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ON THE STABILITY OF SOLITARY WAVES IN THE NLS SYSTEM OF THE

THIRD-HARMONIC GENERATION

ABBA RAMADAN AND ATANAS G. STEFANOV

ABSTRACT. We consider the NLS system of the third-harmonic generation, which was introduced

in [12]. Our interest is in solitary wave solutions and their stability properties. The recent work

of Oliveira and Pastor, [10], discussed global well-posedness vs. finite time blow up, as well as

other aspects of the dynamics. These authors have also constructed solitary wave solutions, via

the method of mountain pass/Nehari manifold, in an appropriate range of parameters. Specifi-

cally, the waves exist only in spatial dimensions n = 1,2,3. They have also establish some stabil-

ity/instability results for these waves.

In this work, we systematically build and study solitary waves for this important model. We

construct the waves in the largest possible parameter space, and we provide a complete classifi-

cation of their stability. In dimension one, we show stability, whereas in n = 2,3, they are gener-

ally spectrally unstable, except for a small region, where they do enjoy an extra pseudo-conformal

symmetry.

Finally, we discuss instability by blow-up. In the case n = 3, and for more restrictive set of

parameters, we use virial identities methods to derive the strong instability, in the spirit of Ohta’s

approach, [9]. In n = 2, the virial identities reduce matters, via conservation of mass and energy,

to the initial data. Our conclusions mirror closely the well-known results for the scalar cubic

focussing NLS, while the proofs are much more involved.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are interested in the following system of non-linear Schrödinger equations

(1.1)

{

iut +∆u −u + ( 1
9
|u|2 +2|v |2)u + 1

3
ū2v = 0

iσvt +∆v −µv + (9|v |2 +2|u|2)v + 1
9

u3 = 0,

where µ,σ> 0. This system arises in nonlinear optics applications. Specifically, this model was

proposed in [12], where the interaction of a a monochromatic beam with frequency ω propa-

gates in a cubic (Kerr) medium and interacts with its third harmonic, frequency 3ω. In such a

scenario, consider the electric field E , which satisfies the Maxwell’s equation.

Denoting U ,V the amplitudes of the modes, corresponding to frequencies ω,3ω, a system

very similar to (1.1) arises as an envelope approximation of the Maxwell’s equation. After some

rescaling and non-dimensionalizaation, one obtains the model (1.1). For more details, the

reader should consult [12] and also [10].

A few other noteworthy details about the system (1.1) are as follows. It is a Hamiltonian sys-

tem, and as such is generated by Hamiltonian function, and, at least formally, conserves energy
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and mass. The conserved quantities take the form

E (u, v) =
1

2

∫

Rn
(|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 +|u|2 +µ|v |2)d x −

∫

Rn

1

36
|u|4 +

9

4
|v |4 +|u|2|v |2 +

1

9
ℜ(ū3v)d x

M(u, v) =
∫

Rn
(|u|2 +3σ|v |2)d x

where u, v are classical solutions of (1.1).

Our goal is to construct various solitary waves for the system (1.1) and to study their stability

properties. To this end, we are looking for solutions in the ansatz u = e iωt P, v = e3iωtQ. Note

that this form of time dependence directly corresponds to the model, which seeks to model

the third harmonic generation. Mathematically, this intrinsic property manifests itself as this

specific symmetry of the model, which factors out the time dependence and naturally leads to

the following elliptic system

(1.2)

{

−∆P + (ω+1)P −
[

1
9

P 3 +2Q2P + 1
3

P 2Q
]

= 0

−∆Q + (µ+3σω)Q −
[

9Q3 +2P 2Q + 1
9

P 3
]

= 0.

First we state the following, so-called Pohozaev identities, already derived in the earlier paper

[10].

Lemma 1. (Pohozhaev’s identities)

Assume that (1.2) has solution (P,Q) ∈ H1(Rn)×H1(Rn)). Then the following identities hold:
∫

(

|∇P |2 + (ω+1)P 2
)

d x =
∫(

1

9
P 4 +2P 2Q2 +

1

3
P 3Q

)

d x,(1.3)

∫

(|∇Q|2 + (µ+3σω)Q2)d x =
∫(

9Q4 +2P 2Q2 +
1

9
P 3Q

)

d x.(1.4)

In addition,

(1.5) (4−n)

∫

(|∇Q|2 +|∇P |2)d x = n(ω+1)

∫

P 2d x +n(µ+3σω)

∫

Q2d x.

Obverve that for n ≥ 4 and ω > max{−1,− µ
3σ

} the solitary waves for the system do not exist

in (H1(Rn) × H1(Rn)). Next, we discuss the linearization of (1.1) around the standing waves

u = e iωt P, v = e3iωt Q.

1.1. The linearized system. We perform a standard linearization procedure, namely we take

u = e iωt [P+φ], v = e3iωt [Q+ψ], plugging it in (1.1) and ignoring the higher order terms O(φ2,ψ2,ψφ),

we arrive at the linearized system, which after φ = (ℜφ,ℑφ) =: (φ1,φ2) and ψ = (ℜψ,ℑψ) =:

(ψ1,ψ2) can be written as follows

(1.6)









φ1

ψ1

φ2

ψ2









t

=









0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1
σ

−1 0 0 0

0 − 1
σ

0 0

















L1 A 0 0

A L3 0 0

0 0 L2 B

0 0 B L4

















φ1

ψ1

φ2

ψ2









.

Here, we have introduced the following scalar Schrödinger operators

L1 = −∆+ (ω+1)−
(

P 2

3
+2Q2 +

2

3
PQ

)

, L2 =−∆+ (ω+1)−
(

P 2

9
+2Q2 +

2

3
PQ

)

,

L3 = −∆+ (µ+3σω)− (27Q2 +2P 2), L4 =−∆+ (µ+3σω)− (9Q2 +2P 2)
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and the potentials are A =−4PQ − P2

3
,B =−P2

3
. Introduce the operators L+,L−as follows

(1.7) L+ :=
[

L1 A

A L3

]

, L− :=
[

L2 B

B L4

]

.

Note that, by direct inspection, we have L−

(

P

3Q

)

= 0. Also, by taking the spatial derivative of

(1.2) we have

L+

(

P ′

Q ′

)

= 0.(1.8)

This is not surprising due to translation and modulational invariance of (1.1). Also assigning








φ1

ψ1

φ2

ψ2









→ eλt









v1

v2

v3

v4









=: eλt
~v , we obtain the following time-independent eigenvalue problem

(1.9) JL~v =λ~v .

