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MODIFIED SCATTERING FOR THE CUBIC NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER

EQUATION WITH LONG-RANGE POTENTIALS IN ONE SPACE

DIMENSION

MASAKI KAWAMOTO AND HARUYA MIZUTANI

Abstract. We consider the cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with long-range linear po-

tentials in one space dimension, and prove the modified scattering in the energy space for the

associated final state problem with a prescribed small asymptotic profile. Compared with the

leading term of the free solution, the asymptotic profile has an additional phase correction de-

pending both on the long-range part of the potential and on the nonlinear term. The proof is

based on a simple energy method and does not rely on global-in-time Strichartz estimates for

Schrödinger equations with linear potentials. In particular, the class of potentials to which our

theorem applies is large enough to accommodate slowly decaying negative potentials so that the

associated Schrödinger operators may have negative eigenvalues.

1. Introduction

The present paper is concerned with the scattering problem for the following cubic nonlinear

Schrödinger equation (NLS) with a linear potential in one space dimension:

i∂tu−H0u− V u = F (u), x ∈ R, t ∈ R, (1.1)

where u = u(t, x) is a C-valued unknown function, F (u) = λ|u|2u with λ ∈ R, and H0 + V is

the Schrödinger operator with a real-valued potential V :

H0 := −1

2

d2

dx2
, V = V (x) : R → R.

We are interested in the (small data) modified scattering for the associated finial state problem.

More precisely, given a prescribed sufficiently small asymptotic profile function up(t, x), we

construct a unique global solution u ∈ C(R;H1(R)) to (1.1) which scatters to up as t → ∞:

lim
t→∞

‖u(t)− up(t)‖H1(R) = 0,

where Hs(R) denotes the L2-Sobolev space of order s. Here the term “modified” means that

the asymptotic profile up has an additional correction term compared with the leading term of

the free solution e−itH0u+, depending both on F (u) and on the long-range part of V (see (1.5)

for the definition of up). This gives the first positive result on the modified scattering for (1.1),

and is a continuation of our resent work [18] for the two and three space dimensional cases.

To state the result, we first introduce the class of potentials.

Assumption A. V is decomposed into the short-range, long-range and compactly supported

singular parts as V = V S+V L+V C with real-valued functions V S, V L, V C satisfying following:
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• Short-range part: V S ∈ C1(R) and there exists ρS > 3/2 such that, for any k = 0, 1,
∣∣∣∣
dk

dxk
V S(x)

∣∣∣∣ . 〈x〉−ρS

• Long-range part: V L ∈ C3(R) and there exists ρL > 1/2 such that, for any k = 0, 1, 2, 3,
∣∣∣∣
dk

dxk
V L(x)

∣∣∣∣ . 〈x〉−ρL−k.

• Compactly supported singular part: V C ∈ L2(R) and V C is compactly supported.

Under Assumption A, V is infinitesimally H0-bounded, that is, for any ε > 0 there exists

Cε > 0 such that

‖V f‖L2 ≤ ε‖H0f‖L2 + Cε‖f‖L2 , f ∈ H2(R).

In particular, H := H0 + V with domain D(H) = H2(R) is self-adjoint on L2(R) by the Kato–

Rellich theorem, and generates the associated unitary group e−itH on L2(R). A typical example

of V we have in mind is of the form

V (x) = Z〈x〉−ρ + V C(x)

with some ρ > 1/2 and Z 6= 0. When Z < 0, it is well known that H has negative eigenvalues.

We next introduce the asymptotic profile up. Let c0 > 0 and χ ∈ C∞
0 (R) be such that

0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, χ(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ c0/4 and χ(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ c0/3. Define an effective potential

VT1
(t, x) = V L(x)

{
1− χ

(
2x

t+ T1

)}
, (1.2)

where T1 ≥ 1 is a large constant specified in Proposition 1.1 below. It is easily seen that

• VT1
≡ V L if t ≥ 0 and |x| ≥ c0(t+ T1)/4;

• VT1
∈ C∞([0,∞);C3(R)) and |∂k

xVT1
(t, x)| ≤ Cα〈t〉−ρL−k on [0,∞) × R.

Proposition 1.1. Let c0 > 0. Then, for sufficiently large T1 > 0, one can construct a global

solution Ψ ∈ C1([1,∞)× R) ∩C([1,∞);C3(R)) to the Hamilton–Jacobi equation

−∂tΨ(t, x) =
1

2
|∂xΨ(t, x)|2 + VT1

(t, x) (1.3)

such that, for k = 1, 2, 3 and t ≥ 1,

∥∥∥∥∂k
x

(
Ψ(t, x)− x2

2t

)∥∥∥∥
L∞(R)

.

{
〈t〉1−ρL−k

if ρL 6= 1,

〈t〉−k log(tT−1
1 + 1) if ρL = 1.

