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Abstract

In this paper, we study the well-posedness theory and the scattering asymptotics

for the energy-critical, Schrödinger equation with indefinite potential

{
i∂tu+∆u− V (x)u+ |u|

4
N−2u = 0, (x, t) ∈ RN × R,

u|t=0 = u0 ∈ H1(RN ),

where V (x) : RN → R is indefinite and satisfies appropriate conditions. Using con-

traction mapping method and concentration compactness argument, we obtain the

well-posedness theory in proper function spaces and scattering asymptotics. Moreover,

we get a positive ground state solution which is radially symmetric by using varia-

tional methods. This paper extends the results of [20](Invent. Math) to the potential

equation and develops the recent conclusions.
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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, Schrödinger equation with potential

{
i∂tu+∆u− V (x)u+ |u| 4

N−2u = 0, (x, t) ∈ RN × R,

u|t=0 = u0 ∈ H1(RN),
(1.1)

where V (x) : RN → R is indefinite and satisfies appropriate conditions.
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When V (x) = 0, Kenig and Merle in [20] study the Ḣ1 critical non-linear Schrödinger

equation {
i∂tu+∆u± |u| 4

N−2u = 0, (x, t) ∈ RN × R,

u|t=0 = u0 ∈ Ḣ1(RN).

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 [25] considered global well-

posedness for one-dimensional cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation by introducing a new

function space. For N = 2, [8] established global well-posedness results in the defocusing

case, posed on the two-dimensional unit ball. For high dimensions case, Tao et.al in [29]

established global well-posedness and scattering for solutions to the defocusing mass-critical

nonlinear Schrödinger equation. For more well-posedness results, please refer to [3, 9–12, 16,

32].

When V (x) 6= 0, two situations arise. If V (x) is nonnegative potential(inverse square

potential), Lu et al. in [23] studied the scattering/blowup dichotomy below the ground state

in the focusing case and proved scattering in H1 for arbitrary data in the defocusing case.

For more nonnegative potential results, please refer to [15, 18, 22, 34]. If V (x) haves a

negative part, it is not easy to handle. More precisely, it is very difficult for us to obtain the

existence of the ground state solution of (1.1) and some necessary variational estimates. It

is worth mentioning that the above mentioned papers only consider the subcritical energy

case, so it is natural to ask whether similar conclusions hold for the critical energy case? The

answer is affirmative, moreover, we have also proved that the solution blow up in infinite

time as long as the initial energy is less than 0.

In order to analyze the scattering asymptotics of (1.1), we need to prove the existence

of standing wave solutions to (1.1), that is, Ψ(x, t) = eiλtu(x), λ ∈ R and u : RN → R, so we

get the equation

−∆u+ V (x)u = |u| 4
N−2u, x ∈ R

N , (1.2)

where V (x) : RN → R is indefinite. This proof is based on the variational method, please

refer to section 6 for details.

If the solution u of (1.1) has sufficient decay at infinity and smoothness, it satisfies the

conservation of mass

M(u(t)) := ‖u(t)‖L2 = ‖u0‖L2 (1.3)

and the conservation of energy

E(u(t)) = E(u0), (1.4)

where E(u(t)) is defined by

E(u(t)) =
1

2

∫

RN

(|∇u(x, t)|2 + V (x)|u(x, t)|2)dx− N − 2

2N

∫

RN

|u(t)| 2N
N−2dx

and the energy space is H1.
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In this paper, the potential V : RN → R is assumed to satisfy the following assumptions

V ∈ K ∩ LN
2 (1.5)

and

‖V−‖K < N(N − 2)α(N), (1.6)

where α(N) denotes the volume of the unit ball in RN , K is a class of Kato potentials with

‖V ‖K := sup
x∈RN

∫

RN

|V (y)|
|x− y|dy

and V−(x) := min{V (x), 0} is the negative part of V . Suppose {xn} ⊂ RN , we define

Ln = −∆+ V (x− xn) and L∞ =

{
−∆+ V (x− x∞), if xn → x∞ ∈ RN ,

−∆+ V∞, if |xn| → ∞.

In particular, L [φ (x+ xn)] = [Lnφ] (x+ xn).

Remark 1.1. A typical example of potentials satisfying (1.5) and (1.6) is the following

Yukawa-type potential

V (x) = c|x|−σe−a|x|, c ∈ R, σ ∈ (0, N − 1), a > 0.

The genuine Yukawa potential corresponds to σ = 1. The nonlinear Schrödinger equation

with Yukawa potential appears in a model describing the interaction between a meson field

and a fermion field(see [33]). Note that

‖V ‖Lq = |c|
[
Nα(N)(aq)qσ−NΓ(N − qσ)

] 1
q (1.7)

and

‖V ‖K = 2(N − 1)α(N − 1)|c|aσ−N+1Γ(N − 1− σ), (1.8)

where Γ is the Gamma function. In fact,

‖V ‖Lq = |c|
(∫

RN

|x|−qσe−aq|x|dx
) 1

q

= |c|
(
Nα(N)

∫ ∞

0

rN−1−qσe−aqrdr

) 1
q

= |c|
[
Nα(N)(aq)qσ−NΓ(N − qσ)

] 1
q ,

which proves (1.7). To obtain (1.8), consider

∫

RN

|V (y)|
|x− y|dy = |c|

∫

RN

e−a|y|

|y|σ|x− y|dy.
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If x = 0, that is,

∫

RN

e−a|y|

|y|1+σdy = Nα(N)

∫ ∞

0

e−arrN−2−σdr = Nα(N)aσ−N+1Γ(N − 1− σ).

If x 6= 0, it holds

∫

RN

e−a|y|

|y|σ|x− y|dy =

∫ ∞

0

∫

SN−1

e−ar

rσ|x− rθ|r
N−1drdθ =

∫ ∞

0

e−arrN−2−σI(x, r)dr,

where r = |y| and
I(x, r) =

∫

SN−1

1∣∣x
r
− θ
∣∣dθ.

Take A ∈ O(N) such that Ae1 =
x
|x| with e1 = (1, 0, · · · , 0), we see that

I(x, r) =

∫

SN−1

1∣∣∣ |x|r Ae1 − θ
∣∣∣
dθ =

∫

SN−1

1∣∣∣ |x|r e1 − θ
∣∣∣
dθ.

By change of variables, we get

I(x, r) =

∫ 1

−1

∫
√
1−s2SN−2

dη√(
|x|
r
− s
)2

+ |η|2

ds√
1− s2

=

∫ 1

−1

∫

SN−2

√
1− s2dζ√(

|x|
r
− s
)2

+ 1− s2

ds√
1− s2

=
∣∣SN−2

∣∣
∫ 1

−1

ds√(
|x|
r
− s
)2

+ 1− s2

= (N − 1)α(N − 1)
r

|x|

( |x|
r

+ 1−
∣∣∣∣
|x|
r
− 1

∣∣∣∣
)

=

{
2(N − 1)α(N − 1), |x| ≤ r,

2(N − 1)α(N − 1) r|x| , |x| ≥ r.

It follows that

∫
e−a|y|

|y|σ|x− y|dy

=
2(N − 1)α(N − 1)

|x|

∫ |x|

0

e−arrN−1−σdr + 2(N − 1)α(N − 1)

∫ ∞

|x|
e−arrN−2−σdr

= 2(N − 1)α(N − 1)aσ−N+1Γ(N − 1− σ)

+2(N − 1)α(N − 1)

(
1

|x|

∫ |x|

0

e−arrN−1−σdr −
∫ |x|

0

e−arrN−2−σdr

)
.
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Consider

f(λ) =
1

λ

∫ λ

0

e−arrN−1−σdr −
∫ λ

0

e−arrN−2−σdr, λ > 0.

We see that if 0 < σ < N − 1, then

lim
λ→0

f(λ) = 0.

Moreover,

f ′(λ) = − 1

λ2

∫ λ

0

e−arrN−1−σdr < 0, ∀λ > 0.

This shows that f is a strictly decreasing function, hence f(λ) < 0 for all λ > 0. Thus for

x 6= 0, ∫
e−a|y|

|y|σ|x− y|dy < 2(N − 1)α(N − 1)aσ−N+1Γ(N − 1− σ).

We conclude that

‖V ‖K = 2(N − 1)α(N − 1)|c|aσ−N+1Γ(N − 1− σ),

which proves (1.8).

The main results of this paper are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume u0 ∈ H1
rad(R

N), N ≥ 3. If V ∈ K∩LN
2 and ‖V−‖K < N(N−2)α(N),

then there exists a unique solution u to (1.1) satisfying

u ∈ C(I,H1
rad(R

N)) ∩ L
2(N+2)
N−2 (I,W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4 )

for ‖u0‖H1 small enough, where I is an interval.

Theorem 1.2. Let N ≥ 3 and u0 ∈ H1
rad

hold. Assume V ∈ K ∩ LN
2 and ‖V−‖K <

N(N −2)α(N). Let u be such that the corresponding solution to (1.1) exists on the maximal

time T ∗. If E(u0) < 0, then one of the following statements holds true:

(1) u(t) blows up in finite time in the sense that T ∗ < +∞ must hold.

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

sup
t≥0
‖∇u(·, t)‖L2 =∞. (1.9)

Remark 1.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, we can define a maximal interval

I(u0) = (t0 − T−(u0), t0 + T+(u0)), with T±(u0) > 0, where the solution is defined. If

T+(u0) <∞, then by standard finite blow-up criterion, we know that

‖u‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

[t0,t0+T+(u0)]
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

= +∞,

the corresponding result holds for T−(u0).
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Theorem 1.3. Assume that N ≥ 3. If V ∈ C(RN)∩LN
2 (RN) and ‖V−‖N

2
≤ S, the equation

(1.2) has a positive ground state solution which is radially symmetric.

Remark 1.3. If the operator −∆ + V is positive definite, then we can use the mountain

pass theorem to obtain the ground state solution of the equation. If the operator −∆+ V is

indefinite, we can also obtain the existence of nontrivial solutions(Sobolev subcritical case)

via Morse theory, but we can not determine whether this solution is ground state. The critical

case is even more complicated, and there are currently no results regarding the ground state

solution.

Theorem 1.4. Let V ∈ C ∩K ∩W 1,N
2 , ‖V−‖K < N(N − 2)α(N), ‖V−‖N

2
≤ S, ∇V (x) · x ∈

L
N
2 (RN ) and ∇V (x) · x ≤ 0, N ≥ 3. Assume that

E (u0) < E(W ),

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx <
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx

and u0 is radial. Then there exist u0,+, u0,− in H1 such that

lim
t→+∞

∥∥u(t)− eitLu0,+
∥∥
H1 = 0, lim

t→−∞

∥∥u(t)− eitLu0,−
∥∥
H1 = 0.

Remark 1.4. If the operator −∆ + V is indefinite and the nonlinear term satisfies the

sobolev subcritical growth, we can obtain a nontrivial solution. However, it is difficult to

obtain the scattering results. A very obvious difficulty is that the energy corresponding to

this nontrivial solution may not necessarily be positive, so we can not obtain the necessary

variational estimates(such as Lemma 7.1).

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 global well-

posedness. In sections 4 and 5, we get the blow up solutions in infinite time and long time

perturbation result. After that, we prove the existence of positive ground state solution by

using variational methods in section 6. Finally, we will obtain the scattering asymptotics.

To achieve this goal, we need some new variational estimates and compactness results, that

is, sections 7, 8 and 9.

2 Preliminary

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

theorems.

Definition 2.1. Let v0 ∈ H1, v(t) = eitLv0 and let {tn} be a sequence, with lim
n→∞

tn = t̄ ∈
[−∞,+∞]. We say that u(x, t) is a non-linear profile associated with (v0, {tn}) if there exists
an interval I, with t̄ ∈ I (if t̄ = ±∞, I = [a,+∞) or (−∞, a]) such that u is a solution of

(1.1) in I and

lim
n→∞

‖u (−, tn)− v (−, tn)‖H1 = 0.
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Now, we give some relatively specific definitions that play a crucial role in the proof of

concentration compactness in section 8.

Definition 2.2. (i) We call scale, every sequence h = (hn)n≥0 of positive numbers and core,

every sequence z = (zn)n≥0 = (tn, xn)n≥0 ⊂ R× RN .

(ii) We say that two pairs (h, z) and (h′, z′) are orthogonal if

hn

h′n
+
h′n
hn

+

∣∣∣∣
tn − t′n
(hn)

2

∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣
xn − x′n
hn

∣∣∣∣→ +∞, n→∞.

Definition 2.3. (i) A pair (q, r) is L2-admissible, if r ∈ [2, 2N
N−2

) and q satisfies

2

q
+
N

r
=
N

2
.

(ii) A pair (q, r) is H1-admissible, if r ∈ [ 2N
N−2

,+∞) and q satisfies

2

q
+
N

r
=
N − 2

2
.

Proposition 2.1. (see [19]) Let (q, r) be an L2-admissible pair. There exists C = C(r),

such that ∥∥eitLh
∥∥
L
q
tL

r
x
≤ C‖ϕ‖L2(RN )

for every ϕ ∈ L2(RN ).

A direct consequence of Proposition 2.1, via Sobolev’s inequality, is the following.

Proposition 2.2. Let (q, r) be an H1-admissible pair. There exists C = C(r), such that

∥∥eitLh
∥∥
L
q
tL

r
x
≤ C‖∇ϕ‖L2(RN )

for every ϕ ∈ Ḣ1(RN).

Remark 2.1. One can actually show: ([19]) ii’)

∥∥∥∥
∫ +∞

−∞
ei(t−τ)Lg(−, τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
L
q
tL

r
x

≤ C‖g‖Lm′
t Ln

′
x
,

where (q, r), (m,n) are any L2-admissible pair.