Here

J :=









0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1
σ

−1 0 0 0

0 − 1
σ

0 0









, L :=
(

L+ 0

0 L−

)

.

In a standard way, we say that the time-periodic waves (e iωt P,e3iωtQ) are spectrally stable if the

eigenvalue problem (1.9) does not have solutions (λ,~v) : ℜλ> 0,~v ∈Dom(L ) = (H2(Rn))4.

1.2. Main results: existence. Our first group of results deals with the existence of appropriate

solutions of (1.2). We will provide at least two ways of producing solutions of (1.2), both varia-

tional in nature.

Theorem 1. Let 1 ≤ n ≤ 3, σ > 0, and ω > max(−1,− µ
3σ). Then, there exist bell-shaped expo-

nentally decaying solutions (P,Q) ∈ (H1(Rn)×H1(Rn)) of (1.2). In addition, the self-adjoint lin-

earized operators L± satisfy the spectral properties: L− ≥ 0, while L+ has exactly one negative

eigenvalue.

Remark: Note that the condition ω > max(−1,− µ
3σ), and 1 ≤ n ≤ 3 is necessary for the exis-

tence of localized pair of functions P,Q satisfying (1.2).

Next, we provide an additional construction of solutions (P,Q) of (1.2), the so-called normal-

ized waves. These only exist in the case n = 1. These solutions are somewhat special in several

ways to be described in the sequel.

Theorem 2. Let n = 1, σ > 0. Then, for each λ > 0, there exists ω = ωλ >: ω > max(−1,− µ
3σ )

and a pair of bell-shaped functions (P,Q) :
∫

R
(P 2(x)+3σQ2(x))d x = λ, so that (1.2) holds true.

Moreover, L− ≥ 0, while n(L+) = 1. In fact,

〈L+h,h〉 ≥ 0,∀h ⊥
(

P

3σQ

)

.

The corresponding waves (e iωλt P,e3iωλtQ) are spectrally stable.

Our next result is about the stability of generic solutions of (1.2).
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1.3. Main results: Spectral Stability. We start with the higher dimensional case n > 1, which

mostly features unstable solitons.

Theorem 3. Letσ> 0, n = 2,3, ω> max(−1,− µ
3σ ). Assume that (P,Q)∈ (H1(Rn)×H1(Rn)) satisfies

(1.2), subject to the spectral property: L− ≥ 0, L+ has exactly one negative eigenvalue.

For n = 3, the solution (e iωt P,e3iωtQ) is spectrally unstable. For n = 2, µ 6= 3σ, the solution

(e iωt P,e3iωt Q) is spectrally unstable.

For n = 2,µ= 3σ, the solution (e iωt P,e3iωt Q) is in fact spectrally stable.

Remarks:

• The property L− ≥ 0 follows easily from the Perron-Frobenius property of L−, once we

assume P > 0,Q > 0. In fact, this condition is also necessary for L− ≥ 0 .

• The requirement n(L+) = 1 is satisfied for the variational solutions constructed in The-

orem 1, but they do not have to be constructed variationally or under some specific

variational procedure.

• The spectral stability of the solution in the case n = 2,µ= 3σ is via a mechanism similar

to the stability of soliton the 2D cubic NLS. Specifically, the algebraic multiplicity of the

zero eigenvalue of the associated e-value problem is exactly eight, vis-a-vis the generic

value1 of six.

1.4. Main results: Instability by blow-up. Next, we give definition of strong instability, also

known as instability by blow-up.

Definition 1. We say (e iωt P,e3iωt Q) is strongly unstable if for any ǫ > 0 there exist (u0, v0) ∈
(H1(Rn)× H1(Rn)) such that ‖(u0, v0)− (P,Q)‖(H1(Rn )×H1(Rn )) < ǫ and the solution (u(t ), v(t )) of

(1.1) with (u(0), v(0))= (u0, v0) blows up in finite time.

Theorem 4. Let σ = 3, µ = 3σ, and n = 2,3, ω > max(−1,− µ
3σ ). Assume that (P,Q) ∈ (H1(Rn)×

H1(Rn)) satisfies (1.2), but in addition, they are minimizers of a constrained variational prob-

lem, see Proposition 2 below. Then, the solitary wave solution (e iωt P,e3iωt Q) of (1.1) is strongly

unstable.

We now plan ahead for our presentation as follows. In Section 2, we construct the solitary

waves via the Weinstein’s functional approach, in all the relevant dimensions n = 1,2,3. We

also show some relevant spectral properties for the linearized operators L±. In addition, the

normalized waves are constructed in dimension n = 1 only, as this is the only case where this is

possible. In particular, we show that the waves are spectrally stable. In Section 3, we rigorously

establish the instability of the waves in n = 2,3. Finally, in Section 4, we show, by means of

virial identities in the spirit of Ohta, that the spectrally unstable waves for the two and three

dimensional case, are in fact strongly unstable.

2. EXISTENCE AND SPECTRAL PROPERTIES OF THE WAVES

We start with some preliminaries.

1For any p power nonlinearity p 6= 3



WAVES IN THE NLS SYSTEM OF THE THIRD-HARMONIC GENERATION 5

2.1. Preliminaries. We work with standard function spaces like Lp ,W s,p etc. Since a particular

interest will be placed on bell-shaped solutions, we go ahead with the standard introductions.

First, it is well-known that or each L1
l oc

(Rn) function f , there is a decreasing rearrangement

f ∗. More precisely, there is unique function f ∗ ∈ L1
l oc

(Rn), so that for each λ > 0, so that f , f ∗

are equi-measurable ( that is, for each λ > 0, |{x : | f (x)| > λ}| = |{x : | f ∗(x)| > λ}|) and so that

f ∗(x) = q(|x|), where q : R+ → R+ is a non-increasing function. Next, we introduce the notion

of bell-shaped function.

Definition 2. We say that a function f ∈ L1
l oc

(Rn) is bell-shaped, if f = f ∗.

