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SCATTERING THEORY FOR THE DEFOCUSING 3D NLS IN THE EXTERIOR

OF A STRICTLY CONVEX OBSTACLE

XUAN LIU, YILIN SONG, AND JIQIANG ZHENG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate the global well-posedness and scattering theory for the defocus-
ing nonlinear Schrédinger equation iu; + Aqu = |u|%u in the exterior domain Q of a smooth, compact
and strictly convex obstacle in R3. It is conjectured that in Euclidean space, if the solution has a prior

bound in the critical Sobolev space, that is, u € Lg°(I; Hie (R3)) with s¢ := % — % € (0, %), then u is

global and scatters. In this paper, assuming that this conjecture holds, we prove that if u is a solution to
the nonlinear Schrédinger equation in exterior domain €2 with Dirichlet boundary condition and satisfies
u € L (I HSDC (©)) with sc € [%, %), then u is global and scatters.

The main ingredients in our proof are the linear profile decompositions in the critical space H SDC ()
and embed it to the nonlinear equation. Inspired by Killip-Visan-Zhang [Amer. J. Math. 138 (2016)],
we overcome the difficulty caused by the breakdown of the scaling and translation invariance. This allows
us to utilize the concentration-compactness/rigidity argument of Kenig and Merle [Invent. Math. 166
(2006)]. To preclude the minimal counterexamples, we established the long-time Stricharrtz estimates
and the frequency-localized Morawetz estimates.
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We study the defocusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation in the exterior domain 2 of a smooth compact,

strictly convex obstacle in R3 with Dirichlet boundary condition:
tup + Aqu = |u|*u,
u(0, ) = uo(x),

u(ta x)lmeaﬂ =0,

(1.1)

where u is a complex-valued function defined in R x ©Q and —Agq denotes the Dirichlet Laplacian on
Q. The Dirichlet-Laplacian is the unique self-adjoint operator on L?(2) corresponding to the following
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quadratic form
Q: H}(Q) = [0,00) with Q(f):= /QVf(x) -V f(x)dx.

We take initial data ug € H 2(£2), where for s > 0, the homogeneous Sobolev space is defined by the
functional calculus as the completion of C2°(€) with respect to the norm

£ 1Ly ) = 1(=20)* 2 FllL2(0)-

It is easy to find that the solution u to equation (1.1) with sufficient smooth conditions possesses the
mass and energy conservation laws:

Maq[u(t)] := /Q |u(t,:c)|2dz = Mq[uo],

Eolu(t)] = %/Q|Vu(t,x)|2dx + %m /Q lu(t, 2)[*+F2dz = Bolug).

When posed on the whole Euclidean space R3, the Cauchy problem (1.1) is scale-invariant. More precisely,
the scaling transformation

u(t,z) — Aau(Az,A\%t) for A >0,

leaves the class of solutions to NLSgs invariant. This transformation also identifies the critical space H?*,
where the critical regularity s. is given by s. := % — % We call (1.1) mass-critical if s. = 0, energy-
critical if s, = 1, inter-critical if 0 < s. < 1 and energy-supercritical if s. > 1 respectively. Although the
obstacle in the domain alters certain aspects of the equation, it does not affect the problem’s inherent
dimensionality. Therefore, (1.1) maintains the same criticality and is classified as Hs (Q) critical.

Throughout this paper, we restrict ourselves to the following notion of solution.

Definition 1.1 (Solution). A function u: I x Q@ — C on a non-empty interval I 3 0 is called a solution
. 5

to (1.1) if it satisfies u € CyH 5 (K x Q) N L2, (K x Q) for every compact subset K C I and obeys the

Duhamel formula

t
u(t) = *2ug i [ I (uf ) ds
0

for each t € I. We refer to the interval I as the lifespan of u. We say that u is a maximal-lifespan solution
if the solution cannot be extended to any strictly larger interval. We say that u is a global solution if
I=R.
5a

The assumption that the solution lies in the space L,>, (I x ) locally in time is natural since by the
Strichartz estimate (see Proposition 2.15 below), the linear flow always lies in this space. Also, if a solution
u to (1.1) is global, with ||U||L5Ta(1 o) < 00, then it scatters; that is, there exist unique u+ € Hj5 () such
t,x X
that

lim ||u(t) — elthe
t—+oo

ui”Hf;(Q) =0.

The study of NLS in exterior domains was initiated in [5]. The authors proved a local existence result for
the 3d sub-cubic (i.e., @ < 3) NLSq equation, assuming that the obstacle is non-trapping. Subsequently,
Anton [1] extended these result to the cubic nonlinearity, while Planchon-Vega [48] extended it to the
energy-subcritical NLSq, equation in dimension d = 3. Later, Planchon and Ivanovici [23] established the
small data scattering theory for the energy-critical NLSq equation in dimension d = 3. For NLS outside
a smooth, compact, strictly convex obstacle  in R?, Killip-Visan-Zhang [35] proved that for arbitrarily
large initial data, the corresponding solutions to the defocusing energy-critical equation scatter in the
energy space. For related results in the focusing case, see e.g. [15,37,59,60].

In this paper, we investigate the HEC () critical global well-posedness and scattering theory for the
defocusing nonlinear Schrodinger equation (1.1) in the exterior domain Q of a smooth, compact and
strictly convex obstacle in R3. To put the problem in context, let us first recall some earlier results for
the equivalent problem posed in the whole Euclidean space R%. The study of global well-posedness and
scattering theory for nonlinear Schrédinger equations

iug + Au = £fu|“u, (t,z) € R x R? (1.2)
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in F% has seen significant advancements in recent years. Due to the presence of conserved quantities at
the critical regularity, the mass- and energy-critical equations have been the most widely studied. For
the defocusing energy-critical NLS, it is now known that arbitrary data in H; lead to solutions that
are global and scatter. This was proven first for radial initial data by Bourgain [3], Grillakis [18], and
Tao [52] and later for arbitrary data by Colliander- Keel-Staffilani-Takaoka-Tao, [7], Ryckman-Visan [49]
and Visan [56,57](For results in the focusing case, see [12,24,29]). For the mass-critical NLS, it has also
been established that arbitrary data in L2 lead to solutions that are global and scatter. This was proven
through the use of minimal counterexamples, first for radial data in dimensions d > 2 (see [28,34,55]),
and later for arbitrary data in all dimensions by Dodson [8-11].

Killip-Visan [32] and Visan [57] revisited the defocusing energy-critical problem in dimensions d €
{3,4} from the perspective of minimal counterexamples, utilizing techniques developed by Dodson [8]
in the mass-critical setting. In particular, they established a "long-time Strichartz estimate” for almost
periodic solutions, which serves to rule out the existence of frequency-cascade solutions. Additionally,
they derived a frequency-localized interaction Morawetz inequality (which may in turn be used to preclude
the existence of soliton-like solutions).

Unlike the energy- and mass-critical problems, for any other s. # 0, 1, there are no conserved quantities
that control the growth in time of the H* norm of the solutions. It is conjectured that, assuming some
a priori control of a critical norm, global well-posedness and scattering hold for any s. > 0 and in any
spatial dimension:

Conjecture 1.1. Letd > 1, a > %, and s, = %_
solution to (1.2) such that

Assume u : I x R* — C is a mazimal-lifespan

Qv

u e LPHS (I x RY),
then u is global and scatters ast — +o00.

The first work dealing with Conjecture 1.1 is attributed to Kenig and Merle [25] at the case d = 3, s. =
% by using their concentration-compactness method developed in [24] and the scaling-critical Lin-Strauss
Morawetz inequality. Subsequently, Murphy [46] extended the methods of [25] to higher dimensions,
resolving Conjecture 1.1 for d > 3 and s. = In the inter-critical case (0 < s. < 1), Murphy [45,47]
developed a long-time Strichartz estimate in the spirit of [8] and proved Conjecture 1.1 for the general
data in the case

o=

1 3 _
2 S Se S 1> d =3
1<s. <1, d=4
% <se <1, d=25;
and for the radial data in the case d = 3,s. € (0,3) U (3,1). Later, Gao-Miao-Yang [16] resolved

Conjecture 1.1 for radial initial data in the case d > 4, 0 < s. < %; Gao-Zhao [17] resolved Conjecture
1.1 for general initial data in the case d > 5, % < 8. < 1. See also [58] for earlier partial results regarding
these cases. Recently, Yu [61] resolved Conjecture 1.1 in the case d = 2, s, = %, by first developing a
long-time Strichartz estimate in the spirit of [10] and then utilizing the interaction Morawetz estimate
from Planchon-Vega [48] to exclude the minimal counterexamples. See Table 1.

In the energy-supercritical case (s. > 1), Killip and Visan [29] were the first to resolve Conjecture
1.1 for d > 5 under certain conditions on s.. Subsequently, Murphy [47] addressed the conjecture for
radial initial data in the case d = 3 and s. € (1, %) By developing long-time Strichartz estimates for the
energy-supercritical regime, Miao-Murphy-Zheng [44] and Dodson-Miao-Murphy-Zheng [13] resolved the
Conjecture 1.1 for general initial data whend =4 and 1 < s, < % For the case d = 4 and % < S < 2 with
radial initial data, see the work of Lu and Zheng [43]. More recently, Zhao [63] and Li-Li [42] resolved
the Conjecture 1.1 in the case d > 5 and 1 < s, < %. For d > 8, their results also required « to be an
even number. See Table 2.

Analogous to Conjecture 1.1, it is conjectured that for the Schrédinger equation in the exterior domain
Q of a smooth, compact, strictly convex obstacle in R3:

Conjecture 1.2. Let o > % and s, = % — % Assume u : I x Q — C is a mazximal-lifespan solution to
(1.1) such that
u € L HE(I xQ), (1.3)

then u is global and scatters ast — +o00.
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TABLE 1. Results for Conjecture 1.1 in the sub-critical case: 0 < s, < 1

0<sc<% sc:% %<sc<1
d=1 no results ~ ~
d=2 no results Yu [61] no results
1 3
o . . - 5 < s¢ < §,Murphy [45]
d=3 radial, Murphy [47] Kenig-Merle [25] . diil, e o 1, Murphy [47]
d > 4 | radial, Gao-Miao-Yang [16] Murphy [46] Gao-Zhao [17],Murphy [45],Xie-Fang [58]
TABLE 2. Results for Conjecture 1.1 in the super-critical case: 1 < s, < %
d=3 1 < s. < 3, radial, Murphy [47]

d=4 1<se < %, Miao-Murphy-Zheng [44]; sc = %7 Dodson-Miao-Murphy-Zheng [13];
B % < s¢ < 2, radial, Lu-Zheng [43]

d>5 1 <se< %, and assume « is even when d > 8,

Killip-Visan [29], Zhao [63], Li-Li [42]

Killip-Visan-Zhang [35] first resolved Conjecture 1.2 in the case d = 3 and s. = 1. Since this corre-
sponds to the energy-critical setting, the energy conservation law eliminates the need for the assumption
(1.3); it suffices to require the initial data to belong to H}D (©). In this paper, under the assumption that
Conjecture 1.1 holds in Euclidean space, we resolve Conjecture 1.2 in the case d = 3 and % < s < %
Our main result is as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Let s. € [%, %) Assume that Conjection 1.1 holds. Then Conjection 1.2 holds.

Remark 1.3. In Section 4, we will embed the solutions in the limit geometries into {2 via the stability
theorem 2.19. To achieve this, we assume that Conjecture 1.1 holds true, so that the solutions in the limit
geometries satisfy uniform spacetime bounds; then the solutions to NLSq will inherit these spacetime
bounds. These solutions to NLSq will appear again as nonlinear profiles in Proposition 5.1.

Remark 1.4. In [25,45, /6], Kenig-Merle and Murphy proved that Conjecture 1.1 holds for s. € [%, %];
and for s. € (%, 1) U (1, %), Murphy [47] resolved the conjecture 1.1 for the case of radial initial data.
Therefore, in Theorem 1.2, we only need to assume that Conjecture 1.1 holds for non-radial initial data
when s. € (2,1)U(1,3).
1.1. Outline of the proof of Theorem 1.2. We proceed by contradiction and assume that Theorem
1.2 is false. Observing that Theorem 2.16 guarantees the global existence and scattering for sufficiently
small initial data. From that we deduce the existence of a critical threshold size. Below this threshold, the
theorem holds, but above it, solutions with arbitrarily large scattering size can be found. By employing
a limiting argument, we establish the existence of minimal counterexamples, which are blowup solutions
precisely at the critical threshold. Due to their minimality, these solutions exhibit compactness properties
that ultimately conflict with the dispersive nature of the equation. Consequently, we can exclude their
existence and conclude that Theorem 1.2 holds.

A key characteristic of these minimal counterexamples is their almost periodicity modulo the sym-
metries of the equation. We briefly discuss this property and its immediate implications; for a detailed
analysis, the reader is referred to [33].

Definition 1.5. Let s, > 0. A solution v : I x Q — C to (1.1) is called almost periodic if (1.3) holds
and there exist function C' : R* — RT such that for allt € I and all n > 0,

Sc

(= 2A0) T ult, 2)]| 12 (@n ezl >cmy) + | (—Aa) PLoyult, )| 2 @) <1,

where PgN denotes the Littlewood-Paley projections adapted to the Dirichlet Laplacian on Q (c.f. (2.4)).
We call C' the compactness modulus function.

Remark 1.6. Using the equivalence of norms in Lemma 2.13, it is straightforward to deduce that when
{u(t) : t € I} is precompact in Hj5 (), then u : I x Q — C is almost periodic and there exist functions
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C,c:RY — RT such that for allt € I and all n > 0,
H(=B0) % P2y ult, D)l 2y + | (—~B0) F Plogyult, )12 ) < 1. (1.49)

To proceed, we require the following result, which relates the interval length of an almost periodic
solution to its Strichartz norms. This result can be established by adapting the proof of [33, Lemma 5.21]
(the only difference being that we need to use the chain rule (2.1) instead of the chain rule in Euclidean
space).

Lemma 1.7. Let s, € [%, %), and suppose u : I x Q — C is an almost periodic solution to (1.1). Then
1] Su ll(=A0) Full72ps 1) Sul+ I

With these preliminaries established, we can now describe the first major step in the proof of Theorem
1.2.

Theorem 1.8 (Reduction to almost periodic solutions). Suppose that Theorem 1.2 fails for some s. €
[1,2). Then there exists a global solution u : R x Q@ — C to (1.1) such that u € L*Hj5 (R x Q), whose
orbit {u(t) : t € R} is precompact in His (Q) and there exists R > 0 such that

/ |u(t, z)|37adz =1 wuniformly for teR. (1.5)
on{lz|<R}

Remark 1.9. Indeed, Theorem 1.8 is valid for all s. € (0, %) The restriction s, > % in Theorem 1.2
arises from the limitations imposed by the indices in Theorem 2.6, which make it challenging to exclude
almost periodic solutions in Theorem 1.8 when s. € (0, %) See Remark 7.6 for more details.

The reduction to almost periodic solutions is now widely regarded as a standard technique in the study
of dispersive equations at critical regularity. Keraani [27] was the first to prove the existence of minimal
blowup solutions, while Kenig-Merle [24] were the first to use them to establish a global well-posedness
result. Since then, this technique has proven to be extremely useful; see [25,28-30,32-34,44-47] for many
more examples of this technique in action (and note that this is by no means an exhaustive list). For a
good introduction to these methods, see [33].

The proof of Theorem 1.8 requires three main ingredients. First, one needs the linear and nonlinear
profile decomposition. For the linear profile decomposition, the case s, = 1 was established in [35] and
we will follow the argument presented in that paper. The profile decomposition is the key to prove the
existence of minimal blow-up solutions, which will be discussed below. The tool that will be used to prove
the linear profile decomposition is the inverse Strichartz inequality. This inequality indicates that the
solution with non-trivial space-time bounds must concentrate at least one bubble. Applying the inverse
Strichartz inequality repeatedly, it can be shown that the linear solution is concentrating at multiple
bubbles with the remainder term after passing a subsequence.

Once we have obtained the linear profile decomposition, the next step is to construct the nonlinear
profiles. The nonlinear profiles are the solution to NLSqy with initial data corresponding to each linear
profiles. Due to the presence of the boundary, suitable scaling and space translations lead to the study
of NLS in different geometries, which is the significant distinction between our setting and the Euclidean
setting. The main difficulty is that we cannot know if a profile with certain initial data is also contained
in the exterior domain. Moreover, it can lives at any scale and in any possible location. To deal with
this, we will follow the argument established in [35] which will associated the each profiles to different
limiting cases. Moreover, we will consider the following three scenarios arising from scaling and spatial
translation of . We denote it by the rescaled domain €, = A\, 1(Q — {x,,}) for the first two cases and
Q= M IR — {25)) where 27 € 99 such that |z, — 27| = dist(z,,Q°) and R, € SO(3) satisfies

J— zniz 3
Fnes = oa=aly-

(1) When A, — oo, the rescaled domain ©,, will approximate R3,

(2) When %:’QC) — 00, the domain Q¢ are retreating to infinity,

(3) When A, — 0 and %:Q) = K > 0, the domain €,, will be approximated by the half-space.
The second ingredient is a stability result for the nonlinear equation (see e.g. Theorem 2.19 below).

The third ingredient is a decoupling statement for nonlinear profiles. The last two ingredients are closely
related, in the sense that the decoupling must hold in a space that is dictated by the stability theory.
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Most precisely, this means that the decoupling must hold in a space with s. derivatives. Keraani [20]
showed how to prove such a decoupling statement in the context of the mass- and energy-critical NLS;
however, these arguments rely on pointwise estimates to bound the difference of nonlinearities and hence
fail to be directly applicable in the presence of fractional derivatives. In [29], Killip and Visan devised
a strategy that is applicable in the energy-supercritical setting, while Murphy [45] developed a strategy
tailored to the energy-subcritical setting. In particular, by employing a Strichartz square function that
provides estimates equivalent to those of |V|*e, they can reduce the problem to a framework where
Keraani’s arguments can be directly applied. In this paper, we adopt the strategies presented in [29,45].
Specifically, by appropriately selecting the parameters and applying the equivalence theorem (Theorem
2.6), we reduce the proof of the decoupling for nonlinear profiles to the cases addressed in [29,45].

