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THRESHOLD SCATTERING FOR THE FOCUSING NLS WITH A
REPULSIVE DIRAC DELTA POTENTIAL

ALEX H. ARDILA AND TAKAHISA INUI

ABSTRACT. We establish the scattering of solutions to the focusing mass super-
critical nonlinear Schrédinger equation with a repulsive Dirac delta potential
10+ 02u+vé(2)u + [ulP"lu =0, (t,z) ER xR,
at the mass-energy threshold, namely, when E- (uo)[M (u0)]? = Eo(Q)[M(Q)]?
where up € H'(R) is the initial data, Q is the ground state of the free NLS
on the real line R, E is the energy, M is the mass and o = (p + 3)/(p — 5).
We also prove failure of the uniform space-time bounds at the mass-energy

threshold.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the following nonlinear Schrodinger equation with a
delta potential
i0u(t,r) = —0%u — v§(x)u — |ulP~u, (1)
u(0,7) = ug € H:(R), '
where v € (—00,0), p > 5 and u = u(t, z) is a complex-valued function of (¢,z) €
R xR. Here, ¢ is the Dirac distribution at the origin, i.e. (6, v) = v(0) forv € H'(R).
The Dirac distribution ¢ is used to model a defect localized at the origin (see, for
example, [13]).

Due to their abundance physical and mathematical properties the NLS (1.1) has
drawn much attention of physicists and mathematicians [4,5,7,13]. The effect of
the 0(z)-potential on the dynamics of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation has been
studied intensively in later years. The Cauchy problem, existence of ground states
and their stability /instability, long time dynamics (scattering and global existence,
blow-up) to (1.1) with data below the ground state threshold, etc., have been
studied in recent years; see for example [2,3,11,12,14,16] for more details.

The formal expression of the operator —d2 —~v§(x) which appears in (1.1) admits
a precise interpretation as a self-adjoint operator H, on the space L?(R). Indeed,
we have formally

(=07 =7é(2)f.9) = t,[f,9] for f, g€ H'(R),
where t, is the quadratic form defined by

61f,g] = Re /R 0, f3gdz —Re [F(0)g10)| (1.2)

As the bilinear form t, is bounded from below and closed on H*(R), it is possible to
show that the self-adjoint operator associated with t, is given by (see [19, Theorem
10.7 and Example 10.7])

H,yf(z) = =L f(x) for z 0,
fedom(H,) = {f e H'(R)NH*R\{0}) : f/(0+) — f'(0~) = —7f(0)} .
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We observe that the operador H, can also be defined via theory of self-adjoint
extensions of symmetric operators (see [1])

It is well-known that (see [12]) for ug € H'(R), there exists T = T(||uo||zr1) > 0
and a unique maximal solution u(¢,z) to (1.1) on [0,7%) satisfying u(0) = uo and
u € O([0,T), H*(R)). Furthermore, for all t € [0,T}), the solution satisfies the
conservation of energy and mass

Ey(u(t)) = Ey(uo) and M (u(t)) = M(uo),
where

1 Y 1 1
Ey(u) = §H5zu||i2 - §|u(0)|2 - mllull’ﬁﬂ, M (u) = [Ju|7-.

By the classical Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and conservation laws it is not
difficult to show that if 1 < p < 5, then global well-posedness of (1.1) holds in
H(R).

We say that the solution u(t) to (1.1) scatters in H*(R) forward in time, if is
defined for any t € [0,00) and there exists ¥™ € H!(R) such that

: o emitHy
tf&”“(t) e " YT g w) = 0.

The scattering theory for equation (1.1) is related with the ground state @ of the
free NLS ((1.1) with v = 0), which is the unique positive, symmetric and decreasing
solution of the following elliptic equation

PQ-Q+QP=0 in R (1.3)

We recall that such @ is exponentially decaying at infinity, and characterized as
the unique minimizer for the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (up to symmetries);
see [20] for more details. The ground state plays a key role in the long-time dynamics
of (1.1).

The behavior of solutions below the ground state level are now well understood
for equation (1.1). Indeed, in [14], M. Ikeda and T. Inui found a necessary and
sufficient condition on the data below the ground state to determine the global
behavior (i.e., scattering/blow-up) of the solution. The dichotomy in behaviour of
solutions below the ground state is dependent upon the sign of the functional

v p—1
Po(w) = [0sul = JulO — =l (1)

The scattering result of M. Ikeda and T. Inui [14] is contained in the next theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Sub-threshold scattering, [14]). Let v < 0. Let u(t) be the corre-
sponding solution to (1.1) with initial data uo € H*(R). If ug obeys

By (uo)[M (uo)]” < Eo(Q)IM(Q)]”  and Py (uo) = 0, (1.5)
where 0 = (p+ 3)/(p — 5), then the solution u(t) exists globally and scatters in
HY(R).

The theorem above is a consequence of the fact that the solutions to (1.1) obeys
the global spacetime bound

[ulle Ly rxry < C(Ey(uo), M(uo), Eo(Q), M(Q)), (1.6)
where a = % and 7 = p+ 1. Note also that if ug # 0 satisfies the condition

(1.5), then by [14, Proposition 2.18] the corresponding solution w(t) to (1.1) with
initial data ug obeys the uniform bound P, (u(t)) 2., 1 for all t € R.

The purpose of this paper is to study the long time dynamics for (1.1) exactly
at the mass-energy threshold, i.e. when E. (uo)[M(u)]” = Eo(Q)[M(Q)]°. With
this in mind, we establish our first result.
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Theorem 1.2 (Failure of uniform space-time bounds at threshold.). Let v < 0.
Then there exists a sequence of global solutions u, of (1.1) such that

Ey(un)[M (un)]” 7 Eo(Q)IM(Q)]”  and  Py(un(0)) =0

as n — oo with

nlgngo llunllLeLr mxr) = 00

Theorem 1.2 shows that the hypothesis (1.5) is sharp, i.e. when we approach the
mass-energy threshold, the constant C' in (1.6) diverges.
We now state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.3 (Threshold scattering). Let v < 0. Let u(t) be the corresponding
solution to (1.1) with initial data ug € H*(R). If ug obeys

By (uo)[M (u0)]” = Eo(Q)IM(Q)]”  and Py (uo) = 0, (1.7)

then the solution u(t) exists globally and w € L{LT(R x R). In particular, the
solution u scatters in H'(R).

For the classical cubic NLS in dimension N = 3, a similar result was originally
proven by Duyckaerts-Roudenko [10]. In [10], all possible behaviors of solutions
with initial data at mass and energy ground states threshold are classified. This
result was later extended for any dimension and any power of the nonlinearity for
the entire intecritical range in [6].

We remark that the method developed in [6,10] cannot be applied directly to
(1.1). The main difficulty concerning (1.1) is clearly the presence of the delta poten-
tial. In particular, we cannot apply scaling techniques to obtain the compactness for
the nonscattering solutions. To overcome this problem, we use a approach based on
the work of Miao-Murphy-Zheng [17], which considered the 3d focusing cubic NLS
with a repulsive potential. We also mention the work of [9] who obtained analogous
result to Theorem 1.3 for the cubic NLS in the exterior of a convex obstacle.

