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Abstract

In this paper, we study the well-posedness theory and the scattering asymptotics
for the energy-critical, Schrodinger equation with indefinite potential

i+ Au — V(z)u + \u!ﬁu =0, (v,t) € RN x R,
ul,_g = up € H'(RY),

where V(z) : RY — 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, Schrodinger equation with potential

(1.1)

i+ Au —V(x)u + |u|ﬁu =0, (z,t) e RN xR,
ul,_y = up € H(RY),

where V(z) : RV — R is indefinite and satisfies appropriate conditions.
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When V(z) = 0, Kenig and Merle in [20] study the H' critical non-linear Schrédinger
equation

i0u+ Aut [u|v2u=0, (z,t)€RY xR,
ul,_g = up € H'(RV).

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 Schrédinger 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 Schrédinger equation. For more well-posedness results, please refer to [3, 9-12, 16,
32].

When V(z) # 0, two situations arise. If V() 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 H' 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, U(x,t) = e*Mu(z), A € R and u : RN — R, so we
get the equation

—Au+V(z)u= |u|72u, z€RY, (1.2)

where V(z) : RY — 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()]| 2 = [luol 2 (1.3)
and the conservation of energy
B(u(t) = B(u), (14)
where E(u(t)) is defined by
Bu(t) =5 [ (Ve ) + Vit oP)s = 5= [ a5

and the energy space is H'.



In this paper, the potential V' : RY — R is assumed to satisfy the following assumptions
VekKnLz (1.5)

and
V-l < N(N = 2)a(N), (1.6)
where a(N) denotes the volume of the unit ball in RY, K is a class of Kato potentials with

v
1V k = sup/ | (y)|dy
RN

zeRN |I - y|

and V_(z) := min{V (z),0} is the negative part of V. Suppose {z,} C RY, we define

~A+V(r—1s), if x, =250 €RY
n_ _A . 0o _ ) )
L +V(r—x,) and L { N i (2| - oo
In particular, £[¢ (x + x,)] = [L"¢] (x + z,,).

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

V(z) = C|:L’|_Ue_a\x\’ ceR, o€(0,N—-1), a>0.

The genuine Yukawa potential corresponds to o = 1. The nonlinear Schréodinger equation
with Yukawa potential appears in a model describing the interaction between a meson field
and a fermion field(see [33]). Note that

1
q

IVlze = le] [Na(N)(aq)* *T (N — qo)] (1.7)

and
1V =2(N - 1Da(N —1)|c)a® V(N -1 - o), (1.8)

where I is the Gamma function. In fact,

1
HVHLq = ‘C‘ (/ |x‘—qae—aqwdx)
RN
~ 1
= | (Na(N)/ rN_l_q"e_“q’"dr)
0

= e [Na(N)(aq) "T(N — qo)] ¢,

Q=

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

Vv e—alyl
J R
R

o Y.
N |z =y Ry Y]] — Y|




If x =0, that is,
—aly| oo
/ c Ty = Na(N)/ e N2 = Na(N)a” V' TI'(N -1 - 0).
ry [y[tte 0

If x # 0, it holds

e—alyl ar
/ / / rNldrde —/ e N2 () dr,
ax Tyl — o1 SN - 17"’ISE—7“9|

where r = |y| and
1
I(x,r :/ —db
O f T

Take A € O(N) such that Ae; = 2y with ey = (1,0,---,0), we see that

I(x,r):/ ;dez/ S )
=t |2 de, - g vt |lzle, — o)

By change of variables, we get

dn ds

1
Ix,r://
Tk RCED R

/ /Sm\/ xmdé \/1di 52

B ds
~s* [ :
—1 m

It follows that
e_aly‘

T %Y
[y|7|z —y
2(N — 1)a(N —1) [l >
= ( Jor( ) / e N0 dr £ 2(N — 1)a(N — 1)/ e N TEmo gy
0 |

= 2(N - 1Da(N —1)a” "T(N —1-0)

|| ||
+2(N — 1a(N —1) <|1‘ / e NI gy —/ e_‘”"rN_z_Udr> .
2 0
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Consider

1 A
fA) = —/ e~ rpN=l=o g —/ e N2 N> 0.
AJo 0
We see that if 0 < 0 < N — 1, then
}\li% fA) =0.
Moreover,
1 M~

f'(\) = /. e N0 dr < 0, YA > 0.

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

—aly|
€

———dy < 2(N — Da(N — 1)a” ¥I'(N -1 - o).
yl7lz =y

We conclude that
IVilc = 2(N = Da(N = 1D)[cla” V' T(N - 1 -0),
which proves (1.8).

The main results of this paper are as follows.

RV, N >3, IfV e KNL2 and |V_||,. < N(N—2)a(N),
then there exists a unique solution u to (1.1) satisfying

Theorem 1.1. Assume ug € H}

2(N+2) 1 2N (N+2)

RN L~z (I, W w21

uwe O, H}

rad
for ||uo|| g small enough, where I is an interval.

1. hold. Assume V. € KN L> and Vol <
N(N —2)a(N). Let u be such that the corresponding solution to (1.1) exists on the maximal
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

Theorem 1.2. Let N > 3 and uy € H!

sup [[Va(-, Dl = oc. (1.9)
t>0

Remark 1.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, we can define a maximal interval
I(ug) = (to — T-(ug),to + T (up)), with Ty (ug) > 0, where the solution is defined. If
Ty (ug) < 00, then by standard finite blow-up criterion, we know that

HUH 2(N+2) aN(N4+2) — +00,
N-z LT
[to,to+T4 (ug)]

the corresponding result holds for T_(ug).



Theorem 1.3. Assume that N > 3. IfV € C(RN)NL2 (RY) and ||V_||% < S, the equation
(1.2) has a positive ground state solution which is radially symmetric.

Remark 1.3. If the operator —A + V' is positive definite, then we can use the mountain
pass theorem to obtain the ground state solution of the equation. If the operator —A +V is
indefinite, we can also obtain the ezistence 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 € CNKAWEE, [[Vo[|o < N(N —2)a(N), [V_|ly <, VV(z) -z €
L= (RY) and VV(z) -2 <0, N > 3. Assume that

E@@<Emm/ w%ﬁm</\vwmx
]RN ]RN

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

tim_u(t) = o[ o =0, Jim_{Ju(t) = e"uo |y =0

t——+o0
Remark 1.4. If the operator —A + 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 wvery 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 vy € HY, v(t) = e“vy and let {t,} be a sequence, with lim ¢, = te
[—00, +00]. We say that u(z,t) is a non-linear profile associated with (vo, {t,}) r%f ;].;ere exists
an interval I, with t € I (if t = £oo, I = [a,+00) or (=00, a|) such that u is a solution of
(1.1) in I and

lim [Ju(—,t,) —v(—,t,)||;n = 0.

n—oo



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)n20 of positive numbers and core,
every sequence z = (zn),>q = (tn; Tn),>o C R X RV,
(ii) We say that two pairs (h,z) and (W', z") are orthogonal if

hn+h;+tn—t’n+:ﬂn—z; o .

— + = 00, N — 00.

B e | () i |

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

(it) A pair (q,r) is H -admissible, if r € [, +00) and q satisfies

2 N N-=2
4= -
q T 2

Proposition 2.1. (see [19]) Let (q,7) be an L*-admissible pair. There exists C = C(r),
such that

"] o, < Cllel

€ rapy = YIPIL2RY)

for every p € 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
"l o, < ClVOl 2@y

for every ¢ € HY(RYN).

Remark 2.1. One can actually show: ([19]) ii’)
+oo
H/ e’(t_T)Eg(—,T)dT

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

< CHQHL?’L;’,
LiLy

Lemma 2.1. (Sobolev embedding). For v € C§° (RN*!), we have

2(N+2)
N—2

o] 20viz 20vi2 < OV
L, NZ [ N2 L

anvr2) (N > 3).
LN

(Note that Q%Vj;) =q, 2%5&2) = r is admissible.)



Lemma 2.2. ([13]) 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,
1 () e < CllullEa [l yiam -
A similar estimate holds with Ws’p, WePL-norms replaced by WP WPt norms.

Lemma 2.3. ([7]) Let N > 1 and f : RN — R satisfy Vf € WH2(RY). Then, for all
ue Hz(RN), it holds that
L2) ’

Next, we consider the operators £* appear as limits of the operators £".

o2
<o ([, + ul

V13

/RN u(x)V f(z) - Vu(r)dx

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

Lemma 2.4. (see [22, 25]). Suppose T, — Too € R and {x,,} C RY satisfies v, — 1o, € RY
or |x,| = oo. Then,

lim [[£" = L]0 =0 for all v € H,
lim ||(e7™E" — e ™) ||, =0 forall ¢eH,

n—oo
lim ||[(£7)? = (£%)3] ¢ =0 forall wveH. (2.1)
n—oo
Furthermore, for any 2 < q < oo and % + % = %,
lim [[(e7" = e ) 0l gy =0 Jorall € L (2.2)
Finally, if voo # 0, then for any t > 0,
lim |[[e™™" —e 7] 6|, = 0. (2.3)

Notations:

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

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

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

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



3 Well-posedness

First, we recall the dispersive estimate for the linear propagator e**, but for simplicity, we
assume that the negative part of a potential is small.

Lemma 3.1. (Dispersive estimate). If V € KN L% and Vol < N(N —2)a(N), then
e ull o < Il full
for any u € L*(RY).