It is standard that for p : 1 ≤ p ≤∞, ‖ f ‖Lp = ‖ f ∗‖Lp . Also, we record the standard rearrange-

ment and Szegö inequalities
∫

Rn
f g d x ≤

∫

Rn
f ∗g∗d x(2.1)

‖∇ f ‖L2(Rn ) ≥ ‖∇ f ∗‖L2(Rn ).(2.2)

2.2. Existence of the waves via Weinstein’s functionals. Next, we employ a variational method

to produce waves. The goal is to find an effective way to construct waves that satisfy (1.2), after

some straightforward transformation such as scaling etc. As we would like to cover an existence

theory for a wider range of parameters, we fix α,β > 0 and consider the following Weinstein

functional

(2.3) Wα,β[u, v ] :=

∫

Rn

(|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 +α|u|2 +β|v |2)d x

(

∫

Rn

1
36
|u|4 + 9

4
|v |4 +|u|2|v |2 + 1

9
ℜ(ū3vd x)

) 1
2

→ min

where the minimum is taken over u, v ∈ S : (u, v) 6= (0,0). Note the homogeneity of the func-

tional Wα,β, in the sense that for each a 6= 0, Wα,β[au, av ] = Wα,β[u, v ]. Thus, it is clear that

solving the uncosntrained variational problem (2.3) is equivalent to solving the following con-

strained maximization problem

(2.4)











J [u, v ] :=
∫

Rn

(

1
36
|u|4 + 9

4
|v |4 +|u|2|v |2 + 1

9
ℜ(ū3v)

)

d x →max

I [u, v ] :=
∫

Rn

(|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 +α|u|2 +β|v |2)d x = 1.

Our main existence result is the following.

Proposition 1. Letα,β> 0 and 1≤ n ≤ 3. Then, the variational problem (2.4) has solution (U ,V ),

which is necessarily bell-shaped. In addition, it satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equations

(2.5)

{

−∆U +αU −C (α,β)
[

1
9
U 3 +2V 2U + 1

3
U 2V

]

= 0

−∆V +βV −C (α,β)
[

9V 3 +2U 2V + 1
9

U 3
]

= 0,

for some positive scalar C (α,β). Finally, the linearized operators

(2.6) L+ :=
[

L1 C (α,β)A

C (α,β)A L3

]

,L− :=
[

L2 C (α,β)B

C (α,β)B L4

]

where

L1 :=−∆+α−C (α,β)(
U 2

3
+2V 2 +

2

3
UV ), L3 :=−∆+β−C (α,β)(U 2 +27V 2)
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(and similarly L2,L4) satisfies that for each test function h : h ⊥
[

(−∆+α)U

(−∆+β)V

]

, then 〈L+h,h〉 ≥ 0.

Proof. It is not hard to see that the variational problem (2.4) is equivalent, and has the same

solutions if any, with the following one

(2.7)











∫

Rn

(

1
36
|u|4 + 9

4
|v |4 +|u|2|v |2 + 1

9
ℜ(ū3v)

)

d x →max

∫

Rn

(|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 +α|u|2 +β|v |2)d x ≤ 1.

In fact, we claim that if (u, v) are functions which satisfy
∫

Rn
(|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 +α|u|2 +β|v |2)d x < 1,

we can take (ũ, ṽ) := a(u, v), where a =
(

∫

Rn
(|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 +α|u|2 +β|v |2)d x

)− 1
2

> 1. Clearly (ũ, ṽ)

still satisfies the constraint I [ũ, ṽ ] = 1, while J [ũ, ṽ] = a4 J [u, v ] and hence it is better choice than

(u, v).

Next, by Hölder’s and Sobolev embedding, we see that for 1 ≤ n ≤ 3, we have that

J [u, v ]≤C (‖u‖4
L4 +‖v‖4

L4)) ≤C‖(u, v)‖4

H
n
4 ×H

n
4
≤C‖(u, v)‖4

H1×H1 ≤Cα,β(I [u, v ])2.

This shows that the problem (2.3) (and equivalently (2.4)) is well-posed, i.e.

Jmax := sup
I ]u,v ]=1

∫

Rn

(

1

36
|u|4 +

9

4
|v |4 +|u|2|v |2 +

1

9
ℜ(ū3v)

)

d x <∞

is well-defined. Pick a maximizing sequences, that is (uk , vk ), so that J [uk , vk ] → Jmax. It is now

clear that the corresponding decreasing rearrangements u∗
k

, v∗
k

are a better alternative. Indeed,

due to (2.2), we have that I [u∗
k

, v∗
k

] ≤ I [uk , vk] = 1, while by (2.1), we have J [u∗
k

, v∗
k

] ≥ J [uk , vk].

It follows that (u∗
k

, v∗
k

) is a maximizing sequence as well. We now show that this sequence is

compact in L4(Rn)× L4(Rn). Specifically, by the Riesz-Kolmogorov compactness criteria and

since2 for 1 ≤ n ≤ 3, H1(Rn) ,→ L4(Rn), it suffices to check that

(2.8) lim
R→∞

sup
k

∫

|x|>R
|u∗

k |
4 +|v∗

k |
4d x = 0.

This actually follows easily from the bell-shapedness, since for every M > 1, and |x| = M , we

have

|u∗
k (x)|2 ≤

1

|BM |

∫

BM

|u∗
k (y)|2d y ≤C M−n‖u∗

k‖
2
L2 ≤C |x|−n ,

as ‖u∗
k
‖2

L2 ≤C I [u∗
k

, v∗
k

] =C . Similar estimate holds for v∗
k

. It follows that
∫

|x|>R
|u∗

k |
4 +|v∗

k |
4d x ≤C

∫

|x|>R
|x|−2n d x =C R−n ,

whence (2.8) follows.

Next is to derive the Euler Lagrange equation (2.5). To that end take any arbitary test function

h = [h1,h2],ǫ> 0 we have

J (U +ǫh1,V +ǫh2) = J (U ,V )+ǫ

(

〈
1

9
U 3 +2UV 2 +

1

3
U 2V ,h1〉)+〈9V 3 +2U 2V +

U 3

9
,h2〉

)

+

+
ǫ2

2
(〈

(

U 2

3
+2V 2 +

2

3
UV

)

h1,h1〉+〈(8UV +
2

3
U 2)h1,h2〉+〈

(

27V 2 +2U 2
)

h2,h2〉+O(ǫ3).