(1.4)

In particular, for any ρ′L < ρL,

∥∥∥∥∂k
x

(
Ψ(t, x)− x2

2t

)∥∥∥∥
L∞(R)

. 〈t〉1−ρ′
L
−k, t ≥ 1, k = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. The proposition is basically well-known in the context of long-range linear scattering

theory (see e.g. [5, Sections 1.5, 1.8 and A.3]). Moreover, the proof is essentially same as that

of [18, Proposition 3.1]. We thus give an outline of the proof in Appendix A below, and refer to

[18, Proposition 3.1] for more details. �
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Using the function Ψ(t, x), we define up by

up(t, x) = [MΨ(t)D(t)wp](t, x) = (it)−1/2eiΨ(t,x)e−iλ|û+(x/t)|2 log |t|û+(x/t), (1.5)

where u+(x) is a given function (often called the scattering datum) and

wp(t, x) = e−iλ|û+(x)|2 log |t|û+(x),

D(t)f(x) = (it)−1/2f(x/t),

MΨ(t)f(x) = eiΨ(t,x)f(x),

f̂(x) = Ff(x) =
1√
2π

∫

R

e−ix·ξf(ξ)dξ.

We here recall that the leading term of the free solution e−itH0u+ satisfies

e−itH0u+ = M(t)D(t)û+ + o(1)

in L2 as t → ∞, where M(t)f(x) = ei|x|
2/(2t)f(x) and the phase function Ψ0 = |x|2/(2t)

solves the free Hamilton–Jacobi equation −∂tΨ0 = 1
2 |∂xΨ0|2. Thus, compared with this free

profile M(t)D(t)û+, up has the additional phase correction terms e−iλ|û+(x/t)|2 log |t| and ei(Ψ−Ψ0)

depending on F (u) and V L, respectively.

Let Hs,r(R) be the weighted L2-Sobolev space defined by

Hs,r(R) = {f ∈ S
′(R) | ‖f‖Hs,r < ∞},

‖f‖Hs,r = ‖〈∂x〉s〈x〉rf‖L2(R) = ‖〈ξ〉sF[〈x〉rf ]‖L2(R),

where 〈x〉 =
√

1 + |x|2. Note that Hs(R) = Hs,0(R). We now state the result.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that V satisfies Assumption A. Let c0 > 0 and T1 in Proposition 1.1 be

fixed. Let b > 2 and δ ≤ 1 be such that

1

2
< δ < min{ρL, ρS − 1}.

Then, for any u+ ∈ H1,2δ(R) with sufficiently small ‖û+‖L∞ and supp û+ ⊂ {|ξ| ≥ c0}, there
exists a unique solution u ∈ C(R;H1(R)) to (1.1) satisfying the prescribed asymptotic condition:

‖u(t)− up(t)‖H1(R) . t−δ(log t)b, t → ∞. (1.6)

Remark 1.3. Since ‖up(t)‖L∞ ≤ |t|−1/2‖û+‖L∞ , the solution u also enjoys the same L∞-decay

estimate as for the free solution e−itH0u+ by the Sobolev embedding:

‖u(t)‖L∞(R) . t−1/2, t → ∞.

The modified scattering for the standard NLS

i∂tu−H0u = λ|u|2/du, x ∈ R
d, t ∈ R, λ ∈ R, d = 1, 2, 3, (1.7)

has been extensively studied both for the final state and Cauchy problems. It is impossible to

list all of the known literature, instead we refer to some of important results [28, 8, 10, 1, 13, 6]

for the final state problem and [12, 4, 19, 17, 15] for the Cauchy problem. We also refer to

[21, 22, 16] for more recent development. For the cubic NLS (1.1) satisfying the very short-

range condition 〈x〉V ∈ L1(R), there also many works on the modified scattering (see e.g.

[27, 26, 7, 2, 3, 29, 20]), where the correction term of the asymptotic profile compared with the

free solution is independent of the potential. However, if both of the linear potential V and

nonlinear term F (u) are of long-range type, then the literature is much more sparse. In fact,
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although it has been shown in [25] that no non-trivial solutions scatter to the free solution, there

was no previous positive result before [18] in such a mixed situation.

In the previous paper [18], we established the modified scattering for the following NLS:

i∂tu−H0u− V u = λ|u|2/du, x ∈ R
d, t ∈ R, d = 2, 3. (1.8)

where V is of long-range type and assumed to satisfy not only a similar condition as Assumption

A, but also the repulsive condition, which roughly means that V is positive and monotonously

decreasing in the radial direction. The proof essentially relied on the global-in-time Strichartz

estimates for e−itH proved by [24, 30]. Very recently, the argument by [18] has been applied

to the case with a long-range Hartree-type nonlinearity by [14]. Although the strategy of [18]

also works well in one space dimension, the validity of global-in-time Strichartz estimates for

e−itH with long-range potentials is completely open for d = 1 even if V is repulsive. Moreover,

if H has an eigenvalue then such global-in-time estimates cannot hold, and one should replace

e−itH by its absolutely continuous part e−itHPac(H) with the projection Pac(H) onto the abso-

lutely continuous spectral subspace of H. However, our previous argument does not work with

e−itHPac(H) instead of e−itH . Moreover, the validity of global-in-time Strichartz estimates for

e−itHPac(H) with long-range (non-repulsive) potentials is also completely open.