Remark 1.4. By an application of [18, Theorem 2.2; see also Example 3.6] we
have that the solution u to (1.1) obtained in Theorem 1.3 scatters to a free solution
in HY(R); namely there exist asymptotic states 1+ € H'(R) so that

[[u(t) — €it6“2”1/1i||H1(R) —0 ast— +oo.

The plan of this paper is as follows. We fix notations at the end of Section 1.
In Section 2 we give some results that are necessary for later sections, including
Strichartz estimates, localized Virial identities, variational analysis, long time per-
turbation, and linear profile decomposition. In Section 3 we show that if Theorem
1.3 fails, then we can find a solution u(t) of (1.1) that verifies (1.7) and a parameter
x(t) such that {u(t,- + x(t)) : t > 0} is precompact in H*(R) (Proposition 3.1). In
Section 4 we discuss modulation (Proposition 4.1), which plays a vital role in the
proof of Theorem 1.3. In Section 5, we study the behavior of the space translation
x(t): More specifically, in Subsections 5.1 and 5.2 we show that if it is bounded
then it must be unbounded (Proposition 5.5), and vice versa (Proposition 5.6); that
is, we show the impossibility of the ‘compact’ solution u(¢) established in Section
3, which implies Theorem 1.3. Finally, in Section 6 we prove Theorem 1.2.

Notations. We begin with a few remarks on our notation. Given two positive
quantities A, B we write A < B or B 2 A to signify A < CB for some positive
constant C. If A < B < A, then we write A ~ B.

For any interval I C R, we often write L"(I) to denote the Banach space of
functions f : I :— C such that the norm

Wl = ( / If(:c)l’”dx) "



4 ALEX H. ARDILA AND TAKAHISA INUI

is finite, with the usual adjustments when r = co. We write

el = 1920172 =9 (0)]>  for ¢ € H'(R).
Given p > 1, we denote by p’ its dual exponent.

2. PRELIMINARIES

To prove our results, in this section we establish some useful results.

2.1. Linear Estimates and Local theory. We fix from now on the following
Lebesgue exponent:

— g 2=V +1 o 20-Dp+ 1)
ri=p+1, = P d b: -1 —(p=1) -4

For v < 0, the Schrédinger group obeys the following dispersive estimate:

i _ 1
le™™ ™ fll oy reery S IE72.

This estimate implies the following linear estimates that will be fundamental in our
study (see [3, Section 3.1]):

le™™* fllzery S Il

€7 flprzze S 1Sl
t
“/0 e g()ds oy S lgll gy

t
I [ e g(apaslug e S laloy -

In the following result we have a sufficiently condition for scattering (see [3,
Proposition 3.1]).

Proposition 2.1. Let ug € HY(R) and u be the corresponding solution of the
Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data uw(0) = wug. Assume that w is global. If
u€ LYLT (R x R), then u scatters.

We will recall the linear profile decomposition, which is important to study the
scattering properties of solutions to (1.1); see [3, Section 2.2].

Proposition 2.2 (Linear profile decomposition). Let {¢n}nen be a bounded se-
quence in H*(R). Then, up to subsequence, we can write

J
O = Z eit%waiw +RJ, VJEN,
j=1

where t), € R, ) € R, ¢J € HY(R) \ {0}, and the following hold.

e for any fized j, we have :
either ) =0 for anyn € N, or t — 400 as n — oo,
either 23, = 0 for any n € N, or 2, — 400 as n — oc.
e orthogonality of the parameters:
[ti — 8| 4 |2) —2F| = 0o asn — 00, Vi #k.
e smallness of the reminder:

Ve > 0,3J = J(¢) € N such that limsup HeiitH”RiHLtoo <e.
n—00 e
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e orthogonality in norms: for any J € N

J
lealze =D 1471172 + 1R 72 + on(1),
j=1
J .
lenllFr =D NI w7 1 + 1R + 0n (1)
j=1
Moreover, we have

J
loallfe =D lle™ 7,971, + [ RiNT + 0u(1), g€ (2,00), VJeEN.

Remark 2.3. Since it follows from the Hélder inequalities that

1-60 1-0)(1—
I lzeey < IANG o WANER Ly < DANGar, ISR IANER T,

where q = %, 0= %, and n = ?, the smallness of the remainder also

holds for L{L!-norm by the Strichartz estimate.

We also will need the following perturbation result; see [3, Proposition 3.2.] for
more details.

Lemma 2.4 (Long time perturbation). For any M > 0, there exist e = (M) > 0
and a positive constant C = C(M) such that the following occurs. Letv : [ xR — C
be a solution of the integral equation with source term e:

v(t) = e Mg 4 i/o e it=s)Hy (Jv(s)|P~ u(s))ds + e(t)

with |[v||Larr(rxr) < M and |le]|porr(1xr) < €. Assume moreover that ug € H(R)
is such that ||ug — @||gr < &, then the solution u : I x R — C to (1.1) with initial
data ug:

t
u(t) = e "Hryg +i/ e =y (g (5) [P Lu(s))ds,
0
satisfies u € L Ly (I x R) and moreover ||u — v| parr(rxr) < Ce.

2.2. Varational analysis. It is well-known that the ground state @) satisfies the
Pohozaev’s identities

p—1 1
0,Q|*dx = 7/QP+ dx, 2.1
Jo-arae=gt=55 | 2
2(p+1) 2
QPtldx = 7/62 dx. 2.2
[l el (22)
We have the following sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality,
1 (P;l) (P;r3)
A7 < Canllafll IfIlps (2.3)
where
SINTET D 241
p+3 (p—DIRIZ:
By using the Pohozaev’s identities, it is easy to derive that
Eo(Q) = IIQII = Ha Qll7- = I\Ql\pill- (2.5)
2( ) L2 ( ) L2 ( ) Lr+

In particular, Eo(Q) > 0 (recall that p > 5).
The scattering threshold is related with the following minimization problem:

d, == inf {S,(p) : 9 € H'(R)\ {0}, P, (p) = 0}, (2.6)
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where
Sy(u) = lH@zUIIE + lHuHQL? ~ Lu(o)? - L ulF: (2.7)
v 2 2 2 p+1 Le

The functional S, is often called action. Proposition 1.2 of [14] gives the following
result.

Lemma 2.5. Assume v < 0. Then dy = So(Q); but the infimum (2.6) is never
attained.

We will need the following Lemma. We recall that ||ul|3, = [|0yul3. — v|u(0)]?
for u € H'(R).

