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Abstract

In this paper, we study the well-posedness theory and the scattering asymptotics
for the energy-critical, Schrédinger equation with general nonlinearity

i0pu + Au+ f(u) =0, (z,t) € RY x R,
ul,_g = up € HY(RY),

where f : C — C satisfies Sobolev critical growth condition. Using contraction map-
ping method and concentration compactness argument, we obtain the well-posedness
theory in proper function spaces and scattering asymptotics. This paper generalizes
the conclusions in [17](Invent. Math).
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1 Introduction and main results

This paper studies the well-posedness theory and the scattering asymptotics for the energy-
critical, focusing, Schrodinger equation with general nonlinearity

{ 10yu + Au + f(u> =0, (Jj,t) € RY x R, (1.1)

ul,_y = ug € H'(RY),

where f: C — C satisfies Sobolev critical growth condition.
In [17], Kenig and Merle studied the H' critical non-linear Schrédinger equation

10 + Au + |u|ﬁu =0, (z,t) €eRY xR,
ul,_y = ug € H'(RY).
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Here the — sign corresponds to the defocusing problem, while the + sign corresponds to the
focusing problem. They obtained the global well-posedness, scattering and blow-up results
in the radial case and 3 < N < 5. Recently, Oh and Wang in [21] considered global well-
posedness for one-dimensional cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation by introducing a new
function space. For N = 2, [6] established global well-posedness results in the defocusing
case, posed on the two-dimensional unit ball. For high dimensions case, Tao et.al in [22]
established global well-posedness and scattering for solutions to the defocusing mass-critical
nonlinear Schrodinger equation. For more well-posedness results, please refer to [1, 7-9, 11,
15, 24].

Unlike other articles on well-posedness and scattering, this paper presents for the first
time results on general critical nonlinear terms. This idea mainly comes from the vari-
ational method. In recent decades, many researchers have been interested in semi-linear
Schrodinger problems with general nonlinear terms. From a mathematical perspective, it is
very meaningful. In order to obtain the solution of the equation, it is necessary to impose
appropriate conditions on the nonlinear term. The most classic condition is the Ambrosetti-
Rabinowitz(AR) condition:

There exists p > 2 such that G(t) > ug(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0,

where G(t) = f(f g(s)ds. As is well known, (AR) condition plays a crucial role in getting a
bounded (PS)-sequence, so we can use the Nehari manifold method to obtain the solution
of the equation. As we can see, the (AR) condition ensures that nonlinearity has good
properties. However, we use another weaker Berestycki-Lions(BL) condition than (AR) in
this paper, namely

There exists £ > 0 such that G(£) > 0.

As mentioned in [2], under the (BL) condition, we can use Pohozaev manifold to obtain the
existence of standing wave solutions(even the existence of infinite solutions), which is crucial
for obtaining variational estimates in Section 6.

Now, we give the most general assumption of growth, i.e., assume that f : C — C is
C' and satisfies:

(F) lim HEH =0,

|z| =0t
(Fy) limsup % < 00, where 2% = 28
|z]—00

(Fy) lim XUG g

|Vz|—0F V|
(Fy) limsup % < 00.

|Vz|—o0

Remark 1.1. By (Fy), (Fy), (F3), (Fy), there exist e, C' > 0 such that

FE V()]
P % v

2



and
SEE_ o IVGE

El 22|V

Hence, it follows from f € C* that there exist Cy, Cy, Cs, Cy > 0 such that

< C,

[f(2)] < Culz| + Cal o7 [V(f(2))] < C3|Vz| + Cul 2 72| V2],

Remark 1.2. Let f(u) = |u|ﬁu—l— |u|ﬁu, then clearly
| (u)] < [u] 52 + |u| 72,10, f(w)] < Clu|2 + |u] 72, ]0: f(u)| < Clu|T= + [u| 7=,
Moreover, for 3 < N < 4,

0:f (u) — 05 f(v)]

z

4—

2
N}

}SCm—vwﬁM%@+m%@+mﬁi+w|

Also,
70 = £ < =l ol ol 2+l 4 o2 .

In addition,

Va(f(u(x))) = Va(f (v(2)))
(V) (u(x)Vu = (Vf)(v(x)) Vo
(V) (u()Vu = (Vf)(u(@) Vo +{V f(u(x)) = Vf(u(z)} Vo,

SO

6—N 6—N

Vo f(u(@)) = Vaf (o)) < Clul¥2|Vu = Vol + C|Vo| {[ul ¥ + o5 | ju - o]
+qm%ﬂvu—vm+cww@m%%+wﬁ%}m—vy
In the subsequent proof, energy conservation is necessary. If the nonlinear term is

of power type, there is obviously energy conservation. This paper considers more general
nonlinear terms. Inspired by [13], we need to make the following new assumption:

(F5) Forall ze€C, f(2) = f(z). Forall z € C and all w € C with |w| =1, f(wz) = wf(2).
It follows from (F) that f(z) is of the form f(z) = zf(|z|) where f is a real function defined
on (0,00). Moreover, note that f is continuous, one can define a function F' from C to R by
F(p) = 2/p of(o)do for all p >0,
F(ZO) = F(|z]) for all z € C.
The function f can be recovered from F' by the relation

)= 22,




Hence, by using Propositions 3.3 and 3.4 in [13], we can obtain the conservation of the
L?-norm and of the energy in differential form for the regularized equation. That is, if the
solution u of (1.1) has sufficient decay at infinity and smoothness, it satisfies the conservation
of mass

M (u(t)) == [[u(®)]| L2 = [luoll 2 (1.2)
and the conservation of energy
E(u(t)) = E(uo), (1.3)
where E(u(t)) is defined by

1 [ul
E(u(t)) == —/ |Vu(t,x)\2d:c —/ F(u(t))dz, F(u) = F(Ju]) = 2/ sf(s)ds
2 Jry RN 0
and the energy space is H'.
The main results of this paper are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume ug € H' (RY), N > 3 and (Fy) — (Fs) hold, then there exists a
unique solution u to (1.1) satisfying

1 N 2%\@22) 1 2N(N+2)
u € C([0,T], Hyoq(RT)) O Ly ™ ([0, T], W 3z5a7),

Moreover, there exists the globally solution w to (1.1) if ||ug||z2 is small enough.

Remark 1.3. The conclusion of Theorem 1.1 also holds for defocusing cases, please refer
to the proof of Lemma 3.2 for details.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that N > 3 and ug € H) , and (Fy) — (F5) hold. Let u be such that
the corresponding solution to (1.1) exists on the mazximal time T*. If E(ug) < 0, then one
of the following statements holds true:

(1) u(t) blows up in finite time in the sense that T* < 400 must hold.

(2) u(t) blows up infinite time such that

sup [[Va(-, Dl = oc. (1.4)
t>0

Remark 1.4. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, we can define a maximal interval
I(ug) = (to — T-(ug),to + T (up)), with T (ug) > 0, where the solution is defined. If
Ty (ug) < 0o, then by standard finite blow-up criterion, we know that

||l 2vi2) L 2N(N+2) = +00,
N—2 wh T NZTFa
[to,to+T4 (ugp)]

the corresponding result holds for T_(uy).
Theorem 1.3. Let (Fy) — (Fg) hold, N = 3,4. Assume that

E(u0)<E(W),/ |Vu0|2da:</ VW [2dx
RN RN

and uq is radial. Then there exist ug,uo_ in H' such that

lim ||u(t) — eitAu07+}}H1 =0, tEI—noo |u(t) — e

U _H = 0.
t—+o00 0= Il
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Remark 1.5. Theorem 1.3 is a part of Corollary 9.1. In fact, according to the analysis in
Remark 5.1, we only need to prove that the conclusion holds when t tends towards positive
infinity, and the other half of the conclusion can be obtained similarly.

In section 2, we provide some notations and some important lemma in the proof of main
theorems. In the next section, we aim to prove theorem 1.1, that is well-posedness. In
section 4, we get the blow up solutions in infinite time. Finally, we will obtain the scattering
asymptotics. To achieve this goal, we need some new variational estimates and compactness
results, that is, sections 6, 7 and 8.

2 Preliminary

In this section, we provide some notations and some important lemma in the proof of main
theorems.

Lemma 2.1. (Strichartz estimate [9, 16]). We say that a pair of exponents (q,r) is admis-
sible if§+%:% and 2 < q,r < oco. Then, if2§r§]\2,—]f2 (N>3)(or2<r<oo,N=2
and 2 <r < oo, N = 1) we have
1)

[l < Clll
i)
< Cllll

!
e Lr’?
LiLr L

too
H/ el(t_T)Ag(—, T)dT

o0

t
/ ei(t_T)Ag(—, T)dT
0

i

LiLy

+oo
H/ e g(—, T)dr

Remark 2.1. In the estimate i) in Lemma 2.1, one can actually show: ([16]) ii’)
+oo
H/ el(t_T)Ag(—,T)dT

where (q,r), (m,n) are any pair of admissible indices as in i) of Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 2.2. (Sobolev embedding). For v e Cg° (RNT1), we have

IN(N+2) (N > 3).
L. N244

iii)

< Cllgll

L3

/
q Y
Ly

< Cllg|
LiLy

! !
m n
L L'

2(N+2)
“N—2

[0l 20vi2) 20vi2) < OV,
L, N2 N2 L

(Note that 2%\7_22) =q, 2%5\5:12) = r is admissible.)
Lemma 2.3. ([12]) Let F(z) = |z|*2 with k > 0,5 > 0 and 1 < p,p; < 00,1 < ¢ < 0
satisfying % = pil + qﬁl. If k is an even integer or k is not an even integer with [s] < k, then

there exists C' > 0 such that for all u € .7,
I () e < CllullEa [l yionn -

A similar estimate holds with WP, WP -norms replaced by W=P W*PL norms.




Lemma 2.4. ([5]) Let N > 1 and f : RN — R satisfy Vf € Wb (RY). Then, for all
ue H:z (RY), it holds that
L2) ’

Definition 2.1. Let vy € H' v(t) = ¢®vy and let {t,} be a sequence, with lim t, =t €

n—oo
[—o0, +00]. We say that u(z,t) is a non-linear profile associated with (vy,{t,}) if there exists
an interval I, with t € I (if t = 200, I = [a,+00) or (—o0,al) such that u is a solution of
(1.1) in I and

%

2
<o ([, + ule
L2

/RN u(z)Vf(x) - Vu(zr)de

with some constant C > 0 depending only on |V f|lw1i~ and N.

lim [Ju(—,t,) —v(—,t)||;n = 0.

n—oo

Next, we give some definitions that play a crucial role in the proof of concentration
compactness in section 6.

Definition 2.2. (i) We call scale, every sequence h = (h,), - of positive numbers and core,

nz=o
every sequence z = (2),>0 = (tn; Tn),50 C R x RY.
(ii) We say that two pairs (h,z) and (W', 2z") are orthogonal if
hn+h;+tn—t’n Ty — T o .
— 4+ = 00, M — 00.

