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THE INTERCTITICAL DEFOCUSING NONLINEAR
SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS WITH RADIAL INITIAL DATA IN
DIMENSIONS FOUR AND HIGHER

CHUANWEI GAO, CHANGXING MIAO, AND JIANWEI YANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the defocusing nonlinear Schrodinger
equation in space dimensions d > 4. We prove that if u is a radial solution
which is priori bounded in the critical Sobolev space, that is, u € L?OH;C,
then w is global and scatters. In practise, we use weighted Strichartz space
adapted for our setting which ultimately helps us solve the problems in cases
d>4and 0 < s¢c < % The results in this paper extend the work of [27]
Comm. in PDEs, 40(2015), 265-308] to higher dimensions.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS)
in R; x Rg withd > 4:

a1 {(iat + A)u = plulPu,

(0, z) = up(x).
In particular, we call the equation (ILT]) defocusing, when p = 1, and focusing when

u = —1. In this paper, we are dedicated to dealing with the defocusing case.
The solutions of equation ([II)) are left invariant by the scaling transformation

(1.2) u(t,z) — )\%u(x\zt,)\x)

for A > 0. This scaling invariance defines a notion of criticality. To be more
specified, a direct computation shows that the only homogeneous L2-based Sobolev
space that is left invariant by ([2]) is H:e, where the critical regularity s. is given

by s. = % — %. We call the problem mass-critical for s, = 0, energy-critical for
s. = 1 and intercritical for 0 < s. < 1. With s, = % — % in mind, we will transfer

from s, to p freely.

We proceed by make the notion of solution precise.

Definition 1.1 (Strong solution). A function u : I x R — C on a non-empty
time interval 0 € I is a strong solution to (L)) if it belongs to CyHi< (K x R%) N

d+2
L} P(K x R?) for any compact interval K C I and obeys the Duhamel formula

(1.3) u(t) = e*Pug — i/o A (Ju|Pu)(s)ds

Key words and phrases. nonlinear Schrodinger equation, scattering, frequency-localized
Morawetz estimae, weighted Strichartz space.
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for each ¢t € I. We call I the lifespan of u. We say that u is a maximal-lifespan
solution if it cannot be extended to any strictly larger interval. We say u is a global
solution if I = R.

Let u be a maximal-lifespan solution to the problem (LI]), a standard technique

shows that the ||ull g2, < 0o implies scattering. That is I = oo and there
L, 2 "(IxR4)

exists ux € H?e(R?) such that

: itA _ _
t_l)lgloo [[u(t) —e UiHH;C(Rde) =0.

The above fact promotes us to define the notion of scattering size and blow up
as follows:

Definition 1.2 (Scattering size and blow up). We define the scattering size of a
solution u : I x RY — C to (I) by

S(u) = / /1 N lu(t, )| = Pdadt.
X

If there exists to € I so that Sjy, supr)(u) = 0o, then we say u blows up forward in
time, correspondingly if there exists to € I so that S(ing 7 4,)(u) = 0o, then we say u
blows up backward in time.

The problem which we concern in this paper can be subsumed into the following
conjecture.

Conjecture 1.3. Let d > 1,p > %. Assume u : I x R? — (' is a maximal-lifespan
solution to (L)) such that

(1.4) u e LPHS (I x RY),
then u is global and scatters, with
(1.5) Sa(u) < C(flul e o)

for some function C : [0,00) — [0, c0).

Remark 1.4. When s, = 0 or s, = 1, ([[.4) is true as a direct consequence of
conservation law. In particular, when s, = 0,u € L$°L2 is guaranteed by the mass
conservation

(1.6) Mu(t)] :/ lu(t, z)|?dx.
Rd
When s. = 1,u € L{°H} follows from the energy conservation
1 1
(1.7) Elu(t)] = /R 5IVu(t. ) + —fu(t.)"* 2z,

For s. ¢ {0,1}, (L4) can not be deduced from any available conserved quantity
and it is a natural artificial assumption as a substitution of conservation law.

Before addressing our main results, we will make a brief review on the Conjecture
[C3l It is well known that in the critical case, the lifespan of solution depends not
only on the Sobolev norm but also the profile of the initial data, thus the fact that
(C4) implies the solution w is global and scatters is not at all obvious.

In the energy-critical setting, the breakthrough was made by Bourgain’s mon-
umental work [I] in which he introduced the induction on energy method. Based



on this method and the space-localized Morawetz inequality, the spherically sym-
metric energy-critical case was resolved in d = 3,4. Subsequently, by using the
same strategy and the modified interaction Morawetz estimate, Colliander et al,
[5] resolved the nonradial case in d = 3. For further discussion about the defocus-
ing energy-critical NLS, we refer to [13], 20, 28| [34] B85 [36]. For focusing case see
[15, (17, [10].

For the mass-critical case, Conjecture [[.3] was primarily proved for spherically-
symmetric L2 initial data in dimensions d > 2, see [21, B1]. By introducing long-
time Strichartz estimate method, Dodson in [6, [7, [§] settled the nonradial case.
The reader may turn to [21], 22 0] for focusing setting.

The first work dealing with Conjecture at nonconserved critical regularity is
attributed to Kenig-Merle [16] at the case d = 3,s. = % by making use of their
pioneered concentration-compactness argument along with Lin-Strauss Morawetz
inequality. Note that no additional radial assumption is required in [I6] due to the
fact that Lin-Strauss Morawetz inequality has a scale of % Murphy in [26] extended
the result to d > 4.

Now we focus on the case 0 < s, < % In [27], under the radial assumption,
Murphy handled the case d = 3,0 < s, < % by using long-time Strichartz estimate
method and frequency-localized Lin-Strauss Morawetz estimate. However,it seems
not work in higher dimensions, especially d > 5. To be more precise, following
the approach in [27], one can obtain the corresponding result of four dimensions
effortlessly. To further generalize that to the higher dimensions, however, is not at
all trivial, since it’s tricky to establish long-time Strichartz estimate due to the sub-
quadratic property of the nonlinearity. To circumvent the barrier, we exploit the
spherical symmetry condition and adopt the strategy of using weighted Strichartz
norms as in [3I]. The key observation is that one can formulate the weighted
Strichartz norm which scales exactly the same as the Strichartz norm of the critical
regularity. In doing so, we are liberated from subtle technicality comes from non-
local nature of the fractional derivative thanks to the fact we place the weight and
the derivative at the same height in the sense of scaling which can be exemplified by
BI8), (I6). It’s worth mentioning that by adapting the argument in this paper,
one may recover the result in [27] for 0 < s. < % in dimension three. We shall
clarify this issue at the appropriate point.

