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MODIFIED SCATTERING FOR THE CUBIC NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER
EQUATION WITH LONG-RANGE POTENTIALS IN ONE SPACE
DIMENSION

MASAKI KAWAMOTO AND HARUYA MIZUTANI

ABSTRACT. We consider the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger 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
Schrodinger 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 Schrédinger operators may have negative eigenvalues.

1. INTRODUCTION

The present paper is concerned with the scattering problem for the following cubic nonlinear
Schrodinger equation (NLS) with a linear potential in one space dimension:

i0wu — Hyu —Vu=F(u), xzeR, teR, (1.1)

where u = u(t,z) is a C-valued unknown function, F(u) = Au|?u with A € R, and Hy + V is
the Schrodinger operator with a real-valued potential V:
Hoe 2% Vv RoR
=——— =V(z): .
0 2 dx?’

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 uy(t,z), we
construct a unique global solution u € C(R; H'(R)) to (1.1) which scatters to u, as t — oo:

i ([u(t) — up ()| vy = 0,

t—o00

where H*(R) denotes the L2-Sobolev space of order s. Here the term “modified” means that
the asymptotic profile u;, has an additional correction term compared with the leading term of
the free solution e~#0y  depending both on F(u) and on the long-range part of V (see (1.5)
for the definition of uy). 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 = VS + VI 4+ VC with real-valued functions VS, V¥, V€ satisfying following:
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e Short-range part: VS € C'(R) and there exists pg > 3/2 such that, for any k = 0, 1,

d*

V@] 5 @

e Long-range part: VI € C3(R) and there exists p, > 1/2 such that, for any k = 0,1, 2, 3,

dk

Tk < )y R,

Vi(z)

e Compactly supported singular part: VC € L2(R) and V° is compactly supported.
Under Assumption A, V is infinitesimally Hgp-bounded, that is, for any € > 0 there exists
C: > 0 such that
IV fllize < elHofllze + Cellfllzs f € HA(R).
In particular, H := Hy + V with domain D(H) = H?(R) is self-adjoint on L?(R) by the Kato—

Rellich theorem, and generates the associated unitary group e~ on L?(R). A typical example
of V' we have in mind is of the form

V(z) = Z{z)"" +VC(x)

with some p > 1/2 and Z # 0. When Z < 0, it is well known that H has negative eigenvalues.
We next introduce the asymptotic profile u,. Let ¢y > 0 and x € C§°(R) be such that
0<x<1, x(z)=1for |z| < cy/4 and x(z) = 0 for |z| > cy/3. Define an effective potential

VTl(t,w):VL(m){l—X< 2 >} (1.2)

t+ 14

where T7 > 1 is a large constant specified in Proposition 1.1 below. It is easily seen that

o Vi, =VVift >0 and |z| > ¢t +T1)/4;
o Vp, € C™(]0,00); C3(R)) and |08V (¢, 2)| < Colt) P27 on [0,00) x R.

Proposition 1.1. Let ¢g > 0. Then, for sufficiently large T1 > 0, one can construct a global
solution ¥ € C([1,00) x R) N C([1,00); C3(R)) to the Hamilton—Jacobi equation

1
-0 (t,z) = §|8x\11(t,x)|2 + Vp, (t,x) (1.3)
such that, for k=1,2,3 andt > 1,
2 t 1—prL—k . 1
2t /|| oo (m) (t) "log(tTy " +1) if pr,=1.

In particular, for any p}, < pr,,

‘ o <\I’(t,x) - ;—i>

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

<pltthoe>1, k=1,2,3.