Definition 2.3. (i) A pair (q,r) is L*-admissible, if r € [2, 2%) and q satisfies

2 N N
q T 2
(it) A pair (q,r) is H'-admissible, if r € [, +00) and q satisfies

N N-=-2
+—=—.
T 2

2
q
The main result proved in [14, 23] is the following:

Proposition 2.1. Let (q,7) be an L?-admissible pair. There exists C = C(r), such that
He“AhHLm < Cllell e @y (2.1)
for every ¢ € L*(RY).
A direct consequence of Proposition 2.1, via Sobolev’s inequality, is the following.

Proposition 2.2. Let (q,7) be an H'-admissible pair. There exists C = C(r), such that
He“AhHLm < O\ Vel 2@y (2.2)

for every ¢ € HY(RN).



Definition 2.4. Let (h,z) be a pair of scales-cores, such that the quantity fl—’g has a limit in
[—00, +00], when n goes to the infinity. Let V be a solution of linear Schrbjclimger equation
(7.5). We say that U is the nonlinear profile associated to # = (V,h,z) if U is the solution
of the nonlinear Schridinger equation (1.1) satisfying

o= (&)

e Throughout this paper, we use C' to denote the universal constant and C' may change

— 0, n — 0.
H(RN)

Notations:

line by line.

e We also use notation C(B)(or Cp) to denote a constant depends on B.

e We use usual L spaces and Sobolev spaces H'. p’ for the dual index of p € (1, +00)
in the sense that z% + ]lj =1

e We use notation A € B to denote A is a open subset of B.

3 Well-posedness

First, we get the existence and uniqueness of solution to (1.1) by using contraction mapping
method.

Lemma 3.1. Assume ug € H! ;(RY), N > 3, then there exists a unique solution u to (1.1)
satisfying

2(N+2) 2N (N+2)

uw € C([0, T, Hypy(RY)) N Ly, ([0, 7], W w25a7),

loc

Proof. (1.1) is equivalent to the integral equation

¢
u(t) = e ug + z/ e A f(w)dt'.
0

Now, we consider the complete metric space

1N M 1, 2
B(T,p) = C(0,T], H(R™)) N Ly" 7 WP N2 luf| pge pn + ||u||L2%Vj22)w1'21jv(év+Z2) <p

T

equipped with the distance

dp(u,v) = |lu — U||L39L2 + Jlu — U||L2%Vj22) 2N (N+2)

N<+4
T L +

and .
B, (v) = ePuy + Z/ A F () dt.
0

Next, we prove that ®,,(v) : B(T,p) — B(T,p) and is a contraction. In fact, by (F}) and
(Fy), we obtain

[f(v)] < Culol + Colol* o], [V(f(2))] < CLIVz| + Col2* %Vl
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Hence, it follows from 4) in lemma 2.1, Remark 2.1, lemma 2.2 and Holder inequality that

[ @ (V)] 2N+2) | 2N(N+2)
LEHINL,N 2 W NZ44

t
Py + Z/ e A £ (v)dt!
0

2N+
Ly HINLN 2 w

2N (N+2)
N244

t
< Cllwll + | [ 02500 s s
0 LEHINL, N2 W' NZia
t t
< CHUOHHl_'_‘/ e =2yt + /el(t_t/)AU"U“&dt/ 2N+2) | 2N(N42)
0 L¥ H! 0 LTN*Z W NZ24a
_4
< Cluolms + [ell gy + € ool ]|, o
_4
< Clhuolln + T ol +C |0l 2z 0l e |
< Cluolln + T ol + C 0] sgup,sncyea <o Z@MLQW
N+2
< Olluollm +T [0l +C 0] scns |, aninen (3.1)

LTN72 W 7 N244

< C(lluollg + Tp+p~2).

Choosing T and p such that C(||ug|lg + Tp + p%) < p, then &, (v) maps B(T,p) to
B(T, p).

B(T,

IN

IN

IN

IN

IN

Now we prove that ®,,(v) is a contraction map for sufficiently small 7. Let u,v €
p), by Remark 2.1 and lemma 2.3, then we have

dB(CDUO (u)> CDUO (U))
[Pu (1) = Pug (V) [| g 22 + [P (1) — Py (v )HL2<N+2> 2N e)

4
T L +

t t
‘/ =08y — p|dt +\/ ey |u| 7= — v - [0 73| dt
0 L%OLZ 0 L%)Lz

t
+ /€i(t‘t')A(|U—v|+\u-\U\ﬁ—U'|U\ﬁ|)dt/ 2N42) 2N(V42)

0 LN2 [T NTRL

A 4
Cllu = vlyze + llu- [0 7= =0 [l =],y + e [l ™= =0 o] 7], o
Hlu—ol , ey,
L LN+

OT|lu — vl|zerz + Cllu - |[u| 72 — v - |o] 72 | + CTlu — vl| e

L2L1‘7

CTHu—UHL%oH1+C||u—U|| AN+2) 2N(N+2) ||u||N2(N+2) 2N(N+2) +||U||N2(N+2) IN(N+2)
LpN72 L N%+4a LN"% L N LN"2 L N+

_4 4
Cllu—wv ull ™ + ||| %52
Hu HL%L% (H HLZ(’{’VLZ) W1’21\]7V(2N+~22) H |L2(1<’Vj22) Wl’zj\zfv(ZNjf)

T T



CT”U — 'UHL%OHl
< O(T+ pﬁ)dg(u,v).

Choosing T" and p such that C(T + pﬁ) < 1, the above estimate implies that ®,,(v) is a
contraction. Therefore, ®,,(v) has a fixed point in B(T, p). O

The above lemma implies local well-posedness for (1.1). Next, we will show the global
well-posedness.

Lemma 3.2. Let N > 3. Then for any ug € H}!
(1.1) if ||ugl|| 2 is small enough.

ad » there exists the globally solution w to

Proof. Assume that T be the maximal existence time. We will show that T* = oo by
contradiction. Let 7™ < oo, then according to the local wellposedness, it holds

||| 2N+2) 1, 20D = 00. (3.2)

T*

Case 1. Consider defocusing case. Using the conservation laws (1.2) and (1.3), for any
t < T, the solution u satisfies

1 1 1
sle®llzn < Slu@)llze + E(w) = Slluollze + E(uo).
From the estimate (3.1), we have

||u|| 2(N+2)
N—2

1,2N(2N+2)
T+ i

2
< Clluollm + T [[vllpgepn +C Jull¥ 242

1, 2N(N+2)

LN"2 whTNT
2 1 2 N3 3
< O (luolZ + B(u))® + T (lluol22 + Eun))* + [lul] Vi aveven | -
Ly w= W’ NZ+4
N+2
Note that [|ul| V5% 1s  avavse < P, so for sufficiently small T depending only on [lugl[3. +
LN=2 TN

E(ug), we have

(SIS

lull spen avgen < C (ol + B(uo))
Ly yapW N

where T; —T;_y = T. If T* < oo, then there exists M € N such that (M —1)T" < T* < MT.
Let T, =(j—1)T,5=1,...,M — 1 and T)y = T"*. Then we have

2(N+2) 2(N+2)
HUH 2(N+2) | 2N(N+2) < Z HUH 2(N+2) | 2N(N+2)
Lors WOV agiem L e )W N

< (MC (JJuoll3: + E(w0))*)” < 0.
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This contradicts to (3.2).
Case 2. Consider focusing case. By (Fy) — (F5),

1

E(uy) = E(u(t)) = §/RN \Vu(t, z)|* do — /RN F(u(t))dx

1 .
> SIVuliz —ellVulz: = ClIVuli,

which implies ||u||g: < CE(uy), so we get
1
@l < lu@)lIz2 + CE(w) = 5lluollz + CE(uo).

Similarly to the proof of the Case 1, which completes the proof of the lemma.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Combining Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, Theorem 1.1 holds. O

4 Blow up solutions

In this section, we will investigate the blow up solutions of (1.1). Let ¢ € C§°(RY) be radial

and satisfy
v(r) = {

For a fixed R > 0, we define the rescaled function ¥ : RY — R by setting

2 forr<1

/i < — > )
for 1> 2 and ¢'(r)<1 forr=|z[|>0

1
2T
0,

2 (T
Vr(r) == R*) (R) . (4.1)
Next we will show that
gt >0, 1= 220 S0 N D AuR() >0 forallr >0 4.2
r(r) =0, —— =20 r(r) > or all r > 0. (4.2)

Indeed, this first inequality follows from ¥ (r) = ¢"(5) < 1. We obtain the second inequality
by integrating the first inequality on [0,7] and using that ¢/%(0) = 0. Finally, we see that
last inequality follows from

1
N = Adn(r) = 1= ) + (V= 1) (1= 2500 > 0.
Besides (4.2), 1r admits the following properties, which can be easily checked. We define

Mypu®)] :==2Im [ w(t)Vir - Vu(t)de =2Im [ w(t)0;¢rdju(t)de.

RN RN

Define the self-adjoint differential operator
Lyp =1(V-Vip+Vip-V),

10



which acts on functions according to

Lypf =1i(V-((VYr) )+ (Vr) - (V).
It’s easy to check that
Meyglu(t)] = (u(t), Lyu(t)) -

Next, we show the following useful lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let N >3, and u € H! ; 1is a solution of (1.1). Let vg be as in (4.1), T* be
the mazximal existence time of solution u(t) in H! ,. Then for sufficiently large R, it holds

O Mo [u(0)] < 8E(u(t), 1€ [0,1).

Proof. By taking the derivative of My, [u(t)] with respect to time ¢ and using the equation
of u(t), for any t € [0,7), it follows that

%Mw [u@®)] = {u(®),[=A, ilys] u(t)) + (= f(u),iCypu(t)) + (u(t), Ty, f(u))

= [1 + [2 + ]3,
where [X,Y] = XY — Y X denotes the commutator of operators X and Y. According to the
localized radial virial estimate in [5], we obtain
L= {u(t),[=A,iTy,] u(t)) < 8 Vulz. + CR,
Iy = (=f(u),ilyzu(t))
= (f(u), (V ((V¢R) u) + (Viog) - (Vu)))

<2 Von V(@)
= =2 [ (@) Fluda
LO(N 4 1) /R Flu)dr -2 /| (= NP
< —2(N +1) /RN F(u)dr +2 /|x|>R(N — AYg)(e|ul* + C.|ul* )dx
<

(N 4+ 1) / F(u)dz + 20R||N — Agl| e [Vl Bagupar
RN

(u(t), iy f(u))
= —(u(t), (V- ((Vir) f(0) + (VYr) - (Vf(u))))

2/]RN Vir -V (F(u))dz
—2 /RN (AYg) F(u)dz

&
|

IA
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= 2y [ P2 [ (A= NF (s

< —2(N+1) / F(u)dx + 2C (N — Avg)(Jul® + |u*)dx

RN |z|>R

< 2N+ 1) [ Pl + 20RIN = Sl IVl
R
Therefore,

d
i Murlu(t)] =8 ||VU||iz+CR_2—4(N+1)/ F(u)dz+ACR7|N = At 1 | Vul L2 oy ).