For further discussion about Conjecture [[3] we refer to [18] 23] 24] [11].

Now we are in a position to state our main results.

Theorem 1.5. Let d > 4, 0 < s. < % Assume that u : I x R® is a spherically

symmetric mazimal-lifespan solution to (LI) such that u € Ly HSe (I x RY). Then
u 1s global and scatters, with

(18) Se(w) < Cllull e ee)
for some function C : [0,00) — [0, 00).

Adapting the argument in [3], one can obtain the local-in-time theory which
serves as a basis for the proof of Theorem

Theorem 1.6 (Local Well-posedness). Let d and s. be in the Theorem [L3, for
any ug € H*(RY) and to € R, there exists a unique mazximal-lifespan solution w :
I xR? = C to (LI with u(ty) = ug. Furthermore
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(1) (Local existence) I is an open neighborhood of to.

(2) (Blow up ) If sup I is finite, then w blows up forward in time . If infl is
finite, then u blows up backward in time.

(3) (Scattering and wave operators) If sup I = oo and u does not blow up
forward in time, then u scatters forward in time. That is, there exists uy €
H*(RY) so that

(1.9) tlggo [[u(t) — eitAU+||HsC(Rd) =0.

Conversely, for any u, € H® (R?) there exists a unique solution to (1)
defined in a meighborhood of t = oo such that ([L9)holds. The analogous
statements hold backward in time.
(4) (Small data scattering) If ||uol| froc (ray s sufficiently small, then u is global
d+2
and scatters, with Sg(u) < ||u||H2SC](DRd).
Remark 1.7. To prove Theorem [[.6] one may first assume the initial data belongs
to H2e so that the techniques in [3] applies and then establish Theorem [[L6] by using
the following stability lemma.

Lemma 1.8. Let d > 4, I be a compact interval, and @i : I x R4 — C be a solution
to the equation

(i0; + A = F(it) + e
(1.10) { u(0) = o € Hze.
Suppose
|ll e frse (1 xmay < E - and ||ﬂ||Lt<i+22>p - <L,

for some E, L > 0. There exists e1(E, L) such that if ug € H** and
(1.11) luo = toll zze + IV ellxa) < e,

for some small 0 < € < e1(E, L), then there exists a solution u to the equation (1))
with the initial data ug and a constant 0 < c(d) such that

(1.12) 1IV]*(u —@)|[say < C(E, L)e%
(1.13) IIV[*ullsq < C(E, L);

where the definition of S(I) and N(I) can be found in the appendiz.

We present the details of the proof of Lemma in the Appendix.

Now we can sketch the proof of Theorem

1.1. Reduction to a critical solution. To prove Theorem [[L5] we argue by con-
tradiction. Due to Theorem [I.6, we know small initial data implies the theory of
global existence and scattering. If Theorem fails, there exists a counterexample
acting as a threshold. As a consequence of its criticality, such counterexample must
concentrate in frequency and physical space at the same time. Further analysis
shows that such special solution possesses a wealth of weird properties that a so-
lution should not have in general. Finally, we will show that such properties are
inconsistent with the structure of the equation (L.IJ).



Definition 1.9. For A > 0, we define B(A) as follows
B(A) = {ug € H?*,radial :u : I x R? is a maximal-lifespan solution to (L)) with
u(0) = ug € HEe, then sup |ul| gec < A}
tel “

Definition 1.10. We say SC(A) holds if for each uy € B(A), then I = R and
Sr(u) < oo. Similarly, we say SC(A,up) holds if ug € B(A), then I = R and
Sr(u) < 0.

In view of (L.I0), to prove Theoreml.H it suffices to show that SC(A) holds for
each A > 0. Note that Theorem [[L6] implies SC(A) holds whenever A is sufficiently
small. Consequently, if Proposition fails, there exists a critical value A. such
that SC(A) holds when A < A, but fails when A > A.. In particular, using
concentration-compactness method, we can obtain the following key proposition.

Proposition 1.11. Letd > 4,0 < s. < %, if Proposition [L3 fails, there exists a
critical value A. and a critical element ug . € B(A¢) such that SC(A¢,uo.c) fails.
Correspondingly, we call u. : I x R the critical mazimal-lifespan solution to (L))
with uc(0) = uo,c.

The derivation of Theorem [[LTT] by now is standard. One can refer to [14, 18]
12] 25, 26| 27] for more details.

The critical solution u. in Proposition [[.11] enjoys plenty of additional proper-
ties, especially among which is its compactness (modulo scaling), see [14] 25]. For
brevity, in what follows we abbreviate the critical solution u,. as u.

Proposition 1.12. Let u : I x R? be the critical spherically symmetric mazimal-
lifespan solution to (L)), for each n > 0, there ewists functions N : I — RT C :
R+ — RY such that

(RTIR N  R O e P>l €) P <,
21> K5 [€>CmN ()

N(t)

for allt € I. We call N(t) the frequency scale function, and C(n) the compactness
modulus function.

Remark 1.13. (1) This definition is adapted to the radial setting. In the gen-
eral case, one should also take into account the translation. If we consider
mass-critical case, one more parameter should be added in (LI4) due to
Galilean invariance of (LI]).

(2) By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, (II4) can be rephrased as

d—

(1.15) {u(t) :teT} C {IN"Z°f(Ax) : A€ (0,00) and f € K}

. . _2d
where K is a precompact set in H%. By H% < L4 **¢, we know that u is

2d
also compact (modulo scaling) in Ly >*°, that is

(1.16) / lu(t, )| 7% dz < .
|2 > T8

(3) We claim that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that
(1.17) inf (1)

d ZC.

