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NON-RADIAL NLS EQUATION WITH COMPETING INHOMOGENEOUS

NONLINEARITIES: GROUND STATES, BLOW-UP AND SCATTERING

TIANXIANG GOU, MOHAMED MAJDOUB AND TAREK SAANOUNI

Abstract. We investigate a class of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with competing inhomoge-

neous nonlinearities in the non-radial inter-critical regime,

i∂tu+∆u = |x|−b1 |u|p1−2
u− |x|−b2 |u|p2−2

u in R× R
N
,

where N ≥ 1, b1, b2 > 0 and p1, p2 > 2. First, we establish the existence/nonexistence, symmetry,

decay, uniqueness, non-degeneracy and instability of ground states. Then, we prove the scattering

versus blowup below the ground state energy threshold. Our approach relies on Tao’s scattering

criterion and Dodson-Murphy’s Virial/Morawetz inequalities. We also obtain an upper bound of

the blow-up rate. The novelty here is that the equation does not enjoy any scaling invariance

due to the presence of competing nonlinearties and the singular weights prevent the invariance by

translation in the space variable.

To the best of authors knowledge, this is the first time when inhomegenous NLS equation with

a focusing leading order nonlinearity and a defocusing perturbation is investigated.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with solutions to the following nonlinear Schrödinger equation

with competing inhomogeneous nonlinearities,

i∂tu+∆u = |x|−b1 |u|p1−2u− |x|−b2 |u|p2−2u, for (t, x) ∈ R× R
N , (1.1a)

u(0, x) = u0(x), for x ∈ R
N , (1.1b)

where N ≥ 1, b1, b2 > 0 and p1, p2 > 2. Equation (1.1a) can be used to describe many physical

phenomena, we refer the readers to [7, 51] and references therein for further interpretations. The

well-known nonlinear Schrödinger equation

i∂tu+∆u = |u|p−2u in R× R
N (1.2)

for N ≥ 1 and 2 < p < 2N
(N−2)+ arises in various physical contexts, for example in nonlinear optics

as well as in the description of nonlinear waves such as the propagation of laser beams, water waves

at the free surface of an ideal fluid and plasma waves. In particular, equation (1.2) models the

propagation of intense laser beams in a homogeneous bulk medium with Kerr nonlinearity. It was

suggested that stable high power propagation can be achieved in plasma by sending a preliminary

laser beam that creates a channel with a reduced electron density, and thus reduces the nonlinearity

inside the channel, see for instance [38,55]. Under these conditions, the beam propagation can be

modeled in the simplest case by the following inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation

i∂tu+∆u = K(x)|u|p−2u in R× R
N , (1.3)

where u is the electric field in laser and optics, 2 < p < 2N
(N−2)+ is the power of nonlinear interaction

and the potential K(x) is proportional to the electron density.

Equation (1.3) has attracted much interest from mathematical point-view. When K is constant,

then (1.3) is reduced to the classical nonlinear Schr”odinger equations such as (1.2). Such problems

have been extensively studied in the last decades. Local well-posedness for (1.2) in the energy space

H1 was first established by Ginibre and Velo in [39]. The existence of finite-time blow-up solutions

was early proved by Glassey in [40]. For the case p = 2 + 4
N
, Weinstein investigated the structure

and formation of the singularity of solutions in [82]. Successively, the concentration phenomenon of

blowup solutions was considered by Merle and Tsutsumi in [63]. The exact blowup solutions with

the critical mass was constructed by Merle in [57]. We also refer the readers to [59–61] for further

consideration of blow-up solutions in the mass critical case. For the case p > 2 + 4
N
, scattering

versus blowup of solutions below the ground state energy level were investigated in [3,26–29] under

the energy subcritical case and in [44,47,50] under the energy critical case. We also refer the readers

to the monographs [12,77,79] for more relevant topics in these directions.

When K is bounded, Merle in [58] first discussed the existence and nonexistence of minimal

blowup solutions to (1.3) with p = 2 + 4
N
. Furthermore, Raphaël and Szeftel in [62] studied the

existence, uniqueness and characterization of minimal blowup solutions. Later on, Fibich and Wang

in [32] and Liu et al. in [56] investigated stability and instability of standing waves to (1.3) with

p ≥ 2 + 4
N
.

When K is unbounded, the problem becomes more involved. For the case K(x) = |x|b with

b > 0, sharp conditions on the global existence and blowup of solutions to (1.3) were established
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by Chen in [13] as well as Chen and Guo in [14]. Afterwards, Zhu in [84] derived the existence and

concentration phenomenon of blowup solutions. Recently, Dinh et al. in [25] further investigated

scattering and blowup of solutions. For the case K(x) = |x|−b with b > 0, the problem has received

much attentions in latest years. The well-posedness for (1.3) was initially established in [1, 36,41].

Later on, the existence and dynamical properties of blowup solutions was revealed in [20,23,30,35]

for p ≥ 2+ 2(2−b)
N

. Sharp thresholds for scattering versus blowup of solutions below the ground stat

energy level were attained in [9–11, 24, 31, 64] for the energy sub-critical regime and in [17, 18, 42]

for the energy critical case.

Following the pioneer article of Tao et al. [80], there are many works devoted to the study

of solutions to nonlinear Schrödinger equations with combined power nonlinearities. Indeed, the

scattering and blowup of solutions for an intercritical focusing perturbed equation was investigated

by Bellazzini et al. [6] for a defocusing perturbation and Xie [83] for a focusing perturbation. In

three space dimensions, the scattering versus blow-up dichotomy under the ground state threshold

was considered in [48,49] for a defocusing energy-critical perturbed source term. The same questions

were investigated for a focusing energy-critical perturbed non-linearity in three space dimensions in

[65]. This result was extended to four space dimensions in [66] and to lower dimensions in [15]. In the

inhomogeneous case, some well-posedness issues of a Schrödinger equation with a combined source

term were investigated in [16]. Inspired by these literature, it would be interesting to investigate

solutions to (1.1) having competing inhomogeneous nonlinearities. It is worth mentioning that the

problem under our consideration loses any scaling invariance due to the competing nonlinearities.

In addition, singular weights prevent any space translation. This is different from the problems

treated previously, which indeed brings out difficulties in our study.

The first aim of the present paper is to investigate standing wave solutions to (1.1a). Recall that

a standing wave solution has the form

u(t, x) = eiωtφ(x), ω ∈ R,

where φ ∈ H1(RN ) solves the elliptic equation

−∆φ+ ωφ = |x|−b2 |φ|p2−2φ− |x|−b1 |φ|p1−2φ in R
N . (1.4)

Definition 1.1 (Ground state). A non-trivial H1 solution Q to (1.4) is called a ground state related

to (1.4) if it minimizes the action functional

Sω(φ) :=
1

2

ˆ

RN

|∇φ|2 dx+
ω

2

ˆ

RN

|φ|2 dx+
1

p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |φ|p1 dx− 1

p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |φ|p2 dx.

over all non-trivial solution of (1.4), that is,

Sω(Q) = inf
{
Sω(φ) : φ ∈ H1\{0} solves (1.4)

}
.

Actually, we will show that

Sω(Q) = inf
{
Sω(φ); φ ∈ H1\{0}, K(φ) = 0

}
,

where

K(φ) : =

ˆ

RN

|∇φ|2 dx+
N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

2p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |φ|p1 dx

− N(p2 − 2) + 2b2
2p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |φ|p2 dx. (1.5)
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To study solutions to (1.4), we shall make use of variational methods. In this sense, solutions to

(1.4) correspond to critical points of the underlying energy functional Sω in H1(RN ).

It is standard to check that Sω is of class C1 in H1(RN ). In the variational framework, we shall

establish the existence/nonexistence, symmetry, decay, uniqueness, non-degeneracy and instability

of solutions to (1.4). The second aim of the present paper is to consider scattering versus blowup

of solutions below the energy threshold to the Cauchy problem (1.1).

Unless otherwise specified, along the rest of this article, we suppose that




N ≥ 1, 0 < b1, b2 < min{2, N},
2 < N(p1−2)+2b1

2 < N(p2−2)+2b2
2 ,

2 < p1 < 2∗b1 , 2 < p2 < 2∗b2 ,

(1.6)

where 2∗b :=
2(N−b)
(N−2)+

. It is easy to see that

pj > 2 +
2(2− bj)

N
⇐⇒ N(pj − 2) + 2bj

2
> 2, j = 1, 2.

Although the equation (1.1a) doesn’t enjoy any scaling invariance, we introduce here a useful

scaling in the space variable

vλ(x) := λ
N
2 v(λx), x ∈ R

N , λ > 0. (1.7)

In particular, one can easily verify that

K(φ) = ∂λ

(
Sω(φλ)

)
|λ=1

.

We denote by H1
rad(R

N ) the subspace of H1(RN ) consisting of all radially symmetric functions in

H1(RN ).

Theorem 1.1. Let (1.6) hold. Then

(i) There exist positive, radially symmetric and decreasing ground states in H1(RN ) to (1.4)

for any ω > 0.

(ii) Moreover, assume that b1 < b2, p1 < p2. If 3 ≤ N ≤ 4, then there exist no positive,

radially symmetric, and decreasing solutions in H1(RN ) to (1.4) for ω = 0. If N ≥ 5, then

there exist positive, radially symmetric, and decreasing ground states in H1(RN ) to (1.4)

for ω = 0.

(iii) If N ≥ 2, then there are no solutions in H1
rad(R

N ) to (1.4) for any ω < 0.

When ω > 0, by introducing the following minimization problem with the help of the underlying

Pohozaev manifold

mω := inf
u∈P

Sω(u), P :=
{
φ ∈ H1(RN )\{0} : K(φ) = 0

}

and utilizing the fact that H1(RN ) is compactly embedded in Lp(RN , |x|−bdx) for any 2 < p < 2∗b ,

see lemma 2.3, one can establish the existence of ground states in (1.4). It is worth remaking that

the Pohozaev manifold P is a natural constraint and minimizers of the minimization problem are

ground states to (1.1). While ω = 0, the existence of solutions becomes delicate. In this situation,

one clearly finds that H1(RN ) is no longer a natural Sobolev space to seek for solutions. For this,
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we shall introduce the associated Sobolev space X defined by the completion of C∞
0 (RN ) under the

norm

‖u‖X :=

(
ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx
) 1

2

+

(
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx
) 1

p1

.

Here the extra assumptions b1 < b2 and p1 < p2 are used to guarantee that X is continuously em-

bedded in Lp2(RN , |x|−b2dx), see Lemma 3.3. Similarly, by introducing the following minimization

problem with the aid of the underlying Pohozaev manifold,

m0 := inf
u∈P

S0(u), P :=
{
φ ∈ X\{0} : K(φ) = 0

}
,

one can also derive the existence of ground states to (1.4), because X is compactly embedded in

Lp2(RN , |x|−b2dx), see Lemma 3.4. Then, using the optimal decay of the solutions, see Theorem 1.2,

one concludes that the solutions in X to (1.4) for ω = 0 are also ones in H1(RN ) for N ≥ 5, because

the solutions in X belong to L2(RN ) for N ≥ 5. Furthermore, one can obtain the nonexistence

of the solutions for 3 ≤ N ≤ 4 by Theorem 1.2, because the solutions do not belong to L2(RN )

in this case. Here, to demonstrate radial symmetry and decrease of ground states, we shall adapt

the polarization arguments developed in [4]. Due to the presence of competing inhomogeneous

nonlinearities, one cannot adopt the symmetric-decreasing rearrangement arguments in [53] to

show the symmetry of the solutions. To show the existence of positive ground states, we shall

apply the maximum principle. When ω < 0, one can employ Kato’s arguments in [45] along with

the radial Sobolev embedding results, see Lemma 2.2, to obtain the nonexistence of solutions in

H1
rad(R

N ).

Remark 1.1. Observe that if Q is a ground state to (1.4), then |Q| is also a ground state solution

to (1.4) and we have ‖∇|Q|‖2 = ‖∇Q‖2. Hence, by [43, Theorem 4.1], any ground state Q has the

form of Q = eiθ|Q|(· − y) for θ ∈ R and y ∈ R
N .

Let φ ∈ H1(RN ) be a positive and radially symmetric solution to (1.4) for ω > 0. When N ≥ 2,

by Lemma 2.2, there holds that

−∆φ =
(
−ω + |x|−b2 |φ|p2−2 − |x|−b1 |φ|p1−2

)
φ ≥ −ω

2
φ, |x| ≥ R.

It then follows that φ enjoys exponential decay at infinity for N ≥ 2. However, this is different from

the case for ω = 0, where solutions only possess algebraic decay at infinity, as presented below.

Theorem 1.2. Let (1.6) hold, N ≥ 3, b1 < b2 and p1 < p2. Let φ ∈ X be a positive, radially

symmetric, and decreasing solution to (1.4) for ω = 0. Then there holds that

φ(x) ∼
|x|→∞




|x|−β if p1 6= (2N − 2− b1)/(N − 2),

|x|2−N (ln |x|)
2−N
2−b1 if p1 = (2N − 2− b1)/(N − 2),

where β := max{(2− b1)/(p1 − 2), N − 2} > 0.

Apparently, Theorem 1.2 reveals that the solution φ 6∈ L2(RN ) for 3 ≤ N ≤ 4 and φ ∈ L2(RN )

for N ≥ 5.

Remark 1.2. Let φω be the solution obtained in Theorem 1.1 for ω ≥ 0. Then, by Theorem 1.2,

it is not difficult to show that φω → φ0 in X for 3 ≤ N ≤ 4 and in H1(RN ) for N ≥ 5 as ω → 0.
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Theorem 1.3. Let (1.6) hold, N ≥ 3, b1 < b2 and p1 < p2. Moreover, assume that

2(N − 1)− b1
p1 + 2

− 2b1 + 2(N − 1)p1
p2(p1 + 2)

+
b2
p2

≤ 0. (1.8)

Then there exists at most one positive, radially symmetric and decreasing solution to (1.4).

The study of the uniqueness of solutions to nonlinear elliptic equations has a very long history,

and there are two important schemes which turn out to be powerful. The first one is based on

shooting arguments concerning the analysis of the set of zeros and global behaviors of solutions

to the associated ordinary differential equations by Sturm’s oscillation theory. This goes back to

Coffman and Kwong, who initially proved the uniqueness of solutions to equations with power type

nonlinearities in [19,52]. Let us also refer to the readers to [34,76] for the study of the uniqueness of

solutions to equations with inhomogeneous nonlinearities in the same spirit. The second one, which

is based on the Pohozaev-type identity, was originally proposed by Yanagida in [75]. Later, it was

further generalized by Shioji and Watanabe in [70,71]. Since the problem under our consideration

possesses competing inhomogeneous nonlinearities, the shooting arguments are not available to

discuss the uniqueness of solutions. In particular, one can check that associated local energy does

not decrease along the trajectories in our case. For this reason, to prove Theorem 1.3, we shall take

advantage of the second scheme. Roughly speaking, we first need to calculate the corresponding

Pohozaev identity satisfied by solutions to the ordinary differential equation (4.1). Equation (4.1)

is solved by any radially symmetric solution to (1.4). The desired Pohozaev identity is indeed given

by (4.3). Next, we need to discuss the sign of the associated Pohozaev quantity J(r;u) defined by

(4.2) and also need to discover some properties of solutions to (4.1). Here the condition (1.8), which

is technical, is actually to ensure that J(r;u) ≥ 0 for any r ≥ 0, see Lemma 4.1. The presence of

such a restriction is due to the fact our problem has competing inhomogeneous nonlinearities, under

which the Pohozaev identity (4.3) has two terms with indefinite signs, and thus the verification of

the assertion that J(r;u) ≥ 0 for any r ≥ 0 becomes difficult. It is unknown to us whether Theorem

1.3 remains valid when (1.8) is relaxed.

Remark 1.3. Arguing as in the proof of (4.3) below and replacing the role of p2 by p1, one can

show that

d

dr
J(r;φ) = G̃(r)φ(r)2 + H̃(r)φ(r)p1 ,

where

G̃(r) := ω

(
(N − 1)(2− p2)− 2b2

p2 + 2

)
r

2(b2−1)+(2N−3)p2
p2+2

+
(2(N − 1)− b2) (2(N − b2)− p2(N − 2)) ((b2 − 2) + (N − 2)p2)

(p2 + 2)3
r

2(b2−3)+(2N−5)p2
p2+2 ,

and

H̃(r) :=

(
2(N − 1)− b2

p2 + 2
− 2b2 + 2(N − 1)p2

p1(p2 + 2)
+
b1
p1

)
r

2(b2−1)+(2N−3)p2
p2+2

−b1 .