Lemma 2.1. (Sobolev embedding). For v ∈ C∞
0

(
RN+1

)
, we have

‖v‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

t L

2(N+2)
N−2

x

≤ C‖∇xv‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

t L

2N(N+2)

N2+4
x

(N ≥ 3).

(Note that 2(N+2)
N−2

= q,
2N(N+2)
N2+4

= r is admissible.)
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Lemma 2.2. ([13]) Let F (z) = |z|kz with k > 0, s ≥ 0 and 1 < p, p1 < ∞, 1 < q1 ≤ ∞
satisfying 1

p
= 1

p1
+ k

q1
. 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 ∈ S ,

‖F (u)‖Ẇ s,p ≤ C‖u‖kLq1‖u‖Ẇ s,p1 .

A similar estimate holds with Ẇ s,p, Ẇ s,p1-norms replaced by W s,p,W s,p1 norms.

Lemma 2.3. ([7]) Let N ≥ 1 and f : RN → R satisfy ∇f ∈ W 1,∞(RN). Then, for all

u ∈ H 1
2 (RN), it holds that

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

ū(x)∇f(x) · ∇u(x)dx
∣∣∣∣ 6 C

(∥∥∥|∇| 12u
∥∥∥
2

L2
+ ‖u‖L2

∥∥∥|∇| 12u
∥∥∥
L2

)
,

with some constant C > 0 depending only on ‖∇f‖W 1,∞ and N .

Next, we consider the operators L∞ appear as limits of the operators Ln.

Lemma 2.4. (see [22, 23]). Suppose τn → τ∞ ∈ R and {xn} ⊂ RN satisfies xn → x∞ ∈ RN

or |xn| → ∞. Then,

lim
n→∞

‖Lnψ −L∞ψ‖Ḣ−1 = 0 for all ψ ∈ Ḣ1,

lim
n→∞

∥∥(e−iτnLn − e−iτ∞L∞)
ψ
∥∥
Ḣ−1 = 0 for all ψ ∈ Ḣ−1,

lim
n→∞

∥∥∥
[
(Ln)

1
2 − (L∞)

1
2

]
ψ
∥∥∥
L2
x

= 0 for all ψ ∈ Ḣ1. (2.1)

Furthermore, for any 2 < q ≤ ∞ and 2
q
+ N

r
= N

2
,

lim
n→∞

∥∥(e−itLn − e−itL∞)
ψ
∥∥
L
q
tL

r
x(R×RN )

= 0 for all ψ ∈ L2
x. (2.2)

Finally, if x∞ 6= 0, then for any t > 0,

lim
n→∞

∥∥[e−tLn − e−tL∞]
δ0
∥∥
Ḣ−1 = 0. (2.3)

Notations:

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

line by line.

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

• We use usual Lp spaces and Sobolev spaces H1. p′ for the dual index of p ∈ (1,+∞)

in the sense that 1
p′
+ 1

p
= 1.

• We use notation A ⋐ B to denote A is a open subset of B.

8



3 Well-posedness

First, we recall the dispersive estimate for the linear propagator e−itL, but for simplicity, we

assume that the negative part of a potential is small.

Lemma 3.1. (Dispersive estimate). If V ∈ K ∩ LN
2 and ‖V−‖K < N(N − 2)α(N), then

∥∥e−itLu
∥∥
L∞ ≤ C|t|−N

2 ‖u‖L1

for any u ∈ L1(RN).

Proof. By Beceanu-Goldberg [5], it suffices to show that L does not have an eigenvalue or

a nonnegative resonance. We claim that L is positive, that is, if V ∈ K, then
∫

RN

|V ||u|2dx ≤ ‖V ‖K
N(N − 2)α(N)

‖∇u‖2L2. (3.1)

In particular, if ‖V−‖K < N(N − 2)α(N), then

(
1− ‖V−‖K

N(N − 2)α(N)

)
‖∇u‖2L2 ≤ ‖L

1
2u‖2L2 =

∫

RN

Luūdx ≤
(
1 +

‖V ‖K
N(N − 2)α(N)

)
‖∇u‖2L2.

In fact, observe that

∥∥∥|V | 12 (−∆)−1|V | 12u
∥∥∥
2

L2

=

∫

RN

|V (x)|
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

RN

|V (y)| 12
N(N − 2)α(N)|x− y|u(y)dy

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dx

≤
∫

RN

|V (x)|
(∫

RN

|V (y)|
N(N − 2)α(N)|x− y|dy

)∫

RN

|u(y)|2
N(N − 2)α(N)|x− y|dydx

≤ |V |K
N(N − 2)α(N)

∫

RN

∫

RN

|V (x)|
N(N − 2)α(N)|x− y| |u(y)|

2dydx

≤
[ |V |K
N(N − 2)α(N)

]2
‖u‖2L2.

Then, (3.1) follows by the standard TT ∗ argument with T = |V | 12 |∇|−1. Therefore, it has

no negative eigenvalue. Moreover, by Ionescu-Jerison [17], there is no positive eigenvalue or

resonance.

Lemma 3.2. If V ∈ K∩LN
2 and ‖V−‖K < N(N − 2)α(N), there exist C1, C2 > 0 such that

‖f‖Lq ≤ C1

∥∥L s
2 f
∥∥
Lp
, ‖f‖Lq ≤ C2

∥∥(1 + L) s2 f
∥∥
Lp
,

where 1 < p < q <∞, 1 < p < N
s
, 0 ≤ s ≤ 2 and 1

q
= 1

p
− s

N
.
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Proof. Consider the heat operator e−t(a+L). Let a = 0 or 1. According to the Theorem 2

in [27], we know that e−t(a+L) obeys the gaussian heat kernel estimate,

0 ≤ e−t(a+L)(x, y) 6
A1

t
N
2

e−A2
|x−y|2

t , ∀t > 0, ∀x, y ∈ R
N

for some A1, A2 > 0. Applying it to

(a+ L)− s
2 =

1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

e−t(a+L)t
s
2
−1dt,

it is easy to see that the kernel of (a + L)− s
2 satisfies

∣∣(a+ L)− s
2 (x, y)

∣∣ ≤ C
1

|x− y|N−s ,

where C > 0. This implies that
∥∥(a + L)− s

2 f
∥∥
Lq
≤ C‖f‖Lp with p, q, s in Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.3. (Norm equivalence) If V ∈ K ∩ LN
2 and ‖V−‖K < N(N − 2)α(N), then

∥∥L s
2f
∥∥
Lr
∼ ‖f‖Ẇ s,r ,

∥∥(1 + L) s2f
∥∥
Lr
∼ ‖f‖W s,r ,

where 1 < r < N
s
and 0 ≤ s ≤ 2.

Proof. Let a = 0 or 1. We claim that

‖(a + L)f‖Lr ∼ ‖(a+∆)f‖Lr , ∀1 < r <
N

2
.

Indeed, by Hölder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality, we have

‖(a+H)f‖Lr ≤ ‖(a−∆)f‖Lr + ‖V f‖Lr
≤ ‖(a−∆)f‖Lr + ‖V ‖

L
N
2
‖f‖

L
Nr
N−2r

≤ C‖(a−∆)f‖Lr .
Similarly,

‖(a−∆)f‖Lr ≤ ‖(a+ L)f‖Lr + ‖V f‖Lr
≤ ‖(a+ L)f‖Lr + ‖V ‖

L
N
2
‖f‖

L
Nr
N−2r

≤ C‖(a+ L)f‖Lr .
Next, we claim that the imaginary power operator (a + L)iy satisfies

∥∥(a−∆)iy
∥∥
Lr→Lr

,
∥∥(a+ L)iy

∥∥
Lr→Lr

≤ C〈y〉N2 , ∀y ∈ R and ∀1 < r <∞.

Indeed, since the heat kernel operator e−tL obeys the gaussian heat kernel estimate (see the

proof of Lemma 3.2, these bounds follow from [26]. Combining the above two claims, we

obtain that
‖(a+ L)zf‖Lr ≤ C〈Im z〉N2 ‖(a−∆)zf‖Lr ,
‖(a−∆)zf‖Lr ≤ C〈Im z〉N2 ‖(a + L)zf‖Lr

for 1 < r < ∞ when Re z = 0 and for 1 < r < N
2
when Re z = 1. Finally, applying the

Stein-Weiss complex interpolation, we prove the norm equivalence lemma.
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Now, we get the existence and uniqueness of solution to (1.1) by using contraction

mapping method.

Lemma 3.4. Assume u0 ∈ H1
rad(R

N), N ≥ 3, then there exists a unique solution u to (1.1)

satisfying

u ∈ C(I,H1
rad(R

N)) ∩ L
2(N+2)
N−2 (I,W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4 )

for ‖u0‖H1 small enough, where I is an interval.

Proof. (1.1) is equivalent to the integral equation

u(t) = e−itLu0 + i

∫ t

0

e−i(t−t
′)L|u| 4

N−2udt′.

Now, we consider the complete metric space

B =

{
u : ‖(1 + L) 1

2u‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ ρ

}

equipped with the distance

dB(u, v) := ‖u− v‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

, u, v ∈ B

and

Φu0(v) = e−itLu0 + i

∫ t

0

e−i(t−t
′)L|v| 4

N−2 vdt′.

Next, we prove that Φu0(v) : B→ B and is a contraction. In fact, by Lemma 2.1,
∥∥∥(1 + L) 1

2Φu0(v)
∥∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ C‖(1 + L) 1
2u0‖L2 +

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

e−i(t−t
′)L(1 + L) 1

2 |v| 4
N−2 vdt′

∥∥∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ C‖(1 + L) 1
2u0‖L2 + C

∥∥∥(1 + L) 1
2 |v| 4

N−2 v
∥∥∥
L2
I
L

2N
N+2

≤ C‖u0‖H1 + C
∥∥∥v · |v|

4
N−2

∥∥∥
L2
I
W

1, 2N
N+2

≤ C‖u0‖H1 + C

∥∥∥∥‖v‖
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

· ‖v‖
4

N−2

L
2(N+2)
N−2

∥∥∥∥
L2
I

≤ C‖u0‖H1 + C ‖v‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

· ‖v‖
4

N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2(N+2)
N−2

≤ C‖u0‖H1 + C ‖v‖
N+2
N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

(3.2)

≤ C(‖u0‖H1 + ρ
N+2
N−2 ).

Choosing ρ such that C(‖u0‖H1 + ρ
N+2
N−2 ) ≤ ρ, then Φu0(v) maps B to B.
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Now we prove that Φu0(v) is a contraction map. Let u, v ∈ B, by Remark 2.1 and

Lemma 2.2, then we have

dB(Φu0(u),Φu0(v))

= ‖Φu0(u)− Φu0(v)‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

e−i(t−t
′)L|u · |u| 4

N−2 − v · |v| 4
N−2 |dt′

∥∥∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ C‖u · |u| 4
N−2 − v · |v| 4

N−2‖
L2
I
L

2N
N+2

≤ C‖u− v‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

(
‖u‖

4
N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

+ ‖v‖
4

N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

)

≤ C‖u− v‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

(
‖u‖

4
N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

+ ‖v‖
4

N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

)

≤ Cρ
4

N−2dB(u, v).

Choosing ρ such that Cρ
4

N−2 ≤ 1
2
, the above estimate implies that Φu0(v) is a contraction.

Therefore, Φu0(v) has a fixed point in B.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The above lemma implies global well-posedness for (1.1).

4 Blow up solutions

In this section, we will investigate the blow up solutions of (1.1). Let ψ ∈ C∞
0 (RN) be radial

and satisfy

ψ(r) =

{
1
2
r2, for r 6 1

0, for r > 2
and ψ′′(r) 6 1 for r = |x| > 0.

For a fixed R > 0, we define the rescaled function ψR : RN → R by setting

ψR(r) := R2ψ
( r
R

)
. (4.1)

Next we will show that

1− ψ′′
R(r) > 0, 1− ψ′

R(r)

r
> 0, N −∆ψR(r) ≥ 0 for all r > 0. (4.2)

Indeed, this first inequality follows from ψ′′
R(r) = ψ′′( r

R
) ≤ 1. We obtain the second inequality

by integrating the first inequality on [0, r] and using that ψ′
R(0) = 0. Finally, we see that

last inequality follows from

N −∆ψR(r) = 1− ψ′′
R(r) + (N − 1)

(
1− 1

r
ψ′
R(r)

)
> 0.
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Besides (4.2), ψR admits the following properties, which can be easily checked. We define

MψR [u(t)] := 2Im

∫

RN

u(t)∇ψR · ∇u(t)dx = 2Im

∫

RN

u(t)∂jψR∂ju(t)dx.

Define the self-adjoint differential operator

ΓψR := i (∇ · ∇ψR +∇ψR · ∇) ,

which acts on functions according to

ΓψRf = i (∇ · ((∇ψR) f) + (∇ψR) · (∇f)) .

It’s easy to check that

MψR [u(t)] = 〈u(t),ΓψRu(t)〉 .
Next, we show the following useful lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let N ≥ 3, and u ∈ H1
rad

is a solution of (1.1). Let ψR be as in (4.1), T ∗ be

the maximal existence time of solution u(t) in H1
rad

. Then for sufficiently large R, it holds

d

dt
MψR[u(t)] ≤ 8E(u(t)), t ∈ [0, T ∗) .

