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NONLINEAR DISCRETE SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS WITH A POINT
DEFECT

DIRK HENNIG

ABSTRACT. We study the d-dimensional discrete nonlinear Schrédinger equation with general power
nonlinearity and a delta potential. Our interest lies in the interplay between two localization
mechanisms. On the one hand, the attractive (repulsive) delta potential acting as a point defect
breaks the translational invariance of the lattice so that a linear staggering (non-staggering) bound
state is formed with negative (positive) energy. On the other hand, focusing nonlinearity may
lead to self-trapping of excitation energy. For focusing nonlinearity we prove the existence of a
spatially exponentially localized and time-periodic ground state and investigate the impact of an
attractive respectively repulsive delta potential on the existence of an excitation threshold, i.e.
supercritical {? norm, for the creation of such a ground states. Explicit expressions for the lower
excitation thresholds are given. Reciprocally, we discuss the influence of defocusing nonlinearity
on the durability of the linear bound states and provide upper thresholds of the *>—norm for their
preservation. Regarding the asymptotic behavior of the solutions we establish that for a [?*—norm
below the excitation threshold the solutions scatter to a solution of the linear problem in [P>2.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the discrete nonlinear Schrédinger equation (DNLS) on the d-dimensional infinite
lattice with a delta potential

duy,
z% + k(A + Y| un | u, + Voonoun =0, n € 7, (1.1)

where u € C, Vj € R and 6,,, denotes the Kronecker delta, i.e. d,,, = 1if m = n and d,,, =0
if m # n. That is, the last term on the right-hand side of (ILI]) represents a point defect on the
lattice Z¢. We will refer to (ILI)) also as SDNLS. The operator (Aw),, is the d-dimensional discrete
Laplacian

(Aw)y =Y (Untj = 2up + tnj),
J
where j are the d unit vectors belonging to the d axes of Z% and the value of k > 0 regulates
the coupling strength. Without loss of generality we set k = 1. The degree of nonlinearity is

determined by o > 0. For v > 0 (v < 0) the nonlinearity is of focusing (defocusing) type and for
Vo > 0 (Vy < 0) the delta potential is attractive (repulsive).

Remark 1.1. The presence of the point defect breaks the (space) translational invariance. The
system (ILT)) still exhibits gauge invariance (i.e. multiplication by a complex phase), and possesses
the time reversibility symmetry t <> —t, u <> @ as well as time shift symmetry.

System ([LT]) has two conserved quantities, namely the Hamiltonian (energy)

H= 303 funey =l = =5 3 funP ) Vo 37 b olun? (12)

nezd j nezd nezd
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and the mass

v= Z | |? .

nezd
The equations of motion (LII) are derived as

.. OH
Wy = ——.
" ou,
The DNLS with general power nonlinearity but without the delta potential,
d
z’% + (AW + |un[*un = 0, n €z, (1.3)

has served as a model with numerous applications including optical lattices in Bose-Einstein
condensates [I], photonic crystals [2], arrays of optical fibers [3], plasmonic nanowires [4] and
energy transport in biomolecules. For reviews see [0]-[4I]. We emphasize that the DNLS (L3])
admits global solutions for all o > 0 [32],[33],[34].

We express (1) in operator form

Z—? i (Asu+ Fu), (1.4)
where As = A + Vy with V5 : 12 — 12, (Vsu), = Vodnoun and F(u) = v[u[**u. The linear
operator Aj is self-adjoint on [? and iA; : [? — [? is C—linear and skew-adjoint and generates a
group (S(t))ter of isometries on I2. ( Note that the delta potential acts as a (local) multiplication
operator.) For fixed T' > 0 and initial data ug € I, a function u € C([0,T],1?) is a solution of (L4

if and only if
t
u(t) = Sug +i / S(t = 7)F(u(r))dr
0

In a similar vein as in [32]-[34], exploiting the conservation of energy and mass one proves, by the
energy methods, that for any initial data uy € [ there exists a unique global solution u € C*(R, ?)
for any o > 0.

It is illustrative to compare the global well-posedness of (1) with data ug € (2 for all powers of
the nonlinear term o > 0 with that of its continuous focusing counterpart given by

2
i%—[i + 272 +|U?°U 4 VooU = 0, Uy € H'(R), (1.5)
where 0 < 0 < 0o and 0 is the Dirac measure at the origin. System ([L5]) has attracted considerable
interest [14]-[23] from a physical as well as mathematical view point.

Several studies have been conducted about the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem, the
existence of standing waves, their orbital and strong stability, and their asymptotic behavior such
as scattering, global existence and blow-up (see for example [16]-[21]). In more detail, for d = 1
global well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for (L5) with data in H'(R) was proven for 0 < ¢ < 2
in [I8]. The ground state solution (minimizing the associated action functional on H'(R)) plays
a crucial role as it provides a threshold for the scattering blow-up dichotomy result. For actions
below and on that of the ground state solution the solutions are global and scatter in both time
directions for negative virial functional. The solutions blow up in both time directions for positive
virial functional.

With respect to nonlinear bound (solitary) states of (LH), U(z,t) = ®(z)exp(iwt), from the
comprehensive study in [I8] we know that for V5 > 0 the ground state is orbitally stable in H!(RR)
for any w > VZ/4if 0 < o0 < 2. For o > 2 there exists a critical frequency w. > ViZ/4 such that the
ground state is stable in H'(R) for any V?/4 < w < w, and unstable in H(R) for any w > w,.
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For Vp < 0 and w > V{2 /4 orbital stability in H*(R) of standing solitary waves ®(z) exp(iwt) was
proven in [I7], if 0 < o < 1 while their instability occurs if 1 < o < 2 for any w > V#/4.
Finally, let us comment also on the behavior of the solutions to the NLS in absence of the delta
potential, i.e
oU  0*U

20 ]

for which the global existence of solutions for initial data in H' holds only for ¢ < 2 while for o > 2
blow up in finite time may occur (see e.g. in [8]-[I0]). Regarding the orbital stability of standing
solitary wave solutions ®(z)exp(iwt) of (I6l), there are several studies [8],[9],[44]-[46]. In [§] it is
shown that ® () exp(iwt) is stable in H!(R) for any w > 0 if 1 < o < 5, and unstable in H'(R) for
any w > 0 if ¢ > 5. In contrast to its continuum counterpart (L0l), which is completely integrable
for cubic nonlinearity, i.e. o =1, [35]-[38], the cubic DNLS is nonintegrable [36].