We therefore have all of the ingredients necessary for Theorem 1.8. Putting them together via the
usual arguments, we can deduce that Theorem 1.8 holds. Hence to prove Theorem 1.2, it suffices to
preclude the existence of the solutions described in Theorem 1.8. To this end, we will use versions of the
Lin-Strauss Morawetz inequality

ju(t, )|
(e e [t (16)
X

which will be used in Section 6 to preclude the existence of the almost periodic solutions in Theorem
1.8 when s, = % However, when s, > %, we cannot use the estimate (1.6) directly, as the solutions we
consider only belong to H3s (€2) (and hence the right-hand side of (1.6) need not be finite).

For s. > 1/2, one needs to suppress the low frequencies of solutions in order to access the estimate
(1.6). For 3D radial energy-critical NLS [3], Bourgain accomplished this by proving a space-localized
version of (1.6) (see also [18,55]). In Section 6, we adopt the this approach to preclude the existence of
the almost periodic solutions in Theorem 1.8 when 1 < s, < 3/2. As one of the error terms resulting
from space-localization requires control of the solution at the level of H L, a different approach is needed
to handle the range % < 8. < 1. To this end, in Section 7, we prove a version of (1.6) localized to high
frequencies. This will also be used to preclude the existence of the almost periodic solutions in Theorem
1.8 when % < s < 1.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows:

In Section 2, we record some notation and the materials that is needed for the analysis: equivalence of
Sobolev spaces and the product rule for the Dirichlet Laplacian; Littlewood-Paley theory and Bernstein
inequalities; Strichartz estimates; local and stability theories for (1.1); local smoothing; the convergence
of functions of the Dirichlet Laplacian as the underlying domains converge; and the behavior of the linear
propagator under domain convergence.

In Section 3, we first prove the refined and inverse Strichartz inequalities (Proposition 3.1 and Proposi-
tion 3.2). These results demonstrate that linear evolutions with non-trivial spacetime norms must exhibit
a bubble of concentration. This is subsequently utilized to derive the linear profile decomposition for the
linear propagator ¢4 in 3 (Q) (see Theorem 3.5 below).

In Section 4, we show that nonlinear solutions in the limiting geometries can be embedded into €.
Since nonlinear solutions in the limiting geometries admit global spacetime bounds (Here we need to
assume that Conjecture 1.1 holds true), we deduce that solutions to NLSq, whose characteristic length
scale and location conform closely with one of these limiting cases, inherit these spacetime bounds. These
solutions to NLSq will reappear as nonlinear profiles in Section 5.

In Section 5, we establish the existence of almost periodic solutions (Theorem 1.8), whose proof
is primarily reduced to demonstrating the Palais-Smale condition (Proposition 5.1). To this end, we
employ the profile decomposition developed in Section 4, the stability theorem (Theorem 2.19) presented
in Section 2, as well as the arguments from [29,45] to prove the decoupling for nonlinear profiles.

In Section 6, we rule out the almost periodic solutions as in Theorem 1.8 for the cases 1 < s, < %
and s, = % The proof is based on a space-localized Lin-Strauss Morawetz inequality as in the work of
Bourgain [3].

In Section 7, we rule out solutions as in Theorem 1.8 with % < 8. < 1. The primary technical
tool employed is the long-time Strichartz estimate (Proposition 7.1), which was originally developed
by Dodson [8] for the mass-critical NLS. Then we establish a frequency-localized Lin-Strauss Morawetz
inequality (Proposition 7.3) to rule out almost periodic solutions as in Theorem 1.8. In this process, we
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truncate the solution to high frequencies and utilize Proposition 7.1 to control the error terms arising
from the frequency projection.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation and useful lemmas. We express X <Y or Y 2 X to denote that X < CY for some
absolute constant C' > 0, which might change from line to line. If the implicit constant relies on additional
variables, this will be shown with subscripts. We employ O(Y) to represent any quantity X such that
|X| £ Y. The notation X ~ Y implies that X <Y < X. The term o(1) is used to describe a quantity
that converges to zero. We will also use s+ or s—, which means that there exists a small positive number

¢ such that it is equal to s + € or s — ¢ respectively.

Throughout this paper, we let s, = % — % € (0, %) Further restrictions on the range of s. are imposed

only in Section 6 and Section 7.  will stand for the exterior domain of a smooth, compact, strictly
convex obstacle in R®. Without loss of generality, we assume 0 € Q¢. The notation diam := diam(Q°) is
used to denote the diameter of the obstacle, and d(x) := dist(z, 2¢) denotes the distance from a point
x € R3 to the obstacle.

We first state the Hardy inequality on the exterior domain.

Lemma 2.1 (Hardy’s inequality, [36]). Letd > 3,1 <p < oo and 0 < s < min{l 4+ %, %}, then for any
feCx(Q), we have

f(x) s
HMHLP(Q) 5 H(_AQ)QfHLp(Q)a

where d(z) = dist(z, Q).
We will use the following refined version of Fatou’s lemma due to Brezis and Lieb.
Lemma 2.2 (Refined Fatou, [4]). Let0 < p < 0o and assume that { f,} C LP(R?) withlimsup,,_, . || falp, <

oco. If fn = f almost everywhere, then

/Rd||fn|p_|fn_f|p_|f|p|d$—>0 as n — oo.

In particular, || follZo = 1 fo = FIlze = [1F11Z0-
The following fractional difference estimate will be used in the proof of Lemma 2.18.

Lemma 2.3 (Derivatives of differences, [29]). Let F(u) = |u[Pu with p > 0 and let 0 < s < 1. Then for
1<q,q1,92 < o0 such that % = q% + q%, we have

IVIP[F(u+v) = F(u)lll Loy S IVIPullpa gay 10l Loz ay + V010 gy [t + 0]l Loz (rey.
We will also use the following heat kernel estimate due to Q. S. Zhang [62].

Lemma 2.4 (Heat kernel estimate [62]). Let Q denote the exterior of a smooth, compact, convex obstacle
in R? for d > 3. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that

d d cle—y|2
€42 (2, )| S (—@ Al) (—(y). A 1) T,
VA diam VN diam

uniformly for x,y € Q and t > 0; recall that AN B = min{A, B}. Moreover, the reverse inequality holds
after suitable modification of ¢ and the implicit constant.

There is a natural family of Sobolev spaces associated with powers of the Dirichlet Laplacian. Our
notation for these is as follows.

Definition 2.5. For s >0 and 1 < p < oo, let H3P(Q) and H3P(Q) denote the completions of C°(€)
under the norms

1 oy = 1(=20) 2 fllee and |If o) = 11— D) fl|ze.

When p = 2 we write H3(Q) and Hy)(Q) for H5*(Q) and H3*(Q), respectively.



8 X. LIU, YILIN SONG, AND JIQIANG ZHENG

The following result from [37] establishes a connection between Sobolev spaces defined with respect to
the Dirichlet Laplacian and those defined through conventional Fourier multipliers. The constraints on
regularity s are important, as shown by counterexamples in [37].

Theorem 2.6 (Equivalence of Sobolev spaces, [37]). Let d > 3 and let 2 denote the complement of a
compact convex body Q° C R with smooth boundary. Let 1 < p < oo. If0 < s < min {1 + %, %}, then

I(=Aga)*2f Lo ~aps [(=2) 2 fllLe  for all | € CZ(Q).

This result allows us to transfer the LP-product rule for fractional derivatives and the chain rule directly
from the Euclidean setting, provided we respect the restrictions on s and p.

Lemma 2.7. For all f,g € C*(Q), we have
1(=20)*2(FD) vy S 1(=80)**fllm @ lglzr@ + 1f]Lo @ (-A0)* gl e @)

with the exponents satisfying 1 < p,p1,q2 < 00, 1 < pa,q1 < 00,
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 3
- =—+—=—4+—, and 0<s<min{1+—,1+—,—,—}.
p 1 P2 a g2 b1 q2 P1 G2
Lemma 2.8. Suppose G € C%(C) and 1 < p,p1,p2 < oo are such that % = p% + p%. Then for all
0<s< min{2, i},
p2
1(=20)2G(u)ll o) S G (W)l Lo @) l(=20) Full Lr2 (o)
In particular, in Section 7, we will use the following fractional chain rule:

Corollary 2.9. Given u € L His (I x Q)N L2H (I x Q),

I(=20)F (Ju]*u)| = 1(=20) Full g 12l (~A0) Full 2rsrx0)- (2.1)

6
L2LE (IxQ

Proof. Using the equivalence theorem 2.6, the chain rule in Euclidean space, and applying the equivalence
theorem 2.6 again, we obtain

1(=20) % (Jul*u)|

L$L§ (Ix9) S HUH%faLga(IxQ)H(*AQ)TUHL?Lg(IxQ)- (2.2)

Moreover, by Sobolev embedding and H?lder’s inequality, we have

[l ooy S N-A0)Ful, i S A0) Fulf s oy (- A0) Fulgnsirey (23)
t x

Combining (2.2) and (2.3), we obtain the desired inequality (2.1). O
We will also use the local smoothing estimate. The particular version we need is [35, Lemma 2.13].

Lemma 2.10. Let u = e'*2eyy. Then
/ / |Vu(t,z)* (R~ (x — 2)) *dadt < R|uol| 2o [ Vuol| L2,
RJQ

uniformly for z € R® and R > 0.

A direct consequence of the local smoothing estimate is the following result, which will be used to
prove Lemma 5.2.

Corollary 2.11. Given wy € His (),

1
1=

< T RIS 20w | T ol
D

I(=Aa)F ™ woll Lz (tr 1,7 47)x (lo—21<RY) S % (Rx)
t,x

uniformly in wo and the parameters R, T > 0,7 € R, and z € R3.
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Proof. Replacing wg by e€7*2wyq, we see that it suffices to treat the case 7 = 0.
Given N > 0, using the Holder, Bernstein, and Strichartz inequalities, as well as the equivalence of
Sobolev spaces, we have

H |V|SceitAQP3Nw0HLf L([=T,T)x{|z—z|<R})

S5a—4 3(5a+4)

< 7% R ||V ”A“P”NWO"L;T“L%

§T516¥0;4R 402) EP ZtAQPSNWOH :TQL%

< TR RIS NF Sywoll? . I1V1 e Pyl e
Ltr L, le :

< 7t RS NE || eithe P2 | ﬂH“’OHHSc(Q)

ta:

We estimate the high frequencies using Lemma 2.10 and the Bernstein inequality:

14

se itAg P 2
e PINwollze (11 x{la—z1<RY)

< RIPEN |V ol V1% PEywo 22 S BN lwollFyec -
The desired estimate in Corollary 2.11 now follows by optimizing in the choice of N. O

2.2. Littlewood-Paley theory on exterior domains. Fix ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 1], a smooth non-negative
function obeying

p(A)=1 for0<A<1, and ¢(\) =0 for\>2.
For each dyadic number N € 2%, we then define
ON(A) == d(A/N), N(A) == dN(A) — dnj2(N);

notice that {1)n(\)}yeoz forms a partition of unity for (0, co).
With these functions in place, we can now introduce the Littlewood-Paley projections adapted to the
Dirichlet Laplacian on €2 and defined via the functional calculus for self-adjoint operators:

P2y = o¢n(V—-Dq), PY:=9n(V/-Dq), PIy:i=1-P2y. (2.4)

For brevity we will often write fy := P5 f and similarly for the other projections.

We will write Pjﬂs}s, and so forth, to represent the analogous operators associated to the usual Laplacian
in the full Euclidean space. We will also need the analogous operators on the halfspace H = {z € R3 :
x-e3 >0} where e3 = (0,0, 1), which we denote by Pk, and so forth.

Just like their Euclidean counterparts, the following two basic estimates are well-known.

Lemma 2.12 (Bernstein estimates, [37]). For any f € C(§), we have

”Png”LP(Q) + ||PJ{/Zf||LP(Q) S Ifllze) forl <p < oo,

1_ 1
1P Fll oy + 1P2fll ey S N?G= 3|l oy for 1 <p<q< oo,

N*|PYfllLoc) ~ (=Da)* > PR fllLr) for 1 <p < oo and s € R.

Here, the implicit constants depend only on p, q, and s.

Lemma 2.13 (Square function estimate, [37]). Fiz 1 < p < co. For all f € C*(Q),

£ llze () ~ (Z Iva’f|2>

Ne2”

=

L (Q)
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2.3. Strichartz estimates, local well-posedness, and the stability result. Strichartz estimates
for domains exterior to a compact, smooth, strictly convex obstacle were proved by Ivanovici [21] with
the exception of the endpoint LZLS, see also [2]. Subsequently, Ivanovici and Lebeau [22] proved the
dispersive estimate for d = 3.

Lemma 2.14 (Dispersive estimate, [22]).
i _3
€72 fllLee ) S (211Nl Lre- (2.5)

For d > 4, Ivanovici and Lebeau [22] also demonstrated through the construction of explicit coun-
terexamples that the dispersive estimate no longer holds, even for the exterior of the unit ball. However,
for d = 5,7, Li-Xu-Zhang [41] established the dispersive estimates for solutions with radially symmetric
initial data outside the unit ball.

Combining the dispersive estimate (2.5) with the Theorem of Keel-Tao [38], we obtain the following
Strichartz estimates:

Proposition 2.15 (Strichartz estimates [2,21,22]). Let q,G > 2, and 2 < r,7 < oo satisfying
2 3 2 3 3
-+t -==-+=-==.
qg r q T 2

Then, the solution u to (i0; + Aq)u = F on an interval I > 0 satisfies
||U||L§L;(1xsz) S ||U0||L§(Q) + HF”L;’_/LQ’(]XQ)' (2.3)

By the Strichartz estimate and the standard contraction mapping principle, we can establish the
following local well-posedness result.

Theorem 2.16. Let 2 C R3 be the exterior of a smooth compact strictly convex obstacle. There exists
1 > 0 such that if ug € Hf5(2) obeys

—Ag) T eltBay, o 300 < 2.6
[(=Aq) 0||L%L;ggfg(lxm_77 (2.6)

for some time interval I > 0, then there is a unique strong solution to (1.1) on the time interval I;
moreover,

Remark 2.17.

(1) Ifug has small H35(Q) norm, then Proposition 2.15 guarantees that (2.6) holds with I = R. Thus
global well-posedness for small data is a corollary of this theorem.

(2) For large initial data ug, the existence of some small open interval I > 0 for which (2.6) holds
follows from combining the monotone convergence theorem with Proposition 2.15. In this way,
we obtain local well-posedness for all data in His ().

(8) The argument below holds equally well for initial data prescribed as t — +oo, thus proving the
existence of wave operators.

Proof. Throughout the proof, all space-time norms will be on I x 2. Consider the map

t
P u s etPoyy — z/ e t=9)Ba(|y| ) (s)ds.
0

We will show this is a contraction on the ball

. Ba . 5o, TEa2g s
B = {u € LHy NL2 Hy ™ ° 1 |[(-Aq) ;UHL%L;SS% < 2n,

sa < 2077}

x

and 0] e s < 2uoll g, 0l 5

L

under the metric given by

) = o= ol g e
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To see that ® maps the ball B to itself, we use the Strichartz inequality followed by Lemma 2.7, (2.6)
Sobolev embedding, and then Theorem 2.6:

I(=20)F ®(u)]| s o

5o 80 +CH AQ El (|u|o‘u)H _ 50 _30a
L 2(a+1) [ZTe=s

<77+CHUH°“ L3 (=80) 2u||

80 <7’]—|—C||( AQ 2u|°‘+1

-8
x a:

t L15a 8

<n+ 0(277)°”rl < 21,
provided 7 is chosen sufficiently small.

Similar estimates give
190 3¢ 50 < CI-B0) F @] 35 saey <200
and
19l < Poolig o + €200 ("0 sy o,
< lwoll grse o) + CIIUIIifTaLjTa I(~2q) % ul L

t

< luoll grze (@) + C2m)° " < 2lluoll ¢ (g

provided 7 is chosen small enough. This shows that ® maps the ball B to itself
Finally, to prove that ® is a contraction, we argue as above

d(®(w), ®(v)) < Cfl|u|*u = [v|*0|

30c
2(a+1) L27a78

< Cd(u,v) (HAQ)%UH:)_@ e F(=20) F 0% _a >
L 2 Ll5c¥78 L 2 15a—8
t x t

1
< 2Cd(u,v)(2n)* < §d(u,v),
provided 7 is chosen small enough. O
Below, we present the stability theorem for the Schrodinger equation in the exterior domain. Its proof
relies on the following nonlinear estimate.
5a . _30a

Lemma 2.18. For any u,v € L,* Hls;’““’g (I x ), the following inequality holds

J— _C _ « 5

I-80)% (Juct ol (b ) = R0 |ty e,
S (1175 75 s ) (Nl e A0 ¥l g ) 2D
2L L2 L, Lgc L]

where all the space-time integrals are over I x 2. Note that since s. > 0, we have o« > 3

Proof. We first consider the case s. < 1. Applying Lemma 2.3 and the equivalence theorem 2.6, we obtain
J— 5 « _ o 5a
I-B0) ¥ (ol 0) = W) |ty e,
SIol%s sell(—A0) Full s iaa +[lu+ U5 s ll(=Aa)> B vll
L,? L, L2 L] 2

t

Y
THes
L
L, L,

which together with Sobolev embedding yields (2.7).
Next, we turn to the case s, > 1. Writing F(u) = |u|*u, we have
V% (Ju 4+ v|*(u +v) — |u|®u) = |V[* 7 HF (u4v) — F'(u)]Vu + |V|** 7 F (u + v) Vo).
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Using the fractional differentiation rule and Sobolev embedding, we obtain
[V F (u + 0) V|

30a
2(a+1) o—8
S HIVIS‘:”F'(U+U)IIL% S
h L,
+llut ol sall[VI*v | e fla
Lt2 LmZ Lt2 Ll}5a78
a—1 s s
SHUJrvHLfTaL?IIIV C(U+v)||Lj_angga8H|V| “|| B T (2.8)

Similarly, using the fractional differentiation rule, Sobolev embedding, and Lemma 2.3, we have

V] (F" (u + v) = F'(u) V|

2(a+1) L2 TRty

S lvpe? (F’(quv)*F’(U))HLf_aL;m = IIVUH sty I F (u+0) - F’(U)IILtg 3191ull i, T

S5a—8 Fa—8 T 15a—8
2 LS , 5 L]

< (IIVISC_WII sp o 015 s + VI 0l s qane HquvH“ _) [IVI*ul sa _soa
L2 L2 L2 L,? L, L,?

