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GLOBAL EXISTENCE VERSUS FINITE TIME BLOWUP DICHOTOMY
FOR THE DISPERSION MANAGED NLS

MI-RAN CHOI, YOUNGHUN HONG, AND YOUNG-RAN LEE

ABSTRACT. We consider the Gabitov-Turitsyn equation or the dispersion managed non-

linear Schrédinger equation of a power-type nonlinearity

T2, o 52
10w + davaiu + / e 0 (|e"aw7¢|p716"3$ u)dr =0
0
and prove the global existence versus finite time blowup dichotomy for the mass-supercritical

cases, that is, p > 9.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for the dispersion managed nonlinear
Schrodinger equation (NLS)
1
104U + day 02 + / e~ iro: (]e”aﬂ%u]p_le”aﬂ%u) dr =0,
0 (1.1)
U(Oa ) = Uo

where u = u(t,z) : I x R — C for an interval I, p > 1, d,y € R, and 9% is the linear
propagator.

The model (1.1) arises from the study of NLS with a periodically varying dispersion
coefficient

iOyu + d(t)02u + |ufP'u = 0. (1.2)

This equation describes the propagation of signals through glass-fiber cables with alter-
nating sections of strongly positive and strongly negative dispersion, the so-called strong
dispersion management. Here, ¢ corresponds to the distance along the fiber and x denotes
the (retarded) time. Hence, d() is not varying in time but represents a dispersion varying
along the optical cable. Specifically, the local dispersion d(t) is given by

d(t) = day + & *do(t/e)

where d,y is the average component, dj is its mean zero part over one period and ¢ is a small
parameter. The technique of dispersion management was introduced in [23] and proved to
be incredibly successful in producing stable, soliton-like pulses. See the reviews [27, 28] and
the references cited in [19] for a discussion of the dispersion management technique. It is by
now well-known that equation (1.2) with strong dispersion management can be averaged

over one period to yield an effective equation, see [9, 10]. In particular, if dy is the 2-periodic

function with do(t) =1 on [0,1) and do(t) = —1 on [1,2), then the change of variables and

Date: June 27, 2024.



2 M. CHOI, Y. HONG, AND Y-R, LEE

the averaging process yield the equation of the form (1.1), called the Gabitov-Turitsyn
equation. This averaging process is verified in [, 30].

For the Cauchy problem (1.1), it is shown to be locally well-posed in H*(R) for all p > 1
when dyy # 0 ; 1 < p <5 when d,y = 0, see [3]. Furthermore, its solution preserves the
mass and the energy, that is, for all ¢,

Mu(t)] = M[ug] and Elu(t)] = Elug],

where the mass and energy are defined by

dav 1 1 ir 2 1
MU= 1% and U= 0.1~ — [ 1en plihan

When d,, is negative, by the conservation laws, solutions are extended to be global in time
for all p > 1. In the singular case day = 0 and 1 < p < 5, the mass conservation law
guarantees global existence in L?(R), and then by the persistence of regularity, H!(R)-
solutions exist globally in time. On the other hand, if the average dispersion d,, is positive,
the model admits a much richer dynamics in that it corresponds to the focusing case in the
classical NLS. In particular, the model has soliton-like pulses made of ground states. See
[2, 3, 12, 30] for the existence and their properties. They are relatively well explored even
in the case do, = 0, see [7, 17, 18, 19, 22, 20].

In this paper, we focus on the situation where finite time blowup may occur. We consider
the positive average dispersion case day > 0. For numerical simplification, we reduce to the
case dy = 1, but we also assume that p > 9. In spite of lack of scaling invariance, we assert
that the equation is mass-critical (resp., mass-supercritical) if p = 9 (resp., p > 9). Note
that given a solution u(t,x) to (1.1), ux(¢t,z) = )\ﬁu()\Qt, Az) solves the equation with a
different r-averaged nonlinearity,

1/X2
, [
z@tu,\+0£u>\—|—/ e ZTafﬂ(|e"dl'u,\|p lewamuA)dr =0
0

with the initial data ug\(x) = /\P%luo()\x) for any A > 0, and that Mug,\] = M][uo] if and
only if p = 9. Another evidence is that the equation is globally well-posed in H!(R) when
1 <p<9,see [3].

The main purpose of our work is to justify that the case p > 9 can be classified as
mass-supercritical for the dispersion managed NLS (1.1) by showing that it admits finite
time blowups. Even more than that, we provide a precise description on the global versus
blowup dichotomy for the equation (1.1). We note that this is the first result establishing
the dichotomy for the dispersion managed NLS. Indeed, even existence of finite time blowup
solutions was not known before.

We recall that for the classical power-type NLS, the global versus blowup dichotomy is
stated in terms of a specific extremizer for an appropriate Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
and that a non-scattering solitary wave is given by the extremizer, see [14, 29]. Then, global
solutions in the dichotomy are shown to scatter, so the dynamics below the extremizer
are completely characterized, see [5, 6, 15, 21]. An interesting question is to obtain the
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same scattering versus blowup dichotomy picture for the dispersion managed NLS. In this
direction, our main result gives an affirmative answer for the first step to the so-called
Kenig-Merle program.

For the dispersion managed NLS, at first glance, one may guess from the definition of the
energy functional that the following local-in-time Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Strichartz estimate

! ird? g p+1 %7 %
; [ fllprdr < Cl £l 2 [10x£1I 2 (1.3)

would be a candidate substituting the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality for the classical NLS.
However, due to the presence of the finite interval [0, 1], the inequality (1.3) is no longer
invariant under scaling. It turns out that the sharp constant for (1.3) is given by that of
the global-in-time Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Strichartz estimate

ird2 ¢ |p+ et pe
e £l p+1 <Cfll2 10115 (1.4)

where

1
q
whh:wwmmmmz(éﬁgm@wmw>,1gq<w

Theorem 1.1 (Critical element for the inequality (1.4)). We define the Weinstein func-
tional associated with the inequality (1.4) by

et Iz,

Wp(f) = pET p—5
113 19=111,2

Then, for p > 9, the variational problem

Cp= sup Wp(f)
fEHY(R)

admits a mazimizer Q € H'(R) which solves the Euler-Lagrange equation
—2Q+Q -~ / e % (| QP Q) drr = 0. (1.5)
R

Moreover, the sharp constant Cy, for the global inequality (1.4) is equal to that for the local
inequality (1.3).