Proof. By Beceanu-Goldberg [5], it suffices to show that £ does not have an eigenvalue or
a nonnegative resonance. We claim that £ is positive, that is, if V' € IC, then

/ V[Juf*dz < N(N“ !I)CQ(N)”V“'@Q- (3.1)

In particular, if [|[V_||,, < N(N —2)a(N), then

HLHK 2 112 / - V| 2
_ §7 2< 2 5 = < C 2.
(1 N(N —2)a(N) IVullze < ll£2ullz RNEde— 1+N(N—2)a(N) IVullz

In fact, observe that

2

dx

|2y wis
) Vi)l

= [ ven [ v 2>a<N>\x "
vy

L. (/ NV = 2)a(N N)\x—mdy)ANN<N—;f3§>\x—y|dyd$

\V\/c / / )| 2
< U dydx

< {N(N'Y'Q’ja(m} .

IA

Then, (3.1) follows by the standard T7* argument with 7 = |V|2|V|~!. Therefore, it has
no negative eigenvalue. Moreover, by Tonescu-Jerison [17], there is no positive eigenvalue or
resonance. U

Lemma 3.2. IfV € KNLZ and ||V_|,. < N(N —2)a(N), there exist Cy,Cy > 0 such that

Ifllze < CLILEF s Il < Co |+ L),

where 1 <p<g<oo, 1<p< 0<s<2 and%:% =



Proof. Consider the heat operator e ¢t Let a = 0 or 1. According to the Theorem 2
in [27], we know that e *(9*£) obeys the gaussian heat kernel estimate,

Al —Az‘

t2

0 < e " (z,y) < YVt >0, Vz,y € RN

for some A, Ay > 0. Applying it to

S ]. o0 S
L£)5 = — “HatL)p3 =1y
(@4 £)7F = 7 / c ,

it is easy to see that the kernel of (a 4 £)~2 satisfies

1
=y

[(a+ L) 2(z,y)| < C

where C' > 0. This implies that H a+ L) fHLq < C||fllzr with p,q, s in Lemma 3.2. [

Lemma 3.3. (Norm equivalence) If V € KN L* and Vol < N(N —2)a(N), then

P e o~ lhwer,

wherel<r<¥and0§s§2.

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

N
a4+ L)fller ~ [[(a+A)fller, VI<r< 5

Indeed, by Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality, we have
[(a+H) fller < [[(@ = A) fller + [V fllzr
< |[(a=A)fllzr Ly
< Clla— A)fller-

Similarly,
(@ = A)fller < (@ + L) fllor + IV Fller
<|l(a+L)fller
< Cll(a+ L) flle-

Next, we claim that the imaginary power operator (a + £)% satisfies

H(a —A)¥

N
2

e <Cly)2, VyeRand V1 <r < oco.

}(a+£)iy}

Lr—Lr’

Indeed, since the heat kernel operator e~ **

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

N z
l(a+ L) fllpr < Cmz)> [[(a = A fl -,
P N
(@ = A)fll < Cmz)= [[(a+ L) f]
for 1 < r < oo when Rez = 0 and for 1 < r < 7 when Rez = 1. Finally, applying the

Stein-Weiss complex interpolation, we prove the norm equivalence lemma. O

10



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

Lemma 3.4. Assume ug € H ,(RY), N > 3, then there exists a unique solution u to (1.1)
satisfying

2(N N(N+2)

we (I HYy(RYN) N L85 (1, wh v )

for ||ug||gr small enough, where I is an interval.

Proof. (1.1) is equivalent to the integral equation
. t . / 4
u(t) = ey +i/ e~ =Ly | v 2yt
0

Now, we consider the complete metric space

B:{ Ha+cww|@ﬂzwwm<ﬂ}

L, L N244
equipped with the distance

de(u,v) == [Ju —v|| 2vin anvviz), u,v € B
LIN*Z L NZ34

and .
By (v) = e Fuy + z/ e =L | W2 pdt
0

Next, we prove that ®,,(v) : B — B and is a contraction. In fact, by Lemma 2.1,

w(0)]

m\»—t

H(1+£)

2(N+2) 2N(N+2)
L, N2 L N

t
< |1+ L£)Zug] 2 + h/’e—“*%”£<1+-c>%hnﬁf2vdf s (v
0 LliN*Z L NZya
< Cl+ Drugllze +C |1+ Lol 20|
L2LN+2
4
< - Mm LN
LW N+2
_4
< cwmm+0|w%ﬁ%%gwwqﬁﬁ>@
_4
< cwmm+{ww;gywﬁmﬁanm;wmﬁw?
< CHUOHH1 +C HUH 2(N+2) L 2N(N+2) (3'2)
L] N-—-2 w ) N2+4
N+2

< C(luolla + p>=2).

Choosing p such that C(||uo| g + p%) < p, then ®,,(v) maps B to B.

11



Now we prove that ®,,(v) is a contraction map. Let u,v € B, by Remark 2.1 and
Lemma 2.2, then we have

dB((I)UO (u)’ (I)UO ('U))
= [[Puy (1) = Puy (v )HL2<N+2> (i)

4
I L +

t
< / e_i(t_t/)qu' |U|ﬁ —U'|U|ﬁ|dt/ 2(N+2) 2N(N+2)
0 LIN*Q I N2+4
< Cllu-ul¥= —v- |U|N2|| .
e
< CHU—UHL2(N+2) 2N(N+2) HUH 2(N+2) 2N(N+2) _'_HU’ 2(N+2) 2N (N+2)

N-2 [T NZ2}a L1N72 L N244

4
< CH“ - UH 2N+2) 2N(N+2) (Hu’ 2(N+2) 1 2N(N+2) + HU’ Ni?v+2) ) 2N(N+2))
L LN L, N=2 w" N244

< CpmdB('l% 'U)'

Choosing p such that C’,oN 2 < 1 the above estimate implies that ®,,(v) is a contraction.
Therefore, @, (v) has a fixed pomt in B. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The above lemma implies global well-posedness for (1.1). 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
r2, forr <1

)

1
2 "(r) < = |z| >
0. for 1> 2 and ¢'(r)<1 forr=lz/ >0

v(r) = {

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

— Rr2 (L
Ualr) = B (). (4.1)
Next we will show that
.y _ Y(r) B
1—4%(r) >0, 1 . >0, N—AYgr(r)>0 forallr>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

N = Adn(r) =1 )+ (V= 1) (1= 1)) 20

12



Besides (4.2), 1r admits the following properties, which can be easily checked. We define

My, Ju®)] = 2Im [ @(t)Vepr - Vu(t)de = 2Im | @(t)d;rd;u(t)ds

RN RN

Define the self-adjoint differential operator
Ty =i (V- Vb + Vo - V),
which acts on functions according to
Pypf =1 (V- ((Vir) [) + (Vir) - (V) .

It’s easy to check that
My [u(@)] = (u(t), Typu(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,T).

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

D Moalu®] = (ule), AT Jut) + (—Jul 750, Dyut) ) + (), iyl 50
= ]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 [7], we obtain

R >[ N (1) <8 Vul: + CR
I, = < ZFdJR ()>
= (Il 5 (V- (Vi) ) + (Vi) - (V) )
< %/ ViV (|u|~2)dx

- 5 L, @l
_ 4/ B2 — 2 [ (Agp — NP2 de
RN N |z|>R

4
_ —4/ [Pz 4= [ (V= A2 da
RN N Jiz=r

13



< —4/RN Iul%d:erQCR_QHN_A¢R||L°°||VU||%2(\$\ZR),
Iy = (u(t),iCyylul™7u)
= —(ut), (v ((WRM T u) + (Ver) - (V]u77u)))
< / Vion- V (Jul#) da
- -2 [ (8w ol Fd
= 1 [ s [ V- vl P
RN N |z|>R
< =t [ e+ 20BN = Al Vg
Therefore, by Lemma 3.3,
4 Mo [u(t)

2N
< 8||Vul[z. + CR™ — 8/ ul =2 dx + ACR™?||N — Apg| e [Vl Lo 105 1y
RN

IA

SCHL%U

o+ OR? =8 [ JulFda + ACRIN - Al = [Vl
RN -

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

d

S Mg [u(D)] < SCE(u(t)) = 8CE ().

O

Proof of Theorem 1.2 . Let u be such that the corresponding solution to (1.1) exists on
the maximal time 7™, If T* < oo, then we are done. If T* = oo, we show (1.9). We suppose
that u(t) exists for all times ¢ > 0, i.e. T* = oo. It follows from Lemma 4.1 and conservation
of mass, for R > 1 large enough,

%MW u(t)] < 8CE(ug) := —A* <0, t>0.

From this, we infer that

Mypu(t)] < —A"t + My, [u), t>0.

2|M¢R [uo] |

On the one hand, let Ty = e

> 0, then for any ¢t > T, we have

Mo, [u()] < —%A*t < 0. (4.3)

14



On the other hand, by Lemma 2.3 and the conservation of mass, we see that for any ¢t €
[0, +00),

Myafu(®)]] < C(wr) (H\V|%u<t>H;+||u<t>HLz IV\W?H)
< 0w (I9ul,a el + )1 19l
< C(un) [ Vulz,

where we have used the interpolation estimate
L2
|I91u] | < CIvuls fulle-
This combined with (4.3) yields that for any ¢ > Tj,
ATt < —2My[u(t)]) < O || Vul[7. -

This shows that
IVu(t)|?, > Ct, t>T,.