(s o175+ 175 s ) ol e 1970l

Lq:z t Tua 8
< oz:l a a:l i Sc ; N Se 2. )
S (10075 0152 ) NP0l + V1700 ) 29)
Combining (2.8) and (2.9), and using the equivalence theorem 2.6, we obtain (2.7). O

Now, we are in position to give the stability result for the Schrodinger equation (1.1).

Theorem 2.19 (Stability result). Let Q be the exterior of a smooth compact strictly convex obstacle in
R3. Let I a compact time interval and let i be an approzimate solution to (1.1) on I x Q in the sense
that

i = —Aqu + |u|*a + e (2.10)
for some function e. Assume that

HUHL"OHSC(IXQ) <E and HUHL 2 5 (IxQ) <L

for some positive constants E and L. Assume also the smallness conditions

ey F 8 g o)) 3 e <
t
o 2 3 3
el s = 0 {I-B0)Felly 1yt 2+ 2 =5} <6 2.11)

for some 0 < e <e1 =¢e1(E,L). Then, there exists a unique strong solution u : I x Q — C to (1.1) with
initial data ug at time t =ty satisfying

I(=A0)F (u=@)| s poa < C(E, L),
L2 L] (IxQ)

Ao)Zul| se _soa < C(E,L).
I-a0)Full s vigay <CBL)

Proof. We provide only a brief outline of the proof; the standard proof can be found in [7,49,53].
Define w = u—u so that (i0; + Ag)w = |u|*u — |u|*u — e. Tt then follows from Lemma 2.18, Strichartz
estimate, and (2.11) that

I(—A0)Fwll s oa 5€+<Ila| "o el )
L2 LIP3 (1xQ) L2 L2 (IxQ) L LE (1xo)
2
X —A STC’(’Z 5 _30a _ + -A STC’U_) 5 =% .
(n( P R (ot |L7“L;5338(1x9)>

We first note that there exists § > 0 such that, under the additional assumption

Ao)F T N <, 2.12
[(=Aq) || T o (2.12)
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we can use the continuity method to obtain

I(—20)Fw|| sa s <e. (2.13)

L2 LB 8 (xq) ™

For the general case, we divide the interval I into a finite number of smaller intervals I;, 1 < j < n,

such that on each subinterval [;, the L:Ta L;Ta norm of u is sufficiently small. Then using equation (2.10),
the Strichartz estimate, and the continuity method on each subinterval I;, we know that (2.12) holds on
each I;, thus obtaining that (2.13) holds on each I;. Summing the estimates over all I;, we obtain the
desired estimate in Theorem 2.19. 0

2.4. Convergence results. The region () is not invariant under scaling or translation; indeed, under

suitable choices of such operations, the obstacle may shrink to a point, march off to infinity, or even

expand to fill a halfspace. In this subsection, we record from [35] some statements about the behavior

of functions of the Dirichlet Laplacian under such circumstances and the convergence of propagators in

Strichartz spaces. These will be used in the proof of linear profile decomposition (Proposition 3.5).
Throughout this subsection, we write

Go(x,y;A) = (~Ao = N) " (z,y)
for the Green’s function of the Dirichlet Laplacian in a general open set O.

Definition 2.20 ( [35]). Given a sequence {O,}, of open subsets of R3, we define
lim O, = {z € R? : lim inf dist (z, O°) > 0}.
n— o0

Writing O = lim O,,, we say O, — O if the following two conditions hold: the symmetric difference OAO
is a finite set and

Go, (z,y;A) = Go(z, y; A) (2.14)
forall N € (=2,-1), all x € O, and uniformly for y in compact subsets of O\ {x}.

Remark 2.21. We restrict A to the interval (—2,—1) in (2.14) for simplicity and because it allows us
to invoke the mazximum principle when verifying this hypothesis. Indeed, Killip-Visan-Zhang [35, Lemma
3.4] proved that this convergence actually holds for all A € C\ [0, 00).

Given sequences of scaling and translation parameters N,, € 2% and z,, € Q, we would like to consider
the domains Q,, :== N, (@ — {z,,}). When ,, — Q. in the sense of Definition 2.20, Killip, Visan and
Zhang [35] used the maximum principle to prove the convergence of the corresponding Green’s functions.
Then, by applying the Helffer-Sjostrand formula and using the convergence of the Green’s functions, they
obtain the following two convergence results:

Proposition 2.22. Assume Q,, — Qo in the sense of Definition 2.20 and let © € C§°((0,00)). Then,
[(®(-Aq,) — O (-Aq.)) 59”19*%(]1&3) — 0  when n — oo, (2.15)

uniformly for y in compact subsets of lim Q.. Moreover, for any fired t € R and h € CgO(ﬂn 0,), we
have

i e ) =0

Proposition 2.23. Let ), — Qs in the sense of Definition 2.20. Then we have
H(_AQn)STCf - (_Aro)%cfHL2(R3) —0
for all f € C3°(Lim ).

Remark 2.24. Killip, Visan and Zhang [35] proved Proposition 2.22 and Proposition 2.23 for the case
when s, = 1. Using their results and interpolation, we can easily extend this to the general case where
sc € (0, %)



14 X. LIU, YILIN SONG, AND JIQIANG ZHENG

Next, we state the convergence of the Schrodinger propagators within the Strichartz norms. We rescale
and translate the domain Q to Q,, = N,, * ({2} — x,,) which depends on the parameters N,, € 2% and
x,, € 2 conforming to one of the following three scenarios (recall that d(x,,) := dist(z,, Q°)):

(i) N, -0 and — Npz, — Too € R3,
(ii) Npd(x,) — oo,
(iii) N, > 00 and N,d(x,) — de > 0.

Indeed, in the linear profile decomposition, there are four cases needed to be discussed (see Theorem 3.5
below). The first case will not be included in these three scenarios since there is no change of geometry
in that case. In Case (i) and (ii), ,, — R3 while in Case (iii), Q,, — H.

After these preparation, we can state the convergence of linear Schrédinger propagators. See Theorem
4.1 and Corollary 4.2 in Killip-Visan-Zhang [35].

Theorem 2.25. Let ), be as above and let Qs be such that Q, — Qo. Then, for all ¢ € CF° (hAI;l ),

lim HeZtAQ"(b ZtAQw¢" sa -0
n—o0 L% (RxR3)

3. LINEAR PROFILE DECOMPOSITION

In this section, we prove a linear profile decomposition for the Schrédinger propagator 2@ for initial
data ug € His (Q) with s. € (0, 3). For s, = 1, Killip-Visan-Zhang [35] prove the linear profile decompo-
sition for e~ by observing that the profiles can live in different limiting geometries and use the linear
profile decomposition for e*?=¢ as a black-box. In this section, we use the linear profile decomposition
for e®re in H%(R?) as a black-box (see e.g. [50]), and extend the result of Killip-Visan-Zhang [35] to
the general I35 (Q) setting.

Throughout this section, we denote © : R* — [0, 1] the smooth function by

O(z) = {0’ o] <

1
X 71>
1, |z|>%

We start with a refined Strichartz estimates.
Proposition 3.1 (Refined Strichartz estimate). Let s. € (0,2) and f € His (). Then we have

72
2

. 2
||eltAQf||LZf’m(RxQ) N ”f”;a;’% Sup HelmnPNf”Lq0 (Rx9)’ (3.1)

. _10 _ 5a
where qg 1= 395, = 5

Proof. Throughout the proof, all space-time norms are taken over R x Q and we set u(t) = e?*2o f.

We divide the proof of Proposition 3.1 into two cases.
Case Omne. First suppose s, > %, so that qo = 375~ > 4. By the square function estimate

(Lemma 2.13), Bernstein inequality and Strichartz estimates, we have

10

a0

q2 2 2
u|Lq0Nﬂ[ |uN|2] dedt S S H[ |uN|2} lun, Plun, 2 da dt

N1<N»
2

4
S Il oo, Y luwllpoo paot luws Il oo oo T s, llzoo,
N1<N» j=1

—4 O+
U sop g, 3 (32)° T gl
N1<Nj3 j=1

4 0+
SN sup funlZe 3= (3" 1l

N1<N>

-2 it A 2
S I sup |22 fvllzao

Il grze

where g = 94“1—‘(1)5“‘ such that (qo, o) is admissible pair. Therefore, we complete the proof of the first case.
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Case Two. Suppose % < se < %, so that 2 < gg < 4. Arguing similar to the first case, we observe
that

q

‘UHL‘IO fo[ |UN|2]J21dggdt§JI[ZWNVTO]dedt
N
Z JJ|UN1|%1|UJ\72|%l dz dt

N1<N»
2 w
/S Z HuNl HLZOLZU+ ”uNz ”L;’UL‘;O* H ||uNj HL‘tIOQc
N1<N, j=1 ’
itA 2
 sup % i 15
giving the desired result in this case. ]

The above refined Strichartz estimates show that the linear solution with nontrivial space-time norms
must concentrate in an annulus. The following inverse Strichartz inequality further shows that the linear
solution contains at least one bubble near some space-time point.

Proposition 3.2 (Inverse Strichartz estimate). Let {f,} € His (). Assume that

: _ itA
n11_>n010 Hf”HHEC(Q) =A<oo, and hm He et e>0. (3.2)

L (RxQ) —

Then, there exists a subsequence in n, {¢,} € His(Q), {N,} C 2%, {(tn,zn)} C R x Q conforming to one
of the four scenarios below such that

4s244s.—15

hm 1nf ||¢n||H5c(Q) > eweter A Zoc (T | (3.3)
4s244s.-15
hmlnf{anHHSC(Q) 1 fn — %HHSC(Q) e SC(Q)} > cTe@eTD A ety | (3.4)
hmmf{He”AanH % — ||eitAQ — On) || % } > gzsc<zi+1>A20§§:<itsf575, (3.5)
popos LI (RxQ) LI (RxQ) [ ~

The four scenarios are given below:

e Case 1. N, = Ny € 27 and x,, — xo € Q. In this case, we take ¢ € HBC (Q) and the subsequence
such that et f, — ¢ weakly in Hj5(Q) and we denote ¢y, = e nBag,

e Case 2. N, — 0 and —N,z, — Zoo € R3. In this case, we can find ¢ € HSC(R?’) and the
subsequence such that

SC_% zt WAN
weakly convergence in H* (R3). We set
ES ~
Pn(x) == Nii ‘e tnAQ[(Xn(b)(Nn(x —zn))],
where xn(z) = X(N, 'z + x,) and x(z) = @(ﬁ%c)).
e Case 3. Nyd(z,) — co. In this case, we take ¢ € H* (R®) and the subsequence such that
Se—2 i _ ~
gn(@) = N 2 (80 fo) (N M+ 2n) — ()
weakly in H* (R3). We set
dn(z) = Ni e 89 (3, 6) (N (& — )],
|z

where xn(x) =1— @(N d(l ))

e Case 4. N, — oo and Npd(x,) — doo > 0. In this case, we find ¢ € HEC (H) and the subsequence
such that

gn(z) = N33 (etn80 £ ) (N7 Rz + 27) — ¢()
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weakly in H* (R®). We set
Oul@) = NI~ T AN (- — ),
where R, € SO(3) satisfies Rpes = 22=%2 and z* € 9Q such that d(z,) = |, — z%).

|Zn_I:L|

Proof. Using the refined Strichartz estimate (3.1) and (3.2), we see that for each n, there exists N,, such
that

_ . _a0_
€22 PR, ful s oy 2 1674 Full B Ml gy 2 2777475

By Strichartz, Bernstein and (3.2), we obtain
HeitAQPQ I

HLq“(]RXQ) Ny e A

Combining the above two estimates and using Holder’s inequality, we obtain

5q§22A7ﬁ ,S HeitAQPIS\;nanLZQI(RXQ) ~ H ZtAQPQ an :Toz )HeitAQPﬁnanzi (Rx$2)
2 x
< N0 eitAQPﬁnanZT?cI(RXQ),

which implies

4s244s.-15

3_
> Ng2 T T A T

||eitAQPI¥" f"HL;‘;(RXQ)

Thus there exist x, € R and ¢,, € R such that

4s244sc—15

. 3 _ Se
(20 PR f,)(@n)| 2 N2~ *cemeletd AT c@ern | (3.6)

Note that the four cases in Proposition 3.2 are completely determined by the behavior of x,, and N,,. We
first claim that

Npd(zy) 2 TS eTD A et (3.7)

Indeed, using the heat kernel bound (Lemma 2.4), we have
/ o200 (@, ) Pdy S N / | (Nad(@a)) (Vo (d(@n) + Nafen — yl))e= ¥l ay
Q Q

S (Nnd(zn))2(Nn(d(zn) + 1))2]\72'
Writting
. _ 2 .
(€ 20PG F)wn) = [ 3005 (0 9) P, e NS0 PG, 1))y,

using (3.6), and Cauchy-Schwartz gives

4s244s.-15

3_s. 3 _ 2
N2 ¢ T A Tes e TD) < (Npd(zp))(Npd(x,) + 1) N2 HPgQNne AQ/Nne”"AQPﬁn’fHHLzm)

< (Npd () (Nnd () + 1IN A,

~

Then claim (3.7) follows.
Due to (3.7) and passing the subsequence, we only need to consider the following four cases:

Case 1. N, ~ 1 and N, d(z,) ~ 1,
Case 2. N, — 0 and N,d(z,) <1,
Case 3. Npd(x,) — o0 as n — oo,
Case 4. N,, = o0 and Npd(z,) ~ 1.

We will treat these cases in order.
Case 1. After passing through the subsequence, we may assume that

N, = Ny € 2% and z,, = 200 € Q.
Let
. 3 .
gn(x) := N2 (e”"Aan) (Nn_lx + xn) .
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Since f,, is supported in Q, g, is supported in ,, := N,,(Q — {z,,}). Moreover, we have
||gn||HSC(Q ) an”HSC(Q) S A

Passing to a further subsequence, we find a qb such that g, — qﬁ in H* (R3) as n — oo. Rescaling this
weak convergence, we have
. Q_SC ~ . 8.
et f (1) = ¢p(x) ;== N2 “¢(Noo( — o)) in His (). (3.8)

Since Hjs () is a weakly closed subset of H*(R?), ¢ € H3s(Q).
We next prove that ¢ is non-trivial. To this end, let h := Pf\}x 0z... Then the Bernstein inequality
implies

sc sc 3 _

_Ag) F h‘ - H —Ag) F PL 4, ‘ < N2 3.9

|caa)y#a],  =|CaaF o, = (39)
which reveals that h € Hp,* (). On the other hand, we note that
— 1; itn Ag _ ith Ag Q
<¢a h> _nh_{go(e fnah> _nh—>ngo <€ fn?PNocéloc>

1 itnAg PO - itnAg Q _
= nlingo (e Py fn) (zn) + nhﬂn;o (e frs PN (02o. — 0z,)) - (3.10)

We first claim that the second limit in (3.10) vanishes. In fact, since d(z,) ~ 1, we have the following by
using the Bernstein inequality,

HP]{,ZOO eitnAﬂfn N? %A and HAPJSV)weit"A“fn N2+‘SCA

Thus for sufficiently large n, it follows from the fundamental theorem of calculus, and the basic elliptic
estimate

[Vl oo (z)<ry S B0 2o (2 <2r) + RIAV] oo (x| <2R) (3.11)
that
(29 fo, PN Bz = 00,))| S |20 = @al [VPN €2 fal| L a1 < )
NZ7% 34
< NEteeq n)A o — T, 3.12
N(d(m+ (20)) Ao = 2l (3.12)

which converges to zero as n — .
Therefore, it follows from (3.6), (3.9), (3.10), and (3.12) that

s 4s244s.-15 %—sc
NE e cmmam ATemeD S |(¢,h)] S 101l s 1Pl groe (@) S N& Ml irse ) (3.13)
which gives (3.3).
Next, since HJ5 (§2) is a Hilbert space, (3.4) is a direct consequence of (3.3) and (3.8).
It remains to prove decoupling for the L% norm in (3.5). We note that

(’L@) ztAQ _ ( AQ)STCeitAQ.

Thus, applying Holder’s inequality on the arbitrary compact domain K C R x R?, we have

||€itA“€it"’Aan||H%(K) S (—Ag) Feiltttnda g, Iz, (x) Sk A
t,x

By Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorem and using the diagonal argument, we get after passing the
subsequence,

eithe eit"Aan — e“A%ﬁ strongly in Lf,m (K),
and
elthagitnBaf . oitBag (1) ae. in R x R,

By refined Fatou Lemma 2.2, and a change of variables, we have

nh~>H;o (HeltAan| L‘IO ) (RxQ) ||eitAQ(f ¢n)| qu (RXQ)) = ||eZtAQ¢||L‘10 ) (Rx€Q)?
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from which (3.5) will follow once we prove

) 4s244s.-15
||€ZtAQ¢|\LZ° ®xQ) 2 £ T A Te(eTD (3.14)

We now prove (3.14). By the Mikhlin multiplier theorem, we have the uniform estimate for [t| < N2,
10

Lo p% ~

Combining this with the Bernstein inequality, we get

e422hl| gy S (€22 P oy o (PR 0] oy S N

oo HLZ()—>L 0
This together with (3.13) yields

—6sc

3 _ 15 4sg+4sc—15 ) ) 9
NZ P esclisctn Azt < (¢, h)| = |<eztAQ¢,eztAQh>| < No™

itA
Hezt QQSHLZO(]RXQ)v

uniformly for |t| < N 2. Integrating in ¢ then justifies (3.14).

