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Global dynamics below the ground state for the quadratic
Schrodinger system in 5d

Masaru Hamano

Abstract. In this paper we consider the nonlinear Schrodinger system (NLS) with quadratic
interaction in five dimensions. We determine the global behavior of the solutions to the system
with data below the ground state. Our proof of the scattering result is based on an argument by
Kenig—Merle [16]. In particular, the new part of this paper is to deal with asymmetric interaction.
A blowing-up or growing-up result is proved by combining the argument by Du-Wu—Zhang in
[6] and a variational characterization of minimizers. Moreover, we show a blowing-up result if
the data has finite variance or is radial.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background.
We consider the quadratic Schrodinger system in five space dimensions:

10 + Au = —2vu (z,t) € R® x R,
1
(NLS) < idw + §Av = —u? (z,t) € R® x R,
u(z,0) = up(x), v(z,0) = vo(z) z € R,
where i = v/—1, u,v : R> x R — C are unknown functions, ug, vy : R> — C are given func-
tions, A = Z?Zl 88_122’ and @ is complex conjugate of u.
i
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(NLS) has a physical background, which is deduced from the equation describing the Raman
process. This process is a nonlinear instability phenomenon (see [3] for more detail). Further-
more, (NLS) is also derived from a non-relativistic limit of the nonlinear Klein-Gordon system
(see [12]). Asymptotic behavior of solutions for this NLKG system was studied in Sunagawa—
Kawahara [I5] and Hayashi-Naumkin [II]. For (NLS), a well-posedness result in L? or H!, a
blowing-up result with finite variance, and existence of a ground state were studied in Hayashi—
Ozawa—Tanaka [12].

Our aim in the present paper is to determine long time behavior of solutions to the problem
(NLS). There are various kinds of solutions depending on the choice of the data, for example,
scattering solution, blow-up solution, standing wave solution and so on. Here we are especially
interested in investigating this problem under the assumption that the value of the action of the
initial data is less than that of the ground state. The ground state is one of the solutions to the
following nonlinear elliptic system

_A(ﬁw + W¢w = 2¢w¢wa
_%A¢w + 2W¢w = QZ%,

where w > 0. It was proved in [I2] that this system has a non-trivial solution, which is called

(eNLS)

the ground state. The ground state attains the infimum of p2® (see Definition [LJ) and is
non-negative (real-valued) and radial. We denote by (¢, ,,) this ground state solution. If we
set (u,v) = (e“d,, e?@h),), then (u,v) is the solution to (NLS), and is called the standing
wave solution. We remark that the standing wave solution neither scatters nor blows-up. The
stability of standing wave solutions was studied in [3].

In this paper, we give the necessary and sufficient conditions on the data, which clarifies the
scattering and blowing-up behavior of solutions to (NLS). Our proof of the scattering is based
on the argument by Kenig-Merle in [16]. In the past ten years, global behavior of solutions
below the ground state for the single focusing case

i+ Au+ |ul*u=0 (z,t) € RY xR,

where o > 0, was studied by several authors. Kenig-Merle [16] treated the case with o = ﬁ,
N = 3,4,5, under radial symmetry, Holmer-Roudenko [13] treated the case with « =2, N =3
under radial symmetry, Duyckaerts—Holmer—Roudenko [7] treated the case with a = 2, N =
3 without radial symmetry, Fang—Xie-Cazenave [§] showed scattering, and Akahori-Nawa [I]
showed scattering and blowing-up in the mass supercritical and energy subcritical case. In the

system with symmetric interaction

. s o )
(sNLS) {Zat“JrAqu(IUI +)u=0 (z,t) €R®xR,

i + Av + (Juf> + o] )v =0  (2,t) € R® x R,

Xu [19] and Farah—Pastor [9] showed the scattering result below the ground state. In our system,
Hayashi-Li—Ozawa [10] proved a small data scattering by using the end point Strichartz estimate

in H? setting. However, it is difficult to remove the smallness condition on the data to prove
the scattering. To overcome this difficulty, we use Kenig-Merle type argument (Linear profile
decomposition, Long time perturbation theory, Compactness, Rigidity). Xu [I9] and Farah—
Pastor [9] also applied the similar method to (sNLS). Unlike theirs, our system has assymmetric
interaction, so that we have to deal with the interaction carefully. Moreover, we are considering
five space dimensions, so we use different type of exponents for Strichartz estimate (see also
[8]). Our proof of the blowing-up or growing-up result is based on the argument by Du—Wu-—
Zhang [0] and variational characterization (Lemma [3.1]). We remark that it is still open whether
growing-up occurs or not. We note that Hayashi-Ozawa—Tanaka [12] proved blowing-up result if
the data has finite variance and negative energy. In this paper, we extend their result to include
certain positive energy initial data by using the ground state (see Theorem [[3] for more detail).
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Our blowing-up result with finite variance or radial symmetry is based on the argument by Xu
[19].

1.2. Definition and main result.
In order to state the main result, we introduce some notations and basic facts. Let (7%, T™) be
the maximal lifespan of the solution (u,v) to (NLS) (see Theorem [2:2)).

Definition 1.1 (Scattering, Blowing-up, Growing-up).
e (Scattering)
We say that the solution (u,v) to (NLS) scatters in positive time (resp. negative time) if
T* = oo (resp. T, = —oc) and there exists (¢4, ) € H'xH?! (resp. (¢_,1_) € H'xH")
such that

lim [|(u(t), v(t)) = (€3¢, €339 ) | g1 = 0

t——+o00
(resp. i), 066)) = (€20, 3720 ) o =0)

e (Blowing-up)
We say that (u,v) blows up in positive time (resp. negative time) if 7" < oo (resp.
T, > —o0). Moreover, Theorem and Theorem give
tl/i(rjr,l* H(u(t)7v(t))HH1><H1 = 00
(EN\T%)
o (Growing-up)
We say that the solution (u,v) grows up in positive time (resp. negative time) if 7% = co
(resp. Tyx = —o0) and there exists a sequence {t,} with t,, — oo (resp. —c0) as n — oo
such that

lim | (u(tn), v(tn)ll g1 1 = 00

Definition 1.2. We define the following functionals and quantities for (u,v) € H' x H!, w > 0
and «, B € R.

1

M (u,v) = |lull72 +2[v]|72, E(u,v) = |Vul7. + §||VU||%2 — 2Re(v, u?),
1
K(u,0) = [Vuls + 5V0l3 P(u,v) = Re(o, %) 2,
1
K, (u,v) = K(u,v) + wM (u,v), L, (u,v) = gM(u,v) + EK(U’U)’
1

I,(u,v) = gM(u,v) + §E(u,v), Kfj’ﬁ(u,v) = 8>\Iw(e°‘>‘u(eﬁ’\-),eo‘)‘v(eﬁ)‘-)) o’

Co ={(u,v) € H x H'\ {(0,0)} : K2*®(u,v) = 0},
1208 = inf{I,(u,v) : (u,v) € C,}.
We state our main result.

Theorem 1.3 (Scattering versus blowing-up dichotomy). Let (ug,v9) € H! x H! and (u,v) be
the solution to (NLS) with initial data (ug,vg). Moreover, we assume for w > 0,

Iw(u(]a UO) < Iw(¢w, ww)

(1) Let K2*®(ug,vo) > 0. Then (u, v) scatters in positive time in H!x H.

(2) Let K2"®(ug,v9) < 0. Then (u,v) blows up or grows up in positive time in H* x H®.
Moreover, if (zug,zvg) € L? x L? or (ug,vo) is radial, then the solution (u,v) blows up
in positive time.

The same conclusion of Theorem [[.3] holds for the negative time direction by taking the complex
conjugate of the equation and replace ¢ by —t.
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1.3. Organization of the paper.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we give several properties of the
ground state (¢,,,,) for (NLS), Strichartz estimates, Small data scattering result, and Long
time perturbation theory. In section 3, we show that the solution exists time-globally under
the assumption of Theorem [[3] (1) and show Theorem [[3] (2). In section 4 and section 5, we
complete the proof of Theorem [L3] (1) by contradiction.

For the convinience of the reader, we explain the strategy for the proof of Theorem [L3 (1).
We assume that the threshold for scattering IS (see Definition [5.1]) is strictly below 1., (¢, ¢ ).
In section 5.1, we construct a solution (u.,v.) (which is called a critical solution) that stands
exactly at the boundary between scattering and non-scattering. The way of the construction of
this solution is as follows. We take a sequence {(uy,v,)} of the solutions to (NLS), which exists
between IS and I,(¢u, ), and satisfies |[(uy,vy,)]] = oo and I (up,v,) — I

(see Definition 2.9 for the definition of ||(-, ')HS(H%)xS(H%))

H!' x H', we can apply Theorem A3 (Linear profile decomposition) to (u,(0),v,(0)). We take
the non-linear profile, which approaches the linear profile by Lemma [(.3] (Existence of wave
operators). Applying Theorem 2:23] (Long time perturbation), we prove that there exists only
one non-zero linear profile. Using this non-zero linear profile, we construct a critical solution. In
section 5.2, we prove that the orbit of the critical solution K = {(uc(- — z(t),t), v.(- — z(t),t)) :
t € [t,00)} is precompact in H' x H!. First, we define a equivalent relation ~ on H! x H'
and the quotient space H' x H!/~, which is constructed by the whole equivalent class. Let
7w H'x H' — H'x H'/~ be the natural projection. In Lemma (.10 and Lemma [5.11] we
prove that it is sufficient to prove the orbit of the critical solution K is precompact if 7 (K) is
precompact. In Proposition [5.12], we show that the orbit of the critical solution K is precompact
in H' x H'. In section 5.3, we prove that the assumption (I$ < I,(¢.,%,)) of a contradiction
argument is fault. To prove this, we first show that the momentum of the critical solution is zero.
Next, we prove Theorem [5.19] (Rigidity). Because the critical solution satisfies the assumption
of Theorem [5.19] (Rigidity), we apply Theorem [5.19] then a contradiction occurs.

S(H3)xS(FH%)
. Since this sequence is bounded in

2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Results from [12].
Definition 2.1 (Space of H' x H! solution).
V(D) = (N LX) HY LT W) ully 1) o= mase {full e [l -
Theorem 2.2 (Unique existence of H'x H! time local solution [12]). For any p > 0, there exists

T(p) > 0 such that for any (ug,vo) € H' x H' with max {||ug| g, [|vollz } < p, (NLS) has the
unique solution (u,v) € Y/(I) x Y/(I) with I = [-T'(p),T(p)].

Definition 2.3 (Space of weighted L? x L? solution).
10
X(1) == (CNE®)I: LN LA L%). ullxy 2= max {fullpo 2.l 10}

Z(I):={ueYI):aue X}, |ullzq) =max{[ully ), lzulxm)}-
Theorem 2.4 (Unique existence of weighted L2 x L? time local solution [12]). For any p > 0,
there exists T(p) > 0 such that for any (ug,vo) € H' x H* with (zug, vvo) € L?x L? and
max {[|uo || g1, lvoll g, [[zuoll 2, [lzvoll L2} < p,
(NLS) has the unique solution (u,v) € Z(I)x Z(I) with I = [-T'(p),T(p)].
Theorem 2.5 (Conservation law [12]). The solution (u,v) to (NLS) satisfies the following con-

servation laws for all ¢t € (T, T*)

M (u(t),v(t)) = M (uo,vo), (2.1)
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E(u(t),v(t)) = E(ug,vp). (2.2)

Theorem 2.6 (Virial identity [12]). Let (ug,vo) € H' x H! satisfy (zug,zvg) € L?x L? and let
(u,v) € (ZUI)xZ(I))N(Y(I)xY (I)) be the corresponding local solution given by Theorem
and Theorem 2.4l Then

2

Za(IuOl: + 2foo(0)]1) = 108 (o) =2 (IVaCO + Vo013 ). 23)

Remark 2.7. Due to the coeflicients 1, % of the Laplacian for (NLS), we can prove that Theorem
holds. This condition is called mass resonance condition.

2.2. Linear estimates.
To construct the solution, we convert (NLS) into the following integral system (NLSI) by
Duhamel’s principle.

t
u(t) = e™Pug + 22'/ =98 (va) (s)ds,
(NLSI) 0
o(t) = ez + i / 21 =9)A (4,2 (5)ds,
0

where €/ f(z) = (e~ F)V (2) and €22 f(z) = (€727 e F)V ().

Theorem 2.8. If ¢t # 0, % + 1% = 1 and p’ € [1,2], then it follows that e®® : LP' — LP is

continuous and
1 1

i _5
1 Al < el 2 G2,

where c is independent of ¢ and f.

Definition 2.9. We say that (¢,) is H® admissible (in 5d) if

2 n 5 5
-+ —-=—-—s.
q T 2
Strichartz norm is defined as
ullsz2) = ' SUP_ _ HUHLnga HUHS(H%) = 'fup HUHLgL;-
(g,r):L admlssﬂljée (g,7):H 2 admissible
2<¢<00,2<r<5 4+ngoo7ggr§1_§_
Dual Strichartz norm is defined as
U = inf U u 1= inf U
el o (¢,r):L2admissible | HLEI/LQ' o HS’(H’%) (qr)- % admissible I HL?’LQ"

10 _
2<g<00,2<r< ¥ %*gqgat,zgrg%

where (¢’,7’) is the Holder dual to (¢,r) and 4 is an arbitrarily preselected and fixed number
larger than 4, similarly for 13—07 and %Jr.

Remark 2.10. Dual Strichartz norm is not norm precisely. (Dual Strichartz norm may not
satisfy triangle inequality.)

Theorem 2.11 (Strichartz estimates [17]). We have the following:

12 Flls 2y < el fll .z,

t
/ AR (. 5)ds

0

<cl|fllsr(r2y-
S(L2)

. )
If (q,7) is H3 admissible and satisfies 2 <q < o, 5 <r <5, then

16 Fllpary < ellfl, 3.



t .
/ A R(. 5)ds < ¢| D2 Fllgz),

0 LiLy
and .
‘/ AR (. 5)ds <cF|l, o1
0 S(H%) SUH™2)

where ¢ is independent of f or F.

We extend our notation S(H %) as follows: If a time interval is not specified (, that is, if we
-1
just write S(H?2)), then the t-norm is evaluated over (—oo,+00). To indicate a restriction to a

time subinterval I C (—oco, +00), we will write S(H 3 ; I). Other Strichartz norm, dual Strichartz
norm is also described similarly. Even if time is restricted, Theorem 2.11] still holds.

2.3. Variational characterization.

Proposition 2.12. ([12]) For w > 0, there exists a nontrivial real valued solution (¢, %) €
H'x H' of the elliptic system

—A¢y, + why = 29, ¢,
—%A% + 2wih, = B2,

It is well known that (u,v) = (e™¢,,e?*%),) is a global solution to (NLS) if (¢,,%,,) is the
solution of (gNLS). We can see this type solutions does not decay as t — co.

(gNLS)

Definition 2.13. Real-valued functions (¢,1) € H! x H! is called a solution of (gNLS) if

V¢ - Vudr + w/ oudr = 2/ oYude,
RS RS

(gNLSI) 1R5
— Vi - Vodx + 2w/ Yodx = d*vdx
2 Jrs R5 R5

for any u,v € C§°(R®).
Proposition 2.14. Let w > 0. Then the solution (¢,,,1,,) to (gNLS) satisfies
2K (9w V) = 5P (Pu, V) s 20M (Pus ) = P(¢us o)

Proof. For simplicity, we give a formal calculation for the proof. Actual proof requires a regu-
larization procedure.
Multiplying both side of —Ad¢,, + wo,, = 2¢,¢,, by ¢, and integrating, we have

_/]Rs b Addr —|—w/R5 P2 dr = 2/R5 Yo p2de.

1
Multiplying both side of _§M’“ + 2w, = (ﬁi by v, and integrating, we have

1
——/ o Athydx + Qw/ Vide = / VB2 de.
2 Jrs R5 RS
Using integration by parts,
2 2 2 1 2 2 2
IVoullre +wlidwllze = 2Re(Vw, ¢4)2 s 5IIVYwllze + 20 [Yullze = Re(vw, &) 2.

Thus,

WM (¢ o) + K(du, V) = 3P(¢u ) (2.4)
Multiplying both side of —Ad¢,, + wo, = 2¢,¢, by = - V¢, and integrating, we have

—/ Ao,z - Vo,dx + w/ Ot - Vo,dr = 2/ Vo bux - Vo d. (2.5)
R5 R5 RS



Since

5 5
Agwa : ngwdx = Z Z /R5 8§¢wxj8j¢wdx

R k=1 =1

5 5
= ZZ/R4 ([akQwajanSw]iizoooo - A@k¢w6k(xj8j¢w)dxk> dﬁ

k=1 j=1

5 5 5
= _Z/R5(ak¢w)2d$ - ZZ/R5 3k¢w$jakj¢wdx
k=1

k=1 j=1

5 5
= —[IVoul7. — ZZ/R4 ([ﬂﬁj(ak%)z}ijiooo - /Raj(xjak%)ak%dxj) dz;

k=1 j=1

5 5
=0t + XX [ O+ 00000

k=1 j=1

5 5
—a1vlt+ 3 [ (moeaelis - [ o000, ) i

k=1 j=1

5 5 5
=4IVl =3 [ @uonrdr =303 | otounidious

k=1 j=1
= 31V0ulf: — | Adua- Voude,
it follows that
| Adue- Vouda = SIVo (2.6)

Since

5
/11@5 Puz - Vo,dr = ; /11@5 G0 P
5
= ;/sz ([%%]Zio - /wa + wjaj%)fﬁwdxj) dz;

5
== Z /R5(¢i + w0 ¢,)dx
j=1

— 5l % —/ b - Vbods,
R5
it follows that
5
dut - Voude = 2 [[gu2. (2.7)
REE

Since

5
/R5 Yt - Voydr = ; /R5 ¢w¢wxjaj¢wd$

5 L—
j=1



5
- Z /]R5 (ww¢i + (ﬁi%’j@jlﬂw + ww(ﬁwxjaj(ﬁw)dx
j=1

=5 /R5 Yoptdr — /]Rs P2 - Vip,dr — /Rs Vbt - V,d,

it follows that

5 1
/ Yoot - Vodr = ——/ o> dx — —/ P2 x - Vipde. (2.8)
R5 2 Jgs 2 Jps
Combining (23)), (2.6), 7)) and 2.38), it follows that
2 IV0u12s — 2wlldulZs = —5Re(, dB)r2 — | d2a - Vibuda, (2.9)
2 2 R5

1
Multiplying both side of —§A1/Jw + 2w, = ¢ by x - Vi), and integrating

1
—— / A,z - Vip,dx + 2w/ Vot - Vip,dr = / P2z - Vip,de.
2 Jgs R5 RS
This formula combined with (Z8]), 7)) gives
3
IVl = swlile = [ da Ve (210)
Combining (Z9) and (ZI0), we have
3 ) 3
SIVulia + Swlldull?e + TIVEull7e + 5wllvwlfe = SRe(vw, ¢) 12
2 2 4

Therefore,

) 3

§WM(¢LU7 ww) + §K(¢w7 ww) - 5P(¢UJ7 ¢w)
This formula combined with ([2.4]) gives

2K(¢wa¢w) = 5P(¢w,7pw)’ 2WM(¢LU5¢M) = P(st,ww)-
]

Proposition 2.15. Let (ug,vo) € H' x H' and (zug, zvg) € L?>x L?. Let (u,v) be the solution
to (NLS) with initial data (ug,vo) on (7%, T™). Then, we have

2

et + 2lv(t)2) (= 8K () —20P(u,v) )

KQO S(U v) y —

for any t € (), T%).

Proof. By the change of variable,

d

aX, m _ 20 2 Y (20-58)x

2 = [ etue e = 2 [ gy ew—( ol

Hw%(e”-)\p - /R etu(ea)ds = o [ 1NV g = <2Vl

Re (eo‘)‘v(eﬁ)‘-), (ea/\u(eﬁ)‘-))2>L2 = [ (M) ea)‘u(eﬁ)‘xfdx = B Re(v, u?) 2.
RS

Thus,
K3 (u,0) = OaLo (e u(e™), e v(e™)[x=0

w 1
= 05 (e -+ wll el + 5V s

1
+ Ve (e )72 — Re(e™v(e™), (e* u(e™))*) 2
A=0



w 1
= ¥ (20— 56)[ul}s + w(20 — 56) Jol32 + 5(20 — 38)[| Va3
1
+ 120 = 39)| Vol — (Ba — 58)Re(v,u?) 2
By Theorem [2.0]
d2

S leu(O [ + 2o0(0)]12) = 108 (o, ) — 2 (19O + IVo(0) 22

1 1
=10 (IVuOlE: + 5IVe I - 2Rev, )z ) -2 (IVal@)Es + 519002

— 8 Vu(t) 2 + 4V o(t) 2 — 20Re(v, 1) 12
We set o = 20, 8 = 8, which means 2a — 58 =0, 2a — 38 = 16, 3o — 58 = 20 and
8 d 2
K3 (,0) = (et + 2o o)

Lemma 2.16. We have

20,8 __
=

inf L., . 20,8 <0
(uﬂ))eHlanHl\{(O’O)} { (u7 U) w (u, U) ~ }

Proof. We take for any (u,v) € Hx H*\ {(0,0)} with K2"%(u,v) < 0.
K208(e20y (32, €2 (e8).)) = 8| V2 u(eB)]|2, + 4] Ve (3|2, — 20P(e2Pu(e), 2P u(e))
= 8e!0M| V|2, + 4e'M| Vo2, — 20e** P(u, v).
From K2"®(u,v) < 0, we have P(u,v) > 0. Hence, there exists Ao < 0 such that
K208(£20004,(¢8%0.) 20004 (£8%0.)) = 0, (2.11)
For such A\g < 0, we have

Iw(GQOAou(GS)\o _)’ GQOAO’U(GS)\O ))

— %M(GZO)\OU(GSAO')7GZOAOU(GSAO')) + %K(GQOAOU(GS)\O'),GQOAO’U(GS)\O')) _ P(eZO)\ou(eS)\o_)7eZOAQU(eSAQ_))

_ %}M(ezoxou(esm_)7ezoxov(esm_)) n 1_1()K(620A0u(68)\0_)’eQOon(GS)\o_))
1
= %M(u,v) + 1—0616>‘0K(u,v)
< Ly(u,v) (2.12)

from Proposition T4l Also, for any (u,v) € H'x H'\ {(0,0)} with K2*®(u,v) = 0, we have
I,(u,v) = L(u,v). Thus,

20,8 _ inf Iw , . K20’8 7 —0

) (uvv)eHllanl\{(o,o)}{ (u,v) : K (u,v) = 0}
= inf Lw ) :K20’8 , <0\,
< e By ooy 1Re(w ) K v) <0}

On the other hand, it follows that

20,8 _ inf L, . 208 _0
i (“vv>€H11Xr}f1\{(o,0>}{ (u,0) : K" (u,0) = 0,

and so

20,8 > inf L. . K208 o
fo = (u,v)eHllanl\{(o,o)}{ (u,v) : K57 (u,v) < }

Proposition 2.17. Let w > 0. Then we have the followings
(1) w® >0,
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(2) there exists a pair of nonnegative radial functions (¢g, 1) € C,, such that I, (o, o) =
u2®. Moreover, (¢, o) solves (gNLS).

Proof. (1) We apply Lemma 216 for MZO 8 and take for any (¢,v) € C,. From Proposition 2.15]
with K2%(¢, 1) = 0, we have 20P (¢, 1)) = 8K(¢ ). Thus,

L6 9) = 5Ku(90) — P6,9) = 5Ku(d¥) — ZK(6,4) >

20,8
Therefore, py = > 0.
(2) We take {(¢;,%;)} C {(u,v) € H'xH'\ {(0,0)} : K2"®*(u,v) < 0} with L, (¢, ;) \o i
We consider the symmetric-decreasing rearrangement (¢7,v7) of (¢, ;). Then, 0 > K 20’8(¢j, ;)
> KO%(05,4), Loy, th) > Lu(dh,45) by M(dy,45) = M(65,4%), K(j,15) > K(¢5,97),
P(¢j,95) < P(¢7,v7) (see [12], p674). Thus, we may assume that (¢;,1;) is non- negatlve and
radially symmetric function in H' x H'. By (ZII)), for any j € N, there exists A; < 0 such that

K208(e20% ¢ (e84+), €2 qp; (3% 1)) = 0.