Assume in addition that

2(N − 1)− b2
p2 + 2

− 2b2 + 2(N − 1)p2
p1(p2 + 2)

+
b1
p1

≥ 0,

we see that the conclusion of Theorem 1.3 remains true.
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Definition 1.2. We say that a solution φ ∈ H1(RN ) to (1.4) is non-degenerate if

Ker[L+] = span {∂x1φ, · · · , ∂xNφ} ,

where

L+ := −∆+ ω + (p1 − 1)|φ|p1−2 − (p2 − 1)|φ|p2−2.

Moreover, we shall use n(L+) to denote the Morse index of φ, which is defined by the maximal

dimension of a subspace of H1(RN ) on which L+ is negative definite.

Theorem 1.4. Let (1.6) holds, N ≥ 3 and φ ∈ H1(RN ) be a positive radially symmetric solution

to (1.4) satisfying that the Morse index of φ is 1, i.e. n(L+) = 1. Then φ is non-degenerate.

The discussion of non-degeneracy of solutions to nonlinear elliptic equations, which relies prin-

cipally on the spherical harmonic decomposition arguments, plays an important role in revealing

quantitative properties of solutions. We refer the readers to the early works [68] and [81] for the

study of non-degeneracy of solutions to (1.2). For the study of non-degeneracy of solutions to (1.3)

with K(x) = |x|−b for b > 0, we refer the readers to [36]. To establish Theorem 1.4, we shall make

use of the spherical harmonic decomposition arguments, which is inspired by [72]. Note that our

problem has competing inhomogeneous nonlinearities, then the proof of the result is not a direct

application of these arguments.

In what follows, we shall turn to discuss dynamical behaviors of solutions to the Cauchy problem

(1.1). Let us first state the well-posedness result for (1.1) in H1(RN ).

Proposition 1.1. Let (1.6) holds. Then, for any u0 ∈ H1(RN ), there exists Tmax > 0 such that

(1.1) has a unique maximal solution u ∈ C([0, Tmax),H
1(RN )) to (1.1) satisfying the conservation

of mass and energy, i.e. for any t ∈ [0, Tmax),

M(u(t)) =M(u0), E(u(t)) = E(u0),

where

M(u(t)) :=

ˆ

RN

|u(t, x)|2 dx,

E(u) :=
1

2

ˆ

RN

|∇u(t, x)|2 dx+
1

p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u(t, x)|p1 dx− 1

p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u(t, x)|p2 dx.

Moreover, the solution map u0 7→ u is continuous from H1(RN ) to C([0, Tmax),H
1(RN )). There

also holds that either Tmax < +∞ or lim
t→T−

max

‖∇u(t)‖2 = +∞.

Although we deal here with competing inhomogeneous nonlinearities, the proof of the above

proposition mimics the same steps performed in [41] where only one inhomogeneous nonlinearity

is considered. The details are hence omitted.

The first result in this direction consists in blowup of solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with

initial data belonging to the set A−
ω defined by

A−
ω :=

{
φ ∈ H1(RN )\{0} : Sω(φ) < mω,K(φ) < 0

}
, (1.9)

where mω > 0 is the ground state energy level defined by

mω := inf
φ∈P

Sω(φ), (1.10)
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with

P :=
{
φ ∈ H1(RN )\{0} : K(φ) = 0

}
for ω > 0, P :=

{
φ ∈ X\{0} : K(φ) = 0

}
for ω = 0.

Note that by Theorem 1.1 the infimum mω is positive and is actually a minimum for any ω ≥ 0.

Here P is the so-called Pohozaev manifold and K(φ) = 0 is the Pohozaev identity related to (1.4),

see Lemma 2.4 below.

Theorem 1.5. Let (1.6) holds and u ∈ C([0, Tmax),H
1(RN )) be the maximal solution to the

Cauchy problem (1.1) with u0 ∈ A−
ω . Then u blows up in finite time under one of the following

assumptions,

(i) |x|u0 ∈ L2(RN );

(ii) u0 ∈ H1
rad(R

N ) and max{p1, p2} ≤ 6;

(iii) u0 ∈ H1(RN ) and max{p1, p2} ≤ 2 + 4
N
.

Remark 1.4. The blow-up in finite time for NLS is standard for a finite variance data or a radial

one. However, for a non-radial data with possible infinite variance, the blow-up in finite time is still

open except for the one space dimension [67]. Here we obtain the finite time blow-up of solutions to

(1.1) for a non-radial data with possible infinite variance for the range 2+
2(2−bj )
N

< pj ≤ 2+ 4
N
, j =

1, 2. Note that the above range is unmeaningful if b1 b2 = 0.

Remark 1.5. In a recent paper [5], the authors establish the existence of finite-time blowing-up

solutions below the ground state energy threshold in the 3D homogeneous case, that is b1 = b2 = 0.

To prove Theorem 1.5, we need to employ the variational characterization of the ground state

energy level given by (1.10) along with the evolution of the related localized virial quantity, see

Lemma 5.4. Further, utilizing the arguments in [62], we are able to derive the upper bound on

blowup rate of solutions.

Theorem 1.6. Let (1.6) holds and u ∈ C([0, Tmax),H
1(RN )) be the maximal solution of the Cauchy

problem (1.1) with u0 ∈ A−
ω . Assume that u blows up in finite time, i.e. Tmax < +∞.

(i) If u0 ∈ H1(RN ) is radial, p1 < 6 and p2 < 6, then, for any t > 0 close to Tmax,

ˆ Tmax

t

(Tmax − τ)‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτ ≤ C(Tmax − t)
min

{
2(6−p1)

(N−2)(p1−2)+2(b1+2)
,

2(6−p2)
(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2)

}

. (1.11)

Moreover, there exists a sequence {tn} ⊂ [0, Tmax) with tn ր Tmax as n→ ∞ such that

‖∇u(tn)‖2 ≤ C

(Tmax − tn)
max

{
(N−1)(p1−2)+2b1

(N−2)(p1−2)+2(b1+2)
,

(N−1)(p2−2)+2b2
(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2)

} . (1.12)

(ii) If u0 ∈ H1(RN ), p1 < 2 + 4
N
, p2 < 2 + 4

N
, then, for any t > 0 close to Tmax,

ˆ Tmax

t

(Tmax − τ)‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτ ≤ C(Tmax − t)
min

{
2(4−N(p1−2))

4−N(p1−2)+2b1
,

2(4−N(p2−2))
4−N(p2−2)+2b2

}

. (1.13)

Moreover, there exists a sequence {tn} ⊂ [0, Tmax) with tn ր Tmax as n→ ∞ such that

‖∇u(tn)‖2 ≤ C

(Tmax − tn)
max

{
2b1

4−N(p1−2)+2b1
,

2b2
4−N(p2−2)+2b2

} . (1.14)



COMPETING INLS 9

As a straightforward consequence of Theorem 1.5, we have the strong instability of standing

waves.

Corollary 1.1. Let (1.6) holds, ω ≥ 0, and eiωtφ be a standing wave solution to (1.1a). Then the

following assertions hold.

(i) If ω > 0 or ω = 0 and N ≥ 5, then standing wave eiωtφ is strongly unstable in the sense

that, for any ǫ > 0, there exists u0 ∈ H1(RN ) such that ‖u0 − φ‖ < ǫ and the maximal

solution u of (1.1) blows up in finite time.

(ii) If ω = 0 and 3 ≤ N ≤ 4, then standing wave eiωtφ is strongly unstable in the sense that,

for any ǫ > 0, there exists u0 ∈ H1(RN ) such that ‖u0 − φ‖X < ǫ and the maximal solution

u of (1.1) blows up in finite time.

Since φ 6∈ L2(RN ) for ω = 0 and 3 ≤ N ≤ 4 by Theorem 1.2, then the strong instability in the

statement (ii) holds true in the framework of the weak topology.

Next we shall investigate scattering of solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data

belonging to the set A+
ω defined by

A+
ω :=

{
φ ∈ H1(RN )\{0} : Sω(φ) < mω,K(φ) > 0

}
.

Our next result is the following energy scattering for (1.1) for initial data belonging to A+
ω .

Theorem 1.7. Let (1.6) holds, N ≥ 3, 0 < b1, b2 < min{2, N/2} and u0 ∈ A+
ω . Then the solution

u to the Cauchy problem (1.1) exists globally in time and scatters in the sense that there exist

u±0 ∈ H1(RN ) such that

lim
t→±∞

∥∥u(t)− eit∆u±0
∥∥
H1 = 0.

Remark 1.6. In view of the scattering result stated in the above theorem, some comments are in

order.

(i) The 3D homogeneous case (b1 = b2 = 0) is studied in [6]. The main ingredient used in [6]

was the interaction Morawetz estimate which fails to hold in the inhomogeneous case.

(ii) Our approach relies on Tao’s scattering criterion [78], and Dodson-Murphy’s Virial/Morawetz

inequalities [26] (see also [3, 24]).

(iii) We are face here to two difficulties coming from the singular weights: the scattering criterion

and the coercivity.

(iv) Unlike to the homogeneous case, where the Strauss inequality is used to handle the radial

setting, here the decay of the singular weights enables us to remove the radial assumption.

To prove the global existence of solutions, one can take into account the variational charac-

terization of the ground state energy level given by (1.10) and the conservation laws. While, to

prove scattering, we shall adapt the arguments from [78], which avoids the use of the concentration-

compactness-rigidity techniques due to Kenig and Merle in [47]. First we need to establish coercivity

result, see Lemma 6.5. Next we need to prove that solutions have sufficiently small mass near the

origin at sufficiently late time, see Lemma 6.1, which is achieved by small data scattering theory,

see Lemmas 6.7 and 6.9. Thus, we have the desired conclusions.

Outline of the paper. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present

some auxiliary results and useful tools used to establish our main Theorems. In Section 3, we
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discuss the existence / nonexistence, symmetry, and decay of solutions to (1.4) and give the proofs

of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. Section 4 is devoted to the uniqueness and non-degeneracy of

solutions and contains the proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. Section 5 is concerned with

the study of blow-up of solutions and contains the proofs of Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.6 as well

as Corollary 1.1. Finally, in Section 6, we investigate the energy scattering for (1.1) and establish

Theorem 1.7.

Notations. For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, the norm in the usual Lebesgue space Lp(RN ) will be denoted simply

‖ · ‖p. For two quantities A and B, A . B means that there exists a positive constant C such

that A ≤ CB, and A & B means that A ≥ CB . We use p′ to denote the conjugate exponent

of p defined by p′ = p
p−1 . Along the rest of the article, the letter C stands for a generic positive

constant, whose value may change from line to line. For simplicity and clarity in the presentation,

we will always denote by u a solution of (1.1a) or (1.4).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we collect some auxiliary results and useful tools needed in the proofs of our main

results. Let us begin with the well-known Gagliardo-Nirenberg iequality [35] and radial Sobolev

embedding [73].

Lemma 2.1. Let N ≥ 1, 0 ≤ b < min{2, N} and 2 < p ≤ 2∗b . Then there exists C > 0 such that,

for any u ∈ H1(RN ),

ˆ

RN

|x|−b|u|p dx ≤ C

(
ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx
)N(p−2)

4
+ b

2
(
ˆ

RN

|u|2 dx
) p

2
−

N(p−2)
4

− b
2

. (2.1)

Lemma 2.2. Let N ≥ 2. Then there exists C > 0 such that, for any u ∈ H1
rad(R

N ),

sup
x 6=0

|x|N−1
2 |u(x)| ≤ C

(
ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx
) 1

4
(
ˆ

RN

|u|2 dx
) 1

4

. (2.2)

Lemma 2.3. [2, Lemma 2.1] Let N ≥ 1 and 0 < b < min{2, N}. Then H1(RN ) is compactly

embedded into Lp(RN , |x|−bdx) for any 2 < p < 2∗b .

Lemma 2.4. Let u ∈ H1(RN ) be a solution to (1.4). Then K(u) = 0, where K is as in (1.5).

Proof. First multiplying (1.4) by x · ∇u and integrating on BR(0) results in

−
ˆ

BR(0)
∆u(x · ∇u) dx+ ω

ˆ

BR(0)
u(x · ∇u) dx

=

ˆ

BR(0)
|x|−b2 |u|p2−2u(x · ∇u) dx−

ˆ

BR(0)
|x|−b1 |u|p1−2u(x · ∇u) dx.

(2.3)

In what follows, we are going to calculate every term in (2.3) with the help of the divergence

theorem. Observe that

−
ˆ

BR(0)
∆u(x · ∇u) dx =

ˆ

BR(0)
∇u · ∇(x · ∇u) dx−R

ˆ

∂BR(0)
|∇u · n|2 dS

=
2−N

2

ˆ

BR(0)
|∇u|2 dx− R

2

ˆ

∂BR(0)
|∇u · n|2 dS,
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ˆ

BR(0)
u(x · ∇u) dx =

1

2

ˆ

BR(0)
x · ∇

(
|u|2
)
dx = −N

2

ˆ

BR(0)
|u|2 dx+

R

2

ˆ

∂BR(0)
|u|2 dS,

where the vector n denotes the outward normal to ∂BR(0). In addition, we see that
ˆ

BR(0)
|x|−b1 |u|p1−2u(x · ∇u) dx =

1

p1

ˆ

BR(0)

(
|x|−b1x

)
· ∇ (|u|p1) dx

=
b1 −N

p1

ˆ

BR(0)
|x|−b1 |u|b1 dx− R

p1

ˆ

∂BR(0)
|x|−b1 |u|p1 dS,

ˆ

BR(0)
|x|−b2 |u|p2−2u(x · ∇u) dx =

b2 −N

p2

ˆ

BR(0)
|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx− R

p2

ˆ

∂BR(0)
|x|−b2 |u|p2 dS.

Therefore, applying (2.3), we are able to derive that

N − 2

2

ˆ

BR(0)
|∇u|2 dx+

ωN

2

ˆ

BR(0)
|u|2 dx

=
b2 −N

p2

ˆ

BR(0)
|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx− b1 −N

p1

ˆ

BR(0)
|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx+ IR,

(2.4)

where

IR := −R
2

ˆ

∂BR(0)
|∇u · n|2 dS+R

2

ˆ

∂BR(0)
|u|2 dS+R

p1

ˆ

∂BR(0)
|x|−b1 |u|p1 dS−R

p2

ˆ

∂BR(0)
|x|−b2 |u|p2 dS.

Since u ∈ H1(RN ), then
ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 + |u|2 + |x|−b1 |u|p1 + |x|−b2 |u|p2 dx

=

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

∂BR(0)
|∇u|2 + |u|2 + |x|−b1 |u|p1 + |x|−b2 |u|p2 dSdR <∞.

It then follows that there exists a sequence {Rn} → ∞ as n → ∞ such that IRn = on(1). Making

use of (2.4) with R = Rn and taking the limit as n→ ∞, we then get that

N − 2

2

ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx+
ωN

2

ˆ

RN

|u|2 dx =
b2 −N

p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx− b1 −N

p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx.

On the other hand, multiplying (1.4) by u and integrating on R
N leads to

N

2

ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx+
ωN

2

ˆ

RN

|u|2 dx =
N

2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx+
N

2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx.

Thereby, we conclude that
ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx =
N(p2 − 2) + 2b2

2p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx− N(p1 − 1) + 2b1
2p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx.

Thus the proof is completed. �

3. Existence/Nonexistence, Symmetry and Decay

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 1.1. The first purpose is to verify the existence of ground

states to (1.4) for ω > 0. For this, we shall introduce the following minimization problem,

mω := inf
u∈P

Sω(u), (3.1)

where

P :=
{
u ∈ H1(RN )\{0} : K(u) = 0

}
.
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Lemma 3.1. Let (1.6) holds. Then, for any u ∈ H1(RN ), there exists a unique tu > 0 such that

utu ∈ P (c) and

max
t>0

E(ut) = E(utu). (3.2)

Moreover, if K(u) < 0, then 0 < tu < 1. In adiition,the function t 7→ E(ut) is concave on [tu,∞).

Proof. Observe that

d

dt
E(ut) = t

ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx+
N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

2p1
t
N
2
(p1−2)+b1−1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx

− N(p2 − 2) + 2b2
2p2

t
N
2
(p2−2)+b2−1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx

=
1

t
K(ut).

In addition, we have that

d2

dt2
E(ut) =

ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx+
(N(p1 − 2) + 2b)((N(p1 − 2)− 2(1 − b1))

4p1
t
N
2
(p1−2)+b1−2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx

− (N(p2 − 2) + 2b2)((N(p2 − 2)− 2(1− b2))

4p2
t
N
2
(p2−2)+b2−2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx.

Note that p1 > 2 + 2(2−b1)
N

and p2 > 2 + 2(2−b2)
N

. Then it is not hard to see that there exists a

unique tu > 0 such that K(utu) = 0. In addition, there holds that d
dt
E(ut) > 0 if 0 < t < tu and

d
dt
E(ut) < 0 if t > tu. This then gives rise to (3.2). Meanwhile, we can see that 0 < tu < 1 if

K(u) < 0. Furthermore, it is simple to check that there exists a unique 0 < t̃u ≤ tu such that

d2

dt2
E(ut) |t=t̃u= 0.