Case 2. As N,, — 0, the condition N,d(z,) < 1 indicates that the sequence { N,y },>1 is bounded.
Thus, up to a subsequence, we suppose that —N,z, — Zo € R as n — co. Similar to Case 1, we set
0 = N,(Q2 = {z,}). Since N,, — 0, we note that in this case, the rescaled obstacles Q¢ shrink to 2
when n — oo.

Noticing that f,, is bounded in Hjs (), then the sequence gy is bounded in His (Q,) € H*(R?).
Passing a subsequence, we find qb such that g, — qb in Hse (R3) when n — oc.

Next we claim that

Xn® — ¢, or equivalently, (1—x (N, "2 +2,)) d(z) = 0 in H*(R?). (3.15)
In fact, let
By, = {z € R? : dist (z, Q) < diam (Q5)} .

Then B,, contains supp (1 — x,,) and supp (Vxy). Since N, — 0, the measure of B,, shrinks to zero as
n — oo. (3.15) then follows from Holder, Sobolev inequalities, fractional chain rule and the monotone
convergence theorem.

With (3.15) in place, the proofs of (3.3) and (3.4) now follow their Case 1 counterparts very closely.
First, we prove (3.3). We set h := P®°5y. Then

(6,h) = Tim (ga,h) = Tim (ga, P00} + Tim (g, (P = P™) 60).

By Proposition 2.22 and the uniform boundedness of ||gn|| .. (gs), the second term vanishes. Hence, by
the definition of g, and a change of variables, we have
7 IR RT QO IR RT sc+ Q. -
(@] = Y (gms PP 00)| = | Jim (s N3 (PIP00) (N = 2))|
tim ( fo, Ni T PR 60, )| 2

n—

4s24+4s.—15

> gsC<45c+4> AT , (3,16)

where the last inequality follows from (3.6). Thus, arguing as (3.13), we get

452 244sc—15
> 55c<45c+4) A Teo (5o D) ,

1Bl roc sy 2
which together with (3.15) yields (3.3).
To prove the decoupling estimate in H}s (), we write

anH?{Sc Q) an - QﬁnH?{Sc () = 2<fna¢n>Hf__)C(Q) - H(an?'{Ec(Q)
sc ~112
= 2N A ) SX@) = g,y

=2 <gna §5>HSC(R3) -2 <gna 927)(1 - Xn)>HsC (R3) HX”¢HH5(‘ Q)

From the weak convergence of g, to ¢, (3.15), and (3.3), we conclude

4s2+4s.—15

Tim (a3 oy = 1n = Snl3e gy ) = 8] oy 2 7077 Atz
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This verifies (3.4).
We now prove the decoupling for L{", (R x ) norm by showing

timin (10 Ful[ 2% — €727 (fu = 0n) % ) = €422 12 (3.17)

Notice that (3.5) then follows from the lovver bound

452 44s.—15 "\ 10
[ ztAQ(bHLqU > <55c<430+4>A Bee(Zoc D) > . (3.18)
The proof of (3.18) is almost the same as in Case 1 and we omit the details.
It remains to prove (3.17). We need two simple observations: the first one is
etAon (gn — an,g) —0 ae inRxR3?, (3.19)
while the second one is

HeitAnn Xn@ — etAws QE"LZPI(RxRS)

0. (3.20)
For (3.19), using the definition of ¢ together with (3.15), we deduce
— Xn® — 0 weakly in H% (R?).
Thus, by Lemma 3.4, e22[g, — v, — 0 weakly in H*:(R3) for each ¢ € R. By the same argument
as in Case 1, using the fact that (id;)%/2een = (—Agq)*/?e™A2n and passing to a subsequence, we
obtain(3.19). For (3.20), we can simply use (3.15), Strichartz inequality and Theorem 2.25 to deduce the
desired result.
With (3.19) and (3.20) in hand, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we obtain

ethang eim“g’é —0 ae inRxR
Thus, by the refined Fatou lemma 2.2, we obtain
tim i ("3 g [#1, — "4 gn — 452 g ) = 45
Combining this with (3.20), (3.15) and using a rescaling argument, we obtain (3.17).

Case 3. The proof of this case is parallel to that of Case 2. The differing geometry of the two cases
enters only in the use of Proposition 2.22 and the analogue of estimate (3.15). As these first two inputs
have already been proven in all cases, we only need to show

Xn® — @, or equivalently, © (m) d(z) — 0 in H*(R?). (3.21)
To do this, we let B, := {2 € R? : || > 1 dist (0,Q¢)} . Then by Hélder’s inequality and Sobolev embed-

ding, we have
|z| .
H® <dist 0.9 ) )

which converges to 0 by the monotone convergence theorem.

sfjea

%4

Hoe (R3) L*(Bn) ’d)HLS*ﬁQSc (Bn)

Case 4. Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that NV, d(:cn) — de > 0. By weak sequential
compactness of balls in H%¢(R?), we can find a subsequence and a ¢ € H?® (R3) such that g, — ¢ in
H*:(R3). Using the following useful characterization of Sobolev spaces,

His (H) = {g € H*(R?): / g(x)(z)dx =0 for all ¢ € Cgo(—H)} ,

R3

we find ¢ € Hjs (H) by noticing that for any compact set K in the halfspace, K C Q¢ for n sufficiently

large, where Q,, := N, R;;' (2 — {z%}) D supp(g,). As ¢ € His(H), we have, as is easily seen from
r€H < N, 'R,z +a} € H, := {y: (T — ) (y — ) >0} c

indeed, OH,, is the tangent plane to 92 at z;. This inclusion further shows that

HQEHH;(H) = lonllizze 1,y = Dnllgoe ()- (3.22)
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To prove (3.3), it remains to find a lower bound on ||g?)|| To this end, we let h := P64 _c,.

s (1)
Using the Bernstein inequality, we have

|(—am)™% 4

S L (3.23)
£2()

In other words, h € HBSC (H). Now, we set &y, := N, R, ! (z, —x%); by hypothesis &, — dooes. It follows
that from Proposition 2.22 that
(@) = Tim ({gn, P 85,) + gn, (PF = P)0urcca) + {gns PR (Gues — 32,))
= lim (N2THE A2 PE f) () + g0, PR (Gues — 02,))).

Arguing as in the treatment of (3.12) and applying (3.11) to v(z) = (Plﬂ"gn) (r+ &) with R =
1N, d(x,), we obtain

[(90s PP (Gaces = 3,0 )| S A(dx! + d) oo = n] 225 0.
In conclusion, we have
4s244s.-15

|<¢~3, h>| > 55c(2155¢+2>A @t |

which together with (3.22) and (3.23) gives (3.3).
Finally, by the same argument as that used in Case 2, we obtain (3.4). This completes the proof of
Proposition 3.2. (|

To show the linear profile decomposition for the Schrodinger flow e®2¢, we also need the following
two weak convergence results.

Lemma 3.3 (Weak convergence). Suppose that Q, = Q or {Q,} conforms to one of the last three
scenarios considered in Proposition 3.2. Let f € C§°(im Q) and let {(tn, zn)}n>1 C R x R3. Then we
have

etnBan (x4 x,) — 0 (3.24)
weakly in H5 (R3) when n — oo with |t,] — 0o or |z,| — co.

Proof. Killip-Visan-Zhang [35, Lemma 5.4] proved that {e®»®on f(x +2,,)}°%, converges weakly to zero
as n — oo in H'(R3). Noting that {e®»2en f(x + x,)}5%, is also bounded in H*:(R?), it therefore
converges to zero in H*(R?) as well. O

Lemma 3.4 (Weak convergence). Assume ., = Q or {Q,} conforms to one of the last three scenarios
considered in Proposition 5.2. Let f, € Hy;(Qy,) be such that f, — 0 weakly in H® (R3) and let t,, —
teo € R. Then

eltnBa, fn—0 weakly in H* (RS)'
Proof. Given any ¢ € C2°(R?),

[((etnBon — =800 fo 8) e @y | S o — tool T I1(=B0,) F full 2]l raec

which converges to zero as n — oo. To obtain the last inequality above, we have used the spectral theorem
together with the elementary inequality |e?»* — e*=?| < |t,, — too|*/2A%/2 for A > 0. Thus, we are left
to prove

[Tt R @IV Beda = [ 600 ) -Aybadds 50 a5 n o
R3 R3

for all ¢ € Cg°(R?). As {e't®on £,1° | is uniformly bounded in H*(R?), it suffices to show (using the
fact that the measure of Q,A(lim£2,,) converges to zero)

/ elt=fon f (1)p(x)dr — 0 as n— oo (3.25)
R3
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for all ¢ € ch(hEQn) To prove (3.25), we write

(1800 f, 6) = (f, o730 — it B0 |g) 4 (f, TS0 ),

where Q. denotes the limit of ,. The first term converges to zero by Proposition 2.22. As f, — 0
in Hse (R?), to see that the second term converges to zero, we merely need to prove that e #>~%2x¢
H—%(R3) for all ¢ € C5° (hAI;l ). This in fact follows from the Mikhlin multiplier theorem and Bern-
stein’s inequality:

le™ B0 Bl| 7. (gay S e B0 P2 g

+ Y [l =t Py

6
L25cT3 (R3)
N>1

_6 __
L25cT3 (R3)

S lloll +[(=Aa. )l

This completes the proof of the lemma. |

L2306+3 (R3) L% +3 (R3) N¢ 1.

Now, we are in position to give the linear profile decomposition for the Schrédinger propagator e**4e

in HBC (Q). Indeed, this follows from the application of Proposition 3.1 and 3.2.

Theorem 3.5 (Hj5(Q) linear profile decomposition). Let {fn}n>1 be a bounded sequence in His(Q).
Passing a subsequence, there exist J* € {0,1,--- 00}, {¢h}]_, C His (Q), {N, }Z, € (0,00) and

{(tn, zn) ]Jil C R x Q such that for each j, one of the followmg four cases hold
e Case 1. M, = N, o), = 2J_ and there exists a ¢/ € His () such that

o2
(ML — eitﬂ(/\i)ZAnqgj_

We define (G, f](x) = (M)~ F(252%) and 9 = (M) (2~ {a)).

o Case 2. N}, — o0, —i—fl — ), € R3. There exists a ¢/ € H*(R®) such that

o) = G () @) with (L) = ()L (),
0= 0@ (D), ) =X ad) and ) =0,
e Case 3. d(m ) 5 00 and there exists a ¢ € H (R3) such that
Gha) = GG @) with (G = (0 (P,
where
O = ()@ (ah). el ()= 1= O, (3.26)

e Case 4. N, — 0, ( 2) 00 and there eists a ¢/ € H*(H) such that

< Ay . e (R e — (a])*
i) = G () @) with (G f(w) = ()

o = (M) TR Q= {()*}), (¢1)* € 0Q is chosen by d(wn) = |2), — ()| and R}, € SO(3)

satisfies Rl es = éj:giji:'

Moreover, for any finite 0 < J < J*, we have the profile decomposition

J
=Y &+ W/
j=1

where
e For alln and all J > 1, we have W;| € His (), with

]lin}* h?jo%p Heim" W"]HLZOI Exa) = 0 (3.27)



22 X. LIU, YILIN SONG, AND JIQIANG ZHENG

e For any J > 1, we have the following decoupling properties of HBC (Q) norms:

J
. 2 i 112 J2 _
nh_{rolo ||anHEC(Q) - Zl H(MLHHEC(Q) - HWn ||H5DC(Q) =0. (3'28)
=
e Foranyl<J<J" we have
T .
Rl (GITIWT 20 weakly in His (R?). (3.29)

e For all j # k, we have the following asymptotic orthogonality property
R A\ 2 ] N LA OV el ) i
n=oo AR N, Mk Y

Lastly, we may additionally assume that either tJ =0 or |t}| — oo for each j.

(3.30)

Proof. We will use induction argument to finish the proof and extract one bubble at each time. In the
first step, we set W0 := f,,. Suppose we have a decomposition up to level J > 0 satisfying (3.28) and
(3.29). Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we denote

Ayi= nhj{}o HW’V{HHEC(Q) and ey := JLH;O "eltAQWT{"Lf?I(RXSI) :
If e; = 0, then we can stop the induction and let J* = J. If not, we apply the inverse Strichartz inequality
(cf.Proposition 3.2) to W,/. Passing to a subsequence in n, we find {¢; 1} C Hy5(Q), {\]*'} C 2%
and {z; ™'} C Q, which conform to one of the four cases listed in the theorem. Then we rename the
parameters given by Proposition 3.2 as follows: AJ*1 := N1 and tJ*1 .= —N2t,,.

The profiles ¢/ are defined as weak limits in the following way

TJ+1 : JH1y =11 —it] T A2 Ag 11T N o B N Sy
¢7H = w lim (Gt~ He T T Be W] = lim e et(anth) T W,
where G/+1 is defined in the statement of the theorem. In Cases 2, 3, 4, we define ¢/ ! := ¢/+1 while
in Case 1,
‘ J+1
¢J+1(l,) o GJ+1Q~3J+1($) o ()\J+1)Sc*% q;J+1(9U —asd )
=G = (AL )
o0
Finally, ¢! is defined as in the statement of the theorem.
For case 1, we can rewrite ¢/ *! as

- J41
JH1 it TV OITN2AG TIH1 _ ~J41 T Bt 71741
gt = et Cn T Be gt = G Tt I,
-1 . .
where Q! == (A1) 7 (@ — {&'}). We notice that in all four cases, we have

lim
n— o0

=ity A s eyl g TI4
e n Q2 (GnJr ) ¢n+ o ¢ +

=0; (3.31)
Hse (R3)

see also (3.15) and (3.21) for Cases 2 and Case 3. )
Next, we define W,/ ™1 := W,J — ¢J*+1. By (3.31) and the construction of ¢+ in each case, we have

—itITIA -1 .
e " TG Wt~ 0 in H*(R?) as n— oo,

which proves (3.29) at the level J + 1. Moreover, (3.4) implies that

. 2 2 2
tim (W3 ey = 60 ey = W g ) = O

n— o0 D

This together with the inductive hypothesis gives (3.28) at the level J + 1.
From Proposition 3.2, passing to a further subsequence, we obtain

15
2 J+12 2 € ) selet? 2
A2y =t W o) < A3 <1c<A_J) <,

n—roo

( 75))( ) (3.32)
. 10 £ sc(2s¢+2)(3—2s¢
eP. ;= lim He”AQWnJ"'lHqU <ejre (1 -C < J ) ) .

n— oo Lff’I(RXQ) - AJ
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If 541 = 0, we can stop and set J* = J + 1; moreover (3.27) is automatic. If €549 > 0, then we
continue the induction process. If this process does not terminate in finitely many steps, then we set
J* = oo; in this case, (3.32) implies € 222, 0 and so (3.27) follows.

Next we verify the asymptotic orthogonality condition (3.30) by a contradiction argument. Assume
(3.30) fails to be true for some pair (j, k). Without loss of generality, we suppose that j < k and (3.30)
holds for all pairs (j,1) with j < [ < k. Passing to a subsequence, we let

N J o gk (N2 — ¢k (\F)2

)‘_ﬁ 7 7 . /)\%)\k )\%)\Z

From the inductive relation

—tp as n — oo. (3.33)

k—1
Wt =wi- Y 4,

I=j+1
and the definition of ¢*, we obtain
~ —q k _ -
A =w lim e tnBal [(Gﬁ) 1W,’f 1}
n—oo
ith A — itk A 1
— : - k 7| . —t,, )fz k\ — 1
= w Jim R0 [(G0) W] = 3w tim e [ (6) ol
I=j+1

= A1 + AQ.

Next, we claim that the weak limits in A; and As are zero, which would be a contradiction to qu #0.
Rewriting A; as follows:

T () ] = e () e A [ (6w

r Ag)°
n

= (Gﬁ)flGﬁ;ei(ti_t o), [e "Bal (Gi)” Wg}.

Note that by (3.33),
(AR)? _ B2 —ti(AR)? AL to

th —thnl L — —. (3.34)
(M,)? MAE N Ao

Using this together with (3.29), Lemma 3.4, and the fact that the adjoints of the unitary operators
(G¥)~1GJ, converge strongly, we obtain A; = 0.
To finish the proof of (3.30), it suffices to show Ay = 0. For all j < [ < k, we write

_ (B2 i
efzt)fLAQ,Ti {(GZ)_l ¢” _ (GZ)_l Gzlez(t —th (N, )z)A [e“nAnZL (G{l)—lqﬁﬁl} .

By (3.34) and Lemma 3.4, it suffices to show
¢ el [(G{l)_l qbil} — 0 weakly in H*(R3).
By density, this reduces to prove the following: for all ¢ € C§° (hAr;l Qﬁl),

1 ath A

I,:=¢ tnBay, (GI)7IGLe ™2 =0 weakly in  H**(R®) as n — oc. (3.35)

Depending on which cases j and [ fall into, we can rewrite I,, as follows:
e Case (a): If both j and [ conform to Case 1, 2, or 3, then

J

.3 5 . .
M GR) ) o] (Mt d, ol
I"<AL) {e(t #or) Q%K BT >
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e Case (b): If j conforms to Case 1, 2, or 3 and [ to Case 4, then

i\ Sser i (X
- ()t

)) 20 4 ((R@)lw;:c tah — (#h)")
e Case (¢): If j conforms to Case 4 and [ to Case 1, 2, or 3, then

N )
3 j
M2 (el - (2
= (E) [e

[
>\7‘L

) )8y ] (B + (1) — o,
n ¢ Ag‘l/ .
e Case (d): If both j and [ conform to Case 4, then
. E_SC ) . JN2 _ SN g i\ *
I <A_J) ’ F(ti—ti(i—g) )2 4 <(R;) BN + (20)" = (#)")
We first prove (3.35) when the scaling parameters are not comparable, that is,

¥ )
DYDY,
lim ( n

i (5 +5) ==
(3.36), for all 1 € C2°(R?), we have
(Inaw>HSC(R3)

In this case, we shall treat all the four cases simultaneously. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and

(3.36)

)

n

S min ([(=A)* Ll 2@y |9l L2 ®s), 1nll L2 @) [ (= A) 9| L2 (msy)
i
< min <( L

s A
(=)@l L2y [P 2wy, (

X,

Se
) Noles |2 lza )
which converges to zero when n — oo. Thus, in this case A2 = 0 and we get the desired contradiction.
Hence, we may assume

n

J
lim —* = A 0 .
35, = ho € (000)
Arguing like the previous case, we assume the time parameters diverge, i.e.

