arXiv:2108.02583v1 [math.AP] 5 Aug 2021

GLOBAL EXISTENCE AND SCATTERING FOR THE INHOMOGENEOUS
NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION

LASSAAD ALOUI AND SLIM TAYACHI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrédinger equation
10+ Au = K(2)|u|*u, u(0) = uo € H'(RY), s =0,1, N > 1, |K(2)| + |z|*|V°K ()] <

|| 7%, 0 < b < min(2, N —2s), 0 < a < (4 — 2b)/(N — 25). We obtain novel results of global
existence for oscillating initial data and scattering theory in a weighted L?-space for a new
range ap(b) < a < (4 —2b)/N. The value ag(b) is the positive root of Na? 4+ (N — 2+ 2b)a —
4 + 2b = 0, which extends the Strauss exponent known for b = 0. Our results improve the
known ones for K(z) = u\xrb, u € C and apply for more general potentials. In particular,
we show the impact of the behavior of the potential at the origin and infinity on the allowed
range of a. Some decay estimates are also established for the defocusing case. To prove the

scattering results, we give a new criterion taking into account the potential K.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, which is a continuation of our previous article [1], we investigate the global
existence and the asymptotic behavior for the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrodinger equation

i0ru + Au = K (x)|u|u, (1.1)
with initial data

u(0,.) = ug € H*(RY). (1.2)
Here u = u(t,z) € C, t c R, 2 € RN, N>1,5s=0o0r s = 1 and o > 0. The potential K is a
complex valued function satisfying some hypothesis. In particular,

K(x) = pla| ™

and

K (2) = p(1+ [2?) 2,
b >0, u e C, will be considered.

Equation (1.1) with a constant function K, corresponds to the standard nonlinear Schrédinger

equation. The case where K is non constant and bounded is considered in [33, 35]. The un-
bounded potential case is also treated in [11, 12, 41], where K (z) = |x|’. Here we consider (1.1)

with potential having a decay like |z| =" at infinity and may be singular at the origin. This kind
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of equations appears in diverse branches of physics such as nonlinear optics. See for example
[23, Section 6]. The local theory for (1.1) has been established in [1, 15, 20, 24, 26, 29, 30]
under the conditions (K;)— (K2) below. We mention also that the study of the standing waves
for (1.1) is done in [4, 22, 32]. Here, we are mainly interested in global existence and small
energy scattering for oscillating data. Also we study the decay estimates and the complete
scattering for the defocusing case.

For the standard nonlinear Schrodinger equation, there are vast amount results on the
asymptotic behavior. See, among many, [10, 8, 25, 39] and the references therein. If K, VK €
L, a results of global existence and scattering have been obtained in [10] for oscillating initial
data. For the case K(z) = p|z|™® with b > 0, p € R and 452 < a < 572 similar results are
established in [26]. Our aim here is to improve this result in terms of the allowed values of «
and on the smallness of initial data similar to the case b = 0 in [10]. To do this we exploit the
scaling of the equation and the blow up criterion given in [1] and we establish the Strichartz
estimates for non-admissible pairs to handle the potential K.

Our method allows us to consider potentials having different behavior near the origin and at
infinity. In particular, we show that more the potential decreases wider is the range of allowed
a giving scattering. For instance, if K is regular and its decay at infinity exceeds |z|~2, then
the scattering for oscillating data occurs for all 0 < v < 4/(N — 2).

We are also interested in the scattering without smallness conditions on initial data, then
we consider the defocusing case that is K > 0. We note that in this setting some scattering
results are obtained in the weighted L? space for 4_721’ <a< %. See [17]. The proof of [17]
is based on some decay estimates. It seems that this type of estimates do not allow values of «
less than (4—2b)/N. Our second aim is to go down this last value of a. To do this we establish
a scattering criterion which is expressed in terms of rapidly decay of the solution in weighted
Lorentz space taking into account the potential K. We also refined the decay estimate of [17].

Our scattering results concern the weighted L? space and they are valid for a > ag(b), where
ap(b) is defined by (1.7) below which coincides with the known one for b = 0. As well as, our
proof unifies the cases b = 0 and b > 0. We mention that recently, an L?— scattering result is
obtained in [3].

At the end of this paper, we are interested in the energy scattering for (1.1) with « in
the inter-critical range. In the focusing setting, some results for this type of problem are
established in [18, 5, 6, 7, 20, 21] for K(z) = |z|~® and in [14, 13, 34] and references therein
for more general potentials. Here we give a scattering criterion in H' regardless the sign of K
(see Proposition 7.1 below) which allows us to give an alternative proof of some known results
in [17].

In order to state our results, we need the following.

Definition 1 (Admissible pair). We say that (r,p) is an admissible pair if it satisfies
2 N N

r+p 2
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and

2<p< 2N
_p_N

; 2<p<oo fN=22<p<coif N=1)

In this paper only the admissible pairs (r,p) with p < oo will be considered.
We study the problem (1.1)-(1.2) in its integral version

t
u(t) = e Pug — i / A (K |ul®u(s))ds, (1.4)
0

t

where €' is the free Schrodinger group. We consider the following conditions on K.

(K1) |K(@)] S el
(K2) |VE(2)| S la] ™",

for z € RV \ {0}, where 0 < b < min(2, N).
We now suppose that

4-2b
0<ac< N=2). (1.5)
where 7y = max(r,0), for a real number r. Let ag(b) be the positive root of the equation
No? + (N —2+2b)a —4+2b = 0. (1.6)
That is
oo(B) — —(N—2+2b)+\/(NQJ—\72+26)2+4N(4—2b)’ 7
Since b < 2, then ag(b) is well defined and verifies
?V_f;’ <ao(t) < T2

See [39, 36] for the case b = 0. By natural extension we have a((2) = 0.
For « satisfying (1.5), we introduce the following positive real numbers
N(a+2) 2a(a+2)
T N-b " "Ti-2-—a(N-2)
Clearly, 2 < a+2<p< ﬁ and 1 < a < oo for ag(b) < a.
We have obtained the following for the global existence.

(1.8)

Theorem 1 (Global existence for oscillating data). Let N > 1, ug € H*(RY), s =0,1 and K
be a complezx valued function satisfying the condition (K1). Let 1 < q < 00, ag(b), a and o be
defined respectively by (1.7) and (1.8). Assume further that

4—2b

s=0 and ap(b) < a < N

or
4 —2b

s=1, N >4, K satisfies (K2) and ap(b) < a < N o

Then there exists € > 0 such that if

A
le™ ol pa0,00;ea @) < € (1.9)
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the mazximal solution w of (1.1) with initial value ug is positively global. Moreover, u €
L (O,OO;LQ’q(RN)) nL" (O,oo;Wzs’p(RN)), for every admissible pair (r,p) and there ezists
a constant C' > 0 such that the following estimates hold

Hu”L’l(O,oo;LQ*q(RN)) < QHeitAU’OHL“(O,oo;LM(RN))a (1.10)
[ullr 0,00 P @N)) < Clluol s @) (1.11)

Examples of initial data satisfying (1.9) are given in Corollaries 3.1 and 3.2 below. A class
of initial data giving rise to blowing up solutions only for negative time is given in Corollary
3.2.

Remark 1.1.

1) For the well-posedness of the equation (1.1) with regularity in Lorentz spaces, see
Theorems 1.2, 1.3 and Remark 1.1 in [1].

2) The typical example of potential satisfying the hypothesis of the previous theorem is
K(x) = pla|™", pe C.

3) Our proof is valid for b = 0. In particular the case s = 0 is new. On the other hand, the
previous result extends the case b =0, s = 1 and ¢ = p considered in [10, Proposition
2.4, p. 82).