We set (6j,105) = (2% ¢;(e3+),e*iap (%)), Also, Luy(d,4) > Lu(s,vy) N\ ps™" by
(ZI2). Since Ly (¢j,1;) < Ly(P1,v1), {(¢],¢])} is bounded in H!x H!. There exists a subse-
quence still denoted by {(5],1,&])} and (¢, 7)) € H! xH., (HL,={ue H': u:radial}) such

rad
that

> 5 Kul) >0

¢j—¢, ;=P as j—oo in H,

where — denotes weak convergence. By Strauss’ compactness embedding H}ad C L3,
$j—>¢~s, Q,Z]—HZ as j — oo in L3

Thus,

P(,7) = P(3,0)| =

o [ oo
| oo /R5¢]¢de

i B3 — g?)dx + - (¢ — Jj);?dx
<|[lalld + &l 2116 — ill e + Nl — sl rall 5113

— 0 as j — o0.

Therefore, P(gz~5, 1;) = lggo P((;Agj,izj), which combined with a property of weak convergence,
gives Kgo’s(g, {E) < hﬁréo Kgo’s(gj,{/;j) = 0. Here, we prove (25, {E) # (0,0) by contradiction. We
assume that (¢, ) i (0,0).
8K (¢;,17) = 20P(¢j, ;) — 20P(¢, 1) =0 as n — oo,
and we apply Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality : [|u|| 73 < CHVUHEQ Hu||§2, then
P& 93) < 10313:019511z5 < V1121831221V 15015 < el 13019051 8K (85, 99)5.
Since H%HLQ , H%HLz are bounded with respect to j, we have P(gj,%) < cK(gj,Jj)%. Thus,
for sufficiently large j € N, it follows that
K20%(6;,15) = 8K (6, 105) — 20P(65,%5) > (8 — cK (65,17) 1)K (65, 5) > 0.
This is contradiction. Therefore, since (%,1;]-) £ (0,0), p2® < Ly(6,7) < hm L, ((;5],1/)]) =

p28 e, Ly(¢j,v) = p2"®. Thus, there exists Ag < 0 such that K28 (2020 g (e 8)‘0 ), €200 (8%0.)) =
0and I, (€20 g(e.), QOAW( B0.)) = Ly (2020 6(8%0.), €200 (e820.)) = 1iZ"S. We set (¢, o) =
(€200 g5(8%0.) ¢20%04),(¢8%0.)). From here, we will prove that this (¢0,¢0) is nonnegative radial
solution to (gNLS). Because we proved that (¢o,?9) is nonnegative and radial, it remain to
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prove that (g, 1) is a solution to (gNLS). Since (¢o, o) is a minimizing of I, it is a critical
point, i.e. for any (u,v) € H' x H'

dislw(gbo + su, g + sv) . = 0.
Since
d 9 d )
—ldo + sul[72 = 72 |po + su|“dx = 2(¢o + su) - udx =2 poudz,
ds s=0 ds R5 s=0 R5 s=0 R5
(2.13)
d d )
—P(¢o + su, Yo + sv) = — | (Yo + sv)(¢o + su)“dx
ds s=0 ds R5 s=0
= / v(do + su)? + (o + sv) - 2(do + su)udzs = / (20 + 2pothou)dr,
R3 s=0 R5
(2.14)

it follows that

d
%Iw(gbo + su, TzZ)O + S’U)

s=0

d

w 1
— 5 (160 + sule + ol + 5ol + 51900 + 0l

#4190 + 50)F = P(6o + su,t + o0))

s=0

= w/ poudx + Qw/ Povdx +/ Vo - Vudz
R5 RS R5

1
+ = Vg - Vodz — / (P20 + 2¢0tbou)dx = 0.
2 Jgs R5

Because (u,v) € H! x H' is arbitrary, it follows that

w/ qﬁoudx—i—/ Vo - Vudx :2/ doYoudzr,
RS RS RS

1
2w Yovdr + 3 Vg - Vodx = / gbgvdaz,
RS R5 RS
i.e. (¢o,%0) € H' x H' is a solution to (gNLSI) and hence, the one is a solution to (gNLS). O

Remark 2.18. Combining Proposition 2Z.I4land Proposition 217 (2), we have ME)O,B > 0. Indeed,
,U/2;078 = Iw(¢Wa¢w) = WM(QSW,T;Z)W) > 0.

Remark 2.19. From now on, we denote the functions, which attain the infimum of ME)O,B and

solve (gNLS) by (¢, ¥y)-
2.4. Small data scattering.
Theorem 2.20 (Small data global existence). There exists dsq > 0 such that if

. 1.
(| (B ug, €22 p)| < dsd,

’S(H%)xs(H%)
then there exists the unique global solution (u(t),v(t)) € H 2xH? to (NLS), which satisfies

< Al ug, o2 Bu)|

1€ ) g g8y st S(EY)xs(H?)

Proof. We define a set

E= {(u,v) € H2 x H - vy, < 4]|(¢" g, 31D

5yx S UO)HS(H%)xs(H%)}
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and a distance d((u1,v1), (u2,v2)) on E

d((u1,v1), (u2,v2)) = [[(u1,v1) — (“2’U2)||5(H%)xs(ﬂ%)'

Also, we define a map

t
Doy (u,v) (1) = e Pug + 22'/ e =98 (i) (s)ds,
0

t
D, (u,v)(t) = e2ityq —i—i/ e%i(t*S)A(ﬁ)(s)ds
0

for (u,v) € E. Since (2,3) is a H~2 admissible and (6,3) is a H? admissible pair,

t
bl < sl g, 2] [0
2o 0l 4y < Nle™ w0l )+ H o O bl siir)

it A
S “ezt UO”S(H%) + 2CHUUHS/(Hf%)

it A
it A

< [le” uollg 3y + 2elullzorslvlizors
it A

+ 32¢|| (e uy, e%imvo)

S(H7?)

< e uoll

2
S(H?) HS(H%)Xs(H%)

< (14 320850) || (€™ ug, e 22 |

S(H3)xS(H?)
Similarly,

1Pug (w, 0) g 3y < (1 + 32¢8,0) || (€2 up, €32 00) |
Combining these inequalities,

[(@ug (u, v), Py (u,0))

S(H3)xS(HEY

< 2(1 + 32¢0,4q)|| (™2 ug, e%itAvo)H

H -1 o1 L1 L1
S(H3)xS(H?) S(H3)xS(H3)

1
Thus, if §5g < ——, then
32c¢

. 1.
[(Pug (1, 0), Pug (u,0)) | < 4| (e Pug, e2"

Also, for (uy,v1), (ug,v2) € E

UO)HS(H%)XS(H%)'

Nl

S(H2)xS(H?)

t
[0y (11, 01) = By (2wl oy =2 [ €92y — g3 (5)ds
S(HQ) .1
0 S(H?)
< 2c|lviuy — U2U—2HS,(H—%)
< 2c|jorur — vouz| , 3

< 2 (||v1(u_1 _u_2)||L3L% + |[(vy — v2)u_2||L3L%>

< 2c(||villzersllur — wallpsrs + [luallpssllvr — v2llpsrs)

< 2 ([loallg 3 ln = wallg 3+ luzll gy lor = w2l )
itA Lita
< 8cdsal (u1,v1) — (U27U2)HS(H%)XS(H%)-

Similarly,

< 16¢85q || (ur,v1) — (u2, v2)||

H(I)vo(ul’vl) - (I)UO(UQ’UQ)HS(H%) = S(H%)XS(H

Nl

)
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Combining these inequalities,
H((I)uo (ula 1)1), (I)Uo (ul’ vl)) - (q)uo (u2’ 1)2)’ (I)Uo (u2’ 1)2))”S(H%)><S(H%)

NJI»—A

3
S Z”(U1’v1)_(UZ7UZ)”S(H2)XS( )

Therefore, the unique solution (u,v) € H 3% H? to (NLS) exists time-globally, and

itA LitA
”(u’v)”S(H%)xs(H%) < 4]|(e" o, e2 UO)”S(H%)Xs(H%)'
O
Lemma 2.21. Let (ug,vp) € H'x H' and (u,v) be a time-global solution with
U, U 1 1. <00, Su u(t),v(t < 0.
10501ty < 2 S0 160 O
Then, (u,v) is in LP([0,00) : W) x LP([0,00) : W) for any L? admissible pair (p, 7).
Proof. We fix T' > 0. We consider the integral equation with data at T’
t
u(t) = AT + 2i / =98 (va) (s)ds,
T
t
v(t) = eél(t*T)Av(T) + Z/ eéz(t*s)A(u2)(s)d8.
T
Replacing t with ¢t + T,
, t+T
u(t +T) = e u(T) + 2i / e THT=9)2 (y1)(s)ds,
T
L t+T
v(t +T) = ez (T) + z/ e2 HT=3)A(42)(5)ds.
T
Replacing s with s + T,
t
u(t +T) = e u(T) + 22'/ =8 (va) (s 4+ T)ds,
0
t
vt +T)= e%”Av(T) + 2/ eéz(t_S)A(uQ)(s + T)ds.
0
These equations combined with (%, 3) being a L? admissible pair, gives
t
luC + Dz, wio < e u(T)p o +2 / /=8 (va) (s + T)ds
[0,7] 0 LFO ]Wl.w
< clu(T) | + el (vu)(- + T)”L[I(TQ wid
= cllu(T)[gr + cfoull LF,
< .
< oD+ elll ol s+ el sl
for any 7 > 0. Therefore,
< .
[|u ”L[TT+ Wi S cllu(D)l[ g + vl [1T2T+7-]W u ”L[TTJr L3 +cljv ”L[TTJr ]LBHUH gﬂ wis
Similarly,
<
o018 i < ol +ellll gl
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Here, since (6,3) is a H2 admissible pair and H(U’U)HS(H%)xS(H%) < 00, we obtain
1

maX{C||uHL?T7T+T]L3aCHU‘|L?T7T+T]L3} <1

for sufficiently large 7' > 0. For such 7" > 0,

[l + [l < clu(T) s + elo(ll + 3 o + 2 lul

Ul r Wiy V)| P wly > Cl|U H1 Cc||v H1 —||V|| 12 —||u|l 12

[T, T+7] [T, T+7] 2 L[%TJrT]Wl‘S 2 L[%,TJM—]WLS
(2.15)

We can take (p,vy) = (1—52,3), which is a L? admissible pair. The H' x H' time local solution
is in L%(I : WH3) see [12]. This fact combined with sup ||(u(t),v(t))||g1xg < oo gives

€|0,00
12
w0 € L ([0, 00) - W),
ol e el < 20D + 26
[T, T+7] [T, T+7]

Because 7 > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that

ol el S 2T+ 26T
[T,00) [T,00)

This formula combined with ([2.15]) gives

wi < 2el[u(T)|| g1 + 2¢|[o(T)|| -

lellzg, i+ lollze,

00) ,00)

Therefore, (u,v) € LP([0,00) : W) x LP([0, 00) : WI7).
U

Theorem 2.22 (H'xH" Scattering). Under the same assumption as Lemma 221} (u,v) scatters
in H' x H!.

Proof. Let

= e Pyut) =u i te_isA vu)(s)ds
U) = Bult) = up+2 [ ) )i,

V(t) = e 2 y(t) = v + i / e 2158 (%) (s)ds.
0

Ift > 7 >0, then

10() — Ul =2\ [ e umsas

H1
<eloll sl s eliollg ol g
[7,t] [7,t]

— 0 as 7,1t — 0
by the proof of Lemma 22Tl Similarly,
WV(t)=V(r)|[|gn — 0 as 7,t — oc.
Therefore, there exists ut and vt € H! such that

u(t) — ePut — 0, v(t) — eyt 50 in H' as t — oo
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Theorem 2.23 (Long time perturbation). For each A > 1, there exist £9(4) < 1 and C'(4) > 1
such that the following holds. Let (u,v) = (u(x,t),v(z,t)) € H' x H! for all t and solve (NLS).

Let ey, €2, u, and v satisfy
e1 = 10U + AU + 204,
~ 1, .
ey = 104U + §Av + a2

1@ o pdy s ey < A
S(H2Z)xS(H?)

(e, e2) < <o,

S (E™3)xS (1 3)
and

(£ o) = 1) 92 (wtt0) = 000) |t
Then,

G, V)l g 3y 503y < € = C(A) < oo
Proof. We define w; = u — u, wy = v — v, then
0 =i + Au + 2vu
= i0p(wy + U) + Awy + @) + 2(ws + 0) (W1 + 1)
— iOywy + 10U + Awy + AU + 2WTws + 2070 + 2wati + 200
= 0w + Aw; + 2WTws + 2WT0 + 2wal + ey,

1 ~ ~
0 =1i0(we + ) + §A(w2 +2) + (wy + 0)?
~ 1 1, SO
= i0yw9 + 104V + §Aw2 + §Av + w% + 2wl + U2

1 ~
= i0yw9 + §Aw2 + w% + 2wiu + es.

Thus,

iOpwy + Aw; + 2WTwsy + 2WT0 + 2wal + e = 0,

) 1 9 -

10ywe + §Aw2 + wi + 2wiu + ez = 0.
Since ||(u,v)]| , .

N

N
[to, 00) = U I; = U [tj—1,t;) and I; are pairwise disjoint such that ||(u, )|
j=1 j=1

6. We consider the following integral equation.

t —
wy(t) = ei(tftj)Awl(tj) + z/ 92 (Wrwy + 2WT0 + 2watl + €1)(s)ds,

tj

t
we(t) = eéi(t*ti)AwQ(tj) + z/ eéi(t*s)A(w% + 2wt + ez)(s)ds.
tj

We define a set

B ={ o) ol gy, sy <48 )

where B = ||(ei(t_tj)Aw1(tj),G%i(titj)AUQ(tj))H
d((u1,v1), (u2,v2)) on E

d((u1,v1), (ug,v2)) = |[(u1,v1) — (ug, va)||

S(H2:1;)xS(H2:1))

S(HE.1,)xS(H3:1;)

< gp.

(2.16)

(2.17)

(2.18)

HS(H%)xS(H%) < A, for any 0 > 0, there exists N € Nand I; (j =1,2,--- ,N) with

1 L1 <
S(H2:I;)xS(HZ:1;) —

+ ceg. We define a distance
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We define maps

t p—
B (wr, ws)(t) = 1) 2y (tj) + z/ =92 (W, + 2WT0 + 2watl + €1)(s)ds,
t

t
Dy (wy,wo)(t) = eéi(t*tﬂ'mwg(t]’) + z/ eéi(t*sm(w% + 2wt + e3)(s)ds
tj

for (w1, wz) € E. Then,

191 (wr, w2)ll gy

t
/ ez(t—s)A(zw—le + zw_lqu + 2w2ﬂ + 61)(8)d8
i

(A
< Hez(t tj) wl(tj)HS(H%:Ij) +

S(H2 1))

< eI B wn(t5)ll g oy 2ellwiwe]

S(H2:1)) )+2cHw1@HSI(H*%

.1
S'(H™2:1; 1)

+ 20Hw2u”5/(1'{*%:1j) + C”el ”5/(1_'[*%:[].)
< [ Bwy (1)

+ 2c||wyws]| + ceg

2

S(H2.1;) +26wa”L§jL% +2C||w2uHL§jL3

3
L3 L2
Ij

i(t—t: A ~
< (|’ Ry (8)]| +QC”wluL?jL?)HwZHL?jL?) +20”w1HL§jL3HU”L‘;J_L3

S(H2.1;)
+ 2cllwallgs psllullze s + ceo
J J

< B + 32¢B? + 8¢6B + 8¢6B
= (1 + 32¢B + 16¢0) B,

P2 (wr, wo)llg s

< [lez =t Ay (1) +

¢
Lit—s ~
- S(H2:1j) / e2 72 (w] 4 2wy + e2)(s)ds

tj

S(H2 1)

Litt—tA
< Hew(t t5) wZ(tj)”S(H%:I]’)

< B+ 16¢B* + 8¢5 B
= (1+ 16¢B + 8¢d)B.
Combining these inequalities,
H(@l(wl, wz), ‘132(?1}1, wz))HS(H% :Ij)XS(H%:IJ') < (2 + 48¢B + 2405)3.
Thus, if 48¢B < 1 and 24¢d < 1, i.e. B < 1/48¢ and ¢ < 1/24¢, then
[[(@1 (w1, w2), @2(?1}17w2))|!S(H%:1j)XS(H%:1j) <4B.
This means (P (wq,ws), Pa(wy,ws)) € E. We estimate

@1 (w1, ws) — Py (wy, w))]|

+ C”wl”i?m + 2]y ”L'}jLB ”a”v}jm + cgo
J

S(HS 1)

s 4 2c||weti — wh|

< 2el[wTws — Wi, 3 + 2el@T0 ~ W7, g
J

5 3
L%LQ L%LQ
<2 (u(w—l —wiJwallyy g s - wé)HLiL;)

+ 2cllwy — w/IHL?L3H5HL?L3 + 2cllwg — w12||L§,L3 HﬂHL?L?’
J J J J

< 2 lhor = whllg ol 1o + g 1l = w3l 1)

+ 2¢||wy — wiHLg*,mHT)”L'},LS + 2¢||wz — wlz”L‘},LS”aHL?LS
J J J J



< 2 (481 = wilg 1o + 4B — oy 1
J J

+ 2¢6||wy — wl1||L§,L3 + 2¢6]|wz — wI2HL?L3
J J

= (8¢B + 2¢6) <Hw1 wl”s(H%:Ij) + [lwe wQHS(H%:Q))

1 roo
< Z”(wth) - (w17WQ)HS(H%:IJ-)XS(H%!IJ')’
[ @2 (w1, w2) — q)Q(wllawé)”S(H%:Ij)

< cljuf w3 +2eurd— v

”L?j L?jL%

< (hunllag o0+ kg -+ 20705 50 ) r = kg
J J J J

< (8¢B +208) w1 — w}lzg 1>

1 ;oo
S Z”(w17w2) - (w17w2)”S(H%:IJ')><S(H%:Ij).

Combining these inequalities,

1(@1 (w1, wa), Pa(wi,w2)) — (‘Pl(wi,w'z%@2(71/1,wé))HS(H%:Ij)Xs(H%JJ,)

1
<= — (W, wh : : )
— 2H(w17w2) (w17wQ)HS(H%:Ij)XS(H%:IJ,)
Therefore, the unique solution (wy,ws) exists on E.
Substituting ¢t = t;11 into the integral equation,

A ZER -
wi(tjt1) = e’(tjﬂ—tj)Awl(tj) + z/ ' ti+1 788 (9w, + 2W10 + 2wati + e1)(s)ds,
t.
Li A Ty, A, 2 ~
wa(tjt1) = e2iti+1=t5) wa(t) + 1/ e2! 1788 (w2 4 20T + e3)(s)ds,
tj

and so
. . tit1 _
) By (1) = 792wy (1) + Z/ e =R (2wTws + 2WTV + 2wl + €1)(s)ds,
t.
Li(t—tj41)A Li(t—t;)A J U Liesag 2 ~
e2 Ut By (1 11) = et By (85) + 2/ e2/ =98 (w? 4 2w T + ey)(s)ds.
t

By the same argument as the proof of uniqueness for (wq,ws),

<ei(t*tj“mw1(tj+1), eéi(tft”lmwﬂtjﬂ))

(S

HS(H )xS(H?)

<4 H <ei(t*t1)Aw1 tj), B%Z(titj)Aw2(tj)) H + 4ceg.

S(HE)xS(H?)

Iterating by beginning with j = 0, we obtain

H (ei(tftjmwl (t;), ezt )sz(tj)> 0

“S(H%)xs(H%)

<A (e o, B0 | i

43+ _q
4-1

. 1 .
= 4]60 + §(4J+1 — 1)660.

< 47 €0 + ceo

17

WA+ A+ T)eeg
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1 1
We remark that N is fixed. We take g9 > 0 with 4Veq + §(4Nle — 1egg < 5 Then,

N—-1
Vo2 gy csarty = 2 M0 2t s
=
N-1
<34 <H( =t Ay, (¢) ’(t_tf)Am(tg))HS(HQ 1)< )+C€0>
7=0
N-1 )
BN
=0
N—-1
< Z 47+ ceg
=0
N _
3
Therefore,
109 g3 sty < M@ Dlgprh sy, + 1000 g gy
16(4Y —1
<A+ 6( )ceo— C(A) < o0

2.6. Localized virial identity.

Lemma 2.24 (Radial Sobolev inequality). There exists ¢ > 0 such that for any R > 0 and
uwe HY,

c 5 1
HUHL3(|J:|>R) < %HUHZ2(\;B\>R)HVUHE2(\$\>R)-

1 1
Proof. By Strauss’ theorem : ||u|| foo (2> r) < #HUHEQ(':EDR)HVUHEQ we obtain

(lz|>R)’

3 2 C 5 1
HU’HL?’(\x\>R) < HuHLw(\xbR)HUHL2(\x\>R) < ﬁHqumxbR)HVUHE2(\¢\>R)-

Therefore,
c 5 1
HUHL3(|m|>R) < gHqu2(‘x‘>R)Hqu?ﬁ(‘xbR)'
O

Lemma 2.25 (Localized virial identity). Let y € C*(R®) and (u,v) be the solution to (NLS).
Let I(t) = / x(@) (Ju(t,z)[* + 2Jv(t, z)|?) dz. Then, we have
RS

I't)y=2Im [ (Vx-Vuu+ Vy-Vov)dz, (2.19)
RS
5 5
I"(t ReZZ/ Xk (4ujTy + 20,0 do —/ A%y <|u|2 |v|2> dx — 2Re/ Axvidz.
7j=1k=1
(2.20)

If x is radial, then we can write

x-Vu x - Vv ) d. (2.21)

I'(t)=2Im [ ¥/ < U+ v
R5 T T
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1 / /
1//@):/ (X——X—> (4\x-Vu]2+2]m-Vv\2)dﬂc+/ %(4\Vu!2—|—2wv\2)dm
R5 RS

8 8 8 1 4
4 3 " / 2 2 " / —2
—/5 <X()+;X()+ﬁx _ﬁX><’u\ +§\v\>dx—2Re/5 <X +;X>vu dz

(2.22)
for r = |x|.
Proof. Since (u,v) is the solution to (NLS), (u,v) satisfies
Oyu = 1Au + 2ivT,
Ov = %iAv + iu?.
Thus, we obtain

I'(t) = / X (w@ + vty + 20,0 + 200;) dx
R5

/ X (u@ + 2v40) dx

5

=

2Re (
= 2Re/ X (iAuE + 20T + iAVT + 21’u26) dx

5

=

= 2Re/ X (iAuu + iAvv) dx
RS
= —2Im [ x(Auu+ Avv)dz
RS

:2Im/ (Vx - Vuu+ xVu-Vu+ Vy - Vv + xVo - Vo) dx
R5

=2Im | (Vx:-Vuu+ Vx-Vuv)de,
R5

I"(t) = 2Im - (Vx - Vua+ Vyx - Vuu + Vx - Voo + Vx - Vouy) de
=2tm | {vx Y (iAu+ 2i0T) T+ Vy - Vu (—iAT — 2ivu)
+Vx -V <%iAU + iu2> v+ Vyx-Vou (—%ZAE — z'#) } dx
=2 | {NX YV (Aw) T + 20V - V(0BT + V - Vau (—iAT — 2i0u)
%NX -V (Av)T +iVyx - V(u?)T+ Vy - Vo <—%¢M - m2> } dz
— 9Re /RS {vx YV (Aw)T + 2V - V(0T)T + V- Vau (— AT — 25u)
%vx -V (Av)T + Vx - V()T + Vy - Vo <—%M - #) } dz
= 2Re /R5 {VX -V (Au) T4 2V - Voi? 4 2Vy - Vvt — Vy - VuAT — 2V - Vutu

1 1
+§VX -V (Av) 7+ 2Vy - Vuuo — §VX - VAT — Vy - Vvﬂz} dz

= Re/ {2Vx -V (Au)u+ Vx - V (Av) T + 4V - Vutu
R5
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+2Vx - Vvu® — 2V - VuAud — Vy - VoAT} da.