Compared with the previous result [18], the main new feature of the present paper is to avoid

the use of global-in-time Strichartz estimates for e−itH , instead the proof is based on a rather

simple energy method. This is not only a technical issue, but also crucial to deal with a wider

class of potentials than that of [18]. Indeed, as already explained, our theorem applies to slowly

decaying negative potentials V so that H may have (infinitely many) negative eigenvalues. Such

a situation naturally appears in several important models in mathematical physics, such as the

many-body Schrödinger equations having a ground state for which (1.1) can be regarded as a

reduced model in the framework of the mean field approximation. It is worth mentioning that

our result is not contradict with the fact (see e.g. [23]) that (1.1) could have ground state

solutions in the case when H has negative eigenvalues or the nonlinear term F (u) is focusing

(i.e. λ < 0) since Theorem 1.2 only provides the existence of modified scattering solutions, and

does not exclude the possible existence of such non-decaying solutions.

Remark 1.4. (1) The assumption supp û+ ⊂ {|ξ| ≥ c0} with some c0 > is mainly used to

prove Proposition 1.1. We expect that this is a technical condition and should be removed

since it is not needed both for the purely linear case λ = 0 and for the purely nonlinear case

V ≡ 0. This is mainly because that, in the linear case, one can use the density argument and an

approximate solution to (1.3) with VT1
replaced by V L to assume without loss of generality that

û+ ∈ C∞
0 (R\{0}). On the other hand, such a reduction is impossible for (1.1) due to the presence

of the phase correction e−iλ|û+(x/t)|2 log |t| in the formula of up since for two difference scattering

data u+ and v+, the difference e−iλ|û+(x/t)|2 log |t| − e−iλ|v̂+(x/t)|2 log |t| may glow as t → ∞.

(2) It would be interesting whether a similar result as Theorem 1.2 also holds for (1.8) with

d = 2, 3 and non-repulsive potentials. The main obstruction is that one has to work in the

fractional Sobolev space Hs(Rd) with d/2 < s < 1 + d/2 due to the low regularity of F (u). In

our argument, we use an explicit formula of ∂xMΨ(t)D(t) (see Lemma 3.1 below), while it is

difficult to obtain explicit formulas of non-local operators |∇x|sMΨ(t)D(t) and 〈∇x〉sMΨ(t)D(t).

For the standard NLS (1.7), as did in [13], one can overcome this difficulty to work with the

energy norm ‖D(t)−1M(t)−1f‖Hs instead of ‖f‖Hs , or equivalently, to deal with D(t)−1M(t)−1u

in Hs instead of u in Hs. This is possible since, by virtue of the explicit formula of e−itH0 (see
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(2.1)), one has D(t)−1M(t)−1e−itH0M(t)D(t) = eiH0/t and ‖eiH0/tf‖Hs = ‖f‖Hs . It seems to be

however impossible to obtain such nice properties for D(t)−1MΨ(t)
−1e−itHMΨ(t)D(t).

Organization of the paper. We prepare some preliminary lemmas in Section 2. The proof

of Theorem 1.2 is given in Section 3. Appendix A is devoted to the proof of Proposition 1.1.

2. Preliminary materials

We here prepare several basic facts used in the paper. In what follows we use the notation

‖f‖ = ‖f‖L2(R), ‖f‖s = ‖f‖Hs(R).

Let U0(t) = e−itH0 be the free Schrödinger group, which satisfies the Dollard decomposition

U0(t)F
−1 = M(t)D(t)FM(t)F−1 = M(t)D(t) +M(t)D(t)R(t), (2.1)

where D(t) and M(t) have been defined in the introduction, and

R(t) = F(M(t) − 1)F−1.

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then

‖D(t)f‖Lp = |t|−1/2+1/p‖f‖Lp , t 6= 0. (2.2)

Moreover, for 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1, s ∈ R and t 6= 0,

‖R(t)f‖s . |t|−δ‖f‖s+2δ, (2.3)

‖xR(t)f‖ . |t|−δ‖xf‖2δ + |t|−1‖f‖1, (2.4)

where the implicit constants independent of t.

Proof. (2.2) follows by an elementary calculation. To prove (2.3), it is enough to observe

|ei|x|2/(2t) − 1| = 2

∣∣∣∣sin
x2

4t

∣∣∣∣ .
∣∣∣∣
x2

t

∣∣∣∣
δ

for 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1, and R(t) commutes with 〈∂x〉s. Finally, we have

xR(t) = F{(M − 1)(−i∂ξ) + t−1
Mξ}F−1 = Rx+ it−1

FMF
−1∂x

and (2.4) follows. �

Lemma 2.2. For all z0, z1 ∈ C,

F (z1) = F (z0) + 2λ|z0|2(z1 − z0) + λz20(z1 − z0) +G(z1 − z0, z0),

where G(z, z0) = 2λRe[zz0]z + λ|z|2z0 + λ|z|2z.

Proof. The lemma follows by a direct calculations or applying the Taylor formula

f(z1) = f(z0) + (z1 − z0)

∫ 1

0
∂zf(zθ)dθ + (z1 − z0)

∫ 1

0
∂zf(zθ)dθ,

to f(z) = λ|z|2z, where zθ = z0 + θ(z1 − z0). �

To estimate the Hs-norm of the terms wp and F (wp) defined in (1.5), we use the following

Lemma 2.3. Let 1/2 < s ≤ 3. Then, for all t ≥ 2,

‖wp(t)‖s . 〈 log t〉⌈s⌉(1 + ‖û+‖1+2⌈s⌉
s ), ‖F (wp(t))‖s . 〈 log t〉⌈s⌉(1 + ‖û+‖3+2⌈s⌉

s ),

where ⌈s⌉ = min{m ∈ Z | m ≥ s} denotes the smallest integer greater than or equal to s.
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Proof. The case 1/2 < s < 2 has been proved by [13, Lemma 4] (see also [18, Lemma 2.2] and its

proof). For s = 2, 3, the desired bound can be verified easily by calculating ∂s
xwp and ∂s

xF (wp).

