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Abstract. In this paper we consider the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation

i∂tu + ∆u = K(x)|u|αu, u(0) = u0 ∈ Hs(RN ), s = 0, 1, N ≥ 1, |K(x)| + |x|s|∇sK(x)| .
|x|−b, 0 < b < min(2, N − 2s), 0 < α < (4− 2b)/(N − 2s). We obtain novel results of global

existence for oscillating initial data and scattering theory in a weighted L2-space for a new

range α0(b) < α < (4− 2b)/N . The value α0(b) is the positive root of Nα2 + (N − 2 + 2b)α−
4 + 2b = 0, which extends the Strauss exponent known for b = 0. Our results improve the

known ones for K(x) = µ|x|−b, µ ∈ 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 α. 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 Schrödinger equation

i∂tu+ ∆u = K(x)|u|αu, (1.1)

with initial data

u(0, .) = u0 ∈ Hs(RN ). (1.2)

Here u = u(t, x) ∈ C, t ∈ R, x ∈ RN , N ≥ 1, s = 0 or s = 1 and α > 0. The potential K is a

complex valued function satisfying some hypothesis. In particular,

K(x) = µ|x|−b

and

K(x) = µ(1 + |x|2)−
b
2 ,

b > 0, µ ∈ C, will be considered.

Equation (1.1) with a constant functionK, corresponds to the standard nonlinear Schrödinger

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(x) = |x|b. Here we consider (1.1)

with potential having a decay like |x|−b at infinity and may be singular at the origin. This kind
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2 L. ALOUI AND S. TAYACHI

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 (K1)−(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 Schrödinger equation, there are vast amount results on the

asymptotic behavior. See, among many, [10, 8, 25, 39] and the references therein. If K,∇K ∈
L∞, a results of global existence and scattering have been obtained in [10] for oscillating initial

data. For the case K(x) = µ|x|−b with b > 0, µ ∈ R and 4−2b
N < α < 4−2b

N−2 similar results are

established in [26]. Our aim here is to improve this result in terms of the allowed values of α

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

α giving scattering. For instance, if K is regular and its decay at infinity exceeds |x|−2, then

the scattering for oscillating data occurs for all 0 < α < 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 L2 space for 4−2b
N < α < 4−2b

N−2 . See [17]. The proof of [17]

is based on some decay estimates. It seems that this type of estimates do not allow values of α

less than (4−2b)/N . Our second aim is to go down this last value of α. 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 L2 space and they are valid for α > α0(b), where

α0(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 L2− scattering result is

obtained in [3].

At the end of this paper, we are interested in the energy scattering for (1.1) with α 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(x) = |x|−b and in [14, 13, 34] and references therein

for more general potentials. Here we give a scattering criterion in H1 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

r
+
N

p
=
N

2
(1.3)
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and

2 ≤ p ≤ 2N

N − 2
(2 ≤ p <∞ if N = 2, 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞ if N = 1).

In this paper only the admissible pairs (r, p) with p <∞ will be considered.

We study the problem (1.1)-(1.2) in its integral version

u(t) = eit∆u0 − i
∫ t

0
ei(t−s)∆(K|u|αu(s))ds, (1.4)

where eit∆ is the free Schrödinger group. We consider the following conditions on K.

(K1) |K(x)| . |x|−b,

(K2) |∇K(x)| . |x|−b−1,

for x ∈ RN \ {0}, where 0 < b < min(2, N).

We now suppose that

0 < α <
4− 2b

(N − 2)+
, (1.5)

where r+ = max(r, 0), for a real number r. Let α0(b) be the positive root of the equation

Nα2 + (N − 2 + 2b)α− 4 + 2b = 0. (1.6)

That is

α0(b) =
−(N − 2 + 2b) +

√
(N − 2 + 2b)2 + 4N(4− 2b)

2N
. (1.7)

Since b < 2, then α0(b) is well defined and verifies

4− 2b

N + 2
< α0(b) <

4− 2b

N
.

See [39, 36] for the case b = 0. By natural extension we have α0(2) = 0.

For α satisfying (1.5), we introduce the following positive real numbers

% =
N(α+ 2)

N − b
, a =

2α(α+ 2)

4− 2b− α(N − 2)
. (1.8)

Clearly, 2 < α+ 2 < % < 2N
(N−2)+

and 1 < a <∞ for α0(b) < α.

We have obtained the following for the global existence.

Theorem 1 (Global existence for oscillating data). Let N ≥ 1, u0 ∈ Hs(RN ), s = 0, 1 and K

be a complex valued function satisfying the condition (K1). Let 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, α0(b), a and % be

defined respectively by (1.7) and (1.8). Assume further that

s = 0 and α0(b) < α ≤ 4− 2b

N
,

or

s = 1, N ≥ 4, K satisfies (K2) and α0(b) < α <
4− 2b

N − 2
.

Then there exists ε > 0 such that if

‖eit∆u0‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN )) ≤ ε, (1.9)
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the maximal solution u of (1.1) with initial value u0 is positively global. Moreover, u ∈
La
(
0,∞;L%,q(RN )

)
∩ Lr

(
0,∞;W s,p

2 (RN )
)
, for every admissible pair (r, p) and there exists

a constant C > 0 such that the following estimates hold

‖u‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN )) ≤ 2‖eit∆u0‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN )), (1.10)

‖u‖Lr(0,∞;W s,p
2 (RN )) ≤ C‖u0‖Hs(RN ). (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) = µ|x|−b, µ ∈ 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 q = % considered in [10, Proposition

2.4, p. 82].

4) The conditions α > α0(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,∞) in (1.9) by an interval I, the conclusion of the previous result holds

on I instead of (0,∞). 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 α with smallness condition for one non-

admissible pair. More precisely, let Asc be the set of Ḣsc(RN )−admissible pair, defined

by

Asc = {(r, p), 2

r
=
N

2
− N

p
− sc}

where sc = N
2 −

2−b
α . A smallness condition on sup(r,p)∈Asc ‖e

it∆u0‖Lr(R;Lp), is 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 Ḣsc(RN )−admissible pair

which is (a, %). Note that also, unlike [26] where α > 4−2b
N , here we reach the values

α > α0(b).

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

4− 2b

N
≤ α < 4− 2b

N − 2

and u0 ∈ H1(RN ) sufficiently small, then the corresponding solution u of (1.1) is

positively and negatively global. Moreover, u ∈ Lr
(
R;W 1,p

2 (RN )
)

, for every admissible
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pair (r, p). In fact for this result we need

0 <
1

a
≤ 1

ς
,

where ς is such that (ς, %) is an admissible pair, that is

ς =
4(α+ 2)

Nα+ 2b
. (1.12)

The first inequality follows since α is subcritical. In order that the second inequality

is verified we need Nα2 + 2(N − 2 + b)α− 8 + 4b ≥ 0, that is α ≥ 4−2b
N .

For the above values of α, the condition (1.9) is less restrictive than the smallness

condition in H1(RN ). This follows by the inequality

‖eit∆u0‖La(R;L%,q(RN )) . ‖u0‖H1(RN )

which can be obtained by interpolation and the Sobolev-Lorentz embedding.

8) Recall that for the critical case α = 4−2b
N−2s , the global existence is established in [1,

Theorem 1 Part (v)], for initial data u0 ∈ Hs(RN ), such that ‖(−∆)
s
2u0‖L2(RN ) is

sufficiently small.

9) If α ≥ 4−2b
N , then the rapidly decay property u ∈ La

(
0,∞;L%,2(RN )

)
follows from the

fact that u ∈ Lr
(

0,∞;W 1,p
2 (RN )

)
, for every admissible pair (r, p). Indeed, by the

Sobolev-Lorentz embedding theorem, u ∈ Lς
(
0,∞;L%,2(RN )

)
∩ L∞

(
0,∞;L%,2(RN )

)
.

Since in this case ς ≤ a, then the result follows by interpolation argument. While for

α < 4−2b
N the property u ∈ La

(
0,∞;L%,2(RN )

)
gives a more precise decay.

10) The value of % allows the map f → |x|−b|f |αf to apply the Lorentz space L%,q into

L%
′, q
α+1 , q ≥ α + 1. For this choice of %, if f ∈ H1 so f belongs to L%,α+2 and under

the condition (K1), the energy

E(f) =
1

2

∫
RN
|∇f(x)|2dx+

1

α+ 2

∫
RN

K(x)|f(x)|α+2dx (1.13)

is well defined.

