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NONLINEAR KLEIN-GORDON EQUATIONS

HAYATO MIYAZAKI

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with strong blow-up instability
(Definition 1.3) for standing wave solutions to the system of the qua-
dratic nonlinear Klein-Gordon equations. In the single case, namely the
nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation with power type nonlinearity, stability
and instability for standing wave solutions have been extensively stud-
ied. On the other hand, in the case of our system, there are no results
concerning the stability and instability as far as we know.

In this paper, we prove strong blow-up instability for the standing
wave to our system. The proof is based on the techniques in Ohta and
Todorova [25]. It turns out that we need the mass resonance condition
in two or three space dimensions whose cases are the mass-subcritical
case.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the system of the quadratic nonlinear Klein-
Gordon equation

1
gafu — Au+mPu = Maw, (t,2) € Ry x RY,
(NLKG) 1, , ) N
—0iv — Av+ M*v = pu®, (t,z) € Ry x RY,
c

where 2 < N <5, m > 0 and M > 0 denote the mass of the particles, A and
w are complex constants, ¢ > 0 is the speed of light, and (u, v) is a C?-valued
unknown function with respect to (t,z). (NLKG) is a reduced model of
the Dirac-Klein-Gordon system concerning proton-proton interactions and
the Maxwell-Higgs system which appears in the abelian Higgs model (cf.
[14,32]). Under the mass resonance condition M = 2m, (NLKG) is regarded
as a relativistic version of the system of the quadratic nonlinear Schrédinger
equation

1
1001 + Q—Avl = A\ U109,
(NLS) 71”
1009 + WA’UQ = ,ulv%.

Indeed, by considering the modulated wave solution to (NLKG) of the form
(ua Uc) — (eitrru:2u7 e2itMCQU> ’
(NLKG) is rewritten as

1 ,
L) c—28t2uc — 2imoiu, — Aue = )\e’t(Qm_M)CQU_cvc,
1.1

1 4
C—zafvc — 2iM Oy, — Av, = ue“t(Mﬁm)c2 ug
Taking ¢ — oo, under M = 2m, (1.1) reaches to (NLS) with \; = —\/2m
and gy = —p/2M (see [15]).
We here assume A\ = e for some e > 0 and ¢ = 1 in (NLKG). By the
scaling, (NLKG) can be reduced to

{3?114 — Auq + up = Uqus,

1.2
(12) (9t2u2 — Aug + K2ug = u%,

where kK = M/m. We set 4@ = (uy,uz). Formally, (1.2) has the conserved
energy

S oa o 1 1 1 1
B0 = 3 (10l + 5 10l ) + 5 IVl + 5 19l

1 2 K}z 2 1 2
+5 (lwalizz + 5 llualizz ) — 5 Re (g, u2)

and the conserved charge

Q(u,0yi) = Im u10urdx + Im U Opundz.
RN RN
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The purpose of this paper is to investigate instability of the standing wave
solution to (1.2) of the form

U= (eiwt(ﬁl,un ezth¢2,w) )

where w € R and gz?w = (P1w, P2,0) Is a R2-valued function. In the case
of (NLS), Hamano [13] proves strong blow-up instability (see Definition
1.3 below) of standing wave solutions in N = 5 by giving a threshold for
scattering or blow-up below the ground state (see also Dinh [9]). In [8],
Dinh investigates stability of standing solutions for N < 3. On the other
hand, In Garrisi [10], and Zhang, Gan and Guo [35], stability of standing
wave solutions to the system of nonlinear Klein-Gordon equations has been
studied. However the nonlinearity of their system is different from that of
(1.2). In terms of (1.2), stability and instability of standing solutions have
not been studied as far as we know.

Let us here deal with known results for stability and instability of the
standing wave solution to the focusing nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation
with the p-th order power nonlinearity

(1.3) OFu — Au+u = |ufP ",

where u = u(t, x) is an unknown complex valued function and p > 1. In the
case of (1.3), there are many literatures for the stability and instability of
standing wave solutions. Berestycki and Cazenave [2] (also see Payne and
Sattinger [26], and Shatah [29]) prove that the standing wave solution to
(1.3) is strongly blow-up unstable when w =0 and 1 <p < 1+4/(N —2),
where ¢,, is the ground state, namely an unique radially symmetric positive
solution to

(1.4) —A¢+ (1 —w?)g — |pfP~ g =0.

As fundamental works of the orbital stability, Shatah [28] prove the orbital
stability for standing wave solutions e'™“¢, to (1.3) if p < 1+ 4/N and

wo < |w| < 1, where
p—1
wo = .
A-=(N-1)(p-1)

Shatah and Strauss [30] also show that €@, is orbitally unstable when
p < 1+4/N and |w| < wp or p > 1+ 4/N and |w| < 1. We here re-
call that the orbital stability means stability up to translations and phase
shifts as follows: we say that e'™®¢,, is orbital stable if for any ¢ > 0,
there exists 6 > 0 such that for any (ug,u;) € H'Y(RY) x L?(RY) with
| (w0, u1) = (G, iwdy)|| g1y 2 < 0, the solution u(t) to (1.3) with w(0) = ug
and 0yu(0) = u; exists for all ¢ > 0 and satisfies

(u(t). Bpu(t)) = (- +9)iwas( + )|, L <

HlxL?

sup inf
t>0 0€R, yeRN

Otherwise, one calls that e?“¢,, is orbitally unstable. As for subsequent
results in N = 1, see Comech and Pelinovsky [7], and Wu [34]. we also refer
to Grillakis, Shatah and Strauss [11,12], and Maeda [19] regarding general
theory for the orbital stability of solitary wave solutions to an abstract
Hamiltonian system.
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In what follows, we only handle the case p = 2, in order to compare (1.2)
with (1.3). Ohta and Torodova [24] prove the strong blow-up instability for
™™g, as long as 3 < N < 5 and |w| < 1/4/5. In [25], they further establish
the strong blow-up instability when 2 < N < 5, |w| < 1 and |w| < wp if
N =2, 3. In the case |w| = wy, it is also shown in [25] that e ¢ is strongly
blow-up unstable under N = 2, 3 and ¢ is an radially symmetric solution to
(1.4). Liu, Ohta and Todorova [18] also establish that e ¢,, is the strong
blow-up unstable in N = 1 whenever 0 < w? < 1/6.

In view of the previous works, as the first step of the investigation for
stability and instability of standing wave solutions to the system such as
(1.2), we aim to establish instability for the standing wave solution to (1.2)
in the energy-subcritical cases 2 < N < 5 by applying the technique in [25].

1.1. Main results. Let us consider the standing wave solution # of the
form

i= (eiwtqsl,w, 62iwt¢27w)
for all w € R, where qi, = (P10, P2w) is a R%-valued function. If i satisfies
(1.2), then ., satisfies the system of elliptic equations

_A¢1,w + (1 - W2)¢1,w = ¢1,w¢2,wa
_Agb?,w + ("32 - 4W2)¢2,w = Qﬁ,w'

We here give a definition of solutions to (1.5) as follows:

(1.5)

Definition 1.1 ([15]). We call that a pair of real-valued functions ¢ €
(HY(RM))2 is a solution to (1.5) if

Vo1 - Vg dw—i—(l—wQ)/ o1 - V1 dx:/ O109 - v1 dx,
RN RN

RN

Vo - Vo dx+(ﬁ2—4w2)/ O9 - g dxr = ¢%.1)2 dx
RN RN RN

for any T € (C(RN))2. Note that ¢ is a solution to (1.5) if and only if
J'($)7 =0 for any T € (H'(RN))2.
The static energy J,, corresponding to (1.5) is defined by

. 1 1
1@ = 5 IVl + 5 19wl

1 2 K/2 — 40.)2 2
+5 (=) s + =5 Yl

1
-3 Re (u%,uz)LQ .
The definition of the ground state in this paper is the following:

Definition 1.2 ([15)). We say that a pair of real-valued functions ¢, €
H!' x H' is the ground state for (1.5) if ¢, € G,,, where

G = {00 € Cu | Ju(B) < Ju(l) for any G, € Cu},
Co=1{@. € (I-Irlad(}RN))2 | B is a nontrivial critical point of J,},
and ¢ is called a critical point of J,, if J’((E)U =0 for any v € (H'(RV))2.
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We here remark that it is proved in [15] that (1.5) has positive radially
symmetric solutions in G, if N <5 and |w| < min (1,k/2).

Before we state the main results, we give definitions of strong blow-up
instability for the standing wave solution.

Definition 1.3 (Strong blow-up instability). Let ¢ € (HY(RN))2. We say
(e p1, e?™ ) is very strong unstable for (1.2) if for any e > 0, there exists
(F,9) € (HYRN))? x (L2(RM))? such that

1(p1; 1) = (@1, iwdr) || ez + (P2, P2) = (D2, 2i0@2)l| 12 < €

and the solution @(t) to (1.2) with @(0) = @ and 8,@(0) = ¥ blows up at
finite time, namely Ty < oo and

li i, Opti) (t =
i @ 0D Ol 12 = o0,

where

H(ﬁ’ 8tﬁ)||H1><L2 = H(ul’atul)HHle? + H(u?’ atu?)HHle2 :
We are in position to state the main results.

Theorem 1.4. Let 2 < N < 5 and w € R be satisfy |w| < min(1,k/2).

Take gz?w € Gy. Assume that |w| < w, := \/51_7]\7 and k =2 if N =2, 3. Then

the standing wave solution (€1 ., e* e ,,) to (1.2) is strongly blow-up
unstable.