Remarks 1.2. (i) Unlike the classical NLS, we do not know uniqueness (up to sym-
metries) of the critical element for the Weinstein functional. However, by construc-
tion, the important norm quantities can be expressed only in terms of C, and p, and
they are independent of a possibly non-unique profile Q. Precisely, we have |Q||? 1o =

+1 5)1p= +7 2 +1 (p+1)
PR - (B, 10:Q1% = B3I and €7 QIH, = 222 QI see

Lemma 4.5.

(ii) Some precise upper and lower bounds for the sharp constant C, are given in Lemma
4.1.

(iii) As a consequence of Theorem 1.1, it is easy to see that there is no maximizer for the
local-in-time Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Strichartz estimate (1.3), see Remark 4.6.
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We note that u(t,r) = Q(x)e” is a solitary wave for a rather theoretical scaling-invariant

limit equation
i0pu 4 9% + / e ird: (]e"agu\p_le"a%u) dr =0,
R
and it preserves the energy over R defined by
1 2 1 . 82 +1
Eeo[f]:= 51102 fll72 — m”ew =l

and the same mass.
Using the extremizer in the previous theorem, we state our main result on the global
existence versus finite time blowup dichotomy.

Theorem 1.3 (Global versus blowup criteria). Let p > 9. Suppose that
Eluo]M[uo]® < Ex[QIM[Q]%, (1.6)

where o = % and Q is given in Theorem 1.1, and let u(t) be the H'(R)-solution to

the equation (1.1) with initial data ug whose the mazimal time interval of existence is
(_Tmim Tmax) .

(i) If
10zt 2|0l 7> < 102Ql| L2 | QIIZ> (1.7)
then
[02u(t) | 2 [lu(®)]|72 < 0@ r2l|QIT>  for all ¢ € (=Tinin, Timax) (1.8)
and u(t) exists globally in time, i.e., Tinax = Tnin = 00.
(i) If
10z uoll 2 [luollz2 > 102Q 2] QI 72 (1.9)
then
[02u()] 2 [u(@®)]|72 > 0:Ql 2 |QNI7>  for all ¢ € (=Tinin, Timax)- (1.10)

Furthermore, if | - |ug € L%(R), then Timin < oo so that the solution blows up in finite

time in the negative direction.

Remark 1.4. As mentioned in the introduction, for convenience, the roles of the time
and the position variables in our model (1.1) are switched . The ¢-variable represents the
position on the optical cable. Thus, Theorem 1.3 (ii) indeed establishes a blow-up to the
left from the origin.

Remark 1.5. It follows from Remark 1.2 (i) that the key quantities [|0,Q||2(Q[|¢> and
E[QIM[Q]“ also can be written using C, and p, precisely,

10: Q21 Q15 = {M} ” (L.11)
and
B lQMIQP = sl QIIQI = 2= | 2R
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Remark 1.6 (Negative energy implies blowup). The subset of H'(R) satisfying (1.6) can
be characterized as in Figure 1. From the picture, one can see that Theorem 1.3 (ii)
includes that negative energy solutions having finite variance blow up in finite time, which
is analogous to the classical result of Glassey [11].

EoolQIMIQI% -5+ -t ——mm-
global Blowup

Forbidéden
region

4

FIGURE 1. Global existence versus blowup dichotomy

Remark 1.7 (Mass-critical case, p = 9). In the mass-critical case, global existence is
shown in [3, Theorem 1.6 (ii)] when ||upl||z2 is small enough. We have a precise sufficient
condition for global existence in terms of the extremizer in Theorem 1.1. More precisely,
if JJugl|z2 < ||@]|12, then the solution exists global in time. Indeed, it follows from the
conservation laws, Theorem 1.1 and the identities in Remark 1.2 (i) that

1 2
Blua] = Blu(0] = 10,0013 ~ 15 [ 1678000
L QI

L owuo))? Loe () 5, | Opu(t) |2
—|l0zu — e ||u LU
2 LT 10 QL llo.QlZ, e 2

! laljz
:*ax t 22 1-— L .
ool (1~ o

Therefore, if ||ug|lz2 < [|Q|[12, then u(t) exists globally in time. On the other hand, if

Y

lluollzz > [|@Q]|z2 and if, in addition, Efug] < 0 and ||zug||z2 < oo, then it follows from
Proposition 3.1 and a density argument that the solution blows up in finite time.

One of the main contributions of this paper is to provide an explicit calculation for the
second derivative of the variance for the dispersion managed NLS, see Section 3. Similar
calculations have potential applications to various dynamical problems of the model in
the form of (localized) virial/Morawetz identities, which will be postponed to future work.
Indeed, proving virial/Morawetz identities in general can be done by elementary integration
by parts with a weight function. However, unlike the power-type case, the dispersion

managed NLS includes the linear propagator % in the nonlinearity, so more careful
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analysis is required to deal with to commute the weight function with the propagator and
vice versa, see (3.2). More importantly, while doing integration by parts, additional time
boundary terms appear at r = 0,1, see (3.3) and (3.6). An important remark is that if we
repeat the same calculation with the nonlinearity

o . .
/ e_”’ag(|6”832”u|p_16"83u)dr, ro < T1,
7o

then a good negative sign term is obtained at the right endpoint 71, while a bad positive
sign term is obtained at the left endpoint ry. However, in the physically relevant case, rq is
taken to be zero and it removes the bad sign term. This is a key observation in our proof.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we review the local theory in H'(R) for
the Cauchy problem (1.1) and present the local theory in H33(R) in order to ensure finite
variance which is key for the existence of finite time blowup solutions. In Section 3, we
prove the virial estimate by modifying the method of Glassey [11]. The proof of Theorem
1.1 which is a central analytic tool in this paper is presented in Section 4. Finally, in Section
5, we establish the global existence versus blowup dichotomy, Theorem 1.3.

