) := (Holp)/2 = |Vel3/2+ [V](g), E:=H-G.

The energy E and the mass M are conserved in time for (IL7). The corresponding
quantities without the potential V are denoted by H°, E°, etc.

(2.1)

H(p) = [Vel3/2, E(p) = |Vell3/2 —sllelli/4. (2.2)
For the variational property in the focusing case, we need the dilation operator
Spp(x) = e*Pp(e'r),  Spp(x) = (v -V +3/p)p(x), (2.3)
which preserves the L2 norm. The same notation is used for the functional
(S,F) () = Oi=o F'(S,0)- (2.4)

Then we have
SM=(6/p—3M, SH° = (6/p—1)H’,

SIG = (12/p—3)G, S[V] =[S, oV] (2:5)
The L*-scaling derivative plays a crucial role via the virial identity
K, := SHE = 2H" — 3G — [S. V]. (2.6)
The following functional is used for convexity of E in S}:
I'=E-Ky/2=G/2+ | é/QVJ/Q. (2.7)

If there is a family of solitons w +— ¢,, € H' differentiable in w € R, then we have
OE(pu) = (E'(pu)lel) = (~woulp)) = —wduM(p.). (2.8)

For the potential part, we will frequently use the following bound
Lemma 2.1. Let V € (L?+ LP)(R?). Then for any € > 0, there is C' > 0 such that

H'(R®) 3V, |[V](p)] < min(e]loli + Cllglls ellells + Cllell). (2.9)
Proof. Let V =V, + V,, where V, € L? and V., € L. For any h > 0, we have
[TVal(@)] < [Vellzsmllelli + Rllells, (2.10)
where ||Va||r2(v=n) — 0 as h — co. We have [V [(¢)| < |l¢l3 and for any R > 0,
Ve (D) S WVasll o al<m I IRRY? + [ Vicll o= gy |03, (2.11)
where ||V zoo(je|>r) — 0 as R — oco. Adding these yields the conclusion. O
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2.2. Small solitons. For small mass, the ground state is the bifurcation from zero,
generated by the ground state ¢g of H. The following precise statement can be
extracted from [9, Lemma 2.1]

Lemma 2.2. There exists 0 < z, < 1 and a C* map
(@,Q): Dy :={z€C||z)* <22} = H'(R®) xR, (2.12)
such that (p,w) = (®[z], Q[z]) is a soliton for each z € Dy, with a decomposition
®lz] = 200 +7l2], Q] = —eot+o(2), el Lo, Ivlellm = o(l2*), (2.13)

satisfying the gauge covariance (®[e”z], Q[e?z]) = (e ®[z], Q[z]), and M(®[z]) =
1212/2 + o(|z]*) is an increasing function of |z|. Moreover, there is an open set in
H!(R3) which contains ®[Dy] but no other soliton.

Let pp > 0 be the maximal mass among those solitons:
iy := sup M(P[Dy)). (2.14)
Then the monotonicity implies that
0, 2) 2 z — M(P[2]) € [0, 1) (2.15)
is an increasing bijection. Let zg : [0, up) — [0, 2) be the inverse function, so that
M(®[20(p)]) = p- (2.16)

The following lemma shows that the above solitons are the ground states for small
mass. It will be crucial also for identifying the first excited state.

Lemma 2.3 (Small mass dichotomy). For any ¢ € HY(R3) satisfying Ko(p) <
M(p)™! and M(p) < 1, we have one of the following (i)-(iii)

(i) H(p) < M(p),
(il) M(¢) S H () ~ E(p) ~ Ky(p),
(iti) s = + and H(p) ~ G(p) 2 M(p)~",

Moreover, in the case (), we have
TV + TS V](@)] + 18,8V ] (0)| < G(y) (2.17)
for any p,q > 0. In particular, G in ([@l) can be replaced with 21.

Note that the first two regions overlap each other, but the last one is separated.
Thus the above lemma gives a dichotomy into (i)-(ii) and (iii). The case (ii) can be
removed if Ko(p) < M(p), which is mostly satisfied when the above lemma is used.

Proof. Let p:= M(yp) and h := H°(p). Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg, we obtain
2h = Ka (o) = | = [SLV () + 3G ()|
< NS5V e (llell3 + llell2) + el (2.18)
< 4 BN 302
Hence either h < Ky(@) < p= h <, b < B34 or b < h32p/2. The third

case is the same as the second, up to the constants, leading to (i). If p < h < pu=1,
then (2.I8) < h, and the same estimate works for |H(p) — E(y)]|, leading to (ii).
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In the last case, we obtain h > u~! > 1 hence G is dominating, thus s = + and
I(¢) ~ G(p) ~ h = u~t, leading to (iii). O

The above lemma enables us to identify the solitons in Lemma with .“:

Proposition 2.4. There exists 0 < g < pp and 0 < zg < 2, such that
{p € A [ M(p) < pa} = {®[2] | [2] < za},

0<pu < pa = E) = E(@[z()]) ~ eon < 0. (2.19)

Proof. Since Ky = 0 on ., we can apply the above lemma to any ¢ € . with
M(p) < pa < 1, leading to either (i) or (iii). Taking pg > 0 small ensures that
the region (i) is in the uniqueness region of ®[D,] in Lemma [22] as well as that
the region (iii) is far away. Then every ¢ € . with M(p) < pq is either in ®[Dy]
or in the region (iii). In the latter case, ¢ is an excited state, as ® gives a soliton
with the same mass and negative energy. Thus we obtain the first identity in (2.19).
The second one is its obvious consequence. The behavior of &, follows from (2.8))
together with the differentiability of ® from Lemma 2.2 O

2.3. Focusing case s = +. Next we investigate the first excited state of small mass
in the focusing case. The small mass dichotomy Lemma 2.3l allows us to ignore the
potential effect, leading to the same variational characterization as V' = 0 in the
higher energy region.

Proposition 2.5. Let s = +. There exists 0 < pe < pg such that for 0 < p < pe
i(p) = inf{E(p) | v € H,, M(p) = p, Ko(p) =0, Glp) > 1}
= inf{I(p) | ¢ € H, M(p) < p, Ko() <0, G(p) > 1} (2:20)
=T MQE Q)1 +0(1)) >1 (u—0),

where inf is attained by some ¢ € 7, and & () is decreasing in p. Moreover, there
is a continuous function k : (0, pe) X (0,00) = (0,1/2) such that for any § > 0 and
any ¢ € HY satisfying M(g) < pie, B(p) < &(p

[Ka(p)| = m(M(yp

d and [|[Vplla > 1, we have

) —
), 0). (2.21)

The above minimization is well known in the case V' = 0 without the restriction
on G. Some restriction to higher energy is needed in the case V' # 0, since those inf

in (2.20) would become &y(u) without G > 1.

Proof. First, the > part of (Z20) is obvious from Ky = 0 on ., the dichotomy
Lemma 2.3 and I = E — Ky/2. The second infimum is obviously decreasing in p.
To show the < part of the second equality, let ¢ € H!, M(p) < p, Ky(p) < 0
and G(y) > 1. Consider the one-parameter scaling v(t) := St.p for t < 0. The
dichotomy implies G(p) = p~! > 1. Since S, ;M = —9M/7 < 0, there exists T < 0
such that M(v(7T)) = pu. Moreover, since
3

1 5 6
5§.5H = QG ) (34/3 §/2VJ, S§.5K2 = §K2 + ?G +1 é/zVJa (2.22)

we have, using Lemma 2.1]

Sysl(v) Z pt, Sy5Ka(v) > 5(Ko(v) +1)/7 (2.23)
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as long as Ky(v) < M(v) < p. The second inequality of (2Z23) implies that if
Ko(v) > —1, Ko(v) is decreasing as t decreases. Therefore Ky(v) < 0 and (2.23) are
preserved for 0 >t > T', hence the infimum is reduced to the case M(yp) = p.

Next consider the one-parameter scaling v(t) := She for t < 0. Since

SiL=3G/2 — [S,.Ss,V /2, SpKo = 2K, — 2541, (2.24)

a similar argument as above implies that I(v) is decreasing and Ky (v) is increasing
as t decreases, as long as Ky(v) < 0, while G(v) > 1 is preserved by the dichotomy.
Thus the infimum is further reduced to the case Ky(¢) = 0, which means the second

equality in (2.20).

To prove the existence of minimizer as well as the lower bound (221]) on |Ky],
take any sequence p, € H! satisfying M(p,) — 1 € (0, ), Ka(pn) — 0, G(p,) +
IVeulla > 1 and E(p,) = Eo < E.(u), where E, is the infimum in (2:20). Using
Lemma 2.1l with Gagliardo-Nirenberg, we have

H° =3E — K, — [S;V]| < 3E — Ky + CM + H°/2. (2.25)

Hence ¢, is bounded in H!, and so, we may assume, passing to a subsequence, that
©n — Jp € H! weakly. Since Ky = 2H? — 3G — [S/ V], disposing of the potential
part as above, we deduce that G(¢,) 2 1 and |[Vp,||2 2 1 are equivalent for large
n, and then the dichotomy implies H%(¢,) ~ G(¢,) = p=t.

Since G and the potential functionals are weakly continuous on H!, we have

I(¢) = B, G(p)>1, M(p) <p, Ky(p) <0, (2.26)

hence FE,, = FE, and ¢ is a minimizer of (220). Moreover, the above argument
implies that M(p) = p and Ky(¢) = 0. Since the dichotomy implies G(p) = u=! >
1, we have Lagrange multipliers w, @ € R such that

E'(¢) + wM'(p) = aKa (). (2.27)
Differentiation along the curve Sty at ¢ = 0 yields
0 =Ky(p) = SE(p) = a5 Ks(p) = —2a8;1(¢), (2.28)

where Sil(¢) # 0 by (224) with the dichotomy, hence o = 0. This means that
v €. and so & (u) = E.(u), as well as the lower bound (2Z21)) on |Ka|.
Finally, we prove the asymptotic formula. In the second infimum in (2.20), put

() == pp(ur) and V,(x) := @V (px). Then
péi(p) = min G()/2 + [(S5/2V)ul (),
A= {y € Hy [M(y) <1, Ky(¢) < [(SV)u) (%), G(¥) > p}.