There also holds that

d2

dt2
E(ut) > 0 for 0 < t < t̃u,

d2

dt2
E(ut) < 0 for t > t̃u.

This implies that the function t 7→ E(ut) is concave on [tu,∞) and the proof is completed. �

Lemma 3.2. Let (1.6) holds. Then there exist ground states to (1.4) for ω > 0.

Proof. First it is standard to check that P is a natural constraint. Hence, any minimizer to (3.1)

is a ground state to (1.4). Therefore, we are going to prove that there exist minimizers to (3.1).

Let {un} ⊂ P be a minimizing sequence to (3.1), i.e. Sω(un) + on(1) = mω. Since P is a natural

constraint, without restriction, then we may assume that S′
ω(un) = on(1). Note that K(un) = 0,

by (2.1), then
ˆ

RN

|∇un|2 dx+
N(p1 − 1) + 2b1

2p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |un|p1 dx =
N(p2 − 2) + 2b2

2p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |un|p2 dx

≤ C‖∇un‖
N(p2−2)

2
+b2

2 ‖un‖
p2−

N(p2−2)

2
−b2

2 .

This obviously leads to

‖∇un‖
N(p2−2)

2
+b2−2

2 ‖un‖
p2−

N(p2−2)
2

−b2
2 ≥ 1

C
. (3.3)
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On the other hand, we observe that

mω = Sω(un) + on(1) = Sω(un)−
2

N(p2 − 2) + 2b2
K(un) + on(1)

=

(
1

2
− 2

N(p2 − 2) + 2b2

)
‖∇un‖22 +

1

2
‖un‖22 (3.4)

+
1

p1

(
N(p2 − p1) + 2(b2 − b1)

N(p2 − 2) + 2b2

)
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |un|p1 dx+ on(1).

In view of (3.3), we then have that mω > 0. Next we assert that mω is achieved. It follows

immediately from (3.4) that {un} is bounded inH1(RN ). Then there exists a nontrivial u ∈ H1(RN )

such that un ⇀ u in H1(RN ) as n → ∞ and un → u in Lp1(RN , |x|−b1dx) ∩ Lp2(RN , |x|−b2dx) as

n → ∞ by Lemma 2.3. This infers that Sω(u) ≤ mω. Furthermore, we know that S′
ω(u) = 0, i.e

u ∈ H1(RN ) is a solution to (1.4). As a consequence, by Lemma 2.4, we get that K(u) = 0. It

then follows that Sω(u) = mω. Thus the proof is completed. �

In the following, we are going to prove the existence of ground states to (1.4) for ω = 0, which

induces the following zero mass equation,

−∆u+ |x|−b1 |u|p1−2u = |x|−b2 |u|p2−2u in R
N . (3.5)

To investigate the existence of solutions to (3.5), we need to work in the Sobolev space X defined

by the completion of C∞
0 (RN ) under the norm

‖u‖X :=

(
ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx
) 1

2

+

(
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx
) 1

p1

.

Lemma 3.3. Let (1.6) holds, N ≥ 3, p1 < p2 and b1 < b2. Then X is continuously embedding into

Lp2(RN , |x|−b2dx), i.e. there exists C > 0 such that, for any u ∈ X,

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx ≤ C

(
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx
)θ1θ2 (ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx
) θ1(1−θ2)p1

2
+

(1−θ1)(N−b2)
N−2

, (3.6)

where 0 < θ1, θ2 < 1 are two constants such that

p2 = θ1p1 + (1− θ1)
2(N − b2)

N − 2
, b2 = θ2b1 + (1− θ2)

2N − p1(N − 2)

2
.

Proof. Since p1 < p2 <
2(N−b2)
N−2 , then there exists 0 < θ1 < 1 such that

p2 = θ1p1 + (1− θ1)
2(N − b2)

N − 2
.

Using Hölder’s inequality and (2.1), we then have that
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx ≤
(
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p1 dx
)θ1 (ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|
2(N−b2)

N−2 dx

)1−θ1

≤ C

(
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p1 dx
)θ1 (ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx
) (1−θ1)(N−b2)

N−2

.

(3.7)

Define

b0 :=
2N − p1(N − 2)

2
.

It is simple to see that

b0 < 2, b0 < N,
2(N − b0)

N − 2
= p1.
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Since p1 < p2 <
2(N−b2)
N−2 , then b0 > b2. Thus there exists 0 < θ2 < 1 such that b2 = θ2b1+(1−θ2)b0.

Using again Hölder’s inequality and (2.1), we then get that

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p1 dx ≤
(
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx
)θ2 (ˆ

RN

|x|−b0 |u|p1 dx
)1−θ2

≤ C

(
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx
)θ2 (ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx
) (1−θ2)p1

2

.

(3.8)

Consequently, by (3.7) and (3.8), there holds that

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p1 dx ≤ C

(
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p1 dx
)θ1θ2 (ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx
) θ1(1−θ2)p1

2
+

(1−θ1)(N−b2)
N−2

.

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 3.4. Let (1.6) holds, N ≥ 3, p1 < p2 and b1 < b2. Then X is compactly embedding into

Lp2(RN , |x|−b2dx).

Proof. Observe that
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx ≤
ˆ

|x|<R
|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx+

1

Rb2

ˆ

|x|≥R
|u|p2 dx

≤
(
ˆ

|x|<R
|u|−

θb2
θ−1 dx

) θ−1
θ
(
ˆ

|x|<R
|u|θp2 dx

) 1
θ

+
1

Rb2

ˆ

|x|>R
|u|p2 dx,

(3.9)

where θ > 1 satisfies that
θb2
θ − 1

< N, θp2 <
2N

N − 2
.

Let {un} ⊂ X be a bounded sequence. Then there exists u ∈ X such that un ⇀ u in X as

n → ∞. Note that X ⊂ D1,2(RN ) and D1,2(RN ) is locally compactly embedded into Lp(RN )

for any 2 < p < 2N
N−2 . Utilizing (3.9) with R > 0 large enough, we then have that un → u in

Lp2(RN , |x|−b2dx) as n→ ∞ and the proof is completed. �

We are now able to prove the existence of ground states to (1.4) for ω = 0. For this, we shall

introduce the following minimization problems,

m0 := inf
u∈P

E(u), (3.10)

where

P := {u ∈ X\{0} : K(u) = 0} .

Lemma 3.5. Let (1.6) holds, N ≥ 3, p1 < p2 and b1 < b2. Then there exist ground states in X to

(1.4) for ω = 0.

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Lemma 3.2. It suffices to assert that there exist nonnegative

minimizers to (3.10). Let {un} ⊂ P be a minimizing sequence to (3.10), i.e. E(un) + on(1) = m0.

Observe first that

p1θ1θ2 + 2

(
θ1(1− θ2)p1

2
+

(1− θ1)(N − b2)

N − 2

)
= p2,
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where 0 < θ1, θ2 < 1 are the constants decided in Lemma 3.3. It then follows that

θ0 := θ1θ2 +
θ1(1− θ2)p1

2
+

(1− θ1)(N − b2)

N − 2
> 1.

Owing to (3.6) and using K(un) = 0, we infer that
ˆ

RN

|∇un|2 dx+
N(p1 − 1) + 2b1

2p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |un|p1 dx =
N(p2 − 2) + 2b2

2p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |un|p2 dx

≤ C

(
ˆ

RN

|∇un|2 dx+

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |un|p1 dx
)θ0

.

It follows that
ˆ

RN

|∇un|2 dx+

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |un|p1 dx ≥ 1

C
1

θ0−1

. (3.11)

Observe that

m0 = E(un) + on(1) = E(un)−
2

N(p2 − 2) + 2b2
K(un) + on(1)

=

(
1

2
− 2

N(p2 − 2) + 2b2

)
ˆ

RN

|∇un|2 dx

+
1

p1

(
N(p2 − p1) + 2(b2 − b1)

N(p2 − 2) + 2b2

)
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |un|p1 dx+ on(1).

Then we have m0 > 0 by (3.11). At this stage, following closely the line of the proof of Lemma

3.2, we are able to get the desired conclusion. Thus the proof is completed. �

Lemma 3.6. Let u be a ground state to (1.4) for ω ≥ 0. Then u is positive, radially symmetric

and decreasing.

Proof. Let us first introduce the definition of polarization of measurable functions. Here we denote

by H the family of all affine closed half spaces in R
N and denote by H0 the family of all closed

half spaces in R
N , i.e. H ∈ H0 if and only if H ∈ H and 0 lies in the hyperplane ∂H. For H ∈ H,

we denote by RH : RN → R
N the reflection with respect to the boundary of H. We define the

polarization of a measurable function u : RN → R with respect to H by

uH(x) :=

{
max {u(x), u(RH(x))} , x ∈ H,

min {u(x), u(RH(x))} , x ∈ R
N\H.

For simplicity, we shall only prove the result for the case ω > 0. Let u ∈ H1(RN ) be a ground

state to (1.4) for ω > 0, which is indeed a minimizer to (3.1). In view of [4, Lemmas 2.2-2.3], we

see that, for any H ∈ H0,
ˆ

RN

|∇uH |2 dx =

ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx,
ˆ

RN

|uH |2 dx =

ˆ

RN

|u|2 dx

and
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |uH |p1 dx =

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx,
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |uH |p2 dx =

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx.

As a consequence, we find that uH ∈ H1(RN ) is also a minimizer to (3.1) for any H ∈ H0. It follows

from [74, Theorem 1] that there exist a sequence {Hn} ⊂ H0 and a sequence {un} ⊂ X such that
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un → u∗ in Lp(RN ) as n → ∞ for any 1 ≤ p < ∞, where u∗ denotes the symmetric-decreasing

rearrangement of u and the sequence {un} is defined by

u1 := u, un+1 := (un)H1H2···Hn+1 .

Therefore, we conclude that
ˆ

RN

|∇u∗|2 dx ≤
ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx,
ˆ

RN

|u∗|2 dx =

ˆ

RN

|u|2 dx,

and
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u∗|p1 dx =

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx,
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u∗|p2 dx =

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2−2 dx.

It then yields that Sω(u
∗) ≤ Sω(u) = mω. Note that K(u) = 0, then K(u∗) ≤ 0. Hence we have

that there exists a constant 0 < tu∗ ≤ 1 such that K(u∗tu∗ ) = 0 by Lemma 3.1. Further, we are able

to derive that u∗ ∈ H1(RN ) is a minimizer to (3.10) and
ˆ

RN

|∇u∗|2 dx =

ˆ

RN

|∇u|2 dx.

In view of [8, Theorem 1.1], we deduce that u is nonnegative, radially symmetric and decreasing

up to translations. Using the maximum principle, we then have the existence of positive ground

states. Thus the proof is completed. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By applying standard bootstrap arguments, we first get that u ∈ C(RN ) ∩
C2(RN\{0}) and u(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞. Let us first show that u(x) ∼ |x|−β as |x| → ∞ by adapting

some ingredients from [21]. For R > 0, there holds −∆(|x|2−N ) = 0 in R
N\BR(0). On the other

hand, since p1 < p2 and u(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞, then −∆u ≤ 0 in R
N\BR(0) for any R > 0 large

enough. From the maximum principle, we then obtain that u(x) ≤ C|x|2−N in R
N\BR(0). This

means that u(r) ≤ Cr2−N for any r > 0. We now prove that u(r) ≤ Cr
b1−2
p1−2 for any r > 0. Since

u ∈ X is positive and radially symmetric, then (3.5) can be rewritten as

−urr −
N − 1

r
ur + r−b1up1−1 = r−b2up2−1. (3.12)

It is simple to conclude that urr > 0 for any r > 0 large enough. This shows that ur is increasing

and limr→∞ |ur(r)| = 0. Multiplying (3.12) by ur and integrating on [t,∞), we have that

−
ˆ ∞

t

urrur dr +

ˆ ∞

t

r−b1up1−1ur dr =

ˆ ∞

t

r−b2up2−1ur dr + (N − 1)

ˆ ∞

t

u2r
r
dr. (3.13)

Note that u(r) → 0 and ur(r) → 0 as r → ∞. Therefore, from (3.13), we obtain that

f(t) :=
1

2
u2t −

1

p1
t−b1up1 +

1

p2
t−b2up2 =

ˆ ∞

t

N − 1

r
u2r −

b1
p1
r−b1−1up1 +

b2
p2
r−b2−1up2 dr,

from which we get that

d

dr
f(r) = −b2

r
f(r)− 2(N − 1)− b2

2r
u2r −

b2 − b1
p1

r−b1up1 . (3.14)

This means that

d

dr

(
rb2f(r)

)
= −(2(N − 1)− b2)r

b2−1

2
u2r −

b2 − b1
p1

rb2−b1up1 < 0.

As a result, we derive that rb2f(r) is decreasing for any r > 0. It then follows that f(r) is decreasing

for any r > 0. Note that f(r) → 0 as r → ∞. Hence there holds that f(r) > 0 for any r > 0 large
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enough. Thus we conclude that u2r ≥ r−b1up1/p1 for any r > 0 large enough, because of u(r) → 0

as r → ∞ and p1 < p2. Then we see that, for any r > 0 large enough,

(
r

b1
2 u

2−p1
2

)′
=
b1
2
r

b1
2
−1u

2−p1
2 − p1 − 2

2
r

b1
2 u−

p1
2 ur ≥

p1 − 2

2
r

b1
2 u−

p1
2 |ur| ≥

p1 − 2

2
√
p1
. (3.15)

On the other hand, there holds that, for any r > 0,

(
r

b1
2 u

2−p1
2

)′
=
b1
2
r

b1
2
−1u

2−p1
2 − p1 − 2

2
r

b1
2 u−

p1
2 ur ≥

b1
2
r

b1
2
−1u

2−p1
2 . (3.16)

Combining (3.15) and (3.16), we conclude that there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for any

r > 0,

(
r

b1
2 u

2−p1
2

)′
≥ C. (3.17)

Therefore, from (3.17), there holds that u(r) ≤ Cr
b1−2
p1−2 for any r > 0. Consequently, we have that

u(r) ≤ Cr−β for any r > 0.

Let us define v(r) := rβu(r) for r > 0. We are going to prove that there exists a constant l > 0

such that v(r) → l as r → ∞. From the discussions above, we see that v is bounded. In addition,

by (3.12), it is not hard to verify that v solves the following equation,

vrr −
2β + 1−N

r
vr =

β (N − β − 2)

r2
v + r−b1+β(2−p1)vp1−1 − r−b2+β(2−p2)vp2−1. (3.18)

First we consider the case that β = N − 2. In this case, by (3.18), then v satisfies the equation

vrr −
N − 3

r
vr = r−b1+(N−2)(2−p1)vp1−1 − r−b2+(N−2)(2−p2)vp2−1.

Define w(t) := v(r) for t = β0r
N−2/(N − 2) and β0 = (N − 2)

b1−2+p1(N−2)

b1−2+(N−2)(p1−2) > 0. Therefore, we

have that w enjoys the equation

w′′ = t−
b1−2+p1(N−2)

N−2 wp1−1 − (N − 2)
(N−2)((b1−b2)+(N−2)(p2−p1))

b1−2+(N−2)(p1−2) t−
b2−2+p2(N−2)

N−2 wp2−1. (3.19)

It then follows that w′′(t) > 0 for any t > 0 large enough, because of p1 < p2 and 0 < b1−2+p1(N−
2) < b2 − 2 + p2(N − 2). Note that w is bounded, then w′(t) → 0 as t→ ∞. As a consequence, by

(3.19), we get that

−w′(t) =

ˆ ∞

t

(
s−

b1−2+p1(N−2)
N−2 wp1−1(s)− β1s

−
b2−2+p2(N−2)

N−2 wp2−1(s)

)
ds,

where

β1 := (N − 2)
(N−2)((b1−b2)+(N−2)(p2−p1))

b1−2+(N−2)(p1−2) > 0.

This gives that w′(t) < 0 for any t > 0 large enough. Furthermore, there holds that

w(t) =

ˆ ∞

t

ˆ ∞

τ

s−
b1−2+p1(N−2)

N−2 wp1−1(s)− β1s
−

b2−2+p2(N−2)
N−2 wp2−1(s) dsdτ

=

ˆ ∞

t

(s − t)

(
s−

b1−2+p1(N−2)
N−2 wp1−1(s)− β1s

−
b2−2+p2(N−2)

N−2 wp2−1(s)

)
ds
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Therefore, we find that, for any t > 0 large enough,

w(t) =

ˆ ∞

t

(s− t)

(
s−

b1−2+p1(N−2)
N−2 wp1−1(s)− β1s

−
b2−2+p2(N−2)

N−2 wp2−1(s)

)
ds

≤ wp1−1(t)

ˆ ∞

t

(s− t)s−
b1−2+p1(N−2)

N−2 ds

= wp1−1(t)t2−
b1−2+p1(N−2)

N−2 B
(
b1 − 2 + p1(N − 2)

N − 2
− 2, 2

)
,

(3.20)

where B(a, b) denotes the Beta function for a, b > 0. If β = N − 2 and (2− b1)/(p1 − 2) 6= N − 2,

then
b1 − 2 + p1(N − 2)

N − 2
> 2.