Notation. We write f < g if a finite constant C' > 0 exists such that f < Cg. For k € N,
we denote by H*F(R) the weighted Sobolev space equipped with the norm

1 e == {103 + 105132 + [l £72 1

2. PRELIMINARY LOCAL THEORY

In this section, we discuss the local theory of (1.1) in both H'(R) and H33(R) for
positive times only since the case of negative times is done similarly. First, we recall the
local existence result in H*(R) from [3].

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 1.3 in [3]). Given initial data ug € H*(R), there exists a unique
mazimal solution u € C([0, Timax); HY(R)) of (1.1). The solution u(t) is mazimal in the
sense that if Tmax < 0o then ||u(t)| g1 — 00 as t T Tmax. Moreover, for all t € [0, Tiax), it
conserves the mass

Mlu(t)] = Muo]
and the energy
Elu(t)] = Eluq]-

We complete the local well-posedness in H'(R) by proving that solutions depend con-
tinuously on initial data. It can be proved by a standard argument, but for the reader’s

convenience, we give its proof.

Lemma 2.2 (Continuity of the data-to-solution map). Let u € C([0, Timax); H*(R)) be the
mazimal solution of (1.1) with initial data ug € H*(R). Then, for any T € (0, Tyax), there
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exist small § > 0 and large K > 1 such that if ||ug — uol| g1 < 9, then the equation (1.1) has
a unique solution @ € C([0,T]; HY(R)) with initial data g € H'(R) and

@ — ulle o,y < Kltio — uoll -

Proof. 1t follows from Proposition 3.5 in [3] that there is 77 > 0, depending only on p and
||2ol| 71, such that both u(t) and (t) exist in H'(R) and |Ju(t)]|| g1, [|%(t) || g2 < 2||uol| g1 for
all t € (0,Ty], whenever g is sufficiently close to ug in H!(R).

Applying the estimates used in the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [3], one can show that

[(w = @) ()l g < [luo — doll g +C/ lu(s) " + (s )Hiﬁl)ll(u—ﬁ)(S)HHlds

for all t. Hence, it follows from Gronwall’s inequality that

i ><>1H1<||uo—uoumexp( / ()20 + ()] lds)
<||uo—uo|rH1exp( / l( I+ (1 — ) (5)]7 1ds> (2.1)

Therefore, by taking
T
K = 2exp <c/ [u(s) |2 1d5> > 2,
0

we can choose T, € (0,71] such that
- 3K 3K¢
sup [(@ — )|l < = lldo —uollm < ——. (2.2)
te[0,T%]

To cover the interval [0, 7], we substitute (2.2) in (2.1), then we have

. K ~_ (BK&)PTY
cup (@ =00l < 5 exp (T o — gl
te[0,T%]
Taking 6 > 0 small, (2.2) is improved as
_ 2K
sup |[(@ —w)(t) [ < —=llgo — uolla-

te[0,T%]

This means that one can extend the existence time for 4(t) from T to T', keeping (2.2). W
Next, we prove the local existence in H>3(R) employing the following estimate.
Lemma 2.3. We have
[z = 2t02)° f|| o < (1 + ) [1f ]l s
for all f € H33(R) and t € R.
Proof. Since
(z — 2itd,)3 = 23 — 6itz?0, — 6itx — 12t>20% — 12t20, + 8it>9>,

it suffices to show that
HanZ’fHLQ + HxangLQ S ”f”H3v3 (23)
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for all f € C°(R), by density. Taking the integration by parts, we have
1220 f 172 + 1203 £11Z-

_ / 240, [Ou ] + 2202 [T da
R
- / (4230, f + 202 f) f dz — / (2202 f + 2202 )0, f dx
R R

= — / (4x38$f + 2202 f) f dx — / 2202 O, f da + / (20%f + 2202 f) f da.
R R R

Thus, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain
12202 f 172 + 1202 f 172 < Alla® Fllp2l10af |2 + 1 Fllp2llz0Z 2 + 1102 f [l r2ll2 0 f | 2
+ 2002 f |2 lfll 2 + 2002 f |2l fl 2
< 8 f e + 1 flmssllzdz fllce + 1 fll s | 2*0n f 2
<O Byna + 51a%0u I3 + 10321
which yields (2.3). ]
Lemma 2.4 (Local existence in H>3(R)). Given initial data ug € H>3(R), there eists

Tmax € (0,00] and a unique mazimal solution v € C([0, Tmax); H*3(R)) of (1.1). The
solution u(t) is mazimal in the sense that if Tax < 00, then ||u(t)|| gss — 00 as t T Tax-

Proof. For each T,a > 0, let
Bra={ue C([0,T); H**[R)) : |ullpe(or)mss) < a}
be equipped with the norm |[ul| Loo jo,77;73.3)- Let ug € H33(R) be fixed and define the map
'y, on Br, by
t ol
Ly (u) = e"%ug + Z/ / eilt=9)0% i3 (|e"a€%u|p_16”'8§u)(s)drds.