Proof. By taking the derivative ofMψR[u(t)] with respect to time t and using the equation

of u(t), for any t ∈ [0, T ), it follows that

d

dt
MψR[u(t)] = 〈u(t), [−∆, iΓψR ] u(t)〉+

〈
−|u| 4

N−2u, iΓψRu(t)
〉
+
〈
u(t), iΓψR|u|

4
N−2u

〉

= I1 + I2 + I3,

where [X, Y ] ≡ XY −Y X denotes the commutator of operators X and Y . According to the

localized radial virial estimate in [7], we obtain

I1 = 〈u(t), [−∆, iΓψR ]u(t)〉 ≤ 8 ‖∇u‖2L2 + CR−2,

I2 =
〈
−|u| 4

N−2u, iΓψRu(t)
〉

=
〈
|u| 4

N−2u, (∇ · ((∇ψR) u) + (∇ψR) · (∇u))
〉

≤ 4

N

∫

RN

∇ψR · ∇
(
|u| 2N

N−2

)
dx

= − 4

N

∫

RN

(∆ψR) |u|
2N
N−2dx

= −4
∫

RN

|u| 2N
N−2dx− 4

N

∫

|x|≥R
(∆ψR −N)|u| 2N

N−2dx

= −4
∫

RN

|u| 2N
N−2dx+

4

N

∫

|x|≥R
(N −∆ψR)|u|

2N
N−2dx

13



≤ −4
∫

RN

|u| 2N
N−2dx+ 2CR−2‖N −∆ψR‖L∞‖∇u‖2L2(|x|≥R),

I3 =
〈
u(t), iΓψR|u|

4
N−2u

〉

= −
〈
u(t),

(
∇ ·
(
(∇ψR) |u|

4
N−2u

)
+ (∇ψR) · (∇|u|

4
N−2u)

)〉

≤ 4

N

∫

RN

∇ψR · ∇
(
|u| 2N

N−2

)
dx

= − 4

N

∫

RN

(∆ψR) |u|
2N
N−2dx

= −4
∫

RN

|u| 2N
N−2dx+

4

N

∫

|x|≥R
(N −∆ψR)|u|

2N
N−2dx

≤ −4
∫

RN

|u| 2N
N−2dx+ 2CR−2‖N −∆ψR‖L∞‖∇u‖2L2(|x|≥R).

Therefore, by Lemma 3.3,

d

dt
MψR[u(t)]

≤ 8 ‖∇u‖2L2 + CR−2 − 8

∫

RN

|u| 2N
N−2dx+ 4CR−2‖N −∆ψR‖L∞‖∇u‖2L2(|x|≥R)

≤ 8C
∥∥∥L 1

2u
∥∥∥
L2

+ CR−2 − 8

∫

RN

|u| 2N
N−2dx+ 4CR−2‖N −∆ψR‖L∞‖∇u‖2L2(|x|≥R),

where the constant C > 0 is independent of R. When R > 1 is sufficiently large, then

d

dt
MψR[u(t)] ≤ 8CE(u(t)) = 8CE(u0).

Proof of Theorem 1.2 . Let u be such that the corresponding solution to (1.1) exists on

the maximal time T ∗. If T ∗ <∞, then we are done. If T ∗ =∞, we show (1.9). We suppose

that u(t) exists for all times t ≥ 0, i.e. T ∗ =∞. It follows from Lemma 4.1 and conservation

of mass, for R≫ 1 large enough,

d

dt
MψR[u(t)] ≤ 8CE(u0) := −A∗ < 0, t ≥ 0.

From this, we infer that

MψR [u(t)] ≤ −A∗t +MψR[u0], t ≥ 0.

On the one hand, let T0 =
2|MψR

[u0]|
A∗ > 0, then for any t ≥ T0, we have

MψR[u(t)] ≤ −
1

2
A∗t < 0. (4.3)
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On the other hand, by Lemma 2.3 and the conservation of mass, we see that for any t ∈
[0,+∞),

|MψR[u(t)]| ≤ C (ψR)

(∥∥∥|∇| 12u(t)
∥∥∥
2

L2
+ ‖u(t)‖L2

∥∥∥|∇| 12u(t)
∥∥∥
L2

)

≤ C (ψR)
(
‖∇u‖L2 ‖u‖L2 + ‖u(t)‖

3
2

L2 ‖∇u‖
1
2

L2

)

≤ C (ψR) ‖∇u‖2L2 ,

where we have used the interpolation estimate

∥∥∥|∇| 12u
∥∥∥
2

L2
≤ C ‖∇u‖L2 ‖u‖L2.

This combined with (4.3) yields that for any t ≥ T0,

A∗t ≤ −2MψR [u(t)] ≤ C ‖∇u‖2L2 .

This shows that

‖∇u(t)‖2L2 ≥ Ct, t ≥ T0.

It means that

sup
t≥0
‖∇u(·, t)‖L2 =∞.

5 Perturbation theory

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

Proposition 5.1. (Perturbation theory) Let ũ : I × RN → C be a solution to the perturbed

Schrödinger equation with general nonlinearity

i∂tũ+∆ũ− V (x)ũ+ |ũ| 4
N−2 ũ = e

for some function e. Suppose that

‖ũ‖L∞H1(I×RN ) ≤ E, (5.1)

‖ũ‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2 L

2(N+2)
N−2 (I×RN )

≤ L (5.2)

for some E,L > 0. Let u0 ∈ H1(RN) with ‖u0‖L2(RN ) ≤ M for some M > 0 and let t0 ∈ I.
There exists ε0 = ε0(E,L,M) > 0 such that if

‖u0 − ũ (t0)‖H1 ≤ ε, (5.3)

‖e‖
L∞
I
H1∩L2

I
L

2N
N+2
≤ ε (5.4)
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for 0 < ε < ε0, then the unique global solution u to (1.1) with u (t0) = u0 satisfies

‖u− ũ‖
L∞
I
H1∩L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ C(E,L,M)ε, (5.5)

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

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume t0 = 0 ∈ I. From Theorem 1.1 we know

that u exists globally and

‖u‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ ρ,

so we need to get (5.5).

Let

w := u− ũ and A(t) := ‖w‖
L∞
(I∩[−T,T ])

H1∩L
2(N+2)
N−2

(I∩[−T,T ])
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

.

Note that

i∂tw̃ +∆w̃ − V (x)w̃ + |ũ+ w| 4
N−2 (ũ+ w)− |ũ| 4

N−2 ũ = −e,
which is equivalent to the integral equation

w(t) = eitLw0 + i

∫ t

0

ei(t−t
′)L[|ũ+ w| 4

N−2 (ũ+ w)− |ũ| 4
N−2 ũ]dt′ + i

∫ t

0

ei(t−t
′)Ledt′.

Then by Strichartz, Hölder, (5.1), (5.2), (5.3), (5.4), we obtain
∥∥∥(1 + L) 1

2w(t)
∥∥∥
L∞
(I∩[−T,T ])

L2∩L
2(N+2)
N−2

(I∩[−T,T ])
L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

= C‖(1 + L) 1
2w0‖L2 +

∥∥∥∥i
∫ t

0

ei(t−t
′)L(1 + L) 1

2 edt′
∥∥∥∥
L∞
(I∩[−T,T ])

L2

+

∥∥∥∥i
∫ t

0

ei(t−t
′)L(1 + L) 1

2 [|ũ+ w| 4
N−2 (ũ+ w)− |ũ| 4

N−2 ũ]dt′
∥∥∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

t L

2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ C‖w0‖H1 + C ‖e‖L1
T
H1 + C

∥∥∥(1 + L) 1
2

[
|w| · (|ũ+ w| 4

N−2 + |ũ| 4
N−2 )

]∥∥∥
L2
T
L

2N
N+2

≤ C‖w0‖H1 + T ‖e‖L∞
T
H1 + C

∥∥∥(1 + L) 1
2

(
|w| · |ũ+ w| 4

N−2

)∥∥∥
L2
T
L

2N
N+2

+C
∥∥∥(1 + L) 1

2

(
|w| · |ũ| 4

N−2

)∥∥∥
L2
T
L

2N
N+2

≤ C‖w0‖H1 + T ‖e‖L∞
T
H1 + C ‖w‖

L

2(N+2)
N−2

T
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

· ‖ũ‖
4

N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

T
L

2(N+2)
N−2

+C ‖w‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

T
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

· ‖ũ+ w‖
4

N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

T
L

2(N+2)
N−2

≤ C‖w0‖H1 + T ‖e‖L∞
T
H1 + C ‖w‖

L

2(N+2)
N−2

T
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

· ‖ũ‖
4

N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

T
L

2(N+2)
N−2

+C ‖w‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

T
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

· ρ 4
N−2
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≤ Cε+ Tε+ CA(t)L
4

N−2 + CA(t)ρ
4

N−2 ,

where all space time norms are over (I∩[−t, t])×RN . Using the standard continuity argument

to remove the restriction to [−t, t], we derive (5.5).

Remark 5.1. Note that f(u) ∈ L∞
T H

1 ∩ L
2(N+2)
N−2

T W
1, 2N(N+2)

N2+4 and hence

∥∥∥∥
∫ ∞

t

ei(t−t
′)Lf(u)dt′

∥∥∥∥
H1

→ 0, t→ +∞.

Then, u(t) = ei(t−a)Lu0 +
∫ t
a
ei(t−t

′)Lf(u)dt′ and hence u+ = e−iaLu0 +
∫∞
a
e−it

′Lf(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 ′×RN , I ′ ⋐ I,

such that ‖u‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

<∞.

6 Positive ground state solution

In this section, we will prove the existence of standing wave solutions of (1.1). More precisely,

we can obtain a positive ground state solution which is radially symmetric. Obviously,

solutions of problem (1.2) can be obtained by looking for critical points of the functional

I : H1(RN)→ R defined by

I(u) =
1

2

∫

RN

(|∇u|2 + V (x)|u|2)dx− 1

2∗

∫

RN

|u|2∗dx,

where 2∗ = 2N
N−2

. In order to state our main results, we introduce some notations. The

Aubin-Talenti constant [1] is denoted by S, that is, S is the best constant in the Sobolev

embedding D1,2(RN ) →֒ L2∗(RN), where D1,2(RN) denotes the completion of C∞
c (RN) with

respect to the norm ‖u‖E := ‖∇u‖2. It is well known [28] that the optimal constant is

achieved by (any multiple of)

Uε,y(x) = [N(N − 2)]
N−2

4

(
ε

ε2 + |x− y|2
)N−2

2

, ε > 0, y ∈ R
N , (6.1)

which are the only positive classical solutions to the critical Lane-Emden equation

−∆w = w2∗−1, w > 0 in R
N .

Now, we begin proving that I satisfies the geometric assumptions of the mountain pass

theorem.

Lemma 6.1. I has a mountain pass geometry, that is,

(i) there exist α, ρ > 0 such that I(v) ≥ α for all v ∈ E such that ‖v‖E = ρ,

(ii) there exists e ∈ E with ‖e‖E > ρ such that I(e) < 0.
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Proof. (i) By using Sobolev embedding, we obtain

I(u) =
1

2

∫

RN

(|∇u|2 + V (x)|u|2)dx− 1

2∗

∫

RN

|u|2∗dx

≥ 1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖N

2
S−1

)∫

RN

|∇u|2dx− 1

2∗ · S 2∗

2

(∫

RN

|∇u|2dx
) 2∗

2

> 0

when ‖u‖E is small enough. Hence, there exist α, ρ > 0 such that I(v) ≥ α for all v ∈ E
such that ‖v‖E = ρ.

(ii) Taking v0(x) ∈ C∞
0 (RN), we get

I(tv0(x)) =
t2

2

∫

RN

(|∇v0|2 + V (x)|v0|2)dx−
t2

∗

2∗

∫

RN

|v0|2
∗

dx

≤ t2

2

(
1 + ‖V ‖N

2
S−1

)∫

RN

|∇v0|2dx−
t2

∗

2∗

∫

RN

|v0|2
∗

dx

< 0

when t is large enough. Therefore, we can choose e = t0v0(x) for some t0 > 0 such that (ii)

holds.

According to Lemma 6.1 and using a variant of the mountain pass theorem without the

Palais-Smale condition, we can find a sequence {vn} ⊂ E such that

I (vn)→ c and I ′ (vn)→ 0 in E∗ (6.2)

as n→∞, where

c := inf
γ∈Γ

max
t∈[0,1]

I(γ(t))

and

Γ := {γ ∈ C ([0, 1], E) : γ(0) = 0, I(γ(1)) < 0} .

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that {un} ⊂ E satisfies (6.2), then {un} is bounded in E.

Proof. For n large enough, we obtain that

c+ 1 + ‖un‖E = I(un)−
1

2∗
〈I ′(un), un〉

=
1

2

∫

RN

(|∇un|2 + V (x)|un|2)dx−
1

2∗

∫

RN

|un|2
∗

dx

− 1

2∗

[∫

RN

(|∇un|2 + V (x)|un|2)dx−
∫

RN

|un|2
∗

dx

]

=
1

N

∫

RN

(|∇un|2 + V (x)|un|2)dx

≥ 1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖N

2
S−1

)
‖un‖2E ,

which implies that {un} is bounded.

18



Lemma 6.3. c < 1
N
S
N
2 .

Proof. Let ψ ∈ C∞
0 (RN) be a radial cut-off function such that ψ ≡ 1 for x ∈ B(0, ρ) and

ψ ≡ 0 for x ∈ RN \B(0, 2ρ), where ρ is some positive constant. Define, for ε > 0,

Uε(x) := ε
2−N

2 U(
x

ε
),

uε(x) := ψ(x)Uε(x).