4) The conditions a > ap(b) and ¢ < N needed for the Sobolev embedding require N > 4
for s = 1. The case N = 3 will be done in the forthcoming work [2].

5) If we replace (0,00) in (1.9) by an interval I, the conclusion of the previous result holds
on I instead of (0,00). In particular if I = R we get global existence of the solution
for negative and positive time.

6) The previous result is new for L2-subcritical o with smallness condition for one non-

admissible pair. More precisely, let A, be the set of H* (RN)—admissible pair, defined

by
2 N N
ASC = {(Tvp)a ; = 5 - 5 - Sc}
where s, = % - %‘b. A smallness condition on sup(, e, lle A ug| Lr(R;Lp), 18 imposed

in [26, Corollary 1.12, p. 253] to obtain global existence for solutions of (1.1). See
also [20, Proposition 4.5, p. 4189] for N = 3. Here our condition combined with the
above remark, is less restrictive. In fat, we consider only one H se(RNV )—admissible pair
which is (a, 0). Note that also, unlike [26] where o > 4522, here we reach the values
a > ap(b).

7) Using similar argument as in [8, Theorem 6.2.1, p. 165], one can prove that if

4-2b 4-2b
<a< ——

N N -2

and ug € H'(RY) sufficiently small, then the corresponding solution u of (1.1) is
positively and negatively global. Moreover, u € L" (R; W21 P(RN )), for every admissible
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pair (r,p). In fact for this result we need

0< E < 1,
a S
where ¢ is such that (g, ) is an admissible pair, that is
4o +2)
*~ Na+2b
The first inequality follows since « is subcritical. In order that the second inequality
is verified we need Na? + 2(N — 2+ b)a — 8 + 4b > 0, that is o > 4_7%.
For the above values of «, the condition (1.9) is less restrictive than the smallness
condition in H'(RY). This follows by the inequality

(1.12)

itA
e’ UOHLG(}R;LQ,q(RN)) S ||u0||H1(]RN)

which can be obtained by interpolation and the Sobolev-Lorentz embedding.
Recall that for the critical case @ = ]‘\1,7_22(;, the global existence is established in [1,
Theorem 1 Part (v)], for initial data uy € H*(RY), such that H(—A)%UOHLQ(RN) is
sufficiently small.

If a > 477%, then the rapidly decay property u € L® (0, 00; LL)’Q(RN)) follows from the
fact that uw € L" (0,00; W21 P(RN )), for every admissible pair (r,p). Indeed, by the
Sobolev-Lorentz embedding theorem, u € L¢ (0, 00; L&*(RY)) N L™ (0, 00; L&(RY)) .
Since in this case ¢ < a, then the result follows by interpolation argument. While for

a < % the property u € L (0, o0 L9’2(RN)) gives a more precise decay.

The value of o allows the map f — |2|7°|f|*f to apply the Lorentz space L2 into
Lg/’a%l, q > o + 1. For this choice of g, if f € H' so f belongs to L&**2 and under
the condition (K7), the energy

1 2 1 a+2

B =5 [ VPt — [ K@) (113)
is well defined.
The value of a is determined by scaling argument. In fact, if u is a solution of (1.1)
with K (z) = |2|7°, then for all A > 0, u, is also a solution of (1.1), where uy(t,z) =
b u(A\%t, Ax). The value of a is determined so that ||e®“uy(0) | La(0,00;Le-a) is indepen-
dent of \. In fact, let D)y be the dilation operator defined by Dy (f)(z) = f(Az), A > 0.
It is known that

D)\ei)\2tA — eitAD)\.
See [9, equality (3.2), p. 259]. Hence we have

HeZtAuA(O)”La(o,oo;Le’q) = HeztA)\ a D)\U()HLa(O,oo;LQ@)
2—b N 2

= A« ¢ aHeitAUOHLa(O,oo;L@’q)‘

The value of a gives =2 — = —
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We now establish a scattering criterion in L?. We have obtained the following.

Theorem 2 ((L2, L?)-scattering criterion). Let N > 1, ug € L*(RN), K be a complex valued
function satisfying the condition (K1) and

0< <4—2b
a< N

Let a, ¢ and s be given by (1.8) cmd1 (1.12). Let u € C([0,00), L*(RN)) N Ls, (0, 003, L¢(RY))
be a global solution of (1.1). If |K|a+2u € L%(0, 00; LF2°(RN)) then u € L"(0, co; LP2(RY)),
for any admissible pair (r,p) and u scatters in L>(RN), that is there exists T € L*(RY) such
that

Tim Ju(t) — "4 |, = 0.
Similar statements hold for negative time.

We now turn to establish a criterion for the scattering in H! and in ¥, where
i={pe H'RY), |- |o(-) € L*(RM)}. (1.14)
We will need the following hypothesis on K,
(Ks) [VE(@)| S o' | K (@) /4,

for z € RN\ {0}. Define K (x) = |z| =" if K verifies (K3) and K (z) = K (z) if K verifies (K3).
We have obtained the following result.

Theorem 3 ((H', H') and (X, ¥)-Scattering criterion). Assume N >4, ug € H'(RY), 0 <

b <2,
4 —2b

N2
and K be a complex valued function satisfying the condition (K1) —(K2) or (K1) and (K3). Let
a be given by (1.8) and u € C(]0,00), H'(RN)) be a global solution of (1.1). If | K (x)|*/ (@2 e
L0, 00; L¥2°(RN)) then u € L"(0, oo; W;’p(RN)), for any admissible pair (r,p) and u scat-
ters in HY(RN). Moreover, if ug € ¥ then u € C([0,00),%) and it scatters in ¥ that is there
exists o+ € ¥ such that

I<ac<

li —itA o+ - 0.
Jim Jle™ P u(t) =™z =0

Similar statements hold for negative time.
The previous results give the following.

Corollary 1.1 (Scattering for oscillating data). Assume the hypothesis of Theorem 1. Let €
be given by Theorem 1 and ug € H*(RYN) satisfying (1.9). Then the corresponding solution
u of (1.1)-(1.2) scatters in H*(R™) as t — oco. Moreover, if ug € ¥ then u scatters in ¥ as
t — o0.

We have the following result which shows the impact of the decay of the potential on the
range of « allowing the scattering.
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Corollary 1.2. (Scattering for potentials with different powers for singularity and decay) Let
s=0o0ors=1. Assume that N > 1 if s=0and N >4 if s =1. Let 0 < by < min(2, N),
by > by and K satisfying |K (x)] < 2|70 (1 + |2[?)~ 270072, For s = 1 we suppose further that
VK (z)| < |z|~0 11 4 |22)~C2=00/2 if by > 0 and VK (x)] < (1 + |22)~C2tD/2 4 b =0 .
Let ap(min(2,b)) < o < 322 and b such that

N—2s
— 2 _ — — —
max | by, 4= No"—a(N-2) < b < min | b2, M .
2(a+1) 2

Let ug € H®. Then there exists € = £(by, ba, ) > 0, such that if

it A
Hen UOHL“(O,OO;LM(RN)) <e,

where a, o are given by (1.8), the solution of (1.1)-(1.2) is global and scatters in H*(RY).
Moreover, if ug € ¥ then u scatters in X as t — oo.

In particular, if the potential K is regular and has some decay at infinity, for example
K(z) = (1 + |z]?)7%/2 that is by = 0 and by > 0, then for ag(min(by,2)) < a < =5 we have
scattering for small initial data in X. In the special case where ba > 2, then the scattering
holds for any 0 < a < ﬁ.

It is known that for the defocusing case (K > 0) the solutions of (1.1) are global. In order
to study the scattering for this case we establish decay estimates in Lorentz spaces for initial
data in ¥. We need the following condition on K.

