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DYNAMICS OF THRESHOLD SOLUTIONS FOR THE ENERGY-CRITICAL

INHOMOGENEOUS NLS

XUAN LIU, KAI YANG, AND TING ZHANG

Abstract. In this article, we study the long-time dynamics of threshold solutions for the focusing energy-critical
inhomogeneous Schrödinger equation and classify the corresponding threshold solutions in dimensions d = 3, 4, 5.
We first show the existence of special threshold solutions W± by constructing a sequence of approximate solutions
in suitable Lorentz space, which exponentially approach the ground state W in one of the time directions. We then
prove that solutions with threshold energy either behave as in the subthreshold case or agree with W,W+ or W−

up to the symmetries of the equation. The proof relies on detailed spectral analysis of the linearized Schrödinger
operator, the relevant modulation analysis, the global Virial analysis, and the concentration compactness argument
in the Lorentz space.
Keywords: inhomogeneous NLS, energy-critical, ground state, scattering, blow-up.

1. Introduction

We consider the following focusing energy-critical inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation

(1.1)

{
i∂tu+∆u+ |x|−b|u|αu = 0, (t, x) ∈ R× Rd

u|t=0 = u0 ∈ Ḣ1(Rd),

where d ≥ 3, 0 < b < min
{
2, d2

}
and α = 4−2b

d−2 .

This model arises in the setting of nonlinear optics, where the factor |x|−b represents some inhomogeneity in
the medium (see, e.g., [22, 38]). As pointed out by Genoud and Stuart [20], the factor |x|−b appears naturally as
a limiting case of potentials that decay polynomially at infinity.

On the interval of existence, the solution preserves its energy

E(u) :=

∫

Rd

1

2
|∇u(t, x)|2 − 1

α+ 2
|x|−b|u(t, x)|α+2dx = E(u0).

Equation (1.1) is referred to as focusing as the potential energy is negative. Equation (1.1) is also referred to as

energy-critical as the natural scaling of the equation u(t, x) → λ
d−2
2 u(λ2t, λx) keeps the energy invariant.

The Ḣ1 local well-posedness of (1.1) was noted as an open problem in [24, Remark 1.7, p.252] and [13, line 38,
p. 171]. The main difficulty comes from the singularity of |x|−b at the origin. Using Strichartz estimates in some

weighted Lebesgue spaces, the authors in [31, 32] established the Ḣ1 local existence of (1.1) under some restrictive
hypotheses on d and b. Recently, by considering Strichartz estimates in Lorentz spaces, Aloui and Tayachi[1]

ultimately established the Ḣ1 local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (1.1) (see Theorem 2.11 below).
The local theory in [1, 31, 32] also proves scattering for sufficiently small initial data. Here scattering refers to

the fact that

∃u± ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) such that lim
t→±∞

‖u(t)− eit∆u±‖Ḣ1 = 0,

where eit∆ is the linear Schrödinger group. The existence of the non-scattering solution (the ground state solution)

(1.2) W (x) :=

(
1 +

|x|2−b
(d− 2)(d− b)

)− d−2
2−b

shows that scattering does not hold for all initial data u0 ∈ Ḣ1(Rd). Instead, the threshold between blowup and
scattering is proved to be determined by the ground state:

Theorem 1.1 ([10, 11, 25, 39]). Let d ≥ 3, 0 < b < min
{
2, d2

}
. Suppose u0 ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) satisfies E(u0) < E(W ).

(a) If ‖∇u0‖L2(Rd) < ‖∇W‖L2(Rd), then the corresponding solution u to (1.1) is global and scatters as t→ ±∞.

(b) If ‖∇u0‖L2(Rd) ≥ ‖∇W‖L2(Rd) and either xu0 ∈ L2(Rd) or u0 ∈ H1(Rd) is radial, then the corresponding
solution u to (1.1) blows up in finite time.
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Theorem 1.1 was first obtained by Cho-Hong-Lee [10] for the radial inhomogeneous NLS when d = 3, 0 < b < 4
3 ,

and then extended by Cho-Lee [11] to the radial inhomogeneous NLS with d = 3, 43 ≤ b < 3
2 . In the paper [25],

Guzmán-Murphy proved Theorem 1.1 for non-radial initial data in the case d = 3, b = 1. The results of [25] are
shown by a concrete concentration compactness argument based on Hardy’s inequality and the fact that, (1.1)
is well-approximated by the linear equation in the regime |x| → ∞. The restriction on indices b and d are due

to the lack of local theory of (1.1). Recently, Aloui and Tayachi [1] established the Ḣ1 local well-posedness of
(1.1) by considering the contraction argument in the Lorentz spaces, which are properly suited for handing the
inhomogeneity |x|−b. Based on the work of [1], Liu-Zhang [39] developed the concentration compactness argument
in the Lorentz space and proved Theorem 1.1 for all d ≥ 3, 0 < b < min

{
2, d2

}
.

Observe that the above characterization is obtained only in the subthreshold case, i.e. E(u0) < E(W ). Our
purpose of this paper is to continue the study in [10, 11, 25, 39] on what will happen if the solution has the threshold
energy, i.e. E(u0) = E(W ). We call these solutions ”threshold solutions”. The classification of threshold solutions
was initiated by Duyckaerts–Merle for the focusing energy critical nonlinear Schrödinger and wave equation in
their seminal works [16, 17] in dimensions d = 3, 4, 5. These results were later extended to higher dimensions in
[9, 34, 35]. See also [43] on the same topic in the nonradial subcritical case. The study on the threshold scattering
has been a topic of recent mathematical interest. See e.g. [2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 15, 26, 29, 33, 40, 41, 46, 47] and references
therein for more related works on this topic.

To classify the threshold solutions to the focusing energy critical inhomogeneous NLS (1.1), we first establish
the following theorem, which shows the existence of special threshold solutions converging exponentially to W .

Theorem 1.2. Let 3 ≤ d ≤ 5. There exist radial global solutions W± to (1.1) with E(W±) = E(W ), defined on
I± ⊃ [0,∞), which satisfy

‖W±(t)−W‖Ḣ1 . e−ct,

for some c > 0 and all t > 0.
The solution W− is global (I− = R), satisfies

‖∇W−(t)‖L2 < ‖∇W‖L2, ∀t ∈ R,

and scatters in Ḣ1(Rd) as t→ −∞.
The solution W+ satisfies

‖∇W+(t)‖L2 > ‖∇W‖L2, ∀t ∈ R.

Moreover, if d = 5, W+ blows up in finite negative time (I+ = (T−,∞) for some T− <∞).

Remark 1.3. The proof of T− < ∞ relies heavily on the L2 regularity of W+. As W belongs to L2(Rd) if and
only if d ≥ 5, there is no L2 regularity for W+ in dimensions d = 3, 4 from the construction in Proposition 3.2.
We still expect T− <∞ for d = 3, 4.

Remark 1.4. The restriction d ≤ 5 together with the restriction for b in Theorem 1.5 ensures that α = 4−2b
d−2 ≥ 1,

which provides sufficient regularity to handle the non-smoothness issue of the nonliearity. Using the method of [9],
our results can be extended to d ≥ 6 with certain restrictions on b. We will address the high dimension problem
elsewhere.

Using the special threshold solutions W± constructed in Theorem 1.2 and the ground state W , we can classify
all threshold solutions to (1.1).

Theorem 1.5. Let 3 ≤ d ≤ 5, 0 < b < − (d−4)2

2 + 1, u0 ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) be such that E(u0) = E(W ). Let u be the

corresponding maximal-lifespan solution of (1.1) on I × Rd. We have
(a) If ‖∇u0‖L2 < ‖∇W‖L2, then either u =W− up to symmetries or u scatters in both time directions.
(b) If ‖∇u0‖L2 = ‖∇W‖L2, then u =W up to symmetries.
(c) If ‖∇u0‖L2 > ‖∇W‖L2 and u0 ∈ L2(Rd) is radial, then either |I| is finite or u =W+ up to symmetries.

Remark 1.6. The assertion that u = v up to symmetries means that there exist λ0 > 0, θ0 ∈ R/2πZ and t0 ∈ R

such that either

u(t, x) = eiθ0λ
d−2
2

0 v(λ20t− t0, λ0x) or u(t, x) = eiθ0λ
d−2
2

0 v(λ20t− t0, λ0x).

Remark 1.7. Case (b) follows directly from the variational characterization of the ground state (see Proposition
2.14). Furthermore, using assumption E(u0) = E(W ), it follows that the assumptions ‖∇u0‖L2 < ‖∇W‖L2, ‖∇u0‖L2 >
‖∇W‖L2 do not depend on the choice of the initial time t0 (see Lemma 2.17). We call ‖∇u0‖L2 < ‖∇W‖L2 ”sub-
critical case” and ‖∇u0‖L2 > ‖∇W‖L2 ”supercritical case”.
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Remark 1.8. In the subcritical case, Theorem 1.5 does not require a radial assumption about u0. Note that for
focusing energy critical NLS, the corresponding results were proved in the radial case ([9, 17, 34]). Recently, Su-Zhao
[43] removed the radial assumption in d ≥ 5 by using the interaction Morawetz estimate.

Remark 1.9. Due to the singularity of |x|−b at the origin, the modulation analysis in Lemma 4.4 leads to the

restriction 0 < b < − (d−4)2

2 + 1. See Claim B.2 for the details.

For focusing energy critical NLS, the ground state is given by the smooth bounded function

W0(x) = (1 +
|x|2

d(d− 2)
)−

d−2
2 ,

which was also proved to be the threshold of scattering in the earlier work [19, 28, 30], except for d = 3 within
the class of radial data. They showed that for the Cauchy problem with the initial datum satisfies the a priori
condition E(u0) < E(W0): (i) if ‖∇u0‖L2 < ‖∇W0‖L2 , then the solution exists globally in time and scatters; (ii) if
‖∇u0‖L2 > ‖∇W‖L2 and u0 is radial or u0 has finite variance (xu0 ∈ L2), then finite time blowup occurs. Later,
Duyckaerts-Merle [17] studied the case of E(u0) = E(W0) in dimensions d = 3, 4, 5 for radial initial data. They
demonstrated the existence of special threshold solutions W±

0 exponentially approach the ground state W0, and
proved that solutions with threshold energy either behave as in the subthreshold case, or it agrees withW0,W

+
0 ,W

−
0

up to the symmetries of the equation.
Our aim of this paper is to extend the classification results of [17] for the classical Schrödinger equation (b = 0)

to the inhomogeneous case (b > 0). For the inhomogeneous NLS (1.1), the presence of the inhomogeneity |x|−b
makes substantial differences. It breaks the translation symmetry of the equation and, at the same time, creates
nontrivial singularity at the origin. As a consequence of the singularity of |x|−b, we see that the ground state (1.2),
which is also a stationary solution of (1.1), becomes singular at the origin. This will make the spectral analysis
of the linearized operator (Proposition 2.21) and the estimates of the modulation parameters (Lemma 4.4) more
difficult. Similar situations also occur in the study of threshold solutions for the intercritical inhomogeneous NLS
and the energy critical NLS with inverse square potential (see [8, 46]). To address this issue, we adapt the argument
of [8, 17, 46] within the Lorentz framework and work with a restricted range of b throughout the paper to ensure
better regularity of W at the origin.

Furthermore, the construction of special threshold solutions W± in Theorem 1.2 relies heavily on the expansion
of J(W−1vk), where J is real-analytic for {|z| < 1} (see (3.5)), and the function vk is the difference between the
approximate solution and the ground state (see (3.2)). Unlike [8, 9, 17, 34], where either vk is a Schwartz function
or the nonlinearity is polynomial, in our case, these conditions no longer hold. We therefore need to make additional
efforts to expand J(W−1vk). Specifically, we work in dimensions 3 ≤ d ≤ 5 and use Sobolev embedding to prove
that the eigenfunctions Y± ∈ L∞(Rd)(see Lemma 2.23). Then, using the spectral properties of the linearized
operator, we inductively construct vk such that it belongs to L∞

x and also includes a time exponential decay factor.
Consequently, utilizing the real analyticity of J for |z| < 1, J(W−1vk) can be expanded when time is sufficiently
large (see Lemma 3.1 and the last part of Appendix C for details).

On the other hand, although the inhomogeneity |x|−b breaks the translation symmetry (thus breaking conser-
vation of momentum and Galilean invariance), it also brings some advantages. In fact, due to the decay of the
inhomogeneous coefficient |x|−b at infinity, we are able to construct scattering solutions associated with initial data
involving translation parameters xn with |xn| → ∞ (Proposition 2.13). Therefore, in Section 6, when we apply
profile decomposition to nonscattering subcritical threshold solutions, the resulting moving spatial center x(t) must
be bounded. Consequently, after a translation, we can choose x(t) ≡ 0 for the nonscattering compact solution. This
effectively places us in the same situation as in the radial case. Hence, in Theorem 1.5, we do not need to assume
radial symmetry for the initial data. Recall that for the classical Schrödinger equation in dimensions d = 3, 4, the
initial data still needs to be radially symmetric ([9, 17, 34, 43]).

The argument for Theorems 1.2 and 1.5 proceeds as follows:
The first main step (carried out in Section 3) is to construct the special threshold solutions W± in Theorem 1.2

and prove that they exponentially approach the ground state in the positive time direction. The analysis starts
with linearizing (1.1) around the ground state W and obtaining the linearized equation (2.15) with the linearized
Schrödinger operator L. Based on the spectral properties of L (Lemma 2.23), we construct approximate solutions
W a
k of (1.1) in suitable Lorentz spaces which is quite different from previous construction (Lemma 3.1). Finally, in

Proposition 3.2, we upgrade the approximate solutions W a
k to true solutions W a via a fixed point argument. The

solutions W a are essentially the special threshold solutions W± appearing in Theorem 1.2 (Corollary 8.4).
The second main step (carried out in Section 6 and Section 7) is to classify forward-global threshold solutions

in certain scenarios. In Proposition 6.1, we first show that if a forward-global subcritical threshold solution u fails
3
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to scatter, then there exist θ ∈ R and µ, c > 0 such that for all t ≥ 0

(1.3) ‖u(t, x)−W[θ,µ](x)‖Ḣ1 . e−ct,

where W[θ,µ](x) := eiθλ−
d−2
2 W (λ−1x). The idea is first to use the concentration compactness arguments to show

it satisfies a compactness property in Ḣ1 (Proposition 6.2). Then we combine the Virial estimates (Lemma 5.1)
and modulation analysis (Lemma 4.4) to establish the desired convergence (1.3). In Proposition 7.1, we prove the
exponential convergence similar to (1.3) for forward-global supercritical threshold solutions, relying once again on
Virial estimates and modulation analysis. The Virial estimates and the modulation analysis are prerequisite for
both arguments. When the solution is away from the orbit of the ground state, we use the monotonicity formula
arising from Virial to control the solution. When the solution approaches the orbit of W , we use modulation
analysis to obtain a suitable decomposition to control the solution. These estimates will eventually ensure that the
distance between the solution and the ground state

d(u(t)) :=

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rd

(
|∇u(t, x)|2 − |∇W (x)|2

)
dx

∣∣∣∣

converges to zero as t → ∞, thus the modulation decomposition (4.9) holds for sufficiently large t. Furthermore,
combining the estimates in Lemma 4.4 with limt→∞ d(u(t)) = 0, we see that the parameters in (4.9) converge
as t → ∞. Finally, by replacing the modulation parameters in (4.9) with their corresponding limit functions, we
obtain (1.3).

The last step (carried out in Section 8) is to use the positivity of the quadratic form Q (Lemma 2.24) to analyze
the property of the exponentially small solution of the linearized equation, then apply it to establish the uniqueness
property for solutions converging exponentially to the ground state. The uniqueness property shows that for any
threshold solution u that satisfies (1.3), there exists a ∈ R such that u = (W a)[θ,µ]. As a corollary of the uniqueness

property (Corollary 8.4), all of the solutionsW a constructed in Lemma 3.1 are in fact equal toW+ orW− (up to the
symmetries). Therefore, combining the first and second steps above, we can then obtain the desired classification
results in Theorem 1.5.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we recall the Cauchy theory for (1.1) and the variational
property of the ground state. We also analyze the linearized equation associated with (1.1) near the groundW , and
perform the detailed spectral analysis of the linearized operator L. In Section 3, we use the contraction argument
to construct special threshold solutions W± in Theorem 1.2. In Section 4, we perform the modulation analysis
for solutions around the ground state. In Section 5, we establish Virial estimates by incorporating the modulation
estimates developed in Section 4. In Section 6 and Section 7, we study the forward-global threshold solutions in
the subcritical case and supercritical case, respectively. In Section 8, we establish the uniqueness of the special
solutions and this will imply the classification results of threshold solutions in Theorem 1.5. In Appendix, we show
the asymptotic behavior of G(r) introduced in Proposition 2.21 and give the proof of Lemma 2.23 and Lemma 4.4.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, we fix 3 ≤ d ≤ 5, 0 < b < − (d−4)2

2 +1 and α = 4−2b
d−2 . We write A . B to denote A ≤ CB

for some C > 0. If A . B and B . A, then we write A ≈ B. Moreover, we use O(Y ) to denote any quantity X

such that |X | . Y . We use Japanese bracket 〈x〉 to denote (1 + |x|2) 1
2 . By Hs(Rd) we denote the usual Sobolev

space of smoothness s in spatial variable. We write LqtL
r
x to denote the Banach space with norm

‖u‖Lq
tL

r
x(R×Rd) :=

(∫

R

(∫

Rd

|u(t, x)|r dx
)q/r

dt

)1/q

,

with the usual modifications when q or r are equal to infinity, or when the domain R×R
d is replaced by spacetime

slab such as I × Rd.

2.1. Lorentz spaces and Strichartz estimates. Let f be a measurable function on Rd. The distribution
function of f is defined by

df (λ) := |{x ∈ R
d : |f(x)| > λ}|, λ > 0,

where |A| is the Lebesgue measure of a set A in Rd. The decreasing rearrangement of f is defined by

f∗(s) := inf {λ > 0 : df (λ) ≤ s} , s > 0.
Definition 2.1 (Lorentz spaces).
Let 0 < r <∞ and 0 < ρ ≤ ∞. The Lorentz space Lr,ρ(Rd) is defined by

Lr,ρ(Rd) :=
{
f is measurable on R

d : ‖f‖Lr,ρ <∞
}
,

4
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where

‖f‖Lr,ρ :=

{
(ρr
∫∞

0 (s1/rf∗(s))ρ 1
sds)

1/ρ if ρ <∞,
sups>0 s

1/rf∗(s) if ρ = ∞.