[
32
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Otherwise, as L7%% norm is left invariant under scaling (L.2), there exists
Stz (tn, ﬁ) : t, € I} such that

ty 50 in LT
ul tn, —— in Lg .
N(tn)

—d+2sc

On the other hand, since N(t,)~ z (tn, ﬁ) is also compact in HS¢,

a sequence {N(t,)

—d+2s¢
2

(1.18) N(t,)

we have
—d+2sc¢ x .
1.19 N(t,, Pl tn, ——— 0 i H5c7
(1.19) ()5 (1 s ) 0 i B2
which contradicts the fact that u blows up.
We emphasize that (ILI7) has its analogue in section 6 of [5] which says the

potential part must have lower bound. Further, from the compactness property, we
may choose ¢(n) sufficiently small such that

(1.20) / IV u(t, ) 2de + / €25 (e, €)Pde < .
|| < £ln) [€]<c(n)N(t)

Next we will record more properties of the critical solution which will be used in
what follows.

Lemma 1.14 (Local Constancy[21]). If u : I x R® — C is the critical mazimal-
lifespan solution to (ILT), then there exists 6 = 6(u) > 0 so that for all to € T

(121) [to — 5N(t0)_2, to + 6N(t0)_2] cl.
Moreover, N(t) ~, N(to) for |t —to| <IN (to) 2

Due to Lemma [[.T4] we can subdivide the lifespan interval I into several char-
acteristic subintervals J; such that
(1.22) I =UgJg, N(t)~ Nj whent € Ji with |Ji| ~ N 2.
The following result can be directly derived from Lemma [[.14]

Corollary 1.15. Let u : I x R* — C be the critical mazimal-lifespan solution to
@I). If T is a finite endpoint of I, then N(t) 2., |T —t|~Y? . In particular,
lim;_,7 N(t) = oco.

Finally we relate the frequency function N () to spacetime norm by the following
lemma.

Lemma 1.16 (Spacetime Bound [21]). Let u: I x R — C be the critical mazimal-
lifespan solution to (1), for each interval J C I, we have

(1.23) /N(t)th Su lIVIEeul)® <u 1+/N(t)2dt.
J L2L 372 (JxR4) J

Remark 1.17. Owing to ([L22), [, N(t)?dt can be rewritten as follows:
[ N2 =3 N2~ #0)
I k

the above formula indicates that the integral of [, N(t)?dt equals to counting the
number of the subintervals J C I.



By rescaling argument, we can also ensure
(1.24) N(it)<1

at least on the interval J which is one direction of maximal lifespan of wu, say
[0,sup(I)). For the sake of exposition, we may harmlessly identify J as I. For
further discussion, see[31].

To prove Theorem [I.5] it suffices to show that the critical solution in Theorem
[L1T does not exist. To this end, the paper is organized as follows: In Section
we will present some basic tools. In Section Bl we will introduce the weighted
Strichartz norm and the associated Strichartz estimate. In Section ] we will es-
tablish frequency-localized Morawetz estimate, as a result, we will show that the
weighted Strichartz norm of high frequency portion of the solution u will stay
bounded, the fact which we will apply directly to rule out the critical solution. In
Section [, we will show that the frequency scale function N(t) can’t go to zero.
Together with (I24]), ultimately we will preclude the critical solution in Section

Acknowledgments: This work was supported in part by the National Natural
Science Foundation of China under grant No.11671047.

2. NOTATION AND SOME BASIC TOOLS

We write X <Y or Y 2 X whenever X < CY for some constant C > 0 and
use O(Y) to denote any quantity X such that | X| S Y. If X SYand Y < X
hold simultaneously, we abbreviate that by X ~ Y. Without special clarification,
the implicit constant C' can vary from line to line. We use Japanese bracket (x) to

denote (1 4 |z|?)2. We denote by X+ quantity of the form X + ¢ for any ¢ > 0.
For any spacetime slab I x R%, we use LY L” (I x R%) to denote the Banach space
of functions u : I x R — C whose norm is

1
q
lullLarr (rxray = </1 |u(t)|q;dt) < 00,

with the appropriate modification for the case g or r equals to infinity. When g = r,
for brevity, sometimes we write it as L{ . One more thing to be noticed is that
without obscurity we will use L{L" with LIL" interchangeably.

We define the Fourier transform on R? by

fmny [ e,
Rd
and the homogeneous Sobolev norm as
1L ize ety 2= NIVl 2 ey,
where
VI £(&) = [gI* £ ().

Next we will present the Littlewood-Paley decomposition .
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Let ¢(¢) be a radial bump function supported in the ball {¢ € R? : [¢] < 1L
and equals to 1 on the ball {¢ € R?: |¢| < 1}. For each number N > 0, we define

PonT(©) =) €)
T i=(1 - o(5))F(©)

PNT(©) =(ol5) — o 2) F(©)

with similar definitions for P<y and P>x. Moreover, we define
Py<.<n = P<y — P<p,s

whenever M < N. Also there are the following Bernstein inequalities for the
Littlewood-Paley operators:

IIVIPP<n fllLa S N*||P<nfllza S N°| fllza,
IPsnfllLa S NIVIEPPsn fllne S NIV fllLa,
V1= Py fllLe S N*| Py fllee S N5\ £l Lo,

~ ~

1_1

| P<n fllps S N0 | Py f| Lo,
1_1

IPxflle S NUG=0) | Pen f| o

~

where 1 <p<g<oo.

Lemma 2.1 (Fractional product rule [3]). Let s > 0 and 1 < r,rj,q; < oo sat-
isfy % = % + qij for j =1,2, then

(2.1) VPG ST e lIVEglze + 1Vl gl e

We will also need the following chain rule for fractional order derivatives. One
can turn to [3] for more details.