Since ||V, ||r24 10 < 2|V || 124100, We have for p > 0

ISV (@) S w2113 + 1) (2.30)

Hence if ¢ € H satisfies M((¢)) < 1 and K9(¢)) < —1, then ¢p € A, for 0 < p < 1.
Therefore as g — 0, the minimizer ¢ is bounded in L%. Since G(p) = u™', we
obtain G(¢) ~ 1 and |[(S,V),](¥)| < O(x/?). On the other hand, for any ¢ € H}

(2.29)
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satisfying M(¢)) < 1 ~ G(¢) and K§(¢)) = 0, we deduce from (2.24) that for
0 < pu < 1 there exists ¢t = O(u'/?) such that Sk € A,. Therefore

lim & (1) = nf{G(¥)/2 | ¥ € Hy, M(¥) < 1, Ky(¢) < 0}, (2.31)
and by the well-known characterization of @, the right hand equals M(Q)E°(Q). O

2.4. Defocusing case s = —. In the defocusing case, the variational structure is
much simpler, and so we can determine the entire set of solitons . without the
mass constraint. In this subsection, we prove the following

Proposition 2.6. Let s = —. Under the assumptions on V in Section [L.J3, the
equation (LI2) has a unique positive solution ¢, for each w € (0, —eg), and
S =1{e%p, | 0 <w < —ey, 6 € R} (2.32)

The function (0,—eg) 3 w — M(p,) € (0,00) is C*, decreasing and bijective. Let
wo(p) be its inverse function. Then for all p > 0,

eopt < (1) = E(Pup(uy) <0 < oo =8&1(pn), wi(p) <O0. (2.33)
Since H > e, multiplying (LI2) with ¢
0= ((H +w)ple) + [elli = Vellz +wliellz + (Vele) + llells (2.34)

implies that w < —eq is necessary for existence of a non-trivial solution.
If w <0, then putting ¢ := r¢ we have from ([ 12)

Yot = (V4 o), Tmin (90| + [0} =0 (2.35)

Rewriting the above into an integral equation from r = co, we obtain

[ (s)] < / (r = IV + [el)ldr < [[Ulli=essllr(V + o) [niess,  (2.36)

where the last norm is vanishing as s — oo by the assumption V/|z| € L'(R3) and
¢ € L*(R3). Hence taking s — oo and then solving the ODE, we deduce that ¢ = 0.
Therefore 0 < w < —eq for every non-trivial ¢ € .. Moreover, using Lemma
2.1 with € = w/2, we deduce that ¢ € .¥ is uniformly bounded in H*(R?) on any
interval of w away from 0, while ¢, — 0 in H'(R?) as w — —eg — 0.
For each w € (0, —ep), we have a solution ¢,, of (I.IZ)) which is a global minimizer

(E + wM)(p,) = inf{(E + wM)(p) | ¢ € H'} < 0. (2.37)

The proof is easy and omitted. The positivity is also standard. The uniqueness of
the solution ¢,, for each w, modulo the phase €%, follows from a general argument:

Lemma 2.7. Let H be a self-adjoint operator on L? with non-degenerate eigenvalue
eo, and assume the rest of the spectrum of H is contained in [e1,00) for some e; > eq.
Let f : [0,00) — [0,00) be a strictly monotone function such that f(a)a is non-
decreasing. Then the nonlinear eigenvalue problem

(H+ f(lel)p = we

can have at most one non-trivial solution (up to the phase symmetry) for each w <
e1. The same conclusion holds for w = ey if f(a)a is strictly increasing.
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The above lemma may be known, but a proof is given below for the sake of
completeness.

Proof. Let f(z) := f(|z|) for z € C. Let ¢ and ¢ be two non-zero solutions, and let
¢ be an eigenfunction of H for ey. We must have (¢g|p) # 0, or else

(e1 —w)llell3 < (Pl(H — w)p) = —(|el’|f(#)), (2.38)

which contradicts either w < e; or w = ey with strictly increasing f(a)a. Thus we
can find 5 € C\ {0} so that (¢g|B¢ + 1) = 0. Using the invariance of the equation
for ¢ — ey, we may take 3 > 0 by appropriate complex rotation of . Then

(e1 —w)||Be + Y13 < (B + ¢|(H — w)(Be + 1))
= =B f(@)llel?) = (FOIDP) + 28(pl(H —w)¥)  (2.39)

<23 [I(w\(H —w))| = V@l F )P | -

First consider the case where f is non-decreasing. Then using Schwarz,

o2 1670 < VTP T@IP),
el e = {\<< olull < FRIPFIE. 20

So we arrive at

(Flel®) = (F@llel),  (F@llel) = (F@)llvl), (2.41)

and hence (f(¢) — f(¥)||¢|* = |¥|*) < 0. Since f is non-decreasing, this implies
that f(p) = f(¢) (ae.).

Next consider the case where f is non-increasing. By Schwarz, we have

(el fF ) < V@l (F@2I P/ f (o),

(2.42)
[(f (e wlw | < VAF@2RlPIL/ @ F)1W[2).
Hence (2:39) implies that
QPP F) 2 (PRI 1), s

(fl@)llelIL/ f(w)) = (f(@)* e/ f (),

and so, (f(¢)*|e|* = f(¥)* 11?1/ f () — 1/ f(¥)) < 0. Since 1/f(a) and f(a)a are
both non-decreasing, we have f(p) = f(¢) or f(¢)|e| = f(¥)|Y] (ae.). If eg > w,

then ¢y = —f¢, otherwise the above must be a strict inequality, contradicting the
monotonicity of f(¢) and f(¢)|p|. If e; = w, then f(2)|z] is strictly increasing, so

we get f(¢) = f(¥), and then going back to (2.39),
0=(ex —w)[[Be+ ¢||2 (B +U|(H — w)(ﬁso + )
—(f(@)1Be+¥[?) <

The strict monotonicity of f(a)a implies that at each x, f(go(x)) = 0 implies

f(¥(x)) =0 and p(z) = 0 =¥ (z). Hence ¢ = —fy (a.e.).
Thus we obtain ¥ = —f¢ anyway. Then the equation for ¢ and v implies that

(w—H)p= fle)p=—f)0/B = f(Be)e. (2.45)

Since f is strictly monotone, this implies 5 =1 or ¢ =0 a.e. O

(2.44)
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Once we have the uniqueness of ¢, for w, it is easy to prove continuity and then
differentiability in w. Differentiating the equation

(H+w+302)¢, +0u=0, ¢l =0, (2.46)
and multiplying it with ¢/ yield
QM(p,) = (pulel) = —((H + w + 302)@Lel) < —2llpuglll3 <0,  (2.47)

where we used H+w-+¢?2 > 0, because ¢, > 0 is the ground state in the kernel of this
Schrodinger operator. Hence M(y,,) is decreasing in w. Moreover, M(p,) — oo as
w — +0, since otherwise the weak limit yields 0 # ¢y € H,' satisfying Hpo+ @5 = 0,
which is impossible. Using (2.8)) as well, we conclude the proof of Proposition 2.0

3. BLOW-UP BELOW THE EXCITED ENERGY

We are now ready to prove the blow-up part of Theorem [I.Il using the above
characterization of .} together with the estimate on K, namely Proposition

Let u be a solution of (7)) with s = +, satisfying (L.25]) as well as M(u) =: u < fie
and E(u) < &1(u), where fi, is the small mass condition of Proposition 2.5 Fixd > 0
such that E(u) < & (u) — 6. Suppose for contradiction that u exists on 0 < ¢ < oo.
Then Proposition and Lemma together with the continuity of w(t) in H}
imply that (L25) is preserved for all £ > 0, and also from (2.2T])

Ky(u(t)) < —w(s, ). (3.1)
We have the saturated virial identity from [17]
On(R fruliu,) = 2Ky(u) — / 2lurl?fo.r + R2[ul*f1.r + |ul* fo,r]dz
(3.2)
— /(1 — frR/7)|u|?x - VVdu,
where fr(z) = f(z/R) with R > 1, and f; r(z) = f;(z/R) are derived from f by
while f(x) = f(|z|) is chosen to be smooth radial satisfying
r (r <1,
= 3.4
fr) {3/2 (r>2). (34)
The |u|* integral is bounded by the radial Sobolev inequality
ul Tz ) S B2l 220 m)1trl 222> R) - (3.5)

Then we obtain
- /[2|Ur|2f0,R + R72[ulfr.r + [ul* for + (1 = frRR/7)|ufx - VV]dz

N R_4||u||%2(|x|>R) + 0(1)||u||2L2(|:c|>R)7

as R — oo. See [17], [16, §4.1], for the detail. Note that the potential part was
treated by (L31)), using 1 — frR/r = 0 for |z| < R. Hence, for large R, we have

O (R fruliu,) < —r(u,d) < 0. (3.7)

(3.6)



DYNAMICS FOR NLS WITH A POTENTIAL 15

Since ||ul/z2 is conserved, it implies that ||u,|l; — oo as ¢ — oo. Then as ¢ — oo,
Ky (u) = 3E(u) — H'(u) — [S{V|(u) ~ —[|Vul3. (3.8)

The rest of the proof is the same as in the case without the potential, see [17]. Thus
we obtain the “if”-part for (I.25]) of the blow-up in Theorem [Tl

Next we show the “only if’-part of (L25]), namely the global existence when it
is not satisfied. If s = —, then we have a priori H' bound by conservation of the
energy and mass, disposing of the potential part by Lemma 2.1l which leads to the
global well-posedness in H!(R?).

Hence we may restrict to the case s = 4+, M(u) = u < p. and E(u) < & (u). By
the persistence of ([I.25]) proved above, if (.25 is initially not satisfied, neither is it
at any other time. If Ky(u(t)) < 0 and ||Vu(t)||s < 1, then Lemma 2.3 implies that
lu(@)|7n S p < 1. If Ko(u(t)) > 0, then (2:25) yields a priori bound on H} by the
mass-energy conservation. Hence the solution u is global and bounded in H! for all
t € R. Moreover, we have the scattering to the ground states by [9] if H°(u(t)) < p,
and it is preserved for all ¢t € R.