11) The value of a is determined by scaling argument. In fact, if u is a solution of (1.1)

with K(x) = |x|−b, then for all λ > 0, uλ is also a solution of (1.1), where uλ(t, x) =

λ
2−b
α u(λ2t, λx). The value of a is determined so that ‖eit∆uλ(0)‖La(0,∞;L%,q) is indepen-

dent of λ. In fact, let Dλ be the dilation operator defined by Dλ(f)(x) = f(λx), λ > 0.

It is known that

Dλeiλ
2t∆ = eit∆Dλ.

See [9, equality (3.2), p. 259]. Hence we have

‖eit∆uλ(0)‖La(0,∞;L%,q) = ‖eit∆λ
2−b
α Dλu0‖La(0,∞;L%,q)

= λ
2−b
α
−N
%
− 2
a ‖eit∆u0‖La(0,∞;L%,q).

The value of a gives 2−b
α −

2
a −

N
% = 0.
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We now establish a scattering criterion in L2. We have obtained the following.

Theorem 2 ((L2, L2)-scattering criterion). Let N ≥ 1, u0 ∈ L2(RN ), K be a complex valued

function satisfying the condition (K1) and

0 < α ≤ 4− 2b

N
.

Let a, % and ς be given by (1.8) and (1.12). Let u ∈ C([0,∞), L2(RN )) ∩ Lςloc(0,∞; , L%(RN ))

be a global solution of (1.1). If |K|
1

α+2u ∈ La(0,∞;Lα+2,∞(RN )) then u ∈ Lr(0,∞;Lp,2(RN )),

for any admissible pair (r, p) and u scatters in L2(RN ), that is there exists ϕ+ ∈ L2(RN ) such

that

lim
t→∞
‖u(t)− eit∆ϕ+‖L2(RN ) = 0.

Similar statements hold for negative time.

We now turn to establish a criterion for the scattering in H1 and in Σ, where

Σ := {ϕ ∈ H1(RN ), | · |ϕ(·) ∈ L2(RN )}. (1.14)

We will need the following hypothesis on K,

(K3) |∇K(x)| . |x|−1− 2b
α+2 |K(x)|α/(α+2),

for x ∈ RN \ {0}. Define K̃(x) = |x|−b if K verifies (K2) and K̃(x) = K(x) if K verifies (K3).

We have obtained the following result.

Theorem 3 ((H1, H1) and (Σ,Σ)-Scattering criterion). Assume N ≥ 4, u0 ∈ H1(RN ), 0 <

b < 2,

0 < α <
4− 2b

N − 2
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,∞), H1(RN )) be a global solution of (1.1). If |K̃(x)|1/(α+2)u ∈
La(0,∞;Lα+2,∞(RN )) then u ∈ Lr(0,∞;W 1,p

2 (RN )), for any admissible pair (r, p) and u scat-

ters in H1(RN ). Moreover, if u0 ∈ Σ then u ∈ C([0,∞),Σ) and it scatters in Σ that is there

exists ϕ+ ∈ Σ such that

lim
t→∞
‖e−it∆u(t)− ϕ+‖Σ = 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 ε

be given by Theorem 1 and u0 ∈ Hs(RN ) satisfying (1.9). Then the corresponding solution

u of (1.1)-(1.2) scatters in Hs(RN ) as t → ∞. Moreover, if u0 ∈ Σ then u scatters in Σ as

t→∞.

We have the following result which shows the impact of the decay of the potential on the

range of α allowing the scattering.
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Corollary 1.2. (Scattering for potentials with different powers for singularity and decay) Let

s = 0 or s = 1. Assume that N ≥ 1 if s = 0 and N ≥ 4 if s = 1. Let 0 ≤ b1 < min(2, N),

b2 > b1 and K satisfying |K(x)| . |x|−b1(1 + |x|2)−(b2−b1)/2. For s = 1 we suppose further that

|∇K(x)| . |x|−b1−1(1 + |x|2)−(b2−b1)/2 if b1 > 0 and |∇K(x)| . (1 + |x|2)−(b2+1)/2 if b1 = 0 .

Let α0(min(2, b2)) < α < 4−2b1
N−2s and b such that

max

(
b1,

4−Nα2 − α(N − 2)

2(α+ 1)

)
≤ b ≤ min

(
b2,

4− (N − 2s)α

2

)
.

Let u0 ∈ Hs. Then there exists ε = ε(b1, b2, α) > 0, such that if

‖eit∆u0‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN )) ≤ ε,

where a, % are given by (1.8), the solution of (1.1)-(1.2) is global and scatters in Hs(RN ).

Moreover, if u0 ∈ Σ then u scatters in Σ as t→∞.
In particular, if the potential K is regular and has some decay at infinity, for example

K(x) = (1 + |x|2)−b2/2 that is b1 = 0 and b2 > 0, then for α0(min(b2, 2)) < α < 4
N−2 we have

scattering for small initial data in Σ. In the special case where b2 ≥ 2, then the scattering

holds for any 0 < α < 4
N−2 .

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 Σ. We need the following condition on K.

(K4) x.∇K(x) ≤ −bK(x),

for x ∈ RN \ {0}. We have obtained the following.

Theorem 4 (Decay estimates). Let N ≥ 3, 0 < b < 2,

0 < α <
4− 2b

N − 2

and K(x) ≥ 0, K ∈ C1(RN \ {0}) satisfying (K1), (K3) and (K4). Let u0 ∈ Σ and u ∈
C(R, H1(RN )) be the solution of (1.1), with initial u0. Then u ∈ C(R,Σ) and the following

hold.

(i) If α ≥ (4− 2b)/N, then for every 2 ≤ p ≤ 2N/(N − 2) there exists a positive constant

C > 0 such that for every t 6= 0, we have

‖u(t)‖Lp,2(RN ) ≤ C
(
‖u0‖L2(RN ) + ‖xu0‖L2(RN )

)
|t|−N

(
1
2
− 1
p

)
. (1.15)

(ii) If α < (4− 2b)/N, then for every p satisfying

N − 2

2N
+ σ̄ <

1

p
<

1

2
+ σ̄

with

σ̄ =
b

N(α+ 2)
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there exists a positive constant C > 0, such that

‖K1/(α+2)u(t)‖Lp,1(RN ) ≤ C|t|
−N

(
1
2
− 1
p

+σ̄
)

(1−δ)
, for every t 6= 0, (1.16)

where

δ =

0, if p ≤ α+ 2,
N(α+2)(p−α−2)(4−2b−Nα)

[N(α+2)(p−2)+2bp][4−2b−α(N−2)] , if p > α+ 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 α ≥ (4− 2b)/N,

our estimate, given in Lp,2(RN ), is more precise than the one of [15] established in

Lp(RN ). For α < (4 − 2b)/N and p 6= α + 2 our result is new. In fact, even by

combining [15, estimate (1.15), p. 4], with the Hölder inequality in Lorentz spaces, we

get the estimate:

‖| · |−b/(α+2)u(t)‖Lp,q1 (RN ) ≤ C|t|
−N

(
1
2
− 1
p

+σ̄
)

2b+Nα
4 , for every t 6= 0,

with
1

q1
=

1

p
− σ̄,

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 α ≥ (4 − 2b)/N,

and p be such that

N − 2

2N
+ σ̄ <

1

p
<

1

2
+ σ̄; where σ̄ =

b

N(α+ 2)
.

By using Hölder’s inequality in Lorentz spaces and (i), we deduce the existence of a

constant C > 0, such that∥∥∥| · |− b
α+2u(t)

∥∥∥
Lp,2(RN )

≤ C|t|−N
(

1
2
− 1
p

+σ̄
)
, for every t 6= 0. (1.17)

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

Corollary 1.3 ((Σ,Σ)−Scattering for the defocusing case). Let N ≥ 4 and K(x) ≥ 0, K ∈
C1(RN \ {0}) satisfying (K1), (K3) and (K4). Assume that

α0(b) < α <
4− 2b

N − 2
,

where α0(b) is defined by (1.7). Let u0 ∈ Σ and u be the unique solution of (1.1) with initial

data u0. Then u scatters in Σ for positive and negative time.

Remark 1.3.
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1) The previous statement holds for K(x) = |x|−b. For this particular case our result is

new if α0(b) < α < 4−2b
N . The case 4−2b

N ≤ α < 4−2b
N−2 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 α = α0(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 Σ. 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 H1.

In the sequel, a functional space on RN , X(RN ) 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 . B and 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

‖f‖Lp,q ≤ C‖f‖θLp1,q1‖f‖1−θLp2,q2 , (2.1)

where 1 < p, p1, p2 <∞, 1 ≤ q, q1, q2 ≤ ∞, θ ∈ (0, 1) and

1

p
=

θ

p1
+

1− θ
p2

,
1

q
≤ θ

q1
+

1− θ
q2

.