In the case |w| = w., we have the following:

Theorem 1.5. Let N = 2, 3. Assume k = 2. Let (Z be any nontrivial
radially symmetric solution to (1.5) with w = w.. Then the standing wave
solution (e®<'¢y, e*™etpy) is strongly blow-up unstable. The same assertion
occurs M w = —We.

Remark 1.6. There results are an extension of [25] regarding (1.3) into (1.2).

Remark 1.7. Arguing as in [25] due to [5, 20], the existence of a global
solution in time satisfying

lim sup || (@, 8¢ @) (¢) || 15 2 = 00,
t—o0

can be excluded.

Remark 1.8. Compared with (1.3), we need the mass resonance condition
k =2 when N =2, 3. We do not know if the condition is essential.

Remark 1.9. In order to apply the technique in [25], it is crucial that the
ground states are radial. Since (1.5) is the special case of the system of ellip-
tic equations considered in Brezis and Lieb [3], all of least energy solutions
to (1.5) are radially symmetric up to a translation in RV if 2 < N < 5 and
|w| < min(1,k/2) (see Remark 11 in Byeon, Jeanjean and Maris [4]).
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1.2. The key of the proofs. A strategy of the proofs of the main results
rely on the argument in [25]. This approach is inspired by the technique
used to consider some of blow-up problems of solutions to the nonlinear
Schrodinger equation, for instance, see [22,23]. In the mass-critical or mass-
supercritical case N = 4, 5, the key identity of the proof is a local version
of a virial type equality

d 2

(1.6) dtz Re <2x Vo (t )—i—Nuj(t),Btuj(t))LQ — K(i(t)),
j= 1

where

K (i) = 205 J,(A2 (M) |amr

N
=2 VuallZz + | Vuallzz — 5 Re (uf, u2) 2

In the mass-subcritical case N = 2, 3, the proof is based on a use of a
modified virial type equality
d <1
-=> S Re <2x V(1) + duy (1), Btuj(t)>L2 — H(i(t), da(t)),
j=1
where o =4 — N and

el 1
H(@.0) = - a (10wl + 5 1ol

(1.7)

2
ta (uwm L ||u2uLz>

fla+2) (uvwm Vw2 — Re (ul,uzm) -

The left hand side of (1.6) and (1.7) are not well-defined on (H'(RV))?
(L*(RM))2. Hence we need to approximate the weight function z in (1.6)
and (1.7) by the suitable bounded radial weighted function given in section
2. In order to control the error terms generated by the approximation (see
Lemma 2.2 below), one exploits techniques given in the proof of Theorem
A in [25], which forces to remove the case N =1 and the ground states are
restricted to be radially symmetric.

1.3. Notation. We introduce some notations throughout this paper. For
any p > 1, LP(RN) = LP denotes the usual Lebesgue space. (1—A)?2 stands
for the usual Bessel potential for all s € R. Let H S(RN ) = Hj be the
Fourier Lebesgue space (1 — A)~3 LP(RY) for any p>1andall s € R. We
omit the subscript as H* when p = 2. Set H'(RY) = H! = H! x H! and
HORN) =HO = L? x L?. Let Xpaq = {f € X | f(x) = f(Jz]), v € RN} for

any Banach spaces X. We often use the following functionals on H!:

M(¢) = ||¢1HL2+ 621172

-,

2
My(9) = (1 - w? )H¢1HL2+ H(szLz,

-,

L(¢) = HVU1HL2+ HVU’?HL27 Lo(¢) = L(

\_/l
€
—~
\_/l
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P($) = Re(¢],¢2)12,  Ru(d) = Lu(6)/P(6)*”,

L(¢) = L($) M. (9 )1/2/1’( 9),

-, -,

K@) = aM,(¢) + (a + 2)(L(¢) — P(¢)), a=4—N.

Then we simply write

Jo() = 5L(3) + MuB) ~ L PB),  K(6) = 2L(d) ~ 5 P(d).
The norms for C2-valued functions is defined by
&l tocryy = Nwallporyy + 2l ey »
[a@®)lly = llur@lly + lluz(®)lly-,
1@ D)) ly sz = w1, v1)()lly sz + (w2, v2)()ly s 2

for any p > 1, all Banach space Y, Z and any interval I C R, 0 € I.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we introduce
bounded radial weighted functions necessary to approximate virial type iden-
tities (1.6) and (1.7), and give key estimates generated by the approximation
to show the main results. Section 3 is devoted to the local well-posedness for
(1.2). In section 4, we characterize the ground states by using variational
argument. Some of the lemmas due to the variational argument will be
proven in section 5. We next turn to the proof of the main results in section
6. Finally appendix A provides the proof of the uniform boundedness of
solutions to (1.2).

2. PRELIMINARY

Let us first introduce bounded radial weighted functions which play an
important role to prove the main results. Let ® € C2([0,00)) be a nonneg-
ative function such that

N if0o<r<l, .
O(r) = .1 : P'(ry<o if1<r<2,
0 ifr>2,

Set

0 =2 (L), W)= [ (o)

for all p > 0. The following properties are given by [25]:
Lemma 2.1 ([25, Lemma 7]). For any p > 0, It holds that

(21)  ®,(r)=N, U,(r)=rif0<r<p, T(r)<2Vpifr>p,
(22) W)+ ) = ), >0

C
(2.3) y<1>§,’f>(r)y<p—k, r>0, k=0,1,2,

!/
(2.4) v(r)<1l, r=0.

Here is key estimates due to approximating virial type identities (1.6) and
(1.7) to show the main results.
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Lemma 2.2. Let @ € C([0, Tiax), H') be a radially symmetric mazimal
solution of (1.2). Then there exists Cy > 0 such that

d . . 1 —
—Elpl( u(t), opu(t)) < K(u(t)) + §Re/ up (t)?usy(t)dz
C
+ M),
d . . ., -
—Elg(u(t),atu(t)) < H{(i(t), 0pii(t)) + 5 Re/{ | }ul(t)ng(t)dx
(2.6) zlzp
Co, o
M)
for any t € [0, Tynax) and all p > 0, where
1
(2.7) I}, Opif) = > 5 Re (29,0,u; + ®,uj, Opu;) o
j=1
21
(2.8) T2 (i, Opii) = 5 Re (20 ,0,u; + ®,u;j + auj, duj) -
j=1

Proof. Since 4 is a radially symmetric with respect to x, we remark that

)

N -1 N -1
Au; = 8321]‘ +—0wu;, V- <£> =
r

r
z-V

r

Oruj = uj,  |0ruj| = [V

for j =1, 2. By using the integration by part and (1.2), we have

2

1
E —Re (2V,0,u), Osuj) ;-
=17

1
— / <\Il’ + —\If > <\3tu1\2 + —\3tuQ\2> dx
RN 2
1
+ / < \pr> <‘VU1‘2 + 5’VU2‘2> dx
RN
2 Ko
\If — d
N -1
+ Re/N <\I/’ \pr> uttzda.
R

Arguing as in the above, one also obtains

_d
dt

—iilRe(fb wj, Optij)
dt ] pi Uty )2

1 1
= — / <|(9tu1| + = |6tu2|2> dr — —/ Ad, <|u1|2 + —|u2|2> dx
RN 2 RN 2
2
<\Vu1\2 ]Vu2\2> dx +/ P, <\u1]2 + K—’UQ’2> dx
RN 2
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2

Combining these identities with (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4), we have (2.5).
Moreover, since a calculation shows

3
— —Re/ @,,u%u_gd:v.
RN

d o1
— % Z;Re(uj,atuj)p
Jj=1

I€2

3
2 .
7l - 3P(@)

one reaches to (2.6). O

= — M(8,a0) + L() + <Hu1||%2 +

3. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS IN THE ENERGY SPACE

In this section, by arguing as in [33], we shall prove the local well-
posedness in the energy space H! x H° for the Cauchy problem

Q?ul — Auq + up = uqus, (t,CC) eRy x RN
(3.1) 0?us — Aus + K2up = u?, (t,r) € Ry x RY
i(0) = @, 9,u(0) = u', v € RV,

where @ = (u,u2)? is a C%valued unknown function, @° = (u,u9)t, @' =

(u},ud)t and k > 0. We here define the following notations:
sin(tv1l — A sin(tvk? — A
V1I—-A k2 — A

= (50 ). =)

We give the definition of solutions to (3.1).

Definition 3.1 (Solution). We say a function i(t) is a solution to (3.1) on
an interval I CR, I 20 if it € C(I,HY) N CYHI,H°) and satisfies

i(t) =U@)ya + Ut)a* + /O Ut —7)F(d(r))dr

in H' for any t € I. We call I is a maximal interval of @ if i(t) cannot
be extended to any interval strictly larger than I. We denote the maximal
interval of U by Imax = Imax (@) = (Twmins Tmax)-

We have the following:

Proposition 3.2 (Local well-posedness for (3.1) in H! x H"). Assume that
k>0. Let 2 < N < 5. Then the Cauchy problem (3.1) is locally well-posed
in H' x HO. Namely, for any (@°, @) € H' x HO°, there exists a T > 0 and
an unique solution @ € C([0,T],H"') to (3.1) satisfying Oyii € C([0,T), H°).
Furthermore, the map (@°,@') — u is continuous in the following sense: For
any compact I' C [0,T)], there exists a neighborhood V of (i®, @) in H x H°
such that the map is Lipschitz continuous from V to C(I',H').