It follows from [30] that

‖∇Uε‖22 = ‖Uε‖22∗ = S
N
2

and
∫

RN

|∇uε|2 dx =

∫

RN

|∇Uε|2 dx+O
(
εN−2

)
= S

N
2 +O

(
εN−2

)
,

∫

RN

|uε|2
∗

dx =

∫

RN

|Uε|2
∗

dx+O
(
εN
)
= S

N
2 +O

(
εN
)
,

∫

RN

|uε|2 dx ≥





d
(∫ 2

0
ψ(r)dr

)
ε+O (ε2) , if N = 3,

dε2| ln ε|+O (ε2) , if N = 4,

dε2 +O
(
εN−2

)
, if N ≥ 5,

where d is a positive constant. Note that

I(tuε) =
t2

2

∫

RN

(|∇uε|2 + V (x)|uε|2)dx−
t2

∗

2∗

∫

RN

|uε|2
∗

dx

:= h(t) +
t2

2

∫

RN

V (x)|uε|2dx.

Clearly, h(t) > 0 for t > 0 small and h(t)→ −∞ as t→∞, so h(t) attains its maximum at

tε =

(‖∇uε‖22
‖uε‖2∗2∗

) 1
2∗−2

with h′(tε) = 0.

Hence, we have

I(tεuε)

=
t2ε
2

∫

RN

(|∇uε|2 + V (x)|uε|2)dx−
t2

∗

ε

2∗

∫

RN

|uε|2
∗

dx

≤ 1

2

(‖∇uε‖22
‖uε‖2∗2∗

) 2
2∗−2

‖∇uε‖22 −
1

2∗

(‖∇uε‖22
‖uε‖2∗2∗

) 2∗

2∗−2

‖uε‖2
∗

2∗ +
maxV

2

(‖∇uε‖22
‖uε‖2∗2∗

) 2
2∗−2

‖uε‖22

=
1

N

(‖∇uε‖22
‖uε‖22∗

) 2∗

2∗−2

+
maxV

2

(‖∇uε‖22
‖uε‖2∗2∗

) 2
2∗−2

‖uε‖22

=
1

N

[
S
N
2 +O

(
εN−2

)

(S
N
2 +O(εN−2))

2
2∗

] 2∗

2∗−2

+O
(
εN−2

)
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=
1

N
S
N
2 .

We complete the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Recall that the sequence {un} ⊂ E which satisfies (6.2). More-

over, lemma 6.2 implies {un} is bounded in E. Then there exists a function u ∈ E such that

up to a subsequence, un ⇀ u in E, un → u in Ls(RN), ∀s ∈ (2, 2∗), un(x)→ u(x) a.e. in RN .

Thus for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (RN), one has

0 =

∫

RN

∇un · ∇ϕdx+
∫

RN

V (x)unϕdx−
∫

RN

|un|2
∗−2

unϕdx+ o(1)

=

∫

RN

∇u · ∇ϕdx+
∫

RN

V (x)uϕdx−
∫

RN

u2
∗−1ϕdx.

That is, u is a solution of equation (1.2). We claim that u 6= 0. Suppose by contradiction

that u = 0. Since {un} is bounded in E, up to a subsequence we have that ‖∇un‖22 → ℓ ∈ R.

Using (6.2), we have

〈I ′(un), un〉 =

∫

RN

|∇un|2 dx+
∫

RN

V (x)u2ndx−
∫

RN

|un|2
∗

dx

→ 0,

hence

‖un‖2
∗

2∗ = ‖∇un‖22 → ℓ

as well. Therefore, ℓ ≥ Sℓ
2
2∗ , and we deduce that either ℓ = 0, or ℓ ≥ S

N
2 . Let us suppose

at first that ℓ ≥ S
N
2 . Since I(un)→ c < 1

N
S
N
2 , we have that

1

N
S
N
2 > c ← I(un) + o(1)

=
1

2

∫

RN

|∇un|2 dx+
1

2

∫

RN

V (x)u2ndx−
1

2∗

∫

RN

|un|2
∗

dx

=
ℓ

N
≥ S

N
2

N
,

which is not possible. If instead ℓ = 0, we have ‖un‖2∗ → 0, ‖∇un‖2 → 0 and F (un) → 0.

But then I(un) → 0 6= c, which gives again a contradiction. Thus, u does not vanish

identically.

Next, we show that u can be chosen to be positive. From the definition of the functional

I, obviously, I(|u|) = I(u). Moreover, it is easy to see that

c = I(u) = I(|u|) ≥ c,

which shows that Iµ(|u|) = c. So we can replace u by |u|. Moreover, if u∗ designates the

Schwarz’s Symmetrization of u, we know that
∫

RN

|∇u|2dx ≥
∫

RN

|∇u∗|2 dx and

∫

RN

|u|2 dx =

∫

RN

|u∗|2 dx,
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then I (u∗) = c, from where it follows that we can replace u by u∗.

Now, we prove that u(x) > 0 for all x ∈ RN . In fact, it is enough to apply the Harnack

Inequality (see [14, Theorem 8.20]). Assume by contradiction that there exists x0 ∈ RN such

that u (x0) = 0. Since u 6= 0, there exists x1 ∈ RN such that u (x1) > 0. Have this in mind,

fix R > 0 large enough such that x0, x1 ∈ BR(0). By [14, Theorem 8.20], there exists C > 0

such that

sup
y∈BR(0)

u(y) ≤ C inf
y∈BR(0)

u(y),

which is absurd, because in this case

sup
y∈BR(0)

u(y) > 0 and inf
y∈BR(0)

u(y) = 0.

This completes the proof.

7 Some variational estimates

From now on, we assume that the positive ground state solution of (1.2) is W (x) and

∇V (x) · x ≤ 0. The equation (1.2) gives

∫

RN

(|∇W |2 + V (x)|W |2)dx =

∫

RN

|W |2∗dx.

Moreover, note that W (x) is a solution of (1.2), so we have the following Pohozaev identity

N − 2

2N

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx+ 1

2N

∫

RN

(∇V (x) · x)|W |2dx+ 1

2

∫

RN

V (x)|W |2dx =
1

2∗

∫

RN

|W |2∗ dx.

Hence,

E(W ) =
1

2

∫

RN

(|∇W |2 + V (x)|W |2)dx− 1

2∗

∫

RN

|W |2∗dx

=
1

N

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx− 1

2N

∫

RN

(∇V (x) · x)|W |2dx.

Lemma 7.1. Assume u satisfies

‖∇u‖22 < ‖∇W‖22.

Moreover, let E(u) ≤ (1 − δ0)E(W ), where δ0 > 0. Then, there exists δ1 > 0, δ̄ > 0 such

that ∫

RN

|∇u|2dx ≤ (1− δ1)
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx, (7.1)

∫

RN

(|∇u|2 − |u|2∗)dx ≥ δ̄

∫

RN

|∇u|2dx, (7.2)

E(u) ≥ 0. (7.3)
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Proof. In order to get (7.2), take ‖∇u‖22 very small, there exists δ̄ > 0 such that
∫

RN

(|∇u|2 − |u|2∗)dx ≥ ‖∇u‖22 − Cε‖∇u‖2
∗

2

= δ̄

∫

RN

|∇u|2dx,

which implies (7.2) holds. To prove (7.1), by E(u) ≤ (1 − δ0)E(W ) and ‖∇u‖22 < ‖∇W‖22,
we have

1

2

∫

RN

(|∇u|2 + V (x)|u|2)dx− 1

2∗

∫

RN

|u|2∗dx

≤ 1− δ0
N

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx− 1− δ0
2N

∫

RN

(∇V (x) · x)|W |2dx,

so there exists δ1 > 0 such that
∫

RN

|∇u|2dx ≤ 1

2

∫

RN

(|∇u|2 − V (x)|u|2)dx+ 1− δ0
N

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx+ 1

2∗

∫

RN

|u|2∗dx

−1 − δ0
2N

∫

RN

(∇V (x) · x)|W |2dx

≤ 1

2

∫

RN

|∇u|2dx+ 1− δ0
N

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx+ C‖∇u‖2∗2

+
1− δ0
2N

‖∇V (x) · x‖N
2
S−1

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx

=
1

2

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx+ 1− δ0
2N

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx+ C‖∇W‖2∗2

+
1− δ0
2N

‖∇V (x) · x‖N
2
S−1

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx

:= (1− δ1)
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx,

where we use the fact that the negative part of V (x) is small and ∇V (x) · x ∈ L
N
2 (RN).

Finally, we show that (7.3) holds. Indeed,

E(u) =
1

2

∫

RN

(|∇u|2 + V (x)|u|2)dx− 1

2∗

∫

RN

|u|2∗dx

≥ 1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖N

2
S−1

)∫

RN

|∇u|2dx− 1

2∗ · S 2∗

2

(∫

RN

|∇u|2dx
) 2∗

2

≥ 0

since ‖V−‖N
2
≤ S, this completes the proof.

Remark 7.1. From Lemma 7.1, we know that the selection of W is not arbitrary. In fact,

we need to choose W such that
∫
RN
|∇W |2dx is small. Moreover, due to the nonlinear term

is odd, there are actually infinite standing wave solutions for equation (1.1), see [6]. In this

case, we only need to take the solution that minimizes
∫
RN
|∇W |2dx.
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Corollary 7.1. Assume that u ∈ H1 and
∫
RN
|∇u|2 dx <

∫
RN
|∇W |2dx, then E(u) ≥ 0.

Proof. If E(u) ≥ E(W ) = 1
N

∫
RN
|∇W |2dx− 1

2N

∫
RN

(∇V (x) · x)|W |2dx, this is obvious. If

E(u) < E(W ), the claim follows from (7.3).

Theorem 7.1. (Energy trapping). Let u be a solution of the (1.1), with t0 = 0, u|t=0 = u0

such that for δ0 > 0,
∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx <
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx, E(u0) < (1− δ0)E(W ).

Let I(0 ∈ I) be the maximal interval of existence. Let δ0, δ̄ be as in Lemma 7.1. Then, for

each t ∈ I, we have ∫

RN

|∇u(t)|2dx ≤ (1− δ1)
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx, (7.4)

∫

RN

(|∇u(t)|2 − |u(t)|2∗)dx ≥ δ̄

∫

RN

|∇u(t)|2dx, (7.5)

E(u(t)) ≥ 0. (7.6)

Proof. By energy conservation, E(u(t)) = E(u0), t ∈ I and the theorem follows directly

from Lemma 7.1 and a continuity argument.

Corollary 7.2. Let u, u0 be as in Theorem 7.1. Then for all t ∈ I we have E(u(t)) ≃∫
RN
|∇u(t)|2dx ≃

∫
RN
|∇u0|2 dx, with comparability constants which depend only on N .

Proof. Note that

E(u(t)) =
1

2

∫

RN

(|∇u(t)|2 + V (x)|u(t)|2)dx− 1

2∗

∫

RN

|u(t)|2∗dx

≤ 1

2

(
1 + ‖V ‖N

2
S−1

)∫

RN

|∇u(t)|2dx− 1

2∗

∫

RN

|u(t)|2∗dx

≤ 1

2

(
1 + ‖V ‖N

2
S−1

)∫

RN

|∇u(t)|2dx,

and by the proof of (7.3) there exists δ̃ such that

E(u(t)) ≥ 1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖N

2
S−1

)∫

RN

|∇u(t)|2dx− 1

2∗ · S 2∗

2

(∫

RN

|∇u(t)|2dx
) 2∗

2

≥ δ̃

∫

RN

|∇u(t)|2dx,

so the first equivalence follows. For the second one note that

E(u(t)) = E(u0) ≃
∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx,

by the first equivalence when t = 0.
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8 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 8.1. (Concentration compactness) Let {v0,n} ∈ H1, ‖v0,n‖H1 ≤ ρ . Assume that∥∥e−itLv0,n
∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

t,x

≥ ρ > 0, where ρ is as in Lemma 3.4. Then there exists a sequence

{V0,j}∞j=1 in H1, a subsequence of {v0,n}(which we still call {v0,n}) and the parameters

(xj,n; tj,n) ∈ RN × R, with

|tj,n − tj′,n|+ |xj,n − xj′,n| → ∞

as n → ∞ for j 6= j′(we say that (xj,n; tj,n) is orthogonal if this property is verified) such

that

‖V0,1‖Ḣ1 ≥ α0(ρ) > 0. (8.1)

If V l
j (x, t) = e−itLV0,j, then, given ε0 > 0, there exists J = J (ε0) and

{wn}∞n=1 ∈ H1 so that v0,n =

J∑

j=1

V l
j (x− xj,n,−tj,n) + wn (8.2)

with
∥∥e−itLwn

∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ ε0, for n large

‖(L) s2 v0,n‖22 =
J∑

j=1

‖(L) s2 eitj,nLj,nV0,j‖22 + ‖(L)
s
2wn‖2 + o(1), n→∞, s ∈ {0, 1}, (8.3)

E (v0,n) =
J∑

j=1

E(V l
j (−tj,n)) + E (wn) + o(1), n→∞. (8.4)

The proof of this lemma originates from Keraani [21], but we need to modify the proof

since this paper considers the different operators. Firstly, we consider linear equation

{
i∂tu+∆u− V (x)u = 0, (x, t) ∈ RN × R,

u(0, x)|t=0 = ϕ(x) ∈ H1(RN ).
(8.5)

Lemma 8.2. Let (ϕn)n≥0 be a bounded sequence in H1(RN). Let (vn)n≥0 be the sequence of

solutions to (8.5) with initial data vn(x, 0) = ϕn(x). Then there exist a subsequence (v′n) of

(vn), a sequence (1j)j≥1 of scales, a sequence (zj)j≥1 of cores and a sequence (e−itLV j)j≥1 ⊂
H1(RN ), such that

(i) the pairs (1j, zj) are pairwise orthogonal;

(ii) for every l ≥ 1,

v′n(x, t) =

l∑

j=1

e−itLV j(x, t) + wln(x, t), (8.6)
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with

lim sup
n→∞

∥∥e−itLwln
∥∥
Lq(R,Lr(RN ))

→ 0, l →∞ (8.7)

for every H1-admissible pair (q, r)(defined in Definition 2.3), and, for every l ≥ 1,

‖(L) s2 v′n‖22 =
l∑

j=1

‖(L) s2 e−itLV j‖22 + ‖(L)
s
2wln‖22 + o(1), n→∞, s ∈ {0, 1}. (8.8)

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps.

