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OPTIMAL SMALL DATA SCATTERING FOR THE GENERALIZED
DERIVATIVE NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS

RUOBING BAI, YIFEI WU* AND JUN XUE

ABSTRACT. In this work, we consider the following generalized derivative nonlinear Schrodinger
equation

i0pu + Opzu + i|ul?*?0pu = 0, (t,2) ER x R.

We prove that when o > 2, the solution is global and scattering when the initial data is
small in H*(R), % < s < 1. Moreover, we show that when 0 < o < 2, there exist a class of
solitary wave solutions {¢.} satisfying

| pell 1 () — O,

when ¢ tends to some endpoint, which is against the small data scattering statement. There-
fore, in this model, the exponent o > 2 is optimal for small data scattering. We remark
that this exponent is larger than the short range exponent and the Strauss exponent.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the small data scattering of the Cauchy problem for the
following generalized derivative nonlinear Schrodinger equation (gDNLS)

i0pu + 02u + i|ul* Opu = 0, (t,x) € R x R,
u(z,0) = p(z).

Here 0 > 0, u : R — C is an unknown function.

(1.1)

The generalized derivative nonlinear Schrodinger equation describes the physical phe-
nomenon of Alfvén waves with small but finite amplitude propagating along the magnetic
field in cold plasmas (see for example [55]).

The class of solutions to equation ([LT]) is invariant under the scaling
u(t,z) — uy(t,x) = )\%u()\Qt, Az) for A >0, (1.2)
which maps the initial data as

w(0) = uy(0) := A2 p(Az) for A > 0.
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Denote

then the scaling leaves H* norm invariant, that is,
[ll gze = el grze-

When o = 1, take a suitable gauge transformation

xT

u(t,z) — u(t,z) exp ( — %/ |u(t,y)\2dy>,

— 00

then the equation in (L)) is transformed into the standard derivative nonlinear Schrédinger
equation (DNLS)

i0yu + 0% + 10, (|u*u) = 0. (1.3)

For o # 1, (ILT) is regarded as a generalization of (IL3]). The well-posedness theory and the
long time behavior of the solution for the equation ([3)) have been widely considered by
many researchers. For the local well-posedness result, Hayashi and Ozawa [30,31] proved
that equation (I3)) is locally well-posed in the Sobolev space H'(R) (see also the previous
works [19,772]). Later, the best result regarding local well-posedness was obtained in H2(R)
by Takaoka in [69]. Very recently, Mosincat and Yoon [59] proved the unconditional well-
posedness in H*(R), s > 5 (see also Dan, Li and Ning [13] for the previous work in H*(R), s >
%) Some other results on local well-posedness can be found in [25,26],[34,[7T]. Moreover,
Biagioni and Linares [3] proved the equation (3] is ill-posed in H*(R), s < 1. With regard
to the theory of global well-posedness, Hayashi and Ozawa [30] proved that it is globally well-
posed in H'(R) under the condition that the initial data satisfies ||uo||z2 < v/27. Wu [TA[75]
showed that it is globally well-posed in H'(R) under the condition ||Jugl|z2 < 24/7. Guo and
Wu [21] later proved that it is globally well-posed in H2(R) under the same condition of
initial data (see also [9,[I0,60,70] for the previous results on the low regularity). The same
results also hold in the periodic case (see Mosincat and Oh [58] in H'(T), and Mosincat [57] in
H:z (T)). More recently, Jenkins, Liu, Perry and Sulem [37] proved that the Cauchy problem
([L3) is globally well-posed in the weighted Sobolev space H*?(R).

The equation in (L)) in the case of o # 1 also attracts a lot of researchers in recent
years. Firstly, for the local well-posedness result, when 0 < o < %, Linares, Ponce and
Santos [40,47] proved the local well-posedness for a class of data of arbitrary size in an
appropriate weighted Sobolev space. When % < 0 < 1, Hayashi and Ozawa [33] proved that
(gDNLS) is locally well-posed in H*(R), and Santos [66] showed the local well-posedness in
a weighted sobolev space. When o > 1, Hayashi and Ozawa [33] proved that (¢gDNLS) is
locally well-posed in energy space H'(R). Hao [28] proved that it is locally well-posed in

1

Hz(R), when o > 3. Santos [66] proved that it is locally well-posed in H3(R) with small
initial data when o > 1. Secondly, compared with the local well-posedness, there are only
few results of global well-posedness. When 0 < o < 1, Hayashi and Ozawa [33] showed the
global existence without uniqueness of (gDNLS) in H*(R). When ¢ > 1, Fukaya, Hayashi
and Inui [15] gave a sufficient condition of initial data for global well-posedness in H'(R).
Some other results related to the stability theory and inverse scattering theory can be found

in 71816118, 20,221 36], 38, 43,44, [49H54], 62163, 68] and the references therein.
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The equation that we investigate in ((LT]) in this paper can be also treated as the form

of
iy + Au = P(u,u, Oyu, 0,0). (1.4)