Suppose 2 < s < 3 and define I := iū(∂xu) + iu(∂xu). Then

e−i|u|2∂2
x(e

i|u|2u) = I2u+ 2I(∂xu) + (∂2
xu) + (∂xI)u.

Hence for 0 < s′ = s− 2 < 1, it is enough to deal with

‖ei|u|2I2u‖s′ , ‖ei|u|2I(∂xu)‖s′ , ‖ei|u|2(∂xI)u‖s′ .
By [18, Lemma B.1], the above three terms can be estimated as

(1 + ‖u‖2s)‖I2u‖s′ , (1 + ‖u‖2s)‖I(∂xu)‖s′ , (1 + ‖u‖2s)‖(∂xI)u‖s′ .
By the sharp fractional Leibniz (see, e.g., Theorem 1 of Grafakos-Oh [11])

‖〈∂x〉s
′

(fg)‖L2 . ‖〈∂x〉s
′

f‖Lp1‖g‖Lq1 + ‖〈∂x〉s
′

g‖Lp2‖f‖Lq2 ,

where 1/pj + 1/qj = 1 and 1 < p1, p2, q1, q2 ≤ ∞, and the Sobolev embedding, we have
∥∥I2u

∥∥
s′
. ‖I2‖L∞‖u‖s′ + ‖I2‖s′‖u‖L∞ . ‖I2‖1‖u‖1 . ‖u‖52,

‖I(∂xu)‖s′ . ‖I‖L∞‖∂xu‖s′ + ‖I‖s′‖∂xu‖L∞ . ‖I‖1‖u‖2 . ‖u‖32,
‖(∂xI)u‖s′ . ‖(∂xI)‖s′‖u‖L∞ + ‖(∂xI)‖‖ 〈∂x〉s

′

u‖L∞

.
(
‖(∂2

xu)u‖s′ + ‖(∂xu)2‖s′
)
‖u‖L∞ + ‖I‖1‖u‖1+s′

. (‖u‖s‖u‖L∞ + ‖u‖2‖(∂xu)‖L∞ + ‖u‖1+s′‖(∂xu)‖L∞) ‖u‖1 + ‖u‖32

. ‖u‖3s ,
and hence

‖ei|u|2u‖s . (1 + ‖u‖1+2⌈s⌉
s ), ‖ei|u|2F (u)‖s . (1 + ‖u‖3+2⌈s⌉

s ).

By taking u = |λ log t| 12 û+, we obtain the desired estimates. �

3. The proof of Theorem 1.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2.

3.1. Integral equation. We begin with deriving an appropriate integral equation associated

with (1.1) subjected to the asymptotic condition (1.6). To this end, we assume for a while that

u is a smooth solution to (1.1). Recalling the Dollard decomposition U(t) = M(t)D(t)FM(t)

and MΨ(t) = eiΨ(t,x), we define the linear modified free propagator associated with (1.1) by

UΨ(t) = MΨ(t)D(t)FM(t). (3.1)

Let χ ∈ C∞
0 (R) be given in the definition of VT1

(see (1.2) above) and χt(x) = χ(x/t). In what

follows, we often omit the variables t, x to write UΨ = UΨ(t) and so on for short. Since

UΨF
−1 = MΨD+MΨDR, R = F(M− 1)F−1,

the asymptotic profile up = MΨDwp is decomposed as

up = (1− χt)MΨDwp + χtMΨDwp = (1− χt)UΨF
−1wp − (1− χt)MΨDRwp,

where we have used the support properties suppχ ⊂ {|x| ≤ c0/2} and supp û+ ⊂ {|x| ≥ c0} to

obtain that χ(x)wp(t, x) = e−iλ|û+(x)|2 log tχ(x)û+(x) ≡ 0 and hence

χtMΨ(t)D(t)wp(t) = MΨ(t)D(t)χwp(t) ≡ 0.
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Since wp solves

i∂twp = t−1F (wp), t 6= 0, x ∈ R, (3.2)

we have

e−itH i∂te
itH(1− χt)UΨF

−1wp = t−1(1− χt)UΨF
−1F (wp) + e−itH [i∂t, e

itH (1− χt)UΨF
−1]wp,

where [A,B] = AB −BA denotes the commutator. The term t−1UΨF
−1F (wp) is written as

t−1UΨF
−1F (wp) = t−1

MΨDF (D−1
M

−1
Ψ vp) + t−1

MΨDRF (wp)

= F (vp) + t−1
MΨDRF (wp),

which, together with the fact t−1χtMΨDF (wp) = t−1MΨDχF (wp) vanishes identically, implies

t−1(1− χt)UΨF
−1F (wp) = t−1(1− χt)MΨDF (wp) + t−1(1− χt)MΨDRF (wp)

= F (up) + t−1
MΨD(1− χ)RF (wp).

