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Abstract

In this paper, we study the Cauchy problem for the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrodinger equation
with inverse-power potential

iug + Au — clz]”u = x| "|ulu, (t,z) € R xRY,

where d € N, c € R, a,b > 0 and o > 0. First, we establish the local well-posedness in the fractional
Sobolev spaces H*® (]Rd) with s > 0 by using contraction mapping principle based on the Strichartz
estimates in Sobolev-Lorentz spaces. Next, the global existence and blow-up of H'-solution are
investigated. Our results extend the known results in several directions.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the Cauchy problem for inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrodinger equation with
inverse-power potential:

iug + Au — clz| "% = Nz|~u|7u, (t,x) € R x RY,
(1.1)
u (0, 2) = up(x),

where u : RxR? - C,up: R 2 C,deN,ceR, 0<a<20<b<2 06>0and A\ =+1. The
parameters A = 1 and A = —1 corresponds to the defocusing and focusing cases respectively.

The equation (1.1) appears in a variety of physical settings, for example, in nonlinear optical systems
with spatially dependent interactions (see e.g. [13, 15, 40, 42] and the references therein). The case
¢ = b =0 is the classic nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) equation which has been extensively studied over
the last three decades (see e.g. [20, 21, 23, 46, 53] and the references therein).

When b = 0 and ¢ # 0, we have the NLS equation with inverse-power potential, which has also been
widely studied in the past decades. See e.g. [25, 44, 49, 56] for the inverse-square potential ¢ = 2 and
[10, 27, 30, 36, 47, 48] for the slowly decaying potentials 0 < a < 2.

Moreover, the inhomogeneous NLS equation without potential (i.e. (1.1) with b > 0 and ¢ = 0) has
also attracted a lot of interest in recent years. We refer the reader to [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 33, 37] for the local
well-posedness and small data global well-posedness in H® with s > 0 and [5, 11, 16, 19, 24, 28, 29, 32, 38]
for the global well-posedness and blow-up in the energy space H*.

Recently, the inhomogeneous NLS equation with inverse-square potential, i.e. (1.1) with a = 2 has
also been investigated by [8, 9, 12, 14, 17, 18, 39, 51].
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As in the study of the NLS equation with potential, in this paper, we mainly focus on the local and
global well-posedness as well as blow-up for inhomogeneous NLS equation with slowly decaying potential,
ie. (1.1) with 0 < a,b < 2.

1.1 Known results

In this subsection, we recall the known results for the inhomogeneous NLS equation (i.e. (1.1) with ¢ =0
and b > 0) and the NLS equation with inverse-power potential (i.e. (1.1) with b =0 and 0 < a < 2).
1.1.1 Known results for (1.1) with ¢=0 and b > 0

Let us recall the known results for the inhomogeneous NLS equation without potential, namely,

{ iug + Au = Nz %ulu, (t,7) € R x RY, (1.2)

u (0, ) = up(x),

where d € N, 0 < b < min{2,d}, o > 0 and A = £1. The inhomogeneous NLS equation (1.2) is invariant
under the scaling,

wu(t,x) o= 07 u(pt, px), p> 0. (1.3)

An direct computation shows that

s_dp2=b
(O e = 1727 Jluoll . -
We thus define the critical exponents
d 2-10
= - — —— 1.4
Se =5~ — (1.4)
and 1 4—2b—(d—2)
— Se¢ —2b—(d—2)o
= — . 1.5
e Se do —4+2b (1.5)
Putting
4-2b . d
fs<s
o(s,0) :=< d=2s’ ' 2’ 1.
oty i= { T SR (1.6

we can easily see that s > s. is equivalent to o < o.(s,b). If s < %, then s = s. is equivalent to

o = oc(s,b). For initial data ug € H*(R?), we say that the Cauchy problem (1.2) is H*-critical if
0<s<%ando=o0.(s,b). If s>0and o < oc(s,b), then the problem (1.2) is said to be H*-subcritical.
Especially, if 0 = 0.(0, b), then the problem is also known as mass-critical. If o = o.(1,b) with d > 3, it is
also called energy-critical. If 0.(0,b) < o < 0.(1,b), it is called mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical
(or intercritical). The inhomogeneous NLS equation (1.2) has formally the conservation of mass and
energy, which are defined respectively by

M (u(t)) := / lu(t, z)|*de = M (u), (1.7)

Rd
1 2 A —b o2 4
Ey(u(t)) === |[Vu(t,z)|*de + —— || ™7 Ju(t, z)|” " de = Ep(uo). (1.8)
2 R4 g + 2 R4
1) H*-subcritical case

Using the energy method developed by [20], Genoud-Stuart [33] proved that (1.2) is locally well-posed
in HY(RY) if d € N, 0 < b < min{2,d} and 0 < o < 0.(1,b). However, this energy method cannot be



applied to established the local well-posedness for (1.2) in the general Sobolev spaces H*. Later, Guzmdan
[37] used the contraction mapping principle based on the Strichartz estimates in Sobolev spaces to prove
that (1.2) is locally well-posedness in H*(R?) with 0 < s < min{1,4} if d € N, 0 < b < min{2, 4} and
0 < 0 < 0c(s,b). Tt was also proved that the above local H*-solution is extended globally in time if
o> 477% and the initial data is sufficiently small. The well-posedness results of [37] were later extended
by [2, 3, 6]. More precisely, the authors in [2] proved that (1.2) is locally well-posed in H*(R%), if
0<s< min{d,% +1},0 < b < min{2,d—s,1+ d_%%}, 0 < 0 < 0c(s,b) and the following regularity

assumption for the nonlinear term is further satisfied :

o is an even integer, or o > [s] — 1. (1.9)

It was also proved in [3] that the above local H®-solution is extended globally in time if o > 4%21; and

the initial data is sufficiently small. Furthermore, the authors in [6] obtained some standard continuous
dependence result for (1.2) in H?*-subcritical case.

On the other hand, the global existence as well as blow-up of H'-solution for the energy-subcritical
problem (1.2) with 0 < o < 0¢(1,b) have also been widely studied.

In the defocusing case A = 1, it is easily proved that any local H'-solution to energy-subcritical
problem (1.2) with 0 < o < 0.(1,b) is extended globally in time by using the conservation laws and the
blow-up alternative.

The focusing problem (1.2) with A = —1 were studied by [16, 19, 24, 28 29, 32, 38]. In the mass-
subcritical case 0 < o < 0¢(0,b), it was proved in [33] that focusing problem (1.2) with d € N and
0 < b < min{2,d} is globally well-posed in H'. The mass-critical case 0 = 0.(0,b) was studied in
[32, 24, 19]. More precisely, Genoud [32] proved that the focusing, mass-critical problem (1.2) with d € N
and 0 < b < min{2,d} is globally well-posed in H*' if |lug||;> < ||@]|;2, where @ is the unique positive
radial solution of the ground state equation

_ 4—2b
AQ-Q+ "R @ =0.
It was also proved in [24, 19] that any H!-solution for the focusing, mass-critical problem (1.2) with initial
data ug € H! satisfying Ej,(ug) < 0 blows up in finite time. The mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical
case 0.(0,b) < o < 0.(1,b) was investigated in [16, 24, 28, 29, 38]. Farah [29] showed the global existence
for (1.2) with d € N, 0 < b < min{2, d} by assuming ug € H* and

Ep(uo)[M (uo)]™ < Ep(Q)[M(Q)], (1.10)
Vol 2 [luollz> < V@Il 2 Q175 (1.11)
where @ is the unique positive radial solution to the elliptic equation
AQ-Q+z|"QITQ =0. (1.12)
He also proved the finite time blow-up for (1.2) with ug € ¥ := H' N L?(|z|?dz) satisfying (1.10) and
IVuoll gz llwollzz > V@Il 2 IQIIZ: - (1.13)
The latter result was extended to the radial data in [24], and to the non-radial data in [11, 28]. Note

that the uniqueness of positive radial solution to (1.12) was established in [55, 31, 52]. The long time
dynamics for the focusing problem (1.2) with o.(0,b) < o < 0.(1,b) and

Ey(uo)[M (uo)™* = Ep(Q)[M(Q)]™,

were also investigated by [16, 28].

'For s € R, [s] denotes the minimal integer which is larger than or equal to s.