We define the Sobolev-Lorentz spaces (See [27, page 571]) as follows

W s,p
q (RN ) = {f ∈ S ′(RN ), (I −∆)s/2f ∈ Lp,q(RN )},

Ẇ s,p
q (RN ) = {f ∈ S ′(RN ), (−∆)s/2f ∈ Lp,q(RN )},

for s ≥ 0, 1 < p <∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞.
We recall the homogenous Sobolev-Lorentz embedding (See [31, theorem 2.4 (iii), p. 20]) :

Ẇ s,p
q (RN ) ↪→ Lp̃,q(RN ), where 1 < p <∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, 0 < s < N

p and

1

p̃
=

1

p
− s

N
.

That is there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖f‖Lp̃,q ≤ C‖(−∆)s/2f‖Lp,q , f ∈ Ẇ s,p
q (RN ). (2.2)

By the well known Sobolev embedding Hs(RN ) ↪→ Lp(RN ) and interpolation, we have the

following

Hs(RN ) ↪→ Lp,2(RN ), s ≥ 0,
1

2
− s

N
≤ 1

p
≤ 1

2
, p <∞.
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Finally, recall the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality in the Lorentz spaces

‖f‖Lp,q ≤ C‖(−∆)s/2f‖θLp1,q1‖f‖1−θLp2,q2 , (2.3)

where 1 < p, p2 <∞, 1 < q, q1, q2 <∞, 0 < s < N, 1 < p1 < N/s, 0 < θ < 1, and

1

p
=

θ

p1
− θs

N
+

1− θ
p2

,
1

q
≤ θ

q1
+

1− θ
q2

.

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 < ∞ and 1 ≤ q1 ≤ q2 ≤ ∞. There

exists a constant C > 0 such that for every ϕ ∈ Lp′,q1 we have

‖eit∆ϕ‖Lp,q2 ≤ C|t|−
N
2

(1− 2
p

)‖ϕ‖Lp′,q1 , (2.4)

for all t 6= 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 < ∞. Then

there exists a constant C > 0, such that∥∥eit∆ϕ∥∥
Lr(R,Lp,2(RN ))

≤ C‖ϕ‖L2(RN ), (2.5)

for every ϕ ∈ L2.

(ii) Let (ri, pi); i = 1, 2 be two admissible pairs with pi < ∞. Then there exists a constant

C > 0, such that∥∥∥∥∫ t

0
ei(t−s)∆f(s, .)ds

∥∥∥∥
Lr1 (R,Lp1,2(RN ))

≤ C‖f‖
Lr
′
2 (R,Lp

′
2,2(RN ))

, (2.6)

for every f ∈ Lr′2(R, Lp′2,2(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 ≤ ∞. Let (r, p) be an admissible pair with

p <∞, r > 2, and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞. Fix σ > r/2 and define σ̃ by

1

σ̃
+

1

σ
=

2

r
.

Let

F(f)(t) =

∫ t

0
ei(t−s)∆f(s, ·)ds, t ∈ [0, T ).

If f ∈ Lσ̃′(0, T ;Lp
′,q(RN )), then F(f) ∈ Lσ(0, T ;Lp,q(RN )). Moreover there exists a constant

C = C(N, p, q, σ) > 0 such that

‖F(f)‖Lσ(0,T ;Lp,q(RN )) ≤ ‖f‖Lσ̃′ (0,T ;Lp′,q(RN ))
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for every f ∈ Lσ̃′(0, T ;Lp
′,q(RN )).

Proof. For t ∈ (0, T ), we write

F(f)(t) =

∫
R
χ[0,t](s)e

i(t−s)∆f(s, ·)ds,

where χ[0,t] is the characteristic function of the interval [0, t]. Using the dispersive estimate

(2.4), we get

‖F(f)(t)‖Lp,qx (RN ) ≤
∫
R
χ[0,t](s)‖ei(t−s)∆f(s, ·)‖Lp,q(RN )ds

≤
∫
R
χ[0,t](s)|t− s|−

2
r ‖f(s, ·)‖Lp′,q(RN )ds

=
(
|s|−

2
r ? ‖χ[0,T ](s)f(s, ·)‖Lp′,q(RN )

)
(t).

Using Young’s inequality in Lorentz space in time and since 1 + 1
σ = 2

r + 1
σ̃′ and r > 2 that is

1
σ ≤

1
σ̃′ , we get

‖F(f)‖Lσ(0,T ;Lp,q(RN ) ≤
∥∥∥(|s|− 2

r ? ‖χ[0,T ](s)f(s, ·)‖Lp′,q(RN )

)
(t)
∥∥∥
Lσ(0,T )

≤ C‖| · |−
2
r ‖Lr/2,∞(R)‖χ[0,T ]f‖Lσ̃′,σ(R;Lp′,q(RN ))

≤ ‖f‖Lσ̃′ (0,T ;Lp′,q(RN )),

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

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

(K1) and 0 < α < (4− 2b)/(N − 2)+. Let α0(b), a, % and ς be given respectively by (1.7), (1.8)

and (1.12). Then we have

(i) a > ς/2 if and only if a > α+ 1 if and only if α > α0(b).

For 0 < T ≤ ∞, we have the following.

(ii) If u ∈ La(0, T ;L%,∞(RN )) and v ∈ Lς(0, T ;L%,2(RN )) then for any admissible pair

(r, p), F(K|u|αv) ∈ Lr(0, T ;Lp,2(RN )). Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 inde-

pendent of T such that

‖F(K|u|αv)‖Lr(0,T ;Lp,2(RN )) ≤ C‖u‖αLa(0,T ;L%,∞(RN ))‖v‖Lς(0,T ;L%,2(RN )). (3.1)

(iii) If α > α0(b) and u ∈ La(0, T ;L%,q(RN )), 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ then F(K|u|αu) ∈ La(0, T ;L%,
q

α+1 (RN )).

Moreover there exists a constant C > 0 independent of T such that

‖F(K|u|αu)‖
La

(
0,T ;L

%,
q

α+1 (RN )

) ≤ C‖u‖α+1
La(0,T ;L%,q(RN ))

. (3.2)
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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 Hölder’s inequality in Lorentz spaces, we get

‖F(K|u|αv)‖Lr(0,T ;Lp,2(RN )) ≤ C‖K|u|αv‖Lς′ (0,T ;L%′,2(RN ))

≤ C‖| · |−b|u|αv‖Lς′ (0,T ;L%′,2(RN ))

≤ C‖|u|αv‖Lς′ (0,T ;L%̄,2(RN ))

≤ C‖|u|α‖
L
a
α (0,T ;L

%
α ,∞(RN ))

‖v‖Lς(0,T ;L%,2(RN ))

≤ C‖u‖αLa(0,T ;L%,∞(RN ))‖v‖Lς(0,T ;L%,2(RN )),

where we have used
α

a
= 1− 2

ς
,

1

%′
=

b

N
+

1

%̄
=

b

N
+
α+ 1

%
.

(iii) Using Proposition 2.3 with f = K|u|αu and the Hölder inequality in Lorentz spaces, we

get

‖F(K|u|αu)‖
La

(
0,T ;L

%,
q

α+1 (RN )

) ≤ ‖K|u|αu‖
Lã′ (0,T ;L

%′, q
α+1 (RN )

≤ ‖| · |−b|u|αu‖
Lã′ (0,T ;L

%′, q
α+1 (RN )

≤ C‖||u|αu‖
Lã′ (0,T ;L

%̄,
q

α+1 (RN )
,

where 1
ã + 1

a = 2
ς and 1

%̄ = 1
%′ −

b
N = 1− 1

% −
b
N < 1. Then since, %̄(α+ 1) = % and ã′(α+ 1) = a,

we get

‖F(K|u|αu)‖
La

(
0,T ;L

%,
q

α+1 (RN )

) ≤ C‖u‖α+1

Lã
′(α+1)(0,T ;L%̄(α+1),q(RN ))

≤ C‖u‖α+1
La(0,T ;L%,q(RN ))

.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. �

Lemma 3.2. Assume that N ≥ 4. Let K be a complex valued function satisfying the conditions

(K1) and (K2). Let α0(b), a, % and ς be given respectively by (1.7), (1.8) and (1.12). Suppose

that α0(b) < α < (4 − 2b)/(N − 2). If u ∈ La(0, T ;L%,∞(RN )) ∩ Lς(0, T ;W 1,%
2 (RN )), for