We collect the following basic properties of Lr,ρ(Rd) in the following lemmas.
Lemma 2.2 (Properties of Lorentz spaces [23]).

• For 1 < r <∞, Lr,r(Rd) ≡ Lr(Rd) and by convention, L∞,∞(Rd) = L∞(Rd).
• For 1 < r <∞ and 0 < ρ1 < ρ2 ≤ ∞, Lr,ρ1(Rd) ⊂ Lr,ρ2(Rd).
• For 1 < r <∞, 0 < ρ ≤ ∞, and θ > 0, ‖|f |θ‖Lr,ρ = ‖f‖θLθr,θρ.

• For b > 0, |x|−b ∈ L
d
b
,∞(Rd) and ‖|x|−b‖

L
d
b
,∞ = |B(0, 1)| bd , where B(0, 1) is the unit ball of Rd.

Lemma 2.3 (Hölder’s inequality [42]).

• Let 1 < r, r1, r2 <∞ and 1 ≤ ρ, ρ1, ρ2 ≤ ∞ be such that

1

r
=

1

r1
+

1

r2
,

1

ρ
≤ 1

ρ1
+

1

ρ2
.

Then for any f ∈ Lr1,ρ1(Rd) and g ∈ Lr2,ρ2(Rd)

‖fg‖Lr,ρ . ‖f‖Lr1,ρ1 ‖g‖Lr2,ρ2 .

• Let 1 < r1, r2 <∞ and 1 ≤ ρ1, ρ2 ≤ ∞ be such that

1 =
1

r1
+

1

r2
, 1 ≤ 1

ρ1
+

1

ρ2
.

Then for any f ∈ Lr1,ρ1(Rd) and g ∈ Lr2,ρ2(Rd)

‖fg‖L1 . ‖f‖Lr1,ρ1 ‖g‖Lr2,ρ2 .

Lemma 2.4 (Interpolation [42]). Let 1 < p, p1, p2 <∞, 1 ≤ q, q1, q2 ≤ ∞ and 0 < θ < 1 be such that

1

p
=

θ

p1
+

1− θ

p2
and

1

q
≤ θ

q1
+

1− θ

q2
.

Then for any f ∈ Lp1,q1(Rd) ∩ Lp2,q2(Rd)
‖f‖Lp,q . ‖f‖θLp1,q1 ‖f‖1−θLp2,q2 .

Lemma 2.5 (Convolution inequality [42]). Let 1 < r, r1, r2 <∞ and 1 ≤ ρ, ρ1, ρ2 ≤ ∞ be such that

1 +
1

r
=

1

r1
+

1

r2
,

1

ρ
≤ 1

ρ1
+

1

ρ2
.

Then for any f ∈ Lr1,ρ1(Rd) and g ∈ Lr2,ρ2(Rd)

‖f ∗ g‖Lr,ρ . ‖f‖Lr1,ρ1 ‖g‖Lr2,ρ2 .

Next, in Lemma 2.6–Lemma 2.8, we recall the Sobolev embedding, product rule, and chain rule in Lorentz
spaces. We start by introducing the following definition.

Let s ≥ 0, 1 < r <∞ and 1 ≤ ρ ≤ ∞. We define the Sobolev-Lorentz spaces

W sLr,ρ(Rd) =
{
f ∈ S ′(Rd) : (1−∆)s/2f ∈ Lr,ρ(Rd)

}
,

Ẇ sLr,ρ(Rd) =
{
f ∈ S ′(Rd) : (−∆)s/2f ∈ Lr,ρ(Rd)

}
,

where S ′(Rd) is the space of tempered distributions on Rd and

(1−∆)s/2f = F−1
(
(1 + |ξ|2)s/2F(f)

)
, (−∆)s/2f = F−1(|ξ|sF(f))

with F and F−1 the Fourier and its inverse Fourier transforms respectively. The spacesW sLr,ρ(Rd) and Ẇ sLr,ρ(Rd)
are endowed respectively with the norms

‖f‖W sLr,ρ = ‖f‖Lr,ρ + ‖(−∆)s/2f‖Lr,ρ, ‖f‖ẆLr,ρ = ‖(−∆)s/2f‖Lr,ρ.

For simplicity, when s = 1 we write WLr,ρ :=W 1Lr,ρ(Rd) and ẆLr,ρ := Ẇ 1Lr,ρ(Rd).

Lemma 2.6 (Sobolev embedding[14]). Let 1 < r <∞, 1 ≤ ρ ≤ ∞ and 0 < s < d
r . Then

‖f‖
L

dr
d−sr

,ρ . ‖(−∆)s/2f‖Lr,ρ for any f ∈ Ẇ sLr,ρ(Rd).

5
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Lemma 2.7 (Product rule[12]). Let s ≥ 0, 1 < r, r1, r2, r3, r4, <∞, and 1 ≤ ρ, ρ1, ρ2, ρ3, ρ4 ≤ ∞ be such that

1

r
=

1

r1
+

1

r2
=

1

r3
+

1

r4
,

1

ρ
=

1

ρ1
+

1

ρ2
=

1

ρ3
+

1

ρ4
.

Then for any f ∈ Ẇ sLr1,ρ1(Rd) ∩ Lr3,ρ3 and g ∈ Ẇ sLr4,ρ4 ∩ Lr2,ρ2(Rd), we have

‖(−∆)s/2(fg)‖Lr,ρ . ‖(−∆)s/2f‖Lr1,ρ1 ‖g‖Lr2,ρ2 + ‖f‖Lr3,ρ3 ‖(−∆)s/2g‖Lr4,ρ4 .

Lemma 2.8 (Chain rule[1]). Let s ∈ [0, 1], F ∈ C1(C,C) and 1 < p, p1, p2 <∞, 1 ≤ q, q1, q2 <∞ be such that

1

p
=

1

p1
+

1

p2
,

1

q
=

1

q1
+

1

q2
.

Then

‖(−∆)s/2F (f)‖Lp,q(Rd) . ‖F ′(f)‖Lp1,q1 (Rd)‖(−∆)s/2f‖Lp2,q2 (Rd).

At the end of this subsection, we recall the Strichartz estimates in the Lorentz spcae.

Definition 2.9 (Admissibility). A pair (p, n) is said to be Schrödinger admissible, for short (p, n) ∈ Λ, where

Λ =

{
(p, n) : 2 ≤ p, n ≤ ∞,

2

p
+
d

n
=
d

2
, (p, n, d) 6= (2,∞, 2)

}
.

Proposition 2.10 (Strichartz estimates[27, 44]).

• Let (m,n) ∈ Λ with r <∞. Then for any f ∈ L2(Rd)

‖eit∆f‖Lm
t L

n,2
x (R×Rd) . ‖f‖L2

x(R
d).

• Let (q1, r1), (q2, r2) ∈ Λ with r1, r2 < ∞, t0 ∈ R and I ⊂ R be an interval containing t0. Then for any

F ∈ L
q′2
t L

r′2,2
x (I × Rd)

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

t0

ei(t−τ)∆F (τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
L

q1
t L

r1,2
x (I×Rd)

. ‖F‖
L

q′
2

t L
r′
2
,2

x (I×Rd)
.

2.2. Preliminaries on the Cauchy problem. In this subsection, we recall some results on the Cauchy problem
(1.1). Let I be an interval and denote

‖f‖S(I) := ‖f‖Lγ
tL

p,2
x (I×Rd), ‖f‖Z(I) := ‖∇f‖Lγ

tL
ρ,2
x (I×Rd), ‖f‖N(I) := ‖f‖

L2
tL

2d
d+2

,2

x (I×Rd)
,

where

γ := 2(α+ 1), ρ :=
2d(α+ 1)

d+ 2− 2b+ 2α
, p :=

2d(α+ 1)

d− 2b
satisfy

(2.1)
d+ 2

2d
=
b

d
+
α

p
+

1

ρ
=
b+ 1

d
+
α+ 1

p
,
1

2
=
α+ 1

γ
.

Theorem 2.11 ([1, 39]). For any u0 ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) and t0 ∈ R, there exists a unique maximal solution u : (−T−(u0), T+(u0))×
Rd → C to (1.1) with u(t0) = u0. This solution also has the following properties:
(a) If T+ = T+(u0) <∞, then ‖u‖S(0,T+) = +∞. An analogous result holds for T−(u0).
(b) If ‖u‖S(0,T+) < +∞, then T+ = ∞ and u scatters as t→ +∞. An analogous result holds for T−(u0).

(c) For any ψ ∈ Ḣ1(Rd), there exist T > 0 and a solution u : (T,∞)× Rd → C to (1.1) obeying e−it∆u(t) → ψ in

Ḣ1 as t→ ∞. The analogous statement holds backward in time.
(d) There exists η0 > 0 such that if ‖u0‖Ḣ1 < η0, then u is a global solution and scatters to 0 in Ḣ1(Rd).

Next, we record the following stability result of the Cauchy problem (1.1).

Proposition 2.12 ([39]). Suppose ũ : I × Rd → C obeys

‖ũ‖L∞
t Ḣ

1
x(I×Rd) + ‖ũ‖S(I) ≤ E <∞.

There exists ε1 = ε1(E) > 0 such that if

‖∇
{
(i∂t +∆)ũ + |x|−b|ũ|αũ

}
‖
L2

tL
2d

d+2
,2

x (I×Rd)
≤ ε < ε1,

‖ei(t−t0)∆[u0 − ũ|t=t0 ]‖S(I) ≤ ε < ε1,

6
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for some t0 ∈ I and u0 ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) with ‖u0 − ũ|t=t0‖Ḣ1 .E 1, then there exists a unique solution u : I × Rd → C

to (1.1) with u|t=t0 = u0, which satisfies

‖u− ũ‖S(I) . ε and ‖u‖L∞
t Ḣ

1
x(I×Rd) + ‖u‖S(I) .E 1.

Given φ ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) and a diverging sequence {xn}∞n=1, we can deduce from Proposition 2.12 that, for n sufficiently
large, the solution vn to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data φ(x− xn) exists globally and scatters. In fact,
by approximating eit∆φ(x) with a smooth, compactly supported function ψ(t, x) and using the decay of |x|−b at
infinity, we can directly verify that the scattering solutions ũn(t, x) =: eit∆φ(x−xn) are good approximate solutions
of vn when n is sufficiently large. Furthermore, performing a spatial rescaling, we can obtain the following result:

Proposition 2.13 ([39]). Let λn ∈ (0,∞), xn ∈ Rd, and tn ∈ R satisfy

lim
n→∞

|xn|
λn

= ∞ and tn ≡ 0 or tn → ±∞.

Let φ ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) and define

φn(x) = λ
− d−2

2
n [eitn∆φ](x−xn

λn
).

Then for all n sufficiently large, there exists a global solution vn to (1.1) satisfying

vn(0) = φn and ‖vn‖S(I) . ‖∇vn‖Z(I) . 1,

with implicit constant depending only on ‖φ‖Ḣ1 .

2.3. Variational property of the ground state W . The ground state (1.2) solves the nonlinear elliptic equation

(2.2) ∆W + |x|−bWα+1 = 0,

and is characterized as the optimizers in Sobolev embedding inequality (Proposition 2.14).
Multiplying (2.2) by W and integrating by parts yields the Pohozhaev’s identity

(2.3) ‖∇W‖2L2 = ‖|x|−bWα+2‖L1 .

Proposition 2.14. Let d ≥ 3. Then for any f ∈ Ḣ1(Rd)

(2.4) ‖|x|−b|f |α+2‖L1 ≤ ‖|x|−bWα+2‖L1‖∇W‖−(α+2)
L2 ‖∇f‖α+2

L2 .

Moreover, equality holds in (2.4) if and only if f(x) = zW (λx) for some z ∈ C and some λ > 0.

The main tool that we need to prove Proposition 2.14 is the following bubble decomposition of [21].

Lemma 2.15 ([21]). For any bounded sequence {fn} in Ḣ1, the following holds up to a subsequence. There exist

J∗ ∈ N ∪ {∞}; profiles φj ∈ Ḣ1 \ {0}; scaling parameters λjn ∈ (0,∞); space translation parameters xjn ∈ Rd; and
remainders wJn so that the following decomposition holds for 1 ≤ J ≤ J∗:

(2.5) fn(x) =
J∑

j=1

(λjn)
− d−2

2 φj(
x− xjn

λjn
) + wJn ,

satisfying

(2.6) lim sup
J→J∗

lim sup
n→∞

‖wJn‖
L

2d
d−2

= 0,

(2.7) lim
n→∞

{‖∇fn‖2L2 −
J∑

j=1

‖∇φj‖2L2 − ‖∇wJn‖2L2} = 0,

(2.8) lim
n→∞

{
∫

|x|−b|fn|α+2dx−
J∑

j=1

∫
|x|−b|φj(x − xjn

λjn
)|α+2dx−

∫
|x|−b|wJn |α+2dx} = 0.

In addition, we may assume that either xjn ≡ 0 or
|xj

n|

λj
n

→ ∞.

Remark 2.16. In [21], the potential energy decoupling in (2.8) is given in terms of the L
2d

d−2 norm. However, the
same arguments suffices to establish decoupling for the functional appearing in (2.8).
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Proof of Proposition 2.14. By the standard rearrangement inequalities (c.f. [36, Ch. 3]), the optimal constant
can determined by the consideration of radial functions alone. Moreover, as

∫
|x|−b|f(x)|α+2 is strictly monotone

under rearrangement, any optimizer must be radial. Let fn be an optimizing sequence of radial functions for the
problem

maximize J(f) := ‖|x|−b|f |α+2‖L1 ÷ ‖∇f‖α+2
L2 subject to the constraint ‖f‖Ḣ1 = 1.

Applying Lemma 2.15, and passing to the requisite subsequence yields

(2.9) sup
f
J(f) = lim

n→∞
J(fn) ≤ lim sup

J→J∗

lim sup
n→∞

J∑

j=1

∫
|x|−b|φj(x− xjn

λjn
)|α+2dx ≤ sup

f
J(f)

J∗∑

j=1

‖φj‖α+2

Ḣ1
,

where in the first inequality we used (2.8) and

(2.10) lim sup
J→J∗

lim sup
n→∞

∫
|x|−b|wJn |α+2dx = 0.

In fact, using Hölder’s inequality and the interpolation in Lemma 2.4, we have
∫

|x|−b|wJn |α+2dx . ‖|x|−b‖
L

d
b
,∞‖wJn‖α+2

L
2d

d−2
,α+2

. ‖wJn‖
α+2−dα

2

L
2d

d−2
,2

‖wJn‖
dα
2

L
2d

d−2
, 2d
d−2

,

where α + 2 − dα
2 > 0 by the assumptions made at the begining of section 2. This inequality together with (2.6)

and the embedding ‖wJn‖
L

2d
d−2

,2 . ‖∇wJn‖L2 . 1 yields (2.10).

On the other hand, the kinetic decoupling (2.7) guarantees that

(2.11)
J∗∑

j=1

‖φj‖2
Ḣ1 ≤ lim sup

n→∞
‖∇fn‖L2 = 1.

Combining (2.9) and (2.11), we see that J∗ = 1 and ‖φ1‖Ḣ1 = 1. Since fn is an optimizing sequence, φ1 must be
an optimizer for J and hence for the embedding (2.4).

The existence of optimizers is known, we turn to their characterization. Let 0 6= f ∈ Ḣ1 denote such an
optimizer. Replacing f by βf for some β > 0 , if necessary, we may assume that

‖f‖2
Ḣ1(Rd)

=

∫

Rd

|x|−b|f(x)|α+2dx.

By assumption, f maximizes
∫
|x|−b|f(x)|α+2dx among all functions that subject to the constraint ‖f‖Ḣ1 = 1.

Thus, it satisfies the Euler–Lagrange equation ∆f + |x|−b|f |αf = 0; here we exploited the normalization of f to

determine the Lagrange multiplier. Let φ = r
d−2
2 f . Recalling that all optimizers must be radial, we obtain the

equation for φ :

∂rrφ = −∂rφ
r

+ (
d− 2

2
)2
φ

r2
− 1

r
|φ|αφ.

Multiplying the above equation by 2r2∂rφ and then integrating, we get

(2.12) r2(∂rφ)
2 = (

d− 2

2
)2φ2 − 2

α+ 2
|φ|α+2 + c.

As f ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) , there is a sequence rn → ∞ so that |(∂rfn)(rn)| + | 1
rn
f(rn)| = o(r

−d/2
n ). Thus, the constant c in

(2.12) is zero. The resulting first-order ODE is separable:
∫

dφ√
(d−2

2 )2φ2 − 2
α+2 |φ|α+2

= ±
∫
dr

r
.

Letting g =
√
1− 4

(d−2)(d−b) |φ|α and carrying out the requisite integrals, we then deduce that f(x) = λ
d−2
2 W (λx)

for some λ > 0. �

Finally, we show the persistence of the Kinetic energy.

Lemma 2.17. Let u ∈ C(I, Ḣ1(Rd)) be a solution of (1.1) with initial data u0, and I = (−T−, T+) its maximal
interval of existence. Assume that E(u0) = E(W )
(a) if ‖∇u0‖L2 < ‖∇W‖L2 , then ‖∇u(t)‖L2 < ‖∇W‖L2 for t ∈ I;
(b) if ‖∇u0‖L2 = ‖∇W‖L2, then u =W up to the symmetry of the equation;
(c) if ‖∇u0‖L2 > ‖∇W‖L2, then ‖∇u(t)‖L2 > ‖∇W‖L2 for t ∈ I.
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Proof. Case (b) is a direct consequence of the variational characterization of W given by Proposition 2.14. We now
prove (a). If ‖∇u(t0)‖L2 = ‖∇W‖L2 for some t0 ∈ I, then (b) implies that u = W up to the symmetry of the
equation. This contradicts ‖∇u0‖L2 < ‖∇W‖L2. The proof of (c) is similar to (a), so we omit the details. �

2.4. The linearized operator around the ground state W . Consider a solution u of (1.1) close to W and let
v(t, x) := u(t, x)−W (x), then v = v1 + iv2 satisfies the Schrödinger equation

i∂tv +∆v + V(v) + iR(v) = 0,

where the linear operator

(2.13) V(v) := (α+ 1)|x|−bWαv1 + i|x|−bWαv2,

and the remainder

(2.14) R(v) := −i|x|−b|W + v|α(W + v) + i|x|−bWα+1 + i(α+ 1)|x|−bWαv1 − |x|−bWαv2.