2and here is where we need n ≤ 3, as n = 4 does not guarantee compactness of the embedding anymore
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Similarly,

I (U +ǫh1,V +ǫh2) = I (U ,V )+2ǫ
(

〈−∆U +αU ,h1〉+〈−∆V +βV ,h2〉
)

+ ǫ2
(

〈(−∆+α)h1,h1〉+〈(−∆+β)h2,h2〉
)

+O(ǫ3).

We now use the fact that the function

g (ǫ) :=
J (U +ǫh1,V +ǫh2)

I 2(U +ǫh1,V +ǫh2)

has a maximum at ǫ = 0, whence g ′(ǫ) = 0, g ′′(ǫ) ≤ 0. Hence, from the first variation, it follows

that (U ,V ) satisfies the following system in a weak sense

{

−∆U +αU −C (α,β)
[

( 1
9
U 2 +2V 2)U + 1

3
U 2V

]

= 0

−∆V +βV −C (α,β)
[

(9V 2 +2U 2)V + 1
9

U 3
]

= 0.

where

C (α,β) =
1

4Jmax
> 0.

Focusing on the second variations we have

〈(−∆+α−C (α,β)(
U 2

3
+2V 2 +

2

3
UV ))h1,h1〉+〈(−∆+β−C (α,β)(2U 2 +27V 2))h2,h2〉

−C (α,β)〈(8UV +
2

3
U 2)h1,h2〉 ≥−

1

2

(

〈(−∆+α)U ,h1〉+〈−∆+β)V ,h2〉
)2

.

This last inequality can be rewritten as

〈L1h1,h1〉+〈L3h2,h2〉 ≥−
1

2

(

〈(−∆+α)U ,h1〉+〈−∆+β)V ,h2〉
)2 =: −

1

2
〈T,h〉2.

where T =
[

(−∆+α)U

(−∆+β)V

]

. With the inner product defined above we have that 〈L+h,h〉 ≥ 0. for

h : h ⊥ T. �

Based on Proposition 1, we can formulate an existence result for the waves (P,Q), so that they

satisfy (1.2).

Proposition 2. Assume that ω+1 > 0,µ+3σω> 0. Then, there exists a pair of bell-shaped func-

tions (P,Q), so that they satisfy (1.2).

Proof. Take α=ω+1 > 0,β= µ+3σω> 0, and apply Proposition 1 to this pair. This constructs

U ,V , bell-shaped and with all the extra information, mentioned in the statement and the proof

of Proposition 1. Finally, take

(2.9) P (x) :=
√

C (α,β)U (x),Q(x) :=
√

C (α,β)V (x).

�
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2.3. Normalized waves. In this section, we prove Theorem 2. To this end, for every λ > 0, we

consider the constrained variational problem

(2.10)

{

E [u, v ]= 1
2

∫

R
(|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 +|u|2 +µ|v |2)d x −

∫

R
F (u, v)d xd x → min

M(u, v) =
∫

R
(|u|2 +3σ|v |2)d x =λ.

where for convenience, we have introduced

(2.11) F (u, v) :=
1

36
|u|4 +

9

4
|v |4 +|u|2|v |2 +

1

9
ℜ(ū3v).

Since

|
∫

R

F (u, v)d x| ≤C‖(u, v)‖4
L4×L4 ≤C‖(u, v)‖4

H
1
4 ×H

1
4
≤C‖(u, v)‖H1×H1‖(u, v)‖3

L2×L2 ≤ ǫ‖(∇u,∇v)‖2
L2×L2+Cǫ,λ,

for every ǫ> 0, whence by choosing ǫ= 1
2

, we obtain

inf
M(u,v)=λ

E (u, v)≥−C 1
2 ,λ.

Thus, the constrained variational problem (4.1) is bounded from below and well-posed. Next,

rearrangements clearly improve (4.1) by the Szegö inequality and

∫

R

|u|2|v |2 ≤
∫

R

(u∗)2(v∗)2,ℜ
∫

R

ū3vd x ≤
∫

R

(u∗)3v∗d x

whence
∫

F (u, v)d x ≤ F (u∗, v∗)d x. Thus, we might assume, without loss of generality that the

problem (4.1) is posed over bell-shaped functions. In particular, and due to the constraint

M(u, v) =λ,

|u(x)| ≤Cλ|x|−1, |v(x)| ≤Cλ|x|−1.

It is now easy, by Sobolev embedding and the Riesz-Kolmogrov compactness criteria to get the

L2 compactness of a minimizing sequence for (4.1), whence the (strong L2) limit of such a se-

quence, say (P,Q) is a solution of (4.1).

Next, we derive the Euler-Lagrange equation. To this end, introduce a pair of test functions

h = (h1,h2), and consider a scalar function,

g (ǫ) := E

(p
λ(P +ǫh1)

Ξ(ǫ)
,

p
λ(Q +ǫh2)

Ξ(ǫ)

)
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where Ξ(ǫ) =
√

‖P +ǫh1‖2 +3σ‖Q +ǫh2‖2. Taking for simplicity h ⊥
(

P

3σQ

)

and expanding in

powers of ǫ, we obtain
p
λ

Ξ(ǫ)
= 1−

ǫ2

2λ

(∫

h2
1 +3σh2

2

)

+O(ǫ3);

∫

R

(|∇(P +ǫh1)|2 +|∇(Q +µǫh2)|2 +|(P +ǫh1)|2 +µ|Q +ǫh2|2)d x =
∫

R

(|∇P |2 +|∇|Q|2 +P 2 +µQ2)d x +2ǫ(〈−∆P +P,h1〉+〈−∆Q +µQ,h2〉)+

+ǫ2(‖∇h1‖2 +‖h1‖2 +‖∇h2‖2 +µ‖h2‖2);

F (P +ǫh1,Q +ǫh2) = F (P,Q)+ǫ

(

h1

(

1

9
P 3 +2PQ2 +

1

3
P 2Q

)

+h2

(

9Q3 +2P 2Q +
P 3

9

))

+

+ ǫ2

(

h1

(

P 2

6
+Q2 +

1

3
PQ

)

+
(

4PQ +
1

3
P 2

)

h1h2 +
(

27

2
Q2 +P 2

)

h2
2

)

+O(ǫ3).

Putting all this together implies the expansion

g (ǫ) = g (0)+

ǫ

(

〈−∆P +P −
(

1

9
P 3 +2PQ2 +

1

3
P 2Q

)

,h1〉+〈−∆Q +µQ −
(

9Q3 +2P 2Q +
P 3

9

)

,h2〉
)

+O(ǫ2).