2) H*-critical case

Aloui-Tayachi [1] developed a local well-posedness theory for (1.2) in both of H*-subcritical case and
H*-critical case. More precisely, they used the Sobolev-Lorentz spaces to prove that (1.2) is locally well-
posed in H*if d e N0 <s<1,s< %, 0 <b < min{2,d—2s}and 0 < o < é:—gg. However, they
didn’t treat the case 1 < s < % with d > 3. This case was later investigated by [4]. More precisely, they
used the fractional Hardy inequality to prove that the H*-critical problem (1.2) with d > 3,1 < s < %,
0<b<1+92 and 0 = o.(s,b) is locally well-posed in H*(R?) if (1.9) and one of the conditions in
the following system are further satisfied:

seN, d>3and b < 4s/d,
s¢N, d>4and b< 6s/d—1, (1.14)
s¢N, d=3and b < 1.

However, one can easily see that the conditions on b in the H*-critical case obtained by [I, 4] are not
so good as in the H*-subcritical case obtained by [2, 3, 6]. The local well-posedness results of [1, 4] for
(1.2) in the H*-critical case o = o(s,b) were finally extended in [5] to the full range of 0 < s < ¢ and
0 < b<min{2,d— 5,1+ 9522}, The authors in [5] also showed the blow-up of the H'-solution for the
focusing, energy-critical problem (1.2) with initial data ug € H! satisfying

. Eb(UQ) < 0or

- Ey(uo) = 0, Ey(uo) < Ey(Ws) and [|[Vugll gz > [Vl 12,

where
Wi(a) = EEZDE DI (1.15)
(e +|z[>~b)==>

with € > 0. We also refer the reader to [38] and the references therein for the global well-posedness and
scattering for the focusing, energy-critical problem (1.2).

1.1.2 Known results for (1.1) with ¢# 0 and b =0

Let us recall the known results for the NLS equation with inverse-power potential:

. _ —a, — o d
{ iug + Au — clz| % = Mul7u, (t,z) € R x RY, (1.16)

u (0, ) = up(x),

whered €N, c#£0,0<a<2,0>0and A = +1.

The global-in-time Strichartz estimates for e ¢ with H. = —A +¢|z|77, ¢ > 0 and 0 < a < 2 were
established in [48] in dimension d > 3. Miao-Zhang-Zheng [47] studied the global well-posedness, finite
time blow-up and scattering in the energy space H!(R?) for the NLS equation with coulomb potential,
i.e. (1.16) with @ = 1. Later, Dinh [27] extend the results of [17] to the NLS equation with a general class
of inverse-power potentials (i.e. (1.16) with 0 < @ < 2) and higher dimensions. More precisely, using
the energy method developed by [20], he showed that (1.16) is locally well-posed in H'(R?) if d € N,
0 < a <min{2,d} and 0 < 0 < G.(1), where

ifs<g,

. bl (1.17)
if s> 5

Gc(s) :=0c(s,0) = { T

o0,

Using Strichartz estimates in Lorentz spaces (see Lemma 2.13), he also gave the alternative proof of the
local well-posedness for (1.16) with d >3, 0 < o < %5 and

0<a<3, ifd=3,

{O<a<2, if d > 4. (1.18)



Note that although the latter result is weaker than the former result on the validity of d and a, it
gives more information on the solution, for instance, one knows that the solutions to (1.16) satisfy
u € LY, ((—=Twmin; Tmax), Hy) for any admissible pair (p,q). He also proved that (1.16) with d > 3,
0<a<2ando= ﬁ is locally well-posed in H! by using the the global in time Strichartz estimates
obtain by [48]. Furthermore, he obtained some global well-posedness, finite time blow-up and scattering
results in the energy space H'! for (1.2) with 0 < a < 2. We also refer the reader to [13, 30, 36] for further
results.

1.2 Main results
1.2.1 Local well-posedness in H*®

Using the energy method developed by [20], we have the following local well-posedness in H! for (1.1)
with o < o.(1,b).

Proposition 1.1. Letd € N, c € R, A = £1, 0 < a,b < min{2,d} and 0 < 0 < 0.(1,b). Then for any
up € HY, there exist T,., T* € (0,00] and a unique maximal solution

uwe C((=T., T*), H YN C (=T, T*), H™ ),

of (1.1). If T* < oo (resp. if Ty < 00), then ||ug||y: — 00 ast T T* (resp. ast | —T.). Moreover, the
following mass and energy of u(t) are conserved:

M(u(t)) = /R lu(t, 2)[2dz, (1.19)

Ey(u(t)) := /

1
(517utto) + Slal“lute, ) +
Rd

U—Hurb lu(t, :17)|U+2> dz. (1.20)
Proof. Noticing that 0 < a < min{2, d}, we can see that the potential c|z| =% belongs to L"(R%) + L>(R%)
for some r > max{1, %} Hence, using Theorem 4.3.1, Example 3.2.11 of [20] and Appendix K of [33], we
can get the desired result. O

Using the contraction mapping principle based on Strichartz estimates in Lorentz spaces, we also have
the following local well-posedness in H* for (1.1).

Theorem 1.2. Letd € N, ce R, 0 < s < g ,O§b<min{2,d—s,1+%—s},O<a<min{2,d—

s, 1+ % —stand 0 <o < 3:—32. If o is not an even integer, assume further o > [s] — 1. Then for any

ug € H*(RY), there exist Tax = Tmax(t0) > 0 and Tmin = Tmin(ug) > 0 such that (1.1) has a unique,
mazimal solution u satisfying

(US] C((_Tmin7 Tmax)v HS) N Lfoc((_Tmin; Tmax); H;72)7 (121)

for any admissible pair (p,q). Moreover, the above solution u depends continuously on the initial data
ug in the following sense. There exists 0 < T < Tax, Tmin Such that if ug, — ug n HS(Rd) and
if un denotes the solution of (1.1) with the initial data ugp, then 0 < T < Tyax(t0.n), Tmin(to.n) for
all sufficiently large n and w, — w in LP([=T,T], L%%*(R?)) as n — oo for any admissible pair (p,q).
Furthermore, if s > 0, then u, — w in LP([=T,T], H ,(R%)) as n — oo for all admissible pair (p,q) and
all e > 0. In particular, u, — w in C([=T,T),H*" %) as n — oo for all € > 0.

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.2 extends the known results for (1.1) in the following directions.

e When b > 0, it extends the results of [1, 5] for (1.1) with ¢ =0 to (1.1) with ¢ € R.



e When b > 0 and ¢ = 0, it improves the results of [1] by extending the validity of s and b. It also

extends the result of [5] by giving the unified proof for both of H*-subcritical case o < é:—gg and
H*®-critical case 0 = %.

e When b = 0 and ¢ # 0, it improves the result of [27] (see Proposition 3.3 of [27]) by extending the
validity of s.

We also have the following standard continuous dependence result.

Theorem 1.4. Letde N, ce R, 0 < s < % , O<a,b<min{2,d—s,1+%—s} and 0 < o < 3:—32. Ifo
is not an even integer, assume that

o>[s]—1, foro<i=2,
o> s], for g = 4=2b

If s < 1, in addition, suppose further that o > 1. Then for any given ug € H*(R?), the corresponding
solution w of (1.1) in Theorem 1.2 depends continuously on the initial data ug in the following sense. For
any interval [—S,T] C (—Twmin(u0), Tmax(w0)), and every admissible pair (p,q), if uon — uo in H*(RY)
and if uy, denotes the solution of (1.1) with the initial data uon, then u, — u in LP([=S,T], Hj o(R?))
as n — oo. In particular, u, — u in C([=S,T], H®).

Remark 1.5. Theorem 1.4 extends the standard continuous dependence results of [5, 6] for ¢ = 0 to

¢ € R. Furthermore, when ¢ = 0, it gives the unified proof for both of H?*-subcritical case o < 3:32 and
H?-critical case o0 = 3:32.

1.2.2 Global existence and blow-up of H'-solution

Concerning the global existence of H!-solution, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.6 (Global existence). Let d € N, c € R, A = £1, 0 < a,b < min{2,d} and 0 < 0 < o.(1).
If one of the following conditions is satisfied, then the corresponding solution u of (1.1) with initial data
ug € HY(RY) in Proposition 1.1 is a global one.

1. A=1.

2. A=-1 anda<4_72b.

3. A=—1,0 =22 and |[u > < [|Q| .-
4. =—1, 4%% <o <o.(l,b), c>0 and

Bp,e(u0) [M (uo)]™ < Ep(Q)IM Q)] [Vuol 2 [luollz> < V@Il 2 Q75 , (1.22)

where @Q 1is the unique positive radial solution to the elliptic equation (1.12) and . is as in (1.5).
In the focusing case A = —1, we also have the following blow-up result.