Step 1. This first step is devoted to the determination of the family of scales. We recall

some general results of decomposition of bounded sequences in L2(RN), see [4].

Definition 8.1. Let f = (fn)n>0 be a bounded sequence of L2(RN) and h = (hn)n>0 a scale.

(i) We say that f is h-oscillatory if

lim sup
n→∞

(∫

hn|ξ|≤ 1
R

|f̂n(ξ)|2dξ +
∫

hn|ξ|≥R
|f̂n(ξ)|2dξ

)
→ 0, R→∞.

(ii) We say that f is h-singular if, for every b > a > 0, we have

∫

a≤hn|ξ|≤b
|f̂n(ξ)|2dξ → 0, n→∞.

Definition 8.2. We say that two scales h = (hn) and h̃ = (h̃n) are orthogonal(we note

h ⊥ h̃) if

hn

h̃n
+
h̃n

hn
→ +∞, n→∞.

The following remark will be useful.

Remark 8.1. (i) Let h = (hn)n≥0 be a scale. Let f and g be two bounded sequences in

L2(RN), such that f is h-oscillatory and g is h-singular. Then, via Plancherel’s inversion

formula and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, they are decoupled in infinity, in the sense

∫

RN

fn(x)ḡn(x)dx→ 0, n→∞. (8.9)

From (8.9), it follows that

‖fn + gn‖2L2(RN ) = ‖gn‖
2
L2(RN ) + ‖fn‖

2
L2(RN ) + o(1), n→ +∞.

(ii) Let h = (hn)n≥0 be a scale and f a bounded sequence in L2(RN), such that f is h-

oscillatory. Then f is h̃-singular for every scale h̃ orthogonal to h.

Proposition 8.1. Let f be a bounded sequence in L2(RN). Then there exist a subsequence f ′

of f , a family (hj)j≥1 of pairwise orthogonal scales and a family (gj)j≥1 of bounded sequences

in L2(RN), such that
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(i) for every j, gj is hj-oscillatory;

(ii) for every l ≥ 1 and x ∈ RN ,

f ′
n(x) =

l∑

j=1

gjn(x) +Rl
n(x),

where (Rl
n) is h

j-singular for every j ∈ {1, . . . , l}, and

lim sup
n→∞

∥∥Rl
n

∥∥
Ḃ0

2,∞
→ 0, l →∞;

(iii) for every l > 1,

‖f ′
n‖2L2(RN ) =

l∑

j=1

‖gjn‖2L2(RN ) + ‖Rl
n‖2L2(RN ) + o(1), n→ +∞.

Applying Proposition 8.1 to the sequence
(
(L) s2ϕn

)
n≥0

, s ∈ {0, 1}, we obtain a family

of scales (hj)j≥1 and a family (ϕj)j≥1 of bounded sequences in H1(RN) such that

ϕ′
n(x) =

l∑

j=1

ϕjn(x) + Φln(x), (8.10)

where ((L) s2ϕjn) is hj-oscillatory for every j ≥ 1, ((L) s2Φln) is hj-singular for every j ∈
{1, 2, . . . , l}, and

lim sup
n→∞

∥∥(L) s2Φln
∥∥
Ḃ0

2,∞
→ 0, l →∞. (8.11)

Furthermore, the following almost orthogonality identity holds

‖(L) s2ϕ′
n‖22 =

l∑

j=1

‖(L) s2ϕjn‖22 + ‖(L)
s
2Φln‖22 + o(1), n→∞ (8.12)

for every l ≥ 1. To (8.10) corresponds a decomposition of (v′n) solutions of (8.5)

v′n(x, t) =
l∑

j=1

pjn(x, t) + qln(x, t). (8.13)

Note that, we have the conservation law for (8.5), that is
∫

RN

(|∇u(x, t)|2 + V (x)|u(x, t)|2)dx =

∫

RN

(|∇u0(x)|2 + V (x)|u0(x)|2)dx. (8.14)

From (8.12) and (8.14), we infer

‖(L) s2v′n‖22 =
l∑

j=1

‖(L) s2pjn‖22 + ‖(L)
s
2 qln‖22 + o(1), n→∞ (8.15)

for every l ≥ 1.

To estimate the remainder term qln, we need the following refined Sobolev inequality.
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Proposition 8.2. For every f ∈ H1(RN), we have

‖f‖
L

2N
N−2 (RN )

≤ C‖(L) s2f‖1−
2
N

L2(RN )
‖(L) s2 f‖

2
N

Ḃ0
2,∞

.

Proof. By using the Proposition 1.41 and Theorem 1.43 in [2], we know

‖f‖
L

2N
N−2 (RN )

≤ C‖∇f‖1−
2
N

L2(RN )
‖∇f‖

2
N

Ḃ0
2,∞

.

Hence, it follows from Lemma 3.3 that

‖f‖
L

2N
N−2 (RN )

≤ C‖(L) s2f‖1−
2
N

L2(RN )
‖(L) s2 f‖

2
N

Ḃ0
2,∞

,

which is the result we require.

If q is a solution of (8.5) then σk(D)q is also solution to the same equation, where

σk(ξ) = 1{2k≤|ξ|≤2k+1}(ξ). The conservation law for all σk(D)q, k ∈ Z, implies

‖(L) s2 q(t)‖Ḃ0
2,∞

= ‖(L) s2 q(0)‖Ḃ0
2,∞
. (8.16)

Applying (8.16) to qln, we obtain

∥∥(L) s2 qln
∥∥
L∞(R,Ḃ0

2,∞)
=
∥∥(L) s2Φln

∥∥
Ḃ0

2,∞
. (8.17)

Using (8.11) and (8.17), we have

lim sup
n→∞

∥∥(L) s2 qln
∥∥
L∞(R,Ḃ0

2,∞)
→ 0, l →∞.

According to the Proposition 8.2,

lim sup
n→∞

∥∥qln
∥∥
L∞(R,L

2N
N−2 )

≤ C lim sup
n→∞

‖(L) s2 qln‖
1
3
2 lim sup

n→∞

∥∥(L) s2 qln
∥∥ 2

3

L∞(R,Ḃ0
2,∞)

. (8.18)

Moreover, it follows from (8.15) that

lim sup
n→∞

‖(L) s2 qln‖22 ≤ lim sup
n→∞

‖(L) s2 v′n‖22 ≤ lim sup
n→∞

‖(L) s2ϕ′
n‖22 ≤ C (8.19)

for every l ≥ 1. Combining (8.18) and (8.19), it holds

lim sup
n→∞

∥∥qln
∥∥
L∞(R,L

2N
N−2 )

→ 0, l →∞.

Let (s, r) be a H1-admissible pair. Due to interpolation inequality, we know that

‖qln‖Ls(R,Lr) ≤ ‖qln‖α
L∞(R,L

2N
N−2 )
‖qln‖βLs̃(R,Lr̃),

where

s̃ =
s(r −N)

r
, r̃ =

2(r −N)

4−N , β = 1− N

r
, α =

N

r
.

27



It is easy to check that the pair (s̃, r̃) is H1-admissible. Hence, by Proposition 2.2, we have

lim sup
n→∞

‖qln‖Ls̃(R,Lr̃) ≤ C lim sup
n→∞

‖(L) s2 qln‖2 ≤ C lim sup
n→∞

‖(L) s2v′n‖2 ≤ C.

Therefore, it follows that

lim sup
n→∞

∥∥qln
∥∥
Ls(R,Lr)

→ 0, l →∞

for every H1-admissible pair (s, r).

Step 2. This step is devoted to the determination of the families of cores (zj)j≥1 and

profiles (V j)j≥1. We denote by 1 the scale with all terms equal to 1. Our main tool is the

following

Proposition 8.3. Assume that P = (Pn)n≥0 be a sequence of solutions to (8.5) such that

((L) s2Pn(·, 0))n≥0 is bounded in L2(RN) and 1-oscillatory. Then there exist a subsequence

(P ′
n) of (Pn), a family (zα)α≥1 = (xα, tα)α≥1 ⊂ RN × R of cores and a family (e−itLV α)α≥1

of solutions to (8.5), such that

(i) for every α 6= β,
∣∣zαn − zβn

∣∣→ +∞ as n→∞;

(ii) for every A ≥ 1, every x ∈ RN and t ∈ R, we have

P ′
n(t, x) =

A∑

α=1

e−i(t−t
α
n)LnV α

n (x− xαn, t− tαn) + PA
n (t, x),

where

lim sup
n→∞

‖PA
n ‖Ls(R,Lr(RN )) → 0, A→∞ (8.20)

for every H1-admissible pair (s, r), and

‖(L) s2P ′
n‖22 =

A∑

α=1

‖(L) s2 e−i(t−tαn)LnV α
n ‖22 + ‖(L)

s
2PA

n ‖22 + o(1), n→∞. (8.21)

Proof. Assume that V(P) be the set of solutions to (8.5) obtained as weak limits in

L∞(R, H1(RN)) of subsequences of translated (Pn(·+ yn, ·+ tn)) of P. Define

η(P) := sup
{
‖(L) s2Q‖2 : Q ∈ V(P)

}
.

Obviously,

η(P) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

‖(L) s2Pn‖2.

Next, we will show that for every sequence P there exist a sequence (e−itLV α)α≥1 of V(P)

and a family (yαn , t
α
n) ⊂ RN × R, such that

α 6= β ⇒
∣∣yαn − yβn

∣∣+
∣∣tαn − tβn

∣∣→∞, n→∞ (8.22)

and, going if necessary to a subsequence, the sequence (Pn)n≥0 can be written as

Pn(y, t) =
A∑

α=1

e−i(t−t
α
n)LnV α

n (y − yαn , t− tαn) + PA
n (t, x), η(P

A)→ 0, A→∞ (8.23)
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with the almost orthogonality identity

‖(L) s2Pn‖22 =
A∑

α=1

‖(L) s2 ei(t−tαn)LnV α
n ‖22 + ‖(L)

s
2PA

n ‖22 + o(1), n→∞. (8.24)

In fact, if η(P) = 0, we can take e−itLV α ≡ 0 for all α, otherwise we choose e−itLV 1 ∈ V(P),

such that

‖(L) s2 e−itLV 1‖2 ≥
1

2
η(P) > 0.

According to the definition, going if necessary to a subsequence, there exists some sequence

(y1n, t
1
n) of R

N × R such that

Pn(·+ y1n, ·+ t1n)⇀ e−itLV 1(y, t).

Let

P 1
n(y, t) = Pn(y, t)− e−i(t−t

1
n)LnV 1(y − y1n, t− t1n). (8.25)

It follows from Lemma 2.4 that

P 1
n(·+ t1n, ·+ y1n)⇀ 0,

which implies

‖(L) s2Pn‖22 = ‖(L)
s
2 e−i(t−t

1
n)LnV 1‖22 + ‖(L)

s
2P 1

n‖22 + o(1), n→∞.

Next, we replace P by P1 and repeat the same process. If η(P1) > 0 we obtain V 2,

(y2n, t
2
n) and P2. Moreover, we have

∣∣y1n − y2n
∣∣+
∣∣t1n − t2n

∣∣→∞, n→∞,

otherwise, going if necessary to a subsequence, P 1
n(· + y2n, · + t2n) ⇀ 0, which implies that

e−itLV 2 = 0, so η(P1) = 0, this is impossible. An argument of iteration and orthogonal

extraction allows us to construct the family (yαn , s
α
n) and (V α)α≥1 satisfying the claims (8.22)

and (8.24). Moreover, the convergence of the series
∑
α≥1

‖(L) s2 e−itLV α‖22 implies that

‖(L) s2 e−itLV α‖22 → 0, α→∞.

However, by construction, we have

η(Pα)2 ≤ ‖(L) s2 e−itLV α−1‖22,

which proves (8.23).

To complete the proof of Proposition 8.3, we need to prove (8.20). This is the subject of

the next paragraph. First, let us remark that if we apply the operator σR(D) to both sides

of (8.25), where σR = 1{|ξ|≤ 1
R
}∪{|ξ|≥R}, R > 0, then we know that

‖(L) s2σR(D)Pn‖22 = ‖(L)
s
2σR(D)e−itLV 1‖22 + ‖(L)

s
2σR(D)P 1

n‖22 + o(1), n→∞.
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By iteration, we infer

‖(L) s2σR(D)Pn‖22 =
A∑
‖(L) s2σR(D)e−itLV α‖22 + ‖(L)

s
2σR(D)PA

n ‖22 + o(1), n→∞. (8.26)

By (8.26) and Lemma 3.3, choose s = 1(similarly, it can be concluded that the case of s = 0)

we have

lim sup
n→∞

∫

{|ξ|≤ 1
R
}∪{|ξ|≥R}

|ξ|2|P̂A
n (ξ, 0)|2dξ ≤ lim sup

n→∞

∫

{|ξ|≤ 1
R
}∪{|ξ|≥R}

|ξ|2|P̂n(ξ, 0)|2dξ

for every A ≥ 1 and very R > 0. In particular, (∇PA) is 1-oscillatory, for every A ≥ 1

(remember that, by hypothesis, (∇Pn(·, 0))n≥0 is 1-oscillatory). Let us now summarize the

properties of the family (PA)A≥1.