RN

where the constant C' > 0 is independent of R. When R > 1 is sufficiently large, then
d
Mg [u(0)] < SE(u(t)) = 8B (o).

0

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By lemma 3.1, for a radial initial function ¢ € H} ,, (1.1) admits
a local solution v € H},. If T* < oo, then we are done. If T* = oo, we show (1.4). We
suppose that u(t) exists for all times ¢t > 0, i.e. 7% = oco. It follows from Lemma 4.1 and

conservation of mass, for R > 1 large enough,
d )
%Mw[u(t)] < 8FE(ug) :=—A*<0, t>0.
From this, we infer that

Mypu(t)] < —A"t + My, [u), t>0.

2| My, [uo)|

On the one hand, let Ty = P

> 0, then for any ¢t > T, we have
L.
My, lu(t)] < —§A t <0. (4.3)

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.4 and the conservation of mass, we see that for any t €
[0, +00),

Molutt)] <€ ) (71200, + o1 2ute)], )
< 0w (I9ul,a el + )1 19l
< C(un) [ Vulz,

where we have used the interpolation estimate

2
1
[I91u] | < CIvuls fulle-

12



This combined with (4.3) yields that for any ¢ > Tj,
At < —2My [u(t)] < C IVuls

This shows that
Va2 > Ct, 1> Ty,

It means that
sup [[Va(-, D)l = oc.
>0

5 Perturbation theory

In this section, we will study the long-time perturbation theory.

Proposition 5.1. (Perturbation theory) Let i : I x RN — C be a solution to the perturbed
Schrodinger equation with general nonlinearity

iU+ Au+ f(a) =e

for some function e. Suppose that

@l oo iz xrrvy < E, (5.1)
Hﬂ“ 2(N+2) 2(N+2) <L (52)
LTN=7 [TN-Z (IxRN)

for some E, L > 0. Let ug € H'(RY) with ||uol| j2@ny < M for some M >0 and let to € 1.
There exists eg = €o(E, L, M) > 0 such that if

luo = @ (to)l[ 1 < e, (5:3)

el <e (5.4)

2N
L¥®H'NL2LN+2

for 0 < e < e, then the unique global solution u to (1.1) with u (ty) = ug satisfies

||u — ﬂ“ 2(N+2) | 2N(N+2) < C(E, L, M)E, (55)

LEHNL, N2 W NZH

where C(E, L, M) is a non-decreasing function of E, L, and M.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume ty = 0 € I. From Theorem 1.1 we know
that u exists globally and

HUHLj%VjQQ) W1'2]\JT\I(2N+22) < 0,

so we need to get (5.5).
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Let

w:=u—u and A(t) := [|w]] 2(N+2)
L3,

1 2N(N+2) -

1 N-2 ' N234
o HE O Laar W *

Note that
10w+ Aw — f(a) + f(a+w) = —e,

which is equivalent to the integral equation
t t
w(t) = e wy + i / A f () + f(u + w)]dt + i / el eqyt,
0 0
Then by Strichartz, Holder, (5.1), (5.2), (5.3), (5.4), we obtain

Hw(t)H 2(N+2) 1 2N(N+2)

1 N—2 TN
HIOL o CpgyW - N7

(IN[=T,T7)

t t
e wy + i / A (@) + f(u+ w)]dt + i / et
0 0

2(N+2)

2N(N+2)

LEH\NLN 2 W

N24+4

t t
< Cllwollg + H/ e8! + ‘/ =8y dt!
0 L¥H! 0 Ly H?
t
+‘/ ORG24 (G +w) - |@+ w|T2]d || s | an(a)
0 LTN72 W NZia
~ _4 JUN
< Clwoll + oy +ellyn + € [l - Qi+ wlw= 4 @7, Lo
~ _4
< Cllwolln + Tl + T el +C|flol - Jit wl™=]| o
el [ —
L2wh N2
_4
< Cllwo|lm +T||w||L;°H1 +T||€HL39H1 + Clw| 20v+2) | 2N(N+2) 'H/IIHN;(?\U&) (N 42)
LN 72 W NZa LN LR
4
~ N-2
+C ||wHL;%\’j22) W1’21\117(2N+t12) ' Hu + ’UJ| L;(Nj;) LQ(NjQQ)
< Clwollm + T wllgepp + T llell o + Cllwll 2vez | avoven - 181 o2 s
LN 72 W N L N"% [Nz

4

+C ||w]| 2v42) L 2N(N+2) * PN=2
LTN72 " N234

w
4

< Ce+TA®) +Te+ CAH) LT + CA(t)p~,

where all space time norms are over (I N [=T,T]) x RY. Using the standard continuity

argument to remove the restriction to [—7', T, we derive (5.5).

2(N+2) 2N (N+2)

Remark 5.1. Note that f(u) € L¥EH' N LV ? WhTNTE and hence

/ 6i(t—t’)Af(u)dt/

t

— 0, t = +o0.
Hl
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Then, u(t) = e/~ + [T A f(w)dt' and hence ut = e Aug + [ e A f(u)dt' has
the desired property. In fact note that the argument used at the beginning of the proof of
Proposition 5.1 shows that it suffices to assume u to be a solution of (1.1) in I'x RN I' € I,

such that HUH 2N+2) | 2N(Nt2) < OO.
L,V wh TN

6 Some variational estimates

In this section, let us first recall some variational results. If we look for standing wave
solutions(form ®(¢, x) = e~y (z)) about the following equation

i0,® + A® + f(®) =0, (z,t) € RY xR, (6.1)

then (6.1) becomes non-linear elliptic equation
Au+ f(u) =0, (z,t) € RN x R. (6.2)
As described in [2], if we add condition (Fy) under the assumptions of (F}) — (F5), that is,

(Fs) There exists £ > 0 such that F/(& fo s)ds > 0.

then we obtain the existence of a solution of (6.2), i.e., (6.2) possesses a solution u such that
i) u>0onRY,
ii) w is spherically symmetric: u(z) = u(r), where r = |z|, and u decreases with respect
to r.
i) u € C}(RV).
iv) u together with its derivatives up to order 2 have exponential decay at infinity:

|Du(z)| £ Ce%ll 2 e RV,

for some C, > 0 and for |o| < 2.
Now, we assume that the solution of (6.2) is W (x). The equation (6.2) gives

/RNWWde:/RNF( )dz, F(u /f

Moreover, note that W (z) is a solution of (6.2), so we have the following Pohozaev identity

N —2
—/ VW |%dx =N [ F(W)dz.
2 RN RN
Hence,
1 1
EW) = —/ \VW|2dx —/ FW)dx = \VW|2d:c
2 RN RN N

15



Lemma 6.1. Assume u satisfies
[Vul[f2 < [[VWI[72.

Moreover, let E(u) < (1 — 0y)E(W), where 8 > 0. Then, there exists 5 > 0, § > 0 such
that

/ |Vul|?de < (1 — 51)/ VW |2dz, (6.3)
/RN(|VU|2 — F(u))dz > 5/RN |Vu|?d, (6.4)
/RN(|Vu|2 — flw)u)dx > S/RN \Vul?dz, (6.5)

E(u) > 0. (6.6)

Proof. In order to get (6.4), by (Fy) — (F3), we have, for any € > 0,
F(u) < elul* + C.|ul*.

Hence, it holds

[ 9P = Fapde > [ [Vupds = el - Gl
= IVul: — <l Vullfs — C.Vul:

= 5/ |Vul*dz,
RN

which implies (6.4) holds. Similarly, it can be proven that (6.7) is established. To prove
(6.3), by E(u) < (1 —6o)E(W) and ||Vul|7, < [[VW]]3,, we have

1 1-—
—/ \Vu|?da —/ F(u)dz < (1 —8))E(W) = % VW |2dz,
2 RN RN 2N RN
SO
2 1 2 1 —dp 2
|Vul*de < = |Vul|“dx + IVW|*dx + F(u)dx
RN 2 RN 2N RN RN
1 1—9 .
< —/ VW |?dx + 0/ (VW |2dx + £||Vul|2: + C.||Vul/%
2 RN 2N RN
1 1 -9 2
< —/ VW |?dx + 0/ VW |2z + || VW |32 + C||[ VIV 2
2 RN 2N RN
= (1— 51)/ VW |2dz.
RN
According to the proof of (6.4), (6.6) obviously holds, this completes the proof. O
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Remark 6.1. From Lemma 6.1, we know that the selection of W is not arbitrary. In
fact, we need to choose W such that fRN VW |?dz is small. Moreover, according to the
conditions of the nonlinear term and f is odd, there are actually infinite standing wave
solutions for equation (1.1), see [3]. In this case, we only need to take the solution that
minimizes [5y |VW|*dz.

Corollary 6.1. Assume that u € H' and [, |Vul’ dz < [ VW [2dz, then E(u) > 0.

Proof. If E(u) > E(W) = < [on [VW/[dz, this is obvious. If E(u) < E(W), the claim
follows from (6.6). O

Theorem 6.1. (Energy trapping). Let u be a solution of the (1.1), with ty = 0, u|,_, = uo
such that for dy > 0,

/ \Vuo\zdx</ VW 2dz, E(ug) < (1 — ) E(W).
RN RN

Let I(0 € I) be the mazimal interval of existence. Let 0y, & be as in Lemma 6.1. Then, for
each t € I, we have

/RN |Vu(t)|*dr < (1 —0,) /RN VW *dz, (6.7)

/RN(|Vu(t)|2 ~ F(u(t)))dz > 5/ Vu(t)[2dz, (6.8)

RN

|90 = faaends =3 [ [9uo)lds, (69)

E(u(t)) > 0. (6.10)

Proof. By energy conservation, E(u(t)) = E(ug), t € I and the theorem follows directly
from Lemma 6.1 and a continuity argument. U

Corollary 6.2. Let u,ug be as in Theorem 6.1. Then for all t € I we have E(u(t)) =~
Jan [Vu(t)Pde ~ [oy \Vuo|? da, with comparability constants which depend only on N.

Proof. E(u(t)) < [on |[Vu(t)|dz, but by the proof of (6.4) there exists & such that

Blu(t)) = %/RN |Vu(t,a:)|2da:—/RN Flut, z))dz

> 5/ IVu(t)2dz,
RN
so the first equivalence follows. For the second one note that
Bu(t) = E(uw) = [ _[Vual*ds
RN
by the first equivalence when ¢ = 0. O
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7 Concentration compactness

The main purpose of this section is to prove the following concentration compactness lemma,
which plays a crucial role in the proof of the theorem in the next section.