Theorem 1.7 (Blow-up). Let d €N, ¢ >0, A = —1, 0 < a,b < min{2,d} and 2522 < o < 0.(1,b) with
o < 0o. Let u be the solution to (1.1) defined on the maximal forward time interval of existence [0,T*).

1. (Mass-critical case: o = 4%.1%.) If Ey c(ug) < 0, the corresponding solution u blows up in finite
time, i.e. T* < co.



2. (Intercritical case: =22 < 0 < 0c(1,b).) If Epc(ug) < 0 or if not, we assume that

Ep e (u0)[M (uo)]™ < Ep(Q)[M(@Q)], Vuoll 2 [uollze > IVQI 12 Q7% - (1.23)

Then the corresponding solution u blows up in finite or infinite time, i.e. either T* < oo or T* = 00
and there exists a time sequence t, — oo such that ||Vu(t,)|/,. — o0 as n — oco. Moreover, if
we assume in addition that o < %, then the corresponding solution uw blows up in finite time, i.e.
T" < oo.

3. (Energy-critical case: o = 222 with d > 3.) If Eyc(ug) <0 or if not, we assume that

Ep.c(uo) < Ey(Wh), [Vuoll Lo > [VWall L, (1.24)

where Wy, is as in (1.15). Then the corresponding solution u blows up in finite or infinite time.
Moreover, if we assume in addition that b > %, then the corresponding solution u blows up in finite

time.
Remark 1.8. Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 extend global existence and blow up results of [5, 11, 19, 28, 29]
for (1.1) with ¢ =0 to ¢ € R or ¢ > 0. Furthermore, when ¢ = 0 and o = %, Item 3 of Theorem 1.7

improves the blow-up result of [5]. In fact, the authors in [5] only obtained the finite or infinite blow-up
result for non-radial data (see Theorem 1.10 of [5]). However, in Item 3 of Theorem 1.7, we also obtained
the finite time blow-up result for non-radial data and b > %.

In addition, we have the following blow-up result for mass-critical inhomogeneous NLS equation with
inverse-square potential, i.e. (1.1) with a = 2.

Theorem 1.9. Letd > 3, a=2,0<b< 2, A =—-1,0 = 4%.1% and ¢ > —(%)2. Let u be the
solution to (1.1) defined on the mazimal forward time interval of existence [0,T*). If Ey (uo) < 0, then
the corresponding solution u blows up in finite time. A similar statement holds for negative times.

Remark 1.10. Theorem 1.9 improves the blow-up results of [9, 18] for mass-critical inhomogeneous
NLS equation with inverse-square potential. In fact, when Ej .(ug) < 0, Campos-Guzman [18] proved
the finite time blow-up only for radial or finite variance data (see Theorem 1.2 of [18]). Later, the authors
in [9] showed the finite or infinite time blow-up for non-radial data (see Proposition 1.5 of [9]).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some notation and give some preliminary
results related to our problem. In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.2. Theorem 1.4 is proved in Section 4.
In Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.6. in Section 6, we prove Theorems 1.7 and 1.9.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Let us introduce some notation used in this paper. Throughout the paper, # denotes the Fourier
transform, and the inverse Fourier transform is denoted by .# 1. C' > 0 stands for a positive universal
constant, which may be different at different places. a < b means a < Cb for some constant C' > 0.
a ~ b expresses a < b and b < a. Given normed spaces X and Y, X < Y means that X is continuously
embedded in Y. For p € [1, oo], p’ denotes the dual number of p, i.e. 1/p+1/p’ = 1. For s € R, we
denote by [s] the minimal integer which is larger than or equal to s. Asin [53], for s € Rand 1 < p < o0,
we denote by H, (R4) and H; (R9) the nonhomogeneous Sobolev space and homogeneous Sobolev space,
respectively. The norms of these spaces are given as

0l sy 2= |2 = 2072

iy = || (=202

P(RY) L (Rd)



where (I — A)*/2f = F71 (1+ |§|2)S/2 Ff and (—A)*2f = FYEPZF. As usual, we abbreviate

H3(R?Y) and Hs(R?) as H*(R?) and H*(R?), respectively. For 0 < p, ¢ < oo, we denote by L»9(R?) the
Lorentz space (see e.g. [35]). The quasi-norms of these spaces are given by

1
o, Edt\ 7
1 £l Lo.agay = (/0 (“’f (f)) ?> , when 0 < ¢ < oo,

1
£l £o.00 ey = iggtpf (t), when ¢ = oo,

where f*(t) = inf {7 : M ({z : |f(z)| > 7}) < t}, with M? being the Lebesgue measure in R?. Note that
Lpa (Rd) is a quasi-Banach space for 0 < p, ¢ < 0co. When 1 < p < oo and 1 < ¢q < oo, LP4 (Rd) can
be turned into a Banach space via an equivalent norm. In particular LP?(R?) = LP(R?), while LP:>
corresponds to weak LP space. These spaces are natural in the context of (1.1) since |z|~b € L#:°°(R%).
In general, we have the embedding LP*? < LP" for ¢ < r. Note also that |||f|"[|;,.. = [[f]|}pre for
1<p, r<oo,1<q<o00. We also have the Holder’s inequality in Lorentz spaces (see e.g. [50]):

Hfg”[,p,q 5 ||fHLP1,<11 ”g”[,pwm .

for 1 < p,p1,p2 < 00 and 1 < ¢, g1, g2 < oo satisfying

popop 4 @ @
For I C R and v € [1, oo}, we will use the space-time mixed space LY (I, X (Rd)) whose norm is defined
by

1 1 11 1 1
- +

1
1
||fHLw(1, X (R4)) — (/1 ”f”}((Rd) dt) ’

with a usual modification when v = oo, where X (R?) is a normed space on RZ. If there is no confusion,
R? will be omitted in various function spaces.

2.2 Sobolev-Lorentz spaces

Throughout the paper, we mainly use the Sobolev-Lorentz spaces. In this subsection, we recall some
useful facts about the Sobolev-Lorentz spaces. See [1, 5, 7, 45] for example.

For s e R, 1 < p <ooand 1l < g < oo, the (nonhomogeneous) Sobolev-Lorentz space H;ﬁq(Rd) is
defined as the set of tempered distribution f € .#/(R9) such that (I — A)*/2f € LP9(R?), equipped with
the norm

1l ey 2= || (1 = )72

Lra(Rd)

The homogeneous Sobolev-Lorentz space H;yq(Rd) is defined as the set of equivalence classes of distribu-
tion f € .7'(R%)/2(R?) such that (—A)%/2f € LP9(R?), equipped with the norm

1y ey = [ (=202

Lrwa(Rd)
where Z2(R?) denotes the set of polynomials with d variables.

Lemma 2.1 ([5]). Let s > 0,1 <p<ooand1<q < gz <oo. Then we have
(a) H;J - H:g#h - H;,lh - HS,OO'

(b) Hy, = H;.



Lemma 2.2 ([5]). Let s > 0,1 <p<o0,1<qg<o0 andv=s—[s]. Then we have

Uy, ~ D2 11D fllgy -

|ax|=[s]
Lemma 2.3 ([7]). Let s> 0,1 <p<oo and 1< q < oo. Then we have H,

Wiy~ 1+ 15 s -

o= LIPS with

Lemma 2.4 ([7]). Let —o0 < s9 < 81 <00 and 1 < p; < pa < 0o with $1 — 1% = 89 — 1%' Then for any
1 < g < o0, there holds the embeddings:
Hyl g = Hyl g Hylg = Hyly

Lemma 2.5 ([7]). Let s €R, >0, 1 <p<oo and 1 < ¢ <oo. Then we have Hyt* — H; .
As an immediate consequence of Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, we have the following.

Corollary 2.6 ([7]). Let —o0 < 82 < 81 < 00 and 1 < p1 < pa < 0o with s1 — pll > 59 — p%. Then for

any 1 < q < oo, there holds the embedding: Hp! , — Hp2 .

Using Lemma 2.4 and the fact that |z|™7 € L%’Oo, we also have the following Hardy inequality under
Lorentz norms.

Corollary 2.7 (Hardy inequality under Lorentz norms, [45]). Let 1 < p < oo and 1 < ¢ < oo with
0<y< %. Then we have

N2l £l e S 1l -
We also recall the fractional product rule and chain rule in Sobolev-Lorentz spaces.