(2.23)
On the other hand, we calculate the right side of (2.20).
5 5
Z Z/ Xjku]‘ﬂkd.%'
=1 k=1"'R°
5 5
— Z Z /R4 {[Xjujﬂk‘]iiiooo — /RX]‘ (ukjﬂk + Ujﬂkk) dwk} dxy;
j=1k=1
5 5
=— Z Z/ XUk Updx — Vx - VuAudx
=1 k=1"'R° R?
5 5 B
= — Z / {[Xjukﬂk]i;:woo - / (Xjjk + X;jWjk) ukdazj} dz; — Vx - VulAudzx
— R4 R RS

XU kukde +/ Ax|Vu|*dz —/ Vx - VuAudx
RS RS

/4 {[Xﬂjuk]ﬁﬁ:i@ - / (Xnjur + XjUkk)ﬂjdl“k} dTy;
R R

—|—/ Ax|Vul?dx —/ Vx - VulAudz
RS RS
5

5
:—ZZ/ ijuﬂjdw—/ Vx-VﬂAud:er/ AleuFdx—/ Vy - VuAudz.
=1 k=1 7R RS RS RS

This gives the following for the first term of (2Z.20]):
5 5 5 5
2Re Z Z/ Xjkujﬂkdx = Z Z/ (Xjk;ujﬂk; + Xjkﬂjuk) dx
j=1k=1'R° j=1k=1"'R°
= / Ax|Vul*dz — 2Re/ Vx - VulAudz
R5 R5
= —/ Vx -V (|Vul?) dz — 2Re/ Vx - VulAudzx. (2.24)
R5 RS
We obtain
/ A?x|ul?dx = —/ V (Ax) - (Vuu + uVa) dz
R5 R5
= —2Re | V (Ax) - Vuudz
R5
= 2Re/ Ax (Aut + |Vu|2) dx
RS
=—2Re [ Vx-(V(Auw) T+ AuVu+V (|Vul?)) dz, (2.25)
R5

for the second term of (2.20]) and

- Axvitdr = — - Vy - (Vva® + 20VuT) d. (2.26)
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for the third term of (2:20). Combining (2.23]), (2.24)), 2:25]) and (220,

5

5
1
RGZZ/Rs Xk (4ujﬂk + 22}]-5]9) dr — /R5 AQX <|u|2 + §|U|2> dz — 2Re /R5 Axvﬂ2d:ﬂ

j=1k=1

=-2[ Vx-V(|Vu]?) dr - 4Re/ Vx - VulAudzr — / Vx -V (|Vv|2) dx
R5 R5 R5

—2Re | Vx-VvAudz +2Re [ Vx- (V(Au)u+ AuVu + V (|Vul?)) dz
RS RS

+Re | Vx- (V(Av)T+AvVD+V (|Vo]?)) dz + 2Re/ Vx - (Vou? + 20Vum) do
RS R5

=Re | {2Vx -V (Au)T+ Vx -V (Av)T+4Vy - Vutu
R5
+2Vx - Vui? — 2V - VuAT — Vy - VUAE} dx
=1"(t).
When y is radial,

x; z-Vu
dx = dx = '“Luud :/ ’ ud 2.27
VX Vuudx = /ijujux /le ujudz RSX ——udz, (2.27)

7=1

ii/ XjkUjupdr = ZZ/ ujukdx

j=1 k=1 j=1k=1

5 5
T:T) Oik TiTk _
= E E / (X"—jQ +x' L =y ]3 >ujukdx
, 5 r r r

X// /
:/ (r_Q — —> |z - Vul dw—i—/ ?\VUIde, (2.28)
RS

where 4, denotes the Kronecker delta.

—2 _ ) 13 2
Axvu duv—/]RS E_ 0; <X )vu dx
/ ( " ] + l_ _3) —2d
g X X —3 | vutdx
R5
" 4 / —2
= - X —i—;x vu-d, (2.29)
5
4 4 4
A2y = A (;X,+X,/> 2 :(9]< x] Y + iJX//_{_ Ly (3)>

5 2 2 2 2 2 2
12z 4 4 8 4x 1 T4 2
= E <——X + J - T—ZXH + 2X A — 2"+ L (3) + ;X(s) - T—gx(?” + T—;X(4)>

R5

8
@) + X(g) + ﬁX - ﬁxl (2 30)
Combining (2.19) and ([2.27)),
') =2m | (x Vg & W@) dz,
R5 r r
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Combining (220, 2:28)), 2:29]) and (230]), we have
" !/ /
I"(t) = / <X— — —) (4]x - Vul® + 2|z - Vv|?) dz +/ X (4| Vul® + 2|Vv|?) dx
R5 r3 R T

r2

8 , 8 1 4
- / (x(4) += x(3) + X" - —3x’> (W + —!v!2> dz — 2Re/ <x” + —x’> vitdz.
R5 72 r 2 RS r

0

3. GLOBAL VERSUS BLOWING-UP DICHOTOMY

3.1. Global versus blowing-up dichotomy.
We recall that (,,,1,,) attains the infimum of z2"® and solves (gNLS).

Lemma 3.1 (Estimates for K2 (u,v)). Let (ug,v0) € H'x H' and (u,v) be the correspond-
ing solution to (NLS). Let [0,7%) be the maximal forward lifespan of (u,v). If I, (up,vo) <
I,(¢y, 1), then the following holds.

If K2%%(ug,v9) > 0, then K2*®(u(t),v(t)) > min {I,(¢w, V) — Lo(u,v), K(u,v)} > 0 for any
t€0,7%),

If K2°% (ug, vo) < 0, then K2*®(u(t),v(t)) < 16 (Iy(u,v) — I,(¢w, 1)) < 0 for any t € [0, T*).

Proof. We define that
Jag(N) = 1, (ea)‘u(em-),emv(em-»
w 1
= e ule™ s +wlle ol + IV ue™ )|

1
+ 1 IVeto(e™) 72 = Re (e o(e™), (¢ u(e™)?)

W (20-58)A —58)A 1 (2a—38)2
= 56(2a M |ul32 + weP>=5X |y |12, + 56(2a 32| Vu12,

L2

1
+ = 4 (2a 3ﬁ)>\vaH2 3a 5ﬁ)>\Re(v u2)L

If « = 20,8 =8, then

1 1
+ —e!|Vu)2, + Zelﬁ)‘HVvH%Q — 2P Re(v,u?) 2.

w
TaosN) = Slullds + wloll2: + 5

Thus,
w 1
J20,5(0) = EM(U,U) + §E(U,U) = L(u,v).
Also,
T0.8(A) = 8¢ Va7 + 4e' | Vol 72 — 20¢* Re(v, u?) 2
= 4! Vul[ iz + | Volf2 — 5 Re(v, u?) ).
Thus, J3,5(0) = K28 (u,v). Moreover,
Jyg(A) =8- 16e'%|Vu||2; + 4 - 16" | Vo2, — 20 - 20e*** Re(v, u?) 12
= 16(8¢'% | Vul|2, + 40| Vo2, — 20e® Re(v, u?)12) — 80e® Re(v, u?) 2
= 16J508(A) — 80’ Re(v, u?) 2.
In the case K2"%(ug,vg) > 0, we first prove that K2"®(u(t),v(t)) > 0 for any ¢ € [0, T*) If
not, then there exists ¢ € [0,7%) such that K2"®(u(t),v(t)) = 0. By the definition of p2"*(=
I,(bw, ), we have I,(¢y,v,) < L,(u(t),v(t)) for such t € [0,7*). Thus, I,(u(t),v(t)) <
)-

Lo(¢w, ) < Lo(u(t), v(t)), which is contradiction. Therefore, K2°(u,v) > 0 for any ¢ € [0, T*
We will prove that K2"%(u(t),v(t)) > min{I(¢w, o) — L,(u,v), K (u,v)} from here.
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If P(u,v) <0, then K2"%(u,v) > 8K (u,v).
Let P(u,v) > 0. We solve Jj,¢(A) = 0. Since
461 2K (u,v) — 5e** P(u,v)) = 0,
it follows that
4N _ 2K (u,v)
5P(u,v)
1. 2K(u,v)
“Nog 22\ )
1% 5P (u,v) ”

>1

)

A:

Let A\g be this A, i.e.
1

2K
)\0 — 4 log (u7 U)

—— > 0.
5P (u,v) ”
Next, we solve Jy g(A) + Jog g(A) = 0.

<8 - 16e' K (u, v) — 20 - 20e?°* P(u, v)) + <8616>‘K(u, v) — 20e2* P(u, v)) =0,

167 (8 7K (u,v) — 20 - 2164’\P(u,v)) —0,

m_ 8 17K (u,v)
20 - 21P(u,v)’
1 8- 17K (u,v)
= Zlog o2 WLY)
A= 1108 3051 P (u v)
Let A1 be this A, i.e.

1 8- 17K (u,v)
=—log——M |
AL = 1108 o o Pl )

In the case A1 < 0, because Jy,g(A) + J305(A) <0 in [0, Aq],

0> /OAO(JQ,O,S()\) + Jo.8(A))dA
= Jao8(Mo) — J50,8(0) + J20,8(Ao) — J20,8(0)
= —K208(u,v) + Jao.8(No) — Ly(u,v). (3.1)
Since
Jéo,g(Ao) — 8K <620)\0u(68)\0_)’eQOAoU(GS)\o_)> —_ 9P (QQOAOU(QSAO_)7eQOAOU(QSAO_)) —0,

it follows that
K208 <620>\0u(68)\o_) 620%1}(68)\0')> —0
w : ’

Hence, J2g(Ao) = L, (e20>‘0u(68’\0-), 620)‘01}(68’\0-)) > 1y(¢u, ).
This inequality combined with (B gives

0> —K2"%(u,v) + Ly(¢w: thw) — Lu(u,v),
ie.
K28(u,v) > I,(dy, o) — L, (u,v).
In the case A1 > 0, because LK (u,v) > 20P(u,v),
817

32
Kf}(]’g(u’q;) = 8K (u,v) — 20P(u,v) > 8K (u,v) — TK(U«,U) = ﬁK(uav) > K(u,v).

Therefore,
Kgo’s(u, v) > min {1, (¢n, Yy) — L,(u,v), K(u,v)}.
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In the case K2"%(ug,vo) < 0, it follows that K2"°(u,v) < 0 for any ¢ € [0,T*) by the same
argument as K2"° (ug, vo) > 0. Thus, P(u,v) > 0. For Ay taked above, we have J,g(\) < 0 for
A € (Ao,0) and Jyyg(No) = 0. Also, it follows that
Jo,8(A) = 1630 5 () — 80> Re(v, u®) 12 < 1615 ().
Integrating the most left side and the most right side in [\, 0],
0
/ J20 s(A)dX < 16/ 50 s(N)dA,
)\0 >\0 ,
J30,8(0) — J30,8(X0) < 16(J20,8(0) — J20,8(Mo)),
K228 (u,v) < 16(J20,8(0) — Ja0,8(X0)) < 16(L(u, v) — L(@us, 1)) < 0
O

Theorem 3.2 (Global versus blowing-up dichotomy). Let (ug,vo) € H' x H' and (u,v) be the
solution to (NLS) with initial data (ug,vo). We assume that

Iw(u(]a UO) < Iw(¢w, ww)
(1) In the case K2®%(ug,vo) > 0, (u(t),v(t)) is time-global.
(2) In the case K2"®(ug,vo) < 0, if (zug, 2v0) € L2 x L2 or (ug, vo) is radial, then (u(t),v(t))
blows up.
Proof. (1) K2>%(u,v) = 8||Vul(t MEs + 4[| Vo(t)||3, — 20Re(v, u?)r2 > 0.
By the energy conservation (2.2)), K20 S (u,v) = 8E(ug, vo) — 4Re(v,u2) ;2 > 0, i.e.
—Re(v,u?) 2 > —2E(ug, v). (3.2)
Thus,
Iy (Pws w) > Lu(u,v)

1
IVuOIE: + 5IVoOIE: - 2Rev )2

N~ N

1
VU0l + 5IToOIE: ) - 2B(un, ).

Therefore,

Lo(@n ) + 2B, 0) > 5 (WO + 2000)1E2) + 5 (90O + 519001 ) (33)

and hence, the solution exists time-globally.

(2) Let (zug,xvg) € L?x L?. Combining Proposition and Lemma [B.7],

d2 2 2 20,8

& ru®l2 + 2av(e)22) = K25,0) < 16(Lu(00) — L(Gunth)) < 0

Therefore, the solution blows up.
Let (ug,vp) be radial.
We take x € C§°(R®), which is radial and satisfies

r? (0<r<1),
x(r) = < smooth (1 <r <3),
0 (3<r),

where r = |z|. Also, x satisfies x"(r) <2 (r > 0) Moreover we define xg(r) = R*x(%). Then,
(

(xr)'(r) = BX'() , (XR)'( ) =xX"(7), (xr)®(r) = 5xP(H), and (xp)W (r) = X (f)-
By Lemma [2.25] for I(t fR5 XR

I"(t) = K2%8(u,v) + /R 5{ '

(lul? +2[v]?) da,

-
u
(7) (%)} (4o - Vul? + 2]z - Vof?) du
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{:
LA @) () (G- () (v o)

m= [ 50 () = 5 (5) } e a4 24 9o
v [ (F) -2} @ 2o as
= [ ) e () e () =S () (o 5
Ra=-are [ {7 (5)+ Y (g) - 10} v

By Lemma BT, K."(uv) < 16(L (u,0) — Lu(du, b)) <
For Ry, in the case T%x”( ) — &X' (%) <0, because x ( ) <2, we have x'() < %. Thus,

R < /R5 {%’ (%) - 2} (4]Vul? + 2|Vo]?) da < 0. (3.4)
)

R
1 R
Ry < /R5 {ﬁx” <%> — ﬁx/ (%)} (4r%|Vul? + 2r®|Vol?) da

R ,/r 2 2
+/R5{?X <§> —2} (4]Vul? + 2|Vo]?) da

_ n(T\ 2 2
—/RS {x (R) 2} (4|Vul® + 2|Vo]?) dz < 0. (3.5)
For Rs,
1 8 T 8 r S8R r 1
_ (4) _(3)_ ool r (" 2 12
e = / {R2 (R) TR X <R>+7~2X (R) PR (R)} <|u| +2|U| )dx
1 r 8 r 8 T 8R T 1
= — _(4) _ _(3) o _// o / o 2 + 2
/_|m|<3R{R2X <R> T RAX (R) toax (R) X (R)} (\u |+ 1ol >dw
< ('“'2 * %'”'2> de (3.6)
R<|z|<3R
£ 2
<55 [ (P + 200 ds
= %M(u,v).

For R3, by Lemma 2.24]
R3 = —2Re /R5 {X” (%) + gxl (%) — 10} valdz
= —2Re /R§|m|§3R {X” <%) + gx' (%) — 10} vitdz

< c/ lvu?|dz
R<a]
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< efloll s (rejap |4l 23 (R o)
< Rz V122 regop IV Eara o 1l 22 rerony IVl 22 (22

C 5 1 1
< M@ V) IVPllEe peyo 1V Ul 22 (R

1 5 1 1

= M@ V)t elVolLe (agp) - SIVUllE2(repa)
3 1 5 1 1

(2. M O ST 2 L6 2

<3 g MO0+ eIV g + g IV ul g
c 5 1

< —— M(u,0)5 + Se|[ Vol 72 + ]| Vul 72

R3es 2

Since I, (u,v) < I,(¢w, Yw), we may take 6 > 0 with I, (u,v) < (1 — )1, (¢pw, ). Then, using
Lemma 2.76],

1'(t) < K2 (u,0) + K (u,0) + 725 M (u,0) + —— M (,0)’
R Ries
= 207, (u, v) — 10w M (u,v) — (2 — &) K (1, 0) + —= M(u, v) + ——s M(u,v)3
R? R3e3
< 20(1 = 6) 1y (Pw, V) — (2 — ) { K (u,v) + bwM (u,v)}
— bewM (u,v) + %M(u,v) + %M(u,v)%
3¢3
c c
< {20(1 = 6) = 10(2 = )} Ll ) + 755 M (u,v) + —— M(u, )’
R R3e3
= 10(e — 20)u2 + o M (u,v) + —5— M (u,v)3
R Ries
Thus, if we take sufficiently small € > 0, and sufficiently large R > 0, then I"(¢) < 0. Therefore,
the solution blows up. O

3.2. Blowing-up or growing-up.

Lemma 3.3. Let (ug,vo) € H' x H' and (u,v) be the time-global solution to (NLS). We fix
1o > 0.

If we define Cp = max {sup IVu(t)| 2, sup ||Vv(t)HL2}, then for any 0 < t < — 1" we
teR teR 16Co M (u,v) 2
have

[ (e D+ 2ot D) e < -+ (1),

Proof. We take x € C*°(R?), which is radial and satisfies

0  (0<r<R/2),
x(r) = ¢ smooth (R/2<r < R),
1 (R < T)7

where 7 = |z| and R > 0. y satisfies }/(r) < & (r > 0).

We define I(t) = [gs x(r) (Ju(t,z)|* + 2|v(t, )?) dz. Then, by Lemma 225

I(t) = I1(0) —i—/o I'(s)ds

g1(0)+/0
:1(0)+2/0

t
|7'(s)|ds
t

Im/ X/<£C'VUH+CU'V’U€> dx|ds
R5 r r
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t
gz(o>+2// | (Vullul + [Vol[o]) dzds
0 R5

< 1(0) +2/0 X o (IVuls)l g2 lu(s) |2 + [[Vo(s)l L2 v(s)] 2) ds

=

16tCo M (u,v)

< I(0) + = (3.7)
Moreover,
10)= [ x0) (uola)P+ 2len(a)P) do < [ (fuola) P+ 2len(a) ) do = o(1), - (35)
lz|=5 |z|>5
[ (e 2 42t ) e < 1), (59)
0<t<_Mf (3.10)

16CoM (u,v)2
Combining 3.1), 3.8), (39) and (B10), it follows that

[ (2 2020 o < o)

We prove the part of growing-up or blowing-up for Theorem [[3] (2) in the next theorem.

Theorem 3.4 (Blowing-up or growing-up). Let (ug,v9) € H!' x H' and I = [0,T*) be the
maximal forward lifespan of the solution (u,v) to (NLS). We assume for w > 0

Lo( ¢, be) > Lo(ug,vo) and  K2%8(ug,vg) < 0.
Then, the solution grows up or blows up.
Proof. We prove that there exists no time-global solutions (u,v) such that

(u,v) € C(RT: H') x C(RT: HY) with sup |lu(t)||z« + sup ||v(t)||re < co for some ¢ > 3
teR+ teR+

by contradiction. Let Cy = sup |[u(t)||za + sup ||v(t)||za < oo. Then,
teR+ teR+

1
IVa(®)[72 + 5IVo(®)72 = Eu,v) + 2Re(v,u?) 2
< E(u, ) + 2[|o(#)] s [ u(t)]| 25
_ 2(1—-6
< E(u, ) + 20|50 lo@) 1% o @) 1135 lo(t) 12
< E(u,v) + 26’3(1_0)M(u,v)%9 < o0

for 6 € (0,1) satisfying 1 = 1q;9 + 4. Thus, we obtain
Cp := max {sup IVu(t)| 2, sup HVv(t)HLz} < 0.
teR teR
We take x € C§°(R), which is radial and satisfies
r? (0<r<1),
x(r) = < smooth (1 <r <3),
0 (3<r),

~—



28

where r = |z|. Also, x satisﬁes X"(r) <2 (r >0). We define xg(r) = R*x(%).
By Lemma 25| for I(t) = [ps xr ([u* + 2[v|?) dx

I'(t) = KX (u,v) + /R5 {T—lle/ <%> - T_IE»X/ (%)} (4)z - Vul? + 2|z - Vo|?) dx
N /R {%X' (£)- } (4Vul + 2/Vol?) da
r @) (T 8 , /T S8R ,/r 9 1 5
2w (7)+ ¢ (R) - <Tz>} (’“‘ ol )dw
%) + %X’ (%) - 10} vitda.
Ry = /R5 {T—12x" <%> — FR?’X' (%)} (4]z - Vul® + 2|z - Vv|?) d

+ /R5 {gx’ (%) - 2} (4]Vul? + 2|Vo]?) da

e (R () e () + 50 () S () o+ )
Rs = —2Re /R5 {X” (%) + ?X/ <%> — 10} vatda.

By Lemma B, K28 (u,v) < 16 (Iy(u, v) — Iy(¢w, 1)) =: 16C; < 0.
Combining (34 and [B.3]), we have R; <0.

Let

By (3.9),
megf (1 + 31l )
— 55 (10 a5+ I i Pl
< o5 (S + 101355200 ) (1 oy + 5101 i)
< 55 (Il oty + 51018 i)

R3 = —2Re /RgxgsR {X” <%> + gx/ (%) — 10} vitde

< ellollsreien el Zs (ree)

2(1-6)
< cllollza R<|x| 012 o 1l 2 g 1175 ey

3(1—
<cC ( HUHL2(R§\;L«\ ||UHL2(R<\;L«\)
3(1— 0 L. 20
< O llainciy (g1 + 3Bt
3(1-0) 10 L 20
< O3l gy (Nl + 3l aciy )

Thus, if R > 1, then

— C
I"(t) < 16Co + o2 (HUHL2(R<Q:) +5 HUH%%(R§|$|)>
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3(1-0) 0 20 1 20
+eCy iz rea) (”“”L?(Rsun+§”””L2<Rs|m|>>

[l i + 51101

12(r<pel) T 5l10l22(R2 12 )

(3.11)
where C = C (M (u,v),q, Co).
By Lemma [3.3]

§166‘v0+(7<\

| (Quta ) + 2lo(e,0)P) do < m + or(1)
R<|z|

for any 0 < t < —fim
16Co M (u,v) 2

: T. Hence, Hu(t)H%Q(RS‘xD < no + or(1) and ||v(t)\|%2(R§|$|) <
no + or(1).
This inequality combined with (BI1]) gives
1'(t) < 16Co + C (6 + or(1) ) -
Integrating this inequality in [0, ¢],
I'(t) < I'(0) + {1650 +C (ng + oR(1)> } t.
Also, integrating this inequality in [0, 77,
S 1
1(T) < 1(0) + I'0)T + {16Co + C (] + op(1)) } - T2
Here, we take ng > 0 with CN'ng = —85’0 > 0. Then,
R 1 ’
I(T) < 10) +1'0) - ——— + (8Cy +or(1)) - 5 | —=2— | R~
16CyM (u,v)2 2\ 16CoM (u,v)z
We take R > 0 with 8Cp + op(1) < 4Cj. Then,

16Co M (u, v)? 16Co M (
R

= 1(0) + I'(0) - —

16CyM (u,v)?2

2
I(T) < I(0) 4+ I'(0) - LG (%) R?

+ 20[0R2 .
In addition,

10)= [ ) (o) + 2ot
2 9 )
/xgﬁr (luo (@) + 2Jvo ()] )dﬂ:+/

VR<|z|<3R
< RM(u,v) + 2 / (Juo(@)|? + 2[vo(2)]?) da
VR<|z|<3R

B2 () (Juo(@)? + 2o («)?) da

= OR(l)RQ,

I'0)=2Im | % (x ' rVuou_OJr z WO_) dz
R5

o

.

— 4Im T(m-Vuou_0+x-Vvov_o> dz
|z|<VR r r

+ 2Im

RX,<7“> <m . Vuou_0+ x- Vvov_> s

VR<|z|<3R R r

<t el (Vuolluol +[Vuollel) do
lz|<VR
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+cR (|Vupl|ug| + [Vvo||vo|) dz
VE<|t|<3R

< 4VR(|[Vuol| 2 [[uoll 2 + [ Vvoll 2 lvol| 2)

+ R (1ol ol 2y merap + 90022 02yt
= or(1)R.
Thus,
I(T) < or(1)R* 4 209 R%.
If we take R > 0 with or(1) + 2ap < ag, then
I(T) < apR? < 0.

However, this is a contradiction with I(T) = [gs xr(r) (|u(z,T)|* + 2Jv(z, T)|?) dz > 0. There-
fore, there exists no time-global solutions (u,v) € C(R*: H') x C(R*: H') such that

sup ||u(t)||ra + sup ||v(t)||re < oo for some g > 3.
teR+ teR+

Applying Sobolev embedding H!(R%) «— L% (R?), we completely prove. O

4. PROFILE DECOMPOSITION
4.1. Linear profile decomposition.
Lemma 4.1 (Comparability of K, and I,,). Let (u,v) € H! x H! satisfy
I,(u,v) < I,(¢u,s,) and K208(u,v) > 0.

Then, we have
1
10
Proof. By B2), for any t € R, —Re(v,u?)r2 > —2E(ug, vo) = —2||Vul|3.—||Vv||3 . +4Re(v, u?) 12,
i.e. —5Re(v,u?)rz > —2||Vul|2, — [Vo|)3,.
Thus,

K, (u,v) < I,(u,v).

1
Ly(u,v) = SM(u,v) + 5 E(u,v)

1 1
= ) + 5 IVl + 51Vl — 2Re(v,0?)r2)

w 1 1
> S0u,0) + 5 (190l + 3190l ) - £ @IValRs + [9olE:)

1
5
= <i)M(u v) + iK(u v)

2 ’ 10 ’

1
> —K .
> - Ku(u,v)

Therefore,
1
1—0Kw(u, v) < I,(u,v).

Lemma 4.2. Let {t,} C R and {z,} C R® be two sequences.
(a) If lim (|tn| + |2n]) = oo, then enA4¢)(- +2,) — 0 in H' for any o € H'.
n—oo

(b) If there exists {z,} C H' and ¢p € H' \ {0} such that
zn — 0 and eit"Azn(- +xz,) — ¢ in H'Y

then lim (|t,| 4+ |z,|) = 0.
n—oo
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Proof. Since C§° C H' is dense, for any ¢ > 0 and ¢, ¢ € H! there exists f, g € C§° such that

1§ = flle <&, Il —gllm <e.
We will prove Lemma by contradiction.