Lemma 7.1. (Concentration compactness) Let {vo,} € H', ||[vonllyn < p . Assume that
HeitAva"H 2(v+2 > p >0, where p is as in Lemma 3.1. Then there exists a sequence {VOJ}(;;
Lt,z -
in H', a subsequence of {vo,, }(which we still call {vo,}) and a triple (Nj,; Tjn;tin) € RT X
RN x R, with
)\"n |tn_t’n| |xn_x’n|
+ j b + j? j b + j? j b % m
Ajtn i An Ajn
as n — oo for j # j'(we say that (Nj,;xjn;t;,) is orthogonal if this property is verified)
such that

Vollgn = ao(p) > 0. (7.1)
If V;-l(x,t) = e"2V,, then, given g9 > 0, there exists J = J (o) and

J
1 — 5, —tin
(W}, € HY so that vy, = —s V) <x Tin hy )+wn (7.2)
A Ain Al

with HQMAZUHH 2%ﬁf)

Lenveny < €, for m large
" N244

(—oo,+o0) W
J
/ Vo) de = Z/ IVVo,|? da +/ \Vw,|* dz + o(1), n — oo, (7.3)
RN ‘1 RN RN
J .
E (von) = Y _E(VJ( o)+ B (wn) + o(1), n— oo (7.4)
j=1 im

The proof of this lemma originates from Keraani [18], but we need to modify the proof
since this paper considers general nonlinear terms. Firstly, we consider linear equation

- _ N
{ i0u+ Au =0, (z,t) € RY xR, (7.5)

u(0, )|,y = uo(z) € HY(RY).

Lemma 7.2. Let (¢,)n>0 be a bounded sequence in H'(RYN). Let (v,)n=0 be the sequence
of solutions to (7.5) with initial data v, (0,x) = @, (x). Then there exist a subsequence (v),)
of (vn), a sequence (W), of scales, a sequence (2/),., of cores and a sequence (V7). of
solutions to (7.5), such that

(1) the pairs (h?,z7) are pairwise orthogonal;

(i) for everyl > 1,




with

lim sup HwH}Lq(RLT(RN)) —0, l = o0 (7.7)
n—oo

for every H'-admissible pair (q,r)(defined in Definition 2.3), and, for everyl > 1,

l
/ \w;fdx:Z/ ‘VVj‘Zd:c—Ir/ (Vul [ de + o(1), n - oco. (7.8)
RN o1 RN RN

Proof. As stated by [17]. It is based on the “refined Sobolev inequality” (N = 3)

18]l o sy < ClIVA| Mo VRN

L2(R3) BY
where Bgm is the standard Besov space [4]. The proof of this lemma is completely similar
to [17, 18], so we omit it here. O

Lemma 7.3. Let (v],) be the subsequence of (v,) given by Lemma 7.2. Let (ul) be the
sequence of solutions to (1.1), with the same Cauchy data att =0 as v),. Then

l

1 M-l t—1t)
w(z,t) = — U’ ol () 41l (2, 1), 7.9
)= o (% (mf) @4y, (@)

Jj=1

with

lim sup <supE (rh () + ||| 2evee + || VrL| 2eim ) — 0, l = o0,
n—oo \ teR L, N=2 (RxRN) L, N (RxRN)

t,x t,x

where VI, W 77 w' are asin (7.6) and U7 is the nonlinear profile associated to (V7 hi, z7) (defined

in Definition 2.4).

Proof. Let us first restate the problem. Let (@), -, be a bounded sequence in H'(R"), such
that limsup ||, (0, )| g1 gay < p (Where p is given by Lemma 3.2). Let (vn),, (resp . (tn),=0)

n— o0

the sequence of solutions to (7.5) (resp. to (1.1)) with initial data (¢,),,-,- Lemma 7.2 pro-
vides a decomposition of (v,), -, for a subsequence (v;,) of (v,) in the form

l

1 fr—a) t—t
v (x,t) = VY o wd (z,t),
( ) Z(h%)f\’z < B (h%)2> ( )

J=1

where (V7) is a family of solutions to (7.5), (h?,27),., is a pairwise orthogonal family of
scales-cores, and the remainder w!, satisfies

lim sup HwﬁlH 2N+2) — 0, | — o0.
n—00 L, N2 (RxRN)

t,x

Also, the following almost orthogonality identity holds

I
/ |Vv;\2dx22/ }VV7}2dx+/ ‘Vwﬁl}2dx+o(1), n — oo.
RN ‘o1 JRY RN
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Let (u],) be the sequence of solutions of (7.5), with the same Cauchy data at ¢ = 0 as v/, and
U7 the nonhnear proﬁle associated to (V7 h’ z’) for every j > 1. Observe that, in view of
(7.8) fRN Ndx < p* and then the nonlinear profile U7 is globally well defined. We set

I , ,
1 N
rl(z,t) = (2, 1) — =2 uw (9: ':zn’ _ ") — ' (x,1).
j=1 (hn) 2

Our purpose is to prove that

n—00 L, =7 (RxRN) o (RXRN)

t,x tcv

lim sup <supE (ril(t ) + Hr H 2(N+2) + HVT H 224N ) — 0, [ — oc.
teR

The following notations will be used

f,llzzl:p(U’ (ZU]+w +r>.

=1 j=1
The function r! provided by (7.9) satisfies the equation
i0rt + Arl = f¢
4. 0) = 3 (7 = U .0)
iz

We also introduce the norm

llgllr =1Vl 20vr2) + gl 2even
Ly, (IxRN) L, Y77 (IxrN)

Note that, by Strichartz estimates (2.1) and (2.2), we get

lle*2¢lll < Cllolla e

for every ¢ € H*(RY). In the rest of the paper we note, for every a € R,

Yla) = [V @) || oy - (7.10)
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Recall that our purpose is to prove that

n—oo teR

lim sup (supE (T;(',t)) + |||r;|||R) — 0, | = oo.

The following lemma is a combination of Strichartz estimates and energy inequalities,
see [10, 18, 19].

Lemma 7.4. Let v € C([a,b], H(RY)) be a solution on I = [a,b] of the nohomogeneous

Schrodinger equation
10w+ Av = f,

with Vf e L~ Nt (I x RY). Then we have

el sup 7o (Dlawny < € IVl ey + 1951 sz

Applying Lemma 7.4 to r} on I = [a, b], it holds

L™NFT (IxRN)

|||7”£L |||1 —i—StU.? HVT;(t)HLz(RN) <C (’}/n + HVf H 2(N+2) ) . (7.11)
€
Next, we estimate

A

L NFZ (IxRN)

ol
= |V Zp(U] (ZU9+w —1—7")
= = 2(N+2)

L™NFT (IxRN)

v|Sp @) —pom)

I I
< ' - + HV (p(W,+w)) —p (W HLQ%VLQ) ()
Lj=1 L N+4 (IxRN)
+ |V (p (W, +wh +rh) —p (W) +w ))H 2(N+2) . (7.12)

N+1 (IxRN)

Furthermore, a combination of Leibnitz formula, Holder inequality and (F}) — (F}) gives

HV (p (ert + wiz + T;) (Wl + ’LU H 2(N+2)

NF4 (IxRN)

< CH|Vr;| ((W,§+wg+r )N P (W) +wh) 2 2)‘ ) +gy|vrny| 2(v12)
LW(IXRN L™NF4 (IxRN)
L™NFT (IxRN) L™NFT (IxRN)
+6||V7“5LH AN+2)
NF+4 (IxRN)
_4
< Okl sm | W w4 )| + el VL] aoven
N (IxRN) L= T (IxRN) L™NFT (IxRN)

1w (4wt 7

2(N+2)
L N+1 (IxRN)
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< Cl||vr W+ w! + ! N2 +¢||V
> H T"HLMNQ( H w r H 2(N+2)(I><RN) 5“ Tn” 2(N+2)(I RN
+H\V7“£L|(Wfl+wn)m’ 2(N+2)
L™ NF4 (IxRN)
4
1 l 1 Ni -« l «
S CHVTNHLQ(N*NH)( IXR Z HW tw H 2(N+2) IxRN) ) H(TH)HL%(IX[RN)
L
+H|vr;| (W +wl) ™2 | s el VrL g
L N4 (IxRN) N+1 (IxRN)
_4
4 6—N
_ 1 1 N2 ¢ a+1 1 l I\ N—2 l l
= O Il 7 M 5 9 (0wl (W )| s
—G—EHVTLH 2(N+2)
L NF4 (IxRN)
_4
4
< O WE b 17 Mk N +Cl ol Nl W, + ||| HWI +wh)| D
+o(1). (7.13)
We set

l AN !
L (RxRN) | HV (p (Wn ' wn) g (Wn)) HLQ%\T‘E) (RxRN)
X

- Hv [zp (02) ~» <W,a)]

(7.14)
Combining (7.11), (7.12), (7.13) and (7.14), we have
ll7s, Nz +sup [ Vo, (8)] 2 vy
tel
< C( —|— HVf H 2(N+2) )
LTNFE (IxRN)
4
6—N
! I jjatt ! ! L~z ||yt !
< CZHlW ol 17 M g I+ [W 4 w) | R
+C’fyn(a) + C6L. (7.15)

We prepare several propositions. The first one gives a uniform bound on HW,ZL + wﬁLHR.

Proposition 7.1. There exists C' > 0, such that, for every l > 1

lim sup || W + wl |||z < C. (7.16)

n—o0

In view of (7.15) and Proposition 7.1, we get for every [ > 1 and n > N(I),

llr Ml + sup [V, ()| 2y
tel
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L+ Cy(a) +C6;, | (7.17)

4
N-2
< C Z s W+ +C M M W+ )| g

The second proposition shows that under a suitable finite partition of R, one can absorb
the linear term in HrﬁLHI in the right-hand side of (7.17).

Proposition 7.2. For every € > 0, there exists an n-dependent finite partition of R

Ry = [0,a,] Ula), as] U---U [al7!, 400], (7.18)
—— —— ——
I 12 Iy
such that
lim sup HWTZL + wle aNt2) <e (7.19)
n—00 L™ N=2" (I} xRN)

for every 1 <1 < p and every l > 1.
The third proposition proves the smallness of d'.

Proposition 7.3.
limsup &, — 0, [ — oco. (7.20)

n—oo
Let us first assume the validity of Propositions 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, and use them to achieve
the proof of Lemma 7.3. Applying (7.17) on an interval I’, provided by Proposition 7.2, it
follows that

N2
N-—-2

7 s, + sup [IVrh (8) |2y < C | A4 (ah) + 6, + 22 b+ D lIrb g (7.21)
teli [—

for every [ > 1 and n > N(I). If we choose ¢ so that Ce < %, we obtain

N+2
N-—-2
et Wz, + sup [IVrh () | 2y < C | AL (al,) + 6, + Z (el (7.22)
teli gt
For i = 1, (7.22) reads
N2
N—-2
s g +5up V75, Ol < C {7 )+, + > Ml | - (7.23)
tel, a=2
Recall that, in view of definition of nonlinear profiles and 7/,, we have
t
l n
0) < U-V)|——+ —0, n— 7.24
ho <3 |o-vi(-g)],. 20 (720

J=1

for every [ > 1. Now we need the following classical lemma, see [18].
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Lemma 7.5. Let M = M(t) be a positive continuous function on [0,T], such that M(0) =0
and, for every t € [0,T], we have

with 0 < a < ag = aog(C). Then we have, for every t € [0,T],
M(t) < 2Ca.