In N =5, the key of the proof of Proposition 3.2 is the Strichartz estimate
as follows:
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Proposition 3.3 ([27,33]). Denote V(t) = et™ =" for any m > 0.
Let I be an any interval in R. Assume r, ,00) if N =2, 3 and r,

qg€(2,2(N—-1)/(N—-3))if N >4. Let 0( ) (7[“) and o(q), v(q) satisfy
20(r) 2 1 1
N+1 ~(r)(N-1) 2 7r
Then the following estimates hold:

where p' is defined by % + 1% =1 for any p > 2.

V®el 0 (o) S € 1l g7

/ V(t—7)f(r) dr
0

L@ (157 ) <€ ”mew(z;Hj,*o(r)) ;

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let us introduce the complete metric space

—

u Lv(p)(O,T;H;_"(p)) S M}

2
Xpar = {ﬁ e (L0 0,310

equipped with the distance function
dr v (U, v) = || — 77Hm(p)(o,T;Lﬂ) ,

where (p,7,0) = (2,00,0) if N =2, 3, 4, (p,7,0) = (12/5,6,1/4) if N = 5.
Here the constant M will be chosen later. Set

(@) = Ut)d® + U(t)a* + /O U(t — 7)F(i(r))dr.

We shall prove that ® is a contraction map in X7 5s. Let us first show that
® maps from X7 s to itself. When N = 2, 3, 4, we estimate

[2(D)| o0 (0,7 12) < HU ﬂ“Lw 0T:1%) HU(t)ﬁIHLOO(O,T;LQ)
t
+ / U(t—7)F(a(r))dr
0 Lo(0,T;L2)
\-ia 1
< @] 2 + H 1= 2 et H(l —4) 2F(u)‘ L1(0,T;L2)

< [ HH1+Hu1HLz+HF< D)l 10,51y -

By Sobolev embedding, the last term can be calculated as follows:
IE@ 0.1y < T IE @) oo 0,7 12)
< T (el ooz ozl o, minty + et 0.0
<CT Hﬁ”%W(O,T;Hl) :
Hence we see that
19(@) | o< 0,72y < N8| + @] 2 + CTL.

In similar way, it follows from Sobolev embedding that

+||Ut)Va

V(@) | 100 (0,7:1.2) HU(t)VﬁO 1HLoo(o,T;m)

L°°(0,T;L2)
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.

/ Ut —7)VF(u(r))dr
0 L>(0,T;L?)

< |17 g + HUIHLQ +IF @) 1 0,7:02)
<@g+ 17| 2 + CT M.
Combining these above, we see that
@ (@ )HLOOOTHl) (Hu HH1+HU1HL2 +C’TM2
Putting M = 4 (||a°|| ;. + ||@|,»), | ®(@ @)| oo 0,711y < M holds as long as
T=T (HﬂOHHI + HﬁlHLQ) satisfies
(3.2) CTM? < M
Thus ®(@) € X7 . We shall prove ® is a contraction map in X7 ps. Note
that
(3.3) |F (@) — F (V)| < C(Jur| + [uz| + [o1]) (Jur — vi] + |ug — v2])

for any u, v € X7 . We calculate

/0 Ut - 7) (F(a(r)) - F((r))) dr

1) — B e 0 7512 < 1
Lo°(0,T;L2)

GRS —
where n = (4 — N)/4. Let
1 1 —14n 1 1

A2 N 24

Combining Sobolev embedding with (3.3), one obtains

|1 E (@) — F(0)|| -1+

CIF (@) — F(@)|l

C(llurllpa + lluzllpa + vl a) (lur — o1l g2 + lluz — v2l2)
< C(urllgr + lluell g + lloall o) (lur — vill g2 + llug = vall2)

which yields
1@ (@) = @(@)]| oo (0. 1;22) < CTM [T = V]| oo (0 17,12 -

Hence @ is a contraction map in X7y whenever T' = T Hu HHl + HulHLQ
satisfies

(3.4) CTM < 1/2.

Therefore, taking T = T (HﬁOHHl + Hﬂ’luLg) satisfying (3.2) and (3.4), we
have a solution to (3.1) in X7, v
Let us move on to the case N = 5. We deduce from Proposition 3.3 that

U(t)ﬁo‘

<
<

—1
||‘1)( )Hm 0,T; Hl ") LV(O’T;H;ﬁ) + HU(t)u HLW(O,T;H;*")

+ ‘ /0 t U(t — 1) F(a(r))dr

LY(0,T5H, ™)

<C[@] +C |- 2)7 2

H1
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+CH(1 ~ A F(@)

LY (0,T3H ;7)
S C(1@l i+ @ 2) + CUE@ o 0.7:815, -

Set
1 1 1—0o

B o
X o5 ag p 5
Because of 1/A2 = 2/ayp, one has

[wv]| oo < Clluvllpre < Cllullgi-o [0l o

This implies that

| (@)l (0,T3HS) Hulu?HLW'(QT;H",)_}— HU%HL"/(O,T;H"/)
(3.5) ! ’ )
<or'? <HU1HLW(O,T;H;*") + Hu2”m(o,T;H;*(’))
from which we conclude that

(3.6) | (@ )HL’Y(OTHl o< C (f}a" [ + H“1HL2 +CT1/2M2

Putting M = 2C (||a° HHI + HulHLQ) |R(@)]| oo (0,7, 1r1) < M holds as long
asT =T (HﬁOHHl + Hu HL2 sat1sﬁes

(3.7) CTY2M?* < %

Thus ®(@) € X7,p. We shall prove that ® is a contraction map in Xz .
It come from Proposition 3.3 that

18 (@) = (@)l £+ (0,7: L)

t
< / Ut — 1) (F(u(r)) — F(U(r))) dr
; L (0,T5LP)
S CIE@) = F@Oll 01021 -
Put
1 1 2¢-1 1 1 1-0¢ 1 1
s 5 T a p 5T g

1 1

1
1
Az ap Qi
Hence we see from (3.3) that
| F(@) — F(v )HLw ()THZ7 1y
<C ”F( ) ( )HL’Y (0,T;L23)
<or'’? (”Ulum(o,T;le*“) + lull v o,y + Hlem(o,T;H;*"))
x ||la — UHLW(O,T;LP) )

which implies

19(@) — (D)l 0,150y < CTM NG = 8| 110 7109
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Hence @ is a contraction map in X7 s aslong as T'=T (HﬁOHHl + Hﬂ’luLg)
satisfies

(3.8) CTY2M < 1/2.

Therefore, taking T' = T (||@°|| ;. + ||@*]| ) satisfying (3.7) and (3.8), we
have a solution to (3.1) in X7 . Computing as in (3.6), we also see
from Proposition 3.3 that 4 € (LOO(O,T; Hl))Q. Finally we show Oy €
L>(0,T; L?). Since we have
t
Ot = U (1) + U (1) + / U(t — 7)F(id)(7)dr,

0

it is established that

vl e 072y < © (@] s + [[2°]]2)
t
/ Ut — 1) F(@)(r)dr .
0 Lo°(0,T;L2)
When 2 < N < 4, we easily see from Sobolev embedding that

‘ /O "Bt — ) F(@)(r)dr

In N =5, arguing as in (3.5), making a use of Proposition 3.3, one has

/0 U(t —7)F(d)(7)dr

_l’_

< F@N 120722
L20(0,T;L?)

S Tl oo 0,757y -

<0 ||F(E)HL’Y/(O,T;HU/)
L (0,T;L2) 4

1/2 1)~12
< OTY2 il 0 7y
Therefore it is concluded that &y € L*°(0,T;L?). The remainder of the
proof is standard, so we omit the proof. [
4. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE GROUND STATES

In this section, we will prove the existence of the ground states charac-
terized by the solution to two constrained minimization problems

¢ e (H'(RN,R)?\ 0, K(&) =0}

—,

(41)  dy=inf {(9)
in N =4, 5, and

(42) =it {9 | § e (H'RY,R)*\T, KD(J) =0}
in N =2, 3, where

() = 200 J(N*T(X)) r=1
= aM,(§) + (a +2)(L($) — P(9)).
We further set
K={¢ e (H'RY,R))*\0 | K(¢) = 0},
K ={¢ € (H'RY,R))*\ 0 | KJ(4) = 0},
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2 J(ﬁ) q?eiC(N:45)
5 e RN R))"\ 0 g ¢ : ,
The following holds:
Proposition 4.1. Let 2 < N < 5. Then G, = M,,.
The next lemma is very helpful to show Proposition 4.1.

Lemma 4.2 ([15, Theorem 4.1)). Let ¢ € H' be a solution to (1.5). Then
following hold:

(i) (Pohozaev identity)
e (B0m)| =08 (V=21 + NMLG) = NP

(ii) 2L(¢)+2M (¢ )—3P( 5),

(i) NM.(8) = (6 — N)L(),

(iv) NKO($) = 2(6 — N)K() = 0.

We divide the proof of Proposition 4.1 into the mass-supercritical case
N =5, the mass-critical case N = 4, and the mass-subcritical case N = 2,
3. Let us begin with the case N = 5. In order to show the case N = 5, we
need the following lemma:

Lemma 4.3. Let A > 0. Assume that ¢ € (H*,R)2\ 0. Then the following
properties hold:

(i) There exists a unique \g = )\0(5) > 0 such that A (%5( )€

(i1) Ao(o ) < 1 if and only if K(gb) < 0.

(i) Ao(¢) =1 if and only if ¢ € K.