~

L>o(R)

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. O
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Using the function ¥(t, x), we define up, by
up(t,2) = My (BD(E)wp(t, ) = (it) V2 e NG E/OP BT (), (15)
where u4 (z) is a given function (often called the scattering datum) and
wy(t, ) = e—iklﬁ(ﬂc)lﬂog\tlﬁ@)’
D(t)f(x) = (it) "2 f(x/t),
M (1) [ (2) = e f (),

. 1 A
) =Ff(z) = — [ e @Ef(E)dE.
fla) = 71 (@) = <= [ e serae
We here recall that the leading term of the free solution e~#Hoqy, satisfies
e tHoy . = M(t)D(t)ay + o(1)
in L2 as t — oo, where M(¢)f(z) = €7’/ f(z) and the phase function ¥y = |z|2/(2t)
solves the free Hamilton—Jacobi equation —0;¥g = %|8x\110|2. Thus, compared with this free
profile M(¢)D(t)uy, up has the additional phase correction terms emiN@x(@/D)*log |t] gpq (i(¥—T0)
depending on F(u) and VT, respectively.
Let H*"(R) be the weighted L?-Sobolev space defined by
H*(R) = {f € S'(R) | [|f]|zzsr < o0},
[ fllsr = [102)* ()" fll 2wy = IKE)°F()" flll L2(w)
where (r) = \/1+ |z[2. Note that H*(R) = H*°(R). We now state the result.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that V' satisfies Assumption A. Let c¢g > 0 and Ty in Proposition 1.1 be
fizxed. Let b > 2 and § <1 be such that

1
5 < 0 < min{pr,, ps — 1}.

Then, for any u, € HY?(R) with sufficiently small |5 ||p~ and suppay C {|£] > co}, there
exists a unique solution u € C(R; H'(R)) to (1.1) satisfying the prescribed asymptotic condition:

lu(t) = up )l gy S t°(log )", t — oo, (1.6)

Remark 1.3. Since |[up(t)|ze < [t|7V/?||@s| Lo, the solution u also enjoys the same L>-decay
estimate as for the free solution e~®oy_ by the Sobolev embedding:

()| oo my StTY2, t— oo
The modified scattering for the standard NLS
iOu— Hou = Mu[*%u, zeRY teR, AeR, d=1,23, (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 (z)V € LY(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:

idu — Hyu — Vu = Nu*%u, zeRY teR, 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~ 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~ 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~ "H by its absolutely continuous part e~® P, (H) with the projection P,.(H) onto the abso-
lutely continuous spectral subspace of H. However, our previous argument does not work with
e”"H P, (H) instead of e~ . Moreover, the validity of global-in-time Strichartz estimates for
e~ "H P, (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=®  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 Schrodinger 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. A <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 suppuy C {|¢| > ¢o} with some ¢y > 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 A = 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 V, replaced by V" to assume without loss of generality that
uy € C§°(R\{0}). On the other hand, such a reduction is impossible for (1.1) due to the presence
of the phase correction e~ @+ (/ O loglt] i the formula of up, since for two difference scattering

7i>“ﬁ(m/t)‘210g‘t| — eiiMa(x/t)P 10g|t‘ may glow as t — 0.

data uy and v4, the difference e
(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 H*(RY) with d/2 < s < 1+ d/2 due to the low regularity of F(u). In
our argument, we use an explicit formula of 9;My (t)D(t) (see Lemma 3.1 below), while it is
difficult to obtain explicit formulas of non-local operators |V, |* Mg (¢)D(t) and (V) My (¢)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) ' M(t) "1 f|| s instead of || f||zs, or equivalently, to deal with D(t)~!M(t)"'u
—itHg (

in H? instead of w in H?®. This is possible since, by virtue of the explicit formula of e see
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(2.1)), one has D(t) " M(t) " Le HoM () D(t) = o/t and ||/t f||gs = || f|lzrs- Tt seems to be
however impossible to obtain such nice properties for D(¢) ™My () ~Le H My (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

1A= 1oy Flls = 1f 1] @)-
Let Up(t) = e #Ho be the free Schrédinger group, which satisfies the Dollard decomposition
Up()F 1 =M@ DB)IM)T ! = M(#)D(t) + M) D(t)R(t), (2.1)
where D(t) and M(t) have been defined in the introduction, and
R(t) = FM(t) — 1)F L.