Lemma 2.8 (Fractional product rule in Sobolev-Lorentz spaces, [22]). Let s > 0, 1 < p, p1, p2, 3, P4 < 00
and 1 < q,q1,q2,q3,q4 < 00. Assume that

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

— =t =4 —, - =— 4+ — = — 4+ —.

p b1 b2 b3 pbs q q1 q2 q3 q4
Then we have

Volliry S0y, Nolpmma + 171 goaes ol -

Lemma 2.9 (Fractional chain rule in Sobolev-Lorentz spaces, [1]). Suppose F € C'(C — C) and
0<s<1. Then for 1 <p, p1, pa <00 and 1 < q, q1, g2 < 00 satisfying

1 1 1 1 1 1

p N 1?_2’ q E g’
we have
IF Ly, S Il poros el
Lemma 2.9 which holds for 0 < s <1 was then extended to s > 0 by [7].
Lemma 2.10 ([7]). Let s > 0 and F € C!*1(C — C). Then for 1 < p,p1,,p2,.,p3, < o0 and 1 <
q, 1,592, Q3 < 00 satisfying
1 1 1 k-1 1 1 1 k—1

= — 4 o= —+—+ L k=1,2,...[s],
p D1y b2, P3y q q1y G2, 43

we have .
k—1
IF@y, 3 [F9 @) el s, -
T k=1 k

lFell gz
g szk

LPLk ,q



As an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.10, we have the following useful nonlinear estimates in
Sobolev-Lorentz spaces H,, , with s > 0.

Corollary 2.11 ([7]). Let s > 0 and 0 > 0. If o is not an even integer, assume further o > [s] — 1.
Then for 1 < p,p1,p2 < 0 and 1 < q,q1,q2 < 00 satisfying

1 o 1 o 1

1
p p op2 4 @ g

we have

Nl ulgy < el Tl
Finally, we recall the interpolation inequality in Sobolev-Lorentz spaces.

Lemma 2.12 (Convexity Holder’s inequality in Sobolev-Lorentz spaces, [7]). Let 1 < p, p; < oo,

1<¢, 1<00,0<0,<1,520,5200=1 ..., N, YL 6i=1 5= 0isi, 1/p= 3L, 0:/pi
and 1/q = Zfil 0:/q;. Then we have ﬂf\;l HS;;IH C H;q and for any f € ﬂfil H;;qi,

N
: < 013 .
191z, < LTV,
1=

2.3 Strichartz estimates

In this subsection, we recall the Strichartz estimates for the Schrédinger semi-group e in Lorentz

spaces, which are the fundamental tool to establish the local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (1.1)
in H®. See, for example, [1, 27, 43]. Throughout the paper, a pair (p,q) is said to be admissible (for
short (p,q) € S) if

<g< 2 ifd>
2<q¢< 75, ?fd_?), (2.1)
2 <q< oo, if d <2,
and 5 44
—=_ - (2.2)
P 2 q

Moreover, (p,q) € Sy means that (p,q) € S with

2<qg< 2L, ifd>3,
2<qg<oo, ifd<2.

Lemma 2.13 (Strichartz estimates). Let d € N and S(t) = e®®. Then for any admissible pairs (p,q)
and (a,b), we have

ISPl Lo a2 @ayy S 10l L2@a) (2.3)

5 ”fHLa’(]R,Lb’ﬂ(Rd)) . (2.4)
L7 (R,L1:2(R%))

/ St —7)f(r)dr
0

2.4 Variational Analysis

In this subsection, we recall the sharp Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality and the sharp Hardy-Sobolev
embedding which are useful to study the global existence and blow-up of H'-solution to (1.1).

10



Lemma 2.14 (Sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, [29]). Let d > 1, 0 < 0 < 0.(1,b), 0 < b < 2.

Then for f € H', we have

—2b—o(d—2)

do
/le_blf(x)l"”dISCGN IV £l HfIILz o

(2.5)

The equality in (2.5) is attained by a function Q € H', which is the unique positive radial solution to the

elliptic equation (1.12).
Remark 2.15. We also have the following Pohozaev identities:

2 4—2b—(d—2)0’ 2 4 — 2b -
QI = === =2 IV Q. = |1 ()|
In the mass-critical case o = 4%.1%, we have
b—|— d

Con = ||QHL2
In the intercritical case 4=22 < ¢ < 0.(1,b), we also have

2(0 +2) do—442b

Con = 2 (IVQI IQI) ™7

where 7. is as in (1.5).

Lemma 2.16 (Sharp Hardy-Sobolev embedding, [41]). Let d > 3 and 0 < b < 2. Then we have

1
- Tc(1,0)+2
< [l g dx> < Cus VS ]z

for all f € H', where the sharp Hardy-Sobolev constant Cyus defined by

e 9l |
fGHl\{O} (f |x|_b |f|o'c(l,b)+2 dflf) #‘7)”

is attained by function
d—2
2b

Wy (z) =

[e(d = b)(d = 2)]*
d—2
(e + la)
for all e > 0.
Lemma 2.2 in [11] also shows that T}, solves the equation
AWy + || = W7D W, = 0,
and satisfies

||VWb||2L2 :/|I|_be°(l’b)+2dx,

Hence, we have
2(d—b)

VWAl = [ fal W2 = [Cus] 55

and

1 - 2—-b _ 2(d—b)
(W) = 3 VWi — - [l I = E D)

1b+2 2(d— )

11

(2.9)

(2.10)

(2.11)

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)



3 Local well-posedness in H*

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. First, we recall the useful fact concerning to the term |z|~? with
b>0.

Remark 3.1 ([37]). Let b> 0, s >0 and b+ s < d. Then we have (—A)%2(|z|%) = Cyp|z|70~*.

Using Lemma 2.8, Corollary 2.11 and Remark 3.1, we have the following estimates of the term
2|~ ul 7w

Lemma 3.2. Letd € N, 0 < s < % ,
an even integer, assume further o > [s
(&, B) € Sy such that

2s

O§b<min{2,d—s,1+%—s} and 0 < o < 3:—%. If o is not
1—1. Then, for any interval I(C R), there exist (p,q) € So and

—-b (4 +1
Hlxl |U|UUHL&'(11H§,Y2) S| HUHZ‘B(LH;Q) ) (3.1)
H|x|_b|u|aUHL&’(1)LB/,2) 5 |I|9 ”quﬁ(I,HgQ) HUHLP(I,L@’?) ) (32)

(4—2b)—(d—2s)o

where 0 = 7)

Proof. We claim that there exist (&, 8) € Sp and (p, §) € Sy satisfying

1 1 s 1 b 1 s
- = - — = -—+—-, =—=>0. 3.3
U(fi d)+§+d’d i~ (3:3)

provided that

to - - + - (3.4)

s b (d=2)(c+1) os b - 1 <U—|—1 os b
R PR 2d d " df > 2 " dd

And we can easily check that there exists (&, ) € Sy satisfying (3.4) by using the fact b < min{d —s,1+

d
Let us consider the case b > 0. Using (3.3), Lemmas 2.1, 2.4, 2.8, Corollary 2.11 and Remark 3.1, we
have

R N [E A Pt TP PO T

S Malullgy , + Mul”ulpos.2

2

3.5)
1 (
) A P o Y
1 1
S lullzre llullg: , + ull 7tz < IIUII%Q :
where
1 b 1 1 b 1 bts 1 1 btsl 1 s
q1 d g p d g’ d " q B Fooq d
Similarly, we also have
[ P 1 P 7 PP [ R [ PP P [ [P (3.6)

12



Let us consider the case b = 0. It follows from (3.3), Lemma 2.4 and Corollary 2.11 that

o o o o+1
el S Wl Nl S Tl g, S el (37)
and
lulullLa 2 S NellLeze [ullpaeesn S lellzee lellpae S lulz, , ol - (3.8)
On the other hand, (3.3) imply that
1 1 4—2b)— (d—2
= — 2T Gt ) 4( s)o. (3.9)
a P
Using (3.5)—(3.9) and Hoélder’s inequality, we immediately get (3.1) and (3.2). O
g q Ys y g

Lemma 3.3. Letd e N, 0 < s < % and 0 < a < min{2,d—s,1+ % —s}. Then, for any interval I(C R),

there exist (p,q) € So and (@, B) € So such that

—a 2—a
=l 1, S 1 ol (3.10)
a 2—a
Nzl ull o (. g2y S HITT Nl oz pacy - (3.11)
(1, ) ( )
Proof. We claim that there exist (a, 3) € Sp and (p,q) € Sp satisfying
1 1 a 1 s 1
Gty om0 (3.12)