(K4) 2.VK(z) < —bK(x),
for z € RV \ {0}. We have obtained the following.

Theorem 4 (Decay estimates). Let N >3, 0 < b < 2,
4 —2b
N -2
and K(x) > 0, K € CYRY \ {0}) satisfying (K1), (K3) and (K4). Let ug € ¥ and u €
C(R, HY(RN)) be the solution of (1.1), with initial ug. Then u € C(R,X) and the following
hold.
(i) If a« > (4 — 2b)/N, then for every 2 < p < 2N/(N — 2) there exists a positive constant
C > 0 such that for every t # 0, we have

I<a<

_N(i -1
8 ey < € (ol gy + lavollaqes ) 17 375). (1.15)
(ii) If a < (4 — 2b)/N, then for every p satisfying
N2 ioclclis
2N 27
with
_ b
g =
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there exists a positive constant C > 0, such that

1 1, =
||K1/(a+2)u(t)”LP»l(RN) < C|t|7N(575+0>(176), for everyt # 0, (1.16)
where
0, if p<a+2,
0= N(a+2)(p—a—2)(4—2b—Na) . 5
[N (a+2)(p—2)+2bp][4—2b—a(N—2)]* if p>a+2.

We have the following remarks.

Remark 1.2.

1) The previous estimates for b = 0 are known in the Lebesgue spaces (see [8]). Taking
into account that Lorentz spaces are increasing with respect to the second indices, our
estimates are more precise.

2) Other estimates are known for b > 0. See [15, Theorem 1.3, p. 4]. For a > (4 —2b)/N,
our estimate, given in LP2(RY), is more precise than the one of [15] established in
LP(RYN). For a < (4 —2b)/N and p # « + 2 our result is new. In fact, even by
combining [15, estimate (1.15), p. 4], with the Holder inequality in Lorentz spaces, we
get the estimate:

_ 1
- 12 2Dt) | o vy < e ™ for every ¢ # 0,

with
ap
which gives a slower decay rate than (1.16) in a larger space (q1 > q).
3) In (i) we can deduce an estimate with weight as for (ii). In fact, let o > (4 — 2b)/N,

and p be such that

N-2 _ 1 1 _ _ b

W+U<;) < 5—1—0; Whereazm.
By using Hoélder’s inequality in Lorentz spaces and (i), we deduce the existence of a
constant C' > 0, such that

9

H’ . |_aL+2u(t)‘

11, =
Lo () < C|t|_N(§_5+0), for every ¢ # 0. (1.17)

Combining Theorems 3 and 4, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 1.3 ((¥,X)—Scattering for the defocusing case). Let N > 4 and K(xz) > 0, K €
CHRN\ {0}) satisfying (K1), (K3) and (K,). Assume that
4 —2b
Oéo(b) <o< m,
where ag(b) is defined by (1.7). Let ug € ¥ and u be the unique solution of (1.1) with initial
data ug. Then u scatters in X for positive and negative time.

Remark 1.3.
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1) The previous statement holds for K (z) = |2z|~°. For this particular case our result is
new if ap(b) < v < 452, The case 252 < o < 32 is known ( see [15, Theorem 1.4]).
Owing to the decay estimates, we provide a simpler proof.

2) The cases N =2, N =3 and o = «ag(b) will be treated in forthcoming papers.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to some preliminaries.
In particular we establish Strichartz estimates for non-admissible pairs in Lorentz spaces. See
Proposition 2.3. In Section 3 we prove the global existence for oscillating initial values. The
proofs of the scattering criteria are given in Section 4. In Section 5 we establish the decay
estimates for initial data in 3. Section 6 is devoted to the proofs of the scattering results.
Finally, in Section 7 we give a scattering criterion and a scattering result in H'.

In the sequel, a functional space on RV, X (R¥) will be denoted simply by X. The notation
A < B for positive numbers A and B, means that there exists a positive constant C' such that
A< CB.If A< Band B < A, we write A ~ B. C will denotes a constant which may be
different at different places. For p > 1, p’ = p/(p — 1) denotes its conjugate exponent.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we give some preliminaries which will be needed for the proofs. For the
definitions and properties of Lorentz spaces see [31] and references therein.
We recall the following interpolation inequality in Lorentz spaces

1 lzoa < CUFNZoran [ £l znd 0 (2.1)

where 1 <P, p1, p2 <0, 1 S(L q1, g2 < o0, XS (071) and

1 g 1-6 1 6 1-90
=—+ 77§7+ .

p N b2 9 @1 q2

We define the Sobolev-Lorentz spaces (See [27, page 571]) as follows
s, Ny _ N s/2 s N
WP (RY) = {f € S'(RY), (I - 8)*2f € MRV},
175 Ny _ N s/2 , N
WP (RY) = {f € S'(RY), (—A)/2f € LPRY)},
fors >0, 1<p<oo, 1 <qg<o0.

We recall the homogenous Sobolev-Lorentz embedding (See [31, theorem 2.4 (iii), p. 20]) :
W (RN) — LP4(RN), where 1 < p < 00, 1 < g < 00,0 <s <& and

1 _ 1 s
p p N
That is there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
£l pa < CIN(=D)"2f|ILra, f € WiP(RN). (2.2)

By the well known Sobolev embedding H*(RY) — LP(RY) and interpolation, we have the

following
s

H*(RY) — LP2RN), s >0, = — v <

1
<=, p< oo
g P

N | —
"=
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Finally, recall the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality in the Lorentz spaces

1f zra < CIH(=2)2 FllToran |l b (2.3)

where 1 <p, po <o00,1<¢q, ¢1, @2 <00, 0<s< N, 1<p <N/s, 0<80<1,and
1 0 6s 1-606 1 _60 1-0
+ .

p pm N plaT @ @
See [27, Theorem 2.1, p. 571].
The following result is well known.

Proposition 2.1. Let N > 1 be an integer. Let 2 < p < oo and 1 < q1 < qo < o0. There
exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every p € LY 0 we have

; _N_2
e @l praz < CltI™ 2D ]l s (2.4)
for all t # 0.

The following theorem is a key tool for our work.

Proposition 2.2. [28, Theorem 10.1] (i) Let (r,p) be an admissible pair with p < co. Then
there exists a constant C' > 0, such that

H itA

90|Lr R,LP:2(RN)) < C”SOHLQ(RN)v (25)

for every ¢ € L?.
(ii) Let (r3,p:i); i = 1,2 be two admissible pairs with p; < co. Then there exists a constant

C >0, such that
t .
/ =98 1 (s, )ds
0

for every f € L™2(R, LP22(RY)).

< CHfHLTIZ(R,Lpl2‘2(RN))’ (26)

L™ (R,LP12(RN))

The following Strichartz estimates treat the case of non-admissible pairs. When the second
index of the Lorentz space is equal to 2 such estimates are well known (See [37, 40]). Here we
consider the general case which will be used to prove the global existence.