It means that
sup ||[Vu(-, 1) 2 = oo.
>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

4

i+ Au—V(zx)u+ |u|¥2u=ce¢

for some function e. Suppose that

@l oo 1 (1xmmy < B, (5.1)
||u|| 2%V+2)L2(N+22) (IXRN) <L (52)

for some E,L > 0. Let ug € H'(RY) with ||[ug|| 2 gny < M for some M >0 and let to € I.
There exists eg = eo(E, L, M) > 0 such that if

luo — 1 (to) | g1 <é, (5.3)

e]] ay <€ (5.4)

L""HlﬁL2 N+

15



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

||u — ﬂ“ 2(N+2) | 2N(N+2) < C(E, L, M)c":‘, (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) W1y21\17\r(21v+4;2) <p,

so we need to get (5.5).

Let
w:=u—uand A(t) := [Jw]| 2(N+2) L2N(N42) -
oy LN )W N
Note that

00 + AW — V(2)d + |+ w| 7= (4 + w) — |4 7210 = —e,

which is equivalent to the integral equation
. t . / 4 t . /
w(t) = eFwy + Z/ LG+ w| =2 (@ + w) — || v-2 ﬂ]dt + Z/ e Lt
0 0

Then by Strichartz, Holder, (5.1), (5.2), (5.3), (5.4), we obtain

l\DI»—-

H(1+£)

( ) 2(N+2) 2N (N+2)
L2NL L N2+4

L=,

t
Z/ =L (1 4 L)z edt!
0

(Iﬂ[ T ,T])

= C||(1 + £)2wol|> +

Lnr,mL?

t
i/ew4ﬁu+cﬁnm+wﬁum+uo—mw%mm'
0

_|_

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

L, N=2 1" N214

1 ~ _4 ORI
< Cllwollm + C llelly + € |1+ 0% [lol - (i +w¥= + @ 72)] | | o
T
1 ~ _4
< Cllwollp + Tlellgerm + € [+ 0F (ol Jit wl) |
+C a2yt (ol =], o
L2LN
< Clunln + Tllellsgrm +C ol sgp oo - 2 |
+C HwHL;%\fj;) Wl’ZI\zir(é\ff) HU + ’LU| L;(N+2) LQ(NH)
< CHwOHHl_'_THeHLg?Hl +CHw||L;(I<’Vj22)W1’2A1’v(2N+T) H | 2(N+2)L2%Vj22)

4

FCJw|| 2vez) | envgvrg) - P2
LTN72 W N244

16



< e+ Te+ CAL)LN= + CA(t)pv—2,

where all space time norms are over (IN[—t,t])xRY. Using the standard continuity argument
to remove the restriction to [—t, ], we derive (5.5). O

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

Remark 5.1. Note that f(u) € LYH N LY W'~ and hence
‘ / ei(t—t’)ﬁf(u)dt/

t
Then, u(t) = e~y + [T=L f(u)dt' and hence u™ = e Fug + [ e~ 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' xRN I' € I,

such that ||u|| 212
LN w

— 0, t = 4o00.
H1

1

aN(Nt2) < OQ.
’ N2+44

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: HY(RY) — R defined by

.
Ydz,

I(u) = 1/ (IVuf + V(@)[uf?)dz — i/ ”
2 Jrn 2% JrN
where 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 D'?(RY) < L2 (RY), where DV?(R") denotes the completion of C°(RY) with
respect to the norm |jul|g = ||Vull2. It is well known [28] that the optimal constant is
achieved by (any multiple of)

N—-2

€ 2
) ,e>0, yeRY, (6.1)

N—-2
U.y(x) =[N(N-2)] + | —————
) = N =2 (i
which are the only positive classical solutions to the critical Lane-Emden equation

—Aw=w>"' w>0 inRY.

Now, we begin proving that [ satisfies the geometric assumptions of the mountain pass
theorem.

Lemma 6.1. [ has a mountain pass geometry, that is,
(i) there exist a,, p > 0 such that 1(v) > « for all v € E such that ||v||g = p,
(ii) there exists e € E with ||e||g > p such that I(e) < 0.

17



Proof. (i) By using Sobolev embedding, we obtain

1 1 .
Iw) = §/RN(\VU|2+V(:L’)|U|2)dx—§/RN\U\2 da

> o N -1 V 2 o § v 2
- 2<1 IV=lly 5 )/RN| ulde 2. 5% (/w' ul dI)

> 0

when ||ul|g is small enough. Hence, there exist «, p > 0 such that I(v) > « for all v € E
such that ||v||g = p.
(ii) Taking vo(z) € C°(RY), we get

12 %

I(tvo(x) = = [ ([Veol* +V(@)|w|?)de — = [ |vo|*dw
2 RN 2 RN
12 2 .
< -1 2 o 2
< 3 (1+y|v||%5 )/RN\VUM dr - o /RN|U0 dx
< 0

when ¢ is large enough. Therefore, we can choose e = tyvy(z) for some ty > 0 such that (ii)
holds. O

According to Lemma 6.1 and using a variant of the mountain pass theorem without the
Palais-Smale condition, we can find a sequence {v,} C E such that

I(v,) = cand I' (v,) = 0 in E* (6.2)
as n — 0o, where

= inf I(~(t
¢ = Inf max (v(1))

and
['i={yeC([0,1],E) : v(0) = 0, I(v(1)) < 0}.

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

Proof. For n large enough, we obtain that

1
ct1l+unlle = I(un) — ;(I'(un),uw
= = (|IVu,|” + V(2)|u,|*)de — — |un|” dx
2 ]RN 2* ]RN

1 .
—= U (|Vun\2—|—V(a:)|un|2)dx—/ Pk dx]
2 ]RN ]RN

1
_ _/ (Vunl? + V() |un |2 dar
N RN

1 -1 2
> S (1= Vel 57 luali?:
which implies that {u,} is bounded. O

18



Lemma 6.3. ¢ < %S%.

Proof. Let ¢ € C°(RY) be a radial cut-off function such that ¢ = 1 for z € B(0, p) and
Y =0 for x € RNV \ B(0,2p), where p is some positive constant. Define, for ¢ > 0,

It follows from [30] that
N
S2

IVUNZ = 1T ]2 =

and
/ \Vu|* de = / IVU|>dz+ 0O (s¥72) = S%4+0 G
RN RN

/ ue|* de = / U.|* dz+ 0 (V) = 5% + 0 (V)
RN RN

d (f(f ¢(r)dr> c+0(2), if N=3
/N u.|* dz > de?|Ine| + O (e%) if N =4,
R
de? 4+ 0 (eN72), if N >5,
where d is a positive constant. Note that
t2 t*

I(tu.) = 3 (|Vu5| + V(x )|u€|2)dzz—§ - |u€|2*d1’

2
- h(t)+t—/ V(@) |u. d.
2 RN

Clearly, h(t) > 0 for ¢ > 0 small and h(t) — —o0 as t — oo, so h(t) attains its maximum at

2\ 73
t— (”qu2”3) with A/(t.) = 0.

e 5+

Hence, we have

I(t.u.)
_ & 2 2
= 5 | (90l V@ e~ 2 [ e
RN
2 2
(ol (nwerb) S eV (19lE) ™),
() ot () e+ 255 () et

_ ;(|Vua||§)232+maxv(
N\ el

s¥ 10 () |7
(5% +O0(eN-2))

5 2
) o2

o)

==
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1
= —=S52.
N 2
We complete the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Recall that the sequence {u,} C E which satisfies (6.2). More-
over, lemma 6.2 implies {u,} is bounded in E. Then there exists a function v € E such that
up to a subsequence, u,, — w in E,u, — u in L*(RY),Vs € (2,2%), u,(z) = u(z) a.e. in RY.
Thus for any ¢ € Cg°(RY), one has

0 :/ Vu, - V<pd:c+/ V(z)uppdx —/ |t ™2 Upipdz + o(1)
RN RN RN

:/ Vu-Vgodx—i—/ V(x)wpda:—/ u? “loda.
RN RN RN

That is, u is a solution of equation (1.2). We claim that u # 0. Suppose by contradiction
that u = 0. Since {u,} is bounded in E, up to a subsequence we have that |Vu,|? — ¢ € R.
Using (6.2), we have

(I'(up),un) = / |Vun|2d:)3—l—/ V(:E)uidx—/ |un|2*d:£
RN RN

RN
— 0,

hence
5o = [IVun|l5 — ¢

as well. Therefore, ¢ > Sﬁzl*, and we deduce that either / =0, or £ > S ¥. Let us suppose
at first that ¢ > S=. Since I(u,) — ¢ < %S%, we have that

s

1
NS% >c < I(u,)+o(1)
1 , 1 , 1 )
= - |Vu,|” de + = V(z)u,dr — — lu,|” dx
2 RN 2 RN 2* RN
0 S
= —>_
N~ N

which is not possible. If instead ¢ = 0, we have |uy||2+ — 0, ||[Vu,||2 — 0 and F(u,) — 0.
But then I(u,) — 0 # ¢, 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=1I(u) =I(lu]) = ¢,

which shows that [,(Ju|) = ¢. So we can replace u by |u|. Moreover, if u* designates the
Schwarz’s Symmetrization of u, we know that

/ |vu\2dxz/ \Vu*|* da and/ |ul? dx:/ lu*|? de,
RN RN RN RN
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then I (u*) = ¢, from where it follows that we can replace u by u*.