(N2 =t (\L)2
i 1AOR)" =00 .
Then, we get
MR Vi U YO ik 0 Vi
as n — o0o.

First, we consider Case (a). By (3.37) and Lemma 3.3, we have that

3_ il—ji2A
AFe (e(“1 (507 Q%¢> oz + (ML)~ LYY =0 weakly in

which implies (3.35). In Cases (b), (c), and (d), the proof proceeds similarly since SO(3) is a compact
in the same situation as in Case (a).

J
) -

H* (R?),
group; indeed, passing to a subsequence we may assume that RJ — Rg and R, — Ry, which places us
Finally, we treat the case that

7 tl )\l 2715‘7 )\] 2

Jo_ 2
. Sty but =Tl (3.38)
NAL NAL
Then we also have t}, — ¢ (A\)2/(\,)? — Aoto. Thus for Case (a), it sufficies to show that
A TN R (o 4 yn) — 0 weakly in  H%(R3), (3.39)
where
vl —al, xl —al
Yn = \ =

A\
o 00 as n— o0
(ALM)E VAL
The desired weak convergence (3.39) follows from the weak convergence Lemma 3.3.
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Since SO(3) is a compact group, in Case (b) we can proceed similarly if we can show

g (el %
W — 00 as n— 00. (3.40)
then (3.35) follows similar to Case (a). In fact, (3.40) follows from the triangle inequality
jod — (@) o Jed —ah] el = @)t e =]
" > N — N > N — 2d,, — o0.
Case (c) is symmetric to Case (b), thus we have Case (¢) immediately.
Now, we handle case (d). For sufficiently large n, we have
(@) = @) | Jad —ahl Jod = @) o — (20)"]
> _ _
A A X A
el [N d@y, deh)
T A /\gl )‘iz /\%/\% )‘iz
I = |50¥z — SCH j 1
25 )\07*2)\0d00*2d00*>00 as n — oo.
AL,
The desired weak convergence follows again from Lemma 3.3. 0

4. EMBEDDING OF NONLINEAR PROFILES

In Section 5, we will use the linear profile decomposition obtained in the previous section to prove
Theorem 1.8. The most critical step is to derive a Palais-Smale condition for minimizing sequences
of blowup solutions to (1.1). This essentially reduces to proving a nonlinear profile decomposition for
solutions to NLSq. To achieve this, we must address the possibility that the nonlinear profiles we extract
are solutions to the H*c-critical equation in different limiting geometries. In this section, we will see how to
embed these nonlinear profiles corresponding to different limiting geometries back inside €2, following the
arguments presented in [35]. Since nonlinear solutions in the limiting geometries admit global spacetime
bounds, we deduce that solutions to NLSq, corresponding to Cases 2, 3, and 4 in Theorem 3.5 respectively,
inherit these spacetime bounds. These solutions to NLSq reappear as nonlinear profiles in Proposition
5.1. This section contains three theorems, Theorems 4.1, 4.3, and 4.4, corresponding to Cases 2, 3, and
4 in Theorem 3.5, respectively.

As in the previous section, we denote © : R?® — [0, 1] the smooth function such that

<1
O(z) = {0’ ol < 7

1, |z >4

3

Our first result in this section consider the scenario when the rescaled obstacles 3¢ are shrinking to a
point (i.e. Case 2 in Theorem 3.5).

Theorem 4.1 (Embedding nonlinear profiles for shrinking obstacles). Let {\,} C 2% be such that A, —
oco. Let {tn} C R be such that t, = 0 or [t,| — co. Suppose that {x,} C Q satisfies =\ wp — 200 € R?.
Let ¢ € H*(R?) and

¢n(.’L') = Azcj%eit”/\iAQ |:(Xn¢) (:L' ; xn):| :

where xn(x) = x(A\nz + xp,) with x(z) = O( d(z) ). Then for n sufficiently large, there exists a global

diam Q¢

solution vy, to (1.1) with initial data v,(0) = ¢, such that

o <1
o], 38 gy S 1
with the implicit constant depending only on ||| j7... Moreover, for any e > 0, there exists N. € N and
e € C§° (R x R?) such that for all n > N.
Se—

(= A0) ¥ [on(t = A2tn, 2+ 20) — A 200 (A2 05 20)] || e st < (4.1)
L, L}°* % (RxR3)
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Proof. Our proof follows the idea of [35, Theorem 6.1]. For the first step, we will construct the global
solution to H?e-critical NLS in the limiting geometry of £2,,.
Step 1: Constructing the global solution to NLSgs.

Let 0 = m. The construction of the global solution on R? depends on the choice of time
parameter t,. If t,, = 0, let w,, and ws be the solutions to NLSgs with initial data w,(0) = qﬁg)\i and
Weo (0) = ¢.

Otherwise, if t,, — 400, let w,, be the solutions to NLSgs such that
Hwn(t) — eim(bgkgl HHSc(]RS) —0, as t— *+oo.

Similarly, we denote ws, by the solution to NLSgs such that

Hwoo(t) — eitA(b}’HSC(RS) —0, as t— *+oo. (4.2)

By [45] and assumption made in Theorem 1.2, both w,,(t) and w.(t) are global solutions and satisfy
nl| e 54 co|| 52 52 <1. 4.3
[|w Hsz L F ey T [[w Hsz L () (4.3)

Moreover, by the perturbation theory in [45],

Jim [|wn (t) — woo(t)HLfTa L rn) 0. (4.4)

From the Bernstein inequality, we have
l@<xoll e sy S ST for any s > s
The persistence of regularity yields that

H|V| wn’ )\Zs for any s >0,

Soe (RxR3) ~
which together with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

||f||L°° R3) ~ ||f||H5c (R3) ||f||Hd se(R3)

implies that

(54’%756)
H|V| w”HL"O (RxRY) S < A\ , forall s>0. (4.5)
Finally, using the structure of the NLSgs, we have
[eY 0( —Sec )
HatwnHL“’ (RxR3) 5 HAwnHLff’m(]RX]RB') + ||wn||Ljol(Rst) 5 An'? (4-6)

Step 2. Constructing the approximate solution to (1.1).
As discussed in Case 2 of Proposition 3.2, we let Q, = A\,;1(Q — {z,,}). One may want to embed wy, (t)
to Q,, by taking v,,(t) = xnwy,(t) directly. However, this is not a approximation of (1.1). Instead, we take

t
2n (1) ::i/ e =D (Ag ) wn (T, = A7 Ly )dr.
0

This can allow us to control the reflected waves near the boundary. Moreover, we have the following
properties.

Lemma 4.2. For all T > 0, we have

li Ao)F zn|| se _soa =0, 4.7
1318;1@”( Q)2 znl| s P (4.7)

é Se _ 3
[(=80.) %2l o pa ey S A ETNT ) forall 0<s< (4.8)

Proof. Integrating by parts, we write
t
zn(t) = — / (eitAQ" Dre TR Xn)wn (7, =\ ay)dr
0
—Xnwn (1, f/\,jlxn) + eitBan (ann(O, f/\,jlxn))

t
+/ (ei(t_T)AQ"X )8 wp, (T, =\, xn)d'r
0
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By the Strichartz estimate, the equivalence of Sobolev norms, (4.5) and (4.6), we have

[(=2q,) %Z"HLOON([ TT]><Q )
S=4) EXnwn(t, =\ o HL“LQ [~ T, 7] )+|| 2,) ExXnwn (0, =\, '@ ||L2( [~ T,T]x Q)
+ H(_ Xnatwn(

S )\Z_%+9(§_Sc) + T)\Z_E'i'e(i_sc)-

=N HL%L?E([fT,T]xQn)

This proves (4.8). By a similar argument, we can prove (4.7). This completes the proof of lemma 4.2. O

We are now in a position to construct the approximate solution
_3
A2 (tntwn + 20) AT (@ —an)), [t S AR,
Bn(t, @) 1= Q AT Bag (2T 2), t> N\2T
N DAag (ZN2T ), t< —X2T

where T' > 0 is a parameter to be taken later. We first note that @,, has finite scattering norm. In fact,
it follows from Lemma 4.2, the Strichartz estimate and change of variables that

|| n||L52 (Rxﬂ ~ HXn’LUn +ZnH 57&([7TT]><Q) + ||(ann +Zn)(iT)||HEc(Qn)
S [lw "HL # (o) + "HL B (T T)x9) + ||Xn||L§°(Qn)H|v|scw"HL§°Li(R><]R3)
i H|V|SCX"HL% ||w"”L:°Lg—+3c<Rst> 1200 2l s rice
SRl o 800 F 50l o ey <+ (49)

Step 3. Asymptotic agreement of the initial data.
In this step, we show that

hm hmsupHe”AQ (vn()\Q n) — ¢n)|

T—o00 n—oo

fa s, —la =0. (4.10)

L2 H, 178 (RxQ)

We first consider the case when t, = 0. By using Holder’s inequality, the Strichartz estimate and
change of variables, we obtain

65 (5,0) = 6.)]|

L2 i Tats 5 (RxQ)

< H|V|S°XnHL%(Q)||¢§Az - HLﬁ(Q) + Ixnllze@ IV (¢<re —D)lz2() =0, as n— oo,

S 7n(0) = Gnllgoe @) S Ixnd<rs, = Xndll e (@)

It is sufficient to prove the case that |t,| — oo. By symmetry, it remains to show the case that

t, — +oo; the case t,, — —oo can be handled in a similar way. Since T > 0 is fixed, for n sufficiently
large, we have that ¢,, > T’; so that

. . s _3 p— n
(N2t x) = ez(tn—T)AiAgﬂn()\iT,z) — ilta=T)X} Aq {/\nc 2 (XnWn + zn)(T, %)

Then by change of variables, Holder’s inequality and the Strichartz estimate, we have

[(=Aq) ™29 [3,(A\2t,) — ¢n] || 50 _a0a

L, o5 L15a 8 (RxQ)

= (=20, % [0 (w4 20)(T) = €2 (xn9)]

_30a
L, k2 L8 (RxQ,)

S I=20,)F 2a(T)| 5 + [1(=20.)F (xa(wn = wa) ()] 2

—+ H(*AQH)TC[ i(t-T)Aq, (anoo)(T) *eitAQ" HL o) L15a S(RXQ )



28 X. LIU, YILIN SONG, AND JIQIANG ZHENG

Using (4.4) and (4.8), we have

H(_AQn)STCZ"(T)HL?F + H(_AQn)%C (Xn(wn - wOO)(T))HLi

e—5+0(Z—sc — s
<A (3-¢ )(T+/\n29) + |[(-Ag, ) )XnHLSLCH'LUn 7“’00”,:90,:%
x t x

+ Ixnllz= || (~Aq,) % (wn — Woo)llLerz =0 as n — oo,

Thus, we are left to verify that

lim limsup H AQn)STC |:ei(t7T)AQn (Xnweo)(T) — eitha, (Xn(b)} ‘ =0.

—0 n—oo

5a 30
L,2 Lp° 78 (RxQy)
By the triangle inequality and the Strichartz estimate,

H(*AQ”)Tcei(t_T)AQ" (anoo(T)) - eitAQn HL 2 nggag ]RXQ )

/S H(*AQTL)STC(anoo(T)) *Xn(*A)%Cwoo( HL2

i(t=T)Aq, _ ,i(t—=T)A _A)VF
+||[€ t T) @ e(t r ][Xn( A) woo( ||L52‘1L132a8(R Qn )

Sc

e T b () F e (1) = xn(=8) ¥ 6] .

ZtAQn _itA —A)?2 Ak
+ ||l e xn(=A)> ¢]HL;’)TQL;532—*8(R><QTL)

1= 20,)F (xnd) — xn(~8) ¥4 .2
A
=L+ 1L+ I3+ 14+ I5.
The fact that Iy and I converge to zero as n — oo follows from Theorem 2.25 and the density in Li

of C2° functions supported in R® minus a point. Next, we estimate I;, I3 and I5. First, by triangle
inequality, Proposition 2.23 and the monotone convergence theorem, for any f € H*:(R?), we have

(= A0,) % (xnf) = xn(=A)F
S =) (=A)F £l o + 1A F (= xa) )| 2

Sc

H[(~20,)F (nf) = (=A)F (xaf)llzz = 0 as 1 — oco.

This completes the proof of I5 and so the proof of I;.
Finally, for the term I5, we use (4.2) and the monotone convergence theorem to obtain

T S (0= xn) (=) Fwse (D] 2 + (1= xa) (-20) ¥

L3
T e A (- A) Fun(T) — (~A)F ), 0,
by first taking n — oo and then T — oc.
Step 4. We show that o, is an approximate solution to (1.1) in the sense
10¢Up, + AQOy = |00 |“0n + €,
where e,, satisfies the smallness condition
Tlgréo 1i7rlri>sol<1)p He"HN5c(R><Q) =0. (4.11)

First, we consider the large time scale t > A\27T. By symmetry, we can treat the case t < —A2T in
a similar way. Using the equivalence of Sobolev spaces, Strichartz estimates and Hoélder’s inequality, we
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have

H(iAQ)Te"HL52 nggag({t»zﬂxm H( AQ) (12

S l(=4a) 2vnHL2 L7 8({t>/\2T}><Q)||~ o

S (=20) F Dnwa(T) + 2a(T)]|| 1 | nlla

)| se Lsa

L2 L27O‘ S ({t>A2T}xQ)

> ({(£>A2T}xQ)

2 ((t>A2T}%Q)

_349(I_s B

S A EE Ty Aﬁe))nvnll%
> ({(t>A2T}xQ)

Therefore, to establish (4.11), it suffices to prove that

hm hmsupHe (t=AmT)Aag W (A2T )H
T—00 pn—oo

sa =0. (4.12)
L2 ({t>X2T}xQ)

We now prove (4.12). By the spacetime bounds (4.3), the global solution ws, scatters. Let ¢4 denote
the forward asymptotic state, that is,

| woo — eztA¢+||HSC(R3) —0, as t— +oo. (4.13)
It then follows from Strichartz estimate, Holder’s inequality and change of variables that

i(t—A2T)Aq s ()2 . itAq,

||€ Qvn(AnT)||L:Tz({t>AﬁT}><Q) 5 He Q (ann(T)+Zn(T))HLiT(:([O,oo)><Qn)

< [[(=20,)F 2n()]] 5 + (=0, F Don(wn(T) — oo )] 2
1200 binlwoe(T) = e Tl + 2 e ™l g

< )\flc_%"l‘e(%_sc)(T_’_)\;Qe) n Hwn( — weo(T HH 4 ||woo (T) - oiTA
+ H[eitAQn . eitA][

XneiTAw+]"L 2 (0 oo) ]RS) H

W+ ||H5c

L= x)e oy,
+ He“AwﬂLH ((T oo)><]R3)

which converges to zero by first letting n — oo and then T' — oo by (4.8), (4.13), Theorem 2.25, and the
monotone convergence theorem.

Now, we consider the case that [t,,| < A2T'. For these values of time, by the direct calculus we have

en(t,z) = [(10s + Aq)bn — |5,|T0](t, z)

AT AN AT (@ — 2n))wn (A2

£ A ) £ AT [ Axnwn] (A2, A
AT (W Vo) (A2, A

r_zl(x —Tn))
r_zl(x —Zn))

., T
+ /\’flc ? [Xn|wn|awn - |ann + Zn|a(ann + Zn)](/\r_z2ta /\r_zl(x - zn))

By a change of variables and the equivalence of Sobolev norms Theorem 2.6, we obtain

H(*AQ)%GHHN%(RXQ) S H(*A)%[Axn(wn(tw) — wy(t, /\ﬁlzn))]u

L§L§ ([T, T)x )
+[[(=A)F (Vxn V)

HL%LTg([fT,T]xQn)
~A % a+1 «

A 0w =Dl wal g o
+ [(=A)*[[Xnwn + 20| (XnWn2n) = [XnWn|"XnWn]| sa ey
L% Ly ([T, T1xQ20)

éJ1-|-Jz-i-J3-i-J4-
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Using Holder, the fundamental theorem of calculus, and (4.5), we estimate

L5

(Axa)||

Sc

vl

1 —
+ T2 ||wn - wn(t7 */\n 1:L'n)||L,£°f’I(RxsuppAXn) H(*A) Lg%
—146(3—

s 1
<T 2\ 2+6—|—T 2 )\, C))\nc 250 as n— oo.

By a similar argument, we can show that Jo — 0 as n — oo and we omit the details.
Next, we turn our attention to Js. By Lemma 2.7, Holder’s inequality and (4.5), we have

I3 S IV xall g lenllzE e + [ = X3 g lwnlEe e 1V <wn]| e
< psemEHOAD(Bos) |y —FHa(Gos) 0 g o

Finally, we consider Jy. By Lemma 2.18,

e (e o s )
Lt2 L2 ([T, T1xQ) L, ki L2 ([T, T1xQ)
2
X V% (xnw o _30a_ V0*znll 50 _s0a_ ) 4.14
I 1 o P IS (50
Using the fractional product rule and (4.3), we have
VIOl s cgpeg o SIVE Xl e llomllnene + Il st W91 wnllners
ST%)\ZC‘_W””(E_&)jLT%)\_ oas x3+360 —T= /\3(251“ 29 1o(3—s. )+Tm/\;%+%+%9,

which converges to 0 as n — oco. This together with (4.3), Lemma 4.2 and (4.14) gives J; — 0 as n — cc.
This completes the proof of (4.11).