Similar to the dichotomy feature of the NLS with delta potential, for the L?—critical case o = 2,
the solutions exist globally in H!(R) for subcritical mass ||U||;2 < ||®||;2 where ® is the (radial)
ground state and scatter to the linear solution exp(z’@%)UéE in both time directions [3I]. For
the critical mass ||U||z2 = ||®||z2, finite blow-up solutions occur [24]. For super-critical mass
Uz > ||®]|12, we refer for blow-up results to [25]-[29].

Concerning bound states of the lattice system ([LI]), we distinguish between linear and nonlinear
bound ones, respectively. The first ones arise in the presence of an attractive delta potential acting
as an (external) impurity (defect) breaking the translational invariance of the lattice. The origin
of the latter is due to the focusing nonlinear term creating an intrinsic potential well on a part of
the lattice in which excitation energy becomes trapped. In this paper we study also the interplay
between these two localization mechanisms.

Our contributions in this paper are threefold.

First for focusing nonlinearity we study the existence of nonlinear ground state solutions as the
minimizer of an associated action functional (see Section B]). Such ground states correspond to
stationary solutions u,(t) = x, exp(—iwt) which are time-periodic and spatially (exponentially)
localized; thus referred to also as breathers. In particular, we are interested in the effect of a delta
potential on the existence of ground state solutions, both in the attractive and the repulsive case. To
prove the existence of such solutions, we use a special variational method, consisting in minimizing
the action functional under the Nehari manifold. In the first step we prove in Proposition 3] that
the Nehari manifold AV is a nonempty closed C' manifold. The second step, proves that a minimizer
exists on /. Our main result is:

Theorem 1.1. Let the assumptions of Proposition [Z1 hold. There exists a nontrivial solution to
the stationary equation

wxy + (Az), + 7$%U$n + Voo, 0y = 0. (1.7)

which is the ground state.

In the last step, it is verified that such solutions are critical points of the associated action
functional.
Our second result concerns the existence of excitation thresholds for the creation of ground states:

Theorem 1.2. Consider equation (I1]) with general power nonlinearity o > 0.
1) For focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and attractive delta potential Vi > 0 and all o > 0 there is no
excitation threshold, i.e. H <0 for all v > 0.
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2) For focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and repulsive delta potential Vo < 0 and o < min{1,2/d} there
is mo excitation threshold, i.e. H < 0 for all v > 0.

Conversely, if o > max{1,2/d}, then a ground state solution exists only if Vv > Vipresh =
(e +1)/7)(2 - V) > 0.

Notably, from the perspective of the DNLS, the additional contribution of an attractive delta
potential prevents the existence of an excitation threshold for the formation of breathers. In other
words, for all ¥ > 0 and all 0 > 0 there exist ground state solutions. Indeed, in this case the two
localization mechanisms conspire in the sense that the total energy, when considered separately for
~v = 0 and Vj = 0, respectively, gets lowered with the additional presence of the respective other
term in the energy functional.

On the contrary, for focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and repulsive delta potential Vy < 0, in order
to have a ground state solution one needs that the mass satisfies v > vypresn, > 0 and the value of
the degree of nonlinearity is supercritical, i.e. ¢ > min{1,2/d}. If the degree of the nonlinearity is
subcritical, i.e. 0 < min{1,2/d}, ground state solutions are supported for any mass. Consequently,
ground states of arbitrarily small [>—norm exist. Note that a repulsive delta potential counteracts
the nonlinear localization mechanism. Remarkably, there exist a localized state with frequencies
above respectively below the upper respectively lower edge of absolutely continuous spectrum of A.
Interestingly, these localizes states have the form of a staggering defect mode respectively breather
simultaneously in the same system. This is a repercussion of the spatial discreteness of the system,
and therefore not present in the continuum system.

Conversely, defocusing nonlinearity weakens the localization capability of an attractive delta
potential. That is, an upper excitation threshold, confining the {?-size of the nonlinear term, ensues
for the persistence of the linear bound state.

Our third main result contained in Section [6 concerns the asymptotic properties of the solutions

to system (LT).

Theorem 1.3. Consider system (5.1) with focusing nonlinearity v > 0.

(1) If Vo < 0 then assume o > max{1,2/d}.

(2) If Vo = 0 then assume o > 2/d.

Let 2(c +1) > p > 4do/(2do — 3) and v € C([0,00),1?) be a solution to (5.1) for initial data
ug € 12 such that ||uo||;z < Pinresn. Then there exists vt € IP>2 such that

lexp(—iAst)u(t) — vE ], < C JuolS 1“5, Vit > 0.

In detail, with the proof of the assertions in Theorem [[L3] we establish that the solutions for
o > max{1,2/d} and I2—norm below vs,sp, scatter to a solution of the linear problem in 7, p > 2.
In other words, the solutions of the nonlinear problem exhibit asymptotically free behavior. Notably,
if Vo = 0, this proves also Weinstein’s conjecture in [12] for o > 2: If v(ug) = ||u0||l22 < Vihresh, then
for any p € (2, 00] the solutions decay, that is, ||u(t)||,, = 0, as [t| = oo.

Moreover, if existent, the ground state represents a non-scattering global solution. We show
that there is a scattering —mnon-scattering-ground-state dichotomy occurring, if v > 0, for Vj < 0,
o > max{1,2/d} respectively Vo =0, o > 2/d.

The paper is organized as follows: We begin with an analysis of the impact of weak nonlinearity
on the persistence of linear defect modes. In section [3 using variational methods, we prove
the existence of breathers as standing ground state solutions for focusing nonlinearity under the
influence of an attractive respectively repulsive delta potential. Section Hl is concerned with the
existence of lower respectively upper thresholds for the presence of ground states respectively
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perseverance of defect modes. Subsequently, in section [l we investigate the asymptotic behavior
of the solutions and prove that they scatter for supercritical degree of nonlinearity and subcritical
mass.