We will always write equally f =

(
f1
f2

)
for a complex valued function f with real part f1 and imaginary part

f2. Then v is a solution of the equation

(2.15) ∂tv + L(v) +R(v) = 0, L :=

(
0 ∆ + |x|−bWα

−∆− (α+ 1)|x|−bWα 0

)

We will use the following linear and nonlinear estimates about the linearized equation (2.15). Recall that the
function spaces N(I), Z(I) are introduced in subsection 2.2.

Lemma 2.18 (Linear estimates). Let V be defined by (2.13) and I be a finite time interval of length |I|. Then

‖∇V(f)‖N(I) . |I|αγ ‖f‖Z(I).

Proof. By |∇W | . |x|−1W , we get the pointwise bound

|∇V(f)| . |x|−b−1Wα|f |+ |x|−bWα|∇f |.
It then follows from (2.1), Hölder’s inequality and the embedding Ẇ 1,ρ(Rd) →֒ Lp(Rd) that

‖∇V(f)‖N(I) . ‖W‖α
Lγ

tL
p,2
x

(‖f‖Lγ
tL

p,2
x

+ ‖∇f‖Lγ
tL

ρ,2
x

) . |I|αγ ‖f‖Z(I).

Lemma 2.18 is proved. �

Lemma 2.19 (Non-linear estimates). Let R be defined by (2.14) and I be a finite time interval. Then

(2.16) ‖R(f)−R(g)‖
L

2d
d+2

,2 . ‖f − g‖
L

2d
d−2

,2

[
‖f‖

L
2d

d−2
,2 + ‖g‖

L
2d

d−2
,2 + ‖f‖α

L
2d

d−2
,2
+ ‖g‖α

L
2d

d−2
,2

]

and

‖∇R(f)−∇R(g)‖N(I) . ‖f − g‖Z(I)

[
|I|

α−1
γ (‖f‖Z(I) + ‖g‖Z(I)) + ‖f‖αZ(I) + ‖g‖αZ(I)

]
.

Recall that α ≥ 1 by the assumptions made at the begining of section 2.

Proof. We have

R(f) = −i|x|−b
[
|W + v|α(W + v)−Wα+1 − α+ 2

2
Wαf − α

2
Wαf

]

= −i|x|−bWα+1J(W−1f),(2.17)

where J is the function defined on C by

(2.18) J(z) = |1 + z|α(1 + z)− 1− α+ 2

2
Wαz − α

2
Wαz.

Since α ≥ 1, J is of class C2 on C and J(0) = ∂zJ(0) = ∂zJ(0) = 0. Hence

(2.19) |J ′(z)| . |z|+ |z|α and |J ′′(z)| . 1 + |z|α−1.

By (2.19), we get the pointwise bound

|R(f)−R(g)| . |x|−b
[
Wα−1(|f |+ |g|) + |f |α + |g|α

]
|f − g|,

which yields (2.16) using Hölder’s inequality

‖|x|−babcα−1‖
L

2d
d+2

,2 . ‖|x|−b‖
L

d
b
,∞‖a‖

L
2d

d−2
,2‖b‖

L
2d

d−2
,2‖c‖α−1

L
2d

d−2
,2
.
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On the other hand, by (2.19) and |∇W | . |x|−1W , we have

|∇R(f)−∇R(g)|
. |x|−b−1[Wα−1(|f |+ |g|) + |f |α + |g|α]|f − g|

+|x|−b[Wα−1(|∇f |+ |∇g|) + (|f |α−1 + |g|α−1)(|∇f |+ |∇g|)]|f − g|
+|x|−b[Wα−1(|f |+ |g|) + |f |α + |g|α]|∇(f − g)|.

It then follows from (2.1), Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev’s embedding that

‖∇R(f)−∇R(g)‖N(I)

.
[
‖W‖α−1

Lγ
tL

p,2
x

(‖f‖Lγ
tL

p,2
x

+ ‖g‖Lγ
tL

p,2
x

) + ‖f‖α
Lγ

tL
p,2
x

+ ‖g‖α
Lγ

tL
p,2
x

]
‖f − g‖Lγ

tL
p,2
x

+
[
‖W‖α−1

Lγ
tL

p,2
x

(‖∇f‖Lγ
tL

ρ,2
x

+ ‖∇g‖Lγ
tL

ρ,2
x

) + (‖f‖α−1

Lγ
tL

p,2
x

+ ‖g‖α−1

Lγ
tL

p,2
x

)

× (‖∇f‖Lγ
tL

ρ,2
x

+ ‖∇g‖Lγ
tL

ρ,2
x

)
]
‖f − g‖Lγ

tL
p,2
x

+[‖W‖α−1

Lγ
tL

p,2
x

(‖f‖Lγ
tL

p,2
x

+ ‖g‖Lγ
tL

p,2
x

) + ‖f‖α
Lγ

tL
p,2
x

+ ‖g‖α
Lγ

tL
p,2
x

]‖∇(f − g)‖Lγ
tL

ρ,2
x

. ‖f − g‖Z(I)

[
|I|α−1

γ (‖f‖Z(I) + ‖g‖Z(I)) + ‖f‖αZ(I) + ‖g‖αZ(I)

]
,

which yields the second estimate in Lemma 2.19. �

By the Strichartz estimate, Lemma 2.18 and Lemma 2.19, we have

Lemma 2.20. Let v be a solution of (2.15). Assume for some c0 > 0

‖v(t)‖Ḣ1 . e−c0t, ∀t ≥ 0.

Then for any Strichartz couple (p, q),

‖v‖Z(t,+∞) + ‖∇v‖Lp(t,+∞;Lq,2) . e−c0t, ∀t ≥ 0.

Proof. For small τ0, by the Strichartz estimate and Lemmas 2.18–2.19, we have on Iτ = [τ, τ + τ0]

‖v‖Z(Iτ ) + ‖∇v‖Lp(Iτ ;Lq,2) . e−c0τ + ‖∇V(v)‖N(Iτ ) + ‖∇R(v)‖N(Iτ )

. e−c0τ + τ
α
γ

0 ‖v‖Z(Iτ ) + ‖v‖2Z(Iτ )
+ ‖v‖α+1

Z(Iτ )
.

By choosing sufficiently small τ0, the continuous argument gives that

(2.20) ‖v‖Z(Iτ ) + ‖∇v‖Lp(Iτ ;Lq,2) . e−c0τ .

Summing up (2.20) at time τ = t, τ = t + τ0, τ = t + 2τ0, · · · , and using the triangle inequality, we get desired
estimate in Lemma 2.20. �

2.5. Spectral properties of the linearized operator. Since W is a critical point of the energy E, we have the
following development of the energy near W : For any g ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) with ‖g‖Ḣ1(Rd) small,

(2.21) E(W + g) = E(W ) +Q(g) +O(‖g‖3Ḣ1 ),

where Q is the quadratic form on Ḣ1(Rd) defined by

(2.22) Q(g) :=
1

2

∫
|∇g|2 − 1

2

∫
|x|−bWα((α + 1)(Reg)2 + (Img)2) =

1

2
Im

∫
(Lg)g,

with the operator L defined by (2.15).
Let us specify the important coercivity properties of Q, which will be used in the later Sections. Consider the

three orthogonal directions W, iW and

(2.23) W1 := − d

dλ

(
1

λ
d−2
2

W (
x

λ
)

)∣∣∣∣
λ=1

=
d− 2

2
W + x · ∇W

in the real Hilbert space Ḣ1 = Ḣ1(Rd,C). Let

H := span {W, iW, W1}
andH⊥ its orthogonal subspace in Ḣ1 for the usual product. Inspired by [46], we can show that the three directions,
W1, iW, W are the only nonpositive directions of the quadratic form Q.
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Proposition 2.21. There is a constant c > 0 such that for all function f ∈ H⊥, we have

Q(f) ≥ c‖f‖2
Ḣ1 .

Proof. Let f1 := Ref, f2 = Imf . We have

Q(f) =
1

2
(L+f1, f1)L2 +

1

2
(L−f2, f2)L2 ,

where

L+ := −∆− (α+ 1)|x|−bWα and L− := −∆− |x|−bWα.

We first consider the operator L+ and show that there is only one negative direction in the sense that for any

real scalar valued function v ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) and

(2.24) (−∆v,W )L2 = 0,

we have

(2.25) (L+v, v)L2 ≥ 0.

Indeed, we will see that this is an implication of the fact thatW is the constrained maximizer. Define the trajectory

l(s) :=
‖W‖2

Ḣ1

(‖W‖2
Ḣ1

+ s2‖v‖2
Ḣ1

)1/2
(W + sv) such that ‖l(s)‖2

Ḣ1 = ‖W‖2
Ḣ1 .

It can be computed that

l(0) =W, ls(0) = v, lss(0) = −
‖v‖2

Ḣ1

‖W‖2
Ḣ1

W.

From here and noting that by Proposition 2.14, W is the constrained maximizer:
∫

|x|−bWα+2 = sup
‖g‖Ḣ1=‖W‖Ḣ1

∫
|x|−b|g|α+2dx,

we have

0 ≥ d2

ds2

∫

Rd

|x|−b|l(s)|α+2dx

∣∣∣∣
s=0

= (α+ 2)(α+ 1)

∫

Rd

|x|−bl(0)αl2s(0) + (α+ 2)

∫

Rd

|x|−bl(0)α+1lss(0)dx

= (α+ 2)(α+ 1)

∫

Rd

|x|−bWαv2dx− (α + 2)
‖v‖2

Ḣ1

‖W‖2
Ḣ1

∫

Rd

|x|−bWα+2dx

= −(α+ 2)

∫

Rd

(−∆v − (α+ 1)|x|−bWαv) · vdx = −(α+ 2)(L+v, v)L2

and (2.25) is proved.

Next we investigate the null direction of L+ and it is more convenient to work in L2 setting instead of Ḣ1

setting. The operator L+ having only one negative direction in Ḣ1(Rd) implies (−∆)−1/2L+(−∆)−1/2 has only
one negative direction in L2(Rd). Easily we can write

(−∆)−1/2L+(−∆)−1/2 = I − (α+ 1)(−∆)−1/2|x|−bWα(−∆)−1/2 := I −K.

We have the following result for K:

Claim 2.22. K : L2(Rd) → L2(Rd) is a compact operator.

Postponing the proof for the moment, using this claim we know that I−K has at most finitely many eigenvalues
in (−∞, 12 ] which can be ordered as

λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λN

counting multiplicity.
From the previous discussion and recall that

(I −K)(−∆)−1/2W1 = 0,

we know

λ1 < 0 and λ2 = 0.
11



X. Liu, K. Yang, T. Zhang

Our goal now is to show λ3 > 0. Note as I − K is symmetric we can choose eigenfunctions as the orthonormal
basis of L2(Rd) and evaluate the L2 bilinear form ((I −K)u, u)L2. Switching back to Ḣ1 setting, we immediately
get the desired estimate for L+:

(L+u, u)L2 ≥ λ3‖u‖2Ḣ1 , ∀u⊥Ḣ1W,W1.

Therefore it remains to show λ3 > 0 or the kernel of I −K is only one-dimensional in L2(Rd). This is equivalent

to showing the kernel of L+ is one dimensional in Ḣ1(Rd). The proof relies on the spherical harmonics expansion
and careful study on the spatial asymptotics of the resulted ODEs.

Consider the equation
L+u = 0,

we write u in the spherical harmonic expansion:

u(r, θ) =

∞∑

j=0

fj(r)Yj(θ).

Here, Yj(θ) is the jth spherical harmonics and {Yj(θ)}∞j=0 form an orthonormal basis of L2(Sd−1). Recall that

−∆Sd−1Yj(θ) = µjYj(θ), j = 0, 1, 2, · · ·
0 = µ0 < µ1 ≤ µ2 ≤ · · · → ∞, Y0 = 1, µ1 = d− 1.

In spherical harmonic expansion, we have

L+u = −
∞∑

j=0

(
(∂rr +

d− 1

r
∂r −

µj
r2

+
α+ 1

rb
Wα)fj(r)

)
Yj(θ).

Therefore we can discuss the contribution to the kernel from each spherical harmonic starting from j = 0.
Case 1. j = 0.
As Y0 = 1 , the kernel function in this mode must be a spherically symmetric function u(r) satisfying L+u = 0,

which in the radial coordinate, takes the form

urr +
d− 1

r
ur +

α+ 1

rb
Wαu = 0.

Supposing u is a solution independent of the known radial solution W1 , from Abel’s theorem, we have

(2.26) urW1 − (W1)ru =
C

rd−1
.

In the small neighborhood of r = 0,W1 6= 0, we can divide both sides of (2.26) by W 2
1 and obtain

(
u

W1

)

r

=
C

rd−1W 2
1

, 0 < r < ε.

Recalling that by (2.23) W1(r) = O(1) as r → 0+ and integrating the above equation from r to ε, we have

∂ru(r) = O(
1

rd−1
) as r → 0+

and u is certainly not an Ḣ1 function. Therefore, W1 is the unique radial kernel.
Case 2. {j ∈ N, µj = µ1 = d− 1}.
In this case, we claim that for any G(r) ∈ Ḣ1

rad(R
d),

(2.27) if L+(G(r)Yj(θ)) = 0 then G(r) = 0.

Assume by contradiction that there exists 0 6= G(r) ∈ Ḣ1
rad(R

d) such that L+(G(r)Yj(θ)) = 0. Writing the
Laplacian operator in a spherical coordinate, we have

0 = L+(G(r)Yj(θ)) = (−∂rr −
d− 1

r
∂r +

µ1

r2
− α+ 1

rb
Wα)G(r) · Yj(θ),

which implies

(2.28) G(r) ∈ Ker (−∆+ µ1|x|−2 − (α+ 1)|x|−bWα).

Our first goal toward getting a contradiction is to show the positivity of G. To this end, we take any v ∈ Ḣ1(Rd)
in the spherical harmonic expansion

v :=

∞∑

k=1

vk(r)Yk(θ).

12
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Since vk(r)Y1(θ)⊥Ḣ1W =WY0(θ), it follows from (2.24) and (2.25) that

((−∆+ µ1|x|−2 − (α+ 1)|x|−bWα)vk(r), vk(r))L2

= ((−∆+ µ1|x|−2 − (α+ 1)|x|−bWα)vk(r) · Y1(θ), vk(r) · Y1(θ))L2

= (L+(vk(r)Y1(θ)), vk(r)Y1(θ))L2 ≥ 0.(2.29)

Using (2.29), we can evaluate

((−∆+ µ1|x|−2 − (α+ 1)|x|−bWα)v, v)L2

=

∞∑

k=1

((−∆+ µ1|x|−2 − (α+ 1)|x|−bWα)vk(r), vk(r))L2

+

∞∑

k=1

µk

∫

Rd

|vk(x)|2
|x|2 dx ≥ 0.

This together with (2.28) implies that 0 is the first eigenvalue. Hence, G(r) > 0.
We now turn to looking at the equation of G and −W ′,

−G′′ − d−1
r G′ + d−1

r2 G− α+1
rb
WαG = 0,(2.30)

−W ′′′ − d−1
r W ′′ + d−1

r2 W
′ + b

rb+1W
α+1 − α+1

rb WαW ′ = 0.(2.31)

Computing [(2.30) · rd−1W ′ − (2.31) · rd−1G], we obtain

rd−1W ′′′G+ (d− 1)rd−2W ′′G− rd−1W ′G′′ − (d− 1)rd−2W ′G′ − brd−b−2Wα+1G = 0,

which can be further written into

d

dr
[rd−1(W ′′G−W ′G′)]− brd−b−2Wα+1G = 0.

As G > 0, we obtain

(2.32)

∫ ∞

0

d

dr
[rd−1(W ′′G−W ′G′)]dr = b

∫ ∞

0

rd−b−2Wα+1Gdr > 0.

Recalling the asymptotics of W and G from Appendix A
{
As r → 0+, G(r) = O(r), G′(r) = O(1), −W ′(r) = O(r1−b),

As r → ∞, G(r) = O(r−(d−1)), G′(r) = O(r−d), −W ′(r) = O(r−(d−1)),

we have

lim
r→0+

rd−1(W ′′G−W ′G′) = lim
r→∞

rd−1(W ′′G−W ′G′) = 0,

which contradicts (2.32). Claim (2.27) is proved.
Case 3. {j ∈ N, µj > µ1}.
In this case, we take any function in the form G(r)Yj(θ), G 6= 0, and compute

L+ (G(r)Yj(θ)) = (−∆+ µ1|x|−2 − (α+ 1)|x|−bWα)G(r)Yj(θ) +
µj − µ1

r2
G(r)Yj(θ).

Using (2.29) we immediately get

(L+ (G(r)Yj(θ)), G(r)Yj (θ)))L2

= ((−∆+ µ1|x|−2 − (α + 1)|x|−bWα)G(r), G(r))L2 + (µj − µ1)

∫

Rd

|G(x)|2
|x|2 dx > 0.

This shows there is no kernel function of L+ associated to jth spherical harmonics for those j such that µj > µ1.
The positivity of λ3 is finally proved, and we end the discussion on the operator L+.
On the other hand, we can get the results for L− quickly. By Hölder inequality and Proposition 2.14, we have,

for any real-valued v ∈ Ḣ1,

∫
|∇v|2dx−

∫
|x|−bWαv2dx ≥

∫
|∇v|2dx−

(∫
|x|−bWα+2dx

) α
α+2

(∫
|x|−b|v|α+2dx

) 2
α+2

≥
(
1−

∫
|x|−bWα+2dx

‖W‖2
Ḣ1

)∫
|∇v|2dx = 0,

13
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with equality if and only if v ∈ Span {W}. This shows that
∫
|∇f2|2 −

∫
|x|−bWα|f2|2 > 0 for f2 6= 0, f2⊥Ḣ1W .