0 < T ≤ ∞, then for any admissible pair (r, p), F(∇K|u|αu) ∈ Lr(0, T ;Lp,2(RN )). Moreover

there exists a constant C > 0 independent of T such that

‖F(∇K|u|αu)‖Lr(0,T ;Lp,2(RN )) ≤ C‖u‖αLa(0,T ;L%,∞(RN ))‖∇u‖Lς(0,T ;L%,2(RN )). (3.3)

Furthermore, F(K|u|αu) ∈ Lr(0, T ;W 1,p
2 (RN )) and there exists a constant C > 0 independent

of T such that

‖F(K|u|αu)‖
Lr(0,T ;W 1,p

2 (RN ))
≤ C‖u‖αLa(0,T ;L%,∞(RN ))‖u‖Lς(0,T ;W 1,%

2 (RN ))
. (3.4)

Proof. Let %̃ be defined by
1

%̃
=
α

%
+
N − %
N%

=
α+ 1

%
− 1

N
.
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Using the Strichartz estimates (2.6), Hölder’s and Sobolev’s inequalities in Lorentz spaces, we

have ∥∥∥∥∫ t

0
ei(t−s)∆(∇K|u|αu(s))ds

∥∥∥∥
Lr(0,T ;Lp,2(RN ))

≤ C‖∇K|u|αu‖Lς′ (0,T ;L%′,2(RN ))

≤ C‖| · |−b−1|u|αu‖Lς′ (0,T ;L%′,2(RN ))

≤ C‖|u|αu‖Lς′ (0,T ;L%̃,2(RN ))

≤ C‖|u|α‖
L
a
α (0,T ;L

%
α ,∞(RN ))

‖u‖
Lς(0,T ;L

N%
N−% ,2(RN ))

≤ C‖u‖αLa(0,T ;L%,∞(RN ))‖∇u‖Lς(0,T ;L%,2(RN )),

where we have used, % < N, since N ≥ 4 and

0 < b < N + 1,
1

%′
=
b+ 1

N
+

1

%̃
=

b

N
+
α+ 1

%
.

1

ς ′
=
α

a
+

1

ς
.

The last statements follows by Lemma 3.1 and the fact that

∇(F(K|u|αu))(t) =

∫ t

0
ei(t−s)∆(∇(K|u|αu(s)))ds

=

∫ t

0
ei(t−s)∆(∇K|u|αu(s))ds

+
α+ 2

2

∫ t

0
ei(t−s)∆(K|u(s)|α∇u(s))ds

+
α

2

∫ t

0
ei(t−s)∆(K|u(s)|α−2u2∇u(s))ds.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. �

We now give the proof of the global existence.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let ε > 0 to be fixed later. Let a, % and ς be given by (1.8)and (1.12).

Consider u0 ∈ Hs(RN ), s = 0, 1, be such that ‖eit∆u0‖La(0,∞;L%,q) ≤ ε and u be the maximal

solution of (1.1) with initial data u0 defined on [0, Tmax(u0)) with 0 < Tmax(u0) ≤ ∞ be the

maximal existence time of u (see [1]). Let ς be such that (ς, %) 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 < Tmax(u0)

‖u‖La(0,T ;L%,q(RN ) ≤ ε+ C‖u‖α+1
La(0,T ;L%,q(RN )

, (3.5)

‖u‖Lr(0,T ;W s,p
2 (RN )) ≤ C‖u0‖H1(RN ) + C‖u‖αLa(0,T ;L%,q(RN ))‖u‖Lς(0,T ;W s,%

2 (RN )). (3.6)

Choose ε such that 2α+1Cεα < 1. It follows by (3.5) and classical Gronwall’s argument that

‖u‖La(0,Tmax(u0);L%,q(RN )) ≤ 2ε. (3.7)
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Now (3.6) with (r, p) = (ς, %) and (3.7), give

‖u‖Lς(0,Tmax(u0);W s,%
2 (RN )) ≤ 2C‖u0‖Hs(RN ). (3.8)

By the blow-up alternative (see [1, Theorem 1.2]) we conclude that Tmax(u0) =∞. The other

properties satisfied by the solution u follow by (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8) with T = Tmax(u0) =∞.
We now prove the estimates satisfied by u. We write

‖u‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN )) ≤ ‖eit∆u0‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN )) + C‖u‖α+1
La(0,∞;L%,q(RN ))

.

By (3.7) we have

‖u‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN )) ≤ ‖eit∆u0‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN )) + C2αεα‖u‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN ))

≤ ‖eit∆u0‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN )) +
1

2
‖u‖La(0,∞;L%,q(RN )).

and (1.10) follows.

Using (3.6), we now write

‖u‖Lr(0,∞;W s,p
2 (RN )) ≤ C‖u0‖Hs(RN ) + C‖u‖αLa(0,∞;L%,q(RN ))‖u‖Lς(0,∞;W s,%

2 (RN ))

≤ C‖u0‖Hs(RN ) + C2αεα‖u‖Lς(0,T ;W s,%
2 (RN ))

≤ C‖u0‖Hs(RN ) +
1

2
‖u‖Lς(0,T ;W s,%

2 (RN )),

and (1.11) follows by (3.8).

This completes the proof of Theorem 1. �

We now give examples of initial data u0 such that ‖eit∆u0‖La(R;L%,q(RN )) <∞. We have the

following.

Corollary 3.1. Assume that N ≥ 4. Let K be a complex valued function satisfying (K1) in

the L2-local theory case or (K1)− (K2) in the H1-local theory case. Let

α0(b) < α <
4− 2b

N − 2
,

a, % be given by (1.8) and 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞. Let ϕ ∈ L%′,q with ϕ ∈ H1 or the Fourier transform ϕ̂

of ϕ belongs to L%
′,q. Then eit∆ϕ ∈ La

(
R;L%,q(RN )

)
. Moreover the following hold.

(i) If ϕ ∈ L%′,q ∩H1, then the H1-maximal solution u of (1.1) with initial value u0 = λϕ

for |λ| sufficiently small is global.

(ii) If ϕ, ϕ̂ ∈ L%
′,q and α ≤ 4−2b

N then the L2-maximal solution u of (1.1) with initial

value u0 = λϕ for |λ| sufficiently small is global. Here we can take N = 1, 2, 3 with

0 ≤ b < min(2, N).

(iii) If ϕ is as in (i) or (ii), then the maximal solution u of (1.1) with initial value ψs(x) =

eis∆ϕ for s sufficiently large is positively global respectively as an H1-solution and L2-

solution.

Moreover in all cases, u ∈ La
(
0,∞;L%,q(RN )

)
and scatters in Hσ as t → ∞, for u0 ∈ Hσ,

σ = 0, 1.
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Proof. Since ϕ ∈ L%′,q, then by the dispersive estimate there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖eit∆ϕ‖L%,q(RN ) ≤ C|t|
−N( 1

2
− 1
%

)‖ϕ‖Lρ′,q(RN ), ∀ t 6= 0. (3.9)

If ϕ ∈ H1(RN ), then eit∆ϕ ∈ L∞(R, H1(RN )) ↪→ L∞(R, Lp,q(RN )) for every 2 ≤ p ≤ 2N
N−2 .

this gives that there exists C > 0 such that

‖eit∆ϕ‖L%,q(RN ) ≤ C‖ϕ‖H1(R), ∀ t ∈ R. (3.10)

Using the fact that Na(1
2 −

1
%) > 1 which is realized if and only if α > α0(b) and combining

(3.10) and (3.9) we obtain that there exists C > 0, such that

‖eit∆ϕ‖La(R;L%,q) ≤ C
(
‖ϕ‖H1 + ‖ϕ‖Lρ′,q

)
.

If ϕ̂ ∈ L%′,q then we have

‖eit∆ϕ‖L%,q(RN ) ≤ C‖êit∆ϕ‖L%′,q(RN )

≤ C‖e−it|·|2ϕ̂‖L%′,q(RN )

= C‖ϕ̂‖L%′,q(RN ), ∀t ∈ R.

Combining this estimate with (3.9), we get

‖eit∆ϕ‖La(R;L%,q) ≤ C
(
‖ϕ̂‖L%′,q(RN ) + ‖ϕ‖Lρ′,q

)
.

Which gives the desired result.

The proof of (i) and (ii) are then obvious. For (iii) we have

‖eit∆ψs‖aLa(0,∞;L%,q) =

∫ ∞
0
‖ei(τ+s)∆ϕ‖aL%,qdτ

=

∫ ∞
s
‖eiτ∆ϕ‖aL%,qdτ → 0 as s→∞.

The last statements follows by Theorem 1. �

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

negative time.

Remark 3.1. If ϕ ∈ Σ then ϕ ∈ H1∩L%′,2. In fact, since xϕ ∈ L2, so by the Hölder enequality

we have

‖ϕ‖
L

2N
N+2

,2 ≤ ‖|x|ϕ‖L2‖|x|−1‖LN,∞ .