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 < p < oo. Then

1D flle = [E]722) fll, £ #0. (22)

Moreover, for0 < §<1,s€R andt#0,
IR Flls S 170N lls2s, (2.3)
l2R@) Il S 1t~z fllas + £ £ 11 (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

0

2 2

. T x
sin — —
4t t
for 0 < § <1, and R(t) commutes with (9,)°. Finally, we have

aR(t) = F{M — 1)(—i0) +t ' METF ! = Ra + it 1FMTF 19,

and (2.4) follows. O

|ei|$|2/(2t) —1]=2

S

Lemma 2.2. For all zy, 21 € C,
F(z1) = F(20) + 2\ |20]?(21 — 20) + M22(21 — 20) + G(21 — 20, 20),
where G(z,20) = 2ARe[z20]z + A|z[220 + A|2|%2.

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

f(z1) = f(20) + (21 — 20) /01 0:.f(z0)d0 + M/Ol 0z (z9)d0,
to f(z) = A|z|?z, where zp = 20 + 0(21 — 20). O
To estimate the H*-norm of the terms wy, and F(wp) defined in (1.5), we use the following
Lemma 2.3. Let 1/2 < s < 3. Then, for allt > 2,
lwp(®)lls < (log ) A+ a3 I52T), [IF(wp(®)s S (logt) (1 + faz J3204T),

where [s] = min{m € Z | m > s} denotes the smallest integer greater than or equal to s.



6 MASAKI KAWAMOTO AND HARUYA MIZUTANI

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 05w, and 05 F(wy).

Suppose 2 < s < 3 and define [ := iu(d,u) + iu(dyu). Then
e~ 2 (e ) = 12w + 21(8,u) + (%) + (01
Hence for 0 < s/ = s — 2 < 1, it is enough to deal with
[ Pully, e 1@l e @uT)ul
By [18, Lemma B.1], the above three terms can be estimated as
A+ DI Pully, (1 + BTGl (1 + [l @Dl
By the sharp fractional Leibniz (see, e.g., Theorem 1 of Grafakos-Oh [11])
1€0:) (F 122 S 1K@e)* Fllzos I glzon + 1102} gll o | fll oz
where 1/p; +1/q; =1 and 1 < p1,p2,q1, g2 < 00, and the Sobolev embedding, we have
1720ll,, S 122l llly + 1P ol S Il Sl
1@uw)lly S MllzeellOzully + Iy 0zullzee S 11 llull2 < Jlul3,
@Dyl S @Dl zoe + 1@ D] (D2} ulloe
< (1@Zuyully + 10su)? [l ) lullzoe + 1l ull1s
< (lullsllulloe + llull2|@zu)llzee + s 1(Ou)zo) llully + ul3

< 2,
and hence
e ulls < (U ullF2), (e Rl S 1+ [ul 320,
By taking u = |Alog t|%zﬁ, we obtain the desired estimates. O

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 My (t) = ¢™??) | we define the linear modified free propagator associated with (1.1) by

Uy (t) = My () D) TM(L). (3.1)

Let x € C§°(R) be given in the definition of Vp; (see (1.2) above) and x¢(x) = x(z/t). In what
follows, we often omit the variables ¢,z to write Uy = Uy () and so on for short. Since

UpT ' =MgD +MgDR, R=FM-1)F
the asymptotic profile u, = MyDwy, is decomposed as
up = (1 — xt)MyDwp, + x:MyDw, = (1 — x)Ug T wy, — (1 — xt) My DRw,,

where we have used the support properties supp x C {|z| < ¢p/2} and suppay C {|z| > ¢} to
obtain that x(x)wp(t, z) = e~iM@(@)*log ty ()77 () = 0 and hence