2. WEAK NONLINEARITY AND PERSISTENCE OF LINEAR DEFECT MODES

In the linear limiting case, arising for v = 0 in (1), the system

dv

Zd—tn + (Av)y, + Voopovn, =0, n € 7. (2.1)
supports localized solutions (also called defect modes) generated by the presence of the point
defect destroying the spatial translational invariance. These stationary solutions are of the form
U (t) = zy exp(—iwt), z, € R with a spectral parameter (eigenenergy) w and fulfil the stationary
System

Wi + (Az)y 4 Vobdpozn =0, n € Z°. (2.2)
For Vj > 0 there exist a non-staggering bound state

In|

Ty =An', 0<n <1,

1
=5 <\/Vo2+4d2—Vo>,

with |n| = |n1]| + ... + |ng4| and amplitude A > 0.
For Vi < 0 there exist a staggering bound state

Tn = A(_l)n’rﬂ—n" -1 <n <0,

1 2
== "5 <\/Vo +4d2+Vo>7

with |[n| = |ni| + ... + |ng4| and amplitude A > 0.
The amplitude A is related to the conserved [?>-norm (mass)

1+n2\*
nezd T

The associated eigenenvalues are determined by

wy = 2d —\/Vo? + 4d?, (w_ :2d+\/V02+4d2>. (2.3)

The eigenvalues wy < 0 (w— > 4d) lie below (above) the lower edge of absolutely continuous
spectrum of A. Notice that the defect modes are exponentially localized at the origin of the lattice
(single-hump).

Next, we investigate the impact of a (small) nonlinear term on the impurity modes. To be
precise, we consider the system

d
i (Dw)y + Y|?7 + Vobno =0, n € Z% (2.4)

Obviously, if v > 0 and Vj > 0 respectively v < 0 and V) < 0, the linear and nonlinear localization
mechanisms enhance each other opposed to the case if v and V|, are of opposite sign. In the latter
case, if Vo > 0 (Vp < 0) an additional negative (positive) nonlinear term, i.e. v < 0 (y > 0),
in the equation of motion leads to an increase (decrease) of the negative (positive) total energy
([L2)) of the impurity mode going along with a reduction of its degree of localization. Nevertheless,
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for sufficiently low amplitude (I>—~norm), going along with weak nonlinearity, we expect sustained
impurity modes even when V[ and ~ have different sign. Our statement reads:

Theorem 2.1. Assume v # 0 and 0 < € < 1.
Suppose that vy and wq are the initial data for (Z1) and (2-4) respectively and satisfy

lvo — woll,2 < Coe, (2.5)
[woll;z < Cu o€, (2.6)
for some constants Cy > 0, Cy 0 > 0. Then for any T > 0 satisfying
T<Cr-e2, Cr>0, (2.7)
the solutions v and w for (21)) and ([27)) respectively satisfy
[v(t) —w(t)|l;2 < Ce, (2.8)

where C' depends on vy and wy.

Proof. We set z, = v,— and obtain for z, the equation
dz,
dt

For fixed T > 0 and initial data zo € I2 the solution of 3] z € C([0,T],1?) is given by

=i {(Az2)n + Vobp,o2n + 7||2‘7} , nelZl (2.9)

T
z(t) = exp(iAst)zo + iv/() exp(As(t — 7)) |w(r)|*  w(r)dr. (2.10)

Then we have for ¢t € [0,T:

T
lz®)|l2 = exp(itA(;)z0+i7/ exp(i(t — 7)Ag)|w(T) > w(r)
0 12
T
< evexp(itds)l + | [ explite = ) Ap () ur)
0 12
g 2
< el + [ )R | dr
. ) ) 1/2
= Nl + [ (S hIoF@F) ar
0 n
. 1/2
4o+2 20+1
< ||Zo||zz+/O <72Z|(7)| i ) dr < ||2ollz + [ lwolliZ - T,
n
where we used the conservation law ||w(t)||2 = |wol;2 and the continuous embeddings ¥ C
19, Jlullla < lJullw, 1 < p < g < oo. We stress that the size of the nonlinear term is indeed
small because (||w(t)||;2)%°H! = ||w0||l22"+1 < (Cyp€)?° L. Using assumptions ([Z5) and ([20) we

obtain
|20l < (Co+ HIC24T - €) - < (Co+ IC,Cr) -
Setting C' = Cy + |7|C’5)‘,’OC’T we arrive at the claimed result (2.8)) and the proof is complete. O

At least for sufficiently small amplitudes (mass) the defect modes persist. More specifically,
for an attractive delta potential, when the non-staggering defect mode has negative energy, an
additional positive nonlinear term |u|?**! > 0 in the equations of motion serves constructively to
even lower the total energy whereas negative nonlinearity for v < 0 leads to an increase of the total
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energy. The energy remains negative though if the nonlinear term is sufficiently small. Similar
arguments hold for the staggering defect mode. Therefore, we expect that there are critical values
of the mass that the defect modes can sustain. In fact, in section 4] we further analyze the impact
of nonlinearity on the existence of defect mode(s) where we also derive explicit formulaes for upper
and lower thresholds of the mass for which the defect modes survive in the presence of nonlinearity.

3. GROUND STATE SOLUTIONS

In this section we consider ground state solutions of system ([.I]) given in the form of standing
states u,(t) = x, exp(—iwt) with frequency w € R, w < 0, and x,, € R for all n € Z¢. Existence of
ground states, as nonlinear localized waves, necessitates v > 0.

We consider the Hilbert space of square-summable sequences defined as:

X=1]= xeR;|]a:Hl22:Za:fl<oo . (3.1)

nezd

The stationary system (I.7)) is related to the action functional J : X +— R given by

V
H H2U+2 Yo 2 (32)

1 w
J@) = -5 <Amaz>—o ok - AT

20 +2
where <,> in the first term denotes the duality bracket between X and X*. Stationary state
solutions correspond to the critical points of .J. Clearly, J(z) € C*(X,R) and

<J(x),2) >=— < Az,2 > —w Z Tnzn —Y(f(x),2)x — Vo Z On,0Tn2n,

nezd nezd

where f,,(r) = 22°t!, 2 € X and (, )x denotes the scalar product (z™M),2?))yx =3 2 V2@ for
all zM, 23 € X. Note that J is not necessarily bounded from below on X. It can be proved that
J is bounded from below if restricted to a suitable subset of X, i.e. the so-called Nehari manifold.