For short, we set v = u− up, and

E1(t) = MΨ(t)D(t)(1 − χ)R(t)wp(t)

E2(t) = −t−1
MΨ(t)D(t)(1 − χ)R(t)F (wp(t)),

E3(t) = −e−itH [i∂t, e
itH(1− χt)UΨ(t)F

−1]wp(t).

It follows from the above computations, the NLS (1.1) and Lemma 2.2 that

v − E1 = u− up − E1 = u− (1− χt)UΨF
−1wp

and that

(i∂t −H)(v − E1) = F (u)− e−itH i∂te
itH(1− χt)UΨF

−1wp

= F (u)− F (up) + E2 + E3

= 2λ|up|2v + λu2pv +G(v, up) + E2 + E3.

This equation with the asymptotic condition ‖v‖ → 0 as t → ∞ leads the integral equation

v(t) = E1(t) + i

∫ ∞

t
e−i(t−s)H

(
2λ|up|2v + λu2pv +G(v, up) + E2 + E3

)
(s)ds. (3.3)

3.2. Energy estimates. Given δ, b,R > 0, T > 2, we define a complete metric space X by

X = X(δ, b, T,R) := {f ∈ C([T,∞);H1(R)) | ‖f‖X ≤ R},
‖f‖X := sup

t≥T
tδ(log t)−b‖f‖1, dX(f, g) = ‖f − g‖X .

We let Φ[v](t) be the RHS of (3.3) and shall show that v 7→ Φ[v] is a contraction on X for

sufficiently large T . Since D(H) = H2(R), e−itH leaves H1(R) invariant, satisfying

‖e−itHf‖1 . ‖〈H〉1/2e−itHf‖ = ‖〈H〉1/2f‖ . ‖f‖1 (3.4)

with implicit constants independent of t. Hence

‖Φ[v](t)‖1 . ‖E1(t)‖1 +
∫ ∞

t

(
‖|up|2v‖1 + ‖u2pv‖1 + ‖G(v, up)‖1 + ‖E2‖1 + ‖E3‖1

)
(s)ds. (3.5)

We collect necessary estimates for each terms of this inequality in the following lemmas:
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Lemma 3.1. For t > 0, we have

∂xMΨ(t) = MΨ(t)(it
−1x+ ∂x) + r1(t),

∂xMΨ(t)D(t) = MΨ(t)D(t)(ix + t−1∂x) + r1(t)D(t),

∂xUΨ(t)F
−1 = UΨ(t)F

−1ix+ r2(t)UΨ(t)F
−1.

with some multiplication operators rj(t) by rj(t, x) satisfying |rj(t, x)| . t−ρ′
L .

Proof. The lemma follows from Proposition 1.1 and the following three formulas

∂xMΨ = MΨ(it
−1x+ ∂x) + iMΨ(∂xΨ− t−1x),

(it−1x+ ∂x)D = D(ix + t−1∂x),

∂xUΨF
−1 = ∂xMΨM

−1U0F
−1

= MΨM
−1

{
∂x + i(∂xΨ− t−1x)

}
U0F

−1

= UΨF
−1ix+ i(∂xΨ− t−1x)UΨF

−1.

�

Lemma 3.2. Let u+ ∈ H0,1 ∩H1,σ with some σ > 1/2. Then, for t ≥ 2,

‖|up(t)|2v(t)‖1 + ‖up(t)2v(t)‖1 ≤ Ct−1‖û+‖L∞‖v(t)‖1, (3.6)

‖G(v(t), up(t))‖1 ≤ C
(
t−1/2‖v(t)‖21 + ‖v(t)‖31

)
, (3.7)

with some constant C = C(‖〈x〉û+‖σ, ‖û+‖1) > 0.

Proof. For the first estimate (3.6), it is enough to deal with u2pv, the proof for |up|2v being even

simpler. Recall that up = MΨDwp. Since ‖up‖L∞ = ‖D(t)wp‖L∞ ≤ t−1/2‖û+‖L∞ , we have

‖u2pv‖ ≤ ‖up‖2L∞‖v‖ . t−1‖û+‖2L∞‖v‖.
We next calculate by using the previous lemma that

∂x(u
2
pv) = 2up(∂xup)v + u2p∂xv = 2upv

{
MΨD(ix + t−1∂x)wp + r1Dwp

}
+ u2p∂xv,

where ∂xwp is of the form

∂xwp = −2iλ(log t)Re(û+∂xû+)wp + e−iλ(log t)|û+|2∂xû+

from which we know

‖D∂xwp‖ = ‖∂xwp‖ . log t(1 + ‖û+‖2L∞)‖∂xû+‖.
Therefore

‖∂x(u2pv)‖ . ‖up‖L∞‖v‖‖Dxwp‖L∞ + t−1‖up‖L∞‖v‖L∞‖D∂xwp‖
+ t−ρ′

L‖up‖L∞‖v‖‖Dwp‖L∞ + ‖up‖2L∞‖v‖1
. t−3/2‖û+‖L∞‖xû+‖L∞‖v‖ + t−3/2 log t‖û+‖L∞(1 + ‖û+‖2L∞)‖∂xû+‖‖v‖1
+ t−1−ρ′

L‖û+‖2L∞‖v‖+ t−1‖û+‖2L∞‖v‖1
≤ Ct−1‖û+‖L∞‖v‖1

with some C = C(‖〈x〉û+‖σ, ‖û+‖1) > 0, and (3.6) follows. For (3.7), recalling that

G(v, up) = 2λRe[vup]v + λ|v|2up + λ|v|2v
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we similarly obtain

‖G(v, up)‖ ≤ 3|λ|‖up‖L∞‖v‖L∞‖v‖ + |λ|‖v‖2L∞‖v‖ . t−1/2‖û+‖L∞‖v‖21 + ‖v‖31.