It then follows from (3.20) that there exists a constant l > 0 such that w(t) → l as t → ∞.

Otherwise, we can reach a contradiction. This in turn leads to v(r) → l as r → ∞.

Next we consider the case β > N − 2. If N ≥ 4, we define w(t) := v(r) for r = exp
(

t
|N−2β−1|

)

and t > 0. In view of (3.18), we then see that

w′′ =
1

(N − 2ω − 1)2
f(w), (3.21)

where

f(w) := β (N − β − 2)w+exp

(
(2− b1 + β(2− p1)) t

|N − 2β − 1|

)
wp1−1−exp

(
(2− b2 + β(2− p2)) t

|N − 2β − 1|

)
wp2−1.

Integrating (3.21) on [t,∞), we then get that

−w′(t) =
1

(N − 2β − 1)2

ˆ ∞

t

f(w(s)) ds. (3.22)

Note that β = max{(2 − b1)/(p1 − 2), N − 2}. If β > N − 2, then N − 2β − 1 < 0 and

2− b2 + β(2− p2)

|N − 2β − 1| <
2− b1 + β(2− p1)

|N − 2β − 1| ≤ 0.

Then there holds that, for any t > 0 large enough,

f(w(t)) ≤ −β (β −N + 2)

2
w(t) < 0.

Taking into account (3.22), we then obtain that w′(t) > 0 for any t > 0 large enough. Due to

w > 0, then w(t) → l as t → ∞. This shows that v(r) → l as r → ∞. In this case, if N = 3, then

(3.18) reduces to

vrr −
2(β − 1)

r
vr =

β (1− β)

r2
v + r−b1+β(2−p1)vp1−1 − r−b1+ω(2−p1)vp2−1. (3.23)

Utilizing a similar way as before, we can also prove that v(r) → l as r → ∞ for some l > 0 when

β = 1 or β > 1. Hence we have the desired result, i.e. u(x) ∼ |x|−β as |x| → ∞.

Let us now turn to demonstrate that u(x) ∼ |x|2−N (ln |x|)
2−N
2−b1 as |x| → ∞ for p1 = (2N − 2−

b1)/(N − 2). To do this, we shall follow some ideas from [22]. Let us first define v(r) := rN−2u(r)

for any r > 0. In virtue of (3.18) and β = N−2, we immediately know that v satisfies the following

equation,

vrr −
N − 3

r
vr = r−2vp1−1 − r−b2+(N−2)(2−p2)vp2−1.
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Define w(t) := v(r) and r = et for any t > 0. Then we find that

w′′ − (N − 2)w′ = wq−1 − e(2−b)t+(N−2)(2−p)twp−1.

It then follows that
(
w′e−(N−2)t

)′
= e−(N−2)t

(
wp1−1 − e(2−b2)t+(N−2)(2−p2)twp2−1

)
. (3.24)

By integrating (3.24) on [t,∞), we then have that

−w′(t) = e(N−2)t

ˆ ∞

t

e−(N−2)s
(
wp1−1(s)− e(2−b2)s+(N−2)(2−p2)swp2−1(s)

)
ds.

This then yields that w′(t) < 0 for any t > 0 large enough. Therefore, we get that −w′(t) ≤
Cwp1−1(t) for any t > 0 large enough. As a consequence, we have that

(
w2−p1(t)

)′ ≤ C(p1 − 2) for

any t > 0 large enough, from which we obtain that

w(t) ≥
(
C(p1 − 2)t+ w2−p1(t0)

) 1
2−p1 ≥ C̃t

2−N
2−b1 , t > t0 > 0,

because of p1 = (2N − 2− b1)/(N − 2). This yields that, for any r > 0 large enough,

u(r) ≥ C̃r2−N (ln r)
2−N
2−b1 .

In the following, we are going to show the upper bound of u. To this end, we first set

S(r) := kr2−N (ln r)
2−N
2−b1 , r > 0,

where k > 0 is a constant defined by

k :=

(
2− b1

(N − 2)2

)N−2
2−b1

.

From direct computations, we see that

−∆S + |x|−b1Sp1−1 = − (N − b1)|x|−b1
(2− b1)(N − 2)

Sp1−1

ln |x| .

Let η > 0 be a constant to be determined later. It follows from the above equation that

−∆(ηS) + |x|−b1(ηS)p1−1 = |x|−b1(ηp1−1 − η)Sp1−1 − η(N − b1)|x|−b1
(2− b1)(N − 2)

Sp1−1

ln |x| .

Therefore

−∆(u− ηS) +
|x|−b1

(
up1−1 − (ηS)p1−1

)

u− ηS
(u− ηS) = −∆u+ |x|−b1up1−1 +

(
∆(ηS)− |x|−b1(ηS)p1−1

)

= |x|−b2up2−1 − |x|−b1(ηp1−1 − η)Sp1−1 +
η(N − b1)|x|−b1
(2− b1)(N − 2)

Sp1−1

ln |x|

= |x|−b1Sp1−1

(
|x|−b2+b1 u

p1−1

Sp1−1
− (ηp2−1 − η) +

η(N − b)

(2− b)(N − 2) ln |x|

)
.

Note that u(x) ≤ C|x|−β for x ∈ R
N and p1 < p2, then

up2−1(x)

Sp1−1(x)
→ 0 as |x| → ∞.

As a consequence, there exists a constant R > 0 large enough such that

−∆(u− ηS) + c(x) (u− ηS) < 0,
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where η > 0 is a constant such that η < ηp1−1 and

c(x) :=
|x|−b1

(
up1−1(x)− (ηS)p1−1(x)

)

u(x)− ηS(x)
, x ∈ R

N

Using the maximum principle, we then have that u(x) ≤ ĈS(x) for any |x| ≥ R. This completes

the proof. �

Lemma 3.7. Let (1.6) holds and N ≥ 2. Then there exists no solutions in H1
rad(R

N ) to (1.4) for

ω < 0.

Proof. Let u ∈ H1
rad(R

N ) be a solution to (1.4) for ω < 0. Then

−∆u+
(
|x|−b1 |u|p1−2 − |x|−b2 |u|p2−2

)
u = −ωu.

As an application of Lemma 2.2, we have that

|x|−b1 |u|p1−2 + |x|−b2 |u|p2−2 ≤ C|x|−b1−
(N−1)p1

2 , |x| ≥ 1.

This readily implies that

|x|−b1 |u|p1−2 + |x|−b2 |u|p2−2 = o(|x|−N−1
2 ) as |x| → ∞.

It then follows from [45] that u = 0. This completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. It follows from Theorem 1.2 that if u ∈ X is a positive, radially symmetric

and decreasing solution to (3.5), then u ∈ H1(RN ) for N ≥ 5. Therefore, from Lemmas 3.2, 3.5,3.6

and 3.7, we have the desired conclusions and the proof is completed. �

4. Uniqueness and Non-degeneracy

In this section, we are going to discuss uniqueness and non-degeneracy of solutions to (1.4) and

present the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. In the following, we shall always assume that (1.6)

holds.

4.1. Uniqueness. Let u ∈ H1(RN ) be a positive, radially symmetric and decreasing solution to

(1.4). We shall first introduce the following ordinary differential equation satisfied by u,





urr +
N − 1

r
ur − ωu+ r−b2up2−1 − r−b1up1−1 = 0,

u(0) = a > 0, lim
r→∞

u(r) = 0.
(4.1)

Define the corresponding Pohozaev quantity by

J(r;u) :=
1

2
A(r)ur(r)

2 +B(r)ur(r)u(r) +
1

2
C(r)u(r)2 +

1

p2
A(r)r−b2u(r)p2 − 1

p1
A(r)r−b1u(r)p1 ,

(4.2)
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where A,B and C : R+ → R are functions determined later. Then we obviously see that

d

dr
J(r;u) =

(
1

2
Ar(r)−

N − 1

r
A(r) +B(r)

)
ur(r)

2

+

(
ωA(r)− N − 1

r
B(r) +Br(r) + C(r)

)
ur(r)u(r) +

(
ωB(r) +

1

2
Cr(r)

)
u(r)2

+

(
−B(r)r−b2 +

1

p2

(
A(r)r−b2

)
r

)
u(r)p2 +

(
B(r)r−b1 − 1

p1

(
A(r)r−b1

)
r

)
u(r)p1 .

Let A(r), B(r) and C(r) satisfy

1

2
Ar(r)−

N − 1

r
A(r) +B(r) = 0, ωA(r)− N − 1

r
B(r) +Br(r) + C(r) = 0.

B(r)r−b1 − 1

p1

(
A(r)r−b1

)
r
= 0.

It then follows that (
1

2
Ar(r)−

N − 1

r
A(r)

)
r−b1 +

1

p1

(
A(r)r−b1

)
r
= 0.

Therefore, we get that

A(r) = r
2b1+2(N−1)p1

p1+2 , B(r) =
2(N − 1)− b1

p1 + 2
r

2(b1−1)+(2N−3)p1
p1+2 ,

C(r) = −ωr
2b1+2(N−1)p1

p1+2 +
(2(N − 1)− b1) (2(N − b1)− p1(N − 2))

(p1 + 2)2
r

2(b1−2)+2(N−2)p1
p1+2 .

Define

G(r) := ωB(r) +
1

2
Cr(r)

= ω

(
(N − 1)(2 − p1)− 2b1

p1 + 2

)
r

2(b1−1)+(2N−3)p1
p1+2

+
(2(N − 1)− b1) (2(N − b1)− p1(N − 2)) ((b1 − 2) + (N − 2)p1)

(p1 + 2)3
r

2(b1−3)+(2N−5)p1
p1+2 ,

and

H(r) := −B(r)r−b2 +
1

p2

(
A(r)r−b2

)
r

=

(
−2(N − 1)− b1

p1 + 2
+

2b1 + 2(N − 1)p1
p2(p1 + 2)

− b2
p2

)
r

2(b1−1)+(2N−3)p1
p1+2

−b2 .

As a consequence, there holds that

d

dr
J(r;u) = G(r)u(r)2 +H(r)u(r)p2 . (4.3)

Lemma 4.1. Let u be a positive and decreasing solution to (4.1) such that lim
r→0

rur(r) exists and

J(r;u) → 0 as r → ∞. Then J(·;u) 6≡ 0. Moreover, suppose that (1.8) holds, then J(r;u) ≥ 0 for

any r ≥ 0.

Proof. Since N ≥ 3, then
2b1 + 2(N − 1)p1

p1 + 2
> 2.

Using the assumption that lim
r→0

rur(r) exists, and owing to (4.2), we then get J(r;u) → 0 as r → 0.

In addition, from (4.3), we see that d
dr
J(r;u) > 0 for any r > 0 small enough. It then follows that

J(r;u) > 0 for any r > 0 small enough. Thus we know that J(·;u) 6≡ 0. Next, we shall prove that
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J(r;u) ≥ 0 for any r ≥ 0. Since u is decreasing on (0,∞), by (1.8), then we are able to derive that

there exists a unique r0 > 0 such that d
dr
J(r0;u) = 0. This is indeed justified by the fact that the

function f : R+ → R defined by f(r) := −ω1 + ω2r
−2 + ω3r

−b2u(r)p2−2 admits only one zero in

(0,∞), where

ω1 = −ω
(
(N − 1)(2 − p1)− 2b1

p1 + 2

)
≥ 0,

ω2 =
(2(N − 1)− b1) (2(N − b1)− p1(N − 2)) ((b1 − 2) + (N − 2)p1)

(p1 + 2)3
> 0,

ω3 = −2(N − 1)− b1
p1 + 2

+
2b1 + 2(N − 1)p1

p2(p1 + 2)
− b2
p2

≥ 0.

Since J(r;u) → 0 as r → 0, J(r;u) > 0 for any r > 0 small enough and J(r;u) → 0 as r → ∞.

Therefore, we know that J(r;u) ≥ 0 for any r ≥ 0. This completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.2. Let u, v be two positive solutions to (4.1) such that lim
r→0

rur(r) and lim
r→0

rvr(r) exist.

Then there holds that

d

dr

(
v(r)

u(r)

)
=

1

u(r)2

ˆ r

0

sN−1

rN−1

(
s−b2

(
u(s)p2−2 − v(s)p2−2

)
− s−b1

(
u(s)p1−2 − v(s)p1−2

))
u(s)v(s) ds.

Proof. Since u, v are solutions to (4.1), then
(
rN−1ur

)
r
− ωrN−1u+ rN−1−b2up2−1 − rN−1−b1up1−1 = 0,

(
rN−1vr

)
r
− ωrN−1v + rN−1−b2vp2−1 − rN−1−b1vp1−1 = 0.

It then follows that

rN−1 (u(r)vr(r)− v(r)ur(r)) =

ˆ r

0
sN−1−b2

(
u(s)p2−2 − v(s)p2−2

)
u(s)v(s) ds

−
ˆ r

0
sN−1−b1

(
u(s)p1−2 − v(s)p1−2

)
u(s)v(s) ds.

This leads to the desired conclusion and the proof is completed. �

Lemma 4.3. Let u, v be two positive solutions to (4.1) such that lim
r→0

rur(r), lim
r→0

rvr(r) exist,

u(0) < v(0) and J(r;u) ≥ 0 for any r > 0. Suppose that (1.8) holds, b1 < b2 and p1 < p2, then

d

dr

(
v(r)

u(r)

)
< 0, ∀ r > 0.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that the desired conclusion does not hold. Define w(r) := v(r)
u(r)

for any r > 0. Then we may assume that there exists r0 > 0 such that wr(r0) > 0. Since

0 < u(0) < v(0) and 0 < b1 < b2, by Lemma 4.2, then there exists r1 > 0 small enough such that

wr(r1) < 0. Therefore, we know that there exists r∗ > 0 such that wr(r∗) = 0 and wr(r) < 0 for

any 0 < r < r∗. Define

X(r) := w(r)2J(r;u)− J(r; v), r > 0. (4.4)

By the definitions of J(r;u) and J(r; v), we then have that

X(r) =
1

2
A(r)

(
v(r)2ur(r)

2

u(r)2
− vr(r)

2

)
+B(r)

(
v(r)2ur(r)

u(r)
− vr(r)v(r)

)

+
1

p2
A(r)r−b2v(r)2

(
u(r)p2−2 − v(r)p2−2

)
− 1

p1
A(r)r−b1v(r)2

(
u(r)p1−2 − v(r)p1−2

)
.

(4.5)
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This clearly indicates that X(r) → 0 as r → 0. In addition, using the fact that wr(r∗) = 0 and

Lemma 4.2, we find that

X(r∗) =
1

p2
A(r∗)r

−b2
∗ v(r∗)

2
(
u(r∗)

p2−2 − v(r∗)
p2−2

)
− 1

p1
A(r∗)r

−b1
∗ v(r∗)

2
(
u(r∗)

p1−2 − v(r∗)
p1−2

)

>

(
1

p2
− 1

p1

)
A(r∗)v(r∗)

2
(
u(r∗)

p1−2 − v(r∗)
p1−2

)
. (4.6)

It is simple to calculate that

Xr(r) = 2w(r)wr(r)J(r;u) + w(r)2Jr(r;u)− Jr(r; v)

= 2w(r)wr(r)J(r;u) +H(r)
(
u(r)p2−2 − v(r)p2−2

)
v(r)2

≤ H(r)
(
u(r)p2−2 − v(r)p2−2

)
v(r)2, ∀ 0 < r < r∗.

(4.7)

If w(r) ≥ 1 for any 0 < r ≤ r∗, by (4.6), then there holds that X(r∗) > 0. In view of (4.7), we

have that Xr(r) ≤ 0 for any 0 < r ≤ r∗, because H(r) ≥ 0 for any r > 0 under the assumption

(1.8). Since X(r) → 0 as r → 0, then X(r∗) ≤ 0. This is a contradiction. Otherwise, there exists

0 < r2 < r∗ such that w(r2) = 1, wr(r2) < 0 and wr(r) < 0 for any 0 < r < r2, by (4.5) and (4.7),

then X(r2) > 0 and Xr(r) < 0 for any 0 < r < r2. Similarly, we are able to reach a contradiction.

Thus the proof is completed. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let u ∈ H1(RN ) be a positive, radially symmetric and decreasing solution

to (1.4). Then there holds that lim
r→0

rur(r) exists and J(r;u) → 0 as r → ∞. Let us now suppose

that there exist two distinct positive, decreasing and decreasing solutions u, v to (4.1) such that

lim
r→0

rur(r) and lim
→0

rvr(r) exist, J(r;u) → 0 and J(r; v) → 0 as r → ∞. Suppose further that

u(0) < v(0). Using Lemma 4.1, we first know that J(r;u) ≥ 0 and J(r; v) ≥ 0 for any r > 0. In

addition, there holds that J(·;u) 6≡ 0 and J(·; v) 6≡ 0. Define w(r) := v(r)
u(r) for r > 0 as previously.