Lemma 2.2 (Fractional chain rule). Suppose G € C*(C) and s € (0,1]. Let 1 <
r<ro<ooandl <ry <oo besuchthat%:%—l—%, then

(2.2) VPG ey S NG @l VPl e

When the function G is no longer C', but merely Holder continuous, we have
the following chain rule:

Lemma 2.3 (Fractional chain rule for Holder continuous function [35]). Let G be
a Hélder continuous function of order 0 < a < 1. Then for every 0 < s < a,1 <
p <00, and 2 <o <1 we have

(2:3) IVIG@p < Mlul*~7

wlIvI7ul,,
o111 _ s
provided o = - + =~ and (1 — 2>)p1 > 1.

The classical Hormander-Mikhlin theorem concerns about the sufficient condition
required for a function to be an LP(1 < p < oo) multiplier. We should adapt the
usual one to be suited for our case and present here the extension form with the
power weights. One can refer to [29] for further discussion.



Lemma 2.4. Let T be a Hormander-Mikhlin multiplier defined on tempered func-
tion f i.e,
T1(&) = m()1(©),

with its symbol m(&) satisfying the following pointwise estimate
IVem(é)] Sa €171,

for every nonnegative multi-index . Then for any 1 < p < oo, and —% <s<d-— %,
we have

(2.4) Nz* T fllzz Sp.s [l fllze
for all f such that right-hide side is finite.

Remark 2.5. In particular, the operator N~%|V|*P<y and N*®|V| *P>y are all
Hormander-Mikhlin multiplier, as well as the frequency localized operator Py, Px .

At the end of this section, we will record some fundamental tools. One can find
details in [31] and the materials therein .

Lemma 2.6 (Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev Inequality). Let 1 < p,q < co,d > 1,0 <
s < d, and o, B € R obey the condition

and the scaling condition
a—i—ﬁ—d—l—s:—g—g,
Then for any spherically symmetric u : R¢ — C, we have
(2.5) 2Pl o gy Secpopaes Ml IV Il Lo gea).
Lemma 2.7. If f : R = C,1 <p < 00,0 << &, and N > 0, then
(2.6) 2|~ * P fll Loy Sap (N 12}~ fll Lo (a)-
3. WEIGHTED STRICHARTZ INEQUALITY

Motivated by the work of [31I] which handled the mass-critical case, we adapt
the argument to tackle the case without conserved quantities. In practice, we
introduce weighted Strichartz norm suited for our case. To be more precise, we
define |ul|s(;xre) and [[ul|zr(;xre) Tespectively as follows:

_14e 1—e
lulls(rxray = [llz[~7=7[V[ =

+SCU”L§$(I><]R‘1) + IIVIFull psor2 (rxray;

1+4e
llullarrxray = [He] ™

_i-e
V|~ ™= +SCU||L$1w(1de);

where € > 0 is a sufficiently small constant depending on d and s.. By Lemma
2.4l we obtain that corresponding Bernstein inequalities with respect to the norms

HUHS(Ide) and ||U||N(1de)-
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Lemma 3.1. For any s > 0 and dyadic number N > 0, we have

(3.1) |||V|SU<N||S(I><Rd) N NS||U<N||S(I><]Rd)§
(3.2) IV *usNllsaxray S N % usnllsrxray;
(3.3) IVIPuan naxray S Nolluan || arrxray;
(3.4) VI us N v rxrey S N0 us Nl v xrd)-

The association of ||ul|s(;xre) and [[u|xr(7xre) With equation (L) is illuminated
by the following weighted Strichartz estimate and radial Sobolev embedding.

Proposition 3.2 (Weighted Strichartz estimate [33]). Let u, G : I xR? — C satisfy
(10 + A)u = G in the sense of distributions, then we have

(3.5) lulls(rxray S llwlto)ll groe mey + Gl ar(rxray,
for allty € 1.
Using ([Z3)), we will get the following radial Sobolev embedding.

Lemma 3.3 (Radial Sobolev embedding). Let u be spherically symmetric and
d > 4, then we have

(3.6) vl ,

24 S lulls-

m

Lemma 3.4. Ifu,v: I xR% — C are sphem'cally symmetric and d > 4, then

37 == oly 5 |||V|SCU||2032‘5|||V|ch|| S IIIVISCU|IZ§Z‘"‘2||UIIS-

.’L‘

Proof. Case 1 d =4, p= zfsc >1
By (23), we obtain

1+e l1—e

(35) e ullss, STl .

By the definition of N, ([3.8) implies

(39) llul= ol S N9 (ul=7 o), .
Continuing from [B.3)), by Lemma2.T] Lemma [22] and (@) we have

2
RHS of B.3) < [[[V[**[ulz=> ||L ||v|| g2 IVIPevllpzra

t
< |||V|SCUI|2£22 |||V|S°v||Lng
< |||V|SCUI|2£22 [v]]5-

Case II: d > 5, p= <1

d— 2s
If0 < s. < %, by the definition of A/, (Z5) implies
(3.10) el =5 v S [[Ju] 75 =l

d+2 256'

Continuing from (BI0)), by the Holder inequality and (B8) we have

gl

4
G
= u

oo

; Ld 2U+ sc)

S IIIVISCUIliofzé

vlls-
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When ﬁ < s. < 3, denoting § = (s, — %)4—, similarly by (Z3]) we have

4 3 4\
(3.11) [u[ === vllar S NV (Ju[ == v)]]

2d .
[2L T2
Continuing from B.IT]), by Lemma 2] we have
RHS of (311

S V)P || =5

e lI? || e + ||| 75 ”L, g [Vl
t t

— 4 =
SIVF™=) |ch||L2L% VIl B IVl

Lmd P 2(5 —3)

LL2 24

t x tdx x

To complete the proof, it suffices to show that

— 4 4\
(3.12) IVFRl ==l e STVIull iy

t x

ot his end, setting o = E + &, where € is a sufficiently small positive constant(say,

g = 210 ). Using Lemma with « being replaced by -—5— 2 , we have

(3.13) 1197 | =5 | opzhs S S ulP™ Lg%édi% |||V|Uu||LooLp,
where p = m, using Sobolev inequality we have (3.12). O

By the local well-posed theory, for example see [2], one has

(3.14) [IVPPeull 20 <00
L2LE72 (JxRY)

for any compact interval J contained in the the maximal lifespan interval I. As a
direct application of ([B1), we obtain the following result which, in some sense, can
be viewed as an extension of (BI4) in the weighted norm.