The well-posedness theory of equation (L4]) has been studied by many researchers. Here we
only introduce some works and readers can seek further literatures from related references,
when P is a polynomial of the form P(z) = Zdﬁ\alﬁl C,z and [, d are integers with | > d.
For general cases with d > 3, Kenig, Ponce and Vega [41] showed that the equation (L4) is
locally well-posed with small initial data in : (R). Some further results have been acquired
when P is only composed of % and 0,4 under some suitable assumption. Griinrock [27] proved
1

that the equation (L) is locally well-posed for s > 1 — -1 when P = 9,(a%) and s > 3 — -

when P = (0,u)? respectively. Hirayama [35] later extended Griinrock’s results to the small
1

data global well-posedness for s > % — o5 when P = 9, (). Recently, Pornnopparath [64]

proved that when each term in P contains only one derivative, the equation (L4]) is locally
well-posed in H 2 (R), and when a term in P has more than one derivative, the equation (L.4))
is locally well-posed in H 3 (R). Moreover, Pornnopparath also proved that when d > 5, (4]
is almost globally well-posed in H*(R) when P has only one derivative and s > %, or when
P has more than one derivative and s > % For higher dimension and more related theories,

see [IL2ITATL73] and the references therein.

All of the results above are related to the theories of local and global well-posedness. To
our knowledge, there is no scattering result yet to (gDNLS). The related result on modified
scattering can be found in [23]82] and the references therein.

One of the motivation to prove scattering is that we believe the small data scattering
result of the present paper is significative to our further study. In order to consider the long-
time behavior of the solution to (gDNLS), the small data scattering theory is initially needed
in some situation, for example, long-time perturbation theory when we use the concentration-
compactness argument.

Moreover, it was known that when o = 1, there exist solitary wave solutions which can
be arbitrarily close to zero. This implies that the small data scattering is not true when
o = 1. So one may wonder the optimal value of o such that the scattering statement holds
when the initial data is small enough in some Sobolev space. This is another motivation in
the present paper.

For semilinear Schrodinger equation, there are two important exponents named short
range exponent and the Strauss exponent. When the nonlinear power is larger than the
short range exponent 3 (1 + % for general dimensions), one has the global well-posedenss
and the existence of the wave operator for small data (see for examples [6,[17,/61]); when the

nonlinear power is larger than the Strauss exponent @ ~ 3.56 (—W for general
dimensions), one has the scattering for small data (see [67]). According to these, especially
because of the short range exponent, one may ask whether ¢ = 1 is the optimal exponent for
scattering. However, there is no such general result for non-semilinear Schrodinger equation
(related results see [12,[14,24,29] and the references therein). In fact, it is of much model
dependence when the nonlinearity contains derivatives. In the present paper, as what we will
show in the following, the situation for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation with derivatives
is of much difference, compared with the semilinear Schrédinger equations, and the models



4 RUOBING BAI, YIFEI WU*, AND JUN XUE

mentioned in the references above, the optimal exponent for scattering is 5, which is much
larger than the short range exponent and the Strauss exponent.

For all ¢ > 0, the equation (LT]) has a two-parameter family of solitary waves,

uw,c(t) = Gth¢w7c(l‘ - Ct)a

where the parameters ¢? < 4w, and ¢, . is the solution of the form

Puv.e(T) = Quc() exp {gix — 201 5 /_ 2 (y)dy }, (1.5)

with

(0 +1)(4w — ?) 3
Pucl) = {Qﬂcoslj(a\/mx) - C} .

Firstly, we show that there exists a sequence of solitary waves which are arbitrary small
in H'(R) when 0 < ¢ < 2; while all of the solitary waves are away from the origin when

o>2. Let Q@ ={(w,¢):ce(—2yw,2y/w)}.
Theorem 1.1. Let ¢, . be defined in (L), and (w,c) € §2, then
(1) when o € (0,2),
[Gwellmiw) — 0, when ¢ — —2y/w;
(2) when o > 2, there exists a constant ¢y = co(o) > 0, such that for any (w,c) € Q,

[ fcl

Hse(R) > Cp.

Hence, the small data scattering is not true for all 0 < ¢ < 2, but from (2) in Theorem
[LI] it is reasonable to conjecture that the small data scattering holds when o > 2. Our
second result aims to show this assertion. Note that we can not replace the norm H?®¢ by
LPe p. = 20 in Theorem [[T] (2), although the latter space is also invariant under the scaling

(C2) (see Remark Bl below).

Before stating our second main result, we define the working space

[foafpees :HUHL?‘JH;([O,T]xR) + HaxuﬂLgOLg(Rx[o,T]) + sup HuHLgLf‘J(RX[O,T})
q€[4,No)

+ lull Lapeo o,rxm) + HDS%“’ LAL (Rx[0,T])
) I

+ HDS_%aJCuHLgOLf (1-6)

(Rx[0,T uHLngo([o,T}xR)'

Here Ny is any fixed arbitrary large parameter. Now our second main result is

Theorem 1.2. Let o > 2, % < s <1 andy € H*(R). Then there exists a constant oy > 0,
such that if ||¢|| @) < 0o, then the corresponding solution u is global, and

1wl xo S ol s (m)-

Moreover, there exists a unique uy such that for any 0 < s’ <'s,

|u(t) — eimui} —0 as t— +oo.