From Lemma 4.3, then wr(r) < 0 for any r > 0. Let us also define X(r) by (4.4) for r > 0. Then

we see that X(r) → 0 as r → 0 and X(r) → 0 as r → ∞. If u(r) < v(r) for any r > 0, then

Xr(r) < 0 for any r > 0. This is impossible, because X(r) → 0 as r → 0 and X(r) → 0 as r → ∞.

Otherwise, reasoning as the proof of Lemma 4.3, we can also obtain a contradiction. Thus the

proof is completed. �

4.2. Non-degeneracy. To begin with, we shall present some basic results. It is clear that the

Laplacian operator can be represented as the following form in term of radial and angular variables,

∆ = ∂rr +
N − 1

r
∂r +

∆SN−1

r2
.

The eigenvalues of the operator ∆SN−1 are given by −k(k+N − 2), whose multiplicity are given by
(
N+k − 1

k

)
−
(
N + k − 3

k − 2

)
.

The corresponding eigenfunctions are denoted by {Yk}, which are spherical harmonic functions that

satisfy the equation

∆SN−1Yk = −k(k +N − 2)Yk, k = 1, 2, · · · .
In particular, when k = 1, we see that

∆SN−1

xj
r

= −(N − 1)
xj
r
, j = 1, 2, · · · , N. (4.8)
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Define

H0 := L2
rad(R

N ), Hk := span
{
fk(r)Yk : fk ∈ L2

rad(R
N )
}
, k = 1, 2, · · · .

This gives an orthogonal decomposition of L2(RN ), i.e.

L2(RN ) =
∞⊕

k=0

Hk.

Let L+,k := L+ |Hk
for u ∈ L2

rad(R
N ). Then we have that L+,k acts on the subspace of L2

rad(R
N )

through the formula

L+,k = −∂rr −
N − 1

r
∂r +

k(k +N − 2)

r2
+ ω + (p1 − 1)|u|p1−2 − (p2 − 1)|u|p2−2, k = 0, 1, 2, · · · .

Suppose that u ∈ H1
rad(R

N ) is a solution to (1.4), then L+[∇u] = 0. Since ∂xju =
xj
r
∂ru, by (4.8),

then L+[∂xju] = L+,1[∂ru] = 0. This implies that ∂ru is an eigenfunction of L+,1 corresponding to

zero eigenvalue. Observe that

L+,0 = L+,1 −
N − 1

r2
.

It then follows that

〈L+,0[∂ru], ∂ru〉 = 〈L+,1[∂ru], ∂ru〉 − (N − 1)

ˆ ∞

0
|∂ru|2rn−3 dr

= −(N − 1)

ˆ ∞

0
|∂ru|2rn−3 dr < 0.

(4.9)

This readily indicates that L+ has at least one negative eigenvalue.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. First, by the definitions of L+,k, we observe that

L+,0 < L+,1 < · · · < L+,k < · · · .

Since n(L+) = 1, by (4.9), then n(L+,0) = 1. This then gives rise to L+,k ≥ 0 for any k = 1, 2, · · · .
To establish Theorem 1.4, we first show that

Ker[L+,0] = {0} or Ker[L+,0] = span{Ψ0}, (4.10)

Ker[L+,1] = span {∂ru} , L+,1 |{∂ru}⊥> 0, (4.11)

where {·}⊥ is in the sense of Hilbert space L2
rad(R

N ) equipped with the inner 〈·, ·〉. To prove the

second assertion (4.11), we shall consider the following eigenvalue problem,

−∂rrf − N − 1

r
∂rf +

N − 1

r2
f + ωf +W (r)f = 0,

where W (r) := (p1 − 1)|u(r)|p1−2 − (p2 − 1)|u(r)|p2−2 for r > 0. Applying the transformation

g(r) = r
N−1

2 f(r) for r > 0, we then get the following eigenvalue problem,

−∂rrg +
(N − 1)(N + 1)

4r2
g + ωg +W (r)g = 0, (4.12)

At this point, arguing as the proof of [72, Theorem 3], we have that g0(r) = r
N−1

2 ∂ru is the only

eigenfunction to (4.12), which in turn means that zero is the simple eigenvalue of L+,1. This then

leads to the second assertion (4.10). To demonstrate the first assertion (4.10), we are going to

investigate the following eigenvalue problem,

−∂rrf − N − 1

r
∂rf + ωf +W (r)f = 0.
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Using the same transformation as before, we are able to obtain the following eigenvalue problem,

−∂rrg +
(N − 1)(N − 3)

4r2
g + ωg +W (r)g = 0.

Define

L+,0 := −∂rr +
(N − 1)(N − 3)

4r2
+ ω +W (r).

Since n(L+,0) = 1, then n(L+,0) = 1. This implies that L+,0 has a negative eigenvalue −σ0 for

some σ0 > 0. Let Ψ0 be an eigenfunction of L+,0 corresponding to the next eigenvalue σ1 > −σ0.
Hence we have that σ1 ≥ 0, because of n(L+,0) = 1. If σ1 > 0, then Ker[L+,0] = 0. If σ1 = 0, then

L+,0[Ψ0] = 0. Utilizing the ideas presented in the proof of [72, Theorem 3], we further know that

Ψ0 has exactly one zero in (0,∞) and it is bell-shaped.

To complete the proof, we need to rule out the existence of Ψ0. In order to further discuss, we

shall denote by uω the solution to (1.4) for emphasis the dependence on ω. Then we can write that

−∆uω + ωuω = |x|−b2 |uω|p2−2uω − |x|−b1 |uω|p1−2uω in R
N , (4.13)

−∆uω+δ + (ω + δ)uω+δ = |x|−b2 |uω+δ|p2−2uω+δ − |x|−b1 |uω+δ |p1−2uω+δ in R
N .

This clearly leads to

(−∆+ ω)

(
uω+δ − uω

δ

)
+ |x|−b1

( |uω+δ|p1−2uω+δ − |uω|p1−2uω
δ

)

= |x|−b2
( |uω+δ|p2−2uω+δ − |uω|p2−2uω

δ

)
− uω+δ.

Let ψ ∈ H1(RN ), then
〈
uω+δ − uω

δ
, (−∆+ ω)ψ

〉
+

〈 |uω+δ|p1−2uω+δ − |uω|p1−2uω
δ

, |x|−b1ψ
〉

=

〈 |uω+δ|p2−2uω+δ − |uω|p2−2uω
δ

, |x|−b2ψ
〉
− 〈uω+δ, ψ〉 .

It then follows that 〈∂ωuω,L+,0[ψ]〉 = −〈uω, ψ〉 by taking the limit as δ → 0. This immediately

infers that uω⊥Ker[L+,0]. Observe that

L+,0




N∑

j=1

xj∂xjuω


 = (−∆+ ω)




N∑

j=1

xj∂xjuω




+
(
(p1 − 2)|uω |p1−2uω − (p2 − 2)|uω|p2−2uω

)



N∑

j=1

xj∂xjuω




= −2∆uω,

where we used the fact that uω is a solution to (4.13). This then implies that
〈

N∑

j=1

xj∂xjuω,L+,0[ψ]

〉
= −2 〈∆uω, ψ〉 .

It readily gives that −∆uω⊥Ker[L+,0]. Consequently, there holds that

|x|−b2 |uω|p1−2uω − |x|−b1 |uω|p2−2uω = (−∆uω + ωuω)⊥Ker[L+,0]. (4.14)
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On the other hand, we observe that L+,0uω = (p1 − 2)|uω |p1−2uω − (p2 − 2)|uω|p2−2uω. This then

results in

(p1 − 2)|x|−b1 |uω|p1−2uω − (p2 − 2)|x|−b2 |uω|p2−2uω⊥Ker[L+,0]. (4.15)

Combining (4.14) and (4.15), we then have that

|x|−b2 |uω|p2−2uω⊥Ker[L+,0].

Let r0 > 0 the unique zero of Ψ0 in (0,∞). Then Ψ0(r) < 0 for 0 < r < r0 and Ψ0(r) > 0 for

r > r0. Define

ϕ := c0uω − |x|−b2 |uω|p2−2uω = uω

(
c0 − |x|−b2 |uω|p2−2

)
, c0 := r−b20 |uω(r0)|p2−2.

Then we see that ϕ⊥Ker[L+,0], which shows that 〈ϕ,Ψ0〉 = 0. However, there holds that ϕ(x) < 0

for |x| < r0 and ϕ(x) > 0 for |x| > r0. This means that 〈ϕ,Ψ0〉 > 0. We then reach a contradiction.

This completes the proof. �

5. Blowup

In this section, we are going to discuss blowup of solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.1) and

present the proofs of Theorem 1.5 and 1.6 and Corollary 1.1. In the following, we shall always

assume that (1.6) holds. First, the space defined in (1.9) is stable under the flow of (1.1a).

Lemma 5.1. Let u ∈ C([0, Tmax),H
1(RN )) be the maximal solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)

with u0 ∈ A−
ω . Then u(t) ∈ A−

ω for any t ∈ [0, Tmax). Moreover, there exists β0 > 0 such that

K(u(t)) ≤ −β0 for any t ∈ [0, Tmax).

Proof. Let u0 ∈ A−
ω and u ∈ C([0, Tmax),H

1(RN )) be the maximal solution to the Cauchy problem

(1.1). Since Sω(u0) < mω, by the conservation laws, then Sω(u(t)) < mω for any t ∈ [0, Tmax).

Assume that there exists 0 < t0 < Tmax such that K(u(t0)) = 0. Then Sω(u(t0)) ≥ mω. This

is impossible. Hence A−
ω is invariant under the flow of the Cauchy problem (1.1). In particular,

K(u(t)) < 0 for all 0 ≤ t < Tmax. From Lemma 3.1, it then follows that there exists 0 < tu < 1

such that K(utu) = 0. In addition, we see that

Sω(u)−Sω(utu) = (1−tu)
d

dt
Sω(ut) |t=ξ≥ (1−tu)

d

dt
Sω(ut) |t=1= (1−tu)K(u) > K(u), ξ ∈ (tu, 1).

Therefore, by the conservation laws, we conclude that K(u(t)) < Sω(u0) − mω := −β0 for any

t ∈ [0, Tmax) and the proof is completed. �

Lemma 5.2. Let u ∈ C([0, Tmax),H
1(RN )) be the maximal solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)

with u0 ∈ A−
ω . Then there exists ǫ0 > 0 such that ‖∇u(t)‖2 ≥ ǫ0 for any t ∈ [0, Tmax). Moreover,

there exists δ0 > 0 such that K(u(t)) ≤ −δ0‖∇u(t)‖22 for any t ∈ [0, Tmax).

Proof. Observe that

K(u(t)) =
N(p2 − 2) + 2b2

2
E(u(t)) − N(p2 − p1) + 2(b2 − b1)

2p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u(t, x)|p1 dx

−
(
N(p2 − 2) + 2b2

4
− 1

)
ˆ

RN

|∇u(t, x)|2 dx.
(5.1)
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This readily shows that there exists ǫ0 > 0 such that ‖∇u(t)‖2 ≥ ǫ0 for any t ∈ [0, Tmax). Otherwise,

we may suppose that there exists {tn} ⊂ [0, Tmax) such that ‖∇u(tn)‖ = on(1). Using (2.1) and

(5.1), we then have that K(u(tn)) = on(1). This is a contradiction by Lemma 5.1.

Next we shall prove that the second assertion holds true. Suppose that there exist {δn} ⊂ R
+

with δn = on(1) and {tn} ⊂ [0, Tmax) such that

−δn
ˆ

Rn

|∇u(tn)|2 dx < K(u(tn)) < 0. (5.2)

From (5.1), we see that

ˆ

RN

|∇u(t, x)|2 dx =
2N(p2 − 2) + 4b2

N(p2 − 2)− 2(2 − b2)
E(u(t)) − 4

N(p2 − 2)− 2(2− b2)
K(u(t))

− 2N(p2 − p1) + 4(b2 − b1)

p1 (N(p2 − 2)− 2(2− b2))

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u(t, x)|p1 dx

<
2N(p2 − 2) + 4b2

N(p2 − 2)− 2(2 − b2)
E(u(t)) − 4

N(p2 − 2)− 2(2− b2)
K(u(t)).

(5.3)

Combining (5.2) and (5.3), we then have that

0 <
(2N(p2 − 2) + 4b2) δn
N(p2 − 2)− 2(2− b2)

E(u(tn)) +

(
1− 4δn

N(p2 − 2)− 2(2− b2)

)
K(u(tn)). (5.4)

Using the conservation of energy and the fact that K(u(tn)) < −β0 by Lemma 5.1, we then reach

a contradiction from (5.4) as n→ ∞. Thus the proof is completed. �

To establish the blowup for the Cauchy problem (1.1), we introduce the localized virial identity

as

Iψ(t) :=

ˆ

RN

ψ(x)|u(t, x)|2 dx,

where ψ : RN → R is a smooth cut-off function. The standard virial identity is stated in the

following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let u ∈ C([0, Tmax),H
1(RN )) be the solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1). Then

there holds that

I ′ψ(t) = 2Im

ˆ

RN

(∇ψ · ∇u)u dx,

I ′′ψ(t) = 4Re

N∑

j,k=1

ˆ

RN

∂2j,kψ∂ju∂ku dx−
ˆ

RN

∆2ψ|u|2 dx

+
2(p1 − 2)

p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1∆ψ dx− 4

p1

ˆ

RN

∇
(
|x|−b1

)
· ∇ψ|u|p1 dx

− 2(p2 − 2)

p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2∆ψ dx+
4

p2

ˆ

RN

∇
(
|x|−b2

)
· ∇ψ|u|p2 dx.

The proof of the above lemma is a straightforward application of [80, Lemma 5.3] for the non-

linearity N = |x|−b1 |u|p1−2u− |x|−b2 |u|p2−2u. We shall apply Lemma 5.3 with a special choose of
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function ψ. For R > 0, We introduce a smooth radial function ψ = ψR satisfying

ψ(r) =

{
r2, 0 ≤ r ≤ R,

0, r ≥ 2R,
(5.5)

0 ≤ ψ(r) ≤ r2, ψ′(r) ≤ 2r, ψ′′(r) ≤ 2, ψ(4)(r) ≤ 4

R2
for any r ≥ 0. (5.6)

Lemma 5.4. Let u ∈ C([0, Tmax),H
1(RN )) be the maximal solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)

with u0 ∈ A−
ω . Then there exists δ0 > 0 such that I ′′ψ(t) ≤ −2δ0‖∇u(t)‖22 for any t ∈ [0, Tmax)

under one of the following assumptions,

(i) u0 ∈ H1(RN ) is radial and max{p1, p2} < 6;

(ii) u0 ∈ H1(RN ) and max{p1, p2} < 2 + 4
N
.

Proof. Applying Lemma 5.3 together with the radial identity

∂j∂k =
(δjk
r

− xjxk
r3

)
∂r +

xjxk
r2

∂2r , (5.7)

we get

I ′′ψ(t) = 4

ˆ

RN

ψ′

r
|∇u|2 dx+ 4

ˆ

RN

(
ψ′′

r2
− ψ′

r3

)
|x · ∇u|2 dx−

ˆ

RN

∆2ψ|u|2 dx

+
2(p1 − 2)

p1

ˆ

RN

(
ψ′′ + (N − 1)

ψ′

r

)
|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx+

4b1
p1

ˆ

RN

ψ′

r
|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx

− 2(p2 − 2)

p2

ˆ

RN

(
ψ′′ + (N − 1)

ψ′

r

)
|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx− 4b2

p2

ˆ

RN

ψ′

r
|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx

= 8K(u(t)) + I1 + I2 + I3 + I4,

(5.8)

where

I1 := −
ˆ

RN

∆2ψ|u|2 dx,

I2 := 4

ˆ

RN

(
ψ′

r
− 2

)
|∇u|2 dx+ 4

ˆ

RN

(
ψ′′

r2
− ψ′

r3

)
|x · ∇u|2 dx,

I3 :=
2(p1 − 2)

p1

ˆ

RN

(
ψ′′ +

(
N − 1 +

2b1
p1 − 2

)
ψ′

r
− 2N(p1 − 2) + 4b1

p1 − 2

)
|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx,

I4 := −2(p2 − 2)

p2

ˆ

RN

(
ψ′′ +

(
N − 1 +

2b2
p2 − 2

)
ψ′

r
− 2N(p2 − 2) + 4b2

p2 − 2

)
|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx.

Next we shall deal with the terms I1, I2, I3 and I4. First we see that

|I1| ≤
C

R2
.