Note that the quadratic form
∫
|∇ · |2−

∫
|x|−bWα| · |2 is a compact perturbation of

∫
|∇ · |2. Therefore, there exists

c2 > 0 such that for any f2 ∈ Ḣ1, f2⊥Ḣ1W ,

(L−f2, f2) ≥ c2‖f2‖2Ḣ1 .

Combining the two parts together, we proved the estimate for Q(v).

Finally, we complete the proof by verifying Claim 2.22. Indeed, note that as (−∆)−1/2 : L2(Rd) → Ḣ1(Rd) is

an isometric operator and the embedding L
2d

d+2 (Rd) →֒ Ḣ−1(Rd) is continuous, it suffices to show that |x|−bWα :

Ḣ1(Rd) → L
2d

d+2 (Rd) is compact.
We first claim that

(2.33)
∥∥|x|−bWα

∥∥
WL

d
2
,2(Rd)

< +∞.

In fact, using Lemma 2.7 and W (x) = O(〈x〉−(d−2)
), we have

∥∥|x|−bWα
∥∥
WL

d
2
,2

.
∥∥|x|−b

∥∥
L

d
b
,∞ (
∥∥Wα−1∇W

∥∥
L

d
2−b

,2 + ‖Wα‖
L

d
2−b

,2) +
∥∥|x|−b−1

∥∥
L

d
b+1

,∞ ‖Wα‖
L

d
1−b

,2 < +∞,

which yields (2.33).

Fix ε > 0 sufficiently small. Then for v ∈ Ḣ1, we have, by applying (2.33)

‖|∇|ε(|x|−bWαv)‖
L

2d
d+2

. ‖|∇|ε(|x|−bWα)‖
L

d
2
,2‖v‖

L
2d

d−2
,2 + ‖|x|−bWα‖

L
d

2−ε
,2‖|∇|εv‖

L
2d

d−2+2ε
,2

. ‖|∇|ε(|x|−bWα)‖
L

d
2
,2‖∇v‖L2 . ‖v‖Ḣ1 ,

and

‖χR|x|−bWαv‖
L

2d
d+2

. R−b‖Wα‖
L

d
2
,2‖v‖

L
2d

d−2
,2 . R−b‖v‖Ḣ1 .

The desired compactness of |x|−bWα is proved, hence Claim 2.22. Proposition 2.21 is finally proved. �

Following the arguments in [8, 17, 18, 34], we have the following spectral properties of L that defined in (2.15).
For the sake of completeness, we will give the proof in Appendix C.

Lemma 2.23. Let σ(L) denote the spectrum of the operator L, defined on L2(Rd) with domain H2(Rd) and let
σess(L) its essential spectrum. Then we have
(a) The operator L admits two eigenfunctions Y+,Y− ∈ H2(Rd) with real eigenvalues ±e0, e0 > 0, i.e. LY± =
±e0Y±, Y+ = Y−.
(b) If ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Rd \ {0}), then

(2.34) ‖ϕ( x
R
)Y±‖Hk .φ,k,l

1

Rl
, ∀R ≥ 1.

Moreover, Y± ∈ L∞(Rd) ∩W 3L
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd).
(c) If λ ∈ R \ σ(L) and F ∈ L2(Rd) is such that

(2.35) ‖ψ( x
R
)F‖Hk .ψ,k,l

1

Rl
∀R ≥ 1,

for any ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rd \ {0}), then the solution f ∈ H2(Rd) to

Lf − λf = F

also satisfies

(2.36) ‖φ( x
R
)f‖Hk .φ,k,l

1

Rl

for any φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd \ {0}). Moreover, if for some ε > 0 sufficiently small, F ∈ H

1
2+ε(Rd) ∩WL

2d
d+2 ,2(Rd), then

f ∈ L∞(Rd) ∩W 3L
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd).
(d) σess(L) = {iξ : ξ ∈ R}, σ(L) ∩R = {−e0, 0, e0}.

14
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At the end of this subsection, we utilize the spectral properties of L from Lemma 2.23 to give a subspace G⊥ of
Ḣ1, in which Q is positive definite.

Consider the symmetric bilinear form B on Ḣ1 such that Q(f) = B(f, f):

B(f, g) :=
1

2
Im

∫
(Lf)g =

1

2

∫
∇f1∇g1 −

α+ 1

2

∫
|x|−bWαf1g1

+
1

2

∫
∇f2∇g2 −

1

2

∫
|x|−bWαf2g2.(2.37)

As a consequence of the definition of B, we have

(2.38) B(f, g) = B(g, f), B(iW, f) = B(W1, f) = 0, ∀f, g ∈ Ḣ1,

(2.39) B(Lf, g) = −B(f,Lg), ∀f, g ∈ Ḣ1, Lf,Lg ∈ Ḣ1

(2.40) Q(Y+) = Q(Y−) = 0.

Based on Proposition 2.21 and (2.38)–(2.40), we have the following coercivity of Q on G⊥:

Lemma 2.24. Let G⊥ =
{
v ∈ Ḣ1 : (iW, v)Ḣ1 = (W1, v)Ḣ1 = B(Y+, v) = B(Y−, v) = 0

}
. There exists c > 0 such

that

Q(f) ≥ c‖f‖2
Ḣ1 , ∀f ∈ G⊥.

Proof. We first claim that B(Y+,Y−) 6= 0. In fact, if B(Y+,Y−) = 0, then Q would be identically 0 on
Span {iW,W1,Y+,Y−} which is of dimension 4. But Q is, by Proposition 2.21, positive definite on H⊥, which is
of codimension 3, yielding a contradiction.

We next claim that Q(h) > 0 on G⊥ \ {0}. Assume by contradiction that there exists h ∈ G⊥ \ {0} such that
Q(h) ≤ 0. Then by (2.38)–(2.40)

Q|Span {iW,W1,Y+,h} ≤ 0.

If for some α, β, γ, δ ∈ R

αiW + βW1 + γY+ + δh = 0,

then γB(Y+,Y−) = 0, which implies γ = 0. Therefore the vectors iW,W1,Y+, h are independent, since iW,W1

and h are orthogonal in the real Hilbert space Ḣ1. The fact that Q is nonpositive on a subspace of dimension 4
contradicts Proposition 2.21.

Finally, we prove the coercivity by a compactness argument. Suppose, by contradiction that there exists {fn} ∈
G⊥ such that

lim
n→∞

Q(fn) = 0 and ‖fn‖Ḣ1 = 1.

Up to a subsequence, we may assume fn⇀f∗ weakly in Ḣ1. This implies f∗ ∈ G⊥ and

(2.41) Q(f∗) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

Q(fn) = 0.

Using Hölder’s inequality and the decay of |x|−b at infinity, it is easy to see that
∫
|x|−bWα| · |2 is a compact

operator. Therefore

1

2

∫

Rd

|x|−bWα
(
(α + 1)(Ref∗)2 + (Imf∗)2

)

= lim
n→∞

1

2

∫

Rd

|x|−bWα
(
(α+ 1)(Refn)

2 + (Imfn)
2
)

= lim
n→∞

1

2
‖∇fn‖L2 −Q(fn) =

1

2
,

which implies that f∗ 6= 0. However, this together with (2.41) contradicts the strict positivity of Q on G⊥ \{0}. �

3. Existence of special threshold solutions W±

In this section, we show the existence of the solutions W± of Theorem 1.2. Following the arguments in [17], we
first construct approximate solutionsW a

k of (1.1) by use of the spectral property of the linearized operator L. Then
we prove the existence of special threshold solutions W a and W± by a fixed point argument around approximate
solutions.

15
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3.1. A family of approximate solutions converging to W .

Lemma 3.1. Let a ∈ R. There exist functions (Φaj )j≥1 in L∞(Rd) ∩H2(Rd) ∩W 3L
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd), satisfying (2.35),
such that Φa1 = aY+ and if

W a
k (t, x) :=W (x) +

k∑

j=1

e−je0tΦaj (x),

then as t→ +∞,

(3.1) i∂tW
a
k +∆W a

k + |x|−b|W a
k |αW a

k = O(e−(k+1)e0t) in WL
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd).

Proof. For simplicity, we omit the superscript a. We will construct the functions Φj = Φaj by induction on j.
Assume that Φ1, · · ·Φk are known, and let

(3.2) vk :=Wk −W =

k∑

j=1

e−je0tΦj(x).

By (2.15), assertion (3.1) is equvalient to

(3.3) εk := ∂tvk + L(vk) +R(vk) = O(e−(k+1)e0t) in WL
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd).

Step 1: k=1. Let Φ1 := aY+ and v1(t, x) := e−e0tΦ1(x). We have ∂tv1 + L(v1) = 0 and thus

∂tv1 + L(v1) +R(v1) = R(v1).

Since v1 = ae−e0tY+ and Y+ ∈ H2(Rd)∩W 3L
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd), it follows from Lemma 2.19 thatR(v1) = O(e−2e0t) in WL
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd).
Step 2: Induction. Let us assume that Φ1, . . . ,Φk are known and satisfy (3.3) for some k ≥ 1. To construct Φk+1,

we first claim that there exists Ψk ∈ H
1
2+ε(Rd) ∩WL

2d
d+2 ,2(Rd), satisfying (2.35), such that for large t

(3.4) εk(t, x) = e−(k+1)e0tΨk(x) +O
(
e−(k+2)e0t

)
in WL

2d
d+2 ,2(Rd).

Indeed, substituting vk =
∑k
j=1 e

−je0tΦj(x) into (3.3), we obtain

εk(t, x) =

k∑

j=1

e−je0t
(
−je0Φj(x) + LΦj(x)

)
+R(vk(t, x)).

Note that R(vk) = −i|x|−bWα+1J(W−1vk), where J defined in (2.18) is real-analytic for {|z| < 1} and satisfies
J(0) = ∂zJ(0) = ∂zJ(0) = 0. For |z| ≤ 1/2, we can expand

(3.5) J(z) =
∑

j1+j2≥2

aj1j2z
j1zj2 ,

with normal convergence of the series and all its derivatives. All the functions Φj ∈ L∞(Rd), so that for large t, and

all x, |vk(t, x)| ≤ 1
2W (x). Using (3.5) to expand R(vk), we found that there exist Fj ∈ WL

2d
d+2 ,2(Rd)(1 ≤ j ≤ k)

and Fk+1 ∈ H
1
2+ε(Rd) ∩WL

2d
d+2 ,2(Rd) , satisfying (2.35) such that

εk(t, x) =

k+1∑

j=1

e−je0tFj(x) +O
(
e−(k+2)e0t

)
in WL

2d
d+2 ,2(Rd).

By (3.3) at rank k, Fj = 0 for j ≤ k which shows (3.4) with Ψk = Fk+1.
By Lemma 2.23, (k + 1)e0 is not in the spectrum of L. Define

Φk+1 := −(L − (k + 1)e0)
−1Ψk

which belongs to L∞(Rd) ∩ H2(Rd) ∩W 3L
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd) and satisfies (2.36) by Lemma 2.23. By definition, vk+1 =
vk + e−(k+1)e0tΦk+1. Furthermore

εk+1 := ∂tvk+1 + Lvk+1 +R(vk+1)

= ∂tvk + Lvk +R(vk) + (L − (k + 1)e0)Φk+1e
−(k+1)e0t +R(vk+1)

= εk − e−(k+1)e0tΨk +R(vk+1)−R(vk).

By (3.4), εk − e−(k+1)e0tΨk = O
(
e−(k+2)e0t

)
in WL

2d
d+2 ,2(Rd). Writing as before,

R(·) = −i|x|−bWα+1J(W−1·)
16
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and using the development (3.5) of J , we get that

R(vk+1)−R(vk) = O
(
e−(k+2)e0t

)
in WL

2d
d+2 ,2(Rd),

which yields (3.3) at rank k + 1. The proof is complete. �

3.2. Construction of special threshold solutions W a. In this subsection, we apply the fixed point argument
to show the existence of special threshold solutions W a.

Proposition 3.2. Let a ∈ R. There exists k0 > 0 such that for any k ≥ k0, there exists tk ≥ 0 and a solution W a

of (1.1) such that for t ≥ tk,

(3.6) ‖W a −W a
k ‖Z(t,+∞) ≤ e−(k+ 1

2 )e0t.

Furthermore, W a is the unique solution of (1.1) satisfying (3.6) for large t; W a is also independent of k and
satisfies for large t,

(3.7) ‖W a(t)−W − ae−e0tY+‖Ḣ1 . e−
3
2 e0t.

Finally, W a ∈ L2(Rd) if d = 5.

Sketch of the proof. The proof is exactly the same as [17, Proposition 6.3]. For the convenience of the readers, we
briefly sketch the proof of the existence of W a. Let vk :=W a

k −W and by (3.3) it satisfies

(3.8) εk := ∂tvk + L(vk) +R(vk) = O(e−(k+1)e0t) in WL
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd).

Let va :=W a −W and by (2.15), W a is a solution of (1.1) if and only if va satisfies the equation

(3.9) ∂tv
a + L(va) +R(va) = 0.

Let h :=W a −W a
k , then h = va − vk. Combining (3.8) and (3.9), we deduce that

i∂th+∆h = −V(h)− iR(vk + h) + iR(vk) + iεk,

where the linear operator V is defined in (2.13). Thus the existence of a solution W a of (1.1) satisfying (3.6) for
t ≥ tk may be written as the following fixed-point problem

∀t ≥ tk, h(t) = Mk(h)(t) and ‖h‖Z(t,+∞) ≤ e−(k+ 1
2 )e0t where

Mk(h)(t) := −
∫ +∞

t

ei(t−s)∆[iV(h(s))−R(vk(s) + h(s)) +R(vk(s))− εk(s)]ds.

Let us fix k and tk. Consider the Banach space

BkZ :=

{
h ∈ Z(tk,+∞); sup

t≥tk

e(k+
1
2 )e0t‖h‖Z(t,+∞) ≤ 1

}
.

By using the Strichartz estimate, (3.8) and Lemma 2.19, we can show that if tk and k are large enough, the mapping
Mk is a contraction on BkZ . This proves the existence of a solution W a of (1.1) satisfying (3.6) for t ≥ tk.

Finally, we show that W a ∈ L2(Rd) if d = 5. Define a positive radial function ψ on Rd such that ψ = 1 if |x| ≤ 1
and ψ = 0 if |x| ≥ 2. For R > 0 and large t, define

FR(t) :=

∫

Rd

|Ua(t, x)|2ψ( x
R
)dx.

Then we have

F ′
R =

2

R
Im

∫
W a∇W a · (∇ψ)( x

R
)dx =

2

R
Im

∫
W∇(W

a −W ) · (∇ψ)( x
R
)dx

+
2

R
Im

∫
(W a −W )∇W · (∇ψ)( x

R
)dx +

2

R
Im

∫
(W a −W )∇(W

a −W ) · (∇ψ)( x
R
)dx.

Applying (3.7) and Hardy’s inequality, we obtain

|F ′
R(t)| . ‖Ua(t)−W‖Ḣ1(‖Ua(t)‖Ḣ1 + ‖W‖Ḣ1) . e−e0t.

Integrating the above inequality from sufficiently large t to +∞, we get
∣∣∣∣FR(t)−

∫

Rd

|W (x)|2ψ( x
R
)dx

∣∣∣∣ . e−e0t.

Letting R → +∞, we get ‖W a(t)‖L2 = ‖W‖L2 and W a(t) ∈ L2(Rd) when d = 5, which completes the proof by
applying mass conservation law. �

17



X. Liu, K. Yang, T. Zhang

3.3. Construction of W±.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let Y1 := ReY+ = ReY−. We first claim that (W,Y1)Ḣ1 6= 0. In fact, if (W,Y1)Ḣ1 = 0,
then by the equation (2.2) and the definition of B(·, ·) in (2.37), we have

B(W,Y±) =
1

2

∫
∇W∇Y1 −

α+ 1

2

∫
|x|−bWα+1Y1 = −α

2

∫
∇W∇Y1 = 0,

so that W ∈ G⊥ and thus Q(W ) > 0 by Lemma 2.24. However, by Pohozhaev’s identity (2.3):

(3.10) Q(W ) =
1

2

∫
|∇W |2 − α+ 1

2

∫
|x|−bWα+2 = −α

2

∫
|x|−bWα+2 < 0.

Replacing Y± by −Y± if necessary, we may assume

(3.11) (W,Y1)Ḣ1 > 0.

Let

W± :=W±1,

which yields two solutions of (1.1) for large t > 0. Then all the conditions of Theorem 1.2 are satisfied. Indeed,
the limits

‖W±(t)−W‖Ḣ1 . e−e0t, t ≥ 0,

are an immediate consequence of (3.7), while E(W±) = E(W ) follows from the conservation of the energy and the

fact that W a tends to W in Ḣ1. Furthermore, again by (3.7)

‖W a‖2
Ḣ1 = ‖W‖2

Ḣ1 + 2ae−e0t(W,Y1)Ḣ1 +O(e−
3
2 e0t),

which together with (3.11) shows that for large t > 0,

‖∇W+(t)‖L2 > ‖∇W‖L2 and ‖∇W−(t)‖L2 < ‖∇W‖L2 .

From Lemma 2.17, these inequalities remain valid for every t in the intervals of existence of W±. Finally, W−(t)
scatters in the negative time direction follows from (6.4), and W+(t) blows up in finite negative time when d = 5
follows from Corollary 7.2. �

4. Modulation analysis.

In this section, we perform the modulation analysis for solutions in the small neighborhood of the ground state.
On energy surface of the ground state, the distance to this manifold is controlled by

d(u) =

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rd

(
|∇u(x)|2 − |∇W (x)|2

)
dx

∣∣∣∣ ,

as shown in the following result. The same result in the case of pure-power NLS can be found in [6, 37, 45].
Notation. If v is a function defined on R

d, as a convention, we write

v[λ0](x) := λ
− d−2

2
0 v(

x

λ0
) and v[θ0,λ0](x) := eiθ0λ

− d−2
2

0 v(
x

λ0
).