0o Jo
Using the identity

ze = % (1 — 2i1d,),

the unitarity of €% on L2(R), and Lemma 2.3, we have
t rl
ITus ()l S (1 0 llgos + [ [ (b1t = s = )P (el 0) ()] g s,
0 Jo
For the nonlinear term, use the fact
x3|eir8§u|pfleir8§u _ |eir8§u|p71 (x?)eirﬁgu) — ‘eiragu|pfleira§ (1,‘ . 2Z-rax)3u7

Lemma 2.3, the Sobolev embedding H'(R) < L>®(R), and the unitarity of €% on H'(R),

then we obtain
TP | s S P ull s

for all € [0,1]. Therefore, combining the two inequalities, we get

T
HU(S)Ili’gg,gds> |

lle

1o (W) = o215ty S (14 T)? (HUO||H3,3 N /0
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Similarly, we have

[Pug () = Tug (0) [ oo (0,719

1—|—T / / H |ezr82u|p 1 zr _ |eiragv‘p—lei7’8§v)(S)HH&?)drds

SA+T) /0 (lu(s) B + () Bas) | (w — v)(s)]| go.ads
Thus, for all u,v € Br, there exists C' > 0, depending on p, such that we have
ITuo (W) lloqo. a3y < C(L+T)%a+ C(1+ T)*TaP

and

d(Tyy (1), Tyy(v)) < C(1 + T)*Ta? d(u, v).
Taking a > |lugl| g3.3, it follows that I',, is a contraction from B, to itself for a sufficiently
small T' > 0, depending on ||ug||g3,3. Therefore, by the Banach fixed point theorem, there
exists a unique solution u in Br,. By a standard argument, we extend the solution u to
the maximal interval [0, Tinax) so that u € C([0, Tiax); H>3(R)) with either Tyayx = 00 or
lim, . Nu@)[g3s = oo |

We end this section by proving the H33 regularity of H' solution.

Lemma 2.5 (Persistence of regularity). Suppose thatu € C([0, Tmax); H*3(R)) is a solution
of (1.1) with initial data ug € H*3(R) and the mazimal existence time Tyax is finite, that
is, ||u(t)||gzs — 00 as t T Tmax. Then, |[u(t)||gn — 00 as t T Tmax. As a consequence,
fmax = Thax, where Thax s the maximal existence time in Theorem 2.1.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that HuHLw([O Frnan):H1) < OO Arguing similarly as in the
proof of Lemma 2.4, one can show that

t
lu()l| s S (L 8D ol rs.s +/0 (L4 [t = s)?[lu(s) 5" ()| gosds.

Hence, Gronwall’s inequality yields the bound

t
s < 1+ ) ol o exp ( [ i=spPlul 1d3>

which implies that as long as u(t) is finite in H!(R), it is finite in H33(R). Taking the limit
ast? T, max deduces a contradiction. ]

3. VIRIAL ESTIMATE

In this section, we modify the standard virial identity of Glassey [11] dealing with the
variance. In order to ensure finite variance and use the virial argument, we require the
initial data ug to be in H33(R).

Proposition 3.1. Let u € C((—Tmin, Timax); H*3(R)) be the mazimal solution of (1.1) with
initial data ug € H>3(R). If the variance is defined by

V(t) = /R 22[ult, z)2dz,
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then
V(t) < V(0) + Vi (0 t+// T)drds
for all —Tmin <t <0, where
Vi(t) = 4Im/Rw8mu(t, z)u(t, r)dx

and

_ 1 o
B(t) = 16Eug) —‘m /0 /R 12 (1, 2) [P+ dadr (3.1)

Proof. Let u € C((—=Timin, Tmax); H**(R)) be the maximal solution of (1.1). We first calcu-
late the first derivative of V as follows. Using equation in (1.1), we write

V'(t) = 2Re/ 22u(t, ©)opu(t, x)dx

= —2Im :1: u( u(t, z)dx

—2Im// (eirO2 x2u)(t, x)(\eira%u\p_le"agu)(t,m)d’rdx
R JO
=: Vi(t) + V5(1).

By the integration by parts,
Vi(t) = 4Im/R:r:8wu(t,:E)u(t,:E)dx.
Here, the boundary terms disappear since d,u € H'(R) and
lz*ull g1 S Nwull e + 1zl 2 + 2?pul 2 < llullgss

where (2.3) is used.
For V)(t), note the identities

iy = (x + 2ir3x)€ir6§ and 826”83 - _iareirag (3.2)

to get
eirdip? — (z + 2ird,)%e ird;
= (2% + 4irzd, + 2ir — 47’285)6”83
= (2% +i(4rz0, +2r + 47‘2(97«))6"89%.
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Hence, using the integration by parts again, we obtain

1
Vi(t) = 2Re/ / ((4rzdy + 2r + 4r20,)e%%u) (¢, x)(]e"agu]p_le"agu)(t, x)drdz
R JO

1 4 4 2 )
= 2/ / <( raly + 2r + r8r> e”’agu|p+1) (t,z)drdx
R p+1

4(p — =00
— 7(]? ) / / |e"azu(t :1:)|p+1rd7'da: —|— / [az\e”aﬂ”u(t :L“)|pJrl } rdr
p + 1 T=—00
=1
/ |e”8Lu t,x)|PTir 2" g,

p p+1 =0

(3-3)

Now we note that x| u(t, z)|PT! is in H'(R) for each r € [0,1]. Indeed, by the Sobolev

inequality, (3.2), and a similar argument as when obtaining (2.3), we see that

207 ulP | o < |7 ulff o [lae O ul| 2

< [le % ulPy [|(x — 20z ull 2 S (L + ) |ulFp [l g
and

2] %2 ulP, (7% u)|| 12 < || ulh o [|2e’ O (Byu) | 2

- .
< [le" ullfp (@ — 2irde) (@zu)ll 2 S (1 + )|l lul 22

and therefore z|e"%u(t,z)Pt! € HY(R) since u € H33(R). Thus, the boundary terms

z|e%u(t, z) [P vanish and so
—0o0

4(p—5)
p+1

1
Vi(t) = / / |eiragu(t,x)|p+1rd7"dx + 8/ \e’agu(t, z)[PHde > 0. (3.4)
R Jo p+1Jr

Therefore, using the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have

0 0 0
V(0) = V(t) = /t V(r)dr > /t Vi(r)dr, e V() < V(0) - /t Vi(rdr  (3.5)

for all t < 0 since V'(t) = Vi(t) + V5(t) > Vi (t) by (3.4).
Differentiating Vi (t) = 4Im [, 29, u(t, x)u(t, )dx and then using the integration by parts,
we obtain