(iv) If P(¢) > 0, then Jo,(A2¢(N\)) < Ju(A2B(Xo-)) for any A > 0, \ #
%)

—

Ao = Ao
(V) @5 Ju(AZH(A )= SEAIG) for any X > 0.
(vi) |)\gv( A)F = )\2|v( ¥ for any X\ > 0 and all v € H*(R®), where *
is the Schwarz symmetrization.
(vii) If vy, — v weakly in H'(R®) and strongly in L3(R®), then )\%vm()\-) —
)\%v()\-) weakly in H'(R®) and strongly in L3(R®) for every A > 0.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Once A\g(¢) is defined by
1
3

(o(@): = s L@PE) ™,

the proof is the same as in that of [6, Lemma 8.2.5], so we omit the detail. [

—~

MIU‘

Proof of Proposition 4.1 in N = 5. Let us first show that M, is nonempty
as in [0, section 8.2]. By Lemma 4.3 (i), K is nonempty. Hence, (4.1) has a
minimizing sequence {¢,, }>°_,. In particular, K(¢,,) = 0 and J,(¢n,) — d.,

A
as m — o0o. Let wj, = |¢jm|" and ¥, = wﬂ?m(wm)

A= A2 f(Ax) for any A > 0 and all function f(z). Then, since Jm is
radially symmetric, Lemma 4.3 (i) implies Jm € K. Further, we see from

for j = 1, 2, where
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Lemma 4.3 (vi) that v, = |¢j\;)n(u7m)|* By means of the property of the
Schwarz symmetrization (e.g. [17]), one has
P (lu[*, uzl*) = (Jur |, Juz]) o = P(@),

(4.3) . L . ) .
L(lur[*, [uel*) < L(@), M, (Jual*, [ua|*) = My (%)

for any @ € H', because of |u1], |uz| = 0. Combining the above with Lemma

4.3 (iii) and (iv), it holds that

where 5)‘0 = (¢1m, ) 21) This yields Jw(z/;m) — d} as m — oo. Therefore,
{Jm} is a nonnegative, radially symmetric, non-increasing minimizing se-
quence of (4.1). Also, since {1, } converges in H', {,,,} is bounded in H!.
Combining this fact with K (ﬁm) = 0 and Sobolev embedding, together with
the Young inequality

a’b < 2%a3 + 2*%b3 = 2% (a3 + 2*%b3>
for any a, b > 0, we have

L(thm)

N

= ZP T/Jm)

<c (lemum p b uwmum)

2

39 1N N3
<c uwlanf ||w1m||L2) L (uwlmngﬁ ||w1m||52)
4
C(

IVl 2 + vazmug).

This implies that

» » N
L(m) < CL(Ym)
We see from N = 5 that there exists Cy > 0 such that

L(tm)

for any m € N. By using K(iﬁm) = 0 again, together with the above, one
has

N -
(4.5) 0< 5Co < P(iin) < C (Iamls + [92m3s )

for all m € N. By means of the Strauss compact embedding H_, ! (]RN ) —
LI ((RN) for any g € (2,244/(N—2)) (see [31]), there exist U e (1[11}%1(]RN))2
and subsequences {Q,Z)m} L (we still use the same notation) such that th, —
¥ as m — oo weakly in (H}ad(RN)) and strongly in (L2  (R™))?, respec-
tively. Also, (4.5) gives us ¥ # 0. Set ¥y = Wro(¥ D) By Lemma 4.3 (i),

U, € K. Moreover, Lemma 4.3 (vii) tells us that Q,Z)m o), T, weakly in
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3

H! , and strongly in L2, as m — oo. Hence, collecting Lemma 4.3 (iii),

(iv), it follows from (4.4) that

d\ < J,(To) < liminf J, (20(9)

w m—r00
< liminf J,, ()0 @m))
m—o0

= lgrgoréf Jow(Vm)

< liminf J(ém) = d.,

m—o0

which implies Jw(\I_}o) = d},. Hence, since Ty € M, M, is nonempty.
We shall next prove that M,, C C,. Let ¥ € M,,. We denote (z) =
0297 (ox) for any o > 0. A computation shows

K@) =0 ""NK () =0,

which implies 7 € K. Set flo)=Jy, 1/7") We here remark that
N-6 _ N-4 ~ N—6

1(0) = Z5— L&) + T5= M () - Z5—P()
1 2 - oV

=0V 5 = 5 ) L) + —5—Mo(9).
<2 N> 2

-,

Since 9! = 1/7 € M,,, we have f/(1) = 0. By using K(¢)) = 0, one sees that

N -4
7 = == (IVerlfe + (1 =) wnlfe — (¥, 92) 12)
N —4
+ = (IVuallze + (2 = 40?) l[allFe = (43 452) 12
N -4

e (AR REES TR TR S R

Combining these above, we see that

- 1 -
(4-6) <GU1Jw( )7¢1>H*1XH1 +§<8u2Jw( )7¢2>H*1xH1 =0.

On the other hand, one has

(Ouy K (Y1,902), 1) -1t = (—4A%1 — Np1bo, V1) g-1 5

=4 HV1/11H%2 - Np(wlawZ)a
1

(Ouy K (Y1,02), 2) -1t = §<—4A1/12 — N3, o) -1
N
= 2| Veoll72 — EP(%,%)-
It follows from K (1)) = 0 that

)out) -1yt = — 2| Vepa||72

(4.7)
— 2|V |72 + Ve[ -

=
(V]
il
B
g
P
T
I
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Since 1/_; € M, there exists a Lagrange multiplier A € R such that

0 @)\ _ \ (0u K@)
Oy oo (1) Du, K (9)
Unifying (4.6) and (4.7), together with the above, we have

3
A (<3 IVl ~ 190l ) =0,

—, —,

which yields A = 0. Thus, since 9, J,(¢) = 0 and 9y, J,(¢) = 0, M,, C C,,.
Finally, we shall show G,, = M,,. Set
I = min{J,(¢) | ¢ € C,}
and take J € G,. Then Jw(zﬁ) = [. Thanks to Lemma 4.2 (iv) and 1; € Gu,
¥ € K is valid.
From J,(¥) =1 and ¢ € K, we have [ > d.,. In order to show d}, > I, let
us take ¢, € M. Since M, C C,, taking the definition of [ into account,

we see from Jw((gw) = d} that d}, > I. Hence d}, = I is concluded. The
equivalence of the two problems is immediate. This completes the proof. [

Let us prove the case N = 4. We first remark the following:

Theorem 4.4 ([15]). Let N = 4. Fiz w € R with |w|] < mig(l,n/Q). There
exists a pair of non-negative, radially symmetric function ¢g € P such that
Ly(¢o) = an = inf{L,(¢) | & € P},

where P = {¢ € (H'(R*,R))*\ 0 | P(¢) > 0}.
Following [21, Proposition 2.5], we shall show Proposition 4.1 in N = 4.

Proof of Proposition 4.1 in N = 4. Let us first handle the constrained min-
imization problem

(4.8) @2 = inf { J2(J) ‘ 6eH\0, K@) <0},
where
Jz((g) :Mw((g)-
Let {¢,} C H! be a minimizing sequence for (4.8). Namely, {¢,} satisfics
Tim J2(6.) = &2,
(4.9) K(¢n) <0, neZ,.
We here employ the following result which is so-called linear profile de-
composition:
Proposition 4.5. Let {ii,} be a bounded sequence in H'(R*) such that

limsup || @35 > C
n—oo
for some C > 0. Then there exist v € HY(R*) and a sequence {y,} C RN
satisfying the following: There exists a sub-sequence of {i,} (we denote it
by the same notation) such that

(4.10) Ty = tp(-+yn) =T £0  weakly in H'(R*),
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(4.11) lim {K(7,) — K(5, - 9) — K(8)} =0,
(4.12) Tim {J3(T) = J3 (T, — ) = (@)} = 0.

We postpone the proof of Proposition 4.5 and continue to prove Proposi-
tion 4.1. In order to employ Proposition 4.5, we shall construct a bounded
sequence in H!(R?). Let us define the scaled function

NI

Un() = 2 dn(in®),  pn = (QP(5n))
Note that (4.9) gives us P(¢y,) > 0. Then we have
T2(Wn) = J2(¢n) = dZ, (n — 00),
2P (4hn) = 20 P(¢n) = 1,
K () = pa K (én) < 0.

This implies that {¢,} is L? x L%-bounded and L(¢,) < 1/2. Thus, {i,}
is the H!-bounded minimizing sequence for (4.8). By using the Young in-
equality, we see that for any n € N,

1
5 < Iallda + luanls

Therefore, applying Proposition 4.5 to {Jn}, there exist 1;1 € H! and a
subsequence of {1, } still denoted by the same notation such that

(4.13) 1;,11 = ﬁn( + y,ll) — 151 * 0 weakly in ’HI(R4),
@iy (K - K@ - 8 - K@) =0
(@15)  lim () — 2 - ) — 2@} = 0

for some {y1} c RY Let us assume K (') > 0 to show K(¢!) < 0. By
using (4.14) and K (¢}) < 0, we deduce that

K (ihy = ") < K (i) = K(@1) <0
for sufficiently large n. Therefore, it follows from the definition of d? that
To(n =" > d

for sufficiently large n. Hence, combining the above with (4.15), one sees
that

TS < JEn) = T3 — 1) < JX(dy) — dE
for sufficiently large n. From lim,, ., ij(qﬁ}l) = d?, taking n — oo, this tells
us that J2(1)') < 0, which contradicts ¢' # 0. Thus we have
(4.16) K@@' <o,

By using the definition of d2, together with (4.16), one obtains d2 < J2(¢1).
Further, (4.13) gives us

1951l > < limyinf [0 ]

n— o0
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for each j = 1, 2, which yields
Jo (') < limint J3 () = d2.