It follows that, since (P,Q) is a minimizer, then g ′(0) = 0, whence

〈−∆P +P −
(

1

9
P 3 +2PQ2 +

1

3
P 2Q

)

,h1〉+〈−∆Q +µQ −
(

9Q3 +2P 2Q +
P 3

9

)

,h2〉 = 0,

for all h ⊥
(

P

3σQ

)

. Thus, there is ω=ωλ, so that

(2.12)

{

−∆P + (ωλ+1)P −
[

1
9

P 3 +2Q2P + 1
3

P 2Q
]

= 0

−∆Q + (µ+3σωλ)Q −
[

9Q3 +2P 2Q + 1
9

P 3
]

= 0,

By Pohozaev’s identities,

ωλ =
−

∫

R
(|∇P |2 +|∇Q|2 +P 2 +µQ2)d x +

∫

R

1
9

P 4 +9Q4 +4P 2Q2 + 4
9

P 3Q)d x

λ
> 0.

In addition, as (P,Q) is a minimizer, it should be that g ′′(0) ≥ 0.

g ′′(0)

2
= 〈(−∆+1− (

P 2

3
+2Q2 +

2

3
PQ))h1,h1〉+〈(−∆+µ− (2P 2 +27Q2))h2,h2〉

−〈(8PQ +
2

3
P 2)h1,h2〉+ωλǫ

2(

∫

R

h2
1 +3σ

∫

R

h2
2))+O(ǫ3) = 〈L+h,h〉

It follows that 〈L+h,h〉 ≥ 0, whenever h ⊥
(

P

3σQ

)

. Finally, by the results of Proposition 5, we

have that for the normalized waves just constructed, the property (3.1) holds due to the con-

struction. As a result, the waves (e iωt P,e3iωtQ) are spectrally stable, and the proof of Theorem 2

is complete.
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3. INSTABILITY OF THE WAVES IN n = 2,3

In this section, we establish the instability of the waves in n = 2,3. We need some further

preparatory material, which also applies in the case n = 1 as well, to start our analysis with.

3.1. Spectral Properties of L±.

Proposition 3. The operators L±, defined in (2.6) enjoy the following:

• The continouous spectrum of L± is [min(α,β),∞).

• L+ has exactly one negative eigenvalue, and zero eigenvalue of multiplicity of at least n,

L+

[

∂ jU

∂ j V

]

= 0, j = 1,2, . . . ,n.

• L− ≥ 0, with L−

[

U

3V

]

= 0 and moreover

〈L−h,h〉 ≥ δ‖h‖2,∀h ⊥
[

U

3V

]

Proof. The proof of the continuous spectrum follows directly from Weyl’s theorem. We have

already establish from Proposition 1 that L+ has at most one negative eigenvalue, what is left

is to show the existence of one. To that end taking into account that (U ,V ) are bell-shaped we

have

〈L+

[

U

3V

]

,

[

U

3V

]

〉 =−C (α,β)

∫

Rn

(

2U 4

9
+7U 2V 2 +18V 4 +

2U 3V

3

)

d x < 0,

thus n(L+) = 1. Taking the spatial derivatives of (2.5), we have L+

[

∂ j U

∂ j V

]

= 0, j = 1,2, . . . ,n.

For the statement regarding L−, we start by noting that by inspection we have L−

[

U

3V

]

= 0.

Now, we invoke the Perron - Frobenius property of L−, according to which the the smallest

eigenvalue is simple and the corresponding eigenstate is a vector with non-negative functions.

Thus, as

[

U

3V

]

is such an eigenstate, 0 is the smallest eigenvalue, which is simple, hence the

claim about L− follows.

Regarding the Perron-Frobenius property for L−, this holds for any matrix Schrödinger oper-

ator of the form

(

−∆+α 0

0 −∆+β

)

+~V where ~V is a real-valued, bounded symmetric potential,

so in particular it holds for L−. �

We now easily translate the results of Proposition 3 to the operators L±, inroduced in (1.7).

Proposition 4. The operators L±, defined in (2.6) enjoy the following properties:

•
σcont .(L±) = [min(α,β),∞).

• L+ has exactly one negative eigenvalue, and zero eigenvalue of multiplicity of at least n,

L+

[

∂ j P

∂ j Q

]

= 0, j = 1,2, . . . ,n.
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• L− ≥ 0, with L−

[

P

3Q

]

= 0 and moreover

〈L−h,h〉 ≥ δ‖h‖2,∀h ⊥
[

P

3Q

]

3.2. Stability vs. instability for the eigenvalue problem (1.9). We now derive (a necessary and

sufficient) condition for stability/ instability for (1.9). Specifically, and based on the spectral

properties of L± established in Proposition 4, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5. If the waves (e iωt P,e3iωt Q) are spectrally stable3, then L+ is non-negative on the

co-dimension one subspace

(

P

3σQ

)⊥
, i.e.

(3.1) 〈L+h,h〉 ≥ 0,∀h ⊥
(

P

3σQ

)

.

Equivalently, spectral instability occurs if and only if there exists h ⊥
(

P

3σQ

)

, so that 〈L+h,h〉 < 0.

Proof. We first need a technical step to eliminate the problem posed by 1
σ in the definition of

J . To this end, denote for simplicity Iσ =
(

1 0

0 1
σ

)

, so that

J =
(

02 Iσ
−Iσ 02

)

.

We can rewrite the eigenvalue problem (1.9) as follows

(3.2)

{

IσL−v2 =λv1

IσL+v1 =−λv2.

Introducing v j →
p

Iσv j , j = 1,2, we can further equivalently rewrite (3.2) as

(3.3)

{p
IσL−

p
Iσv2 =λv1p

IσL+
p

Iσv1 =−λv2.

Introducing the new operators L̃± :=
p

IσL±
p

Iσ, we arrive at the more standard NLS form

(3.4)

{

L̃−v2 =λv1

L̃+v1 =−λv2

Note that since L− is positive on the subspace

(

P

3Q

)⊥
, it is easy to see that L̃−

(

P

3
p
σQ

)

= 0 and

L̃− is positive on the subspace

(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥
.