H (R)
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Remark 1.3. The same result is also true when we consider the nonlinearity P(u, @, 0,u, 0,u)
and d > 5 in ([[L4) with P has only one derivative. As a comparable result, Pornnopparath
[64] proved that when o > 2, and is an integer, the equation in (L)) is almost globally well-
posed in H*(R),s > % Here “almost” is in the sense that given an arbitrary large T > 0,
there exists a constant C' = C(T) > 0, such that for any initial data wug : ||uo|| gsr) < C, the
corresponding solution is in [0, 7]. Theorem improves Pornnopparath’s result. On one
hand, we do not restrict that ¢ is an integer. On the other hand, as a byproduct of scattering,
we prove the global well-posedness in H*(R), % < s < 1, which contains the “endpoint” case
1

s = 5 and the global well-posedness in the general sense.

We believe that the index s = % is optimal for local well-posedness in the sense of
uniform continuity of the solution flow. However, it is not proved in this paper and leaves

us an interesting problem to pursue later.

Moreover, it is worth noting that our scattering result is not applicable in H? if the
initial data ¢ € H*(R) since the index s’ in Theorem [[2 satisfies s’ < s.

Based on the local well-posedness result of Santos [66], we use the bootstrap argument
to prove Theorem [L2l More precisely, by defining the working space Xt as above with any
fixed time 7', our purpose is to show the uniform-in-time estimate:

lullx, < Cillellms@) + Collulli, ™. (1.7)

Here (4, Cy are the constants independent of T'. The tools we use in the present paper are
the smoothing effects and the maximal function estimates. Compared with the low power
case 0 < 2, the maximal function estimates in the case of 0 > 2 provide many benefits. This
enables us to handle the nonlinearity properly and establish the uniform-in-time estimate.
However, since our desired result is stronger than the previous ones, the situation here has
more obstacles. The key ingredients in our proofs are presented below.

(1) A suitable working space is constructed. In order to establish the uniform estimation
on time 7', a related complicated working space need to be constructed. We define the
working space ||ul|x, in (L6). We shall prove that the estimation of each norm in X7 is
closed. The selection of norms plays an important role in our paper.

(2) A key split on the terms involved the fractional derivatives is carried out. The
endpoint Kato-Ponce inequality recently proved by Bourgain and Li [4] shall be used to deal
with some L>°-L> type Leibniz rule for fractional derivatives. Moreover, a regular process
using Holder’s inequality fails to control these terms by ||| x.., since most of the mixed norms
like sup,epa ) 1%l L3 Lo (R [0,77) are the norm of time ahead. So the subtle split is established,
thus we are able to change the order of the mixed norm in some applicable way. This idea
has significant influence to obtain our whole estimation on the form of ||u||x,.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some basic notations
and some preliminary estimates that will be used throughout in our paper. In Section 3, we
prove non-scattering result for (gDNLS) in H'(R) when o € (0,2). In Section 4, we prove
scattering result for (gDNLS) in H*(R) with small initial datum when o > 2.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY

2.1. Notation. We write X <Y orY 2 X to indicate X < CY for some constant C' > 0.
The notation a+ denotes a+¢ for any small e, and also a—¢ for a—. Denote (-) = (14|-|?)2
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and D* = (—0?)2. The Hilbert space H*(R) is a Banach space of elements such that
(§)*a € L*(R), where .Z denotes the Fourier transform Fu(§) = a(§) = [, e ™ *u(x) du,
and equipped with the norm |u||gs = ||{(&)%u(&)||z2. We also have an embedding theorem
that ||ul|gs: S ||u||gs2 for any s; < s9, s1,s2 € R. Throughout the whole paper, the letter
C will denote various positive constants which are of no importance in our analysis. We use
the following norms to denote the mixed spaces L{ L ([0,7] x R) and L? L{(R x [0,77]), that
is,

T 1
1wl Larr o, xm) = (/0 Hqug(R) dt)q

and
1
[l o o,y = (/RIIUHZg([o,TDdx) -

2.2. Preliminary. In this section, we state some preliminary estimates of the linear
Schrodinger operator e® which will be used in our later sections. Firstly, we recall the
well-known Strichartz estimates.

Lemma 2.1. (Strichartz’s estimates, see [5]). Let I C R be an interval. For all admissible
pair (g;,75),J = 1,2, satisfying

2 1 1
2<gqj,rj<oo and = =--—-,
q; 2 rj
the following estimates hold:
1™ F 1l 175 my S I N2y (2.1)
and
t
i(t—t/)AF tl dt/ <|IF o 5 9
e x ) 7 .
|/ )0 S (.2
where £ + 1+ =L 4L —1,
q2 qs T2 Ty

The next lemma is the smoothing effects.

Lemma 2.2. (Smoothing effects, see [{0,[48]). Let I C R be an interval, including I = R.
Then

1)
1
1D e pary S 1 leege) (2:3)
for all f € L*(R); and
2)

t
1 . ’
D3 =8P ) dt! < ||F : 2.4
3)
" it—na
0, =AY At < ||F : 2.5
‘ /oe (z,1) LgOL?(RX[)N” HL}EL%(RXI)v (2.5)

forall F € LLL2(R x I).
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Next, we introduce the following maximal function estimates for the linear Schrédinger
equation.

Lemma 2.3. (Mazimal function estimates, see [39[42/56,65,66]). Let I C R be an interval.

Let4§p<ooand52%—i. Then we have

1€ Fll o ree @y S LF Nl s (2.6)

and

t
i(t—t')A / /
| [ecosraea, . S1Plummn + 1Fluses. 1)

Next, we show the Leibniz and chain rule for fractional derivatives, see [4[40,45] and the
references therein.