Step 5. Constructing v, and approximation by C2° functions.

By (4.9), (4.10), and invoking the stability Theorem 2.19, for sufficiently large n and T', we obtain
a global solution v, to (1.1) with initial data v, (0) = ¢,. Moreover, it has finite scattering norm and
satisfies

2 ~
TlgnOo 1171211_>sol<1)p |von(t = Aotn) — vn(t)HLtaTaLjTa (e 0. (4.15)

Therefore, to prove Theorem 4.1, it sufficies to prove the approximation (4.1).

This follows from a standard argument; see, for example, [33,35]. Here, we only provide a brief outline
of the proof. First, by the density argument, we can take 1. € C§°(R x R?) such that

[(=Aa)? (weo — we)HLo;nggas gy (4.16)

Then, using the change of variables and the triangle inequality, we obtain

Sc 2 SC_% —2
[(=Aa) % [vn(t — Aotn, x4+ @0) — An” 20Nt N ' ||L s ey

5 H(_AQ)STC(UJOO - wE)HXsc(RX]Rs) + H’Un(t HL 50 LloSgaS (RXRS) (417)

+[|(Aq )F [0 (L, ) — )\fff%woo()\,ft,)\ (z — @n))]|| 5o —soa_ . (4.18)

L2 L2 % (RxR3)
Clearly, by (4.15) and (4.16), we have (4.17) < e. For (4.18), note that by (4.4), for sufficiently large n,
wy, approximates we and x,(x) — 1. As v, is constructed through wy,, x», and z,, we can use Lemma
4.2, the triangle inequality, the Strichartz estimate, and Theorem 2.25 to show that for sufficiently large
n, (4.18) is also small, which yields (4.1). O

Next, we concerns the scenario when the rescaled obstacles ¢ (where Q,, = A\, 1 (Q —{z,})) are
retreating to infinity, which corresponds to Case 3 of Theorem 3.5.
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Theorem 4.3 (Embedding of nonlinear profiles for retreating obstacles). Let {t,} C R be such that
th =0 or [t,| — +o00. Let {z,} C Q and {\,} C 27 satisfy that %:) — 00. Suppose that ¢ € H*(R?)
and

¢n(x) _ Af}c*%eikitn,AQ |:(Xn¢) (‘T ; xn):|

with xn(z) =1 — (A, |x|/d(zy)). Then for sufficiently large n, there exists a global solution vy, to (1.1)
with initial data v, (0) = ¢y, which satisfies

onll e <ol 1. 41
lv |\L2(R o) SNollec (4.19)

Furthermore, for every e > 0, there exist N. > 0 and ¥. € C§°(R x R3) such that for n > N., we get

30a < €. (420)
L2 8 (RxR3)

S
2
t

[(—A0)F [vn(t — A2tn,z + z0) — A0~ T (Ar2, A;lx)]HL5
Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1, we also divide the proof of Theorem 4.3 into five steps. For
the sake of simpleness, we denote —Aps = —A.
Step 1. Constructing the global solution to NLSgs.
Let 0 = m. As in the proof of Theorem 4.1, if ¢,, = 0, we let w,, and ws be solutions to NLSgs

with initial data w,(0) = Py, yoy-00 and weo(0) = ¢. If ¢, — £00, we let wy, and we be solutions to
NLSgs with -

[wn(t) = €2 Py yor=0| o sy = O
[|woo (1) — eZtA¢||H5c(R3) -0

By the assumption made in Theorem 1.2, we have that w,, and ws are global solutions with uniformly
bounded Strichartz norms. Moreover, arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.1 and invoking Theorem 2.19,
we see that w,, and w satisfy the following properties:

5a 5o < 1
ol 5, 5 e 10l 538 S
V% (wn — weo H ng - —0 as t— Foo, (4.21)

119}, 4e))” forall s> 0.

. < (%5
L,2 L, (RxR3) n

Step 2. Constructing the approximate solution to (1.1).
Fix T > 0 to be chosen later. We define

[T ) O @ = ), < 2T
Uy (t, ) = q it~ )‘iT)Aﬂvn()\%T,z), t>MNT
N Dag (LN2T 1), t< —XN2T

Similar to (4.9), using (4.21), it is easy to see that ©,, has finite scattering norm.
Step 3. Agreement of the initial data:

lim i e (5, (A2t a =0. 4.22
1_1}1;0 lﬁso%p ||e (Un( d)n)HL 2 ngg 8 (RxQ) ( )
By the same argument as used in the proof of Step 3 in Theorem 4.1, we can prove (4.22) in the cases of
t, =0 and [t,| — oo by applying a change of variables, the Strichartz estimate, and using (4.21).
Step 4.Showing that ©,, is the approximate solution to (1.1) in the sense that

lim limsup ||(id; + Aq)v, — |77n|a77nHN5c<Rm> =0. (4.23)
T—00 n—soco
Similar to (4.12), it sufficies to prove
lim lim sup Hez(t AnT)Aag nART)|| e =0. (4.24)

TS0 noo L2 ({t>A2T}xQ)
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Let w4 be the asymptotic state of wo,. Then by Strichartz estimates and the change of variables, we get

R0 D38 sy sy = 5 Cnin D]

+ HXn[woo(T) - eiTAU’Jr]HHsC(RS) + HXn[wOO(T) - w"(T)]HHsC(RS)

S5
L2 ((0,00) %)

< HeitAQn [XneiTAer] HLE’TQ ((0,00) x€2,,)
2 (0, n

< H(eitAQn _ eitA)[XneiT

AM]HL%((o,m)xRS) =)™ ey

+ [l wy | +l[wse (T) = €T w | grec gay + [woo (T) = wn (T)]| rec gy

LiTZ((T,oo)xRB)
which converges to zero by first letting n — oo and then 7' — oo in view of Theorem 2.25, (4.21) and the
monotone convergence theorem.

Finally, we consider the intermediate time scale |t| < A27T. We compute

z
2

(0% + Aq)on — |0|T) (8, 2) = A0 2 [Axnwa] (A% A (& — 22))
AT E (Vg - Vo, )2 A (@ — )

Se—1% o o _ _
+ A0 2 [0 = X0 wn] “wa] (AN (@ — 2n)).

d(zn)

Note that the cut-off function x,, ~ 1 d(zy) and == Focasn —oo T herefore, we can modified
>‘TI n

||~ =
the proof in step 4 of Theorem 4.3 with minor change to obtain (4.23).

Step 5. Constructing v, and approximation by C2° functions.

By (4.22), (4.23) and invoking the stability Theorem 2.19, for sufficiently large n we obtain a global
solution v, to (1.1) with initial data v, (0) = ¢,,. Moreover, it satisfies

L 2 ~ _
H“"”L%:(Rm) S1, and  lim limsup|lon(t = Aitn) = a ()| o o) = O-

Finially, by the same argument as that used to derive (4.1), we can obtain the convergence (4.20) and
omit the details. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.3. g

At last, we treat the case that the obstacle expands to fill the half-space, i.e. Case 4 in Theorem 3.5.

Theorem 4.4 (Embedding the nonlinear profiles: the half-space case). Let {t,} C R be such that t,, =0
and |t,| — oo. Let {\,} C 2% and {z,} C Q be such that

d(zy)

)\n—>0, and )\—_>doo>0

T

Let x}, € 0 be such that |z, — z}| = d(x,) and R, € SO(3) be such that R,e3 =
ulS Hfjc (H), we define

I::i:‘ . Finally, let

[en—z3 |

o) = 3 g (T )

An
Then for n sufficiently large, there exists a global solution v, to (1.1) with initial data v, (0) = ¢y, which
also satisfies

5 <1
Ionll 38 g S

Furthermore, for every € > 0, there exists N. € N and 9. € C°(R x H) so that for every n > N, we
have

[(=A0) ¥ [ (t — A2ty, Ry + ) — )\ff%wa()\;%, At se g0 <e. (4.25)

L% LI*78 (RxR3)
Proof. Again, we divide the proof of this theorem into five main steps.

Step 1. Construction of the global soluiton to NLSgs.

Let 0 < 1. For t, = 0, let U,, and U be soluitons to NLSy with initial data U, (0) = ¢,-» and
Us(0) = . If |t,| = 400, we set U,, and Uy be solutions to NLSgs satisfying

[Un() = €26 y-0 || proc gy = 0 and [[Uso(t) = €"26| e iy = 0, a5 — oo, (4.26)
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In all cases, the assumption made in Theorem 1.2 implies that

I n”Lf2 LE mxm) + OO”L 5 LS Rxm) ™

Indeed, the solution to NLSy can be extended to the solution of NLSgs by reflecting along the boundary
OH. Moreover, arguing as in the proof of the previous two embedding theorems, and using the stability
theorem and the persistence of regularity, we have

N e =0,
. L, (RxH) (4.27)

(=28 TUn| g ey S A0

Step 2. Construction of the approximate solution to (1.1).

Let Q, := A\ 1R (Q — {z%}) and let T > 0 to be chosen later. On the intermediate time scale that
[t| < A2T, we embed U,, by using a boundary straightening diffeomorphism W,, of a neighborhood of zero
in Q,, of size L, := X\;;2? into a corresponding neighborhood in H.

To do this, we define a smooth function v, on the set |z| < L, so that z* > (21, —t,(z1)) traces
out 99,. Here and below we write x € R as = (2, x3). By our choice of R,,, €, has unit normal e3

at zero. Moreover, 012,, has curvatures that are O(\,,). Thus, v, satisfies the following:

Pn(0) =0, Vi, (0) =0, [V (z)] S AT, (4.28)
0 (z 1) S M for all o] > 2. '
We now define the map ¥,, : 0, N {|z*| < L, } — H and a cutoff x,, : R® — [0, 1] via
U, (x) := (zt, 25 + Yo (zt)) and yu(z):=1-— @(Lin)
Note that on the domain of ¥,,, which contains supp x,, we have:
|det(0¥,)] ~1 and [0¥,] < 1. (4.29)

Now, we are in position to define the approximate solution. Let U,, := x,U, and define

A TR T, (An28) 0 WA (NG LR M — a)), |t < A2T,
O (t, @) i= Q AT Aag (2T 1), t > N2T,
SN Ao (L2 ), t< —X\T

We first prove that 0,, has finite scattering size. Indeed, by the Strichartz inequality, a change of variables,
and (4.29),

Il 3 gy S 1000 Wl 32+ IOnET) 0 Wl

< |Un|| se n(ED) || 75 iy S 1. 4.
ATPYREN LACCATPAE: (1.30)
Step 8. Asymptotic agreement with the initial data:

lim limsup [|(—Aa) ¥ "2 [0, (A2tn) = dn]l| 50 e =0 (4.31)

T—0 1500 L% L 8 (RxQ)

First, we consider the case that ¢, = 0. By Strichartz and a change of variables,
—A el enAQ 5o pS0a < —s)o V¥, — rse
|| ) (0n(0) — ‘bn)‘ % L”?S*S (RxQ) ~ H(Xn‘bg,\n9> n ¢||HD ()

< 2)F ((xnboroo) 0 W) 22 + 1(=A)F [(n8) © T — x| 2 + 1= A)F (1~ x)0) | .

As Ap = 0, we get [[¢ 0| gr=c — 0asn — oo; thus, using (4.29) we see that the first term converges to 0.
For the second term, we note that W,,(x) — 2 in C!; thus, approximating ¢ by C§°(H) functions we see
that the second term converges to 0. Finally, the last term converges to 0 by the dominated convergence
theorem and L,, = ;2% — cc.

It remains to prove (4.31) when ¢, — +o00; the case when ¢, — —oo can be treated similarly. Note
that as T' > 0 is fixed, for n sufficiently large, we have that ¢,, > T; so that

B (N2t @) = €= TIN B [\ 3 (7, (T) 0 0,) (A Ry (2 — 22)].
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A change of variables then yields that

itAq :
[(=Aa) % ™29 (5, (\2tn) — ¢n)]| LE LT (peo)

S =20,)F (Ua(T) 0 Wo = Uso(T))]| 1 (4.32)

(z(t T)Aan 7, (T) — lm“"qﬁ)H (4.33)

Lt2 Ll"“ 8 (RxQp )

+I(=

By the triangle inequality,
(4.32) S [[(=20,) 7 (XnUso(T)) 0 U = Uno(T)) |22 + [ (=20,) F ((Xn(Un(T) = Uso(T))) © W) | 22,

which converges to zero as n — oo by the fact that ¥, (x) — z in C! and (4.27). For the second term,
by the Strichartz estimate, Proposition 2.23, Theorem 2.25, and (4.26), we see that

(4.33) < ||t DA%% (— Ay) F U (T) — eBon (—Ag) T ¢ L
L] (]RXQ )

+H<<—Agn>%f<—AH>%>Um<T>||L2+H<ngm — (~Aw)F) | 12

S|P R — i E=DIA) (CAR) F U (T)]| 50

L2 Ll"“ 8 (Rx Q)

itA itA
+H(en o — e (A u) ¥ ¢||L"5‘Lm(R xQ)

+ He_iTAHUoo(T) - ¢||Hf;(H) +o(1),
and that this converges to zero by first taking n — oo and then T — occ.
Step 4. Proving that ©,, is approximate solution to (1.1) in the following sense
Jim 1i7rlri>sol<1)p | (i0¢ + M)y — |@n|a@nHN%(RXQ) =0. (4.34)

We first control the contribution of |t| > A2T". By the same argument as that used in step 4 of Theorem
4.1, this reduces to proving

lim 1 i(t=A3T)Aa g M) sa =0. 4.35
gnoo 131_501(1})“6 n( )HLZ({D/\%T}XQ) ( )

Let U4 denote the scattering state of Uy, in forward-time direction. By the Strichartz estimate,
Theorem 2.25 and the monotone convergence theorem, we have that

E=NT)Aag (\2T = [|e’ =D B (T, (T) 0 W,,)|| 5

le [ =
o (A3 T,00)xQ) L% (T,00) X Q)
< i(t*T)AQn o i(t*T)AH iTAW it Ay N 1
S (e e L P A )

and that this converges to zero by Theorem 2.25 and the monotone convergence theorem by first taking
n — oo and then T — oo.
Next, we handle the middle time interval {|t| < A27'}. By the direct computation, we have

AU, 0 0,,) = (8T, 0 U,) AV 4 (9,0, 0 0,,)0,¥,0,0F

where WX denotes the kth component of U,, and repeated indices are summed. Recall that ¥, (z) =
+ (0, ¢y (z1)), thus we have

AUy = 0(0%¢n), 03V, = 8+ O(0¢n),

0; 9,0,y = 605 + O(9n) + O((9¢n)?),
where we use O to denote a collection of similar terms. Therefore,

(OTn 0 W) AV = O((0U, 0 ¥0)(0%0)),
(01U 0 0,,)0; 0L 0,0 = AU, 0 W, + O((82U,, 0 0,,) (98, + (3)?))
and so
(i0; + A, ) (U 0 W,) — (|Un|2U,) 0 W,y = [(i0; + Ar) Uy, — |Un|* Uy 0 0,
+0((3U, 0 W,)(8%Pn)) + O((8%Ty, 0 0,,) (3¢ + (990n)?)).
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By a change of variables and (4.29), we get
[(=20)F ((i0; + M), — |17n|a17n)||L§L§({|t\§AiT}xQ)

= [[(=Aq,)F ((i0: + Aq, )Ty 0 Wy) = (U |*T) 0

< ||(_AQn STC( Zat + Ap) U — |Un|o‘Un) o

M iizsuearica,

\I/")HL%Li([fT,T]XQn)
+ H(*AQTL)T ((aUn °© \I’")a2¢”)HL1L2 (=T, T)x )
+ ||<—Aa )E (@0 0 W) (@0 + (00n)*) |1 12 111000

%((’@JFAH Un — Un|*U. )HLle( [—T,T] x H) (4.36)
+ H A)Z (00, 0 Wn)0% ) HL1L2 (=T, T]x ) (4.37)
1A% (@0 0 )00 + O0nP) |23 00y (439
By direct computation,
(10 + Aw) U, — |Un|®Upn = (X — X2TH|UR* U 4 2V X0 - Vo, + Axpiv,. (4.39)

For fixed T > 0, using fractional product rule, (4.27), (4.28), (4.29) and A, — 0, it is easy to see that
(4.37), (4.38) and the N*¢(R x H) norm of the last two terms in (4.39) converges to 0 as n — oc.

Therefore, the proof of (4.34) reduces to show that the N*¢(R x H) norm of the first term in (4.39)
converges to 0 as n — oo. To this end, we estimate

10t = X8 U Ul e ()

< ot at1)o|se atliyy|se
S 0 NU "V Un LT TR rarpey T ORIVl LT LTS ()
SO Liets, I3 IIVIUnll 5 it 4 WUnLiots, I NIVIUnll 35 ggaslllvl%ll

f a:

S Nz~ Uoo||o‘5a + [|[Uso = Uy sz —0 as n— oo.
f T t,x
This completes the proof of (4.34).

Step 5. Constructing v,, and approximating by compactly supported functions.

Similar to Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.3, using (4.30), (4.31), (4.34) and the stability theorem 2.19,
for n large enough we obtain a global solution v, to (1.1) with initial data v,(0) = ¢,,, which satisfies
(4.19). Moreover, the similar argument used in Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.3 also gives (4.20) and we
omit the details. U

5. REDUCTION TO ALMOST PERIODIC SOLUTIONS

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.8. The proof relies on establishing a Palais-Smale
condition for minimizing sequences of blowup solutions to (1.1), enabling us to conclude that the failure
of Theorem 1.2 would necessitate the existence of minimal counterexamples exhibiting the properties
described in Theorem 1.8. We follow the approach outlined in [30, Section 3]. By now, this general
strategy has become fairly standard; see, for example, [24, 25,33, 54] for analogous results in different
scenarios. Thus, we will focus on presenting the essential steps, offering detailed explanations only where
new complications arise in our setting.