XM (1D (0w (1) = M (£)D(t)xa (1) = 0.
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Since w), solves
10wy, = tilF(wp), t#£0, x € R, (3.2)
we have
e g™ (1 — ) Up T twp, = t (1 — x))Ug T F(wyp) + e [0y, ™ (1 — x) Ug Ty,
where [A, B] = AB — BA denotes the commutator. The term ¢t Uy F 1 F(w,) is written as
t T UGT 1P (wp) = t "My DF(D MGt vp) + ¢ My DRF (wy)
= F(vp) + flMW@RF(wP),
which, together with the fact t~1x;MyDF(wy,) = t 1My Dy F(w,) vanishes identically, implies
t7 (1 = x)UsT ' Fwp) = t 711 — x) Mg DF (wp) + (1 — i) My DRE (wy)
= F(up) +t " MygD(1 — x)RF (wp).

For short, we set v = u — up, and

By(t) = My (D)1 — )Ry (?)

Es(t) = —t My (t)D(t)(1 = X)R()F (wp(2)),

E3(t) = —e iy, " (1 — x4 ) Ug ()T wp(t).
It follows from the above computations, the NLS (1.1) and Lemma 2.2 that

v—FE =u—u, — E; :u—(l—xt)U\yff_lwp
and that

(i0y — H)(v — By1) = F(u) — e ™9, (1 — x)Ug T~ awy,
= F(u) — F(up) + E2 + E3
= 2A|up|*v + AuZT + G(v,up) + B2 + Ej.

This equation with the asymptotic condition ||v|| — 0 as t — oo leads the integral equation

v(t) = Ei(t) + z/ e~ it=s)H (2\up|?v + )\ufﬁ + G(v,up) + By + E3)(s)ds. (3.3)
t

3.2. Energy estimates. Given §,b, R > 0,T > 2, we define a complete metric space X by
X = X(6,0,T,R) :=={f € C([T,00); H'(R)) | [If]x < R},
1fllx = f;llT)té(logt)fbeHla dx(f,9) =IIf —glx-

We let ®[v](t) be the RHS of (3.3) and shall show that v +— ®[v] is a contraction on X for
sufficiently large T'. Since D(H) = H?(R), e~ leaves H'(R) invariant, satisfying

e ™ flly S ICHYY2e M £l = (1CED)Y2 1) S 1 £ (3.4)
with implicit constants independent of ¢. Hence

[2[]@®)]1 < 1B @)1 + [o (upPolls + [[up@lls + G (v, up)lls + [ Balls + [E3]l) (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. Fort > 0, we have
0u My (1) = My (8) (it L2 + 0,) + r1(t),
0 My ()D(t) = My (8)D(t) (iz + ¢~ 8;) + 71 (1) D(t),
0. Ug()F ™1 = Uy ()T iz + ro(t)Ug ()T L.
with some multiplication operators rj(t) by r;(t, x) satisfying |r;(t,z)| S L,
Proof. The lemma follows from Proposition 1.1 and the following three formulas
My = My (it 'z + 9;) +iMy (9, — t'z),
(it a4+ 0,)D = D(ix +t~19,),
O, UgF ! = 0, My MU T
= MgM {0, +i(0,¥ —t '2)} UgF !
= UgT iz +i(0,¥ — t 1a)Ug T L.

Lemma 3.2. Let uy € H%' N HY with some o > 1/2. Then, fort > 2,
up @) o)l + [[up®)?o@)|h < CE g [ zes o)1,
|G, up@)h < € (2o + @),
with some constant C = C(||{(x)uy|s, [[ut|1) > 0.