Lemma 2.6. Let ¢ € H'(R). If [|¢||%:llella < |Q|5:]|0:Q| L2, then we have
P,() > 0. Moreover, if [M(¢)]”E,(¢) < [M(Q)]”Eo(Q) and Py(¢) > 0, then we
have ||| Z2llellm < QU710 Q1|2

Proof. Assume ||o||72]|¢llg < ||Q]|F:210-Q||L2. By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequal-
ity and the assumption, we have

_ 1)0 p+3 p—1
> 2 7 2 (P GN 3 2
Py(p) 2 10:llz2 = 5 1#(0)] 2+ 1) lellz3 100l ;3
— 1)CGN p+3 p—5 y
= 22 1-— 7(1) g g Y ?
[0zll7, ( 2+ 1) el L3 19zell, 5 (0]
p—1)C gl
z|m@;(l( ()§W@hszmz>;ww2

By (2.1), (2.2), and (2.4), we get

QT—E%ﬁumm|acmy =

Therefore, we have P, (¢) > —Z|¢(0)]* > 0.
Next, assume P, (¢) > 0. By (2.5) and M(Q)? Eo(Q) > M(¢)? E,(p), we obtain

D — 5 o 2 o o
mM(Q) 10:Q72 = M(Q)? Eo(Q) = M () Ey(¢p). (2.8)
By the assumption, we have
By(9) 2 By(9) = =21 Po(9) = 5l (105l = 0(0) = =200
pP—>5 2
> 2(7” ollz- (2.9)

Therefore, combining this with (2.8), we get

p—9o 2 pP—9o 2
S M(Q)70:Q| 72 = 5——=M(9)7 lelln-
s M QI 10:QIEs > 5= Moy el
This completes the proof. 0

Lemma 2.7. Assume v < 0. If ug € H*(R) satisfies

E,(w) = Eo(Q), M(uo) =M(Q) and Py(ug) >0, (2.10)
then the corresponding solution u(t) to (1.1) is global in time and satisfies
Py(u(t)) >0 forallteR. (2.11)

Moreover, we also have

lu@®)|F < 10:Q|l72  for all t € R. (2.12)
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In particular, we have
ig}g[”u(tm%{ + [[ul[22] ~ So(Q). (2.13)

Proof. First, suppose by contradiction that there exists ¢y > 0 such that P, (u(to)) =
0. From (2.10) we have S, (u(to)) = So(Q), where S, is given by (2.7). Thus, u(to)
is a minimizer of the variational problem (2.6), which is a contradiction with Lemma
2.5. Therefore

P, (u(t)) > 0 for all ¢ in the existence time. (2.14)

The proof of Lemma 2.6 and P, (u(t)) > 0 imply [[u(t)||% < |Q||%2. From them, we
also have

So(Q) = S5(u(t)) 2 losu(®)lZz + lu®)lZz — Ylu(t,0).

The inverse is trivial. We completes the proof. 0
2.3. Localized Virial identity. Given R > 1, we define
wr(z) = R%*¢ (%) and  weo(z) = 22,

where ¢ is a real-valued and radial function such that

x? lz] <1
) =~ ith bl < 2—o¢.
p(z) = {07 || > 2, ! 105 d(x)| < ||

Moreover, we define the functional

Vilu] = QIm/R8I[wR(z)]u(t,:c)8zu(t,z)dz

In [14, Section 3] (see also [3, Lemma 4.1]), the authors proved the following.

Lemma 2.8. Let R € [1,00]. Assume that u(t) solves (1.1). Then we have

d
EVR[U] = IR77[U(ﬁ)], (2.15)
where
I fu] =4 [ Bun(@]osu(t. )~ 2L un (o)t 2) o

- Aai[wR(w)]lu(ta$)|2d$ — 2y &Zwr(@)]|,_, lu(t, 0)]?
~ 2yRe { O[wr(2)]],_o ult, 0)Dpult, o)}
= Ipo[u] — 4|u(t,0)*.

In particular, if R = 0o we have I ~[u] = 8Py (u).

The proof of the following lemma is the same as the one given in [17, Lemma
2.9] and will be omitted.

Lemma 2.9. Let R€ [1,00], § € R and y € R. Then
Irole”Q(- —y)] = 0.

As a direct consequence of the Lemma 2.9, we get the following result (see [17,
Corollary 2.10]).
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Lemma 2.10. Let u be the solution of (1.1) on an interval I. Let R € [1,00],
X:I—=>R,0:1—-R,y:I—R. Then for allt € R,

S Vilu] = Lo ofu(t)]
+ I 0] ~ T fu(t)] (2.16)
= XO{Irole”VQ( —y(1)] — Lo o[e”VQ —y(M)]}.  (217)

3. COMPACTNESS PROPERTIES

In the following result we show that if Theorem 1.3 fails, then there exists a
solution of (1.1) at the threshold (1.7) with infinite L¢ L ([0, 00) x R)-norm, which
is precompact in H' modulo some time-dependent spatial center.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose Theorem 1.3 fails for some v < 0. Then we find a
forward global solution u € C([0,00); HY(R)) of (1.1) with initial data ug which
satisfies
Ey(uw) = Eo(Q), M(ug) = M(Q) and Py(ug) =0, (3.1)
lwll Lo Lr ((0,00) x ) = 00 (3.2)
Moreover, there exists a function xg : [0,00) — R such that {u(t,- + xo(t)) : t € [0,00)}
is pre-compact in H*(R).
Before showing the proposition above, we first show the following lemma.
Lemma 3.2. Suppose that Theorem 1.3 holds for any v < 0 with the hypothesis

(1.7) replaced by (3.1). Then we can prove the same conclusion in Theorem 1.3 (for
any v < 0) with the original condition (1.7).

Proof. Let v < 0. Suppose that Theorem 1.3 is true with the condition (3.1).
Consider ug € H*(R) such that

E(ug)[M(u0)]” = Eo(Q)[M(Q)]° and Py(ug) > 0.
We set v* = My, vo(z) = )\ﬁuo()\x) and v(t,x) = )\ﬁu(AQt, Az), where

4
AL = I%ﬁ .. Notice that

p+3 pt3
E - (vg) = Ar=TE (up) and Py-(vg) = Ar=1 P, (up).

Thus, since AR = (J]\@((g))) , we obtain

Ey-(vo) = Eo(Q), M(vo) = M(Q) and Py«(vo) > 0.
Now, we define the rescaled potential Vi (x) := yA25(\z) = v*6(z) with v* = \y.
Then the function v satisfies
100 4+ 020 + 7 6 (x)v + [v|P~ v = 0.

Since v* = Ay < 0, by hypothesis we get v € LYL" (R x R), which implies that
u € LYLT(R x R). In particular, by Proposition 2.1 we obtain that wu scatters in
H'(R). O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Assume that Theorem 1.3 fails, by using Lemma 3.2 we
infer that there exists a ug € H'(R) with

Ey(w) = Eo(Q), M(ug) = M(Q) and P, (ug) >0,

such that if u is the corresponding forward-global solution of (1.1) with initial data
ug, then

HUHLgL;([o,oo)xR) = 00.
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Moreover, by Lemma 2.7 we have that u is bounded in H!(R) and satisfies proper-
ties (2.11)-(2.12). Our goal now is to show that exists a parameter g : [0,00) — R
such that {u(t, - + xo(t)) : t € [0,00)} is precompact in H!(R). The argument is
similar to that given in [14, Lemma 3.11].