If not (a), then there exists ¢ > 0, ¥, ¢ € H' and {t,,}, {x,,} such that |(erc2¢)(- +
Tn, ), ®)gr| > €. In the case |t,, | — oo, using Theorem 28] it follows that

(e 29 (- + 20), @) i1 |
< (€2 () — g)(- + @ny), )|+ (€2 g(- + 20, ), 8 — | + (€ 2 g(- + 2y ), f)ar ]
< = glm ol + gl — fllar + €2 gllwreell fllwa

_5
<o = gllmliollm + lgllmlle = Fllar + cltn "> llgllwrallfllwra <e

This is contradiction.
When the case {t,,} is bounded, there exists a subsequence such that ¢,, — t*. Also, by
|2y, | — o0,

(B + 2, ), ) | < (2 = )b, b — an ) |+ (59, 60 — 2 )) |
< [I("x S = )l Il + 12 (W = 9), b — ny)) 1]
(29, (0 = N =) + 1 2 g, f(- = @0,)) ]
< N2 = e )l llgll s + 1 — gl 1]l
+ gl lle = Fllas + (" 29, f(- = 2n))m| <e.
This is contradiction. Therefore, e#2¢(- +2,) — 0 in H! holds.
Next, we prove (b). If not (b), then there exists a subsequence {t,, }, {zy, } such that (t,, ,z,,) —
(t*,2*). Since 2z, — 0, for any ¢ € H',
|(6itnkAznk(' + xnk)’ ¢)H1|
= ’(anw e_ZtnkA¢(' - xnk))H1’
< (2 2D = ) = 2|+ [z, (€72 = T2 F (= 2,))
(o €A = @n) = FC =2 (g e RS (= 2*))
< Nzmllzlle = Flm + lzn, (€7 %2 — e72) fl|
ezl 1= 20 = FC =2 + |z e 2 (= 2*)
— 0 as k — oo.

Thus, €22, (-4 x,,) — 0 holds. However, this is contradiction. Therefore, |t,| + |2,| — 0o

holds. 0

Theorem 4.3 (Linear profile decomposition). Let (¢y,%,) be a bounded sequence in H!x H*.
Then, after passing to a subsequence of (¢,,, 1, ) necessary, also denoted (¢, ), and
(1) for each 1 < j < M, there exists a profile (¢/,v7) (fixed in n) in H' x H!,
(2) for each 1 < j < M, there exists a sequence (in n) of time shifts {#7,},
(3) for each 1 < j < M, there exists a sequence (in n) of space shifts {a7,},
(4) there exists a sequence (in n) of remainders (&M, M) in H'x H?,
such that

(6n(2),n(2)) = D (™A (2 — ), €720 (3 — 1) + (@5 (), 03! ().

j=1

for any M € R. For fixed j, we have

either t5 =0 "neN or ) — 0o as n— oo, (4.1)

either o) =0 "neN or |z)|— o0 as n— oc. (4.2)
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Pairwise divergence property:

L<Yi#"j <M, lim (|t = ] + |7, — 2}]) = co. (4.3)
Asymptotic smallness property:
. . tAFM L TitA g M —
Y {nh—{gou(e Py €2 )HS(H%)xs(H%) =0 (44)

For fixed M and any 0 < s < 1, we have the asymptotic Pythagorean expansion:

M

IonullZe = D167 1%, + 1231112, + on(D), (4.5)
j=1
M .

Wl = D 1107 1% + 1A 13, + 0n (D). (4.6)
j=1

Proof. Since (¢n, 1) is bounded in H'xH!, there exists ¢; > 0 such that ||(¢n, Yn) || g1 < c1-
Let (g,7) be a H3 admissible pair.

e 2@ Lanr < ||l 2@ G e @ |1

P

e o L [
for (r1,0) satisfying 2 = % + @. Here, we assume that (¢f,r;) is H? admissible and (q,7)
satisfies 4 < ¢ < o0, g <r<%. Ifm:%r,then% <7y < b Since;zg—i—i—@,i.e.
6r — 15
0<9:6r—10 <1,
we have é < ql_H = (1—%) . 2::12 = 1—% < %, ie. 2 < ¢gf < 3. Also, we obtain
%+%:6T;ﬂ10+£:2. Thus

itA g M itA &M |10 itA &M 116 M6 itA &M |11—6
€20 Larr < DMy, 2RI < @0 2R

This inequality also holds when ¢ = oo, r = % Hence, it suffices to establish

. M M . . itA s M LitAg M

lim sup [|(@,", ) )y S e <00 and T limsup (20,0 e2 "R g s =0
to obtain (4.4]).

(i) Let M =1.

We set A; = limsupH(eim(ﬁn,e%itAz/Jn)HLooLngooL%. If Ay = 0, then Theorem [£.3] holds by

n—oo

taking ¢/ = 0,97 =0 (j =1,2,---,M). Hence, we assume A; > 0. We take a subsequence
. it A LA i1~

{(Buntén)} s0 that Ay = lim [[(%26,, 80| s 4. Wetake x € S(E?) with R(§) = 1

(% < |€] < r) and suppy C [2_17"’ 2r] for r > 0. Applying Sobolev embedding,

||6itA(;5n — % eitAqanQ . < C||6itA¢n — x % eitAganZ

LoL3 Lo

1 4 2.2~ 1 42012
= cl[[¢]ze Amitle] bn — [€]2Xe Amitle] ¢n||%°°L2

—c [l = R Pl P
< An 2d + An 2d
c/m% €l e [ (€l

[ C ~
< E1dallZ: + 111l
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C2

C 2 C- 1
= ;H¢n”H1 < r

Thus,
Helt ¢n _X*elt ¢n|’L°°L% < \/7_“ .
Similarly,
LA LA c-a
”62 wn_X*GQ %HLOOLg < \/F .
We deduce
I
1, 1, c-C
HeQZtAwn|’LOOL% — [Ix * eQZtAwn”LooL% < Jr
from these inequalities, and hence
SA FON A LA 2c- 1
HX*BZt ¢nHL°°L% + ||X*e22t T;Z)nHLOOL% > HeZt ¢nHL°°L% + HeQZt ¢n||L°OL% - \/7_“
— A 2o —
1— as m — oo.
NG
2 - A 26 2 2
Here, if we take r > 0 with C\/_Cl = Zl < r = %, then there exists ng € N such that
r 1
for any n > ng,
A 1A A
HX* e't ¢"HL°°L% + HX xe2" ’llz)nHLooL% > 7
So, if we take a subsequence {(¢n, ¥n)}n>ne Of {(dn,¥n)}nen, then for any n € N,
; 1, Ay
I * eZtA%HLooL% + HX*emAianLooL% > 5 (4.7)

Also, since

. 5 . 1 .
I € 0nlF < Ik €20l e o € e

. 1 . ~
=[x * €2 Pl oo e 1R U G 12 o 2

4 1
< HX * BZtAQSnH[Q,ooLDOHQSnH%?
A 1
< C%HX * eﬁA@n”iwLoo,
it follows that
(Il €™l

1

LA 5 A A
et BBl ) <o (™ol g+ Ik s es By L)

. 1.
< et (I x € gnlluoer + [Ix x5 A4 e )

This inequality combined with (A7) gives

5
; 1, A1
el (oo e onlmpm + s B0, i) > ()

. 1. A5
[ % €20 || poo oo + [[x % €28 poo oo > =,
25001

. 1, A®
maX{“X*eltA¢n“LwLm7 ”X*eQZtA'lanLooLoo} > chéll.
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Therefore, we can take time shifts {t}} C (—oo,0] and space shifts {xL} C R® so that

. ‘ A5
max { [+ B g (@), Pox e A (@)} = 5
2ccy
for any n € N. Thus, we obtain
5
ith A 1 Lith A Aj
x5 2, (ah)] + s eH 4 (ah)] > L “8)

Since {e™ 26, (- 4+ z1)} and {e%it%Awn(- + 1)} are bounded sequences in H!, we can set that
By (k) = oL, e Byt al) =gl in H (4.9)

by passing to subsequences.
/ x(y)zii(—y)dy‘ = / X@)e" A o (a —y)dy+/ XW) (@' (—y) — €A (a) —y))dy‘
RS RS R5

>

/ X)) g (ah — y)dy| — / XW) (B (—y) — €2, (2l — y))dy'
R5 . R5
— |x * €8 (@h)] = (o7 — e B (wh + ), x(— ) pol-

Similarly,

1 L o1 Ll
L X s > s H S )] - [T = H S ah (= ol
Thus, using (4.8) and (4.9),

| x| + '/ )dy

X+ €A G ()| + o e B e, ()]
— (& = €A gn(wh + ) x(— el — (@1 — e A (ah + ), x(— - ))el

Y

AD —~ 1 -~ Ll
> el = 101 — B gu (e + )ox(= )zl = (07 — 3B + )ox(= )zl
1
A}
7 as n — oo.
2lcc]

Here,

[ A

[ y(sﬁ(g)dg\

206 161301 (0)]de

<

\..

R? \5!

< Il -y 197115

o2

—1p(8)%d
/%Slw m!x(é‘)! ¢

1
/ e,
L <je<ar [€]

We transform £ into a polar coordinate, i.e. £ = ncos by, & = ncosbysin by, &5 = ncos O3 sin O sin 01,
&4 = ncosfysinfs sin Oy sin 01, &5 = 1 sin 04 sin O3 sin 05 sin 0.
Then, |£] = n and d¢ = n* sin® 0} sin? O, sin O3dndf, dh2dh3dh,. Thus,

2w s ™ s 2r 1
”XHZ’% < / / / / /1 —?74 sin® 01 sin? 05 sin 03 dndb,df>d0s3db,
0 o Jo Jo JE 7

2
I,y

IN



1 2r 92 T 1 -
= —?74 —/ sin 61 d6, - [—00593} 27
4 1 3 0 2 0
2r
_ 1 1604 1 4 7 9.9
T4 6rt) 32 7"
32m2rd
<
- 3
Therefore,
S (— Pyl
LA ] < I, 41671,
< v2mr” 4y/2 712 H¢1|| 4\/577 2120401||¢1H 214\/5770 01
Rz V3 V344
Similarly,

—~ 214\/5710 ct
[ x| < A,

Thus, we have

2"V2mct e (||$IH [ 1) > A
V3A% H2 H2) = 2Tl
— \/_AQ
1 o
We set
— A~ —
OL(z) = n(z) — e ALz — 2l), Wi(z) = Pu(x) — e 2 AYL(z — z).
Then,
— oA~
[RLI%, = lonll%e = l¢n — e 2 — 2h) 1%, — énll%.
1 —
= [le"n 2 — ¢ (- — 2% — llnl%e
1
= [|e® A pn (- + b)) — L% — Idull%.
—2Re(e™ 2 (- + 1), 1) o + 0113
— —H(blHQ-S as n — o0o.
Hence,
6nll%. = 110115, + 194115, + on(1).
Similarly,

1nllFs = 191 + 1L, + o0n(1).
Here, we will prove that we can take {t,} € (—00,0] and {z,,} € R® with
either t. =0 "neN or th — —0o as n — oo,

either =0 "neN or |zl — 00 as n— .

In the case tL — —o0 as n — co and ]wnlﬁoo as n — 00, it holds.
Inthecaset1—>t1<oo as n— oo and ]m | — o0 as n — oo, we set

() = e A1 (z — 21) + DL (2) = ' Ag1(z — xL) + DL (). Since
DL (1%, = 16nl% = l[dn — e 2G1(- — 2% = ll6nl%
— —2Re(¢n, e AG (- — 1)) o + 01 1%

35
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— —2Re(¢n, e HAGI(- — 21)) ;g0 — 2Re(Bn, € AGL(- — k) — e TRAGI( — 2L)) . + (D113,
= —2Re(e™ 2, (- + xh),81) jro — 2Re(B, e AP — k) — e TRAG( — 2l)) s + [|91]%,
— — |61, as n — oo,

we obtain s
fnll% = 615, + (@517, 4 on(1).

If we set ¢! = e‘itlA;bvl, then since ¢y, (z) = ¢ (z — z}) + ®L () and ¢! ;7. = H;STHHS, we have
16nllZ. = 16111 + 19015 + 0n(1):

Also, for any ¢ € H',
|(8n(- +22) — ", 90) | = ‘ (¢n(' +ab) — e AGL @) .
< (ot + ey - T g), || (5T -
S O R R B e (P e
< 8 (4 xh) — oL, eitlASD)Hs‘ n <eitiA¢n(- zl) — gL, ety eitlASD)HS
+ e agt — e agt el 4
< |(e™Bn(-+ah) =o€ 20) |+ (e 1101 ) e — ' 2ol .

e tagt — e A5 el

— 0 as n — oo.

Thus, ¢n(- +25) — ¢! in H' as n — oo.
In the case tL — —o0 as n — 0o and z. — 2! € R’ as n — oo, we set

dn(2) = e~ BBl (z — z1) + DL (2) = e B ¢L(z — 2!) + &L (). Since

1BLIZ. — [ fnllZ = 160 — e AL — )12, — llgnll,
= —2Re(gn, e AP — a1)) . + (|00,
= —2Re(¢n, e AGL(- — x})) o — 2Re(n, e AGL(- — 2l) — e IRAGI(- — zl)) g + [|0T]2,
= —2Re(e ¢, (- +zL),01) o — 2Re(Bp, e AP — at) — e AGI( — zh)) s + 912,
— —[lo )%, as n - oo,

we obtain N
pnll%. = N6 1% + [ 2n 1%, + on(1).

If we set ¢'(x) = ;;1(3: — 21), then since ¢y, (z) = e 2 ¢! (z) + ®L () and oMl s = ||;5V1HHS, we
obtain
160l = 16M 1%, + 19515 + on(1):

Also, for any ¢ € H17

(#40=60) |~ (#2005 .),.

< |(e™4 00 - o1(- — 2), ) (+(<¢1(—x) (- )%0>Hs
(480u( 23 = 6ot + ) [ 1076 =) = 61 =Dl

(2 0n(+ah) = ool +ah)) | +] (52 0ul+a) = 6L +ah) — o +2h) |

IN

IN
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+ 161 = 2L) = 6L — ) g Dol
(€2 0n(-+ah) = dLo(- +ah) |+ (e + 16715 (- +2h) = (- + 2
0L — ) = S — =) el e

Here, since C§° is dense in H?*, for any e > 0, there exists f € Cg° such that |¢ — f| 7. < e.
Thus,

e+ zh) — (- + 2| 7
<o+ ) = fCF+a)lge + 1FC+xh) = fC+aD) g+ 1+ 2h) = o+ 2" g
=llo = fllgs +NFC+an) = FC+a Vg +I1f —@llgs <e

<

Similarly,
[t = az) = 1(- = 2h)|l e <&
Therefore,

‘(eit%Agbn—&,(p)H ‘ — 0 as n — oo,

ie. eit¥1A¢n — ¢! in H' as n — oo.

Inthecaset%—>t1<oo as n— oo and zL — 2! € R® as n — oo, we set

on(z) = e_it}LAqSl(x —zl)+ <I>1( ) = e 2l (z — 1) + ®! (). Since

1PL 2 — bnlZye = llon — e 201 — 2|2, — [énl,
= —2Re(gn, e 2G1(- —2")) . + |01,
= ~2Re(¢n, ¢~ EG1(- 1)) e — 2Re(dn, e*“%%% =) =T AG — )

~ 2Re(dn, e A — ') — e AGI( —ah)) g +[I6T,

— —[[61}. as n oo,

we obtain

16 l1%e = 161117, + 19515, + 0n(1):

If we set ¢! (z) = e*itlA;ﬁ(m —z1), then since ¢, (z) = ¢! (z) + @), (x) and ||¢!|| 5. = H;iSIHHS, we
have
IpnllFre = 19 15 + [1Pa11%. + 0n(1).
Also, for any ¢ € H',
o1 ] = it AT
(90 =0%0) ] = | (80— e 201 —ah)gp)

< |(@n — 7201 (-~ )"P)Hs

b (A —al) — e AT —al).)

i <67it1A$I(‘ —aly - efitlA;;l(‘ _ xl)’w) .

<[ (52 0u( +ah) = oL, B +al)) |+ IleT A — e AT il
+ 161 = xh) — @1 — =) e Il

< |( 2 nl- +ah) — oL, Bp(- +ah))

_i_‘(eit}LA(bn(__i_xl) ¢1 itk A ( +x1)_€it1A(P('+xl))Hs
* <€”“¢n<-+x1>—$1,e’m () =B +ah),

AT
+lle” AT — e AT gl e + 61— 2L) — A1 — &) el e

S
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(2 6n( +2h) = o1, e 20 +ah)) |+ (o1 + 161115 ) €20 — e 2 .
+ (e + 168 ) ol 428 = ol 2o + e 6T — G gl
It —ap) = oL =2l gellellge — 0 as n— oo,

i.e. we have ¢, — ¢! in H! as_n — 0o.

We construct ¢! and ¥} with 1/)1 and \Ifl respectively. Then, Theorem B:{I for M = 1 holds.
Moreover, ¢!, 1!, ®L Wl satisfy the following properties, which ¢1 zpl <I> \I/}L satisfy.

¢n($) = e_ltnAqb ('I - xn) + (I)n(x)’ TIZ)n( ) =e 2lt AT/) ('I - xn) + \Ilrlz(x)’
eit%Agbn(- + xi) — qﬁl , e%it%Ai/)n(- + x,ll) — 1/)1 in H' as n— oo,
! \ng
6nll. = 6%, + H%st +on(1), |l¢nH2~s = Hi/f 1% + 1115, + on(1).
(i) Let M = 2.

: itA A
We define Ay = hrrznjogp <||e” P! HLOOL? + [le?*A wl HLOOL%).

In the case Ay = 0, if we take ¢’ = 0, ¥/ = 0 (j > 2), then Theorem 3] holds.
So, we assume that As > 0.
Since hmsup (1L i7s + 1Tl ) < hmsup (I1énll s + llnllgs) < c1, we can take {t2} C

>o,

(—o0 ] {xn} C R by applying the argument for M = 1.
either t2=0 "neN or t2— —0co as n— oo,
either 2 =0 "neN or |z2|— 00 as n— oo,
e““fﬁi(-mi) — ¢, AU (4a)) =7 in HY

s

Here, we define
P2 (z) = DL (x) — e AP (z — 22), Wi(x) = Wh(z) — e FAY2(x — 2?).
Then, we have
0212, — @113, = [®L — e 202 (- — 22) |2, — @113,
= [l AL (- + a2) — 2|12, — [hlI%.
= [¢%I%. = 2Re (¢H20L (- +a2), ¢7)
— —||¢2H2~S as n — oo.

Thus,
127 1%. = 120l — 19°17 + 0n(1) = énllF — 6" 1% — 9% 17 + on(D),
ie.
pnll. = 19"l %. + 167117 + 19715 + 0n(1).
Similarly,

a3 = 10 1% + 19715, + 195115, + on(1).
Here, we will prove that nh_)rrgo (|ti — t}L| + |xi — x,ll|) = 00.

From HQSQHH% + H¢2HH% > 0, we assume that ¢? # 0 without loss of generality. Then,

Zn 1= eit}bAQ)}L(- +2l) = eitiAan(- +zl)y— ¢! =0 in H' as n— oo



39

and
ei(t%*t}lmzn(- B I eit%Afbi(- +22) = ¢? in H' as n — oo.
Since ¢2 # 0, li_)m (|t% —tl 4 |22 - xm) = o0 holds by applying Lemma [£.2]
Therefore, Thgorcéom 43 holds for M = 2.
(ili) Let M > 3.
Since limsup ([|®5 7 |z + 1997 | 5o) < limsup (|6l 7o + [[¥nllgs) < c1, we can construct
. n—o0 . n—o0
() C (—o0,0], {zh} CR%, ¢, ¢9 (1< j < M) inductively.
We define A; = lirrlri)solip (\\eitACID%_1|]LOOL% + ”e%im\ll{l_lﬂm%%).
When there exists 1 < j < M such that A; = 0, if we take ¢' =0, ' =0 (j <i < M), then
Theorem [.3] holds.
Thus, we assume that A; > 0 for any 1 < j < M. Then, we have

either 5 =0 "neN or ), — —co as n— oo,
either o) =0 "neN or |z)|— 00 as n— oo,

1

eit%A(I)szl(. + m%) NPV mz‘tiA\w‘;l(, + x%) —~ 7 in HY,

, , V349
J J J
1908 + 10714 2 Gty

Ol (z) = B z) — e A (@ —ad), W (2) = W (z) — e 2RAY (z — ).

We will prove asymptotic Pythagorean expansion by induction. We assume that

> 0,

M—-1

lonulZe = > 171 + 123 13 + 0n(1)

j=1
holds. Then,
@M%, = llonl% = 1RM 1 — =AM (- — 2212~ [|gn 2,
= [le™™ AR 4 2 — oM |2 — [l
= @) + 6™ %, — 2Re (€A@Y 4 al), 9M) |~ ll6ul%

M—-1
== Y 17 + 16V 1. — 2Re (€5 B0N 71+ a), 6M) 4 0u(1)
j=1

M
— —ZHWHQ-S as n — oo.
i=1

Thus,
M .
nllFe =D N7 113 + 1257 1%, + on(D),
j=1

i.e. asymptotic Pythagorean expansion holds for any M € N.
Next, we will prove pairwise divergence property by induction. We assume that for any j, k €

(1,2, ,M — 1} with j # k,
lim (|tﬁ — |+ |zk — ﬂ:ﬂ) = 00.
n—oo
Since ||¢MHH% + \|¢M||H% > 0, we set ¢M # 0 without loss of generality.

A0 (@ 2y — e PAOL (o 4 ) — o



40

_ -
= <eit¥1A¢n(m +ad) — Z ei(t%*tﬁmqﬁk(ﬂc + a2 — xﬁ))

k=1

k=1

S e S )

<

1 _
_ ei(t%—tﬁ)A¢k(x _i_le o .%'k) o ¢j

n

b
I

J
g .
k=j+1
Since eiﬂbA@?fl(- + mﬁl) — ¢/ holds and the right side converges weakly on 0 by Lemma 2] we
have ; ‘
Zn = = eltn A(I)Mfl(w_i_xn) 0.
Also, since efltn' —tn)Az (. 4 oM —gl) = eitﬁIAq)%_l(- + M) —~ oM it follows that
I (A R Py
by applying Lemma
Finally, we prove asymptotic smallness property. We already established

. M g M
lim sup [[(®5", U )l 73, 4 <€

Since

o 2 o0

V3AY, M2 M2 . 2 2 2
> <W <2y <||¢ (el 2 ”H%) < 2111?1j£p (H%HH% + ||7/)n||H%) < 4ej < oo,
M=1 1 M=1
it follows that lim A; = 0. O
M—o0

Corollary 4.4. Under the same assumption as Theorem [£3] we have
M . .
L, ¥n) = Y L(e 72T ™2 Ay0) 4 I, (@M UM + 0,(1).
j=1

Proof. Combining

1
I,(u,v) = %M(u,v) + §E(u,v)

w 1 1
= L (lull3: + 2lvl22) + 5 (nwu; + 51Vl - 2Re(v,u2)L2> ,

(45, and ([@.6]), we find that it is sufficient to prove

Re (v, ¢, ZRe (e B Ay, (”%%j)Z) + Re(Wy", (@1)%) 2 + on(1).

L2

We prove the following three equations to prove this equation.

—2
/ MO de = opy, (1),
RS
/ <¢n¢n — Mg )dx—Z/ e 20t quﬂ e —ith A¢J> dx + oppy (1),

. —
Z / o 3ith ij e Zt]A¢j) dw-/ (\I}%@%Q—\I/%l@an >d$+0M17n(1)-
RS

j=M+1
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For first equation,

—2
/S\I/ﬁ“@an dz| < 10 < |[ez? Ayt
R

g 122

H\IJ%IHL% H(béww,L LO0L2

l’ltA M1 ]\J1
S‘e? vl S(.%H@ HH1—>O as Mj,n — oo.
For third equation,
o’ o
/R5 (‘I'ﬁ/[q)nM —‘1’7]‘{[1‘1)111 )d:ﬂ
My L ‘ ‘ M, . ‘ 2 )
= /5 \Ilﬁ/fl + Z e_gltnij(, _ 1‘%) CI)an + Z e_itsz(ﬁj(- _ 1‘%) B \Ilﬁ/[l—(lbyl i
* j=M+1 oM
Ml 1,5 . . —9 Ml i ‘
= /5 \I’yl + Z BiﬁltnAqb](. — 'I‘ZL) (1)7]\141 + 2(1)7]\141 Z e_it{LAqu(. _ x%)
® j=M+1 Pyt
Ml _ —9 M1 : ' ,
+ Y A —ah) + Y e AG( —ah)- e A —af) | —whia" fde
=M1 Jk=M+1
J#k
S ' M - 9
= /5 2\Ian1<I>71‘L/11 Z e—ztilAqu( _xn) + \I,Ml Z e—”%AQSJ(. _x%)
. j=M+1 j=M+1
Ml - — ) M1 L A A
+ o Z e ithAgi (- — zd) - e~ ihAgk(. — zk) 4 @ Z BB (. )
jk=M+1 AT
ik
My
+20p1 Y eTEIAYI( - Z A (- — )
j=M+1 j=M+1
M v M, )
— gty J —ith A g j
+ Z Ban(._gEn) Z e "¢J(—£Cn)
j:M+1 j=M+1
My
_ Ll . — ‘ i ‘
Y ) S ) ) |
=M+ Jk=M+1
J#k

Here, we consider
[ Ao at)  EAGH (o — o) - AT (@ — ) (£ R
R5
Since C§° is dense in H', for any € > 0, there exists f, g € C§° such that

168 — Fllan <&, |99 — gllm <e.