Hence we conclude
(4.17) = 2.
Thus 9" is a solution of (4.8). Set \Ifl (|1]*, [43]*). Together with (4.17),
it follows from (4.16) and (4.3) that

K(U) < K@) <0, I3 = I3 < .
Further, K(U') < 0 tells us d2 < J2(¥'). Thus, since d2 = J2(¥1), Ulis a
radial solution to (4.8).

Let us next show W' is a solution of (4.1). Set
1

. LY \?
(4.18) s =s(0) = (q AN
P(wl)
By (4.16), s < 1. Let ¥, = W' (2). Then we have

K(¥,) =25 (L ( ! (\Ifl)) ~0,

(W) —
Jo(0) = s T30 < JE(U) = .
It comes from K () = 0 that d2 < J2(¥,). Hence we obtain d2 = J2(,).
Thus s*d?, = d2,. This yields s = 1. Therefore it is concluded that
(4.19) K(¥') =0.

We shall prove d}, = d?. Remark that J,, (@) = J2(i) as long as K (i) = 0.
By the definition of d. and d2, it holds that d? < d.. Also, combining
d? = J2(¥!) with (4.19), we have d?> > d}. Thus d}, = d>. It is then
established that W! is a solution of (4.1). Hence ' € M, that is, M,, is
nonempty.

In order to show M, C C,, let us next handle the minimization problem

o1 = inf{I,(¢) | ¢ € P}.

Set

w = {56 P ‘ a1 = Iw((g)}
We first shall prove M, C A,. K C P is trivial. In view of Theorem 4.4,

we can construct a minimizing sequence {gn} C P for 1,. Namely, {&n}
satisfies

lim I,(6,) = a1, P(dn) >0
for any n € Zy. Set ¢° = (|¢p1n]*, |p2n]*). Thanks to the properties of the
Schwarz symmetrization, it holds that I,(¢°) < I,(¢yn) and P(¢,) > 0. We
then have lim,, oo Iw(gz_BE) = .
We set s = s(¢?) as in (4.18). Letting &, = ¢° (), it holds that
(4.20) K(®,) =0« L(®,) = P(®,),

(4.21) Iy(®n) = L, (8)).
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By (4.21), we have

-

lim 7,(®,) = ay.
n—oo
Thanks to (4.20), because of the definition d., it is deduced that
L(®,) = M ($,)"/* > V2 (d1)".

Taking n — oo, this yields oy > V2 (di})lp. Whereas, for any 1; e M,,
noting I C P, we have

o = inf{I,(8) | & € P} < L(i) = My ()2 = V2 (d1)"/?.

Hence it holds that oy = \/i(di})l/2 = I,(¢) for any ¢ € M,. Thus
M, C A,,. Let us prove M,, C C,,. Take 1/7 € M,. Set

- 1 -/ =x
4.22 U = — —
(1.22) @)= 57 (5)
It then follows from M, C A, that

=g -,

1,(9) = I,() =1, TeP,
which yields U e A,,. Since U is a critical point for I, that is

in <\f’ + sﬂ’)

=0
ds

s=0

for any @ € H', we obtain
—2AV; + (1 — w2)\I/1 =201V Uy,

2_4 2
AT+ T gy = g (02,

2

in H-!. By the scaling (4.22), we deduce that 1 is a solution to (1.5), that is
M, C C,. A remaining proof is the same to the case N = 5. This completes

the proof.
O

Let us finally prove Proposition 4.5. We need the following lemma to
show Proposition 4.5.

Lemma 4.6 (Lieb’s compactness Theorem, [16]). Let {u,} be a bounded
sequence in H(RY) with inf,ez, |t |l agery > 0 for some q € (2,2+4/(N—
2)). Then there exist {y,} C RY, @ € H'\O, and a subsequence {n;} C Z,
such that

Uy, (- + Yn;) — W, weakly in HYRY)
as j — oo.

Proof of Proposition 4.5. Firstly, we have (4.10) immediately from Lemma
4.6. Also, by (4.10), it is easy to show (4.12) because

2 2 2 2
ijan - ijn - UjHL2 - HUJ'HL2 =2 (Ujmvj)m -2 ||Uj||L2 —0

as n — oo for j = 1, 2. Let us prove (4.11). Arguing as in the proof of
(4.12), it holds that

2 2 2
VUl Lz = 1Vjn = Vosllze = [[Villz = 0
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as n — oo for j =1, 2. Next, we shall show
(4.23) Re (v%n, vgn)LQ — Re ((vln —v1)?, vgy, — UQ)LQ — Re (v%, UQ)LQ =0
as n — oo. A direct computation shows that

‘Re (v%n, vgn)LQ — Re ((vln - v1)2, Vo, — UQ)LQ — Re (v%, vg)LQ‘
< ((in = v1) (V1n +01),02) 2| + | (1, v2 = van) | + 2| (ViR V1, Von — v2) 2] -
By the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem H(Q,) — L4(Q,) for any y € ZV,
where ¢ € [2,2+4/(N —2)) and Qy is defined by

Qy={r=(v1,...,on8) eRN syj <a; <y +1(j=1,...,N)}

(e.g. [1, p168]), we have 7, — ¥ a.e in R as n — co. Hence, by using the
boundedness of {#,} in H!(RY) and Sobolev embedding, together with the
Lebesgue convergence theorem, (4.23) is obtained. Thus (4.11) holds. This
completes the proof. O

We finish this section by proving Proposition 4.1 in N = 2, 3.

Proof of Proposition 4.1 in N = 2, 3. Let us first show that M., is nonempty.
We here remark that

(424) Ju(@) = 20a+2) a+2
(4.25) & = inf { Aj“f? | & e (H'(RN)2\ T, K9(3) = 0} .

(4.25) gives us d° > 0. Let {¢n} C HY(RY) be a minimizing sequence for
(4.2). By considering the Schwarz symmetrization of ¢,,, we may assume
{dm} C (HL ,(RY))2. From (4.25), there exists C' > 0 such that

My (¢m) <C

for any m € Z*. This implies that {¢n,} is bounded in HO(RY). Hence,
combining K2(¢,,) = 0 with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, together
with the Young inequality, we see that

L(‘l—gm) < (a+ 2)P($m)
1

<c (H<z>1m||ia +x ||¢2muis)
4
3N N 1 3N N
<c (\|¢1m||L2 190l + i ol 1900 L)
4

N
2

< CL(m)
Since N = 2, 3, this allows us to exists C' > 0 such that
L(¢m) < C

for any m € ZT. Therefore, {¢,} is bounded in H!(RY). Hence, by means
of the Strauss compact embedding H! (RY) — L7 |(RY) for any q € (2,2+

rad

4/(N —2)) (see [31]), there exist a subsequence {¢y, } (we still use the same
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notation) and @ € H'(RN) such that ¢, — @ weakly in H'(RY) and
strongly in (L3(RY))2.

Let us show @ # 0. Suppose that @ = 0. By using Kg(q;m) =0 and &n —
0 strongly in (L3(RN))2, we deduce that ¢y, — 0 strongly in H*(RY). On the
other hand, together with the Young inequality, one sees from Kg((;m) =0
and Sobolev embedding that

M) + (0 + 2)L(Gn)
<H¢1mHL3 + u@muﬁ)

3

2- N N 1 9N N\ 2
<0 (ol 190l + 5 ol * 190211,

<C <04Mw((;m) + (o + 2)L((gm))%

Here, in the above last line, we employ the inequality due to the Young
inequality

2N
[@jmllp2 ||v¢jm”L2 <ellgjmle o — IVéjml

for any ¢ > 0 and 5 = 1, 2. Unifying the above and gbm =+ 0, there exists
C > 0 such that

My(m) + (@ +2)L(6m) > C

for any m € Z*. Hence, we have ||p1m |3 + 3 | d2m |31 = C for any m €

ZF. However this contradicts « = 0, that is, @ # 0. In particular, @ €
(HY(RN))2\ 0. Collecting (4.24), (4.25) and K(¢,,) = 0, we reach to

My(@) . . My(dm) .. . -
0 7w < Twirm) < =Y
d, < ot2 \1%151; P \lb{n%lglof!]w(qu) d,,,
which yields ]Vif(w) =d°. Also, since

P(@) - P(¢m)

2
< lwillgs lwe = omll s + (Jwill s + (|d1mll 13) [|d2mll 13 lwr — dimll s
— 0

as m — oo, it is deduced that

K@) < liminf K°(¢y,) = 0

m—o0

Here, if KY(w) < 0, then Lemma 5.3 (i) (will be shown in section 5) leads
to

M, (@)
), < =2
w Sy +2
This yields K2 (@) = 0. Hence we conclude that 1 attains (4.2), that is M.,
is nonempty:.
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We shall prove M,, C C,,. Let W € M,,. Then there exists a Lagrange
multiplier n € R such that

) Ouy Juo (W) 2(a+2) &Lng () )
We see from (4.26) that o satisfies
—(1 = n)Aw; + (m? — w?) <1 — o%zn) wy — (1 — n)wrwy = 0,
—(1 = n)Aws + (M3 — 4w?) <1 — aiﬁn) we — (1 —n)w? =0
in H—1(RM).