Now, we prove that u(z) > 0 for all z € RY. In fact, it is enough to apply the Harnack
Inequality (see [14, Theorem 8.20]). Assume by contradiction that there exists zo € RY such
that u (xg) = 0. Since u # 0, there exists z; € RY such that u (z1) > 0. Have this in mind,
fix R > 0 large enough such that g, 21 € Br(0). By [14, Theorem 8.20], there exists C' > 0
such that

sup <C inf wu
yer@ (y) < Lt (y),

which is absurd, because in this case

sup u(y) >0 and inf wu(y)=0.
yEBR(0) y€BR(0)

This completes the proof. O

7 Some variational estimates

From now on, we assume that the positive ground state solution of (1.2) is W(x) and
VV(x) -z < 0. The equation (1.2) gives

Y dr.

[ A9WE VW= [

RN

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

N —2 9 1 9 1/ 9 1 g
N o VW | dx + — 5N (VV(z) x)|Wledz + 2 |x V(z)|W|*dx = T |W| dx.
Hence,
1 9 9 1 o
EW) = 5 (IVW|" + V(x)|W] )dm—z— |W|* dx
RN
1
= ¥ \VW|2da;— —/ (VV(x) - z)|W|*dx.
Lemma 7.1. Assume u satisfies
IVull3 < [VWIE5.

Moreover, let E(u) < (1 — &)E(W), where 8§ > 0. Then, there exists 6, > 0, 0 > 0 such
that

/ |Vul|?dr < (1 — 51)/ VW |*dz, (7.1)
RN RN
/ (|Vul* = [ul*)dz > 5/ \Vul*dz, (7.2)
RN RN

E(u) > 0. (7.3)

21



Proof. In order to get (7.2), take ||Vu||? very small, there exists 6 > 0 such that

/RN(WUV—\U\?)dI > [[Vull; = G| Vully

= 5/ |Vul*dz,
RN

which implies (7.2) holds. To prove (7.1), by E(u) < (1 — dy)E(W) and ||Vul3 < [|[VW|[3,

we have

1 1 .
—/ (|Vu|2+V(x)|u|2)d9:——/ lul* dz
2 RN 2* RN
1 — 0 9 1 -9 2
< — .
< 5 L. VW |dx oI RN(VV(x) 2)|W [2d,

so there exists 0; > 0 such that

1 1—46 1 .
/iWMMzS —/Qvﬁ—vmmﬁw+ 0/ WW&m+j/ lu|* dx
]RN 2 ]RN N ]RN 2 RN
14

2N RN
1

— / \Vul?dz +
2 RN

1 —
50||VV(:B)-93||NS_1/ VW |?dx
2 RN

(VV(z) - z)|W|*dx
1-— (50

IN

/ YW dz + C||Vul)?
RN

+2N

1 1-46 .

= —/|vwﬁm+ °/|vwﬁu+mwwﬁ
2 RN 2N RN

1— Gy

2N

;:(1—&X/|vwﬂm,
RN

_|_

vax)-x“ﬂs—l/ VIV 2dz
2 RN

where we use the fact that the negative part of V(z) is small and VV(z) -z € L= (RY).
Finally, we show that (7.3) holds. Indeed,

1 1 R
E(u) = §/RN(\VU|2+V(:L’)|U|2)dx—§/RN\U\2 da

1 —1 2 1 2 %
2(1 IV_lly S >/RN|V“| do= o (/RN|vu| d:)s)

> 0

v

since [|[V_]| x < S, this completes the proof. O

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 [, [VW [*dz 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 [,y |[VW[*dx.
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Corollary 7.1. Assume that u € H' and [, [Vul’ dz < [o [VW 2dz, then E(u) > 0.

Proof. If E(u) > E(W) = < [on [VW|2dz — 555 [on (VV () - 2)|[W|*dz, this is obvious. If
E(u) < E(W), the claim follows from (7.3). O

Theorem 7.1. (Energy trapping). Let u be a solution of the (1.1), with ty = 0, u|,_, = uo
such that for 6y > 0,

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

Let I(0 € I) be the mazimal interval of ewistence. Let &, & be as in Lemma 7.1. Then, for
each t € I, we have

/RN |Vu(t)Pde < (1 —6) /]RN VW |2dz, (7.4)
/RN(|Vu(t)|2 () )dz > S/RN Vu(t)|2da, (7.5)
Blu(t)) > 0. (7.6)

Proof. By energy conservation, E(u(t)) = E(ug), t € I and the theorem follows directly
from Lemma 7.1 and a continuity argument. O

Corollary 7.2. Let u,ug be as in Theorem 7.1. Then for all t € I we have E(u(t)) =~
Jan [Vu(t)Pde ~ [on V| dzz, with comparability constants which depend only on N.

Proof. Note that

1 2 9 1 o
E(u(t)) = §/RN(|Vu(t)| + V(@) |u(®)?)de - o . u(t)|? dx
= % (1 + IV S_1> /]RN |Vu(t)|*dz — 2_1*/]RN lu(t)|* dx

1

< 1 v §1 2
< (1 Wiy s?) [ vupa,

and by the proof of (7.3) there exists 4 such that

E(u(t)) > % (1 —IV-lly S‘1> /RN V() Pde — . '15% (/RN |Vu(t)|2dx)%

>3 / Vu(t)2de,
RN

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

B(u(®)) = E(ug) ~ / Vuo|? d,
RN
by the first equivalence when ¢ = 0. O
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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 {vo,} € H', |[vonlln < p . Assume that

He‘iwv(]nH 20v42) > p > 0, where p is as in Lemma 3.4. Then there exists a sequence
L

{VOJ}] L in ?]1 a subsequence of {vg,}(which we still call {vy,}) and the parameters

(Tjn;tjn) € RN X R, with
tin = tjrm| + [Tjn — 2jr | — 00

as n — oo for j # j'(we say that (x;,;t;,) is orthogonal if this property is verified) such
that
Voallga = ao(p) > 0. (8.1)

If VI(x,t) = e "V, then, given go > 0, there exists J = J (g) and
{w,}2, € H' so that vy, = Z Vl — ZTjn, —tjn) + Wy (8.2)

with He it wnH AN 2N (N +2) < &g, for n large

N—-2
(“oorron)V N

e %vwib—ZH Ve Vo l3 4 ()3 wal? + (1), n— 00, s € {01}, (83)

J
E (von) = > E(V/(=tjn)) + E (wy) + 0(1), n — oc. (8.4)
j=1
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

: B _ N
{ iu+ Au—V(x)u=0, (z,t) € RY xR, (8.5)

u(0,2)|,_y = p(z) € H'(RY).

Lemma 8.2. Let (¢,)n>0 be a bounded sequence in HY(RYN). Let (v,)n>0 be the sequence of
solutions to (8.5) with initial data vy,(x,0) = @, (x). Then there exist a subsequence (v),) of
(vn), a sequence (1)1 of scales, a sequence (z%);>1 of cores and a sequence (e " V7);5; C
HY(RY), such that

(i) the pairs (17,27) are pairwise orthogonal;

(ii) for everyl > 1,

y(a,t) =Y e VI (2 t) + wl (x, 1), (8.6)

J=1
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with

lim sup “e_itﬁw;“Lq(R pr@ny 0 L= 00 (8.7)
n—00 ’

for every H'-admissible pair (q,r)(defined in Definition 2.3), and, for every l > 1,
I(L)2up 3 =D (L)7e VI3 + [I(£) 2w} |I3 + o(1), n— oo, s € {0,1}. (8.8)
j=1

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 L?(RY), see [4].

Definition 8.1. Let f = (f,),, be a bounded sequence of L*(RY) and h = (hy), -, a scale.
(i) We say that f is h-oscillatory if

lim sup /
n—00 hnl€|<

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

|ﬁ@MMe+/

+ hnlé|>R

|fn(5>|2d§> —0, R — .

/ ()P dE = 0, n— .
aghn|§|Sb

Definition 8.2. We say that two scales h = (h,) and h = (h,) are orthogonal(we note
h L h) if i
hn  hy
= + -— — +00, N — 0.
hn
The following remark will be useful.

Remark 8.1. (i) Let h = (hy,),5, be a scale. Let £ and g be two bounded sequences in
L*(RYN), 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

fo(@)gn(z)dz — 0, n — oc. (8.9)
RN
From (8.9), it follows that

| fn +gn||2L2(RN) = ||9n||2L2(RN) + ||fn||2L2(]RN) +0(1), n — +oo0.
(ii) Let h = (h,)n>0 be a scale and f a bounded sequence in L*(RY), such that f is h-
oscillatory. Then f is h-singular for every scale h orthogonal to h.

Proposition 8.1. Let f be a bounded sequence in L*(RY). Then there exist a subsequence f'
of £, a family (b/),., of pairwise orthogonal scales and a family (g7),.., of bounded sequences
in L?(RN), such that
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(i) for every j, g’ is hi-oscillatory;
(ii) for every 1 > 1 and x € RY,

Zgn )+ R (x

where (RL) is W -singular for every j € {1,...,1}, and

— 0, | — oo;

hmsup HRl HBO

(iil) for everyl >1

I
| fall7 2@y = Z gl 72 ey + ’|R£L||%2(RN) +o(1), n — +o0.