Proposition 2.3. Assume that N > 1. Let 0 < T < oo. Let (r,p) be an admissible pair with
p<oo,r>2 and1l<q<oco. Fizo>r/2 and define & by
1 1 2

G o
Let .
/ =98 f(s,)ds, t €[0,T).
0
If f € L7(0,T; Lp'7q(RN)) then F(f) € L°(0,T; LP4(RN)). Moreover there exists a constant
C =C(N,p,q,0) >0 such that

"f(f)||L“(0,T;LP»q(RN)) < ||f||L&’(o,T;Lp’,q(RN))
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for every f € L' (0,T; Lp/’q(RN)).
Proof. For t € (0,T), we write
FOO = [ xoa@e 2 5(s.)as

where X9, is the characteristic function of the interval [0,]. Using the dispersive estimate
(2.4), we get

IFD Ol gy, < / X (2 £(5, )| ey ds
_2
< /R X (N — I F £ (5 )l g ds

= (5177 * Ity () £ (5 ) oy ) (0

Using Young’s inequality in Lorentz space in time and since 1 + % = % + % and r > 2 that is

1 1
= < 57, we get

g’

IF (P aoranacy) < (157 % Ixior ()7 M iwraemy ) O
< Cl 7 ooy IX00.1F | 7o g0y
< HfHLc‘r'(oj;Lp’,q(RN))a
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

3. GLOBAL EXISTENCE FOR OSCILLATING INITIAL VALUES

In this section we prove the global existence of solution to equation (1.1), that is Theorem
1. We first establish some preliminaries results.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that N > 1. Let K be a complex valued function satisfying the condition
(Kj) and 0 < a < (4—2b)/(N —2)4. Let ag(b), a, 0 and s be given respectively by (1.7), (1.8)
and (1.12). Then we have
(i) a ></2 if and only if a > a + 1 if and only if o > a(b).
For 0 < T < oo, we have the following.
(i) If u € L0, T; L&®(RN)) and v € L(0,T; L&2(RY)) then for any admissible pair
(r,p), F(K|u|*v) € L"(0,T; LP?(RN)). Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 inde-
pendent of T such that

”]:(K’U\av)HLT(O,T;LM(RN)) < CHuH%a(QT;LQ,M(RN))||UHL<(O,T;L&2(RN))‘ (3.1)

(iii) Ifa > ag(b) andu € L*(0,T; L24(RN)), 1 < q < oo then F(K |u|*u) € L4(0,T; LQ’%H(RN)).

Moreover there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of T such that

e’ a+1
||-/—"(K|U| U)HL“(O,T;LQ’ail(RN)) < CHU”L“(O,T;L&‘I(RN))' (32)
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Proof. The proof of Part (i) follows by simple calculations using (1.8) and (1.7).
(ii) Using the Strichartz estimates (2.6) and Holder’s inequality in Lorentz spaces, we get

|FCE ) | ourimzny) < CIETI] oo pe 2y,

b
< Ol 17l por (o710 2wy

< CH|U’av||L<’(o,T;Lé,2(RN))

< Clllul®l g o780y 1Plls @ize2@yy)
<

CHUH%G(O,T;L&OO(RN)) 10ll s (0,7 Le2 YY)

where we have used

a s’ o -N N o
(iii) Using Proposition 2.3 with f = K|u|*u and the Hoélder inequality in Lorentz spaces, we
get
(67 (e}
| F (K |ul u)”La (OﬁT;LQ,%ﬂ(RN)) < || Ku|% HLa (O.7:1¢ & RV
< b o
— ”| ‘ "U/‘ HLa OTLQ a+1 (RN)
< Offjufu]

L& (0,T;L0 4T (RN)’

where 1 + 1 = % and % = é—% = 1—%—% < 1. Then since, p(a+1) = pand @' (a+1) = a,
we get
«a a+1
17 (Kl u)HLa (O,T;L‘-”%H(RN)) S COllelariasn o7, poerma@yy)
+1
S CHU”%G (]TLQCI(RN))
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. g

Lemma 3.2. Assume that N > 4. Let K be a complex valued function satisfying the conditions
(K1) and (K2). Let ag(b), a, o and < be given respectively by (1.7), (1.8) and (1.12). Suppose
that ap(b) < a < (4 —2b)/(N —2). If u € L*0,T; L2°(RN)) N Ls(0, T; W, 2(RN)), for
0 < T < oo, then for any admissible pair (r,p), F(VK|u|*u) € L"(0,T; LP*(RY)). Moreover
there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of T such that

Hf(VKWaU)HLT(O,T;LM(RN)) < CH“H%@(QT;LQ,M(RN))HVUHU(O,T;L&?(RN))' (3.3)

Furthermore, F (K |u|*u) € L"(0,T; Wy (RN)) and there exists a constant C > 0 independent
of T such that

H]:(K|u|au)HLT(()VT;W;P(RN)) < CHUH%G((),T;LQ,OO(RN))Hu”Lc(o,T;WQLQ(RN))' (3'4)

Proof. Let ¢ be defined by
N—-—p a+1 1

1
6 o No 0 N’
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Using the Strichartz estimates (2.6), Holder’s and Sobolev’s inequalities in Lorentz spaces, we

have

t
/ =M (VK |u|u(s))ds
0

< CHVKIU‘auHLd(07T;L9’,2(RN))
L7(0,75Lr2(RN))

< ON- 17 el ®ull por (o et 2 vy
< CH‘U|OCU”L<’(0,T;L@2(RN))
< O 8 & oy 8
< Cllullago 7 pece @iy I VullLso.1;Le2 @)
where we have used, ¢ < N, since N > 4 and
1 bv+1 1 b  a+1

0<b<N+1, — =224 22 .
R Rl

1 _a 1

¢ a ¢

The last statements follows by Lemma 3.1 and the fact that
t
V(F(Kul*u))(t) = / IRV (K u|"u(s)))ds
0

t
_ / (=)D (K [u]®u(s))ds
0

o+ 2
2

/0 =9 (K |u(5)[*Vu(s))ds

t
+% / =98 (K |u(s)|*2uVa(s))ds.
0

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. ([l
We now give the proof of the global existence.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let € > 0 to be fixed later. Let a, ¢ and ¢ be given by (1.8)and (1.12).
Consider ug € H*(RY), s = 0,1, be such that ||€itAU0||La(07OO;LQ,q) < ¢ and u be the maximal
solution of (1.1) with initial data ug defined on [0, Tinax (o)) with 0 < Tax(ug) < oo be the
maximal existence time of u (see [1]). Let ¢ be such that (g, g) is an admissible pair. It follows
by applying (3.2) and (2.5) together with (3.4) for s = 1 or (3.1) for s = 0 on the equation
(1.4), that there exists a positive constant C' such that for every T' < Typax(uo)

HUHLG(O,T;LM(RN) <e+Clul %;F(BT;Lg,q(RN)v (3.5)
||u||LT(O,T;W25’p(RN)) < CHUOHHl(RN) + CHuH%a(o,TgLe,q(RN))||u||L<(0,T;W25’g(IR{N))' (3.6)

Choose ¢ such that 2°t1Ce® < 1. Tt follows by (3.5) and classical Gronwall’s argument that

HU||La(o,Tmax(uO);Lg,q(RN)) < 2e. (3.7)
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Now (3.6) with (r,p) = (s, 0) and (3.7), give

1ll e (0, Tuna o) 2@N)) < 2C w0l 125y (3.8)

By the blow-up alternative (see [1, Theorem 1.2]) we conclude that Tyax(ug) = co. The other
properties satisfied by the solution u follow by (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8) with T' = Tiax(ug) = 0.

We now prove the estimates satisfied by u. We write

itA 1
HUHL“(Opo;LQ*q(RN)) < ||€Zt uOHL“(O,oo;LQ*q(RN)) + C”uH%j(o’oo;Lgy(J(RN))'

By (3.7) we have

IN

itA
||u”La(O,oo;L9"1(]RN)) HBZt UOHL"(O,OO;LM(RN)) + C2%" HU’HL“(O,OO;LQ’(I(RN))

IN

, 1
A
e o[ La(0,00; 100 (RN)) T EHUHLE(O,OO;LQ*‘?(RN))'

and (1.10) follows.
Using (3.6), we now write

Hu”LT(O,oo;W;’p(RN)) < CHUOHHS(RN) + C‘|u||%a(o,oo;LQﬂ(RN))||UHL<(O,0<>;W;’Q(RN))
< CHUOHHS(RN) + 02a5aHUHL<(O,T;WQS’Q(RN))
1
< Clluollgsmyy + §HUHL<(0,T;W;’9(RN))>
and (1.11) follows by (3.8).
This completes the proof of Theorem 1. O

We now give examples of initial data ug such that ||e®®ug| La(R;Loa(rN)) < 00. We have the

following.