Define

Ω1 :=

{
x ∈ R

N :
ψ′′(r)

r2
− ψ′(r)

r3
> 0

}
, Ω2 := R

N\Ω1.
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Since ψ′(r) ≤ 2r for any r > 0, then we find that

I2 = 4

ˆ

RN

(
ψ′

r
− 2

)
|∇u|2 dx+ 4

ˆ

Ω1

(
ψ′′

r2
− ψ′

r3

)
|x · ∇u|2 dx+ 4

ˆ

Ω2

(
ψ′′

r2
− ψ′

r3

)
|x · ∇u|2 dx

≤ 4

ˆ

RN

(
ψ′

r
− 2

)
|∇u|2 dx+ 4

ˆ

Ω1

(
ψ′′

r2
− ψ′

r3

)
|x · ∇u|2 dx

≤ 4

ˆ

Ω1

(
ψ′

r
− 2

)
|∇u|2 dx+ 4

ˆ

Ω1

(
ψ′′ − ψ′

r

)
|∇u|2 dx = 4

ˆ

Ω1

(
ψ′′ − 2

)
|∇u|2 dx ≤ 0.

Observe that

ˆ

|x|≤R

(
ψ′′ +

(
N − 1 +

2b1
p1 − 2

)
ψ′

r
− 2N(p1 − 2) + 4b1

p1 − 2

)
|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx = 0,

where we used the fact that ψ′(r) = 2r and ψ′′(r) = 2 for any 0 ≤ r ≤ R. Therefore, we derive that

I3 =
2(p1 − 2)

p1

ˆ

|x|>R

(
ψ′′ +

(
N − 1 +

2b1
p1 − 2

)
ψ′

r
− 2N(p1 − 2) + 4b1

p1 − 2

)
|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx

≤ C

ˆ

|x|>R
|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx.

Similarly, we can obtain that

I4 ≤ C

ˆ

|x|>R
|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx.

First suppose that u0 ∈ H1(RN ) is radial. It then follows from the radial Sobolev embedding (2.2)

that

I3 ≤ C

Rb1

ˆ

|x|>R
|u(t, x)|p1−2|u|2 dx,

≤ C

R
(N−1)(p1−2)

2
+b1

‖∇u(t)‖
p1−2

2
2 ‖u(t)‖

p1+2
2

2 ,

≤ C

R
(N−1)(p1−2)

2
+b1

‖∇u(t)‖
p1−2

2
2 ,

I4 ≤ C

R
(N−1)(p2−2)

2
+b2

‖∇u(t)‖
p2−2

2
2 .

Therefore, coming back to (5.8) and using the elementary observation aθ ≤ θ a+1−θ, a ≥ 0, 0 ≤
θ ≤ 1, we obtain that, for any R > 0 large enough, provided that max{p1, p2} ≤ 6,

I ′′ψ(t) ≤ 8K(u(t)) +
C

R2
+

(
C

R
(N−1)(p1−2)

2
+b1

‖∇u(t)‖
p1−2

2
2 +

C

R
(N−1)(p2−2)

2
+b2

‖∇u(t)‖
p2−2

2
2

)

≤ 8K(u(t)) +
C

R2
+

C

R
(N−1)(p1−2)

2
+b1

+
C

R
(N−1)(p2−2)

2
+b2

+
C

R
(N−1)(p1−2)

2
+b1

‖∇u(t)‖22 +
C

R
(N−1)(p2−2)

2
+b2

‖∇u(t)‖22.

(5.9)
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Now suppose that u0 ∈ H1(RN ). In virtue of (2.1) with b = 0, we find that

I3 ≤ C

Rb1

ˆ

|x|>R
|u(t, x)|p1 dx,

≤ C

Rb1
‖∇u(t)‖

N(p1−2)
2

2 ‖u(t)‖p1−
N(p1−2)

2
2 ,

≤ C

Rb1
‖∇u(t)‖

N(p1−2)
2

2 ,

I4 ≤ C

Rb2
‖∇u(t)‖

N(p2−2)
2

2 .

In this case, we similarly get that, for any R > 0 large enough, provided that max{p1, p2} ≤ 2+ 4
N
,

I ′′ψ(t) ≤ 8K(u(t)) +
C

R2
+

(
C

Rb1
‖∇u(t)‖

N(p1−2)

2
2 +

C

Rb2
‖∇u(t)‖

N(p2−2)

2
2

)

≤ 8K(u(t)) +
C

R2
+

C

Rb1
+

C

Rb2
+

C

Rb1
‖∇u(t)‖22 +

C

Rb2
‖∇u(t)‖22.

(5.10)

At this point, taking into account Lemma 5.2, (5.9) and (5.10), we then have the desired conclusions

and the proof is completed. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Suppose that u exists globally in time, i.e. Tmax = +∞. First we treat the

case that |x|u0 ∈ L2(RN ). Hence, from Lemma 5.2, we know that I ′′|x|2(t) = 8K(u(t)) ≤ −2ǫ0δ0 for

any t ≥ 0. Integrating twice the previous inequality, one gets a contradiction for large time. Next

we handle other two cases. Let ψ : RN → R be defined by (5.5) in these two cases. From Lemmas

5.2 and 5.4, we also have that I ′′ψ(t) ≤ −2ǫ0δ0 for any t ≥ 0. Now integrating on [0, t] for t > 0, we

then get that I ′ψ(t) ≤ −2ǫ0δ0t + I ′ψ(0). Note that |I ′ψ(0)| ≤ C‖∇u0‖2‖u0‖2 ≤ C for some C > 0.

Thus there exists T0 > 0 such that I ′ψ(t) < 0 for any t > T0. It then follows from Lemma 5.4 that

I ′ψ(t) =

ˆ t

T0

I ′′ψ(s) ds + I ′ψ(T0) ≤ −2δ0

ˆ t

T0

‖∇u(s)‖22 ds, t ≥ T0.

Observe that

|I ′ψ(t)| ≤ 4R‖∇u(t)‖2‖u(t)‖2 ≤ C‖∇u(t)‖2.

As a consequence, there holds that
ˆ t

T0

‖∇u(s)‖22 ds ≤ C|I ′ψ(t)| ≤ C‖∇u(t)‖2. (5.11)

Define the real function

f(t) :=

ˆ t

T0

‖∇u(s)‖22 ds.

Then (5.11) indicates that f2(t) ≤ Cf ′(t) for any t > T0. Taking T1 > T0 and integrating on [T1, t],

we then have that

t− T1
C

≤
ˆ t

T1

f ′(s)

f2(s)
ds =

1

f(T1)
− 1

f(t)
≤ 1

f(T1)
. (5.12)

On the other hand, using Lemma 5.2, we know that f(t) ≥ ǫ20(t−T0) for any t > T0. In particular,

there holds that f(T1) ≥ ǫ20(T1 − T0). Taking t > 0 large enough in (5.12), we then reach a

contradiction. Thus the proof is completed. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let ψ : R
N → R be defined by (5.5). First we consider the case that

u0 ∈ H1(RN ) is radial. In this case, using (5.9), we have that, for any R > 0 large enough,

I ′′ψ(t) ≤ 8K(u(t)) +
C

R2
+

C

R
(N−1)(p1−2)

2
+b1

‖∇u(t)‖
p1−2

2
2 +

C

R
(N−1)(p2−2)

2
+b2

‖∇u(t)‖
p2−2

2
2 .

By Young’s inequality for ǫ > 0, we see that

C

R
(N−1)(p1−2)

2
+b1

‖∇u(t)‖
p1−2

2
2 ≤ ǫ

2
‖∇u(t)‖22 +

Cǫ

R
2(N−1)(p1−2)+4b1

6−p1

,

C

R
(N−1)(p2−2)

2
+b2

‖∇u(t)‖
p2−2

2
2 ≤ ǫ

2
‖∇u(t)‖22 +

Cǫ

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

6−p2

.

For simplicity, we shall assume that

2(N − 1)(p1 − 2) + 4b1
6− p1

≤ 2(N − 1)(p2 − 2) + 4b2
6− p2

.

Since p2 > 2 + 2(2−b2)
N

, then

2(N − 1)(p2 − 2) + 4b2
6− p2

> 2.

As a consequence, we know that, for any R > 0 large enough,

I ′′ψ(t) ≤ 8K(u(t)) + ǫ‖∇u(t)‖22 +
C

R2
+

C

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

6−p2

= (4N(p2 − 2) + 8b2)E(u(t))− (2N(p2 − 2)− 4(2− b2)) ‖∇u(t)‖22

− 4N(p2 − p1) + 8(b2 − b1)

p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u(t)|p1 dx+ ǫ‖∇u(t)‖22 +
C

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

6−p2

≤ (4N(p2 − 2) + 8b2)E(u0)− (N(p2 − 2)− 2(2 − b2)) ‖∇u(t)‖22 +
C

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

6−p2

≤ − (N(p2 − 2)− 2(2− b2)) ‖∇u(t)‖22 +
C

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

6−p2

,

where ǫ > 0 is small enough. Thus we get that, for any R > 0 large enough,

I ′′ψ(t) + (N(p2 − 2)− 2(2− b2)) ‖∇u(t)‖22 ≤ C

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

6−p2

. (5.13)

In virtue of the definition of Iψ and Lemma 5.3, we see that

Iψ(t) ≤ CR2‖u(t)‖22 ≤ CR2,

I ′ψ(t) ≤ CR‖∇u(t)‖2‖u(t)‖2 ≤ CR‖∇u(t)‖2.
Then integrating (5.13) twice on [t0, t] for 0 < t0 < t < Tmax gives that

Iψ(t) +

ˆ t

t0

ˆ s

t0

‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτds ≤ +
C(t− t0)

2

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

p2−6

+ I ′ψ(t0)(t− t0) + Iψ(t0)

≤ C(t− t0)
2

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

p2−6

+CR‖∇u(t0)‖2(t− t0) + CR2.

(5.14)

Observe that Iψ(t) ≥ 0 and
ˆ t

t0

ˆ s

t0

‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτds =
ˆ t

t0

(t− τ)‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτ.
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Therefore, from (5.14), we conclude that
ˆ t

t0

(t− τ)‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτ ≤ C(t− t0)
2

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

p2−6

+ CR‖∇u(t0)‖2(t− t0) + CR2.

Letting tn ր Tmax as n→ ∞, we then have that
ˆ Tmax

t0

(Tmax − τ)‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτ ≤ C(Tmax − t0)
2

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

p2−6

+ CR‖∇u(t0)‖2(Tmax − t0) + CR2.

Now take R > 0 such that

(Tmax − t0)
2

R
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

6−p2

= R2, i.e. R = (Tmax − t0)
6−p2

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2) .

As a consequence, there holds that
ˆ Tmax

t0

(Tmax − τ)‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτ

≤ C(Tmax − t0)
2(6−p2)

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2) + C‖∇u(t0)‖2(Tmax − t0)
6−p2

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2)
+1

≤ C(Tmax − t0)
2(6−p2)

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2) + C‖∇u(t0)‖22(Tmax − t0)
2,

(5.15)

where we used the fact that
6− p2

(N − 2)(p2 − 2) + 2(b2 + 2)
< 1.

Define

g(t) :=

ˆ Tmax

t

(Tmax − τ)‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτ.

Hence, by (5.15), we have that

g(t) ≤ C(Tmax − t0)
2(6−p2)

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2) − C(Tmax − t)g′(t).

It then follows that
(

g(t)

Tmax − t

)′

=
1

(Tmax − t)2
(
(Tmax − t)g′(t) + g(t)

)
≤ C

(Tmax − t)
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2)

.

Integrating on [0, t], we then derive that

g(t)

Tmax − t
≤ g(0)

Tmax
+

C

(Tmax − t)
N(p2−2)−2(2−b2)

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2)

− C

T
N(p2−2)−2(2−b2)

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2)
max

.

Therefore, there holds that, for any t close to Tmax,

g(t) ≤ C(Tmax − t)
2(6−p2)

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2) .

This proves (1.11). Next we shall verify (1.12). Observe that, for any t close to Tmax,

1

Tmax − t

ˆ Tmax

t

(Tmax − τ)‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτ ≤ C

(Tmax − t)
N(p2−2)−2(2−b2)

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2)

. (5.16)

Taking {Tn} ⊂ [0, Tmax) such that Tn ր Tmax as n → ∞ and using the mean value theorem, we

know that there exists tn ∈ (Tn, Tmax) such that

−(Tmax − tn)‖∇u(tn)‖22 = g′(tn) =
g(Tmax)− g(Tn)

Tmax − Tn
= −

ˆ Tmax

Tn

(Tmax − τ)‖∇u(τ)‖22 dτ

Tmax − Tn
.
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Using (5.16), we then see that

(Tmax − tn)‖∇u(tn)‖22 ≤ C

(Tmax − Tn)
N(p2−2)−2(2−b2)

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2)

.

Therefore, we conclude that

‖∇u(tn)‖22 ≤ C

(Tmax − tn)
2(N−1)(p2−2)+4b2

(N−2)(p2−2)+2(b2+2)

.

Next we consider the case that u0 ∈ H1(RN ). In this case, using (5.10), we have that, for any

R > 0 large enough,

I ′′ψ(t) ≤ 8K(u) +
C

R2
+

C

Rb1
‖∇u(t)‖

N(p1−2)
2

2 +
C

Rb2
‖∇u(t)‖

N(p2−2)
2

2 .

By Young’s inequality for ǫ > 0 small enough, we see that

C

Rb1
‖∇u(t)‖

N(p1−2)
2

2 ≤ ǫ

2
‖∇u(t)‖22 +

Cǫ

R
4b1

4−N(p1−2)

,

C

Rb2
‖∇u(t)‖

N(p2−2)
2

2 ≤ ǫ

2
‖∇u(t)‖22 +

Cǫ

R
4b2

4−N(p2−2)

.

For simplicity, we shall assume that

4b1
4−N(p1 − 2)

≤ 4b2
4−N(p2 − 2)

.

Since p2 > 2 + 2(2−b2)
N

, then
4b2

4−N(p2 − 2)
> 2.

As a result, we derive that, for any R > 0 large enough,

I ′′ψ(t) ≤ 8K(u(t)) +
C

R2
+ ǫ‖∇u(t)‖22 +

Cǫ

R
4b2

4−N(p2−2)

= (4N(p2 − 2) + 8b2)E(u(t)) − (2N(p2 − 2)− 4(2 − b2)) ‖∇u(t)‖22

− 4N(p2 − p1) + 8(b2 − b1)

p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx+ ǫ‖∇u(t)‖22 +
C

R
4b2

4−N(p2−2)

≤ − (N(p2 − 2)− 2(2 − b2)) ‖∇u(t)‖22 +
C

R
4b2

4−N(p2−2)

,

where ǫ > 0 is small enough. Hence we have that, for any R > 0 large enough,

I ′′ψ(t) + (N(p2 − 2)− 2(2 − b2)) ‖∇u(t)‖22 ≤ C

R
4b2

4−N(p2−2)

. (5.17)

At this point, proceeding as before, we are able to get the desired conclusions (1.13) and (1.14).

This completes the proof. �

Proof of Corollary 1.1. Let us first define a cut-off function χR : RN → R by

χR(x) := χ

( |x|
R

)
, R > 0,

where χ ∈ C∞
0 (RN ,R) is a function such that χ(r) ≥ 0 for r ≥ 0, χ(r) = 1 for 0 ≤ r ≤ 1 and

χ(r) = 0 for r ≥ 2. Note that Sω(u) = mω and K(u) = 0. It follows from Lemma 3.1 that there

exists λ > 1 such that Sω(uλ) < mω and K(uλ) < 0. This infers that uλ ∈ A−
ω . It is simple to
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check that ‖uλ − χRuλ‖ → 0 as R → ∞. Then we know that χRuλ ∈ A−
ω and |x|χRuλ ∈ L2(RN )

for any R > 0 large enough. As an application of Theorem 1.5, we have that the desired conclusion.

By replacing the role of H1(RN ) by X, we can also have the second assertion. Thus the proof is

completed. �

6. Scattering

The aim of this section is to discuss scattering of solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with

initial data belonging to A+
ω and give the proof of Theorem 1.7. For simplicity, we shall always

assume that (1.6) holds. To begin with, we shall present some basic facts.

Definition 6.1. Let N ≥ 3 and 0 ≤ s < 1. A pair of real numbers (q, r) is called s-admissible if

2 ≤ q, r ≤ ∞,
2N

N − 2s
≤ r <

2N

N − 2
,

2

q
+
N

r
=
N

2
− s.

Denote the set of s-admissible pairs by Λs, i.e. Λs :=
{
(q, r) : (q, r) is s-admissible

}
. Define

‖u‖Λs(I) := sup
(q,r)∈Λs

‖u‖Lq(I,Lr).