Thus we have obtain the global existence part of Theorem [Tl

Lemma 3.1. For any u(0) € H' satisfying M(u(0)) = p < pe and E(u(0)) = ¢ <
&1 (n), the corresponding solution u of (L) is global in time iff (L25) fails. Then
it is never satisfied at any t € R. Moreover, the global solution u satisfies one of the
following

(i) ||u(t)||§1% < p for all t € R, scattering to .
(i) p S lu@®)lfn < e+ p and Ko(u(t)) > k(p, E1(p) —€) for all t € R,
where k> 0 is the same as in (2.2]]).

The rest of this paper is devoted to the scattering in (ii).

4. MODULATION AND LINEARIZED EQUATIONS AROUND THE GROUND STATE

Here we recall the coordinate in [9] around the small ground state, and observe
that it can be applied to large solutions as long as the mass M(u) is small, including
the excited solitons. For any p > 0, denote

H'p) := {p € Hy (R®) | M(p) < p}. (4.1)

Let ® : Dy, — H! be the small ground states as in Lemma 2.2 We have the following
nonlinear projection to them.

Lemma 4.1. There exist 0 < p, < p, and a unique mapping H'[u,] 3 o — (2,n) €
D, x H'u,], where D, :={z € C | |z|> < 2u,}, such that

¢ = D[]+,
n e Mlz] = {v e H'(R?) | (i)]0;®[2]) = 0 (j = 1,2)},

where 0; denotes the derivative with respect to the real and imaginary parts of z =
21+izy. Moreover, the map ¢ — (z,m) is smooth and injective from H'[p,)] to Cx H!.
Furthermore, the orthogonal projection P. to the continuous spectrum subspace

Pep =1 = do(l¢o) (4.3)

(4.2)
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is bijective from H.[z] onto
H[0] = P.H'(R?) = {p € H'(R?) | (igp|¢o) = 0= (iglido)}, (4.4)
for any z € D,, and
R[z] = (Pelpp) (4.5)

s a compact and continuous perturbation of identity in the operator norm on any
space between H> N WY and H=2 + L.

In [9], the above coordinate was defined on a small ball of H'(R?). However, it
is easy to see that the smallness in L? suffices, since z is determined by solving the
orthogonality conditions

(o = @[2][i0;®[z]) =0 (j =1,2), (4.6)
by the implicit function theorem. The derivative of the left hand side equals
(o — @[]]i00;@|z2]) — (Oc®[2]]i0; @[2]), (4, k € {1,2}). (4.7)

The second term is a non-degenerate 2 X 2 matrix of O(1), while the first term is
bounded by ||¢ — ®[z]|]2 S /fp < 1, thereby the implicit function theorem works,
leading to the conclusion. The L? bound follows from the orthogonality

Mi(p) = M(®[2]) + M(n). (4.8)

The operator R|[z] is linear, so it does not need any smallness condition. Actually,
the above lemma holds without even assuming that the function is in H'. Hence
every solution u in H'[u,] can be written as

u(t) = ®[z(t)] + R[=(1)]§(t) = @[2()] + (1), (4.9)

uniquely, and the equation for u can be rewritten for (z, ) as, regarding C ~ R?,
{z.— iQ2]z = N(z, R[J€) = M(z, RI2J€)" (N (2, R[])| D®[2]),
i+ HE = Blz]¢ + N(z,6),

where M(-) is a 2 x 2 matrix and N(-,-) is a scalar defined by

M;ji(z,m) = (i0;®[2]|0xP[2]) — (in|0;0,P|2]),

N () = 5 {20 nf? + BEI + aln} ey
B|z] is the “potential part” by the small soliton, namely

B[J¢ = sPA2|®[2]|* R[2J¢ + @[] R[=]¢}, (4.12)

(4.10)

which is R-linear but not C-linear, and N (+,-) is the quadratic part
N(z,€) := P{N(z, R[z]¢) — iD®[]N(z, R[]6)}. (4.13)

We introduce some notation for the linearized solutions. For any s € R and any
set X, the set of X-valued functions defined around s is denoted by

X{s}:={u:I—X|se3dl CR} (4.14)
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For any interval I C R, z € C(I;C), sg € I and u € H'{s¢}, the linear solution v of
i0+ Hv = Blz]v,  v(sg) = u(sp) (4.15)

is denoted by
ulz, so) :=v € C(I; H"). (4.16)

Note that this depends on u(sg) but not on u(t) at the other time ¢ # sy. Indeed,
there is no point for u to depend on ¢ in the definition, but this convention avoids
writing the same time sy twice. We can apply it to time-independent u as well.
Obviously

Vs €1, ulz,so)[z, s1] = ulz, sol, (4.17)

while the solution without the potential B]z] is given by

ul0, so] = 5Oy (). (4.18)
The associated Duhamel integral is denoted by
t
Dflz, sol(t) := / flz, s](t)ds, (4.19)
S0
so that v := Df]z, so| satisfies
iv+ Hv=BzJv+ f, v(sp) =0. (4.20)
Hence for any ¢ € H', 2 € C{so} and f € H'{sy}, the solution of
i€+ HE =B+ f, &(s0) = ¢ (4.21)
is uniquely given by
5 = 90[27 80] + Df[zv 80]‘ (4'22)
Another notation
u(t) (t < s0)
= 4.23
ulz, 5ol {u[z, sol (t> s0) (4.23)

is convenient to “turn off the nonlinearity” after some time. Indeed if u solves
it + Hu = Bz]Ju + f (4.24)
and sy < s1, then we have

{u = ulz, so] + D f[z, so], (4.25)

U[Z, 81]> = U[Z, SO] + D1t<81f[zv SO]’
Next a few (semi)norms are introduced for space-time functions. For s € R, put
Stz* := L{°H; N L;B§,, Stz := L H}+ L;Bg;,, st:=L/L. (4.26)

Stz® is the full Strichartz norm for H*® solutions, and Stz'/? C L;*B;/; C st by
interpolation and Sobolev.
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The next semi-norm is a bit more involved. It is needed for long-time perturbation
argument for the radiation part &£, whose equation contains quadratic terms. For
To<Ty <Ts, z € C((To,T2)7C) and u € C((TQ,Tl); Hl),

||u||[Z;T07T1;T2} = ToiIYJ“ETl ||u[z, T]> - u[z> TO] ||5t(To,T2) (427)

is a semi-norm which vanishes if and only if u = u[z, Ty] solves it + Hu = B[z]u on
(Ty,T1) in H'. Tt measures how much u deviates from the linear evolution between
To and Ty and its influence until ¢ < Ty. If u solves (£24) on (Tp,T1), then

lulizmorin = sup APLr 1z Tolllar - (4.28)

Since we use only the Strichartz type estimates, i.e. L norms, the right hand side
will be estimated in the same way as ||Df[z, To]||s¢(zy,r)- This semi-norm will be
used mostly to bound

|l (210,731 > max(||u — ulz, Tol||secry,m) |ulz, Th] — ulz, To]|lsry ). (4.29)

The idea of long-time perturbation in this type of norms, together with the use of
non-admissible Strichartz (as in Lemma F.4] below), was introduced in [I3] to treat
quadratic and sub-quadratic nonlinearity:.

The above semi-norm is subadditive for gluing intervals:

Lemma 4.2. ForTy <11 < Ty < 15,
||u||[Z;T0,T2;T3] < ||u||[Z;T07T1;T3} + ||u||[Z;T17T2§T3}' (430)

Proof. The left is the supremum of |ju[z, T]s — wu[z, To]||st(mp,m) over Ty < T < Ts.
For Ty < T < Ty, it is trivially bounded by ||u|| 2.z, 1) For 77 < T < Ty, we have

||u[sz]> - U[Z7T0]||5t(To7T3) < ||U[Z7T]> - U[Z7T1]>||5’t(To7T3)

4.31
T T Y 1 I
The first term on the right equals
lulz, T]s — ulz, Tilllsqr 15) < Null iz moems) (4.32)
and the second term is bounded by ||ul| .,z 715 O

Now we derive the standard Strichartz estimates for the linearized equation, with
uniformly small z.

Lemma 4.3. Let I = (Ty,T1) be an interval and z € C(I;C) with ||z| =) < 1.
Then for any so € I, ¢ € P.H'(R?), f € C(I;S'), T € (Ty,Th) and 6 € [0, 1],

lelz: solllsearry S Nlo(s0) o ~ it flplz, sol(t)]| o ~ Sup 1z, sol (8)]] o
|DP.flz, SO]HStz"(I) S ||f||Stz*9(I)> IDP.f[z, solllizmorim) S ||f||Stz*1/2(TO,T)'

Moreover, if sup I = oo then we have the scattering of u := |z, so] + DP.f[z, so]
as t — oo, namely the strong convergence of e “Hu(t) in H', and furthermore,
u(t) — 0 in LS. The same holds for t — —oo.

(4.33)



DYNAMICS FOR NLS WITH A POTENTIAL 19
Proof. Let € := @[z, so] + DP.f|z, s0]. Then the Strichartz estimate for e P, yields
1€llse0 1y S Mlp(s0)ll e + 1 BI21€ + Pefllsemo s (4.34)

where the term B[z]¢ is bounded by
1B[z)¢l 250, (1) S HZ||%;>°(1)H§HL§B§2(I) < 1€l ez, (1) (4.35)

t6/5,2

and absorbed by the left. This yields the latter three estimates in the lemma.
If sup I = oo, for any increasing sequence t,, — oo, we have

[é“HiﬁﬂZZ;I”Zne‘“HUﬂdi%aRjﬁﬁ, (4.36)

where the last term tends to 0 in H! by the above estimate, together with the
property of L}(I) and L?(I). Hence e ®7£(t) converges as t — oo strongly in H*.
Then the decay in LS follows from the L — LS decay estimate, the Sobolev
embedding H} C LS and the density argument.

For the norm equivalence, let u := ©[z, so] and ug := [0, so]. Then by the same
Strichartz as above,

lu —wollsee ) < ||B[Z]“||L§Bg/572(1) < ||u||L§Bg,2(I)7 (4.37)
and so the right hand side is equivalent to (since p € P.H")
0/2
luoll 28,1y S lluoso)llas ~ [1(H P uo(s0)ll 2 ~ [[woll o rror): (4.38)
which implies the first estimate in the lemma. 0J
We also need non-admissible Strichartz estimates.