Applying Proposition 8.1 to the sequence ((E)gapn)mo, s € {0,1}, we obtain a family

of scales (h/),., and a family (¢7).., of bounded sequences in H'(R") such that

Z @ (z) + DL (= (8.10)

where ((£)2¢?) is hi-oscillatory for every j > 1, ((£)2®!) is h’-singular for every j €
{1,2,...,1}, and
lim sup H(ﬁ)gq)izHgo — 0, [ — oc. (8.11)
n—+00 2,00

Furthermore, the following almost orthogonality identity holds
2onllz = i IC)2 A5 + (L) @113 + o(1), n — o0 (8.12)
for every [ > 1. To (8.10) corresponds a decomposition of (v/,) solutions of (8.5)
t) = ipﬁ;(x,t) + ¢k (x,1). (8.13)
j=1

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

LVt + V@l o)z = [ (Vo) + Vla@Pis. 610

From (8.12) and (8.14), we infer

)2u,ll3 = ZII 23+ 1(L)2 13 + 0(1), n — o0 (8.15)

for every [ > 1.
To estimate the remainder term ¢, we need the following refined Sobolev inequality.
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Proposition 8.2. For every f € HY(RY), we have

1_f

171, 2 g, < CIEE T IEVE TS,

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

1_f

I, 235 oy < CUNVFll 2y IIVfII

(RN)
Hence, it follows from Lemma 3.3 that

1_f

171, 3 gy < CIEVE Lz ICOYE IS,

R

which is the result we require. O

If ¢ is a solution of (8.5) then ox(D)q is also solution to the same equation, where
op(€) = 1{2k§|§|§2k+1}(§). The conservation law for all o,(D)q, k € Z, implies

L) 2a(®)l 5 = 1(£)2q(0)ll 5 . (8.16)

Applying (8.16) to ¢, we obtain

s o s
L2l ey ) = EF 0y 817
Using (8.11) and (8.17), we have
lim sup H(E)iqleLw(R B ) 0, I = oo.
n—00 772,00
According to the Proposition 8.2,
hmsuqunH 2 Climsup||(£)§q,l@||2§1imsupH(E) anzoo(RBg ) (8.18)
n—00 n—00 P2 o0
Moreover, it follows from (8.15) that
limsup [|(£)3q, ][5 < limsup [|(£)2v, |3 < limsup||(£) 2, [3 < C (8.19)
n—o00 n—o00 n—oo

for every [ > 1. Combining (8.18) and (8.19), it holds

lizn_)soliquilHLw e — 0, [ — o0.

(R,L

Let (s,7) be a H'-admissible pair. Due to interpolation inequality, we know that

L P A S 4 A
where ) 2 — ) N N
s(r — r—
g = —~— 7 A :]_—— = —.
i r ! 4— N~ & YT
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It is easy to check that the pair (5,7) is H'-admissible. Hence, by Proposition 2.2, we have

limsup g4 5e.r) < Climsup [[(£) 3¢ ]l2 < Climsup [ (£)50, . < C.
n—oo

n—oo n—oo

Therefore, it follows that

Ls®LT) 0, l >

lim sup HQH

n—o0

for every H'-admissible pair (s,r).
Step 2. This step is devoted to the determination of the families of cores (z7) j>1 and
profiles (V7) 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 = (P,),>0 be a sequence of solutions to (8.5) such that
((L£)2P,(+,0))ns0 is bounded in L*>(RY) and 1-oscillatory. Then there exist a subsequence
(P of (P,), a family (2%)a>1 = (X%, t%)a>1 C RY x R of cores and a family (e V) 4>,
of solutions to (8.5), such that

(i) for every a # 3, |22 — 2| — +00 as n — oo;

(ii) for every A > 1, every x € RY and t € R, we have

P! (t,x) = Ze"tt&m (z — 2%t —t%) + Pt  2),

where
limsup || P2 | pog.or vy — 0, A — 00 (8.20)

n— oo

for every H'-admissible pair (s,7), and
L):P||3 = Z 1(£)2e VS 4 ((£)2 B3 + o(1), n — oo (8:21)

Proof. Assume that V(P) be the set of solutions to (8.5) obtained as weak limits in
L= (R, HY(RY)) of subsequences of translated (BP,(: + ¥y, + t,)) of P. Define

n(P) :=sup {[(£)2Qll2: Q € V(P)}.

Obviously,
0(P) < limsup [|(£)2 Py|2-

n—o0
Next, we will show that for every sequence P there exist a sequence (e~V %) 51 of V(P)
and a family (y2,t%) C RY x R, such that
a#ﬁ#}yg—yg}jt‘tg—tm—)oo,n—>oo (8.22)
and, going if necessary to a subsequence, the sequence (Pn)n20 can be written as

A
Py(y,t) =Y e CTEVE(y — gyt —t7) + Pt w), n(PY) 50, A oo (8.23)

a=1
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with the almost orthogonality identity
A
1(£)2 Pall3 = D II(£)2e D V25 4 [[(£)2 P13 + 1), n — oo. (8.24)
a=1

In fact, if n(P) = 0, we can take e~ £V = 0 for all a, otherwise we choose e £V € V(P),
such that
s —itLys1 1
()3 Vs > Zn(P) > 0.
According to the definition, going if necessary to a subsequence, there exists some sequence
(yk,t1) of RN x R such that

Po(-4yp -+ th) = e Vg, ).

Let
Pl(y,t) = Pu(y,t) — e WLV (y — gl —th). (8.25)

It follows from Lemma 2.4 that
Py (- 4ty +y,) =0,
which implies
1(£)2 Pall3 = [[(£) 2 L VIS 4+ (£)2 Prll3 + o(1), n— oc.

Next, we replace P by P! and repeat the same process. If n(P') > 0 we obtain V2,
(y2,t2) and P2 Moreover, we have

lyn — y2| + [t — t3] = 00, n — o0,

otherwise, going if necessary to a subsequence, P!(-+ 32 -+ t2) — 0, which implies that
e" V2 = 0, so n(P') = 0, this is impossible. An argument of iteration and orthogonal
extraction allows us to construct the family (yo, s%) and (V*),>1 satisfying the claims (8.22)

and (8.24). Moreover, the convergence of the series . ||(£)2e~"**V*||2 implies that
a>1

1(£)2e V2 -0, a — .
However, by construction, we have
n(P*)? < [[(L)ze Vet

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 og(D) to both sides
of (8.25), where o = 1{|§|S%}U{|§|ZR}7 R > 0, then we know that

1(£)

Nlw

or(D)Pull3 = (L) 20r(D)e” V|3 + (L) 20r(D)Pyl3 + o1), n — co.
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By iteration, we infer

m\m

I(€)20r(D) Py ||2—Z|| L)2or(D)e V5 + [(£)20r(D) 3 + o(1), n— co. (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 / E[21PAE, 0)Pde < limsup / E[2IEu (€, 0) 2
n—oo  J{|E|< 5 JU{IE|> R} n—oo  J{[E|< 5 JU{IE|> R}

for every A > 1 and very R > 0. In particular, (VP4) is 1-oscillatory, for every A > 1
(remember that, by hypothesis, (VP,(-,0)),>0 is 1-oscillatory). Let us now summarize the
properties of the family (P4) ;.
(i) For every A > 1, P is uniformly (on n and A ) bounded energy solutions to (8.5).
(i) For every A > 1 and every R > 0,

n—oo n—oo

lim sup / [€]*[ P, (€, 0)[*dé < limsup / €17 Pa(€, 0)Pde. (8.27)
{lgl<FU{lgI= R} {lgl<FU{lEI=R}

(iii)
n(P*4) -0, A — occ.

Using these properties, we shall prove that

lim sup || P4 2N —0, A— 0
n—o0 L>(R,LN=2 (RN))

and by an interpolation inequality we can obtain (8.20) for every H'-admissible pair (s, 7).
In fact, consider a family of functions yg(t,z) = xk(t) - x%(z) in S(RY x R) satisfying the
following properties:

[Xk|+ [XRl <2,

Supp(X%) C {3z < l¢] < 2R},

)A(R=1f0r%§|€|§R>

Th(—15) =1 on Supp(x3),
where A denotes the partial Fourier transform in x and ~ denotes the partial Fourier trans-
form in ¢. Note that

(8.28)

12 i

<lIxr* P, + 10 = xr) = P,

2N
LN 2(RN Loo(R,LN=2 (RN)) ]RLN 2(RN))

where * denotes the convolution in (z,¢) and ¢ denotes the Dirac distribution.
Now, we show that

o A A 2 ., A 1—2
limsup ||xg * P || < C(R)n(P)~ limsup |[VPS, ~. (8.29)

_2N_
n—00 " Leo(R,LN=2(RN)) n— 00
Indeed, by an interpolation inequality, we know

1-2 2
||XR * PTILL‘HLOO(R’L%(RN)) S ||XR * Pr?||LooIE]R7L2(RN)) ||XR * P;Lq||goo(R7Loo(RN))- (830)
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Since yg * P2 is solution to (8.5) and the L2-conservation law, it follows that

||XR * P;;XH%OO(R’LQ(RN)) - ||(XR * P;X)(’ O)H%?(RN)
| ; (8.31)
- & )NH.Fm_)g(XR*P (5 ) (O[22

Now, we write

o P 0) = [ h(=s) [ e - 9P, s)dyds
s R

Y

Using Plancherel inversion formula, it holds

s P 0) = s [ xh=s) [ Gh(-OPIC) (e s

€

Note that Pnj(_-,\s)(—g) =e~ 2 PA(,8)(=¢), so

2 —_— .
s A0 = s [ (B8 o ritogeasas

- R, [;z;: (-5) ortne)| o

Therefore,

€17 YT

Fooe(xr Bl (5 0)(€) = Xp(==5-)XR(E P (- 9)()- (8.32)
Using the properties of yg listed in (8.28), (8.31) and (8.32) we get
Ixa * Pl se ey < CLRIERA(5) |22 < CL(R)[VPA2, (8.33)