Proposition 4.1. There exists a function ε = ε(d), satisfying limd→0 ε(d) = 0, such that for any u ∈ Ḣ1(Rd)
with E(u) = E(W ), the following inequality holds

inf
θ∈R,µ>0

‖u[θ,µ] −W‖Ḣ1 ≤ ε(d(u)).

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that the claim does not hold; then there must exist ε0 > 0 and a sequence of Ḣ1

functions {fn} such that

(4.1) E(fn) = E(W ) and d(fn) → 0,

but

(4.2) inf
θ∈R,µ>0

‖(fn)[θ,µ] −W‖Ḣ1 > ε0.

Applying bubble decomposition (Lemma 2.15) to {fn}, we obtain a subsequence in fn, (which for the sake of
convenience is still denoted by fn) satisfying the decomposition (2.5) and the properties (2.6)–(2.8). Since

‖∇fn‖2L2 −
J∑

j=1

‖∇φj‖2L2 − ‖∇wJn‖2L2 +

J∑

j=1

‖∇φj‖2L2 ≤ ‖∇fn‖2L2 ,

18
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it follows from (2.7) and d(fn) → 0 that

(4.3)

J∗∑

j=1

‖φj‖2
Ḣ1 ≤ ‖W‖2

Ḣ1 .

We next claim that

(4.4) ‖W‖α+2

Ḣ1
≤

J∗∑

j=1

‖φj‖α+2

Ḣ1
.

In fact, noting that by (4.1) ∫
|x|−bWα+2dx = lim

n→∞

∫
|x|−b|fn|α+2dx,

we deduce from (2.8), (2.10) and Proposition 2.14 that

∫
|x|−bWα+2dx ≤ lim sup

J→J∗

lim sup
n→∞

J∑

j=1

∫
|x|−b|φj(x− xjn

λjn
)|α+2dx ≤

J∗∑

j=1

‖φj‖α+2

Ḣ1

‖W‖α+2

Ḣ1

∫
|x|−bWα+2dx.

This proves (4.4).
Combining (4.3) and (4.4), we obtain J∗ = 1 and

(4.5) fn = (λn)
− d−2

2 ϕ(
x− xn
λn

) + wn where ‖|x|−b|wn|α+2‖L1 + ‖wn‖Ḣ1 → 0.

Furthermore, either xn ≡ 0 or |xn|
λn

→ ∞ and

‖ϕ‖Ḣ1 = ‖W‖Ḣ1 ,

∫
|x|−b|ϕ|α+2dx =

∫
|x|−bWα+2dx.

Therefore, by Proposition 2.14, there exist θ ∈ R, µ > 0 such that

(4.6) ϕ =W[θ,µ].

Claim 4.2. The space parameter xn in (4.5) must satisfy xn ≡ 0.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that |xn|
λn

→ ∞. We first prove

(4.7) lim
n→∞

∫
|x|−b|(λn)−

d−2
2 ϕ(

x − xn
λn

)|α+2dx = lim
n→∞

∫
|x+

xn
λn

|−b|ϕ(x)|α+2dx = 0.

In fact, noting that for any φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd),

∫
|x+

xn
λn

|−b|φ(x)|α+2dx

.

∫

|x+ xn
λn

|< 1
2

|xn|
λn

|x+
xn
λn

|−b|φ(x)|α+2dx+

∫

|x+ xn
λn

|> 1
2

|xn|
λn

|x+
xn
λn

|−b|φ(x)|α+2dx

.

∫

|x|> 1
2

|xn|
λn

|x+
xn
λn

|−b|φ(x)|α+2dx + (
|xn|
λn

)−b‖φ‖α+2
Lα+2

tends to 0 as n→ ∞, we obtain (4.7) by a standard approximation argument.
Combining (4.5) and (4.7), we obtain the contradiction

∫
|x|−bWα+2dx = lim

n→∞

∫
|x|−b|fn|α+2dx = 0.

�

It then follows from (4.5), (4.6) and Claim 4.2 that

fn(x) = λ
− d−2

2
n W[θ,µ](

x

λn
) + wn with ‖wn‖Ḣ1 → 0,

which contradicts (4.2). Proposition 4.1 is proved. �

Proposition 4.1 together with the implicit theorem gives the following orthogonal decomposition.
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Lemma 4.3. There exists δ0 > 0 such that for all u ∈ Ḣ1 with E(u) = E(W ), d(u) < δ0, there exists a couple
θ, µ in R× (0,+∞) with

u[θ,µ]⊥iW, u[θ,µ]⊥W1.

The parameters (θ, µ) ∈ R× (0,+∞) are unique in R/2πZ× R, and the mapping u→ (θ, µ) is C1.

Proof. Consider the following functionals on R× (0,∞)× Ḣ1:

J0 : (θ, µ, f) 7→ (f[θ,µ], iW )Ḣ1 and J1 : (θ, µ, f) 7→ (f[θ,µ],W1)Ḣ1 .

By simple calculation, we have J0(0, 1,W ) = J1(0, 1,W ) = 0 and

∂J0
∂θ

(0, 1,W ) =

∫
|∇W |2, ∂J0

∂µ
(0, 1,W ) = 0

∂J1
∂θ

(0, 1,W ) = 0
∂J1
∂µ

(0, 1,W ) = −
∫

|∇W1|2.

Thus by the implicit function theorem there exist ε0, η0 > 0 such that for h ∈ Ḣ1 with ‖h −W‖Ḣ1 < ε0, there

exists a unique (θ̃(h), µ̃(h)) ∈ C1 such that |θ̃|+ |µ̃− 1| < η0 and

(4.8) (h[θ̃,µ̃], iW )Ḣ1 = (h[θ̃,µ̃],W1)Ḣ1 = 0.

On the other hand, by Proposition 4.1, there exist a function ε and θ1, µ1 such that

‖u[θ1,µ1] −W‖Ḣ1 ≤ ε(d(u)).

Therefore, for d(u) sufficiently small, we deduce from (4.8) that there exists (θ̃1(u), µ̃1(u)) such that

((u[θ1,µ1])[θ̃1,µ̃1]
, iW )Ḣ1 = ((u[θ1,µ1])[θ̃1,µ̃1]

,W1)Ḣ1 = 0,

This completes the proof by taking θ = θ̃1 + θ1 and µ = µ̃1µ1. �

Let u be a solution of (1.1) on an interval I such that E(u0) = E(W ) and write

d(t) := d(u(t)) =

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rd

(
|∇u(t, x)|2 − |∇W (x)|2

)
dx

∣∣∣∣ .

According to Lemma 4.3, if d(t) < δ0 for all t ∈ I, there exist real parameters θ(t), µ(t) > 0 such that

(4.9) u[θ(t),µ(t)](t) = (1 + β(t))W + ũ(t),

where

1 + β(t) =
1

‖W‖2
Ḣ1

(u[θ(t),µ(t)],W )Ḣ1 such that ũ(t) ∈ H⊥.

Define v(t) by

(4.10) v(t) := β(t)W + ũ(t) = u[θ(t),µ(t)] −W.

We can obtain the following estimates regarding the parameter functions in (4.9) and (4.10).

Lemma 4.4. Taking a smaller δ0 if necessary, we have the following estimates on I:

(4.11) |β(t)| ≈ ‖v(t)‖Ḣ1 ≈ ‖ũ(t)‖Ḣ1 ≈ d(u(t))

(4.12) |β′(t)|+ |θ′(t)|+ |µ
′(t)

µ(t)
| . µ2(t)d(u(t)).

The proof of Lemma 4.4 is a consequence of Proposition 2.21 and of the equation satisfied by v, which will be
discussed explicitly in the Appendix B.
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5. Global analysis-Virial.

In the previous section, we develop the modulation analysis which enables us to control the solution near the
two dimensional manifold {W[θ,µ]}. When the solution is away from the manifold, we use the monotonicity formula
arising from Virial to control the solution. To this end, in this section we establish Virial estimates by incorporating
the modulation estimates developed in Section 4.

Let ϕ(x) be a smooth radial function such that

(5.1) ϕ(r) = r2, r ≤ 1, ϕ(r) ≥ 0 and
d2ϕ

dr2
(r) ≤ 2, r ≥ 0.

Define the truncated Virial

(5.2) VR(t) :=

∫

Rd

ϕR(x)|u(t, x)|2dx,

where ϕR(x) = R2ϕ( xR ). For a solution u(t) of (1.1) with E(u) = E(W ), the time derivatives of VR(t) are computed
as

∂tVR(t, x) = 2Im

∫
u(t, x)∇u(t, x) · ∇ϕR(x)dx, t ∈ R,

and

(5.3) ∂ttVR(t) =

{
4αd(u(t)) +AR(u(t)) if ‖u(t)‖Ḣ1 < ‖W‖Ḣ1 ,

−4αd(u(t)) + AR(u(t)) if ‖u(t)‖Ḣ1 > ‖W‖Ḣ1 .

where

AR(u(t)) := 4

∫

|x|≥R

(
1

r

∂rϕR
∂r

− 2)|∇u|2dx+ 4

∫

|x|≥R

(
∂rrϕR
r2

− ∂rϕR
r3

)|x · ∇u|2dx

−
∫

∆2ϕR|u|2dx − 2α

α+ 2

∫

|x|≥R

[
∂rrϕR + (d− 1 +

2b

α
)
∂rϕR
r

− 4(α+ 2)

α

]
|x|−b|u|α+2]dx.

Indeed, an explicit calculation together with equation (1.1) yields

∂ttVR(t) = 4

∫
∂rϕR
r

|∇u|2dx+ 4

∫
(
∂rrϕR
r2

− ∂rϕR
r3

)|x · ∇u|2dx −
∫

|u|2∆2ϕR

− 2α

α+ 2

∫ [
∂rrϕR + (d− 1 +

2b

α
)
∂rϕR
r

]
|x|−b|u|α+2dx

= 8(

∫

Rd

|∇u(t)|2 −
∫

Rd

|x|−b|u(t)|α+2) +AR(u(t)).

By E(u) = E(W ) and the Pohozhaev’s identity (2.3), we have

∫
|∇u(t)|2 −

∫
|x|−b|u|α+2dx =

{
α
2d(u(t)) if ‖u(t)‖Ḣ1 < ‖W‖Ḣ1

−α
2d(u(t)) if ‖u(t)‖Ḣ1 > ‖W‖Ḣ1

which yields (5.3).
The rest of this Section is devoted to giving proper estimates on ∂tVR(t) and AR(t).

Lemma 5.1 (Virial estimate). Let u(t) be an Ḣ1 solution of (1.1) with E(u) = E(W ). For those t satisfying
d(u(t)) < δ0, let

(5.4) u(t)[θ(t),µ(t)] =W + v(t)

be the orthogonal decomposition of u(t) given by (4.9) with the bounds (4.11) and (4.12). We have

(5.5) |∂tVR(t)| . R2d(u(t)),

(5.6) AR(u(t)) .

∫

|x|≥R

(
|u(t, x)|α+2

|x|b +
|u(t, x)|2

|x|2 )dx,

(5.7) |AR(u(t))| .
{∫

|x|≥R
(|∇u(t)|2 + |x|−b|u(t, x)|α+2 + |x|−2|u(t, x)|2)dx,

(µ(t)R)−
d−2
2 d(u(t)) + d(u(t))2 if d(u(t)) < δ0 and |µ(t)R| & 1.
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Proof. We first estimate ∂tVR(t). By Hölder and Hardy’s inequality, we obtain

|∂tVR(t)| .
∫

|x|≤2R

R2 |u(t, x)|
|x| |∇u(t, x)|dx . R2‖u‖2

L∞
t Ḣ

1
x

. R2(d(u(t)) + ‖W‖2
Ḣ1).

This proves (5.5) in the case of d(u(t)) ≥ δ0. To get the bound in the case d(u(t)) < δ0, we make the change of
variable x = y/µ(t) and then apply the decomposition (5.4) to obtain

∂tVR(t) = 2Im
R

µ(t)

∫
µ(t)−

d−2
2 u(t,

y

µ(t)
)µ(t)−

d
2 (∇u)(t, y

µ(t)
) · (∇ϕ)( y

Rµ(t)
)dy

= 2R2Im

∫
1

Rµ(t)
(W + v)∇(W + v) · (∇ϕ)( y

Rµ(t)
)dy.

Write Im[(W + v)∇(W + v)] = Im(W∇v + v∇W + v∇v) and note that on the support of ∇ϕ(y/Rµ(t)), 1/Rµ(t)
is bounded by 2/|y|. As a consequence of Cauchy–Schwarz and Hardy’s inequality, we get the bound

|∂tVR(t)| . R2(‖v(t)‖Ḣ1 + ‖v(t)‖2
Ḣ1 ),

which together with (4.11) yields (5.5) for d(u(t)) ≤ δ0.

We now turn to estimating AR(u(t)). Denote by Ω :=
{
x ∈ Rd : r∂rrϕR ≥ ∂rϕR

}
. Noting that ∂rϕR

∂r ≤ 2r by
(5.1), we have

∫

|x|≥R

(
1

r

∂rϕR
∂r

− 2)|∇u|2dx+

∫

|x|≥R

(
∂rrϕR
r2

− ∂rϕR
r3

)|x · ∇u|2dx

≤
∫

{|x|≥R}∩Ω

(
1

r

∂rϕR
∂r

− 2)|∇u|2dx+

∫

{|x|≥R}∩Ω

(
∂rrϕR
r2

− ∂rϕR
r3

)r2|∇u|2dx

=

∫

{|x|≥R}∩Ω

(∂rrϕR − 2)|∇u|2dx ≤ 0,

which gives immediately (5.6) and the first line in (5.7).
To get the second bound when d(u(t)) < δ0 and µ(t)R & 1, we recall W (x) ≈ O(|x|−(d−2)) for |x| & 1. This

together with the decomposition (5.4) and Lemma 4.4 yields

|AR(u(t))| = |Aµ(t)R((u(t))[θ(t),µ(t)])| = |Aµ(t)R(W + v(t)) −Aµ(t)R(W )|
. ‖∇W‖L2(|x|≥µ(t)R)‖∇v(t)‖L2 + ‖∇v(t)‖2L2

+‖v‖
L

2d
d−2

,2(‖W‖α+1

L
2d

d−2
,2
(|x|≥µ(t)R)

+ ‖v(t)‖α+1

L
2d

d−2
,2
) + ‖W/|x|‖L2(|x|≥µ(t)R)‖∇v(t)‖L2

. (µ(t)R)−
d−2
2 d(u(t)) + (d(u(t)))2.

Lemma 5.1 is proved. �

6. Convergence to W in the Subcritical Case

In this section, we focus on characterizing the nonscattering threshold solutions when the kinetic energy is less
than that of the ground state W . The main result is the following.

Proposition 6.1. Let u be a solution of (1.1) satisfying

(6.1) E(u0) = E(W ) and ‖u0‖Ḣ1 < ‖W‖Ḣ1 ,

and I = (T−, T+) be its maximal interval of existence. Assume that u does not scatter for the positive time, i.e.

(6.2) ‖u‖S(0,T+) = +∞,

then T+ = +∞ and there exists θ0 ∈ R, µ0 > 0 and c > 0 such that

(6.3) ‖u(t)−W[θ0,µ0]‖Ḣ1 . e−ct, t ≥ 0.

Moreover, in the negative time direction, u exists globally and obeys

(6.4) ‖u‖S(−∞,0) <∞.

We first establish some properties for the nonscattering threshold solutions in subsection 6.1, and then give the
proof of Proposition 6.1 in subsection 6.2.
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6.1. Properties for Nonlinear Subcritical Threshold Solutions.

Proposition 6.2. Let u be a solution of (1.1) satisfying (6.1), and I = (T−, T+) be its maximal interval of
existence. If

(6.5) ‖u‖S(0,T+) = +∞,

then
(a) There exists a function λ on [0, T+) such that the set

(6.6) K+ :=
{
u[λ(t)](t), t ∈ [0, T+)

}

is relatively compact in Ḣ1.
(b) T+ = +∞.
(c) The function λ in (a) satisfies

(6.7) lim
t→+∞

√
tλ(t) = +∞.

An analogous assertion holds on negative time direction.

Proof. (a) As the proof follows that of [39, Proposition 3.1], we will only sketch the main steps.
Step 1. For any sequence {τn}n∈N ⊂ [0, T+), there exists λn such that

(6.8) λ
− d−2

2
n u(τn,

x

λn
) converges strongly in Ḣ1(Rd) (up to a subsequence).

By continuity of u it suffices to consider τn → T+. Applying the profile decomposition (c.f. [39, Proposition 3.2]) to

{u(τn)}n∈N, we deduce that there exist J∗ ∈ N∪ {∞}; profiles φj ∈ Ḣ1 \ {0}; scales λjn ∈ (0,∞); space translation
parameters xjn ∈ Rd; time translation parameters tjn; and remainders wJn such that the following decomposition
holds for 1 ≤ J ≤ J∗:

(6.9) un := u(τn) =

J∑

j=1

(λjn)
− d−2

2 [eit
j
n∆φj ](

x− xjn

λjn
) + wJn ;

here wJn ∈ Ḣ1(Rd) obeys

lim sup
J→J∗

lim sup
n→∞

‖eit∆wJn‖S(0,+∞) = 0.

Moreover, for any J ≥ 1, the following energy decoupling properties hold

(6.10)

lim
n→∞

{
‖∇un‖2L2 −

J∑

j=1

‖∇φj‖2L2 − ‖∇wJn‖2L2

}
= 0,

lim
n→∞

{
E(un)−

J∑

j=1

E(eit
j
n∆φj)− E(wJn)

}
= 0.

Furthermore, either tjn ≡ 0 or tjn → ±∞, and that either xjn ≡ 0 or
|xj

n|

λj
n

→ ∞.

We now show that J∗ = 1. Suppose by contradiction that J∗ ≥ 2. It then follows from (6.1), (6.10) and Lemma
2.17 that

(6.11) E(φj) < E(W ) and ‖∇φj‖L2 < ‖∇W‖L2 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ J∗.