(i) For every A ≥ 1,PA is uniformly (on n and A ) bounded energy solutions to (8.5).

(ii) For every A ≥ 1 and every R > 0,

lim sup
n→∞

∫

{|ξ|≤ 1
R
}∪{|ξ|≥R}

|ξ|2|P̂A
n (ξ, 0)|2dξ ≤ lim sup

n→∞

∫

{|ξ|≤ 1
R
}∪{|ξ|≥R}

|ξ|2|P̂n(ξ, 0)|2dξ. (8.27)

(iii)

η(PA)→ 0, A→∞.
Using these properties, we shall prove that

lim sup
n→∞

‖PA
n ‖

L∞(R,L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

→ 0, A→∞

and by an interpolation inequality we can obtain (8.20) for every H1-admissible pair (s, r).

In fact, consider a family of functions χR(t, x) = χ1
R(t) · χ2

R(x) in S(RN × R) satisfying the

following properties: 




|χ̃1
R|+ |χ̂2

R| ≤ 2,

Supp(χ̂2
R) ⊂ { 1

2R
≤ |ξ| ≤ 2R},

χ̂2
R ≡ 1 for 1

R
≤ |ξ| ≤ R,

χ̃1
R(− |ξ|2

2
) = 1 on Supp(χ̂2

R),

(8.28)

where ∧ denotes the partial Fourier transform in x and ∼ denotes the partial Fourier trans-

form in t. Note that

‖PA
n ‖

L∞(L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

≤ ‖χR ∗ PA
n ‖

L∞(R,L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

+ ‖(δ − χR) ∗ PA
n ‖

L∞(R,L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

,

where ∗ denotes the convolution in (x, t) and δ denotes the Dirac distribution.

Now, we show that

lim sup
n→∞

‖χR ∗ PA
n ‖

L∞(R,L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

≤ C(R)η(PA)
2
N lim sup

n→∞
‖∇PA

n ‖
1− 2

N

2 . (8.29)

Indeed, by an interpolation inequality, we know

‖χR ∗ PA
n ‖

L∞(R,L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

≤ ‖χR ∗ PA
n ‖

1− 2
N

L∞(R,L2(RN ))
‖χR ∗ PA

n ‖
2
N

L∞(R,L∞(RN ))
. (8.30)
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Since χR ∗ PA
n is solution to (8.5) and the L2-conservation law, it follows that

‖χR ∗ PA
n ‖2L∞(R,L2(RN )) = ‖(χR ∗ PA

n )(·, 0)‖2L2
x(R

N )

=
1

(2π)N
‖Fx→ξ(χR ∗ PA

n (·, 0))(ξ)‖2L2
ξ
(RN ).

(8.31)

Now, we write

χR ∗ PA
n (x, 0) =

∫

Rs

χ1
R(−s)

∫

RNy

χ2
R(x− y)PA

n (y, s)dyds.

Using Plancherel inversion formula, it holds

χR ∗ PA
n (x, 0) =

1

(2π)N

∫

Rs

χ1
R(−s)

∫

RN
ξ

χ̂2
R(−ξ)P̂A

n (·, s)(−ξ)e−ixξdξds.

Note that P̂A
n (·, s)(−ξ) = e−

is|ξ|2

2 P̂A
n (·, s)(−ξ), so

χR ∗ PA
n (0, x) =

1

(2π)N

∫

RN
ξ

χ̃1
R

(
−|ξ|

2

2

)
χ̂2
R(ξ)P̂

A
n (·, 0)(ξ)eixξdξds

= F−1
ξ→x

[
χ̃1
R

(
−|ξ|

2

2

)
χ̂2
R(ξ)P̂

A
n (·, s)(ξ)

]
(x).

Therefore,

Fx→ξ(χR ∗ PA
n (·, 0))(ξ) = χ̃1

R(−
|ξ|2
2

)χ̂2
R(ξ)P̂

A
n (·, s)(ξ). (8.32)

Using the properties of χR listed in (8.28), (8.31) and (8.32) we get

‖χR ∗ PA
n ‖L∞(R,L2(RN )) ≤ C1(R)‖ξP̂A

n (·, s)‖L2 6 C1(R)‖∇PA
n ‖2, (8.33)

where C1(R) is an R-dependent constant. Now, observe that

lim sup
n→∞

‖χR ∗ PA
n ‖L∞(R,L∞(RN )) = sup

(yn,sn)

lim sup
n→∞

|χR ∗ PA
n (yn, sn)|.

By the definition of V(PA), we get

lim sup
n→∞

‖χR ∗ PA
n ‖L∞(R,L∞(RN )) ≤ sup

{∣∣∣∣
∫

R

∫

RN

χR(−t,−x)V (t, x)dxdt

∣∣∣∣ , V ∈ V(P
A)

}
.

Hence, by Hölder’s inequality, it follows that

lim sup
n→∞

∥∥χR ∗ PA
n

∥∥
L∞(R,L∞(RN ))

≤ C2(R) sup ‖V ‖
L∞(R,L

2N
N−2 (RN ))

, V ∈ V(PA)},

where C2(R) depends only on R. Since

‖V ‖
L∞(R,L

2N
N−2 (RN ))

≤ C‖∇V ‖2 ≤ Cη(PA)
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for every V ∈ V(PA), we have

lim sup
n→∞

∥∥χR ∗ PA
n

∥∥
L∞(R,L∞(RN ))

≤ C2(R)η(P
A) (8.34)

for every A ≥ 1. Using (8.30), (8.33) and (8.34), we obtain (8.29).

Next, we claim that

lim sup
n→∞

‖(δ − χR) ∗ PA
n ‖2

L∞(R,L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

≤ C lim sup
n→∞

∫

{|ξ|≤ 1
R
}∪{|ξ|≥R}

|ξ|2|P̂n(ξ, 0)|2dξ. (8.35)

In fact, since (δ − χR) ∗ PA is a solution to (8.5) and Proposition 2.2, we have

‖(δ − χR) ∗ PA
n ‖2

L∞(R,L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

≤ C‖∇[(δ − χR) ∗ PA
n ]‖22.

By Plancherel and (8.32), it follows that

‖∇[(δ − χR) ∗ PA
n ]‖22 =

1

(2π)N

∫

RN
ξ

|ξ|2
∣∣∣∣P̂A

n (·, s)(ξ)
[
1− χ̃1

R

(
−|ξ|

2

2

)
χ̂2
R(ξ)

]∣∣∣∣
2

dξ.

Note that, by (8.28), the quantity
[
1− χ̃1

R(− |ξ|2
2
)χ̂2

R(ξ)
]
is equal to zero for 1

R
≤ |ξ| ≤ R and

uniformly bounded by 3. Consequently,

lim sup
n→∞

‖(δ − χR) ∗ PA
n ‖2

L∞(R,L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

≤ C lim sup
n→∞

∫

{|ξ|≤ 1
R
}∪{|ξ|≥R}

|ξ|2
∣∣∣P̂A

n (ξ, 0)
∣∣∣
2

dξ.

Therefore, using (8.27), we get (8.35).

From estimates (8.29) and (8.35), we have

lim sup
n→∞

‖PA
n ‖2

L∞(R,L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

≤ C lim sup
n→∞

(∫

{|ξ|≤ 1
R
}∪{|ξ|≥R}

|ξ|2|P̂n(0, ξ)|2dξ + C(R)η(PA)
4
N ‖∇PA

n ‖
2− 4

N

2

)
.

Let A go to infinity, then R go to infinity and using the fact that η(PA) → 0 as A → ∞,

that the family of sequences (∇PA
n (·, 0)) are uniformly bounded in L2(RN) and 1-oscillatory,

we obtain

lim sup
n→∞

‖PA
n ‖

L∞(R,L
2N
N−2 (RN ))

→ 0, A→∞

as claimed. This completes the proof of Proposition 8.3.

Step 3. Complete the proof of Lemma 8.2. Let us come back to the decomposition

(8.13). We set P j
n(y, t) = pjn(y, t). Note that the sequence ((L) s2P j

n(·, 0))n≥0 is bounded and

1-oscillatory. For every j ≥ 1, Proposition 8.3 provides a family (e−itLV (j,α))α≥1 of solutions

to (8.5) and a family (y
(j,α)
n , t

(j,α)
n )α≥1 ⊂ RN × R such that

P j
n(x, t) =

Aj∑

α=1

e−i(t−t
(j,α)
n )LnV (j,α)(x− y(j,α)n , t− t(j,α)n ) + P (j,Aj)

n (x, t), (8.36)
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where (8.20) and (8.21) hold. In terms of pjn, the identity (8.36) becomes

pjn =

Aj∑

α=1

e−i(t−t
(j,α)
n )LnV (j,α)(x− x(j,α)n , t− t(j,α)n ) + w(j,Aj)

n (x, t), (8.37)

where

x(j,α)n = y(j,α)n , w(j,Aj)
n (x, t) = P (j,Aj)

n (x, t).

Summing (8.13) and (8.37), we get

v′n(t, x) =

l∑

j=1




Aj∑

α=1

e−i(t−t
(j,α)
n )LnV (j,α)(x− x(j,α)n , t− t(j,α)n ) + w(j,Aj)

n (x, t)


+qln(x, t). (8.38)

Equation (8.38) can be rewritten as

v′n(t, x) =
l∑

j=1




Aj∑

α=1

e−i(t−t
(j,α)
n )LnV (j,α)(x− x(j,α)n , t− t(j,α)n )


+ w(l,A1,...,Al)

n ,

where

w(l,A1,...,Al)
n (x, t) =

l∑

j=1

w(j,Aj)
n (x, t) + qln(x, t).

Now, using the same proof in [21], we have completed the proof of this lemma.

Proof of Lemma 8.1 . (8.1) is a consequence of the proof of Corollary 1.9 in [21], here,

we use the hypothesis ‖eitLv0,n‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

t,x

≥ ρ > 0. (8.4) follows from the orthogonality of

(xj,n; tj,n) as in the proof of (8.3). The rest of the lemma is contained in the proof of

Theorem 1.12 in [21].

9 Compactness of critical element

Let us consider the statement:

(SC) For all u0 ∈ H1(RN), with

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx <
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx and E (u0) < E(W ),

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

I = (−∞,+∞) and ‖u‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

<∞.

We say that (SC)(u0) holds if for this particular u0(such as, take u|t=0 = u0), with

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx <
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx and E (u0) < E(W )
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and u the corresponding solution to the (CP), with maximal interval of existence I, we have

I = (−∞,+∞) and ‖u‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

<∞.

By Lemma 3.4, (SC) (u0) holds if ‖u0‖H1 small. Hence, in light of Corollary 7.2, there

exists η0 > 0 such that if u0 is as in (SC) and E (u0) < η0, then (SC) (u0) holds. Moreover,

for any u0 as in (SC), E (u0) ≥ 0 because of Theorem 7.1. Thus, there exists a number

EC , with η0 ≤ EC ≤ E(W ), such that, if u0 is as in (SC) and E (u0) < EC , (SC) (u0)

holds and EC 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 u0,C at the critical level of

energy EC so that (SC) (u0,C) does not hold and from the minimality, this 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 9.1. There exists u0,C in H1, with

E(u0,C) = EC < E(W ),

∫

RN

|∇u0,C|2 dx <
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx

such that, if uC is the solution of (1.1) with data u0,C, and maximal interval of existence

I, 0 ∈
◦
I , then ‖uC‖

L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

= +∞.

Lemma 9.2. Assume uC is as in Lemmas 9.1 and ‖uC‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I+
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

= +∞, where

I+ = (0,+∞) ∩ I. Then there exists x(t) ∈ RN , for t ∈ I+, such that

K = {v(x, t) : v(x, t) = uC (x− x(t), t)}

has the property that K is compact in H1. A corresponding conclusion is reached if

‖uC‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I−
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

= +∞,

where I− = (−∞, 0) ∩ I.

Lemma 9.3. Let {z0,n} ∈ H1, with

∫

RN

|∇z0,n|2 dx <
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx and E (z0,n)→ EC

and with
∥∥eit∆z0,n

∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≥ ρ, where ρ as in Lemma 3.4. Let {V0,j} be as in

Lemma 8.1. Assume that one of the two hypothesis

lim
n→∞

E(V l
1 (−t1,n)) < EC (9.1)

or after passing to a subsequence, we have that, with sn = −t1,n, E(V l
1 (sn)) → EC, and

sn → s∗ ∈ [−∞,+∞], and if U1 is the non-linear profile (see Definition 2.1) associated
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to (V0,1, {sn}) we have that the maximal interval of existence of U1 is I = (−∞,+∞) and

‖U1‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

<∞ and

lim
n→∞

E(V l
1 (−t1,n)) = EC . (9.2)

Then (after passing to a subsequence), for n large, if zn is the solution of (1.1) with data at

t = 0 equal to z0,n, then (SC) (z0,n) holds.

Let us first assume the validity of Lemma 9.3 and use it (together with Lemma 8.1) to

establish Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2.

Proof of Lemma 9.1. According to the definition of EC , and the assumption that EC <

E(W ), we can find u0,n ∈ H1, with

∫

RN

|∇u0,n|2 dx <
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx, E (u0,n)→ EC

and such that if un is the solution of (1.1) with data at t = 0, u0,n and maximal interval of

existence In = (−T− (u0,n) , T+ (u0,n)), then
∥∥eit∆u0,n

∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≥ ρ > 0, where ρ is

as in Lemma 3.4 and ‖un‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

In
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

= +∞(Here we are also using Proposition 2.1

and Lemma 3.4). Note that, since EC < E(W ), there exists δ0 > 0 such that

E (u0,n) ≤ (1− δ0)E(W ), ∀n.