Applying now L̃− on the second equation of (3.4), we arrive at the eigenvalue problem

(3.5) L̃−L̃+v1 =−λ2v1,

which is clearly equivalent to the original eigenvalue problem (1.9) in the sense that instability

occurs exactly when (3.5) has solution (λ, v1) : ℜλ > 0, v1 ∈ (H4(Rn))2 6= 0. Assume that λ 6=
0, v1 6= 0.

3i.e. the eigenvalue problem (1.9) does not have a non-trivial solution (λ, v) : ℜλ> 0, v 6= 0
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Taking dot product of (3.5) with Zσ :=
(

P

3
p
σQ

)

implies that v1 ⊥ Zσ. Since L̃− is positive on

Z⊥
σ , we have that L̃− : Z⊥

σ → Z⊥
σ is well-defined and strictly positive, whence we can introduce

h :

√

L̃−h = v1.

As we can view the eigenvalue problem (3.5) on the subspace Z⊥
σ , the latest allows us to rewrite

it as

(3.6)

√

L̃−L̃+

√

L̃−h =−λ2h.

From (3.6), it is immediately clear that −λ2 is real, as eigenvalue of the self-adjoint operator
√

L̃−L̃+
√

L̃−, so λ ∈ R∪ iR. In particular, instabilities, if any, present only as positive eigen-

values.

Assume spectral instability, that is (3.6) has a solution, which must be λ : λ > 0. Taking dot

product with h implies

0>−λ2〈h,h〉 = 〈
√

L̃−L̃+

√

L̃−h,h〉 = 〈L̃+v1, v1〉.

Thus, we have produced a vector (namely v1 =
√

L̃−h ⊥ Zσ), so that 〈L̃+v1, v1〉 < 0. But this

means

〈L+
p

Iσv1,
p

Iσv1〉 < 0,

where
p

Iσv1 ⊥
(

P

3σQ

)

. One direction is established.

For the opposite direction, assume that there is h : h ⊥
(

P

3σQ

)

,〈L+h,h〉 < 0. This implies that

for h =:
p

Iσhσ, we have ⊥ Zσ and

〈L̃+hσ,hσ〉 < 0.

Then, introduce v :
√

L̃−v = hσ. It follows that 〈
√

L̃−L̃+
√

L̃−v, v〉 < 0, whence the self-adjoint

operator
√

L̃−L̃+
√

L̃− has a negative eigenvalue. As a consequence, (3.6) has solutions and

spectral instability follows. �

3.3. Instability of the waves in n > 1: Proof of Theorem 3. We have the following proposition.

Proposition 6. Let P,Q are classical solutions of (1.2). Introduce

H(x) =
(

H1

H2

)

:=
( n

2
P +x ·∇P

n
2

Q +x ·∇Q

)

.

Then, H ⊥
(

P

3Q

)

and

{

〈L+H , H〉 < 0,n = 3,

〈L+H , H〉 = 0,n = 2.

As a consequence of Proposition 5, we immediately conclude spectral instability in the case

n = 3, while an additional argument is needed to establish the instability in the case n = 2.
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Proof. Apply x ·∇ to the elliptic equation (1.2). Using the commutation identity

(3.7) −x · (∆) =−∆(x·)+2∆,

we obtain

(3.8) L+

(

x ·∇P

x ·∇Q

)

=−2

(

∆P

∆Q

)

.

A direct calculation yields

(3.9) L+

(

P

Q

)

=−
(

2(−∆P + (ω+1)P )

2(−∆Q + (µ+3σω)Q)

)

.

Alltogether,

(3.10) L+H =
(

(n −2)∆P −n(ω+1)P )

(n −2)∆Q −n(µ+3σω)Q

)

.

Taking dot product with H (noting that by construction H ⊥
(

P

0

)

,

(

0

Q

)

), we have

〈L+H , H〉 = (n −2)(〈∆P, x ·P〉+〈∆Q, x ·Q〉) .

Clearly, for the case n = 2, we have 〈L+H , H〉 = 0, while for the case n = 3, we use the commu-

tation identity (3.7) to integrate by parts. We obtain

〈∆P, x ·P〉 =−
∫

R3
|∇P |2,〈∆Q, x ·Q〉 =−

∫

R3
|∇Q|2.

It follows that for n = 3, 〈L+H , H〉 =−
(∫

R3 |∇P |2 +|∇Q|2
)

< 0. �

We finally are ready to state the spectral instability result.

Proposition 7. Let n = 2,3 and P,Q are classical solutions of (1.2), which enjoy the spectral prop-

erties listed in Proposition 4. Then,

• For n = 3, the pair (e iωt P,e3iωt Q) is spectrally unstable.

• For n = 2, and under the extra assumption µ 6= 3σ, (e iωt P,e3iωt Q) is unstable as well.

• Finally, in the special case n = 2,µ= 3σ, the waves (e iωt P,e3iωtQ) are spectrally stable.

Proof. As we have alluded above, by combining the results of Proposition 5 and Proposition 6,

we have spectral instability in the case n = 3.

For the case n = 2 and µ 6= 3σ, assume spectral stability, for a contradiction. By Proposition

5 (see (3.1)), it must be that L+ is non-negative on the subspace

(

P

3Q

)⊥
. By the proof of Propo-

sition 5, this is in turn equivalent to the non-negativity of the operator4
√

L̃−L̃+
√

L̃− on the

subspace

(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥
.

4Note that this operator acts invariantly on

(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥
, due to the presence of

√

L̃−
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That is, with the projection Π(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥ : L2 →
(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥
, we have

√

L̃−Π(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥L̃+Π(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥

√

L̃− :

(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥
→

(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥

is non-negative. On the other hand,

inf

Z⊥
(

P

3
p
σQ

)

:‖Z‖=1

〈
√

L̃−L̃+

√

L̃−Z , Z 〉 = 0.

In fact, one can take Z0 = ‖L̃ − 1
2− H‖−1L̃

− 1
2− H , with H as in Proposition 6. It must be then, that

0 is an eigenvalue for the self-adjoint operator
√

L̃−L̃+
√

L̃−, with eigenvector Z0. But this

means, as
√

L̃− is invertible on

(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥
, that

Π(

P

3
p
σQ

)⊥L̃+

√

L̃−Z0 = 0,

which is the same as

Π(

P

3σQ

)⊥L+H = 0.