Since

∂x(upv
2) = v2

{
MΨD(ix+ t−1∂x)wp + r1Dwp

}
+ 2upv∂xv,

a similar argument as above also shows

‖∂x(upv2)‖ . ‖v‖L∞‖v‖‖Dxwp‖L∞ + t−1‖v‖2L∞‖D∂xwp‖+ t−ρ′
L‖v‖L∞‖v‖‖Dwp‖L∞

+ ‖up‖L∞‖v‖L∞‖∂xv‖
≤ Ct−1/2‖v‖21

and similarly

‖∂x(up|v|2)‖ ≤ Ct−1/2‖v‖21
with some C = C(‖〈x〉û+‖σ, ‖û+‖1) > 0. Hence

‖∂xG(v, up)‖ . t−1/2‖v‖21 + ‖v‖31

and (3.7) follows. �

Lemma 3.3. Suppose 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1 and u+ ∈ H1,2δ ∩H0,1. Then, for t > 2,

‖E1(t)‖1 + t‖E2(t)‖1 . t−min{δ,ρ′
L
}(log t)2.

Proof. By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3 and the unitarity of MΨ(t)D(t),

‖E1‖+ t‖E2‖ ≤ C(‖û+‖2δ)t−δ(log t)2.

It follows from Lemmas 2.1, 2.3 and 3.1 that

‖∂xE1‖ . ‖(ix+ t−1∂x)(1 − χ)Rwp‖+ t−ρ′
L‖Rwp‖

. ‖xRwp‖+ t−1‖Rwp‖1 + (t−ρ′
L + t−1)‖Rwp‖

. t−δ‖xwp‖2δ + t−1‖wp‖1 + t−ρ′
L‖wp‖

≤ Ct−min{δ,ρ′
L
}(log t)2

with some C = C(‖〈x〉û+‖2δ, ‖û+‖1) > 0. Similarly,

t‖∂xE2(t)‖ . ‖(ix+ t−1∂x)(1 − χ)RF (wp)‖+ t−ρ′
L‖RF (wp)‖

≤ Ct−min{δ,ρ′
L
}(log t)2

and the desired bound follows. �

Lemma 3.4. There exists T2 depending on V C such that, for any u+ ∈ H1,1(R),

‖E3(t)‖1 . t−min{1+ρ′
L
,ρS} log t, t > T2.

Proof. Recalling that V C is compactly supported and χt(x) = 1 if |x| ≤ c0t/4, we take T2 so

large that (1 − χt)V
C ≡ 0 for t > T2. It follows from direct calculations (see [18, Lemma 4.4]
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and its proof) that E3 is decomposed into four parts as E3 = I1 + I2 + I3 + I4, where

I1 = −i(1 − χt)MΨ(t)AΨ(t)D(t)FM(t)F−1wp,

I2 = −
{
i

t

(
∂xΨ− x

t

)
(χ′)t +

1

2t2
(χ′′)t

}
UΨ(t)F

−1wp,

I3 = − 1

t2
(χ′)t∂xUΨ(t)F

−1wp,

I4 = (1− χt)(V
S + V C)UΨ(t)F

−1wp = (1− χt)V
SUΨ(t)F

−1wp,

where (χ′)t(x) = χ′(x/t), (χ′′)t(x) = χ′′(x/t) and

AΨ(t) =
(
∂xΨ− x

t

)
∂x +

1

2

(
∂2
xΨ− 1

t

)
.

For short, we set a1 = ∂xΨ− t−1x and a2 = (∂2
xΨ− t−1)/2. Then I1 is of the form

I1 = −i(1− χt)MΨ(a1∂x + a2)DFMF
−1wp = −i(1− χt)(a1UΨF

−1t−1∂x + a2UΨF
−1)wp.

Since UΨF
−1 is unitary on L2(R), we obtain by using Proposition 1.1 that

‖I1‖ . t−1−ρ′
L(‖∂xwp‖+ ‖wp‖) ≤ C(‖û+‖1)t−1−ρ′

L log t.

To estimate ∂xI1, we use Lemma 3.1 to calculate

i∂xI1 = −t−1χ′
t(a1UΨF

−1t−1∂x + a2UΨF
−1)wp

+ (1− χt){(∂xa1) + a1r2}UΨF
−1t−1∂xwp + {(∂xa2) + a2r2}UΨF

−1wp

+ a1UΨF
−1ixt−1∂xwp + a2UΨF

−1ixwp,

which, combined with Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 1.1, implies

‖∂xI1‖ . t−2−ρ′
L‖wp‖+ t−min{2+ρ′

L
,1+2ρ′

L
}‖∂xwp‖+ t−1−ρ′

L(‖wp‖+ ‖x∂xwp‖+ ‖xwp‖)
≤ C(‖〈x〉û+‖1)t−1−ρ′

L log t.