Corollary 3.5. Let u: I x R — C be a spherically symmetric mazimal-lifespan
solution to ([ILTl) then

lulls(rxray < 00,  for all compact set J CC I.

Proof. Using (L4), 33) B Z)and (3I4), we obtain

4
lulls(rxray S 1+ [[Ju] T2 ul|nr

S IIIVISCUIIEJZ%IIIVISCUII

d
Ly

< 00.
[l

Next, we will give some refined nonlinear estimates which will be used to control
the nonlinear interaction.

Proposition 3.6 (Refined nonlinear estimate). Let u,v : I xR? — C be spherically
symmetric, then we have

(3.15)
1—¢ 4 _ (d— 256)(1+sc+£) — 1-e
V[ (Jul=== o) |x S IIV]E- UIIZJLEIIIVI( = hos,
e 4 1te Sc c c*ﬁ
(3.16) [V 7O (Ju| == v) |l S [[IV] UIlzoszIIIVI P s,
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Proof. By the definition of N and the Holder inequality and Lemma[2.6] we estimate

BI5) as

1—e 4
ke (Ju| === v)|n
< |||x|i250<|u|—dfzsev>||y

S Mt

|u| 755 | oo e |z~ Sw||L2L2+

_(d= 2sc)gll+5c+5) )— ||

el =
SIvIe u igfiélllvl olls.

Similarly for (3:16), we have
1—e 4
V7= 7> O(Ju[ == v) Ly
14e 4
S = O(ju[ =< v)| s

4
S flaf 72
L;?OL;d* -

1te i
< IVl Rl

|||:L’| el

2d
d—(d—1—
2La: ( e)p

Fhols.

O

Remark 3.7. (310 is very useful when w is low frequency and v is high frequency,
as it transfers plenty of derivatives from high frequency to low frequency via the
appropriate distribution of weight.

4. FREQUENCY-LOCALIZED MORAWETZ ESTIMATE

In this part we will primarily establish the following frequency-localized Morawetz
inequality.

Proposition 4.1 (Frequency-localized Morawetz estimate). Let d > 4 and u :
I xR? — C be the critical spherically symmetric mazimal-lifespan solution to (1))

which obeys (L)), (L24), then we have

. 25, Vucn(t,z)?
(4.1) Jim N //R St = 0.

To prove Proposition 1] we will first exploit some nontrivial facts about the
critical solution wu.

Lemma 4.2. Let u : I x R* — C be the critical spherically symmetric mazimal-
lifespan solution to (L)) which obeys (L)), (L24)). Then for each 8 > 0, we have

: S 1 S
a2 i (19wl ez + 3ilIVI vz ) =0

Proof. By ([L14)) and ([.24)), we have that

J\}i_l)noo [IVI*usn|pzrz = 0.
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Now we turn to proving the second term, we split u<y as u<y = u_ /m+u /F< N
then by Bernstein inequality, we have

|9+Sc

Wmv uenlizers

|9+Sc

1
NNQ VI eu ymliners + 5 V1" eu e enllier:

SNg IIVI*u_ mllper: + |||V|Scu\/ﬁg,<N||L§°L§

—0 as N — .

In view of this Lemma 2] we can reformulate Proposition [£1] as follows

Theorem 4.3 (Frequency-localized Morawetz estimate I). Let d > 4,0 < n < 1,
and u : I x R® be the critical spherically symmetric mazimal-lifespan solution to
([T which satisfies (LA),([L24)). Then there exits § > 0 with the following property:
giwen any N > 0 such that

(4.3) IIVI**u>nlpeo L2 (1 xray + W|||V|0+SCU<N||L$°L§(IXRd) <4,
we have
Vucn(t,r)|?
4.4 NZse Nuen(t ) ) o <
(1.4) || S e <

By scaling invariance of the equation (L.I]), we may choose N = 1. By a limiting
argument, we may then take I to be compact. Indeed, observe that by Corollary
BF the left-hand side of ([@4]) varies continuously on I and goes to zero when [
shrinks to a point. Thus, by standard continuity argument, it suffices to show the
following bootstrap version of Proposition 1]

Proposition 4.4 (Frequency-localized Morawetz estimate IT). Let d > 4,0 <
n <1, and u : I x R? be the critical symmetric solution to (1)) which satisfies
(CA),[@C24). Then there exits 6 > 0 with the following property:

(4.5) IV P unill Lo L2 (1xray + VI T wiol| Lo L2 (1xmay <6,

where up; 1= u>1 and wj, 1= u<1, such that we also have bootstrap hypothesis: if

|V, (t, z)]?
(4.6) Qr = //Rd FES ——————dzdt < 2n,
then we have

Qr <.

In order to prove Proposition [£4], we will primarily establish the corresponding
estimate for low and high frequency portion of the solution u.

Lemma 4.5 (Low and high frequency bound). Under the conditions of Proposition
we have the following estimates:

14e
(4.7) NVI7Z wo |l s(rxray S 771/2,

< 1/2
(18) 190l ey S

)

(4.9) [ unill s(rxray S 6+ 675,
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where £o(d) > 0 is sufficiently small.