Vi(t) = 4Im/ x(@xatu(t,x))u(t,az)d:c —|—4Im/ xOgu(t, x)Ou(t, x)dx
R R

= —4Im/ atu(t,:v)u(t,m)da:—l—SIm/ x0u(t, r)ou(t, z)dr.
R R
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Then, using equation in (1.1) and the integration by parts, again, we get

1
Vi (t) = —4Re/R{8§u+/O ez (le ird ulP~! Wamu)dr} (t, )u(t, z)dx

1 S —
- 8Re/ x {8§u—i—/ e_”a:%(|eir892cu|p_le"agu)dr} (t,z)0zu(t, x)dx
R 0

1
= 8||0,u(t, )| 32 —4// |e"83u(t,m)]p“drda:
RJO

1
- 8Re/ / (|e“"8£u|p_1e"8£u)(t, x)etrO2 (x0u)(t, x)drds.
R Jo
On the other hand, it follows from the identities in (3.2) that
¢iro: 20y = (x + 22'7’(91)6”85 O, = x@me"ag + 2r0,e%

Hence, by a similar argument in (3.3), we have

1
—Re / / (e O2u P~ e %) (t, 2)eir2 (2Dpu)(t, x)drda
RJO

1
= —Re/ / (]e"agu\p_le"a%u)(t,a:)(w@mei’“aa%u+ 2r0,er2y)(t, x)drdx
— ird2, 1p+1

p+1// 3:8 + 2r0,)|e" % u| )(t x)drdz

T // ]e"afu t,x)|P  drdx — / |elafu t,x)|Pdx
p

] // ]e"aﬂ”u t,x)|PTdrda.
p

Therefore, it follows from the energy conservation that

VI(t) < 8]|8yu(t) |2 — p+1 / /\e““azu (t, )P Ldwdr
1p-9) / [ 1
= 16E[ug] — ——= ey (t, x) [P dedr = ®(t).
[uo] P OR! (t, )| (t)

Thus, by the fundamental theorem of calculus again, for all ¢ < 0

VI (0 / VI (s)ds < / B(s)ds, e, VI(t)>VI(0)— /t()(I)(s)ds

and therefore by (3.5)

V(t) < V(0) + V40 t+// 7)drds.
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section, we consider the variational problem
e i

Lp+1
Cp = sup W, (f) = sulp
feH®) Je ||f||Lz e fHLz
where [lullpg, = |lullpgm ram)) for 1 < ¢ < oo. The following lemma provides a rough

estimate for the best constant C,, so the variational problem C, is well-formulated.

Lemma 4.1 (Upper and lower bounds for Cp).

=7 _3
_ r(e=3
273 B<17p 3) 2 (p41)SC< 1
Tz \2 4 Tp+1): () 2V/3’
where B is the beta function and I is the gamma function. In particular, ﬁ <(Cy < ﬁ
Proof. For every f € H'(R), we have
02 p(p+1 02
6" it < [ 1emR FILe | ar
p=5 p=5
< IFILZ 19 £1153 Nler2 FilS
Then, by the Strichartz estimate in one dimension
02
H " If”LTZ = 121/12 ”fHL2
with the best constant 121%, see [3, 20], it follows that
02 P+l
le™ Sl < \ﬁHfHLz 10z fHLz : (4.1)

For the lower bound, we employ the Gaussian test-function p(z) = e~3%°. Note that
oll22 = /7 and [|0,¢||2, = /7/2. Moreover, its free time evolution is given by

1
5 2
“"ag(p( ) ( 1 ) : 6_2(1‘1"2”)

1+ 2ir

and therefore

1 p—1
” ZT@Z@HPH _ 2 2 1 1
Lt p+1 14+ 472
see, e.g., [2, 30]. Then we have

o . )

) HezramgoHitﬂ QP - 1 -
Wolp) = — 5 — 55 = s 1 / (2) dr.

loll 3 0egl, 3 ™ (p+1)zJo A1+

The integral is rewritten as the beta function that

p—1 s
©/ 1 N\T 1 (3 Lo (1p-
/ - dr:/200s2 fdo — lp=3
0 1+4T2 2 0 4 2 4

where we used B(z,y) = 2f07r/2(sin 0)2*~1(cos#)?~1df. Using the relation between the
beta function and gamma function, we obtain the lower bound in the lemma. [}
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We prove the existence of a maximizer for the variational problem C, and derive its
Euler-Lagrange equation.

Proposition 4.2 (Existence of a maximizer for C, ). For p > 9, there exists a mazimizer
g € HY(R) for the variational problem C, such that ||g|;2 = ||0x9llr2 = 1. Moreover, g

solves . . )
pb—= P+ p+
Ly Y LS

2 Cp Jr

5 efirag (leiragmpfleiragg) dr = 0.

To begin with, such a critical element can be constructed by a standard concentration-
compactness argument of Lions [24, 25]. Among many different formulations, we partic-
ularly employ one in the form of the profile decomposition, see [13, Proposition 3.4] for

instance.

Lemma 4.3 (Profile decomposition). Let {f,}nen be a uniformly bounded sequence in

H'(R) such that limsup ||fu|lz2 # 0. Then, up to a subsequence, there exists a monzero
n—oo

g € HY(R) and sequences of time shifts {ry }nen and space shifts {xn}nen such that
e f (4 xy) =g in HY(R).
We define the sequence Ry, of remainders by
fo = e—irn8§g<_ — %) + Ry

Then, the above decomposition satisfies the asymptotic Pythagorean rule,

£allZ2 = llgllZ2 + [ RullZ2 + 0a(1), (4.2)
102 full72 = 102972 + 102 Rull72 + 0n(1) (4.3)

and
% fullPEL = 1l %glPhiy + €% R |[PE Ly + on(1). (4.4)

+1 +1 +1
LY L% LYk

We need to show (4.4) only, as all the other can be obtained from [13, Propositions 3.4]
and its proof. We modify the method by Brézis-Lieb [1] to prove (4.4).