Likewise, we define

Λ−s :=
{
(q, r) : (q, r) is (−s)-admissible

}
, ‖u‖Λ−s′ (I) := inf

(q,r)∈Λ−s

‖u‖Lq′ (I,Lr′),

where (q′, r′) is the conjugate exponent pair of (q, r). When s = 0, then we shall denote Λs by Λ

and Λ−s′ by Λ′.

Lemma 6.1. ( [33,46]) Let N ≥ 3, 0 ≤ s < 1 and a time slab I ⊂ R. Then there holds that

(i) ‖eit∆f‖Λs(I) . ‖f‖Ḣs;

(ii)

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0
ei(t−s)∆g(·, s) ds

∥∥∥∥
Λs(I)

+

∥∥∥∥
ˆ

R

ei(t−s)∆g(·, s) ds
∥∥∥∥
Λs(I)

≤ ‖g‖Λ−s′ (I);

(iii)

∥∥∥∥
ˆ

I

ei(t−s)∆g(·, s) ds
∥∥∥∥
Λs(R)

≤ ‖g‖Λ−s′ (I).

Let χ ∈ C∞
0 (RN ,R) be a smooth radial function such that 0 ≤ χ(r) ≤ 1 for r ≥ 0, χ(r) = 1 for

0 ≤ r ≤ 1
2 and χ(r) = 0 for r ≥ 1. For R > 0, we define

χR(x) := χ
( x
R

)
, x ∈ R

N . (6.1)

Clearly, there holds that χ ≤ χR for R > 2.

Lemma 6.2. Let N ≥ 3, 0 < s < 1, 0 < b < min {2, N/2}, 2 + 4−2b
N

< p < 2∗b and I ⊂ R be a

bounded time slab. Then there exist 0 < θ1, θ2 < 1 and pN
N−b < r < 2N

N−2 independent of R such that

∥∥∥|x|−b|u|p−2u
∥∥∥
Λ−s(I)

. |I|θ1‖u‖p−2
L∞(I,Lr)‖χR u‖L∞(I,Lr) + |I|θ2‖u‖p−2

L∞(I,Lp)‖χR u‖L∞(I,Lp)

+R−b|I|θ2‖u‖p−1
L∞(I,Lp),

where χR is defined by (6.1) for R > 2.
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Proof. Denote by N = |x|−b|u|p−2u and decompose N as follows

N = χN + (χR − χ)N + (1− χR)N
:= (I) + (II) + (III).

To estimate the first term (I), we choose (q, r) ∈ Λ−s and γ > 1 such that

pN

N − b
< r <

2N

N − 2
,

1

γ
= 1− p

r
>

b

N
.

This is possible because 2 < pN
N−b <

2N
N−2 . Applying Hölder’s inequality yields that

‖(I)‖Lq′ (I,Lr′) ≤
∥∥∥∥
∥∥∥|x|−b

∥∥∥
Lγ(|x|≤1)

‖u‖p−2
Lr ‖χu‖Lr

∥∥∥∥
Lq′ (I)

. |I|
1
q′ ‖u‖p−2

L∞(I,Lr)‖χR u‖L∞(I,Lr),

where we used the fact that χ ≤ χR for R > 2 in the second inequality. The term (II) can be

estimated in an easier way. Indeed, using the fact that |x|−b . 1 on supp (χR − χ) and choosing

d > 1 such that (d, p) ∈ Λ−s, we then obtain that

‖(II)‖Ld′ (I,Lp′) .
∥∥∥‖u‖p−2

Lp ‖(χR − χ)u‖Lp

∥∥∥
Ld′(I)

. |I| 1
d′ ‖u‖p−2

L∞(I,Lp)‖χR u‖L∞(I,Lp).

Arguing similarly as for (II), we infer that

‖(III)‖Ld′ (I,Lp′) . R−b‖|u|p−2u‖Ld′ (I,Lp′)

≤ R−b|I| 1
d′ ‖u‖p−1

L∞(I,Lp).

This finishes the proof of Lemma 6.2 with θ1 =
1
q′

and θ2 =
1
d′
. �

Lemma 6.3. Let u ∈ C([0, Tmax),H
1(RN )) be the maximal solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)

with u0 ∈ A+
ω . Then u(t) ∈ A+

ω for any t ∈ [0, Tmax). Moreover, u(t) exists globally in time, i.e.

Tmax = +∞.

Proof. Arguing as the proof of Lemma 5.1, we can show that A+
ω is invariant under the flow of the

Cauchy problem (1.1). Let us now prove the global existence of the solution. Observe that

mω > Sω(u(t))−
2

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1
K(u(t)) =

(
1

2
− 2

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

)
‖∇u(t)‖22 +

ω

2
‖u(t)‖22

+
1

p2

(
N(p2 − p1) + 2(b2 − b1)

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

)
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u(t)|p2 dx

& ‖∇u(t)‖22.

Hence Tmax = +∞ and the proof is completed. �

Lemma 6.4. There holds that

mω = inf
u∈P

I(u),

where

Iω(u) := Sω(u)−
2

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1
K(u), P :=

{
u ∈ H1(RN )\{0} : K(u) ≤ 0

}
.
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Proof. It is clear to see that inf
u∈P

I(u) ≤ mω. For any u ∈ P, by Lemma 3.1, there exists a unique

0 < tu ≤ 1 such that K(utu) = 0. Therefore, we have that

mω ≤ Iω(utu) = Sω(utu)−
2

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1
K(utu)

= t2u

(
1

2
− 2

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

)
‖∇u‖22 dx+

1

2
‖u‖22

+
t
N(p2−2)+2b2

2
u

p2

(
N(p2 − p1) + 2(b2 − b1)

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

)
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx

≤ Sω(u)−
2

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1
K(u) = Iω(u).

This implies that mω ≤ inf
u∈P

I(u). Then the proof is completed. �

Lemma 6.5. Let u ∈ C([0,+∞),H1(RN )) be the global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with

u0 ∈ A+
ω . Then, for any R >> 1 and t ≥ 0, there holds that

K(χRu(t)) & ‖∇(χRu(t))‖22,

where the function χR is given by (6.1).

Proof. First observe that

Iω(u(t)) =

(
1

2
− 2

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

)
‖∇u(t)‖22 +

ω

2
‖u(t)‖22

+
1

p2

(
N(p2 − p1) + 2(b2 − b1)

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

)
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u(t)|p2 dx ≥ 0.

It follows that

Iω(χRu(t)) =

(
1

2
− 2

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

)
‖∇(χRu(t))‖22 +

ω

2
‖χRu(t)‖22

+
1

p2

(
N(p2 − p1) + 2(b2 − b1)

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

)
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |χRu(t)|p2 dx.
(6.2)

It is clear to see from the definition of χR that
ˆ

RN

χ2
R|∇u(t)|2 dx =

ˆ

RN

(
|∇(χRu(t))|2 + χR∆χR|u(t)|2

)
dx =

ˆ

RN

|∇(χRu(t))|2 dx+O(R−2),

ˆ

RN

χ2
R|∇u(t)|2 dx ≤

ˆ

RN

|∇u(t)|2 dx,
ˆ

RN

|χRu(t)|2 dx ≤
ˆ

RN

|u(t)|2 dx,
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |χRu(t)|p2 dx ≤
ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u(t)|p2 dx.

Using (6.2), we then conclude that

Iω(χRu(t)) ≤ Iω(u(t)) +O(R−2). (6.3)

Note that A+
ω is invariant under the flow of the Cauchy problem (1.1) by Lemma 6.3. Thereby we

know that Sω(u(t)) < mω and K(u(t)) > 0 for any t ≥ 0. In view of the conservation laws, then

there exists ǫ > 0 such that Sω(u(t)) ≤ mω− 2ǫ. This in turn leads to Iω(u(t)) ≤ mω− 2ǫ. Further,

applying (6.3), we then have that

Iω(χRu(t)) ≤ mω − ǫ, R >> 1. (6.4)
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It then follows that K(χRu(t)) > 0. Otherwise, there holds that K(χRu(t0)) ≤ 0 for some t0 > 0.

From Lemma 6.4, then Iω(χRu(t0)) ≥ mω. This is impossible by (6.4).

For simplicity, we shall write u = u(t). It is simple to compute that

dSω((χRu)λ)

dλ
= λ

ˆ

RN

|∇(χRu)|2 dx+
N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

2p1
λ

N
2
(p1−2)+b1−1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |χRu|p1 dx

− N(p2 − 2) + 2b2
2p2

λ
N
2
(p2−2)+b2−1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |χRu|p2 dx

=
1

λ
K(χRu).

In addition, we observe that

dK((χRu)λ)

dλ
= λ

ˆ

RN

|∇(χRu)|2 dx+
(N(p1 − 2) + 2b1)

2

4p1
λ

N
2
(p1−2)+b1−1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |χRu|p1 dx

− (N(p2 − 2) + 2b2)
2

4p2
λ

N
2
(p2−2)+b2−1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |χRu|p2 dx

= −dSω((χRu)λ)
dλ

+ λ

(
2

ˆ

RN

|∇(χRu)|2 dx

+
N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

2p1

(
1 +

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1
2

)
λ

N
2
(p1−2)+b1−2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |χRu|p1 dx

−N(p2 − 2) + 2b2
2p2

(
1 +

N(p2 − 2) + 2b2
2

)
λ

N
2
(p2−2)+b2−2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |χRu|p2 dx
)

:= −dSω((χRu)λ)
dλ

+ λg(λ). (6.5)

To proceed the proof, we shall consider two cases for g(1) < 0 and g(1) ≥ 0. Let us first assume

that g(1) < 0. This means that

2

ˆ

RN

|∇(χRu)|2 dx+
(N(p1 − 2) + 2b1) (N(p1 − 2) + 2b1 + 2)

4p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |χRu|p1 dx

<
(N(p2 − 2) + 2b2) (N(p2 − 2) + 2b2 + 2)

4p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |χRu|p2 dx.

Direct computations give that, for any λ > 1,

g′(λ)

λ
N
2
(p1−2)+b1−3

<

(
(N(p1 − 2) + 2b1) ((N(p1 − 2) + 2b1 + 2) (N(p1 − 2) + 2b1 − 4))

8p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |χRu|p1 dx

− (N(p2 − 2) + 2b2) (N(p2 − 2) + 2b2 + 2) (N(p2 − 2) + 2b2 − 4)

8p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |χRu|p2 dx
)

<

(
− (N(p1 − 2) + 2b1 − 4)

ˆ

RN

|∇(χRu)|2 dx

− (N(p2 − 2) + 2b2) (N(p2 − 2) + 2b2 + 2) (N(p2 − p2) + 2(b2 − b1))

8p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |χRu|p2 dx
)

< 0.

Therefore, we get that g(λ) < g(1) < 0 for any λ > 1. It then follows from (6.5) that

dK((χRu)λ)

dλ
< −dSω((χRu)λ)

dλ
, ∀λ > 1. (6.6)
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Since K(χRu) > 0, by Lemma 3.1, then there exists λ̃ > 1 such that K((χRu)λ̃) = 0. Integrating

(6.6) on [1, λ̃], using Lemma 6.4 and (6.4), we then derive that

K(χRu) ≥ K((χRu)λ̃) +
(
Sω((χRu)λ̃)− Sω(χRu)

)

= Iω((χRu)λ̃)− Iω(χRu)−
2

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1
K(χRu)

≥ ǫ− 2

N(p1 − 2) + 2b1
K(χRu).

Therefore K(χRu) & ǫ. On the other hand, since K(χRu) > 0, then ‖∇(χRu)‖22 ≤ C0 for some

C0 > 0. Accordingly, there holds that K(χRu) & ǫ‖∇(χRu)‖22. This proves (6.5) under the

assumption that g(1) < 0. Next we shall assume that g(1) ≥ 0. This means that

2

ˆ

RN

|∇(χRu)|2 dx+
(N(p1 − 2) + 2b1) (N(p1 − 2) + 2b1 + 2)

4p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |χRu|p1 dx

≥ (N(p2 − 2) + 2b2) (N(p2 − 2) + 2b2 + 2)

4p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |χRu|p2 dx.

Therefore, we obtain that

K(χRu) ≥
(
1− 4

N(p2 − 2) + 2b2 + 2

)
ˆ

RN

|∇(χRu)|2 dx

+
N(p1 − 2) + 2b1

2p1

(
1− N(p1 − 2) + 2b1 + 2

N(p2 − 2) + 2b2 + 2

)
ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |χRu|p1 dx

& ‖∇(χRu)‖22.

Thus the proof is completed. �

Lemma 6.6. Let u ∈ C([0,+∞),H1(RN )) be the global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with

u0 ∈ A+
ω . Then there exists R >> 1 such that, for any T > 0,

1

T

ˆ T

0

ˆ

|x|≤R
|u| 2N

N−2 dx dt .
R

T
+R−min{b1,b2}. (6.7)

In particular, there exist {tn} ⊂ R
+ and {Rn} ⊂ R

+ with tn → ∞ and Rn → ∞ as n → ∞ such

that
ˆ

|x|≤Rn

|u(tn)|
2N
N−2 dx→ 0 as n→ ∞. (6.8)

Proof. Let us first present some notations in the spirit of [26]. For R >> 1, we define a smooth

radial function ζ : RN → R by

ζ(x) =





1

2
|x|2, |x| ≤ R

2
,

R|x|, |x| > R.

Moreover, we assume that in the centered annulus R
2 < |x| ≤ R,

∂rζ > 0, ∂2r ζ ≥ 0, |∂ωζ(x)| ≤ CωR|x|1−ω, ∀ |ω| ≥ 1,

where ∂rζ(x) = ∇ζ(x) · x
|x| denotes the radial derivative. Note that on the centered ball |x| ≤ R

2 ,

there holds that

∂2jkζ = δjk, ∆ζ = N, ∆2ζ = 0. (6.9)
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Moreover, for |x| > R,

∂2jkζ =
R

|x|
(
δjk −

xjxk
|x|2

)
, ∆ζ =

(N − 1)R

|x| , ∆2ζ = 0. (6.10)

Define

Iζ(t) :=

ˆ

RN

ζ(x)|u(t)|2 dx.

It immediately follows from Lemma 5.3 and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality that

∣∣I ′ζ(t)
∣∣ = 2

∣∣∣∣Im
ˆ

RN

(∇ζ · ∇u)u dx
∣∣∣∣ . R. (6.11)

Furthermore, there holds that

I ′′ζ (t) = 4Re

N∑

j,k=1

ˆ

RN

∂2j,kζ∂ju∂ku dx−
ˆ

RN

∆2ζ|u|2 dx

+
2(p1 − 2)

p1

ˆ

RN

|x|−b1 |u|p1∆ζ dx+
4b1
p1

ˆ

RN

x · ∇ζ
|x|2 |x|−b1 |u|p1 dx

− 2(p2 − 2)

p2

ˆ

RN

|x|−b2 |u|p2∆ζ dx− 4b2
p2

ˆ

RN

x · ∇ζ
|x|2 |x|−b2 |u|p2 dx.

(6.12)

Observe from (6.9) that

Re
N∑

j,k=1

ˆ

|x|≤R
2

∂2j,kζ∂ju∂ku dx =

ˆ

|x|≤R
2

|∇u|2 dx.

Taking into account of the identity

∂2jk =

(
δjk
r

− xjxk
r3

)
∂r +

xlxk
r2

∂2r ,

we then obtain that

Re

N∑

j,k=1

ˆ

|x|>R
2

∂2j,kζ∂ju∂ku dx = Re

N∑

j,k=1

ˆ

|x|>R
2

((
δjk
r

− xjxk
r3

)
∂rζ +

xjxk
r2

∂2r ζ

)
∂ju∂ku dx

=

ˆ

|x|>R
2

(
|∇u|2 − |x · ∇u|2

|x|2
)
∂rζ

|x| dx+

ˆ

|x|>R
2

|x · ∇u|2
|x|2 ∂2r ζ dx.

Therefore, from (6.9), (6.10) and (6.12), we conclude that

I ′′ζ (t) = 4

ˆ

|x|≤R
2

|∇u|2 dx+
2(p1 − 2)N + 4b1

p1

ˆ

|x|≤R
2

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx

− 2(p2 − 2)N + 4b2
p2

ˆ

|x|≤R
2

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx−
ˆ

R
2
<|x|≤R

∆2ζ|u|2 dx

+
2(p1 − 2)N + 4b1

p1

ˆ

|x|>R
2

|x|−b1 |u|p1∆ζ dx− 2(p2 − 2)N + 4b2
p2

ˆ

|x|>R
2

|x|−b2 |u|p2∆ζ dx

+ 4

ˆ

|x|>R
2

(
|∇u|2 − |x · ∇u|2

|x|2
)
∂rζ

|x| dx+ 4

ˆ

|x|>R
2

|x · ∇u|2
|x|2 ∂2r ζ dx. (6.13)

Note that
ˆ

R
2
<|x|≤R

∆2ζ|u|2 dx . R−2,

ˆ

|x|>R
2

|x|−b1 |u|p1∆ζ dx . R−b1 ,

ˆ

|x|>R
2

|x|−b2 |u|p2∆ζ dx . R−b2 ,
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ˆ

|x|>R
2

(
|∇u|2 − |x · ∇u|2

|x|2
)
∂rζ

|x| dx+

ˆ

|x|>R
2

|x · ∇u|2
|x|2 ∂2r ζ dx ≥ 0.