Proof. From the definition of S, Lemma B [@H) and (@6) we derive (@) by
choosing § sufficiently small. (@8] comes from [@.T1) and (2I). Indeed, by Lemma
B and choosing ¢ sufficiently small, we have
14¢
V|| SV
L

d—2(1—
2,3 (I—¢0)

By(@.D) and (Z.5), we get ().
Now it suffices to prove (@9). We denote Py; := P>;. Obviously

(i0y + A)P}”‘u = Pp, F(u).
By Strichartz estimate (.3)), (£3) and splitting Py;F(u) into
PriF(u) = PriF'(uio) + Pri(F(u) — F(u,)),

+sct+eo
u .
lo || 27, d72(21d750)
ttax

we have
(4.10) [unills S 6+ | Pri ' (w) || &

S 6+ || Pri(Jwio 7552 | Vg | + | Prs (Jttzo] =25 i) |
(4.11) | Pri (|wo] | DIl | Pri (o] )|

el 755 ol -
For the fourth term of ({11, from Proposition B and (£5) we have
ane 5%l S V1=t 5 il
< 07 funalls.
For the third term of (@I1l), by Lemma B1l 3I5) and (@3], we have
| Paauto] 725 Junal) a7

1— 4
S VI 7 (o) T2 funal) | ar

_(d=2sc)(A+sc+e) )—
4

_a -
wiol fora 1V 2 s

d
S |||V|(2 LeL2

4
S 077 |upi|s-
For the remained term of ({I1]), by Lemma B} BI5), (5) and ([T we have
4
([ Pri(|uio| =25 [Viuro )|

S el (Juao] 7522 | Vo)l 2

s 4
(d=2sc)(+octe)) T

_1l—e da_
SNIVIC 2 T,V wio|| 1272
< nroTe,

Putting all these together, we obtain

(4.12) lunills S (6 + 8725 ) (1 + [|unils),

by Corollary BH we know |lupi|ls < oo, after reorganizing the term, we finally
derive that

_a
||Uhi||s(1><Rd) <O+ 677,



15

With the above preparation, we are now ready to prove Proposition L4l First
we need the following particular form of Morawetz inequality which can be found
in [31].

Lemma 4.6 (Morawetz inequality). Let J be an interval, let d > 3 and let ¢,G
J x RY = C solve the equation

i0:p+Adp=F(¢)+ G
Let € > 0. If € is sufficiently small depending on d, then we have

(4.13) / /R , (|¢ tgﬁf |¢<|;+2 + |V<Gi(>t1’i) |2) dwdt

(4.14) <o sup |[VIE(t 2)][2
ted

(4.15) 4 / / G(t, 2)||V(t, 2)|dwdt
(4.16) // L 2)|6(t 2)dat

Proof of Proposition 4.4l Let P, := P.1, we substitute ¢ with ¢ = wu,,
then the corresponding G equals

G := P,F(u) — F(Pyu).
Using Bernstein inequality and (L), we conclude that
(4.17)

[Vu(t, ) // | 1o(t, )]
t<c t olt t.
//Rd pyE= d d 0+ . )| | |Vuo(t, )| + i dxd

Note that by Lemma 2.7]

0 t (o] t
|V (t, x) d it < |Vul x) d "
- |$|1+a e z)1te

it suffices to estimate

/ /R 1a(,2) (Wulo(t,xn P L) g <

where ¢ is a given constant to be chosen later. By the Holder inequality and (4.§]),

we estimate
// |G(t, 2)|| Vo (t, x)|dedt
Rd

S Gl V|

Ld+2(1 c0)

Sn2llc)
L

de 2(1 £0)

. (Qd 5
F2(1—
L

In dimension d > 4, by the Holder inequality, ([2.5]) and (S8]) we have

olt,
/ o) el g < e
Rd

(z) L2 LT

Ulo

(z)

(4.18) s
Sn2lall

Ld+2(1 =)
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Thus it is reduced to show
(4.19) el <y 8.

sz
We split G into
G := Pio[F(u) = F(uio)] = Pri(F(uio))-
We can show (£19) via
PO (il [uso 725 + IUm‘IHﬁ)IIL Sz ([ PriF (o) |

2d
Ld+2(1 £0) L§L£+2(1750)

4 4
(420) S ||_Ploo(|uhi||’uzo|d72sc + |uh7,| +d—2sc )HL?LSW%{TU

(4.21) + HVPMF(UZO)||L?Lxd_+2(21d—sg) )

r ([@20), by (L4), Sobolev embedding, Lemma Bl ([@9), Bernstein, we estimate
as

4 4
@E20) < |O(unilluo] T2 + |upi| 722 )| N IIIVISCulleLZIIuhZII 2d
L

d—2
x

d221
2, TF20=20) 2

<64 5T
Hence, it is remained to prove

4
I IS
%

From (@6 we have

1
(4.22) (e R T P ES
and by radial Sobolev embedding (23]
s —1te 1
(4.23) VI Vol pzrs S W2l 7% Vol < 07,
for some ¢ = (Z(_d;_li)—h s = (g — 4 4 Lte) — By Bernstein we conclude that
(4.24) ||Vulo||L§Lg N 77%~

By the Holder inequality, we get

_4 %
1V tso] o =75 | T S Vol 2z luioll 2275

t

— 2d(d—1) 2d
for some r = 2(1_80)(d_1)fd(1_€) > 77555+ By (3), we have

[wiol| Loy S 0.
Combining the estimate for ([L20) and ([@2T]) we have

(4.25) 1G] <y 0+ 57

2d
21,7 d¥2(1—=0)
Now we can choose ¢ = min{1, 75— 25 } and §(n) sufficiently small, then we complete

the proof.

Remark 4.7. In order to use ([Z35]) in (@I8), we should ensure that #d_%) <d
which requires d > 4. For d = 3, one can adapt the argument in [31] to bypass the
obstacle, we omit the details here.
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Corollary 4.8. Let d > 4, and u : I x R — C be the spherically symmetric
mazimal-lifespan solution to (LI which obeys (LA),[[L24]) then

. 1 _1-e
(1.26) Jim [l lls + —= 1915 Vucnls] =0.
In particular, for any N > 0 being a dyadic integer, we have

1 —E&
(4.27) lusnlls + anr%vuwns < oo, foral N >O0.
2

Proof. ([@26]) comes from [@7),[@3) and the scaling invariance of the equation.
Now we use ([£20) to prove [@27T). Since (£20) implies (£27) for N is sufficiently
large, it suffices to show that [@.27) also holds for N is small. We may assume N
such that N > Ny

1 _l-e
(4.28) lu>nlls + FHlvl > Vuen|s < 1.
2
For any N < Ny, we have
usnlls = luznolls + llun<.<molls
S+ Y umls
N<M<Ny
_ite 1ie
S+ > M = ||V = uulls
N<M<Ny
S+ > 1
N<M<Ny
< 00,
and
No\ 1
1te 0 1te
IV uenls < (5) - eIV Fucnlls < o
0

Thus we complete the proof.