Proof. Replacing eirnd; fn(- + x5) by fn, we may assume that z, = 0 and r, = 0 so that
fn — g in HYR) and f, = g + Ry, where R, = e"“aanQ + x,) . Then, there exists
a subsequence of {fy,}nen, but still denoted by { f,}nen, such that f, — g a.e. in R. It
suffices to prove that

lim / / ‘|6iTa’2‘fn’p+1 - |€i“3)§Rn]p+1 - ]e"agg|p+1‘ dxdr = 0. (4.5)

Let € > 0 be fixed. Observe that by Young’s inequality

1
d
l|a + b|PTt — |a|PT| = ‘/0 g(\a + sb|PT)ds

1
<@+ 1)/ la+ sbP|blds (4.6)
0

< CelalP™ + C(e)|pPT?
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for all a,b € C. Applying (4.6) with a = iR, and b = ei’"a%g, we see that
" zr82f |p+1 le iraan|p+1 _ |€z’ra§g|p+1’
< Mez’ragfn|p+1 _ ‘eiraan’pH’ 4 ‘eiragg‘p—i-l (4.7)
< C€|€ira§Rn|p+1 + 0(8)‘6ira§g’p+1 + |eir8£g|p+1'
Let

Fi(ra) i= ||l fu @) = 7% Ru(2) P! — | g ()| | - Ol R (@)

where a; = max(a,0) for any a € R. For now, we fix » € R. Then, up to a subsequence,
Ft(r,-) — 0 for a.e. z since {e”az fn}nen is also uniformly bounded in H(R) and f, — g
for a.e. x. Moreover, by (4.7) and the Sobolev embedding,

Fi(r,) < C(e)]e" P g[Ptt 4 7% g P! € LL(R).

Thus, by the dominated convergence theorem, fR Ff(r,x)dxr — 0. Next, the sequence of
functions of r is bounded as

/ FE(r,z)dx < / (0(5)|e”8%g\p+1 + ye"@%g|p+1) dz € L}(R)
R R

by (4.1). Using the dominated convergence theorem again, we have fR fR F:(r,x) dxdr — 0.
Hence, we have

lim Sup/ / ‘|ez‘ra§fn’p+1 _ |eir8§Rn’p+1 _ |eiragg|p+1‘ dedr
R JR

n—o0

< lim sup (/ / Fi(r)d:pdr—i—Cs/ / \e"a%Rn\pdedr) < Ce
n—00 RJR RJR

by {R,}nen begin uniformly bounded in H'(R) and (4.1). Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, this
proves (4.5). [ ]

We use the following elementary inequality to eliminate the splitting scenario in the

concentration-compactness argument.

Lemma 4.4 (Algebraic inequality [10]). For any aj,ag,b1,ba > 0 and s > 1, if % > b
then

ai a1 + by

a3 ~ (a2 +bg)*’

Further assume that § < é < % for some § > 0, then there exists ¢ = c¢(d) > 1 such that

a1 a1 + by
s 2 Cig.
as (az + b2)

Now we are ready to give the
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Proof of Proposition J.2. Let {fu}nen C H'(R) be a maximizing sequence for Cp, i.e.,
Wy (fn) — Cp. Note that if define

f)\,u(w) = /,Lf()\.l‘) for any A, p > 0, (48)
then
[ faullze = A7 fl20, 10efapllze = 12 N|0nf]22 (4.9)

and

92 +1 =3 ,ird2 £ p+1
€72 o u2F2, = A3 gt

and therefore WE(fx ) = WE(f), that is, the functional WE(f) is invariant under scaling
and multiplication by a constant. Thus, we may assume that || |72 = ||/} ||z2 = 1 for each
n € N.

According to Lemma 4.3, there is a subsequence of { f,, } ,en, but still denoted by { f,, }nen,
a nonzero profile g € H'(R), sequences of time shifts {r,},en and space shifts {z, }nen
such that

fo=e%g(-— 3,) + Ry (4.10)
satisfying (4.2)-(4.4). Note from (4.2) and (4.3) that 0 < ||g[/z2, [|0zg|lz2 < 1. Moreover,

by the space-time translation invariance of the quantities in the functional W,(f), we may
assume that r, = 0 and z, = 0 for all n in (4.10) so that

fn=9+ Rn.
We claim that ¢ is a maximizer with ||g||z2 = ||0zg||r2 = 1. To prove the claim, it suffices
to show
o 92
llnn_lgéf ||le*” anHLg;l =0. (4.11)

Indeed, it follows from (4.4) with (4.11) and 0 < ||gz2, [|0zg|lz2 < 1 that
. . iro2 +1 ird? +1
Cy= lim Wy(f) = lim (677 f, [, = 7P g L,

o2 ol
||6ZT8$QHZ£5+;1

= P17 — = Wp(g) <Cp.
lgll 3 [10zgll 3

Therefore, we conclude that W,(g9) = Cp and ||g||z2 = ||0z9llz2 = 1. Now, for (4.11),
suppose to the contrary that

lim inf HeiraanHLerl > 0.
n—00 T
Then, it follows from (4.1), (4.2), and (4.3) that
0< lim |[Rollpz <1, 0< lim ||8;Rnl2 < 1. (4.12)
n—oo n—oo

Using (4.2)-(4.4), we can write

e g 7L, + [leir Ry P51,
T, T

Wp(fn): N + o, (1).
(lglZ> + [ RallZ2)
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We consider the following two cases,

.52 1 52 1 .92 1 .52 1
e g, €2 Ry 751, e g, €2 R, 74,
—— > lim inf ——— and ——— < liminf e
B2 n—00 == 2= n—00 2=
lgll2 1Bl 2 lgll ;2 1Rl 2