In view of (3.10) however,

0 =Π(

P

3σQ

)⊥L+H =−3Π(

P

3σQ

)⊥

(

(ω+1)P )

(µ+3σω)Q

)

=−3(µ−3σ)Π(

P

3σQ

)⊥

(

0

Q

)

6= 0,

as long as P 6= 0 and µ 6= 3σ. The contradiction implies that the wave (e iωt P,e3iωt Q) is spectrally

unstable for n = 2 as well.

For the case n = 2, µ = 3σ, since n(L+) = 1 and L− ≥ 0, the stability is decided by the

Vakhitov-Kolokolov quantity 〈L −1
+

(

P

3σQ

)

,

(

P

3σQ

)

〉, see the eigenvalue problem (3.4).

Our calculations (see (3.10) with n = 2,µ= 3σ), showed that we have

L+H =−2(ω+1)

(

P

3σQ

)

.

It follows that

〈L −1
+

(

P

3σQ

)

,

(

P

3σQ

)

〉 =−
1

2(ω+1)
〈H ,

(

P

3σQ

)

〉 = 0.

This shows (marginal) spectral stability as in the case of 2D cubic NLS, where there is an extra

pair of (generalized) eigenvectors at zero. Indeed, the algebraic multiplicity of the zero eigen-

value for (1.9) in this case is eight, instead of the usual six. �
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4. STRONG INSTABILITY

In this section, for a fixed ω> max(−1,− µ
3σ

), we consider the waves P,Q constructed in Propo-

sition 2, specifically see (2.9). In particular, they are solutions of the Weinstein minimization

problem (2.3).

We shall also need to restrict our parameters as follows σ= 3,µ= 3σ= 9. With these specific

values, we record the energy and mass as follows

E (u, v) =
1

2

∫

Rn
(|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 +|u|2 +9|v |2)d x −

∫

Rn

1

36
|u|4 +

9

4
|v |4 +|u|2|v |2 +

1

9
ℜ(ū3v)d x

M(u, v) =
∫

Rn
(|u|2 +9|v |2)d x.

We start with the following proposition, which provides the necessary virial identities, which

are ultimately the basis for our instability by blow up results.

Proposition 8. let n = 2,3, (u, v)∈ H1(Rn)∩L2(Rn , |x|2d x) and σ= 3,µ= 3σ= 9 and let

V (t ) =
∫

|x|2
(

|u(t )|2 +9|v(t )|2
)

d x

Then

(4.1) V ′′(t ) =
∫

Rn

(

8|∇u|2 +8|∇v |2 −
2n

9
|u|4 −18n|v |4 −8n|v |2|u|2 −

8n

9
ℜ(ū3v)

)

d x =: 16R(u, v).

Where

R(u, v) :=
1

2

(∫

Rn
|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 −

n

36
|u|4 −

9n

4
|v |4 −n|v |2|u|2 −

n

9
ℜ(ū3v)d x

)

.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.4 in [10]. �

Next, introduce the L2−scale invariant transformation, uλ(x) := (λ
n
2 u(λx). We compute,

∂λE (uλ, vλ) = λ

∫

Rn
|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 −nλn−1

∫

Rn
F (u, v)d x,

∂2
λE (uλ, vλ) =

∫

Rn
|∇u|2 +|∇v |2 −n(n −1)λn−2

∫

Rn
F (u, v)d x.

Clearly,

λ

2
∂λE (uλ, vλ) = R(uλ, vλ),(4.2)

‖∇P‖2
L2(Rn )

+‖∇Q‖2
L2(Rn )

= n

∫

Rn
F (P,Q)d x.(4.3)

where (4.3) is a consequence of (1.3), (1.4), (1.5).

Following the approach of Ohta, [9], we introduce the sets

A =
{

(u, v) : E (u, v)< E (P,Q),

∫

P 2 +9Q2 =
∫

u2 +9u2,

∫

F (P,Q) <
∫

F (u, v)

}

,

B = {(u, v)∈A : R(u, v)< 0}.

We now split our considerations in the cases n = 2 and n = 3. We start with the harder case

n = 3.
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4.1. The case n = 3.

Lemma 2. Let n = 3. Then (Pλ,Qλ) ∈B, for all λ> 1.

Proof. By the invariance of the scaling, we have
∫

R3 P 2 +9Q2d x =
∫

R3(Pλ)2 +9(Qλ)2. Next, ob-

serve that as F is a quartic term,
∫

R3
F (Pλ,Qλ)d x =λ3

∫

R3
F (P,Q)d x >

∫

R3
F (P,Q)d x

for λ> 1. We have that

2R(Pλ,Qλ) = λ2

∫

R3
|∇P |2 +|∇Q|2 −λ3

∫

R3

1

12
|P |4 +

27

4
|Q|4 +3|P |2|Q|2 +

1

3
P 3Q =

= λ2

∫

R3
|∇P |2 +|∇Q|2 −3λ3

∫

F (P,Q)

= 3λ2(1−λ)

∫

R3
|∇P |2 +|∇Q|2 < 0,

where we have used (4.3) and λ> 1. By the formula (4.2), we conclude that

λ

2
∂λE (Pλ,Qλ) = R(Pλ,Qλ) < 0,

whence the scalar function λ→E (Pλ,Qλ) is decreasing for λ> 1. In particular,

E (Pλ,Qλ) < E (P,Q),

whenever λ> 1. We have thus shown that (Pλ,Qλ) ∈A for λ> 1. Recall that we have also shown

that R(Pλ,Qλ) < 0, whence (Pλ,Qλ) ∈B as well. �

Next, we shall need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 3. If (u, v)∈ (H1(R3)×H1(R3)) such that

(4.4)

∫

R3
P 2 +9Q2d x =

∫

R3
u2 +9u2d x;

∫

R3
F (u, v)d x =

∫

R3
F (P,Q)d x.

Then E (P,Q) ≤ E (u, v).

Proof. Recall that (P,Q) solve the minimzation problem (2.3), for5 under α=ω+1 and β= 9(1+
ω). Moreover, by the homogeneity of (2.3), (P,Q) solves the following constrained minimization

problem

(4.5)

{

K [u, v ] := 1
2

∫

R3 |∇u|2 +|∇v |2 + (1+ω)|u|2 +9(1+ω)|v |2 → min
∫

R3 F (u, v) =
∫

R3 F (P,Q)

Let now (u, v) satisfy the constraints (4.4). As M(u, v) = M(P,Q) and
∫

R3 F (u, v) =
∫

R3 F (P,Q), it

follows from the fact that (P,Q) solves (4.5) that

E (P,Q)+
∫

R3
F (P,Q)+

ω

2
M(P,Q) = K (P,Q) ≤ K (u, v)= E (u, v)+

∫

R3
F (u, v)+

ω

2
M(u, v).

Cancelling out the equal terms leads to the desired inequality E (P,Q) ≤ E (u, v).