In the case lim #) = —oo or lim tf = —oo, we set that lim # = —oco without loss of
n—o0 n— oo n—o0

generality.
/5 e 3By (g — 33} . e~ thAGk(x — zh) . e—ithAgl(z — L )dx
R

< Bt A~ ag) - eTHEAGE — ak) T AG (- — al)

— n

Ll

< B AW — g)(- — 2f) - THAGH( — k) - T AG!(- — a)

Lt
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1,47 . . .
+|[emE (=) e TIRAG( —at) e A — )|
1,7 . k 1
< —sitn A, ] ‘ —ity A ik ‘ —ity, A l‘ H ith A H H k l‘
< |l s e —g)| g et g lem 2 e+ e )| [t 1)L
j -2 k
SRR e 1 e A A PP o

<e.

In the case t}, = t* = 0 for any n € N, we have lim |2/, — 2¥| = co by Theorem E3l
n—oo

/ e‘%““wx —ad) - e A (w — o) - oAl (@ — at)da
RS
< [0 =) ¢h( —ah) e A —al)|
< || = ) =) o —ak) el

ot (o) (- ) o

Ll
: ol
+ || —ad) - £ —ab) - e AGl — ol |
< Hw]_gHL% ¢k‘L130 e ¢l LR "‘HQH 3 —itn ¢l e
+Hg fO+a) —a )
<07 = gl g [0 o 1]+ ol 0 = 7] H. +Hg re+zi—a)| e,
<eE.
The term including e_itzlA, e~ itn A (j # k) converges on 0 by the same argument. Also, since
Ml - . Ml i
/ GO 3 A ch)da| < [ et | Y Ay
RS j=M+1 j=M+1 I
LitA M M M M
<cljetmuin] ot o2 — 82,
Ling M M M M
< cfler w120 L (1907 L + 1227 1)

— 0 as Mj,n — o0

and
M : 9 L
/S\I,an Z e~ ithAgi(- — 1) da ScHeﬁnA\pan H2)ZH¢JHH1 — 0 as Mj,n — oo,
R .
j=M+1

it follows that

- —2
Z / 77” AT,Z)J e Zt]AQSJ) d _/ (\II%(I)%2 . \1]111\41(1)%1 >d$+0M1,n(1)

j=M+1

For second identity,

. —2
/ (zl)ngan —pMighh > dz
RS

2
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My My
Lo A . 2 . -
- / Ul 4y e A — ) | | BT 2001 Y " et A (- — o)
RS j=1 j=1
M i _9 M, . - 72
+ Y eTIAGI(—a) 4 D e A —af) e APk —ak) | — WO b de
j=1 Jk=1
ik
M : i My . —2
= / 2UNONS et AGI (- — ah) + UN Y e AGI (- — a)
RS j=1 7=1
Ml _ - 2 Ml 1., . .
F UMD A — ) e TRAGH( — k) + @Y H AP (-~ af)
jk=1 7=
#k
M . —2
+ 2@M1 Z 677225 A'l/}] Z e ’Ltj A(b] — x Z e QZt Ar[/}] )Ze Zt‘LA(ﬁj( — .%"ZL)
j=1 =1
My Lo ) M - -
£y e A —a]) YT e AGI(- —ah) - e HBGH(- — af) | da.
= ik=1
ik

From the same argument as the proof of the third equation, we have

/ <¢n¢n — g )dm—Z/ —gitn AW e @tJ%J) dz + opp, (1)

Applying these equations,
—2
Re(n: 02)12 = Re | 18, do
R

. _—2
— Re <wn¢n2 — igih > dz + o, (1)

RS
My
_ Re/ e 22#ij< t]A¢j) d-%"i‘OMl,n(l)
j=1
M -
:ZRe/ —3itn Az/ﬂ <e ”]Aqﬁﬂ) dr + Z Re/ e~ Bt Ay (e ”]Aqﬁﬂ) dz + opr, (1)
= j=M+1 R
M _ —9
_ ZRG/ ~1it}, ij <e thA¢ ) dx—i—Re/ <\D7]LM®£7,W2 — \py@i‘ﬁ )dx—i—oMl,n(l)
j=1
M ——2
:ZRe/ **ZtJAq/J]< t]AW) dx—l—Re/ TMOM dz 1+ op, (1)

M 1.5 ) G N 2
= ZRe <e22t"A¢], (eth"AqS]) )

Therefore, we obtain

e - e (40 (5 )

2
HRe (WYL (@))7) |+ oan (D).
L

M (HM\2
TR (wif (@))%) , +oa(1).



44

O
Corollary 4.5. Under the same assumption as Theorem [£3] we have
M . .
K208 (g, tp) = Y K208 (e8] e 3t A i) 4 K208(0M M) + 0,(1).
j=1
Proof. This follows from the proof of Corollary [£4] O
Lemma 4.6. Let M € N. We assume that (¢/,17) € H'xH'\{(0,0)} (j € {1,---, M}) satisfy
/S M
Lo | D (¢, 07) | < Lu(bu, ) =6, Zw,wﬂ Z (¢, 97) —
i=1 =1 i=1

K25 (¢7,47) +e

M M
K2 (Z(MW)) >—e, K% (Z (¢, 97) )
7j=1

j=1

EMi

for 4, € > 0 with 2¢ < §. Then, we have

0 < I(¢",¢7) < Lo(¢u b)), K2V%(¢7,47) >0
for any j € {1,--- ,M}.

Proof. We assume that there exists i € {1,---, M} such that KL%O’S(W',W) < 0 and deduce
contradiction. From Lemma 2.T6]

(i) = 120 < EMS, 1) + K (8 0)

Lo(¢? ,07) — ZK%BW W)

] 1

g sl (o))

1
< Iw((bwaww) —d+e+ 1_05 < Iw((bwaww)-

This is contradiction. Thus, K30’8(¢j,1/)j) >0 for any j € {1,--- ,M}. Also,

A
Mi“’

| &€

M(¢,07) +1 KW W))

<.
Il
-

tllﬁ:

L(¢7 47 — KE,”W z/ﬂ))

1

<.
Il

M-

<.
Il
-

L&) = SM(&49) + SK(8,09) — P(6),0)
UM ) + 5K (&) 2K (o)
= SM(0) + K@ 07) 2 0
and

M M
(gb] ¢]) < Z ¢] ZZ)J (Z ¢] TJZ)J ) +e< Iw(‘ﬁw,ww) —0+te< Iw(¢w;¢w)'

Jj=1



45

5. SCATTERING
5.1. Existence of a critical solution.

Definition 5.1. Let (ug,v9) € H' x H' and (u,v) be the H' x H' solution to (NLS). We say

that SC'(ug, vp) holds if T* = oo and H(u’v)HS(H%)xS(H%) < 0.

We define I = sup {5 >0:If K2 (u,v) > 0 and I,(u,v) < 8, then SC(ug,vo) holds.}.

If1¢ > I,(dw, ), then Theorem[I3] (1) holds. Therefore, we proceed with the proof of Theorem
L3 (1) by assuming that IS < I,(¢,, %, ) and ultimately deduce contradiction.

Remark 5.2. A set {5 > 0:If K2 (u,v) > 0 and I, (u,v) < 6, then SC(ug,vo) holds.} is not

empty. In fact, If (ug,vo) satisfies K2'®(ug,v9) > 0 and I(ug,v9) < 6 < I,(¢w, 1) for
sufficiently small § > 0, then we obtain T* = oo by Theorem Also, it follows that
K, (up,v9) < 101,(ug,v9) < 106 by Theorem ATl i.e. |(ug,v0)|lgrixmr < ¢ holds. Apply-

ing Theorem 2201 we have ||(u,v)|| ., -, < oo and hence, SC(ug, vg) holds.
S(HE)xS(H?)

Lemma 5.3 (Existence of wave operators). Suppose (¢,1) € H'x H' \ {(0,0)} and

%M(@,T/)) + %K((JS,lﬁ) < 1y(Pw, Yu)-

Then there exists (ug,vo) € H' x H' such that (u,v) solving (NLS) with initial data (ug,vo) is
time-global in H' x H' with

Iw(U’OvUO) < Iw(¢W7ww)a KEJO’S(U()?UO) >0, H(U7U)H < 4”(eltA¢7622tAw)H

S(F3)xS(H7) S(H3)xS(H3)’

and
tlim | (w, v)(t) — (e“%,e%“%)llm xmt = 0.
— 00

Proof. By (¢,v) € H x H!, there exists sufficiently large T > 0 such that
(€26, ex0)|

We consider a integral equation:

S(H 3 :[T,00)) x S(H 3 :[T,50)) < Osd-

u(t) = e p + 22'/ =2 (1) (s)ds,
t

v(t) = e2ithy) 4 z/ e%i(t*sm(uz)(s)ds.

t
We define a set

— . iAo itA
E= {(“’”) 0 O g1d ey s oy S A€ 05€2 w”sm%:[ﬂoo))xs(ﬂ%:[T7w>>}
and a distance d((u,v1), (ug2,v2)) on E

uy0) = N 1) = (202l gy o oy

for (uq,v1), (uz,v2) € E. By the same argument as the proof for Theorem [2.20] there exists the
unique solution on E. Also,

/ h 98 (v (s)ds

lu(t) = "2l m =2
t

Socloull y
[T,00)
<ol e, Wl 2ol ol G)

H1
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Here, we observe a boundness of ||v]| 12 |l H . Since || (u, v)||
[;,oo)wl 3 Ly, oo)Wl’?’

dsd, we may take pairwise disjoint sets I; = [t;,tj41) (j =0,--- ,J < o00) with tg =T, tj11 = 00

and

S(F 2 :[T,00)) X S(H 2:[T,00)) =

J
1
As in (5.0)), calculating the integral equation in the interval I;,
[ LB S cllu(ty)lm + QCHUHLI%?W g s +2¢lvllzg psllul 152W13
J J

< cllu(ty)llm +—1|| [ +—1H [T
Cllu\T4 v u
PNy LII5_2W1’ 2

Similarly,

1
o]l < el + llull 1

12 > .
1? w13 5 w3

We add these equalities, then

1
1600, 1, 80 S A i+ GO,
i.e.
16690108 s < 21 05D
Also,
Julzzem < ellutt)l + 71,0 Bt
Similarly,
1
Iollgn < el + 000, 0, 20
Thus,
1
G, )l e b xnge < CH(“(tﬂ')7”(tﬂ’))”HlxﬂlJﬁH(“’”)HLII??WLM;?WLS < 2¢|(u(ty), v(t) 2 -
Hence,

Culty), o) e < 2ell(ultj—1), v(t—)) e < -+ < (2e)[|ulto), v(to) |1
Therefore,

u,v <
[, 0)| B e

[, )| 22

12
LS Wh3xL> w3
J J

o,
I M“
o

M-

<
I
=)

2¢|[(ults), v(E) <

20) | ((T), o(T) 1 i < 0.

'Mk

<
I
=)

Also, since [[(u,v)|lzs 18«16 < 00, we obtain

ooy DX Loy 2 S 10O g4 o)) sarh ooy
|u(t) — ¢l — 0 as t — oco.

Similarly,
[o(t) — eZ 4| 1 — 0 as t — oo.
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Combining these formulas,
Hm || (u(®), v @)1 = (05 ) L1 -

t—00
Also,
|P(u,v)] < |P(u,v) — P(e"8¢, e324))| + | P(e"2 ¢, e370 )]
= / ’Uﬂ2 _ e%itAw(eitAqs)?dx + / e%itA¢(6itA¢)2dx
RS R5

< 0T = eF Y| 1 + (€3 A3

< @ — (€56)%) |11 + (v — e329) (B 9)| 11 + [lez ()| 1

< [ollzallu + €2 gl s u — €™ 6] s + o — e384 a2 6|35 + llez* Aol s [le™2 13

< cloll (lullm + ol lu — €2l + cllo — e 4] |6l 3 + 32 s [le2 6|35
Here, since C§° is dense in H!, for any ¢ > 0, there exists f, g € C5° such that

6= fllar <e, Ml —gllm <e

and hence,
i i 1i L i i
le2 20| sl 6175 < (lle2" (¥ = g)llzs + lle2" 2 gllLs) ([l (6 = F)llzs + 16" flls)?
_5 _5
< (cllo = gl +clt| s llgll, 3 )(elle = fllar + et f] 5)*
Thus,
P(u,v) — 0 as t — oo,

then

. w 1 )
tli>I£o Iw(u(t)?v(t)) = EM(¢5¢)+§K(¢5¢) < Iw(¢wa¢w)a tllfgo Kio,g(u(t)?v(t)) = 8K(¢ﬂ/}) > 0.
For sufficiently large ¢ > 0,

L, (u(t),v(t)) < I(¢w,Vw), K28(u(t),v(t)) > 0.

If we solve (NLS) with a initial data at this time, then the corresponding solution to (NLS)
exists time-globally by Theorem Also, from (2.1]), (2.2)), and Lemma 311

Iw(u()yvo) < Iw(¢W7ww)7 KE)O,S(U’O’UO) > 0.

Furthermore, we have

< 4||(e0 g, ezt )|

(S

H(U’U)HS(H%)Xs(H ) S(H3)xS(HEY

]
Lemma 5.4. For any P > 1 and [ > 2, there exists Cp; > 0 such that for any {z;}1<j<; C C,
we have
1 Py
P P—1
doa| =D lEl" <0 Y Tllad T (5.2)
=1 =1 1<jZk<l

For the convenient of the reader, we give a proof of this lemma.

Proof. We prove by induction with respect to I > 2.
In the case | = 2, we assume that |z1| > |z2| without loss of generality.

21 + 22| = |21|” = |22/"| < [lz1 + 22" = |21]7] + |22|"
< Cp (|21 + 22"+ 2|77 22| + J22!”
< Cp(|z1] + |22)" 2l + 2|21 [ 2o
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< Cp(2F 1 +2) |27 2

< Cp(|21" Mol + |21l 22/ 1)

Thus, Theorem [5.4] holds in [ = 2.
We assume that Theorem 5.4 holds in [ — 1, i.e.

P
-1 -1
Doul — =0 3 Iallal"
Jj=1 Jj=1 1<j#k<l—1
for | > 3. Also, we assume that |z1| = max |zj| without loss of generality.
<<
P l P -1 P -1 P -1
P P P
ZZJ S SIET I/ R ) R SN i [ i
j=1 = j=1 j=1 j=1
-1 P -1 P -1 P -1
= sz+zl - z| —lal”| + Z’ZJ Z|ZJ|P
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1
P-1
-1 -1
<Cp Dz lal+]Dozmllal" w0 D0 Iyl
j=1 j=1 1<j#k<l—1
-1
<CpS (=D Mz Mal ) Izllal " p+Cr Y Il
=1 1<j#k<i-1
=Cps D lyllal™
1<j k<l
Therefore, Theorem [5.4] also holds in [. O

Lemma 5.5. There exists 0 < d;g < 1 such that if ||(ug,vo)||gixgt < 0sq, then the unique
solution (u(t),v(t)) to (NLS) exists time-globally and

—
o)

I o)l aaaa o s+ 1w, )l s psxrors + (u v)lpee rscnoe e + 1w 0) 5009 o090
< 8¢ (uo, vo) || g1 x -

Remark 5.6. This theorem is different from Theorem 2.20] in the point to be able to estimate
Strichartz norms for L? admissible (%4, 1?4) and (00,2) by H! norm. We will use this theorem
in the next theorem.

Proof. We define a notation

||('LL,’U)||X><X = ||('LL,’U)|| 74 74 L5 L5 ﬁLGL3XL6L3ﬁL°°H1><L°°HlﬁL2W TOXLQWL%
= 1w, )l g 0 a0 + (W 0)|[popsxrors
1w )l Lo rseoemn + 1w, 0 010 L 0pr0

a set
E = {(u,v) : [[(u,v)|lxxx < 8¢l (uo, vo)llmrixr }s
and a distance on E
d((u1,v1), (u2,v2)) = [[(u1,v1) = (u2,v2)llxxx
for (u1,v1), (ug,v2) and a map on E

. t .
Do (u,v) (1) = ePug + 22'/ =98 (yw) (s)ds,
0
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t
Dy, (u,v)(t) = 2Py + i / 292 (42)(5)ds
0

for (u,v) € E. Since (%, 22) is a L? admissible pair,

14 14

t
100l < I Snl 2 [ 02 o))
0 L5 L5

L5 L5

< clluollzz + 2¢fvulls (z2)

< clluollr + 2¢fvull 21 42

< clluoll g + 2¢l|vll g s llullpors

< cllugll g1 + 16c265d\|v\| u .

L5

Similarly,

[@ug () 32, 38 < cllollpn + 8 dsallull 4

L5 L5 ?4

14
L5 L
Combining these inequalities,

1(Pug (u,0), Pog (w, W) 12 10 10 38 < el (o, v0) [l + 166 0sall(w,v)l| 10 11 11 0a

5.3)
Also,
t
901515 < e Snlsgs + 2 [ -9 o))
0 LGLB
< cluol ,y +2¢lleul , 5
< clluollgr + 2¢|[vllpo s llull o s
< efluol| g + 16¢*35ql|v]| o 3.
Similarly,
1@ (u,0) [ Lo s < cllvoll g + 8¢*6sallull Lo s
Combining these inequalities,
(@uig (1, 0), o () | L5 L3 oz < el (w0, v0)ll e + 166 0sall(u, 0)l| oo wrops.  (5.4)
Since (3,2Y) is a L? admissible pair,

t
[0l < el + 2 [ 0m(0)0s
0 LooHl
§c|]u0”H1+20Hqu 3,20 —i—ZCHquH §,80 +2chVuH 5,89

< cluollg -+ 2elol oz + 2ellogs 190l g + 2eleilzo a9, g

< clluollgr + 2¢[|v[| 100 1l Lo s + 2¢]|v]| Lo L3 |ul]

|:3

ewh E

< cljug || g1 4 16¢2844]| (u, v 10.

)HLWVLIT«,'0 xL2Wh's
Similarly,

1@ 0y (1, 0) | Lo it < €llvo]lm + 1662 65al|(u, )] 19

2wl % x 2wt
Combining these inequalities,

(@ (u, 0), Py (0, 0)) | oo pr1 et < ell (o, v0) |1 r + 32¢*8all(u, v) | 9

2w 2wl
(5.5)

Here, since both (00, 2) and (2, %0) are L? admissible pairs,

(@ (1,0, By (0Dt e < el o, 00) s + 3270l )], e .
(5.6)
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Thus, combining (5.3)), (54), (5.5), and (5.6]),
[[(Pug (1, 0), g (u,v)) [ xxx

< del|(uo, v0) | 1 xprr + 16¢*85al| (u, v) | 12 + 64¢%05q]| (u, v)|

10

10
S LS LS LS ALSL3xL6L3 L2wh 3 x2wh3

< Adel|(ug,vo) || g x g + 640253dH(u,v)HXXx
< (4e 4 512¢%65q) || (uo, vo) || 1 a1 -

If we take 059 with 512¢3854 < 4c, i.e. 5q < then

12802’
[(Pug (w0, v), Pug (1, v)) | x xx < 8¢| (w0, vo) || 15 -
Also, for (ug,v1), (ug,vs) € E,

t
A
[[Pug (w1, 01) = Pug (uz, v2)|| 12 128 =2 /0 "2 (011 — vaTi) (s)ds ST
< 2¢||vyuy — vgu2HL21L%g
< 2flvi(ur =)l 2, a2 + 2¢f[(v1 —v2)u2]| 21 2

< 2cforllpopsllur = wall g g+ 2¢flor — v2IIL%L%4 [uall Lo s

S 1602(5361”211 - U,Q”L%L% + 16025Sd”?}1 — UQHL%L%
= 166" 3ual| (w1, v1) = (un, v2)l g -
Similarly,

”q)UO (u17 Ul) - q)vo (u27 7}2)”
Combining these inequalities,

[[(Pug (ur, v1), Poyg (1, v1)) = (Pug (2, v2), Pug (uz, v2))[| 12 14

S5 L5
< 32¢%654|(u1,v1) — (uz,v2)|

L% S 16 0all(u, o) = (uzy o)l g u paaae

I (5.7)

o

14
L5 L5 xXL5L

Also,

[Pug (u1,v1) — Py (uz,v2)| 1613 = 2

‘/Ot A (01T — voTiz) (s)ds

< 2¢||lviur — vouz||

L6L3

3
L3L2

< 2c|jvr(ur —w2)|| ,, 3 + 2¢|(v1 — v2)uz|

L3L2 1303
< 2c|lvi |l po s llur — w2l pors + 2¢llvr — vallpopslluallLors
< 16¢%65all (1, v1) — (w2, v9) | Lo s o ps-
Similarly,
[ @ (1, 01) = Pug (2, 02)[| 513 < 16¢*65a| (ur, 01) — (uz, v2) || Lo s Lo 13-
Combining these inequalities,
[(Pug (w1, v1), Pog (1, 01)) = (Pug (U2, v2), Pog (U2, v2)) | 615 x 1615
< 3262654 (u1,v1) — (u2,v9)|| 1615 x 1613 (5.8)
Also,

t

1B 111, 01) — B (112, 02)]| o1 < 2 H [ e it = v )
0

< 2cflvitn — vouzl| 5 a0 + 26|V (011 — vt

< 2c|lvy (ur - “2)”L2L‘i’8 +2¢|[(v1 —v2)uzll 5, 20

+ 2¢||Vvy (ug — UQ)HLzL‘;’S + 2¢||V (v — UQ)UQH 3,30

Lo H?