Hence, by (6.13), we get that

I ′′ζ (t) ≥ 4

ˆ

|x|≤R
2

|∇u|2 dx+
2(p1 − 2)N + 4b1

p1

ˆ

|x|≤R
2

|x|−b1 |u|p1 dx

− 2(p2 − 2)N + 4b2
p2

ˆ

|x|≤R
2

|x|−b2 |u|p2 dx−R−min{b1,b2},

where we also used the assumption that b1, b2 < 2. This along with Lemma 6.5 then implies that

I ′′ζ (t) ≥ 4K(χRu)−R−min{b1,b2} + oR(1) & 4‖∇(χRu)‖22 −R−min{b1,b2} + oR(1),

where oR(1) denotes an infinitesimal quantity as R→ ∞. This clearly leads to

I ′′ζ (t) & ‖∇(χRu)‖22 −R−min{b1,b2}, R >> 1. (6.14)

Integrating (6.14) with respect to t on [0, T ], using (6.11) and Sobolve’s embedding inequality gives

that
1

T

ˆ T

0

ˆ

RN

|χRu|
2N
N−2 dx dt .

R

T
+R−min{b1,b2}.

Since
ˆ

RN

|χRu|
2N
N−2 dx ≥ C

ˆ

|x|<R
|u| 2N

N−2 dx, R >> 1,

by taking R = T
1

1+min{b1,b2} , then we get that

1

T

ˆ T

0

ˆ

|x|<T
1

1+min{b1,b2}
|u| 2N

N−2 dx dt . T
−

min{b1,b2}
1+min{b1,b2} . (6.15)

Now by the mean value theorem and (6.15), then (6.8) holds true. This completes the proof. �

The main ingredient for the proof of Theorem 1.7 is the following scattering criterion in the spirit

of arguments in [78].

Proposition 6.1. Let u ∈ C([0,+∞),H1(RN )) be the global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)

with u0 ∈ A+
ω . Assume that

0 < sup
t≥0

‖u(t)‖H1 := E <∞.

If there exist R, ǫ > 0 depending on E, pi, bi and N such that

lim inf
t→+∞

ˆ

|x|≤R
|u(t, x)|2 dx < ǫ2, (6.16)

then u scatters forward in time.

To establish Proposition 6.1, we need the following essential lemmas.

Lemma 6.7. Under the assumptions of Proposition 6.1, there exist T, γ > 0 such that
∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )

∥∥∥
Λmax{sc,1,sc,2}(T,+∞)

. ǫγ , (6.17)

where

sc,j :=
N

2
− 2− bj
pj − 2

, j = 1, 2.
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Proof. For simplicity, we shall assume that s1,c < s2,c. Let ω, β > 0 be two positive real numbers

to be fixed later. Taking account of Lemma 6.1, we know that there exists T0 > ǫ−β such that

∥∥eit∆u0
∥∥
Λsc,2(T0,+∞)

≤ ǫω. (6.18)

Let us now take the time slabs J1 := [0, T − ǫ−β] and J2 := [T − ǫ−β, T ], where T > T0 is chosen

later. The integral formula gives that

ei(t−T )∆u(T )

= ei(t−T )∆
(
eiT∆u0 − i

ˆ T

0
ei(T−s)∆

(
|x|−b1 |u|p1−2u

)
dt+ i

ˆ T

0
ei(T−t)∆

(
|x|−b2 |u|p2−2u

)
ds

)

:= eit∆u0 − i

ˆ T

0
ei(t−s)∆N1(u) dt+ i

ˆ T

0
ei(t−s)∆N2(u) ds

= eit∆u0 − i

ˆ

J1

(
ei(t−s)∆ (N1(u)−N2(u))

)
ds− i

ˆ

J2

(
ei(t−s)∆ (N1(u)−N2(u))

)
ds

:= eit∆u0 − iF1 − iF2.

(6.19)

In view of (6.16), there exists T > T0 such that

ˆ

RN

χR|u(T )|2 dx < ǫ2, R >> 1, (6.20)

where χR is given by (6.1). On the other hand, we see that

∂

∂t

ˆ

RN

χR|u(t)|2 dx ≤ 2

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

RN

(∇χR · ∇u) ū dx
∣∣∣∣ .

1

R
. (6.21)

Integrating (6.21) in time on [t, T ] for t ∈ J2 and using (6.20), we then have that, for any R >

ǫ−(2+β),

ˆ

RN

χR|u(t)|2 dx ≤
ˆ

RN

χR|u(T )|2 dx+
ǫ−β

R

. ǫ2 +
ǫ−β

R

. ǫ2.

(6.22)

By using Strichartz’s estimates in Lemma 6.1 and Sobolev’s embedding inequality, we can write

that

‖F2‖Λsc,2 (T,+∞) .

∥∥∥∥
ˆ

J2

ei(t−s)∆N1 ds

∥∥∥∥
Λsc,2 (T,+∞)

+

∥∥∥∥
ˆ

J2

ei(t−s)∆N2 ds

∥∥∥∥
Λsc,2 (T,+∞)

.

2∑

j=1

‖Nj‖
Λ
−s′

c,2 (J2)
.

(6.23)
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Making use of Lemma 6.2 and (6.22), Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev’s embedding inequality, we

then get that, for some 2 < r < 2∗ and 0 < λ1, λ2 < 1,

‖N1‖
Λ
−s′

c,2 (J2)
. |J2|θ1‖u‖p1−2

L∞(I,Lr)‖χR u‖L∞(J2,Lr) + |J2|θ2‖u‖p1−2
L∞(J2,Lp1)‖χR u‖L∞(J2,Lp1 )

+R−b1 |J2|θ2‖u‖p1−1
L∞(J2,Lp1 )

. ǫ−βθ1‖χR u‖λ2L∞(J2,L2)
+ ǫ−βθ2‖χR u‖λ1L∞(J2,L2)

+R−b1ǫ−βθ2

. ǫλ2−βθ1 + ǫλ1−βθ2 +R−b1ǫ−βθ2

. ǫω,

(6.24)

where in the last line it is sufficient to pick

0 < ω < min{λ1, λ2}, 0 < β < min

{
λ2 − ω

θ1
,
λ1 − ω

θ2

}
, R > ǫ

−
ω+βθ2

b1 .

Similarly, arguing as in (6.24), we can also derive that ‖N2‖
Λ
−s′

c,2 (J2)
. ǫω. This together with

(6.24) and (6.23) indicates that ‖F2‖Λsc,2 (T,+∞) . ǫω.

Now in the spirit of [10], we shall take (qj , rj) ∈ Λsc,j for j = 1, 2, a small real number ν > 0 and

(qj , rj) ∈ Λ such that

1

qj
=

1
qj

− νsc,j

1− sc,j
,

1

rj
=

1

1− sc,j

(
1

rj
− sc,j(N − 2− 4ν)

2N

)
.

By the integral Duhamel’s formula (6.19), we can write that

F1 = eit∆
(
ei(ǫ

−β−T )∆u(T − ǫ−β)− u0

)
.

Using Hölder’s inequality, Strichartz’s estimates in Lemma 6.1 and the dispersive estimate

‖eit∆ϕ‖r . |t|−N( 1
2
− 1

r
)‖ϕ‖r′ , r ≥ 2, t 6= 0,

we then have that

‖F1‖Lqj ((T,+∞),Lrj ) ≤ ‖F1‖1−sc,j
Lqj ((T,+∞),Lrj )

‖F1‖sc,j
L

1
ν ((T,+∞),L

2N
N−2−4ν )

=
∥∥∥eit∆

(
ei(ǫ

−β−T )∆u(T − ǫ−β)− u0

)∥∥∥
1−sc,j

Lqj ((T,+∞),Lrj )
‖F1‖sc,j

L
1
ν ((T,+∞),L

2N
N−2−4ν )

. ‖F1‖sc,j
L

1
ν ((T,+∞),L

2N
N−2−4ν )

.

2∑

j=1

∥∥∥∥
ˆ

J1

|t− s|−(1+2ν)‖Ni‖ 2N
N+2+4ν

ds

∥∥∥∥
sc,j

L
1
ν (T,+∞)

.

2∑

j=1

‖u‖(p−1)sc,j
L∞H1

∥∥∥(t− T − ǫ−β)−2ν
∥∥∥
sc,j

L
1
ν (T,+∞)

. ǫβν .

This apparently shows that ‖F1‖Λsc,2 (T,+∞) . ǫβν . Choose γ = min{ω, ǫβν}, then the proof is

completed. �
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Lemma 6.8. Let u ∈ C([0,+∞),H1(RN )) be the global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with

u0 ∈ A+
ω . If there exists ε > 0 such that

2∑

j=1

∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )
∥∥∥
Λsc,j (T,+∞)

≤ ε, (6.25)

for some T > 0, then there holds that

2∑

j=1

‖u‖Λsc,j (T,+∞) ≤ 2
2∑

j=1

∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )
∥∥∥
Λsc,j (T,+∞)

,

‖ 〈∇〉 u‖Λ(T,+∞) . ‖u(T )‖H1 ,

where 〈ξ〉 := (1 + |ξ|2) 1
2 .

Proof. For a, b > 0, we define the space

YT :=



v ∈ C([0,+∞),H1(RN )) :

2∑

j=1

‖v‖Λsc,j (T,+∞) ≤ a, ‖ 〈∇〉 v‖Λ(T,+∞) ≤ b





equipped with the complete distance

d(v,w) :=

2∑

j=1

‖v − w‖Λsc,j (T,+∞).

Let also define the integral functional by

F(v) := ei(t−T )∆u(T ) + i

ˆ t

T

ei(t−s)∆ (N1(v) −N2(v)) ds, (6.26)

where Nj(v) = |x|−bj |v|pj−2v for j = 1, 2. By means of Strichartz’s estimates in Lemma 6.1 and

Sobolev’s embedding inequality, we have that

‖F(v)‖Λsc,2 (T,+∞) .
∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )

∥∥∥
Λsc,2(T,+∞)

+

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

T

ei(t−s)∆N1(v) ds

∥∥∥∥
Λsc,2(T,+∞)

+ ‖N2(v)‖
Λ
−s′

c,2 (T,+∞)

.
∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )

∥∥∥
Λsc,2(T,+∞)

+

∥∥∥∥〈∇〉
ˆ t

T

ei(t−s)∆N1(v) ds

∥∥∥∥
Λ(T,+∞)

(6.27)

+ ‖N2(v)‖
Λ
−s′

c,2 (T,+∞)

.
∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )

∥∥∥
Λsc,2(T,+∞)

+ ‖〈∇〉N1(v)‖Λ′(T,+∞) + ‖N2(v)‖
Λ
−s′

c,2 (T,+∞)
.

Taking into account [9, Lemma 2.7], we then get that, for certain 0 < ω1, ω2 << 1,

‖F(v)‖Λsc,2 (T,+∞) ≤
∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )

∥∥∥
Λsc,2(T,+∞)

+ c‖v‖ω1

L∞H1‖v‖p1−2−ω1

Λsc,1 (T,+∞)
‖ 〈∇〉 v‖Λ(T,+∞)

+ c‖v‖ω2

L∞H1‖v‖p2−1−ω2

Λsc,2 (T,+∞)
.

Similarly, we are able to derive that

‖F(v)‖Λsc,1 (T,+∞) ≤
∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )

∥∥∥
Λsc,1(T,+∞)

+ c‖v‖ω2

L∞H1‖v‖p2−2−ω2

Λsc,2 (T,+∞)
‖ 〈∇〉 v‖Λ(T,+∞)

+ c‖v‖ω1

L∞H1‖v‖p1−1−ω1

Λsc,1 (T,+∞)
.
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Moreover, we can obtain that

‖ 〈∇〉F(v)‖Λ(T,+∞) ≤ c‖u(T )‖H1 + c




2∑

j=1

‖v‖ωj

L∞H1‖v‖pj−2−ωj

Λsc,j (T,+∞)


 ‖ 〈∇〉 v‖Λ(T,+∞). (6.28)

In light of Strichartz’s estimates in Lemma 6.1, then

‖F(v) −F(w)‖Λ(T,+∞) ≤ c
2∑

j=1

∥∥∥|x|−bj (|v|pj−2 + |w|pj−2)|v − w|
∥∥∥
Λ′(T,+∞)

≤ c
2∑

j=1

(
‖v‖ωj

L∞H1‖v‖pj−2−ωj

Λsc,j (T,+∞)
+ ‖w‖ωj

L∞H1‖w‖pj−2−ωj

Λsc,j (T,+∞)

)
‖v − w‖Λ(T,+∞).

Consequently, we have that

2∑

j=1

‖F(v)‖Λsc,j (T,+∞) ≤
2∑

j=1

∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )
∥∥∥
Λsc,j (T,+∞)

+ c




2∑

j=1

apj−2−ωj bωj


 (a+ b),

‖ 〈∇〉F(v)‖Λ(T,+∞) ≤ c‖u(T )‖H1 + c




2∑

j=1

apj−2−ωj bωj


 b,

d(F(v),F(w)) ≤ c




2∑

j=1

apj−2−ωj bωj


 d(v,w).

From (6.25), we shall take T > 0 such that

a := 2

2∑

j=1

‖ei(t−T )∆u(T )‖Λsc,j (T,+∞) ≤ 2ε.

Then we define b := 2c‖u(T )‖H1 . Thereby, for ε > 0 small enough, F is a contraction mapping on

YT and the proof is achieved by the classical Picard arguments. This completes the proof. �

Lemma 6.9. Let u ∈ C([0,+∞),H1(RN )) be the global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with

u0 ∈ A+
ω . If there exists ε > 0 such that

∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )
∥∥∥
Λmax{sc,1,sc,2}(T,+∞)

. ε

for some T > 0, then u scatters forward in time.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that sc,1 < sc,2. Let (qj, rj) ∈ Λsc,j and

λ :=
sc,1
sc,2

=
(N(p2 − 2)− 2(2− b2))(p1 − 2)

(N(p1 − 2)− 2(2 − b1)(p2 − 2)
∈ (0, 1).

Let ρ, γ > 0 be such that

1

q1
=

λ

q2
+

1− λ

ρ
,

1

r1
=

λ

r2
+

1− λ

γ
.

It is clear that (ρ, γ) ∈ Λ. From Hölder’s inequality, we then get that
∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )

∥∥∥
Λsc,1(T,+∞)

≤
∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )

∥∥∥
λ

Λsc,2 (T,+∞)

∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )
∥∥∥
1−λ

Λ(T,+∞)

. ελ.
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This infers that
2∑

j=1

∥∥∥ei(t−T )∆u(T )
∥∥∥
Λsc,j (T,+∞)

. ελ + ε.

Observe that, by (6.28) and Lemma 6.8,

∥∥∥e−it∆u(t)− e−it′∆u(t′)
∥∥∥
H1

.




2∑

j=1

‖u‖ωj

L∞H1‖u‖pj−2−ωj

Λsc,j (t,t′)


 ‖〈∇〉u‖Λ(t,t′)

→ 0 as t, t′ → +∞.

This completes the proof. �

Proof of Proposition 6.1. Invoking Lemmas 6.7 and 6.9, we then complete the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. The proof consists in a standard application of Lemma 6.3 and Proposition

6.1. �
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[62] F. Merle, P. Raphaël and J. Szeftel, On collapsing ring blow-up solutions to the mass supercritical nonlinear

Schrödinger equation, Duke Math. J., 163 (2014), 369–431.

[63] F. Merle and Y. Tsutsumi, L2 concentration of blow up solutions for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with

critical power nonlinearity, J. Differential Equations, 84 (1990), 205–214.

[64] C. Miao, J. Murphy and J. Zheng, Scattering for the non-radial inhomogeneous NLS, Math. Res. Lett., 28 (2021),

1481–1504.

[65] C. Miao, G. Xu, and L. Zhao, The dynamics of the 3D radial NLS with the combined terms, Comm. Math. Phys.,

318 (2013), 767–808.



48 T. GOU, M. MAJDOUB & T. SAANOUNI

[66] C. Miao, T. Zhao and J. Zheng, On the 4D nonlinear Schrödinger equation with combined terms under the energy

threshold, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 56 (2017), Paper No. 179, 39 pp.

[67] T. Ogawa and Y. Tsutsumi, Blow-up of H1 solutions for the one-dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger equation

with critical power nonlinearity, Proc. Am. Math. Soc., 111 (1991), 487–96.

[68] Y.G. Oh, On positive multi-lump bound states of nonlinear Schrödinger equations under multiple well potential,

Comm. Math. Phys., 131 (1990), 223–253.
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