Lemma 2.4. (Leibniz and chain rule for fractional derivatives). Let I C R be an interval.

Then
1) Let s € (0,1), 1 <p < oo, and 1 < p1,pa, P3,Ps < 00 wz’th%: pil—i—p%, % = pi3+pi4, and
let f,g € S(R), then
HDS(fg)HLP(R) S HDSfHLm(R)HgHL"?(R) + HDSQHLm(R)HfHL“(R)' (2'8)
2) Let s € (0,1) and p, q, p1,p2,¢2 € (1,00), q1 € (1,00] such that
1 1 1 1 1 1
- =—+— and —=—+ —.
p P P2 qa q1 42
Then
||DSF(f)||L£L§(Rx1) S ||F,(f)||L’;1L§1(RxI)||Dsf||L’;2L§2(RxI)- (2-9)

3) Let s € (0,1), 51,82 € [0, 8] with s = s1+ so. Let p,p1,p2,q, 1, G2 € (1,00) be such that

1 1 1 1 1 1
- =—+4+— and —=—+ —.
V2 SR %) qa q Q2
Then
|D*(fg) — fD°g — gDsfHLg;Lg(RxI) S ||Dslf||L§;1L§1(Rx1)||D829||L52L§2(Rx1)- (2.10)

Moreover, for s; = 0 the value ¢ = 0o is allowed.

4) Let s € (0,1), 81,80 € [0, 8] with s = s1 + so. Let p1,p2,q1,q2 € (1,00) with 1 = p% + p%
and% = quJquQ, Then

”Ds(fg) — fD%g — gDsf”L;LE(Rxl) S ”Dslf”Lingl(Rxl)HDSQQHLQQL?(RM)- (2-11)
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3. PrRoOOF OoF THEOREM [I.1]

In this section, we consider the solitary wave solutions described in Introduction, and

give the proof of Theorem [Tl Let Q = {(w,¢) : ¢ € (—2y/w, 2y/w)}.

Proof. Note that ¢, . is the solution of the following equation
—02¢ + wo + iy — i|¢[*7 0, = 0.

Multiplying on both sides with z0,¢. ., taking the real part and integrating over R, we
obtain that for any (w,¢) € Q,

Hazv‘bw,CH%? = w”(bw,CH%% (3.1)

Hence, for the statement (1), we only need to consider ||@y | r2(r)-

Now we fix w > 0 and denote o = v4w — 2. From (CH), we find that
[ tuclde = [ fpuao) o
R R
:/{ (0 +1)(4w — ?) }idx
r \2y/wcosh(ovVidw — 2 x) — ¢
o+1\s 2 1 5
:<m> “r /R (cosh(aaa:) — = ) de

2Vw
200 +1\z 2, [ 1 -
=z - R |
0(2\/5) “ /0 (coshx—Q&J) ‘
ot [ (— )‘l’d 3.2
wo® /0 <cosh:v— < x, (3:2)

2Vw

Q=

where C, , = %(%) . For convenience, we denote

I(c):/ooo ((DSM%)odx'

PN

Moreover, we denote ¢, as
o] 1 %
ravm) = [ ()
¢ (=2v) /0 coshz +1 .

which makes sense since the last integral above is finite. Note that I(c) is an increasing
function, thus we have that for any ¢ : —2y/w < ¢ <0,

¢ < I(c) < 1(0). (33)
This combining with ([3.2) yields that

/ |gz5w,c|2dx < C'w,gl(())oz%_1 — 0, when ¢ = —2/w.
R

This proves the statement (1).

For the statement (2), we split into two cases: —2zpy/w < ¢ < 2y/w and —2y/w < ¢ <

—2z94/w. Here 25 € (0,1) is a constant close enough to 1 (one may set zg = 4.
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Case 1: —2zpy/w < ¢ < 2y/w. We denote p. = 20, then by Sobolev’s inequality, it
reduces to show that there exists a constant ¢y > 0, such that for any (w,c) € Q,

HgwaHL?’C > Co.
From (L)), we get that

[ 16

0o = [ fpucla) P ds
R

:/ (0 +1)(4w — ) e
R 2¢/w cosh(oV4dw — ¢ z) — ¢

~o+1 o2 1 da
2\/_ g cosh(oax) — N
200 +1)

dz. (3.4)

1
o 2\/5/0 coshz — 0=

Denote 3 = 2/“=¢ then 8 > 0. Hence,

2w
o 1 o 1 1
/ —dq;_/ dr > —.
0 €O NG o coshx —1+4p 15}

Hence, this last inequality combining with ([B.4]) gives that

e 20+1) a1 200+1) [2yw+e 20+1) [1—2
/Rlaﬁw,c dr 2=— NI ’/2\@—0 . w/HZO._C{;. (3.5)

Case 2: —2y/w < ¢ < —2zpy/w. Let ¢ = —2zy/w, then zy < z < 1. First, we rewrite
Ouw.cs Puw,c i the following forms. Let

)= (2 B

Since z > 0, there exist positive constants ci,,Cj,,j = 1,2,3 which are independent of z,
such that

Cio < HhZHLQ < Cloa thHL4‘7+2 < 0207 HazvthLQ < 030- (36)

Moreover, we rewrite

Pue(@) = [2(0 + 1)] 7w (1 — 22)F he (Vv — 222),

and thus
Guelr) =[2(0 + 1)] 7w (1 = 22)F . (VEVT = 222)
Vao1=22z
- exp {—iz\/aa: — V1 — 22 /_ hi"(y)dy}.
Denote

g:(x) = (1= 2%)% h(Vl—ZQ)eXP{ v1—22/ ”h% )dy},
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then

bucle) =[2(0 + 1)] 7w exp{—izy/a}g. (V).