Hence,

‖I1‖1 ≤ C(‖〈x〉û+‖1)t−1−ρ′
L log t. (3.8)

Similarly, Lemmas 2.3 and 3.1 and Proposition 1.1 yield

‖I2‖1 . (t−1−ρ′
L + t−2)‖〈x〉wp‖ ≤ C(‖〈x〉û+‖)t−1−ρ′

L , (3.9)

‖I3‖1 . t−2‖〈x〉wp‖ ≤ C(‖〈x〉û+‖)t−2, (3.10)

and, with Assumption A,

‖I4‖1 .
(
‖(1− χt)V

S‖L∞ + ‖(1 − χt)∂xV
S‖L∞ + t−1‖(χ′)tV

S‖L∞

)
‖〈x〉wp‖

≤ C(‖〈x〉û+‖)t−ρS . (3.11)

The desired bound now follows from (3.8)–(3.11). �

We are now in a position to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall that ‖f‖X = supt≥T tδ(log t)−b‖f‖1. Let δ, b be as in Theorem

1.2, δ < ρ′L < ρL, T > max{T1, T2} and v ∈ X. Then

‖v(t)‖1 ≤ t−δ(log t)bR
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for t ≥ T . It thus follows from lemmas 3.2–3.4 and (3.5) that

‖Φ[v](t)‖1 . t−δ(log t)2 +

∫ ∞

t

(
s−1−δ(log s)b‖û+‖L∞R+ s−1/2−2δ(log s)2bR2

+ s−3δ(log s)3bR3 + s−1−δ0(log s)2 + s−1−δ0
)
ds

. t−δ(log t)2 + t−δ(log t)b‖û+‖L∞R+ t1/2−2δ(log t)2bR2 + t1−3δ(log t)3bR3.

This estimate implies

‖Φ[v]‖X . (log T )2−b + ‖û+‖L∞R+ T 1/2−δ(log T )bR2 + T 1−2δ(log T )2bR3. (3.12)

Similarly, if v1, v2 ∈ X, then

‖vj(t)‖1 ≤ t−δ(log t)bR, ‖v1(t)− v2(t)‖1 ≤ t−δ(log t)b‖v1 − v2‖X ,

for t ≥ T and j = 1, 2. Since G(v1, up)−G(v2, up) is of the form

2λ(Re(v1up)v1 − Re(v2up)v2) + λ(|v1|2 − |v2|2)up + λ(|v1|2v1 − |v2|2v2),
we have

‖G(v1(t), up(t))−G(v2(t), up(t))‖1
. ‖up(t)‖L∞ (‖v1(t)‖1 + ‖v2(t)‖1) ‖v1(t)− v2(t)‖1 +

(
‖v1(t)‖21 + ‖v2(t)‖21

)
‖v1(t)− v2(t)‖1

.
(
t−1/2−2δ(log t)2bR+ t−3b(log t)3bR2

)
‖v1 − v2‖X

Plugging this bound into the difference Φ[v1](t)− Φ1[v2](t), which is of the form

i

∫ ∞

t
e−i(t−s)H

(
2λ|up|2(v1 − v2) + λu2p(v1 − v2) +G(v1, up)−G(v2, up)

)
(s)ds,

implies

‖Φ[v1](t)− Φ[v2](t)‖1

.

∫ ∞

t

(
s−1−δ(log s)b‖û+‖L∞ + s−1/2−2δ(log s)2bR+ s−3b(log s)3bR2

)
‖v1 − v2‖Xds

.
(
‖û+‖L∞t−1(log t)b + t1/2−2δ(log t)2bR+ t1−3δ(log T )3bR2

)
‖v1 − v2‖X

and hence

‖Φ[v1]− Φ[v2]‖X .
(
‖û+‖L∞ + T 1/2−δ(log T )bR+ T 1−2δ(log T )2bR2

)
‖v1 − v2‖X . (3.13)

It follows from (3.12) and (3.13) that for any R > 0, there exist ε > 0 and T0 > max{T1, T2}
such that if ‖û+‖L∞ < ε and T > T0, then Φ[v] is a contraction on X(δ, b, T,R). Therefore, we

obtain a unique solution u ∈ C([T,∞);H1(R)) to (3.3).

Next, by the completely same argument as that in the proof of [18, Lemma 2.1], we find that

u satisfies the usual Duhamel formula:

u(t) = e−i(t−T )Hu(T )− i

∫ t

T
e−i(t−s)HF (u(s))ds, t ≥ T. (3.14)

Hence, u is (by definition) the H1-solution to (1.1) subjected to the condition (1.6).

Finally, it is well-known that the Cauchy problem for (1.1) is globally well-posed in H1(R).