With this in mind, let {7,,} be an arbitrary sequence such that 7,, — oo. It is
enough to show that there exists a sequence {z;, } such that u(r,,x+ x,) converges
strongly in H'(R). The sequence {u(7,)} is bounded in H*(R) by (2.13). By the
linear profile decomposition (Lemma 2.2), we have, up to subsequence,

J
u(m,) = Z eit]nHVTIle/Jj + R/
=1

and the properties in the statement hold. We set ), := e'nfrr ;17
We prove that J = 1. It is easy to show that J = 0 does not occur. Indeed,
by the linear profile decomposition, if J = 0, then ||e_itH7u(Tn)||LgL;(RXR) — 0 as
n — oo (see Remark 2.3). Then, by the long time perturbation (Lemma 2.4), we
get [lullLarr ((r,,00)xm) S 1 for large n € N. This contradicts the definition of u.
First, by the linear profile decomposition, we have

J
Jim DM@+ MR | = lim M(u(ra)) = M(uo) = M(Q),
J

dn | D1+ IRV | = Ju )y < 1015
J

Thus, it holds that
[l 79l < 1QN72010:Ql 2 and R 1R |l < [1QI7:2110:Ql 2

for any j and for large n. From this and the proof of Lemma 2.6, it follows that
E,(¢1), Ey(RJ) > 0. Now, since we also have

J
lim_ Zl Ey($7) + Ey(Ry) | = lim B, (u(r,)) = E;(uo) = Eo(Q),
=
This and B, (44), By (R]) > 0 imply that B, (4), B, (R]) < Eo(Q).
Assume that J > 2. Then there exists > 0 such that M (¢2)°E,(¢)) <
M(Q)° Eo(Q) — 6. By reordering, we may choose Jy, - -, Jy such that

1<j<Ji=t =0 (YneN)and 27, =0 (Vn € N),
Ji+1<j< o=t =0 (VneN)and |2]| = oo (n — o),
Jo+1<j<J3=|t}| = oo (n — o00) and 2/, =0 (¥n € N),
J3+1<j<Jy=|th| = oo (n — o) and |2%,| — co (n — 00),

where we are assuming that there is no j such that a < j < bif a > b. We will define
nonlinear profiles associated with 1/)%. If there is no j such that Jy +1 < j < Ji41
for some k € {0,1,2,3}, where Jy = 0, then skip the construction of nonlinear
profiles in the following steps.

We first consider the case of 1 < j < J;. By the orthogonality of the parameter
tJ and #J , we note that J; = 0 or 1. (As stated before, skip this step if J; = 0.) We
define a solution N to (1.1) with the initial data N(0) = ¢'. Then, the solution N
is global and satisfies | N||parr mxr) S 1 since M ()7 E, (") < M(Q)7 Eo(Q) — &
and P, (4') > 0 hold and imply the scattering result (see [14, Lemma 3.11]).
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We consider the case of J; +1 < Jy. We define a solution U7 to the usual
nonlinear Schrédinger equation (i.e. the equation with v = 0) with the initial data
7. Tt holds that [|U7||Laprmxr) S 1 (see [14]). We set U)(t,z) := U7 (t,x — x},).

We consider the case of Jo +1 < j < J3. If j satisfies tJ — —oo, then we define
a solution W7 to (1.1) that scatters to 17 as t — +oo. If j satisfies tJ, — +o0, then
we define a solution W7 to (1.1) that scatters to ¢’/ as t — —oo. Then, in each
cases, W/ is global in both time directions and [|[W7||parrmxr) S 1 (see [14]). We
set Wi(t,x) := Wi(t —ti, z).

We consider the case of J3+1 < j < Jy. If j satisfies tfl — —00, then we define a
solution V7 to the usual NLS that scatters to 1)/ ast — +oo. If j satisfies tJ, — +o0,
then we define a solution V7 to the usual NLS that scatters to ¢/ ast — —oo. Then,
in each cases, V/ is global in both time directions and |[V7||papr xr) S 1 (see [14]).

We set VI (t,x) := VI(t —tJ,x — xJ). We denote all functions N,UJ, W7,V by vl .
J

We define nonlinear profile as Z; := 5 =1 v} . In the same way as in [14], we have

t
Z) =e vy, 4 z/ e Ht=s) Hy \ZJ P12 ds — et R 457
0

with [[s]||Lazr — 0 as n — oo and limsup,, . [[e" R} ||apr < & for large J.
Moreover, limsup,, . [|Z;]||za is bounded independently on J. by the long time
perturbation, we obtain ||u(7,)| ez < 1. This is a contradiction. Therefore, we
get J = 1.

Therefore, we get

u(ty) = e r, o+ R,

and lim, oo ||Rn||gr = 0. Assuming |¢,| — oo, we derive a contradiction to the
non-scattering of u by the standard argument. Therefore, u(7,,z + z,) = ¥(x) +
R, (z +,) and thus u(7,, -+ z,) strongly converges to ¢ in H'(R). The standard
argument (see, e.g., [17, Subsection 3.2]) implies the existence of x satisfying that
{u(t,- +z(t)) : t € [0,00)} is pre-compact in H'(R). O

4. MODULATION ANALYSIS
Let u be the forward solution given in Proposition 3.1. We recall that
E,(uw) = Eo(Q), M(uo) =M(Q) and P,(ug) > 0. (4.1)
Notice that by Lemma 2.7 we have
u(t) = p(u(®) > 0, where p(v) = [9:QI%2 — [10:0]22 — O] (4.2)
For pp > 0 small, we define the set
Ip = {t €[0,00) : p(ult)) < po}

The following proposition is the main result of this section. The goal of this
result is to construct modulation parameters 6(t) and y(t) such that the quantity
u(t) controls ||u(t) — e?Q(- — y(t))|| g1 as well as the potential —y|u(t,0)|?, the
parameter y(t) and its derivative y/(t).

Proposition 4.1. Let v be strictly negative. Then there exist oy > 0 sufficiently
small and two functions 0 : Iy — R and y : Iy — R such that we can write

u(t,z) = eDlg(t) + Q(z — y(t))] for all t € I, (4.3)
and the following holds:
e—2ly(®)]

oE T O [=Aut, 011 S u(t) ~ lg®)|m for allt € To.  (4.4)
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The proof of Proposition above borrows ingredients from [9, 17]. Before proving
Proposition 4.1, some preliminaries are needed.

Remark 4.2. The modulation bound |y(t)|~2e=2v®1 < 1u(t) in Proposition 4.1 will
not be necessary in our analysis. However, this bound is interesting in its own right
and potentially useful in future work.

Lemma 4.3. For any € > 0 small, there exists o = po(e) sufficiently small such
that if p(u(t)) < po, then there exists (0o(t),yo(t)) € R? such that

lu(t) = €DQ( —yo(t))llm < e. (4.5)

Proof. The result is proved by contradiction. Assume that there exist € > 0 and a
sequence {t,} C R such that

p(u(tn)) =0, inf inf lutn) = Q= y)llm = e (4.6)

Since 0(u(t,)) — 0, from (4.1) we obtain
Sy (u(tn)) = So(Q) and Ny (u(tn)) — No(Q) =0,
where N, is the Nehari functional given by
Ny (v) = [18:0]1 22 + ollF2 —A10(0) — lol7: for ve H'(R).