Let us show 1 < 1. Suppose that n > 1. (4.27) gives us

0= (L= 2@) = (1= —S50) M) - 50— n)P(@)

(4.27)

«
a+ 2

Combining the above with K2 (@) = 0 and n > 1, we have
1 . N +n o My(w) dY
0==-(n—-1)L —M, >— =2 >
o (1= D) + iy M) 2 507y = 5>

This yields a contradiction. Hence n < 1 holds. Therefore, since
1-n>0, 1—5%§n>&
it follows from the elliptic regularization method that z-Vw; € H? for j = 1,
2 (see [6, Theorem 8.1.1]). By means of (4.26), we deduce that
0 = KO(u)
= 200 S (NB(A)) a1
= 2(Oy, (W), x - Vwy + 2w1) + 2(0y, J (W), x - Vwy + 2ws)

n 0,7 n 0/~
o 2<3U1 (W), z - Vwy + 2wy) + o 2<3u2Kw(w),x Vws + 2ws)
n 0/\2 —
= K NN
KIS IO) hos

Further, one sees from K9 () = 0 that
NESN W) a1 = o My(@) + (o + 2)* (L(w@) — P(w))
= — 2aM, (W) < 0,
which implies n = 0. Thus, we conclude 0y, J, (W) = 0 and Oy, J,, (W) = 0.

Thus M, C C,. A remaining proof is similar to the case N = 5. This
completes the proof. O

5. SOME OF THE VARIATIONAL LEMMAS

In this section, we will prove some of the lemmas due to the variational
results in section 4. We here remark the identity
(E —wQ)(u,0p10) = J, (1)

(5.1) . 1 ,
+ [19pu1 — iwun 72 + 5 19ruz — 2icous | 72
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5.1. Mass-supercritical or mass-critical case. In view of (5.1), let us
define the set
RL = {(@,0) e H* x H°; (F — wQ)(u,7) < d,, K (@) < 0}.

We see the following;:
Lemma 5.1. Let N =4, 5. Fiz w € R with |w| < min (1,x/2). Then

(i) Jo(@) — £ K (@) > dY, for all @ € HY(RY) satisfying K (i) < 0.

(i) A (gz_b)w,iwgbl’w, 2iw¢27w) e R for any X > 0 if ¢, € G..
Proof. To show (i), set

Jo(@) = J (@) — - K ().

1
N
A calculation shows that

T, us) = (% _ %) (i) + %Mw(ﬁ).

Note that J.(@) > 0 from N > 4. By K (@) < 0, we have @ # 0 and
P(@) > 0. Also, it turns out that for any A > 0,

K(\i) = \? <2L(ﬁ) — %P(ﬁ)) .

This allows us to take A\g € (0,1) such that K(Ao@) = 0. Recalling (4.1),
from the fact 9)JL(A@) < 0 for all A > 0, we see that

4L < Ju(i) = JH0oi) < JL(),
which implies (i).
We shall show (ii). By Proposition 4.1, J(¢,) = d.. A computation

shows
2

TG = 5 (L62) + MoB) = AP()

By means of Lemma 4.2 (ii), we have 0)Jy, (A1 w, A2, )|a=1 = 0, which also
yields P(¢,) > 0. The fact and Lemma 4.2 (ii) tell us dyJi,(Ag) < 0 for
any A > 1. Hence, combining these above with (5.1), we see that

(B = wQ) (M, w1, 2iwdn ) = (M) < d
for any A > 1. Further, it is deduced that
- - NX o
K()‘gbw) = 2>‘2L(¢w) - TP(¢w)
From N > 4, we obtain 9y K (Ad,,) < 0 for any A > 1. Since K(Ady,)|x=1 = 0,
it holds that K (A¢,) < 0 for any A > 1. Thus, we conclude (ii). O

—,

Lemma 5.2. Let N =4, 5. Set w € R with |w| < min (1,x/2). If (§,¢) €
RL, then the solution @ € C([0, Tmax), H') of (1.2) with @(0) = @ and
0ui(0) = 1 satisfies

_%K@@pﬂg_w—w®@w>

for any t € [0, Thax)-
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Proof. Let us begin with the proof of the fact K(u(t)) < 0 for any t €
[0, Tinax) by a contradiction. Suppose that there exists t1 € (0, Tinax) such
that K (u(t1)) = 0 and K(u(t)) < 0 for any ¢ € [0,¢;). Lemma 5.1 (i) gives
us

1 2

<§_N>L( i) + M( i) >d >0

for any ¢t € [0,t,), Taking t — t;, we have @(t;) # 0. By (4.1), one sees
Jo,(i(t1)) = d.. On the other hand, it follows from (5.1), (F,¢) € R}, and
the fact E and @) are conserved for all ¢ that

Jo(ii(t)) < (B = wQ)(i(t)) = (B - wQ)(F,¥) < d.

This yields a contradiction. Thus, K (u(t)) < 0 for any ¢ € [0, Tiyax). To-
gether with the above and the fact F and @) are conserved for all ¢, combining
Lemma 5.1 (i) with (5.1), it turns out that

-,

1
K () > dl — L) > dl ~ (B - wQ)(, )
for any ¢ € [0, Tiyax), which completes the proof. O

5.2. Mass-subcritical case. We next define the set
RY, ={(4,7) € H' x H'; (E —wQ)(i,7) < d), KJ(i) <0}.
We have the following:

Lemma 5.3. Let N =2, 3 Fiz w € R with |w| < min(1,x/2). Then
~ M, (u

o) el
(i) A ((Ew,z'wtbLW, 2iw¢27w) e Rg for any X >0 if (ﬁw € q,.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. We first compute

K@) _ My(a)

200 +2) a+2°

KO(i0) < 0 implies @ # 0 and P(@) > 0. Also, we deduce that for any A > 0,

(5.2)  KS(\i) = N2aM, (@) + N (a + 2)L(@) — A (a + 2) P(d).

This allows us to take A; € (0,1) such that KJ(\ @) = 0. Recalling (4.2),
one sees that

> d° for all @ € H'(RN) satisfying KO(i) < 0.

Jw(ﬁ) -

a+ 2 a—+2

which implies (i).
We shall show (ii). In the same manner as in the proof of Lemma 5.1 (ii),
we have

(E - wQ) <)\ (5w, WL o, 2m¢27w>> <d
for any A > 1. Further, it follows from (5.2) that
KJ(Aw) <0
for any A > 1, which yields (ii). O
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—,

Lemma 5.4. Let N =2, 3. Set w € R with |w| < min (1,x/2). If (,¢) €
RO, then the solution @ € C([0, Tmax), H') of (1.2) with @(0) = @ and
(0) = v satisfies

(5.3) KQ((t) <0,
5 s bl

for any t € [0, Thax)-

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 5.2, let us get started with the proof of
the fact K2(w(t)) < 0 for any t € [0, Tinax) by a contradiction. Suppose that
there exists t; € (0, Timax) such that KO2(i@(t1)) = 0 and K2(i(t)) < 0 for
any t € [0,¢1). Lemma 5.3 (i) gives us
M, (@)
o+ 2
for any t € [0,t;), Taking t — t;, we have @(t;) # 0. By (4.2), one sees

Jo(@(t1)) = d°. On the other hand, it follows from (5.1), (&,%) € RO and
the fact E and @) are conserved for all ¢ that

Jo((tr)) < (B —w@)(u(tr), dyi(t1))
= (B - wQ)(#.9) < dj).

This yields a contradiction. Thus, we have KO(i@(t)) < 0 for any t €
[0, Tinax ). Thus, Lemma 5.3 (ii) gives us (5.4). O

>d° >0

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

This section consists of the proof of the main results. Before going to the
proof of the main results, we shall handle the following lemma concerning
the uniform boundedness of global solutions to (1.2):

Lemma 6.1. Let @ € C([0,00),H') be a solution to (1.2). Then

(6.1) sup |7(0)l] 2 < o<,
>0
t+1 9
(6.2) sup [ @0 (0) e < o
t=> t

Proof. The proof is carried out as in Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.5 in [5].
In detail, we refer readers to the Appendix A. O

6.1. Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let us start to prove the mass-supercritical
and critical case N =4, 5.

Proof of Theorem 1.4 in N =4, 5. The strategy of the proof is based on
[25, Theorem A]. For any € > 0, we can take A = A(¢dy,w) > 1 satisfying

()‘ - 1) (||(¢1,waiw¢1,w)||Hle2 + ||(¢2,w,2iw¢2,w)||Hle2) <e.
Put

5= g [d — (B~ wQ) (MG iwor o 2i0610)) }
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Lemma 5.1 (ii) yields § > 0. Here, (6.2) allows us to exist J > 0 such that

T+1
(6.3) / (/ Orss (1, )2 + [V (1, )2 + |uj(t,x)|2dx> dt<J
T RN

for j =1, 2 and all T > 0. we deduce from the mean value theorem that for
any i € Z, there exists T; € [i — 1,4] such that

[ 0T + V(T + (TP < .

Let us prove by a contradiction. Assume that there exists a global solution
i € C([0,00), H!) of (1.2) with @(0) = A¢,, and 9i(0) = A(iwe1 4, 2iwda ).
Since « is radially symmetric with respect to  for any ¢ > 0, we can define
I/}(ﬁ, Otl) by (2.7), so that one has (2.5). By using (2.5), Lemma 5.1 and
Lemma 5.2, we have

d
(6.4) %Ip (t) =26 — R,(t)
for any ¢ > 0 and all p > 0, where I)(t) = I, (t(t), dyt(t)) is defined by (2.7)
and
(6.5) R,(t) = 3 Re ui (t)ug(t)dr + — M (1(t)).