Indeed, since Assumption A implies V = V S+V L+V C with V S+V L ∈ L∞(R) and V C ∈ Lp(R)

for all 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, e−itH satisfies the local-in-time Strichartz estimates

‖e−itHf‖Lp([−t0,t0];Lq(R)) ≤ C‖f‖, t0 > 0, 1/p = 1/2 − 1/q, 2 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞,
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with some C depending on t0 (see Yajima [31, Corollary 1.2]). Moreover, the cubic nonlinearity

|u|2u is energy subcritical in one space dimension. Therefore, the standard argument for the case

without potentials (see e.g. Ginibre–Velo [9]) also works well for (1.1). Namely, by using the

above local-in-time Strichartz estimates, one can show the local well-posedness for (1.1) inH1(R)

with the maximal existence time depending only on the H1-norm of the initial datum u(T ).

Moreover, the mass ‖u‖2 and the energy E(u) = ‖∇u‖2/2 + 〈V u, u〉 + λ‖u‖4L4/4 are conserved

by the flow of (1.1) and satisfies E(u(t)) + C‖u(t)‖2 ∼ ‖u(T )‖21 with some C > 0 independent

of t which, together with the local well-posedness, leads the global well-posedness in H1(R). As

a consequence, one can extend the above solution u ∈ C([T,∞);H1(R)) backward in time by

solving the Cauchy problem with the initial datum u(T ), obtaining u ∈ C(R;H1(R)). �

Appendix A. The proof of Proposition 1.1

Here we prove Proposition 1.1. As already mentioned, the proof is almost identical to that of

[18, Proposition 3.1]. Hence we give an outline of the proof only, and refer to [18, Proposition

3.1] for more details. The proof is based on the method bicharacteristic. As a first step, we

consider the Hamilton equations

∂tZ(t, ξ) = Ξ(t, ξ), ∂tΞ(t, ξ) = −(∂xVT1
)(t, Z(t, ξ)), t ≥ 0, (A.1)

with the condition

Z(0, ξ) = 0, lim
t→∞

Ξ(t, ξ) = ξ. (A.2)

Given ξ ∈ R, there exists a unique solution (Z(t),Ξ(t)) to (A.1)–(A.2) satisfying

|∂k
ξ (Z(t, ξ)− tξ)| . θ(t), |∂k

ξ (Ξ(t, ξ)− ξ)| . (t+ T1)
−ρL , (A.3)

for k = 0, 1, 2, where

θ(t) =

{
〈t〉 (t+ T1)

−ρL if ρL < 1,

log(tT−1
1 + 2) if ρL = 1.

To prove this, we observe that the problem (A.1)–(A.2) is equivalent to




Z(t, ξ) = tξ +

∫ ∞

0
min{t, s}(∂xVT1

)(s, Z(s, ξ))ds,

Ξ(t, ξ) = ξ +

∫ ∞

t
(∂xVT1

)(s, Z(s, ξ))ds.

(A.4)

Then the solution (Z,Ξ) can be constructed by showing that the map from Z(t) to the RHS of

the first equation of (A.4) is a contraction on the complete metric space

Z = {Z ∈ C1([0,∞);C2(R)) | ‖Z‖Z ≤ M},

‖Z‖Z = sup
ξ∈R

sup
t≥0

1

θ(t)

∑

0≤k≤2

|∂k
ξ (Z(t)− tξ)|, dZ(Z1, Z2) = ‖Z1 − Z2‖Z

with some M > 0 independent of T1 and ξ. Next, for sufficiently large T1 > and all t ≥ 0, we

let ξ 7→ η(t, ξ) be the inverse of ξ 7→ Ξ(t, ξ) and define S(t, ξ) := ϕ(t, η(t, ξ)) where

ϕ(t, ξ) =

∫ t

0

(
1

2
|Ξ(τ, ξ)|2 + VT1

(τ, Z(τ, ξ)) + Z(τ, ξ) · (∂tΞ)(τ, ξ)
)
dτ.
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By calculating ∂ξS(t, ξ) and ∂t[S(t,Ξ(t, ξ))], and using (A.1), one finds that S(t, ξ) satisfies




∂tS(t, ξ) =
1

2
|ξ|2 + VT1

(t,∇ξS(t, ξ)),

∂ξS(t, ξ) = Z(t, η(t, ξ)),

|∂k
ξ (∂ξS(t, ξ)− tξ)| . θ̃(t), k = 0, 1, 2.

where

θ̃(t) =

{
t(t+ T1)

−ρL if ρL < 1,

log(tT−1
1 + 1) if ρL = 1.

Then the map R ∋ ξ 7→ t−1∂ξS(t, ξ) is diffeomorphic and its inverse Θ̃(t, ξ) satisfies

∂ξS(t, Θ̃(t, ξ)) = tξ.

Define, for x ∈ R and t > 0,

Θ(t, x) = Θ̃(t, x/t), Ψ(t, x) = xΘ(t, x)− S(t,Θ(t, x)).

It follows by plugging ξ = Θ(t, x) into the above estimates for S(t, ξ) that

|∂k
x(Θ(t, x)− t−1x)| . t−k−1θ̃(t), t > 0, x ∈ R, (A.5)

for k = 0, 1, 2. Moreover, Ψ satisfies ∂xΨ(t, x) = Θ(t, x) and hence

∂tΨ = −(∂tS)(t,Θ) =
1

2
|Θ|2 − VT1

(t, (∂xS)(t,Θ)) = −1

2
|∂xΨ|2 − VT1

(t, x).

Finally (1.4) follows from (A.5). This completes the proof of Proposition 1.1.
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