3 30
L2L1
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+ 2|1 V(a1 —w)||, 3 30 + 2¢||Vuz (v —vg)H L

L2L19 19

< 2clorpopolus — uzl g +2cllor — vl , gzl oz
+2Vurll el — ualliors + 2619 (0 — el , a0 luallzors
+ 2¢||v1 || pe 3|V (u1 — u2)HL2L10 + 2cHVu2HL2Lm |lv1 — vo||r6rs
< 16025sd‘|u1 — UQHLQLLO + 16¢2 5sd||vl — 1)2||L2L%

+ 16¢2 5sd||u1 — u2HL6L3 + 166255d||V(1)1 - v2)||L2L%

+16¢%05q]|V (1 —ua)l| 10 + 16¢*05al|vr — va| o s

< 16635 (ur, 01) — (2 02)l| 5, popsmpamt ot

Similarly,
[[@ug (w1, v1) = Pug (U2, v2)|| Lo 1

< 1663l (u1, v1) - (22 o o popsmpemt B xpows ¥

Combining these inequalities,

[[(Pug (w1, v1), Pog (U1, v1)) — (Pug (U2, v2), Pug (U2, v2)) || oo g1 x Lo i1

S 32@26Sd”(u1,2}1) - (u2’v2)HL6L3><L6L3r"|L2W TO < L2 TO . (59)
Also,
H((I)uo (ula 1)1), (I)Uo (ul’ vl)) - (q)uo (u2’ 1)2)’ (I)Uo (u2’ UQ))HLQWL% Xngl,%
< 32634l (1, v1) - (22 6 o po smpom s xpowt (5.10)

Thus, combining (5.7)), (5.8), (5.9), and (5.10),
H((I)uo(ulavl)’ (I)Uo(ul’vl)) - (q)uo(u2’v2)’ (I)Uo (u2’v2))HX><X
< 96¢%0gal| (w1, v1) — (ug,v2)|| x xx-

From 6,4 < ﬁ, it follows that 96¢26sqy < % < 1. Therefore, there exists a unique solution

(u,v) to (NLS) on E. O

Proposition 5.7 (Existence of a critical solution). Let (u.,v.) be the time-global solution to
(NLS) with initial data (uc,vc0). We can construct (uco,vc,0) and (uc,ve) so that

Iy (te.0,ve0) = IS < Iy(¢w, V) KEJO’S(UC,’UC) >0 forall 0<t< oo,

Proof. By the definition of IS, we may take a sequence of data {(us0,vn0)} C H' x H' with

Kﬁo’g(un,o, Un,O) > 0, Iw(¢w7 ww) > I, (un,Ov Un,O) p If’

and SC(up,0,vn,0) does not holds. By Theorem B2 (uy,,v,) exists time-globally. By the def-

inition of SC(up,0,vn.0), H(un,vn)HS byt = for any n € N. By Lemma [l we have

%Kw(un,Oavn,O) < Iw(un,Oavn,O)- Thus,

1 1
lmoll <10 (2 41) L), Tomall <5 (2 44) L) G0

ie. ||(wn,0,vn0)llgrx gt is bounded. Appling Theorem [A.3]
M

(n0(2), v 0(2) = (€72 (w — ), e T80T (3 — 2)) + (UM (2), VM (). (5.12)

j=1
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First, we will prove that there is only one j with (u?,v7) # (0,0).
We assume that (u/,v7) = (0,0) for any j. Then,

SATTM LAy M PRIZN LA _
A 1G0T eV g rd sty = A M€ n0, €2 vno)llg 3 g8y =0

by (@4]). Hence,

1 0,2 0 0)llg 4ty < O
for sufficiently large n. From Theorem [2.20]
itA Lian
H(unavn)H a3 xS < 4" up 0, 2" v"’O)HS(H%)xS(H%) < 4dsq < 00

for such n. This is in contradiction to ||(un, vy = 00. Thus, there exists j such

o - S(H2)xS(H?) o
that (u/,v’) # (0,0). We set (u’,v?) # (0,0) for any j by removing j with (u/,v7) = (0,0).
From Corollary 4.4}

Lo(tin0,v0) = 3 Lo(e ™3 (- — ) e 380 (- — ) + L (UM, VM) + 0, (1).
From Corollary [4.5]
M .
A .
Kio’g(un,Oavn,O) _ ZKEJO,S(efztnAu](, _ ]) e —1it], A ( _ x%)) + K30,8(UTZL\4’ anw) + On(l).
j=1

For sufficiently large n, there exists § > 0 and € > 0 with 2e < ¢ such that
Iw(un,O, Un,O) < Iw(¢wa ¢w) - 5,

I un Oavno _Ztn x]) e QZtnAvj(' - xﬁz)) + Iw(Urjzwa VnM) -

\\Ms

K2% (0, vn0) > —¢,
M .
J ; )
K20 8(un077)n O) ZK2O 8( 7ZtnAu_](_ _ .%'J) e 222& A ( _ 1‘%)) +K30,8(U1i\4’vnM) +e
j=1
From Lemma [£.6]

0 < L(e Bl (- — ad), e 2201 (- = 27)) < Ly(fu ), 0 < L(UM, VM) < L(6u, ),

(5.13)
KiO’S(e_it%Auj(- — xj) e 2”"Avj(- - xil)) >0, KQO’S(UM, VnM) > 0.
for sufficiently large n. (The equality holds if and only if (UM, VM) = (0,0).)
Thus,
0 < lim Iw(e_itj Al e —3ithd ) < lim Iy(tn,0,vn0) = I (5.14)
n—oo n—oo

We assume (uj, v7) # (0,0) for more than one j.
In the case t}, — —o0, using Theorem 2.8

[P(e™ b, e 3 80)| < [l A |2, 340 s < efth 7R 2 107
< e|th |73 |l |2 |0l — 0 as n— o0
and hence

gM(uJ,vJ) + iK(uJ,vj) = Iw(e*thAu] e~ 3ith Ay )—i—P(e*ZtJ "Bl e —3ithdy, I < Lo(¢, )
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for sufficiently large n € N. From Lemma (3] there exists a data (ﬂ%, 56) and a corresponding
solution (@, v”) to (NLS) such that

0 < L(@), ) < Lo(¢ur ), K28, ) >0,
W, ) () — _”"Au] e TG | 1 g — 0 as n — oo,
H'xH
In the case t}, = 0, we set (uo, vo) (u?,v7) and a solution (u/,77) to (NLS) with a data (uo, vo)
Then,
0 < Ly, 1) < Lo(du ), KZS(@, ) > 0,
w0 (—t)) — _”"Au] e TG | 1 g1 — 0 as n — oo,
It HYxH
Therefore, in both cases, we can take new profile (uo, vo) (which is called nonlinear profile) with

0 < Lo(@, 7)) < Lu(w, ), K2 (@, 5) > 0,

(@, 59)(—t]) — (e*itj Ayl e aith Avj)HHlel — 0 as n — oo. (5.15)

for each linear profile (u?,v7). Also, we take (UM, VM) with
M
(uno(@), vno(@)) = Y (@ (& = ah, —t)), 0 (x — af,, —t))) + (U} (2), V;V ()
j=1
(which is called nonlinear profile decomposition). Then, by (512]), Theorem 211}, (5.15)), and
([44)), we have

@ATTM _ LitATrM
(AT, etAY] >||S(H%)XS(H%)

itA A i i LitA~j i i
= (e Un,0,€ E : xgw _tﬁz)v ez =y’ (1‘ - xﬁu _tgz))
— .1 .1
5=l S(H2)xS(H?)

(ztA (el — i (—t1)), ztA(e—éitZ;Avj_51(_,5%)))” L (5.16)

S(H2)xS(H?)

<3

I H(eimUrle’ e%itAVnM)H

S(H3)xS(H3)

< ztn Jj_ j —lztnA Jj_ H tATTM LitAy M H
= O )] R (O S(rh)xs(irh)
— 0 as M,n — oo. (5.17)
Here, we set (@, %) and (5™, 55M) as follows.
(@) (2, ), 03, (2,1)) = (@ (& — @), t = 1), 0 (2 — @), t = 1)),
M
(@M (@, ), 05 (2, 6)) = Y (@h (2, 1), 5 (, 1))
j=1
Then,

i0,aM 4 AUSM ~<Ma§M_zatZuJ+AZuﬂ+2 Za}ﬂ SN @

M:

(10,0, + AU, + 200 )+2 Z Wk
1 1<jAR<M

E : Wk —-
UpUy, =% €1,n-

1<j#k<M

I
S
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Similarly,
1 - ~i e~
=M + §AﬁM + (@sM? = Z Wk =: ey,
1<jAk<M
We will prove that the assumption of Theorem [2.23] holds.
First, we will establish (2ZI8]). Since
itA (~ Lin ~ it ATT A
2 @Y (0) = o). 2 @M 0) =m0l 1ty = AT AT

— 0 as M,n — oo,

S(HZ)xS(H?)

for any € > 0, there exists M;(g) = M; > 0 such that for any M > M, there exists ny = ni (M)
such that for any n > nq,

WA (=<M () _ FitA (Z<M () _
(2 G 0) — ), 5 @Y 0) ~ vl g1 gy < & (5.18)
Next, we will prove (2.16]) and (2ZI7).
From Theorem [A3](£5]) and (4.40),
M . M .
lunolize = D 1 7 + U 7+ 0a(1) s NonollFn = D 110717 + 1V 17+ 0a(1)
=1 j=1
and hence
e . o .
Cri=> |W[fip <oo, Coi=> [v7|} < oo (5.19)
j=1 J=1

In particular, there exists My = M(dsq) > 0 such that ||(u/, v?)|| g1 < 657‘1 for any j > M.
Then, from (B.I5]), for any j > Ma, there exists ny = na(j) such that

1@ (—t), 0 (=)l S 0sa <1, Mo <j <M, n>ns.
Moreover, from (5.10) and (5.19), for any M > 1, there exists ng = n3(M) > 1 such that

M M
S U@ ()0 <200, S IF ()20 <205, 0> s, (5.20)
j=1 j=1
Here, we consider ||(us™,o=M)| .1 1.
S(HZ)xS(H?)
t S
[ g, = [T+ [ TN ey s
0 S(H?2)
t
< He’tA'd?LM(O)HS(H%) + / e’(t_S)A(2'6<M'zZ§M —ern)ds||
0 S(H?2)
< eitA(un’O n UZM)H ) +0H2~<M <M e1n .
S(H?) S/(H™2)
M M

RO g pp 2B N o Hﬁ%MHLeLs +cllewnl

< .
< cllunoll 4 + {S(m)

353

Since C§° is dense in LS(R; L3), for any e > 0, there exists f, g € C§° such that
If =@ lgers <e, llg—v|lpors <e.

Using these inequalities and (4.3]),

~j j i~k k k
||61’nHL3L% =2 Z U](' - xzw T tzz)uk( — Ty T tn)

1§]7ék§M L3L%
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~j j ik k k
D S I s
1<jAh<M
~j j i\~k k k
<2 Z (H(vj—g)(-—xﬁ”-—tf@)u ('_xna'_tn) 1313
1<j#h<M
j i\ (k k k j j k k
+ g —ah =@ = ) —ah—th)|| g+ ot —ade —t)FC =gk =) )
<2 3 (I = gluorsl@lpors + lgllzors @ = fllgors
1<j#h<M
j j k k
+ Hg( - xﬁu' - tzz)f( — Tyt T tn) L3L%>
— 0 as n — oo. (5.21)
Similarly, we have
”627n”L3L% — 0 as n— oo (5.22)
i YY) itA,j EA _
Applying Lemma 53] ||(a/,v )HS(H%)xS(H%) < A||(e"Pu?, ez v )”S(H%)xS(H%)' We set M
max{Mj, M}, then it follows that
v 6
e » . .
55 Sa o = | S99 — - — £)
Jj=1 613
Mo 6 M 6
<o S FC—ad ) el D Fe—ado—d)|
Jj=1 LSIL3 Jj=Mo+1 LSIL3
My My My
Zvj(-—xﬁl,-—tﬁl) SZHUJHLGLS SZHUJHS(H%)
j=1 613 J=1 J=1
Mo , L Mo
LA i LA .
[ S [ [ RS
j=1 j=1
and
v 6
Z U]( _1'%, _tgz)
j:MO“Fl LSIL3
8 7
M 15 M 15
<l X Fe-wd-a)| || X Fe—ade -6
Jj=Mo+1 L% Jj=Mo+1 L%l 16
8 6 6
M 15 M 15
<[ & Fe-ah-a S F-ody- )
Jj=Mo+1 I . Jj=Mo+1 L8 L6
16 1
M 5 M 5
<| > Fe-d-a S et
J=Mo+1 Leors [[J=Motl L5L%
16 1
M 5 M 5
co| X e | S Fe-ae-d)
J=Mo+1 Lot [|7=Mo+l L¥L%
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Here, we estimate

2 14
M M 5
S We—ad )| and | Y W ad— )
j=Mo+1 oo p1 j=Mo+1 LsL%
" 2
Z 5]( - xZL’t - t%)
Jj=Mo+1 H1
< D IPe—iE+2 Y Re(@(—af,t =), 0°( —ap,t — 1)) .
Jj=Mo+1 Mo+1<j#k<M
(5.23)
By Lemma [5.5]
M M
SR - )G <64 > P (—t)[I3p <128¢°Ch,  n > max{ng,na}.  (5.24)
j=Mo+1 j=Mo+1
On the other hand, by ([@3]),
(@ (-— a2l t —t3), 0% (- — 2kt —tF)) pn| — 0 as n — oo (5.25)
From (5.:23)), (5:24), and (5.25)), for any M > My + 1, there exists ny = n4(M) > 1 such that
" 2
> W —al,t—t]) < 256¢Cy, M > My+1,n>ny. (5.26)
j:MO+1 Lo H1
Using Lemma [5.4],
M 5
S B ahe—tl)
=Myt L8 ¥
M . 14 . . .9 k
< D> P wte > / / [0 (z — al t — t0)|5[0F (& — 2k, t — t5)|dadt.
. L5 L5 - R JR5
j=Mo+1 Mo+1<j#k<M
By Lemma and (5.20),
Moo o LM oM , "
D IFC—t) Py <G)F Y Tl BT D W (—H)llE < 2C1(8)7
j=Mo+1 j=Mo+1 j=Mo+1

for n > max{ns,n3}. On the other hand,

/ / (@ — ad b — ) [$0F(x — okt — 1) | dudt
R JR5

= 77 (- =&y = )5 [0 — - = )|l
< |G =, =)0 =@, = )l g I107C =2, - = 80) Ml 7,
, . o . A 4
= |I[77 (- = = )T =, — )| 2 (- — ]y = ta)ll” 1 1
L
. . . A i . . .4
< |G =, =)0 =2 =)l 7| 1 ‘ 17 (=2, =) ||
L2
4
. , o X X . , o4
= [0V (- — 2, — )0 (- — 2y, — 1) I3 HU](‘—xﬁw‘—t%)Hz%L%
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5
1)~ ' i L~k k ey 2 7
< (8c)3 || (—t ||H1 |U] (@ —af, t = 1)) |5 [0" (z — @y, T — t,) |5 dadt
for My+1<j#k<M by Lemma 5.5 Usmg @3),

//5|§j(x—x%,t—t%)|g|5k(x—xﬁ,t—tﬁﬂdmdt—>0 as n — 0o.
R

Thus,
HﬂrSLMHS(H%) <A< 0. (5.27)
Similarly,
H@;MHS(H%) <A< oo. (5.28)
Combining (518), (5:210), (5.22)), (5.27), (528]), and Theorem [2.23],
([ (tn, vp) | < C(A) < .

S(H2)xS(HT) =
However, this is contradiction. Therefore, there is only one j with (u’,v7) # (0,0) and we set
j = 1 for such j by rearranging. We consider a profile (u0, vc,0) given in the above argument
and the corresponding solution (u,v.) to (NLS). Also, we define (U}, V;!) as follows.

(un,0(2), vn,0(2)) = (el = 2, =) ucle — @, —t3) + (Un (@), Vil (2)).
From the calculation of (5.17), we have

(AU} e ’tAV i — 0 as n — oo.

S(H2)><S( A2
Here, we set that (uen(7,t),ven(z,t)) = (uc(x — 2L, t —t),ve(z — zk,t — t})) and assume that
A = ||(ten; ven) |l

We will prove that this assumption is wrong by using Theorem 2231

Ue, Ve) || < 00.

S(H2)xS(H?) H( S(H2)xS(F?)

. _ . 1
10¢Uey + Alen + 2VenTUey =0, 10tVcn + §Avc7n + uin =0,

— ||( ztAUl BQZtAV )H

— 0 as n — oo.

) 1.
H(BZtA (uc,n(o) - un,O)’ ezt (UCJL(O) -

Un,(]))HS(H%)XS(H%) S(HQ)XS(.%)

Hence, from Theorem [2.23]

<C(A) < 0.

s )l g <

However, this is in contradiction to the way of taking (uy,, vy, ). Thus, we have || (uc, v.) HS(H% Ixsd) =
00. Also, from the way of taking a profile,

0< Iw(uc,Oavc,O) < Iw(%,%) KQO’S(UC Oavc,O) > 0,

Hm | (ue(—t3), ve(—th)) = (e " 8ul, e 2801 [ 1, gn =0,
n—o0

i.e.
Jim | (ue(— tr)s ve(—to )l = [ (', o) s

Therefore, it follows that

Ko (ue(—th), v.(—=th)) — K (e Zt%Aul e~ 2By 50 as n— 0,
n n

’P(uc(_ti),vc(—ti)) —P(e ZtnAul e 22t A 1)‘

:l/zuﬁ—ﬁﬁaﬂ—ﬂf e~ HhA YL (1) =R Ayl (1) 2d
R5
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/ vele, —th)(@ala, —t1)? — e BAu (@)?) + (vela, —t1) — e3B! (2))e Byl (2)2de
RE}

< [lve(—t8) Iz lue(—th) + e~ A0l | paluc(—th) — e 72wl s

+llve(—th) — e AL o lem Al 2,
< Joe(—t) L (e =t + g [lue(—th) — e 2t |

+flve(—th) — e 3 Au | [|ut |2
— 0 as n — oo.

Thus, we have

Hm |1, (ue(—tL), ve(—tL)) — L (e mAut, e 2itnAyl)| = 0,

n—oo n n
lim \KgO’S(uc(—ti),vc(—t}L)) — KiO’S(e_itfllAul, e_%it}lAvl)\ =0.
n—oo

Since 1, conserves with respect to time, it follows that I, (us(—tL),ve(=t})) = Lu(uco,ve0)-
. 1-
Also, we obtain 0 < I,(uc0,vc0) < IS by 0 < lim Iw(e*”}lAul,efiltfllAvl) < IS. Here, we
n—o0

assume that I, (uc,v00) < 1S, then it follows that ||(uc,ve)|| < 00 by definition of

S(H3)xS(H%)
I§. However, this is contradiction. Therefore, we obtain I,,(uc,0,ve0) = IS. O

5.2. Compactness of the critical solution.
We define a equivalence relation ~ on H!x H! as follows:

Y10 €R® st (¢1,02) = (Y1(- — @0), Pl — x0)) => (b1, 92) ~ (¢1,¢2).

H'xH'/~ denotes the quotient space, which is constructed by the whole equivalence class with
respect to ~. We represent an element of H'x H!/~ by [(¢1,¢2)], and let 7 : H'x H! —
H'x H'/~ be the natural projection.

Here, we check that ~ defines the equivalence relation on H' x H'.

Since (¢1,¢2) = (¢1(- — 0), ¢2(- = 0)), (d1,¢2) ~ (d1,¢2).
Since
(61, 02) = (V1(- — 20), Y2(- — 20)) = (Y1, ¥2) = (é1(- + 20), P2(- + x0)),
(@1, P2) ~ (Y1,92) = (¥1,92) ~ (d1, P2).
Since
(01,92) = (W1 (- = w0), 2 (- —20)), (Y1, ¢2) = (1 (- = 21),p2(- — 21))
= (¢1,¢2) = (p1(- — 20 — 1), p2(- — w0 — 1)),
(01,02) ~ (Y1,92), (Y1,92) ~ (p1,902) = (o1, d2) ~ (¥1,¢2).

Therefore, ~ defines the equivalence relation on H'x H'.

Lemma 5.8. H'x H'/~ is metrizable with a distance

d([(¢1, ¢2)], [(¥1,2)]) (61(- — o), P2(- — 20)) — (WY1, V)| 1 -

= inf ||

zo€ERS
Moreover, H' x H! /~ is complete with respect to this distance.
Remark 5.9. H! x H!/~ is not a vector space.

Proof. First, we establish that the orbits of (¢ (-—), ¢2(-—x¢)) are closed in H'xH'. The orbit
of (¢17¢2) = (070) is (070)' Suppose (¢17¢2) # (070)7 {xn} - R57 and (¢1( - xn)7¢2(' - xn))
converges on (t1,%9) in H'x H'. Then, we claim that x, converges. If not, then either z,
is unbounded and there exists a subsequence x,, such that |z,| — oo, or z,, is bounded and
two subsequences x, — o and x,; — x(. In the first case, we obtain (¢1,12) = (0,0). We
consider convergence of (¢1,¢2) in B(0,R) for any R > 0. Then, (¢1(z),¢2(z)) = (0,0) for
x € B(0, R). Because R > 0 is arbitrary, (¢1,2) = (0,0). This implies (¢1, ¢2) = (0,0). In the
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second case, we obtain (¢1(- — zo), p2(- — 20)) = (¢1(- — (), p2(- — x()). Because C§° is dense
in H!, for any ¢ > 0, there exists f, g € C° such that

1 = fllgr <& and |2 —glly <e.
Thus,

(@1 = @0); d2(- = 20)) = (Y1, ¥2) | e
< (1, 2) (- = m0) = (£, 9)(: — zo)lm e + 1(f,9)(- = o) = (f,9) (- = )l 2 st
F N9 = 2n) = (D1,02)( — 2ol + (1, 82) (- = 2n) = (Y1, o) lwm <€
and we obtain (¢1(- — o), ¢2(- — x0)) = (¢1,2). Similarly, (¢1(- — xp), P2(- — z()) = (Y1, 12),

ie. (¢1(-—z0), P2(- — o)) = (P1(- — (), p2(- — (). This equality holds only at (¢1, ¢2) = (0,0).

Therefore, the both cases cause contradiction.

Next, we verify that the distance d defines a distance on H' x H!/~. If [(¢1, 2)] = [(¢1,2)],

then it is clear that d([(¢1, ¢2)], [(¢1,12)]) = 0. Conversely, if d([(¢1, ¢2)], [(¢¥1,12)]) = 0, then
in{{5 |(p1(- — x0), Pp2(- — x0)) — (V1,V2)[|[Hixmr = 0 by definition of the distance d. Since

zo€

the orbits of (¢1(- — @), p2(- — mo)) are closed in H' x H!, there exists 2, € R5 such that

(D1(- — 25), P2(- — x()) — (Y1, ¥2)||mrxmr = 0. Thus, (¢1(- — x5), ¢2(- — ) = (¥1,2), ie.
[(¢1,92)] = [(¢1,%2)]. Tt follows clearly that d([(¢1, d2)], [(¥1,%2)]) = d([(1,%2)]; [(¢1, #2)]). If
(1, 02), (b1,%2), (m,m2) € H' x H!, then there exists #7 € R% and 23 € R® such that

d([(¢1, 92)], [(m, m2)]) = 1(#1(- — 1), $2(- — 21)) — (M, m2) | 1< 1
and

d([(n )], [($1; ¥2)]) = [(m (- = 23),m2(- = 23)) = (1, 2) |-

Hence,

d([(¢1, #2)], [(¥1,92)]) = Igrelﬂ% [(#1(- — x0), P2(- — x0)) — (Y1, V2) || 1 x it

< [(@1(- — 27 — 23), d2(- — 271 — 23)) — (Y1, ¥2) | s
< [(@1(- — 27 —23), p2(- — 27 —23)) — (m (- — 23),m2(- — 23)) |1 s

+ 1 (m (- = 23),m2(- — 25)) — (Y1, ¥2) [ 1<
< 1 (- = 21)s d2(- — 21)) — (1, m2) |

+ 1 (- = 23),m2(- — 23)) — (W1, )l e

= d([(¢1, $2)], [(m1;m2)]) + d([(1,m2)], (1, 92)])-

Thus, the triangle inequality also holds. Next, we prove completeness. Suppose that [(¢1.5,, ¢2,)]
is a Cauchy sequence. It suffices to show that a subsequence converges. We can pass to a

subsequence [(¢1,n, $2.n)]; [(P1,n+1, P2,n+1)] s0 that d([(P1,n, P2.n)], [(A1,0+1, P2n+1)]) < 277 We
take 1 = 0. We construct a sequence x, inductively as follows: given z,_1, select x, so

that [|[(p1,n-1(- — Zn-1), P2.n-1(- = Tn-1)) = (P1.0(- — 20), P20 (- — )|l g1k < 27"F1. Then,
(p1.n(- —T0), p2.n(- — ) is a Cauchy sequence in H!x H!, and hence, there exists (¢1, ¢2) such

that (¢1.,(- — 2n), P2.n(- — ) — (¢1,02) in H! x H. Then,

d([1,n, P2,n)s (01, P2]) < [[(P1,0(- — 2n), P20 (- — Tn)) — (D1, P2) |1 x gt — 0.

Thus, [(¢1.n, P2.n)] — [(¢1,62)] in HxH!/~.
Finally, we prove that m(B((¢1,¢2),7)) = B([(¢1,2)],7) for any (¢1,¢o) € H x H! and r > 0.