3.1. Nehari manifold

We introduce the Nehari functional
I(z) =< J'(2),2 >= — < Az,x > —w Z 2 —~(f(x),z)x — Vo Z Sn0T2,
nezd nezd
and the Nehari manifold
N={zeX:I(x)=0,x+#0}.
I(z) € CY(X,R) and

<I'(x),z> = —2<Ar,z>—2w Z Tnzn —2(0 + 1)y Z xlotly,
nezd nezd
— 2W Z 0n,0%n2n.-
nezd
We define the fibering map I'(s) = J(sz) for s > 0. Obviously, if x is a local minimizer of
J then T', possesses a local minimum at s = 1. Furthermore, for x € X \ {0}, sz € N if and

only if I'! (s) = 0, a result that follows readily from the fact that I\ (s) =< J'(sz),x >= (1/s) <
J'(sz), sz >. Conclusively, stationary points of the map I, correspond to points in A.



8 DIRK HENNIG

In the forthcoming we make use of the following theorem relating minimizers on N and critical
points for J:

Theorem 3.1. If 2 is a local minimizer for J on N and < I'(xq),z9 ># 0, then J'(xq) = 0.

Proof. Let xg be a local minimizer of J on A/. Then by the method of Lagrange multipliers there
exists a A € R such that J'(xg) = AI'(xg). Hence,

< J(xg),2) > +A < I'(mg), 2 >= 0, (3.3)
for any z € X, yielding for z = g
[(LE()) + A< I,(LE()),JZQ >=0.

As zg € N, I(z9) = 0. Furthermore, since < I'(zg), zo >+# 0 it follows that A = 0 and the proof is
finished. .

Remark 3.1. z is a weak solution of (7)) because from ([B.3) we infer that < J'(z),z >= 0 for
any z € X.

Remark 3.2. If vy < 0 and Vj < 0, then I(x) = 0 if and only if z = 0. That is, J(z) does not
posses nontrivial critical points so that there is no nontrivial solution to the equation (LT]).

Proposition 3.1. Assume v > 0. Let
w < min{0, =V }. (3.4)
Then the set N is nonempty and closed in X .

Proof. We have
I(z) = — < Az,z > —w Z a2 — ~(f(x),z)x — Voxd.
nezd
We distinguish the following cases:
1) Focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and attractive delta potential Vj > 0.
As o(—A) € [0,4d] we get
—<Az,x > —w Z z2 > 0. (3.5)
nezd

Then, on the one hand, for sufficiently small s > 0 we obtain that assumption (3.4)) is sufficient so
that

I(sx) > —w||sz||% — y(f(sz),s2)x — Vo(sz)? > 0. (3.6)
On the other hand, we have
I(z) < (~w +4d)[l2][% —v(f(x),2)x — Vo, (3.7)
Hence, limg_,o I(sx) = —o0 so that there must exist an § > 0 such that I(Sx) = 0. Therefore
sreN.
Furthermore, I(z) = 0 implies — < Az,z > —w >, 70 22 = 7(f(2), z)x + Vozd so that
<I'(z),z> = —2vo0 Z 22t <. (3.8)
nezd

Thus, by the implicit function theorem we get that A is closed in X.

2) Focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and repulsive delta potential Vj < 0.
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One has
— <Az, x> —w Z x2 — Vox2 > 0.
nezd
For s > 0 sufficiently small we get
I(sx) > —w||s:17||§< —y(f(sz),sx)x — Vo(sxo)2 > 0.
We also have
I(z) < (~w+4d)|[2]|% = Voad — v(f(2),2)x = (—w + 4d)[|x|[5% — Vozg —v > 227+,
nezd

As by assumption o > 0 we observe limg_, o [(sz) = —o0 so that there must exist an § > 0 such
that I(sxz) = 0. Therefore sz € N.
Furthermore,

<I'(x),z> = —2y0 Z 22t <.
nezd

Therefore, by the implicit function theorem we infer that N is closed in X. O

3.2. Existence of a ground state solution

Proposition 3.2. If w + Vy < 0, then for every x € N, one has
J(x) > 0. (3.9)
Proof. I(z) =0 implies — < Az, > —w||z|[% — Voxd = y(f(z),2)x. Hence,
B 1 1 2 2

1 1 9 9
~ (5 35 lollalic + Vo]

v

v

11 )
~(5- 575) 0+ Wl > .

Proof of Theorem [1.1]

In order to prove the assertions of Theorem [[.]] we establish that there exists a minimizer for
J on N which is a critical point of J(x) and thus a nontrivial solution of (L7). Note that for all
z € X, there exists an a > 0 such that — < Az,z > —w >, 122 > al|z|[%.

1) Focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and attractive delta potential Vj > 0.

Let {z;} € N be a minimizing sequence. That is, limy_,o J(x) = infrepr J(z). Since z € N
implies
— < Azp,mp > —Ww Y, g :Ein =< flxg), zK > +V0:17i’0 for any k € N, we derive

1 1
J(xg) > (5 — 2a+2> — < Azp,xp > —Ww Z x%n
nezd
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> (2o L) ez > 0
= 220_+2a$kX7

1 1 -
2 < I
ok < ((5- 5753 ) 05) -
where S = sup,cy J ().

Hence, {x}} is bounded in X so that there exists a subsequence (not relabeled) that converges
weakly in X, i.e. x; — 2. Then,

implying,

83 . 11
0 pim gm0 = Jim (5~ grgg) 7 <S> |

1 1 o
- <§_2a+2>7<f(x)’x>’

and so & # 0. Next we show that xpy — Z in X. By contradiction: Assume that ||Z||x <
limy, , o [|zk||x so that

1 o w ~ 1 . o -
- 5 <ARE> -5 Y - s (f(2),B)x - 5
nezd
. 1 w 1 Vo
< lim | -5 <Azg o> -5 > i, - mV(f(!Ek),:Ek)X - 7$%70 =0.

nezd

Here it is useful to consider the map I';. It holds I',.(0) = 0 and according to the proof of Proposition
B I'y(s) > 0 for sufficiently small s and I';(s) — —oo for s — oco. Moreover, I';(s) attains a
unique maximum at s(x) and s(z)x € N. We have

Th(1) =< J'(8),& >= — < AEE> —w Y Fopa —V(f(F),8)x — Vi < 0.
nezd
Hence, there exists an sy < 1 such that F%(so) = 0, that is, soz € N. Also it holds sgz) — soZ in
X and since z € N, the map I',, attains its maximum at s = so. Therefore,

Ti(s0) = J(s02) < limy,_,oJ(soz) < lim J(zy) = inf J(x),
k—o0 zeN

which leads to a contradiction. Thus, x; — Z in X.