In fact, we can choose ¢ satistying

provided that we choose (@, ) € Sy satisfying

maxd =2 0 stal 1 1
2d d d 8 2

Using the fact 0 < a < min{2,d—s,1 —i—% — s}, we can easily check that there exists (@, 3) € Sy satisfying
(3.13). Using (3.12), Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.8, Remark 3.1 and Hélder’s inequality, we have

bt (3.13)

el ull gy Mol e Ny, + el ™l Wl S Nl (3.14)

and
™| o2 S (1217 paje e ull pae S Nullae - (3.15)
Hence, using (3.14), (3.15), Hélder’s inequality and the fact that 2, — % = 25¢ we immediately get (3.10)

and (3.11). 0

We are ready to prove Theorem 1.2.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let T > 0 and M > 0, which will be chosen later. Given I = [T, T, we
define i )
D = {ue LML Hy ) 0 LA o)+ Wl pogr s ) + 0l ey ) < M

where (p,q) € Sp and (p,q) € Sy are as in Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3. Putting
d(u,v) = [ju — UHLﬁ(LLW) +u— U”Lﬁ(],Lq,z) 5

(D,d) is a complete metric space (see e.g. [1]). Now we consider the mapping
G: u(t) — S(t)ug — i /Ot S(t — 1) (c|x|™u(r) 4+ Az|P|u(r)| u(r))dr. (3.16)
Using Lemma 2.13 (Strichartz estimates) and Lemmas 3.2, 3.3, we have
||Gu||Lﬁ(I,H(}fyz)ﬁLﬁ(I,Hng)

N ||S(t)u0”Lﬁ(I,Hng)ﬁLﬁ(I,H;Q) + H|w|7b|“|g“HL&’(1,H§/ ) + ¢l H|;v|7auHL&,(LH§/’2) (3.17)

o+1

(4—2b)—(d—2s)0 2—a
4 ||u||Lﬁ(17H§’2) + lef|1] 7= HuHLﬁ(I,HgYZ)

SIS@wollpsr, s ynre az ) + 1
and

d(Gua G’U) 5 H|‘r|7b (|u|ou - |U|UU)HL&’(LLB’,2) + |C| H|$|7a(u - U)HL&’(LLB’,z)

(4—2b)—(d—2s)0
1

e (3.18)
S M| ||u||2ﬁ([,Hg,2) Ju— UHLﬁ(IyLm) + e[ [Ju = UHLﬁ(Lm@)
First, we consider the H*-subcritical case o < 3=22. Using (3.17), (3.18) and Lemma 2.13 (Strichartz
estimates), we have
(4—2b)— (d—2s) 0 2-a
G0 gy S ol + 111255 20740 4 1255 1 (3.19)
and

d(Gu, Gv) < (I MO+ [ |12 d(u, ). (3.20)
Taking M = 2C |lug|| ;. and choosing 7" > 0 small enough so that
(4—2b)—(d—2s)o 1

ClI|" 7 M7 +Ce|I| 7" < 5 (3.21)

it follows from (3.19) and (3.20) that G is a contraction on (D,d). The continuous dependence result
follows from the above argument and Lemma 2.12, whose proof will be omitted.

Next, we consider the H*-critical case o = 2=22. Using (3.17) and (3.18), we have
o 2-a
1GullLs s oo az,) S ISOvoll s ms pyarsms ) +M eI M (3.22)
and .
d(Gu, Gv) < (M7 + |e||I]77 )d(u,v). (3.23)

By the Strichartz estimates (2.3), we can also see that
||S(t)u0||Lﬁ(IﬁHq§’2)ﬂL5(I,H§’2) —0asT —0

Hence, taking M > 0 such that CM? < % and 7" > 0 such that

M 2-a 1
HS(t)uO||L13(I,H312)0L5(1,Hg’2) < 1 and Cle|lI] 2" < 1 (3.24)

(3.21) and (3.22) imply that G is a contraction on (D, d). This completes the proof. O
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4 Standard continuous dependence in H*

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4. To this end, we need the following estimates of the term f(u)— f(v),
where f(u) is a nonlinear function that behaves like |u|7u.

Lemma 4.1 ([5]). Letp>1,0<s<1 and o > 1. Assume that f € C*(C — C) satisfies
B @) < JulH (4.1)

for any 0 <k <2 and u € C. Suppose also that

Then we have
1) = 7y, S (luller, + ol ) llu vl (43)

Lemma 4.2. Let p > 1, s > 1 and 0 > [s] — 1. Assume that f € CI*1 (C — C) satisfies (4.1) for any
0<k<[s] andu € C. Assume further that

£V () = FID @) S fu— o™ (ju] o mtr=ild (4.4)
for any u, v € C. Suppose also that (4.2) holds. Then we have

min{o—[s]+1,1 max{[s],o max{|[s],o
1£(0) = F@lgs , S la = ol (a0 o eeteho)

i i (4.5)
(s, + ol ) = vl
where v = dfis. Moreover, if o > [s], then we have
1) = F@)liay , S Ul + 015 )l = vl (1.6)
Proof. The case o > [s]| was proved in [5]. However, we can easily extend this result to ¢ > [s] — 1 by
combining the arguments of Lemma 4.2 in [5] and Lemma 3.2 in [6], whose proof will be omitted. O

Similarly, we also have the following result.

Lemma 4.3 ([5]). Let s > 0 and f(z) be a polynomial in z and Z satisfying deg(f) = o + 1. Suppose
also that (4.2) holds. Then we have (4.6).

Remark 4.4. Let s > 0 and o > 0. If o is not an even integer, assume that o > [s] — 1. If s < 1, in
addition, suppose further that ¢ > 1. Then one can easily see that f(u) = |u|7u satisfies the conditions
of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3. See [0, 21] for example.

Using Remark 3.1 and Lemmas 4.1-4.3, we have the following estimates of the term |x|~?(|u|7u—|v|7v).

Lemma 4.5. Let 1 <p, r<oo,b>0,s>0,b+s<d and o > 0. If o is not an even integer, assume
that o > [s] — 1. If s < 1, in addition, suppose further that o > 1. Suppose also that

1 1 s 1 b 1 s
;—”(;‘a)+;+a=;‘a>0' 4.0

Then we have
—b min{o—[s]+1,1} max{[s],o} max{[s],o}
o=l = ol )], = vl (et} 4 ofestiotey

- (allfs, + ol ) lu =l -
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rd

where v = 20—

Moreover, if o > [s], then we have
—b
=Gl = ol (e, + ol ) = vl (19)

Proof. Using Lemma 2.8 (fractional product rule), Lemmas 2.4, 4.1-4.3, Remark 3.1 and Hoélder’s in-
equality in Lorentz spaces, we immediately get

—b o, o H
e uloe = 10170 | 5,
Sl e Ml = ol 0l + (el llu = (o170l

Sllul?u=TJololl gy |+ 1(ul” +[ol7)(w = o)l Lo

min{o—[s]+1,1} (”u”max{]'ﬂ o} max{fs],a})

< flu— ol pral i [
() L)

+ (lullF , + ol ) e = vl + (el oz + llell 7 2) = ol 2

in{o—[s]+1,1 ) ;

< = ol T (T ot
+ (Ul , + el )l = ol

where

L (1YL (Ll
pl'_o r o d T’pg'_a r o d)’

This completes the proof of (4.8). If o > [s], then (4.9) follows directly from (4.8) by using the embedding
Hy s L2, O
Lemma 4.6. Letd e N, 0 < s < % , 0§b<min{2,d—s,1—|—%—s} and 0 < o < é:—gg. If o is not an
even integer, assume further o > [s] — 1. If s < 1, in addition, suppose further that o > 1. Let I(C R)

be an interval and 0 = w.