Hence, by scaling, we get that

H‘bw,c} e = [2(o—+ 1)}%“ exp{—iz:c}gz} e (3.7)
So it reduces to estimate H exp{—izx}gZ’ f7s.- For this, we have
. 2 5o » 2
Jexp{=izo}g.|lf. = [ lePloate + o) ag
R
Se | A 2
= [l - =Plae) de
R
Sc| A 2
> | 6 — = |a.(0) de.
{lglI<Aovi-z%}
where Ay is a big constant decided later. Since 0 < 1 — 22 < 1, we further get
. 2 1 . 2
Hexp{—zzx}gz‘ Frse 2 5/ }gz(f)} dg. (3.8)
{l§I<A0V1-22}

Now we claim that by choosing Ay large enough,

N
—~
0
©
~—

) 2 1 1
/ 3.0 de > 23,01 .
{l¢]<A0V1-22}

Indeed, on one hand,

lg:llzz =[|(1 = 2%)2= b (VI = 222) .

—(1 — 22)2 || hy |2 > c1p(1 — 22)2 3. (3.10)
On the other hand,
~ 2 _ _ 2
[ el s A - gl
{l€12 A0vT=27}

Moreover, by ([B.4]), there exists Cy, > 0 such that

102g: 0 (1= 222 B2 (VI = 220) | o+ (1= 2222 0 (VI = 220)
<=2 EA L 0= 2 o,
§C4U<1 — 22)%+i.

Hence,

N

/ 0.(6)[Fde < C2 A2 (1 — 22)> 5,
{]¢]>AovV1—22}

Choosing Ay = v/2¢}Cly, then the last estimate above combining with (ZI0) gives the
claim (B9). Thus combining with ([B9) and (B.8]), we get

| exp{—izz}g.|

1 11
HSc Z §C10-(1 — Z2>20' 4,
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Now together with the last estimates above and ([B.7)), and noting that ¢ > 2 and 1 — 2% <
1 — 2%, we obtain that

1 1
16wl e 2 5200 + D] e10(1 = 25275, (3.11)
Therefore, we establish the desired result in the second case. This proves the Theorem
i) 0

Remark 3.1. One may find from the computation above that for any (w,c) € Q and ¢ < 0,
there exists some ¢, > 0 such that

[ 10

/ |Gu.c|Pe dz —0, as ¢ — —2/w.
R

«

2yw

Pedx <e,

Hence, for any o > 0,

Therefore, we can not replace H* norm by LP* norm in Theorem [Tl (2). This may be
helpful to understand the structure of the equation.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem Given s > % and ¢ € H*(R). Recall

the locally well-posed result of Santos [60], that is, u € C(]0,T]: H2 (R)) for sufficient small
initial data in the case of o > 1 for ((LI)). Based on this, fixing 7" > 0, we only need to show
the uniform-on-time estimate (L7). Then the bootstrap argument yields that there exists
do > 0, such that when ||| gs®) < do,

[ullxr S llellms@

for any T' € R. In the following, we only consider the positive time. Since the negative time
direction can be obtained in the same way.

To show (L), according to the definition of ||u||x,., we control the norms in the right—
hand side of (6] one by one.

4.1. Estimates on |[ul[ze= s (jo.7)xr)- In this subsection, we give a priori estimate of the
solution in H*, which is important for global well-posedness. Moreover, one may find that
its proof also plays a crucial role in the proof of scattering in the end of the section. Before
stepping into the complicated details, we give some remark here. It is worth noting that the
maximal function estimate in Lemma 23] has both local (p < 4) and global results (p > 4),
see [65]. The local version was heavily relied on in previous papers to establish the local
well-posedness, see for examples [64,66]. Unfortunately, we emphasize that to obtain the
global well-posedness, the local version can not be used in our estimate.

The main result in this subsection is

||U||L;>°H;([0,T}xR) S el Hy(R) T+ ||U||§?;L1- (4.1)

We prove (1)) by the following two steps.

20+1

Step 1, lull ez qorixry S lellmsm + ullX, .
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Using the Duhamel formula

t
u(t) = et — / ei(t_t/)A(|u|2"8$u)(t') dt, (4.2)
0

and the Strichartz estimates (2I)) and ([2.2)), we get

t
- < || pitA i(t—t")A 20 / /
lull g r2om1xm) < le SOHL;’OLQ%([O,T]X]R) + H/o € (luf*70zu) () dt L2 (0.7 xR)

< ) 4.3
S lellzze + LILZ(0T]xR) (4.3)
Next we consider the term H [u|*?0,u . We claim that
LIL2([0,T]xR)
Mo < Jull3g, (4.4)
LIL2([0,T]xR)
Now we write
H|u|2”8xu — H|u|2 Nl 20,u . (4.5)
L L2([0,T]xR) L{L2([0,T]xR)
We consider the inner integration L? first. By Holder’s inequality, we have
2 |, 20-2 < 12 ) 202
[ 2 O A = Y S
Hence,
20 < 2 . 20—2
H|u| O praomm NH”“”L?’(R) 0wl sy
2 202
Sellgsz oy [o7 0] 40)