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

limsup || * Py || Lo roe@yy = sup limsup |xg * By (yn, $n)|-

n—00 (Yn,Sn) N—>00

By the definition of V(P4), we get

lmsup||x g * P || poo . noe @y < sup { Xr(—=t,—x)V(t,x)dxdt|,V € V(PA)} :
n—00 R JRN
Hence, by Holder’s inequality, it follows that
. A A
i sup [+ P2 ooy < CoBISUR IV, oV € VP,

where Cy(R) depends only on R. Since

V] < CVV]2 < Cn(PY)

Loo(R,LN"2 (RN))
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for every V € V(P4), we have
lim sup HXR * PrILL‘HLoo(R’Loo(RN)) < C2(R)77(PA> (834)
n—oo

for every A > 1. Using (8.30), (8.33) and (8.34), we obtain (8.29).
Next, we claim that

limsup [|(6 — xr) * P, €171 Pu(€, 0)|%dE. (8.35)

n— o0

< C'limsup

2
2N
"L""(Rﬁ “2RY) n—00 /{ES%}U{IﬁlzR}

In fact, since (§ — xr) * P4 is a solution to (8.5) and Proposition 2.2, we have

§— PA|1?
(6 — xr) * n||Lw(R’L

By Plancherel and (8.32), it follows that

o S CIVIG = xn) « PAJE.

2 (RN))

2

de.

P9 {1 ~ %k (—%) xé(&)]

IV =)+ P = g [ I€F

Note that, by (8.28), the quantity [1 — X%(—%)X%(&)] is equal to zero for + < |¢| < R and

uniformly bounded by 3. Consequently,

limsup [[(6 = xg) * By |>_ ~ ax < Climsup €]

“ 2
- / P ae
n—o0 Lo (R, L N=2 (RN)) n—oo J{|g|< L IU{l¢|>R}

Therefore, using (8.27), we get (8.35).
From estimates (8.29) and (8.35), we have

li PA 2
im supl| B "

< Climsup (/ €2 P (0, €)[2de + C(R>n<PA)%HVPfH§_”> :
{le|<FIu{léI=R}

n—oo

2N
=2 (RN))

Let A go to infinity, then R go to infinity and using the fact that n(P4) — 0 as A — oo,
that the family of sequences (VP(-,0)) are uniformly bounded in L?(R") and 1-oscillatory,
we obtain

lim sup|| P2|| 2 —0, A—

n—oo LOO(R7LN72 (RN))

as claimed. This completes the proof of Proposition 8.3. O

Step 3. Complete the proof of Lemma 8.2. Let us come back to the decomposition
(8.13). We set Pi(y,t) = pl(y,t). Note that the sequence ((L£)2Pi(-,0)),>0 is bounded and

1-oscillatory. For every j > 1, Proposition 8.3 provides a family (e~#*V (), of solutions

to (8.5) and a family (y7, 941 € RY x R such that

Aj ‘
Pi(x,t) = Z e—i(t—t,(f’ ))ﬁnv(j,a) (z — yr(Lj,a)’t _ tgva)) + Pr(LjAj)(I’ 1), (8.36)
a=1
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where (8.20) and (8.21) hold. In terms of p/, the identity (8.36) becomes

Aj
Z DL G0 (g — ) — 4G) Ll (1), (8.37)

where
200 = G0 G4 (3 1) = PUAD (1 ¢).

TL n

Summing (8.13) and (8.37), we get

j
(0.0 =37 | S VO o) ) )| ) (53

Jj=1 \ea=1
Equation (8.38) can be rewritten as

l Aj
t ;U Z Z i(t— t(] a) nv(j@) (LU . l’g’a),t B t1(1j,a)> + wg,Al ..... Al)’

J=1 =
where 1
wip A () =y wd M (@ 1) + g (,1).
j=1
Now, using the same proof in [21], we have completed the proof of this lemma. O

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

we use the hypothesis ||e®™“vg,|| 2viz > p > 0. (8.4) follows from the orthogonality of
L N=2

t,x
(jn;tjn) as in the proof of (8.3). The rest of the lemma is contained in the proof of
Theorem 1.12 in [21]. O

9 Compactness of critical element

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

/ V| dz < / VW [*dz and E (uo) < E(W),
RN RN

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

I = (—OO, —l—OO) and ||u|| 2(N+2) 1, 2N(N+2) < 00.
N=z b

N214
(—00,400)

We say that (SC')(ug) holds if for this particular ug(such as, take u|,_, = ug), with
/ (V| dz < / VW %z and E (ug) < E(W)
RN RN
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and u the corresponding solution to the (CP), with maximal interval of existence I, we have

I = (—o00,+00) and |lul| 2v+2 | avoviz < 00.
N—-2 ’N244

L o0, F00)

By Lemma 3.4, (SC) (ug) holds if |Jug|| g1 small. Hence, in light of Corollary 7.2, there
exists 1y > 0 such that if ug is as in (SC) and FE (ug) < no, then (SC) (ug) holds. Moreover,
for any ug as in (SC), E (ug) > 0 because of Theorem 7.1. Thus, there exists a number
Ec, with g < Ec < E(W), such that, if ug is as in (SC) and E (ug) < E¢, (SC) (ug)
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 ¢ at the critical level of
energy E¢ so that (SC') (ugc) 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 ugc in H', with

E(upc) = Ec < E(W), / Vo c|? d </ VW |2dx
RN RN

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

(¢}
1,0 €], then |luc|| 22 L 2N(Nt2) = +00.
L, N7 w NZa

Lemma 9.2. Assume uc is as in Lemmas 9.1 and ||uc|| 20vi2) | avoveny = +00, where
N—2 TNZTTa

W
It
I, = (0,4+00) N 1. Then there exists x(t) € RY, fort € I, such that

K =A{v(z,t) - v(z,t) = uc (x —2(t),1)}
has the property that K is compact in H'. A corresponding conclusion is reached if

HuCH 2AN+2) | 2N(N+2) = 400,
LIN*2 W' N244

where [ = (—00,0)N 1.
Lemma 9.3. Let {20,} € H', with
/ V20| do < / VW |*dz and E (20,,) — Ec
RN RN

and with He“A

zOnH 2(N+2) anwi2) > p, where p as in Lemma 3.4. Let {Vy;} be as in
’ N2 T N%ia ’

(—00,+00)

Lemma 8.1. Assume that one of the two hypothesis

lim E(V{(~t1,)) < Ec (9.1)
n—oo
or after passing to a subsequence, we have that, with s, = —ti,, E(V{(s,)) — Ec, and

Sp = Sy € [—00,+00], and if Uy is the non-linear profile (see Definition 2.1) associated
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to (Vo1,{sn}) we have that the mazimal interval of existence of Uy is I = (—o0,400) and

U] 2ve2) . 2N(N+2) < oo and
N—-2 +4

L o too)

lim E(V{(—t1,)) = Ec. (9:2)

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 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 E¢, and the assumption that Fo <
E(W), we can find ug, € H', with

[ IVualtde < [ [9WPds, B (u,) > 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, || 2 2NN > p > 0, where p is
=t
(Zoortoo)

as in Lemma 3.4 and ||un|| 2t L aNGr) = = +oo(Here we are also using Proposition 2.1
w

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

E (uo,) < (1 — 69) E(W), Vn.

Because of Theorem 7.1, we can find § so that
/ V()| de < (1 — )/ VW |%dx for all t € I,,, Vn.
RN

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

Zvl — Tjn, — ]n) +wn> (93)

1(£)3 w00l = ZH )2 V5 + (L) 3 wall® + 0(1), n— 00, s € {0,1},  (9.4)
J

E (von) ZE ) + E (w,) +o(1), n — oc. (9.5)

Jj=1

Note that because of (9.4) we have, for all n large, that
2 0 2 2 0 2
\Vw,|” dz < (1 - 5) VW |“dz and (VVo,|" de < (1— 5) IVIV|“dz.
RN RN RN RN
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From Corollary 7.1 it now follows that E(V}(—t;,)) > 0 and E (w,) > 0. From this and
(9.5) it follows that

E(V{(~t1)) < E (ug) + o(1)
and hence lim E(V{(—t1,)) < Ec. If the left-hand side is strictly less than E¢, Lemma 9.3

n—oo
gives us a contradiction with the choice of vy, 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, = —t,,(after
passing to a subsequence). We first note that we must have J = 1. This is because (9.5)
and F(ug,) — Ec, E(V}(—s,)) = Ec now imply that

E(w,) = 0 and E(V}(—t;n)) = 0,5 =2,...,J.

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

B

€)=V} (=) 15+ 1(£)2wn]* — 0.

=2
Since [|(£):VH(—t;0)[13 = [|(L£)2e"n~""V; ;||3, then we have
Vo, =0,j=2,...,J and ||(£)5w,|? = 0.