This means that No(u(t,)) < 0 for large n. That is, {u(t,)} is a minimizing
sequence of problem

So(Q) = inf {So(f) : f € H'(R), No(J) < 0}.

Therefore, there exist (6,,,y,) € R? such that e*»u(t,, - +y,) — Q in H'(R), which
is a contradiction with (4.6) and finishes the proof. O

Remark 4.4. Let R > 1. Notice that if po is sufficiently small in Lemma 4.3 we
can guarantee that

lyo(t)| = R forteR. (4.7)

Indeed, suppose that (4.7) is false. Then there exists a sequence of times {t,} such
that

w(tn) — 0 and |yo(tn)| < R for all n € N. (4.8)
As u(ty,) — 0, by using (4.5) we see that (recall that (2.13))
o Jim_fulta, O = Jim 10, QI — ()| 3:] = .
Again by (4.5), passing to a subsequence, we have
[Qo(ta))* =0 asn — oo,
which is a contradiction because the sequence {yo(t,)} is bounded.

By an application of implicit function theorem and Lemma 4.3 we have the
following result.

Lemma 4.5. There exist pg > 0 and two functions 0 : Ip — R and y : Iy — R
such that if p(t) = p(u(t)) < po, then

lu(t) = €*DQ( —y (1))l < 1. (4.9)

Furthermore, the function g(t) := g1(t) +iga(t) = e PO u(t) — e?DQ(- — y(t))]
satisfies

(92(1), Q( — y(1))) = (g1(t), % Q(- — y(¢))) = 0. (4.10)
Proof. The proof closely follows the proof of [17, Lemma 5.3] O
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By (4.9), a Taylor expansion gives
So(u(t)) = So(Q) = So(e™*Mu(t)) — So(Q(- — y(t)))
= (So(Q —y®))lg(®)], 9(t)) + % (S5(QC —y®NIg®)], 9(t)) + olllglF)-
Since S4(Q(- — y(t)) = 0, we obtain

So(u(t)) = So(Q) = % (S5 (@lg(t, +y(®), g(t,- + (1)) +ollgllzn)  (4.11)

Notice that the operator S{/(Q) can be separated into a real and an imaginary
part Ly and Lo such that

(SY(Q)w,w)) = (Lyu,u) + (Lav,v) .
where w = u +1iv € Hl(R). Here, L and Lo are two bounded operators defined in
H'(R) given by
Liu = —0%u +u — pQP~tu,
Lou = —02v 4+ v — QP .
Lemma 3.5 of [6] gives the following result.

Lemma 4.6. There exists C > 0 such that for every h = hy + ihs € Hl(R)
satisfying

(h1,0:Q) = (h1,QF) = (h2,Q) =0 (4.12)
we have

(S5 (Q)[A], h) = C|lhll3p.

Notice that the orthogonality condition is different from those in [9,17]. In those,
they assumes (h1, AQ) = 0 instead of (hy1,Q?) = 0. As pointed in [6], we use the
orthogonality condition (h1, Q7) = 0 in the one dimensional case.

Lemma 4.7. Fiz v < 0. Let (6(t),y(t)) and g(t) be as in Lemma 4.5. Then we
have

—u(t,0)]* S 1) ~ lg)l 7 (4.13)
Proof. Since S (u(t)) = So(Q), from (4.11) we get

0= % (S5 (@lg(- + )], 9( +y)) — %|u(t, 0)12 + o(|lgll%1)- (4.14)
We decompose g(t) as follows

5= Lol +y),QF)
@@

It is clear that A € R. Moreover, from (4.9) and definition of A given in (4.15) we
get

g=AQ(-—y)+h, where (4.15)

A< gl < 1. (4.16)
Now, by (4.10) we deduce

(ha(- +9), Q) = (M (- +v),8.Q) = (hi(- +y),Q") = 0. (4.17)

Then, Lemma 4.6 implies

(SS (@G + )L hC+y) 2 [hlF
Combining estimate above and (4.14) we obtain

AllF = ylult, 0)1* € X + IML1Q, (- + ) | + o(llgllZn)-
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Notice that (4.17) and (1.3) implies (—02Q,hi(-+y)) = —(Q,h1(- +y)). Thus,
by definition of Ly, we see that (L1Q, h1(- +y)) = 0. Therefore, inequality above
shows

IRllF = ~lu(t, 00 S X% + o[ 2] 0).

Thus,
IhllFn X% and - —~lu(t, 0)* < A%, (4.18)
On the other hand, as M(Q) = M (u) (4.15) implies
N[QII7= +2XQ[1 72 +2(Q(- — y), ha) + [|A][Z2 = 0. (4.19)
We observe that by (4.16), (4.18) and (4.19) we obtain
AL Al (4.20)
so that
lgllzr ~ A~ [kl (4.21)
(Q( = y),h1) = =AQl7= + O(?). (4.22)

Finally, since (0.Q(- — y),d.h1) = —(Q(- — y), h1), combining (4.18), (4.21) and
(4.22) we get

(1) = 10:QII72 — 19:[(1 + NQ(- — y) + Al 22 + vlu(t, 0)>
= —4\2:Qll7- + O(N?),

which proves that u ~ |[A|. Hence u(t) ~ ||g(t)||g:. This completes the proof of
lemma. g

Lemma 4.8. Under the conditions of Lemma 4.7, if po is sufficiently small, then

o—2ly(0)]

Proof. Using (4.15) yields that
u(t, 0)* = [Q(y())|* + (A2 + 2X)|Q(y(1)* + |h(t, 0)* + 2Q(y(t))hu (¢, 0).
Thus, by (4.18) and (4.21) we obtain that
QU < (O] + u(t) S p(d). (4.24)
On the other hand, it is well known that
Q)] 2 |z[te~ 1 for |a| > 1.

From (4.24) and according Remark 4.4 we have that if 1 is sufficiently small, then

e~ 2y ,
T S QWP S ult), forall t € 1o,

Thus, we obtain that (4.23) is true. O
Lemma 4.9. Under the conditions of Lemma 4.7, we have
[y’ ()] S p(t)  for all t € Io. (4.25)
Proof. We recall that g(t) = e~ @O[u(t) — e Q(- — y(t))]. Notice that
i0ig+Ag—0'g+Qz —y) —0'Qx —y) =y 0:Q(z — y)
—6(@)(e”u) + [flg = Q( —y)) = F(Q( — )] =0,
where f(z) = |z|[P~12z. We claim that

0" S 1+ 1y Olg @)l (4.27)

(4.26)
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Indeed, multiplying (4.26) with Q(- — y), integrating on R, using the orthogonality
conditions (4.10), estimate (4.13) and taking the real part we have (recall that

lg@®)|lm < 1)
0" (t)] S | Re (i0kg, Q- —y)) [ +10"Og) e + 14+ O(lg®) ). (4.28)