We take any (wlva) € B((¢17¢2)7T)' Then, ”(¢17¢2) - (¢17¢2)HH1><H1 < r, and hence,

d([(¢1, 92)], [(¥1,92)])
$§2ﬂg5 [(@1(- = z0), P2(- — w0)) — (Y1, V2) | it < (D1, 02) — (1, ¥2) | <7

Thus, [(¢1,¢2)] € B([(61,2)], 7). We take any [(¢h1,12)] € B([(¢1,¢2)],7). Then,
d([(¢1, @2)]: [(¥1,92)]) <7
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Since the orbits of (¢ (- — xg), p2(- — x0)) is closed in H!x H!, there exists x such that
d([(¢1, d2)], (Y1, ¥2)]) = (@1 (- — 25), P2(- — x0)) — (1, ¥2) [ 12 s
= [1(¢1, ¢2) = (¥1(- + 20), Y2(- + xp)) 1 prr <7

Since (Y1 (- + (), Y2 (- +5)) € B((é1, p2),7), we obtain [(¢1,v2)] € m(B((¢1, ¢2),7)). Therefore,
we have 7(B((¢1,92),7)) = B([(¢1,¢2)],7) and the topology deduced from the distance d on
H'x H'/~ is quotient topology. O

Lemma 5.10. Let K be a precompact subset of H' x H'/~. Assume
1 > 0 such that “(¢1,¢2) € 7 H(K), |[(d1,02) | s > 1.
Then there exists K C H' x H! such that 7T(I~() — K and K is precompact in H!x H?,

Proof. We first show that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any (p, q) € K, there exists (¢1(p), ¥2(q)) =
(¢1,12) € 7 1(p, q) such that

(b1, Y2) | 1 (B01)) < 1 (B0,1)) = € (5.29)
by contradiction. If not, then for any n € N, there exists [(¢1,5, P2n)] € K

sup [[(1,n(- = 20), P20 (- — w0))|l 11 (B(0,1)) x H (B(0,1)) < — (5.30)

zo€ER®

S|

Since K is precompact, we take a subsequence from {[(¢1.r, ¢2,)]} if necessary, then there exists
(¢1,¢2) € H'xH'" such that [(¢1,n, p2.n)] — (p,q) in H'xH' /~, where we set 7(41, d2) = (p, @)
In other wards, if (¢, #2) is fixed in 7= %(p, ¢), then
inf [(@1,n(- = 20), P2,n(- — 0)) = (¢1,82) |1 xr —> 0 as n — oo.
xo
Thus, we may find a sequence {z,,} C R® such that

[(1n(- = 2n)s P2n (- — Tn)) = (b1, 2) || g1 x gt —> 0 as n — oo.
From (5.30), for any zo € R5,

S|

[(@1,n(- + 20 — 2n), P2, (- + z0 — xn))”Hl(B(O,l))le(B(O,l)) <
Thus,
[(B1, @)l F1 (B(z0,1)) x H (B(0,1))
< |[(¢1,92) = (D1,n(- — zn), P2, (- — )|l 1 11
+ (@1, (- = 2n), d2.0(- — Tn))| H1 (Bzo, 1)) x H (B(x0,1))
= [[(¢1,92) — (P1,n(- — Tn), P20 (- — Tn)) | 1 s it
+ [(@1,n(- + 20 — 20), P2, (- + 0 — )| 51 (B(0,1)) x H1 (B(0,1))

1
< H((bly(bZ) - ((bl,n(' - xn)7¢2,n(' - xn))”Hlel + E — 0 as n — oo.

Hence, (¢1,¢2) vanishes on B(zo, 1) x B(zo,1). Because o is arbitrary, (¢1,¢2) = (0,0). How-
ever, this is contradiction. Next, let K = {(¢1(p), ¢2(q)) : (p,q) € K and (¢1,¢2) satisfies (5.29)}.
Then, (11,v2) € K satisfies ||(¥1,¥2)|l a1 (B(0,1))x H1 (B(0,1)) = €- Also, we have 7(K) = K. We

prove that K is precompact. Let (¢1 5, ¢2,) be a sequence in K. Because K is precompact, if
we pass to a subsequence, then there exists (¢1,¢2) € H' x H' and a sequence {x,} C R’ such
that

1 (|10~ ). G2 — 20)) — (61, 62)| s ars = 0. (5:31)

Also, because (¢1 .5, ¢25,) is bounded in H L H', we can pass to a subsequence so that

1 [|(B10: b2l a1 = 1 € (0,00). (5.32)
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Here, we prove that {z,} is bounded. If not, then we can pass to a subsequence so that
|z | — 0.

Hmsup [[(¢1,n (- — @n), P20 (- — Tn)) | 11 (B(0, |20 |- 1)) x H (B0, [2n| 1))

n—oo

= liHLSUP [(D1,n5 P20 ) | Y (B(=m 0|~ 1)) x HY (B(=nsJn|~1))

< limsup [[(¢1,n, P2,0)l| 1 x gt — Hmsup [[(d1,n, G2,0) | 71 (B0,1))x 7 (B(0,1))
n—00 n—oo
<[l-—e=¢.

We obtain ||(¢1, ¢2)||g1xm1 < I—e. However, this is in contradiction to (5.31]) and (5:32]). Thus,
|z,,| is bounded and we can pass to a subsequence so that x, — T as n — oco. Because C§°
is dense in H!, for any ¢ > 0, there exists f, g € C§° such that

61 = fllm <&, [|¢2 — gllm <e.
Thus,

(@15 b2,n) = (D1(- + T), G2(- + 2D 1 ser
< (P1ns P2.0) = (01, 92) (- + ) 1w + (01, 62) (- + ) = (£,9) (- + @)l 1o
N9+ 20) = (F9)C+ D) +1(F,9)(+7) = (61, 02) (- + D)l mrxmr <e

Hence, (¢1.5, ¢2,n) converge in H'x H'. Therefore, K is precompact. ]
Lemma 5.11. Let (u,v) be the time-global H! x H! solution to (NLS). Suppose that

K =7({(u(-,t),v(-,t)) : t €[0,00)})

is precompact in H! x H!/~. Then there exists x(¢), a continuous path in R?, such that

{(u( - m(t),t),v(- - x(t)vt)) te [0700)}

is precompact in H!x H!.

Proof. In the case (u,v) = (0,0), the claim holds clearly. Let (u,v) # (0,0). Then, it follows
that
[(u(z = z0,t), v(2 — 20, )| g1 51 = M (ug,v0) >0
for any (u(z — zo,t),v(z —x0,t)) € 7 1(K). We can take K satisfying m(K) = K and being pre-
compact in H'xH' by Lemma5.I0l Since a map (u,v) : [N, N+1] 3t — [[(u(t), v(t))|| g x g1 €
R is uniformly continuous for each N € N, there exists d > 0
8 00, 2)) = (s 8,0, ) s < 5

for any t,t’ € [N, N 4 1] with |t — /| < dn. Let a sequence {t,} increase, satisfy ¢, — oo,
and devide a interval [N, N + 1] into less than width dy. Since 7T(I~( ) = K, we can select
2(ty) € RO with (w(- — z(tn), tn),v(- —2(tn), tn)) € K for any n. We set that z(t) is a continuous
function connecting z(t,) and x(t,+1) with a segment. We will prove that {(u(- — z(t),t),v(- —
x(t),t)) : t € [0,00)} is precompact in H'x H'. We set that a sequence s, in [0,00) satisfies
S, —> Sg or § — oo by passing to a subsequence si. In the case s — sg, it follows
that (u(- — z(sk), sg), v(- — x(sk), sk)) — (u(- — x(s0), 80),v(- — x(s0), So)) by the continuity of
(u(t),v(t)) and x(t). In the case s, — oo, we can take a unique index n(k) with ¢,)_; < s <
tnk) for any k. Since K is precompact, (u(- — z(tyk)—1), tn(k)—1)> V(- — T(tnk)—1), tn(k)—1)) and
(u(- = 2(tnm))s tary ), v(- — x(tn(k)), tn(k))) converge in H'xH" by passing to a subsequence (with
respect to k). (u(-z(tnk)—1)s tn@k))> V(- — Z(tn(k)=1)s tn@r))) converge by the way of taking ¢, and
the uniform continuity of (u,v). It suffices to prove that (u(- — z(sk), tnw)), v(- — 2(sk)s tu(i)))
has a converging subsequence. Since (u(- — z(tnk)—1): tnk)), V(- — T(tnk)—=1), tn@r))) and (u(- —
x(tn(k))atn(k))7v(' - x(tn(k))atn(k))) converge, .%'( n(k)— ) (tn(k)) converges. ‘T(Sk) - x(tn(k)fl)
converges by passing to a subsequence. Therefore, (u(-—x(sg), tnw)), v(-—2 (k) tn(r))) converges
in H'x H'. O
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Proposition 5.12 (Precompactness of the flow of the critical solution). With the same (u.,v.)
as Proposition [5.7] there exists a continuous path z(¢) in R® such that

K = {(uc(- — 2(t), 1), ve(- — x(t),t)) : t €[0,00)} € H' x H'
is precompact in H!x H!.
Proof. We will deduce contradiction by assuming that Proposition [5.12] does not hold. We as-
sume that Propositon[B.I2ldoes not hold. Then, 7({(uc(t),vc(t)) : t € [0,00)}) is not precompact
in H'x H!/~ by Lemma[5.11] so there exists {[(u¢(tn), ve(tn))]} such that any subsequence does

not converges, i.e. for any [(¢',9!)] € H' x H!/~, there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any N € N,
there exists n > N such that

nf (el = @0, vl = 20,t)) = (68Dl .

Thus, it suffices to prove that for any sequence {t,} C [0,00), there exists a subsequence {t,}
such that {(uc(- — z(tn), tn), ve(- — z(t,), t,))} converges in H' x H'.
In the case {t,} is a covergence sequence, it holds because the solution to (NLS) is continuous
with respect to t. Thus, we consider a {t,} with t, — oo as n — oco. We set that (¢n,,) =
(ue(tn),ve(ty)). Applying Theorem 5.7, we have

Iw(ut:avc) = If; < Iw(¢wa¢w) ) Kzo’g(ucﬂ)c) >0

for any 0 < t < oco. From (GBI, ||(¢n,¥n)|sixm is bounded (with respect to m). Using
Theorem [£.3] it follows that

M ) .
(Gnstn) = Y (e AG (- — ad), e T AP (- — ) + (DM W),

j=1
From the same argument as (5.13]), we have
0< I(e tdgi em3itndyiy <18 0 < I, (M OM) < I¢,

Kio,s(e—itiA(ﬁj’e—%itiij) >0, KUZJO,S(@M \I/M) >0
for sufficiently large n. (The equal sign holds if and only if (&}, WM) = (0,0).)

There exists only one j with (¢7,17) # (0,0) by the same argument as the proof of Proposition
B Thus, we have

(6 ¥n) = (€781 (- — 2h), e T A1 (- — 2])) + (@), W),
Also, applying Corollary [£4]
I¢ = lim I (e m2¢! em2imByl) 4 lim I,(®L, Wh).
n—oo

n—o0
Here, we assume that lim Iw(e*it}lA&,e*%itfllAwl) < If. Also, we express the correspond-
ing solution to (NLS) v?rﬁﬁoinitial data (ug,vg) in NLS[(ug,vo)](t) = (NLS[ug](t), NLS[vo](t)).
Then, we have |[NLS[(e~n2¢!, e~z ypl)](- — < 00 by the definition of I,
Futhermore, it follows that

o il
Hez(t tn)A(uc(tn) — NLS[@ tnA¢1(. — xyll)](tn — tn))HS(H%)
— Hei(t_t")A(e_it}LAgbl(- _ xrll) + q)rll —it), A¢ (

")”S(H%)xs(H%)

gt
i(t— tn)A(I)ln itAq)lu

alle, 1. —> 0 as n — oo.
S(H2)

= [le = [le

S(H2)

Similarly,

o2 12 (v () = NLS[e™ 240 (=) (b0 — 1)) 3

ZtA\I’lu
2)

—||e2 — 0 as n — oo.

t\.’)\»—l
~
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Thus, we obtain ||(uc,vc)|] < 00 by Theorem [2.23] but this is in contradiction to

S(HZ)xS(H?)
Proposition 5.7l Therefore,

lim I, (e B¢l emzitndyly = 1 lim I,(®L, ¥l) = 0.
n—oo n—oo
Combining this fact and Lemma [4.1],
lim K,(®, U}) < 101,(D), U3) =0,
n—oo

i.e.
lim ||, W1) 1111 = 0.
n—oo

Next, we will prove t. = 0.
We assume that t. — —oo. Then,

itA LitA
‘ <6 On, €2 ¢”> ‘S(H% ;[0700))><S(H% :[0,00))

_ ‘ (ei(tft}L)Agbl(‘ _ x}l),e%i(tft}b)Albl(‘ _ xm) i <eitA(I)111,6%itA\I,%L)

< H (ei(tft;)A¢17 e%i(tft,ll)Adﬂ) H

‘S(H% :[0,00)) X S(ET 2 :[0,00))

S(F3:[0,00)) x S(H%:]0,00))

4 <eitA(I)1’e%itA\I,1)‘ » » .
" ") S(F2:00,00))xS(HZ:[0,00))
Here,
li it—tHA 1 Lit—tl)A 1 ”
netoo <e 9 e v ) S(FH%:(0,00)) x S(E % :]0,00))
—n A 1 LitA 1 H _
ng%o (6 ¢ e T;Z)) S(H%:[—t}L,oo))XS(H%:[—t}“oo)) 0

1

< 70sq for sufficiently large n € N. These

and H(eim@}”e%im\ﬂ}l) ‘ 1 1
S(HZ:]0,00))x S(E 2 :]0,00))

formulas are in contradiction to Theorem 220l Hence, we have t} = 0.

H(uc( + xrlwtn)’vc(' + xrlwtn)) - (¢1’¢1)HH1><H1 = H(%,T,Z)n) - (gbl( - xrlz)’wl( - xrlz))HHl x H1

= 1@, U0 | g1
—0 as n — oo.

Thus, {(ue(-—2(tn), tn), Ve(-—2(tn), tn))} converges in HxH"' and we set that (¢!, y!) € H'xH"
denotes the limit. Then,

x(ﬁ?]{@ ”(uc( - antn)avc(' - antn)) - ((bl? ¢2)”H1XH1
< H(uc( - x(tn)7tn)avc(' - x(tn)7tn)) - (¢17¢2)HH1><H1 — 0 as n — oo.
Therefore, {(uc(- — x(t),t),v.(- — z(t),t))} is precompact. O

Lemma 5.13 (Precompactness of the flow implies uniform localization). Let (u,v) be the
solution to (NLS) such that

K ={(u(- —z(t),t),v(- — z(t),t)) : t € [0,00)}

is precompact in H! x H'. Then for each € > 0, there exists R > 0 so that
/ (Ju(z,t)|* + [v(z, )]* + [Vu(z, t)]* + [Vo(z, t)]* + |[v(z, t)u(z, t)?]) de < €
o+ ()| >R

for all 0 <t < .
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Proof. We will prove by contradiction.
We assume that there exists € > 0 such that for any n € N, there exists t,, such that

/ (Ju(@,tn)? + (@, t0)[* + |Vu(z, tn)[* + [Vo(, tn) [ + |v(@, t)u(z, t,)?]) do > e.
|z4z(tn)|>n

(5.33)
By changing variables,

/II (lu(z = x(tn), t) P + [o(z — 2(tn), ta)|* + [Vu(z — z(tn), ta)]”
z|>n
HVu(z — z(tn) tn)|* + (@ — 2(t), tn)u(x — 2(tn), tn)?]) dz > €.
Since K is precompact, there exists (U, V) € H! x H! such that
a(t

(u(- — x(ty), tn), v(- — x(tn),tn)) — (U, V) as n— oo in H'xH.
by passing to a subsequence of {t,}. From (U, V) € H'x H' — L3x L3, we have

Ve Ve Ve

U z>n) < T = Vv z>n) < T = VU zl>n) < T =
1Tl 2 (1| >n) W IV 22 (|z)>n) W IVU || £2(12>n) 35
e Ve e

) U x n < b V x n < .
W Ul 23 (a)>n) 25 IVl 3 (1 >n) 25
by taking sufficiently large n. Also, since (u(- — z(tn),tn), v(- — x(tn), tn)) — (U, V) as n —
oo in H'x H', if we take sufficiently large n, then

IVV L2 (jz)5n) <

[u(- = z(tn) tn) = Ullp2 < %, [v(- = 2(tn), tn) = V12 < %,
V(= altadta) = O)llzz < 2% 9000 =2t t) = Vo < 2.
Ve Ve
Ju(- = z(tn), tn) = Ullps < 25 [v(- = 2(tn), tn) = Vs < 25
Thus,
lu(es to) |2 (jotatn)>n) = 0 = 2(tn), ta) | L2(j2|>n)
< lu(- = z(tn), tn) = Ullzz + IU| 22 (j2|>n)
LA
25 25 V5
IVu(s to)ll L2 (atot)>n) = IVl = 2(tn), ta) | L2 (jo|>n)

< V(- = a(tn),tn) = U)llez + VUl L2 (12 >n)

VL N _E
2v5  2v5 V5

/ lv(z, t)u(z, t)?|dx
|zt2(tn)|[>n

< oG Ol 23 (aatta)sm G N8 (osa(on) )
= [lo(- = 2(tn), )l L3 a>m 1u(- = (), Ol[75 (2 m)
< (o€ = 2tn)st) = Viigs + IVIlzsgaisny) (- = 2(tn), £) = Ullzs + U 23(ai5n)
( VE f) ( Ve | Ve >2
2v5  2v5) \2v5  2V5

-
=
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Therefore,
/ (@ ta) 2 + [0(@, ) 2 + [V, ) 2 + [Vo(e, ta)[2 + [o(, ta)u(z, t)?]) do < e.
|x4x(tn)|>n

Since this is in contradiction to (5.33]), for any ¢ > 0, there exists R > 0 such that for any
0<t < o0,

/ (Ju(z, ) + |v(z, 1) > + |Vu(z,t)]* + [Vo(z,t)]* + |v(z, t)u(z,1)?]) de < e.
le+a(t)|> R

U
Proposition 5.14. The solution (u,v) to (NLS) satisfies the following conservation law.
P(u(t),v(t)) :=Im [ (Vut+ Vot)dz = P(ug,v).
RS
Proof. Applying Lemma 225l as x(x) = x; for j € {1,--- ,5},
Im— (uju + v;0) dx = 0.
dt Jgrs
Thus,
d
Im— (Vuu + Vov)dz =0
dt Jgrs
and we have
P(u(t),v(t)) =Im | (Vuu + Vuo)dz = P(ug, vo).
R5
U

Proposition 5.15 (Galilean transformation). If (u,v) satisfies (NLS), then
(eix'&)e_itlg“'Qu(x — 2&t, 1), 62i$'506_2it‘§°|2v(x — 2&pt, 1))
also satisfies (NLS).
Proof. Let (u,v) solve (NLS), and
(z,w) = (eix'&’e*it‘gwu(x — 260t 1), €20 672it|£0|21)($ — 2¢pt, t)).
We obtain the following formula by a direct calculation:

Orz = —i\go]26”6'506_"“50‘221(38 — 2ot t)

5
— ¢l b0 g itléol? Z 0,5 (0ju)(x — 2&ot,t) + em'goe_it‘go‘Q(atu)(x — 28t t).
j=1
From
0z = =5 e e Mol u(@ — 260t 1)
+ 2060 eSO (§,u) ( — 260, 1) + €O (92u) (ar — 260t 1),
we obtain
Az = —|£0|26ix'§°e_it‘§°‘2u(x — 2¢pt, 1)

5
+ 2ie 80O N g (9ju) (2 — 260t 1) + €70 MOF (Au)(z — 260t ).
j=1
Thus,

5
10z + Az + 2wz = ]{0\26i$'5067it|50|2u(x — 2ot t) — 2t 60 ¢ —itléo” Z{o,j(aju)(x — 28t t)
j=1

+ e 60~ (9,u) (z — 260t 1) — |€o[2ei &0 e MOl u(x — 264t 1)
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5
+ 2460 g itlco]? Z €0, (0ju)(x — 2&ot,t) + et 0=t (Ay)(z — 260t, t)
j=1
+ 262iz-§oe—2it\§o\2v(x — 2%,t, t)e—i$~foeit|§0|2ﬂ(x — 280t t) =0,
and
5
1 4 . . .
i0pw + §Aw + 22 = 2‘&)’262233'50672”‘50'21)(1' — 28t t) — 242 0 ¢~ 2itlCo|? Z €0,;(05v)(x — 26t t)
j=1
+ 2'62”'506_2”|§°|2(8 v)(ac — 2ot t) — 2[{0\zezm'foe_Zit‘gO‘Qv(x — 2ot t)
1., .
+ 2420 o= 2itlol? Z £0,;(0v)(x — 26ot,t) + 562”'506_2”|§°‘2(Av)(az — 2&t, 1)
7=1
+ 62im'£°ef2it‘5°‘2u(x — 260t,1)* = 0.
Therefore, (z,w) solves (NLS). O

Proposition 5.16. Let (u,v.) be the critical solution constructed in Proposition (.7l Then
P(uc,v:) = 0.

Proof. We assume P(u,v.) # 0. Let (ze, we) = (€080 y, (1 — 2€0t, 1), 2760 ¢ 2itC0l* 4y, (3 —
2¢ot,t)). We obtain the following formula by a direct calculation:
2 2 2 2
zellz2 = lluellze s llwellze = llvellz2-

IVeelz2 = Z 192172

= Z ||Z'fo,jem'§06_it‘§0‘QUC(' — 2%t 1) + eix-ﬁoe—it\f()\Q(ajuc)(. — 260t,1)||2,

j=1
5 5 5
= 1€yl luclo + D N105ucll7z + ) 2Re(djue, i€o juc) 12
=1 j=1 j=1
5
= |£0|2||UCH%2 + HVUCH%2 + QIngo,j(ajumuc)LQa
j=1

5
IVawelZz = ) 19;wel72
=1

5
= Z ||21'507],621'1-60672#\50\22}0(. — 2%t 1) + 62iz-£oe—2it\£o\2(ajvc)(. — 26t, t)\|%2

5 5 5
=> Alg0;Pllvelliz + D N05vel7a + > ARe(djve, i€o,jve) 12

5
= 4o lvell 2 + Vel +4Tm > & 5(9jve, ve) 12
j=1
Thus,

1
K(2e,we) = || V2e||72 + §vacui2

= [P (lucll72 + 2llvell72) + [ Vucl72 + 5 HWcHLz + 20 - Pluc, ve)
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|£0| M(uc’ Uc) + 28 - (um Uc) + K(um vc)
and
P(ze,w.) = Re/ weZeldr = Re/ v e dr = Plug,ve).
RS RS

Therefore,

w 1
Iw(zw wc) = _M(ZC7 wc) + _K(Zw wc) - P(za wc)
2

w 1
- EM(uavc) ’50‘ M(uwvc) +§0 (uavc) + §K(u07vc) - P(uavc)

= (e, ve) + (rso\ M(ute,ve) + 260 - Pluc,ve) )
K*3(2,,w.) = 8K (2e, we) — 20P (2., w)

= 81602 M (ue, ve) + 1660 - P, ve) + 8K (ue, vc) — 20P (o, ve)

= K2ty ve) + 8 (160 M (e, ve) + 260 - Pluc,ve) ).

Here, if we combine

’50’ M(uca Uc) + 250 (u07 Uc) = M(“w Uc) 50 +

and
0 < Iy(ue,ve) =I5, Ky(ue,ve) >0,
then we can take &y with
Iy(ze,we) < IS, Ky(ze,we) > 0.

On the other hand, we obtain ||(z¢,w.)|| = oo from |[|(uc,v.)||

S(F2)xS(IT?) S(H2)xS(IT2)
However, this is in contradiction to the definition of I¢. Therefore, we have P(ue,v.) = 0. O
Lemma 5.17. Let (u,v) be a solution to (NLS) defined on [0,00) so that P(u,v) = 0 and
K = {(u(- — 2(t),t),v(- — x(t),t))} is precompact in H'x H! for some continuous function z(-).
Then

(1)

Tt

We prove this lemma by the argument of Fang-Xie-Cazenave [§].

— 0 as t — oo.

Proof. We assume that we do not have Lemma .17 Then, there exist § > 0 and a sequence
tp, — oo such that |z(t,)| > 0t,. Without loss of generality, we assume that z(0) = 0. We set

=inf{t > 0: |z(t)] > |z(tn)|}
Since 0 < 7, < t,, and |z(7,)| = |z(tn)], it follows that
Tp — 00 as m — 00,

()] < |z(tn)l, 0 <t <,

|z(70)| > 7.
Let x € C§°(R®) be radial with
1 (0<r<1),
x(r) = < smooth (1 <r <2),
0 (2<m),

where r = |z|. Also, let x satisfy [x'(r)] <2 (r >0 define xg(r) = x(g) for R > 0. Then,

). Wi
.
'<§>' < l{gp<r) T4 1ip<r<2r) <9 1{r<r),

Xr(r) =1+ [rlXR()] < Lray + Il | Bx
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where we define that a function 14 is 14 =1 (x € A) and 14 =0 (x ¢ A) for a set A. Also,
7lIxr(r)] < 2R.
We define
nlt) = | axallel) (lu(t. o) + 20o(t,0)f) da
for R > 0. By Lemma (ZI9), i-th component of zj(t) for 1 <1i <5 is

5
2Im [ V(xixr) - (Vuu + Vov)dzr = 2Im Z/ 0j(zixr) (uju + v;7) dx
R5 — Jrs

5
=2Im [ xg(wT+ v;V)dx + 2Im Z / (%X}zﬁ> (uj7 + v;0) dx
R5 = R5 T

= 2Im /R5 {XR (u;u + v;v) + (%X;z%) (Vuu + Vvﬁ)} dx.
Thus,

/
Zp(t) = 2Im - {XR (Vuu + Vo) + %x - (Vuu + Vvﬁ)} dx.