In the former case, by Lemma 4.4, we have

9||p+i1
Ly
Wp(fn) £ ———z=— +on(1)

gl ;5

” eirag

up to a subsequence. Then, since 0 < ||0,¢|z2 < 1, we obtain

||e7jr8% p+1 ||eir8% p+1

. gHngl gHLﬁl
Cp = lim Wy(fn) < T < e = Wlg) <Gy,
lall, 3 lgll; 5 [10xgll,3

which implies ||0,g||;2 = 1. It follows from (4.3) and |0y fn|lz2 = 1 that ||0.Ry||r2 — O,
which contradicts (4.12). In the latter case, let § = lim,, o ||Rn||%2 then 0 < § < 1 due to
(4.12). By applying Lemma 4.4, there exists ¢ > 1, independent of n, such that

7 R, 74,
cWy(fn) < —¢7m + 0n(1) < Wp(Rp) + 0,(1)
Rl 3

for sufficiently large n, where we used (4.12) in the second inequality. Thus, one sees that
Cp = nh_g)lo Wy(fn) < cnli_)rgo Wy (fn) < linnl)gf Wy (Rn),

which is a contradiction.
From the standard argument in the calculus of variations, the above maximizer g € H'(R)
is a weak solution of the associated Euler-Lagrange equation

Wy(g+en) =0

4
de e=0

for all n € C§°(R). Considering that ||g|/;2 =1 and ||0,g||2 = 1, we have

-5 +7 +1
p ﬁg_p2 g1 P

. o ird? (|eir8£g|p—leir8§g)dr —0. (4.13)

Cp Jr

Observe that every weak solution f € H*(R) of (4.13) is in H3(R), since
f — / e—ir@% (‘eirégf‘p—leirag f) dr
R
maps H!(R) into itself. Thus, the maximizer g € H3(R) is a strong solution for (4.13). m

From the maximizer we constructed in Proposition 4.2, we find a maximizer for C,, whose
Euler-Lagrange equation is given in (1.5) and we prove that C, equals the sharp constant
for the local-in-time Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Strichartz estimate.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. We define Q(x) = pg(Az), where g is the maximizer for the varia-
tional problem C, constructed in Proposition 4.2,

Note that @ is also a maximizer, because the functional W),(f) is invariant under scaling
and multiplication by a constant. Moreover, by direct calculations, one can see that this

modified critical element () solves the equation with normalized coefficients
—8%@ Q- /Reirag (‘eir63Q|pfleir8§Q)dr -0
since
/Re—z‘rag (|€i7‘aglug()\x)|p—leir8%'ug()\l,))dr _ Mp)\—Q /]R e—irag (| zr829’p 1 zr@zg)d

It remains to show that C, is the sharp constant for the local inequality

o2 it et p8
/0 €% flIppidr < Collfll 2 101115 - (4.14)

For the proof, we introduce the Weinstein functional W), ;, with an interval I C R, defined
by

ird?2 p+1
e f
Wy (f) = il HL”“ — for f € H'(R),

pET
£ 2 HaszL%

and denote

Cpr = sup Wyi(f).
fEH(R)

Then, it suffices to show C,,[o,1) = Cp. First, we note that
Cpif0,1] = Cpi—a2,\2] (4.15)

for any A > 0. Indeed, if f € H'(R), then the function e 3% fyax1» where f 5, | is defined
n (4.8), obeys

1
7/’" 2 7 2 T’_* 2
/0 leirRe3%8 f o [P+ dr = / (220 D% 1) (Vo) P, dr

_ ird? ¢p+1
- T [ e

Thus, together with (4.9), it follows that

Wp;[O,l](eiéagf\/E,\J) = Wp;[—/\Q,)\Q](f)'

Next, we claim that C,_)2 o) = Cp. Indeed, it is obvious that C, _y2 2} < Cp. For
the reverse inequality, given ¢ > 0, we choose a function g € H'(R) such that g2 =
10292 = 1 and

Wy(g) > Cp —e.
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If A > 0 is large enough so that

)\2
1 iro2 1
/ ” zTangIIi—;rldr > / H@Wangi—;’;+1dr
—)\2 R
then
Cp < Wp(g) +& < Wiz a2(g) + 26 < Cp—az p2) + 26

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that C;, < Cp.(_x2 2. [ |

The following important norm quantities are independent of the possibly non-unique
maximizer () which solves a certain Euler-Lagrange equation.

Lemma 4.5 (Norm identities for Q). Every maximizer Q for the variational problem C,,
solving the Euler-Lagrange equation (1.5), obeys
2 1
2p+ D —=5)]7T (p+T7)2 p—5
2 2 2
= |— " | —— d 0, = — . 4.16
Il = |20 PED) and 0.l = LAl (416)
Moreover,
a2 2 p +1
Qi = 22E Do, (417)

+1
LY

Proof. Let Q be a maximizer for C, solving (1.5) and define g = fQ(%-) with

0.Q| 12 1/2 1/2
3= 109l g = P10l (1.18)
Q1|2
Since g is also a maximizer for C, with ||g||;2 = ||0z¢9]/z2 = 1, it can be shown that g solves

1
p— 562 p+7 +p—i—

5 5 g c 5 e—irag (‘eiragg‘p—leiragg) dr =0
P

as in the proof of Proposition 4.2. On the other hand, since @ solves (1.5), g solves

NAQa%g_,U/g‘i‘NpAz/ReiragG zragg‘p 1 zrazg)dT:O.