From (7.20) and (7.24), it follows that, for every [ large enough, there exists N({), such
that
Y (0) + 8, < ag(C)

for every n > N(I). We denote by M! the function defined on I! = [0,al] by

S

M (5) = llIrs Mo +—5 sup [ V7 ()l 2.
n tell

It is clear that (7.22) still holds if we replace I} = [0, al] by [0, s] for every s € I!. Thus,

N+2
N-—-2

My,(s) < C | 71(0) +6, + Y (My)" (s)
a=2
Hence, M! satisfies the conditions of Lemma 7.5 for [ large and n > N(I), and so

M, (a,) = lIr,

n n

1+ sup [ Vel (1) | 2@y < 2C (74,(0) + 41 (7.25)
ter}

for [ large and n > N(I). Summing (7.20), (7.24), and (7.25), it follows that

lim sup <|||T£L |2 +sup ||v7’il(t>“L2(RN)> — 0, | = 0.
tel}

n— o0

On the other hand, in view of notation (7.10), we have

T (an) < sup [[Vry (8)] 2,
tel}l
which implies
lim sup v} (a}@) — 0, [ = oo.

n—oo

This fact allows us to repeat the same argument on I> = [a}, a?]. We get, similarly,

n’'n

I, 22 +Su}2) ||VT£L(t)||L2(RN) <C (%11 (an) + 551) ;
tel?
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SO

n— o0

lim sup (mr; Ilzz +sup ||Vra<t>||Lz<RN>) =0, 1 .
tel?

By iterating this process, we obtain that, for every 1 <i < p,

n—oo tell

lim sup <|||T£L |

r; +sup ||v7’il(t>“L2(RN)> — 0, | = 0.
Since p does not depend on n and [, we get

sy (11l + smp |97 Oz ) = 0, 1 o0
teR ¢

n—oo

A similar decomposition to (7.18) for R_can be provided. Arguing as above we prove

lim sup <|||7“l e + Sup |Vl (¢ )HLZ(RN)) — 0, [ — 0.

n—oo

Hence, we get

lim sup <|||7"n |l + sup HVr,l@(t)HLz(RN)) — 0, | = 0.
teR

n— o0

Since
B (1)) < V70 s, (1 VRO 52, ) S0, 1 o0,

it follows that

lim sup <|||7"£L lg +sup £ (rﬁl(t))) — 0, | = oo.
n—00 teR

To complete the proof of the lemma, we need to prove Propositions 7.1, 7.2, and 7.3.
The proof of Propositions 7.1 and 7.2 can be found in [18]. Since this paper considers general
nonlinear terms, we need to modify the proof of the Proposition 7.3. The proof is divided

into two parts. In the first one we prove that, for every [ > 1,

1 !
HV (Zp (U) —p <Z Ug)) — 0, n — oc. (7.26)
j=1 J=1 L%(RXRN)
In the second and main one, we prove
li;n_)solip HV (p (W,ll + wil) —p (WTZL)) HLQ(NLQ) — — 0, | — o0. (7.27)

Part 1. Arguing in the same way as in the proof of Lemma 2.7 and Proposition 3.4 in
[18], we concludes the proof of (7.26).
Part 2. By Leibnitz formula and Hélder inequality we get
HV (p (WTlL—l-’LUil) —p(W H 2(N+2)

L™ NFT (RxRN)
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< C H|VWTZL‘ (WTZL + w;)% |wil| 2(N +2) +C H|Vw;| (Wé)ﬁ 2(N+2)
L™NT3 (IxRN) L™NF4 (IxRN)
—|—€||VwiLH 2(N42)
L™NF (IxRN)

< Il s IV S ol

+CH|ersziz| (WTIL) Nﬁz‘ 2(N42) —|—€||an’| 2(N42)

L_N+T(1xRN) L_N_(IXRN)

< c (Hw%HLWMm W2 e T 12 (W2 ()] e I(RXRN))

+o(1). (7.28)

Putting together (7.7), (7.16) and (7.28), it follows that if we prove

limsupHW,lL ( )H N2 — 0, | — o0,
s o0 LN-T (RxRN)
then the proof of (7.27) is done. On the other hand, the convergence of the the series
2(N+2)
ST, Q(NH) implies that, for every e > 0, there exists [(¢), such that
j>1 —2 (RxRN)
2(N+2) 2(N+2)
Z HU] g(N2+2) <e Nz,
j>l(e) ~2 (RxRN)
In particular,
2(N+2)
1 N-—-2
lim sup Z Ul | v (wil)
n—00 T N42
J=l(e) LN-T(RxRN)
2(N+2) +2)
< | 2 VI lim sup || Vu, H N
i>l(e) L N=2 (RxRN) (RxRN)
2(N+2)
< Cenv—=, (7.29)
The last inequality follows from the fact that HVwﬁLH a(N12) is uniformly bounded.
L™ N (RxRVN)

Thereby,

lim sup HWTlLV w!

n—o00 n) HL%(RXRN)

< limsup ||,V () HL%(RXRN) e

n—oo

for I > I(¢). Hence, our problem is reduced to prove that

hmsup HWlOV H N2 —0,l > 00
LN=1 (RxRN)

o
for every fixed [y > 1. Since Wl = 5" UJ we have to show that
j=1

hgljol.}p HU,{V (wh) HL%(RX]RN) — 0, l - o0



for every ly > j > 1. A change of variables © = hiy + x,,,t = (hi)’ s + t,, gives

U39 ()], e

—T(RxRN)

= oV (@

HLN N=1(RxRV)’

where

~ - N

@y, 5) = ()" wh, (B + 2, (W) s+ 1)
Observe that

Hw H 2(N+2) = Hw H 2(N+2) and HV’LULHLz(NJrz)

— (IV@| sen
N=2"(RxRN) N=2" (RxRN) N LW

(RxRN) (RxRN)

By density, we can take U’/ € C§°. Using Holder inequality, it is enough to prove

hm sup Hle HL2 — 0, | — oo, (7.30)

where 2 is a fixed compact of R; x RY. This fact will follow from the following Lemma
which can be founded in [18].

Lemma 7.6. Let B be a compact set of Ry x RY. Then, for every e > 0, there exists a
constant C. such that

||VU||L2(E@) < CEHUHLz(]{r\rjzz) (RxRH) + €||VU(O, ) HLz(RN)

for every v(t, x) solution to linear Schridinger equation (7.5).

Applying Lemma 7.6 and (7.7), we know that (7.30) holds. This concludes the proof of
Lemma 7.3. 0

Proof of Lemma 7.1 . (7.1) is a consequence of the proof of Corollary 1.9 in [18], here,
we use the hypothesis Heimvo,nH 2V +2) > p > 0. (7.4) follows from the orthogonality of
L —2

(Ajn; Tjnitjn) as in the proof of (713) The rest of the lemma is contained in the proof of
Lemmas 7.2 and 7.3. O
8 Compactness of critical element

Let us consider the statement:
(SC) For all ug € HY(RY), with

/ \Vuo|* dz < / VW |2dz and E (ug) < E(W),
RN RN

if w is the corresponding solution to the (1.1), with maximal interval of existence I, then

= (—OO, —l—OO) and HUH 2(N+2) 1, 2N(N+2) < 00.
N-—2 N214

(—00,+00)
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We say that (SC')(u) holds if for this particular ug(such as, take u|,_, = ug), with
/ |Vuo|* dz < / VW |%dz and E (ug) < E(W)
RN RN

and u the corresponding solution to the (CP), with maximal interval of existence I, we have
I = (—00,+00) and |lul| 2ni2
N—-2

(—00,+00)

Note that, because of Lemma 3.2, if [|[Vul|,» < 0, (SC) (ug) holds. Thus, in light of
Corollary 6.2, there exists 179 > 0 such that, if ug is asin (SC) and E (ug) < 1o, then (SC') (ug)
holds. Moreover, for any ug as in (SC), E (ug) > 0, in light of Theorem 6.1. Thus, there
exists a number E¢, with ny < E¢ < E(W), such that, if ug is as in (SC) and E (ug) < E¢,
(SC) (up) holds and E¢ is optimal with this property. For the rest of this section we will
assume that Ec < E(W). We now prove that there exits a critical element ug o at the
critical level of energy E¢ so that (SC') (ug¢) does not hold and from the minimality, this

| 2N(N+2) < 0.
" NZ44

element has a compactness property up to the symmetry of this equation. This is in fact a
general principle which follows from the concentration compactness ideas. More precisely,

Lemma 8.1. There exists ugc in H*, with

E(upc) = Ec < E(W), / (Vg el de < / VW |2dx
RN RN

such that, if uc is the solution of (1.1) with data uyc, and mazimal interval of existence

o
1,0 €], then ||UCH ANH2) | 2N(N42) = +00.
L, N2 w NZa

Wl
It

I, = (0,+00) N 1. Then there exists z(t) € RY and \(t) € RT, fort € I, such that

B . 1 o (5 x(t)
K= {v(z,t) cu(z,t) = 7)\(15)% . (7)\@) ,t)}

has the property that K is compact in H'. A corresponding conclusion is reached if

Lemma 8.2. Assume uc is as in Lemmas 8.1 and |[uc|| aw+2 | avevizy = +00, where
I N-2 TNZTra

||UC|| AN+2) | 2N(N+2) = +00,
L, N2 W N

where I = (—o00,0)N 1.
Lemma 8.3. Let {20, } € H', with

/ |V,zo,n|2 dr < / VW |*dz and E (2,,) — Ec
RN RN

and with Heimzo,nH ANED) | aNVE) > p, where p as in Lemma 5.1. Let {V;;} be as in
=2

W' N244

(=00,+00)

Lemma 7.1. Assume that one of the two hypothesis

lim B(V!(—22) < Bg (8.1)

—<3
n—o0 )\1771
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or after passing to a subsequence, we have that, with s, = —;12'” , E(Vi(s,)) = E¢, and s, —
1,n

Sy € [—o0,+00], and if Uy is the non-linear profile (see Definition 2.1 and 2.4) associated

to (Vo1,{sn}) we have that the mazimal interval of existence of Uy is I = (—o0,400) and

(ULl 2viz) | avevee) < 00 and
N—-2 "TN244

L( oo, 400)

lim E(V(—%")) = Be. (3.2)

2
n—00 >\17n

Then (after passing to a subsequence), for n large, if z, is the solution of (1.1) with data at
t =0 equal to zyn, then (SC) (20.,) holds.

Let us first assume the validity of Lemma 8.3 and use it (together with Lemma 7.1) to
establish Lemmas 8.1 and 8.2.