1. If either o is an even integer or o > [s], then we have
—b o o 0 o o
H|$| (Jul”u — |v| U)HL&/(I,HE,YQ) S | (||“||Lﬁ(I»H§,2) + ||U||Lﬁ(I7H§’2)) flu — U||Lﬁ(I,H§’2) ,  (4.10)
where (p,q) € Sy and (&, B) € Sp are as in Lemma 3.2.
2. If o is not an even integer and [s] > o > [s] — 1, then we have

—b 0
Dol =2l = 10170 o i,y S 11l + 100 g ) = Wl g

4.11)
1 5] _ o ti=Tsl (
L P U [ Y R s g A
where (p,§) € So and (&, 3) € So are as in Lemma 3.2 and
1 1 s 1 1 0
—=-—=, =<+ —— . 4.12
T q d p p o+1-—7Js] ( )

Proof. Using (3.3), (3.9), (4.12), Lemma 4.5 and Holder’s inequality, we immediately get (4.10) and
(4.11). O
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. Since u, u, satisfy the following integral equations:

u(t) = S(tyug — z/o S(t = 7)(cla[~u(r) + M|~ [u(r)|7u(r)dr,

un(t) = S(t)uo.n — z/o St — 7)(cla] = un (7) + Az|~Hun(7)]un (7)) dr,
respectively, we have
un(t) —u(t) = S(t) (uo,n — uo) —iC/O St —7)|x]™* (Jun (1) —u(r)) dr
—1 t — || U (T (T) — |u(7)|7u(T)) dT.
A/OS@ )= (1t (7) 2 (7) — (7 u(r)) d

We are to prove that there exits T' > 0 sufficiently small such that as n — oo,

u, —u in LP([-T,T], 5,2(Rd))=

(4.13)

for every admissible pair (p,q). If this has been done, then the result follows by iterating this property
to cover any compact subset of (—Tiin, Tmax) in the H*-subcritical case (see e.g. Chapter 3 or 4 of [20])
or a standard compact argument in the H®-critical case (see e.g. Subsection 3.2 of [23]). We divide the

proof of (4.13) in two cases: H*-subcritical case and H*-critical case.

Case 1. We consider the H®-subcritical case o < é:—gg. Since ug,, — up in H®, we have

[wo,nll e < 2 lluoll g

for n large enough. Using the argument in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we can construct solutions u and
uy, (n sufficiently large) in the set (D, d) given in Theorem 1.2, which implies that there exist 7' > 0 such
that T < Tmax(%0), Tmin(uo) and T < Tiax(t0.n); Tmin(to.n) for n large enough. Furthermore, for all

sufficiently large n, we have
||un||Lﬁ(I,H§,2)mLﬁ(]1Hg,2) < M,

where I = [-T,T| and (p,q) € So, (p,q) € So, M > 0 are as in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Case 1.1. We consider the case 0 > [s] or the case that o is an even integer. Using Lemmas 2.13,

3.2, 3.3, 4.6 and (3.21), we have

llun — “||Lﬁ(I,H3,2)mLﬁ(I,H§,2) S lluon — uoll g« + H|$|7b (lun|7un — |u|0u)HL5"(l,H§/ 2)

+ H|$|7a(un - U)HL&’(I,Hg/ ,)

(4—2b)—(d—2s)o

S Do ae ) + 10001z ) m =l s

2—a
112 ot =l gy i —
< (20 R
+ |luo,n — uOHHs
<3 lun = wllpsr s e az ) + [Won = woll e s
which shows that

l[un — U||Lﬁ(1,H;’2)mLﬁ(1,H;’2) — 0, asn — oo

17

2—a
M+ Cle||[I]777) [Jun — U”Lﬁ([,H;’z)mLﬁ(LHgQ)

(4.14)

(4.15)



Using Lemma 2.13 (Strichartz estimates) and (4.15) and repeating the same argument, we have, for any
admissible pair (p, q),

llun — “”LP(I,Hs,z) < llwon — uoll g« + H|x|7b (ltn|7up — |“|0“)HL&’(1,H§/,2)
+ H|‘T|7a(un - U)HL@’(I,HE/’2)

1
< B} [[un — uHLﬁ([,H;Q)mLﬁ(I,HgQ) + lluo,n — woll 7o — 0 as n — oo.

Case 1.2. We consider the case that o is not an even integer and [s] > o > [s] — 1. Repeating the
same argument as in the proof of (4.14), we have

llun — uHLﬁ([,Haz)mLﬁ(I,HgQ) <3 [[tn — u”Lﬁ(l,Hgyz)ﬂLﬁ(I,Hgg) + [uo,n — toll .

rs] [s] o1 s]
LA(1,H 5) Lo s ) 1n = wlLogr 1)

(4.16)

+ (lunl + [l

where p and 7 are given in (4.12). Since (p,§) € So, we can take n > 0 sufficiently small such that

- - . o d
q@1:=q4+mn, (p1,q1) € So, p < p1 <P, s—%>0. (4.17)
1

—nd _
By (4.17) and Lemma 2.4, there holds the embedding H; “" < L". Hence, it follows from (4.17),
Holder’s inequality and Theorem 1.2 that

i = ull s proy < @T)F 73 [lug —ull g0 =0, asn - cc. (4.18)

Using (4.16), (4.18) and the same argument as in Case 1.1, we can get the desired result.
Case 2. Next, we consider the H®-critical case o = 3:—32. Since wug,, — up in H?, it follows from
Lemma 2.13 (Strichartz estimates) that

Hs(t)uoﬂl||Lp([_T7T],H;2) <2 Hs(t)UOHLp([fT, TL,HS ) (4'19)
for any admissible pair (p, ¢) and n large enough. Hence, by using the argument similar to that in Case
1.1, we can get the desired result. O
5 Global existence of H'!-solution

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Thanks to the local well-posedness in Proposition 1.1 and the conservation of
mass, the global existence follows if we can show that there exists C' > 0 independent of ¢ such that

IVu(®)llL. <C,

for any t in the existence time.
Proof of Item 1. We consider the defocusing case A = 1. If ¢ > 0, then it follows from the
conservation of energy (see (1.20) for the definition of energy) that

Vu)ll L2 < /2Ep,c(uo),
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for any ¢ in the existence time. Hence, it suffices to consider the case ¢ < 0. By the definition of energy
(1.20), we have

1 el 1 1—a 1 - o
Epe(ult)) = 5 Va7 — 5 HI:L‘I ()| 2+ = |2~ lu(@)] 72| .
2 o+2 (5.1)
1 u '
> LIu@ s — 2 [l
On the other hand, it follows from Corollary 2.7, Lemma 2.12 and Young’s inequality 2
—a —a 2 a _
[z~ fu@)l]| . = Hlivl Hu@)|]| . < Cllu@®)] s < ClIVu®)lz ()72
(5.2)

2
< 2| | IVu(®)z2 + Cla,lel) u(®)]7= -
(5.1), (5.2) and the conservation of mass and energy imply that we have

IVu(t)|[ 72 < 4E,c(uo) + Cla, [e[) M (uo),

for any t in the existence time. This completes the proof of Item 1.

It remains to consider the focusing case A = —1.

Proof of Item 2. We consider the mass-subcritical case o < 4= 2b. If ¢ > 0, then it follows from
Lemma 2.14 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality) that

1 2 C —a 1 _ -
Byolu®) = 5 9@ + 5 [lol ()2 = — el @I,
1 9 CGN o+2 4—2b—0o(d—2) (5'3)
2 5 IVu@llze = —= [IVu(t et )l
Since o < 4=2b 2b , we use Young’s inequality and the conservation of mass to get that
CGN do+2b 4-2b—o(d=2) 2
5 Vel =" llul. < e[ Vu(t)l[L2 + Cle, M(uo)), (5.4)

for any € > 0. (5.3), (5.4) and the conservation of energy imply that

(% — 5) [Vu(t)||72 < Ep,e(uo) + C(e, M (uo)).

Taking € € (0, 1), we get the uniform bound on ||[Vu(t)| ...
If ¢ < 0, then it follows from Lemma 2.14 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality), (5.4) and (5.2) that

1
B () = 3 1Vu(0)3 — el 1 ~ — [l *1u(t)
1

> (1 - ¢) VU0l - Clas e o) = CCe. M)

(] iant
(5.5)

\%

Taking ¢ € (0, 1), the desired result follows from (5.5) and the conservation of energy.

Proof of Item 3. We consider the case mass-critical case ¢ = 2 d2b.

2 Let a, b be non-negative real numbers and p, ¢ be positive real numbers satisfying % + % = 1. Then for any &, we have

_a
ab < eal + e pbi.
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Let us consider the case ¢ > 0. It follows from Lemma 2.14 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality) with
(2.7) and the conservation of mass that

1 a _ 4-2b
By o(u(t) = 5 IV} + 5 [[lo] = fu(t 12/ () 72|

2
P o

Y

oz L (@l T o
0 (||@|L> 1Vt (5.6)

(1- (g2 ) iwucont..

Since [Jug||, 2 < ||Q] 2, (5.6) and the conservation of energy show that the corresponding solutin u exists
globally in time.
Let us consider the case ¢ < 0. Using the same argument as in the proof of (5.2), we also have

1
2
1
2

1zl @), < [ — (IVu(®)ll7- + Cla, el &) [u®)]l7

for any € > 0. Using this inequality, Lemma 2.14 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality) and the conservation
of mass, we have

| ()T

1
Eb,c<u<t>>:§nw<t>||iz——|||a:| (O |4 - +)

pree]
1
> 5 IVu®)z: - 5 IVu()l|7= = Cla, |e], ) fu(®)lI7:

i (5.7)
[OTPA
-3 (an,2) © e

-1 (1 L (%)) IVu(®)|% — Cla el )M (uo).