Combining the two equations, we have

p—5 C pUA? p+7 C 7
: P _ ) 8%9— : P _ ) g:O
2 p+1 pPA 2 p+1  prPA

Since the operator —d?2 has no eigenvalue, the coefficients must be zero. Thus,
1 1
p—5)* 2Ap+1)(p —5)] 7
ey —_ d — - A 7
<p + 7) we s [ v+ 7)%C,

which yields (4.16) by the choice of A and p in (4.18). Moreover, the L2(R)-inner product
of the equation (1.5) by @ yields

2
10 QU2 + QI — [l QHT;L =

which together with (4.16) deduces (4.17). [ ]
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Remark 4.6. For any p > 9, the variational problem C, 1) does not have a maximizer.
Indeed, suppose that there exists a function f € H'(R) such that

W01 (f) = Cpsjo,1)-

Then,
I Ht?"a“%prJrl dr
Cpij—11] = Wy—1(f) = L = Cpijoa] + Wpi—1,0(f)
HfHLz 101113

which together with (4.15) yields f_l He”angiﬂl dr = 0. Thus, we have |e% f| = 0 for
almost all » € (—1,0) and € R and therefore

0
-/
-1

which contradicts to || f]|z2 > 0.

.52
7% fl| p2dr = || f 2

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3
In this section, we prove our main theorem for the global versus blowup dichotomy.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Using the mass conservation and (4.14), we have

Elu(t)] M{u(t)]® =( Jowu): - / He“‘awu Hitildr) o123

1 (102t )2 lluo ) T (5.1)

25 (Haxu( M2 lluollf2)” - .
= fUl0zu(t)l r2([uoll72)
where f:]0,00) — R is defined by
1, Cp =5
fx) = 5% e 7%

2 .
When p > 9, f has a unique local minimum at x¢p = 0 and the global maximum at

2(p+1)
where (1.11) is used in the second equality, see Figure 1 for the graph of f. Note also that
f(zo) =0 and

1 2 -9
fan) = (5= 505 ) 7t = 5t s 106 QUEIQU = B[

where (1.12) is used in the last equality. Thus, it follows from (5.1), the mass and the

5)C,] 79
= [@)] — 10:Q1 2 Q%

energy conservation laws, and the condition (1.6) that
FU0zu(®)llz2lluollz2) < Elu®IM[u(t)]* = EluolM[ug]® < E[QIM[QI" = f(z1). (5.2)

Let us consider the first case such that condition (1.7) holds, i.e., [|0zuol| 12 ||uol|F2 < 1.
Then, by (5.2) and the continuity of [0, u(t)| 12 in ¢, we have ||0u(t)| r2[|uol|F2 < 21 for all
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t € (—Timin, Tmax), i-e., (1.8) holds. Therefore, ||u(t)| 1 stays bounded on (—Tinin, Tmax) SO
that solution exists globally in time.

For the other case, we assume that condition (1.9) holds, i.e., ||Ozuo||p2]|uol|F2 > 1.
Then, by the same argument as the above, we have (1.10) for all ¢ € (—Tiin, Tmax). To
show the last statement in Theorem 1.3, suppose to the contrary that there exists an initial
data ug € H%'(R) satisfying both (1.6) and (1.9) such that the solution u(t) of (1.1) exists
globally in time and therefore 7,;, = oco. Then, by density, we can choose a sequence
{u(()n)}neN C H3*3(R) of initial data such that

Hu(()n) — upl|g11 =0 asn — oco. (5.3)

Note that

E[ul") = E[ug] and  Mu§"] — Mug]
as n — oo. For each n € N, by Lemma 2.4, there exists the maximal solution u(™ &
C((— T Tr(na)x) H33(R)) to (1.1) with initial data ué"). Observe that

n 4 B ! ;
®,,(t) = 16E[uf"] — f+ 19) /0 /]R |5 (¢, )P ddr

= 4(p — 5)Blug”] — 20— 9)|2u™ ()] 72,

where ®,,(t) is given in (3.1) for (™. Multiplying both sides by M|ug]®, we have

@0 (6)M[uo]® = 4(p — 5) Blug” )M [uo]® — 2(p — )10 (1)1 72 [uo |33
It follows from (1.6) that there exists § > 0 such that E[ug]M [up]® < (1 — ) Ex[Q]M[Q]*.
Observe that u((]n) satisfies the conditions (1.6) and (1.9) for sufficiently large n, since
E[uén)] — FElug] as n — oo. Thus, ||3Iu(")(t)||%2\|uo||% > |0 Q||L2||Q||2°‘ and, then,
by (1.12), we have

@ (1) M ugl® < 4(p — 5)(1 — 6) B [QIM[Q]” — 2(p — 9)[10: Q|72 1QI 73

= —20(p — 9)0:Q7: | QIIZ% <0

for sufficiently large n and all — T\ <t < 0. If we denote by V™ )( t) the variance for u),

m1n

by Proposition 3.1 and (5.4), we have

V() <V (0) + (VMY (0)t + / / 7)drds
3(p ~ NN0-QEI QI

<V (0) + (V™Y (0)t — ol
Ug

for sufficiently large n. It immediately follows from (5.3) that
V) (0) — / 22 |ug(z)|?dz =: V(0)
R

asm — oo. Moreover, (VYL))’(O) — V1(0) as n — 0o, where V[ (0) := 4Im [ x0,uo(x)ug(z)dz,

since

VY (0) = Vi 0)| Szl || 12102 (wd” = wo)ll 2 + |0wuoll 2|z (ul™ — o)l 2
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Therefore, we obtain

50— 92 1QI 5
2c
[uoll75

V(1) S V(0)[Vy(0)]t — (5.5)

for sufficiently large n. This yields the existence of a positive T" such that the right-hand side
of (5.5) is negative for all t < —T since it is a second-degree polynomial and the coefficient
of t2 is negative. However, since V(™ (t) > 0 for all P 0, we observe that for

min
sufficiently large n, u(™ (t) cannot exist beyond the time 7 and therefore —Té?) > —T.

m —

We also note that by the persistence of regularity (Lemma 2.5), [|u{™ (t)|| 2 blows up as
tl —r) > —T for sufficiently large n.

min

On the other hand, by the hypothesis, u exists in C([-T,0]; H'(R)) and, moreover,
Lemma 2.2 implies that u(™ € C([-T,0]; H(R)) for sufficiently large n. Therefore, we
deduce a contradiction. [
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