Corollary 3.1. Assume that N > 4. Let K be a complex valued function satisfying (K1) in
the L-local theory case or (K1) — (K3) in the H'-local theory case. Let
4—2b
N -2’
a, o be given by (1.8) and 2 < q < co. Let ¢ € L9 with © € H' or the Fourier transform ¢
of o belongs to LY. Then By e Lo (R; LQ’Q(RN)). Moreover the following hold.
(i) If p € L9 H, then the H'-mazximal solution u of (1.1) with initial value uy = Ap
for |A| sufficiently small is global.
(i) If ¢, p € L9 and o < 2 then the L?-mazimal solution u of (1.1) with initial
value ug = A for || sufficiently small is global. Here we can take N = 1, 2, 3 with
0 <b < min(2,N).

(iii) If ¢ is as in (i) or (ii), then the mazimal solution u of (1.1) with initial value V¥s(x) =
isA
e

Oéo(b) <a<

@ for s sufficiently large is positively global respectively as an H'-solution and L*-
solution.

Moreover in all cases, u € L* (O,OO;LQ"](RN)) and scatters in H° as t — oo, for ug € HO,

oc=0,1.



INHOMOGENEOUS NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION 15

Proof. Since p € L9, then by the dispersive estimate there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

. _N(L_1
le™2 @]l oagrery < ClHNE2 0] Lo gy, ¥ # 0. (3.9)

If ¢ € HY(RY), then ey € L®(R, HY(RY)) — L®(R, LP4(RY)) for every 2 < p < 2.
this gives that there exists C' > 0 such that

| ZtA(PHLM rVy < Cllollgimy, Yt €R. (3.10)

Using the fact that Na(i — E) > 1 which is realized if and only if @ > a(b) and combining
(3.10) and (3.9) we obtain that there exists C' > 0, such that

2@l Lo eay < C (lolla + Il L) -

If € L9 then we have
le* 2 ellpoar) < Cllet®pl o)
a2 .
S C”e lt” QOHLQ”‘Z(RN)
= C|’¢HL9/7Q(RN)7 VvVt € R.

Combining this estimate with (3.9), we get

A
e llzaizen < C (18] o) + 16l ) -

Which gives the desired result.
The proof of (i) and (ii) are then obvious. For (iii) we have

o
A
[e.e]
= / |72 p||%p0dT — 0 as s — co.
S

The last statements follows by Theorem 1. O

We may also construct another example of positively global solutions which blows up for

negative time.

Remark 3.1. If p € ¥ then ¢ € H! NL22. In fact, since xp € L?, so by the Holder enequality
we have

el gar, o < Malellczlllel =l avce

Using that N +2 < ¢’ <2, then the result follows by interpolation.

Corollary 3.2 (Positively global existence). Assume that N > 4. Let K be a complex valued
function satisfying (K1) in the L?-local theory case or (K1) — (K3) in the H'-local theory case.
Let ap(b) < a < 52, where ag(b) is defined by (1.7). Let o, a be given by (1.8). Then the
following hold.
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If p € X, then there exists dy < co such that for every d > dy, the H' —mazimal solution
id|x|?
w of (1.1) with initial value p4(x) = e E o(x), is positively global. Furthermore

u € L (0,00; L&2(R™)) and it scatters in ¥ as t — oo. In the particular case K(z) =
plz| 0 with p < 0,

N =% N2
and E(p) < 0 where E is defined by (1.13), the mazximal existence time of u is infinite

4—2b 4—2b
<

and the minimal existence time satisfies Tnin(pg) < 00.
Let N > 1 and ap(b) < a < 4_T2b. If o € L? such that ¢ € L2 then the L*-mazimal

id)x|?

solution u of (1.1) with initial value pq(x) = e~ 1 @(x), for d sufficiently large is
global. Furthermore u € L* (O, 00; LQ’Q(RN)) and it scatters in L? ast — o0o.

Proof. (i) The proof is similar to that of [10, Corollary 2.5, p. 83]. We give it for completeness.

Let (s, 0) be the admissible pair, where ¢ = 4(a+2)/(Na+2b). Using the fact that dilations

have no effect on the second index in Lorentz spaces, we have that

=

A — 7
12 040 iper) = / (1 = dr)2a /S 24, o

< C/ dT 2(a—s /<||€ZTA§0||H1 RN)d

N

— CHQDHHI(RN)/O (]_ —dT)_2(§—a)/§dT < 00,

since 2(¢ —a) /s < 1. Hence He“A@dH%a(o soipe2) — 0 as d — 00. We have pq € H! since p € ¥.
So the first statement of (i) follows by Theorem 1.

The proof of the second statement of (i) is similar to that of [10, Remark 2.6, p. 83]. For

reader convenience we give it here. By changing ¢4 into ¢y, it suffices to show that if F(¢) <0

then Tax(p—q) < oo for all d > 0. Here Tiax(¢—q) is the positive maximal existence time for

the solution u of (1.1) with initial data ¢_4(x) = e~
by

id|z|?
1 (x). Define the positive function f

70 = Il 1) 22 vy

By [19, Proposition 4.1, p. 201], f € C?([0, Tax(—a4))) and we have

f'(t) =4Im ux.Vudzr := 4F (u(t)),
RN

Na—4+2b
f/l(t) = 16E((p_d) + 4M(aa+;_)/ |x‘fb’u‘a+2dx'
RN

Integrating the last inequality twice in time, we get

F(t) = F(0) + ££/(0) + 82 E(p_q) + 4u (NO“‘” 2b) / / / 2|l (0, ) dwdods.
RN



INHOMOGENEOUS NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION 17
Since p < 0, o > (4 — 2b)/N, we write
F() < £(0) +tf'(0) + 8°E(9-a), t € [0, Tmax(0-a))- (3.11)
Define the polynomial P by
P(t) = f(0) + tf'(0) + 8E(p_q)t*,t > 0.
By inequality (3.11), we have
0< f(t) < P(t), t €0, Tmax(p-a))- (3.12)

Using [9, formula (4.3), (4.4)], we write
/ 2 d d2 2
£/(0) = 4F (p-a) = 4F(0) — 2| [¢l gy, Blo-a) = B(2) — SF (@) + Tl - olaen
Then we get
2 d 2 2 d? 2 d
PU) = I [elZaqun +4¢ (F(o) = S 1olZaqus ) +82 ( B+ Sl [olZaun) — 5F (@) )
Clearly P(1/d) = %E(gp) < 0. Hence by inequality (3.12) Tmax(¢—d) < 1/d < oo. that is
Trnin(wq) < co. Then u blows up in finite time. This completes the proof of Corollary 3.2.
(ii) If ¢ € L9 then we have He“AcpHLQ,q(RN) < Cll¢ll e .aqrav)- Hence the result follows as
in the proof of (i).
U

Remark 3.2.

1) The results of Corollaries 3.1, 3.2 are known for b = 0. See [10].

2) The result of Corollary 3.2 is not covered by Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 of [19].

3) If we choose ¢ € ¥ such that |Vl [ol}2” > E(Q)?Q];.7, where g = & — 20
then the initial data e®**¢ does not satisfy the conditions 1.11 and 1.12 of [19] for s
sufficiently large.

4) The result of Corollary 3.1 (ii)-(iii) seems to be interesting for Im(K) < 0. In fact, in
this case the L?-norm of the solution is increasing and hence it may blow-up.