Here we have used the inequality

1f(g = Q=) = F(QC =) S 1QC =y~ gl + lgI-
Next, since (see (4.10))
d

T (g(1), Q( — (1)) = 0

we obtain that
|Re (i0kg, Q(- — y)) | = [Im (09, Q(- — y)) | = |y (t) Im (g(t), % Q(- — v)) | (4.20)
Sl Ollg®lle
By using the fact that ||g(t)|| g < 1, combining (4.28) and (4.29) we get (4.27).
Now we obtain (4.25). Indeed, multiplying (4.26) by 0.Q(- — y(¢)), integration
over R, and using (4.13) we see that
ly' ()] < [Tm (i0eg, 0:Q(- = ) [ + (1 + 10" () Dl g(B)]| - (4.30)
Moreover, orthogonality conditions (4.10) implies
[ Tm (i0rg, 0 Q(- — y)) | = | Re (0rg, 0:Q(- — y)) | = [y'(t) Re (g(t), 0:Q(- — ) |
SOz
As ||lg(t) |1 ~ p(t), by inequality above, (4.30) and (4.27) we obtain (4.25). This

completes the proof of lemma. O

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Putting together Lemma 4.5 with the bounds (4.13), (4.23)
and (4.25), the result quickly follows. O

5. PRECLUDING THE COMPACT SOLUTION

Throughout this section we assume that u is the solution constructed in Propo-
sition 3.1. We recall that u satisfies the following properties:

E\(uo) = Eo(Q), M(uo) = M(Q), Py(uo) >0 and |[[ullperr(j0,00)xr) = OO

Moreover,
{u(t,-+zo(t)) : t €[0,00)} is pre-compact in H*(R).

In this section, we will apply the localized Virial identities and Proposition 4.1
(Modulation theory) to show the impossibility of the ’compact’ solution u estab-
lished above.

Before proving Theorem 1.3, some preliminaries are needed. We follow mainly
[17] here, and the proof for the next lemma is essentially the same as in [17, Lemma
4.2], thus, we omit it.

Lemma 5.1. If ug is sufficiently small, then there exists C' > 0 such that
|zo(t) —y(t)| < C  fort e I.
Here, the parameter y(t) is given in Proposition 4.1.
As a consequence of the Lemma 5.1 we obtain that
{u(t, -+ x(t))} is pre-compact in H'(R) (5.1)
where the spatial center is given by

_Jwo(t) t €10,00) \ Io,
2(t) = {y(t) te .
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Lemma 5.2. For any sequence {t,} C [0,00), we have
|z(tn)| — oo if and only if |u(t,,0)* — 0. (5.2)

Proof. Assume that |z(t,)| — oo and there exists € > 0 such that |u(t,,0)| > ¢ for
every n € N. Using (5.1) we see that there exists f € H'(R) such that, possibly for
a subsequence only,

lu(tn) — F(-— 2t )|lgr — 0 asn — oo.

Therefore,

. €

Tim [F(~a(t))] > <.

which is a contradiction because |x(t,)| — co. This proves the first implication of
lemma.

Now, assume that |u(t,,0)]> — 0 but (possibly for a subsequence only) {z(t,)}

converges. By (5.1) we infer that there exists f € H'(R) such that

u(t,) — f in HY(R) with  |£(0)| = 0. (5.3)
Next, since |u(t,,0)|?> — 0, by using (4.1) and (5.3) we get

Eo(f) = Eo(@) and M(f) = M(Q).

But then there exists # and zo € R such that f(z) = ¢?Q(x — z0). In particular,
|£(0)] = Q(z0) > 0, which is a contraction with (5.3).
O

Lemma 5.3. Ift, — oo, then we have
|z(tn)] = oo if and only if p(ty) — 0. (5.4)

Proof. First assume p(t,) — 0. Then combining Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 5.2
we infer that |x(¢,)| — oco.

On the other hand, let ¢, — oo and assume by contradiction that |x(¢,)| — oo
but, possibly for a subsequence only,

w(u(ty)) > c¢>0. (5.5)
Since {u(tn, -+ z(t,))} is pre-compact in H!(R), there exist a subsequence (still
denoted bi itself) and vg € H!(R) such that
u(ty, +2(ty)) = vo in HY(R). (5.6)
In particular, from (4.1), (5.2) and (5.5) we have

M(vo) = M(Q), Eo(vo) = Eo(Q) and [[dsvoll72 < [10:Ql|72-
Let v be the solution of the free NLS on the real line R (i.e., (1.1) with v = 0) with
initial data vg. As consequence of [6, Theorem 1.3] we have that the solution v is
global well-posedness. Moreover, either scatters as t — oo or as t — —oo (or both).
Suppose that v scatters as t — co. Let Uy, := v(t,z — 2:(t,)). Since |x(t,)] = o0
and ||’UHL§L;([0700)><R) < 1, it follows from [3, Proposition 3.4] that

t
5n(tax) = eiitHn"UO(' - w(tn)) + Z/ eii(tis)HVWnlpilands + gn(ta )
0

where [|gn|| Lo L7 (j0,00)xR) = 0 as t — co. We have [|u(t,) —Un|/z1 — 0 as t — oo by
(5.6). By Lemma 2.4, we obtain ||u(t, + t)||L?L;([07m)XR) = HuHLgL;([tnm)XR) <1

for large n. This contradicts that u does not scatter in positive time direction.
Suppose that v scatters as t — —oco. By the similar argument, we obtain

w(tn + )l Larr (—oo,0)x®) = Ul LaLr (—o0tn)xr) S 1
for large n. This also contradicts that u does not scatter in positive time direction.
As a consequence, p(u(t,)) — 0 as n — oo.
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O
Recall that Iy o, was defined in Lemma 2.8.
Lemma 5.4. Fiz v < 0. There exists ¢ > 0 such that
(»—
To,colu(t)] = [|0zu(t)ll72 — 7””( it = enlt) (5.7)

2(p+1)
Proof. Assume that (5.7) is not true. Then there exists a sequence {t,} such that

1

IO,oo[u(tn)] < E,U(tn)' (58)

Using Lemma 2.7 we infer that the sequence {x(t,)} is bounded. We claim that
w(ty) — 0 asn — oo.

Indeed, by using the Pohozaev’s identities we have (see Section 2)

-1
2(p+1)

Combining this inequalities we can write

-1 )
0.0l = 2= japrtt, and 2Lmo) = EDjoq..  59)

ol = (257 ) utta) + 2l 0 (5.10)

Next, notice that Iy oo[u(t,)] > 0. Indeed, by using sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality (2.3), (3.1), (2.12) and (5.9) we get

b 204D ([Oult)llie ) T ) _2p+ D) )
futea gzt < 20D (8dlee ) = o, e i < 2224 D josuen

which implies that Iy oo [u(t,)] > 0. Thus, by (3.1) and (5.8) we infer that

So(u(tn)) < So(Q) and Iy oofu(ty,)] — 0 asn— oo. (5.11)

That is, {u(t,} is a minimizing sequence of the variational problem (2.6). In par-
ticular, we have

10zu(tn)llL2 = [10:Ql L2,
which implies
w(tn) = vyu(tn,0)]* +o(1) as n — oco. (5.12)

Combining (5.10) and (5.12) we obtain the claim. Finally, by Proposition 4.1 we
have

)
S futn, 00 % i) < LD (ra) for m e
Thus, by using (5.10) and (5.8) we get
— 1
(p 5)M(tn) < —pu(ty) for n large,
8 n
which is a contradiction with (4.2). O

In the next two propositions we study the behavior of the parameter x(¢) defined
n (5.1).
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5.1. If z(t) is bounded, then z(t) is unbounded. In this subsection we establish
the following result.