Using that 2N
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 L2-local theory case or (K1)− (K2) in the H1-local theory case.

Let α0(b) < α < 4−2b
N−2 , where α0(b) is defined by (1.7). Let %, a be given by (1.8). Then the

following hold.
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(i) If ϕ ∈ Σ, then there exists d0 <∞ such that for every d ≥ d0, the H1−maximal solution

u of (1.1) with initial value ϕd(x) = e
id|x|2

4 ϕ(x), is positively global. Furthermore

u ∈ La
(
0,∞;L%,2(RN )

)
and it scatters in Σ as t→∞. In the particular case K(x) =

µ|x|−b with µ < 0,

4− 2b

N
≤ α < 4− 2b

N − 2

and E(ϕ) < 0 where E is defined by (1.13), the maximal existence time of u is infinite

and the minimal existence time satisfies Tmin(ϕd) <∞.
(ii) Let N ≥ 1 and α0(b) < α ≤ 4−2b

N . If ϕ ∈ L2 such that ϕ̂ ∈ L%′,q then the L2-maximal

solution u of (1.1) with initial value ϕd(x) = e
id|x|2

4 ϕ(x), for d sufficiently large is

global. Furthermore u ∈ La
(
0,∞;L%,2(RN )

)
and it scatters in L2 as t→∞.

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

Let (ς, %) be the admissible pair, where ς = 4(α+2)/(Nα+2b). Using the fact that dilations

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

‖eit∆ϕd‖aLa(0,∞;L%,2) =

∫ 1
d

0
(1− dτ)2(a−ς)/ς‖eiτ∆ϕ‖aL%,2dτ

≤ C

∫ 1
d

0
(1− dτ)2(a−ς)/ς‖eiτ∆ϕ‖aH1(RN )dτ

≤ C‖ϕ‖aH1(RN )

∫ 1
d

0
(1− dτ)−2(ς−a)/ςdτ <∞,

since 2(ς−a)/ς < 1. Hence ‖eit∆ϕd‖aLa(0,∞;L%,2) → 0 as d→∞. We have ϕd ∈ H1, since ϕ ∈ Σ.

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 ϕd into ϕ̄d, it suffices to show that if E(ϕ) < 0

then Tmax(ϕ−d) <∞ for all d > 0. Here Tmax(ϕ−d) is the positive maximal existence time for

the solution u of (1.1) with initial data ϕ−d(x) = e−
id|x|2

4 ϕ(x). Define the positive function f

by

f(t) = ‖| · |u(t)‖2L2(RN ).

By [19, Proposition 4.1, p. 201], f ∈ C2([0, Tmax(ϕ−d))) and we have

f ′(t) = 4Im

∫
RN

ūx.∇udx := 4F (u(t)),

f ′′(t) = 16E(ϕ−d) + 4µ
(Nα− 4 + 2b)

α+ 2

∫
RN
|x|−b|u|α+2dx.

Integrating the last inequality twice in time, we get

f(t) = f(0) + tf ′(0) + 8t2E(ϕ−d) + 4µ
(Nα− 4 + 2b)

α+ 2

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

∫
RN
|x|−b|u|α+2(σ, x)dxdσds.
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Since µ < 0, α ≥ (4− 2b)/N, we write

f(t) ≤ f(0) + tf ′(0) + 8t2E(ϕ−d), t ∈ [0, Tmax(ϕ−d)). (3.11)

Define the polynomial P by

P (t) = f(0) + tf ′(0) + 8E(ϕ−d)t
2, t ≥ 0.

By inequality (3.11), we have

0 ≤ f(t) ≤ P (t), t ∈ [0, Tmax(ϕ−d)). (3.12)

Using [9, formula (4.3), (4.4)], we write

f ′(0) = 4F (ϕ−d) = 4F (ϕ)− 2d‖| · |ϕ‖2L2(RN ), E(ϕ−d) = E(ϕ)− d

2
F (ϕ) +

d2

8
‖| · |ϕ‖2L2(RN ).

Then we get

P (t) = ‖| · |ϕ‖2L2(RN ) +4t

(
F (ϕ)− d

2
‖| · |ϕ‖2L2(RN )

)
+8t2

(
E(ϕ) +

d2

8
‖| · |ϕ‖2L2(RN ) −

d

2
F (ϕ)

)
.

Clearly P (1/d) = 8
d2E(ϕ) < 0. Hence by inequality (3.12) Tmax(ϕ−d) ≤ 1/d < ∞. that is

Tmin(ϕd) <∞. Then u blows up in finite time. This completes the proof of Corollary 3.2.

(ii) If ϕ̂ ∈ L%′,q then we have ‖eit∆ϕ‖L%,q(RN ) ≤ C‖ϕ̂‖L%′,q(RN ). Hence the result follows as

in the proof of (i).

�

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 ϕ ∈ Σ such that ‖∇ϕ‖β
L2‖ϕ‖1−βL2 > E(Q)β‖Q‖1−β

L2 , where β = N
2 −

2−b
α

then the initial data eis∆ϕ 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 L2-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 < α <
4− 2b

N − 2
.

Let K be a function satisfying (K1) and (K2) or (K1) and (K3). Set K̃ = |x|−b for the

first case and K̃ = K, for the second case. Let % be given by (1.8) and u be such that

|K̃|
1

α+2u ∈ Lα+2,∞(RN ). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that the following hold.
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(i) For v ∈ L%,2(RN ) we have

‖K|u|αv‖L%′,2(RN ) ≤ C‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖v‖L%,2(RN ).

(ii) For ∇v ∈ L%,2(RN ) we have

‖∇K|u|αv‖L%′,2(RN ) ≤ C‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖∇v‖L%,2(RN ).

In particular if in addition u ∈W 1,%
2 (RN ), then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖K|u|αu‖
W 1,%′

2 (RN )
≤ C‖|K̃|

1
α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖u‖W 1,%

2 (RN )
. (4.1)

Proof. Let us define the following numbers

b2 =
2b

α+ 2
, p1 =

α+ 2

α
,

1

p2
=

1

%
− 1

N
.

(i) Using the Hölder inequality, we have

‖K|u|αv‖L%′,2(RN ) . ‖| · |−b2‖
L
N
b2
,∞

(RN )
‖|K̃|

α
α+2 |u|α‖Lp1,∞(RN )‖v‖Lρ,2(RN )

. ‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖v‖L%,2(RN ). (4.2)

(ii) Using the Sobolev embedding, we have

‖∇K|u|αv‖L%′,2(RN ) . ‖| · |−b2−1|K̃|
α
α+2 |u|αv‖L%′,2(RN )

. ‖| · |−b2−1‖
L

N
b2+1

,∞
(RN )
‖|K̃|

α
α+2 |u|α‖Lp1,∞(RN )‖v‖Lp2,2(RN )

. ‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖∇v‖L%,2(RN ). (4.3)

For the last estimate, we write

‖K|u|αu‖
W 1,%′

2 (RN )
. ‖K|u|αu‖L%′,2(RN ) + ‖∇K|u|αu‖L%′,2(RN ) + ‖K|u|α∇u‖L%′,2(RN ).

Then by replacing v by u or ∇u in the above estimates, we get the desired inequality. This

completes the proof of the lemma. �

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 ∈ Lr([0,+∞),W 1,p
2 (RN )), for any admissible pair (r, p).

By [1, Theorem 1], we know that u ∈ Lr(0, T ;W 1,p
2 (RN )), for any admissible pair (r, p), and

every T <∞. Let 0 < T < t. We write

u(t) = ei(t−T )∆u(T )− i
∫ t

T
ei(t−s)∆(K|u|αu(s))ds.

Let ς be given by (1.12). By the Strichartz estimates with the pair (ς, %), we have

‖u‖
Lς([T,t],W 1,%

2 (RN ))
. ‖u(T )‖H1(RN ) + ‖K|u|αu‖

Lς′ ([T,t],W 1,%′
2 (RN ))

.
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First we notice that since α < (4 − 2b)/(N − 2) then % < (2N)/(N − 2). Since u ∈ H1(RN )

then by Sobolev injection we have u ∈ L%,2(RN ). By the hypothesis (K1) and using the Hölder

inequality, we have

‖K̃
1

α+2u‖Lα+2,∞(RN ) . ‖| · |−
b

α+2u‖Lα+2,∞(RN )

. ‖u‖L%,∞(RN )

. ‖u‖L%,2(RN )

. ‖u‖H1(RN ).