4. SCATTERING CRITERIA

In this section we prove the scattering criteria of Theorems 2 and 3. Before giving the proofs

of the theorems we establish the following.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that N > 4, 0 <b< 2 and
0<ax< - 2b.
N -2
Let K be a function satisfying (K1) and (K3) or (K1) and (K3). Set K = |z|™° for the
first case and K = K, for the second case. Let o be given by (1.8) and u be such that

\f(]a%?u € Lot2°(RN). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that the following hold.
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1 orv € L* we have

(i) Fi Lo*(RN) we h

~ 1
HK’u‘aU”Le’z(RN) < C|K] “+2UH%Q+2,N(RN)HUHL9,2(RN)-

(i) For Vv € L2%(RN) we have

~ 1
9Kl gy < ORIl e IV o2y

1

In particular if in addition u € W, "°(RY), then there ezists a constant C > 0 such that

-1
Il ull 1. ey < CNET 2 ull sz 00 vy [[ully 1o vy - (4.1)

Proof. Let us define the following numbers

by — 2b _at+2 1 1
2—a+27p1— o 7]72—@

(i) Using the Holder inequality, we have

_ ~
I fulll o 2@y S Il 171 gy oo N)H’K‘O‘H‘u|a|’LP1*°°(RN)HUHL"’Q(RN)

(R
-1
S RIS ar 0 oy V] o). (4.2)

(ii) Using the Sobolev embedding, we have

—be— g = 2
IVE |0/l o@ry S 1 172K =52 [l 0] o2y
—bo—1 ~ O
S Ry SN ] P I P
~ L1
S IR T2 U] §ars g V0l o). (4.3)

For the last estimate, we write
HK’U"&U/HWZLQ/(]RN) S K ulull o 2@y + IVE|u|*ul Lo 2y + [ K ul*Vul| o 2@y

Then by replacing v by v or Vu in the above estimates, we get the desired inequality. This
completes the proof of the lemma. O

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. The proof uses some argument of [10, Proposition 2.3, p. 81 and Propo-
sition 2.7, p. 83]. We divide the proof of the lemma into five steps.

Step 1. In this step we show that u € L"(]0, +00), WQI’p(RN)), for any admissible pair (r, p).
By [1, Theorem 1], we know that u € L"(0,T}; W21 P(RN)), for any admissible pair (r,p), and
every T' < co. Let 0 < T' < t. We write

¢
u(t) = e T2y (T) — / e A (K |u|%u(s))ds.
T
Let ¢ be given by (1.12). By the Strichartz estimates with the pair (s, ¢), we have

||u||L§([T,tLW21’Q(RN)) S HU(T) HH1 (RN) + ||K|u’auHLg’([T7t]7W217Ql(RN))'
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First we notice that since o < (4 — 2b)/(N — 2) then o < (2N)/(N — 2). Since u € H'(RY)
then by Sobolev injection we have v € L22(R™). By the hypothesis (K1) and using the Hélder
inequality, we have

IE T2 parzoegry S I 7520 parzoe )
S HUHLQW(RN)
S ullpezmn)
S lullgr @y

Hence Ko+2y € Lo+2°0(RN). By Lemma 4.1, we have

-1
Il gy S CIRT oyl

RN)

Hence, by the Holder inequality in time and for a given by (1.8), we have

IN

~ 1
Il o g e @y S CHIE =2 Ul a0 @l g gy 1l e wp ey

~ 1
< ClE=2ullze gy, poreco @y lull oz wiemmy)-

We may choose T sufficiently large so that C’Hf(%ﬂuHCL“a( y < 1/2 to get

[th] 7Lo¢+2,oo (RN

1
HUHLc(mt}’W;@(RN)) N C(HU(T)”Hl(RN)) + iHuHL%[T,t],WQLQ(RN)v

hence ||u||L§([ e®NYy) < 2C([[u(T)[| g1 (mwvy)- Letting t — oo, we get

T,t), W,
HUHLG([T,OO)’WZLQ(RN)) < 20(”“(T)”H1(RN))'

We know by the local existence [1, Theorem 1] that u € L*([0,T), W;’Q(RN)), sou € L*([0,00), WQI’Q(RN)).
The result for any admissible pair follows by Strichartz’s estimates.
Step 2. We show here that u scatters in H*(RY). Write

t .
u(t) = ePug — ’L/ e 9B (K u|®u(s))ds.
0

Set

= e ALY = ug — i te_isA u|®u(s))ds.
2() 1= e u(t) = ug /0 (K]ul*u(s))d

For 0 < ¢ < 7, we have

2(t) — 2(7) = —ie A / e TR (K [ul®u(s))ds.
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Let (s, 0) be the admissible pair given by (1.8) and (1.12). By the Strichartz estimates, we
have

12(t) = 2(N) | oo ey ey = €92 [2() = 2(T)] oo ((1,m), 11 (1Y)
t
= ‘ / A (K [ul®u(s))ds

< [ K[ul®ull o

Lee((t,7), H (RY))
tr),wie'y’

Using (4.1) in Lemma 4.1, the above step, Holder’s inequality in time, we get

~ 1 a
I20) = 2O limn@y < [IEFFulfsnoem| o o Plieen i

-1
< = Ul porz oo @y 14 Lo wiey = 0

as t, 7 — oo. Here a is given by (1.8).

Thus ||2(t) — 2(7)| gr@yy — 0 as t, 7 — oc. Then there exists ¢* € HY(RY), such that
e""Au(t) — ot as t — oo, in HY(RN).

Step 3. In this step we show that w := (z + 2itV)u € L] (R, LP?(RY)) N C(R, L2(RY)),
for any admissible pair (r,p). We use similar argument of [38]. See also [16]. Let 7" > 0 and
I'=[0,T]. We write I = J; fpite £ where [j = [t;, tj1], [tj41 — t;] = |[I;] <&, with € > 0 to
be fixed later. We write

t
w(t) = e TPy (t;) — i / =98 (2 + 2isV) (K |u|u(s)) ds.
t

J

We recall that |(z + 2isV)(K|u|u(s))| = 2|s]

- (efifmu\ams))\ = 2Js|IV (KJo|"0(s)) |,

2
[

where v(s,z) = e "1 u(s, x) as defined in (5.6). Also 2|t||Vv| = |w| by (5.7).
Let the following particular admissible pair (v, p), given by

4(a+2) _ N(a+2)

= —— _— . 4.4
aN-2)+20° " N+a—b (44)

Using Strichartz’s estimates, we have
lollr iy pma@ny S o)z, + 1@ + 269Kl a1 g, 2y
S w2y + TV E 0@ v 1, o2 @V
S Nwt)lpe@yy + el Plul 0O g, o2 ey
el ™ el ol e 7, o 2 vy

where the constants here are independent of j.
Using similar calculations as in [1, Lemma 3.1], we have

-b
] [u*wl Lo 2 @ay S NVl @wyllwll Loz @e)
(RY) (RY)
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and
—b—
=l gy S IV 190l oy,
Hence since 2|t||Vv| = |w|, we have
—h—
Il ul ol o2 vy S NVl o2y w0l Lo ).
We then get
[wllpryo2@yy) S llwt)lz2@sy + VUl g2 @wyllwll o2 @)l v )
)
N ||w(tj)“L2(RN) +e HVUH%W([]»’LP»Q(RN))”wHL'Y(Ij,LP’Q(RN))

S Nwlt) 2@y + e IVul§g ooy lwlls,,c2),

(N—2)«

Whereézl—%— 7 >0, and

| - HS(I,LZ) = sup | - HLT(I,LN)-
{(r,p)admissible pairs}

We now choose ¢ > 0 such that 56||Vqu(R,L2) < '1/2, then get

lwlls;,z2) S w2y

21

In particular [[w(t1)||z2 < [lw(to)llz2yy and so on, we obtain [[w(t;j)|z2 < [lw(to)llp2@w)

for any j. Hence [|wl|g; 2y < [[w(0)|[2@mn)y, for any j. This gives that ||wl|pr s 2@y

<

~

[w(0) || L2(r~y- The continuity of w follows by similar calculations as above; this completes the

proof.