For the term H |ul* 720, u

, note that 2(20 —2) > 4, by Holder’s inequality again
L2L2(Rx[0,17)

we obtain
20—-2 < 20—-2
[ =2au] o S TRy 195ty
<l (47)

Putting this result into (), we get

H\u\%&vu

NHUHL‘le [0,T]xR) |l ”20 ! (4.8)

<H H20+1'

L1L2([0,T)xR)

Thus we have proved claim ({£4]). Then by (L3]), we have
» + [|ull¥, (4.9)

Jullgerz (o.11xm) S

Thus we have finished the proof on Step 1.

Step 2, | D%ul| e 2 o.mixr) S )z + w3t
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Using the Duhamel formula (4.2) and the Strichartz estimate (2.10), the smoothing effect
[24), we have

HD UHL°°L2 (O.T)xR) S < HeltADs(pH 4 HDE/ i(t— t)ADs (|u|2oa u) dt/
0

L L2([0,T]xR)

< ID% s “(lulou)|

LLL2(Rx[0,T7)

S llel (4.10)

me@) + HD (Ju*d, u)’

LIL2(Rx[0,T])
Next we claim that

S llull3gF (4.11)
LLL2(Rx[0,T1)

HDS_%(|U|2(’8xu)‘

To prove this claim, we split it into two cases: s = % and % <s< 1.

Case 1: s = %

By Holder’s inequality, note that 20 > 4 | we have

H|u|208xu

|1l oy - 102l 220

LLLF(Rx[0,T)) L;(R)

N||u||L2f’L°°(R><[OT] ||amu||L;°L§(Rx[0,T})
<27, (4.12)

Case 2: %<s§1.
By the Leibniz rule for fractional derivative (2I1I), we get

HDS_%(|U|2(’8xu)‘

LL1L2(Rx[0,17)

S| () - v

+ H|u|2" D 28,u

LLL2(Rx([0,T]) LLL2(Rx[0,T])

4 HDSf% (‘UPU)

LI Lo ®x[0,T]) 10zl o= 2+ (mxpoy- (4.13)

We estimate on terms above one by one.

For the first term HD“’*% (Jul*) - Opu in (LI3), by Holder’s inequality, we

LLL?(Rx[0,17])
have

1

D*72 (|uf*?) - O,u

LLL2(Rx[0,T7)

A

HDS*% (lul*) HL?"’([O,T}) ' Haﬂf“”L?*([OvT])‘

Ds—% (|u|20)

L3 (R)

A

pit e oy 10 e @i (4.14)

L2 L2([0,T]xR)
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To the term HDS_% (Ju*) - in (ZI4), using ([Z9), note that 3(20 — 1) >4 ,we

get

LIT L2~ (Rx[0,

|3 ()

: ) 5” |u|20—1
Lyt LY~ (Rx[0,T])

1
.HDs—a

4
L3 L (Rx[0,T7])

<|| ||20 1 HDS—%U‘

LAt L™ (Rx[0,T7)

LA L (Rx[0,1])
By interpolating between HDS’%ﬁzuHLgoLg(Rx[QT]) and [|u| L1 Lo (mx[o,77), We have that for some
0, € (0,1),

1-61

s 1
HD 2U (Rx[0,T7) ||u||Lth°°(R><[O,T])

< | D*"20
LA Lo ®x[0,1]) ~ | u||L°°L2

S llullxp (4.15)
Then
HDsf%(‘u‘%)

< Jull%,- (4.16)

LA (®rxo,1)) ~

To the term |[Opul| oo 2+ @y o7y) in E1), it follows from the interpolation between

HDS_‘ 2 (8 [0,TY) and HDS_% , that is, there exists 65 € (0, 1),
a1 Ayl
H@ u”L"O_LQJr(RX[OT] NHD 2(Rx[0,T1) HD : 7))
N||u||XT- (4.17)
Inserting (LI6) and (AI7) into (£I4]), we have
Dsfl 20 | 833 < 20+1. 4.18
H ’ (\u\ ) Y LLL2(Rx[0,T]) lull ( )

Thus we complete the estimate on the first term of (4.I3]).

|27 - DS_%&CU in ({I3), by Hélder’s inequality, note

LLL2(Rx[0,T7])

For the second term ’

that 20 > 4, we have
H|u|2‘7 - D¥ 2 0,u

|| 13 gomy - 1107200l

LLL2(Rx[0,T]) L1 (r)

o s—3
SHUHL%Lw(Rx[O,T}) ' HD *0xu L L2(Rx[0,T])

Slullr. (4.19)
Thus the estimate on the second term of ({13 is also completed.
For the third term DS_%(|u|2")
(A10) and ([(@IT), we have
| )

LA L5 (RX[0,T]) ' Haﬂﬁu”Li"‘Lf*(Rx[o,T]) in (AI3)), using

20+1
LA L2 @ [0,T) -0 UHLD" L2 (Rx[0,T]) ~ HUH : (4.20)

Inserting (L1])), (4£19) and (£20) into ([EI3), we have

| D=4 (e 0.u)| < luli% (4.21)