Hence K̃
1

α+2u ∈ Lα+2,∞(RN ). By Lemma 4.1, we have

‖K|u|αu‖
W 1,%′

2 (RN )
≤ C‖K̃

1
α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖u‖W 1,%

2 (RN )
.

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

‖K|u|αu‖
Lς′ ([T,t],W 1,%′

2 (RN ))
≤ C‖‖K̃

1
α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖L aα ([T,t])

‖u‖
Lς([T,t],W 1,%

2 (RN ))

≤ C‖K̃
1

α+2u‖αLa([T,t],Lα+2,∞(RN ))‖u‖Lς([T,t],W 1,%
2 (RN ))

.

We may choose T sufficiently large so that C‖K̃
1

α+2u‖α
La([T,t],Lα+2,∞(RN ))

≤ 1/2 to get

‖u‖
Lς([T,t],W 1,%

2 (RN ))
. C(‖u(T )‖H1(RN )) +

1

2
‖u‖

Lς([T,t],W 1,%
2 (RN )

,

hence ‖u‖
Lς([T,t],W 1,%

2 (RN ))
≤ 2C(‖u(T )‖H1(RN )). Letting t→∞, we get

‖u‖
Lς([T,∞),W 1,%

2 (RN ))
≤ 2C(‖u(T )‖H1(RN )).

We know by the local existence [1, Theorem 1] that u ∈ Lς([0, T ),W 1,%
2 (RN )), so u ∈ Lς([0,∞),W 1,%

2 (RN )).

The result for any admissible pair follows by Strichartz’s estimates.

Step 2. We show here that u scatters in H1(RN ). Write

u(t) = eit∆u0 − i
∫ t

0
ei(t−s)∆(K|u|αu(s))ds.

Set

z(t) := e−it∆u(t) = u0 − i
∫ t

0
e−is∆(K|u|αu(s))ds.

For 0 < t < τ, we have

z(t)− z(τ) = −ie−it∆
∫ t

τ
ei(t−s)∆(K|u|αu(s))ds.
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Let (ς, %) be the admissible pair given by (1.8) and (1.12). By the Strichartz estimates, we

have

‖z(t)− z(τ)‖L∞((t,τ),H1(RN )) = ‖eit∆[z(t)− z(τ)]‖L∞((t,τ),H1(RN ))

=

∥∥∥∥∫ t

τ
ei(t−s)∆(K|u|αu(s))ds

∥∥∥∥
L∞((t,τ),H1(RN ))

≤ ‖K|u|αu‖
Lς′ ((t,τ),W 1,%′

2 )
.

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

‖z(t)− z(τ)‖L∞((t,τ),H1(RN )) ≤
∥∥∥‖K̃ 1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )

∥∥∥
L
a
α ((t,τ))

‖u‖
Lς((t,τ),W 1,%

2 )

≤ ‖K̃
1

α+2u‖αLa((t,τ),Lα+2,∞(RN ))‖u‖Lς(R,W 1,%
2 )
→ 0,

as t, τ →∞. Here a is given by (1.8).

Thus ‖z(t) − z(τ)‖H1(RN ) → 0 as t, τ → ∞. Then there exists ϕ+ ∈ H1(RN ), such that

e−it∆u(t)→ ϕ+ as t→∞, in H1(RN ).

Step 3. In this step we show that w := (x + 2it∇)u ∈ Lrloc(R, Lp,2(RN )) ∩ C(R, L2(RN )),

for any admissible pair (r, p). We use similar argument of [38]. See also [16]. Let T > 0 and

I = [0, T ]. We write I =
⋃
j finite Ij , where Ij = [tj , tj+1], |tj+1 − tj | = |Ij | < ε, with ε > 0 to

be fixed later. We write

w(t) = ei(t−tj)∆w(tj)− i
∫ t

tj

ei(t−s)∆ ((x+ 2is∇)(K|u|αu(s)) ds.

We recall that |(x + 2is∇)(K|u|αu(s))| = 2|s|
∣∣∣∣∇(e−i |x|24s K|u|αu(s)

)∣∣∣∣ = 2|s||∇ (K|v|αv(s)) |,

where v(s, x) = e−i
|x|2
4s u(s, x) as defined in (5.6). Also 2|t||∇v| = |w| by (5.7).

Let the following particular admissible pair (γ, ρ), given by

γ =
4(α+ 2)

α(N − 2) + 2b
, ρ =

N(α+ 2)

N + α− b
. (4.4)

Using Strichartz’s estimates, we have

‖w‖Lr(Ij ,Lp,2(RN )) . ‖w(tj)‖L2(RN ) + ‖(x+ 2it∇)(K|u|αu(t)‖Lγ′ (Ij ,Lρ′,2(RN ))

. ‖w(tj)‖L2(RN ) + ‖|t|∇(K|v|αv(t)‖Lγ′ (Ij ,Lρ′,2(RN ))

. ‖w(tj)‖L2(RN ) + ‖|x|−b|u|αw(t)‖Lγ′ (Ij ,Lρ′,2(RN ))

+‖|t||x|−b−1|u|α|v|‖Lγ′ (Ij ,Lρ′,2(RN )),

where the constants here are independent of j.

Using similar calculations as in [1, Lemma 3.1], we have

‖|x|−b|u|αw‖Lρ′,2(RN ) . ‖∇u‖
α
Lρ,2(RN )‖w‖Lρ,2(RN )
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and

‖|x|−b−1|u|αv‖Lρ′,2(RN ) . ‖∇u‖
α
Lρ,2(RN )‖∇v‖Lρ,2(RN ),

Hence since 2|t||∇v| = |w|, we have

‖|t||x|−b−1|u|α|v|‖Lρ′,2(RN ) . ‖∇u‖
α
Lρ,2(RN )‖w‖Lρ,2(RN ).

We then get

‖w‖Lr(Ij ,Lp,2(RN )) . ‖w(tj)‖L2(RN ) + ‖‖∇u‖αLρ,2(RN )‖w‖Lρ,2(RN )‖Lγ′ (Ij)
. ‖w(tj)‖L2(RN ) + εδ‖∇u‖αLγ(Ij ,Lρ,2(RN ))‖w‖Lγ(Ij ,Lρ,2(RN ))

. ‖w(tj)‖L2(RN ) + εδ‖∇u‖αS(R,L2)‖w‖S(Ij ,L2),

where δ = 1− b
2 −

(N−2)α
4 > 0, and

‖ · ‖S(I,L2) = sup
{(r,p)admissible pairs}

‖ · ‖Lr(I,Lp,2).

We now choose ε > 0 such that εδ‖∇u‖αS(R,L2) ≤ 1/2, then get

‖w‖S(Ij ,L2) . ‖w(tj)‖L2(RN ).

In particular ‖w(t1)‖L2 . ‖w(t0)‖L2(RN ) and so on, we obtain ‖w(tj)‖L2 . ‖w(t0)‖L2(RN )

for any j. Hence ‖w‖S(Ij ,L2) . ‖w(0)‖L2(RN ), for any j. This gives that ‖w‖Lr(I,Lp,2(RN )) .

‖w(0)‖L2(RN ). The continuity of w follows by similar calculations as above; this completes the

proof.

Step 4. In this step we show that w ∈ Lr(R, Lp,2) for any admissible pair (r, p). Let

0 < T < t. We write

w(t) = eit∆(xu0)− i
∫ t

0
ei(t−s)∆ ((x+ 2is∇)K|u|αu(s)) ds

= w(T )− iµ
∫ t

T
ei(t−s)∆ ((x+ 2is∇)K|u|αu(s)) ds.

We have,

|(x+ 2is∇)K|u|αu(s)| . |K(x+ 2is∇)|u|αu(s)|+ |s∇|K||u|αu(s)|

. |K||s||∇
(
e−i

|x|2
2 |u|αu(s)

)
|+ |∇K||s||u|α+1

. |K||s||v|α|∇v(s)|+ |s||∇K||u|α|v|

. |K||u(s)|α|w(s)|+ |s||∇K||u(s)|α|v(s)|.

By Lemma 4.1 (i), we have

‖K|u(s)|α|w(s)|‖L%′,2(RN ) ≤ C‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖w‖L%,2(RN ),
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and by Lemma 4.1 (ii), we have

‖∇K|u(s)|α|s||v(s)|‖L%′,2(RN ) ≤ C‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖|s|∇v‖L%,2(RN )

≤ C‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖w‖L%,2(RN ).