Lemma 4.4. Let (po, @), (p1,q1) € (1,00) x (2,6] and o; := 2/p; + 3(1/q; — 1/2)
satisfy

oo+0o1=0<0;—1/p;, |o;] <2/3. (4.39)
Then there exists C > 0 such that under the assumptions of the above lemma,
IDP.flz, 50]||L§’0L§0(I) < CHfHLf/lLfl([)' (4.40)
If (po, qo) = (4,6), then for Ty <T < T,
IDP.f2, s0)ll{zm0,m:1) < CHf”Lf,lLZi (T 1) (4.41)

Proof. This set of estimates for the free Schrodinger equation was proved by Kato
[11] for ¢; < 2%, and by Vilela [25] for ¢; = 2*. It is transferred to the time
independent equation ¢# P, by Yajima’s argument of bounded wave operators [26].
More precisely, the condition |o;| < 2/3 is not needed in Kato, but only in the
double endpoint case g9 = ¢; = 6 by Vilela, in the form p, = p; € [6/5,6]. The
above lemma is infected by this condition including non-endpoint cases, because we
use the double endpoint estimate to treat the time-dependent potential part as a
small perturbation. Let u := DP,f[z, so]. Then by the above estimates on ¢ P,

(4.42)

el zzomenznsycn < IBERl sy + 11 ot
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where py := ﬁ € [6/5,6]. The potential term is bounded by

HB[Z]UHszLg/E)(I) N ||3H%t°°(1)HUHL§’2Lg(I) < ||“||Lf2Lg(1)a (4.43)
and thus we obtain the desired result as in the previous lemma. O

5. LINEARIZED PROFILE DECOMPOSITION

Now we develop a profile decomposition for the linearized equation of the radia-
tion part in ({.I0). For that purpose, we need a similar notation to the above for
sequences. For any sequences a, b, ¢, ..., the sequence in the form

N3n— Z(an,bn,Cny---y) (5.1)
for any expression 2" (as long as it is well defined), is denoted by
Z(a,bye,....) ={Z (an,bn,Cny---,) }n- (5.2)

The same convention applies when the sequence is defined only for large n € N.
When 2" = {2} is a sequence of sets, then it is regarded as the product set:

re€ X <<= VneN, g, €X,. (5.3)
The same convention is applied to lim, sup, inf, etc., for any sequence X = {X,},:
X = lim X := lim X,,, supX :=supX,, etc. (5.4)

n—oo n °

unless the limit is explicitly associated with another parameter.
The set of open intervals is denoted by

4 ={(a,b) CR | a < b}. (5.5)

For any I € .#N the set SBC(I) of sequences of uniformly small, bounded and
continuous functions is defined by the following. For any z € C(I;C)

z € SBC(I) (5.6)

iff sup, ey supse;, |2n(t)| < 1 and
Ve >0, 36 >0, Vs,Vt € I, sup|s—t| <0 = sup|z(s) —z(t)] <e.  (5.7)

The smallness requirement can be determined by V. Since it can be fixed throughout
the paper but does not play any role, we leave it unspecified.

For any I € 4N any 2z € C(I;C) and any z,, € C(R;C), we say that z — 24
locally uniformly on [ iff for all 0 < T < oo

lim  sup  |z,(t) — 2 (t)| = 0. (5.8)

N=0 e [~T,T)NI,

Let #N 3135, C(I;C) > z and H*{s} > u. Note that they are all sequences by
the above convention. Suppose that lim Pu(s) is weakly convergent in H'. Then
the sequence v € C(I; H') solving

Vn eN, i, + Hv, = Blz,|v, (on I,), v,(s,) = klim P.ug(sk) (5.9)
— 00
is denoted by

ul2, 8)(00) = {Un}n = {klggo Pcuk(sk)} 2, 5]. (5.10)
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Let s’ € I be another sequence of times, then
ulz, 8] ()2, 8] = uz, 8(0)- (5.11)
In the autonomous case z = 0, the above object can be defined by translation:
Vt e R, 10, s](x)(t) = ellt—s)H kh—>nolo P (sg), (5.12)
which trivializes the limiting behavior as n — oo. The presence of z disables such a
precise description. However, we do not need so much to prove the scattering result,

but uniform integrability in the Strichartz norms will suffice, which is given by the
following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Lets € I € N, 2 € SBC(I) and u € P,H'{s} be sequences such that
sup ||u(s)||gr < oo. Then after extracting a subsequence, there exist o € P.H' and

200 € O(R; C) such that u(s) — ¢ weakly in H', 2(s +1t) — 2o locally uniformly on
I —s, and

[ulz, 8](o0) = pl200, O](t = ) Ity = O (5.13)
Moreover, for any 0 < T < oo,
|ulz, s] — ul2, (o)l Lo (ft=s|<T;8) — 0. (5.14)
If the convergence u(s) — ¢ is strong in H*, then
[ulz, 8] = ulz, 8](00)llsts1 (1) = O- (5.15)

Proof. First, the uniform continuity of SBC allows us to extend z, to R so that we
may assume I/ = RN without losing generality. The uniform boundedness in H*
allows us to pass to a subsequence such that u(s) — Jp. Let

t s ((t) == 2(t + s) € SBC(RY),
t=o(t) == [, 0](t) = ulz, 8)(e0) (t + 5) € C(R; P.H).

Since ¢ € SBC, Ascoli-Arzela implies that, after extracting a subsequence, ( — 3(
in C(R; C) with [|Csol|zer) < 1. Let vo = ¢[200,0] € C(R; P.H'). Then we have

iv+ Hv = B[(|v, e + Hooo = Blls|Voo, V1, 1,(0) = o = v55(0).  (5.17)

(5.16)

We have the full Strichartz estimates on v,, by Lemma (4.3 and
A Vool 2 o> 7im1,) = 0. (5.18)

Since ¢ — (o in L¥([t| < T') for any T' < oo, B[(] — Bl(] in the operator norm
of Bf, — By s 5, uniformly on [¢| < T. Hence by the Strichartz estimate on ¢"” P,
and using Hg s C By s 5,

v — UOOHStzl(\t|<T) S IB[¢lv — B[Coo]”oo||L§(|t\<T;Hg/5)
SI¢— Coo||L°°(\t|<T)||Uoo||L$(\t|<T;Hg) (5.19)
+ 1(Ss Coo) Iz <y [l = Vool L2ty < 1) -
Thus, the last term being absorbed by the left, we obtain

Jv — UOOHStz1(|t\<T) — 0. (5.20)
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Applying the same estimate to the Duhamel with e P, from t = +T', we obtain

v — UOOHStzl(\t|>T)

< 0(T) — vao(ET) 12 + 1B — Bléaelvaell sz (5.21)
S o(1) + (¢, Coo)||L°°(\t|>T)(||UOO||Lf(|t\>T;Hé) + [Jv — Uoo||L§(|t\>T;Hg))>
where the last term is absorbed by the left. Thus we obtain
tim sup [ — vaellsar ) < Mool iy (5.22)

Sending 7" — oo, we see that the right side is zero, namely (5.13).
To prove (B.14), let w(t) := ulz,s](t + s) and v := (v — w)[0,0]. Then by the
Strichartz estimate on eH P.,

(v = w) =Yg r2nrzre)u<r)

5.23
< IBICw — W)l 205 ey < 10 = wllzzesqueny. (5.23)

so it is bounded by ||l 1215 (111, Which tends to 0, because y — 0 in L Ly ([t] < T)
and bounded in L?H;}. Interpolating with the uniform bounds on v and w, we get
v—w—7— 0alsoin LXL(|t| < T), hence for v — w as well.

The proof of (B.15]) is similar but easier. We add one derivative to the Strichartz
norms and extend to the real line, such as L2H} (R). Then v = ¢®#~(0) — 0 in this
norm, since (0) — 0 strongly in H'. So v — w is also vanishing. O

The linearized equation does not preserve either the mass or the energy, because
Blz] is not even C-linear, but the next lemma suffices for the profile decomposition.
Since H > 0 on P.H', its fractional power is defined. For any 6 € [0, 1], the inner
product is defined by

Hylp, %) = 5 (H'Polt), Hol) = Hl, o), (5.24)
such that M(p) = Hy(p) and H(p) = H,(y) for all ¢ € P.H".

Lemma 5.2. Let s € I € 9N and z € SBC(I). Let v°,v' € C(I; P.H") be two
sequences of linearized solutions, i.e. vi = vi[z,s| for j = 0,1. Suppose that v°(s)
strongly converges in H' and that v'(s) — 0 weakly in H'. Then

Vo € [0,1], ”HG(UOa Ul)HL;’O(I) — 0. (5.25)

Proof. Tt suffices to show Hy(v°, v')(s") — 0 for any s’ € I, along a subsequence. We
use the unitarity

V=TV — Hy (00, 0h) = Hy(°,7Y) (5.26)
and the Duhamel formula

v (t) = v/ (s) + DI(t),

Dj(t) = /Ot—s e—it/HB[Z(S—l—t/)]vj(s—i-t/)dt/. (527)
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v9(s) — Jip strongly in H! by the assumption. Extracting a subsequence, we may
assume s’ — s — s’ € [—00,00]. Then

DO(s') — /OSOO e "™ B2y ][ 200, 0] dt (5.28)

strongly in H', by Lemma (5.1 (5.13), after passing to a subsequence. For D!, we
use the LP decay estimate on e P,. Fix 0 < § < 1 such that 1/¢L :=1/6 £ €
[1/p,1/2). Then for any 0 < T' < o0,

1D e iz 420, S / [t = s 7PN Bl ()] o dt
[t—s|>T La

T

L A R C O
[t—s|<T L

ST 0 ez + [0 e e-si<ri),

and the last term is vanishing by Lemma [5.1] (5.14)). Since T' > 0 is arbitrary, we
deduce that D(s’) — 0. Hence v*(s") — 0, while 7%(s’) is strongly convergent. Thus
we obtain Hy(v", v1)(s) — 0 as desired. O

Using the above lemmas, we are ready to prove the profile decomposition for the
linearized equation for &.