LLL2(Rx([0,T])

Owing to the above two cases, we finish the proof of claim ([@IT]). Putting (A2T) into (ZI0),
we finish the proof on Step 2.
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4.2. Estimates on ||0,ul e r2mxo,r))-  Using the Duhamel formula ([£.2) and the smooth-
ing effects (23) and (Z7]), we get

t
am - < ‘ itAax ) Ham/ i(t—t)A 2061 ) de
| Opu| o L2®Rx[0,1) S ||€ ¥ L?L?(RX[O’TDﬂL : € (|U| U)( ) Lee L2Rx[0.TY)
Slell g+ ||lule0n .
& (R) LLLZ(Rx[0,T1)
By ([@I2), we have
10zl oo 2 @pory S lpllars ey + llull 3 (4.22)

4.3. Estimates on sup,cy y) |4/l 2a22@xjo,r)- By Duhamel’s formula ([£.2) and the maxi-
mal function estimates (2.06) and (2.7]), we have

t
HUHL%L?’(RX[O,T]) S H€ZtA90HLzL;>°(Rx[0,T}) + H/ ettt )A(‘“‘%&vu) (t') dt’
0

LIL® (Rx[0,T])

S Il + ||l 0

o+ H|u|2"8$u

LLL2(Rx[0,T] L}L2([0,T]xR)’

where we have used the condition s > % >
obtain

! % in Lemma 23 By (£4) and ([£I2), we

Hs(R) T+ HU|’§?TH-

sup ”U|’L2L§°(RX[O,T]) S el
q€[4,No]

4.4. Estimates on |[ul| 11 (0)xr)- By Duhamel’s formula ([.2) and the Strichartz esti-

mates (1)) and ([Z2]), we get

t
HuHLj}LgO([O,T]XR) N HelmSOHL;ngo([o,T]xR) + H / et )A(‘U‘zaaxu) (t/) dt’
0

LELee([0,T]xR)

< 208
S llellzw + H|“| " Liaqome)

By (44), we have

lull o ree o,y S lellra + 3

4.5. Estimates on HDS_%u’ LAL® (Rx([0,T])"
xz ™t ’

inequality in [4] plays a significant role in our estimates in which we meet the Leibniz rule
for fractional derivatives in L>°. Thanks to this inequality, we are able to deal with the term

o1
D=2 (Juf?) ]| 23 (m)-

It is worth noting that the endpoint Kato-Ponce
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Using Duhamel’s formula (42]) and the maximal function estimates (2.6) and (2.1), we
get

Db

: SHeitADs—%(p’

LAL5 (Rx[0,T] LAL (Rx[0,T7)

t
+| / 2D (Juf0,u) (¢) dY
0

LA L (Rx[0,T])

<D Hell 4, + [ 2 (0 010)

~ HZ (R)

LLL2(Rx[0,17)

+ HDS_%(|U|208xu))

LIL2([0.T)xR)’

Sl + || (juP7o,)|

LLL2(Rx[0,1])

+ HDS*% (Juf*0,u) (4.23)

L}L2([0,T] xR)'

is already estimated in (AIT]). So we

Recall that the term HDS_% (|u|2"8xu)‘
LLL2(Rx[0,T7)

only need to consider the term HDS_% (|u|208xu) . Now we claim that
LIL2([0,T]xR)

=4 o0

< 2041 4.24
sy S 1% (424)

Again, we split it into two cases: s = % and % <s<1.

Case 1: s = %

is already estimated in (£.4]).

The term H |u|* 0, u
LIL2([0,T]xR)

CaseZ:%<s§1.

Using a similar treatment as ([€.3]), we have

[ 7o

= [t 0

LIL2([0,T]xR LEL2([0,T]xR)

Further, using the Leibniz rule for fractional derivative (Z.8]), we have

Dt 2.0

E[

‘|u|2of28xu

2R Le®) ‘ L2(R)

s—1 o—
+ ||U||%g°(R) : HD ’ (|u|2 Zaxu)Hm(R)’

then

| D=2 (ul*0,u)|

L1L2([0,T)xR)

)|u|2"_28$u

<\ D=3 (fuf?)
~ L2020 ([0,T]xR)

LZLF(Rx[0,T])

9 s—1 202
+ ||U||Lngo([o,T}xR) ' HD ’ (|u| &Cu)‘ L2L2(Rx[0,T])
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has been considered in (A1), so we only need

Note that the term H|u|20—28xu’
L2 L (Rx[0,T))

respec-
L2ZL3 (Rx[0,T])

to deal with the terms HDS*% (Jul?)

and HDS’% (Jul*~20,u) ’
L2L5°([0,T]xR)
tively.

For the term HDS’%(\U\Z) by ([Z8) and the Holder inequality, we have

L2132 ([0,T]xR)’

| D=4 up®)|

<||U||L4L°°[0TxR HD 2uHL4 [0,T]xR)

Slulik, -

L2L°([0,T]xR)

, we claim that

For the term HDS_% (|“|20_28xu)’ L2L2(Rx[0,T])
zt %[0,

| D4 (e 20,0)| < lluli3g ™. (4.25)

L2L2(Rx[0,T])

Indeed, using the Leibniz rule for fractional derivative (ZI0), we obtain
HDS_% (|ul*~20,u) ‘

L2L2(Rx[0,T7])

<[P ue) -2

—l—H|u|2" 2. D29 u)

L2L2(Rx([0,T]) L2L2(Rx[0,T])

+ HDS*%(\U\%*?)