Since ||ug| ;2 < ||Q| 2, we can get the desired result from (5.7) by taking € > 0 sufficiently small.

Proof of Item 4. Let us consider the intercritical case 4_7% < o < o(1,b). Since ¢ > 0, it follows

from Lemma 2.14 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality) that

Ll

Ep,c(u(t))[M (u(t))]
= 2 VUl lue) 2% - d 5 M= @ s @7
— 5 el futt) l”“Hp ()25 (59)
> 2 (IOl 2 (Ol5)° = S5 IV s T
= £ (IVa(®)l g2 llu(®)]72)
where f(z) = 122 — gigxd = On the other hand, (2.6) and (2.8) show that
FIV@IlL 1QIT:) = Eu(@)[M(Q)]™ (5.9)
Using (5.8), (5.9), (1.22) and the conservation of mass and energy, we get
F(IVu@® g2 lu@)llz) < £ (IVQIL2 [QI72) (5.10)
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for any ¢ in the existence time. (5.10), the second condition in (1.22) and the continuity argument imply
that

IVu@ll g2 @z < IVQIlL2 IRIIZ: ,

for any t in the existence time. The result follows from the above inequality and the conservation of
mass. O

6 Blow-up of H'-solution

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.7 and 1.9.

6.1 Virial estimates

In this subsection, we derive the virial estimates related to (1.1) in the focusing case which are useful to
study the finite or infinite time blow-up of H'-solution. To this end, we recall the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality. See Corollary 1.3 of [53] for example.

Lemma 6.1 ([53]). Let 1 < p,po,p1 < 00, 8,81 €R, 0 <0 < 1. The the fractional GN inequality of the
following type

lellgs < [y
holds if and only if

d d d
——s-(l—@)—+9<——51>, s < 0sy.
p Po P

Given a real valued function w, we define the virial potential by

Vo(t) == /w(m) lu(t, z)|? da.

A simple computation shows that the following result holds.

Lemma 6.2 ([27]). Let V,W : RY — R. Ifu is a (sufficiently smooth and decaying) solution to ius+Au =
Vu+ Wlu|%u, then it holds that

d(t)

V=2 / Vw - Im(a@(t) Vu(t))dz (6.1)

and
dt2 /A2 Yu(t)|*dz + 4 Z /37ka JRe(Opu(t)0;u(t))dx
gk 1
2 o+2 (6.2)
—2 [ Vw - VVu(t)|*de + —— | AwW|u(t)]”"“dx
U—|—2

4
o+2

/w VW u(t)|7 2 da.
Let us introduce a function ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfying

2ifo<r <
o(r) = { 6 7iflf;~0>_2T =L and ¢"(r) <2 for r>0. (6.3)
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Given R > 0, we define the radial function ¢p : R? — [0, 00):

or(r) = or(r) := R*o(r/R), r = |z|. (6.4)
One can easily see that
Pr(r)
,

2—h(r) >0, 2— >0, 2d — Apg(x) >0, Vr >0, z € R (6.5)

We have the following localized virial estimate.

Lemma 6.3. Letd€N,0<a,b<2,c€R, 0<0 <00, 0 <0.(l,b), R>1 and ¢ be as in (6.4). Let
u: I xRY— C be a solution to the focusing Cauchy problem (1.1) with X\ = —1. Then for any t € I, we
have

j—;VwR(t) < 8| Vu(t)|72 + dac |||z~ |u(t)?]| . — A(do + 2b) /| blu(t)|"+2da
+CR?+CR *+CR™® Hvu(t)HLz2 (6.6)
= G(u(t)) ~ 2e(do + 25— 2a)||[e]~*u(t)*| . + CR™* + CR™ + CR™ |Vu(t) [
where
Glu) : = 8 |VullZa + 2c(do + 2b) o ~uf?]], — 2L Az 2 2b) /| s -

= 4(do + 2b)Ey, (u) — 2(do + 2b — 4) ||Vu||L2 .
Proof. Applying Lemma 6.2 with V = ¢|z|~% and W = —|z| =%, we have
d2 2 2 —a 2
o2 Ven(t) = = [ A%or(@)|u(t, 2) dz = 2¢ [ Vor(z) - V(|z]7%)|u(t, 2)["dz

+4 Z /8J2kgoR z)Re(Opu(t, x)0;u(t, x))dx
JJC 1 (6.8)

/Ach e ~blu(t, 2)|7+2de

/W?R(l‘) V(|2 ) u(t, 2)|7 2 da.

O'—|—2
_|_

o+2
Noticing that

0 = Lo, 0% = (‘Sﬂ_’f - LJ’””’“) 0, + L3R a2,

r 73
we have
Z / R (2)Re(Opu(t, )05u(t, v))de
G k=1 (6.9)
Yr(r) 2 ©R(r) ©R(1) 2
:/RT|Vu(t,3:)| da:+/<1;—2— 5 ) |- Vult o) de
and

Von(x) - V(la~) = ~aZ2 2], Von(z) - V(Ja ) = -bER|a| " (6.10)
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In view of (6.8)—(6.10), we have

d2
dt?

Vi () = _/A2¢R(x)|u(t,x)|2dx+4/@ \Vu(t,z)| dx
+4/ (@ - %) |z - Vu(t, z)|* da

/
—2ac/ (2— %) |x|_a|u(t,a:)|2dx—i—4acH|:17|_“|u(t)|2HL1 (6.11)
4b !
-2 [ P e
o+2 r

3:)|3:|7b|u(t,x)|‘7+2d:17.

Since HAQQDRHLDO < R™2, the conservation of mass implies that

SR Ju)llz: S B (6.12)

~

A?pp()|u(t, z)[*dz
/

Using the conservation of mass and the facts that | - Vu| < r|Vul, ¢%(r) <2, #r(r) < 2, we get

T

4/—9"/’1(” |Vu(t)|2d:c+4/ (S"f;—ﬁ” - SD/R?(,T)> @ - Vu(t) de — 8| Vu(t)]|

T
(6.13)
/ -Vu(t)]?
< 4/ (2 _ @R—(T)> <— V() + M) dz < 0.
r r
Using (6.5) and the conservation of mass, we also have
—2ac/< s”R> 2|2 |u(t, z)[2dz < max {—2acS, 0} Ru(t)[?dz < R™°, (6.14)
|z|>R
where S = max,>1{2 — o (T }. Furthermore, it follows from Lemma 6.1 and the conservation of mass
that
4(d 2b)
2D [ el fute, )2 - o)l fult, )7
042
_ b(p ( ) o+2
U+2/|| u(t, )| da
= 2] 7" (2d — Apr(2)) [u(t)|" *dx
o+2 / ( | (6.15)
—b r o+2
t d
s [l (2 222 o
S [l ol < B o7
|z|>R
_ od o+2—2d od
SRIVu@l 2 lu@®)llz=" % S R IVu@)l 2
where we use the fact o < 0.(1,b). The desired result follows from (6.11)—(6.15). O
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In the mass-critical case o = 2=2% we have the following refined version of Lemma 6.2. As in [19], we

d
use the following function

2r, ifo<r<1,
1
_ _ 1)k i < 1y7=T1
o(r) = 2r — 2(r — 1)", it <r _L—i— ()T, (6.16)
smooth and v/ =0, if 1+ (%) L <r <2,
0, if > 2,

where k € N is chosen as in [19]. We then define the radial function
o(r) = / v(s)ds.
0

or(x) = or(r) := R*p(r/R), r = |z|. (6.17)
Lemma 6.4. Letd e N, 0 < a <2, 0<b<2 ¢c€eR, o= 4_7% and ¢r be as in (6.17). Let
u: I xR — C be a solution to the focusing Cauchy problem (1.1) with A = —1 and Ej, .(ug) < 0. Then
foranyt € I and R > 1 large enough, we have