Lemma 5.3. Let s € I € 9N and z € SBC(I). Let ¢ € (P.H")N be a bounded
sequence. Then passing to a subsequence, there exist J* € NU {oo} and s7 € I for
each Nog 2 j < J* with the following properties. Let v := [z, s] € C(I; P.H").
(i) s = s and |s! — s*| — oo for each j # k < J*.
(ii) For j < J*, v(s?) — 3¢l € H' weakly. Put N = v(z, s () = ¢l [z, s7].
Then N (s*) — 0 weakly in H' for j # k, and ¢!, # 0 for j > 0.
(iti) For each finite J < J*, put v/ :=v =3 ;M. Forj <.J, y/(s’) = 0
weakly in H*, and for all 6 € [0, 1],
Z H>\]||2L§°(I;H§) + ||7JH2?0(];H9 H1/}||H9 + O( ) (530)
0<j<J

Hy(M, AF), Hg(N,v7) — 0 for k# j < J and 6 € [0, 1], uniformly on I.
(iv) For 0 <6 < 1,

. . J o
}551 lim sup ||y ||[Lt°°Lg,Stz1]9(1) =0. (5.31)
We call the decomposition given by the above lemma

= Z N7 M= ¢[z,s][z,8j](m), (5.32)

0<j<J

the linearized profile decomposition.

Proof. The sequence s/ € I is defined inductively as follows. First, let s° := s.
Passing to a subsequence, we may assume v(s’) — 3p2 . Then A\° := uz, s and
v i= v — AU are defined with 7'(s”) — 0. The boundedness (in H') of ¢ implies
that v and A° are uniformly bounded, so is 7'
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Let J € N and suppose that uniformly bounded +’ € C(I; H') and s/ € I have
been defined for j < J such that 7/ (s?) — 0. Since ||| e (s;4) is bounded, we can
define s/ € I such that

W e rszay = 07 (87)llzs + o(1). (5.33)

If the left hand sequence tends to 0, put J* = J and the definition is terminated.
Otherwise, put A7 := 77/[z, s7] (o) and 4/*! := 47 — X/, Passing to a subsequence,
we may assume 77 (s7) = ol £ 0in H' and z(t +s7) — 327 (t) € C(R; C) locally
uniformly on I — s7. Then v/*1(s7) — 0 is obvious. Since 7/(s?) — 0 for j < J, we
have v/ — 0 in L°(|t — 87| < T; L2) for any T < oo, by Lemma B.1], (5.14]). Hence
|s7 — 87| — co. Then from Lemma B.1], (5.13)), together with the Strichartz bound
on ¢ [z 0], we deduce that A\/(s7) — 0, and so y/*1(s7) — 0. The same argument
implies that M(s/) — 0 as well.

Hence we can iterate the same procedure. In this way, after the diagonalization
argument, we obtain the sequences s/ with the properties that |s/ — s¥| — oo for
J#k, (7)) = 0forj < J, N(s*) = 0for j # k, 2(t +s7) — 27 (t), and the
decomposition (5.32)).

Since M (s7) = ¢J_ while \¥(s7) — 0 for k # j, Lemma[5.2limplies Hy(A, \*) — 0,
Hy(N,+*) — 0 for j < k and 0 € [0, 1]. Hence

Ho(¥) = Ho( 3 N(s)+77(s) = 3 Ho(N(s) +Ho(7'(s) + (1) (534)

The equivalence Hy(p) ~ ||g0||§19 on P.H' and Lemma imply (5.30).
It remains to prove (5.31). By the definition of s/, cf. (5.33), we have

v | gors = llpZllzs +0(1) S I || gomy + o(1). (5.35)
Since the right hand side is vanishing by (5.30]),
. . J L
Jim Timsup {7 | g s = 0, (5.36)

and then by interpolation with the uniform Strichartz bound, we obtain (5.31)). O

6. NONLINEAR PERTURBATION ESTIMATES

In order to use the linearized profile decomposition to approximate the nonlinear
solutions, we need a few perturbation lemmas for the nonlinear equation of ¢

i€ + HE = B[2J€ + N(z,€) (6.1)

regarding z as a given time-dependent function. Since our global knowledge on z
is very poor (cf. Section [[3), we should avoid perturbing z for long time. It leads
us to prepare the following two lemmas for perturbation: Lemma for long time
intervals where ¢ is small, and Lemma for bounded time intervals where ¢ may
be large.

The first lemma is a perturbation of 0, or construction of dispersed solutions.

Lemma 6.1. Let —oo < Ty < Ty < o0, z € C([Ty, T1); C) and ¢ € H'(R?). Put
No == |2l o) + el o (6.2)
for 6 € [0,1] and assume Ny < 1.
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(1) If ||o[z, To] || st(ro, ) 13/2 < 1, then ([G1)) has a unique solution & satisfying

e C([To, 1) HY), &(To) =, |Ellseray S Nl Tolllsiery - (6.3)
(II) Let € € C([Ty, Ty ); HY) be a solution of ([6J)) with £(Ty) = ¢ satisfying
||€||5t(To,T1)N13/2 < L (64)

Then for any T € (Ty,T1) and all 6 € [0, 1],
1612, T> — @lz, Tolllswe (o 7y S Nollelz, Tolllsery. ) (No + [l9l2, Tol s 1)), (6.5)
and ||| 2z, rm) < €[z, Tolllsecry ) ~ 1€lstm,7)-

Proof. Let & := @[z, To] and [|&ol|s¢(m,m) =: do. The solution ¢ is obtained by the
iteration argument. If £ is a solution, then by the Strichartz estimate: Lemma [4.3]

1€ = €ollsee S N1€llsue € st ClIE st + [I2]] o) (6.6)
for 8 € [0, 1]. Using the non-admissible Strichartz: Lemma [A.4]

HgHst S HgoHst + CHN(Z, f)HLf/aLi/a

S 0o + Ellstll€llzgra (1€l Leog + PN o) (6.7)
S G0+ €112 2 (€ g2 + No).

Suppose that [[§]|g,12 < CNijp and [[§]|s < Cdp for some constant C' > 1 on some
shorter interval. Then

1€llges1r2 S Nij2 + C200(d0 + No)1€]lses2
I€llse S o + C*(BoNT2) 2 (1€ s

Since do + Ny S N2, we have dy(d +Ny) < (do 13/2)1/2. Hence, if & 13/2 < 1 then
1€]|s¢ S 0o and [|€]]g,e S Np for all 6 € [0,1]. Then by the continuity for extending
the interval, these bounds holds on the whole (0,7).

If we assume ||& ||5t(T07T1)N13/2 < 1 instead of &, then we obtain ||&o||ser, ) S

~

(6.8)

1€ ]|st(zp,r) in the same way, starting from 7" = T + 0. In both cases, repeating the
Strichartz estimate on H? as above, we obtain (I1). O

Remark 1. Since HY 2(R3) is the scaling invariant norm for the NLS without the
potential, Aj/, is in general large, when we use the above lemma. In the focusing
case, Nl/g ~ 1 on .%, while there is no upper bound on N1/2 in the defocusing
case. However, we can expect that st is small for dispersive solutions, by which
the assumptions in the above lemma can be satisfied. Note also that the estimate
cannot be closed if we use only the admissible Strichartz Stz'/? as in (6.6)), because
of the quadratic terms.

If the above solution is obtained for ¢ — oo, then it scatters.

Lemma 6.2. Let Ty € R, (2,€) € C([Ty,0);C x P.H") solve ([6.1) on (Tp, o)
satisfying

121l oo (10,00) + 1€l Leo(Tp,00522) K 1y [[€]] 3o (70 00512) < 00 (6.9)

Then the following (i) and (ii) are equivalent.
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(i) 3o € HY(R?) such that |¢[z, To] — &||mz — 0 as t — .
(11) ||€||5t(To,oo) < Q.
Then we say that & scatters with z as t — co. Moreover, as T — 00,

||€[Z7 T] - SO[Z7 TO] ||Stzl(T0,oo) + ||§ - 6[’27 T] ||Stzl(T,oo) - 0’ (61())
and for any z € C([Tp, 00); C) satisfying ||Z]|1e < 1,
1€llzr.00ioe + 11612 Tl L2 1 00) + ISl 282, (1,00 = 0, (6.11)
uniformly with respect to z. A sufficient condition of scattering is
3
€02 Tollrs ) { 1ol o + €T} < 1. (6.12)

The scattering with z as ¢ — —oo is defined in the same way, which has the same
property as above.

Proof. Assume (i) and let &, := @[z, Tp]. Then by Lemma E3} [|€ [|gi,1 (1,00) < 00
and so in particular ||&; ||s¢z,00) — 0 as T — co. By (i) and the Strichartz estimate,

16+ — &l Tlllstz00) S 1€4(T) = ()| a2 — 0. (6.13)

Hence for sufficiently large 7', the previous lemma implies ||£][s¢r,00) S 1§12, T ||st(7,00)-

Assume (ii) and let T > T so large that we can apply the previous lemma on
(T7 OO) to get ||£||Stzl(T,oo) 5 ||£[Z7T]||Stzl(T,oo)' Then for any T2 > Tl > Tv by the
Strichartz estimate: Lemma E.3]

1€z, To] = €Lz Thlllsent (1y,00) S 1N (25 Ellseat= (11,12

S 1€llstar 13 00y 1€t 00) + 127y 00)] = O

as Ty — oo. In particular £[z, T](Typ) is Cauchy in H, as T — oo, hence convergent
to some &, € H!. Then

1€+ (2, Tol(T) = &(T) |y < [1€+[2, To] = &2, Tlliser (13,00)
S & =&l TI(To)lay = 0 (T — o0)

and so (i). Thus in either case, we have ||{[z, T||s¢r,00) — 0 as T — o0, hence the
previous lemma implies

1€ = &z, TllIseat(.o0) S {21250 (m0,00) + €Ml g0 10 0051) } 1€[2 Tllst(r,00) — 0 (6.16)
as T'— oo. Hence ||| 1251, (1,00) = 0. Let & 1= {[z,T] and & := {[2,T]. Then
& =& + D(B[z] — Blz])&i [z, T] (6.17)
and by the Strichartz estimate: Lemma [4.3],

(6.14)

(6.15)

€112 (,00) < 1605t (7,00) + CHzH%f"(To,oo)||£1||LfBé’2(T,oo)’ (6.18)
After the last term is absorbed by the left, we obtain, as T" — oo,
”6[/5, T] ||L%Bé72(T,oo) < 2”5[2’ T] ||L%Bé’2(T,oo) — 07 (619)
which is uniform with respect to zZ. By the previous lemma, we also have
||€||['5;T;00;00} < ”5[2 T”|st(T,oo) ~ ||€||5t(T,oo) — 0. (6-20)

The sufficiency of (6.12) for scattering is now obvious by Lemma O
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The next two lemmas are concerned with difference of two solutions. For the sake
of brevity, the following notation is introduced for differences. For any expressions
Z and a,b,c, ...,

Q%(abvbbucbw . ’7) = %(a(bb(]vc(b - '7) - %(alvbluclv' . '7)' (621)

The first lemma of difference estimates treats perturbation of dispersed solutions.
It will be used either with zg = z; or on a short interval. We need the non-admissible
Strichartz for difference of quadratic terms.