L2 L (Bx[0.T]) 190l o= 2+ rxio,m)-

, using the Holder inequality, (2.9) and (£17),

To the term HDS*% (Ju|*72) - O,u
L2L3(Rx[0,T))

note that 4(20 — 3) > 4, we have

D53 (|u|20—2) - Oy

L2L2(Rx[0,T7)

A

s—1 o
1074 (1) oy Ntz o

A

D53 (|u|20—2)

12+ Lo~ (R [0,T]) : ||axu||Lg°*L§+(Rx[o,T])

el

A

20—-3 .
[l ‘ LA L~ (Rx[0,T7) luller

LALY (Rx[0,T7)

Slhule; - || (4.26)

LAY Lo~ (Rx[0,T])

Hence, by (4.I5), we get
HDs—% (Ju*~2) - d,u

S i

L2L2(Rx[0,17])

, using Holder’s inequality, note that 2(20—2) > 4,

To the term H lu|2=2.D""30,u
L2 L3 (Rx[0,17)

we get

Slhull}5e: -
L2L2(Rx[0,T]) 7TV L (Rx[0,T])

Sl

- 1 1
H|u|20 2. D 20,u -HDS 20,u

L L2(Rx[0,T7)
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To the term HDS_% (Ju|*~2)
([E246), we have
HDS_% (Ju[27=2)

NOpu|| ;oo ot as the same estimation in
R . )

20—1
12+ L2 (Rx[0,7]) [0y U||L°° L2 (Rx[0,T]) ~ ||U|| O

Thus we finish the proof of claim ([£.24]) and ([£.25) and obtain

HDSi%u R) + HuH%Jrl-

2 (Rx[0,77)

4.6. Estimates on HDS
ing effects (23) and (2.3]), we get

1
s—1
|20,

Using Duhamel’s formula (4.2]) and the smooth-

2(Rx[0,7])"

2(Rx[0,T]) ~ [ 2 mS@HLgOLg(Rx [0,77)

t
0, / ei(t—t/)ADsfé (|u|2oamu) (t/)
0

fSHDSSOHLg(R) + HD#% (lul**d,u) ‘

L2 L2(Rx[0,T7])

LLL2(Rx[0,17])

Slel

1
. 1)875 206& .
Hy®) H (ful*0zu) LLL2®x[0.T])

in (A21). Then

Note that we already have the estimation on HDS_% (|u|2"8xu)‘
LLL2(Rx[0,T7)

HDS_%@C“HL;OL?(RX[QT}) S ||90||HS + ||U||20+1-

4.7. Estimates on HDS_%UHL‘lLOO([O TIxR)*

estimates (21) and (Z2)), we have

By Duhamel’s formula (£.2)) and the Strichartz

1™

2uHL4L00 [0,7]xR) NHelmDS 2¢HL§L;@([O,T}xR)
t
JrH/ ei(t—t’)ADs—%(|u|208xu)(t/)
0
SID* 2] @y + 1077 (jul*0r)

Sllllzs e + HDS  (Jul9,u)

LELee([0,T]xR)
HL%L%([O,T] xR)
HL1L2 ([0,T]xR)"

Note that the estimation on ||D*~ (\u\%ﬁ u)HL1L2 (0.1]xk) 1§ Obtained in (@24). Then we
have

HDS—§ + ||’LL||20+1.

UHL“LOO([OT]X]R) o]l 123 (w)

Finally, all the estimates on ||u||x, are obtained and we have

|2o+1

[ullxr S 1@l ms@ + [lul

uniformly on 7. Hence we get |[ul|x, < |l¢|lasm), which gives the proof of the global
well-posedness.
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Next we prove the scattering statement. Set

+oo
Uy = — / e_it/A(|u|2"6$u) dt'.
0

Using Duhamel’s formula ([A2]), we have
. +oo . ’
u(t) — e™u, = / A (|ul* 0,u) dt.
t

By interpolation, for any 0 < s’ < s, we have that for some 6 € [0,1) ,

[u(t) = " ey S ) = 2y - ult) — Sy (4.27)
For the term [u(t) — e uy||r2m), by @), we have
lu(t) = eimu+||L2(R) 5H|u|208$u‘ L}L2([t,+00] xR)
SHUHingO([t,Jroo]xR) ) ||u||§§:1

Since [lul|x. < [lellmzm), we get

HuHLngo it4o0]x®) — 0, when t— +00.
Therefore

Ju(t) — e uy| 2@y — 0, when t — +o0. (4.28)

For the term [ju(t) — e®®u|| #s(ry» by smoothing effects ([2.4) and (1) , we have

+oo
Hu(t) _ eitAUJr”H;(]R) g HDé/ ei(tft')AD37%(|u|2oamu) dt’

t

L2(R)

< HDS’%(|u|2"8$u))

LLL2(Rx[0,400))
20+1
Sl
Hence, we have

HaR)- (4.29)

Combining the estimates ([L21), (£28) and [E29), we get

lu(t) — e"Suy]

lut) = e ullgrym S Nl

H¥ (R) — 0, as t— +o00.

This proves the scattering statement and thus finish the proof of the Theorem [L.2]
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