Step 4. In this step we show that w € L"(R, LP?) for any admissible pair (r,p). Let

0 < T <t. We write
t
w(t) = e (zug) — z/ e =9 (2 + 2isV) K |u|u(s)) ds
0

— w(T) —ip /T 92 (5 4 2i5V) K |ul*u(s)) ds.

We have,
(@ 4+ 20sV)Kul"u(s)]| < K (e + 209l u(s)] + [sVIK lul"u(s)
il a
< !KIISHV<6 ul u<s>)|+|vm|s|ru| +

S K|Islol*[Vo(s)| + [s][ VK| |ul*]0]
S K| uls)|*w(s)] + |sl[VE][u(s)|*v(s)]-

By Lemma 4.1 (i), we have

~ 1
K |u(s)[*fw(s)ll| Ler2@ny < ClIE|2 ] Fata.00 @y 0] o2y,
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and by Lemma 4.1 (ii), we have

S SR
IVEu(s)|*[sl[o(s)| Ler2mry < ClIE|ulTata,c0 @y 8|Vl Loz@y)

IN

-1
ORIl G20 vy 10| 2.
Hence,
. ~ 1
I+ 28V )Rl u(s) | gy S K720l Gussum 0l pozary:  (45)
Now, by the Step 2, the Strichartz estimates and Theorem 4, we have

1wl sz py,re2@yyy S (D) 2@y + [1(z + QiSV)K’U’auHLd((T,t),Lg’,z(RN))

~ L o

S w0 z@yy) + K22 ullFarz.co @y llwll Lez@y)ll Lo ()
1

S ||35U(0)”L2(RN)) + HH‘K|a+2UHLa+2,O<>(]RN)HLa/a((T,t))HwHLg((Ti),L@v?(RN)
~ # @

S Nlwu(0)] p2@nyy + KT +2ull patzioo @) 1 Ta (o) 1wl Ls (0,0), L2 ) -

One concludes as in step 1 using the conclusion of Step 2. This completes the proof of Propo-
sition 3.
Step 5. Here we show that u scatters in . We have

t
z(2(t) — 2(7)) = —ie A / =38 (2 4 2isV) (K |u|“u(s))ds.
T
Using Strichartz estimates in Lorentz spaces, we get

|2 (2(t) = 2(T)llpoo(rmyzz@yy = e @(z(t) = 2(0))l| Lo ((t.m).22R)

< Cli(x + 2isV)K ul*ull yo (g 1o 2)

t
/ =98 (1 4 2isV) (K |u|*u(s))ds

T

Leo((t,7), L2 (RN))

Using Step 4, (4.5) and Hoélder’s inequality in time, we get

1
[2(2(t) = 2(T) [ ooty 22V < K2 Farooo @yl L oy 10l L ((t),202)
S 1
< ||K|a+2u||La+2’°°(RN)HLCL((t,T))||w||L<(R,L9’2) — 0,
ast, 7 — oo. Thus [[z(2(t)—2(7))||p2mryy — O ast, 7 — co. Then ||x(e_imu(t)—g0+)HL2(RN) —

0ast— oo.
This completes the proof of the Theorem 3. O

Proof of Theorem 2. 1t is similar to that of Step 1 and Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 3. So
it is omitted.
O
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5. DECAY ESTIMATES IN A WEIGHTED L2 SPACE
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In this section we prove Theorem 4. For this, we first recall the following well known facts.
See for example [15, 26]. Since K > 0, the solution of (1.1) with initial data ug € H'(RY) is

global. Furthermore, the masse

M (u(t)) = [[u(®)]| 7@

and the energy
1 2 1 a-+2
E(u)(t) = §HVU(’5)HL2(RN) T [ K u(t)|* HLl(RN)

are conserved. The fact that u € C(R,X) follows as in [19, 8, 15].

We put
1 a+2
G®) = o3 K@ ey -
We have the following identity ([15, Lemma 4.4, p. 15]),
t
|(z + 22‘tV)u(t)H%2(RN) +8t2G(t) = \\xu0]]%2(RN) +4(4 — Na)/o sG(s)ds
8 t
+a ) /0 S/RN 2. VK (x)|u(s)|* 2dzds.

Using hypothesis (i7), we obtain

t
|(z + 2itV)u(t)HiQ(RN) + 8t2G(t) < H:z:u0||%2(RN) +4(4—2b— Na)/ sG(s)ds.
0

Set
v(t,x) = e_%u(t,x).
Then
2it6%V7}(t, x) = (x + 2itV)u(t, z),
also

[0l r.a@ry = [u®)ll Lo.a@rys 20Vl Lra@yy = [[(z + 28V )u@)| Loa@y)-
In particular,
I(z + 2tV )u()l|72 @y = 47 [IVO(O)] 2 n)-
Then identity (5.2) and inequality (5.5) lead to

8PE(v)(t) = 48| Vu(t)|| 72wy + 82G()

IA

t
ool Za g, + 4(4 — 26— Na) / $G(s)ds.
0

We now give the proof of Theorem 4.

(5.1)

(5.4)

(5.9)
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Proof of Theorem 4.
(i) Since 4 — 2b — Na < 0, we deduce that

1
2 90(8) |22, < 22B(0)(1) < 7 louolZaqe)
That is
1 _
IV0(0) |2y < 5 louollzqam i~ £ 0. (5.10)

Recall now that |luol[z2@ny = [u(t)||2@yy = [[v(t)|L2@ny, for all £ € R. Then for 2 < p <
2N/(N — 2), using the Gagiliardo-Nirenberg, we get

lu@llpe@yy = lvE)lzsz@y)
N(i-1 1-N(1-1
< vl )
1 N(%7%> ~N(i-1) _n(i_1
< <2H$UOHL2(RN)> ||UOHL2(RJ(V2) P)|t‘ (2 p).

Hence (1.15) follows. The estimate for p = 2N /(N — 2) follows by the Sobolev embedding and
(5.10). The case p = 2 is trivial.
(ii) We now suppose that a < (4 — 2b)/N, then 4 —2b — Na > 0. From (5.9) we write

1 t
St?E(v)(t) < HJ:UUH%Q(RN) +4(4—2b— Na) / sG(s)ds +4(4 —2b— Na) / sG(s)ds.
0 1

Hence

g(t) = £2G(t) < Cluo) + (4_21’2_%‘)/1 %g(s)ds.