Lemma 6.3. Let —co < T() < Tl < T2 < o0, 2 € C([Tg,Tg);C), z21 € C([Tg,Tl];C),
and §,& € C([To, Th]; H') solve

Vt e (Ty,Th), i€+ HE = Blz)é; + N(z,&5). (6.22)

Put Ny := ||zl oo (o.10) + 151l oo (7, 73;m0) for 6 € [0,1], and suppose that for some
0 <& S satisfying No + 0N, < 1,

Hgo[zOvTO]Hﬁf(To,Tl) < gv H<I£I>[ZO7 TO]Hﬁf(To,Tl) + ||<]Z1>HL4(T0,T1) <. (623)

Then we have
||<]£1>||[2;T0,T1;T2} 5 (%Nl)g/7g4/751/7- (6'24)

Proof. The previous lemma applies to both (z;,&;), which implies

€illsus iy S Now NlEsllarmy < 0. (6.25)
Now apply the non-admissible Strichartz estimate, Lemma [4.4] to Duhamel
€, = <€, [20, To] + D{aN (2, &) + B[z} 20, Th)- (6.26)
Choose
(Po, q0) = (4,24/7), (p1,@1) = (2,24/5), (P2, q2) = (4,24/9) (6.27)

so that og = —1/8, 01 = 09 = 1/8 and we can apply the lemma. Then

||<]§[> — <1£[>[ZO, TO] ||L§Li4/7 ,S ||<]N(Zl>, fp) + QB[ZD]gl||L§Li4/19+L§/3L§4/15

(6.28)
S A€l o p20m + M9z [l (ollse + €xlls) {1 + [1€ollse + 10 llst}

where the linear and quadratic (in &y, &;) terms are estimated in LfLiM ¥ while the

cubic terms are in L;l/ L2 The factor 1 comes from the term <B [2]&1, and it also

includes the smallness factor My < 1. For the cubic term with <z,, we used
[<9R[z)&5 ]l S |9z (1€l r2 < [<2: | No. (6.29)
Thus, using the smallness of || ||s¢,,m) and ||<z|| £4(r, 1), We obtain
||<]€‘>||L§Li4/7(TO,T1) S ||<]€l> [207 TO] ||L§L§4/7(T07T1) + 00. (63())

Applying the same estimate to the Duhamel formula

<€, 20, Th]s = <€, [20, To] + Dlrycrer, {AN (2, &) + <Blz]€1 Hzo, To), (6.31)
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we also obtain

||<]€[>[ZO, Tl] — <]€[>[ZO, T()] ||L4L24/7 To,T5) < 5||<]€[>[ZQ, T()] ||L4L24/7 T1) + 5(5, (632)
and this norm is related to st = LA‘L6 by interpolation and Sobolev as

4/7 3/7 4/7 3/7
(P3P i AV A T AP P

(6.33)
1 ggzrm < I I S L1300
Injecting these to the above and using the Strichartz bound, we obtain
€. [z0 711> — <6 [20, Tollawimyim) S 36V *NG ) TATT (6.34)
= (NoAL)YT8Y76Y7, |
as desired. .

The second lemma of difference estimates treats perturbation of large solutions
with finite Strichartz. It will be used only on a bounded interval of time.

Lemma 6.4. Let —oo < Ty < T} < Ty < 00, 29 € C([Ty, T»); C), 2, € C([Tv, T1]; C),
and §,& € C([To, Th]; H') solve

Vt e (Ty,Th), i€+ HE; = Blz)é; + N(z,&5). (6.35)
Put for 6 € [0,1]
-/\/9 = ||Zj||Lt°°(T07T1) + ||§j||Lt°°(To7T1;H£)’ N2 = ||€0||5i(T07T1)a (636>

and assume Ny < 1. For any € > 0, there is 0,(N1,Na,e) > 0, continuous and
decreasing for each Nj, such that if

<€, [20, Tolllst(ro,y) + 1926l L2z, < Os (6.37)

then we have
195 [ 2017011570 < € (6.38)
Proof. For any N € N, (Tg,T7) is decomposed into subintervals Iy, ..., Iy such that
Vi=0,....N, [|€lls,) <2N"VING =: 0. (6.39)

Let [; =: (S;,841). If 6. 1/2 < 1, then we can apply Lemma starting from S,
and we obtain

1€[20, Slllssczyy ~ ollstzy) < 6. (6.40)
Suppose that for some oy > 0,
1€, [20, Solllstcso,m) + 1925 || Lagsom) < G0 <0, Ny < 1. (6.41)
Then ||&1[20, To]||st(s0,51) S § and we can apply Lemma on Iy. Then
1196, | 20:50,50:75) < CNGNL)P/ 707857 (6.42)
Let 61 := 0g + C(%N1)3/7g4/753/7, then
<€, [20, S1]llstcsy ) + 1925 (| a(sy,m1) < 61 (6.43)
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Hence if §; < 0 then we can repeat the same thing on I;. Define the sequence 6; for
7 =0,..., N inductively from 9y by

§ja1 = 8; + C(NGNL)P 67617, (6.44)
Given N, and Ay, we can determine 6 and N such that

2NTVAING <0< NTP SN, (6.45)
Then there is 0, = §,(N7, N2, ) > 0 such that

8o < 8, = Oni1 < min(d,e). (6.46)

Then for 9y < d,, we can iterate the above estimate for all j to get

N
H<]£l>||[zo;To,T1;T2] < Z ||<]£1>H[20;Sj75j+1;T2}
J;O (6.47)
< Z C(MN1)3/754/75;/7 = 0n41 — 0p <&,
=0
where we used the subadditivity for consecutive intervals by Lemma 0J

7. NONLINEAR PROFILE DECOMPOSITION

We are now ready to develop a profile decomposition for NLS (I7) in the (z,¢)
coordinate, i.e. the equation (EI0). Let I € #N and u € C(I; H'[,]) be a sequence
of solutions of (7)) in the mass region of the (z,{)-coordinate. Put

I, =:(T,,T,) (7.1)

for each n € N. We can uniquely write u = ®[z]+ R[z]¢, where (2,£) € C(I;Cx H')
is a sequence of solutions for (LI0). Suppose
N1 = sup {||Z||L;;°(1) + ||U||L;>°(I;H1)} < 00, (7.2)

where the z part is uniformly bounded by ,/f,, so that we can omit it. Then (4.10)
implies that z € SBC(I), where the smallness comes from M(u,) < p,, but we have
not used the second condition of (7.2). By the L? conservation

No = sup {||z]l o) + lullzperizn } S Vi < 1. (7.3)
Similarly for 6 € [0, 1], put
Np = sup {||ZHL?°(I) + ||u||L;>°(1;H0)} <SNGTONY. (7.4)

For any s € I, we can apply the linearized profile decomposition: Lemma [5.3] to
the sequence £(s). Passing to a subsequence, we have for each J < J*,

vimgles] =N gt A= Y N V=0l e )
0<j<J

Extracting a subsequence if necessary, we may assume

s/ —s—=dloo, Folc{+, -} (7.6)
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for each 0 < j < J*, and, since (4.10) implies that (z,&) is weakly equicontinuous,

(2,6)(s" + 1) — 3, & )(t) in C x w- H', (7.7)
locally uniformly on I — s?. Put
I :=liminf(I — &%), I':=1_ +¢. (7.8)

(Z6) implies IZ, D {—o00 < ¢/t < 0} for j > 0. For j = 0, we have I2 D [0,00) if
T—5— ooand I% D (—oc0,0] if T —s — —oo. Note that if |I,,| is bounded then the
decomposition is trivial, i.e. J* = 1. In either case, I’ 3 s7, s = 5. By the property
of SBC, we can extend 2/ to SBC(R). By the subcritical nature of NLS, it is easy
to see that the weak limit (27, &7) is a solution of (EI0) in C(IZ,;C x P.H").

The nonlinear profile A7 € C'(17; P.H") is defined by

N (t) ==& (t—s). (7.9)

Also put
ol =limy(s’) = N (s/) € P.H', MN_:=¢l[2,0] € C(R; P.H"),
zi(t) == 2(s + 1), zgoo) (t) =2 (t — &), A{m)(t) =N _(t—s),
such that z = zgoo) +o0(1) and z; = zZ_ 4 0(1) in C(R), and using Lemma (.1}, (5.13),
N =l [z, 8] = X, +o(1) in Stz'(I), (7.11)
while (2

(00)" AY) is a sequence of solutions of (ZI0) on I7.