It is readily concluded that — < AZ,Z > —w ) yd ‘%iEZd —v(f(@),%)x — Voi2 = 0 implying
Z € N. Moreover, J(Z) = limy_,o J(x) = infren J(z) so that & is a minimizer on N. Finally,
in accordance with Theorem B.Il we rule out that the map I'; possesses inflection points requiring
I'(1) = 0. We obtain

.(s) = <J(sx),z>
= —<A(sx),x > —w Z (sxp)zn — Y(f(sz),2)x — Vo(sxo)zo,
nezs
and
() = <J'(sx),z >

= (1= (20 +1)s*)(f(2),2)x + Vo(L - s)a3,
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yielding I'2(1) = —207(f(Z),Z)x < 0. Hence, due to Theorem Bl Z is a critical point of J and
the proof for V5 > 0 and v > 0 is complete.

2) Focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and repulsive delta potential Vj < 0.

Let {z;} € N be a minimizing sequence. That is, limg_,oo J(x) = infrep J(z). From z, € N
we infer
— < Axp, x> —W Y, xin — Voa;i’o =v(f(zk), zr)x for any k € N. One obtains

1 1 1 1
J = - |1- - <A — A I 7 [ 2
(k) 5 < 20+2> < Az, x> —w Ez:d$k’n 0 <2 20+2> x
ne

1 1
3 <1— 20+2> — < Az, xp > —w Z xin

nezd

v

1 1
> - (1- % > 0.
> 5 (1= 5oy ) allnlie >0

Thus, {x} is bounded in X. That is, there exists a subsequence (not relabeled) that converges
weakly in X, i.e. zp — . Then

. . 1 1
0< lim J(zz) = lim <§_20_+2>7<f(33k)7$k>
1 1 SN
~ (3 573 ) U@L

and so z # 0.

The proof that zj converges strongly to & in X proceeds analogously to the one in case 1) v > 0
and Vp > 0 above. From — < AZ, & > —w Y cza T2 0 — V([ (%), %) x + Voig = 0 follows & € N,
In addition, J(Z) = limg_o0 J(2) = infzenr J(z). Hence, T is a minimizer on N.

Finally, we show that I'(1) = 0 establishing that the map I',, does not have inflection points.
We have

I(s) = <J(sx),z>
= —<A(sx),z>—w Z (sxp)xn —v(f(sx),z)x — Vo(szo)xo,
nezd
and
(s) = <J'(sx),z>
= ~(1 - (20 +1)s%)(f(x),2)x + Vo(1 — s)2?, (3.10)

yielding T2(1) = —207y(f(&),%)x = =207 Y,z 2272 < 0. That is, by Theorem 3]  is a critical
point of J and the proof for V) < 0 and ~ > 0 is finished.
O

4. EXCITATION THRESHOLDS

In this section we investigate the impact of nonlinearity on the durability of the (linear) defect
modes and, reciprocally, how the delta potential affects the existence of (nonlinear) ground state
solutions.
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In the previous section we established the existence of a stable ground state solution as the
critical point in [? of the action functional

J@) =5 S ) = Y gy S A Y duer ()

nezd nezd nezd nezd

where w is treated as a parameter. However, nothing can be stated about the value of the I2—norm
of the solutions.

The influence of the [?>~mnorm on the existence of ground state solutions was studied in [12]
where the critical points (minimizers) of the energy functional H (u) given in (I2)) with a prescribed
I2—norm (mass), i.e. solutions constrained to /2—spheres

= {u e C'([0,00): %) : [Jull2 = v} (4.2)

were determined A solution wu,(t) = z,exp(iwt) to the stationary equations —wz, + (Az), +

a: Tx, + gbn z, = 0, n € Z% is understood to be the pair (xy,wy,) € I? x R with w, being the
Lagrange multiplier to the critical point z,, on S,. That is, one looks for solutions with minimal
energy constrained to the sphere S, i.e. the minimization problem

H, = inf H(u). (4.3)
uesS,
If
0>H,>—-x (4.4)
then for mass v = |u,||% = [|z,||%, the ground state is represented by w,(t) = x, exp(iw,t).

Problem (3] can be solved by application of concentrated compactness methods adopted to the
discrete case [12],[48].

Regarding the equivalence between an action respectively energy minimizing ground state we
have:

Proposition 4.1. For every w < 0, a ground state, x, as the minimizer of the action functional
(7-1) represents a ground state minimizing the energy functional
1 1
E(x) =3 > (wn = wn1)? - Dot v0 > norh, (4.5)

20+ 2
nezd nezd nezd

too with ||z||% = v.

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that there is # € X such that ||Z]|% = v and E(Z < E(z). Then
follows, J(z) < J(z) and we arrive at a contradiction finishing the proof. O

Furthermore, with concern to the localization of ground states we exploit that for a self-adjoint
operator A on a Hilbert space X and a compact operator K on X, there holds o(A + K) \ o(A)
consists of isolated eigenvalues of finite multiplicity [50].

Since the defect modes are exponentially localized anyway, it is sufficient to prove exponential
localization of breathers as solutions to

Wity + (Ax), + vz, = 0. (4.6)
Here we present a cons ice proof as an alternative to the proof in m
Proposition 4.2. Breather solutions to {{.0) satisfy

[2a| < Cexp(—nlnl), n ez,

with some constants C,n > 0.
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Proof. We express (.6]) in the form
—(A+ M)z, = wry, (4.7)
where the multiplication operator M : 12— 2 is determined by
(Mz), = (a:?f) Ty

Since limy,| o0 x2° = 0, the multiplication operator M is compact on I2. As w ¢ o(A) implies
weo(A+ M)\ o(A) so that w is an eigenvalue of finite multiplicity of the operator A + M. The
associated eigenfunction exhibits exponential decay (see e.g. in [49]) and the proof is complete. [J

Following Weinstein [I2] we say that if a ground state (as a minimizer of infeg, H(u) < 0) exists
for any value of v > 0, there is no excitation threshold. Conversely, if there exists a positive Vipresh
such that inf[H,| < 0 if and only if v > vipresh, then vip.esn constitutes an excitation threshold.