2

773 Vor (1) < 8By o(ug) — 4e(2 — ) ||~ u(®)?]] . - (6.18)
Proof. Using the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 6.2, we immediately get
d? —a
dt2V¢R( ) = 16Eb7c(u0) —40(2—@) H|$| |u(t)|2HL1 + K1+ Ko+ Ky + Ky, (6'19)
where . B .
K, = —4/ (2 O )> [Vu(t )|2d3:+4/ (gbR—gT) - ¢R§T)) |z - Vu(t)]? de,
r r
Ko = —2— [ e -ve- ok + a-2+0) (2- Z) ol +2ar
d+2-b R ’
—/A2¢R(x)|u(t, x)[*dx
and
¢/
K, = —2ac/ (2 - —R) 2|~ |u(t, z)|*d.
r
Using the same argument as in (6.14), we get
Ki< R (6.20)
Using (6.19), (6.20) and the estimates of K; (i = 1,2,3) obtained in [19], we immediately get (6.18) for
R > 1 large enough and we omitted the details. O

6.2 Proofs of Theorems 1.7 and 1.9
We are ready to prove Theorems 1.7 and 1.9.

Proof of Item 1 of Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.9. Using Lemma 6.4 and the assumptions of Item
1 of Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.9, we immediately get

d?

di2 V¢R( ) < 8Eb70(u0) <0,
where ¢ is given in (6.17). Integrating this estimate, there exists to > 0 such that Vj, (to) < 0 which is
impossible. This completes the proof. |
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Proof of Items 2 and 3 of Theorem 1.7. We prove the results in three steps.
Step 1. In this step, we prove that there exists ¢; > 0 such that

G(u(t)) < —c1, (6.21)

for any ¢ in the existence time, where G(u) is given in (6.7). In fact, if Ep (up) < 0, we immediately get

(6.21) by using (6.7), the conservation of energy and fact that o > 4%.121’. Hence, it suffices to consider

the case Ejp c(ug) > 0.
First, we consider the intercritical case =22 < ¢ < 0¢(1,b). Using (5.10), the second condition in
(1.23) and the continuity argument, we have

IVl 2 lu@®lzz > IVQI L2 1QIIZ » (6.22)
for any ¢ in the existence time. And the first condition in (1.23) shows that there exists § > 0 such that
Ey,c(uo)[M (uo)]™ < (1= 6)Ep(Q)[M(Q)]™. (6.23)
(6.22), (6.23), (2.6) and the conservation of mass and energy show that
G (u(t))[M (u(t)]"* = 4(do + 2b) Ep e (u(t))[M (u(t))]
~ 2(do = 4 +20) (IVu(®)] 2 [u()]72)°
< 4(do +2b)(1 — 6) Ep(Q)[M(Q)] (6.24)
= 2(do —4+20) (V@I [ Ql32)*
= ~2(do — 4+ 20)5 (|VQl| 2 [QIl32)°

for any ¢ in the existence time. Hence we have (6.21) with

2
. 2do — 4+ 206 (I9Q] 12 Q)
[M (uo)]e
Next, we consider the energy-critical case 0 = ‘;‘—_2213 with d > 3. By definition of the energy and

Lemma 2.16 (sharp Hardy-Sobolev inequality), we have

1 C —a 1 _ o
Buc(ul) = 5 V@) s+ 5 el s = [ 1ol )72 o

1 [Cus]ot? o2
> 5 IVa(t) 2 — e Va7 =5 (1Fu(0)]2).
where (Cu] o
_ 1 2 I|VHS 7 o+2
9y) =5y i VT (6.25)

(2.14) shows that
g (VW[ p2) = Ep(Wp).

By the conservation of energy and the first condition in (1.24), we can see that
g (IVu(®)l2) < Epe(u(t) = Eb.c(uo) < Ep(Ws).
By the second condition in (1.24) and the continuity argument, we have

IVu@)ll gz > VW] 12 (6.26)
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for any t in the existence time. By the second condition in (1.24), we can take 6 > 0 small enough such
that
Eb)c(UQ) < (1 — 5)Eb(Wb). (6.27)

(2.13), (2.14), (6.7), (6.26) and (6.27) show that

G(u(t)) = 4(do + 2b) By o (u(t)) — 2(do + 2b — 4) | V|2,
< 4(1 = ) (do + 2b) Ey(Wy) — 2(do + 2b — 4) |[VW,|[7
85(2 — b)
T ||VWbH2L2 )

which completes the proof of (6.21).

Step 2. In this step, we prove the first parts of Items 2 and 3 in Theorem 1.6. If T* < oo, then we
are done. If T* = oo, then we have to show that there exists t,, — oo such that ||[Vu(t,)| . — oo as
n — co. Assume by contradiction that it doesn’t hold, i.e.

sup [[Vu(t)]| 2 < Mo, (6.28)
t€[0,00)

for some My > 0. Using Lemma 6.3, (6.21), (6.28) and the fact do + 2b > 4 > 2a, we can take R > 1
large enough such that

d2 —a — —a — %t

—5 Ven(t) < —c1 = 2c(do + 2b — 2a) [z~ lu@®)|| ., + CR™2+ CR™®+ CR™"M_? 6.29)
__a '
=-3

for any ¢ in the existence time, where pp is given in (6.4). This shows that there exists ¢; > 0 such that
Vior (t1) < 0 which is impossible. This completes the proof of the first parts in Items 2 and 3 of Theorem
1.6.

Step 3. In this step, we prove the second parts of Items 2 and 3 in Theorem 1.6. By assumption, we
have 0 < % in both of intercritical and energy-critical case.

We first claim that there exists co > 0 such that

[Vu@)ll 2 = c2, (6.30)

for all t € [0, Tinax). In fact, (6.7), (6.21) and the fact ¢ > 0 imply that

IVul?e 5 [ lel *lul"+?de (031
On the other hand, the conservation of mass, Lemmas 2.14 and 2.16 show that
b do+2b
/|3:|7 |u|]"T2dx < ([Vul > . (6.32)

(6.30) follows directly from (6.31), (6.32) and the fact o > 4=22.
We next claim that there exists c¢3 > 0 such that

d2
75 Ver(t) < —cs [ Vu(®)ll72 (6.33)
for all t € [0, Tiyax) and R > 1 large enough, where ¢g is as in (6.4). To prove (6.33), we denote

_ 4(do + 2b)| By c(ug)| + 4
T do +2b— 4 ' (6:34)
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Case 1. We consider the case
2
[Vu@®)lz: < 7. (6.35)

Lemma 6.3, (6.21), (6.35) and the fact that ¢ > 0, we immediately get

d2

@V

on(t) < —c1 + CR 2+ CR™*+CR "%,

By choosing R > 1 large enough, it follows from (6.35) that

d? c1 c1 2
o Veult) < =% <~ VU (6:30

Case 2. We consider the case ,
IVu(t)[|72 > . (6.37)

In this case, we have

G(u(t)) = 4(do + 2b) By o(u(t)) — 2(do + 2b — 4) || V|2,
< A(do 4 2b) By o(u(t)) — (do + 2b — 4)y — (do + 2b — 4) | V2. (6.38)

—4 — (do + 2b — 4) | Vul[72

IN

Since ¢ > 0 and o < 2, it follows from Lemma 6.3, (6.30) and (6.38) that

j—;VS(,R(t) < —4—(do+2b—4)|Vul|3, + CR?>+CR*+CR™ ||vu(t)|\?;f (6.39)
< 4 (do+2b—4—CR e ) ||Vul|’s + CR™2 + CR 9,
Due to the fact that o > 4%.1%, we can choose R > 1 large enough such that
CR e 2 < dor 24 A CR2+CR <4 (6.40)
(6.39) and (6.40) imply that
;—;Vwﬁ(ﬂ < —w IVul, (6.41)

for R > 1 large enough. In both of Case 1 and Case 2, the choice of R > 1 are independent of ¢. Hence,
we get (6.33) with cs := min{ g}, dot2b=43% > (. This complete the proof of (6.33).
By time integration, (6.30) and (6.33) imply that
V() S —t<0, Vt>T, (6.42)

for T' > 0 sufficiently large. By time integration again, (6.33) and (6.42) show that
t
VI, () < —/T IVu(s)|2 ds, ¥t > T. (6.43)

On the other hand, (6.1) and Holder’s inequality imply that

z-Vu_
V20 = |2t [ b ads] <RIVl fulle S [Vl (6.44)
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(6.43) and (6.44) show that

t
LLHVu@médSSHﬁAwISHVMu»

Hence, defining h(t) := f; Vu(s)|?, ds, we have h2(t) < B'(t). And this ODI has no global solution.
Indeed, taking 77 > T and integrating on [1”,t), we get

t o/
h'(s 1 1 1
t—T'S/ 2()ds= ~ 7 S -
o W25) " T R R(E) S AT
This implies that ¢t < ¢T” + ﬁ This completes the proof. O
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