We now construct scattering solutions to (1.1) corresponding to each profile. First, if tjn ≡ 0, then we take vj

to be the solution to (1.1) with initial data φj . This solution scatters due to (6.11) and Theorem 1.1. If instead
tjn → ±∞, we let vj be the solution that scatters to eit∆φj as t→ ±∞ (see Theorem 2.11). In either of these cases,
we then define

vjn(t, x) = (λjn)
− d−2

2 vj
(

t

(λj
n)2

+ tjn,
x

λj
n

)
.

We then construct a corresponding nonlinear profile decomposition of the form

uJn(t, x) =
J∑

j=1

vjn(t, x) + eit∆wJn(x).

By construction, we get

lim
n→∞

‖uJn(0)− un‖Ḣ1 = 0.
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Moreover, the arguments of [39, Lemma 3.8] imply

lim sup
J→J∗

lim sup
n→∞

{
‖uJn‖L∞

t Ḣ
1
x(R×Rd) + ‖uJn‖S(R)

}
. 1,

lim sup
J→J∗

lim sup
n→∞

‖∇[(i∂t +∆)uJn + |x|−b|uJn|αuJn]‖
L2

tL
2d

d+2
,2

x (R×Rd)
= 0.

Applying the stability result (Proposition 2.12), we derive bounds for the solutions un that contradict (6.5).
Having established J∗ = 1, (6.9) simplifies to

(6.12) un(x) = λ
− d−2

2
n [eitn∆φ](

x − xn
λn

) + wn(x),

where either tn ≡ 0 or tn → ±∞ and either xn ≡ 0 or |xn|
λn

→ ∞. We now observe that

(6.13) ‖∇wn(x)‖L2 → 0 as n→ +∞.

Indeed, otherwise, by (6.10) and Lemma 2.17, we see that E(φ) < E(W ) and ‖∇φ‖L2 < ‖∇W‖L2. By the same
arguments used above, we deduce that ‖u‖S(0,+∞) < +∞, contradicting (6.5).

To see that the space shifts must obey xn ≡ 0, we note that if |xn|
λn

→ ∞ then Proposition 2.13 yields global

scattering solutions vn to (1.1) with

vn(0) = λ
− d−2

2
n [eitn∆φ](

x − xn
λn

).

Applying the stability result (Proposition 2.12), this implies uniform space-time bounds for the solutions un,
contradicting (6.5). To see that the time shifts must obey tn ≡ 0, we note that if |tn| → ∞ then the functions
eit∆un (which has asymptotically vanishing space-time norm) define good approximate solutions obeying global
space-time bounds for n large. In particular, an application of Proposition 2.12 would again yield uniform space-
time bounds for the un, contradicting (6.5).

Finally, by (6.12) and (6.13) we get

‖λ
d−2
2

n u(τn, λnx)− φ‖Ḣ1 → 0 as n→ +∞,

which complete the proof of (6.8).
Step 2. We define λ(t). Note that for any t ∈ [0, T+)

(6.14) 2E(W ) = 2E(u(t)) ≤ ‖u(t)‖2
Ḣ1 ≤ ‖W‖2

Ḣ1 .

Fixing t ∈ [0, T+), define

λ(t) := sup

{
λ > 0, such that

∫

|x|≤1/λ

|∇u(t, x)|2dx = E(W )

}
.

By (6.14), 0 < λ(t) < ∞. Let (tn)n be a subsequence in [0, T+). As proven in Step 1, up to the extraction of

a subsequence, there exists a sequence (λn)n such that (u[λn](tn))n converges in Ḣ1 to some v0 ∈ Ḣ1. One may
check directly, using (6.14) and the definition of λ(t) that

C−1λ(tn) ≤ λn ≤ Cλ(tn),

which shows (extracting again subsequences if necessary) the convergence of (u[λ(tn)](tn))n in Ḣ1. The compactness

of K+ is proven, which concludes the proof of (a).
The proofs of (b) and (c) are same as the proofs of [Lemma 2.8, Step 2] and [Lemma 3.3, Step 2] in [17], so we

omit the details. �

The next observation on λ(t) is that λ(t) is basically comparable to µ(t) given by (4.9) when the solution u(t)
close to the manifold

{
W[θ,µ]

}
.

Lemma 6.3. Let u be the solution of (1.1) on the time interval I satisfying (6.6). Suppose d(u(t)) < δ0 on I, and
hence the orthogonal decomposition (4.10) holds. Then there exist constants 0 < c < C <∞ such that

c <
λ(t)

µ(t)
< C ∀t ∈ I.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Supposing this is not true, there must exist a sequence of times tn ∈ In such
that

µ(tn)

λ(tn)
−→ 0 or

µ(tn)

λ(tn)
−→ ∞.
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This implies directly that

(6.15) W
[λ(tn)
µ(tn)

]
⇀0 weakly in Ḣ1.

From the compactness in (6.6), we can extract a subsequence and find V ∈ Ḣ1 such that

(6.16) (u(tn))[λ(tn)] → V in Ḣ1

which along with d(u(t)) < δ0 implies

(6.17) ‖V ‖2
Ḣ1 = lim

n→∞
‖u(tn)‖2Ḣ1 = ‖W‖2

Ḣ1 − lim
n→∞

d(u(tn)) > ‖W‖2
Ḣ1 − δ0.

On the other hand, rewriting the decomposition (4.10) as

(u(tn))λ(tn) = (W + v(tn))[−θ(tn),λ(tn)
µ(tn)

]
,

we deduce from (6.15) and (6.16) that

(v(tn))[−θ(tn),λ(tn)
µ(tn)

]
⇀ V weakly in Ḣ1.

Therefore, by the estimate ‖v(t)‖Ḣ1 . d(u(t)) in (4.11)

‖V ‖2
Ḣ1 ≤ lim inf

n→∞
‖(v(tn))[−θ(tn),λ(tn)

µ(tn)
]
‖Ḣ1 . d(u(tn)) < δ0,

which contradicts (6.17) by replacing δ0 by a smaller one. Lemma 6.3 is proved. �

The precompactness in Proposition 6.2 implies that u(t) keeps getting closer to the manifold
{
W[θ,µ]

}
.

Lemma 6.4. Let u be a solution of (1.1), defined on [0,+∞), satisfying (6.1) and (6.2). Then there exists a
sequence tn → +∞ such that d(u(tn)) tends to 0 as n→ +∞.

Proof. The compactness in (6.6) implies directly that for any ε > 0, there exists ρε > 0 sufficiently large so that

(6.18) sup
t∈[0,∞)

∫

|x|> ρε
λ(t)

|∇u(t, x)|2 + |x|−b|u(t, x)|α+2 + |x|−2|u(t, x)|2dx < ε.

On the other hand, by (6.7), there exists t0 such that

λ(t) ≥ ρε

ε
√
t
, ∀t ≥ t0.

Fix T ≥ t0 and let R = ε
√
T . Then R ≥ ρε

λ(t) for t ∈ [t0, T ]. Applying Lemma 5.1 for t ∈ [t0, T ] and using (6.18),

we obtain

(6.19) |∂tVR(t)| . R2 = ε2T,

(6.20) |AR(u(t))| .
∫

|x|>R

|∇u|2 + |x|−b|u|α+2 + |x|−2|u|2dx . ε.

Substituting (6.20) into the first line in (5.3), we obtain

∂ttVR(t) ≥ 4αd(u(t))− Cε.

Integrating it over [t0, T ] and using (6.19), we have
∫ T

t0

d(u(t))dt . ε(T − t0) + ε2T.

As ε > 0 was arbitrary, this implies

lim
T→+∞

1

T

∫ T

0

d(u(t))dt = 0.

The convergence of d(u(t)) along a sequence of time is proved. �

Lemma 6.3 implies that we can replace λ(t) by µ(t) on the interval where d(u(t)) < δ0. From the derivative
estimate of µ(t) in Lemma 4.4, it is reasonable to expect

|λ′(t)|
λ3(t)

. d(u(t)) ∀t ≥ 0.
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In fact, by the argument in [46, Lemma A.3], we can modify λ(t) such that it is differentiable almost everywhere
and satisfies

(6.21)

∣∣∣∣
1

λ2(a)
− 1

λ2(b)

∣∣∣∣ .
∫ b

a

d(u(t))dt, ∀[a, b] ⊂ [0,∞).

Moreover, the compactness property (6.6) still holds for the modified λ(t).
We will revist this estimate later when we prove the uniform lower bound for λ(t). Now we turn to considering

the distance function d(u(t)) with the goal of proving the exponential decay of d(u(t)). We star by showing the
following.

Lemma 6.5. Let u be the solution of (1.1) satisfying (6.6). Then for any [a, b] ⊂ [0,∞),

(6.22)

∫ b

a

d(u(t))dt . sup
t∈[a,b]

1

λ2(t)
[d(u(a)) + d(u(b))].

Proof. Estimate (6.22) is scaling invariant; by rescaling the solution, we only need to prove the estimate with
addition assumption mint∈[a,b] λ(t) = 1.

Let VR(t) be defined by (5.2). Then |∂tVR(t)| . R2d(u(t)) and

∂ttVR(t) = −4αd(u(t)) +AR(u(t)).

If d(u(t)) < δ1 < δ0, the second line of (5.7) and Lemma 6.3 imply

|AR(u(t))| . (R− d−2
2 + δ1)d(u(t)).

If d(u(t)) ≥ δ1, the first line of (5.7) and (6.18) give that for R ≥ ρε

|AR(u(t))| . ε .
ε

δ1
d(u(t)).

Choosing R sufficiently large, δ1 sufficiently small and then ε sufficiently small, we deduce that

|AR(u(t))| ≤ 2αd(u(t)).

Hence

∂ttVR(t) ≤ −2αd(u(t)) ∀t ∈ [a, b].

Integrating the above inequality from a to b gives (6.22). �

The major obstacle of translating the integration estimate to the pointwise decay of d(u(t)) is the uniform lower
bound of λ(t). We will show this is indeed the case knowing d(u(t)) converges to 0 along a sequence of time, a
result that can be deduced again from Virial analysis. We prove these results in the following Lemma.

Lemma 6.6. Let u be the solution of (1.1) satisfying (6.1) and (6.2). Then there exists a constant c > 0 such that

inf
t∈[0,∞)

λ(t) ≥ c.

Proof. Let the sequence tn be determined by Lemma 6.4 such that d(u(tn)) → 0 as n → ∞. Then for any ε > 0,
there exists Nε > 0 such that

(6.23) d(u(tNε
)) + d(u(tm)) ≤ ε ∀m ≥ Nε.

Take any τ ∈ [tNε
,∞) and any m ≥ Nε such that τ ∈ [tNε

, tm]. Applying (6.21) on [tNε
, τ ] and then using Lemma

6.5, we estimate
∣∣∣∣

1

λ2(τ)
− 1

λ2(tNε
)

∣∣∣∣ .

∫ τ

tNε

d(u(t))dt .

∫ tm

tNε

d(u(t))dt

. sup
t∈[tNε ,tm]

1

λ2(t)
× (d(u(tNε

)) + d(u(tm))).

It then follows from (6.23) and the triangle inequality that

1

λ2(τ)
≤ Cε sup

t∈[tNε ,tm]

1

λ2(t)
+

1

λ2(tNε
)

∀τ ∈ [tNε
, tm].

Taking ε > 0 sufficiently small yields

sup
τ∈[tNε ,tm]

1

λ2(τ)
≤ 2

λ2(tNε
)

and thus sup
τ∈[tNε ,∞)

1

λ2(τ)
≤ 2

λ2(tNε
)
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by letting m→ ∞. The uniform bound for 1
λ(τ) comes from this and the boundedness on the closed interval [0, tNε

].

Lemma 6.6 is proved. �

6.2. The proof of Proposition 6.1.

Proof. The assertion T+ = +∞ follows directly from Proposition 6.2. To prove (6.3), the key is to show

(6.24) lim
t→+∞

d(u(t)) = 0.

We star by proving

(6.25)

∫ ∞

t

d(u(s)) . e−ct ∀t ≥ 0.

In fact, by Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6 ∫ tn

t

d(u(s))ds . d(u(t)) + d(u(tn)),

where {tn} is the sequence in Lemma 6.4 such that d(u(tn)) → 0. Letting n→ ∞ gives immediately
∫ ∞

t

d(u(s))ds . d(u(t)) ∀t ≥ 0,

which together with Gronwall’s inequality yields (6.25) for some c > 0.
We now prove (6.24). Assume that (6.24) does not hold. Then extracting a subsequence from (tn), there exist

0 < δ1 < δ0 and t′n > tn such that

(6.26) d(u(t′n)) = δ1 and 0 < d(u(t)) < δ1 ∀t ∈ (tn, t
′
n),

where δ0 is such that (4.9) and Lemma 4.4 hold. Let β(t) be the parameter in the decomposition (4.9) on the
interval (tn, t

′
n). By Lemma 4.4, |β′(t)| . d(u(t)) for t ∈ (tn, t

′
n), thus (6.25) implies that β(tn) − β(t′n) tends to

0. Furthermore, again by Lemma 4.4, |β(t)| ≈ d(u(t)), which shows that d(u(t′n)) tends to 0, contradicting (6.26).
This proves (6.24).

As a consequence of (6.24), we may decompose u for large t

u[θ(t),µ(t)] = (1 + β(t))W + ũ(t), ũ(t) ∈ H⊥.

Then (6.3) is equivalent to the existence of θ∞ ∈ R, µ∞ ∈ (0,∞) and c > 0 such that

(6.27) d(u(t)) + |β(t)|+ ‖ũ‖Ḣ1 + |θ(t) − θ∞|+ |µ(t)− µ∞| . e−ct, t ≥ 0.

We star by proving that there exists µ∞ ∈ (0,∞) such that

(6.28) lim
t→+∞

µ(t) = µ∞.

Combining the estimates (4.12), (6.21) and (6.25) we immediately see that 1
µ2(t) and 1

λ2(t) converge as t → ∞.

Therefore, by Lemma 6.3, the proof of (6.28) reduces to preclude the possibility that

(6.29) lim
t→∞

1

λ2(t)
= 0.

Assume by contradiction that (6.29) holds. Recalling d(u(tn)) → 0, for any ε > 0, there must exist N0 ∈ N such
that

1

λ(t)
< ε ∀t ≥ tN0 and d(u(tn)) < ε ∀n ≥ N0.

Taking any t∗ ≥ tN0 and applying (6.21), (6.22) we obtain
∣∣∣∣

1

λ2(t∗)
− 1

λ2(tn)

∣∣∣∣ .

∣∣∣∣
∫ tn

t∗

d(u(t))dt

∣∣∣∣ .
∫ tn

tN0

d(u(t))dt

≤ C sup
t∈[tN0 ,tn]

1

λ2(t)
[d(u(tn)) + d(u(tN0))].

Letting n→ ∞ we have
1

λ2(t∗)
≤ C sup

t∈[tN0 ,∞)

1

λ2(t)
d(u(tN0)) ≤ Cε sup

t∈[tN0 ,∞)

1

λ2(t)
.

Choosing Cε ≤ 1
2 and taking supremum in t∗ over [tN0 ,∞), we obtain 1

λ(t) = 0 for all t ≥ tN0 , which is a

contradiction. Therefore, we obtain (6.28).
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Estimate (6.27) is then a straightforward consequence of Lemma 4.4 and the boundedness of µ. The proof of
(6.3) is complete.

Finally, we prove (6.4). Assume by contradiction that ‖u‖S(T−,0) = +∞. Then by Proposition 6.2 and Lemma
6.6, applied forward and backward, T− = −∞ and there exits a function λ(t) defined on R with uniform lower

bound, such that the set {(u(t))[λ(t)], t ∈ R} is relatively compact in Ḣ1. Furthermore

lim
t→+∞

d(u(t)) = lim
t→−∞

d(u(t)) = 0.

Then by Lemma 6.5, we have
∫ +∞

−∞
d(u(t))dt = limn→+∞

∫ +n

−n
d(u(t))dt = 0. Thus d(u0) = 0, which contradicts

(6.1). This proves (6.4). �

7. Convergence to W in the Supercritical Case.

In this section, we characterize solutions to (1.1) if the kinetic energy is greater than that of the ground state.
More precisely, we prove that if the threshold solution does not blow up in finite time, then it converges exponentially
to the ground state.

Proposition 7.1. Let u be a radial solution to (1.1) defined on [0,+∞) satisfying

(7.1) E(u0) = E(W ) and ‖u0‖Ḣ1 > ‖W‖Ḣ1 .

Assume furthermore that u0 ∈ L2(Rd). Then there exist constants θ0 ∈ R, µ0, c > 0 such that

‖u(t)−W[θ0,µ0]‖Ḣ1 . e−ct, ∀t ≥ 0.

A similar result holds for negative times if u is defined on (−∞, 0].

Corollary 7.2. Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) satisfying (7.1) and such that u0 ∈ L2(Rd). Then u is not
defined on R

d.

We start by proving the following Lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Suppose u is the solution in Proposition 7.1. Then we have the following:
(a) On the interval I where d(u(t)) < δ0, there exists c > 0 such that µ(t) appearing in the modulation decomposition
(4.9) satisfies

(7.2) µ(t) ≥ c, ∀t ∈ I.

(b) There exists R0 = R0(δ0,W, ‖u0‖L2) such that for all R ≥ R0

(7.3) AR(u(t)) ≤ 2αd(u(t)), ∀t ∈ I.

Proof. We first prove (7.2). Taking the L2 norm on both sides of (4.9) and using ‖v(t)‖
L

2d
d−2

. ‖v‖Ḣ1 ≤ Cδ0 from

Lemma 4.4, we have

µ(t)‖u(t)‖L2 ≥ ‖W + v(t)‖L2(|x|≤1)

≥ ‖W‖L2(|x|≤1) − C‖v(t)‖
L

2d
d−2

≥ ‖W‖L2(|x|≤1) − Cδ0.

Inequality (7.2) then follows from the mass conservation.
We now turning to prove (7.3). By the radial Sobolev inequality

sup
x∈Rd

|x| d−1
2 |u(x)| . ‖u‖1/2L2 ‖∇u‖1/2L2 ,

we have ∫

|x|>R

|u(t, x)|α+2

|x|b . R−b− d−1
2 α‖u‖2+

α
2

L2 ‖∇u‖
α
2

L2.

This together with the bound in (5.6) and Young’s inequality implies

AR(u(t)) .