Proposition 5.5. If the spacial center x(t) is bounded, then x(t) is unbounded.

Proof. The proof of proposition runs in two steps.
Step 1. Virial estimate. Let 7' > 0 and £ > 0, then there exists a constant
pe = p(e) > 0 such that

e 1
| wtit g e+ Lo+ s el (513)
T Jo T te[0,T) Lo

Indeed, for R > 1, which will be determined later, we can write (see Lemma 2.8)
d
57 VRlu®)] = Lo olu(®)] + (Tr [u(t)] = Loo,0[u(t)]). (5.14)

Notice that
IR [u(t)] = Isc,0u(t)]

_ / (=8)[pult, )| + 42
|z|>R p

1|u(t,x)|2+4[8§w3(x)]|81u(t,x)|p+1d:z: (5.15)

Jr
—0wr(z)]|u $2_p;1 2wr(x)]|u(t, z) [P de
o[ ot 2)? - 2b g P, 2) (5.16)
— 4y|u(t, 0)|2. (5.17)
As v <0, by (5.14) and (5.7) we get
co(t) < %VR[u(t)] +[(5.15)] + |(5.16)]. (5.18)

By (5.1) we have uniform localization of u: for each & > 0, there exists p. = p(g) >0
independent of ¢ such that

/ Deult, @) + Ju(t, )P + [ult, o) Pd < <.
|[z—2(t)|>pe

Given T > 0, set

R:=p.+ sup |z(t)].
te[0,7)

It follows easily that {|z| > R} C {|z — x(¢)| > pe} for all ¢ € [0,T], thus by defini-
tion of wg (see Section 2)

[(5.15)] 4+ |(5.16)| < (5.19)
for all ¢t € [0,T]. Moreover, since |Vg[u(t)]| < RHUH%?,Hi, integrating (5.18) on
[0,T] and applying (5.19) yields

T
[ n0 S et s @l + T,
0 te[0,7)
which implies (5.13).
Step 2. Conclusion. The result is proved by contradiction. Assume that x(¢) is
bounded. By (5.13) we have

1 [T 1
?/0 M(t)dt§€+?p5 for all T > 0,

and for any € > 0. Consider a sequence €, — 0 as n — oco. By using the mean
value theorem for integrals, and choose appropriately times T,, — oo, we infer that
there exists (recall that p(t) > 0) a sequence t, — oo so that p(t,) — 0 as n — oo,
which together with Lemma 5.3 yields a contradiction. O
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5.2. If z(t) is unbounded, then z(t) is bounded. Now our goal is to prove the
following result.

Proposition 5.6. If the spacial center x(t) is unbounded, then x(t) is bounded.
Before giving the proof of Proposition 5.6 some preparation is necessary.

Lemma 5.7. Let p1 € (0, o) be sufficiently small. There exists a constant C =
C(p1) > 0 such that for any interval [t1,ts] C [0,00) we have

|t <l S (O] () + (1) (5.20)

Proof. Consider R > 1, which will be determined later. We use the localized virial
identities in Lemma 2.10 with the function x(t) satisfying

1 p) <m
) = {0 pu(t) > pr.

By (5.7) and Lemma 2.10 we have

EValult)] = Looolu(t)] + (1) > eult) + £(1) (521)
with
_ [ Tralul®)] ~ L olu(t)] i u(t) > .
&) = {zmw)] olu®) — Kfa)] i p0) <,
where

K(t) = Iro[e”DQ( = y(1))] = Lol DQ( = y(1))]- (5.23)
We assume the following two claims for a moment to conclude the proof.
Claim I. Given R > 1 we have

R . .
[Ve[u(t)]| < E“(tj) if pu(tj) > py for j =1, 2, (5.24)

[Vr[u(tj)]| S Bulty) if pt;) <pm j=1,2. (5.25)

Claim II. Given £ > 0, there exists p. = p(¢) > 0 such that if R = p. +
SUDe [ty 4] |(t)| we have

E(t) > —Sp(t) uniformly for ¢ € [t1, 2] and p(t) > i, (5.26)
H1
|E()] < ep(t) + u(t)* uniformly for t € [ty,ts] and u(t) < p. (5.27)

Integrating (5.21) on [t1,%2] and putting all the estimates (5.24), (5.25), (5.26)
and (5.27) together yields

t2 1 € t2
/ ptdt S —[pe+ sup [a®)l] (ultr) + p(ta) + (— ++ ) / ju(t)dt.
t1 H1 tE[t1,t2) H1 t

Here we have used that p(t)? < pip(t). Choosing e = e(uy) sufficiently small we
get (5.20).
Therefore, it remains to establish the above claims.

Proof of Claim I. First, assume that p(¢;) > 1. Then we have

Valu(®)]] = 'ﬂm [ 0-ton(@ a0, u(t o] < Rl S 2ol
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which implies (5.24). Here, we have used that ||u[? ;1 ~ So(Q). On the other
hand, if u(t;) < p1, by using the fact that Q is real we get

[Velu@®)]| = ‘QIm/ Dpwr[@0pu — e Q- — y(t;))0: (M Q(- — y(t;)))dx
R
S Rll[ull oo + QU] lulty) — e?Q( — y(t;)m
S Rllg(t))ll e Sq Rulty).

where in the last inequality we have used estimate (4.4) in Proposition (4.1) (recall
that u(t;) < p1 < po). This completes the proof of Claim I. O

Proof of Claim II. First, assume that p(t) > p;. By using (5.1) we obtain that for
each € > 0, there exists p. = p(¢) > 0 such that

/ |0zu(t, ©)|? + Ju(t, z)[PT! + |u(t, 2)|?dx < e. (5.28)
lw—x(t)|>pe

We put

Re=pet sup [z(t)]
te(ty,ta]

Notice that {|z| > R} C {|z — x(¢)| > p:} for all t € [t1,ts]. Since v < 0, using the
same argument developed above (see (5.15)-(5.17) and (5.19)) implies

Ir~[u(t)] — Ico[u(t)] > —e > —i,u(t) for every t € [t1,to] with wu(t) > p1.
H1

Thus we have (5.26).