With the proven exponential localization of ground states, (z,,),cz¢ € [? can be represented as
(@n)peza = (Aexp(—a|n|)),cza with o > 3.

Using a = —log(n) with 0 < n < 1, we express z,, = Aexp(—a|n|) as

o = Ap"l, n e 24, (4.8)
with |n| = |n1]| + ... + |ng4| and amplitude A > 0 determined by

1/2
1—n2\*
A= (( il > 1/) .
1+ n?
Note that 7 — 0T leads to enhanced localization towards a single-site state while 7 — 1~ renders

the profile wider (advancing towards a flat state of zero amplitude), i.e. varying n between zero
and one interpolates between two nearly extreme states, namely a single site breather and a wide

(vet localized) absolutely continuous spectrum near edge state.
The energy H is then expressed as

o+1
P € ) el ) G (PW3dV &iifii>{%<kﬂ3dyum
(14 n?)d oc+1 1+ n? (1—n)F(n,0) 1+n2 T

where F'(n,0) = 12‘:7;_1 n' + 1.
Subsequently we investigate for which value(s) of the mass v = |[u||% a ground state solution

exists at all using the criterion H < 0 where the energy H = H(v;n,~,0,Vy) is determined by

E3).
4.1. Ground states and lower excitation threshold

We begin with the effect of the point defect on the existence of excitation thresholds for the
formation of ground state solutions. It is proved in [I2] that, if & > 2 the DNLS with general power

nonlinearity

duy,
z’% + (AW + 3w > un = 0, n ez, (4.10)

exhibits ground state solutions if and only if the total mass v is larger than some strictly positive
threshold value vy esh-

Proof of Theorem [I.2
1) Focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and attractive delta potential Vj > 0.



14 DIRK HENNIG

As noted in section 2 for V;, > 0 the linear lattice with delta potential possesses a bound state
(defect mode) of negative energy generated by the presence of the point defect.

With the addition of a focusing nonlinear term to the linear equation, its associated contribution
to the energy is negative so that the total energy remains negative for all v > 0. Hence, for focusing
nonlinearity v > 0 and attractive delta potential Vj > 0 the existence of an excitation threshold
for the creation of breathers is ruled out.

2) Focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and repulsive delta potential Vj < 0.
H > 0 if and only if

(1+n2) — (25)° N N N e O A
ey _VO<1+772>]<<1—772>> <1+772"+2> =

implying the condition

oc+1
Y

- - 1 1 2\od
it (e (0 by en) o -] G
F(n,o)1 -\ _ .

(Mot 2 Y

The inequality ([AIT)) is of the form

<
Q
AN

c+1 . 1 N2 d(1 _ \d
¥ 0321((11772)6! 2Rm a0 - Va1 -n)

(14 n?)7d <F(n, o)1 —?7)>d)’ (4.12)

(1 + n)(e+D)d(1 — p)lo+1)d 1+ n2o+2

where Fi(n,d)(1 —n)? = (1 +n*)¢ — (2n)? is explicitly given for d = 1,...,4 by Fi(n,1) = 1,
Fi(n,2) =1, F(n,3) =n* 4+ 203 + 60> +2n + 1, F(n,4) =n° +20° + T* + 1203 + % +2n + 1.

If o < min{1,2/d}, then the infimum on the right-hand side of ([AI2]) is attained for n — 1.
Setting 1 — 1 = €, we obtain

. o+1 (1 +n?)7d 1 F(n,o) \®
¢ < lim
v emot \ (14 n)tDd (1 472)d \ 1 4 520+2

X [2F1 (0, d)e=7% — Vo(1 + n)ded(l—”)] —0.

That is, for ¢ < min{1,2/d} one has H < 0 for all ¥ > 0 so that there is no excitation threshold.
Hence, ground states of arbitrarily small amplitude that bifurcate off the linear zero solution exist.

If ¢ > max{1,2/d}, then the infimum on the right-hand side of ([@I2) is attained for n — 0
yielding

o+1 . 1
V< i i, <m 2B, d)(1 = m)? = Vo1 + )" (1 = )]
(L+72) (F(n,cr)(l —n)>d> ALY

” (1 + n)letDd(1 — p)lot+)d 1+ 720+2
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We conclude that H < 0 if and only if the mass exceeds the threshold value vipresn = ((0+1)/7)(2—
Vo) > 0.

3) Focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and zero delta potential V{ = 0.
In this special case, using Vy = 0 in ([EII)) gives

c+1 . 1 (L+ )7
oot <m 2R ) =) e e
. d
(ppat)’) = o

If 0 < 2/d then the infimum on the left-hand side of [L.I3) is attained for n — 17. Setting 1—n = ¢

we have
otl( 4wy 1 Fro) )\ > od

s 2F (,d) 7 = 0.
ve= vy <(1+77)(“+1)d (1+72)d \ 1 + n20+2 1(n,d) e 0

Hence, for Vj = 0, 0 < 2/d one has H < 0 for all v > 0, meaning that there is no excitation
threshold. Thus ground states of arbitrarily small amplitude, bifurcating off the zero linear solution
exist. We recover the result obtained in [12].

If o > 2/d then the infimum on the left-hand side of (#I3)) is attained for n — 0T

(1 _1_772)ad
(1 + 77)(a-i—l)d(l _ 77)(a—i-l)d

g

o+1
v < = d2F1(T,7 d)(l _T,)2

. 1
v ot <<1+n2>
o2 — d o
. <M> ) ot

1 + 7720’+2 0%

so that we conclude that only if v > vippesp, = 4(0 + 1)/ > 0 the energy becomes negative.

To gain further insight into the localization features we note that when n — 07 the excitation
pattern approaches the single-site state and the gap between the energy of the linear system,

1— 2
H() = 7( 772 14
1+mn
and that of the nonlinear contribution (responsible for creating the potential well which makes
possible at all localization),

)

+1 -
H=——" 1_772p 0 ﬂ
P 12 12 1—p2o+2

becomes maximal. In order to ease the illustration we treat here the case d = 1. We obtain

_ v 25 +2\"°
lim (Ho(n)+ Hi(n)) =v|1-— VW) >0<=v< (4.14)
n—0+ o Y

Substituting the threshold value vipresn = (20 + 2) /’y)l/ 7 into the expression for the energy
H = Hy + Hy, it is readily seen that for o > 2

o+1 2042 _n)2
g (1 Qtn)™0+n (1= ) (1—n)
(1+T]2)U+1 1+n2

v >0, vn e (0,1).