Since ﬁ(u, v) = 0, it follows that
ZRp(t) = 2Im . {(XR — 1) (Vuu + Vo) + %x - (Vuu + Vvﬁ)} dzx.
Therefore, :
2R (1) < 2/1&5 (Ixr = 1+ Irlxgl) (Vullal + [Vol[o]) da
< 10/ (|Vulla| + |Vv|[7]) dx
{R<|z[}

< 5/ (1Vuf? + [uf? + Vol + [o]?) de.
(R<lal}

On the other hand, by Lemma [B.13] there exists p > 0 such that for any 0 < t < oo,
oM
/ (V2 + [uf? + [Vof2 + 2of?) do < 22100
{lo+a()]>p} 10(1 +9)
Let R, = |x(m,)| + p. Since for given 0 < ¢ < 7, and |z| > R,

[z +2(t)] = Ry — |2(t)| > Ry — |2(m0)| = p,

we obtain
oM
|z}3n(t)| < 5/ (|Vu|2 + |u|2 + |Vv|2 + |v|2) dr < M (5.34)
{le+a(t)>p} 2(1+9)
for any n € N and 0 <t < 7,. Also, since R,, > p and z(0) = 0,
o, O < [ el (uol? + 2ooPhdz + [ el (uof? + 2oz
{l=zl<p {|z|>p}
— [ el + 2enP)da + [ (2l (fof? + 2[vo|?)da
{lz|<p} (2R >[a+2(0)[>p}
OM (u,v)
< oM ——R,. 5.35

Next, we estimate zg, (7).

o (1) = / xr, ([t @) + 20o(ra, 2)[) da
{lz+z(m)|>p}
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+/ TXR, (\u(Tn,x)\2 + 2\1}(7'”,35)\2) dx
{lz+z(m)[<p}

= I+1I.

‘We have

OM (u,v)
= 5555

If |z + x(m,)| < p, then we have |z| < |z + z(7,)| + |x(7)| < p + |x(7)| = Rp. Thus,

= i (ulr, )2 + 2o(r, ) 2) de
{lz+az(mn)|<p}

R,.

:_/ (@ + 2(7)) (Ju(r, 2)? + 20(7n, 2)[?) da
{la-ta(m)| <o}
x(7y, u(Tp, T 219w T, T 2) dx
T )/{MW} (I 2) + 200 2) )
= x(1,) M (u,v) — T+ x(71y, um,xQ 21)7'”,1'2d.%'
() M (1, 0) /{Ix+x(m)<p}( + 2(r)) (a7, D)2 + 207, 2))

_ x(Tn)/ (Ju(r, @) + 2J0(7, 2)[2) da.
{fota(r)[>0)

Hence,
IM (u,v)
11| > M — pM ——— X R,.
111 2 fa(r) M (0, 0) = o0 (0, 0) = 305 7
Therefore,
30M (u, v
o, ()] 2 =4 1] 2 om0 0) = oM (0,0) = ) R
Combining (5.34)), (535), and (&.34)),
OM(u,v) :/"Mdtz / "k (0)|dt > ‘/ " (t)dt‘
2(1+9) o 2(1+9) 0 " o "
OM (u,v
> e, ()] 2, O] om0 0 0) = 2pM (0,0) = G R
Substituting R,, = |z(7,)| + p,
OM (u,v) OM (u,v)
A s _ il St I
T > el M (. 0) = 2pM () = G ()| + ),
) S 249 ()| 4+ 50
21+0) "= 21 +0) ™ T o1 14"

0 4+56 p S |z (7))
246 240671, T,
Since 0 < 7, < tp, and |z(1,)| = |z(tn)],
) 4+56 p S | ()]
248 24867, T t,

246 Th
by 6 > 0, it follows that
lz(tn)] _ 0 0 _
i <3 + 5 = 0.

This is in contradiction to |z(t,)| > dt,. Therefore, Lemma .17 holds.

(5.36)

We obtain 4% £ < g for sufficiently large n € N by 7,, = 0o as n — oo. Also, since 2L+5 < g



70

Lemma 5.18. Let (uc,v.) be the critical solution constructed in Proposition 5.7l Then, there
exists A > 0 such that
A M (ue,ve) < K(ue,ve)

for any 0 <t < oco.
Proof. We assume that Lemma [5.18 does not hold. Then, there exists a sequence {t,} such that
M (ue,ve) > nK (ue(tn), ve(tn)).
Since M (uc,v.) > 0 is a constant,
K(uc(tn),ve(tn)) — 0 as n — oo.
By Proposition [5.12] we can pass to a subsequence {t¢,} so that
[(ue(tn), ve(tn)) |1 x s — 0 as n — oo.

Therefore,
M(UC,Oavc,O) = M(uc(tn),vc(tn)) — 0 as n — oo.

However, this leads to contradiction with ||(u., UC)”S(H byeserd) = O O

5.3. Rigidity.
Theorem 5.19 (Rigidity). Let (ug,vo) € H' x H' and (u,v) be the time-global solution to
(NLS) with initial data (ug,vo). Suppose
Iw(u(]av(]) < Iw(¢wﬂ/}w), KEJO,B(UO’UO) >0, ﬁ(UO,UO) =0,
FA > 0 such that 0 <"t < co, AM(u,v) < K(u,v)
and there exists a continuous path z(t) such that
K= {(u( - JT(t),t),U(- - x(t)’t)) te [O’OO)}
is precompact in H! x H'. Then, (ug,v) = (0,0).
Proof. In the case K2"%(ug,v9) = 0, we have (ug,v9) = (0,0) by the definition of p2%(=

Lo(¢u, ). Let K2% (ug, v9) > 0. We assume that M (u,v) = [ull2, + 2[jv]|2, > 0 and lead to
contradiction. By Lemma [5.1I7] for any n > 0, there exists Ty = Tp(n) > 0 such that

()] < nt
for any ¢t > Ty. Let x € C§°(R®) be radial with

r (0<r<1),
x(r) = ¢ smooth (1 <r <3),
0 3<r),

where r = |z|. Also, we assume that y satisfies x”(r
We set I(t) = [gs xr (|Vul? + 2|Vv|?) dz. Then,

I'(t)=2Im [ Xy x-Vuﬂ+x-Vv6 dﬂ::21m/ RX/(L) x-Vuﬂ_}_x-Vv@ i
R5 r r R5 R r r

by Lemma [2.25] (2.21]). Therefore,

(T z-Vu_ x-Vo_
/R5X (R)( T s T v)dw

¥ ()| (Vullul + 1vljo]) da

~—

<2 (r >0) and define xg(r) = R2X(%)-

II'(t)] < 2R

<2R

|2|<3R

<cR (IVullu| + |Vl|v]) de
0| <3R

1 1 1 1
< R (FIVulls + 3lulls + 519013 + 5ol
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< cR (M (u,v) + 21,(bw, Yu) + 4E(u,v))
=¢cR
for any 0 <t < co. Also, applying Lemma 225 (2:22]),

" _ 1 1 T R / i . 2 . 2
I (t)-/ﬂ@{ﬁx (E) — 33X <R>}(4]x Vul|® + 2|z - Vu|?) d

# [ () @oal + 290) do
R ) () () () (i
— 2Re /R5 {x” <%> + gx/ <%> } vitda.
L r R r R r
Ry = /R5 {—zX” <E> B ﬁX/ <§>} (4lz - Vul® + 2|z - Vo) dx+/ —x' (R) (4Vul? +2|Vv|?) dx

r== [ (B)+ 5 (B)+ ¢ (3) - ¢ ()} (1 et ) o

and

First, we estimate R;.

In the case T%x” (%) — T%X/ (}—’%) > 0, we have Ry > [ps %X/ (}—’%) (4\Vu!2 + Q\VU\Q) dx
In the case T%x” (%) — %X/ (%) <0, we have
luﬁ_ﬁzi) 217,12 2w, (2 /E() 2
Ry 2/]1%5{742)( <R> 53X <R }(47° \Vul® + 2r*|Vo|?) dz + X3 (4| Vul® + 2|Vl )

n(T 2 2
2/R5X <E) (4[Vul? + 2|Vo[?) do

Combining these inequalities,

R, 2/ (8\Vu]2+4\Vv\2)dx—c/ (4Vul’ + 2/Vo|?) de
|z|<R

R<|z]

Next, we estimate Ra.
1 8 r 8 T 8R r 1
— - @) _(3)_ A R T A 2_2d
= /Rs {R?X <R> TR <R> X (R) 3 X (R)} (’“‘ 3l > v
c 9 1 2)
> —— ul® + =|v dx.
[ (P50

Finally, we estimate Rs.

r 4R r
Rs = —20Re/ vildr — 2Re/ {X” )+ _X/ o }vﬂQd:ﬂ
’ lz|<R R<|z|<3R <R> r <R>

> —20Re/ vitdr — c/ lvu?|dz.
|z|<R R<|z|

Therefore,

I"(t) > / o (8|Vul* + 4|Vv|?) dz — c/ (4| Vul? + 2|V]?) dx

S|

1
S lul? + =|v|? | dz — 20Re vitdr — ¢ lou?|dz.
2
RZ Jr<lal 2 [2<R R<]al
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Here, applying Lemma Bl and Lemma E.18]

/ (8]Vul’ + 4/Vo|? — 20Re v7) do
el <R

:/ (8/Vul? + 4|Vof — 20Re va) dm—/ (8Vul? + 4|Vof? — 20Re va?) da
RS R<]a)

= K3 (u,v) — / (8/Vul? + 4|Vo|? — 20Re vi?) do
R<lal

> min{l,(¢y, Vo) — L,(u,v), K(u,v)} — / (8|Vul® + 4|Vv|* — 20Re vﬂ2) dx
R<|a|
> min{l,(¢y, Yo) — L,(u,v),cM(u,v)} — / (8|Vul® + 4|Vv|* — 20Re vﬂ2) dx,
R<|a|

and hence it follows that

I"(t) > min{l, (¢, ¥w) — Lo(u,v),ecM(u,v)} — c/ ‘ (4\Vu’2 + 2\VU‘2) dx

> min{ 1, (¢, ¥o) — Ly(u,v),cM(u,v)}
1 1
—c 4Vu2+2Vv2+—u2+—vz+vu2>dx.
[, (a9 209 bl 4 ol ¢
By Lemma [5.13] there exists Ry > 1 such that
2 2 o 1 o 2 L.
c 4 Vul* +2|Vol* + |ul* + < |v|* + |vu?| ) de < = min{l,(¢py, Yu)— L, (u,v), cM(u,v)}
Ro<la-+a(t)| 2 2

for any 0 < ¢t < oo. If we take R = Ry + sup |z(t)] > 1, then |z + z(t)] > |z| — |z(t)| >
t€[To,T1]
R — sup |z(t)] = Ry for x with |z| > R and t € [Ty, T1], where T1 > Ty is chosen later. Thus,
(To,T1]

1 1
2 2 2 2 2
C/R§|a:| <4Wuy + 2| V| +—R2\uy +—2R2\v\ + |vu \) dx

1
< c/ (4\%;2 + 2Vl + Juf® + S| + mﬂ) da
R<|a] 2

IN
o

1
/ <4\Vu]2 +2|Vo)? + |ul? + = |v]? + ]vu2]> dx
Ro<|z+a(t)| 2

< min{Iw(¢w7ww) - Iw(u,v),cM(u,v)}.

For such R > 1 and t € [Ty, T1], we have I”(t) > 1min{l,(¢u,w) — Lu(u,v),cM(u,v)}.
Integrating this inequality in [Ty, T1],

DO =

%min{[w(qﬁw,ipw) — I,(u,v), M (u,v) Ty — Ty) < I'(Th) — I'(Tp)
< |[I(T)] + [T'(To)]
< 2¢R
=2c (Ro + sup } \x(t)\)

tE[TmTl
< 2¢(Ro +T1m) .
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This inequality is contradiction if we take n > 0 sufficiently small and 77 > 0 sufficintly large
when M (u,v) > 0. Therefore, M(u,v) = 0, i.e. (ug,vo) = (0,0). However, (up,vy) does not
satisfy K2"® (ug, vo) > (0,0). O

Finally, we prove the scattering part of Theorem [L3]

Proof. We consider (uc,v.) constructed in Proposition [B.71 Then, (u.,v.) satisfies the assump-
tion of Theorem 519 by Proposition .7, Proposition (.12 Proposition B.16] and Lemma .18l
By applying Theorem (.19, we have (uc0,vc0) = (0,0). However, this leads to contradiction
with H(uc’vc)HS(H%)xS(H%) = 00. Therefore, we have I > I,(pw,,). By definition of IS, if

Ly (ug, v0) < Iy(d, 1) and K2*® (ug, vo) > 0, then SC(ug, vo), i.c. H(UO’UO)HS(H%)xS(H%) < 0.

By applying Proposition 2.22], the scattering part of Theorem [I.3] holds.

6. APPENDIX
Theorem 6.1 (Sharp Gagliardo—Nirenberg type inequality). It follows that
P(u,v) < C’GNM(u,v)iK(u,v)%
for any (u,v) € H'x H' and the best constant Cy is attained by the ground state, i.e.

Plouth)
M(bw, Yw) T K(¢w, Yu)t
Proof. Let ¢, = w®¢1(w?"), b, = w1 (wP-). We substitute these them into

A¢w +wdy, = 21/@(7%7

Caon =

NLS
A’I,Z)w + 2W7,Z)w — w’ (g )
then
_wa+25(A¢1)(w5_) +wa+1¢1(w5.) _ 2w2a¢1(w6_)¢1(w5.)7
—5w AP ) + 2 () = W (7).
Thus, a +28 =a+1=2a,ie a=1, ﬁ:%
Therefore,

_1 _1 _1
M (b, th0) = Gullfz + 200072 = w72 6172 + 2072 [1]|72 = w2 M (b1, 91),

K(8r) = V0l + 5190013 = w3 9613 + 502 [Vl = w3 K (61, 91)
and
P(¢u, ) = Re(thu, 63)12 = w?Re(t1, 67) 12 = wi P(61,v1).
First, we will prove that 0 < Cgn < co. Using usual Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality

1 5(172—1) _ 3(172—1)
[ullzoer < canllVaull2? [lullz ,

we have

Plu,v) < [|vll s [Jullis
N
< (cGNHVUHm”U”m) CGN”VUHL2HUHL2>

(
< ca (VER (0.0 ( 12 é) (V2K (. vﬁ)g (%M(U,vﬁ)é

= 2caon K (u, v)4M( )4
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for any (u,v) € H! x H'. Thus, we obtain Caony < 2cgny < oo (see [13]). On the other hand,
applying Proposition 2.14], we have
P(¢u; th) _ 2
1 5 7 5
M(st’ww)ZK(st’ww)Z 51M(¢1ﬂ/}1)

Thus, we obtain 0 < Cagny < oo.
When P(u,v) < 0, the inequality holds. Thus, we assume that P(u,v) > 0. Next, we consider
minimizing problem

Can > > 0.

N

ot

1
inf J(u,v):= inf M(u, v) 1 K (u,v)

(u,0)eEN (u,0)eEN P( u, U) ’
where N = {(u,v) € H' x H' : P(u,v) > 0}. inf(, ,)en J(u,v) is clearly the reciprocal of the
best constant Cgy. We set that u, x(x) = pu(Az), vya(z) = pv(Az) for g > 0, A > 0. Then,

M(upx,vpn) = ,u2)\_5M(u,v), K(uyx,vun) = uz)\_?’K(u,v), P(uyn,vpn) = ,ug)\_E’P(u,v),
and hence
J(upx,vpn) = J(u, ).

Let (u,v) attain the infimum of J(u,v). Since the functional J(u,v) is invariance for the above
scaling, we can assume that

M(u,v) =1, K(u,v)=1.
Because (u,v) is a critical point of J(u,v), it follows that

=0.
s=0

£J('d+s¢,'6+ s1)

for any (¢,1) € H' x H'. Thus,

d
= £J(u+s¢,v+sw) -

d M(u+s¢,v—i—s¢)4K(u—|—5¢,v+5¢))%
P(u+ s¢,v + sph)

&
»

s=0
M (i + 56,7+ s1) 1K (U + 56,0+ s1) T LM (U + 56,7 + 1))
Pt s¢,0 + s1)?
MG+ 56,7+ sU) A K (il + 50,5+ s9) 1 K (i + 56,5+ 51) | P(i + 56,7+ 519)

=
=

_l’_

ot

— M (T + 56,7+ s9) i K (U + 56,7 + s9) 3 L P(i + 56,7 + s1))

Taking out the numerator and using (2.13)), (2.14)

{%( / u¢dm+4/ m/)dx>+§<2 Vu - Vodr + V5-¢dx>}CGN
RS R5 RS
— | (@ + 2uv¢) du =
/R5 (u P+ uqu) T

Because (¢,v) € H' x H! is arbitrary, it follows that

1 2
—/ ﬂgbd:ﬂ+§ Viu - Vodr = —/ uvpdr,
2 Jrs 2 Jrs Can Jrs

1
/ Y > Vv Vipdr = / wihdx.
RS 4 Con
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Therefore, (u,v) is a solution to the nonlinear elliptic system:

5A~—|— 1_ 2
——Au+ -u= uv
2 2 Can
5 1
2Ny = —~2‘
BT E e

Here, we consider (4,v) with (@, x,0,)) = (u,?) for p = Can/2w, A = 1/+/bw. Substituting
(Gux, Upn) into the above nonlinear elliptic system, we obtain

— AU+ wi = 2uv,
1
—§Ai’; + 2w = 4%
Hence, (u,v) solves (gNLS). (gNLS) actually has solutions, so the infimum of J(u,v) is attained
by any solution to (gNLS). O

Remark 6.2. Cqy is independent of w > 0. Indeed,
1
P(¢wa¢w) WEP(¢15¢1) P(¢15¢1)

ot

Caon = 1 5 1 - 1 5
M (o, Yuo) K (s o) <<A)_%Z\4(<751,1/11)>Z (w%K(qﬁlﬂ/ﬂ)) M(@1,91)4 K(d1,91)4

Proposition 6.3. The following statement holds.
(1) There exists w > 0 such that I, (up,v0) < Iy(Pw, Yu)

< M(uo,v0)E(uo,vo) < M(¢1,v1)E(¢1, ).
(2) Let there exist w > 0 such that I, (ug,vo) < L, (¢w, Yu)-

(1) K2*®(ug,v0) >0 <= M (ug,v0)K (uo,v0) < M(¢1,1)K (¢1,1)-
(2) K2"%(ug,v0) <0 <= M(ug,v0)K (ug,v0) > M(p1,91)K (¢1,%1).

Proof.

Lo(burtb) = M (9 th0) + 5 B, th0)

W

= 5M(¢w7zpw) + % (K(¢w, V) = 2P (du, )

1

= S M(é1,v1) + % (wFK (61, 1) = 203 P(6n, 1))

1
= w2Ii(¢1,v1).
Hence, the condition I, (ug, vo) < I,(¢w,?w) is equivalent to I,

1 1
Here, we set f(w) = w2I1(¢1,¢1) — L, (up,v9) = w2 I1(d1,v¢1) —
we have

1
ug, vg) < w5111(¢1,1/11)-
M(uo,vo)—§E(uo,vo)- Then,

—~

EIRS

2
flw) = %w_%h(ﬁblﬂ/)l) - %M (o, v0)- Solving f'(wp) = 0, we obtain wp = <%> -

Therefore, if there exists w > 0 such that I, (ug, vo) < Iy(¢y, ¥w), then f(wy) > 0 holds.

f(wo) :wo%h(qﬁl,l/}l) - %M(UOJJO) - %E(uo,vo)

_ L(enn)® 1 L(d1,91)* 1
~ M(ug,v0) 2 M(ug,vo) _§E(uo’v0)

1 L(g,y)* 1
_ - alenv) g
2 M(ug,vo) 2 (uo, v0) > 0,

ie. Il(qﬁl,zpl)Q > M (ug, vo) E(ug, vg). Using Proposition 2.14],

161, 41) = M (61,41) + 5 B(r, )
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=M (p1,v¢1) + 1K(@lﬂ/}l) — P(¢1,1)

2 2
= %M(¢17¢1) + gM(¢17¢1) — 2M (¢1,v1)
= M(¢17w1)7

and hence it follows that Il(¢17 ¢1)2 = M((ﬁl, ¢1)2 = M((ﬁl, ¢1)E(¢1, Ibl)

Thus, we obtain M (¢1,v1)E(p1,1%1) > M(ug,v9)E(ug,vp) and complete proof of Proposition
63 (1).

Next, we will prove that M (ug,vo)K (ug,v9) # M(é1,11)K(é1,11) under the assumption of
Proposition (2). Applying Theorem [6.1]

M (ug, vo)E(uo, vo) = M (ug,vo)(K (uo,vo) — 2P (uo, vo))
> M (ug, vo) (K(u()av(]) - QCGNM(UOaUO)iK(UOaUO)%>
= M(UO,U())K(UO,U()) — QCGNM(U(),U())%K(UO,U())%.

Here, we define a function f(z) =z — 2Cenz1. Then, flx)y=1- %C’Gin. Solving f'(z) =0,
we obtain zop = 0 and x; = (50291\7 Y4 = M(¢1,91)K(¢1,1). Thus, the graph of f has a
local minimum at zo and a local maximum at zq. Also, f(z1) = M (¢1,¢1)K(¢1,91) =
M(¢1,11)E(b1,11). Combining these facts, the assumption of Proposition [6.3] (2) and the result
of Proposition B3 (1), we have M (ug, vo) K (uo, vo) # M (¢1,11)K (¢1,%1). Let K2®(ug, vg) < 0.
Applying Theorem [G.1],

8K (ug,vo) — QOCGNM(UO,UO)iK(UO,UO)% < 8K (ug,vo) — 20P(ug, v)
= K2"%(ug, v0)8K (ug, vo) — 20P(ug, vo) < 0,

1 4
_.CGN>

>4 ¢17¢1) (¢1,91)°
P(¢1,91)*
M (g1, 1)K (d1,71).

i.e.

7N
ot N

M(UO,’UO uO,Uo >

(Sl )

(

Let K2%®(ug,vg) > 0. Since

1 1
2\/§M(UO,UO)1_0K(UO,’UO) < gM(UQ,UQ) + —OK(UQ,U())
1
< c;J\/-"(uoavo) + 1OK(UO,UO) + QOKEJOS(UO,UO)
w 1
= EM(UOaUO) + §E(U0,Uo)

= I,(u0,v0) < Iy(Pu, Vw) = w%11(¢177/11)7

we have

M (uo, v0) K (ug, v0) < 5I1(1,91)* = 5M (g1, 91)* = M(d1,91) K (61, 91)-
Combining contraposition of these results and M (u,v)K (u,v) # M(¢1,¢1)K (¢1,11), we com-
plete the proof of Proposition (2). O
Corollary 6.4. Let (ug,v9) € H' x H! and (u,v) be the solution to (NLS) with a initial data
(ug,vp). Moreover, we assume that M (ug,vo)E (ug,vo) < M(¢p1,¢1)E(d1,11).

(1) IfM(UO, UO)K(UO’ UO) < M(¢la ¢1)K(¢1’ T,Z)l), then M(u? U)K(ua ’U) < M(le, T/JI)K(QSL ¢1)
for any t € R.



7

(2) IfM(uO,Uo)K(uO,Uo) > M(¢17w1)K(¢17¢1)7 then M(u,v)K(u,v) > M((ﬁl,lbl)[(((ﬁl,l/}l)
for any t € (T.,T%).

Proof. Considering the graph of f of the proof for Proposition [6.3], this corollary holds. O
Proposition 6.5. Let (u,v) € H' x H'\ {(0,0)}. If (u,v) satisfies E(u,v) < 0, then

I,(u,v) < I,(¢u, ) and K208(u,v) < 0.
Proof. By the assumption F(u,v) <0,

M(ua ’U)E(’LL, U) < 0< M(¢17 wl)E((ﬁla 1/}1)
Applying Proposition (1), it follows that there exists w > 0 such that

Iy (u,v) < Iy(bw, Yu)-
Also, by the assumption E(u,v) < 0, we obtain K (u,v) < 2P(u,v), and hence
K28(u,v) = 8K (u,v) — 20P(u,v) < —2K (u,v) < 0.
Here, K2"®(u,v) # 0 by I,(u,v) < I,(¢w,hs). Therefore, we have K2"®(u,v) < 0. O

Corollary 6.6. Let (ug,vo) € H' x H'\ {(0,0)} and (u,v) be the solution to (NLS) with a
initial data (ug,vo). If (xug, xve) € L2x L% and E(ug,vg) < 0, then the solution (u,v) blows up.

Proof. Combinig Theorem and Proposition [6.5] this corollary holds. O
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