Proof. For the first estimate (3.6), it is enough to deal with u?ﬁ, the proof for |u,|?v being

V2@ || g, we have

simpler. Recall that u, = MygDwy,. Since ||up|| e = [|D(t)wp|lpe <t~
lupoll < NluplFoe ol S t™H1@E 7o [10]l-
We next calculate by using the previous lemma that
(9x(u12ﬁ) = 2up (Opup)V + u%@ = 2up v { My D(iz + t710, )wp + r1Dwy } + ugﬂ,
where 0wy, is of the form
Opwp = —2iA(log t) Re(uydput )wp + e~ Mogt)lar g
from which we know
1D, wpll = [0utwpl] S Vog (1 + |5 3|0

Therefore

102 (ug) || S Nupll o< 0]l | Dzwp|l oo+t faup || poo [0l £oe [| DO wy |

+ 7P Jup | oo [0 | Dwp| oo + [up | Zoe lv]l1

S log tay |l (14 [[a3 [Foe) 05w 0]

St | e e | oo ol + ¢
+ 7 AT [0l + ¢ @ oo ol
< CtH[ax [z [lv]ls
with some C = C(|[{(x)ut |5, |ug|[1) > 0, and (3.6) follows. For (3.7), recalling that

G(v,up) = 2ARe[vup|v + Av[*up, + Avf*v

(3.6)
(3.7)

even
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we similarly obtain
1G (v, up) || < 3l | 2= [0 oo [ol] + [AollFoe o]l S ¢ 1@ e [0} + o3

Since
9 (upv?) = v* {MyD(iz + ¢t~ 0, )wp + 11 Dwp } + 2upvd,v,

a similar argument as above also shows

_ !
102 (upv®) | S 0]l oo [lolll| Dawp | oo + 7 [vl|F o0 | DOz wy || + ¢ [0]| oo [J0]| [ Dwp | o
+ [lupllzoe vl oo (| Oz v
< Ot~ 2||olf}

and similarly
10z (up|o*)[| < CE2 0]
with some C' = C(|[{(x)ut]s, |ux|l1) > 0. Hence
10:G (0, up) | S ¢ [l0]1F + |lv]}
and (3.7) follows. O
Lemma 3.3. Suppose 0 <6 <1 and uy € H"* N H%'. Then, fort > 2,
1B (8)[l + [ Ba(t)[1 S ¢~ ™04} (log 1),

Proof. By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3 and the unitarity of My (¢)D(¢),

1EL| + tl| B2 || < C([laz]|25)¢° (log t)*.
It follows from Lemmas 2.1, 2.3 and 3.1 that

10: Brl S [l + 71 0,) (1 = x)Rwp | + ¢ 75 | R |

S llaRuwp|| 4+ 7 [ Rewp 1 + (771 + 71| Ruwy |

S0 |lwwpllas + ¢ w1 + ¢ flup |

< ot~ in{drL} (log ¢)2
with some C' = C(|[{(x)u |25, |us|l1) > 0. Similarly,

£0: Ba(6)| S [[(i + 7 0,)(1 = X)RF (wp) || + 7L | RE (wy)|

< ot~ ™indorLt (Jog £)?
and the desired bound follows. 0
Lemma 3.4. There exists Ty depending on VC such that, for any uy € HY(R),

| B ()] < t—minlitenestiogt, ¢ > T,

Proof. Recalling that VC is compactly supported and x;(z) = 1 if |z| < cot/4, we take T so
large that (1 — x;)V® = 0 for t > Ty. Tt follows from direct calculations (see [18, Lemma 4.4]



10 MASAKI KAWAMOTO AND HARUYA MIZUTANI

and its proof) that F3 is decomposed into four parts as Es5 = I + Iy + I3 + I, where
I = —i(1 — x) Mg () Ag (&) D) TM()F~ Lw,,

_ E 7z / L 1 1
I, = {t <3x‘1’ t)(X )t+2t2(X )t}U\I/(t)rJr Wp,
1 _
I3 = —t—z(x’)tamU\p(t)’f Lwp,

L= (1= xe) (VS + VO Ug(£)Fwp, = (1= x0) VU ()F

where (X')i(z) = X'(z/t), (x"):(x) = X"(x/t) and

1 1
Ag(t) = (ax\p ~ %) O+ 5 (ang ~ ¥>.