Conclusively, H < 0 only if v > vippesh = (20 + 2)/7)1/".
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O

We also discuss the localization behavior if v — oco. From the relation
(14+77)2A4% = (1 =),

we deduce that if » — 17 then A — 0" complying with the fact that low amplitude breathers
bifurcate off the linear trivial solution. Conversely, if  — 0% then A? — v, in accordance with
the result in [I2] proving that as v increases, the ground states grow in amplitude and become
increasingly concentrated about a single lattice site.

4.2. Defect modes and upper thresholds for the mass

We conclude this section with an investigation of the persistence of the linear impurity mode in
the presence of defocusing nonlinearity, i.e. v < 0 and Vj # 0.

1) Defocusing nonlinearity v < 0 and attractive delta potential Vj > 0.

o+1
O A (A P I (S e A
(1+n?) o+1 1+ n? (1—n)F(n,o) 0 1472 )
H <0 if and only if
d
[ < o+l inf <‘/0<1+77> (1_n)d(1—o)_2F1(777d)(1_n)2—d0>

v 0<n<l 1+n?2 1472
d
2\ d(o+1) F(Tla U)

If o < min{1,2/d}, then the infimum on the right-hand side of (L8] is attained for n — 1~ yielding
v < 0, so that we deduce H > 0 for all v > 0. That is, for ¢ < 1 a localized state cannot exist.
However, if 0 > max{1,2/d}, the infimum on the right-hand side of ({38 is attained for n — 0T
yielding the upper threshold

1
0<V<vthresh§%(‘/0_2)v ‘/0>2-

Hence, the (linear) impurity mode only sustains defocusing nonlinearity for subcritical mass
V < Vthresh-

2) Focusing nonlinearity v > 0 and repulsive delta potential Vj < 0.
The existence of the staggering defect mode requires H > 4d, which entails the inequality

1 F 1 I
Lyt < o+ _1i££<0 (2 1(n, d) (1 _ 7,,)2—(101/ VA < +n ) (1— n)d(l—o)y

v 1+n? 1+ 7?
—do 2\d(o+1) F(Tla U) !
— 4d(1 - 7]) ) (1 +n ) W (49)

must be satisfied so the staggering defect mode survives under the impact of defocusing nonlinearity.
For o > max{1,2/d} the infimum on the right-hand side of (£39]) is attained for n — 0~ resulting
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in
c+1
0

In contrast, for o < min{1,2/d} one has H < 4d for all v+ > ((2 — Vo)v — 4d)(o + 1) /7. Thus,
then no staggering defect mode exists.

0<vtl < (2 —Vo)v — 4d) .

Remark 4.1. For v > 0 and V) < 0 the simultaneous existence of localized states below (breathers)
as well as above (staggering defect mode) the absolutely continuous spectrum of A is possible. This
is an effect of discreteness and it is not present in the continuum NLS with point defect because the
operator —02 + Vod(x), Vo > 0, possesses a purely absolutely continuous spectrum equal to [0, cc)
and no eigenvalue (point spectrum).

5. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR

In this section we discuss the asymptotic features of the JDNLS

d
zd—zz + (Asu) + y|u*u = 0. (5.1)

The operator —As = —A — Vs possesses an absolutely continuous spectrum [0,4d]. If V5 > 0
(Vo < 0) there is a single eigenvalue (eigenenergy) (cf. (2Z3])) whose eigenfunction represents the
single linear non-staggering (staggering) bound state.

With concern to the decay properties of the group exp(itAs) we have:

Proposition 5.1. For the linear Schrodinger group exp(itAs) we have the dispersive estimate

. 1
| Pac (exp(itAs))ll oo oy S ¢4 (5.1)

where P,. is the projection onto the continuous spectral subspace of Ag.

Proof. Scattering features are governed by the absolutely continuous spectrum of the operator As.
We show that the absolutely continuous spectrum of Ag coincides with those of the unperturbed
discrete Laplace operator A.

Consider the multiplication operator Vs : P +— P, V = (V,)nez, Sup,ez Vol < o0, Vsz =
(oo, Vorz—q, Voo, Vi1, ...) for all z = (..., x_1, 20, 21,...) €I, 1 < p < 00. Since V,, # 0 if and only
if n = 0, the operator Vj is a rank-one operator and hence, compact.

Then by Weyl’s Theorem, the essential spectrum of A coincides with the essential spectrum
of As. (Since A is a bounded and self-adjoint operator its residual spectrum is empty.) From
Oess(As) = 0ess(A) and geont(A) C Tess(A) follows oeont(As) equals oeont(A). Therefore, the two
linear Schrodinger groups exp(itAs) and exp(itA) exhibit the same scattering properties. For the

latter the decay estimate

. 1
HPac (eXp(ZtA))HE(lp,lp’) /S W? (5'1)

holds [43] implying (5.]) and the proof is complete. O

Corollary 5.1. The linear discrete Schridinger equation with and without delta potential exhibits
equal decay features.
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Scattering: We establish that the solutions for Vj < 0, o > max{1,2/d} and Vp = 0, 0 > 2/d,
respectively, and [2—norm below v4j,,esh Scatter to a solution of the linear problem in P, p > 2.
That is, the solutions of the nonlinear problem exhibit asymptotically free behavior. We say that
a solution scatters in the positive (negative) time direction if there exists v* € [P such that

[|lu(t) — eXp(z'A(;t)vjEHlp — 0 as t — +o0.

The solution scatters if it scatters in both time directions.

Proof of Theorem

We begin with the treatment of scattering in the positive time direction. For the Cauchy problem
with initial datum wug € I we consider the global solution u(t) and introduce the asymptotic state
vt

o
vt =wup + z'y/ exp(—iAgs)|u(s)|* u(s)ds. (5.3)
0
Application of the operator exp(iAst) on either side of (5.3) yields
[e.e]
exp(iAst)vt = exp(iAst)ug + iv/ exp(iAs(t — 5))y|u(s)|* u(s)ds
0

= wu(t)+ iv/ exp(iAs(t — 5))|u(s)|*7u(s)ds.
t
Using the estimate (5.2) we derive

|exp(iAst)vT — u(t)Hlp =

/t " explig(t — s))rfu(s) P u(s)ds

p

< /O lexp(iAs(t — ))1lu(s)*u(s)]|, ds

>~ 1 2041
S C/() <t—g >d(p—2)/(3p) 0 |Hu(s)’”l(20+1)p/ dS.