Proof of Lemma 8.1. According to the definition of E¢, and the assumption that Fo <
E(W), we can find ug, € H', with
/ Vg, |” dz < / VW |*dz, E (uon) — Ec
RN RN

and such that if w,, is the solution of (1.1) with data at ¢t = 0, g, and maximal interval of

existence I,, = (=T_ (uoy) , T (o)), then || uq, || aven) vy 2 p >0, where p is
- 7 N244

(—00,+00)

as in Lemma 3.1 and [|u,| 2v+2 | 2vovie) = +oo(Here we are also using Lemma 2.1 and
N=2 "TNZT4

w
In
Lemma 3.1). Note that, since Ec < E(W), there exists §y > 0 such that

Because of Theorem 6.1, we can find § so that

/ V()| dz < (1 — 5)/ VW |%dx for all t € I,,, Vn.
RN RN

Apply now Lemma 7.1 for £ > 0 and Lemma 8.3. We then have, for J = J (&), that

J
1 l<l’-l’jn —t]n)
Ug,n = — % : ) : +wn7 (83>
J
/ |Vu07n|2dx:Z/ \vvo,jfdwr/ IV, | dz 4 o(1), (8.4)
RN =1 /RN RN

E (ug,) = i E <vj (;ﬁ;)) + E(w,) + o(1). (8.5)

Jj=1
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Note that because of (8.4) we have, for all n large, that
) )
/ Vw,|* de < (1 — —)/ VW |[*dx and / IVVo, | de < (1 — —)/ VWV |*dz.
RN 2 RN RN ’ 2 RN

From Corollary 6.1 it now follows that E(V}(— 332")) > 0 and F (w,) > 0. From this and
(8.5) it follows that

B3 < B (o) + o)

and hence lim E(V}(—42)) < Ec. If the left-hand side is strictly less than F¢, Lemma 8.3

)\2
gives us a go_:;;jcoradictlon with the choice of ug,,, for n large (after passing to a subsequence).
Hence, the left-hand side must equal E¢.
Let then U; be the non-linear profile associated to (V{,{s,}), with s, = f\é" (after
passing to a subsequence). We first note that we must have J = 1. This is because (8.5)
and E (uo,) — Ec, E (V] (=s,)) = Ec now imply that

E (w,) = 0 and E(V}(— ;2"))%0]—2 .

Using (6.4) and the argument in the proof of Corollary 6.2, we have

Z/ YV s +/ V|2 dz — 0.

We then have, since [,y |[VV}(—1 ) 2dz = [on |VVo,|* dz that Vp; = 0,5 = 2,...,J and

Jan \an| dr — 0. Hence (8.3) becomes Uppn = =V} (x Thn n) + wy,. Let vy, =
by 2

1,n

A2 Uom (Arn (24 21,,)) and note that scaling gives us that v, verifies the same hypothesis

N-2
as g, Moreover, W, = Ay 2wy, (A1n(z 4 21,,)) still verifies [y |V@,|* dz — 0. Thus

Vo = Vi (sn) + Wy, / V@, |* de — 0.
RN

Let us return to Uy, the non-linear profile associated to (Vg 1, {s,}) and let
Ly = (T-(Uh), T4 (Uh))

be its maximal interval of existence. Note that, by definition of non-linear profile, we have
/RN VU, (s,)]” dz = /RN v/ (sn)}2 dz+ o(1) and E (U; (s,)) = E (V{ (s,)) + o(1)
Note that in this case E(V/!(s,)) = E¢ + o(1) and
/RN WV (s,)]" dx = /RN IV Vou|? do = /RN Vug.|? dz + o(1) < /RN VW |2da
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for n large by Theorem 6.1. Let’s fix § € I;. Then E (U (s,)) = E (U1(8)), so that
E (Uy(5)) = Ec.

Moreover, [uv |VU; (sn)|” da < Jan [VW|?dz for n large and hence by (6.7)

/ |VU1(§)\2d:c</ N
RN RN

It ||U4 | 2ven) | avaven < 00, Remark 1.4 gives us that [; = (—o00,4+00) and we then
L,V w”

N244
. +

obtain a contradiction from Lemma 8.3, Thus,

00l s

aN(Nt2) = 00
" N244
I

and we then set uc = U (after a translation in time to make § = 0). O

Proof of Lemma 8.2. We argue by contradiction. For brevity of notation, let us set
u(x,t) = uc(z,t). If not, there exists 7y > 0 and a sequence {t,} ~, t, > 0 such that,
for all \y € R, 2y € RV, we have

1 _
—U (x xo,tn) —u(x, ty)

>y, forn#n'. (8.6)
Hl

Note that (after passing to a subsequence, so that ¢, — ¢t € [0, (ug)]), we must have

t =T, (ug), in view of the continuity of the flow in H', as guaranteed by Lemma 3.1. Note

that, in view of Lemma 3.1 we must also have He’mu (tn)H 242 anve) 2 -
- T N2+44
(0,400)

Step 1. Let us apply Lemma 7.1 to vy, = u (t,) with g > 0. We will show that J = 1.
Indeed, if lim E(V}(—%m)) < E¢, then by Theorem 6.1, we have

2
n—o0 )\1'"

/ |Vau(t)Pde < (1 — 51)/ VW |2z for all t € I
RN RN

and E(u(t)) = E(ug) = Ec < E(W), by Lemma 8.3 we obtain that (SC')(u) holds. So
u| eve2) | avevis < +o0o, which contradicts the hypothesis. Therefore, it follows that
N=2 T NZ1a

Iy
lim E(V}(—%2)) = E¢. Similar to the proof of Lemma 8.1, we get

n— 00 A%’"
J =1, / \Vaw, | dz — 0.
RN

Thus, we have

T — $1,n _tl,n

u(ty) = ——= Vll 5 + Wy, / |an|2 dr — 0. (8.7)
2 )\Ln )\1’77/ RN
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Step 2. we prove that s, = S
1I,n

must be bounded. In fact, note that

itA e T I S ek R itA
u(ty) =XM,° V , + e w,.

On the other hand, assume
since

tl n
)\2

1,n

HezmwnH awen | avevn < g for n large enough
N—2 2

L(() oo W N<+4+4
and

_N—2 — X1, t—t1n
)‘1 n2 ‘/ll & IL ’ 172
’ )\1,n ()\1771)

< —Cy, where Cy is a large positive constant. Then,

P
< |Vi(y, s < =
2N+D) | aNE2) H 1(% )HLz%wz) 1’21\17\7(21v+2) =9
N— ’ 2 w +4
L w NZ244 (Co,+o0)
(Orto0)
for Cy large, which contradicts He“A (tn)H 2842) 2NN+ > p.
(040 W VI
On the other hand, assume that > (), for a large positive constant Cy, n large, we
) 05 p 05 )
have
_N=2 Tr—x t—t
l 1n 1,n 1 P
At VIR 2 || s avenen S Vi)l sgep L avgem < 2
Ln ( l,n) L(iN’%) W N2 L(foo’*CO)W M
for Cy large. Hence, Heimu (tn)H 2(N+2)
that ||u|| 2(N+2)
N

’ 2
(—o0) W i

avvtz < p, for n large. By Lemma 3.1, we know
(—o0,tn)
t,

)\

avv+2) < p, which gives us a contradiction because of t,, — T (ug). Thus

)\ — tg € (—00, +00).

Step 3. By (8.6) and (8.7), for n # n' large (independently of Ao, xg), it holds

1 1 = — Tin —th 1 T — T _tl,n’
N2 N2 Vi , 2 | — N 2 Vi ( ’ 2 > 1lo/2
)\0 5 )\1 ) >\17n ()\l’n> ()\1 n/) 2 )\l,n’ ()\l,n/)
or

H1
A \ T A\
1,n/ 1 YA1n! ~
\%
<>\1 n)‘(]) ! <

)

~ t 10/ 0
5¥S) +In,n’ — Xo, — . 2 _‘/1l y’_>\2,” Z %7
0 1,n ()\l,n> Ln/ HL
where T, is a suitable point in RY and )\o,fo are arbitrary But if we choose \g =
Al,n’ tin 17L
S L0 = Tt then TP — —tp and —225
contradiction.

Gy

So 0] ;2 > %, which reaches a

0
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Thus, to complete the proofs of Lemmas 8.1 and 8.2 we only need to provide the proof
of Lemma 8.3.

Proof of Lemma 8.3. Let us assume first that (8.2) holds and set

A:/ |VW|2d:):,A’:/ VW Pz, M = ||Ur]| aviz | axveves) -
RN RN L N-2 W’ 2

N=<+4

(=00,+00)

Arguing (for some £y > 0 in Lemma 7.1) as in the proof of Lemmas 8.1, we see that

lim E(VH(=22y) = B, and Ee < EOW),

which imply that J = 1, [px |[Vw,|*dz — 0. Moreover, if

N-2 _ N-2 ¢
Vo,n = >\1772L ZO,n(Al,n(x + xl,n))a Wy, = >\1772L wn(>\1,n($ + xl,n))a Sp = _)\12_7n7
1n

we have fRN |Vﬁ7n|2 dz — 0 and vy, = V{ (s,) + W,, while

HeitA'UOWH iz anvven > 0, / |V“0,n|2d1'</ |VW|2dx, E (vo,,) = Ec.
[ TN-2 RN RN

» N2414
(“oo400)W

By definition of non-linear profile, we know that

/RN IVVi(sn) — VU (s,)|?dz = o(1).

We then have
Vo = Ui (50) + /

V@, |2dz — 0.
RN
Moreover, as in the proof of Lemma 8.1, E(U;(0)) = Ec and [,n |VUI(t)° dz < [ [VIV|2d
for all t. We now apply Proposition 5.1, with ¢y < g9 (M, A, A’, N) and n large, with
u="U,e=0,t = 0,up = vy,. This case now follows.
Next, assume that (8.1) holds, the proof is divided into five steps.
Step 1 We prove that for j > 2, we also have lim E(Vj(—f\%—’;)) < F¢. In fact, up to

n— oo

a subsequence, assume lim E(Vll(—f\ll—”)) < E¢. Due to (7.3), it holds
n—oo

,n

J
/ V20,27 > Z/ Ve 2dz + o(1)
RN j:l RN

and since B¢ < E(W), for n large we have E(zy,,) < (1 — dp)E(W), by Lemma 6.1,

/ V20| dz < (1—51)/ VW |2dz and / IVVo,|2de < (1—51)/ VW |dzx.
RN RN RN RN
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Similarly, [on |[Vw,|?dz < (1 —01) [pn [VW|*dz. By Corollary 6.1, we have
tin
E(Vj(=33") 2 0, E(w,) 2 0.
7,n

Moreover, using (7.1) and the proof of Corollary 6.2, we have

EWVH(—32) > C’/ \VVoa|? dz > cag = ag > 0 for n large.
RN

)\2
By (7.4), it holds

J
tim
E(z,) > a0 + ZE(V;Z( )\2 %)) + o(1) for n large,
j=2

so the claim follows from F (z,) — Fc.
Step 2 We show that (after passing to a subsequence so that, for each j, hm E(V}(—5 Ln ))

exists and hm( /\2 ) =5, € [—00,400] exists) if U; is the non-linear proﬁle assomated to

(v}, { Yn }) then U; satisfies (SC). Indeed, according to the definition of non-linear profile
and Step 1, it follows that E(U;) < Ec because of lim E(V/(—3 Ln )) < E¢. Moreover, since

n—oo

/ IVV} (- A2 20 2dx <(1—51)/ VW |*dz,
RN

the definition of non-linear profile and Theorem 6.1, if ¢ € I;(the maximal interval for U;), we
have [ |[VU;(#)[?dx < [ [VW[dz. By the definition of E¢, our claim follows. Note that

the argument in the proof of Proposition 5.1 also gives that |U;]| 2wvi2 | 2x(vay < 00,
N—2 W NZid

(—00,+00)

Step 3 We claim that there exists jy so that, for j > jo we have

2(N+2) 2(N+2)
N-—-2
HU H 2(N+2) 1 2N(N+2) S C”VE)J”HI . (8'8)
L N=2 w NZ+a
(—00,+00)

In fact, from (7.3), for fixed J we see that (choosing n large)

J
Z/ |VV07J-|2d:L'§/ |Vz07n|2dx+0(1)§2/ VWV |*dz.
=1 /RN RN RN

Thus, for j > jo, we have
[ 9V <3,
RN

where 0 is so small that HeitA‘/OJH ANTD) | 2NE) < p, with p as in Lemma 3.1. From the
—2 ’ N2+4

(—00,+00)

definition of non-linear profile, it then follows that ||U|| 2D 2NN < 2p, and using

(=00, +00)
the integral equation

¢
u(t) = e ug + z/ e A F () dt.
0
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So |U;(0)]| ;o < C'|[Voll gn and ||U;]| LLE BT ) < C||Voll 1, which implies (8.8).