For short, we set a; = 0, ¥ — t~ 'z and ay = (02 — ¢t~1)/2. Then I is of the form
I = —i(1 — x¢y) My (a10, + ag)ﬂffﬂ\/[ff"_lwp =—i(1— Xt)(alU\pff_lt_lam + aquff—l)wp.
Since UgF~! is unitary on L?(R), we obtain by using Proposition 1.1 that
Il St (9w + ) < CIET )7 log.
To estimate 0,11, we use Lemma 3.1 to calculate
10,11 = —t X} (a UgF 1710, + agU\pff"_l)wp
+ (1 = x){(0za1) + arra} U F 17 00w, + {(0pa2) + agra}Us T,
+ alU\pﬁ"_lixt_lﬁxwp + agU\p’f—lixwp,
which, combined with Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 1.1, implies
10Ty | S £2 7 ] 4+ £ A2 0, | 4+ £ (] + 20w, ) + )

< O(|[(x)az[l)e ™" logt.

Hence,
Il < C(lw)az )" log t. (3.8)
Similarly, Lemmas 2.3 and 3.1 and Proposition 1.1 yield
T2l S (A +672) [(2)wp | < C(|[()az e, (3.9)
sl S 21 (@hwp | < Cl@)az |2, (3.10)

and, with Assumption A,
Hallt S (I = xe)VEllzoe + (1 = x)0eV [z + ¢ HI(X )V |20 [[{hwp |
< C(Ix)uy[)e=rs. (3.11)
The desired bound now follows from (3.8)—(3.11). O

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

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall that || f||x = sup,>7t°(logt)~°||f]1. Let 6,b be as in Theorem
1.2, 8 < p, < pr, T > max{T1,T>} and v € X. Then

lo(®)lly < t~°(log t)°R
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for t > T. Tt thus follows from lemmas 3.2-3.4 and (3.5) that

TR ) B O L PO e (i s

+ 573 (log ) R + s717% (log 5)? + silf‘sO)ds
<t (logt)? + t 0 (log t)°||iy || R + t1/27 2 (log t)* R? + 173 (log t)** R®.
This estimate implies
1B[0]llx S (g T)>~ + |5 1~ R+ TV2 0 (log TY'R? + TV ¥ (log TY? RS, (3.12)
Similarly, if v1,vs € X, then
lo; (D)l < t°(log )R, [lvr(t) = va(t)]ls < t°(log t)"||v1 — v x,
for t > T and j = 1,2. Since G(v1,up) — G(vz,up) is of the form
2A\(Re(v1up)v1 — Re(vaup)v) + A[o1|* = v2[*)up + A(jor|*o1 — |va[*v2),
we have
1G(01(2), up(t)) — G(v2(t), up(t))[l1
S @) lzee (o (@)l + o2 (@110 o1 (8) = v2() [l + (lor@OIF + o)) [lr () = v2(t)]1
< (fl/H(S (log ) R + t 3 (log t)3bR2) lor — vallx

Plugging this bound into the difference ®[v1](t) — ®1[v2](t), which is of the form

Z/ o—ilt=s)H <2)\|up|2(v1 —vg) + )\u%(vl —vg) + G(vy,up) — G(vg,up)> (s)ds,
t

implies
[@o1](£) — @[v2] ()12

< / (57" og )" [ |10~ + s~/2 2 (log )R + s~ (log 5)" R?) [uy — va]|xds
t

S (I it~ (Qog )" + /272 (log ) R + 7% (log T)* B [[oy — v x
and hence
[@fn] = @fvalllx S (1Tl + T2 (10g T)P R + T2 (10g T} R?) |[vy — vallx.  (3.13)