Throughout this section, we use the notation

) :// lu(t, z)| % dx dt. (5.1)

Assume Theorem 1.2 fails for some s, € [1 We define the function L : [0,00) — [0,00) as

27 2)

L(E) :=sup{Sr(u) : u: I x Q — C solving (1.1) with sup ||u(t) < E}.
tel

g )
It is important to note that L is non-decreasing, and Theorem 2.16 provides the bound

L(E)gE% for E sufficiently small. (5.2)



36 X. LIU, YILIN SONG, AND JIQIANG ZHENG

This leads to the existence of a unique critical value E. € (0, 00] such that L(E) < oo for E < E, and
L(E) = oo for E > E,. The failure of Theorem indicates that 0 < E, < 0.

A crucial element in establishing Theorem 1.8 is verifying a Palais—Smale condition. Once the following
proposition is established, the derivation of Theorem follows a standard route (see [30]).

Proposition 5.1 (Palais—Smale condition modulo symmetries). Let uy,, : I, x Q@ — C be a sequence of
solutions to (1.1) such that

li Zse iy = Ee
msup 0P [t ()l o) = Fe:
and suppose t,, € I, are such that
Jim Sy, supr,)(Un) = 1M Spingr, ¢, (un) = 00 (5.3)

Then the sequence uy(ty,) has a subsequence that converges strongly in Hf)“ ().

We now sketch the proof of this proposition, following the argument as it appears in [30]. As in that
setting, the main ingredients will be a linear profile decomposition (Theorem 3.5 in our case) and a
stability result (Theorem 2.19 in our case).

We begin by translating so that each ¢,, = 0, and apply the linear profile decomposition Theorem 3.5
to write

J
un(0) =>_ ¢l +w; (5.4)
j=1

with the properties stated in Theorem 3.5.
Next, we construct the nonlinear profiles. If j conforms to Case 1, we invoke Theorem 2.16 and define
v/ 1 I x R* — C as the maximal-lifespan solution to (1.1) satisfying

{vj(()) = ¢J if tJ =0,

v’ scatters to ¢’ as t — oo if t) — +o0.

We then define the nonlinear profiles v7 (¢, z) := v?(t + 4, (M\,)?, ). Then vJ is also a solution to (1.1) on
the time interval I7 := I7 — {tJ (M )?}. In particular, for n sufficiently large, we have 0 € I} and

Tim [03,0) = 75 (0 = 0.

When j conforms to Cases 2, 3, or 4, we apply the nonlinear embedding theorems of the previous section
to construct the nonlinear profiles. More precisely, let v/ be the global solutions to (1.1) constructed in
Theorems 4.1, 4.3, or 4.4, respectively.

The HEC (€2) decoupling of the profiles ¢/ in (3.28) together with the definition of E. ensures that for
sufficiently large j, the profiles v/ are global and scatter, say j > Jo; indeed, for large enough j, we are
in the small-data regime. Then we want to show that there exists some 1 < jo < Jp such that

lim sup S )(vfl") = 0. (5.5)

0,sup I0
n—00 SUP Ln

Once a ’bad’ nonlinear profile like (5.5) is obtained, we can prove that only one such profile exists.
To see this, one needs to adapt the argument from [30, Lemma 3.3] to see that the H}5(€) decoupling

persists in time. Then, the ‘critical’ nature of E. can be used to rule out the possibility of multiple
profiles. Thus there is a single profile in the decmposition (5.4) (i.e. J* =1) and we can write

un(0) = ¢n +wy  with  lim_JJwn| g1 ) = 0. (5.6)

If ¢,, conforms to Cases 2, 3, or 4, then by Theorems 4.1, 4.3, or 4.4, there are global solutions v,, to (1.1)
with data v, (0) = ¢, that admit a uniform space-time bound. By Theorem 2.19, this space-time bound
extends to the solutions w, for n large enough, which contradicts (5.3). Therefore, ¢, must conform to
Case 1 and (5.6) becomes

itn A2 A : : —
un(0) = er i 4w, with n11_>r1;0|\wn|\ch(Q)—0

and t, = 0 or t, — +oo. If t, = 0, then we obtain the desired compactness. Thus, we only need to
preclude that t,, — do0.
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Let us suppose t,, — oo; the case t,, - —oo can be treated symmetrically. In this case, the Strichartz
inequality and the monotone convergence theorem yield

S>0 (eitAQun(O)) =550 (ei(”t")‘im“qﬁ + eim“wn) — 0 as n — oo.

By the small data theory, this implies that S>o(u,) — 0, which contradicts (5.3).
We now prove the existence of at least one bad profile by assuming, for contradiction, that no bad
nonlinear profiles exist. In this scenario, we have:

> S0y (¥h) Sk, 1. (5.7)
j=1

Indeed, for sufficiently large n, we remain in the small-data regime. Then by the small-data local well
posedness, S, ) (v4) < H’U%”H;c(ﬂ), which together with the decoupling (3.28) allows us to bound the
tail by E.

Next, we use (5.7) and the stability result (Theorem 2.19) to constrain the scattering size of w,,
contradicting (5.3). To proceed, we define the approximations

Z vl (t) + et (5.8)

By the construction of v, it is easy to verify that

1 5 (0) = 0) 5 0y = 0 (5.9)
Furthermore, we claim:
lim limsup Sp,00)(ug)) Sk, 1. (5.10)

J—=0 nooo

To justify (5.10), observe that by (3.27) and (5.7), it suffices to prove

J J
lim lim sup |S|o, ) Zv% _ZS[O@O)(U%) = 0. (5.11)

J—00 nsoo

Note that

J e J . .
DA D I A Kl PV S AR T
J=1 j=1 i#k
It follows from Holder’s inequality that
_a_ j k 5 5
LISEAL) 5 #Zk ezl 21,57& F ((0.00)x9) HU%U”HL:TQL?([O,oo)xQ)' (5:12)

Following Keraani’s argument [26, Lemma 2.7], with j # k, we can first use (4.1), (4.20) and (4.25)
to approximate v/ and v¥ by compactly supported functions in R x R3, then using the asymptotic
orthogonality (3.30) to demonstrate

lim su V|| sa sa + |l (—A %’Uk o« _15a_ =0. 5.13
Mp(unnL;Laq oy IR A e e (5.13)

Combining this with (5.12), we see that (5.11) (and hence (5.10)) is valid.
With (5.9) and (5.10) in place, proving that u; asymptotically solves (1.1) reduces to showing:

hm hm 1 5Up 100 + A)ugy, — up | “un || 5roe ([0.00)x2) = 0- (5.14)

Once this is established, we can apply the stability Theorem 2.19 to bound the scattering size of w,,
contradicting (5.3). This completes the proof of proposition 5.1.
It sufficies to prove (5.14), which relys on demonstrating:
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Lemma 5.2 (Decoupling of nonlinear profiles). Let F(u) = |u|*u. Then

J J
hm lim sup || F'( ZUJ ZF(U%)HNSC([OQO)XQ) =0, (5.15)
—00  n—s00 -
J=1
lim limsup | F(u — e*®w!) — F(ui)|\Nsc([07oo)XQ) =0. (5.16)

J =00 n—oo
In the energy-critical setting, i.e., s = 1, one can instead use the pointwise estimate

J J

v Fv] D DA (5.17)

Jj=1 J#k
and (5.13) to prove (5.15) and (5.16); the key is to exhibit terms that all contain some v}, paired against
some Uﬁ for j # k. In the case s. = 0, there are also pointwise estimates similar to (5.17). However,
when s. # 0, 1, a new difficulty arises as the nonlocal operator |V|* does not respect pointwise estimates
in the spirit of (5.17).
To address this issue, in the subcritical case (s. < 1), Murphy [45] employs the Littlewood-Paley
square function estimates, which hold for all s > 0 and 1 < r < oc:

IO N2 1w @) 2y @ay ~ 1Q 0 N fon (@)P) 2y mey ~ VI fll g ma), (5.18)

to work at the level of individual frequencies. By utilizing maximal function and vector maximal function
estimates, he adapts the standard arguments to this context. In the supercritical case (s. > 1), Killip
and Visan [29] employed the following equivalence (see, e.g., [51]):

IV Fllg ~ IDs(Hl g (5.19)

where the operator D, is defined as
1/2

2
[ Mmoot ),
lyl<1

r1+28

D@ | | N

which behaves like |V|* under symmetries. They then used the following pointwise inequality:
Dy(w - [F'(u+v) = F'(w)]) < Ds(w)|o|* + M(|w])M(|v]) [Ds(u +v) + Ds(u)],

where M denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. By combining this inequality with various
permutations of the techniques discussed above, they adapted the standard arguments to this context.
In this paper, we follow the arguments in [29,45] and sketch the proof of Lemma 5.2.

Proof of (5.15). By induction, it suffices to treat the case of two summands. To simplify notation, we
write f = v) and g = vF for some j # k, and are left to show

I1f+gl*(f+9) = 1FI*F = 19199l e 0,00y x) = 0 as m — oo,
We first rewrite
[f+91*(f +9) = [F1°f = lgl%g = (If + 9| = [F1*)f + (If +9|* = 19*)g.
By symmetry, it suffices to treat
IS+ g1% = 1) F 1l rse (10.00) x2)- (5.20)

We then utilize Theorem 2.6 and the Littlewood-Paley square function estimates (5.18) to reduce (5.20)
to handling

(levlscPN((lfwlaIfla)f)f) S (5.21)
N oD [ Traow

Then the key step is to perform a decomposition such that all resulting terms to estimate have f paired
against ¢ inside a single integrand. For such terms, the asymptotic orthogonality (5.13) can be used.
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Following the arguments in [45], we decompose (5.21) into terms such that each term contains pairings
of f and g. For instance, one of the terms is

I IV fon M(gl£1*7 D)2 Sita - (5.22)

2(a+1) JEICRE

Using Hoélder’s inequality and maximal function estimates, this term can be controlled as

ZINS“ Y20 s e ol 1||

t

y (5.18), the first term is bounded by |||V

Sevd || 2ca42) , which is further bounded by the construction of
d
t,x
vJ. The second term vanishes as n — oo due to the asymptotic orthogonality of parameters (5.13). The
other terms similar to (5.22) can be handled similarly, thereby completing the proof of (5.15). O

Proof of (5.16). For this term, we will need to make use of (3.27) instead of (5.13). The proof is, in fact,
similar to that of (5.15). By employing the same arguments as in the proof of (5.13), we obtain terms
involving either e®®w;/ or |V|*e®®w/. The terms in which e*2w/ appears without derivatives will
be relatively straightforward to handle, as (3.27) can be applied directly. However, the terms involving
|V|*cew! require more careful analysis. Indeed, we need to first apply the local smoothing estimate

provided in Corollary 2.11 and then use (3.27) to show that these terms vanish as n — oc. U
We now apply the Palais-Smale condition in Proposition 5.1 to prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. If Theorem 1.2 fails to be true, using a standard argument (see e.g. [33, Theo-
rem 5.2]), we can employ the Palais-Smale condition to construct a minimal counterexample u : I xQ — C
that satisfies

S>o(u) = S<o(u) = oo, (5.23)

and whose orbit {u(t) : t € I} is precompact in H3s (). Moreover, due to the compact modulation
parameter N(t) = 1, we deduce that the maximal lifespan interval I = R (see e.g. [33, Corollary 5.19]).

Finally, we prove the lower bound (1.5). We argue by contradiction. Suppose there exist sequences
R,, — o0 and {t,} C R such that

/ |u(ty, )| 2% dz — 0.
on{lz|<Rn}

Passing to a subsequence, we find u(t,) — ¢ in H35(Q) for some non-zero ¢ € His(Q). Note that if ¢
were zero, then the solution u would have a H 5 () norm less than the small data threshold, which would
contradict (5.23). By Sobolev embedding, u(t,) — ¢ in L3 and since R,, — 00,

/|¢ )2 dx = lim |¢(2)|2% dz = lim [u(ty, )| 2% dz = 0.
nree Jon{|z|<R.} nreeJon{|z|<R.}
This contradicts the fact that ¢ # 0, thereby completing the proof of Theorem 1.8. O

6. THE CASES 1 < s, < 3 AND s, = 3.

In this section, we rule out the existence of almost periodic solutions as in Theorem 1.8 in the cases
1< s.<3/2and s. = % We employ a space-localized Morawetz inequality as in the work of Bourgain [3]
on the radial energy-critical NLS. See also [18,52].

Lemma 6.1 (Morawetz inequality). Let 1 < s. < 2 and let u be a solution to (1.1) on the time interval
I. Then for any A > 1 with A|I|'/? > diam(92°) we have

a+2
// Jutt, o)l** dedt < AJT|*=1/2, (6.1)
|| <A|I|V/2,2eQ |9U|

where the implicit constant depends only on ||u||HsDc(Q).
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Proof. Let ¢(x) be a smooth, radial bump function such that ¢(x) = 1 for |z| < 1 and ¢(z) = 0 for
2| > 2. We set R > diam(2°) and denote a(z) := |z|¢ (%). Then, for |z| < R we have

0;0ra(x) is positive definite, Va(z) = ;—|, and AAa(z) < 0. (6.2)
For |z| > R, we have the following rough bounds:
Oha@) ST, 10,00a(x)| S . and [Ada(@)] S o (63)
By the direct calculus, we have the following identity
20,Tm (a0, ) = 49 Re(Dyud; i) + ;A (Juf2) — QQanj(|u|a+2). (6.4)
Multiplying by 0ja in both sides and integrating over 2, we obtain
20;Im /Q ud;judja d
_ —4Re/ 8k(3kuajﬂ)ajad:c+/ 0, A(Jul?)da da — —22 /aj(|u|a+2)ajadz. (6.5)
Q 0 a+2 /g

Now, we give the upper bound of the left-hand side of (6.5) which follows immediately from Holder
and the Sobolev embedding;:

HWII [Vall

2s5.—1 .
3 25 5 25 <) L%(Q) SR ”u”HSDC(Q) (66)

~

28t1m/ wdjudjadr < Jlul|
Next, we find a lower bound on right-hand side of (6.5). By using the Gauss theorem, we get

—4Re/ Ok (Oxud;ju)0ja dx = 4Re Orudjad;unly do(z) + 4Re/ Oru0;udL0ja dx,
Q Q

o

where 7 denotes the outer normal vector to Q¢. We write 0;uri; = Vu -7 = u, and djan; = Va - il = a,.
Moreover, from the Dirichlet boundary condition, the tangential derivative of u vanishes on the boundary:

—

Vu = (Vu- )i = upi, and 0,;W;0;a = unGn.

Combining the analysis above, we obtain

—4Re/ Ok (Okudju)0jadr > 4/ an|un|2do(:c) +4/ Orud;ul,0ja dx
Q o0

|z|>R

>4 [ aufundote) — |80l e IVul? o
o0 7 ({z:|z >R} Lg% ()

2 25.—3]|, 1|2
> 4/6(2 anlun [ do(z) — CR* = ulysc .
We can bound the second term on RHS of (6.5) in a similar way:

/QajAw )ajadmz/QGj(A(|u| )aja)dx—/ A(Jul?)Aa da

- A(|ul*)0jaiij do(x /|u| AAadx
0

—2/ |Vu|2anda(ac)—/ |u|2A2adac—/ |u|>A%a dx
0Q lz|<R || >R

> 2 [ funPandota)  JulP o 1A%
o9 L7 (9) LT ({a:lal>RY)
> 72/[m [un |2y, do(z) — CR*™ 2sf||u||Hsc(Q) (6.7)
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Finally, it remains to estimate the third term on right-hand side of (6.5) by using (6.2) and (6.3):
a+2 d _
P / 0;(|ul*")0jadr =

4 a+2
- @ / [ul dx — / Aalu|* T dx
a+2 Jig<r |7 0<+2 Qn{a:|z|>R}

4o |u[*+? a
> o~ Aal] ™

a+2 Ji<r |7 eT({a:le|>R}) LT %0 ()

4o |u|t2 26—
> dr — CR*73||ul|%12 . 6.8
] et lel:2 (63)

Putting these together and using the fact that a,, > 0 on 0f2, we have

|u|a+2

LHS(6.5) > /

_ p2s.—3 2 a+2
wicn 1ol da — R™ 7 ([lull e ) + [lull )- (6.9)

HE (Q)

Integrating (6.5) over I and using the upper bound for the left-hand side of (6.5) and the lower bound
for the right-hand side of (6.5), we finally deduce

|u|o¢+2
// drdt < R?%~1 4 R¥<73]|.
IJ|z|<R,z€N |:C|

Taking R = A|I|'/? yields (6.1). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

In the proof of Lemma 6.1, by taking R — +oo and using the same argument as in [6, Lemma 2.3]
to control the upper bound of the Morawetz action, we can obtain the following non-spatially localized
Lin-Strauss Morawetz inequality.

Lemma 6.2 (Morawetz inequality). Let s. = % and let u be a solution to (1.1) on the time interval I.
Then we have

|u(t, z)|**? <
7dxdt 1l rze - (6.10)

We now use Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 to prove the following.
Theorem 6.3. There are no almost periodic solutions u to (1.1) as in Theorem 1.8 with 1 < s. < 3/2.