Na—4+2b

So, by Gronwall’s inequality, we get g(t) < Ct™— 2

, for ¢t > 1 that is

_ Na+2b
2

G(t) < Ct (5.11)
Using (5.9) together with (5.11) we get
Vo)l 2@y < CE 5 (5.12)

The estimates (5.11) and (5.12) are established in [15] for K(z) = |z|™®. We use these two
estimates in the rest of the proof.
We first consider the case p < « + 2. Let p1, 6 be such that

L1, b 9<1 1 >_1 1
7 2 N@+2) p1 a+2 pp
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Using interpolation and (5.11), we have
1 1 0 __b_ 1-6
bty = (KL, 7500
Lp,l(RN) La+2,a+2(RN) Lp172(RN)
1 0
< x| ., o 1Oy
1 0
< C HK&Hu(t)‘
La+2,a+2 (RN)
_ Na+2bg
< (Ot 2(a+2) ,
where we have used:
0 1-6
1<p1§270§0§177: + .
P a+ 2 D1
This proves (1.16) for p < o + 2.
We now consider the case p > o + 2. Let
p1 N(a+2) 2
and
0— 2N(p — a — 2)
- p(4—2b—a(N -2))’
By the conditions on p we have 6 €]0, 1[. It is clear that
1 0 6 1-0
1< <N and —=—— —+ .
pL p ;1 N a+?2
By interpolation and the Sobolev embedding, we get
1 1 1-6 __b_ |19
]y < O] 750l
LP,I(RN) Loc+2,oc+2(RN) LN p1’
1 1-0 _5_\|?
< CHKaHu(t)‘ Hv(| y aw)( (5.13)
La+2,a+2(RN) LP1,2
We have
v <| . ‘_aL-Q—Q1)> —|.|" a2 Vo + Cla| w2 Ly,

On one hand, using Holder’s inequality in Lorentz spaces, we have

b _ b
- o2 Vol < Clll- 22| e V@)l L2rw)

F(RN)
< ClIVu®)ll 2@y,
On the other hand, Hélder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality in Lorentz spaces, give

__b 4
- e < G T iy O]

N

ClIVo)ll L2 @),

where we used
1 b+a+2 N-2

i Na+t2z)  aN
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o)

Using (5.13), (5.11) and (5.12), we get

Then we get

< Ol Vo)l 2y

Lp1:2

1 1
iz 12 o
sy < RO 75
< ort-oRE o
e =) (2+ad)
giving the desired estimates. This completes the proof of Theorem 4. O

6. SCATTERING RESULTS

In this section we give the proofs of the scattering results. We begin by the case of oscillating
initial data.

Proof of Corollary 1.1. By Theorem 1, we have u € L%(0,00; L29). We apply the Holder

inequality we get that |a:|7ai+2u € L%(0,00; L*T2°°(RM)). Hence the result follows by Theorem
2 or Theorem 3. U

We now give the proof of Corollary 1.2.
Proof of Corollary 1.2. Let ag(min(2,b2)) < a < ‘]1\,:23; The condition max (b1, %) <
b < min(bg, %) implies that ap(b) < a < ]%,:22%. If b > 0, then by hypothese on K
we have |K(z)| < |z|7% and |[VK(z)| < |z|7°! if s = 1. Hence by Corollary 1.1 we have
scattering for small initial data. If b = 0 which implies b; = 0 we have K, VK € L*, so by
[9] and Corollary 1.1, the solution of (1.1)-(1.2) with small initial data wug, scatters. The last
statement follows by the fact that a(2) = 0. This completes the proof. O

We now give the proof of Corollary 1.3.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let ug € X. Applying Theorem 4 with p = « + 2, we have for some
A>0:

_N(i—
< s 7N

1
|| .
Le({ls]>A}) ooty

15 T2 oagen)|

Here a is given by (1.8). It is clear that the above right hand side is finite if @ > ag(b).
1

Then, combined with the regularity of u in time, we have Ka+zu € L%R;L°T2(RN)) C

L(R; L+2°°(RN)). The result follows by Theorem 3. O
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7. REMARKS ON SCATTERING IN H!

In this section we give some results related to the scattering in H!. We begin by the following

criterion.

Proposition 7.1 (Scattering criterion for av > 452). Let N >4, 0<b < 2,

4-2b 4—2b

N <a< N _2
and K be a real valued function satisfying the condition (K1) — (K3) or (Ki) and (K3). Let
~ 1
u € C([0,00), HY(RN)) be a global solution of (1.1). If lim s K22 u(t)]| pot2.amny =
0, (respectively limioo |u(t)|poamny = 0,) for some 2 < q¢ < 2a+ 2 then |I~(\%+2u €
L0, 00; Lo24(RN)) (respectively u € L0, 00; L2Y(RN)) and the conclusion of Theorem 3

holds for positive time. Similar statements holds for negative time.

Proof. We first give the proof for the case lim;_ ||‘K’ﬁu(t)HLa+2,q(RN) = 0. We have

lull s per@yy S Nu(@l2@yy + 1K [l po o per2 @y
S Hu( )||L2(RN + ”|K|a+1u”a(a+1 (T7t7L(a+l)g’,2(oc+1)(]RN))
1
S ||u( )||L2(RN + |||K| OHr2u| zj;uﬂ (Tt ,Lot+2, 2(a+1)(RN))
S HU(O)HL2(RN) +§§g“‘K|mu( )HLCH—Qq RN)) H’HE‘ a+ qu/cht Le+2.2(RN))
S 0 gy + sup (1K I72 ()90 vy 0l
~ L2(RN) s>¥ Lo+2a®N) I s (g Le2(mN))-

42b

where § = (a+ 1)¢’ —¢. Since o > then 6 > 0. Using a classical argument of continuity

we can deduce that for T sufficiently large we have

HUHU(T,t,LQ’?(RN)) S ||U(0)||L2(RN)-

But we know that u € LTOC(T, t, L2%(R"N)) so we obtain that u € L¢(0, 00, L2%(R")). Then by

the Holder inequality in Lorentz spaces we have
.1
H’K|a+2u||L<(O,oo,La+2a2(RN)) < ||UHL<(O,oo,LQv2(RN))7

and we get that \f(]a%?u € L5(0, 00, L4 22(RY)). That is \f(]a%?u € L5(0, 00, L424(RY)). By
the embedding of H'(R"Y) in L&?(R"), we have that \I~(|%+2u € C(0,00, L*24(RY)). Now,
since Timy—o0 || |72 u(t)|| gos2q@my) = 0 we obtain that |K|#2u € L(0, 00, Lo+29(RY)).
Since a > %, then ¢ < a and by interpolation in time we conclude that |K |%+2u €

L0, 00, Lo24(RN)) ¢ L0, 00, L*+2°(RM)). Hence Theorem 3 applies.
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Second we treat the case limy—oo [|[u(?)|[Le.amvy = 0. We have, using the previous calcula-
tions,

~ 1 5
HUHL<(T,t,La,z(RN)) S ”U(O)HL2(RN) +Sgng|a+2U( )HL{qu RN) Hu||L<(TtLe 2(RN))
S

6 !
S HU(O) HLQ(RN) + igg Hu(s) HL;Q(RN)) ||uHL<(Tt Lo:2(RN))*

By similar argument as above, we deduce that u € L5(0, 00, L29(RN)) N L>(0, 0o, L4 (RN)).
The result follows by interpolation. This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Remark 7.1.

1) We learn recently that in [18] a different scattering criterion is given for the focusing
case.

2) If the previous limit holds at oo then the scattering occurs in both directions.

We have the following applications of the previous Proposition for K (x) = p|z|™, u > 0.

Corollary 7.1 ( (H!, H')— Scattering for the defocusing case). Assume that N >4, 0 <b <

2, K(x) = plz|™®, u >0, and
4-2b 4-2b
I )
Let ug € HY(RY) and u € C(R, HY(RY)) be the global solution of (1.1) with initial data ug.

Then u € L*(R; L22(RN)) and hence u scatters in H'(RN).
Proof. By the Holder inequality and interpolation, we have

()| o2y < NG vy 1l g vy

where ) 0 10

= e (0,1),2<p1<p<p2< .

PR (0,1) Mm<p<p<yg—s
By [17, Theorem 3, p. 415], we have limy—, 1o [|u(t) || e vy = 0, @ = 1, 2. Hence limy— oo [[u(t)|[ o2y =
0. The result follows then by Proposition 7.1. U

Remark 7.2. The scattering result of the previous corollary is known [17]. Our proof is
different and gives the rapidly decay of the solution.
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