By assumption 2(c + 1) > p one has (20 + 1)p’ > p. Then due to the continuous embeddings
1201 C [P we have

. 00 1 i
lexp(iAst)v™ —u(t)[|,, < C/O <t _ 5 >d0—2/Gn) | lu(s) 177+ ds

P 1 v lu(0) |25+ p
= M) i s >dr-2/6p) sdp-2)e+1)/Gp)

1 1
20+1
< Oy [u(Oll /0 7 s S DG = 5 Sdr DG

We evaluate the integral as follows

/0 7 s S D) = 5 SAr DG
! 1 1 J
Ty <t— s >UW2/6p) < g >dp-2o+1)/Gp)

/t <t — 5 >dP=2)/(Bp) <« g >d(p—2)(20+1)/(3p) ds
= L+ Is.
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Our assumption p > 4do /(2do — 3) implies d(p—2)(20 +1)/(3p) > 1. Therefore, for I; we estimate

n- | 1 ! ds < C !
1= | s s mi <5 sdpenen @ = C i saaren

For I, we proceed as follows

& 1 1
Iz = /t 1 s S0 < 5 SAe- 2D

- /t (11 s )dp-2/Gp) (1+s)d<p—2><2o+1)/<3p>ds'

The change of variables s = tz gives

*° t 1
I = /1 (1 +t(z —1))de=2)/6p) (1 + tz)dp—2)(20+1)/(3p) dz.
A further change of variables z = 1/s results in
bt 1 1
I, = — ds
o 82 (1+ts71(1 —5))dP=2/Gp) (1 4 ts—1)dp=2)(20+1)/(3p)

S t2(c+1)d(p—2

tg(g_,_l)d(pl_g)/(gp)_l B(2(c+ 1)d(p —2)/(3p) — 1,1 —d(p—2)/(3p)) ,

where B(z,y) = fol 5711 — 5)¥~'ds defines the beta-function. We obtain

1
: G T / (1 — 5)74P=2/Bp) 2o+ 1dlp=2)/ ()2
0

|exp(iAst)vT — u(t)Hlp < C (W
1
2(0+1)d(p—2)/(3p)—1
B (20 + 1)d(p—2)/3p) — 1,1 — d(p— 2)/(3p))), ¥t >0,

+

X

so that we deduce v € [P.
Furthermore, applying the operator exp(—iAst) on both sides of the integral equation

u(t) = exp(iAst)ug — z'/o exp(iAs(t — 8))y|u(s)|* u(s)ds,

we obtain
exp(—iAst)u(t) = wug— z'/ot exp(—iAgs))y|u(s)*7u(s)ds
= ot +i/00 exp(—iAss)y|u(s)|* u(s)ds.
Thus, t
exp(—iAgst)u(t) — vt = i/oo exp(—iAgss)y|u(s)|* u(s)ds,
and we get t

Hexp(—iA(;t)u(t)—erHlp = ‘

/t " exp(—idssfu(s) P u(s)ds

[p

/too exp(—iAst) exp(iAs(t — s))y|u(s)|* u(s)ds

I
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< /OO |exp(—iAst) exp(iAs(t — 8))7|U(3)|20u(3)H1P ds
0

20+1
< C & HU(S)HN(Z:H),)/
)y <t—s>d-2/Gr

[u(O)25Fh oo 1 1 .
G

)ds lexp(—iAst)[| o 1)

IN

g S dp-2 1 _ 5 <0200 < 5 < dp—2)2011)/()

1 1
2041
< G O™ — a6 << t >de—2)/(3p)

t2(‘7+1)d(p1_2)/(3p)_1 B(2(c+1)d(p —2)/(3p) — 1,1 —d(p — 2)/(3])))) )

for all t > 0. Since by assumption 2(c + 1)(p —2)/(3p) — 1 > d(p — 2)/(3p) > 0 it follows

_l’_

1
; +
HeXp(—zA(st)u(t) — v Hlp 5 m, t > 0. (54)

Scattering in the negative time direction can be dealt with in the same way as above in the
positive time direction. In fact, due to the time reversibility of system (L)) it holds v~ = o™*.
Hence, we obtain

[|u(t) — exp(z’Agt)viHlp — 0 as t = %o0.
and the proof is complete.
O

The proof of Theorem proves at the same time Weinstein’s conjecture for the general power
DNLS (@IQ) with o > 2/d [12]: If v(ug) = ||ug|[z < Vihresh, then for any p € (2,00] the solutions
decay, that is,

lu(t)]|p — O, as [t| — oc.
Using the triangle inequality we get for p > 4do /(2do — 3) from (5.4)

1 .
Ty T e, < (C+ ]

1

w) @z b0

[u@®)ly < C

Hence,
lu(t)||;, — O, as t — oo.

Decay for t — —o0 is verified analogously.

In [43] the authors presented a proof that for sufficiently small solutions, their decay is like that of
the free solutions in the corresponding IP norms and this statement implies Weinstein’s conjecture.
However, our current result in Theorem is valid for solutions with any [? norm below the
threshold vyp,esn, as it is actually stated in Weinstein’s conjecture, and thus not restricted to
'sufficiently small solutions’ as in [43]. Take, for example, d = 1. Then vy een = (20 4 2)/7)7.
Since by a transformation @ = ,/yu the parameter can be absorbed, it can be set equal to one in
Vthresh 8IVINg Vipresh = (2(0 + 1))1/ 7 which is not necessarily of small magnitude.

Remark 5.1. While for Vj < 0, 0 < min{1,2/d} respectively Vj = 0, o < 2/d, the solutions do
not scatter, for Vy < 0, 0 > max{1,2/d} respectively Vj = 0, 0 > 2/d, we have the dichotomy
result:

(1) If |Juol|;2 < Pihresh, then the solutions scatter in both time directions.

(2) If ||uoll;2 = Pinresn, the ground state is a global non-scattering solution.
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