Proof. By contradiction, we suppose that there exists a minimal blow-up solution u whose the orbit is
precompact in Hilbert space Hz; (Q) and satisfies (1.5). Integrating over I with length |I| > 1, we obtain

a+2 a+2
1| <R// Jutt, " dt<R// [t D"
Qn{|z|<R} |9U| Qn{lz|<R|I|Y/2} ]

On the other hand, for R|I|*/? > 1, the Morawetz inequality (Lemma 6.1) and Lemma 6.2 yield that

a+2
Qn{|z|<R|I[1/2} |5E|

with the implicit constant depending only on ||ul] 55 () Choosing I sufficiently large depending on R
and HUHHEC(Q), we get a contradiction, which completes the proof of Theorem 6.3. U

7. THE CASE 3 < s. < 1.

In this section, we rule out the almost periodic solutions in the case 1/2 < s. < 1. The main technical
tool we use is a long-time Strichartz estimate, which will be proved in subsection 7.1. In subsection 7.2,we
prove a frequency-localized Lin-Strauss Morawetz inequality, which we use in subsection 7.3 to rule out
the almost periodic solutions.
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7.1. Long time Strichartz estimates. In this subsection, we prove a long-time Strichartz estimates
adapted to the Lin-Strauss Morawetz inequality. Such estimates were first developed by Dodson [8]
and have been proven to be a powerful tool for ruling out the existence of a minimal counterexample,
see [32,57] for the energy-critical setting, [45,47,61] for the inter-critical setting, and [13,43,44,47] for
the super-critical setting. In this paper, we establish, for the first time, a long-time Strichartz estimate
in the setting of the exterior domain Schrédinger equation. This long time Strichartz estimate will be
a crucial technical tool in subsection 7.2 to control the error terms arising from frequency truncation in
the Lin-Strauss Morawetz inequality.
Throughout Section 7, we use the following notation:

Ar(N) = ||(*AQ)TC gNUHLng(IxQ)-
The main result of this subsection is the following.

Proposition 7.1 (Long time Strichartz estimate). Let u : R x Q — C be an almost periodic solution to
(1.1) with 1/2 < s, < 1. Then for any N > 0, we have

Ar(N) <y 14 N3e=V2|1)4/2, (7.1)
Moreover, for any e > 0, there exists No = No(e) > 0 so that for any N < Ny,
Af(N) Su e(1+ N2 1]112), (7.2)

We prove Proposition 7.1 by induction. The inductive step relies on the following.
Lemma 7.2. Letn > 0, u and I be as above. For any N > 0, we have
Sc o N Sc
I(-80)% P Fl315751 0y 5o Collissraluzis 21124 3 (57) 4ia0)
M>N/n
Proof. We fix 0 < 1 < 1 and decompose the nonlinearity as follows:

F(u) = Fucn/y) + [F(u) = Flucnm)] -
Using the fractional chain rule (2.1), Holder and Sobolev embedding, we estimate
1(=20) % Py F(usnm)ll 2165 (1 e

Sl (_AQ)TCUSN/UH%?’LEC(IXQ) [ (_AQ)TCUSN/nHLng(IXQ)

S H(*AQ)TCPQC(n)USN/n”%;?OLg(IxQ)||(*Asz)TcugN/nHLng(IxQ) (7.3)
+ H(*AQ)TCPizc(n)ugN/nH%;OLg(sz)||(*Afz)fugN/nHLng(IxQ)- (7.4)

For the first term, we use (1.4) to get
(7.3) S 1 1(=20) Tucnynllzzrs (rxay S 0™ Ar(N/n). (7.5)

For the next term, we note that we only need to consider the case ¢(n) < N/n, in which case we have
15, N#=1/2_ Using Bernstein and Lemma 1.7, we estimate

(74) Su CnNScfl/QH(7A(2)TCUSN/UHL,L°°L?E(I><Q) Su CnNsc—1/2||USN/,7HL§OHECUXQ). (7.6)
Combining (7.5) and (7.6), we obtain
1(=20)F PENF(ugnm)ll 295 ey Su 17 Ar(N/0) + Collusnymll oo rze 1y N V2IE. (7.7)
Next, we use Bernstein, Holder and Sobolev embedding to estimate

I(=20)F P2y (F(u) = Flucnya)) | 1208/5 1o

§NSCHUHCLYDOL§M2(IXQ) Z luarllLzre (rx o)
t M>N/7

SNN(=20) Fullfearny D, M*I(=A) Funl|L2rs (10
M>N/n
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which together with (7.7) yields the desired estimate in Lemma 7.2. O
We now turn to the proof of Proposition 7.1.
Proof of Proposition 7.1. We proceed by induction. For the base case, we take N > 1, so that by
Lemma 1.7, we have
Ar(N) < 1+ 1V2 <, [1 + Nsem1/2|p1/2] (7.8)
This inequality clearly remains true if we replace C,, by any larger constant.
We now suppose that (7.8) holds at frequencies > 2N; we will use Lemma 7.2 to show that it holds at

frequency N.
Applying Strichartz and Lemma 7.2 gives

. se—1/2|7(1/2
Ar(N) < G [ggﬂugzv(t)”g;cm) + Cyllusnynll e i 1y N> 21

~ N\
< C, |14+ CyNe==V2|[|1/2 ¢ Z (M) Ar(M)| . (7.9)
M>N/n

By the inductive hypothesis, we have

. . N\ .
Ap(N) < Cy |14 CyN*—2|1|V2 Z <M> (Cu+ Cu M2 |112)

M>N/n

<C, [1 + C’T,Nsc_l/2|]|1/2} +C,C, [nsc + nt/2NseT2) 2]
Choosing 7 sufficiently small depending on C,,, we obtain
~ 1
Ar(N) < Cull + CuN**"V2{I[2) + S0, (14 N*- V2|11 2),

Finally, choosing C,, possibly even larger to guarantee C,, > 2(1 + Cn)(fu, we deduce from the above
inequality that

A(N) < Cy(1 + N*—121)1/2),
This completes the proof of (7.1) by induction.
With (7.1) in place, we can prove (7.2) by continuing from (7.9). In fact, for any n > 0 sufficiently
small, the almost periodicity implies that
15@0 ||U§N/n||L;?°Hf; (IxQ) = 0.

This completes the proof of Proposition 7.1. O

7.2. A Frequency-Localized Lin-Strauss Morawetz Inequality.

Proposition 7.3 (Frequency-localized Morawetz). Let u : R x  — C be an almost periodic solution to
(1.1) with 1/2 < s, < 1. Then for any n > 0, there exists No = No(n) € (0,1) such that for N < Ny and

I C R, we have
t a+2
// |U>N( 7:C)| dax dt S,un(Nl_2sc+|I|)-
1Ja ||

To prove Proposition 7.3, we start by truncating the low frequencies of the solution and focus on u~ y
for some N > 0. Since usy is not a solution to (1.1), we need to estimate the additional error terms
brought by this frequency cut-off. To achieve this, we take IV sufficiently small to maintain the most part
of the solution and utilize the estimates proved in Proposition 7.1.
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Lemma 7.4 (High and low frequency control). Let u and I be as above. With all spacetime norms over
I x Q, we have the following:
(i)Let (q,r) be an admissible pair. For any N >0 and 0 < s < 1/2, we have

I(=Aa)2usnllpory Su N*7°c(1+ N? Y1), (7.10)
(ii) For anyn >0 and 0 < s < s., there exists a parameter Ny = N1(n) such that for N < Ny, we have
H(=Aa) sl ns Su N, (711)
(i) For any n > 0, there exists a parameter No = Nao(n) such that for N < Na, we have
1(=A0) Fuscn|lzzre Sun(l+ NI, (7.12)

Proof. For (7.10), we first apply the interpolation, (1.3) and (7.1) to derive
se 1-2 se 2 o
1(=20) Fuenllzsry S lull, e oI (- A0) T ucnllfz o S 1+ N e,
Then by Bernstein,
lusnllzorr < Z M= [(=A0) Funrllpopy
M>N
<u Z Ms—sc(l +M230—1|I|)1/q S/u Ns—sc(l +N280_1|I|)1/q.

M>N

For (7.11), we use the property of the almost-periodic solution (1.4) and Bernstein’s inequality to estimate

[(=A0)fusnlrerz S ()% |(~Ag) T “Use(nllLeerz + N [(=Ag) Fuyc<emliers
t x t x
S c(n)*T N

Taking Ni(n) = n/(5=%)¢(n), we obtain the desired estimate (7.11).
For the last inequality (7.12), it is equal to (7.2). O

We now proceed to prove Proposition 7.3.

Proof of Proposition 7.3. Throughout the proof, we take the norms over I x 2 and thus we omit it
for short.
Assume that 0 < 7 < 1 and taking

N < min{Ny(n), 7° N2(n***)},
where N7 and N» are as in Lemma 7.4. As a consequence, (7.10) implies that
usnmellzzre SunN75(1+ N2 1)), (7.13)
Moreover, using the fact N/n? < Na(n**¢) we can apply (7.12) to show
I(=20) F ucnyellzzre Sun(l+ N>*"HI)Y2, (7.14)
Then we define the Morawetz action by the following

Mor(t) = 21m/ ﬁ -Vusn(t, x)usn(t, x)d.
Q|
Since (i0; + Aq)usny = Py (F(u)) and by the direct calculus, we have

O:Mor(t) = —4Re ak(aku>N8jU>N)ﬁd$+ 9;A(|ul?) ]dx—i—Q/ Eh {PEy (F(u)), usy}pde,
Q Q

||
where the momentum bracket {-, -}, is defined by {f, g}, := Re(fVg — gV f). Using the same argument
as that used to derive (6.7), (6.8), and the fact that d;x|x| is positive definite, we have

—4Re ak(aku>Naja>N)ﬁdz+/ ajA(|u|2)ﬂdxzz/ Vusy - 12— - fido(z) > 0,
9 || Q || o0 ||

where 77 denotes the outer normal to Q¢. Hence

OMor(t) > 2 /Q % (P2 (F(w), usn }pda.
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The fundamental theorem of calculus yields that

x
[ AP ) s e £ o)1 (7.15)
IxQ |-T|
By standard computation, one hase
o)
F =— ot?),
{F(w), ulp = ——=V(|u|*")

Thus, we can write the truncate momentum bracket to the following

{PEN(F(u)),usn}p
= {F(u),ulp = {F(un),usn}p = {F(u) = Flucn), u<n}y — {P2y(F(u), usn}p

(6]
iy 2v(|u|a+2 — lu<n|*F?) = {F(u) — Flusn), u<n}p — {PEN(F(u)), usn}p
=1+ 11 +1I1.

Integrating by parts, the contribution of I in the integral (7.15) can be bounded by a multiple of:
t a+2
// leon (b2 o (7.16)
1JQ |z

and to the right-hand side of (7.15) a multiple of:

1 1
—(u<n)*Musy + ‘—USN(UW)““ =1+ L. (7.17)
|| LiLL || LILY
For the second term 17, we will use the divergence theorem to find that
1
115 ’mu<N[F(u)F(u<N)] +HVUSN[F(U)7F(U§N>]||L1L1 =101 + 1. (718)
L%Li t—x

Finally, for the last term I11, we use integrating by parts when the derivative acts on u~ . Then we get
that

1
IIT < H mu>NP§N(F(u)) + ||u>NVP2N(F(u))HL%Li . (7.19)

LyL},
Thus, building upon (7.15), we conclude that it remains to show:
[Mor|[ oo (1) Su NNt (7.20)

and that the error terms (7.17) through (7.19) are enough to obtain the needed estimate, which can be
controlled by n(N1=2% + |I]).
Next, we begin to prove (7.20). Making use of the Bernstein estimate, the Hardy inequality and (7.11)

to obtain
V|12 (iu>N)
|z| L L2

l p— 3
Su ”|v|1/2u>N”2L?°L§ < H(_AQ)4U>NH%§°L?C S N2,

IMor|| o= (1) S V|7 Vus | L2

We next turn to give the estimate of the error terms (7.17) through (7.19). To estimate Iy, we first
note that by interpolation, (1.3) and (7.12),

Sc Sc Sc — 1
[(=Aq) 2CUSN||a;1+1> st S 1(=A0) FullZe 2 | (—A0) Fusn| 2rs S n(l+ N?7HI])2.
LT,

It then follows from Holder, Hardy’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, Bernstein and (7.10) that

1 a+1 |
I <|——— s < [(=Ag) 2@ D atl ;
- ’|x|a+1u<N e 25 1o lszg SNCA0V T uahITl aen eonlizng
3a—2 _ Sc
SI2) @ ugn | o sz S N I(=A0) Fuan | oy lusnlizzse
Lz(a+1)L 3a+1 L2(a+1)L 3a+1
t x t x

,Su 7’]N1_25C(1 + N286_1|I|).
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For Iy, we divide it into two cases. If |u<ny| < |us |, then it is very similar to the term Iy, which we
have already treated. Thus, it suffices to consider the case |u<y| < |usn|, which can be absorbed into
the left-hand side of (7.15), if we can show

|2 < 0. (7.21)

1
Ly

1
H|U>N

To prove (7.21), we apply Hardy’s inequality and Sobolev embedding to deduce

a+2 a+2
6(at2) |

L?+2L13a+2

|a+2 a+2 H 302

AQ 1(a+2) Us N

S [l usn]| L S [ (-20) = sy

La+2 ~ La+2 ~

1
H|U>N

Moreover, by the Bernstein inequality and Lemma 1.7, we have

a+2
6lat2) < N1-2se

Sc +2
potep sere (—Agq)=ul|” 6(at2)

Lta+2L 3a+2
x

N'=25 (14 |I]) < oo,

3a—2
NU

(—Aq) T us N

Next, we turn to I1;. By Minkowski’s inequality, we have

1
T (u<n

)aJrl
|z

+ )aJrl

1
Lt,a:

~ U>N U<N(U>N )

1
Lt,a:

| uenF ) - Fluzw)

|| L,

which is exactly (7.17). Thus Iy is done. For I, we estimate
I S [[Vusnlusn|®us Nl + [[Vusnluan| us Nl Lizs -

For the first term, we use Holder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, Bernstein’s estimate, (1.4) and (7.10)
to show

[Vusnlusn|usnlziz: S ||VU§NHL T [[lusn|® U>NHL i

t t -z

< lesc+3(%f e
~Y

)H(—AQ);C U§N||Lt°°L§||U>N||a_1 3a ||U>N||2 _6a
L*L,? 2p e
5 an*Sg‘i’?)(%*lgE

£ —s 1_1te s—s Se—
N(=A0)fusn|Fs e S N5 ETTIN ) (14 N2 1))

5 nN1—2sc(1 + N286_1|I|),
where € > 0 is a fixed sufficiently small constant and s := % — 2;2”‘.
For the second term, we use Holder, Sobolev embedding, Bernstein, (7.10) and (7.12) to estimate

[Vu<nluen|usnllziz1

S IVusnllzgrz [[(=A0) F uan|§ars > il o =
t

5 lesc

(—2a) 7 U<N||LooLz I(—Aq) % U<NHL2L6 HU>NHL2L6 HU>NHL°°L2
S NI (14 N2 )TN 5 (1 4 N2 |1)) T N1
< AN (14 N2 ),

Thus I15 is acceptable.

Finally, we turn to I11. By Hardy’s inequality and Theorem 2.6,
1
||
% Q

S lusnlizzrel(=A0) 2 PEn (F(u))ll 12 pors-

(7.19) < HU>NHL§Lg sz\/(F(U))

A llusn ez IV P2y (F ()l pors
r2r8/° o

Thus, by (7.10) it remains to prove

I(=Aa)? PLy (F(u W)l 2 pors SunN'Te (L4 NI,
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To this end, we use Holder’s inequality, Bernstein’s estimate, the fractional chain rule (2.1), (1.3), (7.13),
and (7.14) to estimate

I(=80) 2 PLy (F (W) 2,05

SN F(u) — F(“SN/UZ)HL§L§/5 + NliscH(*AQ)%F(USN/WQ)”LfLﬁ/S

S Nullf o psorallus pmpllzzce + N7 (= A0) Fullfe 12 | (~A0) Fuenyelc2re

Su pNTTE (1 4 N7 )12, (7.22)

This completes the proof of Proposition 7.3. 0

7.3. Rule out the minimal conuterexample. In this section, we preclude the existence of the almost
periodic solutions to (1.1) with 1/2 < s, < 1. We will rely on the frequency-localized Lin-Strauss
Morawetz inequality established in Subsection 7.2.

Theorem 7.5. There are no almost periodic solutions to (1.1) as in Theorem 1.8 with 1/2 < s. < 1.

Proof. Suppose u were such a solution. Let n > 0 and let I C [0,00) be a compact time interval. By
Proposition 7.3, we find that for N sufficiently small, we have

t a+2
/1/9 %dz dt <o (N2 4 |1]). (7.23)

Next, we prove the lower bound for the LHS(7.23). As the orbit {u(t) : t € R} is precompact in H 35 ()
and His(Q) < L5 (), we see that for any & > 0, there exists ¢(¢) > 0 such that

/ [t (o) (t, 2)|% dx < e uniformly for ¢ € R.
Q
Combining this with (1.5), we obtain that for N sufficiently small,
/ |usn(t, z)|37adz > 1 uniformly for ¢e€R.
Qn{|z|<R}
Moreover, by Holder, we have that for NV sufficiently small,

. 2(212) S o)
1< / lusn(t,2)] 2 da < / |u>N(t,z)|a+2dz R20F2)
an{|z|<R} Qn{|z|<R}

Therefore, we obtain, for IV sufficiently small,

t, z)|*+? 1
// Juon DI > —// s (£, 2)|*F2dzdt > R4 111, (7.24)
1JQ |z] R Jr QN{x:|z| <R}

Combining (7.23) and (7.24), choosing n = n(R) sufficiently small, we deduce |I| <,, N'~2% uniformly in
I. We obtain a contradiction by taking |I| sufficiently large. This finishes the proof of Theorem 7.5. O
Remark 7.6. Finally, we discuss the possibility of extending Theorem 1.2 to the case 0 < s. < % In
this case, we also want to employ a frequency-localized Lin-Strauss Morawetz inequality to preclude almost
periodic solutions. To achieve this, we truncate the high frequencies of the solution and work with u N
for some N > 0. Similar to Lemma 7.4, we first establish a long-time Strichartz estimate and then prove
(see e.g. [47, Lemma 5.7]):
. 1
I(—=Aa)2usnllzoro(rxay S N7 (1+ N*7YI)Z,  for s> 5 (7.25)
However, when using the Morawetz inequality to exclude almost periodic solutions, what we actually
require is the estimate |||V[*u<n||r2Ls (1xq), s > 1. Notably, since s > 1, p =6 does not satisfy the index
relationships in Theorem 2.6, we cannot derive the required estimate from (7.25). Therefore, in the case
0<se< %, we still lack the necessary estimates to exclude almost periodic solutions.
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