Hence (9.3) becomes ug, = V' (z — 210, 8p) + wy. Let vo, = ugn(r + 71,) and note that
scaling gives us that vy, verifies the same hypothesis as wg,. Moreover, w,, = w,(x + )
still verifies ||(£)2w,||*> — 0. Thus

Vo = Vi (8n) + Wn, ||(L)2@,|*> — 0.
Let us return to Uy, the non-linear profile associated to (Vo 1, {s,}) and let
I = (T-(U), T4-(Uh))

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

/ VU, (s,)]” dz = / % (sn)‘2 dz+ o(1) and E (U; (s,)) = E (V{ (s,)) + o(1)
RN RN
Note that in this case E(V/!(s,)) = E¢ + o(1) and
/ ‘VVll (sn)}zd:v = / IVVoul|* dz = / \Vug,,|? dz + o(1) < / VW |2dx
RN RN RN RN
for n large by Theorem 7.1. Let’s fix § € I;. Then E (U; (s,)) = E (U1(8)), so that
E (Uy(3)) = Ec.
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Moreover, [uv |VU; (sn)|” da < Jan [VW|2dz for n large and hence by (7.4)

/|VU1(S)|2d:)3</ VWV |2d.
RN RN

If ULl 2042 | envvizy < 400, Remark 1.2 gives us that I; = (—o00,+00) and we then
L11N72 W’ NZ244
obtain a contradiction from Lemma 9.3. Thus,

||U1|| 2AN+2) | 2N(N42) = —+00
N—-2 "TN214

Iy
and we then set uc = Uj(after a translation in time to make s = 0). O

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

not, there exists 79 > 0 and a sequence {t,} . t, > 0 such that, for all 5 € RY, we have

lu(z = o, tn) — w(@, tw)ll 1 = 1o, for n #n'. (9.6)

Note that(after passing to a subsequence, so that t, — t € [0,7} (ug)]), we must have

t =T, (ug), in view of the continuity of the flow in H', as guaranteed by Lemma 3.4. Note

that, in view of Lemma 3.4 we must also have HeMu

t (N+2) > p.
] e g 20

Step 1. Let us apply Lemma 8.1 to vy, = u (t,) with g > 0. We will show that J = 1.
Indeed, if lim E(V{(—t1,)) < Ec, then by Theorem 7.1, we have

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

and E(u(t)) = E(ug) = Ec < E(W), by Lemma 9.3 we obtain that (SC')(u) holds. So

u| 2v42 | avevis < +o0o, which contradicts the hypothesis. Therefore, it follows that
LI+N72 wh T NZia

lim E(V}(—t1,)) = Ec. Similar to the proof of Lemma 9.1, we get

n—o0

J=1, |[(£)2w,]* = 0.

Thus, we have
u(ty) = VHx — a1, —tin) +wn, |[(£)2w,]]* — 0. (9.7)

Step 2. We prove that s, = —t;, must be bounded. In fact, note that
eCu(t,) = Vi(x — Tipyt —tin) + eCw,,.
On the other hand, assume ¢, < —Cj, where Cj is a large positive constant. Then,

since
H oL

wnH A1) ez < g for n large enough

-2 © N244
L(0,+OO) w +

37



and

NI

||‘/1l(x - zl,nat - tl,n)H 2(]{[Vj22)

1 2N(N+2) < HW(?J,S)H 2(N+2) ) 2N(N+2) <
Lo poey W N7H4 ot

W' N244

w (Co,+o0)

for Cy large, which contradicts Heimu (tn)H 2AN+2) | 2N(NE2) -
N-2 W T N234

(0,+00)
On the other hand, assume that ¢, > Cj, for a large positive constant Cy, n large, we

have

NI

||Vll(£lt — Tip,t— tl,n)” a(N+2) | aN(v+) S HVll(y, s) H 2(N+2) L2y S
N—2 T NZ1a N=2 T NZia
(—00,0) (—00,—Cp)

for Cy large. Hence, Heiwu(tn)H av+2)  evvaz) < p, for nlarge. By Lemma 3.4, we know

N—2 TNZra
(—o0) W *

that [Jul| 2ovi2 | avevez) < p, which gives us a contradiction because of ¢, — T (ug). Thus
N—-2 W N244

(—oo,tn)

[t1] < Cp and after passing to a subsequence,
tl,n —ty € (—OO, —I—OO).

Step 3. By (9.6) and (9.7), for n # n' large(independently of xy), it holds

7
H‘/ll(x — Xy — xl,nv _tl,n> - ‘Gl(x - LULn/, _th/)HHl Z 50
or ,
IV (y + T — To, —t10) — VI (Y, —t10)]| 1 = 50,
where 7,/ is a suitable point in RY and 7, are arbitrary. But if we choose Ty = x,,,/, then
—t1n — —to and —ty v — —to. So [|0]| ;1 > B, which reaches a contradiction. O

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

1

A:/ |VW|2d:):,A’:/ VW Rdz, M = ||Uy]| 2mv+2)
RN RN N—-2

ON(N+42) -
’ 2
L oo, t00)

N<+4
Arguing (for some €5 > 0 in Lemma 8.1) as in the proof of Lemmas 9.1, we see that

lim BE(V](~t1,)) = Ec and Ec < E(W),

n—o0

which imply that J = 1, ||(£)2w,]||*> — 0. Moreover, if
Von = ZO,n(I + xl,n)a {En = wn(x + xl,n)> Sp = _tl,na

we have ||(£)2wW,||*> — 0 and vy, = V{ (s,) + W, while

HeitA'UOWH avizn | anvan > 6, / |Vvo,n|2d1' < / VW Pdz, E (vy,) — Ec.
Cootton) W 42 RY R

38



By definition of non-linear profile, we know that

/RN IVVi(s,) — VU (sn)2dz = o(1).

We then have _ _
Vo = Ut(sn) + Wa, | (£) 20> — 0.

Moreover, as in the proof of Lemma 9.1, E(U;(0)) = Ec and [,n |VUL(t)" dz < [ [VIV2d
for all ¢. We now apply Proposition 5.1, with €9 < go(M, A, A, N) and n large, with
u="U,e=0,t = 0,uy = vy,. 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 E(V}(—t;,)) < Ec. In fact, up to a

n—o0

subsequence, assume lim E(V{(—t;,)) < Ec. Due to (8.3), it holds
n—o0

J
[ @s0aPar= Y [ 106V + o)
RN j:l RN

and since Ec < E(W), for n large we have E(zy,,) < (1 — dp)E(W), by Lemma 7.1,
/RN VeonlPdz < (1—61) /RN VIV 2dz and /RN Vo, 2z < (1— ) /RN VIV 2dz.
Similarly, [px [Vw,|[*dz < (1 —01) [pn [VW]*dz. By Corollary 7.1, we have
E(VH(—t;)) 2 0, B(w,) 2 0.
Moreover, using (8.1) and the proof of Corollary 7.2, we have

E(V{(~t1n)) > C/ |VV0,1|2 dx > cap = ag > 0 for n large.
RN

By (8.4), it holds

M“

E(zn) > ag+ + o(1) for n large,

=2
so the claim follows from FE (z,) — E¢.

Step 2 We show that (after passing to a subsequence so that, for each j, lim E(V}(—t;,))
exists and lim(—t¢;,) = 5; € [—00, +00] exists) if U; is the non-linear profile associated to

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

n—o0

/ \vvj(—tj,n)ﬁdxg (1—51)/ VW |*dz,
RN RN

39



the definition of non-linear profile and Theorem 7.1, if ¢ € I;(the maximal interval for U;), we

have [ |[VU;(t)[?dz < [ [VW[dz. By the definition of E¢, our claim follows. Note that

the argument in the proof of Proposition 5.1 also gives that ||Uj| 2aven ) an(vay < OO
N T ONZ44

L oo Fo0)

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

2(N+2) 2(N+2)
HU | 2(N+2) 1 2N(N+2) < CHVOJHH];LZ : (9’8>
L oW N

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

J
VVo,[Pde < | |Vaa?dz+o(1) <2 [ |VW[dz.
7.] b
=1 /RN RN RN

Thus, for j > jo, we have
/ V'V, dx < 9,
RN

where 0 is so small that He“AVbJH 2ANeD ) 2NV < p, with p as in Lemma 3.1. From the
N=Z 274
(—00,+00)

definition of non-linear profile, it then follows that ||U;|| aven | aveven 2P, and using
= wh N2

(—00,+00)
the integral equation

t
u(t) = ey +i/ e_"(t_tl)£|u|ﬁudt'.
0

So U5 (0l < ClIVoll o and Ujl| aovee

1,

avvis) < OVl g1, which implies (9.8).
TNZy4

(00, +00)
Step 4 For g5 > 0, to be chosen, define now

J(eo)

nao Z U x] na tj,n) ’

then it follows that
HHn,€oH 2(N+2)  2N(N+42) < Oy, (99)
N=-2 N—

(—00,+00)

uniformly in gy, for n > n(gp). In fact,

HHn,aoH % 2N (N+2)
(o0 TN—2Z

= // ZU — Tyt — i)

N+6
CJ(eo Z// ‘U — Xy, n, tj,n)‘ . ‘Uj/ (LU — l’j/,n,t — tj/m)‘N*z

J'#J

2(N+2)
N—2

IN
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2(N+2)
+Z//|U oyt — )| R
= I+ 1II

By the orthogonality of (A;.;®jn;tj.), we know that II — 0 for n large(see Keraani [21]).
Hence, for n large we have II < 1. Since (8.3), it follows that