{lz=p} P
Integrating the both side of (6.4) for ¢, one sees from T; 1o — T; > 1 that

Tiio
(6.6) (T~ 14T > 2~ [ R

for all ¢« € Z4. Let us here show that there exists a constant C; > 0 not
depending on ¢ such that

Tit2 9, \—— N—1
(6.7) / Re/ ui(t)ug(t)dedt < Cip~ 2 J2.
T {lz|=p}
To this end, let x(¢,7) € C§°(R?) satisfy x(t,r) = 1 if |t} < 2 and |r| > 1,
x(t,r) = 0if |t| = 4 or |r] < 1/2, and 0 < x(¢t,7) < 1. Set ¥(t,r) =

x(t —T,r/(2Fp))ii(t,|r|) for any p > 1, all T > 4 and k € Z=g. Since 1 is a
radially symmetric function, by means of (6.3), we estimate

W

/2 100512 + 0,0, 2 + [v; 2t
R

< C2Fp

T+4

<[ (10 P + 10y 2P + a2 (2
T-4 J1/2

< C(Qk‘p)l—N/
T—4

< 8C(2Fp)t N

for any p > 1, all T"> 4 and k € Z>o. Together with the above, it follows

from the Young inequality and Sobolev embedding that
T+2

Re / uttzdadt
T-2 {lz|=p}

T 2 2 2
([, 10w + 19058 + fusiae)
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2 T+2 .
<C / / u|°dadt
jzl rs Jaipe)
2 T+2 00 poktl,
éCZ/ Z/ | (r)[PrN L drdt
P B O L
2 o0
<O [ P
J=1 k=0 R?
2 oo 3/2
<O Y@ ([ 100 ool + v )
j=1 k=0 R

o0
<op Ty 2

k=0

which yields (6.7). In view of (6.1), this allows us to exist py > 0 such that
Tiy2
/ R, (t)dt < 0
T;
for any i > 4. We see from the above and (6.6) that
Ly (Tiga) = 1 (Ty) = 6
for any i > 4, which contradicts that for any ¢ > 1,
L, (Ty) < Cpo | (@(T;), 0:(T;)) 371 12 < CpolJ.

Hence, the solution blows up at finite time. This completes the proof in
N =4, 5.
O

Before proving the mass-subcritical case N = 2, 3, We note that the
following identity holds:
H (i, 0,10)
= 2(0[ + 2)(E — wQ)(ﬁl, Z_[Q) — 20.)0[62(271,’[12)
6.8 . 1 .
(6.8) —2(a+1) <H6tu1 — dwuy |32 + 5 |Opus — 22wu2”%2>
—2(1 = (a+ D)) w72 = (5% = 4(a + 1)w?) [[uz] 72 -

Proof of Theorem 1.4 in N =2, 3. For any e > 0, there exists A = A(¢,, w) >
1 satisfying

()‘ - 1) (||(¢1,wa iwgbl,w)”Hlez + ||(¢2,w, 2iw¢27W)||H1><L2) < €.
Set
51 = 2(a+2) (d) — (B — wQ)(@(0), 0,1(0))) ,

W2 « 0
5 = a (wQ(ﬁ(O), 0,1(0)) — ﬂ) .

2

(6.9)

l1—w
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Lemma 5.3 (ii) yields §; > 0. Further, form b € G, and k = 2, we see that

My(¢o) _ 1-w?
0
dy, = aw+§ T a+2 (||¢1‘*’HL2+2H¢2“HL2>’
which implies
w(a + 2)dy
1—w?

= ? (ll610l72 + 21620172

< N2 (llénallfs + 21920172 ) = wQ@(0), 8,(0))

for any A > 1. Thus 6o > 0. We denote § = d; + d2. Let us prove
by a contradiction as in N > 4. Assume that there exists a global solution
i € C(]0,00), H') of (1.2) with @(0) = A@,, and 9,@(0) = A(iwe1 ., 2iwds, ).
Since #(t) is radially symmetric with respect to x for any ¢ > 0, we can define
Ig(z_[, Otl) by (2.8). Thus (2.6) is valid. By using (5.4), (6.8) and the fact
E(@,0,w) and Q(u, ;@) are conserved for ¢ > 0, together with k = 2, we
obtain

—H(@,00) > —2(a+2)(E —wQ)(@(0), 0,i(0)) + 2waQ(i(0), 9,i(0))
+2(1 = (a+ Dw?) |2 + (5% — (e + D) [fuz 7
> — 20+ 2)(F - wQ)(#(0), 0,(0)) + 20aQ((0), 8,i(0))
+2(1 = (a+ 1)w?) (Jlu (0132 +2 ua(t)32)
> 2.

Hence we have

d .
@I,f( i(t),0pi(t)) > 26 — Ry(1)

for any ¢ > 0 and all p > 0, where R,(t) is defined by (6.5). The remaining
proof is same way to the case N > 4, so we omit the proof.

O
6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let us only prove the case w = w,., because the case
w = —w, is exactly same. Let ¢ € H! be a radially symmetric solution to
(1.5) with w = w,. For any € > 0, there exists A\ = A(¢,w) > 1 such that

A —=1) (P, iwdn) | g1 2 + [1(2, 2iw2) || g1 12) < €.
Set
0= ach(A(q;, w1, 2iwds))
— (@ +2)(E — weQ)(A(¢, iwr, 2iwes)).

We see from Lemma 4.3 (ii) and (iii) that 0, J.,, (77(5)\,7:1 = 0 and 0y J,, (Ag) <
0 for any n > 1. Hence, in view of (5.1), it holds that

-,

(E — weQ) (N, iwe1, 2iw2)) = Ju.(AD) < Ju (4).

We also estimate

weQN(G. o, 2iwgo)) = N2? (|61l 72 +2 6l
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> w? (lenlfs + 21623z ) -

Hence, using x = 2, one has

5> aw? (ol + 216212 — (o +2)Ju(6)

(6.10)
= — SK5.(8) — (md — (a+1)w?) (61113 +2 16132

-,

On the other hand, (1.5) leads to 8y, Ju,(¢) = D, Ju(¢) = 0. Indeed, it turns
out that

—,

(Our (@), 0) = Re [ (-1 + (m )61 — a0z =0,

—,

(OuyJuw (@), w) = %Re /RN(—A¢2 + (m3 — 4w?) ¢y — ¢ wdx = 0

for any w € C§°(RY). We also see from (1.5) and the elliptic regularization
method that x - V¢; € H! for j =1, 2 (see [6, Theorem 8.1.1]). Therefore
it follows that

-,

K%(3) = 205 Ju (A G(A)) r=1

—, —.

=2
= (0w, Ju(9), Bd1 + - Vi) + (Ouy Ju(9), Bd2 + x - Vo)
=0.

Combining the above fact with m? — (a+ 1)w? = 0, together with (6.10), we
have § > 0. As in the proof of Theorem 1.4, let us prove by a contradiction.
Assume that there exists a global solution @ € C(]0,00), H!) of (1.2) with

@(0) = A¢ and 9,@(0) = A(iwer, 2iwes). Since 7@ is radially symmetric with
respect to x for any t > 0, we can define Ig(z_[, Oytl) by (2.7), so that one
has (2.6). By using (5.4), (6.8) and the fact E(@,0,%) and Q(u, 0yil) are
conserved for ¢ > 0, together with x = 2 and 1 — (a + 1)w? = 0, we see that
— H(u(t), 0yu(t))
Z = 2(04 + 2)(E - ch)(ﬁ(O), 8156(0)) + QWCQQ(ﬁ(O)a 8156(0))
+2(1 = (a+ Dew?) [lual[ 72 + (8% = 4 + 1)) Juz]l72
> 20,0Q((0), 0(0)) — 2+ 2)(E — ,Q)(@(0), &y(0))

+201 = (o 1)w?) ([l (0)22 + 2 s (0)]3:)
= 20.

Hence it is obtained that

d o, -
(), (1)) > 2 — Ry(1)
for any ¢ > 0 and all p > 0, where R,(t) is defined by (6.5). The remainder
of the proof is exactly same to that of Theorem 1.4, so we omit the proof.

O
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6.3. Application of the uniform boundedness of global solutions.
In the mass-subcritical or mass-critical case 2 < N < 4, we establish the
following;:

Proposition 6.2. Let N =2, 3, 4. If it € C([0,00),H') is a global solution
of (1.2) satisfying P(u(t)) > 0 for any t > 0, then

Sup || (%, 0y) () 1 x 2 < 00

=

holds.

1
Proof of Proposition 6.2. By the Young inequality ab < ea? 4+ ¢ »=1b7 with
p~ !+ ¢ ' =1, it holds that

P(i) < C (s + lusllfs )

Combining P(i) > 0 with (6.2) and the conservation of the energy, we have

t+1
SUP/ <Hu1(3)Hi3 + Huz(s)H%3> ds < 0.
¢

=0
Hereafter, we follow the argument by [20]. In the same way as in [25, Lemma
2.1], it turns out that

(6.11) A = sup || U(t)|| 572 < 0.