5. THE NON-EVACUATION OF ENERGY

In this part, we will prove that the energy can not evacuate from high frequency
to low frequency by showing that N(¢) has a lower bound.

Proposition 5.1. Let d > 4, and let v : I x R? — C be the critical spherically
symmetric mazimal-lifespan solution to (1)) which obeys (L4),([CL24). Then

(5.1) ig N(t) > 0.
Assume for contradiction that we have a critical solution u : I x R? — C obeying
(C4) and the hypothesis ([.24]) but such that

V=0

we will obtain the following fact:

Lemma 5.2. Under the conditions of Proposition [5.1, we have

(5.2) limsupNS%s_SCHUZNHS < 0.
N —o00
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Proof. Let n > 0 be a small number to be chosen later. By (E20]), there exists
Np > 0 such that

1

(53) lus g, ls + —z= V1" 2u_gz lls < -
Ny?

By scaling invariance, we may assume No =1, thus

(5.4) V[T 20 ]| s < n;

(5.5) lus1]ls <.

We claim that:

Claim 5.3. For any given § > 0 such that

(5.6) Jusn|ls < pN=G=9/2Fse 15 for all N >1,
then
(5.7) [usnlls < npN—G=e)/2Fse 4 g forall N >1.

Assuming the claim, by iterating the above procedure, we will conclude that

lusnlls < nN_ST‘EJrSC forall N > 1.

Now we are dedicated to proving the claim. Indeed, by choosing 0 < § < 7 such
that (5.6) holds. Furthermore, we can take a dyadic number Ny > 1 such that

_s—e
NN, e 5, then
(5.8) lusnlls S PN~ % forall 1< N <N,
and
(5.9) luznolls < 6.

Let N > 1, applying P>n to both sides of (II)) we have

(5.10) (10 + Ayus>y = P>y F(u).

Hence, by weighted Strichartz estimate ([3.35]) we have

(5.11) lusnlls S VI usn(to)llrz + [[P>nF(u)|n,
for any to € I. As infic; N(t) = 0, we have

(5.12) Jnf [V uzn(to)llzz = 0.

Thus

(5.13) lusnlls S 1PN F ()|

We split F'(u) as
4 4
Fu) = F(u<n,) + O(luzno [(Ju<a |7 + [Parucn, | 72¢))

4 4
+ O(u> N, [(Jus1| 7775 + [Po1u<n, | 777¢)).
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So that we have

(5.14) RHS of (513) <[ P>nO(lusn,|(Jus1| + |Psrucn, ) 75 )
(5.15) + 1 PonO(lus v, |(Juct| + [Perueny ) 72 )|
(5.16) +[[P>NF(u<n,)lv-

By B1), &), (3),we have

4 4
P> NO([usn [lus1]777¢) v S [lusn [Jus1| 775

7%
T

S VPeuzllrs luznlls

< prE o,

The other term in (B.I4]) is estimated similarly.

For (BI5)), by Lemma B, B15) (54) and (59) we obtain

4
[[1P> N O(fuz N, [[u<a [ =25 )|

1—

S V1= 750z n |77 )|

d_ (d=2sc)(I4scte)y s _l-e
SV | 2 V1T Y us g s
S nises.

The other term of (518 is estimated similarly.
For the (.16]), by Lemma [31] and (B16)

_3—¢ 1+e€
[1P>NF(uany)llv S N777 Feflla] = O(|u y, Vuan )2,
SN v
Since by (54]) and (5.8) we have

1+ 1te
V1= wenlliere SNV ucallerz + Y V]
1<M<Ny

1+e€ l1—¢

1+e€
Fuucng g 1V]°3

—Sc+p(sc— 3

)VU<N0 ||S

1+e
T unmlLgere

Sn+n Y. MEMTE
1<M< Ny
N Y2
and

11Vl %—SC+P(SC_%)VU<NO s

1—e

S VI

Sl Iy s

1—e

ST Vuals+ Y VT
1<M<Ny

)MM*?’%EJrSC

14¢
2

<n+n Z M%*&Hﬂ(%*
1<M<No

S

Thus

(5.17) 1PonF(ucny)llv S mPnN =2+,

Combining the separated parts contributed to ||usn|ls we have

(5.18) lusnlls SN~ +5) for N >1.
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By choosing 7 sufficiently small, we complete the proof. O
Proof of Proposition 5.3 Now we can illuminate that inf;e; N(¢) = 0 is

incompatible with energy-conservation. In fact, by (£.2), for sufficiently large N,
we have

(5.19) IVPyullpers S N7,
and for each dyadic number N
(5.20) IVPyullpers S N
Thus, by choosing M sufficiently large
[Vullzgorz S IVuanm-1lleerz + [Vum-—<<mlizgrz + IVusalzgrz,

as infyer N(t) = 0, we may choose a time sequence {t;} € I such that N(¢;) — 0,
and by dominated convergence theorem we conclude that

[Vu(ti)||zz =0 as N(t;) — 0.
By interpolation
(5:21)  flullggre S lullspllull ' S WVIullzz [Vull” =0 as N(t:) =0,
where 0 < 6 < 1.Thus
1 1
(5.22) E(u) = /§|Vu|2 + m|u|p+2d;v —0, as N(t)—0.

By the energy conservation law of (I]), (5:22) implies that u = 0, which is impos-
sible.

6. RULE OUT THE CRITICAL SOLUTION

Theorem 6.1. Let d > 4, and let u : I x R? — C be the critical mazimal-lifespan
spherically symmetric solution to (LI)) which obeys (LA]),([L24)). Suppose that u is
not identically zero, then I is bounded.

Proof. By (LI4)) and the fact that N(t) has lower bound, we may choose N suffi-
ciently small such that

~

(6.1) IIVFeusl o 21,
L

@

then integrating with respect to the time variable over the interval I, we have

1
TS |||V|SCU>N||L2 A

t

By (£21) and (3.4), we know |||V|*us n|| , 24, < oo, which implies Il <oo. O
2L

Theorem means that u blows up in finite time, thus by Corollary [LT5] N (¢)
does not have upper bound in I, which is inconsistent with ([.24]).
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7. APPENDIX

In this part, we dedicate to proving Lemma [[.8 First we recall the definition of
Strichartz norm and Strichartz estimate.