Next, suppose p(t) < 1. In order to simplify the notation, we put Q(t) =
e?OQ(- — y(t)). We also recall that g(t) = e~?O[u(t) — Q(t)]. By definition of
E(t), given in (5.22), we can write for t € [t1, 2] (see (5.15)-(5.17))

p—1
E(t) =/ (=8)[0zu()]* = 10:Q()°] + 4——[lu(®)"*" — |Q®)["*']  (5.29)
|z|>R p+1
-1
" / [—0bwr][[u(®)? — [Q(1)[*] — 22 [02wr][[u(t) "+ — Q)"+ ]da
|z|>R p+ 1
(5.30)
— 4y|u(t,0)]?. (5.31)
By the elemental inequality
210+ = [0 < 21 — 2l (21| + |22|")  for any 21, 2 € C and a > 0,
we get
1(5:29)] + [(5:30) S [l 1 (1> ) + 1QC = Y11 (1) > )9 (8) | 122

with @ € {1,p}. Then by Proposition 4.1 (note that z(t) = y(t) because pu(t) < u1)
and (5.28) we get

1(5:29)] + [(5:30)| S @712 (o—at)12p.) T 1QUF2 (12120 I1(8) S@ enu(?)- (5.32)

Finally, since pu(t) < p1, again estimate (4.4) in Proposition 4.1 implies

(5.31) < p(t)? (5.33)
Thus, combining (5.32) and (5.33) we obtain (5.27). This completes the proof of
Claim II. O

O
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Proposition 5.8. Let [t1,ts] be an interval of [0,00). Then there exists p1 > 0
and C > 0 such that

c [
ot) — (e < o [ () +2C. (5.34)
M1 t1
Proof. The proof is divided into three steps.
Step 1. There exists a constant C' such that

lz(t) — 2(s)| < C for all t, s > 0 such that |t —s| < 1. (5.35)

The proof of (5.35) is the same (with obvious modifications) as the one given
in [17, Lemma 4.11] therefore we omit the details.
Step 2. There exists pq > 0 such that either

inf p(t) > or p(t) < po  for all T > 0. (5.36)

sup
te[T, T+1] te[T, T+1]

Indeed, (5.36) is proved by contradiction. Assume that there exist ¢; > 0 and two
sequences t,, ti € [t t5 + 1] such that, possibly for a subsequence only,

pu(tn) =0 and p(t)) > po asn — oo, (5.37)
tn —t, =t € [—1,1]. (5.38)

By Lemma 5.3 and Step 1 we infer that |z(¢])| is bounded. Thus, by (5.1) we
obtain that there exits p € H'(R) such that

u(t]) — ¢ strongly in H'(R) as n — oc. (5.39)

Next, we show that u(t, +t*) = p(u(t, +t*)) — 0 as n — co. Indeed, the trivial
estimate

ty
[ e P sl < 1) s e
t1
implies (by Sobolev embedding)
lu(tn) = ulty +t) s S M)~ ()|t m e, e, 4101 xR)

tht*
S [ Ml s So I8, )+ 7] 0
tn

as n — oo. Here we have used that [ul|p=p1@&xr) < S0(Q) (see Lemma 2.7).
Therefore, by continuity of functional u(t) and (5.37) we get

o(t, +t) =0 asn— oo. (5.40)

Next, we show that there exists a positive constant k such that p(t), +¢*) > k,
which is a contradiction with (5.40) and finished the proof. Indeed, by using (5.1)
we see that M (p) = M(Q), Ey(¢) = M(Q) and P,(¢) > 0. Let v(t) the maximal
solution of (1.1) corresponding to the initial value ¢. By Lemma 2.7 we have that
v(t) is a global solution with p(v(t)) > 0 for all ¢t € R. Then, since t* € [-1,1], by
(5.39) and continuous dependence (see [8, Chapter 4]) we obtain wu(t!, +t*) — v(t*)
for n large enough. In particular, by continuity of u(t) we infer that pu(t), + t*) >
k > 0 for n large enough. This completes the proof of Step 2.

Step 3. Conclusion. With Steps 1 and 2 and Proposition 4.1 in hand, the proof
of Proposition 5.8 is the same as that of [17, Proposition 4.10]. O

Proof of Proposition 5.6. The proof of Proposition 5.6 is almost the same as that
given in [17, Proposition 4.8]. For the sake of completeness, we repeat the argument
in [17].
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By hypothesis we have that |z(¢)| is unbounded. Thus, we can pick a sequence
t, — oo such that

|x(tn)] = sup |a(t)| with |z(t,)] = o0 asn — .
te[0,t,]

Choosing N € N large enough, we can apply Lemma 5.3 to get

M1
t) <
Htn) < Toocen

Here p1 and the constant C is as in Proposition 5.8 and C,, = C(u1) is as in
Lemma 5.7. Consequently, by (5.20) and (5.34) we obtain

for all n > N.

c ot
lo(tn) — 2(t)| < u—/ u(t)dt +2C
1 Jtn

gK+%%wwwmmw+mm»

< K+ Slatta)],
where K is a positive constant. This implies that for n > N
|z (tn)| < |z(tn)| + 2K,
which is a contradiction. This completes the proof of the proposition. (]
Now we are ready to give the proof of the Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume that Theorem 1.3 fails, then Proposition 1.3 im-
plies that there exists a element ug € H'(R) and a spatial center z(t) such that
the corresponding solution to equation (1.1) verifies that {u(¢,- + z(¢)) : ¢ > 0} is
precompact in H!(R). Then, combining Propositions 5.5 and 5.6 we get a contra-
diction. g

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. We follow closely the proof of Theorem
1.5 in [15].

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let ¢, = (1 — €,)Q(z — ) with £, — 0 and |z,| — oo.
Since |Q(x,)] — 0 as n — oo, we infer that

Ey(en) M (pn)]” 7 Eo(Q)IM(Q)]7  and  Py(¢n) =0

as n — oo. By using the fact that |Q(z,)| > 0 for all n € N and v < 0 we have
P,(¢n) > 0 for all n € N. Thus, Theorem 1.1 implies that the corresponding
solution u, to (1.1) with initial data ¢, exists globally and scatters. We set

Tn(t,z) = (1 —n)e”Q(x — xy,).

Let T > 0 fixed. We want to apply Lemma 2.4 (Long time perturbation) over
[T, T] x R, thus we need to estimate |\enHL§L;([,T7T]XR), where

¢
en(t,x) = 0, (t,x)— [(1 —en)e M Q(z — x,) + z/ e Hy (15, (5) [P0, (s))ds | .
0
Indeed, as R(t,z) = e®Q(x) is a solution of the free NLS (i.e., (1.1) with v = 0)
and |z, | — 00, using the same argument developed in the proof of Proposition 3.4
in [3], we obtain

R,(t,z) = e ™ Q(x —x,) +i/t e =IH (IR, ()P Ry (s))ds + gn(t, ), (6.1)
0
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Rn(t,

where (¢, )
e’
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€ [-T,7] x R and ||gn(t,2)| Lo Lr (-7 71xr) — 0 as m — oo. Here
"Q(z — ). By (6.1) we have that
) =

[Un(t,7) — R (t, 7)) + Ene_itHwQ(z — Tn)

) =
en(t,

(- (1 —ep)i /O e~ (5, (5) P15, (3))ds — gn(t,).

Strichartz’s estimates implies

lenllLorr (—rmxr) ST.Q [En + (1 = (L = &)P)] + lgnll oLy (—7,1)xR)-

Therefore, for any T' > 0 fixed we get ||en||L?L;([,T7T]XR) — 0 as n — oo. Finally,
since |0y Lorr (—7.1)xR) 2@ T it follows from Lemma 2.4 that

lunllzery (-r,rixr) 2@ T,

which finished the proof. O
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