Because of Theorem 7.1, we can find δ̄ so that

∫

RN

|∇un(t)|2 dx ≤ (1− δ̄)
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx for all t ∈ In, ∀n.

Apply now Lemma 8.1 for ε0 > 0 and Lemma 9.3. We then have, for J = J (ε0), that

u0,n =
J∑

j=1

V l
j (x− xj,n,−tj,n) + wn, (9.3)

‖(L) s2v0,n‖22 =
J∑

j=1

‖(L) s2 eitj,nLj,nV0,j‖22 + ‖(L)
s
2wn‖2 + o(1), n→∞, s ∈ {0, 1}, (9.4)

E (v0,n) =

J∑

j=1

E(V l
j (−tj,n)) + E (wn) + o(1), n→∞. (9.5)

Note that because of (9.4) we have, for all n large, that

∫

RN

|∇wn|2 dx ≤ (1− δ̄

2
)

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx and

∫

RN

|∇V0,j|2 dx ≤ (1− δ̄

2
)

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx.
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From Corollary 7.1 it now follows that E(V l
j (−tj,n)) ≥ 0 and E (wn) ≥ 0. From this and

(9.5) it follows that

E(V l
1 (−t1,n)) ≤ E (u0,n) + o(1)

and hence lim
n→∞

E(V l
1 (−t1,n)) ≤ EC . If the left-hand side is strictly less than EC , Lemma 9.3

gives us a contradiction with the choice of u0,n, for n large (after passing to a subsequence).

Hence, the left-hand side must equal EC .

Let then U1 be the non-linear profile associated to (V l
1 , {sn}), with sn = −t1,n(after

passing to a subsequence). We first note that we must have J = 1. This is because (9.5)

and E(u0,n)→ EC , E(V
l
1 (−sn))→ EC now imply that

E(wn)→ 0 and E(V l
j (−tj,n))→ 0, j = 2, . . . , J.

Using (7.2) and the argument in the proof of Corollary 7.2, we have

J∑

j=2

‖(L) s2V l
j (−tj,n)‖22 + ‖(L)

s
2wn‖2 → 0.

Since ‖(L) s2V l
j (−tj,n)‖22 = ‖(L)

s
2 eitj,nL

j,n

V0,j‖22, then we have

V0,j = 0, j = 2, . . . , J and ‖(L) s2wn‖2 → 0.

Hence (9.3) becomes u0,n = V l
1 (x − x1,n, sn) + wn. Let v0,n = u0,n(x + x1,n) and note that

scaling gives us that v0,n verifies the same hypothesis as u0,n. Moreover, w̃n = wn(x+ x1,n)

still verifies ‖(L) s2 w̃n‖2 → 0. Thus

v0,n = V l
1 (sn) + w̃n, ‖(L)

s
2 w̃n‖2 → 0.

Let us return to U1, the non-linear profile associated to (V0,1, {sn}) and let

I1 = (T−(U1), T+(U1))

be its maximal interval of existence. Note that, by definition of non-linear profile and Lemma

3.3, we have

∫

RN

|∇U1 (sn)|2 dx =

∫

RN

∣∣∇V l
1 (sn)

∣∣2 dx+ o(1) and E (U1 (sn)) = E
(
V l
1 (sn)

)
+ o(1)

Note that in this case E(V l
1 (sn)) = EC + o(1) and

∫

RN

∣∣∇V l
1 (sn)

∣∣2 dx =

∫

RN

|∇V0,1|2 dx =

∫

RN

|∇u0,n|2 dx+ o(1) <

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx

for n large by Theorem 7.1. Let’s fix s̄ ∈ I1. Then E (U1 (sn)) = E (U1(s̄)), so that

E (U1(s̄)) = EC .
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Moreover,
∫
RN
|∇U1 (sn)|2 dx <

∫
RN
|∇W |2dx for n large and hence by (7.4)

∫

RN

|∇U1(s̄)|2 dx <
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx.

If ‖U1‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I1
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

< +∞, Remark 1.2 gives us that I1 = (−∞,+∞) and we then

obtain a contradiction from Lemma 9.3. Thus,

‖U1‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I1
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

= +∞

and we then set uC = U1(after a translation in time to make s̄ = 0).

Proof of Lemma 9.2. By contradiction, let us set u(x, t) = uC(x, t) for convenience. If

not, there exists η0 > 0 and a sequence {tn}∞n=1, tn ≥ 0 such that, for all x0 ∈ RN , we have

‖u(x− x0, tn)− u(x, tn′)‖H1 ≥ η0, for n 6= n′. (9.6)

Note that(after passing to a subsequence, so that tn → t̄ ∈ [0, T+ (u0)]), we must have

t̄ = T+ (u0), in view of the continuity of the flow in H1, as guaranteed by Lemma 3.4. Note

that, in view of Lemma 3.4 we must also have
∥∥eitLu(tn)

∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(0,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≥ ρ.

Step 1. Let us apply Lemma 8.1 to v0,n = u (tn) with ε0 > 0. We will show that J = 1.

Indeed, if lim
n→∞

E(V l
1 (−t1,n)) < EC , then by Theorem 7.1, we have

∫

RN

|∇u(t)|2dx ≤ (1− δ1)
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx for all t ∈ I+

and E(u(t)) = E (u0) = EC < E(W ), by Lemma 9.3 we obtain that (SC)(u) holds. So

‖u‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I+
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

< +∞, which contradicts the hypothesis. Therefore, it follows that

lim
n→∞

E(V l
1 (−t1,n)) = EC . Similar to the proof of Lemma 9.1, we get

J = 1, ‖(L) s2wn‖2 → 0.

Thus, we have

u(tn) = V l
1 (x− x1,n,−t1,n) + wn, ‖(L) s2wn‖2 → 0. (9.7)

Step 2. We prove that sn = −t1,n must be bounded. In fact, note that

eitLu(tn) = V l
1 (x− x1,n, t− t1,n) + eitLwn.

On the other hand, assume t1,n ≤ −C0, where C0 is a large positive constant. Then,

since ∥∥eitLwn
∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(0,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

<
ρ

2
for n large enough
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and

‖V l
1 (x− x1,n, t− t1,n)‖

L

2(N+2)
N−2

(0,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤
∥∥V l

1 (y, s)
∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(C0,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ ρ

2

for C0 large, which contradicts
∥∥eitLu (tn)

∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(0,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≥ ρ.

On the other hand, assume that t1,n ≥ C0, for a large positive constant C0, n large, we

have

‖V l
1 (x− x1,n, t− t1,n)‖

L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,0)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤
∥∥V l

1 (y, s)
∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,−C0)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ ρ

2

for C0 large. Hence,
∥∥eitLu(tn)

∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,0)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ ρ, for n large. By Lemma 3.4, we know

that ‖u‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,tn)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ ρ, which gives us a contradiction because of tn → T+(u0). Thus

|t1,n| ≤ C0 and after passing to a subsequence,

t1,n → t0 ∈ (−∞,+∞).

Step 3. By (9.6) and (9.7), for n 6= n′ large(independently of x0), it holds

∥∥V l
1 (x− x0 − x1,n,−t1,n)− V l

1 (x− x1,n′,−t1,n′)
∥∥
H1 ≥

η0

2

or ∥∥V l
1 (y + x̃n,n′ − x̃0,−t1,n)− V l

1 (y,−t1,n′)
∥∥
H1 ≥

η0

2
,

where x̃n,n′ is a suitable point in RN and x̃0 are arbitrary. But if we choose x̃0 = xn,n′, then

−t1,n → −t0 and −t1,n′ → −t0. So ‖0‖H1 ≥ η0
2
, which reaches a contradiction.

Thus, to complete the proofs of Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2 we only need to provide the proof

of Lemma 9.3.

Proof of Lemma 9.3. Let us assume first that (9.2) holds and set

A =

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx, A′ =

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx,M = ‖U1‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

.

Arguing (for some ε0 > 0 in Lemma 8.1) as in the proof of Lemmas 9.1, we see that

lim
n→∞

E(V l
1 (−t1,n)) = EC and EC < E(W ),

which imply that J = 1, ‖(L) s2wn‖2 → 0. Moreover, if

v0,n = z0,n(x+ x1,n), w̃n = wn(x+ x1,n), sn = −t1,n,

we have ‖(L) s2 w̃n‖2 → 0 and v0,n = V l
1 (sn) + w̃n, while

∥∥eit∆v0,n
∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≥ δ,

∫

RN

|∇v0,n|2 dx <
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx, E (v0,n)→ EC .
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By definition of non-linear profile, we know that
∫

RN

|∇V l
1 (sn)−∇U1(sn)|2dx = o(1).

We then have

v0,n = U1(sn) + ˜̃wn, ‖(L)
s
2 ˜̃wn‖2 → 0.

Moreover, as in the proof of Lemma 9.1, E(U1(0)) = EC and
∫
RN
|∇U1(t)|2 dx <

∫
RN
|∇W |2dx

for all t. We now apply Proposition 5.1, with ε0 < ε0 (M,A,A′, N) and n large, with

ũ = U1, e ≡ 0, t0 = 0, u0 = v0,n. This case now follows.

Next, assume that (9.1) holds, the proof is divided into five steps.

Step 1 We prove that for j ≥ 2, we also have lim
n→∞

E(V l
j (−tj,n)) < EC . In fact, up to a

subsequence, assume lim
n→∞

E(V l
1 (−t1,n)) < EC . Due to (8.3), it holds

∫

RN

|(L) s2 z0,n|2dx ≥
J∑

j=1

∫

RN

|(L) s2V0,j|2dx+ o(1)

and since EC < E(W ), for n large we have E(z0,n) ≤ (1− δ0)E(W ), by Lemma 7.1,

∫

RN

|∇z0,n|2 dx ≤ (1− δ1)
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx and

∫

RN

|∇V0,j|2dx ≤ (1− δ1)
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx.

Similarly,
∫
RN
|∇wn|2dx ≤ (1− δ1)

∫
RN
|∇W |2dx. By Corollary 7.1, we have

E(V l
j (−tj,n)) ≥ 0, E(wn) ≥ 0.

Moreover, using (8.1) and the proof of Corollary 7.2, we have

E(V l
1 (−t1,n)) ≥ C

∫

RN

|∇V0,1|2 dx ≥ cα0 = α0 > 0 for n large.

By (8.4), it holds

E(z0,n) ≥ α0 +
J∑

j=2

E(V l
j (−tj,n)) + o(1) for n large,

so the claim follows from E (z0,n)→ EC .

Step 2 We show that (after passing to a subsequence so that, for each j, lim
n
E(V l

j (−tj,n))
exists and lim

n
(−tj,n) = sj ∈ [−∞,+∞] exists) if Uj is the non-linear profile associated to

(V l
j , {−tj,n}), then Uj satisfies (SC). Indeed, according to the definition of non-linear profile

and Step 1, it follows that E(Uj) < EC because of lim
n→∞

E(V l
j (−tj,n)) < EC . Moreover, since

∫

RN

|∇V l
j (−tj,n)|2dx ≤ (1− δ1)

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx,
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the definition of non-linear profile and Theorem 7.1, if t̄ ∈ Ij(the maximal interval for Uj), we

have
∫
RN
|∇Uj(t̄)|2dx <

∫
RN
|∇W |2dx. By the definition of EC , our claim follows. Note that

the argument in the proof of Proposition 5.1 also gives that ‖Uj‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

< +∞.

Step 3 We claim that there exists j0 so that, for j ≥ j0 we have

‖Uj‖
2(N+2)
N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ C‖V0,j‖
2(N+2)
N−2

H1 . (9.8)

In fact, from (8.3), for fixed J we see that (choosing n large)

J∑

j=1

∫

RN

|∇V0,j |2 dx ≤
∫

RN

|∇z0,n|2 dx+ o(1) ≤ 2

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx.

Thus, for j ≥ j0, we have ∫

RN

|∇V0,j|2 dx ≤ δ̃,

where δ̃ is so small that
∥∥eit∆V0,j

∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ ρ, with ρ as in Lemma 3.1. From the

definition of non-linear profile, it then follows that ‖Uj‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ 2ρ, and using

the integral equation

u(t) = e−itLu0 + i

∫ t

0

e−i(t−t
′)L|u| 4

N−2udt′.

So ‖Uj(0)‖H1 ≤ C ‖V0,j‖H1 and ‖Uj‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

≤ C ‖V0,j‖H1, which implies (9.8).

Step 4 For ε0 > 0, to be chosen, define now

Hn,ε0 =

J(ε0)∑

j=1

Uj (x− xj,n, t− tj,n) ,

then it follows that

‖Hn,ε0‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
L

2N(N+2)
N−2

≤ C0, (9.9)

uniformly in ε0, for n ≥ n(ε0). In fact,

‖Hn,ε0‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
L

2N(N+2)
N−2

=

∫∫ 

J(ε0)∑

j=1

Uj (x− xj,n, t− tj,n)




2(N+2)
N−2

≤ CJ(ε0)
∑

j′ 6=j

∫∫
|Uj (x− xj,n, t− tj,n)| · |Uj′ (x− xj′,n, t− tj′,n)|

N+6
N−2
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+

J(ε0)∑

j=1

∫∫
|Uj (x− xj,n, t− tj,n)|

2(N+2)
N−2

= I + II.

By the orthogonality of (λj,n; xj,n; tj,n), we know that II → 0 for n large(see Keraani [21]).