∫

|x|>R

|u(t, x)|α+2

|x|b dx+

∫

|x|>R

|u(t, x)|2
|x|2 dx

. R−b− d−1
2 α(d(u(t)) + ‖W‖2

Ḣ1) +R−2‖u0‖L2 .

By taking R large enough depending on ‖u0‖L2, δ0 and W , we obtain (7.3) in the case of d(u(t)) ≥ δ0. In the
remaining case when d(u(t)) < δ0, (7.3) follows directly from (7.2) and the second bound of (5.7). �

We are ready to prove Proposition 7.1.
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Proof of Proposition 7.1. By (5.3) and (7.3), we have

(7.4) ∂ttVR(t) ≤ −2αd(u(t)), t ≥ 0.

Thus, since ∂ttVR(t) < 0 and VR(t) > 0 for all t ≥ 0, it follows that

(7.5) ∂tVR(t) > 0 for all t > 0.

Integrating (7.4) between t and T , and using (5.5) we get

2α

∫ T

t

d(u(s))ds ≤ ∂tVR(t)− ∂tVR(T ) ≤ ∂tVR(t) . R2d(u(t)).

Letting T tend to infinity yields
∫∞

t d(u(s))ds . d(u(t)), and thus by the Gronwall’s lemma,
∫ ∞

t

d(u(s))ds . e−ct, t ≥ 0.

As a direct implication, there exists a sequence {tn} ⊂ (0,∞) such that limn→∞ d(u(tn)) = 0. Therefore, we can
perform the decomposition (4.9) in the neighborhood of tn for large n. We claim that

(7.6) µ(tn) . 1.

Indeed, if this is not true, passing to a subsequence, we have µ(tnk
) → ∞. Along this subsequence we use the

Hölder’s inequality and (4.10) to estimate (recall that ϕR(x) = R2ϕ( xR ))

VR(tnk
) =

∫

|x|≤ε

ϕR(x)|u(tnk
, x)|2dx+

∫

|x|>ε

ϕR(x)|u(tnk
, x)|2dx

. R2ε2‖u(tnk
, x)‖2

L
2d

d−2
x

+R4‖u(tnk
, x)‖2

L
2d

d−2
x (|x|>ε)

. R2ε2(d(u(tnk
)) + ‖∇W‖2L2) +R4‖(u(tnk

))[θ(tnk
),µ(tnk

)]‖2
L

2d
d−2 (|x|≥εµ(tnk

))

. R2ε2(d(u(tnk
)) + ‖∇W‖2L2) +R4‖W‖2

L
2d

d−2 (|x|≥εµ(tnk
))
+ R4‖v(tnk

)‖2
L

2d
d−2

.

Note that ‖v(tnk
)‖Ḣ1 . d(u(tnk

)) by (4.11) and d(u(tnk
)) → 0. Taking nk → ∞ and then ε → 0, we obtain

limnk→∞ VR(tnk
) = 0, which contradicts (7.5).

Next, we prove that

(7.7) lim
t→∞

d(u(t)) = 0.

We argue by contradiction. If this is not true, there must exists c ∈ (0, δ0), a subsequence in {tn} (for which we
use the same notation) and another sequence τn such that

(7.8) τn ∈ (tn, tn+1], d(u(τn)) = c, d(u(t)) ∈ (0, c] ∀t ∈ [tn, τn].

Taking any t ∈ [tn, τn], we use the derivative estimate from Lemma 4.4 and (7.2) to obtain
∣∣∣∣

1

µ(tn)2
− 1

µ(t)2

∣∣∣∣ .
∫ t

tn

| µ
′(t)

µ(t)3
|dt .

∫ ∞

tn

d(u(t))dt → 0.

This together with the control from (7.2) and (7.6) implies

µ(t) ≈ 1 ∀t ∈ [tn, τn].

Inserting this into the estimate of β(t) in (4.11) we have

|β(tn)− β(τn)| ≤
∫ τn

tn

|β′(t)|dt .
∫ τn

tn

|β′(t)|
µ2(t)

.

∫ ∞

tn

d(u(t))dt → 0

as n → ∞. This is a contradiction since β(tn) ≈ d(u(tn)) → 0 and β(τn) ≈ d(u(τn)) = c from (7.8). The
convergence of d(u(t)) in (7.7) is proved.

Given (7.7), we can perform the decomposition for all t ≥ T0 and repeat the same argument as that used to
derive (7.6) to show that µ(t) ≈ 1. Finally, the exponential convergence of all the parameters follows from the same
argument in the Section 6. �
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Proof of Corollary 7.2. Let u be a solution of (1.1) satisfying the assumptions of the corollary and defined on
R. Applying the arguments in the proof of Proposition 7.1 to u(−t), we know that (7.4) and (7.5) also hold for the
negative time. Moreover, we have

(7.9) lim
t→−∞

d(u(t)) = 0.

By (5.5), (7.4) and (7.9), we have that ∂ttVR(t) < 0 and ∂tVR(t) → 0 as t → ±∞. This contradicts (7.5) and
completes the proof of Corollary 7.2. �

8. Uniqueness and the classification result

In this section, we first follows the arguments in [17] to establish a uniqueness result for threshold solutions
converging to the ground state. Then we use the uniqueness results to classify all threshold solutions for the energy
critical inhomogeneous NLS (1.1), which will imply the proof of Theorem 1.5.

8.1. Estimates on exponential solutions of the linearized equation. Let us consider the linearized equation
with

(8.1) ∂th+ Lh = ε

where h and ε satisfy, for t ≥ 0

(8.2) ‖ε(t)‖
L

2d
d+2

,2 + ‖∇ε‖N(t,+∞) . e−c1t,

(8.3) ‖h(t)‖Ḣ1 . e−c0t,

with 0 < c0 < c1. The following proposition asserts that h must decay almost as fast as ε, except in the direction
Y+ where the decay is of order e−e0t.

Proposition 8.1. Consider h and ε satisfying (8.1), (8.2) and (8.3). Then for any Strichartz couple (p, q)

• if e0 /∈ [c0, c1) , then for any ε > 0

‖h(t)‖Ḣ1 + ‖∇h‖Lp(t,+∞;Lq,2) ≤ Cηe
−(c1−η)t;

• if e0 ∈ [c0, c1), there exists A+ ∈ R such that for any η > 0

‖h(t)−A+e
−e0tY+‖Ḣ1 + ‖∇(h−A+e

−e0tY+)‖Lp(t,+∞;Lq,2) ≤ Cηe
−(c1−η)t.

Proof. As the proof follows that of [17, Proposition 5.9], we will only sketch the main steps. By Lemma 2.20, it
suffices to show that if e0 /∈ [c0, c1) then

(8.4) ‖h(t)‖Ḣ1 ≤ Cηe
−(c1−η)t;

and if e0 ∈ [c0, c1) then

(8.5) ‖h(t)−A+e
−e0tY+‖Ḣ1 ≤ Cηe

−(c1−η)t.

In the sequel, we will assume without loss of generality that c1 6= e0.
Step 1: Let us decompose h(t) as

(8.6) h(t) = α+(t)Y+ + α−(t)Y− + α̃(t)iW + γ(t)W1 + g(t),

where

α− :=
B(h,Y+)

B(Y+,Y−)
, α+ :=

B(h,Y−)

B(Y+,Y−)
,(8.7)

α̃ :=
1

‖W‖2
Ḣ1

(h− α+Y+ − α−Y−, iW )Ḣ1 ,

γ :=
1

‖W1‖2Ḣ1

(h− α+Y+ − α−Y−,W1)Ḣ1 ,(8.8)

so that by (2.38) and (2.40) g ∈ G⊥. Using equation (8.1) and (2.39), we obtain the differential equations on the
coefficients in (8.7)–(8.8):

d

dt
(ee0tα+) = ee0t

B(Y−, ε)

B(Y+,Y−)
,

d

dt
(e−e0tα−) = e−e0t

B(Y+, ε)

B(Y+,Y−)
,(8.9)

dQ(h)

dt
= 2B(h, ε),

dα̃

dt
=

(iW, ε̃)Ḣ1

‖W‖2
Ḣ1

,
dγ

dt
=

(W1, ε̃)Ḣ1

‖W1‖2Ḣ1

,(8.10)
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where

(8.11) ε̃ := ε− B(Y−, ε)

B(Y+,Y−)
Y+ − B(Y+, ε)

B(Y+,Y−)
Y− − Lg.

Step 2: Bounds on α− and α+. We now claim

|α−(t)| . e−c1t,(8.12)

|α+(t)| .
{
e−c1t, if e0 /∈ [c0, c1),

e−c1t + e−e0t, if e0 ∈ [c0, c1).
(8.13)

Let us first show the following general bound on B.

Claim 8.2. For any finite time-interval I of length |I| ≤ 1, we have

(8.14)

∫

I

|B(f, g)|dt . |I| 12 (‖∇f‖N(I) + ‖f‖
L∞(I,L

2d
d+2

,2
)
)‖g‖L∞(I,H2).

Proof. Recall the definition of the symmetric bilinear form B in (2.37). By Hölder’s inequality
∫

I

|B(f, g)|dt .

∫

I

∫

Rd

(
|∇f ||∇g|+ |x|−b|f ||g|

)
dxdt

. ‖∇f‖N(I)‖∇g‖
L2(I,L

2d
d−2

,2
)
+ |I|‖f‖

L∞(I,L
2d

d+2
,2
)
‖g‖

L∞(I,L
2d

d−2−2b
,2
)
,

which together with the embedding H2(Rd) →֒ L
2d

d−2−2b ,2(Rd) yields (8.14). �

Assumption (8.2) on ε, together with (8.9) and Claim 8.2 yields

e−e0t|α−(t)| =
∫ ∞

t

e−e0s|B(Y+, ε(s))|ds . e−(e0+c1)t.

This proves (8.12).
Let us show (8.13). First assume that e0 < c0. Thus by assumption (8.3) and (8.7), ee0tα+(t) tends to 0 when

t tends to infinity. Then using the same argument as that used to derive (8.12), we obtain |α+(t)| . e−c1t.
Now assume that e0 ≥ c0. By (8.9)

α+(t) = e−e0tα+(0) +
e−e0t

B(Y+,Y−)

∫ t

0

ee0sB(Y−, ε(s))ds.

Assumption (8.2) on ε together with Claim 8.2 yields

|α+(t)| . e−e0t + e−e0t
∫ t

0

ee0se−c1sds . e−e0t + e−c1t.

Estimate (8.13) is proved.
Step 3: Bounds on ‖g‖Ḣ1 , α̃ and γ. We next prove

(8.15) ‖g(t)‖Ḣ1 + |α̃(t)|+ |γ(t)| . e−(
c0+c1

2 )t.

Integrating the equation on Q in (8.10) between t and +∞, and using Claim 8.2, assumptions (8.2) and (8.3), we
get |Q(h(t))| . e−(c0+c1)t. Thus

|Q(α+Y+ + α−Y− + α̃iW + γW1 + g)| . e−(c0+c1)t

|2α+α−B(Y+,Y−) +Q(g)| . e−(c0+c1)t,

which together with the bounds (8.12) and (8.13) implies |Q(g)| . e−(c0+c1)t. As a consequence of the coercivity
of Q on G⊥ (Lemma 2.24), we get the estimate on ‖g‖Ḣ1 in (8.15). It remains to show the bounds on α̃ and γ.

Consider the function ε̃ defined in (8.11). By assumption (8.2) and the equation (2.2)

|(iW, ε̃(s))Ḣ1 | . e−c1t + |(W,Lg(s))Ḣ1 | . e−c1t + |
∫

|x|−bWα+1Lg|.
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Since |∇W | . |x|−1W and W = O(〈x〉−(d−2)), it follows from Hölder’s inequality that

|
∫

|x|−bWα+1Lg| .
∫

|x|−b−1Wα+1|∇g|+ |x|−2bW 2α+1|g|

.

∫
|x|−b−1〈x〉−(d+2−2b)|∇g|+

∫
|x|−2b〈x〉−(d+6−4b)|g|

. ‖∇g‖L2 + ‖g‖
L

2d
d−2

. ‖g‖Ḣ1 .

Thus by the estimate of g in (8.15), we have |(iW, ε̃(s))Ḣ1 | . e−
c0+c1

2 t. In view of the second equation in (8.10)
and (8.11), we get the bound on α̃ in (8.15). An analogous proof yields the bound on γ.
Step 4: Conclusion. Summing up estimates (8.12), (8.13) and (8.15), we get, in view of decomposition (8.6) of h:

(8.16) ‖h(t)‖Ḣ1 .

{
e−

c0+c1
2 t, if e0 /∈ [c0, c1)

e−e0t + e−
c0+c1

2 t if e0 ∈ [c0, c1).

Proof of (8.4): If e0 /∈ [c0, c1), then by the first line in (8.16), the estimate of h in (8.3) can be improved. Iterating
the argument we obtain the bound ‖h(t)‖Ḣ1 ≤ Cηe

−(c1−η)t if e0 /∈ [c0, c1), which yields the desired estimate (8.4).
Proof of (8.5): Let us assume e0 ∈ [c0, c1). Then the equation on α+ in (8.7) shows that ee0tα+(t) has a limit
A+ when t→ +∞. Integrating the equation on α+ between t and +∞, we get (in view of Claim 8.2)

(8.17) A+ − ee0tα+(t) = ee0t
∫ +∞

t

B(Y+, ε(s))

B(Y+,Y−)
ds = O(e(e0−c1)t).

Substituting (8.17) into the decomposition (8.6), and using the estimates (8.12) and (8.15), we get ‖h(t) −
A+e

−e0tY+‖Ḣ1 . e−
c0+c1

2 t. Furthermore, h1(t) := h(t) − A+e
−e0tY+ satisfies, as h, equation (8.1). Thus the

estimate (8.4) shown in the preceding step implies (8.5). The proof of Proposition 8.1 is complete. �

8.2. Uniqueness.

Lemma 8.3. If u is a solution of (1.1), defined on [t0,+∞), satisfies E(u) = E(W ) and

(8.18) ‖u(t)−W‖Ḣ1 . e−ct, ∀t ≥ t0,

for some constant c > 0. Then there exists a unique a ∈ R such that u = W a, where W a is constructed in
Proposition 3.2.

Proof. Let v := u−W . Then by (2.15) v satisfies the equation

(8.19) ∂tv + Lv +R(v) = 0, ∀t ≥ t0.

Step 1: We show that there exists a ∈ R such that for any η > 0,

(8.20) ‖v(t)− ae−e0tY+‖Ḣ1 + ‖v(t)− ae−e0tY+‖Z(t,+∞) ≤ Cηe
−(2−η)e0t.

Indeed, we will show

(8.21) ‖v(t)‖Ḣ1 . e−e0t, ‖R(v(t))‖
L

2d
d+2

,2 + ‖∇(R(v))‖N(t,+∞) . e−2e0t,

which together with Proposition 8.1 gives (8.20). By Lemma 2.19, it suffices to show the first estimate.
By (8.18) and Lemma 2.19, we have

‖R(v(t))‖
L

2d
d+2

,2 + ‖∇R(v(t))‖N(t,+∞) . e−2ct.

Then Proposition 8.1 gives that

‖v(t)‖Ḣ1 . e−e0t + e−
3
2 ct.

If 3
2c ≥ e0, we obtain the first inequality in (8.21). If not, an iteration argument gives the first inequality in (8.21).

Step 2: Let us show, for any m > 0,

(8.22) ‖u(t)−W a‖Ḣ1 + ‖u−W a‖Z(t,+∞) ≤ e−mt.

This implies that u = W a, by uniqueness in Proposition 3.2. Therefore, the proof of Lemma 8.3 reduces to show
(8.22).

We now prove (8.22). According to Step 1, (8.22) holds for m = 3
2e0. Let us assume (8.22) holds for some

m = m1 > e0. We will show that it holds for m = m1 +
e0
2 , which will yield (8.22) by iteration.

Let va(t) :=W a(t)−W . Then by (2.15) and (8.19)

∂t(v − va) + L(v − va) = −R(v) +R(va).
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We have assumed that (8.22) holds for m = m1, i.e.

‖v(t)− va(t)‖Ḣ1 + ‖v − va‖Z(t,+∞) ≤ e−m1t,

which together with Lemma 2.19 implies

‖R(v(t))−R(va(t))‖
L

2d
d+2

,2 + ‖∇(R(v)−R(va))‖N(t,+∞) . e−(m1+e0)t.

It then follows from Proposition 8.1 that

‖v(t)− va(t)‖Ḣ1 + ‖v − va‖Z(t,+∞) . e−(m1+
3
4 e0)t,

which yields (8.22) with m = m1 +
e0
2 . By iteration, (8.22) holds for any m > 0. �

Corollary 8.4. For any a 6= 0, there exists Ta ∈ R such that

(8.23)

{
W a(t) =W+(t+ Ta) if a > 0,

W a(t) =W−(t+ Ta) if a < 0.

Proof. Let a > 0 and then choose Ta > 0 such that ae−e0Ta = 1. By (3.7), for large t,

(8.24) ‖W a(t+ Ta)−W − e−e0tY+‖Ḣ1 . e−
3
2 e0t,

which implies ‖W a(t+ Ta) −W‖Ḣ1 . e−e0t. By Lemma 8.3, there exists a′ ∈ R such that W a(t + Ta) = W a′(t).
Substituting it into (8.24), using (3.7) and the uniqueness result of W a in Proposition 3.2, we see that a′ = 1.
Hence (8.23) holds when a > 0. The proof for a < 0 is similar and we omit the details. �

8.3. Proof of the classification result. Let us turn to the proof of Theorem 1.5. Point (b) is an immediate
consequence of the variational characterization of W (Proposition 2.14).