Hence,

‖(x+ 2is∇)K|u|αu(s)‖L%′,2(RN ) . ‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖w‖L%,2(RN ). (4.5)

Now, by the Step 2, the Strichartz estimates and Theorem 4, we have

‖w‖Lς((T,t),L%,2(RN )) . ‖w(T )‖L2(RN )) + ‖(x+ 2is∇)K|u|αu‖Lς′ ((T,t),L%′,2(RN ))

. ‖w(0)‖L2(RN )) + ‖‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖w‖L%,2(RN )‖Lς′ ((T,t))

. ‖xu(0)‖L2(RN )) + ‖‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖La/α((T,t))‖w‖Lς((T,t),L%,2(RN )

. ‖xu(0)‖L2(RN )) + ‖‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖Lα+2,∞(RN )‖αLa((T,t))‖w‖Lς((0,t),L%,2(RN ).

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 Σ. We have

x(z(t)− z(τ)) = −ie−it∆
∫ t

τ
ei(t−s)∆(x+ 2is∇)(K|u|αu(s))ds.

Using Strichartz estimates in Lorentz spaces, we get

‖x(z(t)− z(τ))‖L∞((t,τ),L2(RN )) = ‖eit∆[x(z(t)− z(τ))]‖L∞((t,τ),L2(RN ))

=

∥∥∥∥∫ t

τ
ei(t−s)∆(x+ 2is∇)(K|u|αu(s))ds

∥∥∥∥
L∞((t,τ),L2(RN ))

≤ C‖(x+ 2is∇)K|u|αu‖Lς′ ((t,τ),L%′,2)

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

‖x(z(t)− z(τ))‖L∞((t,τ),L2(RN )) ≤ ‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖αLα+2,∞(RN )‖L aα ((t,τ))
‖w‖Lς((t,τ),L%,2)

≤ ‖K̃|
1

α+2u‖Lα+2,∞(RN )‖La((t,τ))‖w‖Lς(R,L%,2) → 0,

as t, τ →∞. Thus ‖x(z(t)−z(τ))‖L2(RN ) → 0 as t, τ →∞. Then ‖x(e−it∆u(t)−ϕ+)‖L2(RN ) →
0 as t→∞.

This completes the proof of the Theorem 3. �

Proof of Theorem 2. It is similar to that of Step 1 and Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 3. So

it is omitted.

�
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5. Decay estimates in a weighted L2 space

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 u0 ∈ H1(RN ) is

global. Furthermore, the masse

M(u(t)) = ‖u(t)‖2L2(RN ) (5.1)

and the energy

E(u)(t) =
1

2
‖∇u(t)‖2L2(RN ) +

1

α+ 2

∥∥K|u(t)|α+2
∥∥
L1(RN )

(5.2)

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

We put

G(t) =
1

α+ 2

∥∥K|u(t)|α+2
∥∥
L1(RN )

. (5.3)

We have the following identity ([15, Lemma 4.4, p. 15]),

|(x+ 2it∇)u(t)‖2L2(RN ) + 8t2G(t) = ‖xu0‖2L2(RN ) + 4(4−Nα)

∫ t

0
sG(s)ds

+
8

α+ 2

∫ t

0
s

∫
RN

x.∇K(x)|u(s)|α+2dxds. (5.4)

Using hypothesis (ii), we obtain

|(x+ 2it∇)u(t)‖2L2(RN ) + 8t2G(t) ≤ ‖xu0‖2L2(RN ) + 4(4− 2b−Nα)

∫ t

0
sG(s)ds. (5.5)

Set

v(t, x) = e−
i|x|2

4t u(t, x). (5.6)

Then

2ite
i|x|2

4t ∇v(t, x) = (x+ 2it∇)u(t, x), (5.7)

also

‖v(t)‖Lp,q(RN ) = ‖u(t)‖Lp,q(RN ), 2|t|‖∇v(t)‖Lp,q(RN ) = ‖(x+ 2it∇)u(t)‖Lp,q(RN ). (5.8)

In particular,

‖(x+ 2it∇)u(t)‖2L2(RN ) = 4t2‖∇v(t)‖2L2(RN ).

Then identity (5.2) and inequality (5.5) lead to

8t2E(v)(t) = 4t2‖∇v(t)‖2L2(RN ) + 8t2G(t)

≤ ‖xu0‖2L2(RN ) + 4(4− 2b−Nα)

∫ t

0
sG(s)ds. (5.9)

We now give the proof of Theorem 4.
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Proof of Theorem 4.

(i) Since 4− 2b−Nα ≤ 0, we deduce that

t2‖∇v(t)‖2L2(RN ) ≤ 2t2E(v)(t) ≤ 1

4
‖xu0‖2L2(RN ).

That is

‖∇v(t)‖L2(RN ) ≤
1

2
‖xu0‖L2(RN )|t|−1, t 6= 0. (5.10)

Recall now that ‖u0‖L2(RN ) = ‖u(t)‖L2(RN ) = ‖v(t)‖L2(RN ), for all t ∈ R. Then for 2 < p̃ <

2N/(N − 2), using the Gagiliardo-Nirenberg, we get

‖u(t)‖Lp̃,2(RN ) = ‖v(t)‖Lp̃,2(RN )

≤ ‖∇v(t)‖
N
(

1
2
− 1
p̃

)
L2(RN )

‖v(t)‖
1−N

(
1
2
− 1
p̃

)
L2(RN )

≤
(

1

2
‖xu0‖L2(RN )

)N(
1
2
− 1
p̃

)
‖u0‖

1−N
(

1
2
− 1
p̃

)
L2(RN )

|t|−N
(

1
2
− 1
p̃

)
.

Hence (1.15) follows. The estimate for p̃ = 2N/(N − 2) follows by the Sobolev embedding and

(5.10). The case p̃ = 2 is trivial.

(ii) We now suppose that α < (4− 2b)/N, then 4− 2b−Nα > 0. From (5.9) we write

8t2E(v)(t) ≤ ‖xu0‖2L2(RN ) + 4(4− 2b−Nα)

∫ 1

0
sG(s)ds+ 4(4− 2b−Nα)

∫ t

1
sG(s)ds.

Hence

g(t) := t2G(t) ≤ C(u0) +
(4− 2b−Nα)

2

∫ t

1

1

s
g(s)ds.

So, by Gronwall’s inequality, we get g(t) ≤ Ct−
Nα−4+2b

2 , for t > 1 that is

G(t) ≤ Ct−
Nα+2b

2 . (5.11)

Using (5.9) together with (5.11) we get

‖∇v(t)‖L2
x(RN ) ≤ Ct−

Nα+2b
4 . (5.12)

The estimates (5.11) and (5.12) are established in [15] for K(x) = |x|−b. We use these two

estimates in the rest of the proof.

We first consider the case p ≤ α+ 2. Let p1, θ be such that

1

p1
=

1

2
+

b

N(α+ 2)
, θ

(
1

p1
− 1

α+ 2

)
=

1

p1
− 1

p
.
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Using interpolation and (5.11), we have∥∥∥K 1
α+2u(t)

∥∥∥
Lp,1(RN )

≤
∥∥∥K 1

α+2u(t)
∥∥∥θ
Lα+2,α+2(RN )

∥∥∥| · |− b
α+2u(t)

∥∥∥1−θ

Lp1,2(RN )

≤
∥∥∥K 1

α+2u(t)
∥∥∥θ
Lα+2,α+2(RN )

‖u(t)‖1−θ
L2(RN )

≤ C
∥∥∥K 1

α+2u(t)
∥∥∥θ
Lα+2,α+2(RN )

≤ Ct
−Nα+2b

2(α+2)
θ
,

where we have used:

1 < p1 ≤ 2, 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1,
1

p
=

θ

α+ 2
+

1− θ
p1

.

This proves (1.16) for p ≤ α+ 2.

We now consider the case p > α+ 2. Let

1

p1
=

b

N(α+ 2)
+

1

2
< 1

and

θ =
2N(p− α− 2)

p(4− 2b− α(N − 2))
.

By the conditions on p we have θ ∈]0, 1[. It is clear that

1 < p1 < N and
1

p
=

θ

p1
− θ

N
+

1− θ
α+ 2

.

By interpolation and the Sobolev embedding, we get∥∥∥K 1
α+2u(t)

∥∥∥
Lp,1(RN )

≤ C
∥∥∥K 1

α+2u(t)
∥∥∥1−θ

Lα+2,α+2(RN )

∥∥∥| · |− b
α+2 v

∥∥∥θ
L

Np1
N−p1

,2

≤ C
∥∥∥K 1

α+2u(t)
∥∥∥1−θ

Lα+2,α+2(RN )

∥∥∥∇(| · |− b
α+2 v

)∥∥∥θ
Lp1,2

. (5.13)

We have

∇
(
| · |−

b
α+2 v

)
= | · |−

b
α+2∇v + C|x|−

b
α+2
−1v.