Hence, for n large we have II ≤ I. Since (8.3), it follows that

I ≤
j0∑

j=1

‖Uj‖
2(N+2)
N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
L

2N(N+2)
N−2

+

J(ε0)∑

j=j0

‖Uj‖
2(N+2)
N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
L

2N(N+2)
N−2

≤
j0∑

j=1

‖Uj‖
2(N+2)
N−2

L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
L

2N(N+2)
N−2

+ C

J(ε0)∑

j=j0

‖V0,j‖
2(N+2)
N−2

H1

≤ C0

2
,

where j0 is defined as in (9.8). For ε0 > 0, to be chosen, define

Rn,ε0 = |Hn,ε0|
4

N−2 Hn,ε0 −
J(ε0)∑

j=1

|Uj (x− xj,n, t− tj,n)|
4

N−2 Uj (x− xj,n, t− tj,n) .

using the arguments of Keraani [21], we get

For n = n (ε0) large, ‖∇Rn,ε0‖
L2
tL

2N
N+2
x

→ 0 as n→∞.

Step 5 Finally, we apply Proposition 5.1 to obtain our purpose. Let

ũ = Hn,ε0, e = Rn,ε0,

where ε0 is still to be determined. Recall that

z0,n =

J(ε0)∑

j=1

V l
j (x− xj,n,−tj,n) + wn,

where
∥∥eitLwn

∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
L

2N(N+2)
N−2

≤ ε0. By the definition of non-linear profile, we now have

z0,n(x) = Hn,ε0(x, 0) + w̃n(x),

where, for n large
∥∥eitLw̃n

∥∥
L

2(N+2)
N−2

(−∞,+∞)
L

2N(N+2)
N−2

≤ 2ε0. Moreover, according to the orthogonality

of (λj,n; xj,n; tj,n) and Corollary 7.2, for n = n (ε0) large, it holds

∫

RN

|∇Hn,ε0(t)|2 dx ≤ 2

J(ε0)∑

j=1

∫

RN

|∇Uj(t− tj,n)|2dx ≤ 4C

J(ε0)∑

j=1

∫

RN

|∇V0,j |2 dx
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and

J(ε0)∑

j=1

∫

RN

|∇V0,j|2 dx ≤
∫

RN

|∇z0,n|2 dx+
∫

RN

|∇z0,n|2 dx+ o(1) ≤ 2

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx.

Let M = C0 with C0 as in (9.8),

A = C̃

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx, A′ = A+

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx, ε0 <
ε0(M,A,A′, N)

2
,

where ε0(M,A,A′, N) is defined as in Proposition 5.1. Fix ε0 and choose n so large that

‖∇Rn,ε0‖
L∞
T
H1∩L2

T
L

2N
N+2
x

< ε0 and so that all the above properties hold. Then Proposition 5.1

indicates that the conclusion is valid in the case when (8.1) holds.

Remark 9.1. Assume that {z0,n} in Lemma 8.1 and V (x) are all radial. Then V0,j, wn can

be chosen to be radial and we can choose xj,n ≡ 0. This follows directly from Keraani’s proof

[21]. If we then define (SC) and EC by restricting only to radial functions, we obtain a uC
as in Lemma 9.1 which is radial, and we can establish Lemma 9.2 with x(t) ≡ 0.

10 Proof of Theorem 1.4

Now, we will eliminate a minimal blow-up solution.

Lemma 10.1. Assume that u0 ∈ H1 is such that

E(u0) < E(W ),

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx <
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx.

Assume that u be the solution of (1.1) and u|t=0 = u0 with maximal interval of existence

(−∞,+∞). If

K = {u (x, t) : t ∈ [0,+∞)}
is such that K is compact in H1. Then u0 ≡ 0.

Remark 10.1. We conjecture that Theorem 10.1 remains true if v(x, t) = u(x−x(t), t), with
x(t) ∈ RN , t ∈ [0,+∞). In other words, for “energy subcritical” initial data, compactness

up to the invariances of the equation, for solutions, is only true for u ≡ 0.

In the next lemma we will collect some useful facts:

Lemma 10.2. Let u, v be as in Remark 10.1.
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i) Let δ0 > 0 be such that E(u0) ≤ (1− δ0)E(W ). Then for all t ∈ [0, T+ (u0)), we have

∫

RN

|∇u(t)|2dx ≤ (1− δ1)
∫

RN

|∇W |2dx,
∫

RN

(|∇u|2 − |u|2∗)dx ≥ δ̄

∫

RN

|∇u|2dx,

C1,δ0

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx ≤ E(u0) ≤ C2

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx,

E(u(t)) = E (u0) ,

C1,δ0

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx ≤
∫

RN

|∇u(t)|2dx ≤ C2

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx.

ii) ∫

RN

|∇v(t)|2dx ≤ C2

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx,

‖v(t)‖2
L2∗
x
≤ C3

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx.

iii) For all x0 ∈ RN

∫

RN

|v(x, t)|2
|x− x0|2

dx ≤ C4

∫

RN

|∇W |2dx.

iv) For each ε0 > 0, there exists R(ε0) > 0, such that, for 0 ≤ t < T+(u0), we have

∫

|x|≥R(ε0)

(
|∇v|2dx+ |v|2∗ + |v|

2

|x|2
)
dx ≤ ε0.

Proof. Using Theorem 7.1, Corollary 7.2 and Sobolev embedding, it is easy to see that i)

and ii) hold. iii) follows from Hardy’s inequality. using Sobolev embedding and the Hardy

inequality, follows from the compactness of K.

The next lemma is a localized virial identity about potential equation. The proof idea

comes from Merle [24].

Lemma 10.3. Let ψ ∈ C∞
0 (RN), t ∈ [0, T+ (u0)). Then:

i)
d

dt

∫

RN

|u|2ψdx = 2 Im

∫

RN

ū∇u∇ψdx

ii)

d2

dt2

∫

RN

|u|2ψdx = 4

∫

RN

∆ψ|∇u|2dx− 2

∫

RN

∇ψ∇V (x)|u|2dx−
∫

RN

∆2ψ|u|2dx

− 4

N

∫

RN

∆ψ|u| 2N
N−2dx.
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Proof. By (1.1) and direct calculation, we get

d

dt

∫

RN

ψ(x)|u(t, x)|2dx = 2

∫

RN

Reψ
∂u

∂t
ūdx

= 2

∫

RN

Re
[
i∆u − iV (x)u+ i|u| 4

N−2u
]
ūψdx

= −2 Im
∫

RN

∆uūψdx

= 2 Im

∫

RN

∇uū∇ψdx

because of Im
∫
RN
∇u∇uψdx = 0 and part (i) follows.

Using (i), we know that

d2

dt2

∫

RN

ψ(x)|u(t, x)|2dx = 2

[
Im

∫

RN

∇ψū∇∂u
∂t
dx+ Im

∫

RN

∇ψ∂u
∂t
∇udx

]

= 2

[
2 Im

∫

RN

∇ψ∂u
∂t
∇udx− Im

∫

RN

∆ψū
∂u

∂t
dx

]
.

On the one hand,

− Im

∫

RN

∆ψū
∂u

∂t
dx

= −Re

∫

RN

∆ψū
(
∆u− V (x)u+ |u| 4

N−2u
)
dx

=

∫

RN

∆ψV (x)|u|2dx−
∫

RN

∆ψ|u| 2N
N−2dx+

∫

RN

∆ψ|∇u|2dx+ 1

2

∫

RN

∇|u|2∇(∆ψ)dx.

On the other hand, note that

−2Re
∫

RN

∇ψ∆u∇udx = 2Re

∫

RN

∆ψ∇u∇udx+ 2Re

∫

RN

∇ψ∆u∇udx

= 2Re

∫

RN

∆ψ∇u∇udx+ 2Re

∫

RN

∇ψ∆u∇udx

= 2Re

∫

RN

∆ψ∇u∇udx+ 2Re

∫

RN

∇ψ∆u∇udx,

so

−2Re
∫

RN

∇ψ∆u∇udx = Re

∫

RN

∆ψ∇u∇udx.

Therefore, we have

2 Im

∫

RN

∇ψ∂u
∂t
∇udx

= −2 Im
∫

RN

∇ψ∂u
∂t
∇udx
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= −2Re
∫

RN

∇ψ(∆u− V (x)u+ |u| 4
N−2u)∇udx

= −2Re
∫

RN

∇ψ∆u∇udx+ 2Re

∫

RN

∇ψV (x)u∇udx− 2Re

∫

RN

∇ψ(|u| 4
N−2u)∇udx

=

∫

RN

∆ψ|∇u|2dx+
∫

RN

∇ψV (x)∇|u|2dx+ N − 2

N

∫

RN

∇ψ∇(|u| 2N
N−2 )dx

=

∫

RN

∆ψ|∇u|2dx−
∫

RN

∆ψV (x)|u|2dx−
∫

RN

∇ψ∇V (x)|u|2dx+ N − 2

N

∫

RN

∆ψ|u| 2N
N−2 dx.

Combining the above two estimates, we obtain

d2

dt2

∫

RN

ψ(x)|u(t, x)|2dx

= 2

[
2 Im

∫

RN

∇ψ∂u
∂t
∇udx− Im

∫

RN

∆ψū
∂u

∂t
dx

]

= 2

[∫

RN

∆ψ|∇u|2dx−
∫

RN

∆ψV (x)|u|2dx−
∫

RN

∇ψ∇V (x)|u|2dx+ N − 2

N

∫

RN

∆ψ|u| 2N
N−2dx

+

∫

RN

∆ψV (x)|u|2dx−
∫

RN

∆ψ|u| 2N
N−2dx+

∫

RN

∆ψ|∇u|2dx+ 1

2

∫

RN

∇|u|2∇(∆ψ)dx
]

= 4

∫

RN

∆ψ|∇u|2dx− 2

∫

RN

∇ψ∇V (x)|u|2dx−
∫

RN

∆2ψ|u|2dx− 4

N

∫

RN

∆ψ|u| 2N
N−2dx,

which implies that the conclusion is valid.

Proof of Lemma 10.1. By compactness in H1, We first note that for each ε > 0, there

exists R(ε) > 0 such that, for all t ∈ [0,∞), it holds

∫

|x|>R(ε)

(
|∇u|2 + |u| 2N

N−2 +
|u|2
|x|2

)
dx ≤ ε. (10.1)

Moreover, there exists R0 > 0 such that, for all t ∈ [0,+∞),

8

∫

|x|≤R0

|∇u|2dx− 8

∫

|x|≤R0

|u| 2N
N−2 dx ≥ Cδ0

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx. (10.2)

In fact, (7.5) combined with Lemma 10.2 i) yields

8

∫

RN

|∇u|2dx− 8

∫

RN

|u| 2N
N−2dx ≥ C̃δ0

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx.

Now combine this with (10.1), with ε = ε0
∫
RN
|∇u0|2 dx to obtain (10.2).

To prove Case 2, we choose ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (RN), radial, with ϕ(x) = |x|2 for |x| ≤ 1, ϕ(x) ≡ 0

for |x| ≥ 2. Define

zR(t) =

∫

RN

|u(x, t)|2R2ϕ(
x

R
)dx,
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then we have

|z′R(t)| ≤ CN,δ0

∫

RN

|∇u0|2R2dx for t > 0,

z′′R ≥ CN,δ0

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx for R large enough, t > 0.

In fact, from Lemma 10.3 i),

|z′R(t)| ≤ 2R

∣∣∣∣Im
∫

RN

u∇u∇ϕ( x
R
)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CNR

∫

0≤x|≤2R

|x|
|x| |∇u||u|dx

≤ CNR
2

(∫

RN

|∇u|2dx
) 1

2
(∫

RN

|u|2
|x|2dx

) 1
2

≤ CNR
2

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx

because of Lemma 10.2 i). In view of x · ∇V ≤ 0, Hölder inequality, Sobolev inequality,

(10.1), (10.2) and Lemma 10.3, ii), we have

z′′R(t) = 4

∫

RN

∆ϕ|∇u|2dx− 2

∫

RN

∇ϕ∇V (x)|u|2dx−
∫

RN

∆2ϕ|u|2dx

= 8N

∫

|x|≤R
|∇u|2dx+ 4

∫

R≤|x|≤2R

∆ϕ|∇u|2dx− 4

∫

|x|≤R
(x · ∇V )|u|2dx

−2
∫

R≤|x|≤2R

∇ϕ∇V (x)|u|2dx−
∫

R≤|x|≤2R

∆2ϕ|u|2dx− 8

∫

|x|≤R
|u| 2N

N−2dx

− 4

N

∫

R≤|x|≤2R

∆ϕ|u| 2N
N−2dx

= 8N

∫

|x|≤R
|∇u|2dx+ 4

∫

R≤|x|≤2R

∆ϕ|∇u|2dx− 4

N

∫

R≤|x|≤2R

∆ϕ|u| 2N
N−2dx

−C‖∇V ‖
L
N
2
‖u‖22∗ −

∫

R≤|x|≤2R

∆2ϕ|u|2dx− 8

∫

|x|≤R
|u| 2N

N−2dx

≥ 8

∫

|x|≤R
[|∇u|2 − |u| 2N

N−2 ]dx− CN
∫

R≤|x|≤2R

[
|∇u|2 + |u|

2

|x|2 + |u|2∗
]
dx

≥ CN,δ0

∫

RN

|∇u0|2 dx

for R large. If we now integrate in t, we have z′R(t) − z′R(0) ≥ CN,δ0t
∫
RN
|∇u0|2 dx, but

we also have |z′R(t)− z′R(0)| ≤ 2CNR
2
∫
RN
|∇u0|2 dx, a contradiction for t large, unless∫

RN
|∇u0|2 dx = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By the integral equation in Lemma 3.4, we know that u(t) is radial

for each t ∈ I. Using Remark 9.1 and Lemma 10.1 we obtain

I = (−∞,+∞), ‖u‖
L

2(N+2)
N−2

I
W

1,
2N(N+2)

N2+4

< +∞.

Now Remark 5.1 finishes the proof.
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