It follows from (3.12) and (3.13) that for any R > 0, there exist ¢ > 0 and Ty > max{71,T>}
such that if ||uy ||z~ < € and T > T, then ®[v] is a contraction on X (0,b,T, R). Therefore, we
obtain a unique solution u € C([T,o); H:(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:
t
u(t) = e DHy(T) — 4 / e OH p(y(s))ds, t>T. (3.14)
T
Hence, u is (by definition) the H!-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 H'(R).
Indeed, since Assumption A implies V = VS 4+ VE 4+ VC with VS + VI € L®(R) and VC© € LP(R)
for all 1 < p < 2, e~ gatisfies the local-in-time Strichartz estimates

le™™  fll o ((—tot0):Lo®y) < CIFIl to>0, 1/p=1/2—1/q, 2<p,q < o0,
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with some C' depending on t( (see Yajima [31, Corollary 1.2]). Moreover, the cubic nonlinearity
|u|?u 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) in H'(R)
with the maximal existence time depending only on the H'-norm of the initial datum (7).
Moreover, the mass [|u||? and the energy E(u) = ||[Vu|[*/2 4+ (Vu,u) + A|ul[14/4 are conserved
by the flow of (1.1) and satisfies E(u(t)) + C|lu(t)||* ~ ||u(T)|? with some C > 0 independent
of t which, together with the local well-posedness, leads the global well-posedness in H'(R). As
a consequence, one can extend the above solution u € C([T,00); H'(R)) backward in time by
solving the Cauchy problem with the initial datum u(7T'), obtaining u € C(R; H(R)). O

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

Z(t,&) =E(t,€), =€) =—(0:Vn)t Z2(.€), t=0, (A1)
with the condition
20, =0, Jim Z(t,6) = . (A.2)
Given £ € R, there exists a unique solution (Z(t),=(t)) to (A.1)—(A.2) satisfying

|08 (Z(1,6) =) S 0(1), |0F(E(t,€) = O] S (t+T1) "™, (A.3)
for kK =0,1,2, where

)@ @+T) if pr <1,
log(tTy ' +2)  if pr, = 1.

To prove this, we observe that the problem (A.1)—(A.2) is equivalent to
20,6 =6+ [ minft. s}0, Vi) (5, Z(5.€))ds,
% (A.4)
S0 =€+ [ @Vn)(s. 205 €)ds
t

Then the solution (Z, =) can be constructed by showing that the map from Z(¢) to the RHS of
the first equation of (A.4) is a contraction on the complete metric space

Z={Z€CVmKﬁC%)HHﬂh<M}

1Z]lz = SUPSUP 0 > |0k(Z t)l, da(Zr,2Z2) = |21 — Z2||2
) 0552

with some M > 0 independent of 77 and £. Next, for sufficiently large 77 > and all t > 0, we
let £ — n(t, &) be the inverse of £ — Z(¢t,¢) and define S(¢,&) := p(t,n(t,&)) where

o9 = [ (FECOF + Vi 260.6) + 2(18) - 02 ) ar
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By calculating 0:5(t,€) and 0;[S(t,Z(t,€))], and using (A.1), one finds that S(t,&) satisfies

015(1,€) = S 1€ + Vi (1, VS (1, €)),

9eS(t,€) = Z(t,n(t,€)),
|0F(9eS(t,6) — t€)| S O(t), k=0,1,2.
where
i :{t(t+T1)pL if pr, < 1,
log(tT ' +1) if pr, = 1.
Then the map R 3 £ — t719:S(¢, &) is diffeomorphic and its inverse (:)(t, €) satisfies

9eS(t,0(t,)) = te.
Define, for z € R and ¢ > 0,
O(t,z) = O(t,z/t), U(t,x)=a0(tz)— S(t Ot z)).
It follows by plugging & = ©(t, z) into the above estimates for S(t,£) that
08O, x) —t'x)| StF10(1), >0, zeR, (A.5)
for k =0,1,2. Moreover, ¥ satisfies 9,V (¢,z) = O(¢,x) and hence

1 1
0¥ = —(9,5)(t,0) = 5|61" = Vi (t, (3:9)(t,©)) = =5 |0:¥[* = Vi (t, 2).
Finally (1.4) follows from (A.5). This completes the proof of Proposition 1.1.
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