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

‖| · |−
b

α+2∇v‖Lp1,2 ≤ C‖| · |−
b

α+2 ‖
L
N(α+2)

b
,∞(RN )

‖∇v(t)‖L2(RN )

≤ C‖∇v(t)‖L2(RN ),

On the other hand, Hölder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality in Lorentz spaces, give

‖| · |−
b

α+2
−1v‖Lp1,2 ≤ C‖| · |−

b
α+2
−1‖

L
N(α+2)
b+α+2

,∞
(RN )
‖v(t)‖

L
2N
N−2

,2
(RN )

≤ C‖∇v(t)‖L2(RN ),

where we used
1

p1
=
b+ α+ 2

N(α+ 2)
+
N − 2

2N
.
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Then we get ∥∥∥∇(| · |− b
α+2 v

)∥∥∥
Lp1,2

≤ C‖∇v(t)‖L2(RN ).

Using (5.13), (5.11) and (5.12), we get∥∥∥K 1
α+2u(t)

∥∥∥
Lp,1(RN )

≤ C
∥∥∥K 1

α+2u(t)
∥∥∥1−θ

Lα+2,α+2(RN )
‖∇v(t)‖θL2(RN )

≤ Ct
−(1−θ)Nα+2b

2(α+2) t−θ
Nα+2b

4

= Ct
−Nα+2b

4(α+2)
(2+αθ)

,

giving the desired estimates. This completes the proof of Theorem 4. �

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 ∈ La(0,∞;L%,q). We apply the Hölder

inequality we get that |x|−
b

α+2u ∈ La(0,∞;Lα+2,∞(RN )). Hence the result follows by Theorem

2 or Theorem 3. �

We now give the proof of Corollary 1.2.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Let α0(min(2, b2)) < α < 4−2b1
N−2s . The condition max(b1,

4−Nα2−α(N−2)
2(α+1) ) ≤

b ≤ min(b2,
4−(N−2s)α

2 ) implies that α0(b) < α < 4−2b
N−2s . If b > 0, then by hypothese on K

we have |K(x)| . |x|−b and |∇K(x)| . |x|−b−1 if s = 1. Hence by Corollary 1.1 we have

scattering for small initial data. If b = 0 which implies b1 = 0 we have K,∇K ∈ L∞, so by

[9] and Corollary 1.1, the solution of (1.1)-(1.2) with small initial data u0, scatters. The last

statement follows by the fact that α0(2) = 0. This completes the proof. �

We now give the proof of Corollary 1.3.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let u0 ∈ Σ. Applying Theorem 4 with p = α + 2, we have for some

A > 0: ∥∥∥‖K 1
α+2u(·)‖Lα+2(RN )

∥∥∥
La({|s|>A})

. ‖|s|−N( 1
2
− 1
%

)‖La({|s|>A}).

Here a is given by (1.8). It is clear that the above right hand side is finite if α > α0(b).

Then, combined with the regularity of u in time, we have K
1

α+2u ∈ La(R;Lα+2(RN )) ⊂
La(R;Lα+2,∞(RN )). The result follows by Theorem 3. �
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7. Remarks on scattering in H1

In this section we give some results related to the scattering in H1. We begin by the following

criterion.

Proposition 7.1 (Scattering criterion for α > 4−2b
N ). Let N ≥ 4, 0 ≤ b < 2,

4− 2b

N
< α <

4− 2b

N − 2

and K be a real valued function satisfying the condition (K1) − (K2) or (K1) and (K3). Let

u ∈ C([0,∞), H1(RN )) be a global solution of (1.1). If limt→∞ ‖|K̃|
1

α+2u(t)‖Lα+2,q(RN ) =

0, (respectively limt→∞ ‖u(t)‖L%,q(RN ) = 0,) for some 2 ≤ q ≤ 2α + 2 then |K̃|
1

α+2u ∈
La(0,∞;Lα+2,q(RN )) (respectively u ∈ La(0,∞;L%,q(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 limt→∞ ‖|K̃|
1

α+2u(t)‖Lα+2,q(RN ) = 0. We have

‖u‖Lς(T,t,L%,2(RN )) . ‖u(T )‖L2(RN ) + ‖K|u|α+1‖Lς′ (T,t,L%′,2(RN ))

. ‖u(T )‖L2(RN ) + ‖|K̃|
1

α+1u‖α+1

L(α+1)ς′ (T,t,L(α+1)%′,2(α+1)(RN ))

. ‖u(T )‖L2(RN ) + ‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖α+1

L(α+1)ς′ (T,t,Lα+2,2(α+1)(RN ))

. ‖u(0)‖L2(RN ) + sup
s>T
‖|K̃|

1
α+2u(s)‖δ/ς

′

Lα+2,q(RN ))
‖|x|−

b
α+2u‖ς/ς

′

Lς(T,t,Lα+2,2(RN ))

. ‖u(0)‖L2(RN ) + sup
s>T
‖|K̃|

1
α+2u(s)‖δ/ς

′

Lα+2,q(RN ))
‖u‖ς/ς

′

Lς(T,t,L%,2(RN ))
.

where δ = (α + 1)ς ′ − ς. Since α > 4−2b
N then δ > 0. Using a classical argument of continuity

we can deduce that for T sufficiently large we have

‖u‖Lς(T,t,L%,2(RN )) . ‖u(0)‖L2(RN ).

But we know that u ∈ Lς
loc

(T, t, L%,2(RN )) so we obtain that u ∈ Lς(0,∞, L%,2(RN )). Then by

the Hölder inequality in Lorentz spaces we have

‖|K̃|
1

α+2u‖Lς(0,∞,Lα+2,2(RN )) . ‖u‖Lς(0,∞,L%,2(RN )),

and we get that |K̃|
1

α+2u ∈ Lς(0,∞, Lα+2,2(RN )). That is |K̃|
1

α+2u ∈ Lς(0,∞, Lα+2,q(RN )). By

the embedding of H1(RN ) in L%,2(RN ), we have that |K̃|
1

α+2u ∈ C(0,∞, Lα+2,q(RN )). Now,

since limt→∞ ‖|K̃|
1

α+2u(t)‖Lα+2,q(RN ) = 0 we obtain that |K̃|
1

α+2u ∈ L∞(0,∞, Lα+2,q(RN )).

Since α > 4−2b
N , then ς < a and by interpolation in time we conclude that |K̃|

1
α+2u ∈

La(0,∞, Lα+2,q(RN )) ⊂ La(0,∞, Lα+2,∞(RN )). Hence Theorem 3 applies.
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Second we treat the case limt→∞ ‖u(t)‖L%,q(RN ) = 0. We have, using the previous calcula-

tions,

‖u‖Lς(T,t,L%,2(RN )) . ‖u(0)‖L2(RN ) + sup
s>T
‖|K̃|

1
α+2u(s)‖δ/ς

′

Lα+2,q(RN ))
‖u‖ς/ς

′

Lς(T,t,L%,2(RN ))

. ‖u(0)‖L2(RN ) + sup
s>T
‖u(s)‖δ/ς

′

L%,q(RN ))
‖u‖ς/ς

′

Lς(T,t,L%,2(RN ))
.

By similar argument as above, we deduce that u ∈ Lς(0,∞, L%,q(RN )) ∩ L∞(0,∞, L%,q(RN )).

The result follows by interpolation. This completes the proof of the proposition. �

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 ±∞ then the scattering occurs in both directions.

We have the following applications of the previous Proposition for K(x) = µ|x|−b, µ > 0.

Corollary 7.1 ( (H1, H1)− Scattering for the defocusing case). Assume that N ≥ 4, 0 ≤ b <
2, K(x) = µ|x|−b, µ > 0, and

4− 2b

N
< α <

4− 2b

N − 2
.

Let u0 ∈ H1(RN ) and u ∈ C(R, H1(RN )) be the global solution of (1.1) with initial data u0.

Then u ∈ La(R;L%,2(RN )) and hence u scatters in H1(RN ).

Proof. By the Hölder inequality and interpolation, we have

‖u(t)‖Lρ,2(RN ) ≤ ‖u(t)‖θLρ1 (RN )‖u‖
1−θ
Lρ2 (RN )

,

where
1

ρ
=

θ

ρ1
+

1− θ
ρ2

, θ ∈ (0, 1), 2 < ρ1 < ρ < ρ2 <
2N

N − 2
.

By [17, Theorem 3, p. 415], we have limt→±∞ ‖u(t)‖Lρi (RN ) = 0, i = 1, 2.Hence limt→±∞ ‖u(t)‖Lρ,2(RN ) =

0. The result follows then by Proposition 7.1. �

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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