�

Next, we show that the set A is invariant under the flow.

5Note the formula (2.9) which relates (P,Q) to the minimizers (U ,V ). As the problem (2.3) is homogeneously

invariant, so (P,Q) are also solutions
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Lemma 4. The set A is invariant under the flow of (1.1), at least until a potential blow-up.

Proof. Take initial data (u0, v0) ∈A . That is E (u0, v0) < E (P,Q), M(u0, v0) = M(P,Q),
∫

R3 F (P,Q) <
∫

F (u0, v0). Evolving this initial data in time, by using the conservation of mass and energy, we

see that

M(u(t ), v(t )) = M(u0, v0) = M(P,Q);

E (u(t ), v(t ))= E (u0, v0) < E (P,Q);(4.6)

In addition, the continuity of the solution map guarantees that for some small time interval,
∫

R3 F (P,Q) <
∫

R3 F (u(t ), v(t )), say in t ∈ (0,δ).

Hence, the only possibility for (u(t ), v(t )) ∉A for some t0 > 0 is that eventually,
∫

R3
F (u(t0), v(t0)) =

∫

R3
F (P,Q).

But then, we are in a position to apply Lemma 3. This implies E (u(t0), v(t0)) ≥ E (P,Q), in con-

tradiction with (4.6). Thus, (u(t ), v(t )) ∈A for as long as the potential blow up occurs. �

Note that for n = 3,

(4.7) E (u, v)−R(u, v)=
1

2
M(u, v)+

1

2

∫

R3
F (u, v)d x.

We now need another technical lemma.

Lemma 5. Let n = 3 and if (u, v) ∈ (H1(R3)× H1(R3)) such that R(u, v) ≤ 0, M(u, v) = M(P,Q),
∫

R3 F (P,Q)d x <
∫

R3 F (u, v)d x. Then

E (P,Q)≤ E (u, v)−R(u, v).

Proof. Using the identity (4.7), the conservation of mass and the assumptions on (u, v), we have

E (P,Q) =
1

2
M(P,Q)+

1

2

∫

R3
F (P,Q)d x =

1

2
M(u, v)+

1

2

∫

R3
F (P,Q)d x ≤

≤
1

2
M(u, v)+

1

2

∫

R3
F (u, v) = E (u, v)−R(u, v)

�

We are then ready to show that the set B is also invariant under the flow.

Lemma 6. Assume n = 3, then Bω is invariant under the flow of (1.1).

Proof. Let (u0, v0) ∈B, so in particular (u0, v0) ∈A .

Since A is invariant we need to show R(u, v) < 0. Suppose there exist t1 ∈ (0,Tmax ) such

that R(u(t1), v(t1)) ≥ 0. Then by continuity of t → R(u(t ), v(t )) there is t0 ∈ (0, t1] such that

R(u(t0), v(t0)) = 0. Then by Lemma 4,

M(u(t0), v(t0)) = M(P,Q);

∫

R3
F (P,Q)d x <

∫

R3
F (u(t0), v(t0))d x.

Thus by Lemma 5 we have

E (P,Q)≤ E (u(t0), v(t0))−R(u(t0), v(t0)) = E (u(t0), v(t0).

This is a contradiction to the statement in Lemma 3 that E (u(t0), v(t0)) < E (P,Q), hence B is

invariant as stated. �
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We are now ready for the proof of the strong instability of the waves (P,Q), that is Theorem 4

in the case n = 3.

To this end, let (u0, v0) ∈ Bω and (u(t ), v(t )) be the solution (1.1) with initial data (u0, v0).

Then by Lemma 6 (u(t ), v(t )) ∈Bω for all t ∈ [0,Tmax ). Also the virial identity Proposition 8 and

Lemma 3 together with conservation of energy implies

1

16
V ′′(t ) = R(u(t ), v(t ))≤ E (u(t ), v(t ))−E (P,Q)= E (u0, v0)−E (P,Q) < 0

for every t ∈ [0,Tmax ). This implies that Tmax <∞.

4.2. The case n = 2. We have the following simplified version of the virial identity.

Lemma 7. For n = 2,σ = 3,µ = 9, take initial data (u0, v0) ∈ (H1(R2)× H1(R2)). Then, for all

times, up to a potential blow-up time, we have

(4.8) V ′′(t ) = 16E (u(t ), v(t ))−8M(u(t ), v(t ))= 16E (u0, v0)−8M(u0, v0).

Proof. The formula (4.8) is just a particular instance of (4.1) in the case n = 2, where we have

used the Pohozhaev’s identities. Finally, we used the conservation of mass and energy to con-

clude that this is actually a constant in time. �

Note that in this case, it would suffice to find initial data u0, v0 so that

(4.9) 16E (u0, v0)−8M(u0, v0) < 0.

Another observation is that for u0 = P, v0 =Q, we have that V (t ) = const , whence V ′′(t ) = 0, so

we get6 16E (P,Q)−8M(P,Q) = 0. Cleary, in order to produce data with the property (4.9) is to

perturb the wave (P,Q). To this end, take a pair of real test functions h1,h2 and consider the

perturbation (P +ǫh1,Q +ǫh2). Expanding up to first order in7 ǫ we obtain

E (P +ǫh1,Q +ǫh2)−
1

2
M(P +ǫh1,Q +ǫh2) =

= ǫ

(

〈−∆P − (
1

9
P 3 +2PQ2 +

1

3
P 2Q),h1〉

)

+ǫ

(

〈−∆Q − (9Q3 +2P 2Q +
1

9
P 3),h2〉

)

+O(ǫ2)

= −(ω+1)ǫ〈
(

P

9Q

)

,

(

h1

h2

)

〉+O(ǫ2).

Selecting, say h1 = P,h2 = Q, and taking into account that ω > −1, implies that for all small

0 < ǫ<< 1, we have E (P +ǫP,Q +ǫQ) < 1
2

M(P +ǫP,Q +ǫQ). Thus, solutions with this initial data

blow up in finite time.

Theorem 4 is thus proved in full.
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