=

Further, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality gives us

1-60 0
(6.12) lujll s < Clluglizse Vsl
for j =1, 2, where § = %. Together with (6.11) and (6.12), by using
the Young inequality again, for any [ > 0, we establish
1 1
(6.13) 7P(ﬁ) < §L(ﬁ) +Cy

for some constant C depending on A and L. Here set b = min(1, k). When
b < 1, by the conservation of the energy, one obtains

1
| Car, ) ()15 2 + 5 Il a2, D) ()12

< bi;E(ﬁ(O), opii(0)) + %P(ﬁ)-

we see from (6.13) that
1
2 2
1, Grun) (O + 55 M1 (w2, Ouz) ()1« 2
8 . _
< b—2E(u(0), o,u(0)) + 201,
which implies sup;~ ||(@, 0;10)(t)|| 172 < 00. The case m > 1 is easier.

Thus, the proof is completed. O

Combining Proposition 6.2 with the Strauss decay estimate

_N-1
(6.14) 1l zoo (a)2p) < €7 2 1l
rad

for any p > 0 (see [31]), we establish an alternative proof of Theorem 1.4 in
N < 4 and Theorem 1.5 which is similar to that of Theorem 1 and Theorem



32 H. MIYAZAKI

4 in [25], respectively. For self-containedness, we only give the proof of
Theorem 1.4 in N = 2, 3.

Alternative proof of Theorem 1.4 in N =2, 3. Set 6 = ;1 + 62 as in (6.9).
For any € > 0, there exists A = A(dy,w) > 1 such that

()‘ - 1) (||(¢1,waiw¢1,w)||Hle2 + ||(¢2,w,2iw¢2,w)||Hle2) <e.

Let us prove by a contradiction. Assume that there exists a global solution
i € C([0,00), H!) of (1.2) with @(0) = A, and 8;i(0) = N(iwd1 w, 2iwea,,)
and the solution satisfies

My = sup | (@(t), 0ti(#)) r1x 2 < 00-
Since w(t) is radially symmetric with respect to x for any ¢ > 0, we can

define (i, dyii) by (2.8). Thus (2.6) is valid. Thanks to the Strauss decay
estimate (6.14), it is deduced that

Re/> U%(t)Mdm < HuQ(t)HLOO(\x\gp) ”u1(t)|]%2
z|>p

_N-1 2
S Cp~ 72 lug(®) g ua ()7
N—1

< CMf’p—T

for all ¢ > 0 and any p > 0. Combining N > 2 with (6.1), this allows us to
exist pg > 0 such that

1 — C
sup | = Re/ ud (t)us(t)dx + —ZOM(ﬁ(t)) < 0.
>0 \ 2 || >po Po

Combining the above with (2.6) gives us
d . . _ _
5150 (w(t), Opii(t)) = —H (i(t), Opii(t)) — &

for any ¢t > 0. Similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.4 in N = 2, 3, we obtain
—H(d,0y) > 20. Hence, one has limy o I7(i(t), 8i(t)) = oo. On the
other hand, there exists C'= C(pg) > 0 such that

Ly (@(1), 0yii(t)) < C || (a(t), 0y@(t)) 312 < CMT

for any ¢ > 0. This yields a contradiction. Since (5.3) tells us P(u(t)) > 0
for any t > 0, we see from Proposition 6.2 that the solution (t) satisfies

My = sup [|(&, 00)(8) | 12 < 00

=

Therefore, the solution blows up at finite time. This completes the proof. [J

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE UNIFORM BOUNDEDNESS OF SOLUTIONS.

Following [5], let us show Lemma 6.1. We define some notations
f@) == f(a(t) == M(u(t))

and [z]T = max(z,0) for any = € R.
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Proposition A.1. Let i € C([0,00),H') be a solution of (1.2). Let b =
min(1, k). Then it holds that

(A1) i(Wﬂ)—MﬂﬂD@Mmﬂ) 0
(A2) F6) < sup (000, 3 EG@(0),8:7(0))
for any t € [0,00). Moreover,

(A.3) E(u(0),0,w(0)) =0

15 valid.

Remark A.2. (A.2) implies (6.1).

Proof. Set

6 . _
9(t) = £(t) — 3 B(0), (0))
Let us show by the contradiction. Namely, assume that there exists ¢; €
[0, 00) such that

(b2 £ (t1) — 6E(ii(0), 3,ii(0))] ) > 0.

VE:I&

Hence we have ¢/(t1) > 0 and g(¢1) > 0. Further one sees that

g"(t) = f"(t) = 5M(0yii(t)) — 6 E(ii(0), 9,1 (0))
(A4) (2 )
s B3z + 5 w2 (@72 + L)),

which implies
g"(t) = b*M(a(t)) — 6E(a(0), 3,(0)) > bg(t)
for any t € [0,00). Therefore, g is a convex increasing function on [t1, c0)

with limy_,~ g(t) = co. This gives us g(t) > 0 for any t > ¢;. By using this
fact, we estimate

f7(t) = 5M(0yi(t)) — 6E(i(0), 0,1(0))
I{Q
+ ur(®)l72 + 5 luz (072 + L(3(t))

> 5M(0ii(t)) + b* M (i(t)) — 6E(i(0), d,i(0))
> 5M (0yu(t)).
This tells us that
(f'(1)* = 4(Re (u1,0u1) 12)° + 4Re (us, Oyu) 12 Re (ug, dyus) 12
+ (Re (ug, 8tu2)L2)2
<472 |10cunl[72 + 4llunll e 19sun | 2 lluall 2 1Opus]| e

2 2
+ [luzllz: [0z |12

< AM (d(t))M(opi(t)) <
which yields



34 H. MIYAZAKI

for any ¢t > t1. From the above, we see that
_1\" 1,9 5
(a0 =3 (SF02 e ar) <o

Hence, (f(t))fi is concave on [t1,00). On the other hand, since ¢ is a
increasing function on [t1,00), f is also increasing on [t1,00). This implies
(f(t))fi — 0 as t — oo, which contradicts that (f(t))fi is concave on
[t1,00). Therefore, we have (A.1). Furthermore, by (A.1), it holds that

D2f(t) — 6E(@(0), 3,(0)) < [B*£(0) — 6E(i(0), yii(0))]
for any ¢ € [0, 00). This yields (A.2). We shall show (A.3). If E((0), 9;u(0)) <
0, then we have
() = —6E(i(0), 0,@(0)) =: a > 0.

This implies f'(t) > at+ f'(0) for any ¢ > 0. Hence, there exists to > 0 such
that f’(t) > 0 for any t € [t2,00), which implies f(t) — oo as t — oco. This
contradicts (A.1). The proof is completed. O

Lemma A.3. Let @ € C([0,00),H') be a solution of (1.2). Let b =
min(1, k). Then it holds that

6
A5 '"(t) < —=E(u(0), 0,@(0)),
(A.5) f(®) 75 ((0), 0¢1i(0))
(A6) () >t ( 110). - B(@0),2.70))
for any t € [0, 00).
Proof. Set
ht:’t——E , 0(0)).
(t) = f(t) 75 (1(0), 0¢1i(0))
A use of the Young inequality 2zy < ex? + e~ 192 with € = % gives us
/(0] < 2|(ur, Opur) 2] + |(uz, Opuz) 2]
<2 Hu1HL2 10wl 2 + lluzll 2 l|Oruz| 12

\f |72 + == \f l0pur |72 + 5 (\/— luzZ2 + =~ vo Hf?mIIm) :

This yields
2
K .
(A7) VBB £ (1)) < [lua (D72 + =5 llua(BIIZ2 + 5M (Bi(2)).
By means of (A.4) and (A.7), we have
W(t) = f"(t) > V5Bl f'(t)| — 6E(@(0), 0,(0)) > v/5bh(t)
for any ¢ € [0,00). This tells us that

(A.8) h(t) > h(t)eY3(t—to)
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for any g, t € [0, 00) with tg < t. Let us suppose that there exists ¢; € [0, 00)
such h(t;) > 0. Then we see from (A.8) that

, 6
f(t)>%

for any t > t;, which yields f(¢t) — oo as t — oo. This contradicts (A.2).
We then complete the proof of (A.5). Let us prove (A.6). Put

k) = ~1'0) - =
By Combining (A.4) with (A.7), we have
—K'(t) = f"(t) = F(t) — 6E(i(0), 8;1(0))

B(i(0), 8,(0)) + h(t1)e¥30=1) > @

E(1(0), 0yu(0)).

\

> VB0|f'(t)] — 6B(i(0), 8,(0))

> — VBb'(t) — 6B(@(0), 8,(0))

= V/Bbk(t).
This gives us k(t) < k(0)e~V? for any ¢ € [0,00). Thus, it holds that
k(t) < sup(k(0),0), which implies (A.6). We complete the proof. O

Lemma A.4. Let i € C([0,00),H') be a solution of (1.2). Then the esti-

mate
i . _ 12 . .
t F(s)ds < 6E(w(0),0,1(0))T + EE(U(O),@U(O))

+2|(u1(0), 0ru1(0)) 2| + [(u2(0), dpuz(0)) 2|
for any t > 0 and all T > 0, where

F(t) = F(u(s), 0yu(s))
I€2
= 5M(8,a(t)) + ur (B)]72 + 5 luz(t)[[72 + L(@(1))-

Remark A.5. Lemma A.4 gives us (6.2).

Proof. Integrating the both side of (A.4) for ¢, we have
t+7 t+1
f(s)ds = F(s)ds — 6E(u(0),0:u(0))T.
t t

This implies that
t+7
/ F(s) ds = 6E(i(0), ,7(0))7 + F(t +7) — F(1).
t

Hence, the desired estimate follows from (A.5) and (A.6). O
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