The nonlinear remainder I'Y € C(I; H) is defined for each J by the same sequence
of equations as ¢, with the same initial data as +7:

i’ + HTY = BlZ]lY + N(2,T7), T7(s) =/(s). (7.12)

(7.10)

Since Jhn} limsup |77 ||s¢y = 0, Lemma [6.1] ensures the unique existence of I';] for
ﬁ *

large J and large n, satisfying
T sy S Now 1T = Y lstcany + 1Tl s iy < I llstry- (7.13)
We have v7/(s7) — 0 for each j < J. Moreover, for large J and for 0 < j < J,
FJ(Sj) -0, 0< VT < 00, ||FJ||5t(\t—sj\<‘r) + ||7J||5t(\t—sj\<'r) — 0. (714)
Proof. Let X7 be a sequence of weighted norms on I defined by
/115 = sup (¢ - S O] (7.15)
€

where ¢ > 0 is fixed such that 0 < 0 < 1/2 — 3/p. By Lemma B, (5.14)), we
have ||77(t)|[zs — 0 locally uniformly around ¢ = s/, which implies ||[7/|yx; — 0,
thanks to the decaying weight. Suppose that ¢/ = +, namely s/ — s — co. Put
F7 .= B[zl + N(z,I'7). Then by the L? decay estimate on ¢ P, we have at any
t € I, satisfying t > s,

IOREO] S / £t = ONFLE) iyl

F(t) = min([¢] 72027V [y,

(7.16)
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and, by Holder and Sobolev,

1N sy S I a2 (20l + T3 74 z2) (7.17)
S O+ I g M2
By Lemma [6.1, we have
Tl ey < I lzeeacany + CNapall v lswcray No + 17t lsecza)) (7.18)

Taking J and n larger if necessary, we may assume that the right hand side is
bounded by Ny < 1. Inserting this to the above estimate and then to (716 yields

i\ 0
I () = % Ol a sz S NGIT3 / flt =) = s3) dt’
R

i\ 0
SNGIT N (8 = 87,

where —3(1/2 — 1/p) + d < —1 ensures the integrability for |¢| — R. The estimate
in the cases t < s,, and 0/ = — is the same. Thus we obtain

lim I xs S lim |77 ]| s = 0, (7.20)

(7.19)

for large J. By the uniform H® bound, this is equivalent to I'/(t) — 0 weakly in H*,
locally uniformly around s’. Interpolation with (Z.I3)) yields the other part. O

Henceforth, we concentrate on the estimate on the time interval ¢ > s,,, assuming
T, — 8, =00, (n—00) (7.21)

since otherwise uniform Strichartz bound for &, on t > s, is trivial. The restriction
to t > s, allows us to ignore the profiles with s/ — s — —oo0.

Fix a finite J < J*, so large that (Z.I4]) holds. After neglecting those profiles with
s/ — s® — —o0, and reordering the proﬁleéﬂ, we may assume for 0 < 7 < J

sl — 5171 0. (7.22)

Since J is now fixed, we can no longer gain a small factor by sending J — oo. Instead
another parameter 0 < 7 — oo is introduced, decomposing the time intervals

(s,7)= |J (L. sh)u(sh, &™), (7.23)

0<j<J

where 5. € RY are defined for each j by

=8 =7 (0<j<]), s =T,
i : , (7.24)
sho=s"4+17(0<j5<J).
Henceforth, o, denotes any sequence of real numbers satisfying
X(1) =0, <= Th_)m lim sup X,,(7) = 0. (7.25)

n—oo

IThis reordering can not be performed before fixing J < oo, since more and more linear profiles
may well appear between the previous profiles as J — oo, which is a typical dispersive behavior of
the remainder v”.
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By the uniform integrability (Z.1II) of the linearized profiles, and their separation
s/ — 577t — 00, we have for 0 < j < J

AT 0,0+ 1Ny 7y = 0(), (7.26)
||)‘ ||5t(so iyt ||)‘j|| T = Or.
The following is the main property of the nonlinear profile decomposition

Lemma 7.1. In the above setting, suppose that &_ is scattering with z2_ ast — oo
for 0 < j < J. Then we have for 0 < j < J

(D) 1€ = T7)[z, "] = W""’)Hst(g FoRa LUERCAN

(1) 1€ = Ml a7y + 1 o0 2y + 1AMl

(i) 1€ = Tl ooy + 1T s gy =
For 0.<j < J, [[€ = Mclls,

- >‘j||Stz1(I) = Or.
3T = O
= Or.

l(—oo,—r) = 0 as T — oo (scattering ast — —00).
Proof. The second term of (ii) is bounded by

1A o 7y < I = Mgy < (D), (7.27)

and the third term is bounded using Lemma .2, (6.I1) with the scattering of &
180 7, < 1€ = 0

For the second term of (iii), using (£.29)), Lemma [6.1] and (7.14]), we obtain
IT7 [z, s2] = [z, 4|

(7.28)

< J
wem < I,

[2;87 sJ ;T < ”FJ”st(s{’sj_;_) = O(]-) (729)

The remaining estimates are proved by induction on j. For j = 0, (i)= 0 by
the definition and s° = s°.

Assume (i) for some j as an induction hypothesis.
Combining (i) with (.26) and (T14]) yields

16 = Az, 8 Ml 1) + 112 =

Z?oo)”L?(s{,si) = 07. (73())
This allows us to use Lemma [6.4] leading to the first term of (ii)
||£ - AJH[z,s{,si,T} = Or, (731)
By the scattering of ¢/ for t — oo, Lemma [6.2 implies
1Nz, % oty = N€Ll2(t + 87, Tl agrirssy = O (7.32)
Combining it with (i), (Z29) and (Z.31), using ([&£29), we obtain
€ = Tz, 5] = AP
<€ = Az, 4] = (€ = M)z, L oy + 1 (2 8oty +0r (7:33)
S ||£ - A]H[z,s{,si,f} +or S Or.

Restricting it and using (.26]), we obtain

1€~ Tzl w00y < 0r (7.34)
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This and the smallness of I'Y in (.14 allow us to apply Lemma [6.3]to the difference
of &, and T/ for large 7 and large n, with the same soliton part z,. Then the above
decay of the linearized solutions leads to the estimate on the first term of (iii):

||£ - FJ”[z;si,SJ:H;T] = Or. (735)

If k:=j+1 < J, then combining the above with (Z.33)), using ([&29), we obtain
||(£ - FJ)[Zv Sli] - )‘[ka)Hst(slj,T)

<€ =Tz 5] = Mgy + 16 =T 6 1y S 0r,

which is the first term of (i) for k. Using this with (7.26) and (7.I14]), we obtain

(7.36)

||£[Z, Sli] - >‘k||st(s’j,sk) = Or. (737)
Since £(s*) — N\F(s%) — &8 (—7) — N\F_(—7), by Lemma BT}, (5.14]), we obtain
Or = M~ _>\k - 78k_ st(sk—r7,sF
(€5 (=) = A (=m)lz2 8 = Tl -

= [[(€% — M) [2(t + 8%), =Tllst(=r0)-
Taking the limit and using Lemma 511 (513) with z(t + s*) — 2% (¢),
lim [[€5 25, =7] = AL [lst(—r0) = 0. (7.39)
T—00
Since A\f € st(—00,0) by Lemma 3] there is 7, > 0 such that
1A% lst(—o0,—) + Sup 185 (20, =71 = Ao llst(=r.0) << N (7.40)
For 7 > 7,, we can apply Lemma to &8 from t = —7, thereby obtain
€5 lst(—r.—r) < 201€8% 25, =TIllst(—r—r) < N 5. (7.41)

Sending 7 — oo implies [|X [[s¢(—c0,—r) < 00, s0 by Lemma[6.2] ¥ scatters with 2%
as t — —oo. Hence there exists ¢* € H' such that

Tim 625, —7] = ¢ [25, Olllstt -0y = O (7.42)
Adding this and (7.39)) yields
10 = A5, Ollst(—oc.0) = 0, (7.43)
which implies ©* = X£ (0), hence [|€5, — X |lsit(—o,—r) — 0 as 7 — oo. Since
¢k = AF(t + s*) and N, = \E(t + s*) 4+ o(1) in Stz', we obtain
IA*[z, %5 = Nollgpr ) S IIA* = Nollgi 0.0y = 0r, (7.44)

which is the second term of (i) for £ = j + 1, hence the induction is complete. O

Suppose that & is scattering with zZ_ as t — oo for 0 < j < J as in the above
lemma. Since the profiles A7 and the remainder I'/ are vanishing o, in each other
intervals, we obtain, using the subadditivity: Lemma 2]

||£ - A[OJ) - FJH[Z;S,T;_}
j A4
= Z (e A]||[Z;S];75i;T] T Z s — PJH[Z;SJQSJ;“;T] +or < or (7:45)

0<j<J 0<j<J
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Since the left hand side is independent of 7, we deduce that
1€ — A7) — FJH[Z;S,T;T] = o(1). (7.46)
Thus we have obtained a sequence of nonlinear approximation:
¢l = A7) 17 (7.47)
Since the initial data £7(s) = €2 (0) + AL (s) +~7(s) = £(s) + o(1) in H*, (7.45)
with (4.29) implies
1€ = & ooy < M€ = &l sy + 0(1) = 0(1)- (7.48)
Hence we obtain
1€ l]st¢s7) < ||gJ||5t(s,T) +0o(1)
< 1€ lletto.00) + D M€ llotamy + 1T [l + (1)

1<j<J

<N lsto00) T D M€ sty + 2017 ooy + 0(1)

1<j<J

< 1€% st (0,00) + Z 162 llstmy + 1,

1<j<J

(7.49)

where the last number 1 can be made arbitrarily small, taking J bigger if necessary.
The same argument works on the other time direction (T, s), under the scattering
assumption of £7° with 27° as ¢ — —oo for 0/ = — and j = 0. In order to consider

the whole interval (T, T), we should assume the scattering of £ ast — oloo for
0/ =+, and of £§° as t — +oo. Then we obtain

[llse(ry < Z €2 lstry + 1, (7.50)

0<j<J

if J is close enough to J*.