(—00,+00)

Step 4 For ¢y > 0, to be chosen, define now

J(€0)
H o 1 U T — Tjn t—t]’m
n,e0 T N—2 Y] ., ) )\2 )
]:1 >\],72L J,m Jmn
then it follows that
||Hn,€o|| 2(N+2)  2N(N+2) < CO> (8-9)
L, N—2 T N-2
(—00,+00)
uniformly in gy, for n > n(egp). In fact,
||Hn,€0|| % 2N (N+2)
- N-2
(—00,+00)
2(N+2)
N-—-2

7o) 1 T — Tjn t— tj,n
- Z vz Uj N A2
j=1 )\j,1’2L J,n 7,m
1 t—t "
T — T t—1t; T — Xy — Uy
< C J,n J,n . U‘, J,n J,n
o J(€O Z // ( >\]7n ’ )\j2n ) )\N;Z I ( )\j’,” ’ )\?’,n

/7é.7 ) 7' n
2(N+2)
80 N-—-2
— X t—1t;
_'_ j,n’ ]777,
z// v (52
= T+ 1L

By the orthogonality of (A;,;%;,;t,,), we know that II — 0 for n large(see Keraani [18]).
Hence, for n large we have II < 1. Since (7.3), it follows that

2(N+2) 2(N+2)

I S Z ||U ’ 2(N+2) QN(N+2) + Z ||U ’ 2(N+2) 2N(N+2)
2
( oo+cx>) J=Jo ( oo+oo)
2(N+2) J(e0) 2(N+2)
S ZHU || 2(N+2) 2N(N+2) _I_CZ ||‘/0.7||
( o<>+oo) J=Jjo
C’
<3
where j, is defined as in (8.8). For ¢y > 0, to be chosen, define
] ) )
4
( N—2
H 1 U T — Tjn t— tjm 1 U T — Tjn t— tj,n
neo ‘ neo‘ nso Z N-—2 “J \ ) )\2 N2 Y] \ 5 )\2 .
oA jn in A2 jn in

using the arguments of Keraani [18], we get

For n =n (o) large, HVR”’EOHLZL_J%% —0 asn— oo.

tHxT
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Step 5 Finally, we apply Proposition 5.1 to obtain our purpose. Let
'l’I - Hn@oa €= Rn,€07

where g is still to be determined. Recall that

7o) 1 r—x t
_ }: l —Yn T
ZO,n - N—2 ‘/] ( )\ 9 >\2 ) + Wn,
j=1 )‘j,ri J:m J,m

where He“AwnH 2N+2)  anvizy < €0- By the definition of non-linear profile, we now have
L. N-2 [ TN—=z
(—00,+00)
ZO,”(I) = Hn,eo(xv 0) + @n(l’),
where, for n large He“AfﬁnH 2(N+2)  anviz < 2809. Moreover, according to the orthogonality
N—-2 —N_—9
LT N—2

(—00,+00)

of (A\jn;xjnit;,) and Corollary 6.2, for n = n (gy) large, it holds

J(eo

J(e0) )
t—1in
/ |VHn,EO(t)|2dg;g2§:/ IVU,( A;’ )2da < 4C / V'V, |* dz
RN =1 JRN j RN

,n

i=1
and

J(eo

)
/ |vv0,j\2dxg/ |vz0m|2dx+/ \Vzo7n\2dx+o(1)§2/ VW |2dz.
RN RN RN RN

j=1
Let M = Cy with Cj as in 8.8,

M, A, A N)
2 )

A= 5/ VW Pdz, A = A+/ VW Pda, ey < “ol
RN RN

where o(M, A, A, N) is defined as in Proposition 5.1. Fix gy and choose n so large that

VRl ov < g9 and so that all the above properties hold. Then Proposition 5.1
L HNLZ LN T2
indicates that the conclusion is valid in the case when (8.1) holds. O

Remark 8.1. Assume that {zo,,} in Lemma 7.1 are all radial. Then Vp j, w, can be chosen
to be radial and we can choose xj, = 0. This follows directly from Keraani’s proof [18]. If
we then define (SC) and E¢ by restricting only to radial functions, we obtain a uc as in
Lemma 8.1 which is radial, and we can establish Lemma 8.2 with x(t) = 0.

9 Rigidity theorem

In this section we will prove the following:
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Theorem 9.1. Assume that ug € H' is such that
E(up) < E(W), / |Vuo|* dz < / VW |2dzx.
RN RN

Assume that u be the solution of (1.1) and u|,_, = wy with maximal interval of existence
(=T_(ug), T (up)). If there exists A(t) > 0, fort € [0,T} (ug)), with the property that

1 T
K = {'U(Zlf,t) = )\(t)¥u ()\(t)’t) te [OaT-i- (UO))}

is such that K is compact in H*. Then T (uy) = +00,ug = 0.

Remark 9.1. We conjecture that Theorem 9.1 remains true if v(z,t) = ~ )IN,2 u (m;égt) , t),
t)" 2

with (t) € RNt € [0, T (ug)). In other words, for “energy subcritical” initial data, com-
pactness up to the invariances of the equation, for solutions, is only true for u = 0.

We start out with a special case of the strengthened form of Theorem 9.1, i.e.,

Lemma 9.1. Assume that u,v, \(t), x(t) are as in Remark 9.1, that |x(t)| < Cy and that
At) > Ay > 0. Then the conclusion of Theorem 9.1 holds. Moreover, if T (ug) < +00, the
hypothesis |z(t)| < Cy is not needed.

In the next lemma we will collect some useful facts:

Lemma 9.2. Let u,v be as in Lemma 9.1.
i) Let 6o > 0 be such that E(ug) < (1 —0do)E(W). Then for allt € [0, Ty (up)), we have

/ |Vu(t)Pdr < (1—51)/ VW |*du,

RN RN

/ (IVuf? = F(u))de > 5/ Vuldz,
RN RN

/ (|Vul* - f(v)u)dz > 5/ |Vul*dz,
RN RN

01,50/ ‘VU0|2dSL’ S E(UO) S CQ/ |VU0|2dSL’,
RN RN
E(u(t)) = E (uo) ,

01,50/ \Vu0\2d:c§/ \Vu(t)\2dx§02/ Vol da.
RN RN RN

/ (Vo(t)Pde < 02/ VW |*dz,
RN RN

lo(@)I < Cs / VW Pda.

37



i) For all xo € RY
t 2
/ lol@. O 4, < 04/ VW |?d.
RN |T — o] RN
iv) For each €g > 0, there ezists R(gg) > 0, such that, for 0 <t < Ty (ug), we have

0]

/ (|Vv|2dx—l—F(v)+—2) dx < e.
l2|>R(e0) ||

Proof. Using Theorem 6.1, Corollary 6.2 and Sobolev embedding, it is easy to see that 1)
and ii) hold. iii) follows from Hardy’s inequality. using Sobolev embedding and the Hardy
inequality, follows from the compactness of K. O

The next lemma is a localized virial identity about general nonlinear equation. The
proof idea comes from Merle [20].

Lemma 9.3. Let vy € C°(RY),t € [0, T, (up)). Then:
i)

d lu|*1pdz = 2Im uVuVydz
dt RN RN

i)
d2
ﬁ RN

1 _
lu|*2pdr = 4/RN AY|Vul?dz + 5 /RN VI|ul*V(Ay)ds + /RN AY[F(u) — f(u)u)dx.

Proof. By (1.1) and direct calculation, we get
d 9 ou
- - 9 oy
o /RN U(x)|u(t, x)|*dx /RN Re@bat udx
= 2 / Re [iAu + i f(u)] updz
RN
= —2Im Auurpdx

RN

= 2Im VuuVidx

RN

because of Im [,x VuVuipdz = 0 and part (i) follows.
Using (i), we know that

) _
% /]RN V(@) u(t, 2)|’der = 2 {Im /]RN Vwﬂvg—?dijIm . Vw%Vudx}
= 2(2Im w@v dx —Im Aw’a—ud
- I T
On the one hand,
—Im A¢ﬂa—udx = —Re/ AYu (Au+ f(u)) dz
RN at RN
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= —/RN A¢f(U)Ud$+/RN A¢|Vu|2dx+%/w Vul*V(Ay)dz.

On the other hand, note that

—2 Re/ VY AuVudz
RN

SO

-2 Re/
RN

Therefore, we have

2Im
]RN

ou
V) En Vudr =

Vi AuVudz

Vi AuNVudz

RN

Vi AuVudz,

RN

= 2 Re/ AYVuVudzr + 2 Re/
RN R

= 2 Re/ AYpVuVudzr + 2 Re
RN

= 2 Re/ AYpVuVudzr + 2 Re
RN

Vi AuVudr = Re / AYpVuVudz.

RN

—2Tm w%ﬁdx

RN

—2Re Vi AuVudr — 2 Re

RN RN

Re/ AYpVuVudr — 2 Re Vo f (u)Vuds
RN

RN

/ A¢|Vu\2d:c+/ AYF (u)dz.
RN RN

Vo f (u)Vudz

Combining the above two estimates, we obtain

d2

- 2[21m/ w@vudx—lm
RN 8t

% | a@lutt.o)kds

_Ou
Aiﬁuadx]

RN

- 92 [/RN A¢\Vu|2dx+/RN AYF (u)dx — /RN Awf(u)adij/RN AY|Vul*dz

1

= 4/ Aiﬁ\VuPd:I:—l—1
RN 2

+3 /RN V\uPV(Azp)dx}

/RN V|u*V(Ay)dx + /RN AY[F(u) — f(u)i]dz,

which implies that the conclusion is valid.

O

Proof of Lemma 9.1 . The proof splits in two cases, the finite time blow-up case for u
and the infinite time of existence for u.