2N+2 2(N+2)
[ < ZHUH e P +ZIIU | Sn v
—
( oo+oo) Jj=Jo ( oo+oo)
2(N+2) J(0) 2(N+2)
< Z||U| e g + 0D ol
( o<>+oo) J=Jjo
oy

where jy is defined as in (9.8). For g3 > 0, to be chosen, define

J(g0)
_4
Ry = |Hn, 6o| Hyey — Z Ui (& = @jn, t = G0)[F2 Uy (T = T, t = tjn) -

j=1
using the arguments of Keraani [21], we get

For n =n(ep) large, [|[VR, .|| , 2y — 0 asn— oo
L

t

Step 5 Finally, we apply Proposition 5.1 to obtain our purpose. Let
u= Hn,eoa €= Rn,z-:m

where g is still to be determined. Recall that

Zvl $]n7_3n)+wn7

where He“ﬁwnH 2N+2)  anvisy < €0- By the definition of non-linear profile, we now have
“N—2 L~ N=2

(o0, 4-00)
20, (2) = Hpeo (2, 0) + W (2),

itL

where, for n large He wnH 2NED an(vi2) < 2¢g4. Moreover, according to the orthogonality
2N(N+2)

(Jooro0)

of (A\jn;xjnit;,) and Corollary 7.2, for n = n (gy) large, it holds

J(eo)

J(a())
/RN\VHMO(t)degzZ/RN VU (t —t;,)] d:c<4CZ/ IVVo,I da
j=1
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and

J(eo

)
/ W%ﬂ%xﬁ/ W%M%x+/ W%M%x+dn32/|vwﬁm
RN RN RN RN

j=1
Let M = C, with Cj as in (9.8),

M, A, A N)
2 )

A=C VW 2dz, A’ = A+/ VW 2dx, e < “ol
RN RN

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

VR, on < €9 and so that all the above properties hold. Then Proposition 5.1
LEHNLZLN T2
indicates that the conclusion is valid in the case when (8.1) holds. 0

Remark 9.1. Assume that {2, } in Lemma 8.1 and V (x) are all radial. Then V; ;,w, can
be chosen to be radial and we can choose x;,, = 0. This follows directly from Keraani’s proof
[21]. If we then define (SC) and E¢ 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 z(t) = 0.

10 Proof of Theorem 1.4

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

Lemma 10.1. Assume that ug € H' is such that
E@@<MW%/‘WWWM</|VWWW
RN RN

Assume that u be the solution of (1.1) and u|,_, = uy with mazimal interval of existence
(—o0, +00). If
K ={u(z,t):t€0,+0)}

is such that K is compact in H'. Then uy = 0.

Remark 10.1. We conjecture that Theorem 10.1 remains true if v(z,t) = u(z—x(t),t), with
z(t) € RNt € [0,400). 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 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 |*dx,
RN RN

[ (up=1u
RN

Ci s / \Vuo|* dz < E(ug) < Cy / V| dz,
RN RN
E(u(t)) = E (uo) ,

01,50/ |Vu0|2dx§/ |Vu(t)|2d:£§02/ |Vu0|2d:£.
RN RN RN

da > 5/ |Vu|?dx,
]RN

/ Vot [2de < 02/ VW 2da,
RN RN

IMNQSQAUWWM.

i) For all xg € RY

2
/ |'U(x>t)|2dx S 04/ ‘VW|2dLU
S a

iv) For each g > 0, there exists R(ey) > 0, such that, for 0 <t < T (up), we have

o]

/ <|Vv|2d:)3 + Jv)* + —2) dx < &.
|2|>R(c0) ||

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. O

The next lemma is a localized virial identity about potential equation. The proof idea
comes from Merle [24].

Lemma 10.3. Let ¢ € C°(RN), ¢ € [0, T (ug)). Then:
i)

4 lu|*ydr = 2Tm uVuVipdz
dt ]RN ]RN
i)
d2
o | uPyds = 4/ A¢|Vu|2d:):—2/ VwVV(x)|u|2d9:—/ A2p[ufda
RN RN RN RN
—% - A¢|u|13—§2d:£.
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Proof. By (1.1) and direct calculation, we get

d 9 B Ou _
E/RN Y(z)|u(t, z)|*de = Q/RN Rezﬁaudx
= 2/ Re [iAu—iV(m)u+z’|u|ﬁu wpdx
RN

= —2Im Auurpdx

RN
= 2Im VuuVipdz

RN

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

ou

dt2/ U(x)|u(t, z)|*de = 2 [Im/RN VwﬂvadijIm . Vw@Vudx}

du
= 2 [2 Im o VwEVudx —Im Aiﬁuadx} .

On the one hand,

—Im Awu — d:c

RN

= —Re/ Ay (Au—V(x)u+|u|ﬁu) dx
RN
= / A¢V(m)\u\2dx—/ Aw\u\ﬁ%dﬂ/ A¢|Vu\2dx+%/ V|ul?V (AY)dx
RN RN RN RN

On the other hand, note that

N

9Re / VeAuVuds — 2Re / AYVuTads + 2 Re / VATV uds
RN RN R

— 9Re / AGVuTiudz + 2 Re / VeAuudz
RN R

N

= 2Re / AYpVuVudzr + 2 Re Vi AuVudz,
RN RN
SO

_9Re / VAU ads — Re / AGVuVuds.
]RN

RN
Therefore, we have

2Im V@D Vudx

RN

= —2Im Vwa Vudzx

RN
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= —2Re Vi(Au — V(x)u + |u|ﬁu)Wdzz

RN

= —2Re VY AuVudr + 2 Re VYV (z)uVudr — 2 Re Vi (|ul ﬁu)ﬁdm

RN RN RN
N - 2 2N
RN RN N RN
— / A¢|Vu|2dx—/ A¢V(x)|u|2d;p—/ V?/JVV(x)|u|2dx—l—B/ Aw|u|13_§2dx.

Combining the above two estimates, we obtain

d2
% | a@lutt.o)lds

V@D%Vudzz —Im Awu@d:z]

RN 815

= 2 [2 Im
RN

= 2 {/ A¢\Vu|2dx—/ AW(:c)luFdx—/ VwVV(x)\ude—l—B/ A|u| V2 dx
RN RN RN N RN
2N ]_
+/ A¢V(m)\u\2d:c—/ Alp|u|N2dx+/ A¢\Vu|2dx+§/ V‘UPV(Alp)dSL’}
RN RN RN RN
= 4/ Aw|vu|2dx—2/ VwVV(x)|u|2d:)3—/ A2¢|u|2dx_i/ Avlu| 2 dz,
RN RN RN N RN

which implies that the conclusion is valid. O

Proof of Lemma 10.1. By compactness in H', We first note that for each ¢ > 0, there
exists R(g) > 0 such that, for all ¢ € [0, 00), it holds

2

/ <|Vu|2 + |u|¥E 4+ ‘“—) dr < e. (10.1)
2> R(e)

|z

Moreover, there exists Ry > 0 such that, for all ¢ € [0, +00),

8/ \Vul?ds — 8/ |u|13—§2d:)3 > 050/ (V| du. (10.2)
|z|< Ro |z|<Ro RN

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

8/ |Vu\2d:c—8/ \u\%dxz 6’50/ Vuol” da.
RN RN RN

Now combine this with (10.1), with & =& [~ |Vuo|® dz to obtain (10.2).

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

= )da,

t) = [l 0 Rl
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then we have

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

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

In fact, from Lemma 10.3 i),
|z]

< CNR/ —|Vul|u|dz
0

<z|<2R ||

3 2\ 2
CyR? </ |Vu\2dx) (/ %dm)
RN N |7

< CNR2/ \Vuo|* da
]RN

EAGIES QR‘Im / TVUV (s )dx
RN R

IN

because of Lemma 10.2 i). In view of x - VV < 0, Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality,
(10.1), (10.2) and Lemma 10.3, ii), we have

2pt) = 4/ A<p|Vu|2d:£—2/ V(pVV(:E)|u|2dx—/ A?plul*dz
RN RN RN

= 8N \Vul?dz + 4/ Ap|Vul|?dr — 4/ (z - VV)|ul*dz
lz[<R R<|z|<2R lz|<R
—2/ VoVV (2)|u|*ds —/ A?plul*dx — 8/ |u|13—§2d:£
R<|z|<2R R<|z|<2R lz|<R
4 2N
—— Aplu|¥-2dz
N Jr<jai<2r
4
= 8N |Vu|2d:)3—|—4/ Ap|Vu|*dx — —/ Ag0|u|%da:
jal<R R<[a]<2R N Jr<pei<2r

~CIVV I, el - [

R<|z|<2R

A2 plufdx — 8/ |u|13—§2d:£
lz|<R
Jul?

> 8/ [[Vul? — |u|5—”z]dx_cN/ [|Vu|2+—2 +|u|2*} dx
|z|<R R<|z|<2R 2]
> C’N750/ |Vu0|2dx
]RN

for R large. If we now integrate in ¢, we have 2(t) — 25(0) > Cnsyt [on |Vuo|® dzz, but
we also have |2(t) — 23(0)] < 20NR? [y [Vuo|* dz, a contradiction for ¢ large, unless
Jan |Vuo|* da = 0. O

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 = (—00,4+00), ||u]| 20vi2
LIN72

Now Remark 5.1 finishes the proof. O

aN(Nt2) < +O0.
" NZ44

1
w
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