Let us show (a). Let u be a solution of (1.1) satisfying (6.1), and I = (T−, T+) be its maximal interval of
existence. If ‖u‖S(T−,T+) < ∞, then u exists globally and scatters in both time directions by Theorem 2.11.
Assume now that ‖u‖S(T−,T+) = ∞. Replacing if necessary u(t) by u(t), we may assume that ‖u‖S(0,T+) = ∞. By

Proposition 6.1, T+ = +∞ and there exist θ0 ∈ R, µ0 > 0 and c > 0 such that ‖u(t)−W[θ0,µ0]‖Ḣ1 . e−ct. It then
follows from Lemma 8.3 that there exists a < 0 such that u[−θ0,µ−1

0 ] =W a. Thus by Corollary 8.4,

u(t) =W−
[θ0,µ0]

(t+ Ta)

for some Ta ∈ R, which shows (a).
The proof of (c) is similar. Let u be a solution of (1.1) defined on I such that E(u0) = E(W ), ‖u0‖Ḣ1 > ‖∇W‖Ḣ1

and u0 ∈ L2 is radial. Assume that |I| is infinity. Without loss of generality, we may assume that u is defined on
[0,+∞). Then by Proposition 7.1, ‖u(t)−W[θ0,µ0]‖Ḣ1 . e−ct. Using Lemma 8.3 and the same argument as before,
we have

u(t) =W+
[θ0,µ0]

(t+ Ta)

for some Ta ∈ R, which shows (c). The proof of Theorem 1.5 is complete.

Appendix A. Asymptotic behavior of G(r).

Lemma A.1. Let W be the ground state in (1.2) and G(x) = G(|x|) ∈ Ḣ1
rad

(Rd) solving

(A.1) G′′ +
d− 1

r
G′ − d− 1

r2
G+

α+ 1

rb
WαG = 0.

Then {
As r → 0+, G(r) = O(r), G′(r) = O(1),

As r → ∞, G(r) = O(r−(d−1)), G′(r) = O(r−d),

Proof. It is easy to see 0 is the regular-singular point of the ODE (A.1); therefore there must exist two linear
independent solutions in the form of a power series:

G1(r) = r
∞∑

n=0

anr
n, a0 = 1;

G2(r) = CG1(r) ln r + r−(d−1)
∞∑

n=0

bnr
n, b0 = 1.

General solutions to (A.1) near 0 are
c1G1(s) + c2G2(s).
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Since G(x) = G(|x|) ∈ Ḣ1
rad(R

d), clearly it must hold that c2 = 0 and thus we obtain the desired asymptotics of G
near 0.

For the asymptotic behavior near infinity, we can reduce the issue into a similar situation by introducing the
change of variable s = r−1. Equation (A.1) in variable s is

Gss −
d− 3

s
Gs −

d− 1

s2
G+ (α + 1)sb−4WαG = 0.

From a similar analysis, it has two linear independent solutions near s = 0. Going back to r variable and using
G(r) ∈ Ḣ1

rad(R
d) , we are able to select the right asymptotics

G(r) = O(r−(d−1))

as r → ∞. The lemma is proved. �

Appendix B. Proof of modulation results.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. We first prove (4.11). By v(t) = β(t)W + ũ(t) and ũ⊥W in Ḣ1 , we have

(B.1) ‖v‖2
Ḣ1 = β2‖W‖2

Ḣ1 + ‖ũ‖2
Ḣ1 .

Denote by ũ1 and ũ2 the real and imaginary parts of ũ. By the orthogonality of ũ1 and ũ2 with W in Ḣ1 and the
equation (2.2), we have

∫
∇W · ∇ũ1 =

∫
∇W · ∇ũ2 =

∫
|x|−bWα+1ũ1 =

∫
|x|−bWα+1ũ2 = 0.

Hence B(W, ũ) = 0 and

(B.2) Q(v) = Q(ũ+ βW ) = Q(ũ) + β2Q(W ).

From the scaling invariance of the energy, (4.10) and (2.21), we have

(B.3) E(W ) = E(u[θ,µ]) = E(W + v) = E(W ) +Q(v) +O(‖v‖3Ḣ1).

As Q(W ) < 0 by (3.10), it follows from (B.2) and (B.3) that

|β2|Q(W )| −Q(ũ)| = Q(v) . ‖v‖3
Ḣ1 .

This inequality together with the coercivity property of Q in Proposition 2.21 implies that

(B.4) ‖ũ‖2
Ḣ1 . ‖v‖3

Ḣ1 + β2 and β2 . ‖ũ‖2
Ḣ1 + ‖v‖3

Ḣ1 .

Since ‖v‖Ḣ1 is small when d(u) is small by the variational characterization of W , it follows from (B.1) and (B.4)
that

|β| ≈ ‖v‖Ḣ1 ≈ ‖ũ‖Ḣ1 ,

for small d(u). This is the first part of (4.11). It remains to show the estimate on d(u). Developing the equation∣∣∣‖W + v‖2
Ḣ1 − ‖W‖2

Ḣ1

∣∣∣ = d(u), we get

∣∣‖v‖2
Ḣ1 + 2(v,W )Ḣ1

∣∣ =
∣∣∣‖v‖2Ḣ1 + 2β ‖W‖2Ḣ1

∣∣∣ = d(u),

which yields |β(t)| ≈ d(u(t)). Estimates (4.11) are proved.
We now prove (4.12). Let us consider the self-similar variables y and s defined by

µ(t)y = x, ds = µ2(t)dt.

Then (1.1) may be rewritten as (for simplicity we drop the t dependence in θ, µ):

i∂su[θ,µ] +∆yu[θ,µ] + |y|−b|u[θ,µ]|αu[θ,µ] + θsu[θ,µ] + i
µs
µ
(
d− 2

2
u[θ,µ] + y · ∇u[θ,µ]) = 0.

Inserting u[θ,µ] =W + v, we get

∂sv − i∆v − i(α+ 1)|y|−bWαv1 + |y|−bWαv2 +R(v)

−iθs(W + v) +
µs
µ
W1 +

µs
µ
(y · ∇v + d− 2

2
v) = 0.

Writing v = β(s)W + ũ, we obtain the equation for ũ = ũ1 + iũ2:

∂sũ1 + i∂sũ2 + βsW + (∆ + |y|−bWα)ũ2 − i(∆ + (α+ 1)|y|−bWα)ũ1 − αiβ(s)|y|−bWα+1

−θsiW +
µs
µ
W1 = −R(v) + θsiv −

µs
µ
(
d− 2

2
v + y · ∇v).(B.5)
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Claim B.1. The Ḣ1-scalar products of the right-hand term by W, iW and W1 are bounded up to a constant by
E(s), where E(s) is defined by

E(s) := |d(u(s))|(|d(u(s))| + |θs(s)|+ |µs
µ
(s)|).

Proof of Claim B.1. We only show how to bound the Ḣ1-scalar products of R(v) by W , since the others can be
handed similarly. Note that by (2.17) and (2.19),

|R(v)| . |y|−b(Wα−1|v|2 + |v|α+1);

so that by the equation (2.2), 0 < b < min
{
1, d−2

2

}
and the estimate (4.11) that proved before

|(R(v),W )Ḣ1 | = |(R(v),∆W )L2 | .
∫

Rd

|y|−2b(Wα−1|v|2 + |v|α+1)Wα+1dy

.

∫

Rd

|y|−2b〈y〉−(8−4b)|v|2 + |y|−2b〈y〉−(d+2−2b)|v|α+1dy

. ‖|y|−2b〈y〉−(8−4b)‖
L

d
2
y

‖v‖2
L

2d
d−2

+ ‖|y|−2b‖
L

2d
d−2+2b
y

‖v‖α+1

L
2d

d−2

. ‖v(s)‖2
Ḣ1 + ‖v(s)‖α+1

Ḣ1
. d(u(s))2 + d(u(s))α+1 . d(u(s))2.

�

Taking the inner product between (B.5) and W, iW and W1 in Ḣ1, we obtain

(B.6) βs‖W‖2
Ḣ1 = −(∆ũ2,W )Ḣ1 − (|y|−bWαũ2,W )Ḣ1 +O(E(s))

−θs‖W‖2
Ḣ1 = (∆ũ1,W )Ḣ1 + ((α+ 1)|y|−bWαũ1,W )Ḣ1

− αβ(s)(|y|−bWα+1,W )Ḣ1 +O(E(s))

(B.7)
µs
µ
‖W1‖2Ḣ1 = −(∆ũ2,W1)Ḣ1 − (|y|−bWαũ2,W1)Ḣ1 +O(E(s)).

Claim B.2. We have the following bounds:

|(∆ũ,W )Ḣ1 |+ |(|y|−bWαũ,W )Ḣ1 | . d(u(s)).

The same set of estimates also hold when W is replaced by W1.

Proof of Claim B.2. Since 0 < b < min
{
1, d−2

2

}
, it follows from the equation (2.2), Hölder’s inequality and (4.11)

that

|(∆ũ,W )Ḣ1 | = |(∇ũ,∇(|y|−bWα+1))L2 |
. ‖∇ũ‖L2‖|y|−b−1〈y〉−(d+2−2b)‖L2

y
. ‖ũ‖Ḣ1 . d(u(s)),

and

|(|y|−bWαũ,W )Ḣ1 | = |(|y|−bWαũ, |y|−bWα+1)L2 |
. ‖ũ‖

L
2d

d−2
‖|y|−2b〈y〉−(d+6−4b)‖

L
2d

d+2
y

. ‖∇ũ‖L2 . d(u(s)).

Finally, as −∆W1 = (α+ 1)WαW1, W1 is bounded as |y| → 0 and decays faster than W as |y| → ∞, we have the
same set of estimates when W is replaced by W1. �

Consequently all the right-hand terms in the equations (B.6)–(B.7) are bounded up to a constant by d(u(s)) +
E(s). Taking δ0 sufficiently small, we have

|βs(s)|+ |θs(s)|+ |µs
µ
(s)| . |d(u(s))|.

Changing back to t variable we proved (4.12). �
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Appendix C. Spectral properties of the linearized operator.

In this Appendix, we follow the arguments in [8, 17, 18, 34] to give the proof of Lemma 2.23.

(a) Existence and symmetry of the eigenfunctions. Note that L(v) = −L(v), so that if e0 > 0 is an
eigenvalue for L with eigenfunction Y+, −e0 is an eigenvalue of L with eigenfunction Y+. Let us show the existence
of Y+. Writing Y1 = ReY+, Y2 = ImY+, we must solve

(C.1)

{
(∆ + (α+ 1)V )Y1 = −e0Y2,

(∆ + V )Y2 = e0Y1,

where V := |x|−bWα. The operator −∆− V on L2 with domain H2 is self-adjoint and nonnegative, thus it has a
unique square root (−∆− V )1/2 with domain H1. Assume that there exists f ∈ H4 such that

Pf = −e20f, where P := (−∆− V )1/2(−∆− (α+ 1)V )(−∆− V )1/2

Then taking

Y1 := (−∆− V )1/2f, Y2 :=
1

e0
(−∆− (α+ 1)V )(−∆− V )1/2f

would yield a solution of system (C.1), showing the existence of Y+ and Y−.
It suffices to show that the operator P on L2 with domain H4 has a strictly negative eigenvalue. Note that

0 < b < min
{
d
4 , d− 2

}
by the assumptions made at the begining of section 2, it is straightforward to check that

P = (∆ + V )2 − α(−∆− V )1/2V (−∆− V )1/2

is a relatively compact, self-adjoint perturbation of ∆2; so that its essential spectrum is [0,+∞). Thus the proof
reduces to show the following:

(C.2) ∃f ∈ H4 such that ((∆ + (α+ 1)V )(−∆− V )1/2f, (−∆− V )1/2f)L2 > 0.

We distinguish two cases. First assume that d = 3, 4, so that W ∈ L2(Rd). We will use the localization method
to prove (C.2). Let Wa(x) := χ

(
x/a

)
W (x), where χ is a smooth, radial function such that χ(r) = 1 for r ≤ 1 and

χ(r) = 0 for r ≥ 2. We first claim

(C.3) ∃a > 0 such that Ea :=

∫
(∆ + (α+ 1)V )WaWa > 0.

Recall that ∆W = −|x|−bWα+1. Thus

(∆ + (α+ 1)V )Wa = α|x|−bχ
(
x/a

)
Wα+1 +

2

a
(∇χ)

(
x/a

)
· ∇W +

1

a2
(∆χ)

(
x/a

)
W.

Hence ∫
(∆ + (α+ 1)V )WaWa

= α

∫
|x|−bχ2(x/a)Wα+2 +

2

a

∫
(χ∇χ)

(
x/a

)
· ∇W W

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(A)

+
1

a2

∫
(χ∆χ)

(
x/a

)
W 2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(B)

.

According to the explicit expression of W , W . |x|−(d−2) and |∇W | . |x|−(d−1) at infinity, which gives |(A)| +
|(B)| . 1

a . Hence (C.3).

Let us fix a such that (C.3) holds. Recall that W is not in L2. Thus ∆+V is a selfadjoint operator on L2, with

domain H2, and without eigenfunction. In particular R(∆ + V ) = Ker {∆+ V }⊥ = L2. Hence for any ε > 0, we
can find Gε ∈ H2 such that

(C.4) ‖(∆ + V )Gε − (∆ + V − 1)Wa‖L2 ≤ ε,

which together with ‖(∆ + V − 1)−1‖L2→H2 < +∞ implies

(C.5) ‖(∆ + V − 1)−1(∆ + V )Gε −Wa‖H2 . ε.

Substituting (C.5) into (C.3), we obtain, for small ε > 0

(C.6) ((∆ + (α+ 1)V )(∆ + V − 1)−1(∆ + V )Gε, (∆ + V − 1)−1(∆ + V )Gε) > 0.

Since (∆ + V − 1)−1(−∆− V )1/2Gε ∈ H3, there exists f ∈ H4 such that

‖(∆ + V − 1)−1(−∆− V )1/2Gε + f‖H3 < ε,
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which implies

(C.7) ‖(∆ + V − 1)−1(∆ + V )Gε − (−∆− V )1/2f‖H2 . ε.

Substituting (C.7) into (C.6) and choosing ε > 0 sufficient small, we obtain (C.2).
Assume now that d = 5, so that W is in L2(Rd). In this case R(∆+ V )⊥ = Ker(∆ + V ) = Span {W}, and thus

(C.8) R(∆ + V ) = {f ∈ L2 : (f,W )L2 = 0}.
Furthermore, ∆ + (α+ 1)V is a self-adjoint compact perturbation of ∆ and

((∆ + (α + 1)V )W,W )L2 = α

∫
VW 2dx > 0,

which shows that ∆+ (α+1)V has a positive eigenvalue. Let Z be the eigenfunction for this eigenvalue. Recalling
that (∆ + (α+ 1)V )W1 = 0 we get, for any real number γ

∫

Rd

(∆ + (α + 1)V )(Z + γW1)(Z + γW1) =

∫

Rd

(∆ + (α+ 1)V )ZZ > 0.

By explicit calculation, (W1,W )L2 6= 0, so that we can choose the real number γ to have (Z + γW1,W )L2 = 0.
Hence by (∆ + V )W = 0,

((∆ + V − 1)(Z + γW1),W )L2 = (Z + γW1, (∆ + V − 1)W )L2

= −(Z + γW1,W )L2 = 0.

By (C.8), we can choose, for any ε > 0 a function Gε in H2 such that

‖(∆ + V )Gε − (∆ + V − 1)(Z + γW1)‖L2 < ε,

which is similar to (C.4). As in the preceding case, we can find f ∈ H4 such that (C.2) holds. This completes the
proof of (a).

(b) Decay of the eigenfunctions at infinty. Recall that the eigenfunctions Y+ and Y− are complex conjugates.
According to system (C.1), it suffices to show the decay result on Y1 only. We first show the following property
holds for all k and s

∀ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Rd \ {0}), ∀R ≥ 1, ‖ϕ(x/R)Y1‖Hs .

1

Rk
. (Pk,s)

Recall that Y1 =
√
−∆− V f1 with f1 ∈ H4, so that (P0,3) is satisfied. We now show that for k ≥ 0, s ≥ 3, (Pk,s)

implies (Pk+1,s+1). Assume (Pk,s) and consider ϕ and ϕ̃ in C∞
0 (Rd \ {0}) such that ϕ̃ is 1 on the support of ϕ.

Applying ∆+ V to the first equation of (C.1) and combining the second equation, we obtain

(C.9) (∆2 + e20)Y1 = −V∆Y1 − (α+ 1)V 2Y1 − (α+ 1)∆(V Y1).

By the explicit form of W , V and all its derivatives decay at least as 1/|x|4−b at infinity. Thus (C.9) implies
‖ϕ(x/R)(∆2 + e20)Y1‖Hs−3 . 1

R4−b ‖ϕ̃(x/R)Y1‖Hs . Hence

(C.10) ‖(∆2 + e20)(ϕ(
x

R
)Y1)‖Hs−3 .

1

R
‖ϕ̃(x/R)Y1‖Hs .

By (Pk,s), the right-hand side of (C.10) is bounded by C/Rk+1 for large R. Furthermore, ∆2+e20 is an isomorphism
from Hs+1 to Hs−3, so that (C.10) implies ‖ϕ(x/R)Y1‖Hs+1 . 1/Rk+1, which yields exactly (Pk+1,s+1). The proof
of (2.34) is complete.

With the decay (2.34) at infinity, and recalling H2(Rd) →֒ L2
loc(R

d), we have Y± ∈ L
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd). After differenti-

ating (C.1), we obtain Y± ∈ W 3L
2d

d+2 ,2(Rd), as desired.
Finally, we prove that Y± ∈ L∞(Rd). In fact, by Lemma 2.7 and (2.33), we have

‖|x|−bWαY±‖
H

1
2
+ε

. ‖|x|−bWα‖
W

1
2
+εL

d
2−ε

,2‖Y±‖
L

2d
d−4+2ε

,2 + ‖|x|−bWα‖Ld,2‖Y±‖
W

1
2
+εL

2d
d−2

,2

. ‖|x|−bWα‖
W

1
2
+2εL

d
2
,2‖Y±‖H2 + ‖|x|−bWα‖

WL
d
2
,2‖Y±‖

H
3
2
+ε . ‖Y±‖H2 < +∞,

for ε > 0 sufficiently small. This inequality together with the equation (C.1) and the embedding H
5
2+ε(Rd) →֒

L∞(Rd) shows Y± ∈ L∞(Rd).

(c) and (d). The proof of (c) is similar to (b), and (d) follows from [17, Corollory 5.3], so we omit the details.
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[6] T. Aubin, Problémes isopérimétriques et espaces de Sobolev. J. Diff. Geom. 11 (1976), 573–598.
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