Case 1 T, (ug) < oo. Note first that \(t) — oo as t — Ty (ug). If not, there exists
t; T Ty (ug) such that A (¢;) — \g < +00. Let




By the compactness of K, there exists v(z) € H' such that v; — v in H'. Hence,

N—2 N—2

! (x - %’ti) = ()] 7T v (A (t)]2) = Ag? v (Aoz) in H

because of A(t;) > Ao, Ao > Ap. Let now h(z,t) be the solution of (1.1) with data
N-2
2

Ao 2 v (Aox) at time T (ug) and

”h” 2(N+2) L 2N(N+2) < +00
(T4 (ug) =8, Ty (ug)+95)

in an interval (T (ug) — 0,7 (ug) + ). Let h;(x,t) be the solution with data at T (ug)

equal to u (a: — ig’g , ti). Then Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 guarantee that

sup [ Al 2N +2) 1, 2 ) < +00.
» 2
’ (T4 (u0) 5. (ug)+5) V.

But u (:c - fg; g+t =T, (uo)) = h;(z,t), contradicting finite blow-up since 7" (ug) < 0.

Let us prove now a decay result for u from the concentration properties in L?" of u at
T, (ug). Let us now fix ¢ € C°(RY), ¢ radial, ¢ =1 for |z| < 1, =0 for |z| > 2 and set

¢r(r) = p(F). Define

wel®) = [ lule O er(o)ds, ¢ 0T, (w),

We then have

vl < O [ [V, (0.1
RN
Indeed, it follows Lemma 9.2 and 9.3 that
2 N x
vl < > )Im [ vy
1 1
2 ? Jul? > 2
< Cu / |Vul“dz ) - / —=dr ) < C’N/ VIV |“dz,
RN ry |z]? RN
We also have:
For all R > 0,/ ulz, 8)[2dz — 0 as £ — T, (ug). 9.2)
|z|<R

N-2

In fact, u(y,t) = [Mt)] = v(A(t)y + z(t), ), so that

/ (e, 6)Pde
|z|<R

O / o o 0,0y

YOI / 0z, 1) 22
B(z(t),RA(t))
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YOI / oz, 0)[2dz + A(E)]2 / 0z, 1) 22
B(z(t),R\(t))NB(0,e RA(t)) B(z(t),RA\(t))\B(0,eRA(t))

= A+ B.
By Holder inequality( + = = 1),
A< DO RO F e < 210 [ 9P,
]RN

which is small with €. Now, fixed ¢ > 0, note that A(¢t) — +o00 as t — T, (ug), by Lemma
9.2 and Holder inequality, we have

_ 2
B < A1) 2(RA()Y N HU||iQ*(|m|2€R)\(t)) = R2||U’|i2*(\x\253,\(t)) — 0as t = T% (uo),

According to (9.1) and (9.2), we have
yr(0) < ya(Ts (us)) + Cn T (o) / VW Pdr = CaT (o) / R
R R
Hence, letting R — +oo we obtain ug € L2(RY). Arguing as before,

lyr(t) — yr (T ()| < C (T () — 1) / VW Pde,

RN
so that
yl(t) < Cy (T (ug) — 1) / VW .
]RN

Letting R — oo, we see that
It 2 < Co (T wo) = 0) [ [9WPda
R
and so by the conservation of the L? norm |[u(T%(uo))||;2 = ||uoll;2 = 0. But then u = 0,
contradicting T’ (ug) < oo.

Case 2 T, (up) = +oo. In this case we assume, in addition, that |xz(t)| < Cy. We first
note that for each £ > 0, there exists R(¢) > 0 such that, for all ¢ € [0, 00), it holds

2
/ (|Vu|2+F( )+%) dr <e, (9.3)
| > R(e) ||

/|~’0|>R(a) (W S %) dr < e, (9.4)

In fact, u(y,t) = [A(t)] "= v(A(t)y + z(t),t), so that

[ P = [ @R+ (0, 0Pdy
ly|>R(e) ly|>R(e)

= / |Vu(z + z(t),t)dz
|z|>R(e)A(t)



< / Vo= + o(t), £)dz
|2|>R(e)Ao

< / (Vu(a,t)|*da
|a|>R(e)Ao—Co

and the statement for this term now follows from Lemma 9.2 iv). The other terms are
handled similarly. There exists Ry > 0 such that, for all ¢ € [0, +00), we have

8/ |Vul*dz — 8/ F(u)dx > C’(;O/ |Vuo|? dex. (9.5)
|z|< Ro |z|<Ro RN

8/ |Vul*dz — 8/ f(u)udz > 050/ V| da. (9.6)
|z|<Ro |z|<Ro RN

In fact, (6.8) combined with Lemma 9.2 i) yields

8/ |Vu|2dzc—8/ F(u)d:zzag()/ |Vuo|? da.
RN RN RN

Now combine this with (9.3), with e = & [n |Vuo|® dz to obtain (9.5). Similarly, it can be
proven that (9.6) is established.

To prove Case 2, we choose ¢ € C5°(RY), radial, with p(z) = |2|? for |z| < 1,¢p(x) =0
for |x| > 2. Define

at) = [ ule P Rp( s,

then we have
|2p(1)] < C’N,ao/ |Vuo|* R*da for t > 0,
RN

zp > O g, /N |Vuo|” dz for R large enough, t > 0.
R

In fact, from Lemma 9.3 i),

< C’NR/ m|Vu||u|al:£
0

<z|<2R ||

3 2\
CyR? / \Vu|?dx / Mdm
RN Ry |2]?

< CNR2/ |Vuo|? da
RN

EAGIES QR‘Im / TVuV( L) da
RN R

IN

because of Lemma 9.2 i). In view of (9.3), (9.4), (9.5), (9.6) and Lemma 9.3, ii), we have
1
2n(t) = 4/ A<p|Vu|2dx—|——/ V|u|2V(A<p)d:E+/ Ap[F(u) — f(u)u]dz
RN 2 RN RN
> 4/ [[Vul* = F(u)]dz + 4/ [[Vul®> — f(u)u]dx
RN RN
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> 4/LBSR[|VU|2 —F(u)]da?—l—4/ [[Vul* — f(u)u]ds

|z|<R

_CN/ |:|vu|2+| |2 —|—|U|2:|
R<|z|<2R | |
> CN,(;O/ \Vuo\zdx

RN

for R large. If we now integrate in ¢, we have 2}(t) — 25(0) > Cnsyt [on |Vuo|® dz, but
we also have |2(t) — 25(0)] < 20NR? [, [Vuo|* dz, a contradiction for ¢ large, unless
Jan |Vuo|* dz = 0. O

Proof of Theorem 9.1 . Assume that ug #Z 0 so that fRN |Vuo|2 dxr > 0 and because of
Lemma 9.2 i) (which is still valid here), E(ug) > C1 5, [on |Vuo|* dz and hence E(ug) > 0.
Because of Lemma 9.1, we only need to treat the case where there exists {t,} —, ,t, > 0,¢, 1
T, (ug), so that

n=1"

A(tn,) — 0.
(Itt, — to € [0, Ty (uo)), we obtain forall R > 0, [l - [v(to)[*" dz = 0but [on Vo (f)[* do > 0).
After possibly redefining {¢,} -, we can assume that

Atn) <2 inf A(?)

t€[0,tn]

and from our hypothesis

By Theorem 6.1 we have
E(W) > E(wy) = E(ug) > 0,/ \Vu(t)Pdz < (1 — 51)/ VW |2dx
RN RN

so that [pn [Vwo|  dz < [on [VIW|2dz. Thus wy # 0. Let us now consider solutions of (1.1),
wy(z, 7), wo(z, 7) with data w,(—,0),wy(—,0) at 7 = 0, defined in maximal intervals 7 €
(=T (wy),0],7 € (=T_ (wp) , 0] respectively. Since w, — wp in H', lim T_ (w,) > T_ (wp)

n—oo

and for each 7 € (—T_ (wy), 0], wy(z,7) = wo(z,7) in H.

: : T _ 1
Note that by uniqueness in (1.1), for 0 < ¢, + SXONIER wy(z,7) = [,\(tn)]¥u([*(t 7> tn +
o). Remark that nh_)rrolo Tp = nh_ilot 2 A (tn)]? > T (wp) and thus for all T € (=T_ (wy) , 0]

for n large, 0 < ¢, + < t,. Indeed, if 7, - 19 < T_ (wp), then w, (x,—7,) =

A(tn) -
L g (/\z ) — wp (z,—70) in H' with X(¢,) — 0 which is a contradiction from
XS (tn)

Uo §é O, Wo ;7é 0.
Fix now 7 € (—=T- (wy), 0], for n sufficiently large v <x, tn + ﬁ), A <tn + ﬁ) are

defined and we have
v <x t, + L)
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where
A <t + %)
An(T) = > —
(7) Nt 2
because of the fact \(¢,) < 2 inf A(t)). One can assume after passing to a subsequence

te[0,tn]
that A, <tn + ﬁ) — Xo(7) with 1< Xo(7) < +00 and v (1’ tn + )\(t E ) — vo(, 7) in H,

as n — 0o. Remark that \o(7) < +oo. If not, we will have

1 T
Xn(7)¥ wo (Xn(f) , 7') — vo(z, 7),

which implies wo(z,7) = 0 which contradicts E (w) = E (ug) > 0. Thus A(7) < 400

and vg(z,7) = = ( )lN ( ”E ) where v(7) € K. We thus obtain a contradiction from
Xo(T) 2

Lemma 9.1. ’ O

Corollary 9.1. Assume that E (ug) < E(W), [on [Vuo|* dz < [on |VW|2dz and uy is radial.
Then the solution u of the Cauchy problem (1.1) with data ug at t = 0 has time interval of

existence I = (—o0, +00), |ul| 20vi2) | avivezny < +00 and there exists ug 4, ug— in H such
L,V"2 whTNT T

that

i alt) = g = 0.t fufe) -2

Moreover, if we define &y so that E(ug) < (1 — 8g)E(W), there exists a function M(dy) so
that

o[, = 0.

HUH 2(N+2) | 2N(N+2) < M((S(]) .

L, N=2 T NZia
Proof. By the integral equation in Lemma 3.1, we know that w(t) is radial for each ¢ € I.
Using Remark 8.1 and Theorem 9.1 we obtain I = (—oo, +00), ||u|| 2wv+2)
L N-2

L2N(Ny2) < F00.
" N244

I

Now Remark 5.1 finishes the proof of the first statement.
For the last statement, let

Ds, = {uo e H' radial, / |V |* dz < / VW ?dz and E (ug) < (1 — do) (W)}

M((SO) = sup ||u|| 2(N+2) | 2N(N+2) -
u€Ds, LI W~ NZ244
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We need to prove M (dy) < +oo. If not there is a sequence g, in Ds, and the corresponding
solutions u, such that ||u,|| 2wv+2 | 2vovizy — 400 as n — +o00. Note that we can assume
L N-—-2 w ’N244

that He’muomH aN+2) | anven) > P, With p as in Lemma 3.1. Arguing as in the proof of
LN wh NTHa

1
Lemma 8.1, we would conclude that first J = 1 in the decomposition given in Lemma 7.1
and then since ||Uy|| 22
L[ N—-2

L2N(vt2) < +00 we reach a contradiction. O
W' N244
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