Definition 7.1 (Admissible pair). Let d > 4, we call a pair of exponent (g,7)
admissible if

2 1 1
For a time interval I, we define Strichartz norm S(I) as

(7.2) ullsy := sup{||ull Lapr (rxray : (¢,7) admissible}.
We also define the dual of S(I) by N(I), we note that

(7.3) llullna S ||u||L3/L;,(Ide) for any admissible pair (g, 7).

Proposition 7.2 (Strichartz estimate). Let u: I x R? — C be a solution to

(7.4) (i + Ayu=F
and let s > 0, then
(7.5) IV PPullscry S llulto)llgs + HIVIPFlln .,

for any tg € 1.

In the proof of Lemma[[.§ we need the following result. One can carry over the
proof of Lemma 3.4 in [35] verbatim.

Lemma 7.3 (Persistence of regularity). Let I be a compact time interval, and u
be a solution to (LIQ) obeying

(7.6) lull @iz <M, [[|[V[¥elnn <L <1,
L, .2 (IxR%)
then we have
(7.7) [IVI*eullsay < C(M)|[uoll gse -
In what follows, we denote
2(d—2s.+2) 2(d—2s.+2)
X(I) — Lt(d72sc)(1756)Lw d—2sc (I % Rd),

2(d—2sc42) 2(d—2s.+2)

Y(I) — Lt(d+4—230)(1—sc)Lmd—230+4 (I X Rd),

2(d—2sc+2) 2d(d—2sc+2)

X/(I) — Lt(d72sc)(1fsc) H‘SC) a?fdsc—4s2 (I % Rd),

2(d—2sc+2) 5. _2d(d—25c+2)

Y’(I) _ Lt(7d+4—2sc)(l—sc) Hmc’d2+4d—4s§+45c (I x Rd).
Obviously, we have X'(I) — X(I), Y'(I) = Y(I).

Remark 7.4. The reason we choose the particular form of X (I) and Y (I) stems
from the following fact: by dispersive estimate and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev in-
equality we can obtain relatively neat nonlinear estimate

t
/ 2 [ulPu(s)ds
0

Next we will present some nonlinear estimates.

(7.8)

1
SllulPullyy S lull5 -
X(I)
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Lemma 7.5. Let F(u) = |ulPu for somep > 0 and let 0 < s < 1. For 1l <

1 _ 1 P
T,71,72,00 such that . = o, we have

(7.9)  NVPIF@+v) = F)llzy S MVPull gz ol + 1Vl g llu + vl

Lemma 7.6. Let d > 4, then with spacetime norms over I x R?, we have

(7.10) 1Py S Tl
(7.11)
4 4
IVIF@ = PO g, S llu= vl Nollsee + lull £35 Tu = ollseecr

Proof. (CI0) comes directly from the definition of X (I) and Y (I). (CII) from
Lemma [T5] O

In order to prove Lemma [[.8 we primarily establish the short-time perturbation
result.

Lemma 7.7 (Short-time perturbation). Let d > 4, I be a compact interval, @ :
I x R4 — C be solution to the equation

{ (i@i +A)u=F(u)+e

(712) u(o) =g € HSC.
Suppose
||ﬁ||L§°HsC(1de) <E

Let 0 € I and ug € H3*(R?). Then there exits 9,6 > 0(depending on E) with the
following properties hold: 0 < & < e, if

(7.13) il x () < 6, [luo — toll s + llellyr ) < e

then there exits u : I x R® — C solving (i0; + A)u = |u|Pu  with u(0) = uo.
satisfying

(7.14) V] (u=a)l[sa) <€
(7.15) [IVI*ullsay S B
(7.16) V1% (fuPu = al@)]|x iy < €

where ¢ > 0 s a given constant.
Proof. First, we show that ||u||x(;) < 0. Indeed by Duhamel formula (T3]
(7.17) le* a0l x 1y S 1l x(ry + 1F @)y ry + llellycr)
(7.18) <40 Ttk
By (CI3) and triangle inequality we have
(7.19) ||€itAu0||X(1) <.
Then using Strichartz estimate (T.8) and (ZI0), we have

lullx ) 6+ 1F(w)lly )

<6+ llull i

By continuity argument we have [u||x ) < 0.
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We let w = u — u, thus w satisfies
(7.20) (10 + A)w=F(u) — F(a) —e w(0) = up — Uo.
By Strichartz estimate (8] we have
lwllx(r) S le®w(0)||xr) + llelly + |1 F(w) — F)lly
Se+ {alTeT + T Hiwlxa

Ss—i—éd%sc

lwllx(n)-
Thus by choosing § sufficiently small, we have
(7.21) ||w||X(I) Se.
By Strichartz estimate and (I3]) and ([C.I1]) we have
[IVI*wllsy S lwo = toll grae + llelly ) + NIV [F(u) — F(ﬁ)]Hng_ﬁ

4 4
Se+IVIFalsmllwlix gy + IV wllsen llull 7 -

By ([Z13)) and the persistence of regularity results, we have |||V|**t| gy < C(J)E.
For (CI5)), by (Z14) and Strichartz estimate we have

11V [*ulls(r)
S e+ IVIPedol 2 + [[(alP@)lyry + llelly:

4
S e+ E A ally iy lallx o
SeC+E+COE
<E.
Now ([ZI6]) can be deduced from Lemma [75 and ([T14). O

Proof of Lemmal[Ll.8 First note that ||| (12 < L, by the persistence
Ly,? (IxRY)
of regularity, we have ||| x;) S C(E, L). Then we may subdivide I into (finitely
many, depending on § and L) intervals Jy, = [tx, tx+1) so that

(7.22) lallxry ~ 6.

then we can use the short-time perturbation results and bootstrap argument to
obtain Lemma [[.8
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