8. SCATTERING BELOW THE EXCITED ENERGY

We are now ready to prove the scattering to the ground states. For each p > 0
and A € R, let GS(u, A) be the totality of global solution u of (7)) satisfying

M(u) < p, E(u) < A. (8.1)

Let
ST (p, A) = sup{[[§lsto.00) | P[2] + R[2]€ € GS(, A)},

8.2
X = {(u, 4) | ST(s1, A) < o0} (82)

Introduce the following partial orders in R?
(p1, A1) < (2, A2) <= p1 < po and Ay < Ay, (8.3)

(1, A1) < (p2, A2) <= 1 < p2 and A; < A
The definition of X implies that for any (p;, A;) € (0,00) x R,
(1, A1) < (p2, Az) and (p2, A2) € X = (1, A1) € & (8.4)
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The goal of this section is to prove that for 0 < 4 < 1 and A € R,
(U, A) € X <= A <& (n). (8.5)

= is trivial in the defocusing case, obvious by the excited states .#] in the
focusing case. So the question is the <= part.

For small H' data, we have the scattering to . by [9], together with a uniform

bound on the Strichartz norms of £ in terms of ||[u(0)|| 4. In fact, Lemma[6.2limplies

that H;/ ? smallness is enough. In particular, using Lemma [3.T] and interpolation, we
deduce that (u, A) € X for sufficiently small A for each fixed p, and for sufficiently
small y for each fixed A. Hence X contains a neighborhood of both {x = 0} and
{A =0}.

Suppose that there exists (ug, Ag) € (0,00)? \ X satisfying Ay < & (no) and
o < 1. Put

E, :=sup{A < Ay | (1o, A) € X}, M, :=sup{p <po| (i, E) € X} (8.6)
Then
0< M, <pp, 0<E,<A)<E (o) <E(M,), (8.7)
and (M., E,) is minimal on 0&" in the sense that
(11, A1) < (M., E,) < (2, Ay) = (p1, Ay) € X, (2, A) € X. (8.8)

In particular, there is a sequence (R*)N > (M, E) — (M,, E,) and a sequence of
solutions u = ®[z] + R[2]¢ € GS(M, E) such that

M < pog+o(l), E<&EM),  |€]lsto,00) — 00- (8.9)

See (5.2) for the notation of sequences without index. The mass-energy constraint
together with Lemma B.I] implies that u(0) is bounded in H}, so is £(0), while
|2(t)| < o < 1. Hence we can apply the linearized profile decomposition: Lemma
on I = [0, 00)N, which yields

vi=&z00= Y N+97, N =1z, (8.10)
0<j<J

for each J < J*. I = [0,00)" implies s/ — oo for all 0 < j < J*. Let A7 = &J_(t—s%)
and I'’ be the associated nonlinear profiles and the nonlinear remainder, namely

(2(t + 87), &(t + 7)) — (2L, €4) (8.11)
and (22, &%) is a solution of (AI0), '/ is a sequence of solutions to (T12)), and
ul, = O[] + RILIE. € CRHY)  (C(0,00) HY) for j=0)  (812)

is a solution of NLS.

Fix J < J* large enough for Lemmal[7. Il By the conclusion of the previous section,
if all &, ...,&L are scattering as ¢ — oo, then [|€]|si(0,00) is bounded, contradicting
(89). Hence some of the profiles does not scatter as t — oo.

Suppose that &% does not scatter as t — oo. Since u(s*) — u* (0) weakly in H},

M(u) > M(uk) +o(1), E(u) > E(u") + o(1), (8.13)
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as the negative part of E is compact on H!. Hence

(M(u*.), E(ul)) < (M., E.). (8.14)

[e.e] [e.e]

Then the minimality of (M,, E,) implies that (M(u*.), E(u*.)) = (M., E,) and that
uk is a minimal solution which does not scatter to %, as t — co.
In the case k = 0, namely u2, is a minimal solution, then by the orthogonality in

the linear profile decomposition, we have

M(u) = M(ud) + Y M(N(=+)) +M(y7(0) + o(1),
1<j<J
E(u) = E(ul) + Y HO (=) +H(y7(0)) + o(1).
1<j<J
Positivity of M and H on P,H' implies Hy(M_(—5°)) = o(1) and Hy(y”/(0)) = o(1).
Hence by the norm equivalence in time, \J_ = 0 for all j and v/ — 0in L* H1(0, o0).
This means that £(0) — £2 (0) in H!.
Even if Y. is scattering, there can be at most one profile which is not scattering.
Suppose for contradiction, £ is another minimal solution. Since u’_ is scattering,

(8.15)

o0

E(u2 ) can be negative only by the soliton component, hence E(ul ) = —po. Then

(BIH) together with the scattering of &, as t — —oo for j > 0 (see Lemma [T1])
implies

H(% (=s")) + H(& (—5") < Ev + O(ho). (8.16)

Since E, > 1>> p, this implies, taking account of the soliton components of u*_, !

o0 o0
at t = —o0,

min(E(u® ), E(ul.)) < E./2 4+ O(u) < E., (8.17)

[e.e]

contradicting the minimality of both u* and ul_.

Next we prove the precompactness of the orbit of a minimal solution. Henceforth,
the index n of sequences is made explicit in order to avoid confusion. Let u =
O[z] + R[z]¢ € GS(M,, E,) be a global solution satisfying

(M(u), E(u)) = (M., E.),  [|€]lst(0.00) = 00 (8.18)

Then for any sequence 0 < t,, — 00, the above argument applies to u, := u(t — t,)
with I, = (—t,,o0) — R. Then s/ — 0700 with 307 € {+, —} for each j > 0.

If €Y is not scattering in both the time directions, then &,(0) = £(¢,) is strongly
convergent, so is u(t,). If €2 is scattering in both the time directions, then there is
a unique k > 0 such that % does not scatter as t — o¥oco. Hence those profiles &7
with 07 = —c* are all scattering as t — —o*oo, which implies, by the conclusion of
the previous section, &, is bounded in st({t € I, | ot < 0}), namely

sup [|€][sio,t,) < 00 or sup [|€]si, 000 < 00, (8.19)

depending on o* = + or —, but both are contradicting |||[s(0,00) = 0. Therefore

{u(t) |t >0} ¢ H}(R?) (8.20)
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is precompact for such a minimal solution u. By Lemma [3.1] we have a lower bound
Ka(u(t)) > ke = k(M,, 5(M,) — E,) > 0. The precompactness implies that there
is R > 1 such that
sup [ [TuP 4l 4 Jul o < 821
t>0 Jiz|>R

Then the saturated virial identity as in Section [3] implies
O (Rfruliu,) > Kk, > 0, (8.22)

for all ¢ > 0, which obviously contradicts the boundedness of (Rfruliu,) in t > 0.
This concludes the scattering to the ground states % in (ii) of Lemma Bl and so
the proof of Theorem [I1l

APPENDIX A. DECAY OF THE POTENTIAL

Here we prove that V,z - VV, (z-V)?V € L? 4+ L for the radial function V(z) =
V(|z|) implies |V (r)| + |7V, (r)] — 0 as r — co.
Decompose V = V5 + V, such that

IVllz2szoe ~ [IVallze + [[Voollpee, T {[Vec] o0 (o> r) = 0. (A.1)
—00
For any € > 0, there is R > 0 such that ||Vi|/z=(2>r) < €. Let — R be a

R) X R
smooth function satisfying x(¢) = ¢ for [t| > 3, |x(¢)] < |t/ and 0 < x/(¢) < 10 for
all ¢, and x(t) = 0 for |t| < 2. Put
Viey = ex(V/e), (A.2)
Then Vi, (r) # 0 implies |V (r)| > 2¢ and so |V(,(r)| < [V (r)| ~ |Va(r)| for r > R.
Hence for r > R,
r?dr

Vg <2 [ Vgl 170,V )5

T

(A.3)

S WVl 2gars 122 2nree ops ) 170: Vie ll (2422 a5 )
S Vel 2 ey B2 |70,V oy poe — 0

as R — oo. Since |V| < V(o] + 3¢, we deduce that V(z) — 0 as |z| — oco. The
same argument implies that 70,V (z) — 0.

APPENDIX B. TABLE OF NOTATION

Besides the following list, see (5.2])—(5.4) for notation of sequences without index.

symbols description defined in

5 sign of nonlinearity

HV Schrodinger operator and the potential (L7, Section
eo, ®o unique eigenvalue and ground state of H (L8)

p LE-exponent where the wave operator is bounded | Section (iv)

Q ground state without V (@3

E, M, Ko energy, mass and virial (CL14), C22)

[], G, H, I some functionals 21,

E°, HO energy without V 2.2)

S, S, 6 all solitons, j-th bound states and their energy (L13), (CI19), (CI19)
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(9,Q) coordinates of ground states Lemma

2y, Dy, 1y size of the above coordinates Lemma 2.2 (2.14])
s 2d size of parameterized ground states 219)

tp, Dp size of ground state projection Lemma [4.]]

e small mass to characterize &1 Proposition
LY, H®, B, , | Lebesgue, Sobolev and Besov spaces on R3 Section [[4] (LI0])
HY H' [y radial Sobolev and its subset with small mass (z9m0)

LYX(I) B-space valued LP space on interval Section [[4]

1), ¢ inner products on L?(R3) (T30)

St S, LP-preserving scaling and its generator Z3)-24)

K lower bound on |Ks| Proposition
Helz], R[Z] normal subspace of .% and its coordinate @2), [@35)

Blz], N(z,€) | terms in the equation around .% (@11, (4.12), @13)
{s} functions defined around s (@14

ulz, s] solution of the linearized equation (Z )

Dflz, 5] Duhamel form of the linearized equation (@19)

ulz, 8] solution with nonlinearity turnoff 423)

Stz®, Stz*?, st | Strichartz norms (4.26])

[2; T, T1;T5] | semi-norm to measure deviation from [z, Tp] @21)

54 totality of intervals (5%59)

SBC uniformly small, bounded and continuous functions | (5.6)—(5.1)

u[z, 8](s0) linearized solution with limit initial data (G100

Hy fractional power of HP, (B24])

J*, s the number and centers of profiles Lemma 5.3l

N, MO0-7) 47 | linear profiles and their sum, and remainder Lemma [5.3], (7.5)
Qe difference (621])

A, TY nonlinear profiles and remainder 9, (C12)

% times around profiles for decomposition ([T.24])

or vanishing terms as n — oo and 7 — oo ([T.25])

GS(pu, A) global solutions below some mass and energy R

X mass-energy region with uniform Strichartz bound | (8.2)

() < product orders ®3)
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